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In the D irac theory for the m otion of free relativistic electrons, highly oscillatory com ponents
appear in the tin e evolution of physical observables such as position, velocity, and spin angular

m om entum .

This e ect is known as zitterbewegung. W e present a theoretical analysis of rather

di erent H am ilttonians w ith gapped and/or spin-split energy spectrum (including the R ashba, Lut-
tinger, and K ane H am iltonians) that exhibit analogs of zitterbewegung as a comm on feature. W e
nd that the am plitude of oscillations of the H eisenberg velocity operator v (t) generally equals the
uncertainty for a sim ultaneous m easurem ent of two linearly independent com ponents of v. It is
also shown that m any features of zittertewegung are shared by the sin ple and welkknown Landau
H am ilftonian describing the dynam ics of tw o-din ensional (2D ) electron system s in the presence ofa
m agnetic eld perpendicular to the plane. Finally, we also discuss the oscillatory dynam ics of 2D
electrons arising from the interplay of R ashba spin splitting and a perpendicular m agnetic eld.

PACS numbers: 7321, 71.70E j, 03.65Pm

I. NTRODUCTION AND OVERVIEW

The D irac equationt?2 was derived to obtain a rela—
tivistic generalization of Schrodinger’s approach to quan—
tum physics that describes the dynam ics of single-
electron quantum states. W hile i served as an in por—
tant stepping stone tow ards a m ore com plete description
of quantum -electrodynam ic e ects, D irac theory has oc—
casionally been regarded w ith som e suspicion. In partic—
ular, the e ect of zitterbewegung? showed that solutions
of the D irac equation exhibit peculiarities that are In—
consistent w ith classical ntuition In a m ore fuindam ental
way than nonrelativistic quantum physics. The zitter-
bewegung is an oscillatory dynam ics of observables in—
duced by the D irac equation, wih a frequency of the
order of 2m ?=h, where m is the electron m ass, ¢ is the
speed of light and h is the P Janck constant. The am pli-
tude of oscillations in a partick’s position is of the order
of the Com pton wave length. Subsequently, zitterbewe—
gung attracted som e Interest as a possible way to under-
stand the intrinsic m agnetic m om ent of the electron 2+
Later, on the lvel of findam ental physics, the advent
of quantum eld theory obviated the need to discuss rel-
ativistic quantum theory in term s of a rst-quantized,
Schrodingertype theory. P resent interest in the D irac
equation ranges from hadronicphysics! over lattice gauge
theory® to recent e orts® to incorporate relativistic ef
fects Into quantum -chem istry calculations.

A D iraclke dynam ics causing analogs of zitterlewe—
gung was also predicted for electrons m oving In crys—
talline solidst%?! in particular r narrow-gap sem i
conductorst? carbon nanotubest® graphene sheetst?
tunnekcoupled electron-holk bilayerst® and superconduc—
torsd® A Ilthese system s are characterized by having the
relevant electron excitations grouped into tw o bands sep—
arated by a nonzero energy gap so that their energy spec—
trum is sin ilarto the spectrum oftheD iracH am ittonian.
A recent study! of two-din ensional (2D ) electron sys—
tem s In inversion-asym m etric sem iconductorheterostruc—
tures showed the presence of an oscillatory m otion anal-
ogous to zitterbew egung arising from spin splitting ofthe
energy levels. The soin solitting corresponds to an en-—
ergy gap that vanishes ormomentum p ! 0. A siniar
situation occurs for electronic excitations in the buk of
an ideal graphene sheet *

These ndings indicate the need to understand zitter—
bewegung-like e ectson a m ore general level. In Ref. (1§,
the authors presented a general form ula for the Heisen-
berg position operator r(t) in system s that can be de-
scribed by e ective 2 2 Ham iltonianst® In the present
work, we have Investigated the oscillatory dynam ics of
Heisenberg cbservables such as position r(t), velocity
v (t) = dr=dt, orbital angularm om entum L (t), and spin
S (t) in a variety of qualitatively di erent m odels that
describe the motion of free (quasi)particles. Besides
the D irac H am iltonian, we have studied three H am iltoni-
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ans frequently used In sem iconductor physics to describe
the dynam ics of (quasifree) B loch electrons in the vicin—
ity of the findam ental gap, the Rashba® Luttihger/:
and K ane?? H am iltonians. A number of striking features
em erge quite generally in all these m odels, thus illustrat—
Ing rem arkable sin ilarities between tin e evolutions gen—
erated by ratherdi erent H am iltonians. W e suggest that
these com m on features can be used to extend the concept
of zitterbew egung to a broader class of quantum H am ilto—
nians for free (quasi)particles. O ur analysis show s that
this generalized notion of zitterbewegung is m anifested,
In addition to the oscillatory unitary tin e evolution of
observables, also by uncertainty relations characterizing
the m easurem ent of such ocbservables. T hese tw o aspects
tum 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. A lso, we dentify the
typical scales (lengths, velocities, and frequencies) that
characterize zitterbew egung-like oscillatory m otion. W e
em phasize that this extended notion of zitterbewegung is
entirely based on quantum m echanical concepts. In an
alemative, sam iclassical approach one would identify a
zitterlewegung relative to a suiable classical dynam ics
as, eg. In Ref.|23. In som e cases the conclusions will
be di erent from those obtained w ithin the present ap—
proach. The m ost general aspects of our study can be
sum m arized as follow s:

(1) An oscillatory m otion occurs in the tim e evolution
of free (quasi) particlesw hen the energy spectrum ofthe
corresponding H am ittonian H is characterized by one or
several energy gaps. Besides the D irac m odel, an in —
portant exam ple are B Joch electrons i solids; 292! whose
quantum dynam icsare described by e ective free-particle
Ham iltonians that ncorporate the e ect of the periodic
lattice potential.

