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In the D irac theory for the m otion offree relativistic electrons,highly oscillatory com ponents

appear in the tim e evolution ofphysicalobservables such as position,velocity,and spin angular

m om entum . This e�ect is known as zitterbewegung. W e present a theoreticalanalysis ofrather

di�erentHam iltonianswith gapped and/orspin-splitenergy spectrum (including the Rashba,Lut-

tinger,and K ane Ham iltonians) that exhibit analogs ofzitterbewegung as a com m on feature. W e

�nd thatthe am plitude ofoscillationsofthe Heisenberg velocity operatorv(t)generally equalsthe

uncertainty for a sim ultaneous m easurem ent oftwo linearly independent com ponents ofv. It is

also shown thatm any featuresofzitterbewegung are shared by the sim ple and well-known Landau

Ham iltonian describing thedynam icsoftwo-dim ensional(2D )electron system sin thepresenceofa

m agnetic �eld perpendicular to the plane. Finally,we also discuss the oscillatory dynam ics of2D

electronsarising from the interplay ofRashba spin splitting and a perpendicularm agnetic �eld.

PACS num bers:73.21.-b,71.70.Ej,03.65.Pm

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N A N D O V ERV IEW

The Dirac equation1,2,3 was derived to obtain a rela-

tivisticgeneralization ofSchr�odinger’sapproach toquan-

tum physics that describes the dynam ics of single-

electron quantum states. W hile it served as an im por-

tantstepping stonetowardsa m orecom pletedescription

ofquantum -electrodynam ice�ects,Dirac theory hasoc-

casionally been regarded with som esuspicion.In partic-

ular,the e�ectofzitterbewegung4 showed thatsolutions

ofthe Dirac equation exhibit peculiarities that are in-

consistentwith classicalintuition in a m orefundam ental

way than nonrelativistic quantum physics. The zitter-

bewegung is an oscillatory dynam ics ofobservables in-

duced by the Dirac equation, with a frequency of the

orderof2m c2=�h,where m isthe electron m ass,c isthe

speed oflightand �h isthe Planck constant. The am pli-

tudeofoscillationsin a particle’sposition isoftheorder

ofthe Com pton wave length. Subsequently,zitterbewe-

gung attracted som einterestasa possibleway to under-

stand the intrinsic m agnetic m om ent ofthe electron.5,6

Later,on the leveloffundam entalphysics,the advent

ofquantum �eld theory obviated theneed to discussrel-

ativistic quantum theory in term s ofa �rst-quantized,

Schr�odinger-type theory. Present interest in the Dirac

equation rangesfrom hadronicphysics7 overlatticegauge

theory8 to recent e�orts9 to incorporate relativistic ef-

fectsinto quantum -chem istry calculations.

A Dirac-like dynam ics causing analogs ofzitterbewe-

gung was also predicted for electrons m oving in crys-

talline solids,10,11 in particular for narrow-gap sem i-

conductors,12 carbon nanotubes,13 graphene sheets,14

tunnel-coupled electron-holebilayers15 and superconduc-

tors.16 Allthesesystem sarecharacterized by having the

relevantelectron excitationsgrouped into twobandssep-

arated by anonzeroenergygap sothattheirenergyspec-

trum issim ilartothespectrum oftheDiracHam iltonian.

A recent study17 oftwo-dim ensional(2D) electron sys-

tem sin inversion-asym m etricsem iconductorheterostruc-

turesshowed the presenceofan oscillatory m otion anal-

ogousto zitterbewegung arising from spin splitting ofthe

energy levels. The spin splitting corresponds to an en-

ergy gap thatvanishesform om entum p ! 0. A sim ilar

situation occursforelectronic excitationsin the bulk of

an idealgraphenesheet.14

These �ndingsindicate the need to understand zitter-

bewegung-likee�ectson a m oregenerallevel.In Ref.18,

the authorspresented a generalform ula forthe Heisen-

berg position operator r(t) in system s that can be de-

scribed by e�ective 2� 2 Ham iltonians.19 In the present

work,we have investigated the oscillatory dynam ics of

Heisenberg observables such as position r(t), velocity

v(t)= dr=dt,orbitalangularm om entum L(t),and spin

S(t) in a variety ofqualitatively di�erent m odels that

describe the m otion of free (quasi-)particles. Besides

theDiracHam iltonian,wehavestudied threeHam iltoni-
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ansfrequently used in sem iconductorphysicsto describe

thedynam icsof(quasi-free)Bloch electronsin thevicin-

ity ofthe fundam entalgap,the Rashba,20 Luttinger,21

and K ane22 Ham iltonians.A num berofstriking features

em ergequitegenerally in allthesem odels,thusillustrat-

ing rem arkablesim ilaritiesbetween tim e evolutionsgen-

erated by ratherdi�erentHam iltonians.W esuggestthat

thesecom m on featurescan beused toextend theconcept

ofzitterbewegung to abroaderclassofquantum Ham ilto-

niansforfree (quasi-)particles. O uranalysisshowsthat

this generalized notion ofzitterbewegung is m anifested,

in addition to the oscillatory unitary tim e evolution of

observables,also by uncertainty relationscharacterizing

them easurem entofsuch observables.Thesetwo aspects

turn out to be closely related. In particular,they can

be described, for each of the m odels considered here,

by the sam e set of param eters. Also, we identify the

typicalscales (lengths,velocities,and frequencies) that

characterize zitterbewegung-like oscillatory m otion. W e

em phasizethatthisextended notion ofzitterbewegung is

entirely based on quantum m echanicalconcepts. In an

alternative,sem iclassicalapproach one would identify a

zitterbewegung relative to a suitable classicaldynam ics

as,e.g.,in Ref.23. In som e cases the conclusions will

be di�erent from those obtained within the presentap-

proach. The m ost generalaspects ofour study can be

sum m arized asfollows:

(i)An oscillatory m otion occursin the tim e evolution

offree(quasi-)particleswhen theenergy spectrum ofthe

corresponding Ham iltonian H ischaracterized by oneor

severalenergy gaps. Besides the Dirac m odel, an im -

portantexam pleareBloch electronsin solids,10,11 whose

quantum dynam icsaredescribed bye�ectivefree-particle

Ham iltoniansthatincorporate the e�ectofthe periodic

lattice potential.

