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W e suggest a new schem e ofderivation ofa non-linearballistic �-m odelfor a long range disor-

der and quantum billiards. The derivation is based on writing equations for quasiclassicalG reen

functionsfora �xed long range potentialand exactrepresention oftheirsolutionsin term soffunc-

tionalintegrals over superm atrices Q with the constraint Q 2 = 1. Averaging over the long range

disorder or energy we are able to write a ballistic �-m odelfor alldistances exceeding the electron

wavelength (Eq.3.13).Neithersingling outslow m odesnora saddle-pointapproxim ation are used

in the derivation. Carrying out a course graining procedure that allows us to get rid o� scales in

the Lapunov region we com e to a reduced �-m odelcontaining a conventionalcollision term . For

quantum billiards,we dem onstrate that,at not very low frequencies,one can reduce the �-m odel

to a one-dim ensional�-m odelon periodic orbits.Solving the latterm odel,�rstapproxim ately and

then exactly,we resolve the problem ofrepetitions.

PACS:05.45.M t,73.23.-b,73.23.Ad

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

The �-m odel approach to disordered system s, �rst

written within thereplica trick1;2,proved to bea power-

fulm ethod ofcalculations when form ulated in the su-

persym m etric form 3. This m ethod allows to describe

the electron m otion atlarge distancesassum ing thatat

shorter distances the m otion is di�usive. For study of

such phenom ena aslocalization,levelstatisticsin a sys-

tem of a size L m uch exceeding the elastic m ean free

path,etc.,theinform ation obtained from the�-m odelis

su�cient.Although the�-m odelisnotvalid atdistances

sm allerthan them ean freepath l,theinform ation about

them otion atdistancesbelow lisnotvery interestingfor

these phenom ena.

Success in nano-fabrication m ade possible producing

and studyingclean system swith thesizesm allerthan the

elasticm ean freepath l(fora review,see.e.g.4).In such

sm allsystem s called now quantum dots electrons m ove

ballistically being scattered m ainly the walls. There are

m any interesting questionsabouttransportin thequan-

tum dots and related system s that cannotbe answered

using thepictureofthedi�usivem otion.In orderto de-

scribe the ballistic m otion one hasto go beyond the di-

agram m atic and �eld theoreticalm ethodsdeveloped for

disordered system s.

Anotherm otivation tostudy theballisticm otion origi-

natesfrom the�eld called now quantum chaos.Thesub-

ject ofresearch in the quantum chaos is to understand

the quantum behavior within m odels that are chaotic

in the classicallim it. There are m any books and re-

viewsrelated to this�eld (see,e.g.5{7). The m ostpop-

ular analyticaltoolfor studying the quantum chaos is

the G utzwiller trace form ula8 that reduces calculation

ofthe density ofstates to a sum over periodic orbits.

Thism ethod (com plem ented by di�erentapproxim ation

schem es) allows one to study very wellthe lim it ofnot

very long tim estwhen them otion along a periodicorbit

iswellde�ned. Atthe sam e tim e,calculationswith the

trace form ulae becom e very di�cultin the lim itt! 1

when oneexpectsan universalbehaviordescribed by the

W igner-Dyson statistics9.

Both the experim entaland theoreticalinterest to in-

vestigationsoftheballisticm otion resulted in severalat-

tem ptstoconstructageneralization ofthesupersym m et-

ric�-m odelto distancessm allerthan them ean freepath

ldue to scattering on im puritiesorthe wallsin the sys-

tem . M uzykantskiiand K hm elnitskii(M K )10decoupled

as usualthe  4 interaction in the e�ective Lagrangian

by gaussian integration over a superm atrix Q but did

notuseafterthatasaddle-pointapproxim ation.Instead,

they derived aquasi-classicalequation fore�ectiveG reen

functionsg analogousto theEilenbergerequation11 well

known in thesuperconductivitytheory.Usingan analogy

ofthis equation with an equation for m otion ofa m ag-

netic m om entin an externalm agnetic �eld M K noticed

thattheequation wasa m inim um ofa functional� con-

taining a W ess-Zum ino-Novikov-W itten (W ZNW )term .

So,they replaced the solution ofthe sem iclassicalequa-

tionsbyafunctionalintegralcontainingthefunctional�,

which allowed to average overthe superm atrix Q . This

could be done provided the equation ofthe G reen func-

tionscorresponded to a deep m inim um ofthe functional

�,such that
uctuationsnearthem inim um could bene-

glected.Although theauthorsofRef.10 conjectured that

their�eld theory could beapplicableeven in thelim itof

a vanishing disorder,they did notcon�rm this pointof

view by any calculations.

A m oretraditionalway ofderivation wasused by An-

dreev etal12 who tried to derive the �-m odelfora bal-

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0211258v2


listic quantum billiard. Instead ofaveraging over dis-

order they averaged over the energy. After decoupling

the  4 term by integration overthe superm atrix ~Q they

used thesaddle-pointapproxim ation,which isequivalent

to the self-consistentBorn approxim ation (SCBA).This

had to �x the eigenvaluesof ~Q such thatone could put
~Q 2 = 1 and whatrem ained to do wasto expand the ac-

tion in gradients of ~Q and in the frequency !. Shortly

afteritbecam eclearthatthesaddle-pointdid not�x the

eigenvalues ofthe superm atrix ~Q and m odes that were

usually m assive for disordered system becam e m assless

in the ballistic lim it. Thisproblem wasdiscussed in the

publications13;14. It is relevant to notice that the ex-

istence of the additionalm assless m odes is not just a

consequence ofthe bad saddle-pointapproxim ation. As

discussedin Ref.13 thesam eproblem isencounteredwhen

derivingthe�-m odelwith thehelp oftheso-called\color-


avor" transform ation. W ithin this approach,although

onedoesnotneed touseanysaddle-pointapproxim ation,

theexpansion in gradientsstillrem ainsto beperform ed.

However,there isno param eterthatwould allow one to

take into account the lowest gradients only. Zirnbauer

suggested13 to perform an additionalaveraging overen-

sem blesin orderto suppressshortrange
uctuations.

