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A scattering-matrix method for the calculations of electron transport through lateral quantum systems
in the presence of a perpendicular magnetic field is developed and is used to investigate the effects of an
applied magnetic field on electron transport through a quantum channel modulated by a smooth period-
ic potential along the direction of the current flow. At zero magnetic field, the calculated conductance
displays regular dips due to the formation of minigaps (or the Bragg reflections) and the rapid oscilla-
tions due to electron transmission through the coupled quasi-zero-dimensional states in the cavity re-
gions between the potential barriers. Both are shown to be suppressed when a magnetic field is applied
to the quantum channel. This is interpreted as the formation of propagating edge states. However, oth-
er irregular dips are shown to appear in the conductance of the modulated channel in the presence of the
magnetic field. These dips reflect the coupling between the electron states propagating along the oppo-
site edges of the channel and may appear so densely in a wide quantum channel with a strong modula-
tion that the conductance exhibits fluctuations. In the high-field regime where the magnetic length I is
much smaller than the channel width w, these irregular dips are seen to be also suppressed, leading to a
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nearly perfect recovery of the conductance quantization.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent advances in submicrometer technology have
made it possible to confine the electrons of a two-
dimensional electron gas (2DEG) in a semiconductor het-
erostructure to regions with lateral dimensions on the or-
der of 100 nm, and have naturally led to rapid develop-
ment in the field of electron transport in low-dimensional
systems, such as narrow quantum wires, constrictions,
and quantum dots.! ™3 In such a tiny structure, the elec-
tron transport can be ballistic and the motion of electrons
is governed by quantum mechanics rather than classical
mechanics, revealing a few additional and interesting
transport phenomena. A notable example is that in the
linear-response regime, the conductance of a quasi-one-
dimensional (Q1D) channel was found to be quantized in
units of 2e%/h at low temperatures,“’5 while in the
nonlinear-response regime, the quantization of the con-
ductance in units of e?/h was observed.®’ These fascinat-
ing phenomena have now been well understood, thanks to
a number of theoretical calculations including those using
adiabatic approximation and those based on exact
quantum-mechanical calculations. 316

If the Q1D channel is further modulated by a periodic
potential or patterned with a periodic structure, minigaps
of zero density of states and minibands are expected to
form.? These lateral superlattice effects may be studied
in the linear-response regime of small applied voltage by
varying the Fermi energy Ep or the width of the Q1D
channels. The conductance dips or wells are expected to
be observed if Ep is in a minigap. In addition, for a
periodically modulated channel with a finite number of
unit cells, a miniband is represented by a group of
discrete states. The discrete states give rise to closely
spaced resonances in the transmission probability
through the superlattice as a function of energy, and may
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thus be observed as a series of peaks in the conductance
as a function of the Fermi energy or the width of the
channel. A successful experiment of this type was report-
ed by Kouwenhoven et al.'’

With use of transfer-matrix methods, a number of
quantum-mechanical calculations'®”?* have been made
for electron transport through one-dimensional (1D) la-
teral superlattices. Both the grouped miniband-associated
conductance peaks and the conductance dips, due to the
occurrence of minigaps, were obtained. However, the ap-
plications of the methods have been very much limited by
numerical instability of the methods. One may remove
this numerical difficulty from the calculations by refor-
mulating the problem with the use of the recursive
Green’s-function technique.?* However, a large comput-
ing effort is often in demand in the implementation of the
technique. The applications of the technique have, there-
fore, been primarily confined to simple quantum systems.
The effects of the formation of minigaps and minibands
on electron transport through 1D lateral superlattices
were also studied by Leng and Lent very recently using
the finite-element method.?® In their study, the results of
the transfer-matrix calculations of Refs. 18-23 were
reproduced, and a one-to-one correspondence between
the index of quantized conductance plateaus and the
number of Bloch bands with positive group velocity was
demonstrated by a comparison between the calculated
conductance and the band structure. The study shows
also that the one-to-one correspondence persists in the
presence of an applied magnetic field. The magnetic field
was disregarded in the transfer-matrix calculations of
Refs. 18-23.

In this paper, we present an alternative formalism for
treating the transport properties of lateral superlattices in
magnetic fields, based on the scattering matrices. Previ-
ously, the scattering-matrix method was successfully
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used, without suffering numerical instability, for the
study of electron transport in lateral antidot lattices when
no magnetic field is applied.?® Here, we will reformulate
the method to allow the presence of a magnetic field. We
then report on the results of its application to a periodi-
cally modulated Q1D channel. The modulation potential
will be modeled by a smooth function realistic to experi-
mental situations. In the application, we are particularly
concerned about the effects of the magnetic field on the
minibands and minigaps formed in the system. We will
explore them by computing the conductance of the sys-
tem at a fixed magnetic field as a function of the channel
width w and a function of the Fermi energy E.

