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Nonlinearities in the Hall resistance by retroreflective scattering
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Nonlinearities in the classical Hall resistance of two-dimensional electron gases exposed to retroreflective

obstacles at random positions are reported. The Hall slope develops a nonmonotonic component, which increases
strongly in amplitude and shifts to larger magnetic fields as the obstacle density increases. At small magnetic
fields, the relation between the longitudinal and transverse conductivity remains in qualitative agreement with the
Drude-Boltzmann equations, although the characteristic timescale can no longer be interpreted as a momentum
relaxation time. The corresponding Hall conductivity develops a marked minimum at a characteristic magnetic
field outside the interval where the data agree qualitatively with the Drude-Boltzmann model. With the help
of classical event-driven simulations, this minimum is attributed to successive retroreflections which lead to

inverted transverse deflection.

DOLI: 10.1103/1g7z-nrjy

I. INTRODUCTION

The Hall effect [1] is one of the hallmarks of electron
transport in solids. Besides being used routinely to measure
the density and the sign of the carriers as well as to detect
magnetic fields, it has played a central role in the field of
quantum electronics and continues to do so. Examples are the
integer [2] and fractional [3] quantum Hall effects as well as
spin Hall effects [4]. In the classical regime, i.e., in magnetic
fields for which Landau quantization is negligible, the Hall
slope is usually constant and o !, where n. denotes the
electron density, with remarkable robustness. For example,
neither the weak localization correction [5] nor the electron-
electron interactions [6] or the temperature [7] cause strong
deviations from this behavior. A notable exception are ferro-
magnetic materials which show the anomalous Hall effect, a
quantum version of which is observed in magnetic topological
insulators [8]. Some mechanisms leading to a nonlinear Hall
slope have been reported, in particular, in systems close to a
metal-insulator transition [9,10], the interaction of electrons
with localized spins [11], or in antidot lattices [12], among
others [13-15].
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Here, we report a mechanism leading to a nonlinear Hall
resistance which has hitherto remained unnoticed and origi-
nates from retroreflective electron scattering. We demonstrate
it in a two-dimensional Lorentz gas (2DLG), realized ex-
perimentally in the form of a two-dimensional electron gas
(2DEG) with a high density of lithographically defined Swiss-
cross-shaped scattering centers. Recently, we studied the Hall
effect in a 2DLG with randomly distributed obstacles of cir-
cular shape at different obstacle density, using a combination
of classical molecular dynamics (MD) simulation and experi-
ment [16]. In this work, we quantitatively identified the regime
of very low obstacle densities and sufficiently small magnetic
fields B where the classical Drude-Boltzmann (DB) theory
holds, implying a Hall coefficient Ry o n_!. We refer to the
obstacle density via the dimensionless density »n*, defined as
the fraction of the area covered by the obstacles in the absence
of mutual overlaps. The deviations to DB theory at higher
densities and magnetic fields could be attributed to classical
memory effects, i.e., non-Markovian effects for which the
assumption of successive collisions being uncorrelated and
independent of each other no longer holds. However, as shown
in Ref. [16] for circular obstacles, over a significant range of
n* and B a relationship between the magnetoconductivity o,
and the Hall conductivity oy, holds

Oxy = WcyTOxy, ( 1 )

