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The nonlinear transport of electrons bound in quasi-one-dimensional channels on the surface of liquid
helium is studied theoretically in the case of large clamping fields normal to the surface. It is shown that, due
to the weakness of the electron-ripplon interaction, the nonlinear effects in the electron mobility arise at driving
electric fields near 10~2 V/cm. The mobility is an increasing function of the driving field for all clamping fields
considered. The calculations are carried out in the two limiting regimes corresponding to different roles of the
electron-electron correlations. The results in the two approximations differ significantly, which allows us to
check out the role of the electron-electron interaction in the quasi-one-dimensional charge system through a

comparison with experimental results.

L. INTRODUCTION

In the last years the studies of quasi-one-dimensional
(Q1D) electron systems over the liquid-helium surface be-
came one of most developing trends in the physics of low-
dimensional charge systems. Q1D electron systems, which
are realized near a superfluid helium surface with a finite
curvature, have all the essential features of quasi-two-
dimensional surface electrons (SE) over bulk helium such as
cleanness, homogeneity and the possibility of modifying the
charge density and the strength of both the electron-electron
and electron-ripplon interactions by varying the clamping
electric field perpendicular to the surface. Furthermore, elec-
trons can move freely in one direction, along the channel
axis, due to the lateral potential imposed by geometrical con-
finement, in contrast to the SE system where the electrons
are free to move in the whole plane.

The methods for creating Q1D electron systems, by using
the properties of liquid helium, were first conceived
theoretically.!~> Recently, physical arrangements of the sys-
tem were realized experimentally as pointed out by Kovdrya
and Nikolaenko* and by Kirichek ef al.’ In Ref. 4 a strong
anisotropy of the electron mobilities, along and across a se-
ries of parallel channels created by grooves filled of helium,
was observed. In Ref. 5 experimental data were obtained for
the electron conductivity in a single Q1D channel on the
helium surface strongly distorted by capillary forces due to a
wedge geometry. Sokolov and Kirichek® found the disper-
sion relation of the plasma excitations in the Q1D electron
system confined by a parabolic potential and Sokolov and
Studart’ determined the electronic structure in the presence
of a magnetic field in order to establish connection with the
spectroscopic transitions between the confined states.

The study of the kinetic properties is the most useful tool
to get information about the peculiarities of the electron sys-
tems in one more reduced dimensionality, as it was demon-
strated in the case of SE. In a previous paper,’ hereafter
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referred to as I, the authors made a theoretical analysis of the
electron mobility in the Q1D system in the linear regime of
small driving fields when the electrons are in thermal equi-
librium with the liquid helium. The role of electron-electron
correlations was investigated by solving the Boltzmann
equation in the two opposite limiting cases of electron cor-
relations, the one-electron approximation and the complete
control regime, where the electron-electron collision fre-
quency is much larger than that typical frequencies of
electron-ripplon and electron-gas collisions. It is well known
that for SE’s over a bulk helium surface, the gaseous, liquid
and crystal phases of the two-dimensional (2D) system are
realized in terms of the fundamental plasma parameter of the
2D electron plasma I'=e2(7rn,) 2, where n; is the electron
density. The electron density can be easily varied by chang-
ing the holding field E, in the case of SE’s. For I'<<1 , the
one-electron approximation describes well the gas state. For
I'=137 the system undergoes a transition to a Wigner crys-
tal. At intermediate values, 1 <<I'<<137, the strong electron-
electron interactions lead to the liquid state. It was shown in
Ref. 9 that for low holding fields and, hence, low electron
densities (small T'), the experimental data are coincident
with the theoretical mobility calculated by neglecting the in-
teractions between electrons. But in the liquid state (interme-
diate I') the so-called complete control regime, where the
average drift velocity of electrons and the effective electron
temperature can be introduced, was realized in a definite
range of electron densities up to 4 X10® cm™2, where
I’'=47 and the single-particle approach is no longer appli-
cable. The model was found to describe the kinetic properties
of the SE’s system over bulk helium.” The basic question
should be understanding how a model of independent elec-
trons can describe the main features of the transport proper-
ties of the system in the correlated regime. Nevertheless, it
has been demonstrated that such a classical model based on
quasielastic scattering of independent electrons gives results
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in good agreement with the experimental results for zero
magnetic field.”"!! At low-field the results are still close to
zero-field theoretical values,“’lo’lz‘16 but at higher fields, the
magnetoconductivity depends on the electron density indi-
cating that many-electron effects are important.'’'* The data
have been interpreted with excellent agreement in terms of
the theory of Dykmanm’17 where the effect of the electron-
electron interaction upon the electron scattering is due to the
presence of a density dependent fluctuating electric field. The
influence of many-electron effects on the high-field magne-
toresistivity and the limit of applicability of single-electron
approximation has been discussed in Refs. 10 and 18. At
extremely strong magnetic field, the ultraquantum limit, the
extended self-consistent Born approximation was demon-
strated to describe the magnetotransport data perfectly.19 Un-
fortunately, the conditions necessary to study many-electron
effects in the Q1D system are not so well established at the
present time because the anisotropic character of the electron
motion and a complicated dependence of the electron density
on the holding field. However, we hope that, as in the zero-
field case for SE’s, the complete control approximation
should describe the main features of the electron transport in
the Q1D system.

