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We reexamine the charge transport induced by a weak electric field in two-dimensional
quantum Hall systems in a finite, periodic box at very low temperatures. Our model covers
random vector and electrostatic potentials and electron-electron interactions. The result-
ing linear response coefficients consist of the time-independent term o, corresponding to
the Hall conductance and the linearly time-dependent term ~y, - ¢ in the transverse and
longitudinal directions s = x, y in a slow switching limit for adiabatically applying the ini-
tial electric field. The latter terms s, -t are due to the acceleration of the electrons by the
uniform electric field in the finite and isolated system, and so the time-independent term
o,y corresponding to the diagonal conductance which generates dissipation of heat always
vanishes. The well known topological argument yields the integral and fractional quanti-
zation of the averaged Hall conductance o, over gauge parameters under the assumption
on the existence of a spectral gap above the ground state. In addition to this fact, we show
that the averaged acceleration coefficients 75, are vanishing under the same assumption.
In the non-interacting case, the spectral gap between the neighbouring Landau levels per-
sists if the vector and the electrostatic potentials together satisfy a certain condition, and
then the Hall conductance o,, without averaging exhibits the exact integral quantization
in the infinite volume limit with the vanishing acceleration coefficients. We also estimate
their finite size corrections. In the interacting case, the averaged Hall conductance o
for a non-integer filling of the electrons is quantized to a fraction not equal to an integer
under the assumption that the potentials satisfy certain conditions in addition to the gap
assumption. We also discuss the relation between the fractional quantum Hall effect and
Atiyah-Singer index theorem for non-Abelian gauge fields.
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1 Introduction

The linear response theory [1, 2] for charge transport successfully elucidates some aspects
of the quantum Hall effect observed experimentally [3, 4] in two-dimensional electron gases
in a strong magnetic field. In particular, it was found out that the integral quantization
of the Hall conductance is a consequence of a topological nature of the Hall conductance
[5, 6]. However, the derivation of the linear response formulas for conductance from the
first principle is still an unsolved problem [7, 8]. Actually it is very hard to take into
account the effect of the reservoir explicitly. It is needless to say that there have been
many, various arguments, each employing some simplifying feature, so far. For example,
the infinite volume formalism without taking the infinite volume limit from a sequence of
finite volumes and the adiabatic (slowly varying) switching of the external electric field to
avoid accelerating the electrons have been often used instead of coupling the corresponding
finite system to a reservoir.! Thus the issue is still left somewhat hanging there although
it has been debated again and again so far.

Apart from the problem of the validity of the linear response formulas, the quantized
Hall conductance was identified with a topological invariant of a certain fiber bundle
[10] by using the resulting linear response formulas as mentioned above. The topological
argument for the Hall conductance was first introduced into a quantum Hall system of
non-interacting electron gas in a periodic potential [5, 6]. As a result, it was shown that
the Hall conductance is quantized to an integer under the assumption of the existence of
a spectral gap above the unique ground state. The integer of the quantization is equal to
the filling factor of the Landau levels when the periodic potential is weak. However, one
cannot expect the appearance of the conductance plateaus for varying the filling of the
electrons because of the absence of disorder.?

Soon after these articles, this topological argument® was extended to a quantum Hall
system with disorder and with electron-electron interactions [18, 19, 20, 21]. Instead of
the crude Hall conductance with fixed gauge parameters, they treated the Hall conduc-
tance averaged over gauge parameters, and showed that the averaged Hall conductance
is quantized to an integer under the assumption on the existence of a spectral gap above
the ground state. The integer of the quantization is equal to the filling factor of the Lan-
dau levels in the case of the non-interacting electron gas with weak single-body potentials
[11] as well as the above case with a periodic potential. Surprisingly the averaged Hall
conductance does not have any finite size correction to the exact integral quantization
even though the system has disorder. Clearly one cannot expect that the crude Hall
conductance is exactly quantized for any finite system.

In order to explain the fractional quantization [22, 23, 24| of the Hall conductance, this
topological argument needs some ad hoc assumptions on the degeneracy of the ground
state in addition to the assumption on averaging the Hall conductance [19, 25, 26, 27]. In
fact, if the ground state is nondegenerate with an excitation gap, then the averaged Hall
conductance always shows integral quantization. The explicit value of the fraction of the

LFor recent attempts to justify the linear response formulas, see refs. [8, 9].

2The appearance of the Hall conductance plateaus was discussed with localization estimates in refs. [7,
8, 11, 12]. We will discuss this issue in the next paper [13].

3See also related articles [14, 15, 16, 17].
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quantized Hall conductance is not determined by the topological argument alone even if
the dimension of the sector of the degenerate ground state is given. A degenerate ground
state with an excitation gap is expected to appear only for a fractional filling p/q of the
electrons [28, 29, 30]. Actually, the existence of a spectral gap for a non-integer filling
of the electrons implies a degenerate ground state for a certain model [31]. In the real
experiments, the fraction of the quantized Hall conductance is observed to equal to the
fractional filling p/q. Under the assumption on the spectral gap, it was proved without
relying on the topological argument that the Hall conductance is proportional to the filling
factor of the electrons for certain interacting electron gases [32]. However, the existence of
the spectral gap itself has not yet been proved for any interacting electron gas. Besides,
the relation between the fractionally quantized Hall conductance and the filling factor of
the electrons is still unclear. We should remark that a set of the possible quantized values
of the Hall conductance can be derived from a mathematical argument relying on the
universality. See ref. [33].

We should also remark another topological approach by Bellissard [8]. For an infinite
volume quantum Hall system of a non-interacting electron gas with disorder, the quantized
Hall conductance is identified with a Fredholm index of a certain operator that arises in
Connes theory of noncommutative geometry [34]. (See also refs. [7, 12, 35, 36].) In com-
parison to the above topological approach, Bellissard’s framework has the advantage that
it does not need the assumption on averaging the Hall conductance over gauge parameters.
However, it has not yet been extended to interacting quantum Hall electron gases.

In this paper, we study a two-dimensional N electrons system in a uniform magnetic
field perpendicular to the two-dimensional plane in which the electrons are confined. For
simplicity we assume that the electrons do not have the spin degrees of freedom, although
we can treat a similar system with both the spin degrees of freedom and multiple layers
in the same way. The explicit form of the Hamiltonian of the system is given by (2.1) in
the next section. The model covers a wide class of potentials including a random vector
potential, a random electrostatic potential and an electron-electron interaction. In order
to measure an induced current as a response to an external electric field, we apply a time-
dependent vector potential A (t) = (0, «(t)), where the function «(t) of time t is given
by (2.14) in the next section. For t € [T, 0] with a large positive T', the corresponding
electric field is adiabatically switched on, and for ¢t > 0, the electric field becomes (0, F')
with the constant strength F'. We consider the finite, isolated system of an L, x L,
rectangular box, and impose periodic boundary conditions. Thus we will not consider a
reservoir, and clearly the system does not exhibit any dissipation of heat. In this sense, we
cannot measure the conductance. But the quantum Hall systems in the real experiments
show negligibly small dissipation. Correspondingly the system we consider in this paper
is expected to show weak acceleration of the electrons. Actually we will show that the
acceleration is weak in a certain sense, and the constant Hall current flow is dominant.
From these results, if the system is connected with a reservoir, then the acceleration of
the electrons is expected to be further suppressed, and the linear response coefficient
corresponding to the Hall conductance can be identified with the realistic one. Thus we
believe that it is useful in future studies to reexamine the charge transport in such a finite,
isolated quantum Hall system.

Let us describe our results. The precise statement of the main results will be given in
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the next section. The linear response coefficients are given by

Otot,sy = }}L% %7 (1-1)

where jing s are the induced current in the transverse direction s = = and the longitudinal
direction s = y to the electric field. We obtain the generic forms of the coefficients for
time ¢t > 0 as follows:
Tiot,zy = Ozy + Yoy - t + 004y (1.2)
and
Otot,yy = Yyy - T+ 00y, (1.3)

The first term o, in the right-hand side of (1.2) is constant in time ¢, and corresponds to
the Hall conductance. As we mentioned above, the time-independent term o, correspond-
ing to the diagonal conductance is absent. Instead of that, the linearly time-dependent
terms -y, - t appear, i.e., there exist terms corresponding to the acceleration of the elec-
trons by the external electric field. The appearance of the acceleration term 7, -t in the
transverse direction is due to the disorder scattering of the electrons accelerated in the
longitudinal direction. When the system couples to a reservoir, we can expect that the
acceleration terms <y, - t disappear, and instead of them, the diagonal conductance oy,
appears . The rest of two terms do, are the corrections depending on the initial switching
process for adiabatically applying the external electric field. We prove that these two
terms are negligibly small for slow switching. In the case without a uniform magnetic
field, we demonstrate that the velocity of the electrons increases in time for an interacting
electron gas with translation invariance in Section 4. More precisely, we have
2
Ogy = O, Yoy = 0, and Vyy = 7:’;3 ) (14)

e

where n is the density of the electrons, and —e and m, are, respectively, the charge and
the mass of the electron. For an interacting electron gas with translation invariance in a
uniform magnetic field [37], we also demonstrate
2
e

Ozy = =7V, and 75, =0 fors=uz,y, (1.5)

where h is the Planck constant, and v is the filling factor of the Landau levels.

Using the explicit expression of the linear response coefficients, we focus on the unsolved
issues about the charge transport of the quantum Hall effect. For this purpose, we assume
that there exists an excitation gap above the sector of the (quasi)degenerate ground state.
Since our Hall conductance o0, is the same as the standard one, the well-known topological
argument yields the fractional quantization of the Hall conductance [19, 25, 26, 27| as

e p
Opyg = ———, 1.6
under the assumption on the gap, where ~=~ denotes the average over gauge parameters,

the integer p is given by the geometrical invariant? called the first Chern number, and the

4 In the following, we will use the term “geometrical” instead of “topological” because we will not
consider any deformation for a manifold nor a change of the local coordinate.
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integer ¢ is the dimension of the sector of the ground state. Under the same assumption,
we prove
Yoy =0 fors=uz,y. (1.7)

Thus the acceleration of the electrons is absent in the sense of the average, and so we can
expect that, for fixed gauge parameters, the acceleration of the electrons is weak.

In the non-interacting case, assume an integer filling v = /¢ of the Landau levels.
Then we prove that a spectral gap exists above the unique ground state for certain weak
potentials, and that the Hall conductance o,, and the acceleration coefficients s, satisfy

2

Oy + %6 < const. x max{L,", L}, (1.8)

and
|7sy| < const. x max{L;l,Ly_l} for s =x,y, (1.9)

where L., L, are the system sizes. This Hall conductance o,, is not averaged over the
gauge parameters, and the result gives the upper bound for the finite size correction® to
the quantized value —(e?/h)¢. The second inequality for 75, implies weak acceleration of
the electrons. In particular, it vanishes in the infinite volume.

In the general case of the interacting electron gas, we cannot remove both of the as-
sumptions on the existence of a spectral gap above the sector of the ground state and on
the average over the gauge parameters. About the assumption on the average, for general
values of the gauge parameters, we cannot expect an exact fractional quantization of the
Hall conductance as (1.6), and the finite-size corrections to the quantized Hall conduc-
tance should appear. Besides, the fraction p/q cannot be determined by the geometrical
argument alone. But we can get the following result: In addition to the assumption on
the existence of the spectral gap, if the potentials satisfy certain technical assumptions,
then the fraction p/q must satisfy the bound,

v(1—268) <= <w(l+90), (1.10)

3

where v is the filling factor of the electrons, and 9 is a positive number which is determined
by certain norms of the single-body potentials. In order to clarify the meaning of the bound
(1.10), consider the situation that the interval [v(1 — 0),v(1 + §)] does not include any
integer. This situation is indeed realized for a non-integer filling factor v and for weak
single-body potentials. Then the fraction p/q must be a non-integer, and the degeneracy
q of the ground states must be greater than 1. Thus the fractional quantization of the
Hall conductance occurs with a degenerate ground state for a non-integer filling.

The present paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we give the precise definition
of the model and describe our main theorems in a mathematical rigorous manner. In
Section 3, the linear response coefficients are derived, starting from the basic Schrodinger
equation with a time-dependent gauge field which gives a constant electric field for the time
t > 0. We check that the linear response coefficients so obtained are physically reasonable

®The upper bound for the finite size correction would not be optimal [38]. But the inequality (1.8)
gives the mathematical rigorous upper bound!
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ones for certain translationally invariant systems in Section 4. Section 5 is devoted to the
proofs of the fractional quantization (1.6) of the averaged Hall conductance o, and of the
vanishing (1.7) of the averaged acceleration coefficients 75, in the most general setting.
We also discuss the relation between the fractional quantum Hall effect and Atiyah-Singer
index theorem for non-Abelian gauge fields [39, 40, 41, 42]. The non-interacting electron
gases with disorder is treated in Section 6. As a result, we obtain the bound (1.8) for the
Hall conductance and the bound (1.9) for the acceleration coefficients. In Section 7, the
interacting electron gases with disorder are treated, and we prove the bound (1.10) for
the fraction of the quantized Hall conductance (1.6). Appendices A-F are devoted to the
details of technical calculations and proofs of propositions and theorems.

2 The model and the main results

Consider a two-dimensional N electrons system in a uniform magnetic field (0,0, B) per-
pendicular to the x-y plane in which the electrons are confined. For simplicity we assume
that the electrons do not have the spin degrees of freedom, although we can treat a similar
system with the spin degrees of freedom or with multiple layers in the same way. The
Hamiltonian is given by

HY =" {L [pj + eA(r;) + ¢]° + W(I‘j)} + > WOri—1y), (2.1)

= 2me 1<i<j<N

where —e and m, are, respectively, the charge of electron and the mass of electron, and
r; = (x;,y;) is the j th Cartesian coordinate of the N electrons. As usual, we define

0 0
vi = —1h—o d = —ih— 2.2
D j ) o, and p, ) a0, (2.2)

with the Planck constant h. The system is defined on a rectangular box,
T :=[-L,/2,L,/2] x [-L,/2,L,/2], (2.3)

with the periodic boundary conditions. The vector potential A = (A,, A,) consists of two
parts as A = Ap + Ag, where Ay(r) = (—By,0) which gives the uniform magnetic field
and the vector potential Ap satisfies the periodic boundary conditions

Ap(l',y) :AP($+LI>y) :AP(zay+Ly) (24)
We have also introduced the gauge parameters ¢ = (¢,, ¢,) € Tg, where the space T, C R?
of the gauge parameters ¢ is defined as

Too= 0,080 % [0,86,] with Ag, = 27 5=y (25)

We call 7, the gauge torus. As we will see in Section 5, the Hall conductance o, of the
present system can be expressed in a geometric invariant on the gauge torus 7,. We assume
Ap € CY(R? R?), i.e., the components are continuously differentiable on R2. Further we
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assume that the single-body potential W and the electron-electron interaction W) satisfy
the following conditions: the periodic boundary conditions

W(x+ Lg,y) = W(z,y + Ly) = W(x,y) (2.6)
and
WO (x+ Ly, y) = WO(2,y + L) = W (2,y), (2.7)
and the boundedness®
W e < wo <00 and [|[W?| < wl? < o (2.8)

with the positive constants wy and w(()z) which are independent of the number N of the
electrons and of the system sizes L,, L,; the interaction W® is invariant under the inter-
change of two electron’s coordinates as

W(2)(—x, —y) = w® (x,y). (2.9)

For our purpose of accelerating the electrons on the torus 7 by the electric field, it
is convenient to choose the periodic boundary conditions (2.10) and (2.11) below for the
wavefunctions. Then the magnetic flux piercing the torus must be quantized [31, 32] so that
the Hamiltonian is self-adjoint, or we need additional conditions for the wavefunctions. See
ref. [37] for other choices of boundary conditions with a nonquantized flux. In the present
paper, we choose the flux quantization condition, L, L, = 27 M (%, with a sufficiently large

positive integer M, where (5 is the so-called magnetic length defined as {5 := (/h/(eB).
The number M is exactly equal to the number of the states in a single Landau level of
the single-electron Hamiltonian in the simple uniform magnetic field with no single-body
potential and with no electric field. For simplicity we take M even. We define by v = N/M
the filling factor. We assume v < vy with a positive constant 1y which is independent of
L,, L, and N. In other words, the filling factor v converges to a finite constant in an infinite
volume limit. The above condition L,L, = 27 M (% for the sizes L, L, is convenient for
imposing the following periodic boundary conditions: For an N electrons wavefunction
®M) we impose periodic boundary conditions

N (L)dM (ry,ra, .. ey) = @M (e 1y, . ry)  for j=1,2,...,N, (2.10)
and

t(L)OM (ry, 19, ... oy) = N (ry, 10, .. xy)  forj=1,2,...,N, (2.11)

(
j
where t@(---) and t®(---) are magnetic translation operators [43] defined as

t (@) fxy) = fla—ay), W) f(x,y) =expliya/G3]f(z,y—y)  (2.12)

6Let f be a complex-valued function on R?, and let |f(x,y)| < C for some C except for a subset of
Lebesgue measure zero in R?. Then the norm || ||« is given by the smallest such C. If f is a continuous
function, then || f||oc = max|f(x,y)|.
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for a function f on R?, and a subscript j of an operator indicates that the operator acts
on only the j-th coordinate of the function.”

