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W e study quantum transport properties oftwo-dim ensionalelectron gases under high perpen-

dicular m agnetic �elds. For this purpose,we reform ulate the high-�eld expansion,usually done

in the operatoriallanguage ofthe guiding-center coordinates,in term s ofvortex states within the

fram ework ofreal-tim e G reen functions.These vortex statesarise naturally from the consideration

thatthe Landau levelsquantization can follow directly from the existence ofa topologicalwinding

num ber.Them icroscopiccom putation ofthecurrentcan then beperform ed within theK eldysh for-

m alism in a system aticway at�nitem agnetic�eldsB (i.e.beyond thesem i-classicallim itB = 1 ).

Theform alism allowsusto de�nea generalvortex currentdensity aslong asthegradientexpansion

theory isapplicable.Asa result,the totalcurrentisexpressed in term sofedge contributionsonly.

W e obtain the �rst and third lowest order contributions to the currentdue to Landau-levels m ix-

ing processes,and derive in a transparent way the quantization ofthe Hallconductance. Finally,

we point outqualitatively the im portance ofinhom ogeneities ofthe vortex density to capture the

dissipative longitudinaltransport.

PACS num bers:73.43.-f,72.15.R n,73.50.Jt

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

As super
uidity and superconductivity, the integer

quantum Halle�ectisa spectacularm anifestation ofthe

quantum nature at a m acroscopic scale. Interestingly,

these three phenom ena share the sam e property ofdis-

appearance ofthe dissipation at low tem peratures. In

the two-dim ensionalelectron gasesin the regim e ofthe

quantum Halle�ect, the vanishing of the longitudinal

m agnetoresistance R xx fora range in m agnetic �elds,is

accom panied by anotherrem arkablefeaturewhich isthe

form ation ofplateausofthe Hallconductance G xy with

a robustquantization1 in integralm ultiplesofe2=h.

Thereisnow a consensus2,3,4 thattheexistenceofG xy

plateaus is intim ately connected with the localization

m echanism which causesthevanishing ofdissipation.In

a phenom enologicalpicture the localized states that do

notcontributeto thelongitudinaltransportplay therole

ofa reservoirforelectronswhich allowsthechem icalpo-

tentialto sit between Landau levels "n = (n + 1=2)~!c
(here !c isthe cyclotron pulsation).O n the otherhand,

delocalized statesaresupposed toexistonly within sm all

energybandscentered around theenergies"n.Aslongas

the chem icalpotentiallieswithin the region oflocalized

states,the Hallconductance G xy is expected to rem ain

constantand isrelated to the num berof�lled bandsof

delocalized statesbelow thechem icalpotential.Theob-

servation ofwide plateaus im plies consequently a large

density forthelocalized stateswith a m uch m oresigni�-

cantspread in energy than forthedensity ofdelocalized

states.Thedensity ofstateswith am obility gap isthere-

foretheessentialcondition forthequantum Halle�ect.2

M any di�erent theoretical

approaches5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17 have been pro-

posed to explain the quantum Halle�ect,which can be

divided in severalclasses.The m ostfruitfultreatm ents,

such as Laughlin’s gauge argum ent,5 and the edge

state picture,6,16,17 provide an explanation for the

quantization of the Hallconductance, but rely on the

assum ption thatthere existlocalized statesin the bulk.

Direct diagram m atic calculations have been developed

aswell.M odelswith point-likeim puritiesaretechnically

m anageable,7 but require the arti�cial pinning of the

chem icalpotentialwithin gaps in the density ofstates

to accountfor the existence ofquantized Hallplateaus.

Further developm ents to include �nite-range disorder

within theG reen functionsdiagram m aticswerepursued,

but appear m ore com plicated, since it is needed to

incorporate m ore and m ore diagram s with increasing

strength ofthem agnetic �eld.18

Itisworth m entioning thatthe standard procedure19

that consists in averaging over im purity positions is in

fact questionable in high m agnetic �elds. Indeed,it is

norm ally justi�ed by the physical assum ption of ran-

dom ness after successive collision events. However,in-

stead ofthe chaotic random walk,the electronic m otion

isrelatively regularforhigh m agnetic �eldsand sm ooth

disorder potential. At the classicallevel,this leads to

the breakdown ofthe Drude-Lorentz form ula.20 Q uan-

tum m echanically,this idea has led to the m ost sim ple

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0612149v2
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andillum inatingapproachtoexplaintheexistenceofHall

plateaus,the guiding-centerpicture,3,10,11,12,13,14,15,21,22

which isa high-�eld approxim ation. W ithin this"sem i-

classical"description,thequantized cyclotron m otion en-

ergy becom esaconstantofm otion when thedisorderpo-

tentialissm ooth and varieslessthan the Landau levels

separation (in ordertohavenegligibleLandau levelsm ix-

ing).Thereason forthisisan ine�ectiveenergyexchange

between the two degrees offreedom ,the fast cyclotron

m otion,and the slow guiding center m otion. W ithout

such an exchange,thestrong�eld localization isthen as-

sociated with the drift m otion ofthe guiding center of

the cyclotron orbit along contours ofconstant disorder

potential. The delocalization ofelectronic statesisthen

dueto thepercolation ofequipotentiallines,thatoccurs

ata singlecriticalenergy.Thelocalization isthusdeter-

m ined in term softhetopology oftheequipotentiallines,

and the resulting spectralproperties vindicate the m o-

bility gap argum entforthe appearance ofthe quantum

Halle�ectin high �elds.

The com putation of quantum transport beyond the

B = 1 lim ithashowevernotbeen achieved in a system -

atic way.3,11,12,14,15 Because the m atrix elem ents ofthe

current density relate adjacent Landau levels,the m ix-

ing ofLandau levels(which isabsentatin�nitem agnetic

�eld) needs thus to be taken into accountin a rigorous

way. In this paper, we reform ulate the high �eld ex-

pansion in the fram ework ofreal-tim e G reen functions

using a particularsetofvortex eigenstates. The fram e-

work developed in our paper,although form ally equiv-

alent to the guiding center approach,allows a straight-

forward and system aticcalculation ofquantum transport

at�nitem agnetic�eldsB (i.e.beyond thesem i-classical

lim it B = 1 ),and leads to a transparentderivation of

both thedissipationlesslongitudinalconductanceand the

quantizedHallresistance.W ealsoshow startingfrom our

bulk calculation thatthe conductance can be expressed

in term sofedge contributions,thusproviding a connec-

tion between thehigh-�eld approachesand theedgestate

picture.Thisresultisfound up to thethird orderin pro-

cesses m ixing the Landau-levels,and m ay be a general

resultvalid atallordersaslongasthegradientexpansion

theory isapplicable.W e interpretthisasa fundam ental

m anifestation ofthe robustness ofthe electronic vortex

states,which givesrise to strong localization properties

atlargebut�nite m agnetic �eldsand in long-rangedis-

order.

The outline ofthe paperisasfollows. In Sec. II,we

considerthe sim ple problem ofa single charged particle

in a m agnetic �eld. W e �rst analyze within a gauge-

independent fram ework the origin ofthe Landau levels

energy quantization in term s ofthe wave-particle dual-

ity.Such a prelim inary discussion isneeded becausethis

origin is usually obscured by the choice ofa gauge and

the high degeneracy ofthe energy levels. W e derive a

basis ofeigenstates in a way which shows that the en-

ergy quantization followsonly from thesingle-valuedness

ofthewavefunction,i.e.from a topologicalcondition.In

Sec.III,by usingthisbasisofvortexstates,weintroduce

within the fram ework ofthe real-tim e G reen functions

the high-�eld expansion that allows to treat a sm ooth

disorder.In Sec.IV westudytherm odynam icproperties,

and especially com pute the dependence ofthe chem ical

potentialon the m agnetic �eld,thatisim portantto de-

term inethewidth ofthe Hallplateausfordi�erenttem -

peraturesand disorderbroadenings.Q uantum transport

propertiesin high m agnetic�eldsareinvestigated in Sec.

V.W e discuss and sum m arize our work in Section VI.

Som e ofthe technicaldetailssuch asthe derivation and

theresolution ofthekineticequation havebeen collected

in the appendices.

II. P R ELIM IN A R IES

In this Section,we considera single electron ofe�ec-

tive m assm � and ofcharge e = � jejcon�ned in a (xy)

two-dim ensionalplane under a perpendicular m agnetic

�eld B (pointing in the z direction). The in
uence of

an im purity potentialis postponed to Section III.The

ham iltonian hasthe form

H 0 =

�

p �
e

c
A

�2
=2m � =

�

� i~r +
jej

c
A

� 2

=2m � (1)

whereA isthevectorpotentialwhich isdeterm ined from

the equation

r � A = B = Bẑ: (2)

Thevectorpotentialisde�ned by thisway up to thegra-

dientofan arbitrary function �(r)(i.e.a gaugefactor).

Here,forsim plicity,we do notconsider the spin degree

offreedom and disregard thereforethe Zeem an splitting

term .The wavefunctions	 and the energy eigenvalues

E arederived from thestationarySchr�odinger’sequation

H 0	= E 	: (3)

Because it is the vector potentialA rather than the

m agnetic�eld B which appearsin H 0,thereissom efree-

dom in solving Eq. (3). In the nexttwo subsectionswe

introduce the two m ost known ways presented in text-

books to solve it,before analyzing the question ofthe

origin ofthe quantization ofthe energy spectrum .

A . Translation-invariant eigenstates

Thetraditionalway23 to solvetheeigen-problem (3)is

to introducethe Landau gauge,forwhich the vectorpo-

tentialhasthe form A = xB ŷ.The ham iltonian isthen

also obviously invariantby translation in they direction

so thatthe wavefunction issoughtunderthe form

	(x;y)= f p(x)exp(ipy)
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with p real. The function fp(x) obeys the di�erential

equation

f
00
p (x)+

 

2m �E

~
2

�

�

p+
x

l2
B

� 2
!

fp = 0 (4)

typicalofan harm onic oscillator. Here we have intro-

duced the m agneticlength

lB =
p
~c=jejB ; (5)

which isrelated to the quantum ofm agnetic 
ux � 0 as

follows

�0 = 2�l2B B =
hc

jej
: (6)

Introducing thenew coordinatex0= x� x0 with x0 =

� pl2B ,a solution of(4)issoughtunderthe form

fp(x)= exp

�

�
x02

2l2
B

�

h(x0)

where h(x0)isexpanded in powerseries. The condition

thatfp ! 0 forx ! 1 im posesthatthe function h isa

polynom ialofordern and leadsto thewell-known result

ofthe quantization ofthe energy spectrum

E n;p = ~!c

�

n +
1

2

�

; (7)

where !c = jejB =m �c is the cyclotron pulsation. Here

the energy E isindependentofthe quantum num berp.

This expresses an im portant degeneracy of the energy

levels. Finally,the wave functions are thus labeled by

the quantum num bersn and p and arewritten as

	 n;p(x;y)= e
ipy exp

�

�
(x � x0)

2

2l2
B

�

H n

�
x � x0

lB

�

(8)

with H n theHerm itepolynom ialofdegreen.W ithin this

basis,the m odulij	 n;p(x;y)jhavethe property ofbeing

translation invariant in the y direction,and the eigen-

states	 n;p(x;y)arenotsquare-integrablein the plane.

B . R otation-invariant eigenstates

Instead oftheLandau gauge,onecan usethesym m et-

ricalgaugeforwhich thevectorpotentialisA = B � r=2.

