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I. INVARIANT AND NON-INVARIANT GAUSSIAN RANDOM MATRIX ENSEMBLES

Any random matrix ensemble (RME) is determined through the probability distribution function (PDF) P(M)
that depends on the matrix entries M,,,. An important special class of random matrix ensembles is given by the
PDF which is invariant under rotation of basis M — TMT ~:

P(M) x exp[-Tr V(M)], (1)

where V(M) is and arbitrary function of M analytic at M = 0. The invariance is ensured by the trace Tr in front of
the matrix function V(M). The RME with the PDF of the form Eq.( ) will be referred to as invariant RME.

In general the PDF Eq.(I) corresponds to a non-trivial correlation between fluctuating matrix entries. However,
there is one extremely important case when
(i) the matrix M is Hermitean M = H = H and
(i) V(H) = aH2.
In this case

exp [_TI’V(H)] = exp [_az |Hnm|2] = H exXp [_a |Hnm|2]

so that all matrix entries fluctuate independently around zero. This is the celebrated Gaussian random matrix
ensemble of Wigner and Dyson (WD).

Note that Gaussian random matrix ensembles can be also non-invariant. The generic non-invariant Gaussian RME
is determined by the PDF of the form:

: (2)

| Hm |
P(H) x exp —Z 1

In this case each matrix entry fluctuate independently of the other but with the variance which depends on the indices
n, m that label the matrix entry. The simplest Gaussian non-invariant ensemble is the Rosenzweig-Porter ensemble?
for which

Aa n=m

A= {02 3)

It is remarkable that both the classic WD ensemble and the Rosenzweig-Porter ensemble allow for an exact solutiont3.

Physically, an invariant random matrix ensemble describes extended (but phase-randomized) states, where the
localization effects are negligible. In contrast to that any non-invariant ensemble accounts for a sort of structure of
eigenfunctions (e.g. localization) in a given basis which may be not the case in a different rotated basis (remember
about the extended states in the tight-binding model which are the linear combinations of states localized at a given
site).

In particular the problem of localization in a quasi-1 wire can mapped onto the non-invariant banded RME with
the variance matrix equal to:

Apm = exp [=[n —m|/B] (4)

This model can be efficiently mapped onto a nonlinear supersymmetric sigma model and solved by the transfer matrix
method?.
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Finally, we mention a critical power-law banded random matriz ensemble (CPLB-RME) for which the variance
matrix is of the Lorenzian form:

L— (5)

Anm = T _ 3
1+

This model (not yet solved) possesses a fascinating property of multifractality and is an extremely accurate model for
describing the critical states at the Anderson localization transition point in dimensionality d > 2.

II. PARAMETRIZATION IN TERMS OF EIGENVALUES AND EIGENVECTORS

Consider a Hermitean N x Nmatrix H = Hf. The physical meaning is mostly contained in the eigenvalues E,
of this matrix and also in the unitary matrix U = (U")~! whose n-th column is an n-th normalized eigenvector
W, = {T,(r)}. Therefore it is sensible to parametrize the matrix H in the following way:

H=UEUT, (6)

where E = diag{FE,,}. Then instead of N(NN 4 1)/2 independent entries of the Hermitean matrix H one will deal with
N(N —1)/2 independent variables of the unitary matrix U plus N eigenvalues.

For invariant ensembles the PDF is independent of the eigenvector degrees of freedom and is determined only by
the eigenvalues. In particular for the classic WD ensemble it reduces to:

: (7)

P(H) x exp [—aZEﬁ

However the change of variables involves also computing the Jacobian of the transformation Eq.(I8I)). The easiest
way of computing it is to compute the form:

Tr(dH)? = Tr (2df Edf E — 2E* (df)* + (dE)?) =2 Y (En — Ep)? [dfom|* + > _(dEn)?, (8)
n>m n
where
df = UTqU = —dUT U = —dff.

The set of fum, (n > m), are N(IN — 1)/2 natural ”coordinates” related to eigenvectors. Then the Jacobian of the
transformation dH — df dE is given by

VD, H is real v ,
JO({ D, H is complex D=A"= H(En—Em) . (9)

n>m

III. JOINT PROBABILITY DISTRIBUTION

According to Eqgs.[@),([@) the entire joint probability distribution function of eigenvalues and eigenvectors for an
arbitrary invariant ensemble Eq.(I)) takes the form:

r N
dHP(H) = dfd{E,} exp |- Y _V(E,)| |Al°, (10)
L n=1
where A is the Vandermond determinant:
1 1 ... 1
E, Ey .. En
Ay =|E} E2 .. E%| = H(En—Em). (11)
. . . n>m
EN EY .. EN

A remarkable property of this distribution is that it is independent of the eigenvectors and depends only on eigenvalues.

Since the Vandermond determinant is vanishing if any two eigenvalues coincide E,, = E,, (two columns of the
determinant are equal) the coincidence of two eigenvalues is statistically improbable. This is the basic property of
the random matrix theory which is called level repulsion.



IV. LEVEL REPULSION: POOR MAN DERIVATION

In order to understand the physical origin of level repulsion let us consider a situation where occasionally two levels
are very close to each other |Ey — F3| < A, where A is the mean level separation. Then it is enough to consider only
one block of the random matrix:

€1 Vv
1% 135}

The true energy levels of this two-level system are well known:

€1+ €2
2

1
Eio = + > \/(81 —e9)2 +|V|2. (12)

The two-level correlation function which is the probability density to find a level at a distance w from the given
one, is given by:

R(w) = /dsldagDV [5(w — V(1 —€2)2 +|[V]2) = 6(w — €1 + £2)| Pler,e2,V), (13)
where
[ av, =1
bV = {dsvcmv, B=2 (14)

Small energy difference |E7 — Ea| < A implies that both 1 — €2 and |V are small. Then the PDF P(eq,e2,V) can
be considered independent of €1 — 3 and |V|. Thus integrating the é-functions over e — e2 we arrive at:

\/1—“;—5—11 O(w — |V)). (15)

Apparently this integral is convergent and the power counting immediately leads to:

R(w) = / DV

w, =1
R x{% 02, (16)

The simple analysis above illustrates two important points. One —physical— is that the level repulsion is nothing
but the avoided level crossing which is well known in quantum mechanics and which is caused by the |V|? term in the
square root in Eq.([2). The other one — formal- is that the pseudo-gap in R(w) near w = 0 is the effect of the phase
volume DV and the power of w depends on the number of independent components of V' which is 1 in case V is a
real number and 2 if V = RV 4 iSV is a complex number.

It is known that the algebra of real and complex numbers allows only one further step of generalization. This is
the algebra of quaternions:

To=1, Ti23=10123, (17)

where 01 2 3 are 2 x 2 Pauli matrices. It appears that this generalization makes sense in the context of random matrices
too. Namely, one can consider random matrices which entries are real quaternions, i.e.:

3
V=> &, (18)
=0

with real components &;. This generalization corresponds to 8 = 4 in Eqs.(Z653).

V. TIME-REVERSAL SYMMETRY AND THE DYSON SYMMETRY CLASSES

It turns out the the parameter 3 is related with the time-reversal symmetry. In order to see this we note that the
time-reversal operator T should obey a basic property

T?=al, lal =1



(time reversal applied twice leaves the wave function unchanged). As the time reversal operator should involve the
complex conjugation of wave function one may write:

T=KC, (19)
where C' is the complex conjugation operator and K is an operator such that
KCKC=KK*=al. (20)

But K must be a unitary operator (as the norm of the wave function must be conserved). That is why

K*KT =1. (21)
From these two conditions one finds:
K=aK'=a(aK")" =a?K. (22)
Thus we conclude that
a’=1 = a==+l (23)

For spinless particles (or particles with even spin) we have:
T2 =1, (24)

and K can always be chosen to be a unity operator K = 1.
However, for particles with half-integer spin

T? =1, (25)

and K is not an identity operator. In particular for spin-% particles K is a 2 x 2 matrix. Using Eqs.(20),(21]) one can
show that up to a phase factor €’ the matrix K is equal to:

k= (") (26)

The physical meaning of this operator is very simple: it flips the spinor.
The time-reversal symmetry

THT' =H
in the cases Eq.(24) and Eq.([23]) implies, respectively
H=H" (27)
and
H=-KH*K=KH"K". (28)

In the first case time reversal symmetry requires the Hamiltonian matrix H to be real, which corresponds to 5 = 1. In
the second case one can do a simple algebra exercise and show that the condition Eq.(28) is fulfilled if the Hamiltonian
matrix H has entries of the form Eq.(I8)) with real coefficients &;. As was already mentioned this case corresponds to
£ =4.

It is remarkable that Eq.(28)) leads to a two-fold degeneracy of energy levels known as the Kramers degeneracy. To
prove this statement we assume that the wave vector ¢ corresponds to the eigenstate with the energy E, i.e

Hy=FEvy, H'Y*=Ey*.
Multiplying the second of these equations by K and using Eq.([28)one obtains:
KH¢"'=-KH*'K(Ky")=+H(K¢*)=E(K¢"). (29)



The last equality implies that K ¢* is also an eigenvector corresponding the eigenvalue E. The two eigenvectors are
different. Indeed, if K 1* = A4 then K21 = \* K ¢* = |[A\2|9) = —¢ and 1) must be zero. This completes the proof
of the two-fold degeneracy.

Thus we see that the case 8 = 1 (known as the orthogonal ensemble) corresponds to the particles with an even
spin and a Hamiltonian that preserves the time reversal symmetry. The case § = 4 (known as the symplectic
ensemble)corresponds to particles with an odd spin and a spin-dependent Hamiltonian that preserves time reversal
symmetry. In particular it applies to a system with the spin-orbit interaction. The case 8 = 2 (known as the unitary
ensemble)does not assume any definite relationship between H and H*, and thus the time-reversal symmetry must
be broken (e.g. by magnetic field or magnetic impurities).

According to the initial idea of Wigner and Dyson all systems with complex interactions do not possess any
symmetry but possibly time-reversal symmetry and thus should be classified according to one of the three symmetry
classes discussed above.

