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We theoretically investigate the quantum percolation problem on Lieb lattices in two and three
dimensions. We study the statistics of the energy levels through random matrix theory, and
determine the level spacing distributions, which, with the aid of finite-size scaling theory, allows
us to obtain accurate estimates for site- and bond percolation thresholds and critical exponents.
Our numerical investigation supports a localized-delocalized transition at finite threshold, which
decreases as the average coordination number increases. The precise determination of the
localization length exponent enables us to claim that quantum site- and bond-percolation problems
on Lieb lattices belong to the same universality class, with ν decreasing with lattice dimensionality,
d, similarly to the classical percolation problem. In addition, we verify that, in three dimensions,
quantum percolation on Lieb lattices belongs to the same universality class as the Anderson impurity
model.

PACS numbers: 02.70.Uu 64.60.-i 64.60.Ak 64.60.Fr 71.55.Jv 72.15.Rn

I. INTRODUCTION

The problem of electron diffusion in random media has
been an active area of research for over 60 years, since
Anderson’s pioneering work [1, 2]. In what has become
known as the Anderson impurity model (AIM), tight-
binding electrons move on a lattice with independent
random site energies; this is usually referred to as
diagonal disorder. One of the main issues has been to
establish the conditions under which electrons do not
diffuse throughout the lattice, thus becoming localized.
For sufficiently strong disorder all states are expected to
be localized, but, in addition, in one- and two spatial
dimensions any amount of disorder leads to localization,
as predicted by a scaling theory [3]. It is interesting to
note that, more recently, Anderson localization crossed
over the boundaries of matter waves, becoming a generic
wave phenomenon in random media [2].

A closely related situation is when hopping is ‘switched
off’ between randomly chosen pairs of neighboring sites;
this may occur because either one of the sites is
absent, or an interstitial defect prevents hopping to
take place. Since this off-diagonal disorder immediately
connects with the purely geometrical classical percolation
problem [4], the electronic problem is referred to as
quantum percolation (QP). Despite their similarities,
diagonal and off-diagonal disorder differ in many
fundamental aspects of localization. For example, in
two-dimensional geometries there is a consensus that any
amount of diagonal disorder leads to localization, but
the situation for QP has not yet been fully settled [5–
12]. In three dimensions both the Anderson model and
the QP model undergo a localization transition at finite
disorder; however, while the localized region in the former
is bounded by two mobility edges around the band center,
in the QP model there is no localization at the band
center [13, 14].

On the other hand, when properly engineered, the
interplay between lattice geometry and electronic band
structure may give rise to exotic phenomena. For
instance, the presence of flat (or dispersionless) bands has
recently attracted a lot of attention since they may lead
to ferrimagnetism [15–19], topological states [20–23] and
enhanced electronic correlations [24]. Several electronic
properties of these systems stem from the fact that flat
band states are localized due to their high degeneracy.
In two dimensions, for instance, flat bands appear in
the so-called Lieb lattices (LL’s), also known as CuO2

lattices, where the four-coordinated sites represent Cu
atoms and doubly-coordinated sites represent O sites;
see Fig. 1(a). Flat bands may also arise when LL’s are
piled up along the direction perpendicular to the CuO2

planes. However, one can either pile up layers of 2D
LL’s, as shown in Fig. 1(b), or one can form a perovskite
lattice (PL), in which an ‘O’ site is introduced along
the c-axis halfway between two CuO2 layers, so that
each face of the cube looks the same, as in Fig. 1(c).
From the point of view of electronic properties, we
note that the PL shares the same symmetry of the 2D
LL along the three cartesian directions, thus preserving
the flat band in the 3D extension [20]; by contrast,
the layered Lieb lattice (LLL) does not display a flat
band [25], since there is a delocalizing channel through
sites along the c-axis. Further, the possibility of studying
these geometries using ultracold fermionic atoms in
optical lattices has triggered even more interest, due
to the exceptional experimental precision and flexibility
in adjusting parameters for these systems, including
interactions, particle density and disorder.

