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De Haas-van Alphen effect and quantum oscillations as a function of temperature in
correlated insulators
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We theoretically study a model of excitonic insulators which show de Haas-van Alphen oscilla-
tions as well as periodic dependence of the magnetization on inverse temperature. The insulating
behavior is due to the Coulomb interaction driven hybridization of fermions at the crossing point of
their energy bands. We study this hybridization self-consistently and recover known results by A.
Allocca and N. Cooper, SciPost Phys. 12, 123 (2022). In addition to known results, we show that
the hybridization gap decreases with the magnetic field which corresponds to the diamagnetism.
Furthermore, we show that the amplitude of the de Haas-van Alphen is oscillating with inverse tem-
perature with a period defined by a combination of the hybridization gap and magnetic field. We
analytically obtain the position and the height of the first and dominant peak of these oscillations.

I. INTRODUCTION

We are motivated by recent experiments where quan-
tum oscillations in Kondo insulator SmBg were observed
[IH4]. This material becomes insulating below about
T, = 40K due to the gapping of the Fermi surface. Ob-
served quantum oscillations occur only in the magneti-
zation, i.e. de Haas - van Alphen (dHvA) effect, while
electric resistivity doesn’t show any oscillations (absence
of Shubnikov - de Haas effect). The latter is due to after
all insulating behavior, while occurrence of dHvA oscilla-
tions in insulators poses a mystery. Not to mention that
the observed frequency of dHvA oscillations of the insu-
lator is that of the metallic phase of the system, before it
turned insulating via a gapping mechanism. In addition,
the frequency is similar to the one of the LaBg metal-
lic material, which never turns insulating and which has
a similar band structure with the metallic phase of the
SIDISG.

There are theories which propose emergence of neutral
quasiparticles with Fermi surface that somehow never-
theless couple to the magnetic field to show dHvA effect
but not the electric field, or of fermions that fractional-
ize to either Majoranas or other exotic structures [5H7].
Whether these theories can explain the experiments [T
4] is currently under debate. There are theories which
obtain dHvA quantum oscillations in insulators based on
the non-interacting fermions [8HI2]. SmBg insulator is
known to be strongly correlated (see for example [13]),
and it is rather odd to expect that the non-interacting
picture will fully explain its physical properties.

In our theory we adopt the Keldysh-Kopaev model
of excitonic insulator [14], where two fermions hybridize
with each other via the repulsive Coulomb interaction
(please see [15], [16]). As a result, a gap opens up at
their energy band crossing points resulting in an insula-
tor when the Fermi level is at the crossing point. Free en-
ergy gets minimized as a result of the hybridization. The
magnetic field quantizes the energy spectrum of fermions
forming Landau levels. Then an intuitive picture of the
effect of quantum oscillations in insulators is that when
the Landau levels of two fermion branches cross each
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FIG. 1: Plot of the first harmonic of the oscillating part of
the torque, i.e. of M,scB where Mosc is given by Eq.
for 200 ~ 40K, effective mass is picked to be m = 0.2me,

at T = 0, and pum/me = 420K, and v = 5+ where m is an
effective mass of d—fermions.

other, the hybridization is maximised, while when the
Landau levels distance apart, the hybridization is mini-
mized. To see this effect analytically, the hybridization
must be treated self-consistently and obtained from the
non-linear equation. Finally, since the free energy gain
is proportional to the second power of the hybridization,
the magnetization and specific heat are expected to be os-
cillating functions of the magnetic field. It turns out that
the frequency of oscillations equals to the energy of the
energy bands crossing point, and is related to the Fermi
energy of the metallic phase before the hybridization (this
fact was known since [§]). The response of the system due
to the described mechanism is found to be diamagnetic
(Landau diamagnetism) and the non-oscillating part of
the magnetization is proportional to the magnetic field
B. The oscillating part of the magnetization M at small
magnetic fields and at zero temperature can be best de-
scribed with
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where p is the Fermi energy of the metallic phase and
26 is the non-oscillating part of the hybridization gap,
wB = ;—Bc is the cyclotron frequency, v = %, and m is
the effective mass of fermions. We have set A = 1 and
kg = 1 everywhere throughout the text. Smallness of
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the magnetic field is given by the 876y > wp condition,
which falls in in to the experimental regime. Despite of
the exponential suppression, in reality of the experiments
in which 260y =~ 40K with the effective mass picked to be
m = 0.2m, (where m, is bare electron’s mass), Eq.
gives sizable contribution at small magnetic fields. We
plot oscillating part of the torque in Fig. (1). We note
that Eq. has been recently derived in [16]. Hav-
ing presented results for zero temperature, in the rest of
the paper we outline analytical arguments which lead to
them and expand the list of our results to the non-zero
temperature. Each step of the calculations is outlined in
details in Appendices to the paper.

II. THEORETICAL MODEL

We consider a model Hamiltonian keeping in mind a
SmBg system. Our model system consists of two different
fermions, one of which is localized having flat dispersion
while the second one is dispersive. The Hamiltonian of
non-interacting fermions is
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where & = % — p, notation [, (..) = [ & (2702 was
used, then ¢g = Ey — p = const, which we wﬂl set
€o = 0 without losing generality, where p is the chem-
ical potential, and ¢ = [qu7 éf] , and the same for .
In order to present analytic arguments we assume that
the system is two-dimensional. Three-dimensional case
is slightly more analytically involved, but will also be
described by the presented below arguments. We con-
sider spinless fermions for simplicity, and note that all
of the results below will not drastically change if the f—
fermion’s spectrum had a slight dispersion. Interaction
between the two types of fermions is

Hi = U / Fa(@)pa(2)Fi (2)x (), 3)

where U > 0 corresponds to repulsion. We decou-
ple interaction Eq. using the Hubbard-Stratonovich
transformation, and keeping in mind the transforma-
tion is made within the action, we write the re-
sult, — (0+ @adeU) U™ (0 + Udroa) + Uadrrda =
—0U 0 — ¢pg¢pih — O ¢4. Bilinear in fermion fields term
introduces hybridization between d— and f— fermions,
described by the Hamiltonian
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Assuming that 6 and 6 are constants in space (mean field
approximation), the spectrum of fermions described by
Hamiltonian h + hint;1 becomes
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FIG. 2: Spectrum of fermions before (left) and after (right)
the hybridization. The hybridization gap 26 opens at the
crossing point.

which is schematically plotted in Fig. (2). There is a gap
opening at the cross-section of the energy bands of d—
and f— fermions due to the hybridization. Next, we need
to find the structure of the hybridization. For that, as
usual, we integrate our fermions and minimize the action
with respect to the hybridization, and get self-consistent
equation for the hybridization,
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where F. = tanh ( 2T) is the Fermi-Dirac distribution
function where T is the temperature. Step by step deriva-
tion leading to this equation is outlined in Appendix [A]