(i) In the case of two-band m odels (g., the D irac,
Rashba, and Luttinger m odels), zitterbewegung-like ef-
fects are generally characterized by an am plitude op-—
erator F and a frequency operator ™ (o). These two
quantities enter the expression for the velocity operator
In the Heisenberg picture, which can be decom posed as
v)= v+ v(t), where the m ean part is

@H
vi)= — F (la)
@p
and the oscillating part is
vi)=Fe VP T EF (1b)

Here, h® (o) is related to the energy di erence between
states having the sam e m om entum p, but belonging to
di erent subspaces (ie., energy bands) of the Ham ilto—
nian. The operator F, which anticommuteswih * (o),
determm ines the m agnitude of oscillations in the velocity
com ponents but also enters the expression for the m ean
part. W e can integrate Eq. [I) to get the H eisenberg po-
sition operator that can be decom posed in the sam e way,

r)= rk)+ rk), where

rit) = r+ vt+ F T (2a)
e it p)t
= F——— 2
r (t) o) (2b)

Sin ilarly, we get the tim e derivative of v (t),
Vi) = it )F e F @I €)

The operators F and * (o) govem also the oscillations
In the Heisenberg tim e evolution of the orbital angular
m om entum operatorL (t), and the son operatorsS (t). In
system s w ith m ore than two bands (K ane and Landau-—
R ashba m odels), m ore than one characteristic frequency
and am plitude operator can appear.

(iii) Foreach m odeldescribing an oscillatory m ultidband
dynam ics of free particles, the com ponents ofthe velocity
operator v (£) do not comm ute. This can be written as

an uncertainty relation that takes the form (apart from
a prefactor of order one)
vy vk ¥ (36 k); @)

where v is the am plitude of the oscillatory m otion, see
Eqg. [ID). The uncertanty relations [) are an integral
part of our analysis?

(&7) T he velocity operatorv (t) does not com m ute w ith
the Ham iltonian. A though we discuss the m otion of free
(quasiparticles, the com ponents of v (t) are not con—
stants of the m otion, see Eq. [@). On the other hand,
momentum p is always a constant of the motion. This
In plies that none of the m odels discussed here provides
a sin 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 ixes di erent subspaces H ; that are
associated w ith the di erent bands in the energy spec—
trum of H . Thus we can interpret zitterbewegung-lke
phenom ena as an interference e ect. In the case of two—
band m odels, one can replace r by the part r that leaves

the subspacesH associated with the %’ and ' ’bands
separately nvariant,
r=P, rP, + P rP ; )

whereP are profction operators onto these subspaces.
The result colncides w ith the m ean part r () of r(t) in-
troduced 1n Eq. 23), ie., ziterbewegung-lke e ects are
rem oved by the profction [F). 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)

ie., F maps states associated with the %’ band onto
states associated w ith the ' ’ band and vice versa. An
alemative de nition of r (t) is obtained by applying the
nverse unitary transform ation to r () that m akesH di-
agonal. T he sam e techniques can also be applied to v (t)



to cbtain v (t) given in Eq. [Id). The com ponents of v (t)
com m ute; hence they can be m easured sim ultaneously
unlke Eq. [@)]. They also commute w ith the Ham ilto-
nian so that they are constants of the m otion.

(vl In every case considered, zitterbewegung-like phe—
nom ena are m anifested also by oscillations of the orbital
angularm om entum L (t) and spin S (t) . Atthesametin e,
the total angular m om entum J does not oscillate as a
function oftin e. A s expected foram odelofa free parti-
cle, J is a constant of the m otion, ie., it com m utes w ith
the Ham ittonian. From a di erent perspective, this in —
plies that the oscillations of L (t) = r () p and S (t)
m ust cancel each other, which is possbl only if the os-
cillations of r(t) and S (t) have a comm on origin. For
the R ashba H am iltonian, the oscillatory m otion of S, (t)
corresponds to the welkknown and experin entally ob—
served?® spin precession in the e ective m agnetic el of
the R ashba temm .

The Bllowing Sections [[{V] are devoted to a de-
tailed discussion of zitterbewegung e ects arising In sys—
tem s whose tin e evolution is govemed by the D irac,?
Rashba® Luttinger! and K ane?? Ham ilonians. Re-
m arkabl form al sim ilarities between the oscillatory be-
havior of observables In these m odels are established, as
outlined above. Next we show in Sec.[V1 that the fa-
m iliar Landau m odel of 2D electrons sub Ect to a per-
pendicular m agnetic eld?® exhibits essentially all the
features attributed to the extended notion of zitterbewe—
gung In previous sections. W e nish our case studies n
Sec.[V by investigating the quantum oscillatory dynam —
ics 0f 2D electrons arising from the interplay of R ashba
spin splitting and a perpendicularm agnetic eld 27 Con-
clusions and a sum m ary of open questions are presented
in Sec.[VII. For easy reference, we provide a num ber of
relevant basic form ulae in the A ppendix.