Thesaddle-pointapproxim ation can actually beuseful

ifone considers a system with a long range disorder15.

In this case,the single-particle m ean free path lcan be

m uch sm allerthan the transportm ean free path ltr.At

distancesexceedingthelength lthesaddle-pointapprox-

im ation and theexpansion in gradientsof ~Q can beused

and onecom esto a ballistic�-m odelthatreducesto the

di�usion one only at distances exceeding ltr. Thus,in

theintervalbetween land ltr onecan obtain theballistic

�-m odelin a reliable way (see also a subsequentdiscus-

sion in Ref.16).However,thisdoesnotsolvetheproblem

com pletely because a reasonable sem i-classicsshould be

applicableatalldistancesexceeding the wavelength �F .

A ballistic �-m odelshould describe low lying excita-

tionsthatexistforany long rangedisorder.Atthesam e

tim e,theconventionalsaddle-pointapproxim ation,being

equivalentto the SCBA,can be good for a shortrange

disorder only and,hence,m ay not be used for deriva-

tion ofa �-m odelfor a long range disorder and quan-

tum chaos at arbitrary distances. The sam e is true for

the decoupling ofthe  4 term .The integration overthe

superm atrix ~Q is usually used after singling out slowly

varying pairs  � . However,ifthe random potentialis

very long ranged or one averages over the energy,one

has slowly varying pairs from the beginning and there

is no necessity of integration over the superm atrix ~Q

instead ofintegration over the initialrandom potential

U (r). The sam e is true when applying the color-
avor

transform ation13.Thereplacem entofan integrationover

u(r)by an integration overa superm atrix Z (r)doesnot

seem to correspond to physicalprocessesand isa purely

(although exact) m athem atical transform ation. Thus,

the correctschem eofthe derivation ofa �eld theory de-

scribing thelow lying excitationsshould notbebased on

theHubbard-Stratonovich orcolor-
avordecoupling and

the saddle-pointapproxim ation.

In this paper, we present a derivation of a ballistic

�-m odelusing neitherthe Hubbard-Stratonovich decou-

plingwith asuperm atrix ~Q northesaddle-pointapproxi-

m ation determ iningtheeigenvaluesof ~Q .Asin Ref.10 we

derivequasiclassicalequationsforG reen functionsbutwe

write them without m aking the Hubbard-Stratonovich

transform ation. Thisisjusti�ed because we use a long

rangepotential.O nly ifa shortrangepotentialisadded

we m ust single out slow pairs in corresponding term in

the Lagrangian and decouple it by the integration over

superm atrices. The crucialstep ofthe derivation is an

exactrepresentation ofthe solution ofthe quasiclassical

equation in term sofa functionalintegralover8� 8 su-

perm atricesQ n (r)with theconstraintQ
2
n (r)= 1,where

r is the coordinate and n = pF =jpF jis the norm alized

vectoron the Ferm i-surface. An e�ective action � u [gn]

entering thefunctionalintegralissim ilartheonewritten

in Ref.10.W eshow thatsupersym m etricpropertiesofthe

m atrix Q n (r)m akethe representation exact,which was

notnoticed in the M K variationalapproach. M oreover,

thesolution written foran arbitrary long rangepotential

u(r)isapplicableeven fornon-averaged quantities.

Averaging over the random potentialleads to an ef-

fectiveaction �[gn]thathasa form di�erentfrom those

discussed previously. Analyzing properties ofthe new

ballistic non-linear �-m odel with the action �[gn] we

dem onstrate that a new length lL = vF �L introduced

by Aleinerand Larkin17,where vF isthe Ferm ivelocity

and �L isthe inverseLapunov exponent,determ inesdif-

ferent regim es. The im portance ofthis length was also

discussed recentlyin Ref.18.Integratingovervariationsof

the superm atrix Q n (r) atdistances sm allerthan lL we

com eto anotherform oftheballistic�-m odelcontaining

the conventionalcollision term .

W eshow thatwithoutan internaldisorderthecalcula-

tion ofthefunctionalintegralcan bereduced to study of

the �-m odelforperiodic orbits. O nly the presence ofa

regularizeranalogoustotheoneintroduced in Ref.17 m ay

m ix the periodic orbits. The problem ofrepetitions19 is

discussed and we are able to dem onstrate thatthe con-

tradiction between thereferences19 and12 isratheracon-

sequence ofan unjusti�ed approxim ation used in Ref.12

than a de�ciency ofthe �-m odel.

The paper is organized as follows: In Chapter II,we

expresscorrelation functionsofinterestin term soffunc-

tionalintegralsoversupervectorsand writeequationsfor

generalizedG reen functions.In ChapterIII,werepresent

the solution ofthe quasiclassicalequations in term s of

functionalintegralsoversuperm atricesand averageover

disorder,thusobtaining a ballistic�-m odelapplicableat

alldistances exceeding the wavelength. In Chapter IV,

weintegrateovera Lapunov region and derivea reduced

ballistic�-m odelcontaining a collision term .In Chapter

V,we show how one can derive equations for correla-

tion functions.In ChapterVI,weshow how calculations
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within the ballistic �-m odelcan 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 oftheresultsobtained.TheAp-

pendix containsa derivation oftheboundary conditions.

II.FO R M U LA T IO N O F T H E P R O B LEM .

Q U A SIC LA SSIC A L A P P R O X IM A T IO N .

The aim ofthe present paper is to �nd a convenient

representation that would allow us to consider an elec-

tron m otion in a sm ooth potentialatlarge tim esorlow

frequencies.O fcourse,with theform alism presented one

can consider wave scattering in m icrowave cavities and

otherinteresting problem sbut,to sim plify notations,we

willusethe condensed m atterlanguage.

W ewanttoextend thesupersym m etry m ethod3 devel-

oped fordisordered system stodistancessm allerthan the

m ean free path. Actually,the only assum ption we will

usein thederivation isthatallphysicalquantitiesvaryat

distancesexceeding the Ferm iwavelength �F = 2�p� 1:
F

.

Although this assum ption is m uch less restrictive than

those used in Ref.3 it allows to sim 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.

