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ABSTRACT

T he m ultifractal analysis of disorder induced localization-delocalization transitions is re—
viewed. Scaling properties of this transition are generic for m ulti param eter coherent
system swhich show broadly distributed observables at criticality. T he m ultifractalanal-
ysis of localm easures is extended to m ore general observables including scaling variables
such as the conductance in the localization problem . T he relation ofm ultifractaldin en—
sions to critical exponents such as the order param eter exponent  and the correlation
length exponent is investigated. W e discuss a num ber of scaling relations betw een
spectra of critical exponents, show ing that all of the critical exponents necessary to
characterize the critical phenom enon can be obtained w ithin the generalized m ultifrac—
tal analysis. Furthem ore we show how bounds for the correlation length exponent
are obtained by the typical order param eter exponent ( and m ake contact between the
m ultifractal analysis and the nite size scaling approach in 2-d by relying on conform al
m apping argum ents.

1. Introduction

Anderson localization'”? has gathered interest ©r over three decades. E lectrons
In disordered conductors can undergo a transition to an insulating state. At zero
tem peratures the di usion constant is a function ofthe Ferm ienergy "r and takesa
nite value In the conducting phase while it vanishes in the insulating phase which
is reached by crossing a certain value "r = E. called the critical energy. This
transition is due to a disorder induced localization-delocalization transition of the
electrons wave functions. Localization occurs for strong enough disorder because
of quantum interference e ects brought about by the random ness of the disorder
which is assum ed to be static (quenched disorder) 2
The m odeling of disorder induced localization-delocalization transitions (LD
transitions) refers to independent electrons of e ective massm moving in a ran—
dom one-partick potentialV (¢), ie. the Ham iltonian isH = % +V () where is
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the kineticm om entum which m ay include m agnetic elds. T he potential is charac-
terized by itsmean value iV i and a nite range correlation function WV ®)V 91.
A corresponding tightdinding version w ith on-site random energies and nearest—
neighbor hopping is referred to as A nderson m odel.

Transport properties of electrons are related to two-particle G reen functions
which are able to describe the transition probability from point * to point * ° at
a given energy’ Here the notion of an n-particle G reen fiinction is introduced for
the disorder average of a product ofn G reen finctions involving retarded, G * , and
advanced, G , G reen functions. These are de ned as the m atrix elem ents of the
resolvent operators correspondingto H ,ie. G E) = €& H i )1 for ! +0.

Forquasil-d system s (characterized by their length being m uch larger then their
w idth) rigorous results are availablk?, saying that all states becom e localized as the
length grow s In nie. For localized states, the two-particle G reen function show s
exponentialdecay, G* € ;r;x 9j/ exp ¥ ¥+ E), from which a Jocalization
kngth () can be identi ed.

T he Iow ercriticaldin ension ofthe LD transition isbelieved tobed = 25 W hilke
in the absence of strong m agnetic elds or spin-orbit scattering m ost indications®’’
tellthat all states are localized in the them odynam ic lin it of2-din ensionalsystem s
(though the lIocalization length can be quite large), 2-d system sw ith strongm agnetic

eldsundergo LD transitionsw hich are believed to be responsible for the occurrence
of the quantum Halle ect®® (QHE) and are referred to as quantum Hall system s
QHS).There isnow also striking num erical evidence that 2-d system sw ith strong
spin-orbit scattering show an LD transition 10111213

In 3-din ensional disordered conductors the LD transition is believed to occur
m ore generally® which hasbeen con m ed num erically 4516117

M ost studies on the LD transition (eg.Refs.14;15;17) were focused on the de—
term ination ofthe criticalvalie ofthe Fermm ienergy, E ., (or ofthe disorder strength)
and on the criticalexponent ofthe localization length . Since the late 80’s, how —
ever, it becam e clear that the wave functions at criticality are m ultifractalm easures
leading to a whole spectrum of critical exponentst?i18i12120i21:22  evertheless, only
rare connection between these new exponents and the localization length exponent

wasm adel’/20i23

In this article, we w ish to em phasize that the LD transition can be viewed as a
prototype for a class of critical phenom ena characterized by broadly distributed ob—
servables at criticality. For this class the m ultifractalanalysis provides a fram ew ork
to investigate all of the critical exponents. T hough, in the follow ing, we often w il
refer to the LD transition for the sake of concreteness, we hope to m ake recognition
of the generalities possble (a related approach has been put orward by Ludw ig?*
and by Ludw ig and D uplantier®®).

T he m ultifractal analysis is a scaling approach relying on the principle of \ab—
sence of Iength scales". System sw ithout characteristic Intrinsic length scales (de n—
Ing the interrelations of the system s constituents) obey hom ogeneiy law s w ith re—
spect to rescaling. Let A be an operator or a com plex valied function de ned for
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values x describing a length scale of descriptive nature (eg. wavelength, system
size) . Absence of length scalesm eans that A show s a typical hom ogeneity law

Al x)=s A ®) 1)

where iscalled the hom ogeneity exponent and s is a realnum ber. In otherwords:
the absence of length scales is re ected by the property that a rescaling ofx can be
com pensated by a rescaling of the cbservabl A . For realvalied functions A (x) the
solution of the hom ogeneity equation @) isapowerlaw: A (x) / x .Now, assume
that A ¥ (x) is a fiinctional of powers g of those observables which are involved in
the de nition of A (x), then the sim plest situation that m ay appear is that (),
de ned by

ARl x)= & FHx); 2)

is a linear function of g; the operators sim ply add their exponents. If (q) shows
a signi cant deviation from linearity we say that the scaling behavior of A x) is
anom abus. M ultifractality w ill tum out to be a generic case of anom alous scaling
behavior.

The article is organized as ollows. In Sec. 2 several aspects of critical phe—
nom ena, especially the notion of order param eters, correlation lengths and critical
exponents, are review ed and the LD transition isput into this perspective. It tums
out that the LD transition show s unusual features, the m ost In portant of which
is the occurrence of a dependence of the local susceptibility on the system size.
In Sec. 3 we review the multifractal analysis of m easures and the notion of £ ( )
spectra describing the scaling of broad distributions for localprobabilities. Resuls
for the wave function (de ning a localmeasure) of QHS are discussed in detail.
G eneralizing to positive box-observables In Sec. 4 w ill allow us to relate the crit—
ical exponent of the correlation length, , to the mulifractal exponents  (the
typical scaling exponent of box-probabilities) and X , the nomm alization exponent of
a scaling variable. Furthem ore, we discuss bounds for in tem s of m ultifractal
exponents. In Sec. 5 we focus on correlations in local box-observables. T his topic
is touched already in previous sections, but is then treated m ore system atically. A's
a result we nd scaling relations which determ ine all of the correlation exponents
by the original f ( )-spectrum and the corresponding nom alization exponents. By
relying on conform alm apping argum ents we con gcture scaling relations to deter-
m ine the m ultifractal spectra via nite size scaling m ethods in 2-d. Sec. 6 contains
our conclisions.

2. A spects of C ritical P henom ena

2.1 . Critical E xponents

A de nihg feature of a critical phenom enon is the divergence of the correlation
¥ngth ., de ned by the spatialdecay of the statistical correlations ofa local eld,
K Q) )i/ exp ( r=.),hastodiverge at the criticalpoint T.. In the sequelofthis
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article we refer to the follow Ing nom enclature for critical phenom ena. T he physical
states are described by state coordinates we will refer to them by one symbol
T) and by order param eters m ). For in nite system sizes the state coordinates
exhibit a critical point T, where the order param eters vanish w ith a power law in

t= 3 I3
m=0@T<T:) ; m/t (T>Tc): 3)

T here exists a generating function F (t;h) whereh isthe conjugate eld w ith respect
to the order param eterm = %—i h ! 0) . In analogy to equilbrium system swe call
F the free energy per uni volum e. H igher derivatives of F also show power law
behaviorforh= 0,t! 0.Forexampl
@°F e°F

S B O/ e
Theexponents and (the lJatterm ay be negative) are called critical exponents of
the susceptibility, , and speci c heat, ¢, respectively.

To have a concept of spatial correlations we assum e that the order param eter
and its conjigate are ocal eldsm (¢), h (¢) In a d-din ensinal system of volum e V
for which a generating functional

Z
Z hE);t)= dl ®)lexpf H ([ @) ]h);tg )

h! 00/t : 4)

exists where H is comm only called Ham iltonian although it does not have to be
hem iean. The functionalF (;t) isgiven asF (h;t) = InZz h;t)=V forthevolum e
V ! 1 . W hilke the mean value m of the order param eter is given by the st
m om ent of the generating functional, m = I (¢)i, correlation finctions are given
by higher order cum ulants
N (&) " () bz h! 0 ©)
)i (w = ——h'! :
"l h(g):::h (%)

w hich are related tom om ents in a com binatoric way, for exam ple: Y (f)ic =h @®)i
and

WE €% =K @ €9 N @il €)i=: E z%9: ()
(r) is called local susceptibility, sihoe the generating form alisn allow s to conclide
dr (r)= . The correlation length . can be identi ed from (r) / exp 1=
and is assum ed to diverge w ith a power law approaching t= 0,

R

<) / t 7 8)

where is called critical exponent of the correlation length.

To illustrate the analogies of the LD transition w ith critical phenom ena as out—
lined here w e referto the fact® that the LD transition is characterized by the analytic
behavior of the disorder averaged tw o-particle G reen function,

FE Y=< eBrF><e'HB ¥>; ©)
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w ith respect to the In nitesin alparameter In G = E H i )! which distin—
guishes retarded and advanced G reen functions and controlls the long tin e averages

of transport quantities such as the di usion constantD € ),
Z

€D €)= Im — Erfgd @©; 0)
1ot 2 h

where €)= 2_11< r{§ E) G E)¥> isthe average density of states. Thus,
it seem s naturalthat a critical phenom enon description of the LD transition m ay
start from a generating function for disorder averaged G reen functions. For our
purposes we do not need to go into technical details and leave the explicit form of
the corresponding Ham iltonian open. W e only lke to refer to som e of the m ain
features of such theordes (for details see eg. Refs. 26;27) which can be sum m arized
as follow s.