II. SCATTERING-MATRIX TECHNIQUE
IN MAGNETIC FIELDS

A scattering-matrix method has been described in de-
tails in Ref. 26 for electron transport through lateral su-
perlattices at the zero magnetic field (B =0 T). Although
it is elementary to reformulate the method for the cases
when a magnetic field is applied, we prefer to present the
reformulation for completeness, and because we need it
to discuss some fundamental and computational features
that appear due to the presence of the magnetic field.

Let us consider a lateral, ballistic quantum channel of
finite width w, defined in the plane of a 2DEG (the x-y
plane) and modulated by a periodic potential ¥V (x,y). We
wish to confine ourselves to the mesoscopic regime by as-
suming that the quantum channel has a finite length
L;=x8&—x{ and is sandwiched between two perfect
semi-infinitely long leads of the same width w at equal
Fermi energy E [see Fig. 1(a)]. The Schrédinger equa-
tion of motion of an electron with energy € in a uniform
magnetic field B=(0,0,B) can then be written as

(P+e A)?

*

+V.(y)+Vix,y) |Vix,p)=eV¥(x,y), (1)

2m

where m* is the effective mass, V,(y) represents the
confining potential of the quantum channel in the direc-
tion perpendicular to the current flow, and A is the vec-
tor potential. In this work, we choose the Landau gauge,
A=(—By,0,0), and consider only 1D modulations along
the channel,

Y ey) = Vy(x), xb<x<x& and —w/2<y<w/2
’ 0 otherwise , (2)

where Vj(x)=V,(x +a) and a is the modulation period,
as schematically shown in Fig. 1(a). We further assume
that V,(x) in a barrier region is in general a smooth func-
tion of x along the direction of the current flow [see Fig.
1(b), for an example].

For V,(x)=0, Eq. (1) can be solved by separation of
variables. However, such a separation of variables may
not be achieved for a general modulation potential of the
type as shown in Fig. 1, and Eq. (1) may have to be
solved numerically. In this work, we prefer to solve Eq.
(1) using scattering-matrix technique.
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FIG. 1. Schematic view of the Q1D channel modulated
periodically by a finite number M of smooth potential barriers.
(a) Layout of the lateral surface superlattice. The modulated
channel has a width w and is connected at x§ and x & with two
perfect leads of the same width w at equal Fermi energy Ej.
When a potential difference is applied, electrons are assumed to
flow from L to R, i.e., in the x direction. (b) Assumed potential
profile of the barriers, V,(x)=V,cos®*(mx/b), [—b/2, b/2],
with f=1. ¥, and B control the strength and the steepness of
the modulation, respectively.

We begin with the assumption that the potential-
modulated Q1D channel can be decomposed into N
transverse strips and the potential in strip i can be ap-
proximated by a constant V,(x’), where i =1,2,...,N
and x' may be chosen to be the x coordinate at the center
of the strip.?’” Thus, Eq. (1) may be solved for strip i by
separation of variables of the form

Pilx,p)=e*"@i(y) , 3)

where ¢/(y) satisfies the reduced one-dimensional
Schrodinger equation,

e d’ m* 27,iy2 i i
T om* dy? =@y — Ik V() + Y (xD) 1¢f(y)

=e@'(y) . (4)

Here, w.,=eB/m* is the cyclotron frequency and
Iz =(#i/eB)'/?> the magnetic length. For electron-
transport calculations, Eq. (4) is solved at a given electron
energy ¢ for eigenwave numbers k', and eigenwave func-
tions @'(y). The properties of the functions @'(y), in-
cluding the orthogonality relation and normalization,
have been discussed by many authors.?®?° For reasons to
be seen later, here we choose to normalize our functions
@L(»), so that

(eiWlea(»)) =1, (5)

and to define a velocity matrix v'={v/z} by
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i _ _H i i i 2y i i
Vo=, [ oy ka+k5—g Py =vi8,5

(6)

where v/, is a short notation for v/, and is known as the
quantum mean velocity when it is real.

