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O scillatory ac-and photoconductivity ofa 2D electron gas: Q uasiclassicaltransport

beyond the B oltzm ann equation
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W e have analyzed the quasiclassicalm echanism ofm agnetooscillations in the ac-and photocon-

ductivity,related to non-M arkovian dynam ics ofdisorder-induced electron scattering. W hile the

m agnetooscillationsin the photoconductivity are found to beweak,thee�ectm anifestsitselfm uch

m ore strongly in the ac conductivity,where itm ay easily dom inate overthe oscillationsdue to the

Landau quantization.W earguethatthedam pingoftheoscillatory photoconductivity providesa re-

liablem ethod ofm easuring thehom ogeneousbroadening ofLandau levels(single-particlescattering

rate)in high-m obility structures.

PACS num bers:73.40.-c,78.67.-n,73.43.-f,76.40.+ b

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

An intriguing developm ent in the study of a high-

m obility two-dim ensionalelectron gas (2DEG ) was the

recentobservation1 ofm agnetooscillationsofthe photo-

conductivity ofa sam ple subjected to m icrowave radia-

tion,asa function ofthe ratio !=!c.Here ! and !c are

the radiation frequency and the cyclotron frequency,re-

spectively. Subsequent experim ents,2,3,4,5 working with

very-high-m obilitysam ples,yielded yetanotherdram atic

discovery: for su� ciently high radiation power, the

m inim a of the oscillations evolve into \zero-resistance

states", i.e., the dissipative resistance ofa sam ple be-

com esvanishingly sm all.

Thenatureoftheoscillationsin thephotoconductivity

�ph hasraised a lotofinterest. An im portantstep was

m ade in Ref.6,where a direct connection between the

em ergence ofthe zero-resistance states and the oscilla-

tionswasem phasized.Speci� cally,itwasrecognizedthat

whateverthenatureoftheoscillations,when theybecom e

so largethatthelineardc responsetheory yieldsa nega-

tive�ph,an instability isdeveloped leadingto theform a-

tion ofdom ainsofcounter- owing currentsand thus to

thezero m easured resistance.Following thisapproach,a

key issuewhich needsto besettled forunderstandingthe

experim entsisthem icroscopicm echanism oftheoscilla-

tory photoconductivity (O PC).

Sim ilarly totheconventionalShubnikov{deHaasoscil-

lations,the growing body oftheoreticalwork isfocused

on theoscillationsofthedensity ofstates(DO S)induced

by the Landau quantization as an essentialelem ent of

the construction. The m echanism of the O PC identi-

� ed in Ref.7 and analyzed in detailin Ref.8 hingeson

theoscillationsoftheDO S and isrelated to a radiation-

induced change ofthe electron distribution function in

energy space,f("),such that f(") oscillates with vary-

ing both "=!c and !=!c.A hallm ark ofthiscontribution

to �ph is thatityieldsan am plitude ofthe O PC which

isproportionalto theinelasticrelaxation tim e�ee dueto

electron-electron collisions(m oree� ectiveatlow tem per-

aturesthan electron-phonon scattering).Anotherm ech-

anism ofthe O PC,based on the e� ect ofradiation on

im purity scatteringin thepresenceoftheLandau quanti-

zation,wassuggested in Ref.9(an earlier,closely related

variantofthis approach was form ulated in Ref.10). A

system aticaltheory ofthiscontribution to �ph wascon-

structed in Ref.11. Com paring the results ofRefs.7,8

and Ref.11,one seesthatthe m echanism 7,8 dom inates,

i.e.,leadstom uch strongeroscillations,if�ee � �q,where

�q isthe single-particle relaxation tim e due to im purity

scattering.Fortypicalexperim entalparam eters,a char-

acteristicratio�ee=�q � 102.8 O veralltheresultsofRef.8

are in good agreem ent with the experim ental data as

regards the behavior of�ph in the range ofparam eters

where the O PC is nottoo strongly dam ped,i.e.,where

the experim entale� orts have been focused so far. In

particular,Ref.8 explainstheem ergenceofstrong oscil-

lationsand,in com bination with Ref.6,theform ation of

zero-resistanceregions.

W hile the agreem entbetween theory and experim ent

is very encouraging,the situation is not so clear in the

experim ental lim it of weak (strongly dam ped) oscilla-

tions. Centralto the identi� cation ofthe m icroscopic

m echanism ofthe oscillations is,on top oftheir period

and phase,the behavioroftheir envelope with decreas-

ing m agnetic � eld B . Forany m echanism based on the

DO S oscillations,therelation between theDO S and O PC

dam pingfactorsiscritically im portant.TheO PC7,8,11 is

dam ped atlow B by a factorexp(� �=!c�ph),where the

ratio �ph=�q = 1=2 is a distinctive feature not sensitive

to m icroscopic details ofeither disorderor weak inelas-

ticinteractions.12 However,asem phasized in Ref.7,the

experim entally reported valuesof�q and �ph do notsat-

isfy this relation,with �ph noticeably larger than �q=2,

roughly by a factorof10 in Ref.3 and by a factorof3 in

Ref.2. Taken at face value,the di� erence would m ean

that the am plitude ofthe O PC observed at sm allB is

ordersofm agnitudehigherthan given by them echanism

based on the Landau quantization,which m ightbe con-

sidered asa hintabouta di� erentorigin ofthe O PC at
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sm allB .Alternatively,the experim entson the dam ping

ofShubnikov-deHaasoscillationsm ightoverestim atethe

single-particlescattering rate �� 1q ,e.g.,because ofinho-

m ogeneous(dueto m acroscopicinhom ogeneities)broad-

ening ofLandau levels. To resolve this dilem m a,it is

desirableto exam inea rangeofm echanism softhe O PC

in the absenceofthe DO S oscillations.

