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I. INTRODUCTION

The observation of the conductance quantization [l m ore than a decade brought new
attention to Landauer’s formula [] for the conductance of single-channel one-din ensional
electronic system s and to itsm ultichannel version derived in Ref. {§] from argum ents sin ilar
to those used by Landauer. The singlechannel formula ] and a m odi ed version of it ]
have been derived from linearresponse theory. Slight variations between di erent results
were a source of discussion [§] and crucial in portance was given to the conditions of m ea—
surem ent. Tt was established that fourprobe m easurem ents do not give the sam e answver as
the two-prcbe ones []]. Fora review ofthe sub fct we refer the reader to Refs. []]and f1.

T he conductance has also been studied in the presence of a magnetic eld. The two—
probe form ula and its generalization have been found to hold. It was derived again using
linearvesponse theory []. The Onsager's relation, relating the symm etry of the conduc—
tance upon changing the direction of the m agnetic eld, was veri ed. For the fourprobe
m easurem ent it was realized [[J] and con m ed theoretically [L1] and experin entally [L7]
that the conductance can be asym m etric under reversal of the m agnetic eld.

A s noted by the authors of Ref. E] their m ultichannel form ula does not reduce, for
uncoupled channels, to that ofRef. f]. Thisdrawback results from their assum ption that all
channels origihating from the reservoirs have the sam e electrochem ical potential regardless
of their velocities. In a recent Ph. D . thesis, Ref. @], com pleted under the direction of one
ofus CM VV), amultichannel form ula, frre from this drawbadk, has been derived for zero
m agnetic eld.

In this work, ©llow ing Ref. [[3], we derive a rigorousm ultichannel conductance fom ula
In the presence of a m agnetic eld from a revised linearresoonse theory. As in alm ost all
works of the literature, it is valid for elastic scattering, ie. In m esoscopic conductors. The
form ulation show s explicitly the cancellation in the product of the velocity w ith the quasi-
one-dim ensional density of states In the current carried by a channel orm ode and therefore
re ects som e of the intuition of the orighalwork []. The formula ism ade very explicit for
parabolically con ned quasione-din ensional channels. T histype ofcon nem ent allow susto
easily include the Hall eld which sin ulates the electron-electron interaction In a m ean— eld
sense [[4]. W e also consider the case of tilted m agnetic elds.

In Sec. IIwe present a general omula for the conductivity and give the related one—
electron characteristics. In Sec. ITI we evaluate the conductance using a scattering form u-
lation and present various lim its. Finally in Sec. IV we present a discussion of the results.

II.EXPRESSION FOR THE CONDUCTIVITY
A .N ew linear-response expressions

In order to explain our approach we rst present som e general results, n line with
those from Refs. [[3] and [[§], which will be used to derive a general expression for the
m agnetooconductance. T he m odel of the conductor or sam ple we use is illustrated In Fig. 1.
Tt consists oftw o perfect leads (reservoirs) w ith random scattering centers in them iddle. The
Iongitudinalelkctric eld representing the potentialdi erence isapplied in the inhom ogenous
part. A magnetic eld B isapplied along the z axis B = B 2).



The m any-body Ham iltonian that enters von Neum an’s equation is
Hepe@=Ho+ W ©+H; @)

where H ' represents the scattering or perturbation and W (t) the extemal force. The free—
electron part H o will be speci ed Jater for the geom etry of Fig. 1. For elastic scattering

the equation for the m any-tody density operator can be transform ed to a sim ilar one for

the onedody density operator (t). T he latter is the sum of the unperturbed, Fem iD irac
operator £ (h) and of the perturbation operator ~ ), ie.,, @« = f£h)+ ~@E). For lnear
resoponses and w ith the niial condition ~ (0) = 0 the equation for ~ (t) reads

@~O=CH+ I~ = (Fh)krO; L)) @)

where I I=h)ht); land stands for an arbitrary onebody operator. T he solution is

found using the resolvent of I, ie., the Laplace transform ofEq. {). In the Laplace dom ain
Eqg. ) reads

i
"‘(S) = —

— W (s);f ()] 3)
hs+ i

In a representation in which H, is diagonal so is its onebody counterpart hy. In this
representation the operator ~ hasa diagonal () and a nondiagonal (~4) part, ~= 4+ ~g-
Substiuting this in Eqg. (3) and acting on it with diagonal P ) and nondiagonal (1  P)
proection superoperators leads to two coupled equations, one for ~4 and one for ~,4. The
steady state solution of these equations is represented by the Imit t ! 1 . In Laplace
dom ain this isequivalent tothe limit s ! 0O+.

