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II. Arrays of quantum wires
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The quantum kinetic equation for the one-electron distribution function is derived for an array
of quantum wires in the presence of a magnetic field perpendicular or parallel to the plane of the
wires. Screening is treated dynamically in the random-phase approximation. The results are valid
for array periods large enough that tunneling between the wires can be neglected. The energy and
momentum relaxation frequencies are evaluated when only the lowest level is occupied for scattering
by three- or two-dimensional impurities and by acoustical phonons.

I. INTRODUCTION

Currently systems of reduced dimensionality, such as
quantum wires, are the subject of numerous investiga-
tions due to their potential device applications; cf. Refs.
1-6 and references cited therein. In previous papers!:? we
have proposed a first-principles transport formalism for
the quasi-one-dimensional electron gas (Q1DEG) which
we applied to arrays of quantum wires®* and which we
extended later on” for one Q1DEG in the presence of a
magnetic field B. In this paper we consider transport in
periodic arrays of quantum wires in a nonzero field B.
To our knowledge this subject has not been treated.

The problem of arrays is in some respects qualitatively
different from that of the isolated wires because of two
important effects: the tunneling between the wires, for
relatively short interwire separations, and the mutual
screening of the scattering potentials by electrons from
different wires. The latter is present even when the in-
terwire separation is long due to the long range of the
Coulomb interaction. Here we will consider only the lat-
ter effect relegating the treatment of tunneling to a future
work.

In the next section we present the general formalism
for multilevel occupation. In Sec. III we present sim-
plified results for the one-level occupation and in Sec.
IV the corresponding relaxation frequencies evaluated
for a degenerate electron gas scattered by impurities or
acoustical phonons. Summary and conclusions follow in
Sec. V.

II. QUANTUM KINETIC EQUATION
AND COLLISION INTEGRAL

We consider a periodic array of quantum wires, of
length L, = L , in the zy plane, with period [, as shown
in Fig. 1. The wires are parallel to the x axis and in-
dexed by p = £1,£2,.... The magnetic field B is parallel
to the z axis; later on it will be taken in the zy plane.

4

Taking the vector potential A = [—B(y — pl),0,0] the
one-electron Hamiltonian H, 3 in the pth quantum wire is
given by

HS:(P+6A)2/2m*+Vy+Vz+H27 (1)

where P is the momentum operator, m* the effective
mass, and H? the standard spin Hamiltonian. The po-
tentials V,, and V, determine the form of the quantum
wells in the corresponding directions. Due to the pe-
riodicity we have V, = V(y — pl) for all p. For sim-
plicity we will take the confining potential V}, parabolic:
V, = m*03y?/2 = h%q}y?/2. The eigenvalues corre-
sponding to Eq. (1) are then given by

EP = B4 = hwy = hdo(a+1/2) + h?k2/2m + E,, + E,,
(2

where & = /w2 + 3, i = m*@?/Q3, and w, is the cy-
clotron frequency. The last two terms on the right-hand
side are, respectively, the energy along the z direction
and the spin energy. Further, A = (a,a,,kq) is the set
of the quantum indices and k, = k. is the wave vector
in the z direction. The corresponding normalized wave
function has an orbital part given by

21 3 Y
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FIG. 1. Geometry of the array of quantum wires; the ar-
ray period is l.
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TP(r) = L™12¢tkaep. (2)®a(y — Yo — PL), (38)  with an external electric field; the matrix element of the
total potential is denoted by wap. Due to the iden-

tity of the wires the diagonal part of the density ma-

where yo = —Tkowe/@® = —ko/q?. In what follows we  trix f4, = f% is independent of p, i.., ff — fa. The

will incorporate E, in F,_ and thus drop the spin index
.

