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The statisticalpropertiesofwave functionsatthe criticalpointofthe spin quantum Halltran-

sition are studied. The m ain em phasis is put onto determ ination ofthe spectrum ofm ultifractal

exponents� q governing the scaling ofm om entshj j
2q
i� L

�qd�� q with the system size L and the

spatialdecay ofwave function correlations. Two-and three-point correlation functions are calcu-

lated analytically by m eansofm appingontotheclassicalpercolation,yieldingthevalues� 2 = � 1=4

and � 3 = � 3=4. The m ultifractality spectrum obtained from num ericalsim ulations is given with

a good accuracy by the parabolic approxim ation � q ’ q(1� q)=8 butshowsdetectable deviations.

W ealso study statisticsofthetwo-pointconductanceg,in particular,thespectrum ofexponentsX q

characterizing the scaling ofthe m om entshg
q
i.Relationsbetween the spectra ofcriticalexponents

ofwave functions(� q),conductances(X q),and G reen functionsatthe localization transition with

a criticaldensity ofstatesare discussed.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

In the fram ework ofthe random m atrix theory pio-

neered by W igner[1]and Dyson [2],thestatisticalprop-

erties of spectra of com plex system s are described by

random m atrix ensem bles.W ithin theDyson’sclassi�ca-

tion,three sym m etry classesaredistinguished (orthogo-

nal,sym plectic,and unitary),depending on whetherthe

system is invariant under the tim e-reversaltransform a-

tion and on its spin. It has been understood that this

classi�cation is very generaland applies to a great va-

riety ofphysically distinct system s (see [3]for a recent

review).

W hile the Dyson’s classi�cation is com plete for the

bulk ofthe spectrum ,m ore sym m etry classesm ay arise

in the vicinity of a special point on the energy axis.

Such non-standard sym m etry classes have attracted a

considerable research attention during the last decade.

O ne group ofthem is form ed by three chiralensem bles

[4]describing the spectrum ofa m assless Dirac opera-

tor near zero energy. The sam e sym m etry is shared by

tight-binding m odelswith purely o�-diagonaldisorderat

the band center [5]. M ore recently,four m ore sym m e-

try classeswereidenti�ed [6],which characterizea dirty

superconductor or a m esoscopic superconductor-norm al

m etalsystem . The Ham iltonian m atrix hasin thiscase

an additionalblock structure in the particle-hole space

induced by theform ofm ean-�eld Bogoliubov-deG ennes

equations for a superconductor. It was argued [7]that

the extended classi�cation schem e including 10 classes

(threeW igner-Dyson,threechiral,and fourBogoliubov-

de G ennes)iscom plete.

The classi�cation ofrandom m atrix ensem blescan be

equally well applied to disordered electronic system s.

In particular,two-dim ensionalsystem s ofnon-standard

classesareoflargeinterest,in view oftheirrelevance to

high-Tc superconductors,which have an unconventional

(d-wave)sym m etry oftheorderparam eterand therefore

possesslow-energy quasiparticle excitations. In thispa-

per,we willconsider a system ofclass C,which is the

Bogoliubov-de G ennes class with broken tim e-reversal

butpreserved spin rotation invariance.The correspond-

ing Ham iltonian satis�es the sym m etry H � = � �yH �y

(with �y thePaulim atrix in theparticle-holespace)and

hasthe block structure

H =

�
h �

� � � hT

�

; (1)

whereh = hy and � = � T .

Sim ilarly to the conventionalW igner-Dyson unitary

class,a two-dim ensionalsystem ofclass C undergoes a

transition between the phases with di�erent quantized

values ofthe Hallconductivity [8{10]. M ore precisely,

since the quasiparticle charge is not conserved in a su-

perconductor,oneisled toconsiderthespin conductivity

determ ining the spin currentasa response to the gradi-

ent ofthe Zeem an m agnetic �eld. The quantization of

the Hallcom ponentofthe spin conductivity tensorwas

nam ed thespin quantum Hall(SQ H)e�ect.Itwasshown

[9]thattheSQ H e�ectcan berealized in superconductors

with dx2� y2 + idxy pairing sym m etry explored in recent

literature[11].

W hile the SQ H transition shares m any com m on fea-

tureswith itsnorm alcounterpart,itisqualitatively dif-

ferent as concerns the behavior ofthe density ofstates

(DO S)atcriticality:while the DO S isuncriticalforthe

conventionalquantum Hall(Q H) transition,it vanishes

at the SQ H criticalpoint. A network m odeldescribing

the SQ H transition was constructed in [8],and critical

exponentsforthe scaling ofthe localization length were

determ ined num erically. In [9]a m apping onto a super-

sym m etric spin chain was perform ed, providing an al-

ternative m ethod forthe num ericalstudy ofthe critical

behavior. Rem arkably,som e exactanalyticalresultsfor

this problem have been obtained by m apping onto the

classicalpercolation [10,12,13].Speci�cally,itwasfound

that the DO S scales as �(�) � �1=7,while the average
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product ofthe retarded and advanced G reen functions

�(r;r0) = hG R (r;r
0)G A (r

0;r)i (referred to as the di�u-

sion propagator,or the di�uson) and the average two-

pointconductancehg(r;r0)iat�= 0fallo�asjr� r
0j� 1=2.

It is known that criticalwave functions at the con-

ventionalQ H transition havem ultifractalnature[14,15].

Recently,therehasbeen agrowth ofactivity in thedirec-

tion ofquantitativecharacterization ofthecorresponding

spectrum offractaldim ensions [16{20]. Zirnbauer [17]

and Bhaseen etal.[18]proposed a certain supersym m et-

ric �-m odelwith a W ess-Zum ino-Novikov-W itten term

(in two slightly di�erentversions)asa candidateforthe

conform al�eld theory oftheQ H criticalpoint.Thethe-

ory im plies an exactly parabolic form ofthe m ultifrac-

tality spectrum . Thiswascon�rm ed by a thorough nu-

m ericalstudy ofthe wave function statisticsatthe Q H

transition [20].

The aim ofthis paper is to study the wave function

statisticsattheSQ H criticalpoint.W ewilldem onstrate

thatthe exponents � 2 and � 3 governing the scaling of

the second and third m om ents ofthe wave function in-

tensity (seeSec.IIfortheform alde�nition)can becalcu-

lated exactly by analyticalm eans.Q uitesurprisingly,we

�nd that the index � = � �2 characterizing the spatial

decay ofthe wave function correlationsis equalto 1=4,

in contrastto the r� 1=2 decay ofthe di�usion propaga-

tor. This leads us to a generalanalysisofrelationsbe-

tween di�erentcriticalexponentscharacterizingthewave

function statistics in the qualitatively new situation of

the localization transition with a criticalDO S.W e com -

plem entouranalyticalresultsby num ericalsim ulations,

which allow us,in particular,to investigatewhetherthe

m ultifractality spectrum ofthe SQ H criticalpointisex-

actly parabolic ornot. The answerto this question,as

wellastheexactvaluesof� 2 and � 3 wehavefound,isof

centralim portanceforidenti�cation ofconform altheory

oftheSQ H transition,which istheissueofaconsiderable

research interestatpresent[21{23]. Som e ofourresults

werereported in a briefform in [24].

The article is organized as follows. In Sec.II we re-

m ind the reader ofsom e basic concepts related to the

m ultifractality ofcriticalwave functions. In Sec.IIIwe

describethenetworkm odelofclassC and useittocalcu-

latenum erically theDO S atthecriticalpointoftheSQ H

transition.In Sec.IV wepresentan analyticalcalculation

whichinvolvesam appingontothepercolationtheoryand

allowsustocalculatetheaveragesofproductsoftwoand

three G reen’sfunctionsand thusthe exponents� 2 and

� 3. Section V is devoted to a num ericalevaluation of

the fullm ultifractalspectrum � q. This allows us not

only to check theanalyticalresultsofSec.IV butalso to

investigatewhetherthespectrum isexactly parabolic(as

fortheconventionalQ H criticalpoint)ornot.In Sec.VI

we presenta num ericalstudy ofstatisticalpropertiesof

thetwo-pointconductance.W e furtherincludea scaling

analysisofthe relation between the m ultifractalspectra

ofthe two-pointconductance and ofthe wave functions

atacriticalpointwith avanishingDO S.Theseanalytical

argum entsclarify the connection between the num erical

�ndingsofSec.VIand the resultsofSec.IV,V on the

wave function m ultifractality. Finally,Sec.VIIcontains

a sum m ary ofourresultsand a briefdiscussion ofsom e

rem aining open problem s.

II.W AV E FU N C T IO N M U LT IFR A C TA LIT Y IN

SY ST EM S W IT H N O N -C R IT IC A L D O S

M ultifractality ofwave functions (r)isknown to be

a hallm ark ofthe localization transition.Ithasbeen ex-

tensively studied in the context ofconventionalAnder-

son and quantum Hall(Q H)transitionswith non-critical

DO S (see [14,15,25]and references therein),and we re-

m ind the readerofsom e basic results.M ultifractality is

characterized by a setofexponents

�q � d(q� 1)+ �q (2)

(d isthespatialdim ensionality)describing thescaling of

the m om entsofj 2(r)jwith the system sizeL,

hj (r)j2qi� L
� d� �q: (3)

Anom alous dim ensions � q distinguish a critical point

from the m etallic phase and determ ine the scale de-

pendence ofwave function correlations. Am ong them ,

� 2 � � � playsthe m ostprom inentrole,governing the

spatialcorrelationsofthe \intensity" j j2,

L
2dhj 2(r) 2(r0)ji� (jr� r

0j=L)� �: (4)

Equation (4)can be obtained from (3)by using the fact

thatthewavefunction am plitudesbecom eessentiallyun-

correlatedatjr� r
0j� L.Scalingbehaviorofhigherorder

spatialcorrelations,hj 2q1(r1) 
2q2(r2)::: 

2qn (rn)jican

be found in a sim ilar way. Correlations oftwo di�er-

ent(butclosein energy)eigenfunctionsand thedi�usion

propagator �(r;r0;!) = hG R
E + !(r;r

0)G A
E (r

0;r)i (G R ;A

are retarded and advanced G reen functions)possessthe

sam escaling properties,

L2dhj 2
i(r) 

2
j(r

0)ji

L2dh i(r) 
�
j(r) 

�
i(r

0) j(r
0)i

�� 2�(r;r0;!)

