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In this work we describe semiclassical states in graphene under a constant perpendicular magnetic
field by constructing coherent states in the Barut-Girardello sense. Since we want to keep track of
the angular momentum, the use of the symmetric gauge and polar coordinates seemed the most
logical choice. Different classes of coherent states are obtained by means of the underlying algebra
system, which consists of the direct sum of two Heisenberg-Weyl algebras. The most interesting
cases are a kind of partial coherent states and the coherent states with a well-defined total angular
momentum.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The system of a charged particle in a magnetic field is, together with the harmonic oscillator, one of the most studied
problems in quantum mechanics. However, it is still the center of a renewed interest due to its recent applications in
quantum dots and other active research fields [1-5]. Fock was the first to find the solution for the physical problem of
a spinless charged particle moving in the x — y plane, under the simultaneous action of both, a uniform perpendicular
magnetic field B, and an isotropic oscillator potential V (z,%). The minimal coupling time independent Schrédinger
Hamiltonian of this physical system [6, 7] reads in the International System of Units (SI):
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where M and q are, respectively, the mass and charge of the quantum particle and, according to the so-called symmetric

gauge [7, 8], the vector potential is

. . B . o .
A= Bx%>§kym@ B =V x A= Byk. (2)
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Landau solved the problem (1) for V' = 0 by choosing the gauge A= By(—y,0,0), which nowadays is named after
him, and introduced the so-called Landau levels [9]. His work revealed that under precise considerations, the study
of a charge in a constant magnetic field reduces to solving the harmonic oscillator equation. Therefore, as Malkin
and Man’ko found [10], it is natural to build its coherent states as two-dimensional generalizations of Glauber’s ones
[11]. After these results, many research lines were developed focusing on different aspects of two-dimensional coherent
states [12-18] and the importance of magnetic translation operators [19-23].
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On the other hand, it is well known that graphene is a material that since its discovery has exhibited interesting
electronic properties which have motivated many publications, mainly due to their potential applications in the design
of electronic devices. Basically, graphene consists in a sheet of carbon atoms arranged on a honeycomb lattice [24-26],
in which the dynamics of lower-energy electrons is described by a (2+1) dimensional massless Dirac-like equation
with an effective velocity, vr, 300 times smaller than the velocity of light ¢, due to the existence of a linear dispersion
relation close to the Dirac points. Thus, under these conditions, electrons in graphene behave as zero-mass Dirac
particles and give rise to many relativistic phenomena, such as Klein tunneling [27], Hall efect [24, 26, 28], and
Zitterbewegung [29-31]. The interaction of conducting electrons of graphene with magnetic or electric fields, as a
way of controlling or confining them, has attracted growing interest. In particular, many authors have addressed the
magnetic confinement of electrons in many different configurations, like square well magnetic barriers [32, 33], radial
magnetic fields [34], magnetic fields corresponding to solvable potentials [35, 36], smooth inhomogeneous magnetic
fields [37-43], etc. In this context, following Malkin and Man’ko’s ideas [10], one can try to build the coherent states
for such a kind of systems considering, in principle, homogeneous perpendicular magnetic fields. A first attempt in
that direction was given in [44], where coherent states were constructed assuming the Landau gauge A= Bpzj, and
working with the time-independent Dirac-Weyl (DW) equation near to one of the Dirac points, namely K,

How¥(z,) = vp & - (5+ eA) W(a,y) = B¥(z,y), 3)

being ¢ = (04, 0y, 0) the Pauli matrices and ¢ = —e the charge of the electron (e > 0). In this situation, the coherent
states are described by wave functions that correspond to a system that has a translational symmetry along the y
direction.

In the present work we want to build coherent states of graphene under a constant magnetic field in the sense
of Barut-Girardello [45], but we will study their rotational invariance by means of the symmetric gauge (2). In
Section II, the Dirac-Weyl equation (3) in the symmetric gauge and its associated algebraic structure are discussed,
in particular its energy spectrum and eigenfunctions. In Section III, families of partial and two-dimensional coherent
states in graphene are obtained as eigenstates of two independent generalized annihilation operators, A~ and B~.
The corresponding probability and current densities, as well as the mean energy are also evaluated. In Section IV,
coherent states with a fixed total angular momentum are built as eigenstates of the operator K= = A™B~. Our final
conclusions are presented in Section V.

II. DIRAC-WEYL HAMILTONIAN
Using the symmetric gauge given in (2), the stationary DW equation (3) is rewritten as
eB, eB
How (o) = e (7. (p2 = “300) +, (i + 50 ) ) Wap) = EWG) (4

If we introduce the magnetic length parameter (¢g) and the so-called cyclotron frequency in this context (w) as

h \/ivp

lp = E, w = ?7 (5)
Eq. (4) can be expressed in the form
0 —iA~
HDW\IJ(xay) :hw ’LAJF 0 \I/(.’E,y) :E\I/(.’E,y), (6)

where the pseudo-spinor eigenfunctions are chosen as

¢1 (.T, y)
U(z,y)=1{ . , 7
( y) < ¢ 1/’2 (1‘7 y) ( )
and the mutually adjoint operators A%, satisfying the commutation relation that corresponds to the Heisenberg-Weyl
algebra of the harmonic oscillator

[A=, AT] =1, (8)
are defined by
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Then, the eigenvalue equation (6) gives rise to two coupled equations:

A_’(/J2($7y) = 6’@/]1(5(},:/;), A+1/’1(3?,y) :6¢2($7y)7 6E'E/(hw)' (10)

After decoupling the expressions above, we obtain the following dimensionless equations for each pseudo-spinor com-
ponent

Hipr (z,y) = A~ Aty (2, y) = E1¢1 (2, ), Hotho(z,y) = AT A a(z,y) = Exa(m, ), (11)

where H1, Ho are effective Schrodinger-like Hamiltonians and the effective energy is

B 2
51 = 82 = 62 = (m) . (12)

Due to (8), expressions (11)—(12) are in fact the equations of two displaced harmonic oscillators, H; = Ha + 1, with
energies given by

gl,nfl = 52,71 =n, n Z ]-7 52,0 = 07 (13)
so that spectrum of the DW equation (6) is
E,=+hwyn, n=01,2,..., (14)

with the positive (negative) sign corresponding to the conduction (valence) band, and w the cyclotron frequency given
in (5).

