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In an ultrahigh m obility 2D electron gas,even a weak nonparabolicity oftheelectron dispersion,

by violating K ohn’stheorem ,can have a drastic e�ecton dc m agnetotransport underac drive. In

thispaper,westudy theoretically them anifestation ofthise�ectin thedcresponseto thecom bined

action oftwo driving ac-�elds (bichrom atic irradiation). Com pared to the case ofm onochrom atic

irradiation,which iscurrently intensively studied both experim entally and theoretically,thepresence

ofa second m icrowave source provides additionalinsight into the properties of an ac-driven 2D

electron gasin weak m agnetic �eld.In particular,we �nd thatnonparabolicity,being the sim plest

cause fora violation ofK ohn’stheorem ,givesrise to new qualitative e�ectsspeci�c to bichrom atic

irradiation.Nam ely,when thefrequencies!1 and !2 arewellaway from thecyclotron frequency,!c,

oursim ple classicalconsiderations dem onstrate that the system becom es unstable with respect to

uctuationswith frequency 1

2
(!1 + !2).Them ostfavorablecondition forthisparam etricinstability

is 1

2
(!1 + !2)’ !c.Thesaturation levelofthisinstability isalsodeterm ined bythenonparabolicity.

W ealso dem onstratethat,asan additionale�ectofnonparabolicity,thisparam etricinstability can

m anifestitselfin the dc propertiesofthe system .Thishappenswhen !1,!2 and !c are related as

3 :1 :2,respectively. Even for weak detuning between !1 and !2,the e�ect ofthe bichrom atic

irradiation on the dc response in the presence ofnonparabolicity can di�er dram atically from the

m onochrom aticcase.In particular,wedem onstratethat,beyond acriticalintensity ofthetwo�elds,

theequationsofm otion acquire m ultistable solutions.Asa result,thediagonaldc-conductivity can

assum e severalstable negative valuesatthe sam e m agnetic �eld.

PACS num bers:05.60.-k,73.43.Cd,73.50.Pz

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

The cyclotron resonance in a 2D electron gaswas� rststudied alm ost30 yearsago.1,2 These studies revealed an

oscillatory m agnetoabsorption ofm icrowave radiation with its principalpeak at ! = !c,where !c and ! are the

cyclotron and m icrowavefrequencies,respectively,and severalsubharm onicsat! = n!c due to the disorder-induced

violation ofK ohn’stheorem .

Recently,interestin the propertiesofm icrowave-driven electronsin a m agnetic � eld hasbeen revived,3 especially

afterexperim ents4,5 carried outon sam pleswith extrem elyhigh m obilities,indicated thatnearthecyclotron resonance

and itsharm onics,irradiation resultsin drasticchangesofthediagonaldcresistivity.In contrast,theHallresistivity

rem ainspractically unchanged by illum ination,and retainsitsclassicalvalue.Theexperim entalobservations4,5 were

con� rm ed in a num berofsubsequentstudies.6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14 Thisunusualbehaviorofthe weak-� eld m agnetocon-

ductivity iscurrently accounted forby an instability resulting from a sign reversalofthediagonalphotoconductivity

underirradiation.15,16,17 The developed instability resultsin dynam icalsym m etry breaking,15 i.e.,in an inhom oge-

neous state ofthe system characterized by dom ains ofcurrent  owing in opposite directions. O ngoing theoretical

studies18,19,20,21,22,23,24 concentrate on the m icroscopic description ofthe sign reversalofphotoconductivity.Closely

related physicswasalready discussed theoretically quite long ago.25,26

O bviously,acom pleteunderstandingofthefascinatingpropertiesofultraclean2D electronsystem sunderirradiation

requiresadditionalexperim entalstudies.Atthesam etim e,thenum beroffeasiblem easurem entsthatwerenotcarried

outso farislim ited.A prom ising avenueseem sto beto study theresponseto bichrom atic irradiation.M otivated by

this,in thepresentpaperwecalculatethisresponsewithin thesim plem odel27 ofa clean classical28 2D gas,in which

� Perm anentaddress
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FIG .1: D im ensionless diagonalconductivity (in units ofthe D rude value) plotted from Eq.(14) versus the dim ensionless

m agnetic�eld,de�ned by Eq.(15),forthreecases:(a)m onochrom aticirradiation with frequency ! 1 and dim ensionlessintensity

A = 14:4;(b) m onochrom atic irradiation with the sam e intensity as in (a) and frequency !2 = 5!1=3;(c) bichrom atic case:

response to sim ultaneousirradiation with two m icrowave sourceshaving thesam e intensitiesand frequenciesasin (a)and (b).

The em erging region ofnegative diagonalconductivity isshaded.Allthree plots(a)-(c)are calculated for 1

2
(!1 + !2)� = 20.

Fulland dashed linescorrespond to stable and unstable branches,respectively.