II. DIRAC HAM ILTONIAN

O ur discussion of zitterbewegung for the D irac Ham i
tonian follow s, for them ost part, Ref.l3. W e include this
section w ith an overview ofthe e ect’s salient features to
provide a reference fram e and notation for our follow ing
discussion of solid-state analogies.

TheD irac H am ittonian H y describes a free relativistic
electron or positron. It can be w ritten in the form

Hp = ¢ p+ m% ; (7)
w here
_ 0 . _ Lz 0 .
- O ’ - O ]]2 5 ’ (8)
and is the vector of Pauli spin m atrices. Here we

assum em agnetic eld B = 0. See Ref. 2§ for the gener—
aliziation to nie B .) The energy eigenvaliesofH p are
E @)= p » Where

P
p = micd+ Ep?: 9)

Note that HZ = 2. In the Schrodinger picture, the
velocity operator reads
i @Hp
= — ;= = C H lO
V=4 Hp ;r] e (10)

so that the com ponents of v have the tw o discrete eigen—

valies c. In the H eisenberg picture, we get Eq. [M) w ith
H & 2H
-8 ZR, - a1
@p Hp

T he operator F' m ediates a coupling betw een states w ith
positive and negative energies; see below . The oscilla-
tory part ¥ (t) of v (t), given in Eq. [1b), describes the
zittertewegung. The frequency of the zittertewegung is
(@t least) ofthe orderof !, 2m &=h. Integratig v (t)
yields the position operator r(t) in the Heisenberg pic-
ture, see Eq. [2), which contains again the quickly oscil-
lating term e  ®)t, The oscillatory tin e dependence is
sim ilar to the m otion of a nonrelativistic particle In the
presence of am agnetic eld [see Eq. {48) and discussion
in Sec.[iJ]. An illum hating discussion of zitterbew equng
based on a num erical calculation ofthe tin e evolution of
w ave packets can be found in Ref.|29.

Ik tumsoutd thatorbitalangularmomentum L = r p
and spoin S, which isde ned as

s= — - - ; (2)

show the phenom enon of zitterbewegung, too. For the
orbital angularm om entum , we have
1 eite)t
P
it )

T he tim e evolution of spin in the H eisenberg picture reads

p=L+F (13a)

1 e it p)t
P
it )
Thus it Hllow s from Egs. [I33d) and [130) that the total
angularmomentum J = L + S does not oscillate as a

function oftin e,

(13b)

Jo=JdJ=L+3S ; (13c)

which re ectsthe fact that J;Hp ]= 0.
W e can estin ate the m agniude of zitterbewegung by
evaliating the square of v (t) Ref.l4). This yields
Q% +m3d
vp-Seprncl, (14)

2
D

ie. v variesbetween 3¢ i the nonrelativistic lin i and

2¢7 in the relativistic lim it. (N ote that, although v% > &,

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

the com ponents of the velocity operator v do not com —

mute. Equations [I0) and [12) in ply that

4ic?

Viivik]= — "5x181 (15a)



D iagonalizing this equation yields the uncertainty rela—
tion for j 6 k

vy ve &= iy % (15b)
where 'p = h= ¢) is the Com pton wave length. Thus
both the m agnitude and the uncertainty of the zitteribe—
wegung are given by ¢ Ref.|24). W e can also estin ate
the spatial am plitude of the zitterbew egung using the de—
com position rt) = r) + r), sseEqg. [2). We get for
the oscillating part
h’e @

D

4
4 D

2 + m2c4)
’

£ (t) =

1e)

ie. In the nonreltivistic 1m i, the am plitude of zitter—
bewegung is approxin ately "p , and it is given by the de
B roglie wave length "3 = h=p In the relativistic 1im it.

It is weltknown? that zitterbewegung is caused by a
coupling betw een the states w ith positive energies (\par-
ticles", subgpace H ; ) and negative energies (\antiparti-
cles", subspace H ). Thusone can elin nate the oscilla—
tions of r (t) by profctingron H asin Eq. [@) and the
resul coincides with Eq. [2d). The com ponents ry of r
do not com m ute:

h?
byingl= 5 ",iS1 (17a)
D
w here
S S F h (17b)
= p——
)

Liw (B = r+ vt

is the spin operator analogous to Eq. [Id) that does not
m ix the subspaces of positive and negative energy states.
D iagonalizing Eq. [I74d) yields the uncertainty relation
for j6 k

P
h’d  mid+ I 13 ps

ry rx 3 17c)
4 D
Thus we obtain In the nonrelativistic lim £ (\v c")
ry rg > % ’g : 17d)

In the opposite (ultrarelativistic) lm it (\v < c") we have

Ty rk> %’é : 17e)

T he tin e derivative v of the m ean position operator r
is the velocity operator one would expect based on the
correspondence principle and classical relativistic kine—
m atics. Its com ponents vy, vk commute, [5;vw] = 0.
Furthem ore, v comm utes w ith Hp , ie., it is a constant
of the m otion.

