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A m ethod forthe evaliation ofthe angularw idth ofan electron beam generated by a nanoconstric—
tion is proposed and dem onstrated. T he approach is based on analysis of a narrow -w idth electron
ow , that quantizes Into m odes Inside a con ning constriction which is descrbed in the adiabatic
approxin ation, evolving nto a freely propagating electronic state after exiting the constriction. T he
m ethod that we developed allow s us to nd the param eters and the shape of the constriction that
are optin al for generation of extrem ely narrow electron beam s. In the case of a constriction char-
acterized by a linear w idening shape an asym ptotically exact solution for the inection problem is
found. T hat solution veri es sem iIquantitative results related to the angular characteristics of the
beam , and it opens the way for detem ination of the distrdbution finction of the electrons in the
beam . W e have found the relationship betw een the angular distribution ofthe electron density in the
beam and the quantum states of the electrons inside the constriction. Such narrow electron beam s
m ay be em ployed in investigations of electronic system s and in data m anipulations in electronic and

spintronic devices.

PACS numbers: 72.10Bg, 7323 Ad, 73.40.—c.
I. INTRODUCTION

M icroconstrictions (referred to also as point contacts)
connecting m acroscopic reservoirs are of particular in-—
terest n e orts ained at generation and jpvestigation
of ballistic quasiparticle transport in solid?’. Recently,
the developm ent of m ethods fp]:l;im,lza ng electron ows
attracted signi cant attention?ePdPEiR due to it’s po-—
tential to unveil the details of electron motion in low—
din ensional system s and to provide insights into the be-
havior ofdevices in the quantum regin e. M oreover, w ith
theuse ofam ost recently developed erasable electrostatic
lithographic tedquueg., creation of quantum constric—
tions w ith desired shapes has been dem onstrated. Ag-
ditionally, m etallic nanow ires w ith high carrier density%
m ay also hold som e prom ise as devices for inction of
electron ow s. In light ofabove, the problem ofdeterm in—
Ing the operational param eters of an electron beam in—
“cted through a constriction w ith a highly reduced size,
isboth tim ely and In portant.

An electron ow Inected through a constriction is in
general anisotropic. O ne of the rst dem onstrations of
the im portance of the velocity anisotropy In electron

ow s can be found in experim ents y ith. electron beam s
nected by quantum point contact£i%%, where a colli-
m ation e ect’? was Hund (see also Refil4). The relative
angular narrow ness of an electron beam allow s experi-
m enfal deteun ination of the electron-electron relaxation
tin &4194788 | T the scattering spectroscopy m ethod
proposed and dem onstrated In Ref:_l-_ﬂ the narrow ness of
the electron beam plays a key role: that is, the ability

to control the scattering angle by m eans of a narrow —
angle beam inctor, aswellas a detector, allow s one to
determm ine experim entally the electronic angle-dependent
di erential scattering cross-sections associated w ith dif-
ferent types of scatterers. Consequently, a narrow elec—
tron beam m ay serve as a powerful tool for studying the
properties of electron scattering processes, and for deter—
m nation of the characteristics of the electron gas.

N arrow electron beam sm ay also serve asam ost e ec—
tive toolforthe tranam ission of inform ation in m icro—and
nano—gevices (ncliding transportation of spin-polarized
state&q), and as an instrum ent for handling the spin and
the charge states of quantum m em ory cells. In this con—
text we rem ark that issues pertaining to the angular and
spatialdistrdbution ofnarrow electron beam s are ofgreat
signi cance for the developm ent of high-resolution ex—
perin ental techniques that utilize such beam s, as well
as for the developm ent and application of accurate spa—
tially targeted transfer of informm ation using narrow elec—
tron ows. W e note here that, to date, the amn allest
angular w idth of an electron beam infcted into a two-—
din ensional electron gas (2DEG) by a quantum point
contact is of the order of 10°; in Ref. :_15'3 an angular
w idth 12° was observed (whilke Reﬁ-rl_i and 3 re-
ported a width 6°, it corresponds only to the m ost
pronounced centralpart of the electron ow).