K ohn’stheorem isviolated due to nonparabolicity

"(p)=
p2

2m

�

1�
p2

2m E 0

�

; (1)

ofthe electron dispersion.Herem isthe e� ectivem ass,and E0 isan energy ofthe orderofthe bandgap.

Denoteby E1 and E2 the am plitudesoftwo linearly polarized ac � eldswith frequencies!1 and !2,respectively.In

the presenceofa dc � eld Edc,the equation ofm otion forthe electron m om entum P = px + ipy takesthe form

dP

dt
+
P

�
� i!cP +

i!c

m E 0

P jP j2 = eE dce
i� +

eE1

2

�

e
i!1t+ e

�i! 1t
�

+
eE2

2

�

e
i!2t+ e

�i! 2t
�

; (2)

where!c isthecyclotron frequency,� istherelaxation tim e,and � istheorientation oftheweak dc� eld with respect

to the � elds E1,E2,which we assum e to be parallelto each other. For a m onochrom atic ac drive,E2 = 0,it was

dem onstrated27 thatwithin a certain intervalofm agnetic� eldsnearthecyclotron resonance,Eq.(2)yieldsnegative

diagonalconductivity,�d < 0,without signi� cantchange ofthe Hallconductivity. This sign reversaloccurs when

the m obility is high,!c� � 1,and E1 is su� ciently strong. In the vicinity ofthe cyclotron resonance,�d turns

negative even when the irradiation-induced change ofthe electron m assis relatively weak. Thus,the sim ple m odel

Eq.(2)exhibitsnegativephotoconductivity withoutinvokingLandau quantization.Italsopredictsbistablehysteretic

behaviorof�d asa function ofthe detuning from the cyclotron resonanceforlargeenough !c�.

In thepresentpaper,weextendtheconsiderationofRef.27tothebichrom aticcase.Them ostconvincingillustration

that the response to irradiation with two ac-� elds cannot sim ply be reduced to the superposition ofthe responses

to each individual� eld,ispresented in Fig.1. Itisseen in Figs.1(a,b)thatthe individual� elds ofequalintensity

and frequency ratio 5 :3 are unable to reverse the sign ofthe diagonalconductivity atany m agnetic � eld. At the

sam e tim e,upon sim ultaneousirradiation by the both � elds,a dom ain ofm agnetic � eldsem erges,within which the

diagonalconductivity isnegative(see Fig.1(c)).

In addition,ourstudy revealsthe following new featuresthatarespeci� c to the bichrom aticcase:

(i)Thepresenceofthe second ac � eld on the r.h.s.ofEq.(2)givesriseto a second dom ain ofm agnetic � eld,within

which�d isnegative.Upon increasingtheintensitiesofthetwoac� elds,thetwodom ainsofnegativephotoconductivity

m ergeinto a singledom ain which broadensm uch fasterwith the ac intensity than in the m onochrom aticcase.

(ii)Form onochrom aticirradiation,�d could assum eeitheroneortwo stablevalues.By contrast,underbichrom atic

irradiation,we� nd a m ultistable regim ewithin certain dom ainsofm agnetic� eld.

(iii) In the vicinity ofthe conditions (!1 + !2) = 2!c and j!1 � !2j= 2!c,a nonparabolicity-induced param etric

instability developsin thesystem .Asa resultofthisinstability,thecom ponents(!1 + !2)=2 and j!1 � !2j=2 em erge

in addition to the conventionalfrequencies !1 and !2 ofthe m om entum oscillations. These com ponents,in turn,

upon m ixing with the com ponents!1,!2,giverise to com ponentsofP oscillating with frequencies3!1 � !2.Thus,

forbichrom atic irradiation,two high-frequency ac driving � eldscan createa low frequency currentcirculating in the

system .In particular,for!2 = 3!1 � 3!c=2 the system exhibitsa dc responseto the ac drive.
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Thepaperisorganized asfollows.Thecaseofweak detuning from thecyclotron frequency istreated analytically in

Sec.II.In thesam esection,wepresentnum ericalresultsin thislim it,which exhibitnontrivialm ultistablebehavior.

In Sec.III,we considerthe case ofstrong detuning,where we � nd a nonparabolicity-induced param etric resonance.

Concluding rem arksarepresented in Sec.IV.

II. W EA K D ET U N IN G

For m onochrom atic irradiation,the cyclotron resonance develops when the m icrowave frequency is close to the

cyclotron frequency !c.In thissection,weconsiderbichrom aticirradiation when both frequencies!1 and !2 areclose

to !c,j!1 � !cj� !c and j!2 � !cj� !c,so thatthe cyclotron resonancesdue to !1 and !2 can interfere with one

another.

