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Abstract

An overview of the random network model invented by Chalker and Coddington, and its generalizations, is
provided. After a short introduction into the physics of the Integer Quantum Hall Effect, which historically has
been the motivation for introducing the network model, the percolation model for electrons in spatial dimen-
sion 2 in a strong perpendicular magnetic field and a spatially correlated random potential is described. Based
on this, the network model is established, using the concepts of percolating probability amplitude and tunnel-
ing. Its localization properties and its behavior at the critical point are discussed including a short survey on
the statistics of energy levels and wave function amplitudes. Magneto-transport is reviewed with emphasis on
some new results on conductance distributions. Generalizations are performed by establishing equivalent Hamil-
tonians. In particular, the significance of mappings to the Dirac model and the two-dimensional Ising model
is discussed. A description of renormalization group treatments is given. The classification of two-dimensional
random systems according to their symmetries is outlined. This provides access to the complete set of quan-
tum phase transitions like the thermal Hall transition and the spin quantum Hall transition in two dimensions.
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The supersymmetric effective field theory for the critical properties of network models is formulated. The network
model is extended to higher dimensions including remarks on the chiral metal phase at the surface of a multi-layer
quantum Hall system.
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1. Introduction

At the end of the seventies of the past century, many thought that solid state physics had matured to
such a degree that practically everything important had been discovered. Superconductivity seemed to
be well understood with the transition temperatures ceasing to increase further. Semiconductor physics
had developed almost into an engineering discipline. No significant further progress of the field of solid
state physics was predicted for the foreseeable future. It was widely believed in the community that the
development more or less had come to an end. In this situation, a completely new and by no one foreseen
phenomenon was discovered in the magneto-transport properties of a commercial electronic device, the
Silicon MOSFET. TheInteger Quantum Hall Effectwas found.

This experimental discovery, together with several others that came roughly at the same time, opened
a completely new area of solid state research and during the forthcoming years initiated a truly novel
view on the field of condensed matter. This concerns the quantum mechanical properties of disordered
and interacting electronic solid state systems on mesoscopic scales of which the Quantum Hall Effect is
only one example, though a very prominent one. Until today, researchers in the field of the Quantum Hall
Effect continue to produce new surprises, perhaps not on daily, but certainly on monthly time scales. In
many cases, these concern only at first glance the smaller area of the quantum Hall phenomenon. Often,
as in the case of the fractional Quantum Hall Effect, the discovered phenomena later turn out to be of
much wider importance than foreseen at the time of their discovery.

In this review article2 we want to describe one example of such a development, namely the discovery
and further development of a theoretical model which originally was designed to describe a special aspect

2 In contrast to the short overview that has been published earlier [B. Kramer, S. Kettemann, T. Ohtsuki, Physica E 20
172 (2003); cond-mat/0309115], the present article is supposed to provide a much more self-contained—as much as it is
possible—overview of the derivation of the network model and its quantum mechanical properties, amended by some recent
results. Much emphasis is on generalizations of the model and many connections to other models and descriptions of quantum
phase transitions, especially in two dimensions.
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of the integer Quantum Hall Effect, namely the localization–delocalization quantum phase transition in
a Landau band in the limit of long-range randomness. Later, the model—although at first glance very
specialized and restricted—has been shown to be able to account for many phenomena in a much wider
class of systems, namely the disorder-induced quantum phase transitions in seeminglyall of the different
presently considered disordered systems. The model, invented by Chalker and Coddington in 1988,
describes arandom networkof currents.

In the following sections of this introductory section, we first provide shortly some insight into,
and understanding of the integer Quantum Hall Effect as it has been originally detected. Our consid-
erations will be based on the so-called localization model. This is used for describing some funda-
mental physical aspects of the Integer Quantum Hall Effect, the interplay between a high—so-called
quantizing—magnetic field, and the disorder in the system due to impurities. This interplay can lead
to a localization–delocalization transition in a two-dimensional electronic system. To the best of our
present knowledge, this appears to be a paradigm of a genuinequantum phase transition. Together
with the gauge argument first proposed by Laughlin, this can explain not only the very existence of
plateaus in the Hall conductivity as a function of the electron density, and the simultaneous vanishing of
the magneto-conductivity, but also the quantization in integer units ofe2/h. The Chalker–Coddington
network model is now widely accepted as one possibility for describing the fundamental physics be-
hind the quantum Hall phase transition. While the latter is nevertheless still waiting for a complete
and quantitative theoretical description with predictive power, especially including the precision as-
pect, the network model of Chalker and Coddington seems to have acquired more fundamental
importance also in other fields of solid state physics like superconductivity and magnetism, as will be
seen below.

1.1. The discovery of the Quantum Hall Effect

The Quantum Hall Effect has been discovered by Klaus von Klitzing in 1980 when working as a
guest researcher at theHigh Magnetic Field Laboratoryof the Max-Planck-Gesellschaft in Grenoble[1]
(Fig. 1). He was investigating the electronic transport in a Silicon MOSFET subject to a high magnetic
field of about 18 T flux density at temperatures near 1 K. To his great surprise, he found that the Hall
resistanceRH—the ratio between the Hall voltage across the two-dimensional electron inversion layer in
the transistor, and the source–drain current, (I = 1� A)—shows extremely well-defined plateaus when
changing the gate voltageUg. In the gate voltage regions of these Hall plateaus, he found the longitudinal
magneto-resistance to be vanishingly small. Most strikingly, he was able to identify the values of the Hall
resistances of the plateaus as integer fractions ofh/e2

RH = 1

j

h

e2
(j = 1,2,3, . . .) . (1)

Here,h is the Planck constant ande the elementary charge.
Klaus von Klitzing found that the relative uncertainty of the plateau values was much better than

10−5 in the very first experiments. Thus, as a surprise, despite of the presence of strong disorder
and electron interactions in the MOSFET, the effect appeared to be very promising for measuring the
Sommerfeld constant�= (�0c0/2)(e

2/h) (c0 = 299 792 458 ms−1 speed of light in vacuum,�0 = 4�×
10−7 NA−2 permeability of vacuum) independently from optics. Also, von Klitzing immediately real-
ized the importance of his finding for metrological applications, i.e. the realization, dissemination and
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Fig. 1. The Integer Quantum Hall Effect[1]. The Hall voltageUH (left axis) shows plateaus in regions of the gate voltageUg
where the source drain voltageU (right axis) is vanishingly small. The experiment was done on a Si-MOSFET of length 400�m
and width 50�m atB = 18 T and at a temperatureT = 1.5 K.

maintenance of the “Ohm”, the unit of the electrical resistance. Eventually, this led to the re-definition
of the “Ohm” in terms of thevon Klitzing constantRK = 25 812.8085� in 1990. Meanwhile, the exper-
imental reproducibility of the quantized values of the Hall resistance has been improved to values better
than 10−9. This is of special importance in view of the metrological applications[2]. Some excellent
reviews about the Integer Quantum Hall Effect can be found in the literature[3–6].

The discovery of the von Klitzing effect stimulated intense experimental and theoretical research
in many international laboratories. A particularly important discovery was made only 2 years later by
the group of Tsui, Stormer and Gossard at Bell Laboratories[7]. In this experiment, a GaAs/AlGaAs-
heterostructure which contained the dopant impurities only far from the electron inversion layer was used.
As a consequence, these samples had a very high electron mobility in the inversion layer at the interface
of a few hundred thousand cm2/Vs. The researchers detected quantization of the Hall conductivity at
fractional multiples ofe2/h at temperatures of a few 0.1 K.

By improving the sample fabrication technology, more and more such additional fractional features
were uncovered. Hitherto, electron mobilities of more than 10,000,000 cm2/Vs have been achieved and
several dozens of the fractionally quantized features in the Hall resistance (and their counterparts in the
magneto-resistance) are known now[8]. They have been associated with hierarchies of novel correlated
electron states induced by the electron–electron interaction[9–11]. The existence of these states goes far
beyond the traditional phenomenological Fermi liquid picture for electrons in metallic systems. Thus, the
Fractional Quantum Hall Effecthas opened a new field in the physics ofcorrelatedelectrons, but is not
the subject of this review article.
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1.2. The localization model

According to the theory of the classical Hall effect the Hall resistivity of independent particles with
the chargee is a monotonic function of the magnetic flux densityB and the number densityne of the
charges. This can be easily seen by using the Drude friction model for diffusion of charges in external
crossed electric and magnetic fields[12]. It yields for the components of the conductivity tensor

�xx = �0

1+ (�B�)2
, �yx = �B��xx . (2)

Here,�0= e2ne�/m
∗ is the Drude conductivity. The mean free time� of the particles due to scattering is

assumed to contain all microscopic processes. The effective massm∗ contains the effect of the lattice of
atoms and interactions. The quantity�B=eB/m∗ is the cyclotron frequency. The resistance components
are obtained by inverting the conductivity tensor

�xx =
�xx

�2
xx + �2

yx

, �xy =
�yx

�2
xx + �2

yx

. (3)

For strong magnetic field (B →∞) �xx ∝ B−2�−1 → 0. Correspondingly, since�yx 	= 0, the magneto-
resistivity�xx ∝ �xx → 0. The Hall resistivity is

�xy := �H =
1

�yx
= B

ene
. (4)

As the von Klitzing experiment contradicts this result, it is clear that the quantum nature of the two-
dimensional electron system in the MOSFET subject to the high magnetic field must be the reason for
the quantization of the Hall resistivity at sufficiently low temperatures.

For the Landau model for a single spinless electron in two dimensions in a perpendicular homogeneous
magnetic fieldB=∇×A, the vector potential given in the Landau gaugeA= (0, Bx,0), the Schrödinger
equation is

H0�nk(x, y) :=
1

2m∗

(
2
i
∇ + eA

)2

�nk(x, y)= Enk�nk(x, y) . (5)

It is solved by the Landau states

〈x, y|nk〉 := �nk(x, y)=
1

L1/2
eiky	n(x −Xk) , (6)

whereXk =−k�2
B and�B := √2/eB the magnetic length. The eigenvalues are the Landau levels

Enk = 2�B
(
n+ 1

2

)
. (7)

They are associated with the normalized eigenfunctions

	n(x)=
1√

�1/2�Bn!
exp

(
−x2

2�2
B

)
Hn

(
x

�B

)
(8)
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with the Hermite polynomialsHn (n= 0,1,2,3, . . .). The Landau states are degenerate with respect to
the wave numberk with a degree per unit area of

nB = eB
h
= B


0
, (9)

the density of flux quanta,
0=h/e, in the system. This degeneracy can be easily understood by considering
the maximum possible number of Landau wave functions (Eq. (6)) that can be contained in a system of
the sizeL2 [12],

Xmax
k = 2��2

B

L
nB = L . (10)

An important quantity is thefilling factor which is defined by the ratio of the electron number density
and the density of flux quanta,

�B = ne

nB
. (11)

Integer filling factors�B = j correspond then toj completely filled Landau levels. At the corresponding
electron densities, the Hall resistance is an integer fraction ofh/e2 (cf. Eq. (4)).

However, this doesnotexplain the existence of the wide plateaus in�xy(ne) since upon increasingne
the Fermi level jumps between the Landau levels. In order to generate the observed wide plateaus, it is
necessary to keep the Fermi level continuously varyingbetweenthe Landau levels when changingne, but
withoutchanging the resistivity values of the plateaus.

A mechanism that can account for this pinning without affecting transport is localization of the wave
functions due to disorder induced by the presence of the impurities in the system[13–15]. By introducing
randomness into the Landau model of Eq. (5),

H =H0+ V (r) (12)

the degeneracy of the Landau levels is removed. Here,V (r) is a randomly varying potential which is
usually defined via its statistical properties. The Landau levels are broadened into Landau bands by the
disorder, with localized eigenstates occurring in the band tails. These localized states can pin the Fermi
level at the corresponding eigenenergies. A qualitative picture of the density of states of such a model
Hamiltonian is shown inFig. 2.

Localized states correspond to random wave functions with envelopes that are exponentially decaying
at large distances from some localization center[16,17]. This implies exponentially decaying correlation
functions which indicates that the localized states cannot contribute to dc-transport at zero temperature.
This means that the magneto-conductivity, and correspondingly the magneto-resistivity, vanish for filling
factors corresponding to the energy regions of the localized states, while the Hall conductivity, and
correspondingly the Hall resistivity, stay at a constant value.

On the other hand, non-localized—extended—states near the band centers, which do not decay ex-
ponentially and are spread randomly across the entire system, can account for electron transport. For
filling factors close to half integer numbers, which correspond to the energy regions near the centers
of the Landau bands, one expects peaks in the magneto-resistivity with widths that reflect the widths
of the energy regions of the extended states. Simultaneously, the Hall resistivity is expected to change
from one plateau value to the next. Often, these spectral regions are denoted ascompressiblesince the
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Fig. 2. Schematic picture of the density of states (full line, arb. units) and the localization lengths (dashed line, arb. units) as a
function of the energy (in units of the cyclotron energy) in the localization model. When introducing a static random potential
into the Landau model, Landau levels are broadened into bands consisting of “incompressible” spectral regions that correspond
to localized states in the band tails, and “compressible” regions of effectively delocalized states (shaded) near the band centers.
In the latter regions, the localization length exceeds the system sizeL. At finite temperature, the system size is replaced by the
temperature-dependent phase coherence lengthL	.

Fermi energy hardly changes with increasing electron number while the localized states are associated
with incompressible spectral regionswhere the Fermi level strongly changes when varying the electron
number[18].

As long as the Fermi level stays within the region of localized states, the zero temperature conductivity
components are not changed. Assuming that the extended states provide the correctly quantized values
of the Hall conductivity, and simultaneously a vanishing magneto-conductivity, one obtains the experi-
mentally observed behavior of the conductivity. However,that the Hall conductance remains correctly
quantizedexactlyat integer multiples ofe2/h in the regions of localization, needs closer consideration.
Laughlin’s gauge argument, which we will shortly discuss below, is supposed to provide an explanation.

All of the analytical and numerical results obtained until recently are consistent with the picture that
at the absolute zero of temperature the localization length diverges only at specific energies close to the
centers of the Landau bands with a universal exponent� which is independent of the specific form of the
randomness and the band index[19,20],

�(E − En)= �n
|E − En|� , (13)

where the constant�n depends on microscopic details of the randomness and on the Landau band index
n. It will be one of the main tasks of the following sections to explain this critical behavior in some detail.

Table 1contains a representative selection of the exponents determined numerically. If the exponent
were universal the quantum Hall effect could be considered as a paradigm of a genuine universal quantum
phase transition.

An important issue is how to detect this critical exponent in an experiment. As in an experiment
the size of the two-dimensional electron system is finite, it is intuitively clear that the singularities of
the localization length near the band centers cannot be resolved. Furthermore, at non-zero temperature,
inelastic processes will lead to phase breaking scatterings between different eigenstates[16,17]. The latter
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Table 1
Critical exponents� of the quantum Hall phase transition in the lowest Landau band obtained by various theoretical methods

� Model Method Reference

∞ Short-range impurities Self-consistent perturbation [21]
≈ 2 Peierls tight binding Transfer matrix scaling [22]
≈ 2.0 Short-range impurities Recursive Green function [23,24]
2.35(3) Random Landau matrix Recursive Green function [19,20]
2.3(1) Random Landau matrix Recursive Green function [25]
2.4(2) Random Landau matrix Recursive Green function [26]
2.4(1) Finite range impurities Chern number scaling [27]
≈ 2.3 Spin–orbit scattering Thouless number scaling [28]
≈ 2 Double layer system Thouless number scaling [29]
≈ 2 Random matrix model Scaling of level statistics [30]
2.5(5) Chalker–Coddington Transfer matrix scaling [31]
2.4(2) Random saddle points Transfer matrix scaling [32]
2.5(5) Chalker–Coddington type Real space renormalization [33]
2.39(1) Chalker–Coddington type Real space renormalization [34–36]
2.5(4) Super spin chain Density matrix renormalization Obtained from[37]
2.33(3) Counter-propagating chiral Fermions Monte Carlo [38]

Numbers in parentheses denote the uncertainty in the last digit of the exponent.

can be described by a mean, temperature-dependent phase breaking time�	(T ) which can be assumed
to increase with decreasing temperature according to

�	(T ) ∝ 1

T p
(14)

with an exponentp of order 1. During the time interval�	, the electron can be considered as moving
diffusively under the influence of the impurity scattering. This suggests to define a phase coherence length

L	(T )=
√
D�	(T ) (15)

with a disorder-induced diffusion constantD that is related to the dc-conductivity via the Einstein relation
�= e2D(EF)�(EF) where�(EF) is the density of states at the Fermi level.

In order to connect the singular behavior of the localization length with the results of a transport
experiment it is important to note that a localized state appears extended if its localization length does
exceed the system sizeL or, at non-zero temperature, the above phase coherence lengthL	 (Fig. 2).
This implies that the widths of the peaks in the magneto-conductivity at the centers of the Landau bands
are given by the condition�(�E) =min{L,L	(T )}. The resulting characteristic temperature behaviors
[19,20]have been found to be consistent with experimental data[39–44].

One still needs an argument as to why the Hall conductance is exactly quantized at integer multiples
of e2/h in spite of the presence of the impurity potential. Such an argument has been pioneered by
Laughlin[45]. The idea is to relate the current in an ideally metallic cylinder, subject to a homogeneous
magnetic field perpendicular to the cylinder’s surface, to the change of the total electronic energyE(
)
when adiabatically changing a magnetic flux piercing the cylinder along its axis (Fig.3),

I = �E

�

. (16)
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Fig. 3. Illustrating Laughlin’s gauge argument: introducing a magnetic flux
 along the axis of the cylinder corresponds to a shift
of the wave number in azimuthal direction bye
/2L. A change of the gauge flux by�
= 
0 corresponds to a shift of exactly
2�/L. This leads to a corresponding shift inXk that is equivalent to transferring one electron per Landau band from one edge
of the cylinder to the other that corresponds to a change in energy ofeUH.

Introducing a gauge flux
 along the axis of the cylinder corresponds to a shift of the wave number in
azimuthal direction bye
/2L. This can also be considered as a change in the boundary condition.

A change of the flux by�
= 
0 corresponds to a shift of exactly 2�/L and leads to a corresponding
shift inXk (cf. Eq. (6)) that is equivalent to transferring one electron per Landau band from one edge of
the cylinder to the other.3 When occupyingj Landau bands, a transfer ofj electrons is associated with
one flux quantum. Due to the presence of a Hall voltageUH across the cylinder, the Landau levels are no
longer degenerate, but on a straight line with a slope given by the Hall electric fieldUH/L (Fig. 4). The
energy change caused by the flux change is then�E = jeUH, and the Hall current

I = j e
2

h
UH , (17)

consistent with integer quantization of the Hall conductance.
As presented, the argument seems to hold only for the ideal Landau Hamiltonian applied to a system

of finite width. However, it can also be used in the presence of disorder[22]. To understand this, one
has to have in mind that on the one hand, by definition, localized states are insensitive to changes in the
boundary conditions or, equivalently, flux changes. On the other hand, the flux sensitivity of the extended
states is enhanced, in order to compensate for the localized states[3–5,47–50]. This compensation is
assured to be exact such that the final result for the current is the same as in Eq. (17).

Despite there exist several experimental features apparently related to electron interaction[51–59], it
seems that the integer quantization of the Hall conductance can be understood within the localization
model without taking into account the correlations between the electrons[5].

On the other hand, for explaining the fractionally quantized Hall effect, interaction and correlation
effects are generally accepted to constitute the necessary ingredients for generating theexcitation gaps

3 Strictly speaking, for a two-dimensional system with periodic boundary conditions in one direction and fixed boundary
conditions in the perpendicular direction, one finds a non-degenerate energy spectrum that differs from the Landau spectrum by
the presence of edge states[12,46]. However, for the present qualitative argument, this is not important.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Fig. 4. Long-range correlated random potential obtained as superposition of randomly placed Gaussian potentials with a width
�c= 2�B and some examples of eigenfunctions. (a) gray scale plot of the potential landscape with equipotential lines indicated;
white: high potential, black: low potential; (b)–(d) the moduli of a selection of characteristic wave functions corresponding to
(b) a low energy in the tail of a Landau Band, localized in a deep potential valley; (c) an intermediate energy in the Landau
band, still localized and following mainly an equipotential line; (d) an energy near the center of the Landau band, extending
essentially along equipotential lines, occasionally inter-connected via tunneling near the saddle points of the potential (indicated
by arrows).

between the many-electron ground states associated with rational filling factors. Nevertheless, in order
to generate the fractionalplateausin the Hall conductivity, disorder is believed to be essential in pinning
the chemical potential, in close analogy to the Integer Quantum Hall Effect.
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1.3. Plan of the article

In summary, the Quantum Hall Effect—consistent with all of the presently available experiments—
seems to be an exact and very fundamental phenomenon. One needs for its physical understanding, and
in particular for a theory with predictive power, not only interactions and correlations in a two-dimensional
many-body system but in particular, and somewhat counter-intuitively—in view of the precision
aspect—the presence of a certain amount of disorder. It is one of the main purposes of this article to
review our present understanding, why, in spite of and due to the disorder, the Quantum Hall Effect
is the most exact phenomenon known in low-dimensional electron systems. We will restrict ourselves
to theIntegerQuantum Hall Effect, ignoring interactions completely.

Especially, we will discuss the localization concept by introducing the so-called random network model
originally invented by Chalker and Coddington[31] in order to describe the localization of quantum
states in a random potential with long-range spatial correlations in the presence of a strong, “quantizing”
magnetic field. Later, we will discuss several generalizations of the network model which underline the
general importance of the phenomenon.

We will proceed in the following sections by pursuing a strategy which we hope will enable non-
specialists in the field to understand the main ideas in a self-contained way. We will always start from
elementary accessible facts that form the background of more complicated relations before we eventually
describe to some extent the issues that are more at the frontier of present research. As the field has been,
and still is, extremely rapidly growing, we cannot guarantee that all of the available results have been
included, especially the most recent ones. We have attempted our best to include at least references to all
of the important results. We apologize in advance to all colleagues, whose research efforts might not be
sufficiently highlighted according to their importance or even not be included at all.

The plan of the paper is as follows. In the next section, the so-called percolation model for an electron
in a spatially slowly varying random potential landscape is introduced in some detail. It can be viewed as
the backbone of the random network model. If it is supplemented by quantum effects, it can be considered
as a precursor of the random network model of Chalker and Coddington for describing localization in
the presence of a quantizing magnetic field.

The latter will be introduced in Section 3. In Section 4, the localization properties of the model will
be discussed in some detail. Strangely enough, technical difficulties seem to have prevented a high-
precision determination of the critical exponent up to now for the original Chalker–Coddington random
network model. Section 5 contains some results for the transport properties, especially near the quantum
critical point.

In Section 6, we investigate the renormalization group approach for describing the critical properties in
some detail. Especially, we will emphasize here that one can use this as a starting point for the definition
of a truncated Chalker–Coddington model which can be treated numerically exactly and allows for
determining the critical exponent with high precision.

Sections 7, 8, 9 and 10 contain extensions to a number of equivalent Hamiltonians, to systems with
other symmetries, and to an equivalent field theoretical formulation of the random network model of
Chalker and Coddington, respectively. In these sections, we have attempted to provide some flavor of the
power and importance of the model in fields other than the quantum Hall phase transition. While we will
review much numerical and experimental evidences for the universality of the quantum Hall transition,
any attempts to classify it, like other two-dimensional phase transitions, based on the conformal invariance
at the critical point have failed so far.
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In Section 10 we review a very recent suggestion, namely that the quantum Hall critical point may
belong to a new class of critical points being described by a supersymmetric conformal field theory
[60,61]. This is based on the fact that an anisotropic version of the Chalker–Coddington model as well
as the random Landau model at the critical point can both be mapped on the Hamiltonian of a chain of
antiferromagnetic superspin chains. We review its derivation, and the progress which has been achieved
towards the characterization of the quantum Hall transition that way, although an analytical calculation
of its critical exponents is still missing.

Generalizations to several layers and higher dimensions are briefly discussed in Section 11 before we
conclude by summarizing the status of the field and comment on possible future developments.

2. The percolation model

We start by describing the physics of the so-called percolation model for the Quantum Hall Effect. In
this model, which is valid in the limit of avery high magnetic field, the quantum mechanical wave functions
are assumed to percolate along the equipotential lines of a slowly varying random potential landscape, in
analogy to a classical percolating fluid in a random system[62]. Using this picture of a percolating wave
function, one can understand why localized wave functions may exist, and, in particular, why there may be
isolated critical points in the energy spectrum of the Hamiltonian where the localization length diverges.
This high-field limit is often denoted as the classical percolation limit, although what is percolating is
probability amplitude and not a classical fluid. In the quantum mechanical version of the model, tunneling
of probability amplitude between the equipotential lines is taken into account whenever they get close
to each other in space. In this version, the necessary competing ingredients—quantum tunneling and
interference—are included such that a generic universal quantum mechanical localization–delocalization
transition can be described.

The percolation model provides the physical background of the Chalker–Coddington network model—a
generic model which is assumed to describe theuniversal quantum mechanical properties of non-
interacting electrons in two dimensions in the presence of a random potential subject to a strong perpen-
dicular magnetic field.

2.1. Wave functions in a spatially correlated random potential in a strong magnetic field

The origin of the random potential in the plane of the inversion layerV (x, y) of the electrons in a
GaAs/AlGaAs heterostructure or a MOSFET transistor is the impurities in the semiconductor material,
especially as a consequence of the doping. These impurities are distributed randomly at some distance
from the inversion layer. Thus, only the Coulomb tails of their potentials do influence the dynamics of
the charges. This implies that the distribution of the potential energyV (x, y) is long-range correlated
in space. For convenience, we assume in the following that the spatial average of the random potential
vanishes. This can always be achieved by a suitable choice of the zero of energy. For the correlator
we assume

V (x′, y′)V (x, y) := W2C(x′ − x, y′ − y) , (18)
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with the correlation functionC(x, y) having an exponential or Gaussian decay length�c much longer than
the magnetic length�B . It is also assumed that the probability distribution of the potential,P [V (x, y)] is
symmetric and homogeneous, i.e. independent of the origin of coordinate system.

Fig. 4shows an example of such a long-range correlated random potential, together with several exam-
ples of the corresponding wave functions. They were obtained by solving numerically the Schrödinger
equation

[H0+ V (x, y)]��(x, y)= E���(x, y) (19)

in the basis of the Landau states. An important characteristic feature to be kept in mind is that the wave
function amplitudes are essentially non-zero only along equipotential lines of the potential. In addition,
when two equipotential lines get close to each other near a saddle point of the potential, the amplitude
becomes highacrossthe saddle point. This can be taken as an indication of quantum tunneling as indicated
in Fig. 4by arrows.

The qualitative features of the wave functions inFig. 4may be taken as the motivation for introducing
the concept of a percolating probability amplitude which we will now describe. The resulting model
is important because it allows for qualitative understanding of localization in two-dimensional electron
systems in the presence of a strong magnetic field. It allows also to understand why, within each Landau
band, there must be an energy where the localization length diverges. This energy corresponds to the
percolation critical point at which the wave function can percolate throughout the entire system. The
basic physical ingredients of the percolation model may then be used to establish as an idealized version
the random quantum network which allows for systematically dealing with certain universal localization
and transport phenomena, especially in the quantum Hall critical regime.

In order to introduce the essential idea, we consider the Schrödinger equation (19) in the limit�c?�B
that can always be achieved for very large magnetic field,B →∞ [63]. In this limit, we will eventually
also fulfill the condition2�B?W such that the disorder-induced mixing of the Landau bands can be
neglected.

It is of advantage to introduce new coordinates[5,63,64]

X =−k�2
B, Y =−i�2

B

d

dX
:= �2

B

2
P . (20)

They are called center-of-motion coordinates. This is reasonable sinceX is the center of the Gaussian
wave packet in thex-direction of the Landau states (Eq. (6)). Furthermore, one observes that(id/dk)p

plays the role of〈yp〉 by calculating the matrix elements ofyp in the Landau states (p integer). At finite
magnetic field, the electrons can be viewed as describing cyclotron orbits with radius�B around the center
of motion. For�B>�c the diameter of the cyclotron orbit becomes vanishingly small such that(x, y) can
be replaced by center of motion(X, Y ).4 The center-of-motion coordinates fulfill commutation relations
similar to position and momentum operators,

[X, Y ] = i�2
B . (21)

4 Note that this limit has to be taken only after the thermodynamic limitL→∞ has been performed which is necessary to
makeX a continuous variable.
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We start by writing the solutions of the Schrödinger equation for the system of the sizeL in the represen-
tation of the Landau states


(x, y)=
∑
nk

Cn(−�2
Bk)�nk(x, y) :=

∑
nX

〈xy|nX〉Cn(X) . (22)

This gives∑
X′
(En�X,X′ + 〈nX|V |nX′〉)Cn(X′)= ECn(X) (23)

with inter-Landau band couplings neglected as a consequence of the high-field limit, indexkon the energy
En of the Landau level omitted due to degeneracy, and the Kronecker delta�X,X′ . The potential matrix
elements are

〈nX|V |nX′〉 = 1

L

∫
dx dy	n(x −X)V (x, y)	n(x −X′)eiy(X−X′)/�2B . (24)

Since the potential is slowly varying on the scale of�B it may be expanded into a power series near some
arbitraryy0(x) in Eq. (24). With this, one easily verifies that∫

dyV (x, y)eiy(X−X′)/�2B = V
(
x,−i�2

B

d

dX′

)
1

L

∫
dye−iy(X−X′)/�2B . (25)

Finally, the integration with respect tox may be approximated by assumingx ≈ X in the potential since
at high magnetic field|	n(x − X)|2 can be assumed to be very well localized nearX within a distance
�B . Now Eq. (23) becomes

V (X, Y (X′))C(X′)|X=X′ ≈ EC(X) . (26)

Here,E is the energy corresponding to the equipotential line, and the indexn has been suppressed.
Furthermore,En has been assumed to be the zero of the energy. This is justified since the distance
between the Landau bands increases∝ B and the disorder broadening of the bands is only∝ √B such
that at high field the couplings between the bands due to disorder can be neglected.

The random Schrödinger equation (26) can approximately be solved by using the semi-classical WKB
(Wentzel–Kramers–Brillouin) Ansatz

C(E,X) ∝ exp

[
−i
∫ X

dX′k(E,X′)
]

, (27)

neglecting the derivatives of the local wave numberk(E,X) with respect toX. This is possible for
sufficiently smooth randomness such that second order, and higher-order derivatives in the expansion
may be omitted. Under these assumptions, the dispersionk(E,X) fulfills

E = V [X, �2
Bk(E,X)] . (28)

This establishes a most remarkable result, namely that the eigenfunctions can be considered as the
superpositions of the Landau states that are associated with the equipotential line associated with the
energyE.
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2.2. The form of the semiclassical wave functions

The general form of these wave functions which propagate on the equipotential lines may be conjectured
by considering the elementary example of a two-dimensional harmonic potentialV (x, y)=V0(x

2+ y2).
This represents approximately the situation far from the Landau band center near a local minimum or
maximum of the potential. Of course, this model can be solved exactly. However, it is instructive to look
at it using the above percolation viewpoint.

The equipotential lines are the circlesX2 + �4
Bk

2(E,X) = E/V0 := ε. By applying Eq. (26) and
calculatingC(X) from Eq. (27) one obtains

C(X) ∝ exp

[
− iεm

2�2
B

arccos

(
X√
εm

)
∓ iX

2�2
B

√
εm −X2

]
. (29)

The energy is given by the condition thatC(X) must be a periodic function ofX. This implies for the
closed integral over the equipotential circle∮

dX′ k(E,X′)= �εm

�2
B

:= 2�m (m integer) . (30)

This is consistent with the result one obtains for the lowest Landau level in the symmetric gauge with the
definitionV0 := e2B2

0/8m
∗, andm being the angular momentum quantum number[65].

