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A bstract

Forthe�rsttim eweintroducetheHusim ioperator� h (
;";�)forstudyingHusim idistribu-

tion in phasespace(
;")forelectron’sstatesin uniform m agnetic�eld,where� istheG aussian

spatialwidth param eter. Using the W igner operator in the entangled state h�jrepresentation

[Hong-YiFan,Phys. Lett. A 301 (2002) 153;A 126 (1987) 145) we �nd that � h (
;";�) is

just a pure squeezed coherent state density operator j
;"i
��
h
;"j;which brings convenience

for studying and calculating the Husim idistribution. W e in m any ways dem onstrate thatthe

Husim idistributionsare G aussian-broadened version ofthe W ignerdistributions. Throughout

ourcalculation we have fully em ployed the technique ofintegration within an ordered product

ofoperators.

PACS:05.30.-d Q uantum statisticalm echanics

1 Introduction

Sincethediscovery ofquantum Halle�ect[1]-[4],them otion ofan electron in thepresenceofm ag-

netic �eld hasbroughtan upsurge ofinterest.The basic theory thatunderliesquantum Halle�ect

isthe Landau energy-level[5]-[6].In Ref.[7]we haveintroduced an entangled state representation

j�ito describe thissystem which bringsm uch convenience,fora review we referto Ref. [8]. This

coincideswith Dirac’sguidancein Ref.[9]:"W hen onehasaparticularproblem to work outin quan-

tum m echanics,one can m inim ize the laborby using a representation in which the representatives

ofthem oreim portantabstractquantitiesoccurring in thatproblem areassim pleaspossible".O n

theotherhand,in quantum m echanicsitisim possibleto specify sim ultaneously theposition Q and

the m om entum P ofa particle due to Heisenberg uncertainty principle:Thus W igner’s quantum

phase-space distribution theory [10]-[12]is ofincreasing interest because it perm its a direct com -

parison between classicaland quantum dynam ics. Following the idea ofgauge-invariant W igner

operatorproposed by Serim aa,Javanainen and Varro [13]we have constructed the corresponding

W igneroperatorand W ignerfunction theory forelectrons’statesin the j�irepresentation in Ref.

[14],as wellas established the corresponding tom ographic theory which m eansthe reconstruction

ofelectron’sW ignerdistribution from the tom ographic data [15]. Letusbrie
y recallthe original

�W ork supported by the N ationalN aturalScience Foundation ofChina under grant10475056
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idea ofW ignerfunction. Feynm an [16]sum m arized itasposing the following question: Ifthere is

any density function Fw (q;p)in quantum m echanicsthatsatis�es

P(p)=

Z 1

� 1

Fw (q;p)dq;P (q)=
1

2�

Z 1

� 1

Fw (q;p)dp; (1)

whereP (q) [P (p)]isproportionalto theprobability for�nding theparticleatq[atp in m om entum

space].The answeris

Fw (q;p)= Tr[�4 (q;p)]=
1

2�

Z 1

� 1

D

q+
�

2

�
�
��

�
�
�q�

�

2

E

e
� ip�

d�; (2)

where � isa density operator,jqiisthe eigenvectorofthe coordinatesoperator,Q jqi= qjqi;and

4 (q;p)isthesingle-m odeW igneroperator.In thecoordinaterepresentation 4 (q;p)takestheform

4 (q;p) =
1

(2�)
2

Z Z 1

� 1

dud� exp[iu(P � p)+ iv(Q � q)]

=
1

2�

Z 1

� 1

�
�
�q�

�

2

E D

q+
�

2

�
�
�e

� ip�
d�; (3)

Eq. (1)indicatesthatP (x) [P(p)]isthe m arginaldistribution ofFw (x;p):Using the technique of

integration within ordered product(IW O P)ofoperators[17]-[18],we have perform ed the integral

(3)to obtain an explicitoperator[19]

4 (q;p)=
1

�
:e� (q� Q )

2
� (p� P )

2

:; (4)

or

4 (q;p)! 4 (�;��)=
1

�
:exp

�
� 2

�
a
y
� �

�
�
(a� �)

�
:; (5)

where� = (q+ ip)=
p
2,::m eansnorm alordering sym bol,Q =

�
a+ ay

�
=
p
2;P =

�
a� ay

�
=
�
i
p
2
�

isthem om entum operatorwhoseeigenvectorisjpi.Itthen followsfrom (4)thatone-sided integral

overthe W igneroperatoryieldsthe pureposition statedensity operator

Z 1

� 1

dp4 (q;p)=
1
p
�
:e� (q� Q )

2

:= jqihqj; (6)

and pure m om entum statedensity operator

Z 1

� 1

dq4 (q;p)=
1
p
�
:e� (p� P )

2

:= jpihpj; (7)

respectively,so them arginaldistribution oftheW ignerfunction is
R1
� 1

dph j4 (q;p)j i= j (q)j2

or
R1
� 1

dqh j4 (q;p)j i= j (p)j2;respectively.However,asm any authorshavepointed outthat

the W ignerfunction Fw (q;p)is nota probability distribution since itm ay takeson both positive

and negative values.To quickly see thiswe can use D (�)= exp
�
�ay � ��a

�
;N = aya;to express

(5)as 4 (�;��)= 1

�
D (�)(� 1)

N
D y(�):LetD y(�)j i= j�i;then from

h j4 (�;��)j i = h�j(� 1)
N
j�i

= h�j

1X

n0= 0

jn
0
ihn

0
j(� 1)

