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A bstract. Com m on m odels describing m agnetotransportpropertiesofperiodically

m odulated two{dim ensionalsystem s often either directly start from a sem iclassical

approach orgiveresultswellconceivablewithin thesem iclassicalfram ework.Recently,

m agnetoresistance oscillations have been found on sam ples with strong unilateral

m odulation and shortperiod (d = 15nm )which cannotbeexplained on asem iclassical

level(m agnetic breakdown [1]). W e use a sim ple fully quantum m echanicalm odel

which givesusboth m agnetoresistancedata nicely com paring to the experim entsand

a good intuitive insightinto the e�ectstaking placein the system .

Beginning with the pioneering work ofW eiss etal.[2]m uch e�ort was dedicated

to m agnetotransport properties of periodically m odulated two dim ensional system s

(2DES). A wide palette of structures has been studied both experim entally and

theoretically: with periodic m odulation in one direction or in both directions, with

m odulation by either or both electric and m agnetic �eld, with various m odulation

strengthsand concentrations ofelectrons(see [3]and references therein). Despite the

com plexity ofm any such system s, the experim entaldata can usually be interpreted

within asem iclassical(SC)picture,based on constructingclassicaltrajectoriesofcharge

carrierand (ifnecessary)im posingaquantization condition which re
ectstheform ation

ofLandau levelsin theone{electron spectrum .

In this paper, we refer to a system where the SC prediction contradicts the

experim ental�nding. It is a strongly unilaterally m odulated 2DES with m odulation

period as short as 15 nm (see Section 2 for criterion of short period); it m ay

thus be conceived as an array of weakly coupled quantum wires, see sketch in

Fig.1.Experim entally,theseconditionswereachieved in a GaAlAs/GaAssuperlattice

fabricated by cleaved edge overgrowth technique �rstreported by Deutschm ann etal.

[1],seealso m oredetailed description in [4,5].

x To whom correspondenceshould be addressed (vybornyk@ fzu.cz)

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0208224v1
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Figure 1. Two{dim ensional electron gas with periodic unilateral m odulation.

Alternatively,thesystem m ay beconceived asan array ofwirescoupled by tunnelling.
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Figure 2.Band structurein zerom agnetic�eld:allm odulation bands(in y{direction)

exceptforthelowestarediscarded.Ferm icontours(related to realspacetrajectories)

areclosed for� 2jtj< EF < 2jtjand open forE F > 2jtj.

1. M odelfor Zero M agnetic Field: Sem iclassics

Sincethepotentialin oursystem isseparable,zero m agnetic�eld band structureisan

e�ectively one{dim ensionalproblem . M otion along the wires(x direction)isfree and

m otion acrossthewires(y direction)can bedescribed by a Kronig{Penney m odel.For

the structure studied in [1],we �nd thatthe lowestband ofthe one{dim ensionalband

structure in the y direction isnarrow (4jtj� 3:8 m eV wide),hasnearly a cosine form

and iswellseparated from thehigherbands(� 60m eV).Regardingtheexperim entally

accessible concentrations ofelectrons the Ferm ilevelE F lies always wellbelow the

second band (thatm eansnaturally also deep below Vb,the potentialofbarriersin the

superlattice)and thus,from now on,wewilldiscard allbutthelowestm odulation band.

Notethatthisconsiderablesim pli�cation isrendered by theshortnessofthem odulation

period (which introduceslargem odulation band gaps).Thezero �eld band structureis

therefore(seeFig.2)

E (kx;ky)=
~
2k2x

2m
� 2jtjcoskyd: (1)

Letusnow exam inetheSC m odelofasystem with such aband structure.Thereal

space trajectory ofan electron subjectto a perpendicularm agnetic �eld B willbe the

Ferm icontourE F = E (kx;ky)scaled by‘
2 = ~=eB and rotated by90�.Evidently,thisis

a closed trajectory for� 2jtj< EF < 2jtj(resem bling circularorbitsofelectronsm oving

in a plane,i.e.2D{like behaviour)and an open trajectory forE > 2jtj(corresponding

to m otion along the wires,i.e. 1D{like behaviour). Shubnikov{de Haasoscillationsof
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the m agnetoresistance are predicted forthe form ercase (through the SC quantization

condition: realspace trajectory m ustenclose integerm ultiple ofm agnetic 
ux quanta

�0 = h=e,[6]). In contrast,the m agnetoresistance isexpected to be non-oscillatory in

thelattercase(thereisno quantization condition foropen trajectories).