A . C alculation ofdiagonalconductivity

In analogy to Ref.27,wesearch forsolutionsofEq.(2)in the form

P (t)= P0 + P
+

1 exp(i!1t)+ P
�

1 exp(� i!1t)+ P
+

2 exp(i!2t)+ P
�

2 exp(� i!2t); (3)

where P0 is a sm alldc com ponentproportionalto E dc. The com ponents P �

1 and P �

2 are nonresonantand can be

found from the sim pli� ed equations

� i(!1 + !c)P
�

1 =
eE1

2
; (4)

� i(!2 + !c)P
�

2 =
eE2

2
; (5)

whereweneglectboth relaxation and nonlinearity.However,relaxation and nonlinearity m ustbe taken into account

when calculating the resonantcom ponentsP
+

1 and P
+

2 . Substituting Eq.(3)into Eq.(2),and taking into account

thatjP �

1 j;jP
�

2 j� jP +

1 j;jP
+

2 j,wearriveata system ofcoupled equationsforthe resonantm om entum com ponents,

�

i(!1 � !c)+
1

�
+

i!c

m E 0

�
jP +

1 j
2 + 2jP +

2 j
2
�
�

P +

1 =
eE1

2
; (6)

�

i(!2 � !c)+
1

�
+

i!c

m E 0

�
2jP

+

1 j
2 + jP

+

2 j
2
�
�

P
+

2 =
eE2

2
: (7)

DespitetheinequalitiesjP +

1 j� jP �

1 jand jP
+

2 j� jP �

2 j,itiscrucialto keep thenonresonantcom ponentsP
�

1 and P �

2

when considering the dc com ponentP0.Thisyields

�

� i!c +
1

�
+

2i!c

m E 0

�
jP

+

1 j
2 + jP

+

2 j
2
�
�

P0 +
2i!c

m E 0

�
P
+

1 P
�

1 + P
+

2 P
�

2

�
P �

0 = eE dce
i�
: (8)

Due to the nonlinearity,the m icrowaveintensitiesinduce an e� ectiveshiftin the resonancefrequency !c.Thus,itis

convenientto introducee� ective detunings
1 and 
2 by


1 = !1 � !c +
!c

m E 0

�
jP +

1
j2 + 2jP +

2
j2
�
; (9)


2 = !2 � !c +
!c

m E 0

�
2jP

+

1 j
2 + jP

+

2 j
2
�
; (10)

and to presentform alsolutionsofEqs.(6)and (7)in the form

P
+

1 =
eE1�

2(1+ i
1�)
; P

+

2 =
eE2�

2(1+ i
2�)
: (11)
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Note that the detunings 
1 and 
2 them selves depend on P
+

1 and P
+

2 ,so that Eqs.(9),(10) and (11) should be

considered asa system ofnonlinearequationsforthe resonantm om entum com ponentsP +

1
and P +

2
. Assum ing that

the detunings
1 and 
2 areknown,the solution ofEq.(8)yieldsforthe dccom ponent

P0 =
eE dc

!2c�

"

(1+ i!c�)e
i� +

1

4m E 0

(
(eE1�)

2

1+ i
1�
+

(eE2�)
2

1+ i
2�

)

e
�i�

#

: (12)

The diagonalconductivity �d is proportionalto Re
�
P0e

�i�
�
. Thus,the second term in Eq.(12) gives rise to a �-

dependence ofthe nonparabolicity-induced contribution to the diagonalconductivity which isgiven by sin(2� � �).

Here,� satis� esthe equation

tan� =

1�

�
1+ 
2

2�
2
�
E21 + 
2�

�
1+ 
2

1�
2
�
E22

(1+ 
2
2�

2)E21 + (1+ 
2
1�

2)E22
: (13)

W e deduce thatthe m inim alvalue of�d isgiven by

�
m in
d =

ne2

m !2c�

(

1�
e2�2

4m E 0

"�
E21
2� + E22
1�

�2
+
�
E21 + E22

�2

(1+ 
2
1�

2)(1+ 
2
2�

2)

#1=2)

: (14)

In thefollowing,wewillbeparticularly interested in �m in
d

,sincethecondition �m in
d

< 0 issu� cientfortheform ation

ofthe zero-resistancestate.

B . N um ericalresults: M ultistability

As dem onstrated in Ref. 27,the diagonalconductivity in the m onochrom atic case shows a region ofbistability.

In the bichrom atic case understudy,there can even be m ultistable behavioraswillnow be shown.W e m easure the

frequency di� erence ofthe ac-� eldsby � = (!1 � !2)� and the m agnetic� eld by

b=

�

!c �
!1 + !2

2

�

�; (15)

which dependslinearly on the m agnetic� eld B .Upon substituting the form alsolutionsP+
1
and P +

2
ofEq.(11)into

Eqs.(9-10),these can be written asa pairofcoupled equationsforthe e� ectivedetunings
1� and 
2�


1� =
�

2
� b+ A

"
1

1+ (
1�)
2
+

2�2

1+ (
2�)
2

#

; 
2� = �
�

2
� b+ A

"
2

1+ (
1�)
2
+

�2

1+ (
2�)
2

#

; (16)

where� and A,given by

� = E2=E1; A = !c�
(eE1�)

