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A bstract

W e study in this paper the possible occurrence oforbitalm agnetim for two-

dim ensionalelectronscon�ned byaharm onicpotentialin variousregim esoftem per-

ature and m agnetic �eld.Standard coherentstate fam iliesare used forcalculating

sym bols ofvarious involved observables like therm odynam icalpotential,m agnetic

m om ent,orspatialdistribution ofcurrent. Theirexpressionsare given in a closed

form and the resulting Berezin-Lieb inequalities provide a straightforward way to

study m agnetism in variouslim itregim es.In particular,wepredicta param agnetic

behaviourin thetherm odynam icallim itaswellasin thequasiclassicallim itunder

a weak �eld. Eventually,we obtain an exact expression forthe m agnetic m om ent

which yieldsa fulldescription ofthephasediagram ofthem agnetization.

PA C S: 75.20.-g: diagm agnetism , param agnetism , superparam agnetism , 75.30.Kz:

m agneticphaseboundary,71.10.Ca:Electron gas,Ferm igas,51.60:m agneticphenom ena

in gases

I Introduction

In a recent paper,Ishikawa and Fukuyam a [1]describe the possible orbitalm agnetism

fortwo-dim ensionalelectronscon�ned by aharm onicpotentialin variousregim esoftem -

perature and m agnetic �eld. They a�ord a quite large com plem ent ofinform ation in

regard to the previous paper [2]devoted to the sam e subject. According to the range

ofvalues assum ed by the relative ratios between the three characteristic energy scales

present in the m odel,nam ely the therm odynam icalunit kB T,the m agnetic quantum

�e-m ail:gazeau@ ccr.jussieu.fr
ye-m ail:hsiao@ ccr.jussieu.fr
ze-m ail:jellal@ (ictp.trieste.it,youpy.co.uk)
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�h!c,and the harm onic quantum �h!0,they explain the existence ofthe di�erent m ag-

netic regim es. As a m atter of fact, they distinguish between the \M esoscopic Fluc-

tuation" regim e (kB T
<
� �h(

q
!2
c + 4!2

0 � !c)=2), the \Landau Diam agnetism " regim e

(kB T
>
� �h(

q
!2
c + 4!2

0+ !c)=2),and the\deHaas-van Alphen" regim e.Theirstudiesrest

uponthederivationofanapproxim ateclosedform ulaforthetherm odynam icalpotential


and from which they areabletogetthem agneticm om ent.Theisotropictwo-dim ensional

harm onicpotentialo�ersusa com pleteanalyticaltreatm entoftheproblem whereasthe

orbitalm agnetism isexpected notto depend strongly on the shape ofthe con�nem ent.

The crucialpoint in our derivation is that the Ferm i-Dirac function is a �xed point of

theFouriertransform .Exactseriesexpansionsensueby sim pleapplication oftheresidue

theorem asshown in the appendix. Ourresultsforthe therm odynam icalpotential,the

orbitalm agneticm om ent,and thespatialdistibution ofcurrentsareeasily tractableand

analyzablein com parison with thosegiven in Ref.[1].

One can show that the Ham iltonian under a perpendicular m agnetic �eld can be

decom posed into thesum oftwo harm onicoscillatorswith frequencies!+ and !� respec-

tively. Thisfactm akesthe presentm odelcom pletely integrable and also m akesthe use

ofthecoherentstates(CS)[3]possible.Thesecoherentstatesarede�ned astensorprod-

uctsoftwo standard one-dim ensionalcoherentstatesand read as: fjzd;zgi= jzdi
 j

zgi; zd;zg 2 Cg. Thisfam ily ofstatesprovidesuswith a resolution ofthe unity and in

thisway weareallowed to usetheso-called sym bolcalculus�a la Berezin-Lieb-Perelom ov
a).Consequently,theBerezin-Lieb inequalitiesgiveustheopportunity to explorethebe-

haviorofthem agnetization ofourm odelin extrem econditionslikethetherm odynam ical

lim itorthequasi-classicallim it.

In thenextsection,weshallgivea shortreview aboutthephysicalm odel.Theeigen-

valuesand eigenvectorsofthe Ham iltonian willbe obtained by algebraic and analytical

m ethodsrespectively. In particular,we shallexplain thesym m etriesoftheproblem and

theirrelevancein variousapproxim ationsofthem odel.In Section III,theconstruction of

thecoherentstatesispresented and them ain CS algebraicand functionalpropertiesare

brie
y recalled there.Section IV isdevoted tothetherm odynam icalpotential
.Firstwe

apply theBerezin-Lieb inequalitiesand study them agneticm om entin thedi�erentlim it

regim es.W ethen givetheexactexpression of
.Thecoreofthepaperliesin Section V,

in which weestablish exactexpressionsforthem agneticm om entand theaveragenum ber

ofelectronsand discusstheirbehaviorin di�erenttem peratureand m agnetic�eld regions.

W eshow in Section VIhow coherentsym bolcalculusyieldsa Fourierintegralexpression

fortheradialdistribution ofthecurrent.Thisintegralcan bealso given asan expansion

serieswith theaid ofthe residue theorem .In theconclusion we shallgive som e rem arks

and com m entson thepossibleextension ofourapproach to theothersystem sofphysical

interest.

a) See[4]and Lieb in [5].Forarecentup-to-dated review on CS,specially on theirgroup representation

aspects we also refer to [6]. Notice that here the operatorcalculus in Hilbert space is replaced by the

functionalcalculusinvolving CS param eters.
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II H am iltonian and Sym m etries

TheHam iltonian fortwo-dim ensionalspinlesselectronscon�ned by an isotropicharm onic

potentialand subm itted to a constantperpendicularm agnetic�eld iswritten as

H =
1

2m
(P +

e

c
A )2 +

1

2
m !2

0R
2; (2.1)

where Coulom b interactionsareneglected.Thism odeliscalled theFock-Darwin Ham il-

tonian in thelitterature[7].Theradiusofthesystem ,R m ,isclassically de�ned as

1

2
m !2

0R
2
m = �; (2.2)

where� isthechem icalpotential,and weshallgivein Section IV afullquantum statistical

m echanicsinterpretation ofthisrelation.W e shallwork with the sym m etric gaugeA =
1

2
H � R .W e�rstsolvetheeigenvalueand eigenvectorproblem sby using theunderlying

W eyl-Heisenberg sym m etries,and we shallnextconsidereigenvectorsin anothersystem

ofcoordinatesby following a m oreclassicalanalyticalm ethod.

A . Solutions through W eyl-H eisenberg sym m etries

Thealgebraicstructureiseasily displayed ifweadoptthem ethod ofseparation ofCarte-

sian variables.Itleadsto thefollowing form oftheHam iltonian:

H = (
P 2
x

2m
+
1

8
m !