The degrees of freedom arem atrix elds Q with a block structure Q PP’ where
pir’2 £ g correspond to retarded (+) and advanced ( ) G reen finctions, respec—
tively. The source eld isthe in nitesim alparam eter and the corresponding source
term in theHam itonian is Q' Q ) kadingto

nz

QY =< ¥> <1 > (11)

w hich is proportional to the average density of states (& ). Thus, the density of
states in disordered electron system s seem s to be a candidate for an order param eter
of the LD transition. Unfortunately, the density of states is a an ooth function of
energy®?® unable to re ect the LD transition which is characterized by the vanish—
ing of the di usion constant related to the susceptbility via Egs. @, [[J). Before
com Ing back to thispeculiarity ofthe LD transition let usproceed in listing com m on
know ledge about scaling ideas applied to critical phenom ena.

2.2. Scaling Relations

The crucial assum ption of any scaling approach to critical phenom ena (see eg.
Ref. 29) is that the critical exponents , , and have their origin in the diver—
gence of one relevant length scale, the correlation length .. Since them odynam ic
quantities are generated by the free energy we m ake the hom ogeneity assum ption
that the free energy, in the vicinity of the critical point, can be w ritten as

F(h)= a f b=t )+ £, 12)

where f isa regular fiinction ofthe argum ent h=t and f, stands for requlartem s
which do not show scaling behavior orh ! 0,t ! 0. By di erentiating F, the
follow ing scaling relations

2+ =2 ; 2=2 13)

can be conclided. The scaling exponent ofthe correlation length . which relates
the divergence of . wih the vanishing of t is related to these exponents by the
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Hllow ing scaling argum ent. Consider a nite system ofvolime L ¢ rwhich the
free energy per unit volum e is
Ly _ Iz E&h)

Fy (&h) = —1a (14)
A change of L in Z1, @p;hg) to LO= L for xed values ty;hy is expected to be
com pensated by an appropriate change In t;h such that the partition sum rem ains
unchanged, ie.

Zy, (toiho) = Zyo ;07 : (15)

This procedure de nes in plicitly fiinctions t°@;L%;h°@ ;1% with t@L;L) = t,
h@L;L)= hy.Consequently,

Fr (to;ho) = Fro%h%) ¢ 16)

Choosing the value L = () weseeF _,, (tosho) = Fro%h?) %) and nd
a scaling relation
2=d : a7)

W e can cast the scaling relations Eq. @) na orm, whereonly , , and
appear
2 + =2 =d : 18)

Thism eans that only two of these four exponents are lndependent.

W e Introduced the correlation length with the help of the local susceptibbility.
At the critical point, where . diverges, the correlation finction can show a hom o—
geneity law

@®/ r*: 19)

Ow ngto the genex%re]atjon betw een the globalsusceptibility and the correlation
function (@), = dr (@), and by Introducing the correlation length . (t) asa
cut-o length in the integralover (r), which divergesat t = 0, we nd another
scaling relation which is independent of the hom ogeneity assum ptions for the free
energy

= da =) : (20)

Together w ith the scaling relations ofEq. @) this tells that only two of the ve
exponents , , , and z are independent.

W e now come to a crucial point for what ollow s on the m ultifractal analysis
of broadly distributed observables at criticality. Im agine that In addition to the
distance r the nite system sizeL is In a regin e ofabsence of length scales. A ssum e
that the function C (r;L) = I )’ O)iL show s a hom ogeneity law w ith respect to
both lengths, r and L,

C@L)/ r?L Y. (21)

N ote, that in the literature on critical phenom ena the exponent z is often written in a fom
z=d 2+ .Wewillavoid this notation since it could lead to confiisions in the context of the
LD transition where an exponent is used som etim es in a di erent context (see the discussion
below).
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T he exponent y describes the system length dependence and z € =z describes the
distance dependence. T hat such a situation w ill indeed appear in the LD transition
problem willbe discussed in Sec. 24 and In m ore detail in Secs. 3:3;52. A sim ilar
reasoning now show s that

= d +2z);ytz== (22)

w here the last relation follow s from consistency w ith Eq. @) . N otice that identi-
fying theexponent M z=d 2+ asthe correlation exponent m eans that such
isnot detem ined by and  alone, but requires the additionalknow ledge ofy.

2.3. -Functions

A m ethod to test scaling assum ptionsand calculate criticalexponents is the so-called
renom alization group. The de nition of the renomm alization group is not unique,
but can In generalbe descrbed as a transform ation acting on the Ham ilttonian H
of the system where a length scale serves as transfom ation param eter. Instead
of introducing a nite system size, one can also work in the themm odynam ic lim it
considering the system to be de ned on a lattice. Changing the lattice constant
ap to Ly = bap, and changing the coordinates t;h in an appropriate way, one tries
to keep InZ xed. A fter many iterations of this procedure (which de nes the
renom alization group) one ends up w ith a new Ham iltonian the structure ofwhich
should not have changed exoept for the change in the coordinatesand that the elds
are now de ned on a new lattice. That such a procedure Indeed works m akes the
m odel renom alizable. O therw ise one had to introduce a num ber (in the worst case
an In nite num ber) ofnew termm sand coordinates into the new Ham iltonian in order
to keep InZ xed. Thus, the application of the renom alization group to the free
energy densiy leads to

Fo = F Gh) = b 9F ¢%;h° @3)

where t° = ©’tt, h®= b h i the critical regin e and y», vt are scaling exponents.
Choosing the factorb such that t°= const:, we arrive again at the scaling relations
of Egs. E,@) By considering the system size L being the scaling param eter,
an extension of renom alization group ideas can be m ade, based on the follow ing
assum ption. Faraway from the criticalregin e where power law scaling holds) there
still exist scaling variables (L) which ful 1l a restrictive functional equation:

©L)= £ ( @);b) : 24)

For sim plicity we consider the case of only one scaling variable here. This m eans
that the value of for system size bl only depends on the value of for system

size L and the scaling factorbwhere £ is called a scaling function. T his assum ption
is very strong since, in general, will depend on m any m icroscopic param eters.
The idea behind this assum ption is that m ost of these param eters w ill becom e
unin portant for descrbing the ow of the scaling variable w ith increasing system

size, and that the scaling function f is the only inform ation needed to determ ine
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this ow . The existence of a scaling function f is equivalent to the existence ofa
—flinction
dn @©) 1@f ef

dntL @b @

which is indeed a function of n alone. Provided the -function is sm ooth, the
ow is given by the solution of the di erential equation

(h ) = b=1) (25)

I )= an_ . @6)

dni ’
Eqg. @) is called a renom alization group equation. The regine where can be
linearized around a xedpoint ofthe ow ( (In )= 0) iscalled criticalregim e,
)= % m n): @7)

Here Yisthe slope ofthe -fiinction at . Startihg from a system ofsizeL = Lo,
wih = ( chosen close to , and tuming on the renom alization ow until the
system reachesa size . m arking the bound ofvalidity ofEq. ) which is here by
de nition the correlation length), one nds

. n n
_c = - - @ . (28)
Lo nh o, h

T he critical regin e is narrow , we expand ( ) and o around and get for the

correlation length
1= 0

c=Ly —— : (29)
0
Consider the situation where the width of the critical regin e = 0 is
triggered by the param eter t (leaving L, and unchanged), the divergence
</ () /t (30)

follow s, where the exponent  is given by the inverse slope ofthe -fuinction at the
xed point, ie.
=1= ): 31)

2.4. UnusualFeatures of the LD Transition

Tt isnow tim e to put the LD transition into the perspective ofthe criticalphenom ena
term inology. A comm on feature of eld theoretic approachesto the LD transition is
that disorder averaged n-particle G reen functions are generated by a eld theoretic
generating functional in the sense of Sec. 2:1. A s already m entioned, the density of
states w hich is a oneparticle G reen function appears as the form alorder param eter
and the conjigate eld to the density of states is the In nitesin al param eter of
the G reen function. The densiy of states does not show the LD transition, but
is a an ooth function of the energy which, in the problem of the LD transition, is
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the analog of the tem perature in equilbriuim phase transitions. C onsequently, the
\critical exponent"  of this form al order param eter is zero

=0: (32)

The LD transition cannot be described by the form al order param eter, Eqg. ),
of the generating functional. The LD transition can only be ocbtained by analyzing
quantities w hich are related to the two-particle G reen function such asthe di usion
constantD & ).

Furthem ore, the scaling relations, Egs. @E), tell that the correlation expo-
nent of the local susceptibility (@ two-particle G reen function) vanishes, ie.

== 0: (33)

T hisresult seem sto rule out a pow er law behavior ofthe tw oparticle G reen function
eg. the density correlator). However, Chaker and D anielF® dem onstrated, by
num erical calculations, the density correlator to show a power law behavior at the
LD transition of a quantum Hallsystem, / r °3%. In addition, by relying on an
exact nequality obtained by C haker’! one has analyticalevidence that the density
correlatorat the criticalpoint cannot be described by a vanishing distance exponent.
T his phenom enon is often referred to as anom alous di usion. Fortunately, from

our discussion of correlation exponents in Sec. 22 where we distinguished between
di erent types of distance exponents z and z we can fairly conclide that the value
of 0:38 does not correspond to =, but corresponds to the distance exponent z in a
regin e w here the correlation finction show spower law also w ith respect to another
length scale which can be Interpreted as a system size L being m uch am aller than
the correlation length ., ie.

z= 0386 z= 0: (34)

T he phenom enon ofanom alousdi usion and the unability ofthe densiy of statesto
describe the LD transition aretwo ofthem ain unusualfeaturesofthe LD transition.
By Eq. ) it is indicated that both are not independent of each other.

