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A bstract

T his article is concemed w ith the existence, status and descrip—
tion of the so-called em ergent phenom ena believed to occur In certain
principally planar electronic system s. In fact, two distinctly di erent
if Inssparable tasks are accom plished. First, a rigorous m athem at-
icalm odel is proposed of em ergent character, which is conceptually
bonded w ith Q uantum M echanicsw hik apparently non-derivable from
the m any-body Schrodinger equation. I call the resulting conocsptual
fram ew ork the M esoscopicM echanics M &M ). Tts form ulation is space—
Independent and com prises a nonlinear and holistic extension of the
free electron m odel. Secondly, the question of relevancy of the pro—
posed \em ergent m echanics" to the actually observed phenom ena is
discussed. In particular, Ipostulate a probabilistic interpretation, and
Indicate how the theory could be applied and veri ed by experin ent.

The M esoscopic M echanics proposed here has been deduced from
the Nonlinear M axwell Theory M T)| a classical in character non—
linear eld theory. T his latter theory has already been shown to pro—
vide a consistent phenom enological m odel of such phenom ena as su—
perconductivity, charge stripes, m agnetic vortex lattice, and m agnetic
oscillations. The NM T, which arose from geom etric considerations,
has long been awaiting an explanation as to its ties with the fun-
dam ental principles. I believe the M eM provides at least a partial
explanation to this e ect.

This work has been presented in part at the Intemational Sym posiim on Inhom oge—
neous and Strongly C orrelated M aterials w ith N ovel E lectronic P roperties (ISCM ), held
atM iam iBeach FL (USA) asa part ofthe SM EC m eeting, during M arch 2428, 2003.
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1 The Incentive to consider em ergent m ath-
em atical structures

The article Blby R .B.Laughlin and D avid P lnes nsoires us to reexam ine
the status of the reductionist paradigm , and perhaps also the basic assum p—
tions as to the m eaning of com pkxity and its bearing on how we attem pt
to understand physical phenom ena. M oreover, an even m ore bew ildering
question stands whether com plexity m ay play a direct roke in how things
actually work. Stillm ore disturbingly, the only m eaning of the phrase \how
things work" m ay be endowed to it by our attem pt to understand how they
work, and depend on is peculiarities including our choice of the paradigm .
In particular, there m ay be several m atham atically nonequivalent ways of
m odelling one and the sam e phenom enon, all true, coexisting alongside and
com plem enting one another. Be it as £ m ay, there is a danger of dogm atian
In reecting any possbility that there is room for em ergent way of thinking
and em ergent m athem aticalm odels.

T he beautifiil and puzzling phencm ena observed In som e new principally
planar electronic system sbased on novelm aterials invite re ection on jasti -
ability ofa functionally apt m athem aticalm odel that does not exactly begin
w ith the Schrodinger equation. Before anything else, i m ay be worthwhike
to try and exam ine the \m athem atical reality" ofthis problem and ask ifwe
can construct m athem atical m odels of clearly em ergent character at all. A
m odel of this sort would have to be conceptually tied w ith the basic princi
plswhilke In possibl orprohbitively di cult to deduce from the Schrodinger
equation In conjunction with the Pauli exclusion principal. These singular
requirem ents seem quite reasonable nasm uch as they paralkel our ntuiive
graso of the nature of the phenom ena suspected ofbeing em ergent. It is in —
possible not to m ention som e preexisting exam ples that at least com e close
to f1l Iling these requiram ents, like the classical G Inzburg-Landau equation
or the Solitons. Both these theories m ay be viewed as supplying em ergent
m odels, save their ties w ith the basic principles are in a typical application
postulated rather than inherent or rigorously derived. In this sense, these
classical theordes are not perfect exam ples of em ergent m athem aticalm odels.

M any m acrosoopic electronic properties of 2D electron gas in a m agnetic

eld depend on the ollow ing basic if som ewhat idealized and sim pli ed pic—
ture resulting from the firee electron m odel, which is good to kesp In m ind



