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ADbstract. Comm on m odels describing m agnetotransport properties of periodically
m odulated two{din ensional system s often either directly start from a sem iclassical
approach or give resultswell conceivable w thin the sem iclassical fram ew ork . R ecently,
m agnetoresistance oscillations have been found on samples wih strong unilateral
m odulation and short period (d= 15nm ) which cannotbe explained on a sem iclassical
level (m agnetic breakdown 'E:J) . Weuse a simplke fully quantum m echanical m odel
which gives us both m agnetoresistance data nicely com paring to the experim ents and
a good Intuiive insight into the e ects taking place in the system .

Beginning w ith the pioneering work of W eiss et alL. ] much e ort was dedicated
to m agnetotransport properties of periodically m odulated two din ensional system s
@DES). A wide palktte of structures has been studied both experim entally and
theoretically: wih periodic m odulation in one direction or in both directions, wih
m odulation by either or both elctric and m agnetic eld, with various m odulation
strengths and concentrations of electrons (see 3] and references therein). D espite the
com plexiy of many such system s, the experim ental data can usually be interpreted
w ithin a sam iclassical (SC) picture, based on constructing classical tra pctordies of charge
carrier and (ifnecessary) In posing a quantization condition which re ects the form ation
of Landau levels In the one{electron spectrum .

In this paper, we refer to a system where the SC prediction contradicts the
experin ental nding. Ik is a strongly unilaterally m odulated 2DES w ith m odulation
period as short as 15 nm (see Section J for criterion of short period); i may
thus be conceived as an array of weakly ocoupled quantum wires, see sketch in
Fig.1,. Experin entally, these conditions were achieved In a G aA 1A s/G aA s superiattios
fabricated by cleaved edge overgrow th technique rst reported by D eutschm ann et al
fl], see also m ore detailed description in 4, §]1.
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Figure 1. Two{dinensional electron gas wih periodic unilateral m odulation.
A Iematively, the system m ay be conceived as an array ofw ires coupled by tunnelling.
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Figure 2. Band structure in zerom agnetic eld: allm odulation bands (in y{direction)
exoept for the lowest are discarded. Ferm icontours (related to real space tra fctories)
are closed or 23%j< Er < 2%jand open PorEr > 2%

1.M odel for Zero M agnetic Field: Sem iclassics

Since the potential in our system is ssparable, zero m agnetic eld band structure is an
e ectively one{dim ensional problem . M otion along the wires (x direction) is free and
m otion across the w ires (y direction) can be describbed by a K ronig{P enney m odel. For
the structure studied in ﬂ:], we nd that the lowest band of the one{din ensional band
structure in the y direction is narrow @3%j 38 meV wide), has nearly a cosine form
and iswell ssparated from the higherbands ( 60 m €V ). Regarding the experin entally
accessible concentrations of electrons the Fem i level Er lies always well below the
seoond band (that m eans naturally also desp below Vi, the potential of barriers in the
superlattice) and thus, from now on, we w illdiscard allbut the lowest m odulation band.
N ote that this considerable sin pli cation is rendered by the shortness ofthem odulation
period W hich Introduces Jarge m odulation band gaps). The zero eld band structure is
therefore (see Fig. 2)
~21.2
2—m]g( 2¥jcoskd : @)
Letusnow exam ine the SC m odelofa system w ith such a band structure. The real
Soace tra ectory of an electron sub fct to a perpendicular m agnetic eld B willbe the
Fem icontourEy = E (k;k,) scaledby ¥ = ~=eB and rotated by 90 . Evidently, thisis
a clos=d trapctory or  2%1j< Er < 21] (resem bling circular orbits of electrons m oving
In a plane, ie. 2D {lke behaviour) and an open trafctory orE > 23%j (comesponding
to m otion along the wires, ie. 1D {lke behaviour). Shubnikov{de H aas oscillations of

E kyiky) =
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the m agnetoresistance are predicted for the form er case (through the SC quantization
condition: real space tra pctory must enclose integer m ultiple of m agnetic ux quanta

o = h=e, [§]). In contrast, the m agnetoresistance is expected to be non-oscillatory in
the latter case (there is no quantization condition for open tra pctories).