VI. EXTENSION OF THE DYSON SYMMETRY CLASSES

It has been discovered relatively recently (Altland and Zirnbauer, 1995) that the Dyson list of symmetry classes can
be naturally extended from 3 to 10 symmetry classes if one introduces, in addition to the time-reversal symmetry, also
the particle-hole symmetry. This requires a certain quasi-relativistic description where there exist both particles and
anti-particles (holes). In application to condensed matter physics such situation realizes in superconductivity which
basic description (the Bogolyubov-de Gennes equation) is in terms of the two coupled Schroedinger-type equations
for particles and holes. The block-matrix form of such a Hamiltonian reads as follows:

o= <Z‘T —ﬁz*) . (30)

The off-diagonal part A could be even or odd under the transposition:
AT = £A. (31)

The first choice (sign +) corresponds to the singlet superconductive paring of fermions, which is odd under spin
permutations and thus must be even under orbital permutation. The second choice (sign —) corresponds to the
triplet superconductivity which is odd under orbital permutation.

This Hamiltonian acts on a wave function

() 6D ()

Note that here the block 2 x 2 matrix in the particle-hole space which should not be confused with the spinor space we
considered in connection with the time reversal symmetry in the previous section. Thus inclusion of both time-reversal
and the particle-hole symmetry requires to consider the product Hilbert space of spinor and particle-hole components
of the wave functions. One can check that the Hamiltonian of the form Eq.([30) obeys the symmetry relation:

H=-LH*LT, (33)
where for the singlet paring
n=(") -1 (34)
ph
and for the triplet paring:
01
Ly = (1 0) , Li=+1 (35)
ph

Eq.(33) is the same type of constraint as Eq.(28) but with the opposite sign of the r.h.s. This change of sign reflects
the fact that the charge-conjugation operator C is anti-unitary. The two cases of the singlet and triplet paring with
the corresponding behavior

L’=qa, a=+1 (36)



are analogous to the two realizations of the time-reversal transformations discussed in the previous section. However,
the consequences of the time-reversal symmetry (TRS) and the particle-hole (PH) symmetry for the spectrum of ran-
dom matrices are different: the TRS with 72 = —1 implies the Kramers degeneracy (each level is doubly degenerate)
while PH symmetry with K? = —1 implies that the spectrum is exactly symmetric with respect to E = 0 (for each
level E,, > 0 there is a corresponding level E,, = —F,, < 0). This is related with the change of sign in Eq.(33)
compared to Eq.(28g)).

One may ask a question about the states at E = 0. Clearly, if the matrix size is even as in Eq.(30), the total
number of states is even too. Every non-zero eigenvalue of the Hamiltonian Eq.([30) enters in pairs (E, —F) which
corresponds to a pair of different states (¢, Ly*. At E =0 it is not guaranteed that the states ¢ and Liy* are really
different. In order to clarify this issue one should repeat the algebra presented at the end of the previous section but
for the case of the particle-hole symmetry. Indeed,

Ly =Xy, [N =1 (37)
would mean
LL*p = L*1p = \* L™ = |\? ¢ = . (38)

For the singlet case L3 = —1, and Eq.(38) cannot be satisfied. This means that the two states ¢ and Cy = Loyp* are
indeed different. However, for the triplet paring L? = +1 and the assumption Ct = v does not lead to a contradiction.
Clearly, this may only happen at zero energy, as otherwise the same states would lead to different energies E and —F.
Thus in the case of triplet paring one may have a state at zero energy that is equal to its particle-hole conjugated.
There should be obviously even number of such states, e.g. 1 = C¢1 and s = Cibs, as the total number of states is
even. As the particle-hole transformation C transforms ¢! into ¢ and vise versa, the state 1) = C corresponds to the
Majorana fermion.

Now return to the symmetry classes extension. If we denote the behavior of the system with respect to each of the
two the symmetry transformations as 0 (no symmetry), +1 (o = +1) and —1 (o = —1) then we obtain 3 x 3 =9
possible combinations of (p,p’), (where p,p’ = 0,£1) and 9 respective symmetry classes. The 10-th class appear
because when neither of the two symmetries is present (the (0,0) case) the symmetry with respect to their product
TC may be present or absent. So the (0,0) case (and mathematic says that only this case) is actually split into two
classes.

The symmetry under the product 7C (with 72 = —1) can always be cast (in some special basis) as a symmetry
constraint:

H=-%.HY%,. (39)

Indeed, Combining Eqgs.([33)) and (28] one obtains:

H=-MH M, (40)
where the 4 x 4 matrix M takes one of two forms:
0 0 01 00 01
0 0 10 0 0 —-10
0 —-100])° 0-1 0 0
-1 0 00 1 0 0 O

The two +1 and two —1 can be arranged by permutation of columns in the standard way:

10 0 0
=00 1 o
00 0 -1
The corresponding H obeying Eq.(0) is block-off-diagonal:
0 0 hi he
ne(p o

ha ha 0 O



This is a new type of the symmetry, which symmetry constraint Eq.([39) contains H (rather than H* = HT) in the
r.h.s.. It is the simple consequence of the product 7C, where the symmetry constrains Eq.(28),([B3) for T, C contain
H* in the corresponding r.h.s.

The symmetry under £ = TC is known as the sublattice, or chiral symmetry. The reason for the first nickname
is that the off-diagonal structure of Eq.(??) appears in one of the simplest models of disorder: the one-dimensional
chain with on-site energies €, = 0 and the hopping to the nearest neighbor ¢, ,+1 containing a random part. If
one introduces two sublattices A (containing even sites ) and B (containing odd sites), then the random hopping
will connect only different sublattices resulting in the block off-diagonal terms Hap = Vap. There will be no terms
Haa or Hpp. Indeed, the diagonal entries of Ha4 and Hpp are zero because the on-site energy is zero while the
off-diagonal entries are zero due to the absence of the hopping integrals other than between the nearest neighbors
(which belong to different sublattices).

The presence of the chiral symmetry usually favors delocalization. For instance in the one-dimensional disordered
chain discussed above the localization radius tends to infinity as the energy of the eigenstate approaches zero.

VII. LEVEL REPULSION: CLASSICAL AND QUANTUM ANALOGY
A. Classical plasma with logarithmic interaction

One that for the Gaussian invariant ensemble one can rewrite the JPDF Eq.([I0) in the following way:

J P(H) x exp|—-A L], L==> W|E,—Ey|+d» E2, (41)

n>m

where we introduces the Dyson symmetry parameter:

1, for real symmetric H
B=1<2, for complex Hermitean H (42)
4, for real — quaternionic Hermitean H
Note that by a proper choice of energy units the parameter a’ = a3~' can be set equal to % which will be always
assumed throughout the lecture notes. Thus there is only one important parameter § in the classic WD random
matrix theory.

Looking at Eq.(I]) one concludes that the PDF in the (f, E) representation coincides with the partition function
of classical particles repelling each other logarithmically, in a harmonic confinement potential. The Dyson symmetry
parameter S plays a role if an inverse temperature.

The above derivation which lead to Eq.([I]) can be repeated for an arbitrary invariant RME. The corresponding
energy functional £ of the logarithmically repelling particles will differ from Eq.(I]) only by the confinement potential
which will be no longer harmonic but rather 37! V(E,). The basic property of the PDF which dependends only on
the set of eigenvalues F,, (but not the eigenvector variables f) is retained for all the invariant RME making the
corresponding eigenfunction statistics trivial.

This is no longer true once the invariance under basis rotation is broken. The latter circumstance is what makes
non-invariant ensembles difficult to solve but at the same time having a rich variety of eigenfunction statistics.

B. Quantum analogy

Besides the analogy with logarithmically repelling classical particles at finite temperature 37" living in one dimension
(1d) there is also an important analogy with the system of quantum particles in 1d. To facilitate this analogy let us
remind that the Jacobian in Eq.(@) can be expressed as the power of the Vandermond determinant Eq.(IT)

J o |AP. (43)
The property of the Vandermond determinant is that
N
AN
=0. 44

Another property is that it changes sign upon any permutation of two F,, and F,,.



These two properties imply that Ay can be considered as the many-body wave function W({E,}) of the system of
N free fermions with the Hamiltonian consisting only of kinetic energy:

N (92

HK:— 8—E,721

n=1

(45)

Moreover, as the energy of the corresponding many-body state is minimal possible for kinetic energy £ = 0, this is a
ground state of this free fermionic system.

So we come to the statement that the Jacobian Eq.[@) at 8 = 2 is the probability density for the ground state of
the free fermion system in the entire space.

I~ [Wo(En)? o< ] 1En — Eml”. (46)
n>m

Note that the system of fermions in an infinite space is not well defined, as it expands indefinitely. Formally this
is seen from the fact that the wave function Eq.( @) is not normalizable. In order to fix this pathology one has to
consider a full probability distribution function Eq.(I0) which includes also the confinement potential V (E,,).

For the harmonic confinement potential the property Eq.([4d]) can be generalized in the following way:

N

N
L o [ B ey 2 S| Ayt B (47)
Now we see that
Uy ox An e—%ZleEi, (48)
is an eigenfunction of the free fermions with mass m in a harmonic confinement potential V (E) = %EQ. It corresponds

to a certain positive energy £y which arises due to confinement of fermions.
Now suppose that this property is valid also for arbitrary g and check that the wave function

\1107,8({En}) = H |En - m|6/2 Sgn(En — Em) e_% SN ED (49)
n>m

is the eigenfunction of a certain Hamiltonian. Note that the coefficient m can be done arbitrary small by a proper
choice of E,, units. So, for simplicity of further derivation we consider the case m — 0.