Introducingthepolarcoordinates(r;�),onecan straight-

forwardlyseethattheham iltonian H 0 isinvariantby any

rotation around the origin. Then a convenientform for

the wavefunction is

	(r;�)= f m (r)exp(im �) (9)

with m a positiveornegativeinteger,condition required

by thesingle-valuednessofthewavefunction.Thefunc-

tion fm (r) obeys the one-dim ensionaldi�erentialequa-

tion

1

r

d

dr

�

r
dfm

dr

�

+

 
2m �E

~
2

�

�
m

r
+

r

2l2
B

� 2
!

fm = 0:

(10)

W e search the function fm underthe form

fm (r)= r
jm j

e
� r

2
=4l

2

B gm (r): (11)

Thefunction gm isthen given by the equation

d2gm

dr2
+

�
2jm j+ 1

r
�

r

l2
B

�
dgm

dr

+
2m �

~
2

�

E �
~!c

2
(m + jm j+ 1)

�

gm = 0: (12)

Using the changeofvariablez = r2=2l2B ,the equation is

rewritten in the form

z
d2gm

dz2
+ (jm j+ 1� z)

dgm

dz

+

�
E

~!c
�
1

2
(m + jm j+ 1)

�

gm = 0: (13)

The con
uent hypergeom etric function �(�;
;z)

obeysthe sam ekind ofequation

z
d2�

dz2
+ (
� z)

d�

dz
� �� = 0: (14)

Thereexisttwolinearlyindependentsolutionstothisdif-

ferentialequation �(�;
;z)and z 1� 
�(�� 
+ 1;2� 
;z).

The second solution divergesfor z = 0 and is therefore

notphysically acceptable.Furtherm ore,forz ! 1

�(�;
;z)�
�(
)

�(�)
e
z
z
�� 


with �(z)the gam m a function. Using the factthatthe

product rfm (r) has to be square-integrable,we obtain

thatnecessarily

1

�(�)
= 0

which leadsto �= � lwherelisa positiveinteger.Then

the con
uenthypergeom etricfunctions�(� l;jm j+ 1;z)

areproportionalto thegeneralized Laguerrepolynom ials

L
jm j

l
(z)ofdegree l.Thisresultsin the energy quantiza-

tion

E = ~!c

�

l+
1

2
[jm j+ m ]+

1

2

�

= ~!c

�

n +
1

2

�

(15)
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with n = l+ (jm j+ m )=2.The corresponding wavefunc-

tionsarelabelled by the quantum num bersm and l

	 m ;l(r;�)= e
im �

�
r

p
2lB

� jm j

e
� r

2
=4l

2

B L
jm j

l

�
r2

2l2
B

�

:

(16)

Here,the m odulij	 m ;l(r;�)jare rotation-invariant. In

contrastwith theform erbasis,thepresenteigenstatesare

square-integrablein the plane and m ay thuscorrespond

to physicalstates.The solutions(16)describestatesfor

which there isan equally probable distribution oforbits

whosecenterslieon a circle24.

C . O rigin ofthe energy quantization?

Atthisstage,letuscom pare the origin ofthe energy

quantization in thetwo di�erentderivations.In the�rst

case,the quantization originates from the vanishing of

the wave function farfrom the origin in the x direction.

Accordingtothesecond derivation,twointegralnum bers

contribute to the energy quantization: the �rst integer

(m )resultsfrom thecondition ofsingle-valuednessofthe

wave function,while the second integer (l) stem s from

the condition ofsquare-integrability.

From thiscom parison,theexistenceofaphysicalinter-

pretation forthe energy quantization isnotclear.How-

ever,a clue foran unam biguousorigin ofthisquantiza-

tion seem s to be provided by sem i-classicalargum ents.

According to the classicalequations ofm otion,a single

electron con�ned to a planeand in thepresenceofa per-

pendicularm agnetic�eld followsacircularorbitofradius

R c = v=!c where v isa constantvelocity. The classical

kinetic energy can thusbe written as

E =
1

2
m

�
v
2 =

1

2
m

�(R c!c)
2 = ~!c

�c

�0

(17)

with �c = �R 2
cB the m agnetic 
ux enclosed by the tra-

jectory. M aking the correspondence between thisclassi-

calexpression and the quantum expression [Eq. (7) or

(15)]ofthe kinetic energy,we get in the sem i-classical

lim itn � 1

�c = n�0: (18)

In thislim it,the energy quantization can thusbe inter-

preted asaconsequenceofthequantizationofthe
uxen-

closed by thecyclotron trajectory.Furtherm ore,the
ux

enclosed by the trajectory can be seen in sem i-classical

term sasthephaseaccum ulated during a cycle.W ethus

m aywonderhow theenergyquantization isrelated tothe

phase ofthe wavefunction in fully quantum -m echanical

term s.In subsection IIE,weshallpresentathird deriva-

tion,which hastheadvantageto show explicitly how the

energy quantization arisesonly from a topologicalcondi-

tion in the point ofview ofthe electron’s wave-particle

duality.

D . G auge-invariant form ulation

In orderto understand the di�erencebetween thetwo

basesderived previously and the role ofthe gauge,itis

usefulto work in a gauge-invariant form alism . An im -

portantconsequence ofthe presence ofa m agnetic �eld

is that the ham iltonian H 0 is alwayscom plex whatever

the gauge chosen for the vector potential. This im plies

theexistenceofanon-trivialphaseforthewavefunction.

Letusthusseek 	 in the form

	 = fexp(i’)

with f and ’ tworealfunctions.Substitutingthisform in

the equation (3)wegetthe system ofcoupled equations

r �

�

f
2

�

r ’ +
2�

�0

A

��

= 0 (19)

� �f +

�

r ’ +
2�

�0

A

� 2

f =
2m �E

~
2

f (20)

where the functions ’ and f have to be determ ined to-

getherwith theenergyE .Notethatin ahydrodynam ical

picture25 ofquantum m echanics(see also e.g. Ref. 26),

f2 plays the role ofthe density ofa �ctuous 
uid and

Eq. (19)isnothing else than the equation ofcontinuity

forthe currentprobability in the stationary case.

Theexplicitexpressionofthephase’ ofthewavefunc-

tion depends on the choice ofa gauge. Note that how-

everthe system (19)-(20)iswritten in a gauge-invariant

form . Indeed,ifwe consider the gauge transform ation

A ! A 0= A + r �,the phasetransform sas

’ ! ’
0= ’ �

2�

�0

�: (21)

Thegaugeisthusreabsorbed additively in theexpression

(21) ofthe phase factor. Accordingly,the phase factor

can be typically divided into two parts

’ = ’gd + ’gi;

a part ’gd which is gauge dependent, and a part ’gi
which isgaugeindependent.Letusdenotethecom bina-

tion ofthe phase gradientand the quantity 2�A =� 0 by

the gauge-invariantwavevectorK ,i.e.

K =

�

r ’ +
2�

�0

A

�

: (22)

Eqs.(19)-(20)arethen rewritten as

fr � K + 2r f � K = 0; (23)

� �f +

�

K
2 �

2m �E

~
2

�

f = 0: (24)

Thecouplingofthecontinuityequation (23)with theEq.

(24)wasbypassed in theform erderivationsoftheenergy
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eigenvaluesby invoking the choice ofa gauge and sym -

m etry considerations.However,itisclearhere thatitis

possible to getthe energy quantization withoutspecify-

ing a gaugebutratherby choosing the vectorsK .

Indeed,forthetranslation-invariantstates,weim pose

thatthefunction f dependsonly on thevariablex.Ifwe

im pose in addition r � K = 0,we obtain from Eq. (23)

that K k y. Then,the vectors K are fully determ ined

from Eq.(22)which yieldsr � K = 2�B ẑ=�0 in theab-

senceofphasesingularities.Afterintegration,weobtain

that

K =

�

p+
2�xB

�0

�

ŷ; (25)

where p is a constant ofintegration which is obviously

gauge-independent. Substituting this 
ow for K in Eq.

(24),we getthe gauge-independentEq.(4)yielding the

energy spectrum .

Fortherotation-invariantstates,weim posethatf de-

pendsonly on r and r � K = 0.Eq.(23)yieldsstraight-

forwardly that

K kz� r: (26)

In the presence ofa phase singularity at the origin,we

have

r � K = 2�B ẑ=�0 + 2�m �(r) ẑ; (27)

with m a positiveornegativeintegerensuring thesingle-

valuedness ofthe wave function 	. The form (27) to-

getherwith thecondition (26)determ inesalso an adm is-

sible 
ow ofK given by

K =

�
m

r2
+
�B

�0

�

ẑ� r: (28)

In thesym m etricalgauge,thephaseassociated with this


ow isgiven by ’ = ’gi = m �,thegauge-dependentpart

’gd being sim ply a constant.

Therefore,contrary to whatcould beinferred from the

derivations IIA and IIB,it is not necessary to choose

a gauge to write down the Schr�odinger’s equation ex-

plicitly. Furtherm ore, the real di�erence between the

translation-invariant states and the rotation-invariant

statesisnotthegaugebecauseboth kind ofstatescan be

obtained in anygauge.Therealdi�erenceisin thechoice

ofthe 
ow ofK ,which isintim ately related to the sym -

m etry oftheprobability density f2.Thesetofquantum

num berslabellingtheeigenstatesarisesdirectlyfrom this

choice. For instance,the vectorK can be either trans-

lation invariantorrotation invariant. Asa result,there

are m any possibilities to choose other 
ows ofK satis-

fying the system ofequations (23)-(24). It is som ehow

rem arkablethatwhateverthischoice,theenergyrem ains

quantized as(n + 1=2)~!c.

E. V ortex eigenstates

In absence ofany potential,the electron followsclas-

sically a periodic cyclotron m otion around an arbitrary

centerR . At the quantum level,the translation invari-

ance ofthe ham iltonian H 0 re
ectsprecisely the degen-

eracy ofthe kinetic energy with respectto the position

ofthecenter,whileitsrotation invariancecorrespondsto

thecyclotron m otion.Apparently,theform ereigenstates

(8)or(16)do notre
ectthe sym m etry ofthe cyclotron

m otion around an arbitrary pointR so thatthe consid-

eration ofthe classicallim itisrathertricky. Since they

do notcorrespond to theclassicalpicture ofthem otion,

itisdi�cultto appreciatethe wave-particleduality.

Letusthustrytoconstructabasisofeigenstateswhich

hastherightproperties.Forthispurpose,weim posethat

theprobability density f2 hasthesam esym m etry asthe

cyclotron m otion,i.e. is a function ofjr� R jonly. As

previously,we take the freedom ofhaving r � K = 0.

Then,wegetfrom Eq.(23)that

K kz� (r� R ): (29)

Itisstraightforward to see thatthe 
ow

K =

�
m

jr� R j2
+
�B

�0

�

ẑ� (r� R ) (30)

is adm issible from the point ofview ofthe coupling of

Eqs. (23)-(24). Here,we have deliberately located the

phasesingularityatthearbitraryposition R (ratherthan

atthe origin asin IIB).

Substituting the form (30)in the Eq. (24)we obtain

a di�erentialequation forf which issim ilarto Eq.(10)

afterintroducing thenew cylindricalcoordinatesde�ned

by �= jr� R jand � = arg(r� R ).The function

fm ;R (r)= �
m
e
� �

2
=4l

2

B (31)

with m � 0 isa sim ple solution ofthisdi�erentialequa-

tion yielding the energy quantization

E m = ~!c

�

m +
1

2

�

: (32)

At this stage,it is not needed to entirely solve the dif-

ferentialequation (10) as done in IIB because we have

already determ ined by this way enough states. For the

sam ereason,wehaverestricted ourselfto positivevalues

ofthe integerm .

