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Abstract

W e consider the m agnetic eld dependence of the chem ical potential for
parabolically con ned quantum dots In a strong m agnetic eld. A pproxin ate
expressions based on the notion that the size of a dot is determ ined by a
com petition between con nem ent and Interaction energies are shown to be
consistent w ith exact diagonalization studies for sm all quantum dots. Fine
structure is present in the m agnetic eld dependence which cannot be ex—
plined w ithout a fullm any-body description and is associated w ith ground-—
state level crossings as a function of con nem ent strength or Zeem an interac—
tion strength. Som e ofthis ne structure is associated w ith precursors of the

buk incom pressible states responsble for the fractional quantum Halle ect.
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A dvances In nanofabrication technology have m ade it possble to realize arti cial sys—
tem s In which electrons are con ned to a snall area within a two din ensional electron
gas. Interest in these {uantum dot’ system s []] has been enhanced as a result of recently
developed techniques B]which probe them spectroscopically. The quantity which ism ea—
sured @] in these experin ents is the m agnetic eld dependence of the addition spectrum ’,
ie., the energy to add one ekctron to a dot. Thisisgiven by y EJ E? , where
ES is the ground state energy of an N -electron dot. A ddition soectrum m easurem ents
have generally been Interpreted in tem s of btonstant interaction’ m odels in which electron—
electron Interactionsw ithin a quantum dot are accounted forby ncluding a charging energy
which is characterized by a xed selfcapacitance; or, when this fails, by using H artree or
H artreeFock approxin ations. H owever, egpoecially at strong m agnetic elds, quantum dots
can have strongly correlated /4] ground states, som e of which are precursors of the buk
Incom pressble states responsible for the fractional quantum Halle ect. In this regine a
com plkte Interpretation of addition soectra m easurem ents requires an exact treatm ent of
the C oulom bic electron-electron interactions.

In this Letter we report on num erical exact diagonalization calculations of the addition
goectrum  for quantum dots In a strong m agnetic eld. W e nd that the addition spectrum
has a surprisinhgly rich m agnetic eld dependence, show Ing a Jarge num ber of sharp features
superim posed on a an ooth badkground. The an ooth badckground can be acocounted for
using a sim ple H artree approxin ation. The sharp features are associated w ith energy—-Jlevel
crossings at xed N , often between strongly correlated states. T he rok of the spin degree
of freedom is non-trivial and is not in general consistent with expectations of exchange—
enhanced spin—splitting based on the H artreeFock approxin ation. T he constant interaction
m odel fails qualitatively for strong m agnetic elds.

W e consider a system of electrons In two dimensions (2D ) which are con ned by a
parabolic extemal potential ], V (r) = m “r’=2. W e con ne our attention here to the
strongmagnetic ed Iimi ], =!. 1. (! eB,=mc isthe cycbtron frequency and B

is the com ponent of the m agnetic eld perpendicular to the 2D electron gas.) In this lim it



] the sym m etric gauge single-particle eigenstates are conveniently classi ed by a Landau
level ndex n and an angular mom entum index m = nj;:::;1 , and we can con ne our

attention to n = 0. The singleparticle orbitals In the lowest Landau level have energies

".=h!=2+ @+ 1),where =m 2¥=nh ?=l_and ¥ hceB,. (m¥ini=
2¥m + 1). The quantized kinetic energy of the lowest Landau lvel is a constant which
hereafter we absorb Into the zero of energy. W e use as the unit of energy the interaction
energy €= . Then them any-elctron energies are determ ined by tw o din ensionless num bers
characterizing the ratio of the con nem ent and Zeeam an energies to the interaction energy;
respectively, ~ == “Yandg g B=@= ‘). Note that we explicitly include the
possibility of tilted elds since we believe that tilted— eld experin ents w ill prove to be very
valuable. A s discussed below we have evaluated the ground state energy over a w ide range
ofvalues for these two param eters.