during our discussion. Nam ely, as we apply pemendicular to the sample
Increasing m agnetic eld B, the ssparation between Landau levels Increases
proportionately. A s it happens, the consecutive Landau Jevels cross over the
Fermm i level and som e electrons residing at these levels are en ptied whilke
som e reoccupy a lower Landau level. This contributes directly to the con—
ductivity of the sam plk. In particular, the longitudinal conductivity, as well
as other m acroscopic param eters, w ill display oscillatory dependence on the
m agnetic nduction. At Iow tem perature, the num ber of electrons occupying
each Landau lvel is close to the degeneracy of levels N, = eB=h). Asa
result, som e m acroscopic param eters which depend on the total num ber of
conduction ekctrons can only change In (the approprately scaled) muli-
ples of the degeneracy of the Landau kevels. O ne particular e ect seem ingly
related w ith this m echanian is known as the Quantum HallE ect QHE),
which isquantization ofthe transversalconductance (ratio ofthe longiudnal
current to the transversal voltage). N ot that a full explanation ofthe QHE
is constructed w ith argum ents using this picture, but at least it ispossble to
com e In touch w ith the Q HE by using this type of reasoning. H owever, this
m echanism alone becom es drastically Insu cient as we attem pt to explain
the FractionalQuantum HallE ect FQHE).D urng the last two decades,
researchers have proposed m any new oconospts and carried out a lot of calcu—
lations to explain the FQHE (eg. cf. R]), hcluding com posite-particke type
approach to the m any-body Schrodinger equation or work on the so-called
localized states, or the socalled e ective eld theordes. This latter develop—
ment (cf. P)) isbasad on the postulate that the 2D electron gasm ay Interact
w ith the m agnetic eld in som e profoundly di erent ways than a singlke free
electron does. In other words, in addition to the Lorentz force and Landau
quantization, there m ay be another e ect at play which is switched on in a
planar ekctronic system under certain conditions. I subscrioe to this idea,
and w ill propose am echanisn for exactly that via the M esoscopic M echanics
formulated in this article. Tt needs to be an phasized that the m echanism
described by theM eM isutterly di erent than the e ective eld theory m en—
tioned above. This \new " m echanisn of interaction does not by any m eans
\sw itch o " the Landau states, whenever these are pem itted to form I a
m aterial, but rather it is an additional and separate e ect that needs to be
considered. T he de ning feature of the e ect is that it gives rise to inhom o—
geneous distribution ofthe m agnetic eld throughout the sam ple. T he exact
form ofthise ect willbe postulated and explained in Section 2.



A swe will see, the dynam ic varable of the M esoscopic M echanics intro—
duced below is a transform . Before anything else, I would lke to pont out
that this by itself is nothing very unusual for ssveral reasons. F irst, it seem s
unavoidabl in this kind of work to have som e sort of an ob ct that would
acoount for globale ects resulting from local Interactions, eg. som e sort of
an order param eter, and the transform postulated by the M eM fi1l 1Is this
exact roke. A Iso worth m entioning here is the classical idea that the response
of a m acroscopic param eter to the external eld could be viewed via the
linear response m odel. This has been tried In the context of the Q uantum
HallE ectsviatheweltknown K ubo form ula, which gives a treatm ent ofthe
Hall current based on the A nsatz that it w ill respond linearly to the extemal

eld. In that approach conductivity isam ultjp]jer| an ob gct not unlike the
operator which is the dynam ic variabl of the (quite nonlinear) M esoscopic
M echanics. Finally, as we know scattering phenom ena m ay be viewed as
transform s. Indeed, as the H am iltonian is perturbed and the originally dis-
tinguished basis of elgenstates is replaced by another, the whole processm ay
be encoded In the corresponding change-ofbasis transform , even if typically
such a transform would not be determ ined uniquely. A question stands, can
thisbe understood from a higher level, ie. isthere a m eta-theory that would
take the transform itself as the dynam ic variable and explain its particular
value as the criticalpoint ofam eta-H am iltonian appropriate fora given scat-
tering process? Naturally, this is a question about m athem atical structure
of the physical theory rather than a problm ofphysics, which is not to say
that  wouldn’t be of Interest from the purely physical standpoint. A nyhow,
such a possibility is not unthinkable in general, and is interesting to m ention
In the context of the M esoscopic M echanics.

F inally, I concede it m ay yet tum out that the phenom enon I congcture
In this article may in fact be in some way derived from the m any-Jody
Schrodinger picture. E ther way, the M eV is of interest.

2 Fomm ulation of the M esoscopic M echanics

The inspiration for the form ulation of M esoscopic M echanics com es from a
long work on the Nonlinear M axwell T heory synoptically described in Sec—
tion 5. A prom nent role jnRthat latter theory is played by the deceivingly
benign logarithm ic Integral Inf ofa real function f. Rem arkably, this ex—



pression hasthem eaning ofthe logarithm ofthe determ mnant ofthe operator
ofm uliplication by f. Indeed, using the integral seem sto be the only correct
way to renom alize an otherw ise divergent expression and m ake sense ofthe
determm inant of this operator. T his algebraic ob £ct is n tum related to the
entropy associated w ith an operator. Entropy has yet another description as
the logarithm of the corresponding partition function, say,
Z
log [D’]exp(%hK’;K’i) 1)

Strictly speaking, this isthe entropy associated w ith the operatorK K  rather
than K itself. Thisubiquitous in the Q uantum F ield T heory Integraloverthe
In nitedin ensional space is understood in any way suitabl and w ill cause
no essential technical di culties In the context of our discussion.

