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W e present a viewpoint ofthe transport process in quantum cascade laser structures in which

spatialtransport of charge through the structure is a property of coherent quantum -m echanical

wavefunctions.In contrast,scattering processesredistributeparticlesin energy and m om entum but

do notdirectly cause spatialm otion ofcharge.

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

Unipolarquantum cascade(Q C)laserdevices1 arein-

traband sem iconductor devices in which the transport

processes and optical(intersubband) transitions which

giverisetothelasingoperation occuronly in theconduc-

tion band ofthe sem iconductorstructure.Thism arksa

departurefrom previousinterband sem iconductorlasers.

Sincethe�rstrealization ofa Q C laser,therehasbeen a

proliferation ofQ C laser designs.2 Q C laser structures

are com posed of a com plicated sequence of sem icon-

ductor layers with di�erent m aterialcom positions and

thicknesses. Thissequence isrepeated tensorhundreds

of tim es giving rise to a periodic structure in the de-

vice. Considering the com plicated layer com position of

thesedevices,thenatureofthechargetransportprocess

through thesestructuresisnotim m ediately apparent.

The original concept by K azarinov and Suris3 was

based on coherenttunneling between neighboring wells.

Itwassoon realized howeverthatscattering playsa cru-

cialrole in establishing the nonequilibrium carrier dis-

tribution,in particularforthedepopulation ofthelower

laserlevel.Thusalm ostallsim ulationsoftransport4,5,6,7

in Q C structuresassum ea sem iclassicalm odel,in which

the transport occurs through scattering transitions be-

tween energy eigenstates (W annier-Stark hopping8). In

such an approach only diagonal elem ents of the den-

sity m atrix (populationsordistribution functions)in the

W annier-Stark basis are used,and o�diagonalelem ents

are neglected (hence, the term sem iclassical). Ref. 5

brie
y considered a m ore fully quantum -m echanicalex-

tension to this sem iclassicalapproach by also including

o�diagonalelem ents (coherences) ofthe density m atrix

in the calculation.Thisstudy concluded thatquantum -

m echanicalcoherenceswereoflim ited im portanceto the

transportproperties.However,coherente�ectswereob-

served experim entally forthe electron transferfrom the

injector to the upper laser level in Q C structures.9,10

Theim portanceofcoherente�ectshasalsorecently been

stressed by Ref.11,whereasim pli�ed calculation schem e

isproposed.

The concept that scattering transitions propel the

current through heterostructure system s con
icts with

the standard description oftransportin bulk structures,

where com plex Bloch functions carry the current,while

scattering redistributesthe carriersin m om entum space

but does not change their spatialpositions.12 W e will

show that a sim ilar description also holds in quantum

cascade laserswhere the currentiscarried by quantum -

m echanicalwavepackets,and thescattering only actslo-

cally redistributing carriersin energy orm om entum .

II. T H E M O D EL

Thequantum -m echanicaltransporttheory weusehere

is based on nonequilibrium G reen’s functions which al-

low for a consistent com bination ofscattering and co-

herent evolution. Q uantum -m echanicalcoherences are

represented by o�diagonalelem ents ofthe G < (E ) cor-

relation function,which isrelated to the density m atrix

��k;�k =
R

dE G <

��;k
(E )=2�i. The theory is form ulated

with basis states 	 �k(r;z) = (eik�r=
p
A ) �(z). Here

 �(z) is the envelope function in the growth direction

z. The wavevector k and the spatialcoordinate r are

two-dim ensionalvectorsin theplaneofeach sem iconduc-

tor layer (with norm alization area A ),taking fully into

accountthethree-dim ensionalnatureofthe structure.

W e divide the totalHam iltonian as Ĥ = Ĥ o + Ĥ scatt.

ThefreeHam iltonian Ĥ o containsthekineticenergy and

applied voltage,together with the electron-electron in-

teraction in am ean �eld approxim ation.Itisdiagonalin

k,while Ĥ scatt describesscattering interactionsk ! k0.