Another unusual feature of the LD transition which, at rst sight, seem s to
be independent of the previous ones was observed by A ltshuler et al. 32733 They
reexam ined the phenom enologicalscaling theory forthe LD transition ofAbraham s
et al. 2* Tn this scaling theory the conductance g () ofa cube w ith linear din ension
L is considered to be a scaling variable in the sense of Sec. 2:3, ie. g ocbeys a
di erential equation In tem sofa -function

ding

= In
anL (ng) 35)

which isa unigue fiinction of ng. A s shown by A fshuleret al3?73 the conductance
ofm esoscopic system shighly depends on the individualproperties ofa given system
(e g.on the concrete disorderpotential) . A sa result an ensam ble ofdi erent system s
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re ects a broad distrbution in g which cannot be characterized by the m ean value
of g alone. Consequently, the m ean value of the conductance hgi is not a suiable
scaling variable. Instead, in any scaling approach to the LD transition one has to
consider the whole distrbution function of the conductance. However, i m ay be
possble to apply the ideas of the renom alization group to certain param eters of
this distrbution fiilnction. Follow Ing Shapiro®* we refer to an s-param eter scaling
theory for the LD transition if s param eters grey ,.... obeying scaling equations

dhgrel

= £ C1aeens
anL (f9ren Ji= 1;::5s) (36)

are required to detem Ine the distribution function ofa scaling variable g. If, at least
In the vicinity of the transition point ( 9 Ik=1;:5s = 0 ), only one relevant
length scale . and one type of scaling variable g1 (L) exists, then the critical
exponent ofthe correlation length . isde ned by

Ge1@) g,/ LY rin . 37)

and 1= is given by the slope of the corresponding —function at g_;. A context
w here this conocgpt w ill serve to be fruitfiil isprovided by the generalized m ultifractal
analysis to be discussed In Sec. 4. There we w ill also see that anom alous di usion
and broad distributions of physical quantities are deeply connected.

3. M ultifractal A nalysis of M easures

A fter having discussed som e aspects of critical phenom ena, where the absence of
length scales is re ected by the existence of critical exponents, the m ultifractal
analysis ofm easures is review ed in this section 2573637738 T his analysis is appropriate
to descrbe self sin ilar local observables which can be interpreted asm easures. It
can also be viewed as an extension of the fractaldim ension approach to self sin ilar
geom etric ob fcts Invented by M andebrot >°

3.1. Scaling of M om ents

To introduce the notion ofthe m ultifractal analysis and for the sake of concreteness
we consider a quantum Hall system at criticality. For a nite two din ensional
quantum Hallsystem of linear size L w ith double periodic boundary condiionswe
study the electrons wave fiinction (¢), the m odulus ofwhich de nes a nom alized
m easure. The probability for an electron to be found in a box of linear size Ly, is
given by the box-prokability

Py = drj@f: (38)
box
Covering the system by a mesh ofN (L,;L) boxes the fractaldin ension D of the

wave functions support isde ned by N ( ) / P where N ( ) is the number of
boxesw ih non-vanishing box-probability fora given ratioc = Lp=L . Sihcethewave
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function is never exactly zero In any box, N ( ) equals the total num ber of boxes
N (Lyp;L) and, consequently, the fractaldin ension is the Euclidean dim ension ofthe
system , ie. D = d= 2. At the kvelof the fractaldim ension D the wave function
show s no Interesting fractalbehavior. Let usnow focusour atter]?tjon to the scaling
behavior of the box-probability. The nomn alization condition T o P; Ly) 1
yields the scaling behavior for the average

P )i, /7 39)

Here the averagePof quantities A ; (corresponding to the box num bers i) is de ned

5 1( 3 If o A ; :Let us consider higher m om ents of the box-probability
P (Ly) with respect to this averaging procedure. T he generalassum ption underlying
the multifractal analysis is that for a nite interval of values of the moments
WP 9 (Ly)i;, show power law behavior indicating the absence of length scales in the

system , ie.

by i =

Py / P @ (40)

where (g) doesnot depend on . In quantum H all system s the assum ption about
the absence of length scales m eans that on the one hand the correlation length .
of the LD transition has to be much larger than the lengths Ly;L . On the other
hand m icroscopic length scales 1, such as the cyclotron radiis r., have to be m uch
an aller than Ly;L. In summ ary the condiion for the multifractal analysis to be
usefulis

1 Lpy< L et 41)

For nite system s the states which are candidates for the m ultifractal analysis are
states w ith localization lengths being much larger than the system size. This
corresponds to the critical states of the LD transition in nite system s. In the
them odynam ic Iim £ L ! 1 such states can only be found at the critical energy
E.. In thislin it goesto zero and the function (g) can be de ned unigquely for
the critical state by
. D (PILy)iy)
@ = JI% —n
For nie system s one can give an estin ate for (g) by considering the slope in a
plotofn (P < Lyp)i, ) versusIn  overan Intervalofvalies which ful 1lthe above
m entioned constraints. Now we want to discuss how m ultifractality is re ected by
the properties of the function  (g) . N ote that by the construction of HP? (L)1, we
have found an observabl in the sense ofEqg. @) . The function (q) corresoonds to
the hom ogeneity exponents (g) and m ultifractality ofthe wave function m eansthat
(@) is a non-linear function ofqg. A coording to the nom alization condition, (1) =
0; O = D and (q) can thus be param etrized by the generalized dim ensions
D (@), de ned by

D : 42)

@=:D @ @ L); 43)
and the fractaldin ension D = D (0). Consequently, a single-fractalwave fiinction
is characterized com pletely by the fractaldin ension D , ie. D (9) D .D () beihg
not a constant fiinction distinguishesm ultifractals from single-fractals.
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T he reason why them ultifractalanalysis is a pow erfiilm ethod to analyse scaling
behavior com es from the fact that one can m ake very general statem ents about the
analyticbehaviorofthe (g) function and theD (g) function, respectively. A ssum ing
an oothness of both functions for g being real num bers one can derive the follow Ing
resuls?8i40

The function (g) isam onotonically increasing fiinction w ith negative curva—

ture, ie.

d &

—(q) > 0; @ 0: 44)

dg der
T he generalized dim ensions D (g) are positive, m onotonically decreasing and
bounded by D ; =D (! 1),1e.
dD (@
Y 0;0 b D@ D @)
dq

The function (g) has asym ptotically constant slopes given by D

Here a sketch ofthe proves of these statem ents is given (for details see R efs. 38;40)
Them ain part ofthe derivations relies on the hom ogeneity, re ected by power law s,
already or nite ratio , and on the nom alization condition which keeps the box
probabilities less or equal to unjtyP. First, them g)notonjcjty of (@ is a smplk
consequence of P; 1 and, thus, ,PJ< P! rg> . A much stronger
statem ent is the m onotonicity ofD (q) which can be shown by writing D () as

P 8 1] #1 ( 1)9
=@ L=
1 n( ;P <X o1 .
D@=———"—="mh PiP; I ) (46)
1 g n : ) ;
1
w ith the help of a generalized H older inequality,
1] 4 - 1] 4 _y0
X ' X .
P; P1)" P;(®;)" or r> 0: @7
i i

N otice that or distinct values of g and ¢ the equality D (@) = D () only holds in
the case of a constant function D (q) D . Foreach ratio there exist m axin um
and m inin um values for the box-probabilities. N ¥ raising the box-probabilities to
positive powers g ! 1 means that in the sum iP.lq only the m aximum valies

contrbute signi cantly yielding the dimension D ; > 0 by

Pnax @y) / Py (48)

A sin ilar consideration for g ! Pl show s that the m Inimum valies of the box—
probabilities dom Inate In the sum iPiq yielding thedinension D ; by

Puin@p)/ O ' 49)
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Thus, the (g) function has asym ptotic slopes given by D ; which shows that
the lin s ofD () forg! 1 exist and are just given by D ; . Notice that we
referred to nite ratios guaranteeing the existence of m aximum and m inin um
values. E xtrapolating from an allbut nite valuesof to the them odynam ic lin it
! 0 becom es possible due to scaling, ie. the absence of a length scale in the
system . To com plkte the proofwe have to show that (g) has negative curvature.
D ue to the an oothness assum ption
d @ , d @
= —=; = —= 50
@ o @ o (50)
exist and are continous functions ofq. The de nition of () yields

1 X mp;

@ = PpI>o0
. z@) ., m ¢
P np; 2Pq :
0 i In i 2
@ = @) In
g Z @ ) g
P In P q
L P
= i In @ Py 0 (51)
Z @ )
where X
Z@ )= P{ (52)

is called the partition sum ofthem ultifractal. T he equality in the relation °(q) 0
onl hodsi (9 D, ie. in the shgl-fractal sttuation. From Eq. ) one can
see that the ob fcts characterizing m ultifractals are constructed In a sin iar way
to thermm odynam ic quantities where the partition sum Z (q; ) is replaced by the
canonical partition sum Z ( ;V ) in Boltzm ann statistics. Indeed, one can w rite
down for each of the quantities ke gq;In ; (g) ::: is them odynam ic counterpart
(see eg. Ref. 41). K egping this analogy betw een m ultifractals and them odynam ics
In m ind one can im agihe that a violation of the sn oothness condition for (9)
could be viewed as an Intrinsic phase transition in each m ultifractalwave fiinction.
Such kind ofphase transition (which hasnotbeen ocbserved in system s show ing LD
transitions up to now ) should not be confiised w ith the LD transition itself.

