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In theircom m enton thepaper(Phys.Rev.B 65,153403 (2002);cond-m at/0110154),Alexandrov

and Bratkovsky (cond-m at/0207173)arguethatthey correctly took intoaccountthechem icalpoten-

tialoscillations in theiranalyticaltheory ofcom bination frequenciesin m ultiband low-dim ensional

m etalsby expanding the free energy in powersofthe chem icalpotentialoscillations. In thisreply,

we show that this claim contradicts their originalpaper (Phys. Rev. B 63,033105 (2001)). W e

dem onstrate that the condition given for the expansion is m athem atically incorrect. The correct

condition allowsto understand the lim itsofvalidity ofthe analyticaltheory.

It is well-known that,due to the quantization ofthe electronic energy spectrum ofm etals into discrete Landau

levelsin thepresenceofa m agnetic� eld,thechem icalpotentialisexpected to oscillatewith them agnetic� eld when

thenum berofelectronsiskeptconstant.In two-dim ensional(2D)m ultiband m etals,ithasbeen predicted initially in

the fram ework ofnum ericalstudies1;2 thatsuch chem icalpotentialoscillationsareresponsible forthe appearanceof

additionaloscillationsofthe m agnetization whose frequenciesare com binationsofthe independentband frequencies

f�.Thenum berofelectronsis� xed experim entally,independently ofthedim ensionality oftheenergy spectrum .For

thisreason,com bination frequenciesarein principlepossibleaswellin 3D m etalsasin 2D m ultiband m etals.However,

chem icalpotentialoscillationse� ectsarenotobserved in m ultiband 3D m etals.So,the m echanism ofappearanceof

com bination frequencieshasto clearly pointoutthe di� erence between low-dim ensionalm etalsand 3D m etals.

Alexandrov and Bratkovsky are the � rst authors to propose an analyticalderivation for these com bination fre-

quencies3. However,they did notm ention clearly the di� erence between low-dim ensionalm etals and 3D m etals in

the fram ework oftheir theory. M ore precisely,an im portant point noticed for one-band 2D m etals was m issing in

theirderivation3:theanalyticaltreatm entofthechem icalpotentialoscillationse� ectsleadsto a system ofnonlinear

equations4;5. In 3D m etals,the resolution ofthese equationsistrivialbecause the oscillating part ~� ofthe chem ical

potentialisofthe orderof~!c
p
~!c="F (where!c isthe cyclotron pulsation and "F the Ferm ienergy).Asa result,

the m agnetization oscillations are not sensitive to the chem icalpotentialoscillationse� ects: the expression for the

m agnetization is(with high accuracy)thesam efora � xed chem icalpotential� asfora � xed num berofelectronsN .

In 2D m etals~� � ~!c,thatleadsto theobservabledi� erencebetween low-dim ensionalm etalsand 3D m etals.This

facthasnotbeen noticed in thearticle3 and hasm otivated the analyticalwork6 and itsprincipalstatem entthatthe

chem icalpotentialoscillationsappearingin theargum entsoftheFouriercom ponents(ofthegrand canonicalpotential

orofthe m agnetization oscillations)werenottaken into accountby Alexandrov and Bratkovsky.

In theircom m ent7,these authorshave addressed principally two criticism sto the paper6. First,(i)the chem ical

potentialoscillationswerecorrectly taken into accountin theirpreviouswork3 :they arguethatthey m adein factan

expansion (asin the com m ented paper6),butdid notjudgeto m ention explicitly thistechnicalpoint7.Secondly,(ii)

the analyticalform ula forthe com bination frequenciesam plitude they derived isaccurate even atzero tem perature

in a clean two-band 2D m etal.W e willshow in thisreply thatthe argum ent(i)isin contradiction with the original

paper3 and isthusnotreceivable.Thepoint(ii)isfarfrom being correct.

The m ain pointofthe Ref.3 isto expressthe oscillating part ~F ofthe freeenergy as
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where � is the totaldensity ofstatesofa two-dim ensionalm ultiband m etal,and ~
 (�)isthe oscillating partofthe

grand canonicalpotential,which isan explicitfunction ofthechem icalpotential�.Ata constantnum berofelectrons

N ,the chem icalpotential� oscillateswith the m agnetic � eld and can be written asthe sum ofa constantpart�0
(independentofthe m agnetic� eld)and an oscillating part ~� given by
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As stressed in the Ref.6,this equation (2)isa self-consistentnonlinearequation to solve in orderto determ ine the

dependence ofthe chem icalpotential� on the m agnetic� eld H .