2
X

2)+ (
P 2
y

2m
+
1

8
m !

2
Y
2)+

!c

2
Lz � H0 +

!c

2
Lz; (2.3)

where !c = eB =m c isthe cyclotron frequency,! =
q
!2
c + 4!2

0,and Lz = X Py � Y Px.

Here, we clearly see the splitting ofthe Ham iltonian into two independent harm onic

oscillatorHam iltoniansplusthe angularm om entum operator. Instead ofdirectly using

theoscillatorannihilation operators:

ax =
1
p
2
(
X

l0
+
il0

�h
Px); ay =

1
p
2
(
Y

l0
+
il0

�h
Py); (2.4)

wework with two new ones,which arelinearsuperposition ofax and ay:

ad =
1
p
2
(ax � iay); ag =

1
p
2
(ax + iay); (2.5)

where l0 =
q
2�h=m !. Note thatad and ag are bosonic operators: [ad;a

y

d]= I= [ag;a
y
g],

and onehastheusefulidentities:

X =
l0

2
(ad + a

y

d + ag + a
y
g);Y =

l0

2i
(� ad + a

y

d + ag � a
y
g);

Px =
�h

2il0
(ad � a

y

d + ag � a
y
g);Py =

�h

2l0
(ad + a

y

d � ag � a
y
g): (2.6)
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TheoperatorsH 0 and Lz then can besim ply expressed in term softhenum beroperators

N d = a
y

dad and N g = aygag as:

H 0 =
�h!

2
(N d + N g + 1); Lz = �h(N d � Ng); (2.7)

and so

H =
�h!

2
(N d + N g + 1)+

�h!c

2
(N d � Ng)= �h(!+ N d + !� N g +

!

2
); (2.8)

where!� = (! � !c)=2.Eigenvaluesaretrivially found from theexpression:

H jnd;ngi= E ndng
jnd;ngi; (2.9)

with E ndng
= �h(!+ nd + !� ng + !=2)and wherend and ng arenon-negativeintegers.The

corresponding eigenvectorsaretensorproductsofsingleFock oscillatorstates:

jnd;ngi=jnd i
 jngi=
1

q
nd!ng!

(a
y

d)
nd(ayg)

ng j0;0i: (2.10)

B . su(2)and su(1;1)sym m etries

Two distinctdynam icalsym m etriesexiston thelevelofquadraticobservables.

1.su(2)sym m etry

The�rstoneisofthetypesu(2)and isputinto evidence by introducing theoper-

ators

S+ = a
y

dag; S� = aygad; Sz =
N d � Ng

2
=
Lz

2�h
: (2.11)

Thecom m utation relationsread as:

[S+ ;S� ]= 2Sz; [Sz;S� ]= � S� ; (2.12)

and theinvariantCasim iroperatorisgiven by

C =
1

2
(S+ S� + S� S+ )+ S2

z = (
N d + N g

2
)(
N d + N g

2
+ 1): (2.13)

Therefore,fora�xed value� = (nd+ ng)=2oftheoperator(N d+ N g)=2= H 0=(�h!)�

1=2,thereexistsa (2� + 1)-dim ensionalUIR ofsu(2)in which theoperatorSz has

itsspectralvaluesin therange� � � &= (nd � ng)=2� �.

2.su(1;1)sym m etry

Thesecond oneisofthetypesu(1;1):

T+ = a
y

da
y
g; T� = agad; T0 =

1

2
(N d + N g + 1)=

H 0

�h!
; (2.14)

with

[T+ ;T� ]= � 2T0; [T0;T� ]= � T� : (2.15)
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TheCasim iroperatorthen readsas:

D =
1

2
(T+ T� + T� T+ )� T20 = � (

N d � Ng

2
+
1

2
)(
N d � Ng

2
�
1

2
)= �

1

4
(
Lz

�h

2

� 1): (2.16)

W hen nd � ng,fora �xed value � = (nd � ng + 1)=2 � 1=2 ofthe operator(Nd �

N g+ 1)=2,thereexistsaUIR ofsu(1;1)in thediscreteseries,in which theoperator

T0 has its spectralvalues in the in�nite range �;� + 1;� + 2;� � � . Alternatively,

when nd � ng,for a �xed value # = (� nd + ng + 1)=2 � 1=2 ofthe operator

(� Nd + N g + 1)=2,therealso existsa UIR ofsu(1;1)in which thespectralvalueof

theoperatorT0 runsin thein�niterange#;# + 1;# + 2;� � � .

C . Solutions through analyticalderivation

Theanalyticalsolutionsareobtained by separation ofpolarcoordinatesin thestationary

Schr�odingerequation

H 	(r;�)= [�
�h
2

2m
(@2r +

1

r
@r +

1

r2
@2�)� i

�h

2
!c@� +

m

8
!2r2]	(r;�)= E 	(r;�): (2.17)

W e consider	(r;�)asan eigenfunction diagonalwith respectto the conserved angular

m om entum and put 	(r;�) = R(r)ei��. The function R(r) is determ ined in term s of

Laguerrepolynom ials.Explicitly wehave

	(r;�)= 	 n;�(r;�)= (� 1)n �
1

p
�l0

s
n!

(n + j�j)!
exp[�

r2

2l20
](
r

l0
)j�jL(j�j)

n [
r2

l20
]ei��; (2.18)

wheren = 0;1;2;� � � istheprincipalquantum num berand � = 0;� 1;� 2;� � � theangular

m om entquantum num ber.Theeigenenergiesareobtained to be:

E n� = �h!(n +
j�j+ 1

2
)+

�h!c

2
�; (2.19)

Therefore,n and � arerelated to nd and ng by thefollowing relations:

nd = n +
1

2
(j�j+ �);and ng = n +

1

2
(j�j� �):

W eshalldenotetheeigenfunction indi�erently by	 n;�(r;�)= hr;� jn;�i= hr;� jnd;ngi.

D . Filling the shells w ith ferm ions

Each oftheabovetwo sym m etriesa�ordsa way ofordering thepairs(nd;ng).However,

they donotprovideany hintforordering theenergy eigenvaluesE ndng
with theexception

oftwo lim iting cases:weak �eld oneand strong �eld one.

1.W eak �eld case

Supposetheaveragenum berofelectronshN eiobeys!chN ei<< !0.In term softhe

su(2)sym m etry,theenergy eigenvaluesread as:

E ndng
= �h!� + �h!c&+

1

2
�h!; (2.20)
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and can beapproxim ated by

E ndng
� �h!0(2� + 1)� E�: (2.21)

Therefore,in the weak �eld lim it,the su(2)sym m etry becom es a true sym m etry

oftheHam iltonian,which explainsthedegeneracy oforder2� + 1 forthelevelE�.

