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W e extend the real-space renorm alization group (RG )approach to the study ofthe energy level

statisticsattheintegerquantum Hall(Q H)transition.Previously itwasdem onstrated thattheRG

approach reproducesthecriticaldistribution ofthepowertransm ission coe�cients,i.e.,two-term inal

conductances,Pc(G ),with very high accuracy. The RG 
ow ofP (G ) at energies away from the

transition yielded the value ofthe criticalexponent,�,that agreed with m ost accurate large-size

lattice sim ulations. To obtain the inform ation about the levelstatistics from the RG approach,

we analyze the evolution of the distribution of phases of the am plitude transm ission coe�cient

upon a step ofthe RG transform ation. From the �xed pointofthistransform ation we extractthe

criticallevelspacing distribution (LSD ).This distribution is close,butdistinctively di�erentfrom

the earlier large-scale sim ulations. W e �nd that away from the transition the LSD crosses over

towards the Poisson distribution. Studying the change ofthe LSD around the Q H transition,we

check that it indeed obeys scaling behavior. This enables us to use the alternative approach to

extracting the criticalexponent,based on the LSD ,and to �nd � = 2:37 � 0:02 very close to the

value established in the literature. Thisprovidesadditionalevidence forthe surprising factthata

sm allRG unit,containing only �ve nodes,accurately capturesm ostofthe correlationsresponsible

forthe localization-delocalization transition.

PACS num bers: 73.43.-f,73.43.N q,64.60.A k

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

It has been realized long ago that, alongside with
the change in the behavior of the eigenfunctions, a
localization-delocalization transition m anifests itself in
the statistics ofthe energy levels. In particular,as the
energy is swept across the m obility edge,the shape of
the levelspacing distribution (LSD) crosses over from
theW igner-Dyson distribution,corresponding to theap-
propriateuniversality class,to the Poisson distribution.

M oreover,�nite-sizecorrectionstothecriticalLSD ex-
actly atthe m obility edge allow to determ ine the value
ofthecorrelation length exponent,1 thusavoiding an ac-
tualanalysisofthe spatialextentofthe wavefunctions.
For this reason, the energy level statistics constitutes
an alternative to the M acK innon-K ram er2,3,4,5 and to
the transm ission-m atrix6,7 approaches to the num erical
study oflocalization.

Another reason why a large num ber of
num erical sim ulations of the LSD at the
transition8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20,21,22 were car-
ried out during the past decade is the controversy
that existed over the large-spacing tail of the critical
LSD.Conclusive dem onstration12,13,21 that this tailis
Poissonian,i.e.,that there is no repulsion between the
levels with spacings m uch largerthan the m ean value,1

ratherthan super-Poissonian,23 im plying thatrepulsion
is partially preserved, required a very high accuracy
ofthe sim ulations.13,21 The bulk ofnum ericalwork on
the level statistics at the transition was carried out

for three-dim ensional system s8,9,10,11,12,13,14 for which
there exists a m obility edge separating localized and
extended states. In two dim ensions allthe states are
localized in the absence of a m agnetic �eld. In the
presence ofa m agnetic �eld,localization-delocalization
transitionsin two dim ensions(quantum Halltransitions)
arein�nitely sharp.Stillthe reasoning ofRef.1 applies.
Num erical studies have established a Poissonian tail
of the LSD.19 It was also dem onstrated19 that the
procedureofextracting the localization length exponent
from the �nite-size corrections yields a value close to
� = 2:35 found from large-size sim ulations ofthe wave
functions.24,25,26,27

Recently, a sem ianalytical description of the inte-
ger quantum Hall transition, based on the extension
of the scaling ideas for the classical percolation28 to
the Chalker-Coddington (CC) m odel of the quantum
percolation,29 has been developed.30,31 The key idea of
this description,a real-space-renorm alization group ap-
proach (RG ),isthefollowing.Each RG step corresponds
to a doubling ofthesystem size.TheRG transform ation
relatestheconductancedistribution ofthesam pleatthe
nextstep to theconductancedistribution attheprevious
step. The �xed pointofthis transform ation,yields the
distribution ofthe conductance,Pc(G )ofa m acroscopic
sam ple at the quantum Halltransition. This universal
distribution describesthem esoscopicpropertiesofafully
coherentquantum Hallsam ple.Analogously to theclas-
sicalpercolation,28 the correlation length exponent, �,
was extracted from the RG procedure32 using the fact
thata slightshiftofthe initialdistribution with respect
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to the �xed-point,Pc(G ),drivesthe system to the insu-
latorupon renorm alization.Then therateoftheshiftof
thedistribution m axim um determ inesthevalueof�.Re-
m arkably,both Pc(G )and thecriticalexponentobtained
within the RG approach32,33,34 agree very wellwith the
\exact" resultsofthelarge-scalesim ulations.25,27,35,36,37