2

4m E 0

; (17)

m easure the ratio ofthe � eld am plitudes and the ratio ofthe absolute � eld intensities to the nonparabolicity of

the electron spectrum ,respectively. Asin the m onochrom atic case,the strength ofthe � rstordercorrection to the

Drude conductivity isproportionalto the m icrowave intensity and thusA. Ata � xed m agnetic � eld b and at� xed

ac frequencies and am plitudes,this coupled system oftwo third-orderequations can yield up to nine sim ultaneous

solutions(
1�;
2�)forthe e� ective detunings.Since �
m in
d

isdirectly related to these e� ective detuningsvia

�
m in
d = �D

8
><

>:
1�

A

!c�

2

4
1

1+ (
1�)
2
+

�4

1+ (
2�)
2
+

2�2 (1+ 
1�
2�)
�

1+ (
1�)
2
� �

1+ (
2�)
2
�

3

5

1=2
9
>=

>;
; (18)

where �D = ne2=(!2c�) isthe Drude conductivity,there are thusup to nine individualbranchesof�m in
d

ata given

b.Thism ultistable behavioroccursin the vicinity ofthe resonanceand willbe studied below forthe speci� c caseof

� = 1.

W e � rstfocuson the dependence of�m in
d (b)on � . Forlarge � ,i.e. m arkedly di� erentac-frequencies,we expect

two separate regionsin b where �m in
d

deviatessigni� cantly from the Drude result. These are the regionswhere the
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FIG .2: Evolution ofthe dim ensionless (in units ofthe D rude conductivity �D ) m inim alconductivity �
m in

d as function of

m agnetic �eld b,de�ned in Eq.(15),for three di�erent values of�;(a) � = 20,(b) � = 5,(c) � = 1. The curves are

calculated forthe valuesofparam eters � = 1,A = 5 (de�ned by Eq.(17)),and ! c� = 25. The distance ofthe two dipsthat

can be clearly discerned in (a) is roughly �. W hen lowering �,the dips m ove closer together (b) and �nally m erge (c). In

addition,m ultistable regionsem erge.Asin Fig.1,unstable branchesare plotted asdashed lines.

cyclotron frequency isin resonance with one ofthe two ac frequencies,i.e. either!1 ’ !c or!2 ’ !c. Inside these

regions,thebehaviorwith respectto bisvery sim ilarto them onochrom aticcase,exceptthattheirradiation-induced

e� ectiveshiftof!c now dependson both externalfrequencies.In particular,theem ergenceofbistableregionsinside

these two separate intervals asin the m onochrom atic case is to be expected. This can be seen in Fig.2(a),where

�m in
d isshown asa function ofm agnetic � eld b forratherlarge � . Two dips in �m in

d can be clearly discerned,the

innerbranchesofwhich are unstable. Upon reducing � ,the two dipsm ove closertogetherup to a pointwhere the

frequencies!1 and !2 are so close thatthe analogy to the m onochrom atic case breaksdown and the two dipsstart

to interactto � nally from a singlem ultistabledip in thelim it� ! 0.Thisbehaviorisexem pli� ed in Figs.2(b,c).It

can be seen thatm ultiple solutionsof�m in
d (b)develop upon reducing � .

Next,we considerthe case ofnegativediagonalconductivity and study the evolution of�m in
d

with m agnetic � eld.

Asexpected,thereisathreshold intensity below which nonegativediagonalconductivity isobserved.Upon increasing

the � eld am plitudes and thus A,the negative � rst order correction to the Drude conductivity grows linearly with

A=(!c�)ascan be seen from Eq.(18). W hen this correction exceedsone,negative �m in
d isto be expected in som e

regionsofm agnetic � eld b.Fig.3 showsthe b-dependence of�m in
d

forthree speci� c valuesofA.Itcan be seen that

atlow A,no regionsin b with negative diagonalconductivity can be observed. AthigherA,two regionsin b show

negative�m in
d

-branchesasisalsoindicated by theshaded regionsin Fig.3(b).Foreven higherA,a singlelargeregion

in bshowsnegativediagonalconductivity.

To clarify theevolution oftheseregionswith increasing � eld am plitudes,weplotted theextension oftheregionsin

basa function ofA.Theresultisshown in Fig.4.Itisrem arkablethatabovethethreshold valueofA,� rsta single

region appearsthatshowsnegative �m in
d . Then,in the im m ediate vicinity ofthe threshold a second,wellseparated

-15 0 15 30
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0

0.5

1

σ d

m
in
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FIG .3:The dim ensionlessm inim aldiagonalconductivity,�m in

d
(b),de�ned by Eq.(18),isplotted forthree di�erentvaluesof

the dim ensionless intensity A ofthe two ac-�elds;(a)A = 20,(b)A = 30,(c)A = 32. The dom ains ofm agnetic �eld b with

negative �
m in

d are shaded.The dotted line indicatesthe boundary between positive and negative �
m in

d .Unstablebranchesare

dashed as in Fig.1. The curves are calculated for the values ofthe param eters � = 1,� = (! 1 � !2)� = 25 and !c� = 25.