A magnetic field perpendicular to the plane of the
system is now added. It results in the Landau quan-
tization of the energy spectrum, such that & — &, =
wg(n + %) — p must be made in the spectrum, where
n > 0 is an integer denoting corresponding Landau level.
Other than that none of the steps leading to the self-
consistent equation Eq. @ are changed. One may won-
der if the interaction Eq. will acquire a form factor
due to the magnetic field. To see that there is no form
factor we keep Eq. in the coordinate space, perform
the Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation, assume mean
field and only then change the basis to Landau levels
wave-functions. In thib way the Hamiltonian describing
hybridization Eq. stays the same in the magnetic
field. We then rewrlte Eq. @ for the system in the
applied perpendicular magnetic field,
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where now summation is over the Landau levels, and
where v = 2% is the density of states. We note that
the summation is over all n > 0 Landau levels. The dis-
tribution functions in Eq. may cut the sum whenever
their difference will be zero. To sum over the Landau
levels, we utilize Poisson summation formula

nzzjog(n) = /0 x)dx + 1;/ g (8)

where g(n) is some function. It is safe to use the Poisson
summation formula in our case as the sum in Eq. @
is over all Landau levels. In our further derivations we



assume 4 > wp which allows to set lower limit of certain
integrations to —oo (see [17, 18] and Appendix [D1]). We
will first obtain all of the results for T' = 0 and then
analyze the T # 0 case. Setting T' = 0 and recalling that
the Fermi energy is in the gap, the upper band becomes
completely unoccupied meaning F., . = 1, and the lower
band becomes completely filled meaning F., = = —1. As
a result, the non-linear equation in this case can be solved
(see Appendix [B| for more details) approximately with
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in the limit 87r3—“ > 1, which allowed us to pick only

p = %1 in the Poisson summation formula because har-
_anog
monics with n > 1 decay with a e~ 5 " factor. Here
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solution. We note that Eq. (9) was obtained in Ref. [I5]
for superconductors and in Ref. [I6] for excitonic insu-
lators. Having completed standard preliminary steps of
the derivation, below we present original results for the
magnetization at non-zero temperatures.

IIT. FREE ENERGY AND MAGNETIZATION

Here we derive magnetization from the free energy of
the system. The magnetization is defined as the minus
derivative of the free energy with respect to the magnetic
field. The free energy is given by

F=-Tvwp Z In (1 fe— Tt ) (10)
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from where the non-linear self-consistency equation is ob-
tained by setting to zero variation of F with respect
to 6. The first two terms are standard while the third
term comes from the Hubbard-Stratonovich fields which
decoupled the interaction between fermions. Disper-
sion €.+ is defined in Eq. with the substitution
e = & =wn(n+3) —p

We first calculate the energy at T' = 0. All technical
details are outlined in Appendix [C] In this case the dis-
tribution functions become step functions, and we write

F = Fx — vb2 + Fx, (11)

the first term is a non-oscillating part of the free energy
of a non-interacting Fermi gas. Fy is the part of the
free energy corresponding to the oscillation in magnetic
field of the non-interacting system, i.e. a system with a
constant hybridization 6y. Recall, that the hybridization

is given by Eq. @ We have

FE = —Zlwpg

here A is the high energy cut-off. We note that it is not
% that enters the free energy Eq. as it gets can-
celled troughout the derivation, but just like in the BCS
theory it is rather —v63 (see [19] for example). Impor-
tantly, all possible dominant oscillating terms originating
from the Hubbard-Stratonovich term in the free energy
vanish. This is the result obtained in Ref. [16]. Overall,
the oscillating part of free energy is
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We observe that Eq. can be considered as non-
interacting, (when 6 of the Eq. type is inserted to
Eq. by hand), it comes from the oscillating part of
Fs; which originates from the completely filled €,,_ band,
and corresponds to the results of Refs. [8 12]. We dif-
ferentiate the oscillating part of minus the free energy
Eq. with respect to the magnetic field and obtain
oscillating part of the magnetization Eq. by keeping
only the term oc p. This is justified as long as p > wg.
We repeat the result
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which is the non-interacting result of Refs. [8 [12].

From Eq. we observe that the part of the non-
oscillating magnetic susceptibility of the system origi-
nating from the hybridization mechanism is diamagnetic.
This is precisely due to the magnetic field dependence of
the non-oscillating part of the hybridization 6y defined af-
ter Eq. (@ Indeed, the non-oscillating part of the mag-
netization is M = —9g(—v3) = —V‘“TBe_z‘U%. Physics of
the obtained diamagnetism is that the system wants to
expel the magnetic field in order to minimize the energy
associated with the Coulomb repulsion. Another point
is that calculations suggest that we could have had any
quadratic in magnetic field structure under the square

root in the definition of 6y, for example 4/ ;2 — % + aws,
where a is some energy, then there would be spontaneous
magnetic order in the system characterized by a finite
magnetization. This is experimentally not the case [I],
hence the choice of a = 0. Moreover, we wish to point out
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Landau level.



IV. TEMPERATURE DEPENDENCE

Let us now discuss temperature dependence of the am-
plitude of the dHvA oscillations. The non-linear equation
at finite temperature is given in Eq. @, where the tem-
perature T is in the Fermi-Dirac distribution functions
Fu = tanh (%) With all the technical steps presented
in the Appendix [D] to the paper, we here briefly outline
the steps. Summation over the Landau levels in Eq. @
is performed with the help of the Poisson summation for-
mula Eq. , and the equation is rewritten as

1=vUwp Y R, (15)

where n = 0, £1,£2, .. and where we defined
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The distribution functions in the expression above have
residues, which are essentially Matsubara frequencies,
and the integral over the Poisson summation variable z
in Eq. is calculated with the help of these residues.
Next, the resulting sum over the Matsubara frequencies is
performed by another Poisson summation formula. Then
the obtained solution for the hybridization Eq. @D at
zero temperature gets updated in accord with the men-
tioned steps as

0 = 0 — 200 cos (27”‘> R(T), (17)
wB

where we have approximated 6 as temperature indepen-

dent, which is the case way below the transition, function

R(T) = 372 _ R,(T) is a result of application of the

Poisson summation formula to the sum over the Matsub-

ara frequencies,
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where x + % is reminiscent of the Matsubara frequency.
We plot Ry(T) in Fig. to suggest that except for
the shoulder it is consistent with standard Lifshits-
Kosevich formula [I7, [18]. It is now instructive to per-
form the steepest descent approximation in evaluating
the Ro(T), we get the following limiting expressions
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FIG. 3: Plot of the numerically estimated expression Eq.

470,
for n = 0 times the e “B factor for left % = 1 and right

for % = 0.2. It is approximately consistent with standard
Lifshits-Kosevich structure.

@ and = above, because of the saddle point approxmla—
tion of the latter (see Appendix [D] for more details), i
consistent with the Eq. @D, and the T" — oo decay is
consistent with the Lishits-Kosevich expression [I7] [18].

Having understood Ry(T) let us now add higher har-
monics. We Work in the regime when the solution for
the gap Eq. (17) is Vahd We plot R(T) as a function of
temperature in Flgs 4) and (). In order to describe de-
picted dependence we can approxnnate the integral with
the steepest descent method and obtain in the vicinity of
the peak,
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where the saddle point is at
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in the temperature dependence of Eq.
z = 7 which reads
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We note that as a result of a summation over the Mat-
subara frequency an oscillation of the dHvA oscillations
amplitude with the inverse temperature of the hybridiza-
tion @ appears, which can be observed in Eq. (19). Some
sums are oscillating some not. For example, a sum over
the Landau levels is oscillating. To the best of our knowl-
edge most sums over the Matsubara frequencies are not
oscillating.

Let us first discuss the case of relatively small magnetic
fields, 4w6y > wp. In particular, in Fig. we plot R(T)
for 20y = wp. The position of the peak defined in Eq.
(21)) can be approximated to be

)
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To justify our approximation, we plot o cos (%0) to-
gether with R(T') in Fig. (4). The approximation Eq.



