arXiv:cond-mat/0209356v1 [cond-mat.dis-nn] 16 Sep 2002

R enom alization group approach to energy level statistics
at the integer quantum H all transition

Philpp Cai and Rudolf A. Romen,
Institut fur Physik, Technische Universitat Chem nitz, D 09107 Chem nitz, G em any

M ikhail E. Raikh
D epartm ent of Physics, University of Utah, Sal Lake City, Utah 84112
D ated: Revision :124, com piled April 14, 2024)

W e extend the realspace renom alization group RG) approach to the study of the energy level
statistics at the integer quantum Hall (Q H) transition. P reviously it was dem onstrated that the RG
approach reproduces the critical distribution ofthe power transm ission coe cients, ie., two-tem inal
conductances, P. (G ), wih very high accuracy. The RG ow of P (G) at energies away from the
transition yielded the value of the critical exponent, , that agreed with m ost accurate large-size
Jattice simulations. To obtain the Inform ation about the level statistics from the RG approach,
we analyze the evolution of the distribbution of phases of the am plitude transam ission coe cient
upon a step of the RG transfomm ation. From the xed point of this transfom ation we extract the
critical level spacing distribbution (LSD ). This distrdbution is close, but distinctively di erent from
the earlier lJarge-scale sin ulations. W e nd that away from the transition the LSD crosses over
tow ards the Poisson distrbution. Studying the change of the LSD around the QH transition, we
check that it indeed obeys scaling behavior. This enables us to use the altemative approach to
extracting the critical exponent, based on the LSD, and to nd = 237 002 very close to the
value established in the literature. T his provides additional evidence for the surprising fact that a
gn allRG unit, containing only ve nodes, accurately captures m ost of the correlations responsible

for the localization-delocalization transition.

PACS numbers: 734341, 7343Nq, 64.60Ak

I. NTRODUCTION

Tt has been realized long ago that, alongside w ih
the change In the behavior of the eigenfunctions, a
Jocalization-delocalization transition m anifests itself In
the statistics of the energy lvels. In particular, as the
energy is swept across the m obility edge, the shape of
the level spacing distribution (LSD) crosses over from
the W ignerD yson distribution, corresponding to the ap—
propriate universality class, to the P oisson distrdbution.

M oreover, nite-size correctionsto the criticalLSD ex—
actly at the m obility edge allow tg determ ine the value
of the correlation length exponent? thus avoiding an ac—
tual analysis of the spatial extent of the wave fiinctions.
For this reason, the energy lvel statjstjgs,gonstjtutes
an altemative to the M,acK innon-K ram 28 and to
the transam ission-m atrix®? approaches to the num erical
study of localization.

Another reason why a large number of
num erical, . siylations -, of-, -the -. L,SD at the
transition@2AiiaZaindsgagaingnd edened L oe  care
ried out during the past decade is the ocontroversy
that existed over the large-spacing tail of the critical
LSD . Conclusive dem onstrationt423€1 that this tail is
Poissonian, ie., that there is no repulsion between the
J¥evels w ith spacings much larger than the m ean va]ue,:l_‘
rather than superP ojssonjan,'éjn In plying that repulsion
is partially preserved, required a very high accuracy
of the sinulations?¥21 The buk of num erical work on
the level statistics at the transition was carried out

for threedin ensional system OA042424344 £ ywhich
there exists a mobility edge separating localized and
extended states. In two dim ensions all the states are
Iocalized In the absence of a magnetic eld. In the
presence of a m agnetic eld, localization-delocalization
transitions in two dim ensions (quantum H alltransitions)
are In nitely sharp. Still the reasoning ofR ef.:}' applies.
Num erical studies have established a Pojissonian tail
of the LSD %Y T was also demonstrated!? that the
procedure of extracting the localization length exponent
from the nitesize corrections yields a value close to