The goalofthe presentpaperistwo-fold. Firstly,we
extend the RG approach to the levelstatistics at the
transition in orderto subjectitsvalidity to yetanother
test. Secondly,we apply the m ethod analogous to the
�nite-size-correctionsanalysisto extract� from theLSD
obtained within the RG approach. This m ethod yields
� = 2:37 � 0:02,which is even closer to the m ost pre-
ciselarge-scalesim ulationsresult� = 2:35� 0:0325 than
the value � = 2:39� 0:01 inferred from the conductance
distribution.32 The latter result is by no m eans trivial.
Indeed,theoriginalRG transform ation32 related thecon-
ductances,i.e.,theabsolutevaluesofthetransm ission co-
e�cientsofthe originaland the doubled sam ples,while
the phasesofthe transm ission coe�cientswereassum ed
random and uncorrelated. In contrast,the levelstatis-
tics at the transition corresponds to the �xed point in
the distribution ofthese phases. Therefore,the success
oftheRG approach forconductancesdoesnotguarantee
thatitwillbeequally accuratequantitativelyforthelevel
statistics.
W ithin both RG transform ations,forthe m agnitudes

and for the phases of the transm ission coe�cients, an
initialdeviation from the criticaldistribution drivesthe
system towardsan insulatorwith zero transm ission and
Poissonian LSD.Thus the procedures ofthe extraction
of � from both transform ations are technically di�er-
ent,but conceptually sim ilar. In fact,the shape ofthe
critical LSD, obtained from the RG approach, shows
system atic deviations from the large-scale sim ulation
results17,18,19,20,21,22,38,39 which yield the body ofLSD
veryclosetotheG aussian unitaryrandom m atrixensem -
ble (G UE).40 However,the RG 
ow ofthe LSD towards
the insulatorappearsto be robust.
The paperisorganized asfollows.First,in Sec.IIwe

review the real-space RG approach30,31,32 and adjust it
to the com putation ofthe energy levels and the LSD.
In Sec.IIIwepresentournum ericalresultsfortheLSD.
The�nite-sizescaling(FSS)analysisoftheobtained LSD
atthe Q H transition isreported in Sec.IV. Concluding
rem arksarepresented in Sec.V.

II. M O D EL A N D R G M ET H O D FO R T H E LSD

A . R G approach to the conductance distribution

A detailed description oftheRG approach to thecon-
ductancedistribution can befound in Refs.30,31,32.Itis

based on theRG unitshown in Fig.1.Theunitisa frag-
m ent ofthe CC network consisting of�ve nodes. Each
node,i,is characterized by the transm ission coe�cient
ti,which isan am plitudeto de
ectan incom ing electron

φ

φ φ

φ
2 4

1 3

I

II

III V

IV

Ψ1

Ψ2

Ψ3

Ψ4

FIG .1: Chalker-Coddington network on a square lattice

consisting ofnodes(circles)and links(arrows).The RG unit

used forEq.(1)com bines�venodes(fullcircles)by neglecting

som econnectivity (dashed circles).� 1;:::;� 4 arethephases

acquired by an electron along the loops as indicated by the

arrows. 	 1;:::;	 4 representwave function am plitudes,and

the thin dashed linesillustrate the boundary conditionsused

forthe com putation oflevelstatistics.

along thelink to the left.Analogously,the re
ection co-
e�cientr i = (1� t2i)

1=2 is the am plitude to de
ect the
incom ing electron to the right. Doubling ofthe sam ple
sizecorrespondsto the replacem entofthe RG unitby a
singlenode.TheRG transform ation expressesthetrans-
m ission coe�cientofthise�ective node,t 0,through the
transm ission coe�cientsofthe �veconstituting nodes 30
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0=
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�

t1t5(r2r3r4ei� 2 � 1)+ t2t4e
i(� 3+ � 4)(r1r3r5e�i� 1 � 1)+ t3(t2t5ei� 3 + t1t4e

i� 4)

(r3 � r2r4e
i� 2)(r3 � r1r5e

i� 1)+ (t3 � t4t5e
i� 4)(t3 � t1t2e

i� 3)

�
�
�
�

: (1)

Here �j are the phases accum ulated along the closed
loops (see Fig. 1). W ithin the RG approach to the
conductancedistribution,inform ation aboutelectron en-
ergy is incorporated only into the values ofti. The en-
ergy dependence of phases, �j, is irrelevant; they are
assum ed com pletely random . Due to this random ness,
the transm ission coe�cients,ti,for a given energy,are
also random ly distributed with a distribution function
P (t). Then the transform ation (1)allows,upon averag-
ing over�j,to generatethenext-step distribution P (t0).
Therefore,within theRG schem e,adelocalized statecor-
respondsto the�xed point,Pc(t),oftheRG transform a-
tion.Due to the sym m etry ofthe RG unit,itisobvious
thatthe criticaldistribution,Pc(t2),ofthe powertrans-
m ission coe�cient,t2 = G , which has the m eaning of
thetwo-term inalconductance,issym m etricwith respect
to t2 = 1

2
. In other words,the RG transform ation re-

spects the duality between transm ission and re
ection.
The criticaldistribution Pc(G )found in Refs.30 and 32
agreesvery wellwith theresultsofdirectlarge-scalesim -
ulations.