The main goal of our work is to analyze issues per-
taining to the prospect of generating super-narrow elec—
tron beam s. To this end we study also the distribution
function of electrons in the beam , since it enters con—
siderations related to the selection of conditions for for-
m ation of narrow beam s. The interest in conductance
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quantization in quantum tw o—and three-din ensionalcon—
strictiops, (such-as point contacts, nanow ires and atom ic
chaing)?423212% kd to intensive ivestigations of the
electronic states in these system s. O ne ofthem ain char-
acteristics of this phenom enon relates to the fact that
the quantized staircase-like variation of the conductance
(w ith gate voltage or constriction w idth) is determm ined
by the adiabatic properties of the constriction, and it is
rather insensitive to details of the geom etricalcon gura—
tion; here, \adiabatic" m eans a slow dependence of the
constriction w idth 2r on the coordinate z along the lon-—
giudinal axis of the constriction (see Fjgnr}:) . The width
changesnoticeably on a scale that exceeds essentially the
m inin alwidth r(0) (see, Ref2l). However, the problem

of the states of electrons that have passed thought the
constriction has not been solved in the general case of
the adiabatic approxin ation, since the transform ation of
the adiabatic quantum states inside the constriction to
the distrbution of freely m oving electrons occurs in a
region where the adiabatic approxin ation ceased to be
valid. Nevertheless, n Ref:}é the characteristics of an
electron beam Incted by a constriction have been stud—
ied in the adiabatic approxin ation using the classicaladi-
abatic nvariant I = p, (z) r (z). D ue to the conservation
ofthe adigbatic nvariant T, the beam converges (the ar-
hge ect,'l3:) w ith increasing z, and near the exit of the
constriction we have

r (0)

sin — = ; 1
2 rmax ()

where r, ax is the halfw idth of the constriction at the
exit, and r (0) isthe halfwidth at z= 0 (the origin ofthe
z axigds taken at the m iddle of the constriction). This
resul?? is valid, as willbe shown in Section 1, only r
relatively \short" constrictions where the adiabatic ap—
proxim ation ise ectively valid for the entire constriction.
A sinulation of the classical tra fctories of the particles
n such constrictions has been presented in Ref. :_12_5, and
used to detemm ine the angular w idth of the beam .

In Section 1 we propose an approach that allow s us
to descrbe qualitatively the m otion of electrons exiting
from the adiabatic region and, thus, it pem itsanalysisof
the angular characteristics of a beam incted by a con—
striction of an arbitrary shape. In this case the param e-
ters of the constriction becom e particularly in portant at
distances exceeding the characteristic length-scale that
determ ines the conductance quantization behavior.

In Section 2 we nd an asym ptotically exact solution
for electron states In a constriction m odelled by a linear
w idening. This solution describes the conversion of adi-
abatic states inside the constriction into states described
by sam iclassical wave functions outside i, and i sup—
ports the results of the qualitative study. The \linear"
constriction that we study here isalso ofadditional inter—
est sihce we nd that In such a constriction the pattem
of the distribbution of the electronic density inside the
constriction ism aintained when the electronsm ove aw ay
from the exit. Such distrbutionswere observed i Refsd

FIG . 1: Schem atic of the constriction and an infcted beam .
The length of the constriction L is taken such that the de-
tachm ent point ze, is located inside the constriction.

and :ﬁ using scanning probe m icroscopy (see also Refnr_ﬂ
and references therein).

In Section 3 we consider the electronic distrbution
function of the njcted beam and com pare our results
with those of Refs. 418/18, 13 and 7. W e analyze
the conditions when the distribution of electrons in the
beam reproduces the probability density fiinction inside
the constriction; a distribution ofthis type has been ob—
served In Refs. :ff and -r_é,:j,vg W e nd also the electron
distrdbbution in the opposite lim ing case w here the con—
striction shape varies in a less an ooth m anner.

For the sake of sinplicity we lim it ourselves here
to two-din ensional constrictions, noting that the ex—
tension of our results to the threedim ensional case is
rather straightforw ard . A dditionally, w e neglect electron—
In puriy scattering and consider only the ballistic regin e
(which is readily achievable in 2D heterostructure sys-
tem s, see, eg.,, Ref. :_125) Because of the scattering of
electrons by the donor atom densjtyl, uctuations (in 2D
heterostructures) and by in puritie®?, the electron ow
m ay form narrow branchesw ith apparently an allchanges
In the total angular width of the ow. An additional
w idening (spreading) ofthe electron ow m ay be es—
tin ated (In a di usive approach) as 0o Z=Zg,
z >> zy (here z is the distance along the propagation
axis from the point contact, zp is the m ean scal of the
spatial uctuations of the scattering potential, and ¢ is
an average angular deviation of the electrons due to the
Interactions w ith the uctuations of the underliyng po—
tential) . W e rem ark that the distance dependence of the
angularw idening ofthebeam caused by electron-electron
Interaction (see, Ref?@l) is quite di erent from the above
expression.




