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Enlarged Sym m etry and C oherence in A rrays of Q uantum D ots
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Enlarged sym m etry characterized by the group SU (4) can be realized In isolated sem iconducting
quantum dots. A Hubbard m odel then describes a pillar array of coupled dots and at half- lling
the system can be mapped onto an SU (4) soin chain. The physics of these new structures is
rich as novel phases are attainable. The spins spontaneously dim erize and this state is robust to
perturbationswhich break SU (4) symm etry. W e propose w ays to experin entally verify the existence
of the dim erized phase.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Quantum dot arraysare a new arena for the study of strongly correlated electrons and the persistence of quantum
coherence. P hysical properties ofa single sam iconducting dot aswell as tunneling betw een dots can be controlled over
a wide range { a luxury not available to us In ordinary condensed m aterials. R ecent advances In nanofabrication tech—
nigues o erthe possibility of constructing arti cial structures so am all that the electronic level spacing is com parable
to the charging energy. A s a consequence, these structures can exhibit enlarged continuous sym m etries not nom ally
found In nature. In this paper we determ ine conditions under w hich a pillar of coupled sem iconducting quantum dots
realizes the group SU (4) as a good symm etry and show that the SU (4) spins spontaneously dim erize { a phase of
m atter that would be di cult to attain w ith the an aller SU (2) sym m etry of electrons in generic quantum dots.

C ontinuous sym m etries are ubiquitous In physics. R otational nvariance chara i by the group O (3) pem is
the classi cation of atom ic orbitals via integer angular m om entum quantum numb . Spinning particles, such as
electrons, are described by representations ofthe group SU (2). Approxin ate SU (3) isospin sym m etry ofhadronshas
is origin In the light m asses of the up, down and strange avors of quark8. Unlke the case of electrons for which
SU () symm etry is exact, quarks can be described by SU (3) only approxin ately since the m asses of the quarks are
not exactly equal. N evertheless, the approxin ate SU (3) symm etry is usefiil for classifying hadrons. W e show how an
approxin ate SU (4) symm etry can be realized In quantum dot structures, and we exploit its properties to describe
the novel dim erized phase that should em erge in these structures under certain conditions.

Consider a potential wellwith N degenerate eigenstates. Taking electron spin into account there are a total of
2 N degenerate states, and ifall of these states are equivalent, in a sense m ade precise below , we can think of them
as realizing the findam ental representation of the SU @N ) group. In other words, electrons placed in the shell can
be considered as having 2N di erent, but equivalent, avors instead of just the ordinary two avors of spin up and
down. It is In portant to note that SU 2N ) sym m etry is not equivalent, in general, to the higher-soin representations
ofthe usualSU (2) group fam iliar from the quantum theory of angularm om entum . Rather, forN > 1, SU @N ) isa
di erent and larger symm etry.

O rdinary atom ic orbials m ight seem lke a good candidate but, for real atom s, the enlarged sym m etry is broken
down to the usualSU ) symm etry by electron-electron interactions which lift the degeneracy. H owever, as Sta ord
and D asSam a noticedH, sem iconducting tum dotso erthepossibility ofrealizing enlarged sym m etries. Q uantum
dots can be thought of as arti cial atom w ith tunable param eters. To be precise, the electron m ass is replaced
by the anallerband massm, ! my, and the Bohr radiis ag = hz=(mee2) isreplaced by ag = " mc=my) ag . In
GaAs,my 0:067m, the dielectric constant " 13,and g 10 which istwo orders ofm agnitude lamyer than is
fundam ental value. E lectrons in a quantum dot are con ned in a non-singular potential often descnbec?as a short
square well in the z-direction and a sinple parabola in the x  y plne, V (x;y) =  my, !o® &* + y?), though our
results do not depend on the detailed form of the potential as long as it has cylindrical sym m etry. For the lowest
m ode in the z-direction, the resulting ham onic oscillator elgenenergiesareE,;;, = hlp@n+ J,j+ 1) wheren and 1,
are respectively the radialand angularm om entum quantum num bers.
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II.CONSTRUCTING AND COUPLING SU@N)QUANTUM DOTS

W g propose a one-din ensional array of rotationally sym m etric ITI-V sem iconducting quantum dots arranged In a

pillal and show how approxin ate SU 4) m etry can be realized In the structure. G iven su cient control over
dot diam eters and gate positions and biasedl the lowest slevel (n = 1, = 0) of each dot can be compltely llked
(w ith two electrons),and the next higher, four-fold degenerate plevelwith n = 0 and 1, = 1, can be half- lled w ith

tw o valence electrondd, as shown in Fig. EI Apart from con guration splitting (discussed below ), the tw o p-electrons
realize a selffconjigate (particle-hole symm etric) representation of SU (4). The din ension of this representation is
6 which corresponds to the six distinct ways the two electrons can be placed in the four available p-statedd. O nce
electron tunneling between the dots is tumed on, there are our energy scales in the problem : the gross level spacing

