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A bstract

Theenergy levelsofan im purity centerin a deep quantum wellof

width L and depth g are studied analytically .Renorm alised pertur-

bative seriesare constructed in the regionsgL2 < < 1 and gL2 > > 1.

M axim albinding energy and wave function deform ation to a quasi-

twodim ensionalfunction arefound to occurata certain Lc satisfying
p
gLc � 1. Sim ilar results m ay be obtained for the im purity in a

quantum wire,in a dotorin a m ultiwellstructure.
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1 Introduction

Theenergy levelsofdonorand acceptorcentersin quantum well,wiresand

dotshavebeen widely studied recently in theliterature[1].

In thepresentpaper,weshow thatvery sim pleanalyticestim atesto the

energy levels m ay be obtained from perturbation theory. The perturbative

series are renorm alised to account forlarge orderscorrections or,said in a

di�erentway,the renorm alised series are forced to interpolate between the

di�erentexpansionsobtained in di�erentregim es.

In a deep quantum wellofdeepth g and width L (in e�ective atom ic

units),we constructrenorm alised seriesforgL2 << 1,and gL2 >> 1. The

starting points are the perturbative expansions obtained in the following

lim its:

i)gL2 << 1,gL << 1. Shallow level,three dim ensionalcoulom bic wave

function.

ii)gL2 << 1,gL >> 1.Shallow level,quasitwo-dim ensionalwavefunction

outofthewell.

iii)gL2 >> 1,L << 1. Deep level,quasitwo-dim ensionalwave function

insidethewell.

iv) gL2 >> 1,L >> 1. Deep level, three dim ensionalcoulom bic wave

function.

Athigh valuesofg,thecurveE b(L),i.e.thebinding energy asafunction

ofL,containsthefourregim esi){ iv).Indeed,letusconsider,forexam ple,

g = 60. Then,when L < 1=60 the conditions for i) are ful�lled. In the

interval1=60 < L < 1=
p
60,we m ay use an approxim ation like ii). W hen

1=
p
60< L < 1,theregim eiii)holdsand,�nally,atL > 1,thewavefunction

iscertainly asindicated in iv).

The transition from ii) to iii)is found to ocur at
p
gL � 1,and corre-

spondsto a m axim um ofthebinding energy.

2 Im purity in a quantum w ell

W estartfrom thee�ectivem assham iltonian in e�ectiveatom icunits
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H = �
1

2
��

1

r
+ g�(z); (1)

wheretheenergy unitism e4=(�h
2
�2),m istheelectron e�ectivem ass,�{ the

relative dielectric constant,g = V0=[m e
4=(�h

2
�2)]isthewelldepth,and � is

thestep function

�(z)=

(

0; z1 < z< z2; z2 � z1 = L;

1; outside:
(2)

Typically,g � 20. From the eigenvalue ofH ,E ,the binding energy is

de�ned as

E b = E w � E ; (3)

where E w isthe threshold forthe continuousspectrum in the well,i.e. the

lowesteigenvalueoftheone-dim ensionalham iltonian

H w = �
1

2

d2

dz2
+ g�(z): (4)

Itisfound from E w = k2=2,wherek isthesm allestsolution of

cos

 
kL

2

!

=

s

2

gL2

 
kL

2

!

: (5)

Theasym ptoticexpressionsforE w arethefollowing

E w = g

�

1�
1

2
gL

2 +
1

3
g
2
L
4 + :::

�

; gL
2
<< 1 (6)

E w =
�2

L2

8
<

:

1

2
�

s

2

gL2
+

3

gL2
�

 

2+
�2

24

!  
2

gL2

!
3=2

+ :::

9
=

;
;

gL
2
>> 1: (7)

W e shallobtain analytic estim atesto E to com pute the binding energy

asa function ofL.Theparam eterg isassum ed to belarge.

