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Spin-B lockade in Single and D ouble Q uantum D ots in M agnetic Fields:

a C orrelation E�ect
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The totalspin ofcorrelated electronsin a quantum dotchangeswith m agnetic �eld and thise�ect

isgenerally linked to thechangein thetotalangularm om entum from onem agicnum berto another,

which can beunderstood in term sofan ‘electron m olecule’pictureforstrong�elds.Herewepropose

to exploitthisfactto realizea spin blockade,i.e.,electronsareprohibited to tunnelatspeci�cvalues

ofthem agnetic�eld.Thespin-blockaderegionshavebeen obtained by calculating both theground

and excited states.In double dotsthe spin-blockade condition isfound to be lessstringentthan in

single dots.

The Coulom b blockade isone ofthe highlightsin the
transportpropertiesofm esoscopicsystem ssuch asquan-
tum dots.Thisisa com bined e�ectofthediscretenessof
energylevelsand theelectron-electroninteraction(charg-
ing energy). Now,it has recently been suggested that,
ifthe totalspinsofthe ground state ofN and (N � 1)-
electronsdi�erby m orethan 1/2,thedotisblocked with
the corresponding peak in the conductance m issing at
zero tem perature. This is called the spin-blockade [1,2]
and hasbeen studied theoretically forweak electron in-
teraction regim es.TheretheHund’scoupling picture,in
which electronsareaccom m odated in one-electron states
with high spinsfordegeneratestates,tendsnottorealize
the spin-blockade condition,so thatsom e m odi�cations
such asan anharm onicityin thecon�nem entpotential[3]
haveto be introduced.
W hen quantum dots are placed in strong m agnetic

�elds,the ground states are known to change dram ati-
callyintothem agic-num berstates[4,5].Thiscom esfrom
the electron correlation e�ect,since the m agic num bers
forthe totalangularm om entum arise from a com bined
e�ect of the electron correlation and Pauli’s principle,
persisting even when the Zeem an energy is com pletely
ignored. The totalangular m om entum of the ground
state jum ps from one m agic num ber to another as the
m agnetic�eld B isvaried.
An im portant hint that electron correlation is really

atwork isthe factthatthe totalspin (S),where S 2 =
S(S + 1),ofthe ground state,which dom inateshow the
electrons correlate,changes wildly as shown in Fig.1.
Thishappenswhen the typicalCoulom b energy ism uch
greaterthan thesingle-electron levelspacing,whereelec-
tron m oleculeareform ed.In thissense thisisgenuinely
an electron-correlation e�ect| electron correlation has
been known to dom inatethe spin statesin ordinary cor-
related electron system ssuch astheHubbard m odel,but
the present case is a peculiar m anifestation in strong
m agnetic�elds.
In the present paper we propose to utilize this elec-

tron correlation e�ect to realize a spin blockade. W e
have num erically studied the ground and excited states
ofsingle dots that contain three or four electrons with
a paraboliccon�nem entpotentialand �nd thatthe spin
blockade should indeed be observed. Physically,a key
observation startsfrom thefactthatthe correlated elec-
tron states in the dot m ay be thought of as ‘electron
m olecules’[6],which in turn enables us to interpret [7]
the spin wavefunctionstaking partin the spin blockade
as spin con�gurations in m olecules, which include the
resonating valence bond (RVB) states,that are usually
invoked for lattice ferm ions. W e further show that the
spin-blockadecondition iseasierto satisfy in doubledots
which can be tuned by controlling the layer separation
and the strength ofthe interlayertunneling.
So let us start with looking at the totalangular m o-

m entum (L)of2D electronscon�ned in a quantum dot
in a m agnetic �eld ,which has a one-to-one correspon-
dence with the spatialextent (/

p
L) ofthe wavefunc-

tion. Thusthe presence ofm agic L valuessigni�esthat
the totalCoulom bic energy ofthe interacting electrons,
although roughly a decreasing function ofL asthe elec-
trons m ove further apart for larger L,is not a sm ooth
function ofthesizeofthewavefunction,so thatjum psin
L areaccom panied by jum psin thesizeofthewavefunc-
tion [8,9].Forexam ple,thetotalangularm om entum L of
three spin-polarized electronschanges3 ! 6 ! 9 ! :::

with increasing m agnetic�eld.
Recently one ofthe authors has explained this as an

e�ectofcorrelation in the electron con�guration,where
Pauli’s exclusion principle dictates group-theoretically
the m anner in which the quantum num bers should ap-
pear [6]. There,the picture ofthe ‘electron m olecule’,
in which the electronswith a speci�c con�guration (tri-
angle for three electrons,square for four,etc) rotating
as a whole has turned out to be surprisingly accurate.
Thiscontinuesto be the caseforlargernum bersofelec-
trons[10].
W hen one considers the spin degrees offreedom ,the
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m agic L values are linked with the totalspin. This is
already apparent in the �rst num erical study of spin
dependent correlation in quantum dots [11]. These
m olecules are characterized by a quantum num ber,ks,
where the spin wave function 	 spin is transform ed to
exp(� 2�ksi=m )	 spin underthe rotation of2�=m foran
m � fold sym m etric m olecule. Then the criterion forthe
m agicnum ber,m odulo m ,readsL + ks � 0(m =2)form
odd (even).
To actually obtain the spin statesnum erically fordif-

ferentnum bersofelectrons,letusconsidersingle G aAs
quantum dotswith threeorfourelectronsin a parabolic
potential. The electron m otion is assum ed to be com -
pletely two dim ensional. The Ham iltonian for a single
dotisH = H s+ H C ,where