Here we explicitly take into account acoustic phonon

and longitudinalopticalphonon,im purity,and interface

roughnessscattering processes. Ĥ scatt istreated pertur-

bativelyusingself-energiesin theself-consistentBorn ap-

proxim ation. For exam ple,for im purity scattering,the

self-energy hasthe form

�
< ;im p

�� 0;k
(E )=

X

��0;q

hV
im p

��
(q)V

im p

�0� 0(� q)iG
<

��0;k�q
(E ) (1)

where V im p represents the im purity scattering

potential.25 In the following, we consider both the

com plete form ofEq.(1)with nondiagonalself-energies

(ND),as wellas approxim ations sum m arized in Table

I. In each case,the system ofequationsforthe G reen’s

functions and self-energies is solved self-consistently,

which is an extensive num erical task.26 This results

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0507410v3
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hV�� V�� i hV�� V��i hV�� V��i hV�� V� 0� 0i

D G � � � �

ND � � � �

ND L � � � �

TABLE I:Scattering potentialm atrix elem ents included in

di�erentself-energy m odels.� (� )indicatesscattering poten-

tialm atrix elem entsincluded (excluded)from theself-energy.

The scattering potentialV m ay representim purity,interface

roughness,orphonon scattering.Theanglebracketsrepresent

an averaging overtheim purity distribution forim purity scat-

tering,the distribution ofthickness
uctuationsforinterface

roughnessscattering,and phonon m odesforphonon scatter-

ing.D G indicatesdiagonalself-energies,whileND represents

nondiagonalself-energies.ND L restrictsthescatteringm atrix

elem entsto localterm sV�� forND .

in the determ ination of the full correlation function

G <

��;k
(E ), which describes the nonequilibrium state of

the device.

Currentdensitiesarede�ned asJ = Jo + Jscatt with

Jo =
ieh[Ĥ o;̂z]i

V~
=

2e

~V

X

��;k

Z
dE

2�
[Ĥ o;̂z]�� G

<

��;k(E )

(2)

and Jscatt = ieh[Ĥ scatt;̂z]i=V~. e < 0 is the electron

charge and V is the sam ple volum e. In Ref.13 it was

shown that Jscatt provides the hopping current due to

scattering transitionsbetween the statesifone restricts

to diagonalG reen functions and self-energies,i.e. ne-

glects coherences between the states. Thus this part

wasreferred to asscattering current,re
ecting the(m is-

)conception thatcurrent
ow occursby a com bination of

both coherent evolution (Jo) and relocation by scatter-

ing transitions.In the following we willshow thatJscatt
vanishes ifcoherences are properly taken into account,

while the entirecurrentiscarried by Jo.

Basis states:Thebasisfunctions �(z)can bechosen

in di�erent ways. In theory,the choice ofbasis states

should not a�ect the physicalresults. In practice,this

choice can in
uence the physicaldescription in several

ways:i)approxim ationsarealwaysnecessary to perform

the theoreticalcalculation orto facilitate the num erical

com putation,and theinterplay between thechosen basis

and the approxim ationsm ay im prove or reduce the va-

lidity oftheapproxim ationsand hencea�ectthephysical

result,ii)di�erentchoicesofbasisstatescan revealdif-

ferentphysicalaspectsofthe problem . Forinstance,as

weshow in thispaper,working with position eigenstates

castslighton spatialaspectsofthe problem .

In our earlier work,13 spatially-localized W annier

stateswere used asan orthonorm alsetof �(z),which

can be constructed forthe in�nitely extended Q C struc-

ture in a straightforward m anner and generate a well-

de�ned periodic Ham iltonian. A second type ofstates

are the W annier-Stark states,which are the eigenstates

ofĤ o.They can be easily obtained by diagonalizing Ĥ o

in the basis ofW annier states. (This procedure avoids

the com m on use ofan arti�cialspatialcon�nem ent.) A

third type ofstates constitutes the position eigenstate

basis,using the eigenfunctions ofthe position operator

ẑ. Again we start with the W annier basis,diagonalize

ẑ,and transform Ĥ o into the new basis.In allbaseswe

evaluate the scattering m atrix elem ents directly for the

respectivebasisfunctions.