B . R G approach to the LSD

Universalfeatures of the energy levelstatistics in a
m acroscopic fully coherentsam ple atthe quantum Hall

transition com plem ent the universality in the conduc-
tancedistribution.Theprim echaracteristicsofthelevel
statisticsistheLSD {thedistribution ofthespacingsbe-
tween neighboring energy levels. In orderto adjust the
RG approach to the calculation ofthe LSD,itisneces-
sary to \close" the sam ple at each RG step in orderto
discretizethe energy levels.O ne ofthe possiblevariants
ofsuch a closing isshown in Fig.1 with dashed lines.
Fora given closed RG unitwith a �xed setofti-values

at the nodes,the positions ofthe energy levels are de-
term ined by the energy dependences,�j(E ),ofthe four
phases along the loops. These phases change by � �

within a very narrow energy interval,inversely propor-
tionalto thesam plesize.W ithin thisintervalthechange
of the transm ission coe�cients is negligibly sm all. A
closed RG unit in Fig.1 contains 10 links, and,thus,
it is described by 10 am plitudes. These am plitudes are
related by 10 equations (2 at each node). Each link is
characterized byan individualphase.O n theotherhand,
itis obviousthat the energy levelsare determ ined only
bythephasesalongtheloops.O nepossiblewaytoderive
the system ,in which individualphasescom bine into �j

isto excludefrom theoriginalsystem of10 equationsall
am plitudes except the \boundary" am plitudes 	 j (see
Fig.1). This procedure is sim ilar to the derivation of
Eq.(1).The system ofequationsforthe rem aining four
am plitudestakesthe form

0
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where the param eter ! should be set zero. Then the
energy levels,E k,ofthe closed RG unitarethe energies
forwhich,with phases�j(E )= �j(E k),one ofthe four
eigenvaluesofthem atrix in the left-hand sideofEq.(2)
is equalto one. Ifwe keep ! in the right-hand side of
Eq.(2),then the above condition can be reform ulated
as!(E k)= 0.Thus,the calculation ofthe energy levels
reducesto a diagonalization ofthe 4� 4 m atrix.

The crucialstep now is the choice ofthe dependence
�j(E ). If each loop in Fig. 1 is viewed as a closed
equipotentialasitisthecaseforthe�rststep oftheRG
procedure,29 then �j(E )isa truem agneticphase,which
changes linearly with energy with a slope governed by

the actualpotentialpro�le,which,in turn,determ ines
the driftvelocity.Thuswehave

�j(E )= �0;j + 2�
E

sj
; (3)

where a random part, �0;j, is uniform ly distributed
within [0;2�], and 2�=sj is a random slope. Strictly
speaking,the dependence (3) applies only for the �rst
RG step.Ateach following step,n > 1,�j(E )isa com -
plicated function ofE which carries inform ation about
allenergy scalesatprevioussteps.However,in thespirit
ofthe RG approach,we assum e that�j(E )can stillbe
linearized within a relevantenergy interval.Theconven-
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tionalRG approach suggeststhatdi�erentscalesin the
realspacecan bedecoupled.Linearization ofEq.(3)im -
pliesasim ilardecouplingin theenergyspace.In thecase
ofphases,a \justi�cation"ofsuch adecouplingisthatat
each following RG step,therelevantenergy scale,thatis
the m ean levelspacing,reducesby a factorof4.
W ith �j(E ) given by Eq.(3) and �xed values ofti,

the statistics ofenergy levelsdeterm ined by the m atrix
equation (2) is obtained by averaging over the random
initialphases�0;j.In particular,each realization of�0;j

yields3 levelspacingswhich are then used to construct
a sm ooth LSD.W e now outline the RG procedure for
the LSD.The slopes sj in Eq.(3) determ ine the level
spacingsatthe�rststep.They arerandom ly distributed
with adistribution function P0(s).Diagonalizationofthe
m atrix in Eq.(2)with subsequentaveragingoverrealiza-
tionsyieldstheLSD,P1(s),atthesecond step.Then the
key elem entoftheRG procedure,asapplied to thelevel
statistics,isusing P1(s)asa distribution ofslopesin Eq.
(3).Thisleadsto the next-step LSD and so on.
It is instructive to com pare our procedure of calcu-

lating the energy levels with an approach adopted in
large-scale sim ulations within the CC m odel.14,39 This
approach isbased on the unitary network operatorU .39

