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We derived a electrical current formula in the presence of a strong out-of-plane magnetic field and
an in-plane electric field, and within two dimensional disordered system. This current is originated
from guiding center coordinate jump At strong magnetic field regime ωτ > 1, the current can be
pictured as the migration of the center coordinates. During the electron-impurity scattering, the
guiding centers suddenly shift its coordinate. Because of the electric field, the coordinate shift accu-
mulatively contribute to a longitudinal current. During the scattering, the value of cyclotron radius
changes, which compensates the change of the electric potential energy during the coordinate jump.
The diversion of cyclotron radius is the classical manifestation of electric field dependent broadening
and shifting of the Landau levels. Our conductivity mn

B2τ
, derived from direct current response in

the linear response regime gives the same result with Kubo’s theory derived from fluctuation of
current. Our result is valid at one-time collision condition, which gives lower limit of electric field

E > eB2
√
2aR

mπ
, i.e. E > 500V/m with atomic sized impurity.

Introduction.— In condensed matter physics, the prob-
lem “how electrical transport is affected by out-of-plane
magnetic field” has been a central topic. On the other
hand, the problem “how mageto-transport is affected by
in-plane electric field” arouses less interest but has not
been fully understood yet. The electric field plays an im-
portant role in the magneto-transport by not only pro-
viding a driving force for electron, but also breaking sym-
metry in the system. Its various behaviors, such as the
electric field tunable band gap in bilayer or multilayer
graphene [1–5], electric field influenced Landau Level
broadening [6–11], electric field shifted ferroelectric phase
transition [12–15], electric field induced valley polariza-
tion [16], etc., contain a wealth of information about the
underlying systems. However, one of the questions in this
field, i.e., how does electric field influence the electron-
impurity scattering in magnetic field, has not been fully
understood yet.

The electron transport in strong magnetic field can
be generally described by the migration of guiding cen-
ter pioneered by Davydov and Pomeranchuk [18]. The
derivation of coordinate jump of guiding center during
scattering is brought up by Kubo [19–21]. In Kubo’s
work, the coordinate jump of guiding center has no elec-
tric field dependence, because it does not consider elec-
tric field during scattering process. When considering no
electric field in scattering process, the electron is either
localized in a circular orbit without scattering, or local-
ized near one impurity with repeated scattering. In order
to avoid localization, Kubo’s work implicitly assumes one
time scattering condition in each scattering. The magne-
toconductivity is calculated by spontaneous fluctuation
of guiding center current in the equilibrium state [19–21].
The average current vanishes, but the fluctuation do not.
Unlike Kubo’s work, we consider the electric field effect
during scattering process, therefore, the average current

is non zero. The electron drifts on a cyclotron trajectory,
approaches the impurity in the direction perpendicular to
both electric and magnetic field, and drifts away after be-
ing scattered without localization. Our magnetoconduc-
tivity is derived by Ohm’s law, i.e. the current response
to the electric field. Our theory reaches the same conduc-
tivity with Kubo’s theory [19–21]. Together with Kubo’s
theory, we provide a proof of the fluctuation-dissipation
theorem, i.e. the response of a system to an applied elec-
tric field in thermodynamic equilibrium is the same as its
response to a spontaneous fluctuation.

In our work, we derived a formula of electrical current
based on Ohm’s law in the presence of an external in-
plane electric field, a strong out-of-plane magnetic field in
two dimensional disordered system. During the electron-
impurity scattering, the guiding centers suddenly shift its
coordinate, which accumulatively contribute to a longi-
tudinal current. At the same time, the value of cyclotron
radius changes after scattering, which compensates the
change of the electric potential energy during the coordi-
nate jump. The diversion of cyclotron radius is the clas-
sical manifestation of electric field dependent broadening
and shifting of Landau levels. The resulting longitudinal
conductivity mn

B2τ has the same form with Drude theory
and Kubo’s work in the linear response regime of elec-
tric field, which is a proof of the fluctuation-dissipation
theorem. Our result is valid at strong B field limit and
one-time collision condition, which gives lower limit of

electric field E > eB2
√
2aR

mπ , i.e. E > 500V/m with atomic
sized impurity.