with w¢y the cyclotron frequency and t a timescale. This
relation is taken from DB theory but with an effective time
7 that differs from the mean free time between collisions, Tp;,
in DB theory. The time t can be interpreted as a diffusive
timescale since it has a similar dependence on density n* as
the conductivity o,,(B = 0) at zero magnetic field [16]. More-
over, the analysis in Ref. [16] showed that the Hall coefficient
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was proportional to 7 /0, (B = 0) and this ratio had a very
weak dependence on n*. This explains the robustness of the
linear behavior of the Hall resistance px, as a function of
the magnetic field p,, = RyB, albeit with increasing obstacle
density n* the Hall coefficient differs more and more from the
one predicted by Drude theory and thus it does not provide a
good estimate of the electron density .. The ansatz, given by
Eq. (1), becomes questionable for a certain class of 2DLGs
with random arrangements of noncircular obstacles where the
conductivity oy, at B = 0 is zero at any finite obstacle density
n*. This is the case in 2DLGs with overlapping square-shaped
obstacles (Ehrenfests” wind-tree model) [17-20] as well as for
2DLGs with obstacles in the shape of Swiss crosses [21]. In
these systems, the motion of the tracer particles is dominated
by retroreflective paths where the particle frequently almost
returns to points where it was already at an earlier time. As
a consequence, the transport of the tracer particle is asymp-
totically subdiffusive. Therefore, its diffusion coefficient and
conductivity o, vanish. In the presence of a small magnetic
field B, one observes an anomalous behavior of o,,(B). As
shown for overlapping obstacles with a Swiss cross shape
[21], the conductivity o, (B) in the limit B — 0 follows a
power law o, o B? with a small exponent § < 0.22, the pre-
cise value of which depends on the obstacle density and the
orientation of the cross-shaped obstacles (i.e., whether they
are equally or randomly oriented). Thus, especially for small
B fields Eq. (1) fails—at least in the simulation of 2DLGs
with Swiss crosses. The situation is different in the experiment
where background scattering (e.g., due to impurities) cannot
be avoided. As a consequence, the transport is no longer
dominated by retroreflective paths for low densities of the
artificial obstacles. The transport is diffusive at B = 0 and, as
shown below, does not show the aforementioned power-law
behavior at small B fields. However, it is not clear to what
extent the ansatz, as given by Eq. (1), can be used at all to
analyze the Hall effect in experimental 2DLGs with Swiss
crosses.

In the present work, we comprehensively describe the in-
fluence of retroreflectors on the transport properties. The same
set of Lorentz arrays was already used in Ref. [21], but only
in the range of small magnetic fields and in the limit B — 0
as described above, and only with respect to the longitudinal
conductivity oy,. The focus here is now on the influence
of retroreflectors on the Hall conductivity o, and the Hall
resistance p,,. We experimentally observe and numerically
reproduce deviations of the Hall effect from the DB model
in Lorentz gases with Swiss-cross-shaped scatterers and show
the extent to which the approach from Eq. (1) is valid. These
deviations are attributed to the retroreflective character of the
scatterers, which is in line with the fact that they have not been
observed in Lorentz gas arrays formed by circular scatterers
[16] with comparable effective densities n*. Using numerical
simulations, we identify characteristic electron trajectories
that lead to these effects.

In Sec. II, we present the sample layout and experi-
mental details. Section III describes our simulation concept.
In Sec. IV, we present the experimental results together
with our numerical calculations and their comparison. Fi-
nally, the paper concludes with a summary and outlook
in Sec. V.

2um

. )

FIG. 1. In (a), a scanning electron microscopy picture of a single
Swiss cross, taken under a tilt angle of /4 is shown. (b)—(d) Visual-
izations of typical simulated electron trajectories (red) for n* = 0.4,
shown at magnetic fields B of (b) 6.9 x 107> T (B = 8.23 x 1073),
(€)8.34 x 107 2T (B=1),and (d) 4.2 x 10-' T (B = 5).

II. SAMPLE PREPARATION AND EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

The raw material is a GaAs/Aly3Gag7As heterostructure
with a two-dimensional electron gas (2DEG) 150 nm below
the surface. At liquid helium temperatures, the pristine 2DEG
has an electron density of 1, = 2.55 x 10> m~2, as deter-
mined from the Hall slope and the Shubnikov—de Haas (SdH)
oscillations, see the Supplemental Material [22]. The electron
mobility is slightly cooldown-dependent and varies somewhat
across the wafer, with values close to p &~ 700 m? /Vs, corre-
sponding to a Fermi velocity of vg &~ 2.19 x 10°m/s and an
elastic mean free path of A &~ 60 um. A quantum scattering
length of 14 = 436 nm is obtained using the standard analysis
of the envelope of the SdH oscillations [23]. The large ratio
of A/Aq = 135 indicates that remote ionized impurities from
the doping layer are the primary source of scattering, and that
intrinsic strong scatterers are scarce.