The result obtained for the diagonalpart ~3 ofthe density operator, the only one perti-
nent to the conductance, is

i, X L ,
Sl Wif@] 3 i F @)

Here “and are superoperators associated w ith the transitions caused by the perturbation
h'. They aregiven by "= PL![I=(GL + 0")[L? and =P [I L'[=@L + 0")L']wih
L and L' de ned by L H; FhandL V; ENhY is the oneparticle scattering
operator. The onebody analogw of W is related to theelectric edby ek () = rw (¥).
Further, j ;i are the eigenstates ofh = hy+ h', ie, hj ;i= E;j ;i. The operator doesn’t
a ect the sum and the number Ww;f h)] . Usihg the relation 3 ih j= 7 i 3 ,
where § 1 is the eigenstate ofhy and

£C) £()

B dWif@) i= h——— dr'’E @h P i 5)
wih £ h) ;= £(;),wehave
X Z
b i i= oty i £0() darh 3 E «); )

w here Vj is the volum e. T he current density is



X
Jr=Trfj)wg= KN JEIJ i Fq7 i: 7)

Substituting Eqg. () nto Eq. (7) and com paring the result w ith the general expression
z
J = d’ GE @) ®)
Vo
we nd the follow ng expression for the conductivity

X
) 4 @) = 5 @i 5 if% )h FOI i )

where the left-right arrow indicates that (r;1”) is a tensor. T he conductance G is given by
z 7
— .S .0 0
G = dA: 4 (r;r)dA (10)
0

A A

where A and A are two suitably chosen surfaces.

B . O ne—electron characteristics

E igenfunctions and eigenvalies. W e consider an electron gas which Interacts only w ith
Inpurties. Asshown in Fig. 1,amagnetic eld B= B 2 is applied along the z axis. W hen
an ekctric eld E; is applied the resulting Hall eld E, is opposite to the y axis. W e
consider a parabolic con ning potential along the y axis, V, = m  ?y?=2 and use the vector
potentialA = ByR. Including the ed E, [L4]in the oneelectron ham iltonian hy gives

1 2 1 .,
hp=—PF A gyt -m Ty 11)
2m 2
W e attam pt a solution of Eqg. ) In the om ' K;y) = () exp ([ikyx) and ntroduce
the variable = hk=0B + gE,=m !g,where e = gB=m is the cyclotron frequency. U sihg
1Z2=12+ % hy ®;y)= ' x;y)and compkting the square we can rewrite Eq. [11) as
m!2 12 h* o
& gf o W=E @) (12)
whereE = Ek).Wih = f='%) I !;=h)"™ thesolution ofEq. Q) is ,( )=
e 2:ZHH( ), where H, ( ) are the Hem ie polynom ials. The corresponding eigenvalues
=E + E k) &n) are given by
kin)= @+ 1=2)h!; + G’k * 2lhk,gE, dEZ)=2m!Z; 13)

wheren isthe Landau kvel ndex. From thisexpression we cbtain thevelocity v = r (k)=h
along the direction of propagation. T he resul is

v = (ke © lgB.)=m 17 14)



Current density. The current density operator is expressed in temm s oft%e one-particlke
eigenfinctions in m atrix form . From quantum eld theory {[3] j= =i v d°r we
cbtain

AT 15)

P !
m

T 14 T 14 14
om ( ) ( )
the term In the square brackets represents the standard ponderom otive or di usion current
and the termn / A a de ection due to the magnetic ed. W e rewrite Eq. ([§) n tem s of
$

the gauge-nvariant derivative 1D = r  igA=m ;n theform (fD g= frg gr f)

: oh s |
= = . 16
J om D (16)
T he current density in the x direction depends on the y coordinate. It vanishes along the y
direction due to the parabolic potential con nem ent.
Equation ([d) leads to som e usefiil properties of the current density expressed in tem s
of the relevant eigenvalues. For di erent eigenvalues one has

