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W e present results of num erical studies of spin quantum H all transitions in disordered supercon—
ductors, In which the pairing order param eter breaks tin ereversal symm etry. W e focusm ainly on
p-w ave superconductors in which one ofthe spin com ponents is conserved. T he transport properties
ofthe system are studied by num erically diagonalizing pairing H am iltonians on a lattice, and by cal-
culating the C hem and T houless num bers of the quasiparticle states. W e nd that in the presence of
disorder, (spin-)current carrying states exist only at discrete critical energies in the thermm odynam ic
Iim i, and the spin-quantum H all transition driven by an extemalZeem an eld hasthe sam e critical
behavior as the usual integer quantum H all transition of non-interacting electrons. T hese critical
energies m erge and disappear as disorder strength increases, in a m anner sim ilar to those in lattice

m odels for integer quantum H all transition.

PACS numbers: 7440+ k, 7343Nqg, 72.15Rn

I. NTRODUCTION

Transport properties of quasiparticles in unconven-—
tional superconductors have been of strong interest to
condensed m atter physicists since the discovery of high
T. cuprate superconductors. T he cuprates, which are d-
w ave superconductors, support gapless nodal quasiparti-
cle excitations; these nodal quasiparticles dom nate heat
and spin transport at low tem peratures. Som e heavy
ferm ion superconductors are also known to have d-wave
pairing. Anocther class of unconventional superconduc—
tors that have been receiving increasing attention are
p-wave superconductors. W hile the p-wave pairing was
originally ound in super uid *Hep interest in it hasbeen
renew ed m ore recently due to advances in two distinct
system s. Firstly, fractional quantum Halle ectsat 1=
ings factor = 5=2 are believed to be the m anifestar
tion of the p-wave pairing of com posite farm ions 2APE
Secondly, a grow ing num ber of resuls on the unconven—
tional superconductivity of SLRYO 4 em erge In favor of
a triplt-pairing order param eter?

In addition to the experin ental relevance, unconven-—
tional, disordered superconductors are also of great in—
terest for theoretical reasons, as they represent new sym —
m etry classes in disordered non-interacting ferm ion prob-—
Jem s that are not realized In metals. A classi cation pf
these sym m etry classes have been advanced reoentjyag-"io:
D epending on the existence (or the lack) of tim ereversal
and spin-rotation sym m etries, dirty superconductors can
be classi ed into four sym m etry classes, CI, D I1T, C, and
D in Cartan’sclassi cation schem e. T hese classes arpbe—
lieved to com plete the possble upiversality classed] in
disordered single-particke system s¥29

System s of class C with broken tim ereversal invari-
ance but preserved spin-rotation symm etry exhibit uni-
versal critical behaviopw hich -has been under extensive
nvestigation recently3232484L8 such system's, which

can be realized in two-din ensional superconductors w ith
de2 2 + idyy, symm etry, have a distingt signature of a
critical density of states at criticality 2324 A nalogous to
the conventionalquantum Halle ect where the Hallcon—
ductance is quantized, the H all conductance of the spin
current of such system s isquantized. Thise ect is, there—
fore, called spin quantum Halle ect, because soin, rather
than charge, is conserved in such a superconductor.

Studies of the critical behavior of class D w ith both
tin ereversal and spin—rotation sym m etries broken have
a longer history, starting from the. jfwpe-dip ensjonal
random bond Ising model RBM )2L749L%2d25L32304
The RBIM gan be mapped onto the Cho¥F isher net-
work modelld which ressybles the origial Chaker—
Coddington network mode? fr the integer quantum
Hall plateau transition, but with a distinct symm etry.
The class D models m ay have an even richer phase di-
agram ; In addition to the spin (or them al, if the spin-
rotation symm etry is com pletely broken) quantum Hall
phase m entioned above and an insulating phase Wwhich
is always possibl), they may also support a m etallic
phase 24

The possbility of spin (or them al) quantum Hall
states In unconventional superconductors allow s one to
draw a close analogy betw een the quantum Halle ectand
superconductivity, aswellas to transfer theoreticalor nu—
m ericalm ethods developed in the study ofone system to
another. O ne of the wellkdeveloped num erical m ethods
In the study of the quantum Hall e ect is the calcula—
tion of Chem num bers of either single-orm any-electron
states, which allow s one to distinguish between current
carrying and insulating states unam biguously, even in a

nite-size system . The Chem number m ethod has been
very successfilin the,stpudies ofquantum H alltransitions,
rboth integraB 242984 and fractionale ects®l agwel
as in bilayer system s8% and also in other contexts 338423
Forexam ple, by nite-size scaling, the localization length
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exponent 23 has been cbtained 282984 consistent
w ith other estin ates®¢ M ore recent application of this
m ethod to fractionalquantum H all states W here one In—
evitably has to deal w ith interacting electrong) allow s
one to detem ine the transport gap num er:lca]JyEi w hich
is not possble from other known num ericalm ethods.

