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Hall conductance of two-band systems in a quantized field
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Kubo formula gives a linear response of a quantum systemttred fields, which are classical and weak
with respect to the energy of the system. In this work, we thkequantum nature of the external field into
account, and define a Hall conductance to characterizertbarlresponse of a two-band system to the quantized
field. The theory is then applied to topological insulata€amparisons with the traditional Hall conductance
are presented and discussed.
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I. INTRODUCTION wise stationary observable, say current. The goal for usign t
work is to answer the following question: When the field is

. . . i ield?
The integer quantum Hallféect(IQHE) is manifested by guantized, how a quantum system responses to that field~

a remarkably precise quantization of the transverse conduc 1he answer to this question is not trivial. Firstly, this an-
tance in two-dimensional electron systems in presence of 8er conceptually contributes to the broader question of ho
strong perpendicular magnetic field. Its discoveryf1, 23 ha quantum systems respond to a quantized driving. A sim-
had profound implications for the understanding of matterPl€ Setting is provided by a two-band model (that can de-
and it may find potential applications in quantum informa-Scribe TIs) driven by a single mode electromagnetic field
tion processing[3]. The integer quantum Haflegts can be with freql_Je_ncyu, with the Hall current denoting the response
understood in the single particle framewoiK[4, 5]: Chargeoto _the o!nvmg. Secondly, the answer extends the_theor)_/ of
particles in a magnetic field form Landau levels with energy@diabatic response of quantum systems undergoing unitary
splitting that is proportional to the strength of the magmet €volution[13[ 14] to bipartite quantum systems consistifig

field, and when an integer number of Landau levels are fillegduantum system and a quantum driving field [15-18]. Asare-
the Hall conductance is quantized and characterized by theHlt; the presented formalism opens a remarkable new area fo
TKNN number(6] that is now treated as a topological invarian "€Sponse theory, where condensed matter physics and quan-
called Chern number. This topological understanding of thdum optics meet.
IQHE is a remarkable step of progress, opening up the field

of topological electronic states in condensed matter isysi

Later, Haldané|7] found that a periodic 2D honeycomb lattic

without net magnetic flux can in principle support a similar

integer quantum Hallféect. This result suggested that cer-

tain materials, other than the 2D electron gas under magneti As a starting point, let us consider a generic two-band
field, can have topologically non-trivial electronic baridis- ~ Hamiltonian,

tures, which can be characterized by a non-zero Chern num-

ber. Such materials are called topological insulators now. Ho(K) = d(K) - & + e(K) - 1, (1)

In contrast to ordinary band insulators, topological
insulator{9=11] comes with gapless chiral edge states thagherel is the 2x 2 identity matrix,& = (o7, oy, ) are Pauli

each carries a quantum of conductanﬁe, The number of  matrices (k) andd(K) depend on the materials under study
edge states is mathematically given by the value of the toposng determine its band structure. The two bands may describe
logical invariant, namely the Chern number, that can oy asgigrerent physical degrees of freedom. If they are the com-

sume integer values similar to winding numbers. The intege nents of a spin/2 electron,(T(IZ) stands for the spin-orbit
nature of the Chern number is what makes the edge states, a gupling. If they denote the orbital degrees of freedomem th

hence the quantization of the conductivity. _ d(K) represents the hybridization between bands. The discus-
Physically, the quantized conductance can be derived byjon pelow is completely independent of the physical inter-

linear response theor)_/. In the context of quantum steﬂ;i,stic_pretation of the Hamiltonian Eq(1), and leads to a general
the exposition of the linear response theory can be found gy malism regarding the two-band system.

the paper by Ryogo Kublo[12], which defines particularly the . . P o
Kubo formula. This formula gives a linear response of quan- In the next section, we will specify(k) andd(k) to exam-

tum systems to external classical fields. Particularlypit-c ine the response of a concrete quantum system to a quantum

siders the response to a classically electric filed of anrethe driving field. In the presence of a electromagnetic field eepr
sented by vector potentidl of frequencyw, by changing the

crystal momentumk — (k — €A), we can still use the two-
band model to describe the system in the field. In the weak
*Corresponding address: yixx@nenu.edu.cn field limit, we may expend the Hamiltonian up to the first or-

II. FORMALISM
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derinA,

H = Ho(K - +A) = Ho(K) - 2

Z (Vd; - A) - 7.

