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ZeroF ield Satellites of a Zero-B ias A nom aly
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Spin-orbit (SO ) splitting, !so , of the electron Fem isurface n two-dim ensional system sm an—
ifests itself in the Interaction-induced corrections to the tunneling density of states, (). Nam ely,
in the case of a sm ooth disorder, it gives rise to the satellites of a zero-bias anom aly at energies

= 2!so . Zeem an splitting, !,, n a weak parallelm agnetic eld causes a narrow plateau of a

w idth = 2!, at the top of each sharp satellite peak. As !, exceeds !5, , the SO satellites cross
over to the conventional narrow maxina at = 2!, wih SO -induced plateaus = 2!5, at the
tops.

PACS numbers: 7340Gk, 7323Hk, 71.45Gm , 71.70E j

Introduction. A zero-m agnetic— eld splitting 54] of the electron spectrum in two-din ensional system s has its origin
In the spin-orbit (SO ) coupling. The e ect attracts a steady interest especially since the proposal B] to utilize it in
a spin-transistor device. This proposal was substantiated by the recent experin ental dem onstration _B;fl] that the
m agniude of the gplitting, 2!, , can be controlled by the gate voltage.

A direct consequence of a nite zero— eld splitting is the beating pattem in the Shubnikov-de Haas oscillations
E]. T hese beats ram ain the prin e tool for the experim ental determm ination of !, . H owever, the reliable results were
obtained only for electrons in narrow -gap heterostructures, where the splitting is relatively strong (severalm eV f_é]) .
In the structureswih small !y, (€9, !so 05 meV in GaA s{based heterostructures :_Ij7]), Inferring the splitting
from beating pattem becom es am biguous, since it requires extrapolation of the beats period to a zero m agnetic eld.

In addition to the beats of the Shubnikov-de H aas oscillations, a num ber of m ore delicate e ects that_ are due
exclusively to the nite zero— eld splitting of the conduction band have been ocbserved experin entally [E:{:_LZ_:]. Stil,
extracting an all ! ;, values from the data rem ains a problem .

In the present paperw e identify anotherprom nentm anifestation ofthe zero— eld splitting. N am ely, we dem onstrate
that SO coupling causes anom alies in the tunneling conductance, gV ), ata nite bias, V . The positions of anom alies
V = 2, revealdirectly the splitting m agnitude. T hey em erge as satellites of the conventional zero-bias anom aly
at V = 0. The Jatter is the result of electron-electron interactionsm odi ed by the disorder f_l-g] To the best of our
know ledge, these SO -induced satellites represent the rst case when a disorder{related e ect In transport allow s to
Infer the param eter of the intrinsic electronic spectrum . W e note that, In the experim ent, very ne features (on the
scale of 01l mev L-[]_J4:£]_J6]) in the tunneling density of states, ( ), can be resolved upon the analysis ofg (V ) curves
at low tem peratures T V.

In tw o din ensions, the interaction-induced correction, (), to the free-electron density ofstates, o, behavesas [11]

()/ In@g3J), oor ! (diusive regine), where is the scattering tin e. T his sin ple logarithm ic o applies
In the presence of a tunneling electrode which causes a long-distance cut-o ofthe Coulomb JnteractJons El8-] Zeam an
splitting of the electron soectrum in a parallelm agnetic eld leads to additionalanom alies ()/ In@g 213 Il9]
R em arkably, these anom alies em erge even in the weak— eld 1im i, when !, 1. This is because the scattering by
the in purity potential does not m ix the spin-golit subbands. T hus, the wave functions of tw o particles w ith opposite
soins that di er in energy by 2!, are strictly identical. Naturally, the SO scattering from the im purities suppresses
the anom aliessat = 2L .