TheH am iltonian In our system is invariant under spatial rotations about an axis perpen—
dicular to the 2D plane and passing through the center of the quantum dot, and also under
rotations in spin gpace about the m agnetic eld direction (7). It follow s that both the total
angularmomentum M , and S S 7~ are good quantum numbers. It is straightforward
to choose a representation for the m any-body Ham iltonian which is diagonal In these two
operators and blodk diagonal for the H am iltonian. E igenenergiesm ay be expressed asa sum

of Interaction and single-particke contributions,

E;N;M,;S )=U;N;M,;S )+ N +M,) ggBS : @)

Here i labels a state within a M ,;S ) subspace, and U; N ;M ,;S ) / €= " is determ ined
by exactly diagonalizing the electron-electron Interaction tem in the Ham iltonian within
this subspace [§]. In our study we have used a Lanczos algorithm to detem ine only the
m Inimum Interaction energy wihin each subspace, Uy N ;M ,;S ). ForN = 2;3;4;5;6 we
have considered all possibl values of S , whik forN = 7;8 we have considered only fully
FoIn polarized stateswih S = N=2. In each case we have considered all values of M ,

from them Ininum value consistent w ith the Pauli exclusion principle (ssebelow ) toM , =



3N O 1)=2,which is large enough to accomm odateanm = 3 Laughlin dropkt [LJ[1]. For
given valuesof ~ and g the subspace containing the ground state isdetermm ined by m Inin izing
Uy®N;M,;S )+ ~N +M,) gS overallvaluesofM , and S forwhich caloculations have
been perfom ed. T his procedure results n a surprisingly rich phase diagram f©or a quantum
dot.

Results ©orN = 5and N = 6 are shown in Fig. () and Fig. ). Regions in the phase
diagram are labeled by by M ,;2S ), the quantum num bers of the state w ith lowest energy.
A long the boundary lines In these phase diagram s ground state level crossings occur; the
slope of a lne is given by (S S%=M, M2 and the intercept by U, N ;M %;S°)

UyN;M,;S ))=M, M ZO). It follow s from the spin-rotational nvarance of the electron—

electron Interaction tem in the Ham iltonian that states m ay be labeld by a total soin

quantum number S andby S = S; ;S . In each spin multiplet the only ground state

candidate for any non-zero g is the state which is polarized along the eld, ie. S = S.
ThustheS valuesin these guresgive the totalspin quantum num bers ofthe corresponding
states.

W e discuss these rather com plicated phase diagram s, beginning w ith g and ~ relhtively
large, on the upper right-hand side ofthe gures. ForN = 5only the 4,1), (6,3),and (10,5)
regions in the phase diagram correspond to the single Slater determ inant ground statesw hich

would be obtained in the Hartreetock approxin ation. The occupation num bers for these

states are given by ( ; )i ( ;) and  ( 7 ), respectively. An

occupied (unoccupied) singleparticle state is represented by a fullem pty) circle. Circles
eft (dght) of the sam icolon represent soin up (down) states. The angularm om entum m ofa
single-particle state increases from left to right.] Sin ilarly, forN = 6 the (6,0), (7,2), 10,4),
and (15,6) regions have single Slater determ nant ground states w ith occupation num bers
given by ( ; )i ( ; )i ( i )i and (

The 4,1) state forN = 5 and the (6,0) state forN = 6 m Inin ize the con nem ent energy
and are ground states at all values of ~ in the absence of electron-electron and Zeeam an

Interactions. T hese states are the precursors of the Landau level lling factor = 2 states

) respec



forbulk system s.

