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H allC onductivity near the z= 2 Superconductor-Insulator Transition in 2D
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W e analyze here the behavior ofthe Hallconductivity �xy near a z = 2 insulator-superconductor

quantum criticalpointin a perpendicularm agnetic �eld.W eshow thattheform oftheconductivity is

sensitiveto thepresenceofdissipation �,and dependsnon-m onotonically on H once� isweak enough.

�xy passesthrough a m axim um atH � �T in the quantum criticalregim e,suggesting thatthe lim its

H ! 0 and � ! 0 do notcom m ute.

Rem arkable recentexperim ents[1,2]on the insulator-

superconductor transition in thin �lm s have explored

the role of coupling the 2D electron gas to a ground

plane. Such coupling notonly providesa source ofdis-

sipation butalso breaksparticle-holesym m etry because

theuniform ly-distributed frustratingo�setchargesin the

ground plane cannotbe elim inated by Cooperpairtun-

neling. M ason and K apitulnik [1] observed that this

upgrade prom otessuperconductivity driving the system

closerto phasecoherencewhile atthe sam etim e the in-

sulating state becom es m ore insulating. As it is known

thatdissipation [3]can dim inish phase 
uctuations,en-

hancem ent ofsuperconductivity is expected as a result

ofcoupling to a ground plane,asisseen experim entally.

However,precisely how dissipation enhancestheinsulat-

ing nature ofthe insulating state isnotknown.

The issue ofthe insulating state aside,the inclusion

ofa ground plane can also be used to explore the role

ofparticle-hole sym m etry breaking.The obviousexper-

im entalprobe ofparticle-hole sym m etry breaking isthe

Hallconductivity. O nly when such sym m etry is broken

doestheHallconductivity acquirea non-zero value.Ex-

perim entally [4],a non-zero Hallcoe�cientin thin �lm s

exhibiting the IST has never been observed. This sug-

gests that in allextant experim ents,particle-hole sym -

m etry is present. Hence,it would be ofutm ost im por-

tance ifthe experim entalset-up with a ground plane is

used to m easuretheHallcoe�cient.Such m easurem ents

would be instrum entalin delineating how particle-hole

asym m etry leads to a non-zero Hallcoe�cient. How-

ever,currently no theory existsfortheHallcoe�cientin

the vicinity ofthe IST quantum criticalpoint. Itisthe

form ulation ofthe Hallcoe�cientnearthe IST thatwe

develop here.

The inclusion ofparticle-hole sym m etry breaking re-

sultsin afundam entalchangeofthedynam icalexponent

from z = 1 to z = 2.Thiscan beseen im m ediately from

the following argum ent. In a quantum rotorm odel,the

charging term in the presenceofo�setchargesperrotor

is ofthe form ,E C (̂ni� n0)
2,where E C is the charging

energy and n̂i isthenum beroperatorperrotor.Theo�-

setchargesenterthrough the constantterm n0. In the

correspondingaction,thelinearterm in n0 willbepaired

with a lineartim e derivative with respectto the phase,

@��. As this term willprovide the dom inant frequency

dependence,thetim ederivativeswillcounttwiceasm uch

aswilltheirspatialcounterparts.Hence,z = 2.van O t-

terlo [5]et. al. have outlined an approach to calculate

the transverse conductivity,�xy based on a G inzburg-

Landau (G L)approach.However,these authorsdid not

include dissipation,either internalor external. In this

briefnote,we calculate the 
uctuation Hallconductiv-

ity near the IST in the presence ofdissipation,�. The

particle-holeasym m etry isassum ed to bestrong,so that

thesystem belongstothez = 2universalityclass.Trans-

portin theabsenceofm agnetic�eld wasexam ined in Ref.