Since positional disorder may break the degeneracy
associated with flat bands, a study of localization in
these geometries is certainly of interest. Indeed, transfer
matrix studies suggest that any amount of diagonal
(Anderson) disorder leads to localization in a two-
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Figure 1. The two-dimensional Lieb lattice (a), and its three-dimensional extensions: (b) the layered Lieb lattice, LLL, and (c)
the perovskite lattice, PL.

dimensional LL [26], while for the three-dimensional
PL extended states are possible for some amount of
disorder [26, 27]. We should have in mind that
the amount of disorder in the AIM is measured
through electronic parameters such as the width of the
distribution of site energies; by contrast, disorder in QP
is measured geometrically, through the concentration,
p, of active sites (or bonds). This allows us to gain
considerable insight by comparing quantum percolation
thresholds for different lattices, especially to probe how
geometries with flat bands respond to disorder. Indeed,
due to quantum interference, localization can occur even
when a spanning cluster is present, so one expects
that quantum percolation thresholds are larger than
the classical ones, i.e., pq > pc; for a discussion of
classical percolation on LL’s, see Ref. [28]. With this
in mind, here we study some critical properties for
the QP model on 2D and 3D Lieb lattices through
numerical calculations of the level statistics of the
system. Level statistics, rooted in Random Matrix
Theory (RMT), is a useful tool to probe the underlying
physics of disordered quantum systems [29–32]. For
instance, a single quantum particle interacting with
random impurities in the delocalized regime exhibits
correlations between the eigenvalues consistent with
Gaussian matrix ensemble predictions; by contrast, in
the localized regime, these eigenvalue correlations vanish,
resulting in poissonian level statistics. However, at the
precise point of the localized-delocalized transition, the
level statistics deviate from those predicted by Gaussian
matrix ensembles [33–36], thus allowing one to determine
some of the critical properties of disordered systems;
examples of its use in the AIM and QP on 3D lattices
can be found in Refs. [7, 36, 37].

The layout of the paper is as follows: In Sec. II
we present the Hamiltonian and briefly describe the
way disorder configurations are generated, how the level
spacing distribution is calculated, and the finite-size
scaling method used to obtain critical concentrations and

critical exponents. In Sec. III we present and discuss the
results obtained for Lieb lattices, and Sec.IV summarizes
our findings.

II. MODEL AND METHOD

Quantum percolation is usually formulated in terms of
a tight-binding Hamiltonian for a single spinless electron,

H =
∑
i

εia
†
iai −

∑
⟨i,j⟩

(
tija

†
iaj +H.c.

)
, (1)

in which εi is the site energy, a†i and aj are electron
creation and annihilation operators respectively, tij is
the hopping energy and ⟨i, j⟩ denote nearest neighbors.
In the quantum site percolation problem we consider
a lattice whose sites are occupied at random and
independently with probability p, and empty with
probability q = 1 − p; thus, tij = 1 if sites i and j
are occupied, and tij = 0 otherwise. In the quantum
bond percolation problem, the hopping matrix elements
tij are randomly taken as 1 or 0 with probabilities p and
q = 1 − p, respectively. Since we are dealing with off-
diagonal disorder, we set the onsite energy as a constant,
which we take as εi = 0, ∀i, without loss of generality.

In order to test the accuracy of our method, we first
analyze the level statistics for quantum site percolation
on the square and simple cubic lattices. We consider
lattices with linear size, L, and periodic boundary
conditions, and, for a given disorder configuration
with a fraction 1 − p of sites rendered inactive, we
diagonalize the Hamiltonian, Eq. (1), to obtain its
eigenvalues. This procedure is then repeated for different
occupation probabilities to yield the density of states
(DOS) displayed in Fig. 2. For both lattices, the most
visible feature is the emergence of a series of sharp
peaks which increase as p decreases. These peaks are
attributed to the formation of small disconnected clusters
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Figure 2. Density of states, N(E), for different site occupation
probabilities for (a) square, and (b) simple cubic lattices, with
linear sizes L = 34 and L = 15, respectively; results for bond
disorder are similar. The peaks are contributions from small
isolated clusters; see text.

of sites [7, 38]. For instance, the peaks around E/t = ±1
are contributions from isolated clusters with two sites,
while the central peak is due to single sites, as well as
to clusters with three and four sites; note that clusters
with three and four sites also contribute to the peaks near
E/t = ±1.4, depending of the shape of the cluster and if
all its sites are connected or not. In order to mitigate
the contribution from these isolated clusters, in what
follows we will only include in our tight-binding model
the sites belonging to the percolating cluster. Although
this restricts us to work with an occupancy probability
above the classical percolation threshold, we stress that
the quantum percolation thresholds are expected to be
greater than, or equal to, the corresponding classical
ones. We resort to the Hoshen-Kopelman algorithm [39]
to select these working percolating clusters. Note that
the issue of uniqueness of a percolating cluster [40] is
immaterial in the present case, since our concern here is
with localization in a single percolating cluster.