Equation (4) may be solved by using a complete basis of
{®,(y)} satisfying
#  d?
—+V.(y)
2m* dy? et

D, (y)=e,®,(») . )

In this basis, the wave function <pf,,( y) is written as

P)=3d;®,(») , 8)
n
while Eq. (4) as
2
1 ; fiw,,
_[E—En—V (x')]sm I r%zn
% w b " 2¢e,
tiw, | [ kiw "w ’ .
mn 8n [@na =0,
€ T
9)
where
2
o= |2 | (@, 00?e,0)), (10)
Y= | = (@, 0)yl®, ), (1

and e, = (#*/2m* (7w /w)*

Equation (9) is solved in an expanded basis, due to
Tamura and Ando* as follows. By introducing auxiliary
coefficients f!,=(k‘w /m)d},, we can rewrite Eq. (9) as

0 1|(d| [w]l|d
S T fi _ka ; il (12)
with
2
1 ; fiw, )
(S)mn=~a[8_8n—Vb(x )18, — 2, Yon (13)
fiw,
(T = o Y,n - (14)

Solving Eq. (12) for a given energy €, we obtain a set of
eigenwave numbers {k.,} and a set of corresponding
eigenwave functions {¢@’(y)]. Inserting them into Eq. (3),
eigensolutions {1 (x,y)} in the strip region i are then ob-
tained.

The transport property of these eigensolutions is deter-
mined by their wave numbers {k’,}. These wave numbers
can be real, imaginary, or complex. Only those eigenso-
lutions whose wave numbers are real represent propaga-
ting modes, while the others correspond to evanescent or
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exploding modes. In order to overcome the difficulty in
numerical calculations due to the presence of the explod-
ing modes, we shall divide our eigensolutions into two
groups and adopt the scattering-matrix formalism. The
first group, in which the eigenwave functions are denoted
by {k;,} and {@},(y)}, consists of those modes whose
wave number has a positive imaginary part and those
modes whose wave number has a null imaginary part, but
a positive real part, while the second group, in which the
eigenwave numbers and eigenwave functions are denoted
by {kj;.} and {@};,(»)}, consists of all the rest, i.e., those
modes whose wave number has a negative imaginary part
and those modes whose wave number has a null imagi-
nary part, but a negative real part. In fact, the eigensolu-
tions in the first group, denoted by {1},(x,y)}, are those
modes that are propagating forwards or evanescent,
while the eigensolutions in the second group, denoted by
{¥1.(x,¥)}, are those that are propagating backwards or
exploding.

In terms of these notations, the wave function ¥(x,y)
of an electron with energy € in strip region i/ can then be
written as
‘I/i(x,y)zz[a}ae

a

e ) i i
ikp,(x —xq kire(x—xg

) ;i )
Prly)tap,e Praly)]

; o ikl (x—x))
=3, )dpaa10e T 7

na
ikjp (x—xb)
IHa 0 ] s (15)
where x| is the reference coordinate along the x direction
for the strip region i. The calculation for electron trans-
port should not depend on the choice of x;. Thus, for
simplicity, we chose a set of {xg}, such that xg =xZ,
xYT1=xE and x)"'—x{=1', where I is the width of
the ith narrow strip. Furthermore, since the velocity ma-
trix v’ is diagonal, it can immediately be written as

i i
td1na91142

vi=viev) , (16)

with vi=1{v},} and vi;={vi,}, where v},(v};,) is the
velocity matrix element calculated from Eq. (6) with the
eigenwave number k},(k};,) and the eigenwave function
@4 o(@h,) in the first (second) group.

Obviously, we have a set of unknown coefficients {aj, }
and {a};,]} in the expansion of the wave function Wix,y)
in each transverse strip region. However, the connection
between the expansion coefficients {a},} and {aj,,} in
the strip region i and the expansion coefficients {aitly
and {aj;h!} in strip region i +1 can be achieved via a
transfer matrix M(i,i +1),

2 a4
’II (l, 1 ) A,I;- 1

, (17

where A} and A}, are coefficient vectors containing
{a},} and {aj;,}, respectively. It is elementary to show
that the transfer matrix M(i,i +1) can be written as

i 0 )7 [vi 07!
M(i,i +1)= i T(,i+1), (18)
0 vu

i
0 vi
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where vy} and y); are two diagonal matrices with ele-
ments given by