W enow tum attention to an idealized planarelectronic systam exposed to
the perpendicularm agnetic eld w ith m agnetic induction B . W e om it the ap—
propriate constants, but adopt the convention that B 2 ism easured in units of
energy. Suppose the electronic system is characterized by the singleparticle
Ham iltonian H whose exact nature is not soeci ed a priori. For exam ple,
H oould lnocorporate a periodic potential resulting in the Bloch states, or it
could be the Landau H am iltonian resulting in the Landau states, or it could
ncorporate in purity potentials possbly leading to localized states, etc.

To steer the discussion away from m athem atical technicalities, ket us as—
sum e that the Ham ittonian H has a discrete spectrum . Let j , i denote the
com plte set of states w ith the corresponding eigenvalues E ,, so that

HJni=Enjai: @)

Here, the Index n isnot a physical quantum num berbut a label ndexing the
eigenstates, w ith the convenient proviso that the corresponding energy E ,, is
a nondecreasing function ofn.

Now, we introduce the com pkte Ham iltonian whose argum ents are
operators denoted K . It isde ned as ollow s

K)=trace KHK )+ B2lgdet KK ) 3)

H ere det denotes the detem inant of the nondegenerate part, ie. the product
ofallnonzero eigenvalues accounting for theirm ultiplicities. In fact, w ithout
Joss of generality, as it tums out a posteriori, we m ay assum e that

K ::F! G



is an operator w ith null kemel, kerK = £f0g; whose domain F and target
space G = In K ) are nitedin ensional subspaces of span; , £J ,1 :allng.
D isregarding som e constants, the sscond term on the right-hand side is re—
garded asessentially identicalw ith the entropy (1) . It is htuiively appealing
to say that the st termm of the Ham iltonian  is regponsble for a single—
electron portion of the energy, whik the entropy tem acoounts for the en—
ergy of Interelectron interaction. The interaction is switched on wih an
application of the m agnetic induction. It m ay be facilitated by elds of a
predetermm Ined character whose actual nature does not a ect the theory in
any way. Yet one m ay try and consider som e m ore concrete scenarios, eg.
the elds’ in (1) could represent phonons, charge-w aves, or Soin-waves. A s
a m atter of fact, this last possbility would require a spin—formm ulation ofthe
theory which will be brie y addressed later. Finally, I do not exclide the
possibility that the Ham iltonian expresses an em ergent fundam ental law,
ie. that this is how elctron gas interacts w ith the ambient m agnetic eld
even in the absence of any additional structures, eg. even in the absence
of the containing crystal lattice if it were at all fasbl. Aswe will see, the
entropy interpretation of the second part of goes hand In hand w ih the
probabilistic Interpretation of K K postulated below . N aturally, the m odel
is m ore general than any single underlying physical system and there m ay
be other applications and Interpretations.
Let us consider extram a of the finctional (3) sub fct to the constraint

trace K K ) = const:

A direct caloulation show s that the critical points satisfy the Eulerl.agrange
equation In the form
KH+B’°K )'= K: @)

[T he reader w ho carries out the calculation w ill see that there is also another
equation, equivalent to this one via conjigation.] It follow s that
B 2
K K=——""—; )
H Ju< ’
w here the restriction j; « denotes the orthogonalpro fction to the subspace
soanned by the eigenfunctions of H corresponding to the eigenvalues strictly



Issthan . Therefore, any two solutions K di er by a unitary transfom a—
tion, say, U, and the general solution has the fom

K=U = ; ©)
( HJg< )
orm ore explicitly
X B o .
K=U T Eae Jaih o3 (7)
where
U:F! G; U'=U
is a uniary operator whose dom ain is
F=fH < g= spanfj i:E, < g: 8)

The space F is nterpreted asthe Fem isea at T = 0 and ram ains xed at
alltim es. O n the other hand, the target space G is a priori unspeci ed. It
has to be em phasized that
K ::F! G

is din ensionless.