For a given disorder configuration, the classical
percolating cluster gives rise to, say K + 1 energy
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Figure 3. The level spacing distribution for different
concentrations of active sites for the square (a) and the simple
cubic (b) lattices, respectively with linear sizes L = 34 and
L = 15 . For comparison, we also show analytical expressions
for the gaussian orthogonal ensemble distribution (GOE) and
the Poisson distribution.

eigenvalues forming a bandwidth, W , so that the average
level spacing is W/K. The latter is taken to set the scale
of level spacings through

si ≡
Ei+1 − Ei

W/K
. (2)

We generate data for M disorder configurations, which
for the square lattice varies between 400 and 1,800,
respectively for L = 50 and L = 24; for the simple cubic
lattice M varies between 200 and 750, respectively for
L = 17 and L = 11; this ensures meaningful statistics of
about 106 eigenvalues per lattice size.
At this point it is crucial to distinguish between two

formulations of the QP problem. One may ask either
if the particle diffuses irrespective of its energy, or if it
diffuses when it has an energy within a given interval.
Here we will be concerned solely with the former.
Nonetheless, for completeness we should mention that in
two dimensions the latter formulation seems to give rise
to a two-step localization-delocalization transition as p
increases: first, from an exponentially localized to power-
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Figure 4. The function γ(p, L), for different system sizes and occupation probabilities, for the square (a) and simple cubic (d)
lattices on the quantum site percolation. The chi-squared values of a polynomial fit to the data collapse is shown in (b) for the
square lattice and (e) for the simple cubic lattice, for fixed pq. The optimal data collapse is shown in (c) and (f) for the square
and simple cubic lattice respectively.

law localized, and then to delocalized [9, 12]. This feature
is absent for a simple cubic lattice.

Figure 3 shows the corresponding level spacing
distributions, P (s), for three different concentrations,
p; note, however, that the concentrations considered
in panel (a) are centered around values larger than
those in panel (b), simply by virtue of the fact that
the classical pc decreases with the dimension of the
hypercubic lattices. Also shown are two expected
limiting cases of the distribution: the Poisson behavior,
P (s) = e−s, characteristic of the localized regime [41],

and the Wigner-Dyson behavior, P (s) = (π/2) s eπs
2/4,

as obtained from the Gaussian Orthogonal Ensemble
(GOE) [41, 42]. As p increases, we see that in both cases
P (s) decreases in the small s region, while it increases
above s ≈ 0.5. In addition, one should also note that
all curves seem to intersect at s ≈ 2, which is the
same feature observed for the Anderson model in three
dimensions [33]. The inescapable conclusion is that,
as p increases the distribution evolves from Poisson to
Wigner-Dyson, that is, from localized to delocalized.

In order to obtain an accurate estimate for pq in these
cases, we calculate the weight of the large-s area in P (s),

that is, beyond the crossing point at s = 2 [7, 33, 38, 43],

A =

∫ ∞

2

P (s) ds, (3)

normalized through

γ(p, L) =
A−AW

Ap −AW
, (4)

where

AWD ≡
∫ ∞

2

πs

2
eπs

2/4 ds = e−π (5)

and

AP ≡
∫ ∞

2

e−s ds = e−2 (6)

are the large-s weights of the Wigner-Dyson and Poison
distributions, respectively.
Figures 4(a) and (d) respectively show plots of γ(p, L)

for the square and simple cubic lattices for various
systems sizes. The behavior noted in Fig. 3 is more
clearly identified here, namely a regime in which γ(p, L)
increases with increasing L, and another in which it
decreases with L. Separating these regimes there is