H s =
X

n

X

‘

X

�

"n‘�c
y

n‘�
cn‘�; (1)

isthe single-electron part,while

H C =
1

2

X

n1� n4

X

‘1� ‘4

X

�1� �4

hn1‘1�1;n2‘2�2j
e2

�jr1 � r2j
jn3‘3�3;n4‘4�4i

� c
y

n1‘1�1
c
y

n2‘2�2
cn4‘4�4

cn3‘3�3
: (2)

represents the Coulom b interaction. Here the Ham il-
tonian is written in second quantized form in a Fock-
Darwin [12] basis, and "n‘�= (2n + 1 + j‘j)�h (!2

c
=4 +

!20)
1=2� ‘�h!c=2� g��B

B sz. The dielectric constant is �,
�h!0 representsthestrength oftheparaboliccon�nem ent
potential,!c = eB =m �c is the cyclotron frequency,m �

isthee�ectivem ass,�
B
istheBohrm agneton,g� isthe

e�ective g-factorand sz isz-com ponentofthe spin ofa
singleelectron.
W eusethecon�nem entpotential�h!0 = 6:0m eV.This

is a little larger than usually estim ated values (2 � 4
m eV) and is deliberately chosen to reproduce the addi-
tion energy spectrum [13]. The fact that calculations
with a 1=r interaction require a larger con�nem ent en-
ergy to reproduce experim entalresults is considered to
be a consequence ofthe m odi�cation ofthe interaction
potentialin realdots[14].
In our num erical calculations we have used enough

states(includinghigherLandau levels)in thebasistoen-
sureconvergenceoftheground-stateenergy within 0:1% .
Three lowest excited states are also calculated for each
valueofB ,which turn outto bethelowest-energy states
having di�erent angular m om enta in the present case.
Excited statesare also obtained with a typicalaccuracy
of< 0:1% foran N = 3 singledotatB = 5 T.
The totalangular m om entum ,and the totalspin of

the ground state for three- and four-electron system s
plotted in Fig. 1, we can see how the m agic L val-
ues go hand in hand with S(N ) for N electrons,where
S
2 = S(S + 1) while the z com ponent ofS is aligned

to B : As the m agnetic �eld increase,the ground state
changes as (L;S) = (1;1=2) ! (2;1=2) ! (3;3=2) for
N = 3,(L;S) = (0;1) ! (2;0) ! (3;1) ! (4;0) !
(5;1)! (6;2)forN = 4.
Ifwethen plotthe di�erencein the totalspin,S(4)�

S(3),againstthe m agnetic �eld in the bottom panelof
Fig.2,the spin blockadecondition,

jS(N )� S(N � 1)j>
1

2
; (3)

is indeed ful�lled: S jum ps from 3/2 to 0 in the region
4:96< B < 5:18 T.
From the m agic-num bercriterion the state with (L =

2+ 4� integer)hasto havethequantum num berks = 0,
while the (L = 4� integer)state ks = 2 forN = 4. W e
can m ake an intriguing identi�cation,by looking atthe
spin density correlation function,that (L;S)= (2;0)is
an RVB� statewhile(4;0)isan RVB+ ,wheretheRVB’s
arede�ned,fora four-sitecluster,as

RVB� : -

= j
""

##
i+ j##

""
i+ j"#

"#
i+ j#"

#"
i� 2

h

j
#"

"#
i+ j"#

#"
i

i

; (4)

RVB+ : +

= j
""

##
i+ j

##

""
i� j

"#

"#
i� j

#"

#"
i; (5)

with � 1p
2
(j "#i� j #"i) being the spin-singlet

pair in the electron m olecule. The di�erence ofRVB +

from RVB� isthattheform erlackstheN�eelcom ponents
(the last two term s in RVB� ) and has the extra phase
factor-1 for�=2 rotation. Although whatwe have here
is totally di�erent from lattice ferm ion system s such as
the Hubbard m odelforwhich RVB isusually conceived,
the electron-m oleculeform ation hasbroughtaboutsuch
spin con�gurations.
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FIG .1. The total angular m om entum and total spin of

the ground state fora single quantum dotwith N = 3 (left)

or N = 4 electrons (right). The con�nem ent potential is

assum ed to be parabolic with �h!0 = 6:0 m eV.