By inserting the result equation (29) into the expression for the wave function equation (22) one gets
for �2

B>2�B/V0, i.e. neglecting the inter-Landau level coupling, an expression for the wave function
which is a reasonable approximation forX/

√
εm <1,

�(x, y) ∝
∫ √

εm

−√εm

dX exp

[
− iX

2�2
B

(
2y ±

√
εm −X2

)]
exp

[
−(x −X)

2

2�2
B

]

× exp

[
− iεm

2�2
B

�m(X)

]
(31)

with �m(X)= arccos(X/
√

εm). Approximate evaluation of the integral gives

�(x, y) ∝ exp

[
− ixy

2�2
B

]
exp

[
− 1

8�2
B

(
y ±

√
εm − x2

)2
]

e−ikmu . (32)

The wave number corresponds tokm := m/√εm andu= �
√

εm is the azimuthal coordinate on the circle
with the radius

√
εm. The phase factor mediates a gauge transformation to the symmetric gauge. The

Gaussian factor localizes the wave function along the circle within an interval of the width≈ 2
√

2�B .
This suggests that in general the wave functions corresponding to the equipotential lines can be written

in the form[66,67]

�(x, y) ∝ f (v)ei�(u,v)u (33)

with a local wave number�(u, v) that depends on coordinatesu and v which parameterize the dis-
tance along and perpendicular to the equipotential lineV (x, y) = E, respectively. The functionf (v) is
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(a) (b)

Fig. 5. (a) Scheme of a potential profile near the local potential minimum, and (b) the current density of a state localized along
an equipotential line. The current density circles within a region of diameter 2�B around the equipotential line. Only the net
current flows along the equipotential line.

non-vanishing only within a region of the approximate width�B along this line. Locally, the wave function
has the form of a wave propagating along the equipotential line. This is associated with an equilibrium
current density

j ∝ 1

m∗
eu|f (v)|22�(u, v) (34)

that yields a net current along the equipotential line

j ∝ 2�(u, v)
m∗

eu . (35)

Perpendicular to the direction ofu, the current density obviously must vanish (Fig.5). Classically, the net
current is produced by the cyclotron motion of the electron which drifts along the equipotential line in
the strong magnetic field and the local electric field of the potential that is directed perpendicular to the
equipotential line (Fig.5). This visualizes that only superpositions of those Landau states can contribute
to the eigenstates which are located near the equipotential line at the corresponding eigenenergy.

The quantum mechanical problem of solving the Schrödinger equation of a particle in a high magnetic
field and a random potential has thus been replaced by the task of finding the equipotential lines in the
random potential landscape. This corresponds to a classical percolation problem[68]. Recently, another
connection between quantum Hall plateau transitions and percolation, based on the classical limit of
quantum kinetic equations, has been discussed[69,70].
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2.3. Localization in the percolation limit

The localization properties in this limit of a very strong magnetic field may now be easily discussed
[66,71]. Consider the smoothly varying landscape of the random potential (Fig.4). When the energy is
very low (or very high), the corresponding equipotential lines are closed trajectories captured within the
minima (or maxima) of the potential (Fig.4b). When the energy increases, these closed trajectories begin
to meander around several of the minima (or maxima) (Fig.4c).

The wave functions that correspond to these equipotential lines are necessarily localized superpositions
of Landau states. They are localized exponentially as has been shown in[72]. Only at a certain critical
energy, sayEc, close to the center of a Landau band, an equipotential line can percolate through the whole
system. Only at this energy the wave function can propagate throughout the entire system in the limit
of infinite system size (Fig.4d). The energyEc corresponds to the percolation threshold of the classical
percolation problem. For symmetric distribution of the potential,P(V )= P(−V ), the critical energy is
at the center of the Landau band,Ec= 0.

Thus, the percolation picture allows immediately for a very important conclusion: since the percolating
equipotential lines are closed for all energies except the critical energy of the percolation threshold, all
of the wave functions must be localized except for the one associated with the critical energy.

Let us define the localization length�p(E) as the correlation length of a percolating equipotential line.
Then, percolation theory says that�p(|E − Ec|) must increase according to a power law as|E − Ec|
decreases,

�p(E − Ec) ∝ 1

|E − Ec|�p
, (36)

with a universal exponent�p= 4/3 that has been calculated exactly[73].

2.4. Tunneling correction to the percolating wave functions

When two equipotential lines get close to each other near a saddle point of the potential, tunneling
processes will occur. In order to determine the localization length, these have to be taken into account
[74]. For a symmetric distribution of the potential, the tunneling, however, will not change the position
of the critical energy.

A general definition of the localization length in terms of the Green function is[17]

�(E) := 1

�(E)
=− lim

|r−r′|→∞
〈ln |G(r, r′;E)|〉

|r − r′| (37)

with 〈. . .〉 denoting the ensemble average with the above probability distribution of the potential,P. It is
well known[75–79], that in weakly disordered systems, defined bykFl?1, wherel is the disorder induced
mean free path andkF the Fermi wave number, the disorder averaged electron wave function amplitude
〈�(x, t)〉 decays on length scales of the order ofl, since the random phase shifts associated with the
scattering at the impurities are averaged out. This destroys the information on multiple scattering, and thus
on localization. In order to describe localization, it is therefore necessary to average over disorder functions
containing higher moments of the propagatorG, like the expression used in Eq. (37). Furthermore, it is
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well established that this quantity is self-averaging, namely its ensemble average coincides with its most
probable value[17] in the thermodynamic limit. Therefore, one can calculate instead of the ensemble
average the spatial average for a given realization of the random potential. We will now use this definition
of the localization length for estimating the correction to the critical exponent,�p, of the percolation
model due to tunneling at the saddle points of the potential.

Using the above implicit dispersion relation, Eq. (28), we first determine the Green function in the
mixed representation(X, k(E0, X)) whereE0 denotes the energy of an equipotential line,

G(X, k(E0, X);E)= 1

E − E0(k,X)− i�
, (38)

with � a positive infinitesimal real number. By Fourier transforming with respect tok one can determine
the behavior of the Green function along they-axis which is sufficient for estimating the asymptotic
behavior at|y| → ∞,

G(X, y;E)= 1

2�

∫
dke−ikyG(X, k;E) , (39)

one obtains

G(X, y;E) ∝
∑
j

e−ikj (E,X)y =
∑
j

e−i Rekj ye−Im kj (E,X)|y| , (40)

wherekj (E,X) are the complex roots of Eq. (28) for givenX andE = E0. The asymptotic exponential
decay of the Green function for|y| → ∞ is given by the spatial average of the smallest Imkj (E,X)>0,

�(E)=
〈
min
j

Im kj (E,X)

〉
P

. (41)

As described above (compareFig. 4), we need to consider saddle point regions of the random potential
nearEc, since predominantly it will be here where the wave functions are connected between different
equipotential lines via tunneling, and for the critical behavior, energies close toEc are important. Near a
saddle point(X0, k0), the potential can be expanded (Fig.6),

V (X, �2
Bk)= Ec− a2(X −X0)

2+ b2�2
B(k − k0)

2 . (42)

FromE = V (X, �2
Bk) one obtains the solution

k − k0=± 1

b�B

√
E − Ec+ a2(X −X0)

2 . (43)

Due to symmetry, it is sufficient to consider, say,E<Ec. Then, Imk 	= 0 only forEc−E>a2(X−X0)
2

Im k(E,X)= 1

b�B

√
Ec− E − a2(X −X0)

2 . (44)

Averaging this with respect toX yields

�(E) ∝
∫ X+

X−
dX
√
Ec− E − a2(X −X0)

2 ∝ Ec− E (45)

with X± =X0±√Ec− E/a.
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y

x

Fig. 6. Equipotential trajectories of a saddle point potential for an energy below the saddle point potential. Dashed lines:
equipotential lines exactly at the energy of the saddle point; shaded: region with potential energy higher than the saddle point
energyEc (after[80]).

The asymptotic exponential decay for energies nearEc can be estimated by using the following heuristic
argument. The equipotential lines representing the wave functions form percolation clusters with an energy
dependent correlation length�P(E) ∼ |E − Ec|−4/3. Delocalization of the wave functions associated
with these clusters can occur via tunneling through the saddle points that connect different equipotential
clusters. The number of saddle points will be proportional to the size of the clusters at energyE, namely
∝ �P(E). Thus, the probability of finding the saddle point with the smallest� at energyE connecting two
adjacent clusters will be�B/�P(E). The saddle point with thesmallest� will dominate the asymptotic
behavior of the wave functions. All of the contributions of the other saddle points will be exponentially
suppressed with the diameter of the clusters. Therefore, we finally can write for the average inverse
localization length the power law

�(E) ∝ 1

�P(E)
|E − Ec| ∝ |E − Ec|4/3+1 . (46)

According to this qualitative argument, the critical exponent of the localization length in a quantum Hall
system including the effect of quantum tunneling should be�= 7/3, without interactions.

It has taken considerable theoretical[19,20,23,81–83]and experimental[39–42]efforts to determine
quantitatively this exponent for two-dimensional disordered Landau system without interaction. The most
accurate numerical values obtained so far are�= 2.35± 0.03 by using a random Landau matrix model
[20], � = 2.33± 0.03 from a Monte Carlo calculation for chiral fermions[38], and a renormalization
group approach based on a random network model� = 2.39± 0.01 [34–36] (cf. Table 1). Numerical
investigations were done for a variety of completely different models, including white noise[19,23] as
well as long-range correlated[31,82] randomness and including also higher Landau bands[20,83]. All
of the results are consistent with these values within error bars. This strongly suggests that the critical
exponent of the quantum phase transition associated with the Quantum Hall Effect is indeed universal,
and does not depend on the microscopic details of the model used.5 Although the near coincidence of

5 For very long range correlated randomness there recently seems to be evidence that� changes[84].
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this exponent with the value 7/3, as obtained from the simple heuristic argument outlined above, seems
compelling we caution that an analytical derivation of the critical exponents at the quantum Hall transition
is still lacking. Recent progress towards achieving this goal is reviewed in Section 10.

3. The random network model

The results obtained in the above discussed high-magnetic field limit may be used not only for estimating
the critical behavior but also as a starting point for constructing a model that contains all of the necessary
physical ingredients—backscattering and tunneling—for describing the quantum critical points near the
centers of the Landau levels and the corresponding transport quantities. If the critical behavior could be
shown to be universal such a model should be of great importance. This would be especially true, if one
could use the model as a starting point for more rigorous theoretical formulations.

As argued above, percolation of probability amplitude along equipotential lines as well as tunneling of
amplitude between equipotential lines near the saddle points of the potential have to be taken into account
on an equal footing when determining critical properties. This suggests to construct a model consisting
of a regular lattice of saddle points that are connected via links along which probability amplitude can
propagate.

3.1. The scattering wave functions associated with a saddle point

Before doing so, it is instructive to consider saddle point tunneling more formally from the scattering
point of view, and establish an exact expression for the transmission probability. As a side remark, we
note that this is yet another illuminating example of a quantum wave function that can be treated exactly
in the high magnetic field limit[80].

The most simple saddle point is defined by the quadratic potential considered in the previous section
with equal coefficientsa2= b2 ≡ U [80]

Vsp(x, y)= Ec+ U(y2− x2) . (47)

The classical trajectories in such a potential for energies belowEc are shown inFig. 6. For the corre-
sponding quantum mechanical wave functions the considerations of the previous sections apply when
neglecting tunneling between the trajectories. This can be justified for energies well below (or well above)
Ec. However, whenE ≈ Ec this is no longer the case.

The total Hamiltonian including the saddle point

H =H0+ Vsp(x, y)= 1

2m∗

(
2
i
∇ + eA

)2

+ Vsp(x, y) (48)

is quadratic in the variables. It can be diagonalized in analogy with in the case of the two-dimensional
harmonic oscillator.

However, here we follow the very illuminating method used in[80]. For the vector potential, we
assume the symmetric gauge,A = (B/2)(−y, x). We perform first a unitary transformation that brings
the Hamiltonian into a separable form.
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By introducing the new variables

ax = x

2�B
+ �B �

�x
, (49)

ay = y

2�B
+ �B �

�y
, (50)

that fulfill the commutation relations

[ax, a†
x] = [ay, a†

y] = 1 , (51)

[ax, ay] = [a†
x, a

†
y] = 0 , (52)

the Hamiltonian becomes

H = 2�B
2
(a†
xax + a†

yay + 1)+ 2�B
2i
(a†
xay − a†

yax)

+ �[(ay + a†
y)

2− (ax + a†
x)

2] + Ec , (53)

where�= U�2
B . The unitary transformation(

ax

ay

)
=
(

i cos 	 sin	

− sin	 −i cos 	

)(
b1

b2

)
, (54)

with tan(2	)=−2�B/4�, transforms the Hamiltonian into a sum of two independent terms,H1(b1, b
†
1)

andH2(b2, b
†
2),

H1= (b†
1 b1 )

 2�B4
− 2� �

�
2�B

4
− 2�

(b1
b

†
1

)
, (55)

H2= (b†
2 b2 )

 2�B4
+ 2� −�

−�
2�B

4
+ 2�

(b2
b

†
2

)
, (56)

where2�=
√

�2+ (2�B/4)2, and

[b1, b
†
1] = [b2, b

†
2] = 1 , (57)

[b1, b2] = [b1, b
†
2] = 0 . (58)

These can be diagonalized by a Bogoliubov transformation,(
bi

b
†
i

)
=
(

cosh�i sinh�i

sinh�i cosh�i

)(
ci

c
†
i

)
, (59)
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with tanh(2�1)=�−1(−2�B/4+2�), and tanh(2�2)=�(2�B/4+2�)−1, which gives for the Hamiltonian

H = E1

(
c2

1 + c†
1

2)+ E2

(
c

†
2c2+ 1

2

)
+ Ec , (60)

with

[c1, c†
1] = [c2, c†

2] = 1 , (61)

[c1, c2] = [c1, c†
2] = 0 (62)

and the energy eigenvalues

E1=
√

�2−
(
2�B

4
− 2�

)2

, (63)

E2= 2

√(
2�B

4
+ 2�

)2

− �2 . (64)

Finally, we introduce variables

X = 1√
2i
(c

†
1 − c1), s = 1√

2
(c

†
2 + c2) ,

P = 1√
2
(c

†
1 + c1), p = 1√

2i
(c2− c†

2)

(65)

and obtain

H =H1+H2= E1(P
2−X2)+ 1

2E2(p
2+ s2)+ Ec , (66)

with the commutation relations

[X,P ] = [s, p] = i , (67)

[s,X] = [s, P ] = [p,X] = [p, P ] = 0 . (68)

Thus, apart from the factor�2
B/2 in Eq. (20),H1 corresponds to the center-of-motion part of the total

Hamiltonian, andH2 is a one-dimensional harmonic oscillator which implies that the wave function is
harmonically confined in the direction ofs.

The eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonian can now be factorized


(X, s)= 	(X)�n(s) , (69)

where�n corresponds to thenth harmonic oscillator level.
In order to arrive at a scattering solution of the Schrödinger equation, we prepare a initial wave packet

at 〈X2〉 ≈ 〈P 2〉?1. Since

x

�B
=√2(�1X − �2s),

y

�B
=√2(�1P + �2p) (70)
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with

�i = cos	 e−�i , �i =− sin	 e�i (i = 1,2) , (71)

we have asymptotically

〈x〉
�1
≈ 〈y〉

�1
. (72)

Since2�B?�, �1/�1 ≈ −1, and the wave packet is centered near an asymptote of the equipotential line
of Vsp in the upper left quadrant of the(x, y)-plane (Fig. 6).

In order to find the transmission probability, we need now to construct a scattering wave function. The
eigenfunction	 satisfies

H1	(X)= E1(P
2−X2)	(X)= [E − (n+ 1

2)E2− Ec]	(X) , (73)

or equivalently(
d2

dX2
+X2+ ε

)
	(X)= 0 (74)

with the energy parameter

ε= E − (n+ 1/2)E2− Ec

E1
. (75)

In the limit of high magnetic field,E2 = 2�B andE1 = �. Therefore,ε measures the energy deviation
from the saddle point energyEc in a Landau band normalized by a typical potential strength.

This Schrödinger equation is discussed in detail in[85]. The eigenfunctions even and odd inX are


+ = e−iX2/2F

(
1+ iε

4

∣∣∣∣12
∣∣∣∣ iX2

)
,


− =Xe−iX2/2F

(
3+ iε

4

∣∣∣∣32
∣∣∣∣ iX2

)
, (76)

whereF is a confluent hypergeometric function. For large|X| they can be written in the form


+(X)= �(1/2)

�(Z+)
e−i(�/2)Z∗+f (Z∗+;X)eiX2/2+ c.c. ,


−(X)= �(3/2)

�(Z−)
e−i(�/2)Z∗−f (Z∗−;X)XeiX2/2+ c.c . (77)

with the definitionsf (z;X)= |X|−2z, Z− = (3+ iε)/4,Z+ = (1+ iε)/4.
The currents in these states are related to the derivatives

�

i�X
e±iX2/2=±Xe±iX2/2 . (78)
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Therefore, each first term in Eqs. (77) corresponds to a currents in the positivex-direction. The conjugate
complex term represents a current in the negativex-direction.

These solutions are linearly superposed,	t = A
+ + B
−, to form the scattering wave functions
which must fulfill boundary conditions such that forX>0 only a transmitted wave function exists with
the current flowing away from the origin. This leads to the relation

A
�(1/2)

�(Z∗+)
ei�/8+ B�(3/2)

�(Z∗−)
ei3�/8= 0 . (79)

One finds after some algebra for the transmitted wave for large values ofX<0

	t(X)= f (Z+;X)e−�ε/8eiX2/2
[
A

�(1/2)

�(Z+)
e−i�/8+ B�(3/2)

�(Z−)
e−i3�/8

]
(80)

and for the incoming wave

	i(X)= f (Z+;X)e−�ε/8e−iX2/2
[
A

�(1/2)

�(Z∗+)
ei�/8− B�(3/2)

�(Z∗−)
ei3�/8

]
. (81)

This guarantees that forX>0 no incoming wave exists. The transmission probability is defined by

T (ε)= lim
X→∞

|	t(X)|2
|	i(−X)|2

. (82)

One gets from the above equations by using the relations for the�-functions

�(z)∗ = �(z∗), �

(
1

4
+ iy

)
�

(
3

4
− iy

)
=

√
2�

cosh�y + isinh�y
, (83)

the final result

T (ε)= 1

1+ exp(−�ε)
. (84)

For ε → −∞, well below the saddle point energy, the transmission probability vanishes. The incoming
wave is completely reflected. Forε →+∞, the transmission probability approaches unity. Exactly at the
saddle point energy,ε= 0, one hasT (0)= 1/2. For energies near the saddle point, one can expand

T (ε) ≈ 1

2
+ �

4
ε+ · · · . (85)

3.2. Parameterizing the scattering at a saddle point

As we have seen, the percolating wave functions of the electron carry an equilibrium current den-
sity. Near the points where percolating wave functions approach each other closely, quantum tunneling
takes place.

A natural model for the description of the percolating quantum states can then be obtained by consid-
ering a network of current loops, occasionally inter-connected via tunneling near the saddle points of the
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Fig. 7. (a) Potential landscape near a saddle point with adjacent maxima (full equipotential lines) and minima (dashed equipotential
lines). (b) The corresponding idealized potential landscape with incoming (�1 and �3) and outgoing (�2 and �4) current
amplitudes flowing along equipotential lines. Note that the saddle point energy is denoted here byV0.

potential (Fig.4). The simplest choice is a regular network. Disorder can be introduced either by ran-
domizing the relative phases of the current loops and/or the heights of the saddle points. The distribution
of the wave function amplitude is then closely related to that of the corresponding quantum currents and
the asymptotic behavior is essentially determined by the coherent interplay of the quantum transmission
and scattering near the saddle points.

Let us consider the region close to a specific saddle point, sayEc. The potential landscape can be
modeled by two neighboring adjacent potential maxima and minima (Fig.7). We assume that the directions
of the currents along the equipotential lines in the potential minima and maxima are clockwise and counter
clockwise, respectively. Let us consider energies closeEc. There are four equipotential lines that enter
the region of the saddle point. The total current entering and leaving the saddle point region must be
conserved (Fig.7).

The effect of the saddle point potential can be considered as a quantum transmission problem as
described above[31]. In more simplified terms, we assume that the amplitudes which correspond to the
currents on the boundary of the saddle point region are�1 . . .�4 with the amplitudes of incoming and
outgoing currents�1, �3 and�2, �4, respectively. The formal relationship between them can be described
by a scattering matrixS,(

�2

�4

)
= S

(
�1

�3

)
. (86)

In general, theS matrix can be written as[86,87]

S=
(

e−i�2 0

0 ei�4

)(−r t

t r

)(
ei�1 0

0 e−i�3

)
, (87)
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where 0�r�1,0� t�1, r2+ t2= 1, andr2 andt2 are the probabilities of the current�1 to be reflected
to �2 and to be transmitted to�4, respectively. Note that the current conservation relation implies

|�1|2+ |�3|2= |�2|2+ |�4|2 (88)

which is always valid due to the unitarity of the scattering matrixS.
For iterative numerical calculations, it is useful to introduce the transfer matrixT that is equivalent

to S. It relates the amplitudes on the left,(�1,�2)
T, to those on the right-hand side of the saddle point,

(�4,�3)
T (T denotes the transposed).(
�4

�3

)
= T

(
�1

�2

)
. (89)

Using Eqs. (86) and (87) one finds the result

T =
(

ei�4 0

0 ei�3

)(
1/t r/t

r/t 1/t

)(
ei�1 0

0 ei�2

)
. (90)

For completeness, we only mention here, that due to the current conservation, the 2× 2-matrixT must
fulfill the symmetry condition (cf. Section 9)

J= T†JT with J=
(

1 0
0 −1

)
. (91)

It is useful to relate the present description to the microscopic saddle point model introduced above. By
using Eq. (91), and imposing the correct asymptotic behavior from the scattering geometry inFig. 7, one
can write the reflection and transmission amplitudesr andt in terms of a single parameter

r := 1

cosh�
(92)

and by the current conservation relationt =√1− r2,

t = tanh� . (93)

Eq. (90) can be written in terms of the variable�,

T =
(

ei�4 0
0 ei�3

)(
cotanh� cosech�
cosech� cotanh�

)(
ei�1 0
0 ei�2

)
=
(

ei�4 0
0 ei�3

)(
cosh�′ sinh�′
sinh�′ cosh�′

)(
ei�1 0
0 ei�2

)
. (94)

�′ and� being related via

sinh � sinh �′ = 1 . (95)

By comparing with Eq. (84) one finds that the dimensionless parameter� must depend monotonically on
the energy of the equipotential line. It characterizes completely the transmission properties of the saddle
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point. ForE>Ec andE?Ec, �>1(r ≈ 1) and�?1(t ≈ 1), respectively. This is because forE>Ec,
�1 ≈ �2 for almost all�3 and�4, and forE?Ec, �1 ≈ �4. One can determine the energy dependence
of � by comparing with the above microscopic result nearε = 0 whereT (0) = 1/2 := |t |2 = tanh2�c
and expanding for� ≈ �c since the model is only suitable for the region near the saddle point energy,
Ec. One finds (cf. Eq. (85))

�(ε) ≈ �c+ �ε

2
√

2
+ · · · (96)

with the saddle point value�c= ln(1+√2).
The characteristic feature of this model for the transmission through a saddle point is that incident and

transmitted channels are locally separated. The interplay between the saddle point potential and the high
magnetic field introduces a spatial separation of the incoming and outgoing channels. This makes the
model particularly suited for describing the critical localization features in the quantum Hall region.

3.3. Establishing the random network of saddle points

Starting from the smooth random landscape of the potential, the network model could now be defined
from a random system of circular, localized wave functions of the type Eq. (33), equivalent to circular
equilibrium currents. These would correspond to states associated with randomly distributed sites. For
technical convenience, however, it is preferable to assume the circular wave functions to have random
phases and being associated with the sites of a regular lattice. In addition, it is reasonable to assume
that nearest-neighbored wave functions are connected by tunneling contacts described by the above
transfer matricesT (cf. Eq. (90)). This enables the particles to hop from one circular state to another.
A delocalization mechanism for the total wave function is introduced in this way.

The model constructed is the analogue at high magnetic field of a two-dimensional Anderson model
for a disordered system[17,88,89]. The site states of the latter are replaced by the circular currents of
the former, and the hopping amplitudes by the unitary transfer matrices. As in the Anderson model, the
network contains the necessary competing ingredients—localization within the circular current states and
tunneling between them—for describing a localization–delocalization phase transition. In the case of the
Anderson model, there is no phase transition in two dimensions. As we have already seen above, the
present network model must show a singularity in the localization properties which represents a quantum
phase transition point. This will be discussed in more detail in the next section.

But let us first complete the model by providing a more formal description, especially suitable for
numerical work. We consider a two-dimensional rectangular geometry with 2M × 2L current loops on a
square lattice (Fig.8). The structure of the current flow near the nodes described byS′ is rotated by�/2
as compared with that of the nodes described byS (Fig. 8). We have(

�1
�3

)
= S′

(
�2
�4

)
(97)

with the�/2 rotated scattering matrix

S′ =
(

e−i�′1 0
0 ei�′3

)(−t r

r t

)(
ei�′2 0
0 e−i�′4

)
, (98)
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Fig. 8. Left: the network model in the quantum Hall regime:+ and− indicate the hills and valleys of the potential, respectively.
The scattering at the saddle points is characterized byS matrices,S andS′. The arrows indicate the directions of the guiding
center motion. Right: the scattering described byS′ differs from that ofSby�/2 rotation in the incoming and outgoing channels;
L width of the system,M length of the system in the direction of the repeated application of the transfer matrix.

that results in a corresponding transfer matrixT′ relating(�4,�3)
t to (�1,�2)

t ,

T′ =
(

ei�′4 0

0 ei�′3

)(
1/r t/r

t/r 1/r

)(
ei�′1 0

0 ei�′2

)
, (99)

or in terms of�,

T′ =
(

ei�′4 0

0 ei�′3

)(
cosh� sinh�

sinh� cosh�

)(
ei�′1 0

0 ei�′2

)
. (100)

The transfer matrixTML that relates the amplitudes on the left of the sample(�0,1,�0,2, . . . ,�0,2L)
t to

those on the right(�M,1,�M,2, . . . ,�M,2L)
t (L integer) is then defined as follows. We divide the system

along the direction ofM into slices, each containingL of subsequent saddle point scatterers and the
2L corresponding channels (Fig.8). The latter are assumed to have completely random phases. The
amplitudes at the end of the system can then be written in terms of a transfer matrix6

�M,1
�M,2
·
·
·

�M,2L


= TML



�0,1

�0,2

·
·
·

�0,2L


(101)

6 We use here the somewhat unconventional notation thatM andL denote the length and width of the system, respectively.
The reason is that when discussing the numerical scaling in the next section, we prefer to useL for the length scaling instead
of M.
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with the product of the transfer matrices

TML = T(M)T(M−1) · · ·T(2)T(1) , (102)

where

T(k) = V(k)1 V2V(k)3 V4 . (103)

Here the matrixV4 is given by

(V4)i,j =


cosh�′ i = j = n, n= 1, . . . ,2L,

sinh�′
{
i = j + 1= 2n,
i = j − 1= 2n− 1,

n= 1,2, . . . , L,

0 otherwise,

(104)

andV2 by

(V2)i,j =
{

cosh� i = j = n, n= 2,3, . . . ,2L− 1,

sinh�

{
i = j + 1= 2n+ 1,
i = j − 1= 2n,

n= 1,2, . . . , L− 1 .
(105)

Assuming periodic boundary conditions in the transverse direction gives

(V2)1,1= (V2)2L,2L = cosh� ,

(V2)1,2L = (V2)2L,1= sinh� , (106)

while for fixed boundary conditions one has to use

(V2)1,1= (V2)2L,2L = 1 ,

(V2)1,2L = (V2)2L,1= 0 . (107)

All other matrix elements ofV2 are 0.
When propagating from one node to the other, the probability amplitudes gain phase factors. This is

contained in the matrix elements ofV(k)1 andV(k)3 ,

(V(k)l )i,j = �ij ei	(k)i (l = 1,3) . (108)

Since the distance between the nodes is random, we assume that	(k)i are independent and uniformly
distributed between[0,2�). So far, this is the only source of randomness in the model. Note that the
phases� and�′ in Eqs. (90) and (99) can be included in the	’s in Eq. (108).

In this form, the transfer matrix method[17,88,89]has been applied to the model for estimating the
critical behavior of the localization length in the quantum Hall regime[31] to be described in more detail
in the following section.

Attempting some completeness, we mention at this point that some versions of the network, which
essentially reproduce features of the underlying classical percolation problem, and with random saddle
point potential valuesEc have been used to obtain detailed information about the longitudinal conduc-
tivity and several classical percolation properties[32,90–92]. A classical version of the regular network
consisting of coupled metallic wires has been used to calculate the Hall conductance. Quantization in
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integer (positive and negative) units ofe2/h has been predicted consistent with earlier findings for the
pure quantum Hall case without any disorder[93,94]. The model has been also used to study the local-
ization problem in two dimensions in the presence of a random magnetic field[95,96]. As our emphasis
will be on the universal features of the network model in the forthcoming sections, we will not go into
the details of these works.

4. The localization–delocalization transition in the network model

In this section we will explore the localization properties of the original Chalker–Coddington network
introduced in the previous Section 3. As this has been a key issue for establishing the model, this will
be done in some detail. Necessarily, for obtaining quantitative information about the critical behavior,
numerical methods will be used. We attempt to provide a complete overview of the statistical properties
of the energy spectrum and the wave functions near the critical point, as far as it is presently available.

The model has been the subject of numerous numerical studies which are all similar in spirit but different
in the details[32,97–100]. We provide here results obtained recently by the numerical scaling method
[88,89] which have been undertaken in order to improve the treatment of corrections to scaling. For
obtaining reliable and precise results for the critical exponent, the latter has been shown to be decisively
important[83,101]. To our great disappointment, however, as we will show below, up to now it has not
been achieved to remove corrections to scaling to such a degree that the precision of the exponent of the
Chalker–Coddington network model can compete with the results obtained for other models in particular
the random Landau model, seeTable 1!

We will also discuss the critical properties of the wave functions as well as the eigenenergy statistics. Due
to its simplicity, the network model enables us to investigate them in detail, and because of universality,
they are supposed to be generally valid for two-dimensional electron systems in high perpendicular
magnetic fields.

To study the localization–delocalization transition, we investigate the scaling properties of the local-
ization length in a quasi-one-dimensional long strip for which the localization length is calculated by
the transfer matrix method and apply the finite-size scaling method developed earlier for estimating the
asymptotic value in the thermodynamic limit. The value of the critical exponent� in the network model
[31,32,102,103]is consistent with, though considerably less accurate than, earlier results obtained for
several very different models such as the random Landau model with a white noise potential[23,24]and
the random matrix model including spatial correlations of the randomness[19,20]. This supports strongly
that the model of Chalker and Coddington belongs to the same universality class as the models considered
previously, in spite of the intriguingly large corrections to scaling which defy the high accuracy in the
estimate of the critical exponents.