Structures: The data presented below was obtained

usingtwotypicalexam ples:(A)am idinfrared Q C laser14

and (B)a THzQ C laser.15 In thecalculation werestrict

the num ber of basis functions to 9 (5) per period for

structuresA (B).

III. VA N ISH IN G O F Jscatt

In Ref.13, we neglected the o�diagonalelem ents of

the self-energies,i.e.,only term s with � = �0 and � =

�0 (diagonalself-energy,DG in Table I) were included

in Eq.(1). In this restricted theory,we found Jo and

Jscatt to be sim ilarin m agnitude.In contrast,using the

m ore rigorous and com plete form ulation of the theory

reported here,where allself-energy term s are included

(nondiagonalself-energies,ND),we �nd thatJscatt � 0.

Thisresultisbasisinvariantifthecom pletenondiagonal

self-energies(ND)areused,aswechecked thisexplicitly

(num erically)forallthreetypesofbasissets.Hence the

totalcurrentdensity isgiven by Jo.

Thesam eresulthasrecently been analytically dem on-

strated by Lakeand Pandey:16 In theposition eigenstate

basis,where the m atrix z�� is diagonal,the expression

(16)forJscatt ofRef.13 becom es

Jscatt =
2e

~V

X

k

Z
dE

2�

X

��

z��

�

G
<

��;k
�
adv
��;k

+ G
ret
��;k�

<

��;k � �<

��;kG
adv
��;k � �ret

��;kG
<

��;k

�

Now the term in bracketscorrespondsto the right-hand

side ofthe continuity equation as given in Eq.(57) of

Ref.17, which has to vanish. See also Section 2.4 of

Ref.18.

A second line ofargum ent runs as follows: For m i-

croscopic scattering potentials which only depend on r̂

(but not on m om entum p̂), the com m utator [Ĥ scatt;̂z]

vanishes and hence Jscatt = 0 by its de�nition. Thus

Jscatt = 0 holdsfora widerclassofscattering processes,

including electron-electron scattering,than studied nu-

m erically here. These analytic argum ents dem onstrate

thatthepreviousobservation ofa �nite Jscatt in Ref.13

isan unphysicalresultcaused by theDG -approxim ation

in the self-energiesfora nonlocalbasisofW annierfunc-

tions.
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FIG .2: Current-voltage characteristic in position eigenstate

basis with self-energy m odels ND and ND L.W e display J0;

Jscatt � 0 in both cases.

IV . SPA T IA LLY -LO C A L SC A T T ER IN G IN Jo

Although Jscatt vanishesthisdoesnotim ply thatscat-

tering processes are absent from the transport process.

These processesdo notappearexplicitly in Eq.(2)but

they act im plicitly in determ ining G < (E ), and hence

in driving the current Jo. W e now investigate the role

played by scattering processesin determ ining Jo.In par-

ticular,we seek to establish ifeach scattering eventre-

sultsin aspatialdisplacem entofcharge,orifascattering

processactslocally resultingin energy redistribution but

with no accom panying spatialtransport.

This issue can be conveniently addressed within the

basisofposition eigenstates.In contrastto the W annier

wavefunctions [Fig.1(a)],these position eigenfunctions

are localized to within a single welllayer in the struc-

ture [see Fig.1(b)]and the scattering potentialm atrix

elem entsh�jV j�iaresigni�cantly sm allerfor� 6= � than

for � = �. W e therefore com pare the e�ect ofexclud-

ing orincluding certain scattering potentialterm sin the

self-energies,seeTable I.

