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The theory of the uniform electric-field distribution instability in superlattices is developed. The
instability with respect to high-field domain formation was discovered some time ago by Esaki and
Chang but no microscopic theory has been proposed so far. To determine the instability condition we
consider first the conductivity of a superlattice with a uniform electric-field distribution for arbitrary
relations between the width of the miniband, the electric potential drop per period, and the energy
uncertainty due to scattering. Such a general case can be described quantitatively with the help
of the density matrix if an effective electron temperature is larger than those three characteristic
energies. The instability threshold corresponds to an electric field for which the separation between
Stark levels in the superlattice becomes larger than the energy uncertainty due to scattering. The
physical reason for the instability is that any local increase of the field leads to a larger separation
between the Stark levels and to the local decrease of the current. The solution of the instability
problems shows that near the instability threshold only long-wavelength fluctuations are unstable.
At the initial stage of the development of the instability nonlinear effects accelerate the fluctuation
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growth.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the work of Esaki and Chang! the instability of
the uniform distribution of electric field in superlattices
has been observed experimentally many times.2 ¢ These
experiments show that if an electric field applied to a su-
perlattice becomes greater than some critical value then
the uniform distribution of the field along the superlat-
tice breaks down and a high-field domain comes about.
Although no direct measurements of high-field domains
have been made, they are usually thought about as a
large potential drop across one of the barriers forming
the superlattice so that the first level in the well at one
side of the barrier is in resonance with the second level
in the well at the other side.

The physical reason for the formation of high-field do-
mains was shown by Esaki and Chang.! They attributed
it to a negative differential conductance (NDC) predicted
for a superlattice in a high enough electric field.>® For
a continuous medium with an N-shape current-voltage
characteristic a simple phenomenological theory predicts
the formation of high-field domains propagating with
some drift velocity.>1® Esaki and Chang assumed that
the uniform-field distribution in a superlattice is unsta-
ble for the same reason as in a continuous medium. This
reasonable assumption leaves, however, at least two ques-
tions which cannot be answered by such an analogy. The
first is that high-field domains in a continuous medium
drift while nobody has detected any motion of the do-
mains in superlattices.!’ The second question is related
to the fact that the NDC in a superlattice results from a
rather small energy bandwidth in the direction perpen-
dicular to layers. A high-field domain destroys the one-
band propagation of electrons and so destroys the reason
for the NDC. That is, the question arises as to whether
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the suggested instability would lead to the formation of
a high-field domain or to some nonstationary phenomena
due to the destruction of the one-band transport.

The first attempt to develop an adequate theory of
the instability in superlattices and answer these ques-
tions was made by one of the authors.!? In that work
a superlattice was modeled by a series of identical cir-
cuits consisting of a nonlinear resistor and a capacitor
in parallel. The capacitor and resistor described, respec-
tively, displacement current and tunneling current across
a barrier. Although this simple model explained the in-
stability, domain formation, and hysteresis detected in
superlattices,'®3 it also left a few unresolved problems.
The main problem is that the modeling of a superlat-
tice by a series of circuits is possible only in the case of
noncoherent tunneling across different barriers. In other
words, a barrier can be modeled by a resistor if electrons
are scattered after each tunneling. In the opposite case
minibands are formed and tunneling is coherent across
all barriers at the mean free path of an electron.

The present work has been started to study the sta-
bility of the uniform electric-field distribution under the
condition of coherent tunneling. Actually we considered
a general case with any relation between the mean free
path and the period of the superlattice.

In Sec. II we describe the physical picture the con-
ductivity and instability in superlattices and show main
results of the work.

In Sec. IIT an equation for the electron density matrix
in a superlattice under an electric field is derived. We
consider only one miniband (or one level in each well)
and neglect tunneling or thermal exciting of electrons
in upper minibands. Even in this case the derivation
is not simple because the instability takes place in the
regime intermediate between the band conductivity and
hopping. In general, no quantitative theory exists at this
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situation. We prove, however, that in superlattices it is
possible to use the equation for the density matrix with
the collision operator calculated in the Born approxima-
tion.

In Sec. IV the current-voltage characteristic of the su-
perlattice in the case of the uniform electric-field distri-
bution is calculated.

In Sec. V we consider the instability of the uniform-
field distribution along the superlattice. In Sec. VA
the equation for a density-matrix perturbation §p is ob-
tained. dp depends on two Stark numbers, v and v'.
Because we study the stability of a uniform state the
equation for §p has a simpler form in the Fourier repre-
sentation with respect to (v + »')/2. The self-consistent
electric-field distribution is found in Sec. VB. In Sec. VC
the stability of long-wavelength fluctuations is studied.
For a long-wavelength perturbation a superlattice can be
considered as a continuous medium. The dispersion rela-
tion for fluctuations with a short wavelength is obtained
in Sec. VD.

In Sec. VI the nonlinear growth of fluctuations in a
superlattice with a finite length is studied near the insta-
bility threshold.

Section VII contains the discussion of the results and
their comparison with available experimental data. In
particular we compare our results with the calculations of

Tsu and D6hler?® and discuss the experiments of Sibille
et ql15:37—41

II. PHYSICAL PICTURE AND MAIN RESULTS

The electron transport in a superlattice is character-
ized by a few energy scales. The main scales are an over-
lap integral between electron states in adjacent quantum
wells A, an energy uncertainty induced by electron scat-
tering I', and an average potential drop per one period
eFd (here e is the electron charge, F' is the average elec-
tric field, and d is the period of the superlattice).

Without an electric-field quantum-mechanical consid-
eration leads to the formation of a band with the width
4A. In a uniform electric-field F', the continuous spec-
trum in the band is replaced by a system of Stark levels
with the energy separation eF'd. The spatial size of each
Stark state is A/eF.1*8 For different relations between A,
T, and eFd two different transport regimes are possible
(Fig. 1).

If eFd « T <« A the Stark levels are not resolved
and the quantum number characterizing the electron mo-
tion perpendicular to the layers is momentum. Elec-
tron transport can be described by a distribution func-
tion depending on the electron momentum and satisfy-
ing the classical Boltzmann equation (region I in Fig. 1).
The only difference between this case and usual semi-
conductor transport is that one cannot use the effective-
mass approximation and has to take into account the
real electron spectrum in the band. This approach was
used by Lebwohl and Tsu® and Sibille et al.'®> who
used the relaxation-time approximation. In a simpli-
fied version of this approach the Boltzmann equation
is replaced by balance equations'® or hydrodynamics
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FIG. 1. Different types of conductivity in superlattices.
Band conductivity takes place only in region I. In regions
II and III electrons are localized at Stark levels. In region
III the size of the Stark states is about one period. In region
IV electron are localized in wells of the superlattice due to
strong scattering. The instability threshold goes along the
boundaries between regions I and II and regions III and IV.

equations.’>171® The same case was studied also with
Monte Carlo calculations.”>2%:21

There are two possible reasons for a violation of the
band spectrum and electron localization. The first is the
Stark quantization, when eF'd > I'. The distribution of
electrons is characterized by the occupation numbers of
the Stark levels and the transport mechanism is hopping
between them (regions II and III in Fig. 1). The case
of a Stark quantization was studied by Yakovlev,22 Tsu
and Déhler,?® Dohler, Tsu, and Esati,?* Movaghar?® and
Calecki, Palmier, and Chomette.2®

Another reason for electron localization is strong scat-
tering, when I' > A. In this case an electron is scattered
after each tunneling across a barrier and no miniband
exists, no matter what value eF'd takes (regions IV and a
part of region III in Fig. 1). Note that the localization in
separate wells of the superlattice takes place also if the
electric field is so strong that eF'd > A (region III in Fig.
1). The transport in this case is hopping between adja-
cent wells of the superlattice. This case can be described
with the phenomenological model.}?

NDC takes place at the boundaries between regions I
and IT and regions III and IV in Fig. 1. The physical
meaning of this result is very clear.®2772%12 For a weak
scattering, I' < A, and in a small field, eF'd < T, the
Stark levels are not resolved and the electron spectrum
is continuous. When the electric field exceeds the value
of T'/ed the continuous electron spectrum is split into
Stark levels, which impedes an electron space transfer.
Transitions between the Stark levels take place only due
to scattering and the current is proportional to the ratio
of I' to the separation between them, eF'd. This is the
region of a NDC.

