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Abstract

W e considerthebilocalconductivity tensor,thetwo-probeconductanceand

its uctuations for a disordered phase-coherent two-dim ensional system of

non-interacting electrons in the presence ofa m agnetic �eld,including cor-

rectly theedgee�ects.Analyticalresultsareobtained by perturbation theory

in thelim it�xx � 1.Form esoscopicsystem stheconduction processisdom -

inated by di�usion butwe show that,due to the lack oftim e-reversalsym -

m etry,the boundary condition fordi�usion isaltered atthereecting edges.

Instead oftheusualcondition,thatthederivativealong thedirection norm al

to thewallofthe di�using variable vanishes,the derivative attheHallangle

tothenorm alvanishes.W edem onstratetheorigin ofthisboundarycondition

from di�erentstarting points,using (i)a sim pli�ed Chalker-Coddington net-

work m odel,(ii)thestandard diagram m aticperturbation expansion,and (iii)

the nonlinear �-m odelwith the topologicalterm ,thus establishing connec-

tions between the di�erent approaches. Further boundary e�ects are found

in quantum interference phenom ena. W e evaluate the m ean bilocalconduc-

tivity tensor ���(r;r
0),and the m ean and variance ofthe conductance,to

leading order in 1=�xx and to order (�xy=�xx)
2,and �nd that the variance

ofthe conductance increaseswith the Hallratio.Thusthe conductance uc-

tuations are no longer sim ply described by the unitary universality class of

the �xy = 0 case,butinstead there isa one-param eter fam ily ofprobability

distributions. O urresultsdi�er from previouscalculations,which neglected

�xy-dependent vertices beyond the change in boundary conditions. In the

quasi-one-dim ensionallim it,the usualuniversalresult for the conductance

uctuationsoftheunitary ensem bleisrecovered,in contrastto resultsofpre-

vious authors. W e also give an extensive discussion ofcurrentconservation
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

In thepastdecadem uch attention hasbeen given tothestatisticalpropertiesofquantum

conductors with com plete phase coherence (with size L sm aller than the phase coherence

length Lin).A notablefeatureofsuch system sisthelack ofself-averaging in theirtransport

properties. In m esoscopic system s for which L is less than the localization length �,the

conductance uctuation am plitude (the standard deviation ofthe conductance),isfound,

at low m agnetic �eld,to be oforder 1 and independent ofsystem size and the degree of

disorder,(butdependenton the dim ensionality,shape,and overallsym m etry propertiesof

thesystem )[1{7].(Notethat,in thepresentpaper,allconductivities� and conductancesg

havea factore2=h rem oved,so they aredim ensionlessin two dim ensions;theirdim ensionful

analoguesarerecovered by m ultiplying by e2=h.) These universalconductanceuctuations

(UCF)have been wellunderstood within the fram ework ofperturbation theory [3,4,7]and

the one param eter scaling theory ofquantum conductance [8,9]. The physics underlying

theUCF isthelong-ranged spatialcorrelation am ong thewavefunctionsoftheconduction

electronsin the di�usive regim e. The universality ofthe phenom enon hasalso stim ulated

theform ulation ofa random m atrix theory description ofquasi-one-dim ensional(quasi-1D)

[10{13]and quasi-zero-dim ensional(quasi-0D)conductors[14,15],which reproducesquanti-

tatively the resultsofdiagram m atic perturbation theory. In the earlierperturbative work

thee�ectofa m agnetic �eld wasonly included through theintroduction ofan appropriate

Aharonov-Bohm phase in the zero-�eld propagator. This leads to the elim ination ofthe

Cooperon contributionsto the conductance uctuations,causing a cross-overfrom the so-

called orthogonalto theunitary ensem ble,and a consequentreduction ofthevarianceby a

factoroftwo [4,7].In thequasi-1D case,thisresultisalso recovered by therandom -m atrix

approaches[12,13].

In two dim ensions(2D),theinterplay ofquantum interferencee�ectsand m agnetic�eld

leads to the quantum Halle�ect in high m agnetic �eld B [16]. In m esoscopic sam ples,

conductance uctuations persist in fairly high m agnetic �eld !c�0 > 1,where !c is the

cyclotronfrequency,�0 istheelasticscatteringtim einzerom agnetic�eld,andtheuctuation

am plitude rem ainscom parable to the low �eld lim it[17{23]. ForB �eldssu�ciently high

thatquantization oftheHallconductancesetsin,theuctuationsarestrongly suppressed in

theplateau regions,butreappearin both longitudinaland Hallresistance in thetransition

regions between plateaus. It is therefore oftheoreticalinterest to generalize the theory

for conductance uctuations to all�elds. At !c�0 > 1,the trajectories ofthe electrons

are signi�cantly inuenced by the Lorentz force between successive scattering events and

the dynam icale�ect ofthe m agnetic �eld m ust be treated. The di�usion at high �eld

occurs by a di�erent m echanism from the low �eld regim e. Forthe short-ranged random

potentialm odel,thecenterofthecyclotron orbithopsalength oforderthecyclotron radius

R c whenever it encounters a scattering center, therefore R c plays the role ofthe m ean

free path l. The bare conductivity �0xx in the m iddle ofthe N th Landau levelisoforder

(2N + 1)=� [24](N = 0,1,...).Despite the altered nature ofthe m icroscopic di�usion,a

uni�ed treatm entofm esoscopicconductanceuctuationsin relatively high �eldsispossible

because,even at!c�0 > 1,thereexistsa perturbativeregim ewherethetransportprocessis

dom inated by di�usion.Aslong astherearem any Landau levelsoccupied,1=�0
xx or1=kF l

servesasa sm allparam eter,and perturbation theory isstilluseful. Previousperturbation
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theorieshave shown thatthe weak localization correction to �xx forthe unitary classisof

order� (�0xx)
� 1log(L=l)[25{27]. The localization correction isrelatively sm allforsystem s

with L less than the crossover length �pert = le(�
0

xx
)2 (for �0xx large). For l< L < �pert,

the conductance uctuations are expected to be sim ilar to the UCF. At L > �pert,the

renorm alization group owsforthesystem ,driven by non-perturbativee�ects[28{31],carry

iteithertooneofthelocalization �xed pointswhere�xx ! 0and �xy becom esquantized,or

tooneofthenon-trivial�xed pointswhere�xy ishalfintegerand �xx approachesauniversal

value.Num ericalwork �ndsthattheconductanceuctuationsin thecriticalregim es[20{23]

have a di�erent distribution from the UCF and one would expect this distribution to be

beyond the scope ofa perturbative treatm ent. W e com m entfurtheron the criticalregim e

in theconclusion,Sec.VI.

In thispaperwestudy theconductanceand itsvarianceforatwo-probegeom etry in two

dim ensions in the presence ofdisorder and m agnetic �eld and in the perturbative regim e

(l� L � �pert).Asshown in Figure 1,the edgesofthe sam ple arede�ned by a hard-wall

con�nem entpotentialand the two endsofthe sam ple are connected to highly conducting

leads.The�rstanalyticwork on thisproblem wasby two oftheauthors(Xiong and Stone

[32])in which they generalized the previous diagram m atic perturbative techniques [27]to

treatthe conductance uctuations. Atthe levelofthe self-consistentBorn approxim ation

(SCBA),the only e�ect they found ofthe m agnetic �eld B was a �eld-dependent di�u-

sion constantD (B ).Sincethevalueofthedi�usion constantcancelsfrom theconductance

uctuations,they found no e�ectofthe m agnetic �eld on the am plitude ofthe two-probe

conductanceuctuations(otherthan thewell-known factoroftworeduction associated with

thecrossoverto theunitary ensem ble),although thecorrelation �eld,B c,which determ ines

thespacing oftheuctuationsin m agnetic�eld,wasfound to increasewith increasing �eld

in a m annerconsistentwith experim ent[18].Thereason fortheincreaseisthatforsystem s

with L > Lin,B c � �0=L
2
in,where L

2
in = D (B )�in (�0 = h=e,�in isthe inelastic scattering

tim e).Since thedi�usion constantD (B )decreaseswith increasing m agnetic�eld (a result

reviewed in Sec.II),B c increases.Although thisconclusion aboutthecorrelation �eld isba-

sically correct,theconclusion concerning theuctuation am plitudeisnow understood tobe

correctonlyforaperiodicboundaryconditioninthetransversedirectionandm ustberevised

forthecaseofa system with reecting edges.Asdiscovered independently by Khm el’nitskii

and Yose�n (KY),M aslov and Loss(M L),and one ofthe presentauthors(Read)[33{35],

the boundary condition ism odi�ed from the vanishing ofthe norm alderivative ofthe dif-

fusing variable to the vanishing ofthe derivative atan angle to the norm al.KY and Read

furthershowed thatthisangle isthe Hallangle �H = tan� 1�0xy=�
0
xx,where �

0
xy isthe bare

Hallconductivity. These authorspointed outthe possibility thatthe m esoscopic conduc-

tance uctuationsm ay depend on m agnetic �eld due to the boundary condition. KY and

M L attem pted to evaluate thisdependence both num erically and analytically.Sim ulations

perform ed forthetwo-probeconductanceofsm allsystem sin thenon-quantized regim e[34]

show thatthe m axim um uctuation am plitude appearstowardsthe bottom oftheLandau

levels where the Hallratio is large,indicating som e dependence on the Hallratio. How-

ever,theanalyticcalculationsby KY and M L [33,34]do notagreewith ourpresentresults

since these authorshave m erely m odi�ed the di�usion propagatorin previous expressions

forUCF diagram s. Like KY,we �nd that�0xy entersnotonly the boundary condition but

also thecurrentvertex.M oreoverthealtered boundary condition perm itsnew diagram sto
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occurwhich roughly speaking describe interference e�ectsassociated with a �0
xy dependent

\interaction" ofthe di�usion m odes. These diagram s,which were not considered by M L

and KY,m ustbeincluded when edgesarepresent.W eevaluatethetwo-probeconductance

and its variance to leading orderin 1=�0xx and to order2,where  = �0xy=�
0
xx. Forwide

sam pleswith W � L,where L and W arenow thelength and thewidth ofthesam ple,we

�nd thatthevariancedoesnotdepend on �0xx and �
0
xy individually,butdoesdepend on .

Thevarianceincreasesas2 forsm all and henceisnolongerindependentofm agnetic�eld

(although itisstillindependentofsizein thisorderin 1=�0xx,and hasno directdependence

on the m ean-free path). Interestingly,however,in the quasi-1D lim it(W � L),the Hall

ratio isabsorbed into an e�ective1D conductivity which cancelsin alldiagram s.Therefore

in thislim ittheUCF resultoftheunitary classisrecovered (in contrasttotheclaim sby KY

and M L thatthisism odi�ed for 6= 0).Theim plication isthatquasi-1D conductanceuc-

tuationsarestilldescribed by thestandard random m atrix theory ofdisordered conductors,

butthatthe2D uctuations,even in perturbation theory,de�nea fam ily ofrandom -m atrix

ensem blesparam etrized by theHallratio .

In thisarticle,we use the disorder-averaged diagram m aticapproach and the �eld theo-

reticalapproach in a com plem entary way. To study transportpropertiesofa system with

phasecoherence,theappropriatestarting pointisthebilocalconductivity tensor���(r;r
0).

In Sec.II,weevaluatethem ean ���(r;r
0)to leading orderin 1=�0xx using thediagram m atic

approach and dem onstratethem icroscopic origin oftheedgecontributions.In Sec.III,we

set up the �eld-theoreticalform alism for the evaluation oflinear response functions. W e

discuss the connection between the tilted boundary condition and the nonlinear �-m odel

action with a topologicalterm proportionalto �0xy [28,30]. Previously it was known that

thistopologicalterm iscrucialto thecriticaltransition ofthequantum Halle�ectatlarge

length scale (L � �pert) [29,30]. For a system with reecting edges,this term is a non-

vanishing surface term ,which does inuence transport properties in perturbation theory,

valid when L � �pert,through various�0xy-dependent boundary contributions. In Sec.IV

and Sec.V,the conductance and itsvariance are calculated by expanding in powerseries

in 1=�0xx and . In the rem ainderofthe introduction we begin the discussion ofthe m ain

ideasand sum m arize ourresults. The detailsofthe calculations,and furtherdiscussions,

aregiven in latersections.

A .Localconductivity param eters,tw o-probe conductance,and edge states

In thisarticlewefocuson calculationsofthetwo-probeconductancein a m agnetic�eld.

It is however possible to generalize our calculations to treat the conductance m atrix ofa

m ulti-probe conductor as has been done previously forzero (orweak) �eld [36,37]. Two-

probe conductance describes an experim entalset-up in which voltage m easurem ents are

m adeonly between thecurrentsource and sink and notbetween distinctvoltageprobesas

in a typicalHallm easurem ent(two-probem easurem entsarenotuncom m on form esoscopic

conductors,because ofthe di�culty ofm aking m ultiple contacts). Therefore such a m ea-

surem entcannotseparately determ ine�xx(B )and �xy(B ).In thissubsection,weshow how

theassum ption ofalocalform fortheconductivity in asystem with edgesleadstotheresult

thatthetwo probeconductanceisapproxim ately proportionalto �xx when �xx � j�xyjand
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toj�xyjwhen j�xyj� �xx.Interestingly,such an argum entalready indicatestheappearance

ofthetilted boundary condition which a�ectstheconductanceuctuationsaswell.

W ewish to �nd thecurrentproduced in linearresponseto an applied electric �eld.W e

willconsider the two-probe conductance which resultsfrom assum ing a localform forthe

conductivity:

j�(r)=
e2

h
�
0
��E�(r); (1.1)

where due to the m acroscopic hom ogeneity ofthe sam ple and Onsager relations the con-

ductivity param etersobey �0xx = �0yy and �0xy = � �0yx. Itisa com m on m isconception that

E in thisform ula isthe sam e asthe applied electric �eld E. In fact,in general,E in this

form ula should beinterpeted astheelectrom otive�eld,thatis,asm inusthegradientofthe

electrochem icalpotentialV = �� �=e,where� istheelectricpotential,and � thechem ical

potential(m ore generally,E = E + r �=e).In thispaper,we willneglectelectron-electron

interactionsofallkinds,so � can beviewed astheexternally-applied electric potential.(If

itisdesired to include Coulom b interactions through a self-consistent potential,then � is

the totalelectric potential,the sum ofthe externally-applied potentialand the potential

produced by theelectronsin thesystem ;thelatterpotentialisdeterm ined by thechangein

theexpectation valueofthedensity,in responseto theexternal�eld,through the3D Pois-

son equation.Thisisdistinctfrom sim ilar-looking equationsbelow which havetheform of

the2D Laplaceequation.Othershort-rangeinteraction e�ectswould contributeto �.) The

chem icalpotentialin the above expressionsisde�ned in term sofa localquasi-equilibrium

(in thepresenceofanonzeroresponsecurrent)which m ustbeestablished byinelastice�ects.

Hence,thisform ulation isonly valid on scalesgreaterthan the inelastic length Lin (thisof

courserequiresthattherebesom einteraction between theelectrons).Itisonlyin thissense,

which im pliestheabsenceofe�ectsdueto single-particlephasecoherence,thatEq.(1.1)is

a classicalform ula;itdoesnotrequire thatalle�ectsofquantum m echanicsbe neglected.

Eq.(1.1)(when valid)isthem ostconvenientform forexpressing thelinearresponse,since

a voltage m easurem entdeterm ineselectrochem icalpotentialdi�erences. Itdoesnotim ply

thata localrelation exists between the electrom otive and electric �elds. As the chem ical

potentialisdeterm ined by thelocalconditions,in particularby thelocaldensity,and that

density isa�ected by the transport,which in ourcase willbe di�usive,thisrelation isnot

local. Thus the current response to the electric �eld is actually nonlocal,as in Ref.[38],

even in this\classical" case.W ewillreturn to thisin Sec.ID.

W ewillnow calculatethetwo-probeconductanceofarectangularsam plewith insulating

edgesconnected to conducting leadsateach end.The potentialin the leadsisassum ed to

be held atconstantvalues,V1 and V2. Atevery pointon the insulating edgesthe norm al

currentm ustvanish.Using Eq.(1.1)and E = � r V itfollowsthat(@y � @x)V (r)= 0,i.e.

the electrom otive �eld atthe Hallangle to the norm alm ustvanish. Thusin thiscase the

appearance ofa tilted boundary condition on the electrochem icalpotentialfollowssim ply

from thefactthatthe�eld istilted from thecurrentby theHallangle.From thecontinuity

equation,r � j= 0,and one �ndsthatr2V = 0 in bulk.Solving the Laplace equation for

V (r)with �xed voltagesatthe two ends and the tilted boundary conditionsatthe edges

isnota sim ple exercise,buthasbeen done forthis2D rectangulargeom etry by conform al

m apping [39](we give a solution in anotherform in Sec.ID). From thissolution one can
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obtain the two-probe conductance for arbitrary Hallratio,however here we analyze only

itslim iting behavior. The conductance g0 can be found by integrating the currentover a

cross-section perpendicularto thecurrentow:

g
0 = � �

0
xx

Z W

0

dy(@x + @y)V (r)=(V2 � V1): (1.2)

Firstconsider the case  ! 0;itisthen convenient to integrate overalltransverse cross-

sectionsin thesam pleand divideby thesam ple length L.Theintegralthen justevaluates

thevoltageatthetwo endswhereitis�xed,yielding thefam iliarohm icresult

lim
! 0

g
0 = �

0
xxW =L: (1.3)

In the opposite lim it�0xx ! 0,jj! 1 ,the boundary condition im plies thateverywhere

along the edge Ex = 0,i.e.there is no voltage drop along the edge and the voltage m ust

rem ain equalto V1 along one edge and V2 at the other edge except at singularities at

diagonally opposite corners(where itjum psbetween V1 and V2). The transverse potential

drop isequalto (V1 � V2)sgn,therefore

lim
jj! 1

g
0 = � lim

jj! 1
�
0
xx

Z W

0

dy@yV (r)=(V2 � V1)= j�0xyj: (1.4)

So,using the classicallocalconductivity,the two-probe conductance changes from being

dom inated by the longitudinalconductance at sm all to being dom inated by the Hall

conductance atlarge . W e can also solve the lim it L=W ! 1 with  �xed;fora �xed

current,thevoltagedrop isdom inated by thepartofthegeom etry a distancegreaterthan

W from theends,in which thecurrentdistribution isessentially independentofy,and one

�ndsthatg0 ! [f(�0xx)
2 + (�0xy)

2g=�0xx]W =L � (1=�0xx)W =L.Notethatthecrossoverto this

behavioroccursata valueofL=W thatdependson .In contrastto theaboveresultsfora

rectangularsam plewith edges,forperiodicboundary conditionsin thetransversedirection,

which is equivalent to transport along a cylinder,the conductance is always �0xxW =L,for

any value of. W e note that this geom etry is equivalent,through a conform alm apping,

to the Corbino disk geom etry,in which the voltage drop isradial,and since the equations

areconform ally invariant,resultsforthecylinderapply to thedisk also.Although thelocal

form ulation cannotbeused in thefullyphase-coherent(\quantum ")casewhereLin � L,we

expectthatthephysicsillustrated by thisargum entwillberelevanttotheaveragequantum

conductance.

Indeed,in thequantized Hallregim eL � �,previousargum entsbased on theLandauer

form ula for two-probe conductance in term s of transm ission coe�cients have noted the

relation between two-probe conductance and Hallconductance. These approachesassum e

thatthe incident and outgoing channels are N edge states [40,41]. These edge states are

analogoustoclassicalskippingorbitsadvancinginonesensealongeach edgeandoccasionally

beingscattered intothebulk.Anyactualcalculation ofthesetransm ission coe�cientswillbe

equivalenttoevaluatingthebilocalconductivity between thetwoends[42],howeverphysical

argum entsare m ade thatin high �eld the backscattering ofedge stateswillbe suppressed

giving perfectedgetransm ission and g = N = j�xyj;i.e.thetwo-probeconductanceisequal
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to the Hallconductance which takesitsquantized value. (Since �xx = 0 thisisconsistent

with the classicalresult above). Although physically appealing,such argum ents assum e

thatthe interaction ofbulk and edge statescan be ignored. Howeverin a bulk 2D sam ple

itisknown thatitisonly localization e�ectswhich preventedgestatesfrom backscattering

through the bulk states;they thusrequire thatW � �,the localization length. W e note

thataway from the criticalvaluesE cN (N = 0,1,...) ofthe Ferm ienergy,which lie near

thecenteroftheN -th Landau level,� ’ �pert,while� ! 1 asEF ! E cN foreach N .W e

cannotcalculateanalytically theconductancein thisnon-perturbativeregim eL,W > �pert;

however our results below do describe sam ples for which L,W � �pert and localization

e�ectshave notinhibited backscattering ofedge states.Thekey ingredientto describe the

edge-bulk coupling in theperturbativeregim eisthetilted boundary condition fordi�usion

which we derive in the next subsections. In the fully phase-coherent case,the boundary

condition ishoweverm odi�ed further.