(19) works well in the vicinity of the peak, away from

it one has to include more terms to make sure the func-

tion is positive definite. As a proof of principle, when the
26¢

parameter =2 increases, the amplitude of Eq. ex-
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ponentially decreases due to the decaying e AT WB term,
however, with that more oscillation cycles appear. For
example, see Fig. for the plot for % = 3, where the
position of the peak is consistent with analytical predic-
tions Eq. ( .

Let us estimate the height of the peak at Tpeax = ‘9—
Numerics suggest, see Fig. . that the peak has a value

4mlg
of almost ¢ @B | let us show it is indeed the case. We
found it convenient to not perform the steepest descent
for this task, but rather do the following transformations
after application of the Poisson summation formula,
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now goes our approximation, because cosh(z) has a min-
imum at z = 0 (reminiscent of steepest descent approxi-

mation made above), e* ~ 1 + z in the vicinity of z = 0.
We then write
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For 2% > 1 only m = 0 term is significant in the sum.
There?ore we conclude that

am6g
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which is indeed plotted in Fig. and in the left plot in

Fig. ().
To conclude the derivations, the non-zero temperature
expression for the magnetization reads as

M, — — 21ve <2”9°) R(T)sin (27”“‘) . (26)
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where R(T) is given by primarily Eq. (18)), and with
Eqgs. approximating the behavior in the vicinity of
the peak. We note that we have calculated R(T) from
the gap self-consistency equation. The same structure of
R(T') will be obtained in the extension of Eq. to
non-zero temperatures.

Let us now discuss relatively large magnetic fields wg ~
470y and wg > 4m6y. We plot R(T) in Fig. right for
% = 0.2. Unfortunately, the steepest descent method
fails to work well in this regime. We, nevertheless, still
can predict the existence of the peak in the amplitude
due to the oscillations. From the right plot of Fig. (5
we observe that for % = 0.2 the position of the peak
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FIG. 4: Left: plot of the expression R(T') for % = 1. Right:
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FIG. 5:  Left: plot of the expression for R(T)e “B for
% = 3, which makes it R(T)e5", as a proof of principle. The

magnitude is exponentially suppressed but with that more os-
cillation cycles, as compared with the first one if going from
large temperatures, become visible. Position of the first peak
is consistent with analytical predictions Eq. . Right: in
blue is the plot of R(T) which has a peak structure, and in
red we repeat right plot of Fig. , both for % =0.2.

o (Plot)
is at % ~ 1.32 which should be compared with

the corresponding quantity from the Eq. , which is

o (analytics)

% ~ 0.96. It turns out that for whatever reason
2
a better approximation is T, = % which is a high

field limit of Fig. and which gives %Cg%ak ~ 1.25.

In addition to the discussed above, we find a new
regime of oscillations occurring in rather strong magnetic
fields, wg > 8m#y. There in the course of the oscillations
the hybridization gap vanishes at the minimum of the
cycle and then emerges back at the peak. We speculate
that such an oscillation can undergo with a phase separa-
tion to metallic and insulating domains. Unfortunately,
it can’t be experimentally found in the SmBg material
due to the physical parameters of the system, however,
InAs/GaSb quantum wells where value of the Coulomb
interaction can be controlled and where quantum oscilla-
tions in the insulating regime were observed [211 22], are
very promising candidates.

We note that in previous works [8] [12] it has been nu-
merically shown that non-interacting insulating fermion
system shows a deviation from the Lifshits-Kosevich tem-
perature dependence of the dHvA oscillation amplitude
at small temperatures, and a peak in the amplitude has
been numerically plotted in these papers. However, it is
only in the present paper it was recognized that the de-
viation from Lifshits-Kosevich formula is actually an os-
cillation of the amplitude with inverse temperature, and
the peak can be associated with the first cycle of the os-
cillation. Note that there are not that many instances



of oscillations of physical observables with temperature.
We are aware of one theoretical prediction of occurrence
of mesoscopic oscillations of conductance as a function
of temperature in the disordered conductors due to the
mesoscopic fluctuations [23]. These oscillations are dif-
ferent from the ones predicted in this paper.

In regards of topology, here we were working with or-
dinary insulator. There are theoretical claims that SmBg
may be a topological insulator [24]. Then, if instead we
were to think of a topological insulator, we can fit our
model to Volkov-Pankratov model of topological insula-
tors [25] 26] by promoting the hybridization gap to mo-
mentum and spin dependences as § — 6(k - o), as well
as adding k— dependence to the mass in [25] [26]. Al-
though, the hybridization gap will now be proportional
to the Landau level index, at the Fermi level it can be
approximated as a constant, i.e. o« wgng, where integer
np is defined from wg(ng + %) = u, and all the predic-
tions of this paper hold. The only complication is to find
such an interaction that will result in momentum and
spin dependences of the hybridization, and solve the self-
consistency equation with this interaction. If necessary,
we leave the details to future research.

V. CONCLUSION

To conclude we have studied de Haas-van Alphen oscil-
lations in correlated insulators. We studied a mechanism
when the osillations originate from the magnetic field de-
pendence of the hybridization. The hybridization is due
to the Coulomb repulsion and is treated self-consistently.
We have recovered the results by [16], namely that the
dominant contribution to the oscillations is due to the
non-interacting picture [8, [12]. In addition we have
shown that the non-oscillating contribution to the free
energy originating from the mean-field treatment of the
hybridization gap is diamagnetic. This corresponds to

J

the decay of the hybridization gap in magnetic field.

Moreover, we showed that the amplitude of dHvA os-
cillations is itself a periodic function of inverse tempera-
ture. Analytically it shows up to three visible cycles of
oscillations. The position of the peak in the amplitude
dependence on the temperature is analytically estimated
in Egs. and from where one can extract the
value of the hybridization gap. The height of the peak
is analytically estimated in Eq. In experiments [2-
4] deviation from the Lifshits-Kosevich expression was
observed at small temperatures. Our work might be rel-
evant to these experiments.

Finally, we checked that the peak shown in Fig. (4)
does not survive if the spectrum of f—fermions in Eq.
was of the hole-like type with the same mass as the
d—fermions, i.e. when ¢y — —&k. In this case the tem-
perature dependence of the dHvA amplitude is of the
Lifshits-Kosevich structure shown in Fig . On the
other hand, slight particle-like or hole-like dispersion of
f—fermions does not alter the peak structure Fig.
at all. Analysis of the situation when f—fermions have
a slight particle-like spectrum will be a subject of the
subsequent work by the author.
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Appendix A: Theoretical model

Throughout the Supplemental Material we use A = 1 and kg = 1 convention.

me ol
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where & = % —p and g = By — p = const (we will later assume ¢y = 0), where p is the chemical potential.
Arguments presented below will also be valid for the inverted band structure. Spinors are defined as
b= (o d), w=|%]. (A2)

Interaction between the two types of fermions is

Hm=U/@@%@W@W@F~U/@m@w@m%m, (A3)

where U > 0 corresponds to repulsion. Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation of the action reads

— 0+ GadU) U™ (0 + Udgda) + Udadrdrda = —0U 10 — padeh — Opa. (A4)



In order to obtain self-consistent equation for the hybridization we employ the Keldysh technique (for example see
Ref. [27]), although, the task at hand can be formulated in Matsubara space. It is our personal choice to work in
Keldysh technique. In the Main Text in order not to burden the reader we don’t even mention that we formulated
our theory in the Keldysh space.
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where we have performed Larkin-Ovchinnikov rotation defining

