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We propose a formula constructed out of elementary functions that captures many of the detailed
features of the transverse resistivity ρxy for the integer quantum Hall effect. It is merely a phe-
nomenological formula in the sense that it is not based on any transport calculation for a specific
class of physical models involving electrons in a disordered landscape, thus, whether a physical
model exists which realizes this resistivity remains an open question. Nevertheless, since the for-
mula involves the Riemann zeta function and its non-trivial zeros play a central role, it is amusing
to consider the implications of the Riemann Hypothesis in light of it.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The integer quantum Hall effect (IQHE) refers to the remarkable properties of a non-interacting electron gas in
two spatial dimensions in the presence of a magnetic field B and a disordered potential. These properties are only
observed under the extreme conditions of strong magnetic field and very low temperature which explains why it was
discovered relatively late [1]. Figure 1 shows some typical experimental data.1 The most striking feature is the exact
quantization of the transverse resistivity on the “plateaux”:

ρxy =
1

n

h

e2
, n = 1, 2, 3, . . . (1)

where h is Planck’s constant and e the electron charge.2

The theoretical understanding of the IQHE is by now well-developed and there are many excellent reviews and
books [2]. Some early pioneering works were by Laughlin and Halperin [3, 4]. Let us review some of the very basics.
The pure problem of a single electron in a magnetic field was solved long ago by Landau. The eigenstates fall into
Laudau levels with energy EL(n) = (n + 1

2 )~eB/m where m is the electron mass. Each Landau level has a large
degeneracy of states Nstates = Φ/Φ0 where Φ is the magnetic flux and Φ0 = hc/e. These are all de-localized states.
The IQHE is instead a many body problem, namely a finite density electron gas at finite temperature with non-zero
B, in the presence of disorder, such as various kinds of random impurities or defects. The plateaux would not exist
without this disorder and a complete understanding involves Anderson localization. Since we will not be considering
any detailed physically motivated hamiltonian, let us just give a rough and brief picture of the phenomenon. At

∗ andre.leclair@gmail.com
1 We found this image on the internet but could not locate the article which presented this figure, which are numerous.
2 The exact quantization n = 1, 2, 3, . . . has been verified experimentally to within 10−10.
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FIG. 1: Experimental data on the Hall resistivity ρxy as a function of magnetic field at very low temperatures (red curve, the
green curve is the longitudinal ρxx.)

energies approximately in the gap between the pure Landau levels the states are localized due to disorder and thus
don’t contribute to the conductivity and it remains constant on the plateaux. At certain critical energies Ecn near the
original Landau levels, where by definition Ecn+1 > Ecn, there is a quantum phase transition where some states are
delocalized and contribute to a change of the conductivity. Let us write this in terms of the Fermi energy EF :

If Ecn > EF > Ecn−1 then ρxy =
1

n

h

e2
(2)

For the experiments it is easier to control the magnetic field, thus we define critical Bcn where Bcn+1 < Bcn and:

If Bcn < B < Bcn−1 then ρxy =
1

n

h

e2
. (3)

It will also be important to point out that the integer n in the quantization of ρxy was eventually understood as a
topological invariant, sometimes referred to as a Chern number [5]. This fact explains the robustness of the quantized
plateaux in spite of variable details of the sample, in particular the realization of disorder, which varies from sample
to sample. It is also known that the transitions between plateaux are infinitely sharp at zero temperature, and for the
most part we assume we are in this situation. We wish to also mention that the IQHE also exists in models without
Landau levels [6].

Although the theory of the IQHE is well-developed, the explicit calculation of ρxy is a difficult problem since
it is a transport property in the presence of disorder. One can attempt disorder averaging, however this is also
notoriously difficult, especially at the critical transitions. In fact, the precise nature of the quantum critical points
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at the transitions remains unknown; even the delocalization exponent is only known numerically. We will consider
this exponent in Section IV. Inspection of Figure 1 indicates many complicated details, such as the following. The
widths of the plateaux vary considerably for a single sample, becoming smaller as B is decreased. Apart from this, the
critical values Bcn appear random, and certainly depend on the realization of the disorder, of which there are infinite
possibilities. The resistivity vanishes at B = 0, where it is approximately linear.

