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A non-Boltzmann balance-equation approach to linear and nonlinear dc steady-state electronic
transport in a type-I superlattice (which is composed of infinitely many periodically arranged finite-
width quantum wells) is developed in the presence of an electric field parallel to the superlattice
planes. The method is based on a separation of the parallel motion of the center of mass from the
relative motion of the electron system. The Coulomb interactions between intralayer and interlayer
carriers are naturally built in via the electron density-density correlation function of the superlattice
system. The force and energy balance equations obtained are applied to the calculation of the Ohm-
ic mobilities limited by remote and background impurity scatterings and by acoustic and polar
optical-phonon scatterings in GaAs-Al,Ga,_, As superlattices. The nonlinear mobility and electron
temperature are numerically calculated as functions of drift velocity, including all the above-
mentioned scattering mechanisms and the full effect of carrier-carrier Coulomb interaction within
the framework of the random-phase approximation. The dependence of transport on the geometri-

cal parameters of the superlattice is discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

Semiconductor superlattices, first proposed by Esaki
and Tsu,! have become a central focus in the current
development of microstructure science and technology.
Modulation doping in semiconductors and steady im-
provements in thin-film techniques have made it possible
to produce high-quality periodic multilayer systems com-
posed of alternating ultrathin layers of different semicon-
ducting materials with similar lattice structure and
matching lattice parameters. Such multilayer heterostruc-
ture systems of GaAs-Al,Ga;_,As and other semicon-
ductor combinations® have been shown to have very high
carrier mobilities due to the separation of the mobile
charge carriers from the ionized dopants.’ Many aspects
of the physics of such semiconductor superlattices have
been extensively studied in the past several years.*
Theoretical investigations of electron transport, however,
were focused mainly on single heterojunction structures.
An electron-transport theory pertinent to a superlattice,
particularly a nonlinear theory, is still not available at this
time, and we therefore address this matter here.

It is well known that the Coulomb interaction between
carriers in a two-dimensional (2D) system has an impor-
tant effect on their transport properties. For a closely
packed multilayer system, such an effect is expected to be
even more important because of the couplings between in-
terlayer carriers and the carrier scatterings by the charged
impurities in different layers. These effects should be tak-
en into full account in establishing a transport theory for
superlattices. Recently, a non-Boltzmann balance-
equation approach was developed by Lei and Ting® to
describe nonlinear electronic transport for electron-
impurity-phonon systems in the presence of a uniform
electric field. The role of the electron-electron interaction
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is fundamentally built into the theory via the electron
density-density correlation function of the system, and the
associated screening and nonlinear descreening phenome-
na are naturally included. This formulation has been
proven to be useful and convenient for studying linear and
high-field steady-state transport in both the 3D and 2D
cases.®” The same method will be employed in this paper
to discuss the electron transport, especially nonlinear
transport, for a type-I superlattice in the presence of a
constant uniform electric field.

II. HAMILTONIAN

The model we shall use for the type-I superlattice con-
sists of an infinite number of periodically arranged quan-
tum wells of width a, and d is the spatial period or dis-
tance between two adjacent layer centers. In the
effective-mass approximation the electron system can be
described generally by the following Hamiltonian:®

Pa

2m,

2
p.
—2’;—4— +Ul(z;)

H=2 +2 V(r,»—rj,z,-,zj) , (1)
i ij
i<j

where p;=(p,,p,) and r;=(x;y;) are the two-
dimensional momentum and coordinate of the ith electron
along the layer plane and p,; and z; are those perpendicu-
lar to the interface; m and m, are, respectively, the
electron-band effective mass parallel and perpendicular to
the plane; U(z) is the potential reflecting the superlattice
structure; the last term is the electron-electron interaction.
When a uniform electric field is applied parallel to the
plane, the electronic transport, or the motion of the center
of mass of the electron system, takes place only within the
plane. Therefore, it is convenient to introduce two-
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dimensional center-of-mass variables P=(P,P,) and
R=(X,Y):