U= QZ[A/_la \i/ = IA’&377;’ (A7)
where ¢ = ({4, $-), and
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are matrices acting in Keldysh space.
+(X> fay — — A
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where
01 _ 00
+ —
T —{00], T —[10] (A11)
are matrices acting in d-f space, and
. 10 R 01
0'0:|:01:|, Ul:|:10:| (A12)

are Pauli matrices acting in Keldysh space. We have defined classical and quantum combinations of the interaction
fields, namely 0,4 = %(9+ +6_)and 0/ = %(9+ +6_). For convenience we will be calling 6., = 6 and 0. = 6.
i

Sz = —3 /x Trk [é(x)U71619A(z)] , (A13)

where Trk is the trace over the Keldysh components of the matrices.
Action describing the fermions is

iSoJriSint;li/r/;oodt{\i/(:c)%[e_a-gk —0 }\i/(x)Jr\i/(o:)&l [_Oeq _09(*]@(:1:)}, (A14)

€ — €

where ék stands for operator acting on the coordinate. Whenever, Fourier transformation is performed, ék — & =
k2

5 — M. Integrating fermions out, we get

iSo + 1 Sine1 = /Trln [1 - éhint;l;q} : (A15)
where ﬁim;l;q contains quantum componet of the interaction with the Hubbard-Stratonovich field,

2 . 0 @
hint;l;q =01 |: é Oq :| (Alﬁ)
q



We recall,
G(E,k) = Uege(evk)fje = |: GR(OG, k) gig?llg :| ) (A17)
where
i) = | TG al ] (A18)
and
0=y 7). (a19)

where F, = tanh (%) is the Fermi-Dirac distribution function with 7" being the temperature. Keldysh part of the
Green function is

G¥(e, k) = F.G®(e, k) — G (e, k) F.. (A20)

Details of the Green function are

GR/A (¢, k) = L [6 —c 0 ] 7 (A21)

(e£i0 —ex 4+ )(e £ 10 —ex ) 0  e—&
where
& + € & — € S
fep = X0 4 (“ 0) + 66 (A22)
’ 2 2
is the spectrum. Then, for example,
Tr [Tf&lé(e k)} =Tr [t~ GX] =0F. L - L (A23)
’ le+i0—ex1)(e+i0—ex—) (e—10 —ex4)(e —i0 —ex )
= —L}'@m‘ [0(e —ex4+) — (e —ex,—)], (A24)
€k,+ — €k, —
such that
/Tr [T‘&lé(e k)} = —Li (.7:E — Fe ) . (A25)
] 7 o+ — - T o

From where we derive self-consistent equation for the hybridization. For that we vary the action over the 901 and set
it to zero,

5 ‘ 5 . : L
5 (S0 + iSinei1 + iSim2) = i { /x Trin [1 - Ghint;l;q] - % /w Tri {a(x)U 10—19(:5)” (A26)
= —/ Tr [T—a—lé(@k)} — U0 =0, (A27)
k,e
and we get
]:ek - fék _
0 =Uf .+ : (A28)

b
k fk+ — €k,—

where we have

2
ks — €l = 2\/<£“2_€°> +09. (A29)

Simple check shows Fe, |, —F > 0and ex  — €, > 0 such that the equation can be satisfied with a non-trivial 6.
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FIG. 6: Contour of integration Cy used in integral Eq. (B5|). There is a branch cut from b to ico.

Appendix B: Zero temperature

In magnetic field and at T' = 0 (also recall we are working in two-dimensions) the equation reads

(wpn + <2 — p)? 4 400

1=2Uvwp» \/ —, (B1)

where factor of 2 is due to the sum of the distribution functions, v = > and wg = ;—Bc is the cyclotron frequency.

In deriving the equation we have performed Hubbard-Stratonovich decoupling of the four fermion interaction (in the
way done in the previous subsection) before going to the Landau levels basis. In this way possible form-factors don’t
appear.

We use Poisson summation formula

Z g(n) = /0 z)dz + Z/ e g(z)dz. (B2)

n>0 p#£0

in order to estimate the sum. Non-oscillating term is

. [4<A— f)f} | (B3)

A dr
| v e

where A is the upper cut-off, f = —B — 5, and we assumed b < A — f and b < f. The other integral requires some

care. We wish to study the lowest harmonic of oscillation and pick p = +1 from the sum. Here is the step-by-step
calculation,

teo cos 27rx) +oo cos(2m(z + f)) (B4)
Vie—f +b2 — Va2 + b2
Consider now
I ei27r(z+f) J (B5)
= —dz
- /c+ V22 + b2
over the contour C'y shown in the Fig. @
Then
+oo i27r(z+f ei2m(z+f) 100 ei2m(z+f)

I = (B6)

=0,
\/22—1—62 0V (2+0)2 —|—b2 b /(-0 —|—b2

and the integrals over the arcs vanished due to their exponential decay as the radius goes to infinity. In the expression
above notation +0 should be understood from which side of the real axis, positive or negative, the variable z approaches



zero. This is needed to pick the correct list of the multivalued square root. Therefore,

10

+o0 227r(z+f) 227r(z+f) 100 127r(z+f)
B7
/ \/22+172 \/z+0 +b2 b (-0 —l—b2 (B7)
127rf 27z oS} el27rf 27z
=1 —1 dz (B8)
Vv —(z —10)2 —|—b2 b/ —(2+10)2 + b2
2 f e—27rz
= 2e"" ——dz B9
/b e (B9)
o f oS} 6—27rbz
= 2" ——dz B10
VAT o
o8] 727rbz
= ¢S 20 Bi11
o Vz(z+ 2 ( )
1
~ 4e"?™f =2 aresinh < 47rb> (B12)
4t f =20 |y ,/i + ,/i +1]. (B13)
47h 47h
Therefore,
+oo
cos(2m(x + f)) —onb \/ 1 \/ 1
2 ————dr =28 2 ™1 — —+1 B14
- Nrpur) T cos(2mf)e n T + b + (B14)
2+/(A — 1
1=20v {21 % + 8cos(2mf)e 2™ In <\/4 \/ + 1> } , (B15)
where we remind that b = %.
a. 87m-L >1 case
wB
In this case we expand the logarithm as
+oo
cos(2(z + f)) oy [ 1
2 ———— " dr =38 2 8 —. B16
. W x cos(2mf)e g (B16)
This is now a small correction to the non-linear equation Eq. (B15)),
A— 2 gm0
1=4Uv {ln l(ef)fwB + dcos(2nf)e V"on ;TE;} , (B17)
and can be treated perturbatively. Assume we found
A — 2
1=4UvIn (0f)fw‘3] : (B18)
which is
(JJ2 1
Oo =/ p? — TBe_m, (B19)
where fB = p — “2, and where we set A — u = p in order to make sure that the magnetization is absent when the

magnetic field is zero i.e. there is no spontaneous magnetic order in the system. We comment on that in more details

in the subsection C below.
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In order to find oscillating part of the hybridization we perturb 8 = 6y + 66 and get

6
560 = 20, cos (QW(:; - 7r> e 4" on 23;7];0, (B20)

and the solution reads

0,
0 = 6y + 26, cos 27Ti —r)e s (B21)
wB 276y
b. 87-L ~1 case
wB
For example, we keep in mind a situation when b = 0.1, then 47b = 87r— 1.2. Then, we estimate last term in

the brackets in the right-hand side of Eq. - to be

—27b - ~
= <\/47rb \/47rb+1> L6, (B22)

which is still a small correction as compared to the first term in the brackets of the right-hand side of Eq. (B15]). We
just can not expand the logarithm anymore. We get the solution