Then,consideringEq.(30)and takingthesym m etrical

gauge A = B � r=2,we deduce thatthe phase-gradient

takesthe form

r ’ = m ẑ�
r� R

jr� R j2
�
ẑ� R

2l2
B

: (33)

W eobtain thatthenorm alized wavefunctionslabelled by

m and R = (X ;Y )arefully expressed in thesym m etrical

gaugeas

	 m ;R (r) =
Cm

lB

�
�
�
�
r� R
p
2lB

�
�
�
�

m

e
im arg(r� R )

e
�

(r�R )
2
�2i ẑ�(r�R )

4l2
B

=
Cm

lB

�
z� Z
p
2lB

� m

e
�

jzj2+ jZ j2�2Z z �

4l2
B (34)
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with Cm = 1=
p
2�m !,z = x + iy,and Z = X + iY .

For practicalconvenience,we use henceforth the Dirac

notation

	 m ;R (r)= hrjm ;R i:

W e now argue thatthe setofeigenstatesjm ;R iwith

m restricted to positive values only (m � 0) form s a

sem i-orthogonalbasis.Theoverlap between two statesis

calculated in Appendix A,with the result:

hm ;R jm 0
;R

0i= �m m 0 e
�

(R �R 0
)
2 �2i ẑ�(R �R 0

)

4l2
B : (35)

According to (35),thestatesjm ;R iareorthogonalwith

respectto thequantum num berm ,butnotwith respect

tothevortexpositionsR .However,theoverlap isalm ost

zero when thedistancebetween two vortex positionsex-

ceedsa few m agnetic lengths. Letusprove thatthe set

ofvortex states(34)iscom plete.W e have

Z

d
2
R

+ 1X

m = 0

hrjm ;R ihm ;R jr0i=

Z
d2R

2�l2
B

+ 1X

m = 0

1

m !

�
z0� � Z�

p
2lB

� m �
z� Z
p
2lB

� m

e
�

jzj2+ jz0j2+ 2jZ j2�2Z z � �2Z � z0

4l2
B : (36)

Recognizing the developm entinto seriesofthe exponentialfunction,weperform �rstthe sum overm to get

Z

d
2
R

+ 1X

m = 0

hrjm ;R ihm ;R jr0i= e
�

jzj
2
+ jz

0
j
2
�2z

0�
z

4l2
B

Z
d2R

2�l2
B

e
� iIm

Z
�
(z�z

0
)

l2
B : (37)

The rem aining integrations over the vortex coordinates

R yield straightforwardly

Z

d
2
R

+ 1X

m = 0

hrjm ;R ihm ;R jr0i= 2�l2B �(r� r
0): (38)

Using that�(r� r0)= hrjr0i,inserting from the left jri

and from the right hr0j,integrating over r and r0,and

using thecom pletenessrelation forthestatesjri,weget

from thisexpression (38)the com pletenessrelation

Z
d2R

2�l2
B

+ 1X

m = 0

jm ;R ihm ;R j= 1: (39)

W e see thatthe setofstatesiscom plete ifwe associate

thearea 2�l2B with thevortex coordinatesX and Y .W e

deduce thatthe degeneracy ofthe energy levelsisequal

to (2�l2B )
� 1 perunitarea (i.e.fora �nite system itcor-

respondsto �=� 0 where � isthe totalm agnetic 
ux in

the system ),in agreem entwith the standard derivations

m aking useoforthogonalsetsofeigenstates.

W e havethereforepresented a third way ofderivation

ofthe eigenvalues and eigenstates for the problem ofa

charged particle in an uniform m agnetic �eld. W e �nd

thatthe energy eigenvalues(32)aredegenerate with re-

spectto a continuousquantum num ber,nam ely the po-

sitions R ,which here correspond to the locations ofa

phase singularity. In the lim it ofin�nite m agnetic �eld

only, the vortex location R corresponds to the classi-

calguiding center coordinates. It is worth noting that,

contrary to previousstandard derivations,wedid notre-

sorttoany condition ofsquare-integrabilitytoobtain the

quantization oftheenergy levels.Here,thequantization

ofthe kinetic energy stem s only from the quantization

ofthe angular m om entum (de�ned with respect to the

position R ). In term s ofthe wave-particle duality,the

m echanism athand isclearly theinterferenceoftheelec-

tronic wavefunction with itselfdue to the com pletion of

a circularorbit. The eigenstatescorrespond to vortices

located atthepositionsR .Theirnon-orthogonalitywith

respectto R re
ects the quantum indeterm inacy (2�l2B
according to the com pletenessrelation)in the positions

ofthevortices.Eq.(39)constitutesan essentialrelation

thatallowsto expand any wavefunction into a superpo-

sition ofthe vortex statesjm ;R i.

Becauseoneofthequantum num bers(m )resultsonly

from the single-valuedness of the wave function, i.e.

stem sfrom a topologicalconstraint,itissensitive to lo-

calperturbationsonlyon thescaleofthem agneticlength

around the vortex positions R . This property helps for

exam ple to capture the interplay ofa con�ning poten-

tialand the Landau levelsin a straightforward m anner.

W ithin the vortex states basis,it is clear that only the

states whose vortex positions lie near the edges willbe

a�ected by the con�nem ent.Asa consequence,a devia-

tion ofthespectrum from theLandau levelsm ay beonly

signi�cantnearthe edges. Sim ilar conclusionsconcern-

ing the spectrum of�nite system s can be reached after

thorough calculationsforparticularm odelsasthe Teller

m odel(con�nem entby hard walls)orthem odelofelastic

con�nem ent(for a discussion,see e.g. Ref. 3). O n the

otherhand,the bulk statesare nota�ected by the con-

�ning potential,which justi�esthecom m on disregard of
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thein
uenceofedgeswhen com puting therm odynam ical

quantities ofm acroscopic system s. O ne im portant ad-

vantageofthe presentbasisistherefore to allow a sepa-

ratequantum treatm entoftheedgesand ofthebulk.De-

spitethelack oforthogonality,weshallshow in thenext

Section that the basis ofvortex states is also very con-

venientfor the treatm ent ofany random potentialthat

varies sm oothly on the scale ofthe m agnetic length in

high m agnetic �elds.

Finally,we note that the set ofstates (34) has been

derived previously27,28 in the literature within di�erent

approachesand contexts,nam ely thecoherentstatesfor-

m alism developed by G lauber29 (fora review on thethe-

oryofcoherentstatesseee.g.Ref.30).Indeed,thestates

(34) can be identi�ed as coherent states of a charged

particle in a m agnetic �eld and they naturally obey the

algebra29,30 expected forthesestates(thealgebraischar-

acterized by the identities(35)and (38)). A peculiarity

hereisthatthevortexstates(34)areboth coherentstates

(this property com esoutthrough the degeneracy quan-

tum num ber R - the vortex location) and eigenstates

ofthe ham iltonian (the eigenvalues are associated with

thequantum num berm ).31 Thetopologicalnatureofthe

energy quantum num berm ,thatisfundam entalto cap-

turethequantum transportpropertiesin �nitem agnetic

�eldsaswillbedeveloped in thepresentpaper,hasseem -

ingly notbeen recognized in these approaches.27,28 The

setofstates(34)hasalreadybeen used forthecalculation

ofthe partition function21 and the W igner function.28

W eshallpresenta system aticexpansion using thissetin

the fram ework ofthereal-tim eG reen functionsto study

both therm odynam ic and quantum transportproperties

in high m agnetic �elds.

III. EFFEC T O F A SM O O T H P O T EN T IA L O N

LA N D A U LEV ELS IN H IG H M A G N ET IC FIELD S

A . M atrix elem ents ofthe potential

In thisSection,we considerthatthe electron feels,in

additiontotheperpendicularm agnetic�eld,thepresence

ofapotentialV (x;y).ThecorrespondingHam iltonian is

therefore

H = H 0 + V (x;y); (40)

whereH 0 isthekineticpartintroduced in theform erSec-

tion. The m atrix elem entsofthe potentialV expressed

in the sem i-orthogonalbasisjm ;R iofeigenstatesofH 0

aregiven by

Vm ;m 0(R ;R 0) =

Z

d
2
rV (r)	 �

m ;R (r)	 m 0;R 0(r):(41)

W e need to arrange the expression ofthese m atrix ele-

m entsby m aking som em anipulations.Forthispurpose,

weshallconsiderthatV (R )can beexpanded in a Taylor

series

V (r)=

+ 1X

j= 0

1

j!
[r� ru]

j
V (u)

�
�
�
u= 0

: (42)

Introducing the relative coordinates d = (R 0� R )=2

and the centerofm asscoordinatesc = (R 0+ R )=2,we

�rstm akethechangeofvariabler0= (r� c� id�̂z)=
p
2lB

Vm ;m 0(R ;R 0) = 2Cm Cm 0hR jR 0i

Z

dx
0

Z

dy
0 [x0� iy

0]
m
[x0+ iy

0]
m

0

V

�p
2lB r

0+ c+ id � ẑ

�

e
� (x

02
+ y

02
) (43)

wherehR jR 0i= hm ;R jm ;R 0i,and x0(respectively y0)liesin thecom plex planeon thelinede�ned by z = � idy=
p
2lB

(z = idx=
p
2lB ).The potentialterm isthen expanded in Taylorseriesaround the com plex pointc+ id � ẑ

V

�p
2lB r

0+ c+ id � ẑ

�

=

+ 1X

j= 0

(
p
2lB )

j

j!
[r0� ru]

j
V (u)

�
�
�
u= c+ id� ẑ

: (44)

Now,ifthe length scale � characterizing the range overwhich the potentialV variessigni�cantly istypically bigger

than the m agnetic length lB (thisoccursforany nonpathologicalpotentialsin su�ciently high m agnetic �elds),the

series(44)convergesforall�nitex0 and y0and representsa function which isanalyticthroughoutthecom plex plane

with respecttothesetwocom plexvariables.Usingthisanalycityproperty,thecontoursofintegration can bedeform ed

to the realaxes.Then,noting that

2r0� ru = (x0� iy
0)
�
@�x + i@�y

�
+ (x0+ iy

0)
�
@�x � i@�y

�
; (45)

with u = (�x;�y),and using thebinom ialtheorem ,wegetafterintegration thatthem atrix elem entsofthepotential

can be written as

Vm ;m 0(R ;R 0)=

+ 1X

j= 0

jX

k= 0

hR jR 0i

k!(j� k)!

�
lB
p
2

� k
(m + k)!
p
m !m 0!

�m + k;m 0+ j� k (@�x + i@�y )
k(@�x � i@�y )

j� k
V (�x;�y)

�
�
(�x ;�y )= c+ id� ẑ

:(46)
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Then,using the factthat c+ id � ẑ = R + d + id � ẑ and applying once again the Taylorexpansion to have the

potentialand itshigherorderderivativestaken atthe pointR only,we reorganize the di�erentterm sappearing in

the series(46)with respectto the orderq ofthe derivativesofthe potentialV as

Vm ;m 0(R ;R 0) = hR jR 0i

+ 1X

q= 0

V
(q)

m ;m 0(R ;R
0): (47)

The leading contribution to the seriesis

V
(0)

m ;m 0(R ;R
0)= V (R )�m ;m 0: (48)

Forthe subsequentcalculations(Section V),weshallneed also the expression forq= 1 which can be written as

V
(1)

m ;m 0(R ;R
0) =

�
(R 0� R )

2
� r V (R )� îz�

�
(R 0� R )

2
� r V (R )

��

�m ;m 0 +

+ lB

r
m 0

2
f@xV (R )+ i@yV (R )g �m + 1;m 0 + lB

r
m

2
f@xV (R )� i@yV (R )g �m ;m 0+ 1: (49)

W e are now in a position to analyze the peculiarities

ofa sm ooth potentialin the high m agnetic �eld regim e.

