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The spin and integer quantum Hall effects are two cousins of topological phase transitions in
two-dimensional electronic systems. Their close relationship makes it possible to convert spin to
integer quantum Hall effect by continuous increase in a symmetry breaking Zeeman magnetic field.
We study peculiarities of bulk-edge correspondence and a fate of massless edge and bulk topological
(instantons) excitations at such the crossover in topological superconductors.

Topological phase transitions (TPT) are at a constant
focus of physics research. Discovery of topological insula-
tors and superconductors [1–4] gave a boost to research
on TPT in disordered electronic systems [5–19]. Per-
haps, the most famous example of the TPT is the integer
quantum Hall effect (iqHe) in which different topological
phases are labeled by Z (the set of the integer numbers).
The iqHe reflects an existence of the Z-valued topological
charge in two-dimensional (2D) realization of class A in
Altland-Zirnbauer symmetry classification of disordered
Hamiltonians [20–25]. The iqHe has two close cousins
in 2D topological superconductors which distinct topo-
logical phases are labeled by integers: the spin (class C)
[26–28] and thermal (class D) [29] quantum Hall effects.

The iqHe has been investigated extensively in exper-
iments [30–39] as opposed to the spin quantum Hall ef-
fect (sqHe). However, the latter has an advantage since
its criticality is analytically tractable [40]. In particular,
the position of the critical point [41, 42], the correlation
length exponent, and the infinite subset of generalized
multifractal exponents are known exactly through the
mapping to percolation [43]. The class C can be thought
as a parent class for the classes A and D due to the fol-
lowing crossovers: C→A with breaking of the SU(2) spin
rotation symmetry down to U(1) [44] and C→D which
corresponds to the complete breaking of SU(2) symmetry
while preserving superconductivity [27, 28, 43, 45–47].

Although the crossover phenomena in the context
of phase transitions are thoroughly studied [48], the
crossovers between topologically non-trivial phases are
much less investigated. An immediate difficulty can be
readily appreciated from the observation that the topo-
logical phases of the sqHe are enumerated by even inte-
gers while the topological phases of the iqHe are labeled
by all integers. Thus the transformation 2Z→Z should
occur during the C→A crossover. The understanding of
crossovers between topological phases is complicated by
the presence of topological excitations (instantons) in the
bulk and massless edge excitations which are related by
the bulk-boundary correspondence. From practical point
of view, interest to the crossovers lies in their potential
experimental applications. For instance, does the iqHe

realized in a topological superconductor due to the C→A
crossover differ from the ordinary iqHe experimentally?
The goal of this Letter is to study the sqHe-to-iqHe

crossover and answer the following physical questions: (i)
Is it possible to describe the crossover in terms of the edge
theory only? (ii) How do physical observables depend on
a bare spin Hall conductance after the crossover? (iii)
What is the structure of the emergent iqHe staircase?
Edge modes for sqHe. Both sqHe and iqHe possess non-
dissipative gapless edge modes. We start from discussion
of their transformation across the crossover. We begin
with a reminder of the edge theory for the sqHe [28].
We consider chiral fermion quasiparticles at the edge of
a (2D) disordered dx2−y2+idxy superconductor. To be
able to average over quenched disorder we will use the
replica trick. The imaginary time replica action for the
sqHe edge can be written in terms of Nr-copies of spin
1/2 chiral fermions [28]:

Se=

β∫

0

dτ

∫
dy
[
ψ̄(iv∂y−∂τ−η3)ψ+η−ψ̄Σ+ψ̄

T+η+ψ
TΣ−ψ

]
.

(1)
Here ψ̄={ψ̄↑,1, . . ., ψ̄↓,Nr

} and ψ={ψ↑,1, . . ., ψ↓,Nr
}T are

Grassmann variables corresponding to fermion creation
and annihilation operators, Σ±=σ±⊗1r with 1r being the
identity matrix in the replica space and σ±=(σ1±iσ2)/2
where σj are standard Pauli matrices acting in the spin
space. A quasiparticle edge velocity is denoted as v, and
β stands for the inverse temperature. The random Gaus-
sian fields η±=η1±iη2 and η3 mimic fluctuations of a su-
perconducting order parameter and scattering off impuri-
ties, respectively. They have the zero mean and are delta-
correlated in space: ⟨ηj(y)ηk(y′)⟩=κδjkδ(y−y′). The ac-
tion (1) does not conserve the number of ψ-fermions but
has SU(2) symmetry corresponding to spin conservation.
To elucidate symmetries of action (1) inherent in the

class C, we introduce new fields: χ̄↑,α=ψ̄↑,α, χ↑,α=ψ↑,α,
χ̄↓,α=ψ↓,α, and χ↓,α=ψ̄↓,α, where α=1, . . . , Nr [28]. In
this representation the edge action (1) becomes

Se=

∫ β

0

dτ

∫
dyχ̄(−∂τ−H⊗1r)χ, H=−iv∂y+ησ. (2)
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The above action conserves the number of χ fermions
which coincides with the z-projection of the spin of ψ-
fermions. Thus, χ/ψ-fermions are spin/charge carriers.
Hamiltonian (2) manifests anti-unitary Bogoliubov-de
Gennes (BdG) symmetry, H=−σ2HTσ2, as expected for
the class C. The action (2) describes two spin-degenerate
hybridized electron-hole edge modes that propagate in
the same direction and transfer a quantum of the trans-
verse spin conductivity each [28]. Therefore, in the case
of a clean system, (for which ηj≡0 and Nr=1), applying a
generalized TKNN formula [49], we obtain that the spin
Hall conductance is quantized in units of 2e2/h [26, 28]

gH=2k(e2/h). (3)

Here k is the number of edge modes (k=1 for Eq. (2)).
Edge theory for sqHe. As expected, the 2Z quantization
of gH, Eq. (3), holds in the presence of the disorder.
Averaging action (1) over disorder and employing the
non-Abelian bosonisation [50–56], we derive the nonlin-
ear sigma model (NLσM) action for the soft diffusive edge
modes (see Supplemental Materials [57]):

Se=
k

2
TrΛT∂yT

−1+πkνe Tr ϵ̂Q− kv2

16κ
Tr (∂yQ)

2
. (4)

Here νe=1/(2πv) is the density of edge states. Q=T−1ΛT
is Hermitian traceless matrix acting in Nr×Nr replica,
2Nm×2Nm Matsubara frequencies, and 2×2 Nambu
spaces. The matrix Q satisfies the following relations

Q2 = 1, Q = Q† = −L0s2Q
T s2L0. (5)