Notethatthereare(�0 + 1)(2�0 + 1)(spinless)electronswhich �lltheshellsup to

�0.

2.Strong �eld case

In thelim itofstrong m agnetic�eld !c � !0,wehaveE ndng
� �h!c(nd +

1

2
).There-

fore,for a given value ofnd,we have an in�nite degeneracy labelled by ng or by

� = nd � ng � nd.Thequantum num bernd correspondsto theLandau levelindex

(aswellasn fornegative �).Onecan reinterpretitin term sofsu(1;1)sym m etry

by noting that,fora given value of� � 0,the energy eigenstatesareladderstates

forthediscrete seriesrepresentation labelled by # = � �=2+ 1=2.

3.G eneric interm ediate case

In theuncom m ensurateinterm ediatecase,which m eans!+ =!� =2 Q and noapprox-

im ation isrelevant,wearefaced totheproblem oforderingtherelatively dense(but

notuniform ly discrete)setofeigenenergies:

Endng �
E ndng

�h!�
�

!

2!�
=
!+

!�
nd + ng: (2.22)

In thecom m ensurate case,!+ =!� = p=q2 Q ,degeneracy ispossible:

E ndng
= E n0

d
n0g
i�

p

q
= �

ng � n0g

nd � n0d
: (2.23)

III Standard C oherent States

A . D e�nitions and Properties

Thefactthattheeigenvectorsissued from thealgebraicm ethod arejusttensorproducts

ofFockharm onicoscillatoreigenstatesallowsonetoconstructthecorrespondingcoherent

statesin a standard way:

jzd;zgi� jzdi
 jzgi= exp[�
1

2
(jzdj

2 + jzgj
2)]

X

nd;ng

z
nd
dp
nd!

znggq
ng!

jnd;ngi

= exp[�
1

2
(jzdj

2 + jzgj
2)]ezda

y

d
+ zga

y
g j0;0i: (3.1)

These (norm alized)coherentstatesobey som eoftheusualCS properties[3]:

P1 (Eigenvectorproperty)

ad jzd;zgi= zd jzd;zgi; ag jzd;zgi= zg jzd;zgi:

6



P2 (M inim aluncertainty relations)

�X �P x =
�h

2
; �Y �P y =

�h

2
;

where�X � [hzd;zg jX
2 jzd;zgi� (hzd;zg jX jzd;zgi)

2]1=2,etc.

P3 (Tem poralstability)

e� iH t=�h
jzd;zgi= e� i!t=2 je� i(!+ !c)t=2zd;e

� i(!� !c)t=2zgi:

P4 (Action identity)

�H (zd;zg)� hzd;zg jH jzd;zgi= �h[!+ jzdj
2 + !� jzgj

2 +
!

2
]: (3.2)

The function �H (zd;zg) has been called lower (resp. contravariant) sym bolofthe

operatorH by Lieb [5](resp.by Berezin [4]).Itwillplaysan im portantrolein the

presentcontext.

P5 (Overlapping)

hz0d;z
0
g jzd;zgi= ei=(zd�z

0
d
+ zg�z

0
g)e� (jzd� z

0
d
j2+ jzg� z

0
gj
2)=2:

P6 (Resolution oftheunity)

I=
1

�2

Z

C
2
jzd;zgihzd;zg jd

2zdd
2zg:

The last property is also crucialin our context. For any observable A with suitable

operator properties (traceclass,...) there exists a unique upper (or covariant) sym bol

Â(zd;zg)de�ned by

A =
1

�2

Z

C
2
Â(zd;zg) jzd;zgihzd;zg jd

2
zdd

2
zg: (3.3)

Forinstance,uppersym bolsfornum beroperatorsaregiven by

N̂ d(zd;zg)= jzdj
2
� 1; N̂ g(zd;zg)= jzgj

2
� 1; (3.4)

and hencetheuppersym bolforourHam iltonian (2.8)

Ĥ (zd;zg)= �h[!+ jzdj
2 + !� jzgj

2
�
!

2
]: (3.5)

Finally,weshould m ention theusefultraceidentity fora traceclassobservableA:

TrA =
1

�2

Z

C
2

�A(zd;zg)d
2zd d

2zg =
1

�2

Z

C
2
Â(zd;zg)d

2zd d
2zg; (3.6)

where �A(zd;zg)� hzd;zg jA jzd;zgi
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B . Fock-B argm an space

The coherent state function hr;� jzd;zgi is,up to an exponentialfactor,the integral

kernelforthe isom etry m apping the Hilbertian span L2(R
2
)ofthe setofeigenfunctions

(2.18)onto theso-called Fock-Bargm an space,i.e.theHilbertspace

F B � L2entire(C
2
;
1

�2
e� (jzdj

2+ jzgj
2)d2zdd

2zg) (3.7)

ofentiretwo com plex variablefunctionsf(zd;zg)thataresquareintegrablewith respect

to the m easure �� 2e� (jzdj
2+ jzgj

2)d2zdd
2zg. This unitary m apping L2(R 2) 3 	(r;�) !

�(zd;zg)2 F B and itsreciprocalareexplicitely given by

	(r;�) =
1

�2

Z

C
2
K(r;�;�zd;�zg)�(zd;zg)e

� (jzdj
2+ jzgj

2)d2zd d
2zg (3.8)

�(zd;zg) =

Z

R
2
K(r;� �;zd;zg)	(r;�)rdrd�: (3.9)

Thekernelisgiven by thefollowing generating function:

K(r;�;zd;zg) = e
(jzdj

2+ jzgj
2)=2

hr;� jzd;zgi=
X

nd;ng

z
nd
dp
nd!

znggq
ng!

	 n;�(r;�)

=
1

p
�l0

er
2=(2l2

0
)e� (zd� e

� i�r=l0)(zg� e
i�r=l0): (3.10)

Notethatnorm alized eigenkets(2.18)arem apped tothecorrespondingnorm alized eigen-

states
z
nd
dp
nd!

znggq
ng!

= e(jzdj
2+ jzgj

2)=2
h�zd;�zg jnd;ngi (3.11)

in the F B representation. Also note thatin thisrepresentation the operatorsa and ay

havethesim pleform :

ad =
@

@zd
;ayg = (m ultiplication by)zd;ag =

@

@zg
;ayg = zg: (3.12)

IV T herm odynam icalpotential

Letusnow enterthecoreofthephysicalquestion weaddressed in theintroduction.W e

assum ethatthetotalnum berhN eiofelectronsislargeenough form aking no appreciable

di�erence between a grand canonicalensem ble and a canonicalone. Then the m agnetic

m om entM isgiven by

M = �

 
@


@H

!