= 235, und from large-size sin ulations of the wave
finctions?42%2427

Recently, a sem ianalytical description of the inte—
ger quantum Hall transition, based on the extension
of the scaling ideas Pr the classical percolation2? to
the Chakep< oddington (CC) m edel of the quantum
percolation 24 has been developed 248% The key idea of
this description, a realspacerenom alization group ap-—
proach RG ), isthe follow ng. Each RG step corresoonds
to a doubling ofthe system size. The RG transfomm ation
relates the conductance distribution ofthe sam pl at the
next step to the conductance distribution at the previous
step. The =xed point of this transform ation, yields the
distrbbution of the conductance, P, (G ) of a m acroscopic
sam ple at the quantum Hall transition. This universal
distrdbution describes the m esoscopic properties ofa fillly
coherent quantum -H all sam ple. A nalogously to the clas—
sical percolation 24 the correlation length exponent,
was extracted from the RG procedure® using the fact
that a slight shift of the initial distribution w ith respect
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to the xed-point, P. G ), drives the system to the nsu—
lator upon renom alization. T hen the rate of the shift of
the distrbution m axim um determ inesthe valueof .Re-
m arkably, both P, (G ) and thecritical exponent obtained
within the RG approach®48324 agree very wellw ith the
\exact" resuls of the large-scale sin ulations232712954:27

T he goal of the present paper is two-fold. Firstly, we
extend the RG approach to the level statistics at the
transition in order to sub gct its validity to yet another
test. Secondly, we apply the m ethod analogous to the

nite-size-corrections analysis to extract from the LSD
obtained within the RG approach. This method yields
= 237 002, which is even closer to the m pst pre—
cise largescale smultions resut = 2:35 0023 than
the value #-239 001 inferred from the conductance
distrbution 84 The latter resul is by, no m eans trivial.
Indeed, the originalRG transfom ation® 4 related the con—
ductances, ie., the absolute values ofthe tranam ission co—
e clients of the original and the doubled sam ples, whilke
the phases of the tranam ission coe cients were assum ed
random and uncorrelated. In contrast, the level statis—
tics at the transition corresponds to the =xed point in
the distrbution of these phases. T herefore, the success
ofthe RG approach for conductances does not guarantee
that it w illbe equally accurate quantitatively forthe level

W ithin both RG transfom ations, for the m agnitudes
and for the phases of the tranam ission coe cients, an
niial deviation from the critical distrdbbution drives the
system towards an nsulator w ith zero transm ission and
Poissonian LSD . T hus the procedures of the extraction
of from both transform ations are technically di er-
ent, but conceptually sim ilar. In fact, the shape of the
critical L.SD , obtained from the RG approach, shows
sy stem,atic, dev;at.:o from  the large-scale sinulation
ot A AL TRLE08] nin yied the body of LSD
very close tp-the G aussian unitary random m atrix ensem —
ble GUE) .-0: However, the RG ow ofthe LSD towards
the insulator appears to be robust.

T he paper is organized as follow s.-Fipst, in Sec. :]:I we
review the realspace RG approach®?8i83 and adjist i
to the computation of the energy levels and the LSD .
Tn Sec.ITlwe present our num erical resuls for the LSD .
The mte—SJZe scaling ' SS) analysis ofthe obtaJned LSD
at the QH transition is J:eported in Sec. -N. Concluding
rem arks are presented in Sec. 5/"

II. MODEL AND RG METHOD FOR THE LSD
A . RG approach to the conductance distribution

A detaﬂed descr:ptjon oftheRG approach to the con—

based on the RG unit shown in Fjg.-'_]:. Theuni isa frag—
ment of the CC network consisting of ve nodes. Each
node, i, is characterized by the tranam ission coe cient

ti, which isan am plitude to dg_egt an Incom ing electron

FIG.1l: Chaker€oddington network on a square lattice
consisting ofnodes (circles) and links (arrows). The RG unit
used PrEq. @L) com bines venodes (full circles) by neglecting
som e connectivity (dashed circles). 1;:::; 4 are the phases
acquired by an electron along the loops as indicated by the
arrows. 1;:::; 4 represent wave function am plitudes, and
the thin dashed lines illustrate the boundary conditions used
for the com putation of level statistics.

along the link to the left. Analogously, the re ection co—
ecientr; = (1 t)? is the amplitude to de ect the
nocom Ing electron to the right. D oubling of the sam ple
size corresgoonds to the replacem ent ofthe RG unit by a
sihgle node. TheRG transfom ation expresses the trans-
m ission coe cient of this e ective node, t °, through the
tranan ission coe cients ofthe ve constituting nodest &g
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Here 5 are the phases accum ulated along the closed
loops (see Fi. -L) W ithin the RG approach to the
conductance distribbution, inform ation about electron en—
ergy is ncorporated only into the values of t;. The en—
ergy dependence of phases, 5, is irrelevant; they are
assum ed com pltely random . Due to this random ness,
the tranam ission coe cients, t i, or a given energy, are
also random ly distrbuted with a distrbbution function
P (t). Then the transform ation @:) allow s, upon averag—
ing over 5, to generate the next-step distrbution P ).
T herefore, w ithin the RG schem e, a delocalized state cor-
resgoonds to the xed point, P. (t), ofthe RG transform a—
tion. D ue to the symm etry ofthe RG unit, it is cbvious
that the critical distrioution, P ), of the power trans-
m ission coe cient, t? = G, which has the meanig of
the tw o-tem Inalconductance, is sym m etric w ith respect
to £ = % Tn other words, the RG transform ation re—
spects the duality between tranam ission and re ection.
T he critical distrbution P G ) fund in Refs.;30 and 33
agrees very wellw ith the results of direct large-scale sim —
ulations.

