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W e suggest a new schem e of derivation of a non-linear ballistic -m odel for a long range disor-
der and quantum billiards. The derivation is based on w riting equations for quasiclassical G reen
finctions fora xed long range potential and exact represention of their solutions in tem s of func-
tional integrals over supem atrices Q with the constraint Q2 = 1. Averaging over the long range
disorder or energy we are abl to write a ballistic -m odel for all distances exceeding the electron
wavelength Eq. '3-1-3:) . N either singling out slow m odes nor a saddle-point approxin ation are used
in the derivation . Ej-artyjng out a course graining procedure that allow s us to get rid o scales in
the Lapunov region we com e to a reduced -m odel containing a conventional collision term . For
quantum billiards, we dem onstrate that, at not very low frequencies, one can reduce the -m odel
to a one-din ensional -m odelon periodic orbits. Solving the latter m odel, rst approxin ately and

then exactly, we resolve the problem of repetitions.

PACS:0545M t, 7323+, 7323 Ad

I. NTRODUCTION

The -model approach to disordered systems, 1rst
w ritten w ithin the replica trick®®, proved to be a pow er—
fi1l m ethod of calcylations when formulated in the su-—
persym m etric ﬁ)rm:?. This m ethod allows to describe
the electron m otion at large distances assum ing that at
shorter distances the m otion is di usive. For study of
such phenom ena as localization, level statistics In a sys—
tem of a size L much exceeding the elastic m ean free
path, etc., the nform ation obtained from the -m odelis
su cient. A lthough the -m odelisnotvalid at distances
an aller than them ean free path 1, the Inform ation about
them otion at distancesbelow 1lisnot very interesting for
these phenom ena.

Success In nano-fabrication m ade possibl producing
and studying clean system sw ith the size an alllerthan the
elasticm ean free path 1 (ora review, see. egf). In such
an all system s called now quantum dots electrons m ove
ballistically being scattered m ainly the walls. T here are
m any Interesting questions about transport in the quan-
tum dots and related system s that cannot be answered
using the picture of the di usive m otion. In order to de—
scribe the ballistic m otion one has to go beyond the di-
agram m atic and eld theoreticalm ethods developed for
disordered system s.

A notherm otivation to study the ballisticm otion origi-
nates from the eld called now quantum chaos. T he sub—
Bct of research in the quantum chaos is to understand
the quantum behavior w thin m odels that are chaotic
in the classical lin it. There are pany books and re-
view s related to this ed (see, eg2W). The m ost pop-
ular analytical tool for studying the quantum chaos is
the G utzw iller trace mul? that reduces calculation
of the density of states to a sum over periodic orbits.

Thism ethod (com plem ented by di erent approxim ation
schem es) allow s one to study very well the 1im it of not
very long tim es t when the m otion along a periodic orbit
iswellde ned. At the sam e tin e, calculations w ith the
trace ormulae become very di cut mthe Iimit t! 1
w hen one expects an unlj;fersalbehavjor described by the
W ignerD yson statistic<? .

Both the experim ental and theoretical interest to in—
vestigations of the ballistic m otion resulted in severalat-
tem ptsto construct a generalization ofthe supersym m et—
ric -m odelto distances an aller than the m ean free path
1due to scattering on in purities or the walls_in the sys—
tem . M uzykantskii and K hm ehitskii M K )29decoupled
as usual the * interaction I the e ective Lagrangian
by gaussian integration over a supem atrix Q but did
not use after that a saddlepoint approxin ation. Instead,
they derived a quasiclassicalequation fore ective,G reen
finctions g analogous to the E ilenberger equationt well
know n In the superconductivity theory. U sing an analogy
of this equation wih an equation for m otion of a m ag—
netic m om ent In an extemalm agnetic eld M K noticed
that the equation wasam ininum ofa functional ocon—
talning a W essZum no-NovikovW iten (W ZNW ) temm .
So, they replaced the solution of the sam iclassical equa—
tionsby a functional integralcontaining the functional ,
which allowed to average over the supem atrix Q . This
could be done provided the equation of the G reen func—
tions corresponded to a deep m inim um of the functional

, such that uctuationsnearthem Indnum could be ne—
glected. A though the authors of R eft¢ confctured that
their eld theory could be applicable even in the lim it of
a vanishing disorder, they did not con m this point of
view by any calculations.

A m ore fraditionalway of derivation was used by An-
dreev et a3 who tried to derive the -m odel for a bal-
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listic quantum billiard. Instead of averaging over dis-
order they averaged over the energy. A fter decoupling
the * tem by integration over the supem atrix Q they
used the saddlepoint approxim ation, w hich isequivalent
to the selfoconsistent Bom approxin ation (SCBA).This
had to x the elgenvalies of Q" such that one could put
0?2 = 1 and what rem ained to do was to expand the ac-
tion in gradients of Q" and in the frequency ! . Shortly
after it becam e clearthat the saddlepoint did not x the
eigenvalues of the supem atrix 0 and m odes that were
usually m assive for disordered system becam e m assless
In the ballisfig lin it. This problem was discussed in the
publication€324. It is relevant to notice that the ex—
istence of the additional m assless m odes is not just a
consequence of the bad saddlepoint approxin ation. A s
discussed 1n R efd the sam eproblem isencountered when
derivingthe -m odelw ith the help ofthe socalled \color-
avor" transform ation. W ithin this approach, although
one doesnot need to use any saddle-point approxin ation,
the expansion in gradients still rem ains to be perform ed.
H ow ever, there is no param eter that would allow one to
take into,account the lowest gradients only. Zimbauer
suggestedﬂ to perform an additional averaging over en—
sam bles in order to suppress short range uctuations.

T he saddlepoint approxin ation can actually be usgful
if one considers a system with a long range disorded.
In this case, the sihgleparticle m ean free path 1 can be
much an aller than the transport m ean free path .. At
distances exceeding the length 1the saddlepoint approx—
In ation and the expansion in gradients of Q" can be used
and one com es to a ballistic -m odel that reduces to the
di usion one only at distances exceeding 1. Thus, in
the intervalbetween land 1k, one can obtain the ballistic

-model In,a reliable way (see also a subsequent discus-
sion iIn R ef.'if’:) . H owever, this does not solve the problem
com pletely because a reasonable sem iclassics should be
applicable at all distances exceeding the wavelength ¢ .

A ballistic -m odel should descrbe Iow lying excita—
tions that exist for any long range disorder. At the sam e
tin g, the conventionalsaddle-point approxin ation, being
equivalent to the SCBA , can be good for a short range
disorder only and, hence, m ay not be used for deriva—
tion of a -model for a long range disorder and quan-
tum chaos at arbirary distances. The sam e is true for
the decoupling ofthe * tem . The Integration over the
supem atrix Q° is usually used affer singling out slow ly
varying pairs . However, if the random potential is
very long ranged or one averages over the energy, one
has slow ly varying pairs from the begihning and there
is no necessity of Integration over the supem atrix ¢
Instead of integration over the initial random potential
U (r). The sanp e is true when applying the color- avor
transform ation®3. The replacem ent ofan integration over
u (r) by an integration over a supem atrix Z (r) doesnot
seam to correspond to physical processes and is a purely
(@though exact) m athem atical transfomm ation. Thus,
the correct schem e of the derivation ofa eld theory de-

scribing the low lying excitations should not be based on
the H ubbard-Stratonovich or color- avor decoupling and
the saddlepoint approxim ation.

In this paper, we present a derivation of a ballistic

-m odel using neither the H ubbard-Stratonovich decou-
pling w ith a supem atrix Q" nor the saddle-point appuoxi-
m ation determ ining the eigenvaluesofQ'. Asin Reftdwe
derive quasiclassicalequations for G reen functionsbutwe
w rite them without m aking the Hubbard-Stratonovich
transform ation. This is justi ed because we use a Iong
range potential. O nly ifa short range potential is added
we must single out slow pairs In corresponding temrm in
the Lagrangian and decoupl it by the integration over
supem atrices. The crucial step of the derivation is an
exact representation of the solution of the quasiclassical
equation in tem s of a functional integralover 8 8 su—
pem atricesQ , (r) with the constraint Q2 (r) = 1, where
r is the coordinate and n = py = Ppr jis the nom alized
vector on the Fermm isurface. An e ective action gy ]
entering the finctional Integral is sin ilar the one w ritten
nRefld. W e show that supersym m etric properties ofthe
matrix Q, (r) m ake the representation exact, which was
not noticed in the M K variational approach. M oreover,
the solution w ritten for an arbitrary long range potential
u (r) is applicable even for non-averaged quantities.

Averaging over the random potential leads to an ef-
fective action [g, ] that hasa form di erent from those
discussed previously. Analyzing properties of the new
ballistic non-linear -model wih the action [gp] we
dem onstrate that a new length I = w 1 htroduced
by A keiner and Larkin®%, where vy is the Fem ivelocity
and 1 isthe inverse Lapunov exponent, determ nes dif-
ferent regin es. The in gartance of this length was also
discussed recently in R efl? . Integrating over variations of
the supem atrix Q, (r) at distances sn aller than  we
com e to another form of the ballistic -m odelcontaining
the conventional collision term .

W e show thatw ithout an intemaldisorder the calcula—
tion of the functional ntegralcan be reduced to study of
the -m odel for periodic orbis. O nly the presence of a
regularizer analogousto the one introduced in R efllm ay
m ix the periodic orbits. T he problem ofrepetiijon&g- is
discussed and we are abl to dep.onstyate that the con—
tradiction betw een the referencedd and?? is rather a con—
sequence of an unjisti ed approxin ation used In Ref.H
than a de ciency ofthe -m odel

T he paper is organized as follow s: In Chapter II, we
express correlation finctions of interest in tem s of finc-
tional integrals over supervectors and w rite equations for
generalized G reen functions. In C hapter I1T, w e represent
the solution of the quasiclassical equations In tem s of
functional integrals over supem atrices and average over
disorder, thus obtaining a ballistic -m odelapplicabl at
all distances exceeding the wavelength. In Chapter IV,
w e Integrate over a Lapunov region and derive a reduced
ballistic -m odel containing a collision term . In C hapter
V, we show how one can derive equations for correla—
tion functions. In ChapterV I, we show how calculations



w ithin the ballistic -m odel can be reduced to calcula—
tions for periodic orbits. W e explain how the so called
\repetition problem " can be resolved. Chapter VII is
devoted to a discussion of the results obtained. The Ap—
pendix contains a derivation of the boundary conditions.

II.FORM ULATION OF THE PROBLEM .
QUASICLASSICAL APPROXIMATION .

The ain of the present paper is to nd a convenient
representation that would allow us to consider an elec—
tron m otion In a sn ooth potential at lJarge tin es or low
frequencies. O foourse, w ith the form aliam presented one
can consider wave scattering in m icrowave cavities and
other interesting problem s but, to sim plify notations, we
w il use the condensed m atter language. o

W e want to extend the supersym m etry m ethod® devel-
oped fordisordered system sto distances am allerthan the
mean free path. Actually, the only assum ption we w ill
use in the derivation isthat allphysicalquantities vary at
distances exceeding the Femm iwavelength ¢ = 2 g, i
A Yhough this assym ption is much less restrictive than
those used h Reff it allows to sin plify essentially the
consideration. Averaging over the energy, which is the
standard procedure for quantum chaos, can be consid—
ered as the lim iting case for an In nite range random
potential.

T he m ethod developed in this paper is applicable for
calculation of gauge nvariant quantities like density-—
density or leveldevel correlation functions. Such quan-—
tities as average one-particke G reen functions at di erent
pointsw illnot be considered here. W e choose the H am ik
tonian H ofthe system in the standard form

H=Ho+u@+us @; @1)

Ho= r’=2m %
whereu (r) isa long range potential, which isofthem ain
Interest now , and us (r) is a short range in purity poten—
tial. The latter is added In order to m ake the m odels
som ew hat m ore general. T he presence of the short range
potentialw illhelp to understand better the procedurewe
w illuse. H ow ever, nothing isassum ed about the strength
ofug (r) and it can be safely put to zero in all form ulae
w ritten below .