Due to the exponentialcuto� factorhR jR 0i,the m atrix

elem ents Vm ;m 0(R ;R 0) are non negligible only when R 0

islocated ata distancefrom R which istypically sm aller

than
p
2lB ,i.e. the m odulousjdjisatbestofthe order

oflB .W e deduce that

�
�
�V

(q)

m ;m 0(R ;R
0)

�
�
��

�
lB

�

� q

V (R ) (50)

where�isthelength scalecharacterizingthespatialvari-

ations ofV around the point R . Therefore,when the

potentialV variessm oothly on thescaleofthem agnetic

length lB ,�� lB ,wehavethe inequalities
�
�
�V

(0)

m ;m 0(R ;R
0)

�
�
��

�
�
�V

(1)

m ;m 0(R ;R
0)

�
�
��

�
�
�V

(2)

m ;m 0(R ;R
0)

�
�
�:::

Thisshowsthatwehaveordered in theseries(47)thedif-

ferentcontributionsto Vm ;m 0(R ;R 0)by theirm agnitude

ofrelevance (characterized by q). In the next subsec-

tion,we exploitthis factto build a system atic gradient

expansion within the form alism ofG reen functions.

Finally,itis worth noting thatthe vortex states(34)

arelabeled by thecontinuousindex R ,and thereforethe

setjm ;R iisover-com pletein theHilbertspacethathas

a countable basis. Nevertheless,according to the com -

pletenessrelation (39)itispossible to expand any arbi-

trary state oroperatorsin the vortex statesrepresenta-

tion. This is precisely what we have done here for the

potential. Still,it is in principle necessary to be care-

fulat this levelbecause the vortex states are obviously

not linearly independent ofone another,and thus the

expansion ofV in term s ofthese vortex states m ay be

notunique.However,clearly,thepresentexpansion (47)

which is only valid for a sm ooth potentialin the high

m agnetic�eld regim e(m oreprecisely thecondition isre-

lated to thecriterion ofconvergenceoftheseries(44))is

unam biguous:thereisa uniquecorrespondencebetween

the m atrix elem entsand the operatorV . In the fram e-

work ofthecoherentstatestheory29,30 theunicity ofthe

expansion isprovided by the constraintthatthe expan-

sion coe�centsdependsanalyticallyupon thecontinuous

(com plex) quantum num ber labelling the states. Here,

wehaveused explicitly thesam econdition in thecourse

ofthederivation (between Eq.(43)and (46))ofthem a-

trix elem ents ofthe potential. Nam ely,the criterion of

convergenceoftheTaylorexpansion ofthepotentialhas

im plied theanalycity ofthefunction V ,whatrendersthe

expansion unique.

B . G reen functions form alism

To investigate therm odynam ic and transport proper-

tiesofthe two-dim ensionalelectron gasin a sm ooth po-

tentialV and in high m agnetic �elds,we shalluse the

form alism ofreal-tim e G reen functions. Retarded,ad-

vanced and K eldysh G reen functionsarerespectively de-

�ned as(seee.g.Refs.34 and 35)

G
R (x1;x2) = � i�(t1 � t2)


�
	(x 1);	

y(x2)
	�

(51)

G
A (x1;x2) = i�(t2 � t1)


�
	(x 1);	

y(x2)
	�

(52)

G
K (x1;x2) = � i


�
	(x 1);	

y(x2)
��

(53)

where [;]m eansthe com m utator,f;g the anticom m u-

tator,and � isthe Heaviside function. The G reen func-

tionsrelatethe�eld operator	(x)oftheparticleatone

point x1 = (r1;t1) in space-tim e to the conjugate �eld

operator	 y(x2)atanotherpointx2 = (r2;t2).The�eld

operators	(x 1)and 	
y(x2)areexpressed in term softhe

eigenfunctions	 �(r)and eigenvalues"� as

	(x 1) =
X

�

c�	 �(r1)e
� i"� t1 (54)
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	 y(x2) =
X

�

c
y
�	

�
�(r2)e

i"� t2 (55)

where cy� and c� are respectively the creation and de-

struction operators.

In theabsenceofthepotentialV ,theG reen functions

can bewritten explicitly.W edenotethem by G 0.Dueto

itsrelevanceforthehigh m agnetic�eld expansion theory,

weshallusethebasisofeigenstatesj�i= jm ;R iderived

in Section II.E,which iscom plete with the prescription

(see theclosurerelation (39))

X

�

=

+ 1X

m = 0

Z
d2R

2�l2
B

: (56)

The di�erentG reen functionsG 0 arethusgiven by

G
R
0 (x1;x2) = � i�(t)

X

�

	 �(r1)	
�
�(r2)e

� i"� t; (57)

G
A
0 (x1;x2) = i�(� t)

X

�

	 �(r1)	
�
�(r2)e

� i"� t; (58)

G
K
0 (x1;x2) = i

X

�

(2nF (��)� 1)	�(r1)	
�
�(r2)e

� i"� t

(59)

wheret= t1 � t2 and

nF (��)= hcy�c�i=
1

1+ exp(��=T)
(60)

istheFerm i-Diracdistribution function with �� = "� � �

and "� = (m + 1=2)~!c.

Furtherm ore,instead ofworking in the representation

position jri,weshallhenceforth work in the representa-

tion j�iwhere the G reen functions take a sim pler form

due to the sem i-orthogonality property ofthe basis�

G
R
0 (�1;t1;�2;t2) = � i�(t)h�1j�2ie

� i"�1 t; (61)

G
A
0 (�1;t1;�2;t2) = i�(� t)h�1j�2ie

� i"�1 t; (62)

G
K
0 (�1;t1;�2;t2) = i(2nF (��1)� 1)h�1j�2ie

� i"�1 t:(63)

The G reen functions are diagonalwith respect to the

energy quantum num berm butnotwith respectto the

degeneracy quantum num berR . AfterFouriertransfor-

m ation with respectto the tim e di�erence t,the G reen

functionsarewritten in theenergy (!)representation as

G
R
0 (�1;�2) =

�m 1;m 2
hR 1jR 2i

! � �m 1
+ i�

; (64)

G
A
0 (�1;�2) =

�m 1;m 2
hR 1jR 2i

! � �m 1
� i�

; (65)

G
K
0 (�1;�2) = � 2i�tanh

�
!

2T

�

h�1j�2i�(! � �m 1
):

(66)

Form any calculationswith the basisj�i,itis usefulto

notethatwithin each eigensubspace,wehavethefollow-

ing identity

Z
d2R

2�l2
B

hm ;R 0jm ;R ihm ;R jm ;R 00i= hm ;R 0jm ;R 00i

(67)

which can beinterpreted asa closurerelation thatholds

in the �xed m eigensubspace

Z
d2R

2�l2
B

jm ;R ihm ;R j= 1m : (68)

C . H igh m agnetic �elds gradient expansion:

retarded and advanced G reen functions

The retarded and advanced G reen functions in the

presence of the perturbation V are obtained from the

Dyson equation,which takesthe form in the energy (!)

representation (form oredetailsseeAppendix B.1)

(! � �m 1
� i�)GR ;A�1;�2

(!)= h�1j�2i+
X

�3

V�1;�3G
R ;A
�3;�2

(!):

(69)

Note that the quantum -kinetic equation obeyed by the

K eldysh G reen function G K in the representation j�iis

derived in the Appendix B.1. The function G K im por-

tant for quantum transport properties is determ ined in

the Appendix B.2.

Here V includes both the scalar electrostatic poten-

tialand the im purity potential. The explicit form of

V does not m atter at this step. W e only assum e that

V is a sm ooth potential in high m agnetic �elds. As

m entioned above,thepotentialterm V�1�2 isthusprinci-

pally described by the�rstterm sin theseriesexpansion

(47). The retarded and advanced G reen functions are

also soughtasa seriesexpansion ofterm softheorderof

(lB =�)
q

G �1�2 =

+ 1X

q= 0

G
(q)
�1�2

: (70)

InsertingtheleadingcontributiontoV�1�2 in theDyson

equation (69),thezeroorderG reen functionsG (0) (in the

presenceofthe potential)aregiven by

(! � �m 1
� i�)G(0)R ;A�1;�2

(!)= h�1j�2i+
X

�3

V
(0)
�1;�3

hR 1jR 3iG
(0)R ;A
�3;�2

(!) (71)
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with V
(0)
�1;�3 = V (R 1)�m 1;m 3

.The sum m ation over�3 isreadily perform ed using the relation (68)so thatweget

G
(0)R ;A
�1�2

(!)=
�m 1;m 2

hR 1jR 2i

! � �m 1
� V (R1)� i�

: (72)

W enotethatin thedenom inatoroftheG reen functions(72),thepotentialcan betaken eitheratthepointR 1 orat

thepointR 2 since,dueto thepresenceoftheoverlap hR 1jR 2iin thenum erator,V (R 1)di�ersfrom V (R 2)atbestby

a correcting term oftheorderofV lB =�which can bedisregarded in thezero orderexpression oftheG reen function.

The absenceatleading orderoftransitionsbetween the quantum num bersm isa clearm anifestation oftheirpurely

topological(and local)nature:they are im m une to sm allperturbations.The leading e�ectofthe perturbation V is

that the vortex state acquires a localpotentialenergy V (R ) which is responsible for a lifting ofthe Landau levels

degeneracy with respectto the quantum num berR .

The nextorderG reen functionsG (1) in the presenceofthe potentialaregiven by

(! � �m 1
� V (R1)� i�)G(1)R ;A�1�2

(!)=
X

�3

V
(1)
�1�3

hR 1jR 3iG
(0)R ;A
�3�2

(!): (73)

Inserting theexpression (72)forG (0) with thepotentialV in thedenom inatortaken atthepointR 2,and perform ing

the sum m ation overR 3 in the right-hand sideof(73)by considering that

Z
d2R 3

2�l2
B

R 3 hR 1jR 3ihR 3jR 2i=
1

2
[R 2 + R 1 � îz� (R2 � R1)]hR 1jR 2i; (74)

weobtain

G
(1)R ;A
�1�2

(!)=
V
(1)
m 1;m 2

(R 1;R 2)hR 1jR 2i

(! � �m 1
� V (R1)� i�)(! � �m 2

� V (R2)� i�)
: (75)

IV . D EN SIT Y O F STA T ES A N D C H EM IC A L

P O T EN T IA L

In this Section,we consider an equilibrium situation

where the potentialenergy V (R ) consists ofan im pu-

rity potentialonly.O urgoalisto investigatetherm ody-

nam icalfeatures such as the dependence ofthe chem i-

calpotentialon the m agnetic �eld under the regim e of

a sm ooth potentialin high m agnetc �elds.Forthispur-

pose,we�rstderivetheenergydependenceofthedensity

ofstates.

