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A bstract

Forthe rsttinewe introducetheH usin ioperator 1 ( ;"; ) for studying H usim idistriou-
tion In phase space ( ;") Porelectron’s states in uniform m agnetic eld, where isthe G aussian
spatial w idth param eter. U sing the W igner operator in the entangled state h jrepresentation
Hong-Y iFan, Phys. Lett. A 301 (2002) 153; A 126 (1987) 145) we nd that  ( ;"; ) is
Jast a pure squeezed coherent state density operator j ;"i h ;"j; which brings convenience
for studying and calculating the Husin i distrdbution. W e in m any ways dem onstrate that the
Husin idistrdbutions are G aussian-broadened version of the W igner distrdbbutions. T hroughout
our calculation we have fully em ployed the technigque of integration w ithin an ordered product
of operators.

PACS:05.30.d Quantum statisticalm echanics

1 Introduction

Since the discovery of quantum Halle ect [1H4], the m otion of an electron in the presence ofm ag—
netic eld has brought an upsurge of interest. T he basic theory that underlies quantum Halle ect
is the Landau energy—level BIH6]. In Ref. [/] we have introduced an entangled state representation
J 1 to descrbe this system which brings m uch convenience, for a review we refer to Ref. [B]. This
coincidesw ith D irac’s guidance in Ref. [9]:"W hen one has a particular problem to work out In quan—
tum m echanics, one can m inin ize the labor by using a representation in which the representatives
ofthe m ore In portant abstract quantities occurring in that problem are as sin pl aspossbl".On
the other hand, in quantum m echanics it is in possible to specify sim ultaneously the position Q and
the mom entum P of a particle due to Heisenberg uncertainty principle: Thus W igner’s quantum

phase—space distrbution theory [LOHLZ] is of increasing interest because i pem its a direct com —
parison between classical and quantum dynam ics. Follow ing the idea of gauge-invariant W igner
operator proposed by Serin aa, Javanainen and Varro [L3] we have constructed the corresponding
W igner operator and W igner function theory for electrons’ states in the j i representation in Ref.
[14], as well as established the corresponding tom ographic theory which m eans the reconstruction
of electron’s W igner distribution from the tom ographic data [L5]. Let us brie y recall the original
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dea of W igner function. Feynm an [L6] sum m arized it as posing the follow ing question: If there is
any density function F, (g;p) In quantum m echanics that satis es
Z Z
P ) = Fy @p)dg; P @ = CH Fy (@p)dp; @)
1 1

whereP (@) P (p)]isproportionalto the probability for nding the particle at g bt p In m om entum
space]. The answer is
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where is a densiy operator, fi is the eigenvector of the coordinates operator, Q {i= gi; and
4 (g;p) isthe single-m odeW Igner operator. In the coordinate representation 4 (g;p) takes the form
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Eq. [) indicates that P &) P (p)] is the m arginal distribution of F,, (x;p): U sing the technique of
Integration within ordered product (IW OP) of operators [L7HL8], we have perform ed the integral
[3) to cbtain an explicit operator [19]
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is the m om entum operator whose eigenvector is jpi. It then ©llow s from [4)) that one-sided integral
over the W igner operator yields the pure position state density operator
Z
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and pure m om entum state density operator
Z
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1
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R,
resgectjyely, so the m arginaldistribution ofthe W igner function is ~, dph 34 (@p)J i=J @ ¥
or 11 dgh 34 (@p)Jj i= J () F; respectively. However, asm any authors have pointed out that
the W igner function F, (g;p) is not a probability distribution since i m ay takes on both positive

and negative values. To quickly see thiswe can useD ( )= exp a¥ a ;N = a¥a; to express
B as 4 (; =lD()(1)NDY():LetDY()ji=ji;thenﬁ:om
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where the existence of ( 1)" inplies that the W igner distribution fiinction itself is not a probability
distrbution due to ( 1)" being both positive and negative. To overcom e this shortcom ings, the so—
called Husim idistrbution function Fy (g;p; ) is mtroduced R0O], which is de ned In a m anner that



guarantees it to be non-negative and gives it a probability iInterpretation. Ttsde nition is an oothing
out the W igner function by averaging over a "coarse graining" function,
" #
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where s is the G aussian spatial width param eter, which determ ines the relative resolution In p—
Space versus g-gpace but is free to be chosen. It is understood that the Husin i density is given by
the profction of the wave function  onto oo&erent statesqbcahzed In phase space (E;q) wih a