In (b),the pointP is a point where a continuous stable and a continuousunstable branch intersect without \noticing" each

other,while the pointP
0
isa cusp which separatesa stable from an unstable branch.
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FIG .4: Evolution ofthe regions ofnegative �m in

d
with irradiation intensity,A. Shown are the bichrom atic case (left panel)

and the m onochrom atic case (rightpanel). In both cases,only the dom inant(stable)branchesare shown to avoid confusion.

The param etersare the sam e asin Fig.3.

region develops.Upon furtherincreasing A,the width ofthese regionsgrowsand,eventually,the two regionsm erge

to form a single broad region ofnegative diagonalconductivity. For com parison,we also show the m onochrom atic

casein the righthand panelofFig.4.

C . Stability ofdi�erent branches

The stability ofthe various branches of�m in
d (b) as shown by solid and dashed lines in Figs.1,2,and 3,can be

obtained from a standard stability analysis. As usual,we � nd that stable and unstable branches \m eet" atcusps,

asclearly seen atthe m inim a of�d in Figs.1 and 2.The transitionsfrom unstable to stable branchesatlargerb in

these � guresare also accom panied by cusps,although thiscan notnecessarily be discerned within the resolution of

the � gures. The num berofbranchesincreaseswith the irradiation intensity,cf.Figs.2 and 3. The rule thatstable

and unstablebranchesm eetin cuspsrem ainsvalid,although thisstatem entbecom eslesstrivial.Forexam ple,in Fig.

3(b)stable and unstable branchesintersectatpointP without\noticing each other".Accordingly,there isno cusp

atthis point. Atthe sam e tim e,there isa cusp atP 0 in Fig.3(b)where the sam e branchesswitch between stable

and unstable. Figs.2(c)and 3(c)illustrate how new branchesand m ultistability em erge with increasing irradiation

intensity. The em ergence ofnew stable and unstable branches occurs in pairs which m eet at additionalcusps. In

both � gures 2(c) and 3(c),there are regions in m agnetic � eld with three coexisting stable solutions (tristability).

Further increase ofA would lead to up to eight cusps in Fig.3(c),each ofwhich is a m eeting point ofstable and

unstable branches. Thus,the tristability situation illustrated in Fig.3(c) willevolve into a m agnetic � eld dom ain

with \four-stability".

III. ST R O N G D ET U N IN G

In thissection,we considerthe case when both frequencies!1 and !2 are tuned away from !c. Thisim pliesthat

the system (6-7)decouplesand acquiresthe obvioussolutions

P
+

1 =
eE1�

2[1+ i(!1 � !c)�]
; P

+

2 =
eE2�

2[1+ i(!2 � !c)�]
: (19)

The condition eE1,eE2 � !c(m E 0)
1=2

for decoupling follows from Eqs.(6-7),assum ing that j!1 � !cj,j!2 � !cj

� !c � 1=�. Interestingly,even under this condition,the solutions are unstable for certain relations between the

frequencies!1,!2. The m echanism forthisinstability relieson m ixing ofthe two externaldrive frequenciesby the

nonparabolicity which resultsin a m odulation ofthee� ectivecyclotron frequency.Thism odulation,in turn,can lead

to param etric resonance.

To perform thestability analysisofthesolutionsEq.(19),weintroducea sm alldeviation P ! P + �P and linearize
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Eq.(2)with respectto �P .The linearized equation (2)hasthe form

d

dt
(�P )+

 

1

�
� i!c +

2i!c

m E 0

jP j2

!

�P +
i!c

m E 0

P 2 (�P )
�
= 0: (20)

Thisequation couples�P to (�P )
�
via thenonparabolicity oftheelectron spectrum .Thecorresponding equation for

�P� reads

d

dt
(�P�)+

 

1

�
+ i!c �

2i!c

m E 0

jP j2

!

�P� �
i!c

m E 0

(P �)
2
�P = 0: (21)

Thecoupling coe� cient,P 2,asseen from Eq.(3),containstheharm onics� 2!1,� 2!2,� (!1 + !2),and � (!1 � !2).

Thissuggeststhat�P (t)also containsa num berofharm onics,nam ely,� !1,� !2,� (!1 + !2)=2,and � (!1 � !2)=2.

An instability m ight develop when one ofthese frequencies is close to !c. Thus,in the m onochrom atic case,the

instability develops only in the vicinity ofthe cyclotron resonance !1 � !c. The branches,shown with dashed

lines,in Figs.1(a,b),are unstable due to this instability. By contrast,the bichrom atic case o� ers two additional

optionsforan instability to develop,even ifthe frequencies!1,!2 are nonresonant,nam ely !c � (!1 + !2)=2 and

!c � j(!1 � !2)j=2. The considerationsofboth casesare analogousto each other. Therefore,we focuson the � rst

casebelow.