Equation [§) is motivated by the requirem ent that
it leaves the subspaces H  separately nvariant. How—
ever, this requirem ent isnot su cient fora unique de ni-
tion of a relativistic position operator. The D irac equa—
tion becom es diagonal n the Foldy-W outhuysen EW )
representation 3% Ifwe require the m ean position opera-
tor to be diagonal in this representation, i can be ob—
tained in the standard representation via an inverse FW
transform 2

¢ ( pp ds p

2ip

T his operator is often called the N ew ton-W igner position
operator3! In contrast w ith the position operator r in
Eqg. [B), the com ponents of r;, do commute. W e see
that r,, &) shareswith r(t) from Eq. [B) that the tine
derivative v (t) is given by Eq. [1d), ie., it does not show
any zittertew egung because it isa constant ofthem otion.

G eneral requiram ents for any position observable de—
scribing the localization of a particle or wave packet are
discussed n Ref.|3. In this context, the operator r in
Eqg. [B) appears inappropriate because its com ponents do
not comm ute. T he optin al choice for a position observ—
able is the operator r,,, . However, general argum ents
prohibit the possbility of strict spatial localization for
a oneparticlke state (see, eg., Refs.|3,32,33). This in -
poses restrictions on the utility of any position operator
In relativistic system s.

p (p +mc)

18
p (p+mdc) a8

III. RASHBA (AND PAULI) HAM ILTONIAN

An Intriguing exam ple of zitterbewegung-lke dynam —
ics exhbited by a non-D iraclike H am ittonian has been
ound!’? i the Rashbam odel?? Thism odeldescribes 2D
electrons in sam iconductor heterostructures w ith soin—
orbit coupling present, using the e ective H am ittonian
weassum ehere B = 0, see Sec.V 11 orthe case B 6 0)

2 2
H = Bt By + Hg (19a)
2m
Here
0 py+ i«
py In 0
is the Rashba termm w ith Rashba coe cient Ref. 120),
and e, denotes the uni vector in the direction perpen-—
dicular to the 2D plane. NotethatHZ = ?p?, sinilar

Hr = | p) &= (190)



to the D irac H am iltonian.) The H am ittonian [L9) is also
equivalent to the Pauli Ham iltonian? for a 2D system .
T he energy eigenvalues of H are

E )= — p : (20)
2m

The tin edependent position operator r() In the
R ashbam odelw asdiscussed previously in Refll7. Evali—
ated in close analogy to theD irac case, it isagain possible
to decom pose r(t) into a m ean part r(t) and an oscillat—
ing part # (t) . The resul is of the form shown in Eq. ),

whereF and * (o) are now
pofn B Te B g H
@p Hg Hg h

@1)
Explicit evalnation shows that r(t) oscillates with the
frequency !r = 2 p=h, which is equalto the precession
frequency ofa spin m oving in the e ective m agnetic eld
ofthe Rashba tem [see Eq. [240) below ]. T he oscillation
becom es arbitrarily slow forp ! 0. We nd for the
oscillating part of r (t)

LM)= =4 ; (@2)

ie., the m agniude of the oscillations is of the order of
the de Broglie wave length "3 and independent of the
Rashba coe cient .Note that "y diverges in the lin it
p! O.

W e obtain the mean part r(t) by profcting on the
subspaces of H associated w ith the spin-solit bands, as
inEqg. [B).We ndthesame r(t) by applying an inverse
FW transform ation, sin ilar to Eq. [18). For the R ashba
m odel, the last tetm in Eq. [23) corresponds to a spatial
separation of up and down spin contributions in a wave
packet by “p (Independent of the Rashba coe cient

), which wasnoticed in previous num ericalwork 22 The
generalvalidity of Eq. [2d) for two-+band m odels in plies
the existence of sin ilar displacem ents for the D irac and
Luttinger cases. See also Ref.[18. The com ponents x
and y of the m ean position operator r com m ute, sin ilar
ton,, Eq.[d8).

T he velocity operator and is derivative are given by
Egs. [1) and [@)), respectively, using expressions [21) . T he
oscillatory part of v satis es

vio= ° ; (3a)

ie., them agnitude ofthe oscillatory m otion ¥ (t) is given

by the Rashba coe cient On the other hand, the

com ponents of v do not com m ute, and we have
fx ©5vy ©)]= 212 ,e M@ 23b)

which i plies

(23c)

2 _ 41 - 2 .
V x Vy _(E!R B) ’

analogous to Egs. [[8). In Eq. 23d) we replaced the
m atrixvalied RHS of Eq. [230) by the eigenvalues of

this m atrix. Thus sim ilar to the D irac case, both the
m agnitude of the oscillations In v (t) and the m inin um
uncertainty are given by the sam e param eter. T he com —
ponents of the m ean part of the velocity operator com —
mute, [y ©;v ©]1= 0. They also commute with Hg,
ie., they are constants of the m otion.