In thispaper,weanalyzeam echanism oftheO PC gov-

erned by quasiclassicalm em ory e� ects.Thesearerelated

to non-M arkovian correlations in electron dynam ics.13

W e assum e that �=!c�q � 1 and com pletely neglect

weak oscillationsofthe DO S.The O PC induced by the

m em ory e� ects is not speci� c to any particular type of

disorder;however,below we concentrate on the follow-

ing two-com ponent m odel,14 where the m em ory e� ects

are particularly prom inent. W e assum e that there is a

sm ooth random potentialofrem otedonorsthataresep-

arated by a largespacerd � k
� 1

F
,wherekF istheFerm i

wavevector,from the2DEG planeand,in addition,there

are rare short-range scatterers,e.g.,residualim purities

located at or near the interface. W e consider the case

�S � �L ,where �S and �L are the zero-B m om entum

relaxation tim es due to the short-range scatterers and

the long-range disorder,respectively. From the exper-

im entalpoint of view, this choice is m otivated by re-

ports(see,e.g.,Ref.15)thatthezero-B m obility in very-

high-m obility structuresisfrequently lim ited by residual

im purities and �L =�S can be as large as 10. Although

�S � �L in ourm odel,we assum e that�q isdeterm ined

by the sm ooth disorder,i.e.,�q ’ �L =(2kF d)
2 � �S.

The paper is organized as follows. First,in Sec.II,

we outline the approach to the photoconductivity based

on the Boltzm ann equation. In Sec.III,we discuss the

m echanism ofthe photoconductivity related to electron-

electron interactions.In Sec.IV,we turn to the m agne-

tooscillations induced by the m em ory e� ects. O ur cen-

tralresultsare presented in Secs.V,VI.Section V deals

with the oscillations in the ac conductivity. Finally,in

Sec.VI,we com pare two m echanism s ofthe oscillatory

photoconductivity,quasiclassicaland quantum ,related

to the m em ory e� ectsand the Landau quantization,re-

spectively.

II. P H O T O C O N D U C T IV IT Y :ESSEN T IA LS

A necessary inputto the calculation ofthe quasiclas-

sicalO PC isthe m em ory e� ects,discarded in the Boltz-

m ann equation.However,to setup a system aticform al-

ism ,it is instructive to begin with a derivation of�ph
within the conventionalkinetic theory. The Boltzm ann

equation for the distribution function g(p;�;t) ofelec-

tronsin m om entum spacereads:

Lg(p;�;t) = � F @p g(p;�;t); (1)

whereL = @t+ !c@� � Iel� Iin,F = � e(~Edc+ ~E! cos!t),

~Edc isthedcelectric� eld,~E! istheac� eld,� istheangle

(1, 1)

(1, 1)

(1, 1)

(1, 1)

(−1, 1)

(−1, 1)

(0, 1)

(0, 1)(0, 1)
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(2, 1)

(2, 1)

(0, 0) (1, 0) (0, 0) (1, 0) (1, 0)

(1, 0)(1, 0)(1, 0)
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a cb

d

e f
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FIG .1: G raphic representation ofvarious contributions to

thephotoconductivity [Eqs.(2),(3)]in the(�;n)space atthe

lowestorder�ph � O (E0dcE
2
! ).

ofthem om entum p with respectto the direction of~Edc,

Ieland Iin aretheelasticand inelasticcollision integrals,

respectively.

W e expand the distribution function atenergy " in a

series: g(p;�;t) =
P

�n
g�n(")exp(i�� + in!t). Elastic

collisions lead to relaxation ofangular harm onics with

� 6= 0;in particular,Ielg1n = � �� 1g1n,where � is the

m om entum relaxation tim e. Inelastic electron-electron

collisionstend to equilibrateelectronsam ong them selves

butarenotcapableofestablishingasteady-statedcpho-

toconductivity. Forthe quasiclassicalO PC (in contrast

to that based on the DO S oscillations,cf.Ref.8),the

inelastic transitions due to electron-electron interaction

do notplay any essentialrole and willbe neglected. To

dissipate energy absorbed from the ac � eld, we intro-

duce coupling to a therm albath,e.g.,to an equilibrium

phonon system ,characterized by a relaxation tim e �in.

Underthe assum ption thatboth �in and the m om entum

relaxation tim edueto thecoupling to thebath arem uch

longerthan �,them ain roleoftheinelasticscattering is

to yield a slow relaxation ofthe isotropic (� = 0) part

ofg to the equilibrium Ferm idistribution fF ata bath

tem peratureT.

Expandingthenonequilibrium distribution function in

powersofthe driving force,wehave

g =
X

m = 0
(� L

� 1
F @p)

m
fF : (2)

A usefulway ofvisualizing this solution ofEq.(1) at

given order in Edc and E! is by counting all possible

couplingsofharm onicsg�n represented aspointson the

(�;n) plane (Fig.1). The dc � eld Edc couples nearest-

neighborharm onicsalong the � axis,g�n $ g�� 1;n. W e

are interested here in the linear (with respect to Edc)
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photoconductivity �ph,so thatonly one such link isal-

lowed. The ac � eld E! couples harm onics along diago-

nals,g�n $ g�� 1;n� 1 and g�� 1;n� 1.ThepropagatorL
� 1

isa diagonalm atrix in (�;n)space. The static longitu-

dinalcurrentj= �phEdc,

j= �
e

2�~2

Z

d"pReg10 ; (3)

is expressed through g10,i.e.,is given by a sum ofall

pathsstarting at(0,0)and ending at(1;0). Already at

order�ph � O (E0dcE
2
!)asm anyas9di� erentgraphsarise,

shown in Fig.1,to which one should add theircounter-

partsm irrored in the horizontalaxis,which corresponds

to the change! ! � !.

O urstrategyfor� ndingg10 istoselectgraphsinvolving

couplingswhose strength divergesat�in=� ! 1 . These

aregraphsreturningtothepoint(0;0)[graphs(a),(b)in

Fig.1],which are proportionalto (L� 1)00. This m eans

thattoorderE2! thepath (0;0)! (1;1)! (0;0)! (1;0)

(and itscounterpartsin otherquadrants)givesthem ain

contribution to �ph for

�in � � : (4)

The perturbative expansion in powers of E2! proceeds

by iterating the loop (0;0) ! (1;1) ! (0;0). In this

way we arrive ata sim ple relation (� i!c + �� 1)g� 1;0 =

eEdc@pf=2,where f = g00 satis� esthe closed equation

e2E2!

