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A.D .M irlin'#?' ,F.Evers', and A .M idenberger®
! Institut fir N anotechnologie, Forschungszentrum K arlsruhe, 76021 K arlsruhe, G emm any
2 Institut fur T heorie der K ondensierten M aterie, U niversitat K arlsruhe, 76128 K arlsruhe, G em any
Aprill4, 2024)

T he statistical properties of wave fiinctions at the critical point of the spin quantum H all tran—
sition are studied. The m ain em phasis is put onto detem ination of the spectrum of m ultifractal
exponents o govermning the scaling ofmomentshj §9i I 9 ¢ with the system size L and the
spatial decay of wave function correlations. Two— and three-point correlation fiinctions are calcu—
lated analytically by m eans ofm apping onto the classical percolation, yielding thevalues , = 1=4
and 3 = 3=4. The mulifractality spectrum obtained from num erical sim ulations is given w ith
a good accuracy by the parabolic approxim ation 4’ g(l g)=8 but show s detectable deviations.
W e also study statistics of the tw o-point conductance g, in particular, the spectrum ofexponentsX 4
characterizing the scaling of the m om ents hg?i. R elations between the spectra of critical exponents
of wave functions ( ), conductances (X q), and G reen functions at the localization transition w ith

a critical density of states are discussed.

I. NTRODUCTION

In the fram ework of the random m atrix theory pio—
neered by W igner @4'] and D yson E_Z], the statistical prop—
erties of spectra of com plex system s are describbed by
random m atrix ensem bles. W ithin the D yson’sclassi ca—
tion, three sym m etry classes are distinguished (orthogo—
nal, sym plectic, and uniary), depending on w hether the
system is invariant under the tin ereversal transform a-
tion and on its spin. It has been understood that this
classi cation is very general and applies to a great va—
riety of physically distinct system s (see f_&’] for a recent
review ).

W hile the Dyson’s classi cation is com plkte for the
buk of the spectrum , m ore sym m etry classesm ay arise
In the vichiy of a special point on the energy axis.
Such non-standard symm etry classes have attracted a
considerable resesarch attention during the last decade.
O ne group of them is form ed by three chiral ensem bles
Eﬁ] descrbing the spectrum of a m asslkss D irac opera—
tor near zero energy. The sam e symm etry is shared by
tightbinding m odelsw ith purely o -diagonaldisorder at
the band center E]. M ore recently, four m ore symm e~
try classes were denti ed |], which characterize a dirty
superconductor or a m esoscopic superconductor-nom al
metal system . The Ham iltonian m atrix has in this case
an additional block structure in the particle-hole space
Induced by the form ofm ean- eld B ogolubov-de G ennes
equations for a superconductor. It was argued i_‘/!] that
the extended classi cation schem e including 10 classes
(three W ignerD yson, three chiral, and four B ogoluibov—
de G ennes) is com plete.

T he classi cation of random m atrix ensem bles can be
equally well applied to disordered electronic system s.
In particular, two-din ensional system s of non-standard
classes are of large interest, in view of their relevance to
high-T. superconductors, which have an unconventional
(d-wave) sym m etry of the order param eter and therefore

possess low -energy quasiparticle excitations. In this pa—
per, we will consider a system of class C, which is the
Bogolibov-de G ennes class wih broken tin ereversal
but preserved soin rotation invariance. T he correspond—
Ing Ham iltonian satis es the symmetry H = yH
(wih  thePaulim atrix in the particle-hole space) and
has the block structure

H = n S @)
whereh=hYand = T.

Sin ilarly to the conventional W ignerD yson unitary
class, a two-din ensional system of class C undergoes a
transition between the phases with di erent quantized
values of the Hall conductivity E{:_l-g]. M ore precisely,
since the quasiparticle charge is not conserved In a su—
perconductor, one is led to consider the spin conductivity
determm ining the spin current as a response to the gradi-
ent of the Zeam an m agnetic eld. The quantization of
the Hall com ponent of the spin conductivity tensor was
nam ed the spin quantum Hall (SQH) e ect. It wasshown
i_‘jl] that the SQH e ect can be realized In superconductors
with dy2 42 + idyy pairing symm etry explored in recent
Iterature f_l]_:l]

W hile the SQH transition shares many comm on fea-
tures w th its nom al counterpart, it is qualitatively dif-
ferent as concems the behavior of the density of states
DO 8) at criticality: while the DO S is uncritical for the
conventional quantum Hall QH) transition, i vanishes
at the SQH critical point. A network m odel describing
the SQH transition was constructed in §], and critical
exponents for the scaling of the localization length were
determm ined num erically. In Efj] a m apping onto a super—
symm etric spin chain was perform ed, providing an al
temative m ethod for the num erical study of the critical
behavior. Rem arkably, som e exact analytical results for
this problem have been obtained by m apping onto the
classical percolation {1G14,13]. Speci cally, i was found

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

;r% = 6y ;06 )i (referred to as the di u-
sion propagator, or the di uson) and the average two-
point conductancehg (r;r%)iat = 0 fallo asy ©j =2,

Tt is known that critical wave functions at the con—
ventionalQ H transition have m ultifractal nature t_l-é_;,:_f§']
R ecently, there hasbeen a grow th ofactivity in the direc—
tion of quantitative characterization ofthe corresponding
spectrum  of fractal dim ensions tf_d{:_fg]. Z imbauer [_1-j]
and Bhaseen et al. tl-g] proposed a certain supersymm et—
ric -modelwih a W essZum ino-Novikov-W itten tem
(iIn two slightly di erent versions) as a candidate for the
conform al eld theory ofthe QH criticalpoint. T he the—
ory implies an exactly parabolic form of the m ultifrac—
tality spectrum . Thiswas con m ed by a thorough nu—
m erical st:udy of the wave function statistics at the Q H
transition R0].

The ain of this paper is to study the wave function
statistics at the SQ H criticalpoint. W e w illdem onstrate
that the exponents , and 3 goveming the scaling of
the second and third m om ents of the wave fiinction in-
tensity (see Sec.:_I-I forthe form alde nition) can be calcu—
lated exactly by analyticalm eans. Q uite surprisingly, we

nd that the index = 2 characterizing the spatial
decay of the wave function correlations is equalto 1=4,
in contrast to the r =2 decay of the di usion propaga-
tor. This lads us to a general analysis of relations be—
tween di erent criticalexponents characterizing the w ave
function statistics in the qualitatively new situation of
the Iocalization transition wih a criticalDO S.W e com —
plem ent our analytical results by num erical sin ulations,
which allow us, in particular, to investigate w hether the
m ultifractality spectrum ofthe SQH critical point is ex—
actly parabolic or not. The answer to this question, as
wellasthe exact valuesof ,; and 3 wehave found, isof
central in portance for identi cation of conform altheory
ofthe SQ H transition, which isthe issue ofa considerable
research interest at present Q]J{:ZE} Som e of our resuls
were reported 1n a brief form i I24] )

The articlke is organized as follows. In Sec. :T_F we re—
m Ind the reader of som e basic conospts related to the
m ultifractality of critical wave functions. In Sec. -]It we
describe the network m odelofclassC and use it to calcu—
late num erically the D O S at the criticalpoint ofthe SQ H
transition. In Sec.:_l\-[: wepresent an analyticalcalculation
w hich involresam apping onto the percolation theory and
allow s us to calculate the averages of products oftw o and
three G reen’s functions and thus the exponents , and

3. Section ,\_7: is devoted to a num erical evaluation of
the full multifractal spectrum 4. This allow s us not
only to check the analytical resuls of Sec. [:L\-{: but also to
Investigate w hether the spectrum is exactly parabolic (@s
for the conventionalQ H criticalpoint) ornot. In Sec.:y-_i
we present a num erical study of statistical properties of
the two-point conductance. W e further inclide a scaling
analysis of the relation between the m ultifractal spectra

of the twopoint conductance and of the wave functions
at a crticalpoint w ith a vanishingD O S.T hese analytical
argum ents clarify the connection between the num erical

ndings of Sec. 57:]: and the resuls of Sec. '@:/_:, 3_7-: on the
wave function m ultifractality. F inally, Sec. ..V:T:r contains
a summ ary of our resuls and a brief discussion of som e
rem aining open problem s.

