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Long-period systems and superlattices, with additional periodicity, have new effects on the energy
spectrum and wave functions. Most approaches adjust theories for infinite systems, which is accept-
able for large but not small number of unit cells n. In the past 30 years, a theory based entirely
on transfer matrices was developed, where the finiteness of n is an essential condition. The theory
of finite periodic systems (TFPS) is also valid for any number of propagating modes, and arbi-
trary potential profiles (or refractive indices). We review this theory, the transfer matrix definition,
symmetry properties, group representations, and relations with the scattering amplitudes. We sum-
marize the derivation of multichannel matrix polynomials (which reduce to Chebyshev polynomials
in the one-propagating mode limit), the analytical formulas for resonant states, energy eigenvalues,
eigenfunctions, parity symmetries, and discrete dispersion relations, for superlattices with different
confinement characteristics. After showing the inconsistencies and limitations of hybrid approaches
that combine the transfer-matrix method with Floquet’s theorem, we review some applications of
the TFPS to multichannel negative resistance, ballistic transistors, channel coupling, spintronics,
superluminal, and optical antimatter effects. We review two high-resolution experiments using su-
perlattices: tunneling time in photonic band-gap and optical response of blue-emitting diodes, and
show extremely accurate theoretical predictions.

Keywords: Theory of Finite Periodic Systems, Electronic Transport, Transmission Coefficients,
Tunneling Time, Eigenvalues and Eigenfunctions of Superlattices, Optical Response of Superlattices,
Transfer Matrix Method

I. INTRODUCTION

The continuous development of semiconductor devices and their simultaneous reduction to nanometric dimensions,
has increased the need for precise and efficient calculations to solve the Maxwell or Schrödinger equation for a variety
of systems, among them are the multiple quantum wells and superlattices whose complexity is intermediate between
simple systems that are almost textbook examples and intricate three-dimensional molecular heterostructures that
require heavy numerical calculations. Multiple quantum wells (MQWs) and superlattices (SLs) have become important
and appealing structures for applications in optical and electronic devices. Different theoretical approaches have
emerged to describe optical and semiconductor structures. Some, like the envelope function theory,[1–4] evolved by
adjusting known theories (rigorously valid for infinite periodic systems) that work well for large systems, others like
the transfer matrix method, closely related to the scattering theory[5] that was useful in other branches of physics,
such as nuclear physics, electromagnetism and elementary particles physics, was adapted and evolved into a rigorous
formalism suitable for superlattices. The understanding of the effects that the ‘additional periodicity’ of superlattices
has on the energy spectrum and wave functions has also evolved, from the appearance of minigaps in the bands with
continuous dispersion relations to the calculation of truly discrete subbands with discrete dispersion relations and
well defined surface state energies. Similarly, the apparent need to assume Bloch-type functions evolved into the real
possibility of determining the true eigenfunctions of finite periodic systems.

The development of growing techniques of semiconductor structures such as the metalorganic chemical vapor de-
position (MOCVD) and molecular beam epitaxi (MBE)[6] reached in the 70s the ability to produce heterolayered
structures (first suggested by H. Kroemer[7]), quantum wells (QWs), multiple quantum wells and superlattices, [8–10].
It also opened up an intense race in search of better optical devices[11–15] and a new era of artificial and endless grow-
ing family of heterostructures with new properties and a new spectrum of application possibilities which settled and
expanded the research universe of physics. Finally new semiconductor superlattices has become much more appealing
than metallic alloys superlattices that already have a longer history.[16–26] The growth techniques of semiconductor
structures have long ago reached the level of atomic-layer precision.
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The emerging field of semiconductor superlattices, originated in the seminal research papers published in the 1970s,
led to the study of a variety of basic properties, including, among others, the electron tunneling,[9, 27] semiconductor
lasers,[14, 28–37] injection current thresholds,[12, 38, 39] the temperature effect in growing processes,[40] enhancement
of charge carries mobility,[41, 42] recombination and stimulated emission processes,[43–46] exciton dimensionality,[47–
51] impurity effects and photoluminescence,[52] and photoreflectance.[53, 54] In recent years, the field of metallic
superlattices has also seen a renewed momentum with the emergence of photonic crystals, with an overwhelming
amount of theoretical and experimental work published.[55–72] A common feature of these papers is that they end up
dealing with infinite or semi-infinite superlattices by introducing the approximate Bloch periodicity condition, whose
first drawback is the derivation of continuous subbands, ie. Kronig-Penney[73] like bands with dispersion relations
that give, at best, the widths of the allowed and forbidden subbands. Almost simultaneously, other fields of interest for
the theoretical and experimental physics of periodic systems have grown. Among them are the tunneling time through
optical superlattices, triggered by direct measurements of tunneling times of photons and optical pulses;[74, 75] the
blue laser diodes based on GaN superlattices in the active region,[51, 76–78] with interesting features in the optical
response due, particularly, to emissions from surface states. In the 90s and first years of this century there has
been also much research activity in the field of spintronics,[79–88] as well as the transport properties in magnetic
superlattices.[89–96, 98–108, 260] Although quantum dots has become also another hot field, the interest on periodic
arrays of quantum dots is scarce. Lately, graphene and 2D systems[109, 110] become important fields and most of
the theoretical approaches rely on the Bloch theorem.

The field of optical and electronic periodic structures, both experimental and theoretical, is so vast that it is
impossible to cover everything. As mentioned in the abstract, we will focus on the theory of finite periodic systems
based entirely on transfer matrices and their properties, valid for any number of propagation modes, any number of
unit cells, and arbitrary potential or refractive indices profiles. We explicitly exclude theoretical approaches[73, 111–
114] that in one way or another are based on the Bloch and Floquet theorem[115] which imply the assumption of
infinite or semi-infinite systems,[56, 59, 60, 66–72, 116–129] where relevant physical variables, such as the transmission
or reflection coefficients, cannot be conceived without being inconsistent. Since the exclusion of the theoretical
approaches for periodic systems, that use transfer matrices and are based on Kramers’ argument to determine their
dispersion relations,[130] implies neglecting most of the theoretical papers in this branch, we will include a section that
justifies this decision and shows why these approaches are not consistent with the finite periodic systems theory. For
this purpose, we will also outline the group structure of the transfer matrices to make clear that it contains a compact
and a non-compact subgroup. We will show that the transfer matrices that are compatible with Kramers’ eigenvalue
argument and fulfill the Floquet theorem, belong to the compact subgroup, are diagonal, imply local transmission
coefficients equal to 1, no reflection, and no attenuation of the wave functions.

Often the band energies and Bloch functions were mistaken for the energy eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of finite
periodic systems[131], and a rigorous treatment of the frequency problem in the physical theory of crystals, was
considered impracticable[132], and approximation methods, like the Born-von Karman cyclic boundary conditions were
widely applied. Fairly accurate experiments[11, 133–135] and fanciful applications using superlattices in mesoscopic
and nanoscopic domains stimulated the development of theoretical approaches to account for the fine structure inside
energy bands. The full quantization of electrons and photons became a focal characteristic, relevant in a number of
attractive applications as the foreseen “zero-threshold lasers”, where the electron-hole transitions couple with a single
spontaneous emission mode[136, 137].

The layered characteristic of MQWs and SLs structures makes the quasi-one-dimensional scattering approach
suitable for studying transport properties in these systems. The transfer matrices method was widely used in the
40s and 50s of the last century to study wave propagation and electronic structure in 1D alloys,[5, 138–143] and
later to study resonant tunnelling and transmission coefficients in heterostructures and superlattices.[11, 51, 133–
135, 137, 144–154, 156]

The application of transfer matrices for one-dimensional local periodic systems was attractive and obvious, especially
due to the simple relation that the transfer matrix has for the scattering amplitudes and the multiplicative property
of the transfer matrices. The use of these matrices has been so appealing that one of the most important and
well-known results, the n-cell transfer matrix, that was first reported by R. Clark Jones in 1941,[157] and later by
Florin Abelès, in 1950 when studying the propagation of electromagnetic waves through layered media,[139, 143]
was rediscovered many times.[146, 147, 149–156, 158, 159] Given the transmission coefficients, the calculation of the
Landauer conductance,[160, 161] became a common and important goal in the analysis of periodic structures. In
1988, Ram-Mohan et al.,[162] by assuming that when going from layer to layer, the fast-varying periodic parts of
the Bloch functions do not differ, developed an algorithm to calculate band structures based on the transfer matrix
method together with the envelope function approximation. Griffiths and Steinke[163] used the transfer matrix
approach to study the theory of waves propagation in different kind of 1D locally periodic media. Sprung et al.
[164] studied the relation between bound states and surface states in finite periodic systems. In the last years the
theory of finite periodic systems was successfully applied to calculate optical transitions in the active region of (blue)
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laser devices,[165, 166] to study phonon modes in wurtzite,[167] periodic structures, coupled resonators and surface
acoustic waves for mode localization sensors,[168] to adjust the coherent transport in finite periodic superlattices,[169]
transport through ultra-thin topological insulator films,[170] to model quantum well solar cells,[171] to study the
expectation values for Bloch functions in finite domains,[172] bound states in the continuum,[173] wave packets
on finite lattices and through semiconductor and optical-media superlattices,[174–177], to calculate the magneto-
conductance of cylindrical wires in longitudinal magnetic fields,[178] persistent currents in small quantum rings,[179]
spin transport through magnetic superlattices,[103, 105, 106, 108, 180] to explain the spin injection through Esaki
barriers in ferromagnetic/nonmagnetic structures,[85, 181–185] to study properties of metamaterial superlattices and
the antimatter effect,[186, 187] to improve the theoretical approach to study electromagnetic waves through fiber
Bragg gratings,[188] to show why the effective mass approximation works well in nanoscopic structures,[189] and
many other physical properties and systems.

Unfortunately the use of the transfer matrix method has been a bit patchy, and a coherent summary of the transfer
matrix capability, beyond the pure calculation of n-cells transmission coefficients, is lacking. The main purpose of
the theory of finite periodic systems has been to use the transfer matrix properties and the physical meaning of this
mathematical tool not only for the calculation of the resonant energies and wave functions, but also for determining
fundamental quantities, such as the energy eigenvalues and the corresponding eigenfunctions for bounded superlattices,
plus congruous discrete dispersion relations.

We will start in section 2 with an introductory review of Bagwell’s[190] quasi-one-dimensional approach of electrons
described by a Schrödinger equation with locally periodic potential, which solutions, describing N -propagating modes
along the growing direction z, are determined in terms of the transfer matrix W (z2, z1) that connects the wave
functions an their derivatives at any two points.[156, 191] We will then introduce the transfer matrix M(z2, z1),
which connects wave functions at z1 and z2, and the similarity transformation that relates M with W . We will also
introduce the transfer matrix in the WKB approximation for systems whose refractive index and potential functions
are not piecewise constant.[192, 193] Among the important properties that we will first review are the transfer matrix
representations determined by physical and symmetry requirements, such as time reversal invariance, spin-inversion
symmetry and flux conservation, and then we will review the group structure of the transfer matrices,[194, 195]
and the relation of transfer matrices with the scattering matrix and the scattering amplitudes.[5] To establish this
relation, perhaps the most appealing of the transfer matrix M , it will be convenient to define the transfer matrix in
the basis of incoming-outgoing functions. We will also show the relation of the scattering amplitudes with the transfer
matrix W . In section 3 we review the main objectives of the theory of finite periodic systems: 1) the derivation
of the transfer matrix MNn, for a system with n unit cells, provided that the transfer matrix M of a unit cell is
known. In this derivation, it is assumed that the number of propagation modes N is arbitrary and that the profile
of the potentials or refractive indices is also arbitrary. This leads to determining a generalized recurrence relation
for non-commutative polynomials, which solutions, the N × N matrix polynomials pNn, define the N × N matrix
blocks of the transfer matrix MNn.[156, 159] As mentioned before, in the scalar one propagating mode limit, the
polynomials pNn become the well-known Chebyshev polynomials of the second kind Un, and the 2N × 2N transfer
matrix MNn becomes the 2×2 transfer matrix Mn of Jones and Abelès; 2) given the n-unit cells transfer matrix MNn,
the second objective has been the calculation of fundamental physical quantities. Although the best-known relation
is with the transmission and reflection amplitudes, [5] other basic quantities that are naturally sought when solving
the Schrödinger equation, are the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions, because they are very useful when studying other
properties of confined superlattices and as important as the transmission coefficients in open SLs. In fact, although
resonant levels and resonant properties in open systems were identified many years ago in the resonant behavior of
transmission coefficients, and resonant behavior was observed in optical spectra, only in recent years has it been
possible to determine analytic and general expressions for the evaluation of eigenvalues and eigenfunctions in confined
superlattices, the parity symmetries of eigenfunctions, new transition selection rules, and closed expressions for the
tunneling time. In this review, we will leave out the detailed derivation of non-commutative polynomials. Similarly,
we will only briefly refer to the branch of periodic systems theory that uses the transfer matrix method combined
with Floquet’s theorem, which was first invoked by H. Jones.[196] In the last sections we will discuss a few examples
where the transfer matrix method and the multichhannel TFPS were used as an alternative or as the natural and
appropriate description. In section VIII we will address, first, the application of the transfer matrix method to study
the resonant transport properties (transmission coefficients and conductance) in the negative resistance domain of a
biased double barrier[197] (DB), which transverse dimension implies a number of propagating modes and the need of a
multichannel approach. We will then review the ballistic[198] and multichannel transport through superlattices.[159]
The theory of finite periodic systems has been also applied with success to study the transmission of electrons
and electromagnetic wave packets through semiconductor and optical periodic structures[175–177], of electromagnetic
waves through photonic crystals,[64, 65, 189] and through left-handed SLs.[186, 187] Interesting results were also found
when studying the spin injection and the transport and manipulation of spin waves in magnetic SLs.[108, 199, 260]
We will present only brief summaries and main results here. At the end, in section X, we will review the application
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of TFPS to two different types of problems in which high-resolution experimental results were reported. First, we
consider the tunneling time of photons and optical pulses in the photonic band gap of superlattices, as an example
of application to transport problems, and then the calculation of the optical response of superlattices in the active
region of a laser diode as an example of explicit calculation of energy eigenvalues, eigenfunctions, and transition matrix
elements for electrons and holes in the conduction and valence bands.

II. ON THE PROPAGATING MODES AND TRANSFER MATRICES IN QUASI-1D SYSTEMS

Most of the formulas written here are equally valid for electromagnetic systems and quantum systems. For the sake
of simplicity and lack of space we will mainly discuss in terms of electronic systems, and the few examples given in
the next sections are, basically, in the one propagating mode limit.

When we deal with transport through a system of length l = zR− zL, and transverse cross section wxwy connected
to perfect leads of equal cross section (see Figure 1), the potential energy of charge carriers can be modelled by a
confining hard wall potential VC(x, y) plus a potential VP (x, y, z), which we will later require to be periodic, at least
along the growing direction z. For simplicity, we will consider VP (x, y, z) as a stepwise function of z, extending from
zL to zR with discontinuities at z = `r (with r = 0, ...,m`), and infinite outside {0 ≤ x ≤ wx, 0 ≤ y ≤ wy}. The
coordinates `r represent the end points of layer’s and may coincide with the end points of the unit cells. For the
periodic systems with n unit cells along the z axis, the end points of the unit cells will be at z = zj (with j = 0, ..., n,
z0 = zL, and zn = zR). When a unit cell contains two discontinuity points, m` = 2n. To solve the Schrödinger
equation

− ~2

2m
∇2Ψ(r) + (VC(x, y) + VP (r)) Ψ(r) = EΨ(r) (1)

we follow Ref. [190] and solve first the Schrödinger equation in the leads

− ~2

2m

(
∂2

∂x2
+

∂2

∂y2

)
φnxny + VC (x, y)φnxny = Enxnyφnxny , (2)

which give us the set of orthogonal and normalized functions φnxny (x, y). The quantum numbers nx, ny and the
spin projections define the channel numbers i = {nx, ny, s} = 1, 2, ...., sN . For a given Fermi energy E, the (open)
channels or propagating modes, in the leads, are those which threshold energies fulfill the relation

ETi =
~2π2

2m

(
n2
x

w2
x

+
n2
y

w2
y

)
≤ E, (3)

with longitudinal wave numbers

k2
iz =

2m

~2
E − π2

(
n2
x

w2
x

+
n2
y

w2
y

)
≥ 0, (4)

and threshold wave numbers determined by the transverse wave number kTi =
√

2mETi/~.
Following P.F. Bagwell,[190] we can use the set of functions {φi(x, y)} to express the wave function Ψ(r) as

Ψr (x, y, z) =
∑
i

φi (x, y)ϕri (z) for `r < z < `r+1, (5)

and substitute into the Schrödinger equation (1), multiply by φ∗i (x, y) and integrate to obtain the system of coupled
equations

d2

dz2
ϕri (z) +

(
k2 − k2

Ti

)
ϕri (z) =

∑
j

Kr
ij(z) ϕ

r
j (z) i = 1, 2, ... (6)

where k =
√

2mE/~, kTi =
√

2mETi/~ and Kr
ij(z) the coupling matrix elements

Kr
ij(z) =

2m

~2

∫
φr∗i (x, y)VP (x, y, z)φrj (x, y) dxdy for `r < z < `r+1. (7)
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Figure 1. A quasi-1D periodic system (GaAs/AlGaAs)n of period lc located between zL and zR. In the upper panel, arrows
indicate right-moving and left-moving waves. Lower panel describes the potential profile along the system with the transverse
confining potential VC(y) and a periodic potential VP (y, z). Vo is barrier height and wx is the width of layers along x. Figure

reproduced with permission.[159] 2002, Physical Review B.

The set of coupled equations (6) is infinite, therefore impossible to solve in general. Thus, it is natural to cut it at
a finite number N = sN , which we call the number of channels that, depending on the Fermi energy, may include
only open channels or open plus some closed channels. For a discussion on the alternatives for choosing the transverse
solutions in the leads or inside the system, see Ref. [191]. Among all the possibilities, we have either coupled or
uncoupled channels.

When the potential function VP (x, y, z) is a stepwise function of z, with discontinuities at z = `r, and does not
couple channels, the matrix Kr(z) is diagonal, and the propagating modes are solutions of

d2

dz2
ϕri (z) +

(
k2 − k2

Ti

)
ϕri (z) = Kr

ii(z) ϕ
r
i (z) , i = 1, 2, ...., N and `r < z < `r+1. (8)

The solutions of these set of equations differ in the threshold wave number kTi. For energies below ETi the channels
are closed and the solutions are evanescent. When channels are open, the solutions are oscillating functions (e±ikziz)
when k2− k2

Ti−Kr
ii > 0, otherwise, the solutions are exponential functions (e±qziz). We shall represent the right and

left moving i-th propagating mode (with spin σ) as
→
ϕir (z) and

←
ϕir (z), respectively. The total wave functions at any

point `r < z < `r+1 in the scattering region, can be written as

ϕ(z) =

N∑
i=1

(air
→
ϕir (z) + bir

←
ϕir (z)) = (ar, br)

( →
φr (z)

←
φr (z)

)
with `r < z < `r+1. (9)

where ar and br are N -dimensional coefficients and
→
φr (z) and

←
φr (z), N dimensional state vectors. To determine

the wave function at any point z within the system, we use the transfer matrix method, which ensures the rigorous
fulfillment of the continuity requirements at each discontinuity point `r of the periodic system. The transfer matrix
method is a useful tool, particularly simple in the case of decoupled channels. In this case and for piecewise potentials,
we will present the two types of transfer matrices that will be used more in this review, the transfer matrices M and
W . After introducing these matrices, we will continue with the case of coupled channels.