E = h!y In each well, the on-site C oulom b repulsion energy U which representsthe energy cost to add an additional
electron to the dot, the energy splitting between the six di erent p-level con gurations U, and the tightbinding
electron hopping am plitude t > 0 between states n adpcent wells, see Fig. [l B).
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FIG.1l. @) Individualquantum dot and proposed pillar array of quantum dots w ith approxin ate SU (4) symm etry. By
adjusting the bias, the lowest s—level in each dot is lled com pletely and the rst p—level is half- lled w ith two electrons. B)
Energy diagram of two ad-pcent dots from the array. U is the energy di erence between the highest state of total orbital
angularm om entum L. Jj= 2 (shown in the right) dot and the lowest statewih L, = 0 (depicted in the Jft dot). An electron
in a p—Jevelcan tem porary hop into an em pty levelon an ad-gcent dot and then hop back. T his virtualexchange process low ers
its energy by oforder J = 4P=U . IfU U and J U ,all6 con gurationson each dot participate equally in the exchange
and the array realizes approxin ate SU (4) symm etry.

T he advantage ofproposed pillar array F ig. EI (A ) isclear: Conservation ofthe electron’s orbitalangularm om entum
around the z-axis, a consequence of the cylindrical sym m etry of the con ning potential, guarantees that transitions
between di erent angularm om entum states in ad poent dots, which would break the avor symm etry, are forbidden.
T he crucial conditions are that the energy gain J due to electron exchange betw een the dots greatly exceed U, and
also the ur avorsofelectronsparticipate In the exchange on an equal footing. To second order in perturbation
theo J = 4£2=U and thus we require:
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A nother inequality ensures that only the pelectrons play an active rok in the low energy physics:
E t: @)

Toestin atethe sizeof U forthep-statesin a quantum dotwe rstnotethat spin-orbi coupling is neg]jgjb]ﬂ . Thus,
U is due aln ost entirely to the dependence of the electron-electron C oulom b interaction on the shell con guration



as described by Hund’s ru]esa, which have been shown both experim enta]JyE and theoretjcaﬂyaﬂ to be directly
applicable to sam iconducting dots. The six con gurationsbreak upas: 6! 3 1 2. The trply degenerate state of
totalorbitalangularm om entum L, = 0 and totalspin S = 1 is lowest In energy, the interm ediate non-degenerate state
hasL, = 0 and S = 0, and the two-fld degenerate highest levelhas 1.,j= 2and S = 0. Asboth U and U scal
asd ! with dot size d, we m ay introduce U=U,where dependsonly the shape of the dot and the con ning
potential. Lowest order direct and exchange interaction integrals allow usto estin ate that ranges from 0:5 forthin,
quasittwo-din ensionaldotsto = 02 for thick dots. Because the Coulom b interaction is long-ranged, these num bers
are nearly Independent ofthe con ning potential; indeed, 02 also holds for real (nearly spherical) atom s. Foran
ekctron in a potentialwell of characteristic sized we have: E = h'=@md?),U  &=("d),and thus E=U g, =d.
Symm etry b]:eakjng e ects due to the electron-electron interaction are thereforem inim alin su ciently sm alldots. To
satisty Egs. @) and f]) with = 02, sinple algebra show sthat we require ( E=U )2, 1 which isin fact satis ed by
an all dots. For exam ple, InA s=G aA s (ag 30 ) quantum dots have been m ad which have d 20, U 18
mev, E 50meV,and ( E=U) 8. Adjusting the array spacing and the thickness of the insulating barriers the
hoppmg am plitude m ay be JncreasedE tot= 02 E . I then Pllowsthat J 20 m eV . For dots which are not too
thin, = 02, U 4 m eV, and the crucial nequalities Egs. ) are satis ed. In contrast to these arti cialatom s,
there are no realatom s for which both in alitiesEq. @) and Egs. @) hold because E Uandt U.A typical
exam ple is a copper-oxide antiferrom agnetd with J 0:13ev,U 10:5€eV and hence U J.