Equations (1)—(3) pertain to a free electron. We now
assume that the electrons interact with each other, with
an external potential, e.g., impurities, phonons, etc., and

Stfa=—

where [, |+ denotes half the anticommutator. Here the
fluctuations 6pP and 6pP depend on the wire index p,
but the collision integral does not. The fluctuating parts
appearing in ([, ]) are given by

605 p(W) = 6Py ap(w) + eMap(w) 69 p(w) (5)
and
690?43("‘)) = (1/271-) /dqz 6ka—kﬁ,qz 6‘PQB(W7QQZ)’
(6)
with
5(/16)43((4), Qm) = 6§02AB (wv q:::)
p—p
+ > Sy —kyae Dypa pr (@) 4a)
p’Al B’
><6pf’4,B, (w). (7
Here, o stands for the two indices ko and a,
DZBA' (W, 4z)
_ e/ da e—iayl(p—p ))\aﬂ(qy))\ﬂ ' (—qy) ()
Y qL a,bz,a,b,(w’ql)
and
J
o2
Stesfa = S hL ,Z” ) Okark s Okiarke 1 O ey Ok ko
BA'B'A"B

quantum kinetic equation for f4 is obtained from the
corresponding many-body Hamiltonian and the equation
of motion for the density matrix pag. It has the same
form as that for one wire [cf. Ref. 7, Eq. (5)] with its
collision integral St f4 given by

grpin 3 [ o [ 50750, 56ha ), @

oo
Aeo ) = / dy Y & (y — ya) P, (¥ — yp)
= a!/b!e—[|Qo|2+iqvu(ka+kﬁ)q-2]/2
xqg‘aLZ—aqulz), ©

where § = wc/@, o = ligy — p(ka — kp)l/V24, @ =
Vm&/k, and Li(z) is a Laguerre polynomial. Further,
the source potentlals 6p° and 60° and the matrix Map
are given in Ref. 7 and €°_is the dielectric function. The
latter is given by

1
ei,b, Ya‘;b’z (wa qJ—)

0% (2)Ts, (z)\Il (z )\I’az(z)

63(&), q_L;z7z )

/ dz /
o o

if the dielectric function is uniform in the z direction,
with

(11)

The system of Egs. (5)—(7) is solved in the manner of Ref.
7 and the collision integral has two terms: the first term
describes collisions between the electrons themselves and
the second one collisions of the electrons with an external
system. The latter is denoted by Stes f4 and has the form

0
Ja,b, (Qz) = / dz ezq;z‘l!;, (z)‘I’b; (z)
—00

(oo}
x / da ot (@) Ag o (~ ) REX (C3 Ly R (Cilay)
—0oo

11
x 2y Ky
!

(fB - fA)(&ps)C' qy

.o, fa(l = fB)+ fB(1 — fa) 1 B 1
e h 1/(]5 + (ka — kﬁ)2 {6;{;.” (07 Qy) 6;{;,,, (Cv Qy):\ } (12)
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Here C stands for the arguments w4 p and k, — kg, and

= (a;b) = (a,b;a5,b,); further, K" = a,b,,a,b, and
R is the inverse of the matrix T" with respect to the upper
indices given by the following expressions:

TEK (D) = b6y — L7 Myr (kiyw,¢:) Dr(D),

k.,
(13)
61Map(w) = 61Mg (ka,w, gz), (14)
81D ypa' g’ (D) = 61Dr(D), (15)
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ﬂ' o0
Dypa g (D)= e Z
n=-—oo \/ qm + qyn
aﬂ(Qyn)’\,a’ o (—yn)
ez,bz,a;b; (wam»Qyn) ’
(16)
with the abbreviations D = w,qz,lqy, F = ko — k.,

I=ky—kp,qz, and qyn = gy — 2/l

The correlator of the scattering potentials () in Eq.
(12) is evaluated as in Refs. 2 and 7 using the fluctuation-
dissipation theorem and assuming that the scattering sys-
tem remains at equilibrium with temperature 7,. The
result for the collision integral is then given by

2
Steafa = ~ 37 D (6675747 {fA ~pp+ Al
B

— fB) + fB(1 — fa)] }
coth(hwap/2kpTs) .