For a single RG unit this operator acts analogously to
the m atrix in the left-hand side of Eq.(2). However,
within theapproachofRefs.14and 39,theenergydepen-
denceofphases�j in theelem entsofthem atrix wasne-
glected (only therandom contributions,�0;j,werekept).
Then,instead ofthe energy levels,E k,diagonalization
ofthe m atrix (2)yielded a setofeigenvalues,exp(i!k).
Thenum bers!k werenam ed quasienergies,and itisthe
statisticsofthese quasienergiesthatwasstudied in Ref.
39. Com parison ofthe two procedures for a single RG
unitisillustrated in Fig.2.Fig.2 showsthedependence
ofthe 4 quasienergies!k on the energy E calculated for
two singlesam pleRG units,with ti chosen from thecrit-
icaldistribution Pc(t). The energy dependence ofthe
phases �j was chosen from LSD ofthe G UE according
to Eq.(3). Itis seen that the dependences !(E ) range
from rem arkably linearand alm ostparallel(Fig.2a)to
strongly nonlinear(Fig.2b).

III. N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

A . T he LSD at the Q H transition

Asa �rststep oftheRG procedureforthecalculation
ofthecriticalLSD wechoseforP0(s)thedistribution cor-
responding to the G UE random m atrix ensem ble,since
previoussim ulations19,39 indicated thatthe LSD atthe
transition isclose to G UE.According to P0(s),we pick
sj and set�j,j = 1;:::;4 asin Eq.(3). Forthe trans-
m ission coe�cientsti,i= 1;:::;5 weusethe�xed-point
distribution Pc(t),41 obtained previously.32

From the solutions of Eq. (2) corresponding to
!j(E k)= 0 the new LSD P1(s0)isconstructed using the
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FIG .2: Energy dependence ofthe quasieigenenergies ! for

two sam ple con�gurations. Instead of using the quasispec-

trum obtained from !l(E = 0) (
 ) we calculate the real

eigenenergiesaccordingto!(E k)= 0(2).D i�erentlinestyles

distinguish di�erent! l(E ). W e em phasize thatthe observed

behavior varies from sam ple to sam ple between rem arkably

linear(a)and strongly nonlinear(b).

\unfolded" energy levelspacingss0m = (E m + 1 � E m )=�,
where m = 1;2;3,E k+ 1 > E k and the m ean spacing
� = (E 4 � E 1)=3.Dueto the \unfolding"42 with �,the
averagespacing issetto oneforeach sam pleand in each
RG -iteration step wesuperim posespacingdataof2� 106

RG units. The resulting LSD isdiscretized in binswith
largestwidth 0:01.In the following iteration step were-
peat the procedure using P1 as initialdistribution. W e
assum ethattheiteration processhasconvergedwhen the
m ean-squaredeviation ofdistribution Pn(s)deviatesby
lessthan 10�4 from itspredecessorPn�1 (s).TheRG it-
eration processconvergesratherquickly afteronly 2� 3
RG steps. The resulting LSD,Pc(s),is shown in Fig.
3 togetherwith an LSD for the unitary random m atrix
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s/∆

0.0

0.5

1.0

P
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)
P

c
 from E

k

P
c
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l
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FIG .3: CriticaldistributionsPc(s)obtained from the spec-

trum of!l(E = 0)and from the RG approach using the real

eigenenergiesE k in com parison to theLSD forG UE.Asin all

othergraphsP (s)isshown in unitsofthem ean levelspacing

�.

ensem ble.
Although Pc(s)exhibitstheexpected features,nam ely,

levelrepulsion forsm alls and a long tailatlarges,the
overallshapeofPc(s)di�ersnoticeablyfrom G UE.In the
previous large-size lattice sim ulations19,39 the obtained
criticalLSD wasm uch closerto G UE than Pc(s)in Fig.
3. This fact,however,does not re
ect on the accuracy
of the RG approach. Indeed, as it was dem onstrated
recently,the criticalLSD { although being system size
independent | nevertheless depends on the geom etry
of the sam ples43 and on the speci�c choice of bound-
ary conditions.44,45 Sensitivity to the boundary condi-
tionsdoesnota�ectthe asym ptoticsofthe criticaldis-
tribution,butratherm anifestsitselfin the shape ofthe
\body" ofthe LSD.Recallnow thatthe boundary con-
ditions which we have im posed to calculate the energy
levels(dashed linesin Fig.1)arenon-periodic.
Thereisanotherpossibility to assessthecriticalLSD,

nam ely by iterating the distribution ofquasienergies.In
Fig.3 we show the resultofthis procedure. It appears
thattheresultingdistributionisalm ostidenticaltoPc(s).
This observation is highly non-trivial,since,as follows
from Fig.2,thereisno sim plerelation between theener-
giesand quasienergies.M oreover,ifinstead ofthelinear
E -dependenceof�j,wechooseanotherfunctionalform ,
say,