A . D ensity ofstates

The density ofstatesg(")atthe energy " isobtained

from

g(")= �
1

�
Im

X

�

G
R
�;�(") (76)

where"= !+ �.InsertingthezeroorderG reen function,

the totaldensity ofstates is straightforwardly given at

leading orderofthe expansion theory by

g(")=

+ 1X

m = 0

Z
d2R

2�l2
B

�("� (m + 1=2)~!c � V (R )):(77)

Notethatthenextcorrectionterm tothedensityofstates

thatwe do notgive here (although itcan be derived in

a system atic way rather easily from our form alism ) is

provided by the second-order G reen function G (2). In-

troducing

�(V )=

Z
d2R

S
�(V � V (R )) (78)

where S is the totalarea ofthe system ,the density of

statestakesthe form

g(")=
S

2�l2
B

+ 1X

m = 0

Z

dV �(V )�("� (m + 1=2)~!c � V ):

(79)

The distribution of the am plitudes V depends on the

m odelconsidered. Ifwe assum e a gaussian distribution

to accountforthee�ectofa disordered potentialpresent

in the bulk

�(V )=
1

p
2��

e
� V

2
=2�

2

; (80)

the density ofstates correspondsobviously to a sum of

gaussian peaks

g(")=
S

2�l2
B

+ 1X

m = 0

1
p
2��

e
� ("� "m )

2
=2�

2

: (81)

Using the Poisson sum m ation form ula

+ 1X

m = 0

f(n)=

+ 1X

l= � 1

Z + 1

0

f(t)e� 2�iltdt; (82)
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FIG .1: (color online) D ensity ofstates at "F as a function

ofthe inverse m agnetic �eld for various disorder broadening

param eters �. The solid curve is obtained for � = 0:1" F ,

the dashed curve for � = 0:03"F ,and the dotted curve for

� = 0:01"F .

wecan expressthedensity ofstates(perspin)in theform

g(")= g0

(

1+ 2

+ 1X

l= 1

(� 1)lcos

�
2�l"

~!c

�

e
� 2�

2
l
2( �

~ ! c
)
2

)

(83)

whereg0 = Sm �=2�~2 isthe density ofstates(perspin)

atzero m agnetic �eld. Forillustration,we have plotted

in Fig.1 thedensity ofstatesobtained forthreedi�erent

broadening param eters�.

Thisresult(83)forthe density ofstatesin high m ag-

netic �elds and in the presence ofa random potential

with a largecorrelation length hasbeen obtained within

other theoreticalapproaches, such as the conventional

perturbation theory,18 the quasiclassical path integral

form alism 36,37 orthehigh-�eld expansion.21 Itshould be

noted thattheobtention ofa gaussian form fortheLan-

dau levelsbroadening in the conventionaldiagram m atic

technique ishighly nontrivial(and obtained atthe price

oftechnicaldi�culties,see Ref. 18)since thistechnique

im plicitly assum es a Lorentzian broadening ofthe Lan-

dau levels.O n theotherhand,the G aussian broadening

isnaturally derived from thehigh-�eld expansions21 and

the quasi-classicalpath integraltechnique.36,37

B . O scillations ofthe chem icalpotential

O ne greatadvantage ofform ulating the high-�eld ex-

pansion in term s ofreal-tim e G reen functions isthe in-

sightinto the quantum m echanicaltransportproperties

in high m agnetic �elds(see nextSection). To study the

dependenceofthetransportcoe�cientson them agnetic

�eld,it is im portant to determ ine �rst the dependence

ofthechem icalpotentialitselfon them agnetic�eld (the

location of the chem icalpotentialwith respect to the

Landau levels peaks when varying the m agnetic �eld is

crucialto understand the width ofthe plateaus ofthe

Hallconductancein theintegerquantum Halle�ect,see

Section V).Forthispurpose we follow the derivation of

Refs. 38 and 39 by calculating �rstthe grand canonical

therm odynam icpotential



 = � 2T

Z + 1

0

d"g(")ln

�

1+ e
��"

T

�

: (84)

Here the factor 2 accounts for the spin. Inserting the

expression (83)forthedensity ofstates,and perform ing

the integration over the energy by using an integration

by parts(fordetailsseeRef.38),wegetthatattem per-

aturesT � �


 = 
 0 + ~
 (85)

wherethe�eld non-oscillatingpartofthetherm odynam -

icalpotentialis


0 = � g0�
2 (86)

and the oscillating partis

~
 = g0

~
2!2c

�2

+ 1X

l= 1

(� 1)l

l2

�l

sinh�l
cos

�
2�l�

~!c

�
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� 2�

2
l
2( �

~ ! c
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2

(87)

with �l = 2�2lT=~!c. The num ber ofelectrons is ex-

pressed as

N = �

�
@


@�

�

T;B

(88)

which yields

N = 2g0
~!c

�

+ 1X

l= 1

(� 1)l

l

�l

sinh�l
sin

�
2�l�

~!c

�

e
� 2�

2
l
2( �

~ ! c
)
2

+ 2g0�: (89)

This equation determ ines the num ber ofparticles N as

a function of(B ;T)at�xed �. O n the otherhand,we

can consideritin thetherm odynam icallim itastheequa-

tion forthe chem icalpotentialasthe function of(B ;T)

ata �xed num berofparticlesN .Introducing the Ferm i

energy "F = N =2g0,the dependence ofthe chem icalpo-

tential�on thetem peratureT and them agnetic�eld B

hasthen to be found from the self-consistentequation

�= "F �
~!c

�

+ 1X

l= 1

(� 1)l

l
sin

�
2�l�

~!c

�
�l

sinh�l
e
� 2�

2
l
2( �

~ ! c
)
2

:

(90)

Here the param eter �, which is independent of the

m agnetic �eld,characterizesthe globalvariationsofthe

potentialam plitudes in the bulk. For system s with di-

m ensionsexceedingthem agneticlength lB by severalor-

derofm agnitudesthe ratio �=~! c can in principle take

valuesbiggerthan unity ifthe m agnetic �eld isnottoo
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FIG .2: (color online)O scillations ofthe chem icalpotential

asa function ofthe inverse m agnetic �eld (through the ratio

"F =~!c)forvariousdisorderbroadening param eters� (sam e

values as in Fig. 1; we have used the sam e convention for

the correspondence between the curvesand the param eters).

The plotism ade forthe tem perature T = "F =200.Forlarge

broadening,the oscillationsare dam ped.

high or/and ifthe system is su�ciently disordered (so

thatthe spread ofthe potentialam plitudesexceedsthe

cyclotron energy).In thiscase,thereisa signi�cantden-

sity between theLandau levelsand weseefrom Eq.(90)

thatthechem icalpotential�dependsweaklyon them ag-

netic �eld as

�� "F +
~!c

�
sin

�
2�"F

~!c

�
�1

sinh�1
e
� 2�

2( �

~ ! c
)
2

: (91)

In the opposite regim e � � ~! c,the density ofstates

consistsofvery sharp bandspeaked on the Landau lev-

els,and Eq. (90) yields that at low tem peratures the

chem icalpotentialispinned to a valuecloseto "n forall

m agnetic �elds exceptforthe integralvalues of"F =~!c
whereitexperiencesa sharp jum p.

To con�rm these trends at a m ore quantitative level,

we have solved num erically the self-consistent equation

(90).In Fig.2,wehaverepresentedtheoscillationsofthe

chem icalpotentialasa function ofthe inverse m agnetic

�eld forthree di�erentvaluesofthe disorderparam eter

� (for convenience,we have used the sam e values for�

asin theplotofthedensity ofstates,Fig.1).Thechar-

acteristicsawtooth variation (dotted and dashed curves)

isobtained fora vanishing density ofstatesbetween the

Landau levels.O n theotherhand,theoscillationsofthe

chem icalpotential� around itszero �eld value ("F )are

sm oothed and dam ped in thecaseofasigni�cantoverlap

between the Landau levels.

V . Q U A N T U M T R A N SP O R T P R O P ER T IES

A . D erivation ofthe current

W econsidertheproblem ofelectronscon�ned in aHall

barof�nitewidth L y.Theedgesarelocated attheposi-

tionsY = � Ly=2 and areincluded in ourform alism by a

rigid con�nem entbroughtaboutby in�nitely high walls.

In experim entaldevices,a currentIx isapplied alongthe

longitudinalx direction and inducesa transversevoltage

di�erence U H (Hallvoltage). The ham iltonian consid-

ered for the bulk ofthe sam ple is given by (40) where

the potentialterm V (r) includes both the im purity po-

tentialand the electrostatic potential(we rem ind that

the explicitform ofthe potentialisnotneeded:we just

assum e thatV variessm oothly on the scale ofthe m ag-

netic length).

W edeterm inethetotalcurrentIfrom thebulk G reen

functions.Itisexpressed as

I= �
i

Lx

X

�;�0

Z
d!

2�
G
<
�;�0

(!)h�0ĵjj�i (92)

where Lx is the longitudinallength ofthe sam ple. The

m atrix elem ents of the current density operator ĵ are

given by (seeAppendix C)

h�0ĵjj�i=
ie~hR 0jR i
p
2m �lB

� p
m �m ;m 0+ 1 �

p
m 0�m 0;m + 1

i
p
m �m ;m 0+ 1 + i

p
m 0�m 0;m + 1

�

;(93)

and

G
< =

1

2

�
G
K � (GR � G

A )
�
: (94)

W e haveestablished in Appendix B thatthe identity

G
K = tanh(!=2T)(G R � G

A ) (95)

thatrelatesthe K eldysh G reen function to the retarded

and advanced G reen functionsatequilibrium isalsovalid

at any order ofthe expansion theory in the stationary

regim e. This result corresponds to the realization ofa

nonequilibrium regim ewith alocal(hydrodynam ic)equi-

librium .Therefore

G
< = � nF (!)

�
G
R � G

A
�
: (96)

ItisstraightforwardtoseethattheleadingorderG reen

functions G (0) which are diagonalwith respect to the

quantum num berm donotcontributetothecurrentsince

thislatterinvolvesonly term sthatcouple the quantum

num bers m 0 and m � 1. As em phasized in the Intro-

duction,it is thus necessary to calculate the �rst con-

tribution introducing Landau levels m ixing in order to

determ ine the quantum transport properties,i.e. it is

required to work beyond the sem i-classicallim itB = 1

(unlike spectralpropertiesthatcan be already obtained

in theabsenceofLandau levelsm ixing).Then,inserting
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the �rstorderG reen functionsG (1),and perform ing the

sum sover!,R 0 and m 0,wegetthe sim ple expression

I=
e

h

+ 1X

m = 0

Z
d2R

Lx

nF (�m + V (R ))r V (R )� ẑ: (97)

Before deriving the quantization ofthe Hallconduc-

tance,let us com m ent on this expression. W e see that

a currentexistsonly in the presence ofgradientsofthe

potentialV .By disregarding thequantization ofthecy-

clotron m otion and therefore the sum overLandau lev-

els,weobtain a form ula forthecurrentthatissim ilarto

theform ulathatwould beobtained classically by solving

the Boltzm ann equation together with the equations of

m otionsin the lim itofin�nite m agnetic �elds (see Ref.

14). In the lim it B ! 1 the currentis described only

in term s ofthe drift ofthe center ofthe cyclotron or-

bit (in this lim it the positions ofthe center and ofthe

electron are in fact the sam e since the cyclotron radius

vanishes).In ourquantum -m echanicalpicture,a current

isobviously associated with a driftofthevortex location

only. The contribution ofthe orbitalcurrents (induced

by the m agnetic �eld)to the totalcurrentistaken into

accountthrough thesum overtheintegralquantum num -

bersm and thequantization ofthespectrum intoLandau

levels. Due to thisquantization ofthe phase circulation

around the vortex thatconfersin a way a quantum ro-

bustnessto the cyclotron m otion,the abovecurrentfor-

m ula holdsat�nitem agnetic�eldsin any potentialthat

variessm oothly atthe scale ofthe m agnetic length.W e

proposenow a transparentderivation ofthequantization

ofthe Hallconductancethatdi�ersfrom thatpresented

in theRef.14(although thestarting form ula(97)issim -

ilar).