3.2. D istributions

The (9) function describes the scaling behavior of m om ents, ie. of FP9i. We
w ish to descrbe the whole distrdbution function @ ; ) that corresoonds to these
mom ents. Fora finction F @ ; ) the corresponding average value reads

71
;)= d @; ))FE): (53)
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Since we are Interested in the scaling behavior of the distrlbution function itselfwe
change the variable P to by de ning

~(; d

I

®; )dp : (54)

N ow , average valies can be calculated w ith the help of ¥( ; ) via
Ee; )= d ;) )F( ): (55)

Absence of length scales forces the distribution fiinction ~to show pow er-law scaling
with respect to . Since, in the them odynam ic Imit ! O, the values (@) are
uniquely de ned one can apply the m ethod of stegpest decent when calculating the
average for F = P 9. This leads to the ollow ing conclision

T here exists a positive finction, the £ ( )-spectrum of the m ultifractal, char-
acterizing the scaling behavior of the distrdbution fiinction 7, and is related
to (@) by a Legendre transform ation.

~( ; ) / £f()+D

£ @) = @ a @ : (56)
Here the function (9) is the sam e as introduced in Eq. @).

U sing the analogy betw een m ultifractality and them odynam ics one can check that
f () corresponds to the m icrocanonical statistics and resam bles the entropy as a
function ofenergy. Let’s focus on them eaning ofthe function f ( ) in the context of
m ultifractality. T his fiinction describes the scaling behavior of the whole distribbution
function ofbox-probabilities in the absence of kength scakes. In the single—fractalcase
the function f ( ) shrinksto thepoint O ;D ) inan ( ;£ ( )) diagram . C onsequently,
the distrbution fiinction ~ is sihgular, and the distribution fiinction w ith regpect to
the variabke P, @ ; ), isa narrow distrdbution on all length scales. In the single-
fractalcase (P ; ) istypically a gaussian distribution and can be characterized by
a few cumulants.

In the multifractal case there appears a new and unexpected behavior of the
distrbbution function @ ; ) which we want to describe In the ollow ing. D ue to
general properties of Legendre transform ations we have

f () is a posiive, single-hum ped function of negative curvature on a nite
Intervallof values:

Dy < <D 1 ;0 £() D;f()=D 67)
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f () tem inates at the points O ; ;0) wih in nite slopes and has slope
£9( ) = 1 atthepoint ( 1); (@)) where ,aswellasf( ),equalD (1).

T hese statem ents can m ost easily derived by writing the functions (), (@)
and £'(@), de ned by f ( @) =:f(@), as'

@ = ]ni hz @ )
1 X
@ = o ) i hP
1 X
fa@ = o i Inge (58)

H ere the g-dependent nom alized quantity

Piq(Lb)

59
Py &%)

il@Ly) =

is a generalization of the originalbox-probability P; and is called the g-m icroscope
since i Increases the large box-probabilities for positive values of g and increasesthe
an all box-probabilities for negative values of g, respectively. T he second of these
equations ) isonly a reparam etrization ofEqg. @) and by Legendre transform ing
(@) one can easily check thatf'(q) is correctly describbed by the third equation of
@) . W em ention that num ericalcalculationsof f ( )-spectra are ofhigher precision
when usihg Egs. @) com pared to num erical Legendre transform ation of ().

Let us sum m arize the instrum ents for describing the m ulifractal scaling behav—
Jor of nom alized box-probabilities: the (g) function describes the scaling behavior
ofm om ents and f ( ) describes the scaling behavior of the corresponding distribu—
tion function. Both ofthem are related by Legendre transform ation. T he functions
D (@) and () can also serve to describe the m ultifractalnature ofbox-probabilities
but have, for our purposes, lss appealing interpretations.

M otivated by the single-hum ped shape of the f ( )-spectrum we try to give a
physical Interpretation of m ultifractality, at least in the context of the LD transi-
tion. It is illum inating to approxim ate the f ( )-spectrum by a parabola and to
see to which kind of distrdbbution function the parabolic approxim ation PA) corre—
soonds. ThePA ,which fi1l llsm ost ofthe desired constraints, is determ ined by one
param eter, o, besides the geom etric fractaldin ension D %737 ie.

f(yop Lo )
4 (o D)

T his corresponds to a log-nom aldistribution of the box-probabilities

( )
(i) ep O m o (61)
’ 4 (o D) )
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A log-nom aldistribution is the prototype ofa broad distribution which cannot be
characterized by a few cum ulants. For exam ple, the n-th cum ulant grow s exponen-—
tially wih n, / & Scaling requires that the distribution is broad on all length
scales and w ith the nom alization condition on the box-probabilities the form given
by Eq. @) can be view ed as the paradigm ofa distrbution function which isbroad
on all length scales. T he physical interpretation of such a behavior is the follow Ing.

In phase coherent disordered conductors the actualvalue ofa localbox-quantity,
like P; (L), depends on a Jarge num ber of conditions sim ultaneuosly. T his can be
sim ulated by w riting P; (L) as a product ofa large num ber of independent random
factors,

Pilp)=pPo # P :::; (62)
and the central-lin it-theoram tells that one can expect P; (L) to be log-nom aldis-
tribbuted. T he scaling condition (absence of length scales) requires the distribution
function to exhdbit power lJaw behavior. T hus, we conclude

InP
~ ; )/ D fmE=h) 63
(—]n ) (63)
wih f ( ) beihg aln ost parabolic. For com plteness we list the PA orD (g) and
@
D@=D g(o D);i @= o 29(og D): (64)

However, the parabolic approxin ation can never be exact since it violates som e
of the constraints we have derived for £ ( ); mainly positivity and the boundary
conditionsat © 1 ;0).PA can only serve as a good approxin ation in the viciniy
of the m ost probable value ( for the scaling exponents 5 T he breakdow n of the

PA can be Indicated by either the valies = 9 2 D(p D) (where £f()
vanishes in the PA), orby q. = ﬁ Where (g) lboses m onotonicity in the
PA). give rough estim atesofD ; .

T he m ost probable value of the box-probability corresponding to ¢ is given by
the typical value of P (Ly),

Pyp @Lp) = exp fhnP @Lp)i g/ °: (65)

w hich is a geom etric type ofm ean value.

Finally, we present results of the m ultifractal analysis for wave functions in the
critical regin e of a nite quantum Hall system 2° Tn Fig.[] the squared am plitude
of a wave function is shown where increasing darkness correponds to higher prob—
ability to nd an electron at the corresponding point in the system . The picture
dem onstrates the selfsim ilar structure of the wave functions and the trem endeous
am ount of uctuation of local probabilities, even w ithin one given state. In F ig. E
f () spectrum for this wave function is graphically depicted, show ing that the box
probabilities are aln ost log-nom aldistributed and show power law behavior. T he
m ost Interesting values of scaling exponents are

0=23 007;D; =09 04;D ; =37 0a: (66)
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Fig.1l. Squared am plitude of a m ultifractal wave function in the critical regim e of a quantum
Hall system . Increasing darkness correponds to higher probability of nding an electron (on a
logarithm ic scale) .

Fig.2. The £ ( ) spectrum of a m ultifractal wave finction at the center of the lowest Landau
level.
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Fig. 3. Com parison of £ ( )-spectra for three di erent wave fiinctions in the critical regin e of a
quantum Hall system . T he dots correspond to the £ ( )-spectrum and other curves correspond
to the parabolic approxim ations for the £ ( )-spectra of this and two distinct states.

T he fractaldin ension is, of course, D = 2.

Striking is the ocbservation that the £ ( ) function seem sto be universal forallof
the critical states. T his can be seen In Fjg.ﬂ w here the £ ( )-spectrum ofone state
is shown together w ith the parabolic approxin ations of this and tw o distinct states
choosen In the critical regin e. The coincidence is rem arkable. Calculations of
f ( )-spectra, carried out by P ook?? for the sam e m odel system , but w ith di erent
realizations of the random potentialand di erent system sizes, con m this result.
Further evidence was provided by calculations of Huckestenn et al??/3 for a tight-
binding version of the quantum Hall system which give the sam e values for the
quantities o, D ; wihin the error bars. This m eans that the LD transition of
quantum Hallsystem s (at least forthe lowest Landau levelw here allofthe num erics
has been perform ed) is uniquely characterized by those critical num bers.

3.3. Inverse P articipation N um bers

In this subsection we describe how disorderaveraged G reen flinctions are involved
In the multifractal analysis via Inverse participation num bers. T hereby two appli-
cations w ill be adressed: the rst concems the calculation of the critical exponent
of the correlation (localization) length in a quantum Hall sysytem . The sec—
ond concems the anom alous di usion found by Chalker et al.’%** asm entioned in
Sec.24.
The rolk of fractality for the LD transition was already cbserved by A oki’® in
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1983 by looking at the inverse participation num ber de ned by
Z

P= drj @F 67)

where denotes a d-din ensional system with linear dimension L. He gave an
argum ent that the wave finction (r) ofelectronsat the LD transition point show s
fractal structure. If the wave function is uniform ly distributed, P / L 4, the
participation ratio p= @ L%) ! is constant. In the localized regin e P 4 and
p vanishes in the them odynam ic lm it. At the transition point where the wave
function is extended the participation ratio still vanishes in the them odynam ic
lim . Consequently, P scales wih a power d < d. By a box-counting m ethod
A oki*® calculated the fractaldin ension ofwave fiinctions ofa Q H'S at the transition
point to be approxin ately 1:5. A lthough his m ethod was not free of system atic
errors, plots of the electron density j (¢)F indicated selfsin ilarity.