2



In thisregion,theconduction,blocked atzerotem per-
ature,has to occur through an S = 1 excited state for
N = 4 at �nite tem peratures. Ifthe excited states are
wellseparated in energy (� 0.1 m eV,typicalexperim en-
talresolution for Coulom b diam onds) from the ground
state for both ofthe (N � 1)� electron and N � elec-
tron states,the spin blockade should be observed in the
Coulom b diam ond,which isthe di�erentialconductance
plotted in theplaneofsource-drainvoltageand gatevolt-
age. W e have calculated the three lowestexcitation en-
ergiesand theirtotalspins forthe N = 4 quantum dot
in Fig.2. The lowest excited states for N = 3 and for
N = 4 both lie about 0.06m eV above the ground state
around B = 5:1 T in the spin-blockade region. W e can
m akethisseparationlarger(� 0.1m eV)forstrongercon-
�nem entpotentials(e.g.,0.09m eV around B = 7:4 T for
�h!0 = 8:0 m eV).Such con�nem ent potentials m ay be
realized in a gated verticalquantum dot[13].
The link between the m agic L and totalS and subse-

quent spin blockade appears for other num bers ofelec-
tronsaswell,e.g.,between (L;S)= (2;0)stateforN = 2
and (6;3=2)stateforN = 3 for14:1< B < 14:8 T.
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FIG .2. Top: Excitation energies for N = 4 single dot.

M iddle:Thesam eforN = 3.Bottom :D i�erencein thetotal

spin,S(4)� S(3),between the ground state forN = 3;4).

Now we m ove on to the double dots,where dots are
separated in the vertical direction with their centers
aligned on a com m on axis. W e assum e the sam e con-
�nem ent potentialforthe two dots for sim plicity. Here
electronsareCoulom b-correlated both within each layer
and across the two layers,in the presence ofthe inter-
layertunneling. Recentadvancesin sem iconductorfab-
rication techniques have enabled fabrication of double
dots in vertical,triple-barrier structures on subm icron

scales [15]. Theory for the double quantum dots has
been developed [16{21],where intriguing features such
as m agic-num ber states intrinsic to double dots, or a
singlet-to-tripletspin transition for two-electron system
havebeen found [16{18].
TheHam iltonian now containsthe tunneling term ,

H t = �
� SA S

2

X

n

X

‘

�

c
y

n‘+
cn‘� + c

y

n‘�
cn‘+

�

; (6)

while the Coulom b part is now the m atrix elem ent of
e2=�jr1 � r2jfor intra-layer interaction,and e2=�(jr1 �
r2j

2 + d2)1=2 for inter-layer interaction. The basis is
jni‘i�i�ii,where � = � is an index specifying the two
dots.
Thus a double dot is characterized by the parabolic

con�nem entpotentiallayer,�h!0,thelayerseparation,d,
and the strength ofthe inter-layertunneling (m easured
by � SA S,theenergy gap between thesym m etricand an-
tisym m etric one-electron states). Here we have adopted
realistic valuesof�h!0 = 6:0 m eV,10 � d � 50 nm ,0.2
� � SA S � 2.0 m eV.W ecan now plotin Fig.3 how high-
spin states appearon the � SA S � d plane. A high-spin
state is indeed seen to appear in the upper left region
ofeach panelfor B = 5:0 T.In the shaded region of
the rightpanel,the di�erence between the totalspinsis
S(3)� S(2)= 3=2,ful�lling thespin blockadecondition.
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FIG .3. The ground-state spin of the double dot for

N = 2(left) or N = 3(right) for B = 5 T for a parabolic

con�nem ent potential�h!0 = 6:0 m eV.Shaded region corre-

spondsto a transition from S = 0 ! 3=2

W enow focuson a typicalpointin the shaded region,
d = 16:0 nm and � SA S = 1:2 m eV.In Fig.4 the total
energy,totalangular m om entum and the totalspin of
the ground state forN = 2;3 areplotted.
Thedi�erencebetween thetotalspin oftwo and three

electronssystem sisshown in thebottom panelofFig.5.
The spin-blockade condition is satis�ed for 4.0 � B �

9:3T,which iswiderthan forthe singledot.In the bulk
bilayer fractionalquantum Hall(Q H) system s,a phase
diagram on the � SA S � d plane hasbeen considered. If
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wetranslate[7]the quantitiesforthe dots,wearework-
ing in the ‘two-com ponent’(correlation-dom inated) re-
gion around the Q H-non Q H boundary in the language
for the bilayer Q H system . This m ight have som e rele-
vance to the behaviorofthe double dots. In Fig.5,the
excitation energies for the S = 1=2;3=2 states are also
plotted. The excitation energies for both N = 2 and
N = 3 system sareabout0.12 m eV (exceed 0.1 m eV)at
B = 6:4T,which islargeenough forthespin blockadeto
beobserved.W ealso noticea levelcrossing between the
second and thethird excited statesaround B = 6:9 T for
N = 3,which should appearin the Coulom b diam ond.
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In sum m ary,we have shown that in both single and
double dots,a spin blockade should occurin som e m ag-
netic�eld region,asan e�ectofthetotalspin dom inated
by the m agicangularm om enta.W e would like to thank
to Seigo Tarucha and G uy Austing fora num berofvalu-
ablediscussions.
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