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W e designed and perform ed low tem perature D C transport characterization studies on two-

dim ensionalelectron gasescon�ned in lattice-m atched In0:53G a0:47As/In0:52Al0:48Asquantum wells

grown by m olecular beam epitaxy on InP substrates. The nearly constant m obility for sam ples

with the setback distance larger than 50nm and the sim ilarity between the quantum and trans-

port life-tim e suggest that the m ain scattering m echanism is due to short range scattering,such

as alloy scattering, with a scattering rate of 2.2 ps
� 1
. W e also obtain the Ferm i level at the

In0:53G a0:47As/In0:52Al0:48As surface to be 0.36eV above the conduction band,when �tting our

experim entaldensitieswith a Poisson-Schr�odingerm odel.

Two dim ensional electron gas (2DEG ) con�ned in

In0:53G a0:47As in lattice m atched InG aAs/InAlAs/InP

heterostructuresand superlatticesappearin m any tech-

nologically im portant areas ranging from high speed

electronics[1],optoelectronics[2,3]and spintronics[4,5].

It is also an attractive 2DEG system for the study

of disorder induced quantum phase transitions [6, 7,

8, 9, 10, 11]. W hile there have been several earlier

works characterizing electronic properties of2DEG s in

In0:53G a0:47As/In0:52Al0:48Asheterojunctions[12,13,14,

15], In0:53G a0:47As/InP heterojunctions and quantum

wells(Q W )[16,17,18],therewerefew system aticstudies

characterizing 2DEG s in In0:53G a0:47As/In0:52Al0:48As

Q W s.Sincem any m odern structures[1,2,3,5]arenow

based on In0:53G a0:47As/In0:52Al0:48AsQ W s,such char-

acterization isoffundam entaland technologicalinterest.

In this letter we report the characterization ofelec-

tronic propertiesof2DEG in a seriesoflattice m atched

InG aAs/InAlAsQ W sgrown by m olecularbeam epitaxy

(M BE)on InP substrate(hereand afterin ourpaperwe

useabbreviationsInG aAsforIn0:53G a0:47Asand InAlAs

forIn0:52Al0:48As). System atic investigationsof12 such

waferswith varying design param etersin thedoping lay-

ers have yielded im portant inform ation not only about

carrierm obility and scattering,butalso abouthow dop-

ing determ inesthecarrierdensities,from which wewere

also able to determ ine the location ofthe Ferm ilevelat

the InG aAssurface.

Theschem aticsofthe sam plesisdepicted in Fig.1(a)

and the param eters for each sam ple are sum m arized in

TableI.The2DEG residesin a 20nm -wideInG aAsQ W .

Two Si�-doped layersare placed in the InAlAs barrier

to one side (closerto the surface)ofthe Q W .The three

design param etersthatwere varied are the doping den-

sities(N t and N b)in the top and bottom dopantlayers

respectively,and thedistanced from thebottom dopant

layerto the (top) edge ofthe Q W .W e fabricated stan-

dard Hallbarswith Indium ohm iccontacts.W etried to

m easure allthe sam plesatdark. Excepta few sam ples

(6 � 9) m ost ofthem need to be illum inated to create

a 2DEG .Forthese sam pleswe illum inated forsu�cient

tim e with an LED to create a 2DEG with the highest

possible m obility. W e m easured the m agnetoresistance

R xx and the Hallresistance R xy as a function of the

perpendicular m agnetic �eld (B) for di�erent tem pera-

tures. The resultsare shown in Fig.1 forthe sam ple 5

(seeTableI).Sim ilarresultswereobtained fortheother

sam ples. From the m easured data we obtain the areal

density n2D and the m obility � ofthe electrons,from

which wecan extractthe transportlifetim e �t = �m �=e.

W eused an e�ectivem assm � forIn0:53G a0:47Asof0.043

tim es the bare electron m ass[19]. From the onset of

SdH oscillationswe extracted also the quantum lifetim e

(�q) by using a Dingle style analysis. The am plitude

(�R) of the envelope function of the SdH oscillations

wasfound to bewelldescribed by theconventionalAndo

form ula [20,21]�R sinh(A T )=4R 0A T = e��=! c�q,where

A T = 2�2kT=~!c, !c = eB =m � is the cyclotron fre-
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FIG .1: The m ain panelshows �xx and �H all as a function

of the m agnetic �eld for tem peratures from 22 (red trace)

to 1300 m K (yellow trace),for the sam ple 5. The inset (a)

shows the schem atic diagram ofthe sam ples. The substrate

issem i-insulating InP.Theinset(b)illustratehow weextract

the am plitude ofthe SdH oscillations as a function ofB,at

1300 m K .Finally we plotthe am plitude in a D ingle plot(c)

to obtain the scattering quantum tim e �q.

TABLE I:Sam ple param eters,electron densitiesn2D ,m obil-

ities�,and thetransport�t and quantum �q scattering tim es

for12 di�erentstructuresat4.2 K .