2m
@"[K ! @"f]+ Iinf = 0 : (5)

The function K ! = K +
! + K �

! describesthe absorption

rateatenergy ":

2K �
! =

"�

1+ (! � !c)
2�2

: (6)

The photoconductivity at �in � � is thus com pletely

determ ined by f,i.e.,in this lim it the ac � eld m odi� es

the dc currentthrough the heating:

�ph = �
e2

2�~2

Z

d"K 0 @"f : (7)

The function f(")changesabruptly around the Ferm i

energy �F on a scale

Te = m axfT;� hg; (8)

where

� h = (eE! lin=2)[K !(�F )=K 0(�F )]
1=2 (9)

and lin = vF [K 0(�F )�in=�F ]
1=2 is the inelastic length

(vF is the Ferm ivelocity). Note that �in in the regim e

of strong heating (� h � T) should be found self-

consistently with � h and thusdependson E!.

Turning totheevaluation of�ph undertheassum ption

thatTe � �F ,we� rstnoticethataseem ingly reasonable

approxim ation which neglects the " dependence of� in

theintegrandofEq.(7)[norm ally,�(")changeson ascale

of�F ]yields an identically zero photoresponse. Indeed,

in thatcase �ph isequalto the static Drude conductiv-

ity �D0 independently ofthedetailed shapeoff("),sinceR
d""@"f = � 2�~2ne=m due to particle num berconser-

vation (ne isthe electron concentration).Itfollowsthat

the dependence of� on " should be taken into account.

It is worth m entioning that,contrary to a naive expec-

tation,thisdoesnotlead to any additionalsm allnessof

�ph since �(") enters the result through expressions of

the type "@"�j"= "F � �.

W e do not discuss speci� c m icroscopic m odels ofthe

inelasticcouplingofelectronstoatherm albath,ourpur-

pose here is to use the sim plest possible representation

ofIin.In a conserving relaxation-tim eapproxim ation

Iinf = � �
� 1

in
(f � fF ); (10)

wherethe"independent�
� 1

in isin generala functionalof

f("),we getfrom Eqs.(5),(7)forTe � �F :

�ph � �
D
0 = �

D
!

e2E2!�in

2m
K

00
0

=
e2

2�~2
� 2
hK

00
0 : (11)

Here K 00
0 = @2"K 0j"= �F and �D! is the zero-T dynam ic

Drude conductivity, �D! = e2K !(�F )=2�~
2. Note that

theonly sourceofnonlinearity of�ph with respectto the

ac � eld powerin Eq.(11)isa dependence of�in on E!.

Alternatively,assum ing the dom inant role ofsoft in-

elasticscatteringwith energytransfersm uch sm allerthan

T,wecan writeIin in the Fokker-Planck form :

Iinf = @"fB [@"f + T
� 1
f(1� f)]g ; (12)

where B (") =


(�")2W (";�")

�
=2 is the di� usion coef-

� cient in energy space,W is the corresponding rate of

inelastic processes,and h:::idenotesaveraging overthe

energytransfer�".Equation (5)becom esthen � rst-order

in @",which givesf(")described by the Ferm idistribu-

tion with the e� ectiveelectron tem perature

Te� = T + � FP; (13)

where

� FP = e
2E2!TK !(�F )=2m B (�F ); (14)

and

�ph � �
D
0 =

e2

2�~2

�2

6
(T 2

e� � T
2)K 00

0

=
e2

2�~2

�2

6
(2T + � FP)� FPK

00
0 : (15)

Thecaseoftypicalenergy transfers� T m ay bequalita-

tively described by eitherm odelwith B (�F )�in � TeT.
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Them icrowavepowerand tem peraturedependencesof

�ph can befound from Eqs.(11),(15)foravarietyofscat-

teringm echanism s.Ifoneassum esthat�in isdeterm ined

by scattering on acoustic phonons via the piezoelectric

interaction screened by the2DEG ,thecharacteristicen-

ergy transfer is Te and �
� 1

in
/ T 3

e. It follows then from

Eq.(9)thatthe heating at� h � T ischaracterized by

Te / E
2=5
! .By using Eq.(11)we get�ph � �D0 / E2!T

� 3

for� h � T and T independent�ph � �D0 / E
4=5
! other-

wise.

Having identi� ed the m ain contribution to �ph in the

lim it�in=� � 1 [diagram s(a),(b)in Fig.1]itisinstruc-

tive to com pare thiscontribution with thatcorrespond-

ing to otherdiagram s[diagram s(c){(i)]. W hile the for-

m erisrelated to theheating ofelectronsby theac � eld,

the latter can be regarded as an e� ect ofradiation on

the im purity scattering and thus represents a classical

analog ofthe quantum e� ect considered in Refs.9{11.

Following theproceduregiven by Eqs.(2),(3)and m ak-

ing use ofthe explicitm atrix form ofthe � eld operator,

[F@pg]�n = F ��
0

nn0g�0n0,

F
��

0

nn0 = �
1

2
��;�0� 1

�

s��0 � e~Enn0

��

@p + (�0� �)
�0

p

�

;

~Enn0 = ~Edc�nn0 +
1

2
~E!�n;n0� 1;

s��0 = ex + i(�0� �)ey ; (16)

one can readily calculate the photoconductivity at any

desirableorderin the� elds~Edc and ~E! (ex;y aretheunit

vectorsalongthex;y axes).Atthelowestorderthepho-

toconductivity �ph � O (E0
dc
E2!)isgiven by the diagram s

(a){(i) in Fig.1 (together with their counterparts in a

lower half-plane,! ! � !). The result takes a sim ple

form in the lim it�� 1
in

� �� 1 � !c � !:

�ph � �
D
0 =

1

8
�
D
0

�
eE !vF

"F !

