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W econsidertheconductivitytensorforcom positeferm ions

in a close to half-�lled Landau band in the tem perature

regim ewherethescattering o� thepotentialand thetrapped

gauge �eld ofrandom im puritiesdom inates.The Boltzm ann

equation approach isem ployed to calculate thequasiclassical

transportpropertiesat�nitee�ectivem agnetic�eld,wavevec-

torand frequency.W epresentan exactsolution ofthekinetic

equation forallparam eter regim es. O urresults allow a con-

sistentdescription ofrecently observed surface acoustic wave

resonancesand other�ndings.

PACS num bers:71.10.Pm ,73.50.Bk,73.20.D x

The properties oftwo-dim ensional(2D) electron sys-

tem sin high m agnetic�eldsappearto be welldescribed

by the m odelofcom positeferm ions(CF’s)[1,2].Itpos-

tulates the existence offerm ionic quasiparticlesconsist-

ing ofelectronsto which an even num berof
ux quanta

has been attached. The corresponding m apping can be

expressed by introduction ofa Chern-Sim ons(CS)gauge

�eld [2,3]. The average m agnetic �eld B e� experienced

by the CF’s is the di�erence ofthe externalm agnetic

�eld B and them ean �eld ofthe
ux tubes,B 
 =
~��0n,

where �0 = hc=e is the 
ux quantum , ~� is the (even)

num ber of 
ux quanta per electron and n is the elec-

tron density. The CF m odelappearsto capture the ef-

fectoftheCoulom b interaction in m aintaining optim um

electron separation particularly near even denom inator

�llings ofthe Landau level,� = 1=(2q),when choosing
~� = 2q (q = 1;2;:::). Then the e�ective m agnetic �eld

Be� islargely reduced nearand exactly zero atthese�ll-

ingfactors.In thisregim etheCF m odelim pliestheexis-

tenceofaFerm isurfacewith wavenum berkF =
p
4�n in

a weak m agnetic�eld [2].Atlow tem peraturestheCF’s

aresubjectto elasticim purity scattering o� therandom

potentialcreated by a rem ote layerofdonorsand,m ore

im portantly,o� the frozen random gauge �eld con�gu-

ration induced by the im purities. In addition,the CF’s

interactvia the scalar(Coulom b) potentialand the CS

gauge�eld.

Theexistenceofnew particleswith a de�nitee�ective

m ass m oving under the in
uence of an e�ective m ag-

netic �eld B e� has been dem onstrated in a num ber of

experim ents. Forexam ple,the interpretation ofm agne-

tooscillations in the longitudinalresistivity in term s of

the Shubnikov{de Haas (SdH) e�ect for CF’s has been

verysuccessful[4,5].Theobservation ofresonancee�ects

for the m otion ofcharge carriers in the �eld ofsurface

acoustic waves(SAW )isanotherexam ple [6]. However,

a closerexam ination suggested [7]thattheexperim ental

observation ofthese resonancesis inconsistent with the

conventionalinterpretation in therangeofwavefrequen-

cies used. A quantity ofcentralinterest for the theo-

reticaldescription ofthisphenom enon isthe conductiv-

ity tensorat�nitewavevector���(!;q),thecalculation

ofwhich we willreexam ine in the present paper. The

m om entum -dependentconductivity ���(!;q),which de-

term inesthe gauge �eld polarization operator,isalso of

im portanceforthedam ping ofSdH oscillationsby static

and dynam ic 
uctuationsofthe gauge�eld [5,8].

In this letter we present a quasiclassicalcalculation

of���(!;q)in a m agnetic �eld,taking into accountthe

im purity scattering offerm ionso� a staticrandom m ag-

netic �eld and random potential. Surprisingly,despite

the generalcharacter and the im portance ofthe prob-

lem ,we did not �nd a correct calculation of���(!;q)

in the literature even forthe usualcase ofa short-range

correlated random potential,except in the collisionless

lim it [9]. The standard reference [10]appears to have

m issed the fact that,since at �nite wave vector q the

currentand density 
uctuations are coupled,the relax-

ation tim eapproxim ation in itssim plestform cannotbe

used because it violates the particle num ber conserva-

tion.In particular,theresultsofRef.[10](used laterfor

interpretation ofthe SAW experim ents in Refs.[2,6,7])

violatetheexactpropertylim !! 0 q����(!;q)= 0,which

is a consequence ofthe current conservation. The par-

ticle num ber conservation has to be taken into account

properly in m odelling the collision integralofthe Boltz-

m ann equation,asshown below.Anothernew aspectof

the transportproblem weareconsidering isthe extrem e

angulardependence ofthe scattering o� a random m ag-

netic �eld,which is so strongly peaked in the forward

direction,thatthe relaxation tim e approxim ation isnot

adequate.