B .C lassicalnetw ork m odel,edge states,and tilted boundary condition on di�usion

Khm el’nitskiiand Yose�n [33](KY),M aslov and Loss [34](M L),and Read [35]have

previously obtained theboundary condition on thedi�usion processin high m agnetic�eld.

KY’sargum entappearstoberelated in partto theclassicalconductivity form ulasreviewed

in Sec.IA. M L considered the e�ectofthe edge in high �eld on the m icroscopic di�usion

processusingaBoltzm ann equation approach.They found thatthetendency toskip in only

onedirection when colliding with theedgedoeslead tothetilted boundary condition on the

di�usion equation.They expressed thetiltanglein term softheratio ofthem ean freepath

along the edge and the bulk m ean free path. Read [35]used the non-linear sigm a m odel

approach,which willbe described laterin thispaper. KY and Read were able to identify

the tiltangle asthe Hallangle. In thissubsection we rederive the boundary condition in

a particularly transparent m annerusing a classicalversion ofthe network m odelforhigh

�eld transport introduced by Chalker and Coddington [43]. In this case one can also see

im m ediately thatthetiltangleistheHallangle.

TheoriginalChalker-Coddington m odel[43,44]describesthequantum tunnelingbetween

the sem i-classicalorbitsalong the equipotentialcontours ofthe sm ooth random potential

(see �gure 2). To derive the di�usive behaviorofthe probability density in thism odelwe

willneglect interference e�ects and describe each node by the probability that a walker

approaching itm akesa step to theright(R)orleft(T);T + R = 1.(Thissim pli�ed m odel

hasbeen considered by severalearlierauthors[45{47];itisessentially classicaland could

serveasa latticerealization oftheclassicalbehaviordiscussed in Sec.IA.)Thelinksofthe

lattice can be divided into four sublattices � = A,B ,C,D (see Fig.2),and each unit

cellofthe lattice contains one ofeach ofthe four classes oflinks. The nearest neighbor

separation is a. W e use ��(i;j;t)to denote the probability ofbeing atlink �,site i;j at

tim et.Assum ing thatittakestim e� fora particleto m ove from onelink to thenext,one

can de�ne a random walk problem on the network and write down a probability evolution

equation:

�B (i;j;t+ �)= �D (i;j;t)T + �A (i;j;t)R;
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�C (i;j;t+ �)= �A(i;j;t)T + �D (i;j;t)R;

�A (i;j;t+ �)= �B (i;j� 1;t)T + �C (i+ 1;j;t)R;

�D (i;j;t+ �)= �C (i;j+ 1;t)T + �B (i� 1;j;t)R: (1.5)

Thisproblem di�ersfrom theusualrandom walk in therespectthaton each link thewalk

isin only onedirection,hencebreaking tim e-reversalsym m etry.

The above equation can be diagonalized in the Fourierspace. One can show thatthe

long-tim elarge-distancem odeshavea di�usive spectrum

� i!k = D k
2

for! � 1=� and k � 1=a,where D ,thedi�usion constant,isgiven by D = 1

4
a2RT=(R 2 +

T2)�.Theassociated eigenm odesareofthefollowing form in Fourierspace:

0

B
B
B
@

�A(k)

�B (k)

�C (k)

�D (k)

1

C
C
C
A
=

0

B
B
B
@

1+ �0xxikxa+ �0xyikya

1

1+ (�0xx � �0xy � 1)ikxa+ (�0xx + �0xy)ikya

1+ (� �0xy � 1)ikxa+ �0xxikya

1

C
C
C
A
;

wherein anticipation ofourdiscussion below weidentify thetwoconstants�0xx = RT=(R 2+

T2)and �0xy = � T2=(T2 + R 2)as the the bare longitudinaland Hallconductivity ofthis

m odel.Notethattheseconductivitiessatisfy the\sem icircle relation",

�
2
xx + (�xy + N + 1=2)2 = 1=4; (1.6)

with N = 0 here in the case ofthe lowest Landau level,which has been claim ed to be a

general,exactresultin the quantum Halle�ect[47]. In realspace,allfourcom ponentsof

theprobability distribution satisfy thesam ecoarse-grained equation:

� D r2�(r;t)= � @t�(r;t): (1.7)

At the absorbing ends,the particle m oves away from the tunneling region with constant

velocity.Thefactthatthe re-entry probability iszero givestheboundary condition atthe

leads:

� = 0 in thelead: (1.8)

Sincetheparticlesalwaysm ovein thedirection ofthearrow on a link,thedensity on a link

can also beconsidered asitscurrent.Thedi�erencesam ong thefourcom ponentsde�nethe

di�usion currentdensities,which aresuitableforcoarsegraining.Forinstance,wecan de�ne

jy = [�B (i;j)� �D (i+ 1;j)]=a and jx = [�D (i;j)� �C (i;j)]=a. Forthe low-frequency and

long-wavelength m odes,wecan show thatjy = � (�0xx@y� �0xy@x)�(r;t).Alongthereecting

walls,atzero frequency,the norm alcurrentiszero,e.g. �B (i;j)� �D (i+ 1;j)= 0 attop

edge,which givestheboundary condition:

(@n � @t)� = 0; (1.9)
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where n̂ isthe outward norm al,and t̂= n̂ � ẑ isthe tangentialdirection ofthe boundary,

and  = � T=R = �0xy=�
0
xx with our above identi�cation ofthe bare conductivities in the

m odel. These expressions forthe currentdensity are ofthe form used by KY and in Sec.

IA.

Itisinteresting to notethat,in thenetwork m odel,thede�nition forthelocaldi�usion

currentdensity isnotunique.Onecan also de�ne,e.g.,j0x = [�D (i;j)� �C (i;j+ 1)]=a,j0y =

[�B (i;j)� �D (i;j)]=a.j
0
y and jy di�erbyatotalderivativeterm @x�,and thecorrespondingx

com ponentsdi�erby� @y� and bya�-function boundaryterm �(x;W )�(y� W )� �(x;0)�(y).

In the presence of such an edge current, the boundary condition that ensures \current

conservation",which in theinterioristherequirem entr � j0= 0,becom es

@x

Z
W + 0+

W � 0+
dy

0
j
0
x(x;y

0)� j
0
y(x;W )= 0 (1.10)

atthe top edge,which isstillequivalentto (1.9). These form sforthe currentdensity are

sim ilar to those ofM L.The edge contribution ensures that the totalcurrent through a

cross-section transverse to the x-direction is the sam e,whichever de�nition ofcurrent is

used.

Onecan seethatin thelong-tim e,large-distancelim itthelackoftim e-reversalsym m etry

a�ects the di�usion process only through the tilted boundary condition,which is present

only because ofthe edges. As we willshow explicitly later,these boundary conditions,

although derived from a lattice here forconvenience,arequite generalforconduction with

broken tim e-reversalsym m etry. Asone m ighthope,in the long-tim e,large-distance lim it

them icroscopicdetailsofdi�erentm odelsceaseto m atter.

Asnoted justabove,theboundary condition derived in Eq.(1.7)appliesfor = � T=R,

the single-node transm ission and reection coe�cientsofthe classicalnetwork m odel. W e

now m ust further justify identifying this ratio as the bare Hallratio. There are two ap-

proaches to this. There isno applied electric �eld orelectric potentialin thisproblem so

far,so one m ay sim ply de�ne the chem icalpotentialon each link as proportionalto the

current(ordensity)there(in analogy totheLandauerapproach fortheentiresam ple).This

wasdoneby Kucera and Str�eda [45]and leadsto theform ulasfor�0xx and �
0
xy given above.

In ourview a som ewhatm ore satisfactory m ethod isto calculate the steady-state current

forthe network underperiodic transverse boundary conditions(i.e.,a cylindricalsystem ),

when currentisinjected atonly oneend ofthenetwork,with unitcurrenton each incom ing

link atthatend.Thisisjusttheappropriatetim e-independentsolution ofEq.(1.5);in the

absenceofedgesthesolution isthelineark = 0 m ode:

�B (x;y)= b1x+ b0;

whereb1 = 1=(L=a+ �0xx),b0 = 1� [�0xx=(L=a+ �0xx)],and

0

B
@

�A(x;y)� �B (x;y)

�C (k)� �B (x;y)

�D (x;y)� �B (x;y)

1

C
A =

0

B
@

�0xxb1

(�0xx � �0xy � 1)b1

(� �0xy � 1)b1

1

C
A

where the constants �0xx;�
0
xy are as de�ned above Eq. (1.6). The above solution has a
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uniform currentdistribution with a totallongitudinalcurrent,forL � a,

Ix = g =
W

L

�0xx

1+ (�0xxa=L)
’
W

L
�
0
xx;

and a totaltransverse current,circulating around thecylinder,

Iy ’ � �
0
xy;

justifying theinterpretation wehaveassum ed.

To solve for the current in the presence ofedges is m uch m ore di�cult,even in this

classicalm odel.W ewillsee,however,thaton largescalestheproblem isequivalentto that

solved by Rendelland Girvin [39]and discussed in Sec.IA.Thereason forthesim ilarity is

already clear;in the classicalnetwork m odel,we assum ed thatthe chem icalpotentialwas

proportionalto thedensity,and,when theexternalelectric �eld iszero,thecoarse-grained

currentdensity wasrelated to thispotentialin thesam eway in both cases.

C .C ontinuum action and propagator

Thedi�usive behaviorgenerated by theclassicalnetwork m odeloftheprevioussubsec-

tion can bereproduced in a sim plecontinuum �eld theory.Considertheaction

S0 = �
�0xx

4

Z

d
2
r@�z@�z�

�0xy

4

Z

d
2
r���@�z@�z: (1.11)

Here z(x) is a com plex scalar �eld,z is its com plex conjugate,and the geom etry is the

sam e asin Sec.IB.The second term isclearly a totalderivative. To obtain the equations

ofm otion and boundary conditionsin thism odel,we�rstrewriteS0 as

�0xx

4

Z

d
2
r[zr 2

z]�
�0xx

4

Z

d
2
r[@�fz(@� + ���@�)zg]: (1.12)

Then onecan seethatthesecond term isagain a totalderivativeand itcan bewritten asa

boundary term .Taking thefunctionalderivative with respectto z,we obtain theequation

ofm otion forz

�
�0xx

4
r 2

z(r)= 0 in thebulk

(@n � @t)z(r)= 0 atthereecting walls: (1.13)

Sim ilarly forz,weget

�
�0xx

4
r 2

z(r)= 0 in thebulk

(@n + @t)z(r)= 0 atthereecting walls: (1.14)

Atthe absorbing boundaries,we sim ply im pose z = z = 0.These equationsare equivalent

to thezero frequency lim itofthosein Sec.IB.W eobservethattheboundary conditionson
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z and on z arenotconsistent,which m eanswecannot�nd any nonzero con�gurationsz(r)

thatsatisfy both theseconditionssim ultaneously.Thisisduetothefactthatthedi�erential

operator,thatappearsin (1.12)between z and z,isnotself-adjoint. Asnoted in KY and

M L,equationssim ilartoeqs.(1.13)and (1.14)de�netherightand lefteigenfunctionsofthis

operator;theseeigenfunctionsarenotcom plex conjugatesofeach other.Theeigenfunctions

arenotsim pletoobtain in ourgeom etry,becausethex and ydependencedoesnotseparate,

when  6= 0. The analysis ofthe eigenfunctions in KY and M L ignores the boundary

conditionsatx = 0,L,and isappropriateonly forL=W ! 1 .

Toobtain a(zero-frequency)di�usion propagator,weuseS0 astheaction in afunctional

integral,and de�ned(r;r0)by

d(r;r0)�
�0xx

4
hhz(r)z(r0)ii0 �

�0xx

4

Z

D [z;z]z(r)z(r0)eS0(z;z)=Z0: (1.15)

(Here Z0 is the sam e functionalintegralwithout the z(r),z(r) inserted.) Then d(r;r0)

satis�es

� r2d(r;r0)= � r02d(r;r0)= �(r� r
0) in thebulk;

(@n � @t)d(r;r
0)= 0; r atthereecting walls;

(@0n + @
0
t)d(r;r

0)= 0; r0atthereecting walls. (1.16)

The propagatorexistsand can beshown to satisfy thestated conditions.One noticesthat

thepropagatorisnotsym m etricwith respectto r and r0sincetheboundary conditionsfor

r and r0 at the edges di�er by a sign. In principle,the propagator can be evaluated by

expanding in therightand lefteigenfunctions,asin KY and M L,howeverasthesearenot

readily available forourgeom etry,we willjustde�ne itby eqns.(1.16)(see also Sec.IIID

below).

The action (1.11)hasalso appeared in the literature in connection with an open string

with opposite electric chargesattached to the ends,in a uniform m agnetic �eld [48]. The

boundary conditionshave also appeared there,along with explicitresultsforthe di�usion

propagatord in som egeom etriessim plerthan ours.W ewillseelater(in Sec.IE and in Sec.

III)that(1.11)also arisesasthelowest-orderpartofthenonlinearsigm a m odelaction.In

fact,thefullChalker-Coddington m odelwith phasecoherence[43]isrelated tothenonlinear

sigm am odel[49]in am annerclosely analogoustotherelation between them odelsdiscussed

in Sec.IB and here,which are justthe linearized versions. In Sec.III,we willalso discuss

theexpressionsforthecurrents,likethosein Sec.IB,from thepointofview ofthenonlinear

sigm a m odelaction.

D .B ilocalconductivity tensor and conductance

In Sec.IA above we have used a classicalform ulation ofthe conductivity and worked

outsom eoftheconsequencesforthetwo-probeconductancein high m agnetic�eld.In this

subsection weintroducea fullquantum form ulation forthebilocalconductivity tensorand

the conductance in a disordered phase-coherent system in orderto treatboth the average

quantum conductanceand itsvariance.
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For a quantum conductor with phase coherence,that is,when Lin is larger than the

sam ple size,theelectron wave function issensitive to theexternal�eld in theentire space.

Equation (1.1)cannotbeused asthereisno de�nition ofthechem icalpotentialwithin the

sam ple.W eapply standard linearresponsetheory to a �nitedisordered region (denoted by

A)with Ferm ienergy E F ,connected to perfectleadsheld at�xed voltages,which induce

a localelectric �eld in the disordered region the detailed form ofwhich is not relevant.

(For the two-probe case,the sam ple occupies the region 0 � x � L,0 � y � W ; see

Figure 1.) Following the treatm ent ofBaranger and Stone [42]one �nds that there is a

non-localrelation between thecurrentresponseand theapplied electric�eld:

j�(r)=
e2

h

Z

A

d
2
r
0
���(r;r

0)E �(r
0); (1.17)

where the bilocal conductivity tensor �(r;r0) (which has dim ensions of inverse length

squared)atT = 0 can beexpressed in term sofa pairofGreen’sfunctions[42]:

���(r;r
0)=

�h
4

4m 2
e

�

G
+ (r;r0;E F )

$

D
�

�

$

D
0

� G
� (r0;r;E F )

�

�
�h
4

4m 2
e

Z E F

� 1

dE
0

"
d

dE 0
G
+ (r;r0;E 0)

$

D
�

�

$

D
0

� G
+ (r0;r;E 0)

+ G
� (r;r0;E 0)

$

D
�

�

$

D
0

�

d

dE 0
G
� (r0;r;E 0)

#

; (1.18)

where

G
� (E )=

1

E � H � i�
;

and

G(r0;r)
$

D G(r;r0)= G(r0;r)[r � i(e=�h)A0(r)]G(r;r
0)

� G(r;r0)[r + i(e=�h)A 0(r)]G(r
0
;r):

Here H is the Ham iltonian,discussed further in Sec.II,A 0 is the vector potentialrepre-

senting the background m agnetic �eld,and we willalso use � i�hD = � i�hr � eA0. In the

presenceofthem agnetic�eld thebilocalconductivity tensorisnotentirely a Ferm i-energy

quantity.Even atT = 0,thecom pletecurrentresponsefunction,in thepresenceofm agnetic

�eld,containsnotonly term sinvolving G + G � attheFerm ienergy,butalso term sinvolving

G + G + and G � G � integrated over allenergies E up to the Ferm ienergy. W e denote the

G + G � ,G + G + and G � G � term sas�+ ��� ,�
+ +
�� and �� ��� .In disordered system s,productsof

Green’sfunctionsthatare both retarded orboth advanced are generally short-ranged be-

causeoftheam plitudecancellationsam ongdi�erentwavefronts(they typically only extend

overtherangeofthem ean freepath),so wecan treat�+ + and �� � ascontactterm s:

�
aa(r;r0)= �

aa
�(r� r

0); (1.19)

wherea = +;� ,�aa =
R

A d
2r�aa(r;r0).

In the presence ofa m agnetic �eld B ,the currentgiven by (1.17)doesnotnecessarily

satisfy r � j = 0 even when E is tim e-independent, unless we also require r � E = 0
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(i.e.that the com ponent B of the m agnetic �eld perpendicular to the 2D layer is also

tim e-independent). As shown by Baranger and Stone [42],under this condition \current

conservation",r � j= 0,is satis�ed,and from it we can derive conditions on the bilocal

conductivity.W riting E(r0)= � r0�(r0)(where� istheelectricpotential),wehave

j(r)=
e2

h

Z

d
2
r
0
�(r;r0)�

 

r 0
�(r0)�

e2

h

X

n

�i

Z

C i

�(r;r0)� dS
0
; (1.20)

where �i isthe(constant)potentialin theith lead,Ci isa surface acrossthe ith lead,and

the boundary term satthe reecting wallsvanish because the norm alcom ponent�n�(r;r
0)

vanishesforr atthe wall(and sim ilarly for� = n,r0 atthe wall). Thusr � j= 0 im plies

thatthefollowing conditionsaresatis�ed:

!

r � �(r;r0)�
 

r 0 = 0

r �

Z

C i

�(r;r0)� dS
0= 0 foralli: (1.21)

Theaboveidentitieshavebeen veri�ed in Ref.[42]fortheexactbilocalconductivity tensor.

Usingthesecond identity in (1.21),onecan transform thelinearresponseequation (1.17)

into a di�erentform .Assum ing,withoutlossofgenerality,that� = E F in alltheleads(we

alwaysview E F asaposition-independentconstant),theelectricpotentialstheredi�erfrom

thevoltages(electrochem icalpotentials)only by aconstant,and thetotalcurrentin theith

lead can bewritten asa function ofonly thevoltagesin theleads:

Ii=
e2

h

X

j

gijVj; (1.22)

where gij’s are conductance coe�cients. The g ij’s are related to the bilocalconductivity

tensorby

gij = �

Z Z

dSi� �(r;r0)� dS
0
j: (1.23)

where Si and Sj are cross-sections in the ith and jth lead,and dSi,dSj are di�erentials

ofoutward-pointing norm als.(In eq.(1.22),we used the relation
P

jgij = 0,which follows

from eq.(1.23)and the second ofeqs.(1.21),and im plies thata constant V produces no

currentin any lead.) Forcross-sectionsSinotintersecting Sj,fori6= j,theo�-Ferm i-energy

term s�+ + (r;r0)and �� � (r;r0)can beshown togivezerocontribution [42],and thereforegij
can beexpressed asa Ferm i-energy quantity.Ithasbeen shown thatgij isproportionalto

the totaltransm ission coe�cientofthe scattering statesatthe Ferm ienergy from the ith

lead to the jth lead [41,50,42]. In thisarticle we willconsideronly the sim ple case ofthe

two-probeconductance,in which certain furthersim pli�cationsarepossible.

Sincethetotalcurrentsatallcross-sectionsarethesam efora two-probeset-up,wecan

averageoverallcross-sectionsto geta volum e-integralform forthetwo-probeconductance:

g =
1

L2

Z

A

d
2
r

Z

A

d
2
r
0
�xx(r;r

0): (1.24)
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Here we m ust be carefulto include the o�-Ferm i-energy term s since they are needed to

preservetheuniform ity ofthecurrentacrosseach section (from thetechnicalpointofview,

since x and x0 can now coincide,we are no longer justi�ed in dropping the �aa term s).

Despite this disadvantage the volum e-integralform ofg is often m ore convenient to use

in actualcalculation than the surface-integralform since volum e-averaging stillelim inates

m any diagram swhich would be non-zero in the surface-integralapproach. Thusequations

(1.18),(1.23) and (1.24) willserve as the starting points for the evaluation ofquantum

conductanceand conductanceuctuations.