II. INJECTION CONDITIONS FOR NARROW
BEAM S

Let us consider a constriction w ith an adiabatic narrow
region; apparently, other types of constrictions have been
comm only found to be unsuitable ase ective Jl’l:?CtOIS of
narrow beam s. N ote that the approach ofRef'13 which
isbased on em ploym ent ofan adiabatic invariantm ay be
generalized to take into account energy quantization in
the constriction. Tt is known (see, for exam ple, Ref'._2-9')
that in the sem iclassicalapproxin ation the adiabatic in—
variant is quantized in units of ~. Q ualitatively we m ay
w rite for all the electron states in the constriction

I=DPwn @)m @) ~@0O+ ) ; @)
where n=1,2, ... is a discrete quantum number, pxy (z)
and r, (z) are the root-m ean-square values ofpy and x,
respectively, In the n-th quantum state, and and are
num ericalvalues (ofthe order ofunity) which depend on
the m odel of the con nem ent potential.

Let us show that the role of the breakdown of the adi-
abatic approxin ation in the form ation ofa beam m ay be
analyzed via the use of a sim ple picture of \detachm ent"
ofthe beam from the constriction walls (@t least for con—
strictions where the sign of the wall curvature ram ains
the sam e throughout). D etachm ent of the beam occurs
when the opening angl of the particles In the constric—
tions (ofthe orderofpy, (z)=p.,n (2),that decreasesw ith
the distance from the center due to the increase ofr;, (z))
becom es sm aller than the comer angle ofthe constriction
dr, (z)=dz. Thus, the \detachm ent point" z., (seeF igil)
for the n-th m ode of the beam m ay be determ ined from
the follow ng equations

dr, (z)
Pzn () 1m (2) =~@0+ ) ; 3)
dz
Pzn )= 2m ("r "y (2)) )
Here, ", (z) and p,, (z) are, respectively, the energy

of transverse m otion and the z com ponent of the m o-
m entum , whidh-are wellkde ned values In the adiabatic
approxin atjongl:, m is the e ective m ass, and "¢ is the
Fem ienergy of the electrons in the w ide region; we as—
sum e that the voltage drop across the constriction is
an all enough, that is eV << "z . The condition of the
reality ofp,, (0) detem ines the num bern,, ,x associated
w ith the last m ode which can pass through the constric-
tion. The angular size , of the n-com ponent of the
beam is given by

sin —2% N(n;); )

2 Pr In (Ztn)

where pr = = 2m "p . This equation takes into account
possbl variation of p, due to varation of the con ne-
ment potentialU (x;z) at z > 2z, .

Let us show next that the \detachm ent point" z, , de—
tem ined by Eqgs. (3) and @), coincidesw ith the lin it of
validity of the adiabatic approxin ation. The wave func—
tion ofan electron in the adiabatic approxim ation hasthe

Blowing om = , (x;2)’, (z) (see, RefRl), where
the function , (x;z) satis es the Schodinger equation
that is localw ith respect to z

2 @2

2m ex Py + U x;z) n="To @) n: (6)

The function ' ,, (z) is the wave function associated w ith
longitudinalm otion (along the axis ofthe constriction) in
the eld ofthe \e ective potential" ", (z). From exam —
nation of the term s in the com plete Schrodinger equa—
tion that are m aintained In com parison w ith those that
areom itted in the adiabatic approxin ation (these include
thetem s’ @2 =07 and @ =Qz) @’ =Qz)),we cbtain the
follow ing nequalities (n Eq. (:_7.) prin esdenote derivatives
w ith respect to z)

nriz;rnr:);M << n: (7)

T hese nequalities detem ine the region where the adi-
abatic approxim ation is valid. It is easy to check that
the last nequality will break down rst (or sim ultane-
ously wih the others) when z increases (z > 0). To
prove this, i is enough to consider the region where
o (z) 1, 0) > r, ), because in this narrow region
the validity of all these nequalities is equivalent to the
niialassum ption about the adiabatic constriction. Iffwe
assum e that r; increasesm onotonically w ith the Increase
of the z—coordinate and that U (x;z) decreases m onoton—
ically (and, therefre, "n” p2,=2m + U (0;z) decreases
too), i Pllows from Eq.@), that pzn Pxn ~n=r, for
m odesw hich m ove through the constriction, thusproving
our con ecture. T herefore, the regionsthat are associated
w ith the adiabatic approxim ation and w ith free propaga—
tion ofthe particles are ad pcent to each other, and there
isno interm ediate asym ptotic region between them . This
conclusion justi es our suggestion that the opening angle
of the constriction = could be evaliated from

Eqs.(::qJ —E) .

