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W e present a viewpoint of the trangport process in quantum cascade laser structures in which
spatial transport of charge through the structure is a property of coherent quantum -m echanical
wavefunctions. In contrast, scattering processes redistribute particles in energy and m om entum but

do not directly cause spatialm otion of charge.

I. NTRODUCTION

Unipolar quantum cascade QC) laser devjoesb.' are in—
traband sem iconductor devices In which the transport
processes and optical (ntersubband) transitions which
give rise to the lasing operation occur only in the conduc—
tion band of the sam iconductor structure. Thism arks a
departure from previous Interband sem iconductor lasers.
Since the st realization ofa Q C laser, there hasbeen a
proliferation of Q C laser designsf QC laser structures
are com posed of a com plicated sequence of sem icon-—
ductor layers with di erent m aterial com positions and
thicknesses. T his sequence is repeated tens or hundreds
of tim es giving rise to a periodic structure in the de-
vice. Considering the com plicated layer com position of
these devices, the nature of the charge transport process
through these structures is not inm ediately apparent.

The original concept by K azarinov and Suridd was
based on coherent tunneling betw een neighboring wells.
Tt was soon realized how ever that scattering plays a cru—
cial role In establishing the nonequilbrium carrier dis—
tribution, in particular for the depopulation ofthe Jower
laser level. Thus alm ost all sin ulations of transport 2!
in Q C structures assum e a sam iclassicalm odel, in which
the transport occurs through scattering transitiops be—
tween energy eigenstates W annierStark hopping®). In
such an approach only diagonal elem ents of the den—
sity m atrix (populations or distrdbution fiinctions) in the
W annierStark basis are used, and o diagonal elem ents
are neglected (hence, the tem sem iclassical). Ref. :_E'.
brie v considered a m ore fully quantum -m echanical ex—
tension to this sam iclassical approach by also including
o diagonal elem ents (coherences) of the density m atrix
In the calculation. This study conclided that quantum —
m echanical coherences w ere of lim ited In portance to the
transport properties. H ow ever, coherent e ects were ob—
served experin entally for the electron transfer from the
nfctor to the upper laser kvel in QC structures£td
T he in portance of coherent e ects has also recently been
stressed by Ref. L1, where a sin pli ed calculation schem e
is proposed.

The concept that scattering transitions propel the
current through heterostructure system s con icts with
the standard description of transport In buk structures,
w here com plex B loch functions carry the current, while

scattering redistributes the carriers in m om entum space
but does not change their spatial posjtjonsEZ: We will
show that a sin ilar description also holds In quantum
cascade lasers w here the current is carried by quantum —
m echanicalwavepackets, and the scattering only acts lo—
cally redistributing carriers in energy orm om entum .

II. THE MODEL

T he quantum -m echanicaltransport theory we use here
is based on nonequilbrium G reen’s functions which al
low for a consistent com bination of scattering and co—
herent evolution. Q uantum -m echanical coherences are
represented by o diagonal elem ents of the G © (E ) cor—
relation ﬁ.RlCthH, w hich is related to the density m atrix

k; k= dEGS x E)=2 i. The theory is form ulated
w ith basis states  r;z) = % P A) (z). Here

(z) is the envelope function in the growth direction
z. The wavevector k and the spatial coordinate r are
tw o-din ensionalvectors in the plane ofeach sem iconduc—
tor layer (w ith nomm alization area A ), taking fully into
acocount the three-din ensional nature of the structure.

W e divide the total H am iltonian as ¥ = HAO + HAscatt .
T he free H am ittonian I-fo contains the kinetic energy and
applied voltage, together w ith the electron-electron in-
teraction n amean eld approxin ation. It isdiagonalin
k, while K s.e describes scattering interactionsk | k°.
Here we explicitly take into account acoustic phonon
and longitudinal optical phonon, im purity, and interface
roughness scattering processes. g scatt 1S treated pertur-
batively using selfenergies in the selfconsistent B om ap—
proxim ation. For exam ple, for In purity scattering, the
selfenergy has the form