A. Algebraic treatment

Next, we want to construct the eigenfunctions in an algebraic way by computing the symmetries and other relevant
operators. Since the problem has a geometrical rotational symmetry around the z-axis, it is convenient to express the
Hamiltonians ;, j = 1,2, together with other operators in polar coordinates (r,6). Thus,

0 2 1 Lo i L 5 (1)1
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By introducing the dimensionless variable ¢ defined as
r
£= \[TgBa (16)
the corresponding eigenvalue equations take the form
1 1 1 . i
Hithy(6,0) = § (— (ag + g0+ 5283> — 2idp + &% +2(-1) 1) b;(€,0) = E15(€,6). (17)

This set of differential equations reminds the well known Fock-Darwin system [6, 7, 46]. Both Hamiltonians #; can
also be factorized in terms of two new differential operators B* that are obtained following the factorization procedure

given in [47, 48]:
6) i0p il h . h
gt = SRF0) <:F3§++€> =F e (et gmy) Filpy—5m2))- (18)
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Then, it is easily checked that
Hi=B B"+L., Hy=B'B™ +L., (19)

where L, = (xpy — ypz) / = —i0y denotes the z-component of the angular momentum operator in cartesian coordi-
nates.

The two operators B¥ constitute a second set of boson operators that commute with the previous set, A* given in
(9), which in polar coordinates have the following expressions

AF = Lp(;w) (q:ag - % + 5) . (20)



Therefore,
[B=,BY]=1, [A*,Bf]=0, [A% BF]=0. (21)
From the factorizations (11) in terms of A* and (19) in terms of B¥, it follows that L. can be expressed as
L,=AYA" -B*'B~ (22)
and satisfies the commutation relations
(L., A*] = £A*, [L.,B¥] = ¥B*. (23)

This implies that A" increases and A~ decreases the eigenvalues of each H; in one unit so that they act as ladder
operators. On the other hand, the two operators B commute with both #; and Hs, and constitute a pair of
symmetries. The operators B* are related to the so-called magnetic translation operators [19-21], which generate the
translation of the center of the classical circular orbits. This fact will be discussed in the following section for the
first family of partial coherent states. In addition, it is easily checked that the operators AT and A~, acting on an
eigenstate of L, respectively increases or decreases its eigenvalue in one unity; the operators B* have the opposite
effect.

B. Eigenstates

Now, we consider the corresponding number and angular momentum operators
N=ATA", M =BTB™, L,=N- M, (24)

which commute among themselves. Therefore, the eigenstates 1; of the Hamiltonians H; can be labeled by means of
two positive integer numbers m,n € Z U {0} that correspond to the eigenvalues of the number operators M and N,
respectively. Then, for ¥; = 1., , we have

N"/}m,n = n¢m,n7 M¢m,n = m"/}m,na L, ql)m,n = (n - m) ¢m,n7 (25)

where the last equation implies that v, , are also eigenstates of the operator L, with eigenvalue [ = n — m. Hence,
the eigenvalue equations (11) of the effective Hamiltonians #; for these number states are

lel/]m,nfl = nwm,nflv H2wm,n = nwm,rr (26)

We can say that label n fixes the energy and label m the (infinite) degeneracy. Moreover, the action of operators A*
and B* on the states 9, , is (see Figure 1):

A_wm,n = \/’E¢m,n—la A+¢m,n =vn+ 1¢m,n+17 (27)
B_wm,n = \/Tinwmfl,ny B+¢m,n =vm+ 1wm+1,n' (28)

Taking into account (27), (6) and (7), we can identify the pseudo-spinor eigenfunctions: the fundamental states
U, 0(z,y) of the DW equation have the form

0
\I/m,()(xvy) = < iwm,O(l'yy) ) , Eo=0, (29)

while the excited states, with n > 1, turn out to be

L Ymap—(z Zl))
Unlz,y)=—( """ ’ , E,=Zhwvn, 30
alein) = 5 (Yo Vi (30)
with m = 0,1,2,... From now on we will analyze only the states with £ > 0. Recently, the eigenvalues and

eigenfunctions for the zero modes of the DW equation for other magnetic fields were obtained in [49, 50] by applying
the Aharonov-Casher theorem [51]. The states 1y, can be built from the successive action of the creation operators
AT and BT on the fundamental state g o:

B+ m A+ n
"/}m,n - ()\/mfirﬂ)wo’o, m, 7’L=0,1,27..., (31)
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FIG. 1: Diagram showing the space of scalar states tm,» (26) and their connections through the action of the operators

(27)—(28). Each point (m,n) identifies just one state ¥, . The tilted lines connect states with the same eigenvalue | = n — m.

where the ground state g o is determined by the conditions
A" 0,0 = B  tho0 = 0. (32)
Using the polar coordinate expressions of A=, B~ in (18) and (20), the wave function of this state is found to be
2
Yo.0(6,0) = Ko e /2, (33)

where K is a normalization constant. To obtain the wave functions of the excited states ¢, (€, 0) one can use the
fact that they can be expressed as separated functions [46]:

wm,n(€7 9) = Rm,n(&) @l(e)a l=n-— m, (34)
where ©;(0) is an eigenfuction of L, = —idy, i.e.,
©,(0) = exp(ilf), L.0;(0)=10;0), 1=0,+1,+2,..., (35)

and the radial function R,, »(§) can be written as

Rm,n(ﬁ) =Knn f‘nim‘ 6762/2 fmn(g)y (36)

where K,, , are normalization constants and f,,({) are functions to be determined. After the change ¢ = £? and by
substituting into (26) and (17), we obtain the following differential equations

2

t%;;(ﬂ—'_(l"‘rn_m_t)df%:(t)"kmfmn(t):o? n>m, (37)
2

t%};w—F(l—FTn—n—ﬂdJi}iZ(t)‘anmn(t):O’ m>n, (38)

with fin(§) = fin(t), whose solutions can be expressed in terms of associated Laguerre polynomials L (¢). Hence,
after simple calculations, the normalized eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonian #; are found to be

1 mi ! 2 ~
*7mm(m’n)| gl =S ilnmm0 gl (€, mem=0,1,2,.. (39)

min(m,n)

1 .
. 0) = —(_1 min(m,n)
ﬂ} s (57 ) eB ( ) 2w max(m, n)

Observe that in this equation the only dependence on the physical constants is in the factor 1/¢g, and therefore the
remaining term is a result valid for any arbitrary constant magnetic field. These kind of solutions were obtained
initially in [6]. Notice that the set of eigenstates ), ,, represented in the first quadrant of the plane with coordinates
(m,n) in Figure 1, is divided in two sectors, according to whether I > 0 (upper sector) or I < 0 (lower sector). The
states with [ = 0 are located in the bisector of this first quadrant. In this sense, although the pseudo-spinor eigenstates



U,,.n(z,y) are composed of the two scalar states ¥y, »(z,y) and ¥, n—1(z,y) with different value of I, both of them
can belong to the same sector. Therefore, we can denote as \I',';n(x,y) the pseudo-spinor states whose two scalar
components have positive z-component of the angular momentum (I > 0), and as ¥ (z,y) those whose two scalar
components have negative values (I <0), i.e

_ 1 f{m 1 (z,y) 0 m
Winlea) = 55 () s, (a0
— _ 1 (1 -0 n) m, n—l(xay)
Umnle:9) = Vo= 5%)( @Sbm,n(x,y) ) < m, (1)

where 0., is the Kronecker delta and v\, ,,(x,y) (¢, ,(,y)) identifies the states that belong to the upper (lower)
sector in Figure 1.