Castellaniet all® considered the \d= 2+ " expansion of W egner’s non linear

-m ode?’ r the generalized mverse participation num bers
Z

pH= &'y @mfi/ L @ (68)

and concluded that the wave functions at the transition point show m ultifractal
behavior since (@) isnotequaltod(@ 1) but de nesa set of fractaldin ensions
d @:

@=d @@ 1): (69)
To show the relation between () and (q) we consider P9 calculated in a tight
binding m odelw ith lattice constant b,

i J WF9=2 @ =bL): (70)

i
If both quantities b and L are In a regin e of selfsin ilarity the identity of (q)
and (g) Pllows mm ediately. However, they are di erent in the continuum Ilim it
! 0) Pr xed L since selfsin ilarity breaks down once b is an aller than the
m icroscopic length scales 1. On the other hand, in the continuum lim i, we can

consider Z (@; = b=L) to be an approxin ation or P @ which becom es m ore and
m ore accurate asL goesto In nity. If selfsim flarity is preserved up to length scales
L ! 1, @ ! (@) can be concluded. The assum ption of selfsim ilarity for

L ! 1 isful lled at the criticalpoint ofthe LD transition where the only relevant
length scale, the localization length , diverges. T hus, at the critical point of the
LD transition

@= @: (71)
O n the other hand the correlation length . isde ned asan upperbound for power
law behavior and d () can be determ ined from the scaling behavior of P B! with

c*

P [a] / o (S} . (72)
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T he critical exponent ofthe correlation length . is de ned by
c/ (73)

where isthe di erence of a critical cbservable (eg. the energy) from it’s critical
value. In analogy to this, W egner’’ introduced critical exponents (g) for the
generalized inverse participation num bers

P [a] / (@) . (74)

T hus, we conclude a scaling relation betw een m ultifractal scaling num bers () and
criticalexponents (g) and 1748,

@ = @ (75)

and (q) depends on g in a non-trivialway if the wave finctions are m utifractals.

Still, Eqg. ) doesn’t yield as a function of only mulifractal scaling num bers.
N evertheless, we can see what was overlooked by H ikam #° when calculating the

criticalexponent foraQHS (restricted to one Landau kevel) tobe1l:9 02.W hat
he did calculate was the exponent ). He found @)= 38 04 The resul for

given above Bllow s ifP ?! is assum ed to scale w ith the localization length as 2,

ignoring that m ultifractality leads to the anom alous scaling behaviorp 21/ D @),
Taking m ultifractality nto account, D 2) = 162  0:027° we get

=24 03: (76)
This is n agreem ent w ith the high accuracy resut, = 234 0:04, of Huckestein

and K ram er’! obtained by a nite size scaling technique.

A s a further application to the QHE we show that multifractality relates the
exponent of anom alousdi usion to D (2). W e have already anticipated that the
spectrum ofm ulifractaldin ensions has universal features for states in the viciniy
ofthe LD transition since we om ited to distinguish between inverse participation
num bers of individual states and their ensam ble average. In fact, as already dis-
cussed, di erent wave functions of several system s show , In the critical regin €, the
sam e £ ( )-spectra w ithin the error bars.

T he observation of anom alous di usion (see Sec. 2:4) m eans that the averaged
tw o-particle G reen function

Bt @GE)F = JwjE H + 1i)!PiF an

behaves as
HrGE)F/ ¢ T2 9 (78)

Thispower law, with a value = 0:38 0:04,was und® in quantum Hallsystem s
(@=2) for length scales r in the regin e of m ultifractality, i. e. 1 r . Replace
the ensem ble average of the inverse participation ratio @) ofwave functions « (i)
with X% X

PUE) = e @ € )= € ") (79)
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where «» (i) corresponds to energy eigenvalue " . The ensem ble averaged inverse
participation number P E ) isnow de ned w ith respect to energy. It can be calcu—
lated from the G reen finction?’

PE)= lm ——F* (OE) (80)
et ¥

' +0
R —
where €)= Jino— dr+ E)F is the density of states. T he expected scale
Ut

independence ofthis quantity is excellently con m ed by num erical results?® . T hus,
w ith the ansatz

H* (GE)F= E;L)r*® 81)
one concludes
PE)/ E;L)/L*9; (82)
and consequently
+d 2=z=d D @): 83)

M ore precisely, in the case of m ultifractalbehavior one expects the G reen fuinction
to have a spectrum ofexponents and the one occurring in Eq. @) should be inter—
preted as the dom inating one. In the regim e ofm ultifractality, besides the distance
r, a second length scale, the system size L, appears in the correlation fiunction 5+ F

Eqg. )) . Thiswas anticipated in Sec. 24 when discussing the di erence between

the distance exponents z and z. U sing the term nology of Sec. 22 we identify the
exponents y and z to be

y= z=D (2) d; z=y+z=20: (84)

In a sihgle-fractal situation, z= 0 andy = =z. Thus, In system sw thoutm ultifractal
structure there isno need for ntroducing tw o exponentsw hen discussing correlation
fiinctions in  nite system s. The num ericalvalie®® D @)= d @)= 162 002 isi
accordance w ith our considerations, and anom alous di usion can be interpreted as
being a direct consequence ofthem ultifractalnature ofw ave fiinctions at the critical
point of the LD transition. This was already congctured in Ref. 30. There is no
contradiction between a nie value of , as interpreted via the distance exponent
z instead of z, and the vanishing of the exponent corresponding to the form al
order param eter of the LD transition. The physical reason for the phenom ena
of anom alous di usion and of m ultifractality is the quantum ooherence of highly
disordered system s.

4. G enralized M ultifractal A nalysis

So far, only m easures, ie. box-probabilities P , have been considered. To get into
contact w ith usual critical exponents we Introduce a generalized m ultifractal anal-
ysis ©r non-nom alized cbservables?® A related approach in the context of eld
theory was put forward by A . Ludw ig 2*
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Consider a physicalobservable Q which can be de ned for system s ofany linear
extension L. For sim plicity, we assum e the system to be a box of volum e (Lb)d
where d is the euklidean dim ension of the system . Thus, for any of such boxes
we have a box-cbservablke Q ; (Ly) sin ilar to the box-probability in the foregoing
sections. E xam ples are the m agnetic m om ent or the tw o-term inal conductance ofa
d-dim ensional cube w ith volim e (L)°.

W e are going to study the statistical and scaling properties of box-observables.
W e restrict to positive values forQ,

Q @Ly) 05 (85)

to avoid cancellations In averaging procedures and to apply the resuls of the fore—
going sections. At st glance, this seam s to be a strong restriction. However,
still a Jarge class of ocbservables can be studied which is speci ed by the follow ing
consideration. Let a physical cbservabl A (L), m easured on a box, be an elem ent
of som e observable algebra, then the scaling behavior of A (L) may show up in a
posiive scalar factor Q ,

A x) = s AK)
Ak) = 0®&® Ax)
o0& / x 86)

where the algebra elem ent A° does not show signi cant scaling behavior, or it's
averagem ight even vanish due to sym m etry. T he follow Ing generalized m ultifractal
analysis applies to such observables. W ith this restriction In m ind we proceed as
follow s.

4.1. N orm alization E xponents

T o study the statistics ofbox-observables one takes a Jarge num berN” ofequivalently
prepared system s and records the values of the box observable. This leads to the
set £Q 5 Lp)gy 1.0 - Themean value ofa function ofQ is then calculated as

#®

I Q Lp)iy = FQilp)): @®7)

1

Ny
A oorresponding am ooth distrdbution function @ ;L ,;N") is assum ed to describe
average values (provided N” is large enough),

Z
HQ CLp)ipg = dOF Q) Q;LN): (88)

0
In the absence of intrinsic length scals, ie. compared with L), intrinsic length
scales are ettherm uch less or m uch larger than Ly, one expects power law scaling
to occur In averages. To m ake contact to the m ultifractal analysis of m easures at
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an early state of the Investigations let us introduce a sym bolic system size L by
reparam etrizing the num ber N” as

1=d
L= LN 89)

Let N N’ be the num ber of non-vanishing values for Q ; L), de ne the nom al-
ization ofQ by
R
0 Gy L)J= Qi @Lp) (90)
and, by keeping L. xed In the averagihg procedure, identify the nomm alization
exponent X @1 in the regin e of power law scaling via

D o)y LE 1)

X B! can be any realnumber. The crucial step is the construction of a nomm alized
box-observabke P (R ];Lp;L) associated with Q :

Qi@y) . s

P; iLpil) = —————.7
R e N L,

P;(R FLp;L) 1: (92)
P; (D I;Ly;L) isnom alized w ith respect to the sym bolic system of linear size L but,
In general, not addiive,

R
P(RLL)$ P;i (D LypiL) (93)

In the usualm ultifractal analysis one in agines the box-observables to be m easures
for which the nom alization condition is very natural. N evertheless, when proving
the general features of the functions (q) and £ ( ) the nom alization condition was
essential, but no use wasm ade of additivity. By xing L we are abl to attach to
the positive, nom alized box-observable P (R J;Ly;L) the multifractal analysis by
de ning Bl@), Bl@) and £2!( By with the help ofthe partition sum,

R
Z@kx )=  PIRLLLL); (94)
In direct analogy to Egs. @) . Forthese functions all the general features explained
In Sec.3 ollow ifthe ratio = Lp=L is choosen sn all enough, and the observables
Qi (L) are In the scaling regin e. The results of Sec. 3 can be translated to the
follow ing statem ents

For positive box-observables Q (&) the scaling behavior of is distrbution
fiinction can be described by the corresponding nom alization exponent X ©!
and a single-hum ped function £21( B1)

o D h(_JnQ) no f[Q] 01 95
—;L L 7 1
1 b / b h = (95)
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w ith
nQ

= Pli g0l (96)
n

T he scaling relations for the m om ents and the typical value,

Qiyp Lp) = expfhinQ Ly)ig ; 97)

Q]
PR L) / Lyt @

I / LY x@=D+ Pl@+qg 2!
[Q]+X[Q]

Qtyp (Lb) / Lbo (98)

T he statem ents of Sec. 3 about properties of , , £ such as m onotonicity,
curvature, Legendre transfom , etc. do also apply or B1; Lland £RI1. m
general one expects D = d, unless a system atic scaling dependence of N” (N )
appears.