X
rE) = WP @V TR QicT o o B) @)
O
where VP represents the impurity scattering
potential?i Tn the BHlowing, we consider both the
com plete form ofEg. @') w ith nondiagonal selfenergies
ND), as well as approxin ations summ arized in Tabl
:_I'. In each case, the system of equations for the G reen’s
functions and selfenergies is solved self-consistently,
which is an extensive num erical task 24 This resuls
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TABLE I: Scattering potential m atrix elem ents included in

di erent selfenergy m odels. () Indicates scattering poten—
tialm atrix elem ents lncluded (excluded) from the selfenergy.
T he scattering potential V. m ay represent im purity, interface

roughness, orphonon scattering. T he angle brackets represent

an averaging over the In purity distribbution for im purity scat-
tering, the distrdbution of thickness uctuations for interface

roughness scattering, and phonon m odes for phonon scatter—
ing. DG indicates diagonal selfenergies, while ND represents

nondiagonalselfenergies. ND L restricts the scatteringm atrix

elem ents to Iocaltem sV forND .

In the detem ination of the fill correlation function
G* , ), which describes the nonequilbrium state of
the device.
Current densities are de ned as J = Jg + Jgeate W Ih
N Z
5 _ fenboizli | 2e X dE .
° v~ ~V 2

and Jearr = d6hH are;21i=V~. e < 0 is the electron
charge and V is the sam ple volume. In Ref. :_1-3‘ it was
shown that Jgate provides the hopping current due to
scattering transitions between the states if one restricts
to diagonal G reen functions and selfenergies, ie. ne-
glcts ooherences between the states. Thus this part
was referred to as scattering current, re ecting the (m is—
yoonogption that current ow occursby a com bination of
both coherent evolution (J,) and relocation by scatter-
Ing transitions. In the follow ing we w ill show that Jscatt
vanishes if coherences are properly taken into account,
w hile the entire current is carried by J, .

Basis states: T he basis finctions (z) can be chosen
In di erent ways. In theory, the choice of basis states
should not a ect the physical results. In practice, this
choice can in uence the physical description In several
ways: 1) approxin ations are alw ays necessary to perform
the theoretical calculation or to facilitate the num erical
com putation, and the interplay betw een the chosen basis
and the approxin ations m ay in prove or reduce the va—
lidity ofthe approxin ationsand hence a ect the physical
result, i) di erent choices of basis states can reveal dif-
ferent physical aspects of the problem . For Instance, as
we show in this paper, working w ith position eigenstates
casts light on spatial aspgcts of the problem .

In our earlier workti spatially-localized W annier
states were used as an orthonom al set of (z), which
can be constructed for the In nitely extended Q C struc—
ture n a straightforward m anner and generate a welk-
de ned periodic Ham iltonian. A second type of states
are the W annierStark states, which are the eigenstates
of ', . They can be easily obtained by diagonalizing H o

In the basis of W annier states. (T his procedure avoids
the comm on use of an arti cial spatial con nement.) A
third type of states constitutes the position eigenstate
basis, using the eigenfunctions of the position operator
2. Again we start with the W annier basis, diagonalize
2, and transform HAo into the new basis. In allbaseswe
evaliate the scattering m atrix elem ents directly for the
regpective basis functions.

Structures: The data presented below was obtained
using two typicalexam plkes: 3 )am idinfrared Q C lasertd
and B)aTHzQC ]aser.H In the calculation we restrict
the num ber of basis functions to 9 (5) per period for
structuresA B).

ITII. VANISHING OF Jscatt

In Ref. :_1-§', we neglected the o diagonal elem ents of
the selfenergies, ie., only temswith = %and =
0 diagonal selfenergy, DG in Tabl ) were included
in Eq. (). In this restricted theory, we fund J, and
Jscatt 0 be sin flar In m agniude. In contrast, using the
m ore rigorous and com plete form ulation of the theory
reported here, where all selfenergy tem s are lnclided
(nondiagonal selfenergies, ND ), we nd that Jecarr O.
T his result isbasis invariant if the com plete nondiagonal
selfenergies ND ) are used, as we checked this explicitly
(num erically) for all three types ofbasis sets. Hence the
total current density is given by J,.