The same can be described in the classical language.
The electric field accelerates an electron and its wave
vector k grows proportionally to time, k ~ eFt/k. Such
a free acceleration can last no longer than the relaxation
time A/T". That is, in the case of eF'd < T the electron is
scattered before its wave vector reaches the value of w/d
and it can experience the Bragg reflection from the top of
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the band. The current under this condition is limited by
scattering and, in general, goes up with the electric field.
In the case of eFd > T the electron Bragg reflection
limits the electron velocity and leads to a NDC.

In the case of a strong localization, I > A or eF'd > A,
the transition from region IV to region III in Fig. 1 with
an increase of the electric field leads to the violation of the
resonance between levels in adjacent wells and reduces
the current between them.

It appears that the instability of the uniform electric-
field distribution comes about along with the NDC, which
supports the original idea of Esaki and Chang.! The ex-
planation of this coincidence is the following. For a weak
scattering and eF'd ~ TI' electron scattering competes
with the Bragg reflection. In other words, it is possible
to think about Stark levels smeared by scattering. Any
local increase of the electric field moves apart local Stark
levels and impedes the current between them. As a result
charges of the opposite sign are accumulated on sides of
the electric-field fluctuation. The field created by these
charges is of the same sign as the initial fluctuation field,
which leads to a further decrease of the current, i.e., to
a growth of the fluctuation. In the case of a strong scat-
tering a similar argument is applied to resonant levels in
adjacent wells.

In the phenomenological case, I' > A or eF'd > A,
electrons are localized in different wells and the den-
sity matrix is nearly diagonal in the number of the well.
Transitions between wells can be described in the Born
approximation. The opposite case is more complicated.
The problem is that the threshold of the NDC and the
instability corresponds to the transition between band
transport and hopping. The parameter of the perturba-
tion theory for band transport is the ratio of I' to the
characteristic energy, which in the case of narrow bands
is the width of the band or eF'd, whichever is larger. And,
in general, near the boundary between regions I and II
in Fig. 1 the perturbation theory fails. If we come from
the side of the hopping transport, the condition justify-
ing the perturbation theory is opposite, eF'd/T" > 1, and
it is also violated near the boundary between regions I
and II.

The situation in superlattices is dramatically simpli-
fied because of the in-plane electron motion. In this case
there is another energy which characterizes the in-plane
electron motion, e.g., temperature 7. The condition
T > T is enough for the justification of the perturba-
tion theory. To make this fact clear, in Sec. III we derive
the equation for the density matrix with the help of the
Keldysh technique.3® The derivation is similar to that for
the Boltzmann equation.3?

We consider a strong elastic relaxation mechanism and
a weak inelastic relaxation mechanism. Although an ex-
pression for the elastic collision operator is written down
for impurity scattering the explicit form of the scatter-
ing matrix element is not used anywhere and all results
can be applied for the cases of the acoustic- or optical-
phonon scattering as well. Acoustic-phonon scattering is
quasielastic and leads to a momentum relaxation much
faster than the energy relaxation. Optical-phonon scat-
tering at temperatures below the phonon energy in the
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first approximation also leads only to the momentum re-
laxation. Indeed, because of a small phonon dispersion
an absorption followed by the emission of a phonon does
not change the electron energy.3!

It is important to note that the energy uncertainty I
results from elastic scattering. Apparently perturbation
theory is justified for a weak inelastic scattering. For
this reason we do not make a specific derivation for the
inelastic part of the collision operator, which is available
in textbooks.

The resulting equation for the density matrix is rather
complicated and in the following sections it is simplified
for the case when the width of an electron energy distri-
bution is much larger than eF'd, I', and A. This is not
a very strong limitation. At high temperatures T, the
width of the distribution is T' (we measure temperature
in energy units) and the required condition is satisfied.
At low temperatures the width of the electron energy
distribution is determined by an energy relaxation and
larger than 7" due to a heating of the electron gas.

For a uniform electron distribution the density matrix
depends on two Stark numbers, not separately but only
on their difference. The equations for the matrix ele-
ments resemble the Boltzmann equations for even and
odd parts of the electron distribution function in the
hot-electron theory for wide band semiconductors.32:33
We consider acoustic-phonon energy relaxation. For this
mechanism the energy relaxation operator is reduced
to a differential operator and the Boltzmann equation
can be solved analytically without any further approx-
imation. The electron energy distribution and current-
voltage characteristic is expressed in terms of an integral
containing I'(E), where F is the electron energy. For typ-
ical elastic scattering mechanisms (impurities, acoustic or
optical phonons) the dependence of " on the energy is not
very strong and all qualitative features can be obtained
without an exact form of that dependence.

The study of self-consistent nonuniform electric-field
distribution in Sec. VB leads to a more complicated
equivalent circuit than in a simple model suggested in
Ref. 12. The main difference is that a well is not a metal-
lic plate. It has a finite polarizability and an electric field
penetrates through it. Each well can be characterized by
an effective dielectric constant and an effective capaci-
tance. An equivalent electric circuit for a superlattice
is more complicated than that suggested in Ref. 12 (see
Fig. 2).

The dispersion relation connecting the frequency and
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FIG. 2. Equivalent circuit for a superlattice. Electrons are
confined in points A while the potentials which affect them
correspond to potentials in points B. The electron transport
can be described by the resistors only in the case of sequential
tunneling.



5398 B. LAIKHTMAN AND D. MILLER 48

the wavelength of fluctuations is rather simple for a long
wavelength. The most important parameter in this case
is wTg, where w is the frequency (or just the inverse time
scale) of a fluctuation and 7g is the energy relaxation
time. If wrg < 1 the fluctuation can be described by
phenomenological equations (see, e.g., Ref. 9). The evo-
lution of the perturbation is characterized by three phe-
nomenological coefficients, a differential conductivity, a
drift velocity, and a diffusion coefficient. The opposite
case is not described by phenomenological coeflicients be-
cause fluctuations also perturb the electron energy dis-
tribution. The main difference of this case from the first
one is that the drift can be neglected compared to the
diffusion. These results show another disadvantage of
the model used in Ref. 12 where a diffusion current was
neglected. The diffusion is not inherent exclusively to
long-wavelength fluctuations. It just reveals that for a
nonuniform electron distribution the current between ad-
jacent wells depends not only on the potential difference
between them but also on the difference of electron con-
centrations.

The dispersion relation for any wavelength can be stud-
ied only numerically. The most important result is that
for any set of parameters which we checked the instabil-
ity came about first for long-wavelength fluctuations (see
Fig. 3). Then the question arises how such an instabil-
ity leads to a high-field domain with the length of one
period. A possible answer comes from the study of the
nonlinear evolution of fluctuations.

In general, two situations are conceivable. Nonlinear
effects can limit the growth and lead to a nonuniform
stationary state. The other possibility is that nonlinear
effects intensify the growth of fluctuations until other
physical phenomena become important or a stationary

1.5 T T
Im ho
r 2 3
1.0 =
0.5 . 2 ‘ .
5
o 1 eFd = 4 meV
0.0 e 2 eFd = 5 meV |
’ ’ 3 eFd = 6 meV
A = 10 meV
-===-A = 4 meV
~0.5 1 i 1
w/2d n/d
FIG. 3. The dimensionless attenuation coefficient,

—Imw/T, as a function of the fluctuation wave vector, k, for
typical superlattice parameters. Positive values of Imw cor-
respond to unstable fluctuations. When the electric field ex-

ceeds the threshold value the instability appears first at small
k.

but time-dependent regime (e.g., periodical) is set up.
We considered the nonlinear growth of fluctuations when
the electric field is very close to the instability thresh-
old and the instable region includes only one degree of
freedom of the superlattice. It appears that at the initial
stage nonlinear effects accelerate the growth of fluctu-
ations in superlattices with parameters usually used in
experiments. This means that high harmonics excited as
a result of nonlinear interaction can substantially reduce
the characteristic length scale of growing fluctuations.

III. DERIVATION OF THE KINETIC EQUATION
FOR A SUPERLATTICE

It is convenient to start calculations in the Wannier
representation (i.e., the representation diagonal with re-
spect to electron states in different wells) because in this
representation it is easy to write down the Hamiltonian
of a superlattice. Electron wave functions in the Wannier
representation are

1 .