The grand canonicalpotential~
 (�)dependson the chem icalpotential� through the expression

~
 (�)=
X

�

1X

r= 1

(� 1)lA r
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2�r
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�

(3)

where

2�
��

~!c�
= 2�

�� ��

~!c�
=
f�

H

are the argum entsentering in the Fouriercom ponents. Here !c� isthe cyclotron pulsation with the e� ective m ass

m �,� � isthe � band-edge,and

A
r

� =
m �!c�

2�3
R T (r)R D (r)

isthe am plitude forthe harm onicr in the band � with

R T (r)=
�r

sinh�r
; R D (r)= exp

�

� 2�r
�0

~!c�

�

;

T the tem perature,�r = 2�2rkB T=~!c�,and �0 the relaxation rate at H = 0. Since for a constant num ber of

electrons the chem icalpotentialoscillates with the m agnetic � eld,so does the quantity f�. For this reason,the

explicit expression (3) can not be seen as a Fourier series (f� is not a frequency,which by de� nition has to be

independentofthe m agnetic� eld).

This di� culty can be overcom ed by expanding the free energy ~F (�) (expression (1)) in powersofthe oscillating

part ~� ofthe chem icalpotential.By developing separately the � rstterm and the lastterm ofthe right-hand side of

the equation (1),westraightforwardly obtain keeping term sup to the orderof�~�2

~
 (�)� ~
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Thereforethe free energy becom es

~F = ~
 (�0)+
1
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O bviously afterequations(4)and (5),Fourierharm onicswith com bination harm onicsareproduced by both term sof

theright-hand sideoftheexpression (1),thecontribution ofthe� rstterm being reduced to onehalfdueto a partial

cancellation with the second term .

Alexandrov and Bratkovsky argue7 thatthefreeenergy ~F isexpanded in powersof~� � �0 in theiroriginalwork
3;

in fact,the authorsasserted justaftergiving the expression (1)(theirEq. (12))in the Ref.3 : \Itis the lastterm ,

which yields com bination Fourier harm onics with the com bination frequencies f = rf� � r0f� 0".Thus,thissentence

directly contradictsthefactthatthefreeenergy hasbeen expanded in thepaper3:thechem icalpotentialoscillations

wereexplicitly nottaken into accountin the trigonom etricargum ents.

It is worth noting that a sim ilar claim has been addressed independently by K ishigiand Hasegawa8,who wrote

concerning the authorsofRef.3:\their resultfor the free energy [...] isform ally correctbutthey did nottake account

ofthe m agnetic-� eld dependence ofthe f�,which cannotbe neglected in two-dim ensionalsystem s. As a resulttheir

analysis ofthe de Haas-van Alphen oscillation for the � xed N system (canonicalensem ble) is insu� cientand their

conclusionson Fourier-transform intensitiesare incorrect".

The sim ilitude ofthe form ulae obtained in Ref.6 and Ref.3 hasa sim ple explanation. W e note by com paring the

expressions(1)and (6)thatthe squared term changessign afterthe expansion.Itim pliesthatifweignoreby hand
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the oscillationsofthe chem icalpotentialin the quantity f�,the am plitude obtained forthe com bination harm onics

isfortuitously the sam e(a sign apart)afterand beforethe developm ent.

The second point(ii)ofdiscordance isin factrelated to the validity ofthe analyticalexpansion of ~F (orof~
 ,or

ofthem agnetization oscillations ~M )in powersoftheoscillating part ~� ofthechem icalpotential�.Thecondition of

validity forit,j~�j� �0 (which isful� lled in thewholeregim eofm agneticquantum oscillations)given in7,isactually

m athem atically incorrect.The correctcondition forperform ing the developm ents(4-6)isrevealed when considering

theexplicitform (3)for ~
 (�).Thebasicpointisthattheoscillating part ~� entersin the argum entsoftrigonom etric

functionsforwhich the approxim ation

cos(x0 + ~x)� cos(x0)

is valid under the condition j~xj� 1 (and notj~xj� x0,take e.g. �=2 � x0). The expansion (6)is therefore valid

provided that

2�r

�
�
�
�

~�

~!c�

�
�
�
�� 1 (7)

forallsigni� cantharm onicsr.O bviously,thislattercondition (7)ism uch m orerestrictivethan the condition given

by theauthorsoftheRef.7 and dependson thedegreeroftheharm onic(itisstrongerforhigherharm onics).Itholds

sim ultaneously fortheexpansion ofallquantitieswhich arefunctionsof�=!c� through trigonom etricargum entssuch

as ~
 ,the m agnetization oscillations ~M oreven ~� itself(see equation (2)).