(YD aa=explikigl") ,

) o (19)
(7/’11 )aa=exp(ik111al‘) »
and T(i,i +1) is the matrix defined by
Tiyi +1)=- o B [riT P (20)
Li+t1l)=—= | ~; = . ; R
2 |Qy Py | |1QF Q!
with the submatrices P} ;; and Qj ;; given by
(P1)na=0dpma »
) ) (21)
(PIII )nazdIlIna ’
g | AR
(QI )na*zdlma _n?;_Snm —We Yy | >
" (22)

i i ﬁklila
(QII )na=2d11ma —m—TSnm —Ww, Ynm

The tilde “~” in Eq. (20) denotes the matrix transpose.
Here, we note that although the matrices P} and P}; are
seen to remain in the same form as we derived in Ref. 26,
the matrices Q) and QY; are found to differ from that in
Ref. 26. The fundamental difference is the appearance of
the term w_Y,,, in the brackets of Eq. (22), due to the
presence of the magnetic field. The connection between
the expansion coefficients of the electron wave function in

the two perfect leads may be written as
A7 Af
AL A%

=M(L,R) ) (23)

where AL and A% are the coefficient vectors containing
{at,} and {ak,}, AR and AX are the coefficient vectors
containing {af,} and {af,}, and M(L,R) is the total
transfer matrix of the system given by
N-—1
M(L,R)=M(L, )X T] M(;,i +1)XM(N,R) . - (24)
i=1
Here, M(L, 1) and M(N,R) are the two transfer matrices
that couple the wave function in the quantum constric-
tion to the wave function in the two perfect leads.

It is well known that in the calculations for the total
transfer matrix M(L, R), one often suffers a numerical in-
stability due to the presence of both exponentially grow-
ing and exponentially decaying terms in the formula-
tion.?%3! This problem may be removed by rewriting Eq.
(23) as

A7

L
AII

A7

=S(L,R)
Al

> (25)

where S(L,R) is known as the scattering matrix of the
system and can be obtained iteratively with the help of
the transfer matrix M(i,i +1). For details of this pro-
cedure, we refer to our earlier work of Ref. 26.

A unique solution of the Schrodinger equation of the
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quantum system can only be obtained after we impose a
boundary condition on the electron wave function. Here,
we are interested in such electron states that may carry
the electric current through the quantum system. Thus,
let us consider an electron of energy € in the left lead in a
state, E iy x = %o )(p’fy( y), propagating forward from left to
right. After being scattered in the potential-modulated
channel, the wave function of the electron in the left and
right leads should be written as

ikf (x—x&) ikf(x —x§)
Wh(x,p)=e" 77 0k (p)+ Sake 1T T gk (y)
a
(26)
R _ R ik};(x—xg) R
YR(x,y)=afe P1aly) - 27
a

Thus, the boundary condition imposed on the wave func-
tion of the electron is

A7 L
= 2
AR ol (28)
where I, is a unit vector with elements given by

(I,)q=38,,- The wave-function coefficients AR and AL
are simply obtained by inserting this boundary condition
into Eq. (25).

At T =0, the conductance of the quantum constriction
in the linear-response regime can be written as

e (R)
G= —E‘E,J(Epkfy)/uf, , (29)

where J (Eg,ky, ) is the current carried through the quan-
tum system by the eleLctron state associated with the in-
cident wave e 1v* T¥0 I, (y) at energy Ep [see Appen-
dix for a derivation of the current J(Eg,k;, )], and (R)
indicates that the sum is taken over those values of y for
which kf, and thus vf, [see Eq. (6)] are real. In terms of
the expansion coefficients of the wave function in the per-
fect leads, the conductance is simply given by

L. R
G_zeZ(R) 1+(R)v11al L ‘2 _2e2(R)(R)UIa| R|2
- h 2 EUL A1a - h iy Argl™ -
Y a YIy vy a “Iy

(30)

Compared with what we obtained in Ref. 26 at the zero
magnetic field, the quantum mean velocity (instead of the
wave vector) is seen to enter the expressions of the con-
ductance, Egs. (29) and (30). Note that Eq. (30) is the
multichannel Landauer-Biittiker formula in a magnetic
field and has been derived in many different ways. 3?34

The method presented in this section is formulated in a
basis of infinite order and is exact. However, Eq. (9) or
(12) has to be solved numerically by truncating m and n
at a high transverse level K. In the actual calculations,
we set K as large as it is necessary to obtain a desired
convergence in the conductance.
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III. PERIODICALLY MODULATED
QUASI-ONE-DIMENSIONAL CHANNEL
IN MAGNETIC FIELDS

We will now apply our theoretical formulation to study
the magnetoconductance of a Q1D channel modulated by
a periodic potential containing a finite number M of bar-
riers as shown in Fig. 1(a). We describe the potential of
each barrier by a realistic model of the form

Vy(x)=Vycos?P(mx /b), —b/2<x<b/2, (31)

where b is the width of the barrier, V|, and integral 3 con-
trol the strength and steepness of the modulation, respec-
tively. In the present calculations, we choose B=1 [see
Fig. 1(b) for the potential ¥, (x) in the barrier regions in
this case]. The barriers are separated by a distance
¢ =a —b and the potential in the regions between the
barriers is simply set to zero. Here, we note that our
model potential is continuous in the direction of the
current flow, and so is its first-order derivative. The de-
tailed shape of the confining potential [i.e., V,(y) in Eq.
(1)] across the Q1D channel is not important in the
present study. We, therefore, define the channel by the
hard-wall confinement for simplicity. All our calculations
presented in the following have been performed with the
assumption of an effective mass m * =0.067m,, which is
appropriate to the Al, Ga,_, As/GaAs interface.