In this paper, we will merely present an explicit mathematical function that has many of the same properties as
the measured ρxy. It is not such a simple matter to conjure up such a function, since the measured ρxy has many
detailed features. Our proposed formula is relatively simple, being constructed from the gamma and zeta functions,
and captures many of these salient features. Hence our terminology “phenomenological”, since we don’t attempt to
compute the resistivity for any specific many-body hamiltonian, which in any case is a very difficult problem due to
the disorder. For these reasons, it will be left as an open question as to whether any specific model hamiltonian for the
IQHE has the transport properties that correspond to our formula, even approximately. We wish to point out however
that the zeta function has an integral representation involving the Fermi-Dirac distribution 1/(eε+ 1) which we recall
in the Appendix (A4), and this provides some encouragement that our formula may eventually be understood as a
resistivity for a gas of fermions. Clearly some guesswork is involved and this exercise will not necessarily prove to be
fruitful since it is not based on methods used to compute transport, such as a Kubo formula. However we wish to
point out that this kind of guesswork has been proven to be successful for some well-known problems. For instance,
let us just mention Veneziano’s guess of a scattering amplitude expressed only in terms of ratios of gamma functions
led to the development of the huge field of string theory[7]. Of course we cannot promise such success here, however
we feel it is still worth pursuing.

For our proposed formula, the non-trivial zeros of the zeta function play a crucial role, and thus can perhaps
provide some new insights on the Riemann Hypothesis (RH). As emphasized above, we do not know if any microscopic
quantum many body model leads to a resistivity that corresponds to our phenomenological formula. Nevertheless, if
we hypothesize such a connection, then the RH can be interpreted in light of it. There are very few approaches to the
RH based essentially on physics, and this may be new one. We should mention approaches based on the Hilbert-Pòlya
idea that perhaps there exists a single particle quantum hamiltonian whose eigenvalues are equal to the ordinates
of zeros on the critical line. This has been pursued by Berry, Keating, Sierra and others [9–11]. A very different
approach is based on ideas in statistical mechanics, in particular properties of random walks, where the randomness
arises from the pseudo-randomness of the prime numbers. See in particular the most recent work [13] and references
therein. To our knowledge a possible connection between the IQHE and the RH has not been explored before, and
our hope is that this short work may shed some light on at least one of them. We wish to mention though that a
relation between the pure Landau problem and the Riemann zeros was proposed in [12], however without disorder
this is not the same physics as the IQHE which involves transport rather than energy eigenvalues.

II. A PHENOMENOLOGICAL FORMULA FOR ρxy

Let us straightaway present our formula. Let s = σ + it be a complex variable and first define the real function:

θ(σ, t) = = log Γ(s/2)− t log
√
π + arg ζ(s), (s = σ + it). (4)

First a few words about the components of this function, which can in fact be interpreted as an angle, as we will
explain. = log Γ

(
1
2 (σ + it)

)
should be understood as arg Γ(s/2).3 It is important here and elsewhere that in the

above equation it is arg and not Arg, where the latter by definition is the principal branch. Remind that for any
meromorphic function f(s), away from a zero or pole one can always calculate Arg f(s) = arctan =f(s)/<f(s) on the
principal branch −π < Arg < π. On the other hand, arg keeps track of branches and needs to be defined differently,
typically using piecewise integration of f ′(s)/f(s) from some known point. (arg(eiα) = α for −∞ < α < ∞.) For
instance for arg ζ( 1

2 + it) one standard definition is via the contour C′ in Figure 5. In summary, if s is neither a zero
nor a pole, then

arg f(s) = Arg f(s) mod 2π, − π < Arg f(s) < π, (5)

however in the present context, the mod 2π will be important. The contribution from arg Γ is a smooth function that
grows with t. Using the Stirling formula and its corrections one can easily show for large t:

= log Γ
(
1
2 (σ + it)

)
− t log

√
π =

t

2
log

(
t

2πe

)
+
π(σ − 1)

4
− (3σ2 − 6σ + 2)

12t
+O(1/t3). (6)

3 In Mathematica LogGamma[z] is a built in function.
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FIG. 2: Plot of the function (1). We have shifted σ = 1
2
→ 1

2
+ δ with very small positive δ in order to smooth out the

transitions. At σ = 1
2
, the transitions are infinitely sharp as expected at zero temperature.