Ithasalready been noticed in Ref.6 that ~� isnaturally reduced by the presence ofm ultiple bandsindependently

ofthe tem perature orthe im purity reduction factors.However,atvery low tem peraturesand in clean 2D two-band

m etals(them ostunfavorablecase),m any harm onicsraresigni� cant,and thecondition (7)isnotful� lled forallterm s

because in thiscase j~�jisofthe orderofa few tenthsof~!c�. Then,higherpowersof~� have to be considered and

theanalyticaltreatm entofthechem icalpotentialoscillationse� ectsisnotobvious.In thisregim eofso-called strong

chem icalpotentialoscillationsthevalidity oftheanalysisoftheoscillationsin term sofFourierseriesisquestioned at

sm allbut� nite tem peratures(thisisnota property established a priori;the use ofthe Fourieranalysishasthusto

be justi� ed).

Theim portanceofhigherpowersof~� hasbeen dem onstrated analytically and num erically in thecaseofone-band

2D m etals4;5. In these papers4;5 the fullnonlinearequation (2)isconsidered and solved atzero tem perature. Asa

result,the drops ofthe m agnetization oscillations occur at integer values ofthe ratio �0=~!c,while they occur at

half-integervalueswhen neglecting ~� in the trigonom etric argum ents. Furtherm ore,harm onic am plitudesare found

to di� erstrongly in the two situations,especially forhigh harm onics5.

In thetwo-band 2D m etals,thecom bination frequenciesappearin the� rstorderexpansion in powersof~�.Alexan-

drov and Bratkovsky argue7 with thehelp ofan analyticaland a num ericalestim atesthathigherpowersof~� can be

neglected to describethe m agnetization oscillationswith a relatively good accuracy even atzero tem peratureand in

clean sam ples. In theiranalyticalestim ate,they only keep the � rstharm onic in the self-consistentequation (2)for

the chem icalpotentialoscillations,which is valid in fact at zero tem perature only at a sm allDingle factor R D (1).

In this regim e,the oscillations of ~� are sm alland particularly sm ooth: for this reason the linear approxim ation is

naturally expected to bequitegood sincethecondition (7)isthen ful� lled.O n thecontrary,in theirnum ericalstudy

they consideralltheharm onicsin Eq.(2),which isrelevantin theregim eofstrong oscillationsof~�.W ecan however

castsom e doubts on their result shown in the Fig. 1 ofRef.7: surprisingly,at sm allDingle factors (i.e. when the

expansion ispossible),theaccuracy ofthelinearapproxim ation isincreasingwhen theDinglefactorR D (1)decreases;

thisiscom pletely oppositeto thatcan be expected.

In conclusion,wehavedem onstrated thatthe chem icalpotentialoscillationswerenotcorrectly taken into account

in theRef.3.Carefulnum ericalstudiesarestillneeded to analyzetheregim eofstrong chem icalpotentialoscillations

wherethe expansion ofthe quantitiesin powersof~� isnotconvergent.

Ithank V.P.M ineev forhisadvicesand carefulreading ofthe m anuscript.

1 A.S.Alexandrov and A.M .Bratkovsky,Phys.Rev.Lett.76,1308 (1996).
2
M .Nakano,J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.68,1801 (1999).

3
A.S.Alexandrov and A.M .Bratkovsky,Phys.Rev.B 63,033105 (2001).

3



4
T.Cham pel,Phys.Rev.B 64,054407 (2001).

5 P.G rigoriev,Zh.�Eksp.Teor.Fiz.119,1257 (2001)[Sov.Phys.JETP 92,1090 (2001)].
6
T.Cham pel,Phys.Rev.B 65,153403 (2002).

7
A.S.Alexandrov and A.M .Bratkovsky,cond-m at/0207173 (2002).

8 K .K ishigiand Y.Hasegawa,Phys.Rev.B 65,205405 (2002).

4

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0207173