�

; (4.1)

where
 isthetherm odynam icalpotential,


= �
1

�
Trlog(1+ e� �(H � �)); (4.2)
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with � = 1=(kB T).Theaveragenum berofelectronsisgiven by:

hN ei=

1X

nd= 0

1X

ng= 0

f(E ndng
)= Trf(H )= � @�
; (4.3)

where f(E )= 1=(1+ e�(E � �))istheFerm idistribution function.The m agnetic m om ent

can beyielded from eqs.(4.1)and (4.2)and readsas:

M

�B
= �

2

!
Tr
(N d + 1=2)!+ � (Ng + 1=2)!�

(1+ e�(H � �))

= �
2

!

1X

nd= 0

1X

ng= 0

(nd + 1=2)!+ � (ng + 1=2)!�

(1+ �� 1� e��h(!+ nd+ !� ng))
; (4.4)

where �� = exp(�(� � �h!=2))= �� (H ;T),and �B = �he=(2m c)isthe Bohrm agneton.

Despite its concise appearance,the com putation ofthe double series (4.4) is not eas-

ily tractable on a num ericallevel. Hence we willgive the prelim inary estim ates before

presenting m uch m oreexploitableexactexpressions.

A . B erezin-Lieb inequalities for the therm odynam icalpotential

Firstwenotethatlog(1+ e� �(H � �))isa convex function ofthepositiveHam iltonian H ,

and sowecan applytheBerezin-Lieb inequalitiestoexam inethequasi-classicalbehaviour

ofthe therm odynam icalpotential. These inequalities say that,forany convex function

g(A)oftheobservableA,wehave

1

�2

Z

C
2
g(�A)d2zd d

2zg � Trg(A)�
1

�2

Z

C
2
g(Â)d2zdd

2zg: (4.5)

Applying them to the(concave)therm odynam icalpotentialleadsto theinequalities:

�
1

��2

Z

C
2
log(1+ e� �(Ĥ � �))d2zdd

2zg � 
� �
1

��2

Z

C
2
log(1+ e� �(

�H � �))d2zdd
2zg:

(4.6)

Let us insert eqs.(3.2) and (3.5) and perform the angular integrations. It leads to the

inequalities:

�
1

�

Z
1

0

dud

Z
1

0

dug log(1+ e� �(�h(!+ ud+ !� ug�
!

2
)� �))� 
;


� �
1

�

Z 1

0

dud

Z 1

0

dug log(1+ e� �(�h(!+ ud+ !� ug+
!

2
)� �)); (4.7)

where ud = jzdj
2 and ug = jzgj

2.Changing the integration variables,say u = ��h(!+ ud +

!� ug);v = ��h!+ ud,perform ing an integration by part,and introducing the controlpa-

ram eters �� de�ned in (4.4),we easily reduce the above inequalities to the following

ones:

�(�+ )� 
 � �(�� ): (4.8)
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wherethefunction � isgiven by:

�(�) = �
�

2�(��h!0)
2

Z 1

0

u2e� u

1+ �e� u
du

=

8
<

:

1

�(��h!0)
2 F3(� �) for� � 1;

1

�(��h!0)
2

h
�

(log�)3

6
�

�2 log�

6
+ F3(� �� 1)

i
for� > 1:

(4.9)

W ehaveintroduced herethefunction Fs,oftheRiem ann-Ferm i-Diractype,de�ned as:

Fs(z)=

1X

m = 1

zm

m s
: (4.10)

In the high tem perature region j� � �h!=2j� kB T we have �� � 1. From (4.8)we see

thatthetherm odynam icalpotentialisapproxim ately equalto:


� kB T

 
kB T

�h!0

! 2

F3(� 1)� � 0:901543kB T

 
kB T

�h!0

! 2

W e now consider the m ore realistic case: � � �h!=2 and � � kB T. Let us split the

function � into threeparts:

�(�� )= A �
�

2
+ S� ; (4.11)

with

A = �
�

2

2

4
1

3

�
�

�h!0

�2
+
1

4

�
!

!0

�2
+
�2

3

 
kB T

�h!0

! 2
3

5 ;

�

2
=

�h!

2

2

4
1

2

�
�

�h!0

�2
+

1

24

�
!

!0

�2
+
�2

6

 
kB T

�h!0

! 2
3

5 ;

S� = kB T

 
kB T

�h!0

! 2

F3(� exp[� �(� � �h!=2)]): (4.12)

Then weseethat
 liesin theinterval[A + S + � �=2;A + S� + �=2].Replacing S � by

theapproxim ateexpression

S0 = kB T

 
kB T

�h!0

! 2

F3(� e� ��); (4.13)

and observing thattheratio

�

jA + S0j
=
�h!

�

2

6
4

3+ �2
�
kB T

�

�2
+ 1

4

�
�h!

�

�2

1+ �2
�
kB T

�

�2
+ 3

4

�
�h!

�

�2
�
�
kB T

�

�3
F3(� e� ��)

3

7
5 (4.14)

tendsto zero,weseethatthetherm odynam icalpotentialcan beestim ated as:


 � A + S0

= �
�

2

2

4
1

3

�
�

�h!0

�2
+
1

4

�
!

!0

�2
+
�2

3

 
kB T

�h!0

! 2
3

5 + kB T

 
kB T

�h!0

! 2

F3(� e� ��):(4.15)

10



A sim ilarasym ptoticbehaviourholdsforthetherm odynam icallim ithN ei! 1 .Indeed,

in thisquasiclassicalregim e,theaveragenum berofelectronsiscalculated to be:

hN ei � � @�(A + S0)

=

�
�

�h!0

� 2
2

4
1

2
+
1

8

 
�h!

�

! 2

+
�2

6

 
kB T

�

! 2

+

�
!0

!

�2
 
kB T

�

! 2

F2(� e� ��)

3

5

�
1

2

�
�

�h!0

�2
for� � kB T and � � �h!=2: (4.16)

Them agneticm om enthencereadsas:

M = �pH ;with �p = �

�
�B

�h!0

�2
: (4.17)

Hence,we can assertthatthe system showsan orbitalparam agnetism in thislim it. At

thispoint,werefertoarecentwork by Com bescureand Robert[8]in which preciseinfor-

m ationsaregiven forthem agnetisation ofelectron gasconstrained bygeneralcon�nem ent

potentials.