P=2.p,‘, RZ#ZI',' N (2)
] r

and two-dimensional relative electron variables
’ 1 ’
Pi=Pi—FP, r;=r,—R, (3)

where N is the total number of electrons (normalized to
unit area). In terms of these variables the Hamiltonian of
the electron system in the presence of an electric field E
parallel to the layer plane, can be written as the sum of a
2D center-of-mass part H, and a relative part H,, with

PZ
" 2Nm
and H, is also expressed by Eq. (1) but with p; and r; re-
placed by p; and r;. Hereafter we shall omit the primes
and always refer to the relative motion of the electrons.
An Al,Ga,_,As-GaAs-Al,Ga,_, As multilayer struc-
ture can be described approximately by such a periodically
arranged quantum-well model, in which the mobile car-
riers are electrons released from donors located in the
heavily doped Al,Ga;_,As parts and are essentially con-
fined in the GaAs well regions which are formed by the
band discontinuity of Al,Ga,_,As-GaAs interfaces. We
assume that (i) the potential-well depth is deep enough
and tunneling is small enough, so that electrons are con-
fined to just one well, and (ii) the width of the well is nar-
row and the electron density is not too high, such that
electrons occupy only the lowest subband. This descrip-
tion for a semiconductor superlattice has been widely used
in the literature. In the effective-mass approximation the
lowest subband wave function of the electron in /th well is
taken as

H,

—NeE-R, 4)

Un(r,z)=e’* ¢z —1ld) (1=0,+1,...) (5
with
172
- cos |— for——£<z<£
§(2)= 27727
0 elsewhere , (6a)
(6b)

and the corresponding energy €, =#*k%/2m is degenerate
with respect to the layer indices. Here, k= |k|. Now
the Hamiltonian H, for relative electrons can be written
in second quantized representation as

T 1 T t ,
H,=3 &CroCio+7 2 Vi@)Cik+q0Crk—q0CIK,0C ko
Iko Lr
kk'.q
o,0'

@)

where c,L,(cnw) are creation (annihilation) operators for
relative electrons with lowest subband wave function ¥y,
and V},(q) is the corresponding matrix element of the
Coulomb potential, which can be written as

Vim(q)=

 r (@ (8)
2€Ql(q m\q) ,

where « is the background dielectric constant of the super-
lattice and Fj,,(q) is a form factor for the Coulomb in-
teraction of the system. For a GaAs-Al,Ga,_,As super-
lattice, the difference between the dielectric constants in
GaAs and Al,Ga,;_,As regions is small enough that the
image charge contribution is generally neglected, leading
to the simple result

F’m(Q)-:F[_m(Q)
=[dz [dz'e=917~71¢(z —Id)6(z' —md
=e~911=m 19 exp(ga)l (q)(1—8},)+8,,H (g)] .

9)
Here, §;, is the Kronecker delta, and the form factors
I(q) and H (q) are determined by the electron wave func-
tion within the well [Eq. (6)]. Setting u =ga, we have’

I(g)= [ e ¢(2)dz
=47 [1—exp(—u)]/[u(u?+477)], (10)
H(g)= [ e™912~%|£(2)¢(2' Pz dz’
1—exp(—u) u
ul+4m? u’44x?
- 1(22614(;;)(“2_4”2)

2 1— 1 —exp(—u)
u

u

=3

+ (1n

In a GaAs-Al,Ga;_,As system the elastic scatterings
are mainly due to charged impurities. These charged im-
purities give rise to an electron-impurity interaction H,;
in the Hamiltonian:

V4 €2 iq(R—r_)
H,= Figz)e ¥ ] Ciko > (12)
ei IEa 2exq a Lk+q,0CLk,0
k,q

where (r,,z,) and Z, are the location and the charge
number of the ath impurity and

Filgz)=[e """tz —1a)dz . (13)

Image terms have been neglected in Eq. (13). We consider
two kinds of impurities: remote impurities and back-
ground impurities. The former are the ionized dopants in
Al,Ga,_, As regions, which are located in planar sheets
at a distance s from the center of each layer with area
density N, per sheet; the latter are distributed equiprob-
ably within the GaAs well regions with area density N,
per layer. Here we assume that there is the same impurity
number density in each remote sheet (or in each layer).
Thus, to specify an impurity we can use @ =(m,a), which
denotes the ath impurity in the mth sheet (or mth layer).
Its transverse coordinate is r, =r,,, and longitudinal posi-
tion is (for remote impurities)
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m=0,%+1,... and £<s <d—2

