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G eneralization ofthe D M PK Equation beyond Q uasiO ne D im ension

K . A. M uttalib and V��ctor A. G opar�

Departm ent ofPhysics,University ofFlorida,P.O .Box 118440,G ainesville,FL 32611-8440.

Electronic transport properties in a disordered quantum wire are very well described by the

D orokhov-M ello-Pereyra-K um ar(D M PK )equation,which describesthe evolution ofthe transm is-

sion eigenvalues as a function of the length of a m ultichannelconductor. However, the D M PK

equation isrestricted to quasione dim ensionalsystem sonly.W ederivea generalized D M PK equa-

tion forhigherdim ensions,containing dependence on the dim ensionality through the propertiesof

thetransm ission eigenvectors,by m aking certain statisticalassum ptionsaboutthetransferm atrix.

An earlierphenom enologicalgeneralization isobtained asa specialcase.

PACS num bers:73.23.-b,72.15.R n,72.80.N g,05.60.G g

The Dorokhov-M ello-Pereyra-K um ar(DM PK ) equation [1,2]has been enorm ously successfulin describing the

electron transportpropertiesofaquasionedim ensionaldisordered conductor[3].Theequation describestheevolution

ofthejointprobability distribution ofthetransm ission eigenvalueswith increasinglength ofthesystem ,and hasbeen

shown to be equivalent[4]to the description in term sofa non-linearsigm a m odel[5]obtained from the m icroscopic

tightbinding Anderson Ham iltonian.TheadvantageoftheDM PK approach overthenon-linearsigm a m odelisthat

one can considerthe fulldistribution oftransportquantities ratherthan the m ean and the variance alone. Recent

analyticalaswellasnum ericalresultsshow thatthedistribution ofconductances[6]hasm anysurprises,includingvery

sharp featuresat(dim ensionless)conductance g = 1 which could notbe anticipated from studiesofthe m om entsof

thedistribution,and which should haveim portantconsequencesfortheAnderson transition.O nem ajordisadvantage

ofthe DM PK equation,however,isthatitdoesnotcontain inform ation aboutthespatialstructureofthesam plein

directionsperpendicularto the direction ofthe currentow,lim iting itsapplicability to quasione dim ension (Q 1D)

only.Sinceatpresentthereisnootheranalyticapproachavailabletostudythefulldistribution oftransportproperties,

itisclearthata generalization ofthe DM PK equation valid in higherdim ensionsisoffundam entalim portance. A

phenom enologicalgeneralization,with an ad hoc constraintto conserveprobability,wasrecently proposed [7]which

seem s to agree with num ericalresults [8]in system s beyond Q 1D in som e restricted regim es. In the presentpaper

we derive a further generalization that contains dependence on the dim ensionality through the properties ofthe

transm ission eigenvectors, and contains the earlier m odel as a specialcase. No additionalconstraint is needed

to conserve probability in the present approach. M oreover,the approach reproduces the expression for Lyapunov

exponentsin higherdim ensionsobtained in [9]. K nown propertiesofthese exponentsprovide usefulconstraintson

the phenom enologicalparam etersin thecurrentm odel.

In the transferm atrix approach,a conductoroflength L isplaced between two perfectleadsof�nite width. The

scattering statesattheFerm ienergy de�neN channels.The2N � 2N transferm atrix M relatestheux am plitudes

on the rightofthe system to thaton the left[11]. Flux conservation and tim e reversalsym m etry (we considerthe

case ofunbroken tim e reversalsym m etry only)restrictsthe num berofindependentparam etersofM to N (2N + 1)

and can be written in generalas[2]

M =

�
u 0

0 u�

�� p
1+ �

p
�p

�
p
1+ �

��
v 0

0 v�

�

� U �V; (1)

where u;v are N � N unitary m atrices,and � is a diagonalm atrix,with positive elem ents �i;i = 1;2;:::N . An

ensem ble of random conductors of length L, allwith the sam e m acroscopic disorder characterized by the sam e

m ean free path lbut di�erent m icroscopic realizations ofthe random ness,is described by an ensem ble ofrandom

transfer m atrices M ,whose di�erentialprobability depends param etrically on L and can be written as dpL(M ) =

M’ M’’
LδL

FIG .1: A sm allwire with length �L,\the building block",is attached to a long one with length L (�L � L). The total

transferm atrix M isgiven by M = M
00
M

0 .