W em ay gain furtherinsightintothem eaningofthecurrentconservation conditions,and

the relation to theclassicalcase,by use oftheself-consistentBorn approxim ation (SCBA)

resultsforthedisorderaverageofthebilocalconductivity tensor.Aswewillshow in Sec.II,

in thisapproxim ation h���(r;r
0)i(the single angle bracketswillalwaysdenote the average

overthe disorder)isofthe following form when r and r0 are m ore than a m ean-free path

from theedges:

h���(r;r
0)iSCBA = [�0xx��� + (�I;0xy + �

II;0
xy )���]�(r� r

0)

�
1

�0xx
[�0xx@� + �

I;0
xy ���0@�0][�

0
xx@

0
� � �

I;0
xy ���0@

0
�0]d(r;r

0); (1.25)

where �0xx,�
I;0
xy ,�

II;0
xy ,�I;0xy + �II;0xy = �0xy are the SCBA conductivity param eters[28],�II;0xy

com es from the �+ + and �� � part ofequation (1.18),and d is the di�usion propagator

discussed in Sec.IC (with �0xy appearingin theboundary conditions).In thezero�eld lim it,

�I;0xy = �II;0xy = 0,theabovereducesto

h���(r;r
0)iSCBA = �

0
xx

h

����(r� r
0)� @�@

0
�d

0(r;r0)
i

(in which d0 isthedi�usion propagatorfor�0
xy = 0).Toourknowledgethisbasicresult�rst

appeared in the m esoscopic physics literature in ref.[38],although itm ay wellhave been

known earlier.Itor(1.25)show thatthecurrentresponseto an electric�eld hasa nonlocal

part,the term containing d0 ord in the form ulas,due to di�usion. Fornon-zero m agnetic

�eld,one�ndsfrom eq.(1.25)that

@�h���(r;r
0)iSCBA = ����

II;0
xy @��(r� r

0): (1.26)

Thedivergenceoftheresponsecurrentistherefore

r � hj(r)i=
e2

h

Z

d
2
r
0r � h�(r;r0)iSCBA � E(r0)=

e2

h
�
II;0
xy r � E(r): (1.27)

In thepresenceofam agnetic�eld,thecurrentisdivergencelessonly when r � E = �@B
@t

=

0; otherwise there is a tim e dependence in the density, @�=@t = (e2=h)�II;0xy @B =@t. To

obtain a truly static response,we would have to im pose r � E = 0. (There is also an

edge-currentcontribution involving �IIxy,which willbe described in the SCBA case in Sec.

II.)Thisbehavioristypicalofthequantum Halle�ect,in which �II
xy����(r� r0)istheonly

part ofh�(r;r0)i that is nonzero in the interior ofthe system on scales larger than the

localization length �,and �IIxy isquantized to integervalues.Itisthelocalexpression ofthe

gauge-invarianceargum ent[51,40].
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Them easured experim entalquantity isthetwo-probeconductance.Itisstraightforward

to show (see Sec.II),from an equation sim ilarto (1.25),thatthe two-probe conductance

within theSCBA,g0,can bewritten in term softhedi�usion propagatoras:

g
0 = � �

0
xx

Z W

0

dy
0

Z W

0

dy(@x + @y)(@
0
x � @

0
y)d(r;r

0): (1.28)

where x 6= x0arearbitrary.W enotethatalthough h���(r;r
0)iin thebulk dependson �I;0xy ,

theconductance dependsonly on thefull�0xy,dueto additionaledgecurrentcontributions

to � which weom itted in (1.25).These contributionsaresim ilarto thosediscussed in Sec.

IB.

Itisin factpossibletoshow thatthem ean bilocalconductivityand conductanceobtained

in SCBA areidenticalto those obtained from the\classical" form ulasofSec.IA,if�II;0xy is

zero.To obtain theresponseto an arbitrary electric�eld E,wewritetheconditionsofSec.

IA on thecurrentdensity,using E = E + r �=e,as

r 2
�=e= � @�(E � + ���E �) (1.29)

and theboundary conditions

(@n � @t)�=e= � (En � Et) (1.30)

atthe reecting walls,�=e = E F =e in the leads. These inhom ogeneousequations for�=e

are equivalent for = 0 to a 2D electrostatics problem with a m ixed Dirichlet-Neum ann

boundary condition [52],and can be solved using a Green’s function technique. A slight

generalization ofthe sam e technique works for  6= 0. The required Green’s function is

precisely d(r;r0)asde�ned in Sec.IC,and one�nds

�(r)=e= EF =e�

Z

d
2
r
0[(@0� � ���0@

0
�0)d(r;r

0)]E �(r
0): (1.31)

Usingeqs.(1.1),thebilocalconductivitytensorthatresultsisexactlyoftheform (1.25),with

�II;0xy = 0,and no additionaledgecontributions.Consequently,thetwo-probeconductances

g0 given by Eqs.(1.2) and (1.28) are the sam e,for the sam e values of�0xx and �0xy,and

since this involves only the total�0xy,it rem ains true even if�II;0xy 6= 0 is included as in

the SCBA.This im plies that the bilocalconductivity in SCBA has just the form which

followsfrom a localrelation between currentand electrom otive �eld,even though there is

nosensiblede�nition ofalocalchem icalpotentialin thephase-coherentlim it.Henceallthe

conclusionsdrawn in Sec.IA can also beapplied within theSCBA.

In general,thereisalso an edge-currentcontribution,with coe�cient� II;0
xy ,toeq.(1.25),

which willbe described in Sec.II. There is no reason why both the bulk and edge �II;0xy

contributionsshould notalso appearin the so-called classicalform ulation ofSec.IA,even

though they were notincluded in Ref.[39],since term softhisform would presum ably still

bepresenteven iftherewereinelasticscattering.

W em ayalsoconnecttheresultsofSecs.IA and ID with the�eld theoryin Sec.IC (again

for�II;0xy = 0). In Secs.IB and IC,the externalelectric �eld waszero. Ifwe replace @�z,

@�z by @�z� 2iA�,@�z+ 2iA � in theaction S0,eq.(1.11),(thisA should notbeconfused
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with A 0 orany other\physical" vectorpotential)and then de�ne j�(r)= �S0[A ]=�A�(r)

to bethecurrent,we �nd j� = i�0��(@�z+ 2iA �)=2,and the conditionsforan extrem um of

theaction (equationsofm otion)are@�j�(r)= 0 in theinteriorand jn = 0 atthereecting

walls.Thus,theseequationshavethesam eform asthelocalclassicalconductivityequations,

with iz=2,� A� in place of(� � EF )=e,E �,and since,fora quadratic action like S0,the

linearresponse�hhj�ii0=�A� totheperturbation A can beequivalently obtained eitherfrom

calculation ofthe correlation function (sim ilarto thatin the de�nition ofd,eq.(1.15)),or

usingtheequationsofm otion asabove,wegetthesam ebilocalconductivityin thisapproach

also.Thiscalculation isdonein detailin Secs.IIIand IV,so werefrain from giving further

details here. Sec.IIIC also includes the corresponding \classical" equations for the case

when �II;0xy 6= 0.

The SCBA forthe average conductance is the leading approxim ation in an expansion

in powersof1=�0xx,and itisnotreally surprising thatthisleading approxim ation behaves

identically to the classicalcase. W hen evaluating conductance uctuations,orweak local-

ization corrections,onem ustconsiderhigherordersin 1=�0xx.In such calculationsthetilted

boundary condition is m odi�ed further. In the fram ework ofdiagram m atic perturbation

theory,thiscan be alternatively viewed asthe appearance ofadditionalboundary vertices

describing interferencee�ects.Theseverticesarem oreeasily obtained and evaluated in the

nonlinear�-m odelapproach to which wenow turn.

E.N onlinear �-m odelapproach

The approach ofthe previoussubsection,in which the self-consistentBorn approxim a-

tion is the leading contribution to conductivity and conductance,can be developed as a

diagram m atic expansion (see Sec.IIA).However this approach becom es cum bersom e in

higher orders because alldiagram s contain vertices which need to be evaluated in term s

ofthe average single particle Green’s functions,and are dressed with disorder lines in all

possible ways. However,when these vertices,which describe interference or\interactions"

ofdi�using m odes,are calculated atsm allwavevectors,they are allfound to be related to

the sam e quantities �0xx and �0xy. These com plex and often redundantcalculationscan be

avoided by using thenonlinear�-m odel(NL�M )representation oftheproblem .

The NL�M approach startsby considering only Green’sfunctionsatthe Ferm ienergy,

which m eansthatthenon-Ferm i-energy partsoftheconductivity described in theprevious

subsection cannot necessarily be obtained, though the conductance and its uctuations

can. After introducing replicas,the disorder is integrated out,followed by the variables

representing the electronspropagating atthe Ferm ienergy. Aftera Hubbard-Stratonovich

decoupling,and neglecting m odesthathave no long-range e�ects,one isled to the action

[28,30](m oredetailswillbegiven in Sec.III)

S = �
�0xx

8

Z

A

d
2
rtr[@�Q@�Q]�

�0xy

8

Z

A

d
2
rtr[���Q@�Q@�Q]; (1.32)

whereQ isa2n� 2n Herm itian m atrix obeying Q2 = I2n,(I2n istheidentity m atrix);Q has

n eigenvaluesequalto +1,n equalto � 1. Using a param etrization given explicitly in Sec.

III,it can be shown that for sm alluctuations about the m axim um action con�guration
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where Q isdiagonal,S reduces atquadratic orderto n2 copies ofthe earlieraction S0 in

(1.11).

Before discussing perturbation theory forthisaction,we wish to m ention som e general

issues.The second term in S istheso-called topologicalterm .Itisthe only possible term

thatcan beadded tothe�rstterm in twodim ensionsthatisconsistentwith thesym m etries

ofthe problem and containsonly two gradients (higherderivatives would be irrelevant at

long length scales).On a com pact,oriented m anifold withoutboundary,such asasphereor

a torus(i.e.periodicboundary conditions),thisterm (with a factorof2�i�0xy rem oved)isa

topologicalinvariant,which takesintegralvalues.Thisfollowsfrom thefactthattheterm is

atotalderivative,andtheabsenceofboundaries.Consequently,onlythevalueof�0xy m odulo

1 isim portant.M oreover,because theterm isa topologicalinvariant,�0xy doesnotappear

in perturbation theory atall,butonly in non-perturbative e�ectsinvolving con�gurations

(\instantons")forwhich thetopologicalterm isnonzero.However,in theintegerquantum

Halle�ect,weexpecttoobtain plateausatintegral�xy and transitionsbetween them at�xy
half-odd-integral(�xx,�xy denote the renorm alized,large-scale,param eters,asopposed to

thebarevalues�0xx and�
0
xy atthecuto�scalel).Becauseoftheperiodicityin �

0
xy,theNL�M

predictsthatalltheseplateausand transitionswillhaveidenticaluniversalproperties.But

by thesam etoken,itisalsounabletopredicttheintegralpartof�xy thatwould beobserved

in a m easurem ent;thisinform ation appearsto belostin going to theNL�M .

Theapparentparadox isresolved on exam ining theaction S fora system with reecting

boundaries.The\topological"term isatotalderivativethatcan berewritten asaboundary

term ,justasfortheaction S0 above.The boundary term isnota topologicalinvariant,so

itcan a�ectperturbation theory,and since ittakesarbitrary realvalues,the m agnitude of

�0xy isim portant,and notjustitsvaluem odulo integers.Thuswhen the boundariesofthe

system arecorrectly taken into account,thevalueof�xy can beobtained within theNL�M

form ulation.Som eadditionalrem arksaboutthispointarem adein theConclusion.

Since the leading order partofthe action is the sam e as S0,the propagatorforsm all

uctuations in Q is the sam e as the propagator d discussed earlier,and depends on �0xy
through theboundary condition.In thework ofKY and M L,thism odi�ed propagatorwas

theonly e�ectincluded,and wasjustinserted into theXiong-Stoneresultsforconductance

uctuations.However,theNL�M showsthattheboundary term also contributesathigher

order, producing new vertices for \interactions" between di�usons, which are boundary

interactionswith coe�cient� 0
xy,and which contribute to the uctuationsatleading order.

These term sm ustbe presentin orderto m aintain the fullU(2n)sym m etry ofthe NL�M ,

which essentially corresponds to preserving the continuity equation for the current. W e

have also obtained them in the diagram m atic approach,but only with m uch additional

e�ort.(Pruisken [30]also discussed therelation ofthetopologicalterm to edgestates,but

appearsto inferan incorrectboundary condition.Hisboundary condition isvery usefulin

instanton calculations[29{31]butdoesnotcorrectly representthe edge e�ects,unlike the

conditionstobediscussed in thispaper.) In thispaper,weevaluatethee�ectsoftheseterm s

to leading orderin 1/�0xx,and,to sim plify thecalculations,also to leading nontrivialorder

in  = �0xy=�
0
xx.Aswellascalculating them ean and varianceofthetwo-probeconductance,

we show how the expression for the m ean bilocalconductivity tensor in the SCBA can

be recovered within the NL�M ,including the non-Ferm i-energy parts,by m odifying the

coupling ofthe NL�M to the external�eld,and we discuss the resulting form ofcurrent
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conservation conditionsto allordersin perturbation theory.

One m ay wonderifthe boundary conditionsfora system with boundary invalidate the

conclusionsoftheanalysisofPruisken and co-workers[29{31],who studied e�ectsofinstan-

tonsin a system withouta boundary.Strictly speaking,in a �nitesystem with boundaries,

there are no well-de�ned topologically distinct sectors. However,sm allinstantons which

arewelllocalized inside thesystem boundary,so thatQ approachesa constantoutsidethe

instanton coreand satis�estheboundaryconditionsattheedges,whileprobably notexactly

localm inim a ofthe action,are stillnearly so when theirsize goesto zero com pared with

thesystem dim ensions,and in thislim ittheirtopologicalchargewillstillbean integer,and

they willm ake the sam e contribution to the action asthey did forthe otherb.c.’s. Thus,

the e�ects on renorm alization group ows for� 0
xx and �0xy,obtained in the interiorofthe

system ,should be unchanged. These e�ects willnot be considered further in this paper,

which em phasizesperturbation theory.

In the one-dim ensionalcase ofthe NL�M ,no other term can be added to the basic

gradient-squared term ,and there are ofcourse no sides on which the boundary condition

could bem odi�ed.Therefore,theconductance uctuationsin theunitary ensem ble should

be universal,and m ustbe recovered in the quasi-1D lim itofthe 2D system in a m agnetic

�eld which we are considering;thisconstitutesa strong check on the 2D calculations. W e

willshow thatin thislim itthe only e�ectof�0
xy isto m odify the 1D conductivity,which

is known to cancelfrom the conductance uctuations to leave a universalnum ber. KY

and M L claim ed that�0xy doesa�ectthe quasi-1D lim it;the presentargum entshowsthat

theirresultsm ustbeincorrect.In theConclusion,wewillbriey m ention thesituation for

dim ensionshigherthan two.

II.D IA G R A M M AT IC EX PA N SIO N FO R h���(r;r
0)i

In this section,we evaluate the m ean bilocalconductivity tensor for the short-ranged

potentialm odelusing the diagram m atic im purity-averaging technique [53]. W e will�rst

review the self-consistent Born approxim ation (SCBA),which is the leading order ofthe

perturbation expansion,and establish basic param eterssuch asthe m ean free path l,and

thebareconductivities�0xx and �
0
xy.A gradientexpansion isused totreatthecurrentvertex.

W ithin theSCBA,h���(r;r
0)ihasacontactterm aswellasalong-ranged term which can be

expressed in term softhedi�usion propagator.In thebulk,�I;0
xy appearsin thelong-ranged

term .Along thereecting boundary,theedgecurrentsgiveriseto �-function contributions

proportionalto �II;0xy . As a result,it is �0xy = �I;0xy + �II;0xy that appears in the boundary

condition and the two-probe conductance. W e willalso check thatcurrentconservation is

respected within theSCBA.

A .T he m odel,edge current,and idealleads

An electron in asystem with edges,in arandom potentialand subjecttoaperpendicular

m agnetic �eld isdescribed by the following Ham iltonian (we neglectspin throughoutthis

paper):
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H = H 0 + V (r); H 0 =
1

2m e

(� i�hD )2 + U(y); (2.1)

whereV (r)istherandom potentialand itiscon�ned in theregion of0� x � L,and U(y)

isthecon�nem entpotential(seeFigure1).Theuniform m agnetic�eld isin thez-direction,

and we choose the gauge A 0 = � B ŷx. Forsim plicity,letusassum e the con�nem entU(y)

to be the hard wallpotentialwith U(y) = 0 for 0 � y � W ,and U(y) = 1 for y < 0

and y > W . The in�nite potentialbarrierrequires the wave function to vanish aty = 0,

W .The system isin�nite in the x-direction,butthe disorderispresentonly in the region

0 � x � L. For the random potential,we willtake the sim plest am ong allshort-ranged

m odels,which hasthestatisticsoftheGaussian whitenoisewith zero m ean (anglebrackets

denotethedisorderaverage):

hV (r)i= 0

hV (r)V (r0)i= u�(r� r
0);

hV (r1)V (r2)� � � V (rn)iconnected = 0; n > 2; (2.2)

whereu describesthedegreeofdisorder.

In the absence ofthe random potential,the unperturbed wave functionscan be found

by separating the variables[40]. The wave functions (r)are labeled by the wavevectork

in thex-direction and by N in thetransversedirection;N turnsoutto betheLandau level

index.W ehave

 N k(r)=
1
p
L
e
ikx
�N ;k(y);

and �N ;k(y)satis�es:

n

�h
2
[(� i@y)

2 + (y� l
2
B k)

2
l
� 4
B ]=2m e + U(y)

o

�N ;k(y)= E N ;k�N ;k(y); (2.3)

where l2B = �h=eB . W ithoutthe con�nem ent potential,the Ham iltonian is sim ply thatof

a harm onic oscillator,with the harm onic potentialcentering at yk = kl2B . W e have [40]

�N ;k(y) = �N (y � l2B k),E N ;k = E N = (N + 1=2)�h!c for W � yk � 0,where �N is the

N -th wavefunction ofthe harm onic oscillator,and N = 0,1,2,.... The wave functions

spread an extent R c =
p
2N + 1lB around yk. W e can see that forwave functions which

centerata distance m ore than R c away from the walls,the presence ofthe wallsishardly

felt,butforthose which reside within a distance R c from the walls,theireigenenergiesare

raised aboveE N ,because thewave functionsareforced to zero attheboundariesand thus

m ade to oscillate m ore rapidly nearthewalls.Only thestateswithin R c ofthe edgeshave

non-zero group velocity along the walls,i.e.,the expectation value ofthe velocity operator

hN ;kjvxjN ;ki6= 0.From now on,R c playstheroleoftheshortlength scaleoftheproblem

and we treat the edges as having zero width. W e willlater show that,in this sense,the

inhom ogeneity at the edges gives rise to �-function contributions to the current (see also

[54]).

Although the abovedescription ofH 0 isvery convenientfor�nding an explicitsolution

for the energy eigenfunctions when the system is in�nitely extended in the x direction,

it does not provide a convenient description ofidealleads in the presence ofa non-zero
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m agnetic �eld. For our purposes idealleads should be perfect absorbers ofallincident

current,i.e.they should behaveasifthey haveessentially in�niteconductivity com pared to

thesam ple.Theproblem isthatin theleads,wherex < 0 orx > L,thestatesattheFerm i

energy generically consist ofa certain num ber ofedge channels m oving in each direction,

and this num ber is equalto the num ber ofLandau levels below the Ferm ienergy in the

bulk,which isN + 1 when the Ferm ienergy liesabove theN th Landau level.Thusin the

relevantsense,theleadshavezero bulk conductivity and only absorb and injectcurrentat

the corners. There are severalways in which we could m odify our m odelto rem edy this

problem .Oneway would betoletthem agnetic�eld drop tozero attheendsofthesam ple,

so theleadsareliketheusual2D m etallicleadsin zero m agnetic�eld.Anotherway,which

correspondsroughlytotheohm icm etalliccontactsused in realexperim entalsystem s,would

be to \thicken" the system outside the sam ple so thatitbecom esthree dim ensional,thus

increasing itsconductance. There ishowevera third way,which m ostclosely conform sto

theperfectleadsused in thenetwork m odel(seeFig.2)and hassom econvenientproperties.

Thelinksofthenetwork can beviewed asedgechannels,and outsidethesam plethereare

m any ofthem ,running parallel,alternately right-and left-m oving,withoutbackscattering.