N

1X

n= 0

jnihnj�i=

1X

n= 0

(� 1)
n
jhnj�ij

2
; (8)

wheretheexistenceof(� 1)
n
im pliesthattheW ignerdistribution function itselfisnota probability

distribution dueto (� 1)
n
being both positiveand negative.To overcom ethisshortcom ings,theso-

called Husim idistribution function Fh (q;p;�)isintroduced [20],which isde�ned in a m annerthat
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guaranteesitto benon-negativeand givesita probability interpretation.Itsde�nition issm oothing

outthe W ignerfunction by averaging overa "coarsegraining" function,

Fh (q;p;s)=

Z Z 1

� 1

dq
0
dp

0
Fw (q

0
;p

0)exp

"

� s(q0� q)
2
�
(p0� p)

2

s

#

; (9)

where s is the G aussian spatialwidth param eter,which determ ines the relative resolution in p-

space versusq-space butisfree to be chosen. Itisunderstood thatthe Husim idensity isgiven by

the projection ofthe wave function  onto coherent states localized in phase space (p;q) with a

m inim um productofthe uncertainties �P =

q
s~

2
;�Q =

q
~

2s
. In this sense s plays the role of

squeezing-param eter.In Refs.[21]-[22]theHusim ioperatorwhich correspondstoHusim ifunction is

introduced,which turnsoutto bea puresqueezed coherentstateprojector.An interesting question

thusnaturally arises: how to introduce Husim ifunctions ofphase space fordescribing probability

distribution ofelectron statesin uniform m agnetic�eld (UM F)? To ourknowledge,such a question

has not been posed in the literature before. As em phasized by Serim aa,Javanainen and Varro

[13]thatwhen one wantsto establish phase space distribution theory forelectron m oving in UM F

with the gauge potential ~A =
�
� 1

2
B y;1

2
B x;0

�
;electron’scanonicalm om entum operators(px;py)

(conjugate to electron’scoordinate operatorx;y)should be replaced by itsgauge-invariantkinetic

m om entum (in theunitsof~ = c= 1;cdenotesthespeed oflight),� x = px + eA x;� y = py + eA y:

Correspondingly,theW igneroperatorfordescribingelectrons’m otion in UM F should involve� x and

� y asingredientoperatorsand therefore isgauge invariant.In Ref.[14]we have proposed W igner

operatorin the entangled state representation (i.e. electron’s position representation,denoted by

j�i).In thiswork weshall�rstintroducetheHusim ioperator� h (";
;�)by using thisW ignerop-

erator.Rem arkably,asonecan seeshortly later,thattheHusim ioperator� h (";
;�)isjusta pure

squeezed coherentstatedensity operatorj";
i
��
h";
j;(theexplicitform ofj";
i

�
in Fock spacecan

also be deduced,seeEq.(41)below),which bringsm uch convenienceto studying Husim ifunctions

forvariouselectron’sstates.Thusa phase space Husim idistribution theory forelectron m oving in

uniform m agnetic �eld (UM F)can be successfully established.The work isarranged asfollows:In

Sec.2 webrie
y review theconcisefeaturesofthenorm ally ordered form ofgaugeinvariantW igner

operator� B (
;")in expressing the m arginaldistribution probability in the j�irepresentation and

itsconjugate representation j�i(electron’scanonicalm om entum representation).In Sec.3 we �rst

introduce the Husim ioperator� h (";
;�)and then derive itsnorm ally ordered form ,correspond-

ingly,weintroduceHusim ifunction fordescribing electron’sprobability distribution.Them arginal

distributionsofHusim ifunction turnsoutto beG aussian-broadened version oftheW ignerm arginal

distributions. W e also notice thatthe G aussian spatialwidth param etercan be related to the in-

tensity ofm agnetic �eld. In Sec. 4 we introduce the two-m ode squeezed coherentstate j
;"i
�
and

show itscapability ofconstituting a quantum m echanicalrepresentation,wethen �nd thatthepure

statej
;"i
��
h
;"jisjusttheHusim ioperator;so j
;"i

�
isa good representation forillustrating the

Husim ifunction.In Sec.5 wefurtheranalyzephysicalexplanation ofHusim ifunction ofelectron’s

states by calculating the uncertainty relation ofelectron’s position and m om entum . In Sec. 6 we

calculate the Husim ifunction ofvariouselectron’sstatesin a concise and neatway. In Sec. 7 we

discusssqueezing ofHusim ifunction by variation ofm agnetic�eld.In so doing,theHusim ifunction

theory fordescribing distribution ofelectron statesin uniform m agnetic�eld isestablished and the

relationship between Husim ifunction and W ignerfunction isclearly illum inated.

2 W igner operator in entangled state representation and its

m arginaldistributions

The Ham iltonian for electron in UM F is H =
�
� + � � + 1

2

�

;the ladderoperatorsare related to

electron’s kinetic m om enta (� x;� y),� � =
� x � i� y
p
2M 


;
 = eB

M
is the cyclotron frequency,M is the
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m assofelectron.Forthe appropriategauge-invariantW igneroperator[13]

� B

�
~k;~q

�

=
1

(2�)
4

Z Z 1

� 1

d
2
ud

2
� exp

h

iu

�
~�� ~k

�

+ iv

�
~Q � ~q

�i

; (10)

where ~k = (k1;k2); ~q= (q1;q2); ~� = (� x;� y); ~Q = (x;y);

we have proved in Ref. [14]that � B

�
~k;~q

�

in the entangled state representation j�i [7]-[8]is

expressed as(som ehow sim ilarin form to (3))

� B (
;") =

Z
d2�

�3
j"
�
� �ih"

� + �je


�
�
�
� 
�

; (11)

where 
 = � + i�
�
; "= � � i�

�
;

� =

r
M 


2
(q1 + iq2)+ i

r
1

2M 

(k1 + ik2);� =

r
1

2M 

(k1 � ik2);

the statej�iis

j�i= exp

�

�
1

2
j�j

2
� i��+ + �

�
K + + i� + K +

�

j00i;� = �1 + i�2; (12)

here the vacuum state is annihilated by � � j00i= 0; K � j00i= 0;K � are linear com bination of

guiding centersx0 and y0 [6][25],

K � =

r
M 


2
(x0 � iy0); (13)

x0 = x �
� y

M 

; y0 = y+

� x

M 

: (14)