II.WAVE FUNCTION MULTIFRACTALITY IN
SYSTEM SW ITH NON-CRITICALDOS

M ultifractality of wave functions (r) is known to be
a halim ark ofthe localization transition. It has been ex—
tensively studied In the context of conventional A nder-
son and quantum Hall (Q H) transitionsw ith non-critical
DOS (sce [_1-4:_{5,2-5] and references therein), and we re—

m ind the reader of som e basic results. M ultifractality is
characterized by a set of exponents

g da D+ g @)

(d is the spatialdim ensionality) describing the scaling of
the m om ents of 2 (r)jw ith the system size L,

hj @Ffi ¢ «: 3)

Anom alous din ensions 4 distinguish a critical point
from the metallic phase and determm ine the scale de-
pendence of wave function correlations. Am ong them,

2 plays the m ost prom nent role, goveming the
spatial correlations of the \nntensiy" j ¥,

x HBL) @)

Equation §) can be obtained from 3) by using the fact
that the w ave fiinction am plitudes becom e essentially un—
correlatedat ¥ ¥j L. Scalihgbehaviorofhigher order
spatial correlations, hj 2% (ry) 2% (rp) ::: 2% (r,)iican
be found In a sin ilar way. Correlations of two di er—
ent (put close in energy) eigenfunctions and the di usion
propagator (5;r%!) = WG, @O6E «%ri G*A
are retarded and advanced G reen functions) possess the
sam e scaling properties,

L2dhj 2 () 2 (ro)ji.

L% 2 @) Fa0i 2 .
L% i) 50 6O 5 T2 ;6
2 (r%l) ’ L
where | = ; 4, L, (!) 179, is the densiy of
states, and ¥ Pj< L, . In two din ensions the multi-
fractal spectrum 4 plays a key role in the identi cation

ofthe conform al eld theory goveming the critical point,
which led to grow ing Interest in the eigenfiinction statis—
tics at the Q H transition [_l-id{:_igi]

Applying naively these resuls to the SQH transition,
one would conclide that the r ™2 scaling of the di u-
sion propagator found in [_1-@] Implies = 1=2. However,



we show below that this conclision is incorrect. This
dem onstrates that one should be cautiouswhen trying to
apply the relations between critical exponents obtained
for system sw ith a non—criticalD O S to those w ith a crit—
icalone (like the SQH transition), asw illbe discussed in
Sec.:_f\{-_c-: and Sec.i_/-_i.

III.NETW ORK M ODEL AND THE DENSITY OF
STATES

Asamodelofthe SQH system , we use the SU (2) ver-
sion g] of the Chalker<€ oddington network describing
the QH transition I_Z-Q'] D ynam ics of the wave function
de ned on edges of the netw ork is govemed by a unitary
evolution operator U. At each node of the network the
scattering from two ncom Ing into two outgoing links is
described by a m atrix

s= T ©)
sin cos

wih = =4 corresponding to the critical point. Each
realization of the network is characterized by a set of
random 2 2 spin m atrices U, associated w ith all edges
e of the network. In view of (-'}'), U satis es the sym -
metry U = U , mplying that U, 2 SU (2). D iago-
nalizing U for a square network of the size L L yields
41,2 elgenfunctions ; (e) and eigenvalues e ii, where
i= 1;2;:::;4L% and = 1;2 isthe spin index.

p(E) L1/4

L 0 L L L
0.1 e I 2 3 4
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FIG.1l. Scaling plt of the density of states for system
sizesL = 16( );32((2);96( ). Dashed and dotted lines indi-
cate power laws (dashed: =7, dotted: 2?), = 1=2L1L7°*
denotes the level spacing at = 0. Inset: same data on a
linear scale and the result from the random m atrix theory [Eli]
(solid curve).

W e begin by displaying in Fjg.:_]: the num erically cal-
culated DOS () fordi erent system sizesL . It is seen

that after a proper rescaling alldata collapse onto a sin—
gk curve. Speci cally, the energy axis is rescaled to
=,where / L "7* is the kvel spachg at = 0.
(This scaling of is related to the critical behavior
ofDOS () =7 discussed below via the condition
() 1=1°. The scale nvariance of () at critical-
ity is rem iniscent of the analogous property of the level
statistics at the conventionalA nderson or Q H transition
(see I_Z-E:] fora review ). At the criticalD O S scales
as () =7, in agreem ent w ith analytical predictions
t_l-(_)']. O n the other hand, at one ocbserves an oscil
latory structure qualitatively analogous to the behavior
found in the random m atrix theory RM T) for the class
c bl
Let us note that, strictly speaking, deviations ofDO S
from the RMT at are not param etrically sm all.
On the other hand, the num erically found DO S follow s
very closely the RM T curve for two oscillation periods.
In other words, the energy scale below which the RM T
works (the e ective T houless energy), whilk being para—
m etrically oforder ,tumsout to be severaltin es larger.
T his indicates that there is a num erical sm allness in the
problem , and the SQH critical point show s \closeto—
metal" features (sin ilar to the Anderson transition n
2+ dimensionswith small ). The smallvalue 1/7 of
the DO S exponent is another m anifestation of the sam e
fact.
T he states w ith energies are localized w ith the
localization length 4=7 11G]. For sm allest energies
the correlation length  is of the order of the sys—
tem size. In view oftheir critical nature, these states are
expected to bem ultifractal, L?%hj ; @) F91 L «.For
the m ultifractality holds w ithin a region ofthe ex—
tent  (outside which the wave function is exponentially
an all); hence

@Ffui e i )

L%hj

By the sam e token, spatial correlations are expected to

be govemed by the m ultifractality on scalesbelow . In

particular, we have for correlations oftw o di erent eigen—

functions w ith energies ;; 5

L'ngs @ 5 @Ffi e r. ®)

(r is the distance between e and €”), and sin ilarly for

higher-order correlators. In Sec._a{: and V) we w illdem on—

strate the m ultifractality explicitly and calculate the ex—
ponents 4.

Iv.TWO-AND THREE-POINT CORRELATION
FUNCTIONS:M APPING ONTO PERCOLATION
PROBLEM

In this section, we present an analytical calculation
oftw o-point and threepoint correlation fiinctions, which



allowsusto nd the fractaldinensions , and 3.We
use the m apping onto the classical percolation, follow —
Ing the approach of [_ié], and dem onstrate that i can be
extended on products oftw o and three G reen’s fiinctions.

A .Twopoint functions

C onsider a correlation function of tw o wavefiinctions,
o X

D ee; 17 2)=h
ij

(1 1) (2

s @5 e e e
3)1; 9)
where g, e’ are two di erent edges of the netw ork. Intro—

ducihg the G reen fiinction

1. .

G (eo;e;z) = heoj(l zU) ~#®i

Which isa 2 2 matrix in the spin space), we express

@) as

D %e; 17 2)= @) *ITrGr €%eje’’)  Ga €%eje’ )]
Gr e ?)  Ga (eje%e" )i @0)

where G ;5 are retarded and advanced G reen functions,
Gra €eiett) = G @e;et(t 9. We will caloulate
d_l(_i) at zero energy, 1,2 ! 0,but nite levelbroadening,

i0 ! i wih 1. The scaling behavior of the cor-
relation function (.'g) at 1; 2 can then be obtained
by substituting for .W e thusneed to calculate

G Eeiz 1))
G &z Hi;

D %e; )= @) *Irri €%eiz)

G €:d;2) a1

with a realz= e < 1.By the sam e token, in order to
understand the scaling properties of another correlator
of tw o wave functions,
X
D €%e; 15 2)=h

ij

i @©Fiy @F

(1 1) (2 3)1; 12)
we w ill consider the correlation function
D e%e; )= ) °HTrG E5eiz) G ez b))
Trie €;e%z) & @;e%z 1)i: (13)

A sdiscussed In the end ofSec.:!i[i, the scaling behaviorof

C_l-]_;) and {_1-3') atr (where r isthedistancebetween e
and &) is govemed by the m ultifractal properties ofw ave
functions (speci cally, by the exponent ;). The general
strategy of calculation of the correlation functions {;L-}'),
ﬁ_l-;i') is analogous to that used in [_1-;%] for the onepoint
function T1G (g;e;2). Therefore, we outline only brie y
those steps which generalize directly the calculation in
f_l-g], and concentrate on qualitatively new aspects.