A sim ilarsetup can beproduced in a 2D Ham iltonian m odelwith a uniform m agnetic�eld,

by replacing U(y),onlyin theleads,by a potentialU1(y),which = +1 fory > W ory < 0,

and hasa sinusoidalform in 0< y < W .IftheFerm ienergy liesbetween them axim a and

m inim a ofU1,there willbe m any \internal" edge channelsatthe Ferm ienergy,consisting

alternately ofN + 1channelsm oving in onedirection and N + 1m ovingin theother.Foran

in�nitely-long,translationally-invariantsystem therewillbeno backscattering am ong these

m odes.In e�ect,wehavem anynarrow leadsin parallel,allconnected toasinglereservoirat

� 1 and toanotherat+1 .Then thenum berofright-m oving channelscan beproportional

to the width ofthe system ,orarbitrarily large,and the currentcan be injected uniform ly

acrosstheend ofthesam ple.From now on,itisthism odelthatwewillim plicitly use.

B .T he self-consistent B orn approxim ation (SC B A )

In orderto calculate h���(r;r
0)i,we �rstneed to evaluate the disorder-averaged single-

particle Green’s function and two-particle Green’s function,hGiand hGGi,which can be

expanded in power series in 1=(kF l). The SCBA takes into account allthe non-crossing

diagram s(Figure3)and ithasbeen shown to betheleading contribution in 1=(kF l)[27].

W ithin theSCBA,thesingle-particleGreen’sfunction (seeFigure3(a))satis�es

[E � H0(r)� �(r)]G(r;r0;E )= �(r� r
0); (2.4)

where the self-energy in turn dependson G (we use the over-barto denote SCBA Green’s

function):

�(r;E )= uG(r;r;E ):

Theaboveequation can besolved analytically in thelow �eld lim it(!c�0 � 1)and thehigh

�eld lim it (!c�0 � 1) [24]. In the interm ediate �eld range,it can be solved num erically.

Forourpurpose,wedo notneed theexplicitsolutions.W eusetheSCBA Green’sfunction

to de�ne the e�ective scattering rate 1=� and the e�ective m ean free path latthe Ferm i

energy:
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1

�
=
�+ � ��

i�h
=

(
1=�0; !c�0 � 1

2�sin�(EF )=�h;!c�0 � 1
; (2.5)

where � =
q

u=(2�l2B ) � �h
q

!c=�0 is the width of broadened Landau levels, �(E ) =

cos� 1
h
E � E N

2�

i

,0� �(E )� � and

l
2 = u

Z

d
2
r1(x� x1)

2
G
+
(r;r1;E F )G

�
(r1;r;E F )=

(
l20; !c�0 � 1

R 2
c;!c�0 � 1

: (2.6)

Herel0 isthem ean freepath in zero m agnetic�eld,l0 = �hkF �0=m e.

W ithin the SCBA,the two-particle Green’s function S+ � (r;r0) = uG + (r;r0)G � (r0;r)

am ountsto adding up alltheladderdiagram s(�gure3(b)).Thesum can bewritten in the

form ofan integralequation:

S
+ � (r;r0;E ;E 0)=

uG
+
(r;r0;E )G

�
(r0;r;E 0)+

Z

d
2
r1uG

+
(r;r1;E )G

�
(r1;r;E

0)S+ � (r1;r
0
;E ;E

0): (2.7)

W e m ake use ofthe factthatG
+
(r;r0)G

�
(r0;r)isshort-ranged and expand S+ � (r1;r

0)in

thevicinity ofr1 = r.W eget,forE ,E 0closeto E F ,

Z

d
2
r1uG

+
(r;r1)G

�
(r1;r)S

+ � (r1;r
0)=

[C0(r;E ;E
0)+ C 1(r;E ;E

0)� r +
1

2
C2(r;E ;E

0)r 2 + � � � ]S+ � (r;r0) (2.8)

where

C0(r;E ;E
0)= u

Z

d
2
r1G

+
(r;r1;E )G

�
(r1;r;E

0)’ 1+ i(E � E
0)�=�h;

C 1(r;E ;E
0)= u

Z

d
2
r1(r� r1)G

+
(r;r1;E )G

�
(r1;r;E

0)’ 0;

C2(r;E ;E
0)= u

Z

d
2
r1(x � x1)

2
G
+
(r;r1;E )G

�
(r1;r;E

0)= l
2
:

ItfollowsthatS+ � (r;r0;E � E0)satis�esthedi�usion equation:

[� D �r2 � i(E � E
0)�=�h]S+ � (r;r0;E � E

0)’ �(r� r
0) (2.9)

whereD isthedi�usion constant:D (E )= l2=(2�).Onecan seethatS+ � atE = E 0= E F ,

which isallthatwillberequired in thispaper,isproportionalto thedim ensionlessdi�usion

propagatord(r;r0)wede�ned in equation (1.16):

l2

2
S
+ � (r;r0;0)= d(r;r0):

W e postpone derivation ofthe boundary conditionson d untilafterwe have discussed the

conductivity tensor. The ladder sum forS+ + = uG + G + and S� � = uG � G � can also be

carried outin sim ilarfashion. Itiseasy to see thatS+ + (r;r0)and S� � (r;r0)are generally

short-ranged.
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Now we are ready to treat the m ean bilocalconductivity tensor. W ithin the SCBA,

h���(r;r
0)i has two contributions: the sim ple bubble diagram and the sum ofthe ladder

series(Figure3(c)):

h���(r;r
0)iSCBA = ���(r;r

0)bubble + ���(r;r
0)ladder: (2.10)

Thebubblediagram hastherangeofthem ean freepath land wetreatitasa �-function:

���(r;r
0)bubble = �

0
���(r� r

0):

�0�� aretheSCBA conductivity param eters,which areessentially constantinsidethesam ple:

�
0
�� =

Z

A

d
2
r���(r;r

0)bubble =
1

LW

Z

A

d
2
r

Z

A

d
2
r
0
���(r;r

0)bubble: (2.11)

Itfollowsfrom thede�nitions(c.f.(1.18))[42,55]that

�
0
xx =

�h
2

LW
Tr

h

vxG
+
(E F )vxG

�
(E F )

i

�
�h
2

LW

Z E F

1

dE

8
<

:
Tr

2

4vx

 
d

dE
G +

!

vxG
+

3

5 + Tr

2

4vxG
�
vx

 
d

dE
G �

! 3

5

9
=

;

= �
�h2

2LW
Tr

n

vx�G(E F )vx�G(E F )
o

; (2.12)

where �G = G
+
� G

�
,v = � i�hD =me,and Trdenotesthetraceofthem atrix product,in

which G
�
(r;r0)areviewed asr,r0m atrix elem ents.For�0xy,

�
0
xy = �

I;0
xy + �

II;0
xy ;

�
I;0
xy =

�h
2

LW
Tr

h

vxG
+
(E F )vyG

�
(E F )

i

;

�
II;0
xy = �

�h
2

LW

Z
E F

1

dE
0

8
<

:
Tr

2

4vx

 
d

dE 0
G +

!

vyG
+

3

5 + Tr

2

4vxG
�
vy

 
d

dE 0
G �

! 3

5

9
=

;
:

(2.13)

Theaboveexpression for�0xy can beputin thesam eFerm i-energy form asin Ref.[55].�0xx
and �0xy havethefollowing lim iting behavior[24,28,30]:

�
0
xx = hD (E F )�(EF )=

(
hne�0=m e; !c�0 � 1

(2N + 1)�� 1sin2�(EF );!c�0 � 1

�
0
xy =

(
�0xx!c�0; !c�0 � 1

N + �; !c�0 � 1;
(2.14)

where�(E )istheSCBA localdensity ofstates,ne istheelectron density,N isthehighest

Landau levelindex,N = 0,1,...,and � = 1� �=� is the �lling fraction ofthe highest

Landau level,which iswell-de�ned sincethereisvanishing localdensity ofstatesin thebulk
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in between the Landau levelsin the regim e !c�0 � 1,within SCBA. Often,only the peak

value (2N + 1)=� of�0xx isquoted in the literature;we em phasize that�0xx hasoscillations

and goesto zero when theFerm ienergy liesin oneofthegapsin thebulk density ofstates.

Now we treatthe ladderdiagram s. Since S+ + ;S� � are short-ranged,�+ + and �� � are

also short-ranged.Onecan furthershow thattheladderseriesfor�+ +xx and �� �xx do notgive

additionalcontributions to the �-function term . The long-ranged term of���(r;r
0)com es

from

�
+ �
�� (r;r

0)ladder = �h
2
u

Z

d
2
r1

Z

d
2
r2J

+ �
� (r;r1)S

+ � (r1;r2)J
� +
� (r0;r2):

Thecurrentvertex J(r;r1)isshort-ranged:

J
ab(r;r1)=

� i�h

2m e

G
b
(r1;r)

$

D G
a
(r;r1); (2.15)

wherea,b= +,� ,and
$

D wasde�ned in Sec.IC.W ecan carryouttheintegralbyexpanding

S+ � (r1;r
0)in theneighborhood ofr:

Z

d
2
r1J(r;r1)S

+ � (r1;r2)= [J0(r)+ J1(r)� r + � � � ]S+ � (r;r2): (2.16)

The�rstterm is

J
+ �
0 (r)=

 
� i�h

2m e

! Z

d
2
r1G

�
(r1;r)

$

D G
+
(r;r1)

’
1

�+ � ��
hrjv(G

+
� G

�
)jri: (2.17)

In thelaststep,wehaveused theidentity G
+
G
�
= (G

+
� G

�
)=(�+ � �� ).Rewriting

hrjv(G
+
� G

�
)jri as 2�i

X

�

�(EF � E�) �(r)v 
�
�(r);

it is easy to recognize that J+ �0 (r) is proportionalto the im purity-averaged equilibrium

currentdensity atposition r and attheFerm ienergy E F .In thebulk,thisshould bezero

by isotropy,however,atthe edgesisotropy isbroken,J+ �0 parallelto the boundary isnot

zero.Hencewecan write

J
+ ;�
0;x (r)=

2�i

e(�+ � �� )

2

4
@Ie(E )

@E

�
�
�
�
�
E F

�(y� W )�
@Ie(E )

@E

�
�
�
�
�
E F

�(y)

3

5 ; (2.18)

whereIe(E F )isthetotaledgecurrent.Ithasbeen shown in Ref.[30]that:

@Ie

@E

�
�
�
�
�
E F

=
@M

@E

�
�
�
�
�
E F

= �
e�II;0xy

h
; (2.19)

whereM (E )isthetotalm agnetization.

Thecoe�cientsforthe�rst-derivativeterm sare:
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J
+ �
1;�� =

1

LW

(

Tr[v�G
+
r�G

�
]� Tr[r�v�G

+
G
�
]+

i�h

2m
Tr[G

+
G
�
]���

)

;

J
� +
1;�� =

1

LW

(

Tr[v�G
�
r�G

+
]� Tr[r�v�G

�
G
+
]+

i�h

2m
Tr[G

�
G
+
]���

)

:

Expressing thecoe�cientsin term softheSCBA conductivitiesand them ean freepath,we

have:

u�h2J+ �1;xxJ
+ �
1;xx = �

0
xxl

2
=2;

u�h
2
J
+ �
1;xxJ

+ �
1;xy = �

I;0
xy l

2
=2:

Putting allthe pieces together,we obtain for the fullbilocallarge-scale conductivity

tensorwithin theSCBA,including theedgee�ects:

h���(r;r
0)iSCBA =

h

�
0
xx��� + (�I;0xy + �

II;0
xy )���

i

�(r� r
0)

�
1

�0xx

h

�
0
xx@� + �

I;0
xy ���0@�0 + �

II;0
xy ��x(�(y� W )� �(y))

i

�
h

�
0
xx@

0
� � �

I;0
xy ���0@

0
�0 � �

II;0
xy ��x(�(y

0� W )� �(y0))
i

d(r;r0): (2.20)

W ithin theSCBA,theconductivity tensorobeysh�y�(r;r
0)i= 0,forratthereectingedges

and rsu�ciently farfrom r 0,asan exactrelation beforethelong-wavelength approxim ation

is m ade. Together with (2.20),this im plies the large-scale boundary conditions (1.16)on

thedi�usion propagatord;seeAppendix A.Becauseoftheedgecurrent,thisisvery sim ilar

tothediscussion oftheconservation ofthej0currentattheedgein Sec.IA (where�II;0xy was

� 1).

C .T he SC B A for the tw o-probe conductance

W eare�nally ready to expressthetwo-probeconductance in term softhesurface inte-

gralofthe di�usion propagator. Forthe integrated currentsatany cross-sections,the two

oppositeedgecurrentsattheboundariescan betransform ed toan additionalbulk derivative

in thetransverse direction:

Z W

0

dy[�(y� W )� �(y)]d(r;r0)=

Z W

0

dy@yd(r;r
0);

therefore,the second and third term sin the square bracketsof(2.20)com bine in thiscase

to give�0xy.W egettheform fortheSCBA conductance g0 (1.28)expressed in term sofan

integralovertwo cross-sections.Thiscan befurthertransform ed into thefollowing volum e-

integralform :

g
0 =

1

L2

Z

A

d
2
r

Z

A

d
2
r
0
�
0
xx[�(r� r

0)� (@x + @y)(@
0
x � @

0
y)d(r;r

0)]: (2.21)

In the next section, we willsee that the above expression for conductance can also be

obtained using theNL�M form alism which wedevelop below.
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III.FIELD -T H EO R ET IC A L A P P R O A C H

In thissection,we �rstsetup (in Sec.IIIA)a generating function from which we can

obtain any expressionsinvolving theGreen’sfunctionsattheFerm ienergy.Aswehaveseen

in the introduction [42],this allows calculation ofthe m ean and the variance ofthe two-

probeconductance.In Sec.IIIB,wediscussthecoupling to a U(2n)vectorpotential,which

can beused to generatethe NL�M conductivity.Fora certain form ofcoupling,we can in

factrecover,atlowestorderin 1=�0xx,theSCBA form ofthebilocalconductivity tensor.W e

discussthe physicalm eaning ofthe variousterm sin relation to currentconservation. The

resultsshow thatthe variance ofthe two-probe conductance can be calculated within the

NL�M .W ethen turn to theperturbation expansion itself.

A .T he nonlinear � m odel

Insettingupthepartitionfunction(orgeneratingfunctionforaverageGreen’sfunctions),

wewillusethereplica m ethod to perform theaverageoverdisorder.W ede�ne

Z =

Z

D [V ]P[V ]

Z

D [’;’]exp

Z

d
2
r’(r)[E � H + i��]’(r); (3.1)

where,as in Sec.II,H = H 0 + V (r),’ = :::’ai :::(i = 1,2,...,n,a = +,� ) is a

2n-com ponentvectorofcom plex Grassm ann num bers,� = 0+ ,and

�=

 
In 0

0 � In

!

(In is the n � n identity m atrix). Here we rem ark thatthe choice ofGrassm ann num ber

(anticom m uting)�elds,which leadstothesym m etry group beingU(2n),aswillbediscussed

below,isnotessential.Ifoneusesbosonic(com m uting)�elds,thesym m etry isthenoncom -

pactgroup U(n,n).Thisisusually notused in theHalle�ectbecausethereisnotopological

term in thiscaseforn > 0 integer,and so the�xy dependencefound from non-perturbative

instanton e�ects is not seen [31]. However,there is nonetheless a boundary term ofthe

sam estructureasin theU(2n)case,and fora system with boundariesthishase�ectseven

in perturbation theory,and these willbe the sam e in the n ! 0 lim itforeitherchoice of

sym m etry. W e willcontinue to work with the choice thatleadsto the com pactsym m etry.

Therandom potentialV (r)hastheGaussian distribution

P[V ]/ e
�
R
d2rV 2(r)=2u

;

asin Sec.II.For� = 0,theaction hasglobal(r-independent)U(2n)sym m etry,which acts

on ’ as’(r)! U’(r),whereU isan elem entofU(2n).For� > 0,thesym m etry isbroken

to U(n)� U(n). In discussing the conducting properties,itisusefulto introduce a source

term thatwillgeneratecurrentcorrelations.Thisisdonebyintroducingthevectorpotential

A (r),whereA isa2n� 2n herm itian-m atrix-valued vector�eld (nottobeconfused with the

vector�eld A 0 associated with the constantm agnetic �eld B = r � A0).Itisintroduced

into Z by replacing the covariant derivative D (viewed as m ultiplied by I2n) by D � iA .
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Thegenerating functionalZ[A ]then hasgaugeinvariance,sinceundera localU(2n)gauge

transform ation ’(r)! U’(r),A � ! UA �U
� 1 + U@�U

� 1,theaction S[A ]isinvariant,and

so isthe integration m easure D [’;’].Perform ing thefunctionalintegralover’ and ’,we

get

Z[A ]=

Z

D [V ]P[V ]exptrTrlog[E � H � i��� �h2(A 2 + iD � A + iA � D )=2me]; (3.2)

where Trdenotesthe trace overfunctionsin realspace asbefore,and tristhe trace over

the2n replicas.

From the above partition function,we cannotgetthe exactbilocalconductivity tensor

���(r;r
0)asgiven in (1.18),sincewecannotgeneratethebelow-Ferm i-energy contributions.

However,on length scalesgreaterthan them ean freepath,thelattersim plify and can bere-

expressed asFerm i-energy term s,aswillbeshown below,and thesecan bereproduced from

ourpartition function. An exception to thisisthe �II;0xy term in the bulk,which therefore

describes true non-Ferm i-energy physics. W e can however getthe expression forthe two-

probe conductance,which can be written in term s ofFerm i-energy quantities alone [42].

Letusassum e thatthe source �eld A isindependentofy,then using �=�A(x)to denote a

functionalderivativefora y-independentvariation,wecan show that

� lim
A ! 0

�2Z[A ]

�A
+ �
x;11(x)�A

� +
x;11(x

0)
=

Z

D [V ]P[V ]

Z

dy

Z

dy
0

�

e
trTrlog(E � H � i��)

�

�h
2G

+ (r;r0)+ G � (r;r0)

2m e

�(r� r
0)� �h

2
G
� (r0;r)

 
� i�h

2m e

$

D
�

x0

!  
� i�h

2m e

$

D x

!

G
+ (r;r0)

��

:

(3.3)

The�-function term isrelated to �+ +xx (r;r
0)and �� �xx (r;r

0)(seeSec.ID).W ehaveargued in

Sec.ID that�aaxx(r;r
0)(a = +;� )in disordered system sareshort-ranged and can betreated

ascontactterm s�aaxx�(r� r0).Onecan show using thecom m utation relationsvx = i[Ĥ ;x]=�h

and [vx;x]= �h=im e [42,55,32]that

�
aa
xx = �

�h2

2LW
Tr[G a(E F )vxG

a(E F )vx]=
�h2

2m e

G
a(r;r):

Therefore,the expression in the square bracket in (3.3) gives an approxim ate version of

the unaveraged �xx(r;r
0),eq.(1.18),valid on scales greater than the m ean free path l.

The �-function term drops out for two cross-sections far apart. Taking the lim it n ! 0,

in which case etrTrlog(E � H � i��) ! 1,equation (3.3)gives the disorder-averaged two-probe

conductance:

hg(x;x0)i= � lim
n! 0

lim
A ! 0

�2Z[A ]

�A
+ �
x;11(x)�A

� +
x;11(x

0)
: (3.4)

Sim ilarly,thesecond m om entoftheconductance can beobtained by applying fourderiva-

tivesto thepartition function:

hg(x1;x
0
1)g(x2;x

0
2)i= lim

n! 0
lim
A ! 0

�4Z[A ]

�A
+ �
x;11(x1)�A

� +
x;11(x

0
1)�A

+ �
x;22(x2)�A

� +
x;22(x

0
2)
: (3.5)
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These expressionsshould be independentofx1,...,x
0
2. Thiswillbe discussed in the next

subsection.

An e�ectiveNL�M actioncanbederived usingtheHubbard-Stratonovich transform ation

[28,30];a m ean-�eld approxim ation then correspondsto theSCBA.Theuctuationsabout

this m ean-�eld theory produce allofthe higher-order e�ects. An e�ective action for the

long-rangee�ectscan then bederived;weget,retaining only term swith no m orethan two

derivatives,and om itting thegauge�eld A untilthenextsubsection,

S =

Z

d
2
r

�

�
1

8
�
0
xxtr[@�Q@�Q]�

1

8
�
0
xytr[���Q@�Q@�Q]+ �tr[Q�]

�

; (3.6)

Z =

Z

D [Q]eS: (3.7)

The �eld Q is a 2n � 2n Herm itian m atrix obeying (at each r) Q2 = I2n, ofwhich n

eigenvalues are equalto +1,n to � 1. This m eans that,at each r,Q takes values in the

coset m anifold U(2n)/U(n)� U(n). The action S has the sam e sym m etry as the original

action,Q(r)! UQ(r)U � 1,butQ isinvariantunderthe diagonalU(1)subgroup ofU(2n).