Theexactquantum num berofthepresentproblem isthez-projection of

angularm om entum ,which willbe called J. W ithoutlossofgenerality,we
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m ay consider only positive values ofJ. To avoid using degenerate pertur-

bation theory,we willstudy the �rstlevelwith a given J. when L ! 0 or

L ! 1 ,we recover the unbounded (3D)coulom b problem ,and the states

westudy haveangularm om entum equalto J.

3 T he renorm alised series for gL2 << 1

W hen gL2 << 1,the levels are shallow,i.e. located near the top ofthe

barrier,and thewavefunction ism ainly outsidethewell.Thecharacteristic

con�nem entdistance along thez-direction islz,where l
�1

z
=

q

2(g� E w)=

gL + :::. W hen gL << 1,the wave function isbasically the 3D coulom bic

wave function,�3D .On theotherhand,when gL >> 1 (keeping gL2 << 1,

i.e. lz >> L) the con�nem ent length is m uch less than the Bohr radius

(which in ourunitsisone),and the wave function iswritten approxim ately

asexp�z=lz �2D ,where�2D isthe2D coulom bicwavefunction.

Accordingly,when gL << 1 wewrite

H = H 3D + g+ V1; (8)

where V1 = �g� �(z),and the com plem entary step function isde�ned from

�(z)+ � �(z) = 1. V1 willbe treated as perturbation. From �rst order

perturbation theory,weobtain

E = g�
1

2(J + 1)2
�

gL

2J+ 1J!(J + 1)J+ 1

+
gL3(&2

2
+ &1&2 + &2

1
)

J!(J + 1)J+ 42J
+ O (L5); (9)

where we have written,z1 = &1L,z2 = &2L,&2 � &1 = 1,and withoutlossof

generality,we willassum e that&1 < 0,&2 > 0. The leading contribution of

second orderperturbation theory willbe �0:002 g2L2 forthe ground state

(J = 0),and practically zero forJ > 0.

Thus,groupping(6)and(9),weobtainforthebindingenergyatgL << 1,

E b = a0 + a1(gL)+ a2(gL)
2 + a3(gL)

3 + :::; (10)
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where a0 = 1=(2(J + 1)2),a1 = 1=(2J+ 1J!(J + 1)J+ 1),a2 = �0:498 when

J = 0and a2 = �1=2when J � 1,a3 = �(&2
2
+ &1&2+ &2

1
)=(g2J!(J+ 1)J+ 42J),

etc.

Now,letusconsiderthe opposite lim it,gL >> 1. The ham iltonian will

bewritten as

H = H 2D + H w + V2; (11)

where V2 = 1=� � 1=
p
�2 + z2 willbe considered as perturbation. � is the

polarcoordinatein theplane.In �rstorderperturbation theory,weobtain

E = �
1

2(J + 1=2)2
+ E w �

bk

(gL)k
+ :::; (12)

wherethe�rstcorrection isb1 = �8 fortheg.s.(J = 0),and b2 = �2(2J �

2)!=(2J+ 1)!=(J+ 1=2)3 fortheexcited states(J � 1).Consequently,forthe

binding energy,weobtain

E b =
bk

(gL)k
+ b0 + :::; (13)

where b0 = (J + 1=2)�2 =2. Notice thatEq. (13)m ay be applied to the g.s.

when gL � 8.IfwerecallthatgL2 << 1,then g isforced to begreaterthan

64.

Note that the �rst three term s of(10) and the �rst two term s of(13)

show that E b is,in certain approxim ation,\universal", in the sense that

itdepends only on the variable gL. Ifwe consider corrections such asthe

term a3(gL)
3 of(10),thisuniversality islost.Noticealso thattheim purity

position appearsforthe�rsttim eprecisely in a3.

OncewehavethecorrectbehaviourofE b forlargevaluesofgL,wem ay

construct a \renorm alised" series from (10) such that the large orders of

thisserieswillaccountforthe correctasym ptoticsatgL >> 1. W e follow

the idea ofpaper [2]in which the m ethod was applied to the two-electron

problem in a quantum dot.