On the other hand, arg ζ(s) is a much more complicated quantity and where all the action is. Some basic facts we
need about the zeta function are collected in the Appendix. There is no analog of Stirling’s formula that would
lead to anything as simple as (6). An important role will be played by S(t) = arg ζ( 1

2 + it)/π, and there is a large
mathematical literature concerning it. Here let us just mention Selberg’s central limit theorem [14]: S(t) satisfies a
normal distribution with zero mean and standard deviation equal to 1√

2π

√
log log t in the limit t→∞. Thus it grows

very, very slowly with t compared to the first terms in (4). Thus to a high probability, arg ( 1
2 + it) is nearly always

on the principal branch.4 Nevertheless it can attain infinitely large values, though very rarely, due to the tail of the
normal distribution.

With these preliminaries, we present the phenomenological function we advertised. Henceforth we work in units
where h = c = 1, we set m = e = 1, and B is expressed in dimensionless units, such as B/B0 where B0 is a reference
magnetic field strength. We first present the simplest version, and defer presenting some deformations to Section IV:

ρxy(B) =
π

θ( 1
2 , 1/B) + 2π

. (7)

In Figure 2 we plot the above function, and it certainly shows some resemblance to the data in Figure 1.
For fixed B, the Fermi energy is a function of the number density of electrons. If the density is fixed, as in a specific

sample, then the Fermi energy depends on B, thus one can observe the plateaux by either varying EF or B. The
relation between these quantities can be complicated. Note however that since the degeneracy of each pure Landau
level is proportional to B, we roughly expect that EF ∝ 1/B.5 Since we will not deal with any specific material, and
we are not experts, as an oversimplification we will simply define for now

Ecn ≡ 1/Bcn (8)

in appropriate units. Variations of the above formula will be considered in Section IV.

4 For instance, from Selberg’s theorem one deduces that in the range 0 < t < 1000 the probability that arg ζ( 1
2

+ it) is not on the principle
branch is only 0.0014. In practice this implies that in many cases one can use Arg in Mathematica to compute arg, however this should
be done with some care.

5 In two spatial dimensions one expects EF ∝ ρ where ρ is the number density of electrons. For instance, in natural units with ~ = c = 1,

a dimensionally correct relation is EF ∝
( ρ

me`2

) 1

B
where ` a length scale characterizing the disorder. The present work does not rely

on the specific relation between EF and B.
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Let us list some of the main features of (7):

• The values of the resistivity are exactly quantized as ρxy = 1/n on the plateaux. If one assumes the RH, and
all the non-trivial zeros are simple, then this is explained by the well-known result that the number of zeros of ζ(s)
inside the critical strip 0 < σ < 1 with 0 < t < T is given by

N(T ) = θ( 1
2 , T )/π + 1. (9)

This is a consequence of Cauchy’s argument principle, and is reviewed in the Appendix.

• Let ρn = 1
2 + itn denote the n-th zero of ζ on the upper critical line, where by convention n = 1, 2, . . . and the

first few are t1 = 14.134.., t2 = 21.022..... Again assuming the RH, the critical values are given precisely by these
zeros:

Bcn = 1/tn =⇒ Ecn = tn. (10)

• The widths of the plateaux, Bcn − Bcn+1, become smaller and smaller as B is decreased, which resembles the
experimental data. Although we did not attempt a fit to the data in Figure 1, one can check that the ratios Bcn+1/B

c
n

are roughly equal to tn/tn+1.