The rem aining SU(2n) sym m etry is again broken to S(U(n)� U(n)) for non-zero �. The

param eters �0xx and �0xy are bare conductivity param eters, like those resulting from the

SCBA,(butm ay di�erby �niterenorm alizations,corresponding to short-rangee�ectsthat

arenotincluded again by theNL�M )and describetheresponseofthesystem atthescaleof

theshortdistancecuto�,which isoforderthem ean freepath l.Them easureD [Q]=
Q

rdQ

istheproductoverpointsr insidethesam pleoftheunique SU(2n)-invariantm easuresdQ

on thespaceU(2n)/U(n)� U(n)foreach pointr.Attheendsx = 0,L,weinsistthatQ = �

to representtheabsorbing boundary condition.

B .G auge invariance,current conservation,and boundary condition

In thissubsection,wediscusstheway in which thegaugepotentialA enterstheNL�M

action,and the related questionsofcurrentconservation,the equation ofm otion,and the

tilted boundary condition. W e begin by requiring that the action be gauge invariant. In

Sec.IIIC,we willm odify itto a non-gauge-invariantform to bring the conductivitiesinto

linewith thosediscussed in theprevioussections.

In view ofthe gauge invariance ofthe generating functionalZ[A ], the action S[A ],

including A ,should also be invariant(when � = 0)under the localgauge transform ation

Q ! U(r)Q(r)U � 1(r),A � ! UA �U
� 1 � iU@�U

� 1 (itis assum ed thatU respects Q = �

atthe ends;theinvariance ofthe functionalintegration m easure im pliesthatinvariance of

the action ensuresinvariance ofZ[A ]). The sim plestway to introduce the externalsource

�eld A into the NL�M isto replace the partialderivative @�Q by the covariantderivative

D �Q = @�Q + i[A �;Q]everywhere in S.Thisleadsto a m anifestly gauge-invariantaction,

which isgiven below asthe �0xx and �I;0xy term sin eq.(3.8). However,thisisnotthe only

way.Thesecond way islessobviousand willfollow a briefdigression.

To obtain the othergauge-invariantcoupling to A ,letus�rstpointoutthatthe topo-

logicalterm ,without any A -dependence,is a totalderivative,which is a function ofthe

valuesofQ on theboundary and thehom otopy classofQ in theinteriorforgiven boundary
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values,butnotofthedetailed form ofQ in theinterior.Thatis,itispossibleto changeQ

in the interior,leaving itsboundary values�xed,in such a way thatthe topologicalterm

changes.Now any change in Q can beviewed astheresultofa gaugetransform ation,and

a transform ation U thatleaves the boundary valuesofQ unchanged m ustreduce ateach

pointon theboundary tosom eelem entin acertain S(U(n)� U(n))subgroup,determ ined by

Q atthatpoint.Such a gaugetransform ation ischaracterized by an integer-valued winding

num berq,say,which describesthewinding ofthegaugetransform ation U attheedge,and

itchanges the topologicalterm by 2�i�0xyq (for�
0
xy equalto an integer,thishasno e�ect

on the exponentialofthe action). In particular,there isa continuously-connected classof

transform ationsforwhich q= 0,sothattherearecontinuously-connected classesofcon�gu-

rationsQ with given boundary valuesthroughoutwhich thetopologicalterm takesthesam e

value.Furtherdiscussion ofthe topologicalissues,related to edgestatesand quantization,

iscontained in Appendix C.

Now,becausethetopologicalterm is(apartfrom thetopologicale�ectsjustdiscussed)a

function ofonly theboundary valuesofQ,thissuggeststhatwecan attem pttocom pensate

fora gaugetransform ation by including a coupling to A on only thereecting (hard)walls.

The form ofthiscoupling can be easily obtained,and on including both form sofcoupling

with di�erentcoe�cients� I;0
xy ,�

II;0
xy ,whosesum is�0xy = �I;0xy + �II;0xy ,in therespectiveform s

ofthetopologicalterm ,weobtain theaction which isgauge-invariantwhen � = 0,

S[A ]=

Z

d
2
r

�

�
1

8
�
0
xxtr(D �QD �Q)�

1

8
�
I;0
xy tr(���QD �QD �Q)

�
1

8
�
II;0
xy tr(���Q@�Q@�Q)+ �tr(Q�)

�

+
i

2
�
II;0
xy

Z

dx [tr(A x(x;W )Q(x;W ))� tr(Ax(x;0)Q(x;0))]: (3.8)

The justi�cation foridentifying thissplitof�0xy into two pieces�
I;0
xy ,�

II;0
xy ,with thatfound

in theprevioussections,asim plied by thechoiceofnotation,willbegiven below.W enote

thattheaction isindependentofthetraceofA .To see this,we m ay splitA into thesum

ofatracelesspartand thetracem ultiplied by I2n=2n.Thelatterpartisthegaugepotential

correspondingtothediagonalU(1)subgroup generated by I2n,and itdoesnotcontributeto

D �Q (because [I2n;Q]= 0),orto the �II;0xy edge coupling (because trQ = 0). Hence,S[A ]

isindependentofit,butitm ay beleftin forconvenience.Theaction S[A ]iseasily veri�ed

to beinvariantunderany gaugetransform ation,including thetopologically-nontrivialones

thatleave Q on theboundary unchanged.

Although we have notgiven a derivation ofourgauge-invariantaction S[A ],eq.(3.8),

from the gauge-invariant generating functional(3.2) for averages ofproducts ofGreen’s

functionsattheFerm ienergy,itisnotvery di�cultto extend theexisting derivations(see,

e.g.,[30]) to include A ,and obtain eq.(3.8). It is alm ost self-evident that this willbe

obtained,by com paring (i)thediagram sfortheresponseto A atthe Ferm ienergythatare

obtained from eq.(3.2)with (ii)those studied in detailforthe m ean bilocalconductivity

tensorwithin the SCBA in Sec.II,and (iii)those obtained in the perturbation theory for

theNL�M constructed below.

W e now use the gauge invariance of S in the � ! 0 lim it to derive som e current-

conservation relationsfortheNL�M ;only in�nitesim al,topologically trivialgaugetransfor-
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m ationsare needed forthis. The tilted boundary condition isone consequence ofcurrent

conservation. W e willrecover the expression forthe bilocalconductivity in the SCBA as

the leading-orderterm in an expansion in 1=�0xx. W e willalso show thatthe conductance

weobtained usingequation (3.4)isindependentofthepositionsofthecrosssectionsso that

thevolum e-integralform fortheconductance can beused.

W e begin by considering the equationsofm otion thatfollow from the action S[A ]. As

their nam e im plies,these are the equations ofm otion that are obtained ifS[A ]is used

as the action ofa classicalnonlinear �eld theory (in one space and one im aginary tim e

dim ension).Thecanonicalway to obtain theseequationsisto seek an extrem um ofS,such

that�S=�Q = 0,where the variation,which isthe usualone thatvariesboth the x and y

dependence ofQ,respects the restrictions Q 2 = I,Q = Q y,and the boundary condition

Q = � attheopen ends(wenotethatthisisim posed on allcon�gurationsin thefunctional

integral).Theresultingequationsalsoserveasoperatorrelationsin thequantum �eld theory

thatwetaketo bede�ned by thefunctionalintegral

Z[A ]=

Z

D [Q]eS[A ]
:

In thefunctionalintegrallanguage,theequationsofm otion becom eidentitiesam ong corre-

lation functions.They areobtained in generalby thefollowing argum ent:Considera sm all

changein Q,Q ! Q 0= Q + �Q,asa changeofvariablein thefunctionalintegral.SinceQ

isintegrated over,such a changecan haveno e�ecton Z[A ].On theotherhand,itchanges

S,and provided thechangeissuch thattheJacobian resulting from thechangein m easure

is1,weobtain theidentity

0=

Z

D [Q]
�S

�Q
e
S[A ]

;

which istheequation ofm otion.

A variation ofQ that respects its form can be param etrized as Q 0 = UQU � 1,where

U = expiR and R(r)isa2n� 2n herm itian m atrixfunction ofr,andthusisagaugetransfor-

m ation,which leavestheintegration m easureunchanged;however,wevary Q whileleaving

A �xed.Ifweview S[A ]asa functionalofQ aswellasofA ,thuswriting S[A ]� SfQ;A g

(thecurly bracketsareused toavoid confusion ofthetwoargum entsofthefunctionalwith a

com m utator),then theequationsofm otion areequivalentto �SfQ0;A g=�R = 0,evaluated

at R = 0. This m ay be re-expressed by m aking use ofthe gauge invariance ofSfQ;A g.

GaugeinvariancetellsusthatifQ 0= UQU � 1,A 0= UA U � 1 � iUr U� 1,then

SfQ;A g= SfQ 0
;A

0g

= SfQ + i[R;Q];A g+ SfQ;A + i[R;A ]� r Rg� SfQ;A g; (3.9)

to �rstorderin R.Itfollowsthat,forr in theinteriorofthesystem ,weobtain

�S

�R��
= � @�

�S

�A�;��
� iA�;�

�S

�A�;�
+ iA �;�

�S

�A�;�

= � (D�j
�
�)��: (3.10)

Here we have used �,�,,...,forindicesrunning from 1 to 2n (the �rstn valuesbeing

i,+,i= 1,...,n,the rem ainderi,� ,i= 1,...,n),with a sum m ation convention,and

introduced thede�nition ofthecurrentin theNL�M ,
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j
�
�;��(r)=

�S[A ]

�A�;��(r)
; (3.11)

which isim plicitlyalocalfunction ofQ(r)and A (r).Thecovariantderivativeofj� isde�ned

in thesam eway asthatofQ.Therefore,using thenotation

hh� � � ii=

Z

D [Q]� � � e
S[A ]

=Z[A ];

wherethe� � � representany functionalofQ,and using thefactthattheintegration m easure

isinvariantunderU(2n)gaugetransform ations,theequation ofm otion becom esthem atrix

equation,

D � hhj�ii= 0: (3.12)

This can be read as the statem ent thatthe covariant divergence ofthe current is zero in

the interior ofthe system . As such itis known as a W ard identity,and is a consequence

ofthe U(2n) sym m etry ofthe originalaction S;the existence ofa covariantly-conserved

currentasa consequence ofa gauge-invariantcoupling to a gaugepotentialistheessential

contentofNoether’stheorem .A featureoftheNL�M isthattheW ard identitiesarenotjust

consequencesof,butareequivalentto,theequationsofm otion.Therearealsom any sim ilar

W ard identities when the functionalaverage contains D � j� tim es otherfunctionals ofQ.

Particularcasesofthese,including allthosethatwillbeofinterestin thispaper,arethose

thatcontain othercurrentsj�. These m ay be obtained by taking functionalderivativesof

thebasicW ard identity (3.12)with respecttoA ,sincetheleft-hand sideisstillafunctional

ofA . Functionalderivatives ofthe action yield currents,however,j� contains A ,and so

doesthecovariantderivativeD ,sothereareadditional�-function term s.Thedelta-function

term sin the response functionsthatresultfrom the A in j� willbe referred to ascontact

term s,and correspond to thosein earliersections.

The above W ard identity,or equation ofm otion,(3.12),is only the bulk part ofthe

system ofequations. There are also boundary equations on the reecting (hard) wallor

edge. These com e from two sources: (i) the boundary term s in the action S[A ],(ii) the

boundary term thatappearswhen integrating by partsto transferthe derivative from r R

to�S=�A in eq.(3.9)when takingthefunctionalderivativewith respecttoR.Theboundary

partoftheequation ofm otion can beobtained in eitheroftwo equivalentways.Oneway is

totakethefunctionalderivativewith respecttothefulldependenceofR on thecoordinates

x and y,and obtain a single equation like (3.12) but containing delta-function term s at

the edge. Since an equation that sets a sum ofa �nite function and a delta function to

zero im plies that each piece separately vanishes,we obtain the bulk equation ofm otion

(or W ard identity) as in (3.12),together with a boundary condition that states that the

function m ultiplying thedelta-function attheedgeiszero.Theotherm ethod isto separate

the change in the action due to R,after integrating by parts to rem ove derivatives from

R,into a bulk partthatyieldsthe bulk equation above,and a boundary part,then take a

functionalderivative with respectto the single coordinate x thatdescibesposition on the

boundary,to yield the boundary conditions. Thiswasthe m ethod followed in Sec.IC for

the quadratic action there,eq.(1.11). W ith eitherm ethod,itisstraightforward to obtain

theresultsbelow.
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First,we should record theactualexpression forthecurrentdensity,obtained from the

de�nition (3.11).Itis

j
�
�(r)= � i[�0xxQ(r)D �Q(r)� �

I;0
xy ���D �Q(r)]=2+ i�

II;0
xy ��xQ(r)[�(y� W )� �(y)]=2 (3.13)

(weused theidentity Q@�Q = � @�Q:Q which followsfrom Q 2 = I2n).Hereweseeexplicitly

theedgecontribution with coe�cient� II;0
xy .Itissim ply proportionalto Q attheedge.

Theboundary condition atthereecting walls(assum ed parallelto thex-axisasalways

in thispaper),thatisobtained by eitherofthem ethodsdescribed above,can bewritten

�
0
xxQD yQ + �

I;0
xy D xQ + �

II;0
xy D xQ = 0: (3.14)

As in the case ofthe bulk equation ofm otion,in the quantum �eld theory ofthe NL�M

(de�ned by the functionalintegral),thisisvalid only when inserted in the average hh:::ii.

Thisequation can beinterpreted asstating thecovariantconservation ofthecurrentatthe

edge,in a very sim ilarway to thatdiscussed in Appendix A within SCBA.For�II;0xy = 0,we

would have only the�rsttwo term s,and itwould statesim ply thatthenorm alcom ponent

ofthe(bulk)currentin eq.(3.13)tendsto zero attheedge.Theseterm soriginatefrom the

edge term leftafterintegrating the bulk partofthe action by partsin orderto take �=�R.

In the presence ofa non-zero �II;0xy ,thisboundary condition ism odi�ed to include the last

term ,which isthe covariantderivative (along the edge)ofthe edge partofthe currentin

eq.(3.13).Thuseq.(3.14)isequivalentto

j
�
y;bulk � Dxj

�
x;edge = 0; (3.15)

where the edge contribution isobtained asj�x;edge(x;W )=
R
W + 0+

W � 0+ dyj�x(x;y),and sim ilarly

forthe edge aty = 0,asin Appendix A.The edge term originates,ofcourse,from taking

�=�R on the edge term in the action itself,eq.(3.8). In the boundary condition,the last

two term scan becom bined to leave

�
0
xxQD yQ + �

0
xyD xQ = 0: (3.16)

Thisistheanalogueofthetilted boundary condition discussed in Secs.Iand II,generalized

to the fullnonlinear �eld theory,and including A ;as in those discussions,only the total

�0xy enterstheboundary condition.W ewillshow,in Sec.IIIC below,that,in leading order

in perturbation theory,thisboundary condition reducesto exactly the one used in earlier

sections.

To close thissubsection,we obtain W ard identitiesthatapply to m om entsofthe two-

probe conductance,in which the currents are integrated across sections parallelto the y

axis.W ehave already seen thatthese should becalculable using only Green’sfunctionsat

theFerm ienergy,which can beobtained using ourgenerating function ortheNL�M .Asin

Sec.IIIA,we willtherefore here specialise A to be in the x direction and independent of

y.FunctionalderivativesofZ[A ]oftheform �=�Ax(x)then producethedesired m ean and

varianceofthetwo-probeconductance.Ifwespecialiseto such A in theNL�M action S[A ]

(noting thatA x(x;W )= A x(x;0)= A x(x;y)forallx,y),then we see thatthe �0xy term s

can becom bined,using an integration by parts,to leave
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S[A x]=

Z

d
2
r

�

�
1

8
�
0
xxtr(D �QD �Q)�

1

8
�
0
xytr(���QD �QD �Q)+ �tr(Q�)

�

; (3.17)

in which,we em phasize,A takesthespecialised form A (r)= (A x(x);0),independentofy.

This action is gauge invariant,and A x rem ains y-independent,for gauge transform ations

U thatare independentofy.Using such a transform ation,we can obtain,sim ilarly to the

abovederivation,theidentity

D x

Z

dyhhj�x(x;y)ii= 0; (3.18)

in which j�x and theaction S[A x]to beused in calculating theaveragestillcontain A x.W e

notethat,in
R
dyj�x,using (3.13),�

I;0
xy and �II;0xy term scan becom bined into a single term ,

asim plied by theaction S[A x],in which thesam eistrue.Thusfrom thispointon,only the

total�0xy entersthecalculationsfortheconductanceand itsm om ents.

On taking further functionalderivatives �=�Ax(x) of(3.18),we can obtain identities

involving the m ean and variance (or alternatively, second m om ent) ofthe conductance.

From thediscussion in earliersections,weshould have

@xhg(x;x
0)i= 0; (3.19)

forallx,x0 inside the sam ple,including x = x0,which expresses the independence ofthe

conductanceon thelocation ofthecross-sections,and sim ilarstatem entsshould hold forthe

higherm om entsandforthedependenceontheothervariablesx0,....Onem aybeconcerned

thatD x appearsin (3.18),not@x,and thatthism ightlead to additionalterm scontaining

e.g.�(x � x0) when further functionalderivatives are taken. However, we have veri�ed

thatsuch term svanish,to allordersin perturbation theory,forthereplica com ponentswe

require to produce the m ean and variance ofthe conductance,asin (3.4)and (3.5).Thus,

wehaveperform ed allthestepsin aderivation showingthatthecalculation ofthetwo-probe

conductance and its variance,in the rectangular geom etry,can be carried out within the

NL�M ,including the independence ofthe locationsofthe cross-sections,which allowsthe

use ofan average overthese locations. The explicitexpressionsforthe m ean and variance

aregiven in Secs.IV and V,and evaluated to leading orderin theperturbation expansion.

C .Perturbation expansion,current conservation,and bilocalconductivity

Theapproach given intheprevioussubsection issu�cientforthetwo-probeconductance,

provided the cross-sectionsused areparallelto they axis.Form oregeneralcross-sections,

and to considerthenon-Ferm i-energy e�ectsand thebilocalconductivity,a deeperanalysis

isrequired,which iscontained in thepresentsubsection,butwhich m ay beskipped (apart

from the�rstpartintroducing theperturbation expansion)by readersinterested only in the

two-probeconductance.

Our goalhere is to com pare the consequences ofthe de�nition ofthe current and the

W ard identities with the properties ofthe currents in our m odelofthe originalelectron

system . To provide m otivation,we willcom pare results in the NL�M form ulation with

those in the SCBA in the previoussection,and forthispurpose we willnow introduce the
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perturbation expansion ofthe m odel. W e then show how to m odify the coupling ofA to

theNL�M so asto reproducethepropertiesfound in Sec.II.

Them atrix Q,which obeysQ y = Q,Q 2 = I2n,can beparam etrized in thefollowingway:

Q =

 p
1� zzy z

zy �
p
1� zyz

!

; (3.20)

wherez isan n� n com plex m atrix.Expanding theNL�M action in term softhez-m atrix,

weget

S[A ]= S0[A ]+ S1[A ]: (3.21)

whereS0[A ]isthepartquadraticin z,z
y and A ,which isthesam easin eq.(1.11),except

that there are now n2 copies ofz,and we include the gauge potentialA . For A ofthe

restricted form

A =

 
0 A + �

A � + 0

!