B. RG approach to the LSD

Universal features of the energy level statistics n a
m acroscopic fillly coherent sam ple at the quantum Hall
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transition com plem ent the universality in the conduc—
tance distribution. T he prin e characteristics of the level
statistics isthe LSD { the distrdbution ofthe spacingsbe-
tween neighboring energy levels. In order to adjist the
RG approach to the calculation of the LSD, it is neces—
sary to \close" the sam ple at each RG step In order to
discretize the energy levels. O ne of the possible variants
of such a closing is shown in Fjg.:g: w ith dashed lnes.
Fora given closed RG unitwih a xed set oft;values
at the nodes, the positions of the energy lvels are de—
temm ined by the energy dependences, 5 € ), ofthe four
phases along the loops. These phases change by
w ihin a very narrow energy interval, inversely propor-
tionalto the sam ple size. W ithin this intervalthe change
of the transm ission coe, cients is negligbly small. A
closed RG unit n Fig. -]. contains 10 links, and, thus,
it is described by 10 am plitudes. T hese am plitudes are
related by 10 equations 2 at each node). Each link is
characterized by an individualphase. O n the otherhand,
it is obvious that the energy levels are determm ined only
by the phasesalong the loops. O nepossble way to derive
the systam , In which indiidual phases combine into
is to exclude from the originalsystem of10 equationsall
amphmdes except the \boundary" am plitudes 5 (see
FJg -L) This procedure is sim ilar to the derivation of
6].) The system of equations for the rem aining four
am p]Jtudes takes the form
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where the param eter ! should be set zero. Then the
energy levels, Ey, ofthe closed RG unit are the energies
for which, wih phases ;&)= 5 {Ex), one of the four
eilgenvalues of the m atrix in the left-hand side ofEqg. d
is equalto one. Ifwe keep ! In the right-hand side of
Eg. 6'_2), then the above condition can be reform ulated
as! Ex) = 0. Thus, the calculation of the energy levels
reduces to a diagonalization ofthe 4 4 m atrix.

T he crucial step now is the choice of the dependence
;®). If each loop in Fig. il is viewed as a closed
equipotentialas it is the case orthe rst step oftheRG
prooedure,@g- then 5 () isa truem agnetic phase, which
changes linearly with energy wih a slope govemed by

the actual potential pro ¥, which, In tum, detem ines
the drift velocity. T hus we have

p— E .

sE)= o5t 2 S_j' 3)
where a random part, ¢;5, is uniform ly distrdbuted
within 0;2 ], and 2 =s; is a random slpe. Strictly
speaking, the dependence d) applies only for the rst
RG step.Ateach ollowing step,n> 1, ;E) isa com—
plicated function of E which carries inform ation about
allenergy scales at previous steps. H owever, in the spirit
ofthe RG approach, we assum e that 5 (E ) can stillbe
linearized w thin a relevant energy interval. T he conven-



tionalRG approach suggests that di erent scales 'Jn the
real space can be decoupled. Linearization ofEq. @j) n -
pliesa sin ilar decoupling in the energy space. In the case
ofphases, a \ jasti cation" of such a decoupling is that at
each follow Ing RG step, the relevant energy scale, that is
the m ean level spacing, reduces by a factor of 4.

W ith ;@E) given by Eq. {3) and xed values of t;,
the statistics of energy levels determm ined by the m atrix
equation {2:) is obtained by averaging over the random
initialphases o;. In particular, each realization of o4
yields 3 level spacings which are then used to construct
a snooth LSD .W e now outline the RG procedure for
the LSD . The slopes s; In EqQ. ('3) determ ine the level
spacings at the rst step. They are random ly distributed
w ith a distrdbution function Py (s) . D iagonalization ofthe
matrix n Eq. ('_2) w ith subsequent averaging over realiza—
tionsyieldsthe LSD , P (s), at the second step. T hen the
key elem ent of the RG procedure, as applied to the level
statistics, isusing P; (s) as a distribution of slopes in Eq.
6'_3) . This leads to the next-step LSD and so on.