Tt is perhaps worth pointing out that sstting B = 0 in the equation
(4) forces to beoom e an eigenvaluie and K a generalized eigenstate K =

, 1le. an orthogonal proction onto the space spanned by all eigenstates
corresoonding to the eigenvalue . It is rem arkable that since the solution
K in (6) depends algebraically on the H am iltonian H , allessential analytical
di culties are concealed in the treatm ent ofthe linear operatorH . Thisgives
us total freedom In the choice of the type of problem we want to consider,
eg. a boundary value problem , etc.

W ih the basic notions already in place, it is ckar that we have entered
the dom ain ofa new paradigm and there could be no Interpretation ofK and

w ithin the fram ework of a preexisting theory. T his venture is here seen as

necessary in order to understand som e em ergent phenom ena encountered in
planar electronic system s. To be sure, the Ham iltonian hasbeen concocted
w ith the fam iliar elem ents of Q uantum M echanics and the Quantum Field
T heory. It isonly the relation of the operator K to the physical system that



needs to be postulated. W ith this understood, Iw illnow put forward som e
ways of nterpreting the m odel. T he em erging new paradigm is in ham ony
w ith the principles of Q uantum M echanics, acospting and building upon its
Interpretation and postulates. However, the interpretation of M esosocopic
M echanics requires new postulates that are extrinsic to Q uantum M echanics.

First Postulate of the M eM : Suppose a magnetic eld wih m agnetic
induction B 6 0 is applied transversally to a two-dim ensional electron gas.
Then, ran (\ekctronic") satisticalstate W there is a corresponding (\m ag—
netic") state KW K ,where K isa criticalpoint ofthe Ham iltonian (3) given
in (6) and (7). It is postulated that an observabk A representing a m easure—
m ent of the m agnetic el or its e ects has the expectation

, tac=e@AKW K )
mi= : ©)
tace® W K )

O bsarve that since the new state KW K can be nom alized, eg. so as
to guarantee
trace® W K )= 1;

it is in fact independent ofthe value of B aslongasB & 0. Observe that only
the below Fem ipart of the Input state W a ects the output state K W K
W e obtaln an interesting exam pl by applying this transform to the
tem perature-T Fem istate
Z p_
S= fE;T) g EdE;

where .
fE;T)= 1=Exp

+ 1)
kT

istheFem idistribution w ith Fem ienergy ,and g denotesthe orthogonal
proection on the space spanned by all the eigenstates of the Ham iltonian

w ith eigenvalue E . T he corresponding m agnetic state (oefore nom alization)

willbe 0 1

Z
fE;T) P—
KSK =U @B? %E EJERA U ;

0



Consider In particularthe stateW = I3 < related to absolute zero tem per-
ature. In this case the m agnetic state is

X B?2
E ,

KK =10 Jnpih nJ U

En<
Suppose foramoment that U = I3} < . Heurstically, we say that the re
soective probability of nding a m agnetic ux quantum in residence on the
state j nih ,Jjisequalto
1 B?
trace® K ) E 4 )

Consider another exam ple In which U oconsists In sw tching two states, say,
Jj xiand j i1 and acts as identity on the space spanned by the rem aining
states, ie.

X
U = Jnih o+ Jxih o+ Jadh o3
nék;l
In this case
X B2 o . B? o B? . .
KK = Jnih nJt ———  Jih gt Jkih «J
nék;l E o, Ex 1

ie. we dbsaerve switching of the corresponding probabilities of nding the
m agnetic ux quanta In residence on states j ih jand j iih ;3. Thisun-
derscores the im portance of understanding how U m ay be allowed to evolve
in tim e and depend on param eters, w hich w illbe discussed in Sections 3 and
4. Tt seem s tem pting to think of

1 B?
trace®K K ) E ,

Jnih nJ

as a sort ofelem entary excitation as in, say, a G edanken experim ent in which
the n'th elctron evaporates above the Fem i level carrying away the corre-
soonding fraction of the ux. One needs to kegp In m ind the prcbabilistic
Interpretation as well as the fact that this type of evolution can only be
realized via the corresponding evolution of the transform U .

Let K Dbe a singular point of the Ham iltonian . It is interesting to
cbserve that the spectral characteristic of the m agnetic state form ed via the
transform

W ! KWK ; 10)



ismanly detem ined by the electrons under the Fem i surface. The m ag—
netic state ism ore than m erely a virtualconstruction. In fact, very particular
constraints are in posed on the possible outcom es ofm easurem ent ofthem ag—
netic eld, eg. an observabl which is null on the subspace G will retum
expected value zero In (9). Separately, one should kesp In m ind that the oc-
cupation ofthe electronic statesbelow the Fem ilevel rem ainsuna ected. In
particular, one should apply the electronic state in consideration of phenom —
ena that are Independent of the m agnetic eld, as for exam pl the screening
e ects.