m Ininum product of the uncertainties P = %; Q = 55 -
squeezing-param eter. In Refs. R1HR2] the Husin ioperatorwhich corresoondsto Husim ifinction is
Introduced, which tums out to be a pure squeezed coherent state pro fctor. An Interesting question
thus naturally arises: how to Introduce Husin i functions of phase space for describing probability
distrbbution of electron states in uniform m agnetic eld (UM F)? To our know ledge, such a question
has not been posed In the literature before. A s em phasized by Serim aa, Javanainen and Varro
[L3] that when one wants to establish phase space distribution theory for electron m oving in UM F
w ith the gauge potential & = %B y;%B x;0 ; electron’s canonicalm om entum operators (px;py)
(conjagate to electron’s coordinate operator x;y) should be replaced by its gauge-invariant kinetic
momentum (in theunisof~= c= 1;cdenotesthe speed of light), x=px+ eAy; =py+ Ay:
C orrespondingly, the W igner operator for describing electrons’m otion in UM F should involve ; and

y as ingredient operators and therefore is gauge invardiant. In Ref. [14] we have proposed W igner
operator In the entangled state representation (le. electron’s position representation, denoted by
J 1). In thiswork we shall rst introduce the Husin ioperator  ("; ; ) by usihg thisW igner op—
erator. R em arkably, as one can see shortly later, that the Husim ioperator 1, ("; ; ) is Just a pure
squeezed ocoherent state density operator §'; 1 h"; J; (the explicit form of §'; i in Fock space can
also be deduced, see Eq. [4I) below ), which brings m uch convenience to studying Husin i finctions
for various electron’s states. T hus a phase space Husin idistrdbution theory for electron m oving in
uniform magnetic eld (UM F) can be successfully established. T he work is arranged as ollow s: In
Sec. 2 webrie y review the concise features ofthe nom ally ordered form ofgauge nvariant W igner
operator gy ( ;") In expressing the m arginaldistribution probability in the j i representation and
its conjugate representation j i (electron’s canonicalm om entum representation). In Sec. 3 we rst
Introduce the Husin i operator 1 ("; ; ) and then derive its nom ally ordered form , corresoond—
ngly, we ntroduce Husin i fiinction for describing electron’s probability distribbution. The m arginal
distrbbutions of Husim i finction tums out to be G aussian-broadened version ofthe W ignerm arginal
distrbbutions. W e also notice that the G aussian spatial w idth param eter can be related to the in—
tensity ofm agnetic eld. In Sec. 4 we introduce the two-m ode squeezed coherent state j ;"i and
show is capability of constituting a quantum m echanical representation, we then nd that the pure
state j ;"i h ;"Jis jast the Husin ioperator; so j ;"i isa good representation for ilhistrating the
Husin ifunction. In Sec. 5 we further analyze physical explanation of Husin i function ofelectron’s
states by calculating the uncertainty relation of electron’s position and m om entum . In Sec. 6 we
calculate the Husin i function of various electron’s states n a concise and neat way. In Sec. 7 we
discuss squeezing of H usin i fiinction by variation ofm agnetic eld. In so doing, the Husin i fiinction
theory for describing distribution of electron states in uniform m agnetic eld is established and the
relationship between Husin i fiinction and W igner fuinction is clearly illim inated.

In this sense s plys the rolk of

2 W Iigner operator in entangled state representation and its
m arginal distributions

The Ham iltonian for electron mn UMF isH = n + 35 ; the ladder operators are related to
ekctron’s kinetic momenta ( »; ), = g 23; = £ i5the cycbtron frequency, M is the




m ass of electron. For the appropriate gauge-invariant W igner operator [L3]]
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where K = (kijke)ig= @i)i "= ( xi ¢)i Q= Kiy);

we have proved In Ref. [14] that 3 X;g in the entangled state representation j i [/H8] is
expressed as (som ehow sin ilar in orm to [3))
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here the vacuum state is annihilated by P0i= 0; K PO0i= 0;K are linear combiation of
guiding centers xy and yp [@]R5],
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N ote that the above operators obey com m utative relations,

[ 7 +]1 = 1, K ;Kyl=1; 15)
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j iisnam ed entangled state [L5]. T hem otivation of ntroducing j i liesin two aspects: F irstly, whhen
m agnetic eld B applies what we have operators physically descrbbing the system at hand are the
guiding centers and kineticm om enta. In other words, the dynam ic variables in the H am iltonian are

, o the corresponding position eigenvector should be expressed by aswellasK . Secondly,
j i can conveniently describe the position ofan electron in a uniform m agnetic eld, ie. j i satis es
the coordinate eigenvector equation

Ke+1 )Ji= Jji; K i4)ji=  Ji: 16)