Asusuak , one can express correlation fiinctions of in—
terest In tem s of a functional integral over 8-com ponent

supervectors (r) with an e ective Lagrangian L
Z
Lil= [i@® Fotu@® @
i(t+1) 1 2
> ® @+ 2 ® (@ dr;

22)

Hpo Ho + >
where " is the energy at w hich the physical quantities are
considered and ! is the frequency.

The Lagrangian L, Eq. {_2-:2), is w ritten after the aver—
aging over the short range potential ug (r) In plying the
standard gaussian correlations of the type

« 9

g (£)us ()i=
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s

Tt is relevant to em phasize that averaging over the long
range potentialu (r) has not been perform ed.

T he correlation functions we are Interested in can be
obtained adding proper source tem s in the Lagrangian
L [ ]. An in portant class ofthe correlation finctions can
be obtained w riting the Lagrangian L, [ ] including the
sources In the form

Z

Lall=LI[1+1 24

where & (r) is a m atrix depending on coordinates. Its
explicit form depends on what type of the correlation
function is calculated.

T he level-evel correlation function R (!)
Z
Re @© " 1)

1
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wheren (") is the Fem idistrbution, contains the prod—-
uct G% | GR . For calculation ofthis product one should

choose & in the form

a= i Mp=—/- 0 k) 2.6)

where both k and 3 denoting di erent blocks have the
form

||
Below we use the sam e notations as in the book?.
The product l'_G_Z.? ,G% 1 is trivial, whereas the rst
product .n Eq. @.3) can be written as

Gh ) (r;r)Gf.{ (ro;ro)i
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and we reduce the function R (! ) to the form
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For com putation of the density-density correlation fiinc-
tion one has to calculate the averages of the type

y 00 ;7! ) = 2GR | (rz;rl)Gl.? (r;2)1 (2.8)

T hisproduct can be obtained from the follow Ing source
term

0 *o (1)
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w ith the sam e expression for %1, asih Eq. C_Z-;é.). T hen,
wehave rY % (r;r,;!)

Z
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__In principle we can progeed calulating in Egs. @:’2,
2.1() in the standard way? by singling out slow ly vary—
ing pairs in the temn * in the Lagrangian L, Egs.
22, 24), and decoupling the products of these tem s
by Gaussian integration over 8

A word of caution should be said at this point. The
separation into the products of slow Iy varying pairs

m akes a sense only for distances exceeding the range of
the random potential. Thism eans that onem ay not this
approxin ation for distances am aller than the potential
range. O f course, the sam e is true when averaging over
the spectrum . In the latter case the range of the random

potential is just the system size. T herefore, the previous
derivations w here this separation was used% can hardly
be justi ed. The sam e problem apparently arises when
doing the color- avor transform ation'3. A tthough the
transform ation is form ally exact, there is no reason for
neglcting higher gradients w hen m aking the expansions
In gradients.

In order to avoid the problem we keep the long range
potentialu (r) nEq. 23,2 4) as i standsand do not av—-
erage over i. Thisw illbe done later. At the same tin e,
the decoupling of the term ocorresponding to the short
range potential by integration over the supem atrix M
can be safely done W e repeat again that the presence of
the short range potential is not crucial for our derivation
and is strength can be put zero).

8 supem atrices M .

A fter the decoupling for the short range potential the
calculation of the correlation fiinctions is reduced to the
com putation of an e ective partition fiinction Z; [J]

Z
Z21 Ul= 211)

exp ( Ly [ DD

w here

(r)

M
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and Ly [ ]isobtained from L, [ ], Egs. £2), 24), after
the replacam ent of the param eter & by J according to
Eq. (_2:1:2) and neglecting the quartic tem . The fiinc
tion J satis es the standard symm etry relation J = J,
where J = CJTCT .,The bar m eans the usual \charge

conjigation" ofRefs."?, them atrix C isde ned as ollow s

a 0 0 1

C = ; C = ; O = 01
B 0 " 1 0 "2 10

T he correlation functions for a given long range poten—

tialu (r) can be calculated by di erentiating in  1;; the
ollow ing integral
Z Z
Zy = SteM ? (r)dr DM (213)

Z, |J]exp =

8 s
A veraged correlation functions can be ocbtained from the
quantity Z = Wz i,, where h::d, means averaging over
u (r). O foourse, we could in m ediately average overu (r)
n Eqg. {2:1:3) but we want to avoid the standard schem e.
T he approxin ations that worked so well for short range
potential are not applicable to the long range one. In
particular, not only the separation of slow m odes is not
Justi ed but also the saddlepoint approxin ation for the
Integral over supem atrices is no longer good. It is clear
that the existence of low lying excitations lke di usons
and cooperons is m ore general than the SCBA and one
should try to avoid the latter.

In this paper we Pollow the method of quasiclas-
sical Green fungtions st introduced for study of
superconductivity?s. This m ethod was used recently by
M uzykantskii and K hm elnitskild fr study of the ballis-
tic transport, O ur calculations are partially equivalent to
those by M K 9 but there are essentialdi erences. F irst,
we keep the long range potential u (r) xed and aver—
age over i at the later stage of the derivation. Second,
which isthem ost crucial step, we show how to w rite the
solution of the quasiclassical equations exactly : T he pos—
sbility of w riting an exact solution of the equations for
quasiclassical G reen functions in term s of fiinctional in—
tegrals is a consequence of the supersymm etry and has
not been reglized before.

Asn MK, we consider the ogarithm ic derivative of
the partition function Z1 J (r)]

hz,J @]

O\ +
) )i

=K h (» (2.14)



where < :::> isthe average w ith the functionalL; [ ];

Egs. C_Z-;-Z,?A, 2:12) and

K = k O
0 k
Introducing the m atrix finction G (r;r°%) as

2.15)

G ) =2h @ @i

we can w rite for this function the follow Ing equation

'+ i

Hop+ u @+ YA G =1 @« B

(2.16)

where the subscript r of H g, m eans that the operator
actson r. .

Conjugating Eq.{_Z_.l_G) and using the property

G (r;ro) =cGT (Jro;r)CT =G (r;ro) 2417)

we obtain another equation for the m atrix G (r;r° with
the operator H' o0 acting on its second variable

'+ 1

G (r;ro) I-f“Oro +u (ro) + + iJ (ro) =1i (r %)

(2.18)

_Untilnow no approxin ationshave been done and Egs.
©.14,2.18) are exact. Now we can use the assum ption
that the potentialu (r) changes slow Iy on the wavelength

r . Ifthe m ean free path for the scattering on the ran—
dom potential exceeds ¢ the G reen function varies as
a function of r £ at distances of the order of  but,
at the same tin e, is a slow function of ¢+ r%=2. The
Fourder transfom G, ((c+ %) =2) of G (r;r°) respective
tor Phasasharpmaxinum neartheFem isurface. In
order to cancel large tem s we subtract Eq. @.18) from
Eqg. @;1_6) . U sing the assum ption that the potentialu (r)
is an ooth and expanding i in gradientswe obtain in the
low est order

Prr , iur) Gy R) 2.19)
m @p
Lt

+

[iGp R)I+ 1T R );Gp, R)]I= 0;
where R = (r+ r%=2and [;]stands rthe com m utator.
W hen deriving Eq. 2.19), not only the potentialu (r)
but also the function J (r) was assum ed to be sn ooth.
The supem atrix M (r) is sm ooth by the construction.
A s concems &, this isnot always so, as is seen from Eq.
2.82.1(). However, we can slightly smear the coordi-
nates in the de niion of the correlation fiinctions and
obtain after this procedure a sn ooth fiinction &.

T he dependence ofthe G reen function G, R ) on pJjis
m ore sharp than on othervariabls. In orderto avoid this
sharp dependence we Integrate Eq. {2.19) over pJ. Of
course, this procedure m akes a sense for very large sam —
ples when the level discreteness can be neglected. How —
ever, this procedure can also be perform ed In nite sam —
ples provided i is com plem ented by an averaging over
the energy.

T he m ost interesting contribution in the integral over
P joom es from the vicinity of the Fem isurface. A con—
tribution given by m om enta considerably di erent from
pr Isproportionalto the unity m atrix an dropsout from

Eq. £19).
Introducing the function g, (r)
7
l 2
G @M= = Gpm @d, ¥ B 220)

2m

where n is a unite vector pointing a direction on the
Fem isurface, we obtain the nalquasiclassicalequation

Vnr p,r.u@e, g @21)
i+ 1)
T[ ;90 @] Uign1=0
w here
@, = r, n
d
ra= B bl
The function g, (r) is selfconjigate
g W=Cg', @Cc’ =g, (©; @ 22)

which Bllows from Egs. @17%), 220).

Eq. @:2:]:) should be com plem ented by a boundary
condition at the surface of the sam ple. This boundary
condition is derived in Appendix A . C onsidering a closed
sam ple we assum e that the current across the border is
equalto zero. T his leads the boundary condition at the
surface

g n, (®) j.surface @23)

wheren, isthe com ponent ofthe vectorn perpendicular
to the surface.

T he correlation functions considered here can easily be
expressed in tem s of the quasiclassical G reen flinctions
dn (). The functional derivative of the partition fiinc—
tionsZ1,Eq. @21:4:), can be w ritten through the fiinction
Oy () as Pllow s

Sn, (r) j:surface =

dngn; (x)

(224)



In Eqg. {:2;2:4) and everyw here below the symbolen
In plies Integration over the unit d-dim ensional sphere
nom alized to its surface area S4q. W ith this de nition
we have eg.

dn=1 (225)

A s In the theory of superconductivity, the solution for
the Eq.@ 21) satis es the condition g (r) = 1:

Eg. @21) isw ritten for a non-averaged potentialu (r).
It isvalid also in the absence of the long range potential.
If the system is nite, Eq. @21) can stillbe obtained
provided averaging over the spectrum is perform ed.

In principle, one could average over the potentialu (r)
by expanding in this potential and averaging tem s of
the perturbation theory. T his would not be considerably
m ore convenient as com pared to the conventionalpertur-
bation theory. Fortunately, exact solutions ofEg. {2:2:]:)
can be w ritten explicitly in tem s ofa fiinctional integral
over supem atricesQ , (r) w ith the sam e structure asthe
supem atrices g, (r).

In the next chapter we w rite this solution and average
over the long range potentialu (r) :

ITII.SOLUTION OF THE QUASICLASSICAL
EQUATION.THE BALLISTIC M ODEL.

T he quasiclassicalequation .E . {-_2:2:]:), hasbeen w rit—
ten previously by M K, Refl% (the Iong range random
potential u (r) and the source term were not inclided).
H owever, they did not try to solve this equation but no—
ticed In analogy with an equation of m otion for a fer-
rom agnet that Eq. {221) is an extremum of a func-
tional containing a W essZum ino-N ovikov-W itten tem .
A ssum Ing that this had to be a deegp m inimum MK
have w ritten the solution of the quasiclassical equation
In term s of a functional integral w ith this finctional.
Unfortunately, conditions providing such a description
have not been found as yet and the M K theory is usu—
ally spoken of as a variational or phenom enological one.
A Ythough this is generally so_for \equations of m otion"
like the quasiclassical Eq. {21), there is an in portant
exoeption when the functional integralbecom es an exact
solution of the problem . This exception is just the case
considered here when the equation is linear in g, (r) and
the functions g, (r) are supem atrices. Surprisingly, this
rather sim ple fact has not been realized before.