Fig.2 shows that JN D Lo and JN Do are alm ost identi-

calfor both sam ples. This indicates that the potential

term shV�� V�� iand hV�� V��iconstitute the m ain con-

tribution to the self-energies in the calculation ofJN Do ,

ourm ostrigorousform ulation ofthecurrent.Thesescat-

tering term s involve only purely local(in space)transi-

tions,asV�� representsa transition m atrix elem entbe-

tween stateswith thesam eenvelopefunction  �(z),i.e.,

localized to the sam e well. This im plies that the scat-

tering processes actonly locally in space. They do not

causespatialdisplacem entofcharge,butactonly to re-

distribute m om entum k and energy.

A key point ofour argum ent was the use ofthe po-

sition eigenstate basiswhich enabled usto dem onstrate

thatthe dom inantscattering processesin Jo actlocally

and therefore do notcontribute to the spatialtransport

ofchargeby Jo.Thisresultisnotevidentifwe work in

anotherbasis,e.g.,W annierorW annier-Stark,wherethe

wavefunctionsare far m ore delocalized and o�-diagonal

m atrix elem ents V�� play a signi�cant role. Neverthe-

less,physicalm echanism s,such as the nature oftrans-

port, m ust be basis invariant. Indeed, as long as the

fullself-energies are taken into account,the expression

for the currents J0 and Jscatt are invariant under basis

transform ations.Thisdem onstratesthatthesam eresult

isrecovered even in thecaseofa delocalized basis,where

the interplay ofalltypes ofm atrix elem ents in Table I

reproducesthe locality ofscattering transitions.In con-

trast,theneglectofcertain m atrix elem entcom binations

(such astheDG -approxim ation)generatesspuriousnon-

localscattering transition in a delocalized basis.

V . T R A N SP O R T O F Jo B Y C O H ER EN T W AV E

FU N C T IO N S

As we have just seen,the scattering processes which

contribute to Jo have a purely locale�ect which does

notspatially displace carriers. Hence,we conclude that

thetransportofchargeby Jo through thestructurem ust

ariseasaproperty ofthequantum -m echanicalwavefunc-

tion.W ecan obtain a m oreconcretevisualization ofthis

transportm echanism byresolvingJo in energyand space:

Jo(E ;z)=
e

�A

X

��;k

Re

�

� ~

m (z)
 
�

�(z)
@ �(z)

@z
G
<

��;k(E )

�

:

(3)

The lower panel of Fig. 3 show that the current

Jo(E ;z)
owsatdi�erentenergiesin di�erentspatialre-

gions ofthe structures. To satisfy the equation ofcon-

tinuity,scattering interactionsenable energy transitions

which occurlocally asdiscussed above(an exam pleisde-

picted by theverticalarrow in the�gure).Thus,scatter-

inggivesrisetoaredistribution ofelectronsin energybut

doesnotcauseaspatialdisplacem entorspatialtransport

ofcharge.27

Fig.4 shows the corresponding result for sam ple A.

Herethecurrentdensity isrestricted to a narrow energy

range while crossing the thick barrier (around z = � 2

nm ) between the injector and the active region, thus

providing the desired selectivefeeding oftheupperlaser

level. Thisdem onstrateshow this representation allows

for a detailed insight into the m icroscopic operation of

the device.
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FIG .3: (Color online.) Lower panel: Spatially and energeti-

cally resolved currentfrom Eq.(3) for sam ple B.The wave-

functions depict som e quasi-levels, which are eigenstates of

Ĥ o atk = 0 renorm alized by thescattering interactions.Up-

perpanels:Probability density j�nk(z)j
2
(black line)and cur-

rent/ Ref� i�
�

nk�
0

nk(z)=m (z)g (dashed line)forthecom plex

wavefunctions�nk(z)fork = 0.n correspondsto thelargest

eigenvaluefn0(E )fortherespectivevaluesofE .These ener-

giesarechosen aslocalm axim a E m ax offn0(E )with FW HM

�E (� 1 m eV)and therespectiveoccupationshavebeen ap-

proxim ated by (�=2)fn0(E m ax)�E .