We show the following results. 1) During the scat-
tering, there is a sudden shift of guiding center co-
ordinates and spherical coordinates (X, Y, R, ϕ) →
(X ′, Y ′, R′, ϕ′). 2) We derive a formula of the longi-
tudinal current density based on Ohm’s law and keep
the conductivity in linear response regime. 3) The mag-
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netoconductivity has the same form with Drude model
in strong magnetic field limit. 4) The cyclotron radius
diverse during the scattering due to the potential change
by electric field. 5) The energy spectrum after scattering
is broadened and shifted due to electric field. This cor-
responds to the Landau Level asymmetric broadening in
quantum picture.

Coordinate Jump of Guiding Center.— We start from
the classical picture of electron motion in two dimen-
sional plane with no electron spin and interaction be-
tween electrons. The electric field is in y-direction and
magnetic field is in z-direction perpendicular to the x−y
plane, where the electrons move, as shown in Fig. 1.
Each of the impurities is randomly and dilutely dis-
tributed, therefore, there is no correlation between im-
purities.

The electron motion in electromagnetic field can be
described as the superposition of a relatively fast cir-
cular motion around guiding center and a relatively
slow drift of guiding center. The guiding center drift ve-
locity is E×B

B2 in x-direction (perpendicular to both elec-
tric and magnetic field), and the relative velocity of elec-
tron around the guiding center is vcyc(see Fig. 1). The
guiding center drift velocity is perpendicular to both the
electric field and magnetic field. Unlike a closed circular
orbital velocity, the size of electron velocity in lab frame
vlab is changing during the cyclotron motion. vlab is a
summation of the velocity of the guiding center vgc = E

Bx
and the relative velocity of electron around the guiding
center vcyc: vlab = vcyc + vgc.

In order to study the guiding center motion, we
use guiding center coordinate and spherical coordinate
(X,Y, R, ϕ), where (X,Y ) are the guiding center coor-
dinates, R is the cyclotron radius, and ϕ is the angle
of electron on the circular orbit. Before scattering, the

variables (Y, R) stays unchanged, and variables (X, ϕ)
changes with time: X = X0 + E

B t, ϕ = ϕ0 +ωt, where X0

and ϕ0 are X(t = 0) and ϕ(t = 0), respectively. During
the scattering, there is a sudden shift of all four variables
(X, Y, R, ϕ) → (X ′, Y ′, R′, ϕ′) (see Fig. 2). The shift
of the guiding center coordinate δX, δY is called guiding
center coordinate jump (see Fig. 2).

The shift of cyclotron radius δR is due to the energy
conservation law at the presence of electric potential en-
ergy during scattering (see Fig. 2). With electric field
presence at the scattering process, the energy conserva-
tion is 1

2mω
2R2 + eE · Y = 1

2mω
2R′ 2 + eE · Y′. Be-

cause the potential energy shifts along with the guiding
center coordinate jump Y , the kinetic energy 1

2mω
2R2

changes in order to compensate the shift of potential
energy eE · Y. The cyclotron radius is explicitly pro-
portional to the kinetic energy, therefore, the cyclotron
radius changes by the scattering.

(In order to clarify the meaning of the electric poten-
tial energy, we have the following statement. The guiding
center coordinate Y is the average coordinate of electron
over one cyclotron period Ye. The electric potential en-
ergy eE · Y is thus the average energy of electron over
one cyclotron period. )

While in traditional consideration without electric
field in scattering process, the energy conservation is
1
2mω

2R2 = 1
2mω

2R′ 2, composed of only kinetic energy.
Therefore, it requires R = R′.

