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E lectron Localization in the Q uantum -H allR egin e
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The theory of the Insulating state discrin inates between insulators and m etals by m eans of a
Jocalization tensor, which is nite in insulators and divergent in m etals. In absence of tin ereversal
sym m etry, this sam e tensor acquiresan o diagonalin agihary part, proportionalto the dc transverse
conductivity, leading to quantization of the latter in two-din ensional system s. I provide evidence
that electron Iocalization| in the above sense| is the comm on cause for both vanishing of the dc
Iongitudinal conductivity and quantization of the transverse one in quantum -Hall uids.

W .Kohn showed In 1964 that the insulating state of
m atter re ects a peculiar organization of the electrons
In their ground state: the cause for the nsulating
behavior is electron localization [1,2]. Such localization,
however, m anifests itself n a very subtlke way, fully
elucidated much later. In 1999 Resta and Sorella [3]
de ned a tensor which provides a quantitative m easure
of K ohn’s localization, and has a com m on root w ith the
m odem theory of polarization [4{6]. This \localization
tensor" isan intensive property characterizing the ground
wavefiinction asa whole: it is nie in any insulator and
divergent in any m etal. A further advance on this line
wasprovided in 2000 by Souza, W ikens, and M artin [7].
I am going to refer to these resuls altogether as to
the \theory of the insulating state" (TIS) B]: so far,
it has only considered tin ereversakinvariant system s. T
show here that, in absence oftin ereversalsym m etry, the
T IS localization tensor [3,7,8] is naturally endowed w ith
a nonvanishing im aghary part. For a two-din ensional
system , the Im agihary part is quantized whenever the
real part is non divergent, and is proportional to dc
transverse conductivity. I show here that the theory of
the quantum -Halle ect (particularly in the form ulation
of N1, Thouless, and W u [P]) has a very djrect| and
previously unsuq:ected| relationship to T IS, and in fact
can be regarded as a consequence of the latter. In order
to predict w hether the dc transverse conductivity of any
tw o-din ensional m any-electron system is quantized, it
is enough to inspect electron localization in the ground
state: this is the m a pr result of the present Letter.

P henom enologically, an insulating m aterial is charac—
terized by vanishing dc longitudinal conductivity. In this
sense, an ekctron uid in the quantum -Hallregin e is In
fact an insulator, Independently of w hat establishes such
regin e (eg. disorder). A ccording to T IS them any-body
wavefiinction is then localized. From the present view—
point, electron localization is the comm on cause forboth
vanishing of the Iongitudinal dc conductivity and quan-—
tization ofthe transverse one; the two features stem here
from the sam e form alism . T he present view m ay appear
at oddsw ith the established one, which in the quantum -

Hall regin e focusses on the extended states m ore than
on the localized ones [L0]; but it is worth stressing that
the T IS localization tensor is a globalgeom etric property
characterizing the ground w avefiinction, not the individ-
ualone-electron states.

In the nalpart of this Letter T also show how T IS
works for noninteracting electrons in the lowest Landau
J¥evel W hile disorder is obviously essential for producing
a quantum -Hall uid, a at substrate potential is used
here to provide analytical results. At com plete 1lling the
(real) trace ofthe localization tensor is shown to be equal
to the squared m agnetic length, whilke the (in agihary)
antisym m etric part of the same tensor provides the
Hall conductivity; at fractional 1ing the real part
diverges whilke the In aginary part is ill de ned. This
con m s our main message: Inspecting the ground-
state localization is enough to predict quantization of
transverse conductivity.