The retroreflectors are defined by electron beam lithogra-
phy and subsequent reactive ion etching, see Fig. 1(a) for a
scanning electron microscopy picture. They are distributed at
random positions in the x and y directions across a Hall bar,
prepared by optical lithography, of 120 um length and 100 um
width. Alloyed Au/AuGe Ohmic contacts allow electrical ac-
cess to the 2DEG. Voltage probes of 10 um width, with a
spacing of 100 um along the edge of the Hall bar, enable four-
terminal measurements. The etching step generates nearly ver-
tical walls of 100-nm depth. The retroreflectors are regarded
as scatterers with hard walls of infinite height. By commensu-
rability oscillation experiments on antidot lattices prepared by
the same etching technique, the lateral depletion length at the
edges has been estimated to ~75 nm [24], such that the elec-
tronic size of one retroreflector exceeds its lithographic size
accordingly. One obstacle is composed of two rectangles of
size 300nm x 1850 nm each, which are oriented perpendicu-
lar to each other. Taking the lateral depletion length into ac-
count, the effective length of a retroreflector amounts to 2 um
covering an area of approximately 1.6 um?. Four separate
arrays with number densities n, = 0.0625, 0.125, 0.1875, and
0.25 um~? are studied, corresponding to dimensionless densi-
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tiesn* = 0.1,0.2, 0.3, and 0.4. The edges of the retroreflectors
form an angle of 7 /4 with respect to the current (x) direction.

The transport measurements are carried out in a *He /*He
dilution refrigerator with a base temperature of 25 mK, which
corresponds to an electron temperature of about 100 mK, as
well as in a “He gas flow cryostat for temperatures above
1.2 K. Both cryostats are equipped with superconducting
solenoids with maximum magnetic fields above B = 8 T. An
AC current of amplitude 500 nA and a frequency of 17.7 Hz is
applied, and the voltage drops across the arrays in longitudinal
(x) and transverse (y) directions are recorded via the voltage
probes using lock-in amplifiers (SR 830 DSP from Stanford
Instruments). All data shown are symmetrized for p,, and
antisymmetrized for p,, to eliminate possible mutual admix-
tures that may be generated, for example, by the obstacles
close to the voltage probes. The numerical derivatives of the
antisymmetrized measurements of p,, were used to visualize
the Hall slopes d px,/dB.

III. SIMULATION CONCEPT

In addition to the experiments, classical event-driven
molecular dynamics simulations [16,25] were carried out.
Point-like particles were placed randomly in a simulation
square with periodic boundary conditions containing the ran-
domly distributed obstacles with identical parameters as the
experimental arrays. The number of obstacles is fixed to 10°,
which results in a size of the simulation square that depends
on the obstacle density. Possible effects due to the sample
edges are thus not covered by the simulations. The particles
are exposed to a uniform magnetic field B =Bz perpendicular
to the plane of the 2DEG, resulting in trajectories composed
of sections of cyclotron orbits with radius r., = m*vg/eB,
with their ends determined by specular scattering at the ob-
stacles. For each magnetic field, 10° independent electron
trajectories are calculated in 200 different host structures. For
the simulation, the elementary charge e = 1.0, the effective
mass m* = 1.0, and the Fermi velocity vg = 1.0 were defined
as dimensionless quantities, leading to a reduced magnetic
field B = B/By with By = m*vg/edy = 83.4 mT with a length
scale dy = 1 wm and a timescale 7y = i—g = 4.57 ps. Note that
since all electrons move with the Fermi velocity, the simu-
lated temperature equals zero. We compute the components
0ij(B),1, j € {x,y} of the magnetoconductivity tensor based
on the Kubo expression

m*eZ o0
0ij(B) = anz/t (vi(0)v;(B, 1))dt, @)

where (v;(0)v;(B,1)) denotes the velocity correlation func-
tion, averaged over an ensemble of trajectories as well as over
the initial time within each trajectory. For comparison with
the experiments, the values are converted to the experimen-
tal units using vg = 2.19 x 10°m/s and m* = 0.067m,. The
components of the resistance tensor can be determined for an
isotropic system via