II.1. The transfer matrices M and W

To solve the dynamical equations for superlattices, using the transfer matrix method, we need to remember the
transfer matrix definitions and some of their properties. There are at least two transfer matrices, generally denoted as
M and W . They both connect state vectors at any two points z1 and z2, contain the continuity conditions everywhere
between z1 and z2, and are related to each other by a similarity transformation. Given the wave function ϕ(z) of
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equation (9), we can write it as a vector, either as

φ(z) =

( →
φa (z)
←
φb (z)

)
or, as f(z) =

( →
φa (z)+

←
φb (z)

→
φ′a (z)+

←
φ′b (z)

)
, (10)

where
→
φa (z) and

→
φb (z) are N dimensional vectors with elements a1

→
ϕ1 (z), ..., aN

→
ϕN (z) and b1

→
ϕ1 (z), ..., bN

→
ϕN (z),

respectively, and
→
φ′a (z) and

→
φ′b (z) are their derivatives with respect to z, respectively. If z1 and z2 are any two points

in the system, the transfer matrices M(z1, z2) and W (z1, z2) that connect the state vectors at these points are defined
in general by

φ(z2) = M(z1, z2)φ(z1) and f(z2) = W (z1, z2)f(z1). (11)

In the next section we determine specific transfer matrices that fulfil continuity conditions. It is common to write the
transfer matrices in block notation as

M(z2, z1) =

(
α β
γ δ

)
and W (z2, z1) =

(
ϑ µ
ν χ

)
, (12)

where α, β, γ, δ, ϑ, µ, ν and χ are N×N complex sub-matrices. There are some constrictions between the submatrices
α, β, γ and δ, that depend on the physical properties and symmetries inherent to the Hamiltonian of the system. The
number of free parameters and symmetries of the transfer matrices depend, in general, on the symmetry constrictions.
We will refer later to these symmetries.

II.2. Examples. Transfer matrices of quantum well and rectangular barrier

The quantum well (QW) and the rectangular barrier (RB) are important structures and building blocks of larger
systems, we outline here the calculation of the transfer matrices M and W for these structures.

II.2.1. Transfer matrices for a rectangular quantum well

Figure 2. Potential well with finite depth Vo and width a.

If we have the quantum well shown in figure 2 and the particle’s energy is E < Vo, the solutions of the Schrödinger
equation in regions I, II and III are, respectively,

ϕI(z) = a1e
qz + b1e

−qz, for z ≤ 0,

ϕII(z) = a2e
ikz + b2e

−ikz, for 0 < z < a, (13)

ϕIII(z) = a3e
qz + b3e

−qz, for a ≤ z.

with q =
√

2m(Vo − E)/~2 and k =
√

2mE/~2. Although the wave functions ϕI(z) and ϕIII(z) diverge when z → −∞
and z →∞, respectively, we keep temporarily the coefficients b1 and a3. Once the transfer matrices are determined,
one can take b1 = a3 = 0, if necessary. Before we determine the transfer matrices, it is worth writing the state vectors
and some relations that will be used below. For the transfer matrix M we need the state vectors

φI(z) =

(
a1e

qz

b1e
−qz

)
, φII(z) =

(
a2e

ikz

b2e
−ikz

)
and φIII(z) =

(
a3e

qz

b3e
−qz

)
(14)
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For the transfer matrix W we need the following relation

f2(z) =

(
φII(z)
φ′II(z)

)
=

(
eikz e−ikz

ikeikz −ike−ikz
)(

a2

b2

)
= Q2(z)

(
a2

b2

)
(15)

The well known procedure to solve the Schrödinger equation of determining the unknown coefficients by successive
replacements in all equations (all the equations that result from the continuity requirements on the wave functions
and their first order derivatives), is done also in the transfer matrix method but in a more efficient and systematic
way. At z = 0, the continuity conditions imply the following equations

a1 + b1 = a2 + b2,

q(a1 − b1) = ik(a2 − b2), (16)

which, in matrix representation, can be written as(
a2

b2

)
=

1

2k

(
k − iq k + iq
k + iq k − iq

)(
a1

b1

)
= Ml(0

+, 0−)

(
a1

b1

)
(17)

The transition matrix that we have here, is a transfer matrix that connects the state vectors φI(0
−) and φII(0

+). Here
and in the following z± means z± ε, in the limit of ε→ 0. These relations could be used to determine the coefficients
a2 b2, but in the transfer matrix method this is not really the purpose. For the type of quantities of interest, almost
all the coefficients are unnecessary, and the TMM leaves us with functions that carry the relevant information of the
physical processes. As in z = 0, the continuity conditions at z = a, in matrix representation, take the form(

a3e
qa

b3e
−qa

)
=

1

2q

(
q + ik q − ik
q − ik q + ik

)(
a2e

ika

b2e
−ika

)
= Mr(a

+, a−)

(
a2e

ika

b2e
−ika

)
, (18)

with the transition matrix Mr(a
+, a−) equal (when the QW is symmetric) to the inverse of the transition matrix

Ml(0
+, 0−). To connect the state vector φII(0

+) on the left end of the well with the state vector φII(a
−) on the right

end, we need another transfer matrix that propagates the state vector in a constant potential region. It is easy to
verify that (

a2e
ika

b2e
−ika

)
=

(
eika 0

0 e−ika

)(
a2

b2

)
= Ma(a−, 0+)

(
a2

b2

)
. (19)

With this matrix, we have all the necessary relations to connect the state vector in region III with the state vector
in region I. Indeed, combining (17), (18) and (19), we obtain(

a3e
qa

b3e
−qa

)
=

1

4qk

(
q + ik q − ik
q − ik q + ik

)(
eika 0

0 e−ika

)(
k − iq k + iq
k + iq k − iq

)(
a1

b1

)
. (20)

The sequence of transition and transfer matrices define the QW transfer matrix

Mw(a+, 0−) = Mr(a
+, a−)Mp(a

−, 0+)Ml(0
+, 0−). (21)

After multiplying, and simplifying, the transfer matrix of the rectangular quantum well is

Mw(a+, 0−)=

(
cos ka+ q2−k2

2qk sin ka −k
2+q2

2qk sin ka
k2+q2

2qk sin ka cos ka− q2−k2
2qk sin ka

)
=

(
αa βa
−βa δa

)
, (22)

For the calculation of the transfer matrix Ww we can start from the second order differential equation or, given the
solutions and the transfer matrix definition (11) we can obtain the transfer matrix Ww(a+, 0−), which satisfies the
relation

f3(a+) = Ww(a+, 0−)f1(0−). (23)

The functions f1(z) and f3(z), at the lateral barriers of the quantum well, are

f1(z) =

(
φI(z)
φ′I(z)

)
=

(
eqz e−qz

qeqz −qe−qz
)(

a1

b1

)
= Q1(z)

(
a1

b1

)
(24)

f3(z) =

(
φIII(z)
φ′III(z)

)
=

(
eqz e−qz

qeqz −qe−qz
)(

a3

b3

)
= Q3(z)

(
a3

b3

)
(25)
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Since the continuity conditions at z = 0 and z = a are

f3(a+) = f2(a−) and f2(0+) = f1(0−), (26)

and the function f2(z), of equation (15), evaluated at these points is

f2(a−) = Q2(a−)

(
a2

b2

)
and f2(0+) = Q2(0+)

(
a2

b2

)
, (27)

equation (23) becomes

f3(a+) = Q2(a−)Q−1
2 (0+)f1(0−) = Ww(a+, 0−)f1(0−) (28)

Thus

Ww(a+, 0−) =

(
cos ka k−1 sin ka
−k sin ka cos ka

)
(29)

Using the relations (24) and (25), for f1(z) and f3(z) , it is easy to show that

Mw(a+, 0−) =

(
1 1
q −q

)−1

Ww(a+, 0−)

(
1 1
q −q

)
. (30)

II.2.2. Transfer matrices of a rectangular potential barrier

Figure 3. The rectangular potential barrier, its potential parameters and the propagating solutions at the left and right sides.

Let us now consider the rectangular potential barrier shown in figure 3. Again, we will assume that E < Vo, and
the solutions of the Schrödinger equations in each of the three regions are:

ϕI(z) = a1e
ikz + b1e

−ikz, for z ≤ 0, (31)

ϕII(z) = a2e
qz + b2e

−qz, for 0 < z < b, (32)

ϕIII(z) = a3e
ikz + b3e

−ikz, for z ≥ b, (33)

with k =
√

2mE/~2 and q =
√

2m(Vo − E)/~2. The fulfillment of the continuity conditions, at z = 0 and z = b,
leads to establish the relation

φIII(b
+) = Mr(b

+, b−)Mp(b
−, 0+)Ml(0

+, 0−)φI(0
−). (34)

The transfer matrix barrier that connects state vectors at the left and right hand sides of the rectangular barrier is

Mb(b
+, 0−) =

1

4qk

(
k − iq k + iq
k + iq k − iq

)(
eqb 0
0 e−qb

)(
q + ik q − ik
q − ik q + ik

)
, (35)

which after multiplying and simplifying becomes

Mb(b
+, 0−)=

(
cosh qb+ ik

2−q2
2qk sinh qb −ik

2+q2

2qk sinh qb

ik
2+q2

2qk sinh qb cosh qb− ik
2−q2
2qk sinh qb

)
=

(
αb βb
β∗b α∗b

)
. (36)
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In the same way as for the quantum well, we can determine the transfer matrix Wb(b
+, 0−) defined by

f3(b+) = Wb(b
+, 0−)f1(0−). (37)

With the continuity conditions at z = 0 and z = b

f3(b+) = f2(b−) and f2(0+) = f1(0−). (38)

We need now the function

f2(z) =

(
φII(z)
φ′II(z)

)
=

(
eqz e−qz

qeqz −qe−qz
)(

a2

b2

)
= Q2(z)

(
a2

b2

)
, (39)

that allows us to write the relation

f2(b−) =

(
eqb e−qb

qeqb −qe−qb
)

1

2q

(
q 1
q −1

)
f2(0+) = Q2(b−)Q−1

2 (0+)f2(0+). (40)

Therefore

f3(b+) = Q2(b−)Q−1
2 (0+)f1(0−) = Wb(b

+, 0−)f1(0−), (41)

with

Wb(b
+, 0−) =

(
cosh qb q−1 sinh qb
q sinh qb cosh qb

)
, (42)

and the relation between this matrix and the transfer matrix Mb(b
+, 0−) is given by

Mb(b
+, 0−) =

(
1 1
ik −ik

)−1

Wb(b
+, 0−)

(
1 1
ik −ik

)
. (43)

II.3. Coupled channels and the transfer matrix W

When the propagating modes are coupled, we use the reduction of order method of the theory of differential
equations. For this purpose we need the state vector f , defined before, with elements fj = ajϕj +bjϕj and fj+N = φ′j
for j = 1, 2, ...N . Using these functions, the system of coupled equations can be written as

f ′(z) = Urf(z) for zr < z < zr+1 (44)

with

Ur =

(
0 IN

Kr(z)− k2IN + k2
T 0

)
(45)

a 2N×2N matrix and kT = diag(kT1, kT2, ..., kTN ). Since Kr is symmetric and real, Ur corresponds to an infinitesimal
symplectic transformation. For details see Ref. [191]. It is simple to verify that the first order differential equation
(44) has the solution

f(z) = exp[(z − zr)Ur]f(zr) = W (z, zr)f(zr), for zr < z < zr+1. (46)

If we define the symmetric matrix

u2
r =

2m

~2
(V r − EIN ) + k2

T such that Ur =

(
0 IN
u2
r 0

)
, (47)

and expand W in power series, we obtain, for the transfer matrix W (z, zr), the following representation

W (r)(z) =

(
cosh zur u−1

r sinh zur
ur sinh zur cosh zur

)
, (48)

which is well known in the 1D-one channel approaches, with ur scalar functions. In Ref. [191], the matrix functions
cosh(zur) and u±1

r sinh(zur) are written as polynomials of degree N -1 in the matrix variable ur. In block notation
we write the transfer matrix W as

W =

(
ϑ µ
ν χ

)
, (49)
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with ϑ, µ, ν and χ, N × N sub-matrices. For some purposes, it is convenient to deal with the transfer matrix M .
Based on the transfer matrix W and transfer matrix M definitions, it is easy to show that

M =

(
κ−1/2 κ−1/2

iκ1/2 −iκ1/2

)−1

W

(
κ−1/2 κ−1/2

iκ1/2 −iκ1/2

)
. (50)

where κ = diag(k1, k2, ..., kN ).
Before we review the relation with the scattering amplitudes, we will consider the transfer matrices for potential

functions which are not piecewise constant. This means transfer matrices in the WKB approximation, an approxima-
tion that works well for an important class of potentials.

II.4. Transfer matrices in the WKB approximation

Figure 4. An arbitrary potential well. Figure 5. An arbitrary potential barrier.

Thanks to the atomic-layer precision reached in the growing techniques of heterostructures, the abrupt and ideal
transition in the potential profiles can be justified for many real systems, however, in most of the actual systems
the change in the gap energies is gradual and the potential profile at the interfaces is better modeled by continuous
functions. In these cases, the transfer matrices in the WKB approximation are suited and convenient. The explicit
derivation of these matrices are given in Ref. [192]. As can be seen there, the derivation, similar to that of a quantum
well or a barrier, is based on the matrix representation of the continuity conditions, and careful cancellation of zeros
of equal order. The main result for the transfer matrix of an arbitrary quantum well, as the one shown in figure 4, is

Mw(z+
2 , z

−
1 ) =

(
cos ξ sin ξ
− sin ξ cos ξ

)
, (51)

where z−1 = z1−ε and z+
2 =z2 +ε, with ε infinitesimal, correspond to the classical return points z1 and z2, and

ξ(z+
2 , z

−
1 ) =

∫ z+2

z−1

k(z)dz. (52)

The transfer matrix for an arbitrary potential, as the one shown in figure 5, is

Mb(z
+
2 , z

−
1 ) =

(
cosh ζ −i sinh ζ
i sinh ζ cosh ζ

)
(53)

where

ζ(z+
2 , z

−
1 ) =

∫ z+2

z−1

q(z)dz. (54)

III. TRANSFER MATRIX SYMMETRIES, GROUP STRUCTURE AND THE SCATTERING
AMPLITUDES

The conservation of flux or current is an important principle, and the most common symmetries underlying the
interactions are the time reversal invariance (TRI) and spin-rotation invariance (SRI). These symmetries may not be
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present, but the requirement of flux conservation (FC) must always hold. This requirement implies that the transfer
matrices should always fulfill the pseudo-unitarity condition[200]

M ΣzM
† = Σz with Σz =

(
IN 0
0 −IN

)
. (55)

Here IN is the unit matrix of dimension N×N . In the absence of TRI, the Hamiltonians for both spin-dependent and
spin-independent interactions can be diagonalized by a unitary transformation, and the system belongs to the unitary
universality class. The transfer matrices for this kind of systems are the most general ones and will be represented as

Mu =

(
α β
γ δ

)
(56)

with αα†−ββ† = IN , δδ†− γγ† = IN and αγ−βδ = 0, to satisfy the FC requirement, the matrix Mu must fulfill the
constraint Mu ΣzM

†
u = Σz. Here the superscript † stands for the transpose conjugate, and Σz is the Pauli matrix σz

of dimension 2N × 2N . When the interactions are time reversal invariant, the Hamiltonians for both spin-dependent
and spin-independent interactions can be diagonalized by an orthogonal transformation, and the system belongs to
the orthogonal universality class. The transfer matrices for spin-independent systems of the orthogonal universality
class should fulfill the condition (see Refs. [195 and 200])

M = ΣxM
∗Σx (57)

where Σx is the Pauli matrix σx of dimension 2N × 2N . In this case, the transfer matrices can be represented as

Mo =

(
α β
β∗ α∗

)
(58)

with αα† − ββ† = IN and αβT − βTα = 0. Here the superscript T stands for the transpose of the matrix. The
transfer matrices of the orthogonal class that fulfill both TRI and FC belong to the symplectic group Sp(2N, C) and
satisfy the requirement

MoFMT
o = F with F = ΣzΣx =

(
0 IN
−IN 0

)
. (59)

Besides the physical symmetries and the requirements on the transfer matrices, the group structure and the possible
representations, in terms of linearly independent parameters, are very important properties and we will now refer to
this topic briefly. It has been shown in Ref. [195] that every transfer matrix Mo can be written as the product of two
matrices Moc and Mon that belong to a compact and a noncompact subgroup, respectively, i.e.

Mo = MocMon =

(
u 0
0 u∗

)( √
IN + ξξ† ξ

ξ†
√
IN + ξ†ξ

)
(60)

where u and ξ are unitary and symmetric matrices, respectively. Similarly, if we are dealing with systems of the
symplectic class with spin dependent interactions, the invariance under spin inversion and time reversal, for spin 1/2
particles, imply that the transfer matrices Ms fulfill the requirement (see Ref. [195])

M∗s = KTMsK with K =

(
0 Σy

Σy 0

)
and Σy =

(
0 −iI
iI 0

)
. (61)

These matrices belong to the pseudo-orthogonal spO(4N, C) group, and decompose also as the product of a compact
Msc and a noncompact matrix Msn, i.e.

Ms = MscMsn =

(
w 0
0 ΣTy w

∗Σy

)( √
IN + ηη† η

η†
√
IN + η†η

)
(62)

where w is a unitary matrix and ηΣy = v(sinhλ)Σyv
T is an anti-symmetric product, with v a unitary matrix. When

the interactions are not time reversal and spin rotation invariants, the systems belongs to the unitary class. The
transfer matrices fulfill only the FC requirement, and belong to the pseudo-unitary spU(2N, C) group, and every
transfer matrix of this group can also be decomposed as the product of a compact Muc and a noncompact matrix
Mun, i.e.

Mu = MucMun =

(
w1 0
0 w2

)( √
IN + ζζ† ζ

ζ†
√
IN + ζ†ζ

)
(63)

where w1 and w2 are unitary and ζ = v1(sinhλ)v2 an arbitrary square matrix, with v1 and v2 unitary. Notice that
detMo = detMs = detMu = 1.
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III.1. Transfer matrix and the scattering amplitudes

Figure 6. Incoming and outgoing wave functions and the scattering amplitudes for incoming from the left and right hand sides.
Figure reproduced with permission.[159] 2002, Physical Review B.

To describe transport properties based on transfer matrices, it is worth recalling the well known relations between
the transfer matrices M and W , and the scattering matrix S. This relation, first derived to our knowledge by
Borland[5, 200] to show that atomic potentials could be replaced by δ-functions surrounded by two regions of zero
potential, is one of the best known within the theoretical and experimental researches that use transfer matrices

frequently. For a scattering process as the one sketched in figure 6, with incident amplitudes
→
ϕin and

←
ϕin, from the

left and the right hand side, respectively, the outgoing amplitudes are
←
ϕout= r

→
ϕin +t′

←
ϕin and

→
ϕout= r′

←
ϕin +t

→
ϕin,

where r, t, r′ and t′ are the reflection and transmission amplitudes for particles coming from the left and right,
respectively. These relations define the scattering matrix S, that connects the incoming amplitudes with the outgoing
ones, and depends on the scattering amplitudes as follows

S =

(
r t′

t r′

)
. (64)

The scattering matrix is an amply studied mathematical and physical quantity. It is well-known that flux conser-
vation implies that the S matrix is unitary and S†S = I, while time reversal invariance implies that S = ST . When
time reversal symmetry is present, one has to distinguish spin-dependent from spin-independent systems. The TRI
requirement for spin-independent systems implies that t′ = tT while for spin-dependent and TRI systems, the trans-
mission amplitude should satisfy the condition t′ = Σyt

TΣTy . These global relations (valid independently of the size
of the system, the number of unit cells, the number of propagating modes and the potential profiles), are important
and appealing properties of the transfer matrix method and provide the possibility to establish a bridge between
mathematically well defined objects, as the transfer matrices, and physical quantities.