�j(E )= �0;j + 2arcsin

�
E

sj
� 2p

�

; (4)

wherethe integerp insuresthat
�
�
�
E

sj
� 2p

�
�
�� 1,then,the

RG procedurewould yield an LSD which ism arkedly dif-
ferent(within the\body")from Pc(s).Thisisillustrated
in Fig.4.

0 1 2 3

s/∆

0.0

0.5

1.0

P
(s

)

P
c
 (linear)

P
c
 (arcsin)

GUE

0 1

E

−2

0

2

Φ
j(E

)

FIG .4: CriticaldistributionsPc(s)fora linearand an arcsin

energy dependence ofthe phases � j. The form ofPc(s) is

clearly in
uenced by the actualchoice of� j(E ). Hence the

balk ofthedistribution isnon-universal.Theinsetillustrates

exam ples ofthe two di�erentfunctions � j(E )as in Eqs.(3)

and (4).

Both procedures, using quasienergies instead of real
energies [as in Ref.39],and linearization ofthe energy
dependence of phases [as in Eq.(3)]are not rigorous.
Linearization isdictated by theRG concept.Thecoinci-
denceofthe resultsofthe two proceduresindicatesthat
theconceptofquasienergies,nam ely,thatthey obey the
sam estatisticsasrealenergies,isequivalentto the RG .

B . Sm alland large s behavior

As it was m entioned above,the generalshape ofthe
criticalLSD isnotuniversal.However,thesm allsbehav-
iorofPc(s)m ustbe thesam easforthe unitary random
m atrix ensem ble,nam ely Pc(s) / s2. This is because
delocalization atthequantum Halltransition im pliesthe
levelrepulsion.1,46 Earlierlarge-scale sim ulationsofthe
criticalLSD 11,12,14,17,18,19,20,21,22,38,39 satisfy thisgeneral
requirem ent. The sam e holdsalso forourresult,ascan
be seen in Fig.5.The given errorbarsofournum erical
data arestandard deviationscom puted from a statistical
averageof100 FP distributionseach obtained fordi�er-
entrandom setsofti’sand �j’swithin the RG unit. In
general,within the RG approach,the s2-asym ptoticsof
P (s)ism ostnatural.Thisisbecausethelevelsarefound
from diagonalization ofthe4� 4 unitary m atrix with ab-
solute values ofelem ents widely distributed between 0
and 1.
Therightform ofthelarge-stailofP (s)isPoissonian,

Pc(s)/ exp(� bs).1 Forthe Anderson m odelin three di-
m ensions,unam biguous con�rm ation ofthis prediction
in num ericalsim ulationsbecam epossibleonly when very
high num ericalaccuracy had been achieved.12,13 Thisis
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FIG .5: CriticalPc(s)forsm alls in agreem entwith thepre-

dicted s
2
behavior. D ue to the log-log ploterrors are shown

in the upperdirection only.

becausePc(s)assum esthePoissonian asym toticsonly at
large enough s >� 3�. Forthe quantum Halltransition,
a linearbehavioroflnPc(s)with a slope corresponding
to the value b� 4:1 hasbeen found in Ref.19 from the
analysisoftheinterval2< s=� < 4.O urdata,asshown
in Fig.6,has a high accuracy only for s=� <

� 2:5. For
such s,thedistribution Pc(s)doesnotyetreach itslarge-
stail.Thus,thevalueofparam eterbextracted from this
lim ited intervalissom ewhatam biguous.Nam ely,weob-
tain b = 5:442 for s=� 2 [1:5;2:0]and b = 6:803 for
s=� 2 [2:0;2:5].
Sum m arizing,the accuracy ofthe RG approach,ap-

plied to the levelstatistics,isinsu�cientto discern the
only non-trivialfeature ofthe criticalLSD,i.e.,the uni-
versalPoissonian asym totics.However,the scaling anal-
ysis ofLSD clearly revealsthe universalfeatures ofthe
quantum Halltransition aswe dem onstrate in the next
Section.