9
=

;
�

�
jr� r

0j

L!

� � �

; (5)

where ! = �i � �j,L! � (�!)� 1=d,� is the density of

states,and jr� r
0j< L!. In two dim ensionsthe m ulti-

fractalspectrum � q playsa key rolein theidenti�cation

oftheconform al�eld theory governingthecriticalpoint,

which led to growing interestin theeigenfunction statis-

ticsatthe Q H transition [16{20].

Applying naively these resultsto the SQ H transition,

one would conclude that the r� 1=2 scaling ofthe di�u-

sion propagatorfound in [10]im plies�= 1=2.However,
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we show below that this conclusion is incorrect. This

dem onstratesthatoneshould becautiouswhen tryingto

apply the relations between criticalexponents obtained

forsystem swith a non-criticalDO S to thosewith a crit-

icalone(liketheSQ H transition),aswillbediscussed in

Sec.IV C and Sec.VI.

III.N ET W O R K M O D EL A N D T H E D EN SIT Y O F

STA T ES

Asa m odelofthe SQ H system ,weusetheSU(2)ver-

sion [8]of the Chalker-Coddington network describing

the Q H transition [26]. Dynam ics ofthe wave function

de�ned on edgesofthenetwork isgoverned by a unitary

evolution operatorU. At each node ofthe network the

scattering from two incom ing into two outgoing links is

described by a m atrix

S =

�
cos� sin�

� sin� cos�

�

; (6)

with � = �=4 corresponding to the criticalpoint. Each

realization of the network is characterized by a set of

random 2� 2 spin m atricesUe associated with alledges

e ofthe network. In view of(1),U satis�es the sym -

m etry U = �yU
��y,im plying that Ue 2 SU(2). Diago-

nalizing U fora square network ofthe size L � L yields

4L2 eigenfunctions  i�(e) and eigenvalues e� i�i,where

i= 1;2;:::;4L2 and �= 1;2 isthe spin index.
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FIG .1. Scaling plot of the density of states for system

sizes L = 16(� );32(2);96(� ). D ashed and dotted lines indi-

cate power laws (dashed: �
1=7

, dotted: �
2
), � = 1=2�L

7=4

denotes the levelspacing at � = 0. Inset: sam e data on a

linearscale and theresultfrom therandom m atrix theory [6]

(solid curve).

W e begin by displaying in Fig.1 the num erically cal-

culated DO S �(�)fordi�erentsystem sizesL.Itisseen

thataftera properrescaling alldata collapseonto a sin-

gle curve. Speci�cally, the energy axis is rescaled to

�=�, where � / L� 7=4 is the level spacing at � = 0.

(This scaling of � is related to the critical behavior

ofDO S �(�) � �1=7 discussed below via the condition

�(�)� � 1=L2.) The scale invariance of�(�) at critical-

ity isrem iniscentofthe analogousproperty ofthe level

statisticsattheconventionalAnderson orQ H transition

(see [25]fora review).At�� � the criticalDO S scales

as�(�)� �1=7,in agreem entwith analyticalpredictions

[10]. O n the otherhand,at�� � one observesan oscil-

latory structure qualitatively analogousto the behavior

found in the random m atrix theory (RM T)forthe class

C [6].

Letusnote that,strictly speaking,deviationsofDO S

from the RM T at � � � are not param etrically sm all.

O n the other hand,the num erically found DO S follows

very closely the RM T curve for two oscillation periods.

In otherwords,the energy scale below which the RM T

works(the e�ective Thoulessenergy),while being para-

m etrically oforder�,turnsouttobeseveraltim eslarger.

Thisindicatesthatthereisa num ericalsm allnessin the

problem , and the SQ H critical point shows \close-to-

m etal" features (sim ilar to the Anderson transition in

2+ � dim ensions with sm all�). The sm allvalue 1/7 of

the DO S exponentisanotherm anifestation ofthe sam e

fact.

The stateswith energies�� � are localized with the

localization length �� � �� 4=7 [10].Forsm allestenergies

�� � the correlation length �� isofthe orderofthe sys-

tem size.In view oftheircriticalnature,thesestatesare

expected tobem ultifractal,L2qhj i�(e)j
2qi� L� � q.For

�� �them ultifractality holdswithin a region oftheex-

tent�� (outsidewhich thewavefunction isexponentially

sm all);hence

L
2hj i�(e)j

2qi� �
� 2(q� 1)� � q

� � �
� �q
� : (7)

By the sam e token,spatialcorrelationsare expected to

begoverned by them ultifractality on scalesbelow ��.In

particular,wehaveforcorrelationsoftwodi�erenteigen-

functionswith energies�i;�j � �

L
4hj i�(e) j�(e

0)j2i� (r=��)
� 2; r. �� (8)

(r is the distance between e and e0),and sim ilarly for

higher-ordercorrelators.In Sec.IV and V wewilldem on-

stratethem ultifractality explicitly and calculatethe ex-

ponents� q.

IV .T W O -A N D T H R EE-P O IN T C O R R ELA T IO N

FU N C T IO N S:M A P P IN G O N T O P ER C O LA T IO N

P R O B LEM

In this section, we present an analyticalcalculation

oftwo-pointand three-pointcorrelation functions,which
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allowsusto �nd the fractaldim ensions� 2 and � 3.W e

use the m apping onto the classicalpercolation,follow-

ing the approach of[13],and dem onstratethatitcan be

extended on productsoftwoand threeG reen’sfunctions.

A .T w o-point functions

Considera correlation function oftwo wavefunctions,

D (e0;e;�1;�2)= h
X

ij��

 
�
i�(e) j�(e) i�(e

0) �
j�(e

0)

� �(�1 � �i)�(�2 � �j)i; (9)

wheree,e0aretwo di�erentedgesofthenetwork.Intro-

ducing theG reen function

G (e0;e;z)= he0j(1� zU)� 1jei

(which is a 2� 2 m atrix in the spin space),we express

(9)as

D (e0;e;�1;�2)= (2�)� 2hTr[G R (e
0
;e;ei�1)� GA (e

0
;e;ei�1)]

� [GR (e;e
0;ei�2)� GA (e;e

0;ei�2)]i; (10)

whereG R ;A areretarded and advanced G reen functions,

G R ;A (e
0;e;ei�1) = G (e0;e;ei(�1� i0)). W e willcalculate

(10)atzero energy,�1;2 ! 0,but�nitelevelbroadening,

� i0! � i with � 1.Thescaling behaviorofthecor-

relation function (9) at �1;�2 � � can then be obtained

by substituting �for.W e thusneed to calculate

D (e0;e;)= (2�)� 2hTr[G (e0;e;z)� G (e0;e;z� 1)]

� [G (e;e0;z)� G (e;e0;z� 1)]i; (11)

with a realz = e�  < 1.By the sam etoken,in orderto

understand the scaling properties ofanother correlator

oftwo wavefunctions,

~D (e0;e;�1;�2)= h
X

ij��

j i�(e)j
2j j�(e

0)j2

� �(�1 � �i)�(�2 � �j)i; (12)

wewillconsiderthe correlation function

~D (e0;e;)= (2�)� 2hTr[G (e;e;z)� G (e;e;z� 1)]

� Tr[G (e0;e0;z)� G (e0;e0;z� 1)]i: (13)

Asdiscussed in theend ofSec.III,thescalingbehaviorof

(11)and(13)atr� � (whereristhedistancebetween e

and e0)isgoverned by them ultifractalpropertiesofwave

functions(speci�cally,by theexponent� 2).Thegeneral

strategy ofcalculation ofthe correlation functions (11),

(13) is analogousto that used in [13]for the one-point

function TrG (e;e;z). Therefore,we outline only briey

those steps which generalize directly the calculation in

[13],and concentrateon qualitatively new aspects.

TheG reen functionsin (11),(13)arestraightforwardly

represented in the form ofa sum overpaths

G (e;e0;z)=
X

paths e0! e

:::� zUejsj � zUej+ 1
sj+ 1 � :::;

(14)

wheresj isthecorrespondingm atrixelem ent(cos�,sin�,

or� sin�)oftheS-m atrixbetween theedgesej and ej+ 1.

Equation (14)generatesa convergentexpansion in pow-

ersofz when jzj< 1;otherwisethe identity

G
y(e;e0;z)= 1 � �ee0 � G (e0;e;(z�)� 1) (15)

is to be used (in allour calculations z is real,so that

z� = z). Asshown below,each ofthe double sum sover

pathsobtained by substituting (14),(15)in (11)or(13)

can bereduced toasinglesum overclassicalpaths(hulls)

in the percolation problem . This rem arkable reduction

crucially relieson the following two statem ents:

1.O nly pathsvisiting each edgeofthenetwork either

0 or2 tim esareto betaken into account;contribu-

tionsofallthe rem aining pathssum up to zero,

2.Using the statem ent 1,it is easy to see that each

node m ay be visited 0,2,or4 tim es. The second

statem ent concerns the nodes visited four tim es.