The m ethod developed in this paper is applicable for

calculation of gauge invariant quantities like density-

density or level-levelcorrelation functions. Such quan-

titiesasaverageone-particleG reen functionsatdi�erent

pointswillnotbeconsidered here.W echoosetheHam il-

tonian Ĥ ofthe system in the standard form

Ĥ = Ĥ 0 + u(r)+ us(r); (2.1)

Ĥ 0 = � r
2
=2m � "F

whereu(r)isalongrangepotential,which isofthem ain

interestnow,and us(r)isa shortrangeim purity poten-

tial. The latter is added in order to m ake the m odels

som ewhatm oregeneral.Thepresenceoftheshortrange

potentialwillhelp tounderstand bettertheprocedurewe

willuse.However,nothingisassum ed aboutthestrength

ofus(r)and itcan be safely putto zero in allform ulae

written below.

Asusual3,one can expresscorrelation functionsofin-

terestin term sofa functionalintegralover8-com ponent

supervectors (r)with an e�ectiveLagrangian L

L [ ]=

Z

[� i� (r)

�
~̂H 0 + u(r)

�

 (r)

�
i(! + i�)

2
� (r)� (r)+

1

4���s

�
� (r) (r)

�2
]dr;

(2.2)

~̂H 0 = Ĥ 0 � "+
!

2

where"istheenergy atwhich thephysicalquantitiesare

considered and ! isthe frequency.

TheLagrangian L,Eq.(2.2),iswritten aftertheaver-

aging overthe shortrange potentialus(r)im plying the

standard gaussian correlationsofthe type

hus(r)us(r
0)i=

1

2���s
� (r� r

0) (2.3)

Itisrelevanttoem phasizethataveragingoverthelong

rangepotentialu(r)hasnotbeen perform ed.

The correlation functions we are interested in can be

obtained adding propersource term sin the Lagrangian

L [ ].An im portantclassofthecorrelationfunctionscan

be obtained writing the Lagrangian La [ ]including the

sourcesin the form

La [ ]= L [ ]+ i

Z

� (r)â(r) (r)dr (2.4)

where â(r) is a m atrix depending on coordinates. Its

explicit form depends on what type of the correlation

function iscalculated.

Thelevel-levelcorrelation function R (!)

R (!)=
1

2�2!�2V 2
hRe

Z

(n("� !)� n("))

� G
A
"� ! (r;r)

�
G
R
" (r

0
;r

0)� G
A
" (r

0
;r

0)
�
drdr

0
d"i; (2.5)

wheren(")isthe Ferm idistribution,containsthe prod-

uctG A
"� !G

R
" .Forcalculation ofthisproductoneshould

choose â in the form

â =

�
�̂1 0

0 � �̂2

�

; �̂1;2 =
�1;2

2
(1� k) (2.6)

where both k and �3 denoting di�erentblocks have the

form

�
1 0

0 � 1

�

Below we usethe sam enotationsasin the book3.

The product hG A
"� !G

A
" i is trivial, whereas the �rst

productin Eq.(2.5)can be written as

hG
A
"� ! (r;r)G

R
" (r

0
;r

0)i

= � 4

Z

 
1

4 (r)
� 1

4 (r) 
2

4 (r
0)� 2

4 (r
0)exp(� La [ ])D  

and wereduce the function R (!)to the form

3



R (!)=
1

2
(2.7)

�
1

2(��V )
2

lim
� 1= � 2= 0

Re

Z
@2

@�1@�2
exp(� La [ ])D  

Forcom putation ofthe density-density correlation func-

tion onehasto calculatethe averagesofthe type

Y
00(r1;r2;!)= 2hG A

"� ! (r2;r1)G
R
" (r1;r2)i (2.8)

Thisproductcan beobtained from thefollowingsource

term

â =

�
0 �̂0 (r)

� �̂0 (r) 0

�

(2.9)

where

�̂0 (r)=

�
�̂1� (r� r1) 0

0 �̂2� (r� r2)

�

with the sam e expression for �̂1;2 asin Eq.(2.6).Then,

wehaveforY 00 (r1;r2;!)

Y
00 (r1;r2;!)= 2

Z
@2

@�1@�2
exp(� La [ ])D  

�
�
�
�
� 1= � 2= 0

(2.10)

In principle we can proceed calculating in Eqs. (2.7,

2.10)in the standard way3 by singling out slowly vary-

ing pairs  � in the term  4 in the Lagrangian L,Eqs.

(2.2,2.4),and decoupling the products ofthese term s

by G aussian integration over 8 � 8 superm atrices M .

A word of caution should be said at this point. The

separation into the productsofslowly varying pairs � 

m akesa sense only fordistancesexceeding the range of

therandom potential.Thism eansthatonem ay notthis

approxim ation for distances sm aller than the potential

range. O fcourse,the sam e istrue when averaging over

thespectrum .In thelattercasetherangeoftherandom

potentialisjustthesystem size.Therefore,theprevious

derivationswhere thisseparation wasused12 can hardly

be justi�ed. The sam e problem apparently ariseswhen

doing the color-
avor transform ation13. Although the

transform ation is form ally exact,there is no reason for

neglecting highergradientswhen m aking theexpansions

in gradients.

In orderto avoid the problem we keep the long range

potentialu(r)in Eq.(2.2,2.4)asitstandsand donotav-

erageoverit.Thiswillbe donelater.Atthe sam etim e,

the decoupling ofthe term corresponding to the short

range potentialby integration over the superm atrix M

can besafely done(W erepeatagain thatthepresenceof

theshortrangepotentialisnotcrucialforourderivation

and itsstrength can be putzero).