. iq
= — rro 17
rJ h( ) a7

O n the other hand, for eigenfiinctions of the sam e energy the follow Ing properties hold

z s om i
dy” O x) = n ;o= 18)

&yT O B =0 = a9)

ifthe current ux is nom alized mnstead ofthe eigenfiinctions as shown in Ref. g]. The new
nom alized eigenfiinction is

. q -
T a = e Kxax—na; K, (y): a; (20)

R
the nom alization ( ~?dy = 1) constant has the units of velocity; it is given by

h i
.= hk.j? IE, =m !2=v , @1)

N otice the di erence between v ,, always positive, cf. Eq. (13), and the velocity given by
Eq. (14).
Conductivity. In tem s of the eigenfunctions of Eq. (12) the conductivity reads [[3]
$ 2 $
a (rd) = £9p) T4 @rId g 2)

where

o X
$d (r;r0)= (p s) 7

S

) JE0ss: 23)

Ss



Here £9( 4) isthe derivative ofthe Femm 1D irac fiinction, s fn;kg,’ s are the unperturbed
states, and g the scattering states. W e have also used the notation i (KX § oi= X o0 and
h s X j goi= X gg0 forthem atrix eJemPentsofX . TheD irac function is rew ritten In term s
of k, usihg the property @g&)) = ; & k,)=5°k,,)J where ¢° is the derivative of
gky) and k, are the rootsofgk,) = 0 wrtten explicitly as

h* °k? 2!hgE-.k, dEZE2m!Z+ @+ 1=2)h!y = O: ©4)

The rots k, of this quadratic equation are of the om k, = [ b & 4ac}™F2a.
They are realand opposite to each other-if ¢ is negative. If this condition holds the
wave functions can propagate in di erent channels. For com plx roots, the wave func—
tions have negative exponentials and their am plitude decreases w ith propagation. These
two roots are opposite to each other if ¢ is negative. The propagation m odes depend on
con nem ent, m agnetic eld, Landau-level ndex, and electric eld. For a given enerqgy,
Pk, )= 0° %k, 'chaE ; )=m ! 2 and the replacem ent of the sum overk, by an integral,
ot m=2 ) 7 dk,, kad to

" #
Z L
$ XL "7 & ki) & k) . 1. .
dp ;") = - dk, — LA 5 - o) 3@ O)ss
n 2 L k)] 'k )J ss
L XP h i
= My tMe @s)
Ng
where
My = 3 ) ; 26)
kn jg_o(kn )j S S s s 4

thenotation s orS  Indicates that only the valuesk are nvolved in the relevant X
orX ggo m atrix elem ent.

ITT.NEW CONDUCTANCE EXPRESSIONS IN TERM SOF TRANSM ISSION
AND REFLECTION COEFFICIENTS

A . Scattering form ulation

For clarty the two roots k, are assum ed to be in opposite directions. This holds if ac
is negative and it is the case when the Hall eld is neglected. Then Egs. ([0) and 23) give

L X
G(p)= 5> Ny, + Ny, @7)
where
Z Z
Ny, = =3 . dAJ@I)s s dA (@) : @8)
3k, )] s s

W e now proceed w ith the evaluation of these two integrals that are related to tranam ission
and re ection coe cients. W e can carry out the integrations by choosing two surfaces A



and A% in an asym ptotic region. The choice of surface is arbitrary. It is not necessary to
know the exact scattering states. It is su cient to have their asym ptotic expression in a

region away from the scattering centers. T he scattering states are represented by a linear
com bination of eigenfunctions of the unperturbed H am ittonian. T he resuls for the various

regions are

Xp
e tho( oo, @7  x Lg;
HO

— XP
n+ -’_n+ (x) + ri'no ( P)-’_no (r); X 0,'
no
— XP
n = —’_n (r) + rrrjno ( p)-’_no-%— x); X Ls;
— XP
n tﬁno ( p)—’_nO (r) X O:
no