Tt is instructive to com pare our procedure of calcu—
lting the energy levels wih an approach adopted in
lrgescale simulations within the CC model?421 This
approach is based on the unitary network operator U 89
For a single RG unit this operator acts analogously to
the m atrix in the lft-hand side of Eq. (:2). H ow ever,
w ithin the approach ofR efs. :_L-é_]: and :_3-§, the energy depen-
dence ofphases 5 In the elem ents of the m atrix was ne—
glected (only the random contributions, o;4, were kept).
Then, Instead of the energy levels, Ey, diagonalization
of the m atrix élj) yielded a set of eigenvalues, exp (i!y).
T he num bers !y were nam ed quasienergies, and it is the
statistics of these quasienergies that was studied in Ref.
55_3 C om parison of the two procedures for a single RG
unit is flustrated in Fjg.:gag . FJgQ: show s the dependence
of the 4 quasienergies !y on the energy E calculated for
two single sam ple RG units, w ith t; chosen from the crit—
ical distrdbution P, (t). The energy dependence of the
phases j was chosen from LSD ofthe GUE according
to Eq. ('_3). Tt is seen that the dependences ! E ) range
from rem arkably linear and alm ost paralkel F ig. :gia) to
strongly nonlinear Fig. {g.b) .

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS
A . The LSD at the QH transition

Asa rststep ofthe RG procedure for the calculation
ofthe criticalL.SD we chose forPj (s) the distrbution cor-
responding to the GlE-random m atrix ensem ble, shoe
previous sin ulation€ %8¢ indicated that the LSD at the
transition is close to GUE . A coording to Py (s), we pick
sy and set (

distrbution P () 2% cbtained previously 23
From the solutions of Eq. @) corresponding to
!5Ex)= 0thenew LSD P; (8% is constructed using the
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FIG.2: Energy dependence of the quasieigenenergies ! for

two sam ple con gurations. Instead of using the quasispec—
trum obtained from !'E = 0) ( ) we calculate the real
eigenenergiesaccordingto ! Ex) = 0 (2).D i erent line styles
distinguish di erent ! ; (E ). W e em phasize that the observed
behavior varies from sam ple to sam ple between rem arkably
linear (a) and strongly nonlinear ().

\unflded" energy lkvel spacings s = Epq +1
where m 1;2;3, Exy+1 > Ex and the,mean spacing
= E 4 E;)=3.Dueto the \unbding™3 with ,the
average spacing is set to one for each sam pl and in each
RG —iteration step we superin pose spacing data of2 108
RG units. The resulting LSD is discretized in bins w ith
largest w idth 001. In the Pllow ing iteration step we re—
peat the procedure using P; as initial distribution. W e
assum e that the fteration processhas converged w hen the
m ean-square deviation of distrbution P, (s) deviates by
lessthan 10 ¢ from its predecessorP, ; (s). TheRG i—
eration process converges rather quickly afferonly 2 3
RG steps. The resulting LSD, P.(s), is shown In Fig.
:_3 together w th an LSD for the uniary random m atrix

En)=,
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FIG .3: Criticaldistributions P (s) obtained from the spec—
trum of !; (E = 0) and from the RG approach using the real

eigenenergies E x In com parison to the LSD forGUE .Asin all
other graphsP (s) is shown in units ofthem ean level spacing

ensam ble.

A though P (s) exhibits the expected features, nam ely,
J¥evel repulsion for amalls and a long tail at large s, the
overallshape ofP .. (s) di ersnoticeably; fiiom GUE . In the
previous large-size lattice simulation®48¢ the obtaned
critical LSD wasmuch closerto GUE than P, (s) In Fig.
:_3. This fact, however, does not re ect on the accuracy
of the RG approach. Indeed, as i was dem onstrated
recently, the critical LSD { although being system size
Independent | ' .nevexthe]ess depends on the geom etry
of the samp]es,-.a and on the speci ¢ choice of bound-
ary conditions®4%3 Sensitivity to the boundary condi-
tions does not a ect the asym ptotics of the critical dis—
tribution, but rather m anifests iself n the shape of the
\body" of the LSD . Recallnow that the boundary con-
ditions which we have In posed to calculate the energy
kvels (dashed lines in Fig.i]) are non-periodic.

