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A bstract

The object ofthe present work is to study the quantum Halle�ect

through itssym m etriesand topologicalaspects.W econsiderthem odelof

an electron m oving in a two-dim ensionallatticein thepresenceofapplied

in-plain electric �eld and perpendicular m agnetic �eld. W e refer to this

asthetwo dim ensionalelectric-m agneticBloch problem (EM B).TheHall

conductivity quatizations beyond the linear response approxim ation is

analyzed.

1 Introduction

The quantization ofthe Hallconductance (�H ) in integer (IQ HE) and frac-

tionalvalues [1]is an astonishing and unexpected result. For the IQ HE,the

exactquantization ofthe Hallconductivity wasexplained based on a topologi-

calargum entbyThoulessetal.[2];�H in unitsofe2=h isatopologicalinvariant,

the so-called �rstChern num ber [3],which can only take integervaluesifthe

Ferm ilevellies in a gap between Landau levels. The precense ofa periodic

potentialbroadenseach Landau levelin a seriesofm inibands,separated by the

correspondingm inigaps.Contrary to theobvioussuggestion thateach subband

carriesa fraction ofe2=h,Thoulessetal.dem onstrated thatthecontribution to

�H ofeach �lled m iniband isalso an integerm ultipleofe2=h.Clearexperim en-

talevidencefortheinternalstructureofthe Hofstadterbuttery spectrum has

only been found very recently in them easurem entof�H forlateralsuperlattices

[4].The work ofThoulessetal.m akesuse ofthe K ubo linearresponsetheory.
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Itisofourinterestto considerthe structure ofthe Hallcurrentwhen a �nite

electric �eld (E )isapplied,in particularwe shallbe able to dem onstrate that

even in thiscasetheHallconductivityrem ainsan integerm ultipleofe2=h.From

thestudy ofelectron wavepacketpropagation in sim ilarphysicalconditions;it

hasbeen observed theexistenceoftransitionsfrom extended to localized states

when the electric �eld switchesfrom com m ensurate to incom m ensurate orien-

tationsrelative to the lattice [5]. O ne interesting feature ofourm odelis that

itcan be utilized in orderto exploretheconductivity behaviorasa function of

the electric�eld orientation [7].

2 B loch-Floquet W ave Functions

W econsidertheEM B problem given by the tim e dependentSchr�odingerequa-

tion

S j�;ki=

�
1

2m �

�
� 2

x + � 2

y

�
+ V � � 0

�

j�;ki= 0: (1)

Herem � isthee�ectiveelectron m ass,� � = p� + A �,p� = ({�h@=@t;� {�hr ),the

vectorand scalarpotentials,A � = (�;A ),are selected to yield: r � A = B k̂,

and E = � r � � @A =@t. For sim plicity we shallconsider a periodic square

lattice: V (x;y) = V0 [cos(2�x=a)+ cos(2�y=a)]:The energy and lengths are

m easured in unitsof�h!c = �heB =m �;and ‘0 =
p
�h=eB ,respectively,where !c

is the cyclotron frequency and ‘0 the m agnetic length,which is equivalent to

setting �h = e= m � = 1.

A sym m etry group ofS isgiven by the electric-m agnetic translation group

[6],which consists ofa com bination ofspace translations and tim e evolution

operationscom pensated by a gauge transform ation. In general,the two m ag-

netictranslationsand theelectric-evolution operatorsdo notcom m uteam ongst

them selves,unlessthree com m ensurate conditionsare im posed[7]: (1)The di-

rection ofthe electric �eld, given by the angle � with respect to the lattice

axis,is com m ensurate,i.e. � = arctanm 1=m 2 where m 1 and m 2 are relative

prim e num bers. Hence an extended lattice along the electric �eld preservesa

spatialperiodictity,theextended latticeparam eterisb= a
p
m 2

1
+ m 2

2
.(2)The

m agnetic ux through each unitcellofthe extended lattice perux quanta is

a rationalnum ber p=q = 1=� (3) Tim e in the evolution operatoris restricted

to m ultiple values of� = b=vD ,where vD = E =B is the drift velocity ofthe

electron.

The eigenstate base ofthisgroup isgiven by the Bloch-Floquetwave func-

tions(BF)[7]

’�;k (t;x) = e
{k� x� {Et

u�;k (t;x) (2)

u�;k (t;x) =
1

p
2�

e
� {x(� y=2+ kx )e

{E tx=2
X

�lm

i
�
b
�
m e

� {qbE lt
e
{�b(k1� y)(m + pl)

��;(3)

here �� � ��

�

x � k2 + 2�
m + pl

b

�

isthe harm onic oscillatorwave function and
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b�m is a coe�cientthat satis�esa �nite di�erence equation. For the particular

lim it in which E = 0 and the Landau inter-levelcouplings are neglected,the

equation coincideswith theHarperequations;resultsforthegeneralized Harper

equation arereported in reference[7].