Ynp(@5) = =€ un (o = ad), (1
where w, (x — ad) is the wave function of the level with
the energy FE, in the ath well, d is the period of the
superlattice, p and r are the in-plane wave vector and
coordinate, and S is the normalization area. The electron

Hamiltonian of a perfect superlattice in a uniform electric
field F is

7‘[0 = (gn + .Ep - eFda)Jaa: + An((saoz’+1 + 6aa’—1)~ (2)

Here e and m are the electron charge and mass, respec-
tively, E, = h?p?/2m, and A, is the tunneling matrix
element between nth levels in nearest wells. We neglect
tunneling on the distance more than one period. Also we
consider the electric field F' so small that eF'd is much
smaller than the distance between energy levels in a well.
The mixing of the levels due to the field and the tunneling
between different levels in the nearest wells are neglected.

Eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian Eq. (2) are E,,p =
&n+Ep,—eFdy, and eigenfunctions are expressed in terms
of Bessel functions

(alv) = Jy_q (%—3) : 3)

We will use subscripts a and 3 for the Wannier represen-
tation, and p and v for the Stark representation in which
the Hamiltonian Eq. (2) is diagonal.

Without a scattering the Stark quantization takes
place in any small electric field. Only in zero electric field
the Hamiltonian Eq. (2) gives a band spectrum with the
width of the bands 4A,, .

We assume that the Fermi level is below the second
subband. Then below the stability threshold and on the
first stage of the development of the instability the sec-
ond and higher subbands are empty. So hereafter we
assume that only the first subband is occupied and omit
the energy £, and the subscript showing the number of
a subband.
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The total Hamiltonian contains Hg, a self-consistent
electron potential energy induced by a nonuniform dis-
tribution of electrons among the wells e® , and a scat-
tering potential /. We consider that the main scattering
mechanism is impurity scattering. The overlap of elec-
tron wave functions in different wells is small and only
diagonal elements with respect to the wells ®,, and U,
will be taken into account. Matrix elements of the op-
erators e® and U in the Stark representation have the
form

(ﬁuu’ = Z JV—aJu’—aéaa ) (4)

Ussr =3 Juadv—aUgS: . (5)

The argument 2A/eF'd in Bessel functions will be omit-
ted. ‘

We will assume an arbitrary relation between the width
of the subband 4A, the electric potential drop per period
eFd, and the energy uncertainty due to scattering. All
these energies, however, will be considered much smaller
than the width of the electron energy distribution in each
layer of the superlattice. The last assumption allows us to
derive a kinetic equation for the electron density matrix.
We will make use of the Keldysh technique and derive this
equation in the same way as the Boltzmann equation is
usually derived.3?

In the Keldysh technique the kinetic equation results
from the Dyson equation which can be written in two
equivalent forms,

L0 _ o
ZhEGu’L —[H1, G iz = B3G5, —
ﬁwa; - %{%I,G—Jr}lz’ = %(2136:3_; - Ef3+ng - GL,E;; + G1_3+Egz) .

For the calculation of self-energies we need also equations
for advanced and retarded Green functions. Equations
for them are obtained from Egs. (6) and (7),

hwGYy — 3{M1,G"}12 =1+ 1{E",G"}12, (12)

Gy = G531 - (13)
Here [a,b] = ab — ba and {a,b} = ab + ba.

The superlattice is uniform in the y, z plane and Green
functions as well as self-energies are diagonal with respect
to p. We consider the case of a weak scattering when the
energy uncertainty due to the scattering is much smaller
than the width of the in-plane electron energy distribu-
tion, the electron temperature, or the Fermi energy. The
important point is that the self-energies can be calculated
in the first approximation. The correction to this ap-
proximation (diagrams with crossings of impurity lines)
contain the ratio of the energy uncertainty to the Fermi
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G5i'Giz = 0. + 0.%13Gs2 (6)
ngl*Glz =0, + ¥13G320, . (7)

The matrix Keldysh Green function G, depends on two
sets of variables, {u,p,t}, and a sum and integral with
respect to the variables with the subscript 3 is implied
in Egs. (6) and (7). The operators in the left-hand sides
(Ihs),

aA_ .0
Gl =ihg —Ha, (8)

contain the Hamiltonian
7{1 = (Ep - equ)é,,,,l + 6(1),,,,1 . (9)

o, is the Pauli matrix.

Green functions depend on two times, ¢; and ¢5. In-
stead of them the difference, t; — tz, and the sum,
t = (t1 + t2)/2, times can be introduced. The charac-
teristic values of the difference time is of the order of A
divided by the characteristic energy, i.e., the maximum
of the Fermi energy and temperature. The time ¢ charac-
terizes much more slow variation of occupation numbers.
So, in the right-hand sides (rhs) of Egs. (6) and (7) all
functions can be considered dependent on the same time
t and the integration with respect to t3 is reduced to
the integration with respect to difference times. Then
the Fourier transform with respect to the difference time
leads to the Green functions depending on t and a fre-
quency w which is a spectral variable.

The density matrix can be expressed in terms of G~7.
The difference and half of the sum of (—+) matrix ele-
ments of Egs. (6) and (7) has the form

£ G + G5 — G Es, (10)

(11)

[

energy or electron temperature, whichever is larger. In
the case of a superlattice with narrow minibands such a
characteristic energy can be the energy of in-plane mo-
tion, i.e., electron temperature. This fact makes possible
the development of the quantitative transport theory for
superlattices in the regime intermediate between band
transport and hopping. It is worth noting that this is
not the case in three-dimensional (3D) narrow-band semi-
conductors where the characteristic energy (for one-band
transport) does not exceed the width of the band.

For simplicity we assume that electrons in different
wells are scattered by different impurities. It implies that
the screening radius is smaller than the period of the su-
perlattice. Then

. dp’ "
Euu’(“” P) = NiCupuiu / @w—)zlvpp’PGw' (“J’P,) )
(14)

(15)

o (@, P) = Zi7,(w, P)
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S8 = ~NiCoinr [ 525 Vowr PG (1)
(16)
where
—advi—a (17)

Cuprvv = ZJu—aJu -

N is the two-dimensional (2D) density of impurities, and
Vpp' is the matrix element of one impurity potential.
The retarded Green function can be found from Egs.
(12) and (14). Equations (11) and (16) are linear and
uniform with respect to G} (p) and this function cannot
be found from them. Actually, Eqs. (11) and (16) can be
used to find only the dependence of Gt on w. The
integral of G~ with respect to w , the density matrix

Pw'(P,t) = h/ 2d ,,,,l (vayt) (18)

has to be determined with the help of Eq. (10). The
equation for the density matrix can be obtained by the
integration of Eq. (10) with respect to w,

ap _/dw(z'rG +
2m

°F S+Ge 4 Gra—+
ot +
—Gtye). (19)

1
- E[Hl’p] -

In the rhs of this equation it is necessary to substitute
the solution to Egs. (11) and (16).

The operator of the electron velocity in the z direc-
tion in the Wannier representation has the form vog =
(iAd/R)(8a,8+1—0a,8—1)- So, the current density between
the ath and (a + 1)th wells is

. 2ieA dp
Ja,a+1(F) Z/ Z(Ja " a+1 n' _Ja+1 uJa w )pm-t (pv ) (20)

Equation (20) is reduced to the expression used by Tsu and Déhler?®

in the case of hopping conductivity and a

uniform electric-field distribution (see Calecki, Palmier, and Chomette?®).

IV. CONDUCTIVITY OF SUPERLATTICE WITH UNIFORMLY DISTRIBUTED ELECTRIC FIELD

If the electric field is uniformly distributed along the superlattice o =

0. Then, for a weak scattering, terms

containing self-energies in Eqgs. (11) and (12) can be neglected compared to Aw and solutlons to them are

r 51/1/
Glu(w,p) = hw — E, + eFdv +140 "’ (21)
!
Gt (w,p) = 2mipyu: (D, t)6 (iiw — B, + eFd” ; Y ) . (22)

The substitution of these expressions in Eq. (19) gives

2o (B) _ ;890 — ) (o)

Puw (P)

P (P')

_ 'Nrf
B 2m )2| Vorrl” Z{ as [E,,.-E,,Jrepd(y——wg‘)wo

Cupu'v Pow (P)

Ep — Ep+ eFd(v' — B2 — io}
Cruup'vpuv (P)

+
EP —Ept —}—eFd(/L—

Making use of the identity Cuiap'+apvtar'+a =
Cpuurvyr it is easy to show that Eq. (23) is translation-
ary invariant. A stationary solution to Eq. (23) has the
same invariance, i.e.,

Py’ (P) = Pv—v' (P) . (24)

We will solve Eq. (23) only in the most interesting

instability case when

: _ . (23
vE) — 00 E,,—Ep,+eFd(u—”+“)+0} (23)

A, eFd < T, (25)

where T is the effective electron temperature which char-
acterizes the width of the electron energy distribution.
(We do not assume that a real distribution is the equilib-
rium one with the temperature T.. This quantity is used
only for estimates.) In the case of an effective energy re-
laxation T, ~ T. In the case of low temperature and an
appreciable heating of the electron gas T, > T. The esti-
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mate of T, under different conditions will be given later
in this section [Egs. (37) and (38)].