T he G reen functions in d_l-]_;), C_l-§') are straightforw ardly
represented In the form ofa sum over paths

X

0 _
G (e;e5;2) = zl 54 zH. S50 HE

paths ! e

14)

w here sy isthe correspondingm atrix elem ent (cos ,sin ,
or sin ) oftheS-matrix between theedgesg and ey, 1 .
E quation C_l-é_i) generates a convergent expansion In pow —
ers of z when Fj< 1; otherw ise the identity
GVie%z)= 1 o G @eiz) ') (15)
is to be used (in all our calculations z is real, so that
z = z). As shown below, each of the double sum s over
paths obtained by substituting {14), {I5) in ({11) or {I3)
can be reduced to a single sum over classicalpaths (hulls)
In the percolation problem . This rem arkable reduction
crucially relies on the ollow iIng tw o statem ents:

1.0 nly paths visiting each edge of the netw ork either
0 or 2 tim es are to be taken into acocount; contriou—
tions of all the rem aining paths sum up to zero,

2.Using the statement 1, i is easy to see that each
node m ay be visited 0, 2, or 4 tin es. The second
statem ent concems the nodes visited four tim es.
A s illustrated in Fjg.:g:, there are three possibilities
how thism ay happen; the corresponding contribu—
tions have weights (i) cos® , @) sn® , and (i)
sif cos® from the scattering m atrix at this
node. The statem ent is that one can equivalently
take into account only the contrbutions (i) and (i)

w ith the weights cod and sin? , respectively.

e " pe e
ke

FIG .2. Possbl con gurations of paths passing four tin es
through a network node. The symbols c and s denote the
elem ents cod’ , sin? ofthe S-m atrix at the node.

In Ref. I_l-:_’:] both statem ents were proven for the case
ofthe average ofa single G reen function 15 (g;e;z)i. W e
show below that they are valid for allthe two-point func—
tions entering ¢_l-]_]), C_f‘f%), aswellas for averaged products
of three G reen’s functions (considered in Sec. :_1\-{-13-:) . Let
us em phasize that such a generalization is far from triv—
ial. This point is well illustrated by the fact that prod-
ucts of four (or m ore) G reen functions determm ining the
exponents 4 with g= 4;5;:::can not be m apped onto



the percolation w ithin our approach (see Sec. :_I{[-_C-: and
Appendix).

W e now prooceed by proving the statem ent 1. It is con—
venient for us to recall rst the corresponding proof for
the case ofa single G reen function, T 1G (e;e;2z)1, consid—
ered in {_1-3_:] For an arbirary edge £ the paths entering

C_l-é_l') can be classi ed according to the num berk oftim es
they pass through f. The contrbution of paths wih
k & 0 hasthe form

%
HTB UeA (££)F 16)
k=1

where B; isa sum over all paths going from f to e and
then from e to £, and A (£;f) denotes a sum over paths
which begin and end on £ and do not retum to £ in
between. Since A (f;f) is a linear com bination of SU (2)
m atrices w ith real coe cients, it can be represented as
A(E;f) = AEDHFEE L), where K (£;£) 2 SU (2) and
A (£;f)jis a rmalnumber. A fter a change of the inte—
gration variable, Us X (£;£) | Ug, Eq. {16) then reduces
to

*®
B ULR EE)F: an
k=1

Since SU (2) matrices can be rmpresented as U =

exp@@n ), with a real and a unit vectorn ( ; are
the Paulim atrices), one nds
U¥= cosk 1+ isihk n : 18)
R
The SU (2) invariant m easure is (2= ) o @ sin 2 dn,

where dn is the conventional m easure on the sphere.
T herefore, for an integer k

8
< 1;, k=0
Whi= o 1; o= 1; k=2; 2 19)
0; otherw ise:

Substituting C_l-Sj) in C_i]‘), one nds that only the term
wih k = 2 suxvives, which com pltes the proof of the
the statem ent 1 for the case of an average of one G reen
function.

W e tum now to the products of two G reen fiinctions.
Consider

G €;e%2)C €®;e™;z2)i 20)

we will need below both cases e® = &% e® = ¢, and
P =g, &®= &Y. Using C_ll_Ju'), we classify the contribu-
tions to C_Z ) according to the num bers of retums k;, kp

1The correlation finction HT 1G (e;e;2)TrG (eO;eO;z)i is ana-
lyzed In the sam e way, yielding again a sum ofthe type 24),
so that our argum ent rem ains valid.

to the edge £ for the corresponding two paths. W e want
to show that only the contrbutionsw ith k; + k, = 0; 2
are to be taken into account. If one of k; is zero, the
proof is obtained In the sam e way as for a single G reen
function (see above). W e thus consider the rem aining
contrbutions, which are of the follow ing form :

%
HTB, U:A (£;£) B, U:A (£;6)74 1)
kiko=1

where B, isa sum over the paths £ ! e and @1 £,
and B, isa sum overthepathsf ! ePande’! f.Per
form ing the variable change U X (£;£) ! U¢ as before,
we get
®
W8 U S B, UL iR (6 6)F 7 F 2)
kiko=1

U sing C_ig‘i),we calculate now the averageoverUs In {_2-2'):
B ,UfB,Ufi= TrB,B,hoosk; cosky i
1 X
-Tr
3

i

Bi1 B> ithI’lkl Sjl'lkz i

1 1%
= —Tr@B:1B2+ - B1 iB2 i) +x,
2 3
1
X

1 1
+ ETchlBZ 5 Bi1 B2 i)Q<1 ko
i

B, +x, + 2G, k¢ (23)

The only property of the factors by, by which is in por-
tant for us at thjs_stage is that they are ndependent of
ki, ky. The sum {4) is therefore reduced to the form

®
G+, + 20 k)R EEF T @4)
kqiko=1

W hile the st tetm in brackets is non—zero only for
ki+ ky = 2 (1e. k1 = ky, = 1) as required, the second
one seem s to spoil the proof. Let us perform , how ever, a
summ ation overk; at xed k; + k; = k. UshgEqg. {_1;5),
we nd then that the coe cients in the second term can-
cel for any even k 4 (for odd k all tem s are trivially
Zero) :
X
Sy ky = & 2t & oat
ki+ko=k

HH S el &k 2)

C2+C0+C2=O: 25)

Therefore, only the term wih k; = k; = 1 survives n
the sim  {4), which com pletes the proof?



Appling now the statem ent 2, the proof of which is
given In Appendix, we represent each node as a super—
position of contributions ofthe types () and (i) (Fjg.-'_i)
with weights cof and sin? , equalto 1/2 at the SQH
criticalpoint. T he netw ork is then reduced to a weighted
sum over all its possible decom positions in a set of closed
loops (such that each edge belongs to exactly one loop).
These loops can be viewed I_l-(_i,:_l-g] as hulls of the bond
percolation problem . N on-zero contributions to the cor-
relation function C_Z-C_i) com e from pairs of paths retracing
exactly twice a Joop orapartofit. Thisyieldsforz< 1

hT 1G (eo;e;z)G (e;eo;z)i= Mrg;( (eo;e;z 1)G (e;eo;z 1)i
2 P EeN )z (26)

N

Hr1G 2 € e52)i= hT}]éGZ

(e;eo;z 1)i
= P, €%Ge;N )2z ; @7)
N

where P €%e;N ) and P; €%e;N ) are probabilities that
the edges e and € belong to the sam e loop of the length
N (resp. wih the length N of the part corresponding
to the m otion from e to €% . Furthem ore, to calculate
the correlation function HT 16 €° 7€72)G €;e%z )ienter-
ing {13), we apply the identity {I5) to the second G reen
fiunction and then use the property

H G €%e;2)GY €e;z)i=  2HTie? €e;z)i (28)

follow ing from the SU (2) symm etry. Asa result, we nd

X
hi= 2 P,
N

"G €%e;2)G ;%2 €%e;N )22 ;

@9)

and, com bining C_Z-Q') and {_2-(:5
1X

D %e; )= = P:

N

P %e;N )z (30)

z €%eiN ) + Py e;e%N )12

>N

N

E quations CZ-G'), CZ-§ GO) express the quantum corre—
lation functions entering Cl]J) In tem s of purely classical
quantities P €°;e;N ) and Py €%e;N ). To analyze the re—
sults, we recall som e facts from the percolation theory.
It isknown that the fractaldin ension of the percolation
hullsis7/4 7], in plying (see 28] ora recent discussion)
that P and P, scale as

P 5e;N); Pr%eN) N Fr ; r. N7

(31)

and llo exponentially fast atr N *°7, where r is
the distance between e and €°. This yields ©r the corre-
Jation finctions in {26) and £9) hich we abbreviate as
GrGri, GaGA1, GRrGa 1)

l'GRGRi: IGAGAi, IGRGAi r1:2;
r 7 (32)

In fullagreem ent w ith the scaling argum ent of flO How—
ever, these leading order termm s cancel in BO) since

X

P ehe;N)= P E%eN)="P %e);  (33)

where P (€%e) is the probability that the edges e and &°
belong to the sam e loop. The resul is non-zero due to
the factors z°M only, in plying that relevant N are now

N 1,sothath(_GR Ga)GRr  Ga)iscalesdier
ently com pared to @é),
1 X
DE%ei )= — P@GN) P@mN)IQ e )
N
P ) Y (n ¥ r. @34

U sing now the de nition (:_S‘i) ofD and the DO S scaling,

() ¥ "1 we nd Prr.