(17)

The correlator () in Eq. (17) is that of the scattering potentials screened both by the external system and by the

particles of the Q1DEG. It is given by
1
~2\AB,AB _ 1
(667854 =0 3

A'B' A" B/I

oo
< [ dad s @ o () BEF (O la) BEF (Cilay),
—00

where

'

K,
((5(,03 0>C,qy

ire?h hw 1 1
——coth T “xs,0
qL 2kpTs eK, W(C) €2, (C’)

(19)

The contribution to screening by the Q1DEG is embod-
ied in the functions R. The periodicity aspects of the
system are expressed in R as well: electrons from differ-
ent wires participate in the screening of the scattering
potentials that electrons “see” in any wire that is within
the screening length.

In the presence of an electric field E directed along
the axis of the wires the quantum kinetic equation has
the standard form with the collision integral as described
above. The momentum and energy balance equations
are derived from it in the manner described earlier!:?

X

Il

II

J

Okusk ot Okurk i Bk kg Okg kg X

(18)

[

and from them the relaxation frequencies. The second
part of the collision integral describing electron-electron
collisions does not contribute to these frequencies.l:? If
we assume that the drift velocity u is the same for all
energy levels, the expressions (33)—(35) of Ref. 7 can be
taken over and the only change, reflecting the periodicity
of the present system, will be through the function R that
enters the expression for the correlators.

III. ONE-LEVEL RESULTS

A. Perpendicular magnetic field

All expressions given above simplify considerably if the
electrons occupy only the lowest level as is expected to be
the case for most of the experimentally accessible densi-
ties. Then we can take a = a, = 0. If we further consider
only the lowest spin sublevel the diagonal density matrix
is labeled only by the continuous wave vector k = k,, and
the collision integral takes the form

62 0o 0o 2 o2
Stesfk = 5—= Z_/ gz 6k—k’,qz/ dgy e~ /% (fir = Fr)(602)e raL
2mh o J—oc0 —oo ki

X|S (Wi, 4z qy)| 2.

+2L[fk(1 = fx )+ fk’(l - fk)]ImA(wkk :CLL)}

(20)
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Here, for a uniform external system we have

[ | [ d2|Wo(2)[2eia-%|
A == [d ; 21
((.dy qJ.) T / qz qze(w, q_l_) ) ( )
the screening factor S() is given by
Ae(w, qz)
S(w,qz;lgy) = 1+ —d2) 22
(©:gsilay) €s(w, gz lgy) (22)
and the dielectric function by
1 AW o
W tiley) LI 2y g2,
(23)

Ae() is given by the standard expression.®” As for the
correlator () of the scattering potentials it can be eval-
uated along the lines of Refs. 2 and 7 and will be given
below for particular cases.

Equation (20) has the same structure as Eq. (28) of
Ref. 7 valid for an isolated wire. The only difference is in
the screening factor S( ), which embodies the periodicity
aspects of the array. In the limit [ — oo the dielectric
function given above coincides with Eq. (38) of Ref. 7
and so does the collision integral. As for Steefx, which
describes electron-electron collisions, it has a form of the
same structure as Eq. (29) of Ref. 7. For the assumed
one-level dispersion law, wy = fik?/2m-+const, it vanishes
identically.
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B. Parallel magnetic field

For a magnetic field along the y axis, B = By, the
vector potential is A = (Bz,0,0). Now the wave func-
tions in the 2z direction and the corresponding eigenvalues
of the one-electron Hamiltonian depend not only on the
discrete quantum number a, but also on the continuous
wave vector along the z direction.

The following consideration shows that there is no
principal difference between this case and that of the
preceding subsection. If the confining potentials V,, and
V, are both parabolic and have the same curvature we
can take over all one-level results with ¢ replaced by
g1 = /m*Qy/h. If, however, the curvature is differ-
ent, we must take into account the curvature of V, in the
expression for m.