Since the F irst P ostulate seem sto fully detem Ine how them agnetic prop—
erties of the system depend on its state, the Second Postulate which we will
now fom ulate is perhaps not so much necessary as it is Interesting. How—
ever, we note that so far the form ulation ofM esoscopic M echanics has been
com plktely space-independent, ie. fully contained within the fram ework of
operator algebra while the electronic states played only an auxiliary role.
Since the theory pertains to m esoscopic-scale phenom ena after all, it would
be Incom plte w ithout som e Indication of what is to be expected as regards
the planar distrbution of, say, the m agnetic ux. T he Second Postulate ful-

1Is this speci ¢ function. It pertains to ooherent states whose role in the
m any-particle sstting is Jess pronounced and perhaps not so well understood
as their sjrlg]e—partch;e applications. A nyhow , cbserve that to any electronic
ooherent state C = | ¢, J 1 we can assign a m agnetic ux ocoherent state
via

C ! KC: 1)

Agaln, both C and K C may require a soeci ¢ nom alization depending on
an application.

Second P ostulate of the M eM : Consider the coherent state

X

= Jndi
lled states

kesping in m ind that in fact it depends on the phases of eigenstates. Sup—
pose now that a magnetic eld with m agnetic induction B & 0 is applied
transversally to a two-din ensionalelkctron gas. It is postulated that the pla-
nar concentration of the m agnetic ux is characterized by the coherent ux
state

K 3

10



where K isa criticalpoint ofthe H am ilonian (3) given in (7). In particular,
a m easurem ent of the surface distribution of the m agnetic ux is expected to
e well approxim ated by

x! K JPk);

where is the totalm agnetic ux through the surface.
Suppose for exam ple that
X i’
K =B % jnih o3
g.< ( En)
o that here the operator U is diagonal in the basis of elgenstates. In such a
case an application of the transform K results in
X i’
K =B % j i 12)
lled states ( n)

Ifwe agree that in thism odel j j? represents a planar concentration of elec—
tron charge (Which would depend on the phases ofthe eigenstates !) then we
may view ! K asa chargeto— ux transform ofsorts. The Figure show s
tw o particular exam ples ofthem odulus fiinction K j° (in arbitrary scaling)
In a free 2D electron gas at zero tem perature. The e ective wavelengths of
the wave functions in a free electron gasm odel w ith periodic boundary con—
ditions depend on the size of the sam ple (torus). In consequence we cbserve
that In the correlated-phases m ode, ie. when all’ ’s are equal and all the
phases of the states j ,1i are also equal, there is exactly one vortex on the
whole torus. W e observe a characteristic splitting and defomm ation of this
vortex Into a bunch of stripes when the phase modes ’ , or the phases of
the states j .1 are distrbuted random ly. The fact not to be m issed is that
here the vortices are form ed in total absence of the Landau states. In a real
m aterial, the spectral properties and the average separation between the vor-
tices would depend explicitly and very heavily on the band structure below
the Femm i surface, the particular waveformm s of the corresponding electronic
states, aswellas the phase m odes, lncluding the ’ ,,’s. A 1so, unless the Fem i
surface does not prohibit closed orbits thus suppressing form ation of Landau
states, as it m ay be the case in a strictly two-din ensional crystal forexam ple,
one should consider the Landau H am iltonian.

Thus, the Ham iltonian (3) together w ith the transform s (10) and (11)
provide a fram ework for the description of a new type of interaction of the

11



m agnetic eld wih the Fem i sea which is believed to universally occur In
principally two-dim ensional system s. T he suggested interaction is indepen-
dent and ssparate from the phenom enon of form ation of Landau states. N at-
urally, the cbserved e ects of this phenom enon strongly depend on the band
structure of the actualm aterial and other param eters, like tem perature but
also the initial state Uy and tin e evolution ofthe unitary transform U, which
is discussed In Section 3. In particular, a possibiliy of there being an en—
ergy gap at the Femn i level is of consequence for the nature of the transform
K . Indeed, if there is no energy gap at all, then electrons occupying states
strictly below the Fem i level w ill contribute only very weekly to the ux—
density state. Inform ally speaking, the probability weightsB?=( E ,) cor-
resoponding to the states from strictly below the Fem ilevelw illbe negligibly
an all as com pared to the In nite weights 2alling on those states for which
E,’ . Ifon theotherhand, an energy gap 4 ssparatestheFem ilevel from
the occupied states, then the corresponding distribbution of weights w ill be
m ore unifom . T his sensitizes the theory to all the phenom ena and m aterial
properties dependent on the existence and size of the energy gap, eg. metal-
nsulator (Pelerls) transition, energy gap in sam iconductors, energy gap In
superconductors, etc. Naturally, the presence of an energy gap m akes the
theory m ore sensitive to the entire band structure of a given m aterial. It is
a form dabl yet worthwhile task to analyze the in plications of this theory
In m ore realistic band-structure m odels.