� 2

(17)

�

h

2c1
�in

�
+ (5c1 + 4c2)+ (3c1 + 2c2)cos2�E

i

;

where c1 = "�@2""�
� 1j"= "F ,c2 = "�@"�

� 1j"= "F are num -

bers(typically oforderunity)determ ined by thetypeof

disorder,�E isthe angle between ~Edc and ~E!. The � rst

term in thesquarebracketscorrespondsto thediagram s

(a),(b)in Fig.1 and reproducesEq.(11)in the lim itof

weakheating,� h � T.Theterm (5c1+ 4c2)corresponds

to the diagram s (c), (e), and (f). The polarization{

dependent part,given by the lastterm ,originatesfrom

the diagram s (d) and (i) (in which both diagonallinks

have the sam e direction along the � axis). Finally,the

diagram s(g)and (h)giveacontribution which issm aller,

com pared to thediagram s(c){(f)and (i),in the param -

eter 1=!c�in � 1 and is om itted in Eq.(18). O ne can

clearly seefrom Eq.(18)thatin the lim it�in=� � 1 the

photoconductivity is dom inated by the heating ofelec-

trons.

III. IN T ER A C T IO N -IN D U C ED

P H O T O C O N D U C T IV IT Y

In the above, we have neglected inelastic electron-

electron collisions,whoseroleisnotessentialforthequa-

siclassicalO PC,but have also ignored the renorm aliza-

tion oftheelastic scattering rateby electron-electron in-

teractions.The latterapproxim ation,which � tsin with

the conventionalapproach to the photoconductivity,in

factm issesan im portantcontribution to�ph.Recallthat

thechangeoftheconductivityduetoradiationat�in � �

com esm ainly from the heating. Itism ostillum inating

to focus on the m odelofEqs.(12),(15),within which

�ph � �D0 is sim ply proportionalto T 2
e�

� T2. Clearly,

this contribution to �ph is associated with the term in

theDrudeconductivity thatisquadraticin thesm allpa-

ram eterT=�F .Substituting Te� forT in theDrudeterm

yields�ph given by Eq.(15). O n the otherhand,there

are T dependentquantum correctionsto the conductiv-

ity,neglected above,in which oneshould sim ilarlychange

T ! Te�.Atlow T,the term sin �ph com ing from these

quantum correctionsm ay easily becom e largerthan the

classicalcontribution (15),aswenow dem onstrate.

Forhigh-m obility sam ples,wearem ostly interested in

�ph atnottoo low tem peraturesT�=~ � 1.In this\bal-

listic" regim e,the m ostim portantT dependentterm in

theconductivity atzero B ,forthelim iting caseofshort-

range disorder (� ! �S),is related to screening ofthe

disorderby Friedeloscillations,which translatesinto a T

and "dependentrenorm alization oftheelasticscattering

rate. This quantum interaction-induced term is given

by � �int = �(e2=�~2)T�S.
16 Here � is the interaction

coupling constant,equalto unity forthe Coulom b inter-

action (under the assum ption that k
� 1

F
is m uch sm aller

than the static screening length). Rem arkably,� �int is

linearin T=�F ,in contrastto the classicalT dependent

term which isquadratic in T=�F .Substitution T ! Te�

in � �int yields an interaction-induced term in the pho-

toconductivity, � �ph = �(e2=�~2)(Te� � T)�S, where

Te� � T = �FP isgiven by Eq.(14).For� niteB ,assum -

ing thatT � ~!c;~=�,thisterm in �ph reads

� �ph = �
e2

�~2
(Te� � T)�S

1� !2c�
2
S

(1+ !2c�
2
S
)2

: (18)

Thisresultisobtained by inverting theresistivity tensor

for which the leading (for T � ~!c;~=�) interaction-

induced correction to �xx is B independent,while that

to �xy m ay beneglected.Itfollowsfrom thecom parison

ofEqs.(15),(18)thatthis quantum contribution to the

photoconductivity is m uch largerthan the classicalone

provided the e� ective tem perature is low,Te� � ��F ,

which issatis� ed for� � 1 in thewholerangeoftem per-

atures in a degenerate Ferm isystem . Thus su� ciently

strong interactions have the e� ect ofgreatly enhancing

the photoconductivity.

For stronger m agnetic � elds, ~!c � T, another

m echanism of the interaction-induced photoconductiv-

ity becom es relevant, related to the interplay17 of
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quasiclassicalm em ory e� ects and electron-electron in-

teractions. For the two-com ponent m odel of disor-

der, assum ing, as above, that �S � �L , the T de-

pendent correction to the conductivity is � �int �

�(e2=~)(�L =�S)
1=2(T�S=~)

� 1=2.17 W ith num erical fac-

tors included, this yields a contribution to the photo-

conductivity

� �ph = � �
e2

�~

3�(3=2)

16�3=2

�
�L

�S

� 1=2
T
� 1=2

e�
� T� 1=2

(�S=~)
1=2

: (19)

Com paring Eqs.(18)and (19),one sees that the lat-

ter m echanism givesa largercontribution to �ph in the

whole tem perature range T . ~!c. At T � ~!c,the

term (19) is stilllarger than that given by Eq.(18) by

a factor (!c�L )
1=2 � 1. W ith increasing T,however,

them em ory-e� ectsinduced correction fallso� rapidly,as

exp[� 4�2T=!c],so thatatT � ~!cln(!c�L )a crossover

to Eq.(18)occurs.

IV . M A G N ET O O SC ILLA T IO N S D U E T O

M EM O R Y EFFEC T S

Thephotoconductivity obtained in Secs.II,IIIexhibits

the cyclotron resonance but shows no oscillations with

varying !=!c. Let us now incorporate the m em ory ef-

fects. To this end,we have to step back to write the

Liouvilleequation notyetaveraged overpositionsofim -

purities.M oreprecisely,forthetwo-com ponentm odelof

disorder(speci� ed in Sec.I),weaverageonlyoversm ooth

disorderand representthe Liouvilleoperatoras

L = L0 + �L � Iin ; (20)

whereL0 includesthee� ectofscattering on sm ooth dis-

order:

L0 = @t+ vr r + !c@� � �
� 1

L
@
2
� ; (21)

and �L = �
P

i
IR i

(r)isa sum ofcollision operatorsfor

short-rangeim puritieslocated atpointsR i.W e haveto

keep in L0 the spatial-gradientterm (v isthe velocity).