To this end we take the sum of second derivatives of the wave function applying the kinetic energy operator Eq. (5]
to Eq.([@9) with m — 0. The result appears to be proportional to ¥ g({Ey}):

N A 2
—Hi \11075 = g (g — 1> |AN|72Z (%EN> \Ifoyg. (50)

n=1

Thus at any £ # 2 the system of fermions equivalent to an invariant random matrix theory is interacting with the

interaction Hamiltonian:
N 2
. ﬁ ﬁ —92 8AN

n=1

Now if we use the property of the Vandermond determinant:

N AN\ 2 , N 1
> (5) =28 Sy ”

n=1 n=1

we finally obtain the total Hamiltonian of an equivalent system of fermions:

1. 9 BB a 1
=33 ts (57 Sy .

n>m

This is the celebrated Calogero-Sutherland Hamiltonian® with the inverse square interaction. For = 2 the interaction
constant vanishes and the entire level repulsion is due to fermionic nature of the fictitious particles. For 8 = 1 there
is some attraction on top of the free fermionic mutual avoiding, while for 3 = 4 the interaction is repelling. This
additional interaction explains why the level repulsion for § = 4 is stronger then for § = 2 and for § =1 it is weaker
than for 8 = 2.



VIII. PLASMA MODEL AND THE WIGNER SEMI-CIRCLE

The model of classical particles in one dimension with logarithmic repulsion Eq.[ Il can be represented by a
continuous energy functional:

1
S /dE/dE’ E)h|E-F|+ /dE o(E)V(E), (54)
expressed through the exact density

o(E) =Y §(E - E,). (55)

n

Now we make two assumptions:

(i) replace o(E) by an ensemble average value p(FE) and

(ii) neglect the thermal fluctuations by minimizing the energy functional Eq.(54]) (with o replaced by p) instead of
computing the partition function

oo e fE (56)

config.{E,}

As a result one gets a kind of mean field approximation which is justified by the long-range, logarithmic nature of
interaction.
Minimizing Eq. (4] with respect to p(E) and differentiating both sides with respect to E one obtains:

= - = {(E). (57)

+o0 dE' 14V
!
/ ") 5@ BdE

— 00

The physical meaning of this equation is very simple: the force acting upon the given ”particle” from all other particles
should be balanced by the confining force. This is the condition of the plasma equilibrium.

From the mathematical viewpoint Eq.(57) is a strongly singular integral equation. Its solution is well known®. For
an even function V(E) = V(—FE) it reads:

dE’
2 2
e )

where the principle value of the integral is assumed in Eq.([57) and Eq.([G8), namely

1 _)1 1 n 1 (59)
E' - F 2\F—-E—i0 E —-E+i0)"

This definition allows to make an analytic continuation of Eq.(58) for F in the complex plane with the cut along
the real axis with |E| > D, where the bandwidth D should be chosen from the condition that the total number of
eigenvalues is equal to the size of matrix IV:

D
/_ (BB = N, (60)

Namely, p(F) can be represented as a sum of a function p(E) which is regular in the upper half-plane SE > 0 and
a function p_(E) which is regular in the lower half-plane SFE < 0:

(B dE'
2 2
—VD*—E e b e (61)

It is important that along the cut |E| > D the analytic function v D? — E? = +iy/E? — D? has different signs just
above and just below the cut. This means that for |E| > D

pi(E)+p_ \/E2 D? / B’ \/% S(E— E') =0. (62)

po(E) = p+(E) + p—(E),  psx 27T
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On the other hand, for real E beyond the cut (|E| < D) one obtains:

p+(E) - 27” \% D? — E2/D mé(E I) = %f(E) (63)

Now we are in a position to check that Eq.(58) is really a solution of Eq.(@1) for real E beyond (|E| < D) the cut.
Indeed, the integral over the real axis in Eq.(&1) can be closed either through the upper complex half-plane of E’ or
through the lower half-plane. We use the first option for the part containing p4(E’) and the second option for the
part containing p_ (E’). Each of the two contour integrals allows for the evaluation using the residue theorem. Then
omitting the terms which do not have poles in the corresponding half-plane we obtain:

oo dE' 1 pi(E) 1 p—(E")
E = - ) G 4 - —— " _dF = —mi E)—p_(E)] = f(E).
[ =5 [ En [ g = e E) o (B = S(E)

— 00

This concludes the proof that Eq.(58) is indeed a solution of the integral equation Eq.([51). The beauty of the proof
is that it is based only on the analytic properties of the solution.

For the Gaussian ensemble where f(FE’) = E’ the integral in Eq.([58) is actually independent of E (show this
using the definition of the principle value of the integral)

D
= 7dEI:
/—D /DQ_E/QE/_E /—D /D2 — E/2

and the average density is the celebrated semsi-circle:

po(E) = % VN~ B2 (65)

IX. PROBABILITY OF HAVING A HOLE IN SPECTRUM AND THE WIGNER SURMISE

One of the most popular statistics of eigenvalues of complex quantum systems is the the level spacing distribution
P(w): the probability density to have a level at a distance w from a given level and no other levels between them. For
w much smaller than the mean level spacing A = p~!, it is improbable that in between of the two close levels there
is yet another one or several levels. Then the requirement of having no levels in between of the two is unimportant
and the leading term in P(w) is the same as in the two-level correlation function R(w) oc w? at w < A. However,
for w > A the two statistics dramatically differ: R(w) tends to a constant whereas P(w) is very small due to a small
probability to have no levels in between of the two levels separated by a large distance. Basically the P(w) for w > A
is limited by the probability of having a hole of the size w in the spectrum. Let us find this probability using the
plasma analogy.

As for any fluctuation, the probability of having a hole is given by the energy cost £ of this configuration relative
to the equilibrium one:

P(w) x exp(—=B0L). (66)
One can cast the energy difference in the following way:
w/2 w/2
/ dE/ dE' §p(E)dp(E") In|E — E'| — —/ dE/ po(E') In|E — F'|, (67)
w/2 w/2

where the integrals in the first term run over the real axis outside the gap region and in the second term they run
over the gap region; po(E) is the equilibrium density without the gap and dp(E) = p,,(E) — po(E) with p,,(F) being
the solution of the integral equation Eq.(57) with the additional condition that there is a gap for |E| < w/2.

The solution with the gap can also be constructed and and looks as follows:

2|E E E?— (W22
pulF) = 2 |w/2 V w/w% e E (68)

It is important that for the steep confinement V(E) ~ |E|* (o > 1) there is a scale separation, namely the integral in
Eq.(@8) varies slowly as a function of E with the typical scale of D ~ N /e In the large N limit one can disregard
this dependence and consider

|E|

pu(E) = po m

(69)
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One can immediately recognize the gapped density of states with the square-root divergency near the gap edges similar
to the one for a BCS superconductor.

Now by making a re-scaling E — sz, E/ — sa’ and observing that the double integral in the first term is convergent
for p,(E) of the form Eq.(69) we immediately obtain that AL = w? (a + blnw). More detailed inspection show that
the coefficient b = 0.

Indeed, the coefficient b is proportional to

( /C 5p(E) dE> g ( L U;/; oo dE) } (70)

On the other hand, the conservation of the total number of levels requires:

/C 5p(E) dE = / o po. (71)

—w/2

Raising the 1.h.s. and the r.h.s. of the last equation to second power one proves the statement b = 0.
The final result for AL reads:

2

s
AL =—
£ 16

(pow)? =~ 0.62 (pow)?. (72)

This implies that the spacing distribution function for large level separations s = (w/A) > 1 is given by:

2
P(s) x exp <—M 52) . (73)
16
Note that the ” Gaussian” form of P(s) has nothing to do with the quadratic confinement potential (Gaussian invariant
ensemble). In fact P(s) has the same asymptotic form Eq.([73)for all steep confinement potentials.
check that it has the same form for the confinement potential V(E) = E*.
Finally we mention a famous interpolation formula for P(s) known as the WignerSurmise:

P(s) = A(B)s” exp [-B(B) s*], s= % (74)

The coefficients A(S) and B(f5) are found from two conditions: the normalization to the total probability 1 and the
condition that the mean level spacing in the units of s is one:

/OOOP(s)ds_l, /OOOSP(s)ds_l. (75)

These conditions result in:

Z~0.78 (0.62) =1
A(B) = 2B(B)7H'T (g + 1) , B(B)=121x127(124) f=2 (76)
9 ~226(248) B=4

For comparison we give in the brackets the exact values of Bexact(3) = 723/16. One can see that they are rather
close to the approximate values of the Wingner Surmise, especially for 5 = 2.

X. LEVEL COMPRESSIBILITY, NORMALIZATION SUM RULE AND NORMALIZATION ANOMALY

The two-level correlation function (TLCF) is formally defined as a correlation function of the exact density of states

Eq.(G5):

(e(E)o(E")) _ ) /
Ry(E,E) = 82007 )] — \-V(E\§(E— E')+ 1+ Yn(E, E). 77
(B.5) = Ll = (EiE - ) (5, ) (77)
The o-function in Eq.(7T) is the self-correlation coming from one and the same level n in the sum in Eq.(G3). The
1 term gives the asymptotic value of TLCF at energy separations |[E — E’| > A when the average of two densities
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of states can be decoupled. The function Y (FE, E') gives then a regular contribution to the TLCF which decreases to
zero as |E — E'| increase.
There is an important normalization sum rule that applies to the TLCF. Indeed, consider

/ dE' p(E) p(E') Ry(E, E') = / 0E' (o(E) o(E")) = (o(E) / dE' o(E')) (78)

The total number of states is equal to the number of degrees of freedom N and does not fluctuate:
/dE’ o(E') = N. (79)
This normalization condition leads to
[ 4B o(B) (") Ry (B, E') = N (0(E)) = N p(E),

which implies that

+oo +oo
/ dE' p(E")YN(E,E') = —1, / dE' p(E")[RN(E,E’) — 1] = 0. (80)

— 00 — 00

This is the normalization sum rule.

Note that the sum rule can only be proven if N is finite and integration in Eq.(80) are extended over all energies.
Taking the limit N — oo could be a dangerous procedure as in this case one has to worry about the commutativity of
the limits N — oo and limits of integration— co. The sum rule is certainly satisfied if the limit N — oo is done after
doing the integral. A simple example below shows that it can be violated if the limit N — is taken prior of doing the
integral.

Consider an ensemble of diagonal random matrices with independently fluctuating random elements each having a
distribution

P ={" " SN2 @

The TLCF for this ensemble can be computed straightforwardly:

(o(E)o(E")) =

n#m

N/2 de N/2 de N/2 de
. T S(E —€,)0(E —e,) + / —25(E —¢€,)0(E —¢e,),
JAS IR LR LICEENED BY IS R EEESLCEES

n

so that for |E| < N/2 and |E’| < N/2 one obtains:

N2 - N

R(E,E') = 6(E — B') + ———,

1
p(B) =1, Yn(EE)=—=.