To end our discussion oqu.('j) we note that the va—
lidity of the nequalities ¥® > > n=r >> r’p,=~ may be
extended to the case that the pro le of the constriction
has a \break", ie. a anall region with a large shape-
curvature. If r’ < < 1 on both sides of the break it leads
to only sm all corrections to the electron wave functions.
Im perfections in the pro J of the constriction (such as
breaks or steps) which are sm all com pared w ith the elec—
tron wave length have only a weak e ect on the charac—
teristics of the beam .

In the hard — wall model that we mainly use be-
Iow, 1, (z) does not depend on n and i is equal to
the halfw idth of the constriction r(z). Also, ", (z) =
( ~n=2r (z))’=2m + U (z), where U (z) is the part of
the potential that depends on the z-coordinate, = 0,

Nm ax



= =2. We analyze st the possbility of gener-
ating a narrow beam in a constriction with no poten-
tial barrier in the center, ie. U (z) = 0. In this case,

Npax 20r T (0)= ~ and we cbtain from Eq.(5)
sin — = 2@ . ®)
2 T (Ztn, .y )

N ote thatEq.@) is sin ilar to Eq.@:) ofRef:_ig‘, w ith the
only distinction regarding the occurance ofr (ze,, ., ), In—
stead of 1, ax - Since we consider here a narrow beam ,
<< 1, n order to nd the detachm ent point we m ay
analyze Eq. ('_3) far away from the center of the constric—
tion, where r(z) >> r(0) and where, Dlow ing Eq.@),
Pzn pr . Let the shape of the constriction in this re—
gion be given by the follow Ing pow er dependence: r (z) =
a¥j ; from the evident condition r (2, ,,) >> r 0) we
readily concludethata << r ot .c onsequently, from
Eq.@’) and the aforem entioned estin ate forny, 45, we ob—
tain that in order to achieve the m nim al angular w idth
the constriction length L (see Fjg:g.') should be m ade ap—
proxin ately equalto zy,

m ax

r (0)
2

L  Zn,, 7swWherezy 4 : )
If the length of the constriction, L, is less than zy,, _, s
the resulting angular width  increases and is given by
Eqg. @.'), while for L. > 2z, _, the angular width of the
beam isuna ected and it rem ains as given in Eq.(z_B:). In
other words, to generate a ow wih an angular w idth
one m ay need to use a constriction with an e ective
Jength that is not an aller than zy,, ., , as detem ined in
Eq.{) . Therefore, we conclude that the \ aringe ect"t3
produces narrow beam s only for relatively long constric—
tions.

D ecreasing the relative length of the constriction is
related to a decrease of the exponent Tt is evi-
dent that the detachm ent of a beam is possbl only if

> 1. Nevertheless, if 1=2 < < 1, the condition

z << Ze .. r)=a % Y detem ines the adi-
abatic region. At z >> 1z, ., the propagation of the
electrons can be described In temm s of classicalm echan—
ics. It is possble to verify that Eq.@) rem ains valid in
this case and that the optin al length of the constriction
(required in order to generate a narrow beam ) can be
estin ated to be ofthe orderofzy,, _, .

The case when = 1=2 is of special interest. W hen
a’?=2randp, ©pr Eq.é'_ﬂ) can be used for allvalues of
z, and the adiabatic condition is fiil lled everywhere in
the constriction. Thus, or = 1=2Eq.{) isvald orany
length of constriction (if << 1). Thisdi ers from the
case of > 1=2, where, as aforam entioned, an increase
ofL beyond the detachm ent point z. does not reduce the
angular width ofthebeam . W hen << 1, see Eq.(é),
L 2r@0)= 2 @ta® r () willbe valld or arbirary
length of the constriction. In the case where < 1=2
the relation between the relative length and the anglke

is less favorable In the adiabatic region z >> zy,, _, -

FIG .2: Constrictions ofdi erent shapes: (a) a parabolic con—
striction, w ith 2 r@0)z atr >> r0), and (©) a linear
w idening constriction.

T herefore, a constriction of parabolic shape, r*
(see Fjg:_ﬁ), is the optin al choice. The case when
w illbe discussed In details in the next seqtion.

For a m odel of a \square" constriction?i r = r 0) +
27°=R, wih r() << R, and from Eqs.é'_g) and {-ﬂ) we
obtain for << 1

r )z
=1

4cO=R)"; L a=2) rOR? T : Qo)
From thisexpression we conclude that the distance scale

for form ation of an electron beam is larger than the dis—

tance (of the order of (r O)R )1=2) that determ ines the
conductance quantization.