In order to get the expression of the current induced by an external electric field, we
introduce a time-dependent vector potential [44] into the Hamiltonian (2.1) as

N 1
HO) = Y { g e+ eAulry) + 6.0 +

[y + €Ay (5) + 6 + ca(t)’}

1
2m,

<.
Il

W(rj) + 3 WO -1y, (2.13)

1<i<j<N

™=

+

<.
Il

where the additional vector potential is given by A (t) = (0, a(t)) with

nt .
a(t) = —Ft x {‘i ’ i § 8’ (2.14)

with a small positive parameter 7. The corresponding electric field is oriented along the
y direction with the constant strength F' for all ¢ > 0. Namely we apply the electric field
adiabatically from the initial time t = t; = —T with a large T, and observe the currents
of the system for the time ¢t > 0. Therefore we will consider those quantities for the time
t > 0 only in the following.

Throughout the present paper, we will consider the following two situations: (i) The
ground state of the Hamiltonian HO of (2.1) is exactly g¢-fold degenerate, (¢ =1,2,...),
with a small excitation energy gap which tends to zero in the infinite volume limit. (ii)
The ground state is g-fold quasidegenerate with a uniform excitation energy gap which
persists in the infinite volume limit in the sense of Assumption 2.1 below. In both of two

situations, we take the initial state of the system at the time t =ty = =T as
1 N
%«o:qzémw@<»%ﬂ@y (2.15)
pn=1

where (ID((){\Q(qb) are the ¢ eigenvectors of the ground state of the Hamiltonian H0 of (2.1).
Namely we assume that the system is at a low temperature such that the corresponding
inverse temperature 3 satisfies the condition A < 7! < AE, where AFE is the excitation

energy gap and AE = max,, |Eéf:i)(q’)) — E(()]Z?(qbﬂ with the energy eigenvalue E(()z)(d))

of the ground state eigenvector q)gﬁ)(qb). In the corresponding realistic situation, the
transition between the degenerate ground states frequently occurs with finite probabilities
owing to an external thermal perturbation. In consequence, all of the ground states are
equally mixed as in the assumption of the initial state (2.15). But, when a symmetry
breaking occurs at zero temperature, those transition probabilities become negligibly small
in a large volume. In that situation, the assumption of the initial state (2.15) may be
physically unnatural. Instead of the mixed state (2.15), we might have to take one of
the symmetry breaking pure ground states as an initial state. But we can expect that
all of the pure ground states give the same current because the broken symmetry is the
translational symmetry [31, 32]. Here we stress that we cannot justify this argument. To

“Throughout the present paper, we use this convention.



Revisiting the Charge Transport in Quantum Hall Systems 10

summarize, in both of the cases, we can expect that the assumption of the initial state
(2.15) leads to the realistic, correct current for the present quantum Hall system.

In general, it is believed that the existence of an energy gap above the ground state
for an integral or a fractional filling of the electrons is essential to both integral and
fractional quantization of the Hall conductance. In addition, the degeneracy [19, 27] of
the ground state is essential to the fractional quantization because the unique ground state
with an energy gap always yields an integral quantization of the conductance by using the
well-known topological argument [19, 20]. However, as Tao and Haldane [26] pointed
out, one cannot expect the exact degeneracy of the ground state because the randomness
of the potential(s) always lifts the degeneracy for a finite system. Therefore we require
the following assumption on the quasidegeneracy of the ground state with the excitation
energy gap in the quantum Hall case:

Assumption 2.1 For any ¢ € Ty, the ground state of the Hamiltonian HéN) of (2.1) is
q-fold degenerate in the sense that

max | Egy)(¢) — ) (¢)| = 0 as Ly, Ly — o0, (2.16)

o €{1,2,...,4}

where Eéfz)(qb), w=1,2,...,q, are the energy eigenvalues of the ground state. Besides,
there exists a uniform energy gap AE above the degenerate ground state in the sense that

inf BN (¢) > AE+ sup  max SN (), (2.17)
¢67;; ¢€7—g :U'E{lvzr“vq}

where EfN)(qb) is the energy of the first excited state, and AE is a positive constant which
is independent of the number N of the electrons and of the system sizes Ly, L.

This assumption is justified for the non-interacting case with the potentials Ap and W sat-
isfying the condition (2.36) in Theorem 2.3 below. Unfortunately, for the interacting case,
we cannot justify the assumption of the gap. We call the subspace of the (quasi)degenerate
ground state the sector of the ground state. We remark that the dimension ¢ of the sector
of the ground state may depend on the system sizes L,, L, and on the number N of the
electrons.

The state of the system at the time t > ¢, is given by

w(--51) = wo([UMN (t, t0)]T (- - YUM (2, ). (2.18)
Here UM (¢, 1) is the time evolution operator for the Schrodinger equation,

ih%\lf(m (t) = HM () TW) (1), (2.19)
with the time dependent Hamiltonian H™)(t) of (2.13). Namely the solution of the equa-

tion is written as
V() = UM (t, 1) 0™ (t) (2.20)

in terms of the operator U (¢, ty) with the initial vector W™ (t).
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Now we define the total velocity operator as

i1

m [px,j + eAx(rj) + ¢x]> 1= X,
Utot,i(t) =’ !

N (2.21)

>

[Py +eAy(r;) + ¢y +ealt)], i=y.
j=1

1
Me

Then the total current density is given by

_ €
L.L,

Jrot (1) := w( Vit (t); 1), (2.22)

where Viot () = (Vtot,(t), Vtot,y(t)). This total current density consists of the initial current
density jo and the induced current density jinq(f) due to the external electric field as

Jtot(t) = Jo + Jina(?), (2.23)
where . . o
jo= _LxLyMO(VtOt) (2.24)
with the velocity operator,
0 _ 5~ 1
Viot = ; o[ eA(r) + @), (2.25)

without the vector potential «(t) giving the external electric field. The initial current
density jo is not necessarily vanishing because the persistent current may exist owing to
the presence of the vector potentials. The linear response coefficients are given by

. .in ,8 t
Utot,sy(t; d)v 7]7 T) = 11;,12%] w

(2.26)

in the s = x,y directions, where we have written jinda(t) = (Jind,z(t), jindy(t)). As we will
show in the next Section 3, these coefficients for the time ¢ > 0 have the expressions,

Utot,xy(t; ¢)a 7, T) = ny(¢) + 7xy(¢) -t + 50Iy(t; ¢)’ 7, T)> (227)

and
Utot,yy(t; b, n, T) = ’Vyy(Qb) t+ 5ayy(t§ o, n, T)v (2’28)

where 0,,(®), Y2y (@) and v,,(¢) are all independent of the time ¢. The rest of the two
terms 0oy, (t; ¢, n,T') for s = x,y are due to the initial switching process for adiabatically
applying the electric field in the time —7" < ¢t < 0, and so the two terms are negligibly small
for the slow switching condition 7" > 1 and n < AFE/h. In particular, they vanish in the
slow switching limit n7" — oo and n — 0. See the bound (4.4) and the equality (4.25) in
Section 4 for certain translationally invariant systems, the bound (6.27) in Section 6 for the
non-interacting electron gas and the bound (7.5) in Section 7 for the interacting electron
gas. The term o,,(¢) corresponds to the Hall conductance. For simplicity, we will call
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04y(¢@) the Hall conductance. As mentioned in Introduction, the time-independent term
o,y (@) corresponding to the diagonal conductance does not appear [7, 9, 45], and instead
of that, there appear linearly time-dependent terms, vs,(¢) - t. In particular, if the system
is translationally invariant in both x and y directions with no uniform magnetic field, then
the total velocity of the electrons is proportional to the time ¢ owing to the uniform electric
field. (See Section 4.) Therefore we will call v5,(¢) the acceleration coefficient.

On the other hand, when a finite energy gap appears above the sector of the ground
state as in a band insulator or in the quantum Hall case, we can expect that both of the
acceleration coefficients v,,(¢) vanish in the infinite volume limit. Actually this statement
holds for the non-interacting case as we will see in Theorem 2.3 below. However, we could
not obtain a similar theorem for the interacting case except for a trivial case without
disorder in Section 4. Of course, we cannot expect that the acceleration coefficients 7y, (¢)
are exactly vanishing for a finite volume in a generic situation with disorder because there
may exist non-vanishing current due to the scattering of the electrons by the disorder.

If the Hall conductance o,,(¢) alone is needed, then it is enough to measure the linear
response coefficients at the time t = 0 because the effect of the Lorentz force alone persists
at t = 0 without any acceleration of the electrons by the potentials of the system.

We define the averaged Hall conductance and the averaged acceleration coefficients
over the gauge parameters ¢ on the gauge torus 7, as

Oay(P) = A ddy ouy(¢), (2.29)
Y A¢mA¢y / Y Y
and
Vsy(d)) A¢xA¢y / d¢md¢y 73y(¢) fOI' S = x’ y (230)
Under Assumption 2.1, the averaged Hall conductance o,,(¢) can be written as
27
Ouy(P) = g (2.31)
in terms of the geometric invariant [5, 6, 8, 19, 20, 27],
7= i/ dé.do, tr F(o) (2.32)
L A . ’ ’
with the curvature F(¢) given by
0 0
F(@) = 5—Ay(P) — 57— As(@) + [A:(9), Ay()], (2.33)
oo Iy

where tr stands for the trace of the matrix, and A;(¢) for s = z,y are the connections
on the gauge torus 7g, i.e., each A,(¢) takes a ¢ x ¢ matrix value in the Lie algebra of
the unitary group U(q) of ¢ X ¢ matrices [39]. As we will see in Section 5, the connections
A;(¢) are written in terms of the ground state wavefunctions. In the language of the non-
Abelian gauge theory [42], the curvature F(¢) corresponds to the field strength tensor or
the “electromagnetic” field, and the connections A,(¢) correspond to the gauge fields on
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the torus 7. Thus the averaged Hall conductance can be written in terms of the geometric
invariant for the non-Abelian gauge fields on the torus. Since the geometric invariant Z
called the first Chern number takes an integer value, the averaged Hall conductance o, (¢)
is integrally or fractionally quantized.

On the other hand, we can prove that the averaged acceleration coefficients v, (¢) are
exactly vanishing. We summarize the well-known result of the averaged Hall conductance
o.y(¢) and our result about the averaged acceleration coefficients v5,(¢) as the following
theorem in the most general setting for the present model:

Theorem 2.2 Suppose that, for a finite volume and a filling factor v of the Landau levels,
there exists a uniform gap above the sector of the ground state in the sense of Assump-
tion 2.1. Then there exists an integer p such that the averaged Hall conductance for the
finite volume is quantized as

Oay(P) = =7~ (2.34)

with the dimension q of the sector of the ground state, and the averaged acceleration coef-
ficients are vanishing as

Ysy(@) =0 for both s = x,y directions. (2.35)

The proof will be given in Section 5. In such a general setting, we cannot determine the
fraction p/q, which is expected to be equal to the filling factor v of the Landau levels [32].
We also remark that, for general fixed values of the gauge parameters ¢ € T, we cannot
expect the same exact results about the fractional quantization of the Hall conductance
and the vanishing acceleration coefficients without any finite size correction.

For the quantum Hall case without the electron-electron interaction, we can obtain
much stronger results as follows:

Theorem 2.3 Assume W® = 0, i.e., no electron-electron interaction, and assume an
integer filling factor v = £ of the Landau levels with £ € N. Further we assume that the
vector potential Ap and the electrostatic potential W satisfy the condition,

2hw,

Me

hw, >

2
e _
el Al [T 172+ VE=172] + 5 (ARl + 11V e + W
(2.36)
where w, is the cyclotron frequency given by w. = eB/m., |Ap| = VAp - Ap, and W* =
max{+W,0}. Then there ezists a uniform gap above the unique ground state in the sense
of Assumption 2.1, and the following bounds are valid:

2
Toy(@0) + 74| < Cmax{L7", L}, (2.37)

and
Yy (o) < C'max{L;*, L} (2.38)

for any gauge parameters ¢, € Ty, and for s = x,y, where the positive constants C and C’
are independent of the number N of the electrons and of the system sizes Ly, L.
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The proof will be given in Section 6. Thus the Hall conductance shows the integral
quantization with the finite size correction, and the acceleration coefficients are vanishing
in the infinite volume limit. However, the bounds for the finite size corrections would not
be optimal [38] in comparison with the precision of the quantization and the weakness of
the dissipation of heat in realistic quantum Hall systems. Perhaps, if possible, we should
take account of the effect of the self-averaging about the disorder in the realistic systems.

In order to explain the appearance of the Hall conductance plateaus, the gap condition
in Theorem 2.3 must be replaced with localization estimates. Namely we must show that
the quantized Hall conductance does not change when varying the Fermi level within
the localization regime. For infinite volume systems, the Hall conductance formula by
Bellissard shows the plateaus [7, 8, 12]. Kunz [11] also discussed the plateaus in an
infinite volume system by combining the topological argument with certain assumptions
on localization. This issue for finite volume systems will be discussed in ref. [13].

For the interacting case, we could not estimate the corresponding finite size corrections.
But we obtain the following theorem about the relation between the fraction p/q of the
quantization and the filling factor v of the electrons:

Theorem 2.4 Assume Ap = 0, and that the electrostatic potential W and the electron-
electron interaction W3 satisfy W € C*(R?) and W® € C1(R?), respectively.® Further
we assume that, for a finite volume and a filling factor v of the Landau levels, there exists
a uniform gap AE above the sector of the ground state with the degeneracy q in the sense
of Assumption 2.1. Then the fraction p/q of the averaged Hall conductance o,,(¢) of
(2.84) satisfies

v(1-8) <P <uva+e), (2.39)
q
where the positive number ¢ is given by
hw o |°
§=2Up—— — 2.4
m4+n=

The proof will be given in Section 7.2. As we mentioned in Introduction, if the interval
[v(1 —§),v(1 + d)] does not include any integer, then the number p/g must be equal to
purely a fractional number, i.e., a non-integer. In addition, the dimension ¢ of the sector
of the ground state must be greater than 1. In the weak potential limit § — 0, we obtain

the desired result,
2

Ouy(@P) = —%V, with v = p/q (2.41)

from the result (2.34) with the inequality (2.39). Therefore one can expect the fractional
quantization of the Hall conductance [31, 32] when a spectral gap appears above the sector
of the ground state for the fractional filling factor v = p/q. But the Hall conductance would
vanish in the exceptional case with a very strong periodic potential.’

8The set C*(S) denotes k times continuously differentiable functions on the set S.

9When a spectral gap exists owing to a strong periodic potential irrespective of the uniform magnetic
field, the Hall conductance must vanish in the weak limit of the magnetic field. In such a situation,
the integer p in the fractionally quantized Hall conductance must be equal to zero because the Hall
conductance is a continuous function of the uniform magnetic field. Thus the Hall conductance vanishes
owing to the strong periodic potential [46].
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In the case with Ap # 0, we can also obtain very similar results to Theorem 2.4. But
we need stronger assumptions on the potentials Ap, W and W®. See Section 7.2 for the
details.

3 Derivation of the linear response coefficients

In this section, we derive the expressions for the linear response coefficients by usmg the
perturbation theory [47] in a mathematically rlgorous manner. We denote by <I> (qb) the
ground state eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian H0 of (2.1) with the eigenvalue E0 u)(¢)
and denote by <I>§LNu (¢p) with n > 1 the eigenvectors of the excited states with the energy
eigenvalue E(N)(¢) and with the subscript u for the degeneracy. In the following, we will

often use the abbreviations, @SL]Y/}, E(()z), EWN) | by dropping the ¢ dependence if there is
no confusion.
To begin with, we rewrite the Hamiltonian H™)(¢) of (2.13) as

H™ () = H™M + AHS () + B (1) (3.1)

with the diagonal part,

AHG (1) = 3 QUEN) Hy (DQ(ES) + N —la()? (3.2)
of the perturbation and the off-diagonal part,
Hyo (6) = Hoi (1) = 3 QUELY) Husd (Q(ELY), (3:3)
where Hmlrz( t) is the minimal coupling with the external electric field, i.e.,
(V) ¢ o
Huin (1) = — > alt)[py + €Ay (r;)]; (3.4)
e j=1

and Q(ESN)) is the projection operator onto the subspace spanned by the ground state

eigenvectors CI)((){\L) of the unperturbed Hamiltonian H{", and Q(EWMN)) for n > 1 is the
projection operator onto the eigenspace spanned by the excited state eigenvector(s) of the
Hamiltonian HO(N) with the eigenvalue E(™).