Here and below s0,1,2,3 stand for the standard Pauli ma-
trices in the Nambu space, (L0)

α1α2
nm =δεn,−εmδ

α1α2s0,
Λα1α2
nm =sgn(εn)δnmδ

α1α2s0, ϵ̂
α1α2
nm =εnδnmδ

α1α2s0, where
εn=π(2n+1)/β denotes the fermionic Matsubara fre-
quency. Symbol ‘Tr’ includes spatial integration as well
as the trace over replica, Matsubara, and Nambu spaces.
As the consequence of SU(2) symmetry, the spin space
is not present in action (4). The relations (5) determine
the NLσM target manifold of class C, Q∈Sp(2N)/U(N),
where N=2NrNm, whereas T∈Sp(2N).
The information about the quantization of gH is en-

coded in the first term of the NLσM (4), which is nothing
but the edge form of the Pruisken’s θ-term [58]. The fac-
tor k/2 is responsible for the exactly same result for gH as
in the clean case, Eq. (3). It is expected since the gauge
transformation χ̃(y)=Ty exp[i

∫ y
dy′η(y′)σ/ve]χ(y) (Ty

is spatial ordering) [28] excludes disorder from Eq. (2).
The sqHe-to-iqHe crossover at the edge. In order to re-
move the spin degeneracy of the chiral edge states, we
introduce the Zeeman magnetic field Bz by adding the
term µBBz

∫
dτdyψ̄(σ3⊗1r)ψ to the action (1). Here µB

is the Bohr magneton. In Eq. (2), it works as the shift
H→H+µBBzσ0, that explicitly breaks the BdG symme-
try. Thus the resulting Hamiltonian becomes just an Her-
mitian operator belonging to the class A.

FIG. 1. The quasiparticle spectrum in the toy-model: 2D
fermions on a stripe in the presence of a perpendicular mag-
netic field, constant superconducting pairing amplitude, and
Zeeman splitting (see [57] and Ref. [59–61] for details).

In the clean case, the spectrum of ψ-fermions re-
mains linear in momentum py but modes with different
spin projections are split by the momentum difference
∆py=µBBz/v (see Fig. 1 for the energy level ε2). Since
in the presence of orbital magnetic field the real space
coordinate is proportional to the quasimomentum in the
perpendicular direction, the Zeeman field results in split-
ting of the chiral edge modes with different spin pro-
jections in a real space. However ∆py can be absorbed
into the phase of ψ-fermions, thus the magnitude of gH
remains insensitive to the presence of Bz, see Eq. (3).
Therefore, in the case of the Zeeman field acting at the
edge only, the 2Z quantization of gH survives.
The edge modes have the curvature due to merging

with the bulk states. Then the spectrum of spin-↑ (spin-
↓) ψ-fermion floats up (down) in energy with increase
of Bz. Hence there are energy levels (e.g. energy ε1 in
Fig. 1) for which a single edge mode remains only. Thus
the spin Hall conductance becomes gH=(2k−1)e2/h in
agreement with the Z quantization for the iqHe.
Now let us turn on disorder at the edge again. The

Zeeman splitting emerges in the NLσM action as [57]

S(Z)
e = iπµBBzνe Tr s3Q. (6)

We emphasize that the physical magnetic field Bz en-
ters the NLσM as the Zeeman splitting acting in the

Nambu space. Though S(Z)
e is consistent with the sym-

metry (5), it breaks rotation symmetry in the Nambu
space from SU(2) down to U(1). The term (6) acts as
the mass term for otherwise massless theory (4). At
long distances, |y|≫1/∆py, the rotations T commut-
ing with the matrix s3 survive only, enforcing diagonal
form for the matrix Q in the Nambu space. Substitut-
ing Q=diag{Qu, Qd} into Eq. (4) and using the relation
Qd=−L0Q

T
u L0, we find that Se is given by Eq. (4) with

T , Q, and k substituted by Tu, Qu, and 2k respectively.
Since the Hermitian matrix Qu has no additional con-
straints except the nonlinear one, Q2

u=1, at long distances
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the NLσM edge action in the presence of Zeeman split-
ting, Eqs. (4) and (6), becomes the iqHe edge action with
Qu∈U(N)/[U(N/2)×U(N/2)]. That action describes 2k
chiral edge channels and leads to Eq. (3) for gH. As in
the clean case, we see that within the edge theory only
the Zeeman field does not change the 2Z quantization of
gH. Thus to get the 2Z→Z transformation of gH’s quan-
tization, we have to study the bulk theory.
Bulk theory for sqHe. Now we remind NLσM describing
2D bulk of the system with the class C symmetry [62–65]

Sb=− ḡ

16
Tr (∇Q)

2
+iπḡHC+πν̄ Tr[ϵ̂+iµBBzs3]Q. (7)

Here ν̄ denotes the bare bulk density of states and ḡ and
ḡH stand for the bare dimensional spin longitudinal and
Hall conductances (in units e2/h). The topology of the
class C is encoded in the Z quantized topological charge

C[Q] = Tr (εjkQ∇jQ∇kQ) /(16πi), (8)

where εjk is the Levi-Civita symbol with εxy=−εyx=1.
For ḡH=2k the term proportional to C[Q] in Eq. (7)
coincides with the first term in the edge theory (4). The
term in Eq. (7) proportional to Bz describes breaking
the SU(2) symmetry in the Nambu space. As expected,
its form is the same as for the edge theory, Eq. (6) [57].
The crossover in the bulk. The NLσM action (7) is renor-
malized such that the parameters g, gH, and ν become
length-scale (L) dependent. Their renormalization group
(RG) equations are well-known [63–68]. The class C→A
crossover can be seen already at the level of the NLσM ac-
tion. At long distances, L≫LB=

√
g(LB)/[ν(LB)µBBz],

the Zeeman term in Eq. (7) enforces Q to become a diag-
onal matrix in the Nambu space. As a result, the NLσM
action of the class A arises. It is given by Eq. (7) with Q,
ḡ, ḡH, ν̄ substituted by Qu, 2¯̄g=2g(LB), 2¯̄gH=2gH(LB),
2¯̄ν=2ν(LB), respectively, and with Bz=0. Thus, the
sqHe-to-iqHe crossover can be thought roughly as fol-
lows. At ℓ⩽L⩽LB the system is described by the RG
equations for the class C with initial conditions g(ℓ)=ḡ
and gH(ℓ)=ḡH. At L=LB the conductivities reach magni-
tudes, ¯̄g and ¯̄gH, respectively. Then at L>LB the system
is governed by the RG equations for the class A with ini-
tial conditions g(LB)=¯̄g and gH(LB)=¯̄gH. Consequently,
a physical observable O at L>LB depends on ¯̄g and ¯̄gH.