Uij(B)
o2.(B)+ axzy(B)'

Furthermore, we characterize the diffusive transport behavior
of the particles using the mean-squared displacement (MSD),

pij(B) = 3

dp., /dB (kQT™)
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FIG. 2. In (a) the longitudinal magnetoresistances p,,(B), nor-
malized to its value at B = 0, p,,0, is shown. The legend is given in
(b). The inset shows the values of p,. o for all effective obstacle den-
sities n*. The measurements are carried out at base temperature of a
dilution refrigerator and the electron temperature is at approximately
100 mK. In (b), the corresponding Hall resistances p.,(B) and their
numerical derivatives are presented. The temperature dependence
of the Hall slope d p,,/dB(B) for the array with n* = 0.4 is shown
in (c).

defined as 8r> = ([F(t) — 7#(0)]?), where #(¢) is the time-
dependent position of the electron.

IV. RESULTS AND INTERPRETATION

The measured magnetoresistances p,.(B) and py,(B) at a
temperature of 7 = 0.1 K are represented in Fig. 2. For the
pristine 2DEG [black traces in Figs. 2(a) and 2(b)], p..(B)
shows the well-known negative magnetoresistance termed
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Giant negative magnetoresistance (GNMR) with its two com-
ponents that originate from electron-electron interactions in
a smooth disorder potential landscape (the broad shoulder)
and from strong scattering at sparse defects (the narrow
peak on top) [26-32]. For ny > 0, a negative magnetore-
sistance is still observed, albeit with a changed character
since its properties are governed by the Lorentz obstacles.
It is approximately linear for B — 0, an effect attributed to
retroreflection at individual obstacles [33]. A strong negative
magnetoresistance takes over at larger B fields due to the
Lorentz-gas-specific scattering discussed elsewhere [33-35].
In the quantum regime (wey7 > 1), the SdH oscillations set
in, damped by the Lorentz obstacles.

The Hall resistances at the focus of the present study are
shown in Fig. 2(b). The 2DLG arrays show a pronounced kink
in p,,(B) which increases in strength and shifts to larger B as
n* increases. The derivatives of p.,(B) with respect to B reveal
additional details. Near B = 0, the Hall slopes are signifi-
cantly enhanced, an effect that gets stronger with increasing
n*. A minimum of dp,,(B)/dB is found at magnetic fields
where the cyclotron diameter ranges in between the size 2d, of
the obstacles and £, = n~!/2, the mean distance between two
obstacle centers. At intermediate B close to 145 mT, the Hall
slope develops a maximum, and it becomes independent of
n*, approaching the value expected for this electron density,
at higher magnetic fields, i.e., for rgy < 0.4d,. Furthermore,
the data reveal an additional fine-structure well above the
noise level, which we interpret as a magnetofingerprint of
our arrays due to their finite extension, characterizing the
particular configuration of the obstacles inside the Hall bar.
The nonlinearity is quite robust with respect to temperature,
remaining visible up to 16 K in the array with n* = 0.4, see
Fig. 2(c). This indicates a classical origin. For T = 32 K and
above, the validity of the DB model is recovered with respect
to pxy(B) due to the momentum-relaxing scattering properties
of the phonon bath [16].