Consider the time-dependent Schrodinger equation

0
zha TN (1) = HM (1) TWM (1) (3.5)
with the Hamiltonian H™)(¢) of (2.13). The solution W™)(¢) can be written as W) (¢) =
UM (t,t0) U™ (o) by using the time evolution operator U™ (¢, s), with an initial vector
UV (t,) at the initial time t = to We denote by UéN)(t, s) the time evolution operator
for the Hamiltonian HY" + AH ().
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Let ™) (¢) be a solution of the Schrédinger equation (3.5). Note that

Os
= U () {H + AH ()} 00 s) + UM 9%@(%)
1
03 éN)(t, s) {HSN)+AH(§N)(3) —H(N)(s)}\IJ(N>(3)
= U () HED ()TN (s). (3.6)

Integrating this on the time s from ¢, to ¢, one obtains

) t
T (1) = UFY (8, 40) 8™ (t0) = =1 [ ds U (2, 5) HI ()0 s). (3.7)
to

per

From the definition of U (¢, s), this can be rewritten as

per

[V tta) - U 010)] ¥00) = — [ ds UV 0B HUV). (33)

Since both UM (¢, 5) and UéN) (t,s) are bounded, one has the following lemma [47]:

Lemma 3.1 In the strong sense, UN)(t,s) — UéN)(t, s) as ' — 0, uniformly in t,s in
any finite interval.

In the equation (3.7), we take the initial state at to = =7 as
UM (tg = —-T) = UM (=T, 0)0™) (3.9)

with a vector @) in the domain of the Hamiltonian HéN) of (2.1). Then the equation
(3.7) becomes

v (1) = UM (1, 0)0™) — / ds U (1, $)HOY ()0 ™) (5). (3.10)

per

The following theorem can be obtained in the same way as in Theorem 2.19 in Sec. 2 in
Chap. IX of ref. [47]:

Theorem 3.2 Let ™) be a vector in the domain of the Hamiltonian HO of (2.1). Then

Ty = UM (2, 0)® ——/ ds UN (¢, ) HV () UM (5,008™) 1 o(F),  (3.11)

per
where o( F') denotes a vector Wg with the norm | V|| satisfying |Vr||/F — 0 as F' — 0.

Proof: Since
TN () = UM (5, —T)TWN (=T) (3.12)
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and
U™ (5,000 = UM (s, —T) UV (=T, 0)0™) = U§ (s, ~T) ™ (=T),  (3.13)
it is sufficient to show that

$) [UN (s, =T) = U™ (s, =) 9N (=T)|| = o(F). (3.14)

H por

Note that

HN () UM (s, =TYIWN (—T) = HN (5)[S ()] UM (5, =T)S(=T)¥NM(=T)  (3.15)

per per

and

HY (s)US (5, =T) U™ (=) = HN (5)[So(s)] 105 (5, =) So(~T)¥ ™ (=T, (3.16)

per per

where
Ut,s) = SHU(t, s)[S(s)] (3.17)
S(t):% HM () + Ao, (3.18)
Usl(t, s) = So(t)Us(t, $)[So(s)] ™" (3.19)
and .
So(t) = % (5 + AHEY ()] + Ao. (3.20)

Here ) is some real constant so that both [S(t)]”" and [So]~" exist, and the operators
U(t,s) and Uy(t,s) are well defined and bounded [48]. Formally one has

%U(t nU(r,s) = =U(t,r) [%S(r)} (S tU(r, ). (3.21)

Integrating this on the time r from s to t, one obtain'®

Ult.s) = Ult.s) + | Larl(,7) [%S(T)l S U (r,s). (3.22)
Further one has
[SE))™ = [Bo()] ™ — [S()] ™3 H(5) ()] (323)

Using these two formulas, the right-hand side of (3.15) can be evaluated as

H (9)[S(s)] 10 (s, =T)S(=T) 9™ (=T

per

= H)(5)[S0(s)] U™ (s, =T)So(~T) U™ (=T) + o( F). (3.24)

per

0For simplicity we have given the formal derivation here although the resulting integral equation (3.22)
is justified [48].
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Similarly one has
Us(t,s) = Up(t,s) + / t drUy(t, ) [%So(r)] [So(r)] " Uo(r, 5). (3.25)

Hence the right-hand side of (3.16) can be evaluated as

HY ()[So(s)] 71T (s, =) So(~T) U™ (~T)

per

= HUD(5)[So(9)] TG (5, =T)So(=T) U™ (=T) + o(F). (3.26)

per

Combining (3.15), (3.16), (3.24) and (3.26), one has

o s
B TR R

(3.27)

This right-hand side is of o(F) from Lemma 3.1 because the operator H{Y)(s )[So(s)] 7" is
bounded and already of order F'. =

We take the initial state wy at the time t =ty = =1 as

wol-+) = ; S (@80, (U (=T,0) (- U (1,00, 06) . (3.28)

pn=1

where the ground state vectors Q>( ) are normalized. Using the projection Q(E(()N)) onto
the sector of the ground state, we have

1
wola) = ;Z< ) (U8 (~T,0)) 10U (-, 0), ®f)))
p=1
1
- T QEMY UM (=T, 0)) alUS™M (~T, 0)
1
= Lo (3.20)

for any observable a in the domain. Here Tr stands for the trace on the Hilbert space,

and we have used the fact that Q(ES")) commutes with the unitary operator US™ (¢, s).

Starting from this initial state is physically natural as we discussed in the preceding section.
With this initial condition, the total current at time ¢ is given by

. e 14
Jon(t) = == 32 (W0 (0, Vi)W (1)) (3.30)
THY 1 p=1

where \I/g{\;) (t) is the solution of the time-dependent Schrédinger equation (3.5) with the
initial state UO(N)(—T, O)CD((){\L) for p =1,2,...,q, and the total velocity operator v (t) is
given by (2.21). This total current jio(¢) can be decomposed into two parts as

Jiot (t) = Jo + Jina(?) (3.31)
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with the current,

== LL < o [0 . 0)] ESEUSN)(t,O)ééﬁ)>, (3.32)

where the velocity operator v§22 is given by (2.25). The current jo of (3.32) is independent

of the time ¢, and is equal to the initial current or the persistent current without the
external electric field. Actually it can be rewritten as

e 1 (0) A/ (V)
LILyQ Tr {VtotQ(EO )} (3.33)

Jo=—

in the same way as in the above.

Clearly the rest of the current, jina(t) = (Jind,x(t), Jindy(f)), is the induced current by
the external electric field. Using Theorem 3.2, the Hall current (the x component of ji,a(t))
induced by the electric field is given by

) e N) N N
]ind,x(t) = L L hq Z/ dS ) ((),ua totm U (t S)ngg( )U(g )(870)(1)((),u)>
+ c.c. +0(F)
e’ N) N N 0 N
_ ﬁ_z > (@) vit P ) (P, viol, @6
9 =1 n>10

t
X exp {ﬁ(E(N) EWM)t /_T ds exp [ h(E(N) EﬁlN))s] a(s) +c.c.+o(F),

(3.34)

where @g} is the normalized eigenvector of the Hamiltonian HéN) with the energy eigen-
value EWY) for n > 1, and c.c. stands for the complex conjugate of the first part. Note
that

Lo (N) _ (i) ]
F/_Tds exp{ h(E — E)s| als)

thT h? _ N
Eg, — En " + il (Eo,u EN + z?’m)
Lo 1 B 1
2 2
(BS) — BV (L) — B + i)
iht h? L N
- exp |—i(Es) — EM)Vt/R (3.35)

N N 2 , n

i) =B (B0 — B i |

for the time ¢ > 0. In the following, we will consider only the time ¢ > 0. Substituting
(3.35) into (3.34), we obtain the linear response coefficient,

.in T t
Utot,xy(t; m, T) = hm / d}’?( ) = U:cy + ’}/xy -t + 5ny(t; 7, T)> (336)

F—0
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in the x direction, where the first term which we call the Hall conductance is given by

249, 08,8 (0, 1) ol
Gy = Zh@ Ly Z (265 ok D) (P ik °“>—c.c. , (3.37)
L1 55 (B~ By

and the acceleration coefficient +,, of the second term which is linear in the time ¢ is

1
- Z > <<I>(()7M, t(gtxq)(N >W <(I)£L]\L/7Utot yq) > +c.c.| . (3.38)

yqu 1n>1u O, — =m

Tey = LL

The third term do,,(¢;n,T) is given by

ie?
§04y(t:n, T - Z > (@) viet i) ) (B vigh B ) M(E i, T) + coc.
Lyq = n>1,u/
(3.39)
with &', = E)) — B and
1T h , h h :
(t.&m1) { [5 +ihn (€ + i?‘m)2] E2 (€ +ihm)?
(3.40)
Similarly the induced current in the y direction is
N €2
/in t) =
J d7y( ) LxL Me
€ (V)
+ L L ﬁq Z/ t O)q)Ouv toty U ( )Hpor ( )U (870)(I)O,u>
+ cc. + O(F), (3.41)
and the linear response coefficient is given by
o T = 1 jind#/(t) _ 5 n.T 42
Utot,yy(ta 7, ) T FILI%) F - Vyy 1+ Uyy(ta 7, )a (3 )
where
62 N d (N) 1 (N)
= d ) —— (D, <I> 3.43
Ty LoL, | m. 2 >1,u< Oua toty nM>E(N)_ () < nu' toty > ( )

and 0oy, (t;n,T') is given by replacing the velocity operator UESE@ with UE(?E,Z, in do,,(t;n,T).

4 The system with translation invariance

In this section, we check the validity of our linear response formulas in the special case
without the vector potential Ap and without the electrostatic potential V.
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The Hamiltonian without the external electric field is given by

e 1
Hy :Z2me

j=1

{(Dej = eBy; + 6.2 + (py; + 0} + > WO(ri—1y).  (41)

1<i<j<N

Clearly the system has translation invariance [37] in both = and y directions because the
electron-electron interaction W is a function of the relative coordinate only. We assume
W@ ¢ CY(R?). In this situation with B # 0, the well-known results are obtained as

Gy = —, (4.2)

and
Yy = Vyy = 0, (43)
where v is the filling factor of the Landau level, i.e., v = N/M with the number N of the

electrons and with the number M of the single electron states in a single Landau level
without the electron-electron interaction. Further we prove the bounds,

e? r, € ny\n
|00y < ﬁy(l%—wcT) e —l—ﬁl/ (2—|—w—c) o for s =z, y. (4.4)
Clearly the first term in the right-hand side vanishes in the large limit of 7', and the second
term also vanishes in the small limit of 1. Further we also stress that the right-hand side
is independent of the system sizes, L,, L,, and of the number N of the electrons for a fixed
filling factor v.
In order to give proofs of (4.2) and (4.3), we note that

1M,
Ut((())gsc = _@ {Ut(gt),yv H(SN)} 9 (45)
0 ime N
2, = I [0 ] (16
and . N
e 10 (0) ] _
heB [ tot,xvvtot,y} - E' (47)

Let ® be a vector in the domain of HéN), ie., ||H(§N)(I>|| < 00. Then one has

(B~ 1180, 800) = (o0, V0l — (1000, 807

O,p o
=t (o0, B ) — (000, 0)
= lim (@, [vigl o, HeV190Y)
- B ), )

where W(" € C(T) is an approximate vector'! such that 1(HN + A) (B — @g{?)” —0
as n — oo with a positive constant \ satisfying H(SN) + A > 0, and we have used the
10ne can easily find such a vector \IJLn) by using the Fourier expansion in terms of the eigenvectors
(6.7) of the single-electron Landau Hamiltonian in Section 6.1 below.
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commutation relation (4.6). Using this and the commutation relation (4.7), one has

()
<®(N> o 1-Q(E™) (I)(N)>

O,u > Ytot,y ——(N) . (N) “tot,y *0,u
g
l
1 he
e N
im (@0, [, o] o)) = — L (4.9)

heB 0,p » | Ytot,y» Ytot,x 0, m,

< (@6 vy [1 - QUES)] a2l + e

2
q
1
qf
1
¢ =

It 1M 1

Substituting this into the expression (3.43) of ~,,, one gets 7,,, = 0. In the same way, one
can easily obtain 7,, = 0 by using the expression (3.38) for ~,,. For the rest of the Hall
conductance oy, of (4.2), one has

),
N
o™ 0 1 QUE)
0,1 » Utot,z (N) (N)
1 (E ih )

g 2
3 (e ) (i, [1 - QU™ 2,96 + e

= LS (Y (0 o k2, 00 = (@.10)

Substituting this into the expression (3.37) of 0, the desired result (4.2) is obtained.
Next let us give a proof of the bounds (4.4). To this end, we recall the expression of
dosy(t;n, T) as

0 N
zvgog,yq)g,,)> e

Z€
508y(t 777 - Z Z < 0 ,u ’ tot s(I)(N > <®1(’L]\L, » Utot, yq)O,u >M(t7 5&,“ 7]7 T) +c.c.
Lyq ;=5 W

(4.11)

with &, = Ej}) — EQ) and

T h . h h .
wemn— ([ T [ | P
(t.&n.T) { [5 +ihn (€ + ihn)J ‘ £ (€ +ihm)?

(4.12)

For a generic filling factor v, we cannot expect the existence of a system-size-independent
energy gap above the sector of the ground state. Namely the gap might become small for
a large volume of the system. Therefore we must treat carefully the denominators of the
fractions appeared in the expression of M(t,&;n,T).
To begin with, we note that
1 1 2ihn h*n?

— — = — . 4.13
2 (E+ihn)?  E(E+ihn)?  E2(E +ihn)? (4.13)

Using this identity, L, L, = 27 M (3% and v = N/M, we have

2
dog(t;n,T) = z'%l/ [(Al + Asw.T)e ™™ 4 (245 + Ayn/w,) n/wc} + c.c., (4.14)
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where h 5
eB1
= TN Z Z < 0,u> tot sq)(N >M (gn )<®’ELAZL)/7 15013 y(b(N)> (415)
,u 1In>1;u/
with ]
{ .
My(€) = T i expliE(t+T)/h], (4.17)
_ ihwe iEt/h
Ms(€) = gzt st (4.18)
and P2,
_ We i€t/h
MaE) = ~ gy sy (4.19)

We can prove |A;| < 1/2 for j = 1,2,3,4. The desired bound (4.4) follows from these
bounds for A;. Since all of A; can be treated in the same way, we shall give a proof for
|A1] < 1/2 only. In the same way as the above, one has

MBl s 1=QEM) 0
A = - E : @ y Utot,s€ o 0 (0 (I)
1 <°“tt EX —HD + iz

(N)
1M N) (0) b 1-Q(E;) (N) >
= - - (I)( y Utot,s€ (E H ) o xq)
Nq§<m‘t“(%?—%m+mﬁ floteFou

mg 1 N i 1- Q(E(N))
= e e () i0 EN) _ (N2, (0) q>(N)
ﬁeBN q = < Op Utot, s (N) Ho + Zhn) ( 0,1 0 ) Utot Y
(4.20)

where we have written 6 = (E((]Z) — HéN))(t + T)/h. Let ® be a vector in the domain of

vt(gt),x. Then one has

Mme . )
(@,[1 - QUESME,@h)) = —heBr}Lrgo<®,[1—Q(E IMES, vl w5
Mme .. )
=~ lim (@, [1 - QUG — Egy) il ).
(4.21)

where \Ifff) is the approximate vector which was introduced for proving (4.8), and we have
used the commutation relation (4.6). Substituting this into the expression (4.20) of A,
and then applying the Schwarz inequality, we obtain

m? N G N N 0) g(n
A1l < oy el 3% (ol (L= QU — B e W)
pn=1

(4.22)
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Note that, for a symmetric operator A, one has formally

M=

(Aag)), [1 - QES™)] (HE™ — Eg,))A®gy))

=
I
—_

|
M=

(Aag)), (HS™ — ES)A®f))

=
_ % uz; {(A0l), (18 — B a0l + (N — EO) A, A8
_ % uz: [, [H, Al o)) + ([H5, 4] o), aad)))
- 1 Z (@), [, [H5), a]] ()Y, (4.23)
where we have used
;él< of), o)) (E5) — ES) (o), Aef))) = 0. (4.24)

We can justify this formal identity (4.23) for A = UE(?E,S by using the approximate vector
WM. Combining this observation, the commutation relations, (4.5), (4.6), (4.7), and the
bound (4.22), we obtain |A;| < 1/2.

In the case with B = 0, one has

Oy = 004(t;1,T) = 00y, (t;n,T) =0 (4.25)
and N o2
e
o =0, S 4.2
Yoy =05 Yy L.L, me. (4.26)

under the same assumptions as in the above. Clearly these imply that the total velocity
of the electrons is proportional to the time ¢. The derivation is not hard as follows: From
the assumptions, we have

[vtots, H } =0 fors=uwxy, and [vﬁgzm,véfjﬁ y} =0. (4.27)

Namely all of these operators commute with each other. This implies that all of the matrix
elements in the expressions (3.37), (3.38), (3.43) and (4.11) of the coefficients vanishes.
As a result, we get the desired results.