Thecrucialand rem arkablepointisthatfrom thefor-

m ula (97)we can form ally extracta vortex currentden-

sity j(R ) (we rem ind that here R corresponds to the

vortex position,and notto the electron position)

j(R )=
e

h

+ 1X

m = 0

nF (�m + V (R ))r V (R )� ẑ; (98)

which can be rewritten as

j(R )=
e

h

+ 1X

m = 0

r [N F (�m + V (R ))]� ẑ (99)

where

N F (")= "+ T lnnF (") (100)

is an antiderivative ofthe Ferm i-Dirac function nF (").

W e can easily check thatthe currentdensity (99)obeys

the continuity equation r � j= 0.

The current 
owing in the longitudinal direction is

then given by

Ix =
e

h

Z

dY

+ 1X

m = 0

@Y N F (�m + V (R )): (101)

W e can readily integrate thisexpression with respectto

the coordinateY (which isdelim ited by jY j< Ly=2 due

to the rigid con�nem ent)so thatthe currentbecom es

Ix =
e

h

+ 1X

m = 0

[N F (�m + V+ )� NF (�m + V� )] (102)

with V� = V (X ;� Ly=2).Rem arkably itturnsoutfrom

thisintegration thatthebulk statesdo notform ally con-

tributeto thecurrent.Thisproperty isa consequenceof

thecontinuityequationobeyedbythevortexcurrentden-

sity in two-dim ensions.Furtherm ore,weseethattheop-

positeedges(+ and -)contributeto the currentwith an

oppositesign.Thissign confersa chirality on the edges.

Here,werecoverfrom abulk approach theim portanceof

the edges for the transportproperties in high m agnetic

�eldsthathad been pointed outby severalauthors.6,16,17

Besides,from boundary requirem ents,we have to im -

posethecondition thatthecurrentdensity 
owingin the

y direction vanishesatthe edges

jy = �
e

h

+ 1X

m = 0

nF (�m + V (R ))@X V� (R )= 0: (103)

W e obtain from thisboundary condition thatthe edges

Y = � Ly=2 are atconstantpotentials(@X V� = 0). Let

us take e.g. V� = � eUH =2 where UH is the Hallvolt-

age.O bviously,thelongitudinalconductanceG xx isthen

zero.Di�erentiatingthecurrentexpression(102)with re-

spectto the voltage UH ,we obtain the di�erentialHall

conductance(de�ned by G yx = � dI=dUH )

G yx =
e2

2h

+ 1X

m = 0

[nF (�m + V+ )+ nF (�m + V� )]:(104)

In the linearresponseUH ! 0,wegetstraightforwardly

G yx =
e2

h

+ 1X

m = 0

nF ("m � �); (105)

G xx = 0: (106)

At zero tem perature,the Hallconductance is therefore

quantized asG yx = ne2=h aslong asthechem icalpoten-

tial"n < � < "n+ 1. Thisquantization isclearly associ-

ated with a vanishing longitudinalconductanceG xx = 0.

Asshown in thepreviousSection,thechem icalpoten-

tial� can e�ectively take values interm ediate between

theLandau levels"n when varyingthem agnetic�eld be-

causeofthebroadeningofthedensity ofstatescaused by

the distribution ofam plitudesofthe im purity potential

V in the bulk. In the non-linearregim e (UH 6= 0 in the

right-hand side ofthe equation (104)),we see that the

Hallconductance can stillbe quantized atzero tem per-

atureaslong asboth edgestatesare�lled orem pty,i.e.

when the chem icalpotential� lies above or below the

pairofedgeslevels.

Itisworth stressing herethe di�erencewith the spec-

tralargum ents m entioned in the Introduction that are
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FIG .3: (coloronline)Hallconductance asa function ofthe

inverse m agnetic �eld forvariousdisorderbroadenings.Here

the tem perature is T = "F =200. The three disorder param -

eters � considered are the sam e as in the Figs. 1 and 2 (we

havefollowed thesam econvention forthecurves).Thenicest

plateausare obtained forthe largestbroadening param eter.

usually provided to explain the absenceofdissipation in

high m agnetic�elds.W eseefrom thepresentm icroscop-

icalquantum derivation oftransportpropertiesthatthe

key result leading to the vanishing ofG xx and to the

quantization ofG xy istheexpression ofthetotalcurrent

in term s ofthe edge states only. Such a property has

straightforwardlyresulted from thepossibility tode�nea

vortex currentdensity athigh but�nitem agnetic�elds.

W e thus deduce that the existence ofelectronic vortex

states,rather than the presence ofa disordered poten-

tial,isresponsible forthe high-�eld localization proper-

ties. In fact,the bulk disordered potentialplays a role

only at the therm odynam icallevelthrough the oscilla-

tions ofthe chem icalpotentialwith the m agnetic �eld,

aswillbe developed now.

B . Study ofthe w idth ofH allplateaus

Tostudy thedependenceoftheplateauswidthson the

tem perature or the disorder broadening,it is crucialto

takeinto accountthedependenceofthechem icalpoten-

tialon them agnetic�eld.Forthispurposewehavecom -

puted num erically theHallconductancegiven by thefor-

m ula (105)including the self-consistentsolution forthe

chem icalpotentialdeterm ined from the equation (90).

For a given �nite tem perature,the plateaus becom e

narrower when decreasing the im purity broadening pa-

ram eter,ascan beclearly seen in Fig.3.Thisparadoxal

trend is wellknown experim entally and led to the con-

clusion thatthe dirtinessofthe sam ple iscrucialforthe

integerquantum Halle�ect. Besides,the quantum Hall

e�ect does not occur in sam ples with strong disorder.

Theim portantcondition tounderstand thislim itation by

thedisorderisthecondition forthehigh-�eld expansion.

2 2.5 3 3.5 4 4.5 52

3

4

5

εF/~ωc

Gxy [e2/h]

FIG . 4: (color online) Hall conductance as a function of

the inverse m agnetic �eld for various tem peratures. Here

the disorder broadening param eter � = "F =10 correspond-

ing to a relatively 
at density ofstates (see Fig. 1). The

widest Hallplateau is obtained for the lowest tem perature,

here T = "F =80. The width ofthe plateau shrinks with in-

creasing tem perature. The other curves correspond to the

highertem peraturesT = "F =40,T = "F =20,and T = "F =10.

The expansion is roughly valid provided that the char-

acteristiclength ofvariation ofthe im purity potentialis

typically bigger than the m agnetic length. This condi-

tion is ful�lled only for relatively high m agnetic �elds

and sm ooth disordered potential.W enotein Fig.3 that

on theotherhand thedisordered potentialhastoprovide

a su�cient broadening ofthe density ofstates in order

to getwideplateaus.

In Fig.4,westudy thetem peraturedependenceofthe

plateau width for a �xed disordercon�guration charac-

terized by a�nite�.Forhigh tem peratures,theplateaus

arealm ostinvisibleand werecovertheclassicalHalllaw

for the transverse conductance. W e see that the full

plateau width isrestored by decreasing thetem perature.

This trend is found for any �nite �, even very sm all.

Thus,alargedensity ofstatesbetween theLandau levels

as seem ingly often the case in experim ents2,3,40 on the

integerquantum Halle�ectisnota necessary condition

to observewideplateausoftheHallconductance.To ob-

tain wideHallplateaus,asm alldensity ofstatesbetween

Landau levels just requires lower tem peratures. Never-

theless,atany �nitetem peraturethenicestplateausare

obtained forthe broadestLandau levels.

Thistendency can entirely be understood in term sof

the location ofthe chem icalpotentialwhen varying the

m agnetic �eld and therm alactivation e�ects. For this

purpose,itisinstructiveto plotthechem icalpotential�

divided by thecyclotron energy ~!c,seeFig.5.W enote

thatin the quasi-absence ofstatesbetween the Landau

levels,the ratio �=~! c rem ains very close to the value

n + 1=2 fora wide range in m agnetic �elds. The chem -

icalpotentialis then separated from the energy ofthe

edgescontributing to thecurrentby a very sm allenergy

gap,that gives rise at�nite tem peratures to an im por-
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FIG .5: (color online) The chem icalpotential� over ~!c

as a function ofthe m agnetic �eld. For a sm allbroadening

ofthe Landau levels(dotted curve),the ratio �=~!c rem ains

close to thevaluen + 1=2 fora widerangein m agnetic �elds.

For a large broadening (solid curve),the chem icalpotential

approaches the energy (n + 1=2)~!c only for the �elds cor-

responding to "F = (n + 1=2)~!c. For the correspondence

between the di�erent curves and the chosen param eters,see

Figs.1,2 and 3.

tanttherm alactivation and a disappearance ofthe Hall

plateaus. O n the contrary,for a signi�cant overlap be-

tween the Landau levels,the deviation ofthe Hallcon-

ductancefrom thequantized valueby therm alactivation

e�ectsisconsiderablyreduced overam uch widerrangeof

m agnetic �elds,since the chem icalpotentialapproaches

the energy ofthe edgesm orerarely.

C . H igher order contributions to the current

W ehaveobtained thequantization oftheHallconduc-

tance by considering only the contributions ofthe �rst

order G reen functions to the current form ula. In fact,

our form alism allows to derive in a system atic and rig-

orous way higher order contributions. O ur calculations

(the details willbe published elsewhere) have revealed

thatthenextorderterm sin thecurrentform ula arepro-

vided by thethird-orderG reen functions.Asforthe�rst

ordercalculation,it is again possible to de�ne a vortex

currentdensity j(R ). W e �nd after cum bersom e calcu-

lations that the currentdensity due to third-orderpro-

cessesin Landau-levelsm ixing isgiven by

j
(3) =

e

h

+ 1X

m = 0

l2B

2
r

"

nF (�m + V )

 

(m + 1)�V +
jr V j

2

~!c

! #

� ẑ: (107)

O bviously,this third-order contribution to the current

density satis�esthe continuity equation r � j(3) = 0.By

following the sam e derivation as presented for the �rst

processin Landau-levelsm ixing,wethusdeducethatthe

totalcurrentisexpressed only in term softhe edge con-

tributionsalso atthird-order.

In fact,from the expressions(92),(93)and (68),itis

clearthatitispossibleto de�nea vortex currentdensity

atany orderin the high-�eld expansion as

j(R )= � i
X

m ;m 0

Z
d!

2�
G
<
�;�0(!)h�

0ĵjj�i

�
�
�
�
�
�
R = R 0

: (108)

Using the relation (96),the vortex current density can

also be written quite generally in term softhe retarded

and advanced G reen functionsas

j(R )=
X

m ;m 0

Z
d!

2�
inF (!)

�
G
R � G

A
�

�;�0
h�0ĵjj�i

�
�
�
�
�
�
R = R 0

:(109)

The possibility to de�ne a vortex currentdensity atany

orderin thehigh-�eld expansion hasvery strongim plica-

tions.Provided thatthecontinuity equation r � j= 0 is

checked atanyorder(ageneralproofofitwillbethesub-

jectoffuturework),wecan concludethattheexpression

ofthe totalcurrent in term s ofthe edges contributions

only isexactaslong asthehigh-�eld expansion isappli-

cable. W e interpret this exact result as a fundam ental

m anifestation ofthe robustness ofthe electronic vortex

states,which givesrise to strong localization featuresin

the quantum transportproperties.

V I. D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N

In this Section,we would like to discusssom e im por-

tantissuesconcerningthequantum Halle�ectin thelight

ofthe theory developed in the form erSections.