B . Exact expressions for the therm odynam icalpotential

W e now determ ine the therm odynam icalpotentialin a precise way by applying the for-

m ulas (7.5) and (7.7) in the appendix. The function �(k) de�ned by (7.6) takes the

following closed form :

�(k)= Tr(e � (ik+ 1)
�

2
H )= e� (ik+ 1)

�

4
�h! 1

1� e� (ik+ 1)
�

2
�h!+

1

1� e� (ik+ 1)
�

2
�h!�

: (4.18)

TheFourierintegralrepresentation forthetherm odynam icalpotentialhencereadsas:


= �
1

�

Z
+ 1

� 1

e� (ik+ 1)
�

2
(
�h!

2
� �)

2cosh �

2
k

�
1

ik+ 1

�  
1

1� e� (ik+ 1)
�

2
�h!+

!  
1

1� e� (ik+ 1)
�

2
�h!�

!

dk

(4.19)

Asindicated in the form ula (7.6),thisFourierintegralisgiven asa series by using the

residuetheorem .Onecan easily seethatthenum bers(2m + 1)i,m 2 Z aresim plepoles

ofsech�

2
k,iisa doublepoleof�(k),and i+ 4�m =(��h! + ),i+ 4�m =(��h!� ),m 2 Z

� are

sim ple ordouble poles of�(k)according to whether ! + and !� are uncom m ensurable

ornot(see Fig.1). In orderto ful�llthe requirem entsofthe Jordan Lem m a,one hasto

considerthe following two cases: � � �h!=2 and � � �h!=2. In the �rstcase we take an

integration path lyingin thelowerhalf-planeand involvingonlythesim plepoles(2m + 1)i,

m < 0.Itleadsto theresult:


 =
1

4�

1X

m = 1

(� 1)m

m

e��m

sinh(
�

2
�h!+ m )sinh(

�

2
�h!� m )

; (4.20)

which correspondsto thecase� � 1 in Eq.(4.9).In thesecond case,an integration path

in the upper half-plane is chosen. It encircles allthe other poles: (2m + 1)i,m � 0,

11



i+ 4�m =(��h!+ ),i+ 4�m =(��h!� ),m 2 Z
�
,asshown in Fig.1.W epresentthe resultin

a m annerwhich willrenderapparentthevariousregim es:


 = (
 L + 
01) + 
02 + 
osc

= 2�i(
z }| {
a� 1(i) +

z }| {X

m � 1

a� 1((2m + 1)i) +

z }| {
X

m � 6= 0

(a� 1(i+
4�

��h!�
m � )):

(4.21)

The�rstterm isattheorigin oftheLandau diam agnetism :


L =
�

24

�
!c

!0

�2
= �

1

2
�LH

2; (4.22)

where�L = � 1

3
�
�
�B
�h!0

�2
� �1

3
D 0�

2
B istheLandau diam agneticsusceptibility.Thecoe�-

cientD 0 = �=(�h!0)
2 can be interpreted asthe density ofstatesatFerm ienergy. Notice

thatthevalueof�L isequaltoonethird ofthe\quasiclassical" one�p obtained in (4.17),

a feature which isrem iniscent ofwhich we encounter in the studies offree 3D electron

gas.Thesecond term ,which givesno contribution to them agnetization,iswritten as:


01 = �
�

6

2

4
�

�

�h!0

�2
+ �2

 
kB T

�h!0

! 2

�
1

2

3

5 : (4.23)

Thethird term isgiven as:


02 =
1

4�

1X

m = 1

(� 1)m

m

exp(�
�

kB T
m )

sinh(
�h!+

2kB T
m )sinh(

�h!�

2kB T
m )

: (4.24)

It becom es negligible at low tem perature regim e kB T � �. The sum of
L and 
01

is analogue to the term A in Eq.(4.11) and 
02 corresponds to S� . The last term is

responsiblefortheoscillatory behaviour.W eneed todistinguish between irrationalvalues

of!+ =!� and rationalones:

� case !+ =!� 62 Q,


osc =
1

2�

1X

m = 1

(� 1)m

m

2

4
sin(

2�

�h!�
�m )

sin(
!+

!�
�m )sinh(2kB T

�h!�
�2m )

+
sin(

2�

�h!+
�m )

sin(
!�

!+
�m )sinh(2kB T

�h!+
�2m )

3

5 � 
�osc + 
+
osc: (4.25)

� case !+ =!� = p=q2 Q ;gcd(p;q)= 1;!+ =p= !� =q= 2l=(�h�)2 R,


osc =
1

2�

2

4
1X

m = 1;m 6� 0m odq

(� 1)m

m

sin( 2�

�h!�
�m )

sin(
!+

!�
�m )sinh(2kB T

�h!�
�2m )

+

1X

m = 1;m 6� 0m odp

(� 1)m

m

sin( 2�

�h!+
�m )

sin(
!�

!+
�m )sinh(2kB T

�h!+
�2m )

(4.26)

+
1

lpq

1X

k= 1

(� 1)(p+ q)k

ksinh(�
2

l
k)

"
�

kB T
cos(

��k

kB Tl
)� (� coth(

�2

l
k)+

l

�k
)sin(

��k

kB Tl
)

##

:

12



C . T he therm odynam icalpotentialvia sym bolcalculus

Letusde�nethetherm odynam icalpotentialoperatorasO = � 1

�
log(1+ exp[� �(�H � �)]).

W ehave:

O =
1

�2

Z

C
2
Ô (zd;zg)jzd;zgihzd;zg jd

2zdd
2zg;

�O (zd;zg)= hzd;zg jO jzd;zgi; (4.27)

W e then perform the angularintegrationsand take itstrace. W e getan integralrepre-

sentation ofthetherm odynam icalpotential
= TrO :


= �
1

�

Z 1

0

Z 1

0

duddug Ô (ud;ug)= �
1

�

Z 1

0

Z 1

0

duddug �O (ud;ug): (4.28)

Theproblem turnsoutto evaluatetheupperand lowersym bols.Theloweroneisshown

herewith theintegralrepresentation:

�O (ud;ug)= �
e� (ud+ ug)

2�

Z + 1

� 1

e� (ik+ 1)
�

2
(
�h!

2
� �)

(cosh �

2
k)(ik+ 1)

exp
�
ude

� (ik+ 1)
�

2
�h!+

�
exp

�
uge

� (ik+ 1)
�

2
�h!�

�
dk

(4.29)

V A verage num ber ofelectrons and m agnetic m om ent

In thissection,we willexploittheform ulas(4.20)-(4.26)to obtain theexactexpressions

ofthe average num berofelectronsand the m agnetization. W e willrestrictourselvesto

them orerealisticcase:� � �h!=2.