Besidesthe�nitedi�erenceequation,a usefulalternativeform ofthegener-

alized Harper’sequation in the presence ofelectric �eld can be derived within

the presentform alism ,itreads

(E � {E � rk)j�;ki= H j�;ki; (4)

whereH isthe Harper’sorgeneralized Harper’sham iltonian [7].

3 H allconductivity

Using the abovedescribed states,the currentdensity operatortakesthe form

Ĵ =
X

�;� 0

Z
d2k0

(2�)2

Z
d2k

(2�)2
b
y
� (k

0)b� (k)


�
0
;k

0
j� j�;k

�
; (5)

whereby� (k)and b� (k)aretheusualFerm icreation and annihilation operators.

Atlow tem peratures,itcan be proved thatthe electriccurrentbecom es

J = h	j Ĵ j	i=
X

�� � F

Z
d2k

(2�)2
[r kE� (k)� E � rkA � (k)]; (6)

where A
�
(k) = (2�)2=(qa2)hu�;k (t;x)j{r k ju�;k (t;x)i. Altough it is clear

thatA
�
(k)can be identi�ed with the Berry connection,we notice thatthere

is not any adiabatic approxim ation involved,the connection A
�
(k) is eval-

uated using the states that exactly solve eq. (4). The �rst term on the

right hand side ofthe previous equation represents the usualgroup velocity

contribution. Additionally there is a novelcontribution arising from the gra-

dient of the Berry connection along the longitudinalelectric �eld direction.

Considering the diagonal m atrix elem ents obtained from eq. (4), it yields

E� (k) = � � (k)+ E � A� (k)� E ky with � � (k) = hu�;kjH ju�;ki. Substi-

tuting this results into eq. (6),and considering com pletly �lled subbands,it

can be readily dem onstrated thatthe currenttakesthe form

J =
�F

2�p
E eT �

1

2�p
E �

X

�� �F

Z
d2k

2�

 � (k); (7)

here eT is a unit vector transverse to E and the Berry curvature is given by


� (k)= r k � A � (k). Equation (7) showsthat the longitudinalm agnetore-

sistance exactly cancels,regardlessofthe value ofE . O n the otherhand,the

Hallconductance can be read from eq. (7) and written (restoring units) in a

com pactform as

�H =
e2

h

X

�� �F

�� ; �� =
1

p
(1� q��); (8)
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where�� isthe� subband contribution to the conductancegiven as

�� =
1

q

Z
d2k

2�
[
� (k)]3 =

1

q

I

C M B Z

dk

2�
� A� (k): (9)

HereCM BZ denotesthecontouroftheM BZ and theStoke’stheorem wasused

to write the second equality.

An expression sim ilar to eq. (7) was originally discussed by Thouless and

K ohm oto [2].However,theirwork isbased on theK ubo linearresponsetheory,

consequently only term slinearin E appearin thatcase.O urresultreducesto

thatofThoulessand K ohm oto ifwe drop the electric �eld,i.e. ifwe evaluate

the conductivity in eq. (9)using the zero ordersolution ofeq. (4). As faras

the gap condition is satis�ed the argum entsofThoulessand K ohm oto can be

repeated in orderto show thatthe expression in eq. (9)isrelated to the �rst

Chern num ber,and consequently �� is quantized. In the case ofinterm ediate

electric�elintensities,altough m odi�ed,theband structureispreserved [7]and

itisthen expected thatthequantization oftheband conductivitiesshould bein

principle observable.Howeverasthe electric �eld isincreased the high density

oflevelsm akesitpracticallyim possibletoresolvetheconductancecontributions

foreach m iniband,asfarasthe originalHofstadterm iniband isconcerned this

factcan beevaluated asa nonlinearcontribution to �� thatwilllead to a break

down ofitsquantization.Higherordercorrectionsto theHallconductivity can

be calculated by a perturbativeevaluation ofeq.(4).

W e observe thatthe term � {E � rk in eq. (4)can be considered asa per-

turbativepotential;hencea seriesexpansion in E can beworked out.TheHall

conductanceforthe �� band isexpanded as

�� = �
(0)

� + �
(1)

� E + �
(2)

� E
2 + :::; �� = �

(0)

� + �
(1)

� E + �
(2)

� E
2 + ::::

(10)

Table1showsthevaluesof�
(0)
� forvariousselectionsoftheinversem agnetic

ux �. It is veri�ed that �
(0)
� always yields an integer value;here � = (�;n)

labels the Landau level� and the n internalm iniband. For � = 1=3 we �nd:

�
(0)

�;1 = 1,�
(0)

�;2 = � 2,and �
(0)

�;3 = 1,regardlessof�. The num bersq and p are

relativelyprim e,sotherem ustbeintegernum bersu and vsuch thatup+ vq= 1.