In this paper, we report resuls of num erical studies
on a lattice m odel of disordered p-w ave superconductors
w ith p, + ip, pairing, w hich conservesthe z-com ponent of
electron spin. Aswew illshow later, this isan exam ple of
the classD m odel, and In certain sensethe sin plestm odel
that supports a soin quantum Hallphase. W e study the
Jocalization properties of the quasiparticle states by cal-
culating the Chem and T houless num bers of the individ-
ual states, in ways sin ilar to the corresponding studies
In the quantum Hall context m entioned above. Physi-
cally, the Chem and T houless num bers correspond to the
Hall and longiudinal spin conductivities in the present
context, respectively, which are also related to the Hall
and longiudinal them al conductivities. W e note that
while i has been pointed out earlier that quasiparticle
bands or individual quasiparticle states can be labeled
by their topological C hem num bers,'ﬂ the present work
representsthe rstattem ptto calculate them num erically
and use them to study the localization properties of the
quasiparticle states in the context of unconventional su—
perconductors.

Our main ndings are summ arized as the follow ing.
W e nd that the p-wavem odelwe study supports an in-—
sulating phase and a spin quantum Hallphase wih soin
H all conductance one in appropriate unit. For relatively
weak disorder, there exist two critical energies at which
current-carrying states exist, carrying a totalC hem num —
ber (or spin Hallconductance In properunit) + 1 and 1,
respectively; they are regoonsible for the spin quantum
Hall phase. Phase transitions between these two phases
m ay be induced either by changing the disorder strength,
or by applying and sweeping a Zeaman eld. The eld-
driven transition is found to have the sam e critical be—
havior as the integer quantum H all transition of non-—
Interacting electrons. A s disorder strength increases the
two critical energies both m ove toward E = 0, and an—
nihilate at certain critical disorder strength, resulting in
an insulating phase in which all quasiparticle states are
Jocalized. N o m etallic phase is found In ourm odel.

The rem ainder of the paper is organized as the fol-
low Ing. In section IT we introduce the m odel H am iltto—
nian of our num erical study, and discuss is sym m etry.
W e also descrbe the application of Chem and T houless
num ber m ethods to the present problem in som e detail.
W e present our num erical results in section ITT, including
results of the nitesize scaling analysis of the num eri-
caldata. Section IV is reserved for a summ ary and the
discussion of our resuls.

II. MODELAND NUMERICALMETHODS

W e consider elkctrons m oving on a two-dim ensional
square lattice w ith Iinear size L, in the presence ofpairing
and random potentials, described by the Ham iltonian
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where u; is the random potentialon site 1 which are in—
dependent random variables distributed uniform ly from

W =2 to W =2, and is the chem ical potential of the
electrons. t is the nearest neighbor hopping integral and
we choose t= 1 as the unit of energy from now on. W e
de ne, for a p-wave superconductor, the pairing poten—
tial 55 e = and 45 ¢, = 1,whereey ande,
are unit vectors along x—and y-axis, respectively. For a

nie-size system , we introduce the generalized periodic
boundary condition cjip,» = e icjn, Cirp,e = e Ticy
(1= x;vy).W enotethatwhile the totalspoin ofthe system
is not conserved for the p-w ave pairing, the z-com ponent
of the spin is conserved due to our choice that pairing
only occurs between electrons w ith opposite spin. This
becom es especially clear if we rew rite the Ham ilttonian
In tem s of particle-hole transform ed operators for the
electrons w ith down spins:

di" = Gy dl - ci#; (2)
so that
h dn
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whereh isthe H am ittonian w ithout pairing potentials for
each spin com ponent, and = ( p5,).Clarly the num —
ber ofd particles is conserved, re ecting the conservation
of the z-com ponent of the totalelectron spin. Thus the
corresponding transport properties of the z-com ponent
soin are well-de ned; In the follow ng we sin ply use the
word spin to refer to is z-com ponent, and spin conduc—
tances refer to the ratiosbetw een the z-com ponent of the
soin current and the gradient of the z-com ponent of the
Zeem an eld.