The sam e resuX has recently been analytically dem on—
strated by Lake and P andey 24 Tn the position eigenstate
basis, where the matrix z  is diagonal, the expression

(16) Y Jecarr OFRef. :_l:_; becom es

Z
X X
7 _ 2e de , G< adv
scatt ~V 2 ik ik
k
ret < < adv ret <
6 Tk & xG Tk xG X

Now the term In brackets corresoonds to the right-hand
side of the continuity equation as given In Eq. (57) of
Ref. 11, which has to vanish. See also Section 24 of
Ref. :_I§1

A second line of argum ent runs as follows: For m i
croscopic scattering potentials which only depend on £
(out not on mom entum P), the comm utator [&fscatt;z]
vanishes and hence Jsate = 0 by is de nition. Thus
Jscatt = 0 holds for a w ider class of scattering processes,
Incliding electron-electron scattering, than studied nu-
merically here. These analytic argum ents dem onstrate
that the previous observation ofa nite Jgeare In Ref.gi_:]
is an unphysical result caused by the D G -approxin ation
In the selfenergies for a nonlocalbasis of W annier func—
tions.
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FIG .1: (Colbronline. W avefunctions (m odulus-squared) for
Structure B. (@) W annier, (o) Position eigenstates.
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FIG . 2: Currentvolage characteristic in position eigenstate
basis w ith selfenergy m odels ND and NDL.W e display Jo;

Jscatt 0 In both cases.

IV. SPATIALLY LOCAL SCATTERING IN J,

A though Jgeate vanishes this doesnot in ply that scat—
tering processes are absent from the transport process.
T hese processes do not appear explicitly in Eqg. ;_Z‘) but
they act inplicitly in detemn ining G * (£ ), and hence
In driving the current J,. W e now investigate the role
played by scattering processes in determ ining J, . In par-
ticular, we seek to establish if each scattering event re—
sults in a spatialdisplacem ent of charge, or ifa scattering
process acts locally resulting in energy redistrioution but
w ith no accom panying spatial transport.

This issue can be conveniently addressed w ithin the
basis of position eigenstates. In contrast to the W annier
wavefunctions [F ig. g: @)], these position eigenfunctions
are localized to within a single well lJayer in the struc—
ture [see Fjg.:}'(b)] and the scattering potential m atrix
elementsh ¥ j iaresigni cantly snallerfor €  than
for = . W e therefore com pare the e ect of exclud—
Ing or ncluding certain scattering potential term s in the
selfenergies, see Table @

Fig. & shows that NPT and JYP are alnost denti-
cal for both sam ples. This indicates that the potential
tetm sl V iandlV V i constitute the main con—
trbution to the selfenergies in the calculation of JJ°,
ourm ost rigorous form ulation ofthe current. T hese scat—
tering termm s Involve only purely local (in space) transi-

tions, as Vv represents a transition m atrix elem ent be—
tween statesw ith the sam e envelope function (z), ie.,
lJocalized to the sam e well. This in plies that the scat—
tering processes act only locally in space. They do not
cause spatial displacem ent of charge, but act only to re—
distrdbbute m om entum k and energy.

A key point of our argum ent was the use of the po—
sition eigenstate basis which enabled us to dem onstrate
that the dom inant scattering processes in J, act locally
and therefore do not contrbute to the spatial transport
of charge by J,. This resul is not evident ifwe work In
anotherbasis, eg., W annierorW anniersStark, where the
w avefiinctions are far m ore delocalized and o -diagonal
matrix elements V.. play a signi cant rol. Neverthe-
Jess, physical m echanisn s, such as the nature of trans—
port, must be basis Invariant. Indeed, as long as the
full selfenergies are taken into account, the expression
for the currents Jp and Jg.ate are invariant under basis
transform ations. T his dem onstrates that the sam e result
is recovered even In the case ofa delocalized basis, w here
the Interplay of all types of m atrix elem ents In Tab]e:_i
reproduces the locality of scattering transitions. In con-—
trast, the neglect of certain m atrix elem ent com binations
(such asthe D G -approxin ation) generates spurious non—
Jocal scattering transition in a delocalized basis.

V. TRANSPORT OF Jo BY COHERENT WAVE
FUNCTIONS

A s we have just seen, the scattering processes which
contrbute to J, have a purely local e ect which does
not spatially displace carriers. Hence, we conclide that
the transport of charge by J, through the structurem ust
arise as a property ofthe quantum -m echanicalw avefiinc—
tion. W e can obtain a m ore concrete visualization ofthis
transportm echanism by resolving J, in energy and space:

X ~
Jo € j2) = = Re (2)@ )

A X m (z) Qz

G* , ®)

3)