5 The linear response coefficients averaged over the
gauge parameters

In this section, we treat the averaged Hall conductance o,,(¢) of (2.29) and the averaged
acceleration coefficients ~,,(¢) of (2.30). As is well known, the “topological” argument
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[5, 6, 8, 11, 14, 19, 20, 26, 27| yields the integral and fractional quantization of the Hall
conductance under the assumption on the excitation energy gap above the ground state.
Following the argument, the fractional quantization (2.34) of the averaged Hall conduc-
tance o,,(¢) will be proved in the most general setting of the present paper. In addition, we
will prove that the averaged acceleration coefficients are exactly vanishing, i.e., 75, (¢) =0
for s = x,y. Thus we will give the proof of Theorem 2.2 in Section 5.1 below. In Sec-
tion 5.2, we will also discuss the geometric property of the averaged Hall conductance
0.y(¢) as a geometric invariant for non-Abelian gauge fields on the gauge torus 7,. In
particular, the integer Z of the fractional quantized Hall conductance (2.31) is equal to
an index of a Pauli-Dirac operator coupled to the gauge fields. In other words, the Hall
conductance of the interacting electron gas is closely related to the ground state property
of a single electron system coupled to the gauge fields.

The Hamiltonian of the quantum Hall system without the external electric field is given

by

N

M) = 3 {21

Jj=1

[pj+6A(rj)+¢]2—|—W(rj)}+ S WO 1), (5.1)

e 1<i<j<N

Since the gauge parameters ¢ = (¢, ¢,) play an important role in the following proof, we
. . N N N) N
write the parameter dependence explicitly as (I)((J,u) = @g,u)(qb) and E( E((J,u)(¢) for the
(quasi)degenerate ground state, and @) = &M (¢) and E) = E}LN (¢) for the excited
states throughout this section. We also write the velocity operator as
(0) - 1
Viot (@) = — [pj +eA(r;) + @] (5.2)

j=1Me

Further, throughout this section, we require Assumption 2.1 which we need for the proof
of Theorem 2.2.

5.1 Proof of Theorem 2.2

To begin with, we prepare some tools to rewrite the expressions of 0,,(¢) and vs,(¢). The
derivative of the projection Q(E(()N)(qb)) onto the sector of the ground state becomes

QB (@) =~ QUEM(@) = oL [ de

0p; 0¢; 2mi Jr 5 — H(N)(¢))
1 / 1 (0) 1
= — | dz———vt.i(@) ———(5.3
i ) e
where we have used the integral representation of the projection
QUES (@) = 5 [ de—r— (5.4)
2mi Jr (N)

z—Hy" ()

with the resolvent [z — HéN (¢))] . Here the closed path T' encircles all of the ground
state energy eigenvalues EO i (qb) which are isolated from the rest of the spectrum. We
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can take the path I' to be independent of ¢ because of Assumption 2.1. Using the operator
Qi(ESY (), the Hall conductance (3.37) can be rewritten as

ihe? 1

LLyngC% Y ()[Q(ES (9)), Qu(ES (90))], (5.5)

Ugcy(¢) =

and for ~,, of (3.38) and ,, of (3.43), we have

T(®) = 7 3 T vigh (@) [Qu(E5™ (9)QUES (@) + QUES (6))Qy (E5™ (9))]
’ (5.6)
and
Vyy(P)
e? N 1 (N) (N) (V)
= o 0 (B @) ) + QU @) )]}

(5.7)
where Tr stands for the trace on the Hilbert space. The expression of the Hall conductance
with the use of the derivative of a projection was used in refs. [14, 20, 27]. Further v, (¢)
can be rewritten as

62 10 (0)

($) = T g T Viets(DIQUE(9)) for s =, (5.8)

where we have used the identity,
Q(ESY () = Qu(ES (@)Q(ES () + QUES (#))Qu(Es ™ (9),  for s = 2.y, (5.9)

which is derived by differentiation of Q(E(()N)(qb)) Q(E(N)(¢))2. We also note that

QEN(6)Qs(EM (@) QUEST (¢)) =0 for s = a,y, (5.10)

which is easily derived from (5.9).

Proposition 5.1 Under Assumption 2.1, there exist orthonormal vectors Cff)(()ﬁ)(qﬁ), w =
1,2,...,q such that the sector of the (quasi)degenerate ground state is spanned by the
vectors @éﬁ)(qb), w=1,2,...,q, and that all the vectors @éﬁ)(qb), w=1,2...,q, are
infinitely differentiable with respect to the gauge parameters ¢ on the gauge torus Tg.

This proposition is essentially due to T. Kato. But, in his book [47], he treated only the
case with a single variable. For reader’s convenience, we give the proof of Proposition 5.1
in Appendix A along his hne although the extension to two variables is not so difficult. In
terms of these vectors u)(gb), the acceleration coefficients v,,(¢) of (5.8) are written as

Yo () Ly a¢y< (@), vios ()G (¢))  for s =,y. (5.11)

yqu1
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Next let us rewrite the Hall conductance o,,(¢) of (5.5) in terms of the vectors Q>( )(¢)).
Note that

0
O

0
0o;

= QUEM(6)30(¢) + QEN () LM (g).  (5.12)

o) (¢) QES ()25 (¢)

Therefore one has

[1-QUE (@)] -00(8) = QUES ()8 (0). (5.13)

Using this identity (5.13), the Hall conductance o,,(¢) of (5.5) can be written as

(@) = e 3| (e 1 - Qo] @) - (o)

yq,ul_

e T/ 0 swy O s\
- LLyq/;_< 3(0), 536} - (2 45 )

h [0 /. J &
S L ;Z %<¢éﬁ><¢> —<1>é€i2<¢>>—<xey>], (5.14)
y u=1L x

where we have used the identity

% 0, ) a¢y 0,
0 /2 . 0
= 5o (80, (9), B3 (#)) = 500 =0 (5.15)

for getting the second equality. The Hall conductance expressed in terms of the derivative
of wavefunctions was first introduced in ref. [5].
Following Kunz [11], we shall introduce a gauge transformation as

o)) (9) = G ()0 () (5.16)
with
G(N H exp SL’J% + yjqby)] i (5.17)

Then the Hamiltonian is transformed as

N

= > {i [p; + eA(r))” + W(rj)} + > WOy (5.18)

j=1 e 1<i<j<N

The expression of the right-hand side does not include the gauge parameters ¢ explicitly
but the Hamiltonian indeed depends on ¢ through the boundary conditions. Namely the
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boundary conditions are twisted with the angles ¢. Here we stress that the boundary
condition in the s direction becomes periodic for the special values ¢, = mAgp, of the
gauge parameter with an integer m for s = x,y, where A¢, = 2wh/L, are given in (2.5).
Clearly the sector of the ground state has this periodicity from Assumption 2.1 on the
ground state. Therefore the ground state vectors &Dg{\[}(q&) must satisfy the relations,

N (A, by) = Z O (6,)B50) (0, 6,) (5.19)

and

O (62, Ay) = ZC“’ YO (62,0), (5.20)

where C'@)(¢,) and C¥(¢,) are a q x ¢ unitary matrix as a function of ¢, and @,, respec-
tively.

In terms of the vectors &Dgﬁ)(gb), the acceleration coefficients v,,(¢) of (5.11) can be
written as

q
Yoy (®) L Z <<1><N ), vlot (006 (@) fors=,y, (5.21)
where UEEE,S(O) = >, [ps; + eAs(r;)]/me. Combining this with the relation (5.20), the

averaged acceleration coefficients v,,(¢) of (2.30) vanish as

1

W@ = 3R T Lyqz [ 0. [ (00 80,), o0 OB (60, 26,)

— (@6 (62, 0), viot (0)8() (62, 0))] =0 (5.22)

for s = x,y. Here we have used the unitarity of C®)(¢,).
Similarly the Hall conductance o,,(¢) of (5.14) becomes

he? 1 o - 9 ) 5 .
(@) = —1 ] qu[% <q>(N ¢>,%q>g{p<¢>>—%<q>&>(¢),£¢&>(¢)>
Y1 pu= T Yy Y )
9 <ci>(()N)(qb) Zyici)gN)(¢)>+ii<§)(()N>(¢) %x‘&)(()m(d))> (5.23)
h a¢x o ) P N h 8¢y S 7j:1 70,1

By averaging over the gauge parameters ¢, o,,(¢) of (2.29) is written as

@ = LIS [ asds, [

h2miq ;=7

M (a9 e
- (#)0) g8 @) - eon]. G2

where we have used the relations (5.19) and (5.20). Thus one get the geometrically invari-
ant form of the Hall conductance. To see this more explicitly, we write

0

Au,uf,s<¢>:<<i>é{2’<¢> 36 200 <¢>> for s = 2., (5.25)
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and

0 0
%Ay@)) - %

which are, respectively, the connections and the curvature in the language of differential
geometry [39]. In the language of the corresponding non-Abelian gauge theory [42], these
corresponds to the gauge fields and the field strength tensor. The connections A,(¢) are
the ¢ x ¢ matrix with the matrix elements A, s s(¢). Then the geometric invariant on the
gauge torus'? Ty is given by

Flo) = Az (@) + [Az(@), Ay(9)], (5.26)

/ Ao, tr F(p), (5.27)

27Tz

where tr is the trace of ¢ x ¢ matrix. Since tr[A,(¢), A,(¢)] = 0, one has

Ouy(@P) = ——. (5.28)

In passing, we remark that the connection A,(¢) is not necessarily periodic at the bound-
aries of the rectangular region 7,. If the connection A,(¢) satisfies the periodic boundary
conditions, then the quantity Z vanishes, i.e., the averaged Hall conductance o,,(¢) be-
comes zero.

Following the way of computing a geometric invariant in refs. [6, 11], we shall show
that the geometric invariant Z takes an integer value, i.e., the averaged Hall conductance
0.y (@) is quantized to a rational number p/q. For this purpose, we rewrite the averaged
Hall conductance o,,(¢) of (5.24) as

1 1E A = () 9 )
B = Gy [ e | (#0000, 0 A0 0)

) (6,.0), ié&{?(%@ﬂ (529

In order to compute this right-hand side, we introduce ¢ x ¢ matrices 0 (¢,) and 8% (¢,)
as

C(¢y) = exp [i017)(¢y)]  and CW(g,) = exp [0V ()] . (5.30)
Using these and the relations (5.19) and (5.20) again, one has

2114

. Ady o A¢
- - = i@ _ (v)
o = Targ [/0 it = [ don o) <¢x>]

121t is necessary to impose the periodic boundary conditions on the rectangular region 7, for identifying
it as a torus.
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21‘1

€ X xX
= Sehe (05 (Ady) = 67(0) — 631, (M) + 612),(0))
e’ 1
- - - (z) _ p@ 167 (¥)
o 690 (Ag,) — 09)(0) — 6" (Ag,) + 69 (0)] (5.31)
where we have used . .
(06 (#), DT)(B)) = Gy (5.32)
On the other hand, from the relations (5.19) and (5.20) and (5.30), one has
O (Ady, Ag,) = exp [i6,(A¢,)] D5V (0, Ag,), (5.33)
M (Ap,, 0) = exp [i6,(0)] DV (0,0), (5.34)
By (Ads, Agy) = exp [i6,(Ad,)] B4 (Ad,, 0), (5.35)
and
M (0, Ag,) = exp [i6,(0)] 25V (0,0), (5.36)

where Ci)(()N) (¢, ¢y) is the ¢ component vector whose p-th component is éé{f} (¢z, ¢y). These
four equations yield

exp [i@m(Agby)} exp {—i@m(O)} exp [—z’é’(y)(Agbx)} exp [ié’(y)(O)} =1, (5.37)

where we have used the relation (5.32). Taking the determinant of both sides of this
equation and using det exp[if®)(---)] = exp [z’tr o) (- - )} for s = x,y, one has

tr {G(x)(Aéy) — 0@ (0) — W (Ag,) + H(y)(O)} = —27p with an integer p. (5.38)

Owing to this relation, the averaged Hall conductance o,,(¢) of (5.31) must satisfy

2

Ouy(P) = —%g with an integer p. (5.39)

5.2 Fractional quantization and Atiyah-Singer index theorem

In this subsection, we will show that the integer —p of the fractional quantization (5.39)
of the averaged Hall conductance o,,(¢) is equal to an index of a Pauli-Dirac operator D
with the gauge field A(¢p) = (A.(¢), A,(¢)) on the gauge torus T,. This is nothing but a
special case of Atiyah-Singer index theorem. Namely the first Chern number Z of (5.27) is
equal to the index, ind D, of the Pauli-Dirac operator as we will see in Theorem 5.5 below.
The corresponding system described by the Hamiltonian H = —D? is equivalent to a single
electron system with spin-1/2 and with ¢ flavors in the gauge field A(¢) on the torus 7g,
and the index, —p = ind D, is equal to the difference of the degeneracy between the up-spin
and the down-spin ground states. Thus the integer p of the fractionally quantized Hall
conductance of the interacting electrons is closely related to the ground state property of
the single electron coupled to the gauge field A(¢) determined by the ground state of the
original interacting electron system.
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Throughout the present subsection, for simplicity, we will write éu(qb) = é(ﬁ)@)),
uw=1,2 ... ¢q, for the ground state wavefunctions, by dropping the subscript 0 and the
superscript (N). Then the matrix elements of the gauge field A(¢) = (A.(¢), A,(¢)) are
written in terms of ®,(¢) as

A s(@) = (0,(0),0.8,(¢)) for s =1y, (5.40)
where we have written 9
05 = 90 for s =, y. (5.41)
We define gauge transformations as
G\ bar 8y) = (Ou(ba + Ads, 6y), B, 8y))  for small ¢, (5.42)
and . .
G (B2, By) = (Dp(b2, by + Aby), B (0, 0y))  for small 6. (5.43)

These are ¢ X ¢ unitary matrices. Actually,

q

GGG = 3 (B0 + 200,0,).8a(6)) (Ba(68) Bl + 802.5,)

a=1

= (B,(b0 + Db 8)), B0 + Db 0)) = Gy (5.44)
Similarly, one has
> GU(P)GIUD) = by (5.45)
a=1

Lemma 5.2 The gauge field A(¢) = (A.(¢), Ay(@)) satisfies

As(ds + Mgy, 8y) = 67 (D) A ()G (@) + G ($)0,G") (p)"  for small ¢, (5.46)

and

As(bs, 6y + Ady) = GV (D) A ()G (9)" + GV (9)0GY (p)"  for small ¢,. (5.47)

Proof:  From the definitions (5.40), (5.42) and (5.43) for the gauge field A(¢) and the
gauge transformations G*)(¢) for s = x,y, we have

Apws(9z + A, @)
= <i)u(¢m + A¢x7 (by)a 83%(% + A¢m7 ¢y)>

= 3 (D00 + D62, 6y), Da(9)) (Ba(9), 085 (8)) (Bs(), Do (60 + Ay, 6,) )

= (G@ADG(e))  + (979057 (e)) - (5.48)
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In the same way, the other relation (5.47) can be obtained. m
We define covariant derivatives V, as
Vs :=0s+ As(¢p) for s=uzy. (5.49)

These covariant derivatives V act on a vector field f(¢) = (fi(¢), fa(@), -, fy(¢)) on
the torus 7,. We require that such a vector field f(¢) is transformed as

Fulde + Dby, b)) = D G (@) falp) for small ¢, (5.50)
a=1
and .
Ful@a by + Ady) = D" GV (@) falep) for small ¢, (5.51)
a=1

by the gauge transformation G (¢). Then one has

Lemma 5.3 Assume the vector field f(¢) is continuously differentiable with respect to
the gauge parameters ¢ = (¢u, ¢y). Then f(¢@) satisfies

(Vaf) (00 + Dby, ) = G(D) (Vof) (b2, 6y)  for small ¢y, (5.52)

and

(Vi) (02, 0y + Ady) = g(y)(¢) (Vs f) (¢s by)  for small o, (5.53)
Proof: From the transformation (5.50) for the vector field f(¢), one has

q

Ouf0s+ D0s,0) = 3 0.G50(®) - fal®) + G2 (D) ful )] (5.54)

for small ¢,.. From the transformation (5.50) and Lemma 5.2, one has

> Apos(bn + Dby, b)) fa(do + Aoy, )

=1

Q

q

= (G9(¢ (4)), Z(g@ e)), . (67 (@)f(9),
= (6“(¢ (¢)), ~ (0.6"(¢ ¢))u, (5.55)

where we have used the identity,
G (@)0G (@) +0G9(d) - GV (p) =0 for 5.t =1y, (5.56)

for getting the second equality. Combining (5.54) and (5.55), the relation (5.52) is derived.
The other relation is also derived in the same way. =

We introduce the Pauli-Dirac operator D as

D =0,V,+0,V,, (5.57)
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where o, and o, are the Pauli matrices given by

0 1 0 —
ax—<1 0> and ay—<l. O>' (5.58)
Clearly the Pauli-Dirac operator D is written as
0 D~
D— (D+ ! ) , (5.59)
where
Dt =V,+iV, and D =V, —iV,. (5.60)

