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A sym m etric localization in disordered Landau bands
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W e show that due to the Landau band m ixing the eigenstate localization within the disordered

bandsgetan asym m etricstructure:thedegreeoflocalization increasesin thelowerpartoftheband

and decreases in the upper one. The calculation is perform ed for a 2D lattice with the Anderson

disorderpotentialand we prove thatthise�ectisrelated to the uppershiftofthe extended states

within the band and is enhanced by the disorder strength. The asym m etric localization and the

energy shiftdissapearwhen the interband coupling isswitched o�.

PACS num bers:71.70.D i,71.23.A n,73.43.-f

Thelocalizatione�ectin Landaubandsattractedm uch

interestsince the discovery ofthe Q HE [1,2,3,4,5,6,

7, 8, 9]. W hen the im purity potentialis present, the

initially degenerate Landau levels ofthe 2D system are

turning into broad bands. In contrastto the zero m ag-

netic�eld casewhen thereareno extended statesin two

dim ensions[10],extended statesare presentatthe cen-

ter ofeach Landau energy band [1]. The early studies

perform ed for the continuous Ham iltonian m odelwith

neglected inter-Landau band m ixing [2,3,4]show that

the genericpicture ofthe 2D Landau bandscontainslo-

calized statesin theband tailsand extended statesin the

m iddle. However,in a real2D system the band separa-

tion m ay becom e sm aller than the band width so that

theaboveapproxim ation isnotalwaysvalid.Ithasbeen

shown thatthe m ixing between di�erentLandau bands,

that generally com es from the disorder presence,is re-

lated to the energy shiftofthe extended statesfrom the

centralposition oftheband [11,12,13,14,15,16,17]or

itm ay have a delocalization e�ectwhen the stateswith

oppositechirality arecoupled [18].

The lattice m odelcaptures this relevant feature,and

thishappensbecausethediscreteLandau m odel(initially

solved by Hofstadterfor the pure case [19])takesauto-

m atically into accountthe inter-band coupling.The en-

ergy shift between the position of the extended states

and the peak ofthe density ofstateswasexplicitely cal-

culated in the lattice m odelby [22]. Furtherm ore,for

the sam e m odel,one notes the asym m etric behavior of

theeigenstateslocalization in Landau bands.Thisresult

wasreported in [20]by thecalculation ofthelocalization

length within the outerLandau band,and is consistent

with the asym m etric behavior ofthe inverse participa-

tion num berwithin the Landau bandsreported recently

in [21]. In this paperwe study the origin ofthis asym -

m etry.By theprojection ofthe2D discreteHam iltonian

on the nondisordered Landau levels we show here that

this asym m etric behaviorofthe eigenstateslocalization

are due to the interband coupling term s. Itwillbe also

shown thatthise�ectisintim ately related to theshiftof

theextended states.Itm eansthatboth ofthetwoe�ects

disappearwhen the interband coupling isswitched o�.

W e use forthisthe following 2D Landau Ham iltonian

written in the discrete basisofa 2D rectangularlattice:

H (�)=

NX

n= 1

MX

m = 1

te
2�im �

jn;m ihn + 1;m j

+ tjn;m ihn;m + 1j+ H :c:
�
+ V; (1)

whereV isthe Anderson disorderpotential:

V =

NX

n= 1

MX

m = 1

�nm jn;m ihn;m j: (2)

The discrete points (n;m ) de�ne the 2D rectangular

lattice with surfaceL2 = N � M and lattice constanta.

fjn;m igwith n = 1� � � N and m = 1� � � M isthediscrete

vectorbasisand generatesthe Hilbertspace ofthe one-

electron states. The periodicalboundary conditionsare

used,m eaning thatjn;M + 1i= jn;1iand jN + 1;m i=

j1;m i(2D toroidalgeom etry). The perpendicularm ag-

netic �eld in the Landau gaugeA = (� B y;0;0)isintro-

duced bythePeierlssubstitution in thehoppingelem ents

along the x = na direction,t! texpf2�im �g,where �

isthe m agnetic ux through the unit cella2 ofthe lat-

tice m easured in the quantum ux units �0 = h=e. In

(2)theenergies�nm representtherandom variablesuni-

form ly distributed in the energy interval[� W ;W ]. W

is the am plitude ofthe Anderson disorderpotential(or

disorder strength);t is the energy unit and is set to 1.

For the com m ensurate values ofthe m agnetic ux,the

eigenstate spectrum ofthe pure system (V= 0) exhibits

thewell-knownHofstadterbutterystructure[19].In the

num ericalcalculation we set the ux value as the ratio

� = 1=p and the system size as L2 = (integer� p)2. In

thiscasetheeigenstatesofthe2D system aregrouped in

p discreteLandau bands,every band having a num berof

nb = L2=p degenerated eigenstates.To each energy level

�0�,with theband index � = 1� � � p,correspond nb degen-

erate eigenvectorsj	 0

�ii= j�iiwith i= 1� � � nb. Asthe

system has the electron-hole sym m etry we concentrate

on the lowerhalfofthe spectrum .