(ii) In the case oftwo-band m odels (e.g.,the Dirac,

Rashba,and Luttinger m odels), zitterbewegung-like ef-

fects are generally characterized by an am plitude op-

erator F and a frequency operator !̂(p). These two

quantitiesenterthe expression forthe velocity operator

in the Heisenberg picture,which can be decom posed as

v(t)= �v(t)+ ~v(t),wherethe m ean partis

�v(t)=
@H

@p
� F (1a)

and the oscillating partis

~v(t)= F e� î!(p)t = eî!(p)tF : (1b)

Here,�h!̂(p) is related to the energy di�erence between

states having the sam e m om entum p,but belonging to

di�erent subspaces (i.e.,energy bands) ofthe Ham ilto-

nian. The operator F,which anticom m utes with !̂(p),

determ ines the m agnitude ofoscillationsin the velocity

com ponentsbutalso entersthe expression forthe m ean

part.W ecan integrateEq.(1)to gettheHeisenberg po-

sition operatorthatcan bedecom posed in thesam eway,

r(t)= �r(t)+ ~r(t),where

�r(t) = r+ �vt+ F
1

î!(p)
; (2a)

~r(t) = � F
e� î!(p)t

î!(p)
: (2b)

Sim ilarly,wegetthe tim e derivativeofv(t),

_v(t)= î!(p)F e� î!(p)t : (3)

The operators F and !̂(p) govern also the oscillations

in the Heisenberg tim e evolution ofthe orbitalangular

m om entum operatorL(t),andthespin operatorsS(t).In

system swith m ore than two bands (K ane and Landau-

Rashba m odels),m orethan onecharacteristicfrequency

and am plitude operatorcan appear.

(iii)Foreachm odeldescribinganoscillatorym ultiband

dynam icsoffreeparticles,thecom ponentsofthevelocity

operatorv(t) do not com m ute. This can be written as

an uncertainty relation thattakesthe form (apartfrom

a prefactoroforderone)

�v j�v k � ~v2 (j6= k); (4)

where ~v is the am plitude ofthe oscillatory m otion,see

Eq.(1b). The uncertainty relations (4) are an integral

partofouranalysis.24

(iv)Thevelocity operatorv(t)doesnotcom m utewith

theHam iltonian.Although wediscussthem otion offree

(quasi-)particles, the com ponents of v(t) are not con-

stants ofthe m otion,see Eq.(3). O n the other hand,

m om entum p is alwaysa constantofthe m otion. This

im pliesthatnone ofthe m odelsdiscussed here provides

a sim ple relation between m om entum p and velocity v.

(v) The counterintuitive properties of r(t) and v(t)

arise because r(t)m ixesdi�erentsubspacesH j thatare

associated with the di�erent bands in the energy spec-

trum ofH . Thus we can interpret zitterbewegung-like

phenom ena asan interference e�ect.In the caseoftwo-

band m odels,onecan replacer by thepart�r thatleaves

thesubspacesH � associated with the‘+ ’and ‘� ’bands

separately invariant,

�r= P+ rP+ + P� rP� ; (5)

whereP� areprojection operatorsonto thesesubspaces.

The resultcoincideswith the m ean part�r(t)ofr(t)in-

troduced in Eq.(2a),i.e.,zitterbewegung-like e�ectsare

rem oved by the projection (5). This result can be un-

derstood from a di�erent perspective by analyzing the

am plitude operatorF.W e get

FP+ = P� F and FP� = P+ F ; (6)

i.e., F m aps states associated with the ‘+ ’band onto

statesassociated with the ‘� ’band and vice versa. An

alternativede�nition of�r(t)isobtained by applying the

inverse unitary transform ation to r(t)thatm akesH di-

agonal.Thesam etechniquescan also beapplied to v(t)
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to obtain �v(t)given in Eq.(1a).Thecom ponentsof�v(t)

com m ute; hence they can be m easured sim ultaneously

[unlike Eq.(4)]. They also com m ute with the Ham ilto-

nian so thatthey areconstantsofthe m otion.

(vi)In every case considered,zitterbewegung-like phe-

nom ena arem anifested also by oscillationsoftheorbital

angularm om entum L(t)and spin S(t).Atthesam etim e,

the total angular m om entum J does not oscillate as a

function oftim e.Asexpected fora m odelofa freeparti-

cle,J isa constantofthe m otion,i.e.,itcom m uteswith

the Ham iltonian. From a di�erentperspective,thisim -

plies that the oscillations ofL(t) = r(t)� p and S(t)

m ustcanceleach other,which ispossible only ifthe os-

cillations ofr(t) and S(t) have a com m on origin. For

the Rashba Ham iltonian,the oscillatory m otion ofSz(t)

corresponds to the well-known and experim entally ob-

served25 spin precession in thee�ectivem agnetic�eld of

the Rashba term .

The following Sections II{V are devoted to a de-

tailed discussion ofzitterbewegung e�ectsarising in sys-

tem s whose tim e evolution is governed by the Dirac,3

Rashba,20 Luttinger,21 and K ane22 Ham iltonians. Re-

m arkable form alsim ilarities between the oscillatory be-

haviorofobservablesin these m odelsare established,as

outlined above. Next we show in Sec.VI that the fa-

m iliar Landau m odelof2D electrons subject to a per-

pendicular m agnetic �eld26 exhibits essentially all the

featuresattributed to the extended notion ofzitterbewe-

gung in previoussections. W e �nish ourcase studiesin

Sec.VIIby investigatingthequantum oscillatorydynam -

icsof2D electronsarising from the interplay ofRashba

spin splitting and a perpendicularm agnetic�eld.27 Con-

clusionsand a sum m ary ofopen questionsarepresented

in Sec.VIII.Foreasy reference,weprovidea num berof

relevantbasicform ulaein the Appendix.