The energy differences E, — E, in the collision opera-
tor are of the order of T, and the collision operator can be

J

eFd

' 5401

expanded in terms of eF'd/T,. After the expansion sums
with respect to numbers of the Stark levels can be calcu-
lated explicitly (see Appendix A). Keeping only terms of
the first and the second order in Eq. (23) we get

= (p)

+A{[ea(

+2A%5,,0[p0(P’) —

The last term in the rhs of Eq. (26) is different from the
first one in the lhs only by a factor. It can be considered
as a renormalizaton of the electron charge and can be
neglected. Then one can see that if the terms of the
order of A/T. are neglected at all the equation for gq
is separated from equations for p, with v # 0 and does
not contain an electric field. This is natural because gpq is
the distribution function in a layer and without tunneling
it does not “know” about the electric field. Along with

J

27l'N1

2w N1A dp
I3 /(zw)zlvppl [

T Eeae) + T [

ieFd (p) =
+ I P+1(P) = h 27[')2

where for an isotropic energy spectrum and scattering
(i.e., for [Vpp|? depending on |p — p'| ),

L(Ep) = 27rNI/ g%%lvpp’|26(Ep - Ep) (29)

depends only on the energy.

The first term in Eq. (27) describes an elastic relax-
ation in separate wells and it is the largest one. If all
other terms are neglected it leads to a distribution func-
tion depending only on the energy, i.e., po(pP) = po(Ep).
An equation for this function can be obtained by the av-
eraging of Eq. (27) with respect to the energy.3?:33 The
elastic relaxation is averaged out. For g depending on
the energy 41 also depends on the energy. The resulting

P') +p-1(p")]6u0

0o (p)]8" (Ep — Epr) —

[Vopr ' [PO(P) -

©0(P) (8,1 + 6v,—1) + Pr41(P) + Pu—1(P) }8' (Ep — Epr)
1 eFdv }

2 (B, — By )2 (P) (26)

f

the tunneling in this equation it is necessary to take into
account inelastic scattering which was not considered so
far. The operator of the inelastic collisions, I;,g0 , can be
added into Eq. (26) without making use of the Keldysh
technique.

Equations (26) with v # 0 show that p, ~ (A/T:)"lgp,.
That is gp),| with |v| > 2 can be neglected and we come
up with the following equations:

h ./ (dp)2 [Vop | [eo(P’) — po(P)I[O(Ep — Ep) + 2A25”(Ep — Ep)] + jiﬂ@‘)(p)

1(P") + p-1(P) + p1(P) + p-1(P)]8'(Ep — Ep) =0, (27)

KJO(P/)]sl(EP — Ep), (28)

equations are

lson(E) + A S5 T(E) | or(B) + p1(8) + 2092 —o,
(30)
FieFdpi1(E) = —T'(E)p+1(E) — AI‘(E)‘;%’ (31)

where I is the operator of the energy relaxation. Equa-
tions (30) and (31) remind us very much of the Boltz-
mann equations for the even and odd parts of the elec-
tron distribution function with respect to the electron
momentum in the theory of hot electrons in wide band
semiconductors.32:33
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Near the instability threshold and for T, smaller than
the optical-phonon energy the main relaxation mecha-
nism is the acoustic-phonon scattering. The emission of
an optical phonon without a transition between differ-
ent Stark levels in this case is impossible.  The optical-
phonon emission in transitions between Stark levels is
limited by a very wide minibands. The last possibility is
discussed in detail in Sec. VII. For the energy relaxation
due to acoustic-phonon scattering (compare Refs. 32 and
33)

se0(E) = 35 QE) [po(1 —en) + 752 (32
where
aE) - T2 (1+ e (33)
|
2A%(eFd)?
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po is the crystal density, m is the in-plane effective 1nass,
d, is the width of a well, and E is the deformation po-
tential.

Equation (31) gives

AT(E)  dgpo

and then Eq. (30) with the help of Eq. (32) is reduced to

Q(B) [ool1 - po) + T2 |

d
+24%(eFd)’ TE) __deo

( _
(E) + (eFd)? dE =0. (35

The solution to this equation is

-1

I'(E)

where ( is a normalization constant. Even without an
exact calculation Eq. (36) allows us to estimate the im-
portance of the heating of the electron gas near the in-
stability threshold. We can estimate the momentum and
energy relaxation times as 7, ~ i/T" and 75 ~ AT./Q), re-
spectively. Near the instability threshold, when eF'd ~ T,
the width of the electron energy distribution 7. in the
case of a weak heating and the condition for weak heat-
ing are

Q(E)

AZTE

’ 2
T2 70

T.~T <1. (37)

Because of 7g > 7, the condition Eq. (37) is satisfied
only for A < T. For the band width 4A ~ 0.5 meV the
last condition is satisfied for temperatures about 30 K
and higher. This estimate shows that for lower temper-
ature or for a wider band one can expect an appreciable
heating of the electron gas. In such a case

1/2 2
T, ~A T—E> : ATE sy (38)
Tp T? 1,

Now it is possible to justify Eq. (25). In the esti-
mate we assume that eF'd ~ I' because this region of
the electric field is important for the instability, and
I'?/A? < 7g/T, because in the opposite case the reso-
nance tunneling is smeared so much that the width of
the resonance can be of the order of the separation be-
tween the levels in a well. Then for a weak heating, Eq.
(37), Te ~ T > A(tg/7p)Y? > A,T. In the case of a
strong heating, Eq. (38), I'/T. < (T'/A)(1p/78)Y? < 1
and A/T, ~ (‘r,,/‘rE)l/2 < 1. That is, in both cases Eq.
(25) is satisfied.

For a uniform electron distribution the expression for
current density Eq. (20) can be simplified with the help

I2(E) + (eFd)2> dE'C] + 1} ’ (36)

[

of Eq. (A2) of Appendix A and takes the form

J(F) = % / (;7%;(@~1 - p1)

2me2FdA? [ I'(E) dpo
L /0 I2(E) + (eFd)? dE
where m is an in-plane effective mass. This expression

shows that the Ohm’s law is satisfied for ef'd < I' and
j o« 1/F in the opposite case.

dE , (39)

V. STABILITY OF THE STATIONARY REGIME

A. Kinetic equation

In the stability problem we have to study a nonuni-
form distribution of electrons along the superlattice and
cannot assume that p,, depends only on v —1/. We have
also to take into account the self-consistent potential ®.
It is important to note that the ® modifies the electron
spectrum so that, strictly speaking, Eqgs. (21) and (22)
are not justified in the presence of a nonuniform electric
field. However, the corrections to the spectrum are of the
order of e® /T (see Appendix B) and we neglect them.

The difference of the subscripts v — v’ in p,,+ char-
acterizes the widths of the electron wave packet and its
position is (v + v')/2 . It is convenient to study nonuni-
form perturbation in a uniform system in the Fourier
representation. For that reason we introduce the Fourier
transform of p,,+ with respect to (v +v')/2,

5pl/,k (Epat) = Z

vi—vi'=p

e tkd® i Puiytt (t, Ep) . (40)

Sums containing Bessel functions are calculated with the
help of Eq. (Al) and after the transformation Eq. (23)
takes the form
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|Vpp’ |2

. e} 0
—zngE—;> A ( k+zeFaE )

1 1
. [Ep/ — Ep+eFdv/2 + 10 - E, — E, —eFdv/2 — iO]

. 7] . p)
_pll,k(wy P) Au—y, (-ZCF*BE) Ag (’LeFa—Ep>
e ] —_—

eikd(u—u)/2 —ikd(v—p)/2
X[Ep: —E,+eFdv/2+1i0 E, —E,—eFdv/2 — 10]}
(41)
The commutator in the rhs of Eq. (41) is
k'v
Pl = Z Z 2isin ( il d) Ay_y(k— k") @p_ppur(p) - (42)
Here we introduced the notations
i 4A s kd
A, (k) =1i""J, ( oFd Sty ) (43)
and
(44)

Bp =) PBaae .
(=3

The stability of the uniform distribution of the electric field and electrons along the superlattice is determined by
the evolution of a small nonuniform perturbation ép, x of the density matrix,

Pu,k(P, t) = ‘sk,O Pu(p) + 6pv,k (p7t) .