T he potentialbarrier in the center of constriction m ay
also lead to narrow ing of the electron ow3. The cause
is that in addition to the aring e ect w ith increasing z,
the p, com ponent of the m om entum increases also due
to the in uence of the potentialU (z).

In the hard wall approxin ation we m ay w rite Eqs.{_&')
- {3) Brn = n, .x I the Hlow ing orm

dr
Pr (@)r@z)—=pr O)rQ);
dz

pr )= 2m ("= U (2)) 11)

B 0T 0)
Pr T (z)

Herewe assum ea]sothat_ << landp, @z) pr @).
Asmay be seen from Eqs.d_l]_:‘), the aring e ect and the
e ect of the potential are Independent from each other
only when U (z) = const at z < z; otherw ise the poten-—
tialbarrier leads to a reduction ofr (z.), ie. i results in
an attenuation ofthe aring e ect. Thus, in the case of
a linear constriction, ie. r / z,thetwo e ectswill com —
pensate each other (ifU (z) = 0 at z > z); the opening
angle does not vary when the potential is sw itched on,
but the optim al relative length, L Z¢, is reduced.

An altemative way to obtain a narrow beam , w ithout
having to resort to the use ofa long constriction, consists
of the application of an added repulsive potential. For a
su ciently wide constriction (xr (0) >> F 2 ~=pr



and a length that exceeds slightly the width) it is suf-

cient to apply a potential that is transparent for one
mode 0 = 1) only, ie. " U 0) = ( ~=r (0))’=8m .
From Eq. (']: we obtain an opening angle r=r (0)
(for short oonst:t:tctjon r (ze) r()).

N ote that Egs.{§ —111) do not include the P lanck con—
stant — Indeed, they use only a classical adiabatic invari-
ant and classical considerations pertaining to the break—
dow n ofadiabaticity (the detachm ent ofthe beam ). But,
ifwe would ke tom inin ize both the angular and spatial
width (that is the transverse size) of the beam near the
exi from the constriction we have to take into account
the m inim al product of these values, r (Zw,, ., ) Fr
allowed by the uncertainty principle. T his underlies the

nding that In order to obtain an \integrally" narrow
beam one has to use a metallic wih a an all electron
w ave—length at the Fem ilevel. Here an "integrally" nar-
row beam means an elkctron ow wih both the trans-
verse width of the ow and the angular soreading re-
stricted to sm allvalues.

III. BEAM INJECTION BY A LINEAR SHAPE
CONSTRICTION

Let us consider here the electron states in a constric—
tion characterized by a linearw idening shape (see F ig 2o,
ie. r= bz atr>> r(0). We show below that when
b << 1 this problem has a sinpl, and an asym ptot—
ically exact, solution. Note that a constriction wih a
linear w idening shape is a special case of a hyperbolic
constriction. In this case the variables in the Schrodinger
equation can be separated, thus allow Ing one to obtgn a
solution for the conductance in this type of contact<23.

W e use the aforem entioned fact that py decreases in an
adiabatic widening when the electron propagates from
r(0) to r >> r(0). This underlies the validity of the
nequalities p, << p 2m"and @ p,) << p. The
electron wave function m ay be w ritten in the form

(2;2z) exp iE : 12)

&;z) =
U sing the hard —wallm odel In the linear section of the
constriction and taking into account that the value ofthe
com ponent p, isclose to thewholem om entum p,wem ay
neglct In the Schrodinger equation the second derivative
of wih respectto z
~2 @2 ~p @

m o2 me @)

It is readily observed that the solutions ofEqg. C_l-i_’;) w ith
a vanishing boundary condition, (kj= r (z);z) = 0,
have the follow ing form
( i 2 n -~ 2
o obsn 2 Er1em T W x<y
0; x> bz:
14)

U sing these functions for estim ations of the om itted
term In the Schrodinger equation, we ocbserve that our
nitial assum ption is valid f b<< 1l and z >> n p=Db
(the om itted tem is less than the second one on the
kft-hand side of Eq. {13)). Taking into account that
Np ax r (0)= r Porelectron m odes passing thought the
constriction, we nd that the last inequality isequivalent
to the condition r>> r(0).