�Presentaddress:23,rue du Loess,F-67037 Strasbourg Cedex (France)

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0205545v2


2

pL(M )d�(M )= pL(�;U;V )d�(�)d�(U )d�(V ).Hered�(M )istheinvariantHaarm easureofthegroup,given in term s

ofthe param etersin (1)by d�(M )= J(�)

hQ N

i
d�i

i

d�(u)d�(v),where J(�)=
Q

i< j
j�i� �jj

� with the ‘sym m etry

exponent’� = 1 in ourcase,and d�(u)and d�(v)arethe invariantm easuresofthe unitary group U (N ).

W enow taketwo conductors,with lengthsL and �L,to m akea conductoroflength L + �L (Fig.1).Denoting the

corresponding transferm atricesby M 00,M 0 and M = M 00M 0 with probability densitiespL (M
00= M M 0�1 ),p�L(M

0)

and pL + �L(M ),respectively,we havethe relation [2]:

pL + �L(M )=

Z

pL(M M
0�1 )p�L(M

0)d�(M 0): (2)

The restriction ofthe DM PK equation to Q 1D arises from the \isotropy" approxim ation,that the distribution

pL(M ) is independent ofthe m atrices u and v. Severalattem pts have been m ade in order to relax the isotropy

approxim ation [7,9,10].W ewillavoid writing a setofcoupled evolution equationsfor�,u and v by considering the

m arginaldistribution

�pL(�)=

Z

pL(�;U;V )d�(U )d�(V ): (3)

W e�rstshow thattheU integralcan bedoneexactlyand then wem akestatisticalassum ptionsaboutcertain products

ofthe m atrix elem entsofV .

Considerthecom bination H = M M y = U �2U y.Atlength L,wegetH 00= M 00M
00
y = U �V M

0
�1 (M

0
�1 )yV y�U y �

U 00�002U 00y:It then follows that we can write U 00 = U � U000(�;V;M 0). Sim ilarly,by considering the com bination

Q = M yM = V y�2V ,we getQ 00 = M
00
yM 00 = (M

0
�1 )yV y�2V M

0
�1 � V00y�002V 00;which im plies thatwe can write

�00= �00(�;V;M 0)and V 00= V 00(�;V;M 0).Eq.(2)can then be rewritten as

pL + �L(U;�;V ) =

Z

pL(U � U
000(�;V;M 0);�00(�;V;M 0);V 00(�;V;M 0))

� p�L(M
0)d�(U 0)d�(�0)d�(V 0): (4)

W e now integrate both sides ofEq. (4) over the invariant m easure d�(U ). The left hand side de�nes a m arginal

distribution qL + �L(�;V ). O n the right side, since the m easure is invariant,d�(U ) = d�(U � U000) for U 000 �xed.

Therefored�(U )= d�(U 00),and integratingoverd�(U 00)givesthem arginaldistribution qL(�
00;V 00)with thefollowing

convolution equation:

qL + �L(�;v)=

Z

qL (�
00
;v

00)p�L(�
0
;u

0
;v

0)d�(M 0); (5)

wherewehaveused Eq.(1)to introducethe m atrix elem ents�;v;�0;v0,etc.

W riting �00= � + �� and v00= v+ �v,Eq.(5)can be rewritten as

qL + �L(�;v)= hqL (� + ��(�;v);v+ �v(�;v))i
�L
; (6)

whereh:::i
�L

denotesan averageovertheensem bleofM 0.In orderto obtain �� and �v within a perturbation theory,

we search for a m atrix constructed from M whose eigenvalues and eigenvectors are given by � and colum ns ofv,

respectively. Considerthe m atrix Q = M yM = V y�2V . Flux conservation im pliesQ �1 = �zQ �z,where �z isthe

2N � 2N generalization ofthe Paulim atrix �z. Itthen followsthatthe m atrix X = [Q + Q �1 � 2I]=4,where I is

theidentity m atrix,isblock diagonal.Ithasbeen shown thatV diagonalizesX [11],leading to N doubly degenerate

eigenvalues �. W e can therefore obtain �� and �v by considering the change �X = X00� X due to change in M

arising from M 0. W riting �Q = Q00� Q ,it is easy to see that �X is also block diagonal,with �X11 =
1

2
�Q11 and

�X22 =
1

2
�Q�11.Sinceboth X and �X areblock diagonal,theperturbation can betreated asacting separately on the

two sub-blocksofX ,and one can use ordinary,asopposed to degenerate,perturbation theory to obtain �� and �v

by considering onesub-block only.