Thism odel, how ever, does not alw ays agree w ith the experin ents {1]: 1=B {periodic
oscillations were observed even orEy > 231j (see F ig. §) being referred to asm agnetic
breakdown. Since the type of perdodicity is the same as for 2%j< Er < 2%jwe can
extend the SC m odeland clain that electrons tunnelbetw een the open tra fgctories and,
thus, form loops for which the usual quantization condition is to be fiil lled. This is
however an assum ption strange to classical theories and wem ay ask how m any such ad
hoc assum ptions we need in order to reconcike theory and experin ent whilke pretending
that electrons In such system s always obey classical and not quantum m echanical Jaw s.

A s it was m entioned above this situation occurs ow ing to the strong m odulation
(ie. width of the Jowest m odulation band is as low as the Femm i level, Ex 419 and
the shortness of the m odulation period @ . 3h?=Q%in)).

2. Quantum M echanicalM odel

The systam is described by the H am iltonian
H—l(p+eB)2+12+V(y) @)
2m X y 2mpy

in the Landau gauge & = (By;0;0) wWe sst e = $). The restriction to the lowest
m odulation band is equivalent to the tight{binding ansatz (used also by W ulfetal [7.])
1 , 1 X ,
&;y) = 192: exp (kx) xn ) = 192: exp (ikx) ask) v 3D
WiHyT 1= Xy
where’ (y  Jjd) or Jsi denotes the ground state (m ore precisely W annier state) In the
Jj-th well of the m odulation potentialand n is Landau band Index. M oreover, we assum €
that t does not change w ith m agnetic eld. This is plausbl unlss the m agnetic eld
is extrem ely strong (%kg d, ke is the Fem iwavevector; n such a case a 2DES is
form ed Inside one quantum w ire).
The Ham iltonian can be now written as a m atrix
Hpk = 3 2(&K)+ ) 50 521 7 3)
m 23] 233 ~
w hich depends (up to the scaling ofk and energy) on a single din ension less param eter
If the systam is In nite in the y direction, the spectrum is K {periodic in k (due
to nvariance to m agnetic translations) and its spectrum coincides w ith the one of a
ctitious 1D particke in a periodic cosine potential (M athieu equation) {]

~2
po ) ( )2F¥joosk =E (): @)
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Figure 3. Density of states at di erent m agnetic elds and corresoonding potential

forthe ctitiousparticle. At low m agnetic eld ( 1) there are alm ost sharp Landau
kvels or 2%j< E < 23jand an almost 1D {lkeDOS (/ 1= E) forE > 2%j this
corresponds to the sem iclassicalm odel. At higherm agnetic elds ( 1) the Landau

Jevels broaden Into Landau bands (@n e ect of the m odulation) and gaps in the 1D {
like region becom e m ore pronounced. Finally for > 1 there rem ains only one broad
Landau band in the 23%j< E < 23%jregion and the gaps still grow (for our system
param eters the DO S displayed In the graph on the right correspond lft to right to
B =5,7and 11 Tesh).

N ote, that the cosine potential changes w ith m agnetic eld (via K ). This allow s for an
easy notion of what the spectrum looks lke for di erent values of (se Fig. 3). For
Instance, if the period of the cosine potential is Jarge (it m eans sn allK , m ore precisely

1), each of the periods contains a broad potential well: near the bottom it m ay be
approxin ated by a quadratic potential and we thus obtain alm ost equidistantly spaced
levels. Since these cosine wells are only weakly coupled to each other (barriers between
them are thick), the band structure will com prise of narrow bands ¢ ig 3 keff). On
contrary, statesw ith an energy E > 23 jhigh above the top of the cosine potential (out
still under the second m odulation band, ie. desp underV,, see F ig. i) w ill percept this
potential only as a perturbation: the spectrum will be alm ost as of a firee 1D particle
(parabolic) and with sn all gaps opening at k = %K due to the underlying potential
perturbation.

