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Abstract

Using inform ation theoretic quantitieslike theW ehrlentropy and Fisher’sinform ation m easure

we study the therm odynam ics ofthe problem leading to Landau’s diam agnetism ,nam ely,a free

spinlesselectron in a uniform m agnetic �eld.Itisshown thatsuch a problem can be\translated"

intothatofthetherm alharm onicoscillator.W ediscoveranew Fisher-uncertainty relation,derived

via the Cram er-Rao inequality,thatinvolvesphasespace localization and energy uctuations.

PACS num bers:03.65.Sq,75.20.-g,05.70.-a,03.67.-a
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IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thelastyearshavewitnessed agreatdealofactivity revolving around physicalapplications

ofFisher’s inform ation m easure (FIM ) I (as a rather sm allsam ple,see for instance,[1,

2,3,4,5]). Frieden and So�er[1]have shown thatFisher’sinform ation m easure provides

onewith a powerfulvariationalprinciple,theextrem ephysicalinform ation one,thatyields

m ost ofthe canonicalLagrangians oftheoreticalphysics [1,2]. Additionally,I has been

shown to provide an interesting characterization ofthe \arrow oftim e",alternative to the

oneassociated with Boltzm ann’sentropy [6,7].

For our present purposes,the point to em phasize is that equilibrium therm odynam ics

can beentirely based upon Fisher’sm easure(via a kind of\Fisher-M axEnt"),thatexhibits

de�nite advantages over conventionaltext-book treatm ents [8]. Evaluating I for a given

system istantam ountto possessing com pletetherm odynam icinform ation aboutit[8].

Unravellingthem ultipleFIM facetsand theirlinkstophysicsshould beofgeneralinterest

to a vast audience. Our subject here is the therm odynam ics ofLandau’s diam agnetism .

W e show,using FIM that,at tem perature T,the pertinent physics reduces to that ofa

therm alharm onicoscillatorwhosefrequency isthecyclotron oneofthem agneticproblem .

In doing so,a new Fisher-uncertainty relation involving phasespacelocalization and energy

uctuationsisdiscovered.

W ehrlentropy and H usim idistribution

Quantum -m echanicalphase-space distributionsexpressed in term softhe celebrated co-

herentstatesjzioftheharm onicoscillator,havebeen proved tobeusefulindi�erentcontexts

[9,10,11].Particularreferenceistobem adetotheillum inatingwork ofAndersen and Hal-

liwell[12],who discuss,am ong otherthings,theconceptsofHusim idistributionsand W ehrl

entropy. Coherent statesare eigenstates ofa generalannihilation operatora,appropriate

forthe problem athand,i.e.,ajzi= zjzi [9,10,11]. In the specialcase ofthe harm onic

oscillator,forinstance,onehas

H o = �h! [aya+ 1=2] = i(2�h!m )� 1=2p+ (m !=2�h)1=2x

z = (m !=2�h)1=2x + i(2�h!m )� 1=2p: (1)

Coherentstatesare often em ployed togetherwith the conceptofW ehrlentropy W [12,
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13,14],a specialinstance ofShannon’slogarithm icinform ation m easurethatconstitutesa

powerfultoolin statisticalphysics.W isde�ned as

W = �

Z
dxdp

2��h
�(x;p)ln�(x;p); (2)

where �(x;p)= hzj�jziisthe \sem i-classical" phase-space distribution function associated

to the density m atrix � ofthe system [9,10,11]. The distribution �(x;p)isnorm alized in

thefashion
R
(dxdp=2��h)�(x;p)= 1;and isoften referred toastheHusim idistribution [15].

Thedistribution �(x;p)isa W ignerfunction sm eared overan �h sized region ofphasespace

[12].Thesm earing renders�(x;p)a positivefunction,even istheW ignerdistribution does

not have such a character. The sem i-classicalHusim iprobability distribution refers to a

specialtypeofprobability:thatforsim ultaneousbutapproxim atelocation ofposition and

m om entum in phasespace[12].