The pwave pairing symmetry pn = am leads to
a special sym m etry of the Ham iltonian:
01
10 7 @)
w hich m akes the current problem distinct from the usual
problem of electrons m oving in a random potential. In
fact, i is an exam ple of the symmebg class D In the
classi cation of A Iland and Zimbauert



W enote that them odelwe study here, Eq, (r_]:), isnotof
the m ost general form of symm etry classDE for spin-1=2
ferm ions, which, by classi cation, has no spin-rotation
sym m etry along any direction. C onsider a generic H am ik
tonian for quasiparticles in a superconductor:

X
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where and are Indicesthat labelboth lattice site and
soin of the electron, running from 1 to 2N ({HfN is the
num ber of lattice sites). The Ham iltonian can be solved
by the Bogoliubov transform ation, or, explicitly, by the
diagonalization of the 4N 4N m atrix

H = hro ®)
In the generic case ofclassD (w ithout tin ereversaland
soin-rotation sym m etries), the only constraint on K is

HY=H =7 )

w here
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T his constraint, which com es from both hem iticity and
Fem i statistics, is the same as Eq. @). Note that
this H am iltonian is tw ice as large as the p-wave pairing
Ham iltonian we study EdJ. ('_3)], although they belong to
the sam e symm etry class for the follow ing reasons. In—
terestingly, the partial spin-rotation symm etry along z—
axis leads to a decom position of the 4N AN matrix H
Into two hom om orphic subblocks. O ne subblock corre—
sponds to spin-up particles and spin-down holes, and the
other to spin-up holes and spin-down particles. W ih-
out additional sym m etry, each, subblock belongs to the
conventional uniary ensem b]e.[fq On the other hand, if
son-rotation sym m etry in other directions is present (as
In d-wave or other singlkt pairing), the spin-up particles
and spin-down holes are equivalent, and the coupling be—
tween them is symm etric; this is, in fact, the case of
class C . In the present case, however, the coupling be-
tween spin-up particles and spin-down holes is antisym —
m etric, required by the special p-wave pairing we intro—
duce. Therefore, the m odel we study is equivalent to
pairing between spinless or spin-polarized ferm ions, also
described by a Ham iltonian ofthe orm Eq. @)1, with
and label Jattice sites only. It is in this sense that we
can study wellkde ned soin transport in a classD m odel.

Tt is also usefiil for us to consider the presence of a
uniform Zeem an eld:
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W e note that the Zeem an eld plays a role of the Fem i
energy forthe (conserved) d particles. M ore in portantly,
its presence changes the symm etry property of the sys—
tem s, because Hy does not obey Eg. (:_4) .

T he spin Hall conductance ofan individualquasiparti-
cle eigenstate m i can be calculated by the K ubo form ula
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where A = L? is the area of the system . in i, i are
quasiparticle eigenstatesofthe H am iltonian Eq. @)] and
3, 35 the com ponents of the spin qurrent operator. Fok
Iow ing Thouless and co-workers2¥4% we can show that
the spin Hall conductance averaged over boundary con—

ditions is related to a topological quantum num ber:
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where C; fm ) is an integer and known as the rst Chem
Index. As is widely-yused,In, -Hall transitions
and other contexts21242984818383848% ¢, m) can be
used to distinguish current carrying states from localized
states unam biguously, even In nite-size system s, thus
providing a powerfil m ethod to study the localization
properties of the quasiparticle states.

An altemative way to study the localization properties
of the states is to calculate the Thouless number (@lso
known as the Thouless conductgnge) of the states at a
given Fem ienergy E , de ned asti®2

_hgEGd 8 o
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where E isthe average energy level spacing at energy
E , and hj E 1 is the average energy lvel shift caused by
the change of the boundary condition from periodic to
antiperiodic n one spatial direction. It was argued In
the context of electron localization that gr E ) is prqrqr-
tionalto the ongitudinalconductance ofthe system ¥ 143
In the present context we expect i to provide a m easure
ofthe longitudinal spin conductance ofthe superconduc—
tor. T houless num bers have also been num erically stud—
ied Por the conventional jnteger quantum Hall e ect, in
both f11£% and proipcted®? lattice m odels.