= R
6 = 0 + 40 cos (27TwB 77) 5 In ( 8%00 871'90 ) . (B23)

c. 87-L <1 case
wB

The non-linear equation reads

1:2UV{ [2\/7

+4cos(2mf)e 2™ In (7317) } ) (B24)

where, recall b = % and fwp = p — “2, and wA = 2p to make sure there is no spontaneous magnetization in the

system. We then derive a solution for the hybridization,

2} 2 2
—4mr 4pc—w
14+8Uv cos(Zwif'rr)e “B In |:7r7]3:|
“B “B

w2 aUv 1+2CDS(21L7W)674W£
i - (B25)
When cos (27?& — 77) =0, the gap is
WE 1
0 = ,u2 — —e AUv, (BZG)

4

Moreover, it is clear that the solution is on the boarderline of its existance. Namely, when the sign of the argument of
the natural exponent changes sign to positive, the solution no longer obeys 877— < 1 and 6 < p smallness conditions
which were assumed in the course of the derivation. Even next harmonics of the oscillation which were omitted in
the calculation can’t help the argument to not change the sign to positive. Hence, large magnetlc fields causes a
phase transition by either closing the gap or changing the solution to another limit, i.e. to 87r— > 1 case, when
the oscillations are rather suppressed and the argument changes sign back to negative. It is qu1te hkely this process
is accompanied with a phase separation of the two possibilities. We anticipate that the oscillations are going to
be antisymmetric with respect to highest and lowest phases of the oscillation, besides the existence of the higher
harmonics which become less exponentially suppressed.
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Appendix C: Free energy and magnetization

Here we wish to derive the free energy F within the Keldysh technique. We will be following Ref. [28§].
F=U-TS, (C1)

where S = [dT }Z—é{ is entropy, and the internal energy is denoted by U (not to be confused with the fermion

interaction U in our model) and is typically U = fm FrAz, where A, is a function of x and F, = tanh [J;(—;)} is the

distribution function, where f(z) is fermion dispersion, then the entropy

S:%/mAm]-;—%/zA {1+J?()1n[1+ ”’}}, (C2)

F:/IAJ.{1+f2(Z)1n[1+e T” } /A ln1—|—€ ¥”]. (C3)

Here 1 in the square brackets should be dropped in order to define a proper free energy, hence the right arrow. Then
we can define the free energy by figuring out the internal energy, which can be done within the Keldysh technique.
For that, following the lines of Ref. [28], we introduce heat density sources in to the action (not to be confused with
the entropy) as

and therefore,

iS?? + ZSO + Z.Sint,l + 'éSint;Z = (04)

;./t7r{i\11(:c)141_778t\11(x)—i[8t‘11(:r)] ! ﬁ\Il(x)} (C5)
+¢/t’r{\i/(x)ef0 {—gk 0 ]\il(z)—l—\il(z) [_ 0 95’009515’1} 11\11(1:)} (C6)

_ ;/t Try [é(x)U_l&ll ! é(x)} , (C7)

where 1) = 1169+ 1201 are the heat density sources, and ék stands for operator acting on the coordinate. Heat density
is given by varying the partition function with respect to the source,

i 0Z

U= (ha) = 5 % (C8)

m1=n2=0

Then let us find out what A, defined in Eq. (C3]) equals to in our model. After fermions are integrated out the action

becomes
’LS = // TI'IH |:1 — GAiLint;q - é l: 69 _e:| ﬁ:| 9 (Cg)
eJk - €

where G and izint;q were defined in the Appendix Then

i 0
% 5 (5, 450 + iSine1) (C10)
2 n1=n2=0;04=0
i : 2 2 Fe
= 5(27m) [2¢* — e(e0 + &) — 20%] [0(€ — ex4) — (e — ey )] ———— (C11)
eJk €k;+ — €k;—
1 1 Ferw — F
=—- | atFan, — 5 | G-TFe, +0° [ —H—= C12
2 /1<€k’+ o2 /kek’ oo ¥ /k €+ — €k (©12)
1 1 62
= 7§/k€k;+fek;+ — 5\/l<€k;_./_'.5k:7 + U, (013)
where in the last equality sign we utilized self-consistent gap equation. Another term reads
i 0 62
P - (c14)
2 5772 n1=n2=0;04=0 2U
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Summing the two we get for the internal energy

i 0 1 1 62
U= L9 (’LSn +1iSp + iSint,l + iSint,Z) = —= / €k§+}—5k;+ - = / Gk;—fek;, + —, (C15)
2 6772 771:772:0;0q20 2 k 2 k 2U
which gives the correct expression for the free energy upon calculating entropy, namely
—ek: —ep,— 02
F:—T/ln[1+67;+}—T/ln[l—l—ei; } 2 (C16)
We study the free energy in the presence of the magnetic field and at T' = 0, in which case e~ = 0 and

—€n;—

e~ T > 1 since the —e,,— > 0 for any n, and from Eq. 1' we get,

_wB ws ) wB wB N g O
F= 5V 2 (an+ ) u) ) V;\/(WBH+ 5 u) + 40 +2U' (C17)

The sum over the Landau levels in the second term will be made again with the help of Poisson summation formula

Eq..

F=Fy+Fs, (C18)
A=f A—f 2
Fy = 11/441123 / zdz — 11/{,0123 V22 + b2dz + 0—, (C19)
2 P, 2 P, 2U
1 AT
Fy = —iuw% Z/ 2P\ /22 4 p2(;. (C20)
p#£0” —f
In the limit 877% > 1 we calculate
1 1 2(A— 2
Fy= v (A= f)’wh — fPwi] — 7 {(A — )Pwd + fPwR +460% + 46%1n [W} } + 2% (C21)
_! _p22 4227 1 _ 2,2 2, 2 2 _ 1ap2 —4ﬂ%w78_£ﬁ
=1 [(A = f)*wg — fPwi] i (A — f) wg + frwp + 46 — 166 cos(2r f)e "1/ 3.0 577 + 5T (C22)
=V (=B g 4 —andy JeB
=3 (u 5 ) v0° + 4v6° cos(2n f)e "1/ 3.0 (C23)
oY (= UBY L g
o (,L ; ) V2. (C24)

where, recall, Awg = 2y and fwp = p — “*, and where we have used self-consistent equation in obtaining f% term
in the first equality sign. We have applied results of 87r£—°B > 1 limit, but other limits will also lead to the result in the
last line Eq. . This calculation of the free energy is in line with the BCS theory, i.e the energy gain is equal to
—vB%. We note that the response from the non-interacting term (when hybridization is treated as a constant rather
than self-consistently) is diamagnetic, although it is not immediately clear from Eq. .

Now the sum over the harmonics. We again pick only p = +1 from the sum. Then we are left with the integral,
which in the small magnetic field regime, i.e. ﬁ < 1, is estimated to be

+ee ; ; 4bwd | 1 1
V22 + 022D gy —eﬂwfe*%b& — 1+ —, (C25)
oo 0 47d 4t

where by — we extracted only oscillating part, and we remind b = %. We have used integration by parts once in
order to get rid of divergence at infinity. After that we utilized the same contour integration as was used in Eq. (B7).
In the integration by parts we have omitted the boundary terms in it. Let us examine whether omitted boundary
terms can contribute anything oscillating from oscillatory dependence of . They are

1 . o 1 .
( i /22 4 b26127rz _ T /22 =+ bzeﬂﬂ’z
™

27 0

oo\ gi2nf
) 5 Tec (C26)
0

2w f

1 . 1 .
= (,\/A2 +b2e?™A - /A2 + er”“A) ST +c.c., (C27)

211 211
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where A — oo. We see there is no extra oscillating term o cos (27r£) in the free energy from these boundary terms.