] X,Y,Z

In the Hilbert space spanned by the eigenstates,ofatisfy-
iNngozl M) =+ M, o ) =
corresponding eigenstates ldf(K) take,s. = (k) = |dl and
le.) = cosge | M) +sing| U), le-) = singe™| 1y —cosg| ).

Here,|d| = ,/d2 + dz + dz, cosd = l%il and tarp = Z*

Taking the field to be in thx—direction,ﬁ_z (Ax, 0,0), and
decomposing the field in a mean amplitugl@nd a quantum
part,6e(a’ + a), i.e.,

Ay = Ext = Et + 6e(a’ + a)t, (3)
we write the Hamiltonian as,
H = |dirz + (gcles M- 1€ + h.c.)
+ [gq|s+><.9,|(a"'e’imt +ae!) + h.c.]. (4)
Hereg: = ieE(e.|55), Gq = i80e(e|Ge). o = leaXe-l,

7_ = 7., andr, = |e.)e,| — |le_Xe_|. E andsg are reala’

-| 1), the eigenvalues and the

Under the rotating-wave approximation(RWA), the eigen-
state and the corresponding eigenvalues take,

a,i ) j:
EDy, = cosfqe'ﬁﬂE )®|n>+sm |E°>®|n+1> (6)
- A g = qaf - - 3
where cosyg = et @y = ag —m tanfy = xey,
andA = 2ES — hiw. [n) denotes a Fock state of the field. The

results beyond the RWA will be given in Appendix Using the

. 1 6H(|2) . ' od;
relationvy = # —, we easily findv, = +Z, XY,z ;wk T

Then they—component of the average velocny in stiﬁé) is
given by,

Vy

n<Eq|Vy|Eq>n
si? 23

- COSa'q R(sinace 'ﬁ°(g+|vy|g,)).

(E°|vy|E ) + co& q<EE|vy|EE>

()

Consider the system under an external electric figld+ 0
without magnetic field. The dc current densj{E, 6, n) =
(E Jg,n) can be then obtained from the equation given

anda stands for the creation and annihilation operator of thQabove by,

guantum part of the field.

In terms of eigenstates dfl; defined byH, = |J|rZ +
(9cles Xe_|€“t + h.c.), the Hamiltonian can be rewritten as,

H= Z ESIES)(ES| + hwa'a+n(@’ + @) ES)ES| +h.c.. (5)

j=+-

Here, n = -gqcos $ee + gysi’ $ef, ES =

+ /(1 - 22)2 + [go2, [ES) = cos%eFels,) + sin%[s_), and

ac B ac _ 2d-hw
[ES) = sin%efele,) — cos%le ). cosac = m,
tanB: = J(gc)/R(ge) with J(...) and R(...) denoting the
imaginary and real part of.(), respectively.

EE

Opn = ——

idkydk, 0 cosay
(2r)2  on

Noticing that the Berry curvature of the lower bare band

s defined by, (R) = i|(51%) - (%1%, we find that

o is simply the BZ integral of the Berry curvature weighted

by the factoracg—:%

n=0
Consider a limit oA > 4J5|*(n+1), cosyg ~ -1, then

2,
CEALC. Here, we assum&Z- independent ok, and

2y(n+1)
A2

onp =

Cn denotes the Chern number of bgad). This suggests that
In fact

o behaves like the conventional Hall conductance.

dkydky

JY(E_’ 0g.n) =—e (27.[)2 y|m~>0

(8)

For the quantum part of the field, a linear response of the sys-
tem to the photon number in the field is then defined by,

6J(E 5E, n)l ©)

n n—0’

After some straightforward algebra, and expandingup to
the first order irg, we have

|==) = (15|

Os_ Os_ Oe_ Oe_
[<a_kx Ok’ ok Oky (10)

as will be seen below, the response of the two-band system to
the photon number in the field witnesses the transition point
of the system.