The above picture of the crossover with the length-
scale LB lies in universality for some relevant in the RG
sense symmetry breaking parameter (Zeeman splitting in
our case [43, 46]) and, thus, applicable to both topolog-
ically trivial and topological non-trivial systems. It is
easy to check that on the perturbative level the presence
of Bz results in the mass of diffusive modes of NLσM (7)
which do not belong to the class A [57]. This is ex-
actly the mechanism that converts the perturbative part
of the RG equations for the class C to the ones for the
class A. However, the topological nontrivial systems have

topological excitations (instanton configurations QW in
our case) with integer quantized value of the topologi-
cal charge C[QW ]=W . It is these topological excitations
that are responsible for the non-perturbative part of the
RG equations and for the periodicity of the physical ob-
servables with the bare Hall conductance in the cases of
iqHe [69–73] and sqHe [65]. The 2Z (Z) quantization in
the case of sqHe (iqHe) implies the periodicity of physi-
cal observables with respect to ḡH (¯̄gH) with period 2 (1).
Consequently, at the sqHe-to-iqHe crossover the follow-
ing transformation of a physical observable should occur

O=
∑

W∈Z
O(C)

W eiπḡHW

︸ ︷︷ ︸
L≪LB

−→ O=
∑

W∈Z
O(A)

W ei2π
¯̄gHW

︸ ︷︷ ︸
L≫LB

, (9)

where O(C)
W ∝ exp(−πḡ|W |) and O(A)

W ∝ exp(−2π¯̄g|W |).
The only consistent possibility to realize Eq. (9) is the
following picture of the crossover in the non-perturbative
contributions to the RG equations. At L≫LB the non-
perturbative class C contributions with oddW have to be
suppressed, while contributions with even W transforms
smoothly into the class A contributions.
Topological excitations at the crossover. To argue the
above scenario, we consider the class C instantons with
W=1, 2. For simplicity, we present expressions for in-
stanton solutions for Nr=Nm=1. The W=1 instanton is
given as Q1=T

−1Λ1(x)T , where T represents a spatially
uniform rotational matrix that defines orientation of the
instanton within the NLσM manifold and [65]

Λ1=

(
s0 cos

2 θ−s1 sin
2 θ (is2−s3)

2 eiϕ sin 2θ

− (is2+s3)
2 e−iϕ sin 2θ −s0 cos

2 θ−s1 sin
2 θ

)
. (10)

Here θ=arctan(λ/|z−z0|), ϕ=arg(z−z0), z=x+iy is the
complex coordinate, λ is the instanton scale size, and z0 is
the position of instanton. In the absence of the last term
in Eq. (7), we find Sb[Q1]=−πḡ+iπḡH, such that the pa-
rameters λ, z0, and the generators of the T -rotations
constitute the zero mode manifold of the W=1 instan-
ton. Due to the Zeeman term, rotational zero modes with
[T, s3] ̸=0 acquire a mass ∝Bz ln(L/λ), i.e. modification
of the zero mode manifold from T∈Sp(2N) (class C) to
T∈U(N)/[U(N/2)×U(N/2)] (class A) occurs. However,
λ and z0 remain zero modes, i.e. W=1 instanton is not
fully suppressed by Bz at the classical level.
Accounting for fluctuations around the W=1 instan-

ton leads to logarithmically divergent renormalizations
in physical observables. These divergences can be re-
summed within the RG framework. Without the Zee-
man splitting, the resummation process continues until
the RG flow reaches a scale where the instanton size be-
comes comparable to the dynamically generated localiza-
tion length in the class C, λ∼ξ(C)≃ℓ exp(πḡ) [65]. In the
presence of a non-zero Bz, the RG procedure for W=1
instantons halts at λ∼LB , because all instantons with
sizes λ>LB fail to contribute logarithmic corrections to
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FIG. 2. Sketch of the crossover RG flow for strong (a) and weak (b) Zeeman splitting. For bare values ḡ≫1, the RG flows in
blue (orange) regions are governed by the RG equations for the class C (A). Blue lines correspond to separatrices that define
the width of the iqHe plateaus. (c) The quantization of the spin Hall conductance at L→∞ as a function of its bare value ḡH
for the sqHe (blue solid line), the ordinary iqHe (orange solid line), and a finite Bz (dashed black line). Inset shows the phase
diagram in {ḡH, Bz} plane. The black dashed line indicates the Zeeman splitting for which the main panel is plotted.

physical observables [57]. It leads to suppression of con-
tributions from theW=1 instantons to the RG equations
beyond the lengthscale LB .
The W=2 instanton solution can be expressed as

Q2=T̃
−1Λ2(x)T̃ , where the matrix T̃ contains rotational

zero modes and (for Nr=Nm=1 as above)

Λ2(x) =

(
1̂ 0

0 −1̂

)
K−1

(
cos 2θ̂ sin 2θ̂

− sin 2θ̂ cos 2θ̂

)
K. (11)

Here K=diag{U ,U∗} with an arbitrary U(2) matrix U
and a matrix θ̂=diag{θ1, θ2}. The instanton angles θj
are defined similarly to those of the W=1 instanton and

involve two sets of zero modes z
(j)
0 and λj . The result-

ing classical bulk action for this solution can be divided
into two parts: the classical action for W=2 instan-

ton, S(cl)
b =−2πḡ+2πiḡH, and the Zeeman contribution,

S(Z)
b ∝Bz

∫
d2x[cos 2θ1(x)− cos 2θ2(x)], with a coefficient

depending on the matrices T̃ and U (see End Matter and
[57] for details). The Zeeman term forces the synchro-
nization of instanton scale sizes, λ1=λ2, and positions,

z
(1)
0 =z

(2)
0 . Then the W=2 instanton becomes diagonal

matrix in the Nambu space, which can be interpreted as
the two independent class A W=1 instantons. Thus the
Zeeman splitting forces the class C W=2 instanton to
transform into the class A W=1 instanton already at the
level of the classical action (see End Matter).
Physical predictions. The above picture of the sqHe-
to-iqHe crossover has implications for the length-scale
dependence of physical observables. For example, the
dependence of g and gH on L can be visualized as a
two-parameter scaling diagram shown in Fig. 2. We
assume that RG flow starts from a weak coupling re-
gion, ḡ≫1. At strong Zeeman splitting, LB≪ξ(C), [74]

the crossover occurs in weak coupling region, ¯̄g≫1, see
Fig. 2a. In contrast, at weak Bz such that LB≲ξ(C),
the crossover occurs in the strong coupling regime close

to the class C unstable fixed point g
(C)
∗ =

√
3/2 [41, 42]

(for class A g
(A)
∗ ≃0.5÷0.6 [75–77]), see Fig. 2b. In both

cases of strong and weak Bz, the flow lines starting at

|ḡH−1|⩽∆
(odd)
B /2 approach the stable fixed point at g=0

and gH=1 as L→∞. Thus for Bz ̸=0 the RG flow in Fig. 2
shows the Z quantization of gH as L→∞. The RG flow
in Fig. 2 looks similar to the crossover RG flow due to
breaking of spin degeneracy in an ordinary iqHe [78] and
mixing of valleys for the iqHe in graphene [79]. However,
those crossovers occur within the same class A.