In Fig. 3, we compare the conductivities for two arrays
formed by circles and by the retroreflectors with identical
n* = 0.4 and obstacle size (the diameter of a circle and
the length of one rectangle both equal 2 um). The proper-
ties of o, (B), see Fig. 3(a), for both obstacle shapes have
been discussed in detail elsewhere for comparable samples
[21,36]. The Hall conductivity o,,(B) of the retroreflective
array, which is at the focus of the present study, shows a
marked flattening as compared to that one of the Lorentz gas
formed by circles [Fig. 3(b)], in qualitative disagreement with
the DB model. To determine the range of magnetic fields
in which the DB model is valid at least qualitatively, we
use Eq. (1) as a criterion and fit the experimental data for
o (B) to those for o,,(B) using 7 as the fit parameter, see
Fig. 4. For the pristine 2DEG, this plot shows that the DB
model describes the experimental traces very well over the full
classical range, i.e., up to the onset of the SdH oscillations. For
the Lorentz arrays of all densities studied, the assumption of
a B-independent scattering time holds only up to we,T A 0.5,
well below the maximum of the Hall conductivity. Quantita-
tively, the fit value obtained for t is strongly suppressed and
decreases algebraically with increasing n*, with T oc (n*)~?.
For n* = 0.4, for example, T = 1 ps corresponds to a traveling
distance of 250 nm, much smaller than £; = 2 ym.
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FIG. 3. Comparison of the conductivities of two different sam-
ples with n* = 0.4 composed by obstacles in the shape of Swiss
crosses (orange) and circles (gray). Both the experimental data (solid
lines) and MD simulations (markers) are shown. Upper inset: Scan-
ning electron microscope pictures of one single obstacle each. Lower
inset: Exemplifying simulated electron trajectory (red) for B = By =
83.4 mT. The magnetic field is directed out of the plane. The data for
the circular obstacles are linked to a previous study [16], where the
additional nonlinearity described here remained unnoticed.

107 102
B(T)

FIG. 4. Hall conductivities oy,(B) (dashed lines) and w.,Toy,
(solid lines) as a function of the magnetic field B for different obsta-
cle densities for the experiment. The diffusive timescale 7, written
above the respective trace, is extracted with Eq. (1). The inset shows
the ratio t/p,, where tp, is the Drude scattering time for the pristine
sample extracted from p,,(B = 0).
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FIG. 5. Time derivative of the MSD, dér%(t)/dt, for (a) n* = 0.2
and (b) n* = 0.4 in different magnetic fields. The magnetic field
printed in bold equals By = 1. The time is normalized to the reduced
timescale 7y = dy/vp = 4.57 ps. The data for the case B = 0 are used
from a previous publication [21].

For higher magnetic fields, the failure of Eq. (1) implies
a B-dependent diffusive timescale [16]. It should be noted
that in the Lorentz gases without background scattering as
considered in the simulations, such a plot is impossible due
to the anomalous magnetoconductivity mentioned above, and
oy — 0 as B approaches zero [21]. Thus, the background
scattering present in the experiments renders Eq. (1) to be
valid qualitatively for small magnetic fields.

The interpretation of the qualitative failure of the DB
model in terms of a B-dependent scattering time can be
substantiated by MSD calculations. Figure 5 shows the time
derivative d8r2/dt of the MSD as a function of time for n* =
0.2 and n* = 0.4 in various magnetic fields. In the case B = 0,
dsr? /dt decays at long times which shows an asymptotic sub-
diffusive behavior as shown before [21]. For sufficiently low
magnetic fields, d8r?/dt follows the trace at B = 0 and ap-
proaches, after passing through a global maximum, a constant
value in the long time limit corresponding to the diffusion
constant D = }Tlim,ﬁoo[d(Sﬂ(t)/dt]. For intermediate mag-
netic fields, d8r*/dt no longer reaches the global maximum.
Rather, at timescales around #;, n*-independent oscillations
occur, before the convergence. At higher magnetic fields,
d8r?/dt approaches zero in the long time limit, indicating
localization of the of the electrons in the absence of sample
edges and background scattering.