4.1. Numerical scaling at the localization–delocalization transition

To determine the critical behavior quantitatively, we use the numerical finite size scaling approach.
We define a quantityFL which is a function of a set of parametersxi characterizing the system, such as
the Fermi energy, parameters characterizing the disorder, as the variance and the correlation length, the
magnetic field, and the system sizeL [104],

FL = f ({xi}, L) . (109)
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We assume the existence of a scaling law such thatFL can be expressed as

FL = F(�L1/�,	1L
y1,	2L

y2, . . .) , (110)

with � being the relevant scaling variable and	i denoting the irrelevant ones. The latter nevertheless can
cause corrections to scaling as long as the system size is finite. Therefore, in a numerical calculation
they must not be ignored. These variables characterize distances from the critical point,� is the critical
exponent andyi <0 are the exponents of the irrelevant scales. Eventually, in the limit of infinite system
size, only the relevant scaling variable survives, and Eq. (110) becomes

fL = F1

(
L

�

)
, (111)

with � ∼ �−�. The quantity� as a function of some control parameter, sayx, can be expanded near the
critical pointxc

�= �1(x − xc)+ �2(x − xc)
2+ · · · . (112)

Which quantity should be used as the scaling variableFL? It should be a quantity that shows a singularity in
the limit of infinite system size as one crosses the localization–delocalization critical point. Furthermore, it
should be a quantity to be determined numerically easily, precisely and effectively. There are several such
quantities, such as for instance the level spacing distribution[105] or the conductance (see below). Here,
we consider the renormalized localization length in thefinite system (MacKinnon–Kramer variable),�,
introduced previously[88] which we will now define.

Consider a very long strip of widthL. This is a quasi-one-dimensional system and all the states are
expected to be localized. The localization length�(L; x1, x2, . . .) is a function of the width of the strip,
L. Now let us define

�(L; x1, x2, . . .)= �(L; x1, x2, . . .)

L
. (113)

If the system parameters are such that�(L → ∞; x1, x2, . . .) remains finite, the system is in the lo-
calized regime and�(L → ∞; x1, x2, . . .) → 0. The localization length is then given by� = �(L →
∞; x1, x2, . . .). On the other hand, if�(L → ∞; x1, x2, . . .) increases faster than∝ L, the system is
in the delocalized state, and�(L → ∞; x1, x2, . . .), the correlation length in the metallic regime, cor-
responds to the inverse of the dc-conductivity[88,89]. The critical point is defined by the condition
�(L→∞; x1c, x2c, . . .)= const= �c (critical MacKinnon–Kramer variable).

The most efficient way to calculate�(L) is the transfer matrix method[17]. We define the product of
the transfer matrices Eq. (102) and consider the limit

�= lim
M→∞(T

M
L TM†

L )1/2M . (114)

The theorem by Oseledec[106–109]guarantees that� has always positive eigenvalues, which are denoted
as exp(±�i) where�i(>0) can be interpreted as the exponential change of the wave function for a single
slice. The smallest value of�i is the inverse of the quasi-one-dimensional localization length[17],

1

�(L)
=min{�i} . (115)
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This definition can be shown to be equivalent to the one in terms of the exponential decay of the Green
function which could also be used to study�(L) [110]. If one is interested only in the localization length
the transfer matrix method has been shown to be superior.

4.2. Numerical results near the quantum critical point

The two-dimensional electron systems in high magnetic fields are characterized by many control
parameters such as Fermi energy, magnetic fields as well as parameters describing the properties of
randomness. In the Chalker–Coddington model, however, all the informations are contained in a single
parameter, the transmission at the saddle point. In the actual simulation, it is convenient to use as control
parameter

x =− ln sinh � , (116)

With this choice ofx, we obtain from Eq. (92)

t = 1√
e2x + 1

, r = 1√
e−2x + 1

. (117)

Due to the particle–hole symmetry (r ↔ t) the localization length is an even function ofx. Comparing
Eqs. (84) and (117) we note thatx can be interpreted as the energy measured from the center of the
Landau band.

In the actual simulation, we need to simulate not too small systems so that only a single relevant scaling
variable and at most one irrelevant variable are sufficient for fitting the data. In this case, the scaling form
Eq. (110) reads

�(L)= F(�L1/�,	Ly) , (118)

where� is related tox via Eq. (112). We consider in the calculation the regionx>1 so that� ∼ x and
	= const.

As noted above, due to particle–hole symmetry� is an even analytic function ofx as long asL is finite.
By assumingxL1/� to be sufficiently small in order to truncate the expansion after the second order,
Eq. (118) can be expressed as

�(L)= �c+ a1(xL
1/�)2+ a2(xL

1/�)4+ b0L
y + c0L2y + · · · , (119)

Previously, this non-linear fitting scheme has been working perfectly well for the three-dimensional
Anderson transition[101,111–113]as well as in the case of two-dimensional systems with strong
spin–orbit coupling[114,115].

High precision data are required for a precise determination of the exponent. As seen inFig. 9, for
such data the corrections to scaling are not negligible[102]. Unfortunately, a stable fit that takes into
account these corrections has not yet been found[116,117]. As a result, there has not been any significant
improvement of the precision of the estimate of� over the original estimate of�= 2.5± 0.5 by Chalker
and Coddington[31].

Fluctuations of the transmission properties of the saddle points cause another type of randomness in
addition to the phase randomness assigned to the wave function when traveling from one node to another.
These fluctuations are equivalent to randomness in the mass of the Dirac Hamiltonian to be described later
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in Section 7. It has been numerically demonstrated that this effect gives larger—but irrelevant—corrections
to scaling[102].

4.3. The critical properties of the wave functions

Exactly at the critical pointt = r = 1/
√

2 (x = − ln sinh � = 0), the wave function is delocalized.
It is now well established that due to the divergence of the length scale, the wave function at the critical
point shows multi-fractal behavior[118–120]. This self-similar structure is in principle reflected in an
anomalous temperature behavior of the diffusion constant, the energy level statistics, the conductance
distribution, and many other properties.

Since the Chalker–Coddington model is characterized by the scattering matrices at saddle points rather
than by the Hamiltonian, the wave function must be determined from the scattering matrices. Let the
amplitude on the linkl be�l . As explained above, the stationary states of the model must satisfy[121,122]

�m = tmk�k + tml�l , (120)

wheretmk andtml relate the amplitudes�k and�l to �m (Fig. 10). This can be rewritten as

U(E)
=
 , (121)

with U(E)el = tml(E)em + tnl(E)en, ei being the unit vector with theith component unity,|tmk|2= T =
1− |tml|2 := 1/2 at the critical point, and
 the vector with the components�m. Again, we assume for
simplicity that randomness enters only via the phases of the amplitudes.

Eq. (121) has non-zero scattering solutions only for certain discrete energiesE�, which determine
the eigenstates and eigenenergies of the system[123]. Solving Eq. (121), however, is in general very
complicated for a disordered system. We will derive an alternative method by establishing equivalent
Hamiltonians later in Section 7.
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Fig. 10. The stationary wave function relation characterized by the scattering matrix amplitudes. Incoming waves and outgoing
waves are�l ,�k and�m,�n, respectively.

For the moment, we proceed by calculating instead the return probability[124] from the equation
of motion determined by Eq. (121). We start by introducing the timet0 during which the incident wave
packet passes the scatterer and measure timet in units oft0. We can then define the time evolution operator

U(t)= Ut (E) , (122)

wheret is an integer.
The probabilityP(t) of return within the period of timet is determined by the probability density of

the wave packet at timet near a given scatterer, say located at the origin, which was previously located
there att = 0. This is defined by

P(t)= |〈0|U(t)|0〉|2 . (123)

The return probability is related to the fractal dimensionD(2) defined by the second moment of the
probability density, the inverse participation numberp2(L)

p2(L) := 〈|
(r)|4〉 ∝ 1

L2+D(2) (124)

with 〈. . .〉 denoting a configurational average. If we integratep2(L) over the two-dimensional system
and then take the inverse, we haveLD(2) and we can interpret this quantity as the portion of space where
the wave function amplitude is significant.

Let the wave packet spread to the radiusr(t) after time t, the number of sites occupied becomes
∼ r(t)D(2). On the other hand, the conductivity at the quantum Hall transition is finite, and from the
Einstein relation

�= e2�D (125)

(� the density of states per volume andD the diffusion constant), we see thatD is finite, hencer(t) ∼ t1/2.
One then finds[125–129]

P(t) ∝ t−D(2)/2 . (126)



246 B. Kramer et al. / Physics Reports 417 (2005) 211–342

In general dimension the diffusion radiusr is proportional tot1/d [130], hence

P(t) ∝ t−D(2)/d . (127)

For the spatial dimensiond = 2, we can estimateD(2)= 1.52± 0.06 from numerical simulations[124].
This is in agreement with the results in the continuum model[118,131]as well as in the tight-binding
model[126].

A similar idea has been developed to calculate the local density of states[132] from which one can
calculate the multi-fractal exponentsD(q) that are defined by the higher moments of the density,

pq(L) := 〈|
(r)|2q〉 ∝ 1

L2+(q−1)D(q)
∝ 1

L2+�(q)
. (128)

The moments of the density characterize the degree of localization of the wave function. For plane waves,
pq(L) ∝ L−2q → 0 in the thermodynamic limit. For localized statespq(L) ∝ L−2q

0 → const. 	= 0.
Generally, the fractal dimensionalitiesD(q) depend onqand�(q) is non-linear inq. This is the celebrated
multi-fractal behavior[133]. It means that the complex structure of wave function at the critical point can
not be described by single dimensionD(2) but infinite number of generalized dimensions are required
to characterize it.

A convenient quantity to summarize the behavior of the multi-fractal exponents is to introduce a
Legendre transformation on�(q) by defining[134–136]

�= d�(q)

dq
(129)

and thef (�)-spectrum

f (�)= �q − �(q) . (130)

The physical meaning of the quantityf (�) can be understood by relating it to the probability distribution of
the random amplitudes of
,P
(|
|2). Starting point is the identity between the latter and the distribution,
P�(�), of the random variable

� := − ln |
|2
lnL

, (131)

P�(�)d�= P
(|
|2)d|
|2 . (132)

The inverse participation numbers are obtained in terms of these distributions

pq(L)=
∫

d|
|2|
|2qP
(|
|2)=
∫

d�e−�q ln LP�(�) . (133)

In order to obtain the correct dependence ofpq(L) on the system size the distribution of� must be of
the form

P�(�) ∝ e[f (�)−2] ln L . (134)

For very largeL, the average in Eq. (133) is dominated by the maximum off (�) at �0. Thus,�0 is the
exponent of the system size dependence of thetypicalvalue of the probability,

(|
|2)typ(L) := e〈ln(|
|2)〉 ∝ 1

L�0
. (135)
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Fig. 11. Thef (�)-spectrum at the quantum Hall transition determined numerically (full line) and the result of an analytical
conjecture (dashed line) with�0 = 2.262. Inset: spectra of typical eigenfunctions for different system sizesL and extrapolated
with L→∞ (from Ref.[137]).

Fig. 11shows some numerical results forf (�) together with the result obtained from the Dirac model
with random vector potential ([120], see Section 7.3 below) which is exactly parabolic

f (�)= 2− (�− �0)
2

4(�0− 2)
(136)

with �0=2+�A/� where�A is the variance of the random vector potential which is in that case equivalent
to the random phases associated with the links of the network.

Again, this is in agreement with the diagonalization analysis[131]. Together with the analytical results
from the Dirac model, which will be described below, this provides strong evidence for the overall conjec-
ture that the Integer Quantum Hall Effect is a quantum critical phenomenon. A graphical representation
of a multi-fractal wave function at the critical point is shown inFig. 12.

The fractal dimensionality of the wave function can be related to the MacKinnon–Kramer parameter
�c by assuming conformal invariance[31,139–142]. The quantity�0, is related to�c by (see Section 5.3
for more details)

�0= 2+ 1

��c
, (137)

which is in excellent agreement with the numerical results[102,137,142,143].

4.4. Energy level statistics near the critical point

Random matrix theory is a very powerful tool to characterize the properties of complex systems
[144,145]. It can also be applied to the localization–delocalization transition. In the metallic regime,
the overlap of the wave functions is strong, which results in strong level repulsion. In the limit of large
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Fig. 12. Squared amplitude of a critical wave function in a Chalker–Coddington network of 256× 256 saddle points. Darker
areas denote lower square amplitude. No characteristic lengths scale can be identified (figure taken from[138]).

system size, the energy level spacings (in units of the mean level spacing) is given approximately by the
distribution function

P(s) ∝ s�e−A(�)s2 . (138)

This is often denoted as the Wigner surmise. The value of the parameter� (=1,2,4) is determined by
the symmetry of the system. The value of the constantA depends on�. When the system has both time
reversal and spin rotation symmetry,�=1. This is called theorthogonalsymmetry class. If the system has
only time reversal symmetry but spin rotational symmetry is broken by spin–orbit interaction,�=4. This
characterizes thesymplecticclass where level repulsion is strongest. If�= 2, time reversal symmetry is
broken, irrespectively of whether or not spin rotational symmetry is present. This is theunitarysymmetry
class. Symmetries classes are indeed very important ingredients for characterizing the universal properties
of a quantum phase transitions. We will discuss this in more detail later in Section 9.

On the other hand, when the states are localized, the correlations between eigenenergies vanish in
the limit of large system size. Then, the level spacing distributionP(s) is Poissonian,P(s) = exp(−s).
When the system size is finite, the correlations between energy values are still present and the spacing
distribution deviates from the Poissonian. The deviation from the limit of infinite system size can be
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Fig. 13. Scheme of the quasi-energies�� as a function ofE. The condition�� = 0 gives the eigenenergies,E�.

described by using a single parameter scaling assumption Eq. (111)[30,146–148,105]

P(s)= f
(
s,
L

�

)
, (139)

where� is the localization length. For the ordinary metal–insulator transition, the above equation has two
branches corresponding to metallic and insulating phases. In the Chalker–Coddington model, we do not
have a true metallic phase. Therefore, we expect to find only a single branch.

Exactly at the critical point,� diverges andP(s) becomes size independent. It is neither a Poissonian
nor it corresponds to the Wigner surmise, but has both characteristics. It grows ass� for s>1 as in the
case of the Wigner surmise and it decays according to exp(−As) for s?1 like the Poisson distribution
[105,149,150](Fig. 13).

We now want to obtain the energy level statistics from Eq. (121). To achieve this, we need a method
to extract information about energy eigenvalues from the transfer matrix approach. This requires the
construction of an equivalent Hamiltonian which we will do below in great detail. For the present purposes
it is sufficient to consider the following.

First we note that the eigenvalue equation of the unitary operatorU(E) is

U(E)
� = ei��
� . (140)

The eigenenergiesE�’s that correspond to the stationary states are obtained from the condition
exp[i��(E�)] = 1.

The statistics of the energy levels obtained from the condition�(E) = 0 is the same as that of levels
obtained by� = �, since the latter correspond to the solution forU ′(E) = e−i�U(E) which belongs
to the same universality class. This together with the level repulsion leads to the conjecture that��(0)
obey the same statistics asE� [151]. The quantities��(0) are often called quasi-energies. This assumption
greatly simplifies the numerical calculation. The results, for example the form ofP(s) at the critical point,
agree in fact very well with those obtained for the continuum model[152]. Due to the simplicity of the
network model and the possibility of using the quasi-energy concept, the level statistics can be investigated
in detail.
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Another important quantity to characterize a random sequence of energy levels is the so-called number
variance defined by[144]

�2(N)= 〈(n−N)2〉 = 〈n2〉 −N2 , (141)

wheren is the number of levels in a randomly chosen intervalN� (� average level spacing),〈· · ·〉 denotes
the configurational average, andN = 〈n〉. In the insulating region,�2(N)=N . In the metallic region, it
increases only logarithmically�2(N) ∼ ln N due to the level repulsion that makes the spectrum rigid.
At the metal–insulator transition,

lim
N→∞

�2(N)

N
= � , (142)

with 0< �<1 [147].
The value�= 1 implies that the system is an insulator with no level repulsion, and�= 0 is equivalent

to metallic behavior with maximal level repulsion. The fact that 0< � means that the level repulsion is
weakened as compared to the metallic limit. This is due to the fact that the wave function has a very
sparse multi-fractal structure. Thus,� reflects the multi-fractal behavior of the wave functions. In fact,
the quantity� and the fractal dimensionD(2) are related via[153]

�= d −D(2)
2d

. (143)

InsertingD(2)= 1.52± 0.06 andd = 2 yields�= 0.120± 0.005. Klesse and Metzler have estimated�
from the quasi-energies,�=0.124±0.006, in agreement with Eq. (143)[151]. This agreement, however,
is not exact since Eq. (143) holds only approximately as has been discussed in Refs.[154,155].

5. Linear electrical transport at zero-temperature

The linear electrical conductance of a quantum system at zero temperature is related to quantum
mechanical transmission via the Landauer formula[156,157]. Thus, the network model is perfectly
designed to provide quantitative information about the linear conductance. If the model describes the
physics near the critical point, one can expect also that it is especially suitable for the critical conductance.
The study of the linear conductance tells us the importance of the conductance distribution instead of
the averaged conductance, which converges to a form independent of the system size. The qualitative
behavior of the conductance distribution is expected to be valid even in different situations such as
4-terminal conductance measurement.

In this section we want to discuss the quantum conductance and its distribution function at the critical
point at absolute zero of the temperature. For the conductance, we use a slightly modified random network
model (Fig.14and[158]).

5.1. The transfer matrix and the conductance

The general wave function on the left-hand side of the system is a superposition of the incident and
reflected amplitudes,{�L

i,i} and {�L
o,i}, respectively. These are related to those on the right-hand side,
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Fig. 14. The network model as modified for calculating the two terminal conductance. The amplitudes�L
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represent the incoming and the outgoing currents on the left-hand side, respectively,�R
i,i and�R

o,i (i = 1, . . . , L) represent the
amplitudes on the right-hand side of the sample.

{�R
i,i} and{�R

o,i}, via the transfer matrix of the system of the lengthsM and the widthL, TML ,

�R
o,1

�R
i,1

...

�R
o,L

�R
i,L


= TML



�L
i,1

�L
o,1

...

�L
i,L

�L
o,L


. (144)

By introducing an operatorU which changes the order of the components,

�L
i,1

�L
o,1

...

...

�L
i,L

�L
o,L


= U



�L
i,1

...

�L
i,L

�L
o,1

...

�L
o,L


,



�R
o,1

�R
i,1

...

...

�R
o,L

�R
i,L


= U



�R
o,1

...

�R
o,L

�R
i,1

...

�R
i,L


, (145)
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one can write(
�R

o

�R
i

)
= U†TU

(
�L

i

�L
o

)
, (146)

where �io(i = R,L) denotes the vector of amplitudes(�io,1,�
i
o,2, . . . ,�

i
o,L)

T and �ii (i = R,L) is

(�ii,1,�
i
i,2, . . . ,�

i
i,L)

T (T denotes the transposed vector).
The linear zero-temperature conductanceG is given by the quantum transmission probability through

the system[156,157,159].

G= e
2

h
Tr tt † . (147)

Thus, a relation between the transfer matrix and the transmission matrixtij (i, j = 1 . . . L) is required.
In the following paragraph this relation will be established by writing the wave function on the left- and
right-hand sides of the scatterer in terms ofL×L transmission and reflection matricest andr [160,161].

When a flux of probability amplitude is injected into theith scattering channels from the left and from
the right, represented by�L

i,i and�R
i,i , respectively, the total scattering wave function in theith channels

is a superposition of the incident wave and the reflected and transmitted waves from all of the channels.
This is described by the scattering matrixS(

�L
o

�R
o

)
= S

(
�L

i

�R
i

)
(148)

with

S=
(

r t ′

t r ′

)
. (149)

By solving Eq. (148) for�R
o and�R

i and inserting into Eq. (146) one obtains straightforwardly

T̃ = U†TU =
(

t − r ′t ′−1r r ′t ′−1

−t ′−1r t ′−1

)
:=
(

T̃11 T̃12

T̃21 T̃22

)
. (150)

In order to determine the(L× L)-matrix t ′ that one can use equivalently for the conductance instead of
t , it is sufficient to generatẽT12 andT̃22 by multiplying T̃ to the 2L × L matrix which consists of the
zero-matrix0L in the upper half and the unit matrix1L in the lower part,(

T̃12

T̃22

)
= T̃

(
0L
1L

)
. (151)

Multiplying iterativelyT(k) (k= 0,1,2,3, . . . ,M) is numerically unstable. Thus, after eachmsteps one
must perform aQRdecomposition,

T(i×m+m)T(i×m+m−1) · · ·T(i×m+1)Vi = Vi+1�i , (152)
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Fig. 15. Conductance distribution at the critical point. The number of incoming links is 128. The geometrical shape of the system
is a square. Left: for periodic boundary conditions; right: for fixed boundary conditions. See also[158].

whereVi are(2L × L) orthonormalized matrices and�i are(L × L) upper triangular matrices. This
eventually yields(

T̃12

T̃22

)
=
(

A
B

)
�k · · ·�2�1 , (153)

with matrices�i generated during the iteration and(L×L)-matricesA andB the upper and lower blocks
of VM/m.

Using this result, one finds for the transmission and reflection matrices from Eq. (150). Details and
generalization can be found in[162].

t ′ = (�1)−1(�2)−1 · · · (�k)−1B−1, r ′ = AB−1 . (154)

5.2. The critical conductance and its statistics

The conductanceG is a strongly fluctuating quantity with a broad distribution function. Therefore, not
the conductance but its distribution functionP(G) has to be considered.

In the metallic regime, the conductance is described by a normal distribution with its variance inde-
pendent of the details of the system as well as of the system size. This is known as the phenomenon of
reproducible universal conductance fluctuations (UCF[163,164]). In the insulating regime, the distribu-
tion function has a log-normal shape, reflecting the exponential localization of wave functions. At the
critical point of the localization–delocalization transition not only the variance but the whole distribu-
tion function becomes size independent. This reflects again the scale invariance of the quantum critical
point[111,165,166,110,167,168]. Remarkably, however, the critical distribution depends on the boundary
conditions[112].

In the case of the quantum Hall transition, all the states except those at the band center are localized,
so that the conductance distribution is log-normal. As expected, at the band center the conductance
distribution function becomes size independent. However, it has the peculiar form shown inFig. 15. It
neither is consistent with the log-normal distribution expected in the localized regime nor reproduces the
non-universal behavior of the moments predicted for the metallic region[169]. It also depends strongly
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on the boundary conditions. This is consistent with earlier results obtained for the level statistics at the
Anderson transition[170,171].

From the distribution, one can calculate a configurationally averaged conductance〈G〉 and its mo-
ments[172]. We consider here as an example only the two terminal conductance for periodic boundary
conditions. We expect, in addition to corrections to scaling, effects of the contacts[173] and of the
boundary conditions[112]. Both of them can be expected to give rise to contributions proportional to
L−1. Therefore, we attempted to fit the average conductance to the scaling Ansatz

〈G〉 =Gc + aLy + b

L
. (155)

This fit yields the bulk (L→∞) conductance

Gc = (0.570± 0.02)
e2

h
, y =−0.56± 0.05 . (156)

The form of the distribution of the critical conductance is similar to that obtained from simulating
the conductance of the tight-binding model in magnetic fields[174]. However, there are quantitative
discrepancies. For example, the two terminal conductance in units ofe2/h is 0.506 for the tight-binding
model[169], but 0.57 for the Chalker–Coddington model. This might be due to the inter-band coupling
present in the tight-binding model.

In Fig. 16, we observe a continuous increase ofP(G) from 0 nearG= 0, and a kink nearG= e2/h.
The kink is expected in one dimension[175,176], in the two-dimensional symplectic ensemble[167,177]
and in three-dimensional disordered systems[168]. It is related to the fact that for one transport channel,
one can achieve at best unit transmission. Fluctuations of the conductance to values larger thane2/h are
related to the contributions from the exponentially smaller contributions of the other transport channels.

For better understanding the kinks in the distribution functions, the transmission eigenvalues{�i}
obtained by diagonalizingtt † have been analyzed in more detail[172]. It has been found that for the
quantum Hall transition the critical conductance distribution is well approximated by taking into account
only the largest transmission eigenvalue as demonstrated inFig. 17. This result suggests that the knowledge
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Fig. 17. The distribution of the critical conductance (×) compared with the distribution of the largest transmission eigenvalue
�max(+) at the critical point (after[172]).

of the distribution of�max would enable us to approximately predict the transport coefficients at the
quantum Hall transition.

In order to further investigateP(�max), we transform to a new variable�min according to

�max= 2

cosh�min + 1
. (157)

It has been suggested in[178] that�2
min is Poissonian distributed,

P(�2
min)= �N�e−�N��2

min (158)

or equivalently,

P(�min)= 2�N��mine−�N��2
min . (159)

In Fig. 18, we showPc(�min) and fitted the data to Eq. (159) by assuming�N�= 0.233.
From the very good agreement betweenP(�min) and the Slevin–Nagao form[178] one might conclude

that the distribution of{�i} is given by

P(�1, �2, . . . , �N)= C
∏
i

e−��
∑
i�

2
i

∏
i<j

|�2
i − �2

j |2 , (160)

which defines the Laguerre ensemble[178,179]. However, the distribution of second and higher values,
i.e.�i (i=2,3, . . .) as calculated from the Laguerre ensemble[180] deviate from the result of the present
numerical simulation. This is not unexpected since the Laguerre ensemble has been proposed to be a
good approximation for the statistics of the metallic diffusive regime. At the quantum Hall transition, the
so-called eigenvalue “interaction” term may be modified,

P(�1, �2, . . . , �N)= C
∏
i

e−��
∑
i�

2
i

∏
i<j

f (|�2
i − �2

j |) . (161)
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This form leads to the same distribution for�min but different distributions for higher�i (i = 2,3, . . .)
[172].

Before concluding this section, we mention that the energy correlation function of the two terminal
conductance has been analyzed in detail by Jovanovic and Wang[103].

5.3. Conformal invariance at the critical point

We have presented above strong numerical evidence for the scale invariance of the wave functions,
energy level statistics and the conductance distribution at the critical point. Under a scale transformation,
the length scale is rescaled globally by some factorb such that the coordinates of a given point transform
according to

r′ = b−1r . (162)

Scale invariance at a critical point means that correlation functions of scaling variables	j (r)
(j =1,2,3 . . .) are invariant under such a transformation which generally can include also a rotation and
a translation

〈	1(r1)	2(r2) . . .〉 =
∏
j

b−hj 〈	1(r
′
1)	2(r

′
2) . . .〉 . (163)

The exponentshj are called scaling dimensions.
In analogy to classical phase transitions, one can expect not only that global scale invariance holds

but also that the more general concept of conformal invariance[139,104]applies to the quantum Hall
transition[181,31]. Generally, a conformal transformation corresponds tolocal translations, rotations and
dilatations of the coordinates which preserve angles.

In order to explain this in more detail, we consider the above general correlation function in two
dimensions,〈	1(z1, z

∗
1)	2(z2, z

∗
2) · · ·〉, with the scaling variables	j (j = 1,2,3 . . .) and the spatial
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variables represented aszj = xj + iyj and its complex conjugatez∗j . Now let us consider an arbitrary
analytic mapping

z′ = w(z) . (164)

Locally, close to some pointz0, which is equivalent to the infinitesimal map

z′ − z′0= w′(z0)(z− z0) , (165)

with w′(z0) = dw(z0)/dz0. Comparing with Eq. (162) one notes that the global scale factorb−1 of the
scaling transformation corresponds tow′(z0).

In analogy to Eq. (163), conformal invariance of the correlation functions can be defined by

〈	1(z1, z
∗
1)	2(z2, z

∗
2) . . .〉

=
∏
i

w′(zi)hi (w′(zi)∗)h
′
i 〈	1(z

′
1, z

′
1
∗
)	2(z

′
2, z

′
2
∗
) . . .〉 . (166)

The exponentshi andh′i are real-valued conformal scaling dimensions[104].
In order to show how powerful the concept of conformal invariance is for extracting properties of

the correlation functions we consider the two-point correlation function of only one scaling variable.
Conformal invariance requires

〈	(z1, z∗1)	(z2, z∗2)〉 = |w′(z1)|�|w′(z2)∗|�〈	(z′1, z′1∗)	(z′2, z′2∗)〉 . (167)

It is a straightforward exercise to show that this implies a power-law decay of the correlation function
[104],

〈	(z1, z∗1)	(z2, z∗2)〉 ∼ |z1− z2|−2� . (168)

As a second example, we consider the mapping between the infinite two-dimensional plane and the
surface of cylinder with circumferenceL,

z′ = L

2�
ln z . (169)

This is motivated by our above numerical studies in which we have used systems of finite widthL and
lengthM →∞. It is easy to get convinced that variation ofx, y in the complete two-dimensional plane
implies−∞<x′<∞and 0<y′<L. This corresponds to an infinitely long strip of widthL with periodic
boundary conditions in the direction ofL which is equivalent to a cylinder. The correlation function on
the cylinder reads

〈	(z′1, z′1∗)	(z′2, z′2∗)〉
∼ (2�/L)2�

{2 cosh[2�(x′1− x′2)/L] − 2 cos[2�(y′1− y′2)/L]}�
. (170)

Therefore, the quasi-one-dimensional exponential decay length�cyl and� are related via

�cyl = L

2��
. (171)
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Fig. 19. Average half-integer moments〈T n+1/2〉 of the two-point contact conductance of the Chalker–Coddington model at the
critical point as a function ofn. Data sets (top to bottom) correspond to distances 5,10,15,20 (in units of the lattice constant) in a
cylinder geometry with total lengthM =100 and circumferenceL=10. Solid lines are analytical results obtained by conformal
invariance. For best fit an exponentXt = 0.54± 0.01 was found. Inset: schematic view for the model. Two links,l andm, are
cut and connected to reservoirsl andm (after[183]).

If we assume	(z) to be the typical density of states defined via the square amplitude of the wave function,

�typ= (|
|
2)typ

�E
, (172)

where�E ∼ L−2 is the mean level spacing, we obtain from Eq. (135)

�= �0− 2 . (173)

The transfer matrix estimates the exponential decay length by averaging log|�(0)�(z)|. Therefore, it is
the typical amplitude of the wave function which is related to the decay length. Combining Eqs. (171)
and (135)

�cyl = L

2�(�0− 2)
, (174)

which is the same as Eq. (137) since�c=2�cyl/L. This example illustrates how powerful the requirement
of the conformal invariance is. Therefore, whether or not this symmetry holds for a phase transition is
very important and can provide useful information about the properties near the critical point.

An important transport coefficient which can be used to clarify whether or not the conformal invariance
applies is the point-contact conductance[182,183]. Consider a network with two linksl andm cut from
the interior, and connected to two reservoirs (Fig.19). Then we can define a 2× 2 S matrix

S=
(
Sll Slm
Sml Smm

)
(175)

and the point-contact conductance is given by (in units ofe2/h) T = |Slm|2. The S matrix is calcul-
ated by

Sij = 〈i|(1− UPlPm)−1U|j〉 (i, j = l, m) , (176)
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whereU is the time evolution operator introduced by Eq. (121) andPl = 1− |l〉〈l| andPm= 1− |m〉〈m|
the projection operators which describe the nature of reservoirs (Fig.19).

The point-contact conductanceT is related to the wave function intensity atl andm, |
l|2 and|
m|2
via [183]

2��(E)〈|
m|2f (|
m|2/|
l|2)〉 = 〈F(T )〉 , (177)

where

F(T ) :=
∫ 2�

0

d	

2�
f (T −1|1− ei	

√
1− T |2) , (178)

Here�(E) is the density of states and〈· · ·〉means the average over randomness. Assumingf (x)=− ln x,
we have

〈ln T 〉 = 2��(E)〈|
m|2 ln(|
l|2/|
m|2)〉 . (179)

Thus one can evaluate the typical conductanceT typ = exp(〈ln T 〉) very efficiently using only the infor-
mation of the wave functions in an isolated system.

At the critical point, in the infinite two-dimensional planeT typ is expected to decay as

T typ ∼ r−Xt , (180)

wherer is the distance between the linksl andmandXt a critical exponent related to�(q) (cf. Eq. (128))
via �′(0)− �′(1) [184].