T he tin e dependence oforbitalangularm om entum L,
soin com ponent S,, and total angular m om entum J, =
L, + S, can be straightforwardly discussed. W e get

L(t) = L,+ 22 1 e™®r (24a)
h Z lf\( )t

Sy © = 2 e e 7 (24b)

J, 0 = J,=L,+ 5, (240)

The form al structure of these equations is analogous to
the D iraccase counterparts shown in Egs. [13). Equa—
tion [244) represents the wellknown spin precession in
thee ectivem agnetic eld oftheR ashba term ,which has
been observed experin entally 22 T he total angular m o—
m entum com ponent perpendicular to the plane does not
depend on tin g, asexpected from [J,;H ]= 0. Obviously
Egs. [24) require that the spin precession is caused by the
e ective in-plane m agnetic eld ofa spin-orbi coupling
term such as the Rashba tem . W e see here clearly the
di erence between spin precession caused by spin-orbit
coupling and soin precession caused by the Zeam an tem
In the presence of an extemal Inplanem agnetic eld. In
the latter case J, isnot a constant ofm otion.

Iv. LUTTINGER HAM ILTONIAN

The uppem ost valence band § of comm on sem icon-—
ductors lke Ge and G aA s is wellkcharacterized by the
Luttinger H am iltonian?!

1132

2m

H =

+ Hy (25a)
W eassumeB = 0 and use the spherical approxin ation32
h i
HL=; © ) %PZLL 4 ; (25b)
where ; and are the din ensionless Luttinger param —
eters, and S is the vector of 4 4 spin m atrices for a
system with spin s = 3=2. NoteH? = “p'=m?, sin-—
ilar to the D irac Ham iltonian.) The twofold-degenerate
energy eigenvalies ofH are

E )= —— (1 2) : (26)

2m
T he upper sign corresponds to the so—called light-hole
(LH) states w ith spin—z com ponent M = 1=2, and the
Jow er sign correspondsto theheavy-hole HH) statesw ith
M = 3=2. The m om entum -dependent energy gap be—
tween HH and LH states is

h!y = 2 pP=m : @7)



T he position operator is of the om shown i Eq. [2)
wih F and ® (o) given by

QH 2pH 2H
—r EE; - 22
@p p h

Thus r() oscillates w ith the frequency !y, which has
been noticed in previous num erical work 2 Sim ilar to
the R ashba H am iltonian, these oscillations becom e arbi-
trarily slow forp ! 0. The squared am plitude of the
oscillations of r (t) is ¥ (t) = (3=2)’§ , Independent ofthe
Luttinger param eter . It diverges forp ! 0.

W e obtain the m ean position operator r, de ned in
Eqg. [@), using profction operators that proJect onto HH
and LH states3® The result coincidesw ith Eq. [2d). The
com ponents of r do not com m ute,

F =

@8)

h@HL:@pj .h@HL:@pk

¥ = ; 29
fryinc ] 2H 2H. 29)
In plying the uncertainty relation
3" h?
£y T jk1l P1 30)

4p3

This uncertainty is of the order of (or lss than) the
de Broglie wave length. The uncertainty is the largest
for those com ponents ry that are perpendicular to p .
U sing Egs. [28), the velocity operator can be w ritten
in the orm shown in Eq. [I). For its oscillating part, we
nd v? () = 6 2 (=m )?>. The components of v do not
com m ute,

@Hy @Hy,
ep; ' @px

f7s55vic 1= i Gla)

which corresponds to the uncertainty relation
2 p q
m 2

Vi Vy 3@p2 + 4p§ + 3p?) (31b)
and cyclic perm utations thereof, ie., the uncertainty is
approxin ately lin fredby 3 2 (o=m )2 = 2 (! "5 )?.Thus
again, the m agnitude of the oscillations of v (t) and the
m Inin um uncertainty are characterized by the sam e com -
bination of param eters. The velocity v (t) is not a con—
served quantity but satis esEq. {3). However, the m ean
velocity operator is again given by Eq. [1d). Its com po-
nents com m ute and are constants of the m otion.

T he tin e dependence of orbitalangularm om entum L,
soin S, and total angularmomentum J = L + S tums
out to be given by Egs. [13). N ote that the tin e depen—
dence of S (t) In the Luttinger m odel corresponds to a
soin precession in the absence of any extemal or e ec—
tive m agnetic eld ! Agah, the total angular m om en—
tum does not depend on tine, which re ects the fact
that J;H 1= 0.

W e rem ark that a sin ilar analysis as presented In this
Section also applies to m odels that neglect the spin de-
gree of freedom . An exam ple isthe3 3 Shockly H am it
tonian that descrbes spinless holes in the uppem ost va—
lenceband ¥ of sem iconductors lke $132% deed, this

is consistent w ith the fact that zittertewegung for the
D irac case can be studied already In a m odelw ith only
one spatialdin ension, w here the D irac H am ilttonian H p

becomes a 2 2 m atrix that re ects the occurence of
both signs of the energy in the spectrum of Hp ; but
this Ham iltonian does not describe the spin degree of
freedom 22 A sph with spin-orbit coupling is not a nec—
essary condition for the oscillatory behavior of r(t) and
v (t) to occur. T hem ost basic Ingredient required for zit—
terbew egung-like e ects are severalbands separated by a