The expression of guiding center coordinate jump is

δY = −R′ sinϕ′coll +R sinϕcoll, (1)

δX = −R′ cosϕ′coll +R cosϕcoll. (2)

B
x

y  E   

y E

Coordinate jump of 
the guiding center

Transverse jump
Longitudinal 
jump Coordinate jump

FIG. 1. The cyclotron motion of electron and with electron-
impurity scattering in two dimension x-y plane.

Longitudinal Current of Guiding Center.— In this sec-
tion, we will calculate the steady state current of the
system. The original condition is that the guiding cen-

ter, with velocity E
B , is uniformly distributed in r-space.

We now introduce the event line. Due to the steady
state condition and the uniformity in real space, the
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event line abstracts all the scattering events occurring
in unit time as taking place on this event line. The
event line passes through the center of scatterer and over-
laps with x axis. The guiding centers are uniformly dis-
tributed on the event line during scattering. When the
guiding centers are on the event line, the electrons are
uniformly distributed in Y and ϕ0 and has R depen-
dence through Fermi distribution. ϕ0 is the cyclotron
angle when the guiding center reaches the event line, i.e.
ϕ0 = ϕcoll + ω∆t (∆t is the time difference between ϕ0

and ϕcoll).

θ

x

E

x

y

(X’, Y’, R’, 𝜑‘)

(X, Y, R, 𝜑)𝛿 X

𝛿 Y

B

FIG. 2. The cyclotron motion of electron and with electron-
impurity scattering in two dimension x− y plane.

In order to calculate the guiding center current, we
sum up the guiding center coordinate jump from all the
scattering events taking place in unit time.

We start from the derivation of electron distribution
function represented by the guiding center coordinate.
The density of electrons is

n =

∫
f
d2k

(2π)2
, (3)

where p is the momentum, and f is the Fermi distribu-
tion. Using spherical coordinate,

n =

∫
f
kdkdϕ0

(2π)2
. (4)

We prove that kdkdϕ0

(2π)2 is equivalent to ( eBh )2RdRdϕ0

represented by guiding center coordinate (Appendix B),
therefore,

n =

∫
(
eB

h
)2fRdRdϕ0 ≡

∫
g(R)dRdϕ0, (5)

where we define the quantity ( eBh )2fR ≡ g(R), which
is the Fermi distribution function in the guiding center
coordinate.

The number of guiding center crossing the event line
per unit time in dRdϕ0dY is

E

B
g(R) dRdϕ0dY, (6)

where E
B = dX

dt , i.e. the guiding center drift velocity
along x direction.

The longitudinal current density along the direction of
electric field is

jy =
∑
i

−enivi

= −e
∫ 2π

0

∫ RF

0

g(R) (7)

×
∫ (R+a)

−(R+a)

E

B
nimδY (R,ϕ0, Y ) dRdϕ0dY,

where nim is the impurity density, the subscript i denotes
ith scattering event.

The integral E
B

∫ (R+a)

−(R+a)

∫ 2π

0

∫ RF
0

g(R) ×
δY (R,ϕ0, Y ) dRdϕ0dY in Eq. 8 is the summation
of all the coordinate jump occurring in unit time at one
impurity. The nonzero longitudinal current density jy
indicates the average coordinate of the guiding center
shifts from

∑
i Yi = 0 to

∑
i Y
′
i 6= 0 during scattering.

In order to solve Eq. 8, we firstly derive δY (R,ϕ0, Y ).
However, it is hard to derive δY as a function of
(R, ϕ0, Y ) analytically. Instead, we derive δY as a func-
tion of (R, ϕim, θv)

δY (R,ϕim, θv) =

1

Bωc
[E cos θv +

√
(−E2 +B2v2cyc + E2 cos2 θv)] (8)

×(−2 cos(θv − ϕim) cosϕim), (9)

where ϕim is the angle (starting from x-axis) on the im-
purity when the scattering takes place; the θv is the angle
of the incident velocity of electron (starting from x-axis).
The derivation of δY (R,ϕim, θv) is in the Appendix .

