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In their com m ent on the paper Phys. Rev. B 65,153403 (2002);'cond-m at/0110154), A lexandrov

[ e it e

tial oscillations in their analytical theory of com bination frequencies in m ultiband low -din ensional
m etals by expanding the free energy in powers of the chem ical potential oscillations. In this reply,
we show that this clain contradicts their original paper @hys. Rev. B 63, 033105 (2001)). W e
dem onstrate that the condition given for the expansion is m athem atically incorrect. The correct
condition allow s to understand the lim its of validity of the analytical theory.

Tt is welkknown that, due to the quantization of the electronic energy spectrum ofm etals Into discrete Landau
J¥vels in the presence ofa m agnetic eld, the chem ical potential is expected to oscillate w ith the m agnetic eld when
the num ber of electrons is kept congfant. In two-din ensional (2D ) m ultband m etals, it has been predicted nitially in
the fram ew ork of num erical studied® that such chem icalpotential oscillations are responsible for the appearance of
additional oscillations of the m agnetization whose frequencies are com binations of the independent band frequencies
f . Thenumberofelectronsis xed experim entally, independently ofthe din ensionality of the energy spectrum . For
this reason, com bination frequenciesare in principle possblaswellin 3D m etalsasin 2D m ultband m etals. H owever,
chem icalpotential oscillations e ects are not observed In m ultband 3D m etals. So, the m echanism of appearance of
com bination frequencies has to clearly point out the di erence between low -din ensionalm etals and 3D m etals.

A lexapdrov and Bratkovsky are the rst authors to propose an analytical derivation for these combination fre-
quencies? . However, they did not m ention clearly the di erence between low -din ensionalm etals and 3D m etals in
the fram ew ork of their theory. M ore precisely, an in portant point noticed for oneband 2D m etals wasm issing in
their der:iyarjon'g : the analytical treatm ent of the chem icalpotential oscillationse ects lradsto a system ofnonlinear
equatjons‘.""rt_’ . In 3D m etals, thg resolution of these equations is trivial because the oscillating part ~ of the chem ical
potential is ofthe orderof ~! . ~!.="pr Where ! isthe cyclotron pulsation and "¢ the Fem ienergy).Asa resul,
the m agnetization oscillations are not sensitive to the chem ical potential oscillations e ects: the expression for the
m agnetization is (w ith high accuracy) the same fora xed chem icalpotential asfora xed number ofelectronsN .

In 2D metals~ ~!., that leads to the observable di erence between low -din ensionalm etalsand 3D metals. This
fact has not been noticed in the article and hasm otivated the analyticalwork® and its principal statem ent that the
chem icalpotentialoscillations appearing in the argum ents ofthe Fourier com ponents (ofthe grand canonicalpotential
or of the m agnetizatjon oscillations) were not taken into account by A lexandrov and B ratkqvsky.

In their comm ent*, these authors have addressed principally two criticism s to the paper? . First, (i) the chem ical
potential oscillations w ere correctly taken into acoount in their previous work? : they argue that they nade in fact an
expansion (as in the com m ented paperf), but did not jidge to m ention explicitly this technical point?. Secondly, (ii)
the analytical form ula for the com bination frequencies am plitude they derived is accurate even at zero tem perature
In a clpan twoband 2D metal W e will show in this reply that the argum ent (i) is In contradiction w ith the origihal
paperé and is thus not reoejylab]e. The point (i) is far from being correct.

Them ain point ofthe Refi is to express the oscillating part F* of the free energy as
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where is the totaldensiy of states of a two-din ensionalm ultband metal, and ~ ( ) is the oscillating part of the
grand canonicalpotential, which is an explicit fuinction ofthe chem icalpotential . At a constant num ber ofelectrons
N , the chem icalpotential oscillates w th the m agnetic eld and can be written as the sum of a constant part o
(independent ofthe m agnetic eld) and an oscillating part ~ given by
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A's stressed In the Ref¥, this equation (2) is a selfconsistent nonlinear equation to solve fn order to detem ine the
dependence of the chem icalpotential on them agnetic eld H .
T he grand canonical potential ™ ( ) depends on the chem icalpotential through the expression
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are the argum ents entering in the Fourder com ponents. Here ! . is the cyclotron pulsation w ih the e ective m ass
m , isthe band-edge, and
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is the am plitude for the hamm onic r in the band w ih
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T the tamperature, , = 2 °Ykg T=~!. , and o the relaxation rate at H = 0. Sihce Hr a constant number of
electrons the chem ical potential oscillates w ith the m agnetic eld, so does the quantity £ . For this reason, the
explicit expression (3) can not be seen as a Fourder series (f is not a frequency, which by de nition has to be
Independent of the m agnetic eld).