In thiswork we carry out num erical calculations to di-
agonalize the H am iltonian H to obtain the exact quasi-
particle eigen wave functions. W e calculate their Chem
and T houless num bers to study their localization prop—
erties, and perform nite-size scaling analysis to extract
critical behavior of the transitions driven by the change
ofthe disorder strength W or the Zeem an eld.



III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In the absence of the random potentialwe can diago—
nalize the H am iltonian Eg. Q:)] in them om entum space,
and the energy spectrum is

q__

Ex= "+ 3% 3)
where "y = 2t(cosky + cosky) is the shgle-particle
kineticenergy,and = 2i (shk X+_isjr1ky) the p-wave

pairing order param eter. From Eq. I;Lj), we expect that
there is an energy gap between two bands, which should
be stable against weak disorder, whilk the gap will be
closed when the disorder becom es strong enough.

In this work, we choose = 0:5 and the chem ical
potential = 3:0 to avoid the van Hove singularity at
zero energy In the single electron spectrum . To calculate
the Chem num ber of each eigenstate, we evaluate the in-
tegralin Eq. C_l-]_}) num erically over the boundary phase
space 0 iy 2 . W e divide the boundary phase
space into M M square grids with M = 20-80, de—
pending on the system size L = 1040 to achieve desired
precision. Figure El: show s the density of states OO S)
(oer lattice site and spin species) E ) fora system with
L=10and W = 420. For such a relatively weak disor-
der, the superconducting gap is still visble. A Iso shown
is the spin Hall conductance )S(y as a function of quasi-
particle Fem ienergy E = B, calculated by summ ing
up Chem number of states below the Fem ienergy. W e

nd that iy Jim ps from zero up by one unit near the
(disorderbroadened) lower band edge, and jum ps back
to zero above the gap. T herefore, a plateau in §, iswell
developed around E = 0, clearly iIndicating the existence
ofa spin quantum Hallphase. T his phase w ith topolog—
ical Chem num ber equal to one is the sin plest possble
soin quantum Hall phase for non-interacting quasiparti-
cles; it is sin pler, for exam ple, than the corresponding
phase ofan dy2 2 + idyy superconductor, which carries
a totalChem numbertwo.

In the ollow ing discussion, we focus on casesw ith dis—
order strong enough to close the gap, and look for tran—
sitions from the soin quantum Hall phase to other pos-
sble phases, driven by either the disorder strength W
or the quasiparticle Fem ienergy. In F ig. ::2:, we plot the
totalDOS (E) Wwhich is roughly system size indepen-—
dent) and the density of current carrying states (de ned
as states w ith non—zero Chem number) . E ) for sys—
temswith L = 1040. We nd that E) hasa weak
doublepeak structure near E = 0 for Jarge L, whose
width shrinks as L increases. T his behavior is rem nis—
cent ofthose seen In the num erical study of cuxwent carry—
ng states in the integer quantum Halle ect,242% where
the current carrying states exist only at discrete critical
energies in the them odynam ic lim it and, thus, the w idth
of ¢ E ) peak (s) shrinksto zero asL increasestoward in-—

niy. In the present case the two peaks correspond to
two such critical energies, carrying a total Chem num —
ber +1 and 1, respectively, which are responsble for
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FIG.1l: Density of states (E) (solid line) and soin Hall

conductance ;Z’y E ) (dotted line, in units of h=8 ) for L. =
10 and W = 40. W e average over 500 sam ples of di erent
random potential realizations.
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FIG.2: Densiy ofstates ©OS) (E) and densiy of cur-

rent carrying states (w ith nonzero Chem number), . E ), or
systemswih L = 1040 and W = 820.

the spin quantum Hallplateau when the Fermm ienergy is
between them (so that only the lower criticalenergy isbe—
Iow the Fem ienergy). A ccording to the scaling theory
of localization, . (E ) depends on L only through a di-
m ensionless ratio L= (E ) when the system size becom es
su ciently large; the localization length divergesin the

vicinity of a critical energy E. as  E) £ EcJ

T herefore, the num ber of current carrying states N (L)

behaves as

N.@)= 2L2 cE)E L? ', (14)

1

from which we can estim ate . A ssum lngwehavea sin i~
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FIG .3: Percentage of current carrying states N =N (L) ver—
sus system size L on a log-log scale for W = 8:0. The solid
line is a powerJlaw t of the data.