Denoting the perturbation by ~w = v(�X11)v
y = 1

2
v(�Q11)v

y weget

~w = � � + vu
0

h

�
0+

p
1+ �0v

0
v
y
�vv

0y
p
1+ �0+

p
�0v

0�
v
�y
�v

�
v
0�y
p
�0
i

u
0y
v
y

� vu
0[
p
1+ �0v

0
v
y
p
�(1+ �)v�v0�y

p
�0+

p
�0v

0�
v
�y
p
�(1+ �)vv0y

p
(1+ �0]u0yvy: (7)
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W e expect �0 / �L=l< < 1. Since ~w contains term s proportionalto
p
�0,we need to consider corrections to both

� and v up to second order in ~w in order to keep term s up to O (�0). Standard perturbation theory [12]gives

��a = ��
(1)
a + ��

(2)
a and �vyan = �v

y(1)
an + �v

y(2)
an with

��
(1)

a = ~waa; ��
(2)

a =
X

b(6= a)

~wab ~wba

�a � �b
; (8)

�v
y(1)
an =

X

m (6= n)

~wm n

�n � �m
v
y
am (9)

and sim ilarly for�v
y(2)
an .Note thatv+ �v hasto rem ain unitary,which im posesan additionalconstraint.

The averagesoverthe \building block" M 0 appearing in Eq. (6)involve averagesovercom binationsof�0,u0 and

v0 which appearin ~w. Note thatthe building block is highly anisotropic;in the lim it �L ! 0,the transferm atrix

M 0 ! I. This condition willbe im plem ented by assum ing u0v0 = I. In addition,instead ofm odelling the full

p�L(�
0;v0),weuse the following averagesoverM 0:

*
X

a

�
0
av

0�
a�v

0
a

+

�L

= ���; (10)

*
X

ab

q

�0a�
0
b
v
0�
a�v

0�
a�v

0
b�v

0
b

+

�L

= ���������; (11)

where � = �L=l.The �rstaverageisused in [2],the second one in [9];the latterincorporatesthe factthatthe thin

sliceallowsbackward scattering withoutchangesin thechannelindices,and ishighly anisotropic.Eqs.(10)and (11),

with the conditionsu0v0= I and � � 1,de�nethe m odelofourbuilding block.

Using the abovem odeland the expansion
p
1+ �0= 1+ �0=2+ O (�02),weaverage��,Eq.(8),overM 0:

h��ai�L = �(1+ 2�a)+ �
X

b(6= a)

�a + �b + 2�a�b

�a � �b

X

�

jva�j
2jvb�j

2; (12)

h��a��bi�L = �ab2��a(1+ �a)
X

�

jva�j
4
: (13)

Sim ilarcalculationscan be doneto obtain the corresponding averagesfor�v.

W e should now,in principle,expand Eq.(6)in a Taylorseriesaround both � and v and evaluatethe averageover

M 0.However,forweakdisorder,itisknown thattheisotropyapproxim ationisverygood,which m eans@qL =@vab ! 0.

In thestrongdisorderlim it,theeigenvectorsarelocalized,sothatin thethenth row vna hasonly oneelem entequalto

unity,allotherelem entsbeing zero.Sincedi�erentrowsareorthogonalto each other,wecan seefrom (9)thatin this

lim it�v ! 0 because ofthe restricted sum m 6= n.So in both these lim its,the product(@qL =@vab)< �vab > �L! 0.