However, the distribution function of electron is not
uniform along ϕim and θv. Therefore, we first calculate
the weighting factor of ϕim and θv, respectively. The pair
of variables (ϕ0, Y ) can be transformed to pair of vari-

ables (ϕim, θv) by Jacobian determinant

[
∂ϕ0

∂ϕim

∂ϕ0

∂θv
∂Y
∂ϕim

∂Y
∂θv

]
,

which determines the weighting factor.
The Jacobian determinant can be calculated by the

following three equations

Y0 = a sinϕim −R sinϕcoll, (10)

ϕ0 = ϕcoll −
a cosϕim −R cosϕcoll

∆X
, (11)

tanθv =
vcyc cosϕcoll

−vcyc sinϕcoll + E
B

, (12)

where ∆X = E
Bωc

, which is the drift distance of guiding
center after one cyclotron period. The range of θv in the
integral is restricted by the range [ϕim + π

2 , ϕim + 3π
2 ].
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Integrating over dRdϕimdθv, the longitudinal current
density in Eq. 8 becomes

jy = −enim
E

B

∫ 2π

0

∫ ϕim+ 3π
2

ϕim+π
2

∫ RF

0

g(R) δY (R,ϕim, θv)

×

[
∂ϕ0

∂ϕim

∂ϕ0

∂θv
∂Y
∂ϕim

∂Y
∂θv

]
dRdθvdϕim. (13)

By solving Eq. 13, the longitudinal current density to
the first order of electric field is

jy = enim
E

B
(
eB

h
)2(8aπ)

1

3
(
~kf
eB

)3. (14)

Note that δY in our theory has electric field dependence
(as seen in Eq. 9) and can be expanded with respect to
electric field

δY = −
√
B2R0

2ωc2(cos θv + cos (θv − 2ϕim))

Bωc
(15)

−cos θv(cos θv + cos (θv − 2ϕim))

Bωc
E +O

(
E2
)

(16)

Because the Jacobian determinant has E−1 and E0

terms, we keep only E0 and E1 terms in δY in order to
keep the current jy in linear regime. (Note, the E−1 term
in Jacobian determinant times E0 term in δY produces
E−1 term, which however, will vanish after integration
in Eq. 13. )

The conductivity thus is σyy = 8π
3
e2

h (nimaλf )(nheB )2,
which can be transformed to

σyy =
mn

B2τ
, (17)

based on the transport relaxation time 1
τ = 8

3niva at

B = 0, and the electron density n =
k2f
4π .

Transverse Current of Guiding Center.— The trans-
verse current density along the direction of electric field
is

jx =
∑
i

−enivi

= −enim
E

B

∫ (R+a)

−(R+a)

∫ 2π

0

∫ RF

0

g(R)

×δX(R,ϕ0, Y ) dRdϕ0dY. (18)

Same as how we derive δY (R, ϕim, θv), we derive
δX(R, ϕim, θv)

δX(R,ϕim, θv) =

1

Bωc
[E cos θv +

√
(−E2 +B2v2cyc + E2 cos2 θv)] (19)

×2 cos(θv − ϕim) sinϕim, (20)

The derivation of δX(R,ϕim, θv) is in Appendix .

Integrating over dRdϕimdθv, the transverse current
density in Eq. 18 becomes

jx = −enim
E

B

∫ 2π

0

∫ ϕim+ 3π
2

ϕim+π
2

∫ RF

0

g(R) δX(R,ϕim, θv)

×

[
∂ϕ0

∂ϕim

∂ϕ0

∂θv
∂Y
∂ϕim

∂Y
∂θv

]
dRdθvdϕim. (21)

By solving Eq. 21, the transverse current density is

jx = 0. (22)

There is no anomalous component in transverse current.
The only transverse current is from drift current of guid-
ing center.