IV. ONE-LEVEL RELAXATION FREQUENCIES

We take the magnetic field normal to the plane of the
array and consider a parabolic form for V,, ie., V, =
h2q422/2m*. Using the lowest-level wave function and
Eq. (21) we obtain

Aw,q1) = ezlerfc(ql/ﬁqz)eqi/zqg, (24)

where we have assumed that the dielectric function
€s(w,q) = €, is approximately constant.

The momentum v™ and energy vT relaxation frequen-
cies are obtained in the manner described earlier:” from
the balance equations. The result is

N L [T * e ((kBTaq?/mw?\ (hw/2kpTs)?
(VT> ~ wnh / 00 i /_oo 44 /.oo dave w? sinh(hw/kpTs)

X (62 0)w,q. IMACI (W, 42)| S (w, 43 1gy) | ™2 (25)

Here S() is given by Egs. (22) and (23) and Ae®*%(w, q)
by Eq. (44) of Ref. 2. We now evaluate the relaxation fre-
quencies for some specific cases of the external scattering
system as characterized by the potential correlator ().

A. Scattering by volume impurities

The electrons are assumed to be scattered by randomly
distributed charged impurities of three-dimensional den-

sity ngs)‘ Using Eq. (Al) of Ref. 7 we obtain

gr3e2nt®
(602 0)wiar = —5—5— G(q1/V2g2) 6(w), (26)
€147
where
G(z) = 2/vz + (1 — 2t2) erfe(z) € . (27)

The result for the momentum relaxation frequency is
*° dz

DT xz)s/zG(\/ A2 + z2)

xe=®"" S52(N, 7, ), (28)

m _ 8etn{m

3
€2h’ng2 Jo

[
where

62)\ SEF
SB(A$’Y)1")_1+ 4€LEFl ll'l( )

k5T,
oo ST @=p)?
x 3 erfe[/A% + (z — py)?|
p=—00

x e +(1=1%)(z—p7)* (29)

Here Ep = (hmn)?/2m is the Fermi energy, n is the elec-
tron density, A = v2mn/qe, ¥ = V2 /lqa, and n = g2/4.
As before” we can construct an interpolation formula for
Sp() which is exact in the limits gl — 0 and §l — oo; it
reads

2.5 2+2,2
S\ 7v,z) = 1+ —— ] (47””‘)
€

L7r2h2n " 'fthTs
o lin V2§ 47 erfc[v A2 + z2]
mn V2gl VX222

xe*”+<1-"2)$2} . (30)
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Notice that the quantities n, A\, m, and n depend on the
magnetic field B; for the B dependence of n = n(B), Eq.
(47) of Ref. 7, rewritten here for convenience, reads

n(B) = [(n°)? + (m/n%k)(Q — & + 2u.B/R)])V?,
(31)

where u, = geh/2mg is the magnetic moment of the
electron and n° the one-dimensional electron density at
zero magnetic field. For A <« 1 and n < 1 the frequency
V™ is given approximately by

-~ 4e4ﬁ1n§3) TF—2

m o 22T jp=2 32
2rir2nd” B (32)
where the screening factor M is
~ em 4n2h2n? 1 V2§
Mp =1+ In{ — +1 .
B erh’m2n ( mkpT, > V8nl "\
(33)

In Figs. 2 and 3 we plot, respectively, the relaxation fre-
quency as a function of the magnetic field »™(B) and of
the array period v™(l) using for its evaluation Eq. (25).
The B and | dependences are expressed by the dimen-
sionless variables B = w./Q; = m*w./hg? and L=ql,
respectively. Further, we take g1 = g2 = 2 x 108/m,
considering parabolic confinement in both the y and z
directions, 24,B/w. = 1/3,e;, = 13€0,Ts = 4 K, and
define ¢ = mn%/q,. In Fig. 2 the curves 1, 2, and 3 corre-
spond to £ =3, 10, and 30, respectively, and ¢ = 0.2. In
Fig. 3 the curves 1, 2, and 3 correspond to B = 0.0,0.7,
and 1.4, respectively, and ¢ = 1. For low B the decrease,
in Fig. 2, of v™ with B is related to the motion of the
lower spin level as expressed by the term —u,B/h in Eq.
(31). The increase for high B is related to the decrease of