lar situation here, we plot N ¢ (L), nom alized by the total
numberofstatesN (L) = 2L2, on aJog-og scale in Fig.i3.
Just as in the quantum Hallcase2424, wecan tthedata
to apower law (a straight line in the log-log plot) as in
Eq. C_lé_l') reasonably well, and obtain

=26 02:

T his is close to the corresponding exponent = 2:3 0:1
for the Integer quantum Hall transition. These results
suggest that just as In the case of the integer quan-—
tum Halle ect, current carrying states exist at discrete
critical energies in the them odynam ic lim i, and the
sodn quantum H all transition driven by the Zeem an eld
(or equivalently, the quasiparticle Fem ienergy) has the
sam e criticalbehaviorasthe integer quantum H alltransi-
tion. T his is expected on the sym m etry ground, because
In this case the critical energies are away from E = 0,
and thus can only be reached in the presence ofthe Zee-
man eld. A s discussed earlier, the Zeem an eld breaks
the sym m etry ofE g. @) and reduces the sym m etry ofthe
present problem to that ofelectronsm oving in am agnetic
eld and a random potential.

W hil the Chem num bers m easure the ability of in—
dividual states to carry soin Hall current, we have also
calculated the Thouless conductance gr E ), which is a
m easure ofthe longitudinal spin conductance. Unlke the
Chem number calculation which requires the diagonal-
ization of the H am iltonian for m any di erent boundary
conditions, the T houless num ber calculation only needs
the diagonalization at two di erent boundary conditions,
thus allow ing us to study larger system s. O n the other
hand, it isknown in the num erical study ofquantum Hall
e ect that Chem number calculation reaches the scal-
Ing behavior at an aller system sizes. Therefore, these
tw o m ethods are com plem entary to each other. F jgure:fl
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FIG.4: Density ofstates (E ) and Thoulessnumbergr E)

for system swith L = 4080 and W = 80.

shows € ) and g € ) for system swith L = 40-80, and
withW = 80.We ndthatgr E) hasa sim ilar double-
peak structure as . € ) with peaks locating at the sam e
energies, and that the peaks becom e narrower as L in—
creases. In the follow ng we perform the sim ilar scaling
analysisbased on the zeroth m om ent ofgr € ) as for the
Chem num bers. N am ely, we com pute the area A (L) un—
dergr E ) and expect

Z 1
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O ne slight com plication is that unlke &), gr &) has
Iong tails extending to the edges of € ), which clearly
has no connection to the critical behavior near the criti-
calenergies. To elin inate the in uence ofthese arti cial
tails, we Introduce a cuto energy E .+, and exclude con—
tributions from E j> E .t . Based on the Chem num ber
calculation above F1ig. :2:), as well as the gr E ) curves
them selves, we can safely choose E o+ between 3:0 and
40, beyond which we nd essentially no current carry—
Ing states for L 40. In Figure -15, we plot, on a log-log
scale, the area A (L) nom alized by the area under the
DOS curve between E it and E y¢:

Z

Ecut
N eyt = E ;L)dE

E cut

fora seriesofdi erent E .+, and list the corresponding
In Tabk :_i W e ndthat hasvery weak dependence on
the choice of the cuto energy and its variation between
254 and 2:79 is consistent w ith the resuls obtained from
the Chem num ber calculation.

W e also studied otherdisorder strengths. In the case of
the integer quantum H all transition 24 i is known that
as the disorder strength increases, the critical energies
that carry opposite C hem num bers m ove close together,
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FIG.5: Area A (L) of Thouless number gr (E ) nom alized

by num ber of states N o+ counted, versus system size L on
a loglog scale for di erent cuto energy E cy¢ and W = 80.
The lines are power-law ts of the data.

E cut 3.0 32 34 3.6 3.8 4.0
2.79 2.3 2.68 2.64 2.58 254
0.08 0.08 0.08 0.07 0.07 0.07

TABLE I: Criticalexponent fordi erent cuto energy E cut
with W = 820.