([6])whereitwasshown thatinternaldissipation arising

from the m utualscattering ofquasiparticlesisexponen-

tially sm allatlow tem peratures.Hence,we expectthat

the dom inant source of dissipation willarise from the

coupling to a ground plane. W e show that the 
uctua-

tion Hallconductivity is large once dissipation is weak

enough,� � 1. In the quantum critical(Q C) regim e,

for H � �T,the Hallconductivity is proportionalto

H and dependsm oresingularly on � than the longitudi-

nalone.ForlargerH the conductivity behavesas1=H ,

but is independent of� in agreem ent with the results

ofRef. ( [5]). This leads us to the conclusion that for

� � 1 the dependence ofthe Hallconductivity on H

is non-m onotonic. W e em phasize that we consider the


uctuation contribution to the Hallconductivity on the

insulatingsideoftheIST atlow tem peratures.In partic-

ularnon-perturbative e�ectsofa m agnetic �eld are not

included. Hence,we are notconcerned here with the is-

sueofthedestruction ofthesuperconducting phaseby a

�nitem agnetic�eld,in which casetherelevantphysicsis
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governed by dissipative m otion of�eld-induced vortices

[7].

Thegeneralform oftheG L functionalthatm odelsthe

behaviornearthe IST pointin the presence ofparticle-

holeasym m etry is[5]
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Z
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d�

���
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ie�
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4
o

+ Fdis (1)

where A (r;�)isthe vectorpotentialdue to the applied

electric�eld,e� = 2e,and �isproportionaltotheinverse

correlationlength.In Fourierspace,thedissipation term ,

Fdis = �
P

k;!n

j!njj (k;!n)j
2 correspondsto theO hm ic

m odelof Caldeira and Leggett [8,9]. The param eters

� and � m easure the strength ofquantum 
uctuations.

W e willregard � to be on the order ofunity. Conse-

quently,the term proportionalto �isirrelevant,and all

param eters having the dim ensionality ofenergy can be

m easured in units of�. The z = 2 universality class

rendersthe quartic interaction in Eq. (1)m arginally ir-

relevant,m aking it possible to perform allcalculations

in thecriticalregion with logarithm icaccuracy [6,10].In

two dim ensions,the static Hallconductivity obeys the

scaling relation [11]

�xy(�;T;H ;u)= �xy(T(l
�);H (l�);u(l�)): (2)

In the m om entum -shellRG ,l� isthe scale atwhich the

e�ectivesizeoftheK adano�cellbecom eson theorderof

thecorrelation length.Them agnetic�eld scalestrivially

asH (l)= H ezland wewillassum eittobeweak enough.

This m eans that at the point when the scaling stops,

�(l�)= 1 and H (l�)� 1. Thisallowsusto neglectthe

discreteness ofthe Landau energy levels and to obtain

the sam e one-loop RG equations as in the absence ofa

m agnetic�eld,

d�(l)

dl
= 2�(l)+ f

(2)(�(l);T(l))u(l) (3)

and

du(l)

dl
= � f

(4)(�(l);T(l))u(l)2; (4)

wheref(2) and f(4) aresom ecom plicated functionsthat

depend strongly on the relation between � and �. In

theleading order,however,thescaled param etersH (l�),

T(l�)and u(l�)areinsensitive to the form ofthe partic-

ular functionalform [6]. Hence,we obtain within loga-

rithm ic accuracy thatin the Q D regim e,l� = 1

2
ln(1=�),

giving

T
� =

T

�
; H

� =
H

�
: (5)

In the Q C regim e, one requires a double logarith-

m ic accuracy to obtain the leading order,so that l� =
1

2
ln(1

T
lnln 1

T
),while

T
� = lnln

1

T
; H

� =
H

T
lnln

1

T
: (6)
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FIG .1. Thecontourofintegration in thecom plex planez.

Thecutsaredrawn along theim aginary axisatz = � !n and

z = 0.

Su�ciently close to the criticalpoint,the interaction

scalesto zero. Hence,we can calculate the conductivity

with the help ofthe K ubo form ula,

�xy(i!n)= �
�h

!n

Z

d
2
r

Z

d�
�2 lnZ

�A x(�;r)�A y(0)
e
i!n �;

applied to the G aussian partofEq. (1)only. A sim ple

calculation leadsto the result

�xy(i!
�

�)=
i(e�)2

2h!��
T
�(H �)2

X

! �
n

1X

n= 0

(n + 1)

� [G (!�m + !
�

�;n + 1)G (!�m ;n)

� G (!�m ;n + 1)G (!�m + !
�

�;n)]; (7)

where G (!�m ;n) = (i�! �

m + �j!�

m j+ ��n)
�1 is the usual

M atsubara G reen function. The rescaled tem perature

T � and the energy ofquasiparticles ��n = 1 + H �n are

em ployed in the right-hand side in accordance with Eq.