T he situation wih SO coupling is som ew hat opposite. In this case, the disorder potential causes a m ixing of the
SO subbands. If the disorder is shortranged, each scattering act results in the m om entum transfer of the order of
the Ferm iwave vector, k; . Thus, orweak SO coupling, !, 1, the m ixing is strong, and the SO satellites of the
zerobias anom aly are an eared out. If, however, the disorder is am ooth, the m om entum Uansﬁr_jsm uch am aller than
kX . In this generic regin e of a an allangle scattering, the SO subbands are alm ost decoupled f_ZQ'] (eeFig.1l).Asa
result, the sam e reasoning that leads to the Zeam an satellites applies, so that the SO satellites are pronounced even if
5o ismuch snallerthan . Analogously, with a sm ooth disorder, in the presence ofa perpendlcu]arm agnetic ed,
electronic states separated in energy by a cyclotron quantum tum out to be strongly correlated [2]:] C onsequently,
the interaction-nduced () is an oscillatory function ofenergy [2|2] at low (com pared to ) cyclotron frequencies.
Under the condition ofa sm allangle scattering, the dom inant contribution to com es from the H artree correction
pa1.

" Below wealo study the evolution ofthe SO satellitesw ith a parallelm agnetic eld. D ue to a a non-trivial nterplay

between SO ooupling and Zeem an splitting @-25{2-5], this evolution is rather peculiar. Nam ely, weak m agnetic eld
causesa at top ofthe SO satellite w ithin a narrow interval =2 !so . Conversly, n a strong m agnetic ed,
the Zeem an satellite {_l@l]aoqujxesa at top ofa width = 21, 1.
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Basic Equations. M Jcrosoopnc origin ofthe SO coupling for two-din ens:lonale]ect.tons can be either inversion asym m e~
t_ry of the host crystal f26] or the con nem ent potential asym m et:cy [L] Unlesstwo e ects are com parable in strength
f_Z] we can choose the form (  ")n forthe SO Ham iltonian E.] where isthe coupling constant, * is the soin
operator, and n is the unit vector nom alto the two-din ensionalplane. In a parallelm agnetic eld, that induces the
Zeeam an splitting 2!, , the Ham iltonian of a free electron has a form

~ h’k?

H = + &k "n+ %% @)
2m

where m is the electron m ass. The spectrum of the Ham iltonian Eq. @') represents two branches, so that in the
viciniy of the Fem isurface we have

E k)=Er + (&); @)
w here
kK)=hw k k)+ (k); @3)
and
p
k)= P20+ 12421 1, sin 4)
Here v, = hk,=m isthe Fem ivelocity, = 1 is the branch index, !5, = 2 k. is the SO splitting, and  is the
azin uthalangle ofk . It is convenient to rew rite the diagonalized H am iltonian Eq. Q:) n the form
A X N
H = E &) k); )

A

w here the pro fction operators are de ned as @-3_:]

~ 1 1 exp ( 1'k)
= — . 6
=7 exp (i) ) 1 ©)
The angle ’ y is related to the azinuthalanglk x as follows
|
tan’y = tan § + - )

lso COS &

In the presence of the disorder, the electron scattering tin e is detem ined by two processes, nam ely, intra-subband
scattering

Z
= T S E ; 8
= e *x pd €K ©)) ®)
and inter-subband scattering
Z
1 dp A A ) 1
= T S E = ; 9
R PR S x pd) € ®) = — ©)

where S (k) is the Fourder transform of the correlator of the random potential. O ur assum ption that the disorder is
sm ooth can be quantitatively expressed as i 1, where the param eter ,, isde ned as

A A 1 COS(' ’ ) (I ’ )2
kp=Tr k) ©) = 2" P £ ] RAR (10)
A A
C orrespondingly, Tr k) ) =1 k;p isclose to unity. Using Eq. aj),theparameter kp Can be expressed
through the angles ¢ and , as
!520 (!so + !z sin k)2 2
kp =T (x  5): (1)