In quasiclassicaltransport theory the com ponents of

the electricalcurrent j� m ay be expressed in term s of

the distribution function f(k;r;t) of ferm ions of m o-

m entum k at position r and tim e t as j�(r;t) =

e
R
(dk)(k�=m

�)f(k;r;t),whereeand m � arethecharge

andthee�ectivem assofthecarriers.W eareinterestedin

the linearresponse f1(k;r;t)to an applied electric �eld

E (r;t) = E exp(� i!t+ iqr) in the presence ofa weak

m agnetic �eld B 0 perpendicularto the plane,such that

!c�s � 1(here!c = eB 0=m
�ciscyclotron frequency and
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�� 1s isthe width ofthe Landau levels).The function f1
isobtained from the kinetic equation

i(! � vq)f1 +
e

c
(v � B0)� rkf1 + eE r kf0 = C ff1g;

where f0 is the equilibrium distribution function,v =

k=m � (we assum e isotropic Ferm isurface)and C ff1g is

the collision integral. The externalforce / E v(@f=@�)

acts only on states at the Ferm icircle (� = �F ), and

therefore f1 is only a function ofthe angle � ofk with

the x̂ axis,say.In term softheangularm om entum eigen-

functions�m (�)= eim �,thecollision integralisgiven as

C ff1g =

1X

m = � 1

�m

Z 2�

0

d�0

2�
expfim (� � �

0)gf1(�
0): (1)

Particlenum berconservation requires�0 = 0,also �m =

�� m = ��m , since C is a herm itean and non-negative

operator.Theusualrelaxation tim eapproxim ation used

in Ref.[10],C ’ f1=�,isequivalentto setting �m = 1=�

for allm ,obviously violating the requirem ent �0 = 0.

Thiscan be corrected by approxim ating

C ’ (1=�)[f1 �

Z

f1d�=2�]; (2)

im plying �0 = 0 and �m = 1=� for alljm j� 1 (in the

following called m odelI).M odelIdescribesisotropicim -

purity scattering and is applicable for short-range cor-

related random potential. For scattering o� a random

m agnetic �eld,when the transition rate W (� � �0) for

scattering ofa particle from angle �0 to angle � on the

Ferm i circle is given (in Born approxim ation) by [11]

W (� � �0) = �� 1 cot2[(� � �0)=2],m odelI is not ade-

quate. In thiscase,W isseen to diverge in the forward

scattering lim it� = �0. The eigenvaluesofthe collision

operator

C ff1g =

Z

(d�0=2�)W (� � �
0)[f1(�)� f1(�

0)] (3)

arethen given form 6= 0by�m = �� 1(2jm j� 1),i.e.they

increase linearly with jm j(to be called m odelII).The

largerjm j,the deeperthe forward scattering divergence

is probed. Finally,ifboth random potentialand ran-

dom m agnetic �eld scattering m echanism s are present,

we have �m = �� 1(1 � 2p + 2pjm j),with 0 � p � 1,

where p = 0 and p = 1 correspond to pure m odelsIand

II respectively. In the sequel,we solve the Boltzm ann

equation exactly forarbitrary valuesofthe frequency !,

m om entum q and m agnetic �eld B 0,and for arbitrary

valueofp.