The usualtreatm entofequilibrium in statisticalm echanicsm akesuse ofthe celebrated

Gibbs’canonicaldistribution,whoseassociated,\therm al" density m atrix isgiven by

� = Z� 1e� �H ,with Z = Tr(e� �H )thepartition function,� = 1=kT theinversetem perature

(T),and k theBoltzm ann constant.OurpresentHusim ifunctionswillbeconstructed with

such a �. In orderto conveniently write down an expression forW one considers,forthe

pertinentHam iltonian H ,itseigenstatesjniand eigen-energiesE n,becauseonecan always

write[12]

�(x;p)= hzj�jzi=
1

Z

X

n

e
� �E njhzjnij

2
: (3)

A usefulrouteto W startsthen with (3)and continueswith (2).

Electron w ithout spin in a uniform m agnetic �eld

Considerthekineticm om entum

�!� = �!p +
e

c

�!
A ; (4)

ofa particle ofcharge e,m ass m r,and linear m om entum �!p,subject to the action ofa

vector potential
�!
A . These are the essentialingredients ofthe well-known Landau m odel

for diam agnetism : a spinless electron in a m agnetic �eld ofintensity H (we follow the

presentation ofFeldm an etal.[16]).TheHam iltonian is[16]

H =
�!� ��!�

2m r

; (5)
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and the m agnetic �eld is
�!
H =

�!
r �

�!
A . The vector potentialis chosen in the sym m etric

gaugeas
�!
A = (�H y=2;H x=2;0),which correspondsto a uniform m agnetic �eld along the

z�direction.Onealso needsthestep operators[16]

�� = px � ipy �
i�h

2l2
(x� iy): (6)

M otion along thez�axisisfree[16].Forthetransversem otion,theHam iltonian specializes

to [16]

H t=
�+ ��

2m r

+
1

2
�h
: (7)

Two im portant quantities characterize the problem ,nam ely,
 = eH =m rc,the cyclotron

frequency and the length l= (�hc=eH )1=2 [17]. The pertinenteigenstatesjN ;m iare deter-

m ined by two quantum num bers:N (associated to theenergy)and m (tothez� projection

oftheangularm om entum ).Asa consequence,they aresim ultaneously eigenstatesofboth

H t and theangularm om entum operatorLz [16],so that

H tjN ;m i=

�

N +
1

2

�

�h
jN ;m i= E N jN ;m i (8)

and

LzjN ;m i= m �hjN ;m i: (9)

Notice that the eigenvalues of Lz are not bounded by below (m takes the values

�1 ;:::;�1;0;1;:::;N )[16].Thisagreeswith thefactthattheenergies(N + 1=2)�h
 are

in�nitely degenerate[17].M oreover,Lz isnotan independentconstantofthem otion [17].

W efaceabi-dim ensionalphase-spaceproblem .Thecorresponding fourphase-spacevari-

ablescan conveniently becalled x,y,px,and py,since�z isaconstantofthem otion [17]and

the m otion along the z�axisisthatofa free particle. The pertinentcoherentstatesj�;�i

arede�ned asthesim ultaneouseigenstatesofthetwo com m uting non-Herm itian operators

which annihilatetheground state[16]

�� jN = 0;m = 0i = 0

X + jN = 0;m = 0i = 0; (10)

with [16]

X � = x�
�y

m r

� i

�

y+
�x

m r


�

; (11)
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thatare called orbit-centercoordinate operatorsthatstep only the angularm om entum m

and nottheenergy [16].W ehavethen

�� j�;�i =
�h�

il2
j�;�i (12)

X + j�;�i = �j�;�i; (13)

where the above de�ned quantity l represents the classicalradius of the ground-state’s

Landau orbit.Evaluating now h�;�j�+ �� j�;�iweim m ediately �nd them odulussquared of

eigenvalue� asgiven by [16]

j�j
2 =

l4

�h
2

8
<

:

 

px �
�hy

2l2

! 2

+

 

py +
�hx

2l2

! 2
9
=

;
: (14)

Theterm swithin thebrackets(divided by 2m r)yield theclassicalenergy Em ag ofan electron

in a uniform m agnetic�eld.Asnoted in [16],them odulusofboth � and � hasdim ensions

oflength.

Afterexpandingthestatesj�;�iin thecom pletesetofenergyeigenfunctionsjN ;m igiven

above,and conveniently using Eqs.(3.4)and (3.6)of[16],weim m ediately obtain

jhN ;m j�;�ij
2 =

j�j2N j�j2(N � m )

(2l2)N N !(2l2)N � m (N � m )!
e
� (j�j2+ j�j2)=2l2

: (15)

Ourcoherentstatesj�;�isatisfy theclosurerelation [16]

Z
d2�d2�

4�2l4
j�;�ih�;�j= 1; (16)

asexpected.