Note thatthe aboveoperatorsobey com m utativerelations,

[� � ;� + ] = 1;[K � ;K + ]= 1; (15)

[K � ;� � ] = 0;[x0;� � ]= 0;[y0;� � ]= 0;[x;y]= 0;

[x0;y0] =
i

M 

;[� x;� y]= � iM 
;

j�iisnam ed entangled state[15].Them otivation ofintroducingj�iliesin twoaspects:Firstly,when

m agnetic �eld ~B applieswhatwe have operatorsphysically describing the system athand are the

guiding centersand kineticm om enta.In otherwords,thedynam icvariablesin theHam iltonian are

�
�
,so the corresponding position eigenvectorshould be expressed by � � aswellasK � .Secondly,

j�ican conveniently describetheposition ofan electron in a uniform m agnetic�eld,i.e.j�isatis�es

the coordinateeigenvectorequation

(K + + i� � )j�i= � j�i; (K� � i� + )j�i= �
�
j�i: (16)

Com bining (12)-(16)yields

x =

r
1

2M 

(K + + K � � i� + + i� � ); y =

i
p
2M 


(K + � K � + i� + + i� � ); (17)

xj�i=

r
2

M 

�1 j�i; yj�i= �

r
2

M 

�2 j�i: (18)

M oreover,the W igneroperatorexpressed by (11)in j�irepresentation autom atically includes the

contribution form the m agnetic �eld,this is another m erit ofintroducing j�i. The advantage of

� B (
;")also liesin thatfrom (11)we can easily derive its m arginaldistributions. In fact,using

thenorm ally ordered form ofj00ih00j= :exp[� � + � � � K + K � ]:and theIW O P technique[17]-[18]
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wecan perform the integration in (11)to derivethe norm ally ordered form ofthe W igneroperator

� B (
;")

� B (
;")

=

Z
d2�

�3
: expf� j"�j2 � j�j

2
� i("� � �)�+ + ("� �

�
)K + + i("+ �

�
)� �

+ ("� + �)K � + i� + K + � i� � K � � � + � � � K + K � + 

�
�
�
� 
�g:

=
1

�2
: expf� ["� � (K + + i� � )]["� (K � � i� + )]

� [
� � (K + � i� � )][
 � (K � + i� + )]g:: (19)

As(11)indicates,� = 1

2
(
 + ");�� = 1

2i
(
 � ");then (19)becom es

� B (
;")=
1

�2
: expf� 2(K + � �

�)(K � � �)� 2(� + � �
�)(� � � �)g:; (20)

which isa2-dim ensionalgeneralization ofEq.(5),so(11)isacorrectchoice.Notethatthenorm ally

ordered form ofthe projectorj�ih�jis

j�ih�j= :expf� [�
�
� (K � � i� + )][� � (K + + i� � )]g:; (21)

with the com pleteness
R

d
2
�

�
j�ih�j= 1;so integrating (19)overd2
 and using (21)wesee

� h j

Z

d
2

�B (
;")j i = : expf� ["� � (K + + i� � )]["� (K � � i� + )]g:

= h j�ih�jj�= "� j i= jh j�ij
2
j�= "�: (22)

jh�j ij
2
isproportionaltotheprobabilityfor�ndingtheelectronwith positionvalue

h q
2

M 

�1;�

q
2

M 

�2

i

.

Note h�j�
0
�
= ��

�
� � �

0
�
�
�
�
�
� �

0�
�
� ��

(2)
�
� � �

0
�
:O n the other hand,integrating (19) over

d2" leadsto

� h j

Z

d
2
"� B (
;")j i = : expf� [
� � (K + � i� � )][
 � (i�+ + K � )]g: (23)

= h j�ih�jj�= � 
� j i= jh j�ij
2
j�= � 
�;

wherewehavede�ned the statevectorj�ias

j�i= exp

�

�
1

2
j�j

2
� i��+ � �

�
K + � i� + K +

�

j00i; � = �1 + i�2; (24)

and

j�ih�j = :expf� j�j
2
� i��+ � �

�
K + � i� + K +

+ i�
�
� � � �K� + i� � K � � � + � � � K + K � g:

= :expf� [� � (i�� � K + )][�
�
� (� i� + � K � )]g:; (25)

with the com pleteness
R

d
2
�

�
j�ih�j= 1:j�iisthe com m on eigenvectorofthe canonicalm om enta

(Px;Py);which can be shown asthe following.In fact,due to

(i� � � K + )j�i= � j�i; (K� + i� + )j�i= � �
�
j�i (26)

5



and using

px =

r
M 


8
[� + + � � + iK + � iK � ]=

� x

2
+
M 


2
y0; (27)

py =

r
M 


8
[i� � � i� + � K + � K � ]=

� y

2
�
M 


2
x0;

wesee

px j�i=

r
M 


2
�2 j�i; py j�i=

r
M 


2
�1 j�i: (28)

Thus jh j�ij
2
in (23) is proportionalto the probability for �nding the electron with m om entum

value (

q
M 


2
�2;

q
M 


2
�1). Com bine (22) and (23) we see that the m arginaldistributions ofthe

W ignerfunction forelectron statesarephysicalm eaningfulin theentangled staterepresentation j�i

(orj�i).Thisin turn explainsthattheW igneroperator�B (
;")expressed in h�jrepresentation is

a convenientchoicewhich possessesthe correctstatisticalm eaning.Note

Z

d
2
"

Z

d
2

�B (
;")= 1: (29)

Fora generaltheory ofentangled W ignerfunction wereferto [23].