III.ARRAYS OF SU @4 QUANTUM DOTS

P rovided that the conditions outlined above are m et, the pillar array of quantum dots m ay be descrbed by an
SU (4) invariant H ubbard m odel. W e retain only nearest-neighborhopping and on-site C oulom b repulsion, and assum e
that no soin— i or orbital Ip processes occur. Interdot Coulomb repulsion is ngt expected to change our resuls
qualitatively. W e use one G reek Index = 1;:54 to labelallour avorsofp-sta t = 1;s8, = +1=2i! = 14,
PL;#1! Ri, 3 L;"i! PBi,and J 1;#1i! #Ai. At half 1ling the Hubbard Ham iltonian, for an open chain of length
L sites, m ay be w ritten:

H = t@ cry; tHe)+URG 2 ; ®)

here repeated raised and lowered G reek Indices are sum m ed over, ndex i labels the dots, cY is the creation operator

for an electron In state , and n (1) CY ci; is the total e]ect:ton num ber operator at site i. Both the hopping and
Interaction term s In the H am itonian Eq. E) are explicitly SU (4) invariant as can be easily checked by applying a
unitary transform ation, ¢ ! U ¢ ,with UYU = 1, which ]eavesEq. E) unchanged.

Athalf- 1ling, the low energy physics ofthe system is govemed by the SU (4) soin degrees of freedom as creation of
a charge excitation is energetically unfavorable. A weak-coupling renom alization-group RG ) calculation show s that
um klapp scattering processes which in the SU (4) case both charge and spin) drive the Hubbard m odel into a
M ottH ubbard insulating phase w ith gaps In both secto . In the strong-coupling lin it of £FU 1, again there is
a charge gap and perturbation theory m aps directly the Hubbard Ham iltonian Eq. @) onto an insulating quantum
antiferrom agnetic H eisenberg spin chain. To O (t*=U3) the e ective Ham iltonian is:

K1

Hsy @) = % cos( ) TrfS (S @+ 1l)g+ %sjn( ) T rfS @S @+ 1)gF @)

i=1

plisnext-nearest-neighbortem s. Here S (1) = cZ G % arethe 15 traceless SU (4) spin generators, the analogsof
the threePaulispin m atrices in the fam iliar SU (2) case. W ith oursum m ation convention T rfS (1)S (j)g S WS @G).
T he next-nearest-neighljor term s are O ¢?=U3) and tan( ) = C t?=U?, where we nd the constant C > 0; its exact
valie be com putedtd. T he purely nearestneighbor SU (4) spin chain was studied by A  edk, A rovas, M arston and
Rabsond . A com bination ofexact ground states, RG analysis, and conform al eld theory pem itted the determ ination
of the entire phase diagram , the antiferrom agnetic region ofwhich is depicted in F ig. E .
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FIG .2. Antiferrom agnetic part ofthe SU (4) phase diagram for the isotropic, nearest-neighbor SU (4) soin chain. The two
valence p-electrons on each quantum dot are depicted by llked circles. SU (4) singlet bonds encapsulate four electrons and are
depicted as rectangles. Chains w ith an odd num ber of arti cial atom s have free spins at the chain ends in both the dim erized
and the charge-conjugation (C -breaking) phases. For an even num ber of atom s, how ever, the din erized phase hasno free spins.

T here isa spn gap at both weak and strong coupling; w e therefore expect the gap to persist at allvaluesof t=U . For
an allvaluesoft=U, isalso lland in the Iow tem perature lim it (T J=Kkp, 250 K forthe InA s=G aA s dot) the
system is n a dim erized pha w ith broken translational sym m etry which can be qualitatively describbed as a set of
nearest-neighborSU (4) sihglkt bondsasdepicted n F ig. E Spinsnot connected by a singlet bond are uncorrelated; n
otherwordseach ofthe 6 6= 36 possible con gurationsofspin and orbitalm om entum on two such sites are realized
w ith equal probability. In contrast, spins on sites connected by a singlet bond are tightly constrained: there is zero
am plitude for the sam e con guration to be found sin ultaneously on both of the sites. T his has direct experim ental
consequences as explained below at the end of Sec. . T he dim erdzed state, which also breaks re ection symm etry
about site centers, has a large excitation gap since O (J) energy is required to break a bond. C onsequently spin-spin
correlations decay exponentially as hT rfS (1)S (j)gi / ex 1L J¥F ), where isthe spin-soin correlation length.
W hite’s in nite-size density m atrjx renom alization G rou OM RG) analysisw ith open boundary conditions at the
chain ends con m s this scenaridd and determ lnes  to be of order the lattice spacing at = 0, see Fig. E @).
A nother quantity of interest here is din er-dim er correlation function, HT rfS (1)S (i+ 1)gT rfS (3)S (j+ 1)gi, which tells
us the probability to nd a dim er on the link between sites i and i+ 1 given that there is one between sites j and
j+ 1. The open boundary condition at the chain ends favors one of the two possble din erization pattems, see F ig.
E ©). The am plitude of dim erdin er correlation, the di erence between itsmaxinum and m ininum valies, can be
used as an order param eter w hich provides a quantitative m easure of the degree of dim erization.