5

a concentration, pq, at which γ(pq, L) is size-scaling
invariant: psqq ≈ 0.77 and pscq ≈ 0.44, for the square and
simple cubic lattices, respectively. One therefore expects
that γ(p, L) follows a finite-size scaling ansatz [44, 45],

γ(p, L) = f [L/ξ(p)], (7)

where ξ(p) is the correlation length, which near the
critical point behaves as

ξ(p) = ξ0

∣∣∣∣ ppq − 1

∣∣∣∣−ν

; (8)

note that since γ is a dimensionless quantity, there is no
L dependence multiplying the scaling function f [L/ξ(p)].
Near pq we may therefore expect that [44–46]

γ(p, L) = γ(pq) + C

∣∣∣∣ ppq − 1

∣∣∣∣L 1
ν , (9)

where C is a constant, which allows us to determine the
critical exponent, ν, by fitting the data near the crossing
point. Figures 4 (c) and (f) show the optimal data
collapse for the data appearing in panels (a) and (d), for
the square and simple cubic lattice, respectively, in which
ν is considered as an independent variable, adjusted
through a least squares fit for fixed pq, as displayed in
panels (b) and (e).

We have repeated the above procedure for bond QP,
and Table I shows our estimates for pq and ν, for the
quantum site- and bond-percolation on the square and
simple cubic lattices; we also show previous estimates
for comparison. Our estimates for the thresholds are in
very good agreement with those obtained from different
methods. The same holds for the critical exponent ν,
in which case the discrepancy with respect to the value
obtained in Ref. [49] may be attributed to the short series
used in their expansion; the discrepancy with respect
to the estimate from Ref. [56] is due to the smallness of
the cells used in their real-space renormalization group
approach; These results confirm the reliability of our
method, to the point of contributing to add credence to
expectation that the QP problem belongs to the same
universality class as the AIM [7, 37, 43, 51–54, 57, 58].
We now consider the Lieb lattices in turn.

III. RESULTS FOR THE LIEB LATTICES

A. The 2D Lieb lattice

The unit cell for the two-dimensional Lieb lattice
contains 3 sites; see Fig. 1(a). Therefore, each cartesian
direction of linear size L actually comprises of 2L
sites; we recall that while the computational effort
is proportional to Ns ≡ 4L2, the finite-size scaling
parameter is simply L. The number of disorder
realizations, M , used was M = 2000 (500) runs for the
smallest (largest) lattice size, L = 24 (50).
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Figure 5. The function γ(p, L) [Eq. (9)] for the two-
dimensional Lieb lattice, and for different system sizes:
(a) site and (b) bond QP. The insets show the data collapse
according to Eq. (7)

We characterize the level statistics through the same
procedure outlined in Sec. II. Figure 5 shows γ(p, L),
Eq. (4), as a function of p for different system sizes.
For both bond and site quantum percolation, there is
a common crossing point, which is identified as the
critical concentration. Close to the critical point, the
size dependence is governed by Eqs. (7) and (9), and we
adopt the same procedure as for the square and simple
cubic lattices; that is, we optimize the data collapse

to obtain the critical parameters p
(s)
q = 0.91 ± 0.01

with ν = 2.55 ± 0.05 and p
(b)
q = 0.82 ± 0.01 with

ν = 2.60 ± 0.05, where the superscripts (s) and (b)
respectively denote site and bond cases. As expected,

we see that p
(s)
q > p

(b)
q , and each is larger than than

the corresponding classical ones, namely p
(s)
c = 0.7396(5)

and p
(b)
c = 0.6438(3) [28]. Further, the equality (within

error bars) of critical exponents indicates that site and
bond QP belong to the same universality class, which
is the same as for the square lattice. For completeness,
we note that the estimates for classical percolation on
the Lieb lattice are ν(s, cl.) = 1.35(4) and ν(b, cl.) =
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Lattice site bond νq Comments