3 H usim ioperator:norm ally ordered form ;them arginaldis-

tributions ofH usim idistribution function

In thissection wewantto introducetheHusim ifunction W h (
;";k)fordescribing electron’sproba-

bility distribution,thecorrespondingHusim ioperator� h (
;";k),in referenceto Eq.(9),isde�ned

assm oothing out� B (
0;"0)by averaging overa "coarsegraining" function,

� h (
;";k)= 4

Z

d
2


0
d
2
"
0� B (
0;"0)exp

"

� � j"� "
0
j
2
�
j
 � 
0j

2

�

#

; (30)

where � is the G aussian spatialwidth param eter,which is free to be chosen,and W h (
;";k) =

h j� h (
;";�)j i.Using (19)and the IW O P techniquewe perform the integration in (30),

� h (
;";k) =
4

�2

Z

d
2


0
d
2
"
0: expf� ["0� � (K + + i� � )]["

0
� (K � � i� + )]

� [
0� � (K + � i� � )][

0
� (K � + i� + )]g: exp[� � j"� "

0
j
2
�
j
 � 
0j

2

�
]

=
4�

(1+ �)
2
:expf�

�

1+ �
["� � (K + + i� � )]["� (K � � i� + )]

�
1

1+ �
[
� � (K + � i� � )][
 � (K � + i� + )]g:; (31)

which istheexplicitnorm ally ordered form oftheHusim ioperator.Using 
 = 
1+ i
2;"= "1+ i"2;

(17)and (27)wecan furtherchange(31)into the form

� h (
;";k) =
4�

(1+ �)
2
: expf�

�

1+ �

2

4

 

"1 �

r
M 


2
x

! 2

+

 

"2 �

r
M 


2
y

! 2
3

5

�
1

1+ �

2

4

 


1 +

r
2

M 

py

! 2

+

 


2 �

r
2

M 

px

! 2
3

5g:; (32)
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Using (31)weperform the one-sided integration d2
 over�h;

Z
d2


�
� h (
;";k) (33)

=
4�

1+ �
:expf

� �

1+ �
("� � K + � i� � )("� K � + i� + )g::

O ntheotherhand,usingthej�irepresentationin(21)andxj�i=

q
2

M 

�1 j�i;yj�i= �

q
2

M 

�2 j�i

in (18)aswellasthe IW O P technique wecan derivethe operatoridentity

expfg

2

4

 

s1 �

r
M 


2
x

! 2

+

 

s2 �

r
M 


2
y

! 2
3

5g

=

Z
d2�

�
expfg

h

(s1 � �1)
2
+ (s2 � �2)

2
i

gj�ih�j

=

Z
d2�

�
:expf� (1� g)j�j

2
+ � (K � � i� + � gs)+ �

�
(K + + i� � � gs

�)

+ gjsj2 � (K � � i� + )(K + + i� � )g:

=
1

1� g
:expf

g

1� g
(s� � K + � i� � )(s� K � + i� + )g:; (34)

wheres= s1 + is2:So (33)can be sim pli�ed as(identifying � � in (33)asg in (34))

Z
d2


�
� h (
;";�)= 4�e

� �

»

“

"1�
p

M 


2
x

”

2

+

“

"2�
p

M 


2
y

”

2
–

; (35)

thusthem arginaldistribution ofHusim ioperatorisa G aussian operatorwith thefactor�.Itthen

followsfrom (35),(22)and (18)the m arginaldistribution ofHusim ifunction in "�� direction",

Z
d2


�
W h (
;";k) = h j

Z
d2


�
� h (
;";�)j i (36)

= 4� h j

Z
d2�

�
e
� �

»

“

"1�
p

M 


2
x

”

2

+

“

"2�
p

M 


2
y

”

2
–

j�ih�j i

= 4� h j

Z
d2�

�
e

� �[("1 � � 1)
2
+ ("2 + � 2)

2]
j�ih�j i

= 4�

Z
d2�

�
e
� �j"� � �j2

j (�)j2:

Com paring (36) with (22) we see that (36) is a G aussian-broadened version ofthe quantalposi-

tion probability distribution j (�)j2 (one m arginaldistribution ofthe W ignerfunction):Sim ilarly,

perform ing the one-sided integration d2" over� h in (32)leadsto

Z
d2"

�
� h (
;";�) (37)

=
4

1+ �
:expf�

1

1+ �
[
� � (K + � i� � )][
 � (i�+ + K � )]g::

From (25)and (28)aswellasthe IW O P technique wecan proveanotheroperatoridentity
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expfg

2

4

 

v1 +

r
2

M 

py

! 2

+

 

v2 �

r
2

M 

px

! 2
3

5g

=

Z
d2�

�
expfg

h

(v1 + �1)
2
+ (v2 � �2)

2
i

gj�ih�j

=

Z
d2�

�
: expf� (1� g)j�j

2
+ � (� K� � i� + + gv)+ �

�
(� K + + i� � + gv

�)

+ gjvj2 � (� K � � i� + )(� K + + i� � )g:

=
1

1� g
:expf

g

1� g
(v� � K + + i� � )(v� K � � i� + )g:: (38)

wherev = v1 + iv2:ThusEq.(37)becom es(identifying � 1=� in (37)asg in (38))

Z
d2"

�
� h (
;";�)=

4

�
e
� 1

�

»

“


1+
p

2

M 

py

”

2

+

“


2�
p

2

M 

px

”

2
–

; (39)

so the anotherm arginaldistribution of(31)is also a G aussian operatorbut with the factor 1

�
:It

then followsfrom (39)anotherm arginaldistribution ofthe Husim ifunction in "�� direction"

Z
d2"

�
W h (
;";k) = h j

Z
d2"

�
� h (
;";�)j i

=
4

�
h j

Z
d2�

�
e
� 1

�

»

“



1
+

p
2

M 

py

”

2

+

“



2
�
p

2

M 

px

”

2
–

j�ih� j i

=
4

�
h j

Z
d2�

�
e
� 1

� [(
1+ �1)
2
+ (


2
� �

2
)
2]j�ih� j i

=
4

�

Z
d2�

�
e
� 1

�
j


�
+ �j

2

j (�)j2; (40)

which isa G aussian-broadened version ofthe quantalm om entum probability distribution j (�)j2;

(anotherW ignerm arginaldistribution(com paringwith Eq.(23)).Therefore,anoperator-representation

theory which underliesthe Husim idistribution ofelectron in UM F isestablished,and the Husim i

function’sm arginaldistributionsareclear.