We begin with the study of the conductance at a fixed
magnetic field B as a function of w (the width of the Q1D
channel). Figure 2 shows the calculated results for the
channel with M =20 and five modulation strengths ¥V
when no magnetic field is applied (B =0 T). The calcula-
tions have been done for two Fermi energies. Figure 2(a)
shows the calculations for E;=10 meV, while Fig. 2(b)
shows that for E; =14 meV. The electron transmission is
not possible at these Fermi energies for w <20 nm. The
confining potential of the channel gives rise to a set of
electron subbands with sublevel energies E,, as their band
edges. At B=0 T, E,=(#/2m*)nw/w)* and is
lowered as w increases. The electron transmission
through subband n can take place only when E, <Ej.
However, because of the periodic modulation, the sub-
band will split into minibands separated by minigaps.
The electron transmission is blocked when the Fermi en-
ergy is in a minigap. This is seen as the appearance of a
dip in the calculated conductance as shown in Fig. 2.
The formation of minigaps is observable even when the
modulation is as weak as V;=0.2 meV. For example,
two sharp dips followed by a shallow dip are clearly seen
in each conductance plateau of the channel at V;=0.2
meV [see the lowest curve in Figs. 2(a) and 2(b)]. The
channel widths at which the minigaps and, thus, the con-
ductance dips appear can be estimated for each subband
by using the Bragg reflection condition k,=mm/a,
where n is the index of the subband and m is the index of
minigaps in the subband. Using k,=[(2m*Ep/#*)
—(nm/w)*]'2, one may find that the separation (in terms
of the channel width w) between the two sharp dips at the
edge of a conductance plateau increases approximately
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(a) B=0T, Ep =10 meV

0 1
0 100 200
W (nm)
(b) B=0T, Eg =14 meV
= Vo= 2.0 meV
Ne 10l Vo me
)
]
0 1
0 100 200
W (nm)

FIG. 2. Conductance G vs the channel width w at the zero
magnetic field for the lateral surface superlattice shown in Fig. 1
with five modulation strengths ¥V, and the following parameters:
B=1,a=150 nm, b =50 nm, ¢ =100 nm, Ly =x& —x5=2960
nm, and M =20. (a) shows the calculations for Ez=10 meV. (b)
shows that for Ep =14 meV.

linearly with the subband index »n. This is in agreement
with our exact numerical calculations as shown in Fig. 2.
Figure 2 shows also that as the modulation strength ¥V,
increases, no significant change in the positions of the
conductance dips is observed, but the dips are seen to
widen up toward large width value. At strong modula-
tion, minigaps (as well as minibands) that develop from
different subbands may overlap, leading to some irregular
structure in the conductance spectra. For example, at
V,=2.0 meV and Ep=10 meV [Fig. 2(a)] some dips and
peaks are seen to appear irregularly in conductance pla-
teaus with index » =3. Such an irregular structure can
also be seen in the calculations for ¥;=2.0 meV and
Ep=14 meV [Fig. 2(b)] and the calculations for some rel-
atively weak modulations at both Fermi energies. The
rapid oscillations are also seen in Fig. 2 in the cases of
strong modulations. These oscillations originate from the
coupling of the quasi-zero-dimensional (QOD) states in
the cavities formed between the modulation barriers.
However, the number of oscillations between two adja-
cent conductance dips, in general, has no direct
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correspondence to the number of cavity regions. This is
again due to the presence of overlaps between the mini-
bands and that between the minigaps.