From Eqs. (171) and (180), the decay of the typical conductance on a long cylinder surface becomes
[183]

T
typ
cyl (x)=

∣∣∣∣ L2�
sinh

(�x

L

)∣∣∣∣−Xt

, (181)

wherex is the distance between the linksl andm along the cylinder axis.
Numerical results for the moments ofT (x), 〈T (x)n+1/2〉 (Fig. 19) and the typical conductance

T
typ
cyl (x) (Fig. 20) coincide with the behavior expected from the conformal invariance[182,183]. This

strongly supports the conjecture that the wave function at the quantum Hall transition is conformally
invariant[181].

6. The renormalization group approach

In this section, we discuss the application of the real-space renormalization group approach that is
widely used in classical percolation and spin systems[104,62]to the random network model. A closed
set of renormalization group equations is derived which describes the universal distribution of the con-
ductance. The numerical solution is used to estimate the critical exponent of the localization length and
the behavior of the moments of the distribution function[33,185–187]. Amazingly enough, by adopting
a slightly different point of view, eventually one can interpret the approach as providing an additional,
independent precision determination of the critical exponent. The agreement of this critical exponent
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Fig. 20. Logarithm of the typical two-point conductance〈ln T 〉 of the Chalker–Coddington network model at the critical point
as a function of the logarithm of the distance ln|x| for system widthsL = 3,4,6,9,14,20,30 (bottom to top). Solid lines:
analytical result obtained using conformal invariance, Eq. (181). Inset: rescaled curves〈ln T 〉 + Xt lnL versus ln|x/L| with
Xt = 0.57 (after[183]).

with the earlier results obtained for completely different models confirms that the quantum Hall phase
transition is indeed a universal critical phenomenon.

The general idea is that near the quantum critical point all microscopic details of the system eventually
must become irrelevant since the correlation length diverges with a universal exponent which, however,
still can depend on the fundamental global symmetries. In order to detect such universal behavior one
must perform a well-controlled thermodynamic limit. An example how to do this in a controlled way has
been given above when applying the transfer matrix method and using the numerical scaling method.
This procedure is basically exact and suffers only from technical numerical errors, but it does in general
not provide analytical insight.

In classical phase transition theory, the renormalization group transformation is a well-established
procedure to approach the critical point. Generally, this method consists of a sequence of unitary and
subsequent scale transformations. The former are used to diagonalize relatively small systems. The latter
scale the system back to the original length scale. From the behavior of the coupling parameters under
this repeatedly applied transformation conclusions can be drawn on the critical behavior. In principle,
this method would also be exact, apart from the fact that in each renormalization step couplings to states
that are energetically far away from the critical point are neglected. While this seems not to be crucial
for showing the very existence of a critical point, one needs quite substantial numerical efforts in order
to correctly obtain the critical behavior quantitatively.

There are many alternative possibilities for constructing the renormalization group transformation
which are all similar in spirit but may be different in the details. We will discuss here two of them. The
random network model of Chalker and Coddington is an example in which the renormalization group
transformation can most advantageously be used.

6.1. An illustrative example: the tile lattice

A particularly instructive example which resembles the procedure invented originally by Migdal and
Kadanoff is shown inFig. 22 [186]. For a better understanding of this procedure, we first introduce different
graphical representations of the scattering matrices of the saddle points which are more convenient for
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Fig. 21. Representations of saddle point scattering. The scattering matricesSandS′ relate outgoing with incoming flux amplitudes
(top). The same information can be expressed by transfer matrices that relate top and bottom amplitudes (left) and left and right
amplitudes (right).

the present purpose (Fig.21). The original scattering matricesS andS′ relate outgoing and incoming
amplitudes,�out, �

′
out and�in, �

′
in, respectively. This is represented as in the top part ofFig. 21. Rewriting

the equations such that the amplitudes on the right-hand side of the saddle point are obtained as functions
of the amplitudes on the left,�

′
in, �

′
out and�in, �out, respectively, one obtains the usual transfer matrix

representation which we have used so far (Fig.21, right). The saddle point vertex is now represented
by a horizontal dashed line. ForS, the corresponding representation is shown in the left part ofFig. 21.
With this, the original random network ofFig. 8can be graphically represented as shown inFig. 22a. For
simplicity, the system is assumed to consist of independent saddle points with randomly varying saddle
point energies. The phases associated with the links between them are assumed to be completely random
and independent.

Starting from this a renormalization group transformation may be constructed by removing every other
saddle point line in a each row and column, and replacing the remaining single saddle point lines by
two. Thereby, one reaches the situation shown inFig. 22b. One observes that every other closed loop of
amplitudes now is completely disconnected from the rest of the system and can be removed. On the other
hand, each of the remaining saddle points is replaced by two saddle points in series. By combining these
to new scattering centers as indicated inFig. 22c one arrives at exactly the same lattice structure as in
Fig. 22a but with renormalized saddle point scattering centers (Fig.22d).

By iteratively applying this procedure, more and more of the network is incorporated into the scattering
properties of the scattering centers until eventually one of the latter in corporates the whole system. If the
energy is lower than the saddle point energyE∗, the transmission probability will eventually renormalize
exponentially to zero. The system becomes completely localized since the closed loops labeled with



262 B. Kramer et al. / Physics Reports 417 (2005) 211–342

(a) (b)

A

B

ψ
in

ψ out

′outψ in
′ψ

(c) (d)

Fig. 22. Illustration of the renormalization procedure on a tile lattice. (a) Lattice of original saddle points. (b) Second-generation
saddle point lattice where every other saddle point in the rows and columns are removed and the remaining saddle points are
doubled. Isolated rings of amplitudes can be removed. (c) By renormalizing the saddle point as indicated one arrives (d) at a
lattice that, apart from a scale transformation, is structurally identical to the original one (after[186]).

E<E∗ (Fig.23) will be completely disconnected. If on the other hand the energy is higher than the saddle
point energy, the transmission probability will renormalize to one. The states are again localized since
now the loops labeled withE>E∗ in Fig. 23become disconnected. Thus, the transmission probability
has two stable fixed pointsT = 0 and 1) which correspond to the localized phases. The transmission
probability becomes independent of the “size” of the scatterer exactly at the critical pointE∗. Here, we
have anunstablenon-trivial fixed pointT ∗ 	= 0. Even an infinitesimally small deviation of the energy
from the critical point localizes the system completely.

For the tile lattice, the calculation of the scattering properties of a new scattering center by combining
two original ones is an easy but nevertheless instructive exercise. The transmission matrix of the new
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E < E*

E > E*

Fig. 23. Illustration of localization in the renormalized network for energies below the critical point,E<E∗, where the trans-
mission renormalizes to zero, and above the critical point,E>E∗, where the transmission renormalizes to one. Extended states
can exist only atE = E∗ where the transmission has a non-trivial fixed pointT ∗ 	= 0.

scattering center (Fig.22c) can be determined in terms of the transmission matrices of the original
scattering centers by performing simple matrix multiplications. Consider, for example, the diagram at
the bottom ofFig. 22c. First, one calculates the transmission of the two pairs of saddle points in series at
the top (A) and the bottom (B) of the graph. Second, the two resulting effective scatterers are combined
“in parallel” in order to obtain the transfer of amplitudes between channels (�in, �out) and (�

′
in, �

′
out).

Eventually, one finds for thetypical total transmission probabilityT := exp〈ln T 〉 (with T = t2 and〈. . .〉
the ensemble average) the renormalization relation[186]

T ′ = 2T 2− T 4 := f (T ;2) , (182)

whereT ′ is the typical transmission probability of the renormalized scattering center.
This scaling relation has three fixed points defined byT ∗ =2T ∗2−T ∗4, two stable ones atT ∗ =0 and

1 and an unstable one atT ∗ = (√5− 1)/2= 0.618. The stable fixed points correspond to the localized
states at energies away from the saddle point energy. The unstable fixed point corresponds to the quantum
critical point. The localization length exponent is found by linearizing around the unstable fixed point

�= ln 2

ln �
(183)

with �= [�f/�T ]T ∗ = 6− 2
√

5. One gets� ≈ 1.635.
In the general case, where one saddle point vertex is replaced byb original vertices, the result is

T ′ = 1− (1− T b)b := f (T ; b) . (184)
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Assumingb = 1+ ε one obtains the infinitesimal Migdal–Kadanoff transformation which has a fixed
point atT ∗ = 1/2 and an eigenvalue�= 1+ 2(1− ln 2)ε. This gives an exponent

�= ln b

ln �
= 1

2(1− ln 2)
≈ 1.629 (185)

and the beta function

�(T ) := d

dε

∣∣∣∣
ε=0
f (T ;1+ ε)= T ln T − (1− T ) ln(1− T ) . (186)

Although the result for the critical behavior is far from being satisfactory, it is nevertheless remarkable
that the very existence of a non-trivial quantum critical point is correctly predicted by the model even
in the crudest approximation for the renormalization group transformation. It is therefore worthwhile to
investigate whether one can obtain more reliable quantitative results by refining the approximations.

6.2. State-of-the-art results for the hierarchical lattice

A different procedure is outlined pictorially inFig. 24. This is the model of a hierarchical lattice. In
the first generation, the system consists again of the original, statistically independent saddle points. In a
first step, a certain number of these original saddle points (five in the example ofFig. 24) are combined
to form a new scattering center. The corresponding scattering matrix is calculated approximately as a
function of the original ones. This is repeated: the new scattering centers are combined again into new
units (Fig.24c). Their scattering properties are calculated as functions of the previous ones, and so on
and so forth.

The crucial approximation of the procedure is that in each step only two incoming and outgoing channels
are taken into account (Fig.24b) such that the new unit can be considered as a new, second-generation
saddle point. The exact scattering matrix of the units in each generation would of course contain much
more channels, and when repeating the construction, the number of channels would explode. Neglecting
all of these channels apart from four is in fact the most severe approximation of the method—as also
made in the previous procedure—since it cannot be very well controlled.

However, instead of viewing the hierarchical lattice as an approximation to the random network model
one may also consider it as a model in its own right for which the critical behavior may be determined
exactly. This would yield only an approximation to the critical behavior of the network model, but if
the critical behavior was universal—independent of the microscopic details—the exponent of this model
should be the same as for any other model in the same universality class. We will come back to this point
below in more detail.

For the derivation of the renormalization group equations of the hierarchical lattice, we closely follow
[33]. We consider the five saddle points inFig. 25. The amplitudes must satisfy the five relations(

�o,i

�′o,i

)
=
(−ri ti

ti ri

)(
�i,i

�′i,i

)
(i = 1,2, . . . ,5) , (187)
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S

(a)

(b) (c)

Fig. 24. Illustration of the renormalization procedure on a hierarchical lattice constructed iteratively. (a) Saddle point represented
by a dot with two incoming and outgoing channels. (b) Second-generation saddle point consisting of five original (first-generation)
saddle points. A total of eight incoming and outgoing channels are here neglected. (c) Second level of iteration where five
second-generation saddle points are combined to form a third-generation saddle point consisting of 25 first-generation saddle
points. In contrast to the original network (Fig8), the hierarchical network contains considerably fewer saddle points and links
(after Ref.[186]).

where i and o denote the input and output channels, respectively, andri andti , (=
√

1− r2
i ) (i=1, . . . ,5)

are real quantities. The first goal is to replace the five saddle points by one.
Some of the amplitudes differ only by a phase factor. For example,

�2,i = ei�2,1�1,o , (188)

where�2,1 is the random phase factor gained when traveling from the saddle point 1 to 2. The phase
factors are related to the Aharonov–Bohm fluxes	i , (i = 1,2,3,4) obtained when traveling around a
closed loop via

�5,1+ �3,5+ �1,3= 	1 ,
�3,2+ �4,3+ �2,4= 	2 ,
�2,1+ �3,2+ �1,3= 	3 ,
�3,4+ �5,3+ �4,5= 	4 . (189)

Since the phases� are assumed to be randomly and uniformly distributed between[0,2�), so are the
fluxes	i .
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Fig. 25. Illustration of a transformation that can be used in a renormalization group transformation. Five original (first-generation)
saddle points indicated here by dashed lines (right) are renormalized into one single second-generation saddle point. This relates
(�o,2,�

′
o,5) to (�i,1,�

′
i,4). The quantities	1 . . .	4 are random independent Aharonov–Bohm-fluxes that penetrate closed loops

as indicated.

From relations (187), one can derive that the total outgoing amplitudes(�o,2,�
′
o,5) are related to the

incoming amplitudes(�i,1,�
′
i,4) according to formally the same relation as Eq. (187)(

�o,2

�′o,5

)
=
(−r̃ t̃

t̃ r̃

)(
�i,1

�′i,4

)
. (190)

The new reflection and transmission coefficients,r̃, t̃ , characterize the scattering properties of the renor-
malized “super” saddle point. The new transmission and reflection amplitudes can be obtained straight-
forwardly by solving Eq. (187). One obtains after some tedious algebra

t̃ =
∣∣∣∣∣ t1t5+ t2t4ei(	3+	4) − t2t3t5ei	3 − t1t3t4ei	4

D

+ t1r2r3r4t5ei	2 − r1t2r3t4r5ei(	3+	4−	1)

D

∣∣∣∣∣ . (191)

The corresponding reflection amplitude is obtained fromr̃ =
√

1− t̃2

r̃ =
∣∣∣∣∣r4r5− r1r2ei(	1+	2) − r1r3r4ei	1 + r2r3r5ei	2

D

− t1t2t3r4r5ei	3 + r1r2t3t4t5ei(	1+	2−	4)

D

∣∣∣∣∣ , (192)
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whereD is the abbreviation for

D = 1− r1r3r5ei	1 − t1t2t3ei	3 − t3t4t5ei	4 + r2r3r4ei	2

+ t1t2t4t5ei(	3+	4) − r1r2r4r5ei(	1+	2) . (193)

Transformation (191) allows one to generate the new probability distribution of the transmission coeffi-
cientP(t̃) from the distributionP(t). A certain distribution is unchanged by this transformation, which
corresponds to the fixed point distribution. Slight deviations from the fixed point distribution increase
after the renormalization transformation. This can be used to define the critical exponent�.

The renormalization group transformation of the distribution of the transmission amplitudes has been
determined numerically by using this approach[34,188]. FromP(t) the distribution of the conductance
G= t2 can be determined,

P(G)= 1

2t
P (t) . (194)

This may be transformed to the distributionQ(z) of the heights of the saddle pointsz measured relative
to the critical energyε= 0 (cf. Eqs. (75), (84)). This can be obtained from Eq. (194) by using the relation

G= 1

ez + 1
. (195)

The result is

Q(z)= P(G)
∣∣∣∣dGdz

∣∣∣∣= 1

4 cosh2(z/2)
P

(
1

ez + 1

)
. (196)

The distributionsP(G) andQ(z) are shown inFig. 26.
The scaling properties of the distributionQ(z) may be used to determine the critical exponent with

very high accuracy. The idea is that an initial shift of the distribution by an amountz0 will be amplified
during the renormalization procedure since the quantum Hall fixed point is unstable. Aftern steps, the
maximum of the distribution will be shifted by an amountzmax,n= �nz0. After a certain number of steps,
nL, the saddle point will be no longer transparent. This limit can be defined by

zmax,nL = �nLz0 ≈ 1 . (197)

By defining the localization length� with the length 2nLa (a lattice constant of the original lattice) one
finds that� diverges forz0 → 0,

� ∝ az−�
0 (198)

with the exponent�= ln 2/ ln � (cf. Eq. (183)). The critical exponent can then be determined from

�= ln 2n

ln(zmax,n)/z0
, (199)
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Fig. 26. Top: the fixed point distribution (◦) of the conductance,P(G), at the quantum Hall transition obtained by starting from
different initial distributions denoted by squares, diamonds, triangles, and the distribution after the 16th renormalization step
(+). Bottom: the corresponding distributions of the heights of the saddle points,Q(z) (From[188]).

with zmax,n/z0=�n. Fig. 27shows results of the numerical calculation[34,188]. The numerical analysis of
the data yields the result�=2.39±0.01, in excellent agreement with previous direct numerical simulations
for the localization length[34,188]. As mentioned above, by assuming the model as an independent
realization of the fixed point ensemble, one can interpret this result as an independent corroboration of
the universality hypothesis for the quantum Hall phase transition.

Though the value of the critical exponent is extremely precise, the form of the critical distribution of
the two terminal conductance is qualitatively different from the one of the Chalker–Coddington random
network. Instead ofP(G)→ 0 in the limitG→ 0 (Fig.15), the renormalization group approach indicates
divergenceP(G)→∞. Also nearG= 1, the present approach suggestsP(G)→∞, while the actual
P(G) is constant. ForG>1, P(G) = 0 in the case of renormalization group, but in the simulation
for the original modelP(G) shows a tail in this region. This indicates that the renormalization group
approach in fact doesnotapproximate the Chalker–Coddington network model although the underlying
truncated-network model belongs to the same universality class.

This renormalization group has recently been extended to the calculation of the energy level statistics
[35]. The finite-size scaling analysis of the energy level spacing, Eq. (139), has been applied to estimate
� to be 2.37± 0.02.
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Fig. 27. The critical exponent� determined from the scaling behavior of the distribution of the heights of the saddle pointsQ(z)

with the effective system size 2n in thenth renormalization step. Dashed line:�= 2.39. Inset: maximumzmax,n as a function of
z0. The slopes yield�n and thereby the critical exponents�(n) (From[34]).

7. Hamiltonians related to the network model

The model defined above is not only suitable for quantitative studies of the critical behavior. By
constructing effective Hamiltonians starting from the transfer matrix, one can recognize that it is of much
more general importance. In the present section we will achieve such a construction. We first introduce an
equivalent tight-binding Hamiltonian. In effective mass approximation, this will be shown to be equivalent
to a Dirac Hamiltonian. For the latter, some analytical results are summarized which put the quantum
Hall phenomenon in a new perspective.

In this and in the subsequent sections, we will use units such that2= 1,m∗ = 1, ande= 1, in order to
simplify notation. However, in results for the conductivity tensors, the correct unite2/h is reintroduced
since it is of physical importance.

The above network system has been completely specified in terms of its transmission or scattering
properties ata given energyof the original model of an electron moving in a strong magnetic field and
a slowly varying random potential. By using this as a starting point for defining a Hamiltonian, we fix
an entire spectrum of(quasi-)energieswhich contains as a parameter the original energy value. It is not
obvious whether or not there is some arbitrariness in such a procedure[189].

7.1. A tight-binding Hamiltonian

We first want to establish a connection with a nearest neighbor tight-binding Hamiltonian. We start from
the unitary matricesS that describe the scattering at the individual saddle points, Eq. (87). We first rewrite
S by redefining phases,	1 → 	1 + � and	4 → 	4 + �, again in order to avoid unnecessary notation.
This does not change the physics, as it will be seen below that one of the relevant system parameters is the
total phase accumulated around a unit cell of the lattice,	=∑j	j , which is the number of flux quanta
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Fig. 28. The network model rearranged as a tight-binding model on a two-dimensional square lattice with four states per site.
The links between saddle points are associated with the four directed site states (arrowheads) in the unit cell. These site states
are connected by tunneling through the saddle points represented by♦.

in the unit cell multiplied by 2�.

S=
(

e−i	2 0
0 −ei	4

)(−r t

t r

)(−ei	1 0
0 e−i	3

)
=
(

e−i	2 0
0 −ei	4

)
S0

(−ei	1 0
0 e−i	3

)
. (200)

Then, we rearrange the network in the way shown inFig. 28. The loops that are connected by the saddle
points, described by their scattering matrixS0, are arranged in the form of a two-dimensional square
lattice such that the centers of the loops are associated with the lattice points

Rxy = xex + yey (201)

with x, y integer numbers. This notation might appear unconventional, but is convenient for emphasizing
the connection with the real space. Thex- andy-directions are assumed to point into the directions of
the links that connectS andS′. The four links between adjacent saddle points within each of the loops
(denoted by arrowheads labeled with 1,2,3,4 inFig. 28 [189]) are now associated with four site states
within a unit cell of the lattice. The site states are characterized by a lattice vector and a quantum number
� in the lattice cell, and they are assumed to form a complete set,

4∑
x,y,�=1

|x, y, �〉〈x, y, �| = 1 . (202)
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These site states are connected via the tunneling and reflection matrix elements through the saddle points
within a given unit cell, and between nearest neighbor cells.

In order to determine the matrix elements of the effective Hamiltonian, we adopt the method used in
[121,189]. We write for the vector of the amplitudes in the lattice cell atR= xex + yey afterM + 1
iteration steps

�R�(M + 1)=
4∑

R′�′=1

UR�,R′�′�R′�′(M) . (203)

The unitary operatorU can be interpreted as describing the evolution of the wave function between steps
M andM + 1. The eigenstates of the 4L-dimensional matrixU (L number of sites)

U |��〉 = ei��(E)|��〉 (�= 1 . . . . . .4L) (204)

with eigenvalues 1 (��(E)= 0) are the stationary states of the network with an energy parameterized by
the energy-dependent reflection parameter of the saddle points,r := r(E)=√1− t2(E).

Formally, one can interpret the above Eq. (203) as a “time-dependent” Schrödinger equation by writing

�R�(M + 1)− �R�(M)=
4∑

R′,�′=1

(U− 1)R�,R′�′ �R′�′(M) . (205)

This suggests

U= 1− 1

i
H . (206)

As the HamiltonianH must be self adjoint we define

H = 1

2i

(
U− U†

)
. (207)

Note that the Hamiltonian is here dimensionless, since it contains a factor�t/2, with �t = 1 the width of
the time step in Eq. (205).

The Hamiltonian has quasi-energy eigenvalues

�� = sin �� . (208)

Since each lattice cell is connected via four saddle points to its nearest neighbors,U must have a 4× 4
block structure. The midpoints of the links form a bipartite lattice. This means that each of the 4× 4
blocks can consist only of two non-zero 2× 2 blocks. By arranging the amplitudes according to the
sequence(�R1,�R3,�R2,�R4)

T one gets for the 4× 4 block connecting with each other the site states
within a given lattice cell atR, and with the states in the nearest-neighbor cells,

U=
(

0 M
N 0

)
, (209)

such that the 2× 2 blockM connects the states�R1,�R3 with �R2,�R4 and the blockN links the states
�R2,�R4 with �R1,�R3.
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This gives for the 4× 4 block of the effective Hamiltonian

H =− 1

2i

(
0 N†−M

M†− N 0

)
=
(

0 H2

H†
2 0

)
. (210)

The matrices

M =
(
tei	1�x−�

y
+ rei	1

rei	3 −tei	3�x+�
y
−

)
, (211)

N=
(

rei	2 tei	2�x+�
y
+

tei	4�x−�
y
− −rei	4

)
(212)

contain the translation operators�± that connect nearest-neighbor cells,

�x±�R� = �R±ex� �
y
±�R� = �R±ey� . (213)

The Hamiltonian is then given by

H2=− 1

2i

(
re−i	2 − tei	1�x−�

y
+ te−i	4�x+�

y
+ − rei	1

te−i	2�x−�
y
− − rei	3 −re−i	4 + tei	3�x+�

y
−

)
. (214)

This means that within a given cell, say atR, the tunneling matrix elements are proportional to the
reflection amplitudes of the saddle pointsr

hR1,R4= r

2i
ei	1 , (215)

hR2,R1= r

2i
ei	2 , (216)

hR3,R2= r

2i
ei	3 , (217)

hR4,R3=− r
2i

ei	4 . (218)

On the other hand, the eight coupling matrix elements to the nearest neighbor cells are proportional to
the transmission amplitudet. They are

hR2,[R+(1,1)]3= t

2i
ei	2 , (219)

hR3,[R+(1,−1)]4=− t2i
ei	3 , (220)

hR4,[R+(−1,−1)]1= t

2i
ei	4 , (221)

hR1,[R+(−1,1)]2= t

2i
ei	1 (222)

and the four remaining matrix elements are the conjugates of these.
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Fig. 29. The band structure of quasi-energiesεj (q− A) of the Hamiltonian representing a network with identical saddle points
and equal phases in all of the cells of the tight-binding lattice such that there is half of a flux quantum in each unit cell (	= �).
In this case, the four bands (Eq. (224)) are degenerated with respect to±. (a) The spectrum exactly at the saddle point energy,
r = t = 1/

√
2, (b) forr = 0.5.

It is useful to consider as a starting point for the discussion of the properties of this Hamiltonian the
periodic limit. This will also yield the Dirac Hamiltonian in the limit of small wave number, i.e. in effective
mass approximation.

The periodic case is achieved by assuming the phases in each of the unit cells and all of the saddle
points as identical. The Hamiltonian can be diagonalized exactly with the Bloch Ansatz

��(R)= eiq·Ru�(q) . (223)

The resulting band structure is (Fig.29)

εj (q)= (−1)j
√

2

[
1− 2rt cos	 cos(qx − Ax) cos(qy − Ay)

± sin	
√

1− 4r2t2 cos2(qx − Ax) cos2(qy − Ay)
]1/2

(224)

with j =1,2,Ax = (	1−	3)/2,Ay = (	4−	2)/2 and	=∑4
�=1	� the flux through the cell multiplied

by e/2. Exactly at the energy of the saddle points,r = t = 1/
√

2, there is no gap between the bands. For
r 	= t a gap�= ε1− ε2 is opened. For	= 0 it is

�= 2
√

2
√
(1− 2rt) ≈ m (225)

for r = 1/
√

2+m/4 (m>1).
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The formation of the gap can be discussed in better detail by expanding the band structure nearq−A ≈ 0.
On finds for smallm

ε2(q)=m2+ (q− A)2 . (226)

Thus, the existence of the gap is closely related to the deviation from the saddle point.
In the following, we discuss briefly the disordered version of the network.
If the reflection amplitude is unity (r = 1, t = 0), i.e. if the energyE is well below the saddle point

energy, the unit cells decouple. The system consists then of independent wave functions localized within
the grey unit cells inFig. 28. On the other hand, ift = 1 (r = 0), i.e. for an energy well above the saddle
point, the independent cell states are localized in the complementary lattice of the white unit cells. The
quasi-energy eigenvalues in these decoupled limits are

ε±j (R,	)= (−1)j
√

2

[
1∓ 1√

2
(1− cos	)1/2

]1/2

(j = 1,2) (227)

and	=	(R) is the flux through the loop atR. For completely independent and random phases, the fluxes in
the individual cells, and thus the quasi-energiesε� are statistically independent and random. When varying
the energyE, i.e. varyingr(E) close to the value of 1, the quasi-energiesε(E)will perform random walks
in the(E, ε)-space. The energies of the original problem,E�(ε�=0), will then be statistically independent
and random. They correspond to the localized states associated with the valleys and hills in the potential
landscape.

If we assume that all saddle points have the same parameterr and the phases are independently and
randomly distributed one can see that the localization lengths of the eigenstates ofH are finite and
independent ofε�. As r → rc = tc = 1/

√
2, the localization length diverges uniformly throughout the

spectrum[189]. This reflects the singularity of the localization length as a function of the energyE of the
original problem.

We note that with disorder, i.e. assuming the phases to be independently and randomly distributed,
the matrix elements of the Hamiltonian remain nevertheless strongly correlated. These correlations intro-
duce peculiar features into the localization behavior of the corresponding eigenstates. In particular, they
are responsible for the localization–delocalization transitions occurring in the sub-bands induced by the
magnetic field. A very similar observation has been made earlier for the random matrix model where the
matrix elements of the banded matrix are also strongly correlated[190].

7.2. The Dirac Hamiltonian

One can also relate the network model with the two-dimensional Dirac equation. This can be done
most straightforwardly by considering the effective mass approximation of the tight-binding Hamiltonian.
Alternatively, one can consider the two-step unitary operator[190]

U2=
(

MN 0
0 NM

)
=
(

V 0
0 W

)
. (228)

The system of four equations decouples into pairs, and one can deal with, say, only the upper blockV.
Furthermore, by assuming that the displacement operators act on smooth functions one can replace

�x± = 1± �x, �
y
± = 1± �y . (229)
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Table 2
Symmetry breaking by disorder in the various parameters of the Dirac model

Symmetry � · p m�z 	 � · A
Parity Yes No No No
Time reversal Yes No Yes No
Particle–hole Yes No No Yes

(p—momentum operator;m—Dirac mass parameter;�—vector of the Pauli matrices�x , �y ; 	 scalar potential;A—vector
potential).

For small phases and with the definitionr = rc+m/4 (t ≈ tc−m/4) one can expand

V = e−iH̃ ≈ 1− iH̃ (230)

with the unit matrix1. This is justified for smallH̃. From the matrix elements ofM andN, Eqs. (211)
and (212), one finds

V ≈ 1+
( −�x + iAx �y − iAy +m

�y − iAy −m �x − iAx

)
− i	1= 1− iH̃ . (231)

With the unitary transformation

R = 1√
2

(
i −1
i 1

)
(232)

one can transform

H = RH̃R−1 (233)

such that one obtains finally the two-dimensional Dirac Hamiltonian

H = (px − Ax)�x + (py − Ay)�y +m�z + 	1 . (234)

Here,pj =−i�j (j = x, y) are the components of the momentum operator and

�x =
(

0 1
1 0

)
, �y =

(
0 −i
i 0

)
, �z =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
(235)

are the Pauli matrices. In this Hamiltonian, randomness can be introduced in different ways. Via random-
ness in the individual phases one can make the components of the vector potential random. Randomizing
the total Aharonov–Bohm phases in the loops produces randomness in the scalar potential	. Finally,
assuming the tunneling parameters of the saddle points to be random gives fluctuations in the mass
parameterm.

Introducing disorder in the various parameters of the model leads to breaking of symmetries, as noted
in [120] and indicated inTable 2. The first term in the Hamiltonian,H0= � · p [�= (�x, �y), p=−i∇ =
−i(�x, �y)], is invariant under an effectivetime reversaloperation

H0= �zH∗0�z . (236)
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This means that there is a Kramers degeneracy,� and�z�
∗ are degenerate eigenstates as is easily seen.

Similarly, it is easy to see that� and�z� are eigenstates to energiesE and−E, respectively. This is
equivalent toparticle–holesymmetry

−H0= �zH0�z . (237)

Finally, H0 is parity invariant underx- andy-reflectionsPjjP j =−j, (j = x, y), for instance

H0= Py�xH0�xPy . (238)

The Dirac mass termHm=m�z possesses none of these symmetries, as is easily seen. The vector potential
termHA=−A · � preserves only particle–hole symmetry, and the random scalar potentialH	= 	1 only
time reversal symmetry. These symmetries are very important for understanding the quantum phases of
the system as will be seen below in more detail.

7.3. Some results for the two-dimensional Dirac model

In this section we discuss briefly some instructive analytical results obtained for the Dirac Hamiltonian.
The correspondences between the quantum Hall problem, certain tight-binding models and the two-

dimensional Dirac model have been noticed by several authors[120,191–193]. Fisher and Fradkin[191]
have obtained the Dirac model by starting from a two-dimensional tight-binding model with diagonal
on-site disorder in a perpendicular magnetic field with half a magnetic flux quantum in the unit cell. They
constructed a field theory for the diffusive modes which was shown to be in the same universality class
as the orthogonalO(2n,2n)/O(2n) × O(2n)(n → 0) non-linear�-model. This implies that all states
are localized as in the absence of a magnetic field. It suggests that if delocalization occurs with magnetic
field, it must be a direct consequence of breaking time-reversal symmetry instead of some other properties
of the field. Generalizations to the several-channel scattering problem have also been discussed[194].

Ludwig and collaborators[120] have used a tight-binding model on a square lattice with nearest
and next-nearest neighbor coupling, half a flux quantum per unit cell and a staggered potential energy
�(−1)x+y as a starting point. At low energies, the model was shown to be equivalent to a Dirac model
with two Dirac fields. They found that without disorder this model exhibits an integer quantum Hall
phase transition as a function of some control parameter which is essentially the massm of the lighter
Dirac field. This is similar to the transitions of the Hall conductance between integer multiples ofe2/h

obtained in the original clean Landau model as a function of theFermi energy, and does not mean that a
plateau exists when the electron density is varied. The transition of the Dirac model has been shown to
belong to the two-dimensional Ising universality class. The associated exponents and the critical transport
properties were determined.