4 .2. Local observables

In case that Q is a localadditive observable, ie. for each subdivision of a starting
system of linear size L into N boxes of linear size Ly, Q (L) is an observable and

addiiviy holds,
R
QL)= Qi @y); 99)
1

the generalized m ultifractal analysis can also be applied to the nvestigation of
scaling properties w ith respect to the system size L which is then a true system
size. W e focus on the situation where Ly, and L are in a regin e of power law scaling
and vary both lengths independently. W e thus have to be aware of an additional
nom alization exponent Y ! with respect to I which is, in general, di erent from
X ] ],
Y ] .

D LL)H/ L0 L (100)

T he box-probabilities studied in Sec. 3 1], of course, Into the class of local observ—
ables w ith trivial nom alization exponents X = Y = 0. For local cbservables one

nds, besides the scaling relations of E gs. @, @) w ith respect to Ly, by varying
L and taking the nom alization exponent Y 2! ofEq. {10() into account)

[Q]X[Q] [Q]+Y[Q]

ICo)y / L 9L Y9 0y @yiL) / L, T L o (101)
w ih
x@=D+ “l@+x®; y@=D+ ®l@+q (102)

A san illustration let’sdiscusstw o exam ples. A trivialexam ple is the box-observable
Q = PLYL ¥ whereP isaboxprobability with m ultifractal finctions , and
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f and X ;Y are realnumbers. Then, R!= , Bl=  f@l= f andx 0l=x,
Yy Bl = vy . A s another exam ple consider the box-cbservable Q = P™ where P is
a box-probability and m som e realnum ber. A 11 the relevant scaling inform ation is
already contained in the (q) function ofP . Thus, it is easy to check that

x BTIo y BT m )
PPl = m @ m) PX
FETIC P ) = @) @) (@) : (103)

T he last of these three equations yields, due to the Legendre transform property of
f()wih respectto (@),

£ R = £( @)): (104)

Tt is tem pting to expect from this exam ples that f ( )-spectra of di erent observ—
ables, de ned foroneensem bl ofequivalently prepared system s, are either identical,
ifonly the nom alization is distinct, or are related in a sin ple m anner, if powers of
elem entary observables are nvolved.

4 3. Typical Scaling Variables

In the vicinity of a phase transition one expects a universal behavior of the scal-
Ing exponents. They m ay depend on general properties of the system s dynam ic,
how ever not on m icroscopic details. W e have already observed that di erent wave
functions In the LD transition regin e showed the same f ( )-spectrum . A further
Indication foruniversality of £ ( )-spectra was provided by the observation ofH uck—
estein and Schw eitzer*® that the Jocalequilbrium current density aswellas the Jocal
m agnetization®? show the sam e f ( )-spectrum as the wave fiinctions in a quantum
Hall system . H owever, universality of scaling variables iIn the LD transition (W hich
are non equilbrium properties) is even m ore Interesting.

R ecall the phenom enological scaling theory of A braham set al® orthe LD tran—
sition (see Sec. 2:4) where the conductance g is assum ed to be a scaling variable
on all length scales. A swe already m entioned in Sec. 2:4 the conductance ofm eso—
scopic system s has a broad distrdbution which cannot be describbed in tem s of the
m ean value ofg. C onsequently, one hasto consider the distrbution function (g;L)
w hich can be characterized by relevant param eters g,; for which —fiinctions exist.
If g is choosen for the f ( ) analysis a candidate for gy is cbviously given by the
typicalvalue gy,p (L) = exp fhing (L)ig

[q]+X gl

Gyp @) Gy / L ° (105)
and by com paring Egs. @) one conclides
1= = Jexb, (106)

Theuniversality of suggeststhe f ( )-spectra ofnom alized scaling cbservablesbe-
Ing universal, too. N otice that Eq. ) provides a m ethod to calculate the critical
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Fig. 4. Thouless num bers for 6 realizations of a quantum Hall system with linear size 1201,
restricted to the lowest Landau level. ! is the cyclotron frequency. Energy window s for data
evaluation as described in the text are indicated by vertical lines (after R ef. 23).

exponent w ih only the help ofm ultifractal criticalnum bers. T his gives the possi-
bility Hrcalculathg by a di erentm ethod than the nite size scalingm ethod 1413
In addition, if both m ethods coincide the m ultifractal analysis dem onstrates that
typical observables are relevant for scaling; a consequence of the uctuating self
sim ilar structure underlying m ulifractal ob fcts.

In order to check the predictions of the m ultifractal analysis Fastenrath et al?3
calculated num erically T houless num bers for the Q HS and applied the m ultifractal
analysis to the data. The T houless num bers are de ned by the ratio of the energy
shift due to a change ofboundary conditions (eg. periodic ! antiperiodic) wih
respect to the m ean lvel spacing. They can be thought of as being a transport
quantity show Ing the sam e qualitative (and scaling) behavior of a (dim ensionless)
dc conductance >3

In Fjg.E data for the T houless num bers denoted by g are shown which are
calculated for the lowest Landau level of 6 realizations of a QH S w ith linear size
120r.. One can see the critical regin e outside ofw hich the states are localized and
have zero dc conductance. In the critical regin e there are lJarge uctuations and the
corresponding histogram of F jg.ﬁ dem onstrates the broadness of the distribution
function. To apply the multifractal analysis, Thouless numbers g (L) for a large
num ber ofdi erent system sw ith varying system sizes from 30r. to 120r.were calcu—
lated. A s the box cdbservable Q them odulus ofthedeviation Q @) = L) gy J
was chosen where g, was indeed size independent. Fjg.E show s that the cor-
responding f ( )-spectrum of the Thouless num bers is very sim ilar to that of the
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Fig. 5. Histogram of T houless num bers calculated for the lowest Landau level of one quantum
Hall system .

box-probabilities?® D ata have been taken from a narrow window in the critical
region as indicated in Fjg.E. The authors nd

Sl= 222 005;x9= 175 005; =22 03: (107)
They also calculated directly from jlhgy,, gy Jj/ L™ and found
=23 02: (108)

In either case they used g, = 027 003, detem ined at the band center. The
data or are in agreem ent w ith the high precision value ofH uckestein and K ram er,
obtained by nite size scaling calculations.>!

T hem ultifractalanalysisof Fastenrath et al? con m the one-param eterscaling
theory of the LD transition in temm s of the typical conductance and dem onstrate
the broadness of the conductance distribution at criticality.

4 .4. Bounds for the C orrelation Length E xponent

In this section we show how them ultifractalanalysis providesa lowerbound forthe
critical exponent . W e refer to the LD transition for concreteness but the results
generality isre ected by the fact that only a few assum ptions such asoneparam eter
scaling are needed. To obtain upper bounds for m ore restrictive assum ptions are
needed.

That hasa lowerbound given by

(109)

[eEN)
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Fig. 6. £ ( ) spectra of nom alized (right) and unnomm alized (left) Thouless numbers. The
displacem ent of the extrem a is Jjust the nomm alization exponent X . T he broken line to the right
is a parabolic approxim ation (after Ref. 23).

where d is the Euclidean space din ensionality is known since the work ofChayes et
al. 3% A trivialupper bound or is given by

<1 (110)

otherw ise the de nition ofthe exponent would bem eaningless (eg. In the K osterlitz—
T houless transition) 3% W e give argum ents which in prove both bounds. O ur argu-
m ents rely on the assum ption that one param eter scaling holds true in the vicinity
ofthe LD transition point, on the analytic properties of (q) functions and on the
universality hypothesis.

In a eld theoretical statisticalm odel or a critical phenom enon as outlined in
Sec. 2 a scaling operator ooupls to the scaling eld t (in the LD transition
problem t correspondsto ® Ecj= :t) In the Ham iltonian

Z
t =t drseE: i1

Here S (¥) is a local scaling operator of the eld theoretical statisticalm odel. T he
scaling dim ensions y (n) corresoonding to the scaling operators
Z
Pl = &rs” @) 112)

are de ned wih respect to the renom alization group action (see eg. Ref. 56).
Renom alizability of the theory then means that only a nite number of these
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exponents are positive (relevant) and m ost of them are negative (irrelevant). Here
we dentify them via the nite size scaling properties of the average
* 7 +
drs* @ /LW 113)
L

w here the statistical m odel is de ned on a nite system of linear size L. For
a relevant scaling operator the ntegraldiverges forI, ! 1 and consequently the
scaling elds tP! ;n tP! P! have to be zero, ie. the critical point is reached.
O neparam eter scaling m eans that there is exactly one relevant operator and thus

n)< 0 or n 2 (114)

Ifby accident or sym m etry properties the expectation valie in Eq. ) vanishes
we assum e that there exists a corresponding positive scalar observable Q which has
the sam e scaling behavioras S (¢), in the spirit ofEqg. @) . Ifthis assum ption holds
true, then the general analytic properties of (q) functions tell that

@) = T+ x 't on
d @) (1] [
= X
dn () +
& @)
anZ 0 : 115)

Consequently the scaling din ensions have positive curvature. Since the exponent
is given by y (1) = 1= (for consistency wih the divergence of the correlation

length) we have
x = 1= 116)

In order to have () m onotonically decreasing guaranteeing renom alizability the
lower bound
> 1=} 17

has to be respected. Furthem ore, the oneparam eter scaling condiion Eg. )
requires
2
> ——
D! 1)
T his resem bles and In proves the Chayes et al. criterion Eq. ) . The ocbservation
of universality n f ( ) spectra for di erent cbservables suggestsD ! '@ = D (q).
R elying on the universality hypothesis for £ ( ) them ultifractalanalysis ofthe wave
function in the LD transition problem already allow s to obtain a lower bound for
, > 2=D (2).
In Sec. 43 we have found that it is the typical conductance gy, rather than the
average conductance hgi which serves as a oneparam eter scaling variable for the
LD transition and scales like