At a finite N the normalization sum rule Eq.(80) is obviously fulfilled:

N/2 1
dE’ (——) =-—1. (83)
/_N/z N
However, if one takes the limit N — oo in Eq.(82) before integrating, one obtains Y, = 0, and the normalization sum
rule will we violated:

N/2
/ dE' lim Yy(E,E') =0. (84)
—N/2 N—oo

This mechanism of violation of sum rules in the thermodynamic limit is called the anomaly and is well known in the
field theory.

A remarkable property of the Wigner-Dyson level statistics is that in this case (as well for all invariant RM
ensembles, even with shallow confinement potentials) the normalization sum rule is not violated and the anomaly
does not occur. Let us show how this property follows from the plasma model Eq.([B4). To this end we note that
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the density-density correlation function is given by the variational derivative of the mean density with respect to the
confinement potential:

(o) olE') = (0(B)) e(") = = 1Ak ~ i (B — E) = 1], (55)

where we assume that the mean density p(E) ~ pg does not change much at a scale of the mean level spacing A. In
this case one can approximately consider the TLCF as a function of the energy difference. Then integrating by parts
in Eq.(58) and neglecting the energy dependence of the square roots we obtain:

sp(E) 1 1
W) P8 E- PP

(86)
where the regularization

(E-E)?= S[(E-E +i0)?+(E—-E —i0)?

N | =

is assumed. Using this regularization one can immediately check that

+oo
/ [Roo(E) — 1]dE = 0,

— 00

as it is required by the sum rule Eq.[®0) at p(F) = const. Thus we see that for the plasma model doing the limit
N — oo and doing the integral commute.

The absence of the anomaly is related with the incompressible character of the system of logarithmically repelling
particles. This is the reason why approximations made in deriving the plasma model Eq.([54) did not affect the regular
fulfillment of the normalization sum rule. Below we define the level compressibility and show that it is zero if the
normalization sum rule is not violated. To this end we define the level number variance:

S(n) = (n?) — %, (87)

where n is the fluctuating number of levels in an energy interval é g that contains on the average n levels. Writing

E0+5E/2
n:/ p(E)dEE/ p(E)dE
Eo*(;E/Q 1>

we obtain:

(7) = /5 p(E)VAE [ o) [Rn(B.E') = 1)

Now we assume that N is large, the confinement is steep and thus D > |§E| > A. This allows to consider p(E) = po
and Ry(E, E') = Roo(E — E’). Then one can integrate over E at a fixed E — E’ and arrive at:

E(ﬁ):ﬁ/n [Rao(s) — 1] ds—/n 15| [Roo(s) — 1] ds, (88)

—n —n

where s = (E — E")po. The level compressibility is defined as

=== [ " [Rools) — 1] ds. (89)

===

—n

In the case where the anomaly does not occur we have

lim ' [Roo(s) — 1]ds = A}im JrOO[RN(S) —1]ds,

n—oo [ _ - —00 )

n o0

which in view of the normalization sum rule Eq.(80) implies incompressible nature of the system of energy levels:

lim x(n) = 0. (90)

n—00
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The opposite is also true: if Eq.(@0) is fulfilled, the limits i — oo and N — oo commute and there is no anomaly.
Now we use the absence of the anomaly and the normalization sum rule to compute the level number variance at
7. > 1. To this end we cast Eq.(88)) in the following way

— 00 n

+o00 o0 n
X(n)=n / [Roo(s) — 1] ds — 2FL/ [Roo(s) — 1] ds — 2/0 Is| [Roo(s) — 1] ds,

The first integral vanishes because of the sum rule Eq.(80), the second term requires only the knowledge of TLCF at
large distances s > 1 and can be computed using Eq.(80]) and appears to be a constant of order 1. The third integral
is logarithmic and this allows to compute the leading logarithmic term also using Eq.([8@) which is valid at s > 1.
Cutting the logarithmic divergency at s ~ 1 we obtain for 7 > 1:

S(7) = % 7 + O(1). (91)

This variance is considerably smaller than for independently fluctuating levels (diagonal RME) where it is distributed
according to Poisson law:

S(7) = 7. (92)

XI. ORTHOGONAL POLYNOMIALS AND ENERGY LEVEL STATISTICS FOR 5 = 2.

As has been already mentioned level statistics in the Gaussian invariant RME with 8 = 2 can be exactly mapped
onto the system of non-interacting fermions in one dimension in the parabolic confinement potential V(E) = E?.
Let us check this statement. To this end we recall that the ground state many-body wavefunction of non-interacting
fermions is the Slatter determinant:

V{E,}) = <P1'(-l'71) <P1-(']-52) QPI('?N) ' (93)
en-1(E1) on-1(E2) ... pn-1(EN)

The one-particle cigenfunctions ¢, (E) = H,(E)e 2"/2 in the parabolic confinement potential V(E) obeying the

Schroedinger equation:

1 92

~ 5 B+ g on(E) = En pn(E), ®4)

2

are related to the Hermite orthogonal polynomials H,(E). These are the polynomials of the n-th order satisfying the
orthogonality relation:

—+o0
/ exp[—V(x)] Hp (x) Hyp (%) = By Opm, V() = 2%, hyp = 1. (95)
It is important that the Hermite polynomials obey the three-term recursive relation:

Hpi1(z) =22 Hy(x) — 2n Hyp o1 (2). (96)

Using this relation one can show that the Slatter determinant Eq.([@3) reduces to:

QDQ(El) (po(Eg) QDQ(EN) 1 1 1 N

1
220 P1(E2) o pr(BN) | const Ex = En exp [—5 ZE%} . (97)
on-1(E1) on-1(F2) ... on—1(En) EN-t pYL BN n=l

Indeed, the exponential factors e3P in all the ©n(E) can be taken out of the determinant using the rule of multipli-
cation of determinant by a factor which is equivalent to multiplication of all the elements in a column by this factor.
So we obtain the exponential factor in the r.h.s. of Eq.([@1).

Next choosing Ho(F) = 1, H1(E) = x one can find all the other polynomials using the recursion relation Eq.(@6l).
In particular, Hy = 222 — 2. This polynomial should be plugged in the third line of the determinant in the Lh.s. of
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Eq.([@10). Note, however, that the constant term —2 can be omitted as its inclusion is equivalent to an addition of the
first line to the third line in the determinant which according to the basic property of a determinant does not change
its value. This process can be continued. For instance in Hy = 2xHs — 4H; which stands in the fourth line of the
determinant one can omit —4H,, as H; stands in the second line. Then expressing Hy = 22H; — Hy = 22 — 1 one
can put in the fourth line 22(22? — 1) instead of Hz. Finally, observing that the term —2z can be considered as a
linear combination of 4% and the first line in the determinant and omitting this term we conclude that instead of Hj
on can put in the fourth line of the determinant just one term 4a3.
The determinant in the r.h.s. is the famous Vandermond determinant which is equal to:

1 1 1
El E2 EN = H (En - Em) (98)
Eiv_ . Eév_ . e EN— . ot
N

Now we see that:

1 (En—En) (99)

n>m

|@({E,})|? = const exp l_ > E2

This is exactly the probability distribution functions for the eigenvalues of the Gaussian RME with g = 2.

It turns out that the theory of orthogonal polynomials’ is the powerful method to solve any orthogonal random
matrix ensemble. What one has to do for that is to generate a set of orthogonal polynomials p,(z) obeying the
orthogonality relation Eq.([@5) and to be able to compute the large-N asymptotic behavior of the ”wavefunctions”:

on(E) = pn(E) = h;1/2 pn(E) e~V(E)/2, (100)

The generation of orthogonal polynomials is possible for any confinement potential V(z) using the Gram-Schmidt
orthogonalization procedure. According to this procedure one computes the Gram-Schmidt determinant:

ag al Ap,
G = a1 ag ceo 41 (101)
ap Ap+1 ... QA2n
where a,, are the moments:
—+oo
an, :/ exp[—V ()] 2" dz. (102)

Then the orthogonal polynomial of n-th power p,, is given by:

an ay ... Ap,
In al az ... Qp41
pn(z) = , (103)
Gnil Gn—-1 An ... A2n—1
1 =z x”

where ¢, is the coefficient in front of z" in p,.

It follows from this generic procedure that any set of orthogonal polynomials p,(x) should obey the three-term
recursion relation similar to Eq.(@6). For the confinement potential V' (z) being an even function of 2 and the choice
gn = 1 (for the Hermite polynomials the standard definition corresponds to ¢, = 2") it reads:

GnGn_2
Pn+1(2) = 2pp(2) — Cpg1 Pn—1(), Cny1 = 827"7 po(z) =1, p() == (104)
n—1
We note that this recursion relation generates orthogonal but not ortho-normal polynomials. The price of having
gn = 1 is that the normalization constant h, in Eq.([@3) is not unity and is related to the coefficient C), as follows:

n+1
hn = ho H Cm, ho = ag-. (105)
m=2
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The recursive relation Eq.([[04) appears to be the most convenient way of generating orthogonal polynomials for
any confinement potential. It works also for non-classical polynomials for which there are no second-order differential
equations (similar to the Schroedinger equation Eq.([@4)) in the case of Hermite polynomials) which the ” wavefunctions”

Eq.(I00) should obey.
The efficiency of the orthogonal polynomials in the problem of level statistics is largely due to the Christoffel-Darbouz

formula:
N-1
D= Y onle)puly) = [ 2T en ) Z vy enla), (106)
n=0 -1 v

This formula can be proven by induction using the three term recursive relation Eq.(I04) and a relation Eq.(I05)
between h,, and C,.

The Christoffel-Darboux formula is important because the mean density of states and the two level correlation
function at x # y are given by:

=Y pu(@)? = Kn(E,E), (107)

p(E)p(E') Ry (E,E') = Z i (07 (E) om(E") = ¢n(@) ¢ (y) om (y) om(@)] = Kn(E, E) Kn(E', E') — K} (E, E').