IV . SC A LIN G R ESU LT S FO R T H E LSD

A . Finite-size scaling at the Q H transition

The criticalexponent,�,ofthe quantum Halltransi-
tion governsthe divergenceofthe correlation length �1
asa function ofthe arbitrary controlparam eterz0,i.e.,

�1 (z0)/ jz0 � zcj
��
; (5)

wherezc isthe criticalvalue.The valuesof� calculated
usingdi�erentnum ericalm ethods,e.g.,� = 2:35� 0:03,25

2:4� 0:2,27 2:5� 0:529 agree with each other. The RG
approach for the conductance distribution also yields a
rather accurate value � = 2:39� 0:01.32 In Sec. II we
have introduced a com plim entary RG approach to the
distribution oftheenergy levelsatthe transition.Itcan
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FIG .6: ThelargestailofPc(s)com pared with �tsaccording

to the predictions of Ref. 1 (lines). The intervalused for

�tting is indicated by the bars close to the lower axis. For

clarity errors are shown in upper direction and for s=� =

1:5;2:0;2:5;3:0 only. For s=� < 2:4, only every 5th data

pointisdrawn by a sym bol.

be expected on generalgrounds,thatthe LSD obtained
from theRG approach obeysscalingatsm allenough z0�
zc. However,it is by now m eans obvious,whether the
value of� extracted from di�erent variants ofthe RG
approach areconsistent.
In order to extract � from the LSD we em ploy the

one-param eter-scaling analysis. This analysis is based
on the rescaling ofa quantity �(N ;fzig) | depending
on (external)system param etersfzigand thesystem size
N | onto a singlecurveby using a scaling function f

� (N ;fzig)= f

�
N

�1 (fzig)

�

: (6)

SinceEq.(5),asindicated by\1 ",holdsonlyin thelim it
ofin�nitesystem size,wenow usethescalingassum ption
to extrapolatef to N ! 1 from the�nite-sizeresultsof
the com putations.O nce f and �1 areknown,the value
of� can be then inferred.
In the originalform ulation of the RG approach30 it

wasdem onstrated thatthereisanaturalparam etrization
ofthe transm ission coe�cients t,i.e.,t= (e z + 1)�1=2 .
For such a param etrization,z can be identi�ed with a
dim ensionlesselectron energy.Thequantum Halltransi-
tion occursatz = 0,which correspondsto the centerof
the Landau band. The universalconductance distribu-
tion atthetransition,Pc(G ),correspondstothedistribu-
tion Q c(z)= Pc

�
(ez + 1)�1

�
=4cosh2(z=2)ofparam eter

z,which is sym m etric with respect to z = 0 and has
a shapecloseto a gaussian.32 TheRG procedureforthe
conductancedistribution convergesand yieldsQ c(z)only
ifthe initialdistribution is an even function ofz. This
suggeststo chooseasa controlparam eterin Eq.(6),z0,
theposition ofthem axim um ofthefunction Q (z).Then
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the m eaning ofz0 isthe electron energy m easured from
the center of Landau band. The fact that the quan-
tum Halltransition is in�nitely sharp im plies that for
any z0 6= 0,theRG proceduredrivesthe initialdistribu-
tion Q (z� z0)towardsan insulator,eitherwith com plete
transm ission ofthe network nodes (for z0 > 0) or with
com plete re
ection ofthe nodes(forz0 < 0).

B . Scaling for �P and �I

In principle,we are free to choose for the �nite-size
analysisany characteristicquantity �(N ;z0)constructed
from theLSD which hasasystem aticdependenceon sys-
tem size N forz0 6= 0 while being constantatthe tran-
sition z0 = 0. Because ofthe large num ber ofpossible
choices1,8,13,19,47,48 werestrictourselvestotwoquantities
which are obtained by integration ofthe LSD and have
already been successfully used in Refs.8 and 49,nam ely

�P =

Z s0

0

P (s)ds (7)

and second

�I =
1

s0

Z s0

0

I(s)ds; (8)

with I(s)=
Rs

0
P (s0)ds0. The integration lim itischosen

as s0 = 1:4 which approxim ates the com m on crossing
point8 ofallLSD curvesascan be seen in Fig.7. Thus
P (s0)isindependentofthedistancejz0 � zcjto thecrit-
icalpoint and the system size N . W e note that N is
directly related to the RG step n by N = 2n. The dou-
ble integration in �I is num erically advantageous since

uctuations in P (s) are sm oothed. W e now apply the
�nite-size-scaling approach from Eq.(6)

�I,P(N ;z0)= f

�
N

�1 (z0)

�

: (9)

Since �I,P(N ;z0) is analyticalfor �nite N ,one can ex-
pand the scaling function f at the criticalpoint. The
�rstorderapproxim ation yields