The relation between the S and M matrix, can easily be obtained based on their definitions[? ]( ←
ϕout
→
ϕout

)
= S

( →
ϕin
←
ϕin

)
and

( →
ϕout
←
ϕin

)
= M

( →
ϕin
←
ϕout

)
. (65)

When the transfer matrix is of the unitary universality class Mu (in the symplectic and TRI case, one has γ = β∗

and δ = α∗), one obtains the following equations

t− α− βr = 0,
r′ − βt′ = 0,
γ + δr = 0,
1− δt′ = 0,

(66)

whose solutions, using the relations r†r + t†t = 1 and r†t′ + t†r′ = 0, are [159]

α = (t†)−1, β = r′(t′)−1, γ = −(t′)−1r, and δ = (t′)−1 (67)

and

t = (α†)−1, r = −(δ)−1γ, t′ = (δ)−1, and r′ = β(δ)−1. (68)
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Thus, the transfer matrix of the unitary universality class can be written as

Mu =

( (
t†
)−1

r′ (t′)
−1

− (t′)
−1
r (t′)

−1

)
(69)

while a transfer matrix in the orthogonal universality class, takes the form

Mo =

( (
t†
)−1

r∗
(
tT
)−1

−
(
tT
)−1

r
(
tT
)−1

)
. (70)

It can also be shown that the scattering amplitudes in terms of the transfer matrix W blocks are given by the following
relations

t = 2κ1/2(ϑT + κχTκ−1 − i(κµT − νTκ−1))−1κ−1/2 = (t′)T , (71)

r =
1

2
t′κ1/2(ϑ− κ−1χκ+ i(µκ+ κ−1ν))κ−1/2, (72)

and

r′ = −1

2
κ1/2(ϑ− κ−1χκ− i(µκ+ κ−1ν))κ−1/2t′. (73)

Another important attribute of the transfer matrices that makes them appropriate quantities to describe systems
of finite but in principle arbitrary size is the multiplicative property. Indeed, if M(z2, z1) connects state vectors at z1

and z2, and M(z3, z2) connects state vectors at z2 and z3, the transfer matrix that connects state vectors at z1 and
z3 is given by the product

M(z3, z1) = M(z3, z2)M(z2, z1). (74)

This property and the possibility of relating the matrix with the scattering amplitudes, have been broadly used; they
constitute the principal components of the transfer matrix approach to the quantum description of finite periodic
systems.

It should be noted that the dispersion and transfer matrices contain all the physics of the dispersion processes.
This is why a theory based on these quantities is capable of describing physical systems whose geometries allow us
not only to define transfer matrices but also to determine, analytically, new results for larger systems. This is the goal
of the next section. We will establish a general method and derive general formulas that can be applied directly to
determine the physical quantities of specific finite periodic systems. Although most systems belong to the orthogonal
universality class, we will assume in the derivations reviewed here that all transfer matrices belong to the unitary
universality class. All of our results can be easily adjusted for the other universality classes. For example, for the
orthogonal universality class we have just to consider γ = β∗ and δ = α∗.

IV. THE THEORY OF FINITE PERIODIC SYSTEMS, N PROPAGATING MODES, n-UNIT CELLS

The theory of finite periodic systems aims to describe and to determine the physical properties of a layered periodic
system based on the transfer matrix method. [? ] The multiplicative property of transfer matrices make them
suitable quantities to describe layered systems. As mentioned before, if we put together two identical cells of length
L/n and the transfer matrix of each unit-cell is M , the transfer matrix M2 of the resulting system, of length 2L/n,
is M2 = MM = M 2. It is well established that knowing the unit-cell transfer matrix, we have all the information
about the wave functions in the unit cell. In the same way, knowing the transfer matrix M2, we have the whole
information of the wave functions of the two unit-cell system, and the possibility of determining other quantities such
as eigenvalues or scattering amplitudes, which formal relations with the transfer matrix remain unchanged. Applying
the multiplicative property over and over, we can express the global (n-cell) transfer matrix as

Mn = Mn =

(
α β
γ δ

)n
≡
(
αn βn
γn δn

)
. (75)

The relation with the scattering amplitudes is(
αn βn
γn δn

)
=

( (
t†n
)−1

r′n (t′n)
−1

− (t′n)
−1
rn (t′n)

−1

)
. (76)
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An important leap in the transfer matrix method is, precisely, the possibility of analytically determining the matrices
αn, βn, etc., and hence, to deduce analytical expressions for global n-cell physical quantities. It is clear that for
the purpose of numerical evaluations it may be sufficient to diagonalize M as UΛU† and to write the n-cell transfer
matrix as UΛnU†. However, by doing this one losses a great deal of the power of the transfer matrix method and
spoils the possibility of deriving new expressions for fundamental physical quantities. It is worth mentioning that
transfer matrices are frequently used to study structures with few layers as well as in non-periodic structures, such as
Fibonacci systems [155] and self-similar fractal structures. [201] Our interest here is rather in periodic structures.

Let us now consider some transfer-matrix properties and derive fundamental relations in this approach. In the
following we will be concerned with Mu, but for an easy notation the subindex u will be omitted.

Since

Mn = MMn−1 (77)

it is clear that

αn = α αn−1 + β γn−1 (78)

βn = α βn−1 + β δn−1 (79)

γn = γ αn−1 + δ γn−1 (80)

δn = γ βn−1 + δ δn−1 (81)

with α0 = δ0 = IsN and β0 = γ0 = 0. Starting from these relations one can easily obtain the matrix recurrence
relation (MRR)

βn = (α+ βδβ−1) βn−1 + (βγ − βδβ−1α) βn−2 , (82)

and a similar one for αn. We also obtain

γn = (δ + γaγ−1) γn−1 + (γβ − γaγ−1δ) γn−2 , (83)

and a similar one for δn. All these relations are three-term recurrence relations with matrix coefficients of dimension
N ×N . If we define the matrix-functions

p
(1)
N,n−1 = β−1βn → βn = βp

(1)
N,n−1 (84)

and

p
(2)
N,n−1 = γ−1γn → γn = γp

(2)
N,n−1 (85)

we can write equations (79) and (80) as

δn = p
(1)
N,n − β

−1αβp
(1)
N,n−1 (86)

αn = p
(2)
N,n − γ

−1δγp
(2)
N,n−1 (87)

and equations (82) and (83), dropping the index N to simplify notation, become the non-commutative polynomials
recurrence relation (NCPRR)

p(i)
n + ζi p

(i)
n−1 + ηi p

(i)
n−2 = 0 for n ≥ 1 i = 1, 2. (88)

Here ζ1 = −(β−1αβ+δ), η1 = (δβ−1αβ−γβ), ζ2 = −(γ−1δγ+α) and η2 = (αγ−1δγ−βγ) are the matrix coefficients.

The subindex N has been dropped for simplicity. It is easy to see that the initial conditions are p
(i)
−1 = 0 and

p
(i)
0 = IN . An important achievement of this theory, extremely important to obtain analytical expressions for the

physical quantities, has been the solution of equation (88). The explicit derivation of the matrix polynomials p
(1)
n and
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p
(2)
n , can be seen in Refs [156, 159, and 191]. The polynomials in terms of the unit-cell transfer matrix eigenvalues λi

are

pN,m =

m∑
k=0

k∑
l=0

pN,lgk−lqm−k for m < 2N, (89)

and

pN,m =

2N−1∑
k=0

k∑
l=0

pN,lgk−lqm−k for m ≥ 2N. (90)

where

gm = (−)m
2N∑

l1<l2<...<lm

λl1λl2 ...λlm , g0 = 1. (91)

and

qn =

2N∑
i=1

λ2N+n−1
i

2N∏
j 6=i

(λi − λj)
IN . (92)

Using these results, we can now write the most general n-cell transfer matrix Mn as

Mn =

(
p

(2)
N,n − γ−1δγp

(2)
N,n−1 βp

(1)
N,n−1

γp
(2)
N,n−1 p

(1)
N,n − β−1αβp

(1)
N,n−1

)
(93)

By solving the matrix recurrence relation the TFPS extends the capabilities of describing the transport properties
of multichannel systems. From the mathematical point of view, the generalized recurrence relations have special
implications which go beyond the purpose of this paper. The matrix representations of the generalized orthogonal
polynomials and the noncommutative algebras, are similar to those discussed by I. Gelfand [202].

We will see below that the NCPRR becomes, in the limit N=1, the recurrence relation of the well-known Chebyshev
polynomials of the second kind.

IV.1. The scattering amplitudes, transport coefficients, Landauer conductance

Given the non-commutative polynomials and using equations (86) and (87), together with the relation (69) we can
write the global multichannel transmission and reflection amplitudes as

t†n =
(
pn − pn−1 (γ−1δγ)

)−1
(94)

t′n =
(
pn − (β−1αβ) pn−1

)−1
(95)

rn = −
(
pn − (β−1αβ) pn−1

)−1
γ pn−1 (96)

r′n = β pn−1

(
pn − (β−1αβ)pn−1

)−1
. (97)

These interesting results show that the n-cell scattering amplitudes can be expressed entirely in terms of single-cell
transfer-matrix blocks (or single-cell transmission and reflection amplitudes r, t, r′ and t′) and the polynomials pn.
For time reversal invariant and spin-independent systems, tn is just the transpose of t′n, and γ = β∗, δ = α∗. For
spin-dependent systems t′ = kT tT k and γ = kTβ∗k, δ = kTα∗k. The previous relations are simple and of general
validity at the same time.
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Especially simple, in its functional appearance, are the global Landauer multichannel resistance amplitudes R
′

N,n =

r′N,n (tN,n)
−1

and RN,n = −
(
t′N,n

)−1
rN,n. These quantities, in terms of the polynomials pN,n, are just

R′N,n = R′N,1pN,n−1 and RN,n = RN,1pN,n−1. (98)

Here, the most important properties, tunneling and interference phenomena, appear nicely factorized.
A quantity often used in the transport theory is the Landauer multichannel conductance matrix

GN =
e2

h
tN

1

r†NrN
t†N (99)

which for the n cell system becomes

GN,n =
1

pN,n−1
GN,1

(
1

pN,n−1

)†
. (100)

So far, we have given a number of non-trivial but extremely appealing relations and results. The n-cell Landauer
resistance amplitude is just the product of the one-cell Landauer resistance amplitude R and the polynomial pn−1. The
polynomial pn has the information on the number of layers n, the number of channels N and, more importantly, on
the complex but precise phase interference phenomena that happens along the n-period structures.

V. THE TFPS IN THE ONE-PROPAGATING MODE LIMIT, AND n-UNIT CELLS

So far we have presented a general approach for quasi-1D, multichannel periodic systems, Since the more common
systems are well modeled as one propagating mode systems, we will consider in this section the one-propagating mode
limit, and given the scalar polynomials pn, we will deduce general expression for the most common superlattice config-
urations. For open systems, which are the most known systems, we will review the resonant energies, eigenfunctions
and dispersion relations. For bounded superlattices we will obtain formulas for the evaluation of energy eigenvalues,
eigenfunctions and discrete dispersion relations.

V.1. The polynomial recurrence relation and the transfer matrix for n-unit cells in the one-channel limit

In the one-propagating mode limit, the functions ζ and η defined before become α+δ = TrM and δα−γβ = detM ,
respectively. Thus, for the one-dimensional systems the matrix NCPRR becomes the scalar commutative recurrence
relation

p(i)
n + (α+ δ) p

(i)
n−1 + detM p

(i)
n−2 = 0 for n ≥ 1 i = 1, 2. (101)

which, for the orthogonal universality class, where α = δ∗, reduces to

pn + 2αR pn−1 + pn−2 = 0 for n ≥ 1 (102)

with αR = <eα (i.e., the real part of α), and initial conditions p−1 = 0 and p0 = 1. This is precisely the recurrence
relation of the Chebyshev polynomials of the second kind Un evaluated at αR.

In the one-propagating mode limit, the transfer matrix Mn becomes

Mn =

(
Un − δUn−1 βUn−1

γUn−1 Un − αUn−1

)
(103)

which for the orthogonal universality class, I.E., for the time reversal invariant systems becomes the well-known
Jones-Abelès’ transfer matrix

Mn =

(
Un − α∗Un−1 βUn−1

β∗Un−1 Un − αUn−1

)
. (104)

This matrix, reported initially for electromagnetic fields through layered media, has been repeatedly rediscovered[146,
147, 149–156, 158] and frequently used to calculate transmission coefficients through semiconductor superlattices,
metallic superlattices, photonic crystals and many other types of periodic systems, even though the theoretical
approaches generally also introduce the Floquet theorem which is rigorously valid for n =∞.

Although the one propagating mode approach is the simplest version in the TFPS, it has been frequently applied to
calculate transmission coefficients for different types of systems. When the channel coupling is weak, these matrices
may be also useful for a first order approximation. Other systems as the magnetic superlattices are at least two-mode
systems.
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Figure 7. The transmission coefficient Tn of a periodic potential for different number of cells n. We plot here for n = 1, 3, 5 and
15, and rectangular barrier parameters a = 2nm, b = 10nm and Vo = 0.23 eV. Figure reproduced with permission.[159] 2002,
Physical Review B.

V.2. Scattering amplitudes and transport properties in the one-channel limit

In the particular but very much used 1-D one channel case, the transmission amplitude

tn =
t†

pnt† − pn−1
(105)

takes the form

tn =
t∗

t∗Un − Un−1
. (106)

This is an extremely simple function of the Chebyshev polynomials of the second kind, Un(αR) and Un−1(αR)
(evaluated at the real part of α), and of the single cell transmission amplitude t. Using the identity UnUn−2 = U2

n−1−1,

or alternatively |αn|2=1+|βn|2, it is easy to show that the transmission coefficient Tn = |tn|2can be written as [203]

Tn =
T

T + U2
n−1(1− T )

(107)

with an evident resonant behavior. Here T = |t|2 is the single-cell transmission coefficient. The transmission res-
onances occur precisely when the polynomial Un−1 becomes zero. Therefore the ν-th resonant energy Erµ,ν is the
solution of

(αR)ν = cos
νπ

n
(108)

with ν = 1, 2, 3..., n− 1. The index µ labels the bands and ν labels the intraband states. This equation is a dispersion
relation for the resonant states, a discrete dispersion relation, at variance with the continuous dispersion relations that
result in the hybrid approaches that combine transfer matrices and Bloch functions. We will refer to these approaches
below. It is worth mentioning here that 60 years ago some theoretical approaches studying ordered and mainly
disordered one-dimensional systems, obtained similar equations for eigenfrequencies of simple linear chains.[204, 205]

In the one-channel case, the n-cell Landauer conductance is just

Gn =
1

(Un−1)
2 G. (109)

The zeros of the polynomial determine both the points of divergence of Gn and the zeros of the resistance Rn. They
also determine the resonant energies Eµ,ν where the global-transmission-coefficient Tn is resonant.

Before we continue with the most recent advances of the TFPS that make possible the calculation of basic physical
quantities, such as the optical transitions, let us consider a Kronig-Penney-like sequence of square barrier potentials in
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the conduction band of a (GaAs/AlGaAs)n superlattice. It is easy to calculate, using equation (107) and fixed unit-
cell parameters, the transmission coefficients shown in Figure 7. The series of graphs of the transmission coefficient
Tn, plotted as a function of the particle’s energy E and of the number of unit cells n, show that by increasing n a
band structure builds up gradually. It is evident also that when n is of order 5 the gaps in the band structure begin
to look better defined.

VI. THE TFPS AND THE EIGENVALUES, EIGENFUNCTIONS AND DISPERSION RELATIONS OF
SLS

The calculation of eigenvalues and eigenfunctions is one of the most important objectives in solving differential
equations of the dynamical systems. The calculation of energy eigenvalues and the corresponding eigenfunctions of
bounded quasi-1D periodic systems is also as important as the calculation of transmission coefficients and resonant
states in open systems. Many other properties of the periodic systems, such as transition probabilities, and optical
response in semiconductor superlattices depend on these quantities. The theory of finite periodic systems (TFPS),
originally oriented to calculate scattering amplitudes and resonant energies defined by the zeros of the Chebyshev
polynomial Un−1 in open superlattices, was expanded and rigorous and compact analytical expressions for the calcula-
tion of energy eigenvalues, Eµ,ν and the corresponding eigenfunctions Ψµ,ν(z) in bounded superlattices were derived.
We will present here only the main formulas for the three possible configurations in which SLs can be found; either
as part of an electronic transport system or as a part of a device where the superlattice is bounded by cladding layers
(symmetric or asymmetric) which impose (finite or infinite) lateral barriers, as sketched in figure 8. All the results
obtained in this section are accurate, free of additional assumptions or approximations and they are based on the
transfer matrix method as well as on the general formulas derived in the last section.

Figure 8. Open, bounded, and quasi-bounded SLs, and
a sketch of the z axis intervals for determining the wave
function at any point inside the SLs. In a) the SL is open.
In this system one can define scattering amplitudes, as
well as the resonant energies and wave functions. The
SL in b) is bounded by infinite barriers, while the SL in
c) is bounded by finite barriers. In the last two cases,
we can obtain the energy eigenvalues, the eigenfunctions
and dispersion relations. To determine the wave function
at any point inside the SLs, say at point z in the j +
1 cell (with j = 0, 1, 2, ..., n − 1) we need the transfer
matrix M(z, zo), which is the product of Mj = M(zj , zo)
and Mp = M(z, zj), as depicted below panel a). Figure

reproduced with permission.[203] 2005, Annals of Physics.

We will first consider open superlattices as in Figure 8a). We will then review the derivation of analytic expressions
for eigenvalues and eigenfunction of confined SLs as functions of the unit-cell transfer matrix elements. In Figures 8
b) and c) we show examples of confined superlattices. For a detailed derivation of the results presented here, see Ref.
[203]. We will also see that the eigenfunctions of symmetric SLs posses well defined parity symmetries, and we will
derive new selection rules for inter and intra-subband transition probabilities. For detailed analysis of this issue, see
Refs. [166 and 206].

VI.1. Resonant energies and resonant functions in open 1D periodic systems

We will assume that the n-cell system is connected to ideal leads. Even though the results that will be obtained
here are valid in general, i.e. for any shape of the single cell potential profile, we will, for specific calculations, consider
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Figure 9. a) Discret spectra and the level density ρµ(Eµ,ν) of resonant states, plotted alongside with the Kronig-Penney level
density ρ(E) valid in the continuous limit (n = ∞) b). The level densities shown here are for the first three subbands of
GaAs (Al0.3Ga0.7As/GaAs)

n superlattices, with a = 10nm, b = 3nm, Vo = 0.23eV , and different values of n. In the upper
panels the resonant energies Erµ,ν obtained for n = 8 in a) and n =50 in b) obtained both from (110) for µ =1, 2 and 3. In the
lower panels the level densities ρµ(Eµ,ν) for n = 7, 70 (squares and triangles, respectively), and the level density ρ(E) predicted

by Kronig-Penney for n =∞.[73] Figure reproduced with permission.[203] 2005, Annals of Physics.

in this section and the coming ones, SLs with piecewise constant potential as shown in figure 1, known also as the
Kronig-Penney model.

In open superlattices, the resonant behavior of the transmission coefficient has been always recognized as a natural
feature in these systems, and, at the same time, the continuous energy spectrum and Bloch-functions were assumed
as characteristic properties of SLs. In this sections we will present the formulas that allow an exact calculation of the
true energies and wave functions for open SLs. Since the characteristics of these results contrast eloquently with the
well-established and widely accepted theory, we will present more specific results.