Tt is clear that a solution PrEq. @:2:1:) is not unique
because the equation is hom ogenous. To determ ine the
solution uniquely one should put J = 0, u (r) = 0 and
calculate the corresponding grio) (r) directly without us-
Ing the quasiclassical equation for the G reen function. It
is easy to see that In this case

g? @) = 3G1)

Eqg. C_3-j1') plays the role of a boundary_condition. Let
us show that the exact solution forEq. {221) satisfying
the boundary condition, Eq. @;]:) can be w ritten as

Z
@ =2, 0]
9

gBn @®]=Str drdn[ T, () (g nr

Qn (r) exp > gBn@®] DQ4;

) it +1i)
R L u@r,)T, @+ — J@® Qn@mI;
Qn =Ty @) Th@®; Tn @I, @®=1
In Eq. @:2),the partition function Z, J (r)]is
Z
Z201= exp — sRn.@®] DO, 33)
0z=1 2

and the integration is perform ed over the selfconjigate
supem atricesQ, = Q, (r) satisfying the follow ng rela—
tions

QZ =1 34)
everyw here in the buk and, in addiion,
Qn? (r)jsurface =Q n-» (r)lurface (3'5)

at the surface of the sam ple.
In order to prove the statem ent that the integral,
Eq.C_B-g), is equalto the solution g, (r) ﬁ)rEq.@EZ:Q), we
notice that the integration in Eq. @.3) is perform ed over
all supem atrices Q , (r) with the constraints, Eqs:@ 4,
:_5 :E:) , and therefore cannot change under the follow ing re—
placam ent of the variable of the integration
@n (r) = Unp (r)Qn (r)Un @®,

Qn (@ ! U, @MU, @=1

(3.6)

On the other hand, one can fom ally consider the In-
tegral, Eq.833), with the transfbm ed m atrix &, (r) as
a functional of the transform ation m atrix U, (r). The
fact that the integralZ, J (r)]; Eq.{3.3), does not change
under the transform ation m eans, In particular, that the

rst variation of the considered fiinctionalm ust be zero
for any uniary m atrix U, (r).

In order to nd the st variation, we m ake a amall
rotation, resulting in the replacement U, (xr) ! Uy, () +

Uy ©)U, () and com pute in the linear approxin ation
in the matrix U, (r) the di erence between the func—
tionals wih the changed and initial m atrices U, (v).
For the supem atrix &, (r), this m eans the replacem ent
G ! Gh@+ [V @©);Cn ()] which Dllows from
the relation U, (r) = U (). Then, the r_s_tvar:ia—
tion Z, ofthepartition finction Z, J ) Eq.E3.3) takes
the form : .

Z, [ J]= 7 DQp 0. lexp 7
02=1

n

32)



The variation R,] can easily be calculated from
Eq.82) and we write it as
Z

Rnl= Str drdn U, ()f(w nr

R 'r U @) @), @+ [[-

2 J (©);Qn g

Z

+ v Str  dn (dS)
S

U, ©)Qn (¥) (3.8)

The integration in the last term in Eq. C_S-’;E{) is per-
form ed over the surface of the sam pl. At the surface,
not only Q, (r) but also U, (r) must be Invariant un—
der the replacem ent n, ! n, (seekq. @;3)) It olows
from this property that the surface term in Eq. {3.8) is
equalto zero. T hen, substituting Eq. 3.8) mtoEq. {3.7)
and taking into acocount that Z, J]m ustl be zero forany

U, (r ) weoomemmed:ate]ytoEq (2.2L

Eqg. @.21. is a di erential one and a class of di erent
solutionsm ay exist. T he fact that the integral, Eq. 82,
satis esEq. _@ ;2_1,) does not guarantee that i isequalto
g, ©),Eq. {_2;2_d), and this should be checked separately.
It is the supersym m etric structure of the supemn atrices

» (r) that allow s the Integral, Eq. .2), to satisfy both
the equations.

Putting J = 0 and u_(r) = O one can calculate gn ( )
directly from Eq. {22(¢) and come to Eq. 3.). The
sam e can be done using the functional ntegral n Eq.
82).Asthe functional ; R, (©)], Eq.82), contains at
J= 0,u @) = 0only thematricesQ, (r) and , aver-
agan% w ith such a fiinctional gives according to general
rnule

W, @i = 3.9

C om paring Egs. C_3_9) wih Eq. @ 1) we conclude that
the solution, Eq. {32), is com patbl with Eq. ©20).
A Yhough Eq. C_§;-9.) is trivially fi1l lled for the superm a—
trices, i would not be necessarily correct if the m atrices
Q did not have the supersym m etric structure. In the lat-
ter case one could obtain eg. a non-trivial function of
! In the rh.s. of . This would Invalidate the present
approach for such symm etries. A ctually, Eq. @:ﬂ) tells
us that the average density of states is a constant, which
isthe case forweakly disordered systems. = _

T he partition functions Z1, Egs. {2.2 24,2 1].,2 12
and Z,, Eq. @g) are equalto unity at J = 0. A s their
logarithm ic derivatives coincide forallJ, we com e to the

conclusion that

Z101= 220] (3.10)
Thus, we rep]aoed the integration over electron m odes,
Egs. £2,2.4,211,212), by the integration over low ly—

ing excitations that w ere called di usion m odes in the dif-
fusive 1im it. A pparently, the nam e kinetic m odes would

be a m ore proper one for the lin it under consideration.
W e checked Eq.{3.1() additionally by a direct expansion
of the both sx;les in J up to tems J2. Eq. @1() was
written in Ref% atu (r) = 0 and & = 0 but its accuracy
rem ained unclear.

The form of the partition function Z, J], Egs. @2,
.3.’4‘) allow s us to average i Imm ediately over both the
Iong range potential u (r) and the supem atrix M (r).
A ssum Ing that uctuations ofthe random potentialu (r)
are gaussian w ith the correlation

moui=w ¢ BH, (311)
where W (r) is a function decaying at distances b m uch
exceeding the wavelength r, b F , We average the
partition ﬁmqt:_'o_n Zg__(J_) overu (r) and M (r) with the
help ofEgs. {2.13), {3.11) and nd Prthe nalaveraged
partition fiinction Z @)

z
Z @)= exp ( F Rn )DQy (v) (312)
02 (=1
T he \free energy" functionalF takes the form
F Rn (0]= Fyum+ Fimp+ F s (313)
z
Frin Rn @®]= TStr drdn Rve Ty (£)nr Ty (r)
Cr+ i
+2i( &)Qn ()]
1 22 .
Finp Rnl= - — drdndr’dn’r ir Jw £
8 pr
StrlTn @) T LiTh @IStr[ Tao @)r JoTho )]
Z 2
(s) _
Finp D 0= g—Str n () dn
andQ, (@) =T, (¥) T, (¥).

Aswe see from Egs. {3.12-3.13), the free energy func-
tionalF [, (r)] consists of three parts.

The rstpartFyin R, (r)]describesthe kineticm odes
In the absence ofany in purities. C orrelation fiinctions of
Interest can be obtained di erentiating Z @) in & asw rit—
ten ;n Egs. €.7,210). The rsttem in Fyyn Rn @]
can be written also In the form of the W essZum ino-—
NovikovW iten integral with an additional variable of
integrationti. The second part F R, (r)] is responsble
for scattering on the long range potential, whereas the
third tem is due to scattering on the short range in pu-—
ritles.

Egs. 8.128.13) are valid even in the absence of any
In purities as long as one m ay use the quasiclassical ap—
proxim ation. This description fails near boundaries of



the sam ple because \tuming points" where the quasi-
classical description fails are inevitable In those regions.
A pparently, thiscan lead to an additionalterm in the free
energy functionalanalogousto the reqularizer Introduced
n Befy-' . Tn all other parts of the sampl, Egs. (312-
3.13) are valid at all distances exceeding the w avelength

F e
Tt is in portant e em phasize that the problem of the
\m ode locking"2{4 does not exist in the present ap—
proach. As n? = 1, there are no uctuations transverse
to the constant energy shell and no additional averaging
is necessary. M oreover, there are no uctuations of the
eigenvalues of the supem atrix Q, (r) because by con—
struction Q2 = 1. The lin it ofthe vanishing short range
potential 5 ! 1 can be taken if som e long range po—
tential is present. T he purely ballistic case w ithout any
random ness is m ore sophisticated because one needs a
regularizer. H owever, this is a m ore delicate e ect than
the problem of the m ode locking.

Thetemm Fiup Ry (0] EQ. {3:1:3), does not have a
form of a collision integral of the Boltzm ann equation.
It di ers from what one obtains using the,saddlepoint
approxin ation and expanding i gradient£413. If one
expands the functionalF R, (r)] ih sn all deviations Q
from using eg. a param etrization lke

1=2
T=3i + 1 P? , P + P=0

(3.14)
the rst non-vanishing contribution is ofthe order ofP 4,
which means that F i, , R, (r)] does not contribute to
the bare propagator at all. .-

At the sam e tim e, it was dem onstrated?d that the bal
listic -modelwith a tetm in the form of the collision
Integral could be obtained at large distances exceeding
a single particle m ean free path 1. In the next chapter
we w il clarify this question by dem onstrating that the
standard form of the collision integral can really be ob—
tained at large distances as a result of a coursegraining
procedure.

Iv.REDUCED BALLISTIC M ODEL

T he free energy functionalF R, (r)], Egs. §_3_.1_2-0§ ;1_3)
ism ost generaland applicable at all distances exceeding
the wavelength r . W e neglect now thepart Fgs R, (r)]
origihating from the short range im purities and concen—
trate on studying properties of the long range scattering.

Atvery largedistancesexceeding them ean freepath 1,
(we evaluate this length later, sseEq. 3()) the -model
must acquire the standard di usive m €. However, if
the long range potentialu (r) isweak such that L, b,
one m ore Intemm ediate scale is in portant for describing
the behaviorofthe system , nam ely, the one related to the
Lapunov exponent = [ ! . The corresoondingtime 1,
is a tin e required for two particles m oving initially par-
allelto each other to increase the distance betw een them
by a factoroforderunity (T hisde nition gives, of course,

the order of m agniude of ; only). The in portance of
this tine was rst pointed out in Refl’, where a weak
Jocalization correction was calculated for scattering on a
long range potential. T his tim e is also releyant for corre—
lations ofw ave fiinctions discussed recenty24 ©ram odel
of weak scatterers where it was dem onstrated that only
at distances R exceeding the & = w 1 the notion of
separate di usonsm akes a sense.

The length } was estin ated for the m odel of long
range weak scatterers corresponding to the case consid—
ered here as

E oL bl 1)
which showsthat I, isbetween band 1,,b L Ly

At distances R amaller than k , two particles that
started theirm otion along parallel tra fctories stillm ove
parallel to each other and, ©llow ing Ref.'H, we call the
region inside } Lapunov region.

In this chapter, we want to show that the ballistic
non-linear —nedel, Egs. (3.1%,'3.13), acquires a m ore
fam iliar Hm%42Y provided an integration over Q. (r)
w ithin the Lapunov region is perform ed. This integra—
tion is som e kind of the coursegraining procedure used
very offen in statistical physics. As a result of such an
Integration, we obtain another eld theory that can be
called a reduced ballistic -m odel

P roceeding in the standard way we separate uctua—
tions of the m atrix Q, (r) into fast and slow parts. By
fast variations ofthe supem atrix Q , (r) wemean uctu-
ations changing fast w ithin the Lapunov region and the
rest isclassi ed as slow ones. T hisprocedure is very sin —
ilar to the renom alization group RG ) schem e applied in
2D in the di usive region (see, eg¥). Carrying out the
coursegraining procedure when deriving the RG equa-—
tions is sin pli ed by the fact that all arising integrals
are logarithm ic and one needs to know only the order of
m agnitude of the cuto s at each step of the shell inte-
gration. In the coursegraining procedure used here, re—
sulting integrals are not logarithm ic. At rst glance, this
would m ake the entire procedure rather tricky because a
renom alized free energy fiinctionalwould depend on the
length I estin ated by the order of m agniude only.

Fortunately, there exists a m ethod of integration over
the fast m odes resulting in a renom alized free energy
functionalF [, 1Eq.{4 23) that doesnot contain I, asa
param eter. This length willbe implied forF 0, ] as an
ulraviolet cuto only.