When a magnetic field is applied perpendicularly to the
modulated Q1D channel, electrons tend to move along
the edges of the channel and the change in the charac-
teristic of the calculated conductance is, therefore, ex-
pected. Figure 3 shows the results of our calculations at
B =1and 2 T. Two modulation strengths are considered
in the calculations. The calculations for a relatively weak
modulation (¥;=0.5 meV) are shown in Figs. 3(a) and
3(c), while the calculations for a strong modulation
(Vy=3.0 meV) are shown in Figs. 3(b) and 3(d). It is seen
that at the considered Fermi energies (E,=10 and 14
meV), the applied magnetic field (B =1 and 2 T) has little
effect on the calculated conductance when the width of
the channel w <40 nm. This can be easily understood,
because in this case, only the lowest subband of the quan-
tum channel is open for electron transmission and the
free cyclotron energy #iw, is much less than the energies
of the subband. Therefore, the feature of the edge state
transport is not significant. But this feature should
emerge as the width of the Q1D channel increases and

15 T

(a) Vg =0.5meV, Ep =10meV

G (2e2m)

0 100 200
W (nm)

15 — T

© Vg = 0.5 meV, Ep = 14 me

2T
O 1

0 100 200
W (nm)
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becomes much larger than the magnetic length Ip
(lg=25.66 nm at B=1T and 18.14 nm at B =2 T).
Figures 3(a) and 3(c) show that for the weak modula-
tion at ¥V;=0.5 meV, the regular minigap structure as
observed at B =0 T is no longer seen at the calculated
conductance at B =1 and 2 T, when w gets approximate-
ly larger than 80 nm. This may be interpreted as follows.
In terms of the Bragg reflections, the formation of mini-
gaps can be attributed to the formation of standing
waves, due to wave interference between the forward and
backward propagating electron states at the Fermi energy
Ep. At B=0T, the forward and backward states locate
in the same region across the channel, giving a maximum
probability for wave interference between them. When
the magnetic field is applied, the forward and backward
states tend to separate in their locations, leading to a di-
minution in the probability for their interference and thus
the formation of minigaps. However, for a channel
which is not very wide, the backscattering as a result of
coupling between the forward and backward states can
still take place at a relatively low magnetic field, due to
the presence of the potential modulation. Therefore, we
shall still see many dips in the calculated conductance for

15 -

(b) Vo =3.0meV, Ep =10meV

G (2¢2/h)

0 100 200
W (nm)

FIG. 3. Conductance G vs the channel width w at B =0, 1, and 2 T for the lateral surface superlattice shown in Fig. 1 with the pa-
rameters: B=1, a =150 nm, b =50 nm, ¢ =100 nm, L;=x& —x&=2960 nm, and M =20. The modulation strength and the Fermi
energy assumed in the calculations are (a) ¥;=0.5 meV and Er=10 meV, (b) V,=3.0 meV and Ex=10 meV, (c) V;,=0.5 meV and

Er=14meV,and (d) V,=3.0 meV and Ex=14 meV.



52 ELECTRON TRANSPORT THROUGH ONE-DIMENSIONAL . ..

w > 80 nm, as shown in Figs. 3(a) and 3(c), although their
appearances become irregular now. When w >>[g, this
kind of back scattering is expected to be suppressed and,
as we see in Figs. 3(a) and 3(c) for the calculations at
B =2 T and w > 100 nm, the conductance vs w should
become structureless.

The suppression of miniband-associated conductance
dips by applied magnetic field are also seen in the calcula-
tions for the quantum channel with the relatively strong
modulation of ¥,=3 meV, as shown in Figs. 3(b) and
3(d). Again, the irregular conductance structure seen in
calculations for B =0 T and w > 100 nm [Figs. 3(b) and
3(d)] originates from the overlaps between the minibands
and that between the minigaps formed from different sub-
bands, while the rapid oscillations reflect electron
transmission through coupled QOD states in the modulat-
ed channel and should form continuous conductance pla-
teaus when the number of potential barriers M goes to
infinity. At B0 T, particularly in the case of B=2 T
and Er=14 meV, many minigap-associated conductance
dips are seen to be replaced by the dips originating from
the back scattering via the electron states propagating
along the two edges of the channel. Because of the strong
modulation, the latter are very pronounced over a much

(a Vg =1.0meV, W =100nm

10
&
Q
< 1T
O St

2T
O H A
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wider range of value w compared with the calculations
for the weak modulation of V;=0.5 meV [Figs. 3(a) and
3(c)].

Another interesting effect of magnetic field as seen in
Figs. 3(b) and 3(d) is the suppression of the rapid conduc-
tance oscillations, i.e., the electron transmissions through
coupled QOD states. This can be understood as follows.
It was shown that the QOD states are most likely local-
ized deep inside the channel.>> However, the electron
states at magnetic field tend to propagate along the edges
of the channel. When the width of the channel becomes
large enough, the propagating edge states can be decou-
pled from the QOD state and the 1D characteristic of
electron transport (i.e., the quantized conductance) will
then be recovered. This recovery may clearly be recog-
nized in the calculations for B =2 T, as shown in the
lowest curves of Figs. 3(b) and 3(d). We recall that the
dips seen in the recovered quantized plateaus are due to
the backscattering via the coupling between the electron
states propagating along the opposite edges of the chan-
nel. This coupling should mostly take place in the barrier
regions.