• The resistivity vanishes at B = 0 nearly linearly:

lim
B→0

ρxy(B) ≈ 2πB

log(1/B)
. (11)

By replacing B with B| log(B)| in (7), ρxy(B) is linear near B = 0 up to much smaller log logB corrections. We will
consider other kinds of deformations in Section IV.

III. INTERPRETATION IN CONNECTION WITH THE RIEMANN HYPOTHESIS

The RH is the conjecture that all zeros inside the critical strip 0 < σ < 1 are on the critical line σ = 1
2 . Whether

these zeros are simple or not also remains a difficult open problem. In the last section we already commented
that our phenomenological formula (7) can only describe the IQHE if the RH is true and all zeros are simple. Let
us elaborate. Suppose the RH is false such that there are zeros ρ• off the line, which necessarily come in pairs
ρ• = σ• + it•, 1 − σ• + it•. These zeros contribute to N(T ) with multiplicity 2 or more. This would imply that the
transverse conductivity 1/ρxy does not always jump by 1 at the transitions, but rather sometimes jumps by 2, or more
depending on their multiplicity. In other words not all integers n in (1) would be physically realized. Furthermore,
assuming the RH, if the zeros were not simple, then n would not always jump by exactly 1, but rather by the order
of the zero, and again some n would be absent.

In our simplified physical picture thus far, the critical energies Ecn are identified as the Riemann zeros tn based on
(8). Whereas the quantization n in (1) is robust, i.e. sample independent due to its relation to the Chern topological
number, the values at the transition Ecn are not universal. They depend in particular on the realization of the disorder,
i.e. details of the disorder, among other properties of the sample. A famous conjecture is that the differences between
Riemann zeros tn satisfies the GUE statistics of random hamiltonians [21, 22]. In the present context this randomness
is naturally explained as arising from the random disorder. In fact random matrix theory has already been applied
to quantum transport in disordered systems [15]. The actual Riemann zeros must then correspond to a special
realization of disorder, just as the Hilbert-Pólya idea involves some as yet unknown hamiltonian. It is important then
that our formula (7) can be deformed in order to accommodate for variable Ecn 6= tn, and other variations such as
finite temperature. This will be explored in Section IV. It is interesting to note that extreme values of |ζ( 1

2 + it)| were
studied from the perspective of the so-called freezing transition in disordered landscapes [23, 24], and the latter is an
important component of the physics of the IQHE.

Returning to pure mathematics, the angle θ(σ, t) contains all the information about the zeros although in a not so
transparent way. This was developed in a precise manner in [16]. Referring to the completed zeta function χ(s) in
(A5), it is known that inside the critical strip χ(s) and ζ(s) have the same zeros. Obviously at a zero ρn, the modulus
|χ(ρn)| = 0, however such a formula is not very useful in enumerating the zeros. Assuming the RH, one can in fact
extract the actual exact zeros tn from θ(σ, t) in the following way. First it is important that even though |χ(s)| = 0
at a zero, its argument θ(σ, t) is still well defined once one specifies a contour indicating the direction of approach to
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the zero. Let us provide a slightly different argument than the one presented in [16].6 On the critical line σ = 1
2 , by

the functional equation (A6), χ(s) is real. If the RH is true and the zeros are simple, it must simply change sign at
each zero. Thus, assuming the RH and the simplicity of the zeros, θ( 1

2 , t) must jump by π at each zero. Approaching
zeros along the critical line from below, one finds

lim
ε→0+

θ( 1
2 , tn − ε) = π(n− 1). (12)

Rotating counterclockwise by π/2, one deduces

lim
δ→0+

θ( 1
2 + δ, tn) = π(n− 3

2 ). (13)

The above equation was used in [16] to calculate zeros to very high accuracy.7 It fact it was proven that if there is
a unique solution to (13) for every n, then the RH is true and all zeros are simple. The importance of approaching
the zeros from the right of the critical line is two-fold. For so-called L-functions based on non-principal Dirichlet
characters, there are strong arguments that the Euler product formula (EPF) converges for σ > 1