From Egs. Q'_d), @) we get the nalexpression for the scattering tin e

Z
1 1 1 m
= =5 deS k) 12)
where we assum ed that !, , !, Er .
A s it was discussed above, the satellite anom aly In () origihates from the H artree correction. In the case oftwo
subbands, the expression for the energy-dependent part of the H artree correction has the form
() 1e v % g ? e &
q P P o tF 0
= — —Re d! \ ipait) @ 1
;2@ cr er er ® P EREGIE erapta) I peo)
GY ( + ;p+ @Gh ( + ;P + Q)G (5p)Gh (iP); a3)

where V (p) is the Fourder transform of the screened electron-electron interaction. T he retarded and advanced G reen
functions are the follow Ing m atrices
A
QR A X ©) X A R A
G " (ip)= - 1 = ©)G™" (ip): 14)
©) =

+

+
T he tw o-particle vertex function, , that is responsible for satellites, is determ ined from the standard D yson-type
equation w ih a kemel

o 1 1 o ,
K ipiig;l)=¢er "2 1 5 prapita 5 Py © Cera "prval
GR(+ p+ a6 (sp) Skip i ()

where the rst three factors originate from the overlap integrals. W ih a bare spectrum Egs. @:), @) the product
GR( + !';pm+ 9)G? | ( ;p1) averaged over the disorder is given by

h i,

m
GR( + ip+ @GR, (ip) = -1 i(r ©) e+ q) +ihge cos(p, o) 1e)
Sm allangle scattering In pliesthat a typicalg kF.Thjsa]Jowstosetanq.C_l-ﬂ) e+ q) ©); prapitg pip1 s

and p+qg p - Then the kemelEq. {_1-5) simpli es to

a 2)S (k3 )
K ©ipiia!)= — L Jep  pid : a7
2 1 i(t 2 @) +ihgy cos(p  q)

At this point we note that, upon integration over ., , the product (1 PPt )S (kF Jp P1 j) is proportional to
! J.ni(p) ,where ;i isthe Intersubband scattering tin e {_E}).Then,jnthediusjyeregine, (! 2 (p)) 1,
+ +
the solution of the D yson equation for the vertex function ©;p%q;!) reads

S (ijp poj)

++
Eip’iai!l) = — ; 18)
it 2 @) +Dd + =ncl)
w here we have neglected a weak anisotropy of the di usion coe cientD = v FZ r=2.
++
In principle, the D yson equation for couples Weakly) this function to the other vertex functions, ie. . .

T his coupling would be in portant in the dom ain !, mi- In ourcase, !'so int 1, this coupling can be neglected.
Substituting Eq. {18) into Eq. {13) and perform ing integration over p and p’, we obtain

Z _ Z Z . . .
1=vg 2 4 . 2 3 poV (ijp poj)s (ijp po]).

2

. 19)
o 2 i( 2 @)+D&+ .l

= — Re dg g
0 4 0 0

The fact that characteristic | po Issmallallows to set V k: J p p0) = V (0), where V (0) = 1= (static
screening) . Then integration over o yieldsl=m ).F nally we obtain



() 1

= —_— L ; 20
; 16 Er o () 0)
w here the energy-dependent factor, L ( ), isde ned as
Z 5 5 2
L()= —n ( 2()) *+ 1)
0 j.nt( )
W e see that the energy cuto n Eq. CZl.)Jsdetenanedby mi 1. Note, that nter-subband scattering tin e ;nt

can be conveniently expressed through the conventional transport relaxation tine .. Using Egs. (S} ¢_1-]_;) we obtain

12412 4 21,1, s °
2tr 2 M (22)

12 (lgo + 1y sn )

int ()

E quations C_Z-C_i){ @-2_:) constitute ourm ain result. In principle, the exchange correction to () also yilds the anom aly
at 2 . However, the exchange term is suppressed since it contains an extra factor = which com es from
overlhp integrals between di erent branches. Note also, that Egs. (20-){ (22|) can be easﬂy m odi ed to the case when
the crystalline anisotropy tem ﬂ26], "k vKy), is present in the H am iltonian (]. alongside w ith SO -term Eh].
M odi cation reduces to the replacem ent by k.,and by 2 124]
Analysis of the anom aly.