Sample d N t N b n2D � �t �q

number (nm ) (10
11

/cm
2
) (10

11
/cm

2
) (10

11
/cm

2
) (cm

2
=V s) (ps) (ps)

1 0 2 1 3:1 4500 0.11 0.17

2 20 2 1 3:0 13000 0.31 0.22

3 50 2 1 1:9 16000 0.39 0.31

4 50 1 1 1:7 14500 0.35 0.31

5 50 2 1 1:9 16000 0.39 0.32

6 50 5 1 2:2 15500 0.38 0.31

7 50 10 1 3:3 15000 0.37 0.31

8 50 10 0 2:1 15000 0.37 0.31

9 50 5 0:5 1:7 15000 0.37 0.31

10 150 2 1 1:6 15500 0.38 0.33

11 200 10 1 1:7 15000 0.36 0.31

12 300 10 1 1:5 15500 0.38 0.31

quency and R 0 representsthe resistance atzero applied

m agnetic �eld,fora given value oftem perature. To ob-

tain theam plitudes(�R),foreach tem peraturewe�tted

the envelope ofthe SdH oscillationsto a pairofpolyno-

m ials as showed in Fig.1(b) for T= 1300 m K .Next we

obtained �R justsubtracting both polynom ialsand we

plotted �R � sinh(AT )=4R 0A T versus1=B in alog-xgraph

asin Fig.1(c). From the previousm entioned Ando for-

m ula,weperform ed alinear�ttoachievetheslope(s)of

the Dingle plot[Fig.1(c)]and obtain the quantum life-

tim eforthegiven tem peratureas�q = � (�� m�)=(e� s).

Table I sum m arizes our results m easured at 4.2 K ,to-

getherwith relevantparam etersofthe sam ples.

O urm easurem entsshow no indication ofparallelcon-

duction nor any presence of a second subband. W e

have also con�rm ed this by solving self-consistently the

Schr�odingerand Poisson equationsto calculate the sub-
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FIG .2:Thedensity ofthe2D EG (n2D )isplotted forthedif-

ferentsam ples.Linesareguidestotheeye.W eused VB = 0.36

(eV)asthebest�tto theexperim entaldata forthe di�erent

sam ples.

band energy levels.Thecalculation showsthatonly one

subbandisoccupied and thesecondsubbandism orethan

40 m eV abovetheFerm ilevel.To understand theorigin

ofthe electrons form ing the 2DEG ,we solved analyti-

cally theelectrostaticPoisson equation forourstructure

following sim ilarproceduresasin Ref.21 and assum ing

fullionization ofdopants. This leads to the following

analyticalexpression forn2D forourstructure,

n2D =
N b(c+ l1 + l2)+ N t(c+ l2)+ (VB �0�B )

c+ l1 + l2 + d+ z
; (1)

where d,N t,N b are as de�ned earlier,c= 50nm is the

thickness ofthe InG aAs cap layer,l2= 18nm is the dis-

tance from the top Si�-doped layer to the upper-end

ofthe InAlAs and l1= 150nm the distance between the

two Si�-doped layers;�B = 14.2 is the relative dielectric

constantofInG aAs[22]and VB isthe o�setofthe ferm i

levelatthe InG aAssurface with respectto the conduc-

tion band edge. In the denom inator,z is an e�ective

\quantum "depth ofthe2DEG [21]which turnsoutto be

approxim atelytheQ W width (20nm )in ourcase(thede-

viation is negligible com pared to the contribution from

other term s in the denom inator). Ifwe plug-in allthe

relevant num ericalvalues,we get the following dim en-

sionlessform ula forn2D :

n2D =
173N b + 23N t+ 785VB

d+ 193
; (2)

wheren2D ,N b,and N tarein unitsof10
11 cm �2 ,din nm ,

and VB in eV.Theonly freeparam eterin ourm odel,VB ,

is the Ferm ilevelrelative to the conduction band edge

(CBE) at the InG aAs surface. Due to surface states,

the localFerm ilevelata sem iconductorsurface isoften

pinned regardlessofdoping and carrierdensity. Forex-

am ple,thesurfaceFerm ilevelforG aAsisabout� 0:7eV

below theCBE.ForInG aAs,such inform ation islargely

unknown,hence we have�tted thisparam eterusing our

n2D data and the best�tisobtained forVB = 0:36eV.

Here,the surface Ferm ilevelis above the CBE,which

isvery sim ilarto the InAs case [23],exceptthatin our



3

sam ples,itappearsthatthe surfacecarriersarenotm o-

bile enough and do not contribute signi�cantly to the

transport.