4 T he H usim i operator as a pure squeezed coherent state

density operator

By noticing j00ih00j= :exp[� � + � � � K + K � ]:we observe thatthe norm ally ordered form ofthe

Husim ioperator� h (
;";�)in (31)can be decom posed as

� h (
;";�)

=
4�

(1+ �)
2
expf�

1

1+ �
[�j"j2 + j
j

2
� (�"+ 
)K+ + i(�"� � 


�)� + � i(� � 1)�+ K + ]g

� :exp[� � + � � � K + K � ]: expf�
1

1+ �
[� (�"� + 


�)K � � i(�"� 
)�� + i(� � 1)�� K � g

= j
;"i
��
h
;"j; (41)

wherewehavede�ned the new state

j
;"i
�

=
2
p
�

1+ �
expf�

1

1+ �
[
�j"j2

2
+
j
j2

2
(42)

� (�"+ 
)K+ + i(�"� � 

�)� + � i(� � 1)�+ K + ]gj00i:

8



ThustheHusim ioperator� h (�;�;�)isjustthepurestatedensity operatorj
;"i�� h
;"j;thisisa

rem arkableresult.Itturnsoutthatj
;"i
�
isa two-m odesqueezed canonicalcoherentstatebecause

itobeysthe eigenvectorequations

(K � coshr+ i� + sinhr)j
;"i� =

p
�"+ 
=�

2
j
;"i

�
(43)

and

(� � coshr+ iK + sinhr)j
;"i� = i

�=

p
� �

p
�"�

2
j
;"i

�
(44)

where 1� �

1+ �
� tanhr isa squeezing param eter,er = 1p

�
;coshr= 1+ �

2
p
�
:The corresponding squeezing

operatoris

S (r)� e
i(xpx + ypy � i)r = exp[ir(� + K + + � � K � )]; (45)

(Fora review ofgeneralsqueezed statetheory in quantum opticswereferto [24]).Thedisentangling

of(45)is

S (r) = sechrexp(i� + K + tanhr)exp[(K + K � + � + � � )lnsechr] (46)

� exp(i� � K � tanhr):

From (46),(14)-(15)wederive

S
� 1
K � S = K � coshr+ i� + sinhr; S

� 1� � S = � � coshr+ iK + sinhr; (47)

S
� 1
K + S = K + coshr� i� � sinhr; S

� 1� + S = � + coshr� iK � sinhr;

and using (18)and (27)wehave

S
� 1
xS =

p
�x; S

� 1
yS =

p
�y; (48)

S
� 1
pxS = px=

p
�; S

� 1
pyS = py=

p
�: (49)

In (19)we see that� denotesthe eigenvalue ofelectron’scoordinates,so S (r)hasa naturalrepre-

sentation in h�jrepresentation [25]

S (r)= e
� r

Z
d2�

�

�
�e� r�

�
h�j;e

r =
1
p
�
; (50)

from h�j�
0
�
= ��

(2)
�
� � �

0
�
,S (r)j�i= e� r je� r�i,so(50)em bodiesanotherm eritofconstructing

the entangled state representation j�i. From the eigenvalue equations (19) we also see that the

eigenvalue ofx and y varies with B ,since

q
1

M 

= 1p

eB
,so the variation ofthe m agnetic �eld

intensity B isrelated to squeezing ofelectron’sorbittrack.Thusthe variation ofG aussian spatial

width param eter
p
� can also be interpreted as the change ofm agnetic �eld intensity

p
B :From

(43)-(44)we notice thatj
;"i
�
can be expressed asthe resultofthe squeezing operatoroperating

on the state j
;"i;i.e.

j
;"i
�
= S

� 1 (r)j
;"i; (51)

where

j
;"i � exp[�
1

4

�
�j"j

2 + j
j
2
=�
�
+ i


�=
p
� �

p
�"�

2
� + (52)

+

p
�"+ 
=

p
�

2
K + ]j00i;

is a norm alized two-m ode coherent state [25]for an electron in UM F,and we have dropped the

inconsequentialphasefactorexpf �� 1

4(1+ �)
("�
 � 
�")g in the resultofcalculating S� 1 (r)j
;"i:

9



5 Further explanation ofthe H usim ifunction

Using (52),(48)and (18)we seethatin the statej
 = 0;"= 0i
�
the varianceofelectron’sposition

x is

(�x)
2

� � h0;0jx
2
j0;0i

�
� (� h0;0jxj0;0i�)

2
= h0;0jS (r)x2S� 1 (r)j00i

=
1

2M 
�
h00j(K + + K � � i� + + i� � )

2
j00i=

1

M 
�
; (53)

while the variancesofpx is

(�p x)
2

= h00jS (r)p2xS
� 1 (r)j00i

=
�M 


8
h0;0j[� + + � � � iK + + iK � ]

2
j00i=

�M 


4
: (54)

O n the otherhand,j
;"i
�
iscom plete

1

4�2

Z

d
2
"

Z

d
2

 j
;"i

��
h
;"j= 1; (55)

so the Husim idensity

h j� h (
;";�)j i= jh j
;"i
�
j
2

(56)

isgiven by the projection ofthewavefunction onto the squeezed coherentstateslocalized in phase

spacewith a m inim um productofthe uncertainties

�p x =

r
�M 


4
; �x =

r
1

M 
�
; �x�p x =

1

2
: (57)