Afterthe decoupling forthe shortrangepotentialthe

calculation ofthe correlation functionsisreduced to the

com putation ofan e�ectivepartition function Z 1 [J]

Z1 [J]=

Z

exp(� LJ [ ])D  (2.11)

where

J (r)= îa(r)+
M (r)

2�s
(2.12)

and LJ[ ]isobtained from La[ ],Eqs.(2.2),(2.4),after

the replacem ent ofthe param eter â by J according to

Eq. (2.12) and neglecting the quartic term . The func-

tion J satis�es the standard sym m etry relation J = �J,

where �J = C JT C T . The bar m eans the usual\charge

conjugation"ofRefs.3,them atrix C isde�ned asfollows

C = �


�
c1 0

0 c2

�

; c1 =

�
0 � 1

1 0

�

; c2 =

�
0 1

1 0

�

Thecorrelation functionsforagiven long rangepoten-

tialu(r)can be calculated by di�erentiating in �1;2 the

following integral

Zu =

Z

Z1 [J]exp

�

�
��

8�s

Z

StrM
2 (r)dr

�

D M (2.13)

Averaged correlation functionscan beobtained from the

quantity Z = hZiu,where h:::iu m eans averaging over

u(r).O fcourse,wecould im m ediately averageoveru(r)

in Eq.(2.13)butwewantto avoid thestandard schem e.

The approxim ationsthatworked so wellforshortrange

potentialare not applicable to the long range one. In

particular,notonly the separation ofslow m odesisnot

justi�ed butalso thesaddle-pointapproxim ation forthe

integraloversuperm atricesisno longergood.Itisclear

thatthe existence oflow lying excitationslike di�usons

and cooperonsism ore generalthan the SCBA and one

should try to avoid the latter.

In this paper we follow the m ethod of quasiclas-

sical G reen functions �rst introduced for study of

superconductivity11. Thism ethod wasused recently by

M uzykantskiiand K hm elnitskii10 forstudy ofthe ballis-

tictransport.O urcalculationsarepartiallyequivalentto

thoseby M K 10 butthere areessentialdi�erences.First,

we keep the long range potentialu(r) �xed and aver-

age overitatthe laterstage ofthe derivation. Second,

which isthem ostcrucialstep,weshow how to writethe

solution ofthequasiclassicalequationsexactly:Thepos-

sibility ofwriting an exactsolution ofthe equationsfor

quasiclassicalG reen functionsin term soffunctionalin-

tegrals is a consequence ofthe supersym m etry and has

notbeen realized before.

Asin M K 10,we considerthe logarithm icderivativeof

the partition function Z1 [J (r)]

� lnZ1[J(r)]

�J�� (r)
= K ��h �(r)� �(r

0)i (2.14)

4



where< :::>  istheaveragewith thefunctionalLJ [ ];

Eqs.(2.2,2.4,2.12)and

K =

�
k 0

0 k

�

Introducing the m atrix function G (r;r0)as

G (r;r0)= 2h (r)� (r0)i (2.15)

wecan write forthisfunction the following equation

�

~̂H 0r + u(r)+ �
! + i�

2
+ iJ (r)

�

G (r;r0)= i� (r� r
0)

(2.16)

where the subscript r of ~̂H 0r m eans that the operator

actson r.

Conjugating Eq.(2.16)and using the property

�G (r;r0)= C G
T (r0;r)C T = G (r;r0) (2.17)

we obtain anotherequation forthe m atrix G (r;r0)with

the operator ~H 0r0 acting on itssecond variable

G (r;r0)

�

~̂H 0r0 + u(r0)+ �
! + i�

2
+ iJ(r0)

�

= i�(r� r
0)

(2.18)

Untilnow no approxim ationshavebeen doneand Eqs.

(2.16,2.18)are exact. Now we can use the assum ption

thatthepotentialu(r)changesslowly on thewavelength

�F .Ifthe m ean free path forthe scattering on the ran-

dom potentialexceeds �F the G reen function varies as

a function ofr� r0 atdistancesofthe orderof�F but,

atthe sam e tim e,is a slow function of(r+ r0)=2. The

Fouriertransform G p ((r+ r0)=2)ofG (r;r0)respective

tor� r0hasasharp m axim um neartheFerm isurface.In

orderto cancellarge term swe subtractEq. (2.18)from

Eq.(2.16).Usingtheassum ption thatthepotentialu(r)

issm ooth and expanding itin gradientsweobtain in the

lowestorder

�

�
ipr R

m
+ ir R u(R )

@

@p

�

G p(R ) (2.19)

+
! + i�

2
[�;G p(R )]+ i[J(R );G p(R )]= 0;

where R = (r+ r0)=2and [;]standsforthecom m utator.

W hen deriving Eq.(2.19),notonly thepotentialu(r)

but also the function J (r) was assum ed to be sm ooth.

The superm atrix M (r) is sm ooth by the construction.

Asconcerns â,thisisnotalwaysso,asisseen from Eq.

(2.8-2.10). However,we can slightly sm ear the coordi-

nates in the de�nition ofthe correlation functions and

obtain afterthisprocedurea sm ooth function â.

ThedependenceoftheG reen function G p (R )on jpjis

m oresharp than on othervariables.In ordertoavoid this

sharp dependence we integrate Eq. (2.19) over jpj. O f

course,thisprocedurem akesa sense forvery largesam -

pleswhen the leveldiscretenesscan be neglected. How-

ever,thisprocedurecan also beperform ed in �nitesam -

ples provided it is com plem ented by an averaging over

the energy.

The m ostinteresting contribution in the integralover

jpjcom esfrom the vicinity ofthe Ferm i-surface.A con-

tribution given by m om enta considerably di�erentfrom

pF isproportionalto theunity m atrix an dropsoutfrom

Eq.(2.19).

Introducing the function gn (r)

gn (r)=
1

�

Z

G pn (r)d�, � =
p2 � p2F

2m
(2.20)

where n is a unite vector pointing a direction on the

Ferm isurface,weobtain the�nalquasiclassicalequation

�
vF nr � p

� 1
F
r

r
u(r)@

n

�
g
n
(r) (2.21)

+
i(! + i�)

2
[�;g

n
(r)]� [J;g

n
]= 0

where

@n = r n � n

r n = � [n � [n�
@

@n
]]

Thefunction gn (r)isself-conjugate

�gn (r)= C g
T
� n (r)C

T = gn (r); (2.22)

which followsfrom Eqs.(2.17),(2.20).

Eq. (2.21) should be com plem ented by a boundary

condition at the surface ofthe sam ple. This boundary

condition isderived in Appendix A.Considering a closed

sam ple we assum e thatthe currentacrossthe borderis

equalto zero.Thisleadsthe boundary condition atthe

surface

gn?
(r)j

surface
= g� n?