(usually m om entum -dependent) gap. O ffen the splitting
ofthese bands can be described by an e ective spin-orbit

coupling 3341

V. KANE HAM ILTON IAN

The K ane Ham iltonian?? is an e ective Ham iltonian
that captures the inportant physics of electrons and
holes in narrow -gap sem iconductors lke InSb. W e re—
strict ourselves to the 6 6 K ane m odelwhich includes
the lowest conduction band ¢ and the uppem ost va-

lence band § (BD, B = 0), neglecting the splito va—
lence band 7Y, because that m odel pem its a flly ana-
Iytical solution. Then we have
jo !
(Eg=2) ]].2 2 3P T Pr
Hx = p_ (32)
3PTY p F2) 14 4

Here E4 is the fundam ental energy gap, and P denotes
K ane’sm om entum m atrix elem ent. ThevectorT of2 4
m atrices is de ned In Ref.l4Z. T he energy eigenvalues of
Hyg are (each twofold degenerate)

E )= K 7 Eop)= Eg=2; (33a)
w here
a

K =

E4=2)% + 2P 2p? (33b)
ie., the Kane Ham ittonian com bines the gapped spec—
trum oftheD iracH am iltonian w ith the gapless spectrum
of the Luttinger Ham iltonian. (Indeed, the Luttinger
Ham iltonian correspondsto the lin iting caseE4 ! 1 of
theK anem odel) The energy spectrum E ;o () isshown
in Fig.[.

Resuls sim ilar to those discussed below can also be
derived perturbatively for the full 8 8 K ane Ham ilto—
nian that includes the splito valenceband Y.W ealso
rem ark that a simpli ed 4 4 Kane Ham iltonian, which
inclides only the conduction band § and the valence
band 7Y, is strictly equivalent to the D irac H am iltonian.
R ecently, zitterbew egung w as studied fora sin pli ed ver—
sion of the K ane m odel where the HH band fvih dis-
persion E (0) = Eg=2] and the splito band 7 were
neglected 22 In this Iin it, the K ane H am iltonian becom es
sin ilar to the D irac Ham iltonian. O ur analysis below
show s that qualitatively new aspects arise when the HH
band is taken into account.
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FIG .1l: Energy spectrum E ;0 (o) ofthe 6 6 Kanem odel
Here, E 4 denotes the fundam ental gap. Each band E (p) is
twofold degenerate.

Sin ilar to the D irac equation, the velociy operator v
In theK anem odelhasa di te spectrum . E ach com po—
nent of v has eigenvalues 2=3P and 0, which corre-
soond to (pure) electron, LH, and HH states. In general,
for a wave packet containing a superposition of electron,
LH, and HH stateswe have a nie probability to m ea—
sure each ofthese discrete values. T he com ponents ofthe
velociy v do not comm ute. W e get

21 0
yivd= SR a5 G4
where ; are the 4 4 soin m atrices for spin s = 3=2.

T his corresoonds to the uncertainty relation for 36 k

p2
v j V x — (34b)
6

Note that Eq. [34d) in plies that the m lninum uncer—
tainty depends on the dom inant character of the wave
fiinction. The lower bound P ?=6 requires a LH state.
For an electron state, them inin um uncertainty is P =3,
whereas fora HH state it is P 2=2.

W e om it here the lengthy expressions for r (t) and v (t) .
It ollows from Eq. [33d) that the oscillating parts = ()
and ¥ (t) of r (t) and v (t) depend on the frequencies

hl, E, E =2« (35a)

h! ¢ E FEo=Eg=2 ¢ (35b)

Unlke in the m odels discussed above, ¥ (t) and v &) In
the K ane m odel are not diagonal In soin space. Hence

these quantities depend explicitly on tine, oscillating
w ith the frequencies given in Egs. [39). However, we can
estin ate the m agniude of these quantities by neglect—
Ing the oscillatory term s and diagonalizing the resulting
m atrices. W e get the follow Ing tw ofold-degenerate eigen—
values for # (t)

8

§3h .
2 z
&)’ |

© E=8 3E, h?
g g
8é 8 k P?

(36)
A Taylor expansion show s that for an allm ean velocities
(\nonrelativistic lim ") we thus have two characteristic
length scales for the oscillatory m otion, the de B roglie
wave Jlength "3 and an e ective C om pton w ave length2

K b . (37)

Wehave ¥ /' 7A nGaAsand g ’ 40A in lnSbwhich
should be compared with p = 3:9 10 3 A .Note that,
In the nonrelativistic lim i, the de B roglie wave length
becom es a Purld degenerate eigenvalue of # (t), ie.,
it characterizes the oscillatory m otion of electron, HH,
and LH states. For large m ean velocities (\relativistic
Iim "), the de Broglie wave length is the only length
scale characterizing = (t) . Sin ilarly, we get or v2 (t)
( D2

v () ! (38)
2 5 2 2 1 _ 2 .
P T K + Eg ZEg K = ¥ ;

ol

ie., the magniude of v is of the order of P for both

an all and large m ean velocities. Again, the m ininum

uncertainty of v Eq. [34d)] and the m agnitude of the

oscillations ofv are characterized by the sam e param eter.
Them ean velocity reads

v () = (39)