Theaveragenum berofelectronsiseasily derived by taking thederivativeof� 
 with

respectto �.Itisfound to be:

hN ei = �
1

24

�
!c

!0

�2
+
1

2

2

4
�

�

�h!0

�2
+
�2

3

 
kB T

�h!0

! 2

�
1

6

3

5

+
1

4

1X

m = 1

(� 1)m
e� ��m

sinh(
�

2
�h!+ m )sinh(

�

2
�h!� m )

� �

1X

m = 1

(� 1)m

2

4
kB T

�h!�

cos(
2�

�h!�
�m )

sin(
!+

!�
�m )sinh(2kB T

�h!�
�2m )

+
kB T

�h!+

cos(
2�

�h!+
�m )

sin(
!�

!+
�m )sinh(2kB T

�h!+
�2m )

3

5

� hNeiL + hN ei01 + hN ei02 + hN ei
�
osc+ hN ei

+
osc: (5.1)

The m agnetic m om entisdecom posed into fourpartsand isexpressed in Bohrm ag-

neton units:

M = �LH � 2�B

 
@
02

@�h!c

!

�

� 2�B

 
@
osc

@�h!c

!

�

� 2�B (M L + M 0 + M
�
osc + M

+
osc); (5.2)
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where

M L =
� �

12�h!0

�
!c

!0

�

�
1

2�B
�LH ; (5.3)

M 0 =
1

8!

1X

m = 1

(� 1)m e� ��m
[!+ coth(��h!+ m =2)� !� coth(��h!� m =2)]

sinh(��h!+ m =2)sinh(��h!� m =2)
; (5.4)

and,fortheirrationalcase!+ =!� 62 Q,

M
�
osc = �

kB T

�h!

1X

m = 1

(� 1)m sin(2�m �=(�h!� ))

sin(�m !+ =!� )sinh(2�
2m kB T=(�h!� ))

� (5.5)

"
��

�h!�
cot

 

2�m
�

�h!�

!

�
�!+

!�
cot

 

�m
!+

!�

!

�
�2kB T

�h!�
coth

 

2�2m
kB T

�h!�

! #

;

M
+
osc =

kB T

�h!

1X

m = 1

(� 1)m sin(2�m �=(�h!+ ))

sin(�m !� =!+ )sinh(2�
2m kB T=(�h!+ ))

� (5.6)

"
��

�h!+
cot

 

2�m
�

�h!+

!

�
�!�

!+
cot

 

�m
!�

!+

!

�
�2kB T

�h!+
coth

 

2�2m
kB T

�h!+

! #

:

W ewillnotgivetheexpressionsofM �
osc in therationalcasebecausethem agnetization is

a continuousfunction of!c and itsbehaviorcan be fully understood from the irrational

one.

D iscussion

Thetem peraturescaleiscom pared tothetwo naturalm odes!� ofthesystem and draws

three possible intrinsic regim es: high tem perature regim e kB T > �h!+ ,low tem perature

regim ekB T < �h!� ,and interm ediatetem peratureregim e�h!� < kB T < �h!+ .Rem em ber

thatwework in thelargeelectron num berregion:� > �h!=2.

1.H igh tem perature regim e:kB T > �h!+ > �h!� .

Thisinequality im pliesthefollowing constrainton the�eld:

!c

!0
<
kB T

�h!0
�

�h!0

kB T
�
kB T

�h!0
: (5.7)

W e can see thatM 0 isthe dom inantterm forthe m agnetic m om entin regard to

M osc because ofthe sm allness ofargum entsofthe sinh (in the denom inator)and

coth (in the num erator) functions. Hence,M � 2�B (M L + M 0),which shows

m ainly Landau diam agnetism .Sim ilarly,we inferfrom (5.1)thathN ei� hNeiL +

hN ei01 + hN ei02.

2.Low tem perature regim e:kB T < �h!� .

Them agnetic�eld isrestricted by theinequality:

!c

!0
<

�h!0

kB T
�
kB T

�h!0
�

�h!0

kB T
: (5.8)
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Now the M 0 term becom es excessively sm alldue to the rapidly decreasing expo-

nentialfactor and the large argum ents ofthe hyperbolic functions present in the

expression. The m agnetization is hence approxim ately determ ined by the three

term s:M L,M
+
osc,and M

�
osc and exhibitsoscillating behavior.

(a) Strong �elds !c � !0.

W em akethefollowing approxim ations:

!+ � !c

 

1+

�
!0

!c

�2
!

;!� �
!2
0

!c
;
!+

!�
�

�
!c

!0

�2
: (5.9)

Assum ealsothat!c � 2!0

q
(�=�h)2 � 1toinsurethevalidityof� � �h!=2.One

can seethatthedenom inatorofM +
osc containstheproductofsin and twosinh’s

with sm allargum entand,hence,M � 2�B (M L + M +
osc).In particular,after

replacing !+ by !c in the sinus argum entofthe num eratorofM +
osc,we �nd

thatthem agnetization isperiodicwith respectto theinverse ofthem agnetic

�eld,a characteristic fact ofthe \de Haas-van Alphen" regim e. The sim ilar

behaviorholdsfortheelectron num ber:hN ei� hNeiL + (�=�h!0)
2=2+ hN ei

+
osc.

(b) W eak �elds!c � !0.

In thiscasethetwocharacteristicfrequenciesand theirratioareapproxim ated

to

!� � !0

"

1�
1

2

!c

!0
+
1

8

�
!c

!0

�2
#

;
!�

!�
� 1�

!c

!0
+
1

2

�
!c

!0

� 2
: (5.10)

Now M �
osc and M

+
osc have thesam e orderofcontribution dueto thepresence

in theirdenom inatorsof

(sinh(2�2m kB T=�h!� ))
2
� (sinh(2�2m kB T=�h!0))

2 (5.11)

and ofthestrongly oscillating functions

(sin(�m !� =!� ))
2
� (sin(�m !c=!0))

2: (5.12)

Consequently,thesystem isconsidered aslying in them esoscopicphase.Sim i-

larconclusionscanbereached forthebehaviouroftheaverageelectronnum ber.

3.Interm ediate tem peratures:�h!� < kB T < �h!+ .

These inequalitiesim ply theconstraint

!c

!0
>

�
�
�
�
�

�h!0

kB T
�
kB T

�h!0

�
�
�
�
�
: (5.13)

The weak �eld case occursonly when kB T approaches�h!0. In thiscase,one m ay

think that the oscillatory term s M �
osc and M +

osc give their contribution to M as

what we have seen in the previous subsection. But,in fact,the hyperbolic sinus

functionsofthedenom inatorshavelargeargum ents:

sinh(2�2m kB T=�h!� )� sinh(19:74m )� 0:5 exp(19:74m );
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and so overcom es the algebraic contribution ofthe sinus functions. The system

hence goes to the Landau diam agnetic regim e. On the other hand,for a strong

�eld,wereturn to theapproxim ation M � 2�B (M L + M +
osc)and thesystem shows

thedeHaas-van Alphen e�ect.