U sing the nom alization ofthe ux the current density is

- s _—
J 0= lOv v D ;
where = igh=2m L. Speci cally for the di erent regions we have
) 0 XP XP $
J ., @)= oot W oy D Ty g x  Lg;
n0 n"
0 3 X®
j_n+ )= Va+ fT_n+ D -’_n+ + rino no D Topny
no
XP $ XP XP $
+ rinu n0+ D —’_n" + nnori‘n" I’10 D n" g; X 0,
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Evaluation ofthe rst integral. Using Egs. [(@B) and [@P) we cbtain
Z b
. Qvn+ X
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W ith ux conservation (1 = F¥¥ + *f) we obtain the same result far away from each
scattering region

7
. qv, X
F@, » A= L £ 5 ¥ 42)
0

S

Evaluation of the second integral. The ssecond integral has the superoperator ~. For
elastic scattering it can be shown [[]] that ~ has an exact inverse w ith din ension of tin e
Eenergy/h). W e therefore w rite ~J (r)) s = (1= ) ks which leadsto (7 '3 (r))ss = ks and

z 12
((J@) ssdA = —  JsdA; 43)
S

where ¢ isa characteristic tin e quali ed below . W e deduce the value of ¢ as llow s. U sihg
Egs. (18) and (36) we have

= 4 .da= (@ =L): (44)

For the integralon the left-hand side of Eq. {#3), we use the result [[3]

2 X
() non = ? (p n0) L no f(jﬂ n d0n0) 7 (45)

no

where T, n0o =< ', ¥ J,0 > isthe transition operator and V the scattering potential.
W ih (Y 'j@®)ss = sks ngpection of Eq. @J) shows that  is a characteristic tine
associated w ith the tunnelscattering process. In the follow ing though we will refer to it
sin ply as the characterdistic tim e.

TheD irac function is rew ritten In tem s ofthe longitudinal com ponents ofthe w avevec—
tor and ofthe two rootsk . Then replacing the sum overki by an Integral leads to

L, g Lo w5 '
n n% \ . n no \ .
~j () = — o G )t (G do ) (46)
nn o h o, Pk )] T ke )3
Using Egs. (47), (48), and (50) the characteristic tin e becom es
1 1, X? ) ¥ o ! ¥ o HH
— Lg e N . I A7)
n h no i) (kn0+ )j n :g(kno )j n
Using Egs. @2), @4), @1, and §) we get
o v o, X
N = = 2 — o7 e 48
“ 7L P 05, 3 @8



B .Evaluation of the conductance

Expression of Tgo. W ith V. = h h the matrix element Tgeo =< 'V J o0 > of the
transition operator T, between a state ’ ;¢ and a scattering state 4, becom es

Teso = o < sj 50 > < ,sj(HOj 0 >): (49)

W em odify the second temm on the right-hand side so that the H am iltonian operates on the
left elem ent. In order to do so we recall the expression

7 Z Z
"' Py dv= P,( )dv+ ®," ) dv: (50)
W ith that we cbtain
n #
Z 14 Z 2] Z h2@ 4 @ @ 4
P, Py )dv= ® ) dv @—x & & dv: (51)

Ifwe combine these results w ith the H am iltonian given by Eq. (L) we obtai

2 Z 5 qBZ
<TJHoeJ 0>)= K "sHo) 0> — r( r )dv — P,( y )dv: (52)
2m m

Ifwe combine this result w ith G reen’s theoram , we obtain

2 Z Z
Tes0 = (s ) < '] > -I-g da (' s T o)+ — P, ( Y 0)av (53)

The st temm is zero if the energies are the same. If so, the ram aining tem s can be
sin pli ed. The result can be w ritten com pactly as

2 7
$
Teeo = P dA R'_ D) oo (54)

A

Finally, ifwe write it In tem s of the nom alized ux, we cbtain

Vs Vg0 h? $
— dA R'_D) & (55)

Teeo =
°s L 2m a

T In term s of tranam ission and re  ection coe clents. To evaluatetheterm T, .o ,We
use Egs. £9) and {31) together with Egs. {1§) and {3). Forx L, we obtan

ih
Tornts = = Ver Ve i Ta nov = O: (56)

Forx 0 the resuls are
P thp
Thenoy = f Vn+ Vno+ nnos Th noy = f Vn Vno4 IiOn : (67)