The density of states,

�(E)= |E|
2�

�(|E| −m) , (239)

vanishes atE = 0. It can readily be obtained from Eq. (226) withA= 0 using

�(E)= 1

(2�)2

∫
d2q

[
�

(
E −

√
q2+m2

)
+ �

(
E +

√
q2+m2

)]
. (240)
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Fig. 30. The phase diagram of the ordered Dirac model[120] showing regions of non-zero density of states� (|E|> |m|) and
non-zero Hall conductance�xy =± e2/2h (|E|< |m|).

Applying linear response theory to the Dirac system one can determine the Hall conductivity by calculating
the ratio of, say, the current density in thex-direction,jx and the electric field,Ey , in they-direction

�xy = jx

Ey
= e

2

h

m

2�2

∫
d2qd�

[(i�− E)2− q2−m2]2 . (241)

It is found that at zero energy, where the above density of states vanishes, the Hall conductance jumps by
e2/h atm= 0 (Fig.30)

�xy(m)= sgn(m)

2

e2

h
. (242)

The heavier Dirac field contributes towards the Hall conductance withe2/2h such that the total Hall
conductance jumps from 0 toe2/h. Simultaneously, the magneto-conductivity�xx is non-zero only at
this critical point,

�xx = �0
e2

h
�m,0 , (243)

with the Kronecker-symbol�m,0 equal 1 form = 0 and 0 form 	= 0, and the constant�0 is �/8. The
critical point shows time-reversal, particle–hole and parity invariance. Thus, the clean two-dimensional
Dirac model exhibits a quantum Hall transition atE =m= 0, i.e. a step in the Hall conductivity.

According to our above derivation of the Hamiltonian, introducing spatial randomness in the Dirac
mass,m = m(x, y), is equivalent to introducing randomness in the saddle point energies. This breaks
all of the above symmetries (cf.Table 2). However, this kind of randomness alone, if it is sufficiently
weak, does not introduce a non-vanishing density of states at zero energy. This means that it cannot
place the system into the quantum Hall universality class, in contrast to what one might suspect. For
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sufficiently slowly varying mass, the zero-energy wave functions are argued to be confined along the
contoursm(x, y)=0 since for any region with a non-vanishing Dirac mass the energy must be non-zero.
When the mass varies slowly in space, the transition can be interpreted in terms of the percolation of these
states. In the absence of randomness of the phases (i.e. the vector potential), the corresponding critical
exponent of the correlation length is that of the classical percolation model. The analysis in Ref.[120]
for weak randomness using the replica trick and perturbative renormalization group analysis strongly
suggests that the random Dirac mass term is always marginal for the critical properties of the quantum
Hall transition. The system scales to vanishing disorder, and the transition is described by the free Dirac
theory. The replicated effective action is formally equivalent to that of the random-bond Ising model (cf.
next section) with the randomness in the Dirac mass corresponding to the randomness in the Ising bonds.

Randomness in the scalar potential is equivalent to assuming random fluxes piercing the plaquettes
of the network. For small random scalar potential one can use the perturbative results obtained for the
random Dirac mass. This can be suspected from the form of the Hamiltonian

H = � · p+m�z + 	1 . (244)

Specifically, it can be shown that the problem with real disorder in the Dirac mass is formally equivalent to
a problem with a purely imaginary random scalar field which corresponds to a negative disorder strength,
〈	2〉<0. Equivalently, a positive scalar disorder strength maps onto anegativedisorder strength for the
Dirac mass. Since randomness in the Dirac mass was found to be marginal, the opposite is true for the
scalar randomness, and the renormalization flow of the scalar disorder will now beawayfrom the fixed
point instead of towards it. Thus, the scalar randomness drives the system to some strong coupling regime.
Eventually, one then expects the generation of a non-vanishing density of states. It is further argued by
considering two-particle properties that the transition very probably has to be described by a symplectic
non-linear sigma model due to the time reversal invariance of every member of the ensemble[120].

The case of only a random vector potential was found to be particularly interesting since it can be
treated to a large extent analytically[120,195–200]. This limit has several remarkable properties. The
Hamiltonian is

HA = � · p+ � · A (245)

and according to what has been said before, the random vector potential is due to to the random phases
along the links of the network. We assume thatA satisfies a Gaussian white noise distribution with zero
mean and variance�A. The corresponding random magnetic field,B = ∇ × A, is then also Gaussian
distributed with the variance

〈B(k)B(k′)〉 = (2�)2k2�A�(k + k′) (246)

with the Fourier transformB(k) of the magnetic field (perpendicular to the(x, y)-plane). As the Dirac
mass is assumed to vanish, this Hamiltonian is expected to implement a critical theory. In fact, the model
exhibits a fixed line corresponding to multi-fractal wave functions atE = 0 [120].

For non-vanishing uniform Dirac mass the squared of the Hamiltonian is

H 2=H 2
A +m2 (247)

for each realization of the random vector potential. Thus, the energy eigenvalues satisfyE2>m2. The
gap in the pure Dirac model withm 	= 0 is thus not closed by the randomness in the vector potential, at
least as long as the disorder is small.
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For this model, several single particle and two-particle properties can be determined exactly. As an
example, we consider the zero-energy wave function. It is useful to use the Coulomb gauge,∇ · A = 0.
This implies thatA can be written in terms of a scalar field
(x, y)

Ax = �y
 , (248)

Ay =−�x
 . (249)

By inserting the real Ansatz wave functions


± ∝ (1± �z)

(
e


e−


)
(250)

into the Schrödinger equation of the Hamiltonian equation (245) one easily verifies that they are exact
nodeless eigenfunctions corresponding toE = 0. Furthermore, it follows from the symmetry properties
of the Hamiltonian and the assumption of zero fluxes in the plaquettes that these areall of the zero-energy
eigenfunctions.

These random wave functions arenot localized, andnot normalizable in the thermodynamic limit. In
order to quantify their statistical nature it is useful to introduce their counterparts normalized to a square
of the sizeL2.

�(x, y)= 1

C
e
(x,y) (251)

with

C2=
∫
L2

e2
(x,y)dx dy , (252)

where the integration is over the squareL2 and to consider the moments of the corresponding density,
the average inverse participation numbers introduced in Section 4.3

pq(L)= 〈|�|2q〉L2 (253)

with 〈. . . 〉L2 denoting the configurational average inL2.
For the above-normalized zero energy wave function, Eq. (251), with Gaussian distributed
, the

average inverse participation numbers can be determined[120,201–204]. One finds forqc=√2�/�A >1

�(q)=
{

2(q − 1)(1− q/q2
c ), |q|�qc ,

2q(1− sgnq/qc)
2, |q|>qc .

(254)

Forqc�1 one gets

�(q)=
{−2(1− q/qc)

2, |q|�qc ,

4(q − |q|)q−1
c , |q|>qc .

(255)

The non-linearity inq indicates multi-fractal scaling of theextendedwave function. The resultingf (�)-
spectrum is parabolic with

�0=
{

2(1+ q−2
c ), qc>1 ,

4/qc, qc�1 .
(256)

depending on the variance of the random vector potential�A, Eq. (246) (see Section 4.3).
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Fig. 31. The global phase diagram of the Dirac model including randomness in the vector potential,�A, the Dirac mass,�m,
and the scalar potential,�	 (after [120]). The generic fixed point of the Integer Quantum Hall Effect corresponds to all of the
three different kinds of disorder nonvanishing, and seems to be inaccessible analytically.

The density of states was found to show a power-law dependence of the energy near|E| ≈ 0 with the
exponent varying continuously upon moving along the fixed line[205],

�(E) ∝ E(2−z)/z , (257)

with

z=
{

1+ 2/q2
c , qc>1 ,

4/qc− 1, qc�1 .
(258)

For small disorder, the density of states vanishes. For�A = �, �(E → 0) = const, and it diverges for
�A > �.

The diagonal conductance was found to bee2/�h along the fixed line.
The Dirac model with only randomness in the vector potential belongs to the AIII symmetry class to

be discussed in Section 9 (see alsoTable 5). The critical wave functions atE = 0 for random� phase
gauge field[206–208]as well as for arbitrary random gauge field[209] have been investigated in detail.

If the phases along the links of the network are assumed to be independent and random, the equiva-
lent Dirac model has randomness both in the vector potentialand in the fluxes through the plaquettes.
Such a system has none of the above symmetries (cf.Table 2) and obviously belongs to the original
Chalker–Coddington class with a fixed point that corresponds to the quantum Hall phase transition.

The scaling picture of the Dirac model with all of the three different kinds of disorder—random Dirac
mass (parameter�m, random saddle point energies), random scalar potential (parameter�	, random
fluxes through the plaquettes of the network) and random vector potential (parameter�A, random link
phases)—has been qualitatively sketched by Ludwig and collaborators on the basis of their analytical
results[120] (Fig. 31). The phase diagram consists of a critical line(�m = �	 = 0,�A 	= 0) which is
unstable with respect to both�m and�	, a two-dimensional Ising fixed point at�m = �	 = �A = 0
which is only stable for�m 	= 0, and a fixed point at some�	 	= 0 which was argued to belong to the
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universality class of the symplectic non-linear sigma model. According to this scenario, the fixed point of
the genuine integer quantum Hall transition is in a strong coupling regime with all of the three different
kinds of disorder present. Until now, this has not yet been accessible analytically. It will be the subject of
subsequent section to review the approaches to extract nevertheless analytical information on the GIQHE,
and to shed some light on the obstacles which have still prevented an analytical derivation of its critical
parameters.

8. Relation to the two-dimensional random bond Ising model

In the last section we have seen how mapping to different Hamiltonians can help to provide new insights
into the properties of the quantum Hall phase transition. In this section we will address in addition the
opposite question: given we know the network model and know how to use it for understanding the
quantum Hall critical scenario, can we use this knowledge for understanding better the nature of phase
transitions in two dimensions? As the random two-dimensional Ising model for a system of interacting
spins is a fundamental prototype for phase transitions in two dimensions, for answering this question it
is useful first to establish a relation between the random network and the Ising model. Such a mapping
has been performed by various authors[209a,210,211]. We describe here the elementary route that has
been worked out in the seminal paper by Merz and Chalker[212].

8.1. The Ising model

The Ising model in two dimensions is defined by the Hamiltonian[213]

H =−
∑
ij

Jij SiSj . (259)

The exchange integralsJij connect the sitesi and j of a regular square lattice. The variablesSi are the
z-components of the spin operators associated with the lattice sites.

We consider the simplest case, whereJij connect nearest neighbors only, and spin 1/2. In the ordered
limit all of the exchange integrals are the same. This has been solved exactly by Onsager in classical paper
using Lie algebras[214]. A comprehensive treatment using the transfer matrix method is described in
[215]. The basic reason for the Ising model to be an exactly solvable many-body problem is that eventually
it amounts to nothing else but the diagonalization of a quadratic form.

However, in the disordered case, when the exchange parameters are chosen at random, the model
cannot be treated exactly, in spite of being quadratic. We considerJij as independent random variables
with a distributionP(Jij ). Specifically one can assume a two-component distribution,

P(Jij )= p�(Jij + J )+ (1− p)�(Jij − J ) . (260)

This is the random bond Ising Model. ForJ >0, it corresponds to a lattice containingpantiferromagnetic
and(1− p) ferromagnetic bonds. In this simple case, the model shows a phase transition between an
ordered ferromagnetic phase at low temperatures and a paramagnetic high-temperature phase for small
p. At largerp the ferromagnetic phase is destroyed in favor of a spin glass phase in high dimensions,
d�3, with a multi-critical point, also called Nishimori point[216–218], where the three phases coexist
(Fig. 32) [219–224]. In two dimensions the spin glass phase becomes unstable forT 	= 0. However, the
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Fig. 32. Schematic phase diagram of the random bond Ising Model. For small fraction of antiferromagnetic bonds one observes
a transition from a ferromagnetic to a paramagnetic phase with increasing temperature. For larger fraction of antiferromagnetic
bonds, the ferromagnetic phase is changed to a spin glass. At the multicritical pointM the three phases coexist (dashed: Nishimori
line; arrows: renormalization flow).

multi-critical point survives. Along the Nishimori line which crosses the phase boundary at the Nishimori
point, the internal energy can be calculated exactly.

The disordered Ising system has been studied using Monte Carlo simulations and the transfer matrix
method in the spin basis[222–230]. Mapping the random Ising model to fermionic models can have
technical advantages: one can avoid the random-sampling errors of the Monte Carlo technique and it
is possible to avoid the exponential growth of the transfer matrix. Pioneering work in this direction has
been done by starting from the solution of the two-dimensional Ising model using a Pfaffian[231–237].
In this approach the statistical properties of the system are written in terms of the spectral properties of
the corresponding matrix. The latter is essentially a tight-binding Hamiltonian on the underlying Ising
lattice with random hopping matrix elements. Thus, a link between the random bond Ising system and
the non-interacting localization problem is established. Alternative approaches have been formulated by
using Dirac fermions which eventually have been condensed into a random network model with a special
symmetry[120,158,210–212,238].

The mapping of the Ising model to a random network model is done in three steps. First, one intro-
duces the conventional description of the partition function in terms of transfer matrices[215]. In the
second step, the transfer matrices are written in terms of fermion operators instead of spinors. Finally,
the network model is introduced by using the equivalence of second- and first-quantized forms of lin-
ear transformations. In the next sections, we establish the random network version of the Ising model
following [212].

8.2. Transfer matrix formulation of the Ising model

We consider the two-dimensional Ising model on a square lattice of lengthL and widthM with random
nearest-neighbor exchange couplingsJ�(l, m) (Fig.33). The pair of integers(l, m)denotes the coordinates
of a lattice point inL- andM-directions, respectively. The index�=�, � indicates whetherJ�(l, m) couples
to a nearest neighbor in the directions alongL or M, respectively.
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Fig. 33. The two-dimensional Ising model on a square lattice of lengthL and widthM with exchange matrix elementsJ�(n,m)

between nearest neighbors.

In order to introduce the transfer matrix description we start by considering the one-dimensional case
M = 1 [215]. The Hamiltonian in suitable units is

H(�1 . . . �L)=−
L−1∑
l=1

J�(l)�l�l+1 , (261)

with independent randomJ�(l). The partition function is

Z = Tr e−�H(�1...�L) = Tr exp
∑
l

��(l)�l�l+1= Tr
∏
l

Tl , (262)

with the “bond strength”��(l)= �J�(l) (� inverse temperature) and the transfer matrices

Tl = e��(l)�l�l+1 . (263)

Since the spin can take only values±1 on the lattice sites the transfer matrices can be rewritten as 2× 2
matrices with the matrix elements given by〈±, l + 1 | T | ±, l〉,

Tl = e��(l)�0+ e−��(l)�1 . (264)

With the definition of the Kramers–Wannier dual�∗ of the bond strength�

�∗ = −1

2
ln tanh� (265)

the transfer matrices may be written in the diagonal form

Tl =
[

2

sinh 2�∗�(l)

]1/2

e−�∗� (l)�3 . (266)
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Here,�j (j = 0,1,2,3) are the complete set of Pauli matrices denoted earlier as12, �x , �y , and�z (12
two-dimensional unit matrix).

In the two-dimensional case the Hamiltonian is

H({�l,m})=−
L−1∑
l=1

M∑
m=1

J�(l)�l,m�l+1,m −
L−1∑
l=1

M∑
m=1

J�(l)�l,m�l,m+1 (267)

and we assume periodic boundary conditions in the direction ofM such thatM+1→ 1. Also in this case
one can write the partition function as a product of transfer matrices, Eq. (262), but now these consist of
two factors

Tl = VlWl . (268)

The matrixWl is the obvious generalization of Eq. (266),

Wl =
M∏
m=1

[
2

sinh 2�∗�(l, m)

]1/2

exp

[
−

M∑
m=1

�∗�(l, m)�m3

]
, (269)

but with the 2M × 2M matrix

�m3 = �0⊗ �0⊗ · · · ⊗ �3⊗ · · · ⊗ �0 , (270)

which is the direct product ofM−1 unit matrices and�3 at positionm. The 2M×2M matrixVl contains
the Hamiltonian of thelth column of the system

Vl = exp

[
M−1∑
m=1

��(l, m)�
m
1 �
m+1
1

]
. (271)

The formulation in terms of transfer matrices has two implications which are of immense importance
for practical purposes. First, one can show that it is the largest eigenvalue of the total transfer matrix
that determines forL→ ∞ the partition function and thus the physical properties of the system[215].
Second, one can write the transfer matrix of a system of lengthL+ 1 as a function of the transfer matrix
of the system of the lengthL. We will see below, that these two properties are essential for numerical
evaluation of the phase diagram and critical properties.

8.3. Transforming to fermions

The above transfer matrices involve linear and quadratic forms of the spin operators. The raising and
lowering operators fulfill mixed commutation and anticommutation relations

[�m±, �l±] = 0 (m 	= l) ,

{�m+, �l−} = 1 ,

(�m+)2= (�m−)2= 0 . (272)

In one dimension, it is well known how to transform these operators to ones obeying fermion anticommu-
tation relations. This is done by the Jordan–Wigner transformation[239–242]. Annihilation and creation
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operators are introduced by

cm =
exp

i�
m−1∑
j=1

�
j
+�
j
−

 �m− ,

c†
m =

exp

i�
m−1∑
j=1

�
j
+�
j
−

 �m+ . (273)

It is easy to show that these operators obey fermion statistics and

c†
mcm = �m+�m− . (274)

The inverse transformation is

�m− =
exp

i�
m−1∑
j=1

c
†
j cj

 cm ,

�m+ =
exp

i�
m−1∑
j=1

c
†
j cj

 c†
m . (275)

This gives

�m1 =
exp

i�
m−1∑
j=1

c
†
j cj

 (c†
m + cm), �m3 = 2c†

mcm − 1 . (276)

The fermion representation of the above transfer matrices is

Wl =
M∏
m=1

[
2

sinh 2�∗�(l, m)

]1/2

exp

[
−2

M∑
m=1

�∗�(l, m)
(
c†
mcm −

1

2

)]
,

Vl = exp

[
M−1∑
m=1

��(l, m)(c
†
m − cm)(c†

m+1+ cm+1)

− ��(l,M)e
i�Nc(c

†
M − cM)(c†

1 + c1)
]

, (277)

with the number operatorNc =∑M
m=1 c

†
mcm. The last term in (277) represents the periodic boundary

condition in the direction ofM.
The matrixVl is biquadratic in the fermion operators. It does not conserve the number of fermions

since it contains terms that create and annihilate fermions in pairs. Thus, diagonalization of the transfer
matrix in principle should be possible via a unitary Bogoliubov–de-Gennes transformation.
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It is illustrative for the disordered case to consider first the ordered limit in which�∗�(l, m) = �∗� and
��(l, m) = ��. First one notes that evenness and oddness ofNc commute withW andV [215] since the
latter contains only quadratic forms of the fermion operators,

[(−1)Nc,W ] = [(−1)Nc, V ] = 0 . (278)

Therefore one can classify the eigenstates ofWVaccording to whether they contain even and odd numbers
of fermions. One can then write

V ± = exp

[
��

M∑
m=1

(c†
m − cm)(c†

m+1+ cm+1)

]
, (279)

with cM+1 = ∓c1 andc†
M+1 = ∓c†

1 where± denote the operators acting on the even (with anticyclic
boundary condition) and odd states (with cyclic boundary condition), respectively. The task is then to
find the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the transfer operators

T ± = V ±W =
[

2

sinh 2�∗�

]M/2
exp

[
1

2
��

M∑
m=1

(c†
m − cm)(c†

m+1+ cm+1)

]

× exp

[
−2�∗�

M∑
m=1

(
c†
mcm −

1

2

)]

× exp

[
1

2
��

M∑
m=1

(c†
m − cm)(c†

m+1+ cm+1)

]
. (280)

The diagonalization can be straightforwardly performed by introducing plane wave operators via the
canonical transformation

cm = 1√
M

∑
q

eiqm�q , (281)

whereq�� is given by the odd and even multiples of�/M for anticyclic and cyclic boundary conditions,
respectively (M is assumed to be even). The resulting quadratic forms in the transfer operator which has
four eigenstates is very reminiscent of the pair Hamiltonian in the BCS theory of superconductivity. It
can be diagonalized by transforming to new variables

�±q = cos	q�±q ± sin	q�
†
∓q , (282)

with tan 2	q = 2Cq/(Bq − Aq) containing

Aq = e−2�∗� (cosh�� + sinh �� cosq)2+ e2�∗� (sinh �� sinq)2 ,

Bq = e−2�∗� (sinh �� sinq)2+ e2�∗� (cosh�� − sinh �� cosq)2 ,
Cq = (2 sinh�� sinq)(cosh 2�∗� cosh�� − sinh 2�∗� sinh �� cosq) .
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With these operators one obtains the diagonal form of the transfer operators

T ± =
[

2

sinh 2�∗�

]M/2
exp

[
−
∑
q

εq

(
�†
q�q −

1

2

)]
. (283)

The energy dispersion is given implicitly by the solution of

coshεq = cosh 2�� cosh 2�∗� − sinh 2�� sinh 2�∗� cosq . (284)

The four eigenstates in terms of the�-operators are the vacuum�0, �±q = �†
±q�0 and the pair state

�−qq = �†
−q�

†
q�0.

The partition function is given by theLth power of the largest eigenvalue ofT ±. The critical temperature
Tc is defined by�∗� = ��. We do not want to discuss here how to use the results for obtaining the critical
properties. The important lesson to keep in mind at this stage is the importance of the parity of the fermion
number for the structure of the eigenvalue problem.

8.4. Mapping to a localization problem for non-interacting particles

In the case of a disordered Ising system, the unitary transformation for achieving the diagonalization of
the transfer matrix depends on the disorder, and the different transfer steps are not independent. Therefore,
a different approach must be used. This consists of mapping the Ising problem to a localization problem
for non-interacting particles.

Starting point is the rewriting of the transfer matrix in terms of Dirac fermions fulfilling particle
conservation[158,211]. In order to achieve this, an identical copy of the Ising model is introduced. The
corresponding fermions are denoted asd

†
m, dm. New Dirac fermions are then defined by (suppressing the

indices for the sake of simplicity)

c = 1

2
(f + f †+ g − g†), d = i

2
(f †− f − g − g†) (285)

and the inverse of these,

f = 1
2[c + c†+ i(d + d†)], g = 1

2[c − c†+ i(d − d†)] . (286)

The Hamiltonian of the doubled system is the sum of the two Hamiltonians,H = (Hc + Hd)/2. This
implies that one deals eventually with products of the corresponding transfer matrices. In terms of the
new fermion operators they are given by

Wc
l W

d
l = exp

[
−2

M∑
m=1

�∗�(l, m)(g†
mfm + f †

mgm)

]
,

V cl V
d
l = exp

[
2
M−1∑
m=1

��(l, m)(g
†
mfm+1+ f †

m+1gm)+ b
]

(287)
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and they are particle conserving. The term

b = − ��(l,M)[(ei�Nc + ei�Nd )(g
†
Mf1+ f †

1 gM)+ (ei�Nc − ei�Nd )(g
†
Mf

†
1 + f1gM)] (288)

is due to the boundary conditions in the direction ofM. This contains the two boundary operators

B± = ei�Nc ± ei�Nd . (289)

In order to perform the mapping to the network model it is required that the transfer operator conserves
the number of fermions. This implies that the Hilbert space for first quantization of the transfer matrix
must be constructed from the Hilbert space of the two copies of the Ising model in such a way that the
term involvingB− in Eq. (288) vanishes[212].

In particular, one may consider the parity operatorsRdefined by

R =
M∏
m=1

�3
m (290)

which change the sign of a complete column of the spins,

R�1
�R =−�1

� , R2= 1 . (291)

These obviously commute with the transfer operators and have eigenvalues±1. The transfer matrix of
the two copies of the Ising system written in the basis corresponding to the product space ofRc+Rd can
then be cast into a block-diagonal form where the four block matrices describe the transfer of amplitudes
in the subspaces corresponding to eigenvalues of the parity operators operating in the Hilbert spaces
of the two copies of the system,(1c,1d), (1c,−1d), (−1c,1d), and(−1c,−1d). Since the eigenvalues
of exp(i�N) are±1 depending on whetherM is even or odd, the boundary operators can be written as
B± = Rc ± Rd . Then, in the subspaces corresponding to the same eigenvalues,B− = 0. The number of
fermions is conserved.

8.5. The equivalent network model

In order to construct the first quantized form of the transfer matrix, we start by comparing first and
second quantized forms of an operator in a Hilbert space, say of the dimensionN = 2M with a basis
{|j〉}. Assume that the operator can be written in the second quantized form as exp[�†

j 〈j |G|k〉�k] with
the creation and annihilation operators�†

j , and�k, respectively. The first quantized form of this operator
is the(2M × 2M)-matrix 〈j |expG|k〉.

By identifying{�1, . . . , �2M}={f1, . . . , fM, g1, . . . , gM}one finds that the first quantization equivalent
of the second quantization transfer operator corresponding to the�-bonds, exp[−2�∗�(l, m)](g†

mfm +
f

†
mgm), is given by (Fig.34)

Wlm = exp[−2�∗�(l, m)�1] = cosh[2�∗�(l, m)] − �1 sinh[2�∗�(L,M)] . (292)

By analogy, the first quantized form of the�-bonds in the transfer matrix is

Vlm = exp[2��(l, m)�1] = cosh[2��(l, m)] + �1 sinh[2��(l, m)] . (293)
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Fig. 34. Graphical representation of the scattering nodes of the first quantized form of the transfer matrix of the Ising model.
Left: �-bond; right:�-bond.

In terms of right- and left-moving amplitudes̃fj andg̃j , respectively, the transfer operators of the lattice
sites can be written as(

f̃out

f̃in

)
=
(

cosh 2�∗� − sinh 2�∗�
− sinh 2�∗� cosh 2�∗�

)(
g̃in

g̃out

)
(294)

and (
f̃in

f̃out

)
=
(

cosh 2�� sinh 2��

sinh 2�� cosh 2��

)(
g̃out

g̃in

)
. (295)

The relations

�3W†�3=W−1 , �3V†�3= V−1 (296)

ensure flux conservation (Fig.35).
The network model constructed in this way is completely analogous to the U(1) network of saddle point

scatterings used in the previous section for describing the critical localization behavior of the quantum
Hall system, with plaquettes of definite senses of circulation of the fluxes which can be clockwise and
counterclockwise. Disorder can be introduced in the former network by random quenched phases and
random saddle point energies. In the present case, randomness enters only via the randomness of the
exchange integrals represented in the Ising model by the bonds. The latter have been mapped to the nodes
of the network represented by the parameters� and�∗. An antiferromagnetic�-bond leads to�<0. An
antiferromagnetic�-bond, however, leads to a complex�∗, where∗ denotes the Kramers–Wannier dual
defined by the function, Eq. (265). It implies the relation

(−|�|)∗ = |�|∗ + i
�

2
. (297)

This gives a minus sign in the matricesW representing the scattering at the nodes. Starting from an
Ising system with ferro- and antiferromagnetic bonds distributed randomly, one arrives at an equivalent
network model with nodesW that have random signs. In the node matricesV, the off-diagonal matrix
elements sinh(2�) acquire random signs. Thus, scattering at the nodes only causes real phase factors±1.
Taking into account the topology of the network (Fig.35), this means that a single antiferromagnetic
node introduces phases� in both of the anticlockwise plaquettes that are linked at this node.
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m−1

m+1

l−1 l l+1

Fig. 35. The network model equivalent to the random bond Ising model. Arrows indicate the propagation of flux. The transfer
matrix relates flux amplitudes from the left to the right. The Ising lattice of spins (arrows) with the exchange matrix elements
(dashed) are also shown.

This specific property of the disorder determines the symmetry class of the model. In the classification
scheme introduced recently by Altland and Zirnbauer[243,244]this network model belongs to the class
D (see below,Table 4in Section 9). Hamiltonian matrices of this class are purely imaginary,H ∗ =−H .
The corresponding time evolution operator exp(−iHt) is represented by a matrix with real elements
and can introduce only scattering phase factors±1, in accordance with the above network model of the
random bond Ising model.

The total transfer matrix of the doubled Ising system is then obtained by combining the node matrices
WandV. It is a 2M × 2M matrix which can be arranged in such a way that propagation in one direction
is described by the firstM rows and propagation in the other direction is contained in theM last rows.
In the former case of the U(1) network the transfer matrix was unitary. In the present case it is real and
orthogonal. For a random network, it has the form exp�L with a real diagonal matrix�. The fluctuations
are∝ √

L. It can be calculated numerically recursively for very long strips[17,88,89], L → ∞, and
converges according to the theorem by Oseledec[106] to a diagonal matrix with diagonal elements
�1, . . . , �M,−�1, . . . ,−�M with the Lyapunov exponents�j .

The above random-bond Ising network model has been analyzed exhaustively numerically in[212]
for systems containing as many asM × L= 256× 5 · 105 lattice sites including scaling analysis along
the phase boundary where systems of size up toM × L= 32× 2 · 108 lattice sites were used. From the
scaling behavior of the data a critical index of� = 1.50± 0.03 has been extracted along the Nishimori
line at the multicritical point. On the other hand, along the phase boundary, the scaling analysis gives a
critical exponent�T = 4.0± 0.5.

Also other network models, but belonging to the same symmetry class D, have been studied
[209a,210,238]. Most strikingly, these different choices seem to yield different localization properties.
This will be reviewed in the following section.
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9. Symmetry classes

Having established above a network model belonging to a certain symmetry class corresponding to the
quantum Hall transition, one may ask the question if one can generalize the model to coverall existing
symmetry classes.

Conventionally, random electron systems are classified into three universality classes[144] according
to their symmetry with respect to reversal of time and rotation of spin. Systems belonging to the orthogonal
class have both time reversal and spin rotation invariance. Models belonging to the unitary class are not
invariant under time reversal. The symplectic class contains models that have time reversal symmetry
but the spin rotation symmetry is broken. This is realized in random electron systems with spin–orbit
interaction. The notation originates from the fact that a distribution of random matricesH of the orthogonal,
unitary, and symplectic classes is invariant under transformations,H → U−1HU, OTHO, WRHW
with unitary, orthogonal, and symplectic (commuting with the antisymmetric Pauli matrix�y) matrices,
U, O, W, respectively. Here,OT is the transpose ofO, andWR, the time reverse ofW [144], as defined
by WR = KW TK−1, with the unitary matrixK which can be symmetric or antisymmetric,KK ∗ = ±1,
corresponding to integer spin and half-integer spin, respectively. Any random matrix in each of the classes
can be diagonalized by a unitary, orthogonal, and symplectic matrix, respectively.

The symmetry properties of a random Hamiltonian have strong impact on the distribution and statistical
correlations between its eigenvalues and the distribution of moments of local eigenfunction amplitudes.
The level repulsion of extended states increases as the symmetry is changed from the orthogonal to uni-
tary to the symplectic class. At the same time the tendency to localization decreases, accompanied by an
according decrease of local wave function fluctuations[144,245]. As reviewed in Section 4, these proper-
ties have been studied in detail for the Chalker–Coddington network model. By construction, the model
belongs to the unitary symmetry class, since the links are directed, and correspond to scattering paths
which have a well-defined chirality (handedness). This breaks the time reversal symmetry. The question
arises, whether or not the integer quantum Hall transition as modeled by the Chalker–Coddington net-
work model is uniquely characterized by being identified as belonging to the unitary symmetry class.
This would lead one to the conclusion that all quantum Hall-type transitions had the same critical
exponents.