Forsim plicity,weconsiderthe g.s.ofthe centered im purity and include

the �rst two term s of(10). W e write � = gL=(� + gL). W hen gL ! 0,

� ! 0,whereas when gL ! 1 ,� ! 1. � is a free param eter which will

beused to �tthenum ericalresults.Itgivesan idea ofwherethetransition
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from \sm all" gL to \large"gL takesplace.Therenorm alised seriesislooked

forasa seriesin �

E b = c0 + c1� + c2�
2 + c3�

3 + :::: (14)

The �rstcoe�cients ck are de�ned in such a way thatwhen � ! 0 the

�rstterm sof(10)arereproduced.Thatis:c0 = 1=2,c1 = �=2.On theother

hand,c2 and c3 arechosen to reproducethecorrectbehaviourat� ! 1.W e

notethat,as� ! 1

E b = (c0 + c1 + c2 + c3)� (c1 + 2c2 + 3c3)(1� �)+ :::; (15)

thatis,c3 and c4 arerequired tosatisfy:1=2+ �=2+ c2+ c3 = 2,�=2+ 2c2+

3c3 = 8=�.

W e show in Fig. 1 variationalcom putations(points)forthe g.s. ofthe

centered im purity at g = 60; 100; 140 and 180. At each g,values ofL

observing L � 1=
p
g were included. A trialfunction with two nonlinear

param eterswasused in thecom putations[3].Theresultsshow a very sm all

dispersionofthepointsarounda�xedcurve,inaccordancewiththepredicted

universality.Thecurveiswell�tted by theseries(14)with � � 4 (thesolid

line).

4 T he renorm alised series for gL2 >> 1

Now,we consider the situation in which the levelis deep inside the well,

gL2 >> 1.Atlargevaluesofg,wehaveagain two lim iting situations:L <<

1 = aB ,and L >> 1. The corresponding wave functionsare approxim ately

�2D sin[�(z� z1)=L],and �3D .

W hen L >> 1,wetakeV3 = g�(z)asa perturbation to H 3D .Assum ing

thatz1 and z2 areboth �nite,weobtain

E = �
1

2(J + 1)2
+ O

�

e
�&L

�

; (16)

where&isthem inim um between j&1jand &2.Thebinding energy isthus

E b = b
0

0
+

b0
2

L2
+

b0
3

L3
+ :::; (17)
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whereb0
0
= (J + 1)�2 =2,b0

2
= �2=2,b0

3
= ��2

q

2=g,etc.

On the otherhand,when L << 1 we write an expression like (11),and

considerV2 asa perturbation.To �rstorder,weget

E = �
1

2(J + 1=2)2
+ E w � a

0

k
L
k + :::; (18)

wherethe�rstcorrectionisa0
1
= �16[1=2+&1+&

2

1
�(1�cos2�&1)=(2�

2)]forthe

g.s.(J = 0),and a0
2
= �4(2J� 2)!(&2

1
+ &1+ 1=3� 1=2=�

2)=(2J+ 1)!=(J+ 1=2)3

fortheexcited states(J � 1).Thatis,

E b = a
0

0
+ a

0

k
L
k + :::; (19)

wherea0
0
= 1=2=(J + 1=2)2.

Noticethattheseries(17)and (19)suggest,again,a universalbehaviour

ofE b in the leading approxim ation. Thatis,E b willnotdepend on g when

gL2 >> 1.

Forsim plicity,we consider again the g.s. ofthe centered im purity and

include term sup to 1=L2 in (17). To construct the renorm alised series for

gL2 >> 1,wewrite�0= L=(�0+ L),

E b = c
0

0
+ c

0

1
(1� �

0)+ c
0

2
(1� �

0)2 + c
0

3
(1� �

0)3 + c
0

4
(1� �

0)4 + :::: (20)

Thecoe�cientsc 0

0
,c0

1
and c0

2
areobtained from (17),i.e.c0

0
= 1=2,c0

1
= 0,

c0
2
= �2=2=�02. The coe�cients c 0

3
and c0

4
are required to satisfy the linear

equations1=2+ �2=2=�02 + c0
3
+ c0

4
= 2,�2=�02 + 3c0

3
+ 4c0

4
= �0(4� 16=�2).