In thepresenceofthedisorderpotentialthedegenerate

energy level�0� turns into the broad energy band f��ig

with i= 1� � � nb. W e study the degree oflocalization of

thenondegenarateeigenstatesj	 �iiby thecalculation of
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the inverse participation num bers IPN which is de�ned

as:

IP N = P�i =
X

n;m

jhn;m j �iij
4
: (3)

P�i variesfrom 1=L2 for the extended states,when the

electron wavefunction spreadsoutoverthewholesurface

oftheplaquetteto 1 forthestrong localized states.The

natureofthe eigenstatescan also bechecked by the cal-

culation ofthevarianceofthelevelspacing distribution,

�t[23].

In thiswork weputinto evidencetheroleoftheinter-

band interaction.To thisend we write the Ham iltonian

(1)in the vectorbasisofthe 2D puresystem ,fj�iig:

H (�)=

pX

�= 1

nbX

i= 1

�
0

�j�iih�ij+

pX

�= 1

nbX

i;j= 1

V�i;�jj�iih�jj

+ c

pX

�6= �= 1

nbX

i;j= 1

V�i;�jj�iih�jj: (4)

In thisrepresentation thedisorderpotentialV becom esa

sum oftwo term s,corresponding to the inter-and intra-

band coupling (the second and the third term in (4),re-

spectively).V�i;�j arethem atrix elem entsoftheAnder-

son potentialV written in thebasisoftheeigenfunctions

oftheordered system fj�iig.They arerandom variables

aswell,and theirvaluesareproportionalto thedisorder

strength W . The coupling constant c is introduced for

convenience.

W eshalldiscuss�rstthesituation when theparam eter

c issetto zero in (4),m eaning thatonly the intraband

coupling is taken into account. A picture ofthe disor-

dered bandsforthiscase isgiven in Fig.1. The density

ofstates(DO S)forthe�rsttwobandsisshown in Fig.1a

and itspro�lehasa sem iellipticshape.LetE b betheen-

ergy whereDO S reachesitsm axim um ,which in thiscase

is located in the m iddle ofthe band. The levelspacing

distribution iscalculated by averaging overdi�erentdis-

ordercon�gurationsin the m annerdescribed in [23]. It

isknown thatthe extended statesbelong to the unitary

W igner-Dyson ensem ble � = 2 with the variance ofthe

levelspacing �t= 0:42,while the localized onesare dis-

tributed according to the Poisson law with the variance

�t= 1 [24].Thecalculation ofthelevelspacing variance

in Fig.1b showsthe presence ofextended eigenstatesin

them iddleofthedisordered bands,forenergiesE around

E b. For energiestowardsthe band edgesthe statesbe-

com e localized and there isa continuouscrossoverfrom

unitary W igner-Dyson distribution to thePoisson distri-

bution asin [23].O bviously,them ostlocalized statesare

at the edges ofthe band,where �t increases to higher

values. W e note that in the therm odynam ic lim it the

extended statesin the band centercollapse into a single

energy level[9].

W ecom pletethepictureoftheeigenstateslocalization

foruncoupled bands(c= 0)showing in Fig.1c (the red

 0.4

 0.6

 0.8

 1

 1.2

 1.4

 1.6

 1.8

 2

 2.2

-4 -3.5 -3 -2.5 -2

D
O

S

E

c=0(a)

 0.3

 0.4

 0.5

 0.6

 0.7

 0.8

-4 -3.5 -3 -2.5 -2
δt

E

W.D. β=2 W.D. β=2

c=0(b)

 0

 0.01

 0.02

 0.03

 0.04

 0.05

 0.06

 0.07

 0.08

 0.09

 0.1

-4 -3.5 -3 -2.5 -2

IP
N

=
P

E

c=0(c)
c=1
c=2

FIG .1:Thedensity ofstates(a),thelevelspacing variance�t

(b),and theinverseparticipation num ber(c)forthe�rsttwo

Landau bandsvs. energy. (L
2
= 20

2
,W = 2,�= 0.1). D O S

and �tare presented only forthe sym m etric case with inter-

band coupling constantc= 0.IPN ispresented forc= 0,1 and

2. In (b),when �t =

q
3�

8
� 1 ’ 0:42,the eigenstates cor-

respond to the extended statesofthe unitary W ignerD yson

ensem ble (� = 2). (The con�guration average is perform ed

over5000 sam ples).

curve)thevaluesoftheIPN.By varyingtheenergy from

the centralposition of every band, the IPN increases,

indicating an increased localization of the eigenstates.

Let E c be the energy with the lowestIPN value in the

m iddle ofthe band. This is the energy ofthe m ostex-

tended state, where, in the therm odynam ic lim it, the

localization-delocalization transition takesplace.Forthe
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FIG .2: (a)The inverse participation num berP � Pm in and

(b) the density of states for the �rst Landau band plotted

vs. energy at di�erentvaluesofthe interband coupling con-

stant:c= 0 (crosses),c= 1 (stars)and c= 2 (dots).(L
2
= 20

2
,

W = 1,� = 0:1). Pm in is the m inim um value ofthe inverse

participation num ber,whileE c istheenergy wherethisvalue

isreached,i.e.Pm in = P (E c).

casediscussed here,when c= 0,thecriticalenergy corre-

spondsto the m axim um ofthe DO S (E c = E b),and the

IPN issym m etric within the band.Thisiswhatwe call

the sym m etric case. These propertiesare notpreserved

anym orewhen c6= 0 aswecould already noticein Fig.1c

(see theIPN curvesforc= 1 and 2).