W ehaverepeated in Fig.2thephasediagram ofm agnetization proposed by Ishikawa and

Fukuyam a.Letushoweverm ention thatthetwointrinsicfrequencies!� donotrepresent

theexactbordersbetween thedi�erentm agneticphases.Itshould betaken in a qualita-

tivesenseonly.In ordertojustifythis,wechoosethechem icalpotentialequalto100:0�h!0
and m ake tem perature vary through the di�erentm agnetic �eld regim es. Fig.3(a)illus-

tratesthe weak �eld regim e. One can see thatatlow tem perature kB T = 0:001�h!0 the

m agnetization experiences strong 
uctuations,called m esoscopic 
uctuations. AsT in-

creases(kB T = 0:1�h!0),thestrength ofthese
uctuationsdecreases.Asthetem perature

isgettinghigher(forexam pleforkB T = 0:5�h!0),the
uctuationsdisappearand wereach

the Landau diam agnetism . In Fig.3(b) the m agnetic �eld lies between 1:9!0m c=e and

3:1!0m c=e.W hen kB T = 0:01�h!0,thesystem showslarge
uctuations.Onecan seethat,

ifthem agnetic�led increases,the
uctuationsdim inish and thecycloid-likecurveappears

(de Haas-van Alphen oscillations). Athighertem perature,e.g. kB T = 0:1�h!0,one can

see m ore clearly the phase change from the m esoscopic 
uctuationsto the de Haas-van

Alphen oscillations.Ifthetem peraturecontinuesincreasing (forexam ple,kB T = 0:5�h!0,

kB T = 1:0�h!0),the system willgo from the Landau diam agnetism to the de Haas-van

Alphen oscillations.Fig.3(c)showsthe de Haas-van Alphen phases. The position ofthe

peak can bepredicted from thesim pleform ula:

!c

!0
=

2�

n�h!0
�
n�h!0

2�
; wheren issom eodd positiveinteger.

In Fig.3(d) we see that,at the extrem e low tem perature (kB T = 0:001�h!0),the curve

shows som e \width",which com es from the lim it ofthe picture resolution and which

corresponds, in fact,to sm all
uctuations. This gives us an exam ple ofde Haas-van

Alphen oscillationsm ixed with m esoscopic 
uctuations.

V I C urrent D istribution

W e now turn ourattention to the spatialdensity ofcurrent. Itcan be obtained by the

following form ula:

J(r)= <

*

 ̂y(R )
(� e)

m

�

P +
e

c
A (R )

�

 ̂(R )

+

; (6.1)

whereh� i= Tr(f(H )(� ))isthetherm alaverage,and̂ (R )the�eld operator:

 ̂(R )jn;� i= 	 n;�(r):

Dueto thesym m etry ofthesystem ,thecurrentdistribution ispurely orthoradial,

J(r)= J�(r)e�; (6.2)
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and itscom ponentisgiven by theseries:

J�(r)= � ev0
X

n;�

 

�
�

r
+

!c

2!0

r

�

!

�	 n;�(r;�)	n;�(r;�)f(En�); (6.3)

where� =
q
�h=(m !0)isthecharacteristiclength and v0 = !0� thecharacteristicspeed in

theharm onicpotential.Thecurrentdistribution inducesa localm agneticm om ent,

M (r)=
1

2c
r� J =

1

2c
rJ�(r)ez � Mz(r)ez; (6.4)

which in turn givesriseto thetotalm agneticm om ent,

M =

Z

M z(r)dS =
�

c

Z 1

0

J�(r)r
2dr: (6.5)

By applying Eq.(3.8)to theexpression (6.3)ofJ�(r)weget

J�(r) = (� e)v0
X

nd;ng

f(�h(!+ nd + !� ng +
!

2
)

0

@ (nd � ng)

 
r

�

! � 1

+
!c

2!0

r

�

1

A �

1

�4

Z Z Z Z

C
2
e� (jz

0
d
j2+ jz0gj

2+ jzdj
2+ jzgj

2

)�K(z0d;z
0
g;r;�)K(r;�;zd;zg)�

(z0d�zd)
nd

nd!

(z0g�zg)
ng

ng!
d2z0d d

2z0gd
2zdd

2zg: (6.6)

The above equation is rotationalinvariant and one can hence put � = 0. Let us now

representtheFerm i-Diracfunction by theFourierintegral(7.2)and perform thediscrete

sum m ation. The fourintegrals on the com plex plane can be easily perform ed by using

well-known gaussian integralsofthetype

Z 1

� 1

e� t
2+ tZ dt=

p
� exp(

1

4
Z 2):

W e�nally obtain thefollowing expression:

J�(r) =
� ev0

16�l20

r

�

Z
1

� 1

dk

cosh(�
2
k)

exp[(ik+ 1)�
2
�]

sinh
2
((ik+ 1)��h!

4
)
�

"
!c

!0
sinh((ik+ 1)�

�h!

4
)�

!

!0
sinh((ik+ 1)�

�h!c

4
)

#

�

exp

"
� 2r2sinh((ik+ 1)�

�h!+

4
)sinh((ik+ 1)�

�h!�

4
)

l20 sinh((ik+ 1)��h!

4
)

#

: (6.7)

Threetypesofsingularpointsappearin theintegrand:

1.Polek = i.

Thispoleistriplesinceitappearsoncein cosh �

2
k,and twicein (sinh(ik+ 1)��h!

4
)2.

2.Polesk = (2m + 1)i,m 2 Z
�
.

They aretheother(sim ple)polesofcosh �

2
k.
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3.Singularpointsk = i+ 4�m =(��h!),m 2 Z
�
.

These pointsareessentialsingularitiessincethey appearin theexponential.

The current distribution is hence separated into three com ponents responsible for the

Landau diam agnetism ,weakly diam agnetism ,and oscillation behavior:

J�(r = (J�(r))L + (J�(r))0 + (J�r))osc

= 2�i(
z }| {
a� 1(i) +

z }| {X

m � 1

a� 1((2m + 1)i) +

z }| {
X

m 6= 0

(a� 1(i+
4�

��h!
m )):

(6.8)

In a forthcom ing paper,weshallgo deeperinto theanalysisofsuch an expression forthe

currentdistribution.