When z << n p=¥, we can neglect the x* depen-
dence of the exponent in Eq.@é‘) com pared with the
x dependence of the trigonom etric fuinction and, conse—
quently, the wave fiinction , has an adizbatic ©m 24.
Ifz>>n p=’ @ pr = 2 ~= ) thewave function in
E q.C_ll_i‘) descrbes (in the sam iclassical approxin ation) a
beam of quasiparticles whose distribution function we
discuss in the next section) which propagates freely in—
side a solid angle = 2arctan (). In som e sense, the
detachm ent of the beam from the side walls occurs also
in the linear constriction —here, when z > > n p =¥ par-
ticles \glide" along the walls and thus one can neglect
their Interaction w ith the walls. T herefore, the solution
given in Eq.{_ié‘) allow s us to trace the transfom ation of
the adiabatic m odes inside the constriction to the beam
states described by the classical distribution function.

W e ram ark that the lim it of the adiabatic region found
by Us, Np ax r=4F 1 (0)= ?, supports also the result
given mEqg. G oftheprevious section. It isofin portance
that when b << 1, this lin it is placed Jn the dom ain of
applicability of the solution gJyen by Eqg. (14.), r>> r().
T hus, the solution in E,q. Cl4 can be m atched wih an
adiabatic wave function?} that corresoonds to snall z,
where the shape of the constriction deviates from the
linear form . C onsequently, the single inequality b<< 1,
pem its us to describe analytically the electron state for
allvalues of the coordinate z. _

N ote also that a solution of the type given in Eq.{_lé)
m ay be obtained in the \soft" —wallm odel for certain
types ofpotentials form ing the constriction. Let ususe in
the follow ing a potential given by U (x;z) = z 2u (x=z),
and et , denote the solutionsofthe \local" Schrodinger
equation w ith eigenvalues %,

"’2 00
St Un="h 15)

Here the derivatives are taken w ith respect to x/z. An
equation sin ilar to Eq.{13) is given by

2 @2 .
@ ~p@
U &kjz) + -2 = 0: 16)
om @x m @z
T he solutions oqu.(_iQ:) are
1 b4 ihpx2 tm i
=p=—, — exp — — + @)
z z ~z 2 P

For Eq.i_l-_é) to serve as a good approxim ation to the
fom pkte Schrodinger equation, the conditions z > >

“m=p? and b, << 1 have to be fiil Iled. An exam —
ple where these conditions are ful lled is provided by the



potentialU (x;z) = ¢ x?=z? + d=z?, where cand d are

constants, and ¢ > > (~n)’=m . In the above, b, may
be tem ed as the \localization radiuis" of the functions
n - For the soft-wall potential discussed here, b, plays
(for the nth-m ode) the sam e rok as the param eter b in—
troduced earlier in the context of the hard-wall m odel
(see the beginning of this sectjon, Eqg. Cl4)), physically,
b, is the tuming point n Eq. C15), corresponding to the
JIocation where u (x=z) = %, and consequently the kinetic
energy vanishes there { we thus conclide that while for
x=z < I, the function , takes nite values, it decreases
(typically exponentially) for x=z > b, .

IV. THE DISTRIBUTION FUNCTION OF
ELECTRONS IN A BEAM

The wave length of the electron in the x-direction,
h=p, , becom es lessthan the transverse size ofthebeam at
a distance (along the constriction axis) z > > zg,, ., from
the center ofthe constriction. For such circum stancesthe
electron beam m ay be considered as a classical ob Fct,
and the distribution function of such a classical beam,
radiated from a sn all region, m ay be w ritten as

f oxixiz)= &;z) @

Xp=z) ; (18)

x;z)= z L

&=z) ;

where (x;z) isthe distrbution of the electronsw ith co—
ordinates x and z; p, p because the beam is assum ed
to be narrow . W e suppose also that all electrons in the
beam have a de nite energy, p2=2m . The function ( )
isthe angular distrbution ofparticles, expressing the de—
viation from the beam axis. T he distrdoution in Eq.{_l@l)

satis; esthe condition of conservation ofthe particle ow,

ie. (X;z)dx = const.

W hen z >> zg,, ., the exact solution given by
Eqg. Q4 is the sem iclassical wave function (the rapid
x-dependence is due to the x? tem i the exponent,
Px = Xp,=z) and it leads to the distrbution function
descrbed by Eq. €18) T he contribution ofn-th m ode to
ghe distrbution function () (om alized to unity, ie

an ()d = 1) hasthe fom
()=z3n. &2)7F; = x=z; 19)
8 1 s 2 n ..
. ) < g osin® 5 g+l i JIi<
Jn &®i2)J =
) 0; j 3> bt
(20)

Thus, In the lnear constriction m odel, the density of
particles in the beam reproduces exactly the densiy of
the corresponding adiabatic m ode. This is true also
in the case of a constriction m odeled by \soft" walls
((n=3nf,seeEq.fh).