II. D IR A C H A M ILT O N IA N

O urdiscussion ofzitterbewegung forthe Dirac Ham il-

tonian follows,forthem ostpart,Ref.3.W eincludethis

section with an overview ofthee�ect’ssalientfeaturesto

providea referencefram e and notation forourfollowing

discussion ofsolid-stateanalogies.

TheDiracHam iltonian H D describesa freerelativistic

electron orpositron.Itcan be written in the form

H D = c� � p + � m c
2

; (7)

where

� =

�
0 �
� 0

�

; � =

�
112� 2 0

0 � 112� 2

�

; (8)

and � is the vector ofPaulispin m atrices. (Here we

assum e m agnetic �eld B = 0.See Ref.28 forthe gener-

aliziation to �niteB .) Theenergy eigenvaluesofH D are

E � (p)= � �D ,where

�D =
p
m 2c4 + c2p2: (9)

Note that H 2
D = �2

D . In the Schr�odinger picture,the

velocity operatorreads

v =
i

�h
[H D ;r]=

@H D

@p
= c� ; (10)

so thatthecom ponentsofv havethetwo discreteeigen-

values� c.In theHeisenbergpicture,wegetEq.(1)with

F =
@H D

@p
�
c2 p

H D

; !̂(p)=
2H D

�h
: (11)

TheoperatorF m ediatesa coupling between stateswith

positive and negative energies;see below. The oscilla-

tory part ~v(t) ofv(t),given in Eq.(1b),describes the

zitterbewegung. The frequency ofthe zitterbewegung is

(atleast)oftheorderof!D � 2m c2=�h.Integrating v(t)

yields the position operator r(t) in the Heisenberg pic-

ture,seeEq.(2),which containsagain the quickly oscil-

lating term e� î!(p)t.The oscillatory tim e dependence is

sim ilarto the m otion ofa nonrelativistic particle in the

presenceofa m agnetic�eld [see Eq.(48)and discussion

in Sec.VI].An illum inating discussion ofzitterbewegung

based on a num ericalcalculation ofthetim eevolution of

wavepacketscan be found in Ref.29.

Itturnsout3 thatorbitalangularm om entum L = r� p

and spin S,which isde�ned as

S = �
i�h

4
� � � =

�h

2

�
� 0

0 �

�

; (12)

show the phenom enon ofzitterbewegung, too. For the

orbitalangularm om entum ,we have

L(t)= r(t)� p = L + F � p
1� e� î!(p)t

î!(p)
: (13a)

Thetim eevolutionofspinin theHeisenbergpicturereads

S(t)= S � F � p
1� e� î!(p)t

î!(p)
: (13b)

Thusitfollowsfrom Eqs.(13a)and (13b)thatthe total

angular m om entum J = L + S does not oscillate as a

function oftim e,

J(t)= J = L + S ; (13c)

which re
ectsthe factthat[J;H D ]= 0.

W e can estim ate the m agnitude ofzitterbewegung by

evaluating the squareof~v(t)(Ref.4).Thisyields

~v2(t)=
c2 (2�2

D + m 2c4)

�2
D

; (14)

i.e.,~v2 variesbetween 3c2 in thenonrelativisticlim itand

2c2 in therelativisticlim it.(Notethat,although ~v2 > c2,

no m easurable velocity exceeds c.) O n the other hand,

the com ponents ofthe velocity operatorv do not com -

m ute.Equations(10)and (12)im ply that

[vj;vk]=
4ic2

�h
"jklSl : (15a)
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Diagonalizing this equation yields the uncertainty rela-

tion forj6= k

�v j�v k � c
2 =

�
1

2
!D �D

�2
; (15b)

where �D = �h=(m c)isthe Com pton wave length. Thus

both the m agnitude and the uncertainty ofthe zitterbe-

wegung are given by c2 (Ref.24). W e can also estim ate

thespatialam plitudeofthezitterbewegung using thede-

com position r(t) = �r(t)+ ~r(t),see Eq.(2). W e get for

the oscillating part

~r2(t)=
�h
2
c2 (2�2

D + m 2c4)

4�4
D

; (16)

i.e.,in the nonrelativistic lim it,the am plitude ofzitter-

bewegung isapproxim ately �D ,and itisgiven by the de

Brogliewavelength �B = �h=p in the relativisticlim it.

It is well-known3 that zitterbewegung is caused by a

coupling between thestateswith positiveenergies(\par-

ticles",subspace H + )and negative energies(\antiparti-

cles",subspaceH � ).Thusonecan elim inatetheoscilla-

tionsofr(t)by projecting r on H � asin Eq.(5)and the

resultcoincides with Eq.(2a). The com ponents �rj of�r

do notcom m ute:

[�rj;�rk]= � i
�hc2

�2
D

"jkl�Sl ; (17a)

where

�S = S � F � p
�h

!̂(p)
(17b)

isthe spin operatoranalogousto Eq.(1a)thatdoesnot

m ix thesubspacesofpositiveand negativeenergy states.

Diagonalizing Eq.(17a) yields the uncertainty relation

forj6= k

��r j��r k �
�h
2
c2

4

p
m 2c4 + j"jkljc

2p2
l

�3
D

: (17c)

Thusweobtain in the nonrelativisticlim it(\v � c")

��r j ��r k
>
�

1

4
�
2

D : (17d)

In theopposite(ultrarelativistic)lim it(\v <� c")wehave

��r j��r k
>
�

1

4
�
2

B : (17e)

Thetim ederivative �v ofthem ean position operator�r

is the velocity operator one would expect based on the

correspondence principle and classicalrelativistic kine-

m atics. Its com ponents �vj, �vk com m ute, [�vj;�vk] = 0.

Furtherm ore,�v com m uteswith H D ,i.e.,itisa constant

ofthe m otion.