To evaluate the term T, ,0 weuseEgs. {3Q) and J) together wih Egs. {I§) and {9).
Forx L, we obtain



thp_ thp_
Theno = _p Vn+ Vo rion; Ty no = _p Vn Vn0 nnos (58)
L L
and forx 0
ih _
Ty po = fp Vo Voo 5, Toeno = 0 (59)

C haracteristic tim e in term s of tranam ission and re ection coe clents. W ith the form
of T and the characteristic tim e given by Eq. {£]), the results for the varius asym ptotic
regions are as follow s. For x L,wehavel=, = 0and1l=, 6 0.Forx 0 the resuls
arel=,, = 0and 1=, % 0. These nonzero resuls are given by

1 h X°P h
= Ve v R @ o)=Ek )3
n HO ,
1
+ Ve Vo T T+ b )=000 ) (60)
hereb = .0 =, and+ () comresponds to ;¥ & ;r"). This is smpli ed by noticing

thatg°k) = £, )= hv gives Fk, )j= hv, .Then Eq. (6() takes the sin pler orm

1 1x°h LR) R @) .
=T Y hno F@ PtV F FAE D) (61)
n 0

n

W e em phasize the In portance of this resul. To our know ledge, w ith the exosption of Ref.

(3] orB = 0, the transm ission and re ection coe cients have not been associated w ith

actual scattering tin e In the literature. Here, through a M aster equation approach we have

an explicit result, for nite B, relating these coe clents to the characteristic tim e.
Expression for the conductance Using Egs. #§), (1)) and {44) we obtain

P ;
Vn n® Jnno
e = ij(kn 53 nox:t(nn;j%; ©2)
where
X n%=55F0  we=n )+ 1.5 FQ+ v =, ): (63)
W ith current conservation o B F+ 1 SF =1, thisbecomes
Ny, = %X Fomo F=0+ X YRE ;00 (64)
where
YR @i = (FeFvee Foofveo )=v (65)

Equations @7) and (32) give the conductance as

" P I P
_ i X® - no jinof + B n? j-‘snof
h

= RL (. = LR 4.
n n0Y+ (nlno) n0Y (nlno)

#

G () (66)

10



This new conductance expression is m ore general than the two-tem inal expressions of
the literature. T his can be easily appreciated by realizing that it has the follow ing interesting
features.

1) X is sinpli ed considerably if we neglect the Hall eld; then v,y = v, and the
two tem s In the square brackets becom e identical. The sam e holds In the absence of the
magnetic eld. Actually, forB = 0 Eqg. (66) takes the form of Eq. (4.184) ofRef. B].
The only di erence is that In Eqg. (66) the transverse channels and con ning potential are
explicitly speci ed whereas in Ref. [[J] they are not.

i) Forunooupld channels, ie., for rh0 = no nno and thno = thno nno, Eg. (64) gives the
m ultichannel version of Landauer’s result, for identical temm inals,

_ I Faf X Th
h n j:nn:f h n Rn

To our know Jkedge this is the rst expression that show s this expected {], but absent from
the literature, 1im it In the presence of a m agnetic ed.

i) Tk is Interesting to contrast theB = 0 Iim it of Eq. (66) wih the B = 0 result ofRef.
Bl. In thiscase v,y = v, . Proceeding then as in Ref. [3]wemay replace 1=v,0, / , by
(1) ,o(@=v,0) and m ake an average over the channels to obtain the resul ofRef. E]r ie.,

_ Ex F =)

G T, P ;
)= "0+ R, T)=v’

n

G (p) ©7)

(68)

ifwe ram emberthatR,, = 3 20 TanoF and T, = g 20 Fano ¥ . D espite its approxin ate character
the procedure indicates that Eq. (66) ism ore generalthan Eq. (68) even forB = 0.

w)ForR landT 1,Eq. (66) givesthe standard [B],[Plresut G ( ) = @&h)Trfttg
ifwe assum e a weak [§] channel coupling such that vyo V5 n’< n.

v) W hen the strength ofthe scattering isvanishingly small, wehaver Oandt 1.As
expected, In this case for dentical term nals and v v, ;n’< n, the conductance diverges,
as realized In a fourtem inal (wo lads, two probes) experin ent.