Tt is Interesting to note that din er order can be achieved in ordinary translationally-invariant SU (2) antiferrom ag—



netic chains only w ith large next-nearest-neighbor or biquadratic exchange. Here, however, the din erized state at

= 0 is a natural consequence of the enlarged SU (4) symm etry. For > = tan ! (1=2) 04636, the chain is In
a new phase ofm atter { not realizable for ordinary SU (2) chains { characterized soontaneously broken charge—
con jugation (€ -breaking) symm etry, a soin gap, and extended singlet valence bond<$d. T he C -breaking state, unlke
the dim erized state, breaks re ection sym m etry about the centers of bonds, see F ig. [12 . We nd that the spin-spin
correlation length increases, and the din erdin er order param eter decreases, as the system approaches the transition
to the C breakingphaseat = ,seeFi. E (@) and (). It m ay, however, be di cul to reach the C breaking phase
In experin ental realizations of the system : as t=U is increased, term s in the e ective H eisenberg m odelEq. B) such
as the next-nearest-neighbor exchange T rfS (1)S (i+ 2)g becom e increasingly in portant. This term has a positive
coe clenttd, favoring dim erized ord .
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FIG.3. DMRG calulation of (@) the spin-spIn and (o) the dim erdin er correlation fiinctions for odd lattice separation
and centered at them idd¥ ofa spin chain of length L = 36. Diamonds: = 0; circles: = 02; and squares: = 0:416. The
din erized order din inishes as approaches = tan a=2) 04636

IV.SYMMETRY BREAKING

Tt is in portant to establish whether or not the phases ofthe pure SU (4) invarant system survive In the presence of
sym m etry breaking processes. W e show that them assive din erized phase is robust In realistic experin ental situations.
Them apr symm etry breaking process is due to electron-electron interactions which lift the 6-fold degeneracy of the
con gurations of the two p-—electrons on each dot. The resuting U in the Hubbard m odel induces SU 4) !
SU ) symm etry breaking both in the onsite energies (6 ! 3 1 2) and in the Heisenberg exchange term . Both
perturbations can be ncorporated by perturbing the SU (4) nvariant H am ittonian Eq. @) w ith a tw o-body Interaction
term s of generalbilinear form , which In the sin plest case of a translationally-invariant system can be w ritten as:

X k1
Hfwa= S T S @)+ S @T S @+1): 5)

i=1 i=1

SU (4) nvariance is recovered by setting T ; T/ ; di erent choices for the tensors then realize all possible
bilinear SU (@) ! SU () symm etry breaking tem s. O ther less In portant sym m etry breaking processes include:

1. Non-vanishing hopping between states In neighboring dots w ith di erent orbitalangularmomenta (¢ € t )
also breaksSU 4) ! SU (2),asagain only spin symm etry rem ains. T he breaking ism inin ized in the pillar array due
to rotational sym m etry about the vertical axis.



2. Spin-orbit coupling by itself breaks SU 4) ! SU @) SU (). However, thise ect is snall in sam iconducting
quantum do .

3. Non-m agnetic In purities can lift the orbialdegeneracy ofa dot, breaking SU 4) ! SU 2),asonly soin symm etry
rem ains Intact. Spin— ip processes, nduced by m agnetic in purities or extermalm agnetic elds, break SU (4) all the
way down to discrete symm etries. It is essential to elim inate both m agnetic and non-m agnetic in purities in and
around the sem iconducting dots.

Thee ectsofSU (4) ! SU (2) symm etry breaking m ay be analyzed num erically using the DM RG .W e nd thata
block size ofM = 36 su ces for an accurate description of the m assive phases. Even for large values of the sym m etry
breaking param eter corresponding to U J the dim er long-range order persists, as is evident in F jg.B .

10 T T
n . L] [ ] [ ] [ ]
L Dimer-dimer

c
S 12 L H ]
2 10
c
=)
c
§e)
ks
)
= -4
5 10 1
O

10°

0
separation
FIG. 4. DM RG calculation of the spin—spin (circles) and the din erdimer (squares) correlation finctions for odd
lattice separation and centered at the m iddle of the chain for the case = 0and L = 36. We compare the per-

fectly SU (4)-symm etric chain ( lled symbols) to one with symm etry broken down to SU (2) via U 6 0 (open sym-—
bols). For the broken symm etry case, the on-site tensor T has non—zero entries: T{y = T;7 = T4 = Ti4 = J=4 and
T1243 = T3421 = T4312 = T2134 = Tll33 = T3311 = T2244 = T4422 = J=4. The nearestneighbor tensor T has non-zero entries:
T3 = T = T4 = TM = J=4and TH = T = TZ = T2 = J-8.