It was shown in I that in view of the weakness of the
electron-ripplon and electron-vapor gas interactions, which
are the main mechanisms of scattering, the mobility depends
strongly on the temperature and the clamping electric field.
So, we expect that such a weakness of the electron-scatter
interactions can lead to substantial nonlinear effects with a
strong driving-field dependence of the mobility. The role of
nonlinear effects has been demonstrated since the earliest
times of the investigations of SE transpor’[.zo‘31 In the
present work we calculate the high-field mobility in the Q1D
electron channel. We found in our calculation that the non-
linear effects in the electron mobility take place at driving
electric fields E| near 1072 V/cm. We also show that the
contribution of the two-ripplon process to the energy dissi-
pation rate is the dominant one as compared with the one-
ripplon process. As in I, we also consider in the nonlinear
regime two opposite limiting cases of electron correlations,
the partial control regime where the momentum relaxation
frequency v are much larger than the frequency of the
electron-electron collisions v,, (corresponding to the one-
electron approximation with an effective electron tempera-
ture) and the complete control regime, where v,, is much
larger than that typical frequencies of electron-ripplon and
electron-gas collisions. In both regimes » is much bigger
than the energy relaxation frequency v*. We show that elec-
tron correlations influence significantly the structure of the
electron distribution function and lead to different depen-
dences of the mobility on the driving field. The theoretical
approach and the calculations of the energy loss rate func-
tions and the electron mobilities in both approximations are
presented in Sec. II. Section III is devoted to the discussion
of the results obtained. Our conclusions are summarized in
Sec. IV.

II. THEORETICAL FORMULATION

As in I, we consider a single Q1D channel formed by two
dielectric plates meeting at a sharp angle (the wedge geom-
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etry) filled with liquid helium whose surface is strongly dis-
torted due to the capillarity forces from the substrate with a
curvature radius R about 1074-1073 c¢m.>~> The channel is
along the x axis. Under the action of a clamping electric field
along the z axis (normal to the helium surface), the electrons
move to the bottom of the channel. At E, >10? V/cm, the
energy eE | R is much larger than the binding energy of SE
on the helium film covering the top of the dielectric plates
(near 100 K) and the electrons are favored energetically to
stay at the bottom of the channel.? If the electron is displaced
by a distance y <R from the bottom across the channel, it is
subjected to a parabolic potential given by

2.2
U =" 1)

which laterally confines the electron in the y direction with
wi=eE, /mR, where m and e are the mass and the charge
of the electron, respectively. Under this potential the energy
spectrum of the electron turns out to be

2k§

E, (k)= +(nt+12)hwy+ A, 2)

2m

where n=0,1,2, ... and k, is the one-dimensional wave
vector. The label /=1,2,3, ... numerates the quantized sur-
face states along the z axis. Because the condition (z),<R is
satisfied for not very large I, where (z); is the mean electron
distance from the surface, the energy spectrum A; can be
taken as in the case of a flat helium surface. As it was shown
in I, Eq. (2) is valid for wide range of clamping fields and for
large enough values of n. According to our estimates in I,
the energy gap #w, between the states with different n (we
shall call them transverse states) is near 0.3 K at E, =450
V/cm and 0.8 K at E;, =3000 V/cm. For this reason at tem-
peratures 7~1 K one should take into account the finite
population of not only the ground (rn=0) but also of the
excited transverse levels (n=1). One should note that the
experiments are carried out at T=1.5 K.°> By the contrary,
the energy gap between the first two vertical levels (=0 and
I=1) is near 14 K for E, =1000 V/cm and 30 K for
E, =3000 V/cm.?* So, for high clamping fields, we can con-
sider only the subband /=1. In this case the electron sub-
bands corresponding to the energy spectrum, given by Eq.
(1) can be written as