In addition, by defining the total angular momentum operator in the z-direction as J, = L, ® I 4+ 0,/2, we have
that

e., the states ¥, ,, are also eigenstates of J, with eigenvalue j = [ — 1/2. More precisely, the states \I',fwl have
J > 1/2 and the states ¥, , have j < —1/2.

1. Probability and current densities

To describe the physical properties of the states ¥,, ,,, we construct their probability and current densities in terms
of the polar coordinates (&, ¢). The radial probability density pm, »(§) for m,n =0,1,2,..., is given by

|¢m,n|2 + (1 — 6On)|7//m,n—1|2

ﬁm,n(g) = \I/]:n,nq/mﬂ: 2(1—don)
- 1 1 2 mln(m,n)' 2|n—m| [n—m| 2 2
= giﬂ%%n)w €xXp (—§ ) {max(m,n)!g (Lmin(m,n) (€ )>
min(m,n — 1) 5. In—m—1]| 2
1 — o) —————& g2n—m=1l () 2 . 4
+{1=d )max(m,n— 1)!§ ( min(m,n-1) (& )) (43)

The scalar radial probability density corresponding to the scalar component 1, ,, will be denoted by py,.n (&) = [¥m.n|?.
In Figure 2 plots of the radial probability density p, o(£) for the first pseudo-spinor ground states ¥, ¢ are shown.
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FIG. 2: Dimensionless probability density £3 fm,o0(&) in (43) for some pseudo-spinor ground states W,, o given by (29), with
Ep = 0 and total angular momentum in z-direction j = —(m + 1/2).

The stationary states of the DW equation may have non-vanishing current density jz in the direction of the unit
vector @. The proper definition of this current density for the state ¥, ,, is

Jmm,a = epWl (G @) Wy . (44)



In particular, considering the directions along the polar vectors ¢ and iy, we have for m > 0, n > 1:

—160
jm,n,ﬁ‘g (f) = eUF\II;fn,n (O_: ’ ﬁﬁ) \Ilm,n = e’UF\I]In,n |: 0 N :| \Ilm,n =0,

619 0 (45)
. + N + 0 —i€7i9
Jm,n, iy (f) = e'UF\Ilm,n (U ’ ’ua) \Ijm,n = eUF\IJm,n iet® 0 \Ilm,"
YT (I T T e S M S N TR
= —sgn(n —m) — e s L' L. . (46
R e (RIS VT (TR minon, ) (&) L) (€7)- (46)

These expressions indicate that there is no probability flux in the radial direction g, while the probability density in
the angular direction iy is symmetric with respect to rotations around the z-axis. Both current densities are null for
the set of fundamental states ¥,, o. In Figure 3 the behavior of both probability and current densities corresponding
to some states ¥, , are plotted and compared. As we can see, the probability density of the pseudo-spinor states
V¥, n remains between the probability densities of their corresponding scalar components 1y, ». Also, as m increases,
the sign of the current density j, n.a, () changes in the points in which the scalar densities pp, »(§) show a minimum
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FIG. 3: Comparison between the dimensionless probability densities £5 pm,2(€) in (43) (black dashed lines) and current densities
03 Gm,2,5,(€)/(evr) in (46) (purple solid lines) for the pseudo-spinor states ¥, » with energy E = v/2hvr. The scalar probability

densities pm,n (&) associated to each pseudo-spinor component are shown in red and blue dashed lines. The corresponding value
of the total angular momentum j in z-direction is indicated in each plot.



III. PARTIAL COHERENT STATES

The DW problem in graphene we are dealing with belongs to a kind of pseudo-spinor-like systems in which the
solutions are expressed as wave functions of two components, as occurs with supersymmetric harmonic oscillator [52].
To apply the coherent states formalism to such a system, a supersymmetric annihilation operator must be defined in
a general form. Unfortunately, it is known that it lacks uniqueness [44, 53-55]: there is a certain freedom to construct
the coherent states associated with a specific form of the supersymmetric annihilation operator. In this sense, there
are also different ways to define creation and annihilation operators for the DW pseudo-spinors starting from the
scalar creation and annihilation operators A*, B*. For instance, let us consider the following definition of operators
depending on arbitrary parameters §, n € [0, 27]:

VN2 41— 1 —\2 - inn —2— A—
A-— CosémA smém(A ) ,A*:(A*)T, B cosn B ) 51nnmA ,]BSJF:(]B*)T, )
—sindv/N + 1 cos A~ —sin77A+\/]fV7+1 cosn B~

Their action on the eigenstates, as long as n # 0, is quite reasonable:
A_\I’m,n-‘,-l = eié vn+1 \I/m,nv B_\Ilm,n =e" mq/m—l,na n 7é 0. (48)

However, when the eigenstate n = 0 is involved, we get

_ 1, _
AT, 1 = =€ T, B U,,0 = +vmcos(n) ¥m_1,0,

V2

which spoils formulas (48) valid only for n # 0. Therefore, we must complement formulas (48) with some others
defined “ad hoc” for n = 0, so that they are all consistent, as follows

AT, =P W, B~ U, 0:=vVme ¥, 1. (49)

Once AT and B* are defined in that way, these operators satisfy the following commutation relations (restricted to
the subspace spanned by eigenstates):

[A7,AT] =1, [B~,BY] =1  [A%,B*]=[A%BF]=0. (50)

Since A~ and B~ commute, in a similar way to the scalar case [10, 18, 46], we can build two-dimensional coherent
states Y, 3 in graphene as the common eigenstates of both generalized annihilation operators,

Aifra”g = OLTawg, BiTaﬂ = ﬂTaﬁ, Oé,ﬁ e C. (51)

In general, these states will be superpositions of the eigenstates ¥, ,,,

oo oo oo
Yap=Nag D s Upmn=Nap D dyTma=Napy cillg,, (52)
m=0 n=0

m,n=0

where N, g are normalization constants. Taking specific sums over one of the quantum numbers, n or m, we can
construct the so-called partial coherent states IL,, , and I, [10], that fulfill the independent eigenvalue equations

A Hm,a =« Hm,aa B~ Hﬂ,n = /8 Hﬂ,n~ (53)

In the remaining part of the present section we will explicitly build these two independent families of partial coherent
states II,,, o and Ilg ,, and, after that, the two-dimensional coherent states in graphene T, g for some particular values
of the parameters § and 7.