Lh; @ 5 @ 1 6@ 5 €1 «=) ™ @5

i J

T he correlation function (13) is caloulated in a sin ilar
way. Thelgesultsﬁ)rthe}GR Gri,lGAaGai,and G Ga i
term s in {13) have the ©om

hT 1G (e;)e(;z)TrG (eo;eo;z)i

=4 2 P @EN)+P ;N)Ee™

N
X

0
+ P (e;&%N ;N 9z2®N N0 4

NNO N

P ;%N )z?; 36)

hTr}gS e;e;z 1)TrG (eo;eo;z 1)i
0
= P (&SN ;N 92N 4 poge%N )z 3Y)
NN O N
X
T 1G (e;€;2)T1G (eo;eo;z 1)i= 2 P (eO;N )22N
X %
0
P (e;eO;N ;N O)z2 @ +N ) P (e;eO;N yz?N ;5 (38)
NN © N

where P (g;N ) is the probability that e belongs to a loop
of the Jenqth N ,whileP (6;e%N ;N 9 is the probability
that e and e’ belong to di erent loops of the ength N
and N © , regoectively. A ]arger num ber of term s in B6){
&38 ) as com pared to C26 dZ9) is because of tw o reasons.
F irst, there is a unit m atrix oqnttibut:on of a \path of
zero length" to the expansion (14) of the G reen fiunction
G (e;e;z). Second, e and e“m ay now belong to di erent
Joopsand stillgive a nite contribution, since each ofthe
tw o paths w ill retrace tw ice the corresponding loop.
Combining ('_3-§){ {_§§) and using the dentities



0 X
P (;e;N )+ P

N O

P (eN)=1; (40)

e;eN;N % =P (N ); 39)

X

N

we get for the correlation function {13)
X
D ele; )=

P gehNya 2V

N

eeN ;N9

X
+ P

NNO

Aya Ay @1)

W e see again that at z e = 1 the resuk is zero, and
that at snall it is dom inated by N 1. Ushg
Eq. 81) and

N TN &7

P ©e%N;N% P eN)P &N9

42)

we nd that the rsttem o (1) is Py 1= 4t

r , while the second one is "% and thus can
be neglkcted. Therefore, we nd that D' show s the sam e

scaling behaviorasD [see Eq. C_B-Z_l‘)],

X
D €%e; )’ P eeN)1 e )
N
=4y 1=4, r : 43)
In other words, the wave fiunction ocorrelator

e ? @dwih 5 4 scaksatr .  in the

sam e way as {39),

L'hj @ 5 @i CODEe ) =)
(44)

Both Egs. i_3-§) and {_4-4) In ply that the fractalexponent
2= —j 45)

at variance w ih what one m ight naively expect from
the r '™ scaling of the di usion propagator IG g Ga i,
Eq. 33).

B .Threepoint functions

W e consider now averaged products of three_G reen
functions, analogous to the two-point functions (1) and

i3,

D ;%% )= @) *HrrG Ee%z) G eidiz M)
G &e%z) G @&e%z )]
G &eiz) G &eiz M 46)

D ;e%e% )= @) G je;2z) G jeiz )]
Trie €e%z) G @;e%z 1)1

Trie &;e%2z) 6 €%z i @7)

The key rolke in the caloulation of (46) and (47) is played
by the proofs of applicability of the statem ents 1 and 2
(Sec.-r_BZ-Z-\-") to the products ofthree G reen fiinctions. D e~
tails ofthese proofs are given In A ppendix. A fterthe two
statem ents are applied and the network is reduced to a
sum over its loop decom positions (@s in Sec.EI\Z:AE), the
correlation functions are calculated straightforw ardly. In
particular, we nd for the averaged products of three
G reen functions entering Cfl-é)

hTJ:GX(e;eO;z)G (eo;em;z)G (em;e;z)i

= BP ;e%eN )+ P €%eeiN ) 2 @48)
N

hT)r(G (e;eo;z 1)G (eo;em;z 1)G (em;e;z 1)i

= P Ee%eN )+ 3 @V ) 49)

N

hT 1G (§;e°;z)G (eo;em;z)G (em;e;z 1)i

= 2
N

hTJ:GX(e;eO;z He (eo;em;z He (em;e;z)i

P, ;%N )z N (50)

=2 P, €%e%e;N )z & ; (1)

where P (g;e%e%;N ) is the probability that the edges e,
e® and e® belong to the sam e loop of the length N , w ith
e ying on the path from &% to e, while P; (g;e%e%;N )
is the sam e probability but wih N being the length of
the segment from €% to e. Combining Egs. @8){ 61),
we express the correlation fiinction dfl-é) in tem s of the
classical probabilities P and P;. Rem arkably, the situ—
ation is qualitatively di erent as com pared to the cal-
culation of two-point finctions (Sec. :_I\-Z-_A-:): the leading
tem s in Cfl-i_i){ C_S-]_:) do not cancel in the expression or
D ;%Y ). We can thus sinply sest = 0 (z = 1),
which yields

2 )°D ;%™ )7 2P %0 + P %%

r i (62)

P
where P (g;e%e®) = | P (€;€%e%N ) is the probability
ore, e, and e® to belong to the sam e loop w ith the ori-
entatione & &® e, and r is the characteristic
scale of the distances between e, €%, and &®.

T he correlation function {47) is calrulated in the sam e
way, and the results are qualitatively sim ilar. W e thus
skip interm ediate form ulas and only present the nalre—
sul,

@)D ee%e®; )7 8P %0 + P €%e%e));

r i (63)

which di ers from (52_:) by an overall factor of 4 only.



U sing any of the equations ¢_5-Zj), ¢_5-3_:), we can deter-
m ine the fractalexponent ;. In analogy w ith C_SJ_;), the
probability fr the edges e, €, and e® separated by dis—
tances r to belong to the sam e loop (percolation hull)
ofa length N scalksas

P ee™N) N T 17F; r. N*’ (54)
and is exponentially snallorr N *7
N , we thusget

. Summ ing over

P ;%0 r . (55)

Substiuting this in Egs. C_S-gi), C_5-§) and expressing D and
D" In temm s of wave functions in analogy w ith the two—
point functions @), C_LZ_i), we nd Prr.
)

L°hi @ ; € 5 € 5 € « €

3=4

k )i

R S
T herefore, the exponent 3 isequalto
- 3, (57)
3T g

C . D iscussion

T he situation we encountered while calculating two—
and threepoint functions is qualitatively di erent from
what happens at conventional localization transitions.
Speci cally, In the conventional case average products
of only retarded or only advanced G reen functions are
negligble com pared to m ixed averages containing both
Gr and Gp,eg. WGrGri; GaAGa i HGrGai. For
this reason, the wave finction correlators, which are pro—
portionalto h(G g Ga)Gr Ga )i, are determm ined by
Gr Ga i (and sin flarly orhigherm om ents). In contrast,
we have found in the SQH case that the correlators of
the lGRGr 1 (orhGa Ga 1) type are approxin ately equal
to iGr Ga 1 and cancel i in the lading order (so that
hGg Ga)Gr Ga )i scalesdi erently). Evaluation of
threepoint finctionsm ade the overallpicture even m ore
com plex: whilk we obtained again an identical scaling of,
say, IGrRGrGr 1 and Gr Gr Ga 1 correlators, this tin e
the cancelation was not com plkte, and the correlation
function hG g Ga)Gr Ga)Gr Ga )i scaled in the
sam e way.