The Hamiltonian of the corresponding system is given by

_ m~_ (D D* 0 )
H:=—D*— < . pipe ) (5.61)
Note that
D DY = (V,—1iV,) (V. +iV,)
= Vi+V.+iV,V,—iV,V,
= Vi+Vi+i[V,,V,]. (5.62)
Since the commutator in the last line is equal to the curvature F as
Vi, V| =0, A, —0,A, + [As, A = F, (5.63)
one has
D D" =A+iF (5.64)
with the Laplacian,
A=Vi4+Ve=(0,+A) + (9, + Ay (5.65)
In the same way, one has
D™D = A —iF. (5.66)
Therefore the Hamiltonian H becomes
. . 1 0
H=-A—iFo, with o,:= <O _1> : (5.67)

Namely the system is equivalent to the single electron with spin-1/2 and ¢ flavors in the

“magnetic field” F in two dimensions. Here we stress that the number ¢ of the flavors is

equal to the degeneracy of the ground state of the original interacting electron system.
We define the index of the Pauli-Dirac operator D as

ind D := dim ker Dt — dim ker D~. (5.68)

In the standard way, one has
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Lemma 5.4 For any positive constant [3, the following equality is valid:
ind D = Tr o,e "7, (5.69)
Proof: Let 1 be an eigenvector of the operator D~D" with the eigenvalue A # 0, i.e.,
D DY = \ip. (5.70)

Then the vector D71 is the eigenvector of the operator DYD~ with the same eigenvalue
A. Actually, one has

[Du|” = (DFe, D) = — (9, D D) =~y £ 0 (5.71)

and
DD~ (D) = DT (DD ) = A\D1. (5.72)

Let 1)1, 19 be eigenvectors of D~DT with the eigenvalue A, and assume the two vectors are
orthogonal to each other. Then

(D* 1, DV ) = — (11, D™D ehy) = =\ (1, 9) = 0. (5.73)

We denote by d*(\) the dimension of the eigenspace of the operator D~D* with the
eigenvalue A\, and by d~()\) the dimension of the eigenspace of D™D~ with A. From the
above observations, one has d*t(\) < d~(A) for A # 0. Further d=(\) < d*()) for A # 0 in
the same way. Combining these two inequalities, one has d*(\) = d~()) for A # 0. From
this fact, one gets

Tr o.e M =Tr P P" —Tr PP = dim ker D-D* —dim ker D*D~.  (5.74)
This right-hand side is equal to the index of the operator D by the definition (5.68). m

The following theorem is a special case of the Atiyah-Singer index theorem [40, 41]:
Theorem 5.5 ]
ind D= — [ do,do, ¢ .
in omi ) Gzdpy tr F (5.75)

Proof: ~ 'We shall prove this statement along the same line as in ref. [49]. First let us
introduce the complete system of the orthonormal functions as

1 2mn 2mn.
U(ky, ky) i = ———=exp |i(ks 0 + kyo with k, = =—= &k, = Y 5.76
( y) A¢xA¢y [ ( Y y)] A¢x Y A¢y ( )
with n,,n, € Z. Using this system of the functions, one has
Tr CED = S tr ((ka, by), 2 CEY (R k) )
K Ky
1 :
- 508> r /T do,de, exp[B(AK)£iF)],  (5.77)
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where we have written

A(k) = (V, +ik,)* + (V, +ik,)? (5.78)

and have used . '
6—Zk3¢saselks¢s — 88 _I_ st for S = x’ y (579)

Moreover, by using DuHamel’s formula
e—t(X-i—Y) — e—tX + /t ds e_(t—s)Xye—s(X-i-Y)’ (580)
0

one has
Tr BO+F) _ Ty BL—iF)

B / | AN (A(K)4iF (A(K)—iF
Nt | dg,do _/ B’ ¢B=B)000 I [ 8 (A0)FF) | oB/(AK)=iF)
(JANO VAN 3 I v 3 Jo [ }

5 / ! _ ; _
t d :cd / d (1 s)BA(k)F sB(A(k)+iF) sB(A(k)—iF)
N Py, Ao g ‘ }

s / 1 1) Ak A(R)+iBF A(k)—ipF
= P S [ deuds /dse< VAW F [s(BRTBF) | (s(AER=BP] (58]
MGG, = I v | . (5.81)

where we have introduced the variable s as ' = s with 0 < s < 1, and we have written

ko = /B, and K, = \/Bk,, (5.82)

" A0 = (Viv. k) + (o9, k) .

Here, since the sum of the operators

ﬁ&by > exp |AK)| (5.84)

Ex,ky
is uniformly bounded in 3, the right-hand side of (5.81) converges to
L (P A 72, 72 1
oo / diydl, tr /T dgods, exp [— (k2 +E))] x 2F = — /T dpdd, tr F - (5.85)

in the limit 8 | 0. Combining this observation, (5.64), (5.66), Lemma 5.4 and (5.74), one
obtains the desired relation,

| | 1
ind D = Tr POHF) _ Ty fO-iF) = / dé,do, tr F. (5.86)
2mi J1e
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6 The non-interacting case

As a demonstration, we first treat the simplest model of the quantum Hall system, and
determine the explicit forms of the function 0¢)(¢), s = z,y, introduced in Section 5.1.
As a result, the well-known integral quantization of the Hall conductance is obtained. In
the next subsection, we will treat the general non-interacting case, and give the proof of
Theorem 2.3.

6.1 The single electron Landau Hamiltonian

The single electron Hamiltonian in two dimensions with the uniform magnetic field only

is given by
1

Ho(®) = 5, (e = eBy + 62)° + (ny + 6,)°] (6.1)

with the gauge parameters ¢ = (¢, ¢,) € R?. The eigenvectors on R? are given by

- 1
Pk (T, y; @) = " exp {—ﬁaﬁyy] vn(y — y(k, ¢2)), (6.2)
where k is the real wavenumber in the x direction, and

On k(Y5 62) = va(y — y(k, 62)) = Noexp [=(y — y(k, 6,))*/(203)| 9n [(y — y(k, 62)) /0]
(6.3)
with .

Here g, is the n-th Hermite polynomial, and the normalization constant /N, is taken to
satisfy

+o0
| dylonayi ) = 1. (6.5)

Now consider the L, x L, rectangular box T = [—-L,/2, L, /2| x[—L, /2, L, /2] satistying
L,L, = 2rM{% with a sufficiently large positive and even integer M. We impose the
periodic boundary conditions

o(z,y;0) =t (Lo)o(z,y;9), oz, y;0) =tV (Ly)p(z, y; @) (6.6)

for the wavefunctions ¢. Then the complete system of the eigenvectors [31, 32] of the
Hamiltonian satisfying the periodic boundary conditions is given by

+oo ;
Phila @) = L2 Y @ exp |0, (y — (L) | valy — y(k,6) = (L) (67)

{=—0c0

for k = 2rm/L, with m = —M/2+1,...,M/2 —1,M/2, and with K = L,/¢%. The
energy eigenvalue is given by (n+1/2)hw, for n = 0,1,2.... By the gauge transformation

Gl i) = exp [+ (00 + 10| (63
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corresponding to the transformation (5.17) of N body, the eigenvectors are transformed
as

¢S,k(x> Y; ¢)) = G(ZL’, Y; ¢)Q05,k(x> Y; ¢))
+oo

. i
= ;Y2 S R oy 7 (xpy + CLydy) | va(y — y(k, ¢sz) — LLy).

f=—0c0

(6.9)

In order to determine the explicit forms of the phases @) and ™ in (5.30), we first
show that

¢E,k(x> Y; A¢x> ¢y) = @5,k+27r/Lx (l’, Y; 07 ¢y) for k 7é kmaxa (610)
5 i 5
B (@3 800, 0,) = ex0 | =5 Ly, | B, (2,500, (611)
and
és,k(l’a Y; ¢xa A¢y) = ()55,k($a Y; ¢xa O) for any k> (612)

where kyay := 7M /L, and ky;, = 27(—M /2 + 1)/L,. This last relation (6.12) is imme-
diately obtained from the expression (6.9) of ;. By the definition (6.4), one has

y(k,A¢,) = y(k+2m/L,;,0) for k # kmax. (6.13)

Combining this with the expression (6.9), one obtains the first relation (6.10). For the
largest wavenumber k. = 7M/L,, one has

Emax + i—ﬂ = kmin + K, (6.14)
where we have used the relations K = L, /(% and L,L, = 2w M (3. Substituting this into
(6.4), one gets

Y(Kmax, Adz) = yY(kmin, 0) + Ly (6.15)
Combining these with the expression (6.9), the second relation (6.11) is obtained.

Let us consider the ground state é((]N)@)) with N = ¢M electrons, where ¢ is a positive
integer and M is the number of the states in a single Landau level. Namely all the states
in the lowest ¢ Landau levels are occupied with the M electrons and the rest of the higher
Landau levels are all empty. Clearly the ground state is unique, i.e., ¢ = 1, and the energy
gap hw,. appears above the ground state. Combining (5.19), (5.30) and the above results,
(6.10) and (6.11), one gets

L
0@ (p,) = —=Lyl + 5@ (6.16)
for the N = (M electrons ground state (f(()N)(¢)). Here 6 is a real constant which is
independent of ¢. Combining (5.20) and (5.30) and (6.12), one obtains
W (p,) =0 forall ¢,. (6.17)
From (5.31), (6.16) and (6.17), the averaged Hall conductance is given by

@) = -t (6.18)

Since the present system is translationally invariant, the non-averaged Hall conductance
is also quantized to the same integer as we already obtained the more general result (4.2).



Revisiting the Charge Transport in Quantum Hall Systems 38

6.2 The general electron gases

Consider the general non-interacting case, i.e., W = 0 in the Hamiltonian (5.1). The
corresponding single electron Hamiltonian is given by

1
2m,

H(¢p) = — [p+eA(r) + ¢]* + W(r) (6.19)
with the vector potential A = A+ Ap and with the periodic boundary conditions (6.6).
Consider the ground state QSN)(¢)) with N = ¢M electrons, where ¢ is a positive integer
and M is the number of the states in a single Landau level. This is the same situation
as in the preceding subsection except for the potentials. The aim of this subsection is to
prove all the statements of Theorem 2.3.

First of all, we show that the gap condition (2.17) is valid if the vector potential Ap
and the electrostatic potential W satisfy the condition (2.36) in Theorem 2.3. For this
purpose, we first rewrite the single electron Hamiltonian (6.19) as

H(B) = Hol®)+ 5 Ap(r) [p+ eAo(r) + 8] + 5 b+ eAolx) + 6] - Ap(r)
g [Ap) W), (6.20)

where Ho(¢) is given by (6.1). Using the Schwarz inequality, one has

(0 g et ehno)| < 5o /(,]AnP o) (0, (p+ cAo2o)

Ao (@, (p + eA)?) (6.21)

2me

<

for the vector ¢ in the domain of the Hamiltonian. From this inequality, the energy
expectation can be evaluated as

V2e

(0, H(d)y) < (¢, Ho(P)) + N

2
1Al v/ (0, Ho(@)) + 5 1Al + [
(6.22)

and

V2e
VMe
Let us denote by Efffo and Efffo the upper and lower edges of the Landau band with the

index n, respectively. From the standard argument about the min-max principle,'® one
has

(¥, H(P)Y) = (v, Ho(d)Y) —

1Al /(0 Hole)w) = [W|| . (6.23)

edeo 2e e?
Entt < (n+ 1/2hwe + == [[|Apl o (0 + 1/2)hic+ 5— ([ Ap]Il + [WF] - (6:24)

N

13See, for example, Section XIII.1 of the book [50] by M. Reed and B. Simon.
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forn =0,1,2,.... For the lower edge, we assume

e 1
<\i/= . .
e APl <y 5hwe (6.25)

Then the right-hand side of the bound (6.23) is a strictly monotone increasing function of
the expectation (¢, Ho(¢)1). Therefore, the same argument yields

EX > (n +1/2)hw, — \*/f_e 1AB[ll, /(n + 1/2)hwe — | W| (6.26)

for n = 0,1,2,.... If this right-hand side with the index n + 1 is strictly larger than
the right-hand side of (6.24) with the index n, then there exists a spectral gap above the
Landau band with the index n, i.e. Eeigf _ 52?4%6. This gap condition can be written as
the desired form (2.36) with ¢ = n + 1. Clearly the condition (2.36) is stronger than the
above (6.25) for the vector potential Ap. Therefore we have no need to take into account
the condition (6.25).

Next we check that the corrections do,(t; ¢,n,T) in (2.27) and (2.28) to the dominant
parts of the linear response coefficients are negligibly small for the slow switching process.
Because of the excitation energy gap above the ground state, one can easily prove the

bound,

2

1604, (t: .1, T)| < %y (€1 + CoweT)e™™ + (Cs + Canfwe)n/we] (6.27)

by using the expressions (4.14)—(4.19). Here all the positive constants C;, j = 1,2, 3,4, are
independent of the system sizes L,, L, and of the number N of the electrons for a fixed
filling factor v of the electrons.

In the rest of this section, we derive two bounds, (2.37) and (2.38), in Theorem 2.3.
To begin with, we rewrite the Hall conductance o,,(¢) of (3.37) as
'lTL62 < m> Uy 7vbn> <wn7 y 7Wbm>
Tay(P) = — ) —(z<y) (6.28)
! LxLy mn:Em<Ep<En (gm - g")

in terms of the eigenvector v, of the single electron Hamiltonian #H(¢) of (6.19) with the
energy eigenvalue &,. Here &p is the Fermi energy, and

v0 = 1 P +eA(r)]. (6.29)

e

We have dropped ¢ in v(® by relying on the orthogonality between 1), and v, with
Em # E,. Further we introduce some operators as follows:

QE <& ) = %LR(Z; ¢)dz with the resolvent R(z;¢) = %H(Qb) (6.30)

and

(€ <&i¢) = o [ R 81l Bl @) (6:31)

™
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where we have chosen the closed path 7 so that the operator Q(€ < &p; @) is the projection
onto the subspace spanned by all the levels below the Fermi energy £r. Here the path ~
is taken to be independent of the gauge parameters ¢ by the gap condition (2.17). Note
that

Tr[Q(E < &r; )Qu(€ < Er; 9)Qy(E < Er; @)

n:En<Ep
- - Y — (0)

n:gnZ<SF <wn’ 2mi [Y Z1 — Envx Z1 — H(Q’)) le 271 ,/7 29 — H(¢) Uy 29 — gndz2¢n>
- 5 Sl (ko) (5 [ H )

n:Ep<Ep M noe ey " 271 vy Z — gn zZ — Em

= > X <n7v§°)¢m><¢m,v§°’wn>m. (6.32)

n:En<Ep m:Em >ER

Combining this with the expression (6.28), the Hall conductance o,,(¢) can be rewritten
as

ihe?

7a0) =~ THQUE < E ) {QLAE < B BIQUE < Eid) — (o)), (639)

Theorem 6.1 The following inequality is valid:
924+ 56) — 72y ()] < C max|56. (6.34)

where C is a positive constant which is independent of the system sizes Ly, L, and of the
number N of the electrons.

This Theorem follows from the next Proposition 6.2 with the expression (6.33) of 0., (¢).

Proposition 6.2 The following bound is valid:

T [Q(E < Eri b+ 0P)QU(E < Eri ¢+ 0)Q (E < Erid +50)]
— T [Q(E < Ex@)QIE < & $)QH(E < Ei@)]| < CNmax[ogy|  (6.35)

fori,j =x,y. HereC is a positive constant which is independent of the system sizes L,, L,
and of the number N of the electrons.

The proof is given in Appendix B.
Fix ¢, € [0, A¢p,]| x [0, A¢p,]. Then we have

- 1 Agq Agy
7o) =T (B = gag A6 [ A0y a(de) — ()] (6:36)

Using Theorem 6.1, the difference can be evaluated as

Oy (@) — 00y (@)| < Camax {1, 1,1} (6.37)




Revisiting the Charge Transport in Quantum Hall Systems 41

As shown in Section 5, the averaged Hall conductance is quantized as o,,(¢) = —e’p/h
because the present ground state is non-degenerate, i.e., ¢ = 1. Hence we obtain
2
Oy (by) + 7P| < Crnax {L;'.1,'} (6.38)

with an integer p.
In order to determine the integer p, consider the Hamiltonian

M A) = 2;6 D+ eAo(r) + eAsAp(r) + B + ATV (r) (6.39)

with the parameters A = (A4, \y) € [0,1]%. This Hamiltonian H (¢, A) continuously
connects H(¢p) with Ho(¢) of (6.1) by varying A from (1,1) to (0,0) continuously. Then,
in the same way as in the proof of Proposition 6.2, one can prove that the averaged Hall
conductance o, () for the Hamiltonian (¢, A) is a continuous function of the parameters
A. As shown in Section 6.1, 0,,(¢p) = —e*(/h for A = (0,0). Therefore the integer p must
be equal to the filling factor ¢ of the Landau levels. Consequently we obtain the bound
(2.37).