4
5 2,(l)

z,=md—s

or (for background impurities)

z,=md +z,

m=0,+1,... and —%<za<-(2i] . (15)

Therefore, for remote impurities

Fi(g,z,)=F(q,] —m,z,)= f e T IF I  p 2y

in which (u =qa)

817'2 u2 2
F(qz,)=———— |14+ —=cos® |—z
@)= | 2 -

—2exp _4 cosh(qz,) (18)

The phonons in the Al, Ga,;_, As-GaAs superlattice can
be considered approximately the same as in bulk GaAs.
They give rise to a phonon part

Hy=3 #Qquboabaor (19)
QA

and an electron-phonon interaction

H,,= 3 M(q,q,MIlig)eRbg; +b" q1)
94,4

+
X 2 Cl,k+q,acl,k,a s (20)
Lk,o

in the Hamiltonian. In these two equations, b& (bqa)
are creation (annihilation) operators for the phonons of
wave vector Q in branch A and frequency Qq,- Here,
|

F,=2 3 |M(q4:,M) |2 1lig) ]| %a 3 e '~ i1, q, 000 +qV)

9,2 Lr

F,(q,z,)=F(q,l —m, —s)
— f e 1 |z4+(I—m)d +s5 Ig(Z)de

exp[—q | (I —m)d +s |1 (q) if | —m >0,
= lexpl—gq | (I —m)d +s | [I(—q) if I —m <O,

(16)
and for background impurities
F(q,z,) ifl=m ,
exp[—q | (I —m)d | lexp(qz, ) (q) if I >m , (17)
exp[—q | (I —m)d | lexp(—gqz,)I(—¢q) if I <m ,
|
Q=(q,q,) is the 3D wave vector. In Eq. (20),

M(q,q,,A)=M(Q,A) is the matrix element of the
electron-phonon interaction in 3D plane-wave representa-
tion and I (ig,) is a form factor:

| I(ig,) | *=m*sin% /[y2(p*—7*)?], 21

with y=gq,a /2.

III. FORCE- AND ENERGY-BALANCE
EQUATIONS

The derivation of the force- and energy-balance equa-
tions in steady-state transport devolves upon the evalua-
tion of the statistical expectation values of the time
derivative ~ of the  center-of-mass  momentum
P=—i [P,H]/# and the rate of change of the total
relative-electron energy H, = —i [H.,H]/#, or that of the
total phonon energy H. ph=—1I[Hy,H]/#. The procedure
is similar to that described in Ref. 5 and will not be re-
peated here. However, we shall discuss the aspects specif-
ically related to the case of a superlattice.

In steady state, when the center of mass moves at a con-
stant velocity v, the frictional force due to phonons can be
shown to be

#(Qgr+q-v)
kBTe

Qg
ksT

n

(22)

Here, T and T, are the lattice and electron temperatures,’ respectively; n(x)=1/[exp(x)—1] is the Bose function; v is
the center-of-mass velocity or the average drift velocity of the system. II,(L,l',q,®) is the imaginary part of the Fourier
transform of the electron density-density correlation function of the superlattice I1,(/,/’,q,t) defined by

fl(l,l',q,t)z—é@(t) > ([CITk-\Lq,a(t)cl,k,a(t)sclt,k'—q,acl',k',a]) . (23)

kk'.o

Here the average is in an equilibrium ensemble of the
relative-electron system with Hamiltonian H, and tem-
perature T,, imagining it to be decoupled. Also the step
function 6(z)=1 for ¢t >0 and 6(¢) =0 otherwise.

In the absence of Coulomb interaction between carriers,
the density-density correlation function has nonzero value

I
only when [ =/":

I(LI',q,0)=8,1l(q,w) , (24)
and

n(q w)=22 f(6k+q)—f(€k)
’ T fio+ €, q—€+id

(25)
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is the density-density correlation function for a single
sheet of 2D electrons without Coulomb interaction.
fle)=1/{exp[(e—e€f)/kpT,1+1} is the Fermi-Dirac
function at temperature T, and €, =¢€,(T,) is the corre-
sponding temperature-dependent Fermi energy, or chemi-
cal potential.