In the previous section, we observed that the resonant transmission occurs when the energy is such that the
argument of the Chebyshev polynomial, αR, becomes a zero of the Chebyshev polynomial Un−1(αR). It is known
and was recalled in Ref. [206] that, for each value of an integer µ =, 1, 2,..., the number of zeros of the Chebyshev
polynomial Un is n, Thus, the resonant energies for a periodic system with n unit cells are solutions of

(αR)µ,ν = cos
ν + (µ− 1)n

n
π (110)

and are characterized by the quantum number µ that labels the subbands (or cycles in the unit circle) and by the
quantum number ν, that labels the intrasubband resonant energies.

Solving this equation we have the whole set of resonant energies Erµ,ν , with ν = 1, 2, ...n− 1 and µ = 1, 2, 3,... The
function (αR)µ,ν represents the ν-th zero of the µ-th subband. The number of resonant states per subband equals the
number of confining wells in the periodic system.

With the resonant energies that can be easily obtained from this relation, we can determine the density of resonant
levels for any number of unit cells n from

ρµ(Eµ,ν) =
1/n

Eµ,ν+1 − Eµ,ν
for µ = 1, 2, 3, ... and ν = 1, 2, ..., n− 1. (111)

In the continuous limit, the level density becomes

ρ(E) =
1

π

d

dE
cos−1 [αR)] (112)

which corresponds to the level density of Kronig and Penney[73].
In figure 9 a) and b), we show the resonant energies and the level density of the resonant states ρµ(Eµ,ν) and

ρ(E) for the GaAs (Al0.3Ga0.7As/GaAs)
n

superlattice, modeled as a sequence of sectionally constant potentials, with
GaAs layer widths of 10nm in the wells, and Al0.3Ga0.7As layer widths of 3nm in the barrier, which height is taken
as Vo = 0.23eV . For this system, the explicit form of equation (110) is

cos kνa cosh qνb−
k2
ν − q2

ν

2kνqν
sin kνa sinh qνb = cos

ν + (µ− 1)n

n
π (113)
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where k2
ν = 2m∗vE

r
µ,ν/~2 and q2

ν = 2m∗b(Vo − Erµ,ν)/~2. In the upper panel of figure 9, the energy spectrum the
resonant energies inside the first three conduction subbands are shown, for n = 14. In the lower panel, the subband
level densities, for n = 7 and n = 70 (squares and triangles, respectively). As expected, the continuous level density
ρ(E) predicted by the Kronig-Penney is reached when the number of cells n →∞.

The resonant functions are also in clear contrast with the amply assumed Bloch type functions. Based on the
transfer matrix definition, the state vector at any point z of the SL, say inside the j + 1 cell, is determined by and
obtained from

φ(z) = MpMj

( →
ϕ (zo)
←
ϕ (zo)

)
= MjMp

( →
ϕ (zo)
←
ϕ (zo)

)
. (114)

Here
→
ϕ (zo) and

←
ϕ (zo) are the right and left moving wave functions at zo, Mj = M(zj , zo) is the transfer matrix for

j full cells, and Mp the transfer matrix M(z, zj), as shown in the figure 8. Assuming that the incidence is only from
the left side, we have

←
ϕ (zo) = −β

∗
n

α∗n

→
ϕ (zo) = rn

→
ϕ (zo).

Here αn and βn are the transfer matrix elements of the whole n-cell system, and rn the total reflection amplitude.
Thus, the wave function at z, for any value of the energy E, is given by

Ψ(z, E) =
→
ϕ (zo)[(αj − βj

β∗n
α∗n

)(αp + γp) + (β∗j − α∗j
β∗n
α∗n

)(βp + δp)]. (115)

By evaluating this function for E = Erµ,ν , we get the desired ν-th resonant wave function in the µ-th subband, I.E.,

Ψr
µ,ν(z) = Ψ(z, Erµ,ν), (116)

In 1D periodic systems, the resonant wave function Ψ
(∗)
µ,ν(z) is a simple but not trivial combination of Chebyshev

polynomials. It is easy to verify that equation (115) implies

Ψ(zn, E) =
1

α∗n

→
ϕ (zo) = tn

→
ϕ (zo) =

→
ϕ (zn).

Ψ(zo, E) = (1− β∗n
α∗n

)
→
ϕ (zo) = (1 + rn)

→
ϕ (zo)

=
→
ϕ (zo)+

←
ϕ (zo).

Here tn and rn are the n-cell transmission and reflection amplitudes, respectively.
To make even more compelling the difference with the standard approach, we show in Figure 10 resonant wave

functions and a function in the gap. It is clear that, at variance with the Bloch functions, the resonant functions are
not periodic. Furthermore, the resonant states are extended wave functions with particle density different from zero
throughout and at the ends of the system. This will not be the case, of course, for bounded systems.

VI.2. Eigenvalues and eigenfunctions in bounded 1D periodic systems

An important extension in the theory of finite periodic system approach has been accomplished when general
expressions for the evaluation of eigenvalues and eigenfunctions were obtained, independent of the specific single-cell
potential parameters, and the number of unit cells. If the superlattice is bounded by infinite height barriers we will
consider two cases. Superlattices of length L=nlc and of length L=nlc+a, with lc the unit-cell length and a the well
width. When the separation of the hard walls is exactly nlc, the boundary conditions on the functions

ψ(zo) =

N∑
i=1

(−→ϕ i(zo) +←−ϕ i (zo)) (117)

and

ψ(zn) =

N∑
i,j=1

[(αn + β∗n)i,j
−→ϕ j(zo) + (βn + α∗n)i,j

←−ϕ j (zo)], (118)



21

Figure 10. Resonant wave functions at different points of the energy spectrum of the open superlattice
GaAs (Al0.3Ga0.7As/GaAs)

n. All squared wave-function amplitudes are plotted using arbitrary units. To get an idea of
the relation between the eigenfunction amplitude and the energy, we plot in c), using the same scale, the resonant functions∣∣Ψr

1,1(z)
∣∣2 and

∣∣Ψr
2,1(z)

∣∣2 with different subband indices. In d) and f) we show the resonant functions
∣∣Ψr

2,2(z)
∣∣2 and

∣∣Ψr
3,4(z)

∣∣2,
at Er2,2 = 0.11761667862eV and Er3,4 = 0.24557249944eV , respectively. In e) we have a wave function in a gap, stationary in

the left hand side and exponentially decreasing inside the superlattice. Figure reproduced with permission.[203] 2005, Annals
of Physics.

at the ends of the SL, lead to the eigenvalue equation

αn − α∗n + β∗n − βn = 0. (119)

Using the relations αn = Un − α∗Un−1 and βn = βUn−1, derived before, gives us

Un−1(αI − βI) = 0. (120)

Here the subscript I refers to the imaginary part. It is clear from this formula that there are n − 1 of the energy
eigenvalues that come from the zeros of the Chebyshev polynomial Un−1, and two other eigenvalues come from the
factor (αI − βI). This is not a trivial result; it is remarkable because they correspond to the well-known Tamm
and Shockley[207, 208] localized surface states. The hard walls push upwards two of the n + 1 energy levels of each
subband as can be seen in the upper panel of Figure 12.

When the length of the system is nlc + a, which can be achieved by adding two layers of thickness a/2 at the ends
of the n-cells superlattice, the eigenvalue equation changes slightly into

(αne
ika − α∗ne−ika) + β∗n − βn = 0, (121)

assuming that the potential in the additional half layers is constant. In terms of the Chebyshev polynomials the
eigenvalue equation is

Un sin ka+ (αI cos ka− αR sin ka− βI)Un−1 = 0. (122)

As for the open systems, the transfer matrix properties and the boundary conditions lead, for the SL of length L = nlc,
to the wave function

Ψb(z, E) = A

[
(αp + γp)

(
αj − βj

αn + β∗n
α∗n + βn

)
+ (βp + δp)

(
β∗j − αj

αn + β∗n
α∗n + βn

)]
. (123)
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Figure 11. Energy eigenvalues and eigenfunctions
|Ψµ,ν(z)|2 for a SL of length L=nlc bounded by infinite
hard walls. The potential parameters are the same as
in figure 10. The larger arrows, around 0.1681eV and
0.364eV , indicate the quasi-degenerate surface energy lev-
els pushed up by the hard walls. The small arrows indicate
the energy eigenvalues E2,2 and E2,3, whose eigenfunctions
are plotted in a) and b). It is interesting to compare these
functions with the corresponding ones in figure 12, where
the system length is L=nlc+a. Figure reproduced with
permission.[203] 2005, Annals of Physics.

Figure 12. Energy eigenvalues and eigenfunctions
|Ψµ,ν(z)|2 for a system of length L=nlc+a bounded by
infinite hard walls. The small arrows indicate the en-
ergy eigenvalues E2,2 and E2,3, whose eigenfunctions are
plotted in a) and b). The larger arrows indicate the en-
ergy levels pushed up by the surface repulsion effect. The
corresponding eigenfunctions of these levels |Ψ2,12(z)|2
and |Ψ2,13(z)|2, concentrate the particles near the sur-
face. None of these functions is periodic in the Bloch
sense |Ψµ,ν(z + lc)|2 = |Ψµ,ν(z)|2. Figure reproduced with

permission.[203] 2005, Annals of Physics.

Here A is a normalization constant. Evaluating this function at E = Eµ,ν , we obtain the corresponding eigenfunction

Ψb
µ,ν(z) = Ψb(z, Eµ,ν). (124)

This is a rigorous solution of the Schrödinger equation for 1D finite periodic systems, bounded by infinite hard walls.
In the case of superlattice with length L = nlc+a, the wave function gets, if the potential in the additional half layers
is constant, an overall factor eika/2, and the term (αn + β∗n)/(βn +α∗n) is replaced by (αn + β∗ne

−ika)/(βn +α∗ne
−ika).

To plot specific eigenvalues and eigenfunctions, we use parameters of the superlattice GaAs(Al0.3Ga0.7As/GaAs)
12,

bounded by hard walls. In figures 11 and 12, we show (in the upper panels) the discrete spectra, of the bounded SLs

with lengths L = nlc and L = nlc + a, respectively. In both figures we plot the eigenfunctions
∣∣Ψb

2,2(z)
∣∣2,
∣∣Ψb

2,3(z)
∣∣2.

The lower panels in figure 12 are the surface functions
∣∣Ψb

2,12(z)
∣∣2,
∣∣Ψb

2,13(z)
∣∣2, these functions describe localized

particles at the ends of the SL and correspond to the energy levels pushed upwards by the hard walls. Notice that
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because of the overall phase, the envelopes of the eigenfunctions of the SL with length L = nlc + a have a sine-like
shape, while the envelopes of the eigenfunctions of the SL of length L = nlc are cosine-like.

VI.3. Eigenvalues and eigenfunctions for SLs bounded by cladding layers

The superlattices bounded by symmetric or asymmetric cladding layers represent an important class of MQW
structures, widely used in optical devices. Assuming that E < Vo, Vlb, Vrb, where Vo is the barrier height, Vlb and Vrb
the left and right cladding layer barrier heights, general formulas for the calculation of the energy eigenvalues and
their corresponding eigenfunctions have been[203] obtained. For a symmetric SL of length L = nlc, IE., of exactly
n-unit cells, the eigenvalue equation is

hwUn + fwUn−1 = 0, (125)

where

hw = 1, and fw = αI
q2
w − k2

2qwk
− αR − βI

q2
w + k2

2qwk
. (126)

When Vlb = Vrb ≡ Vw, q2
w = 2m(Vw − E)/~2 and k is the wave vector at z+

o , and z−n , while αR and αI are the real
and imaginary parts of the single-cell transfer-matrix element α.

Again, as in the previous section, a slightly more realistic and symmetric structure is a SL of length L=nlc+a.
The eigenvalue equation for this system is again equation (125) but the functions hw and fw, change. For the system
shown in figure 13 these functions are

hw =
q2
w − k2

2qwk
sin ka+ cos ka. (127)

and

fw =
q2
w − k2

2qwk
(αI cos ka− αR sin ka)− αR cos ka− αI sin ka− βI

q2
w + k2

2qwk
. (128)

Using the transfer matrices introduced in previous sections, it is easy to show that the wave function at any point z
in cell j + 1 is given by

Ψqb(z, E) =
A

gn
{
[
(αp + γp)αj + (βp + δp)β

∗
j

] (
1− i qw

k

)
+
[
(αp + γp)βj + (βp + δp)α

∗
j

] (
1 + i

qw
k

)
}. (129)

Here A is a normalization constant and

gn = αni
q2
w + k2

2qwk
− βni

q2
w − k2

2qwk
− βnr (130)

with αni = (αn−α∗n)/2, βnr = (βn +β∗n)/2 and βni = (βn−β∗n)/2. Again, evaluating the wave function at E = Eµ,ν ,
we obtain the corresponding eigenfunction

Ψqb
µ,ν(z) = Ψqb(z, Eµ,ν). (131)

With this formula we complete the set of rigorous solutions of the Schrödinger (and analogously Maxwell equations)

for 1D finite periodic systems with different boundary conditions. In figure 13, we plot the eigenfunctions Ψqb
2,5(z),

Ψqb
2,12(z) and Ψqb

2,13(z) that should be compared with those in figures 11 and 12. The eigenfunction Ψqb
2,5(z) looks

rather similar to Ψb
2,5(z) in 12c). In 13b-c) the surface functions start to build. Although imperceptibly, the wave

functions decrease exponentially inside the potential walls. As in the previous figures, two main characteristics can
be distinguished: i) a remarkable symmetry with respect to the center of the superlattice, and ii) rapid oscillations
modulated by envelope functions, symmetric with respect to the middle of the subband. In this figure we plotted
three eigenfunctions in the second subband, for the energies indicated in the graphs.
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Figure 13. Quasi-bounded eigenfunctions |Ψµ,ν(z)|2 in the second subband of a GaAs (Al0.3Ga0.7As/GaAs)
n superlattice, with

AlAs cladding layers and n = 12. These functions are rather similar to the corresponding functions in figures 5 and 7. For the
confining potential height Vw equal to 0.44eV, indicated in the superlattice sketch, the repulsion effect is weak and the effect
slightly visible. Figure reproduced with permission.[203] 2005, Annals of Physics.

VI.3.1. Superlattices bounded by asymmetric cladding layers

When the cladding layers that bound a SL are asymmetric, the eigenvalue equation remains the same, i.e.,

hwUn + fwUn−1 = 0

but now the functions hw and fw modify a bit and become

hw =
qlwqrw − k2

(qlw + qrw)k
sin ka+ cos ka. (132)

and

fw =
qlwqrw − k2

(qlw + qrw)k
(αI cos ka− αR sin ka)− αR cos ka− αI sin ka− βI

qlwqrw + k2

(qlw + qrw)k
(133)
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Figure 14. Imaginary and real parts of the resonant wave functions of a superlattice with n=7 (left column) and n=8 (right
column). In accord with the parity symmetry relations (136) and (135), in the left column (for n=7), =mΨr

1,1(z) is symmetric
and =mΨr

1,2(z) is antisymmetric, and in the right column (for n=8), <eΨr
1,1(z) is antisymmetric and <eΨr

1,2(z) is symmetric.

Figure reproduced with permission.[206] 2017, Annals of Physics.

with q2
lw = 2m(Vlb − E)/~2 and q2

rw = 2m(Vrb − E)/~2 the wave numbers in the left and right barriers. As a
consequence of this asymmetry the quasi-degeneracy of the surface energy levels is lifted, and the energy levels split.
The splitting grows as the asymmetry increases.

The universal formulas reported here, written in terms of Chebyshev polynomials Un and the single-cell transfer
matrix elements, allow US to solve completely the fine structure in the bands, and can easily be applied to calculate
intraband states, photo-transitions [165, 166], and other properties of finite periodic systems described either by the
electromagnetic or the quantum theories. All the expressions are valid for any profile of the single-cell potential and
arbitrary number n of unit cells. In the limit of n → ∞, these formulas reproduce the well known results of current
theories.

At the time when these resonant energies and the energy eigenvalues were first obtained it was not yet clear that
high-resolution optical response measurements revealed the intra-subband energy levels. In Section 8.2, we will present
an example that can be fully explained only with the results obtained in this section.

VI.4. Parity symmetries of the SL eigenfunctions and the transition selection rules

The parity of the resonant functions and particularly of the eigenfunctions is an important property that was
analyzed in Ref. [206]. We shall now outline the parity symmetries of the three cases considered in the last section.
Since the eigenfunctions depend on the Chebyshev polynomials, their symmetry properties are closely related to the
Chebyshev polynomials’ symmetries. It is worth recalling that all the Chebyshev polynomials, which enter in the
physical expressions derived here for 1D superlattices, are evaluated at αR, the real part of α.

VI.4.1. The parity symmetries of the resonant wave functions

While the resonant energies were recognized in open systems associated with the resonant behavior of the trans-
mission coefficients defined in equation (107), there is no reference to resonant wave functions of open SLs. In the
last section, the resonant wave functions are given by

Ψr
µ,ν(z) =

→
ϕ (zo)[(αj − βj

β∗n
α∗n

)(αp + γp) + (β∗j − α∗j
β∗n
α∗n

)(βp + δp)]
∣∣∣
Erµ,ν

. (134)

In order to determine the space-inversion symmetries of these functions, it is useful to evaluate the resonant functions
at two points, symmetric with respect to the middle point of the SL. Since this function is complex, two parity
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Figure 15. Eigenfunctions of superlattices with length L=nlc+a, bounded by infinite walls. In accord with the parity symmetry
relation (152) the eigenfunction Ψb

1,2(z) and Ψb
2,2(z), in the left column (for n=11) are both antisymmetric, and the eigenfunc-

tions Ψb
1,2(z) and Ψb

2,2(z), in the right column (for n=10 are antisymmetric and symmetric, respectively. Figure reproduced

with permission.[206] 2017, Annals of Physics.

relations were reported in Ref. [206]. One for the real part and one for the imaginary part. Choosing the points
zn = L/2 and at zo = −L/2, it IS easily found that the real part posses the symmetry

<e[Ψr
µ,ν(zn−1)] =

1

Un
<e[Ψr

µ,ν(z1)]. (135)

The imaginary parts of Ψµ,ν(z1) and Ψµ,ν(zn−1) satisfy the relation

=m[Ψr
µ,ν(zn−1)] = − 1

Un
=m[Ψr

µ,ν(z1)] (136)

These relations together imply the symmetry (here * stands for complex conjugate)

Ψr
µ,ν(L/2) = UnΨr∗

µ,ν(−L/2), (137)

which depends on the symmetry of the Chebychev polynomial Un evaluated at the resonant energies. From a simple
analysis of the Chebyshev polynomials, it was found in Ref. [206] that

Un

∣∣∣
Eµ,ν

=

{
(−1)ν for n even

(−1)ν+µ+1 for n odd.
(138)

Therefore

Ψr
µ,ν(L/2)=

{ (−1)νΨr∗
µ,ν(−L/2) for n even

(−1)ν+µ+1Ψ∗µ,ν(−L/2) for n odd.
(139)

VI.4.2. The parity symmetries of eigenfunctions of bounded SLs

In this case we will also distinguish the two cases: bounded SLs of length L = nlc and bounded SLs of length
L = nlc + a.