A s the con nem ent strength ~ weakens, interactions favor less com pact (larger total
angularm om entum ) electron dots Uy N ;M , + 1;S ) Ug N ;M ;S )]. For these dot sizes
the expansion is rst accom plished, except at an all g, by form ing the m ost com pact states
consistent w ith increasing spin polarization until com plete soin polarization is reached. For
large g, states wih large spin quantum numbers are favored; eventually, for very large
g, only stateswith S = N=2 occur. The tendency toward com plkte soin polarization is
what sim pli es the phase diagram at larger values of g. At snall g, as the con nem ent ~
weakens the dot expands by introducing holes [[1fi3] into the interior of the dot. A s these
holes beginh to correlate the H artreeFock approxin ation begins to 2ail. O ne consequence
is that interactions often favor states which are not com pletely spinpolarized. At weaker
con nem ent the ground states are linear com binations ofm any Slater determ nants. M any
of the states which occur can be identi ed as precursors of the bulk incom pressbl states
resoonsible for the fractional quantum Halle ect. Forexamplk forN = 5 the (30,5) region
correspondstothe = % statewhilke forN = 6the (36,0) and 45,6) phase regions correspond
tothe = 2 spin-singlkt stateand = % spin-polarized states.

States wih larger values of M , occur and the phase diagram beocom es richer as ~
decreases. The upper panels in Fig. {ll) and Fig. @) show the smallg, snall ~ re
gions of the phase diagram s on an expanded scale. The dashed line shows the path
taken through these phase diagram s fora GaAs samplk with h = 2m &V as a function
of a perpendicular m agnetic eld. (For GaAs ~ 0131 mev])?=@, Tesla])®*? and
g 00059B [TeshE®- [Tesh])™. Regions of the phase diagram to the right of this line
could be explored experim entally by using tilted m agnetic elds.

Som e qualitative features of these results can be understood using a sin ple argum ent
which considers the com petition between the H artree energy and the con nem ent energy
of a quantum dot. W e assum e that in the ground state electrons occupy the N  an allest—

m orbitals with approxin ately equal probability, lkading to a charge distribution which



is approxim ately that of a uniform disk of radius [I3J R = ' 2N . (For such a state
M, NN =2. Themaxinum value of N=N allowed by the Pauli exclusion principle is 1
for spinpolarized states and 2 forunpolarized states.) For allbut the an allest dots the two

largest contributions to the total energy w illbe the H artree energy,

[
8e’N? &4 2N°?
" 3 R 3 g “

and the con nem ent energy,
Ec= M.+ N) NN =2: 3)

C orrections due to exchange and correlations Which reduce the interaction energy below
Ey ) give a contrbution proportionalto N ! for large N are relatively less inportant for
large dots. The con nem ent energy favors com pact dots w ith am all values of N while the
Interaction energy favors expanded dots. For a given value of ~ and N the optinum dot size

can be detem ined by m Inin izng Ey + E- wih regpect toN . This gives

P— o=

N 42 )
¥ 3w @

3 P _ _
Ey + Ec = 5[(e2= Y@ 2=3 *I7N ®)
and
5 | S _ _

N 5[<e2= W@ 2=3 )*I°N 6)

N ote that In this approxin ation the energy and y are independent ofm agnetic eld. This
result di ers qualitatively from the constant interaction m odelwhere  would be the sum

of an Interaction tem proportionalto N and a singleparticlke tem . The di erence here is
due to the fact that the size of the dot is not xed but is detemm ined by a com petition of
interaction and single-particle tem s. Com paring with Fig. {I]) and Fig. {]) we see that the
values of the ground state angularm om enta are reasonably estin ated [[]1by Eq. @) (usihg

M, NN =2)even forN = 5and N = 6. (O verestin ates are expected since correlations