(108)
Eqs.([IT17),(I0]) can be proven formally without any reference to systems of non-interacting fermions. However, it
is instructive to see how they follow from the fermionic second quantization formalism. Indeed, the density of non-
interacting fermions and the density-density correlation function are given by:

(O (@) & (2)|0), (01T (2)¥(2) T (y)¥(y)l0),
where (0[...|0) is the quantum-mechanical averaging over the ground state. According to the rules of second quanti-
zation the fermionic field operator W(z) is given by the expansion over the single-particle wavefunctions:

. N-—1
x) = Z gon(x) Cn,
n=0

where ¢, and ¢| are the fermionic creation and annihilation operators obeying the anti-commutation relation

T T

el em + emcl, = O0nm.

The averages over the ground state can be computed using the Wick theorem:
<O|CILCm|O> = Onm, <O| lelcn2cilgcn4|0> = Onyny 5n3n4 — Onyng Onang- (109)

The two terms in Eq.(08) follow from the two terms in Eq.(I09) which correspond to two possible parings of ¢! and
c.
Eq.(I08) can be conveniently represented in terms of the determinant:

KN(E,E) Kn(E,E')

(E) (EI)RN(E E) KN(E E) KN(E/,E') .

(110)
Using the fermionic analogy and the Wick theorem one can prove that any multi-point level density correlation
function can be represented in the form of a similar determinant:

Kn(E1,E1) Kn(E1,Es) ... Kn(F1, Ey)

Kn(FE2, E1) Kn(Eo,Es) ... Kn(Fs, Ey)

p(EV)p(E2)...o(En) R(EL, Es.. . Er) = (111)

Kn(En, E1) Kn(En,E2) ... Kn(En, Ey)

We see that the analogy with non-interacting fermions allows to express any multi-point level density correlation
function in terms of only one single kernel Ky (z,y). The latter according to the Christoffel-Darboux theorem is a
product of only two ”wave functions” which require the knowledge of only two orthogonal polynomials py(z) and
pN—1(z). Thus the problem of energy level statistics is reduced to the problem of finding the asymptotic behavior of
orthogonal polynomials of high order.
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XII. WKB QUASI-CLASSICAL APPROXIMATION AND THE ONE-DIMENSIONAL "WIGNER
CRYSTAL”.

The semicircle law for the mean level density follows immediately and trivially from the free-fermion representation.
Indeed, the density of one-dimensional fermions is directly related with the Fermi-momentum pg by:

2pr

s =p h=L (112)

When the density varies slowly at a scale of the Fermi wavelength, one can apply Eq.[I12)) locally thus relating the
local Fermi-momentum pp(x) with the local density p(z). The local Fermi momentum corresponds to the momentum
of the highest occupied state in a parabolic potential

pr=pn (@) = V2mEn = V26, — 22 = V2N +1—22, m=1. (113)

Then the local density is obtained immediately from Eq.([I12):

p(x) = %pN(:zr) = % V2N 41— 22 (114)

This is the celebrated semicircle law.

In order to obtain the density-density correlation function, or the two-level correlation function one should work a
little bit harder determining the large N asymptotic behavior of ¢,, and applying Eq.(I08]).

In the case of Hermite polynomials the problem of the large-IV asymptotic behavior can be solved quite easily.
The reason is that there is the second-order differential equation (the Schroedinger equation) which the wavefunctions
o (z) must obey. As is well known the solutions to the Schroediger equation corresponding to large quantum numbers
bear the properties of classical motion in the corresponding potential. In quantum mechanics this corresponds to the
” quasi-classical”, or WKB approximation®.

According to this approximation the wave function at z? < 2NV is proportional to:

R cos [ [y pn(2')da’] N is even ws)
sin [ [ pn(2)da’] N is odd

At large N we obtain:
pn(z) ~ V2N, / py(2') dz’ =~ xV2N.
0
Then the kernel Ky (z,y) is easily calculated using the Christoffel-Darboux formula Eq.(I06):

sin (\/ 2N (x — y))
Ky(z,y) = const ,  Kn(z,z) = const V2N.
r—=yYy

The normalization constant const = 1/7 is most easily found from the comparison of Ky (x,x) = p(x) and the semi-
circle mean level density Eq.(65) which at large N reduces to p(z) ~ v2N /7 = py. Now, introducing mean level
spacing A = p~! =~ 7/v/2N we arrive at:

Knloy) = K(s) = pp 5078 T2y N (116)
T8 A
The two level correlation function Eq.([I08) is then equal to:
.2
sin® (7 s) 1 cos(27 s)
Ro(z,y) =9 1—-—=1- . 117
(z,9) = ols) + (7s)? 272 g2 + 272 52 (117)

One can see that the TLCF given by Eq.([I7) has all the asymptotic limits right. It is proportional to s? at s < 1
and its envelope corresponds to Eq.(80]) for s > 1. In addition to that it obeys the normalization sum rule Eq.(80).
However, in Eq.([[I7) there is a term that oscillates with the period of the mean level spacing A. This term evades
the consideration based on the 2 x 2 matrix (small s < 1) and the effective continuous plasma model (large s > 1).
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Let us discuss the physical meaning of this term using the plasma model analogy but without the continuous
approximation. It is well known that plasma of particles with the long-range repulsion in a confinement potential
tend to develop a crystal order known as Wigner crystal. Such Wigner crystal of electrons have been observed on
top of the helium surface. Our case is special, as it is one-dimensional. According to the Mermin theorem the crystal
order cannot survive in one dimensions at a finite temperature because thermal fluctuations destroy the long-range
order. However, local crystal order may exist. The last oscillating them in Eq.([II7) reflects exactly this order. The
short-range nature of this order manifests itself in the fast s=2 decay of oscillations at large distances.

So far in this section we have considered the = 2 case. As in the plasma analogy (8 plays a role of inverse
temperature, one would expect the oscillating term to decay slower for 8 = 4 and faster for § = 1. This expectation
is in fact true.

One can show using the more sophisticated application of the orthogonal polynomial machinery that in the limit
N — oo the two-level correlation functions for the orthogonal (8 = 1) ensemble R and that for the symplectic
(8 = 4) ensemble R¥Y™P can also be expressed in terms of the kernel Ky (s), Eq.(I10):

Yooorth(s) _ _K2(S) . d[;S(S) /00 K(x) d;[;, (118)
vame(s/2) = %) + ) [ KG@)an (119)

The s/2 in the argument of Y¥™P(s/2) appears because of the Kramers degeneracy: for the same total number of
levels N the mean level spacing between doubly degenerate levels is two times longer. Accordingly, the d(s) function
in R(s) enters with the pre-factor of 2. The asymptotic behavior of these functions for s > 1 is the following:

1 cos(2ms)
orth _
Y3(s) = T2 g2 omigh (120)
1 cos(2ms)  cos(4ws)
YSVmP(g) = — . 121
=) 472 §2 + 4s + 2(2m s)4 (121)

One can see that the leading oscillating term decrease as s~%/# as was expected. In addition to that, in the symplectic
ensemble 3 = 4, the sub-leading second-harmonic term appears which was absent to all orders in 1/s for 8 =1, 2.

The spectral correlations of a quantum system show up in the time-dependence of response to external time-
dependent perturbations. For such applications one need to know the Fourier-transform F(t) of the two-level corre-
lation (cluster) function Y (s). It appears to be amazingly simple for the unitary ensemble § = 2:

unit __ |t| - 15 |t| <1
F —'{ 0, > 1. (122)

with the jump of the first derivative at ¢ = 1 that leads to the oscillations with the period 1 which amplitude decreases
as 1/s%. For the orthogonal ensemble 3 = 1 there is a jump only in the third derivative:

portho _ {2|t| —1—|t| In(1 +2¢]), |t| <1

20t|+1
Lﬂﬂm(%%a, It > 1.

(123)

For the symplectic ensemble /5 = 4 there are two singular points: |t| = 1 and |¢| = 2 which correspond to two oscillating
terms in Eq.([21):

1 1
symp _ [t =1 =g [t In|l—¢[], [¢] <2
d { 0, It > 2. (124)

XIII. WIGNER-DYSON LEVEL STATISTICS AND THE LUTTINGER LIQUID.

The large-s asymptotics of the two-level correlation function containing both the non-oscillating and the oscillating
terms which decay as a certain power-law can be written in a compact form which involves only one single function

G(s):

uni 1 62G S s
Y (s) = ~ 3 852 ) + cos(2ms) %), (125)
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1 0%G(s)

Y;rthO(S) =53 aa + 2 cos(27s) 26 (), (126)
1 8¢ 1
Va(s) = oo T+ T cosam) €2 4 £ confira) 600, "

where
G = —In(27?s%). (128)

It turns out that the function G(z) is proportional to the equal-time correlation function of a free bosonic field ®(z, 7)
in the two dimensional space-(imaginary)time, which arises as a bosonized version of the Calogero-Sutherland model
Eq.[@3) of interacted fermions. More generally, a great number of models of interacted electrons in one dimension
fall into the universality class of Luttinger liqguid? which is characterized by a certain correlation functions at large
separations in space and/or in time. All of them follow from the fact that the fermionic operator ¥(z,7) can be
represented as

_ . 1
U(x,7) = Re*r® 4 Le™*r® R L = —— exp|+i®r 1 (z,7)], (129)

NG

where ®(z,7) = 1 [®g(x,7) + ®L(x,7)] is the free boson field with the action:

1 1T +o0 I
S /O i [ w0+ @00 = Y Ak P @) (130)
-0 k>0,w,=27Tn

where

O(x,7) = Z {Akywei(“’"”rkx) + c.c} , (131)
k>0,w,=27Tn

wp, = 21T'n (n are all integers) and k = (2r/L)m > 0 to avoid double-counting. The action Eq.(I30) corresponds to:

KT 1

2 S —
(4kel®) = 7 o (132)

It is remarkable that interaction of fermions is encoded in only one single parameter K which is K < 1 for repulsion,

K =1 for the non-interacting fermions and K > 1 for attraction. In other words, with respect to long-distance

properties the system of interacted fermions in one dimensions (1 + 1 space-time) is equivalent to a system of free

bosons. The physical meaning of this result is that for systems of the Luttinger-liquid universality class all the

multitude of effects of electron interaction reduces to dynamics and thermodynamics of the plasmon collective modes.
The density operator in this representation is given by:

p(x,7) — po = 1 0. P(x,7) + Ay cos[2kpa + 2®(x, 7)] + As cos[dkpx + 4P (x, 7)] + ..., (133)
T

where Ay are the structural constants which are determined from the details of the system at small distances.