2Since the integral {525) is determ ined by the upper cuto

(r) (@and not by the vicinity of = 0), this calculation ap-
pliesnotonly to = hG xGa i, b1;1t equally wellto WGr Gr 1
and WG Ga i, In agreem ent w ith @2:)

To shed more light on the reason for these di erent
types of scaling behavior, i is Instructive to reverse the
logic and to exam ine how the di uson scaling C32a can
be obtained from wave fiinction correlations 635 It is
straightforw ard to expressthe zero-energy di usion prop—
agator In tem s of the correlation function D €%;e; 15 2)
de ned n Eq. C_l-Q'n),

WGy €%e;1)Ga ;e%1)1

= did; D €%e; 17 2):  (58)
@ ei1+°)(l e iz 0) rSro1r 27

(eZO;e)

€%e; 1; 2) scales with the
ejand the energy 1, as follow s

A s discussed in Sec. :_B-{-Z-\-:, D
distance r= §°

De%e;i152) (=) *; r ;o 69)

where , = 1=4, x 1=4 is the scaling din ension
ofDOS de ned by () *,and = 7@ =)=
=7, Forr D %e; 1; ») is exponentially sm all)

SubstJtutJng C5§ (5§ we seethat if2x + , > 0,
which is the case for the SQH transition, the energy in-
tegralin (58) is dom nated by 1,

(r), where (r) is
denedby  r@e. @ r® *)=1r 7%, and
can be estin ated as

e%e) D Eiei1i2)3, o
r¥® =r 7% (60)

in fill agreem ent w ith the exact result $34) 2 This is in
a stark contrast wih the case of a conventional local-
ization (A nderson or Q H) transition, when the di usion
propagator  (or any other correlation finction of the
G Ga itype) depends In a shgularway on the nfrared
cuto setby L, see the Jast line ofEq. 615). O n the other
hand, Eq. C_é(_i) has a fam iliar om ofa two-point corre—
lator In a conform al eld theory (or, m ore generally, in

eld-theoretical description of standard critical phenom —
ena), where 10 ; ()0 ; ()i scales as 11 1B J 2%, wih
x; being the scaling din ension of the operatorO ;.

G eneralization to higher m om ents is straightforward.

W e de ne a wave function correlation function

D@ erjiitiegi 17::5 g)= @) 9
Hr[Gr Ga)leiezie' ') Gr Ga)lenjesset?)
G Ga)legieriet *)1i; 61)

and a set of G :::G i correlation functions,

= hTerl riezie’t) 11:G g, egierie )i (62)



where sy = R orA . A ssum ing that alldistances betw een
the points e; are  r, we have 1n analogy w ith :£5_b),

DD erjirteqs 1705 g) (=) 9 ;.

(63)

W riting for ;?):::sq a spectral representation of the type
C_5§'), we see that the iIntegrals are determ ined by the up—

per Iim it r)=r ¢ *) provided

@) x + 4> 0: (64)

Under this condition, we nd that ;?):::sq

pendent of the indices s; and scales as

is In fact inde—

(S}
S1 1:i8q (

r ¥ . (65)

Forlargerg,when gx + 4 < 0, the energy integrals are
dom nated by the vicihiy of = 0. Consequently, the
correlation functions ;?);:::;sq start to depend in a singu—
lar way on the infrared cuto ( ) and are expected to
scale h the ssmeway asD @, Eq. d_é:_’:) W ith a num er—
ical prefactor depending on indices s;), sin ilarly to the
conventionalA nderson localization transition.

T he value of g segparating the two regin es is thus de—
termm ined by the equation gx + 4 = 0. For the SQH
transition (x = 1=4) is solution is, in view ofEq. {57),
g= 3. Ream arkably, this is also the largest value of g for
which them apping onto percolation described above still
works (see Appendix). W e believe that thisisnot am ere
coincidence. Indeed, within this m apping average prod—
ucts ;?);;;sq 0fG reen functions are expressed in term s of
probabilities of the percolation theory, and are therefore
of order unity for r 1. On the other hand, Eq. :£-6_B)
yields, in the regine qx + 4 < 0, a result which is
much larger than unity at r 1, 1 and diverges
in the absence of the nfrared cuto , 11 .Wesee
no way how such a behavior m ight be produced by the
percolation theory.

F inally, we discuss a relation betw een our consideration
and the eld-theoretical approach to the wave-function
m ultifractality l_i?l{:_éé;_l-é:_fj] In the renomm alization-—
group language, (q) de ned by Eg. (E-{:) are scal-
ing dinensions of operators of the type 0 @

5 zg Bog, Zg' where ; Y are electronic elds. Av-—
eraged products of G reen functions are expressed as cor—
relation fiinctions ofthe corresponding operatorsO @ ; in
particular, (.'_6-2_]') takes the form

@ o) )0 &) (3):::0 )

S iiiSq q S1

)iz (66)

To calculate the scaling behavior of such correlation fiinc—
tions, one applies the operator product expansion OPE)
I_B-(_)'{'g:Zj]. G enerically, the identity operatorw illbe am ong
those generated by the OPE .M oreover, under the con—
dition (@ > 0 Eq. p4)] i will be the most relevant

operator and w illdom inate the expansion, leading to the
gap scaling @ r9 @, in agreementwith (65). On
the otherhand, if (g) < 0, the operator0 @ willgive a
dom nant contrbution to OPE, lrading to a m ultifractal
type of scalng, @ / r 4 We= ) @, ash Eq. {_éé) )
W hat is, however, non-trivial from this point of view,
is that the scaling of the wave fiinction correlator {_é]_:)

has the multifractal form  {63) independently of the sign
of (@. Thismeans that in the regine (g) > 0 the

lading (gap scaling) temm s ¢_6-§':) cancel In the particular
com bination ofthe fiinctions @ correspondingtoD @,
and subkading tem s determ ine the resuk {(63). A sin i
lar cancellation of leading scaling term s in the context of
classical percolation was recently discussed in 28]

V.WAVE FUNCTION STATISTICS:
NUMERICAL RESULTS

A .M ultifractality spectrum

The analytical treatm ent of Sec. IV, yielded results or
the anom alous dim ensions at two distinct valies of g,

5 = 1=4 and 3 = 3=4. In order to obtain m ore
com plete inform ation about the wave function statistics,
nam ely the multifractality spectrum at arbitrary g, we
have perform ed num ericalsim ulations. A question we are
particularly interested In is whether or not the soectrum
is exactly parabolic. A de nite answer on this question
will m ply, along w ith exact valuesof , and 3,an in-—
portant constraint on the confom altheory ofthe critical
point, which is a sub fct of current research RL{23].

Before we com e to the presentation of our ndings,
we give a few rem arks about technical aspects of our
num erics. W e com pute wave functions by num erically
diagonalizing the 4L.2  4I7 unitary tin e evolution op—
erator U of the Chaker< oddington network described
n Sec.ﬂ:l:i. U sing advanced sparse m atrix packages {_3-2;],
we selkctively calculate only states w ith energies in the
vicinity of = 0, which are critical over the whole ex—
tent ofthe system ( L). Speci cally, we consider, for
each realization of the network, four lowest eigenstates
(ie. wih eigenvalies e ' closest to unity). The num —
ber of wave functions in a statisticalensem ble we obtain

this way ranges from about 107 forL = 16 to 2 10for
= 384.
To determ ine the m ultifractality spectrum o, we cal-

culate for each wave function
participation ratio (IPR)

X
Pgy=

; the generalized inverse

i @7 67)

e

and analyze the scaling of the average lP 4i w ith the sys—
tem sizeL . Thedata can be tted very wellby the power
law



WPgi= ¢ QL) °: 68)

To dem onstrate this, we show in Fjg.:_I% the system size
dependence of lP;i(2L) ¢, with 4 obtained from the t.
The plt is organized In such a way that a pure power
law (:§-§') would correspond to a horizontal lne. This
kind ofplot is very sensitive to any corrections to a pure
power-aw behavior of lPqi. Since no system atic cur-

vature is observed, corrections to scaling are extrem ely
an all. Thisallow susto determ ine the anom alousdin en—

sions 4= 4+ 2@ q) with great accuracy.
11+ 4 4 4 A 4 4 4 4 4 4
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FIG . 3. Scaling of the average IPR w ith the system size L
for several values of g = 0:5( ), 15@3), 2M), 25(/), 30),
3:5(.), 4( ). The system size dependence of the am plitude
cq L) P4i@L) ¢ is presented, with 4 2@ L)+ g
shown jnFjg.:ﬁJ:.The scattering of the data is due to the lin -
ited size of the statistical ensemble used. The solid line is a
guide to the eye corresponding to the vanishing of nite size
corrections (cq (L) const) .

The cbtained results for 4 are shown by a sold
line In the upper panel of Fig. :_4 W e choose to plt

=q@ q), since this would give a constant for an ex—
actly parabolic spectrum , which is uniquely determ ined
by , g= g@ g=2.According to our analyticalcal-
culstions (Sec.V), =d(l Q) isequalto 1/8 orboth
g= 2 and g= 3; this value ism arked by the dashed line
In the gure. It is seen that the num erical results agree
perfectly wellw ith the analytical ndings at g= 2 and
g= 3. Furthem ore, the parabolic dependence m ay serve
as a num erically good approxim ation in the whole range

S our earlier publications 1:34_-1,2(3,'_3-6] we used the symbol 4
to characterize the scaling of the typical value Pqtyp , and ~y
for the average P 4i. In the present paper we have chosen to
interchange the notations.