O ther sym m etry breaking m echanisn snot included in the generalbilinear H am ittonian E q.E) can be incorporated
by adding a onebody perturbation to the Ham iltonian Eq. E) :

XL
HO= S @: 6)

i=1
In particular, spin-orbit coupling corresponds to:

XL
Hgo = i) £@ SO+ siml: o

i=1

W e have exam ined the e ect of this coupling, Eq. ﬂ7), and have found that even for an unrealistically large value of
= J the din erization pattem rem ains intact. T he fact that the din erized phase is robust is not surprising as the
rst excited state is separated by a large, 0ofO (J), energy gap from the ground state.

Intheextremelmit U J oflarge SU (4) breaking according to H und’s rules, how ever, only the triply degenerate

S = 1 states survive and the chain is described an ordinary spin-1 SU (2) quantum antiferrom agnet, which isin a

di erent m assive phase, the H aldane gap phaséd, w ith translational sym m etry restored as shown in Fig. E
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FIG.5. The Haldane gap phase occurs when the SU (4) symm etry is broken down to the usual SU (2) spin symm etry
of a spin-1 quantum antiferrom agnet. SU (2) singlt bonds, depicted as rectangles, Involve just two electrons. Translational
symm etry in the ground state is restored, and there are free spins at the chain ends both for odd and for even chain lengths.

T ransport m easurem ents can be used to con m the form ation of a M ottH ubbard charge gap at half- ]Jm@a .
T o detect the din erized spin structure experin entally, it m ay be possible to exploit the fact that, ©r an odd num ber
of dots only, there are nearly free spins at the chain ends which will dom inate the m agnetic susceptibility. This
feature distinguishes the dim erized state from other possible states of the SU (4) soin chain such as the C breaking
and Haldane gap phases which have free spins at chain ends for any number of sites [see F ij. E]. T he free spinsm ay
be observable in sensitive electron-spin resonance (ESR) m easurem en tﬁé}y scanning-tunneling m icroscopy (STM )
w ith a m agnetized tip, or Indirectly via optical spectroscopic experin en .

V.CONCLUSIONS

Isolated Gircular sem iconductingdots, lled w ith a few electronsand free of in purities, have already been constructed
and studiedd. W e propose the construction of a pillar array of such circular dots. Approxin ate SU (4) symm etry w i1l
be realized if som e sim ple requirem ents are m et. In particular, the dots m ust be sn all to m Inim ize the symm etry
breaking e ect of the intradot electron-electron interaction which partially lifts the degeneracy of the 6 di erent
electronic con gurations. W e predict that a chain of dots, at half- lling (Pur elctrons per dot), will be In an
nsulating, din erized phase. Four to six dotswillsu o©e because the correlation length is of order the lattice spacing,
and the state should be robust to various types of sym m etry breaking processes as there is a non—zero soin gap to
low -lying excitations. A s a practical application of the proposed quantum dot array there is the problem of quantum
com putationtd w hich requires a high degree of quantum ooherence between com puting elem ents. T he din erized phase
is a strongly correlated state and could be used to test the degree of coherence in an array of quantum dots. In
this it di ers greatly from the standard Coulomb blockade seen in coupled dots which operates independently of
quantum coherence and, apart from the quantization ofthe electron charge, is classical. Indeed, quantum m any-body
phenom ena such as the form ation of long-range order are ideal tools to discem quantum coherence.

F inally we note two possible extensions of thiswork. E m entalevidence for the K ondo e ect hasbeen reported
In transport m easurem ents through a single quantum dottd. Tt would };Zgﬁlestjng to repeat the experin ents w ith
a SU (4) dot as Increasing the soin degeneracy enhances the Kondo e . A lso, the ITT-V dots discussed in this

paper possess enlarged SU (4) symm etry because the 2-fold orbital degeneracy com bines w ith the usual 2-fold spin
degeneracy. A ltematively, the natural valley degeneracy of silico: could be oited. In Si quantum wells, the
6-fold valley degeneracy is broken to 2-fold degeneracy by the Si=Si0, interfa . This rem aining degeneracy, like
the orbital degeneracy in the ITIV dots, is enough to realize overallSU (4) sym m etry.
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