(2)(!�m = 2�m T �).W em ustperform then an analytical

continuation to realfrequenciesafterdoing the sum m a-

tion over!�m .Thelattercan beperform ed by transform -

ing thesum over!�m into theintegraloverthecontourin

the com plex plane,shown on Fig. (1). The subsequent

expansion over the sm allexternalfrequency ! = � i!�

yields

�xy =
i(e�)2

8�h
(H �)2

1X

n= 0

(n + 1)

Z
1

�1

coth
z

2T �

�

�
�
G
R
n (z)� G

A
n (z)

�
�
@G R

n+ 1(z)

@z
+
@G A

n+ 1(z)

@z

�

�
�
G
R
n+ 1(z)� G

A
n+ 1(z)

�
�
@G R

n (z)

@z
+
@G A

n (z)

@z

��

; (8)
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wherethe retarded and advanced G reen functions

G
R =A
n =

1

�z+ ��n � i�z
(9)

havebeen introduced.

ItisevidentthatthestructureoftheHallconductivity

isdi�erentfrom itslongitudinalcounterpart. In fact,it

is not entirely transparent how the various asym ptotic

form s can be extracted. The situation sim pli�es,how-

ever,for the case ofweak m agnetic �elds H � � 1,the

case ofinteresthere. W hen H � � �,one can approxi-

m ate

G
R =A

n+ 1(z)� G
R =A
n (z)= � H

�[G R =A
n (z)]2; (10)

and show that the bracketed expression in Eq. (8) re-

duces to � 1

3

@

@z
[G R

n (z)� GAn (z)]
3. Switching then from

sum m ation over n to the integration over t = H �n

and integrating subsequently by partsoverz,we obtain

(z = 2T �x)

�xy = �
8(e�)2

3�h
�
3(T �)3H �

Z
1

0

tdt

Z
1

�1

x3dx

sinh
2
x

�
1

[(1+ t+ 2�T �x)2 + 4(�T �x)2]
3
: (11)

From thisexpression itisim m ediately obviousthatwhen

� = 0 so that particle-hole sym m etry is reinstated,the

integrandisan odd function ofx and hencevanishesiden-

tically when integrated overthe even lim its.Thisresult

isexpected because particle-hole asym m etry isessential

forthe Hallconductivity to be non-zero.

Quantum disordered regim e. In this regim e T � � 1.

For weak dissipation,� � 1 [6,12],the m ain contribu-

tions to the integralover x com e from the region near

x = 0 and from the vicinity ofx0 = � (1+ t)=2�T�. To

obtain the �rst contribution,�
(1)
xy ,we expand the inte-

grand in Eq. (11) for sm allx. Perform ing then sim ple

integrationsand using Eq.(5),we�nd that

�
(1)

xy =
128�3

225

e2

h

��3H T 4

�5
: (12)

To calculatethe second contribution,we expand the de-

nom inator ofthe integrand around x0 to arrive at the

result,

�
(2)

xy =
e2

h

�3

�2

H T

�2
e
��=�T

; H � ��: (13)

The totalconductivity for� � 1 in the Q D regim e can

be approxim ately represented as�xy = �
(1)
xy + �

(2)
xy . The

second contribution dom inatesonly forvery weak dissi-

pation,whilefor�� O (1),theHallconductivity isgiven

solely by Eq.(12).