Solution of the kinetic equation. W e de�ne a di-

m ensionless distribution function g(�) by f1(k;q;!) =

(� @f0=@�)elE g(�), where l = v� is the transport

m ean free path. The function g(�) obeys the integro-

di�erentialequation

i�(! � vqcos�)g� !c�
@g

@�
� cos(�E � �)= �C fgg; (4)

where tan�E = E y=E x and we have chosen the direc-

tion ofthe m om entum q k x̂. Expanding g in term s of

eigenfunctions �m (�),g(�)=
P 1

m = � 1
gm �m (�),yields

the recursion relations

am gm � b(gm + 1 + gm � 1)= Sm (5)

with am = � i!� + im !c� + �m �, b = � ivq�=2, and

Sm = (1=2)exp(� im �E )�jm j;1. W e note that the \an-

gularm om entum " com ponentsgm only m ix through the

term proportionalto q. Forpositive m � 2,the system

(5)can be solved to yield

g2 = R + g1 ; R + = (b=a2)P3=P2 ; (6)

wherePk arepowerseriesin b
2 (thus,in q2):

Pk =

1X

n= 0

(1=n!)(� b
2
=�+ )

n
=

n+ k� 1Y

l= k

al (7)

Here �+ = lim m ! 1 (am =m ),and we assum e am to in-

crease at m ost linearly with m as m ! 1 ; the con-

dition which is ful�lled for the m odels considered. For

negative m we �nd analogously g� 2 = R � g� 1, where

R � (!c) = R + (� !c) and �� (!c) = �+ (� !c). In term s

ofthe com ponents g1,g� 1 ofthe distribution function

the com ponentsofthe conductivity tensorare given by

�x� = �0(g1 + g� 1) and �y� = i�0(g1 � g� 1), where

�0 = e2n�=m� and theindex � correspondsto thedirec-

tion oftheelectric�eld determ ined by theangle�E .Us-

ingeq.(6)and itscounterpartfornegativem ,wesolvethe

system ofthe rem aining three equationsfrom (5)(with

m = 0;� 1)and �nd

�xx = �0i!�(
+ + 
� )=D ;

�xy = �0!�(
� � 
+ )=D = � �yx ; (8)

�yy = �0[4b
2 + i!�(
+ + 
� )]=D ;

whereD =2= b2(
+ + 
� )+ i!�
+ 
� and 
� = 1� i!� �

i!c� � bR� . For the chosen direction ofq k x̂ we �nd

asexpected �x�(q;!)/ ! for! ! 0,q 6= 0. The exact

solution (8)ofthe Boltzm ann equation forany im purity

collision integralcan be easily evaluated for any �nite

value ofq,since the power series representation ofthe

functionsPk,eq.(7),israpidly converging. Forthe spe-

cialcasesofboth m odelsIand IIthe eigenvaluesofthe

collision integral�m and consequently thecoe�cientsa m

are linearfunction ofm ,so thatthe powerseriesrepre-

sentation ofPk isreduced to thatofthe Besselfunction

J�(z),with com plex valued index � and argum entz:

R � = J2+ �� (Q � )=J1+ �� (Q � ); Q � = � ivq�=�� ; (9)

with �� = 2p� i!c�,�� = (1� 2p� i!�)=�� .

Substituting eq.(9) in (8) and using the recursion re-

lation for the Besselfunctions,z[J�+ 1(z)+ J�� 1(z)]=

2�J�(z),we �nally getthe conductivity tensorforarbi-

trary valuesofthe three dim ensionlessparam etersQ =

qR c � qv=!c,S = !c�,and T = !=!c:
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�xx =
(i�0=Q S)(J� J1+ � J+ J1� )

J� J+ � (Q =2T)(J� J1+ � J+ J1� )
;

�yx = � �xy =
(�0=Q S)(J� J1+ + J+ J1� )

J� J+ � (Q =2T)(J� J1+ � J+ J1� )
;

�yy = �xx +
(2i�0=ST)J1� J1+

J� J+ � (Q =2T)(J� J1+ � J+ J1� )
;

J� = J� [T + (1� 2p)i=S]=(1� 2pi=S)(Q =(1� 2pi=S));

J1� = J1� [T + (1� 2p)i=S]=(1� 2pi=S)(Q =(1� 2pi=S)) (10)

In thelim itingcasep = 0(m odelI)theform ulas(10)sim -

plify,since the argum entsofallthe Besselfunctionsare

equalto Q : J� = J� (T + i=S)(Q ),J1� = J1� (T + i=S)(Q ).