Discussion–Proof of fluctuation-dissipation theorem—
We provide a simple demonstration of fluctuation-
dissipation theorem below. The quantum counterpart of
our theory (shown below), combining with Kubo’s cur-
rent fluctuation theory [19–21] is a good demonstration
of the fluctuation-dissipation theorem. (The electric field
is along x direction in Kubo’s theory. For consistency,
we keep the electric field along y direction and the no-
tation of longitudinal coordinate jump as Y ′ − Y in our
manuscript.)

In quantum counterpart of our theory, the longitudinal
current is expressed as

jy = −e
∑
N,N ′

∑
Y,Y ′

2fNWNk,N ′k′(Y
′ − Y ), (23)

where fN is the Fermi distribution function,
WNk,N ′k′ is scattering probability, i.e. WNY,N ′Y ′ =
2π
~ |〈ψN ′,Y ′ |U |ψN,Y 〉|

2δ(εN ′,Y ′ − εN,Y ), and the factor 2
is due to spin degeneracy considered in our quantum
theory, as well as Kubo’s theory.

By exchanging N,Y → N ′, Y ′,

jy = −e
∑
N ′,N

∑
Y ′,Y

2f ′NWN ′k′,Nk(Y − Y ′), (24)

the result of the equation remains the same because
WNY,N ′Y ′ = WN ′Y ′,NY . Therefore, by adding Eq. 23
and Eq. 24 up, the current becomes

jy = −e
2

∑
N ′,N

∑
Y ′,Y

2(fN − f ′N )WN ′k′,Nk(Y ′ − Y ),(25)

There are three quantities modified by electric field,
eigenfunction in WNk,N ′k′ , eigenenergy εN,Y and the en-
ergy level density δ(εN ′,Y ′ − εN,Y ). We will show that
Kubo’s current fluctuation corresponds to our linear re-
sponse current originated from the electric field shifting
of Landau level.

The Hamiltonian of an electron under an out of plane
magnetic field (z direction) and an in plane electric field
(y direction) in disordered system is

H =
(P + eA)2

2m
− eE · y + U. (26)
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The Schordinger equation of electron in this system is

{ (P + eA)2

2m
− eE · y + U}ψ(x, y) = 2mεψ(x, y). (27)

Assuming that the solution is ψ(x, y) = eikxxψ(y), and
choosing Landau Gauge Ax = −By, Ay = Az = 0, sub-
stitute this solution to the Schordinger equation, we get

{ 1

2m
(Px − eBy)2 − eEy + U}ψ(y) = 2mεψ(y). (28)

The above equation can be transformed as

{− ∂2

∂y2
+ e2B2[y − (

~kx
eB

+
mE

eB2
)]2 (29)

− 2m[
mE2

2B2
+
E~kx
B

] + 2mU}ψ(y) = 2mεψ(y).

It has been defined that Y ≡ l2kx (where l is the magnetic

length, i.e. l =
√

~
mω ), which is the guiding center of

cyclotron without electric field, and is a good quantum
number. In our case, the position of guiding center is
shifted by the inclusion of electric field, i.e. Y → (Y +
mE
eB2 ). The eigenstate is also modified by electric field as

ψN (Y + mE
eB2 ). The eigenenergy becomes εN,Y = ~ω(N +

1
2 )− eEY ≡ εN − eEY . The distribution function fN =

1

e[~ω(N+1
2
)−µ]/kBT+1

remains the same because both the

eigenenergy and the chemical potential is shifted by eEY ,
which cancels out.

Therefore, Eq. 25 becomes

jy =−e
2

∑
N ′,N

∑
Y ′,Y

2(f(εN )− f(εN ′))

·2π
~
|〈ψN ′,Y ′ |U |ψN,Y 〉|2δ[εN ′ − εN − eE(Y ′ − Y )]

·(Y − Y ′), (30)

because of energy conservation, εN ′ = εN + eE(Y ′ − Y ),
f(εN ′) ≡ f(εN + eE(Y ′ − Y )).