In addition, we may define a response of the topological in-

. Discussions on Eq[{1L0) are in order. sulator to the mean amplitude of the field, taking the quantum

part of the field into account. Namely, define

dj(E. 6e,n)

oq= 5 (12)

E=0

to characterize the response of the two-band system to the



classical part of the field. Simple algebra shows that,=

%fd(';g'? COSa/aQ;y(E). A limiting case forog is thato. =

_ 9i(Ese.n)
O—q|§E:O =T E

B quantifies the linear response of the
E=6£=0 _

insulator to the mean amplitude without quantum fields.
Clearly, withég = 0 andw — 0, we havep = 0 and

cosag = 1. In this case, sia. =~ % ando reduces to the
well-known result,

oc = ¢ [ddly, (K).
h (2r)2 ™Y

We should notice that. is exactly the conventional Hall con-
ductance, whilery can be understood as the Hall conductance
under the influence of quantum fluctuations. In this sense, w
interpreto as the Hall conductance in quantized fields, anc
o quantifies the response of the two-band system to photo
number of the field. In the next section, we will exemplify

these responses with concrete examples.
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FIG. 2: (color online) (a) Hall conductaneg(in units of€?/h) as
a function ofes. 6g = 0.3 meV/nm, n = 4. For comparison, the
conventional Hall conductance (red-dashed line) is alewah (b)

. EXAMPLES Averaged Hall conductance, as a function oks. o, is defined as

For an explicit discussion on the Hall conductance, we firs
consider the following choices af(lz, dy = sinky,dy =
sinky,d; = 2 — cosky, — cosky — e 21]. Physically, this
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FIG. 1: (Color online)o, (in units of %), which quantifies the re-
sponse of the system to the quantized part of field, as a amofieg
in a model withd, = sink,, d, = sink, d, = 2 — cosky — cosk, — &s.

Oa= 2 Z}\‘Zl o4(0L), wheresL denotes thg—th random value o

tfrom [-0.3,0.3]. HereN = 50. (T(R) is the same as in Fiff] 1.

[@. We find that the phase transition points, i®.= 0,2,4

remain unchanged. In contrast with the well known Hall con-
ductancer. shown in Fig.[2 (red dashed lines), is not a
constant in regions, & e; < 2,2 < e < 4,65 < 0 and

es > 4. This results from the Weigh%% in the integral of
Eqg. (I0). Physically, the weight plays the role of distribat
function, which is not a constant and depend&grk, andes

in this model. Fig.[R showse, oa andoq as a function of

es, Whereo, is defined asry = ﬁZNzl (rq(éjE). 6jE denotes

/’ the j—th value ofsg randomly chosen fromH0.3, 0.3], that

is, o is defined as an average ovigr chosen randomly in
interval [-0.3, 0.3]. Two observations can be made. (1) Quan-
tum fluctuations suppress the Hall conductanggbut they

do not change the phase transition pointsi2)s very close

to o, suggesting that the quantum fields (fluctuations of the
classical field) have smallffiect on the Hall conductance on
average.