80.0

70.0 —

60.0 —

50.0 —

Momentum
relaxation

frequency 40.0 —

100™ /v
30.0 —|
20.0 — 3
2 /
10.0 .
S —
0.0 , - .
2.0 4.0 6.0 8.0 10.0
Magnetic field 105
FIG. 2. Momentum relaxation frequency as a function

of the magnetic field (B = w./Q1) for scattering by three-
dimensional impurities. The curves labeled 1, 2, and 3 corre-
spond to £ =3, 10, and 30, respectively, and ¢ = 0.2.
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25.0
20.0 - 1
15.0 —
Momentum 9
relaxation
frequency
100™ [vy
10.0 —| -]
/ 3
5.0 —
00 1 T T T
0 10 20 30 40 50
Period of superlattice £
FIG. 3. Momentum relaxation frequency as a function

of the superlattice period (£=q1l) for scattering by three-
dimensional impurities. The curves labeled 1, 2, and 3 corre-
spond to B = 0.0,0.7, and 1.4, respectively, and ¢ = 1.0.

the kinetic energy in the z direction and the tendency of
the level for depopulation. When the level is depopulated
(n — 0) the relaxation frequency tends to infinity. The
increase, in Fig. 3, of ™ with [ reflects the weakening of
screening and is similar to that reported earlier®* in the
absence of magnetic field. As! — oo the mobility of each
wire is determined by the scattering potential screened
by electrons only of this wire.

B. Scattering by sheet impurities

In this case denoting the impurity density by n§2) and
using Eq. (A1) of Ref. 4 and Eq. (24) we obtain

14.0

12.0 —

10.0 —

Momentum 8.0 —
relaxation
frequency

100™ [v,
0.0 T T T
2.0 1.0 6.0 8.0 10.0
Magnetic field 108
FIG. 4. Momentum relaxation frequency as a function of

the magnetic field for scattering by two-dimensional impuri-
ties. The curves are labeled as in Fig. 1; ¢ = 0.2.
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25.0 0.30
1 P
0.25 — )
20.0 —
0.20 —
2
15.0 —
Momentum Momentum
relaxation relaxation 2
frequency frequency ~ 0-15 —
iy v
10.0 —
0.10 —
5.0 — /»/—’L___’_____
— 0.05 —
—
3
0.0 T T T T 0.00 T T T T
0 10 20 30 10 50 0 10 20 30 40 50
Period of superlattice £ Period of superlattice £
FIG. 5. Momentum relaxation frequency as a function of FIG. 6

the superlattice period. The curves are labeled as in Fig. 3;
c=1.0.

87r362n§2)

2 2
<6‘p§,0>w,q¢ = [erfc(ql /2¢2)]? eIt /243

(34)
Inserting this in Eq. (25) we obtain

m 2\/—6 (2) ®  dz
"= 3

2(1_.2
S e 4 el V)L
€L

XSEZ()\, v, Z).

(35)

For A <« 1, which corresponds to the one-level occupa-
tion, and 7 < 1 we have approximately
4e*nPm —_,

v — L
232 B -
et h°n

(36)
In Fig. 4 we plot the frequency v™ as a function of
the magnetic field and in Fig. 5 the same quantity as a
function of the array period ¥™(l). The values of ¢ and
L, in Fig. 4, and of ¢ and B, in Fig. 5, are the same
as the corresponding ones in Figs. 2 and 3, respectively.
As can be seen the dependences of ¥™ on magnetic field
and on array period are similar to those in Figs. 2 and
3, respectively.