T he separation nto slow and fast uctuating parts is
perform ed as follow s

Th (£) = Ty (©)Vy (¥) “42)
where both T} (r) are V, (r) are unitary supem atrices.
The supem atrix T, (r) is supposed to descrbe slow
m odes, w hereasV, (r) is responsble for fast ones. Substi-
tution ofEq.¢ 4) into Eq.(3.13) results .n a new action



In which the two elds Interact In com plicated way. W e
w rite this action as ollow s

Fyin T]= Fyn V 1+ Fy 05V ] @3)
Fimp 1= Finp V1+ FQ [TV]
w here
7
Frin V1= TStr drdn vy V, (£)nr Vj, (v)
+@ 28 2.)09 @ 44)
Z

FU [TV 1= 73& drdn Rvy Q VT, (©)nr T, (v)

+1iTy @ (P + 1 28 ) T, (@

C+i) +22092 @1 @ 5)
57

Finp V1= drdndr’dn’r ir Jw @ 9

ol

Pr

Str[ V, @r 1V, @8tr] Vao @Or 2oV 91 4.6)

2 72

FoL,Iiv]= drdr’andn’r irJw @ B

B © I @stwel @ Jo«®)

+25tr( Vo @rivaseel o oM @

InEgs. @441,

Va (@), L@ =Ty @r.iT, (©):

Q r(10) =V, () n
4.8)
T he separation into the fast and slow parts, Eq. Cfl-g),
is not sim ple for the problem involved. This is because,
fora given n, a characteristicdependence 0ofQ ,, (r) on the
coordinate r is extrem ely anisotropic and one cannot In—
troduce an isotropicm om entum shell for integration over
the fast m odes. Besides, we should not violate the rota—
tional Invariance when Integrating over the fast m odes.
T his goal is achieved by w riting the term w ith the La-
punov exponent [ mFyiy V1, Eq. Cji}{) . This is sim ilar
to an nvariant integration over a m om entum shell for a
di usive -m odel.
Introducing a notation
Z

h:: 4y (::3) exp ( FkinN])DQr(lO)

we w rite the reduced free energy F as

F = Thexp( E, [[;V]

Finp V1 Fg [TV Do 4.9)

(due to the supersym m etry hlip = 1).

W e calculate the average in Eq.@-;Q) by expansion of
the exponential and com puting averages of all termm s ob—
tained in thisway. In the st order, using the relation

100 ()i = (4 .10)
we obtain
L T3V Ho = Fran Dn @] 411)
with Fyi, 0 @] from Eq. @13),
W i p V1o = 0; 4a2)

which is due to the supersymm etry, aswellas the second
term n F§ 05V ], EqQ.i4.7),

22

1 o
W L[5Vl = 5 drdr’dndn’r ir Jw @« o)

Pr

(0)

stre® © ! ostey @ Jo i, @13

If we replaced the average of the product of Q r(lo) n
Eqg. (4.13) by the product of the averageswe would sin —
ply come back using Eq. (410) to Fi o 0, @] 1 Eq.
@:1:3) . However, now the supem atrices Q', (r) vary at
m uch longerdistances than the radiisb ofthe correlation
finction W ( P).Asthe integrand 1n Eq. @:1:3) con—
tains derivatives r , of W (r ), the htegral is sm all
and can be neglected.

Them ain contrbution com es from the irreducible part
of the correlation fiinction which we denote as

0% 9

th o @ i 4214)
(@t the m om ent we do not distinguish between the ad-
vanced/retarded blocks and the others and w rite all In—
dices standing form atrix elem ents as superscripts). W e
calculate this average in Chapter V. In a generalcase In—
cluding the in purity potential (see Eg. :_5-;9|). Now we
neglect the I purity potentialand m ake the replacem ent
! 1 when determ ining the function Gpno( ) from
Eq.68). Then, we substitute Eq.{5.9) into Eq.@.13)
and transform the resul of the substitution by introduc—
ing new integration variablesR = %ro, =r £ Then,
w e note that the integrand contains the function G0 ( )
that changes on the distance } (the lim it ! 1 is
inplied), while the supem atrix _ ; (r) changes slower.
Thisallowsusto rewrite Eq. {4.13) as Hllow s
Z
——Str drdndn®
202

F

d

T

FE o T3V Jio =

o7 d W () Ganol) (415)



The notation (:::)° meanshere the part ofthe supem a-
trices anticommuting with . Eq. (4.15) can be reduced
to amore sinple form . In the Fourder transform ed rep-
resentation, the integral Iy,0 over in Eq. Z_4_.l_$) takes
the fom

Z

IPW @)Gano () 416)

Thno = 2 )
Solving Eq.C_S-;é) we nd for the Green function in the
Im it ! L

nn®

ive ng +

Gnno (

q) 4.17)

L

The function W (q) decays at mom enta much sm aller
than pr and only such m om enta give the m ain contri-
bution in Eq. @21:6) . Therefore, we can approxin ately
w rite the fiinction Gyno ( q) in the Integral, Eq.X4.16), as
e ar
2m

dq
@ ¥

Thno = inno qiqu @) Ttig

(4.18)

wherep = prn.
U sing the fact that

; 2 - 2 1 :
L@ o o= Zr;mr)rgmr)

we reduce Eg. @:1:5) to the fom

D E . Z
FO. V] = —Str dndrri0 (riQ () @49
o 8p;
Z 1
da ;- ¥ .
—qdqlqu (q) u ']'5, + i L
@) 2m

Changing the variabls of the Integration In the integral
Eq.419) top’= p g and integrating separately over

=®*=2m % and n®= p’sp’weocbtain nally
D E ( Z Z
Foplivl =—7— dr dnon’a )i o)
0
WonoStrlr 1O ()T JOW @] (420)
whereW o= W (r @ 1n°). This result corresponds

to the collision integralin the B oltzm ann kinetic equation
In the lim it of sn all angles of the scattering.
P roceeding further we can calculate, in principle, not
only I ) IT;V lip but also its higher cum m ulants like
DD EE
Finp iV F g [I5V]

T o estim ate these cum m ulants we should consider an av—
erage of the type
0) ©) , 0
1'hrnrnan (r)Qno (")

o, TnoQ0) @)0) @)id @21)

)

10

wherex ¥j % £Jj. band we do not write explic—
ik indices.

T he correlation fiinction for the product of urQ @,
Eqg. @;2:],'), resem bles a correlation function calculated
in Ref'? where it was dem onstrated that, being a com —
plicated function of am all distances, the reducble cor-
relation function decoupled into 2 di usons as soon as
the distance between the points r;r’ and r; ;19 exceeded
the Lapunov length } . Thism eans that the irreducble
correlation function of the type as n Eq. @:2:]:) decays
at distances of the order of the length L . As the sec-
ond cum m ulant contains a product of our slow fiinctions

2 (), Eqg. Cfl-;é), we conclude that the cum mulant ex—
pansion ise ectively a seriesin 1 r .. T herefore, beyond
the Lapunov region wem ay keep the average F J?n o IiV]

only. Usihg Eqgs. {4.94.13,42d) we write the reduced

ballistic -m odel applicable beyond the Lapunov region
n the om

Z 7
FRn @)= Str dr Qv T, @r Ty (@
+i(! %— i 248 ) Qn (@)dn
Woe o ™)'@ 1)’

+ —
2

ri0, @rlQ, (r)dndn® @22)

The reduced ballistic -model, Eq. (422), hasthe sam e
form as the cqmesponding -m odel derived for a long
range potentjaﬁq provided the lim it of an all angle scat—
tering is congidered. The non-linear -m odel was ob-
tained in Ref!? under the assum ption that alldistances
exceeded the singlke particlem ean free path lusing, asthe

rst step, the saddle point approxim ation. H ow ever, the
saddle point approxin ation is not good for a long range
potentialand, hence, the length 1cannot be a good quan—
tity. Now we see that one should use the length % . The
reduced -m odel is applicable at distances layger than
L and this agrees w ith the suggestion of Refld. It is
rem arkable, that the reduced -m odel does not contain
explicitly the length I, asa param eter. It can enterasan
ultraviolet cuto only. T herefore, i is su cient to know
L by order ofm agnitude.

O ne can further sin plify the reduced ballistic -m odel,
Eqg. {fl;Z_Z), at distances exceeding the transpoxt.m.san
free path Ly L . This route is well developedidtatd,
Separating again fast m odes (strongly varying at dis-
tances am aller than 1,.) from slow onesw ith the zero an—
gular ham onics ( uctuating at distances exceeding L)
we w rite the supem atrix T, (r) ih Eq. 8 27) as

Tn ©)=U @ T, @ (4.23)

Then, the free energy functionalF R, ()], Eqg. @
takes the fom

22),



FU;TO1=For Owru;T 9y (4 24)
z
Foll ©1= st Pw T, (mnr.T,” @
+i(l+ 1) Q9 wir (4 25)
h i Z
FPu;T? = 45T drpvr 02 @n () ©@26)
+i(l+1)U @ U @ 09 )+
Z . .
- Wane D)o riof orlof wdndn
whereQr(,O) (r) = Tn(o) (r) (O) r), @®=U@rU (r.

T he next step isto J'ntegrate overthe fastm odes, which
Jeads to the free energy functionalFgir 0 ]
h
8]

i

Fair D1=texp  FOU;TO 4 @27

w here
Z h
(:22) exp Fo T ©

i

< > = DQ(O)

Integration over Q r(]o>
the param etrization

(r) can be perform ed using, eg.

+ P, !

' () = @©) @ B ) (428)
withP,= ©P,,P, + P ,=0.
Then, one can expand P, (r) (@s a function ofn) In

angular ham onics and expand in P, In Egs. {9.2-3)

the rsttem in Eq. (426), it is su cient to keep only
the Inear term in P, , while in the third temm we should
expand up to quadratic term s. D ue to the presence ofthe
Iinear tem integration over the rst ham onics ism ost
In portant. P erform ing this gaussian integration we com e

to the di usive -m odel

Z
Fdij]=?Str D Q) +21'+1)Q]dr
429)
whereQ () = U () U (r) and D = v =d, d is the

din ensionality.
The transport tine . can be written through the
function W ,,0 as
Z
=2 Woano @ nn)dn® (4 30)
w hereas the transport mean freepath L, sk, = W tr.
If in addition the short range potential is present, the
e ective mean free tine .f¢ can be wrtten as
1 1

eff

tr + s

o
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W riting the reduced -model, Eq. {422), in a lin ited
volum e one can com e rather easily to the W ignerb yson
leveHevel correlation fiinctions?. This can be done sep—
arating uctuations of T,, w ith the zero space and angle
ham onics from other degrees of freedom . W e w rite this
separation in a form sim flar to Egs. 4,4 23)

Ut () (431)

where U depends neither on the vectorn noron the coor-
dinater,while T (r) containsonly non—zero ham onics in
the both ooordjnates Integration over T, 9 (r) can be per-

form ed using a param etrization analogous toEq. 4. .28

E xcitations corresponding to the m atrix Tn (r) have a
gap and their contribution can be neglected in the colli-
sion region in the m ain approxim ation in the param eter
'min (t; ). Then, we com e to the zero-din ensional
version Fo 0 ] ofthe -model

FoR1= Str(Q)

i(t+1)
—_— (4 32)
4

1

where (V) (V is the volume) is the mean
level spaging. This leads directly to the W ignerD yson
T he above discussion describbes com pletely the m ethod
of derivation of the -model based on quasiclassical
G reen fiinctions in all regions. H ow ever, explicit calcula—
tions w ith the ballistic -m odel are not sin pl and cal-
culational schem es are not necessarily the sam e as those
used In the di usive Iim it. T he m ost unusual is the La—
punov region. In the next chapters we consider calcula—
tional schem es that can be usefiil for clean system s.