The above dem onstrates that the linear constriction
m odel yields an optin ally \an ooth" transition from the
adiabatic states to the classical ones w hen the pattem of
the distribution of the electronic density inside the con—
striction, j , ®) ¥, ism aintained as the electronsm ove
away from the exit

Letusconsidernow a constriction m odelthat describes
the opposite lm it to the linear constriction discussed
above { that is, when the constriction ends abruptly in
the adiabatic region (this problem has been considered
num erically in Ref27). Note rst, that Eq.{3) is equiv—
alent to the one-dim ensionaltim edependent Schrodinger
equation; the tin e ofm otion along the z-axisist= zm =p.
Consequently, when << 1 the problem conceming the
behavior of particles leaving the adiabatic constriction
can be m apped onto the one conceming determ ination
of the response of particles niially localized In a poten—
tialwell to the sudden rem oval of the well. The latter
problem has an evident solution —ie. In the m omen—
tum ) py-representation, the density j » (ox) f (nstead
of § » x=z)F, as was the case for the linear constric—
tion) is conserved in tim e. Taking into account Eq.{_ié)
we obtain

n@=2pJatx=p )] @1)
In the hard wallpotentialm odel
n’nsin® kn + 2 p
Jn e )= i k=—; @2
4 k) R 2

where 2r; is the width of the constriction at the place
where the constriction term inates. The m ain di erence
between the distributions given in Eqs.C_l?_il), @d) and
Egs. {1), {22) is that in the rst case the distroutions
have the sam e angular size for alln, while In the sec-
ond case the distributions are localized near the angles

= ~mn 1)=2xp (the width ofthem ain peaks is of
the order of ~=1p). _

T he function descrdbed in Eq.d_Zé) is valid for an arbi-
trary shape ofthe constriction, ifwe interpret , (px) as
the wave function of the electron at the exi of the con—
striction (z = z, px << pPz). W hile n generalthis wave
function di ers from the one at the center of the con-
striction, the two are sin ilar w hen the electron does not
undergo any collisions w ith the walls affer it leaves the
adiabatic region. T he latter takes place when the radius
of curvature of the constriction in the \detachm ent" re-
gion satis es the condition R << r= 2{ this inequality
is the applicability condition oqu CZJI) In the opposite
lim iting case, ie. OrR >> = Eq(la)Jsva]Jd Here
the radius of the constriction at the detachm ent point
. (Where the adiabatic approxin ation is violated) can
be determm ined as the m axinum valie of r in the region
where dr=dz ; R is the radius of curvature of the
constriction in this region.

The -dependenciesof , forthe st three quantum
m odes In the hard-w all constriction m odel are displayed
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FIG .3: Theangular ( in radians) distrbbution ,ofthen-th
mode for n=1,2 and 3, plotted for: (@) a constriction wih a
shape close to that w ith a linearw idening, and (b) a constric—
tion that ends abruptly (= r = 10).

“oa %) O

FIG .4: Theangular ( In radians) distrbution ,ofthen-th
m ode forn=1,2,3,5 and 6, generated by a soft-wall constric—
tion.

n Fjg;_j . The electron m odes radiated by a constriction
w ith a shape close to the linear widening one (@ radius
ofcurvatureR >> n= ?) aredisplayed in Fig.3a. These
m odes reproduce the x-dependence of the j § fiinction
Inside the constriction. In Fig3b we display the radia-
tion from a constriction which ends abruptly in the adi-
abatic region, R << nr= 2. The di erence between the
characteristics of the electron ow s generated by the two
types of constrictions is evident (com pare, n particular,
the angular distributions for the third m ode). N ote that
In the m odel of a ham onic transverse potential (soft—
wall constriction m odel) the distrbutions are the sam e
for both types of constrictions. In this case, the wave
functions are the sam e In the coordinate and m om en—
tum representations. W em ay de ne the angularw idth of
the electron beam by introducing the num ber of m odes
passing through the constriction, ny 1x, and the m axi-

m alvalie of the x-com ponent ofthe e n m om entum
at the detachm ent point, Pxt=pr 2 05+ npax)-
T hese values correspond to a de nite value of the co—
e cient in the transverse potential at the detachm ent
point: ¢ (z:) = pi,=8m ~? 05+ ny ax )* . T he correspond—
ing halfw idth of the electron state in the detachm ent
pointisr = 2~ 05+ ny ax) =Pxt. The -dependenciesof
G, forthe st six quantum m odes in the soft-wallm odel
are displayed in Fjg' w here we have taken the sam e an—
gular w idth p,=2pr 2 05+ Ng.x) ' 007 as in Figg.
Sin ilar -dependencies forthe rstthree quantum m odes
In the ham onic con nem ent potentialm odel, have been
discussed and observed experin entally in Refs. 3 and
:fl. T he halfw idth of the constriction at the detachm ent
point satis es the equation c (z;) ¥ = p2,=2m (this dif-
fors from the equation ¢ 0) r? = " used widely for the
de nition ofthe w idth ofthe constriction in the narrow —
est region in soft-potentialm odels).