When the length of the bounded SL is L = nlc, the eigenfunctions are given by

Ψb
µ,ν =A

[
(αp + γp)

(
αj − βj

αn + β∗n
α∗n + βn

)
+ (βp + δp)

(
β∗j − α∗j

αn + β∗n
α∗n + βn

)]∣∣∣
Eµ,ν

, (140)

where A is a normalization constant. The symmetries are obtained also by evaluating the eigenfunctions a two points,
symmetric with respect to the center of the SL. Choosing the points at z = z1 = −L/2+ lc and at z = zn−1 = L/2− lc,
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the matrix elements are αp = δp = 1 and βp = γp = 0. At z1, αj = α and βj = β, while at zn−1, αj = αn−1 and
βj = βn−1. The eigenvalue equation implies also that (αn + β∗n)/α∗n + βn = 1, therefore

Ψb
µ,ν(z1) = A(α− β + β∗ − α∗). (141)

Similarly, we have

Ψb
µ,ν(zn−1) = A(αn−1 − βn−1 + β∗n−1 − α∗n−1). (142)

Using the relations

αn−1 = αnα
∗ − βnβ∗ and βn−1 = −αnβ − βnα (143)

results IN

Ψb
µ,ν(zn−1) = −A(αn − β∗n)(α− β + β∗ − α∗), (144)

which means

Ψb
µ,ν(L/2− lc) = −(αn + β∗n)Ψb

µ,ν(−L/2 + lc). (145)

Since the imaginary part of αn + β∗n, which is proportional to Un−1, is zero, we are left with

Ψb
µ,ν(L/2− lc) = −UnΨb

µ,ν(−L/2 + lc), (146)

and the symmetry parities are also related to those of Un when Un−1 = 0. This means that

Ψb
µ,ν(z)=

{
(−1)ν+1Ψb

µ,ν(−z) for n even

(−1)ν+µΨb
µ,ν(−z) for n odd.

(147)

When the length of the bounded SL is L = nlc + a, the eigenfunctions are given by

Ψb
µ,ν(z)=Aeika/2

[
(αp+γp)

(
αj−βje−ika

)
+ (βp + δp)

(
β∗j −α∗je−ika

)]∣∣∣
Eµ,ν

, (148)

where A is a normalization constant and the eigenvalue equation αne
ika+β∗n = α∗ne

−ika+βn was used. Also in this
case, the symmetries are determined by evaluating the eigenfunctions at two symmetric points, say at zo = −L/2 and
at zn = L/2. At these points, αp = δp = 1 and βp = γp = 0. At zo, αj = 1 and βj = 0, while, at zn, αj = αn and
βj = βn. Thus

Ψb
µ,ν(−L/2, ) = Aeika/2

(
1− e−ika

)
, (149)

and

Ψb
µ,ν(L/2) = Aeika/2

(
αn + β∗n − (βn + α∗n)e−ika

)
. (150)

AGAIN, using the eigenvalue equation it is possible to write

Ψb
µ,ν(L/2) = −Aeika/2

(
1− e−ika

) (
βn − α∗neika

)
, (151)

with the imaginary part of βn − α∗ne
ika equal to zero. It was shown in Ref. [206] that this factor has also the

symmetries of −Un when Un−1 = 0. Therefore

Ψb
µ,ν(z)=

{
(−1)ν+µΨb

µ,ν(−z) for n even

(−1)ν+1Ψb
µ,ν(−z) for n odd

(152)
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Figure 16. Eigenfunctions of superlattices with length L=nlc+a, bounded by finite walls. According to the parity symmetry
relation (153) the eigenfunction Ψqb

1,2(z) and Ψqb
2,2(z) in the left column (for n=11) are both antisymmetric, while the eigenfunc-

tions Ψqb
1,2(z) and Ψqb

2,2(z) IN the right column (for n=10) are antisymmetric and symmetric, respectively. Figure reproduced

with permission.[206] 2017, Annals of Physics.

VI.4.3. The parity symmetries of the eigenfunctions of SLs bounded by cladding layers, and selection rules

It was shown in Ref. [206] that when the SLs are bounded by finite lateral barriers, the eigenfunctions posses the
same symmetries as the eigenfunctions of SLs bounded by infinite walls. This means that for a SL of length L = nlc+a
the eigenfunction symmetries are

Ψqb
µ,ν(z)=

{
(−1)ν+1Ψqb

µ,ν(−z) for n odd

(−1)ν+µΨqb
µ,ν(−z) for n even.

(153)

If we write the parity symmetries of the wave functions, in general, as

Ψc
µ,ν(z)=scµ,νΨc

µ,ν(−z), (154)

scµ,ν is a sign factor, which values depend on the type of the SL (I.E., open (c = o), or confined by hard walls (c = b),
or finite height walls (c = qb)), the quantum numbers µ and ν, and the parity of the number of unit cells n. The
possible values are summarized in table I.

The wave function parity relations lead to the following selection rules.[166] When the number of unit cells n is
even, the symmetry selection rules are:∫

dzΨ q,v
µ′,ν′(z)

∂

∂z
Ψ q,c
µ,ν(z)

{
= 0 when P [µ′ + ν′] = P [µ+ ν]
6= 0 when P [µ′ + ν′] = P [µ+ ν + 1]

. (155)

Here P [µ+ν] means parity of µ+ν, c refers to conduction band, v refers to valence band and q stands for quasi-bounded
superlattice. When n is odd the symmetry selection rules are∫

dzΨ q,v
µ′,ν′(z)

∂

∂z
Ψ q,c
µ,ν(z)

{
= 0 when P [ν′] = P [ν]
6= 0 when P [ν′] = P [ν + 1]

. (156)

Similar relations are valid for infrared (intra-band) transitions but with additional restrictions µ ≥ µ′ and, whenever
µ = µ′ we must also have ν > ν′.

VII. ON THE TMM COMBINED WITH FLOQUET THEOREM APPROACHES

The transfer matrix method is one of the most pedestrian methods in the sense that a transfer matrix is built
step by step, that is, layer by layer, and therefore the finiteness of the system is an eloquent reality, and becomes an
intrinsic quality of the method. On the other hand, the Bloch-Floquet theorem that is known to be rigorously valid
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scµ,ν SL length n even n odd
srµ,ν nlc (−1)ν (−1)ν+µ+1

sbµ,ν nlc (−1)ν+1 (−1)ν+µ

sbµ,ν nlc + a (−1)ν+µ (−1)ν+1

sqbµ,ν nlc + a (−1)ν+µ (−1)ν+1

.

Table I. Parity symmetry sign scµ,ν for resonant (r), bounded (b) and quasi-bounded (qb) SLs, as a function of the parity of
the number of unit cells n, and the quantum numbers µ and ν

for infinite systems, implies necessarily the infiniteness as the intrinsic quality. Any attempt to construct an approach
based on concepts valid in different domains falls necessarily into inconsistencies and limited predictions. The number
of papers that combine the transfer matrix method with the Bloch theorem to study semiconductor, optical, and
other type of superlattices is really overwhelming.

As mentioned above, faced with the problem of describing the physics of layered periodic structures, whose dynamics
are determined by differential equations, it is natural to resort to the transfer matrix method, which is becoming
gradually a well-known method and particularly useful as a tool to solve quantum equations of simple structures.
When applied to larger systems, the Jones-Abelès transfer matrix (that has been multiple times rediscovered) is also
a well-known formula in the literature and highly regarded by its capability of making possible direct calculations of
the transmission coefficients. On the other hand, we face the real fact that most physicists have tattooed the mistaken
idea that Bloch functions and periodic systems are intimate and inextricable joint concepts that oblige us to invoke
the Bloch functions whenever a periodic system appears. Based on the well-established transfer matrix properties
and the explicit relations recalled in the first section, it is easy to show the inconsistency of these approaches. Let us
first join some important pieces.

We outlined that the group of transfer matrices contains the compact subgroup of transfer matrices with the general
representation

Muc =

(
u1 0
0 u∗2

)
(157)

with ui N -dimensional unitary matrices. In the orthogonal universality class u2 = u1. In most of the publications
dealing with infinite and semi-infinite layered and periodic systems, where the authors end up invoking the Floquet
theorem (see for example. Refs. [118–120, and 122]) the electromagnetic fields and field vectors in the n-th unit cell,
are written, respectively, as

E(z, n) = ane
ikz(z−nlc) + bne

ikz(z−nlc) and ΦE(z, n) =

(
ane

ikz(z−nlc)

bne
−ikz(z−nlc)

)
. (158)

It is clear that

ΦE(z, n) =

(
ane

ikz(z−nlc)

bne
−ikz(z−nlc)

)
=

(
eikzlc 0

0 e−ikzlc

)(
an−1e

ikz(z−(n−1)lc)

bn−1e
−ikz(z−(n−1)lc)

)
= MocΦE(z, n− 1). (159)

To establish the relation between the transfer matrix and the scattering amplitudes, one has (as emphasized in section
III) to define the scattering and transfer matrix with the same basis of functions (generally the asymptotic incoming
and outgoing radial wave functions in 3D scattering systems, and the plane waves e±ikz in the leads, at the ends of
the quasi-1D periodic systems). This means that whenever one uses the transfer matrix representation

Mu =

(
α β
γ δ

)
=

( (
t†
)−1

r′ (t′)
−1

− (t′)
−1
r (t′)

−1

)
(160)

or the corresponding one for the orthogonal universality class, the basis of functions is fixed. Dealing with electromag-
netic fields or quantum functions and systems with homogeneous layers with sectionally constant refractive indices or
potential energies, the field vectors are written precisely as (cf. Refs. [118, 120, and 122])(

ale
iklz

ble
−iklz

)
, (161)
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and the transfer matrices of unit cell M satisfies the relation(
ale

ik(z+lc)

ble
−ik(z+lc)

)
= M

(
al−1e

ikz

bl−1e
−ikz

)
. (162)

Because of the importance that this issue has, and the large number of followers that P. Yeh’s book[209] has, we will
briefly analyse the arguments that lead one to write the electromagnetic Bloch wave in equation (6.2-9) of this book.
We also show graphically, (see Figure 17), that the statement written after his equation (6.2-9), that the function in
square brackets that multiplies eiKx is periodic, is false. In fact, as can be seen in figure 17, it is not only the lack of
periodicity, it happens that, for example for n1=1, the function inside the square brackets diverges when z grows and
n2 ≥ 2.

The problem posed in this approach, when ‘the solutions for periodic medium in accord with Floquet theorem’ are
written as

EK(x, z) = EK(x)e−iβzeiKx (163)

where EK(x) is periodic with a period Λ, and EK(x+ Λ) = EK(x), is to find K and EK(x). We will see below that a
correct choice should be to determine the transfer matrix compatible with the Floquet theorem.

Starting from the electromagnetic fields

E(x) =

{
ane
−ik1(x−nΛ) + bne

ik1(x−nΛ) for nΛ− a < x < nΛ
cne
−ik1(x−nΛ+a) + dne

ik1(x−nΛ+a) for (n− 1)Λ < x < nΛ− a (164)

and the transfer matrix representation, P. Yeh ends up writing the relation(
an−1

bn−1

)
=

(
A B
C D

)(
an
bn

)
(165)

The transfer matrix here is the inverse of ours, but this in not an issue. An important step in the attempt to obtain
Bloch-type electromagnetic fields has been to write the Bloch waves as(

an−1

bn−1

)
K

= e−iKΛ

(
an
bn

)
K

, (166)

and to assume that the Bloch vectors, written here with a subindex K, are the same as the electromagnetic fields in
(165). This makes one believe that the same transfer matrix that relates the electromagnetic field vectors also relates
the Bloch vectors in the last equation. This misleading assumption leads to write the Kramers eigenvalue equation(

A B
C D

)(
an
bn

)
K

= eiKΛ

(
an
bn

)
K

. (167)

in terms of a matrix that fulfills equation (165) but not necessarily a similar relation when the field vectors are replaced
by the eigenvectors. Solving this equation yields the eigenvalues

λ± = eiK±Λ =
1

2
(A+D)±

√(
1

2
(A+D)

)2

− 1 (168)

with the corresponding eigenvectors. Both widely accepted and written in terms of the wrong transfer matrix elements.
To obtain the periodic factor EK(x), in a kind of backwards step, a second assumption identifying again the eigenvectors
with the electromagnetic waves results in equation (6.2-9) for “the Bloch wave in the n1 layer of the n-th unit cell”
given by

EK(x)e−iKx =
[(
aoe
−ik1(x−nΛ) + boe

ik1(x−nΛ)
)
eiK(x−nΛ)

]
e−iKx (169)

with ao = B and bo = λ+ − A and the additional statement that the “expression inside the square brackets ...is
periodic”. However, using the same transfer matrix elements given in Yeh’s book, we have plotted the expression
inside the square brackets and find that it is not periodic. For example, for n1 = 1 and n2 = 1.2, we have the behavior
shown in Figure a) and for n1 = 1 and n2 = 2.1 the divergent behavior shown in Figure b), as x grows. This is a
consequence of the unjustified assumptions.
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Figure 17. Real and Imaginary parts of the presumptive periodic expression inside square brackets of equation (6.2-9) in Ref.
[209], evaluated for the TM electromagnetic fields given in the same reference. All parameters are the same, except n2. In
the left side panels n2=1.7, while in right hand side panels n = 1.96. For larger values of n2 the expression grows rapidly and
diverges as x grows. It is clear that the expression in the square brackets is not periodic.

It may be important however to see what kind of transfer matrix is compatible with Bloch-type electromagnetic
functions. If instead of assuming equation (167) as if we were looking for vectors, which are known and fixed, we look
for the transfer matrix elements AK , BK ... such that(

AK BK
CK DK

)(
ane

ik(x+nΛ

bne
−ik(x+nΛ

)
= eiK±Λ

(
ane

ik(x+nΛ

bne
ik(x+nΛ

)
(170)

where λ+λ− = 1 = eiK+ΛeiK−Λ, an obvious solution is K+ = −K− = K, AK = λ+, DK = λ−, and BK = CK = 0,
thus a Floquet transfer matrix that is compatible with these assumptions is

MF =

(
eiK+Λ 0

0 eiK−Λ

)
, (171)

which belongs to the compact subgroup of transfer matrices and allows Bloch-type electromagnetic fields such that(
E+(z + nΛ)
E−(z + nΛ)

)
= Mn

F

(
E+(z)
E−(z)

)
. (172)

In this way, each component of the electromagnetic waves is a Bloch-type wave function, and can be written as

E+(z + nΛ) = eiKnΛE+(z) = eiKnΛeikzz (173)

E−(z + nΛ) = e−iKnΛE−(z) = e−iKnΛe−ikzz. (174)

The price to pay for an electromagnetic wave which amplitude does not vanish from −∞ to ∞ is a transmission
amplitude tB = eiKnΛ that only modifies the phase and implies, as should be expected, a local transmission coefficient
Tn=1.

VIII. MULTICHANNEL FEATURES IN DOUBLE BARRIERS, BALLISTIC RESONANT TUNNELING
TRANSISTORS, AND SOME OTHER EXAMPLES

We will review here, and in the next section, some examples in which the TFPS has been applied. We will start
with the calculation of the conductance for a resonant biased double barrier. We will see that the shoulder that is
present in the negative resistance domain of numerous experimental results is easily explained by the multichannel
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Figure 18. Multichannel transmission and conductance of a biased double barrier. In the right, the experimental and theoretical
I-V characteristics of the DB reported in Ref. [197]. In a) and b), the transmission coefficient and current calculated for a
single propagating mode (blue) and for the contribution of N = 26 propagating modes, reproducing faithfully the shoulder of

observed in several experiments. Experimental figure reproduced with permission.[197] 1997, American Institute of Physics.

conductance calculation for biased double barrier (DB).[210] We will then refer to one of the various proposals of
ballistic electrons through SLs in resonant tunneling transistors, and we will show also good agreement between the
theoretical prediction and the measured transmission coefficients.[198] We will review also the ballistic multichannel
transmission through a 3D periodic array of δ-scatterer centers,[159] and will see an example of channel coupling and
channel interference. In some of the applications of the TFPS the space-time evolution of Gaussian electromagnetic
and Gaussian electron wave packets through SLs were studied. We will show few results in the published work,
among them, evidences of superluminal transmission of electromagnetic waves packets through optical media SLs,[176]
optical antimatter effect in electromagnetic wave packets through metamaterial superlattices,[186, 187, 211, 212], I-V
characteristics in spin injection, spin filter, and spin inversion behavior for spin wave packets through homogeneous
magnetic superlattices.[213]

VIII.1. Multichannel features in the negative resistance domain of biased double barriers

The biased double barrier is a simple system and the resonant tunneling and negative resistance behavior have
been amply and extensively studied, and little or nothing should be added after 50 years of research and applications.
However, it turns out that a feature in the negative resistance domain, that appeared in numerous experimental
reports,[197, 214–224] has not been well understood, much less predicted. That feature is a shoulder as the one
seen, between 0.32V and 0.43V, in the experimental (black, continuous) curve in figure 18 b) reported by Bowen et
al in Ref. [197]. The dot-dashed line in this figure, is a single band simulation, while the dashed line curve is ten
bands simulation in a nearest neighbor sp3s* model.[225] In Ref. [214] the shoulder is considered a consequence of
a self-detection; in Ref. [224] it is attributed to serial resistance, and, in Ref. [223], to oscillations due to the bias
field. The shoulder in the conductance and I-V characteristics of biased double barriers is a good example to test the
calculation of these quantities.

In many real systems, the transverse dimensions imply, as mentioned in section II, the contribution of several
propagating modes. In Ref. [210], the transfer matrix method and the multichannel (multi-propagating modes)
approach, introduced in section II, was applied to study transmission coefficients and conductance through a double
barrier under the influence of longitudinal and transverse electric fields. Some results published there give an insight
to explain what is behind the frequently observed shoulder in the negative resistance domain of DBs. In fact, a simple
calculation of the transmission coefficient of a biased DB, with only longitudinal electric field, has the behavior shown
in figure 18 a), and in the current shown in figure 18 b). For this results we consider the Shrödinger equation

− ~2

2m
∇2Ψ(r) + (VC(x, y) + Vf (z)) Ψ(r) = EΨ(r). (175)
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Here

Vf (z) =


−fbz −li < z ≤ 0

Vo − fbz 0 < z < b
−fbz b ≤ z ≤ a+ b

Vo − fbz a+ b < z < a+ 2b
−fbz a+ 2b < z < a+ 2b+ lr

, (176)

where fb is the electric force of a bias Vb potential applied between z = −li and z = a+ 2b+ lr, where a and b are the
well and barrier widths. VC(x, y) is a confining hard wall potential, as in equation (1). After performing variables
separation, and neglecting the evanescent channels contribution, one is left with the system of coupled equations

d2

dz2
ϕi(z) + (k2 − k2

Ti)ϕi(z) =

N∑
j=1

Kij(z)ϕj(z) (177)

where N is the number of open channels and

Kij(z) =
2m∗

~2

∫ wywx

0

dxdyφ∗i (x, y)V (z)φj(x, y) (178)

is the coupling channels matrix. The functions φi(x, y) are the eigenfunctions of the infinite square well in the leads.
As explained in section II, the channel indices i, j, characterize the propagating modes and the transverse momenta
kTj = πj/wy. Here wy is the largest transverse width, or the radius when the transverse section is circular. For the
DB potential U(y, z), defined above, the coupling matrix is

Kij(z) =
2m∗

~2

(
−fbz + Vo

)
δi,j (179)

Notice that in the absence of a transverse field, no channel mixing exists, and one is left with the system of soluble
Airy equations

d2

dz2
ϕi(z) + (k2 − k2

Ti)ϕi(z) =
2m∗

~2

(
−fbz + Vo

)
ϕi(z) i = 1, 2, ..., N. (180)

As was explained in section II.2.1, given the solutions and their derivatives, it is possible and some times convenient to
define transfer matrices W (z2, z1), that connects functions and their derivatives. For the DB, the N channel transfer
matrix is a 2N × 2N block-diagonal matrix, with blocks of the form

W (z2, z1)=

(
Ai(z2, kTi) Bi(z2, kTi)
A′i(z2, kTi) B′i(z2, kTi)

)(
Ai(z1, kTi) Bi(z1, kTi)
A′i(z1, kTi) B′i(z1, kTi)

)−1

(181)

where Ai(z2, kTi) and Bi(z2, kTi) are the Airy functions in channel i. After the similarity transformation, see equation
(43), it is easy to calculate the Landauer conductance

G =
e2

h
Tr tt† (182)

as well as the current

j = eneµefbLTr tt† (183)

for a given incoming energy E. In the last equation ne is the charge carriers concentration, e is the electron’s charge,
µe the mobility, h the Planck’s constant, and L = a+ 2b+ li + lr the distance between the point contacts. In figures
18 a) and b) we show the calculated conductance and current for the parameters mentioned in Ref. [197] (with a
and b slightly modified to fit multiples of the lattice constant). By definition, the number of propagating modes (or

open channels), is of the order of 2w
√

2m∗E/π~, with w the transverse width. It is clear the relevance that the finite
transverse dimension w has in the splitting of the propagating modes, which number is limited also by the energy E.
The calculation shows not only the origin of the shoulder in the negative resistance domain of a biased DB observed
in the experimental reports but also the ability of the multichannel transfer matrix method to solve faithfully and to
explain features that previous theoretical attempts failed. It is evident also from figure 18 a) that the propagating
modes with higher longitudinal energy transmit at higher bias, but with lower transmission probability, a well-known
effect that led to envision new devices where the symmetry of the DB, broken by the bias field, could be restored “not
by applying an electric field, but by injecting minority carriers or ballistic electrons”[226].
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Figure 19. Schematic band structure of the three-terminal resonant tunneling transistor with superlattice in the base with
anti-reflection coating barriers at the ends. Horizontal lines correspond to energy levels intra-miniband. Figure reproduced
with permission.[198] 2002, Physica E.