10

ofgwe studied,

1
;2 9, 69)

d 8

N evertheless, we believe that Eq. €_6-9') is not exact. In—
deed, at 0 < gq< 2 the num erically found 4 show clear
deviations from exact parabolicity ('_6-3), which are ofthe
orderofl0% nearqg= 0. Sincethis isprecisely the regin e
In which nitesize e ects have been found to be very
weak and ¢ was determ ined w ith a high accuracy, we
Interpret the observed deviations as very strong evidence
for nonparabolicity of the exact m ultifractal spectrum of
the SQH transition. In particular, the deviation of the
Iim ting value 4=gq@ @3 o= 0137 0:003 from 1/8
w ell exceeds the estin ated num erical uncertainty.

0.14 T T T

2.08 2.1

1.5

212 214

2

a

FIG .4. Upperpanel: Anom alousdin ension 4 (solid line)

describing the scaling ofthe average IPR 1P 4i. T he functional
form ! (1 qg) highlights the deviation from exact parabol-
icity z_69) indicated by the dashed line. T he circles correspond
to the exponent ~4 obtained from the scaling of the typical
valie PP .
Lower panel: Singularity spectrum £ (). num erical results
(solid line) and the parabolic approxin ation {_7(}) (dashed
line) are shown. The inset depjcgs_ a m agni cation of the
apex region; the deviations from (70) correspond to the en-
hancement of 4=g( q) nearg= 0 in the upper graph.

W e also calculated typical inverse participation ratios,
PYP = exphinP,i and the corresponding dim ensions
2@ 1)+~ 42 I dlows from the generalanalysis

~ ;
of the wave fiinction m ultifractality [34]that ~, = 4 for



g @, where g, corresponds to the zero ofthe singu-
larity spectrum f () (de ned below ). In the present case
we nd from the 4 datag = 3:9 0: (the parmabolic
approxin ation @9‘) would mply ¢ = 4). Forg > @
the average IP 41 is determ ined by rare realizations, and
q < ~g. Furthem ore, already for q sm aller than but
close to ¢, nitesize corrections to ngp becom e large
fd], leading to large errors in detem ination of ~. For
the SQH problm , we nd that the scaling of P ¥® ex—
hibi snall nite-size correctionsas longqg 235, so that
the corresponding exponents ~; can be found w ith a high
accuracy. The results are shown by circles in Fjg.@: (up—
per panel) and are n full agreem ent w ith the values of
q Obtained from the scaling oflP4i. For largerqg (@  3)
the nitesize correctionsto P ¥® (which we estim ate to
be LYwihy 0:4) becom e appreciable, strongly
reducing the accuracy of determ ination of ~;.

The ]owerpanelofFJ'g.:f;I depicts the shqularity spec—
trum £ () obtained by a num erical Legendre transform
of the scaling dimension 4, £( ¢q) = g ¢ g wih

q = d g=dg. The dashed line represents the parabolic
approxin ation corresponding to (69),

( 0)*
4(o 2)

W e see again that the parabolic approxin ation is num er—
ically rather good; nevertheless, it is not exact. D evia—
tions from C_7-(_i) are dem onstrated In the nset which show s
an enlarged view ofa region around them axinum ¢ of
f(). Thedeviationof ( 2= 0:137 0:003 from 1/8
corresponds to non-parabolicity of 4 discussed above.

£() 1=8: (70)

B.IPR uctuations

W e devote the rem ainder of this section to a brief dis-
cussion of the IPR distribution function P (P4), specif-
ically, its evolution w ith the system size L and depen-—
dence on g. In analogy wih Anderson and quantum
H all transitions studied earlier 34,20,35{37], we expect
the distrdbution P (qu) to becom e scale-invariant in the
largeL lim it. Fjgure§ dem onstrates that this is indeed
the case. Ik represents the evolution of the distribution
of nP, wih the system size L. The m ean of the distri-
bution isshiffed as ~» InL.Apart from sn all statistical

uctuations at the largest system sizes, a clear tendency
towards an asym ptotic form is cbserved. To characterize
the width of the distrdbution P (InP4), we calculate the
variance fl var(hPg), as shown in the inset ofFjg.:ﬁ
forg= 2. TheresultsextrapolatedtoL ! 1 (the nite-
size corrections are again ofthe type L. ¥ wih y 04)
are presented in Fig. E The behavior of 4 is qualita—
tively sim ilar to that found for other localization transi-
tions. A som ew hat unusualfeature ofthe SQ H transition
isthat n a ratherbroad range0 g 3 the variance (21
is rem arkably well described by the form ula

11

const g @ 1F; 71)

which has been derived for a m etallic system [38,25], or
or the Anderson transition w ith a weak m ultifractality,
eg. ;n 2+ dinensions 34,36]. In the latter case this
formula isvald forg g.. The accuracy ofEq. C_7]_;) is
onem orem anifestation ofthe \closeto-m etal" character
of the SQH critical point already m entioned in Sec. iITf,
which leads to a relatively large value of g / 4. At
larger q, the behavior of 4 becom es linear (as was also
found for the conventional A nderson transition [_’;’Q',:;-]']),
In agreem entw ith the theoreticalprediction 4= g=q for
g @ B6l. This isbecause in this regin e the distrbu-
tion P (P4) isdom inated by a slow ly decaying pow er-law
tailP ®q) / Pgq ! Xq,wherexq = gq=qPrg> q 54]

T T T T T T T

FIG . 5. Distrbution function P (InP,) for system sizes
L = 16; 24; 32; 48; 64; 96; 128; 192; 256; 384 (from right to
left). For valies of L large enough, the form of the
distrbution becom es independent of L. Tnhset: W idth

> @) = h(mP, hinP,i)*i'™® of the distrbution P (nP,)
versus the system size L . Som e scattering of the data for the
largest system sizes is due to the lin ited num ber of sam ples.



FIG.6. Rm s. deviation
the PR logarithm . The dashed line isa tto Eq. /1), the

¢ = h(hPg hinPgi)*i™? of
dotted line corresponds to the asymptotic limit 4 = o=
with g = 39. The Inset show s an enlarged view of the low g
region.

VI.STATISTICSOF TW O-POINT
CONDUCTANCES

So far, we have investigated properties ofan open sys—
tem . To de ne the two-tem nal conductance g, one
opens the system by attaching two leads. A cocording to
the LandauerButtiker form ula, g = Tr't, where t is the
tranam ission m atrix betw een the leads. In the fram ew ork
of netw ork m odels, the transm ission m atrix determ ining
the two-point conductance between the edges e and &°
has the form [_ig:]

t= re%a

UP) U i; (72)

where P 1 wihej
the edges e and &°.

Statistics of the two-point conductance g (r;r% has
been extensively studied, both analytically and num er—
ically, for the conventional Q H transition, exem plifying
a localization transition with non-—critical DO S. It was
shown that the moments hg? @°;r)i obey a powerdaw
scaling (39,16,1),

Hihe®j profcts out the states on

)i ¥ B (73)
w ith a set ofexponents X § related to 4 l_l-g‘,é(_i],
+ ; < 1=2
- q 1 g7 q
Xq 2 1.5 g> 1=2: 74)

Forthe SQH criticalpoint, only the average conductance
hg €°;e)ihasbeen considered previously. G ruzberg, Lud—-
wig, and Read {[d] und that

12

Xi1=2x (75)

Beam ond, Cardy, and Chalker E[Z_%] used the m apping
onto percolation to calculate hy €%e)i at the band center
=0 (z= 1), wih the result

hge’e)i= 2P €%e); (76)

wih P €%e) as de ned in Eq. $3). Comparing
{76) with @9), we see that hyE’e)i is equal wp
to the sign) to the di usion propagator (e %e)
Gy €%5e;1)Ga 7e%1)4.