In thissense the G aussian spatialwidth param eter� =
2� px

M 
 � x
=

2� px

eB � x
playsthe role ofsqueezing-

param eter(note thatin the unitsof~ = c= 1;

q
2

eB
isthe m agnetic length.) Further,using (41)

wecan re-expressthem arginaldistribution (40)oftheHusim ifunction ofelectron’squantum state

j ias
Z

d2"

�
W h (
;";k)=

Z
d2"

�
j� h
;"j ij

2
: (58)

W e can also recast(36)as

Z
d2


�
W h (
;";�)=

Z
d2


�
j� h
;"j ij

2
: (59)

Eqs.(58)and (59)indicate the relationship between probability density ofj iin the � h
;"jrepre-

sentation and those in the entangled state h�jrepresentation.

6 H usim ifunctions ofsom e electron’s states

Eq. (41)bringsgreatconvenience to calculate Husim ifunctionsofvariouselectron’sstates. Using

the two-m odecoherentstate’scom pletenessrelation [25]-[27]

Z
d2z1d

2z2

�2
jz1;z2ihz1;z2j= 1; (60)

where

hz1;z2j = h00jexp

�

�
1

2

�
jz1j

2 + jz2j
2
�
+ z

�
1� � + z

�
2K �

�

; (61)

hz1;z2j� + = hz1;z2jz
�
1; hz1;z2jK + = hz1;z2jz

�
2;
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and (42)weim m ediately have

hz1;z2 j
;"i� =
2
p
�

1+ �
e
� (jz1j2+ jz2j2)=2

� expf�
1

1+ �
[
�j"j2

2
+
j
j2

2
� (�"+ 
)z�2 + i(�"� � 


�)z�1 � i(� � 1)z�1z
�
2]g:(62)

W e furthercalculatethe overlap

� h

0
;"

0
j
;"i

�
= � h


0
;"

0
j

Z
d2z1d

2z2

�2
jz1;z2ihz1;z2j
;"i�

=
4�

(1+ �)
2
expf�

1

2(1+ �)
[�j"j2 + j
j

2 + �j"
0
j
2 + j


0
j
2]g

�

Z
d2z1d

2z2

�2
expf� jz1j

2
� jz2j

2
�

1

1+ �
[� (�"0� + 


0�)z2 � i(�"0� 

0)z1

+ i(� � 1)z1z2 � (�"+ 
)z�2 + i(�"� � 

�)z�1 � i(� � 1)z�1z

�
2]g

= expf�
�

4
j"
0
� "j

2
�
j
0� 
j

2

4�
+
1

4
(
0�"� "

�


0+ 
"

0�
� "

0


�)

+
� � 1

4(1+ �)
("0�
0� "

0


0� + "


�
� "

�

)g; (63)

wherethethird and fourth term sin thelastexponentialareallpureim aginary,soweim m ediately

obtain the Husim ifunction ofj"0;
0i
k
;

� h"
0
;


0
j� h (";
;�)j"

0
;


0
i
�

= j� h";
j"
0
;


0
i
�
j
2

(64)

= exp

"

�
�

2
j"
0
� "j

2
�
j
0� 
j

2

2�

#

;

which isalso a G aussian broadened function.Further,using (50)-(52)and (12)we have

h�j
;"i
�

= h�jS
� 1 (r)j
;"i=

p
�

p

��
�
�
;"i

=
p
� expf�

1

4

�
�j"j

2 + j
j
2
=�
�
�
1

2
� j�j

2
� �

�

� � �"�

2

+ �
�"+ 


2
+

�=

p
� �

p
�"�

2


=
p
� +

p
�"

2
g

=
p
� expf

�

�
1

2
�

�

j"j
2 + j�j

2
�

+ � Re(�")+ iIm �
 + iIm "

�

�

; (65)

so the Husim ifunction ofthe electron’scoordinateeigenstatej�iis

h�j� h (
;";�)j�i= �j

p

��
�
�
;"ij2 = � expf� �j� � "

�
j
2
g; (66)

which is a G aussian. This is in sharply contrast with the W igner function ofj�i which can be

calculated by using (11)

h�j� B (
;")j�i � h�j

Z
d2�

0

�3

�
�"� � �

0
� 

"
� + �

0
�
�e


�
�
0�
� 
�

0

j�i (67)

=

Z
d2�

0

�
�
(2)

�
� � "

� + �
0
�
�
(2)

�
� � "

�
� �

0
�
e


�
�
0�
� 
�

0

=
1

4�
�
(2)

(� � "
�):
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From (11)we see"= � � i�� =

q
M 


2
(q1 + iq2);so

h�j� B (
;")j�i=
1

4�
�

 

�1 �

r
M 


2
q1

!

�

 

�2 +

r
M 


2
q2

!

; (68)

which isin consistentwith Eq.(18).Com paring(66)and (67)and recallthelim iting G aussian-form

ofDeltafunction wecan seeagain thatHusim ifunction istheG aussian-broadened version ofW igner

function:Nextweconsidera Landau state,

jn;m i=
� n
+ K

m
+

p
n!m !

j00i=
1

p
n!m !

@n

@zn
1

@m

@zm
2

e
z1� + e

z2K + j00ijz1= z2= 0 (69)

wheren;m = 0;1;2;:::;from (62)weknow

hn;m j
;"i
�

=
1

p
n!m !

@n

@z
�n
1

@m

@z� m
2

hz1;z2j
;"i� jz�1 = z
�

2
= 0 (70)

=
1

p
n!m !

hz1;z2j
2
p
�

1+ �
expf�

1

1+ �
[
�j"j2

2
+
j
j2

2
]g

@n

@z
�n
1

@m

@z� m
2

� expf
� 1

1+ �
[� (�"+ 
)z�2 + i(�"� � 


�)z�1 � i(� � 1)z�1z
�
2]gj00ijz�1 = z

�

2
= 0

=
im

p
n!m !