1
\Pn(kx): \/E exp(i kx-x)(pn(y)Xl(Z) ’ (3)

where L, is the size of the system in the x direction

o ool =) )
—— exp| - = |H,| =], @
27 p( 2y5 Yo

x1(2)=2y"ze" 7% | (5)

@, (y)= 771/4y(1)/2

where yo= (fi/mwg) "><R is the localization length in the y
direction and the parameter vy is related to the mean distance
of the electron from the surface, (z);=3/2y~!. In general,
v is dependent on E, .** H,(¢) is the Hermite polynomial.
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The above description of the subband structure is used to
calculate in the Born approximation the electron probabilities
for scattering by helium atoms in the vapor phase which
dominates at 7>1 K and ripplons at lower temperatures. As
it was shown earlier for SE on bulk helium, because the
weakness of the electron-ripplon and electron-atom interac-
tions, the temperature of the system can become quite differ-
ent from the helium bath temperature, even at low enough
driving electric fields.?> As a consequence, the electron mo-
bility may depend drastically on the driving field along the
plane.??* In the Q1D system, the warming up of electrons
by a driving electric field along the x axis will change the
occupation of the transverse levels even though the vertical
level (I=1) is not altered. For this reason, a consistent theo-
retical analysis, taking into consideration the intra- as well
intertransverse subband collisions is necessary in order to
determine the dependence of the mobility on the driving
field. This analysis should be given by using the explicit
dependence of the electron distribution function on the driv-
ing field. However, previous studies demonstrated that the
mathematical treatment is quite cumbersome and this method
does not lead to much better results when compared with
those obtained by using the approximation of effective elec-
tron temperature.zg’30 Such an approach has been success-
fully employed in theoretical calculations of the nonlinear
mobility w(Ey) of SE.??724 Then we choose to employ the
effective-electron-temperature  approximation to derive
#(E)) in the case of the Q1D system. In this case, the elec-
tron distribution at the subband »n depends explicitly on the
effective temperature 7, and can be approximated by

e [2787 1 nhw, Hk> 6
an( e)_ ngL)ZcZ_n exp Te 2mTe s ( )

where Z,= 1/2[ 1 + coth(hwy/2T,)]. The procedure for calcu-
lating the electron mobility as a function of the effective
temperature T, is different in the partial-control and the
complete-control regimes, but is the same as that used in
semiconductor physics.>?33

A. The partial-control regime

In this case, the relation v* <p,,<v is fulfilled. Due to
the fact that the electron-ripplon and the electron-gas scatter-
ing are almost elastic the condition »* < v is easily satisfied.
As described in I, the distribution function of the nth sub-
band can be written as

o=+ %fﬁ" : (7)

If we substitute Eq. (7) into the Boltzmann transport equa-
tion for the distribution function f,, one obtains in a
straightforward way the following expressions:

eE|| Hfﬁlo)

and (D= _ .
I = T RGI ) Ak

0) _
LD =Fao(T0) ®)
The frequencies of momentum relaxation, due to the
electron-ripplon scattering V(”) and to the electron-gas scat-
tering v(”) are derived in detail in I and their expressions are
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where x—ﬁ2k2/(2mﬁwo) a is the surface tension coeffi-
cient of the liquid helium, n,(7) is the volume concentration
of helium atoms in the gas phase, and A=4.676x1071°
cm? is the effective cross section for the electron-helium
atom scattering. The functions B{”(x) and B;”)(x) were
given in I by Eqgs. (24) and (27), respectively. Following the
same steps as in I, we arrive at the electron mobility

———B"(x), (10)

(@)= 2e (fiwo) y2
# a \/—mZ (e)\ 0

nﬁwo) \/_e A xdx (an

X 2, exp ( T ) o VPP

[Eq. (22) in I] which leads to the following expression of the
mobility in the partial control regime:

o

py (R /T,)>? nﬁwo)

u(T,)= 1+ coth(h wy/2T, ) <o CXP( T,

J«w xe*(ﬁmox /Te)dx
o (T/hwo) B (x)+ (u, fingAyle)BP (x)

(12)

where w, = ah/meE; . We remark that Eq. (12) has a simi-
lar expression as that of Eq. (31) in I, which gives the mo-
bility obtained in the equilibrium case in the one-electron
approximation at 7,=T.