In Fig.2,n2D isplotted asa function ofsam ple num -

ber, with VB = 0:36eV.Clearly, there is an excellent

agreem ent, between this �t (2) and the experim ental

data. This also con�rm s that n2D is only a function

ofd,N b and N t and indicates that unintentionaldop-

ing from the residualorbackground im puritiesdoesnot

appear to be signi�cant in our sam ples. Indeed,intro-

ducing background im purities in our m odelwould lead

to a decreaseofthefeaturesseen in Fig.2 and therefore

doesnot�tourdata aswell. From the data in Table I,

wecan noticethatford largerthan 50nm ,them obilities

and the lifetim es are independent ofthe doping param -

eters (d, N b and N t). In Fig.3 we plot the quantum

scattering rate ��1q (triangles)and the transportscatter-

ing rate �
�1

t (circles),m easured at4.2K forsam ples1-3

and 10-12,asa function ofd,the distancefrom thebot-

tom doping layerto the quantum well. Both scattering

rates (��1 ) shows a fast decrease at sm allvalues ofd

(below � 30nm ),indicating thatthe dopantsprovide ef-
�cientscattering forelectronsatshortd.Ford of50 nm

orm ore,however,��1 becom esindependentofd. From

sam pleswith d= 50nm butdi�erentN t and N b,wefound

��1 to be also independent ofthe doping densities,as

is shown,for exam ple,in the inset (a) ofFig.3 where

��1 is plotted against N t at d= 50 nm . O ur �ndings

indicate that,for d � 50nm ,the dopant layers are not

them ajorsourceofcarrierscattering in thesestructures.

Thecom m on and reproduciblevalueofm obility (� 15000
cm 2/Vs)observed forwafers(with d � 50 nm )from dif-

ferentM BE growth suggeststhatthem obility,orcarrier

scattering originatesfrom som eintrinsic,non-doping re-

lated scattering in our structures. M oreover,since the

dependence ofthem obility on the2DEG density isvery

weak as seen in Table I,we believe that an im portant

source ofscattering is due to the random alloy scatter-

ing potential,which isexpected to have a weak density

dependence[24].Such intrinsic alloy scattering isclearly

very im portantin theIn0:53G a0:47Aschannel,asclaim ed

previously todom inatethelow tem peraturescatteringin

InG aAs/InAlAsheterojunctions[13,15]. W e furtherbe-

lievethatsurfaceroughnessislessim portantsincethese

structuresare lattice m atched M BE grown and because

surfaceroughnesswould lead toastrongerdependenceof

m obility on density. Hence the m ain source ofdisorder

is short-ranged in contrast to charged doping disorder,

which islongranged,in relation totheFerm iwavelength.

Theshortrangenatureofthedom inantscatteringm ech-

anism for oursam pleswith d � 50nm is consistentwith

ourobservation thatthe quantum life tim e issim ilarto

the transportlifetim e.W e havem easured thescattering

ratedependence atlowertem peratures(T),asshown in

inset (b) ofFig.3 for representative data in sam ple 5,

from which weextracta low T lim iting valueofthescat-

tering rateto be � 2.2 ps�1 .
Since m ost sam ples have to be illum inated in or-
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FIG .3:Thedependenceofthequantum (triangles)and trans-

port(circles)scattering rates(�
� 1
)with thedistanced ofthe

doping layerto the quantum well. The insetsshowsthe de-

pendence of�� 1 with (a) the am ount ofdoping N t and (b)

tem perature forthe case ofd= 50 nm .

der to obtain the optim um m obility, it is likely that

DX centers play a role [25, 26, 27]. W e therefore es-

tim ated their contribution by �tting, for the sam ple

5,the tem perature dependence ofthe totaldensity to

n2D = nfree + nD X wherenfree = 1:17� 1011cm �2 and

nD X (T) = n0D X exp[(E D X � E F )=kT]. The best �t is

obtainedforn0D X = 2:5� 1010cm �2 andE D X = E F � 21:5
m eV (below theFerm ienergy).Hence,DX centerscould

explain the observed increasing ofboth the 2DEG den-

sity and ofthe scattering rate with increasing tem pera-

ture. Indeed,athigher tem peratures,m ore carriersare

activated,which willalso leave the DX centers unsatu-

rated and lead to theincreased scattering rateasseen in

Fig.3(b).

In conclusion, we have studied the two-

dim ensional electron system con�ned in M BE-grown

In0:53G a0:47As/In0:52Al0:48As quantum wells. W e have

m easured 12 di�erent wafers speci�cally designed and

grown to investigate transportpropertiesofthistype of

m aterial.W e haveobtained an analyticalexpression for

then2D ofoursam pleswith a very good agreem entwith

the m easured values, showing that n2D depends only

on param etersofthe Si�-doped layers(d,N t and N b).

W e obtain an excellent�tto ourexperim entaldensities

assum ing the In0:53G a0:47Assurface Ferm ienergy to be

0:36eV abovetheconduction band.Forsetback distance

d of50nm or m ore,quantum and transport scattering

ratesareindependentofparam etersofthedopantlayers

and arelikely m ainly dueto short-rangescattering,such

as alloy scattering, for which a scattering rate of 2.2

ps�1 isextracted at22 m K .
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