A. Cyclotron motion

In classical mechanics, due to the Lorentz force, a charged particle in a constant magnetic field follows a circular
orbit whose radius is inversely proportional to the magnetic field strength (see Figure 4). Now, to analyze the semi-
classical motion through the coherent states defined above, let us consider the dimensionless magnetic translation
operators, defined as [19-21]

x /B h Y I h
Xg=— B = Yo= 2L+ (po——2y), 54
T h (pﬁ%gx)’ = TR P am? (54)



FIG. 4: Classical circular trajectory for an electron in a homogeneous magnetic field B perpendicular to the plane of the
trajectory. Vector Ro locates the center of the orbit around which the particle moves, while vector R’ is the position vector of
the particle with respect to the point Rp.

which can be expressed in terms of the operators B* as
1 1
V2 V2i
Analogously, we take into account the dimensionless position operators of a charged particle in a circular trajectory
centered at the point (X, Yp), given by

Xo (B~ +B"Y), Y, (B~ — B*). (55)

1 _ y 7 _
Ro=" - Xo=-—(A"+A%), R =L _Vy=—_(4" —A"), 56
T g 0 \/5( ) Yo Ip 0 \/5( ) (%)

as well as the operator of the square of the distance from the center of the classical circular orbit to the origin of
coordinates,

R} =X3+Y¢§=2BTB™ +1, (57)
and the operator corresponding to the radius of the classical circular trajectory
N2 /\2 /N2 + 4=
(R)"=(R,)"+ (R,)"=2ATA" + 1. (58)
Now, to use a more compact notation in the next sections, we define the operators [56]

1
= ——(B™ +(-1)‘B™),
Uq \/iiq( (-1) ) Uq

- %(A‘ +(-1)14%),  g=0,1, (59)
such that

ug = Xg, up =Yp, v =Ry, v1 =R, (60)
Hence, we can build the following matrix operators:

Uy =u, T, V,=v,01, RE=R:xI, (R)?=(R)*aI, (61)

whose mean values will be calculated in the following subsections using the partial coherent states Ilg,, and 1l,, o,
and the two-dimensional coherent states T, 3.
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B. First family of partial coherent states

Let us consider the operator B~ defined in eqs. (47)—(49), and consider the adjoint operator B* given by

Bt 41—

cosn Bt —sin A .
Bt =| & Bt T UNTT , ]B%Jr\Ilm_Ln =vme MU, . (62)
smnA‘*‘\/T_s_1 cosn BT

Then, the following commutation relations are fulfilled:
BB =1  [Hpw,B¥]=0. (63)

The first family of partial coherent states is composed by the pseudo-spinor states Il , that satisfy the following
equations:

B_Hﬁ,n = Bnﬁ,na B € (Cv (64)
HDWHfS,n = hw \/ﬁHﬁyn, n:0,1,2,..., (65)
where
n—1 oo
g =1=60n) > cmm ¥+ D dmn¥p,, n=012.. (66)
m=0 m=n

Therefore, when substituting in the eigenvalue equation, the partial coherent states with a well-defined energy E,, =
vnhw turn out to be

|
m=0 m: m=n

12 n—1 = [e%s) am

where 8 = exp (—in) B. The parameter 7 can be considered as an additional phase for the eigenvalue . It is possible
to identify the up or down scalar coherent states of the operator B~ for each energy level n as

1612/2 nzfl B Zoo i
¢§,n71 =e m,n—1 + w;z n—1|>
B vm! = vml!

n—1 72, 00 Am
4 _ lBP2 (g B+ b
i <( o);}mw ,,;nm ’
Hence, the partial pseudo-spinor coherent states of Eq. (67) can be expressed as

1 (1 - 50”)11)5 n—1
Mg, = —— ’ . n=0,1,2,... 68
NG} ( il " (68)

1.  Displacement operator

In this subsection, we will see how the coherent states Ilg,, are also obtained by acting with an unitary operator
identified as a displacement operator, on the pseudo-spinor states ¥y ,, whose scalar components have the maximum
value of angular momentum in z-direction [ = n (m = 0 in Figure 1). Such a set of states satisfy:

(BT)F W, = VKl Wi (69)
Considering the displacement operator D(\) given by
D(A) = exp (ABT — A*B~) = ¢ M*/2 exp (AB) exp (-A*B™), (70)

acting on the states \IJ({”, we find that

n—1 7, e} e
)\m m
D(A)\If({n — P2 exp (AB™) exp (—A*B™) \ygn — P2 ((1 — Oon) =t + Z F‘I’fn,n> ,
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where the Baker-Campbell-Haussdorff relation has been employed and A=A exp (—in). Up to a normalization factor,
this expression coincides with that of Eq. (67) if 5 = A. In particular, taking n = 2kmw, k =0,1,..., we have A = g = 3,
and in this case the partial coherent states Wz, can be rewritten as

g, = D(ﬁ)qfoﬁn =exp (BBT — 8*B7) fooﬁn, n=0,1,2,..., (71)
with
_ B~ 0
=[5 2] ™)

Finally, to give an analytical expression for the scalar coherent states 15, ; and wg’n in Eq. (68) for n # 0, we
define the complex variable z as (see Malkin-Man’ko [10])

5 .
z = Eexp(if) = £ T , (73)
lp 2
and therefore the operators A* and B in egs. (18) and (20) can be rewritten as
- _ z t_ .1z S +_ z 4
A 6z+2, A 8Z+2, B 6z+2, B 6Z+2. (74)

The action of the annihilation operator B~ in (72) on the states Ilg ,, in (68), gives the following expressions for each
component of the pseudo-spinor:

B S =By = U =exp((B-2)2") gal2), (75)
Brud, =l = uh, —ew((8-3)2) fale), (76)

where f,,(2) ¥ gn(z) are functions to be determined. Next, according to Eq. (65), each component of IIg,, satisfies,
respectively,