The em exging picture of M eV is that of a m eta-theory. T he phenom ena
it describes result from the band-structure but do not a ect it. Strictly
soeaking, it is only the sub-Fem i surface part of the band structure that
isuna ected as the fom ation of the m agnetic states should typically a ect
electrons w ith energies at the Fem i level. W e do not attem pt a detaikd
analysis of this latter problem here. A detailed analysis of this problam ,
eg. description ofthe behavior ofa free electron in the resulting nonunifom
m agnetic eld would shed som e light on how the phenom enon at hand m ay
a ect the Halle ect. The future m ay hold the solution of this fascinating
procblem .

12



3 T e evolution

T hepresence ofan analogy betw een tw o theordes isalways a nontrivialm atter
as it opens the possibility that the two theories m ay be Just di erent facets
of a yet unknown unifying higherJdevel construction. In this section we will
postulate that the already clear analogy between the M esosoopic M echanics
and the Schrodinger M echanics extends to tin e evolution as well. F irst,
Just asthematrix U In (6) can a prori depend on a param eter, it is also
free to depend on tine. In view of the Interpretation provided in the F irst
Postulate ofthe M eM , if the system were conservative, the evolution of the
state would be generated by the Ham iltonian. However, our m atrix U is

nie dim ensional and so cannot be obtained by exponentiating the n nite—
din ensional Ham iltonian H for one thing, and m oreover the system as a
whole is not characterized by H . Let us observe that when

U =Uyjexp (1 t=h); 13)

then the corresponding K asin (6) isa solution oftheM esoscopic Schrodinger
equation

ihke= KH B *K )*' (14)
Onem ay Interpret the solutions of this type as representing correlated evoli—
tion In a certain sense asexplained henceforth. Indeed, equation (14) adm its

other types of solutions, say, of the fom
X
K = an® Jnih a3 15)
En<
A llwe need to guarantee is that all the a, satisfy the ordinary di erential
equation
2
iha, = E ,a, —:
an

W riting a, = r,e’ *, pluggihg it nto the equation above and separating the
real and in aginary parts we obtain

B2
=0 and ', = E,+ —)=h;
L
which i plies
!
d ' 1E+]32 t+ / 16)
rn:rn- an n=— — n e I
;0 h rg;o ;0

13



In consequence, the resulting K as In (15) will typically not corresoond to

the critical points of the functional given n (3). However, In such a case

the a, ’'sw ill oscillate each w ith a di erent frequency, which wem ay Interpret

as an unoorrelated evolution of the corresponding com ponents (or electrons).

W hen alla,’s are In sync at all tim es, and oscillate w ith the frequency, say,
, then (16) show s that necessarily

and so we are again In the regine (7), and so K is a crdtical point of the
functional . This isa com plem entary phenom enon to that of phase correla—
tion, which hasbeen discussed in the previous section and illustrated in the
gures. In particular, the phasse-correlated regin e w ill rem ain such when the
evolution follow s the pattem prescribed in (14).
A s a digression, it is Interesting to note in the context of (13) that at
Jeast In the fiee electron m odel, when the system is in a state K SK  then
the expected value of the singleparticle H am ittonian is

Hi= traceHK SK )= @4);

where the (4 ) depends on the energy gap 4 at the Fem i level, although
it isnot equalto i, and ! Owhen4 ! 0. Thisisveri ed by a direct
calculation via the continuous approxin ation in the m om entum space.

Tt is also Interesting to observe that in principle theh in (14) could rep—
resent a H emn itian m atrix (ofthe sam e dim ension asK ). However, I do not
See any application for this Jatter fact at present.