(r)j
surface

(2.23)

wheren? isthecom ponentofthevectorn perpendicular

to the surface.

Thecorrelation functionsconsidered herecan easily be

expressed in term softhe quasiclassicalG reen functions

gn (r). The functionalderivative ofthe partition func-

tionsZ1,Eq.(2.14),can bewritten through thefunction

gn (r)asfollows

h �(r)
� �(r)i =

1

2
G ��(r;r)

=
�

2

Z

dn

Z

d�Gpn;��(r)�
��

2

Z

dng
n;��(r) (2.24)
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In Eq. (2.24)and everywhere below the sym bol
R
dn

im plies integration over the unit d-dim ensionalsphere

norm alized to its surface area Sd. W ith this de�nition

wehavee.g.

Z

dn = 1 (2.25)

Asin the theory ofsuperconductivity,the solution for

the Eq.(2.21)satis�esthe condition g2n(r)= 1̂:

Eq.(2.21)iswritten foranon-averagedpotentialu(r).

Itisvalid also in theabsenceofthelong rangepotential.

Ifthe system is �nite,Eq. (2.21) can stillbe obtained

provided averaging overthe spectrum isperform ed.

In principle,onecould averageoverthepotentialu(r)

by expanding in this potentialand averaging term s of

theperturbation theory.Thiswould notbeconsiderably

m oreconvenientascom pared totheconventionalpertur-

bation theory.Fortunately,exactsolutionsofEq.(2.21)

can bewritten explicitly in term sofa functionalintegral

oversuperm atricesQ n (r)with thesam estructureasthe

superm atricesgn (r).

In thenextchapterwewritethissolution and average

overthe long rangepotentialu(r):

III.SO LU T IO N O F T H E Q U A SIC LA SSIC A L

EQ U A T IO N .T H E B A LLIST IC �-M O D EL.

Thequasiclassicalequation,Eq.(2.21),hasbeen writ-

ten previously by M K ,Ref.10 (the long range random

potentialu(r) and the source term were not included).

However,they did nottry to solvethisequation butno-

ticed in analogy with an equation ofm otion for a fer-

rom agnet that Eq. (2.21) is an extrem um of a func-

tionalcontaining a W ess-Zum ino-Novikov-W itten term .

Assum ing that this had to be a deep m inim um M K

have written the solution ofthe quasiclassicalequation

in term s of a functional integral with this functional.

Unfortunately, conditions providing such a description

have not been found as yet and the M K theory is usu-

ally spoken ofasa variationalorphenom enologicalone.

Although this is generally so for \equations ofm otion"

like the quasiclassicalEq. (2.21),there isan im portant

exception when thefunctionalintegralbecom esan exact

solution ofthe problem . Thisexception isjustthe case

considered herewhen theequation islinearin gn(r)and

the functionsgn(r)are superm atrices.Surprisingly,this

rathersim plefacthasnotbeen realized before.

Itisclearthata solution forEq. (2.21)isnotunique

because the equation is hom ogenous. To determ ine the

solution uniquely one should put J = 0,u(r) = 0 and

calculate the corresponding g
(0)
n (r)directly withoutus-

ing thequasiclassicalequation fortheG reen function.It

iseasy to seethatin thiscase

g
(0)

n (r)= � (3.1)

Eq. (3.1)playsthe role ofa boundary condition. Let

usshow thatthe exactsolution forEq.(2.21)satisfying

the boundary condition,Eq.(3.1)can be written as

gn(r)= Z
� 1
2
[J]

Z

Q 2

n
= 1

Q n(r)exp

�

�
��

2
�J[Q n(r)]

�

D Q n;

�J[Q n(r)]= Str

Z

drdn[� �Tn(r)(vF nr r

� p
� 1

F
r ru(r)r n)Tn(r)+

�
i(! + i�)

2
�� J(r)

�

Q n(r)]; (3.2)

Q n(r)= Tn(r)� �Tn(r); �Tn(r)Tn (r)= 1

In Eq.(3.2),the partition function Z2[J (r)]is

Z2[J]=

Z

Q 2

n = 1

exp

�

�
��

2
�J[Q n(r)]

�

D Q n (3.3)

and the integration isperform ed overthe self-conjugate

superm atricesQ n = �Q n (r)satisfying the following rela-

tions

Q
2

n (r)= 1 (3.4)

everywherein the bulk and,in addition,

Q n?
(r)j

surface
= Q � n?

(r)j
surface

(3.5)

atthe surfaceofthe sam ple.

In order to prove the statem ent that the integral,

Eq.(3.2),isequalto the solution gn(r)forEq.(2.20),we

noticethattheintegration in Eq.(3.3)isperform ed over

allsuperm atrices Q n (r) with the constraints,Eqs:(3.4,

3.5),and thereforecannotchangeunderthefollowing re-

placem entofthe variableofthe integration

Q n(r)! eQ n(r)= Un(r)Q n(r)�Un (r), Un(r)�Un (r)= 1

(3.6)

O n the other hand,one can form ally consider the in-

tegral,Eq.(3.3),with the transform ed m atrix eQ n(r) as

a functionalofthe transform ation m atrix Un(r). The

factthattheintegralZ2[J (r)];Eq.(3.3),doesnotchange

underthe transform ation m eans,in particular,thatthe

�rstvariation ofthe considered functionalm ustbe zero

forany unitary m atrix Un(r).

In order to �nd the �rst variation,we m ake a sm all

rotation,resulting in the replacem entUn(r)! Un(r)+

�Un(r)Un(r) and com pute in the linear approxim ation

in the m atrix �Un(r) the di�erence between the func-

tionals with the changed and initial m atrices Un(r).