Since there can be a strong overlap between spin split Landau bands[246], the question is of great
experimental importance[247]whether or not the delocalization transition is sensitive to the spin rotation
symmetry. When the time reversal symmetry is broken, the conventional unitary class makes no distinction
whether or not the spin symmetry is broken. However, for a modified Chalker–Coddington model with
two spin channels, fixing the scattering phases and introducing random SU(2) mixing between the spin
channels—which corresponds to spin flip scattering by spin–orbit interaction—the critical exponent has
been found to be� ≈ 1.1 [248,249]. This is close to the one of classical percolation,� = �p = 4/3, see
Section 2.4. On the other hand, one recovers the critical exponent�= 2.4(2) close to that of the quantum
Hall phase transition[97,98,248](Table 3) by choosing in addition the scattering phases at random. In
the latter case, the unitary matrices mixing the two spin channels are randomly chosen from the group
U(2) =U(1)× SU(2) where U(n) denotes the group of complex unitary(n×n)-matricesA, and S stands
for the special condition that its determinant is one, detA= 1.

Recently, it has been realized that there can be two additional discrete symmetries in Hamiltonians of
disordered electrons. These symmetries have been found to give rise to four distinct transitions of the
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Table 3
Classification of network models (NM) according to their symmetry: the Wigner–Dyson class with no discrete symmetry

Wigner–Dyson class

Property Orthogonal Unitary Unitary Symplectic

TRS Yes No No Yes
SRS Yes Yes No No
Cartan class AI A A AII
� 1 2 2 4
ml 1 1 1 1
s 1 1 2 1
NDNM Insulator Insulatora Insulator MIT[76]
DOS (E→ 0) Constant Constant Constant Constant
Phase factor U(1) U(2)b

in DNM
PT in DNM — IQHT IQHTc —
� — 2.5(5) [31] 2.4(2) [97,98] 2.8(1) (Section 9.2)

[20]c

�0 — 2.261(3) [137] 2.174(3)[260]
�c — 1/�(�0 − 2) 2/�(�0 − 2) 1.83(1) (Section 9.2)

Equivalent models RSVDM RSVDM

Abbreviations: TRS time reversal symmetry, SRS, spin rotation symmetry,� level repulsion exponent,ml multiplicity of
long root on symmetric space[256], sspin factor, IQHT Integer Quantum Hall Transition, MIT metal–insulator transition, DOS
density of states, (N)DNM (non-)directed network model, PT phase transition,� critical exponent,�0 position of maximum of
f (�), �c MacKinnon–Kramer parameter, RSVDM Dirac model with both, random scalar and vector potentials.

aElectrons in a random magnetic field belong to this unitary class. The U(2) network model proposed by Chalker and Lee
[97] describes electrons in random magnetic field with large correlation length, and does not show a delocalization transition.

bSpin degenerate levels with spin–orbit interaction[97].
cTwo IQHTs at two distinct energies[97].

quantum Hall type with different critical exponents and different behavior of the quasi-particle density of
states. In the next section, we introduce these symmetry classes before we review the present knowledge
about the properties of the corresponding random models. In particular, we will concentrate on the nature
of the quantum Hall-type transitions.

9.1. The additional discrete symmetries

In addition to the invariance under time reversal and spin rotation, there can be at least two more discrete
symmetry operations in condensed matter systems. One is realized in two-sublattice models[250–253].
It corresponds to an interchange of the two sublattices together with a sign change of the Hamiltonian. A
physical realization is a tight-binding lattice Hamiltonian with randomness only in the hopping amplitude.
Disordered systems with such a symmetry belong to thechiral class.

The other one is the electron–hole symmetry[254] arising from Andreev scattering in normal metal
wires attached to a superconductor[244] or in superconductors with a gapless quasi-particle density of
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Table 4
Classification of network models according to their symmetry: the Bogoliubov–de-Gennes–Oppermann class with particle–hole
discrete symmetry

Bogoliubov–de-Gennes–Oppermann class

Property Orthogonal Unitary Unitary Symplectic

TRS Yes No No Yes
SRS Yes Yes No No
Cartan class CI C D DIII
� 2 4 1 2[261]
ml 2 3 0 0[261]
s 1 1 4 2
Transport SI SI TM TMa

DOS (E→ 0) |E| [244,262] |E|2 [244] |E|b |E|[244]√
ln(1/|E|)

c[263]
Phase factor SU(2) Z2
PT in DNM — SQHT TQHT —
DOS at CP |E|1/7 [264,265]
� — 4/3 [264] —d ?
�0 — 2.137(3) [184] —d ?
�c — 1/�(�0 − 2) —d ?

Equivalent models CP RBIM

SQHT spin quantum Hall transition, TQHT thermal quantum Hall transition, CP classical percolation model, RBIM random
bond Ising model[158].

Abbreviations: SI spin insulator, TM thermal metal.
aCritical metal for uncorrelated disorder of arbitrary strength, MIT for correlated disorder.
bDOS in the localized phase.
cDOS in the metallic phase.
dLine of critical points, on the Nishimori line�= �p= 4/3 [158].

states[254]. Disordered systems with such a particle–hole symmetry are in the Bogoliubov–de-Gennes-
Oppermann (BdGO) class.

Both of the discrete symmetries share the property that the eigenenergies of the corresponding Hamil-
tonians come in pairs(−En, En), whereE = 0 is the center of the band of eigenvalues for the chiral
models, and the Fermi energy for the BdGO-models. Random Hamiltonians with either of these two
discrete symmetries show very different behavior in their density of states and transport properties. Their
properties are presently the subject of intensive ongoing research. InTables 3–5, and we have attempted
to summarize what is presently known about the properties of the non-directed and directed network
models for all of the existing symmetry classes.

There are strong arguments, based on a classification of Lie Algebras by Cartan[255,256], that these
symmetries make the classification of possible random systems complete. In a perturbative renormaliza-
tion group study in 2+ ε dimensions, the corrections to the conductance in the bosonic and the fermionic
replica formulations have been obtained to 3-loop order for all of the symmetric spaces[257].
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Table 5
Classification of network models according to their symmetry: the chiral class with bipartite discrete symmetry (two sublattices)

Chiral class

Property Orthogonal Unitary Symplectic

TRS Yes No Yes
SRS Yes Yes(no) No
Cartan class BDI AIII CII
� 1 2 4
ml 1 1 1
s 1 1(2) 1
Transport (E = 0) Metal Metal ?
DOS (E→ 0) �(E) �(E) ?
Phase factor 2× Z2 2× U(1) 2× SU(2)
PT in DNM — Yes (a) —
� —
�0 —
�c —

Equivalent models RXY[266] RVDM

Abbreviations:�(E)= exp(−c| lnE|1/x)/|E| [252] (x = 3/2 for BDI [204,205]and possibly also for AIII, CII[205]), RXY
random XY model, RVDM Dirac model with random vector potentials.

(a) The phase diagram is shown inFig. 46.

There is an ongoing debate whether or not this symmetry classification is sufficient to characterize the
quantum critical properties of random systems[210,258,204,259]. As we will review below, there are
some results which do not seem to fit into this scheme, since the critical properties sensitively do depend
on the spatial correlation of the disorder. As discussed above, the conventional quantum Hall transition
is insensitive to the correlation length of the disorder potential, unless the disorder has an extremely
long-range correlation length[84].

In the following, we first discuss the properties of quasi-one-dimensional disordered wires, and how
their transport properties depend on the symmetry properties. Then, we consider the critical properties in
two dimensions. We present an overview of the network models studied for the various symmetry classes.

For a quasi-one-dimensional wire, where the localization length� is larger than the wire widthLy ,
a beautiful formula, valid for all of the 10 symmetry classes has been derived recently by solving the
Fokker–Planck equation[261,267]

�= l
[
s

�

ml
(N − 1)+ 1+ 1

ml

]
. (298)

Here,ml is the multiplicity of the root on the symmetric space (see below),� the level repulsion co-
efficient,N the number of channels proportional to the width, ands the spin factor. This formula displays
explicitly the importance of the symmetry properties of the disordered Hamiltonian for the localization.
We have seen already that the transfer matrixT of the Chalker–Coddington model fulfills the commutation
relation equation (91), which is a result of current conservation. Thereby, transfer matrices form a group.
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Since they are parameterized by continuous variables, such groups are called Lie groups. For the
Chalker–Coddington transfer matrix this group is G= U(N,N), the group of non-compact 2N × 2N
matrices, which fulfill Eq. (91). For the other ensembles additional conditions are imposed, restricting the
corresponding transfer matrices to be in different Lie groups. Now, all the powerful tools of representation
theory of Lie groups[268]can be used to analyze these transfer matrices systematically. There is a further
simplification, that a transport property like the conductance equation (147) does depend only on products
TT+ andT+T [160,162]. As a result, there is a subgroup K of matricesk by whichT can be multiplied
from right T → kT or left T → Tk , without changing the conductance through the system. For the
Chalker–Coddington model this subgroup is found to be K=U(N)×U(N), the group of 2N times 2N
matrices which consist of two blocks of unitaryN ×N matrices. Thus, this subgroup is not relevant for a
physical property like the conductance, and can be divided from the group G. The resulting group G/K is
for the Chalker–Coddington model G/K=U(N,N)/(U(N)×U(N)). This is a so-called simple Lie group
and is also called a symmetric space. There is a full classification of all symmetric spaces by Cartan. The
way to characterize a symmetric space is to consider the corresponding Lie algebra, that is the properties
of matricesA, defined byT=exp(A). Now, one defines eigenvectorsX of A, by the commutation relation
[A,X]=aX. The degeneracy of the eigenvaluea=0 defines the rankr of the Lie algebra. The set of eigen-
vectorsHi , i=1, . . . , r witheigenvaluea=0 forms an Abelian subalgebra, the so called Cartan Algebra,
since[Hi ,Hj ] = 0 for all i = 1, . . . , r. Since every matrixA commutes with itself,[A,A] = 0, it can be
written as a linear superpositionA=∑r

i=1 �iHi . There areN−r eigenvectorsEi , i=r+1, . . . , N of Hi ,
i = 1, . . . , r with non-zero eigenvalues�1, . . . , �r . The vector of non-zero eigenvalues�= (�1, . . . , �r )
is called the root of the algebra. These roots can be characterized by their length, and their degener-
acy, the so-called multiplicity. If there is only one eigenvector to a root� it is called a simple root.
Now, it can be shown that the parameters entering in the above formula for the quasi-one-dimensional
localization length, Eq. (298),� andml are the multiplicities of roots on the respective symmetric space
G/K [255,256].

We have listed their values inTables 3–5. The factors accounts for the fact that spin flip scat-
tering from magnetic impurities mixes the two spin channels, and thereby can double the effective
number of channels. Thus,s = 1, without spin scattering, ands = 2 with spin scattering. The inte-
gerN is the number of transverse channels in the quantum wire, andl the elastic mean free path. This
formula, Eq. (298) coincides for the ordinary symmetry classes with the well-known result derived
independently by Efetov and Larkin, and by Dorokhov, namely that the localization length is propor-
tional to the symmetry parameter� [87,269–274]. For the ordinary and the chiral classes� takes the
well-known conventional values� = 1,2,4, ml = 1 for the orthogonal, unitary and symplectic class,
respectively.

For the Bogoliubov–de-Gennes–Oppermann class, however,� ands have quite unexpected values.
Moreover, in the classes D and DIII, the multiplicityml vanishes. This implies a diverging localization
length. For weak Gaussian disorder the conductance in classes D and DIII has the broad distribution
typical for a critical state[261]. Accordingly, in a gapless superconductor with broken spin symme-
try the quasi-particles are delocalized for weak disorder. Since both, the charge and the spin, are not
good quantum numbers in such a system, the metallic character of the quasi-particles can only be
measured due to their finite contribution to transport of heat which can be measured via the thermal
conductance[263].

In order to understand this better, it is enlightening to generalize briefly the concept of the quantization
of the electrical—charge—conductance to the thermal and the spin conductance.
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The defining relations of charge, spin and heat conductivities are

jc =
(

�c

e

)
∇(eV ) , (299)

js=
(

�s

�B2/2

)
,∇
(

�B2
2
B

)
, (300)

jq =
(

�

kB

)
∇(kBT ) , (301)

with electron charge−e, voltageV, Bohr magneton�B, Boltzmann constantkB, and temperatureT. The
charge, spin and heat conductivities are denoted as�c, �s and�, respectively. One can easily verify that
these are consistent with the usual linear response definition apart from rewriting the current densities as
the responses to gradients of energies instead of fields. We also recall that thermal and electrical currents
are related via the Wiedemann–Franz law

�

�cT
= �2

3

k2
B

e2
. (302)

The quantization of the charge conductance in terms of�0=e2/h implies that the conductance per charge
is given by the ratio of the elementary charge and the Planck constant,�c

0/e = e/h. Analogously, the
quantum of the spin conductance will then be given by the ratio between elementary spin and the Planck
constant,�s

0/(�B2/2)= (2/2)/h. This implies

�s
0= �B

(2/2)2

h
. (303)

The quantum of the heat conductance should be given by the ratio between the heat per free particleQ0
and the Planck constant. The heat per charge carrier can be deduced from the thermopowerS

eST = �2

3
kBT

(
kBT

2EF

)
, (304)

where the last factor accounts for the fact that only electrons in a temperature windowkBT near the surface
of the Fermi sea contribute. Note that the factor�2/3 is the first Sommerfeld expansion parameter in the
expansion of the energy integral around the Fermi surface, which does not depend on dimensionality.
From this one concludes

Q0= �2

3
kBT (305)

and from

�0

kB
= Q0

h
(306)

follows that

�0= �2

3

k2
BT

h
. (307)

In the following, we apply this to the case of a quantum Hall system. We use units such that�B = 1.
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When a temperature difference smaller than the Landau gap is applied to two opposite edges of
a quantum Hall bar, there is no thermal transport between the edges, if the Fermi energy is pinned to
localized bulk states. Still, the total heat current perpendicular to the temperature gradient is non-vanishing,
since the quasi-particles on the hot edge of the sample carry more heat in one direction than the quasi-
particles on the cooler edge in the opposite direction. This results in a finite thermal Hall conductance�xy
defined by

IQx = �xy�HT , (308)

where�HT is the temperature difference between the edges andI
Q
x the total heat current. One finds that

one edge channel contributes towards the thermal Hall conductance with the quantized amount given in
Eq. (307)[275],

�xy = �2

3

k2
BT

h
. (309)

As thechargeHall conductance, thethermalHall conductance is non-zero only for broken time reversal
symmetry and broken parity. Non-vanishing values can thus only be obtained indirectednetwork models.

There has been some debate[238,263,276,277]if this critical metal phase of classes D and DIII persists
due to the particular symmetry even at strong disorder as argued in[267], or if there could be a regime of
localized phases characterized by a quantized thermal Hall conductance parameter, in units of the thermal
conductance quantum�0,

�T
xy =

3h�xy
�2k2

BT
, (310)

with quantum Hall-type transitions between phases with�T
xy = 0 and�T

xy = 1 [275]. One could refer to
this transition, accordingly, as the thermal quantum Hall transition.

Recently, several investigations have concluded that the phase diagram of models belonging to class D
critically depends on the spatial correlations of the disorder potential and that the metal phase persists to
strong disorder only for uncorrelated, white noise disorder[210,258,261,278]. If there is at strong disorder
a transition to a localized phase, and the time reversal symmetry is broken, as it is the case in class D, there
can be a finite thermal Hall conductance�xy . Fig. 36shows schematically the suggested two-parameter
flow diagram for correlated disorder[238,263,277]as a function of the thermal conductance parameter

�T
xx =

3h�xx
�2k2

BT
(311)

and the thermal Hall conductance parameter�T
xy . Such a thermal metal insulator transition and the

corresponding thermal quantum Hall transition are expected to have very different critical properties
from the integer quantum Hall transition (Table4).

When the time reversal symmetry is broken but global SU(2) spin rotation symmetry is not, then the
quasi-particles in a superconductor can be studied both by their contribution to thermal and to spin trans-
port. In two dimensions this class, denoted as C inTable 4, can be studied in d-wave superconductors.
Here, the order parameter vanishes at four nodal points on the Fermi surface. This allows to study the
peculiar properties of the quasi-particles which occur close to the Fermi energy due to the particle–hole
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Fig. 36. Scheme of the quantum Hall flow diagram of class D systems in the plane of the local thermal conductance and thermal
Hall conductance parameters,�T

xx and�T
xy , respectively, for correlated disorder where an insulating and a quantum Hall phase

can exist[238,263,277]. For weak disorder (large�T
xx ), the critical metal phase is stable for all values of the Hall conductance.

For uncorrelated disorder, this is the only possible phase for any value of�T
xx . Correspondingly,�T ∗=0 for uncorrelated disorder.

For strong correlated disorder there is a flow towards an insulating phase for�T
xy <1/2, and a flow to a phase with quantized

Hall thermal conductance for�T
xy >1/2, respectively.

symmetry in class C. As seen from Eq. (298), the quasi-particles in a quasi-one-dimensional wire belong-
ing to class C are localized. From results of perturbative renormalization group studies, one can conclude
that they stay localized in two dimensions[279].

However, in close analogy to the quantum Hall transition, a localization–delocalization transition is
possible in which the quantized Hall conductance for thespin, �s

xy , is quantized.
The spin transport is caused by a gradient in the perpendicular magnetic field which results in a gradient

in the Zeeman energy. In linear response the spin current is[280] (Eq. (300)),

js= �s∇B , (312)

where�s is now a 2×2-matrix with components�s
xx and�s

xy . When the Fermi energy is pinned to localized
bulk states, the edge states carry a finite spin current perpendicular to the gradient of the magnetic field,

js
x = �s

xy∇yB . (313)

When the quasi-particles carry the spin 1/2, the spin Hall conductance,�s
xy turns out to be quantized in

two dimensions in multiples of the quantum of the spin conductance�0 (Eq. (303)),

�s
xy =m�B

(2/2)2

h
, (314)

wherem is found to take only values 0,±2 [277], very similar to the quantization of the charge Hall
conductance in units ofe2/h. The spin angular momentum2/2 is substituted for the electron chargee.
Changing the Fermi energy one finds spin quantum Hall plateau transitions where the spin Hall conduc-
tance changes by two units. This transition is in a new universality class, and called thespin quantum
Hall transition (SQHT). When a strong Zeeman term is introduced which reduces the SU(2) symmetry
of the spin to U(1), this transition splits into two, each of them being in the usual universality class of the
integer quantum Hall transition[264,265,279–281]. The spin quantum Hall transition can also be probed
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by the thermal conductance, which in a metal phase is related to the spin conductance by the analogue of
the above Wiedemann–Franz law

�

�sT
= �2

3

k2
B

(2/2)2
. (315)

Recently, a model belonging to class C has been mapped on the classical percolation model[264,282].
This made it possible to determine the exact critical exponents of the spin quantum Hall transition, like
the exponent of the divergent localization length,� = �p = 4/3. The mapping is reviewed below, when
the Class C network model is introduced in more detail. We note that disordered d-wave superconductors
also have been argued to be in the chiral class AIII, yielding delocalized quasi-particles close to the
Fermi energy[262]. This situation arises for a slowly varying disorder which has negligibly small Fourier
components for scattering between the four nodal points where the gap in the quasi-particle density of
states is vanishing. For each node, the quasi-particles independently can be modeled by Dirac fermions.
In a magnetic field, which breaks the time reversal invariance, this leads to the sub-lattice class AIII[262].

Sub-lattice models exhibit some similarity to a quantum Hall transition, since they have one extended
state in the middle of a band of localized states. Their Hamiltonian is given by a tight-binding model
on a two-dimensional bipartite lattice. There are no on-site potentials, and the hopping matrix elements
are random. Thus, they have perfect particle–hole symmetry. In contrast to the models for the integer
Quantum Hall Effect, two-sub-lattice models have a divergent density of states in the center of the band
where the extended states appear. For the unitary (AIII) and the orthogonal (BDI) chiral classes, the
density of states diverges,

�(E) ∝ 1

|E| e−c| lnE|1/x , (316)

with constantc. By using field theory, Gade obtainedx = 2 for both classes, AIII and BDI[251,252]. By
considering random Gaussian surfaces, and numerically, the valuex = 3/2 was obtained for class BDI
[204]. This result for BDI was also derived with the supersymmetry method[205] and was argued to be
a direct consequence of the freezing transition of the dynamical exponentz [204,205,283–285], which is
related to the fact that the multi-fractal spectrum is bounded[285]. While it has been suggested that this
freezing transition is not sensitive to time reversal and spin symmetry and therefore the valuex = 3/2
could be valid for the chiral classes, AIII and CII, as well[205], a derivation is pending.

The model of Dirac fermions in a random vector potential (Section 7.2) is another member of the
symmetry class AIII. Although a divergence of the density of states has been found here as well, the
corresponding exponent is varying continuously with the disorder strength[120]. When moving away
from the band center, the sub-lattice models acquire the properties of the ordinary models, and the states
are localized for the orthogonal and unitary models. Sub-lattice models with directed bonds have recently
been established[259]. Their critical properties still have to be studied in detail. So far, the symplectic
sub-lattice class has been studied only briefly[286].

According to the above description, the delocalization transition of the Chalker–Coddington network
model without particle–hole symmetry should be insensitive to the spin rotation symmetry, since the
conventional unitary class makes no distinction whether or not that symmetry is broken. This argument
does not take into account that the lifting of the spin degeneracy can result in a change of the statistically
relevant density of states and thereby also a change in the localization behavior. This has been first noted
for localization in quasi-one-dimensional disordered wires without time reversal symmetry, where the
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localization length is doubled when the spin degeneracy is broken, Eq. (298)[269,274]. Recently, it
has been argued within a semi-classical percolation model[287], that spin–orbit scattering can change
the universality class from the one of the conventional quantum Hall transition to the one of classical
percolation. In short, the argument is that the Hamiltonian with spin–orbit scattering and random scalar
potential reduces—in an adiabatic approximation—to the Hamiltonian of electrons with opposite spins
moving in the effective potential which is the sum of the scalar potential and the positive/negative locally
varying random Zeeman fields for the electrons with spin up and spin down, respectively. Thus, the
electrons with opposite spins do see different randomness. Close to saddle points in the effective potential,
the electrons have the choice of either to tunnel while keeping their spin or to flip their spin using the
non-adiabatic part of the spin–orbit interaction, and then continue to propagate in the potential landscape
corresponding to the opposite spin. For a potential with a sufficiently short correlation length, the potential
landscapes for the electrons with spin up and spin down should be sufficiently different that this argument
applies. This argument suggests that the critical exponent of the localization length in that situation is
close to the one of classical percolation,� = �p = 4/3 [287]. The obvious similarity of this model to
models of the Bogoliubov–de-Gennes–Oppermann class, when identifying the spin flip scattering with
the anomalous pairing amplitude�, coupling electrons with holes may be used as a heuristic explanation
for the change of the universality class to the one of the classical percolation transition, in class C models.
Indeed, the network model of class C with SU(2)-scattering phases at the links has been first studied as a
model of spin degenerate Landau levels with negligible random potential and strong spin–orbit scattering
[248]. Another realization would be Landau levels with strong magnetic impurities[253]. This was found
to have a single quantum critical point with� ≈ 1.1 [248].

In order to study quantitatively the localization properties of the metal–insulator transitions and the
quantum Hall transitions it is necessary to formulate specific network models for the various symmetry
classes. In the next section, we introduce non-directed network models for the three ordinary symmetry
classes, of which only the symplectic one is expected to have a metal–insulator transition. Next, we review
unitary network models with two spin channels that describe the transition of quantum Hall systems with
mixing between spin split Landau levels. Then, we review the network models for transitions of the
quantum Hall type belonging to the Bogoliubov–de-Gennes–Oppermann class. Finally, we provide an
overview on the network models for sub-lattice systems.

9.2. Non-directed network models

In order to construct network models belonging to the orthogonal and symplectic classes, one should
assume links that are not directed. Following early work on the scattering matrix formulation of the scaling
theory of Anderson localization[288], an example of such a model has been established and studied by
using the real space renormalization group method by Shapiro in 1982[289]. Recently, such network
models have been explored numerically for all of the three conventional symmetry classes[260,290]. The
results of the scaling theory of localization have been reproduced: a localized phase exists for the unitary
and orthogonal classes, and a metal–insulator transition occurs in the symplectic class. The corresponding
S matrices are unitary, symmetric, and symplectic[87].

The fact that the links are not directed, but nevertheless the time reversal symmetry is broken for non-
directed unitary network models, makes these models equivalent to two-dimensional random fermions
in a weak magnetic field that does not affect the classical motion of the electrons. Accordingly, extended
states are not expected to exist. This has been confirmed by extensive numerical studies[290].
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Fig. 37. Comparison of the nodes of a directed (left) and a non-directed network model (right).

In non-directed networks, the scattering matrices representing the nodes relate four incoming to four
outgoing currents (Fig.37),

�o
1

�o
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�o
3

�o
4

= Sorth


�i

1

�i
2

�i
3

�i
4

 . (317)

With time reversal invariance, theS matrix is symmetric[87]. By assuming isotropy of the scattering, it
can be cast into the form[260]

Sorth=

r d t d

d r d t

t d r d

d t d r

 , (318)

wheret, r andd denote transmission, reflection and deflection amplitudes, respectively. It is assumed here
that the deflection to the left and to the right are equal, as it should be for a network without chirality.
The scattering parameters are complex and satisfy the conditions

|r|2+ |t |2+ 2|d|2= 1 ,
d∗r + dr∗ + d∗t + dt∗ = 0 ,
2|d|2+ r∗t + rt∗ = 0 . (319)

From the 1st and the 3rd condition one finds the relations

|r|2+ |t |2�1 , 1� |r| + |t | . (320)

The second inequality is violated when the time reversal symmetry is broken.
Due to random phases attached to links, we can always setd to be a real positive number. Then, once

|r| and|t | are given,r, t andd are uniquely determined by Eq. (320).
Though the transfer matrix, at first sight, seems to be complex, the calculation can be performed with

only real (or quaternion-real) numbers after a proper unitary transformation[291].
In order to construct a model belonging to the symplectic class, we first establish a scatterer that rotates

the direction of the spin[260]. The S matrix relates the currents with spin up (↑) and spin down (↓)
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Symplectic1 2

Fig. 38. Schematic view of a scatterer that provides spin rotation. Solid arrows correspond to spin-up currents. Broken arrows
indicate spin-down currents.

according to Fig.38
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= Ssymp


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�i

2,↑
�i
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 (321)

with

Ssymp=
(

0 q

q 0

)
. (322)

This choice of symplectic scattering matrices mixes only different spin channels moving in the same
direction, but does not have backscattering matrix elements. Backscattering occurs thus in this model at
the orthogonal nodes only. Here,q is a quaternion-real number,

q =
3∑
k=0

qk�k , �k = i�k (k = 1,2,3) �0= 1 . (323)

The coefficientsqk are real numbers that satisfy

3∑
k=0

q2
k = 1 (324)

and the 2× 2-matrices�k are the Pauli spin matrices. The quaternion conjugate is denoted byq.

q = q01−
3∑
i=1

qi�i . (325)

The strength of the spin–orbit scattering is characterized by the distribution ofqi . Whenq0 = 1, q1 =
q2= q3= 0 there is no spin–orbit scattering. The spin rotation is most random when

q0+ iq3= ei� cos� ,

q1+ iq2= ei� sin� (326)
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Fig. 39. Network of nodes realizing the symplectic class. White boxes describe scattering with orthogonal symmetry. Shaded
boxes rotate spin, thus breaking spin rotation invariance.

with � and� distributed uniformly between[0,2�), and� distributed according to the probability density,

P(�)=
{

sin(2�) 0����/2 ,
0 otherwise.

(327)

As before, one attaches random phases between the nodes described by theS matrix

Slink =
(

0 ei	

ei	 0

)
. (328)

The resulting network is shown inFig. 39. This model is similar in spirit but different in the details as the
tight-binding Hamiltonian on a square lattice including spin–orbit scattering proposed in[292,293,114].
A similar model also has been proposed in[294].

Fig. 40shows some results for the localization length�(L) in a two-dimensional strip of the widthL.
The renormalized localization length� = �(L)/L as a function of|r| is plotted for differentL. When
|r| is smaller than 0.61,� increases with increasingL. It is decreasing function ofL for |r|>0.63. This
behavior indicates a delocalization–localization transition[17]. For the symplectic symmetry there occurs
a metal–insulator transition in two dimensions as has been conjectured before[295]. By analyzing the
data using the finite-size scaling method the critical exponent can be extracted (cf.Table 3). The estimates
with 95% confidence interval,�=2.81±0.05,�c=1.836±0.027, agree within the uncertainty with the
result of numerical studies done for the tight-binding Hamiltonian,�=2.746±0.009,�c=1.843±0.001
[114,115].

To construct orthogonal and a unitary nondirected network models, we assume inSsympq = 1. In the
unitary case,Slink is no longer symmetric,

Sunitary
link =

(
0 ei	

ei	′ 0

)
. (329)

In both cases, we have spin degeneracy, and the dimension of the transfer matrix is halved.
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Fig. 40. MacKinnon–Kramer variable� as a function of|r| for |t | = 0.6; |d| is determined according to Eq. (320);
L= 6,8,12,16,24,32 and 48; precision of the data is 0.2% except forL= 48 where it is 0.4%. Curves intersect approximately at
|r| = 0.62, which indicates the presence of an Anderson metal–insulator transition in two dimensions.

9.3. Network models of the Bogoliubov–de-Gennes–Oppermann class

9.3.1. Class C
As mentioned above, systems belonging to the Bogoliubov–de-Gennes–Oppermann class have a

particle–hole symmetry, and the spectrum of eigenvalues consist of pairs,(−En,En). The zero of energy,
E= 0, is the chemical potential in the superconductor. Class C describes quasi-particles in a spin-singlet
superconductor in which time-reversal symmetry is broken, but spin rotation symmetry is conserved. This
corresponds to systems with negligibly small Zeeman splitting[244]. Far away from the Fermi energy,
the transport properties show a crossover to the conventional unitary class A. Therefore, class C behavior
can only be studied in gapless superconductors or in metals closely attached to superconductors, where
quasi-particles close to the Fermi energy exist. As summarized inTable 4, the quantum states of quasi-
particles in non-directed models of the class C are localized. This phase is named spin insulator, because
the insulating behavior reveals itself only as a vanishing spin or thermal conductance, since the charge
is not conserved in a superconductor. When parity symmetry is broken, as in directed network models,
there can be a quantum Hall-type transition to a phase with a critical state and an integer-quantized spin
Hall conductance�s

xy . This is called the SQHT.
Thus, we are now looking for a generalization of the Chalker–Coddington model which satisfies the

particular symmetries of class C[264,265,281]. In the simplest case, one has two-component wave
functions, which propagate on directed links through the lattice, and which scatter at nodes between
adjacent links. All the nodes in the lattice have two incoming and two outgoing links. It turns out[264],
that the SQHT can be determined from the properties of the perimeters, or hulls, of classical percolation
clusters on a two-dimensional lattice constructed of such nodes and links. This classical problem is much
simpler than the original quantum problem, and can be solved exactly, for example by mapping it on an
integrable super-spin chain[264] which will be introduced below in Section 10.

In the following, we review the models for class C, as introduced by Beamond et al.[265]. A similar
network model with SU(2) scattering phases at the links has been studied before in the context of the
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Quantum Hall Effect of spin degenerate Landau levels[248]. We consider a set of nodesn connected by
links l. Each node is assumed to be of the degree four, such that at each node two directed links enter and
two leave. A two-component wave function is assumed to propagate along each link. This propagation
may be described by a unitary evolution operatorU, which describes the evolution of the wave function
one unit forward in “time”, as the particle moves from a given link to a neighboring one. The evolution
operator plays a similar role in defining the network model as the time evolution operator corresponding
to a Hamiltonian, for example, of a tight-binding model. This procedure has been discussed in detail
before for the U(1) network model in[121,189](Section 7).