A . Param etric instability at (!1 + !2)� 2!c

Upon substituting the ansatz

�P (t)= C exp

��

� +
i(!1 + !2)

2

�

t

�

; �P (t)� = C
� exp

��

� �
i(!1 + !2)

2

�

t

�

(22)

into Eqs.(20-21)and keeping only resonantterm s,we obtain the following system ofalgebraic equationsforC and

C �

"

� +
1

�
+
i(!1 + !2 � 2!c)

2
+

2i!c

m E 0

�
jP +

1
j2 + jP +

2
j2
�
#

C = �
2i!c

m E 0

P +

1
P +

2
C
� (23)

"

� +
1

�
�
i(!1 + !2 � 2!c)

2
�

2i!c

m E 0

�
jP

+

1 j
2 + jP

+

2 j
2
�
#

C
� =

2i!c

m E 0

�
P
+

1 P
+

2

��
C: (24)

Thus,the m ostfavorablecondition forinstability isdeterm ined by the following relation between !1 and !2

!1 + !2 = 2!c

�

1�
2

m E 0

�
jP +

1 j
2 + jP +

2 j
2
�
�

� 2!c

(

1�
e2

2m E 0

"

E21

(!1 � !c)
2
+

E22

(!2 � !c)
2

#)

� 2!c

"

1�
2e2

�
E21 + E22

�

m E 0 (!1 � !2)
2

#

; (25)

whereEq.(19)hasbeen used.In thiscase,the increm ent� ism axim aland given by

�m ax = �
1

�
+

�
2!c

m E 0

�

jP
+

1 P
+

2 j� �
1

�
+

�
�
�
�

e2!cE1E2

m E 0 (!1 � !c)(!2 � !c)

�
�
�
�� �

1

�
+
e2 (!1 + !2)jE1E2j

m E 0 (!1 � !2)
2
: (26)

The param etric instability develops if�m ax is positive. It is im portant to note that the condition �m ax > 0 is

consistentwith thecondition ofstrong detuning when thesim pli� ed expressionsEq.(19)arevalid.Indeed,assum ing

j!1� !cj� j!2� !cj� !c,thetwoconditionscan bepresented as!c(m E 0)
1=2

� eE1;eE2 � ��1 (m E 0)
1=2

.Therefore,

for!c� � 1,there existsan intervalofthe am plitudesofthe ac � eldswithin which both conditionsare m et. Note

also,thatparam etricresonancedoesnotdevelop exactly at!c = (!1+ !2)=2,i.e.atb= 0 (in dim ensionlessunits,see

Eq.(15)).In fact,from Eqs.(25)and (26)itcan be concluded that�m ax > 0 correspondsto b>� 1.In experim ental

situations,when !1 and !2 are � xed,Eq.(25)can also be viewed asan expression forthe m agnetic � eld !c = !optc ,
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atwhich the param etricinstability ism ostpronounced.The intervalof!c around !
opt
c ,within which the increm ent

ispositive can be found from the dependence � (!c)

� (!c)= �
1

�
+

s
�

�m ax +
1

�

� 2

�

�

!c � !
opt
c

�2
� �

1

�
+

v
u
u
t

"

e2 (!1 + !2)jE1E2j

m E 0 (!1 � !2)
2

#2

�

�

!c � !
opt
c

�2
: (27)

Upon setting � (!c)= 0 in the l.h.s.ofEq.(27),we� nd thewidth ofthe intervalto be

j!c � !
opt
c j�

8
<

:

"
e2!cjE1E2j

2m E 0 (!1 � !c)
2

#2

�
1

�2

9
=

;

1=2

�

8
<

:

"
e2 (!1 + !2)jE1E2j

m E 0 (!1 � !2)
2

#2

�
1

�2

9
=

;

1=2

: (28)

Itisinstructiveto reform ulatethecondition fortheparam etricinstability in a di� erentway.Assum eforsim plicity

that E1 = E2. Then the com bination e2jE1E2j=2m E 0(!1 � !c)
2 is equalto �m =m , where �m =m is the relative

correction to the electron e� ective m assdue to irradiation.27 From Eq.(26)itfollowsthatthe condition �m ax > 0

can be presented as(!c�)(�m =m )> 1. W ith !c� � 1 thiscondition can be satis� ed even for�m � m . Note,that

in the case ofweak detuning,the sam e condition isrequired forthe dc conductivity to assum e negative valuesnear

the cyclotron resonance.

Sum m arizing,we arrive atthe following scenario. In the case ofstrong detuning,there isno m utualin uence of

the responses to the ac � elds E1 and E2 as long as they are weak. However,as the product jE1E2jincreases and

reachesa criticalvaluejE1E2jc,thethreshold,�m ax = 0,where�m ax isgiven by Eq.(26),isexceeded atthem agnetic

� eld !c = !optc determ ined by Eq.(25). Above the threshold, uctuationswith frequenciesclose to (!1 + !2)=2 are

am pli� ed.Thise� ectofparam etricinstability issolely due to nonparabolicity.Then the naturalquestion arises:At

whatleveldoesthecom ponentofm om entum with frequency (!1 + !2)=2 saturateabovethreshold? Thisquestion is

addressed in the nextsubsection.