(118)

Pyp L) g3/ LY (119)
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The corresponding -fiinction has an unstable xed point. The exponents x97 (q)
describbing the scaling ofmom ents (L) qypjl / 1x%@ ape given by

x9@=D+ @+ qx¥: (120)

T he analytic properties of x¥) are sum m arized as follow s.

dx 91!
7@ 9] (q) + X 9]
dg
d2x 9l d bl
7@ _ @ <0 121)
dg? dq
Sincex9'(0) = 0and 1= = '+ X 81> 0 the exponents x (q) are positive for

an all positive values of g. For Jarge enough values of g they w illbecom e negative if
D P14+ X ¥< 0 which m eans that high m om ents of iy (L) g,p Jm ay decrease when
approaching the transition point. T his is not in contradiction to renom alizability
and does not yield a rigorous upper bound for . However, if at least the rst
m om ent has positive scaling exponent, x9'(1) = D + X B! > 0, then an upper

bound for can be concluided
1

o] :
g p

122)

N ote, that this upper bound relies on the additional, though ntuitive, assum ption
about a positive scaling exponent for them ean deviation gL) gy, -
W e give three exam pls for which the validity of the bounds can be checked
relying on the universality of £ ( ) spectra.
1.Forthe QHS thevalues for ,D (q) and ( reported above are com patible w ith
the bounds,
13< =23< 33: 123)

2. A sin ilar conclusion holds for the 2-d soin-orbit m odel (the calculation of =
2:15 was done by nite size scaling m ethods'! and o = 2:175 was calculated by
the m ultifractal analysis’’),

12< = 275< 6 (124)

3. The onedoop results of W egner’s non linear -model’ md= 2+ Ileadsto a
parabolic f ( )-spectrum as shown in Ref. 19. The results are

1
=1= ; o=d+ ;D @=d 2 +§ (125)

T hus, the one loop resul m eets the upper bound and the lower bound is valid up
to < 2=3. Higher loop orderd’ lead to f ( ) spectra which violate the condition
of constant curvature if taken seriously for arbitrary values of 1. This indicates
that the higher orders are in provem ents only for very sm all values of (as often
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happens in asym ptotic expansions). T he applicability of the loop expansion is an
open question.

5. C orrelations in M ultifractals

In this section we ask for correlations in positive, local cbservables as introduced in
Sec.42.Forexample, a bcal eld ’ (¥) gives rise to localbox-observables
Z

Qily) = dr 3 @3 (126)

box (1)

W e are Interested in the scaling properties of

M D@Lyl) = Q@)L Ty 127

L

w here the average is over all pairs ofboxes with xed distance r = sLy.

5.1. Scaling Relations

Usually, in critical phenom ena one studies correlations for In nite system size (and
Ly being m icroscopic) as a fiinction of r alone. Here we consider a regin e, where
both r and L are able to show scaling behavior. W e thus start w ith an ansatz

M @ Ly,;n) / L9 @y 2@ (128)

and try to nd relations of the exponents x, (@), vz @), z (@) to the previous ones
x (@ and y @Y A typical heuristic scaling argum ent to x scaling relations relies
on considering lin iing cases w here scaling w illbe already violated. H ow ever, since
the lim it is reached continuously and scaling exponents are unigque one can conclide
scaling relations due to consistency. W e thus proceed by considering the lim iing
cases forM ®: (§) r= Ly and @) r= L. In case (i) we expect the asym ptotics

M ®/ 0%y |/ Ly YD 129)

In case (i) we expect the asym ptotics
M/ L0 M) |, / ILy)E / L @ 130)

where Q9 (Lp) is the value for Q 9 (L) already averaged over one system of size L.
Com parison w ith Eq. ) yields the scaling relations

2@ = ya)
X @ = xQg
z@ = 2y@ yRa=2x@@ x@C9 (131)

which coincide w ith those ofam ore sophisticated derivation by C ates and D eutsch®®
In the case 0ofQ being a localm easure. N otice that the nom alization exponents X

¥In the follow ing we suppress the superscript Q ] in exponents.
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and Y cancelin z(Q) ladingtoz(@ =D + 2 () (29) . The analytic properties
of z (@) ,x; (@ and vy, (@) are summ arized as follows. z (g) vanishes at g= 0 where
it hasa m ininum . It is m onotonically Increasing (decreasing) org> 0 < 0),
and it’s slope vanishes for g ! 1 . % (@ and y; (@) have negative curvature.
T heirm onotonicity depend on the sign of @2qg)+ X and of (2qg)+ Y, resoectively.
Since (g) ism onotonically decreasing they are m onotonically increasing provided
D; > X ; Y .Noticethatx (@) and y, (@) depend on the nomm alization exponents
and m ay becom e negative for positive values of g.

The fact that M @ can depend on the system size I is unusual com pared to
ordinary critical phenom ena w here the correlation finction, the susceptbility (),
is expected to depend on the distance r only, provided the therm odynam ic lim it is
reached and the correlation length  is In nite at the critical point T.. W e 1ike to
comm ent on this In the follow ing.

In Sec.3 2 wediscussed an interpretation ofm ultifractality ofthe box-probability
In the context of the LD transition: M ultifractality re ects broadness of the box-—
probabilitiesdistribution fiinction on alllength scalesw hich isdue to the dependence
of the box-probability in each box on a large num ber of conditions, sin utaneously.
M ore general, we call a situation, where a localbox observable depends on a large
num ber of conditions for the entire system of linear size L, sin ulaneously, a situ—
ation of \m any param eter (M P) coherence" . In the context of the LD transition
coherence at zero tem peratures is due to quantum m echanical phase coherence of
the electrons wave function and disorder Introduces a huge num ber of param eters,
eg. the position of point-scatterers. It m ay happen that M P coherence is valid
only up to a certain scak L < L, de ned implicitly by M ¥ being independent of L
orL > L.Wecalll aMP coherence kngth. If such crossover in M 9 exists, two
situations have to be distinguished. First, {, fntroduces a cut-o for correlations.
For exam ple, the correlation length isa M P ooherence length of this kind. A
tematively, L does not introduce a cut-o  and correlations still show hom ogeneity
exponents for distances r > . An exam pl for this kind of M P coherence length
In the LD transition problem willbe discussed below . In the latter situation the
©low ing scaling behavior ofM 9! is expected to occur orr L L,

M 4 (L ;ﬁ) / ﬁ V2 @ 4 z(q); 132)

and for L r ﬁ,
M 9Lt/ v 29, 133)

respectively. Thus, Porr f the usualbehavior is recovered . H ow ever, for this sit—
uation the m ultifractality on scales less than L isstillre ected by the gdependence
of z(q) the scaling relation ofwhich can be conclided by a sim ilar reasoning as that
lading to Egs. )

z@ =y @+ z@=2y@: (134)

T he analytic properties of = (@) are such: =z(g) has negative curvature and itsm ono-
tonicity properties depend on the sign of (g) + Y . It can thus happen, that = ()
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is negative for a wide range of g values. A system which is never M P ooherent,
ie. I ism icroscopic, the sihgle—fractal situation applies and, then, z Q) 0 and
z(@ = 2y@ = y@g.

5.2. A pplication to LD Transitions

In the LD transition problem the density of states of an individual system is a

suitable candidate for a localbox-observable. It is de ned by
X
€ix) =3 8 H)¥i= J @F € ") (135)

w here are eigenstates of H w ith respect to energy " . O ne peculiar feature of
the LD transition is that the average density of states, € ) = L%T:l: & H), is
not an order param eter and is L-independent. T he corresponding box observable
is Z
Q; LpiE) = d'r € ;x) (136)
box (1)

T he scale-independence of (B ) detem ines the nom alization exponents to be
X =0;Y = D: 137)

T he fact that the average of () is not an order param eter ( = 0) is equivalent
to x (1) = 0. However, the typicalvalue ofQ typ CAN Serve as an order param eter,
because

Qup/ L o™ (138)

and consequently, by L approaching ., we have
Qup/ t © P (139)

T hus, In contrast to them ean valueh) i, Q typ is able to indicate the LD transition
and we have reason to call

wp = (o0tY)= (o D) (140)

the typical order param eter exponent.
T he exponents z () do not depend on the nom alization exponents and are given
asz @=D+2 (@ (2q) whereas the exponents z(q) dodepend on Y = D,

z @=2 1)0O @ D) (141)

have negative curvature, are positive or 0 < g < 1, vanish at g = 0;1 and are
negative elsew here. The function (g) is, dueto Eq. ), the sam e as for the wave
function itself.

Forgq= 1wecan com parew ith the result ofC halkerand D anielP® forthe scaling
of the density correlator at the LD transition ofa quantum Hall system ,

h E+ !'=2;%) E 1=2;9)1 ; (142)
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where ! sets the scale of a MP coherence length L, = (! ) ™. L, can be
Interpreted as the linear system size for a system with m ean level spacing of about
! 3% Their resulk is: orr L, correlations scale lke r %% whereas orr L,
correlations behave like r°. The 1st of these results was already discussed in
Secs. 2,4 and can be recovered from Eq. )

z=2z (1)=D D (2)= 038: (143)

T he second resul is consistent w ith the interpretation of z being the distance ex-—
ponent in a regimner L,,ie.

z==z (1)= 0: (144)

A sin ilar observation wasm ade in Ref. 12 for the LD transition in 2-d system with
soin-orbit coupling , though the resuls were not conclusive conceming quantitative
results for z (1). Furthem ore, the scaling of the density correlator w ith respect to
L, fal Iis the scaling relation of Eq. (131)) which m eans here

v, W=y @)= z= 038: (145)

T his cam e out In the work ofChalker et al. by studying the combined variable L, k
w here k is the inverse wavelength in the Fouriertransform ofthe density correlator
and probes long distances in the Iim it k ! 0. Instead of Interpreting ! via L, one
can (m ore directly) look at the density correlator of Eqg. ) as descrbing the
density correlations in energy and, ow ing to Fourder transfomm ation for the lim it
! 1 0, the Iong tin e correlations of wave packets. Huckestelh and Schweitzer™®
checked the latter point of view by explicitly calculating the long tim e correlations
ofwave packets in the critical regim e ofa quantum Hall system and found excellent
agreem ent, ie. z= 038 0:02.