C. Scattering by acoustical phonons

In this case the potential correlator is obtained along
the lines of Ref. 2. The result is

E2wh hw \ e(Y/s92)*/29(Y2)
6ol = g oot (e ) g,
pPS Bls
(37)
where YV = /w? — qu_,_ﬁ. For kgT, > mhns the relax-

ation frequencies are given approximately by

Momentum relaxation frequency as a function of
the superlattice period for scattering by acoustical phonons.
The curves are labeled as in Figs. 3 and 5.

Vm
T )=

16E2k3T3m
n2psinh®
(6/7r2+2\/)7/7r)‘
(30/7% + 44/X3/m)~1 2k T,

T2h2n2

——2

MB,

(38)
where X = (kgTs/hs)?(g5% + §~2) and

— e2m 4m2h2n?2
Mp=1 1 v
B=lt o [ kT, LT X)]

8nl ™

16.0
12.0 A
Momentum
relaxation
frequency 8.0 —
10%0™ [u,,
4.0 —
0-00 I T T T
25.0 50.0 75.0 100.0 125.0 150.0

Magnetic field 1028

FIG. 7. Momentum relaxation frequency as a function of
the magnetic field for scattering by acoustical phonons. The
curves are labeled as in Figs. 2 and 4.



47 KINETICS OF A QUASI-ONE-DIMENSIONAL ELECTRON GAS . ..

300.0

250.0 —

200.0 —

Energy
relaxation
frequency
10307 vy,

150.0 —

100.0 —

50.0 —

0.00 T T T T
25.0 50.0 75.0 100.0 125.0 150.0

Magnetic field 1023

FIG. 8. Energy relaxation frequency as a function of the
magnetic field for scattering by acoustical phonons. The
curves are labeled as in Figs. 2 and 4.

Here s is the speed of sound, p the density of the mate-
rial, and E; the deformation-potential constant. As in
Ref. 7, both relaxation frequencies depend strongly on
the temperature; this is typical for inelastic scattering of
the highly degenerate electron gas since the phase-space
volume available for transitions is limited in a narrow
region, of width kgT', around the Fermi surface. The nu-
merical results for v™(1),v™(B), and vT, evaluated from
Eq. (38) are shown, correspondingly, in Figs. 6, 7, and
8. The parameters used are kpT,/hges = 4,p = 5 x 103
kg/m3, and By = 10 eV.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper we have evaluated the collision integral
and the dielectric function for an array of Q1DEG’s in the
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presence of a magnetic field B treating screening in the
random-phase approximation. Moreover, we have eval-
uated the momentum and energy relaxation frequencies
when only the lowest spin level is occupied for scattering
by impurities or acoustical phonons. This is an exten-
sion of the work pertinent for one Q1DEG presented in
Ref. 7 for B # 0 as well as of that for an array when B
is absent.® The results are valid for relatively large ar-
ray periods since we have neglected tunneling between
the wires. In this respect the results constitute only a
partial extension of the work presented in Ref. 4, which
takes into account both screening and tunneling but in
the absence B. A full extension of the latter work, valid
for B # 0, will be reported elsewhere.

Our numerical results for the relaxation frequencies
show a nontrivial dependence on the magnetic field B.
We have regions of positive and negative magnetoresis-
tance, as is easily seen using ¢ = e?n/mv™, and at cer-
tain values of B the electron density [cf. Eq. (31)] and
the conductivity vanish; when this happens the level is
depopulated. Similar depopulation effects, for a > 0,
have been observed® for one Q1DEG; we are not aware
of any experimental results pertinent to arrays that we
have treated.

The results for the frequencies also show a nontrivial
dependence on the array period . Their increase with
increasing I, or correspondingly the decrease of the mo-
bility, reflects the corresponding weakening of screening.
The latter is very important for Q1DEG’s due to the sin-
gularity of the dielectric function for w — 0 and T' — 0 at
q = 2qp, the wave vector at the Fermi level. For elastic
scattering the value ¢ = gr gives the major contribution
to the frequencies. It is understood that the neglect of
screening overestimates the mobility considerably.
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