Asillustrated in Fig.2,therearethreepossibilities

how thism ay happen;the corresponding contribu-

tions have weights (i) cos4 �, (ii) sin4 �, and (iii)

� sin2 �cos2 � from the scattering m atrix at this

node. The statem entis thatone can equivalently

takeinto accountonly thecontributions(i)and (ii)

with the weightscos2 � and sin2 �,respectively.

iii)
c s

c−s

c

c

c

c

s s

−s −s

ii)i)

FIG .2. Possible con�gurationsofpathspassing fourtim es

through a network node. The sym bols c and � s denote the

elem entscos
2
�,� sin

2
� ofthe S-m atrix atthe node.

In Ref.[13]both statem entswere proven forthe case

oftheaverageofa singleG reen function hG (e;e;z)i.W e

show below thatthey arevalid forallthetwo-pointfunc-

tionsentering(11),(13),aswellasforaveraged products

ofthreeG reen’sfunctions(considered in Sec.IV B).Let

usem phasize thatsuch a generalization isfarfrom triv-

ial. Thispointiswellillustrated by the factthatprod-

ucts offour (or m ore)G reen functions determ ining the

exponents� q with q = 4;5;:::can notbe m apped onto
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the percolation within ourapproach (see Sec.IV C and

Appendix).

W enow proceed by proving thestatem ent1.Itiscon-

venientforusto recall�rstthe corresponding prooffor

thecaseofasingleG reen function,hTrG (e;e;z)i,consid-

ered in [13]. Foran arbitrary edge f the pathsentering

(14)can beclassi�ed according to thenum berk oftim es

they pass through f. The contribution of paths with

k 6= 0 hasthe form

1X

k= 1

hTrB [UfA(f;f)]
ki; (16)

where B 1 isa sum overallpathsgoing from f to e and

then from e to f,and A(f;f)denotesa sum overpaths

which begin and end on f and do not return to f in

between. Since A(f;f)isa linearcom bination ofSU(2)

m atrices with realcoe�cients,it can be represented as

A(f;f) = jA(f;f)j~A(f;f),where ~A(f;f) 2 SU (2) and

jA(f;f)jis a realnum ber. After a change ofthe inte-

gration variable,Uf
~A(f;f)! Uf,Eq.(16)then reduces

to

1X

k= 1

hTrB U k
f ijA(f;f)j

k
: (17)

Since SU (2) m atrices can be represented as U =

exp(i�n�), with a real� and a unit vector n (� i are

the Paulim atrices),one�nds

U
k = cosk�� 1 + isink�n�: (18)

The SU(2) invariant m easure is (2=�)
R�
0
d�sin 2

�
R
dn,

where dn is the conventional m easure on the sphere.

Therefore,foran integerk

hU ki= ck � 1; ck =

8
<

:

1; k = 0

� 1

2
; k = 2;� 2

0; otherwise:

(19)

Substituting (19) in (17),one �nds that only the term

with k = 2 survives,which com pletes the proofofthe

the statem ent1 forthe case ofan averageofone G reen

function.

W e turn now to the productsoftwo G reen functions.

Consider

hTrG (e;e0;z)G (e00;e000;z)i (20)

(we willneed below both cases e00 = e0,e000 = e,and

e00 = e,e000 = e0). Using (14),we classify the contribu-

tionsto (20)according to the num bersofreturnsk1,k2

to theedgef forthe corresponding two paths.W ewant

to show thatonly the contributionswith k1 + k2 = 0; 2

are to be taken into account. Ifone ofki is zero,the

proofisobtained in the sam e way asfora single G reen

function (see above). W e thus consider the rem aining

contributions,which areofthe following form :

1X

k1;k2= 1

hTrB 1[UfA(f;f)]
k1B 2[UfA(f;f)]

k2i; (21)

where B 1 is a sum overthe paths f ! e and e000 ! f,

and B 2 isa sum overthepathsf ! e00and e0! f.Per-

form ing the variable change Uf
~A(f;f)! Uf asbefore,

weget

1X

k1;k2= 1

hTrB 1U
k1
f
B 2U

k2
f
ijA(f;f)jk1+ k2: (22)

Using (18),wecalculatenow theaverageoverUf in (22):

hTrB 1U
k1
f
B 2U

k2
f
i= TrB 1B 2hcosk1�cosk2�i�

�
1

3
Tr

X

i

B 1�iB 2�ihsink1�sink2�i�

=
1

2
Tr(B 1B 2 +

1

3

X

i

B 1�iB 2�i)ck1+ k2

+
1

2
Tr(B 1B 2 �

1

3

X

i

B 1�iB 2�i)ck1� k2

� b1ck1+ k2 + b2ck1� k2: (23)

The only property ofthe factors b1,b2 which is im por-

tantforusatthisstage isthatthey are independentof

k1,k2.The sum (22)isthereforereduced to the form

1X

k1;k2= 1

(b1ck1+ k2 + b2ck1� k2)jA(f;f)j
k1+ k2: (24)

W hile the �rst term in brackets is non-zero only for

k1 + k2 = 2 (i.e. k1 = k2 = 1) as required,the second

oneseem sto spoiltheproof.Letusperform ,however,a

sum m ation overk1 at�xed k1 + k2 = k.Using Eq.(19),

we�nd then thatthecoe�cientsin thesecond term can-

celforany even k � 4 (forodd k allterm sare trivially

zero):

X

k1+ k2= k

ck1� k2 = ck� 2 + ck� 4 + :::+ c� (k� 2)

= c2 + c0 + c� 2 = 0: (25)

Therefore,only the term with k1 = k2 = 1 survives in

the sum (24),which com pletesthe proof.1

1
The correlation function hTrG (e;e;z)TrG (e

0
;e

0
;z)i is ana-

lyzed in the sam e way,yielding again a sum ofthe type(24),

so thatourargum entrem ainsvalid.
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Applying now the statem ent 2,the proofofwhich is

given in Appendix,we represent each node as a super-

position ofcontributionsofthetypes(i)and (ii)(Fig.2)

with weightscos2 � and sin2 �,equalto 1/2 atthe SQ H

criticalpoint.Thenetwork isthen reduced to aweighted

sum overallitspossibledecom positionsin a setofclosed

loops(such thateach edge belongsto exactly oneloop).

These loops can be viewed [10,13]as hulls ofthe bond

percolation problem . Non-zero contributionsto the cor-

relation function (20)com efrom pairsofpathsretracing

exactly twicea loop ora partofit.Thisyieldsforz < 1

hTrG (e0;e;z)G (e;e0;z)i= hTrG (e0;e;z� 1)G (e;e0;z� 1)i

= � 2
X

N

P (e0;e;N )z2N ; (26)

hTrG 2(e0;e;z)i= hTrG 2(e;e0;z� 1)i

= �
X

N

P1(e
0
;e;N )z2N ; (27)

where P (e0;e;N ) and P1(e
0;e;N )are probabilities that

the edgese and e0 belong to the sam eloop ofthelength

N (resp. with the length N ofthe part corresponding

to the m otion from e to e0). Furtherm ore,to calculate

thecorrelation function hTrG (e0;e;z)G (e;e0;z� 1)ienter-

ing (11),weapply the identity (15)to the second G reen

function and then usethe property

hTrG (e0;e;z)G y(e0;e;z)i= � 2hTrG2(e0;e;z)i (28)

following from theSU(2)sym m etry.Asa result,we�nd

hTrG (e0;e;z)G (e;e0;z� 1)i= � 2
X

N

P1(e
0
;e;N )z2N ;

(29)

and,com bining (26)and (29),

�
2
D (e0;e;)=

1

2

X

N

[P1(e
0
;e;N )+ P1(e;e

0;N )]z2N

�
X

N

P (e0;e;N )z2N : (30)

Equations(26),(29),(30)expressthe quantum corre-

lation functionsentering (11)in term sofpurely classical

quantitiesP (e0;e;N )and P1(e
0;e;N ).Toanalyzethere-

sults,we recallsom e facts from the percolation theory.