A . Longitudinaltransport

W hen the Hallresistance R xy jum ps from one Hall

plateau to the adjacent one,peaks in the longitudinal

resistance R xx appear.1,2 A standard picture to explain

such a behaviorofthe longitudinalconductance is that

atzerotem peraturetheedgeoftheelectron gasgenerally
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willfollow som etrajectorynearthephysicaledgewhich is

only on averageparallelto itwhen theHallconductance

isin the plateau region.Asthe step in the Hallconduc-

tance is approached,the equipotentials have excursions

everdeeperinto thebulk ofthesam ple,and ata critical

value ofthe Ferm ienergy,there isan equipotentialcon-

tourthatconnectsthetwo edges.Thisissupposed to be

the origin ofthe peak in the diagonalconductance.

W ithin ourpresentone-body approach,wehavefound

that the longitudinal conductance is zero. The prob-

lem with thiszero longitudinalconductancehasresulted

straightforwardly from the Eq. (103)thatexpressesthe

absence ofcurrent 
ow accross the outer surfaces. To

our opinion, this physicalboundary condition can not

be questioned.Indeed,itisthe essentialphysicalcondi-

tion by which thepresenceofboundariesisaccounted in

the purely classicalderivation ofthe Halle�ect(see e.g.

Ref.41).In aform alism m akinguseofwavefunctionsthe

presenceofboundarieswillbeintroduced with thecondi-

tion thatthewavefunction hasto vanish attheedges.In

a G reen functionsform alism the edgesareusually taken

into accountvia boundary conditionson thecurrent(see

e.g. Ref. 42 concerning the theory ofm esoscopic super-

conductivity with quasi-classicalG reen functions). This

isprecisely the approach chosen in ourtheory,with the

peculiarityherethattheboundaryconditionsareapplied

on the vortex current instead ofthe electronic current.

Such an approach assum esthatthereexistssom edegree

offreedom characterizingtheG reen functionsthatisonly

com pletely determ ined through theboundary conditions.

Com ing back to theDyson equation (69)thisindeterm i-

nacy of the G reen functions is however hidden in the

electrostaticpartofthe potentialV .

W e note that the transition between Hall plateaus

falls within the description of quantum phase transi-

tions. Clearly,the transition between the Hallplateaus

ishighly sensitiveto any 
uctuationspresentin thesys-

tem . W e rem ark that the explanation of the longitu-

dinaltransportby 
uctuations ofthe electronic density

hasalso been proposed in severalworks.43,44,45,46 Recent

experim ental47 and theoretical48 workshave focused on

the phenom enologicalrelationship between the diagonal

and the transverse resistances observed experim entally,

nam ely R xx / B � dRxy=dB .From theseworksitturns

out47 thatallR xx featurescould beunderstood in term s

ofelectron densityinhom ogeneities(atleastin theregim e

ofthe fractionalquantum Halle�ect). O ur theory has

form ulated the problem oftransportin term s ofvortex

m otion. However,inhom ogeneitiesofthe vortex density

havenotbeen considered in ourcalculations.

The above discussion clearly calls for a proper treat-

m entoftheelectrostaticproblem .By includingelectron-

electron interactions in our form alism , the inhom o-

geneities of the vortex densities translate into a self-

consistentdeterm ination ofthelocalelectrostaticpoten-

tial(e.g.in a Hartree-Fock approxim ation)forwhich the

boundary conditionson the currenthaveto beim posed.

Thiscan be understood asspatialvariationsofthe local

chem icalpotential�(R ) at localequilibrium . Clearly,

according to expression (105),such 
uctuations ofthe

chem icalpotentialat the edges create,when approach-

ingthetransition pointsbetween twoHallplateaus,parts

ofthe sam plescharacterized by a di�erentquantization

oftheHallconductance.Thisautom atically im pliesthat

the edgesare no m ore equipotentiallines,so thatthere

exists a longitudinalvoltage di�erence. A detailed and

quantitativestudy ofthisproblem within ourform alism

isbeyond thescopeofthepresentpaperand istherefore

postponed forfuture work.

B . B reakdow n ofthe integer quantum H alle�ect

The quantum Halle�ect is known2,3 to break down

at low m agnetic �elds and for high current intensities.

These lim itations can be captured qualitatively within

the condition ofapplicability ofthe high m agnetic�elds

expansiontheory.Indeed,thequantum Halle�ectregim e

holdsroughly aslong asthepotentialV (which includes

theelectrostaticpotentialand the im purity potential)is

sm ooth atthe scale ofthe m agnetic length,i.e. lB � �

where � isthe typicallength scale forthe potential.An

increase ofthe currentintensity inducesunavoidably an

increase ofthe net gradient ofthe electrostatic poten-

tial, and thus a reduction of the characteristic length

scale � ofthe potentialvariations. Equivalently,the in-

equality lB � �breaksdown in low m agnetic�eldssince

lB / B � 1=2 divergeswhen B ! 0.The quantitative de-

term ination ofthe criticalvaluesofcurrentand ofm ag-

netic �eld seem sarduoussince itsupposesthe accurate

determ ination ofthe radius ofconvergence ofthe func-

tionalseries (44) and ofthe high-�eld expansion ofthe

G reen functions.

C . R elationship betw een the quantum H alle�ect

and the Shubnikov-de H aas e�ect

It is worth em phasizing that the low m agnetic �eld

regim e is usually characterized by another quantum ef-

fect,nam ely the Shubnikov-de Haas oscillations ofthe

longitudinalresistanceR xx,whilethehigh m agnetic�eld

regim e corresponds to the quantum Halle�ect. In the

Shubnikov-deHaasregim e,R xx presentsm inim abetween

the Landau levelsthatbecom e deeperand deeperwhen

increasing the strength of the m agnetic �eld, whereas

there is a preform ation ofrough steps in the R xy fea-

tures. In the quantum Halle�ectregim e,R xx dropsto

zero.Thepassagefrom theShubnikov-deHaasregim eto

thequantum Hallregim eisrelativelysm ooth.Itsuggests

theexistenceofaphysicalrelationship between thesetwo

quantum e�ects.

ThetheoryoftheShubnikov-deHaase�ectforthetwo-

dim ensionalelectron gasin the presence ofa disordered

potentialhasbeen developed a long tim e ago within the

G reen functionsform alism and thestandard im purityav-
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eraging procedure.49,50 The oscillationsofR xx are usu-

ally understood in term softheoscillationsofthedensity

ofstates.W ithin thispicture,them inim a ofR xx arere-

lated to them inim a ofthedensity ofstates.Theoretical

derivations37,51,52,53,54 oftheseoscillationsm akinguseof

sem i-classicalG reen functionsprovidea deeperinterpre-

tation concerning the physicalorigin ofthe Shubnikov-

de Haase�ect. W ithin thissem i-classicalapproach,the

oscillationsofR xx and ofR xy areinterpreted asinterfer-

ence e�ectsdue to a fraction ofelectronsfollowing clas-

sicalperiodic orbits,in closerelation to the G utzwiller’s

trace form ula55 forthe density ofstates.56 Thisfraction

P = exp(� 2�Rc=l) (where lis the m ean free path) of

electrons participating to m agnetic quantum e�ects in

low �elds57 correspondsto the classicalprobability that

theelectron willcom pletea cyclotron orbitwithouthav-

ing su�ered a collision.58 Notethatthedisordertendsto

reducethisprobability and thusdestroysthesem agnetic

interferencee�ects.Thisisin com pletecontrastwith the

weak localization e�ectsthatareinduced by thedisorder

and are suppressed by the application ofa weak m ag-

netic �eld (see e.g. Ref. 59). Since the cyclotron radius

dim inisheswith them agnetic�eld,thefraction ofcircling

electronsincreasesand the m inim a ofR xx becom e m ore

and m ore pronounced. In the lim it ofin�nite m agnetic

�eld,we expect from the sem i-classicalpicture that all

the electrons participate to these m agnetic interference

e�ects.

In the presentwork,we have shown that the quanti-

zation ofthe orbitaldegree offreedom confersa robust-

nesson the periodic cyclotron m otion,so thatthe elec-

tronicstateshavea probability higherthan the classical

one (given above)ofreturning to a sam e given position.

The ine�ective energy exchange between the orbitalde-

greeoffreedom and the vortex degreeoffreedom occurs

consequently in any localregion ofsm ooth potentialin

high but�nite m agnetic�elds,i.e.notonly in the sem i-

classicallim itB = 1 . Thisproperty resulting from the

topologicalcharacterofthecirculation quantum num ber

m isillustrated by thepossibility to de�nea vortex cur-

rentdensity j(R )atany orderofthehigh m agnetic�elds

gradientexpansion.Theelectronicsystem entersintothe

quantum Hallregim ewhen alltheelectronicvortexstates

contributeto them agneticinterferencee�ects(stronglo-

calization). Accordingly,the Shubnikov-de Haas e�ect

can e�ectively be seen as a precursor to the quantum

Halle�ect.

D . C onclusion

The insensitivity to the type ofim puritiesand the re-

productivity oftheexperim entalresultsindependently of

thetypeofhostm aterialhassuggested thatthequantum

Halle�ectisdueto a fundam entalprinciple.In the�rst

halfofthepaper,wehaveshown thatthequantization of

theenergyspectrum intoLandau levelsisassociated with

the topologicalcondition ofthe single-valuednessofthe

single-particle wavefunction. Electronic states can thus

be characterized by vortex states whose nature com es

outin thepresenceofa perturbation (forinstancea dis-

ordered potential). As developed in the second halfof

the paper,the robustnessofthe vortex statesisrespon-

siblefortherem arkablequantum transportpropertiesof

a two-dim ensionalelectron gas in high �nite m agnetic

�elds,nam ely the vanishing ofthe longitudinalconduc-

tanceand the quantization ofthe Hallconductance.

By reform ulating the high-�eld expansion theory us-

ing a vortex states representation,we have rigourously

derived within the form alism of real-tim e G reen func-

tions a quantum m echanicalexpression for the current.

W ithin ourvortex representation,a currentisobviously

associated with a (hydrodynam ic)vortex 
ow.W e have

shown thatthisquantum m echanicalproperty isan ex-

actresultthatholdsaslongasthehigh-�eld expansion is

applicable.W ehavedem onstrated explicitly from a bulk

derivation up to third order processes in Landau-levels

m ixing that the totalcurrent can be expressed entirely

in term s ofedge contributions. This rem arkable prop-

erty togetherwith boundary requirem entsleadsdirectly

to the absence ofdissipation and to the quantization of

the Hallconductance.

W e have em phasized thatthe density ofstatesis not

necessarilysm allbetween theLandau levelsin thevortex

regim e. By com puting the oscillations ofthe chem ical

potentialwith the m agnetic �eld,we have pointed out

thatatany �nite tem perature the widestwidthsforthe

Hallplateaus are precisely obtained in the case ofthe

broadestLandau levels,in agreem entwith experim ental

observations.