T here is another possbility to assess the critical LSD ,
nam ely by iterating the distribution of quasienergies. In
Fjg.-'_?; we show the result of this procedure. Ik appears
that the resulting distrdbution isalm ost identicalto P (s).
This observation is highly non-trivial, sihce, as follow s
from Fjg.:é, there isno sin ple relation betw een the ener-
gies and quasienergies. M oreover, if instead of the linear
E dependence of 5, we choose another functional form ,
say,

E
0;5 + 2arcsin s_ 2p ; 4)
J

sE) =
w here the Integer p Insures that S— 2p 1, then, the
RG procedure would yield an LSD which ism arkedly dif-
ferent W ithin the \body") from P, (s). T his is illustrated
nFig.4.
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FIG .4: CriticaldistrbutionsP. (s) fora linear and an arcsin

energy dependence of the phases 3. The form of P.(s) is
clearly in uenced by the actual choice of 5 £ ). Hence the
bak of the distrdbution is non-universal. The inset JJlusUates
examg]es of the two di erent functions 5 (E ) as in Egs. @)
and @).

Both procedures, using quasienergies instead of real
energies s in Ref. -39], and linearization of the energy
dependence of phases s in Eq. ;" )] are not rigorous.
Linearization is dictated by the RG concept. T he coinci
dence of the results of the tw o procedures indicates that
the conoept of quasienergies, nam ely, that they obey the
sam e statistics as real energies, is equivalent to the RG .

B. Sm alland large s behavior

A s it was m entioned above, the general shape of the
critical.SD isnotuniversal. H ow ever, the am alls behav—
Jor of P, (s) must be the sam e as for the uniary random
m atrix ensamble, namely P.(s) / s*. This is because
delocalization af.the quantum Halltransition in plies the
]evel repu]sqon,ﬁ’,.. ,Earl]er Ja e—sca]e s u]at:ons of the

requirem ent. T he sam e ho]ds a]so ﬁ)r our resul, as can
be seen In Fig. 5 T he given error bars of our num erical
data are standard deviations com puted from a statistical
average of 100 FP distrbutions each obtained for di er-
ent random setsofti’sand j’swithin the RG unit. In
general, w ithin the RG approach, the s?-asym ptotics of
P (s) ism ost natural. T his isbecause the levels are found
from diagonalization ofthe 4 4 unitary m atrix w ith ab—
solute values of elem ents w idely distrdbbuted between 0
and 1.

T he right form ofthe large—s tailofP (s) isP oissonian,
P.(s) / exp( bs)¥ For the Anderson m odel in three di-
m ensions, unam biguous con m ation of this prediction
In num erical sin ulationsbecam e possble onjrwhen very
high num erical accuracy had been achieved 2423 This is
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FIG.5: CriticalP. (s) for am all s in agreem ent w ith the pre—
dicted s? behavior. D ue to the log-log plot errors are shown
in the upper direction only.

because P (s) assum es the P oissonian asym toticsonly at
large enough s > 3 . For the quantum H all transition,
a linear behavior of NP, (s) with a slope corresponding
to the valuieb  4: hasbeen found in Ref. 14 from the
analysisofthe nterval2 < s= < 4.0Ourdata,asshown
n Fjg.-'_é, has a high accuracy only or s= < 25, For
such s, the distrdbution P (s) doesnot yet reach its large—
s tail. T hus, the value ofparam eter b extracted from this
lim ited Interval is som ew hat am biguous. N am ely, we ob—
tain b= 5442 ors= 2 [15;20] and b = 6803 for
s= 2 R0;25].

Sum m arizing, the accuracy of the RG approach, ap—
plied to the level statistics, is Insu cient to discem the
only non-trivial feature of the critical L.SD , ie., the uni-
versal P oissonian asym totics. H ow ever, the scaling anal-
ysis of LSD clearly reveals the universal features of the
quantum Hall transition as we dem onstrate In the next
Section.