Hivg 1 =ntpn-1 = (z — B)dggi'z(z) =(n—1)gn(2), (77)
Hathn =npn = (2=B)GE =nfu(2), (78)

whose solutions are, in each case,
fn(z) :fO(Z_B>n7 gn(Z) :gO(Z_B)n_lv (79)

where fo, go are constants to be fixed. Finally, after replacing in (65), we get that go = /nfo and then the normalized
pseudo-spinor partial coherent states g ,, n =0,1,2,..., are given by (setting exp (in) = 1)

e gk (D) () e

2. Probability and current densities

The probability density p, g(x,y) for the partial coherent states Il ,, in (80) is given by

—|z—8/?
_ 1t __€ 2n—2 2
pan(@,y) =11y Mg, = mh’ =B (= = BIF +n), (81)
where 8 = |B|exp(ip), n=0,1,2,..., and
2 2?2 4 ¢y? V2 .
|2 = B> = € + |B* — 2¢|B| cos(6 — ) = 24t 1B]* — Elﬁl (zcosp +ysing). (82)
B
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Some examples of probability density p, g(z,y) for partial coherent states Ilg,, are shown in Figure 5, where it is
evident that the coherent states Ilg ,(z,y) are displaced from the origin, similarly to the standard coherent states.
They are centered around the point (xg,yo),

(0, y0) = V28¢5 (cos p, sin ) , (83)

which obviously depends on 3, and represents, in a classical interpretation, the center of a circle in the = — y plane
along which the classical particle is moving under the action of the magnetic field [16].

If (/,y") = (7' cost,r'sinf’) denotes the coordinates of a point with respect to a reference frame centered at
(0,90), then the coordinates of the point with respect to a frame whose center is (0,0) are

z=V2|B|lgcosp+ 1" cost, y=2|f|lpsing+r'sind. (84)
Hence,
2 x+1y P ’ . . Y. /
2= = (|B|cosp+ & cos®') +i(|B]sinp + &' sind) = 5+ 2/, (85)
B

where & =1/ /(v/2() and 2’ = ¢ exp(if)’).
Thus, the current densities jg , g for n # 0 of the partial coherent states Ilg,, along to the directions of the unit
vectors U and tgs in the displaced frame are

Jomig (€)= evp Il (& e ) g =0, (86)

s (&7

. N toa o _
Ty (&) = evr g (0 -t ) g = 5=y 5

Again it is evident that there is no probability flux in the radial direction &', as it is expected due to the symmetry of
the problem. It is also evident that as n increases, the probability amplitude decreases, while the minimum value of
the angular current density moves away radially from the origin, as can be seen in Figures 5(a) and 5(b). We observe
that the probability density of the partial coherent states for n = 0 has a Gaussian distribution while for n # 0
does not. This is due essentially to the fact that these partial coherent states are obtained by magnetic translational
operators acting on the ground state ¥g,. In a classical interpretation, electrons rotate around a point (zo,yo),
located at a distance d = /2|f|¢p from the origin; as their energy F,, increases, they are located further away from
such a center. These features can be appreciated in the examples shown in Figures 5(a)-5(d).

8. Cyclotron motion

After a straightforward calculation, the mean values of the matrix operators in eqs. (57)—(61) for the partial coherent
states Ilg ,, obtained in (80) turn out to be

B (=1)1p*
Ug)pn = T

The results of ¢g(Uy,)p.n and ¢3((R')?)s,n agree with Eq. (83) and those in [56], respectively. The latter also corre-
sponds to the mean value of (R’)? for the eigenstates \Ifﬁn, since the partial coherent states Ilg , are basically equal

to the pseudo-spinor eigenstates W | but centered on the point (zo,%0). In addition, according to (R§)sn, as |f]|
increases, the center of the classical trajectory moves away from the coordinate origin (see Fig. 4).

1, n=0,

2n, n#0. (88)

Voo =0, (R)am=28"+1,  ((R)*)pn= {

C. Second family of partial coherent states

Now, let us consider the operator A~ defined in eqgs. (47)—(49), such that
A0, =exp(id)vVn¥mn_1, n=01,2... (89)

This operator is related with one of the annihilation operators in [44] for 6 = 0 within the nonlinear algebras
formalism [58-63]. One can construct the second family of partial coherent states, associated with the operator A~
as the pseudo-spinor states II,, , such that

ATl o =all, ., «a€C, BB Iyo=mllya m=0,1,2..., (90)
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(a) pg,o with 8 = exp(—in/2). (b) pg,o with g = 1.

(c) f=1and n=3. (d) B=1and n=4.

FIG. 5: In (a) and (b) the probability density pg,o(z,y) from (81) is shown for 8 = || exp(ip) with Bo = 0.3 T. In (c) and (d),
for the partial coherent states Ilg,, with 8 = 1, the probability density pg,» is shown in the 3D plots, and the angular current
density jgn,a,/(evr) from (87) is shown in the 2D plots (z — y plane), for n = 3, 4.

where
Zcmn o+ Z AV, m=0,1,2,..., (91)
n=m-+1

the pseudo-spinor states \Il,in given by (40)—(41). By applying the eigenvalue equation that defines the partial
coherent states, the states II,, o turn out to be

1 m
Hm,a = W ( m,0 + 607” Z 'rn n Z - 'm,n) ) (92)

n=m-+1

where & = ae™* and m = 0,1,2,... The effect of § is a phase change in «, just as it happened with 1 and 8 before.

The coherent states II,, , present some important differences with respect those of the previous subsection Ilg ,,.
Due to the fact that the definition (47) does not allow A~ to be expressed as a pure differential operator, even for
d = 0 (it includes square roots of a number operator), the wave functions of the coherent states have no closed
analytical expressions. In the same way, the interpretation of these coherent states as displaced wave functions, in the
Perelomov approach [64], can not be fully implemented. These details imply that some features of resulting coherent
states remain rather diffuse, as it will be shown in the sequel.

1. Probability and current densities, and mean energy

In the first place, it is not difficult to show that the mean value of the energy in the coherent state II,, o in (92) is
given by

|2n

(Hpw)a = Sexp |a| Z o (93)
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The mean energy of these coherent states, behaves as a continuous function of the eigenvalue a as (Hpw)q =~ |, in
agreement with the Hamiltonian form (6) in terms of A%. A plot of this function is shown in Figure 6.

FIG. 6: Mean energy (Hpw)a/(hvr) with Bo = 0.3 T as a function of «, as given in (93).