For |ḡH−1|⩽∆
(odd)
B /2 the dependence of gH on L is

non-monotonous with the extremum at L∼LB . Plateaus
at odd integer values in dependence of gH on ḡH start to
develop as L grows beyond LB . In the limit L→∞ the
dependence of gH on ḡH becomes a step-like with plateaus

at Z, see Fig. 2c. However, the widths of the odd, ∆
(odd)
B ,

and even, ∆
(even)
B =2−∆

(odd)
B , plateaus are different. This

fact reflects periodic dependence of physical observables
on ḡH with period 2e2/h as follows from Eq. (9).

At Bz→0, the width of the odd plateaus can be

estimated as ∆
(odd)
B ∼|Bz|3/7 [80]. At strong Zeeman

splitting, LB≪ξ(C), the odd-plateau width approach 1

as 1−∆
(odd)
B ∼[(LB−ℓ)/ξ(C)] ln3(ξ(C)/LB) [57]. We note

that the staircase with ∆
(odd)
B ̸=∆

(even)
B distinguishes the

iqHe obtained in a result of crossover from the sqHe in a
topological superconductor, and the ordinary iqHe.

Summary. We developed the coherent physical picture
of the spin-to-integer quantum Hall effect crossover in
the bulk and at the edge of the topological superconduc-
tors. We demonstrated that it is not possible to describe
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the crossover in terms of the edge theory only. The cor-
rect description of the crossover involves the bulk the-
ory, in particular, topological excitations (instantons).
We found that although the spin Hall conductance be-
comes quantized in units e2/h as a result of the crossover,
the periodic dependence of the physical observables on
the bare spin Hall conductance has the period 2e2/h as
for the sqHe. We obtained that after the crossover the
widths of the odd and even iqHe plateaus are different in
contrast to the conventional iqHe staircase. Although we
study sqHe-to-iqHe crossover in the absence of electron-
electron interaction, we expect that it does not alter the
developed physical picture.

Finally, we mention that twisted Bi2Sr2CaCu2O8+x bi-
layers have been recently shown to spontaneously break
time-reversal symmetry [81], in agreement with theoreti-
cal predictions for emergent dx2−y2+idxy topological su-
perconducting state [82, 83]. Results of our work suggest
that a magnetic field parallel to bilayers is an efficient
tool to control and manipulate the edge spin-current-
carrying states in such topological superconductors in a
way similar to manipulation of edge current channels in
the conventional iqHe [84–87].
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0 . This can be in-
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duality equation, is given by:

U = eiφ/2

(
eiα cosχ eiβ sinχ

−e−iβ sinχ e−iα cosχ

)
, (A2)

where α=β=δ−(z) and φ=2δ+(z) are spatially dependent

angles with δ±=[arg(z−z(1)0 )± arg(z−z(2)0 )]/4. We note
that the mixing angle χ is a zero mode of this solution,

along with z
(i)
0 and λi. Substituting this solution into the

symmetry-breaking part of action SB , we obtain:

S(Z)
b = −4iπν̄µBBz sin 2χ

×
∫

(λ21|z − z
(2)
0 |2 − λ22|z − z

(1)
0 |2)dxdy

(|z − z
(1)
0 |2 + λ21)(|z − z

(2)
0 |2 + λ22)

. (A3)

This integral exhibits a logarithmic divergence at large
scales. Using a regularization scheme with infra-red
length scale being the system size L, we compute the
integral and obtain

S(Z)
b = −8iπ2ν̄µBBz sin 2χ

[
λ21 ln

L

λ1
− λ22 ln

L

λ2

− 1

2L2

(
λ42 − λ41 + λ21|z(1)0 −z(2)0 |2

)]
, (A4)

We take into account the leading non-logarithmic cor-
rection to demonstrate that both the instanton positions
and instanton scales cease to be zero modes. We point

two possibilities for disappearing of S(Z)
b : synchroniza-

tion of instanton scale sizes, λ1=λ2, and instanton posi-

tions, z
(1)
0 =z

(2)
0 , or vanishing the factor sin 2χ. In order

to resolve this we employ variational principle that indic-
tates that the former is more preferable, i.e. λ1=λ2 and

z
(1)
0 =z

(2)
0 (for details see [57]).

Then the two-instanton solution reduces to two inde-
pendent W=1 instantons of the class A:

Λ̃2(x) =

(
Λ
(A)
1 (x, λ, z0) 0

0 Λ
(A)
1 (x, λ, z0)

)
, (A5)

with λ=λ1=λ2. Here we define the instanton for class A,

Λ
(A)
1 (x, λ, z0), in the following form:

Λ
(A)
1 (x, λ, z0) =

(
cos 2θ eiϕ sin 2θ

e−iϕ sin 2θ − cos 2θ

)
, (A6)

where θ=arctanλ/(z−z0) and ϕ=arg(z−z0).
Appendix B. The crossover RG flow and the plateaus’
widths. In the weak coupling regime, ḡ ≫ 1, we analyze
the crossover using the RG framework. The correspond-
ing RG equations for spin conductivities can be combined
from the known non-perturbative RG equations for the
class C and the class A:

dg

d lnL
= −β(C)

g (1− fX)− β(A)
g fX ,

dgH
d lnL

= −β(C)
gH (1− fX)− β(A)

gH fX .