B. The complete-control regime

In this case, the frequencies must satisfy the condition
v¥ <v<v,,. Now the distribution function should be rep-
resented by

huk,
fn=fn0(Te)eXp(_T_) P (13)

where u is the drift velocity of the electron system. To find
the mobility u=u/E), we multiply the Boltzmann equation
by k, and sum it over the possible electron states. After some
manipulations we arrive at the following expression of the
electron mobility & in the complete-control regime:

ll(Te)zlu.L Gr(Te)

T,
—]T[ 1+ coth(% wy/2T,)]

fin (T)AYT, [fwy) V2 -t
+“—l—%—z—(—;ﬂ) Gg(Te)} . (14)

where
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D’8(T,) . (15)

nn'

hwo(n+n')
G o(T,)= E/ eXp( ———7 )P

The functions D(r)(g )(T,) are expressed in the same form as
in I [see Egs. (42) (43), (45), and (46) of I] with the replace-
ment of T by T, .

In order to obtain the dependence of the electron mobility
on the driving field E| in both regimes, by using Egs. (12)
and (14), we need to find out the dependence of the effective
temperature on E . This relation can be determined from the
solution of the energy balance equation, which is obtained
from the Boltzmann equation, by multiplying it by the en-
ergy E,(k,)=h2k*2m+ (n+1/2)fiw, and sum over n and
k, . In the stationary case, the energy balance equation can be
written as

epEf=W/T,) , (16)

where W (T,) describes the electron energy transmitted to
the scatter system due to the electron-ripplon interaction and
m stands for the mobility in both partial- and complete-
control regimes. We have neglected the electron-gas scatter-
ing in the energy dissipation because the scattering by he-
lium atoms is negligible for 7<1 K at moderate 7, even in
the limit E”—»O.24 As was shown in Ref. 31, the function
W,.(T,) can be split out into two terms

Wr(Te):W]r(Te)+W2r(Te) . (17)

The function W,,(T,) represents the scattering process in-
volving one long-wavelength ripplon. In Ref. 31, it was dem-
onstrated that the main contribution to W,(7,), under the
condition 7,>T, arises from the processes with two short-
wavelength ripplons created in opposite directions, which we
are representing in Eq. (17) by W,,(T,) . Even though these
processes give negligible contribution in momentum relax-
ation, they can dominate in energy relaxation and are 2 or-
ders of magnitude more intense than the one-ripplon process
for E, <1000 V/cm.232428:34
The electron energy loss can be written as

T
W1(2)r(Te):<]_T—)](Te) > (18)

where J(T,) is the energy loss rate which is given by

HT)= 2 PO f ok T - (19)

The functions Py),(z) (k) determine the rate of energy losses
due to the electron-ripplon interaction in one- and two-
ripplon processes. The general expressions for these func-
tions were derived in Ref. 31 for the SE system. Following
the same steps, one obtains straightforwardly
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2 )
Pﬁl)(kx)Zﬁ 2 n'|efn|n)|?
n,q

X Q2 [(1|V ()| D)*hw,(9)
ﬁZ
X8| hwg(n—n')+ ﬁ(qf+2kqu) (20)

where the matrix elements must be evaluated with the sub-
band wave functions given by Egs. (3)—(5). In Eq. (20) g is
the two-dimensional wave vector of the ripplon with a dis-
persion law ,(g)*=(a/p)q> (p is the liquid-helium den-
sity); ;= (fig/2pw,)"?; S is the area of the liquid surface
and V,(z) is the electron-ripplon interaction.>® For the two-
ripplon processes, we obtain in the same manner

4mK?F?
P) = —gagr 2 (']
n.q,

X Q% 02 (hw(§)+hw(§-3))
2
X (Ny+ 1)(N;_3+ 1)5( hwg(n—n')+ Zﬁ—m

><(S§+2kxsx)+ﬁwr(§)+ﬁwr(§~5)), @21

where N is the Bose distribution function for the ripplons,
s is the wave vector of the pair of ripplons created (we as-
sume that s<q), x*=2mV,/Ah2, and F, =V, [®,(0)]>
Vo is the height of the potential barrier which prevents the
electron to penetrate in the liquid-helium phase and ®,(0) is
the value of the electron wave function at the liquid-vapor
boundary which is located in z=0. Using the results of Ref.
36, we take @,(0)=59.7 cm™ "2 for Vy=1 eV.