The above derivation is correct assum ing the condi-

tion H � � � holds for allx. O bviously,near x0 the

expansion,Eq. (10), is not valid ifH � �, a�ecting

thus the calculation of�
(2)
xy . In this case,we introduce

y = z+ ��n=�+ H
�=2�and calculatedirectlythedi�erence

oftheG reen functionsusing Eq.(9).Expanding then the

cotangentin Eq.(8)forsm ally and H � we obtain with

su�cientaccuracy,(�� �)

�
(2)

xy =
4e2

�h

�3

�4

(H �)3

T �

1X

n= 0

(n + 1)
(��)3

sinh
2
(��n=2�T

�)

�

Z
1

�1

y2dy
"�

y�
H �

2

� 2

+

�
���n

�

� 2
#2

�
1

"�

y+
H �

2

� 2

+

�
���n

�

� 2
#2: (14)

For H � � �,one can neglect H =2 in the denom inator

of the equation above, and the resultant conductivity

reduces to Eq. (13). In the opposite lim it H � � �,

the contributions around the m inim a at y = H �=2 and

y = � H�=2 should be calculated separately yielding

�
(2)
xy =

4e2

h

�T

H
e
��=�T

; H � ��: (15)

Thiscontribution is�-independentand inversely propor-

tionalto H , representing thus the � ! 0 collisionless

lim itthatwasobtained in Ref.([5]).

Quantum criticalregim e. In thisregim e T � � 1 with

the double-logarithm ic accuracy,and the entire contri-

bution is determ ined by sm allz (y). W e perform then

analogously theintegration overy in Eq.(14)and,using

Eq.(6),obtain forthe two lim iting cases,

�xy =
e2

h

8

>>><

>>>:

�3

6�2

H

T

�

lnln
1

T

� 2

; H � �T;

4�

H

�

lnln
1

T

� �

lnlnln
1

T

�

; H � �T:

(16)

Thelastresultin theaboveform ulaiswritten with triple

logarithm icaccuracy.

W e see thatforsm allH ,the conductivity isinversely

proportionalto �2, while for larger m agnetic �elds, it

doesnotdepend on dissipation atall. Thiscorresponds

to theexistenceofa �nitecollisionlesslim itforthestatic

Hallconductivity. The results here are di�erent from

thoseforthelongitudinalconductancethatdevelopsthe

Drude singularity once dissipation is neglected. In the

collisionless lim it,however,�xy is proportionalto 1=H

forallH ,which hasneverbeen observed experim entally

asH ! 0. Though we lim ited ourselveswith the G aus-

sian approxim ation, the results obtained indicate that

the lim its�= 0,H ! 0 and H = 0,�! 0 do notcom -

m utein thegeneralscalingform ulaforthestaticconduc-

tivity neara quantum criticalpoint,
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�xy = (4e2=h)�xy(�=T;�
z
=T;

p
H =�): (17)

O urresultssuggestalsothatforweakdissipation,thede-

pendenceof�xy on H isnon-m onotonic,passingthrough

a m axim um at H � �T in the Q C regim e. The non-

m onotonic dependence m ay be observed also in the Q D

regim e with the m axim um atH � ��. However,in this

regim e one requires� to be so weak that�
(1)
xy isalways

sm all,com pared to �
(2)
xy . Experim entally,the suggested

dependencescan be besttested in system s,in which the

dissipation isthe sm allestenergy scale.Such a situation

m ightberealized in arti�cially fabricated JJA coupled to

a ground plane.However,oneshould rem em berthatthe

e�ects ofm agnetic frustration,neglected here,m ay af-

fectthebehaviorof�xy forhigherm agnetic�elds[13,14].

As a result the dependence ofthe Hallconductivity on

m agnetic�eld can revealadditionalm inim aand m axim a.

Theirorigin,however,isnotconnected with dissipation,

butrathera consequenceofthe 
ux quantization.

Thecalculationspresented herearebased on theaction

thatdescribesalso the 
uctuationsofthe superconduct-

ing orderparam eterneara disordertuned m etal/d-wave

superconductortransition [15]. However,� isusually of

the orderofunity in this case,and �xy considered here

represents only the anom alous (
uctuation) part ofthe

totalconductivity.For�� O (1)thisanom alouspartbe-

com esdom inantonly unobservably closeto thequantum

criticalpoint,in the region where lnln 1

T
� 1. O ther-

wise,itisofthe sam e orderorsm allerthan the norm al

part and,hence,not interesting. The slow double log-

arithm ic divergence of�xy obtained here,is in general

agreem entwith the resultsobtained from the non-linear

sigm a m odelapproach to the IST in a system ofinter-

acting bosonsin the presenceofdisorder[16].
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