We linearize Eq. (41) with respect to dp, , and put ép, x(P,t) = dp.k(P)e

(45)

—wt  We also expand this equation in

terms of eF'd/T. and average over the surface with a constant energy in the same way as we did this in the uniform

case. The result has the form

[—iﬁw —ieFdv + F(E)] 0pyk(w, E)

= —ie[®,plux + T(E) Ay(k) Y A% (k)3puk(E)

o LA
FAT(B) o { [5o1(E) + 81 £(E)]80r0 — Sp0k(E) (—4zka;5,,o bt ay,ﬁl) }

A dT(E)
2 dE

0o
+ 6pusn(E) + spu_l,k(E)} + 26,002 0 1(B)

Derivatives with respect to E in these equations are taken
into account in order to consider the perturbation of the
heating of the electron gas (compare with the case of
the stationary conductivity, Sec. IV). This perturbation
is important only for a small enough k (see Sec. VC).
Because of that reason all terms containing these deriva-
tives are calculated in the lowest order on magnitude in k.
Also, a linearized operator of energy relaxation is added
in the equation with v = 0.
The commutator in the rhs is simplified to

A
{ [5P1,k(E) + 5P—1,k(E)]5u,o — 6po,x(E) <_4ikﬁau,0 +d,1+ 5u,~1)

86p0 1 (E -

—;’;—(—) +6u0l86p0k . (46)
-
(@, plue = —2isin(kd/2)(Avsr(k)p—1 — Av_1(k)p1) B

Fd
- _eA [VA,,(k) Regp;

+ i(A;KA,,(k)) Imm} By . (47)

Equation (46) has to be supplemented with the equation
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for the self-consistent electric potential & which is deter-
mined from the Poisson equation.

B. Solution of the Poisson equation

The electric potential ® results from the redistribution
of electrons between layers of the superlattice. It is also
modified as a result of a polarization of electrons in each
layer. That is, ® satisfies the equation

d2e
within a barrier and
e 4 d)|? 2 d 49
ed—mz—_— we{nalwa(:c—a N —nwi(z — a )] (49)

within the ath well. Here € and €’ are dielectric constants

il

T

D(a:):Da+41re/d w)
ad—d,, /2

ad+dy, /2
= Da+1 - 47'('6/
z

_ 1 , 1 ad+dy, /2
®(z) = ¢, — ] /d s D(z')dz' = ¢F + ;/ D(z")d=z',

and

D4ty — D, = 4medng, - (54)

Under the condition eFd <« £ — &; the perturbation
of the wave function in the first level is a linear functional
of the potential inside the well, and

[Ya(z)|?> = wi(z) + K@ . (55)

The operator K can be found explicitly with the help of
quantum-mechanical perturbation theory in terms of the
eigenfunctions of the separate well.34

Even in the linear approximation the solution to Egs.
(52), (53), and (55) is very cumbersome and requires
wave functions of all levels in the well. Actually this
solution is not necessary. We are going to show that
each well can be characterized by only two numbers, ef-
fective dielectric constant e.g and effective capacitance
C.g . For these numbers we will obtain formal analytic
expressions in an operator form.

Equation (52) can be written in a symmetric form

Day1+ D,

D(z) = 5 <+ 41re5nals'wf +dnenP K® , (56)

where the operator P is defined by the relation
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in barriers and wells, respectively, ¥,(x) is an electron
wave function perturbed by ®, and n is an average elec-
tron concentration in a well. The actual electron concen-
tration

2d
na._n—(»éna-—Z/ @ I)’ZJ,, advi—aPout -

The integration of Eq. (48) leads to a potential drop
across the ath barrier (ad —d+d,,/2 < z < ad — d,,/2)

(50)

d—dy
9z — 941 = —Da——"

(51)

where ¢= = ®(ad+d,,/2) and D,, is an electric displace-
ment which is constant within any barrier.

The integration of Eq. (49) gives the following expres-
sions for the displacement and potential in the ath well,
ad—dy/2<z<ad-—d,/2,

dz' {na|va(c’ — ad)|* — nwi(z’ — ad)}

da'{na|va(z’ — ad)|? — nwi(z’ — ad)}, (52)
(53)
[
. 1 z
Pf= 2 (Ld—d,,,/z dx/
ad+d, /2
_ / dz') F@') . (57)

With the help of this operator the symmetrized Eq. (53)
has the form

b5 +¢a _1a

&(z) = 2 e

(58)

The substitution of Eq. (58) in Eq. (56) leads to an in-
tegral equation for D(z). In this substitution one has
to take into account that a constant potential does not
change wave functions in a well, so that Kconst = 0 while
P 1= (z—ad)#0. A formal solution to the obtained
equation is

Da+l + Da
2

-1
D(z) = (1 + 4’:‘3"15 K 13) 1

47ren

-1
+4medn, ( + PK P) Puw? | (59)

which gives the following expression for the potential:



48 THEORY OF CURRENT-VOLTAGE INSTABILITIESIN . . . 5405

o + Pat1

P(z) = 2R
-1
_DanrtDap (i, ATenp g p) 4
2¢’ €
—1
_4medna p (1 LAmenp g 13) Pu? . (60)
€ €

We assume that each well is symmetric with respect
to its center. Then wave functions in a well are odd
or even. The operator K being applied to an odd or
even function keeps its symmetry while the operator P
changes it. Then for z = ad + d,,/2 Eq. (60) gives

—(_13 Da +Da+1

— a4+ — 6
4z - ¢p = Lo Dot Dot (61)
where
-1
1 4 PPN
M he ek p) 1), (62)
€eff e (34
and we introduced another notation
1 fde/2
=g [ s (63)
dy —dw /2

We can calculate the diagonal matrix element of the
potential, ®, = ®nq , using Eq. (60) and Eq. (59). The
result is :

e d d
[0} ——ng =¢, — ——D, = ¢* “ D
a + Ceﬁ‘ Na ¢a 2€eﬂ' a ¢a + 2€eﬂ' a+l
(64)
where
1 7dy,
Ceﬂ' N Eeff
4T P 47ren~AA_1A2
— (Pwi) 1+ o PKP (Pwy) ) .
(65)

In the derivation of Eq. (65) we used the relation
(fiPf2) = —(f2Pf1).

The explicit form of the operator in the right-hand
side of Eq. (65) can be easily found in terms of the eigen-
functions of the operator PKP. The calculation of the
eigenfunctions can be made numerically for any specific
structure.

Eliminating the displacement and ¢Z from Egs. (51),
(54), and (64) we obtain a relation between the potential
matrix elements and redistribution of electrons in wells,

Aa[q)] -+ iAoz[(sn] = —47T6d5na 3 (66)
eff

C, €
reminding us of the usual Poisson equation. Here

d d—dy dy
" w, (67)
€ € €eff

is an average dielectric constant, and we introduced the

notation Ay[f] = f(a+ 1)+ fa—1) —2f(a) .

Equation (66) shows that an equivalent electrostatic
circuit for a superlattice is not just a chain of capacitors
connected in series as it was assumed in Ref. 12. It is
reduced to the chain of capacitors if the concentration n
increases and both €. and Ceg go to infinity. Equation
(66) in this case is reduced to

_47re(d —dy)
€

AL[®] = 0Ny - (68)
The appearance of the second term in the lhs in Eq. (66)
can be explained in the following way. Equation (68) de-
scribes the potential differences between the layers in an
external electric field. The sources of that field are the
charges of the layers. That is, each charged layer brings
about an electric field which induces the potential dif-
ferences between all other layers. However, a charge not
only brings about a field. It also changes the potential of
the charged layer according to its capacitance. This sec-
ond effect is taken into account in the second term in the
lhs in Eq. (66). A valid equivalent circuit (Fig. 2) con-
tains an element which accounts for this effect. A shift
of the potential in a layer proportional to the perturba-
tion of the electron concentration can be represented by
a capacitor which separates the point where electrons are
confined (A) from that where the potential is measured
(B). The using of this circuit is limited by the condition
eFd< & — & .