W e show in Fig. 2 how close the behaviourofE b(L)isto the universal

behaviour when g = 60; 100; 140 and 180. Variationalcom putations cor-

responding to valuesofL forwhich L � 2:6=
p
g are represented aspoints.

Thedispersion ofthepointsisvery sm all.Theuniversalcurve is�tted well

by theseries(20)when theparam eter�0isnearto 1.Theresultofthe�tis

presented asa solid line.

5 T he m axim um ofthe curve Eb vs L

The conclusion ofthe previous analysis isthe following. AsL isincreased

from 0 to 1=
p
g the wave function changesfrom a tridim ensionalcoulom bic
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wavefunction to a quasi-twodim ensionalfunction outofthewell.Thebind-

ingenergy isauniversalfunction ofgL.On theotherhand,asL isdecreased

from in�nity to2:6=
p
g thewavefunction undergoesachangefrom thetridi-

m ensionalcoulom bicwavefunction toaquasi-twodim ensionalfunction inside

thewell.Thebinding energy turnsoutto bea universalfunction ofL.Asa

resultofcom pressing thewavefunction,thebinding energy increases.There

isa criticalvalue,Lc,atwhich the wave function ism axim ally com pressed

and E b ism axim al.Asindicated,

1
p
g
< Lc <

2:6
p
g
: (21)

W e m ay obtain a rough estim ate to Lc as the point at which the two

series(13)and (19)coincide.Fortheg.s.ofthecentered im purity,weget

Lc �
1:83
p
g
: (22)

Num ericalcom putationsatg � 60show thattheproduct
p
gLc isalm ost

constant,taking a valuenear1.5 (Fig.3).

W e note that the dependence Lc � 1=
p
g com es also from very sim ple

reasoningsbased on theindeterm inacy relations[4].

6 C oncluding R em arks

W ehaveshown that,atlargevaluesofg,theparam etersgL and gL2 identify

di�erentregim esinthebehaviourofthebindingenergyandthewavefunction

oftheim purity problem in aquantum well.In particular,thebindingenergy

wasshown to bea \universal" function in each oftheregionsgL2 << 1 and

gL2 >> 1.

Ourdescription isqualitatively valid in problem swhereg = 20 � 60.As

g isstilldecreased,regim esii)and iii)becom e lessapplicable,and m ay be

absentatall.In particular,atg � 1,weexpecta transition directly from i)

to iv)asL goesfrom L << 1 to L >> 1.

W e would like to stressthatthere are sim ilaritiesbetween the resultsof

oursection 4 and paper[5],in which the g ! 1 lim itisstudied. In that

paper,adecom position like(11)ischoosen in theentireinterval0< L < 1 ,

and perturbation theory is applied. The failure ofthis decom position at

8



L � 1 is corrected by introducing a scaling param eter and asking for the

virialtheorem to hold. Ourapproach ism ore qualitative but,atthe sam e

tim e,m oreexact,stressing whattheactualwavefunction really isatany L.

A qualitative analysis ofwave functions and energy curves for the im -

purity problem in dots,wires and m ultiwellstructures is as sim ple as the

analysispresented above.Itm ay bea usefulcom plem entto theexisting (or

in progress)sophisticated num ericalcalculations.
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FigureCaptions

Fig.1.Twice thebinding energy ofthecentered im purity asa function of

gL.Pointsarevariationalcalculationssatisfying L � 1=
p
g.

Fig.2.Twicethebinding energy asa function ofL when L � 2:6=
p
g.

Fig.3.Thedependence of
p
gLc on g.
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