Substituting Egs. (19) and (20) into Eq. (18), we obtain
the following expression:

oo\~ 1
)

f +n'
X 2 exp( - w_o;’;__’i_)) Cilnr,)(Te), (22)

n,n’

Wy (T,)=(T,— T)"(T, )( 1+ coth>

where
32,2 2
(0)(T )= 2\/5”1 € EL,
3/2Pﬁ3\/T_e
and
fiwy [min(n,n’)]! ,
(1r) — % LT A ln—n'|-172 _
Con (Te) 2T, [max(n,n’)]!fo dy 'y exp(—y)
X[ lnr:m(’;L )(y)]zlnn (y/4) (23)
with
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16A0ﬁw0 °°\X+y 2 (O 16 (AoﬁwO)l/z w
In,n'(y)= )f X €Xp _(X+Bnn' dx+—— ——— |Bnn | Kl 2|Bnn |
e

9A7

ho 16 Ahw
+y Ko(ZIBm,I OH - Of Vx+y exp

In the equation above B,, =(n—n')/4, A, =¢E, /7y, and
Ag=mAy/2#? is the deepness of the surface subband /=1,
with Ag=e?(eye— 1)/4(eg.+ 1), eye being the dielectric
constant of helium. K;(x) are the modified Bessel functions.
For n’ =n, the integrand has a singularity at x=0. To avoid
the divergence in the integral, we cut off the lower limit to a
small chosen value x, (<10™%), which does not influence
the results within the accuracy of the numerical calculations.

For the calculation of W,,(T,) we must choose the model
of the ripplon dispersion relation w,(q) in the short-
wavelength limit. The exact dispersion law in this range is
unknown at present. From data of helium surface tension, a
model of the short-wave spectrum was proposed with a sur-
face roton minimum for ¢>3X107 cm™!.>” However the
comparison of calculations?* with experimental results?’ did
not give support to this conjecture. Similar conclusion was
presented in Ref. 38 and more recently in Refs. 39 and 40,
where the authors concluded that there is no ground to sup-
pose a large deviation of the ripplon dispersion in the short-
wave region from its long-wavelength asymptotic. For these
reasons, we use in Eq. (21) the same dispersion law
w,(q)=(al/p)?q*? as in Eq. (20). The final expression for
W,,(T,) can be written as

ho -1
Wy (T,)=(T,—T) vg")(n)( 1 +coth—)

2T,
X 2 exp( )C(zr)(T ), (25)
where
w1,y = L8 e T
R B N A
and

ﬁwo
7_ Anp'n

e

szznr’)(Te) = @(I’l’ _")exp( -4 Bnn’

XJ dx

0 Vx+4 B, hwy /T,
° +4 B, hwy/T,)"S

XJ dx(x Bnn 0 e) e_x,
0 Vx

where ®(n) is the step function and

x7/6e—x

+0O(n—n') a,,

(26)

(n")! _ e
Apn' =~ fdy Y T e L ()]

24)

—(x+ ,Bnn

Even though the functions a,, can be expressed in terms of
the Legendre functions, in the numerical calculations of Eq.
(25), we found it more convenient to use directly the integral
representation for these coefficients.

It is interesting to remark that the similar expression of
the two-ripplon contribution to the dissipation of the electron
energy W,, in the SE problem, given in Ref. 31, does not
depend on the clamping field E, if the electrons are in the
lowest subband /= 1. However in the Q1D system, W,, de-
pends on wq which in turn is determined by E, . This result
reflects the nature of the Q1D confinement in which the ma-
trix elements of the scattering potential, appearing in Eq.
(21), depend on the clamping field through the wave function
given by Egs. (3)-(5).