Itisknown thatthefractaldim ension ofthepercolation

hullsis7/4[27],im plying(see[28]forarecentdiscussion)

thatP and P1 scaleas

P (e0;e;N );P1(e
0
;e;N )� N

� 8=7
r
� 1=4

; r. N
4=7

(31)

and fallo� exponentially fast at r � N 4=7,where r is

the distance between e and e0.Thisyieldsforthe corre-

lation functionsin (26)and (29)(which weabbreviateas

hG R G R i,hG A G A i,hG R G A i)

hG R G R i= hG A G A i’ hG R G A i� r
� 1=2

;

r� � � 
� 4=7 (32)

in fullagreem entwith thescalingargum entof[10].How-

ever,these leading orderterm scancelin (30)since

X

N

P (e0;e;N )=
X

N

P1(e
0
;e;N )= P (e0;e); (33)

where P (e0;e)isthe probability thatthe edgese and e0

belong to the sam e loop. The resultis non-zero due to

the factorsz2N only,im plying thatrelevantN are now

N � � 1,so thath(G R � GA )(G R � GA )iscalesdi�er-

ently com pared to (32),

D (e0;e;)=
1

�2

X

N

[P (r;N )� P1(r;N )](1� e
� 2N )

� P (r;� 1)� 1 � (�r)
� 1=4

; r. �: (34)

Using now the de�nition (9)ofD and the DO S scaling,

�(�)� �1=7 � �
� 1=4
� ,we�nd forr. ��

L
4h �

i�(e) j�(e) i�(e
0) �

j�(e
0)i� (r=��)

� 1=4
: (35)

Thecorrelation function (13)iscalculated in a sim ilar

way.TheresultsforthehG R G R i,hG A G A i,and hG R G A i

term sin (13)havethe form

hTrG (e;e;z)TrG (e0;e0;z)i

= 4� 2
X

N

[P (e;N )+ P (e0;N )]z2N

+
X

N N 0

P� (e;e
0;N ;N 0)z2(N + N

0
)+

X

N

P (e;e0;N )z2N ; (36)

hTrG (e;e;z� 1)TrG (e0;e0;z� 1)i

=
X

N N 0

P� (e;e
0;N ;N 0)z2(N + N

0
)+

X

N

P (e;e0;N )z2N ; (37)

hTrG (e;e;z)TrG (e0;e0;z� 1)i= 2
X

N

P (e0;N )z2N

�
X

N N 0

P� (e;e
0;N ;N 0)z2(N + N

0
)�

X

N

P (e;e0;N )z2N ; (38)

whereP (e;N )istheprobability thatebelongsto a loop

ofthe length N ,while P� (e;e
0;N ;N 0)isthe probability

that e and e0 belong to di�erent loops ofthe length N

and N 0,respectively.A largernum berofterm sin (36){

(38)ascom pared to (26),(29)isbecauseoftwo reasons.

First,there is a unit m atrix contribution ofa \path of

zero length" to theexpansion (14)oftheG reen function

G (e;e;z).Second,e and e0 m ay now belong to di�erent

loopsand stillgivea�nitecontribution,sinceeach ofthe

two pathswillretracetwice the corresponding loop.

Com bining (36){(38)and using the identities
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P (e;e0;N )+
X

N 0

P� (e;e;N ;N
0)= P (e;N ); (39)

X

N

P (e;N )= 1; (40)

wegetforthe correlation function (13)

�
2 ~D (e0;e;)=

X

N

P (e;e0;N )(1� z
2N )

+
X

N N 0

P� (e;e
0;N ;N 0)(1� z

2N )(1� z
2N

0

): (41)

W e see again thatatz � e = 1 the resultiszero,and

that at sm all it is dom inated by N � � 1. Using

Eq.(31)and

P� (e;e
0;N ;N 0)� P (e;N )P (e0;N 0)� N

� 8=7(N 0)� 8=7;

(42)

we �nd that the �rst term in (41) is � �
� 1=4
 r� 1=4 at

r � �,while the second one is � �
� 1=2
 and thus can

be neglected.Therefore,we �nd that ~D showsthe sam e

scaling behaviorasD [seeEq.(34)],

~D (e0;e;)’
X

N

P (e;e0;N )(1� e
� 2N )

� �
� 1=4
 r

� 1=4
; r� �: (43)

In other words, the wave function correlator

hj 2
i�(e) 

2
j�
(e0)ji with �i;�j � � scales at r . �� in the

sam eway as(35),

L
4hj 2

i�(e) 
2
j�(e

0)ji� �
� 2(�)~D (e0;e;� �)� (r=��)

� 1=4
:

(44)

Both Eqs.(35)and (44)im ply thatthefractalexponent

�� � �2 =
1

4
; (45)

at variance with what one m ight naively expect from

the r� 1=2 scaling ofthe di�usion propagator hG R G A i,

Eq.(32).

B .T hree-point functions

W e consider now averaged products of three G reen

functions,analogousto thetwo-pointfunctions(11)and

(13),

D (e;e0;e00;)= (2�)� 3hTr[G (e;e0;z)� G (e;e0;z� 1)]

� [G (e0;e00;z)� G (e0;e00;z� 1)]

� [G (e00;e;z)� G (e00;e;z� 1)]i; (46)

~D (e;e0;e00;)= (2�)� 3hTr[G (e;e;z)� G (e;e;z� 1)]

� Tr[G (e0;e0;z)� G (e0;e0;z� 1)]

� Tr[G (e00;e00;z)� G (e00;e00;z� 1)]i: (47)

Thekey rolein thecalculation of(46)and (47)isplayed

by the proofsofapplicability ofthe statem ents1 and 2

(Sec.IV A)totheproductsofthreeG reen functions.De-

tailsoftheseproofsaregiven in Appendix.Afterthetwo

statem entsare applied and the network isreduced to a

sum overits loop decom positions(as in Sec.IV A),the

correlation functionsarecalculated straightforwardly.In

particular, we �nd for the averaged products of three

G reen functionsentering (46)

hTrG (e;e0;z)G (e0;e00;z)G (e00;e;z)i

= �
X

N

[3P (e;e0;e00;N )+ P (e00;e0;e;N )]z� 2N ; (48)

hTrG (e;e0;z� 1)G (e0;e00;z� 1)G (e00;e;z� 1)i

=
X

N

[P (e;e0;e00;N )+ 3P (e00;e0;e;N )]z� 2N ; (49)

hTrG (e;e0;z)G (e0;e00;z)G (e00;e;z� 1)i

= � 2
X

N

P1(e;e
0
;e

00;N )z� 2N ; (50)

hTrG (e;e0;z� 1)G (e0;e00;z� 1)G (e00;e;z)i

= 2
X

N

P1(e
00
;e

0
;e;N )z� 2N ; (51)

where P (e;e0;e00;N )isthe probability thatthe edgese,

e0 and e00 belong to the sam eloop ofthe length N ,with

e0 lying on the path from e00 to e,while P1(e;e
0;e00;N )

is the sam e probability but with N being the length of

the segm ent from e00 to e. Com bining Eqs.(48){(51),

we expressthe correlation function (46)in term s ofthe

classicalprobabilities P and P1. Rem arkably,the situ-

ation is qualitatively di�erent as com pared to the cal-

culation oftwo-pointfunctions (Sec.IV A): the leading

term s in (48){(51) do not cancelin the expression for

D (e;e0;e00;). W e can thus sim ply set  = 0 (z = 1),

which yields

(2�)3D (e;e0;e00;)’ 2[P (e;e0;e00)+ P (e00;e0;e)];

r� �; (52)

whereP (e;e0;e00)=
P

N
P (e;e0;e00;N )istheprobability

fore,e0,and e00 to belong to thesam eloop with theori-

entation e  e0  e00  e,and r is the characteristic

scaleofthe distancesbetween e,e0,and e00.

Thecorrelation function (47)iscalculated in thesam e

way,and the results are qualitatively sim ilar. W e thus

skip interm ediateform ulasand only presentthe�nalre-

sult,

(2�)3 ~D (e;e0;e00;)’ 8[P (e;e0;e00)+ P (e00;e0;e)];

r� �; (53)

which di�ersfrom (52)by an overallfactorof4 only.
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Using any ofthe equations (52),(53),we can deter-

m ine the fractalexponent� 3.In analogy with (31),the

probability forthe edgese,e0,and e00 separated by dis-

tances� r to belong to the sam eloop (percolation hull)

ofa length N scalesas

P (e;e0;e00;N )� N
� 8=7

r
� 1=2

; r. N
4=7 (54)

and isexponentially sm allforr � N 4=7.Sum m ing over

N ,we thusget

P (e;e0;e00)� r
� 3=4

: (55)

Substituting thisin Eqs.(52),(53)and expressingD and
~D in term s ofwave functions in analogy with the two-

pointfunctions(9),(12),we�nd forr. ��

L
6h i�(e) 

�
i�(e

0) j�(e
0) �

j(e
00) k(e

00) �
k�(e)i;

L
6hj i�(e) j�(e

0) k(e
00)j2i�

r� 3=4

�3(�)
� (r=��)

� 3=4
: (56)

Therefore,the exponent� 3 isequalto

� 3 = �
3

4
: (57)

C .D iscussion

The situation we encountered while calculating two-

and three-point functions is qualitatively di�erent from

what happens at conventional localization transitions.

Speci�cally, in the conventionalcase average products

ofonly retarded or only advanced G reen functions are

negligible com pared to m ixed averages containing both

G R and G A ,e.g. hG R G R i; hG A G A i � hG R G A i. For

thisreason,thewavefunction correlators,which arepro-

portionalto h(G R � GA )(G R � GA )i,aredeterm ined by

hG R G A i(and sim ilarlyforhigherm om ents).In contrast,

we have found in the SQ H case that the correlators of

the hG R G R i(orhG A G A i)type areapproxim ately equal

to hG R G A i and cancelit in the leading order (so that

h(G R � GA )(G R � GA )iscalesdi�erently).Evaluation of

three-pointfunctionsm adetheoverallpictureeven m ore

com plex:whileweobtained again an identicalscalingof,

say,hG R G R G R i and hG R G R G A i correlators,this tim e

the cancelation was not com plete, and the correlation

function h(G R � GA )(G R � GA )(G R � GA )iscaled in the

sam eway.