In whatfollows,we are interested in �nding outhow

thelocalization propertiesevolvewith theinterband cou-

pling c.In Fig.2 weshow theresultofthenum ericalcal-

culation fortheinverseparticipation num berand density

ofstatesasfunction ofE � E c forthreevaluesofthein-

terband coupling constant c= 0,1 and 2. For the �rst

band, the IPN curves are depicted in Fig.2a. By the

de�nition ofE c,the IPN takes the m inim um value at

E � E c = 0.O nerem arksthatthesym m etry oftheIPN

islostfornonvanishing coupling constantc= 1 and 2,i.e.

in thecaseoftheband m ixing.Com pared to theuncou-

pled case(c= 0),the increased valuesofIPN forE < E c

at c 6= 0 indicate an increased degree oflocalization in

the lowerpartofthe band. The opposite is true in the

upperpartwherethe statesbecom e lesslocalized.

In Fig.2b wedepicttheDO S ofthe�rstLandau band.

For c= 1,the band is shifted downwards m eaning that

the m axim um ofDO S doesnotcorrespond to E c,butit

occursata lowerenergy E b < E c.Theshiftincreasesfor

c= 2.Itm eansthatthecriticalenergyism ovingup in the

band when theinterband couplingispresent.Thisasym -

m etric behaviorispreserved forallthe bandscontained

in the lowerhalfofthe spectrum .

O nce we have established the relation between the

interband coupling and the asym m etry of the Landau

bands,we are interested now to learn how thisproperty

depends on disorder. W e keep �xed c= 1 in (4) and in-

creasetheam plitudeofdisorderW .Sincetheinterband

coupling in the discrete Ham iltonian isdue to the pres-

ence ofthe disorder,we expect the shift ofthe critical

energy be also dependenton the disorderam plitude.

Fig.3 gives the inverse participation num ber and the

density ofstatesasfunction of(E � E c)=W fordi�erent

valuesofW .O nenoticesin Fig.3athat,foranydisorder,

in the dom ain ofextended statesaround E c the inverse

participation num berP (E )can be expressed asP (E )�

P (E c)= f((E � E c)=W ). Deviationsfrom this law are

noticed at the band edges. By increasing the disorder

am plitudeW ,thelowerenergystatesoftheband becom e

m orelocalized,butthe higherenergy statesofthe band

becom e less localized. At the sam e tim e,the extended

states are m oving towards the upper edge ofthe band,

so that the criticalenergy E c does not correspond any

m oreto the m axim um ofthe density ofstates.Thiscan

beseen in Fig.3b,whereonenoticestheband shiftwith

increasing disorder strength. The criticalenergy shift

E c � E b as function ofdisorder is shown in Fig.4 for

the �rst two bands in the spectrum . For the present

m odel,(E c� E b)=W exhibitsa lineardependenceon the

disorder strength W . W e note no signi�cant di�erence

ofthe criticalenergy shift for the two bands depicted.

The num ericalcalculations have been repeated for an

increased system size,the resultsbeing the sam e.

In conclusion,we have shown that the band m ixing

givesriseto theasym m etry ofthelocalization properties

in the Landau bands. The inverse participation num ber

(which m easuresthe degree oflocalization)becom esan

asym m etricfunction within theband,indicatingthatthe

degreeoflocalization increasesforthestatesin thelower

energy partofthe band and decreases for the states in

the upper part. At the sam e tim e the criticalenergy

(them ostextended state)in each Landau band doesnot

correspond to the m axim um ofthe density ofstatesbut

itisshifted to higherenergies.Thesepropertiesarespe-

ci�ctothem any-band m odeland arequitedi�erentfrom

thepropertiesoftheone-band m odelwhich exhibitsonly

sym m etricalfeatures. In a large range ofenergies the

inverse participation num ber P (E )� P (E c) can be ex-

pressed asa universalfunction of(E � E c)=W .

Theshiftoftheextended statesfrom thecentralposi-

tion oftheLandau band supportstheresultreported re-

centlybyShlim aketal[25]consistingin thedisplacem ent

oftheintegervaluesofthe �lling factorfrom the m iddle

pointoftheQ H plateausin disordered Si-M O SFET sam -
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FIG .3: (a) The inverse participation num ber P � Pm in,

and (b)the density ofstates D O S for the �rstLandau band

vs. energy at di�erent disorder strength W = 0.5 (crosses),

W = 1 (stars),W = 1.5 (squares),and W = 2.0 (dots). (L
2
=

30
2
;� = 0:1;c= 1).Pm in isthem inim um valueoftheinverse

participation num ber,whileE c istheenergy wherethisvalue

is reached,i.e. Pm in = P (E c). Note that the energies are

scaled by the disorderstrength W .
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