m erge, and disappear at som e critical disorder strength
W .. In the present case, we expect the sam e to hap-
pen and due to the symm etry of the Ham iltonian, the
critical energies can only merge at E = 0. W e present
the results Hr W = 90 in Fig. 4. In this case we no
longer see two split critical energies, suggesting that the
tw o critical energies that were clearly distinguishable at
W = 80 either (i) have m oved too close to be distin—
guishable at the accessble system sizes, or (il have jast
m erged. W e believe scenario (i) ismuch m ore lkely than
(i) based on the follow ing observations. (@) W e nd that
the peak value of gy (E ) is independent of system size
and takes the sam e value as that of W = 8:0. () We
have perform ed the sam e scaling analysis of gr € ) as
we did above for W = 8:0 and obtained a sin ilar expo—
nent 23 (see nset of Fig.i6), which is even closer
to the known value of the integer quantum H all transi-
tion. However, there is another possbility that instead
of entering the nsulating phase (in which all quasipar-
ticles states are localized) inm ediately, the system is in
a m etallic phase, after the two critical energies m erge so
that the system is no lopger In the spin quantum Hall
phase. Senthil and F ishe®¢ suggested that in this phase
both the DOS () and the conductance diverge loga—
rithm ically at the band center. Interestingly, we indeed

nd (E) to be enhanced at E = 0. W e believe, how—
ever, this is not associated to the m etallic phase for the

follow ing reasons. (i) N o such enhancem ent is seen in the
T houless num ber, which is a m easure ofthe longitudinal
conductance. (i) We nd E) to be essentially system

size independent between L = 40 and L = 80, even at
E = 0, while one expecl'sz4 L) logL in the m etallic
phase. (il W e nd that (see below ) the enhancem ent of

E) at E = 0 is also present at stronger disorder w hen
the system is clearly msulating. T hus it appears unlkely
that the m etallic phase is responsible for the single peak
ngr ).

T he situation isquite di erent asW further increases.
In Fjg.:j, we present results forW = 10:0 and see a very
di erent behavior. H ere the peak value ofgr E ) system —
atically decreases as the system size increases, exhibiting
a characteristic lnsulating behavior. C om bined w ith re-
sults of analler W , we conclude that in the absence of
the Zeem an eld (orwhen the quasiparticke Ferm ienergy
isat E = 0), the systam is driven into the nsulating
phase from the spin quantum Hallphase as the disorder
strength W increases. T he critical strength W . is slightly
above 90 and clearly below 100. No evidence has been
found for the existence ofan interm ediate m etallic phase
that separates these two phases for our choice of m odel
parameters ( = 30, = 05,etc.).

The critical behavior of the transition driven by in—
creasingW isexpected tobedi erent from the one driven
by changing the Zeem an eld discussed above, due to
the addiional sym m etry. In order to study the critical
property one rst needs to determm ine the critical disor-
der strength W . accurately, which we are unabl to do
w ithin the accessble system size in ourstudy. Ttwould be
of signi cant Interest to study this transition w ith m ore
pow erfiil com puters and/or other com putational m eth—
ods.

W egivethe resultsofW = 15:0 jnFjg.B asan exam ple
of strong disorder, where all states are clearly localized.
Here, the T houless num ber drops rapidly as the system
size Increases as expected. Interestingly, the enhance-
ment ofthe DOS at E = 0 remains to be quie pro-
nounced, suggesting that it is not associated w ith pos—
sble m etallic behavior discussed above. For com pari-
son, we have also calculated the DO S fora dye 2 + idyy
superconductor, by choosing the pairing order param e-
tertobe g, = Siirey T x2 y?s

Jijtex e = 1 xy. In the d-wave superconductor the
total soin of the system is conserved, due to the sin—
gkt nature of the pairing. A s a consequence it belongs
to the symm ety classC in the classi cation by A Itland
and Zimbauer? Thism odelhas been studied in consid—
erable detail in Refs. 13,13,14,15. W e pot the DO S for
adyz 42 + idyy superconductor fordi erent values to W
n Fig. -'_9 W hile the gap vanishes jist lke the p-wave
case Pr su clently large W , the DO S exhibits a pseu-
dogap behavior at E = 0 for large W , In the vicinity
ofwhich the DO S vanishes In an (@pparently sublinear)
power law as predicted 1324 This is a good exam ple that
the change of symm etry profoundly a ects the critical
behavior as well as other properties of the system .

Jijtextey T
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FIG.6: Densiy ofstates (E ) and Thoulessnumbergr E)
forsystem swith L = 4080 andW = 9:0. The inset show sthe
area of Thouless number gr E ) divided by N oyt OrE cur =
40.
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FIG.7: Density of states (E) and Thouless numbergr E )
for system swith L = 4080 and W = 10:0. The Inset is a
blow-up of the Thouless num ber curves near E = 0, which
show s that gr (E = 0) decreases w ith increasing L .