Equation (66) gives the following expression for the
Fourier component of the potential:

md
o, =(—T1% _ dény , 69
* (Esinz(k:d/2) C'eﬁ) ok (69)

where

5nk =

2 :e—ikda 5"«:

a

1 N 2dp
=g 2 am) [ G @)

The factor 1/d in Eq. (70) allows us to consider dn; as
the Fourier component of a three-dimensional electron
concentration in the superlattice. The expression in the
parentheses in Eq. (69) is positive because 1/Ceg < wd/€
according to Egs. (65) and (67).

C. Stability with respect to long-wavelength
perturbations

The exact solution of Egs. (46) and (69) is very com-
plicated and we start with the case of perturbations with
a long wavelength 27w/k. We have a few scales for the
wavelength and corresponding scales for k. The minimal
length scale is the period of the superlattice d, and the
corresponding k ~ 1/d. The next scale is the size of the
Stark states A/eF and the corresponding k ~ eF/A. If
the perturbation wavelength is larger than both of those
scales,
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kd < 1,52 (71)
A

then the superlattice can be considered as a continuous
medium and the equations for the density-matrix ele-
ments can contain only the first and the second powers
of k which correspond to the first and the second coordi-
nate derivatives. Equation (71) allows us to simplify the
coefficients A4, (k) ,

—iﬁw‘spo,k = — de(5P1,k - 5P—1,k)

9
aE{AF(E) (5/)1 E+0p_ 1k +2A———

A
(FieFd + ['(E)]|0p+1,x = tekdps1Pr — ikT(E) el

The simple form of the first term in the rhs in Eq. (73)
is obtained with the help of Eq. (74).

Equations (69) and (70) in this case also take a more
simple form,

Qk == Jnk 5 (75)

2d
Sng = / @r P oz 0P0k(w, Ep) 4 (76)

which is equivalent to the Poisson equation.

It is worth noting that Egs. (73) and (74) are very
similar to the kinetic equation describing fluctuations in
a uniform semiconductor under a strong uniform electric
field (see, e.g., Ref. 35).

Even in the continuous-medium approximation the
competition of the electron transfer in the real space and
in the energy makes the study of fluctuations very dif-
ficult. Because of this reason we consider only extreme
cases when one of those phenomena dominates. We start
with the case of the very-long-wavelength fluctuations
when the transfer in the real space, i.e., the first term
in the rhs in Eq. (73), can be neglected compared to the
energy relaxation, i.e., the last term in the braces in Eq.
(73). In this case a strong energy relaxation prevents
fluctuation of the electron energy distribution. Only the
space electron distribution can fluctuate,

L
8pox = 79% dény . (77)

The space fluctuations determine all time scales so that
the condition for Eq. (77) can be written as wrg < 1 .
The last inequality also justifies the omission of Aw in the
parentheses in the lhs in Eq. (74) because Aiw < h/7p <
h/rp =T.

Substituting Eq. (77) in Eq. (74) we can calculate the
electric current density perturbation

6.7k = Zja,cx+1 e~ikda

2’&61\ dp

% ) @ne dp1,x) (78)

(5P—1 k—
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Ao(k) =1— (% k) , Aur(k) = —ik % (72)

We will see that for small k a characteristic frequency
of instable fluctuations is also small and we can neglect
hw compared to I'. Because of the same Eq. (72) we can
keep of all Egs. (46) only those with v = 0, 1, which
takes the form

35/’0 k

55 ) +Q(E) ((1 — 200)8po,k +T?—‘g’%) } (73)
— AT(E) Q%% : (74)

[compare Eq. (20)]. In the second equation we neglected
small terms containing ép,  with |v| > 1. The result is
identical with the result of the phenomenological theory
in a uniform semiconductor [see Eq. (7.2) in Ref. 36 and
Eq. (2.41) in Ref. 35],

8jr = —oair tk®y + evgdny — eDikdny, y (79)

and the only specifics is in the expressions for the coeffi-
cients, the differential conductivity,

95
Odif = =
dif SF oo

_ _2mesz2 / I(E) I'2(E) — (eFd)? 080
wh? [C2(E) + (eFd)?)* 7
(30)
the drift velocity
v d 6]
17 ¢ on
2meFd?A? 2
_ _2me / T'(E) 0%p dE, (81)
wh3 I'2(E) + (eFd)? BnBE
and the diffusion coefficient,
2md2A? r
p= 2" (B) 8“"’ dE . (82)

T%(E) + (eFd)? 0

The derivative with respect to F' in Eq. (80) is calculated
for a constant g, i.e., only with respect to explicit F in
Eq. (39). It is identical with the derivative without such
a limitation in the case when the heating of the electron
gas can be neglected.

By the integrating of Eq. (73
tion law for the electric charge,

) we obtain the conserva-

—iewdny + tkdjr =0 . (83)

Equations (79), (83), and (75) lead to the well-known
dispersion relation (see Refs. 36, 9, and 18)
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w(k) =kvg—1 (ga’di{ + Dkz) . (84)

Equation (84) shows that the instability is related to
the negative differential conductivity which eventually
takes place for high enough electric field. Near the in-
stability threshold, when |og4if| is small, only fluctua-
tions in the region 0 < k < k,, are unstable, where
kn, = (4m|oait] /€ ’D)l/ 2 is limited by diffusion. The grow-
ing fluctuations drift with the velocity vq.

Now we consider the second extreme case, wtg > 1.
This condition allows us to neglect all the terms with the
derivatives with respect to E in Egs. (73) and (74). Then
eliminating dp+1,% from Egs. (73) and (74) we get

A’T(E)
FE) + (oFap) o

I2(B) - (eFd)* dpo o
[TC2(E) + (eFd)?)2 dE =~ *~

(85)

(—ihw + 2(kd)?

= 2(kd)?A’T'(E)

One can express dny in terms of ®; using Egs. (85) and
(76). The comparison of this expression with Eq. (75)
results in the dispersion relation

8me?dA? /°° (B) T2(E) — (eFd)? dpo
@ Jo " [02(B) + (cFayf dE
dE

X
. A2T(E
—itiw + 2(kd)? oy

=1. (86)

In Eq. (86) the functional dependence w(k) is determined
not only by the distribution function po(E) but also by
I'(E) and it cannot be presented in a more simple form.
In the case when the energy scale of the variation of I'(E)
is larger than T, we can put I'(E) = I'(0) in Eq. (86) and

w(k) = —i <4?7r0'dif + Dkz) ; (87)

which reminds us of Eq. (84). A weak dependence of
I" on E leads to a renormalization of the diffusion co-
efficient. The energy dependence of I' is determined by
the scattering potential [see Eq. (29)]. Typically |Vpp:|?
monotonously decreases with |p — p’| and in such a
case I'(E) is also a monotonously decreasing function.
Our numerical calculation show that then there can be
only one unstable solution to Eq. (86). For this solu-

J
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tion w = iImw and Imw(k) is a monotonous function.
w(0) = —4miogi/€ is an exact solution, so the instabil-

ity threshold is o4;f = 0 in any case. If o4;f < O then
fluctuations are unstable in the interval 0 < k < k,,,
where

2
km = eh2d

T2(E) t (eFd? a8 ¢ (89

_ 4meé? /°° I'2(E) — (eFd)? dgpo
0
is an exact solution to Eq. (86). That is, the qualitative
behavior of w(k) in the case of wrg > 1 is different from
the phenomenological case only by the lack of the drift.
Equation (80) shows that the electric field at the in-
stability threshold F}y satisfies the condition eFi,d ~ T.
If in the integral in Eq. (88) I' — eF'd ~ I and p0(0) = 1
(a high enough doping) then k2, ~ q,/d, where g, =
2me?/eh? is the screening parameter. Usually g,d > 1
and the condition Eq. (71) is violated. It means that the
condition Eq. (71) is satisfied only in a small vicinity near
the threshold, F' — F}, < Fi, . The same condition also
justifies the omission of 7w in the parentheses in the lhs
in Eq. (74). Indeed, near the instability threshold Eq.
(80) gives the estimate

me2dA? F — Fyy,
fi3F Fth ’