Finally, we show in Fig. 4 the results of our calcula-
tions for the conductance as a function of the Fermi ener-

T

(b) Vo = 3.0meV, W =100nm

1T

2T ﬂ
Loanoml
0 10 20
EF (meV)

T

(d Vg =3.0meV, W =200nm

ol .
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FIG. 4. Conductance G vs the Fermi energy Ep at B =0, 1, and 2 T for the lateral surface superlattice shown in Fig. 1 with the pa-
rameters: B=1, @ =150 nm, b =50 nm, ¢ =100 nm, Ly =x& —x4 =2960 nm, and M =20. The modulation strength and the channel
width assumed in the calculations are (a) ¥;=1.0 meV and w =100 nm, (b) ¥;=3.0 meV and w =100 nm, (c) ¥;=1.0 meV and
w =200 nm, and (d) ¥;=3.0 meV and w =200 nm.
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gy Ep when the width of quantum channel is fixed. Fig-
ures 4(a) and 4(b) [Figs. 4(c) and 4(d)] show our calcula-
tions for w =100 nm (w =200 nm), but ¥;=1.0 and 3.0
meV, respectively. At B =0 T, we again see conduc-
tance dips associated with the formation of minigaps and
rapid oscillations reflecting the electron transmission
through the coupled QOD states in the cavity regions be-
tween the barriers. Both are suppressed or partly at
B =1and 2 T. Many new dips seen in the calculations at
B =1 and 2 T for w =100 nm [Figs. 4(a) and 4(b)] and in
the calculations at B =1 T for w =200 nm [Figs. 4(c) and
4(d)] again originate from the backscattering via the cou-
pling between the electron states propagating along the
opposite edges of the channel. It is interesting to note
that due to the presence of a large number of such new
dips, the calculated conductance at B =1 T for V,=3.0
meV and w =200 nm [Fig. 4(d)] are actually seen to
display fluctuations. These fluctuations are rather slow
compared with the oscillations seen in the calculated con-
ductance at B =0 T.

In addition, we see in Figs. 4(c) and 4(d) a rather per-
fect recovery of the conductance quantization at B =2 T
and w =200 nm, although sharp resonant structure may
still be seen at the edge of each plateau. This is in agree-
ment with our results presented in Fig. 3, where a large
suppression of backscattering of the propagating edge
states at B =2 T and w close to 200 nm can be seen. The
sharp resonant structure seen particularly in the lowest
curve of Fig. 4(d) indicates that at high magnetic field the
backscattering can take place only when the Fermi ener-
gy Ep lies in the neighborhood of a magnetoelectric-
subband edge of the Q1D channel.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUDING REMARKS

We have presented a method for the calculations of
electron transport through lateral quantum systems in a
magnetic field, based on scattering-matrix formalism.
The transfer matrices needed in the implementation of
the method are derived and some features that appear as
a result of the presence of the magnetic field are dis-
cussed. Since its formulation has been developed by
representing all required matrices in a common basis, the
method has a great flexibility, i.e., it can easily be used to
treat electron transport through a quantum system
modulated with a complicated potential profile.

As an example of its application, the method has been
used to investigate the effects of an applied magnetic field
B on electron transport through a periodically modulated
Q1D channel. We have modeled the modulation poten-
tial by a realistic, smooth function and have calculated
the conductance of the system as a function of the chan-
nel width w and as a function of the Fermi energy Ej.
The results of these calculations are presented in Figs.
2-4.

At B=0 T, in addition to the well-known quantized
conductance plateaus, the calculated conductance vs the
channel width w displays regular dips. We have found
that the values of w at which the dips appear do not
change significantly as the modulation strength ¥V, in-
creases. However, at strong modulation the dips are
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found to widen up towards wide width w and the rapid
oscillations are seen to appear between the dips. The
conductance structure of the system can, therefore, be
complicated in this case. We have interpreted the dips as
a result of the formation of minigaps (or the Bragg
reflections) and the rapid oscillations as electron
transmission through the coupled QOD states in the cavi-
ty regions between the potential barriers.