2 (See [17]). For zeta
itself, the Euler product formula is

ζ(s) =
∏

p

(
1− 1

ps

)−1
(14)

where p is a prime, and the EPF converges only for σ > 1, unlike what is expected for L-functions based on non-
principal Dirichlet characters. To the left of the critical line, arg ζ(s) behaves quite differently than from the right:
from equation (A9) one sees that to the left there are many more changes of branch compared with to the right.
In conjunction with the EPF, one can use the latter to approximate arg ζ( 1

2 + it) and thereby compute the zeros tn
directly from the prime numbers with a truncation of the EPF, at least approximately [18].

IV. DEFORMATIONS OF THE FORMULA FOR ρxy: VARIABLE Bc
n AND MODELING FINITE

TEMPERATURE

As explained above, we interpreted the critical Ecn as equal to the exact Riemann zeros on the critical line. In reality,
for a specific experimental sample, these Ecn are not equal to the exact Riemann zeros tn. It is thus important for our
proposal that the Ecn can be deformed away from the exact and known tn without spoiling the exact quantization of
n in (1). One expects this is possible since n is topological. This can be done in many ways, and in this section we
explore a few.

• Deforming the functional dependence on B. The most straightforward deformation is to change the
function of B inside θ( 1

2 , 1/B) in (7), i.e. to replace 1/B by a function f(B). The resistivity remains quantized on
the plateaux, i.e. equation (1) still holds. However this modifies the critical values Bcn to solutions of f(Bcn) = tn.
For instance, changing 1/B by a constant α/B simply rescales the Bcn. More importantly, replacing 1/B with
f(B) = 1/B| logB| makes the small B behavior much more linear near B = 0 as previously stated.

• Deforming the relation between EF and B. The proposed relation (8) was an over simplification of the
physics, and was simply taken as a definition of Ecn. Clearly the relation Ecn = 1/Bcn can be deformed, which again
does not spoil the quantization on the plateaux but modifies Ecn.

• Modeling the effect of finite temperature. At zero temperature T the jumps at the transitions in ρxy
are known to be infinitely sharp, i.e. are close to step functions. At finite temperature these sharp transitions are
broadened smoothly and have a finite width. It is known experimentally that the jumps are still centered around the
zero temperature Bcn but deformed in a smooth way that is symmetric about Bcn. This behavior can be incorporated
in a relatively simple way that we now describe. In finding this deformation we were motivated by a deformation of

6 This version was found during discussions with Giuseppe Mussardo.
7 To our knowledge the above equation was first proposed by the author. See [16] and references therein.
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FIG. 3: The conductivity 1/ρxy in (18) with µ = 0.01, 0.05, 0.10, 0.15.

an integral representation of the zeta function that closely resembles adding a chemical potential to the Fermi-Dirac
distribution. Namely:

−Γ(s) Lis(−e−µ) =

∫ ∞

0

dε εs−1
1

eε+µ + 1
, <(s) > 0, (15)

where Lis(z) is the polylogarithm:

Lis(z) =

∞∑

n=1

zn

ns
(16)

(analytically continued). In the above formula εs−2 can perhaps be viewed as a kind of density of states. The above
formula applied to a free gas of fermions would identify µ as minus the chemical potential divided by the temperature,
however this does not necessarily correspond to the physical situation here. It does however suggest to replace ζ(s)
in (4) by the polylogarithm

θµ(σ, t) = = log Γ(s/2)− t log
√
π + arg Lis(e

−µ). (17)

(s = σ + it). Note that Lis(1) = ζ(s). Let us thus consider the deformation:

ρxy(B,µ) =
π

θµ( 1
2 , 1/B) + 2π

. (18)