The inclusion of both intralayer and interlayer carrier
Coulomb interactions can be achieved using the random-
phase approximation (RPA). The well-known RPA treat-
ment leads to the following equation:

fl(l,l’,q,w)=8,,nﬂ(q,w)+H(q,w)2 V,,,,(q)fl(m,l’,q,a)) .

(26)

Assuming an infinite superlattice and neglecting image
contributions, we have V;,,(¢)=V;_,(q) and I(],/',q,»)
=II(/ -!',q,w) and Eq. (26) reduces to

f1(,q,0)=1(q,0) |80+ 3 Vi_m(@fim,qe) | . 27

By introducing
]

fP =2 2 !M(q’ql’k) ' 2 I I(lqz) ’ 2qﬁ2(qz’q9‘QQA+q'v)

q,q,,A

n

fig,,q0)=3 ¢ ““l(,q0), (28)
1

Eq. (27) is easily solved to give
PN I(q,w)

I(q,,q,0)= 1~ Vigg Miqa) (29)
with
V(gg)="3 Vige %"
1e2
= ey @45 0,01 (30)

in which S(q,q,) comes from the interlayer carrier in-
teraction:
cos(q,d)—exp(—qd)

S(g,q,)=
99:) cosh(gd)—cos(q,d)

exp(qa)l (g)* . (31)

In terms of the correlation function fl(q,,q,w), we can
rewrite Eq. (22) as a phonon-induced per-layer frictional
force f,:

#Qq
kT

#(Qor+q-v)
kB Te

(32)

Note that although flz(q,,q,co) is a periodic function of g,, | M |?|I |?is not. The sum over q; goes from — o to o as

usual:

> —(2m)! f_: dq, .
9

The energy loss of the relative-electron system is due to inelastic scattering associated with the electron-phonon cou-
pling. A similar derivation yields the per-layer energy-transfer rate from the electron system to the phonon system:

w =2 2 'M(q:qzy)") | 2 l I(in) ' 29Qlﬁ2(qz’q’QQA+q'V)

q,9,,A

In deriving the impurity-induced frictional force one
needs to average over impurity sites. We assume that
there is no interference effect between different kinds of
scatterers so that the contributions to the frictional force
due to remote- and background-impurity scatterings are
additive and the average over these two kinds of impuri-
ties can be done separately. Thus we shall evaluate the
following quantities:

2<2F(q,1_m,za)F(q,I'—n,zﬂ)e"“"“"“"'f’) (34)
m,n ‘a,B
for background impurities, and

2(2 F(g,l —m,—5)F(g,I'—n, —s>e"“"ﬂ+"“""’> (35)

m,n'\a,B

for remote impurities. The average is over all the possible
configurations of the impurity distribution in the mth and
nth layers (sheets). Since F(q,/ —m,z,) is a smooth
nonoscillatory function of z, and the background impuri-
ties are distributed equiprobably within each well region,

#Qor+q-v)
kBTe

ﬁQQA

" kyT

(33)

T
the expression (34) can be simplified approximately as

2 F(q,l ——m,z)F(q,l'—n,z)(Z eiQ~ra+f<I"l'B> s (36)
m,m’ a,B

where

_ 1 a/2
F(q,I——m,za)E;f

_a/2F(q,l —m,z)dz

K(q) forl=m,
- exp[—q((l——m)d|]952(z—z)—_—!-1(q)

for Istm 37
with (4 =qa)
872 u’>  1—exp(—u)
Ki@)=——F— (14+—— . (38)
q (4% +u?)u * 472 u
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Therefore, in either case, we essentially deal with the
quantity

A =<Eeiq-rma+iq’.rnﬂ> i (39)
a,B

If the impurity distribution is random within each sheet
(layer) and there is no correlation between different sheets
(layers), the quantity in Eq. (39) is a two-dimensional ex-
tension of the averaging discussed by many authors in the
3D case.!®!! Therefore, to the lowest order of N;
(N;=N, or N, is the impurity sheet density),