Thism odel,however,doesnotalwaysagreewith theexperim ents[1]:1=B {periodic

oscillationswereobserved even forE F > 2jtj(seeFig.5)being referred to asm agnetic

breakdown. Since the type ofperiodicity isthe sam e asfor� 2jtj< EF < 2jtjwe can

extend theSC m odeland claim thatelectronstunnelbetween theopen trajectoriesand,

thus,form loopsforwhich the usualquantization condition is to be ful�lled. This is

howeveran assum ption strangeto classicaltheoriesand wem ay ask how m any such ad

hoc assum ptionsweneed in orderto reconciletheory and experim entwhilepretending

thatelectronsin such system salwaysobey classicaland notquantum m echanicallaws.

As it was m entioned above this situation occurs owing to the strong m odulation

(i.e. width ofthe lowestm odulation band isaslow asthe Ferm ilevel,E F � 4jtj)and

theshortnessofthem odulation period (d2 . 3h2=(2jtjm )).

2. Q uantum M echanicalM odel

Thesystem isdescribed by theHam iltonian

H =
1

2m
(px + eB y)2 +

1

2m
p
2

y + V (y) (2)

in the Landau gauge ~A = (B y;0;0) (we set e = jej). The restriction to the lowest

m odulation band isequivalentto thetight{binding ansatz(used also by W ulfetal.[7])

	(x;y)=
1

p
2�

exp(ikx) k;n(y)=
1

p
2�

exp(ikx)
X

j

aj(k)’(y� jd);

h’ijH yj’ji= � jtj�i;j�1

where’(y� jd)orj’jidenotestheground state(m oreprecisely W annierstate)in the

j-th wellofthem odulation potentialand n isLandau band index.M oreover,weassum e

thattdoesnotchange with m agnetic �eld. Thisisplausible unlessthe m agnetic �eld

isextrem ely strong (‘2kF � d,kF isthe Ferm iwavevector;in such a case a 2DES is

form ed insideonequantum wire).

TheHam iltonian can benow written asa m atrix

H jl(k)= jtj
�

�
2((k=K )+ j)

2
�j;l� �j;l�1

�

; (3)

�
2 =

e2B 2

m
�
d2

2jtj
=

�

~!e�

2jtj

�
2

; K = d
eB

~

which depends(up tothescalingofk and energy)on asingledim ensionlessparam eter�.

Ifthe system isin�nite in the y direction,the spectrum is K {periodic in k (due

to invariance to m agnetic translations) and its spectrum coincides with the one ofa

�ctitious1D particlein a periodiccosinepotential(M athieu equation)[8]

�
~
2

2m
�
00(�)� �(�)2jtjcosK � = E �(�): (4)
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Figure 3. Density ofstatesatdi�erentm agnetic �eldsand corresponding potential

forthe�ctitiousparticle.Atlow m agnetic�eld (� � 1)therearealm ostsharp Landau

levelsfor� 2jtj< E < 2jtjand an alm ost1D{like DO S (/ 1=
p
E )forE > 2jtj: this

correspondsto the sem iclassicalm odel.Athigherm agnetic�elds(� � 1)theLandau

levelsbroaden into Landau bands(an e�ectofthe m odulation)and gapsin the 1D{

like region becom e m ore pronounced.Finally for� > 1 there rem ainsonly one broad

Landau band in the � 2jtj< E < 2jtjregion and the gapsstillgrow (foroursystem

param eters the DO S displayed in the graph on the right correspond left to right to

B = 5,7 and 11 Tesla).

Note,thatthecosinepotentialchangeswith m agnetic�eld (via K ).Thisallowsforan

easy notion ofwhatthe spectrum lookslike fordi�erentvaluesof� (see Fig. 3). For

instance,iftheperiod ofthecosinepotentialislarge(itm eanssm allK ,m oreprecisely

� � 1),each oftheperiodscontainsa broad potentialwell:nearthebottom itm ay be

approxim ated by a quadraticpotentialand wethusobtain alm ostequidistantly spaced

levels.Sincethesecosinewellsareonly weakly coupled to each other(barriersbetween

them are thick),the band structure willcom prise ofnarrow bands (Fig 3 left). On

contrary,stateswith an energy E > 2jtjhigh abovethetop ofthecosinepotential(but

stillunderthesecond m odulation band,i.e.deep underVb,seeFig.1)willperceptthis

potentialonly asa perturbation: the spectrum willbe alm ostasofa free 1D particle

(parabolic)and with sm allgapsopening atk = � 1

2
K due to the underlying potential

perturbation.

Plottingthedensityofstates(DOS)attheFerm ilevelasafunctionofm agnetic�eld

wecan seethatourm odelreproducesvery precisely them agnetoresistance oscillations

forvariouselectron concentrations(Fig.4).