The second example we will take to illustrate the con-
ductances is a two-dimensional lattice in a magnetic field
[22]. The tight-binding Hamiltonian for such a lattice take
H=-t,3 Xc]Tciei"ii —tp Y yc}qei"ii, wherec; is the usual

(8), (8),

The other parameters chosen &ge= 0.3 me\/nm, E=0.1meVnm.  fermion operator on the lattice. The phagg = -6 rep-

resents the magnetic flux through the lattice. Whee 0,

model can be interpreted as a tight-binding model desagibin the single band is doubly degenerate. The term with the
a magnetic semiconductor with Rashba type spin-orbit coutiamiltonian gives the coupling between the two branches of
pling, spin dependentfiective mass and a uniform magneti- the dispersion. Consider two branches which are coupled by

zation onz—direction. It has been showin|21] that = 1 for

[ll-th order perturbation, the gaps open and the size of the gap

O<es<2,0.=-1for2<es<4,ando. =0fores<0and due to this coupling is the order dj‘ The dfective Hamil-
e > 4. tonian then take the form of Eql](1) with = ¢ cosky, dy =

With respect to the photon numberthe Hall conductance 9 Sinky, d, = 2ta coskx + 2rmp/d), wherep, g are integersy

oy, defined in Eq. [(B) is plotted as a function &f in Fig.

is proportional to (is the order ofd'.
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FIG. 3: (Color online)o, (in units of%) as a function ot,. In this
model,dy = §cosky,d, = §sinky,d, = 2t,cosky + 2rmp/q). The
other parameters afe = 0.3 meV/nm, E=0.1meVnm,m=1,p =
1,g=4,6 =001 meV.

FIG. 4. (color online) (a) Hall conductanaey as a function of
ta. For comparison, the conventional Hall conductangeis also
plotted. The model isly = 6 cosky,d, = §sinky,d, = 2t, cosky +

2rmp/q). The other parameters chosen age= 0.3 meV/nm. (b)

Averaged Hall conductanae, versust,. o, is defined in the same
way as in Fig.[R.6e is randomly chosen from [-0.3,0.3] m@n
From Fig.[3, we observe that, is very small, but it can for 50 times. The other parameters chosen for both (a) aneréb)
witness the phase transition points. Hif. 4 shows the converim = 1,p = 1, = 4,6 = 0.01 meV,n = 4. All conductances are
tional Hall conductance, the Hall conductanceq subject  plotted in units ofZ.
to the quantized field, and the averaged Hall conducteance
as a function ot,. We find that the transition points remain _
unchanged, but the Hall conductance is slightly changed. Thspectrum withée # 0. The interactions parameterized By
features observed from Fid.] 3 and Figl 4 support the conanddg enlarge the band gaps. So, the topological nature of
clusions made in Fig.l1 and Fifll 2. These observations sughe system remains unchanged.
gests that the quantum Halfect can be taken as a method to
determine the fine structure constant even in the presence

quantum fluctuations. 15 7 15 7] 15
It is worth noticing that all hall conductance includibg,
o ando, are zero whett = 0, since in this case, 1 1 1
_ . (0% (07
v, = sir? 7“°<e+|vy|e+> + cog 7‘*°<e_|vy|a_> =0. 05 05 05
Hereaq = aa(E_ = 0). In other words, a quantized field can 0 [5 0 LTj 0 m“

not induce current in the system. This feature is reminiscen
of the which-way experiment[19, 20] that an attempt to gain

information about the path taken by the particle inevitakly 05 05 05

duces the visibility of the interference pattern. Here tharg

tum field can record the information of the path, while the -1 -1 1

classical field can not. Indeed, observing Elq.(7), we find tha

the current induced by the external field is very similar t® th 15 —~ .15 -1.5
interference patten in the which-way experiment, where 0 k:I 5 0 kac 5 0 k}c 5

and|e_) play the role of the two paths.