(B1)

Here the beta-functions for the classes C and A are given
as [65, 72, 89]

β(C)
g ≃ 1

π
+DC(πg)

3e−πg cosπgH,

β(C)
gH ≃DC(πg)

3e−πg sinπgH,

β(A)
g ≃ 1

2π2g
+DA(πg)

2e−2πg cos 2πgH,

β(A)
gH ≃DA(πg)

2e−2πg sin 2πgH

(B2)

Here DC=8e−2−γ/π and DA=4π/e are numerical con-
stants derived within the Pauli-Villars regularization
scheme [90]. In comparison with perturbative weak-
localization corrections the instanton corrections in
β
(C,A)
g can be neglected. The sharpness of the crossover

transition allows us to approximate the crossover func-
tion as Heaviside step-function: fX=θ(L−LB) (for a de-
tailed explanation, see [57]). The RG flow corresponding
to these equations is presented in Fig.2 in the main text.
Solutions for Eqs. (B1) is presented in [57].
The widths of the plateaus can be estimated by an-

alyzing the RG flow’s critical trajectories (depicted as
blue lines in Fig.2a and Fig.2b). The starting point of a
critical trajectory corresponds to the minimal deviation
in the bare value of ḡH from 1 that leads to a departure
from class C behavior in the infrared limit (L→∞). By
solving Eq. (B1), we obtain this deviation [57]:

ḡH =
2

π
tan−1

(
e−πDCf(¯̄g,ḡ)

)
. (B3)

The limiting cases of this expression are discussed in the
main text.
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In this notes we present details of (i) derivation of the NLσM at the edge, (ii) spectrum of the toy
model, (iii) suppression of the diffusive modes by the Zeeman splitting in the perturbation theory,
(iv) suppression of the W = 1 class C instanton due to the quantum fluctuations, (v) variational
anzats for the W = 2 instanton, and (vi) estimates for the plateau width.

S.I. DERIVATION OF THE EDGE NLσM

In this section, we demonstrate the derivation of the NLσM for quasiparticles at the edge of dx2−y2 + idxy super-
conductor. We begin with the action eq. (1) in the main text. Using a bivector representation (with the aid of an
additional Nambu-type space), this action can be rewritten in a more transparent form:

S =

β∫

0

dτ

∫
dyΨ(−∂τ −H0 − V )Ψ, Ψ =

1√
2




ψ↑
ψ↓
ψ↑
ψ
†
↓


 , (S.1)

in this equation Hamiltonian has the form (in 4× 4 matrix space):

H =



vp̂y + η3 0 0 η1 − iη2

0 vp̂y + η3 −η1 + iη2 0
0 −η1 − iη2 vp̂y − η3 0

η1 + iη2 0 0 vp̂y − η3


 . (S.2)

This Hamiltonian has both SU(2) and particle-hole symmetries: s1 (H)
T s1 = −H, σ2Hσ2 = H. Using a represen-

tation in terms of spin fermions χ , we can rotate the Hamiltonian in Nambu space to simplify its structure. Let us
write:

(
χ χT

)(H 0
0 σ2Hσ2

)(
χ
χT

)
=
(
χ χTσ2

)
Hs0

(
χ

σ2χ
T

)
,

Φ =
1√
2

(
χ

σ2χ
T

)
, H = −ivσ0∂y + ησ, (S.3)

here si is Pauli matrices in Nambu-type space. This Hamiltonian exhibits a standart class C symmetry property:
H = −σ2HTσ2. One can check charge conjugation relation for bivector Φ:

Φ = [CΦ]
T
, C = σ2 ⊗ (is2), C2 = −1. (S.4)

Therefore, resulting action has the form:

S =

β∫

0

dτ

∫
dyΦ (−∂τ s0 −Hs0) Φ. (S.5)

After that we should introduce Matsubara space for fermionic fields ψ with frequences εn = πT (2n+ 1):

ψi =
∑

m

ψm,ie
−iεmτ , ψi =

∑

n

ψn,ie
+iεnτ . (S.6)

In terms of Φ bivector:

Φ
α →

∑

n

Φ
α

ne
iσ3εnτ s0, Φα →

∑

m

e−iσ3εmτ s0Φ
α
m. (S.7)
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After integrating over imaginary time for the part of the action that commutes with s3, we obtain:

S(0) = β

∫
dy
∑

n

Φ
α

n (iεns0σ3 + ivσ0s0∂y) Φ
α
n. (S.8)

One can observe the emergence of a nontrivial structure in spin space for the energy term. Due to the noncommu-
tative nature of the random potential contribution, integration over imaginary time leads to a nontrivial structure in
Matsubara space:

S(dis) = −β
∫
dy
∑

n,m

Φ
α

ns0 (η1σ1 + η2σ2) δm,−n−1Φ
α
m − β

∫
dy
∑

n

Φ
α

ns0η3σ3Φ
α
n. (S.9)

For simplicity, we define new matrix in Matsubara space l0 = δm,−n−1 = δεm,−εn . To simplify further computations,
we perform a matrix rotation in the combined Matsubara and spin spaces:

Ξα
m = UξΦ

α
m, Uξ =

(
1 0
0 l0

)

s

,

Ξ = ΞTCT , C = (is2)l0σ2 = CT . (S.10)

After this rotation, we rewrite each part of the action in terms of the fermion fields Ξ, defined above:

S(0) = β

∫
dy
∑

n

Ξ
α

n (iεnσ0s0 + ivs0σ0∂y) Ξ
α
n, (S.11)

S(dis) = −β
∫
dy
∑

n

Ξ
α

nσ0 (η1σ1 + η2σ2 + η3σ3) Ξ
α
n = −β

∫
dy
∑

n

Ξ
α

ns0V Ξα
n, (S.12)

where correlator of random potential has the following form:

⟨Vαβ(y)Vγδ(y′)⟩ = κ (2δαδδβγ − δαβδγδ) , (S.13)

using Wick theorem we average disorder part of action over random potential:

〈
1

2

(
S(dis)

)2〉
=

κβ2

2

∫
dy
(
2Ξ

j

αΞ
j
βΞ

j′

β Ξ
j′
α − Ξ

j

αΞ
j
αΞ

j′

β Ξ
j′

β

)
, (S.14)

where j and j′ are collective indices for Nambu, Matsubara, and replica spaces, while α and α′ denote spin indices.
The second term in the brackets vanishes by definition of Ξ. It is convenient to rewrite the above expression in terms
of the trace over Nambu, Matsubara, and replica spaces:

〈
S(dis)

〉
= −κβ2

∫
dyTr

[
ΞβΞβΞαΞα

]
. (S.15)

As a consequence of spin invariance of the initial Hamiltonian, ΞβΞβ becomes trivial in spin space. The next step
is to decouple four-fermion term using the Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation. Introducing hermitian matrix field
Q, we obtain:

SQ = − 1

4κ

∫
dyTrQ2 + iβ

∫
dyΞQσ0Ξ. (S.16)

From this form of action and eq. (S.9) we can obtain BdG symmetry for Q-field:

Q = −s2l0QT l0s2. (S.17)

After integration over Grassmanian fields Ξ, we obtain resulting action for matrix field Q:

SQ = − 1

4κ

∫
dyTrQ2 +

∫
dyTr log [is0ε̂n + ivs01M∂y + iQ] . (S.18)
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In the absence of symmetry-breaking terms and at zero temperature (εn → 0) we can write down the saddle-point
equation:

− 1

2κ
Q+ i [iv∂y + iQ]

−1
= 0. (S.19)

The solution of this equation takes the following form:

(Qsp)
αβ

=
1

2τ
Λαβ , Λαβ = τ3s0δ

αβ , (S.20)

where τ3 is the third Pauli matrix in retarded-advanced space and τ denotes mean free time, which can be self-
consistently expressed in terms of the random potential correlator and edge velocity: 1/τ = 2κ/v.

To obtain the diffusive NLσM for edge quasiparticles, we expand around the metallic saddle point. For this purpose,
we parametrize the sigma-model manifold in terms of non-uniform unitary rotations around the saddle point:

Q =
1

2τ
T−1ΛT, (S.21)

where T are massless modes, which define target manifold of class C: Sp(2n)/U(n). Logarithmic part of action,
therefore, can be rewritten in the following form:

Slog
Q = Tr log

[
B[T ] +G−1

0

]
, G−1

0 = −H0 + iΛ/2τ, B[T ] = ivT∂yT
−1 + iϵT τ3T

−1, (S.22)

for simplicity here we switch from Matsubara representation to retarded-advanced. Making a gradient expansion in
T we can obtain:

Slog
Q ≈ TrB[T ]G0 −

1

2
TrB[T ]G0B[T ]G0. (S.23)

The first term gives rise to a topological term in its edge form, along with a source term:

Stop =
1

2

∫
dyTr

(
T∂yT

−1Λ
)
, SΛ =

ϵ

2v

∫
dyTrΛQ, (S.24)

here we use definition of Green function for edge fermions:

G0(y, y
′) =

∫
dp

2π

eip(y−y′)

−vp+ iΛ/2τ
= − ie

−|y−y′|/2vτ

2v
(sgn(y − y′) + Λ) , (S.25)

and here we define edge Q-matrix: Q = T−1ΛT with constraint Q2 = 1. Second order term leads to kinetic part of
NLσM action:

v2

2

∫

y,y′

dpdp′

(2π)2
Tr

[
U [T ]

eip(y−y′)

−vp+ iΛ/2τ
U [T ]

e−ip′(y−y′)

−vp′ + iΛ/2τ

]
, (S.26)

here U [t] = T∂yT
−1. In diffusive regime elastic scattering length l = vτ is small, therefore we can put both U [T ] at

the same point. After that we can integrate this expression and obtain:

Sq = − l

8

∫
dyTr (∂yQ)

2
= − v2

16κ

∫
dyTr (∂yQ)

2
. (S.27)

Resulting expression for action at the edge can be written in the following form:

Se = − v2

16κ

∫
dyTr (∂yQ)

2
+

1

2

∫
dyTr

(
T∂yT

−1Λ
)
+

ϵ

2v

∫
dyTrΛQ. (S.28)

Introducing of Zeeman field can be done in the following way:

S(Z)
e = µBBz

Nr∑

α=1

β∫

0

dτ

∫
dyψ

α
σ3ψ

α. (S.29)
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FIG. 1. Left panel: Spectrum of Landau levels in the presence of a constant pairing potential ∆0 in an infinite system. A
nonzero ∆0 induces a dispersion of the Landau bands. Right panel: Diagonal matrix element of the pairing potential at the
lowest Landau level within a stripe of width W .

After all basis changes, described above, one can write this term in Ξ fermion representation:

S(Z)
e = −βµBBz

∫
dyΞ

α

ns3Ξ
α
n. (S.30)

Integration over Grassmanian fields leads to appearance of term under Tr log:

Slog
Q =

∫
dyTr log [is0ε̂n + ivs01M∂y − µBBzs3 + iQ] . (S.31)

By following the same steps as for the density of state contribution and using equation (S.23), we obtain:

S(Z)
e =

iµBBz

2v

∫
dyTr s3Q. (S.32)

S.II. LANDAU LEVELS FOR UNIFORM PAIRING ∆0

We consider a toy model for the Bogoliubov–de Gennes (BdG) Hamiltonian describing quasiparticles in a sufficiently
strong magnetic field with a nonzero induced order parameter ∆. For simplicity, we assume a uniform amplitude of
the order parameter. In a real system, however, the self-consistency equation for ∆ must be taken into account [1].
Under this approximation, the single-particle BdG Hamiltonian takes the form:

H =

(
H0 ∆0

∆0 −HT
0

)
, H0 =

1

2m
(−i∇− eA)

2
. (S.33)

We first analyze the case of an infinite system. In the Landau gauge (Ax = 0, Ay = −Hzx), the electron eigenfunctions
take the well-known form:

ψn,k(x, y) =
1√
L
eikyϕn (x− xk) , ϕn(x) =

(
1

2nn!lH
√
π

)1/2

exp

(
− x2

2l2H

)
Hn

(
x

lH

)
, (S.34)

where Hn(x) – Hermitian polynomials. Applying time-reversal symmetry, we obtain the eigenfunctions for holes:

ψ∗
n,−k(x, y) =

1√
L
eikyϕn (x+ xk) . (S.35)

Without superconducting pairing ∆0 = 0, the energy spectrum consists of doubly degenerate Landau levels: E =
±ωc(n+1/2). To diagonalize Eq. (S.34), we compute the matrix elements of ∆0, which can be determined analytically:

⟨ψ∗
m,−k|∆0|ψn,k′⟩ = ∆0δk,k′

√
2m−nn!

m!
e−ξ2ξm−nLm−n

n (2ξ2), m > n, (S.36)
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⟨ψ∗
m,−k|∆0|ψn,k′⟩ = ∆0δk,k′

√
2n−mm!

n!
e−ξ2(−ξ)n−mLn−m

m (2ξ2), m < n, (S.37)

where Lk
n(x) are generalized Laguerre polynomials, and ξ = xk/lH = klH . By numerically diagonalizing Eq. (S.34)

for four Landau levels, we obtain the quasiparticle spectrum as a function of the wave vector k. A key feature of
this spectrum is the dispersion of Landau levels at small wave vectors klH ≪ 1, where the matrix elements of ∆0 are
maximal (see left panel Fig. 1).