Equation (5) is m otivated by the requirem ent that

it leaves the subspaces H � separately invariant. How-

ever,thisrequirem entisnotsu�cientforauniquede�ni-

tion ofa relativistic position operator. The Dirac equa-

tion becom es diagonalin the Foldy-W outhuysen (FW )

representation.30 Ifwe require the m ean position opera-

tor to be diagonalin this representation,it can be ob-

tained in thestandard representation via an inverseFW

transform :3

�rN W (t)= r+ �vt�
�h�

2i�D

�

c� �
c3 (� � p)p

�D (�D + m c2)

�

�
c2 S � p

�D (�D + m c2)
: (18)

Thisoperatorisoften called theNewton-W ignerposition

operator.31 In contrast with the position operator �r in

Eq.(5),the com ponents of�rN W do com m ute. W e see

that�rN W (t)shareswith �r(t)from Eq.(5)thatthe tim e

derivative �v(t)isgiven by Eq.(1a),i.e.,itdoesnotshow

anyzitterbewegung becauseitisaconstantofthem otion.

G eneralrequirem ents for any position observable de-

scribing the localization ofa particle orwavepacketare

discussed in Ref.3. In this context,the operator �r in

Eq.(5)appearsinappropriatebecauseitscom ponentsdo

notcom m ute.The optim alchoice fora position observ-

able is the operator �rN W . However,generalargum ents

prohibit the possibility ofstrict spatiallocalization for

a one-particle state (see,e.g.,Refs.3,32,33). This im -

posesrestrictionson the utility ofany position operator

in relativisticsystem s.

III. R A SH B A (A N D PA U LI) H A M ILT O N IA N

An intriguing exam ple ofzitterbewegung-like dynam -

ics exhibited by a non-Dirac-like Ham iltonian has been

found17 in theRashba m odel.20 Thism odeldescribes2D

electrons in sem iconductor heterostructures with spin-

orbit coupling present,using the e�ective Ham iltonian

(weassum ehereB = 0,seeSec.VIIforthecaseB 6= 0)

H =
p2x + p2y

2m
+ H R : (19a)

Here

H R = �(� � p)� ez = �

�
0 py + ipx

py � ipx 0

�

(19b)

isthe Rashba term with Rashba coe�cient� (Ref. 20),

and ez denotes the unit vectorin the direction perpen-

dicularto the 2D plane. (Note thatH 2
R = �2p2,sim ilar
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to theDiracHam iltonian.) TheHam iltonian (19)isalso

equivalent to the PauliHam iltonian2 for a 2D system .

The energy eigenvaluesofH are

E � (p)=
p2

2m
� �p : (20)

The tim e-dependent position operator r(t) in the

Rashbam odelwasdiscussed previouslyin Ref.17.Evalu-

ated in closeanalogytotheDiraccase,itisagain possible

to decom poser(t)into a m ean part�r(t)and an oscillat-

ing part~r(t).Theresultisoftheform shown in Eq.(2),

whereF and !̂(p)arenow

F =
@H R

@p
�
�2p

H R

= �z
�2 ez � p

iH R

; !̂(p)=
2H R

�h
:

(21)

Explicit evaluation shows that r(t) oscillates with the

frequency !R = 2�p=�h,which isequalto the precession

frequency ofa spin m oving in thee�ectivem agnetic�eld

oftheRashbaterm [seeEq.(24b)below].Theoscillation

becom es arbitrarily slow for p ! 0. W e �nd for the

oscillating partofr(t)

~r2(t)= �
2

B =4 ; (22)

i.e.,the m agnitude ofthe oscillations is ofthe order of

the de Broglie wave length �B and independent ofthe

Rashba coe�cient�.Note that� B divergesin the lim it

p ! 0.

W e obtain the m ean part �r(t) by projecting on the

subspacesofH associated with the spin-split bands,as

in Eq.(5).W e�nd thesam e �r(t)by applying an inverse

FW transform ation,sim ilarto Eq.(18).Forthe Rashba

m odel,thelastterm in Eq.(2a)correspondsto a spatial

separation ofup and down spin contributionsin a wave

packetby � �B (independent ofthe Rashba coe�cient

�),which wasnoticed in previousnum ericalwork.34 The

generalvalidity ofEq.(2a)fortwo-band m odelsim plies

the existence ofsim ilardisplacem entsforthe Dirac and

Luttinger cases. See also Ref.18. The com ponents �x

and �y ofthe m ean position operator�r com m ute,sim ilar

to �rN W in Eq.(18).

The velocity operator and its derivative are given by

Eqs.(1)and (3),respectively,usingexpressions(21).The

oscillatory partofv satis�es

~v2(t)= �
2

; (23a)

i.e.,them agnitudeoftheoscillatory m otion ~v(t)isgiven

by the Rashba coe�cient �. O n the other hand, the

com ponentsofv do notcom m ute,and wehave

[vx(t);vy(t)]= 2i�2 �z e
� î!(p)t

; (23b)

which im plies

�v x �v y � �
2 = (1

2
!R �B )

2
; (23c)

analogous to Eqs.(15). In Eq.(23c) we replaced the

m atrix-valued RHS ofEq.(23b) by the eigenvalues of

this m atrix. Thus sim ilar to the Dirac case,both the

m agnitude ofthe oscillations in v(t) and the m inim um

uncertainty aregiven by the sam e param eter.The com -

ponents ofthe m ean partofthe velocity operatorcom -

m ute,[�vx(t);�vy(t)]= 0. They also com m ute with H R ,

i.e.,they areconstantsofthe m otion.