Figure 20. Transmission coefficients. In (a) and (b), the left side panel, the theoretical transmission coefficients for SL without
(full curves) and with coating layers (dotted curves). In the right hand side panel the measures transmission coefficients. Figure

reproduced with permission.[198] 2002, Physica E.

VIII.2. Ballistic electrons through heterostructures and SLs

In the 80s of the last century, when the size of semiconductor devices reached dimensions of the mean free path
of charge carriers, it became natural to think that the carriers’ current is not only less diffusive, but ballistic or
quasi ballistic. [227, 228] Thus, new structures and devices were proposed, in which ballistic electrons pass resonantly
through the quantized energy levels of symmetric double barriers or the minibands of SLs located in the base [229, 230]
or in the emitter region.[231] The main objectives were to increase the transmission probability and to obtain high
peak-to-valley ratios, by restoring the symmetry of DBs or avoiding the loss of periodicity and the ensuing phase
coherence in SLs. Among the numerous resonant tunneling transistors with SLs, we will review the three-terminal
devices, with anti-reflecting coating, studied experimentally and theoretically by Pacher et al.[198]

Figure 19 shows the schematic band structure of the three-terminal device with the superlattice studied by Pacher
et al. The width of a GaAs valley is a = 6.5nm, the width of the Al0.3Ga0.7As barrier is b = 2.5nm, and the number of
unit cells is n = 6. The width b′ of the first and last barriers, which act as anti-reflection coating, is b′ = b/2. Pacher
et al calculated and measured the transmission coefficients shown in figure 20. For the calculation of the transmission
coefficient of the uncoated and coated superlattice, in the 1D one-propagating mode limit, one has first to determine
the transfer matrix given by

Mc = Mb′MnMb′ (184)
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Figure 21. Schematic representation of a 3D SL with 2D arrays of δ scaterer centers.

where Mn is the SL transfer matrix

Mn =

(
Un − α∗Un−1 βUn−1

β∗Un−1 Un − αUn−1

)
(185)

defined in (103) and Mb′ the transfer matrix of a coating layer, defined as

Mb′ =

(
αb′ βb′
β∗b′ α

∗
b′

)
. (186)

In these matrices, we have

α = eika
(

cosh qb+ i
k2 − q2

2qk
sinh qb

)
β = −ik

2 + q2

2qk
sinh qb

αb′ = eika
(

cosh qb′ + i
k2 − q2

2qk
sinh qb′

)
βb′ = −ik

2 + q2

2qk
sinh qb′,

(187)

with k =
√

2m∗wE/~2 and q =
√

2m∗b(Vo − E)/~2 the wave numbers in the wells and barriers, and m∗w and m∗b the
effective masses and Vo = 0.23eV. As mentioned before, the Chebyshev polynomials Un are evaluated at the real
part of α. After multiplying and simplifying, one can obtain the relevant matrix element of Mc to determine the
transmission coefficient, i.e. the element αc = Mc11 that can be written in compact form as

αc = (α′2b − β′2b )Un − (α′2b α
∗ − β′2b α+ 2α′bβ

′
bβ)Un−1 = 1 + hb′Un + fb′Un−1. (188)

Pacher et al. assumed that fb′Un−1 = 0, and reported a simplified transmission coefficient, denoted as TARCSL in
the equation (1) of Ref. [198]. They plotted the simplified transmission coefficient TARCSL and compared with the
transmission coefficient for a SL without coating layers (see graphs reproduced in the left panel of figure 20, with
dotted and full curves respectively). It is worth noticing that the assumption fb′Un−1 = 0 is correct only for b′ ' b/2.
For values of the coating layer width b′ smaller than b/2, the simplified transmission coefficient overestimates the
effect of increased transmission. In the other limit, i.e. b′ � b, the behavior of the superlattice with coating layer
is similar to that of quasi-bounded superlattice discussed in section VI.4.3. By applying a DC voltage between the
emitter and the base, hot electrons were injected and transmitted through the superlattice. From the ratio IC/IE of
the measured currents at 4.2K, the transmission results shown in the right panel of figure 20 were obtained.

VIII.3. Multichannel conductance through a 3D SL

Multichannel conductance calculations through 1DSls with coupled channels were published, among others, by
Ulloa et al. [232], based on self-consistent numerical calculations, and using the transfer matrix method in Refs.
[159, 191, 210, and 233]. In most of the latter works a transverse electric field couples the propagating modes
leading to interference and flux transition from one propagating mode to another, clearly observed in the transmission
coefficients Tij and conductance. In Ref. [159], 3D superlattices with 2D arrays of δ-scatterer centers, separated
by homogeneous layers of width lc, as shown in figure 21, were considered, and the transmission coefficients and
conductance GN,n = (e2/h) Tr tt†, defined in section IV.1, calculated for different values of the number of propagating
modes N and different number of unit cells n. Here we will review some of the specific formulas and present new
results for N = 3 and n = 2, 3, 6.
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For a periodic potential

VP (x, y, z) = γδ (z − ηlc)
Nν∑
ν=1

Nµ∑
µ=1

δ (x− xν) δ (y − yµ) κ = 1, ..., n (189)

with confining 2D hard walls, infinite outside {0 ≤ x ≤ wx, 0 ≤ y ≤ wy}, longitudinal lattice parameter lc and
interaction strength γ, the solutions

φi (x, y) =
2

√
wxwy

∑
{i2=n2

x+n2
y}

sin
nxπx

wx
sin

nyπy

wy
, (190)

and energies

Ei =
~2π2

2m∗

(
n2
x

w2
x

+
n2
y

w2
y

)
≤ E (191)

with E the incoming particles energy, define the transverse propagating modes labeled by the channel-index i, which
is determined by the pairs of quantum numbers nx, ny = 1, 2, 3, ... The functions φi (x, y) constitute a realization of
the set of orthonormal functions, mentioned in section II, which allow us to obtain the channel coupling matrix

Kij =
8π2mγ

h2
δ (z − ηlc)

Nν∑
ν=1

Nµ∑
µ=1

φ∗i (xν , yµ)φj (xν , yµ) = δ (z − ηlc) Γij , (192)

Replacing and integrating the Schrödinger equation upon the variable z and following the usual procedure with
δ-potentials, to impose the continuity conditions, one can straightforwardly determine the transfer matrix

Mδ =

(
αδ βδ
β∗δ α∗δ

)
. (193)

with

αδ = IN + βδ, βδ =
1

2i


Γ11

k1
Γ12

k1
Γ21

k2
Γ22

k2
.
.

 , and
Γij
Γji

=
ki
kj

(194)

To use the polynomials and invariant functions mentioned in previous sections, it is necessary to determine the
eigenvalues of the 2N ×2N transfer matrix M . A specific procedure to evaluate the matrix-polynomials, for this type
of transfer matrix, was shown in Ref. [159], and we refer the reader to this reference.

Given the transfer matrix and applying the TFPS, we can evaluate the transmission coefficients Ti,j and the con-
ductance G = (2e2/h) Tr tt† for any set of parameters. In figure 22 we show transmission coefficients and conductance
for the 3 propagating modes, the channels with the lowest energy, and for different number of unit cells. For this
figure we consider lc = 20Å, wx = 100Å, wy = 50Å, Nu = 30, Nν = 15, and γ = −200eV . For these parameters, the
channel thresholds are: ET1=0.281eV; ET2=0.449eV and ET3=0.954eV. In figures 22a) and b), the number of unit
cells is n = 2. In figures 22a) we plot the transmission coefficient Tii and the conductance G, while in figure 22b) we
plot the transmission coefficients Tij for channels indices i, j = 1 and 3, with the strongest channel coupling. It is
clear from this figures that the transition probability Tij , from channel j to channel i, starts to rise once the energy
E is enough to open the incoming channel j. In figures 22c) and d) we plot the transmission coefficients when the
number of units cells are n = 3 and n = 6, respectively.

IX. SUPERLUMINAL AND OPTICAL ANTIMATTER EFFECTS. INJECTION, FILTER AND SPIN
INVERSION.

The theory of finite periodic systems has been applied also to study the space-time evolution of wave packets
through superlattice structures. Among the various examples we shall review first the transmission of electromagnetic
waves through normal media and through metamaterial SLs where normal media alternates with left-handed layers.
We will then review some topics of spintronics where the transfer matrix method and the TFPS has bee applied with
success. Specifically, to understand the negative resistance behavior in the IV characteristics of spin injection and
detection in all-semiconductor contacts, and to show a couple of results of interest in spintronics, which show the
space-time evolution of spin wave packets through homogeneous magnetic superlattices and clear examples of spin
filter and spin inversion..
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Figure 22. Transmission coefficients and conductance for 3 propagating modes. The coupling effects on the transmission
coefficients Tij between the channels with indices i = 1 and i = 3, is evident from figures in panels a) and b). Notice that the
transition probability Tij , from channel j to channel i, rises as soon as the energy E allows to open the incoming channel j. In
figures of panels c) and d), transmission coefficients and conductance for n=3 and for n =6, respectively.

IX.1. Electromagnetics wavepackets through SLs. Evidences of superluminal effects.

Simanjuntak et al. applied the TFPS to study the space-time evolution of electrons[175] and of electromagnetic[176]
wave packets, and to discuss the presumption of the so-called generalized Hartmann effect.[177] We will briefly review
here the time evolution (described by Maxwell equations) of Gaussian wave packets (WPs) with centroids in the
allowed and in the photonic band gaps, which was studied with more detail in Ref.[176]. The calculation reviewed
here shows that the time spent by the wave packet with centroid in the photonic gap is half of the time it will require
moving with light velocity, a result compatible with the experimental and theoretical results in Refs. [74, 75, and
234], referred to in the last section.

A Gaussian wave packet of electromagnetic fields, with parallel polarization and normal incidence from the left,
was defined as

ΨE(z, t) =

∫
dk e−γ(k−ko)2eikzoE(z, k)e−iωt (195)

with the packet-peak at t = 0 located at −zo. To determine ΨE(z, t), for any t and at any point z, one needs the
k-component E(z, k) outside and inside the SL, which was assumed to contain n cells of length lc = l1 + l2, being l1
and l2 the lengths of dielectric layers with permittivities ε1, ε2, refractive indices n1, n2 and permeabilities µ1, µ2. At
any point, the electric and magnetic fields contain a right- and a left-moving parts. Hence

E(z, ki) = Are
ikiz +Ale

−ikiz = Er(z, ki) + El(z, ki),

H(z, ki) =
ni
µic

(Er(z, ki)− El(z, ki)) ,

where ki = nik (i = 0, 1, 2), k = ω/c, with c the speed of light in vacuum, and n0 the refractive index outside the SL.
To use the transfer matrices, it was convenient to define the field vectors

E(z, k) =

(
Er(z, k)
El(z, k)

)
, (196)

and the transfer matrix M(z′, z)

E(z′, k) = M(z′, z)E(z, k). (197)
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Inside the SL, a vector Ej+1(z, k) at z = jlc + zp in cell j + 1 (with j = 0, 1, . . . , (n− 1) and 0 < zp ≤ lc) is related to
E(0−, k) at z = 0− by

Ej+1(z, k) = Mp(z, jlc)Mj(jlc, 0
+)M(0+, 0−)E(0−, k).

Mp(z, jlc), as in section VI, is the transfer matrix for part of a unit cell, and Mj(jlc, 0
+) the transfer matrix for the

first j-cells, thus

Mj(jlc, 0
+) = [M(lc, 0

+)]j . (198)

Here M(lc, 0
+) is the single cell transfer matrix

M(lc, 0
+) ≡

(
α β
β∗ α∗

)
=

(
αbe

ik1l1 βb
β∗b α∗be

−ik1l1

)
. (199)

Assuming µ1 = µ2 = µ0 = 1, the unit cell matrix elements reduce to

αb = cos(k2l2) +
i

2

(
n2

n1
+
n1

n2

)
sin(k2l2), and βb =

i

2

(
n2

n1
− n1

n2

)
sin(k2l2), (200)

and, for the transfer matrix elements of j cells, we have

αj = Uj(αR)− α∗Uj−1(αR), and βj = βUj−1(αR) = βbUj−1(αR). (201)

Outside the optical superlattice (OSL) the electric field, assuming an incoming wave of unit amplitude at z < 0, is

E(z, k) = eikz (1 + rT ) . (202)

Here rT = −β∗T /α∗T is the reflection amplitude, with

α∗T = αnR −
i

2

(
n0

n1
+
n1

n0

)
αnI +

i

2

(
n0

n1
− n1

n0

)
βnI

β∗T =
i

2

(
n0

n1
− n1

n0

)
αnI −

i

2

(
n1

n0
+
n0

n1

)
βnI . (203)

and the subindices R and I, as used before, stand for the real and imaginary parts. The electric field in cell (j + 1)
takes the form

Ej+1(z, k) =
1

2

[
(αp + γp)αj + (βp + δp)β

∗
j )
]
×
[(

1 +
n0

n1

)
+

(
1− n0

n1

)
rT

]
+

1

2

[
(αp + γp)βj + (βp + δp)α

∗
j )
]
×
[(

1− n0

n1

)
+

(
1 +

n0

n1

)
rT

]
(204)

where αp, βp, γp, δp are the elements of Mp(z, jlc). In the transmitted field region, i.e. at z > nlc, the electric field
becomes

E(z, k) =
1

α∗T
eikz. (205)

Using Eqs. (202), (204) and (205) in Eq. (195) we have the WP described by Maxwell equations in space and time.
It is worth mentioning that in these equations, the multiple scattering processes are rigorously taken into account.
As time develops the WP evolves in a rather complicated but describable way. The actual behavior depends critically
upon the OSL parameters and the WP characteristics. To visualize the space-time evolution, crucial snapshots at
some specific values of time will be taken. If the wave packet centroid at t=0 is at z0 and the left edge of the SL is
at z = 0 Important snapshots are at: 1) t0 = 0, 2) ta = zo/vg, 3) tτ = ta + τ , when (according to the phase time
prediction) the centroid must be just leaving the SL and, 4) at tb = 2zo/vg + τ , when the reflected (transmitted) WP
should be located at −z0 (or at z0 +L). The phase time was defined by Bohm [235] and Wigner [236] as the frequency
derivative of the transmission amplitude’s phase θt, i.e., as

τ =
∂θt
∂ω

(206)
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Figure 23. Superluminal effect. Phase time for an optical SL with six unit cells with silica and titanium oxide alternating
layers, and snapshots of WPs, which centroids are in the allowed and forbidden regions of the OSL. In a), upper left, the
phase time for the field component E(z, k) as function of the wavelength λ = k/2π through the OSL with refractive indices
n1=1.41 and n2=2.22 and layer widths l1=124.46nm, l2=79.06nm, respectively. In panels b) and c), left, the WP in the allowed
region, almost completely transmitted. At t = 0, the WP centroid at a distance z0 from the left edge of the OSL, and at
t = 2z0/vg + τn, with vg the light velocity. The centroids of the enveloping red curves are at distances z0 and z0 + nlcvg from
the origin. In the panels at the right, a WP in the photonic gap. In a), the WP at t = 0, centered at λ0 = 735nm and located
at −zo = −40lc. In b) and c) the WP at ta = z0/vg and tτ = z0/vg + τn, where τn = 2.32fs is the phase time. The WP at
tb = 2z0/vg + τn has the same enveloping curve as the WP at t = 0, despite the phase shift shown in the inset, which shows
that the actual spent time ∆t described by Maxwell equations agrees with the phase time τn and with superluminal velocities.
The enveloping curves are just for a guide. Figure reproduced with permission.[176] 2007, Physical Review E.

where θt is the phase of the transmission amplitude. This is one of various formulas proposed for the theoretical
calculation of tunneling times, among them was the Büttiker-Landauer tunneling time.[237–239] It was shown in Ref.
[234], reviewed briefly in the next section, that the phase time describes within the error bars of the experimental
results of Steinberg et al.[74] and those of Spielmann et al.[75].

In Ref. [176] the time series was calculated for a specific superlattice where silica with low ( n1=1.41) and titanium
oxide with high (n2=2.22) refractive indices alternate. In figure 23 some quantities are plotted for the electromagnetic
WP through this low-high index superlattice (LHSL). In the upper left panel a) of figure 23, the pase time τn is plotted
as function of the field wavelength, when the silica and titanium oxide layers widths are l1=124.46nm, l2=79.06nm,
respectively. In this phase-time spectrum, two regions of almost constant phase time are indicated with red arrows.
One in the allowed band and one in the photonic gap. The wave packets shown in the other panels are defined in
these wavelength regions.

In panels b) and c), at the left, the WP centroid is in the allowed band. In these panels the WP is shown at t0 and
when it comes back at tb. The Gaussian envelopes (red curves) are plotted BY assuming that the WP centroid moves
with light velocity outside the SL and inside the SL spends the phase time τn ' 7.2fs, instead of '4fs that would
be required if it were to move with light velocity. The agreement with the assumption that the time spent is τn, is
perfect. More details are shown in Ref. [176].