Square pc 0.59274598(4)a 1/2b 0.57(1)c p
(s)
q = 0.740(25)c, p

(b)
q = 0.625(25)c, p

(b)
q = 0.60(4)m

pq 0.75(1)l 0.65(1)l 2.65(5)l, 3.34n, [2.6− 3.2]o

LL pc 0.7396(5)j 0.6438(3)j 2.55(5)l, 2.60(5)l

pq 0.91(1)l 0.82(1)l

SC pc 0.311681(13)d 0.24881182(10)d

pq 0.44(1)l 0.33(1)l 1.59(5)l, 1.58(5)f,h,i p
(s)
q = 0.44(1)e,f,g, p

(b)
q = 0.33(1)h, p

(b)
q = 0.33(6)m

LLL pc 0.3919(5)j 0.3338(5)j 1.57(5)l, 1.55(5)l

pq 0.55(1)l 0.39(1)l

PL pc 0.5225(5)j 0.4010(5)j 1.58(5)l, 1.55(5)l

pq 0.71(1)l 0.62(1)l

Table I. Estimates obtained for the quantum critical concentration, pq, and for the correlation length exponent, ν; see text.
LL, LLL and PL respectively stand for Lieb lattice, layered Lieb lattice and perovskite lattice; see Fig. 1. Notes: aRef. [47];
bRef. [48]; cRef. [49]; dRef. [50]; eRef. [51]; fRef. [52]; gRef. [53]; hRef. [54]; iRef. [43]; jRef. [28], lThis work, mRef. [55], nRef. [56],
oRef. [11].

1.30(5) [28]; these values, in turn, are also consistent with
the geometry not changing the universality class. And,
finally, it is worth mentioning that the critical exponent
satisfies the inequality ν ≥ 2/d [59].
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Figure 6. Same as Fig. 5 but for the layered Lieb lattice.
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Figure 7. Same as Fig. 5 but for the perovskite lattice.

B. The 3D Lieb lattices

We now discuss the results for the three-dimensional
Lieb lattices. Their geometry may be described as follows
(see Fig. 1): For the LLL we take 2L sites along the x̂ and
ŷ directions, and L layers along the ẑ direction. For the
PL we take 2L sites along each of the cartesian directions.
In our simulations, we consider M disorder realizations,
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with M = 900 (300) for the smallest (largest) lattice size,
L = 11 (17).

Figure 6 shows plots of γ(p, L) as a function of p for
the LLL. As before, we optimize the data collapse (not

shown) through Eqs. (7) and (9) to obtain p
(s)
q = 0.55 ±

0.01 with ν = 1.57 ± 0.05, and p
(b)
q = 0.42 ± 0.01 with

ν = 1.55±0.05. Again, p
(s)
q > p

(b)
q , and there is no change

in universality class.
Let us now present the results for the PL. Figure 7

shows plots of γ(p, L) as a function of p for different linear
sizes, L. As before, we optimize the data collapse (not

shown) through Eqs. (7) and (9) to obtain p
(s)
q = 0.71 ±

0.01 with ν = 1.58 ± 0.05, and p
(b)
q = 0.62 ± 0.01 with

ν = 1.59±0.05. Again, p
(s)
q > p

(b)
q , and there is no change

in universality class.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied the quantum percolation problem on
Lieb lattices in two and three dimensions. Through
random matrix theory we have determined the level
spacing distributions, which, aided by finite-size scaling
theory, allowed us to obtain accurate estimates for site-
and bond percolation thresholds and critical exponents.

From these estimates, we conclude that the thresholds
may be ordered as follows:

pSCq < pLLLq < pPL
q < pSQq < pLiebq , (10)

which confirms that even in the quantum case, the

threshold is inversely proportional to an average
coordination number, as in the classical case [28].

The accuracy in the localization length exponent we
obtained allows us to state that: (i) for the square and
Lieb lattices, the diffusive regime resists to disorder up
to a finite threshold, qq = 1 − pq; (ii) bond and site QP
problems on Lieb lattices belong to the same universality
class; (iii) ν decreases with lattice dimensionality, d,
on Lieb lattices, similarly to the classical percolation
problem; (iv) for a given d, the critical exponent is the
same as for the corresponding hypercubic lattice; (v) ν
for the QP problem is always larger than the one for
the corresponding classical percolation problem; (vi) in
three dimensions, QP on Lieb lattices belongs to the same
universality class as the AIM. The lack of emergent new
universality classes on Lieb lattices may be attributed
to the fact that off-diagonal disorder destroys chiral
symmetry [60].
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