B . Param etric instability at j!1 � !2j� 2!c

W enow brie y discussparam etricinstability atweak m agnetic� eld,!c � j(!1 � !2)=2j.Assum eforconcreteness,

that!1 > !2.In thiscase,the optim alm agnetic� eld,~!
opt
c ,islowerand reads

!1 � !2 � 2~!optc

(

1�
e2

2m E 0

"

E21
�
!1 � ~!

opt
c

�2 +
E22

�
!2 � ~!

opt
c

�2

#)

� 2~!optc

(

1�
2e2

m E 0

"

E21

(!1 + !2)
2
+

E22

(3!2 � !1)
2

#)

:

(29)

At!c = ~!optc ,the threshold condition forparam etricinstability,analogousto Eq.(26),hasthe form

~�m ax � �
1

�
+

e2 (!1 � !2)jE1E2j

m E 0 (!1 + !2)j3!2 � !1j
> 0: (30)

There is no realdivergence in Eqs.(29),(30)in the lim it !1 ! 3!2,since these are derived under the assum ption

thatthe di� erencej3!2 � !1jis>� 1=�.

C . Saturation ofparam etric resonance

Asthethreshold forparam etricresonanceisexceeded,theharm onicswith frequency (!1 + !2)=2 can no longerbe

considered asa perturbation,butratherhave to be included into the equation ofm otion. In otherwords,we m ust

search fora solution ofEq.(2)in the form

P = P
+

1 exp(i!1t)+ P
+

2 exp(i!2t)+ P3(t)exp

�

i

�
!1 + !2

2

�

t

�

; (31)

where P3(t)isa slowly varying function oftim e. Upon substituting thisform into Eq.(2),we obtain the following

coupled equationsforP3(t)and P
�

3(t)

dP3

dt
+

"

1

�
+
i(!1 + !2 � 2!c)

2
+

i!c

m E 0

�
2jP +

1
j2 + 2jP +

2
j2 + jP3j

2
�
#

P3 = �
2i!c

m E 0

P +

1
P +

2
P �

3; (32)
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dP �

3

dt
+

"

1

�
�
i(!1 + !2 � 2!c)

2
�

i!c

m E 0

�
2jP +

1 j
2 + 2jP +

2 j
2 + jP3j

2
�
#

P �

3 =
2i!c

m E 0

�
P +

1 P
+

2

��
P3: (33)

Saturated param etricinstability isdescribed by settingdP3=dt= 0and dP �

3=dt= 0in Eqs.(32)and (33),respectively.

The resultforP3 hasthe sim plestform forthe optim alm agnetic� eld !c = !optc

jP3j(!
opt
c )=

"

jP +

1 P
+

2 j
2 �

4m 2E 2
0

(!1 + !2)
2
�2

#1=4

: (34)

From Eq.(34) we conclude that,in the vicinity ofthe threshold,jP3jincreases as

�

jE1E2j� jE1E2jc

�1=4
/ �

1=4
m ax.

W ellabovethe threshold itapproachesthe value

q

jP
+

1 P
+

2 j.From hereweconclude that,even upon saturation,the

m agnitude ofthe nonparabolicity-induced harm onics with frequency (!1 + !2)=2 does not have a \back" e� ect on

the m agnitudesEq.(19)ofthe responsesto the ac � elds.

Form agnetic� eldsin the vicinity of!optc the saturation value,jP3j(!c),isgiven by

jP3j(!c)=

( "

jP +

1
P +

2
j2 �

4m 2E 2
0

(!1 + !2)
2
�2

#1=2

�
2m E 0j!c � !optc j

(!1 + !2)

) 1=2

’

�

jP3j
2(!optc )�

2m E 0j!c � !optc j

(!1 + !2)

�1=2

: (35)

In contrastto jP3j(!
opt
c ),the threshold behavior ofjP3j(!c) is slower,nam ely jP3j(!c)/

�

jE1E2j� jE1E2jc

�1=2
. In

principle,one hasto verify thatthe solutionsEqs.(34),(35),thatdescribe the saturated param etric resonance,are

stable.Thiscan be done with the use ofthe system Eqs.(32),(33),by perturbing itaround the saturated solution.

The outcom eofthisconsideration isthatthe corresponding perturbationsdo indeed decay.