Thisdi culty can be overcom ed by expanding the free energy F' () (expression (1)) in powers of the oscillating
part ~ of the chem icalpotential. By developing separately the 1rst term and the last tem of the right-hand side of
the equation (1), we straightrw ardly obtain keeping tem s up to the order of ~?
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T herefore the free energy becom es
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O bviously after equations (4) and (5), Fourder hamm onics w ith com bination ham onics are produced by both term s of
the right-hand side of the expression (1), the contribution ofthe st tem being reduced to one halfdue to a partial
cancellation w ith the second tem . . "

A lexandrov and B ratkovsky argue? that the free energy F is expanded in pow ers of ~ o0 their originalw ork¥;
in fact, the authors asserted jist after giving the expression (1) (their Eq. (12)) in the Reff : \It is the Jast tem ,
which yields com bination Fourier hamm onics with the com bination frequencies £ & rf P£ o". Thus, this sentence
directly contradicts the fact that the free energy hasbeen expanded in the pape_t:fz the chem icalpotential oscillations
were explicitly not taken into account in the trigonom etric argum ents. '

It is worth noting that a sip ilar clain has been addressed independently by K ishigi and H asegaw ab, who wrote
conceming the authors of R eft :A\their resul for the free energy [...] is form ally correct but they did not take account
of the m agnetic— eld dependence of the £, which cannot e neglected in two-dim ensional system s. As a resulk their
analysis of the de Haasvan A Iphen oscilhtion for the xed N system (canonical ensemblk) is insu clent and their
conclusions on Fouriertransform intensities are incorrect". ,

T he sin ilitude of the ©mm ulae cbtained in Reff and Ref.:f has a sin ple explanation. W e note by com paring the
expressions (1) and (6) that the squared term changes sign after the expansion. It in plies that if we ignore by hand



the oscillations of the chem ical potential in the quantiy £ , the am plitude obtained for the com bination ham onics
is fortuitously the sam e (a sign apart) after and before the developm ent.

T he second point (ii) of discordance is in fact related to the validity of the analytical expansion of F (orof ™, or
of the m agnetization oscillations M") in pow ers of the oscillating part ~ of the chem icalpotential . The gondition of
validity for i, 7j o hich is fi1l lled in the whole regin e ofm agnetic quantum oscillations) given i, is actually
m athem atically incorrect. T he correct condition for perform ing the developm ents (4-6) is revealed when considering
the explicit form (3) or ™ ( ). The basic point is that the oscillating part ~ enters in the argum ents of trigonom etric
functions for which the approxin ation
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is valid under the condition 7 1 @nd not ®j x¢, takeeg. =2 X0). The expansion (6) is therefore valid
provided that
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for all signi cant ham onjcs r. O bviously, this Jatter condition (7) ismuch m ore restrictive than the condition given
by the authors of the Ref? and depends on the degree r of the ham onic (it is stronger for higher ham onics) . it holds
sim ultaneously for the expansion of allquantities which are functionsof =!. through trigonom etric argum ents such
as ~, the m agnetization oscillationsM, or even ~ itself (see equation (2)).

It has already been noticed in Ref® that ~ is naturally reduced by the presence of m ultiple bands independently
of the tem perature or the I puriy reduction factors. However, at very low tem peratures and in clean 2D two-band
m etals (them ost unfavorable case), m any ham onics r are signi cant, and the condiion (7) isnot ful lled foralltem s
because In this case jis of the order ofa few tenths of~! . . Then, higher powers of ~ have to be considered and
the analytical treatm ent ofthe chem ical potential oscillations e ects is not ocbvious. In this regin e of so-called strong
chem icalpotential oscillations the validity ofthe analysis of the oscillations In term s of Fourdier serdes is questioned at
anallbut nite tem peratures (this is not a property established a priori; the use of the Fourder analysis has thus to
be justi ed).

T he in ppytance of higher pgyers of ~ hasbeen dem onstrated analytically and num erically In the case of oneband
2D metalf?. In these papers®® the filll nonlhear equation (2) is considered and solved at zero tem perature. As a
resul, the drops of the m agnetization oscillations occur at integer values of the ratio (=~!., whik they occur at
half-nteger values when neglecting ~ in the trigonom etric argum entg. Furthem ore, ham onic am plitudes are found
to di er strongly in the two situations, especially forhigh ham onic.

In the twoband 2D m etgls, the com bination frequencies appear in the rst order expansion in pow ersof ~. A lexan—
drov and B ratkovsky argue? w ith the help of an analyticaland a num ericalestin ates that higher powers of ~ can be
neglected to describe the m agnetization oscillations w ith a relatively good accuracy even at zero tem perature and in
clean sam ples. In their analytical estim ate, they only keep the rst ham onic in the selfconsistent equation () for
the chem ical potential oscillations, which is valid in fact at zero tem perature only at a smallD ingle factor Rp (1).
In this regin e, the oscillations of ~ are sn all and particularly sm ooth: for this reason the linear approxin ation is
naturally expected to be quite good since the condition (7) isthen fiil lled. O n the contrary, in their num erical study
they consider allthe ham onics in Eq. (2), which is relevant in,the regin e of strong oscillations of ~. W e can how ever
cast som e doubts on their result shown in the Fig. 1 of Ref?: surprisingly, at sm allD ngle factors (ie. when the
expansion ispossbl), the accuracy of the linear approxin ation is increasing when the D ingle factorRp (1) decreases;
this is com pletely opposite to that can be expected.

In conclysion, we have dem onstrated that the chem ical potential oscillations w ere not correctly taken into account
in the Reff. C arefiil num erical studies are stillneeded to analyze the regin e of strong chem icalpotential oscillations
w here the expansion of the quantities in powers of ~ is not convergent.

Ithank V P .M ineev for his advices and carefiill reading of the m anuscript.
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