To shed m ore light on the reason for these di�erent

typesofscaling behavior,itisinstructive to reverse the

logic and to exam ine how the di�uson scaling (32) can

be obtained from wave function correlations (35). It is

straightforwardtoexpressthezero-energydi�usion prop-

agatorin term softhecorrelation function D (e0;e;�1;�2)

de�ned in Eq.(10),

�(e0
;e)� hTrGR (e

0
;e;1)G A (e;e

0;1)i

=

Z
d�1d�2

(1� e� i�1+ 0)(1� e� i�2� 0)
D (e0;e;�1;�2): (58)

Asdiscussed in Sec.IV A,D (e0;e;�1;�2)scaleswith the

distancer= je0� ejand the energy �1;2 � �asfollows

D (e0;e;�1;�2)� (r=��)
� 2�

� 2x�
� ; r� ��; (59)

where � 2 = � 1=4,x� = 1=4 is the scaling dim ension

ofDO S de�ned by �(�) � �
� x�
� ,and �� = �� 1=(2� x�) =

�� 4=7.(Forr� �� D (e
0;e;�1;�2)isexponentially sm all.)

Substituting (59)in (58),weseethatif2x� + � 2 > 0,

which isthe case forthe SQ H transition,the energy in-

tegralin (58)isdom inated by �1;2 � �(r),where �(r)is

de�ned by ��(r) � r (i.e. �(r)� r� (2� x�) = r� 7=4),and

can be estim ated as

�(e0
;e)� D (e0;e;�1;�2)j�1;2� �(r)

� r
� 2x� = r

� 1=2
; (60)

in fullagreem entwith the exactresult(32).2 Thisisin

a stark contrast with the case ofa conventionallocal-

ization (Anderson orQ H)transition,when the di�usion

propagator � (or any other correlation function ofthe

hG R G A itype)dependsin a singularway on theinfrared

cuto�setby L !,seethelastlineofEq.(5).O n theother

hand,Eq.(60)hasa fam iliarform ofa two-pointcorre-

latorin a conform al�eld theory (or,m ore generally,in

�eld-theoreticaldescription ofstandard criticalphenom -

ena),where hO i(r1)O i(r2)iscalesasjr1 � r2j
� 2xi,with

xi being the scaling dim ension ofthe operatorO i.

G eneralization to higher m om ents is straightforward.

W e de�ne a wavefunction correlation function

D (q)(e1;:::;eq;�1;:::;�q)= (2�)� q

� hTr[(GR � GA )(e1;e2;e
i�1)(G R � GA )(e2;e3;e

i�2)

� :::� (GR � GA )(eq;e1;e
i�q)]i; (61)

and a setofhG :::G icorrelation functions,

� (q)
s1:::sq

(e1;:::;eq;�1;:::;�q)

= hTrG s1(e1;e2;e
i�1):::G sq(eq;e1;e

i�q)i; (62)

2Since the integral(58) is determ ined by the upper cuto�

�(r) (and not by the vicinity of� = 0),this calculation ap-

plies not only to � = hG R G A i,but equally wellto hG R G R i

and hG A G A i,in agreem entwith (32).
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wheresj = R orA.Assum ing thatalldistancesbetween

the pointsei are� r,wehavein analogy with (59),

D (q)(e1;:::;eq;�1;:::;�q)� (r=��)
� q�

� qx�
� ; r. ��:

(63)

W riting for�
(q)
s1:::sq a spectralrepresentation ofthe type

(58),weseethattheintegralsaredeterm ined by theup-

perlim it�� �(r)= r� (2� x�) provided

�(q)� qx� + � q > 0: (64)

Underthiscondition,we�nd that�
(q)
s1:::sq isin factinde-

pendentofthe indicessi and scalesas

� (q)
s1:::sq

(e1;:::;eq;�1;:::;�q)� r
� qx� : (65)

Forlargerq,when qx� + � q < 0,theenergy integralsare

dom inated by the vicinity of� = 0. Consequently,the

correlation functions�
(q)
s1;:::;sq startto depend in a singu-

lar way on the infrared cuto� (��) and are expected to

scale in the sam e way asD (q),Eq.(63)(with a num er-

icalprefactordepending on indices si),sim ilarly to the

conventionalAnderson localization transition.

The value ofq separating the two regim esisthusde-

term ined by the equation qx� + � q = 0. For the SQ H

transition (x� = 1=4)itssolution is,in view ofEq.(57),

q= 3.Rem arkably,thisisalso the largestvalue ofq for

which them appingontopercolation described abovestill

works(seeAppendix).W ebelievethatthisisnota m ere

coincidence. Indeed,within thism apping averageprod-

ucts�
(q)
s1:::sq ofG reen functionsareexpressed in term sof

probabilitiesofthe percolation theory,and aretherefore

oforder unity for r � 1. O n the other hand,Eq.(63)

yields, in the regim e qx� + � q < 0, a result which is

m uch larger than unity at r � 1,�� � 1 and diverges

in the absence ofthe infrared cuto�,�� ! 1 . W e see

no way how such a behaviorm ightbe produced by the

percolation theory.

Finally,wediscussarelationbetweenourconsideration

and the �eld-theoreticalapproach to the wave-function

m ultifractality [29{32,18,23]. In the renorm alization-

group language, �(q) de�ned by Eq. (64) are scal-

ing dim ensions of operators of the type O (q) �

 s1 
y

s0
1

::: sq 
y

s0
q
,where  ; y are electronic �elds. Av-

eraged productsofG reen functionsareexpressed ascor-

relation functionsofthecorrespondingoperatorsO (q);in

particular,(62)takesthe form

� (q)
s1:::sq

� hTrO(1)s1s2
(e2)O

(1)
s2s3

(e3):::O
(1)
sqs1

(e1)i: (66)

Tocalculatethescalingbehaviorofsuch correlationfunc-

tions,oneappliestheoperatorproductexpansion (O PE)

[30{32].G enerically,theidentity operatorwillbeam ong

those generated by the O PE.M oreover,under the con-

dition �(q) > 0 [Eq.64)]it willbe the m ost relevant

operatorand willdom inatetheexpansion,leading to the

gap scaling � (q) � r� q� (1),in agreem entwith (65). O n

theotherhand,if�(q)< 0,theoperatorO (q) willgivea

dom inantcontribution to O PE,leading to a m ultifractal

type ofscaling,� (q) / r� q� (1)(r=��)
� (q),asin Eq.(63).

W hat is, however,non-trivialfrom this point ofview,

is that the scaling ofthe wave function correlator (61)

hasthe m ultifractalform (63)independently ofthe sign

of�(q). This m eans that in the regim e �(q) > 0 the

leading (gap scaling)term s(65)cancelin the particular

com bination ofthefunctions� (q) corresponding to D (q),

and subleading term sdeterm ine the result(63).A sim i-

larcancellation ofleading scaling term sin thecontextof

classicalpercolation wasrecently discussed in [28].

V .W AV E FU N C T IO N STA T IST IC S:

N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

A .M ultifractality spectrum

Theanalyticaltreatm entofSec.IV yielded resultsfor

the anom alous dim ensions at two distinct values of q,

� 2 = � 1=4 and �3 = � 3=4. In order to obtain m ore

com pleteinform ation aboutthewavefunction statistics,

nam ely the m ultifractality spectrum at arbitrary q,we

haveperform ed num ericalsim ulations.A question weare

particularly interested in iswhetherornotthespectrum

isexactly parabolic. A de�nite answeron this question

willim ply,along with exactvaluesof� 2 and � 3,an im -

portantconstrainton theconform altheory ofthecritical

point,which isa subjectofcurrentresearch [21{23].

Before we com e to the presentation of our �ndings,

we give a few rem arks about technicalaspects of our

num erics. W e com pute wave functions by num erically

diagonalizing the 4L2 � 4L2 unitary tim e evolution op-

erator U ofthe Chalker-Coddington network described

in Sec.III.Using advanced sparsem atrix packages[33],

we selectively calculate only states with energies in the

vicinity of� = 0,which are criticalover the whole ex-

tentofthesystem (�� � L).Speci�cally,weconsider,for

each realization ofthe network,four lowest eigenstates

(i.e. with eigenvalues e� i� closestto unity). The num -

berofwavefunctionsin a statisticalensem bleweobtain

thisway rangesfrom about107 forL = 16 to 2� 104 for

L = 384.

To determ ine the m ultifractality spectrum �q,we cal-

culate foreach wave function  i the generalized inverse

participation ratio (IPR)

Pq =
X

�e

j i�(e)j
2q (67)

and analyzethescaling oftheaveragehPqiwith thesys-

tem sizeL.Thedatacan be�tted very wellby thepower

law
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hPqi= cq(2L)
� �q: (68)

To dem onstrate this,we show in Fig.3 the system size

dependenceofhPqi(2L)
�q,with �q obtained from the �t.

The plot is organized in such a way that a pure power

law (68) would correspond to a horizontalline. This

kind ofplotisvery sensitiveto any correctionsto a pure

power-law behavior of hPqi. Since no system atic cur-

vature is observed,corrections to scaling are extrem ely

sm all.Thisallowsustodeterm inetheanom alousdim en-

sions� q = �q + 2(1� q)with greataccuracy.

10
1

10
2

L

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1.0

1.1

<
P

q
>

 (
2

L
)τ q

FIG .3. Scaling ofthe average IPR with the system size L

for severalvalues ofq = 0:5(� ),1:5(3 ),2(M),2:5(/),3(O),

3:5(.),4(� ). The system size dependence ofthe am plitude

cq(L) � hPqi(2L)
�q is presented, with �q � 2(q � 1)+ � q

shown in Fig.4.Thescattering ofthedata isdueto thelim -

ited size ofthe statisticalensem ble used. The solid line is a

guide to the eye corresponding to the vanishing of�nite size

corrections(cq(L)= const).