Therefore it was safe to ignore them.
Therefore, for 4wb > 1 we get for the oscillating part of free energy,

o0 2 27160 6
Py = —vwd V22 + b2 cos(2n(z + f))dz — V% Z % cos (27r'u — 7r> e 4men (C28)
oo B

Y%endalign Here is why we have been choosing Awg = 2 in all of our calculations. The non-oscillating part of the

2
free energy obtained from Eq. (C24) reads —v62 = —v (uz — %) e*ﬁ, and hence there is no term here propotional

to the magnetic field in free energy. If there was a term propotional to the magnetic field, the system would have
had a spontaneous magnetization, which is experimentally not the case. We also conclude from this argument that

the response of the system is diamagnetic, because non-oscillating part of the magnetization is My = —9p(—v3) =
—%ﬁye_w%. The system wants to expel the magnetic field such that the Coulomb energy of the system is

minimized. This is first key results of the present work.
We compare now the two oscillating terms in the free energy, the one came from Eq. (C24)), which is due to the
Coulomb interaction, and the other from the non-interacting picture given by Eq. (C2§|

WB wB u _4x 0
6 Fose = — 4007 - 2r— — “B . C29
v70 27‘(’90 ( 271'90) COS( WwB 7T> ¢ ? ( )
Oscillating part of the magnetization reads
3
00 F o 2uv e [2mly\ 2 wB . 1 4 b0
Mosc:* ~N — 2m— — « C30
0B T me ( wB > ( 216, st 7TWB e i (C30)
1
2 27l \ 2 _4n b0
:_W( u ) sin (w)e s (C31)
T mc \ wWB wB

where only the oc p term was kept because it is the largest parameter here. Clearly, in Eq. we have repeated
the results obtained in Ref. [16l Namely, that the oscillating part of the magnetization doesn’t depend on the
oscillations of the hybridization gap in significant way. Main part of the sscillations is due to the magnetization of
the non-interacting (when 6y is treated as a constant) system. There might be contributions to the free energy and
magnetization originating from the oscillations of the gap which are proportional to a square of the oscillating part of
the gap, see Ref. [16] for details. Such terms are subleading to the result Eq. (C31)). We stress that in our published
paper we have accidentally and unfortunatelly missed the term in red in Eq. (C22) and . The rest of our paper
is not affected by this mistake.

Appendix D: Temperature dependence

Here we study temperature dependence of oscillations obtained in previous subsections. For that we update the
non-linear equation to account for the temperature,
Fe, . —F
T . Tie— (D1)
(wBn + “F — p)? + 400

1=Uvwg Z
oY
We follow the same steps as were done in the T' = 0 case. We first introduce notations by rewriting the equation

1=Uvwg [RO(T)+ ) RENT)| . (D2)
n#0

Below we fill focus on the stufy of Rin=ED (T). Let us first discuss R(?(T). In case of finite temperature the integral

Eq. (B3) gets modified as

dz 1 1

A dr A—f
— 1 — —
/0 V=2 +0? /, oV e e

e +1 e

dz (D3)
+1
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FIG. 7: Left: plot of the first harmonic of the oscillating part of the torque, i.e. of Mys.B where M, is given by Eq. (C31)
for 260y ~ 40K . Top: effective mass is m = 0.2m.; Bottom: m = 0.4m.. Right: magnetization for the same parameters. All
plots are for T'= 0 and pm/me = 420K.

where we used F_, = —JF, identity after shifting the z in p — “2 to write down the first fraction in the way it is
written in the square brackets, and also of use was F, =1 — —=—. Here, again b = 203 and f = & — %
eT 41 wWB wB
Al g 1 1
_/ 1/722 R N dz (D4)
- VERRDT | TR T 41 e e 41
A=f
1 V22 4+ b2 1 1
= _ 3 In Z +2 zb2+_ — + T (D5)
Vze+ z e 2w 41 e /e 41 s
1 A 24+ b2 1 1
+ 5/ o dzln T/J;LZWT SRV RN (D6)
—f Z44+0°—z TR L1 e 41
A— 1
~ —2In ( 1f > (D7)
b wph

L e 3Ty 41

(/2 — 4k 1
=—2In : 2 ) (DS)

to o
L eTn +1

where we kept only Eq. after integrating by parts, as the other is less singular at z = 0, and assumed A — f ~ f
in the distribution function when taking the upper and lower limits. This assumption is valid at small temperatures,
when the derivative over the distribution function is almost a delta function. The upper and lower limits are fixed
and are never equal to infinity.

Now, the most interesting part. The integral corresponding to oscillations at zero temperature Eq. gets
modified as

+o0 127r(z+f +o00 1271- (z+1) 1 1
Vﬁiﬁﬁé/’ T | e e | (D9)

e 2es 41 e o8 41
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Therefore,
6
0 = 0o+ 20 cos | 2r1— — 7 ) e Ton [ B (D10)
wB 27‘(9()
— 6 + 26, cos (2775 - 77) R(T), (D11)
B
6
where R(T') is obtained below and R(T = 0) = 6_4ﬂ£1 | 224 is the exact result at 7' = 0 obtained above. We

approximated 6y to be an independent on temperature which is a good approximation at temperatures way below the
transition.
We define the 4+1 harmonic to be

RUD = L [T ! L d (D12)
_ _ — z
osc 2 2 — 2422402 2+\/22+b2
WB J_so m e%wl;b + 1 eﬁ —+ 1
I O b 1 1
:76127#/ e2mbsinh(y) {1 iy Ty - }dy (D13)
wB oo e 41 eT +1
1 .
=—e? T (W_ +W,), (D14)
wB

—z 4+ V22 + b2 = be ¥ while z 4+ V22 + b2 = be?, and “;—‘}b = ‘%‘). Harmonic with —1 is obtained from Eq. (D12) by

RED

where we made z = bsinh(y) change of variable, which resulted in dz = bcosh(y)dy, V22 + b2 = bcosh(y) and
(D12
complex conjugation, i.e. Rggcl)(T) = [ ose (T )} . We introduce contour integration shown in Fig. @D and obtain

7 N

FIG. 8: Contour of integration used to calculate W_ defined in Eq. (D13]) and Eq. (D15). The contour is closed on the top
part of the complex plane in order to ensure convergence. The residues are picked from inside of the contour.

the expression for W_ defined in Eq. (D13]),

too : 1 1
| - eZQﬂ'bSIUh(’y) —— | dy (D15)
2 e
—0o0 eT € + 1

1 [t . . eeToeiy —1
-1 / b Ly (D16)
eTe

=2mi » (...). (D17)

The expression for W, is obtained from W_ by complex conjugation, since

e i27b sinh(y) 1 1
o eT® +1
oo i27b sinh 1 1
:/ e~ i2mbsinh(y) [2 _ 90_1}} dy (Dlg)
oo eT® 4+ 1
— W, (D20)

where in the second equality sign we changed y — —y.
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We found it better to come back to tanh in order to take care of the divergence at infinity. The chosen contour of
integration shown in Fig. (8) is such that the integral over the arc converges to zero because of the exponent in the
(D21)

numerator of the integrand in Eq. (D15]). The residues of the integrand of W_ are at y = y,, and defined as
w (2)

e Y =2mi— n+ =
"B 2

and according to the contour Fig. they are with n < 0, such that Im[y,] > 0 and real part can be of any sign.
(D22)

Then
1 1 T 1
isinh(y,) = = +2r—|n+=)],
W) =3 l2w£(n+§) i (7 3)
1
dete | =om (n + ) . (D23)
y=yn 2
1 —Yn
= (e%”e ’ 1) -1 (D24)
1 +27r—(n+l):|
S (D25)

(D26)

Then
. 1
271'22(...) =-3 Z ntl

W_:

It is not clear how to analytically sum up the series above, however, in order to gain some insight, we can approximate
the series by applying the Poisson summation formula and performing the steepest descent method. We can then

numerically plot the result of summation and compare it with the approximate analytics.