Forthe superm atrix eQ n(r),thism eansthe replacem ent

eQ n(r) ! eQ n(r)+ [�Un(r);eQ n(r)], which follows from

the relation ��Un (r) = � �Un (r). Then,the �rst varia-

tion�Z2 ofthepartition function Z2[J (r)];Eq.(3.3)takes

the form :

�Z2[J]= �
��

2

Z

Q 2

n
= 1

D Q n��[Q n]exp

�

�
��

2
�[Q n]

�

(3.7)
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The variation ��[Q n] can easily be calculated from

Eq.(3.2)and wewrite itas

��[Q n]= � Str

Z

drdn�Un(r)f(vF nr

� p
� 1

F
r ru(r)@n)Q n(r)+ [(i

! + i�

2
�� J (r));Q n (r)]g

+ vF Str

Z

S

dn (ndS)�Un (r)Q n (r) (3.8)

The integration in the last term in Eq. (3.8) is per-

form ed over the surface ofthe sam ple. At the surface,

not only Q n (r) but also �Un (r) m ust be invariant un-

derthereplacem entn? ! � n? (seeEq.(3.5))Itfollows

from thisproperty thatthe surface term in Eq. (3.8)is

equaltozero.Then,substitutingEq.(3.8)intoEq.(3.7)

and taking into accountthat�Z2[J]m ustbezeroforany

�Un (r)wecom eim m ediately to Eq.(2.21).

Eq.(2.21)is a di�erentialone and a class ofdi�erent

solutionsm ayexist.Thefactthattheintegral,Eq.(3.2),

satis�esEq.(2.21),doesnotguaranteethatitisequalto

gn (r),Eq.(2.20),and thisshould bechecked separately.

Itis the supersym m etric structure ofthe superm atrices

Q n (r)thatallowstheintegral,Eq.(3.2),to satisfy both

the equations.

Putting J = 0 and u(r)= 0 one can calculate g
(0)

n (r)

directly from Eq. (2.20) and com e to Eq. (3.1). The

sam e can be done using the functionalintegralin Eq.

(3.2).Asthefunctional�J[Q n(r)],Eq.(3.2),containsat

J = 0,u(r)= 0 only the m atrices Q n (r) and �,aver-

aging with such a functionalgives according to general

rules3

hQ n (r)i� = � (3.9)

Com paring Eqs. (3.9)with Eq. (3.1)we conclude that

the solution,Eq. (3.2),is com patible with Eq. (2.20).

Although Eq. (3.9)istrivially ful�lled forthe superm a-

trices,itwould notbe necessarily correctifthem atrices

Q did nothavethesupersym m etricstructure.In thelat-

ter case one could obtain e.g. a non-trivialfunction of

! in the r.h.s. ofit. This would invalidate the present

approach forsuch sym m etries. Actually,Eq. (3.9)tells

usthattheaveragedensity ofstatesisa constant,which

isthe caseforweakly disordered system s.

The partition functionsZ1,Eqs.(2.2,2.4,2.11,2.12),

and Z2,Eq. (3.3)are equalto unity atJ = 0. Astheir

logarithm icderivativescoincideforallJ,wecom eto the

conclusion that

Z1[J]= Z2[J] (3.10)

Thus,we replaced the integration over electron m odes,

Eqs.(2.2,2.4,2.11,2.12),by theintegration overlow ly-

ingexcitationsthatwerecalled di�usion m odesin thedif-

fusive lim it. Apparently,the nam e kinetic m odeswould

be a m ore properone forthe lim itunderconsideration.

W echecked Eq.(3.10)additionally by a directexpansion

ofthe both sides in J up to term s J2. Eq. (3.10) was

written in Ref.10 atu(r)= 0 and â = 0 butitsaccuracy

rem ained unclear.

The form ofthe partition function Z2[J],Eqs. (3.2,

3.3) allows us to average it im m ediately over both the

long range potentialu(r) and the superm atrix M (r).

Assum ing that
uctuationsoftherandom potentialu(r)

aregaussian with the correlation

hu(r)u(r0)i= W (r� r
0), (3.11)

where W (r)isa function decaying atdistancesb m uch

exceeding the wavelength �F ,b � �F ,we average the

partition function Z2 (J) over u(r) and M (r) with the

help ofEqs.(2.13),(3.11)and �nd forthe�nalaveraged

partition function Z (̂a)

Z (̂a)=

Z

Q 2

n
(r)= 1

exp(� F [Qn (r)])D Q n (r) (3.12)

The\freeenergy" functionalF takesthe form

F [Q n (r)]= Fkin + Fim p + F
(s)

im p; (3.13)

Fkin[Q n(r)]=
��

4
Str

Z

drdn[2vF � �Tn(r)nr Tn(r)

+ 2i(
! + i�

2
�� â)Q n(r)]

Fim p [Q n]= �
1

8

�
��

pF

� 2 Z

drdndr
0
dn

0
r
i
rr

j

r0
W (r� r

0)

� Str[��Tn (r)r
i
nTn(r)]Str[�

�Tn0(r0)r
j

n0Tn0(r0)]

F
(s)

im p [Q n (r)]= �
��

8�s
Str

�Z

Q n (r)dn

� 2

and Q n (r)= Tn (r)� �Tn (r).

Aswesee from Eqs.(3.12-3.13),the freeenergy func-

tionalF [Q n (r)]consistsofthree parts.

The�rstpartF kin [Q n (r)]describesthekineticm odes

in theabsenceofany im purities.Correlation functionsof

interestcan beobtained di�erentiatingZ (̂a)in â aswrit-

ten in Eqs. (2.7,2.10). The �rst term in F kin [Q n (r)]

can be written also in the form of the W ess-Zum ino-

Novikov-W itten integralwith an additionalvariable of

integration10. The second partF [Q n (r)]isresponsible

for scattering on the long range potential,whereas the

third term isdue to scattering on the shortrangeim pu-

rities.

Eqs. (3.12-3.13)are valid even in the absence ofany

im puritiesaslong asone m ay use the quasiclassicalap-

proxim ation. This description fails near boundaries of
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the sam ple because \turning points" where the quasi-

classicaldescription failsare inevitable in those regions.

Apparently,thiscan lead toan additionalterm in thefree

energyfunctionalanalogoustotheregularizerintroduced

in Ref.17. In allother parts ofthe sam ple,Eqs. (3.12-

3.13)arevalid atalldistancesexceeding the wavelength

�F .