IV. DISCUSSION AND SUMM ARY

In this paper we have studied the localization proper—
ties of the quasiparticle states in superconductors w ith
soontaneously broken tim ereversal symm etry, which
support soin quantum Hallphases. O urstudy isbased on
the exact diagonalization of m icroscopic lattice m odels
and the consequent num erical calculation of the Chem
and T houless num bers of the quasiparticle states. Our
m icroscopic study is com plem entary to previous num er-
icalwork on this sub fct, which have been based aln ost
exclusively on e ective netw ork m odels w ith appropriate

p(E)
0.05

0.00

FIG.8: Density ofstates (E ) and Thoulessnumbergr E)
for system swith L = 2040 and W = 1520.
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FIG.9: Densiy of statesof d,2 ,2 + idky superconductor
wih L = 60, vz = 1, xy = 0:%6. W e average over 80
sam ples of di erent random potential realizations.
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W e have focused m ostly on a p-wave pairing m odel in

w hich the tim ereversalsym m etry isbroken by the (com —
plex) pairing order param eter, w hile the z-com ponent of
the total spin is conserved so that the transport proper-
ties of the z-com ponent of the spin iswellde ned. W e
nd the systam supportsa soin quantum Hallphasew ith
soin Hall conductance one In appropriate unit, and an
nsulating phase. Transitions between these two phases
m ay be induced either by changing the disorder strength,
or by applying and sweeping a Zeaman eld. The eld-
driven transition is found to have the sam e critical be—
havior as the integer quantum Hall transition of non—
Interacting electrons as expected on sym m etry grounds.



T he disorderdriven transition in the absence of the Zee-
man eld isexpected to have di erent critical properties
due to additional sym m etry of the Ham iltonian. How—
ever, we have not been able to study the criticalbehavior
of this transition.

T he sym m etry properties of the p-w ave pairing m odel
In the absence ofthe Zeam an eld belongs to classD in
the classi cation ofgeneralferm ion pairing m odels ofA -
tland and Z imbauer? T hasbeen suggested that in addi-
tion to the quantum Halland the nsulating phases, class
D m odelsm ay also support a m etallic phase,gq which has
logarithm ically divergent density of states and conduc—
tance. Such a system can have either a direct transition
betw een the quantum H alland the insulating phases, ora
m etallic phase sgparating these tw o phases. In ourm odel
we nd adirect transition betw een the soin quantum Hall
and insulating phases, but no de nitive evjdence-ﬁ)r a
m etallic phase. T his is not unusualas it is known { that
speci cm icroscopicm odelsm ay orm ay not support the
m etallic phase.

For com parison, we have also calculated the densiy
of states of a d-wave superconductor w ith dy> 2 + idyy
pairing order param eter, which supports a spin quan-—
tum Hall phase wih spin Hall conductance two in the
sam e uni. This m odel has di erent sym m etry proper-
ties and belongs to classC in the classi cation ofA Iland
and Zimbauer. W e nd that the densiy of states van—
ishesw ith sublineay pewer,law nearE = 0, in agreem ent
w ith earlier smdies? 4142924 T his is in sharp contrast to
the pwave case in which we observe an enhancsd den—
sity of states at E = 0 for su ciently strong disorder,
dem onstrating the profound e ect of sym m etries on the

Jow -energy properties of the system . W hile thisenhance-
m ent is som ew hat rem iniscent of the divergent density of
states ofthe possblem etallic phase, further analysis sug—
gests this isnot the case. T he origin ofthis enhancem ent
is currently unclear.

Finally we note that recently there is interest in the
soin Hall e ect In sem iconductors w ith spin-orbit cou-—
pling, which is driven by an electric eld 2344 P hysically
this e ect is quite di erent from the spin Halle ect dis-
cussed here, In the follow ngways. (i) Ourspin Halle ect
is induced by the gradient ofa Zeam an eld that couples
to spoin, while the other e ect is induced by an electric

eld that couplesto charge. (il T he existence ofthe spin
Halle ect in our case relies on the broken tin ereversal
symm etry in the pairing Ham iltonian, while the time-
reversal symm etry is intact in the Ham iltonians used In
Refs. '45,46 nstead the spin-Halle ect is present due to
the presence of spin-orbit coupling. In Ref. -46 a univer—
sal spin Hall conductance was found in a clean system ;
it is not clear at present if this value has a topological
origin as in our case, and how stable this resul is in the
presence of disorder.
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