Thetim edependenceoforbitalangularm om entum Lz,

spin com ponentSz,and totalangularm om entum Jz =

Lz + Sz can be straightforwardly discussed.W e get

Lz(t) = Lz +
�h�z

2

�

1� e� î!(p)t
�

; (24a)

Sz(t) =
�h�z

2
e� î!(p)t ; (24b)

Jz(t) = Jz = Lz + Sz : (24c)

The form alstructure ofthese equationsis analogousto

the Dirac-case counterparts shown in Eqs.(13). Equa-

tion (24b) represents the well-known spin precession in

thee�ectivem agnetic�eld oftheRashbaterm ,which has

been observed experim entally.25 The totalangular m o-

m entum com ponentperpendicularto theplanedoesnot

depend on tim e,asexpected from [Jz;H ]= 0.O bviously

Eqs.(24)requirethatthespin precession iscaused bythe

e�ective in-plane m agnetic �eld ofa spin-orbitcoupling

term such asthe Rashba term . W e see here clearly the

di�erence between spin precession caused by spin-orbit

coupling and spin precession caused by theZeem an term

in thepresenceofan externalin-planem agnetic�eld.In

the lattercaseJz isnota constantofm otion.

IV . LU T T IN G ER H A M ILT O N IA N

The upperm ostvalence band �v8 ofcom m on sem icon-

ductors like G e and G aAs is well-characterized by the

LuttingerHam iltonian21

H = �

1 p

2

2m
+ H L : (25a)

W eassum eB = 0 and usethesphericalapproxim ation35

H L =
�


m

h

(p � S)
2
� 5

4
p
2
114� 4

i

; (25b)

where 
1 and �
 are the dim ensionlessLuttingerparam -

eters,and S is the vector of4 � 4 spin m atrices for a

system with spin s = 3=2. (Note H 2
L = �
2p4=m 2,sim -

ilarto the Dirac Ham iltonian.) The twofold-degenerate

energy eigenvaluesofH are

E � (p)= �
p2

2m
(
1 � 2�
) : (26)

The upper sign corresponds to the so-called light-hole

(LH)stateswith spin-z com ponentM = � 1=2,and the

lowersigncorrespondstotheheavy-hole(HH)stateswith

M = � 3=2. The m om entum -dependent energy gap be-

tween HH and LH statesis

�h!L = 2�
p2=m : (27)
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The position operator is ofthe form shown in Eq.(2)

with F and !̂(p)given by

F =
@H L

@p
�
2p H L

p2
; !̂(p)=

2H L

�h
: (28)

Thus r(t) oscillates with the frequency !L, which has

been noticed in previous num ericalwork.36 Sim ilar to

the Rashba Ham iltonian,theseoscillationsbecom earbi-

trarily slow for p ! 0. The squared am plitude ofthe

oscillationsofr(t)is~r2(t)= (3=2)�
2

B ,independentofthe

Luttingerparam eter�
.Itdivergesforp ! 0.

W e obtain the m ean position operator �r, de�ned in

Eq.(5),using projection operatorsthatprojectonto HH

and LH states.38 Theresultcoincideswith Eq.(2a).The

com ponentsof�r do notcom m ute,

[�rj;�rk]=

�
�h@H L=@pj

2H L

;
�h@H L=@pk

2H L

�

; (29)

im plying the uncertainty relation

��r j��r k �
3"jkl�h

2
pl

4p3
: (30)

This uncertainty is of the order of (or less than) the

de Broglie wave length. The uncertainty is the largest

forthosecom ponents�rj thatareperpendicularto p.

Using Eqs.(28),the velocity operatorcan be written

in theform shown in Eq.(1).Foritsoscillating part,we

�nd ~v2(t) = 6�
2(p=m )2. The com ponents ofv do not

com m ute,

[vj;vk]=

�
@H L

@pj
;
@H L

@pk

�

; (31a)

which correspondsto the uncertainty relation

�v x �v y �
�
2 p

m 2

q

3(4p2x + 4p2y + 3p2z) (31b)

and cyclic perm utations thereof,i.e.,the uncertainty is

approxim atelylim ited by3�
2 (p=m )2 = 3

4
(!L �B )

2.Thus

again,the m agnitude ofthe oscillationsofv(t)and the

m inim um uncertaintyarecharacterizedbythesam ecom -

bination ofparam eters. The velocity v(t) is not a con-

served quantity butsatis�esEq.(3).However,them ean

velocity operatorisagain given by Eq.(1a). Itscom po-

nentscom m uteand areconstantsofthe m otion.

Thetim edependenceoforbitalangularm om entum L,

spin S,and totalangular m om entum J = L + S turns

outto be given by Eqs.(13).Note thatthe tim e depen-

dence ofS(t) in the Luttinger m odelcorresponds to a

spin precession in the absence ofany externalor e�ec-

tive m agnetic �eld.37 Again,the totalangular m om en-

tum does not depend on tim e, which re
ects the fact

that[J;H ]= 0.

W erem ark thata sim ilaranalysisaspresented in this

Section also appliesto m odels thatneglectthe spin de-

greeoffreedom .An exam pleisthe3� 3Shockley Ham il-

tonian thatdescribesspinlessholesin theupperm ostva-

lenceband �v5 ofsem iconductorslikeSi.
39,40 Indeed,this

is consistent with the fact that zitterbewegung for the

Dirac case can be studied already in a m odelwith only

onespatialdim ension,wheretheDiracHam iltonian H D

becom es a 2 � 2 m atrix that re
ects the occurence of

both signs of the energy in the spectrum of H D ; but

this Ham iltonian does not describe the spin degree of

freedom .29 A spin with spin-orbitcoupling isnota nec-

essary condition forthe oscillatory behaviorofr(t)and

v(t)to occur.Them ostbasicingredientrequired forzit-

terbewegung-likee�ectsareseveralbandsseparated by a

(usually m om entum -dependent)gap.O ften thesplitting

ofthesebandscan bedescribed by an e�ective spin-orbit

coupling.35,41

V . K A N E H A M ILT O N IA N

The K ane Ham iltonian22 is an e�ective Ham iltonian

that captures the im portant physics of electrons and

holes in narrow-gap sem iconductors like InSb. W e re-

strictourselvesto the 6� 6 K ane m odelwhich includes

the lowest conduction band �c6 and the upperm ost va-

lence band �v8 (3D,B = 0),neglecting the split-o� va-

lence band �v7,because thatm odelperm its a fully ana-

lyticalsolution.Then we have

H K =

 
(E g=2)112� 2

p
3P T � p

p
3P T

y
� p � (Eg=2)114� 4

!