Combining [I2)-[I8) yields
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M oreover, the W igner operator expressed by [11) in j i representation autom atically inclides the
contrbution form the m agnetic eld, this is another m erit of Introducing j i. The advantage of

s ( ;") also lies h that from [(1) we can easily derive is m argihal distrdbutions. In fact, using
the nom ally ordered form of P0ih00j=:exp [ + K+K ]:andthe W OP technique [L7H18]



we can perform the integration in [I1]) to derive the nom ally ordered form ofthe W igner operator
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As [I) indicates, =2 ( +"); = 5 (") ;then [[9) becomes
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which isa 2-dim ensionalgeneralization ofEq. [B), so [11l) is a correct choice. N ote that the nom ally
ordered form ofthe profctor j ih jis

jih j= : expf [ ® i)l K+ 1 )g:; 1)

R
w ith the com pleteness @ j ih j= 1; so integrating [[3) over & and ushg Q1) we see
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h j 1iJ isproportionalto theprobability for nding the electron w ith position value ML 17 ML
Note h j o - 0 0 @ ® .0n the other hand, integrating [19) over
d*" leads to
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w here we have de ned the state vector j ias
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w ith the com pleteness L j ih j= 1:3j i isthe comm on eigenvector of the canonicalm om enta
Px;Py); which can be shown as the follow ing. In fact, due to

@ Ky)ji= Jji; ®K+1i4)]i= Ji (26)



and using
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T hus 3 i% in [23) is proportional to the probability for nding the electron with m om entum
g
valie ( - ,; %~ ). Combine 22) and 23) we see that the m arginal distrbutions of the

W igner fiinction for electron states are physicalm eaningfiill in the entangled state representation j i

(orj i). This n tum explainsthat the W igner operator p ( ;") expressed in h jrepresentation is
a convenient choice which possesses the correct statisticalm eaning. N ote
Z Z
& o (iM=1: @9

For a generaltheory of entangled W igner function we refer to R3].

3 Husim ioperator: nom ally ordered form ; them arginaldis—
tributions of H usim i distribution fiinction

In this section we want to lntroduce the Husin ifunction W, ( ;";k) fordescribing electron’s proba—
bility distrdbution, the corresponding Husin ioperator 1 ( ;";k), in reference to Eq. [@), isde ned
assnoothingout 5 ( %" by averaging over a "coarse graining” finction,

’ ;o'
himk =4 &0 5 (e T ——= 30)

where is the Gaussian spatial w idth param eter, which is free to be chosen, and W, ( ;";k) =
h 3§ 4 (;" )7 i.Usihg [[J) and the W OP technique we perform the integration in [30),
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w hich isthe explicit nom ally ordered form ofthe Husin ioperator.Using = [+ 1 ,;"= "1+ i";
[I7) and 27) we can further change [31)) into the form
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Using [B1) we perfom the onesided integration & over ,;

dZ
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- : expf " K, 1 )™ K +1i,)g::
1+ 1+
9 — q
On theotherhand, usihgthe j irepresentation n RI) andx j i= &= 1ji;yji= 2= 23

in [I8) aswellasthe W OP technique we can derive the operator identity
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where s= s; + isy: S0 [33) can be sin pli ed as (identifying in B3) asg in [34))

i 35)

thus the m arginal distribbution of Husin i operator is a G aussian operator w ith the factor . It then
ollows from [33), 22) and [I8) the m argihaldistribution of Husin i function in "  direction",

Z & Z &
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Comparing [36) with [22) we see that [38) is a G aussian-broadened version of the quantal posi-
tion probability distribution § ( ) § (onem argihaldistribution ofthe W igner fiinction) : Sin ilarly,
perform ing the one-sided integration &?" over , n [32) leadsto

Z d2 w

n (") 37)
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From [25) and [28) aswellasthe IW OP technique we can prove another operator identity
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wherev= v; + iv,: ThusEq. [37) becom es (dentifying 1= in B7) asg in [38))
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so the another m arginal distrdoution of [31)) is also a G aussian operator but w ith the factor % : &

then ©llow s from [39) another m arginal distribution of the Husin i fiinction in "  direction"
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which is a G aussian-broadened version of the quantalm om entum probability distrdoution 7 ( ) 3;
(@anotherW ignerm arginaldistroution (com paringw ith Eq. [23)). T herefore, an operator-representation
theory which underlies the Husin i distribution of electron In UM F is established, and the Husim i
finction’s m arginal distributions are clear.