As long as E is small so that eE(Y ′ − Y )/kBT �
~ω, the distribution function f(εN + eE(Y ′−Y )) can be
expanded at E = 0, we get

f(εN+eE(Y ′ − Y )) = f(εN ) (31)

+
∂f(εN )

∂εN
eE(Y ′ − Y ) +O

(
E2
)
. (32)

Therefore, the longitudinal current becomes

jy =
e

2

∑
N ′,N

∑
Y ′,Y

2
∂f(εN )

∂εN
eE(Y ′ − Y )2

·2π
~
|〈ψN ′,Y ′ |U |ψN,Y 〉|2δ[εN ′ − εN − eE(Y ′ − Y )].(33)

The current density is jy/V , where V is the volume of
the material.

This linear response current corresponds to the con-
ductivity derived from fluctuation of current in Kubo’
theory.

In Kubo’s theory, the conductivity is

σyy =
2e2

V

∑
N,Y,pz

∑
N ′,Y ′,p′z

∂f(εN (pz))

∂εN (pz)
(34)

·1
2

(Y − Y ′)2WN ′Y ′p′z,NY pz
.

Because the system is 2D in our case, by separating pz,
we get

σyy =
2e2

V

∑
N,Y

∑
N ′,Y ′

∂f(εN )

∂εN

1

2
(Y − Y ′)2WN ′Y ′,NY .(35)

Both of our theory and Kubo’s theory gives conductiv-
ity mn

B2τ . Combining Our theory and Kubo’s theory, it is
an specific example to prove the fluctuation-dissipation
theorem, i.e. the response of a system to an applied elec-
tric field in thermodynamic equilibrium is the same as its
response to a spontaneous fluctuation.

Discussion–Comparison with Drude Theory— Tradi-
tional Drude theory considers the electron-impurity scat-
tering as a friction force macroscopically. The equation
of motion is

mv̇ = −e(E + v ×B)− mv

τ
, (36)

where v is the average velocity per electron, τ is the mean
time an electron has traveled since the last collision.

It yields the relationship between longitudinal current
density J and electric field E,

J =
ne2τ
m

1 + ( eBm )2τ2
E. (37)

Under strong magnetic field limit ωτ � 1, the longi-
tudinal current density becomes

J =
mn

B2τ
E. (38)

In our theory, we look into each scattering process in
detail and provide a microscopic method to calculate the
current. We first brought up the strong magnetic field
limit. Based on this limit, the electron motion can be
represented by guiding center motion. Then, we figured
out that each scattering process can be pictured as a
guiding center coordinate jump. By accumulating all the
coordinate jumps, we derived the current formula Eq. 8
which gives the strong field conductivity. Because of the
consideration of detailed scattering process, we provide
an explicit expression for reverse of relaxation time 1

τ =

8
3niva and electron density n =

k2f
4π .

Discussion–Change of Cyclotron Radius During
Scattering.— The cyclotron radius is changed after each
collision (illustrated in Fig. 1). Macroscopically, it is due
to electric field potential change during the coordinate
jump, as we mentioned in section ’Coordinate Jump of
Guiding Center’.
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Microscopically, at the moment of collision, the in-
cident velocity of electron is the sum of guiding cen-
ter velocity and the relative velocity of electron vin =
vgc + vcyc = (−vcyc sinϕcoll + E

B , vcyc cosϕcoll), where
ϕcoll is the angle on the cyclotron orbit (starting from
x-axis) at the incident moment.

At the moment after collision, the outgoing velocity
of electron is vout = vgc + v′cyc = (−v′cyc sinϕ′coll +
E
B , v

′
cyc cosϕ′coll), where ϕ′coll is the angle on the cy-

clotron orbit (starting from x-axis) at the moment after
collision.