P V= \ 800 ]
= x n* =04 1
<10 & experiment 71 3
\ \_; 400 simulation ]
o < ]
hS 14
I J
6 S %01 02 03]
107} L . B
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3
B(T)

FIG. 6. (a) Magnetoconductivity o,, as a function of B from the
measurements at base temperature (solid lines) and from the sim-
ulations (dashed lines). In (b) for the Hall conductivity o,,(B). The
markers indicate the positions where r.y = ¢, and r., = £,/2, respec-
tively. The gray dashed vertical line shows the magnetic field where
ey = do. Inset: Comparison between measured Hall resistance and
resistance calculated by simulations for obstacle density n* = 0.4.

We proceed by comparing the measurements to the clas-
sical transport simulations as summarized in Fig. 6. The
simulations agree very well in the range of magnetic fields
below the Landau quantization regime, and above very
small magnetic fields where the background scattering be-
comes dominant, i.e., in the interval 1mT < B < 200 mT.
This, in combination with the data at higher temperatures
[see Fig. 2(c)], provides clear evidence of a classical origin.
The two maxima visible in oy,(B), as well as further prop-
erties of this function like their sharp drop towards zero as
B approaches zero [Fig. 6(a)], have been reported and dis-
cussed in detail elsewhere [21], whereby the first maximum at
small magnetic fields and the sharp drop near B — 0 can be
attributed to the retroreflective properties of the scatterers. For
the pristine Hall bar (this case was not simulated), the mea-
sured oy, (B) [black trace in Fig. 6(b)] agrees very well with
the analytical solution of the Drude-Boltzmann model, show-
ing the characteristic peak at w.,7 = 1 located at B = 1.4 mT.
As n* is increased, this peak is suppressed and moves towards
larger magnetic fields. In addition, the peak flattens, finally
vanishes in the measurements, and evolves into a dip for large
n* in the simulated traces, respectively. In this magnetic field
interval where the peak is suppressed, the cyclotron radius
ranges in between ~{; and ~d,. We attribute the attenuation
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of this effect in the measurements as compared to the sim-
ulations to momentum-relaxing background scattering which
smears out obstacle-specific memory effects, as well as to the
inevitable smearing of the electric obstacle shape as compared
to the lithographical one, due to lateral depletion in the 2DEG.

The characteristic B-field at which the obstacles’ influ-
ence on the Hall effect is most pronounced deviates from
the position of the main maximum in o,,(B). This maximum
corresponds to the most effective longitudinal transport of the
electrons, composed of skipping along the edge of obstacles
and clusters thereof and hops to obstacles in the neigh-
borhood. For smaller magnetic fields, the skipping motion
softens, while for larger B, it becomes less likely to change
the obstacle cluster due to the smaller cyclotron radius [36].
Apparently, this particular efficient transfer mechanism of the
electrons in the forward direction does not correspond directly
to the suppression of the Hall conductivity. Furthermore, the
flattened/indented interval of o,,(B) broadens with increasing
n* and moves towards larger magnetic fields. At our highest
obstacle density, where rey = £5/2 = dj, the fact that the dip
in o, is centered at this position appears to be a coincidence.
This phenomenology suggests that this suppression of oy, is
not solely a single-obstacle phenomenon, but also depends on
the interobstacle distance.

To develop a picture of the underlying kinetics, we note
that there must be a class of trajectories present that weakens
the overall deflection of the electrons entering from the left
towards the Hall (positive y) direction. Such trajectories can
be found by inspecting the individual computed trajectories.
Consider an electron injected from the left. In the case of
B = 0, two successive reflections at an obstacle correspond
to an exact retroreflection. In nonzero small and intermediate
magnetic fields [see Fig. 1(b)-1(c)], this retroreflection de-
velops into an enhanced backscattering with a corresponding
offset of the electron guiding center towards the —y direction
by <2r.. At small magnetic fields, such an electron flies
away from the obstacle in an approximately straight line
(on the scale of dp), such that the probability of hitting the
subsequent obstacle from the right is high, and the offsets of
the guiding centers, will cancel out. At large magnetic fields
[see Fig. 1(d)], on the other hand, the strong E x B drift
guides the electrons along a contour of the obstacle and the
effect vanishes as well. At intermediate magnetic fields with
ey A dp, the electron trajectories are bent towards the left
edge of a subsequent obstacle and a series of downward shifts
of the guiding center results. Since the probability for hitting
the subsequent obstacle from the same side is larger than that
one for reaching the opposite side, an average downward shift
of the electrons emerges. A typical example is shown in the
inset of Fig. 3(b). Likewise, electrons entering from the right
experience an increased probability for being scattered in the
-+ direction. This contributes to the suppression of o, in the
same way [recall that the Hall conductance is obtained from
the velocity correlation function (v,(0)v,(¢)), see Eq. (2)].