The TIS lcalization tensor [B], also known as
second cumulant moment hr r i; of the electron
distrbbution [7,8], is an intensive property having
the din ensions of a squared length, and whose only
Ingredient is the m any-body ground wavefunction j (1.
In the cases dealt wih so far, periodic boundary
conditions were adopted; these are easily modi ed to
accom odate a m acroscopic magnetic eld P]. If j o1
is an N —electron wavefuinction periodic wih period L
In all Cartesian coordinates ry; separately, we de ne

= (2 =L)e ,wheree isauni vectoralong ,and
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A coording to T IS, the localization tensor is [3,7,81:
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w here the them odynam ic 1im it is understood. In the
existing literature tin ereversal symm etry is assum ed:
the tensor is then real. W hen tin ereversal invariance is
absent, this sam e tensor is endowed w ith an o -diagonal
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In aghhary part, whjch| as shown below | is particularly
relevant for two-dim ensional system s.

As rst shown by Souza, W ikens, and M artin [/] by
meansofa uctuation-dissipation theorem , the realpart
ofthe localization tensor is related to a frequency integral
of the longiudinal conductivity, which is nie In any
Insulator and divergent in any m etal:
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I am going to extend this resul, in order to address
the o diagonal in agihary part of the localization tensor
as well, and additionally to consider cases where a
m acroscopic m agnetic eld is present. Specializing from
now on to a two-din ensional system , we notice that
Eqg. (3) is size-invariant in fomm .

Tassum ethe system as isotropic in the xy plane, wih a
magnetic eld B along z. Therefore 11 = 5, whik the
o diagonalelem ent ispurely antisymm etric: 1, = 21 -
The K ubo form ula for the conductivity tensor is:
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where ! o, = E, Ejp)=h are the excitation frequencies.
I then focus on the the two quantities:
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where the rh.ss. member are written as to em phasize
the comm on structure. Notice that we have taken the
Iimit ! O0at nielL. In transport theory the interest
is In evaluating as a oontinuous function of !, by
an oothing the singularities In Eq. (4): this can be done
by keeping the \disspation" nie whilke perform ing
the them odynam ic 1im it st [L1]. The order ofthe two
lim its is irrelevant here, since Eqg. (5) is an integrated
property, and Eq. (6) is dissipationless.

In order to transform the sum over the excited states
Into a ground-state property, i is expedient to consider
the m any-body Ham ilttonian w ith a \twist" (or \ ux")
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where V com prises the onebody substrate potential
and the electron-electron interaction. W e indicate the
ground state ofEq. (7) as j k)i, wih j O)i= j oi;
straightforw ard perturbation theory yields
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w here the velocity operatoris¢ = r kff (k)=h, and @
@=@k . Strictly speaking, the perturbation expansion
holds for a conventional insulator where the Fem i gap
does not vanish in the them odynam ic lm it. M ore
generally, owing to Eqgq. (5), i also holds whenever
Re (!) goes to zero fast enough at amall!, ie. for
any insulator [7].
The sum over excited states appearing n Egs. (5) and
(6) can then be transform ed into:
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The realpart ofEq. (10) is the quantum m etric tensor
de ned by Provost and Valle [12], evaluated at k =
0; the m aghary part is the corresponding curvature
(divided by two).

So far, we have speci ed neither the m agnetic gauge
nor the boundary condiions. W e choose the Landau
gauge and the usual m agnetic boundary conditions [9]
for translationsby L ofeach coordinate x; and y;. These
require the total ux BL? across the system to be an
Integer number N of ux quanta (= hcee. At ling

the density is then

no = ; 1)
where 1= (hc=eB )2 is the m agnetic Jlength.

If the Insulating ground state is nondegenerate at any
k, the eigenstate j (k)iassum esa sin ple form whenever
the k-coordinates are integer multiples of 2 =L. For
nstance, ifk coincidesw ith one ofthe vectorsde ned
above, then j (k)i coincides with Eqg. (1) apart from
a phase factor which is irrelevant here: in fact the
tw o wavefunctions ocbey the sam e Schrodinger equation
and the sam e m agnetic boundary conditions. T he case
of degenerate ground states has been considered as
well [13]. W e then discretize the derivatives In Eq. (10)
using the special vectors of Eq. (1) and replacing
h o )Jo@i’ 1+ Inh o( )J o0(0)i, asusualwhen
dealing w ith Berry phases [14]. The resul is
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R eplacing the realpart ofEqg. (12) into Egs. (5) and (10)
one recoversthe Souza-W ikensM artin sum rule,Eqg. (3),
which is nondivergent in the insulating case.