D . Im plications for dc transport

Aswedem onstrated in theprevioussubsection,theparam etricinstability thatdevelopsin thecaseoftwo ac� elds

above a certain threshold,resultsin the com ponentofthe m om entum ,P3 exp[i(!1 + !2)t=2],which wellabove the

threshold hasthe m agnitude jP3j�
p
jP1jjP2j. The im portantconsequence ofthe developed param etric resonance

is,thatthe com ponentP3 givesrise to new harm onicsin the term / jP j2P in the equation ofm otion Eq.(2). O f

particularinterestarethe P3-induced term s

�
P 2
1P

�

3 + P1P
�

2P3

�
exp

�

i
3!1 � !2

2
t

�

: (36)

It is easy to see that,under the condition !2 � 3!1,these term s act as an e� ective dc � eld,and thus generate

low-frequency circular currenteven withoutdc drive. Ifthe relation between the frequenciesisprecisely 1 :3,then

them agnetic� eld,atwhich thedeveloped param etricinstability would giveriseto a quasistationary circularcurrent

distribution,can be determ ined from Eq.(25)

!c ’ 2!1

"

1+
2e2

�
E21 + E22

�

m E 0 (!1 � !2)
2

#

: (37)

If the ratio !2=!1 is close, but not exactly 1 : 3, there is stilla certain allowance,determ ined by Eq.(28) for

the form ation ofthe quasistationary current. The above e� ect ofspontaneous form ation ofdc-like currents under

irradiation isdistinctively di� erentfrom the form ation ofcurrentdom ainswhen �d turnsnegativeunderirradiation.

Firstly,the e� ectisspeci� c to bichrom atic irradiation.Secondly,itrequiresratherstrictcom m ensurability between

the two frequencies,and � nally,itdevelopswithin a very narrow intervalaround a certain m agnetic� eld.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

In thepresentpaperwehaveconsidered theproblem ofsingleelectron m otion in a m agnetic� eld underirradiation

by twom onochrom atic� elds.W hen thefrequencies!1 and !2 di� eronly slightly,j!1� !2j� 1=�,thee� ectofaweak
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nonparabolicity oftheelectron spectrum on thediagonalconductivity isqualitatively thesam eform onochrom atic27

and bichrom atic irradiation. The prim e qualitative e� ectwhich distinguishesthe bichrom atic case isthe em ergence

ofa param etric resonance at m agnetic � elds !c = (!1 + !2)=2 and !c = j!1 � !2j=2 when the detuning is strong

(ofthe orderofthe cyclotron frequency). It is instructive to com pare this e� ect with the param etric resonance of

electronsin a m agnetic� eld dueto a weak tim em odulation ofthe� eld am plitude.29,30,31 Thelattere� ect,considered

m orethan 20 yearsago,hasa transparentexplanation.Them odulation ofthem agnitudeofa dc� eld with frequency

2!c translates into a corresponding m odulation ofthe cyclotron frequency,so that the equation ofm otion ofthe

electron reduces to that for a harm onic oscillator with a weakly tim e-m odulated eigenfrequency. The solution of

this equation is unstable,ifthe m odulation frequency is close to 2!c. As a naturalstabilizing m echanism ofthe

param etricresonance,the authorsofRef.29 considered the nonparabolicity Eq.(1)ofthe electron dispersion.Fora

characteristicm agnetic � eld ofB = 0:1 T,the cyclotron frequency is!c = 3:6� 1011 Hz,i.e.in the m icrowaverange

so thatconventionalm odulation ofB with a frequency 2!c istechnically im possible.To bypassthisobstacle,itwas

proposed in Ref.31 to use m icrowave illum ination with frequency 2!c to create a param etric resonance. The idea

wasthatthem agnetic �eld com ponentofthe pum ping electrom agneticwavewould providethe necessary oscillatory

correction to the externaldc m agnetic � eld. In the presentpaper,we have dem onstrated thattwo nonresonantac

sourcescan enforce a param etric resonance ofthe type considered in Refs.29,30,31 withoutany tim e m odulation of

the dc m agnetic � eld.Rem arkably,thisbichrom atic-radiation-induced cyclotron resonanceem ergesdue to the sam e

nonparabolicity Eq.(1)thatplayed the role ofa stabilizing factorin Refs.29,30,31. Roughly,the tim e m odulation

of!c in thedc � eld required in Refs.29,30,31 forparam etricresonanceem ergesfrom the\beatings" oftheresponses

to the two ac signals. The nonparabolicity transform sthese beatingsinto a m odulation ofthe cyclotron frequency.

Although the increm ent,� ,forparam etricresonance,induced by bichrom aticm icrowaveirradiation,isproportional

to the productE1E2 ofthe am plitudes ofthe two sources,while in Ref.31 itwasproportionalto the �rstpower of

the m agnetic com ponentofthe ac � eld,the \bichrom atic" increm entis m uch bigger. As dem onstrated above,the

bichrom atic increm entis� � !c
�
m c2=E 0

� �
E1E2=B

2
�
,which should be com pared to the increm ent� � !c(E=B )of

Ref.31.The ratio containsa sm allfactor(E=B )which iso� setby the hugefactor
�
m c2=E 0

�
.
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