(i) Zero—ed lim it: !, 1= ¢ Yso -

T he shape of the satellite peak in () isgiven by
1 2
A T 2507 2+ — @3)
0 16 Er tr 4 &
The peak iswellpronounced when !¢, 1.
(i) Interm ediate elds: 1= ', Yoo o
T he broadening of the SO —satellite peak is determm ined by the angular dependence of ( ). The integralL ( ) can be
evaluated In this lim i, yielding
r
n 2 [ ]
L()=2h lso + = g 2 122 24
() x 5 227 24)
Rem arkably, wihin a dom ain j 2,3 !, there isa phteau in (), ie.wihinh thisdomain L ( ) In,!
(i) Strong elds: 1= Yo .
In this case, conversely, SO coupling determ ines the shape of the Zeem an satellite
r
" 2 n
L =2h ! + - ! 2 122 25
( X 5 2 2] 25)

Again a plteau at j 213 1, emerges at the top of the Zeam an satellite.

T ypical exam ples of the energy dependence of (), obtained by num erical integration ofEqg. :_22_:1), are shown in
Fig. 2. They illustrate the successive broadening and then narrow ing of the satellite peak w ith increasing m agnetic

ed.

Conclusion. The above consideration was restricted to the di usive regim e Lo 1= . It is known however
f_2-§' {:_§(_i], that the conventionaldi usive zero-bias anom aly persists at high electron energies 1= (ballistic regim €).
T he question arises whether the SO anom aly survives in the ballistic regin e. W e w ill discuss this case qualitatively.
W ithout SO ooupling, the physical m echanisn responsible for the form ation of the zero-bias anom aly is com bined
scattering of a probe electron from an isolated im purity and a perturbation of the electron density caused by this
in purity. The latter perturbation falls o wih distance as s @k, r)=r* Friedel oscillation). Then the anom aly
em erges as a result of the B ragg backscattering from this aln ost periodic potentjal pro k. In the presence of SO
coupling, a single im purity induces Friedel oscillation w ith three wave vectors Bl nam ely 2k., 2k; 20 =6%).
T hen the wave vector for an electron w ith chirality + 1 and energy 2!, above the Fem i levelw ill satisfy the B ragg
condition for the Friedel oscillation created by electronsw ith chirality 1. This is illustrated n Fig.1l. The e ciency
of the B ragg scattering, and, hence, the anomaly at = 2!, , is suppressed in the absence ofm agnetic eld due to
the fact that, for a given chirality, the spinors corresponding to the wave vectors k and k are orthogonal to each
other. A transparent underlying physics of the ballistic zero-bias anom aly suggests that electronsw ith both chiralities



can experience B ragg scattering from the SO —speci c 2k, {oscillation E;]_;] T hese resonances give rise to yet additional
weak anom alies at energies = L, , that are absent In the di usive regin e.

N ote in conclusion, that experim ental studies [_3{3] indicate that even In m oderate quality G aA s{based sam plesw ith
mobilty 2 10m2/V s (asij i6]) the typicalvalie oftheratio & is0:l.Then for!,, = 0:5m eV the param eter
Yoo tr 6:6.

As a nal remark, SO ocoupling for two-din ensional holes is much stronger that for electrons. Therefore, the
satellites of the zero-bias anom aly can be expected in the hole sam ples too. H owever, due to the warp of the valence
band spectrum caused by the crystalline anisotropy, the subband splitting depends on the direction of the hole wave
vector. Thiswould lead to the an earing of the satellites.
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FIG.1.

Schem atic illustration of the processes responsble for satellite anom aly at
(o) regim es.
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FIG .2. Nom alized correction,

(), calculated from Egs. éi), @2:) for 'so tr = 10 isplotted versus din ensionless energy
=2(! 520 + ! ZZ )1=2 for various ratios !, =!s, . For convenience di erent curves are shifted along the vertical axis.