Consider the case without photon in the field and neglect
the vacuum fect, i.e.,n = 0 andw = 0, the change in Hall FIG. 5: (Color online) Energy spectrum (in units of meV) ogth
conductances (with respect to the conventional Hall conducsystem in the first example. The other parametersare 1.5meV.
tance) can be understood as a consequence of band mixing= E = 0.3 meVnm,n=0,0w =0.
caused by the quantum field, since the bulk band gaps remain
open, see Fid.]5. In Fig] 5, we plot the energy spectrum of the The result changes whem # 0 andw # 0. The quan-
system in the first exampleEy denotes the spectrum of the tized field (or the photon field) can change the topology of
systemHg without external fieldsE. stands for the spectrum the system, see Fid.6. It is possible to switch between dif-
of the system in the external field witlz = 0, andE, is the  ferent topological phases by changing the photon number and



the frequency, which may induces more avoid-crossing point

as depicted in Figl6. This observation is confirmed by an ai
conductancery(w), which is defined in the same way ag
but without the limitation ofv — 0in Eq. [8).
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o d FIG. 7: (Color online) Hall conductanceq(w) ( in units of %)
againstes at various frequencies of the external field. In this plot,
dx = sinky,dy, = sink,,d, = 2 — cosk, — cosk, — es. The other
) ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ parameters ar& = 0.3 meV/nm, Ex = 0.1 meV/nm,n = 4.
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kx conductance are introduced to quantify this response. ¥wo e
amples are presented to exemplify the theory. Physics dehin
the findings is revealed and discussed.

FIG. 6: (Color online) The same as Fig. 5, but with= 2,n = 1.
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Appendix A: The result beyond the RWA

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION . . . .
In this APPENDIX, we will present discussions on the re-

sults beyond the Rotating-wave approximation (RWA). We

The two-band model may describe topological msulatorsStart with the Hamiltonian in the maintext,

which is realized by using either condensed mattér[23] &t co
atoms setting@4].. The single mode field enters the systemy — Z ES|ES)(ES| + hwa'a+n(a’ +a)|ES)(ES| + h.c. (Al)
via a vector potential. The single photon mode is realized
in a quantum LC circuit[d5] or is selected from a ladder of
cavity models by placing a dispersive element into the gaivt Notations are the same as in the maintext. To solve this Hamil
of which the reflective index is wave-vector dependent. Tuntonian, we transfornt into an efective Hamiltonian,

ing frequencyw and the coupling of the field with ITs is pos- .

sible by changing the dielectric constant. The Hall conducHerr = €°He™ Z ESIESKES + hwa'a+ g'alES )(E| + h.c.
tance (equivalently the Chern number) can be probed through j==

==

a Thouless type[26]. The photon number may be tuned by a %) 50) (A2)
real-time quantum feedback procedure that generates on dE€€,S= 7 s Tx(a - @) - e Ty(@' — @), and

mand and stabilizes photon number states by reversing the c

effects of decoherence-induced quantum juﬁﬁs[Z?]. Alter- ’— 4E (A3)
natively, the photon number may be tuned via changing the 2ES + how

coupling constant, since the square root of the photon numb
vn + 1 always appears with the coupling constant

In summary, we have introduced the response of a two-band qu G pice g
system to a quantized single-mode field. Three types of Hall ~ |E&)n = 00579' IED @M +sin— D @n+ 1),

She eigenstates of thdfective Hamiltonian are then,



6

and |Eﬁ>;1 is filled, we may calculate the current and the Hall con-
, , ductance discussed above. Obviously, the Hall conductance
IE9y, = Sinﬁeiﬂa|Ec> ®n) — COS%IEC) ®@n+ 1) takes the same formula excegjt The diference betweeany,
— + — ’ c
2 2 andayq originates from the coupling constagit = %n.
with g being defined by, For points{k} satisfying (resonant conditionE? = hw, we
. haveg = 7, i.e., no diferenceg’ andn at these resonant
cosa. = (2ES — hw) . points. However, for thefé-resonant pointgy’ andn might be
a9 JAZ+ 4g/12(n+ 1) very different, which can lead to flierent topological phases.

andA = (2ES — hw). The corresponding eigenenergies are
denoted byEY (n) and EY (n), respectively. Assuming band
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