Once W,, and W,, are obtained, the relationship between
the driving electric field E| and the effective temperature
T, is given by Eq. (16), i.e., Ey=[W.(T,)/eu]"* , where
W,.(T,) is the sum of the two contributions coming from the
two processes for creating ripplons. This relation also allows
us to obtain the driving-field dependence of the mobility
#(E)) in both partial- and complete-control regimes given
by Eqgs. (12) and (14), respectively.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

The results of the numerical computation of the functions
W, (T,) and W,,(T,), given by Egs. (22) and (25), are de-
picted in Figs. 1 and 2, respectively, for the clamping fields
E, =1000, 2000, and 3000 V/cm and temperatures T, lower
than 10 K. The helium bath temperature was chosen as
T=0.6 K. As one can see the contribution of W;,.(7,) to the

100 T T .

80

W, (eV/s)

0 Z 1 1 1 1
0.0 2.0 4.0 6.0 8.0 10.0
T, K

FIG. 1. The function W, ,(T,) at E, = 1000 V/cm (solid curve),
2000 V/cm (dashed curve), and 3000 V/cm (dotted curve). T=0.6
K.
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0.0 ' - ' -
000 001 002 003 004 005
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FIG. 2. Same as Fig. 1 but now for function W, .(T,).

total energy loss rate is small in comparison with the two-
ripplon contribution W,,(T,) in the range of clamping field
investigated. The dependence of W,, on the clamping field
E| for T,>3 K, shown in Fig. 2, is a consequence of the
explicit dependence of W,, on the frequency w,, as dis-
cussed of the end of Sec. II. Once W,,.(T,), W,,(T,), and
u(T,) [given by Egs. (12) and (14) in the two regimes] are
calculated, the energy balance equation, Eq. (16), is solved
and the driving-field dependence of the effective temperature
T,(E)) is obtained. The results are presented in Fig. 3 for the
partial-control approximation, where the mobility was calcu-
lated using Eq. (12), and, in Fig. 4, for the complete-control
approximation whose mobility was given in Eq. (14). The
curves exhibit qualitatively the same behavior. However, for
a given driving field, the values of T, in the partial control
regime are larger than those in the complete-control regime.
It does mean that the effective temperature T, , calculated in
the complete-control approximation, goes up to higher driv-
ing fields as compared with that calculated in the partial-
control approximation. From the knowledge of the function
T,(E)), the electron mobilities, given by Eqs. (12) and (14)
in the two opposite regimes, can be obtained as a function of

10.0

8.0 |

6.0 1

T, K

40

20 ¢

0.0 . . - -
000 0.01 002 003 0.04 0.05
E, (V/cm)

FIG. 3. The effective temperature as a function of the driving
field within the partial control approximation. The solid, dashed,
and dotted curves present the results for £, =1000, 2000, and
3000 V/cm, respectively.

FIG. 4. Same as Fig. 3 but within the complete-control approxi-
mation.

the driving field. One should point out that the contribution
coming from the electron-gas scattering is negligible in com-
parison with the contribution due to the electron-ripplon
scattering for all effective temperature and clamping fields
considered in this work. The results of w(E)) in the partial-
control approximation are shown in Fig. 5 and those of &
(E)) in the complete-control approximation are depicted in
Fig. 6. The figures show that the mobilities are almost con-
stant for E)< 1072 V/cm, but increase fast for higher driving
fields. However, one should remark that the energy dissipa-
tion rate for the two-ripplon process, given by Egs. (21) and
(25), is valid only if the effective temperature is significantly
higher that the helium bath temperature. For this reason the
effective temperature dependence of the mobilities is only
qualitative for intermediate 7,. But at Ej> 1072 V/cm,
which corresponds to 7,>1.5—2.0 K, the curves obtained
give a reliable description of the behavior of w(7T,) and
ﬂ( Te) .