�(N ;z0)� �(N ;zc)+ ajz0 � zcjN
1=� (10)

wherea isadim ensionlesscoe�cient.Forourcalculation
weuse a higherorderexpansion proposed by Slevin and
O htsuki.50 In Ref.50 the function f isexpanded twice,
�rst,in term softheChebyshev polynom ialsoforderO �

and,second,in Taylorserieswith term sjz0 � zcjin the
power O z. This procedure allows to describe the devi-
ations from linearity in jz0 � zcjat the transition. In
addition,in Ref.50 the contributionsfrom an irrelevant
scaling variable which leads to a shift ofthe transition
for sm allsystem sizes was taken into account. In our
case,in contrastto the Anderson m odeloflocalization,
the transition pointz0 = 0 isknown.Therefore,we can
neglectthe in
uence ofirrelevantvariables. In orderto

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5

s/∆

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

P
(s

)

z
0
=+0.1

z
0
=−0.1

P
c

Poisson

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

Thedotted linescorrespondsto the�rst9 RG iterationswith

an initial distribution P0 shifted to com plete transm ission

(z0 = 0:1) while the long-dashed lines represent results for

a shift toward com plete re
ection (z0 = � 0:1). W ithin the

RG proceduretheLSD m ovesaway from theFP asindicated

by the arrows. At s=� � 1:4 the curves cross at the sam e

point{ a feature we exploitwhen deriving a scaling quantity

from the LSD .

obtain the functionalform off,the �tting param eters,
including �, are evaluated by a nonlinear least-square
(�2)m inim ization.In Fig.8 weshow theresulting �tfor
�P and �I atthe transition.
The �tsare chosen in such a way thatthe totalnum -

berofparam etersiskeptatam inim alvalue,whilethe�t
agreeswellwith the num ericaldata.51 The correspond-
ing scaling curves are displayed in Fig.9. In the plots
the two branches corresponding to com plete re
ection
(z0 < 0) and com plete transm ission (z0 > 0) can be
clearly distinguished. In order to estim ate the error of
�tting procedure we com pare the resultsfor� obtained
by di�erentordersO � and O z ofthe expansion,system
sizesN ,and regionsaround thetransition.A partofour
over100 �tresultstogetherwith the standard deviation
ofthe�taregiven in TableI.Thevalueof� iscalculated
as the average ofallindividual�ts where the resulting
errorof� was sm allerthan 0:02. The erroris then de-
term ined as the standard deviation ofthe contributing
values. By thism ethod we assure thatourresultisnot
in
uenced by localm inim a ofthe nonlinear �t. So we
consider� = 2:37� 0:02 asa reliablevalueforthe expo-
nentofthe localization length atthe Q H transition ob-
tained from theRG approach toLSD.Thisisin excellent
agreem entwith � = 2:35� 0:03 (Ref.25),2:4� 0:2 (Ref.
27),2:5� 0:5 (Ref.29),and 2:39� 0:01 (Ref.32)calcu-
lated previously.In addition to�P and �I,wetested also
a param eter-free scaling quantity

R
1

0
s2P (s)ds,47 where

the whole distribution P (s)istaken into account.Here,
duetothein
uenceofthelarges-tailalessreliablevalue
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FIG .8: Behavior of �I and �P at the Q H transition as

results of the RG of the LSD .D ata are shown for RG it-

erations n = 1;:::;9 corresponding to e�ective system sizes

N = 2
n
= 2;:::;512. Fulllines indicate the functionalde-

pendence according to FSS using the �
2
m inim ization with

O � = 2 and O z = 3.

� = 2:33� 0:05 wasobtained.

C . Test ofconsistency

Finally we addressthe question,how the actualform
ofthe distribution Q (z)a�ectsthe resultsforLSD and
the scaling analysis. Recallthat in the above calcula-
tionswehaveused ateach step oftheRG procedurethe
distribution Q (z) derived from the criticalconductance
distribution,Pc(G ).Thefunction Pc(G )isshown in Fig.
10 (inset) with a fullline. In order to understand the
im portanceofthefactthatPc(G )isalm ost
at,wehave
repeated ourcalculationschoosing forP (G )a relatively
narrow gaussian distribution P (G )� PG au�(G ) ateach
RG step.Thisdistribution isshown with adashed linein
Fig.10(inset).Theobtained LSD ispresented in Fig.10.
O bviously,itagreesm uch worsewith G UE,which can be
considered asa referencepoint,than the LSD com puted
using the true Pc(G ). O ur data for �I calculated for
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1    t
2
  

FIG .9: Finite size scaling curves resulting from the �
2
�t

ofourdata shown in Fig.8.D i�erentsym bolscorrespond to

di�erente�ective system sizesN = 2
n
. The data pointscol-

lapseonto a single curveindicating thevalidity ofthescaling

approach.