Averagingthesolution ofEq.(1)overR i with L given

by Eq.(20)can bedonesystem atically along thelinesof

Ref.14: a classicaldiagram technique is form ulated by

m eansofthefreepropagatorL
� 1
0 and thedisordercorre-

lation function h�L(r)�L(r0)i.W e proceed by represent-

ingtheaveraged propagator


L� 1

�
= (L0+ M � Iin)

� 1 in

term softhe self-energy operatorM . Equations(5){(7)

arethen reproduced with � in Eq.(6)given by

�
� 1 = �

� 1

L
+ � (!); (22)

where� =
R
(d�=2�)nM n and n = v=jvj.To � rstorder

in �L,

�(1) = � nS

Z

dr

Z

(d�=2�)nIR i
(r)n : (23)

By de� nition nS
R
drIR i

(r)n = � n�
� 1

S
,so thatwe have

�(1) = �
� 1

S
,which yields the Drude resultfor the total

scattering rate �� 1 = �
� 1

L
+ �

� 1

S
. Expanding now M to

second orderin �L,we obtain the leading correction to

� thatisdue to the m em ory e� ects:

�(2)(!) = � nS

Z

dr

Z

dr
0

Z
d�

2�

� n IR i
(r)D !(r� r

0)IR i
(r0)n ; (24)

orm oreexplicitly

�(2)(!) = � 4�nS

Z

dr

Z

dr
0

Z
d�

2�

Z
de�

2�

Z
de�0

2�

Z
d�0

2�

� cos� IR i
(r;�;e�)D !(r� r

0
;e�;e�

0)

� IR i
(r0;e�0;�0)cos�0 ; (25)

wherethe propagator

D = (L0 + �
� 1

S
)� 1 (26)

istaken in the ! representation. M ostim portantly,the

! dispersion ofD leadsto oscillationsof�(2)(!)with a

period !c.

To � nd �(2)(!), we � rst note that, since IR i
(r) as

a function of r falls o� fast beyond a sm all vicinity

of R i, one can put r = r0 in the argum ent of D ! in

Eqs.(24),(25).Then,�(2)(!)isgiven by

�(2)(!) = �
2

nS�
2
S

Z
d�

2�

Z

d�
0

� cos� D!(0;�;�
0)cos�0 ; (27)

where D !(0;�;�
0) is the Fourier transform in t ofthe

probability density to return with a direction ofv speci-

� ed by �0ifonestartsatan angle�.Letusnow focuson

the case !c�S � 1. In thislim it,D !(0;�;�
0)issharply

peaked at� = �0 and,introducing the totalprobability

ofreturn P! =
R
d�0D !(0;�;�

0),we � nally get

�(2)(!)= � P!=nS�
2
S : (28)

A return-induced correction to the e� ective scatter-

ing rate,which com esaccording to Eq.(28)from ReP!,

yields,away from thecyclotron resonance,oscillationsof

the absorption ratethrough a correction to the function

K !(�F )[cf.Eq.(6)]:

� K �
! (�F )= � (�F =2nS�

2
S)ReP!=(! � !c)

2
: (29)

The oscillatory partofK !(�F )leadsto classicaloscilla-

tionsofthe linearac conductivity,19

� �(c)! = � �
D
! ReP!=nS�S; (30)

and being substituted in Eqs.(5){(7),to those of�ph.

To � rstorderin E2!,theclassicaloscillatory correction to

�ph reads

� �
(c)

ph

�ph � �D0
=
� �

(c)
!

�D!
= �

ReP!

nS�S
: (31)
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FIG .2: D iagram sdescribing them em ory e�ectsin thepho-

toconductivity �ph:oscillatory self-energy (b)and vertex (c)

correctionsto the sm ooth part(a)of�ph.

Itisworth noting once m ore thatboth the sm ooth cor-

rection �ph � �D0 and the oscillatory contribution � �
(c)

ph

areproportionalto the inelastictim e �in.

In the above,we have analyzed the oscillatory correc-

tion to the self-energy in term softhe return probability

P!. In fact,there are other contributions to the O PC

which arenotreduced to the self-energy correctionsand

cannot be represented through P!. To illustrate this

point,itisconvenientto switch to a m ore conventional

(dual)representation ofthediagram sin Fig.1,now with

linescorresponding to the propagatorsand verticesrep-

resenting the � eld operators (16), as shown in Fig.2.

The diagram (a) in Fig.2 reproduces the graph (a) in

Fig.1. The diagram Fig.2(b)representsthe oscillatory

correction to �ph ofthe self-energy type,Eq.(31).Both

diagram s(a)and (b)in Fig.2 contain theinelasticprop-

agator(L� 1)00 = �in atzerom om entum q,which ism uch

largerthan allotherpropagators,(L� 1)�n with atleast

one ofthe indices �;n 6= 0. By contrast,the diagram

(c),which exem pli� esan oscillatory vertex correction to

�ph,is not proportionalto �in,because oflarge q run-

ning along the internalpropagators D (q;!) [de� ned in

Eq.(26)]. The vertex type corrections,which are ofthe

sam e order in allofthe diagram s (a){(i), are thus by

a factor�in=�S sm allerthan the self-energy contribution

(31).

The function P! for!c�L � 1 ism ostdirectly evalu-

ated by using Eq.(21)which representsthe tim e evolu-

tion of� asa di� usion processwith a white noise spec-

trum of@t�.Thisapproach isjusti� ed fornottoo strong

B ,nam ely for� � d,where(see Appendix)

� = 2�1=2vF �L =(!c�L )
3=2 (32)

is a m ean-square  uctuation ofthe guiding center ofa

cyclotron orbitafterone cyclotron revolution (otherwise

adiabatic driftdynam icsisdeveloped). The probability

density pn(x? ;xk) for particles on the Ferm isurface to

bescattered from thestarting pointon a cyclotron orbit

by adistancex? acrosstheorbitand a distancexk along

itin tim e2�n=!c isthen given by theanisotropicG aus-

sian distribution with averages


x2?