In the time series of the panels in the right side of figure 23, we have the snapshots of the WP defined in the
photonic band gap, with centroid at λ0 = 735nm. The width is adjusted such that the main part of the WP lies in
the photonic gap and in a region of almost constant phase time, τ ≈ 2.32fs, which is close to the experimental[74]
tunnelling time τex ' 2.1± 0.2fs and the predicted phase time[234] (τ ' 2.3fs), for a slightly different system with
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Figure 24. Space-time evolution of a WP through an LRSL with indices n1=-2.22 and n2=1.41, l1=l2=140nm, and n = 6. In
a), the wave packet at t =0. In panel b) the WP at ta = z0/vg, when theoretically the centroid is reaching the left side of the SL.
To visualize the WP in this panel, its amplitude was slightly amplified. As will be seen in the next figure, because of canceled
layer, due to the antimatter effect, the wave packet gets transmitted slightly before it really reached the SL. In panel c) the WP
at ta + τn/2, with the phase time τn =0.9223fs much smaller than the time L/c =5.6nm, it would require if it moves with light
velocity. In panel c) the WP should be leaving the SL. It certainly seems that the halves of the WP are already outside the SL.
Notice that in this panel the reflected WP amplitude is larger than the incoming one. In d), at tb = 2z0/vg + τn the WP should
be back, i.e. under the enveloping curve of the WP at t = 0, however, the WP centroid is a distance ∆z farther because of the
optical antimatter effect better visualized in the next figure.Figure reproduced with permission.[176] 2007, Physical Review E.

n = 5. As is well-known, these results imply the striking superluminal velocities. In 23 (b) we have the WP at ta
touching the left-hand edge of the SL. In 23 (c) the WP at tτ = z0/vg + τ . Because of the phase shift due to the
interference between the “arriving” and “leaving” packets, the coincidence is not easy to visualize. But it is much
easier to compare the wave packets in (a) and (d). In the inset both packets are plotted, and even though the packets
coincide there is a phase shift. However, the Gaussian enveloping of the reflected WP at tb = 2z0/vg + τ is also
the enveloping of the WP at t = 0. This coincidence shows that the actual time spent by the WP inside the SL,
∆t = tb − 2ta, agrees with the phase time prediction.

IX.2. EM wavepackets through metamaterial SLs. Optical antimatter effects.

The possibility of having negative refractive index, in left-handed materials (LHM), becomes a controversial and
active research field, where striking and new effects are expected. Veselago,[240] already in 1968, predicted unique
properties of EM wave propagation in LHM: a) waves appear to propagate towards the source and not away from it,
b) negative group velocity and, c) converging and diverging lenses exchange their roles because waves incident on one
side of the normal to right/left-hand interfaces are refracted to the same side. For the energy transferred from the
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source to the load to be positive and to avoid causality violations, Veselago proposes the constraints:

∂εω

∂ω
> 0

∂µω

∂ω
> 0 (207)

Here ε and µ are the material’s permittivity and permeability, respectively. Smith and Kroll,[241] maintain that while
a reversed k resembles a time-reversed propagation towards the source, the work done is nevertheless positive.

Besides the blazing presumption of perfect lenses,[242] and problems like the sign selection and directions of motion
of the energy and the electromagnetic field, an overwhelming research activity, from basic to applied science, has
developed, with significant advances in manufacturing artificial left-handed material and structures, as well as in
specific calculations for transmission of electromagnetic waves through LH media.[243–248] Robledo et al. [187, 211]
studied the transmission of electromagnetic waves through LH and RH structures by using the transfer matrix method
and, by applying the TFPS for left and right handed superlattices (LRSL). It has been explicitly shown that the
transmission amplitude

tL =

[
cos (k1d1 cos θ1) +

i

2|n1|n2

(
n2

2

cos θ1

cos θ2
+ n2

1

cos θ2

cos θ1

)
sin (|k1|d1 cos θ1)

]−1

(208)

of a single left-handed slab is just the complex conjugate of the transmission amplitude

tL =

[
cos (k1d1 cos θ1)− i

2n1n2

(
n2

2

cos θ1

cos θ2
+ n2

1

cos θ2

cos θ1

)
sin (k1d1 cos θ1)

]−1

(209)

of a similar but right-handed slab. In these equations, θ1 is the incidence angle and d1 is the slab width. An important
consequence of this property is that the phase time τ of a single slab, becomes the negative of the corresponding phase
time of a right-handed slab. This implies, in general, negative transmission times, and warnings on possible causality
violation.

To follow the space-time evolution of a gaussian electromagnetic wave packet (GEWP), we plot in figure 24 the
function <eΨE(z, t) defined in (195) for different values of t. The electric fields E(z, k), outside and inside the negative
indices medium, are solutions to the corresponding Maxwell equations. In the time series of figure 24, the WP is
defined with centroid in the middle of a forbidden region of the transmission coefficient of its field components E(z, k)
through a left/right superlattice LRSL with indices n1=-2.22 and n2=1.41, l1=l2=140nm, and n = 6. In a), the
wave packet at t =0 and an enveloping Gaussian for reference in panel d). In panel b) the WP at ta = z0/vg, when
theoretically the centroid is reaching the left side of the SL. To visualize the WP it was slightly amplified. As will be
seen in figure 25, the cancellation of a normal medium layer, due to the antimatter effect, causes the wave packet to
transmit and reflect a little before it actually reaches the SL. In panel c) the WP at ta + τn/2, with τn =0.9223fs the
phase time, much smaller than the time L/c =5.6nm IT would require if it were to move with light velocity. In panel
c) the WP should be leaving the SL. It seems certainly that halves of the WP are outside the SL. Notice that the
reflected WP amplitude is larger. In d), at tb = 2z0/vg + τn the WP should be back, under the enveloping curve of
the WP at t = 0. The WP centroid is distance ∆z farther which can be explained by the optical antimatter effect.

In Ref. [187] the optical antimatter effect was analysed. To understand the results shown in figure 25 where a
GEWP evolves near and through a negative refraction index slab, it is worth a brief comment on the implications of
the phase time predictions for this system. Outside the slab, where the relative electric permittivity and the relative
magnetic permeability, εr1 = 1 and µr1 = 1, the wave packet moves with the velocity of light c. This means that
the packet centroid, which at t = 0 is located at zo = −2d = −20µnm, will reach the left-hand side of the slab at
ta = 66.6fs. The phase time predicts that the WP centroid will spend a negative time τp = −33.3fs to pass through
a slab with relative electric permittivity and relative magnetic permeability, εr2 = −1 and µr2 = 1. This prediction
implies that the wave-packet centroid should be leaving the right edge of the slab at tlp = ta + τp = 66.6 − 33.3fs
= 33.3fs. This result is counterintuitive because it implies that, at t = 33.3fs, the wave packet peak would be half-way
to the planar slab (i.e. at z = −10µnm), but also departing from the right hand side of the slab (at z = 10µnm). In
other words, we will see the WP at two different points at the same time!

In the left and right columns of figure 25 we present a set of snapshots of the first 100fs. In the bottom left panel,
at t = 13.3fs, the WP is on its way to the negative indices slab. At t = 26.6fs, when the Gaussian peak is not yet
half-way to the slab, one can observe the formation, in the neighborhood of the right hand side of the slab, of a kind of
image of the Gaussian wave packet. If we observe the snapshot at and after t = 39.9fs, it is clear that the transmitted
WP started to be formed before the centroid of the incoming WP reaches the left handed medium. It is interesting
to observe the GEWP at t = tlp = 33.3fs. At this time we have two Gaussian wave packets. The Gaussian packet in
the left, with peak at z = −10µm, is the original GEWP half-way to the slab. The other Gaussian packet contains
two halves separated by the dotted red line at the interface between the slab and the semi-infinite medium. The half
packet inside the slab moves to the left, and the half packet outside the slab (inside the semi-infinite medium) moves
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Figure 25. Optical antimatter effect. Snapshots of the Gaussian wave packet at different times. At t = 0, left bottom, the WP
moving towards a negative-indices slab (with thickness d = 10µm) and negative phase time τp = −33.3fs. As soon as the WP
tail reaches the point at z = −d, the WP tail starts to appear in the far edge of the slab, as transmitted WP. At time t = 33fs,
two Gaussian packets are seen, one at the far edge of the slab, and one touching the edge of the “canceled layer”, between
the dotted lines. It is also noticeable that the gaussian WP at the far edge contains two half packets, one moving towards the
left and the other, the transmitted packet, moving towards the right. The transmission occurs as if the negative-indices slab
and the canceled layer (between the dotted lines) would not exist. Figure reproduced with permission.[187] 20011, Europhysics
Letters.

Figure 26. I-V characteristics in Ga(Mn)As/GaAs spin injectors. In a), the I-V Characteristics measured in Ref. [252] for
the spin injector p+Ga0.95Mn0.05As/n

+-GaAs with stop layer. In b), magnetic field effects on the I-V characteristic of the

Ga(Mn)As/GaAs structure measured in Ref. [253]. Figure reproduced with permission.[252] 2014, Physical Review B.

to the right. The former half corresponds to the image of the GEWP, and the other half corresponds, as can be seen
in the other panels (for t > 33fs), is the transmitted Gaussian wave packet. These graphs are compatible with the
phase time prediction and show a way in which the incoming wave packet, its image and the transmitted one can be
seen, at the same time, at different points of the space. Mathematically, this is a natural consequence of the continuity
conditions imposed at the interfaces. Through these conditions each part of the system becomes aware of the physical
properties of the other parts.
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IX.3. Exchange energy and spin injection through Esaki barriers

The ability to inject, manipulate, and detect spin-polarized carriers has been the main goals of semiconductor
spintronics.[79] Different proposals by countless research groups have been published[88]. Spin injection and detections
represent an important part of the problem, and different in nature to the spin manipulation problem. Despite the
big progress, the problem of producing an efficient all-semiconductor all-electrical injection and detection device,
remained rather elusive. This problem has slowed down the development of actual devices to control and manipulate
the spin-filter and spin-inversion mechanisms.

The theoretical suggestion that larger contact resistance Rc may increase the ferromagnetic/nonmagnetic (F/N) spin
injectors efficiency,[182, 249–251] promoted the research on all-semiconductor Mn-based ferromagnetic semiconductors,[81,
82, 181] and opened up the possibility to inject spin-polarized electrons using the Esaki diode p+(Ga,Mn)As/n+GaAs.

In figures 26 a) and b), low-bias IV characteristics obtained by Shiogai et al.[252] and by Holmberg et al.[253],
respectively, are shown. A feature of interest in these graphs is the structure below and around 0.4eV. This and the
negative resistance behavior as a function of bias, lead us to study the injection and detection as a spin tunneling
problem through bias and spin-dependent Esaki-barriers. To understand the IV characteristics for spin-up and spin-
down through a dynamical barrier where, besides the bias potential and build-up interface potential, one has to
consider the strong exchange interaction energy and the impurity states in the gap, we undertake a transfer matrix
calculation based on the transfer matrix method. It was shown in Ref.[185] that the turning points of the negative
magnetoresistance are closely related with the exchange energy. The spin-splitting on the ferromagnetic side leads,
naturally, to vanishing of tunneling probabilities at bias threshold points, where the propagating modes become
evanescent. In forward bias, the spin up transmission coefficient, TE ↑, vanish when the Fermi level, of the n side,
aligns with the spin up valence band edge.

Figure 27. In a), schematic band structure of a biased Esaki potential barrier at the interface of the ferromagnetic/stop
layer/nonmagnetic structure, with spin-split offset ∆F in the valence band of the p side and the non-equilibrium spin accumu-
lation electrochemical potential µsN in the n side. In b), the pin-up and spin-down detection transmission coefficients, when
∆F= 0.6eV and EFp is 0.112eV below E0

p . The vanishing of TE σ at the threshold potentials Vt↑ and Vt↓, gives rise to the

transmission spin polarization in the lower graph. Figure reproduced with permission.[185] 2014, Physical Review B.

In figure 27 a), the band structure at the interface p+Ga0.95Mn0.05As/Al0.36Ga0.64As/n+GaAs is shown. At this
interface, an Esaki barrier is formed with classical return points at zL and zr. The quantum nature of this contact
has been systematically ignored by semi-classical approaches, which generally restrict themselves to recognizing it as
a resistor with some numerical value. The physics in this contact, however, is a truly quantum phenomenon. For the
accurate calculation of transmission coefficients, the transfer matrix method (TMM) in the WKB approximation was
used (details can be seen in [254]). In reverse (injection) and forward (extraction) configuration, the corresponding
4× 4 transfer matrices fulfill the relations

Φ(zr) = MI(zr, zL)Φ(zL) =

(
αI βI
γI δI

)
Φ(zL) (210)

and

Φ(zL) = ME(zL, zr)Φ(zL) =

(
αE βE
γE δE

)
Φ(zL). (211)

The state vectors

Φ(z) =
(
ϕ+
↑ , ϕ

+
↓ , ϕ

−
↑ , ϕ

−
↓

)T
, (212)
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in the propagating modes representation, are written in terms of the propagating wave functions (σ stands for spin
up ↑ or spin down ↓)

ϕ+
σ (z) =

aσ√
kσ
eikσzχσ and ϕ−σ =

bσ√
kσ
e−ikσzχσ, (213)

and the evanescent functions

ϕ+
σ (z) =

aσ√
qσ
eqσzχσ and ϕ−σ =

bσ√
qσ
e−qσzχσ. (214)

Here k↑,↓ =
√

2m∗

~2

(
EFi − U↑,↓(x, Vb)

)
and q↑,↓ =

√
2m∗

~2

(
U↑,↓(x, Vb)− EFi

)
, the corresponding wave numbers with

EFi = EFp and EFn the quasi-Fermi energies. Given the transfer matrices and the relations with the scattering

amplitudes, tI = (δ†I)
−1 and tE = (δ†E)−1, the transmission coefficients

Tσ,σ′ = |tσ,σ′ |2 = |(δ†)−1
σ,σ′ |

2. (215)

and the transmission spin polarization for spin extraction, defined as

PTE =
TE↑ − TE↓
TE↑ + T↓

, (216)

were calculated. These quantities are plotted in the upper and lower panel of figure 27, respectively. The current spin
polarization, spin injection efficiency and the spin accumulation defined as

Pj'
j↑−j↓
j↑+j↓

, PjQ'
jQ↑−jQ↓
jQ↑+jQ↓

and δµs ∝ −Pj , (217)

where jσ=jIσ+jEσ, and Q = I, E (for injection and extraction), have similar behavior and, they are also very sensitive
to exchange energy and the threshold potentials Vt↑ and Vt↓.

Figure 28. a) The effect of the parameter p on DFσ, in the neighborhood of the valence band edges. b) Total current through
the Esaki barrier for the same parameters of figure 27, and the densities of states explained in the text. Figure reproduced
with permission.[185] 2014, Physical Review B.

The currents were evaluated, as usual, from

jQσ =G
∫
DNσ(E)DFσ(E−eVb)TQσσ(E,Vb)fF (E)gN (E)dE

where G is a geometrical factor, DNσ and DFσ the densities of states in the non-magnetic and ferromagnetic sides, and
f(E) and g(E) =1-f(E) the occupation probabilities. Since the experiments temperature is ∼ 4K, the occupation
probabilities factor becomes δ(E − EF ). The currents shown in figure 28 were calculated assuming that in the
ferromagnetic side the DOS is DFσ ∝ e−aσεσ (aσεσ)p/2 for εσ=E−EFp−σ∆F /2 > 0, and DFσ ∝ (−εσ)q/2 with q=1
for εσ <−∆F , q= p for−∆F < εσ < 0, being aσ and p parameters chosen to fit the DOS’s obtained numerically by
Turek et al.[255], and DNσ = DKσ ∝ (E − Eoσ)p/2 (for p = 1). Here DKσ is the Kane’s y function[256]

y(E) =

∫ E

−∞
(E − E0σ − ξ)p/2F(ξ)dξ. (218)

As can be seen in the figures 26, currents account for the experimental behavior. These results show also that in the
presence of exchange, the spin splitting and the DOS are strongly correlated quantities, and define the shape and
low-bias I-V characteristics of the F/N structures.
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Figure 29. A homogeneous magnetic superlattices where a tilted external magnetic field B, blocked in alternate (darker)
stripes, acts also only on quasi-twodimensional stripes of thickness d and transverse widths wx and wy. Figure reproduced with
permission.[260] 2008, Microelectronics Journal.

IX.4. The homogeneous magnetic superlattices

The transfer matrix method and TFPS approach to spintronics is a different approach than mainstream, mostly
semi-classical, ones. We will briefly review the TFPS applied to study the transport and spin control in magnetic
superlattices.

The aim to control spin carriers transport through layered magnetic structures, has been of much interest.[257–259].
With this aim, in the presence of the phase coherence of a periodic magnetic field, Cardoso et al. carried out an
research project that addressed different aspects of the interaction of spin 1/2 carriers with magnetic-field superlattices,
including issues such as Shubnikov-de Haas oscillations, the Landé g factor[199], Fano resonances and the magnetic-
field-tilting angle as a significant mechanism for the spin transitions in magnetic superlattices. Taking advantage of
these spin-transport phenomena, simple and efficient spin-filter and spin-inverter devices were proposed.[260]

For practical reasons, a simple system was conceived, where only the external field changes periodically, that is,
the same semiconductor under an external magnetic field whose amplitude varies periodically. [108] We refer to this
superlatice as the homogeneous magnetic superlattice (HMSL), and represent it as (LFLH)n, where LF stands for a
stripe free of field and LH for a stripe under an external magnetic field. As shown in figure 29, the HMSL is basically
a quasi two-dimensional semiconductor wave guide subject to an external magnetic field, which is blocked on stripes
that alternate along the growing direction z. As is well-known, the spin 1/2 electrons, moving in those regions subject
to an external magnetic field B, are described by[

1

2m∗

(
p− e

c
A
)2

+ (V (y, z)− Ef )

]
Ψ(r) +

(
1

2
g∗µB σ ·B + VR + VD

)
Ψ(r) = 0 (219)

where V (x, y) is a lateral confining potential, VR and VD are the Rashba and Dresselhaus spin-orbit interaction. If

we have a tilted magnetic field, say B = B (sin θB , cos θB , 0) = BB̂, the spin precession and spin transitions induced
by the Rashba and Dresselhaus interactions are negligible compared with those induced by the Zeeman interaction.
Thus, for this review we drop those terms. It was shown in Ref. [108] that after some analytical calculation, one is
left with the equation (

d2

dz2
− z2 cos θB

l4B
+ k2

z −
g

2l2B
σ ·B̂

)
Z(z) = 0, (220)

which solutions are the hypergeometric matrix functions[159]

Aσ (z) = 1F1

(
−bσ

2
;

1

2
;

cos θB
l2B

z2

)
e−z

2cosθB/2l
2
B , (221)

and

Bσ (z) = z 1F1

(
12− bσ

2
;

3

2
;

cos θB
l2B

z2

)
e−z

2cosθB/2l
2
B , (222)

In these functions, the matrix function bσ is

bσ =
l2B

2 cos θB

(
k2
z −

g

2l2B
σ ·B̂− 1

)
. (223)
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with lB the magnetic length and kz the longitudinal wave number. We will show here examples of distinct spin-
projection transmission coefficients. To better visualize the effect of the spin-dependent transmission coefficients, we
will plot the space-time evolution of Gaussian pulses of spin 1/2 electrons. To this purpose we need to calculate the
wave packet

ψs (z, t)=

∫ ∞
−∞

dke−γ(k−k0)2eikz0φs (z, k) e−iwt (224)

which centroid at to = 0 is located in the position −zo. The subindex s refers to the spin projection. For the evaluation
of this integral, one requires to know analytically the wave functions φs (z, k), inside and outside the SL, based on
the solutions Aσ (z) and Bσ (z), and the transfer matrix method and the TFPS, to determine the transfer matrix
M(z, z0) that connects the state vector at z0 with the state vector at any point z inside and outside the superlattice,
one can evaluate the scattering amplitudes

tn =

[
t↑↑ t↑↓
t↓↑ t↓↓

]
and rn =

[
r↑↑ r↑↓
r↓↑ r↓↓

]
(225)

and the wave functions φ↑ (z, k), φ↓ (z, k) inside and outside the superlattice.
In this approach, schematically reviewed here, one can obtain different type of effects by varying the SL parameters

ad the magnetic field orientation. The behavior of the spin-up and spin-down transmission coefficients, Tuu and Tdd,
respectively, is an important guide to visualize in advance the outcome of desired effects for the WP through the
HMSL. We will illustrate the HMSL acting as a spin filter, the tilting angle effect and the HMSL acting as spin
inverter.