Next, we analyze a system confined within a strip of widthW , following the approach of B. Halperin [2]. We impose
boundary conditions such that both electron and hole wavefunctions vanish at the edges of the strip: ψn,k(−W/2, y) =
ψn,k(W/2, y) = 0. A convenient representation for the electron wavefunctions is:

ψs,k(x, y) =
Ns,ke

iky

√
L




Ds

(
x−xk

lH/
√
2

)

Ds

(
−W/2+xk

lH/
√
2

) −
Ds

(
− x−xk

lH/
√
2

)

Ds

(
W/2+xk

lH/
√
2

)


 , (S.38)

where Ds(x) is the parabolic cylinder function with a continuous index s, , determined self-consistently, and Ns,k is a
normalization constant. The boundary condition at ψn,k(−W/2, y) = 0 is automatically satisfied, while the condition
at x =W/2 leads to the transcendental equation for s:

Ds

(
W/2−xk

lH/
√
2

)

Ds

(
−W/2+xk

lH/
√
2

) =
Ds

(
−W/2−xk

lH/
√
2

)

Ds

(
W/2+xk

lH/
√
2

) . (S.39)

Solving Eq. (S.39) determines s(k). The spectrum in the absence of superconducting pairing follows a Landau-like
form: E = ±ωc(s(k) + 1/2). For a nonzero pairing potential, we employ perturbation theory under the assumption
∆0 ≪ ωc. This allows us to restrict the Hamiltonian to the first Landau level (the lowest root of Eq. (S.39)). The
effective Hamiltonian is:

H =

(
ωc(s(k) + 1/2) ⟨ψ∗

0,−k|∆0|ψ0,k′⟩
⟨ψ0,k|∆0|ψ∗

0,−k′⟩ −ωc(s(−k) + 1/2)

)
. (S.40)

To diagonalize this Hamiltonian, we first solve Eq.(S.39) numerically and then compute the matrix element
⟨ψ∗

0,−k|∆0|ψ0,k′⟩ numerically as well (see Fig.1). The resulting quasiparticle spectrum is shown in Fig.1 from main
text.

S.III. STRUCTURE OF THE FLUCTUATION PROPAGATORS WITH ZEEMAN FIELD.

In this section, we compute diffusive propagators in the presence of a non-zero Zeeman field Bz, considering only the
RA block of Matsubara space. For this purpose, we consider the NLσM action for class C with a symmetry-breaking
term:

Sb = − g

16

∫

x

Tr (∇Q)
2
+ iπνµBBZ

∫
d2xTr s3Q. (S.41)

Here, we omit the topological term because there are no perturbative corrections to it. It is convenient to parametrize
the Q-matrix in terms of fluctuation matrices W , using the root parametrization:

Q =W + Λ
√
1−W 2, W =

(
0 w
w† 0

)
, (S.42)

From the BdG symmetry relation, one can obtain restrictions on the Nambu components of matrices w = wisi:

wαβ
i = viw

βα
i , vi = {−1, 1, 1, 1}. (S.43)

Therefore, the singlet (i = 0) part of w is a skew-symmetric matrix, while the triplet (i ̸= 0) parts are symmetric.
Expanding the action (S.41) to second order in W , we obtain the quadratic action for fluctuations:

S(2) =

∫

x

wαβ
i

(g
4
δij∇2 − iπµBνBzMij

)
w†βα

j . (S.44)
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Here, Mij = trN (s3[si, sj ]) = 4i(δi1δj2 − δi2δj1) and summation over coinciding indices is implied. Transforming to
Fourier space:

S(2) = −
∫

q

wαβ
i (q)

(g
4
δijq

2 + iπµBνBzMij

)
w†βα

j (−q). (S.45)

To invert this matrix, we use the symmetry relations for w matrices (S.43). We split the action into two parts:
diagonal and non-diagonal in replica space:

wαβ
i δijw

†βα
j =

1

2

Nr∑

α=1

wαα
i δij(1 + vj)w

†αα
j + 2

Nr∑

1≤α<β

wαβ
i δijvjw

†αβ
j , (S.46)

wαβ
i Mijw

†βα
j =

Nr∑

α=1

wαα
i Mijw

†αα
j + 2

Nr∑

1≤α<β

wαβ
i Mijw

†αβ
j . (S.47)

This form of matrices leads to diffusive propagators:

〈
wαα

i (q)w†αα
j (−q)

〉
=



0 0 0 0
0 DBz

PBz
0

0 −PBz
DBz

0
0 0 0 D0




ij

,
〈
wαβ

i (q)w†µν
j (−q)

〉
=

1

2



−D0 0 0 0
0 DBz

PBz
0

0 −PBz
DBz

0
0 0 0 D0




ij

δαµδβν ,

(S.48)
where we define:

DBz
=

4gq2

g2q4 + 256(πµBνBz)2
, PBz

=
64πµBνBz

g2q4 + 256(πνµBBz)2
. (S.49)

This form of Gaussian propagators indicates that presence of Zeeman field leads to the generation of mass (finite

correlation length) in order of LB ∼
√
g/νµBBz for triplet modes w1 and w2. Consequently, in the limit of an infinite

Zeeman field Bz → ∞, we should extract these fluctuation fields from the NLσM manifold of massless modes. The
dimension of the corresponding manifold after such an extraction is:

n(n− 1)︸ ︷︷ ︸
singlet non-instanton

+ 3n(n+ 1)︸ ︷︷ ︸
triplet

− 2n(n+ 1)︸ ︷︷ ︸
massive triplet

= 4n2 + 2n︸ ︷︷ ︸
class C non-instanton

− 2n(n+ 1)︸ ︷︷ ︸
massive triplet

= 2n2, (S.50)

where n = N/2. Consequently, number of real parameters equal to 2n2 corresponds to class A: Q ∈ U(2n)/U(n)×U(n).
We conclude that switching-on of infinite Zeeman field split class C (Q ∈ Sp(4n)/U(2n)) action into class A action.