Next consider the acceleration coefficients v,,(¢). In terms of the projection operator
Q(E < Ep; @), these can be expressed as

2
0l8) = TGO < Erio)
y
2
= T [T 0 QE < £ @)+ T (B),(E < Eri)
_“ {Na +Tr 0 (4)Qy (€ < Ep: B) (6.40)
— L L S,y Y F; . .
Theorem 6.3 The following inequality is valid:
[You(6 + 56) = 72,(9)] < Cmax |56, (6.41)

where the positive constant C is independent of the time t, the number N of the electrons,
and of the system sizes Ly, L,,.

Owing to the expression (6.40), this theorem follows from the proposition:
Proposition 6.4 The following inequality is valid:

Tr 0 (@ + 06)Qy (€ < Ers ¢+ 00) = Tr vl(9)Qy (€ < Er: )| < CN max|d6], (6.42)
where the positive constant C is independent of the time t, the number N of the electrons,
and of the system sizes Ly, L,,.

The proof is given in Appendix C.
Fix ¢, € [0, A¢p,] x [0, A¢p,]. Then

- 1 A¢q Agy
T(®0) (B = g [ doe [ Ay D(B) ~ (@) (643

Using Theorem 6.3 and the fact ~,,(¢) = 0 which was shown in Section 5, we have the
bound (2.38).
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7 The interacting case

In this section we study the interacting case in detail. In Sec. 5, we obtained that the
averaged Hall conductance is quantized as

T @) = 5L (7.1)

with integers p,q. Here the integer ¢ is the dimension of the sector of the ground state.
Since the Hall conductance o,,(¢) is a continuous function of the gauge parameters ¢, we
can find special gauge parameters ¢, € 7T, satisfying

Tay(ho) = =7~ (7.2)

by using the mean value theorem about integration. Namely the Hall conductance is
exactly quantized for the special value ¢ = ¢, of the gauge parameters. But we cannot
necessarily expect the same exact quantization for general fixed values of the gauge param-
eters in 7,. Besides, the value ¢, may strongly depend on the potentials, the system sizes
L,, L, and on the number N of the electrons although ¢, tends to zero as L,, L, — oco.!*

As we treated the non-interacting case in the preceding section, we want to resolve the
following two issues for the interacting case:

e Estimating the finite size correction for o,,(¢) for fixed gauge parameters ¢ # ¢,.

e Elucidating the relation between the integer p and the filling factor v of the Landau
levels.

Unfortunately we cannot estimate the finite size correction because of certain technical
difficulty. Therefore we focus on the second issue only in this paper.

7.1 Boundedness of the Hall conductance o,,(¢)

Firstly we prove that the Hall conductance o,,(¢) is uniformly bounded in the number
N of the electrons and the system sizes L,, L, for any fixed filling factor v under the
assumptions below. If the dimension g of the sector of the ground state is also uniformly
bounded in L,, L,, N in addition to the boundedness of 0,,(¢), then there exist a sequence
{(LY, Lgf'))}i of the system sizes going to infinity and two integers p(®, ¢(>) such that

¢2 p(e)

(00) . ; —__- 7
Ugcy . Lg)’lng)l_)oo Umy(¢0) h q(oo)'

(7.3)

Namely the quantization of the Hall conductance occurs in the infinite volume limit al-
though the number p{>)/¢(>) may be equal to an integer. Unfortunately we cannot deter-
mine the explicit values of the integers p(®) and ¢(>) for the infinite volume ground state
for a given filling factor v.

In order to prove the boundedness of the Hall conductance o,,(¢), we need some
technical assumptions:

14The space Tg itself contracts into the single point (0,0) in the infinite volume limit from the definition
(2.5) of the gauge torus 7.
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Assumption 7.1 The the electrostatic potential W and the electron-electron interaction
W@ of the present model satisfy higher differentiability as W € C?*(R?) and W ¢
CY(R?). The norms,

PW PW
‘ Ox? 0y?

are bounded uniformly in the sizes Ly, L, of the system.

, (7.4)

oo

and ‘

oo

Theorem 7.2 Suppose Ap = 0, and require Assumption 7.1 in addition to the assump-
tions (including Assumption 2.1) in Sec. 2. Then the the Hall conductance o4, (@) of (3.37)
is uniformly bounded in the number N of the electrons and in the system sizes L, L, for
any fized filling factor v.

The proof is given in Appendix D. In the same way, we can prove the boundedness of the
acceleration coefficients v,,(¢) of (3.38) and (3.43), and can get the bound,

1604y (t: .1, ) < = [(C1 + CoweT)e ™ + (C3 + Canfwe)nfwe| (7.5)

— >

for the corrections do,(t; ¢, n,T) to the dominant parts of the linear response coefficients
(2.27) and (2.28) under the same assumptions. Here all the positive constants C;, j =
1,2, 3,4, are independent of the system sizes L,, L, and of the number IV of the electrons
for a fixed filling factor v of the electrons.

Next consider the case with Ap # 0. We write the z component of the magnetic field
for the vector potential Ap as

_04p,  0Ap,
Oz oy

Bp (7.6)

Assumption 7.3 The magnetic field Bp . for the vector potential Ap satisfies Bp, €
C*(R?), and the norms,

0Bp_,
ox

1Bp 2l »

: (7.7)

[e.9] oo

are bounded uniformly in the sizes Ly, L, of the system.

Assumption 7.4 The electron-electron interaction W® is non-negative (repulsive) and
satisfies the decay condition,

W (z,y) < WP {1 + [dist(:c,y)/7"0]2}_w2 with the constants W» > 0,y > 2,70 > 0,
(7.8)
where the distance is given by

: — il — 2 in ly — 2
dist(z,y) := \/gelrzlkz mL,| +1g1€1£1|y nL,|?. (7.9)

For the case with Ap # 0, we have the following theorem:
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Theorem 7.5 Require Assumptions 7.1, 7.3 and 7.4 in addition to the assumptions (in-
cluding Assumption 2.1) in Sec. 2. Then the Hall conductance o,,(@) of (3.87) is uni-
formly bounded in the number N of the electrons and in the system sizes L, L, for any
fixed filling factor v of the electrons.

The proof is given in Appendix D. Under the same assumptions, we can also prove
the boundedness of the acceleration coefficients v,,(¢), and can get the same bound for
dogy(t, ¢;n,T) as (7.5) with different constants C;.

7.2 Fractional quantization of the Hall conductance o,,(¢)

The rational number p/q in the right-hand side of (7.1) or (7.2) may be equal to an integer,
i.e., the number p may equal a multiple of ¢q. But, from the result (4.2), we can expect
that the Hall conductance exhibits purely fractional quantization as

62

Tuy(by) = —7-v (7.10)

for a fractional filling factor v = p/q ¢ N when a spectral gap exists above the sector
of the ground state with weak disorder. Next we shall show that this expectation holds
under certain assumptions.

When the system is translationally invariant in one direction [27], we can obtain the
desired result as follows:

Theorem 7.6 In addition to the assumptions (including Assumption 2.1) in Sec. 2, as-
sume that the electrostatic potential W is a function of the single variable x only ory only

as W(z) or W(y), and assume Ap = 0, W € CY(R) and W® € C*(R?). Then there
exist gauge parameters ¢, € Ty such that

Tay(o) = =7~ (7.11)

for the fractional filling factor v = p/q of the Landau levels.

The proof is given in Appendix E.
In order to proceed to more generic situations, we write
am—l—n

D) .=
ox™y"

(7.12)

for non-negative integers m,n.

Assumption 7.7 The electrostatic potential W and the electron-electron interaction W2
satisfy higher differentiability as W € C3(R?) and W® € C'(R?).
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Theorem 7.8 Suppose Ap =0, i.e., Bp, =0, and require Assumption 7.7 in addition to
the assumptions (including Assumption 2.1) in Sec. 2. Then the Hall conductance o,,(@)
averaged over the gauge parameters ¢ satisfies the bound,

62 _— 62
— V(1 40) S ony(d) < —-v(1 = 9), (7.13)
with "
_ gyt e (m.n) 7|2
§ =204 B A, |Dtmmw||” (7.14)

Here v = N/M s the fized filling factor of the electrons, and the definition of the energy
gap AFE is given in Assumption 2.1.

The proof is given in Appendix E. We can obtain a similar bound for the non-averaged
Hall conductance o,,(¢) to (7.13). See Appendix E.

Corollary 7.9 Under the same assumptions as in the above theorem, there exist gauge

parameters ¢, € Ty such that

2
Ouy(Po) = —%g (7.15)

with the integers p, q satisfying

v(l—90) <=<p(l+9) (7.16)

=< I3

with the same 6 as in the theorem.

Consider again the situation that the interval [v(1 — §),v(1 4 0)] does not include any
integer. Then the number p/q must be equal to purely a fractional number, i.e., a non-
integer. In addition to this condition, if the number § and the dimension ¢ of the sector of
the ground state are uniformly bounded in the sizes L,, L, of the system, then there exist
a sequence {(L{, Lg))},- of the system sizes going to infinity and two integers p(>), ¢(>°)
such that

(00) y B 2 p(OO)
T NS G Y

(7.17)

and that o{>) satisfies the bound derived from (7.16). Therefore the number p(>) /q(>)
equals a purely fractional number also in the infinite volume limit.

In order to get a similar bound for the Hall conductance in the case with the vector
potential Ap # 0, we need stronger assumptions as follows:

Assumption 7.10 The magnetic field Bp . for the vector potential Ap and the electro-
static potential W of the present model satisfy higher differentiability as Bp, € C*(R?)
and W € C*(R?).
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Assumption 7.11 The electron-electron interaction W2 of the present model satisfies
W@ e C2(R?), and the following two conditions:

lp | <8Ig;(2)> (r)| + <8Ig/;2)> (r) < aintW(z)(r) (7.18)
and 2117(2) 2117(2)
&[S ) 0|+ (G ) 0] < o (7.19)
w y

for any r, with a positive constant cun, which is independent of the sizes Ly, L, of the
system.

Theorem 7.12 [In addition to the assumptions (including Assumption 2.1) in Sec. 2, we
require Assumptions 7.4, 7.10 and 7.11. Then there exists a positive number & such that &
is a continuous function of the norms, | D% Bp .||« for k+ € < 4 and | D™™W|| for
m+n < 3, and satisfies 0 = 0 for the special point with Ap =0 and W = 0, and that the
Hall conductance 0., () satisfies the bound,

62

where v = N/M s the fized filling factor of the electrons.

The proof is given in Appendix E. Clearly we get the following corollary similar to Corol-
lary 7.9:

Corollary 7.13 Under the same assumptions as in the above theorem, there exists gauge
parameters ¢, € Ty such that

e’p
Ouy(Po) = T (7.21)

with integers p, q satisfying
v(1—6) < g < (1 +4) (7.22)

with the same § as in the above theorem.

For this case, we can also make the same remarks as those after Corollary 7.9. But we
omit to make those remarks again.

A Differentiability of the ground-state wavefunctions

Following Kato,'® we give the proof of Proposition 5.1 in this appendix. For this purpose, it
is enough to construct an operator-valued function U, (¢) of the gauge parameters ¢ € 7,
with the following two conditions:

15See Sec. 4.2 of Chap. II of his book [47].
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e The inverse U; ' (¢) exists and both of Uy(¢) and U, *(¢) are infinitely differentiable
with respect to ¢;

o Uy(#)QES (0)U; () = QES (9)).

From this second property, one obtain that, if the vectors (iD(N) (0),u=1,2,...,q, span the

sector of the degenerate ground state for ¢ = 0, then the vectors <I>( )(¢)) =U, (¢)<I>(N)(O),
w=1,2...,q, also span the sector of the degenerate ground state for any given ¢ € T,.
We begin with the following lemma:

Lemma A.1 Let z ¢ O’(HSN)(Qb)), i.e., the complex number z is not in the spectrum
o(HSV (@) of the Hamiltonian HS"(¢). Then

1
Hﬁe [ps,j + eAs(r;) + ¢s - Ho H

2 N o+ N(N -1 || 00/2
. $ | - [H o+ MW o + NO¥ — DIW O/ ] "
medist(z,0(Hy " (¢))) dist(z, 0 (Hy *(9)))
fors=x,y and j=1,2,...,N.
Proof: Let ® be an N electrons vector with norm one. Then one has
1 1 2 1
oo (L e+ o) — o a)
< ) e P eI ey T
1 2 N(N —1 1
< (0 [H0) NI+ T el )
2t — Hy (@) Me z—Hy (@)
2 2 1 N(N —1)
= = o, W) [E}jv) + N|[[W||oo + ——=—2| WP w],
m@;K ()] TTEgE P @) NI W)
(A.2)

where ®(V)(¢) are the eigenvectors of HéN)(¢)) with the eigenvalue E(N)(¢) counting
degenerate eigenvalues a number of times equal to their multiplicity. Note that

1 NIV -1
= . ™) (¢p) — NN =1 o
T BN ()P lEnN () — 24 2+ N||[W||o + 5 W
= - ! ! NN 1) e ]
< 1 |2 + N|[W oo + N(N = 1)[|[W®)]| /2 A
= g ™) : ™ o : (A.3)
dist(z,0(Ho " ())) dist(z, o(H (¢)))

Substituting this into (A.2), the desired bound (A.1) is obtained. =
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For any z ¢ U(HSN)(¢))), one has

N
TR () = Y RO (s 8)—[pos + eAu(r)) + IRV (51 9),  (A4)
0, = Me
where we have written ]
R™M(z;¢) = —————. A5
56— (4.5)

Here, since the product [ps; + eAs(r;) + ¢s] R™)(2; @) of the two operators is bounded
owing to the above Lemma A.1, the resolvent R™)(z; ¢) is infinitely differentiable with
respect to ¢. Therefore, by the integral representation (5.4), the projection Q(E(()N)(¢)))
is also infinitely differentiable with respect to ¢.

We introduce abbreviations as

P(¢) = Q(ES(9)), (A.6)
and 5
P(9) = 5-QE"(9)) fors=a.y. (A7)
and write the commutators for them as
FO(¢) = [P.(6), P(9)]. (A.8)
Note that, for s = z, ¥,
P.(¢)P(¢) + P(¢)Ps(¢) = Pu(b), (A.9)
" P(¢)Pi(¢)P(e) = 0. (A.10)

These are equivalent to the equations (5.9) and (5.10), respectively. Combining the latter
with (A.8), one has

P(¢)F(¢) = —P($)P:(¢), F(d)P(¢) = Pu(¢)P(). (A11)
Further, from these and (A.9), one obtains
P.(¢) = [F")(¢), P(¢)]. (A.12)
Now introduce the ordinary differential equation,
d
o= F®(¢,,0)X ., (A.13)

for the unknown operator-valued function X, = X, (¢,) of ¢,. Here we have fixed the
argument ¢, to zero in F®. Let X, = Ug(x)(%) be the unique solution satisfying the
initial condition U{™(0) = 1. Since F*)(¢,,0) is infinitely differentiable with respect to
¢, the solution Ug(x)(%) is also infinitely differentiable. The existence and the infinite
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differentiability of the unique solution follow from the standard theory for differential
equations. Further introduce the ordinary differential equation,

d
dpq

for the unknown operator-valued function X_ = X (¢
unique solution satisfying the initial condition V,*(0) =
Note that

X_=—-X_F%(¢,,0), (A.14)

2). Let X_ = V[")(¢,) be the
1.