4 The Husin i operator as a pure squeezed coherent state
density operator

By noticing P0ih00j= :exp[ + K+K ]:we observe that the nom ally ordered form of the
Husim ioperator 4 ( ;"; ) in [BIl) can be decom posed as
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n (7
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Thus the Husim ioperator y ( ; ; ) is just the pure state density operator j ;"1 h ;"j;thisisa
rem arkable result. It tumsout that j ;"1 isa two-m ode squeezed canonical coherent state because
it obeys the eigenvector equations

P_
L [NE—
K ooshr+ i 4 sihhr)j;"i = fj ;i 43)
and :p_ p_"
( ocoshr+ K, sinhr)j ;"i = lfj ;i (44)

w here L— tanh r is a squeezing param eter, " = P ; coshr= %ﬁ: : T he corresponding squeezing
operator is
S (r) el(xPx+YPy br = exp [:II( +K+ + K )]; (45)

Fora review ofgeneral squeezed state theory In quantum opticswe referto [24]]) . T he disentangling
of [@9) is

S () = sechrexp @@ +K4 tanhr)exp[K+K + 4 ) In sechr] (46)
exp 1 K tanhr):

From [44), [[4)-[13) we derive
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and using [18) and [27) we have
S 1xS=p_x; S 1yS=p_y; (48)
S 'S =p= ;S 'BS=p- 49)

In [I9) we see that denotes the elgenvalue of electron’s coordinates, so S (r) has a natural repre—
sentation In h jrepresentation R5]

Z
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fomh j %= @ ®,s@ji=e *£ * i,s0 BO) enbodies anotherm erit of constructing
the entangled state representation j i. Frox& the eigenvalue equations [[J) we also see that the

elgenvalue of x and y varies with B, since ML = pi—?, so the variation of the m agnetic eld

Intensity B is related to squeezing of electron’s orbit track. T hus the variation of G aussg'ﬁai spatial
w idth param eter can also be interpreted as the change of m agnetic eld intensity B :From

[43)-[44) we notice that j ;"i can be expressed as the result of the squeezing operator operating
on the state j ;"i; ie.

ji"i=s T3t (61)
w here
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is a nom alized two-m ode coherent state R5] for an electron in UM F, and we have dropped the

Inconsequential phase factor expf4(1—+1) " Mg in the result of calculating S ' (r) § ;"i:



5 Further explanation of the H usim i function

Using [52), [@8) and [I8) we see that .n the state j = 0;" = 0i the variance of electron’s position
X is

(x)? 0;09x% P;01  ( 10;09x P;0i )> = H0;03S (@) x°S ' (r) POi
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w hile the variances of py is
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On the otherhand, j ;"i is complte
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12 d a j;"i h;"i=1; (55)
so the Husin idensity

hyn(;"%)ii=Hh j;"T (56)

is given by the profction of the wave function onto the squeezed coherent states localized In phase
space w ith a m inim um product of the uncertainties

r r
M 1 1 57)
= — Xx= —; X = —:
P x 2 M P x >
Tn this sense the G aussian spatialw idth param e‘%?r = MZ Bx = eZB Px plays the roke of squeezing-
param eter (note that in theunitsof~= c= 1; é is the m agnetic length.) Further, using [41l)
we can re-express the m arginal distribution [40) of the Husin i finction of electron’s quantum state
j ias
Z d2" Z 2n
Wy ("k) = jh ;"3 i3 (58)
W e can also recast [36) as
Z & Z &
—Wn (3" )= ——3jh;"jij: (59)

Egs. [58) and [E9) indicate the relationship between probability density of § i in the h ;"jrepre—
sentation and those In the entangled state h jrepresentation.

6 Husin ifunctions of som e electron’s states

Eqg. [4) brings great convenience to calculate Husin i fiinctions of various electron’s states. U sing
the two-m ode coherent state’s com pleteness relation R5H27]

Fudz | . .
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and [42) we in m ediately have
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W e further calculate the overlap
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w here the third and fourth temm s in the last exponentialare allpure in aginary, so we In m ediately
obtain the Husin i finction of 3% %, ;

W% %5 nm ;03% % = gy 3% %S (64)

o

— _ 0 "2 j .
exp 23 J > ;

which is also a G aussian broadened fiinction. Further, using [50)-[52) and [12) we have
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p- 1, .2 1 .2 "
= epf - FI+33= S 373 >
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so the Husin i finction of the electron’s coordinate eigenstate j i is
. .. P — . .
hin(;")ii= 3 i"if= expf 3 " Fg; (66)

which is a Gaussian. This is in sharply contrast with the W igner function of j i which can be
calculated by using [IT)

Z
2 0
d 0

hjsg(;Mji h j — " "o+ e Jji (67)
Z

2 0
d 2)

1 o
2 (

"):