To a good approxim ation,in theselim its,wecan thereforetreatv atthem acroscopicL asa param eterthatdepends

on disorderbutfora given strength ofdisorderdoesnotchange any furtherwith �L. In general,a conductorhasa

fraction (depending on thedisorder)ofitschannelsclosed [13],i.e.thecorrespondingeigenvectorsarelocalized,while

theothersareopen,thecorresponding eigenvectorsbeing extended.W eexpecttheisotropy approxim ation to rem ain

good fortheopen channels,and theclosed channelsto contribute�v ! 0 sincethey arelocalized.In otherwords,the

product(@qL =@vab)< �vab > �L can be assum ed sm all(com pared to the contribution from (@qL =@�)< �� >�L)for

allchannelsfora wide rangeofinterm ediate disorderaswell.Physically,since the eigenvaluesdepend on the length

exponentially,��(�;v) rem ains im portant for alllengths at any disorder. O n the other hand,we expect that at a

m acroscopiclength L,theeigenvectorsalready evolveto eitherm etallic(isotropic)orinsulating (localized)structures

for a given m acroscopic disorder,and any further change due to �L (as opposed to change in disorder) is likely

to be negligible. W e willtherefore expand the ensem ble averaged m arginalprobability density qL (�;v) within the

approxim ation

hqL (� + ��(�;v);v+ �v(�;v))i
�L

� hqL (� + ��(�;v);v)i
�L
: (14)
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W eshow below thatthisapproxim ation retainsthedom inanteigenvectorcorrelations(via ��(�;v))needed to repro-

ducetheLyapunov exponentsin arbitrary dim ensionsasobtained in [9].Thepricewepay fornotincluding �v in our

calculation isthatwe willnotbe able to evaluate the eigenvectorcorrelationsselfconsistently,butwillhave to use

them asphenom enologicalparam eters.

Using (14),weexpand (6)in a Taylorseriesabout�,

qL + �L(�;v)� qL (�;v)+
X

a

@qL (�;v)

@�a
h��ai�L +

1

2

X

ab

@2qL (�;v)

@�a@�b
h��a��bi�L + � � � ; (15)

where the dotsinclude term scontaining higherorderderivativesof�. W e choose � = �L=l� 1,which allowsusto

truncate the Taylorseriesat the third term ,neglecting term s ofO (�2) and higher. Using Eqs. (12)and (13),the

reduced distribution �pL(�)=
R
qL (�;v)d�(v)can then be written as

�pL + �L(�)� �pL(�)+ �
X

a

(1+ 2�a)
@�pL(�)

@�a

+ �
X

b6= a

�a + �b + 2�a�b

�a � �b

Z
X

�

jva�j
2jvb�j

2
@qL(�;v)

@�a
d�(v)

+
�

2

X

a

2�a(1+ �a)

Z
X

�

jva�j
4
@2qL (�;v)

@�2a
d�(v): (16)

In orderto m ake furtherprogress,we willnow m ake a ‘m ean-�eld’approxim ation,where the productsoffourv’s

that appear inside the integralsin (16) are replaced by their m ean values which can be taken out ofthe integrals.

Thisisequivalentto the assum ption thatfora given disorder,uctuationsin such quantitiesaresm allcom pared to

theiraverages.In the weak disorderregim e,each m atrix elem entisoforder1=
p
N ,di�ering m ostly in theirphases;

oncethe phasescancel,the uctuationsarenegligibleforhom ogeneousdisorder.In the strong disorderregim e,each

eigenvectorhasone elem entwhich isunity representing a localized site and the restare zero,butdi�erentsam ples

willhave di�erent localized sites leading to large sam ple to sam ple uctuations for individualelem ents. However,

itisexpected thatthe uctuationsin the sum overthe elem entsofany eigenvectorfora given disorderwillrem ain

negligible.Thereforethem ean-�eld approxim ation isreasonablein thesetwolim its.Asargued before,wewillassum e

thatthe assum ption rem ainsvalid in the interm ediate region ofdisorderaswell,based on the picture ofopen and

closed channels.W ithin thisapproxim ation,and expanding the lefthand sideofEq.(16)in powersof�L=l,weget

@�pL(�)

@(L=l)
�
X

a

(1+ 2�a)
@�pL (�)

@�a
+
X

a6= b

�a + �b + 2�a�b

�a � �b
K ab

@�pL(�)

@�a

+
X

a

�a(1+ �a)K aa

@2�pL(�)

@�2a
: (17)