S.IV. SUPPRESSION OF W = 1 INSTANTON IN LDOS

In this section, we demonstrate the suppression ofW = 1 instantons with scale sizes λ > LB . From a straightforward
instanton calculation (for details, see Ref. [3]), one can obtain the renormalization of the average LDoS (for brevity
we put number of replicas Nr = 1):

δνinst ∝
L∫

ℓ

dλ

λ
νge−πg cos(πgH)

∞∫

0

dr0
r0

r20 + λ2
. (S.51)

Here, ν(λ) and g(λ) are renormalized through perturbation theory in the Pauli-Villars regularization scheme. The
integral over r0 exhibits a logarithmic divergence at large scales. To handle this, we use a cutoff scheme since we
calculate quantity up to numerical constant. In the presence of a Zeeman field, we assume that the instanton-induced
measure does not influence physical observables on scales larger than LB . This allows us to explicitly calculate the
r0 integral:

δνinst ∝
L∫

ℓ

dλ

λ
νge−πg cos(πgH) log

(
1 +

L2
B

λ2

)
. (S.52)
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From this integral, we derive a condition on LB that defines the presence of the crossover regime: LB < ξ
(C)
l ∝ ℓeπg.

We note, that in the limiting case LB → ℓeπg, the term log
(
1 +

L2
B

λ2

)
∼ g , and we recover the result from the original

paper. The appearance of the crossover induced instanton measure leads to three distinct cases based on characteristic
scales:

log

(
1 +

L2
B

λ2

)
≈





2| log LB

λ |, λ≪ LB ,

const, λ ∼ LB ,
L2

B

λ2 , λ≫ LB .

(S.53)

We observe that for λ ≫ LB , the logarithmic divergence in the integral over λ disappears. This indicates that
instantons with scales λ > LB do not contribute to the renormalization of LDoS.

S.V. VARIATIONAL PRINCIPLE FOR W = 2 SOLUTION

The expression for the Zeeman term in the classical action (equation (A4) in End Matter) suggests that the zero

modes of the two-instanton solution transform across the crossover [4]. For brevity, we put z
(1)
0 = z

(2)
0 = 0. We

identify two possible mechanisms for this transformation: (1) synchronization of the instanton scale sizes, λ1 = λ2,
or (2) the disappearance of the mixing angle χ. At the classical level, we cannot determine which possibility is more
favorable based on the least action principle alone.

To resolve this, we adopt a variational ansatz for the zero modes in the following form:

λi(r) = λi

(
1 +

λ∗i − λi
λi

tanh
r2

ρ2

)
, χ(r) = χ0 + χ1 tanh

r2

ρ2
, (S.54)

where the free parameters are λ∗i (the final instanton scale), ρ (the characteristic scale of zero-mode evolution), and
χ1 (the final value of the mixing angle). By substituting this ansatz into the action Sb (Equation (7) in the main
text) and performing numerical minimization, we find that the synchronization of instanton scale sizes is the correct
mechanism for instanton zero-mode transformation. The final values for the free parameters are λ∗1 = λ∗2 ≈ (λ1+λ2)/2
and χ1 does not vanish χ1 ≈ const ̸= −χ0.

S.VI. PLATEAU WIDTH IN THE LIMIT OF STRONG ZEEMAN FIELD.

In this section, we compute the critical shift δgH of the transverse spin conductivity microscopic value, necessary
to reach the gH = 0 phase in the infrared limit (L → ∞). To achieve this, we consider the RG equations for class
C, including non-perturbative corrections, as obtained in Ref. [3] and which were discussed in End Matter. These
equations are given as:

dg

d lnL
= − 1

π
− 2

π2g
−DC(πg)

3e−πg cosπgH ,

dgH
d lnL

= −DC(πg)
3e−πg sinπgH ,

(S.55)

where we focus only on the weak-coupling limit ḡ ≫ 1. In this limit, we retain only the one-loop correction in
the g-equation. Consequently, the system reduces to a trajectory-type dimensionless equation with initial conditions
g(ℓ) = ḡ and gH(ℓ) = ḡH:

dx

dy
= πDCy

3e−y sinx, (S.56)

where x = πgH and y = πg. This equation can be solved to yield:

gH(L) =
2

π
arctan

[
tan

(πḡH
2

)
eπDCf(g(L),ḡ)

]
, (S.57)

where we define:

f(g(L), ḡ) =

πg∫

πḡ

y3e−ydy, g(L) = ḡ − 1

π
log

L

ℓ
. (S.58)
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The condition defining the critical trajectory can be expressed as:

1

2
=

2

π
arctan

[
tan

(πḡH
2

)
eπDCf(g(LB),ḡ)

]
. (S.59)

From this equation, the corresponding starting point ḡH can be found:

ḡH =
2

π
tan−1

(
e−πDCf(g(LB),ḡ)

)
. (S.60)

S.VII. SOLUTION OF CROSSOVER RG EQUATIONS IN WEAK COUPLING LIMIT g ≫ 1 .

In this section, we solve crossover RG equation. As the crossover occurs sharply, we can approximate the crossover
function as a Heaviside step-function (see End Matter):

dg

d lnL
= − 1

π
θ(LB − L)− 1

2π2g
θ(L− LB), (S.61)

dgH
d lnL

= −θ(LB − L)DC(πg)
3e−πg sinπgH − θ(L− LB)DA(πg)

2e−2πg sin 2πgH , (S.62)

where we neglect non-perturbative corrections in the first equation. Using this, we can solve these equations in a
manner similar to the previous section. The solution can be expressed as:

gH(L) =
1

π

{
2 arctan (tan (πḡH/2) exp [πDCf(gC(L), ḡ)]) , L ≤ LB

arctan (tan (π¯̄gH) exp [πDAf(2gA(L), 2¯̄g)]) , L > LB
(S.63)

where the function f is defined in Eq. (S.58), and the terms gC(L), gA(L) are longitudinal spin conductivities with
one(two)-loop corrections in symmetry class C (A):

gC(L) = ḡ − log
L

ℓ
, gA(L) =

(
¯̄g2 − 1

π
log

L

LB

)1/2

. (S.64)

To determine the period of gH(L) as a function of ḡH, we simplify the trigonometric terms in the solution, yielding:

gH(L) =
1

π
arctan

(
2 sin(πḡH)

1 + cos(πḡH)
exp 2FC+1
1−exp 2FC

exp (FC + FA)
1− exp 2FC

)
, (S.65)

where we define Fi = πDif(g(L), g(L0). From this expression, it follows that when LB > Cξ
(C)
l , with numerical

constant C ≈ 1.67 × 10−3, the trigonometric part simplifies to tanπḡH , leading to quantization of transverse spin

conductivity by integers. Conversely, when LB < Cξ
(C)
l , the quantization changes to even integers. This result is in

full agreement with the logic expressed in the main text.
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