; (3.22)

whereA + � isa com plex n� n-m atrix{valued vector�eld,and A� + isitsadjoint(theseare

theonly com ponentsofA thatwillbeused below),wehave

S0[A ]= �
�0xx

4

Z

d
2
rtr

�

(@�z� 2iA+ �� )(@�z
y + 2iA � +

� )
�

�
�I;0xy

4

Z

d
2
r���tr

�

(@�z� 2iA+ �� )(@�z
y + 2iA � +

� )
�

�
�II;0xy

4

Z

d
2
r���tr(@�z@�z

y)�
i�II;0xy

2

I

dl� tr(A
+ �
� z

y � zA
� +
� ): (3.23)

The line integral
H
dl� is taken in the counterclockwise direction around the edge ofthe

sam ple. Here and below,we use the sym boltr for a trace on the n-dim ensionalspace,

as wellas for that on the 2n-dim ensionalone;it should be clear from the context which

is m eant. S1 describes the interaction between the di�usion m odes caused by quantum

interference e�ects.W egiveithereonly forA = 0,and to theorderO [(zzy)3]required for

ourlatercalculations,

S1[0]=

Z

d
2
r

(

�
�0xx

32
tr[@�(zz

y)@�(zz
y)+ @�(z

y
z)@�(z

y
z)]

�
�0xy

32
tr[���@�(zz

y
z@�z

y)� ���@�(z
y
zz

y
@�z)]

�
�0xx

64
tr[@�(zz

y)@�(zz
y
zz

y)+ @�(z
y
z)@�(z

y
zz

y
z)]

�
�0xy

64
tr[���@�(zz

y
zz

y
z@�z

y)� ���@�(z
y
zz

y
zz

y
@�z)]+ O [(zzy)4]

)

: (3.24)

Noticethatterm sproportionalto �0xy can allbewritten astotalderivatives,thereforethey

can be expressed as boundary term s. To calculate the ensem ble average ofany quantity

X [z;zy],weperform thefollowing expansion:
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hhX ii= lim
n! 0

Z

D [z;zy]I[z;zy]X [z;zy]eS0fz;z
y;0g

1X

m = 0

1

m !
S
m
1 [z;z

y]: (3.25)

HereI[z;zy]istheJacobian needed tom akethem easurein thez,zy spaceinvariantundera

U(2n)rotation ateach r.Theexplicitform ofthisJacobian willnotbeneeded.Itsonly role

isto cancelquadratically-divergentdiagram sthatarisein perturbation theory,in a m anner

thatis standard forallNL�M ’s (see,e.g.,Ref.[57]). The term s in the expansion can be

written in term sofaveragescalculated using thequadraticaction with A = 0,de�ned by

hh� � � ii0 =

Z

D [z;zy]� � � e
S0[A = 0]

=Z0[0]; (3.26)

in which thefunctionalintegralin thedenom inatoristhesam e asthenum eratorbutwith

the insertion � � � om itted. The expressions can be evaluated by contracting pairsofz and

zy,which givesthedi�usion propagator,

�0xx

4
hhz

y

ij(r)zkl(r
0)ii0 = �il�jkd(r;r

0); (3.27)

which obeysthe sam e conditions (1.16)asin earlier sections. The basic perturbation ex-

pansion isnow a seriesin powersof1=�0xx,though itwillalso be convenient to expand in

powersof = �0xy=�
0
xx,to obtain a doubleexpansion.

W enow return tothephysicalm eaningoftheW ard identities(3.12),(3.16),thatresulted

from thegaugeinvariance oftheaction S[A ].W ewish to com parethese with ourphysical

expectation thatthe currentisdivergencelessinside the sam ple,and thatno currentows

in oroutofthe sam ple atthe reecting walls(aswe have shown in Sec.II,and discussed

in Sec.I,the currentresponse obtained in the SCBA isnotdivergenceless,because ofthe

bulk �II;0xy term ,but that is a non-Ferm i-energy e�ect that willnot be considered in the

presentform alism untillaterin thissubsection).The �rstdi�culty thatseem sto arise(as

with eq.(3.18))isthattheW ard identity statesD � j� = 0,notr � j= 0,aswem ighthave

expected.ThevectorpotentialA presentin D willgenerate�-function term swhen further

functionalderivativesare taken to obtain W ard identities,asm ustbe done forthe bilocal

conductivity tensorand analogouscorrelatorsofm ore than two currents. However,aswe

m entioned in connection with the conductance in the previous subsection,in practise,for

the particularcom ponentsofA thatyield the physically-relevant conductivities,thisdoes

notseem to occur.Forexam ple,in addition to theresultscited in theprevioussubsection,

wecan show thattheW ard identity im plies

@�h���(r;r
0)i= 0 (3.28)

forthem ean bilocalconductivity tensorcalculated in theNL�M using theaction S[A ],and

this is valid forallr,r0 inside the sam ple,including r = r0,to allorders in perturbation

theory.

The boundary condition (3.14) also involves the tangentialcovariant derivative ofthe

edgecurrent,nottheusualpartialderivativeasonewould wantin theelectronicsystem .In

thiscase,wedo �nd a clash between thetheory asform ulated and ourintuition.Eq.(3.15)

ism oreexplicitly
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j
�
y;bulk � @xj

�
x;edge = �

1

2
�
II;0
xy [A x;Q]: (3.29)

The left-hand side isthe com bination one m ighthave expected to be zero. However,itis

nonzero when A x isnonzero,im plying thatconservation isviolated by �-function term son

theedgein thebilocalconductivity and itsm om ents.Notethatsim ilarcom m utators[A x;Q]

and [A y;Q]appearin j
�
y;bulk butarenota problem .

To illum inatethepointfurther,wecan usetheperturbation expansion and com putethe

m ean bilocalconductivity within theNL�M asform ulated so far.From S0[A ],theequation

ofm otion forzy (form ulasforz aresim ilar)is,in thebulk

�
0
xxr

2
z
y = � 2i

�

�
0
xx@�A

� +
� + �

I;0
xy ���@�A

� +
�

�

; (3.30)

(as in Sec.IA,where,however,�0xy = �I;0xy and �II;0xy = 0),and at the edge is the tilted

boundary condition

�
0
xx(@yz

y + 2iA � +
y )� �

0
xy(@xz

y + 2iA � +
x )= 0: (3.31)

These equationsgive the generalization ofthe \classical" theory ofSec.IA to include the

edgecurrentswith coe�cient� II;0
xy ,on usingtheidenti�cationsgiven in Sec.ID.Thecurrents

aregiven,in thepresentapproxim ation,by

�S0=�A
+ �
� � j

� +
� =

1

2
i[�0xx(@�z

y + 2iA � +
� )+ �

I;0
xy ���(@�z

y + 2iA � +
� )

+ �
II;0
xy (�(y� W )� �(y))��xz

y]: (3.32)

Thebulk equation ofm otion can thereforebewritten @�j
� +
� = 0,whileattheedgewehave

j
� +
y;bulk � @xj

� +
x;edge = � �

II;0
xy A

� +
x ; (3.33)

which can also bewritten

j
� +
y;bulk � Dxj

� +
x;edge = 0; (3.34)

where the covariant derivative is the linearized version ofthat in the fullNL�M ,nam ely

D �z
y � @�z

y + 2iA � +
� ,while D �D �z

y � @�D �z
y. Thus,for current j� + as de�ned here,

currentconservation in thenaiveform isviolated by �-function term sattheedge.Thiscan

berecti�ed,butbeforedoing so,wecalculatethebilocalconductivity ofthepresentm odel

in thesam eapproxim ation.

Them ean bilocalconductivity in thepresentapproxim ation isobtained as(com pareeq.

(3.4);weleaveim plicitthechoiceofallreplica com ponentsequalto 1,and then ! 0 lim it)

h���(r;r
0)i0 � � lim

A ! 0

�

�A� +� (r0)
hhj� +� (r)ii0

= (�0xx��� + �
I;0
xy ���)�(r� r

0)� hhj� +� (r)j+ �� (r0)ii0: (3.35)

On evaluating this using eq.(3.32) (with A = 0),the sim ilar form ula for j+ � ,and the

de�nition (3.27)ofd,we obtain the sam e resultasin eq.(2.20),exceptthatthe bulk �II;0xy
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term isnotpresent. Thisresultobeys@�h���(r;r
0)i0 = 0 forallr,r0 in the bulk,and eq.

(3.33)im pliesthat

h�y�(r;r
0)i0 � @x

Z W + 0+

W � 0+
dyh�x�(r;r

0)i0 = �
II;0
xy ��x�(r

0� r) (3.36)

forr attheupperedgey = W (and sim ilarly forthelower).In e�ect,in theedgechannel,

A � +
x sim ply createscurrent,so thenaiveconservation law isviolated.

In theSCBA,wedid notdirectly addressthisissue,butderived @xj
SCBA
x;edge� jSCBAy;bulk = 0for

r6= r0only.On theotherhand,in theSCBA wealsofound anon-Ferm i-energy contribution

�II;0xy ����(r� r0)in the bulk,which m eansthatin the presence ofE,there isan additional

part(e2=h)�II;0xy ���E � in thebulk current

j
SCBA
� = j

SCBA
�;E = E F

+
e2

h
�
II;0
xy ���E �; (3.37)

within theSCBA.Ifweintroducea corresponding changein thebulk currenthere,so that

j
� +
�;m od = j

� +
� � �

II;0
xy ���A

� +
� ; (3.38)

then thetilted boundary condition (3.33)becom es

j
� +
y;bulk;m od � @xj

� +
x;edge;m od = 0 (3.39)

in the presence ofA .Thusthe m odi�ed currentisconserved (notcovariantly)atthe edge

(and so isjSCBA� );the currentin the edge channelcom esfrom the bulk. Physically,there

aretwo m odesofconduction responsetoan electric�eld in thesystem .Oneisthe\sliding"

ofthe totalcharge density,which gives the bulk Hallconductivity �II;0xy . This is a non-

Ferm i-energy e�ect,and is a local(�-function) response to an electric �eld. The other is

the Ferm i-energy response,which is di�usive in the bulk (including the Halle�ect with

coe�cient � I;0
xy ) and is chiralalong the edge. As discussed in Sec.I,the �II;0xy bulk e�ect

im pliesr � j6= 0,m eaning that@�=@t6= 0.Attheedge,thereisno chargeaccum ulated.A

tangentialelectric�eld attheedgecan producea bulk currentnorm alto theedge,and also

a Ferm i-energy edge currentthatincreasesalong the edge. These e�ectsinvolve the sam e

coe�cent� II;0
xy ,and theresultisthatno currentiscreated,so no chargeaccum ulatesatthe

edge.Thisoccursbecauseofa version oftheLaughlin-Halperin gauge-invarianceargum ent

[51,40].A changein thepotential(which isessentially whatzis)would accum ulateacharge

density oforderthe inverse velocity ofthe edge states,butthe sam e velocity also appears

in theedgecurrent,which carriesaway thecharge.

W enow proposea m odi�cation oftheNL�M action which incorporatesthisnon-Ferm i-

energy e�ect so as to recover the SCBA bilocalconductivity tensor in full,and m aintain

current conservation at the edge (though not in the bulk),to allorders in perturbation

theory.Ourproposed action (in which wereinstatethefull2n � 2n m atrix A )is

Sm od[A ]=

Z

d
2
r

�

�
1

8
�
0
xxtr(D �QD �Q)�

1

8
�
I;0
xy tr(���QD �QD �Q)

�
1

8
�
II;0
xy tr(���Q@�Q@�Q)+

1

8
�
II;0
xy tr(���Q[A �;Q][A �;Q])+ �tr(Q�)

�

+
i

2
�
II;0
xy

Z

dx ftr(A x(x;W )Q(x;W ))� tr(Ax(x;0)Q(x;0))g: (3.40)
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Theadded�II;0xy term m aintainsSU(2n)global,butnotlocalgauge,sym m etry,corresponding

to thenonconservation ofthecorresponding m odi�ed currentwhich containsan additional

term in thebulk:

j
�
�;m od =

�Sm od

�A�
= j

�
� �

1

2
�
II;0
xy ���[A �;Q]: (3.41)

The m odi�ed equation ofm otion m ustbe obtained from �Sm odfQ
0;A g=�R = 0 (asin Sec.

IIIB)withoutusing gaugeinvariance.Itcan bewritten in term softhem odi�ed current,to

givethem odi�ed W ard identity in thebulk,

D �j
�
�;m od = �

1

2
�
II;0
xy ��� f@� ([A �;Q])+ i[A �;[A �;Q]]g: (3.42)

Them odi�ed currentisnotcovariantly conserved,becausethem odi�ed action isnotgauge

invariant.However,theboundarycondition eq.(3.16)isunchanged,becausetheadded term

in Sm od containsno derivatives,so doesnotgive rise to any boundary term s. Nonetheless,

theinterpretation oftheboundarycondition changes,becausethecurrenthasbeen m odi�ed.

In term softhem odi�ed current,theboundary condition statesthatattheedge

j
�
y;m od � @xj

�
x;edge;m od = 0; (3.43)

which is\currentconservation".Strictly,ourargum entsim ply thatthism odi�cation ofthe

action applies only forthe +� and � + com ponents ofA ;forthe other com ponents,the

correctform m aydepend on whatisassum ed in theunderlyingm odeltheNL�M issupposed

to represent.

Forthe quadratic partS0;m od ofthe m odi�ed action Sm od,the corresponding form ulas

are:fortheaction,

S0;m od = S0 � �
II;0
xy

Z

d
2
r���tr(A

+ �
� A

� +
� ); (3.44)

forthecurrent,

j
� +
�;m od = j

� +
� � �

II;0
xy ���A

� +
� ; (3.45)

asin eq.(3.38)above;forthem odi�ed equation ofm otion,

@�j
� +
�;m od = � �

II;0
xy ���@�A

� +
� ; (3.46)

which correspondsto theearliereq.(1.27);and in thebilocalconductivity tensor,thebulk

contactterm �II;0xy ����(r� r0)appearsasin thefullSCBA result,eq.(2.20).Theboundary

conditionson z,zy are,however,unm odi�ed.

W hen using the m odi�ed action forcalculationsofconductance,there isno change to

the results,aslong asone usescross-sectionsthatare parallelto the y-axis,and therefore

theexpressionscontain theintegralsofthex-com ponentsofthecurrents,asweweredoing

earlier.Forthose calculations,we already showed attheend ofSec.IIIB thatthe conduc-

tanceisindependentofthepositionsofthesections.Sincethevectorpotentialsused there

havex-com ponentsonly,theextra term in Sm od iszero.In addition to theusefulnessofthe
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generalSm od forreproducing the bilocalconductivity tensorand m aintaining the current-

conservation properties at the edge to allorders in perturbation theory,it is also crucial

fortheconductanceifonecalculatestheux ofcurrentthrough m oregeneralcross-sections

than those speci�ed above. In general,a cross-section could be any curve that intersects

the edgesofthe sam ple justtwice,once on each ofthe reecting walls. Two such sections

m ay intersectatisolated points(instead ofalong theirwholelength),and theintersections

are then said to be transversal,thatis,the norm alsto the curvesatthe pointofintersec-

tion are notparallel(norantiparallel). The question arises whether the conductance and

itsm om entscalculated using such sectionsisindependentofthe position and shape ofthe

sections,including the case in which they intersect. W hen they intersecttransversally,the

bulk �II;0xy contact term willcontribute at the intersection point,even within the SCBA.

Our prelim inary investigations ofthis,which willnot be included here,show that these

contributionsare needed to cancele�ectsofthe �II;0
xy term satthe edge,so asto m aintain

conservation ofthetotalcurrent,and thattheconductanceobtained isthesam easforthe

straightsections,forany shape and position. W e believe thisto be true in general,to all

ordersin perturbation theory.Thisshowsthattheuse ofthe m odi�ed action isobligatory

forsuch generalcalculations. Note that,form ore generalgeom etries,such asfourprobes,

such intersecting sectionswillbecom m on.

D .Further details ofperturbative calculations

1. Boundary perturbation expansion for the di�usion propagator

It is di�cult to calculate the di�usion propagator as de�ned by eq.(1.16) explicitly

(however, see reference [39]),although propagators for sim pler geom etry such as a half-

plane [48],an in�nite strip [48,33]or an annulus [48]can be found (the results for the

in�nite strip can be obtained by conform alm apping from the half-plane [48]). W e can

perform a boundary perturbation expansion [56]in powers of using the propagator at

 = 0,which we de�ne asd0(r;r0).d0(r;r0)can be constructed outofthesolutionsforthe

following eigenvalueproblem :

� r2�0 = �� 0 (3.47)

with the boundary conditions @y�
0(x;W ) = @y�

0(x;0) = 0 and �0(0;y) = �0(L;y) =

0:The eigenfunctions are �0nm (x;y) =
2p
LW

cos(n�y=W )sin(m �x=L) with corresponding

eigenvalues�0
nm = (n�=W )2 + (m �=L)2,wheren = 0,1,2,...,m = 1,2,....W ehave

d
0(r;r0)=

1X

n= 0

1X

m = 1

�0nm (x;y)�
0
nm (x

0;y0)

�0
nm

: (3.48)

Using thebulk di�usion equationsford0(r;r0)and d(r;r0),weget

d(r2;r1)= d
0(r1;r2)+

Z

C

dS �
h

d
0(r;r2)r d(r;r1)� d(r;r1)r d

0(r;r2)
i

; (3.49)
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where C isa closed surface enclosing the disordered region including the edges(see �gure

1).Letusdivide the surface C into fourpartsC1,C2,C3 and C4.Applying the boundary

conditionsforthepropagatorsfordi�erentsections,wehavethefollowing:

d(r2;r1)= d
0(r1;r2)+

Z

C 1+ C 3

dSn d
0(r;r2)@nd(r;r1):

Plugging in theboundary condition @nd = @td,wehave

d(r2;r1)= d
0(r1;r2)+ 

Z

C 1+ C 3

dSn d
0(r;r2)@td(r;r1): (3.50)

The above equation generatesan expansion in term sofd0 and in powersof. Using B to

denotetheoperation
R

C 1+ C 3
dSn @t,wecan writeschem atically:

d = d
0 + d

0Bd0 + d
0Bd0Bd0 + :::: (3.51)

2.The 1D propagator

The above expansion is not valid for extrem ely narrow sam ples with W � L,where

equation (3.51)needsto besum m ed exactly.However,thepropagatoritselfapproachesthe

1D di�usion propagator with conductivity �0
xx(1+ 2)W . Such lim iting behavior can be

dem onstrated by rewriting thequadraticaction in thefollowing way:

S0(z;z
y)= �

�0xx

4

Z

d
2
r
n

(1+ 
2)tr[@xz@xz

y]+ tr[(@yz+ @xz)(@yz
y � @xz

y)]
o

: (3.52)

In thelim itW � L,them ain contribution tohhzyzii0 com esfrom thelow-lying eigenm odes

of� r2 which satisfy (@y + @x)�
L(r) = 0,(@y � @x)�

R (r) = 0 in the entire strip. The

eigenvaluesofthese m odesare separated from those ofthe otherm odesby a gap oforder

L2=W 2 [33].In otherwords,theterm
R
d2rtr[(@yz+ @xz)(@yz

y� @xz
y)]in theaction can

beignored in the1D lim it:

lim
W =L! 0

Z

D [z;zy]z
y

ijzkle
S0 =

Z

D [z;zy]z
y

ijzkle
�

�0
xx

4
(1+ 2)W

R
dxtr[@xz@xz

y]

= 4�il�jkd
1D
=�

0
xxW ; (3.53)

where

d
1D (x;x0)=

4

(1+ 2)L

1X

m = 1

sin(m �x=L)sin(m �x0=L)

(m �=L)2
: (3.54)

M oregenerally,by sym m etry,weobtain theNL�M in onedim ension (whereno topological

term ispossible)with �0;1Dxx = �0xx(1+ 2)W = W =�0xx asthecoe�cientin theaction.
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IV .T W O -P R O B E C O N D U C TA N C E

A .T he boundary contribution

From thenonlinear�-m odel,theaverageconductanceis

hgi= �
1

L2
lim

A ! 0;n! 0

Z L

0

dx1

Z L

0

dx
0
1hh

�S

�A
+ �
x;11(x1)

�S

�A
� +
x;11(x

0
1)
+

�2S

�A
+ �
x;11(x1)�A

� +
x;11(x

0
1)
ii; (4.1)

where

�S

�A
+ �
x;11(x1)

�
�
�
�
�
A = 0

=

Z W

0

dy1

"
i�0xx

2
(@xz

y
11 + @yz

y
11)+

i�0xx

4
(zy@xzz

y)11 + O (z5)

#

;

�2S

�A
+ �
x;11(x1)�A

� +
x;11(x

0
1)
= �

Z W

0

dy1�
0
xx�(x1 � x

0
1)[1�

1

4
(zzy)11 �

1

4
(zyz)11 �

1

16
(zzyzzy)11

�
1

16
(zyzzyz)11 +

1

8
(zzy)11(z

y
z)11 + O (z6)]: (4.2)

To leading orderin 1=�0xx,weget

g
0 =

1

L2

Z

A

d
2
r

Z

A

d
2
r
0
�
0
xx[�(r� r

0)�
�0xx

4
(@x + @y)(@

0
x � @

0
y)hhz

y
11(r)z11(r

0)ii0]

=
1

L2

Z

d
2
r

Z

d
2
r
0
�
0
xx

h

�(r� r
0)� (@x + @y)(@

0
x � @

0
y)d(r;r

0)
i

: (4.3)

W e have thus recovered the result from the diagram m atic expansion,and the other ap-

proachesdescribed in Sec.I.Thereforethefollowingresultsapplytoanyoftheseapproaches.