V.CORRELATION FUNCTIONS FOR A LONG
RANGE DISORDER

The ballistic -model derived in the previous chap-
ters has a orm of a functional integral over the super-
matrix Q, (r) with the constraint Q2 (r) = 1. Using
param etrizations of the type ofEgs. 6_3-;1-4, @:2:8) and ex—
panding in P, is a potentially dangerous procedure be—
cause the rotational invariance m ay be lost. From study
of disordered m etald we know that such a perturbation
theory works well In the di usive region but fails in the
regin e of strong localization. Interestingly enough, the
perturbation theory in tem s of the ballistic excitations
does not work also in the Lapunov region. Using the
expansion In P, one com es to propagators

! 1)

(rng+ ! )
and integrals overboth n and vectors q.

These integrals are not generally convergent and the
result depends strongly on a regularization. In Refié
the regularization was carried out by writing an addi-
tional term In the -model that would arise if a anall
am ount of short range impurities was added. It was



suggested that, at the end of calculations, the reqular-
izer could be put to zero. In contrast, the authors of
Reft? assum ed that a regularizer had to J:emam nite
and dem onstrated in a subsequent pub]jcann. i that its
presence in the -m odel leadsto an anom alous contribu—
tion. P roblem sw ith diagram m atic expansions n thebal-
listic excitations were also discussed in Ref?%. The fact
that one can hardly speak about separate di usons king=
tons) in the Lapunov region has been noticed in RefL]
and em phasized in Refl8.

At the sam e tim g, the integration overQ , in the ballis-
tic -model, Eq. {3.12,3.13) iswellde ned and the prob-
lem s arise only affer using a param etrization lke those
n Egs. @ 14 -4.2§) and a subsequent expansion in P, .
T herefore, we should understand w hat one can do if one
m ay not use such a param etrization. It tums out that
them ost properw ay of com putations of correlation fiinc-
tions is deriving equations for them . T his is analogous to
what one does in m odels orturbulence?d . U nortunately,
thism ethod is not as generalas the perturbation theory
but for som e correlation fiinctions closed equations can
be derived w ithout di culties.

A san exam ple, we consider the function Y 00 (r, i),
Eqg. @ S) (w tthout averaging over the long range poten-—
tial). Using Egs. @.10, 3.10) we reduce this correlation
finction to the om

Z

Y@ ;r;!t)= 2( § dnidn,

48
nz

08 )02 () exp 0Rn @] DQy

0z=1

52)

with the finctional (R, ()] from Eq. @2) in which
w e neglect the short range in purities and put J = 0.

In orderto nd the average 10 3% (r1)Q 1% )iy (here
and below the symbolh:::dy is used for averaging w ith
the functional (0, (r)]) we Introduce the function
On (r;8n) (superscripts are om itted):

9n (I';én) Qn (r) exp an Dn

(5.3)

a, Bn] DQn

a, Bnl= o0Bn] iStr drdna, ®)Qn ) (54)

Below, the source &, is assumed to be a matrj>5_antj_—
commuting with . Besides, in contrast to Eq.(32), i
Includesnow the dependence on the direction n and isno

1 DQny
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longer selfconjugate: &, (r) € &, (r). Then, the st or-

der grﬁl) (r;&n ) ofthe expansion of the function g, (r;a,)

In the source gives the irreduceable correlation fiinction
Z

dr’dn®HQ , ()
@) 1ig

% (Ean) = i

Str Qno () &y0 5.5)

At the sam e tin e, the fiinction g, (r;4, z,_E_q.{!j}i), isa
solution for the equation (c.f. wih Eq. €21))

Vg DT glr U @@y gy (78n) +
) g A
79n L7dn)l=
> g

8n () + & (¥) jgh (ridn) (5.6)
Eq.@-;é) can be solved by iterations expanding in &, (r).
A sthe zero order in &, (r) wem ay take grfo) (r) =_ using
again the supersymm etry of the jntegralEq.@;’j) w hen
the source is disregarded. Then, we obtain In the rst
order

Z

g (r;an) dr’dn® Gpno @;r?)

+ [

Gano (L) ) & )+ &, ©;  67)
T he kemel G, o ;% in this expression isa G reen func-

tion for the equation:

Vr T ¢ B 'r U (@)@, Gppo (r;rO) +
+i(l+ 1) Guro@r) = po B 6.8)
>F rom Eqsé:E%{;%' ) we nd easily
h
0 s 1 0
hh Q, (x) Qpo() 1 = 7 Gupo (i) +
+ Gy @ir?) Gino (5 1°)
G,y K +cx. 6.9)
where cx: stands for \charge con jigated" tem s. T hen,

taking in E q.€_5§) di erent values ofthe superscripts one
can nd corresponding integrals. For exam ple, putting

= =4, = = 8 resultsin the relation
2
HR% )0, )i = —D (1;2) 610)
and we obtain nally
Z
Y (1) =4 dnidn,D (1;2) 61D

AT

function ofthe L:LOUVJIIE operatorL = eper erep and

satis es the equation
Veniry RTau(m)@, i(+1)D @1;2)= 1p
5.12)



W e used here the notations J
R efﬂ .

The quantity Y °° (r; ;1,5 ! ), Eq.{5:1j,'), is an extension
of the non-averaged density-density correlation fiinction
to arbitrary scales. W e em phasize that the result isexact
w ithin the quasiclassical approxin ation.

A sim ilar com putation can be carried out for a higher
order correlation fiinction Y0 (ry ;115! )

y715), J ( B;r3) of

00
Y2

=gk

(5.13)
(5.14)

(r1;r25r37147 )

(C1;12)GY | (i) GR (r3;T4)Gw | (y;13)

This function can be w ritten as an integral over the su—

pervectors (r) as
YZOOZ (t1;1;13;04; ) 5.15)
=16 ‘@) ‘@) o) P
() () ®) Pa)e VD (5.16)

Usmgtheresﬂi'sofchap IIT we rew rite the integral
6.15),mtemsofan IntegraloverQ , (r)

over (r),
as
v Z
O (i) = @ F dniM (1;4;2;3) (517)
i=1
M (1;4;2;3) =
2
- M2 ()05 ()05 @3)02° ()i (5.18)
In_order to calculate the correlation function M , Eqg.

(5.18), one should expand Egs.{53), {5.4) up to the thJ:cd
order in the source and then com pare them wih each
other. W riting the integralEq.(53) or = 8, = 4and
assum ing that only the elm ents &2° (r), &42° (r), &% (v)
of the source are not equal to zero we expand i In the
elem ent 428 (r). Keeping only the st order in the ex—
pansion and putting 42° () = 1 4,n, (@__ z) wedbtain
the ollow Ing integral generalizing Eq.(5.10)
Z

Dnin, (01;12;80) = 08 )02 ()

2 Q2=1

n

7 a0 B

e p Qn (5.19)

The new source &) in Eq. (5.19) di ers from the previ
ous one &, by the substitution 4;% (r;) = 0. Atthe same
tin e, m aking the sam e for the so]ut:on of Eqg. @ 6) we
obtain

fen,r, Rirnu@)en,
+1(' + i )Dnyn, @ir2;47)
1
=3 28 (:8)) ¢ (iad)1Za B (520)

In order to come now to the integral, Eq.{521}3), one
should ndthetem oftheexpansionD p,n, (r1;12;4%) in
the source &° bilinear in the elem ents &2° (r), 8% (r). As
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concems the elem ents g% (12 ;47 ), 95° (r2;4)), they sat-
isfy Eq. (.6) i plying the replacem ent &, (r) by &% ().
D ue to the structure ofthe source each ofthe equations is
closed and contains no tem s w ith the source. T heir so—
lutions are therefore 1, respectively. E xpanding further
Z, BY 1in the elem ents 42° (r), 45 (r) and substituting the
result in Eq. {_5.2(1) we obtain

Fenor, R'r,u@)@n,

i+ 1 )M @;42:3)= 12D (3i4) (621)
T he operator in the lhs. oqu.(E_S-;Z-_]:) acts on the vari-
ables of a one of the \di usons". In order to get also an
equation w ith respect to the variables of the other di u-
son we consider the integral, Eq.@_S;S), w ith the source
having now on]y the elements &% (r), &%% (r), &% ().
Putting there = 6, = 2 and repeating successively
all the steps that lead us to Egs. @.2(1 @.21.) we come
to an equation lke Eq. (:-3;2_]1 in which n,, r, In the left
side are replaced by nj, r3 and the variables 1, 2 in the
right side by 3, 4 respectively. A dding this equation w ith
Eq.(‘-@zz:l:) we nd

Frnu@)@y, + rus)e,,]
12D (3;4)+ 34D (1;2) (522)

(r hory, +nsr] R
2i( + 1 )M (1;42;3) =

Eg. ('§-;2-_2) agrees w ith the corresponding equation of
Reff]. Thisequation isw ritten before averaging over the
lIong range potential and is again exact w thin the qua—
siclassical approxin ation. However, the averaging over
the long range potential is,not trivial. Analyzing this
equation A keiner and Larkin?? dem onstrated that the av—
eraged function M (1;4;2;3) decouples into 2 di usons
(one can connect the G reen finctions GR? in 2 di er
ent ways form Ing 2 di usons) at lengths exceeding the
Lapunov length I . W e call here this region collisional.
A sin ilar analysis starting from a di erent form ulation
was carried our in Refti where the authors cam e to the
sam e conclusion. This corresponds to the possibility of
expanding In snall uctuations of the supem atrix Q ,
using a param etrization like the one given by Egs. @ .14)
or {fl .28

In the Lapunov region, such an expansion is in possible
and the only way to analyze correlation functions is to
w rite equations for them fora xed potential and then
average the solution over the potential. Unfortunately,
we do not know how to derive exact equations for av—
eraged correlation functions. The form of the ballistic

model, Eq. {3.12,'3.13), does not allow us to derive
such equations because of the com plicated form of the
tem F iy p-

A pparently, using theballistic -m odelfor calculations
In the Lapunov region does not bring considerable advan—
tages. At the sam e tin e, we see that the -m odelis ap-
plicable also in this region, although one cannot use the
perturbation theory. T herefore, the conclusion ofR ef.:Ef%
that a com pletely di erent theory should be constructed
for the Lapunov region is too pessim istic.



VI.PERIODIC ORBITS

In thischapter, we considera clean nite system (quan-—
tum billiard). In principle, there can be holes (antidots)
In the system but this can be discussed in term sofam ore
com plicated surface.

A standard tool for com putation of the one particle
density of states 5 the G utzw iller trace om ulf (ora
review , see, ega @'L) T his form ula allow s one to express
the non-averaged density of states in term sofa sum over
periodic orbits. This sum is actually divergent but there
arem ethods to obtain reasonable results from it. A s long
as energies involved are of the order of the inverse period
of short orbits one can extract a detailed inform ation and
com pute also kevel-devel correlation functions. Very often
a statistical inform ation is of the m ain interest and one
calculates quantities averaged over spectrum .

T he situation becom es considerably m ore di cult if
one studies behavior at am all energies of the order of the
mean level spacing . Even calculation ofthe rst non—
vanishing non-oscillatjng tem s for the W ignerD yson
statistics is not sin pi2i and di culties grow when cal
culating next order£24. O n the other hand, the W igner—
D yson statistics can easily be obtained from the zero—
din ensional -m odeland the only question iswhen this
0D -m odeldescription is valid.

In Chap. IV we cam e to the conclusion that the 0D
m odelcan be used forthem odelofweak long range scat—
terers if the frequency ! issmallerthanmin | s t_r_ .
For the level-devel correlation function R (1), Eq. @.7),
the param eter ! is the energy di erence between two
levelsbut what are the param eters . and 1 or, respec—
tively, by = V¢ wand i = v ?

For a clean quantum billiard the transport m ean free
path should be of order of the system size L. At the
sam e tim e, an im portant rolk should be played by the
Ehrenfest tine

e = ‘h@=r) (61)
where is the Lapunov exponent for scattering on the
boundaries. T he corresponding length I vy tg ismuch
larger or of the order of the system size L. This tine
detemm ines the crossover from the classicalto the quan—
tum regin 324, T he question about the E hrenfest tin e
is becom ing popular in m esoscopic physict{84. m the
present work, we are not able to obtain this tin e w thin
the approxin ations used. A veraging over the spectrum
is equivalent to averaging over in nite range im purities
and we see from Egs. (3.17,'3.13) that only the tem
Frin On (¥)] ispresent in this case.