To obtain expressions for the probability p,, . and current j,, oz densities of the coherent states in Eq. (92), the
matrix operator (¢ - @)y is defined as

I 0 —i)ke—10
@G Di=| a0 T k=0, (94)

such that (¢-@)o = & -t and (0 - @)1 = & - tp. The expressions for the densities py, o and jy, oz are straightforwardly
computed but, as they have cumbersome expressions, we have moved them to Appendix A. Some graphics of these
densities are shown in Figures 7 and 8. As in the previous partial coherent states, the corresponding eigenvalue «
indicates where the probability density is displaced in the x — y plane, although without a clear point of location, as
it happens for the coherent states Ilg ,, in Eq. (80). The value of m modifies the shape of the probability distribution.

2. Cyclotron motion

By direct calculation we can prove that the mean values of the matrix operators in (61) for the partial coherent
states II,, o are

_ _ @ (=n1an) ey N &>
Uadmo =0 Walm.o _ﬂ(Qexp(|@|2)—1)< Pl |)+; (n—1)!(n+1)!>’ )

4lal? exp (|af?) +1
RS =2m+1, ((R)? =
< 0>m,a m+ 1, <( ) >m,oz 2€Xp(|0~z‘2) 1

(96)

The results of (V). and ((R')?)m o agree with those in [44], which correspond to a description by using a Landau-
like gauge. Therefore, the partial coherent states II,, o, describe the classical motion of the charged particle around a
given point (xg,yo) (see Fig. 4).

D. Two-dimensional coherent states

Finally, according to Eq. (52), a set of two-dimensional coherent states can be obtained through the correct com-
position of partial coherent states as follows [18, 57]:

(oo} [ee]
Ya,3 =Naos Z dﬁl Hm,a = Nag Z n g om, (97)
m=0 n=0
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(b) m =2 and a = exp(in/2)

(a) m =0 and o = exp(in/2)

(d) m =2 and a = 5exp(in/2)

(¢) m =0 and o = 5exp(in/2)
Probability density pm,o (the 3D plots) and radial current density jm,a,a./(evr) (the 2D plots in the x — y plane)

FIG. 7: ili i
with By = 0.3 T for some of the partial coherent states Il o given in (92)
where N, g are normalization constants and Ilg ,, and Il,, , are the partial coherent states of the previous subsections
—1id (98)

b

Hence, employing the coherent states in (80) and (92), we obtain the corresponding two-dimensional coherent states
V2 (:c + zy) -
, a=ae

exp ((6 2)2’ —ﬂ) &7 Jnlz — g1

B N T TR AP (Vi) = (5
as well as their corresponding probability and current densities, which are illustrated in Figure 9
2
exp (—|Z—5| o~ (G(z -8  (G(z—B)" v o (a(z—B)"
Pa,p(@,y) = r@exp(al) 2:: + ; G F) +2Re (2_: n! ) ,(99)
S [a =B (s @G =) v

00
) )) e

2

2evp exp (—|z —
_ F p(~|2 5|)Re Z(—)k —i6
@exp(lal?) — 1) 2
The mean energy (Hpw)a,s now has an identical behavior as that in Eq. (93) because the contribution of the partial

ja,ﬂ,ﬂ(x7 y)

coherent states Ilg ,(z,y) is the same as that of ¥, »(z,y)
1. Cyclotron motion

~12n
il ) (101)

On the other hand, the mean values of the operators in Eq. (61) for the two-dimensional coherent states T, g are
exp (|a|”) +
( ‘ | Z Vin=1ln+1

(102)

q
Up)ag = I
4]a|? exp

R/2a —
(RP)as =52

(Ri)ap =218 +1,
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(a) m =0 and a = exp(in/2), (b) m =2 and a = exp(i7/2)

(¢) m =0 and o = 5exp(in/2) (d) m =2 and a = 5exp(in/2)

FIG. 8: Probability density pm,a (the 3D plots) and angular current density jm,a,@,/(evr) (the 2D plots in the & — y plane)
with By = 0.3 T for some of the coherent states ¥, o given in (92).

Here, the above mean values coincide with those for the partial coherent states Ilg,, and Il,, , when one takes the
sums over the indices n and m, respectively.

As we can see in Figure 9, the complex parameters o and § determine again where the maximum probability
amplitude of the coherent states is. The kind of two-dimensional coherent states given in Eq. (98) exhibits a stable
Gaussian probability distribution independently on the value of «, so that they resemble the standard harmonic
oscillator coherent states represented in phase space. Regarding a physical interpretation, the description given in [12]
is valid, in general terms, for the case discussed here: while 5 determines the position (xg,yo) respect to the origin of
the classical trajectory center, « indicates the position of the Gaussian package around the point (xq,yo):

(o - VEtaRe(®)” + (s - VEtatm(s)) = LR (al) £1) (103)

2exp (|af?) — 1

IV. COHERENT STATES WITH A FIXED “TOTAL ANGULAR MOMENTUM”

Each pseudo-spinor eigenstate ¥y, ,,, as given in (29) and (30), has components ¢, ,—1 and ¥, », each with angular
momentum eigenvalues [ —1 = n—m —1 and | = n—m, respectively. Although the angular momentum of ¥,, , is not
well defined, its “total angular momentum” J, as defined in (42) has eigenvalue j =1 — 1/2, which is the half sum of
the L, values of the two components. Therefore, to make explicit the value of the total angular momentum of ¥,, ,
and the orbital momentum of its components, in this section we will use the following notation for the eigenstates:

(I)l,n = \Ilm,n7 ¢l,n = ¢m,na (blfl,nfl = wm,nflv with I=n-m S n, (104)

with

O (z,y) = 7\/21% ( (- 5%12?&;,”1/—)1("”’?’) ) : (105)
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(a) a = exp(in/2), B = 2. (b) a = exp(in/2), B = 2.

(c) @ =2exp(in/2), B =2. (d) @ = 2exp(in/2), B =2.

FIG. 9: Probability density pa,s (3D plots), radial current density ja,s,a, (2D plots in (a) and (c)), and angular current density
Ja,8,i,/(evr) (2D plots in (b) and (d)) with By = 0.3 T are shown for some 2D coherent states Yo g(x,y) in (98) setting
0 = m/4. The red line shows the classical trajectory (103) that the maximum of p,,3 would follow around the point (zo,yo).

N:w
| L
Nl
N =
Nl W

FIG. 10: The space of scalar states ¢;,,, where the point (I,n) identifies the state ¢;,,. Slanted lines connect states with the
same value of m =n —[.