The imaghary part of Eqg. (12) shares the same
convergence properties as the realone, affer Eq. (10); In
the Insulating case it takes the form of a discrete Berry
phase [L4] over the threepoint path in k-sgpace from 0 to

1 to 2 to 0. However, since Berry phases are de ned
modulo 2 , this expression does not provide a unique
value. The ambiguity is rem oved by replacing the Berry
phase, ie. the loop integralofthe B erry connection, w ith
the surface integralofthe Berry curvature. W e therefore
evaluate the in agihary part ofEq. (10) as
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In the lim i of large L . T he dim ensionless Integralequals

C,1,where Cq,, known as the st Chem number, is a
topological integer [9,15,16] characterizing the electron
distrbbution. The im aghary part of the localization
tensor is then
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Upon replacem ent of the previous expressions into
Eqg. (6) we retrieve the sem lnal result of N 11, Thouless,
and Wu PI:
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T hiswas origihally obtained by an analysis of the G reen
function, under the hypothesis that the system has a
Fem i gap; in the present approach the presence of a
Fem igap| possbly in the weak sense outlined above|
isanecessary and su cient condition for the convergence
of Eq. (10) in the them odynam ic Im i. But this
property, belonging to the excitations of the system,
is transform ed here into a pure ground-state property,
owing to a uctuation-dissipation theorem . As far as
the longiudinal conductivity is concemed, a quantum —
Hall uid is no di erent from any other insulator, and
is wavefunction is localized in the sense of TIS [3,7,8].
I have shown that, ow Ing to such localization, any two—
din ensional insulatorm ay display a quantized transverse
conductance In absence of tin ereversal sym m etry (even
In absence ofam acroscopicB  eld [17]).

Eg. (15) seems to lkgislhhte integer quantization of
the Hall conductance in all circum stances, contrary
to expermm ental evidence. For fractional 1llings,
Ref. O] assum es then a degenerate ground state, whose
di erent com ponents are uncoupled and m acroscopically

separated. T he degeneracy problem hasbeen thoroughly
discussed in the literature (for a review, see Ref. [18]);
the present Letter has nothing to add.

In the m etallic case both sum s in Egs. (5) and (6) do
not converge: the fom er is positively divergent while
the latter is Indetem inate. Therefore TIS fom ally
de nes the diagonal elem ents of the localization tensor
as In nie [3,7,8] (delbcalized ground wavefiinction).
The o -diagonal element hxyi. however, remains ill
de ned, and the Kubo formula, Eq. (6) is Invalid. The
transverse dc conductivity is therefore not quantized as
In Eq. (15) and has to be evaluated by di erent m eans,
eg. classically [10].

In the nal part of this Letter we specialize to
noninteracting electrons and to the integer quantum -H all
e ect. In the noninteracting case (@nd only in this case)
the real part of the localization tensor, Egq. (2), has a
m eaningflil expression in tem s of the onebody reduced
density m atrix [B,19]:
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where sihgle occupancy is assumed. The integral

converges whenever the density m atrix vanishes fast
enough at large ¥ 1% therefore the localization
tensor discrin inates between insulators and m etals by
measuring via Eqg. (16) the \nearsightedness" R0] of
the electron distrbution. Our majpr, very general,
result inplies that the nieness of Eq. (16) warrants
quantization of dc transverse conductivity.

N oninteracting electrons are kept in the quantum -Hall
regin e by disorder, and an analytical in plem entation
of the present form alisn is ocbviously not possble. In
order to dem onstrate how the theory works, I consider
the academ ical case of a at substrate potential, w ith
noninteracting electrons in the lowest Landau level. I
show explicitly that the system is nsulating, In the sense
ofT IS, at com plkte lling, and m etallic otherw ise.