At rstglance,  wasnot necessary to average over the
energy w hen deriving the quasiclassicalequationsand the
ballistic -m odelin Chap. II. H owever, this degpends on
what 1im it is taken rst: the In nite size of the system s
at nite disorder orvanishing disorder In a nite system .
In the fom er case, an additional averaging over the en—
ergy is really not necessary. H owever, energy levels of a
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nite system are quantized and we cannot directly fol-
low the argum ents of Chap. II for the latter case. For
exam pl, the function g, (r) introduced in Eq. 2() is
not a am ooth function because one should sum over in—
stead of integrating over it. H owever, the averaging over
the energy in proves the situation and m akespossble us—
Ing the quasiclassicalequations. Sincewe shou]d average
the partition function w ith the sources, Eqg. 2 .1].), and,
hence, the G reen functions, one can sinply add aver—
aging over the energy to the summ ation over in the
de niion ofg, ),Eq. @:2:(1) . Then, the function g, (r)
is a smooth function of r and we can repeat all the
subsequent argum ents lading to the -model. So, al-
though there is no disorder in the free energy functional
Fxin ©n ()], the energy averaging is in plied for the clean
quantum billiards.

A s we have m entioned, our quasiclassical approach
should be valid everyw here except in the vicinity of the
boundaries, w here the approxin ation fails near the tum-—
Ing points. Therefore, a m ore accurate com putation
m ight produce an additionalterm in theballistic -m odel
neartheboundary. A leinerand Larkin?? introduced sach
a tem m odelling the quantum di raction by ctitious
short range in purities.

W ethink that an additionalterm in the -m odeldueto
the quantum di raction is really necessary but leave is
derivation for a future work. Instead, we w ill try now to
derive the function R (! ) neglecting this tem . In other
words, we consider energies ! exceeding t; ! whatever it
is. .-
In Ref'1 an additional term was added as a reqular-
izer, which had to be put to zero at the end of the cal-
cu]atjon.s H owever, proceeding in this way the authors
of Ref!? i got a result that did not agree with the one
obta:ned from the G utzw iller trace Hmull?. The dis-
crepancy has been called \repet:mon problem " and was
discussed in a num ber of work<424.

W ewant to show now that the result obtained w ith the
ballistic -m odel containing only the tem Fyi, R, (©) 1,
Eqg. {3:1:3), agrees w th what one can expect from the
trace ﬁm:m ulae. In contrast, the perturbative approach
of Refl? is not accurate in this lim it. o

W e start our discussion w ith Egs. {_3.12, :3.13), w here
only the tem Fyin D n (r)] is left. T he leveldevel correla—
tion finction R (!) . £.1), can be w ritten as

R (1) ReI (!); 62)

Z

hQit @ 1

©% ) + 1)ixin drdr’dndn’® 623)

where we use Egs. {é -7.)' { ;é:) and introduce a notation

< mi>yp= (:22) exp Fk‘f; Rn ®©)] DOy

T he free energy ﬁmctJonalF
Eq.B.13) by putting 4= 0.

Kin ) is obtained from Frins



D ue to the absence of any regularizer a perturbation
expansion in ballistic excitations (di usion m odes) can—
not be good because one obtains diverging integralsw ith
propagators like the one in Eq. @;],') In the Integrand.
T herefore, this m ethod should not be applied and we
should try som ething di erent. At the sam e tin e, the
speci ¢ form ofthe functionalF k((l)r)l Q. ()] that doesnot
contain second space derivatives allow sus to sin plify the
functional ntegral by reducing i to fiinctional ntegrals
on periodic orbits.

In order to proceed In this way we discretize the phase
space w riting the functional integralasa de nite integral
over Q at all sites ofa lattice In the phase space. In this
way we write the function I (! ), Eq. C_G:;S.’), as
[ 1€ X

2V 2 1

()= hQpt ()

TiprymMimy

05° @)+ 1 dn 64)

The free energy ﬁmctjonale(ir)l on this lattice takes
the fom

X
FO0Da @]=  Fo D] 65)
£ X 2 _
FoD1= [4 sol” 225wt &
friirig
X
+ i+ i) Qn @)]

i

In Egs.(6.4, 163), £ is the elm entary kngth in the
coordinate space along a tra gctory and [ ] is the ele—
m entary phase volum e in the phase space perpendicular
to i (ie. to the unit vectorn). The summ ation in the

rst term In F, R ] is perform ed over nearest neighbors
on the tra fctory and in a certain order. T he elem entary
volume [ ]1in Egs. (64,,6.5)can be w ritten as

(6.6)

where Sy is the surface of the unit sphere In the d-
din ensional space. In Eq. @;6): rl and n! arethe
elem entary length and m om entum in a direction perpen—
dicular to the path.

In principle, the length £ and the space volume [ ]
m ay be arbitrary. At the sam e tin e, we should rem em —
ber that we have used the quasiclassical approxin ation
and the length £ m ay not be an aller than the wavelength

r - However, only for speci ¢ choice of [ ], the func-

tionalF, R ], Eq. {6.4), ram ains singke valued. Aswe
w il see, this choice corresponds to the B ohrSom m erfeld
quantization rules.

In order to reduce the multiple integralover allQ on
the lattice sites in the phase space to a simnpler form we
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use the ©llow ing equalities that can be praven using the
m ethods of ntegration over supem atrices
Z

exp (

RRIDO =1

6.7)

44

Qp ) lexp( FLODDQ 6.8)

0¥ )+ 1 exp( FRNDQ =0

forany rand n.

Let us understand rst how to sim plify the function
I(),Eq. C_G-;*:‘I), foran in nie sample. Using Egs. (5:7:,
6.8) we conclude inm ediately that only the temm s with
n; = nj contrbute i the sum : Eq. {64). A s concems
the free energy finctional, one can integrate over allQ ,
wihnj; 6 n;ushgEq. {6.}), which leavesonly one tem
Fn, B 1in the exponential. O nly the tem w ith n; parallel
to the Ine connecting the points r and r° gives a non—zero
contrbution and, m oreover, Integration over Q on sites
outside the line gives 1 because the free energy fiinctional

F k(?.r)z Rn ], Eqg. (_5;3), does not contain couplings ofQ

on these siteswith Q on sites on the line between r and
0

r.

Thus, we com e to an IntegraloverallQ on sites along

the line connecting the points r and r°

IM) =5 ()+I (); 6.9)
Z
[ 122X
I ()= "5 | 0" @) 1 0¥+
exp( ER] F R)DQ;
X _
Fp = — 2 sur 2% T @T )
frl;rgg
X
+ i+ i) Q0 @]

i

The signs + and correspond to di erent directions of
the trajctory; the summ ation over the pairs fri;rlg
In the free energiesF O ] should be fi1l lled in the or-
der conform ing w ith its direction. O ne can see that the
free energies and, hence, both the terms I, ('), I (!)
are equal to each other. This relation ollow s form ally
from the de nition of the conjigation and the equality
Q, () = Q, (r). I is mportant that the tin ereversal
symm etry is not violated.

W e see from Egs. C_6-;9|) that the finctional integral,
Eqg. {_6_.3), over Q, (r) on all sites in the phase space of
an in nie sam ple hasbeen reduced to a functional inte—
gralalong a line and averaging over all directions of this
line. Thisisdueto a speci c form ofthe free energy func-
tional containing only rst space derivatives. Any regu—
larizer containing second derivatives would m ake such a
reduction in possible.



W hat happens if the sample is nite? W e can reduce
as before the functional integral, Eq. {6.3), to an inte—
gralover the line. However, we can llow this line until
w e reach the boundary, w here we have a degeneracy that
follow s from the boundary condition, Eg. {_3-;!) . Nam ely,
the supem atrix Q, belongs to 2 di erent lines. This
m eans that, having reached the surface, we can follow
the line obtained from the rst one by a specular re ec—
tion. W e can keep going along the second line untilwe
reach another boundary, etc. In principle, we have two
possbilities:

1. After several re ections from the boundaries we
com e to the sam e point In the phase space or, in other
words we get a periodic orbit.

2. Thebroken line obtained after the re ectionson the
boundaries does not close in the phase space, which can
be considered as a periodic orbit w ith an in nite period.
O foourse, we should speak rather of tubes than of lines.
H ow ever, this is not iIn portant because we are interested
now in com paratively high frequencies ! of the order of
a typicalperiod ofthe orbit. Very long orbitswould con—
tribute to the function I (!), Eq. {_é_.-?i), atmuch an aller
frequencies. The question about the nite thickness of
the lines can arise for tin es larger than the Ehrenfest
tinets ,Eq. {6.1), which we do not consider here.

So, ket usassum e that we have got a perdodic orbit. A 11
supem atrices T and Q in Egs. C_é;}) are assum ed to be
on this orbi and we can w rite these equations In a m ore
convenient form choosing the thickness of the paths and
changing to the continuous lin it along them . Taking the
continuous lim i along the paths the elem entary length
f will disappear. The only quantity to be chosen is the
elem entary phase voume [ ] in Eq. (6"_.-6_5:.

In the d-dim ensional space the density of states can
be w ritten as

_dn 4d Pt
d"F (2 ~)d Vg

(6.10)

where 4 isthe volum e ofthe uni d-dim ensional sphere.
Then, using the relation between the surface of the
unit sphere and itsvolime Sg = 4d we reduce the coef-
cient [ ] entering the free energy functionalF R ]in

Egs. { :9|) to the orm

1 ¥ i i
L 1= —— P> r;

. (6.11)
(2 ~) Vg i=1

Q . .
N ow wehave to choose the product Ciill p; r; and

we do this using a standard quasiclassical rule according
to which we w rite

&1 ,
pt ry =@~ " (6.12)
i=1
W ith Eq. (612) we obtain
[ 1= @ ~vyg) 6.13)

P utting as everyw here before ~ = 1 we can rew rite Egs.
69) asa sum over periodic orbits

2 x 2
I()=—— ho* &) 1
@ w)
0% &)+ 1 idxdx’ (6.14)
where < :::>; stands for the functional integral
Z
h:idy = texp( BERNDDQ (6.15)
and = (V) ' isthem ean level spacing for the billiard

under consideration. The one-din ensional free energy
functionalF; R ] for an orbit takes the fom
Z

1 i¢t+1)
Fl D]: ESU'

+
dx 2Vg

Q dx

(6.16)

and isthe result ofthe adding ofthe freeenergiesF 0 1]
Eq.C_6-;9I). The sum overp in Eq. [6:1:4) m eans the sum
over allperiodic orbits and, in principle, Q (x) should de—
pend on p. In order to sin plify notationswe om i w riting
this dependence explicitly. T he integrals over x and x°
are taken along the orbis (@ certain direction is in plied
to be already chosen).

The overall coe cient in the functional F 1 0 ] is de-
term ined by the quasiclassical rulk, Eq. (6.4). Tt is not
di cult to understand that Eq. (6.12} isthe only reason-—
able choice for the \thickness" ofthe classicalpaths. T he
functionalF; R ]ism ultivalied because any replacem ent
ofthetypeT ) ! T ®)h X),whereh x)h (x) = 1and
h ); 1= 0,doesnot changethe supem atrix Q x) but
changes the functionalF; R ] as

©.17)
dhy (x)

FiRI! Iy %]
dh; x)

1
+5 Str h; x) h, &)
whereh; and h, are the upper and low er diagonalblocks,
regpectively. W riting h,, ,m = 1;2 as
|

hy )= &P in & 0 ;618
0 exp 1% X))
Pl =T P
~ _ rJ; (x) 0
Pl =T 7

we write the change F ; 0 ]ofthe functionalF; D ]as
X
1

FiDRl= - (1t Wt u
m=1;2

(6.19)



where | and n are changes of the phases when
going around the periodic orbit. These changes must

+

be ntegermultiple of2 :Thephases ; &) and , ()
(@as well as ;\ x) and , (X)) are not independent of
each other. If } &) = (2 ky=Lp)x, then , &) =

2 k =Ly)x (kn isan integerand L, is the length of
a porbi). In a general case we can w rite

m

m

2 kn
L

X x); )

"n @©p)  (620)

. Then, we obtain for the changes
* o » which

m

and the same for

of the phases o ,
reduces Eq. 16.19) to the ﬁ)nn

F:DRl=2 iM (621)
where M is Integer.