IX.4.1. The HMSL as spin filter

In figure 30 we have the transmission coefficients Tuu and Tdd, in the left, and the spin wave packets in the right.
The HMSL is a quasi-2D wave guide with widths wx = 50nm and wy = 3nm, under an external magnetic field with
B = 0.18T acting on stripes of width LH = 10nm, unit-cell width lc = 130nm, and n = 6 unit cells. We consider
first that θB = 0. In this case, no spin↑ → spin↓ transitions occur, i.e. Tud = Tdu = 0. This implies well defined
band structures for the spin↑ and the spin↓ transmission coefficients, as shown in figure 30a). In this example, an
unpolarized electrons WP is prepared with centroid and wave-packet components entirely in the gap of Td and in
the resonant region of Tu. We expect that the HMSL will work as a spin filter for the spin↓ electrons. Indeed, the
snapshots in figure 30b), at t = 0 and at t = 2z0/vg + τσ, show the filter effect. At t = 0, the spin↑ and spin↓ Gaussian
wave packets with centroids located at z0 = −40lc, moving towards the HMSL. The centroids of these packets reach
the left edge of the HMSL at ta = xo/vg, with a group velocity vg. In the lower frame we plot the spin packets at
t = 2ta + τu and at t = 2ta + τd, when presumably they should be back at the starting point, having spent a time
τu or τd, respectively, in the HMSL. As expected, from the transmission coefficient behavior, the spin↑ wave-packet
components are partially reflected and partially transmitted, while those of the spin↓ packet are completely reflected.

It is interesting to notice that, even though a shape distortion is seen for the spin-up wave packet, the transmitted
gaussian wave-packets are in the position that one would expect them, if the phase-time prediction were correct and
the same for most of the spin↑ Gaussian components. The tails of the Gaussian in figure 30a) transmit less and have
also different tunneling times, while the spin↓ components, all have the same transmission coefficient and the same
tunneling time (see lower panel in figure 30a)). For the centroid of the spin↑ electrons, the phase time predicts a
tunneling time τu = 1.995 10−12s, while for spin↓ electrons, it predicts τd = 3.483 10−13s. These are quite different
times and they are also rather different from the time τf ' 1.625 10−12s that they would spent if they were to move
(the same distance) in a region free of magnetic fields. This example shows clearly that the system behaves as a spin↓
filter and the phase time predictions are correct.

IX.4.2. Spin mixing and space-time evolution when θB = 40o

We consider again the unpolarized wave packet of the previous example but now with the magnetic field in the
HMSL tilted with θB = 40o. In 31 a) the transmission coefficients Tuu and Tdd. Now, the reflection coefficient Rdd
(which was ' 1) reduces to ' 0.7 and the transmission coefficients are smaller than 1, as shown in 31 a). An important
amount of flux passes from the spin↑ to the spin↓ packet, and vice versa. The spin↑ → spin↓ transitions are induced
by the in-plane field component By. In addition, the band structures experience small red an blue shifts, respectively.
The snapshots in figure 31b) show the wave-packets at t = 2ta + τu and at t = 2ta + τd, when their centroids are back
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Figure 30. Spin-up and spin-down transmission coefficients and Gaussian wave packets through a HMSL. In a) the spin-up and
spin-down transmission coefficients for θB = 0 on a HMSL with wx = 50nm and wy = 3nm, lc = 130nm, n=6, and B =0.18T.
The Gaussian curves in the gap of Tdd and the allowed region of Tuu show the position and shape of the unpolarized spin wave
packet that will move through the HMSL. In the upper frame of b), the spin↑ and spin↓ wave packets at t = 0 and −z0 = −40lc,
moving towards the HMSL. In the lower frames the spin↑ and spin↓ packets at t = 2ta + τu and t = 2ta + τd, respectively,
when presumably, both packets should be back at −zo (a distance zo from the HMSL). It is clear from these graphs the filter
effect manifest by the absence of transmitted spin-down wave packet components. The Gaussian curves centered at −zo and
at L+ zo are plotted as reference. Here L = nlc = 0.78µm is the HMSL length. Figure reproduced with permission.[260] 2008,
Microelectronics Journal.

at −zo or transmitted at nlc+zo. It is worth noticing the wave packet distortion is more evident in this example than
in the previous one. This is compatible with the phase time behavior. In the lower panel of figure 31b), we observe
a kind of spin↓ wave-packet hastening, as the reflected and transmitted packets appear beyond the position expected
if they were to move in the HMSL with the centroid’s velocity. This can be explained because the phase time of an
important fraction of wave-packet components is smaller that the centroid’s phase time. Those components leave the
HMSL a bit earlier. Because of the spin transitions, there are now reflected and transmitted wave packets for spin↑
and for spin↓ electrons.

IX.4.3. Spin inversion

In the previous examples we had at t = 0 an unpolarized Gaussian wave packet defined in a spin↓ gap. The spin
mixing made possible to have a small fraction of spin↓ electrons transmitted. We will see now that a spin inversion
is also possible. In fact, if at t = 0 we have a polarized Gaussian wave packet, say a spin spin↓ WP in lower graph of
31a). Tilting the field, as we have just seen, and as shown in figure 32 an important amount of electrons with spin↑
transmit the HMSL. This fraction grows with the tilting angle θB . Eventually the population of transmitted spin↑
electrons is equal and even larger than the population of spin↓ electrons. All one needs to complete the spin inversion
is a second step of spin filter.
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Figure 31. Transmitted and reflected spin↑ and spin↓ wave packets when the magnetic field tilting angle is θB = 40. The
incoming packets are the same as in figure ??. The spin↑ and spin↓ wave packets are plotted for t = 2ta + τu and t = 2ta + τd,
respectively. Although the centroid phase time predictions, describes well the transmitted spin-packet tunneling time, it does
not represent the reflected spin-packet tunneling time because of the high wave-packet distortion. The Gaussian curves centered
at −xo and at ls + xo are plotted for reference. Figure reproduced with permission.[260] 2008, Microelectronics Journal.

Figure 32. Tilted magnetic field effect. In these graphs a completely polarized WP is sent at t = 0 towards a HMSL. The
reflected and transmitted WP remains polarized when θB = 0o, but a strong spin mixing is observed when θB = 60o.

X. HIGHLY ACCURATE DESCRIPTIONS OF HIGH-RESOLUTION EXPERIMENTS: TUNNELING
AND BLUE EMITTING LASERS

We will outline here two examples where the theoretical predictions not only compare extremely well with high-
resolution experimental results, they provide also the correct theoretical description. The first example is on the
tunneling time through the photonic-band-gaps of (silica/titanium-oxide)n superlattices. This example implies cal-
culations of scattering amplitudes and transmission coefficients, and was shown in Ref. [234], that using the results
of the TFPS, the experimental results of Steinberg et al. [74] and those of Spielmann et al. [75], are reproduced
within the error bar of 10−16s. The second example is on the optical response of (InxGa1−xN/InyGa1−yN)n super-
lattices. This example implies the calculation of superlattice energy eigenvalues and eigenfunctions. In the 90’s, S.
Nakamura[261], using monochromators with a resolution of 0.016nm, reported the optical response with new features
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Figure 33. Tunneling times through (HL)5H and (LH)nL for wavelengths in the photonic band gaps. In a) the tunneling
times reported by Steinberg et al. through the SL (HL)nH(substrateL) for n = 5, the calculated tunneling time τn, and the
transmission coefficient Tn. τf is the time that would be spent by moving with velocity c. In b) the tunneling times (open
circles) reported by Spielmann et al. through (LH)nL SLs made of titanium oxide (H) and silica (L) for different values of n,

accuracy of 10−16s. The black circles are the predictions of the TFPS. Figure reproduced with permission.[234] 2000, American
Physical Society.

in the spectra that could not be explained with the standard approach. It was shown recently[166], that using the
TFPS it was possible to explain the experimental spectrum features within the accuracy of the experimental results.

X.1. Tunneling through the photonic-band gaps

In the 90’s, enlightening and accurate measurements of single-photon and optical-pulse delay times in the photonic
band gap of multilayer media were performed by Steinberg et al. [74] and by Spielmann et al. [75], and stimulated
again the interest on the concept of tunneling time, that was highly elusive and controversial[235–237, 239, 262–
264]. The multilayer used to measure the tunneling time were based on quarter wave superlattices (HL)n where L
represents a quarter-wave layer of silica, with refractive index nL = 1.41, and H a quarter-wave titanium oxide layer
with refractive index nH = 2.22. Since the issue of tunneling time through a potential barrier was first approached in
1932 by MacColl,[265] the stationary phase time and other definitions for the tunneling time were proposed. In the
absence of experimental results, the concern about violations of the special theory of relativity and causality prevented
theorists from accepting the phase time as the tunneling time. The direct measurement of tunneling times through
optical superlattices and the possibility of calculating accurately the superlattice scattering amplitude by using the
TFPS raised the possibility to check whether the phase time describes or not the tunneling time.

Given the scattering amplitude tn (= tnr + itni) in equation (106), and the definition of tunneling time

τn = |tn|−2
(tnr∂tni/∂ω − tni∂tnr/∂ω) (226)

the general and closed formula for the evaluation of this TIME IS given by

τn =
~

(Un − αrUn−1)2 + (αiUn−1)2

(
Ar

dαr
dE

+Ai
dαi
dE

)
(227)

with

Ar =
αi

1− α2
r

(
(αrUn−1 + nUn−2)Un − (n+ α2

r)U
2
n−1

)
(228)

and

Ai = (Un − αrUn−1)Un−1 (229)
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Figure 34. SL spectra and optical response. In a) the energy levels in subbands of the conduction and valence bands. The
continuous subbands (light blue) are from the Kronig-Penney model.[73] The discrete lines are the predictions of the TFPS.
The set of transitions responsible of the group structure in the optical spectrum are also shown. In b), upper panel IS the
optical response of the blue emitting (In0.05Ga0.95N/In0.2Ga0.8N)10 SLs, and in the lower panel are the predictions of the

TFPS. The experimental resolution was of 0.016nm. Figure reproduced with permission.[166] 2018, Annals of Physics.

was reported in Ref. [234]. For the specific superlattice where the tunneling time was measured, the unit-cell transfer
matrix elements are

α =
eikHdH

4nHnL
(eikLdL(nH + nL)2 − e−ikLdL(nH − nL)2)

β = i
n2
H − n2

L

2nHnL
sin kLdL = iβi (230)

and adjusting the transfer matrix to include the extra layer H or L and the substrate of length ls, it was possible to
calculate the tunneling times shown in Figure 33. In Figure 33a) we show the tunneling time reported by Steinberg
et al. through the SL air(HL)nH(substrateL)air, for n = 5, together with the calculated tunneling time τn, and
the transmission coefficient Tn. τf is the time that would be spent by moving with velocity c. In Figure 33b) the
tunneling times (open circles) reported by Spielmann et al. through air(substrateL)(HL)nair SLs made of titanium
oxide (H) and silica (L) for different values of n, with error bar of 10−16s. The black circles are the predictions of the
TFPS. The open triangles are the calculated phase times by Spielmann et al.

X.2. Optical response of the blue emitting (In0.05Ga0.95N/In0.2Ga0.8N)10 SLs.

An important development of the last years of the last century has been the production of blue light-emitting
diodes, based on GaN/InGaN superlattices. Following the discovery of the blue-emitting diodes, an overwhelming
research activity began on the so-called wide-gap nitrides. At first, the attempts to produce the announced devices
became a real challenge, afterwards, the explanation of the characteristics of the optical response spectra also became
a challenge for the theorists. From a theoretical point of view, the continuous subbands predicted by the standard
approaches were unable to explain and describe the main characteristics of the high-resolution optical spectra reported
by Nakamura et al.[77, 136, 261], characterized by multiple and close resonances (see the upper right panel in the
Figure 34). Nakamura et al. suggested that the multiple resonances could be identified as longitudinal modes, but
it was also argued that they could be fluctuations in the cavity field. Recently, using the theory of finite periodic
systems and the ability to evaluate the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of superlattices, it has been possible to account
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for the optical response of SLs in the active zone of light-emitting devices, by evaluating the optical susceptibility in
the approximation of the golden rule given by

χrPL =
∑

ν,ν′,µ,µ′

feh

∣∣∣∫ dz[Ψr,v
µ′,ν′(z)]

∗ ∂

∂z
Ψr,c
µ,ν(z)

∣∣∣2
(~ω − Ecµ,ν + Evµ′,ν′ + EB)2 + Γ2

(231)

Here the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions from the conduction and valence bands are obtained from the explicit
expressions outlined in the last sections. As can be seen in the lower panel of figure 34, the optical susceptibility
is faithfully reproduced[166, 203]. An important characteristic of the subband spectra to understand the structure
of the optical response is the detachment of the surface energy levels. The surface states in the subband of the
conduction band, with energies E1,10 = 0.119074 eV and E1,11 = 0.119082 eV, measured from the band edge, are
detached 3.2 meV from the subband energy levels, grouped in an energy interval of 13.9 meV. The transitions to
the first subband of the valence band are forbidden by the new selection rules. The transitions responsible of the
spectrum around 420nm, are those to the second subband of the valence band. In this subband, the surface energy
levels around −0.1001244eV are detached from the other levels that are grouped between −0.092eV and −0.0954eV.
The detachment of the surface states is an important feature that allows ONE to identify the transitions responsible
for the isolated high energy peaks (as transition from surface to surface energy levels) and the groups of peaks in
the optical spectra, see the sketch in the left panel of Figure 34. This calculations show that the multiple resonances
correspond to optical transitions between truly quantum states within subbands of the conduction and valence bands.
Lately, we have also shown that the 1nm difference between the observed and predicted spectrum width, is due to
the piezoelectric effect with a local field of 0.0055eV/nm.

XI. CONCLUSION

We review the theory of finite periodic systems from basic properties to general results for quasi-1D periodic systems.
We introduce the transfer matrix method as a tool for dealing with dynamic equations of systems with an arbitrary
number N of propagation modes, where we define the transfer matrices MN and WN of dimension 2N × 2N . We
illustrate matrices of dimension 2 × 2 for specific examples of one propagating mode, and we introduce the transfer
matrix in the WKB approximation. Then we review the general relations of transfer matrices MN and WN with the
scattering amplitudes, the representations of the transfer matrix in the orthogonal, unit, and symplectic universality
classes, and their group structures. Based on the transfer matrix properties, particularly on the transfer-matrix
combination rule, we outlined the derivation of the matrix recurrence relation, which solutions make it possible to
determine analytically the transfer matrix MNn of a periodic system with n-unit cells and N propagating modes,
provided that the unit-cell transfer matrix MN is known. Since most of the applications of this theory deal with
the one propagating mode limit, we only present the final results for the matrix polynomials pNn, and show that in
the one propagating mode limit, one has the recurrence relation of the Chebyshev polynomials of the second kind,
which were first found by Jones and Abelès. The transfer matrix MNn and the matrix polynomials pNn, which carry
all the information of the periodic system, the complex processes and the multiple reflections that particles or wave
functions experience along of the periodic structure, are rigorously determined for any number of propagation modes
N , arbitrary potential profile and any number of unit cells n. We then show that given the polynomials pNn and
p1n = Un, the matrix elements and all physical quantities, such as the scattering amplitudes, the resonant energies,
and the Landauer conductance, are expressed in a simple way in terms of these polynomials. In the second part of this
review we presented the more recent results related to the calculation of the energy eigenvalues and eigenfunctions
for confined superlattices in the 1D limit. These quantities resolve the fine structure in the bands and at the same
time give the possibility of determining the true discrete dispersion relation, as opposed to the continuous dispersion
relation obtained when the transfer matrix method is combined with the Floquet theorem. We dedicate a brief section
to comment on this approach. We end up the TFPS review with a summary of the analysis of parity symmetries of
eigenfunctions and resonant functions.

The TFPS was applied to a broad variety of physical systems, and we have presented here the application of this
theory to a number of physical systems. We addressed first the calculation of the conductance of a biased double
barrier, and show that an unexplained and frequently observed feature in negative resistance region can be explained
using the multichannel transfer matrix method. We then discuss the transmission in ballistic transistors and the
conductance in a channel-coupling superlattice with layers of δ-scatter potentials. We devote a section to review the
application of the TFPS to study the transmission and space-time evolution of electromagnetic and electron wave
packets through optical, left-handed and magnetic superlattices. We have shown clear evidences of superluminal,
optical antimatter, spin filter and spin inversion effects. To conclude, we choose two examples were high-resolution
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experiments have been performed, and the theoretical predictions are extremely good. The tunneling time through
superlattices, with error bars of ∼ 10−16s, and the optical response of blue-emitting InGaN superlattices, where new
features in the optical spectra, with a resolution of ∼ 0.038meV, and a discrete structure of the subband energy levels
are revealed. The aim of this review has been to show that the solid state physics continues evolving towards a truly
quantum approach, which was somehow obscured by infinite systems, where the energy spectrum becomes continuous.
The discrete spectrum, surface states, and other new properties that emerge in the TFPS are important advances,
relevant to theoretical physics, experimental physics, and applications.
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[89] H. Itoh, J. Inoue, S. Maekawa,Phys. Rev. B. 1993, 47, 5809
[90] R. Schad, P. Belien, G. Verbanck, et ál..,Phys. Rev. B 1999, 59, 1242.
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[245] M. Perrin, S. Fasquel, Th. Decoopman, X. Mélique, O. Vanbésien, E Lheurette and D. Lippens J. Opt. A: Pure Appl.

Opt. 2005, 7, S3.
[246] T.M. Grzegorczyk and J.A. Kong J. of Electromagn. Waves and Appl. 2006, 20, 2053.
[247] A.P. Vinogradov, A.V. Dorofeenko, S. Zouhdi Phys. Uspekhi 2008, 51, 485.
[248] H. .O. Moser and C. Rockstuhl Laser Photonics Rev. 2012, 6, 219.
[249] A. Fert, H. Jaffres, Phys. Rev. B 2001, 64, 184420; A. Fert, H. Jaffres, J. Appl. Phys. 2002, 91, 811.
[250] D.L. Smith, and R. N. Silver, Phys. Rev. B 2001, 64, 045323.
[251] S. Takahashi and S. Maekawa, Phys. Rev. B 67, 052409 (2003).
[252] J. Shiogai, M. Ciorga, M. Utz, D. Schuh, M. Kohda, D. Bougeard, T. Nojima, J. Nitta, and D. Weiss, Phys. Rev. B 2014,

89, 89, R081307.
[253] H. Holmberg, N. Lebedeva, S. Novikov, J. Ikonen, P. Kuivalainen, M. Malfait and V. V. Moshchalkov, Europhys. Letters

2005, 71, 811.
[254] P. Pereyra, and D. Weiss, Proceedings of SPIE 2016, 9931, UNSP 993124.
[255] M. Turek, J. Siewert, and J. Fabian, Phys. Rev. B 2008, 78, 085211.
[256] E. O. Kane, Phys. Rev. 1963, 131, 79.
[257] S. Seikin, M. Shen, M-C Cheng, Y. Privman, J. Appl. Phys. 2003, 94, 1769.
[258] D K Young, J A Gupta, E Johnston-Halperin, R Epstein, Y Kato and D D Awschalom, Semicond. Sci. Technol. 2002,

17, 275.
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