Itis im portantto em phasize thatthe problem ofthe

\m ode locking"12{14 does not exist in the present ap-

proach. Asn2 = 1,there are no 
uctuationstransverse

to theconstantenergy shelland no additionalaveraging

is necessary. M oreover,there are no 
uctuations ofthe

eigenvalues ofthe superm atrix Q n (r) because by con-

struction Q 2
n = 1.Thelim itofthevanishing shortrange

potential�s ! 1 can be taken ifsom e long range po-

tentialispresent. The purely ballistic case withoutany

random ness is m ore sophisticated because one needs a

regularizer. However,thisisa m ore delicate e�ectthan

the problem ofthe m odelocking.

The term Fim p [Q n (r)],Eq. (3.13),does not have a

form ofa collision integralofthe Boltzm ann equation.

It di�ers from what one obtains using the saddle-point

approxim ation and expanding in gradients14;15. Ifone

expandsthe functionalF [Q n (r)]in sm alldeviationsQ

from � using e.g.a param etrization like

T = iP +
�
1� P

2
�1=2

, P �+ �P = 0 (3.14)

the�rstnon-vanishing contribution isoftheorderofP 4,

which m eans that Fim p [Q n (r)]does not contribute to

the barepropagatoratall.

Atthesam etim e,itwasdem onstrated15 thatthebal-

listic �-m odelwith a term in the form ofthe collision

integralcould be obtained at large distances exceeding

a single particle m ean free path l. In the next chapter

we willclarify this question by dem onstrating that the

standard form ofthe collision integralcan really be ob-

tained atlargedistancesasa resultofa course-graining

procedure.

IV .R ED U C ED B A LLIST IC �-M O D EL

Thefreeenergy functionalF [Q n (r)],Eqs.(3.12-3.13)

ism ostgeneraland applicableatalldistancesexceeding

the wavelength �F .W e neglectnow the partFs[Q n (r)]

originating from the shortrange im puritiesand concen-

trateon studying propertiesofthelong rangescattering.

Atverylargedistancesexceedingthem eanfreepath ltr
(weevaluatethislength later,seeEq.(4.30))the�-m odel

m ust acquire the standard di�usive form 3. However,if

the long rangepotentialu(r)isweak such thatltr � b,

one m ore interm ediate scale is im portantfor describing

thebehaviorofthesystem ,nam ely,theonerelated tothe

Lapunovexponent�L = �
� 1

L
.Thecorrespondingtim e�L

isa tim e required fortwo particlesm oving initially par-

allelto each otherto increasethedistancebetween them

byafactoroforderunity (Thisde�nition gives,ofcourse,

the orderofm agnitude of�L only). The im portance of

this tim e was �rst pointed out in Ref.17,where a weak

localization correction wascalculated forscattering on a

long rangepotential.Thistim eisalso relevantforcorre-

lationsofwavefunctionsdiscussed recently18 foram odel

ofweak scattererswhere itwasdem onstrated thatonly

at distances R exceeding the lL = vF �L the notion of

separatedi�usonsm akesa sense.

The length lL was estim ated for the m odel of long

range weak scattererscorresponding to the case consid-

ered hereas

lL � ltr (b=ltr)
2=3

(4.1)

which showsthatlL isbetween band ltr,b� lL � ltr.

At distances R sm aller than lL , two particles that

started theirm otion along paralleltrajectoriesstillm ove

parallelto each other and,following Ref.17,we callthe

region inside lL Lapunov region.

In this chapter, we want to show that the ballistic

non-linear �-m odel,Eqs. (3.12,3.13),acquires a m ore

fam iliar form 14;15 provided an integration over Q n (r)

within the Lapunov region is perform ed. This integra-

tion is som e kind ofthe course-graining procedure used

very often in statisticalphysics. As a resultofsuch an

integration,we obtain another �eld theory that can be

called a reduced ballistic �-m odel.

Proceeding in the standard way we separate 
uctua-

tions ofthe m atrix Q n(r) into fast and slow parts. By

fastvariationsofthesuperm atrix Q n (r)wem ean 
uctu-

ationschanging fastwithin the Lapunov region and the

restisclassi�ed asslow ones.Thisprocedureisvery sim -

ilarto therenorm alization group (RG )schem eapplied in

2D in the di�usive region (see,e.g.3). Carrying outthe

course-graining procedure when deriving the RG equa-

tions is sim pli�ed by the fact that allarising integrals

arelogarithm icand oneneedsto know only the orderof

m agnitude ofthe cuto�s at each step ofthe shellinte-

gration. In the course-graining procedure used here,re-

sulting integralsarenotlogarithm ic.At�rstglance,this

would m aketheentireprocedurerathertricky becausea

renorm alized freeenergy functionalwould depend on the

length lL estim ated by the orderofm agnitude only.

Fortunately,there existsa m ethod ofintegration over

the fast m odes resulting in a renorm alized free energy

functionalF [~Q n]Eq.(4.22)thatdoesnotcontain lL asa

param eter. This length willbe im plied forF [~Q n]asan

ulravioletcuto� only.

The separation into slow and fast
uctuating partsis

perform ed asfollows

Tn(r)= ~Tn(r)Vn(r) (4.2)

where both ~Tn(r) are Vn(r) are unitary superm atrices.