The long-ranged term in the above expression com es from the ladder diagram s (i.e.

di�usion) and in the absence ofm agnetic �eld,it does not contribute to the two-probe

conductance[38].In thepresenceofm agnetic�eld,thisisnolongerthecase.Onecan show

that the localterm gives the Ohm ic conductance �0xxW =L. The long-ranged term ,which

involvesvolum eintegralsoftotalderivatives,givesthedi�erence ofboundary valuesofthe

di�usion propagator.Sincethedi�usion propagatorgoesto zero in theleads,the@x and @
0
x

term svanish upon volum e integral.W e areleftwith the boundary di�erence atthe upper

and loweredges,

g
0 = �

0
xx

W

L
+ �

0
xx

2 1

L2

Z L

0

dx

Z L

0

dx
0[d(x;W ;x0;W )+ d(x;0;x0;0)

� d(x;0;x0;W )� d(x;W ;x0;0)]: (4.4)

The �0xy-dependentpartisexpressed asa boundary term and vanisheswhen the m agnetic

�eld is zero ( = 0),or ifthe system is subject to periodic boundary condition in the

transverse direction.

Atone-loop level,which isthenextorderin 1=�0xx,wehaveveri�ed thattheinterference

correction to hgi vanishes in the lim it n ! 0. Therefore the presence ofedges does not

change the conclusion ofthe previous perturbative calculations [25{27]that there is no

weak localization correction to �xx ofrelativeorder1=�
0
xx.In general,wedo notexpectthe

presence ofedgesto have any e�ecton the renorm alization ow of�xx in the perturbative

regim e,since it is dom inated by short distance e�ects in the bulk. W hether �xy is ever

renorm alized perturbatively when thesystem hasedgesislessclearto us.
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B .T he sm all correction for the tw o-probe conductance

For sm all,we can m ake use ofthe propagator d0 at  = 0 to obtain the leading

correction to g0.Plugging d0(r;r0)in theboundary term ofthetwo-probeconductance,we

get

g
0()= �

0
xxW =L[1+ 

2
f1(L=W )]+ O (4); (4.5)

where

f1(L=W )=
64

�4

L2

W 2

1X

m = 1;odd

1X

n= 1;odd

1

m 2

1

m 2 + L2

W 2n
2
!

8
><

>:

14�(3)L=�3W ; W � L;

1=2; W = L;

1; W � L:

(Here �(s) =
P 1

m = 1m
� s is the Riem ann zeta function,and we note that �(3) ’ 1:202.)

Thus,foran extrem ely widesam ple,W � L,thee�ectoftheedgescan beignored.In the

1D lim it(W =L ! 0),wegetg0 ! (1+ 2)�0xxW =L,which isconsistentwith ourresultthat

in theNL�M ,�0;1Dxx = (1+ 2)�0xxW .Thisisalso consistentwith otherresults,asnoted in

Sec.IA,valid forarbitrary ,which show thatthe m ean conductance in the 1D lim itcan

beobtained from thisone-dim ensionalconductivity �0;1Dxx = W =�0xx.

V .VA R IA N C E O F T H E C O N D U C TA N C E

In thissection,weevaluatethevarianceofconductanceto leading orderin 1=�0xx.From

thenonlinear�-m odel,weget

hg2i� hgi2 =
1

L4
lim

A ! 0;n! 0

Z

dx1

Z
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where
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�2S

�A
+ �
x;11(x1)�A

� +
x;22(x

0
2)
= �

Z

dy1�(x1 � x
0
2)
�0xx

8
(zyz)12(zz

y)21 + O (z6);

�2S

�A
+ �
x;11(x1)�A

+ �
x;22(x2)

=

Z W

0

dy1�(x1 � x2)
�0xx

2
z
y
12z

y
21; (5.2)

and the otherfunctionalderivativesare allevaluated atA = 0. The leading diagram sare

shown in Figure 4.Variousverticesare denoted by polygonswith the wavy tailindicating
�
�A

,whilethelineslinking theverticesarethedi�usion propagators.Thediam ond shaped

vertex with no wavy tails com es from the 4-point interaction term in S1. W e have also

obtained the sam e set ofdiagram s using the diagram m atic approach. The diagram m atic

approach iscom plicated because variousverticesneed to be evaluated separatedly. In the

presence ofm agnetic �eld,the vertices are dressed with non-vanishing G + G + and G � G �

ladders,although in the end they can allbe expressed in term s of�0xx and �0xy. For the

NL�M ,the vertices can be obtained from the action. Figure 5 shows thatone particular

vertex from �2S

�A
+ �
x;11�A

� +
x;11

isequaltothesum offourdiagram sin thediagram m aticapproach.

Figs.4a and 4b aretheonly diagram sconsidered in previousUCF theories.Therestof

thediagram shavebeen considered by Kaneetal.[38]and itisknown that,for = 0,they

giverisetothelong-rangedcorrelationinlocalcurrentresponsebuttheydonotcontributeto

thevarianceofconductancein theabsence ofm agnetic�eld [38].Onecan show thatthese

additionaldiagram s can allbe written as boundary contributions and they vanish when

 = 0forthesam ereason astheladderseriesvanish in thecaseoftheaverageconductance,

when written in thearea-averaged form .However,in thepresenceofthem agnetic�eld the

additionaldiagram sgive rise to Hall-ratio{dependentcontributions. The work ofKY and

M L discussed thee�ectofthetilted boundary condition on thedi�usion propagatorbutdid

notconsidertheadditionaldiagram s.

From Figs.4a and 4b alone,weget

h�g2ia;b =
1

L4

n

4Tr(ddT)+ 2Tr(dd)
o

: (5.3)

Using the classicalnetwork m odelofSec.IB,we have calculated the di�usion propagator

d for a range ofvalues of and W =L. Using this propagator,we �nd that Tr(dd) and

Tr(ddT)aresm ooth functionsof and L=W .Thepeaksreported in M L in thevarianceof

theconductance(asgiven by eq.(5.3))arenotobserved in ourexactnum ericalcalculation.

The argum ent advanced by M L for the existence of\resonant" peaks due to the tilted

boundary condition e�ectsisnotsupported by thiscalculation. W e em phasize again that,

in any case,eq.(5.3)isnotthefullexpression forthevarianceoftheconductance,because

thereareotherdiagram sthatwereom itted by KY and M L.

A .T he recovery ofU C F result in the 1D lim it

The im portance ofthe additionaldiagram scan be bestdem onstrated in the quasi-1D

lim it(W � L),where �0xx and �0xy com bine to form a single param eter,�0;1Dxx . Thislim it

iswelldescribed by therandom m atrix theory oftheunitary ensem ble.Forgeneralreasons
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given earlier,we expect the variance ofthe conductance to approach the well-known 1D

UCF result,independentofthevalueof.

Plugging in the1D di�usion propagatorofeq.(3.54),weget

h�g2ia;b;1D =
6

�4

 
1X

m = 1

1

m 4

!
1

(1+ 2)2
=

1

15
(1� 22)+ O (4); (5.4)

whereweused
1X

m = 1

1

m 4
=
�4

90
:

Thisisessentially theargum entused by KY and M L,exceptthatthey gaveversionsappli-

cable at�nite tem perature. However,thisresultofthese authors,thatthe variance ofthe

conductancedependson  even in the1D lim it,isincorrect.

Am ong theadditionaldiagram s,Figs.4c,d and thesum of 4iand i0vanish to order2

forallW =L;Figs.4g,h,i,i0,jand j0vanish asW =L ! 0.Thedom inantcontributionscom e

from Figs.4eand f:

h�g2ie;f;1D ’
6

�4

 
1X

m = 1

1

m 4

!

22f1(1 )=
1

15
(22): (5.5)

Figs.4eand fthuscancelthe2 correction from Fig.4a and b.W egetin total,to order2,

h�g2iW =L! 0 =
1

15
: (5.6)

Thus,in 1D the UCF result of[4,7,12]is recovered,at least to order 2. W e rem ind the

readerthatthe1D UCF resultholdsonly when thelength L islessthan the1D localization

length,�1D ,and that�1D isoforder�0;1Dxx = W =�0xx,which ism uch largerthan the lower

lim it(W )on L in thedi�usive regim e�0xx � 1.

B .T he variance ofthe conductance in 2D

For a wide sam ple with W =L arbitrary,the variance ofthe conductance depends on

the Hallratio. W e willcalculate the correction to the usualresult forthe  = 0 unitary

ensem ble,to order2.In the2D lim it,theindividualdiagram s,Figs.4e{h,jand j0,allhave

logarithm ically-divergent parts,however,theirlogarithm ic contributions cancelout. (The

cancellation isguaranteed by the factthatS isnotrenorm alized atone-loop level.) There

can be even m ore divergentdiagram scontaining �(0),butthese diagram sare canceled by

diagram sgenerated by the m easure I[z;zy]. (Since they are atleastoforder4,they are

notexplicitly calculated in thisarticle.) The total2 correction is�nite.Sum m ing up the

contributionsfrom Figs.4a{j0,wegetfora squaresam ple

(�g)2L= W =

�

9:06
1

�4
+ 2:402

256

�8

�

+ O (4): (5.7)

Theexpression forthevarianceforarbitrary W =L isgiven in Appendix D.
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V I.C O N C LU SIO N

In this paper,we considered the m esoscopic conductance and its uctuations in the

presenceofam agnetic�eldforarealistictwo-probegeom etry.Ourperturbationtheoryhasa

di�erentstructurefrom previoustheories[4,7,32]becauseofthepresenceoftwoconductivity

param eters,�0xx and �0xy. W e found that �0xy not only enters the boundary condition for

di�usion,as was noted in Refs.[33{35],but also appears in the current vertex and other

vertices which govern the interference processes. As a result the two-probe conductance

and its variance in the perturbative regim e depend on the Hallratio  = �0xy=�
0
xx. Our

calculations di�er from the previous results [33,34]since we have not only m odi�ed the

boundary condition butalso considered additionaldiagram swhich vanish in the zero �eld

lim itorin an edgelesssystem .Ourm ain resultisthattheUCF arem odi�ed in thepresence

ofedges;thevarianceofthetwo-probeconductance,although itisstilloforder1,increases

with theHallratio,asshown in eq.(5.7).However,in thequasi-1D lim itofa long sam ple,

theusualuniversalresultisrecovered.

Thereectingboundarycondition atthe\hard"wall(or\edge")iscrucialforthedepen-

dence oftheconductance on the Hallratio  thatwe �nd.Ifthisisreplaced by a periodic

transverseboundary condition (i.e.a system on thesurfaceofa cylinder),theresultsofthe

usualunitary ensem ble in 2D are obtained;the results ofXiong and Stone [32]are easily

m odi�ed forthiscase,forwhich they arecorrect.W hileacylinderm ay seem hard torealize

experim entally,itcan be m apped to an annulusby a conform alm apping. The annulusis

som etim esknown astheCorbinodisk,in which therearenoedges,and aradialvoltagedrop

isapplied to induce a currentow.Thusforthe disk,theconductance uctuationsshould

bea universalfunction oftheratio oftheinnerand outerradii,with no dependence on .

Theexperim entalobservation ofthee�ectswe�nd depends�rston being in theregim e

Lin � L,W ,so the system isphase coherent,and on having an elastic m ean free path l

due to im puritiessuch thatL,W � l. Ourcalculationsonly addressthe m etallic regim e

ofconductance uctuationsatlarge diagonalconductivity �0xx,where perturbation theory

isvalid. In principle,thisapproach isvalid forany value ofthe Hallratio  = �0xy=�
0
xx,or

oftheHallangle�H = tan� 1.Forsim plicity,weexpanded m ostofourresultsalso to �rst

nontrivialorderin 2. The term s in (1=�0xx)
2 thatare leftoutcannotbe neglected ifthe

system sizeL orW exceedstheorderof�pert,thecrossoverscaleatwhich therenorm alized

conductivity becom esoforder1 orless. IfL,W are greaterthan �pert,the system crosses

overeitherto thelocalized regim ewhere�xy becom esquantized,or,forFerm ienergiesnear

the criticalvaluesthatlie nearthe centersofthe Landau bands,to the criticaltransition

region between the plateaus;ourtheory doesnotapply to eitherofthese. Therefore,one

m ustuse m esoscopic system sthatarenottoo large.Fortunately,since �pert � le(�
0

xx
)2,this

isnotdi�cultif� 0
xx � 1.According to theSCBA resultsreviewed in Sec.IIB,�0xx willbe

largeunlesseithertheLandau levelindex N ofthehighestpartially-occupied Landau level

is oforder 1,or the Ferm ienergy lies in the tailofthe density ofstates ofthe disorder-

broadened Landau bands,when !c�0 islargeenough thatthesearewelldeveloped.Thusthe

m agnetic �eld B m ustbe large enough to suppressthe Cooperons,so the system isin the

unitary (broken tim e-reversalsym m etry) regim e,butnottoo large. (W e do notgenerally

require !c�0 > 1,though thiswould ensure that � O (1).) In e�ect,forthe observation

ofthee�ectsfound in ourtheory,idealconditionswould bethatthesystem should exhibit
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Shubnikhov-deHaas(SdH)oscillations,butnotwell-developed quantized Hallplateaus,even

forasym ptotically low tem peratures.AstheFerm ienergy orm agnetic�eld variesthrough

a Landau band,yielding such an oscillation in �0xx,�
0
xy variesm onotonically,which im plies

thattheratio  = �0xy=�
0
xx varies.Thereisthereforea lotofscopeforvarying  by varying

eitherthe�eld B from low values( ’ 0)to larger,orasthe�eld sweepsthrough a single

SdH oscillation. However,since the am plitude ofthe uctuations depend on ,itwillbe

necessary to collect statistically-independent values ofthe conductance without changing

 too m uch. Thus the sim plest experim entalm ethod,which uses m agnetic �eld as the

ergodicparam eter,willnotwork and som eothertechniquem ustbeused tovary thesam ple

conductance at �xed B . Finally,as the quantized Hallplateas are reached,localization

e�ectswillsuppressuctuationsstrongly between thecentersoftheLLs,and ourtheory is

notapplicable(although such m easurem entswould beinteresting).

W hile the calculations in this paper have addressed only the weak-coupling regim e at

�xx � 1,it is interesting to speculate about the e�ects of�xy on the conductance and

itsuctuationsin the criticalregim e ofthe integerquantum Halle�ect,when the system

hasedges. The criticalregim e can be de�ned by the conditions Lin � L,W ,and L and

W between �pert and �,where � � �pert is the localization length,which diverges as E F

approachesany ofthe criticalvaluesE cN ,N = 0,1,....W e expectthatthe renorm alized

localconductivity param eters �xx,�
I
xy,�

II
xy are stillm eaningful,and that �xx and �xy =

�Ixy + �IIxy takeon universalvalues(� 1=2 (m od 1),in thecaseof�xy)atthecriticalpoints.

Thisraisesthe question ofthe renorm alization ofthe two pieces�Ixy and �
II
xy,and whether

thevaluesoftheseareuniversalseparatelyatthecriticalpoint.W enotethatatthelocalized

�xed point,thebehaviorm ay bedescribed by saying�Ixy = 0,�IIxy � 0(m od 1),sothatthese

param etersdoapproach universalvaluesin thisregim e.For�xx,thereisawidespread belief

thatittakestheuniversalvalue1=2 atthecritical�xed point,though itisnotalwaysclear

ifthecalculationsdoneto supportthisaredescribing thelocalconductivity param eter�xx,

ratherthan am ean conductancein aparticulargeom etry.Therelation oftheseisnotknown

in the criticalregim e atthe presenttim e,and,aswe have seen,isnotsim ple even in the

perturbativeregim e,ifthesystem hasedges.W eexpectthatfora two-probesystem with a

periodictransverseboundary condition,�xy should notcontributetotheconductancein the

criticalregim e,justasitdoesnotin theperturbative theory in thispaper.Even then,the

m ean conductanceisnotin generalgiven by �xxW =L,sincenon-Ohm icbehaviorisexpected

atleastforL � W wherethesystem approachesa localized quasi-1D lim it.Thus,even in

thecaseofasquaresam plewith W = L and periodictransverseboundarycondition,itisnot

clearthathgi= �xx.Thee�ectoftheedgesin thecriticalregion isnicely shown in a recent

paper [23],which exam ined the m ean,variance,and distribution ofthe conductance in a

two-probegeom etry like ours,with W = L,and forboth reecting and periodictransverse

boundary conditions,i.e.with and without edges. The results show that the boundary

conditionsdo m akea di�erence(however,�nitesizee�ectsaresigni�cant,asshown forthe

periodictransverseboundary condition casein Ref.[22]).Theauthorstentatively attribute

thisto\edgecurrents,"butaswehaveseen in theperturbativeregim e,thereareedgee�ects

(described by �xy),thatare notsolely due to edge currents carried by edge states(which

are described by �IIxy). The boundary e�ectsm ake them selves feltthroughoutthe system ,

due to the long-range correlationsin the criticalregim e. They are relatively unim portant

only when W � L. In fact,dependence on the boundary conditions,say on whetherthey
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are periodic orreecting,would occur even in the absence of�xy,as it does in the weak

coupling regim e (see e.g.[32]). A furtherim plication,suggested by ourresults,isthatthe

criticalconductance properties,in a given geom etry thatpossesses edges,m ay depend on

the �xed pointvalue of�xy,i.e.on which transition isbeing studied. W hile the structure

ofthecritical�eld theory [including �xy (m od 1),�xx,and thecriticalexponents]should be

universal,thism ay notbetruefortheconductance,becausetheedgebringsin dependence

on the integerpartof�xy. A �rstexam ple ofthisisthe sim ple factthatthe m ean ofthe

Hallconductance,thatcan be de�ned in a m ultiprobe geom etry (with edges),dependson

which transition isbeing studied,thusviolating universality to thisextent.The sam e m ay

be true ofthe criticalconductance uctuations in geom etries with edges. On the other

hand,fora Corbino disk,which hasno edges,there should be fulluniversality am ong the

integerquantum Halltransitions.Clearly,itwould beofinterestto study thisnum erically

orexperim entally. One way to do so num erically would be using the Chalker-Coddington

m odel[43],with additionalco-m ovingedgechannelscouplingtotheedgesby hoppingterm s

to obtain j�0xyj> 1.

Returningtotheperturbative,m etallicregim e,�xx � 1,weexpectthatsim ilarphenom -

ena to thosestudied herein 2D should occuralso in higherdim ensions,forexam ple in 3D.

Noisotropictopologicalterm containingonly twogradientsispossiblein higherdim ensions.

However,the Hallconductivity should m ake an appearance in the NL�M e�ective action,

since itisa partofthe m easurable conductivity. Itappearsin a generalization ofthe 2D

action to 3D [58],

S = �
1

8
�
0

Z

d
3
rtr[@�Q@�Q]�

1

8
�
0
H

Z

d
3
r����n�tr[Q@�Q@�Q]: (6.1)

Here n is a unit vector in the direction ofthe m agnetic �eld B ,and �0 and �0H are the

diagonal(dissipative)and Hallconductivities,respectively. Thusthe action isanisotropic,

becausetheB �eld speci�esa direction.(However,forsim plicity weneglected thepossible

anisotropy in thediagonalconductivity �0.) Theaction can beviewed asresulting directly

from considering layers stacked perpendicular to the m agnetic �eld,each ofwhich has a

Hallconductivity and isdescibed by the 2D NL�M action,plusa transition am plitude for

electronshopping between the layers. Such m odelshave recently been studied num erically

[59]. For system s with boundaries,the �0H term in the action now leads in perturbation

theory to phenom ena sim ilarto thosein 2D,such asa tilted boundary condition,a depen-

denceofhgiand theconductanceuctuationson �0H =�
0,and so on.Thusin 3D,and also in

stillhigherdim ensions,theconductanceuctuationsin generaldepend on theHallratio (or

angle).However,forthelocalization transition in 3D,which would beexpected to bein the

unitary classsincetim e-reversalsym m etry isbroken by them agnetic�eld,wesuspectthat

the�0H term isirrelevantatthecritical�xed point,so thatthepropertiesofthetransition

are universal,independent ofthe bare Hallratio,atleastto the sam e extentasin 2D,as

discussed above.Sim ilarly to 2D,the�0H term contributesto theaction ofcon�gurationsin

which each layerhasa non-zero instanton num ber(insofarasthisnum beriswell-de�ned,

ifthe system has boundaries). In 3D,there also exist topologically-stable point-singular

con�gurationsoftheQ �eld (known as\hedgehogs" in theliterature),which m ay beviewed

aspointsatwhich theinstanton num berchangesfrom onelayerto thenext.The�0H term

countsthe num beroflayerswith each value ofthe instanton num ber,and thusissensitive
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to the presence and location ofthe hedgehogs. However,in the case ofNL�M ’sstudied in

connection with antiferrom agnets,itappearsthatthehedgehogsareirrelevantasfarasthe

criticalpropertiesareconcerned,even though they m ay a�ectthebehaviorin thephaseson

eitherside ofthe transition (see,e.g.,Ref.[60]). Therefore,we suspectthat,while the �0H
term playsa rolein them etallicphase,and also (afterrenorm alization)in the3D quantized

Hallphase oflayered system s [59],itm ay have no e�ecton the criticalproperties,except

perhapsfortheconductancewhen edgesarepresent.Clearly,thesearequestionsthatm ay

repay furtherstudy.
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A P P EN D IX A :B O U N D A RY C O N D IT IO N AT T H E H A R D W A LLS FO R T H E

W H IT E-N O ISE M O D EL

In this appendix we briey derive the boundary condition on the di�usion propagator

within theSCBA,by using currentconservation atthereecting walls.