3. Transport calculations

Based on the Kubo form ula (linear response to applied bias) we com puted the

conductivity tensorcom ponents (see [3])atzero tem perature (forbrevity we write E
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Figure 4.Density ofstates(solid lines)com pared to the experim entalm agnetoresis-

tance (dashed lines;reprinted with kind perm ission ofR.A.Deutschm ann): gapsin

theDO S agreewith theextrem a ofthem agnetoresistance.G atevoltagesaregiven for

theexperim entalcurvesand corresponding 2D electron concentrationsin 10� 11 cm � 2

aregiven forthe DO S.Allthe displayed curvescorrespond to E F > 2jtj.

fortheFerm ilevel)

�xx(E )=
2

��d
�
e2

h
�
sgn(g(E ))

g(E )
+

+
4��

d
� (~!)2 �

e2

h
� g(E )

X

n06= n

�

h (k;n0)ĵyj (k;n)i

E (k;n0)� E (k;n)

�
2

�yy(E )=
4��

d
�
e2

h
g(E )

X

n06= n

�

h (k;n0)ĵyj (k;n)i

�
2

�xy(E )= e
@N (E )

@B
+
4�~!

d
�
e2

h
g(E )

X

n06= n

(h (k;n)ĵyj (k;n0)i)
2
;

includingthefactortwoforspin.Here! = eB =m ,N (E )isnum berofstateswith energy

lessthan E ,ŷ isthey{coordinateoperatorand sgn(g(E ))=g(E )isto beunderstood as

’zero for g(E ) = 0 and 1=g(E ) else’. W e treated the im purity scattering within the

c{num berapproxim ation forself{energy (� denotesitsim aginary part);� hasthen the

m eaning ofan inverse relaxation tim e,� = ~=�.

The�rstterm ofthexx{com ponentofconductivity can beattributed to electrons

m ovingalongopenorbits.Ifthewiresinthesuperlatticeweredecoupled,theDOSwould

bethesam easofa 1D electron gas(g(E )/ 1=
p
E )and the�rstterm in �xx would be

sim ply proportionalto
p
E ,i.e.the electron velocity.Thisterm isproportionalto the

relaxation tim e (asm ay be expected). In contrast,�yy (aswellasthe second term of

�xx)isinversely proportionalto therelaxation tim e:thism eansthatconduction across

thewiresisdueto inter{Landau{band scattering (sum ation overn06= n)introduced by

im purities.

The �rst term in �xy introduces Hallplateaus ofquantized conductivity when E

lies in a gap;it vanishes in the classicallim it. The second term does not depend on
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Figure 5. Theory prediction and experim entalm agnetoresistance (reprinted with

kind perm ission ofR.A.Deutschm ann). According to the sem iclassicaltheory there

should benooscillations(E F > 2jtj).Fortheim aginarypartoftheself{energy(inverse

relaxation tim e)the phenom enologicalansatz �(E ;B )/
p
B wasused (according to

[9]).

the relaxation tim e. Itis proportionalto B (appearing in !)and resem bles thus the

classicalHallconductivity.

To be able to discuss the experim ental data we have to address the relation

between the com puted conductivity com ponentsand m easured resistance atlast. Due

to technological reasons resistivity com ponents %yy and %xy could not be m easured

separately.W eexpectthatthem easured resistanceisam ixtureofthesetwoquantities,

c%yy+ %xy and thisallowsusto�ttheexperim entalcurvesquitewellwith asingle�tting

param eter(Fig. 5)forFerm ienergiesE F > 2jtj. The agreem entisworse butstillat

leastqualitativeforE F � 2jtj.

4. C onclusion

W e investigated a two{dim ensionalelectron system for which the usualsem iclassical

approach failsto predictcorrectm agnetoresistance behaviour. The wide gap between

the lowestand second lowestm odulation band wasthe crucialprerequisite forthisto

happen which inturn dependsontheunusuallyshortperiodofthem odulationpotential.

The observed 1=B {periodic m agnetoresistance oscillations m ay be understood as a

consequence ofelectron tunnelling between sem iclassicalorbits.W epresented a sim ple

quantum m echanicalm odelbased on a tightbinding approxim ation which can account

very wellfor these oscillations. Very sim plistic transport calculations are in nearly
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quantitativeagreem entwith theexperim entforawiderangeofelectron concentrations.

Outsidethisrangequalitativeagreem entisstillretained.

One of the authors (KV) would like to acknowledge discussions with Daniela

Pfannkuche and Alexander Chudnovskiy. This work has been partly supported by

the Grant Agency of the Czech Republic under Grants No. 202/01/0754 and No.
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