The obtained results for � q are shown by a solid

line in the upper panelof Fig.4. W e choose to plot

� q=q(1� q),since thiswould give a constantforan ex-

actly parabolic spectrum ,which is uniquely determ ined

by �,� q = �q(1� q)=2.According to ouranalyticalcal-

culations(Sec.IV),� q=q(1� q)isequalto 1/8 forboth

q= 2 and q= 3;thisvalueism arked by the dashed line

in the �gure. Itisseen thatthe num ericalresultsagree

perfectly wellwith the analytical�ndings atq = 2 and

q= 3.Furtherm ore,theparabolicdependencem ay serve

asa num erically good approxim ation in thewholerange

ofq westudied,

� q ’
q(1� q)

8
: (69)

Nevertheless,we believe thatEq.(69)is notexact. In-

deed,at0 < q < 2 the num erically found � q show clear

deviationsfrom exactparabolicity (69),which areofthe

orderof10% nearq= 0.Sincethisispreciselytheregim e

in which �nite-size e�ects have been found to be very

weak and � q was determ ined with a high accuracy,we

interprettheobserved deviationsasvery strongevidence

fornonparabolicity oftheexactm ultifractalspectrum of

the SQ H transition. In particular,the deviation ofthe

lim iting value� q=q(1� q)jq! 0 = 0:137� 0:003 from 1/8

wellexceedsthe estim ated num ericaluncertainty.

0 1 2 3 4
q

0.12

0.13

0.14

∆ q
 /

 q
(1

−
q

)

1 1.5 2α
−0.5

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

f(
α)

2.08 2.1 2.12 2.14
1.996

1.998

2

FIG .4. Upperpanel:Anom alousdim ension � q (solid line)

describingthescaling oftheaverageIPR hPqi.Thefunctional

form � q=q(1� q)highlightsthedeviation from exactparabol-

icity (69)indicated by thedashed line.Thecirclescorrespond

to the exponent ~� q obtained from the scaling ofthe typical

value P
typ
q .

Lower panel: Singularity spectrum f(�). num ericalresults

(solid line) and the parabolic approxim ation (70) (dashed

line) are shown. The inset depicts a m agni�cation of the

apex region;the deviations from (70) correspond to the en-

hancem entof� q=q(1� q)nearq= 0 in the uppergraph.

W ealso calculated typicalinverseparticipation ratios,

P typ
q = exphlnPqi and the corresponding dim ensions

~�q � 2(q� 1)+~� q.
3 Itfollowsfrom the generalanalysis

ofthe wavefunction m ultifractality [34]that ~�q = �q for

3In ourearlierpublications[34,20,36]weused thesym bol�q

to characterize the scaling ofthe typicalvalue P
typ
q ,and ~�q

forthe average hPqi.In the presentpaperwe have chosen to

interchange the notations.
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q� qc,whereqc correspondsto thezero �� ofthesingu-

larity spectrum f(�)(de�ned below).In thepresentcase

we �nd from the � q data qc = 3:9� 0:1 (the parabolic

approxim ation (69) would im ply qc = 4). For q > qc

the average hPqiisdeterm ined by rare realizations,and

�q < ~�q. Furtherm ore,already for q sm aller than but

close to qc,�nite-size corrections to P typ
q becom e large

[20],leading to large errorsin determ ination of~�q. For

the SQ H problem ,we �nd that the scaling ofP typ
q ex-

hibitsm all�nite-sizecorrectionsaslong q� 2:5,so that

thecorrespondingexponents~�q can befound with a high

accuracy.Theresultsareshown by circlesin Fig.4 (up-

per panel) and are in fullagreem entwith the values of

�q obtained from thescaling ofhPqi.Forlargerq (q� 3)

the �nite-size correctionsto P typ
q (which we estim ate to

be � L� y with y � 0:4) becom e appreciable,strongly

reducing the accuracy ofdeterm ination of~�q.

ThelowerpanelofFig.4 depictsthe singularity spec-

trum f(�)obtained by a num ericalLegendre transform

of the scaling dim ension �q, f(�q) = q�q � �q with

�q = d�q=dq. The dashed line represents the parabolic

approxim ation corresponding to (69),

f(�)= 2�
(�� �0)

2

4(�0 � 2)
; �0 � 2 = 1=8: (70)

W eseeagain thattheparabolicapproxim ation isnum er-

ically rather good;nevertheless,it is not exact. Devia-

tionsfrom (70)aredem onstratedin theinsetwhich shows

an enlarged view ofa region around them axim um �0 of

f(�).The deviation of� 0 � 2 = 0:137� 0:003 from 1/8

correspondsto non-parabolicity of�q discussed above.

B .IP R uctuations

W edevotethe rem ainderofthissection to a briefdis-

cussion ofthe IPR distribution function P (Pq),specif-

ically,its evolution with the system size L and depen-

dence on q. In analogy with Anderson and quantum

Halltransitions studied earlier[34,20,35{37],we expect

the distribution P (Pq) to becom e scale-invariantin the

large-L lim it. Figure 5 dem onstratesthatthisisindeed

the case. Itrepresentsthe evolution ofthe distribution

oflnP2 with the system size L.The m ean ofthe distri-

bution isshifted as� ~�2 lnL.Apartfrom sm allstatistical

uctuationsatthelargestsystem sizes,a cleartendency

towardsan asym ptoticform isobserved.To characterize

the width ofthe distribution P (lnPq),we calculate the

variance �2q = var(lnPq),asshown in the insetofFig.5

forq= 2.Theresultsextrapolated toL ! 1 (the�nite-

size correctionsare again ofthe type L� y with y � 0:4)

are presented in Fig.6. The behavior of�q is qualita-

tively sim ilarto thatfound forotherlocalization transi-

tions.A som ewhatunusualfeatureoftheSQ H transition

isthatin a ratherbroad range0 � q� 3 thevariance�2q
isrem arkably welldescribed by the form ula

�
2
q = const� q

2(q� 1)2; (71)

which hasbeen derived fora m etallic system [38,25],or

forthe Anderson transition with a weak m ultifractality,

e.g. in 2+ � dim ensions [34,36]. In the latter case this

form ula isvalid forq � qc. The accuracy ofEq.(71)is

onem orem anifestation ofthe\close-to-m etal"character

ofthe SQ H criticalpointalready m entioned in Sec.III,

which leads to a relatively large value of qc ’ 4. At

largerq,the behaviorof�q becom eslinear(aswasalso

found forthe conventionalAnderson transition [36,37]),

in agreem entwith thetheoreticalprediction�q = q=qc for

q � qc [36]. Thisisbecause in thisregim e the distribu-

tion P (Pq)isdom inated by a slowly decaying power-law

tailP (Pq)/ P
� 1� xq
q ,wherexq = qc=q forq> qc [34].

−12 −10 −8 −6

ln P
2

0

1

2

3

4

P
 (
ln

 P
2
)

10 100L
0.16

0.18

0.2

σ 2
(L

)

FIG .5. D istribution function P (lnP2) for system sizes

L = 16;24;32;48;64;96;128;192;256;384 (from right to

left). For values of L large enough, the form of the

distribution becom es independent of L. Inset: W idth

�2(L) = h(lnP2 � hlnP2i)
2
i
1=2

of the distribution P (lnP2)

versusthe system size L.Som e scattering ofthe data forthe

largestsystem sizesisdue to the lim ited num berofsam ples.
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FIG .6. R.m .s. deviation �q = h(lnPq � hlnPqi)
2
i
1=2 of

the IPR logarithm . The dashed line is a �tto Eq.(71),the

dotted line corresponds to the asym ptotic lim it �q = q=qc

with qc = 3:9.The insetshowsan enlarged view ofthe low-q

region.

V I.STA T IST IC S O F T W O -P O IN T

C O N D U C TA N C ES

So far,wehaveinvestigated propertiesofan open sys-

tem . To de�ne the two-term inal conductance g, one

opens the system by attaching two leads. According to

theLandauer-B�uttikerform ula,g = Trtyt,wheretisthe

transm ission m atrix between theleads.In thefram ework

ofnetwork m odels,the transm ission m atrix determ ining

the two-point conductance between the edges e and e0

hasthe form [16]

t= he0j(1� UP )� 1Ujei; (72)

whereP = 1 � jeihej� je0ihe0jprojectsoutthe stateson

the edgese and e0.

Statistics of the two-point conductance g(r;r0) has

been extensively studied,both analytically and num er-

ically,for the conventionalQ H transition,exem plifying

a localization transition with non-criticalDO S.It was

shown that the m om ents hgq(r0;r)i obey a power-law

scaling [39,16,17],

hgq(r;r0)i� jr� r
0j� X q; (73)

with a setofexponentsX q related to � q [19,20],

X q =

�
� q + � 1� q ; q< 1=2

2� 1=2 ; q> 1=2:
(74)

FortheSQ H criticalpoint,only theaverageconductance

hg(e0;e)ihasbeen considered previously.G ruzberg,Lud-

wig,and Read [10]found that

X 1 = 2x� =
1

2
: (75)

Beam ond, Cardy, and Chalker [13] used the m apping

onto percolation to calculatehg(e0;e)iattheband center

�= 0 (z = 1),with the result

hg(e0;e)i= 2P (e0;e); (76)

with P (e0;e) as de�ned in Eq. (33). Com paring

(76) with (29), we see that hg(e0;e)i is equal (up

to the sign) to the di�usion propagator �(e 0;e) =

hTrG R (e
0;e;1)G A (e;e

0;1)i.