The lower panel of Fig. -'_3 show that the current
Jo E ;z) owsatdi erent energies in di erent spatial re—
gions of the structures. To satisfy the equation of con—
tinuiy, scattering interactions enable energy transitions
w hich occur Iocally as discussed above (an exam ple isde—
picted by the verticalarrow in the gure). T hus, scatter—
ing gives rise to a redistribution ofelectrons in energy but
doesnot cause a spatialdisplacem ent or spatialtransport
of charge 21

Fig. :f;' show s the corresponding result for sampl A .
H ere the current density is restricted to a narrow energy
range while crossing the thick barrier (@round z = 2
nm ) between the Injctor and the active region, thus
providing the desired selective feeding of the upper laser
J¥evel. This dem onstrates how this representation allow s
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 current from Eq. a_fi) for sam ple B. The wave-
functions depict som e quasilevels, which are eigenstates of
K, atk = 0 renom alized by the scattering interactions. Up—
per panels: P robability density j nx (z)j2 (black line) and cur-
rent / Ref i ,, 2, (z)=m (z)g dashed line) for the com plex
wave functions ,x (z) ork = 0. n corresoonds to the largest
eigenvalue f,o E ) for the respective values ofE . These ener-
gies are chosen as localm axina Ep ax 0ffno E) with FW HM

E ( 1meV) and the respective occupations have been ap—
prox:mated by ( :2)fn0 cEmax) E.
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FIG.4: (Colr online.) Spatially and energetically resolved
current from Eq. (:_3) for sam ple A . The quasi-levels, which
are eigenstates ofH, at k = 0 renom alized by the scattering
interactions are shown for the upper and low er laser state for
com parison .

An especialy intuitive om of Eq. @) can be cb-
tained by transform ing nto an (energy-dependent) basis
of eigenstates of the hem ttian matrix =@ )G* , €)
which has real eigenvalues f,x E). W hilke f,x E) ex—
hibis sharp peaks in energy, the eigenstates ,x (z) ex—
hbi only a weak energy dependence (ot shown for
brevity). Then we nd

2eX (1)@ k()
CEjz)= —  f.x E)R —— - nk ¥
Jo & 72) A k EIRE (Z)m (z) Qz
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T hus, the energy-resolved current is carried by w ave func-
tions ,x (z) with occupation densities f,,x E ) (the factor
2 isdue to spin). Thisisanalogousto the B loch finctions
and their occupation in standard bulk transport. The
upper panels of F jg.:_3 show that these current carrying
states Lk (z) extend over a range of one period. This
length scale gives a m easure of the coherence length, ie.,
the distance over which charge is transported by a singlke
coherent wave packet. T he peaks in density j nx ()T are
Jocalized in the wellsas charge tends to accum ulate in the
low -potential regions. T he currents carried by the wave
functions ¢ (z) are m ore evenly distrbuted which re—

ects the ability of the wave padckets to transport charge
across the structure. N ote the nonvanishing divergence of
current density which re ects the local balance of scat-
tering processes. Thus, these com plex wave functions

nk (z) can be view ed as generalized states for a nonequi-
IHorum system , where the drive by bias and scattering
processes com pensate.

The currents associated w ith these wavepackets can
di er signi cantly: The state at 292 m eV (correspond-
ng to the upper laser level) hasonly a sm allcurrent, but
a high occupation. In contrast, the state at E = 413
meV (lower laser level) exhbits a strong current to the
right, e ectively m oving electrons away from the lasing
transition which occurs vertically between these states.
T here are also states exhbiting localcurrent ow to the
kft, eg., at 224 meV. Such considerations m ay pro—
vide new tools for the optim ization and design of new
laser structures.

The complex states ,x (z) are of particular in por-
tance at kevel crossings. This is dem onstrated in Fig.:§
for a sin ple superlattice at the resonance between the
ground state and the rstexcited state ofthe neighboring
well. Fig. :5 (@) depicts the W annierStark states, which
are spread over both wells. The rst two eigenvalues
fro E) (brk = 0) exhbi a clear peak at the levelen—
ergies [see F ig. "_.5 )1 and the corresponding states, carry
particles to the right [state 1, Fig. & ()] and to the kft
lstate 2, F ig. & (d)]. H owever, the occupation of the state
1 is about two orders ofm agniude larger thus providing
a strong current ux over the barrier.