The resulting resistivity closely captures the broadening of the transitions found in the experimental data, as seen in
Figure 3.
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It is then interesting to see what (18) implies for the de-localization exponent ν. At the transition the correlation
length diverges ξc ∼ |x− xc|−ν where x could be the magnetic field for instance. The broadening of the transition at
finite temperature depends on ν. At zero temperature T the transition is sharp, thus dρxy/dB diverges. It is known
from the physics that (see for instance [19]):

∂ρxy
∂B

∣∣∣
B=Bc

n

∼ T−κ (19)

where κ = 1/(ν z). Here z is the dynamical exponent that relates temperature and phase coherence length `φ ∼ T−1/z.
For relativistic systems z = 1 and it is known that for the IQHE z ≈ 1. From the formula (18) one sees that the
sharpness of the transition is controlled by µ, where the derivative in (19) is infinite when µ = 0. At the n-th transition
around µ = 0, from the formula (18) the simple exponent κ = 1 is obtained:

∂ρxy
∂B

∣∣∣
B=Bc

n

= Cn µ
−κ, κ = 1. (20)

The exponent κ is the same for all n but Cn varies, for instance C1 = 17.46, C2 = 11.59. Experimentally ν ≈ 2.38
whereas relatively recent analysis of the Chalker-Coddington network model gives ν = 2.59 [19]. Based on the formula
(18) we can obtain non-trivial κ 6= 1 by simply replacing µ by µκ.

• A deformation of the actual Riemann zeros. There is another interesting deformation which is rather
different than the above which involves deforming the 1

2 in θ( 1
2 , 1/B) in (7), as we now explain. From χ(s) = χ(s)

one has θ(σ,−t) = −θ(σ, t) mod 2π. Combined with the functional equation (A8), one has

θ(σ, t) + θ(1− σ, t) = 0, mod 2π. (21)

Let us then define

θS(σ, t) ≡ 1
2 (θ(σ, t) + θ(1− σ, t)) . (22)

We can thus define what is necessarily an integer n(σ, t) for all σ, t:

n(σ, t) = θS(σ, t)/π + 1. (23)

Let us then deform ρxy as follows:

ρxy(B, σ) =
π

θS(σ, 1/B) + 2π
. (24)

When σ = 1
2 , n( 1

2 , T ) equals the number of zeros along the critical line N(T ) in eq. (9) (assuming RH). We have

observed an interesting mathematical property: n(σ, T ) is also equal to N(T ) for continuous σ 6= 1
2 but with small

deformations of the transition values tn → t̂n that depend on σ and n. The deformed t̂n are clearly no longer zeros
of ζ. One explanation for this property is that small deformations from σ = 1

2 should not change N(t) as long as one
is on a plateaux and not too close to the transition, however we have no proof of this. More precisely n(σ, T ) = N(T )
for T deep inside the plateaux away from the transitions. We have verified this for n up to 1000. In other words this
deformation of σ from 1

2 does not change the topological number n on the plateaux, however the critical values Ecn
are slightly deformed from tn in a non-trivial manner. This is only true for σ not very large, otherwise the counting is
affected by the poles of χ(s) at the poles of Γ(s/2). Thus in such a deformation one should limit −1 < σ < 2, which
includes values outside the critical strip. We show this numerically in Figure 4 around the first zero t1 = 14.1347.. for
the extreme deformation σ = 2. One sees that t1 is deformed to approximately t̂1 = 14.42. It is somewhat remarkable
that the function θS(σ, t) knows about N(T ) on the plateaux even though it can be computed from ζ for values
completely outside the critical strip σ > 1. This perhaps has some interesting implications in analytic number theory.

• Deformations based on other L-functions. On the more exotic side, in analytic number theory there are
an infinite number of known L-functions that are expected to satisfy the so-called Grand Riemann Hypothesis, in
particular those based on Dirichlet characters or on modular forms [20]. Replacing θ in (7) with the argument of the
completion of such an L-function analogous to (A5), which is known to also involve the gamma function [20], one still
has a robust quantization for ρxy, however the tn and thus the Bcn and Ecn are different in a non-smooth way.
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FIG. 4: N(t) = n(σ = 1
2
, t) (blue line) verses n(σ = 2, t) (yellow line) as a function of t around the first zero t1 = 14.1347... For

n(2, t) one sees that the plateaux values have not changed, i.e. are still 0 or 1, however the transition is deformed away from
the actual Riemann zero t1 = 14.13.. to 14.42...