In this section,we willstudy statisticalproperties of

g(e0;e) at the SQ H transition. Note that though the

de�nition ofhg(e0;e)i rem inds closely that ofthe di�u-

sion propagator�(e0;e),theidenticalscaling oftheboth

quantitiesisnotatallself-evident.In contrast,theyscale

di�erently atconventionallocalization transitions,ascan

be easily seen by com paring Eqs.(73),(74)with (5). It

is worthwhile to rem ind the reader the physicalreason

forthis di�erence (see also a related discussion in [16]).

The product hG R
E (r

0;r)G A
E (r;r

0)i has a m eaning ofthe

particle density (or,in an opticalanalogy,the radiation

intensity)ata pointr0 induced by a sourceinserted into

thesystem ata pointr.In an in�nitesystem atcritical-

ity thisquantity turnsoutto be infrared divergent:ifa

sourceisswitched on ata tim et= 0,thedetected inten-

sity willincreasewith tim ewithoutsaturation,sincethe

radiation cannotpropagateawayfastenough.Therefore,

in orderto m ake hG R G A i�nite,one needsto allow the

propagating waveto getoutofthe system ,i.e.to intro-

duce absorption. O ne possibility isto m ake the absorp-

tion weak but uniform over the whole system ,leading

to hG R
E + i(r

0;r)G A
E � i(r;r

0)i� �(r0;r;2i),which isthe

sam e asintroducing a sm alluniform levelbroadening 

(orequivalently,a sm allfrequency ! with an analytical

continuation to the im aginary axis,! = 2i). Alterna-

tively,onecan allow fora particleto be absorbed atthe

pointsrand r0only,butwith aprobabilityoforderunity,

yielding the two-pointconductanceg(r0;r).Clearly,two

de�nitionsareessentiallydi�erent(which isalreadyobvi-

ousfrom thevery factthat� dependson ,diverging in

the lim it! 0,while g doesnotrequireany param eter

like  and is bounded,g � 1). Therefore,the di�erent

scaling behavior of�,Eq.(5) and hgi,Eq.(73),is not

surprising.

ReturningtotheSQ H transition,wearethusnaturally

led to a question:why do � and hgiscale identically in

this case? The reason is that the zero-energy di�usion

propagator�(e0;e)isin factde�ned at = 0 (i.e there

isno need to introduce absorption ora �nite frequency

to regularize it),see Eqs.(32)and (58),(60). This can

be traced back to vanishing ofDO S at� = 0. It is not

a surprise thatin thissituation,when the absorption is
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irrelevant,�(e0;e)and hg(e0;e)i(which only di�erin the

way the absorption is incorporated) scale in the sam e

way.

Letusconsidernow higherm om ents

h[TrG (e0;e;e� )G (e;e0;e)]qi:

Applying theconsideration ofSec.IV C,we�nd thatthe

absorption ()rem ainsirrelevantprovided

2qx� + � 2q > 0; (77)

with the result

h[TrG (e0;e;e� )G (e;e0;e)]qi� r
� 2(qx�+ � q): (78)

For the SQ H case,the condition (77) im plies q < 3=2.

(W e m ake an assum ption thatourconsideration,which

isstrictly speakingperform ed forintegerq,rem ainsvalid

forinterm ediate,non-integervaluesofq.) According to

theaboveargum ent,hgqiscalesin thisregim ein thesam e

way (78),so that(see also [23]),

X q = 2qx� + 2� q; (79)

and,using x� = 1=4 and Eq.(69),

X q ’ q(3� q)=4: (80)

Note that,in contrast to TrG G ,the two-term inalcon-

ductanceg isbounded from above,g � 2 (thefactortwo

is due to spin sum m ation and is not essential). Phys-

ically, it sim ply m eans that for such rare realizations

when TrG G is large,g is lim ited by the contact resis-

tance. Itfollowsthatthe exponentforhgqishould be a

non-decreasing function ofq. In otherwords,the expo-

nent X q saturates after reaching its m axim um at som e

q0.W e�nd from (80)q0 ’ 3=2;forlargerqtheexponent

saturates at the value X q� q0 = X q0 ’ 9=16 (these m o-

m entsaredeterm ined by the probability to �nd g � 1).

Equation (80)im plies,in particular,anorm aldistribu-

tion oflngatr� 1with theaveragehlng(r)i= � Xtlnr

and the variance var[lng(r)]= blnr,where X t ’ 3=4

and b ’ 1=2. These values correspond to the parabolic

approxim ation (69); m ore accurate predictions can be

obtained by using the num ericalresultsfor� q,

X t = X
0
0 = 2x� + 2� 0

0 = 2x� + 2(�0 � 2)’ 0:774; (81)

b= � X
00
0 = � 2�000 ’ 0:58 (82)

(herea prim edenotesthe derivativewith respectto q).

W e turn now a to a num ericalstudy ofthe two-point

conductance.W hilewedid notattem pta high-precision

num ericaldeterm ination ofthe spectrum ofcorrespond-

ing exponentsX q (aspresented in Sec.V A forthe m ul-

tifractalspectrum ofwave functions), we have veri�ed

som e ofthe key predictionsofthe above analyticalcon-

siderations.Figure7illustratesevolution ofthedistribu-

tion function P (g)with the distance r between the con-

tacts;itisseen thatatsu�cientlylargerthedistribution

becom eslog-norm alasexpected. In Fig.8 we show the

scalingoftheaveragehgiand thetypicalgtyp = exphlngi

values of the two-point conductance, along with anal-

ogous quantities hjG j2i and jG j2typ = exphlnjG j2i for a

closed system ,jG j2 � � TrG (e0;e;1)G (e;e0;1). For the

averagevalues,hgiand hjG j2i,thenum ericsfully con�rm

the theoreticalresults(76),(29)telling usthatthe both

quantitiesscaleasr� 1=2 and,m oreover,areequaltoeach

other.A non-trivialcharacteroftheequalityhgi= hjG j2i

iswellillustrated by thedata fortypicalquantities:gtyp
and jG j2typ arenotequal.Nevertheless,they arefound to

sharea com m on scaling:gtyp;jG j
2
typ � r� X t,con�rm ing

our argum ents presented above. Furtherm ore,the nu-

m erically obtained valueoftheexponent,X t ’ 3=4,isin

agreem entwith the theoreticalprediction (81).
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FIG .7. D istribution ofthetwo pointconductanceat3 dif-

ferent distances between the contacts,r = 5:7(� ), 14:1(+ ),

133(5 );the system size is L = 196. The dashed line indi-

cates a log-norm al �t with param eters hlngi = � 4:72 and

var(lng)= 3:15.
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FIG .8. Scaling ofthetwo-pointconductancewith distance

r between the contacts: average value (em pty sym bols),hgi,

and typicalvalue(�lled sym bols),gtyp = exphlngi,in system s

ofsizesL = 128(2)and L = 196(� ).Also shown isscaling of

thetwo-pointG reen function,hjG j
2
iand jG j

2
typ = exphlnjG j

2
i

(L = 128(4 );L = 196(� )).The linescorrespond to the r�1=2

(dotted) and r
�3=4

(dashed) power laws. D eviations from

power-law scaling at large values ofr are due to the �nite

system size.

V II.SU M M A R Y

Letussum m arizethe m ain resultsofthe paper.

1.W e have extended the m apping ofthe SQ H net-

work m odelonto the classicalpercolation and cal-

culated two-and three-pointcorrelation functions

at the SQ H transition. This allowed us to deter-

m ineanalytically thefractalexponents� 2 and � 3

governing the scaling ofthe second and third m o-

m ents ofthe wave function intensity,with the re-

sults� 2 � � �= � 1=4 and �3 = � 3=4.

2.W e haveperform ed a thorough num ericalstudy of

the m ultifractalspectrum � q. The obtained spec-

trum isgiven with agood accuracybytheparabolic

law (69)butshowscleardeviationsfrom parabol-

icity,Fig.4.

3.Statisticalpropertiesofgeneralized inverse partic-

ipation ratios Pq at the SQ H transition are sim -

ilar to those found earlier for other localization

transitions.In particular,thedistribution function

P (Pq)becom esscale-invariantin the lim itoflarge

system size.

4.W e have analyzed statistics ofthe two-point con-

ductancegatthelocalizationtransition with acrit-

icaldensity of states. Speci�cally, we have pre-

sented scaling argum entswhich link theexponents

X q governingthespatialdecay ofhg
qito thewave-

function m ultifractality spectrum � q,seeEq.(79).

This yields,in particular,for the typicalconduc-

tance at the SQ H criticalpoint gtyp � r� X t with

X t ’ 3=4 (see Eq.(81)fora m oreaccuratevalue),

ascon�rm ed by num ericalsim ulations.

In recent years, a considerable progress has been

m ade in understanding of conform al �eld theories re-

lated to problem s of two-dim ensionalferm ions subject

to quenched disorder [32,17,18,21{23,40{46]. In partic-

ular,a relation between the wave function m ultifractal-

ity in two-dim ensionaldisordered system sand theopera-

torcontentofcorresponding conform al�eld theorieshas

been discussed in a num berofpublications[32,42,18,23].