W e can identify v � �
(0)
� ,hence (1� q�

(0)
� )=p is also a integer,but according

to eq. (8)this num beristhe Hallconductance ofthe subband �;thus�
(0)
� is

quantized in unitsofe2=h.Ifthe coupling between Landau levelsissm all,the

sum rules
P

n
�
(0)
�;n = 0;and

P

n
�
(0)
�;n = 1 aresatis�ed guaranteing thattheHall

conductivity ofa com pletely �lled Landau leveltakesthe valuee2=h.

AstheFerm ienergysweepsthrough aLandau level,thepartialcontributions

ofthesubband (although integerm ultiplesofe2=h)do notfollow a m onotonous

behavior. Ifthe Ferm ienergy lies in the n-m inigap,the accum ulated conduc-

tance �� is de�ned as ��;n =
P j= n

j= 1
��;j:The n-m inigap conductance satis�es

the Diophantine equation n = �q+ p��;n,(j�j� p=2)in agreem entwith the

resultsobtained by Thoulessetal.[2].
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Table 1: Zero and second order coe�cients �
(0)
� , and ~�

(2)
� (� = (�;n)) for

� = 1=3,1=5 and 1=7.

� = 1=3,q= 1,p = 3 � = 1=5,q= 1,p = 5 � = 1=7,q= 1,p = 7

n �
(0)
� ~�

(2)
� n �

(0)
� ~�

(2)
� n �

(0)
� ~�

(2)
�

3 1 0:416 5 1 � 0:018 7 1 0:0239

6 1 0:2760

4 1 � 4:152 5 1 � 110:2766

2 � 2 � 0:328 3 � 4 17:836 4 � 6 117:3056

2 1 � 13:660 3 1 � 7:3303

2 1 0:0011

1 1 � 0:087 1 1 � 0:006 1 1 0:0003

W enow turn ourattention tothehigherordercorrection totheHallconduc-

tance. Restoring units,the second ordercontribution to the Hallconductance

hasthe form �
(2)

H
= e

3

�hV 2

0
B
~�
(2)
� where

~�(2)� =
X

�6= �

I

C M B Z

dk �

�

�
(0)

� � �
(0)

�

�

h1 (k)

�

"
h�(0)j@H

@kx
j�(0)ih�(0)j@H

@ki
j�(0)i

[E� � E�]
4

+ (x $ i)

#

: (11)

here the function h (k) can be selected as the gauge potentialofa unit ux

tube in k� space: h (k) = 1

2�
(k1;� k2)=(k

2
1 + k22). In Table 1 we quote som e

ofthe valuesobtained for ~�
(2)
� . Itisobserved thatasthe internalstructure of

a band increases,the correctionsto the conductance ofthe internalm inibands

increases abruptly. It can be easily proved that the sum rule
P

n
�
(2)
�;n = 0

applies. Consequently,even ifeach m iniband presents E 2 corrections to the

Hallconductance,thecontributionsfrom acom pletely �lled Landau levelcancel

exactly,and theHallresistancequantization rem ainsvalid to orderO (E 3).The

nonlinearcorrection to �H arethen expected to bedom inantforeach m iniband

and asTable1 suggeststhesebecom elargerasthedenom inatorin � increases.

4 Sum m ary

W e addressthe calculation ofthe Hallconductancebeyond the linearresponse

approxim ation.A closed expression fortheHallconductance,valid to allorders

in E is obtained. As far as the band structure is preserved the conductivity

foreach m iniband takesinteger values. Howeverfor intense electric �elds the

high density oflevelsm akesitpractically im possibleto resolvetheconductance

contributionsforeach m iniband,asfaraseach m iniband isconcerned thiscan

beinterpretated asnonlinearcorrectionsto �H .Theleading ordercontribution
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isquantized in unitsofe2=h.The �rstordercorrection exactly vanishes,while

the second ordercorrection showsa �
(2)

H
/ e3=V 2

0 B dependence. �
(2)

H
cancels

for a com pletely �lled Landau band. Hence the nonlinear correction to the

conductanceisexpected to beoforderO (E 2)fora �lled m iniband,whereasfor

a com pleteLandau levelthe correction isexpected to be oforderO (E 3).
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