The first term in Eq.(I33) comes from the combination [R*R + L*L] in ¥TW. It is analogous to the §p oc Vu
term in hydrodynamics, where u(z) is the mass displacement at a point 2. The correct evaluation of this contribution
requires the regularization R*R = Rt (z+a,7)R(z,7) (and the similar regularization for L), where a = 1 is the lattice
constant which corresponds to krx = 7. Oscillating terms proportional to e*?**F% arise from the cross combinations
RYL 4+ L*tR in UTW. Note that for interacting fermion system there is a vertex correction that involves momentum
transfer far away from the Fermi points +kp. As the result, the density operator expressed in terms of the field
U (z,7) (which contains only momenta close to the Fermi points) is not simply equal to p = ¥T¥ but may have higher
order terms as well:

p(z,7) = U0 4 ¢; (WTW)2 4 ., (134)

It is these higher order terms that generate combinations containing higher harmonics like e*4#*r®,
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Using Eq.(I33) and Eq.([I30) one can express the density-density correlation function through the free bosonic
correlation function. To this end we use the identity valid for any Gaussian field theory:

2
(o) w00 — e (1 (@02, 7) - 8(0,0)%)
S

Now observe that for s > 1 and T'— 0 we have in the thermodynamic limit L — oc:

(2(s,0)2(0,0))5 — (2(0,0)2(0,0))s = — / " dg %q(q) ~ o),

where G(s) is given by Eq.(I28). Finally, for oscillating part of the density-density correlator we obtain:
. , 1
<em<I>(s,'r) e—zn¢(0,0)> = exp {ZKTLQ G(S)} ) (135)
The non-oscillating part is expressed through the second derivative of the correlation function of free boson field:

L (0,0(5,0)0.8(5',0))s = —— 62 G(s). (136)
0 47

Eqs.([I38),([I36) show that the phenomenology of the Luttinger liquid allows to relate the coefficient in front of the
non-oscillating part of the density-density correlator with the coefficients in front of G(s) in the exponent determining
the amplitude of the oscillating terms. First of all we fix the interaction parameter K from the amplitude 1/(27%83)
of the non-oscillating part. Eq.([I36]) suggests that:

K 5 (137)
Then a comparison of Eq.([I30) with the oscillating terms in Eqs.([[25),[I26),[I27) shows that all coefficients & in
the amplitude of n-th harmonic e* () cos(27n z) are equal to x = n?K with K given by Eq.(I37). This is exactly
the parameter K that corresponds to the Calogero-Sutherland model Eq.([53). Thus we have demonstrated that the
Wigner-Dyson level statistics at large level separations corresponds to the particle statistics of the Calogero-Sutherland
model at zero temperature.

One can ask a question: how the Wigner-Dyson ensemble should be deformed in order to retain this analogy with the
Calogero-Sutherland model also for finite temperatures T # 0. The answer is'? that the proper deformation is given
by the Gaussian non-invariant ensemble Eq.(B]) at large values of the parameter B. The corresponding temperature
of the Calogero-Sutherland model is!:

1

The asymptotics of the correlation functions is given by Eq.([[23)-([I27) where one should substitute the deformed
function G(s) in a compactified space-time rolled into a cylinder of the circumference 1/7 in the 7 -direction:

Gr(s) = —In (27r2 %) . (139)

This function is proportional to the Green’s function of the free bosonic field Eq.(I30) at a finite temperature T and
can be obtained from Eq.([I32) by summing over Matsubara frequencies w,, = 21T n instead of integrating over w.

It is seen from Eqs.([I28)-(I217) that breaking the basis invariance by introducing the finite bandwidth B and the
corresponding temperature T' of the bosonic system has an effect of making the amplitudes of the oscillating terms
exponentially decaying for s > 1/(nT) = (48 B) /7.

XIV. FIELD THEORIES FOR RANDOM MATRIX ENSEMBLES

In this section we derive the field theory for an arbitrary Gaussian random matrix ensemble. This formalism, known
as nonlinear super-symmetric sigma-model! has been first applied to the Wigner-Dyson random matrix ensemble.
However, its real strength is in the possibility of extension to the non-invariant random matrix ensembles as well as
to real disordered conductors with diffusive dynamics of particles.
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We start by writing down the expression for retarded (GT) or advanced G* Green’s function in terms of the
functional integral over complex variables ¢,,:

_ Fi . .
G = (B —H]TY),, = — /Dchcp Pn Pl exp [iSe[e]], (140)

nm
where

Silpl =+ ¢ [Exdi; — Hij] @, (141)

.3

and Ex = E + (w/2 +i0). The sign + stands for GF or G4, respectively. There would be no problem to average
Eq.([[0Q) over the Gaussian random entries H,,,, if not the normalization constant (partition function) Z:

Z = /DsDDsD* exp [iS+[¢]] . (142)
which also depends on H,,,,. With the Z present one has a problem, the problem of denominator.

There are different ways of overcoming this problem, e.g. the replica trick. However, here we use another trick, the
super-symmetry method!d. In the core of this method is the calculus of anti-commuting (Grassmann) variables fi,:

Hn o, = —Hm Hn, M72; =0. (143)

One can define the Grassmann integral with the shortest table of integrals ever:

1
/Mn dﬂn - ﬁu /dﬂn =0. (144)

Since any function f(u,) = f(0) + f'(0) pn, the Grassmann integration is essentially a differentiation. Now let us
compute the integral

/]:[duidm exp [—Zﬂ:un an un] —/]:[duiduzuiuz (—a;) —/UﬂidUi pidpi az—1:[ — (145)

To accomplish this we expand the exponential function to leave only the term that contains a complete set 1.0 tn
of Grassmann variables and apply the table of integration Eq.(I44]).
The corresponding integral over the usual complex variables would give the following result:

/ H dj dipi exp [— > enan wn] = H al (146)

We see a remarkable property: the product of the two integrals is equal to 1. This property remains true for any
Gaussian integrals of commuting and anti-commuting variables. In particular,

27 = [ Dy Dpexp il (147)

Now the Green’s functions can be represented without the denominator:

GIA =Fi [ Do iy exp liSlul], (145)
where
Si[p] = Silp] + Sxly] =+ ZQ/JZ [E1di; — Hij) ¥, (149)
1)

Here we introduced the super-vectors 1) and 41

ol = (" u%), o= (¢> (150)
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and the super-measure:
Dy = Dp* Do Du* Dp. (151)

The action Eq.([49) and the integration measure Eq.(IZI) are super-symmetric, i.e. the commuting and anti-
commuting variables enter in a fully symmetric way. The super-symmetry is however broken in the pre-exponent
in Eq.(I48), as it depends only on the commuting variables.

Now when the problem of denominator is solved by the supersymmetry trick, the next step is to average over the
Gaussian ensemble of H;;. To this end we write:

. Fi
Fiy pleHiy = - (ijjHij + w;wiHji)
ij ij
Averaging of the r.h.s. is done independently for each pair of ¢, j using the identity:

1
Aij

R

i i Ajj
rh.s. — —— [Hy|* = — (Hij + 54y %—T%) (sz‘ + 54 wng') - Yl el

From now on for simplicity we will consider the case § = 2. Then
/dHi»dH-*- exp (rhis. — —— | Hy[?) = /d}fi»d}ff*. exp (= —— |Hy,?) exp L AN S
J 1J Aij J J %] Aij J 4 1 7] Ty ?

where

i
Hij = Hij + 51/13%‘-

The simplicity of the case 8 = 2 is that ffij belongs to the same manifold of complex numbers as H;;, so that one may

replace in the integral over the entire manifold Ifij — Hj;. Thus on the right hand side we obtain the normalization
integral for the random matrix ensemble averaging. So we obtain for the disorder average:

<exp Fiy vl Hi > = exp —i > Ay leile: | . (152)
ij ij
Now we define the super-matrix
=] = (7l o) = (B8 2F) (153)
and the super-trace:
STr (?g ??) =BB - FF. (154)

Then Eq.([I[52) can be conveniently rewritten as
1 -
exp ~1 Z A STr[Q: Q5]
ij
Finally, the averaged Green’s function can be represented as follows:
(Gul) = i / DY pupmexp |-FIQ),  FIQ)=FiBs Y STHQ)]+ i > Ay STr(QiQy), Qi = diy] (155)
i ij

Thus we derived the deterministic field theory which is equivalent to the Gaussian random matrix ensemble and is
suitable to compute the average Green’s function. One can see that the matrix of variances

Aij = (|Hi;|*)
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plays a role of the coupling constant (”coupling matrix”) in the corresponding action F [Q]

The filed-theory representation Eq.([I55) can be extended to consider the averaged product of (GFG4) which is
necessary to be able to compute the two-point correlation functions. To this end, one introduce the double set of
commuting and anti-commuting variables: one for G® and another for G4 and then repeats with minor modifications
all the above steps:

(Gh, (B+3)Glur (BE-35 /D‘I’ Pn P P omi exp [=FQ]] (156)
where the action S[Q] takes the form:
FlQ] = —zEZ STr[Qi] — i~ J; 0 Z STr[AQs] + i iZinj STr(Q:iQ;], Qi=T:i®V;, (157)
with
| g I
U= (pftr pfr —pf —pt), = ZA , A=A el= 00 -1 0 (158)
A 00 0 —1

There is another, in some sense dual, field-theory representation similar to Eq.([I56]). In contrast to Eq.(I50) it involves
the inverse coupling matriz (A=1);; rather than the variance matrix A;;. In order to obtain this representation one
makes the Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation:

1 _
exp —ZZAijSTr[(\IJZ—(@\IJZ—)(\I/j@\IJ /DPeXp > A STr[PPj] +zZSTr i @U)P]y, (159)
ij ij

where P; is a super-matrix field.