The model can be constructed by associating each linkl with a unitary 2× 2-matrixUl . This matrix
specifies the phase accumulated when traversing the link. Each noden is assumed to be represented by a
scattering matrix (Section 3.2)

Sn = 12⊗
(

cos�n sin�n
− sin�n cos�n

)
, (330)

where12 is the 2× 2 unit matrix. TheSmatrix describes scattering at the node from the incoming links
to the outgoing ones. If the network hasM links (and thereforeM/2 nodes), thenU is anN ×N matrix,
with N = 2M. It consists ofM/2 blocks, each associated with a particular node and of size 4× 4. The
block at the noden has the form(

U1/2
3 0

0 U1/2
4

)
Sn

(
U1/2

1 0

0 U1/2
2

)
, (331)

where(1,2) and(3,4) label the links which are incoming and outgoing at the given node.
So far, we only have assumed the links to be directed, so that time reversal symmetry is broken.

To identify a network model to belong to class C, one can start[281] from the defining property of a
HamiltonianH with this symmetry[244]

H∗ = −�yH�y , (332)

with the Pauli matrix�y acting on the spin variables. The operatorH ∗ is the complex conjugate ofH.
With this Hamiltonian, and using thatU can be written as

U= e−iH , (333)

Eq. (332) implies

U= �yU∗�y . (334)

From this, an equivalent restriction follows for the phases of the links,

Ul = �yU∗l �y (335)

which are therefore unitary Sp(2)-matrices equivalent to SU(2)-matrices, whereSp(2N) is defined to be
the symplectic group of 2N × 2N matricesA which fulfill the conditionAT�yA = �y [265]. The wave
function consists of two components in each link. The space of states on each link may be viewed as
consisting of a two-dimensional subspace, within which�y operates.
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Fig. 41. Decomposition of the scattering at a given node:Smatrix elements cos�n and± sin�n are associated with the transitions
(1,2)→ (3,4) as indicated on the left. The two decompositions are weighted with factorspn = cos2 �n and 1− pn = sin2 �n
(figure taken from[265]).

One possibility to introduce randomness into the model consists of assuming the link phases to
be random variables drawn independently from a distribution which is uniform on the invariant
(Haar-)measure of Sp(2). The ensemble average of a physical quantity in the network model, denoted by
〈. . .〉, is the mean with respect to this measure.

As reviewed in Section 5.1, the conductance of an open network of a finite length can be expressed
by the multi-channel Landauer formula in terms of the transmission probability. Specifically, the spin
conductance measured between two contacts in units of(2/2)2/h is given by Eq. (147),

g = Tr tt † . (336)

Here,t is the rectangularN × N transmission matrix containing the matrix elements forz = 1 of the
propagation operator

G(z)= 1

1− zU (337)

between the incoming and outgoing link statesli andlo.
One can now show that the disorder average Tr〈G(z)〉 taken over the Sp(2)-phase factors of the Green

function

G(z; l, l′)= 〈l|(1− zU)−1|l′〉 (338)

can be expressed in terms of classical paths[264,265].
To illustrate this, we define for the same network aclassicalscattering problem as follows. The scattering

at each node may be decomposed into disconnected processes in two different ways,(1 → 3,2 → 4)
and(1→ 4,2→ 3) (Fig. 41).

A two-dimensional model exhibiting the spin Quantum Hall Effect is obtained by taking the network
to be the so-called L-lattice shown inFig. 42. The two possible classical decompositions of a node may
be associated with the presence or absence of a bond, with probabilitiesp and 1−p between neighboring
sites on an associated square lattice[264]. The latter is rotated by 45◦ relative to the L-lattice, and has a
lattice spacing increased by a factor

√
2. In this model, closed loops of the classical problem form interior

or exterior hulls of bond percolation clusters on the larger lattice. It is known that such loops are finite
with characteristic size�(p)<∞ except at the critical point,p = pc, which for bond percolation on the
square lattice occurs atpc=1/2. When approaching the critical point,� diverges as� ∼ |p−pc|−� with
�= �p= 4/3 (Section 2), while at the critical point the distribution of the hull lengths isP(L) ∼ L−y at
largeL, with y = 8/7.
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Fig. 42. The network model for the spin Quantum Hall Effect. Scattering amplitudes± cos�n and± sin�n are indicated by±c
and±s (figure taken from[265]).

The quantum localization length in this class C model diverges with the same value of the exponent,
�= �p= 4/3, as the plateau transition is approached. The density of states

�(E)=−1

�
ImTr〈G(E)〉 (339)

varies for smallE as

�(E) ∼ E2 (340)

in the localized phase, and as

�(E) ∼ |E|1/7 (341)

near the critical point (Table4).

9.3.2. Class D
As described in the introduction to this section (Table4 andFig. 36), models in class D have particu-

larly rich phase diagrams in two dimensions. The symmetry is realized in superconductors with broken
time reversal invariance, and either broken spin rotation invariance, as in d-wave superconductors with
spin–orbit scattering, or spin-less or spin-polarized fermions, as in certain p-wave states. Since the spin
rotation symmetry is broken, and the charge is not conserved, the quasi-particles can only be measured
by their contribution to thermal transport. Eq. (298) shows that quasi-particles are delocalized in quasi-
one-dimensional quantum wires belonging to class D. In the two-dimensional case, the flow under the
renormalization group is towards larger thermal conductance[263,276,277,296]. Thus, there is a phase
in which there is a diverging density of extended eigenstates at zero excitation energy (Table4 [263]).
A superconductor described by this model is in a thermal-metal phase. A phase with localized quasi-
particles is a natural possibility, although it has only been found so far for models with correlated disorder
[238] which gives rise to a phase with a quantized Hall conductance (Fig.36).
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Fig. 43. The phase diagram in the (p, �)-plane of the model of Cho and Fisher[209a]obtained by numerical calculations[238].
Here,�T

xy is the thermal Hall conductance parameter defined in Eq. (310),p the disorder parameter, and sin2(�) is the tunneling
probability (figure taken from[238]).

In analogy with the network models belonging to class C introduced in the previous section, one can
formulate a directed network model with the symmetries of class D[238]. Disorder appears in the network
model in the form of random scattering phases, and the symmetries of the class D restrict scattering
phases to the values 0 and�, multiplying the wave function at each node at random with phase factors
±1. Remarkably, within this framework, different particular forms of disorder result in quite different
physical behaviors. Depending on the level of correlations between the random phases three cases have
been found so far[238,258,297].

The first of these was introduced by Cho and Fisher[209a]with the intention of modeling the two-
dimensional random bond Ising model (RBIM) (Section 8) which possesses a fermion representation
with the symmetries of class D. Subsequently, it has been noted[210,298] that a precise mapping
of the Ising model leads to a second version of the model which accordingly is denoted as random
bond Ising model. In both of the models, scattering phases� appear in correlated pairs. A third model
[238,276]denoted by O(1), can be established if one assumes the scattering phases to be independent
random variables. Each model has two parameters: the disorder concentration,p (0�p�1), and a tun-
neling amplitude sin� (0����/2) which controls the value of the thermal Hall conductance at short
distances.

A phase diagram for the Cho–Fisher model in the(p, �)-plane is shown inFig. 43. It contains three
regions: a metallic phase, a localized phase, and a thermal quantum Hall phase. While the random
bond Ising model has been shown to have no metallic phase[210] the O(1) model has been argued to
have no insulating and thus no quantum Hall phase[267]. Only the Cho–Fisher model has all three
phases. It features three potentially different critical points: a quantum Hall-type transition, an insulator-
to-metal transition, and a multi-critical point at which all three phases meet. This phase diagram has
the form proposed generically for class D[263]. The phase diagram is very complex. The correspond-
ing critical parameters remain to be determined quantitatively. The network model reviewed here[238]
will certainly be central in achieving a better understanding of this phase diagram in future investi-
gations. An attempt of understanding the implications of the all-orders beta functions has been made
in [299].
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9.4. Chiral network models

In the following, we shortly summarize the network models of the chiral symmetry classes introduced
recently[259]. The network models presented here are connected in two distinct ways to the models
without chiral symmetry introduced in the previous sections. Class AIII is connected with the U(1) network
model, while CII and BDI belong to the SU(2) and O(1) network models, respectively. They describe
the plateau transitions in dirty superconductors, as briefly explained above. In each case, the model with
chiral symmetry is constructed by coupling two copies of the partner model. After a transformation, this
coupling is equivalent to introducing absorption and coherent amplification in the original models. This
equivalence parallels the established link[300] between the chiral symmetry classes and non-Hermitian
random operators.

We formulate the network models for each of the chiral symmetry classes by treating in some detail the
chiral unitary class (AIII), and outlining the equivalent steps for the chiral orthogonal (BDI) and chiral
symplectic (CII) classes[259]. The strategy is to construct the two-dimensional internal space associated
with chiral symmetry using two related copies of a network model without that symmetry.

The symmetry may be discussed in terms of a HamiltonianH, a scattering matrixS, or a transfer
matrix T. We consider systems which conserve probability density. The Hamiltonian is Hermitian and
the scattering matrix is unitary. The equivalent condition for the transfer matrix involves the operator of
the currentJ, and is imposed by current conservation as in Eq. (91),

H†= H, S†= S−1, T−1= JT†J . (342)

Chiral symmetry is implemented on a two-dimensional internal space in which the Pauli operator�x
operates. For the Hamiltonian this is equivalent to

�xH�x =−H . (343)

By assuming the scattering matrix to have the symmetry of e−iH , one has

�xS�x = S−1 . (344)

Systems in class AIII have no other relevant discrete symmetry. Those in classes BDI and CII are also
invariant under time-reversal, in the presence and absence of spin rotation symmetry, respectively.

9.4.1. Class AIII
We recall first the essential features of the U(1) network model for the integer quantum Hall plateau

transition (Section 3), and put them into the present context. The forms of the transfer matrix and of the
evolution operator follow from the properties of the elementary building units, sketched inFig. 44. A
wave function in this model takes complex values�l on the linksl of the lattice illustrated by the full
lines ofFig. 45. A particle acquires a phase	l on traversing linkl, so that in a stationary state amplitudes
at either end are related by

�′ = ei	 � . (345)
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Fig. 44. The elements of the network model: a link (left) and a node (right) (figure taken from[259]).
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Fig. 45. The structure of the AIII network model. Full and dashed lines indicate the two U(1) models from which the system
is constructed, with nodes located at the vertices of the two lattices. Scattering that couples the sub-systems is represented
schematically by boxes (upper left plaquette), as parameterized byTlink , Eq. (350). In one step of time evolution, flux propagates
between successive points marked with filled circles, in the directions indicated by the arrows (figure taken from[259]).

In a similar way, stationary state amplitudes on the four links which meet at a node are related by a 2× 2
transfer matrix(

�1
�2

)
=
(

cosha sinh a
sinh a cosha

)(
�3
�4

)
, (346)

wherea is real and all phase factors are associated with links. This equation may be rewritten in terms of
a scattering matrix as(

�3
�2

)
=
(

cos� − sin�
sin� cos�

)(
�1
�4

)
, (347)

with sin�= tanha. The transfer matrix that results from assembling these units is described in detail in
[31], and the time evolution operator in[121,189](cf. Section 3).
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Introducing a two-dimensional internal space associated with the chiral symmetry results in a doubling
of the number of wave function components. Thus, starting from two copies of the U(1) model the link
amplitudes become two-component complex numbers�l . Instead of Eq. (345), the scattering properties
of a link now are characterized by a 2× 2 transfer matrixT link , with

�′ = T link� . (348)

Requiring

�xT link�x = T link , (349)

the transfer matrix must have the form

T link = ei	
(

coshb sinh b
sinh b coshb

)
, (350)

where	 is a real phase andb is a real hyperbolic angle. It remains to discuss scattering at nodes of the
doubled system. We replace Eq. (346) by(

�1
�2

)
= 12⊗

(
cosha sinh a
sinh a cosha

)(
�3
�4

)
, (351)

where12 is here the unit matrix in the two-component space introduced on links. This choice is the most
general one which is compatible with chiral symmetry, since scattering within the two-component space
may be included in the link transfer matricesT link .

By combining these elements into a two-dimensional system, we arrive at the model schematically
shown inFig. 45. The transfer matrix for the system as a whole acts in the[1,1] (or [1,1]) direction and
may be written as a product of factors relating amplitudes on successive slices of the system. Alternate
factors in the product represent links and nodes, and consist, respectively, of repeated versions of the
2×2 and 4×4 blocks appearing in Eqs. (350) and (351). Disorder is introduced by assuming the phase	
in Eq. (350) to be independently and uniformly distributed on the links. The parametera, characterizing
scattering at nodes, is assumed to be non-random (Section 3).

Two possibilities have been considered for setting the value of the coupling between the chiral sub-
spaces. They are parameterized in terms of either the hyperbolic angle in Eq. (350) or the compact angle
� related tob by sin�=− tanhb. Either� is assumed to be uniformly distributed, orb is assumed to be
normally distributed with a varianceg. A disorder parameter� can be defined by

sin�= tanh
√
g . (352)

It is guaranteed that the system is statistically invariant under�/2 rotations of the lattice. This constrains
the node parametera, exactly as in the U(1) model: nodes lie on two distinct sub-lattices, and the node
parametera on one sub-lattice is related to the parametera′ on the other sub-lattice by the duality relation
(cf. Eq. (95))

sinh a sinh a′ = 1 . (353)

As before (Section 4.3), the system can alternatively be described using a time evolution operator instead
of a transfer matrix. In order to specify this unitary operator, which has the symmetry of a scattering
matrix, it is convenient first to consider the limitb = 0. Then, the two copies of the network model are
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Fig. 46. Phase diagram of the AIII network model in the(�, �)-plane (figure taken from[259]).

uncoupled. One denotes the time evolution operator for one copy byU. Since from Eq. (350) link phases
are the same in both copies but propagation directions are opposite, the evolution operator for the other
copy isU†. The dimension ofU is equal to the number of links in the system. It is useful to define a
diagonal matrix of the same dimension, with angles�l for each linkl as diagonal entries: we use� to
denote this matrix. The time evolution operator for the system with chiral symmetry can then be written

UT =
(

U cos� −U sin� U†

sin� cos�U†

)
. (354)

One can straightforwardly verify that�xUT�x = U−1
T and thatU†

T = U−1
T .

For this model, two regimes of behaviors have been identified[259]. For small�, there is a localized
phase. For� close to�/2, one finds a critical phase. By identifying the value of� which divides the two
regimes and studying its dependence on�, one arrives at the phase diagram shown inFig. 46. The line
�= �/4 corresponds to the critical-metal states studied by Gade and Wegner[252]. On the line without
hopping between the sub-lattices,� has a single critical point at�= �/4 which is in the universality class
of the Integer Quantum Hall Transition.

9.4.2. Classes BDI and CII
A model in class BDI can be obtained from one in class AIII simply by imposing time reversal

invariance as an additional symmetry. This condition is conventionally written in the formH∗ = H, but
for a discussion based on scattering matrices it is more convenient to transform

H → QHQ−1 with Q= ei��x/4 . (355)

This transformation leaves the chiral symmetry relation�xH�x = −H intact. In the transformed basis
one has

H∗ = −H, S= S∗, T∗ = T . (356)

To ensure a real time evolution operator, we restrict the link phases	 to the values 0 and�. Choosing
these values randomly, the BDI model consists of two coupled copies of the class D models reviewed in
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the previous section. Alternatively, one could assume	= 0 on all links, and introduce disorder only via
the chiral couplings�.

For class CII, Kramers degeneracy is a defining feature of the class and requires the introduction of
an additional two-dimensional space arising from the spin. The time reversal operation includes reversal
of spin direction. DefiningC = i�y , where�y is a Pauli matrix acting in the additional space, it is
conventionally written in the form

CH∗C−1= H . (357)

As for the class BDI, it is again convenient to transform according to Eq. (355). This gives

CH∗C−1=−H, CS∗C−1= S, CT∗C−1= T (358)

as equivalent expressions of time reversal invariance. Applying these ideas to a network model, four
channels propagate along a single link which, generalizing Eq. (350), is transferred according to a 4× 4
transfer matrixT link with the generic form

T link = v ⊗
(

coshb sinh b
sinh b coshb

)
, (359)

wherev is an SU(2) matrix andb a real hyperbolic angle. Adopting this form, the time evolution operator
for class CII has the structure given in Eq. (354), but withU representing a network model of class C,
as reviewed in the preceding section. The links of a such a model of class C carry two co-propagating
channels, coming from two spin components, and the evolution operator satisfies

CU∗C−1= U . (360)

10. Supersymmetry and localization

In the present section, we comment on recent developments which open new perspectives for better
understanding of the field theoretical models that have been developed during the past two decades for
describing the quantum Hall phase transition. This development is closely related to a mapping to a chain
of superspins starting from the random network model.

While the numerical and experimental evidences for the universality of the quantum Hall transition
appear to be striking, the quantum Hall critical point has so far successfully escaped any attempts to be
placed into a classification of two-dimensional phase transitions, based on the conformal invariance at
the critical point. Recently, it has been suggested that the quantum Hall critical point may belong to a
new class of critical points being described by a supersymmetric conformal field theory[60,61]. Much
progress has been achieved towards the analytical derivation and characterization of the quantum Hall
transition. Nevertheless, an analytical calculation of its critical exponents is still missing.

Soon after the discovery of the Quantum Hall Effect a field theory has been derived from the microscopic
Hamiltonian of the random Landau model with short-range disorder, the correlation length of the disorder
potential,�c, being much smaller than the magnetic length�B [301–304]. It has been shown to have two
coupling parameters�0

xx and�0
xy , the longitudinal and Hall conductance as defined on small length scales

of the order of the elastic mean free pathl. This field theory is based on the theory of localization of
electrons in weakly disordered systems.
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Fig. 47. Sketch of the development of the analytical proofs for the equivalence of the critical theory for the random Landau
model and the Chalker–Coddington network model.

Subsequently, it has been shown rigorously that this field theory is indeed critical at half integer Hall
conductance parameters�0

xy [301,305,306], and that it has a spectral gap to fluctuations at other values of
�0
xy . This indicates the localization of the electron eigenstates of the random Landau model in the tails of

the Landau bands[307]. Since the longitudinal conductance at the critical point�∗ is known to be smaller
than 1 (in units ofe2/h), the critical point is located, quite unfortunately, in the strong coupling limit of
the field theory. Thus, it is outside of the validity of the available analytical methods which can be used
to extract quantitative information on the critical exponents.

Recently, an anisotropic version of the Chalker–Coddington model has been mapped directly onto
the Hamiltonian of a chain of antiferromagnetically interacting superspins[37,192,308,309]. It had been
shown before that the non-linear sigma model for short-range disorder at the critical point,�xy=e2/2h, and
in the strong coupling limit, can also be mapped onto the Hamiltonian of a chain of antiferromagnetically
interacting superspins[310]. This provides strong analytical support for the notion of universality of the
quantum Hall transition as sketched schematically inFig. 47. Thereby, the problem of the quantum Hall
transition has been transformed to the task of finding the ground state and the dispersion of the excitations
of the chain of antiferromagnetic superspins[37,309,311].
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Fig. 48. The network model with counter-propagating chiral fermions with random on-site potentialwn,y describing the propa-
gation along edge states around Hall droplets with random tunneling amplitudestn,y between them (dashed).

The model of antiferromagnetically interacting superspins has been shown to be critical[309].
Numerically, the critical exponent� has been obtained from a finite length scaling of superspin chains,
by means of the density matrix renormalization group method, and found to be�= 2.4(4) [37].

So far, no analytical information could be directly obtained on the critical parameters, the localization
exponent�, the MacKinnon–Kramer parameter�c of the scaling function, and the multi-critical exponents
D(q). However, starting from the model of a superspin chain, a class of supersymmetric conformal field
theories has been suggested to be relevant for the quantum Hall transition, which ultimately should
yield the critical parameters of the quantum Hall transition[60,61]. In yet another development, the
Bethe–Ansatz method has been applied to the Hamiltonian of superspin chains. Still, it is not yet clear if
that model is integrable and a closed solution for its ground state and its excitations can be obtained in
this way[312,313].

In the next section we will provide a derivation of the Hamiltonian of an antiferromagnetic superspin
chain starting from an anisotropic version of the Chalker–Coddington model, following closely the
original derivations by Lee[192], Zirnbauer[308], and by Kondev and Marston[37]. In the second
section, the derivation of Pruisken’s non-linear sigma model in supersymmetric form is summarized
[301–304]. Finally, the connection between that model and the superspin chain is discussed following
the work of Zirnbauer[60,308,310].

10.1. From the network model to the antiferromagnetic superspin chain

We start from a modification of the network model, recently proposed by Lee[192], where the random
scattering matrices are replaced by a Hamiltonian which describes a quasi-one-dimensional array of
counter-propagating edge states in the presence of disorder (Fig.48). Thex-coordinate is discretized,
the integer indexn enumerates the discrete vertices of the network model. The fact that the direction of
propagation alternates between sitesn will be shown in the following to result in an antiferromagnetic
interaction between superspins. A one-dimensional array of edge states, which propagate all in the same
direction, has accordingly been mapped to a ferromagnetic super spin chain[311]. This is an effective
model of the surface states of a layered quantum Hall system, a so-called chiral metal (Section 11).
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In terms of electron creation̂�
†

and annihilation̂� operators the Hamiltonian may be written as

H [�̂†
, �̂] =

∑
n,y

[�̂†
n,y((−1)nivF�y + wn,y)�̂n,y − (tn,y�̂†

n,y�̂n+1,y + t∗n,y �̂†
n+1,y�̂n,y)] , (361)

where the sum is over the discrete vertices of the network model. This Hamiltonian reflects the chiral
nature and the linear dispersion of the edge states, with alternating propagation forward and backward
in they-direction with Fermi velocities±vF. The complex tunneling amplitudestn,y between the edge
states are assumed to have random phases. These represent the random Anaronov–Bohm phases of the
electrons, accounting for the fact that in a network of edge states, closed orbits vary randomly in size and
thereby encircle randomly varying magnetic fluxes. There are also random on-site potentialswn,y . These
random terms are assumed to be Gaussian distributed with zero means, and the variances

〈wn,y wn′,y′ 〉 = 2U�n,n′ �(y − y′) ,

〈t∗n,y tn′,y′ 〉 = 2Jn�n,n′ �(y − y′) , (362)

with Jn=J [1+ (−1)nR]. The staggered modulation in the parameterJn allows to trace the differences in
tunneling between counter-propagating electrons in adjacent columns of plaquettes as depicted inFig. 48.
At R=−1, there are disconnected pairs of counter-propagating edge states, such that electrons circulate
only clockwise around the(+)-plaquettes. In the opposite case,R=1, electrons circulate counterclockwise
only around the(−)-plaquettes. AtR = 0, there is tunneling between all sites, and critical quantum
percolation is expected, corresponding to the transition between the quantum Hall plateaus.

Critical behavior consistent with this scenario was found from the disorder averaged two-particle
Green function describing transport corresponding to the Hamiltonian equation (361) by Wang and Lee
[38]. From a Monte-Carlo treatment of the replicated Hamiltonian they obtained a correlation length
exponent� = 2.33(3), in good agreement with other numerical simulations and experiments. It can
furthermore be shown that the Hamiltonian equation (361) can be identified in the continuum limit
with the Hamiltonian of two-dimensional Dirac fermions with random mass and random vector fields
[192], which is in the universality class of the integer quantum Hall transition, as discussed previously
in Section 7.

It is well known[75–79], that in weakly disordered systems,kFl?1, one needs to go beyond lowest
order perturbation theory in the disorder potential in order to describe quantum localization. One also has
to take full advantage of the symmetries occurring in the calculation of correlation functions of disordered
systems. This can be traced back to the fact that the disorder averaged electron wave function amplitude
〈�(r, t)〉 decays on length scales of the order ofl, since the random scattering phase shifts associated
with the scattering at the impurities are averaged out. This destroys the information on quantum coherent
multiple scattering, and thus on quantum localization. In order to describe quantum localization, one needs
to consider higher moments of the wave function amplitudes such as the impurity averaged evolution of
the electron densityn(r, t)= 〈|�(r, t)|2〉.

The time evolution of the electron amplitudes can be written in terms of the retarded propagatorGR,

�(r, t)=
∫

dr′GR(r, t; r′, t ′)�(r′, t ′) , (363)
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with t > t ′. The electron density becomes

〈n(r, t)〉 =
∫

dr′
∫

dr′′�(r, t; r′, r′′, t ′)�(r′, t ′)�∗(r′′, t ′) , (364)

where the quantum diffusion propagator is given by

�(r, t; r′, r′′, t ′)= 〈GR(r, t; r′, t ′)GA(r′′, t ′; r, t)〉 . (365)

After performing a Fourier transformation from timet − t ′ to energyE, a non-perturbative averaging of
products of retarded and advanced propagators,〈GR(E)GA(E′)〉 is needed in order to obtain information
on quantum localization.

In a useful analogy to the study of spin systems, the field theoretical approach contracts the information
on localization into a theory of Goldstone modesQ, arising from the global symmetry of rotations
between the functional integral representation of the retarded propagatorGR (“spin up”) and the advanced
propagatorGA (“spin down”). The field theory can either be formulated by means of the replica trick,
where theN replicas are represented either byN fermionic orN bosonic fields, yielding a bounded or
unbounded symmetric space, respectively, on which the modesQ are defined[301].

Because of the necessity and the difficulty to perform the delicate limitN → 0 at the end of the
calculation in the replica formulation, a more rigorous supersymmetric field theory has been formulated.
This technique represents the product of Green functionsGR(E)GA(E′) by functional integrals over two
fermionic and bosonic field components, composing a supersymmetric field vector�. The supersymmetric
representation enables one to perform the averaging over the disorder potential as a simple Gaussian
integral[302–304].

Thus, in order to study the localization–delocalization transition in the network model as described by
the random Hamiltonian, Eq. (361), we consider the average of the quantum diffusion propagator

K(1,2)= 〈GR
E(1,2)G

A
E′(2,1)〉 , (366)

where

G
R,A
E (1,2)= 〈1| 1

E −H ± i�
|2〉 , (367)

are the retarded and advanced Green functions. The parameter� is a positive infinitesimal number. We
have introduced here the usual shorthand notation for the coordinates with 1:= (n1, y1)and 2:= (n2, y2).
For non-zero disorder parameterRwe expect the quantum diffusion propagator to decay exponentially

K(1,2) ∼ e−2r12/� , (368)

wherer12 is the distance between points 1 and 2. This defines the localization length�?l, reflecting the
finite extent of the electron wave functions near energyE. At the critical pointR = 0, the localization
length is expected to diverge like

� ∼ R−� . (369)

By introducing a pair of complex scalar fields

	(n, y)=
(

	+(n, y)
	−(n, y)

)
, (370)
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with + and− denoting the retarded and the advanced sector, respectively, the advanced and retarded
Green functions, Eq. (366), can be rewritten. One obtains for the two-particle propagator

〈K(1,2)〉 = 1

Z

∫
D[	]D[	∗]	+(1)	∗+(2)	−(2)	∗−(1)e−S[	,	

∗] , (371)

with the action

S[	,	∗] =
∑
n,y

∑
�=±

[i�{	∗�(n, y)(−E� + (−1)nivF�y + wn,y)	�(n, y)

− [tn,y	∗�(n, y)	�(n+ 1, y)+ t∗n,y	∗�(n+ 1, y)	�(n, y)]}
+ �	�(n, y)	

∗
�(n, y)] . (372)

Here, we have definedE�=+,− = E,E′. The choice of the signs guarantees that the Gaussian integrals
are convergent for�>0. The normalization factor

Z =
∫

D[	]D[	∗]e−S[	,	∗] , (373)

is an inverse spectral determinant. Therefore, its inverse can be lifted to the numerator by introducing
another Gaussian integral, this time overGrassmann fields[314]

1

Z
=
∫

D[�]D[�̄],e−S[�,�̄] , (374)

with the anticommuting fields

�(n, y)=
(

�+(n, y)
�−(n, y)

)
, (375)

that are the supersymmetric partners of the scalar bosonic fields. Using Eqs. (374) and (371) the correlation
function, Eq. (366), can be written as a combined Gaussian integral over scalar and Grassmann fields

〈K(1,2)〉 =
∫

D[	]D[	∗]D[�]D[�̄]	+(1)	∗+(2)	−(2)	∗−(1)e−(S[	,	
∗]+S[�,�̄]) . (376)

Now the average over the disorder can be performed as a simple Gaussian integral.
Before considering the full Hamiltonian, let us look first at the correlation function of a single chiral

edge staten, which is expected to behave metallic for any disorder strengthU since its Hamiltonian
contains no backscattering,J = 0.

Performing the ensemble averaging as the Gaussian integral over the random potentialw(n, y) leads
to the functional integral

Z =
∫

D[�, �̄]exp
∫

dx[�̄(�vF�x − �+ i�)�− U(�̄��)2] , (377)

We have here introduced a four-component superspinor�(x)with components�XwhereX=RB (retarded
Boson),X = RF (retarded fermion),X = AB (advanced Boson), andX = AF (advanced fermion).
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Fig. 49. Schematic view of the supersymmetric space U(1,1|2)/(U(1|1)×U(1|1)) on which the Hamiltonian of supersymmetric
operatorsQ is defined. The point at which the compact sphere (corresponding to that part ofQ which arises from decoupling
the fermionic�4

F-term) and the hyperbolic (arising from the decoupling of the bosonic�4
B-term) meet, is the classical point

which yields the classical correlation function. Diagrammatic expansion around that point would miss the curvature, and the
non-perturbative integral over the whole supersymmetric space is needed to describe quantum localization. The compact sphere
is parameterized by
 ∈ [0,2�) and� ∈ [−1,1], and the non-compact hyperbolic is parameterized by�1 ∈ [−1,∞] and
� ∈ [0,2�). The unitary rotations between the sphere and the hyperbolic are parameterized by Grassmann variables� as
indicated by dotted lines.

The 4× 4 supersymmetric� is defined by

�̄��=
∑

�=B,F

(�̄R��R� − �̄A��A�) . (378)

Since the energies in the retarded and advanced sectors are different, we have defined�= E − E′ 	= 0.
One can decouple the interaction term(�̄��)2 by introducing a Hubbard–Stratonovitch fieldQcoupling

to �̄�� and then integrate out� and�̄. The resulting effective action forQ is

S[Q] =
∫

dx STr

[
− U

4v2
F

Q2+ ln

(
�x +

i�− �

vF
�+ U

v2
F

Q

)]
. (379)

The next step is to simplify theQ-field functional integral by means of the saddle-point approximation.
As a result,Q gets restricted to the non-linear spaceQ= g�g−1. It belongs to the supersymmetric space
U(1,1|2)/(U(1|1)×U(1|1))which is sketched schematically inFig. 49. Here the notation is reminiscent
of the notation for a two-dimensional hyperbolic space U(1,1) and the group of 2× 2 unitary matrices
U(2). Accordingly, the supermatricesA ∈ U(1,1 | 2) have the form

A =
(

ABB ABF

AFB AFF

)
, (380)

whereABB ∈ U(1,1) andAFF ∈ U(2) andAFB,ABF are parameterized by Grassmann variables, and
transform between U(1,1) and U(2).

This step, being in general only an approximation, here becomesexact in the limit U → ∞. By
expanding ln[�g−1(�x + A)g + U/v2

F] to linear order ing−1(�x + A)g, one obtains the action of the
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Wess–Zumino functionalZWZ[A],

ZWZ[�] =
∫

DQexp

{∫
dx STr

[
�

2
g−1(vF�x + i��)g

]}
. (381)

Higher orders are suppressed by powers ofv2
F/LxU , with Lx the system size.

By interpreting the integral overxas an integral over time, one can rewrite this in terms of a Hamiltonian

ZWZ[�] = STr e−LyHg(�) , (382)

where

Hg(�)= i� STr
�

2

1

g
�g . (383)

This is identical to the super Hamiltonian which one obtains from the unitary ensemble of random matrices
[302], typical for a random metallic system with extended states. Thus, as expected, we recover the result
that a single disordered chiral line supports only metallic states.