The quantum m echanicalpicture and the form alism

developed in the paperare appealing to explain several

issuesconcerning the quantum Halle�ect. W e have al-

ready pointed outqualitatively the relationship between

theShubnikov-deHaasregim ein low m agnetic�eldsand

thequantum Hallregim ein higherm agnetic�elds.M ore-

over,asalso underlined,ourform alism allowsa system -

aticcalculation ofhigherordercontributionsto the cur-

rent. Finally,we hope thatitwillbe possible to gener-

alize the presented approach ofthe quantum transport

to incorporate the interaction e�ects between the elec-

tronsthatappearto becrucialto capturethedissipative

longitudinaltransport.
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A P P EN D IX A :O V ER LA P

In thisAppendix,wecalculatethe overlap between the two vortex statesjm ;R iand jm 0;R 0i

hm ;R jm 0
;R

0i=

Z

d
2
r	 �

m ;R (r)	 m 0;R 0(r): (A1)

M aking �rstthe changeofvariablesu = r� (R + R0)=2 and using the cartesian coordinatesu = (x;y),we obtain

hm ;R jm 0
;R

0i= Cm Cm 0

Z
d2u

l2
B

�
(x + dx)� i(y+ dy)

p
2lB

�m �
(x � dx)+ i(y� dy)

p
2lB

�m 0

e
�

(x �id y )
2
+ (y+ idx )

2

2l2
B

� e
�

(R �R 0
)
2 �2i ẑ�(R �R 0

)

4l2
B (A2)

with d = (R 0� R )=2. W e then m ake the shift ofthe com plex argum ents idy and idx in the x and y integrations

respectively.Becausethe functionsareanalyticitispossibleto deform the contourto the realaxisso that

hm ;R jm 0
;R

0i= Cm Cm 0

Z
d2u

l2
B

�
x � iy
p
2lB

�m �
x + iy
p
2lB

�m 0

e
�

x
2
+ y

2

2l2
B e

�
(R �R

0
)
2
�2i ẑ�(R �R

0
)

4l2
B : (A3)

The rem aining integrationsyield the result

hm ;R jm 0
;R

0i= exp

�

�
(R � R0)2

4l2
B

�

exp

�
îz� (R � R0)

2l2
B

�

�m m 0: (A4)

The overlap containsa phase factorresulting from the interference e�ectsbetween the statesjm ;R iand jm ;R 0i.

The basis ofvortex states becom es orthogonalwith respectto the quantum num ber R only in the lim it ofin�nite

m agnetic�eldslB ! 0.

In fact,from asuperposition ofthestatesjm ;R iwith di�erentvortexpositions,itispossibletoconstructorthogonal

setsofeigenstatesat�nite m agnetic�elds.Forexam ple,the states

	 m ;X =

Z + 1

� 1

dY 	 m ;R (A5)

obtained from thesuperposition ofstatesjm ;R i(expressed in thesym m etricalgauge)with theirvortex positionson

theaxisY form an orthogonalset.Inserting theexpression (34)ofthevortex statesweperform theintegration over

Y in Eq.(A5)using the identity

Z + 1

� 1

X
m exp

�
� (X � �)2

�
=

p
�

(2i)n
H m (i�) (A6)

whereH m istheHerm itepolynom ialofdegreem .Aftercalculation,we�nd thatthestates(A5)can beexpressed as

	 m ;X (r)=
e
� X

2

8l2
B

m !(
p
2)m � 1

e
�

iyX

2l2
B exp

�

�
(x � X =2)2

4l2
B

�

H m

�
x � X =2

lB

�

; (A7)

which isnothing elsethan theexpression ofthe(non norm alized)Landau states(8)written in thesym m etricalgauge.

From the com parison between the expressions(A7)and (8),wecan identify p = � X =2l2B and x0 = X =2.

A P P EN D IX B :D ER IVA T IO N O F T H E K ELD Y SH G R EEN FU N C T IO N

In thisAppendix we derive the equationsobeyed by the G reen functions in the K eldysh space within the vortex

statesrepresentation. The quantum kinetic equation forthe K eldysh G reen function isthen solved within the high

m agnetic�eld expansion theory.
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1. D yson equation in the K eldysh space

The G reen functionsin presenceofthe perturbation V areobtained from the Dyson equation

~G = ~G 0 + ~G 0V ~G (B1)

where ~G designatesthe 2 x 2 m atrix in the K eldysh spacede�ned as

~G =

�
G R G K

0 G A

�

: (B2)

HereV m aycontain adisordered potentialand an electrostaticpotential.Insertingthequantum num bersj�i= jm ;R i

and considering thatV islocalin tim e,wehave

~G (�1;t1;�2;t2)= ~G 0(�1;t1;�2;t2)+
X

�3;�4

Z

dt3 ~G 0(�1;t1;�3;t3)V�3;�4
~G (�4;t3;�2;t2): (B3)

By applying the tim e derivative to the Dyson equation,we thusobtain the system ofequationsforthe three G reen

functions

�

i
@

@t1
� �m 1

�

G
R ;A (�1;t1;�2;t2) = h�1j�2i�(t1 � t2)+

X

�3

V�1;�3G
R ;A (�3;t1;�2;t2); (B4)

�

i
@

@t1
� �m 1

�

G
K (�1;t1;�2;t2) =

X

�3

V�1;�3G
K (�3;t1;�2;t2); (B5)

wherewehaveused the equation ofm otion for ~G 0

�

i
@

@t1
� �m 1

�

~G 0(�1;t1;�2;t2)= h�1j�2i�(t1 � t2)~I (B6)

with ~I theunitm atrix in theK eldysh space.From theotherDyson equation (~G = ~G 0 + ~G V ~G 0)and by applying the

derivation with respectto the tim e t2,wegetanotherequation forthe K eldysh G reen function

�

� i
@

@t2
� �m 2

�

G
K (�1;t1;�2;t2)=

X

�3

G
K (�1;t1;�3;t2)V�3;�2: (B7)

Itisdirectto see thatthe retarded and advanced G reen functionsdepend only on the tim e di�erence � = t1 � t2.

Fouriertransform ing with respectto t1 � t2,we getthe equations

(! � �m 1
� i�)GR ;A�1;�2

(!)= h�1j�2i+
X

�3

V�1;�3G
R ;A
�3;�2

(!): (B8)

As for the K eldysh com ponent,we take the sum and the di�erence ofEqs. (B5)-(B7),introduce the relative tim e

� = t1 � t2 and the tim e T = (t1 + t2)=2,and Fouriertransform with respectto �,which yields

(2! � [�m 1
+ �m 2

])G K
�1;�2

(T ;!)=
X

�3

�
V�1;�3G

K
�3;�2

(T ;!)+ G
K
�1;�3

(T ;!)V�3;�2
�
; (B9)

�

i
@

@T
� [�m 1

� �m 2
]

�

G
K
�1;�2

(T ;!)=
X

�3

�
V�1;�3G

K
�3;�2

(T ;!)� G
K
�1;�3

(T ;!)V�3;�2
�
: (B10)

2. D erivation ofK eldysh G reen function in the high m agnetic �eld expansion

Asfortheretarded and advanced G reen functionsin Sec.III.C,the K eldysh G reen function issearched underthe

form ofan expansion in term softhe orderof(lB =�)
q.The leading ordercontribution obeysthe equation
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(2! � [�m 1
+ �m 2

])G (0)K
�1;�2

(T ;!)=
X

�3

h

V
(0)
�1;�3

hR 1jR 3iG
(0)K
�3;�2

(T ;!)+ G
(0)K
�1;�3

(T ;!)V (0)
�3;�2

hR 3jR 2i

i

; (B11)

�

i
@

@T
� [�m 1

� �m 2
]

�

G
(0)K
�1;�2

(T ;!)=
X

�3

h

V
(0)
�1;�3

hR 1jR 3iG
(0)K
�3;�2

(T ;!)� G
(0)K
�1;�3

(T ;!)V (0)
�3;�2

hR 3jR 2i

i

: (B12)

Forthe second term sin the right-hand side ofthese two latterequations,we can take the potentialV atthe point

R 2 instead ofR 3 sinceatleading orderwedisregard correcting term softhe orderoflB =�.Thereforeweget

(2! � [�m 1
+ �m 2

]� V (R1)� V (R2))G
(0)K
�1;�2

(T ;!)= 0; (B13)
�

i
@

@T
� [�m 1

� �m 2
]� V (R1)+ V (R 2)

�

G
(0)K
�1;�2

(T ;!)= 0: (B14)

Disregarding higher order correction term s,this system for the zero order K eldysh G reen function can in fact be

written as

(2! � [�m 1
+ �m 2

]� 2V (R1))G
(0)K
�1;�2

(T ;!)= 0; (B15)
�

i
@

@T
� [�m 1

� �m 2
]

�

G
(0)K
�1;�2

(T ;!)= 0: (B16)

The equation (B15)forthe zero orderK eldysh G reen function yieldsstraightforwardly the following spectraldepen-

dence

G
(0)K
�1;�2

(T ;!)/ �(! � [�m 1
+ �m 2

]=2� V (R1)): (B17)

The di�erentialequation (B16)isreadily integrated:

G
(0)K
�1;�2

(T ;!)= C�1;�2(!)exp(i[�m 2 � �m 1]T ) (B18)

whereC�1;�2(!)hastobedeterm ined from an initialcondition.Takingintoaccountthattheperturbation V (including

the external�eld E )isswitched on adiabatically with the equilibrium initialcondition atT = � 1

G
(0)K
�1;�2

(� 1 ;!)= G
K
0 (!)= � 2i�tanh(!=2T)h�1j�2i�(! � �m 1

); (B19)

weobtain

G
(0)K
�1;�2

(T ;!)= � 2i�tanh(!=2T)h�1j�2i�(! � �m 1
� V (R1))= tanh(!=2T)

�

G
(0)R � G

(0)A
�

: (B20)

Therefore,atleading orderthe K eldysh G reen function isstilldiagonalwith respectto the quantum num bersm .

W e shalldeterm ine the higherorderK eldysh G reen function G (q)K within the stationary regim e. Then,the �rst

orderK eldysh G reen function isdeterm ined forexam plefrom the equation resulting from the sum ofEq.(B10)and

(B9)which yieldsup to �rstorderin lB =�

(! � �m 1
� V (R1))G

(1)K
�1;�2

(!)=
X

�3

V
(1)
�1;�3

hR 1jR 3iG
(0)K
�3;�2

(!): (B21)

Inserting the zero orderG reen function and perform ing the sum over�3,weget

G
(1)K = tanh(!=2T)

�

G
(1)R � G

(1)A
�

: (B22)

W e see that the structure ofthe Dyson equation for the K eldysh G reen function oforders higher than one in the

stationary regim e is sim ilarto the structure ofthe Dyson equation for the retarded and advanced G reen functions

atthesam eorder.Consequently,wecan deducethatthe proportionality (B22)between the K eldysh G reen function

and the retarded and advanced G reen functionsholdsatany orderofthe high-m agnetic�eld expansion theory.
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A P P EN D IX C : M A T R IX ELEM EN T S O F T H E C U R R EN T D EN SIT Y O P ER A T O R

In thisAppendix,wederivethem atrix elem entsofthecurrentdensity operatorin thevortex statesrepresentation.

In the spacerepresentation (jri),the currentdensity operatoriswritten as

ĵ(r)=
e

m �

�
~

i
r �

e

c
A

�

: (C1)

Adopting the sym m etricalgauge

A =
B

2

�
� y

x

�

=
~c

jej

1

2l2
B

�
� y

x

�

; (C2)

weexpressthe m atrix elem entsofthe currentdensity operatoras

hm ;R ĵjjm 0
;R

0i =
e~

m �

Z

d
2
r	 �

m ;R (r)

�

� ir �
1

2l2
B

�
� y

x

��

	 m 0;R 0(r) (C3)

=
e~

p
2m �lB

�
i
p
m 0hm ;R jm 0� 1;R0i� i

p
m 0+ 1hm ;R jm 0+ 1;R 0ip

m 0hm ;R jm 0� 1;R0i+
p
m 0+ 1hm ;R jm 0+ 1;R 0i

�

(C4)

=
e~

p
2m �lB

�
i
p
m 0�m ;m 0� 1 � i

p
m �m ;m 0+ 1p

m 0�m ;m 0� 1 +
p
m �m ;m 0+ 1

�

hm ;R jm ;R 0i: (C5)

Note thatthese m atrix elem ents ofthe currentdensity operatorin the vortex states basis couple adjacentLandau

levelsexactly asin the basisofLandau states.
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