T he com ponents of v com m ute w ith each other and they
are constants ofthem otion. T hem ean position operator
reads

nw #
3E,Hg h? 2 2pHZ hB 2+ =2)2
rit)=r+ vt+ 1 El K; ;7_ @iy Pk B & Eq )]; (40a)
pZPZ 4 v @p pZ 81H~2 2
K K
[
where fA;Bg = %(AB + B A) denotes the sym m etrized product ofA and B,
EZ E?
2 g 2 g .



and v_denotes the acceleration v = (i=h)Hk ;v] . The
com ponents of r (t) do not com m ute w ith each other. W e
do not give here the lengthy expressions.
Orbitalangularmomentum L = r p and soin S also
oscillate as a function of tim e. Sim ilar to the D irac and
Luttinger cases, these oscillations arise even though free
particles are considered w ith no extemalore ectivem ag—
netic eld present. However, the total angular m om en—
tum J = L + S does not oscillate as a function of time
which, as always, re ects the fact that J;Hk ]= 0.

VI. LANDAU HAM ILTONIAN

T here are several rem arkable sim ilarities between the
soin-dependent H am ittonians discussed above and the
wellknown and rather sin ple case of the Landau H am ik
tonianZ® describing the cyclotron m otion of 2D electrons
In the presence of am agnetic eld B , > 0 perpendicular
to the 2D plane. The Landau H am iltonian is given by

2 + 2
Ho= 2 B (41)
2m

where p is the kinetic m om entum w ith

bxipyl= iheB, 42)
Forthe elem entary chargee weuse the convention e = £3j.
T he tin edependent position operator

P shop+ 22
m!. m!.

[cos(!ct) 11 (43a)
can be w ritten in a com pact form using the com plex no—
tation R = x iyand P = i Ref.l43), which
highlights the analogies between the Landau Ham ilto—
nian and the m odels in the preceding sections. W e get:

1 e il .t

P
R@)=R+ — ——
m ile

; (43b)
where ! . = eB,=m isthe cycltron frequency. E quation
[430) shows that P=m behaves sin ilar to the F opera—
tors In the preceding sections? The m agnitude of the
oscillations of R (t) is the radius . = p=m !.) of the
cyclotron orbit. Ignoring the oscillations w ith frequency
! ., we have

R(t)=R C (44)

m!c

Independent oft, which corresponds to the center of the
cyclotron orbit (the guiding center). T he com ponents x
and y ofR do not comm ute

Biyl=12 ; 45a)

P
where . = h=(EB,) is the m agnetic length. Equa-
tion [45d) can be w ritten as an uncertainty relation

xy 2% : (45b)

T he velocity operator, in com plex notation V. = v, iy,
is given by

V= —e Mt 46)

sothat v () = v and v () = (I o)?.
nents vy and v, do not com m ute,

T he com po—

iheB,
Vxivyl= x ©ivy ©1= 2 ; 47a)
w hich corresponds to the uncertainty relation
ve vy 3 (e o)? (47b)

w hich should be com pared w ith Egs. [18) and [23). 0 bvi-
ously, In plications arising from this uncertainty relation
becom e relevant only for su ciently largem agnetic elds
when . becomescomparableto ..

The velocity V (t) is not a conserved quantity, which
re ects the e ect of the Lorentz force. W e have

il.P

V() = e et 48)

T he m ean velocity operator vanishes,
V=0 ; 49)

because, on average, the particle is at rest or B, 6 0.
Thisalso inplies [y ;v 1= 0.

O ur analysis indicates that the dynam ical properties
of the Landau m odel bear strong resem blances to those
exhbited by m odels show ing zitterbew egung-lke m otion.

VII. LANDAU-RASHBA HAM ILTONIAN

An iInteresting exam ple com bining two types of oscik-
latory m otion can be found by considering the interplay
between 2D cyclotron m otion (Sec.[Z 1) and R ashba spin
splitting (Sec.[I). The Ham iltonian for that situation
reads

HcR=Hc+HR+g s B, ¢ (50)
Here we have also lncluded a Zeem an term w ith Lande
factor g and Bohr magnetic moment p = eh=0@m)
(Where m . denotes the electron m ass in vacuum ), and
the tem s Hy and H . are given in Egs. [180) and [41).
For the follow ing calculation we replace the com ponents
Px and p, of the kinetic m om entum by creation and an-—
nihilation operation operators for Landau levels, a¥ and
a, de ned in the usualway,

a=p= 1)

and &' is the adpint of a.
forH cR

The resulting expression
Ref.[27) is equivalent to the Jaynes€ um m ings



m ode®® in the rotating-w ave approxin ation. To nd the
tin e evolution of the cbservables in the H eisenberg pic—

ture, we rst sgparate H x Into two comm uting parts,

_ oy @ @)
Hg = H + H_' ,where

HY = n!. a¥a+ > ; (52a)
Pom h!
Hc(li) = a . & ‘€ 1 g 2
c 2 2m ¢
(52b)
Here we used (x iy)=2.