When a magnetic field is applied perpendicularly to the
QID channel, the suppressions of both the minigap-
associated conductance dips and the rapid oscillations are
seen in the calculated conductance vs the channel width
w. This is because the electron states propagating in the
opposite directions tend to locate along the opposite
edges of the channel, leading to the reductions in the
probabilities for the Bragg reflections and for the cou-
pling between the propagating edge states and the Q0D
states located deep inside the channel. However, the con-
ductance dips may appear irregularly in the system.
These dips reflect the existence of the backscattering via
the coupling between the electron states propagating
along the opposite edges of the channel as a result of the
presence of the potential barriers. When the channel
width w becomes much larger than the magnetic length
lg, these irregular dips are seen to be also suppressed by
the applied magnetic field. The calculations for the con-
ductance vs the Fermi energy E show rather similar re-
sults. However, the features of the propagating-edge-
state transport are more clearly displayed in these calcu-
lations. It has been shown that in the presence of a mag-
netic field, the dips due to the backscattering of the prop-
agating edge states can appear in a wide channel with a
relatively strong modulation so densely that the conduc-
tance actually exhibits fluctuations. It has also been
shown that these fluctuations can be washed out in the
high-field regime, leading to a nearly perfect recovery of
the conductance quantization.
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APPENDIX

In the presence of a perpendicular magnetic field, the
electric current J(Eg, k;, ) carried through a lateral quan-
tum channel by an electron state W(x,y) associated with

.. ikp (x —xq)
the incident wave e 7
E is given by

@1,(y) from left at energy

—_ e w/2 * N
J(Epkp)==5 [ dy[W*(x,p)0, W(x,)

+W(x,p)0XW*(x,¥)], (Al

where the electron charge, —e, has been assumed and
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D, is the electron velocity operator in the magnetic field,

1 (A2)

., O
zﬁax eBy

itk —kpg)x —xq)

J(Ep,kp,)= 322 [alaa,ﬁe

fw/2
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Inserting Eq. (15) into Eq. (Al), the current J(Eg,k;,)
can be rewritten, in terms of the -eigensolutions
{Kla»P1o(¥)} and {kj,,@1,(y)} in one of the narrowly
divided strip regions or in one of the two leads, as

kiotkig— 1 V)@5»)

2y
I3

~ilkfy, —kpyghx—xq) #i w/2
+ajiaarge Ho 7118 0—__2m* f_ /2dy kita thkug— =5 |11 ¥)@np»)
—ilkf —kpyp)x—xo)  # w/2 2
+“1*a“1me fa 1B 0 2‘ m_*_ f o /zd}’ ki +k"ﬁ—_l% ‘p;a(y)¢HB(y)
B
—ilkfy,—kgx—xg) # w/2 2
Fafaame Hkira —kig 0 2—m* f_ /2dy k;}a+klﬁ__l% ¢>;‘1a(y)¢pm(y)]. (A3)
B

Here, the region index (i, L, or R) has been dropped. Us-
ing Eq. (6), we see immediately that the first and second
terms in the braces can be nonzero only if a=/3 and the
eigenwave numbers k;,=k;g and k;;, =k are purely
real. However, for the last two terms in the braces to be
nonzero, the eigenwave numbers k;,, K15,k 1o and kppg
have to be imaginary or complex with a nonzero imagi-
nary part. Furthermore, if the -eigensolutions
{kiy,®ia(»)} and {kjjo,@ho(y)} are numbered in such a
way that k5, =k, and @7(y)=@;.(y) for both imagi-
nary and complex k;, and kj;,,* one of the required con-
ditions for the last two terms in the braces to be nonzero
is again a=p. Having all these in mind, we can now
write Eq. (A3) in a compact form,

(R}

—e | Sralar* tvpalagal?)
a

J(Ep,kp,)=

()
* *
+ 3 (Wa@el 10 V109 6811a) | >

a

(A4)

where (R) indicates that the sum is taken over those
values of a for which k,, and ky;, (thus v;, and vy;,) are

[

real, while (C) indicates that the sum is taken over those
values of a for which k;, and ky;, (thus v;, and v,) are
either imaginary or complex. A further simplification of
the equation can be achieved if the current is evaluated in
a lead. In the left lead, af, =&,, and both vy, and v,
are real when a=7y. The current is then

(R)
J(Ep,kp,)=—e lufy+2uf,a|a,§alz (AS)

a

In the right lead, a }}a =0 for all a’s. The current is thus

J(Ep,kp,)= ezv (A6)
Combining Egs. (AS5) and (A6) gives the familiar relation-
ship,

L
(R) v v,
S(T,,+R,, EE "’I aR | 7 121=1, (A7)
a a Y vIY
where  T,,=wR /vi)laf > and R,,=—(vjj,/
vi ) afiql? are known as the transmission and the

reflection coefficients, respectively.
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