From [II) we see "= i = Y@+ ip)iso

1
th(;")ji=4— 1 — & 2+ @ (68)

which is in consistent with Eq. [I8). C om paring [68) and [67) and recall the lin iting G aussian—form
ofD elta function we can see again that Husin i function isthe G aussian-broadened version ofW igner
function : N ext we consider a Landau state,

n m l @n @m

. \ + Ky \ K .
mi= p—— P0i= p—— ——e® B2t P0ig, -, - 69
n nm':p nm'@zi]@zlzn j:) B 2=0 ( )
wheren;m = 0;1;2;::; from [62) we know
m:m 3 :"i — n 1 er er hziizod M (70)
/mJog fm!@ZIH @sz 17227 7 11:22:0
1 2 7% 33 er e"
= p=—=hzn;z]j expf [ + =—
T R T L 2 Faz7 az,"
1
expf——[ ("+ )z +i(" Yz, il D1zzlgP0ii -, -0
TS S SN B
= — eX —_—
nim!1l+ P 1+ 2 2
1 m +n)=2 ( "y ) ( " )

where H , ;, is twovariable Hem ie polynom 1all28] whose de nition is

T m 1)t

m n 1,
Tm Di'm Do A (1)

Hunn x;y) =
=0

(which is not a direct product of two Independent single-variable H em ite polynom ials). T he gener—
ating function ofH ;5 (X;y) is

Xl Zm zCn
?Hm n X7y) = expf z2z°+ zx + zoyg; (72)
m ;n=0 m .
[Se)
er " zz2% zx+ z% -
Humm x;y) = @zm @z ylz z0=0 (73)
Thus the Husin i function of i;m i is
m;m3i » (" )himi = Jmm3j ;"1 F
1 4 1 nem o 75+ 53
nm!aqa+ ) 1+ 1+
2
("+ ) (" )
Hom P= l;PZ 1 (74)

7 Squeezing ofH usin ifunction by variation ofm agnetic eld



In [48) we have m entioned that the vardation of m agnetic eld intensity m ay cause squeezing of

orbi track of electron’s motion. Let the corresponding squeezing operator is S ( ); in the j i
representation it is expressed by (see A ppendix)
Z &2
S()= —3J=1ih 3 (75)

U nder the squeezing transform the W igner operator changes

ZdZ n "
S() s (iMs ()= — — —+ e "= 5 (M=) (76)

From [30) we see that the Husin i operator becom es
z " #
S() n(im0S () = 4 & @0 5 ( 5% ep o 0f 3
= n "=k ?: 7

jo

we again see the squeezing param eter is equivalent to the G aussian broaden param eter 1= k: [77)
and [4Il) indicates

S()j;"i=3 ;"=1,: (78)

From [3I)) we see the Husin i function of the lowest Landau state is

1

3 n. 1 = 4 v 3 -
H003 n ( ;";k) POi= i 7 expf ——3F 3 Jo (79)

Using @), BI), [T and [[9) we imm ediately obtain the Husim i fiinction of squeezed Landau
vacuum state,

H003S () n (" )S ' ()P0i=m0j ;"= ; * Poi (80)
4 2 £ j,,z z .2
= ——— ex :
a+ 2)2 P 2+1] 2+1]]g
In summ ary, for the st tim e we have Introduced the Husim ioperator 4 ( ;"; ) forelctron In
UMF,and shown 4 (; ; )= J; 1ih; 7j;ie.the Husinioperator actually is a pure squeezed

coherent state pro gctor. T he nom ally ordered form ofHusin ioperator are also derived w hich pro—
vides usw ith an operator version to exam ne various properties of the Husin idistrdbution. W e have
In m any ways dem onstrated that Husin i m arginal) distribbutions are G aussian-broadened version
oftheW igner (m arginal) distrbbutions. T hroughout the paper we have flly em ployed the technique
of integration w ithin an ordered product of operators and the entangled state representation, each
of them seem s an e cient m ethod for studying quantum statistical physics [I30].

8 Appendix
Using [12) the W OP technique we can derive S ( )Os nom alordering 9],

Z Z

& L & 1.2 1 +
S() = — Jj=1h j= — expf Ejj 1+ — + K i—
K. . .
+ + 1 + 1 K, 1 K K+ K + g
2 2 2 . Ky . . .
= 1+ 2 p1+2K i— + i K iy )KL+ 1 )

sechfexp @ + K tanhf)exp[K+K + 4 )Ihsechflexp @ K tanhf);



where = &f; we can say that the classical dilation ! — maps Into the squeezing operator
S () :[78) again realizes D irac’s statem ent that the sym bolic m ethod can \express the physical law
In a neat and conciseway".
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