FIG .4: (Color online.) Spatially and energetically resolved

current from Eq.(3) for sam ple A.The quasi-levels,which

areeigenstatesofĤ o atk = 0 renorm alized by thescattering

interactionsare shown fortheupperand lowerlaserstatefor

com parison.

An especially intuitive form of Eq. (3) can be ob-

tained by transform ing into an (energy-dependent)basis

ofeigenstatesofthe herm itian m atrix � i=(2�)G <

��;k
(E )

which has realeigenvalues fnk(E ). W hile fnk(E ) ex-

hibits sharp peaksin energy,the eigenstates�nk(z)ex-

hibit only a weak energy dependence (not shown for

brevity).Then we�nd

Jo(E ;z)=
2e

A

X

nk

fnk(E )Re

�

�
�

nk(z)
(� i~)

m (z)

@�nk(z)

@z

�

:

(4)

Thus,theenergy-resolvedcurrentiscarriedbywavefunc-

tions�nk(z)with occupation densitiesfnk(E )(thefactor

2isduetospin).ThisisanalogoustotheBloch functions

and their occupation in standard bulk transport. The

upperpanelsofFig.3 show thatthese currentcarrying

states �nk(z) extend over a range ofone period. This

length scalegivesa m easureofthecoherencelength,i.e.,

thedistanceoverwhich chargeistransported by a single

coherentwavepacket.Thepeaksin density j�nk(z)j
2 are

localized in thewellsaschargetendstoaccum ulatein the

low-potentialregions. The currentscarried by the wave

functions �nk(z) are m ore evenly distributed which re-


ectstheability ofthewavepacketsto transportcharge

acrossthestructure.Notethenonvanishingdivergenceof

currentdensity which re
ects the localbalance ofscat-

tering processes. Thus, these com plex wave functions

�nk(z)can beviewed asgeneralized statesfora nonequi-

librium system ,where the drive by bias and scattering

processescom pensate.

The currents associated with these wavepackets can

di�ersigni�cantly:The state at-29.2 m eV (correspond-

ing to theupperlaserlevel)hasonly asm allcurrent,but

a high occupation. In contrast,the state atE = � 41:3

m eV (lowerlaserlevel)exhibits a strong currentto the

right,e�ectively m oving electrons away from the lasing

transition which occurs vertically between these states.

Therearealso statesexhibiting localcurrent
ow to the

left,e.g.,at � 22:4 m eV.Such considerations m ay pro-

vide new tools for the optim ization and design ofnew

laserstructures.

The com plex states �nk(z) are of particular im por-

tance atlevelcrossings. This isdem onstrated in Fig.5

for a sim ple superlattice at the resonance between the

ground stateand the�rstexcited stateoftheneighboring

well. Fig.5(a)depicts the W annier-Stark states,which

are spread over both wells. The �rst two eigenvalues

fn0(E )(fork = 0)exhibita clearpeak atthe levelen-

ergies[seeFig.5(b)]and the corresponding states,carry

particles to the right[state 1,Fig.5(c)]and to the left

[state2,Fig.5(d)].However,theoccupation ofthestate

1 isabouttwo ordersofm agnitudelargerthusproviding

a strong current
ux overthe barrier.

O ur viewpoint of current-carrying coherent wave-

functions di�ers essentially from the conception that

scattering transitionspropelthecurrent.Thism anifests

itselfin two ways:(i)In a scattering transition picture,
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FIG . 5: States for the superlattice of Ref. 19. (a) D ou-

blet of W annier-Stark states. (b) Eigenvalues fnk(E ) of

� i=(2�)G
<

��;k
(E )for k = 0. (c,d)Corresponding eigenfunc-

tions �nk(z)atE = � 7m eV for the two largest eigenvalues,

f1k and f2k,respectively.

the currentwould stop im m ediately once the scattering

processesstop (H scatt drops to zero). However,the oc-

cupation ofcurrent-carryingwave-functionsonly changes

on thescaleofthescattering tim e,thusthecurrent
ow

willcontinue on thistim e scale. (ii)The currentissen-

sitiveto quantum m echanicalphases.E.g.,phase conju-

gation would reversethedirection ofJo,whilescattering

rateswould be una�ected.