H U SIM I D IST R IB U T IO N

W e begin atthispointour presentendeavor,i.e.,introducing therm odynam icsinto the

m odelofthepreceding Section,by calculating theappropriateHusim idistribution (3)that

ourm odelrequires.Such distribution adoptstheappearance

�(x;px;y;py)=
1

Z

1X

N = 0

NX

m = � 1

e
� �E N jhN ;m j�;�ij

2
: (17)

Using (15)onecan rewritetheaboveexpression in thefashion

�(x;px;y;py)=
e� ��h
=2

Z
e
� (j�j2+ j�j2)=2l2

1X

N = 0

j�j2N j�j2N e� ��h
N

(2l2)2N N !

NX

m = � 1

 
2l2

j�j2

! m
1

(N � m )!
;

(18)
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and passto theevaluation ofthesum

NX

m = � 1

 
2l2

j�j2

! m
1

(N � m )!
=

 
j�j2

2l2

! � N

e
j�j2=2l2

: (19)

Thislastresultisnow replaced into (18)so asto arriveat

�(x;px;y;py)=
e� ��h
=2

Z
e
� j�j2=2l2

1X

N = 0

"
j�j2

2l2
e
� ��h


#N
1

N !
; (20)

which im m ediately leads to the desired Husim iresult we were looking for (our �rst new

result),nam ely,

�(x;px;y;py)=
e� ��h
=2

Z
e
� (1� e� ��h
 )j�j2=2l2

: (21)

Feldm an etal. have given the pertinent partition function Z thatwe need here,fora

particlein acylindricalgeom etry (length L and radiusR),oriented alongthem agnetic�eld.

One hasZperpZparall,where Zparall isthe usualpartition function forone-dim ensionalfree

m otion Zparall= (L=�h)(2�m rkT)
1=2 [16].Z hastheform [16]

Z = V
(2�m rkT)

1=2

h

m r


4��h

1

sinh(��h
=2)
: (22)

Using itwecan easily recast�(x;px;y;py)as

�(x;px;y;py)=
4�2�h

2

V m r
(2�m rkT)
1=2

(1� e
� ��h
 )e� (1� e

� ��h
 )j�j2=2l2
: (23)

This last expression is not yet norm alized (the pertinent norm alization integral equals

2��h=(L
p
2�m rkT),with L the length ofthe sam ple). This can be rem edied by scaling

theaboveHusim idistribution.W eproceed in two steps.Firstwede�ne

’(x;px;y;py)=
V m r
(2�m rkT)

1=2

4�2�h
2

�(x;px;y;py) (24)

and write

’(x;px;y;py)= (1� e
� ��h
 )e� (1� e

� ��h
 )j�j2=2l2
: (25)

Although thisisnotyetnorm alized,itisdim ensionless.Now thecorresponding norm aliza-

tion integralyieldsAm r
=(2��h).Finally,thenorm alized distribution is,ofcourse,

�(x;px;y;py)=
2��h

Am r


�

1� e
� ��h


�

e
� (1� e� ��h
 )j�j2=2l2

: (26)

Obviously,wewritenow theW ehrlentropyinterm softhedistributionfunction�(x;px;y;py)

and get

W = �

Z
d2�d2�

4�2l4
�(x;px;y;py)ln�(x;px;y;py); (27)
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so that,afterreplacing (26)into W we�nd

W = 1� ln(1� e
� ��h
 )� ln

 
2�l2

A

!

; (28)

wherewehaveused thefollowing resultgiven in [16]

Z
d2�d2�

4�2l4
e
� (1� e� ��h
 )j�j2=2l2 =

A�


2��h

1

1� e� ��h

: (29)

W dependson thesam ple’sdim ensionsviathethird term in (28).Thee�ectofthem agnetic

�eld is reected via 
. The im portant pointisthe following: the present W ehrlm easure

is,save for the above m entioned (constant) third term ,identicalto that ofan harm onic

oscillator offrequency 
 at the tem perature T [18]. This constitutes our second original

(present)contribution.Itisto bepointed outthatthisresultcon�rm san hypothesism ade

10 yearsago in [12],whose authorsconjectured thatthe form (28)found forthe harm onic

oscillatorcould beofa rathergeneralcharacter.