A=Ndg _q, (40)

independent of the layer indices m and n. The assump-
tion of noncorrelation of the impurity distributions in dif-
ferent sheets generally seems reasonable. Nevertheless, as
discussed in Ref. 12, the possibility of correlation between

the impurity distributions in different layers could be in-
J

LI',m,n

e? 2 d d/m
2€pc _2;7'— —d/m qzz_g_ 2 F(qxl“m,—S)F(q,l'—n’_s)e

cluded in the following way. The superlattice system
structure enables us to assume that the quantity in Eq.
(39) is a function of m —n after configuration averaging:

(2eiq-rma+l'q'-r,.5>=N18q,,_qg(m —n), (41)
a,B

where the function g(m) (m =0,+1
pressed as a Fourier coefﬁcient:

g(m)=———f

,...) may be ex-

md

iqz
wrd dq,g(q,)e , (42)

with the corresponding inverse series
g(g)=" g(m)e %™ (43)
m

The total frictional force due to remote-impurity scatter-
ing can now be written as

(m n)dg(qz)ﬁz(l_ll,q,q_v) . (44)

A similar expression could also be obtained for the background-impurity-induced total force. The summation over the
layer indices in Eq. (44) is easy to perform, resulting in the expression for the per-layer frictional force due to remote-

and background-impurity scatterings jointly:

d
2

82

2€pk

d/m

in which N(q,q,) is an effective impurity density:

sinh[q (d —s)]+explig,d )smh(qs)

a2 % 2 N(g,4.)8(g,)x(g,q.9'¥) , (45)

N(g,4,)=N,Z} 2
Ea cosh(gd)—cos(g,d) explga)l(g)
cos(g,d)—exp(—qd) exp(ga)—1 2
N,Z}
TV cosh(gd) —cos(g,d) Ho+kig) |, 46
T
and Z, and Z, are equivalent charge numbers of the re-  and
mote and background impurities.
For an uncorrelated distribution of impurities, g(m)=1 v-f(v)+w(v)=0. (50)

and g(q,)=2mb(q,d), whence the expression (45) for the
impurity-induced per-layer frictional force f; reduces to

2
> —g—N(q)Hz(O q,q'v), 47
q

f,'=

2604(
with
N(q)=N(q,0)

2
~N,Z2 cosh[g(d /2 —s)] 2
sinh(gd/2) | *P@@(@)
2
+N,z2 |2 EM‘”—I(qHK(q) (48)
gqa exp(qd)—

Now the force and energy balance equations of steady-
state transport can be written down for each layer:

N;eE+f(v)=0 (49)

Here N is the carrier area density per layer, and
fv)=1f;+f1, (51)

is the per-layer frictional force due to impurity and pho-
non scatterings, and w(v) is the per-layer energy-loss rate
of the electron system.

The carrier mobility, defined by (v=|v|)

u=v/E, (52)

can be written in terms of the per-layer frictional force
along the x direction f,:

_l___fx

u eNyv

(53)

The contributions to 1/u by different scattering mecha-
nisms (remote and background impurities, acoustic and
optical phonons, etc.) are additive within the present
lowest-order model, because the frictional forces induced
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by different mechanisms are additive. Nevertheless, all
these forces depend on the electron temperature, which is
to be determined from the energy balance equation involv-
ing all the scattering mechanisms jointly.

IV. LINEAR MOBILITY

In the presence of an energy-loss mechanism (electron-
phonon interaction), the energy balance equation yields a
steady-state solution with electron temperature T,=T
+ O(E?) for weak electric field E. Therefore, the iso-
thermal linear mobility'? is determined solely by the force
balance equation at common electron and lattice tempera-
ture 7. We have

1

1 2
Kio eNs

2 )? _ .
e 3 %N(q)a—i,-ﬂz(o,q,w) | o=0
q

26K

(54)

for impurity-limited inverse Ohmic mobility (assume un-
correlated distributions of impurities in different sheets
and layers), and [ n'(x)=dn (x)/dx]

1 2% PN
PR Eh | M (q,q;,0) | %2 T(q;,q,00)
s 9.4,

’

ﬁﬂQA
kT

for phonon-limited inverse Ohmic mobility. These for-
mulas incorporate in full the role of dynamic and
temperature-dependent carrier screening represented in
the structure of the density-density correlation function of
the superlattice [Eq. (23)] within the framework of the

X (55)

RPA.