�
=

D

x2
k

E

=3= n�2=2

(see Appendix). Sum m ing overm ultiple cyclotron revo-

lutions,we thusexpressP! as

P! =
X

n= 1

1Z

� 1

dte
� i(!� i=�S )tpn[0;vF (t� 2�n=!c)]: (33)

Note thatonce the particle hitsa short-range im purity,

its guiding center is shifted by a distance ofthe order

of the cyclotron radius. As a result, the contribution

ofsuch trajectoriesto the return probability can be ne-

glected and onlynon-collidingorbitsshould betaken into

account, which is expressed by the exponential factor

exp(� t=�S). Equation (33) gives oscillations of P! as

!=!c isvaried:

P! =
1

p
�vF �

X

n= 1

1
p
n
exp

�

�
2�n

!c
(i! + � )

�

; (34)

whosedam ping with decreasing B ischaracterized by

� =
3

2�L

�
!

!c

� 2

+
1

�S
: (35)

In the lim it ofweak dam ping,�� � !c,we perform

thesum m ation in Eq.(34)by m eansofPoisson’sform ula

to representReP! asa seriesofsharp peakscentered at

! = N !c.A peak at! ’ N !c isofthe form
20

ReP! =
!3c�L

2
p
3�v2

F
!
F

�
! � N !c

�

�

; (36)

F (x) =

�
1+ (1+ x2)1=2

2(1+ x2)

�1=2

; F (0)= 1 :(37)

Notethattheam plitudeofthepeaksin Eq.(36)fallso�

with decreasing!c orincreasing! asapowerlaw,nam ely

as !3c=!. The power-law suppression ofthe oscillations

crossesoverinto the exponentialdam ping only forvery

large �(!=!c)
2 � !c�L ,when one can neglectallterm s

in Eq.(34)butthe � rstone,which gives

ReP! =
(!c�L )

3=2

2�v2
F
�L

cos
2�!

!c
exp

�

�
2��

!c

�

: (38)

Itisworth noting that,becauseofthecondition !c�S �

1,theterm �
� 1

S
in Eq.(35)m aybeneglectedin thedam p-

ing factorofEq.(38),sothattheexponentialdam pingis

determ ined by the m om entum relaxation tim e for scat-

tering o� the long-rangedisorder.

V . O SC ILLA T O R Y A C C O N D U C T IV IT Y :

Q U A SIC LA SSIC A L V S Q U A N T U M

Now wecom paretheclassicaloscillatory acconductiv-

ity �
(c)
! ,given by Eqs.(30),(36),(38),with the quantum
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FIG .3: Q uasiclassical[�
(c)
! ,Eq.(40)]and quantum [�

(q)
! ,

Eq.(41)]oscillatory acconductivity (norm alized totheD rude

conductivity �
D
! ) vs !c=! for !=2� = 100 G Hz,� = 0:6 ns,

�=�q = 50,�S =�L = 0:1,a=�= 0:25 at!c=! = 1=2.

contribution �
(q)
! calculated in Ref.7. Let us represent

�
(c)
! forweak dam ping at! = N !c as

�
(c)
!

�
�
�
!= N !c

= �
D
!

�

1�
a

p
3� N �

(!c�L )
1=2

�

; (39)

where � is given by Eq.(32) and we have introduced

a characteristic size of the short-range im purities a =

(nSvF �S)
� 1. It follows that, apart from the harm on-

icsnum berN ,the am plitude ofthe oscillationsisgiven

by the productofa sm allfactor a=� and a large factor

(!c�L )
1=2. In the exponentialdam ping regim e,�

(c)
! is

re-written as

�
(c)
!

�D!
= 1�

a
p
� �

cos
2�!

!c
exp

"

�

�
!

!c

� 2
3�

!c�L

#

; (40)

so thatthepre-exponentialfactorissim ply given by a=�.

An im portant point to notice is that the dam ping in

Eq. (40) is characterized solely by the long transport

tim eforscattering o� thesm ooth disorder.O n theother

hand,the envelopeofthe quantum oscillationsofthe ac

conductivity isdeterm ined by thesingle-particletim e�q:

�
(q)
!

�D!
= 1+ 2cos

2�!

!c
exp

�

�
2�

!c�q

�

(41)

(thisequation isvalid for2�T � ~=�q,forsm allerT see

Ref.7).

Notethedi� erencein thesign oftheoscillatory term s:

thereisa� shiftofthequantum and classicaloscillations

with respecttoeach other.Anotherdi� erenceisthatthe

dam ping ofthe classicaloscillations is ! dependent,in

contrastto thequantum case.O neseesthat,despitethe

sm allfactora=�,theclassicaloscillationsm aybestronger

than the quantum onessincein high-m obility structures

�q � �L and thequantum oscillationsaredam ped m uch

m orestrongly.The behaviorofthe two contributionsto

the oscillatory ac conductivity isillustrated in Fig.3.

V I. M EC H A N ISM S O F T H E O SC ILLA T O R Y

P H O T O C O N D U C T IV IT Y :Q U A SIC LA SSIC A L V S

Q U A N T U M

Having found the classicalcontribution � �
(c)

ph
to the

O PC [Eqs.(31),(36),(38)], let us com pare it with the

quantum oscillatory contribution � �
(q)

ph
,7,8 related to the

oscillations of the DO S.Using Eqs.(31),(35),(38) and

om itting num ericalfactors,we write down the essential

factorsin � �
(c)

ph
for�� & !c forthecaseofnoninteracting

electrons:

� �
(c)

ph
� �

D
0

�in

�

�
eE!vF

�F !

� 2
a

�

� cos
2�!

!c
exp

"

�

�
!

!c

� 2
3�

!c�L

#

: (42)

Thesign of� �
(c)

ph
in Eq.(42)dependson thatofK 00

0 [see

Eq.(11)].

Asshown in Sec.III,unlesstheelectron-electron inter-

action isextrem ely weak,thelargestcontribution to the

sm ooth part of�ph com es from the interaction correc-

tion to theconductivity.ForT & ~!cln(!c�L ),them ain

interaction-induced term in the sm ooth part of �ph is

givenbyEq.(18)and,accordingtoEq.(31),thisyieldsin

turn them ain term in theoscillatingpart� �
(c)

ph
.Putting

� � 1 (long-rangeCoulom b interaction),we have:

� �
(c)

ph
� �

D
0

�in

�

(eE!vF =!)
2

�F T

a

�

� cos
2�!