W ith Eq. (621) we com e to the result that, although
the functional F; O ] is m ulkivalned, the partition fiinc-
tion exp ( F1 R 1) is not and one can integrate over Q
In a standard way. In principle, we could proceed In the
opposite way and determm ine the thickness of the classi-
calpaths by dem anding the partition fiinction be singlke
valued. Then, we would obtain the quasiclassical quan-—
tization rul, Eq. {6.13), autom atically.

Now, lt us calculate the functional integral, Eqg.
@ .1-4) ,using two di erent approaches. F irst, we cgm pute
the finctional integral follow ing the schem e ofR efli.We
can use di erent param etrizations like those speci ed by
Egs. 814) or ¢28). The param etrization, Eq. &28§),
is very convenient because the Jacobian is equalto unity.
Atthe sam etin e, theballistic -m odelcontainsalso non—
ham onic in P tem s. In the quadratic approxin ation,

one w rites the free energy as
Z

1 dP (%)

—Str

2 dx

it+1)
Fl(z) p2

Q1= P x)

Vr
(622)
T he supem atrices Q (x) entering Eg. {6;1:4) should also

be expanded up to quadratic tem s. C alculating gaussian
Integralswe obtain or T (!)

P+ 1
I()=— q® + i (623)
Ve v
p m= 1
w here

2 m

®) —

i Lo

are m om enta corresponding to a p -“periodic orbit, Ly is
the length ofthe orbit.

Eq. (623) corresponds to the \pertufoat.we part" of
the levelevel correlation fiinction of Refl -, alhough
here we sum overm om enta on periodic orbits Instead of

x) dx
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sum m ation over eigenvalues of the P erron+robenius op—
erator. However, it is clearthat Eq. 623) cannot corre—
spond to a good perturbation theory because this expres—
sion contains resonances at arbitrarily high frequencies.

O nem ight guess that next orders ofthe expansion in P
had tobe taken into account and the expansion would not
be good at the resonances. Curiously enough, i is not
s0. One can see Inm ediately that the quadratic form ,
Eqg. {6:2:2) is exact in the param etrization, Eq. {_3:1:4)
(the overall coe cjent is 2 timnes larger). At the same
tin e, the part Q¥ ofthe supem atrix Q comm uting w ith

and entering Eq. (6.14) isexactlyQ * = 1+ 2P 2. There-
ore, wedo not obtain any perturbative correctionsto Eq.
@.23) (at the sam e tin e, the contribution of the Jaco—
bian In the param etrization, Eq. @.14), isnot as clear).

N evertheless, Eq. (-6.23 is not exact. The m atrices P
n Eqg. {3:1:4 ) vary on non-trivialm anifolds and extend—
Ing the Integration over these m atrices from 1 to+1
as it is in plied In any gaussian integration isunjisti ed.
Tom ake the discussion sin pler, ket us rew rite Egs. @:2,
16 23) using the P oisson summ ation fom ula as

X T 2 R
R (1)=1+ £ Re nexp @(!+i)Tn)
P n=1
(624)
where T, = L ' p =V is the period ofthe m otion on the p -

orbit. Eq {_6.24) oon:espondsto an expansion in periodic
orbits of a classical ow24. Strictly speaking, Eq. {624)
is di erent from what one writes for classical ows by
absence of a factor containing the m onodrom y m atrix.
Tt is clear that In our sin ple consideration the stabilk-
ity of the periodic orbit is not taken into consideration.
A s any periodic orbit we consider has a nite thickness,
the m onodrom y m atrix would appear in a m ore accurate
calculation. However, the ain of this chapter is only to
clarify the origin of the repetition problem and therefore
we use the sin plest approxin ation.

The factor n In front of the exponential is a charac—
teristic feature of expansions for classical ows (see eg.
Eq. (52) of Ref®? which lads to this dependence af-
ter taking the logarithm ofboth parts and taking second
derivative in s). In other words, we have now an expan-—
sion in periodic orbits of the P erron-Frobgniis operator
and this corresponds to the result of Refl4 in the lin it
of the vanishing reqularizer.

H ow ever, although the perturbative approxim ation of
Ref! works very well in the di usion lin i, we do not
see any justi cation for i in the ballistic 1im it. There—
fore, we should try to calculate the integralin Egs. ('§-;1-fl,
'6.15) w ithout using this approxin ation.

Fortunately, the functional integralin Eq. {6:1:4,{6;1:5)
can be calculated exactly even easier than approxin ately.
T he free energy functionalF; R ]entering these equations
corresponds to a one-din ensionalring w ithout any in pu—
rities, provided the averaging over the spectrum hasbeen
perform ed. This energy averaging is necessary to get a



sm ooth quasiclassical fanction g, (r), Eq. £20). W ith-
out the averaging this function would not be an ooth due
to quantization of the energy lvels in the ring. So, we
conclude that the calculation of functional integral over
Q wih the free energy functionalF; R ] is equivalent to
calculation ofthe averaged level-level correlation fiinction
R, (!) fora clean electron system on a ring.

T he level-evel correlation function Ry, (!) for such a
ring can be w ritten as

b3

2 h

mm%= 1

Rip (1)= (1Lp) (G AN * V)

™" "p)ie (625)

where h:::ds means the averagingover ", g, = 2 m =L,
and 1 (W) ! is one-din ensional density of states.
T he spectrum " () can be, as usual, linearized

_ % B
2m

") ¥ i B (626)

U sing the P oisson form ula and Eq. {_6_:6) we write

®
L
. 2 " ap i2nPem,

n (ﬂ )) + "Tp

627)

where nF(p) = pkfp)Lp=_2__ .
Substituting Eq. (627) into Eq. {6.25) we obtain

xR
Ry (1) = exp i2 nF(p) ) + !Tpn0

n;n0= 1

+ ") @

(6.28)

A fter averaging over ", only the term with n = n° gives
the contrbution in Eq. {6:2:8) . On the other hand, re-
peating all the steps of the derivation ofthe -model, we
com e to Egs. @21:4, E6:l:5) w ith the only di erence that
we should replace the m ean lvel spacing of the en—
tire system by the level spacing of the one-din ensional
ring =T, . This allow s us to write the levelHevel
correlation function R (!) ofthe quantum billiard under
consideration as

— X Tp ’

R (!)=1+

exp A (! + 1 )Tn)

n=1

(629)

Com paring Egs. @22:4) and (:_6-;2-9) w ith each otherwe see
that the only di erence between them is the presence of
the prefactorn in Eq. 624). So, we conclude that the
factor n In the expansion in periodic orbits is a conse—
quence of a unjisti ed approxin ation ofR ef.:lq and this
solves the problem of J:epetjtjonélyn . The assum ption of
Ref.'li that the regularizer can be put to zero at the end
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of calculationsg does not seem to be correct. W e believe
(olow ing R efl?) that the presence ofa nite reqularizer
is lnevitable In a quantum system and a very im portant
problem is to calculate it.

The problem of repetitions was discussed recently for
weak scatterers in Refl8 where the problm was related
to the question of a possbility of separating 4 point cor-
relation functions into two di usons. From the above
discussion, we see_t‘t}gt the problem is even m ore deli-
cate because Eq. §6.23) is perturbatively exact and the
di erence com es from oscillating exponentials.

In order to understand better what has been ne-
glcted In our derivation, we com pare Eq. @:233{) w ith
a corregoonding diagonalcontribution cbtained from the
G utzw iller trace Hmul, (see, eg2l)

2 X ®

RY x)=1+ — %
TH

P

2
TP

n
Mp

2 nT
Px
Ty

Ccos
I

n=1
(6.30)

where g, is the action-m ultiplicity of the p™® prim itive
orbit (for the orthogonalensemble g, = 2), and M is
them onodrom y m atrix that descrbes the ow linearized
in isvichity. n Eq. 630), Tu = 2 is the H eisen—
berg tim g, T, is the orbit perdod, and x = != . Except
frthe factor M [ I ' Egs. {6:2:S§) and {6:3:(1) agree.
A s we carried out gam putation w ithout any regularizer
like the one ofRef.'H, we conclide again that its pres—
ence is absolutely necessary and i m ust be related to the
monodromy m atrix M ,. W e see that w ithout this tem
correlations between orbits do not exist and one cannot
passto theuniversallin it when low ering the frequency ! .
In the language ofthe eld theoreticalapproach, one can—
not reduce the ballistic -m odelto the zero-din ensional
one w ithout this reqularizing temrmn that must describe
quantum di raction on irregularities of the boundary.
Adding a term like
Z 2
@Q (x)
n (0
@n

Freg R1=str drdn

(6.31)

where [ (r) is a function In the phase space, we m ay
obtain e ectively a coupling betw een the periodic orbits
of the type
X 0
oSt 0 ® ()0 ) (o) dxpdxe  (632)
pip°

which resem bles coupling between grains In a granular
system . For snall ;0 the orbits are not coupled and
we have separate periodic orbits. A s the coupling ;0
grow s, the relative uctuations of Q ® with respect to
each other get suppressed and one needs to consider ro—
tations ofthe system asthewhole. T hen, one obtainsthe
zero-dim ensional -m odeland, hence, the W ignerD yson
statistics. This is a scenario for a granular m etal and
we believe that it is relkevant for the quantum billiard,
the role of the grains being played by separate periodic
orbits.



V II. DISCUSSION .

In the present work, we m ade an attem pt to put the
eld theoretical approach to system s w ith a long range
disorder on a solid basis. The conventional m ethod of
derivation of the supem atrix -m odel is based on sin—
gling out slow m odes, perform ing H ubbard-Stratonovich
transform ation and using a saddlepoint approxin ation.
A Ythough this approach worked well for a short range
disorder, is validity is not justi ed for a long range dis-
order and quantum billiards. W e suggested a scheme
that allow s us to overcom e these di culties and derive a
m odi ed non-linearballistic -m odel (see E q.(rgll-;)) .

The m ethod resem bles the approach of Refld and is
based on w riting quasiclassical equations for generalized
G reen functions. At the sam e tin e, the quasiclassical
equations are written f©or non-averaged over the long
range potential quantities and singling out slow m odes is
perfom ed only for a part originating from a short range
disorder. In addition, the short range disorder does not
play an in portant role and can be put to zero. T he cru—
cialstep of the derivation is that the solution of the qua-
siclassicalequations can be found exactly, which isa con—
sequence of the supersym m etric structure of the G reen
functjons. T hispossibility was overlooked in the previous
studygq .

The schem e developed now lads to a considerable
progress In describing disordered system sw ith long range
disorder because the derivation is applicable for all
lengths exceeding the wavelength r . Representing the
solution ofthe quasiclassicalequationsand also the parti-
tion function for the electron Lagrangian w ith sources in
term s of a finctional Integral over supem atricesQ, (¥),
n? = 1, wih the constraint 02 (r) = 1 we were abk to
average over the disorder exactly and obtain a ballistic

-modelin a new form that hasnot been w ritten before.
The so called \m ode locking" 4 problem does not arise
here because the eigenvalues of the supem atrix Q , (r)
are xed by the construction and do not uctuate. The
m ethod suggested resem bles the m ethod ofbaqsonization,
well known In eld theory, see eg. a book§2:, when a
ferm jonic system is replaced by a bosonic one. In our ap—
proach, we also replace the electron system by a system
of ballistic excitations that can be considered as quasi-
particles. At large scals, these quasiparticles are well
known di usons and cooperons. In analogy, our schem e
can be called superbosonization.