Tdif ~ (89)

which means that Aw /T ~ ¢, d(A/T)%(F — Fi,)/Fin -

D. Dispersion relation for short-wavelength
fluctuation

The results of Sec. VC can be generalized for large
values of k. For this purpose we neglect in Eq. (46)
the energy relaxation operator and all terms containing
derivatives with respect to the energy. Then we obtain

[—ihw — ieFdv + T'(E)]épyk(w, E)
= —ie[®, plui + T(E) Ay(k) > A5 (k)Spur(E)

(90)

where the commutator in the rhs is defined in Eq. (47).
Because of the lack of a scattering potential correlation
in different wells the integral operator in the rhs of Eq.
(90) appears to be degenerate. It means that Eq. (90)
easily can be solved with respect to the sum in the rhs.
The result is

A;:(k)[‘ia @]V,k

. . —ihw + T (Ep)
;A,‘(k)&)u,k(w,Ep) = i N (E)g(w EEy) 2,,: i — ieFdy + T(B,) ’

where we introduced a notation

(91)

I(E) — ifw

g(wak’E) =1- ZA;UC)F(E

) — thw — ieFdv

AL (k) - (92)
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The rhs of Eq. (91) is also expressed in terms of g(w, k, E) and we get

* _ 1 CQk
2 A0kl B) = § i T B,k By)
Fd 7]
X {—[F(Ep) — thwlg(w, k, Ep)Regpy + e_é— (Aﬁg(w, k,Ep)> Impl} . (93)

The integral of the left-hand side of Eq. (93) with respect to p is the Fourier transform of the perturbation of the
concentration, Egs. (70). It means that integrating Eq. (93) we obtain a relation between én; and Py,

onyg = gk(w)e<1>k s (94)

where

m /°° dE
wh2Ad J, —ihw +T'(E)g(w,k, E)

Gr(w) =

The comparison of this relation with Eq. (69) leads to
the dispersion relation between w and k,

agf ™ 1 N\ oy
e“d (Esinz(kd/Z) Ceﬂ‘) Gr(w)=1. (96)

Under the condition of Eq. (71) and Aw < T Eq. (96) is
reduced to Eq. (86).

Equation (96) is very complicated and cannot be solved
analytically even in the case of a constant I". It is possible
to obtain an analytical solution for eF'd much larger and
much smaller than I'. Both cases, however, do not have
much practical interest and instead we show some results
of the numerical solution.

In all calculations we considered an infinitely long su-
perlattice. The main result is that as the field increases
the instability comes about first for small values of k.
The instability region of k extends with further increase
of the field. Typical results are shown in Fig. 3. Positive
values of Imw correspond to unstable fluctuations. We
failed to find reasonable values of parameters for which
fluctuations with finite value of & become unstable at a
smaller field than fluctuations with infinitesimally small
k.

The instability at small k£ seems quite unexpected com-
pared to a high-field domain which results from the devel-
opment of unstable fluctuations and has a characteristic
length of one period. It is very interesting in this rela-
tion to follow the nonlinear stage of this development.
Some simple study of the nonlinear problem is made in
the next section.

VI. DEVELOPMENT OF INSTABILITY FOR
F > Fin

The development of the instability for F' > Fyy, is deter-
mined by nonlinear effects. There are two main sources
of nonlinear effects in superlattices. The first is the non-
linear susceptibility of each layer, in other words, the
effect of upper levels. The second is the self-consistent

eFd 0

2 oA

[0 - inulgto b BRep + 2 (4 Zegto,k ) 1min | (05)

[

redistribution of the electric field along the superlattice.
Here we neglect the effect of the nonlinear susceptibility
because of eFd <« €5 — &;.

In the analysis of growing fluctuations it is important
to keep in mind that the superlattice has a finite length
and values of k are quantized. Nonuniform fluctuations
start to grow not at F' > Fi,, when Imw(0) > 0, but
at a larger field, ' > F/; when Imw(k) > 0, where k >
w/L and L is the length of the superlattice. For a long
enough superlattice the minimal possible value of k =
/L appears in the phenomenological region. This case
is well studied (see Ref. 9 and the literature therein).
It was shown that nonlinear effects limit the fluctuation
growth and eventually lead to the formation of high-field
domains drifting in the direction of the electron drift. We
will consider here the opposite case, wrg > 1.

The evolution of growing fluctuations is determined by
nonlinear effects which couple harmonics with different
values of k. The study of the evolution of many growing
and interacting harmonics is a very difficult nonlinear
problem. We will consider here a situation very close to
the instability threshold when only the harmonic with
the minimal possible value of k appears in the region 0 < -
k < kp, and is growing up. Such a limitation allows us
to consider nonlinear effects in the lowest approximation.
The main question which we are interested in is whether
nonlinear effects intensify or hinder the growth of this
harmonic.

For the solution of the nonlinear problem we use Eq.
(83) in t representation, where current in the rhs is ex-
pressed in terms of dp+1 %, Eq. (78). It is necessary now
to find an expression for §p41 k taking into account non-
linear effects. The only source of nonlinear effects is the
commutator in the rhs of Eq. (41). The nonlinear part
that we need is

—ie[@,ép]il,k = +ed Z(k - k’)‘bk_klapj;l,k' . (97)
kl

In Eq. (97) we keep only terms of the lowest order in
k. To find a nonlinear expression for §p1;  we have to
add Eq. (97) in the rhs of Eq. (74). The iteration of the
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resulting equation leads to the necessary expression for
dp+1,k. Equation (75) shows that in the lowest order in
k main terms are those containing ®; . The result is

wggk)ank 1 8 7

Sjk=e Zk E)®r_ir k'

g—JZ(k K@i (K — k")

klkll
Xq)kl_kn ’C”@ku s (98)

which essentially means the expansion of the current in
terms of the electric-field perturbation. Here, as in Eq.
(80), current derivatives are calculated for a constant g,
ie.,

mj(F) _ 2mesz2 IE dpo O™
aF™ / dE OFn
T(E)F

“ E) + (eFd)? © Y

w(k) in Eq. (98) is the solution to Eq. (86).

Fluctuations of the electron concentration and electric
potential satisfy some boundary conditions. For simplic-
ity we assume that an external circuit maintains a con-
stant potential drop across the superlattice. Then phases
of 6n;, can be chosen in such a way that on} = én_g .

Because only the Fourier harmonic én; with the mini-
mum possible value of k is growing in the linear approx-
imation, it is enough to consider its coupling only with
the second harmonic dny, and neglect higher ones. Then
we come up with the well-known equations,

g = —iwing — iBngpnl — alng|*ng, (100)
Tige = —iwanagy, + 4ifn2 | (101)
where wy; = w(k) , we = w(2k) ,
2 3
4m e 0% 4m e? 8%
p= (?) ak oF2 > 7 (?) okz s - (102)

Near the instability threshold w; = —iv; , v1 < 0, and
2 > 0. In this case it easy to show that nonlinear effects
can limit the growth of the fluctuations only if

42
AL

o (103)

We can estimate the lhs of Eq. (103) in the case of a con-
stant I and very close to the instability threshold, when
m—k < kn,. Then v, ~ 3Dk2,, and Eq. (103) is satisfied
for eF};d > 1.1T. For so hlgh field, however, k2, ~ g, /d,
Eq. (71) is violated, and we cannot use the expansion
in k. That is, in general, near the instability threshold
nonlinear effects intensify the fluctuation growth.

In general, the situation can be different, i.e., nonlinear
effects can limit the growth of ﬁuctuatlon s, in superlat-
tices with a small doping, when po(0) = 7A%2n/mT < 1.
We do not elaborate this case because in an experiment
there may be problems related to a nonuniform field dis-
tribution due to electron injection from highly doped con-
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tacts.

We want to note, however, that in such a case near the
threshold nonlinear effects determine only the amplitude
of the resulting steady state while the field distribution
corresponds to the most unstable harmonic. As we have
seen, in the most realistic situation nonlinear effect near
the threshold accelerates the growth of fluctuation and
further increases the nonlinearity. Such a development
eventually leads to the growth of high harmonics which
effectively reduces the characteristic length scale of the
fluctuations. This mechanism can explain the contradic-
tion between the long-wavelength instability and short
high-field domains detected in experiments.