Forcomplkte lling ( = 1) the system isuniform wih
density ng, Eq. (11); them odulus ofthe density m atrix is
gauge-invariant and equalsnpexp [ r%)?=@P)]. The
trace of the localization tensor hr? ip = hx?i. + hy?i. is
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and therefore it equals precisely the squared m agnetic
Iength.

The case of B = 0 is qualitatively di erent: the
density matrix is polynom ial (instead of exponential)
in ¥ 1% and not nearsighted enough to m ake the
Integral n Eq. (16) convergent. T herefore the real part



ofthe localization tensor is form ally in nite, asexpected,
w hile is In agihary part vanishes ow Ing to tin ereversal
symm etry. At niteB values, Instead, the convergence of
the realpart ofthe tensor (hence the insulating nature of
the system ) can be regarded as the cause for quantization
of the transverse conductivity.

Any singledetermm inant wavefunction is invariant
by uniary transfomm ations of the occupied orbitals
am ong them selves, and In particular by transform ations
which localize the orbials; in the general case the
localized orbitals are not eigenstates of the sihgle-
particle Ham ittonian. The real part of the localization
tensor, Eq. (16), provides an im portant bound for such
transform ations [B,19]. Suppose one looks for orbials
which are optin ally localized In one C artesian direction
say x, and delocalized along y. These orbitals have
been called \hem aphrodite orbitals" in Ref. [19]: their
quadratic spread in the x direction is m nimum and
equals the tensor elem ent hx?i..

For electrons in the lowest Landau level at com plete

Iling, any unitary transfom ation of the occupied or—
bials am ong them selves leads to Ham iltonian eigen-
states, ow ing to energy degeneracy. In this case the
hem aphrodite orbitals are easily identi ed wih the
Landau-gauge orbitals [10]:

. 24\2 _ 2
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In fact these orbials are planewavelke in the y
direction, while their quadratic spread in the x direction
equals precisely hx?i, = °=2.

Next, we consider a sihglk case study at fractional

where the Iongiudinal conductivity does not vanish
and therefore| according to TIS| the ground state is
delocalized. It isexpedient to sw itch to the centralgauge,
w here the singleparticle orbitals are:

m (Z) = P Zm e jzj2:4; (19)
2 2"m !l
where z= (x 1y)=1. Any state with fractional 1ling is
nonuniform . A possbl state with = 1=2 is built by
occupying the odd-m orbitals only, ie.:
1 0 x 0
) (z;2%) = 2m+1 (@) omsq @)
m=20
T e S
2 P
This density matrix is not nearsighted: taking for
instance z°= z we have
@ (. - 2322 (k4 B0 .
z; z)= e sinh =2); 21
@ 2= S (FF=2) (1)

which clearly does not vanish at large Ji. The
Integral in Eqg. (16) is positively divergent, providing a
form ally in nite real part of the localization tensor, as

expected. Because of the above general considerations,
the corresponding im agihary part is ilkde ned and the
transverse conductivity is not quantized.

In conclusion, I have shown quite generally that the
T IS localization tensor [3,7,8]| besides discrim inating
betw een insulatorsand m etalson thebasisof longiudinal
conductivity| also yields very directly the transverse
dissipationless dc conductivity in the lnsulating case, as
eg. In a quantum Hall uid. It is enough to Inspect
electron localization In order to predict whether the dc
transverse conductivity is quantized. The localization
tensor is a pure ground-state property and has a
geom etric nature: it coincides in fact w ith the quantum
m etric-and-curvature tensor of P rovost and Vallee [12]
(divided by N ), Egs. (10) and (12). Both the real and
the In agihary parts of the T IS localization tensor carry
an outstanding physicalm eaning.
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