Our viewpoint of currentcarrying coherent wave—
functions di ers essentially from the conception that
scattering transitions propel the current. T hism anifests
itself n two ways: (i) In a scattering transition picture,
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FIG. 5: States for the superlattice of Ref. :_15:9 (@) Dou-—
blt of W annierStark states. (b) Eigenvalies f,x E) of

=2 )G* , E) Pbrk = 0. (cd) Corresponding eigenfiunc-
tions ,x (2) atE = 7Tm eV for the two largest eigenvalues,
fix and f,x , respectively.

the current would stop Inm ediately once the scattering
processes stop H geatt drops to zero). However, the oc—
cupation of current-carrying w ave-functionsonly changes
on the scale of the scattering tin e, thus the current ow
w ill continue on this tin e scale. (i) T he current is sen—
sitive to quantum m echanicalphases. E g., phase con ji—
gation would reverse the direction ofJ,, w hile scattering
rates would be una ected.

VI. RELATION TO WANNIER-STARK
HOPPING M ODEL

In the W annierStark hopping m odel, the current is
carried by scattering transitions between W annierStark
states and depends only on scattering rates and the pop—
ulations of these states. T he coherences, ie., 0 diagonal
eleaments ; x (diagonalin k In contrast to scattering
transition am plitudes ; ko) ofthe density m atrix, play
no role in thism odeland are neglected. T here are tw o pe-
culiarities In thispicture: (i) TheW annierStark hopping
picture of transport through scattering transitions and
our picture of transport by coherent wavepackets each
provide the entire current and yet o er such con icting
view s of the transport m echanisn . (i) If we exam ine
Eqg. ('_2) expressed in the W annierStark basis, we see that
a diagonaldensity m atrix results in zero total current 24
T hus, coherences are central to the transport process,
even in the W annierStark basis, see also Ref. pd. This
con icts with the comm on W annierStark hopping pic—

ture. How do we reconcile these contradictions? The an—
swer is that the W annierStark hopping m odel is derived
from Eq. (:2:) by expressing, in a low -order approxin ation,
the o diagonal elem ents,of the density m atrix in tem s
of the diagonal elem ents 242423 U nder conditions w here
such an approxin ation is applicable the W annierStark
hopping m odel gives the sam e results as a full quantum
transport m odel (see, eg., Ref. 23: for superlattices), but
it should be rem embered that the W annier-Stark hop-—
ping m odel uses populations which are in actual fact an
approxin ation for the coherences.

Follow ing the concepts of standard quantum optics,
one is tem pted to assum e that coherences are created by
the electric eld and destroyed by scattering. H owever,
the opposite is true in the quantum treatm ent of trans—
port w ithin the basis of W annierStark states, which are
elgenstates of ', including the electrostatic potential
H ere coherences are lnduced by the scattering processes
via the non-diagonal selfenergies, which are crucialin a
consistent quantum treatm ent.

VII. SUMMARY

W e have shown that the entire current through
QC structures is carried only by complex, quantum —
m echanical wavefinctions as shown, eg., in the upper
panelofFjg.nr;. This conclusion follow s from two m ain
results: (i) The scattering current Jg.are vanishes, which
directly ollows from H sare;2]= 0, if the scattering po—
tentials couple to the spatialcoordinate ofelectron states.
(i) In the position basis, only the diagonal scattering
matrix elements V.. are signi cant In determ ining the
current J,, and hence the entire current. Such m atrix
elem ents do not induce spatial translation ofthe electron
state w ithin the scattering transition. T hus, the principal
scattering events w hich transferm om entum and/or dissi-
pate energy in the transport process in quantum cascade
structures occur only through spatially-local transitions
w hich do not give rise to propagation of charge.

T he locality of scattering transitions contrastsw ith the
sin ple picture ofelectronshopping betw een energy eigen—
states due to scattering events, which is a comm on de—
scription in heterostructure system s. O n the other hand,
our point of view is analogous to buk transport, where
the scattering tem in Bolzm ann’s equation is local in
space, and the entire current is carried by B loch states.
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A s a further check on the ca]cu]atJon, current continuity
requires that the ﬁltegration ofEq. @3. over energy should
result in J, (z) = dE J, (z;E ) = a constant. N um erically,
we observe a spatial variation due to the lin ited num ber of
basis states used in the calculation. Increasing the num ber
ofbasis states to 8 W annier states per period (also used in
Fig. E ) reduces this variation to < 10%

This_can also be seen i Eq. (4) ofRef gll orEqg. (9) of
Ref. 2%
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