Tt is straightforw ard to calculate the tin e evolution of
the soin com ponent paralkel to the m agnetic eld,

. 2)
1 e 2iH ;' t=h

) ©3)

cR

2iH ;'=h

T his result is the generalization of Eq. [240) to the case
of a nite magnetic eld. Interestingly, tin e averaging
the rhs of Eq. [53)) does not result in a vanishing spin
com ponent parallelto the eld direction. W e nd

n’1. ., o

S, = (54a)
a1 & 2m ¢
|
iexp [ i(le+ !.)E] !
R=c+ o2l ilbr g L P,
w ith the frequency operators ! given by
d 2
ht = n% B 4+ 2ntm 2 (56b)

cR cR

T he tem s proportional to in Eq. [56d) are rem inis—
cent of the oscillatory m otion in the Rashba case for
B, = 0, where the am plitude of the oscillations is in—
versely proportional to the de Broglie wave length and
independent of , see Eq. (22). Here these term s con—
trbbute to a spin-dependent renom alization of the cy—
clotron radius. W e also note that R (t) = C, so that Eq.
[A3) rem ains valid in the presence ofHy .
T he velocity operator is given by

P
vV R=— 2i : &7)
m

T he com m utator of the com ponents ofV ,

ih eB
24212, ;

WVx vy 1= (58a)

m 2

is the sum of the corresponding resuls obtained sepa—
rately from H. and Hy [see Egs. [230) and [A7d)]. How—

N eglecting Zeam an splitting and considering the lin it of
an allB ,, this resul becom es

( P) ze; (54b)

which is exactly the nite value of the spin com ponent
parallel to the m agnetic eld that was obtained In sem i
classical calculations of spin-split cyclotron orbits28

To calculate the tin e evolution of the position opera—
tor, we use the com plex notation from Sec.i 1. W e have

C+12.a ; (55)

where C is the position of the guiding center, see Eq.
[44). Even in the presence of H i , the guiding center C

rem ains a constant of the motion, C;Hyx ] = 0. The

tin e evolution of P due to H & is just a trivial factor

e <t 5o that we only need to evaluate the tin e evolu-

tion ofP / aunderHC(;). (N ote that [Hc(é);Hc(;)]= 0.

This problem hasbeen solved for the Jaynes umm ings
m odel224? T ranslating into our situation, we get for the
tin edependent position operator

iexp [ i(le+ ! )E] !4

P
— — + 21 ; (56a)
! L lem
ever, In the uncertainty relation
heB, 2 .
V x Vy W H (58b)

the two contributions are subtracted, thus reducing the
m ininum uncertainty. The tin e dependence of V can
be readily cbtained by taking the tim e derivative ofEq.
[E6d). T can be written as

V) =e e E, e et 5 (509)
w ith the com plex am plitude operators
@) @)
r oV H_ +2m 23+21 H,y  hl
2 [ ! m [ !
(59b)

VIII. CONCLUSIONSAND OUTLOOK

W e studied a variety of qualitatively di erent m odel
Ham iltonians for quasifree electrons that exhbit zitter—
lew egung-like oscillatory m otion. A num ber of features



can be identi ed that are w idely shared as discussed in
Sec.[]. Here we nally point out open questions.

For the D irac Ham iltonian, the am plitude of the zit—
terbewegung of r (t) is given by the C om pton wavelength
In the nonrelativistic lim i and by the de B roglie wave
length in the relativistic lim it. For those Ham iltonians
having a gap that vanishes forp ! 0, the length scak
of oscillations in r(t) is always given by the de B roglie
wavelength "3 = h=p, independent of the m agnitude of
soin-orbit coupling. It is surprising that the am plitude
of the oscillations of r (t) diverges in the nonrelativistic
Imitp! O.

T he m ost interesting but also, at least In our present
work, a lJargely open aspect is the experin ental cbserv—
ability of zitterbew egung-like e ects. C ertainly, any m ea—
surem ent of the oscillatory m otion m ust obey the fun-
dam entaluncertainty relations Eq. [4)] discussed in our
work. Furthem ore, we have already com m ented on the
Intim ate relation betw een oscillations in position and spin
space. However, while spin precession due to spin-orbi
coupling can be observed experin entally 22 it is often ar—
gued that the zitterbewegung of r(t) \is not an observ-
ablem otion, for any attem pt to determ ine the position of
the electron to better than a C om pton wavelength m ust
defeat its purpose by the creation of electron-positron
pairs" Ref.l3). W e note that the sam e argum ent can be
applied to B loch electrons in solids where electron-hole
pairs can be created ¢

A cknow ledgm ents

RW thanks D. Culcer and UZ thanks P. Schwerdt-
feger and G . Vignale for enlightening discussions. UZ
is supported by the M arsden Fund Council from G ov—
emm ent funding, adm inistered by the Royal Society of

10

New Zealand. Research at KITP was supported by the
N ational Science Foundation under G rant No. PHY 99—
07949.

APPENDIX :IM PORTANT FORM ULAE

Here we brie y summ arize in portant form ulae that
are used in our discussion of the oscillatory m otion in
various m odels. The H eisenberg equation ofm otion for
an operator A reads

® iB A ] @Al
d& h ' ’
It has the form al solution
Al =e?"ra e BED @ 2)

In particular, the velociy operator v is de ned by the
H eisenberg equation of m otion for the position opera—
torr,

dr i
* H;r] @ 3)
T hroughout we use the convention that A (t) denotes an
operator in the Heisenberg picture and A = A (0) is the
corresponding operator in the Schrodinger picture.

In general, the uncertainty principle for two noncom —
muting cbservables A and B reads
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