IVv. SCALING RESULTS FOR THE LSD
A . Finite-size scaling at the Q H transition

T he critical exponent, , of the quantum H all transi-
tion govems the divergence of the correlation length
as a function of the arbitrary control param eter z,, ie.,

1 (20) / Fo ze] i ©)

where z. is the critical value. The valuesof calculated
using di exent num erjcalm ethods, eg., = 235 0:0323
2:4 022125 0529 agree w ith each other. The RG
approach for the conductance distrbution also yields a
rather accurate valie = 2:39 0:01% In Sec. IIwe
have introduced a com plin entary RG approach to the
distrbbution of the energy levels at the transition. It can

FIG.6: Thelrges tajlofP'C (s) com pared w ith tsaccording
to the predictions ofRef.Q,I (Iines). The interval used for

tting is indicated by the bars close to the lower axis. For
clarity errors are shown In upper direction and for s= =
15;20;25;30 only. For s= < 24, only every 5th data
point is drawn by a sym bol

be expected on general grounds, that the LSD obtained
from the RG approach obeys scaling at an allenough z
z.. However, it is by now m eans ocbvious, whether the
valie of extracted from di erent variants of the RG
approach are consistent.

In order to extract from the LSD we emply the
one-param eterscaling analysis. This analysis is based
on the rescaling of a quantity ® ;£fz;qg) | depending
on (extemal) system param eters fz;g and the system size

N | onto a single curve by using a scaling function £
N ;fzig) = £ L (6)
7Lzi9) = :
1 (£zi9)

SihceEq. 6'_5), asindicated by \1 ",hodsonly in the lin it
ofin nite system size, wenow use the scaling assum ption
to extrapolate f toN ! 1 from the nie-size resultsof
the com putations. Once £ and ; are known, the value
of can be then inferred. -

In the original form ulation of the RG approadqéq i
wasdem onstrated that there isa naturalparam etrization
of the transm ission coe cients t, ie, t= (% + 1) 2.
For such a param etrization, z can be identi ed with a
din ensionless electron energy. T he quantum Hall transi-
tion occurs at z = 0, which corresoonds to the center of
the Landau band. The universal conductance distriou—
tion at the transition, P (G ), corresponds to the distribu—
tion Q¢ (z) = Po (€ + 1) ! =4 cosh? (z=2) of param eter
z, which is symm etric with-respect to z = 0 and has
a shape close to a gaussian 2% The RG procedure fr the
conductance distribution convergesand yieldsQ ¢ (z) only
if the initial distrdbution is an even function of z. This
suggests to choose as a controlparam eter in Eq. ('_é), Z0,
the position ofthem axin um ofthe function Q (z). Then



the m eaning of zy is the electron energy m easured from

the center of Landau band. The fact that the quan-—
tum Hall transition is in niely sharp in plies that for
any zg & 0, the RG procedure drives the nitial distrdou—
tion Q (z zp) towardsan insulator, ettherw ith com plete
tranan ission of the network nodes (for zo > 0) or with
com plete re ection ofthe nodes (for z; < 0).

B . Scaling for » and 1

In principle, we are free to choose for the nite=size
analysis any characteristic quantity ® ;zo) constructed
from the LSD which hasa system atic dependence on sys—
tem size N for zg 6 0 while being constant at the tran—
sition 20,7 0., Because of the large num ber of possble
choiceg!@L3194748 y e restrict ourselves to tw o quantities
which are obtained by integration of the LSD and have
already been succoessfillly used in Reﬁ.:g and :_59‘, nam ely

Z o
p = P (s)ds )
0
and second
1 % s
1= — I(s)ds; ®)
Sy ¢
with I(s) = , P (s9ds’. The integration lim it is chosen
as sp,= 14 which approxin ates the comm on crossing

pont? of allLSD curves as can be seen in FJg::/z Thus

P (sg) is independent of the distance Fy z.Jjto the crit—
ical point and the system size N . W e note that N is

directly related to the RG step n by N = 2. The dou-

bl integration In 1 is num erically advantageous since
uctuations in P (s) are sm oothed. W e now apply the
nite-size-scaling approach from Eg. {6‘,)

N

1 (Zo)

e N ;zo)= £ 9)

Since 1p N ;zp) is analytical or nite N , one can ex—

pand the scaling function f at the critical point. The
rst order approxin ation yields

ze N 10)