Using theSCBA equation (E � H0 � �� (r))G
�
(r;r0)= �(r� r0),wecan show that

r � J
+ � (r;r0)= r �

"

G
�
(r0;r)

 
� i�h

2m e

$

D

!

G
+
(r;r0)

#

=
i

�h
(�+ � �� )

h

� �(r� r
0)=u + G

+
(r;r0)G

�
(r0;r)

i

: (A1)

Let us de�ne the G + G � ladder diagram with n im purity lines as S+ ;� ;(n) and the ladder

diagram with onecurrentvertex attached to theleftas

v
L;(n)(r;r0)= u

Z

d
2
r1J

+ � (r;r1)S
+ ;� ;(n)(r1;r

0):

Using theaboveproperty ofJ+ � ,wegetthefollowing recursive relation:

r � v
L;(n) = �

h

S
+ ;� ;(n)� S

+ ;� ;(n+ 1)
i

: (A2)

Sum m ing up allladderdiagram s,weget

r � v
L(r;r0)= � ��(r� r

0); (A3)

where vL(r;r0) represents the J+ � S+ ;� (r;r0). This shows that,on the �nest length-scale

resolution,h���(r;r
0)iSCBA obeysr � �(r;r0)= 0,forr su�cently farfrom r 0.

Forratthereectingboundary,thenorm alcom ponentofjoutsidethesam pleiszero.In

thepresenceofa boundary current,which,from a coarse-grained,large-scalepointofview,

can betreated as�-functions�(y� W ),�(y)in thecom ponentstangentialto theedge,the
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surfaceintegralofthecurrentem erging from a sm allbox centered on thetop edgereduces

to

Z
W + 0+

W � 0+
dy@xh�x�(r;r

0)iSCBA � h�y�(r;r
0)iSCBAjy= W = 0; (A4)

forr6= r0.Thusany norm alcurrent(justinsidetheedge)m ustbeconverted toa�-function

tangentialcurrentatthe edge. Thiscondition wasdiscussed forthe currentj0 in Sec.IA.

W ithin the SCBA,it leads (using (2.20)) to the conclusion that it is  = �0xy=�
0
xx,not

�I;0xy =�
0
xx,which appearsin theboundary condition (1.16)on thedi�usion propagatord.A

sim ilarargum entholdsforthe r0 dependence. The extension ofthisdiscussion to include

thesituation r= r0isgiven in Sec.IIIC.

A P P EN D IX B :P R O O F O F T H E C U R R EN T C O N SERVAT IO N ID EN T IT IES

W IT H IN SC B A

W e willshow thatwithin SCBA,���(r;r
0)satis�esthe constraintsim posed by current

conservation.W estartwith the�+ � term .W ecan writetheladderdiagram sin thefollowing

fashion,

�
+ �
ladder(r;r

0)=
�h
4

4m 2
e

u

Z

d
2
r2v

L(r;r2)J
� ;+ (r0;r2): (B1)

Usingtherecursiverelation(A2)forvL;(n),anddenotingS+ � ;(n)J� + asvR ;(n),wegetanother

recursive relation:

r � �
+ � ;(n)(r;r0)=

2m e

�h
2
(�+ � �� )[vR ;(n� 1)(r;r0)� v

R ;(n)(r;r0)]:

Sum m ing up alltheladderdiagram s,weget

r � �
+ � (r;r0)=

2m

�h
2

X

N

X

N 0

�

G
+

N (r;r
0)

$

D
0

j PN 0(r0;r)� PN (r;r
0)

$

D
0

G
�

N 0(r
0
;r)

�

;

where PN (r;r
0)isthe projection operatoronto the N th Landau level.The righthand side

isa short-ranged function ofjr� r0j,which wecan treatasa �-function.W ecan write

r � �
+ � (r;r0)= c

+ �
�(r� r

0); (B2)

where

c
+ �
j = � i�h

X

n

X

n0

(G
+

n v
j

nn0 � v
j

nn0G
�

n0);

wherevnn0 isthem atrix elem entsofthevelocity operator,and

c
+ �
j

(
= 0 forB = 0;

6= 0 forB 6= 0.

To evaluate�+ + (r;r0)and �� � (r;r0),weusethefollowing trick:
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�
+ + (r;r0)=

Z
E

� 1

dE
0
f(E 0) lim

E 1= E 2! E 0

@

@E 1

�
+ + (r;r0;E 1;E 2);

�
� � (r;r0)=

Z E

� 1

dE
0
f(E 0) lim

E 1= E 2! E 0

@

@E 2

�
� � (r;r0;E 1;E 2); (B3)

where�aa(E 1;E 2)involvesladdersum Saa (a = +;� ).De�nevR ;aa;(n) = Saa;(n)Jaa,wecan

show thatforthenth ladderdiagram ,

r � �
+ + ;(n)(r;r0;E 1;E 2)=

2m e

�h
2
[�+ (E 1)� �+ (E 2)]v

R ;+ + ;(n� 1)(r;r0)

�
2m e

�h2
[�+ (E 1)� �+ (E 2)]v

R ;+ + ;(n)(r;r0)

+
2m e

�h
2
[E 1 � E2]v

R ;+ + ;(n)(r;r0): (B4)

One can see thatthere iscancellation between the nth ladderdiagram and the (n + 1)th

ladderdiagram .Sim ilarrelationscan be derived forr � �� � ;(n)(r;r0;E 1;E 2).Sum m ing up

alltheladderdiagram s,taking thederivativeoverenergy and then thelim itE 1 = E 2 ! E 0,

wecan show that

r � [�+ + (r;r0)+ �
� � (r;r0)]= � c

+ �
�(r� r

0)

�
�h
2

2m e

Z

dE
0
f(E 0)[v+ + ;R(r;r0;E 0)� v

� � ;R(r;r0;E 0)]: (B5)

W ecanseethatr � �+ � (r;r0)iscanceled bycontributionsfrom r � �+ + (r;r0)andr � �� � (r;r0),

r � �(r;r0)= �
�h
2

2m e

Z
E

� 1

dE
0
f(E 0)[v+ + ;R(r;r0;E 0)� v

� � ;R(r;r0;E 0)] (B6)

Since

r 0� v
R ;+ + ;(n)(r;r0)=

2m e

�h
2
[S+ + ;(n� 1)(r;r0)� S

+ + ;(n� 1)(r;r0)]= 0;

and

r 0� v
R ;� � ;(n)(r;r0)=

2m e

�h2
[d� � ;(n� 1)(r;r0)� d

� � ;(n� 1)(r;r0)]= 0;

weget

!

r � h�(r;r0)iSCBA�
 

r 0= 0: (B7)

Using eqs.B6 and B7 and theasym ptoticproperty oftheGreen’sfunction [42]

Z

dS
0jr0= 1 G

� (r;r0)
$

D
0

G
� (r0;r)= 0;

wecan show �nally that

r �

Z

h�(r;r0)iSCBA � dS
0= 0: (B8)
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A P P EN D IX C :R EM A R K S O N ED G E STAT ES A N D Q U A N T IZAT IO N

Here we return to the topologicalconsiderations ofSec.IIIB,and relate them to edge

statesand thequantization oftheHallconductancein thelocalized regim e.Thetopological

considerationsofSec.IIIB are closely related to the problem ofsetting up a path integral

foraquantum spin,by which wem ean an irreduciblerepresentation ofthesym m etry group,

which isSU(2n)here(fora review,seee.g.[60]),and thisconnection isalso utilised in the

m apping from the Chalker-Coddington m odel(representing a network ofedge states)to a

quantum spin chain or the NL�M [49](the connection between the latter two problem s,

and the relation to the quantum Halle�ect,was discussed earlier [61]). In the quantum

spin problem ,we would take im aginary tim e,with a periodic boundary condition in the

tim e direction,and theaction would contain only the �II;0xy term sfrom S[A ],eq.(3.8);the

system would betaken to bea disk,with thesingleedgecorresponding to theworld lineof

the quantum spin with itsperiodic boundary condition. Forthe two-probe geom etry,this

corresponds to regarding x asim aginary tim e,and the two edge channels are then a pair

ofquantum spins,with the spins�xed atQ = � atthe initialand �nal\tim es" x = 0,L.

In the absence oftherestofthe action,quantum -m echanicalconsistency requiresin either

geom etry thatthecoe�cient� II;0
xy bequantized to integervalues,forreasonsclosely related

tothepropertiesof\large"(topologically non-trivial)gaugetransform ations;forthecaseof

SU(2),thiscorrespondsto2S = integer,asusual.Essentially,theargum entsaysthat,since

theonlydegreeoffreedom in theproblem isthevalueofQ on theedge,then itscontinuation

into the interior,needed to write the topologicalterm ,isarbitrary,and the path integral

should be invariantundera change in Q in the interiorthatdoesnota�ectthe edge;such

changesarethe\large" gaugetransform ations.Sincethechangein theaction undersuch a

change is2�i�II;0xy q forsom e integerq,thisim pliesthat�II;0xy isan integer. Thisisrelated

to argum entsforquantization ofthe Hallconductivity,once localization setsin [29,30].In

this case,we m ay im agine that the localized system is described by the NL�M but with

�0xx replaced by a renorm alized value �xx equalto zero because oflocalization. Then a

sim ilar argum ent requires that the renorm alized �IIxy is quantized to integer values. Thus

quantization ofthe Hallconductance and quantization ofspin are closely connected [62].

Thisargum entisalso connected [30]with the gauge-invariance argum entforquantization

[40]. The edge states,thatare the only degreesoffreedom able to transportcurrentover

largedistancesin thelocalized regim e,correspond tothequantum spin (in then ! 0lim it).

W enotethatfrom thispointofview oftheedgestates,in which x playstheroleofim aginary

tim e,A x plays the role ofan externalm agnetic �eld,in the sense ofthe fam iliarZeem an

coupling in the SU(2)case. Itiscoupled to Q,which correspondsto the spin operator,or

the currentoperatorforthe edge state.Q correspondsforSU(2n)to the three-com ponent

unitvector
 thatdescribesan SU(2)spin,which can beobtained explicitly by writing,for

n = 1,Q = 
 � �,where � isthe vectorofPaulim atrices. ForSU(2),the corresponding

operatorsin the quantum theory,afterrescaling to absorb the coe�cientanalogousto our

�II;0xy ,arethefam iliaroperatorsS,which generateSU(2)rotationsand areconserved when

theHam iltonian isSU(2)invariant.In thepresenceofthevectorpotentialA ,which enters

m ultiplied bythem agnitudeofthespin,S,togivetheZeem an coupling,justasinouraction,

the equation ofm otion (orW ard identity)fora single quantum spin describesthe fam iliar

precessionaldynam ics,which can therefore also be viewed asthe covariantconservation of
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thespin.

By contrast,forthe fullaction in the weak coupling regim e �xx � 1,where the restof

the action depends on the form ofQ in the interior,there isno reason why either�0xy or

�II;0xy should be quantized,in accordance with ourphysicalexpectations. The sam e applies

to derivationsofS[A ]starting from thenetwork m odel[49],which also representsonly the

Ferm ienergy response,except that in this case the splitting of�0xy into �I;0xy and �II;0xy is

a m atterofan arbitrary de�nition,aswe discussed forthe linearized m odelin Sec.IB.In

the network m odel,the linksofthe lattice can be viewed asquantized edge channels,and

thesearetheonly degreesoffreedom ,so thecoupling ofA to theselinksisoftheedgeform

discussed above,butwith �II;0xy replaced by the quantized value 1. Ofcourse,the coarse-

grained values of�0xx,�
I;0
xy ,and �II;0xy are determ ined by the param eters ofthe vertices in

thenetwork m odel,and by thede�nition ofthecoarse-grained currents[47],so they arenot

quantized.

A P P EN D IX D :C O M P U TAT IO N O F T H E VA R IA N C E D IA G R A M S

Theconventionaldiagram sFigs.4aand b depend on  through thedi�usion propagator.

Using theboundary perturbation expansion,weget

Tr(dd)= Tr(d0d0)+ Tr(d0 d0Bd0)+ Tr(d0Bd0 d0)

+ 2Tr(d0 d0Bd0Bd0)+ Tr(d0Bd0 d0Bd0)+ O (3); (D1)

Tr(ddT)= Tr(d0d0)+ Tr(d0 d0BT
d
0)+ Tr(d0BT

d
0
d
0)

+ 2Tr(d0 d0BT
d
0BT

d
0)+ Tr(d0BT

d
0
d
0BT

d
0)+ O (3); (D2)

wherethem atrix B hasthefollowing elem entsin thebasisof�0nm :

hn0m 0jBjnm i= �


W L

8m m 0

(m 0)2 � m2
�m + m 0;odd�n+ n0;even:

Thelinearterm in  iszero,becausethem atrix B isanti-sym m etric.W eget

(�g)2a;b =
1

�4
[6f2 � 

264

�4
(12f3 � 2f4)]; (D3)

where

f2

�
L

W

�

=
X

n= 0

X

m = 1

1

(m 2 + n2L2=W 2)2
; (D4)

f3

�
L

W

�

=
X

n= 0;m = 1

X

n0= 0;m 0= 1

1

(m 2 + n2 L2

W 2
)3

1

m 02 + n02 L2

W 2

(m m 0)2

[(m 0)2 � m2]2
�m + m 0;odd�n+ n0;even;

(D5)

f4

�
L

W

�

=
X

n= 0;m = 1

X

n0= 0;m 0= 1

1

(m 2 + n2 L2

W 2)
2

1

(m 02 + n02 L2

W 2)
2

(m m 0)2

[(m 0)2 � m2]2
�m + m 0;odd�n+ n0;even:

(D6)
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Theupperboundsforn and m in allsum sarenm ax � W =land mm ax � L=l.Fora square

sam plewith L = W ,wehavef2 ’ 1:51,

(�g)2a;b;L= W =
1

�4
[9:06� 2:352]+ O (3): (D7)

Diagram s4eand fgive

(�g)2e;f =
256

�8

2 L

2

W 2

X

n1;m 1= odd

X

n2;m 2= odd

X

n3= 0;m 3= 1

1

m 1

1

m 2

�
1

m 2
1 + n21L

2=W 2

1

m 2
2 + n22L

2=W 2

1

(m 2
3 + n23L

2=W 2)2

�
n

3
�

m
2
3D 3D 2 + n

2
3L

2
=W

2
D 1D 4

�

+ 3
�

m 1m 2D 5D 2 + n1n2L
2
=W

2
D 1D 6

�

+ 10
�

m 1m 3D 7D 2 + n1n3L
2
=W

2
D 1D 8

�o

; (D8)

where

D 1(m 1;m 2;m 3;m 3)= �m 1;m 2
�
1

2
�m 1;2m 3+ m 2

�
1

2
�m 1;� 2m 3+ m 2

+
1

2
�m 1;2m 3� m 2

;

D 2(n1;n2;n3;n3)= �n1;n2 +
1

2
�n1;2n3+ n2 +

1

2
�n1;� 2n3+ n2 +

1

2
�n1;2n3� n2;

D 3(m 1;m 2;m 3;m 3)= �m 1;m 2
+
1

2
�m 1;2m 3+ m 2

�
1

2
�m 1;� 2m 3+ m 2

�
1

2
�m 1;2m 3� m 2

;

D 4(n1;n2;n3;n3)= �n1;n2 �
1

2
�n1;2n3+ n2 +

1

2
�n1;� 2n3+ n2 �

1

2
�n1;2n3� n2;

D 5(m 1;m 2;m 3;m 3)= �m 1;m 2
�
1

2
�m 1;2m 3+ m 2

�
1

2
�m 1;� 2m 3+ m 2

�
1

2
�m 1;2m 3� m 2

;

D 6(n1;n2;n3;n3)= �n1;n2 +
1

2
�n1;2n3+ n2 +

1

2
�n1;� 2n3+ n2 �

1

2
�n1;2n3� n2;

D 7(m 1;m 2;m 3;m 3)= �
1

2
�m 1;2m 3+ m 2

+
1

2
�m 1;� 2m 3+ m 2

+
1

2
�m 1;2m 3� m 2

;

D 8(n1;n2;n3;n3)=
1

2
�n1;2n3+ n2 �

1

2
�n1;� 2n3+ n2 +

1

2
�n1;2n3� n2: (D9)

Thisterm hasa logarithm ic part(itdivergeswith system size aslog(L=l)).Itcom esfrom

the �rst term in the curly brackets, when the two derivatives ofthe 4-point interaction

are applied to the closed loop oftwo di�usion propagators. The second term resultsfrom

applying the two derivativesto the two externalpropagators. The third term ariseswhen

oneofthederivativeisapplied to theclosed loop,oneisapplied to theexternalpropagator.

Diagram Figs.4g and h are both logarithm ic. They are ofopposite signs, but the

am plitudeofdiagram 4g,which ispositive,istwicethatof4h.W eget

(�g)2g;h =
256

�8

2 L

2

W 2

X

n1;m 1= odd

X

n2;m 2= odd

X

n3= 0;m 3= 1

1

m 1

1

m 2

�
1

m 2
1 + n21L

2=W 2

1

m 2
2 + n22L

2=W 2

1

m 2
3 + n23L

2=W 2
D 1D 2: (D10)
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Diagram 4jand 4j0also havelogarithm icdivergence.W egetfrom diagram 4j

(�g)2j =
256

�8

2
L2

W 2

X

n1;m 1= odd

X

n2;m 2= odd

X

n3= 0;m 3= 1

X

n4= 0;m 4= 1

1

m 1

1

m 2

�
1

m 2
1 + n21L

2=W 2

1

m 2
2 + n22L

2=W 2

m 3

m 2
3 + n23L

2=W 2

m 4

m 2
4 + n24L

2=W 2

� [�m 1;m 4� m 3
� �m 1;m 3� m 4

][�m 2;m 3� m 4
� �m 2;m 4� m 3

]

� [�n1;n4� n3 + �n1;n3� n4][�n2;n4� n3 + �n2;n3� n4]: (D11)

W egetfrom 4j0

(�g)2j0 = �
256

�8

2 L

2

W 2

X

n1;m 1= odd

X

n2;m 2= odd

X

n3= 0;m 3= 1

X

n4= 0;m 4= 1

1

m 1

1

m 2

�
1

m 2
1 + n21L

2=W 2

1

m 2
2 + n22L

2=W 2

m 2
3

m 2
3 + n23L

2=W 2

1

m 2
4 + n24L

2=W 2

� [�m 1;m 4� m 3
� �m 1;m 3� m 4

][�m 2;m 4� m 3
� �m 2;m 3� m 4

]

� [�n1;n4� n3 + �n1;n3� n4][�n2;n4� n3 + �n2;n3� n4]: (D12)

Both diagram s4jand j0arenegative.Theirlogarithm icpartscom bineto cancelthosefrom

diagram e,f,g and h.Thevariance,which isthesum ofa{j0,is�nite.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Thetwo-probe geom etry.

FIG .2. The Chalker-Coddington network m odel. Each unitcellcontains four distinct links,

A,B,C,D.The tilted boundary condition arisesfrom the factthatalong each link,the random

walk isalong only one direction.

FIG .3. (a) The SCBA single-particle G reen’s function. It sum s up allthe non-crossing dia-

gram s. The thin line denotesG 0,the G reen’sfunction in the absence ofdisorder. The thick line

denotes the SCBA G reen’s function G . (b) The ladder sum for the SCBA two-particle G reen’s

function.(c)Thediagram sforthe SCBA bilocalconductivity tensor.

FIG .4. Thediagram sforthevarianceofconductancetoleadingorderin 1=�0xx and toorder
2.

Theshaded polygonsare vertices.Thelinesconnecting theverticesarethedi�usion propagators.

FIG .5. The equivalence between the diagram m atic approach and the NL�M approach. O ne

vertex from theNL�M ,�2S=�A
+ �
x;11�A

� +
x;11,isequaltothesum offourdiagram sin thediagram m atic

approach.

58