!c
exp

"

�

�
!

!c

� 2
3�

!c�L

#

; (43)

which islargerthan thenoninteractingpart[Eq.(42)]by

a factor�F =T.

For T � ~!c, the m ain contribution to �ph is re-

lated to the interaction correction given by Eq. (19),

which yieldsthe oscillatory part� �
(c)

ph
sim ilar(in term s

ofthe phase ofthe oscillations and their dam ping fac-

tor)to thatin Eq.(43)butm ultiplied by a large factor

(!c�L )
2=(T�L=~)

3=2. In the interm ediate range oftem -

perature,~!c � T � ~!cln(!c�L ),there is an expo-

nentially fast crossover between the two regim es. The

regim e m ost relevant to the experim ents1,2,3,4,5 is that

ofhigh tem perature,T & ~!c. It is worth noting that

Eqs.(42),(43)rem ain valid in theregim eofstrong heat-

ing as well,provided the e� ective electron tem perature

Te [Eq.(9)]issubstituted forT.

For convenience, we also reproduce here � �
(q)

ph
in

the case of overlapping Landau levels; speci� cally, for

j! � !cj& !c in the regim e linear with respect to the

m icrowave power (see Eq.(8) ofRef.8; here we om it

num ericalfactors):

� �
(q)

ph
� � �

D
0

�ee

�

�
eE!vF

~!2

� 2
!

!c
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� sin
2�!

!c
exp

�

�
2�

!c�q

�

: (44)

The electron-electron scattering tim e8 �ee / T � 2
e (up to

a logarithm ic factor) depends on the e� ective electron

tem perature Te [Eq.(9)]. Although both contributions,

Eqs.(43),(44)havethesam eperiod in !=!c,crucialdis-

tinctionsareclear.

Firstly, their phases are shifted by �=2. Secondly,

despite both contributions being proportionalto a cer-

tain inelastic relaxation tim e,they are di� erent in that

the am plitude of� �
(q)

ph
is lim ited by �ee (which at low

T is m uch shorter than the electron-phonon scattering

tim e),whereastheclassicalterm isnotsensitivetothein-

elasticelectron-electron scattering in any essentialway18

and isproportionalto the energy relaxation tim e [�in in

Eqs.(10),(43)],lim ited by coupling to the externalbath

(phonons).Itfollowsthatin thelim itofsm allT theratio

oftheam plitudesoftheO PC,classical-to-quantum ,con-

tains a large T dependent factor �in=�ee,which m ay be

easilyaslargeas102.Thesensitivityof� �
(q)

ph
toelectron-

electron collisionsstem sfrom thefactthatthequantum

contribution isdue to a radiation-induced changeofthe

distribution function f(")thatoscillateswith both " and

!. By contrast,the classicalcontribution � �
(c)

ph
isasso-

ciated with an oscillatory term in thecharacteristicelec-

tron tem perature,i.e.,with a sm ooth partoff(")which

oscillateswith ! only.21

Thirdly,the dependencesofthe envelope ofthe O PC

on !,!c,and the degree ofdisorderare quite di� erent.

The m ost im portant point is that although there is a

sm allfactor / �
� 1

F
in Eq.(43),in addition to another

sm allfactor a=�, the dam ping of the classicalterm is

m uch weakerthan that of� �
(q)

ph
/ exp(� 2�=!c�q). In-

deed,the exponentialdam ping of� �
(c)

ph
is governed by

�L [Eq.(43)],which isfarlargerthan �q in high-m obility

sam ples. Itisonly thatin the lim itofvery low B that

the !� 3c factor in the exponent ofEq.(43) suppresses

theclassicalO PC m oree� ectively than thelinearin !� 1c

Dingle factorin the quantum case.

It is im portant to stress that the am plitude of the

classicalO PC in units ofthe dark conductivity is not

large under the conditions of the experim ents on the

zero-resistance states. Indeed,the pre-exponentialfac-

torofEq.(43)m ay be written as�D0 (�
2
h=�F T)(a=�)for

the regim e linear with respect to the m icrowave power.

Now,the crossoverto the regim e ofstrong heating oc-

curs when the classicalO PC is stillsm all,nam ely the

ratio � �
(c)

ph
=�D0 is oforder (T=�F )(a=�) . 10� 2. This

should becontrasted with thequantum O PC which m ay

becom elarge(and thuslead tothezero-resistancestates)

when the heating m ay bestillnegligible.Forthe regim e

ofstrong heating,when the e� ective electron tem pera-

ture Te & T,the am plitude ofthe classicalO PC shows

a sub-linear growth with increasing m icrowave power

and m ay be estim ated as �D0 (Te=�F )(a=�). In particu-

lar,forthe piezoelectric m echanism ofthe energy relax-

ation dueto electron-phonon coupling,theclassicalO PC

grows as E
2=5
! [see the discussion below Eq.(15)]. W e

conclude that,because ofthe slow growth with increas-

ing m icrowave power,the characteristic ratio � �
(c)

ph
=�D0

can hardly exceed the levelofa few percentin the cur-

rent experim ents. That is to say the zero-resistance

statesarerelated to thequantum O PC.Them ostfavor-

able conditionsforthe observation ofthe classicalO PC

should be realized if the quantum contribution to the

O PC isstrongly dam ped,which m eanssu� ciently large

2�=!�q & 7. Fora high-m obility sam ple with �q � 3ps,

thiswould require!=2� . 50G Hz.