N ;zo) N ;z.)+ ako

where a isa dim ensionless coe cient. Forour calculation

we use g higher order expansion proposed by Skvin and
Ohtsukifd I Ref. 50 the function f is expanded tw ice,

rst, In term s of the C hebyshev polynom ials of order O

and, second, In Taylor seriesw ith term s fy  z.jIn the
power O ,. This procedure allow s to describe the devi-
ations from linearity In Jo z.j at the transition. In
addition, n Ref. :_5@ the contributions from an irrelevant
scaling variable which lads to a shift of the transition
for sm all system sizes was taken into account. In our
case, in contrast to the A nderson m odel of localization,
the transition point zy = 0 is known. T herefore, we can
neglct the In uence of irrelevant variables. In order to

1.4 1
- 2,=+0.1
1.2 - z=—0.1 1
v - PC
1.0 & ] —-—- Poisson 7
N\ :
7 08 |
a N
0.6 ] .
0.4 e | 1
N
02 r } _ .
\ Tee— o
00 I I |

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 25

FIG.7: RG of the LSD used for the com putation of

T he dotted lines corresponds to the rst 9 RG iterationsw ith
an initial distrbution P, shiffted to com plete transm ission
(zo = 0:1) whilke the long-dashed lines represent resuls for
a shift toward com plete re ection (zp = 0:d). W ithin the
RG procedure the LSD m oves away from the FP as indicated
by the arrows. At s= 14 the curves cross at the sam e
point { a feature we exploit when deriving a scaling quantity
from the LSD .

obtain the functional form of £, the tting param eters,

ncluding , are evaluated by a nonlinear last-square
( 2)minin zation. In Fig.id we show the resulting t for
p and 1 at the transition.

The tsare chosen in such a way that the totalnum —
berofparam eters iskept atam Inim alvalie, while the t
agrees well w ith the num erical data £1 The correspond—
Ing scaling curves are displayed In F1ig. -_9 In the plots
the two branches corresponding to com plete re ection
(zo < 0) and com plete tranam ission (zy > 0) can be
clearly distinguished. In order to estim ate the error of

tting procedure we com pare the results for obtained
by di erent orders O and O, of the expansion, system
sizesN , and regions around the transition. A part ofour
over 100 t results together w ith the standard deviation
ofthe taregiven in TablT. Thevalueof iscaloulated
as the average of all ndividual ts where the resulting
error of was an aller than 0:02. The error is then de—
term ined as the standard deviation of the contributing
valies. By thism ethod we assure that our result is not
In uenced by localm inim a of the nonlinear t. So we
consider = 237 0:02 asa reliable value for the expo—
nent of the localization length at the QH transition ob—
tained from theRG approach to LSD . T his is in excellent
agreementwith = 2:35 0:03 Ref.25),2:4 02 Ref.
21,25 05 Ref.2d),and 239 001 Ref.33) calcu-
lated previously. In addition to  p@nd 1, wetested also
a param eter-free scaling quantity  s°P (©)dstl where
the whole distrdbution P (s) is taken into account. Here,
due to the In uence ofthe large s-taila less reliable value
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FIG.8: Behavior of 1 and » at the QH transition as
results of the RG of the LSD .D ata are shown for RG i
erations n = 1;:::;9 corresponding to e ective system sizes
N = 2" = 2;:::;512. Full lines indicate the finctional de—
pendence according to FSS using the 2 m inin ization w ith
O =2and O, = 3.

= 233 005 was obtamned.

C . Test of consistency

Finally we address the question, how the actual form
of the distrdbution Q (z) a ects the results for LSD and
the scaling analysis. Recall that In the above calcula—
tions we have used at each step ofthe RG procedure the
distrdbbution Q (z) derived from the critical conductance
distrdbution, P. (G ). The function P. G ) isshown in Fig.
10 (nset) with a full line. In order to understand the
In portance ofthe fact that P, (G ) isalm ost at, we have
repeated our calculations choosing or P G ) a relatively
narrow gaussian distribution P G) Pgau G) at each
RG step. Thisdistrbution is shown w ith a dashed Iine in
Fig.!0 (inset). The obtained LSD ispresented in Fig.i10.
O bviously, it agreesm uch worsew ith GUE , which can be
considered as a reference point, than the LSD com puted
using the true P.(G). Our data or : calculated for
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FIG.9: Finie size sca]jr'lg curves resulting from the 2t

of our data shown in Fjg.@:. D i erent sym bols correspond to
di erent e ective system sizesN = 2" . The data points col-
lapse onto a single curve indicating the validiy of the scaling
approach.