4 Constraints, extensions and veri ability

A question arises as to whether there m ay be extemal physical constraints
on the unitary part U of the transform K . The F igure dem onstrates that
two solutions corresponding to the sam e singleparticlke Ham iltonian, yet a
di erent selection of the unitary component, say U 2 U (N ), will have sig—
ni cantly di erent physical properties. O ne would lke to know how such
di erent solutions can be realized in a physical system . Tt seem s natural
to expect that di erent statesm ay be prepared via a cyclic perturoation of
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the singleparticlke Ham itonian. W hat I have In m ind here is quite sim ilar
In spirit to the phenom enon of the Berry phase (cf. [1]) and what we have
leamed from it. In other words, one needs to consider a param eter space
Indexing the singleparticle Ham itonian. A s one waks along a loop in the
param eter space, the evolution equation (14) forces the corresponding states
K to trace a path in the totalspace ofa U NN )-principalbundle. In analogy
to the Berry phase theory, the (non-Abelian !) bundlk is endowed wih a
natural geom etry, ie. a principal connection and is curvature, which are
detem ined by the ne properties of the perturbation of the H am iltonian
and the resulting evolution of states. A carefliil look at the various holonom y
questions in this geom etry m ay bring answers as to the constraints on the
possble values of the non-A belian phase and its stability. D epending on the
answers, this point m ay have a variety of interesting im plications and ap-
plications in m aterials engineering. A study of feasible perturbations and a
construction of a suitable geom etric form alian to describe such non-A belian
phase phenom ena in the context ofM esoscopic M echanics w illbe attem pted
In the future, circum stances pem iting.

A s regards the problem of verifying the M eM experin entally several
routes could be taken, even now . A s we have pointed out already, the pic—
ture of the m agnetic vortex cbtained n the M eM depends explicitly on the
characteristic of the m aterial, which fact opens plkthora of natural questions
for experim ent as well as theory. T he m agnetic vortices arising in the M eM
have a very de nite soectral pro l, which could, at kast in principl, be
veri ed experin entally. M oreover, due to the particular form ofthe operator
K ,theM &M can be attuned to perturbation analysis, eg. via the Lippm an—
Schw inger type approach. Now , it seem s quite realistic to try and com pare
predictions oftheM eM w ith experin ent for carefully designed scattering and
other perturbation experim ents. T he predictions we have in m Ind pertain to
the spectral pro ke of the magnetic ux, but also its e ects, eg. on the
electrons at the Fem 1 level.

Finally, I would lke to brie y signal that the entire fram ework of the
M esosoopic M echanics adm its a natural generalization to the noncom m uta—
tive setting that would incorporate the electron spin into the picture. To
ket on the crux of the m atter, replacing the phase factors In formula (7)
by a collection of unitary, say, 2-by—=2 m atrices still yields a solution of the
Eulerlagrange equation (4). This leadsto som e inm ensely interesting ques—
tions. Separately, jist as the original form ulation oftheM eM presented here
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parallels the Schrodinger m echanics, the theory also adm its a relativistic for-
mulation in parallel to the K kin-G ordon type setting. Ik is inportant to
ask if there is also a D irac type relativistic form ulation. I have no com plte
answers to all these questions at present.

5 The role oftheNM T

There are a faw reasons to evoke here som e highlights of the (flly) Non—
linear M axwell Theory. First, as already explained the NM T leads to the
M esoscopic M echanics, and In a way the latter is deduced from the fomm er.
Secondly, it isworthw hike to realize that theM e ispart of a broader fram e-
work that has already been shown to provide a phenom enological m odel of
som e Jandm ark low -tem perature phenom ena:

m agnetic vortex lattice (cf. [7])
m agnetic oscillations (cf. [B])
charge stripes (cf. B))
superconductivity (cf. B])

Yet another reason is to announce that the NM T has been tied to the fun-
dam ental principles via the M esoscopic M echanics.
The Nonlinear M axwell Equations coupl the electric and the m agnetic
elds (resp. E and B') to a scalar realvalued eld variable £f. In a certain
sense £ is dual to the dynam ic variable K of the M esoscopic M echanics.
W hen we are allowed to assum e that the electric and m agnetic eld vectors

are not perpendicular
E B & 0; @)

theN onlnearM axwellE quations can be rew ritten In an especially interesting
form :

@B
—+r E=0 18)
et
r B=0 19)
QE
(E r B) E+ ( E)B= (E B)rInf (20)
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QE @

(E r B) B= (E B)@—tjnf 1)
@2
(@—t2 4)f+ (3BF JEHEf= £ ©2)

Note thatthetem (r E)B featured In the equation (20) has the m eaning
ofthe m agnetic ux m odulated by (\residing on") the electric charge. This
concept pervades the whole theory, ncluding the M esoscopic M echanics. Ik
is easily seen that In two spacial dim ensions the system can be reduced to a
single nonlinear scalar equation:

2

B
4 f (x;v)+ = f&;v); 23
x;y) F ery) x;y) 23)

which is the Eulerl.agrange equation for the critical points of the functional

Z Z
LE)== Tff+B? h() 24)

sub Fct to the constraint: 7
£2 = const: (25)

The functionall is neither bounded below nor above, so that one is Jooking
at the problm of existence of Ibcal extrem a. This functional was studied
via a custom designed asym ptotically stable discrete approach in [/]. The
functional (24) is the precursor of (3), where the function f is replaced w ith
an operator K . T he description of the m agnetic vortex lattice given in [/] is
a classical counterpart of what has been presented in Section 2.

T he sootting of one of the basic features of m agnetic oscillations w ithin
the fram ework of the NM T is a beautifiil and som ewhat m ysterious phe-
nom enon worthy a longer comment. As already mentioned in Section 1,
condensation of electrons at the Landau levels In conjunction w ith the Ferm i
surface crossing result in m agnetic oscillations, eg. the longiudinal resis—
tivity In the QHE experin ent undergoes quantum oscillations that are In a
certain way correlated w ith the plateaus ofH all resistance. To obtain a quan—
titative picture of the oscillations (in m etals) one needs to calculate the ther-
m odynam ic potential and cbserve its dependence on the energy kvels as the
m agnetic eld is sw itched on. This resuls in the socalled LifshitzK osevich
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fomula (cf. 4]) . Experin ent show s that the oscillating m acroscopic param e
ter invariably digplays a characteristic distorted-sinusoidal pattem . H ow ever,
this fact cannot be accounted forby the Landau-Fem ipicture itself, and nei-
therdoes it follow from the said form ula, but is Justi ed via the ferrom agnetic
feedback and so it requires the assum ption of ferrom agnetian . Q uite surpris—
ngly, the sam e pattem occurring In much the sam e context is intrinsically
present In the NonlnearM axwell Theory [B], which of course has nothing to
do w ith the ad hoc argum ent from ferrom agnetisn .

F inally, it needs to be em phasized that the M esoscopic M echanics is not
the result of canonical quantization of the Nonlinear M axwell T heory. I do
not consider the latter task in this articlke but I think a brief sketch ofwhat
would be nvolved is appropriate for the sake of com plkteness. The system
of equations (18)—(22) is obtained from gauge-theoretic equations:

dF, = 0 26)
(fFa)=0 @7)
2f+ Faft= f£: 28)

where A is the electrom agnetic vector potential, so that the corresponding
electrom agnetic eld isF, = dA . In particular, when the system is w ritten
in this form the assum ption (17) is no longer required. Tt is im portant to
realize that the equations (26)—(28) are not of the Eulerl.agrange type for
any Lagrangian (cf. B]). Thismay at a rst glance appear un-physical, and
S0 deserves a m ore detailed comm ent. An interesting idea one could try and
pursue is that the equationsm ay be com plted to an EulerLagrange system

by ocoupling them to an additional eld, but this is not a solution I would
like to put forward here. A m ore direct possbility is In that the equations
can be deform ed In a continuous (@diakatic) m anner so that the resulting
system will In fact correspond to the crtical points of a certain Lagrangian,
and addiionally the deform ed system w ill have the sam e two-din ensional
reduction (23). These obctives are all achieved by the follow Ing sinple
trick . U se an auxiliary function

&)= hx)’

for a constant ¢, and consider the fiinctional
z z

T E)FaT+ jf(t,x)ff
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sub Ect to the constraint 5 f?2 = const. A direct calculation show s that the
critical points of this fiinctional satisfy a system ofequations sim ilarto (26)—
(28) . In fact, Ipredict that thisnew system ofequations isindeed an adiakatic
deform ation ofthe originalequations, and is solutions display closely sin ilar
behavior to (26)—@28). The point is that the function f assum es values In a
bounded interval In physically interesting solutions of the NM and so, for
a suitable choice of the constants, £ will be well approxin ated by ' (£).
M oreover, a direct calculation show s that the deform ed system hasthe sam e
tw o-din ensional reduction (23). T hat the adiabatically deform ed system can
be quantized In a canonicalway is a fact of signi cance.
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F ig. Lum inance graphs of the m odulus fiinction K 3j? orK prescribed
In (12) wih correlated phases (top) and uncorrelated phases (oottom ).

Correlated phases

Random distribution of phases
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