In thiscaseeqs.(10)can berewritten in a slightly m odi-

�ed form (sim ilarto thatobtained in Ref.[9]in thelim it

� = 1 )by using the Besselfunctionsidentity

J� J1+ � J+ J1� =
2(T + i=S)

Q

�

J� J+ �
sin�(T + i=S)

�(T + i=S)

�

Fortheparticularcaseofm odelI,thekineticequation

(4),(2)can be also solved in a di�erentway. W ith the

notation
R
(d�=2�)g(�) = g0, eq.(4) reduces to a �rst

orderdi�erentialequation,which hasthe solution

g(�)=

Z �

� 1

d�
0expfK (�;�0)g

g0 � cos(�E � �0)

!c�
; (11)

K (�;�0)= �
� � �0

!c
(�� 1 � i!)�

ivq

!c
(sin� � sin�0) (12)

Calculating now
R
d�g(�),wegeta selfconsistency equa-

tion forg0.Substituting the found value ofg0 back into

eq.(11),and calculatingtheconductivity com ponents,we

�nd

�xx = � 2i�0
!�

(qv�)2

�

1� i!�
A 00

A 00 � !c�

�

;

�yx = � �xy = � 2�0
!

vq

A s0

A 00 � !c�
;

�yy = �
2�0

!c�

�
A 0sA s0

A 00 � !c�
� Ass

�

; (13)

A ij =
1

2�

Z 2�

0

d� i(�)

Z �

� 1

d�
0
 j(�

0)expfK (�;�0)g ;

 0(�)= 1 ;  s(�)= sin�

In thisform theresultsform odelIarem oresuitablefor

consideration ofthezerom agnetic�eld lim it(seebelow).

Lim iting cases. Despite theirapparentsim plicity,the

results(10)possessa reach variety ofregim eswith vari-

oustypesofbehaviordependingon therelationsbetween

S,Q ,and T;we consideronly som e ofthem below. In

the lim it q = 0 we have R � = 0,so that the general

results (8) reduce to the usualDrude form ulas. In the

collisionlesslim it� = 1 ,form ulas(10)can beproven to

reduceto the resultsofSim on and Halperin [9].

In zero m agnetic�eld,!c = 0,wehave�xy = 0 and

�
I
xx = 2i�o

�

�2

(1� i�)(
p
1+ �2=(1� i�)2 � 1)

1� (1� i�)
p
1+ �2=(1� i�)2

�
I
yy = 2�0(

p
1+ �2=(1� i�)2 � 1)(1� i�)=�2

�
II
xx =

2�0

�

�
I(� i�� 1)=2(�)

I(1� i�)=2(�)
�

�

i�

�� 1

�
II
yy =

2�0

�

I(1� i�)=2(�)

I(� i�� 1)=2(�)
(14)

where the superscripts I and II refer to the m odels I

and II respectively,� = qv�,� = !�,and I�(z) is the

m odi�ed Besselfunction [12].In particular,in the large

wavevectorlim it,� � 1;�,wegetforboth the m odels

�xx ’ � ie
2
�!=q

2 ; �yy ’ e
2
v�=q ; (15)

where � = m �=2� isthe density ofstatesatFerm isur-

face.Theseresultsareidenticalto thosein thecollision-

lesslim it.W econcludethatalthough theeigenvalues�m
ofthecollision operatorC ofm odelIIgrow with m with-

out bound,for qv � �� 1;!c the collision integralC is

negligiblein com parison with vq.

Finally, let us consider the case of relatively strong

m agnetic �elds,S � !c� � 1,corresponding to the re-

gion wherem ostoftheresonanceand m agnetooscillation

e�ectsforthe com posite ferm ionsareobserved [13].For

thesephenom enathebehaviorofconductivity atlow fre-

quencies ! � !c;qv and �nite wavevectorsqR c
>
� 1 is

im portant. In thisregim e,�xx and �xy are sm all(since

they vanish at! = 0),and �yy playsthem ostim portant

role.W e �nd

�
I
yy ’ 2�0J

2

1(Q )=(1� J
2

0(Q )� i!�);

�
II
yy ’

8
<

:

�0J
2
1(Q )=Q

2

J2
1
(Q )+ J2

0
(Q )� J0(Q )J1(Q )=Q

; Q =S � 1

2�0=Q S ; Q =S � 1

Note that for the m odelIIat a large wavevector,Q �

S, the zero m agnetic �eld result, eq.(15), is restored,

whereasitisnotthe caseforthe m odelI.