V. CLOSING REMARKS

We have proposed a phenomenological formula for the transverse resistivity for the IQHE built from the gamma
and zeta functions which appear to capture the main physical properties at least qualitatively. The physics is very
speculative: we emphasize once again that we have not performed any computation of the resistivity in any specific
quantum many-body problem whatsoever, thus the main open question is whether a physical model exists that has
a resistivity corresponding to our proposed formula. If we simply assume the formula we proposed for ρxy, then the
non-trivial Riemann zeros play an essential role, and this perhaps offers a new perspective on the Riemann Hypothesis
which we have partially explored. For instance, if the RH were false, then not all integers n in the quantization (1)
would be physically realized. All of the pure mathematics we have used is well-known, except for the discussion
surrounding (24).

A common link between the IQHE and the Riemann zeros perhaps comes from random matrix theory, since the
latter has been applied to both the Riemann zeros and to disordered systems. This is an appealing connection, to be
contrasted to the hamiltonians proposed toward a realization of the Hilbert-Pólya idea. Proposals such as H = xp
and variations are not random hamiltonians; instead the randomness of the zeros is attributed to the chaotic behavior
of such hamiltonians [9], which is very different than a particle moving in a random landscape, such as in the IQHE.
In fact, relatively recently, random matrix theory was applied to a study of the extreme values of the zeta function
on the critical line by making an analogy with the so-called freezing transition in disordered landscapes [23, 24], and
such a freezing transition is expected to play a role in the IQHE in order to understand its multi-fractal properties.
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Appendix A: Some basic properties of the Riemann zeta function

In this Appendix we summarize some of the fundamental properties of the zeta function that we need [25]. Adopting
standard notations in analytic number theory, throughout s = σ + it is a complex variable.

The zeta function was originally defined by the series

ζ(s) =

∞∑

n=1

1

ns
, σ > 1 (A1)
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which converges for σ > 1. It can be analytically continued to the entire complex plane where it has a simple pole
at s = 1. It has trivial zeros at s = −2m, m = 0, 1, 2, . . .. It is known to have an infinite number of zeros inside the
“critical strip” 0 < σ < 1. It is also known there are an infinite number of zeros along the “critical line” σ = 1

2 . The
Riemann Hypothesis is the statement that the latter are the only zeros inside the critical strip. We label those on the
upper critical line as ρn = 1

2 + i tn, tn > 0:

ζ(ρn) = 0, ρn = 1
2 + i tn, n = 1, 2, 3, . . . (A2)

The property ζ(s) = ζ(s) implies ρn = 1
2 − itn is also a zero.

It is perhaps worth pointing out that Riemann first performed the analytic continuation based on an integral
representation for σ > 1 involving the Bose-Einstein distribution:

Γ(s) ζ(s) =

∫ ∞

0

dε εs−2
(

ε

eε − 1

)
, <(s) > 1. (A3)

The integration contour can be deformed such that ζ(s) is defined everywhere in the complex plane, except at the
pole at s = 1. There exists another integral representation involving the Fermi-Dirac distribution:

(
1− 21−s

)
Γ(s) ζ(s) =

∫ ∞

0

dε εs−2
(

ε

eε + 1

)
, <(s) > 0, (A4)

which motivated some results in Section IV.
Let us define a completed zeta function as follows:8

χ(s) ≡ π−s/2 Γ(s/2) ζ(s). (A5)

It satisfies the important functional equation:

χ(s) = χ(1− s). (A6)

This implies that zeros off the critical line necessarily come in pairs symmetric about 1
2 ; namely if ρ• = σ• + it• is a

zero, then so is ρ• = 1− σ• + it•.
The angle θ(σ, t) defined in (4) is simply its argument:

θ(σ, t) = argχ(σ + it). (A7)

One property we will need is

θ(σ, t) = θ(1− σ,−t) (A8)

which follows from the functional equation. From this, one can see that arg ζ(s) behaves very differently to the right
verses to the left of the critical line. Using the Stirling formula, in the limit of large t one has

arg ζ(1− σ + it) = −arg ζ(σ + it)− t log (t/2πe) +
π

4
+

(6σ2 − 6σ + 1)

12t
+O(1/t3) (A9)

(mod 2π).
Cauchy’s argument principle determines the number of zeros in the critical strip with ordinate 0 < t < T , commonly

referred to as N(T ) in the mathematics literature. Recall

1

2πi

∮

C

χ′(s)

χ(s)
ds = Nzeros −Npoles (A10)

where the number of zeros Nzeros includes their multiplicity, and the number of zeros Npoles includes their order. One
has

1

2πi

∮

C

χ′(s)

χ(s)
ds =

1

2π

∮

C
dθ(s). (A11)

8 In Riemann’s original paper, he worked with ξ(s) = s(1− s)χ(s)/2 in order to remove the pole at s = 1. This is not necessary for our
purposes.
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<(z)

=(z)

C

�✏ 0 1
2

1 1 + ✏

1 + ✏ + iT�✏ + iT

<(z)

=(z)

C0

0 1
2

1 1 + ✏

1 + ✏ + iT
1
2 + iT

FIG. 33. Left: contour C for (B7) in the counterclockwise direction. The contour must have no

zeros on it. The critical line <(z) = 1/2 splits the rectangle in half. Right: it is equivalent to

consider the contour C0.

real on the real line, the integration along the line segment [�✏, 1+ ✏] does not contribute to

(B7). Moreover, since ⇠(z) = ⇠(1 � z) we can consider just the right half of the rectangle,

whose contribution to the integral (B7) comes from line segments [1 + ✏, 1 + ✏ + iT ] and

[1 + ✏+ iT, 1/2 + iT ]. This is the contour C 0 shown in Figure 33 (right). Therefore we have

N(T ) =
1

⇡
=
Z

C0
dz

d

dz
log ⇠(z) (B8)

=
1

⇡
=
Z

C0
dz

d

dz

⇥
log
�

1
2
z(z � 1)

�
+ log

�
⇡�z/2� (z/2)

�
+ log ⇣(z)

⇤
. (B9)

The first term in (B9) gives

1

⇡
= log

⇥
1
2
z(z � 1)

⇤��1/2+iT

1+✏
=

1

⇡
= log

�
�1

2

�
T 2 + 1

4

��
= 1. (B10)

For the second term in (B9), since ⇡�z/2�(z/2) is analytic and real on z = 1 + ✏, we have

the contribution only from the end point of the contour, which gives

1

⇡
= log�

�
1
4

+ iT
2

�
� T

2⇡
log ⇡ ⌘ 1

⇡
# (T ) , (B11)

where we have the Riemann-Siegel # function. Therefore, the number of zeros in the critical

strip up to height T is given by

N(T ) =
1

⇡
#(T ) + 1 + S(T ) (B12)

where

S(T ) ⌘ 1

⇡
=
Z

C0
d (log ⇣(z)) =

1

⇡
�C0 arg ⇣(z). (B13)

91

FIG. 5: Left:. The contour C for the argument principle used to determine the number of zeros in the critical strip with
0 < t < T referred to as N(T ) in (9). (In this figure, the complex variable s is denoted as z.) The critical line σ = 1

2
splits the

rectangle in half. Right: It is sufficient to double the result for the contour C′ due to (21).

The contour C chosen is shown in Figure 5. One need only consider the part of the contour C′ to the right of the
critical line by virtue of (A8). In this way one obtains the formula (9) for N(T ). The shift by 1 is due to the simple
pole at s = 1. This formula is only valid if T is not the ordinate of a zero.
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