: (32)

Here E g is the fundam entalenergy gap,and P denotes

K ane’sm om entum m atrix elem ent.ThevectorT of2� 4

m atricesisde�ned in Ref.42.Theenergy eigenvaluesof

H K are(each twofold degenerate)

E � (p)= � �K ; E 0(p)= � Eg=2; (33a)

where

�K =

q

(E g=2)
2 + 2

3
P 2p2 ; (33b)

i.e.,the K ane Ham iltonian com bines the gapped spec-

trum oftheDiracHam iltonian with thegaplessspectrum

of the Luttinger Ham iltonian. (Indeed, the Luttinger

Ham iltonian correspondsto thelim iting caseE g ! 1 of

theK anem odel.) Theenergy spectrum E � ;0(p)isshown

in Fig.1.

Results sim ilar to those discussed below can also be

derived perturbatively for the full8� 8 K ane Ham ilto-

nian thatincludesthesplit-o� valenceband �v
7.W ealso

rem ark thata sim pli�ed 4� 4 K aneHam iltonian,which

includes only the conduction band �c6 and the valence

band �v7,isstrictly equivalentto theDiracHam iltonian.

Recently,zitterbewegung wasstudied fora sim pli�ed ver-

sion ofthe K ane m odelwhere the HH band [with dis-

persion E 0(p)= � Eg=2]and the split-o� band �v
7 were

neglected.12 In thislim it,theK aneHam iltonian becom es

sim ilar to the Dirac Ham iltonian. O ur analysis below

showsthatqualitatively new aspectsarisewhen the HH

band istaken into account.
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EE

0
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E0 (HH)
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(e)

FIG .1: Energy spectrum E � ;0(p)ofthe 6� 6 K ane m odel.

Here,E g denotes the fundam entalgap. Each band E (p) is

twofold degenerate.

Sim ilarto the Diracequation,the velocity operatorv

in theK anem odelhasadiscretespectrum .Each com po-

nentofv haseigenvalues�
p
2=3P and 0,which corre-

spond to (pure)electron,LH,and HH states.In general,

fora wavepacketcontaining a superposition ofelectron,

LH,and HH stateswe have a �nite probability to m ea-

sureeach ofthesediscretevalues.Thecom ponentsofthe

velocity v do notcom m ute.W e get

[vj;vk]= �
2i

3
P 2

"jkl

�
�l 0

0 �l

�

; (34a)

where �l are the 4� 4 spin m atrices for spin s = 3=2.

Thiscorrespondsto the uncertainty relation forj6= k

�v j�v k �
P 2

6
: (34b)

Note that Eq.(34a) im plies that the m inim um uncer-

tainty depends on the dom inant character ofthe wave

function. The lower bound P 2=6 requires a LH state.

Foran electron state,them inim um uncertainty isP 2=3,

whereasfora HH stateitisP 2=2.

W eom itherethelengthy expressionsforr(t)and v(t).

It follows from Eq.(33a) that the oscillating parts~r(t)

and ~v(t)ofr(t)and v(t)depend on the frequencies

�h!+ � � E+ � E� = 2�K ; (35a)

�h!� 0 � E� � E0 = E g=2� �K : (35b)

Unlike in the m odelsdiscussed above,~r2(t)and ~v2(t)in

the K ane m odelare not diagonalin spin space. Hence

these quantities depend explicitly on tim e, oscillating

with thefrequenciesgiven in Eqs.(35).However,wecan

estim ate the m agnitude ofthese quantities by neglect-

ing the oscillatory term sand diagonalizing the resulting

m atrices.W egetthefollowing twofold-degenerateeigen-

valuesfor~r2(t)

~r2(t)’

8
>>>>><

>>>>>:

3�h
2

2p2
;

 
7�4

K + E 2
g�

2
K =4� E4g=8

8�4
K

�
3E g

8�K

!

�h
2

p2
:

(36)

A Taylorexpansion showsthatforsm allm ean velocities

(\nonrelativistic lim it")we thushave two characteristic

length scales for the oscillatory m otion,the de Broglie

wavelength �B and an e�ectiveCom pton wavelength12

�K �
�hP

E g

: (37)

W ehave�K ’ 7�A in G aAsand �K ’ 40�A in InSb which

should becom pared with �D = 3:9� 10� 3 �A.Notethat,

in the nonrelativistic lim it,the de Broglie wave length

becom es a fourfold degenerate eigenvalue of ~r2(t),i.e.,

it characterizes the oscillatory m otion ofelectron,HH,

and LH states. For large m ean velocities (\relativistic

lim it"), the de Broglie wave length is the only length

scalecharacterizing ~r(t).Sim ilarly,wegetfor~v2(t)

~v2(t)’

(
P 2

P 2
�
5

6
�2
K + 1

6
E
2
g �

1

4
E g�K

�
=�2

K ;
(38)

i.e., the m agnitude of ~v is ofthe order of P for both

sm alland large m ean velocities. Again,the m inim um

uncertainty ofv [Eq.(34b)]and the m agnitude ofthe

oscillationsofv arecharacterizedbythesam eparam eter.

Them ean velocity reads

�v(t)=

�

H K +
E g

2

� �

1�
H K E g

2�2
K

�
p

p2
: (39)

Thecom ponentsof�v com m utewith each otherand they

areconstantsofthem otion.Them ean position operator

reads

�r(t)= r+ �vt+

�

1�
3E g H K

p2P 2
;
�h
2
_v

4�2
K

�

+

"

@ ~H 2
K

@p
�
2p ~H 2

K

p2

#

�h[3�2
K + (E g=2)

2]

8i~H 2
K
�2
K

; (40a)

where fA;B g = 1

2
(AB + B A) denotesthe sym m etrized productofA and B ,

~H 2
K �

�
E 2
g

H 2
K

� 2

� �

�2
K �

E 2
g

2

�

; (40b)
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and _v denotes the acceleration _v = (i=�h)[H K ;v]. The

com ponentsof�r(t)do notcom m utewith each other.W e

do notgiveherethe lengthy expressions.