Poisson summation and steepest descent method

a.
To sum the series Eq. (D26 we again employ Poisson summation formula Eq. (B2]).
—mbh 4 +2r & (n+2 :|
W_ = % 3 ! —e L“%(H%) o () (D27)
>0 +3
00 —mb| ———~+2r & (z+ 3 :| oo i2wnx —wb{%—i—%rl z+1
5| e A do 3y [ S e TR A PR
2 0 X + 5 2 720 0 xr + 3
= Ro(T) + Rl (T) + Rfl(T) + ... (D29)
The non-oscillating part of the formula reads
+o0 —7b 1 42 L (x4 1 :|
Ro(T) = 1/ Lxl e Lw%(w%) i () 7 (D30)
2 0 T + 3
we numerically estimate it and plot it as a function of temperature in Fig. @[) We can estimate the integral using
steepest descent method,
+oo
R(T) = 1 01 o b(1+2) / e—%\g(i)\(ﬁé—z%ffdx’ (D31)
2 2%91“2 0
(D32)

27h

where we defined
_— <1)2 + ]_ _ L —
2tb 1+ /1 + (27b)?’
27T\ [ 1 1
> ( - 27rb23) . (D33)

<27TT>2 02 [— In(z) — 7b (i + zﬂ

z=
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FIG. 9: Plot of the numerically estimated expression Eq. 1} left for b = % = 1, center for b = % = 2, and right for
b= % = 0.2. It is consistent with standard Lifshits-Kosevich structure [17, [18].

In Fig. we plot justification for the steepest descent method. The original curve is plotted in blue, while the
curve corresponding to the steepest descent approximation is shown in red. This figure suggests that the position
of the extremum is captured correctly, but for large magnetic fields (right plot in Fig. (10])) the approximation only
qualitatively describes the integral. We will show in the following that the position of the extremum defines period
of quantum oscillations with inverse temperature.

3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5

FIG. 10: Approximating the integral within the steepest descent method. Left: for % =1and 271'% = 1. Right: for % =0.2
and 27r9£ = 1. Red curve is the Gaussian obtained within the steepest descent method, while blue corresponds to the original
curve. In both cases the position of the saddle, which defines oscillations with inverse temperature, is perfectly approximated.
For large magnetic fields corresponding to the right plot, steepest descent method does not do a good job approximating the

magnitude of the integral. It works well for small magnetic fields corresponding to the left plot.

(1) We first consider 2wb > 1 case. The steepest descent approximation is shown in the left plot in Fig. (10)). Then
2
z~ 1 and |g(1)] = 2wb (%) , and we get
d 1277 5, [T _ﬂb(m)Q(H;_@io)z
RO (T) = 576 [& %o 2 2T dx, (D34)
0 0

which we plot in Fig. @ At T = 0 the integral over x can be approximated as Gaussian, i.e. from —oo to 400 in
our case by shifting v — = + % — Y0 and setting —oo in the lower limit, then

27T
q e—27rb
RYT =0) ~ . D35
At T — o0
—27h —27h 2
sd e 2T 1 Oy e _@(2«7)
T ~ Erf b ) = 1\ "o D
BT = o) 2vb e (\/7? 0o 2> ol wb © °l (D36)

where is the complimentary error function, whose expansion at large values of argument we used.
Let us check our approximation with the exact results at T = 0. We defined R(T) in Eq. (D11)), then within the
steepest descent approximation we have

e—27'rb 5 200 1 B
R(T =0 %RSdTZOZ —e T —
( ) ~ Ry ( ) NG 2\ 20,

(D37)
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while the exact expression reads as

_ox2%0 1 wWB
RT=0)=e Ton —, |2
( ) VT \ 200
the two expressions are in good agreement since /7 & 1.77. This slight discrepancy is in the fact that saddle point
approximation is not exact.
Now we pick the +n harmonics in the formula Eq. (B2)),

(D38)

1 +oo 1 —mb |:++27rl(x+l):|
Ry (T)+R_(T) = - / €T — e rog(=+3) Y e e (D39)
2 0 x + 5
+o0o 2
- ; 91 e—‘n’b(l-i-i)/ €i27rnme—%\g(2) (:c-i—%—;—OTE) dz + c.c. (D40)
0_z
27T 0
+w ; TN
= . 91 e~ m(34%) o~ 2‘323‘2 em(%ogfﬁ) / efélg(z)l(g’#%*%%’ TG )2dx + c.c. (D41)
2 27TOT2 0
9 7271‘27L2 .
= 2cos [n <1?z - w)} e T RSY(T). (D42)

Since steepest descent method gives Z = 1, we predict that there is a peak in R(T") which occurs at

0
Tpeak = ?0 (D43)

In Fig. (11) we plot R(T) for b =1, b = 3 and b = 4. There the peak indeed occurs at a value determined in Eq.

(D13).

R(T)e s ine,
2 R(Me s
2

1
o T 2mr
2 4 6 8 10 g, 0 6o
aréy aréy
R(T)e s R(T)e s
2 2
1 1

2t T 2t T
12 3 4 5 g 1T 2 3 4 5 g

FIG. 11: Top row, left: plot of the expression Eq. || times 2™ factor for b = % = 1. Top row, right: the same but

with |1 — 2cos (%0)] 2 (red) plotted together. Now goes a proof of principle. Bottom row, left is the plot of the expression
(D2

3
Eq. 26)) for b = % = 3. Bottom row, right is the plot of the expression Eq. 1| for b = % = 4. The magnitude more
and more exponentially suppressed but with that more oscillation cycles, as compared with the first one if going from large

temperatures, become visible. In all of the figures the height of the peak equals to approximately 1 (not universal).