If one substitutes the last term in Eq.([I57) for Eq.(I59) the remaining integral over the ¥ fields is Gaussian which
can be done using a generalization of Eqgs.(I45)-(I46]) for the case where the super-matrix K; is not proportional to
the unity matrix (for which STr[InK;j] = 0):

/D\IJ exp{¥; K; U;} = exp{—ZSTr[ani]} . (160)
Now we are in a position to write down the full action of the dual representation:

=Y A5t ST(pP)] +ZSTr1nE P, + (w/2) A)]. (161)

ij

In order to appreciate the possibilities this representation is offering and also for further simplifications of Eq.(I&1])
we compute the inverse coupling matrix Ai_j1 for the important case of the banded random matrix ensembles where
the variance matrix A;; is given by Eq.(#]).

The matrix element of a matrix inverse with respect to a matrix A;; = A(i — j) is given by:

+00 -1 0o
A7 = /_ e L;}OA(kwwm)] - Aw= | ; dr A(r) e (162)

Note that the summation over the reciprocal lattice vector 2m is important.

For the case of the exponential A(r) = e~ I"l/B | we have:
2B = 2B inh (5
Ay -2 % ___sinh(p)
1+ B2k? £~ 14 B2(k+2mm)?  cosh () —cosk

One can see that for large B > 1 the inverse coupling matrix A;jl is extremely simple:

_ B _ _ 1
G(k) ~ B (1 — COS k), Aijl ~ 5 (26@‘ — 6i)j+1 - 51’,]’—1)7 AO 1 = ZAijl ~ E (163)
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Eq.([IG3) shows that locally it is just the lattice second derivative. However, the pre-factor in front of it is large ~ B
and it becomes infinite for the Wigner-Dyson ensemble. This means a large cost of variation of P; in the space. Let
us consider P; = Py being independent of ¢ to the first approximation. Then the action becomes:

N~ F[Py) = Ayt STvPZ + STrIn(E — Py). (164)

Here we also neglected a term proportional to w which is legitimate as long as w < v/B. Minimizing the action with
respect to Py we obtain a saddle-point equation:

Py(E — Py) = Ap/2. (165)

The solution to this saddle-point equation is degenerate:

Py = % (E+ iQ \/W) , (166)
where () is a super-matrix obeying the constraint
Q*=1. (167)
Another constraint comes from the requirement of super-symmetry:
STr@ = 0. (168)

Indeed, a super-matrix @ obeying the constraint Eq.(I67) after the diagonalization must contain only +1 on the
diagonal. The super-symmetry (the symmetry between commuting and anti-commuting variables) implies that it
must have the same diagonal elements corresponding to fermionic and bosonic variables of the given type (R or A).
But then necessarily STr@) = 0.

Now take into account (as the first order expansion in w) the term in Eq.(I6Il)proportional to the energy difference
w and allow for slow variations of the field @ = Q; in space which do not violate the saddle-point condition Eq.(I&1).

Then we obtain plugging Eq.(IG0) into Eq.(ﬂﬂ):

FlQ] = — 7 (mp A)? ZA STr[Q:Q] — ZST&r AQi, (169)
where
V2Ag — E?
pZPO(E)ZTa AOZZAU- (170)
This is the celebrated action of the nonlinear ¢ model*.
For the particular case of banded random matrices with A;; given by Eq.[@)) we obtain:
FlQ]=-D Z STr[(Qi — Qit1)?] — Zw Z STr[AQ], (171)
where D = %B (B - ETz) ~ B2. The continuous limit of this model is the diffusive nonlinear o-model:
9 LTPW
FlQl=—-D [ dz STr[(VQ)*] — i dz STr[AQ(z)], (172)

which was originally derived by Efetovi! to describe the crossover from the diffusive dynamics to the Anderson
localization in the quasi-one dimensional multi-channel disordered wire. This demonstrates the isomorphism of the
problem of quasi-one dimensional localization and the problem of banded random matrices?.

Closing this chapter we note that the derivation of Eq.(I69) from the exact Eq.([I61]) requires the saddle-point
approzimation Eq.(I65). Thus Eq.(I89) is justified only if the energy cost of space variations of @; is high. This
happens when the variance matrix A;; has a form of a banded matrix which is approximately constant at |i — j| < B,
where B > 1. For the Wigner-Dyson ensemble A;; = 1 and the bandwidth is maximum possible B ~ N (in
particular, Ay = N). In the limit N — oo all spacially varying configurations of the field @ (non-zero modes) are
strictly forbidden. Neglecting them we obtain the zero-mode nonlinear sigma-model! which describes the statistics

of energy levels in fully chaotic quantum systems of confined geometry (quantum dots):

FwplQ] = —i%- STYAQl, s =% (173)
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XV. HOW TO COMPUTE OBSERVABLES: SEMI-CIRCLE LAW FROM THE SOLUTION TO A
QUADRATIC EQUATION

Let us demonstrate how to compute observable quantities within the field theory using the simplest example of the
mean density of states. It is given by

p(E) = (=2mi) ' (G}, (E)) = (G (E E/DW (pF*of + oty e 719, (174)
One can check that the pre-exponent in Eq.(I74) can be represented as

(ol + o en) = STr[l1V,, ® U], (175)

where

m=1f-m4, 1f= 4 = (176)

OO OO
OO OO
o= OO
OO OO

1000
0000O0
0000’
0000
Now we introduce an infinitesimal source field h,, and add to the action Eq.([I51) a term

SF[Q,h] = —th STr[I1 Q).

One can easily check that the density of states is given by a differentiation of the partition function with respect to
the field h:

. FlQ,h] = FIQ] + 0F[Q,h]. (177)

h—0

FIQ.H
HE) = 5 7y | PV

Note that the additional term in the action proportional to h enters exactly like the term proportional to w, so that
in the final action of the sigma-model Eq.(I69) one can simply substitute

%A—>§A+hnn. (178)

Then Eq.(IT7) results in:
p(E) = () 5 [ DQ STe(11Q,] e F19), (179)

where po(E) is given by Eq.(I70) and F[Q)] is given by Eq.(I69) at w = 0. We see that the quantity po(E) which
appear in Eq.([I69) from the solution of the quadratic saddle-point equation Eq.(I65]) is not accidentally of the form
of a semi-circle as the mean density of states is proportional to it. In the case of the Wigner-Dyson ensemble the
functional F[Q] at w = 0 is simply zero and the integral in Eq.([’09) is a constant independent of E. Thus we conclude
that the semicircle law appears in this formalism from the solution of a quadratic saddle-point equation.

Other statistics such as the two-point correlation functions can also be easily computed using the formalism of the

nonlinear sigma model, however not so simply as the semi-circle law. For this one needs a proper parametrization of
the matrix @ which resolves the constraints Eqs. ([I&1),([I6S).

XVI. SYMMETRY OF SUPER-MATRICES Q AND Q.

Let us return back to the derivation of the functional representation in terms of Q. It appearst? that by a change
of variables:

. 2 7 1 *
@R/A = iy /A1)2 eFie/2Hie (1- §XR/AXR/A) (180)

NR/A — Zl:l /)\1/2 eﬂ:ig&/2+iﬂ XR/Au
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where A5 > 0,0 < ¢ <27, 0<Q <7 and XR/A7X}/A are the new anti-commuting variables, one can represent
Q =¥ ® ¥ in the following form:
- S 0 Srr ¥ upt 0
—UsU =Y JRRooRAN (YR ) 181
@ <0 ua) \Xar Yaa 0 uy' (181)

The beauty of this form is that the commuting and anti-commuting variables are separated by factorization. Namely,

the outer matrices U, U~ containing 2 x 2 matrices up/4 and u};}A

1 * 1. %
1 = 5XR/aXR/A ~XR/A L = 5XRr/aXR/A Xr/a

URpja = . , Upy, = . (182)
XR/A L+ 5XR/aXr/A) 5y —XR/A L+ 5XR/aXr/A) 5y

are made of the anti-commuting variables. The inner matrix ¥

$_ Srr LRa _ (s O
Yar Yaa)p, \ 0 Xrr) g’
which is diagonal in the FB space, contains only commuting variables with only BB sector non-zero:

S o /\1 vV /\1/\2 eiw = o
EBB = (_mei@ _)\2 >RA5 EFF =0. (183)

One can show that the factorized form Eq.(II]) is common to both the field @ and the dual field Q, with matrices
U, U~1! being exactly the same. However the structure of the inner matrices ¥ and ¥ are different. Efetov has showni?
that the constraints Eqs.([I67),([I68]) give rise to the following structure of X:

> ( A VA2 — 1ei‘/’)
BB — —q )
—VAZ —le - RA

( AR m&“‘w) (185)
V1= A% emier —\r RA’

where A > 1, —1 < Ap <1, and ¢, pr € (0,27).
To make practical calculations possible we also give (without derivation) the expressions for the Jacobians of the
transformation from original variables to the variables of the above paramerization. They are

(184)

Yrr =

= ™

J[Ql = TS (186)

and

TQ) = g (157)

(A= Ap)?’

for the theories with coupling matrices A;jl and A;j, respectively.

The matrices Y pp of the structure Eq.(I83) as well as the matrices X pp of the structure Eq.([84) can be diago-
nalized by the pseudo-unitary rotation R:

Spp=RDR™', Spp=RDR™' R '=ARAs, (188)

where

5 (1A =X (A = A2) 0 . _ (10
D‘( 0 el B0 A PR =0 ) (189)

It is clear that the rotation matrix R can be multiplied by a diagonal matrix

(eisR elgA) e U)o U(L)
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without violating the condition of pseudo-unitarity and without changing the matrix ¥pp or Yzp5. To eliminate the

redundant degrees of freedom (which lead to the divergency of the functional integrals) the group of pseudo-unitary
matrices U(1, 1) should be factorized as R (U(1) ® U(1)), where R being a factor-group %.
On top of that the diagonal matrix D has a free parameter

A — X2 €R.
The complete symmetry of the manifold of matrices ¥ g5 and thus the complete symmetry of Q is:

_ U@

Y gmeom

In contrast to that the symmetry of matrices X pp is simply Xpp € %. Its counterpart X rr has the symmetry

Yrr € % as it can be diagonalized by the unitary rotation matrix Rp. The complete symmetry of the @ field

in the Efetov’s nonlinear sigma-model is therefore:
U@,1) U(2)

Y Ttmeum UM e @)

Note by passing that the number of independent variables in Q and Q is different. While both have 4 anti-commuting
variables, the number of commuting variables is 2 + 2 = 4 for the filed Q and 2 + 1 = 3 or the field Q.