O rbitalangularm om entum L = r� p and spin S also

oscillate asa function oftim e. Sim ilarto the Dirac and

Luttingercases,these oscillationsarise even though free

particlesareconsideredwith noexternalore�ectivem ag-

netic �eld present. However,the totalangular m om en-

tum J = L + S does notoscillate asa function oftim e

which,asalways,re
ectsthe factthat[J;H K ]= 0.

V I. LA N D A U H A M ILT O N IA N

There are severalrem arkable sim ilaritiesbetween the

spin-dependent Ham iltonians discussed above and the

well-known and rathersim plecaseoftheLandau Ham il-

tonian26 describing thecyclotron m otion of2D electrons

in thepresenceofa m agnetic�eld B z > 0 perpendicular

to the 2D plane.TheLandau Ham iltonian isgiven by

H c =
p2x + p2y

2m
; (41)

wherep isthe kinetic m om entum with

[px;py]= � i�heBz : (42)

Fortheelem entarychargeeweusetheconventione= jej.

The tim e-dependentposition operator

r(t)= r+
p

m !c
sin(!ct)+

p � ez

m !c
[cos(!ct)� 1] (43a)

can bewritten in a com pactform using thecom plex no-

tation R = x � iy and P = px � ipy (Ref.43),which

highlights the analogies between the Landau Ham ilto-

nian and the m odelsin the preceding sections.W e get:

R(t)= R +
P

m

1� e� i!ct

i!c
; (43b)

where!c = eB z=m isthe cyclotron frequency.Equation

(43b) shows that P=m behaves sim ilar to the F opera-

tors in the preceding sections.44 The m agnitude ofthe

oscillations ofR(t) is the radius �c = p=(m !c) ofthe

cyclotron orbit.Ignoring the oscillationswith frequency

!c,wehave

�R(t)= R �
iP

m !c
� C (44)

independentoft,which correspondsto the centerofthe

cyclotron orbit(the guiding center). The com ponents �x

and �y of �R do notcom m ute

[�x;�y]= i�
2
c ; (45a)

where �c =
p
�h=(eB z) is the m agnetic length. Equa-

tion (45a)can be written asan uncertainty relation

��x��y � 1

2
�
2
c : (45b)

Thevelocity operator,in com plex notation V = vx � ivy,

isgiven by

V (t)=
P

m
e� i!ct ; (46)

so that ~v(t) = v(t) and ~v2(t) = (!c�c)
2. The com po-

nentsvx and vy do notcom m ute,

[vx;vy]= [vx(t);vy(t)]= �
i�heB z

m 2
; (47a)

which correspondsto the uncertainty relation

�v x �v y �
1

2
(!c�c)

2
; (47b)

which should becom paredwith Eqs.(15)and (23).O bvi-

ously,im plicationsarising from thisuncertainty relation

becom erelevantonly forsu�ciently largem agnetic�elds

when �c becom escom parableto �c.

The velocity V (t) is not a conserved quantity,which

re
ectsthe e�ectofthe Lorentzforce.W e have

_V (t)=
� i!cP

m
e� i!ct : (48)

Them ean velocity operatorvanishes,

�V = 0 ; (49)

because,on average,the particle is at rest for B z 6= 0.

Thisalso im plies[�vx;�vy]= 0.

O ur analysis indicates that the dynam icalproperties

ofthe Landau m odelbearstrong resem blancesto those

exhibited by m odelsshowing zitterbewegung-likem otion.

V II. LA N D A U -R A SH B A H A M ILT O N IA N

An interesting exam ple com bining two types ofoscil-

latory m otion can be found by considering the interplay

between 2D cyclotron m otion (Sec.VI)and Rashba spin

splitting (Sec.III). The Ham iltonian for that situation

reads

H cR = H c + H R +
g

2
�B �zB z : (50)

Here we have also included a Zeem an term with Land�e

factor g and Bohr m agnetic m om ent �B = e�h=(2m e)

(where m e denotes the electron m ass in vacuum ),and

the term sH R and H c are given in Eqs.(19b)and (41).

Forthe following calculation we replacethe com ponents

px and py ofthe kinetic m om entum by creation and an-

nihilation operation operatorsforLandau levels,ay and

a,de�ned in the usualway,

a =
�cP
p
2�h

; (51)

and ay is the adjoint of a. The resulting expression

forH cR (Ref.27)isequivalentto the Jaynes-Cum m ings



9

m odel45 in therotating-waveapproxim ation.To �nd the

tim e evolution ofthe observablesin the Heisenberg pic-

ture,we �rst separate H cR into two com m uting parts,

H cR = H
(1)

cR
+ H

(2)

cR
,where

H
(1)

cR
= �h!c

�

a
y
a+

1+ �z

2

�

; (52a)

H
(2)

cR
=

p
2i�h�

�c

�
a�+ � a

y
��

�
�
�h!c

2

�

1�
gm

2m e

�

�z :

(52b)

Hereweused �� � (�x � i�y)=2.