VII. DISCUSSION

The most intriguing result of our paper is that near the
stability threshold only long-wavelength fluctuations ap-
pear to be unstable. This conclusion does not contradict
the formation of high-field domains with the length of
one period. Near the threshold nonlinear effects acceler-
ate the growth of unstable fluctuations which eventually
leads to the generation of high harmonics and the reduc-
tion of the characteristic length. We are not aware of
any experiment where the spectrum of unstable fluctua-
tions was measured. A possible check of our results could
be made in microwave experiments just below the stabil-
ity threshold. For large enough fluctuations the nonlin-
ear amplification overcomes the linear attenuation. So a
large enough microwave signal can excite linearly stable
fluctuations. The frequency dependence of the amplitude
necessary for the excitation can give some information
about the stability in different regions of the spectrum.

The main limitation of our theory is related to the
possibility of deriving an equation for the electron den-
sity matrix. As we already discussed in Sec. II an
equation for the density matrix can be easily derived
in cases of ' < eFd (in the Stark representation) and
eFd < T < 4A (in k representation). In the intermedi-
ate case, when I' ~ eF'd, an equation for the density ma-
trix cannot be derived in a simple way in spite of k being
a good quantum number in a periodic system. The prob-
lem is that in this case the collision operator cannot be
written in the Born approximation and high-order correc-
tions have to be taken into account. We got around this
difficulty by considering a wide enough electron energy
distribution where the Born approximation is justified.

In the calculation of the conductivity in Sec. IV we con-
sidered only one energy relaxation mechanism, acoustic-
phonon scattering. The reason for this is that the typi-
cal width of the electron energy distribution of 2D elec-
tron gas is smaller than the optical-phonon energy Awp.
In general, the energy relaxation by the optical-phonon
emission is possible in a superlattice under electric field if
after phonon emission an electron goes to another Stark
level. If the miniband width is smaller than the optical-
phonon energy then this mechanism is reduced near the
instability threshold for the following reason. Usually
eFd ~ T < Fwg. This means that the emission of an op-
tical phonon is possible only for a transition from a Stark
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level with the quantum number v; to a level with the
quantum number v, such that vy —ve = v > hwg/eFd.
The distance between the centers of these levels is vd.
The transition is possible only in the case of an appre-
ciable space overlap between the Stark states, i.e., when
their size A/eF is larger than the distance between their
centers. We get the system of conditions

A Fuwg

F vz R
which requires A > Awg. That is, the energy relax-
ation by the optical-phonon emission can be neglected in
superlattices with minibands narrower than the optical-
phonon energy.

Our result concerning the NDC threshold at eF'd ~ T'
seems to be different from that of Tsu and Déohler?? (see
also Ref. 29). In Ref. 23 the current falls off for eFd
larger than some energy which is sometimes close to the
width of the band, and there are oscillations of the I-V
characteristic even below this point.

First, one has to notice that the oscillations are ob-
tained only if the transitions between adjacent wells are
taken into account. Tsu and Dohler showed that the
inclusion of transitions to the next nearest wells elimi-
nated the oscillations. Our expressions for the current,
Eq. (20), and the first line of Eq. (39) are exact. In
the case of hopping conductivity the last equation can
be written in another form containing diagonal density-
matrix elements and the transition probabilities between
all of the wells.?® That is, we cannot expect the oscilla-
tory behavior in our results.

The comparison of the critical value of eF'd is difficult.
Tsu and Dohler?® considered electron-acoustic-phonon
scattering and implicitly assumed that the phonon en-
ergy transferred in one scattering event is larger than
the energy uncertainty due to scattering. Indeed, they
used a § function including the phonon energy for the
energy conservation. Our situation is opposite. We ne-
glect the energy transfer in the calculation of I'. Actually,
for the electron (in-plane) wave vector 2 x 108 cm™1 and
the sound velocity 5x 10° cm/s the characteristic phonon
energy is less than 1 meV. A typical value of T is usually
a few meV or larger. So we consider that our calculations
are more close to typical experimental conditions.

Recently Sibille et al.'®37:3%8 observed the NDC in
GaAs/AlAs superlattices with very wide minibands. We
make an estimate for one of their samples for which we
found all necessary data. An estimate I' is obtained with
the help of Eq. (39). For a low electric field and T in-
dependent of the electron energy the integral in the rhs
gives ©0(0)/T. ©o(0) is determined by Eq. (36) where in
low field exp({) = exp(Er/T) — 1. As a result we obtain
the following expression for the conductivity:

(104)

272
- 2me’A’d (1 — e—EF/T) . (105)

7T TaRT

Z Covpp' Pu—p! (p’) = 6!!,0&00(!’/) s

np!
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For the nondegenerate electron gas Eq. (105) results in
the mobility

_ 2eA2d?

T (106)

For a superlattice with 13 monolayers of GaAs and seven
monolayers of AlAs per period d = 57 A, the calculated
width of the first miniband is 12 meV,3%4% and the mo-
bility g ~ 40 cm?/Vs. The measurements were made
at room temperature. This gives A = 3 meV Eq. (106)
and I ~8.6 meV. The threshold field F' =22 kV /cm gives
eF'd =12.5 meV. There are two possible reasons for the
difference between I' and eF'd values. One is the differ-
ence between calculated and actual values of the band
width by 20%. The other is the simplification which we
made in the derivation of Eq. (105), actually I" depends
on E. This dependence is different for different scatter-
ing mechanisms and different doping (because of screen-
ing). It is possible that different instability thresholds
in different samples?! are explained by differences in the
scattering mechanism.

In conclusion we would like to make a remark concern-
ing short superlattices with a very low doping. In such
superlattices the NDC can exist without any instability
of nonuniform fluctuations. Really, o4 in Eq. (87) is
proportional to the electron concentration while the dif-
fusion coefficient does not depend on it. That is, for a low
concentration and large minimum value of £k = 7/L the
diffusion term in the rhs of Eq. (87) is greater than the
first term and the instability threshold is not reached.
The suppression of the NDC instability by diffusion is
well known in continuous medium.®
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APPENDIX A

A specific case of the addition theorem for the Bessel
functions has the form [see, e.g., Ref. 42 Eq. (8.530.1)]

Z Jk(z)Jk+m(z)eik¢ =Jn (Zz sin %) eim(m—9)/2
k

(A1)

From this equation it is easy to obtain two identities nec-
essary for the calculation of the sums over Stark levels,

S Ik Ihim(2) = b0 (A2)
k
3" kJi(2) Tk (2) = g(ém,l + Om1) - (A3)
k
Making use of Eqs. (17), (A2), and (A3) we get
(Ad)
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Z COuu/L’ Pv—p! (P) = Z Cwmu’@u’(P) = PV(P) , (A5)
pu' pu!
+ z
5 Cuapur @) (v = 2525 ) = 2B+ 8 2)n(®) = Buoln (@) + o1 ()]} (A6)
np!
+ z
> Cutpr o (B EE = =2 {80 + 80 1)p0(P) = Sus0li1(P') + -2 (B))]] (A7)
pu!
v+ z v
Z COuuu' Pv—p' (p) M= 5 = _§[K7V—1(p) + pu+1(p)] - §$OV(P) ) (AS)
nu!
I z v
> Commrow(®) (1= 5 ) = =2lov-1(P) + praa (@) + S0u(P) - (A9)
pnp!
APPENDIX B
§ is a matrix which diagonalizes the Hamiltonian H; , i.e.,
> St [(Bp — eFdv)d,u + €®,,1] Sy = (Bp + Ex)ox - (B1)

vv'!

In this new representation we can neglect the effect of scattering on the spectrum and use expressions for Green

functions similar to Egs. (21) and (22), e.g.,

- . E, + E,.
Gx;’ (w,P) = 27ipyy (P, 1)0 (hw - E, — "X—2*—X—) . (B2)
Then the inverse transformation to the Stark representation gives
- . E, + E, _
G (@ P) = 2m6 D Suxprx (P, 1)3 (ﬁw ~ B, ~ ——2*) S (B3)

vv!xx'

If the energy corrections F, + E,: in the § function can be neglected compared to a characteristic electron energy

then Eq. (B3) is reduced to Eq. (22).
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