V II C onclusion

In thispaper,wehaveestablished exactform ulasforthetherm odynam icalpotentialofa

two-dim ensionalgasofspinlesselectrons,con�ned in an isotropicharm onicpotential,and

subm itted to a constantperpendicularm agnetic �eld. From thisithasbecom e possible

tostudy them agneticm om entand othertherm odynam icalquantitiesatdi�erentregim es

oftem peratureand �eld.Thisexhaustivestudy wasm adepossiblethanksto thespeci�c

sim plicity ofthe isotropic harm onic potential. Ofcourse,there existothersituationsin

which we could getsim ilarexactexpressions: anisotropic harm onic potential,harm onic

groove,...,as indicated by [2]. In a next future,we shalldealwith less tractable but

stillintegrable m odels (see for instance [9],like in�nite cylinder potentialor quantum

rings,cases in which the expressing ofthe trace (7.6) in a closed form is quitely not

expected. W e shallalso intend to m ake use ofotherfam iliesofcoherentstates,possibly

m ore adapted to these new situations,in orderto use an e�cientsym bolcalculus. For

instance,forthe in�nite rectangularwellpotential,we are thinking aboutusing tensor

productsofin�nite wellcoherentstatesintroduced and analysed in a recentpaper[10].

Finally,weshallalso explorethebehaviour,atdi�erenttem peratureand �eld regim es,of

othertherm odynam icalquantitiesofcurrentexperim entalinterest,liketheheatcapacity

[11].

A ppendix: Ferm i-D irac trace form ulas

Itiswellknown that,liketheGaussian function,thefunction sechx = 1=coshx isa �xed

pointfortheFouriertransform in theSchwartz space:

1

cosh
q

�

2
x
=

1
p
2�

Z
+ 1

� 1

e� ixy

cosh
q

�

2
y
dy: (7.1)

Hence,given an Ham iltonian H ,wecan writeforthecorresponding Ferm ioperator:

f(H )�
1

1+ e�(H � �)
=

Z
+ 1

� 1

e� (ik+ 1)
�

2
(H � �)

4cosh �

2
k

dk: (7.2)
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Sim ilarly,wecan writeforthetherm odynam icalpotentialoperator:

�
1

�
log(1+ e� �(H � �))= �

1

�

Z + 1

� 1

e� (ik+ 1)
�

2
(H � �)

(2cosh �

2
k)(ik+ 1)

dk: (7.3)

Therefore,the average num ber offerm ions and the therm odynam icalpotentialcan be

written (atleastform ally)asfollows:

hN i= Trf(H )=

Z
+ 1

� 1

e(ik+ 1)
� �

2

4cosh �

2
k
�(k)dk; (7.4)


= Tr(�
1

�
log(1+ e� �(H � �)))= �

1

�

Z
+ 1

� 1

e(ik+ 1)
� �

2

(2cosh �

2
k)(ik+ 1)

�(k)dk; (7.5)

where� designatesthefunction

�(k)= Tr(e � (ik+ 1)
�

2
H ): (7.6)

Observe that(2m + 1)i; m 2 Z are (sim ple) poles forthe function 1=cosh �

2
k and iis

a pole forthe functions�(k)and 1=(ik + 1). These Fourierintegralscan be evaluated

by using residuetheorem siftheintegrand functions�1(k)= �(k)=cosh �

2
k and �2(k)=

�(k)=((ik+ 1)cosh �

2
k)satisfy theJordan Lem m a,thatis,�1(Re

i�)� g(R),�2(Re
i�)�

h(R),forall� 2 [0;�],and g(R)and h(R)vanish asR ! 1 .ThequantitieshN iand 


arethen form ally given by

2�i

"

a� 1(i)+

1X

m = 1

a� 1((2m + 1)i)+
X

�

a� 1(k�)

#

; (7.7)

where a� 1(� )denotes the residue ofthe involved integrand atpole (� ),and the k�’sare

thepoles(with theexclusion ofthepolei)of�(k)in thecom plex k-plane.

W enow introducethespectralresolution ofthe(bounded below)self-adjointoperator

H :

’(H )=

Z + 1

� 1

’(�)E (d�); (7.8)

where’ isacom plex-valued function and E � =
R�
� 1 E (d�)istheresolution oftheidentity

for the Ham iltonian H . De�ne the density ofstates �(�) as TrE (d�)=d�. The trace

form ula ensues:

Tr’(H )=

Z + 1

� 1

’(�)�(�)d�: (7.9)

Let us now introduce the weighted density ofstates w(�) = e�
�

2
��(�) and its Fourier

transform

ŵ(k)=
1

p
2�

Z + 1

� 1

e� ik�w(�)d�: (7.10)

Then,from (7.4),(7.5)and (7.9),wecan representhN iand 
 asfollows:

hN i=
p
2�

Z + 1

� 1

e(ik+ 1)
� �

2

4cosh �

2
k
ŵ(

�

2
k)dk =

�

�
e
� �

2
bZ 1(� �); (7.11)


= �

p
2�

�

Z + 1

� 1

e(ik+ 1)
� �

2

(2cosh �

2
k)(ik+ 1)

ŵ(
�

2
k)dk = �

2�

�2
e
� �

2
bZ 2(� �); (7.12)
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wherewehaveintroducedtheweighted functionsZ 1 = sech(�
�
k)ŵ(k)andZ 2 = sech(�k=�)(i2k=�+

1)� 1ŵ(k).
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Figure caption

Fig.1 PolesoftheFourierrepresentation ofthetherm odynam icalpotential
.Thepoles

lying on the im aginary axis are sim ple except forthe pointiwhich is oforder4.

The poles lying on the line k = iin the com plex k-plane (iis excluded) m ay be

sim pleordoubledepending on whether!+ and !� areuncom m ensurable ornot.

Fig.2 Phase diagram ofthe m agnetization. In high tem perature and low m agnetic �eld

region,thesystem showsLandau diam agnetism ;in low tem perature and low m ag-

netic �eld region,m esoscopic 
uctuationsappear;and in strong m agnetic �eld re-

gion,the system experiences the de Haas-van Alphen oscillation phase. The two

curves,kB T = �h!+ and kB T = �h!� ,give a qualitative indication aboutthe phase

borders.

Fig.3 M agnetization curvesversusthe m agnetic �eld atdi�erenttem peratures. W e rep-

resentthecyclotron frequency in !0 unitsand them agnetization in 2�B units.The

chem icalpotential� issetup to 100:0�h!0.

(a) !c is less than 0:8!0. Tem peratures are chosen to be 0:001�h!0,0:1�h!0,and

0:5�h!0,respectively.

(b) !c isbetween 1:9!0 and 3:1!0.Tem peraturesarechosen tobe0:01�h!0,0:1�h!0,

0:5�h!0,and 1:0�h!0,respectively.

(c) !c isbetween 4:0!0 and 15:0!0.Tem peraturesarechosen tobe0:1�h!0,0:5�h!0,

1:0�h!0,and 5:0�h!0,respectively.

(d) !c is greater than 15:0!0. Tem peratures are chosen to be 0:001�h!0,0:5�h!0,

1:0�h!0,and 5:0�h!0,respectively.
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