V I. R ELA T IO N T O W A N N IER -STA R K

H O P P IN G M O D EL

In the W annier-Stark hopping m odel, the current is

carried by scattering transitionsbetween W annier-Stark

statesand dependsonly on scattering ratesand thepop-

ulationsofthese states.Thecoherences,i.e.,o�diagonal

elem ents��k;�k (diagonalin k in contrastto scattering

transition am plitudes��k;�k 0)ofthedensity m atrix,play

norolein thism odeland areneglected.Therearetwope-

culiaritiesin thispicture:(i)TheW annier-Starkhopping

picture oftransport through scattering transitions and

our picture oftransport by coherent wavepackets each

provide the entire currentand yeto�ersuch con
icting

views ofthe transport m echanism . (ii) Ifwe exam ine

Eq.(2)expressed in theW annier-Stark basis,weseethat

a diagonaldensity m atrix resultsin zero totalcurrent.28

Thus, coherences are centralto the transport process,

even in the W annier-Stark basis,see also Ref.20. This

con
icts with the com m on W annier-Stark hopping pic-

ture.How do wereconcilethesecontradictions? Thean-

sweristhattheW annier-Stark hopping m odelisderived

from Eq.(2)byexpressing,in alow-orderapproxim ation,

the o�diagonalelem ents ofthe density m atrix in term s

ofthe diagonalelem ents.21,22,23 Underconditionswhere

such an approxim ation is applicable the W annier-Stark

hopping m odelgivesthe sam e resultsasa fullquantum

transportm odel(see,e.g.,Ref.23 forsuperlattices),but

it should be rem em bered that the W annier-Stark hop-

ping m odelusespopulationswhich are in actualfactan

approxim ation forthe coherences.

Following the concepts of standard quantum optics,

oneistem pted to assum ethatcoherencesarecreated by

the electric �eld and destroyed by scattering. However,

the opposite istrue in the quantum treatm entoftrans-

portwithin thebasisofW annier-Stark states,which are

eigenstates of Ĥ o including the electrostatic potential.

Here coherencesare induced by the scattering processes

via the non-diagonalself-energies,which arecrucialin a

consistentquantum treatm ent.

V II. SU M M A R Y

W e have shown that the entire current through

Q C structures is carried only by com plex, quantum -

m echanicalwavefunctions as shown,e.g.,in the upper

panelofFig.3. This conclusion follows from two m ain

results:(i)The scattering currentJscatt vanishes,which

directly followsfrom [Ĥ scatt;̂z]= 0,ifthe scattering po-

tentialscoupletothespatialcoordinateofelectron states.

(ii) In the position basis, only the diagonalscattering

m atrix elem ents V�� are signi�cant in determ ining the

current Jo,and hence the entire current. Such m atrix

elem entsdo notinducespatialtranslation oftheelectron

statewithin thescatteringtransition.Thus,theprincipal

scatteringeventswhich transferm om entum and/ordissi-

pateenergy in thetransportprocessin quantum cascade

structuresoccuronly through spatially-localtransitions

which do notgiveriseto propagation ofcharge.

Thelocalityofscatteringtransitionscontrastswith the

sim plepictureofelectronshoppingbetween energyeigen-

states due to scattering events,which is a com m on de-

scription in heterostructuresystem s.O n theotherhand,

ourpointofview isanalogousto bulk transport,where

the scattering term in Boltzm ann’s equation is localin

space,and the entirecurrentiscarried by Bloch states.
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