Herewehavede�ned

X

�



jva�j

2jvb�j
2
�

L
�
X

�

Z

jva�j
2jvb�j

2
qL (�;v)d�(�)d�(v)� K ab: (18)

Since v isunitary,K ab satis�esthe sum rule
P

b
K ab = 1.Thisallowsusto rewriteEq.(17),following [7],as

@�pL(�)

@(L=l)
=

1

�J

X

a

@

@�a

�

�a(1+ �a)K aa
�J
@�p

@�a

�

(19)

with

�J =
Y

a< b

j�a � �bj
ab; ab =

2K ab

K aa

: (20)
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Equation (19), with the de�nition (20), is our generalization of the DM PK equation. Note that in the DM PK

equation,tim ereversalsym m etry �xestheexponentin theJacobian J to be� = 1.In ourcaseastheeigenvectorsv

are integrated over,the coupling between the eigenvaluesand eigenvectorsaddsan e�ective m atrix exponentto the

existing sym m etry exponent,resulting in an e�ective �J in eq.(19).

Under isotropy condition K ab = 1+ �ab
N + 1

,we recover the DM PK equation (ab = 1). Ifwe choose K ab =
�1

N + 1

and K aa =
2�2

N + 1
,we obtain the generalization of[7],where an extra condition was needed between �1 and �2 in

orderto satisfy theconservation ofprobability.In ourcurrentfram ework,thatcondition isidenticalto the sum ruleP

b
K ab = 1.

Asa check ofourm odel,we evaluate the Liapunov exponents�a =
l

2�L
ln(1+ ��a

�a
)in the lim it�1 � �2 � � � � �

�N � 1 and com pare with [9]. Expanding in powersof��a=�a,averaging overv and using the resultsfor< �� > ,

Eqs.(12-13),weobtain

2�a
�L

l
� 2� + 2�

X

b(6= a)

�b

�a � �b

*
X

�

jva�j
2jvb�j

2

+

L

� �

*
X

�

jva�j
4

+

L

: (21)

Separating thesum overbinto a term lessthan a and anothergreaterthan a and using theunitarity ofv,�a can be

rewritten in the form

�a �
1

2
K aa +

NX

b= a+ 1

K ab; (22)

which coincideswith thatof[9]. Note thatthe isotropy approxim ation givesthe sm allestLiapunov exponentto be

�N = 1

N + 1
.W hile thisisthe correctform in the m etallic regim e (�i � 1),the approxim ation failsto reproduce the

expected behaviorin the insulating regim e,�N � O (1)independentofN . O urapproach incorporatesthe necessary

eigenvectorcorrelationstodescribetheLiapunovexponentsatweakaswellasstrongdisorderlim its.K nownproperties

oftheseexponentsshould providea guide forconstructing a m odelofK .

Itisim portantto note thatwhileEq.(19)isofthesam eform asthe DM PK equation,the presenceofthe m atrix

K m ightnotallow a solution of(19)in the sam egenericform asthatofthe DM PK equation [3].

In sum m ary,the DM PK equation forthe distribution pL(�)wasobtained by adding a thin slice oflength �L to a

conductorofm acroscopiclength L.Theassum ption thatpL dependsonly on � and noton (u;v)lim ited theequation

to Q 1D only. W e considerthe m arginaldistribution where the u and v are integrated over. The u integralisdone

exactly. W e then assum e that while the changes in � due to the added slice depend crucially on the eigenvectors

v,the eigenvectors them selves do not change m uch with length,i.e. they rem ain either m etallic or insulating as

already determ ined at length L. This im plies that our equation is valid only beyond the relaxation length ofthe

param etersK ab. W e also assum e thatthe eigenvectorcorrelations
P

�
jva�j

2jvb�j
2 have sharp distributions. W hile

these assum ptions were m ade to obtain the sim plest generalization that captures the essentials ofdim ensionality

dependenceand need to beveri�ed independently (e.g.num erically),weshow thatourapproach keepsthedom inant

eigenvector correlations that reproduces the Liapunov exponents in higher dim ensions at both weak and strong

disorder. The fact that the param eters K ab m ay incorporate proper dim ensionality dependence has already been

shown in [9]. Finally,equation (19) reduces to the DM PK equation as wellas to an earlier generalization [7]in

appropriatelim its.
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