This picture is in qualitative agreement with all other re-
lated observations. First of all, this suppression of o,,(B)
looks similar and is only marginally weaker in retroreflector
Lorentz gases with random orientation of the Swiss crosses
(see Ref. [22]). This is expected considering that the retrore-
flective character of the obstacles is orientation independent.

Second, as n* is increased, the density of such retroreflec-
tive cones increases superlinearly, since overlapping obstacles
form additional cones albeit with a broad distribution of edge
lengths. This may cause the strong increase of the o, suppres-
sion with n*, as well as the broadening of the structure and its
shift towards larger B. The superposition of obstacles may also
explain the weak visibility of this effect in Lorentz arrays fea-
turing circular obstacles at large number densities, as can be
seen in Fig. 8(b) of Ref. [16] for the highest density of circular
obstacles. Regarding the transformation of these structures
into px,(B), please note that the suppression of o,, predom-
inately affects the numerator of Eq. (3) since o,, < 0, holds
in this interval and the denominator is therefore dominated
by o, which is roughly independent of B in here. The kink
measured in p,,(B) can thus be interpreted as a transformed
representation of the suppression mechanism discussed above.

Finally, we note that the Hall resistance obtained from the
simulations for B close zero is strongly suppressed and shows
an approximately parabolic dependence on B with positive
curvature. This suppression could not be verified experimen-
tally, most likely due to background scattering. This behavior
has not been observed in simulated arrays of the same obsta-
cles with random orientation [22], and we therefore attribute it
to electrons that get captured transiently in cavities formed by
obstacles close to each other. This transient localization gets
weaker with increasing B, when the curved trajectories reduce
the capture times. Since this effect could not be observed ex-
perimentally, a more detailed discussion is beyond the scope
of the present work.

V. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

We studied the influence of retroreflective, Swiss-cross-
shaped scatterers on the Hall effect of a 2DEG using a combi-
nation of experiments and simulations. The Hall slope is not
constant in the range of classical magnetic fields, rendering
the extraction of the carrier density unreliable. Numerical sim-
ulations show that these deviations are caused by a suppres-
sion of oy, (B) in the regime where the cyclotron radius is com-
parable to the obstacle size. The amplitude of the suppression
increases superlinear with the obstacle density, and the center
of the suppression interval shifts towards larger B. As a qual-
itative interpretation, we argued that the frequently occurring
paired scattering events at the obstacles lead to a significant
transverse shift of the electron guiding center in the direction
opposite to the conventional Hall deflection. Within this pic-
ture, the superlinear amplitude of the suppression and the shift
of the suppressed interval to larger B with increasing obstacle
density follows naturally from the formation of additional
retroreflective cones by overlapping obstacles. Future work
may comprise a detailed study of the hitherto unobserved
suppression of the Hall effect at very small magnetic fields,
as well as possible amplification of the nonlinearities by an
optimized size and/or the aspect ratio of the obstacles. In ad-
dition, the influence of such retroreflective scatterers on Hall
field induced resistance oscillations (HIROs) [37,38] would
be interesting, as they arise from backscattering at impurities.
Moreover, the strict linearity of the Hall resistivity is the
foundation of determining the carrier density in many mate-
rials and devices containing free electrons. Depending on the
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density of such scatterers and the level of accuracy required
for the carrier density, our work shows one possible origin of
deviations from the strict linearity predicted by the DB model.
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