Let us next discuss the case of many counter-propagating chiral modes that are coupled by hop-
ping matrix elements between neighboring modes, with varianceJ. This corresponds to the anisotropic
Chalker–Coddington model. The Gaussian random hopping matrix elements give rise to an additional
term in the Lagrangian,

L '→ L+ 2J
∑
n

(�̄n��n+1)(�̄n+1��n)

=L+ 2J
∑
n

STr(�n�̄n�)(�n+1�̄n+1�) . (384)

This is obtained by averaging Eq. (376) with Eq. (372) overt using Eq. (362). By using the bosonization
rule vF��̄� → Q/2 for U → ∞, the additional term can be cast into(J/2v2

F)
∑
nSTr(QnQn+1). The

condition for the validity of this step isU?J . As a result one obtains theQ-field action

S[Q] =
∫

dx
∑
n

STr

[
(−1)n

�

2
g−1
n �xgn +

J

2v2
F

QnQn+1

]
. (385)

This is the action[311,315]of the coherent-state path integral for a quantum superspin Hamiltonian. The
resulting effective supersymmetric (SUSY) Hamiltonian describes interacting spin-up and spin-down
fermionsc� and bosonsb�. The two spin species formally correspond to the retarded and advanced Green
functions introduced above[37,309,316],

H =
L−2∑
j=0

Jj

[
�H

4∑
a=1

gaS
a
j S
a
j+1+

8∑
a=5

gaS
a
j S
a
j+1+ �H(−1)j

16∑
a=9

gaS
a
j S
a
j+1

]

+ �
L−1∑
j=0

[S1
j + S2

j + S5
j + S6

j ] . (386)



B. Kramer et al. / Physics Reports 417 (2005) 211–342 321

The signsga are given by

ga =
{

1 for a = 1,2,10,12,14,16 ,
−1 for a = 3, . . . ,9,11,13,15 .

(387)

Eq. (386) contains 16 spin operators, the components of a 4× 4 superspin matrix,

S1 := b†
↑b↑ + 1/2,

S2 := b†
↓b↓ + 1/2,

S3 := b†
↑b

†
↓,

S4 := b↓b↑,

S5 := c†
↑c↑ − 1/2,

S6 := c†
↓c↓ − 1/2,

S7 := c†
↑c

†
↓,

S8 := c↓c↑

S9 := c†
↓b↓,

S10 := c†
↑b↑,

S11 := b†
↓c↓,

S12 := b†
↑c↑,

S13 := b↓c↑ ,
S14 := b↑c↓ ,
S15 := b†

↓c
†
↑ ,

S16 := b†
↑c

†
↓ .

(388)

The boson-valued operatorsS1, . . . , S8 constitute the symmetric sector of the Hamiltonian. The fermion-
valued operatorsS9, . . . , S16 form the anti-symmetric sector. Despite thatH is non-Hermitian, it only has
real-valued eigenvalues. For�H=0 one has only fermionic spin operators. One does arrive at this Fermion
model directly from the Chalker–Coddington network model when calculating the disorder averaged auto
correlation function of spectral determinants[60,306]. Another derivation via the Landauer conductance
formula was recently reported in Ref.[316a]. This yields the antiferromagnetic spin-1/2 Heisenberg chain,
which is critical[317]. The crossover to the integrable superspin chain of the spin Quantum Hall Effect
[264,280], which is critical in the universality class of the classical percolation model, can be studied
by freezing out 8 of the 16 spin components[318]. This raises the question whether or not the critical
parameters vary continuously, as for the crossover from the antiferromagnetic Heisenberg spin chain to
the XY model[319,317].

The Hamiltonian commutes with four fermion-valued supersymmetry generators,

[H,Q1�] = [H,Q2�] = 0 (389)

with the supersymmetric charges

Q1� :=
∑
j

[b†
j�cj� − (−1)j c†

j�bj�] ,

Q2� :=
∑
j

[(−1)j b†
j�cj� + c†

j�bj�] . (390)

One can see that the supersymmetric Hamiltonian must have a unique, zero-energy ground state. All
excited states appear in quartets or larger multiples of 4, half with odd total fermion content. These
cancel out in the partition function by virtue of the super-trace, yielding the correct value of 1 that we
have encountered above when introducing the functional integral over Grassmann variables to cancel the
normalization factor of the bosonic integral

Z = STr e−�H := Tr(−1)Nce−�H = 1 . (391)

Here,Nc is the total number of fermions. The ground state of this supersymmetric non-Hermitian an-
tiferromagnetic Hamiltonian is very complicated. The ground state of theHermitian supersymmetric
ferromagnet that describes a chiral metal with all edge states propagating in the same direction is simply
the vacuum state[311].
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The Lieb–Schultz–Mattis theorem proves that for half-odd-integer spin antiferromagnets on a periodic
chain of lengthL sites ((SL := (S0) either the ground state is degenerate or there are gapless spin excitations
in the thermodynamic limitL→∞ [240]. In the supersymmetric problem, Marston and Tsai were able
to make even a stronger statement[309,316], because its ground state is unique by supersymmetry. For
�>0 they showed that low-energy excitations are gapless in the thermodynamic limit. This proves that
the antiferromagnetic superspin chain is critical.

In the following section the field theory of the quantum Hall critical point is approached starting from a
model of electrons in uncorrelated disorder in a strong magnetic field. The resulting supersymmetric field
theory, with the action of a non-linear sigma model was used as a basis of the two parameter scaling of the
Quantum Hall Effect. It has recently been shown that it can in a long wave length limit be mapped onto
the Hamiltonian of the superspin chain, Eq. (386). This, together with the derivation of the spin chain
from the opposite limit of a model with long-range potential as sketched above, provides very strong
support to the surmise that the Chalker–Coddington model is a good model for the universal quantum
Hall transition[308].

10.2. From the Landau model to Pruisken’s non-linear sigma model

The Hamiltonian of non-interacting electrons in a magnetic field in the presence of uncorrelated disorder
is (Section 1)

H = 1

2m
(p+ eA)2+ V (r)+ V0(r) . (392)

Here,V (r) is assumed to be a Gaussian distributed random function with a distribution

P([V ])= exp

[
−
∫

dr

�

dr′

�
J (r − r′)V (r)V (r′)

]
, (393)

where� is the volume of the system. Impurity averaging is thus given by〈. . . 〉V =
∫ ∏

r d[V ]P([V ]) . . . .
We assume

J (r − r′)= ��
2
�

�(r − r′) (394)

for uncorrelated impurities, where 1/� is the elastic scattering rate and�=1/(��) the mean level spacing
of the mesoscopic sample with volume�. It is related to the variance of the disorder potentialV (r)
according toW2 = �2/2��. The functionV0(r) is the electrostatic confinement potential defining the
width of the wireL.

In order to describe localization, we consider again the correlation functionK(1,2) studied in the pre-
vious section for the Chalker–Coddington model, but using this time the Hamiltonian equation (392). For-
mulating the supersymmetric field theory by representing the product of Green functionsGR(E)GA(E′)
by functional integrals over two fermionic and bosonic field components, composing a supersymmetric
field vector�, as in the previous section, the averaging over the disorder potential can again be performed
as a simple Gaussian integral[302–304]. As a result of the averaging one obtains a locally interacting
theory of the fields� containing an interaction term∝ �4, where theinteraction strengthis proportional
to the variance of the disorder potentialW2. This term is next decoupled by introducing another Gaussian
integral overQ-matrices. Clearly, the fieldQ should not be a scalar, otherwise we would simply reintro-
duce the Gaussian integral over the random potentialV. Rather, in order to be able to describe the physics
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of localization, the fieldQ should capture the full symmetry of the functional integral representation of
the correlation function. Therefore, the Gaussian integral is chosen to be over a 4×4 matrixQwhich itself
is an element of the symmetric space defined by the matricesA that leave the functional integral invariant
under the transformation� → A�. In the supersymmetric formulation, this matrix consists of two blocks
of 2×2 matrices whose parameter space consists of a compact (bounded) and a non-compact (unbounded)
sector, Eq. (380) (Fig.49). The off-diagonal blocks, so to say the rotations between the compact and the
non-compact sector, are then found to be parameterized by Grassmann (fermionic) variables. Now, the
spatial variations ofQ are governed by the action

S[Q] = �2
4��

∫
dr

L2
TrQ2(r)+ 1

2

∫
dr 〈r|Tr lnG(r̂, p̂)|r〉 , (395)

where

G−1(r̂, p̂)= (�+ i�)�3

2
− (p̂+ eA)2

2m∗
− V0(r̂)+ i2

2�
Q(r̂) . (396)

The 4×4 matrix�3 is the diagonal Pauli matrix in the sub-basis of the retarded and advanced propagators,
�>0 and�= E − E′ break the symmetry between the retarded and advanced sector.

It turns out that the physics of diffusion and localization, which arises on length scales much larger
than the elastic mean free pathl, is governed by the action of the long wavelength modes ofQ. Thus, one
can simplify and proceed with the analysis by expanding around a homogeneous solution of the saddle
point equation,�S = 0. For�= 0, this is

Q= i

��
〈r|
[
E −H0− V0(r)+ i

2�
Q

]−1

|r〉 . (397)

This is solved byQ0 = �3P, which corresponds to the self-consistent Born approximation for the self-
energy of the impurity averaged Green function. At� = 0, rotationsU which leave the action invariant
yield the complete manifold of saddle point solutions asQ = Ū�3PU, whereUŪ = 1 whereŪ is the
supersymmetric Hermitian conjugate.

The modes which leave�3 invariant can be factorized out, leaving the saddle point solutions in this
supersymmetric theory to be elements of the semi-simple supersymmetric space Gl(2|2)/(Gl(1|1) ×
Gl(1|1)) [303,304]. Here the notation is chosen in analogy to Gl(n), denoting invertiblen× nmatrices,
that is detA 	= 0 for allA ∈ Gl(n). Thus, Gl(n | n) denote invertible 2n× 2n supermatrices

A =
(

AFF AFB

ABF ABB

)
, (398)

with

SdetA = det(AFF − AFBABB−1ABF )detABB−1 	= 0 , (399)

where Sdet is the superdeterminant. See[243] for a more detailed definition. In the semi-simple space
the subgroup Gl(1|1)×Gl(1|1) consisting of matrices

h=
(

h11 0
0 h22

)
, (400)

with h11,h22 ∈ Gl(1|1), are factorized out.
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In addition to these gapless modes there are massive longitudinal modes withQ2 	= 1 which only change
the short-distance physics, and not the physics of localization. They can be integrated out[301,302]. Thus,
the partition function reduces to a functional integral over the transverse modesU.

The action at finite frequency� and slow spatial fluctuations ofQ around the saddle point solution can
be found by an expansion of the actionS. InsertingQ= Ū�3PU into Eq. (395) and performing the cyclic
permutation ofU under the trace Tr allows a simple expansion to first order in the energy difference�
and to second order in the commutatorU[H0, Ū] [301]. The first-order term inU[H0, Ū] is proportional
to the local current. It is found to be finite only at the edge of the wire in a strong magnetic field, due to
the chiral edge currents. It can be rewritten as

SxyII =−1

8

∫
dx dy

�0II
xy (r)

e2/h
STr(Q�xQ�yQ) , (401)

where the pre-factor is the non-dissipative term in the Hall conductivity in self-consistent Born approxi-
mation[302]

�0II
xy (r)=−

1

�

2e2

m
〈r|(x�y − y�x) ImGR(E)|r〉 , (402)

where�= (2/i)∇+eA. This field theory has now the advantage that one can treat the physics on different
length scales separately: the physics of diffusion and localization is governed by the action of spatial
variations ofU on length scales larger than the mean free pathl. That is why this field theory is often
called diffusive non-linear sigma model.

The physics on smaller length scales is included in the coupling parameters of the theory, which is
identified in the above derivation as correlation functions of Green functions in self consistent Born
approximation, being related to the conductivity by the Kubo–Greenwood formula,

�0
��(�, r)=

2e2

�m2
〈r|��G

R
0 (E)��G

A
0 (E + �)|r〉 . (403)

The remaining averaged correlators, involve productsGR
0 (E)G

R
0 (E+�) andGA

0 (E)G
A
0 (E+�) and are

therefore by a factor2/�E smaller than the conductivity, and can be disregarded for small disorder. Using
the Kubo formula (403), the action ofQ simplifies to

S = h

16e2

∫
dr
∑
i=x,y

�0
ii(�= 0, r)Tr[(∇iQ(r))2]

− h

8e2

∫
dr�0

xy(�= 0, r)Tr[Q�xQ�yQ] , (404)

where�0
xy(� = 0, r) = �I

xy(� = 0, r) + �II
xy(� = 0, r) and�I

xy(� = 0) is the dissipative part of the Hall
conductivity in self-consistent Born approximation equation (403).

The first term in this action yields localization in two-dimensional electron systems, signaled by the
presence of a gap in the field theory. The second term could not be obtained by any order in perturbation
theory. It is of topological nature.
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Fig. 50. The conjectured two parameter flow diagram of the integer Quantum Hall Effect (left), and the corresponding beta
function,�xx = d ln �xx/d ln L (right) at�yx = −�xy = 1/2 (dashed line) and at�xy = 0 (full line, units of conductivities
e2/h).

In two dimensions, and for a homogeneous Hall conductance it can be shown that this term can take
only discrete purely imaginary values,

STop= 2�i
h

e2
�0
xyn , (405)

where the integersncount how often the fieldQ(r) is winding around its symmetric space as it varies
spatially in two dimensions. Thus, disregarding the spatial variation of the coupling functions�ij (r) in
Eq. (405), and assuming isotropy, one finds in the two-dimensional limit that there are instantons with
non-zero topological chargeq, which are identical to the skyrmions of the compactO(3) non-linear sigma
model, as obtained form the compact part of the supersymmetric non-linear sigma model[301,302]. Their
action is given by

Fq = 2�|q|�xx + 2�iq�xy , (406)

where�xx = �yy and�xy are the spatially averaged conductivities.
Now, we can repeat the derivation of the scaling function, by integrating out Gaussian fluctuations

around these instantons. It is clear, however that the contribution from instantons withq 	= 0 is negligible,
as long as�xx > e2/h. Within the validity of the 1/g-expansion one does not find a sizable influence of
the topological term on the scaling function� = �/Ly . Still, the tendency is seen that at�xy = −e2/2h
the renormalization of the longitudinal conductance is slowed down and one may conclude from this
observation the two parameter scaling diagram with a critical state of finite conductance 0< �∗xx < e2/h,
which is an attractive fixed point for�xy =−e2/2h as shown inFig. 50 [301,320]. Considering the beta
function of theN th fermionic replica one notes[301,305]that only the last oneN = 1, becomes critical
and touches 0 like� ∼ −(�xx − �∗xx)2, which is the beta function of the antiferromagnetic Heisenberg
chain[306]. From that, one can conjecture that forN → 0 the maximum of the beta function moves
to positive values, which yields the form drawn inFig. 50with another, repulsive fixed point at smaller
values of the conductance�xx , below which there is a flow to an insulating phase for all values of�xy .
One can also come to that conclusion noting that, when freezing out the bosonic degrees of freedom
from the supersymmetric non-linear sigma model at�xy = −1/2, one arrives again at the beta function
of the antiferromagnetic Heisenberg chain, given above. It remains still to be shown explicitly that the
beta function evolves indeed continuously from that beta function, as one adds the bosonic degrees of
freedom, and to see if it results in the beta function drawn inFig. 50.

Subsequently, it has been argued by other means that this field theory is indeed critical at half in-
teger Hall conductance parameters�0

xy [301,305,306], and that it has a spectral gap to fluctuations
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at other values of�0
xy . This indicates the localization of the electron eigenstates of the random

Landau model in the tails of the Landau bands[307]. Since the longitudinal conductance at the criti-
cal point�∗xx is known to be smaller than 1, the critical point is located in the strong coupling limit of
the field theory. Thus, it is outside of the validity of available analytical methods which can be used
to extract quantitative information on the critical exponents. Furthermore, it is seen explicitly that in
order that the instanton solutions with non-zero topological charge do exist the system must exceed
the non-critical localization length�2Dunit∼exp(�2g2), whereg = h�xx/e2, when the assumption of
uniform coupling parameters�ij is made. Accordingly, it has been shown that the Hamiltonian of a
chain of antiferromagnetically interacting superspins can be derived from the non-linear sigma model
for short-ranged disorder at the critical point�xy = −e2/2h on length scales larger than�2Dunit [310].
At criticality, �xy = −e2/2h, and at strong coupling,�xx < e2/h, Zirnbauer[310] showed by dis-
cretization, following Shankar and Read[321], that the supersymmetric non-linear sigma model can
be mapped on the chain of antiferromagnetic superspin chains in the low energy, long wavelength limit,
meaning that the lattice spacing of the super spin chain is on the order of the non-critical localization
length�2Dunit.

So far, no analytical information has been obtained for the critical parameters, such as the localization
exponent,� and the critical value�c. However, building on the model of a superspin chain, supersym-
metric conformal field theories have been suggested, which ultimately are supposed to yield the critical
parameters of the quantum Hall transition[60,61,183].

Restricting this theory to quasi-one dimension, by assuming a finite widthLy of the quantum Hall
bar, of the order of the unitary non-critical localization length�2Dunit= l exp(�2�2

xx), which serves as the
ultraviolet cutoff of the conformal field theory, one finds that the critical value of the scaling function
�c ≈ 1.2, the ratio of the localization length in a quantum Hall wire and its finite widthLy when the energy
is in the center of the Landau band, see Section 2.3, is fixed by the eigenvalues of the Laplace–Beltrami
operator of this supersymmetric conformal field theory[182,183,61]. This is a characteristic invariant of
the theory, arising from the conformal symmetry, just as the quantization of angular momentum arises
from the rotational symmetry of a Hamiltonian. Furthermore, based on the properties of this constrained
class of supersymmetric conformal field theories, it has been predicted that the distribution function of
local wave function amplitudes is very broadly, namely log-normally, distributed. This prediction has
recently been confirmed by high-accuracy numerical calculations[137].

The quest to derive the critical exponent of the localization length at the quantum Hall transition
from a critical supersymmetric theory has thus recently gained much progress, by mapping both the
Chalker–Coddington model and the random Landau model on the Hamiltonian of the superspin chain,
Eq. (386), which has been shown to be critical atR=0 [37,309,316]as defined in Eq. (362). Thus, it has
been proven to be a good starting point to continue in the quest for an analytical derivation of the critical
exponent� and the multi-critical exponents at the quantum Hall critical point.

11. Extension to higher dimensions

A natural extension of the two-dimensional quantum Hall system is to consider layers stacked in
parallel, where electrons can tunnel from one layer to another. Such layered systems can be fabricated in
experiments and the magneto-transport properties have been investigated[322–325].
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Fig. 51. Schematic view of a double layer network model. The dashed lines indicate intra-layer saddle points. Dotted lines
represent tunneling between the layers.

11.1. Double layer network model

The simplest case is a double layer system. In this case, there appear two energies where electron states
are delocalized[29,326,327], instead of a single energy for delocalized states in case of a single layer
system. If the tunneling integralt ′ between layers is vanishing, the positions of the delocalized states are
both at the Landau band center, while if the random potential is the same for both layers, delocalized
states appear atE=±t ′. The really interesting situation, however, is none of the above, i.e., uncorrelated
disorder and finite tunneling. The position of the delocalized states is analyzed in detail in[327], while
the critical behavior has been discussed numerically in[29].

To incorporate interlayer tunneling in the network model, we introduce scattering between links in
different layers. InFig. 51, a schematic view for double layer system is presented. The dashed lines are
the saddle points that describe intra-layer scattering described by theSmatrix, Eq. (87), and dotted lines
represent tunnelings between the layer. Detailed expressions are presented in Section 11.3. Note that the
situation is similar to the class AIII discussed in Section 9.4, but the discrete symmetry (Eq. (349)) is not
present in this double layer system.

The density of states of such a system is sketched inFig. 52. The Landau band splits due to inter-layer
tunneling. Whether or not the localization length exhibits two singularities with the same critical exponent
as a single layer is under debate, but it is likely to be so.

The application of the renormalization group process (Section 6) to two-channel network model has
been discussed in detail[328,329], where the limitation of the hierarchy model is clarified.

11.2. Localization–delocalization transition

With the increase of the number of layers, the positions of energies where delocalized states appear
increase. The number of positions coincides with the number of layers. In the limit of infinite number of
layers, the delocalized states form a band of energies[330] (Fig. 53).

As long as the number of layers is finite, the critical behavior of the localization–delocalization tran-
sition is conjectured to be the same as for a single layer. In the limit of infinite number of layers, the
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Fig. 52. Schematic view of the density of states�(E) and the positions of delocalized states for a double layer quantum Hall
system. Delocalized states are indicated by solid lines.
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E

Fig. 53. Schematic view of the density of states�(E) and the positions of delocalized states for a multi-layer system. Delocalized
states are indicated by the shaded region.

localization–delocalization transition should become that of the three-dimensional unitary system. For
this limit, the localization length exponent has been estimated numerically in the multi-layer Landau
model[330] and the anisotropic tight-binding model[331]. In all cases, it has been found to be consistent
with the value of the three-dimensional unitary class[111,332], � = 1.43± 0.03. This value is not far
from 4/3 obtained by mapping the three-dimensional layered system onto a spin Hamiltonian[333].

The numerical estimate of the exponent� in the multi-layer network model via finite-size scaling
analysis of the MacKinnon–Kramer scaling variable gives�=1.45±0.2 [100], which is again consistent
with the result for three-dimensional unitary class. The quasi-energy spectral properties of the multi-layer
network model[132,334]as well as wave packet dynamics[124] have been studied numerically, which
are also consistent with that for three-dimensional unitary class[130,170]. These results suggest that
the bulk localization–delocalization properties of three dimensional layered Chalker–Coddington model
(Chalker–Dohmen model) can be described within the conventional three-dimensional unitary class.
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B

Fig. 54. The electrons circulate about the two-dimensional plane in the case of fbc. They can hop from one layer to another, and
form an “edge sheath”.

11.3. Chiral metal

Most of the discussions so far have assumed the periodic boundary condition in the transverse direction,
Eq. (106). If we impose the fixed boundary condition, Eq. (107), the electrons travel along the boundary
of the systems and form edge states.

If we consider a multi-layer system where each layer has edge states circulating around the plane,
the edge states are connected due to tunneling. When the Fermi energy is set between the center of the
Landau band, bulk states are localized and the edge states are decoupled. In this situation, they form a
sheath[100,335–337]in which the motion of electrons is directed (Fig.54). The transport properties
along the magnetic field (z-direction) is determined by this sheath, since the bulk states are all localized.
We therefore can consider as independent the electron states in this two-dimensional sheath which can
be modeled by a two-dimensional directed network model,Fig. 55.

In this directed network model, at a saddle point, the incoming and outgoing waves are related via an
S matrix as(

�′1
�′2

)
=
(−r ′ t ′
t ′ r ′

)(
�1
�2

)
. (407)

In terms of the transfer matrix alongz-direction, the wave functions are related via(
�1
�′1

)
=
(−r ′/t ′ 1/t ′

1/t ′ −r ′/t ′
)(

�2
�′2

)
. (408)

The resulting two-dimensional network model is described inFig. 56. It is similar toFig. 8, but in this
case the arrows are always rightward andS= S′.

An interesting property of the transport in this edge sheath is that one can estimate the sheet conductivity
along thez-axis exactly[100,337]. In the limit of large circumferenceC, the path connecting the bottom
edge to the top cannot circulate along the system. This and the chiral nature of edge states lead to the
fact that the interference between the paths with different wrapping is absent, i.e., a path does not self-
intersect, and we can estimate the conductivity classically. LetT = |t ′|2 be the single layer transmission
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Fig. 55. Schematic view of electron motion in the two-dimensional sheath. The arrows indicate the edge states circulating around
the two-dimensional plane. It tunnels to that in a different layer through interlayer coupling indicated by dotted lines.
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Fig. 56. The directed network model. It is similar toFig. 8, but different in that the arrows are always towards the right in the
x-direction, and only one type of theS matrix appear, notS andS′ as before.

probability, and letTN the transmission probability forN layers (T1= T ). Then the following recurrence
equation holds:

TN+1= TN 1

1− RRN T, R = 1− T , RN = 1− TN (409)

or

1

TN+1
= 1

TN
+ 1− T

T
=N 1− T

T
+ 1

T
. (410)
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This gives

TN = 1

N

T

1− T (1− 1/N)
. (411)

The conductance along thez-axis,Gz, is given by

Gz = e
2

h
NcTN = e

2

h

Nc

N

T

1− T (1− 1/N)
, (412)

whereNc is the number of channels. Setting the distance of the saddle point along thex-direction to be
b and the layer distance to bea, the expression for the conductivity�zz becomes

�zz = L
C
Gz = e

2

h

a

b

T

1− T (1− 1/N)
, (413)

whereL is the length of the system alongz-axis. For a sufficiently large system, one finds

�zz = e
2

h

a

b

T

1− T (414)

and for perfectly transmitting channels,T → 1,�zz= (e2/h)L/b. Eq. (412) almost completely describes
the numerical data forz-axis conductance[337].

The results indicate than�zz can be much smaller thane2/h, but the system is still metallic. This is in
contrast to the conventional two-dimensional metal–insulator[338] or two-dimensional superconductor–
insulator transitions[339], where the transition occurs neare2/h. This peculiar property is due to the
chiral nature of the states in the surface, so that the system is called chiral metal.

The conductivity is related to the localization length along thez-axis. By parameterizing the transmis-
sion eigenvalues, i.e., the eigenvalues oft t†, �n via the Lyapunov exponent�n as (cf. Eq. (157))

�n = 1

cosh2 (�nN/Nc)
(415)

we have

�zz = lim
L→∞ lim

C→∞
L

C

e2

h

∑
n=1

Nc

cosh2(�nN/Nc)
. (416)

By noting that�n ≈ n�1 due to spectral rigidity, the expression of the conductivity becomes

�zz = lim
N→∞ lim

Nc→∞
Na

Ncb

e2

h

∑
n=1

Nc

cosh2(�nN/Nc)

= lim
N→∞ lim

Nc→∞
Na

b

e2

h

∫ 1

0
cosh−2(�1Nx)dx

= e
2

h

a

b

1

�1
. (417)
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Fig. 57. Numerical transfer matrix calculation of conductanceGz(e
2/h) as a function of the layer transmission probability

T. Nc = 96 whileN = 16,32 and 96. Bars around the points indicate the conductance fluctuation. Solid lines correspond to
Eq. (412).

Since the smallest Lyapunov exponent is related to the one-dimensional localization length�z via

�1
N

Nc
= L

�z
, �z = aNc

�1
, (418)

in terms of localization length the conductivity is expressed as

�zz = e
2

h

�z
C

. (419)

From Eqs. (414) and (419) the MacKinnon–Kramer parameter is obtained[100]

�c= �z
C
= a
b

T

1− T . (420)

It is independent of the size of the system. This means that the wave function is critical.
With the increase of the system lengthL, the paths of electrons from the bottom to the top begin to

self-intersect. In this case, the transport properties are conjectured to be metallic. On the basis of mapping
onto a ferromagnetic super spin chain[340], this conjecture was quantitatively discussed in[341,342],
and then numerically verified[343] (Fig. 57).

In Fig. 58, the qualitative phase diagram of a layered quantum Hall system is shown. The width of the
metallic regionW is expected to increase with the tunneling amplitude likeW(t) ∼ t1/�IQHT , where�IQHT
is the critical exponent of the two-dimensional quantum Hall transition. This behavior is obtained from the
following argument for the delocalization[100]: When the level spacing in a localized region�c ∼ 1/�2

with localization length� is smaller than the tunneling matrix elements between the localized wave
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Fig. 58. Phase diagram of the layered network model, whereE = 0 denotes the center of the lowest Landau band[100]. The
width of the metallic region for small tunneling amplitudet is expected to increase likeW(T ) ∼ t1/�IQHT .

functions in adjacent layers, the state becomes delocalized. This tunneling matrix elements is estimated
to be∼ t/�, hencet ∼ 1/� should hold at the mobility edge. Since in the two-dimensional system
the localization length diverges atE = 0 like � ∼ |E|−�IQHT , one obtains the above dependence of the
widthW(t).

The chiral metal has been theoretically predicted in 1995[100,335]. Soon, it has been verified ex-
perimentally in an organic conductor[344] and in semiconductor quantum well structures[345–349].
Magneto-conductance[350], conductance fluctuations and the effect of interactions[351–353]have been
discussed in relation to the experiments.

Recently, layered network models have been considered for other symmetry classes as well. Since, as
reviewed in the previous Section 9, classes C and D (disordered superconductor with broken time reversal
symmetry, seeTable 4) exhibit a rich phase diagram already in two dimensions, the corresponding phase
diagram of the layered network can have additional phase boundaries to the one shown inFig. 58 [354,355].
Still, the width of the metallic region is expected to be for small tunneling amplitudest, W(t) ∼ t1/�,
where� is now the critical exponent of the corresponding quantum Hall transition att = 0.

12. Conclusion

We have attempted to describe the development during the past decade of the random network model
originally designed by Chalker and Coddington for the critical behavior of the quantum Hall phase
transition. As the field is presently in a transient state with new ideas and developments appearing very
rapidly, we cannot hope to have covered all of the different facettes completely. We can only hope that we
have been successful in sketching at least the most important aspects such that a newcomer to the field
can get an idea about what is going on.

Two distinct and characteristic features of the model have been very important during the development.
The first is of great practical importance. Similar to the tight-binding Anderson model for localization,
the network model is perfectly suited for numerical studies since the defining scattering operator is
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represented by asparsematrix. Thus, quantitative numerical studies of the fundamental quantum critical
properties of the model have been the subject of uncountably many works. These include not only the
critical exponents but also the quantum fluctuations of the multi-fractal wave functions and the statistics
of the conductances.

The second property is perhaps of more fundamental nature. The network model can be mapped onto
a great variety of Hamiltonians ranging from a bipartite tight-binding Hamiltonian—of which the Dirac
model is a limiting case, the Ising model to an antiferromagnetic chain of superspins. The versatility of
the model invented by Chalker and Coddington for combining results from different areas seems to be
truly unique. Using this, and the already mentioned remarkable practical flexibility, reliable quantitative
information about quantum phase transitions in very different kinds of disordered systems can be obtained
which include all of the 10 presently known universality classes of disordered quantum systems in two
dimensions.

Moreover, the mapping to the antiferromagnetic superspin chain and applying field theoretical methods
has opened novel possibilities of putting the quantum Hall phase transition in a much wider context.
Several new phenomena, such as the thermal Quantum Hall Effect, the spin Quantum Hall Effect, and
the chiral metal, have been predicted and are waiting for more theoretical and experimental efforts.
Eventually, this also may contribute to explaining the universality of the quantum Hall phenomena which
forms the underlying basis for the exactness of the quantization of the Hall conductance.

Thus, the model can be considered as paradigmatic. It seems to us that the development has not yet
come to an end. Many of the questions that have been raised during the development are still waiting for
answers (Tables3–5). These are especially the quantitative investigations of the critical properties at the
boundaries of the various novel quantum phases that are predicted to occur in the models belonging to
the different symmetry classes.

As a major challenge, it remains to be explored how the model can be generalized to include eventu-
ally interactions and correlation effects. There is evidence that electron–electron interaction is of great
importance for understanding the properties of the two-dimensional electron system in the region of the
integer Quantum Hall Effect[58,356,357]. Also, generalizations to the regime of the Fractional Quan-
tum Hall Effect should be desirable[358]. Therefore, the generalization of the model towards including
Coulomb interaction will eventually be crucial for getting insight into the physics behind the quantum
critical phenomenon which seems to be of central importance in modern condensed matter physics.
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