P Iotting the density of states D O S) at theFem ilevelasa function ofm agnetic eld
we can see that ourm odel reproduces very precisely the m agnetoresistance oscillations
for various electron concentrations Fig. 4).

3. Transport calculations

Bassed on the Kubo formula (linear response to applied bias) we computed the
conductivity tensor com ponents (see [3]) at zero tem perature (for brevity we write E
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Figure 4. D ensity of states (solid lines) com pared to the experim entalm agnetoresis—
tance (dashed lines; reprinted w ith kind pem ission of R . A . D eutschm ann): gaps in
the D O S agree w ith the extrem a ofthe m agnetoresistance. G ate voltages are given for
the experin ental curves and corresponding 2D electron concentrations n 10 ' an 2

are given forthe DO S. A Il the digplayed curves correspond to E¢ > 217

for the Fem i level)
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Including the factortwo forsoin. Here ! = eB=m ,N { ) isnumber ofstatesw ith energy
less than E , ¥ is the y{ooordinate operator and sgn (g E ))=g € ) is to be understood as
'zero for gE ) = 0 and 1=gE ) else’. W e treated the in purity scattering w ithin the
c{num ber approxin ation for sslffenergy ( denotes its in aginary part); hasthen the
m eaning of an nverse relaxation tine, = ~= .

The rsttem ofthe xx{com ponent of conductivity can be attributed to electrons
m oving along open orois. Ifthew ires In the alp%ﬂittjoewere decoupled, theD O Swould
be the same asofa 1D I§Je_cl:zzon gas @E)/ 1= E)andthe rsttem in ., would be
sin ply proportionalto E , ie. the electron velocity. This tem is proportional to the
relaxation tine (@asmay be expected). In contrast, ,, (@swellas the second tem of

«x) 1s nversely proportional to the relaxation tim e: thism eans that conduction across

the w ires is due to inter{Landau{band scattering (sum ation over n’6 n) introduosd by
In purities.

The rmsttem In , itroduces Hall plateaus of quantized conductivity when E
lies n a gap; it vanishes in the classical lim . The second tem does not depend on
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Figure 5. Theory prediction and experim ental m agnetoresistance (reprinted w ith
kind pem ission ofR . A .D eutschm ann). A cocording to the sam iclassical theory there
should beno oscillations Er > 2}). Forthe In agihary paIrDtEfthe self{energy (nverse
relaxation tim e) the phenom enologicalansatz & ;B)/ B wasused (according to
E).

the relaxation tine. It is proportionalto B (@ppearing In !) and ressmbles thus the
classical H all conductivity.

To be abl to discuss the experim ental data we have to address the relation
between the com puted conductivity com ponents and m easured resistance at last. Due
to technological reasons resistivity com ponents %, and %, could not be m easured
separately. W e expect that them easured resistance is a m ixture of these tw o quantities,
Csyy T %xy and thisallow susto tthe experin entalcurves quite wellw ith a single tting
param eter Fig. ) for Fem ienergies Er > 23] The agreem ent is worse but still at
least qualitative orE ¢ 2%

4. C onclusion

W e Investigated a two{din ensional electron system for which the usual sam iclassical
approach fails to predict correct m agnetoresistance behaviour. The w ide gap between
the lowest and second lowest m odulation band was the crucial prerequisite for this to
happen which in tum depends on the unusually short period ofthem odulation potential.
The observed 1=B {periodic m agnetoresistance oscillations m ay be understood as a
consequence of electron tunnelling between sam iclassical orbits. W e presented a sin ple
quantum m echanicalm odelbased on a tight binding approxin ation which can account
very well for these oscillations. Very sim plistic transport calculations are in nearly
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quantitative agreem ent w ith the experim ent for a w ide range of electron concentrations.
O utside this range qualitative agream ent is still retained.
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