Thus we see that the duality transformation and the saddle-point approximation not only invert the coupling matrix
A;j but also change the symmetry of the target space. Such type of duality is encountered in the string theory and is
called T' — duality.

XVII. EIGENFUNCTION STATISTICS

In this section we show how to compute eigenfunction statistics using the field theory formalism. As usual, the
starting point is to express the physical quantity of interest in terms of the Green’s functions. To this end we study
the product:

Kim = [Gr) [Gr]™ = (Z %) (Z %) : (190)

where we used the representation of Green’s functions in terms of exact eigenfunction ¥;(n) and exact eigenvalues
E,, of a random matrix Hamiltonian. Let us multiply Eq.(I90) by an infinitesimal §/*™~! average over realizations
of the random matrix ensemble and do the limit 6 — 0. This trick singles out only one state of the double sum, the
one that is accidentally at the energy E:

) \Ill(n)|2 l+m) 5l+m 1
lim 6™ 1K, =1 | . 191
im0 Lm = 5100 <Z (E— E; +i0)(E — B; — io)m (191)

The smallness of the interval |E — F;| ~ § is the reason why the power of § is I + m — 1 and not [ + m. Indeed, let
the joint probability distribution function for ¥;(n) and E; be P(¥;, E;). It is a smooth function of E,, which does
not change at a scale 6 — 0. Then averaging in Eq.[I31]) can be performed as follows:

| W[ 20+m) / 2(1+m)
>/ VB G = B = | P B (192)
where
oo dE; (I+m—2)!
m = - = (20)1 =) gim—l 2 1
@, /,Oo E-EB 10l E_—F w2 =D m = 1) (193)

Let us define also the moment of the |¥;(n)|? at an energy E:

(|W;]?P) g = p( <Z|\1/ 1P §(E — E;) > Z/d\l/ /dE P(U;, By |U,)%P 6(E — E). (194)
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Comparing Eqs.([I94),[I92]) we arrive at:

1 em =Dl (m = 1)! . .
U2 g = o lim {(20)" NG (E +i6)] (G (E — i6)]™) } . 195
(2 p = st D i (@0 (G, (B o) (G (E - i)™} (195)
This is the expression of the eigenfunction moments in terms of the retarded and advanced Green’s functions we were
looking for. One can see that any non-trivial moment m + [ > 1 requires a non-trivial limiting procedure.
The next standard step is to represent the average of the Green’s functions in terms of the functional integral. It
begins with the standard representation similar to Eq.([IT74):

gm— l _
(GR(E + 0 (G4, (B~ D)™ = T [ DU (ol (it T (196)

Then the analogy with Eq.(I74) would suggest that we write pZ*¢o® = STr[II®Q)], raise the hSTr[I¥Q)] into the
exponent with the help of the [-times differentiation with respect to the background field h and then switch to the
super-matrix filed @ as in Eq.(I79). However, in trying to do these "standard” steps we make a mistake. The reason is
that the field Q,, is not slow-varying with n and the background field h,, should also contain fast space variations. This
is what makes a difference compared to the case of the constant in space symmetry breaking field %wA in Eq.(I7]).
One possible remedy! is to single out the bi-linear combinations of ¢} and ¢, which do not contain fast space
variations. We show how to do this for the product p2*pRpAd*p4. As the result of averaging over random matrix
ensemble should not depend on n (translational invariance on the average) one can do the sum over n and then divide

the result by N. Switching to the Fourier-components ¢(p)we can represent this sum as

> e —p1+ Qe (p2)et (-2 —q) = Y ¥ —p2 + Q)™ (p2)p™ (—p1 — @)
P1,p2,9 P1,P2,9

Two sums in the above expression is a mere re-labeling of momenta, all what is really needed is that the sum of all
momenta is zero. However, this re-labeling becomes a non-trivial operation if one assumes that the momentum q is
small. In assuming so we select a definite domain of summation such that the corresponding bi-linear combination of
 is slow varying in space. Then one single sum can be presented as

> 0™ ()" (p2)9™ (p3)e™ (p4) 5(p1 + p2 + ps +pa) = (197)

> e (—m + e )t (—p2— )+ Y. ™ 01" (—p2 + )9 (p2)e™ (—p1 — ) + remainder.
P1,p2,9<K1 p1,p2,q<K1

In the first term of Eq.(I37) the bi-linear combinations ¢*(p1)e®(—p1 + q) and p?*(p2)p? (—p2 — q) are slow, while
in the second term slow are the combinations ¢ (p1)p?(—p1 — q) and E**(p2)(—p2 + ¢). In the remainder we
collect all terms where there is no bi-linear slow combinations. The meaning of the above procedure of singling out
the slow bi-linear combinations is that only such combinations lead to the divergent functional integral in the limit
when F; — E_ = 2i0 tends to zero. The average of the remainder is not singular and can be neglected.

Performing this procedure in Eq.(I36) one obtains (I +m)! possibilities to break the product (pZ*f)! (@i pA)m
into the product of slow bi-linear combinations. All of them appear to make the same contribution to Eq.([[96). Thus
one can consider only one such term, do all the standard manipulations with the source fields as we explained above
for the case of the mean density of states and multiply the result by ¢!. The final result for the simplest choice m = 1
is:

(W) = —§ lim {<2wp5>’“-1 / DQ (STr[I1"Qn))" " STh{I11Q, ] e—F[Q]} : (198)

One can see that it is k! times larger than the one obtained by the "naive” manipulations with the background field.
We spent some time to go into detail of this subtlety in order to show that sometimes ”exact” manipulations with the
background fields are dangerous if the fast varying components of the fields are treated improperly or simply omitted.

This is the result of a saddle-point approximation used in the derivation of the nonlinear sigma-model. No such
danger appear for the dual representation which did not involve any approximation:

(0, Vg = — lim {(27Tp(5 Ykt /DQ (STr[ITRQ,])* ! STr[IT*Q,] e~ Ql} (199)

2(k—1)! s

One can do one more step without specifying the functionals F[Q] and F[Q] using the fact that the structure of
dependence of the @ and @ fields on the anti-commuting variables Eqgs.(I81),(I82) is the same. To this end we
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define’®the generating functions Y'[Q] as the functional integral of e~ *I?! done over all the super-matrices Q;, except
the one at a space point n:

vied= [ Qe (200)

If the generating function is known the eigenfunction moments are given by the integral over one single super-matrix
Qn.

One can show quite generally that this function does not depend on the anti-commuting variables. Then the
integration of the anti-commuting variables is very simple as it involves only the pre-exponent in Eqgs.([I98),([I99). As
the result of this integration the additional factor (k — 1) appears in these equations. However, the main thing is to
understand how it comes that the infinitesimal factor 6*~! is compensated by the integral over the super-matrix Q,,.
There is only one scenario of for this to happen in the framework of the nonlinear sigma-model: this is to absorb
0 into the variable A — 6\ which can take arbitrary large values. For this the pre-exponent in Eq.[I98) must be
proportional to A¥=2 in the limit of large A and also the generating function Y (Q,,) = Y (u) must be a function of one
single variable u = 2wpdA. One can show that this is indeed the case:

(w2 = HED /Ooo du Y (). (201)

This is a remarkable formula, as it implies that the distribution function of |¥|? for any unitary ensemble 3 = 2 is:

P = N L v ()

- (202)

u=|T|?

For the dual theory Eq.(I09), the generating function Y[Q,] defined similar to Eq.(200) may depend on the two
variables. This is because there are not one but two non-compact variables A\; and Ay that may take arbitrary large
values. Introducing new variables

s = ()\14‘)\2), r= ()\1 _)\2)7
one obtains:

1

1 [e'e) —+o0 -
<|x11n|2k>E:mm/0 ds /m dr s*72Y (s,r). (203)

Let us apply Eq.([202) to the simplest case of the eigenfunction statistics in the Wigner-Dyson random matrix theory.
In this case the variables of the super-matrix @); are locked to their values at ¢ = n. Thus there is no integration in
Eq.([200) whatsoever and we obtain:

Y[Q] = exp [-7Npé STr[AQ,]] — exp(—2mpd\ N). (204)
Then Eq.(202) immediately gives for 8 = 2 Wigner-Dyson RME the Gaussian eigenfunction distribution:
P(U2) = N e NIV, (205)

Note that the Gaussian form of the distribution function is not a consequence of the Gaussian distribution of the
entries of H but rather a consequence of the central limit theorem at any distribution of independently fluctuating
entries which variance matrix A;; does not depend on ¢ — j. One can show that for the orthogonal Gaussian ensemble
£ =1 and for the symplectic Gaussian ensemble § = 4 it deviates from the Gaussian:

B
N2\ 2 —BN|¥|?/2

%) = .
Pae = (250) S
This is the selebrated Porter-Thomas distribution.

The simplest non-trivial application'? of Eq.([203) for the problem that cannot be treated by the nonlinear sigma-

model is calculating the eigenfunction distribution function for the one-dimensional Anderson model. This model is
described by the random matrix Hamiltonian

H; =¢;, H; ;41 =1,
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where ¢; is the Gaussian random variable with the variance w <« 1 (weak disorder case). Outside the center of the
band E = 0 the result for the eigenfunction distribution function is amazingly simple:

‘/IOC 67‘/100“1/‘2

Pv?) = N~ TR (207)

where Vi is the localization radius. This distribution is not normalizable and should be cut a small values of |\I!|2
However, there is another way of normalizing it. This is the requirement that (|¥,|?) = N~1. The first moment of
the distribution is perfectly well defined and gives the above pre-factor.
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