w ill reduce the Interaction energy cost of m aking the dots snaller.) The above Hartree
argum ent predicts N orM , in the ground state. Tn a H artreeFock generalization of this
argum ent the exchange energy would stabilize the state w ith the largest soin polarization
allowed for a given M , by the Pauli exclusion principle. Indeed the m ost com pact fully
soinpolarized state M, = N N 1)=2;S = N=2), which is the precursor of the buk
= 1 state, has a large range of stability in the phase diagram s of Fig. []) and Fig. ).
However, as seen m ost clearly In the upper panels, m any states with am aller values of S
occur at larger M , where full spin polarization is allowed. This is in direct contradiction
w ith H artree¥Fock theory and is a result of correlations.
Fig. @) shows [[4] the magnetic eld dependence of ¢ for a GaAs samplke wih
h = 2meV. (The nset shows results or N = 2;3;4;5;6 on a wider energy scalke.) The
approxin ately N = dependence of y at xed el and the weak m agnetic— eld dependence
are explained by Eq. {§). Sin ilarly, in approxin ate agreem ent w ith Eq. @), the angularm o—
mentum di erence between the N = 5 ground state and the N = 6 ground state ncreases
from 5 to 15 in going from the lkft—-to right-hand sides of the curve. However, the ner
features apparent in the plot of 4 can be understood only by acoounting for the possibility
of strong correlations In the quantum dot and cannot be explained w ith HartreeFock or
sin ilar approxin ations. T he apparently am ooth curve for N = 6 in the insst can be seen
to have a large number of cusps due to ground state level crossings for etther N = 5 or
N = 6 quantum dots. At a ground state level crossing dE (=dB m ust decrease. Ik follow s
that ground state level crossings in the N 1 and N particle system s lead resgoectively to
positive and negative jum p discontinuities in d y =dB as seen in Fig. ). Note that unlke
the prediction ofan independent-particlk approxin ation @], upward and dow nward point-
Ing cusps do not In general altemate. At the lkeft-hand side B 25Tesla) of this gure
boththeN = 5andN = 6dotsareinthe M ,=N N 1)=2;S = N=2)m axin um -density
SoIn-polarized sihgle Slater determm nant states, while at the right-hand side B 6Tesla)
bothN = 5andN = 6dotsarein M , = 3N (N 1)=2;S = N=2) states. These states are

the precursors ofthebulk = land = 1=3 lnoom pressbl statesand the inocom pressibility



isre ected P] In the relative large regions of stability in the phase diagram s. T he resulting
Ylateaus’ in the addition spectrum should be am ong the m ost visbl features experin en—
tally. Precursors of a Landau kevel 1ling factor statewillooccur orN=N = ; i ollows
from Eq. {) that for GaA s we can expect associated fatures in the addition spectrum to
occur forB [fesla] 03630 mev]) *PN 7= . Features denti ed with = 2 in the recent
experin ents of A shooriet al. ] seem to Pllow thisN ' law ratherwell. W e believe that
the unidenti ed experim ental features which appear at approxin ately twice this eld are
associated with precursors of the = 1 incompressble state which is stabilized prim ar-
iy be elctron-ekctron Interactions. W e predict that features associated w ith precursors
of fractional incom pressible states will appear at stronger elds and also, less visbly, at
Interm ediate elds.
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FIGURES

FIG.1l. Phassediagram fora N = 5 parabolically con ned quantum dot. Regions In the phase
diagram are labeled by the M , and N« N4 values of the ground state. (S = ©Nn» N4)=2.)
T he upper panel show s the rich behavior at weak con nem ent which is related to the physics of
the fractionalquantum Halle ect. T he dashed line show s the path in the phase diagram followed
by GaAssamplewih h = 2meV and a perpendicularm agnetic eld between B = 2:5Tesh and

B = TTesla.

FIG.2. Phase diagram fora N = 6 parabolically con ned quantum dot. Regions in the phase

diagram are labeled asn Fig. (1).

FIG .3. M agnetic eld dependence oftheN = 6 addition spectrum for a parabolically con ned
quantum dot wih h = 2me&V. The curve has a cusp whenever there is a ground state level
crossing for either the N = 5 orN = 6 dot. Curve segm ents between two upward tick m arks are

labelkd w ih the ground state quantum numbers M ,;2S,) ofthe N

6 dot. Segm ents between
dow nw ard tick m arks are lJabeled w ith the quantum num bersoftheN = 5 dot. T he paths followed
through the phase diagram s for thism odelare indicated by the dashed Inesin Fig. (1) and Fig. 2).
The inset shows results orN = 2;3;4;5;6 on a w der energy scale. The dashed lines In the inset
resul from the Coulomb blockade m odel, w ith a phenom enological selfcapacitance obtained by a

t to the exact num erical resuls.
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