The rémote- and background-impurity-limited Ohmic
mobilities have been calculated from Eq. (54) as functions
of temperature for several different geometrical parame-
ters of GaAs-Al,Ga,_, As superlattices. [The parameters
used in the calculations are GaAs mass density
5.31g/cm’, effective mass m =0.07m, (m, is the free-
electron mass), transverse sound velocity v, =2.48X%10°
m/s, longitudinal sound velocity v,;=5.29%10° m/s,
longitudinal optical-phonon energy #iQy=235.4 meV, low-
frequency dielectric constant x=12.9, optical dielectric
constant «,, = 10.8, acoustic deformation potential ==38.5
eV, and piezoelectric constant e;4=1.41Xx10° V/m.] The
results are shown in Fig. 1 (for remote-impurity scatter-
ing) and Fig. 2 (for background-impurity scattering),
where we plot the inverse Ohmic mobilities p;5' normal-
ized by their values at T =0 K, p;o(0)"!, against tem-
perature from T =0.5 to 400 K, for superlattices with a
carrier density N, =2.0%10"" cm~? but different well
widths @ and well separations d. In most cases the in-
verse Ohmic mobility increases with increasing tempera-
ture in the low-temperature region, then decreases after
reaching a maximum. This decrease of 1/u;q at high
temperatures is a common feature of impurity-induced
linear resistivity when carriers obey Maxwell-Boltzmann
statistics. This feature has also been found in both 3D
and 2D systems.>®!* Note that the case of a =0 is
equivalent to a pure 2D-sheet-array model widely used for
a superlattice, in which the electron density has a § func-
tion in the z direction: |&(z —Id)|2=8(z —Id).

The Ohmic mobilities due to both acoustic and polar
optical-phonon scattering have been calculated from Eq.
(55) for several different geometrical parameters of

1.4 vy ————— T
1.2 r 5 —
1.0 _
L ]
R
N
2 0.8 o —
< . .
GaAs-AlGaAs Superlattice
Ng = 2110” em2
0.6 - ) i
Remote impurity scattering
0.4 . N B | 3 L | N N
0.5 1 10 100 500
T(K)

FIG. 1. Normalized inverse Ohmic mobilities 1;0(0)/u;o due to remote-impurity scatterings are shown as fu{lctions of temperature
for superlattices with carrier density N, =2.0X10"! cm~2 per sheet but different geometrical parameters (in A): 1—a =0, d =100,
s =25;2—a =0, d =200, s =25; 3—a =50, d =100, s =50; 4—a =100, d =200, s =75; 5—a =200, d =400, s =125.
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1.4 mans —
1.2
1.0
Y
N
L]
T 0.8
i N = 210 em
0.6 -
0.4 | 2 P

GaAs-AlGaAs Superlattice

Background impurity scattering

-2

N R | n P

0.5 1

10 100 500
T(K)

FIG. 2. Normalized inverse Ohmic mobilities 1,0(0)/p;0 due to background-impurity scatterings are slzown as functions of tem-
perature for superlattices with carrier density N, =2.0X 10" cm~? per sheet but different geometries (in A): 1—a =0, d =100; 2—
a =0, d =200; 3—a =50, d =100; 4—a =100, d =200; 5—a =200, d =400.