2
p
�

1+ �
expf�

1

1+ �
[
�j"j2

2
+
j
j2

2
]g

�

�
1� �

1+ �

� (m + n)=2

H m ;n

�
� (�"+ 
)
p
�2 � 1

;
� (�"� � 
�)
p
�2 � 1

�

:

whereH m ;n istwo-variableHerm ite polynom ial[28]whosede�nition is

H m ;n(x;y)=

m in(m ;n)X

l= 0

m !n!(� 1)l

l!(m � l)!(n � l)!
x
m � l

y
n� l

; (71)

(which isnota directproductoftwo independentsingle-variableHerm itepolynom ials).Thegener-

ating function ofH m ;n(x;y)is

1X

m ;n= 0

zm z0n

m !n!
H m ;n(x;y)= expf� zz0+ zx + z

0
yg; (72)

so

H m ;n (x;y)=
@m

@zm

@n

@z0n
e
� zz

0
+ zx+ z

0
y
jz= z0= 0 (73)

Thusthe Husim ifunction ofjn;m iis

hn;m j� h (
;";�)jn;m i = jhn;m j
;"i
�
j
2

=
1

n!m !

4�

(1+ �)
2

�
1� �

1+ �

� n+ m

exp

�

�
�j"j2 + j
j2

1+ �

�

�

�
�
�
�H m ;n

�
� (�"+ 
)
p
�2 � 1

;
� (�"� � 
�)
p
�2 � 1

��
�
�
�

2

: (74)

7 Squeezing ofH usim ifunction by variation ofm agnetic �eld

12



In (48) we have m entioned that the variation ofm agnetic �eld intensity m ay cause squeezing of

orbit track of electron’s m otion. Let the corresponding squeezing operator is S (�);in the j�i

representation itisexpressed by (see Appendix)

S (�)=

Z
d2�

��
j�=�ih�j: (75)

Underthe squeezing transform the W igneroperatorchanges

S (�)� B (
;")S� 1 (�)=

Z
d2�

�3

�
�
�
�
"�

�
� �

� �
"�

�
+ �

�
�
�
�e

�(

�
�
�
� 
�) = � B (�
;"=�): (76)

From (30)we seethatthe Husim ioperatorbecom es

S (�)� h (
;";k)S
� 1 (�) = 4

Z

d
2


0
d
2
"
0� B (�
0;"0=�)exp

"

� � j"� "
0
j
2
�
j
 � 
0j

2

�

#

= � h

�
�
;"=�;k�2

�
: (77)

weagain seethesqueezing param eter� isequivalentto theG aussian broaden param eter1=
p
k:(77)

and (41)indicates

S (�)j
;"i
�
= j�
;"=�i

��2 : (78)

From (31)we seethe Husim ifunction ofthe lowestLandau state is

h00j� h (
;";k)j00i=
4�

(1+ �)
2
expf�

�

1+ �
j"j

2
�

1

1+ �
j
j

2
g: (79)

Using (41),(51),(77) and (79) we im m ediately obtain the Husim ifunction ofsqueezed Landau

vacuum state,

h00jS (�)� h (
;";�)S
� 1 (�)j00i= h00j� h

�
�
;"=�;��2

�
j00i (80)

=
4��2

(1+ ��2)
2
expf�

�

��2 + 1
j"j

2
�

�2

��2 + 1
j
j

2
g:

In sum m ary,forthe�rsttim ewehaveintroduced theHusim ioperator� h (
;";�)forelectron in

UM F,and shown � h (�;�;�)= j�;�i
��
h�;�j;i.e.the Husim ioperatoractually isa pure squeezed

coherentstateprojector.Thenorm ally ordered form ofHusim ioperatorarealso derived which pro-

videsuswith an operatorversion to exam inevariouspropertiesoftheHusim idistribution.W ehave

in m any waysdem onstrated that Husim i(m arginal)distributionsare G aussian-broadened version

oftheW igner(m arginal)distributions.Throughoutthepaperwehavefully em ployed thetechnique

ofintegration within an ordered productofoperatorsand the entangled state representation,each

ofthem seem san e�cientm ethod forstudying quantum statisticalphysics[30].

8 A ppendix

Using (12)the IW O P technique wecan deriveS (�)
0
snorm alordering [29],

S (�) =

Z
d2�

��
j�=�ih�j=

Z
d2�

��
: expf�

1

2
j�j

2

�

1+
1

�2

�

+ �

�

K � � i
� +

�

�

+ �
�

�
K +

�
+ i� �

�

+ i� + K + � i� � K � � K + K � � � + � � g:

=
2�

1+ �2
: exp

�
2�2

1+ �2

�

K � � i
� +

�

� �
K +

�
+ i� �

�

� (K � � i� + )(K + + i� � )

�

:

= sechfexp(i� + K + tanhf)exp[(K + K � + � + � � )lnsechf]exp(i� � K � tanhf);
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where � = ef;we can say that the classicaldilation � ! �

�
m aps into the squeezing operator

S (�):(75)again realizesDirac’sstatem entthatthesym bolicm ethod can \expressthephysicallaw

in a neatand conciseway".

R eferences

[1]K .v.K litzing,G .Dorda and M .Pepper,Phys.Rev.Lett.45,494 (1980);D.C.Tsui,H.L.

Storm erand A.C.G ossard,Phys.Rev.Lett.48,1559 (1982);R.B.Laughlin,Phys.Rev.Lett.