A scheme of the new notation can be seen in Fig. 10, that may be compared with Fig. 1. By ®;,, we denote an state
with total angular momentum j = I — 1/2 and energy Awy/n. From (39), the explicit form of the component ¢; .,
n=0,1,...,1=0x1,...,1s

1 e 1 min(n — I, n)! _&2 ., l
N 0) = —(—1 min(n—I,n) | - ) |7 +il6 L| ‘ 2 . 1
dun(&,0) KB( ) \/27r max(n — [, n)! §les min(n—Ln) (&) (106)
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If we fix the value of [ = n — m of the pseudo-spinor states @, ,, one can construct pseudo-spinor coherent states
=,.¢ that satisfy the eigenvalue equation (42) by means of linear combinations of pseudo-spinor states ®; ,,(x,y) with
different values of n and the same | = j 4+ 1/2. For that purpose, let us consider the following operators

cosd YEE2 A~ B~ sind ———(A")2B~
K- =A"B = VN+ v A7) . KT = (K (107)
—sindv/N + 1B~ cos6 A-B~
They satisfy
_ N+M+2 0
[K >K+] =2Ko = l: 0 N+ M+ 1:| ’ [K07Ki] = iKiv (108)

which allow us to identify the su(1,1) algebra generated by the operators K*, K. We also have,

K™ ®,, = nn—10e°®,, 1, n=012..., 1=0+1,+2 ... (109)

1
\V201n
In a similar way as in the previous section, for the special case n = 0 we must define in a proper way the operators
K*. Thus, we can obtain excited pseudo-spinor states with fixed j by applying the creation operators on two types
of ground states, corresponding to 7 > 0 or j < 0, as follows:

2(k —1)k! k+ Dk
( ) exp (—ikd) @, 1<0, (KH)rof, = uexp( ikd) ®; Ly, 1> 0. (110)

V(=D Vil

The pseudo-spinor coherent states =; - are built as the common eigenstates of the annihilation operator K~ and
the total angular momentum operator J,, i.e.,

K Ej¢=(Ej¢, (€C, J.Ejc=7E¢, j=1-1/2. (111)

It is important to remark that the coherent states thus constructed resemble the so-called “charged coherent states”
[65], where the scalar operator L, = AT A~ — BT B~ is interpreted as the charge operator [66, 67]. Remark that
there are two kinds of coherent states depending on the type of ground state. We can relate these eigenvalues to
the classical motion of the charged particles. Since the classical motion is a circle, electrons move counterclockwise
around the direction of the magnetic field B. This means that the classical motion corresponds to j > 1/2. We will
focus on this case in the next section and for completeness we will briefly mention the case with j < 0 at the end.

(K)o, =

A. Coherent states with j >0

For the first quadrant in Fig. 10 (I > 0,n > 0), the ground states are ®;; and the pseudo-spinor coherent states are

f(nl -

— —1/2 i
Ziclz,y) = (oF (L4 11¢%) Y Z 5 Punlan), (= Ce ’, (112)

where ¢F} denotes the confluent hypergeometric function. The corresponding probability and current densities, as
well as the mean energy value, are given by

2
,(113)

2 exp (-€2) Jrtzl

Aml?, o Fy (l 1 |§|2)

w\/ﬁ_gnfl
3 (=9

- = L€

pic(&,0) =E! B¢ =

n=l
evr |z|* exp (—€?)

B 2ml3 o Fy (l +1; \€|2>

(%) o 't o~ VII(—¢ i1
i(=7) 7 (=) QZ P& X e fn_l _1@2)], (114)

x Re

(Hpw)¢ = heo i Ll V. (115)
oF1 (l+1 IC2 ) < nl(n —1)!
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(a) j = —5/2 (b) j =5/2

(c) j = 51/2 (d) j = 81/2

FIG. 11: Plots of the probability density pj; ¢(x,y) (3D plots) and the angular density j; ¢ a,/(evr) (2D plots) are shown for
the coherent states Z; ¢ in (112) and (118) with 6 = 7/4 and some values of j. In all the cases ( = 5exp(in/2) and By = 0.3 T.

In Figures 11 and 12, plots of the probability density p; ¢ and the angular density j; ¢, are shown. As we can see,
the probability density is basically a ring centered at the origin whose radius increases as j grows. More precisely,
the values of both ¢ and j modify the probability density shape as well the angular current density behavior: the
maximum values of both functions move away radially from the origin as the parameters |¢| and |j| increase. In
Figure 13 a plot of the mean value of the energy in a coherent state Z; ¢ (z,y) is given.

1. Cyclotron motion

Finally, the mean values of the operators in Eq. (61) for the coherent states =; ¢ are given by:

9+ (1)) X n— 7 2(n=0)
Us)jc =0, Vy)o = —CH (D7) Zl'm|<|2 l

V20F (l+1;|§|2) o -l
oF1 (lé |C~|2)
oFy (14 1:102)

(R2),c = 21! I111(2/¢))

= — — +1, (R0 =21
IC[F=1 o Fy (l +1; |C|2> 7

(117)

where Ij(z) denotes the modified Bessel function of the first kind. In comparison with the coherent states built above,
the classical position of electrons is also determined by the real and imaginary parts of the corresponding eigenvalue
(¢, in this case), while the mean value of the operator for the classical circular trajectory ((R')?), ¢ depends explicitly
on the positive z-component of the angular momentum [, which agrees with the behavior of the probability density
pj.¢c shown in Fig. 11.
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(a) j = —5/2 (b) j =5/2

(c) j =51/2 (d) j=81/2
FIG. 12: Plots of the probability density pj.c(z,y) (3D plots) and the angular density j; ¢ a,/(evr) (2D plots) are shown for

the coherent states Z; ¢ in (112) and (118) with § = 7/4 and some values of j. In all the cases ¢ = 10exp(iw/2) and By = 0.3
T.

FIG. 13: Mean energy value (Hpw)¢/(fvr) with By = 0.3 T as a continuous function of ¢ for the coherent states Z; ¢ is shown
for some values of I: [I| =1 (blue), |I| =4 (yellow), |I| = 7 (red). On the left j < 0 and on the right j > 0.