GaAs-Al,Ga;_,As superlattices. Acoustic phonons are
coupled with electrons via the piezoelectric interaction
and deformation potential, and the polar coupling between
longitudinal optical phonons and electrons is taken to be
the Frohlich interaction. There are extensive discussions
of these electron-phonon interaction mechanisms in the
literature.'>~!7 The relevant matrix elements pertinent to
the present calculation can be found in Ref. 6. In Fig. 3
we plot acoustic-phonon-limited and polar optical-
phonon-limited Ohmic mobilities p40 and u, as functions
of temperature for four different geometrical parameters
of superlattices with the same carrier density N,
=2.0% 10" cm~2 per layer. The most striking feature in
this figure is the significant difference between curve |
(a=0 A and d =100 A system) and curve 2 (a =50 A
and d =100 A system) for acoustic-phonon-limited mo-
bility at high temperatures (7" > 30 K). This is a clear in-
dication that the 2D-sheet-array model is poor for trans-
port studies where relatively large wave vectors may play
a significant role so that the electron confinement should
be taken into account. A pure 2D model generally overes-
timates the electron-phonon scattering.

V. RESULTS FOR NONLINEAR TRANSPORT

Nonlinear steady-state dc transport has been studied
numerically from the balance equations (49) and (50) with
per-layer frictional forces and energy-transfer rates as
given by Eqgs. (51), (32), (47) and (33). In this, we take into
account both acoustic-phonon scattering (piezoelectric
coupling and deformation potential) and polar optical-
phonon scattering (Frohlich interaction). At the same
time we consider elastic scatterings due to both remote
impurities and background impurities and assume equali-
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FIG. 3. Ohmic mobilities limited by acoustic-phonon scatter-
ing and by polar optical-phonon scattering u,0 and p,o are
shown as functions of temperature for superlattices with carrier
density N,=2.0x 10" cm~2 per sheet but different geometrical
parameters (in A): 1—a =0, d =100; 2—a =50, d = 100; 3—
a =100, d =200; 4—a =200, d =400.
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ty of the contributions of these two kinds of impurities to
the Ohmic mobility in the zero-temperature limit. More-
over, the RPA expression [Eq. (29)] for the density-
density correlation function of a superlattice is used in the
calculation, thereby including full carrier screening and
high-field descreening effects as well as plasmon contribu-
tions.

The calculated results for the nonlinear mobility u [de-
fined by Eq. (52)] normalized to its Ohmic limit u,, and
the electron temperature T,, are shown as functions of
drift velocity v in Figs. 4(a)—4(c) at lattice temperature
T =0 K for GaAs-Al,Ga,_, As superlattices with carrier
density N, =2.0x10"" cm—2 per layer, but different su-
perlattice geometrical parameters (@, d and s), and dif-
ferent zero-temperature Ohmic mobilities po correspond-
ing to differing effective impurity densities. The non-
linear mobility generally decreases monotonically with in-
creasing drift velocity v. This is usually a feature of sys-
tems composed of one kind (same effective mass) of car-
rier. On the other hand, the electron temperature is not
necessarily monotonic in v, as can be seen in Figs.
4(a)—4(c), where the curves labeled 1 (0 K Ohmic mobility
po=2.5%x10° cm?/Vs) dip as v increases (around
v=2—-3x%10" cm/s), reflecting a trend toward an
electron-cooling-type phenomenon. Electron cooling
arises from a rapid increase of the electron-energy-loss
rate with increasing drift velocity at that range of v for
which the impurity scattering in the sample is relatively
weak compared to electron-phonon scattering. Cooling
may occur due to acoustic-phonon coupling at around the
sound velocity only in very pure samples.'® In the present
case, however, the decrease of T, with increasing v is due
to polar optical-phonon scattering; it may give rise to a
much larger electron-energy-loss rate at large v, resulting
in the occurrence of the cooling-type effect in experimen-
tally accessible systems. For given carrier sheet density
N, and Ohmic mobility p, and at fixed drift velocity, the
carriers generally stay cooler and show a stronger cooling
trend in samples with smaller well width a. This may be
attributed to the enhancement of the effective electron-
phonon interaction in very thin quantum-well systems.
These cooling-type effects may be detected, provided that
the electron temperature can be properly determined ex-
perimentally. It should be noted that the electron tem-
perature here is not a parameter in a preassumed distribu-
tion function for the carriers in transport, but rather it
measures the internal energy of the relative-electron sys-
tem and should thus reflect the strength of the carrier
thermal motion. It seems not unreasonable to conjecture
that T, may be estimated from thermal noise measure-
ments on the system.
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