Itisstraightforward to calculatethe tim eevolution of

the spin com ponentparallelto the m agnetic�eld,

Sz(t)= Sz � i�zH R

1� e� 2iH
(2)

cR
t=�h

2iH
(2)

cR
=�h

: (53)

Thisresultisthe generalization ofEq.(24b)to the case

ofa �nite m agnetic �eld. Interestingly,tim e averaging

the r.h.s ofEq.(53)doesnotresultin a vanishing spin

com ponentparallelto the �eld direction.W e �nd

�Sz = �
�h
2
!c

4H
(2)

cR

�

1�
gm

2m e

�

: (54a)

Neglecting Zeem an splitting and considering thelim itof

sm allB z,thisresultbecom es

�Sz � �
�h
2
!c

4�p2
(� � p)� ez ; (54b)

which is exactly the �nite value ofthe spin com ponent

parallelto the m agnetic�eld thatwasobtained in sem i-

classicalcalculationsofspin-splitcyclotron orbits.46

To calculate the tim e evolution ofthe position opera-

tor,weusethecom plex notation from Sec.VI.W ehave

R = C +
iP

m !c
� C + i

p
2�ca ; (55)

where C is the position ofthe guiding center,see Eq.

(44). Even in the presence ofH R ,the guiding centerC

rem ains a constant ofthe m otion,[C;H cR ]= 0. The

tim e evolution ofP due to H
(1)

cR
is just a trivialfactor

e� i!ct,so thatwe only need to evaluate the tim e evolu-

tion ofP / a underH
(2)

cR
. (Note that[H

(1)

cR
;H

(2)

cR
]= 0.)

Thisproblem hasbeen solved forthe Jaynes-Cum m ings

m odel.45,47 Translating into oursituation,wegetforthe

tim e-dependentposition operator

R(t)= C +
iexp[� i(!c + !+ )t]

!� � !+

�
!�

!c

P

m
+ 2i���

�

�
iexp[� i(!c + !� )t]

!� � !+

�
!+

!c

P

m
+ 2i���

�

; (56a)

with the frequency operators!� given by

�h!� = � H
(2)

cR
�

q
�
H

(2)

cR

�2
+ 2�h!cm �

2 : (56b)

The term sproportionalto �� in Eq.(56a)are rem inis-

cent of the oscillatory m otion in the Rashba case for

B z = 0,where the am plitude ofthe oscillations is in-

versely proportionalto the de Broglie wave length and

independent of�,see Eq.(22). Here these term s con-

tribute to a spin-dependent renorm alization ofthe cy-

clotron radius.W e also note that �R(t)= C ,so thatEq.

(45)rem ainsvalid in the presenceofH R .

The velocity operatorisgiven by

V � _R =
P

m
� 2i��� : (57)

The com m utatorofthe com ponentsofV ,

[vx;vy]= �
i�heB z

m 2
+ 2i�2�z ; (58a)

is the sum ofthe corresponding results obtained sepa-

rately from H c and H R [seeEqs.(23b)and (47a)].How-

ever,in the uncertainty relation

�v x �v y �

�
�
�
�
�heB z

2m 2
� �

2

�
�
�
�; (58b)

the two contributionsare subtracted,thus reducing the

m inim um uncertainty. The tim e dependence ofV can

be readily obtained by taking the tim e derivative ofEq.

(56a).Itcan be written as

V (t)= e� i(!c+ !+ )tF+ + e� i(!c+ !� )tF� ; (59a)

with the com plex am plitude operators

F� =
V

2
�

�
H

(2)

cR
+ 2m �2

!+ � !�

P

m
+ 2i�

H
(2)

cR
� �h!c

!+ � !�
��

�

:

(59b)

V III. C O N C LU SIO N S A N D O U T LO O K

W e studied a variety ofqualitatively di�erent m odel

Ham iltoniansforquasi-freeelectronsthatexhibitzitter-

bewegung-like oscillatory m otion. A num ber offeatures
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can be identi�ed thatare widely shared as discussed in

Sec.I.Herewe�nally pointoutopen questions.

For the Dirac Ham iltonian,the am plitude ofthe zit-

terbewegung ofr(t)isgiven by the Com pton wavelength

in the nonrelativistic lim it and by the de Broglie wave

length in the relativistic lim it. For those Ham iltonians

having a gap that vanishes for p ! 0,the length scale

ofoscillations in r(t) is always given by the de Broglie

wavelength �B = �h=p,independentofthe m agnitude of

spin-orbit coupling. It is surprising that the am plitude

ofthe oscillations ofr(t) diverges in the nonrelativistic

lim itp ! 0.

The m ostinteresting butalso,atleastin ourpresent

work,a largely open aspectis the experim entalobserv-

ability ofzitterbewegung-likee�ects.Certainly,any m ea-

surem ent ofthe oscillatory m otion m ust obey the fun-

dam entaluncertainty relations[Eq.(4)]discussed in our

work. Furtherm ore,we have already com m ented on the

intim aterelationbetween oscillationsin position andspin

space. However,while spin precession due to spin-orbit

coupling can beobserved experim entally,25 itisoften ar-

gued that the zitterbewegung ofr(t) \is not an observ-

ablem otion,forany attem pttodeterm inetheposition of

the electron to betterthan a Com pton wavelength m ust

defeat its purpose by the creation ofelectron-positron

pairs" (Ref.5).W enotethatthesam eargum entcan be

applied to Bloch electrons in solids where electron-hole

pairscan be created.16
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A P P EN D IX :IM P O R TA N T FO R M U LA E

Here we brie
y sum m arize im portant form ulae that

are used in our discussion ofthe oscillatory m otion in

variousm odels. The Heisenberg equation ofm otion for

an operatorA reads

dA

dt
=

i

�h
[H ;A] : (A.1)

Ithasthe form alsolution

A(t)= eiH t=�h
A(0)e� iH t=�h

: (A.2)

In particular,the velocity operator v is de�ned by the

Heisenberg equation of m otion for the position opera-

torr,

v �
dr

dt
=

i

�h
[H ;r] : (A.3)

Throughoutwe use the convention thatA(t)denotesan

operatorin the Heisenberg picture and A = A(0)isthe

corresponding operatorin the Schr�odingerpicture.

In general,the uncertainty principle fortwo noncom -

m uting observablesA and B reads

�A �B � 1

2
jh[A;B ]ij ; (A.4)

wherethe uncertainty �A ofA isde�ned as

�A �
p
hA 2i� hAi2 : (A.5)
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