FISH ER ’S IN FO R M AT IO N M EA SU R E

R.A.Fisheradvanced,already in thetwenties,a quiteinteresting inform ation m easure(for

a detailed study see [1,2]). Considera � � z \scenario" in which we dealwith a system

speci�ed by a physicalparam eter�,whilez isa stochasticvariable(z 2 <M )and f�(z)the

probability density forz(thatdependsalsoon �).Onem akesam easurem entofzand hasto

bestinfer� from thism easurem ent,calling theresulting estim ate~� = ~�(z).Thequestion is

how well� can bedeterm ined.Estim ation theory [2]statesthatthebestpossibleestim ator

~�(z),after a very large num ber ofz-sam ples is exam ined,su�ers a m ean-square error "2

from � that obeys a relationship involving Fisher’s I,nam ely,I"2 = 1,where the Fisher

inform ation m easureI isoftheform

I(�)=

Z

dzf�(z)

(
@lnf�(z)

@�

) 2

: (30)

This \best" estim ator is the so-called e�cientestim ator. Any other estim ator exhibits a

larger m ean-square error. The only caveat to the above result is that allestim ators be

unbiased,i.e.,satisfy h~�(z)i = �. Fisher’s inform ation m easure has a lower bound: no

m atterwhatparam eterofthe system one choosesto m easure,I hasto be largerorequal
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than theinverseofthem ean-squareerrorassociated with theconcom itantexperim ent.This

result,

I"
2
� 1; (31)

isreferred to astheCram er{Rao bound [2].Theuncertainty principlecan beregarded asa

specialinstanceof(31)[2].Oneoften speaksof\generalized" uncertainty relations.

A particular I-case is ofgreat im portance: that oftranslation fam ilies [2,3],i.e.,dis-

tribution functions (DF) whose form does not change under �-displacem ents. These DF

are shift-invariant(�a la M ach,no absolute origin for�),and forthem Fisher’sinform ation

m easureadoptsthesom ewhatsim plerappearance[2]

I =

Z

dzf(z)

(
@lnf(z)

@z

) 2

: (32)

Fisher’sm easure isadditive [2].Here we dealwith theissue ofestim ating localization in a

therm alscenariothatrevolvesaround afourdim ensionalphase-space,i.e.,z� (z1;z2;z3;z4)

isa 4-dim ensionalvector.Such an estim ation task leads,asshown in [8],to thetherm ody-

nam icsoftheproblem .OurFisherm easureacquirestheappearance[18],

I =

4X

i

Ii=

4X

i

Z

dzif(z1;z2;z3;z4)

(
@lnf(zi)

@zi

) 2

: (33)

P R ESEN T A P P LIC AT IO N

Sinceln� = ln(2��h=Am r
)+ ln(1� e� ��h
 )� (1� e� ��h
 )j�j2=2l2,theaboveresult(14)

allowsfortheim m ediate�nding

@ln�

@x
=
1� e� ��h


2�h

 

py +
�hx

2l2

!

; (34)

@ln�

@y
=
1� e� ��h


2�h

 

px �
�hy

2l2

!

; (35)

@ln�

@px
=
l2(1� e� ��h
 )

�h
2

 

px �
�hy

2l2

!

; (36)

and

@ln�

@py
=
l2(1� e� ��h
 )

�h
2

 

py +
�hx

2l2

!

: (37)

W ith theaboveexpressionswecan now recast(14)in thefashion

j�j
2 =

2l4

(1� e� ��h
 )2
A ; (38)
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where

A =

 
@ln�

@x

! 2

+

 
@ln�

@y

! 2

+
�h
2

4l4

2

4

 
@ln�

@px

! 2

+

 
@ln�

@py

! 2
3

5 : (39)

W earenow in a position to writedown theFisherm easureby following theprescription

(33) [18,19]and then write

I =

Z
d2�d2�

4�2l4
�(x;px;y;py)l

2
A ; (40)

which,aftera littlealgebra,turnsoutto be

I =
(1� e� ��h
 )2

2l2

Z
d2�d2�

4�2l4
j�j

2
�(x;px;y;py): (41)

The integration isperform ed by appropriately using the pertinentderivativesof(29). W e

�nally obtain

I = 1� e
� ��h


: (42)

A glanceat[18]tellsusthattheaboveisjusttheFisherm easurefortheharm onicoscillator,

which constitutesourthird originalresult.W ecan �nallycom paretheinform ation (42)with

theW ehrlm easure(28),concluding that

W = 1� lnI� ln

 
2�l2

A

!