P G)= Pgay (G) ispbtted in Fig.1k. The curves for
an allsystem sizesN exhibit strong deviations, ie., there
is nitially no comm on crossing point, whilke for large N
a behavior sin ilar to Fjg.-'_é is observed. T herefore, am all
N data are neglcted in the scaling analysis. The 2 ts
for rand p arecarried outusihgzg 2 [ 0:05;0:05]and
N = 16 512. They yield the values 1= 243 0202
and p = 246 0203, which are also less accurate than

calculated w ih the critical P G ). Overall, Figs. 10
and 11 ilustrate the consistency of the RG approaches
for the conduction distrbution and for the level statis-
tics, in the sense, that the best xed point distrbution
ofthe level spacings corregoonds to the xed point ofthe
conductance distrdbution.

V. CONCLUSION

N etw ork m odels introduced in R ef.:_ggi tumed out to be
a pow erfliltoolto study the A nderson localization. W ih-
out m agnetic eld, the propagation of electron waves



TABLE I: Part of t resuls for
for di erent system sizes N , intervals around the transition,

obtained from

ordersO and O, ofthe tting procedure.
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FIG.1l: Behavior of : computed for initial distrbutions

N Zom iniZomax] O O
P
2 512 [P:93;1007] 3 2 2336 0:010
2 256 [©:93;1007] 2 3 2412 0013
4 512 [P:95;10:.05] 3 1 2325 0014
2 512 [P:95;10:05] 2 1 2:402 0:014
2 256 [©:95;1005] 2 2 2360 0016
16 512 [©:95;1005] 2 3 2385 0:018
2 128 [993;1007] 1 3 2384 0:019
4 512 [993;1007] 2 1 2471 0:2019
I
2 512 [©:93;1007] 2 2 2383 0010
2 512 [993;1007] 2 3 2388 0:010
2 512 [P:93;1007] 3 1 2346 0:012
8 512 [993;1007] 2 3 2376 0012
2 512 [P95;1005] 2 3 2:368 0014
2 128 [P93;1007] 2 3 2377 09016
16 512 [P95;1005] 2 1 2367 0016
2 256 [P93;1007] 3 3 2372 0018
2.0
15 + r 1
. \ 1
n ‘
— 1.0 (/\\\2 0o °G5
// \\
/ \ - Pc
W\ P J
4\\ -—— GUE
\\
1 2 3
s/

FIG. 10: Com parison of the LSD P.(s) and Pgau (S)
obtained from the corresponding conductance distributions
shown in the inset.

along each link of the network is allowed In both di-
rections. In two din ensions the tranan ission coe cient

of the netw ork is zero fpr all param eters of the scatter—
ng m atrix at the nodes,'éjn illustrating com plete localiza—
tion of electronic states. On the other hand, the two-
channel netw ork m odel w ith interchannel m ixing, that
models spin-orbit interaction, exhibits a localization-—
delocalization transition®4 that is also in accord w ith the
scaling theory of localization ©4 How ever, the version of
the network m odel that has been m ost w idely studied,

PGau_ _di erent from the critical distributions, as shown in

responding to e ective system sizes N = 2% = 2;:::;512.
Curves for sm alln do not cross at the comm on point zg = 0.
Fulllines indicate the functionaldependence according to F SS
using the 2 m inin ization with O = 2and 0, = 2.

is the chiralversion, ie., the CC m odel2? describing the
electron m otion In a disordered system in a strong m ag—
netic eld lm it. W ithin the CC m odel, the scattering
m atrix at the node is param etrized by a single num ber,
eg., the transm ission coe cient t. On the qualitative
Jevel, the CC m odelyields a transparent explanation why
delocalization occurs only at a single energy, for which
£ = 1=2. On the quantitative level, in addition to the
exponent, , more delicate characteristics of the critical
wave flinctions were extracted from the num erical anal-
ysis of the CC m odel2427

T he fact that the RG approach, w ithin which the cor-
relationsbetween di erent scales are neglected, describes
the results ofthe large-scale sin ulations ofthe CC m odel
s0 accurately, indicates that only a few spatial correla—
tions within each scal are responsble for the critical
characteristics of the quantum H alltransition. M ore pre—
cisely, the structure of the eigenstates of a m acroscopic
sam ple at the transition can be predicted from the anal-
ysis of a single RG unit consisting of only ve nodes.
E arlier we have dem onstrated this fact for the conduc-
tance distrbution 84 In the present paper this statem ent
is reinforced by the study of the level statistics at the
transition, which isa com plim entary (to the conductance
distrdbution) characteristics of the localization.
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