Because of energy conservation, the value of velocity at
the moment of collision is a constant, i.e. |vin| = |vout|.
However, the cyclotron velocity before and after collision
are different because

v′ 2cyc = (vout,x −
E

B
)2 + v2out,y (39)

= v2out,x + v2out,y +
E2

B2
− 2vout,x

E

B
(40)

= v2in,x + v2in,y +
E2

B2
− 2vout,x

E

B
(41)

= (−vcyc sinϕ+
E

B
)2 + v2cyc cosϕ2 +

E2

B2
(42)

−2vout,x
E

B
(43)

= v2cyc + 2
E2

B2
− 2vcyc

E

B
sinϕ− 2vout,x

E

B
. (44)

Therefore, the difference between the velocity square
before and after scattering is

v′ 2cyc − v2cyc = 2
E2

B2
− 2vcyc

E

B
sinϕ− 2vout,x

E

B
. (45)

Thus, the change of kinetic energy is

4εkin =
1

2
m(v′ 2cyc − v2cyc). (46)

Discussion–Asymmetric Landau Level Broadening.—
As we mentioned below Eq. 8, the total coordi-

nate jump in unit time is E
B

∫ (R+a)

−(R+a)

∫ 2π

0

∫ RF
0

g(R) ×
δY (R,ϕ0, Y ) dRdϕ0dY = E

B ( eBh )2(8aπ) 1
3 (

~kf
eB )3. The

potential energy changes by∑
i

eE · δYi = eE
E

B
(
eB

h
)2(8aπ)

1

3
(
~kf
eB

)3. (47)

The same goes with the kinetic energy∑
i

∆εkin = −eEE
B

(
eB

h
)2(8aπ)

1

3
(
~kf
eB

)3. (48)

The kinetic energy spectrum of electron after scattering
is not only broadened, but also asymmetrically broad-
ened with respect to the original kinetic energy before
scattering, which leads to a shift in its average energy
level.

Condition for One-Time Collision.— Our theory is
valid when the electron only collides once on a impurity
before colliding with another impurity. The impurity has
the size of an atom, which is a ∼ 10−9m; the cyclotron
radius is approximately 10−6m in 2DEG, relatively large
compared with the impurity. Because of this, it is rea-
sonable to consider each of the electrons only collides
once on one impurity and then scattered away. The 4X,
that is 4X = E

Bωc
, the distance that the guiding center

moves after one cycle of the cyclotron motion, has to be
large enough, ∆X � a, in order to have an electron col-
lide only once on one impurity everytime before colliding
with another impurity. This generates a lower limit to
the range of electric field.

We quantitatively derive the condition for one-time-
collision as 4X ≥ 10−8m, or say E ≥ 500V/m if B ∼
0.5Tesla. We use the following way. The area of the
guiding centers, in which all possilbe collisions will take
place, is a circlewise ring within radius R-a and R+a.
After the first collision, the guiding center is inside the
ring, and will keep moving in x direction, it will or will
not again pass through the area of the ring depending on
where the first collision takes place. The sufficient and
necessary condition of no second collision is the electron
will not be at the certain angle on cyclotron motion which
superposes the impurity during its second pass through
the area of the ring. We divide this area of ring into four
parts: A, B, C and D (fig. 3). Only the condition for area
B and C needs to be considered, as they give a sufficient
lower limit which satisfies the condition for A and D.
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Liang Du, Liuyang Sun, Cong Xiao, Zhi Wang, Chao
Lei, Ming Xie, Haodi Liu, Kaige Hu, Ming Sun. Q.N.
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Appendix A:
Derivation of coordinate jump δY (R,ϕim, θv)

As discussed in previous section, the incident velocity
of electron vin and the outgoing velocity vout have the
same absolute value.