= (V00 )

AV i o, AU
=d%mWQMHﬂ%u%w>
= VN ¢2) FD (0, UM () + VI (0) FW (2, 0) U (62) = 0. (A.15)

Hence Vg(:”)Ug(m) is a constant and

VI 9o) U (¢) = VI O)UE(0) =1 for all ¢,. (A.16)
Similarly one has
<£Wmewm
(z)
:=%JMW@MW<M%JM
= F(6,, 0) U (62) Vi (02) + U (62) [V (62) 7 (62, 0)]
= [FW% 0), U (6:) Vi ()] - (A.17)

This is also an ordinary differential equation for Z(¢,) = Uy (@) (qu) ?)(¢,) with the initial
condition Z(0) = Ug(””)(())\/g(m)(()) = 1. Clearly Z(¢,) =1 satlsﬁes the equation and the
initial condition. Combining this with the uniqueness of the solution, the following relation
must hold:

U (¢a) VP (hr) = 1 for all ¢, (A.18)

By combining this with (A.16), one gets Vg(x) = (Ug(x)) g
Consider the operator-valued function P(¢,, O)Ug(x) (¢.), and by differentiation, one has

d
ddq

(P63, OUL(62)) = Pm<¢x,o>Ug<w><¢x>+P<¢x,0>d§% (62)

= Py(¢0, U (62) + P¢0, 0)F (¢, 0) U ()
= [Pa(62,0) + P(62, 00 F“(6,,0)] UL ()
F® (5, 0)P(6, 0) U (¢0), (A.19)
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where we have used the relation (A.12). Thus the function X, = P(¢,, 0)U{")(¢,) is a solu-
tion of the differential equation (A.13) with the initial condition P(0,0)U{"(0) = P(0,0).
By the uniqueness of the solution, P(¢,0)U{" (¢,) must coincide with U™ (¢,)P(0,0)
which has the same initial condition X, (0) = P(0,0). Namely one has

P(¢2,0) UM (¢,) = U (¢,) P(0,0). (A.20)

Next consider the ordinary differential equation,

Ly, = F0(, 6V, (A.21)

do,

for the unknown operator-valued function Y, = Yi(¢,;¢,) of ¢, and with the param-
eter ¢,. Let Y, = Ug(y)(qu,qby) be the unique solution satisfying the initial condition

Ug(y)(%, 0) = 1. The solution Ug(y)(@, ¢,) is infinitely differentiable with respect to both
¢, and ¢, because of the infinitely differentiability of F®). Further introduce the ordinary

differential equation,
d
=Y. = Y FY(¢,,4,), (A.22)
do,
for the unknown operator-valued function Y_ = Y_(¢,;¢,) of ¢, and with the param-
eter ¢,. Let Y_ = ‘/:g(y)(qu,(by) be the unique solution satisfying the initial condition
Vg(y)(qu, 0) = 1. Then one has Vg(y) = (Ug(y))_1 in the same way as in the above. Consider

the function P(¢,, ngy)Ug(y)(gbx, ¢,). By differentiation, one has

oU W)
O (Pl 6)UD (0, 8))) = Py(bas8)UD (606)) + Plbr b)) B (60, 6,)
8¢y a¢y
= [Py(6r, ) + P(a, 0)) Y (61, 0,)| UP (62, 6,)

= FY (00, 0,)P(02: 0,)UL (62, 6,), (A.23)
where we have used the relation (A.12). This equation may be treated as the ordinary
differential equation (A.21) for the function Y, (¢y; ¢) = P(¢s, qby)Ug(y)(qu, ¢y) of ¢, and
with the parameter ¢,. The initial condition is P(¢,0)UM (¢5,0) = P(¢,,0). By the
uniqueness of the solution, P(¢,, gby)Ug(y)(gbx, ¢,) must coincide with Ug(y)(gbx, ¢y) P (¢, 0)
which has the same initial condition Ug(y)(gbx, 0)P(¢.,0) = P(¢,,0). Namely one has

P(¢g, o)UY (b0, b)) = U (¢, ) P(2,0). (A.24)
Combining this with (A.20), one gets

Py, 0) U (60, 0, ) U (¢) = UD (64, d) (2, 0) U (9,)
= U ($s, $y) U (62) P(0,0). (A.25)

g

Let Uy (¢p) = Ug(y)(qb)Ug(f”)(gbx). Then the operator Ug(¢) is invertible and both the operator
Uy (@) and its inverse are infinitely differentiable with respect to ¢. Besides, the above
result is rewritten in the desired form as

P(¢) = Ug()P(0,0)U; (). (A.26)
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B Proof of Proposition 6.2

In order to prove Proposition 6.2, we need some lemmas.

Lemma B.1 Let z ¢ o(H(¢p)). Then

1 LA Wl ]
z,0(H(9)))  dist(z,0(H(¢)))

with the velocity operator vi(o)(qb) = [pi + eA;(r) + ;] /me fori=x,y.

i >
o ($)R(z: )| < JE [dist(

Proof: For any vector 1, one has

2
© 1 _ 1 /2 1 >
R Ol I e R !
2 1 1

< -~ <¢> > H(P) [(H(®) + (W] 2_7%((]5)?/’>

2 , 1

= E;WD’%H ey (En + [[W]lo0) .

Here, since
& %4 L = L & |44 L

Z*_gn( n |l HOO)Z—&L = z*—En( =2tz Hoo)z_ign

1 2+ [[W]| o
- +
=&, |z—=&?
1 2] + Wl

= dist(z,0(H(p)))  dist(z,0(H()))?’

the desired bound is obtained. =

Lemma B.2 Let z ¢ o(H(¢p + d¢p)) Ua(H(p)). Then
1B(2; ¢ + 0) — R(z; $)|| < Cmax|dgi],
where the positive constant C depends on dist(z, o(H(¢p + d¢)) U a(H(e))).

Proof: From

1
2m,

(66),

M +36) ~ H(®) = — 66+ [p +cA(r) + ¢] +
one has

R(z;¢+0¢) — R(zi¢) = . R(z:¢+30)v” (#)R(2; ¢)do;

1=x,y

+ 21 R(z;q’)+5¢)R(22¢)(5¢i+5¢32/)'

e

ol

(B.1)

(B.4)
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The norm is evaluated as

IR(2:+0¢) — R(z: )l < > [R(z:¢+9)

1=,y

ol (¢) R(z: ¢)| 196]

+

S, (z: ¢ +09) | | R(z @) (903 + 66}).  (B.7)

Consequently, from Lemma B.1, the bound (B.4) is obtained. =

Lemma B.3 The following bound is valid:
Q(E < & 6+ 56) — QE < & )| < Cmax i (B:)
with a positive constant C.

Proof: By definitions,

Q€ < & +09) —Q(E < E&r; P)|| = [R(z; ¢+ 0¢) — R(z; ¢)] dz

=/
< Thimax |R(=:6+66) - R 0)], (B

where || denotes the total length of the path 7. Therefore the inequality (B.8) follows
from Lemma B.2. m

Lemma B.4 The following bound is valid:

QUE < &6+ 60) — QUE < ;)| < Cmax 5o, (B.10)
with a positive constant C.

Proof: Since
[ 1Bz ¢)dz =0, (B.11)

one has another expression
1 ) . / 1 /
Qe < Er:0) = 5 | R0 (@R @)z with o(9) = ——pi+ eAr) + 0]

(B.12)
for i = z,y and for any ¢'. Using this expression (B.12), one has

Qi(€ <Erp+ ) — Qi(€ < Er; D)

_ %/[ (20 + 3¢) — R(z )] 0 (¢ + 3) R(z; ¢ + 6p)d>

QM/R V(¢ +d¢) [R(z: ¢ + 60) — R(z; $)] dz. (B.13)
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The norm can be evaluated as

|Qi(€ < Ep;p+ ) — Qi(E < Er; D)
< D[Rz + 56) - Rz @) [ (6 + 56) R(z: 6+ 00

2

il _
+ 5o max|[R(z )|

vl (¢ +08) [R(z ¢+ 00) — R(z: ¢)]| . (B.14)

Using Lemmas B.1 and B.2, the first term in the right-hand side can be evaluated, and
one can get the desired bound for the first term. Thus it is sufficient to evaluated the
second term. Using the identity (B.6), one has

vl (¢+00) [R(z ¢+ 06) — R(z: 9)]|

< X [u(@+ 0)R(z: b+ 59)| o) (¢)R(=: 6)|| 190
b oo [0+ s8Rz b+ 50)| IR @) (067 +667). (B1)

Combining this with Lemma B.1, one can get the desired bound also for the second term
in the right-hand side of (B.14). m

Now we shall give the proof of Proposition 6.2. Since all the cases can be treated in
the same way, we treat the case with ¢ = x, 7 = y only. Note that

Tr[Q(E < Er;p + 00)Qu(E < Ep; d + 0)Qy(E < Er; P + 59))]

—Tr [Q(€ < &r; 9)Q(E < Er; 9)Qy(E < Er; @)
= Tr[{QE <&+ ) — QE < Er; @)} Qu(E < Ep; @+ 60)Qy(E < Er; P+ 09)]
+ Tr(Q(€ <& @) {Q2(E < Er;p+00) — Qu(E < Ep; @)} Qy(E < Epy P+ )]
+ Tr[Q(E < Er; )Qu(E < Er; ) {Q,(E < Er;p+00) — Qu(E < Er;9)}].  (B.16)

Consider first the first term in the right-hand side. Using the identity,

Qi(€ <&r; @) = Q€ < Er; P)QI(E < Er; @) + Qi(€ < Er; P)Q(E < &y ),  (B.IT)

which is the non-interacting version of (5.9), one has

Tr[0Q<Q:(€ < Eri @+ 09)Qy(E < Er; P+ 09)]
= Y (Um Qul€ S Erip+09)Qy(E < Eri P + 60)0Q<tm )

migmggF

Y (U Q€ < Eri b+ 06)0Q<Qu(E < Eri P +6¢) ), (BIY)

m:Em <Ep

where the vectors @m are the energy eigenvectors of the single electron Hamiltonian with
¢ + 0¢, and we have written 6Q< = Q(€ < Ep;p + 0pp) — Q(E < &p; ¢). Immediately,

Tr [0Q<Qx(E < Ep;  +0P)Qy(E < Er; @+ 00)]|
< 2N [|Qu(€ < Er; 4 00| [|Qy(E < Ers @+ 00)| 10Q<]|, (B.19)
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where N is the number of the electrons. Here the operators Q;(€ < Ep; p+d¢) are bounded
because of Lemma B.1 and (B.12). Combining these observations with Lemma B.3, one
gets

Tr{Q€ <&@ +00) — Q€ < Er; @)} Qe(E < Er; @+ 00)Qy(E < Er; P+ 09)]|
< CNgr:l%)ydé@\ (B.20)

with a positive constant C. In a similar way, one has

T [Q(E < Er; @) {Q(E < Er;d+ ) — Qu(E < Er; @)} Qy(E < Er; @ + 00)]|

mingé‘F
< N|Qu(€ <& +0) — Qu(€ < Er; D) [[Qy(E < Er; P +00)|
< CNgrzlg>§|5¢i|, (B.21)

where the vectors 1, are the energy eigenvectors of the single electron Hamiltonian with
¢, and C is a positive constant, and we have used Lemma B.4 for getting the last inequality.
In the same way,

Tr [Q(E < Ep; @)Qu(€ < Er; @) {Qy(E < Ep;d +00) — Qy(E < Er; )]
< CNmax|d6,| (B.22)

with a positive constant C. Combining these three inequalities with (B.16), one can obtain
the desired bound (6.35) in the case with i = x,j = y.

C Proof of Proposition 6.4

Since Tr Q,(€ < Ep; ) =0, it is sufficient to show

T ol(¢+00)Q, (€ < Ers p+0¢) = Tr v (§ + 59)Q, (€ < Er: §)| < CN max 06
(C.1)
with some positive constant C. Using the identity (B.17), one has
Tr v (¢ + 00)Qy(€ < Eri @+ 0) — Tr v (¢ +5¢)Q, (€ < Ers )
= Tr o+ 00) {Qy(€ < Erid + 6)Q(E < Ep; P + 50)
—Qy(€ <Er; d)Q(E < Er; @)}
+ Tr o (¢ +6) {Q(E < Eri b+ 60)Qy (€ < Eri b + 60)
—Q(E < Er;P)Qy(E < Er; @)} (C.2)
We begin with estimating the first term in the right-hand side. Note that

[1st term in r.h.s. of (C.2)]
= Tr (¢ +00) {Qy(E < Ep;p+60) — Qu(E < Er; D)} QE < EF; d + 50)
Tr v (¢ + 0)Qy(E < Er; P)Q(E < Er; P) {QE < Epip+59) — Q(E < Er; P)}

+ Tr 09+ 00)Q(E < Ep; d)Qy(E < Epi ) {QE < Epi b+ 6¢p) — Q(E < Ep: )},
(C.3)

+
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where we have used the identity (B.17) again. This first term in the right-hand side is
rewritten as

Tr v (¢ + 60) {Qy(E < Er;  + ) — Qy(E < Ep; D)} Q(E < Ers P+ 6)
= Y (U vO(P+08) {Qy(E < Eri+0d) — Qy(E <Erid)}Pm), (CA)

m:Em<Ep

where the vectors 1, are the energy eigenvectors of the single electron Hamiltonian with
the gauge parameters ¢ + d¢. From Lemma B.1, (B.13) and (B.15), one has

o (@ +0) {Qy(€ < Erip +39) — Qy(€ < Eri @)} < Crmax[d (C.5)

where the positive constant C is independent of the number N of the electrons and the
system sizes L,, L,. Using this bound for (C.4), one obtains

Tr v (B + 56) {Q(€ < Eri @+ 3¢) — Qy(E < Eri D)} Q(E < Eri b +56)
< CN max|dg;|. (C.6)

The second term in the right-hand side of (C.3) is rewritten as
Tr v (¢ + 00)Qy (€ < Er @)Q(E < Er: 9) {Q(E < Eri ¢+ ¢) — Q(E < Eri )}

= Y (Un QE < Erd+00) — QE < Erid)} v (¢ + 0¢)Qy(E < Ers P)Um ),

m:Em <Ep
(C.7)
where 1, are the energy eigenvectors of the single electron Hamiltonian with the gauge
parameters ¢. From Lemma B.1, the operator v{¥) (¢ +3¢)Q, (€ < Ep; @) is bounded, and
the difference Q(€ < Ep; ¢ + ) — Q(E < Er; ¢p) was already estimated in Lemma B.3.
Therefore

Tr v (¢ + 38)Qy (€ < Ers D)QE < Epi $){Q(E < Eri b+ 6¢) — Q(E < Ep; P}
< CNmax[d6i, (C.8)

where the positive constant C is independent of the number N of the electrons and the
system sizes L, L,. Similarly the third term in the right-hand side of (C.3) is evaluated
as

Tr vl0( +00)QE < Er; B)Qy(E < Er; D) {QUE < Ews P+ 60) — QE < Er; D))
> [(0m QuE < Eri D) {QIE < Eri @+ 00) — QE < Eri $)} 0l ($ +00) )|

Em<Ep

< QUE < Er D) IQE < Ep; P+ ) — QE < Ep; @)
N 2
{EM + 5 (v [ @) wm>}

IA

X

m:Em<Ep

IN

N 2
e oo { 21501+ 3y 2 e+ 1)} (o)
=,y Me Me
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Thus all of the terms in the right-hand side of (C.3) have been evaluated.
Next consider the second term in the right-hand side of (C.2). It can be rewritten as

[2nd term in r.h.s. of (C.2)]
= Tr v (¢ +68)0Q<Qy(E < Er; + 50)Q(E < Ery b + 50)
+ Tr (¢ +66)0Q<Q(E < Erid + IP)Qy(E < Ery b + 50)
Tr v2(¢ + 60)Q(E < Ery ) {Qy(E < Epid +00) — Qy(E < Epi d)}, (C.10)

where we have used the identity (B.17), and we have written

Q< =QE <Erd+09) — Q€ <Er; ). (C.11)

From Lemma B.1 and (B.6), one has

vl (¢ +06)Q< | < Cmax|de, (C.12)
1=,y

where the positive constant C is independent of the number N of the electrons and the
system sizes L, L,. Hence, in the same way as in the above, the first and the second
terms in the right-hand side of (C.10) are evaluated as

Tr v (¢ + 00)0Q<Qy(E < Er; d + IP)Q(E < Epi ¢+ )|
T ol(¢ +0)0Q<Q(E < Ers & +0)Qy (€ < Eri ¢ + )| < CN max|dg,
(C.13)

with some positive constant C. By using Lemma B.4, the third term in the right-hand
side of (C.10) is evaluated as

T ol(+ 00)Q(E < Er:§) {Qy(E < Erip +00) — Qy(E < Eri §)}| < CN max |60

(C.14)
in the same way as in (C.9).
Combining (C.2), (C.3), (C.6), (C.8), (C.9), (C.10), (C.13) and (C.14), the desired
bound (C.1) is obtained.

D Proofs of Theorems 7.2 and 7.5

In order to give the proofs of Theorems 7.2 and 7.5, we first recall the Hall conductance
0uy(@) of (3.37) which can be expressed as

o _ fhe 1 2, 1—Q(EN () L, (V) oy
my( L Ly q le |:< 7 Vot y(¢) [E(()Z)(d)) _ H(SN) (¢)]2 tot,x(¢)q)0,u (¢)> . :| .
(D1)
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Using the Schwarz inequality, the matrix element is estimated as

(N)
< (@), 0, () — oo _2)) véﬁz,x<¢><1>éi?<¢>>|

[Eg, (6) — HE™ (¢))?
I1 J > (@5 (@), viots (@)1 — QUES™ (0))viol o (#)26, (). (D.2)

_ ”M“

Because of the factor 1/(L,L,) in the right-hand side of (D.1), it is sufficient to show that
this right-hand side is of order of N. But a simple estimate yields order N? because of the
two total velocity operators in the matrix elements. In order to reduce the order N2 to N,
we use the method introduced in ref. [51]. See also refs. [31, 52]. Let A be a symmetric
operator. In the same way as in (4.23), one has formally

i (A800(6),11 - QUE (@) 400 ()

IA

&Z@@éﬁ)(@,wﬂ’(«m Ey,) (@) A2G,)(9))
1

Q

= AE L (@6 (), 14, [HS™ (), A DG () - (D.3)

We stress that this formal inequality can be justified in the same way as in Section 4.
From the two inequalities (D.2) and (D.3), it is sufficient to show that the expectation
values of the double commutators [UESE s(9), [HSN)(qb),vt(gt),S(qb)]] for the ground state are
of order of N.