A comparison between w(E|) and ,tl(E”) for two values
of the clamping field is depicted in Fig. 7. As one can see
again, the mobility in both partial- and complete-control re-

40.0

300 |

200 J

pno( 1050m2/V s)

100 | -

10°
E; (V/cm)

FIG. 5. The dependence of the mobility w(E)) for the partial-
control regime at 7=0.6 K for £, = 1000 V/cm (solid curve), 2000
V/cm (dashed curve), and 3000 V/cm (dotted curve).
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40.0

30.0 r

ﬁ (105cm2N s)
N
S
o

100 /

E, (V/cm)

FIG. 6. The dependence of the mobility i(E)) for the complete-
control regime at 7=0.6 K for £, = 1000 V/cm (solid curve), 2000
V/cm (dashed curve), and 3000 V/cm (dotted curve).

gimes start to increase near 10”2 V/cm. However the values
of the mobility in the complete-control case are 2.5— 3 times
smaller than those in the partial-control regime. In addition,
A (E)) increases more strongly than w(E)) for driving fields
above the critical value of 10”2 V/cm. As one can observe,
from Figs. 6 and 7, the curves of i(E)) become steeper with
decreasing the clamping field E, . As a consequence, one
can guess a possible negative differential d[ A(E))]/
dEj at E|; <1000 V/cm which would lead to an instability in
the electron current. However we must emphasize that for
E | <1000 V/cm, the electron transitions to excited subbands
with />1 become essential at 7,<<10 K and the theory that
we have developed in this paper cannot be applied to calcu-
late the mobilities below £, = 1000 V/cm.

Finally, our results are very similar to those obtained for
the dependence of the mobility on the driving electric field
for electrons in SE over bulk helium, as calculated by
Monarkha in Ref. 23 using the partial-control approximation

20.0
% 150 1
Nz E;=2000V/cm
nU
2 100 |
Z
:;g
S 50
0903 10° 10"
E; (V/cm)

FIG. 7. A comparison between the mobility w(E)) within the
partial-control approximation (solid curves) and &(Ej) within the
complete-control approximation (dashed curves) for E; =2000 and
3000 V/cm.
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and clamping field larger than 3000 V/cm. In both cases, the
results show a monotonic increase of the mobility with the
driving field. Such a behavior demonstrates that the confine-
ment of the electron motion in the y direction does not in-
fluence significantly the nonlinear characteristics of the elec-
tron transport at high fields, which is determined by the
electron-ripplon scattering. On the other hand, as shown in I,
in the equilibrium case T,=T , the restricted character of the
electron motion along the Q1D channel leads to a nonmono-
tonic temperature dependence of the mobility, which is not
observed in SE over bulk helium.

IV. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We have calculated the dependence of the mobility of
electrons localized on Q1D channels over the helium surface
on the driving electric field. The bath temperature was
T=0.6 K and we have considered the electron-ripplon scat-
tering as the dominant scattering mechanism. The calcula-
tions were carried out in the effective temperature approxi-
mation in the two opposite regimes of the relationship
between the frequency of the electron-electron collisions
v,, and the frequencies of the relaxation of electron momen-
tum and energy. The widely used effective temperature ap-
proximation is valid only if »,, is large enough compared
with other characteristic frequencies of the system. For SE
on bulk helium, where the electron densities are easily
changed by varying the clamping field, the frequency v,, can
be changed in a very wide range, and one can fulfill the
condition v,,> v, as it was demonstrated in Ref. 9. In the
Q1D system, the dependence of the electron density on the
clamping field is more complicated and, as far as we know,
was not carried out in the general form up to now. Further-
more, the specific nature of the electron motion in the chan-
nel is different of the 2D SE and we cannot say that we have
the conditions of validity of the effective temperature ap-
proximation. However, we believe that this approximation
has described at least the main features of the nonlinear ef-
fects of the electron mobility in the Q1D system as in the 2D
case. We have obtained a strong dependence of the mobility
on the driving field for E1|>10*2 V/cm. We have also ob-
served large differences in the mobilities calculated in the
two different regimes of electron-electron correlations. Un-
fortunately up to the present, there is no systematic experi-
mental study of the kinetic properties of electrons in a single
Q1D system, except the results presented in Ref. 5, where
the dependence of the mobility on the clamping field was
investigated. We hope that the different behaviors of the
driving-field dependence of the mobility can lead to check-
ing the possibility to achieve the complete-control regime in
Q1D, as in the 2D case, and in addition, to different tempera-
ture dependence of the mobility in the partial- and complete-
control regimes, as predicted in I. The theory developed here
is not appropriate for clamping fields such that the effective
temperature, which is related to the driving field, are higher
than 10 K, because the electron transitions to higher sub-
bands (/>1) become significant and can influence the mo-
bility drastically. This question is however out of frame of
the present work.
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