Unfortunately, no results forvaluesg$6 1 forz @);y, @) and z (Q) are available
up to now . T hus, the picture developed here needs further tests.

53. Conform alM apping in 2-d

W e apply conform alm apping argum entsto nd a relation between nite size scaling

(' SS) m ethods relying on strip-like system sand them ultifractalanalysis for square—
like system sn 2-d. To begin w ith som e ideas about conform alm apping are reviewed
(for a satisfactory treatm ent see eg. Ref. 59).

For critical correlation functions A (r) / r  the follow ing assum ption seem s
plusble. Scalk nvariance, as re ected by Eq. (ﬂ), should hold also for Jocaltrans—
formm ations w hich preserves angles but m ay change scales locally in the sense that
correlations of one system w ith a certain geom etry are m apped onto those correla—
tionsofa sin ilar system the geom etry ofwhich is determ ined by the transform ation.
Such transform ations are called conform alm appings. T he corresponding Jacobian

J hasto ful 11
b w Jv Jw

— = (146)
@2w?) (@v)? Tw)?)

1=2
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w herev;w are vectors ofthe tangent space at a given point. In 2-d any holom orphic
function f (z = x + iy) isa conform alm apping. E specially, the com plex logarithm
providesa conform alm apping ofthe entire plane onto an in nite strip w ith periodic
boundary conditions. Let’s introduce C artesian (x;y) and polar coordinates (x;’ )
on the plane by x + iy = re” . Then the conform alm apping F (x + iy) = 2- In (x +
iy) =:u + iv maps a ring area, denoted by C, with inner radius 1=L and outer
radlis L onto a strip ofwidth M with length L= % InL, centered at u = 0 and
ful Iling periodic boundary conditions in v-direction. For a correlation function on
the plane ;y), A (r) / r which behaves reqular or r ! 0 we can express the
exponent by an integralexpression In coordinate free temm s by (cf. Ref. 60)

— lZ |

=5 ! 147)

C

where thetwoform ! = d d@@mAa), is the H odge-operator corresponding to the
Euclidean m etric, and 1=L is assum ed to be an allenough to give vanishing contri-
bution to by applying Stokes’ theorem . By lifting ! w ith the conform alm apping
F , and assum ing exponential decay of the corresponding correlation finction along
the strip, K (u;v) / exp J1F M ), one arrives at the resul

—_— = — (148)

W e wish to apply this result to correlation functions ofm ultifractal correlations

M 9 with Ly being m icroscopic. However, in the regine r  L;L confom alm ap-

pihg argum ents of the kind presented here can never apply since a second length

scale besides the distance r appears. W e thus have to focus on the regine r i
whereM ® behaves as

M T@) /@ (149)

At the criticalpoint ofthe LD transition, where power law in the plane isvalid, the
decay lengths @' M ) of the corresponding correlations in the strip-geom etry vary
linearwih M . This fact is exploited in the F'SS analysis of the LD transition (see
eg. Ref. 14). Thus, the FSS variabke 9 M ) = 2 B M )=M Zbecom es a constant
Y at the criticalpomt.

M aking the hypothesis, that the conform al m apping result Eg. ) applies
to the multifractal correlations in the regin e described by Eqg. @) one would
conclude

Y=2=(z0@): (150)

However, In the situation ofthe LD transition z(q) takes negative values forg> 1
w hich is counterintuitive and suggests exponential grow th of correlations in the strip
geom etry. Furthem ore, the exponents =z (q) and the decay lengths B! are attached
to averages of pow ers of the correlation function, though the precise statem ent on

T he factor of 2 is due to convention.
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the existence of the decay length In the strip-geom etry relies on the average of
the logarithm s of the correlations (see eg. Ref. 14). Thus, we leave the validity
of Eqg. ) as an open question and tum over to the typical valies de ned by
the average of logarithm s. In FSS calculations it is the average of the logarithm
of the correlation function which is calculated by know ing that this quantity is
selfaveraging. Therefore, we denote results of such FSS calculationsby %P and
a congcture about the relation to m ultifractality (relying on confom alm apping
argum ents) reads

P =2=( myp) i Byp=2( 0+ Y) (151)
w here the expression for #y, is a consequence ofEgs. ,@) .

In the context ofthe LD transition we foundY = D forthe localobservabl
being the density of states. T his cbservable involves the square am plitude ofwave
functions and localization lengths are usually de ned w ith respect to the m odulus
ofthe wave function. T his explains the conventional factor of 2 in the de nition of

™).

Up to now , only data for two universality classes are know n w here one can check
the prediction ofEq. ): () quantum Hall system s and (i) 2-d A nderson m odel
w ith spin-orbit scattering. Taking into acoount that present days calculations, lack—
ing larger system s, are ablke to produce results or P and , D wih a precision
hardly exceeding 5% , the resuktsarenot in con ictwithEq. {(5I): () 2P = 1:14%
and 1=( (o 2))=106% @) %P =188%2andl=( (o 2))= 1827

6. Conclusions

A ffer rem inding som e aspects of critical phenom ena In Sec. 2 we described the
m ultifractal analysis of broadly distributed observables in the critical regin e of a
critical phenom enon. B roadness of the distribution on length scalesm uch less than
the correlation length . is determm ined by the sihgle-humped f ( ) soectrum of
nom alized box-ocbservables. T he parabolic approxin ation for £ ( ) corresponds to
a log-nom aldistribution. Scaling of the g-th m om ent is given by the function ()
de ning generalized dim ensionsD (@) = (@)= 1) © = D (0) being the geom etric
fractal din ension) and by the nomn alization exponents X ;Y . The function ()
is m onotonically increasing and has negative curvature. It is related to £ ( ) by
Legendre transform ation (Secs. 3 4). Since the distrbution is broad it is not
possble to characterize it by the m ean value. Instead, the typical value de ned as
the geom etric m ean is a selfaveraging quantity which scales w th exponent ¢ +
X where ( isthemaxinum position of £( ), £( o) = D . W e Interpreted the
appearence of broad distributions being due to m any param eter coherence, saying
that localobservables depend on a large num ber of conditions for the entire system ,
sin ultaneously.

Furthem ore, correlation functions ofbroadly distributed observables at critical-
lity show scaling dependence w ith respect to the distance between localobservables
and w ith respect to the linear system size L or, equivalently, w ith respect to a length
t indicating the range ofm any param eter coherence. For distances r exoceeding the
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length f correlations w ill only depend on r (Sec. 5). A lthough com patble wih
known resuls, this scenario needs further investigations.

Scaling exponents of correlations are related to (@), X , Y by scaling rela—
tions Egs. )) T herefore, a com plete characterization of critical exponents
In temm s of m ultifractal spectra is possible.

W e applied the m ultifractal analysis to the localization-delocalization transition
Induced by disorder (LD transition) kading to the follow ing conclusions. T he form al
order param eter, the average densiy of states, does not show the LD transition
w hich m eans the order param eter exponent vanishes, = 0. Consequently, usual
scaling relations tell that correlations show a distance exponent z= 0. In contrast
to the average density of states, the typicalvalue isable to re ect the LD transition
and the corresoonding typical order param eter exponent and distance exponent
are gp = (o D) and gy = 2( ¢ D), respectively (Sec.5). Here  is the
critical exponent of the localization length. By choosing the typical conductance
as a scaling variable an expression for in tem s of only m ulifractal exponents
can be given, = (o + X 8y 1, The multifractal analysis yields lower as well as
upper bounds for in tem sofD ) and o, respectively Egs. ,)). The
exponent z describing the distance exponent in the regine r L;f is given by
z=d D @)% zwhich is excellently con m ed for the LD transition in quantum
Hall system s (Sec. 5).

W ih the help ofconform alm apping argum ents in d = 2 we suggested a relation
between the critical value of the (typical) renom alized localization length . of
strip—like system s (eing the scaling variable in nite size scaling calculations) and
the exponent ( Eqg. )). This relation is In agreem ent w ith presently avail-
ablk data. A corresponding relation between m om ents Eqg. )) needs further
num erical investigations. Such relation is highly desirable since it would allow to
dem onstrate com plete equivalence between the m ultifractal analysis and the nite
size scaling approach.

Finally, we comm ent on the question of how to detem ine the critical point T
by the m ultifractalanalysis. For nite system sizesL the critical regim e ofvalues T
around T., characterized by L c¢r s nite. W ithin this regin e the £ ( ) soectra
can be calculated by determ ning lnear regin es In log-log plots (see Egs. @)) .
These values will slightly di er from the universal valies at T.. The di erence
( nite size corrections) will scale, eg.?® (@T) 0o(Te) / I T+ . Thus,
in principle, one can detem ine T, and 1= from nite size corrections!’ There
have been speculations®?®3 to determ ine T, In the context ofthe LD transition, by
requiring a certain fractal din ension to coincide w ith the lower critical din ension
d; which is believed to be d; = 2. Since it is known that there is a spectrum of
fractaldin ensions, such criteria are not evident. To the authors know ledge the only
m otivation for concturingD (1) = d; asa criteriim to x T. com es from the one—
loop result of W egnersnon-lnear -modelind= 2+ %% whereD (@) = 2+ q .
However, this approxin ation is expected to deviate from exact valuesas ! 1.
Thus, In order to determ ine T. by the multifractal analysis one has to establish
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universality in m ulttifractal exponents rather than to establish certain values for
these exponents.
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