7) F inally, we notice that the expression containsthe Hall eld, through the factorsv, ,
cf. Eq. (21), which acoounts for the electron-electron interaction in the H artree sense [I4].

C .Conductance in tilted m agnetic elds

Equation (66) is valid for a perpendicular m agnetic eld B parallel to the z axis. It is
of interest to have an expression valid for tited elds B but the solution of Schroedinger’s
equation becom es very unw ieldy and, to our know ledge, can be cbtained only num erically
when B points In an arbitrary direction. H owever, in one particular case a sin pl analytic
solution exists and Jeads to a generalization ofthe conductance (66). Below webrie y derive
the relevant expression since we are not aware of any pertinent resul In the literature. This
is the case when the eld B is in the (x,z) plane and has com ponents B, along R and B,
along 2. The situation is described by the vector potential A = B, yR + Byy2. A ssum Ing
an eigenfinction (x;y) = f (y)e*** the Ham iltonian gives

" n2k2 # 2

= y(hk +qu)+}m 12+ %)W f£) h—foo(y)= f ) (69)
2m ? X ? 2 B 2m

11



W ith = (l,hk,+ gE,)=m !2 thisequation is transom ed to

m +2 12 h* o
> ¥ i FEw) o—f ) =Ef); (70)
where #2 = 12+ “Zand !2 = !2+ 2. Thisisagai an equation fora (displaced) ham onic
oscillator. T he corresponding eigenvalues &n) are
h i
(;n)= M+ 1=2)h4;  h°kZ( %+ !'7) 2gE, !,hk, dgEZ /2m!? (71)

A s can be seen these results are sim ilar to those ocbtained when the eld B isparallel to
the z axis. In fact, Eq. (13) can be cbtained from Eq. (71) by setting B, = 0 which entails
12 = 12, Allthe analysis of Sec. III can be repeated and the result for the conductance
has the sam e form . The only thing that changes In Eq. (66) are the roots k, , cf. Eq.
(26); they now involve Eq. (71) rather than Eq. (13). A s a side ram ark we notice that in
a longitudinalm agnetic eld, wih B, = 0, we obtaln form ally the sam e resul as In the
absence of the m agnetic eld since the carriers are free In a parallelm agnetic eld.

IV.DISCUSSION

T he expression for the conductance, given by Eqg. (66), is very general and not lim ited
to two identical term hals. W e can interchange the indices R and T without changing
the expression. This m eans that the conductance does not depend on the direction of the
current. This and the varous lim its this expression reproduces show its generality.

This result for the conductance, valid when a m agnetic eld is present, was not antic—
jpated in Ref. [I3]. Sihce at rst sight in a magnetic eld the eigenfiinctions along two
opposite directions would be ssparated by a distance / 2k, , i was thought that the expres-
sion would change dram atically. A s show n though, Incorporating directly in the one-electron
Ham iltonian the m agnetic eld, the (parabolic) con ning potential, and the Hall eld, lead
to an eigenfunction suitabl for the calculations. Ik showed explicitly the cancellation in
the product of the velocity w ith the quasione-din ensional density of states in the current
carried by a channel or m ode and simpli ed the nal result. In addition, it allowed the
consideration of tilted m agnetic elds (in the (x,z) plane) and of the electron-electron In—
teraction n a m ean— eld or H artree sense since the Hall eld was taken constant across the
w idth whereas it is not since its value near the edges is di erent than that In them ain part
of the sam ple E]. The last two aspects, lim it i) ofEqg. (66), and Eq. (61l) for the charac-
teristic tim e are m issing from other expressions for the m agnetoconductance 34 8/8]. The
most common general formula Bl reads G, () = @=h) .. Fwnpeds Wwhere o, s the
tranam ission coe cient between channela in temm nalm and channelc In term lnaln. This
form ula applies to a multiterm inal con guration and two-probe m easurem ents []] whereas
ours applies to a two-tem inal con guration.
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FIG.1l. A quasionedin ensional conductor, connected to left (L) and right R) reservoirs in
the presence of crossed electric and a m agnetic elds. T he length of the conductor is L. T he solid
dots represent random scattering centers.
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