In this section, we will study statistical properties of
g@E%e) at the SQH transition. Note that though the
de nition of hg €%e)i rem inds closely that of the di u-
sion propagator (e %e), the identical scaling of the both
quantities isnot at all selfevident. In contrast, they scale
di erently at conventionallocalization transitions, as can
be easily seen by com paring Egs. C_7-§;), C_7-Z_L') w ith @). t
is worthwhile to rem ind the reader the physical reason
r this di erence (see also a related discussion I [L6)).
The product IGE (% 1r)G2 (r;r°)1i has a meaning of the
particle density (or, In an optical analogy, the radiation
intensity) at a point r° lnduced by a source nserted into
the system at a point r. In an in nie system at critical-
ity this quantity tums out to be infrared divergent: ifa
source is sw itched on at a tin e t= 0, the detected inten—
sity w ill increase w ith tim e w ithout saturation, since the
radiation cannot propagate aw ay fast enough. T herefore,
in orderto make lGRG2*1i nite, one needs to allow the
propagating wave to get out of the system , ie. to Intro—
duce absorption. O ne possbility is to m ake the absorp—
tion weak but uniform over the whole system , lading
tolGE,, %0G: | @i @%zr;2i ), which isthe
sam e as Introducing a sm alluniform level broadening
(or equivalently, a am all frequency ! wih an analytical
continuation to the im agihary axis, ! = 21 ). A tema-
tively, one can allow for a particle to be absorbed at the
points r and r’ only, but w ith a probability oforderunity,
yielding the two-point conductance g (r%r) . C learly, two
de nitionsare essentially di erent (which isalready obvi-
ous from the very fact that dependson ,diverging in
thelmi ! 0,while g doesnot require any param eter
like and isbounded, g 1). Therefore, the di erent
scaling behavior of , Eq. () and hgi, Eq. (J3), is not
surprising.

R etuming to the SQ H transition, we are thusnaturally
led to a question: why do and hgi scale identically in
this case? The reason is that the zero-energy di usion
propagator (e%e) isin fact de ned at = 0 (ie there
is no need to Introduce absorption ora nite frequency
to regularize i), see Egs. 32) and (58), (60). This can
be traced back to vanishing of DO S at 0. &t isnot
a surprise that in this situation, when the absorption is



irrelevant, (e%e) and hg€%e)i which only di er ;n the
way the absorption is Incorporated) scale n the same
way.

Let us consider now higherm om ents

hriG €eje )G ;e )Fi:

A pplying the consideration ofSec.:_B-[-_C-:, we nd that the
absorption ( ) rem ains irrelevant provided

2gqx + 29> 05 (77)

w ith the result

hriG €%eje )G Ee%e )i 2@+ < (78)
For the SQH case, the condition I_7-j) nplies g < 3=2.
W e m ake an assum ption that our consideration, which
is strictly speaking perfomm ed for integer g, rem ainsvalid
for intermm ediate, non-integer values of q.) A ccording to
the above argum ent, hg¥i scales in this regin e In the sam e

way Cj§‘), so that (see also @-?3']),

Xoq= 20% +2 4 79)
and, using x = 1=4 and Eq. {69),
Xq' qB  o=4: 80)

N ote that, In contrast to TxG G, the two-temm inal con—
ductance g isbounded from above, g 2 (the factortwo
is due to spin summ ation and is not essential). Phys-
ically, it sin ply m eans that for such rare realizations
when TrGG is large, g is lim ited by the contact resis-
tance.  follow s that the exponent for hg?i should be a
non-decreasing function of g. In other words, the expo—
nent X 4 saturates affer reaching s m axinum at some
. We nd from (}_g(_i) dp ! 3=2; for larger g the exponent
saturates at the value X g ¢, = X g  9=16 (thesemo-
m ents are determ ined by the probability to ndg  1).

E quation C_é(_i) In plies, n particular, a nom aldistribu-—
tionofhgatr 1wih theaveragehlng(r)i= X Inhr
and the variance var[lng ()] = blhr, where X ¥ 3=4
and b’ 1=2. These values corresoond to the parabolic
approxin ation C_6-§); m ore accurate predictions can be

obtained by using the num erical results for 4,

Xe=XJd=2x +2 J=2x +2(,
b= x¥ 2 27 058

2) " 0:774; 81)

©2)

(here a prin e denotes the derivative w ith respect to g).
W e tum now a to a num erical study of the two-point
conductance. W hile we did not attem pt a high-precision
num erical determm ination of the spectrum of correspond-—
ing exponents X 4 (as presented in Sec. y_-A_: for themul
tifractal spectrum of wave finctions), we have veri ed
som e of the key predictions of the above analytical con—
siderations. F igure i} ilustrates evolution ofthe distribu-
tion function P (g) with the distance r between the con—
tacts; it is seen that at su ciently large r the distrdbution
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becom es lognom al as expected. In Fjg.Ej we show the
scaling ofthe average hgi and the typical gy, = exphingi
valies of the two-point conductance, along with anal-
ogous quantities his i and 5 §,, = exphlh  fi ora
closed system , 5 F TG &e;1)G (€;e%1). For the
average values, hgiand his F1, the num erics fillly con m

the theoretical results (76), @9) telling us that the both
quantities scaleasr =2 and, m oreover, are equalto each
other. A non-trivialcharacterofthe equality hgi= his ¥i
is well illustrated by the data for typical quantities: gy
and 5 fyp are not equal. N evertheless, they are found to
share a comm on sca]jng:gtyp;j}fyp r ¥, con m ing
our argum ents presented above. Furthem ore, the nu-—

m erically obtained value ofthe exponent, X+ / 3=4, isn
agreem ent w ith the theoretical prediction (2_3]_:) .
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FIG .7. D istrbution ofthe two point conductance at 3 dif-

ferent distances between the contacts, r = 5:7( ), 141+ ),
133(5 ); the system size is L = 196. The dashed line indi-
cates a lognom al t with param eters hingi = 4772 and

var(ng) = 3:15.
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FIG . 8. Scaling ofthe two-point conductance w ith distance
r between the contacts: average value (em pty sym bols), hgi,
and typicalvalue ( Iled sym bols), giyp = exphln gi, in system s
ofsizesL = 1282 ) and L = 196(
the tw o-point G reen function, his jziand i :f_yp = exphh {5 :?I'i
L =128 );L = 196( )). The lines correspond to the r*=2
dotted) and r >°* (dashed) power laws. D eviations from
powerdaw scaling at large values of r are due to the nite
system size.

VII.SUM M ARY

Let us sum m arize the m ain resuls of the paper.

1.W e have extended the m apping of the SQH net-
work m odel onto the classical percolation and cal-
culated two—and threepoint correlation fiinctions
at the SQH transition. This allowed us to deter-
m ine analytically the fractalexponents , and 3
goveming the scaling of the second and third m o—
m ents of the wave function intensity, w ith the re—
suks 1=4 and 3 = 3=4.

. W e have perfom ed a thorough num erical study of
the m ultifractal spectrum . T he obtained spec-
trum isgiven w ith a good accuracy by the parabolic
law €_6-§) but show s clear deviations from parabol-
city, Fig.4.

. Statistical properties of generalized inverse partic—
Jpation ratios P4 at the SQH transition are sin —
ilar to those found earlier for other localization
transitions. In particular, the distrlbution function
P (P4) becom es scale-invariant in the lin it of large
system size.

. W e have analyzed statistics of the two-point con—
ductance g at the localization transition w ith a crit—
ical density of states. Speci cally, we have pre—
sented scaling argum ents which link the exponents
X 4 goveming the spatialdecay ofhg?i to the wave—
function m ultifractality spectrum 4, seeEqg. ('_7-_§) .
This yields, In particular, for the typical conduc—
tance at the SQH critical point Gyp  r ¥t with
X¢' 3=4 (s=eEq. {_é]_:) for a m ore accurate value),
asocon m ed by num erical sin 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-din ensional ferm ions sub gct
to quenched disorder B2/17,08 21 (2340(46). Tn partic-
ular, a relation between the wave finction m ultifractal-
iy In two-din ensionaldisordered system s and the opera—
tor content of corresponding conform al eld theories has
been discussed in a num ber of publications [34,44,18,231].

Tt rem ains an open question w hether the m ultifractal ex—
ponents 4, X ¢ forthe SQH transition can be com puted

). A lso shown is scaling of
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by the conform al eld theory m ethods. Note that our
results are against the proposal of Ref. f_2-3_:], w here the
resulk 4= g qg)=4 was obtained. Apparently, this
Indicates that the theory considered in f_Z-Z_’;] and obtained
f_Z-Z_i] from a particularnetworkm odelw ith ne-tuned cou—
plings, does not belong to the SQ H universality class.

ACKNOW LEDGM ENTS

D iscussions and correspondence with J.T . Chalker,
IA .Gruzberg, A .LeChir, AW W .Ludwig, JE .M oore,
and D G . Polyakov are gratefully acknow ledged. This
work was supported by the Schwerpunktprogramm
"Q uanten-H all-System e" and the SFB 195 derD eutschen
Forschungsgem einschaft.