Itrem ainsan open question whetherthem ultifractalex-

ponents� q,X q fortheSQ H transition can becom puted

by the conform al�eld theory m ethods. Note that our

results are against the proposalofRef.[23],where the

result � q = q(1 � q)=4 was obtained. Apparently,this

indicatesthatthetheory considered in [23]and obtained

[22]from aparticularnetworkm odelwith �ne-tuned cou-

plings,doesnotbelong to the SQ H universality class.
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A P P EN D IX A :P R O O FS T O T H E M A P P IN G

O N T O P ER C O LA T IO N

In Sec.IV A two statem entswereform ulated which al-

low usto calculateaveraged productsoftwo (Sec.IV A)

and three(Sec.IV B)G reen functions.Herewegivesom e

m oredetailson theproofsofthesestatem ents.In theend

oftheAppendix wewillalso explain why ourcalculation

cannotbeextended on productsofq� 4G reen functions

(and thuson higherm om entsofwavefunctions).

Statem ent 1

The �rststatem entsaysthatonly pathsvisiting each

node 0 or2 tim esareto be considered.Itsproofforthe

case oftwo-pointfunctionswasgiven in Sec.IV A. The

analysisofthe case ofthree-pointfunctions(considered

in Sec.IV B) goes along sim ilar lines, and we present

its briefoutline only. In analogy with (22),we have to

consideran expression ofthe type

1X

k1;k2;k3= 1

hTrB 1U
k1
f
B 2U

k2
f
B 3U

k3
f
ijA(f;f)jk1+ k2+ k3;

(A1)

where ki is the num ber of returns of the i-th path

(i = 1;2;3) to the edge f. Perform ing averaging over

Uf asin (23),we cast(A1)into the following form

1X

k1;k2;k3= 1

(b1ck1+ k2+ k3 + b2ck1+ k2� k3 + b3ck1+ k3� k2

+ b4ck2+ k3� k1)jA(f;f)j
k1+ k2+ k3: (A2)

The �rstterm in curly bracketsis trivially zero in view

of (19). To dem onstrate that rem aining term s give

zero as well,we perform a sum m ation over ki at �xed
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k = k1 + k2 + k3.Indeed,itisnotdi�cultto show by a

straightforward arithm eticsthatforan arbitrary k

X

k1;2;3= 1;2;:::; k1+ k2+ k3= k

ck1+ k2� k3 = 0: (A3)

Therefore,the sum (A2) is equalto zero, which com -

pletes the proofofthe statem ent 1 for the three-point

G reen functions.

Statem ent 2

The second statem ent allows us to reduce the nodes

visited 4tim estoasuperposition ofcontributions(i)and

(ii) ofFig.2,with the factorscos2 � and sin2 �,respec-

tively. W e willgive the proofforthe (m ostnon-trivial)

caseofa productofq= 3 G reen functions;theprooffor

q = 1 and 2 isobtained in the sam e way. M ore speci�-

cally,we willconsiderthe correlation function (47);the

correlator(46)istreated analogously.

Each ofthreeG reen functionsin (47)generatesa sum

over closed loops (e ! e, e0 ! e0, and e00 ! e00, re-

spectively). For a given lattice node, let us labelthe

corresponding incom ing edgesas(1,2)and the outgoing

onesas(3,4).W eareconsidering a contribution ofpaths

visiting thisnodein totalfourtim es.Thisgeneratesfour

path segm entsstartingeach on oneoftheedges(3,4)and

endingon oneoftheedges(1,2),and notpassingthrough

anyoftheseedges.W earegoingtoshow thatforanycon-

�guration ofthese foursegm entsthe statem ent2 holds.

Itiseasy to see thatthere existtwo essentially di�erent

typesofsuch con�gurations(shown in Fig.9);allothers

can beobtained by perm utationsofe;e0,and e00,and/or

by lattice sym m etry operations.

a)

e

e’

e"

A(1,4)

A’(1,4)

A’(2,3)

A(2,3)

1
3

2

4

1 2
3

4

e
e’

e"

A(1,3) A(2,3)

A(2,4)A(1,4)

b)

FIG .9. Con�gurationsofpathsforthecorrelation function

(47)fora node visited fourtim es.

Consider�rstthecon�guration (a)ofFig.9.W ehave

to sum overallwaysto connectthe fourpath segm ents

byvariouscon�gurationsofscatteringeventsatthisnode

shown in Fig.2. Speci�cally,only such connectionsare

allowed which generateexactly 3 closed loops,each con-

taining one ofthe edges e,e0,and e00. There are three

possibilitieshow thiscan bedone,sincethesegm entthat

does not contain any ofthe edges e;e0;e00 can be con-

nected in a loop with any oftherem aining three.In one

ofthesecasesthecon�guration ofpathsattheconsidered

node isofthe type (ii)ofFig.2,in two othercasesitis

ofthetype(iii).W ethusgetthefollowingcontributions:

hTrU2A(2;3)U3 TrU2A
0(2;3)U3

� TrU1A(1;4)U4U1A
0(1;4)U4i� s

4
; (A4)

hTrU2A(2;3)U3 TrU1A(1;4)U4

� TrU2A
0(2;3)U3U1A

0(1;4)U4i� (� c
2
s
2); (A5)

hTrU2A
0(2;3)U3 TrU1A(1;4)U4

� TrU2A(2;3)U3U1A
0(1;4)U4i� (� c

2
s
2): (A6)

Here A(2;3) is a sum over allpaths from 3 to 2 pass-

ing through e,A 0(2;3)isa sum overpaths3 ! e0 ! 2,

A(1;4)isa sum overpaths4 ! e00! 1,and A 0(1;4)isa

sum overpaths4 ! 1 (Fig.9a). Also,we have denoted

s= sin� and c= cos�.

To perform the integration overUi,weusethefollow-

ing form ulasofintegration overSU(2)m atrices:

hTrU V1 TrU V2iU =
1

2
TrV

y

1 V2; (A7)

hTrU V1U V2iU = �
1

2
TrV

y

1 V2; (A8)

hTrU V1U
y
V2iU =

1

2
TrV1 TrV2: (A9)

Here m atrices V1;2 are assum ed to be ofthe form Vi =

jVij~Vi,where ~Vi 2 SU (2)and jVijis a realnum ber (we

rem ind thatA(i;j)areexactlyofthistype,seeSec.IV A).

Applying repeatedly the rules (A7){(A9), we

perform integration over all m atrices Ui (i =

1;:::;4) in Eqs. (A4){(A6). W e �nd then that all

three contributions (A4){(A6) are proportional to

TrA y(2;3)A 0(2;3) TrA y(1;4)A 0(1;4), with coe�cients

� 1

4
s4, � 1

8
c2s2, and � 1

8
c2s2, respectively. The total

coe�cientistherefore

�
1

4
s
4 �

1

8
c
2
s
2 �

1

8
c
2
s
2 = �

1

4
s
2
: (A10)

W e see that the sam e result would be obtained if we

would assign the weight s2 to the �rst contribution

(which is ofthe type (ii) ofFig.2) and discard the re-

m aining two term s (which are ofthe type (iii)). This

establishes the validity ofthe statem ent 2 with respect

to the con�guration (a)ofFig.9.

The con�guration (b) ofFig.9 is analyzed along the

sam elines.W ehaveagain threecontributions,oneofthe

type (ii)ofFig.2 and two ofthe type (iii),

hTrU2A(2;3)U3 TrU1A(1;4)U4

� TrU1A(1;3)U3U2A(2;4)U4i� s
4
; (A11)

hTrU2A(2;3)U3 TrU1A(1;3)U3
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� TrU1A(1;4)U4U2A(2;4)U4i� (� c
2
s
2); (A12)

hTrU1A(1;3)U3 TrU1A(1;4)U4

� TrU2A(2;3)U3U2A(2;4)U4i� (� c
2
s
2): (A13)

After integration over Ui according to the rules

(A7){(A9) they all produce an identical structure,

TrA y(2;3)A(2;4)A y(1;4)A(1;3), with the coe�cients
1

4
s4, 1

8
c2s2, and 1

8
c2s2, respectively. Again, retaining

only the (ii)-type contribution (A11) and assigning the

weight s2 to it,we would obtain the sam e result. This

com pletes the proofofstatem ent 2 for the three-point

correlation function (47).

W hat about q> 3?

A naturalquestion is whether the present approach

can be generalized to higher-order correlations ofwave

functions governed by m ultifractalexponents � q with

q > 3.The answerisnegative.In fact,both statem ents

1 and 2 do notapply (or,in a m ore carefulform ulation,

our proofs fail) for q � 4, as we are going to explain

in brief. Concerning the statem ent 1,considera gener-

alization ofthe expression (A1) to q = 4,and choose

k � k1 + k2 + k3 + k4 = 4. O bviously,there isjustone

such term (allki = 1)in the sum ,and itis easy to see

that it is generically non-zero. Therefore,no cancella-

tion ofterm s with k > 2 happens in this case,i.e. the

statem ent 1 does not work. Turning to the statem ent

2,consider e.g. a correlation function ~D (e;e0;e00;e000;)

analogousto (47)butcontaininga productoffourtraces

ofG reen functions.Trying to provethe statem ent2,we

willthen have to consider the path con�gurations very

sim ilarto those shown in Fig.9 butwith allfourpaths

containing one ofthe edgese,e0,e00,ore000.Atthe next

step the paths should be connected via the scattering

processes at the node { this tim e to generate 4 closed

loops. However,foreach ofthe con�gurationsshown in

Fig.9 there isonly one way to do this,so thatonly one

contribution willarisein placeofthreeterm s(A4){(A6)

or(A11){(A13).Clearly,the statem ent2 isnotvalid in

thissituation.Therefore,them apping onto the classical

percolation isnotapplicable forhigherm om ents,q > 3.

This is in correspondence with the factthatq = 3 sep-

aratestwo regim esofqualitatively di�erent behaviorof

correlation functions,asdiscussed in Sec.IV C.
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