For weak scatterers, there should exist 2 m ore scales:
the Lapunov length I, and the transportm ean free path
k.. The sihgl particle m ean free path 1 does not ap-—
pear in our consideration (actually, we do not consider
one-particle G reen functions at di erent points restrict—
Ing our study to gauge Invariant quantities) . Integrating
out degrees of freedom related to distances an aller than
the Lapunov length } we obtained a reduced ballistic
m odel. A propagatordescribing am all uctuationsw ithin
this reduced -m odel corresponds to the kinetic B oltz-
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m ann equation w ith a collision termm . Integrating further
on scalesup to the trangportm ean free path L, we obtain
the standard di usive -m odel.

Trying di erent calculationalschem eswe conclide that

one can do perturbative calculations w ith the ballistic
model only at scales exceeding the Lapunov length we
call this rangg A\collision region"). At smaller lengths
(ollow ing Refll we call this range Lapunov region) no
perturbation expansions in di usons and cooperons are
possbl. In this region one can carry out calculations
deriving equations for correlation fiinctions and nvesti-
gating them in di erent approxim ations.

Tt seam sthat an In nite system w ith a weak long range
disorder is adequately descrbed by the ballistic -m odel
we have derived . H ow ever, w hen describing quantum bik-
liards, our approach is not accurate near the boundaries,
w here the quasiclassical approxin ation m ay not be used

(tuming points) . W e believe that am ore accurate deriva—
tion m ay resul in a new term in the -m odel, T histem
was suggested phenom enolbgically in Refs2%2d but has
not been derived yet m icroscopically. Tts presence seem S
to be absolutely necessary because it must introduce a
new scal: the Ehrenfest tine tz . One may not put
the regularizer to zero at the end of calculations. W e
have dem onstrated that neglecting such a tem we re—
duced the ballistic -m odel for the billiard to ballistic

-m odels for periodic orbits. P roceeding in thisway we
dem onstyated explicitly w here the contradiction betw een
the work® and Ref! (repetition probkm ) com es from .
Our conclusion is that the representation of the level-
Jevel correlation function in tem s of eigenyalues of the
P erron-F'robenius operator suggested in R ef’? isnot Jas—
ti ed in the ballistic case. T his approach is valid only if
there are no repetitionsbut this would rather corresoond
the di usive case. In the opposite lim i, one com es to
a description in tem s of periodic orbits w ithout corre—
lations between actions of di erent pibits. This is the
region where the description of Ref!d m ay be applica—
ble. At the sam e tin ¢, the E hrenfest tin e can hardly be
identi ed on the basis of the trace fom ula and therefore
the Iim its of applicability of the result ofR ef!? have not
been speci ed. T he hypothetical regularizer seem s to be
related to them onodrom y m atrix entering the G utzw iller
trace ormula.

W e believe that the eld theoretical approach pre—
sented here and the form alisn based on the G utzw iller
trace formula can be com plem entary to each other de—
scribing quantum system s in di erent regions ofparam e-
ters. At tin es am aller than the Ehrenfest tim e, the trace
formula can be m ore convenient. However, at a larger
tin e, trying to extract physical quantities from the trace
form ula doesnotm akem uch sensebecausethe -m odelis
a much m ore convenient tool for such calculations. This
concems especially the universallin t wherethe -m odel
approach lads form ost correlation functions to de nite
Integrals that can be com puted rather easily.

Tt is im portant to notice, that.diagram m atic expan—
sions like those attem pted in Ref?s can hardly be suc—



cessfiil. T he authors of Ref?) fund that the results de—
pended crucially on the way how the ultraviolt cuto
was Introduced. Now we understand that the ultraviolet
cuto must be in posed by the requirem ent that the in-
tegration is perform ed over the m anibld Q2 (r) = 1 In
an Invariant way. Any arti cialultraviolet cuto s In the
perturbation theory would correspond to a violation the
rotational nvariance in the space of the supem atrices
Qn (r) and lad to wrong results. At the same tine, it
is not clear how to develop a perturbation theory In an
nvariant way.

An in portant question @fan,ayeraging procedure was
discussed in several workd 344448 | T all these publi-
cations an opinion was expressed that an averaging over
energy was not su cient for study of quantum chaos in
quantum system s and di erent types of an additional
averaging were suggested. W e do not agree with this
point of view because, In our derivation of the quasiclas-
sical equations, averaging over the energy allowed us to
an ooth generalized G reen functions and thiswasallwe
needed. T he only condition is that the averaging should
be perform ed in an interval of energies m uch exceeding
the m ean level spacing.

T he source pf the discrepancy is sin ple: the authors
of the work<%2928 used the saddke point approxin ation
and the expansion in gradients. A lthough ,the saddle
point approxim ation wasnot necessary in R ef.'l3:, the gra—
dient expansion stillhad to be carried out. T herefore, an
additional averaging was necessary to jastify these ap-—
proxim ation. Since we do not do such approxin ations,
no additional averaging is needed in our schem e.

In conclusion, our approach enables us to carry out
calculations for long range disorder and chaos in a reli-
able way. Still, a derivation of a new tem {6;3:],') in the

-m odel (:3:1:3) describing quantum di raction on bound-
aries has to be done to m ake the theory com plete but we
believe that this is not in possble.
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APPENDIX A:BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

In this Appendix, we derive boundary conditions for
the boundary of the sam ple. W e describe the boundary
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by an extemal eld up (r) which is negligbl inside the
sam ple and grow s sharply at the surface of the sample.
In such a siuation, the electron wave function decays
fast outside the sam pl and, in the lin i of in nite po—
tentialwalls, one can jist put the wave fiinction equalto
zero at the boundary. Unfortunately, such a boundary
condition isnot very helpfiilbecause in the quasiclassical
approxin ation we use it looses its validiy at a distance
of severalw ave lengths from the boundary and m atching
the wave fiinctions in the buk and at the boundary is
necessary.

In orderto nd e ective boundary conditions for qua—
siclassical G reen functions we llpw m ethods well devel-
oped In superconductivity theory®3. First, we w rite the
supem atrix G (r;r° in a orm ofa sum over eigensu—
pervectors g (r)

X 0
G @r®)=1i E—k— '(’r) k’fr) @1)
K k
satisfying the Schrodinger equation
P+i
Hor+ u @+ +i0 @ x @M="k x (@
@a2)

W e assum e that the potentialu (r) n Eq. é:Z) contains
not only the Impurity eld but also the potentialug (r)
descrbing the boundary. The conjigated equation can
be w ritten as

'+ 1

x () Hor+ u @+ + 17 (o) @3)

"y x ()

The summation in Eq.é_i:) should be perform ed
gver the complte set of eigenfuctions, so that

L @ @)= (r 9. meansthat the choice
of the set of eigenfunctions , (r) and the operation of
the conjugation m ust conform w ith each other. For ex—
am ple, at distances from the boundary m uch larger than
the wavelength r but much an aller than the radius b
of the random potential, we choose the eigenfunctions

x (©) In a orm ofplane waves

P

@a4)

p (¥) b

where  is a nom alized vector from the superspace.
T hen, we have to adjust the de nition ofthe conjigation
w ritten in the book? and add to i the m om entum inver-
sion p ! p. If the m otion cannot be treated as free
changing the sign ofthem om entum has to be generalized
by replacing this operation by the tin e reversal. Sihoe
theenergy "x m Eq.@3) rem ainsthe sam e afterthe tine
reversal, the spectral expansion w ritten in Eq.@:]:) is in
agreem ent w ith Eq.{2.17). Below, we w ill use this rela—
tion betw een supervectors (r) and those conjugated to
them .

Now we introduce localcoordinates (z;ry) in the vicin—
ity of the boundary. The coordinate ry is a coordinate



along the boundary surface and z—is a distance between
a given point and the surface. Points on the surface have
the coordinates (0;ry) . If the boundary is rough, the co-
ordinate system (z;ry) isnot very useful. H ow ever, ifthe
boundary is amn ooth, which m eans that the derivative of
the eld up (r) along it is small n com parison to that
in the perpendicular direction, the coordinates (z;ry) are
very convenient for the quasiclassical approxin ation.

If the radius of the curvature of the boundary is large
the electron w ave fiinction in the vicinity ofthe boundary
can be represented asa sum ofone-din ensionalsoluitions
w ith respect to the z-direction wih am plitudes slow Iy
dependent on the coordinates ry. Since we need to know
the wave function in the dom ain n which the potential
Up (r) vanishes, we can w rite the asym ptotic form ofthe
wave fiinctions as

k() = ePafe &)+ e FE () @B5)
where ' ;. (fg) and ' x;; (rg) are som e slow ly varying su-—
pervector functions depending on the potential ug (r)
that play the role of am plitudes of the com ing and re—

ecting w aves respectively. They com prise the m inin al
know ledge about the potential up (r) that is needed to
nd the required boundary conditions.

If the boundary is in penetrable and the potential re—
ects all waves, then the am plitudes ’ y;c (tq), " ke (tg)
can be determ ined from the condition that the com po-
nent of the current perpendicular to it is equalto zero.
T his condition isvalid not only in the region in which the
potentialug (r) is relevant but also In the quasiclassical
region because the current cannot considerably change at

distances of the order of the w avelength.

An expression for the current can be obtained in a
standard way from the particle conservation law that
Pllows from Egs.22), @3). Its z-com ponent perpen—
dicular to the surface is proportional to the di erence
Q, @, . Substituting Eq.[A5) and its conjigate
Into the di erence and putting the result to zero we nd
"xie ) ke (Bg) = ke (Cg) ki (5g) . A relation between
the am plitudes of the com Ing and re ected waves In the
case of the Im penetrable boundary can also be estab-
lished by the dem and that they should transform one
Into the otherby the tin e reversal. A generalexpression
that satis es it can be chosen In the fomm :

r) - ej-pqrq ej-pz (z zg)

L ( eipz(z zZo 7

k(&) @6)
w here z; determ inesan unknow n phase that can be found
only by m atching the function ¢ (r),Eq. @ §), w ith the
corresponding decaying asym ptotics at the opposite side
ofthe tuming point (itsvalie isoftheorder ¢ ). Thisis
generally not an easy task but, fortunately, the param eter
7o is not In portant for nding the boundary conditions
or the G reen functions.

Substituting Eq.®§) into the spectral expansion,
Eq.@:]:),we nd an expression orthematrix G (r; ")
at the boundary. To detem ine the matrix g, (r), Eq.
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@_Zj), it is necessary to carry out both the sum m ation
In (thesystem m ay be niteand wehaveto sum instead
of ntegrating over ) and averaging over the energy. T he
latter is absolutely necessary because only this averaging
guaranteesvanishing ofallterm s containing the products
iorn (r+ ) in the exponents ( is a unit vector paral
klto p). As soon as the tem s containing iprn @+ r°
vanish, the param eter z; drops out. Then, the G reen
fiinction G (r;r°) can be written I the vicinity of the
boundary as
X
(r;ro) = ih
k

G ("k ") 1

@

dpala m) @ o b =) 4 gt 62 )i
w here fi rq;rg ="y @) x (rg) and h::is stands for av-
eraging over the energy. _

Carryingout n Eq. @_1) sum m ation over and aver—
aging over the energy, which is equivalent to integration
over , and Fourier transform ing w ith respect to r £
we obtain the quasiclassical function g, (r). The func-
tion obtained from Eq. @7) is a slow function of the
coordinate r+ r’ and does not change at the boundary
under the replacem ent n, ! n, . Hence, we com e to
the boundary condition for the quasiclassicalG reen fiinc-
tions g, (r)

Gn, ()= g a, @); A 8)

r= (z= 0;ry)

where n, is the com ponent of the vector n perpendicu—

Ir to the surface. A lthough Eq. @§) is rather sinpl,

it hasnot been w ritten in previousworks on the ballistic
-m odels.
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