P (G )= PG au�(G )isplotted in Fig.11. The curvesfor
sm allsystem sizesN exhibitstrongdeviations,i.e.,there
isinitially no com m on crossing point,while forlarge N
a behaviorsim ilarto Fig.8 isobserved.Therefore,sm all
N data areneglected in thescaling analysis.The�2 �ts
for�I and �P arecarried outusingz0 2 [� 0:05;0:05]and
N = 16� 512. They yield the values �I = 2:43� 0:02
and �P = 2:46� 0:03,which are also lessaccurate than
� calculated with the criticalPc(G ). O verall,Figs. 10
and 11 illustrate the consistency ofthe RG approaches
for the conduction distribution and for the levelstatis-
tics,in the sense,that the best �xed point distribution
ofthelevelspacingscorrespondsto the�xed pointofthe
conductancedistribution.

V . C O N C LU SIO N

Networkm odelsintroduced in Ref.52turned outtobe
apowerfultooltostudytheAndersonlocalization.W ith-
out m agnetic �eld, the propagation of electron waves
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TABLE I: Partof�tresultsfor� obtained from �I and �P

for di�erentsystem sizes N ,intervals around the transition,

ordersO � and O z ofthe �tting procedure.

N [z0m in;z0m ax]O � O z �

�P

2� 512 [9:93;10:07] 3 2 2:336� 0:010

2� 256 [9:93;10:07] 2 3 2:412� 0:013

4� 512 [9:95;10:05] 3 1 2:325� 0:014

2� 512 [9:95;10:05] 2 1 2:402� 0:014

2� 256 [9:95;10:05] 2 2 2:360� 0:016

16� 512 [9:95;10:05] 2 3 2:385� 0:018

2� 128 [9:93;10:07] 1 3 2:384� 0:019

4� 512 [9:93;10:07] 2 1 2:471� 0:019

�I

2� 512 [9:93;10:07] 2 2 2:383� 0:010

2� 512 [9:93;10:07] 2 3 2:388� 0:010

2� 512 [9:93;10:07] 3 1 2:346� 0:012

8� 512 [9:93;10:07] 2 3 2:376� 0:012

2� 512 [9:95;10:05] 2 3 2:368� 0:014

2� 128 [9:93;10:07] 2 3 2:377� 0:016

16� 512 [9:95;10:05] 2 1 2:367� 0:016

2� 256 [9:93;10:07] 3 3 2:372� 0:018
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0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

P
(s

)

P
c

P
Gauβ

GUE

0 0.5

G

0

1

2

3

4

5

P
(G

)

FIG . 10: Com parison of the LSD Pc(s) and PG au�(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 dim ensionsthe transm ission coe�cient
ofthe network is zero for allparam etersofthe scatter-
ing m atrix atthenodes,53 illustrating com pletelocaliza-
tion ofelectronic states. O n the other hand,the two-
channelnetwork m odelwith inter-channelm ixing,that
m odels spin-orbit interaction, exhibits a localization-
delocalization transition54 thatisalso in accord with the
scaling theory oflocalization.55 However,the version of
the network m odelthat has been m ost widely studied,

−0.06 −0.04 −0.02 0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06
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32
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512

FIG .11: Behavior of�I com puted for initialdistributions

PG au� di�erent from the critical distributions, as shown in

Fig.10. D ata are plotted forRG iterationsn = 1;:::;9 cor-

responding to e�ective system sizes N = 2
n
= 2;:::;512.

Curvesforsm alln do notcrossatthe com m on pointz0 = 0.

FulllinesindicatethefunctionaldependenceaccordingtoFSS

using the �
2
m inim ization with O � = 2 and O z = 2.

isthechiralversion,i.e.,theCC m odel,29 describing the
electron m otion in a disordered system in a strong m ag-
netic �eld lim it. W ithin the CC m odel,the scattering
m atrix atthe node isparam etrized by a single num ber,
e.g.,the transm ission coe�cient t. O n the qualitative
level,theCC m odelyieldsatransparentexplanation why
delocalization occurs only at a single energy,for which
t2 = 1=2. O n the quantitative level,in addition to the
exponent,�,m ore delicate characteristicsofthe critical
wave functionswere extracted from the num ericalanal-
ysisofthe CC m odel.56,57

Thefactthatthe RG approach,within which the cor-
relationsbetween di�erentscalesareneglected,describes
theresultsofthelarge-scalesim ulationsoftheCC m odel
so accurately,indicates that only a few spatialcorrela-
tions within each scale are responsible for the critical
characteristicsofthequantum Halltransition.M orepre-
cisely,the structure ofthe eigenstatesofa m acroscopic
sam pleatthetransition can bepredicted from theanal-
ysis ofa single RG unit consisting ofonly �ve nodes.
Earlier we have dem onstrated this fact for the conduc-
tancedistribution.32 In thepresentpaperthisstatem ent
is reinforced by the study ofthe levelstatistics at the
transition,which isacom plim entary(totheconductance
distribution)characteristicsofthe localization.
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