Let us calculate those double commutators. Note that

10(9). 1(@)] = -T2l (0) - TP 1y (9, 0.1

and
2@, 1 (0)] = "L () - "L L g), (D.5)

where
L(¢) = %;(a;;) <rg>—%;[sz(rm(;(qb)+u;°3(¢>sz(rj)} (D.6)

and
L@ = 53 (Ge) )+ 52 [Beeel() + (@1 Bet)] 01
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Using the commutation relation (D.4), we have

theB

theB
[victs (9) [H" (), viel (D] = == [0lclal(), visl ()] + == [1181a(0). ()] -
(D.9)
The commutator of the first term in the right-hand side is calculated as
iheB zhe
[Ut(ggsc(d))a Ut(gg,y((ﬁﬂ = - m2 m2 Z BP z I'] (DlO)
e e 7j=1

and the commutator of the second term becomes

h XL (OPW h h
8010 =~ S (G0 ()~ 2 S (B - S By
h & Bp.. Bp..
- 2 o) (%) )+ (5 i) o)
e =1

Substituting these into the right-hand side of (D.9), we have

[050.2(0), [H (), vict o (8)]]
hle 2B2 - W) 2h%e 2B N

= T m2z<82 EBP”JQ 2 Bealr)

e e j=1

7'126 N (0) aBp,Z 8sz
 Bflre )0 (wte]  ow

Similarly we have

[viot (), [HS (o), vészyw)ﬂ

6

h2 232 h2 N 02 h2 2 N h2 2B N

8-BP,Z aBp’Z (0)
zmgjzll < ay >(rj)+< 9y )(rj)vx,j(qb)]. (D.13)

by using the commutation relations (D.5) and (D.10).

From the expressions (D.12) and (D.13) for the double commutators, it is sufficient to
evaluate the ground state expectation values of the last sums in both the right-hand sides.
Since all the terms in the summands can be treated in the same way, we consider only the
second term in the summand of the last sum in (D.13). Using the Schwarz inequality, we
have
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1/2
<(3>/N1/2
< (o

= (i) i N1/2
Me

For getting the second inequality, we have used the inequality,

OB .
Oy
OBp..
Oy

(@) (9), B (@)2) () + N W]

£ (¢) + N ] (D.14)

> e [0@)] < B () + N Wl (D.15)

= 2

which follows from the assumption W® > 0. By relying on the decay assumption (7.8)
for the interaction W we can prove [31] that the energy eigenvalue Eéi)@)) is of order
of N. See Appendix F for the detail. Consequently the right-hand side of the last line in

(D.14) is of order of N.

E Proofs of Theorems 7.6, 7.8 and 7.12

We begin with rewriting the Hall conductance o,,(¢) of (D.1). Using the commutation
relation (D.5), the summand in (D.1) can be written as

(M () 0 1-QEM@) e

(20112, (6) e 106! (@) o
L-QUEM (@) o

E((]Z)(qs) _ HéN)(¢) Utot y(d))q)Ou (¢)>

L= Q(ES"(¢)) v
0 ) - } E1)

in the same way as in (4.21), where c.c. stands for the complex conjugate.

First we prove Theorem 7.6 by using the above expression (E.1). We assume Ap = 0,
i.e., Bp, = 0. We treat only the case that the electrostatic potential W is a function of
the single variable x only because we can treat the other case that W is a function of the
single variable y only in the same way. From the assumptions and the expression (D.6) of
I.(®), one has I,(¢) = 0. Further we have

2im,

- = <<I>S{ZR<¢>, Vloty (¢)

_|_

<<I>é{i’<¢>,v§82,y<¢>

1-QUEM (@) o
22 <(I) 7 tot y(¢>E((]f:?(¢)) _ HéN)(¢) Utot y(d))q)Ou (¢)>

D0 -

8¢y tot,y m,

(E.2)

in the same way as in Sec. 5. Combining these observations, (D.1) and (E.1), we obtain
the desired result,

) A ) (E3)
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Now let us return to the general setting. We rewrite the right-hand side of (E.1)
further. In the same way, we have

1-QEN ()
B, (9) — HY (@)

<q>gfz><¢>,vssz,y<¢>

= - e () 2 1 - Q(E(()N)(qb)) (N) > c.C
o heB <(I)07H (¢)> tot,x(¢) E(gii)(d)) B HO(N)(¢) Ix(¢)q>0,u (¢) +
(N)
oM (). I, 1-Q(Ey ' (9)) (@) > iy C] | -
o {00 10 Lo o

and

: 1 - Q(E(9))
; < OH ’ t((())zm(¢) Eéf:?(d)) —OHO(N)(¢> Ix(¢)‘1>(()1,\;)(¢)> + c.c.
0  —

= 5o L@QE (@) + =5 3 Tr Be(r)) Q(ES"(9). (E.5)

By combining (D.1), (E.1), (E.2), (E.4) and (E.5), the averaged Hall conductance can be
written as

62 N 62 N (N) -~
U:cy(¢) = _%M ﬁ ZTI BPz I‘] (EO (¢)) + Agxy(¢)a (E6)
where
he? 1 ¢! L - Q" (9)) N >
Avy, (@) = ——= o™ (), I, L(#)d%)(¢) ) — cc.| .
oul®) = 10 3 | (10 AP @00 o) cc( |
E.7
The sum in the right-hand side of (E.6) is easily evaluated as
2 1 X ™ e’ N || Br.ll,
EM—quz::lTl” Bp - (r;)Q(Eg (d’))} STU B (E.8)

Next we estimate the right-hand side of (E.7). In the same way as in the preceding
Appendix D, we have
hiwo,.

@) < (22) < X i) (©9)

with

S=T,Y le

§'(¢) = (mj”ﬂ I1 Jli@é{?(«m, 1(0), [H (¢), ()] @) (#)).  (E.10)

In the rest of this Appendix, we will show
J(p) <9, (E.11)
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where &' is independent of ¢, the number N of the electrons and of the sizes L,, L, of the
system. But ¢ is a continuous function of the norms || D™ Bp_||«, | D(mn) VV||Oo and
satisfies &' = 0 in the special point with Ap = 0 and W = 0. Therefore §’ becomes small
for the weak potentials Ap and W. Combining (E.6), (E.8), (E.9) and (E.11), we have
the desired result,

62 —_— 62
—5 V(1 +0) < o5y(@) < —5-v(1 = 9), (E.12)
with 5
B s
51 PE”“’ + (Z‘E) 5. (E.13)

In passing, we remark that we can obtain a similar bound for the non-averaged Hall
conductance o,,(¢) to (E.12) by using (D.4) and (D.10) for the first term in the right-
hand side of (E.1).

In order to prove the bound (E.11), it is sufficient to estimate the ground state expec-
tation values of the double commutators [[Is(d)), [HSN)(d)), IS(¢)”| in (E.10). To this end,
let us calculate the double commutators. In the following, we will consider only the case
with s = x because we can treat the case with s = y exactly in the same way. Note that

1) 140)] = 55> | ()" + () () )
- (@) (420) B lenle) 0]
- %i 1 (t5), Bo-(e10(8) + v26) Bo (1)
- 5 3 [0 1), B ) 20) + o(0) B (0]

3
= YT+ JO(@) + Y T8I (@) + T (@) + T (B),  (E.14)
s=1 =

where the operators in the last line are given by

ih Y ow
T ZBPZ r;) <%> (r;), (E.15)
ih3 N 833 ; 833 .
J = T 4m2B > l(Tg:li’?) (r;) + (ﬁ) (Fj)] ; (E.16)
e~ j=1

ih ow®

T = " m.B > [Br.(ri) — Be.(r;)] (W) (r; —1;), (E.17)
e Z7j

. b N (0) 0PW 0PW (0)
1900) = 505 2 |10 (55 ) 00+ () i) @
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(@) = - 5 [0 (EW) 1y 4 (EV (1950
190) = 55 [ 10 (G ) w0+ (G ) nilel|. @)
JE(¢) = —QZ > [0)3(@)Bro(ry) + Be..(1)0,)(#)] (E.20)
T3 () —Q;ffB;{vé%’(@ [Bo.(r;)* + [Be..(r;)2 0)($)} (E.21)
Tz _ ih al 0) aBP,Z (0)
19(0) = 5 3 0l%0) (5 (o) (£.2)

10(0) = 53 [10) (2502 (rlleo) + o) (2505 ) ()] (B2

i=1

Hence the double commutator becomes

1.(¢), [HY(¢), L(9)]] = DI ), "] + ux<¢>,J;x><¢>]+z_:1ux<¢>,J;y’s><¢>]
+ [L(9), JE(@)) + [1u(), J). (E.24)

In order to prove the boundedness of ¢'(¢) of (E.10), we shall show that the ground state
expectation values for all the commutators in this right-hand side are of order N.
The three commutators in the first sum in the right-hand side of (E.24) are calculated

[L(), JOV]
- o [ OPW OBp . oW
- mngjZ::l{[BPZ(rﬂ)] < 12 ) (I‘]) +BP7Z(I‘]) ( O ) ( J) < o ) ( ])}a
(E.25)
oy N & 0" Bp . &' Bp..
1:49), 109 = i 3 o) | (T ) 0+ (s ) 0] (820
and

T z [sz 0 (20 ) et (222 | (20 ).
(E.27)
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Clearly the first two ones are of order N from the assumptions. The ground state expec-
tation value of the rest one is evaluated as

() (), [L.(¢), SOV (¢)]
4R% (||Bp.| . \* 2@
T e DO CHOR Coe TR )
(2)
Z<‘I)(()],\Q(¢), (812; )(ri_rj)
0Bp
Me B 2B

2h* || Bp 2|l HaBP,Z
oo 1,J
B 2B || Oz Oo)

m?B B Ox
x S (@) (), WA(x; —r))2f)(9), (E.28)
i,J

IA

@éfi)(¢>>>

IA

davinchw, || Bp 2 || o (HBP,zHoo n Up

where we have used the assumptions (7.18) and (7.19). Further, by using the inequality

S (@) (). W — )2l (#)) < (o)) (0), B (@)2F) (0)) + N [W]|

2

= B, (¢) + N W, (E.29)
we have
dcinshwe || Be sl (11Besll,  ¢p |0Bp.
(6} (@), [L(9), J0¥0f)(¢))| < el Tl g 22
x (B (@) + N W) . (E.30)

Since the ground state energy E((]ﬁ?(qb) is of order N as shown in Appendix F, this right-
hand side is of order N. We remark that, when Ap = 0, we do not need the assumptions
(7.18) and (7.19) because all the operators J(**) are vanishing.

Note that
L)) = L (S ) )
N PwW
+ 2m.eB? ]z::l {U“)(d))’sz(rj) <8x28y> ( ])}
oo o OBp ., PPW
- 2m6632jz::1{%j(¢)’< o )(r]) <8x8y> (rj)}, (E.31)
) Wt X[(o'w ’
L9 1070 = S| () o)
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1

B2 N 2W B2 N PW
t 5 > Bp.(r;) (8—y2> (r;) + W;[BP@(W)P (8—y2> (r;),

75 &
(E.32)
10) 1270 = s S el (5 ) )
© g {10 o) (2552 )}
- san & {5 (%) o)
o S e+ s B (B

and

L0007 ) r)

e XN

¢ o {10 B (2 ) )

=t

h2€ N 0 9 aBP,z
_ sz{v;}(qb),wp,z(rﬂ] ( Dy >(”)}

=1

h2€2 i 5 h262 i A
[Bp 2 (r))]” + —75 D _[Bp:(x))], (E.34)
m:B ! miB? !

i=1

+

where {X,Y} = XY + Y X for operators X,Y. Since the terms including the velocity
operators Uﬁ?}(d)) in these right-hand sides can be estimated in the same way as in the
previous Appendix D, we can get the desired estimates of order N for their ground state
expectation values.

Note that

- 0 0Bp . ? 0“Bp_. 0
+ mesz;Ua(c,J)(qb) 2{( o )(I‘]) BPZ(rJ)< 12 >(J)] U:Erj)(¢)
nt || 0%Bp. > (0Bp. 8 Bp..
- ngszZ::lK o) )| + (%) o (S )(»] (£:35)
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Clearly the ground state expectation values for the first and third sums can be evaluated
in the same way as in the above. For the second sum, we have

> (o(0).1L)(0) [2 (2222 e - ot (B2 <rj>] v;?3<¢><1>é€i><¢>>|

2

j=1
< (zHagjz 1l |G )i< o (<°><¢>>)2<I>éﬁ><¢>>
. o)
< %(2“%36 e S| ) [(eh e, 1O @0l @) + NI
-2 (2 |28l + el | % m) [E (@) + NI (1.36)

Thus the corresponding contribution is of order N
Finally let us compute the ground state expectation value of [I,.(¢), J&¥)(¢)]. In order
to make this task easier, we decompose the operator I,(¢) into two parts as

L(¢) = IV + I (o) (E.37)
with N
o_ L (W
le = - Jz::l ( o ) (r;), (E.38)
and
N
12(¢) = —2i > [Br ()l (@) + vl (#) Be . (r))] - (E.39)
j=1
Note that
[ 0B 0*W
(1) g(=y) - _ (0) Pz
) = S o (2 ) ) (58 o)
SR (S OBp.. PW
- e 20 (%) ) (5 ) @) (B
and
[I2(9), IS ()] = K& (@) + K () + K7 (¢) + KL (E.41)
with - )
h 0Bp .,
K1) = o 0 | () )] %) (£.42)
h? 9*Bp..
K@) =~ > @ te) (50 Gnlle) + 0 o)

b 3 [0 (2552 ) ) (2552 ) el + e )]



Revisiting the Charge Transport in Quantum Hall Systems 66

K(9) = —QSffBi{v;?}(@,Bp,z(rj) (@g—y) <rj>}

n’e 3 0 > (OBp.
- s 2 (0L B (T 0} B
and
0 1 OB . 9°Bp. 0*Bp,. 0”Bp ..
S 4m3322l (55) o (G ) 0= () o0 (55 )

02Bp.. 2
_ m332 Z K 8:):8y> r; )] . (E.45)

Hence all the contributions except for that for K(*¥)(¢) can be evaluated in the same way
as in the above. We shall show that the ground state expectation value of K™ (¢) is of
order N, too. Using the Schwarz inequality, we have

A VRN 0°Bp,. )/ o\ (V)
> (4000080 G0 ) 1 @198 0))

VAN
[]=
T
Ll
£2

(D), 000(@) | Br . (x)) [ vl) ()26, () )

N 2
(V) (0) ?Bp:\
X = <(I)O,u (¢)7 Uy,j (¢) ’( 8x8y ) (rJ>

J > (#20) (43(9)) 0l (@)

IN
o
&
8
Q
(o)
<

XJ > (06 (6), (v (6))” 26 (@), (E.46)

This right-hand side is of order N in the same method as in the above. All the rest
of the contributions in the right-hand side of (E.43) can be treated in the same way.
Consequently 0’(¢) of (E.10) has been proved to be bounded uniformly in the number N
of the electrons.

Consider the special case with Ap = 0 which corresponds to the situation of Theo-
rem 7.8. Then all the contributions except for the first sum in (E.31) and for the first sum
in (E.32) are vanishing, and a similar result can be obtained for the double commutator

11,(), [HSM (#), I, (9)]]. As a result, we have the bound,

d'(¢) <

<§f> max, DO . (E.47)

Combining this with (E.6) and (E.9), we obtain the desired result (7.13) with (7.14).
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F Estimate of the ground state energies E((]Z)(qb)

In this appendix, we show that all of the ground state energies E(()Z)(qb) are of order of V.
Let \If(()N)(qb) be a ground state vector of the Landau Hamiltonian,

2m [(px’j = eBy; + 62)" + (py; + be)ﬂ ; (F.1)

1) -y
j=1
for the non-interacting N electrons. Then one has
Eg (9) < (96 (¢), Hy (@)W () + AE(¢) for p=1,2,...,q, (F.2)
where HéN)(¢)) is the Hamiltonian (5.1) of the present system, and AE(¢) is given by

AE(¢) = max | EN)(¢) — ES)(9)]. (F.3)

Hobt

Using the eigenvectors ¢, () of (6.7) for the single electron Hamiltonian #,(¢) of (6.1),

the ground state expectation value for HéN)(qb) can be written as

(w5 (), Hy" ()W (¢))
= Y (@) Hdehu(@) + > (U5 (), Wi — 1)V (9))

n,k 1<i<j<N
2e e 2 n
< z[s+ Al + e lAell )+ 7]
+ > (U (), WO —ry)ui (¢), (F.4)

1<i<j<N

where &, = (n+ 1/2)hw,, the Hamiltonian #H(¢) is given by (6.19), and we have used
the inequality (6.22). Clearly the first sum in the right-hand side of the inequality is
of order N, and so it is enough to estimate the ground state expectation value of the

electron-electron interaction energy. But this quantity is of order N in the same way as
in Appendix G of ref. [32].
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