Let us estimate the height of the peak at Teak = % . Numerics suggest, see Fig. 1} that the peak has a value of

s

almost €27, let us show it is indeed the case. We found it convenient to not perform the steepest descent for this
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task, but rather do the following transformations after application of the Poisson summation formula,

Tpeak 1
Lm [ e 1| gy R
R(Tpeak) :522‘/0 6127””“716 2 90 (+%) 0 du (D44)
n 2
1 ; teo in 20 =
. Z e—imn ) e Toeak e—27rbcosh(z)dz (D45)
2 n ln(Zw%ak%)
o
1 : teo
_ 5 ;ewrn/o einme 6727rbcosh(z)dz’ (D46)

now goes our approximation, because cosh(z) has a minimum at z = 0 (reminiscent of steepest descent approximation
made above), e* ~ 1 4 z in the vicinity of z = 0. Therefore,

+00 oo
Z e—iﬂ'n/ einweze—Qﬂ-b COSh(Z)dZ ~ Z/ einrrze—Q-rrb cosh(Z)dZ (D47)
n 0 n 0
“+o0o
—9 Z/ 5(2 _ m)6727rb cosh(z)dz (D48)
m v0
— 97 2mb | ge—2mbeosh(1) 4y —2mboosh(2) 4 (D49)
~ e~ 2Tb | fo2mb(140.5) | g —2mb(142.75) (D50)

For b = 1 we have 4e~2™%*05 ~ (.17 and the other terms in the series are practically zero. For b = 3 we have

4270405 5 3 4 10~* which is also practically zero. Therefore, we conclude that
R(Tpear) ~ €7, (D51)

which is indeed numerically plotted in Fig. 1D recalling that b = %. This result, we remind, is valid for 27b =
47\'90 > 1
wB :

(ii) Let us now consider 27b ~ 1 and 27b < 1 cases.

In particular we want to first focus on b = 0.2 case as we think it might be relevant to the experiment. For this
value the steepest descent saddle point is defined by the most general expression,

z= 2mb (D52)

Ty
9(z) = <2§0T>2 (ZIQ - 2wb;) . (D53)

Calculations and Fig. (10p) suggest we have to be careful with the steepest descent and take in to account higher
orders of approximation. In particular, in Fig. (10b) we see that the position of the saddle point is captured well with
the approximation, however, the tail isn’t. The tail is going to contribute to the amplitude of the integral. We don’t
know how to estimate the tail. Let us see if the position of the peak in R(T') is captured by the steepest descent.

0?2 _2x2n2
Ryn(T)+ R_,(T) =~ 2cos [n <27r0T — 7r>} e~ BT RS(T), (D54)
wB
the peak occurs at

462 1 462

Theak = 70 = = 0 = (D55)
B1_|_ 1+(%) wB + \/wd + (476))
wB

which for small values of % becomes Theak = %. Let us check that our approximation works. From right plots of

T (Plot)
Fig. we observe that for % = 0.2 the position of the peak is at ”%;ak ~ 1.32 which should be compared with

(analytics)

2
the corresponding quantity from the Eq. (D55|), which is % ~ 0.96. It turns out that for whatever reason
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FIG. 12: Left: plot of R(T)e “B and right is the zoom in in to the peak for an eye determination of the position of the peak.
Top is for % = 0.2 while bottom is for i—];’ =0.1.

(plot)

. . Y 2 .
better approximation is T7 . = Qj , which gives 2”5%‘“‘ = 2mb =~ 1.25. For % = 0.1 we have Tré’i:"‘k ~ (.78 which
. . T(analytxcs) . .
is compared with % ~ 0.57 and % = 27b =~ 0.62. We conclude that the steepest descent approximation

is a poor approximation for % < 1 case.

b. Alternative calculation of Eq.

It is instructive to perform a different calculation of the Eq. (D26) suggested to us by I.S. Burmistrov.

1 L )
Wf:ZnJr% S , (D56)
where b = %. We use

—+oo
/ cos(;v)e_a””2dx = \/?e_ém (D57)
oo a
1

—7rb|: :|
to transform the e 2 (n+) term with an a = & L (n + ) identification to

OL
© 2 0,
—mb +oo 1
e { gl =\ / cos(z)e” 77 ("+2)7 gy (D58)
Next, we use
“+oo
() gy = [T D59
[oo Y n+1i (D59)



to lift the ,/ +1 in to the exponent. Then,

1 _ +oo i T 1y.2
W*:ZnJrf Pl \/7/ cos(z)e” B9 ("+3)7 gy

1 T —71' Ta-(n+35 too —5ra-(nt35)z
/27Tb00 Z 1 b{Z 6{)( +§)] /_OO COS(Qs)e glbeTO( +§) 2dm

2

+o0 too
/ Z —mb[2m i (n+4)] ~T(n+4)y? / ~ g a5 (n3)e”
24, 2 /_OQ e dy - cos(x)e dx

We then use

for g > 0. In our case

Then,

T +oo +oo
w - T TJB/ dy/ cos(x)
20y —o0 s (4” L4 Tepq? 4 Tyz)
0

B /+°° /+°° cos(x)
smh 47r2T TwB (xz +y )}

This path is not an easy one, but it is consistent with the obtained 7" = 0 limit.

1. Conventional Lifshits-Kosevich expression for the temperature dependence

22

(D60)

(D61)

(D62)

(D63)

(D64)

(D65)

(D66)

(D67)

As a remark, let us contrast our calculation with the standard Lifshits-Kosevich expression [I7, 18] for the tem-
perature dependence of dHvA oscillation of a metal. We derive it from scratch. We consider two-dimensional

non-interacting fermion system described by e = X u in perpendicular magnetic field. Free energy of the system

2m
in the magnetic field is now

F= —T/ln (1—&—6_%) — —TwBVZln (1—}—6_%),
k n

where €, = wp (n + %) — . We again utilize the Poisson summation formula

o0 o0
F = —TwBV/ In (1—&—6_%) dm—TwBVZ/ e?27PT In (1+e_%z) dz,
0 o Jo

from where we study only the second term,

0o oo _i27px
12TpT —fz wB e
Fose = —Twpr E /0 2P ln(1+e T)dz%—TwBl/ E 27rpiT/ e%—i—ldz
p p

(D68)

(D69)

(D70)

(D71)
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We observe that an integral defining the temperature dependence of the dHvA oscillation amplitude instead of Eqgs.
(D13), (D15), and (D26) equals (for example see Ref. [I§]) now to

+oo etz
ILK(Oz) :/ dZ, (D72)

— 00

where o = 2mp-— . The contour of integration is the same as in Fig. ., and the residues are at z,, = 2w (n + )
with n > 0. Then

Ik (a) = —2mi Z e=2r(n+3) (D73)
= —2mie” ™ Z e 2mner (D74)
T
- D
sinh(rar)’ (D75)
where we used
1
W = 26_770( Z 6_27Tna. (D76)
Then for p = £1
_ 1 igﬂr(L_l) o0 612”7132
Fp=%1) — 7Tw]231/76 “B 2 / - dz + c.c. (D7)
Uy’ —gqen €+ 1
1 »L‘QW(L l) T
= —Twiv— “6 7 [k | 2m— .C. D78
wivg e B LK o +cc (D78)
3 o2 T
= ;7]321/ cos (27?42 - 7T> e (D79)

sinh (27r2 l)
wB

We see that there is no quantum oscillations as a function of temperature in metallic case. At zero temperature

ox2 T

T PP Y (2 “;BT ) — 1, and the oscillating part of the free energy is proportional to the w%. Therefore, the magnetization
Sin T =
“B

is propotional to o wpgusin (27T£ — 7r> for the case when u > wp.

2. Three-dimensional case

Let us study an integral which appears due to the integraion over the k, momentum,

+oo
I= / % dz (D80)
0
which is calculated using the contour integration, for o > 0,
+oo 5 0 o,
/ 'Y dz —|—/ e dz =0, (D81)
0 (1+i)o0
where integral over the arc vanishes. Therefore,
0 .2
1= —/ e'“* dz, (D8&2)
(14+1i)oc0

we make a change of variable to z = ue*1, then

I= ei%/ e’ dy = '8, [ . (D83)
0
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Therefore, it is straightforward to generalize calculation of the dHvA oscillations to the three-dimensional case.
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