; (43)

i.e.,they arecom plem entary inform ationalquantities[18].Asa m atteroffact,weestablish

hereoneofthefew existing directShannon-Fisherlinks.

For didactic reasons it is now convenient to focus attention on the quantity j�j2 =

2m r(l
4=�h

2
)Em ag,the \naturalvariable" ofour scenario,go back to Eq. (41),and notice

thattheintegralisjusthj�j2i,i.e.,proportionalto thesem i-classicalm ean m agneticenergy

hEm agi(see the com m entthatfollowsEq. (14)).In otherwords,estim ating localization in

phase space isforthe present problem equivalent to evaluating the average energy ofour

electron.Itispertinentto ask now aboutj�j-uctuations.A quick calculation yields

hj�ji
2 =

�l2

2I
; (44)

and

(�hj�ji) 2 = hj�j
2
i� hj�ji

2 =
4� �

2

l2

I
: (45)

9



Outphasespace localization problem becom esintim ately linked to theseuctuations.The

ensuing (�hj�ji) 2I-product,i.e.,the j�j-Cram er-Rao bound (31)(generalized uncertainty

principle[2])is

(�hj�ji) 2
I =

4� �

2
l
2 =

4� �

2

c

eH
�h; (46)

and we observe:i)asan equalsign isobtained,the estim ation isoptim alin the sense that

thelowerbound oftheinequality (31)isalwaysobtained [2],ii)theassociated uncertainty

isindependentofthetem perature,and iii)asweincrease localization-quality (I increases),

the size ofj�j-uctuations,reasonably enough,decreases. A control-param eter,nam ely,

the m agnetic �eld intensity H ,isavailable.The largerthe intensity,the betterthe overall

quality.Natureim posestheultim atecontrol,however,asgiven by �h.

Thedi�erence between (4� �)=2 and 1=2 (oftheorderof0.36)isdueto thesem i-classical

characterofourtreatm ent.

W elook now fora Cram er-Rao inequality thatdirectly involvestheenergy Em ag.Things

willdrastically change because to getthe energy from j�j2 one m ustdivide by l4,which in

turn willreversetheH �role.W eim m ediately �nd

hEm agi=
�h


I
; (47)

and

hE
2

m agi= 2
�h
2

2

I2
; (48)

so thatfortheenergy-uctuation � 2Em ag = hE2m agi� hEm agi
2 one�nds

�E m ag I = �h
= �h
eH

m rc
; (49)

which,once again,isindependentofT. The e�ectofH isclearly di�erentnow,asantici-

pated.Itisa sim ple m atterto verify that(49)also givesa localization-energy uctuations

Cram er-Rao uncertainty forthe harm onic oscillator. The sm allerthe energy uctuations,

thebetterthelocalization estim ation via I.

C O N C LU SIO N S

A sem i-classicalinform ation theory undertaking wastackled here: i)trying to estim ate

phase-space location via Fisherinform ation and ii)evaluating the sem i-classicalW ehrlen-

10



tropy,forthecelebrated Landau’sdiam agnetism problem .Evaluating theFisherm easureI

appropriatefortheproblem yieldsitstherm odynam ics[8].Asa sum m ary:

� Using the coherentstatesdiscussed in Ref. [16]we have explicitly given the form of

the Husim idistribution function for a spinless electron in a uniform m agnetic �eld

(Cf.Eq.(21)).

� W e have discovered that the W ehrlentropy for Landau’s diam agnetism is,save for

a constantterm thatdependson the size ofthe sam ple,thatofa therm alharm onic

oscillatorwhosefrequency isthecyclotron one.

� For the corresponding Fisher m easure the above sim ilitude becom es identity. The

therm o-statisticsofthetwo problem sisthusthesam eatthesem i-classicallevel.

� W econ�rm ed a conjecturem adein [12],in thesensethattheform (28)could beofa

rathergeneralcharacter.

� An uncertainty relation linking phase space localization with energy uctuationshas

been discovered (Cf.Eq.(49)).
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