On the other hand, the direction of outgoing velocity is
to turn the incident velocity counter-clockwise by angle
θ, where θ = θvout − θvin = 2ϕim − 2θv − π. Because the
incident velocity of electron is vin = (−vcyc sinϕcoll +
E
B , vcyc cosϕcoll), the outgoing velocity can be expressed
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as

vout =

[
cos θ − sin θ
sin θ cos θ

] [
−vcyc sinϕcoll + E

B
vcyc cosϕcoll

]
(49)

=

[
(−vcyc sinϕcoll + E

B ) cos θ − vcyc cosϕcoll sin θ
(−vcyc sinϕcoll + E

B ) sin θ + vcyc cosϕcoll cos θ

]
.(50)

As discussed in previous section, the outgoing ve-
locity expressed in terms of v′cyc and ϕ′coll is vout =

(−v′cyc sinϕ′coll + E
B , v

′
cyc cosϕ′coll). Combining the two

expressions of vout, the relationship between ϕ′coll and
ϕcoll, θ is

−v′cyc sinϕ′coll +
E

B
= (−vcyc sinϕcoll +

E

B
) cos θ (51)

−vcyc cosϕcoll sin θ, (52)

and

v′cyc cosϕ′coll = (−vcyc sinϕcoll +
E

B
) sin θ (53)

+vcyc cosϕcoll cos θ. (54)

As we know δY = −R′ sinϕ′coll + R sinϕcoll, our goal
is to express R′, ϕcoll and ϕ′coll in terms of (ϕim, θv), in
order to express δY by (ϕim, θv).

From vin = (−vcyc sinϕcoll + E
B , vcyc cosϕcoll), there

is

cos θv =
−vcyc sinϕcoll + E

B

vin
, (55)

and

sin θv =
vcyc cosϕcoll

vin
, (56)

where vin =
√
v2cyc + E2

B2 − 2vcyc
E
B sinϕcoll. To solve for

sinϕcoll and cosϕcoll, there is

vcyc sinϕcoll=
E

B
− E

B
cos2 θv (57)

− 1

B
cos θv

√
−E2 + E2 cos2 θv +B2v2cyc,(58)

and

vcyc cosϕcoll = sin θv[

√
v2cyc +

E2

B2
cos2 θv −

E2

B2
(59)

+

√
E2

B2
cos2 θv]. (60)

Combining Eq. vpsin, Eq. vpcos, Eq. vsin and Eq.
vcos, we can reach the goal to express R′, ϕcoll and ϕ′coll
in terms of (ϕim, θv).

Therefore, we finally express δY in terms of (ϕim, θv)

δY (R,ϕim, θv)= −
1

Bω2
c

[Eωc cos θv

+
√
ω2
c (−E2 +B2v2cyc + E2 cos2 θv)](61)

×2 cos θv cos2(θv − ϕim)

− 1

Bω2
c

[
√

(Eωc cos θv)2

+
√
ω2
c (−E2 +B2v2cyc + E2 cos2 θv)]

× sin θv sin(2θv − 2ϕim), (62)

Appendix B:
Connection between real space integral and the

momentum space integral

We will prove that the momentum space inte-
gral kdkdϕ0

(2π)2 is equivalent to the real space integral

( eBh )2RdRdϕ0, where ϕ0 is the angle of momentum elec-
tron on the cyclotron orbit with respect to x axis.

First, dxdy = J1RdRdϕ0, where

J1 =

∣∣∣∣∣ ∂x∂R ∂x
∂ϕ0

∂y
∂R

∂y
∂ϕ0

∣∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣cosϕ0 −R sinϕ0

sinϕ0 R cosϕ0

∣∣∣∣ = R. (63)

because x = R cosϕ0, and y = R sinϕ0. Therefore,
dxdy = RdRdϕ0.

Second, it can be proven that
dkxdky
(2π)2 = J2

dkdϕ0

(2π)2 , where

J2 =

∣∣∣∣∣
∂kx
∂k

∂kx
∂ϕ0

∂ky
∂k

∂ky
∂ϕ0

∣∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣− sinϕ0 −k cosϕ0

cosϕ0 −k sinϕ0

∣∣∣∣ = k, (64)

because kx = −k sinϕ0, and ky = −k cosϕ0. Therefore,
dkxdky
(2π)2 = k dkdϕ0

(2π)2 .

In addition, because k = mv
~ = eBR

~ , k dkdϕ0

(2π)2 =

( eBh )2RdRdϕ0.
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