B. Coherent states with j <0

Now, for the second quadrant (I < 0,n > 0) in Figure 10, where the ground states are ®; o, we have

- 1 V2( gn
Ejclz,y) = <¢>zo z,y) + Z )) (118)
\/20F1 (—l+1;|§|2)7 \/nln—l
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The corresponding probability and current densities, as well the mean energy value are given by

. |z] 72 exp (—€?) /(ZWZ%){ ( o (=" s )
(&8 0) = ! Ejic= = 2Re ——L 119
P 7<(§ ) J:¢ < 20F1 (—l+ 1; |C|2> -1 Z (n— l)' (5 ) ( )

n=1

2

) Tt e o evr |2[ " exp (—€?)
Jjcal§) = evp :},g (0 W)kEjc = — ; ( .
il [QOF1 (—z 41 |g|2) 1

<Re <<_> > VDI e s Wmﬁl@?)) ,

[E—

n’=0

2hw o (=D ¢
H, = n. 121
(Hpw)¢ _ (—H— " |§|2) — Z:% D) vn (121)

It is important to remark that the values of the radial current density jj ¢z, are negligible for all the coherent states
with fixed total angular momentum, so that there is a very low probability of flux in the radial direction. On the other
hand, as the total angular momentum |j| increases for coherent states with j < 0, the corresponding mean energy
value (Hpw)¢ takes smaller values while for the states with j > 0 the opposite effect occurs (see Fig. 13). This seems
reasonable according to the pseudo-spinor composition of the two types of coherent states.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have applied the Barut-Girardello formalism to construct the coherent states for the physical
system that arises from the interaction between electrons in a graphene layer that lies on the z — y plane and a
constant magnetic field directed along the z-axis. Since we want to examine the semi-classical states with rotational
symmetry, we have used a symmetric gauge of the potential, first to solve the physical problem in polar coordinates
and to identify the relevant annihilation operators, and then to construct the coherent states as eigenstates of such
operators.

This system has pseudo-spinor eigenstates ¥, , that are labeled by two positive integers: n for the energy level
while m labels de infinite degeneracy of each level. Associated to these solutions there are two commuting sets of
creation-annihilation operators, A* and BE. Due to the two components of the pseudo-spinor states, these operators
may be defined in different forms and may not be realized as differential operators, as occurs for the non-relativistic
problem. These facts would lead to some special features of graphene coherent states that are not observed in
analogous one-component non-relativistic systems.

We have constructed two families of partial coherent states Ilg, and Il,, . as eigenstates of each annihilation
operator together with a complementary number operator. We have also obtained the two-dimensional coherent states
T, p for graphene, which are common eigenstates of the operators A~ and B~. Only the family of coherent states
I3, has analytic expression, and their interpretation as displaced states is fully implemented. The other coherent
states, although they share the expected properties, do so in a more “fuzzy” way. For example, the interpretation of
T, g as displaced states due to the parameter 8 and having a shape depending on « is correct, but it is not clear how
to find a closed expression showing these properties due to the lack of analytic formulas.

Another special feature of the pseudo-spinor eigenstates V,, ,, is that, except for the ground states where n = 0,
they have a non-vanishing current density or probability flux, which is inherited by the coherent states. In the case
of the coherent states Il ,,, there is a flux of probability only in the angular direction, around the point in which the
probability density reaches its maximum. The origin of this fact is that the operators B* operators implement at the
quantum level the integrals of motion that in a classical approach determine the location of the center of the orbit
in which a charged particle moves. On the other hand, for the states II,,, , and T, g there is a flux of probability in
the angular and radial directions, without a clear axial symmetry. We assume that this is due to the fact that both
quantum states do not have a definite angular momentum and there is no well-defined point where they move.

Although the eigenstates W,,, have components ¥* = 1, ,—1 and Pt = Ym,»n with different orbital angular
momentum, [ — 1 and [, respectively, the pseudo-spinor is characterized by a well-defined total angular momentum J,
given by j = 1 —1/2. We have achieved the construction of coherent states Z; . with a definite angular momentum in z
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direction by means of annihilation and creation operators K* that commute with J, and generate the su(1,1) algebra
[66, 71-73]. We have considered two kinds of coherent states according to the sign of j and for both the probability
density has an axial symmetry with respect to the origin of the coordinates. As the values of |j| increase, the maximum
probability amplitude moves radially away from the origin and the same happens with the probability flow in the
angular direction (see Figs. 11 and 12). As expected, the flux of probability in the radial direction is negligible because,
in a classical interpretation, this situation corresponds to a particle confined to moving in a circular path centered at
the origin and whose radius increases with increasing angular momentum.

On the other hand, the analysis of the circular motion through the mean values of the matrix operators in Eq. (61)
for each coherent state considered in this work has allowed us to obtain a physical interpretation of the eigenvalues
«, B and (. Regarding the average energy, for any of the coherent states found here, this is a continuous function of
the corresponding eigenvalue, which helps us make a semi-classical interpretation of these quantum states. However,
for the su(1,1) coherent states in graphene it is important to remark the behavior of the mean energy as the angular
momentum changes: in Figure 13 we have seen that the function (Hpw)¢ takes smaller values as the z component of
the total angular momentum j increases. It is worth to remark that, although the probability densities of the states
Lo, g p, Tog and Z; ¢, as well as the corresponding mean energy values, were plotted for a specific magnetic field
strength, our findings can be extended to any other value of the magnetic field By, adjusting the graph scales.

Finally, let us mention that the annihilation operators A~, B~ and K~ do not have a unique form. As it was shown
in [44], it is posible to obtain coherent states associated to operators that generate nonlinear algebras [58-63]. The
possibility of constructing other coherent states generalizations for su(1,1) and su(2) algebras [56, 66, 71-73], based
on the annihilation operators defined in this work, is quite promising.
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Appendix A: Densities and currents for the coherent states II,, o
The expressions for the probability densities p,, o in the coherent states (92) are
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For the current densities j,, o g in the coherent states (92) we get

jm,a,ﬁ(g) = €uvr Hjn,oz (0_: : ﬂ")k Hm,a

* %

i(i)te 29{ S @ VR e (€2) e (€)g(€)

n! z*
n=m-1

2evp
= e TR
2exp(laf?) —1

+( yoo e L:;—m(éz)fm@)) ( 2 Wf%_"l_l(fz)fM(@)

n'!
n’=m+1

(1= om) @( ) fL§:1n+1<s2>|gm<s>|2
(S0

)
_<n/ (- ) g gm<§>) (i Wﬁf%ﬂ"—%m(@)

=m+1
(OZZ) n'—m 2 = ar " Z m—n+1/¢2\ *
+ ( Z n'! Lm (f )fm(f) _7 ﬁLn 1 (5 )gm(f) .
n'=m+1 n=1
In all the cases z is the complex parameter defined in Eq. (73) and
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Some plots of the functions py, .« and j, ,z can be seen on Figure 7.
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