Theaboveanalysisshowsthatthe classicalO PC can-

notpossibly explain the experim entally reported strong

deviations ofthe ratio �ph=�q from 1/2,the value pre-

dicted by the theory ofthe quantum O PC,asdiscussed

in Introduction. W e thus argue that the experim ents

on thedam ping ofShubnikov-deHaasoscillationsm ight

strongly overestim ate the single-particle scattering rate

�� 1q . O ne of the reasons could be the presence of

m acroscopic inhom ogeneities leading to an inhom oge-

neous broadening ofLandau levels,which m ight be by

far larger than the hom ogeneous broadening given by

�� 1q and m easured in thephotoconductivity experim ents

(such a possibility was m entioned in Ref.1). W e sug-

gestthatm easuring thedam ping oftheO PC providesa

reliable m eansofextracting �� 1q from the m agnetooscil-

lations,free from the e� ectofthe additionalinhom oge-

neousdam ping characteristic to the Shubnikov-de Haas

m easurem ents. The m ethod based on the O PC is par-

ticularly usefulin high-m obility sam ples,where �� 1q is

sm alland in the conventionalShubnikov{de Haas m ea-

surem ents one has to go to fairly low tem peratures to

separatetheim purity-induced dam pingfrom thatrelated

to the therm alsm earing ofthe Ferm isurface.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N S

In sum m ary,wehaveanalyzed thequasiclassicalm ech-

anism ofm agnetooscillationsin theac-and photoconduc-

tivity,related to non-M arkovian dynam ics ofdisorder-

induced scattering of electrons in high-m obility struc-

tures. W e have calculated the leading contribution as-

sociated with a radiation-induced changeofthe electron

distribution function,which isproportionalto theinelas-

tic (electron-phonon) relaxation tim e. W e have found

thatthequasiclassicaloscillationsin thephotoconductiv-

ity areweak undertheconditionsofcurrentexperim ents.

Therefore,the zero-resistance states and the strong os-

cillationsthathavebeen observed in theexperim entsare

likely due to the quantum m echanism ofRefs.7,8. W e

argue thatthe dam ping ofthe oscillatory photoconduc-

tivity providesa reliablem ethod ofm easuringthehom o-

geneousbroadeningofLandau levels(single-particlescat-

tering rate�� 1q )in high-m obility structures(which also

resolves the dilem m a posed in Introduction: the anal-

ysis of the dam ping of Shubnikov-de Haas oscillations
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apparently gives overestim ated values of�� 1q due to an

inhom ogeneousbroadening).

O n the other hand, we have identi� ed a range of

param eters within which the quasiclassicalm echanism

yields oscillations of the photoconductivity that m ay

dom inate at sm allB over those based on the Landau

quantization. In addition to the di� erent low-B dam p-

ing factor, the quasiclassicaloscillations are shifted in

phase by �=2 with respect to the quantum oscillations,

see Eqs.(43),(44). W e have also shown that the qua-

siclassicalm agnetooscillationsin the ac conductivity are

m uch stronger than in the photoconductivity and m ay

easily com pete with the quantum oscillations.7

W e thank R.R. Du, K .von K litzing, R. G .M ani,

J. H. Sm et, and M . A. Zudov for inform ation about

the experim ents. W e are gratefulto I.L.Aleiner and

I.V.G ornyiforvaluable discussions. In particlular,we

thank I.L.Aleinerforattractingourattention to theim -

portance ofquantum interaction corrections. Thiswork

was supported by the SPP \Q uanten-Hall-System e" of

DFG and by RFBR.

*

A P P EN D IX A :R ET U R N P R O B A B ILIT Y IN A

M A G N ET IC FIELD

The return probability P! [Eq.(28)]can be directly

evaluated by using the quasiclassicalpropagator D =

(L0 + �
� 1

S
)� 1 [Eq.(26)].In thisAppendix,we presenta

di� erent,m ore illustrative way to derive P!. W e recall

that the Liouville operatorL0 [Eq.(21)]represents the

tim e evolution ofthe direction ofthe electron velocity

n = v=jvj= (� sin�;cos�)asa com bination ofthe cy-

clotron m otion and the angle di� usion due to scattering

o� sm ooth disorder. The random part� ofthe angle �

ischaracterized by a white noise spectrum of@t�:

�(t)= �0 + !ct+ �(t);

h@t�(t)@t0�(t
0)i=

2

�L
�(t� t

0): (A1)

In whatfollowswecalculatethem ean-square uctuation

oftheguidingcenterofcyclotron m otion �,Eq.(32),and

m ean-square shifts ofan electron along and across the

cyclotron orbit after n cyclotron periods at t= nTc =

2� n=!c. Forde� niteness,letthe guiding center be ini-

tially placed at the origin,R (t = 0) = (0;0),and the

electron coordinate and velocity be r(t= 0)= (R c;0),

v(t= 0)= (0;vF )(R c = vF =!c isthecyclotron radius).

Using Eq.(A1)we getthe m ean-squareshiftsofthe po-

sition ofguiding centerR and the uctuating angle� in

tim e t= nTc:

hR 2
x i =

*  Z n Tc

0

dtR c cos�(t)@t�(t)

! 2+

=
2R 2

c

�L

Z n Tc

0

dtcos2�(t)= R
2
c

nTc

�L

hR 2
y i = hR 2

x i;

h�2 i =

*  Z n Tc

0

dt@t�(t)

! 2+

=
2nTc

�L
: (A2)

Thedi� usion approxim ation isvalid aslong astheroot-

m ean-square shift of the guiding center after one cy-

clotron revolution (n = 1) exceeds the characteristic

length scaleofthe random potential,

� =
�
hR 2

x i+ hR 2
y i

�1=2
= R c

�
4�

!c�L

� 1=2

� d: (A3)

In the sam e m anner,we calculate the m ean square of

electron shiftsalong and acrossthecyclotron orbit,xk �

y(t= nTc)=
Rn Tc
0

dtvF cos�(t)and x? � x(t= nTc)�

R c = �
Rn Tc
0

dtvF sin�(t),respectively,

hx2? i =

*  Z n Tc

0

dtvF cos(!ct)

Z t

0

dt0@t0�(t
0)

! 2+

= hR 2
xi;

hx2ki = h(R y + R c�)
2i= hR 2

yi+ R
2
c h�

2i: (A4)

It follows that  uctuations along the cyclotron orbit

are enhanced with respect to those across the orbit,

hx2
k
i= 3hx2

?
i= 3n�2=2,and wearriveattheanisotropic

electron distribution aftern cyclotron revolutions,

pn(x? ;xk) =
1

p
� n�

exp

�

�
x2
?

n�2

�

�
1

p
3� n�

exp

 

�
x2
k

3n�2

!

; (A5)

which entersEq.(33)forthe return probability.
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