50,1395 (1983)

[2]R.B.Laughlin,Phys.Rev.Lett.,50 (1983)1395;ibid.60 (1988)1057;Science242 (1988)525;

Rev.M od.Phys.71 (1999)863 ;Phys.Rev.B 23 (1981)5632

[3]S.M .G irvin and TerrenceJach,Phys.Rev.B 28 (1983)4506.

[4]F.D.M .Haldane,in TheQ uantum HallE�ect,eds.R.E.Prangeand S.M .G irvin (Springer-

Verlag,1987).Seee.g.,T.Charkraborty,P.Pietil�ainen,TheQ uantum HallE�ects(Fractional

and Integral),2nd edn.(Springer-Verlag,1995)and referencestherein.

[5]L.D.Landau,Z.Phys.,(1930) 64; L.D.Landau and E.M .Lifshitz,Q uantum M echanics

Pergam on Press,1977

[6]M .H.Johnson and B.A.Lippm ann,Phys.Rev.76 (1946)828

[7]Hong-yiFan,Phys.Lett.A,126 (1987)150;A 301 (2002)153;Hong-YiFan,Zhen-Shan Yang,

Nai-Le Liu,Phys.Lett.A 249 (1998) 133;HongyiFan and Jingxian Lin,Phys.Lett.A 267

(2000)194

[8]Hong-yiFan,Intern.J.M od.Phys.B 18 (2004)2771;Fan Hong-yiand J.R.K lauder,Phys.

Rev.A49 (1994)704;Hong-yiFan and Yue Fan,Phys.Rev.A 54 (1996)958

[9]P.A.M .Dirac,ThePrincipleofQ uantum M echanics4th ed.(O xford University Press,1958).

[10]E.W igner,Phys.Rev.40 (1932)749;H.W eyl,Z.Phys.46 (1927)1

[11]R.F.O ’Connelland E.P.W igner,Phys.Lett.A 83 (1981)145;M .Hillery,R.F.O ’Connell,

M .O .Scully and E.P.W igner,Phys.Rep.106 (1984)121-167;K .Vogeland H.Risken,Phys.

Rev.A 40 (1989)2847;D.T.Sm ithey,M .Beck and M .G .Raym er,Phys.Rev.Lett.70,1244

(1993);A.W unsche,J.M od.O ptics44,2293 (1997);47,33 (2000).

[12]G .S.Agawaland E.W olf,Phys.Rev.D2 (1972)2161;2187;2206;V.Bu�zek and P.L.K night,

Prog.O pt.34 (1995)1-158;V.Bu�zek,C.H.K eiteland P.L.K night,Phys.Rev.A 51 (1995)

2575;V.V.Dodonov and V.I.M an’ko,Theory ofNonclassicalStatesofLight,2003,by Taylor

& Francis,New York

[13]O .T.Serim aa,J.Javanainen and S.Varro,Phys.Rev.A33,2913 (1986).

[14]H.-Y.Fan and Z.-S.Yang,M od.Phys.Lett.A 13,2679 (1998).

[15]H.-Y.Fan,Phys.Lett.A 301,153 (2002).

[16]R.P.Feynm an,StatisticalPhysics,W .A.Benjam in,1972

[17]Fan Hongyi,H.R.Zaidiand J.R.K lauder,Phys.Rev.D 35 (1987)1831;Fora review,see J.

O pt.Phys.B:Q uan.& Sem iclass.O pt.5 (2003)R147-R163

[18]A.W �unsche,J O ptB:Q uantum Sem iclass.O pt.1 (1999)R11-21

[19]Hong-yiFan and H.R.Zaidi,Phys.Lett.A 124 (1987)303

14



[20]K .Husim i,Proc.Phys.M ath.Soc.Jpn.22 (1940)264

[21]Hong-yiFan and Yan-liYang,Phys.Lett.A 353 (2006)439

[22]Hong-yiFan and Q in G uo,Phys.Lett.A 358 (2006),203-210

[23]Hong-yiFan,Phys.Rev.A 65 (2002)064102

[24]See e.g.,G .M .D’Ariano,M .G .Rassetti,J.K atrieland A.I.Solom on 1989 Squeezed and

NonclassicalLighted P.Tom besiand E.R.Pike(New York:Plenum )p 301;V.Bu�zek,J.M od.

O pt.37 (1990) 303;R.Loudon and P.L.K night,J.M od.O pt.34 (1987) 709.M .O rszag,

Q uantum O ptics, Springer-Verlag, 2000, Berlin; W olfgang P.Schleich, Q uantum O ptics in

PhaseSpace,W iley-Vch,Berlin,2001 ;M .O .Scully and M .S.Zubairy,Cam bidge University

Press,1997;D.F.W alls and G .J.M ilburn,Q uantum O ptics,Springer-Verlag,Berlin,1994;

For a very recent review,see V.V.Dodonov,J.O pt.B:Q uantum Sem iclass.O pt.4 (2002)

R1-R33

[25]A.Feldm an and A.H.K ahn,Phys.Rev.B1,4584 (1970).

[26]J.R.K lauderand B.S.Skargerstam ,CoherentStates,W orld Scienti�c,1985.

[27]R.J.G lauber,Phys.Rev.130 (1963)2529;131 2766

[28]A.Erdelyi,Higher TranscendentalFunctions,(The Batem an M anuscript Project),1953 (New

York:M cG raw-Hill)

[29]Hong-yiFan and Yong Ren,M od.Phys.Lett.B 10 (1996)523;Hong-yiFan and Yan Zhang,

M od.Phys.Lett.B 11 (1997)239

[30]Hong-yiFan,Ann.ofPhys.(2006)in press

15


	Introduction
	Wigner operator in entangled state representation and its marginal distributions
	Husimi operator: normally ordered form; the marginal distributions of Husimi distribution function
	The Husimi operator as a pure squeezed coherent state density operator
	Further explanation of the Husimi function
	Husimi functions of some electron's states
	Squeezing of Husimi function by variation of magnetic field
	Appendix