Letus nally discussthe totalelectron ow inected by
the constriction. This ow is a sum over all the m odes
that pass through the constriction

BALLTES @3)
- nr
epr

n=1

where V is the potential di erence between the two
reservoirs which are connected by the constriction, and
G = 2€’=h isthe conductance quantum . T he coe cient

In front of the summ ation is chosen in order to m ain—
tain a welkknown quantization rule for the regim e that
is linear in V ,see RefR6. Fora su ciently w ide constric—

tion, r 0) >> ¢ and n, ax > > 1, the size quantization
is particularly insigni cant and this case corresponds to
the classicalm echanics approach. From E qs.(_ifi)—éi;‘l) we
obtain

< EEPT 33 =
= . @4)
: 0; j 3> =2:

W e observe that ifn, 4x is not too large, the electron
beam distrbution oscillatesw ith a period =n ;x and
the am plitude of the oscillation grow s at the edges of
the ow at = =2 (seeFigba, npax = 2;4;6). The
sum m ation of the contrbutions of di erent m odes radi-
ated by the constriction which ends abruptly Egs. (,'2]1
C22 ) gives a result sin ilarto Eq. C24 ) w ith additionalnu-—
m erically sm alloscillations (see F JguE;b A —dependenoe
of the beam distrbution that is sin ilar to Eq.(24) has
been predicted in Ref',_li_i N ote that the "step-1ke" de-
pendence, w ith sharp edgesat = =2, isnotuniversal.
It takes place only in the classicallim i orboth types of
constrictions discussed above. In Fjglr_é we present also
the -dependence of the beam distribution for the soft—
wallm odelocorresponding to di erent valuesofny ,x . Ap—
parently, In the classical 1im it, the angular distribution
ofthe radiated electron beam that is generated by a con-—
striction w ith a shape described by the expression r / z
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FIG .5: Theangular ( in radians) dependence ofthe electron
ow (sum over all conducting m odes) from a constriction,
corresponding to np ax = 2;4;6. Results are shown for: @) a
constriction w ith a shape close to a lnear w idening one, and
() a constriction that ends abruptly. T he param eters of the
constrictions are as In Fjgs.
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FIG .6: Theangular ( in radians) dependence ofthe electron
ow (sum over all conducting m odes) from a constriction.
Resuls are shown for: @) npax = 2;4;6 and ©) ny ax = 100
(nom alized), for a soﬂ:—wI <Ia]l m odel. The param eters of the
constriction are as in Fig3.

for > 1 (at least up to the detachm ent point), has no

sharp edgesat = =2.

V. CONCLUSION

T he analysis that we perform ed dem onstrates that ex—
trem ely narrow electron beam s m ay be generated by a
voltage applied to su ciently long narrow constrictions.
Them inim allength L ofsuch a constriction is related to
them inim alhalfw idth, r (0), and the angular size of the
beam , , through Eq.(éb .

An altemative schem e for generation ofa super-narrow
electron beam m ay be achieved by a specially tuned elec—
trostatic potential applied to a su ciently w ide constric—
tion, In juxtaposition with blocking of all the electronic
size quantization m odes in the constriction, except forthe
lowest one (here, them inin alw idth of constriction hasto
be m uch larger than the electron wave length). To m in—
in ize the \integral" w idth of the beam , which com bines
is angular and spatial w idths, one should use constric—
tions m ade of conducting m aterdals with high electron
densities.

W e have also illustrated here that the angular distri-
bution of the electron density in the beam provides in—
form ation about the quantum adiabatic electronic states
Inside the constriction. W hen the adiabatic region ends
an oothly, the electron density in the beam reproduces
the probability densiy in the coordinate representation.
This result elicidates the feasbility condition for the
electron ow distrbutions observed in Ref. 84 and §
—accordingly, the radiis of curvature of the constriction
in the detachm ent point should be larger than n= 2. If
the adiabatic region ends abruptly the electron density
In the beam reproduces the probability density in the
m om entum representation.
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