SAW resonances. As an im portantexam ple ofappli-

cation ofourresults,wewillnow reconsidertheinterpre-

tation ofexperim entaldataon theSAW resonances[6,7].

Asdiscussed in Ref.[7],using theform ulasfrom Ref.[10]

for the CF conductivity does not allow to explain the

observation ofresonancesatthe experim entalfrequency

! = 2� � 10:7 G Hz if the value ofthe e�ective m ass

extracted from the SdH m easurem ents,m � ’ 0:8m e,is

assum ed (m e being the free electron m ass). W e have,

however,recalculated the SAW velocity shift[6,7],

�v=v = (� 2
=2)Re[1+ i�

(e)
xx =�m ]

� 1; �
2
=2 = 3:2� 10� 4;

�
(e)
xx ’ �yy=�

2

xy; �xy = 2h=e2; (16)

�yy = �xx=(�xx�yy + �
2

xy)

m aking use ofthe correctform ulasfor���(!;q)derived

above and setting m � = 0:8m e. The constant �m in

3



eq.(16)and thetransporttim e� wereused asparam eters

to optim ize the �t to the experim entaldata from Fig.1

ofRef.[7]. W e getvery good �tsto the experim entally

observed resonancesby usingany ofthem odelsIorII,or

a m ixed m odelwith com bined m echanism ofscattering

(Fig.1),at�m = 1� 106 cm /s’ 10� 6
� 1,which isclose

to expected valuesofthisparam eter[6,7].Notethatthe

value ofthe transporttim e � found from optim izing the

�tdependsappreciablyupon them odelassum ed,varying

from � = 20 psto � = 120 psin thelim iting casesofthe

m odelsIand IIrespectively.

0.0 5.0 10.0 15.0
Beff (kG) 

0.00005

0.00010

0.00015

0.00020

0.00025

0.00030

∆v
/v

a
b

c

FIG .1. Velocity shiftofthesurfaceacousticwaves,eq.(16),

as a function ofthe e�ective m agnetic �eld experienced by

com positeferm ions,with tothefollowing valuesoftheparam -

eters:! = 2�� 10:7 G Hz,q= 2�=(2:7� 10
�5

cm ),m
�
= 0:8m e,

n = 1:6� 10
11

cm
�2
,and �m = 1� 10

6
cm /s.Thethreecurves

shown correspond to:a)m odelI(p = 0),� = 20 ps;b)m ixed

m odel(p = 0:3),� = 50 ps;c)m odelII(p = 1),� = 120 ps.

For clarity, the curves a) and b) are o�-set by 0.0001 and

0.00005 respectively.Theprincipaland secondary resonances

(m inim a) are seen at Be� ’ 6 kG and Be� ’ 2:5 kG , as

observed in the experim ent[7].

In conclusion,we have presented a solution ofa very

generalproblem :calculation ofthesem iclassicalconduc-

tivity tensor offerm ions in a random potentialand/or

random m agnetic�eld in 2D at�nitevaluesoffrequency

! and m om entum q and in uniform m agnetic �eld B 0.

W ehavepointed outthatexplicitaccountoftheparticle

num ber conservation in m odelling the collision integral

iscrucially im portantat�nite q;m issing thisfactled to

incorrectresults in earlier publications. Expanding the

distribution function in angular harm onics in m om en-

tum space,we m apped the Boltzm ann equation onto a

system ofrecursion relationsand found its solution. In

the particular case ofa short-range correlated random

potentialand/orrandom m agnetic�eld theconductivity

tensor takes a rather sim ple form ,eq.(10). Application

ofourresultsresolvesan apparentinconsistency with the

interpretation ofthe experim entaldata on resonancesof

com posite ferm ions with surface acoustic waves. Using

ourform ulaswith experim entalvaluesoffrequency and

the CF e�ective m ass m � = 0:8m e,as extracted from

the SdH m easurem ents,we obtained the curves (Fig.1)

which describe well the experim entally observed reso-

nances (Fig.1 of Ref.[7]). O ur results are also to be

used in allthe cases when the propagatorofthe gauge

�eld (coupled to CF’s) at �nite ! and q is considered.

Thisisim portant,in particular,when one discussesthe

dam ping ofSdH oscillations at �nite tem peratures due

to dynam ic 
uctuationsofthe gauge�eld [5,8].
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