APPENDIX A:PROOFSTO THE MAPPING
ONTO PERCOLATION

In Sec-_I\-Z-_A-' tw o statem ents were form ulated which at-
low us to calculate averaged products oftwo (Sec. :_I\-{-_A-:)
and three (Sec.-'_B-Z-_B:') G reen fiinctions. Herewe give som e
m ore detailson the proofs ofthese statem ents. In the end
ofthe Appendix we w illalso explain why our calculation
cannot be extended on productsofg 4 G reen functions

(and thus on higherm om ents of wave functions).

Statem ent 1

The rst statem ent says that only paths visiting each
node 0 or 2 tin es are to be considered. Tts proof for the
case of two-point fiinctions was given In Sec. :_1\-{-_A-: The
analysis of the case of threepoint finctions (considered
n Sec. :_1(5-13-:) goes along sin ilar lines, and we present
its brief outline only. In analogy w ith @-2::), we have to
consider an expression of the type

®
B, U B,USBUS IR () et
ki ke iks=1

@al1)

where k; is the number of retums of the i-th path
@i = 1;2;3) to the edge £. Perform ing averaging over
Us asin 3), we cast @ 1) into the Hllow ing om

®
©Oroe, v x4 ks T 22+, ks T3G04k ks
kikoik3=1

+14G, 1k, k)R EE)FrT e @2)

The st tem in curly brackets is trivially zero In view
of C_lg) To dem onstrate that rem aining tem s give
zero as well, we perform a summ ation over k; at xed



k= k; + ky + k3. Indeed, i isnot di cul to show by a
straightforw ard arithm etics that for an arbitrary k

X

Cki+ky ks = @A 3)

ki;2;3=1;27:: kit ko+ ks=k

T herefore, the sum (ZA:Z) is equal to zero, which com —
pletes the proof of the statem ent 1 for the threepoint
G reen functions.

Statem ent 2

The second statem ent allow s us to reduce the nodes
visited 4 tin es to a superposition of contrbutions (i) and
(i) of Fig.d, with the factors cod and sin® , respec-
tively. W e w ill give the proof for the (m ost non-trivial)
case of a product of g= 3 G reen functions; the proof for
g= 1 and 2 is obtained in the sam e way. Morespec1—
cally, we w ill consider the correlation finction @n;
correlator {46) is treated analogously.

E ach ofthree G reen functions in Cfl-j) generates a sum
over closed Joops € ! e, & ! & and &P ! &P, re
spectively). For a given lattice node, ket us label the
corresponding incom ing edges as (1,2) and the outgoing
ones as (3,4). W e are considering a contribution ofpaths
visiting this node in total four tim es. T his generates four
path segm ents starting each on one ofthe edges (3,4) and
ending on one ofthe edges (1,2), and not passing through
any ofthese edges. W e are going to show that forany con—

guration of these four segm ents the statem ent 2 holds.
Tt is easy to see that there exist two essentially di erent
types of such con gurations (shown in Fig. '@'); all others
can be obtained by pem utations ofe; €% and e®, and/or
by lattice sym m etry operations.

a)

A'(23) A@2,3)

A’'(1,9) AR2A)

A(L4)

_FIG. 9. Con gurationsofpaths for the correlation fiinction
(@7 for a node visited our tin es.

Consider rstthe con guration (a) ofF ig. :_Q W e have
to sum over allways to connect the four path segm ents
by variouscon gurationsofscattering events at thisnode
shown in Fig. :_2 Speci cally, only such connections are
allow ed which generate exactly 3 closed loops, each con—
taining one of the edges e, €%, and e®. There are three
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possbilitieshow this can be done, since the segm ent that
does not contain any of the edges e;e%e® can be con-
nected In a loop w ih any of the ram aining three. In one
ofthese casesthe con guration ofpathsat the considered
node is of the type (i) ofFjg.:_Z, in two other cases it is
ofthe type (iii) . W e thus get the follow ing contributions:

HT1U,A (2;3)Us THU,A%(2;3)Us

TrhA (1;4)U,U1A°01;4)0.i1 &5 @4)
HT1U,A (2;3)Us TrU1A (1;4)U,

TrpA’@;3)UsULA (1;4) UL ( &s%);  @5)
HTU,A°(2;3)Us T1U A (1;4)U,

TrLA (2;3)UsUA%(1;4)U.1  ( &s?): @6)

Here A (2;3) is a sum over all paths from 3 to 2 pass—
ing through e, A%(2;3) isa sum overpaths3 ! & ! 2,
A (1;4) isa sum overpaths4 ! e®! 1,andA®1;4) isa
sum overpaths4 ! 1 (Fjg.-'_fja). A 1so, we have denoted
s= sh and c= cos .

To perform the Integration over U;, we use the follow —
Ing form ulas of integration over SU (2) m atrices:

1
AV, TW V,iy = ET:r_vlyvz; A7)
1
W V,UV,iy = 5Trvl-"vz; @A 8)
1
MI[JV]_UYVZiU = ETN]_ TV, (A9)

Here m atrices V;;» are assum ed to be of the form V; =
Viyi, where Vi 2 SU ) and V;jisa J:ealnumber _we
rem ind thatA (i; j) are exactly ofth:stype,seeSec.IV A')

Applying repeatedly the ruks @N{@Y),
perform JntegratJon over all matrices U;
We nd then that all
three oontr_ibutjons {_A4){{A6}) are proportional to
THRAY (2;3)A%2;3) TrAY (1;4)A%(1;4), wih ocoe cients

we

%s‘l, %czs , and %czs , respectively. The total
coe clent is therefore
1 1 1 1
st ZEE IS = Z&: (A 10)
4 8 8 4

W e see that the same result would be obtained if we
would assign the weight s> to the st contrbution
Which is of the type (@il ofFjg.:_Z) and discard the re—
maining two tem s which are of the type (iil)). This
establishes the validity of the statem ent 2 with respect
to the con guration (a) ofFjg.:_Sji.

The con guration (o) ofFig. ::9: is analyzed along the
sam e lines. W e have again three contributions, one ofthe
type () ofFjg.@ and two of the type (iii),

hTIUzA (2;3)U3 TIU]_A (1;4)U4
T]fUlA (1;3)U3U2A (2;4)U4l
hTrU,A (2;3)Us TrU A (1;3)Us

g; @11)



TrhA (1;4)U4ULA 2;4)Uqsi ( 85%); @12)
hTIUlA (1;3)U3 TIUJ_A (1;4)U4
THLA 2;3)UsULA 2;4)Usi  ( &5%): @13)

A frer
@j)
TrA
1
4

Integration over U; according to the rules
{(_5;9.) they all produce an identical structure,
(2 3)A 2;4)AY (1;4)A (1;3), wih the coe cients

ids?, and i, respect:ye]y Again, retaining
on]y the (i) -type oontmbut:on iAl].) and assigning the
weight s to i, we would cbtain the sam e result. This
com pletes the proof of statem ent 2 for the threepoint
correlation fiinction Cfl-j)

W hat about g> 37?

A natural question is whether the present approach
can be generalized to higher-order correlations of wave
functions govemed by multifractal exponents ¢ with
g> 3. The answer is negative. In fact, both statem ents
1 and 2 do not apply (or, n a m ore careful form ulation,
our proofs fail) for g 4, as we are going to explain
In brief. Conceming the statem ent 1, consider a gener-
alization of the expression Q—i_i') to g = 4, and choose
k k + ky + ks + kg = 4. Obviously, there is jist one
such tem (@llk; = 1) in the sum , and it is easy to see
that it is generically non—zero. Therefore, no cancella—
tion of tetm s with k > 2 happens in this case, ie. the
statem ent 1 does not work. Tuming to the statem ent
2, consider e.g. a correlation finction D" (g;e%e%;e™; )
analogous to @ ]') but containing a product of four traces
0f G reen functions. Trying to prove the statement 2, we
w il then have to consider the path con gurations very
sim ilar to those shown In Fjg.:-g but w ih all our paths
containing one of the edges e, €°, &®, or e™. At the next
step the paths should be connected via the scattering
processes at the node { this tin e to generate 4 closed
loops. However, for each of the con gurations shown in
Fi. 23: there is only one way to do this, so that only one
contrbution w ill arise in place of three tem s @ 4) { @ 4)
or A 11){ A 13). C karly, the statem ent 2 is not valid in
this situation. T herefore, the m apping onto the classical
percolation is not applicable for higher m om ents, g > 3.
This is iIn correspondence w ith the fact that g= 3 sep—
arates two regim es of qualitatively di erent behaVJor of
correlation fiinctions, as discussed in Sec. -N C'
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