The superm atrix ~Tn(r) is supposed to describe slow

m odes,whereasVn(r)isresponsibleforfastones.Substi-

tution ofEq.(4.2)into Eq.(3.13)resultsin a new action
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in which the two �eldsinteractin com plicated way. W e

writethisaction asfollows

Fkin[T]= Fkin [V ]+ F
0
kin[

~T;V ] (4.3)

Fim p [T]= Fim p [V ]+ F
0
im p[

~T;V ]

where

Fkin[V ]=
��

4
Str

Z

drdn[2vF � �Vn(r)nr Vn(r)

+ (i! � 2îa�� 2�L )�Q
(0)

n (r)] (4.4)

F
0
kin[

~T;V ]=
��

4
Str

Z

drdn[2vF Q
(0)

n

�~Tn (r)nr ~Tn (r)

+ i
��~Tn (r)(! + i� � 2â�)�~Tn (r)

� (! + i�)�+ 2â
�
Q
(0)

n (r)] (4.5)

Fim p [V ]= �
1

8

�
��

pF

� 2 Z

drdndr
0
dn

0
r
i
rr

j

r0
W (r� r

0)

� Str[��Vn(r)r
i
nVn(r)]Str[�

�Vn0(r0)r
j

n0Vn0(r0)] (4.6)

F
0
im p[

~T;V ]= �
1

8

�
��

pF

� 2 Z

drdr
0
dndn

0
r
i
rr

j

r0
W (r� r

0)

� [Str(Q(0)n (r)�i
n (r))Str(Q

(0)

n0 (r
0)�

j

n0 (r
0))

+ 2Str(� �Vn (r)r
i
nVn)Str(Q

(0)

n0 (r)�
j

n0 (r
0))] (4.7)

In Eqs.(4.4-4.7),

Q
(0)

n = Vn (r)� �Vn (r), �i
n (r)=

�~Tn (r)r
i
n
~Tn (r):

(4.8)

Theseparation into thefastand slow parts,Eq.(4.2),

isnotsim ple forthe problem involved. Thisisbecause,

foragivenn,acharacteristicdependenceofQ n (r)on the

coordinater isextrem ely anisotropicand onecannotin-

troducean isotropicm om entum shellforintegration over

the fastm odes.Besides,we should notviolate the rota-

tionalinvariance when integrating over the fast m odes.

This goalis achieved by writing the term with the La-

punov exponent�L in Fkin[V ],Eq.(4.4).Thisissim ilar

to an invariantintegration overa m om entum shellfora

di�usive �-m odel.

Introducing a notation

h:::i0 �

Z

(:::)exp(� Fkin[V ])D Q
(0)

n

wewrite the reduced freeenergy F as

F = � lnhexp(� F
0
kin[

~T;V ]�

� Fim p [V ]� F
0
im p[

~T;V ])i0 (4.9)

(due to the supersym m etry h1i0 = 1).

W e calculate the average in Eq.(4.9) by expansion of

theexponentialand com puting averagesofallterm sob-

tained in thisway.In the �rstorder,using the relation

hQ
(0)

n (r)i0 = � (4.10)

weobtain

hF
0
kin[

~T;V ]i0 = Fkin[~Q n (r)] (4.11)

with Fkin[~Q n (r)]from Eq.(3.13),

hFim p [V ]i0 = 0; (4.12)

which isdueto thesupersym m etry,aswellasthesecond

term in F 0
im p[

~T;V ],Eq.(4.7),

hF
0
im p[

~T;V ]i0 = �
1

8

�
��

pF

� 2 Z

drdr
0
dndn

0
r
i
rr

j

r0
W (r� r

0)

� hStr(Q(0)n (r)�i
n (r))Str(Q

(0)

n0 (r
0)�

j

n0 (r
0))i0 (4.13)

Ifwe replaced the average ofthe product ofQ
(0)

n in

Eq.(4.13)by theproductoftheaverageswewould sim -

ply com e back using Eq. (4.10) to Fim p[~Q n (r)]in Eq.

(3.13). However,now the superm atrices ~Q n (r) vary at

m uch longerdistancesthan theradiusbofthecorrelation

function W (r� r0).Asthe integrand in Eq.(4.13)con-

tains derivatives r r ofW (r� r0),the integralis sm all

and can be neglected.

Them ain contribution com esfrom theirreduciblepart

ofthe correlation function which wedenoteas

hh

�

Q
(0)

n (r)

��� �

Q
(0)

n0 (r
0)

�
�
ii0 (4.14)

(at the m om ent we do not distinguish between the ad-

vanced/retarded blocksand the othersand write allin-

dicesstanding form atrix elem entsassuperscripts). W e

calculatethisaveragein ChapterV in a generalcasein-

cluding the im purity potential(see Eq. 5.9). Now we

neglecttheim purity potentialand m akethereplacem ent

� ! �L when determ ining the function Gnn0(�) from

Eq.(5.8). Then, we substitute Eq.(5.9) into Eq.(4.13)

and transform theresultofthesubstitution by introduc-

ingnew integration variablesR = r+ r
0

2
,� = r� r0.Then,

wenotethattheintegrand containsthefunction Gnn0(�)

that changes on the distance lL (the lim it ! � �L is

im plied),while the superm atrix �i
n (r) changes slower.

Thisallowsusto rewriteEq.(4.13)asfollows

hF
0
im p[

~T;V ]i0 = �
��

2p2
F

Str

Z

drdndn
0

�
�
�i
n(r)

�?

�
�
�
j

n0(r)
�?

Z

d�r
i
r
j
W (�)�Gnn0(�)

�

(4.15)
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Thenotation (:::)? m eansherethepartofthesuperm a-

tricesanticom m uting with �.Eq.(4.15)can bereduced

to a m ore sim ple form . In the Fouriertransform ed rep-

resentation,the integralInn0 over� in Eq. (4.15)takes

the form

Inn0 = �

Z
dq

(2�)d
q
i
q
j
W (q)Gnn0(� q) (4.16)

Solving Eq.(5.8) we �nd for the G reen function in the

lim it! � �L

Gnn0(� q)= �
�nn0

ivF nq + �L �
(4.17)

The function W (q) decays at m om enta m uch sm aller

than pF and only such m om enta give the m ain contri-

bution in Eq. (4.16). Therefore,we can approxim ately

writethefunction Gnn0(� q)in theintegral,Eq.(4.16),as

Inn0 = i�nn0

Z
dq

(2�)d
q
i
q
j
W (q)

�
(p � q)2

2m
� "F + i�L�

� � 1

(4.18)

wherep = pF n.

Using the factthat

�
�i
n(r)

�? �
�
j

n0(r)
�?

= �
1

4
r
i
n
~Q (r)r j

n
~Q (r)

wereduceEq.(4.15)to the form

D

F
0
im p[

~T;V ]

E

0

=
i��

8p2
F

Str

Z

dndrr
i
nQ (r)r j

nQ (r) (4.19)

�

Z
dq

(2�)
d
q
i
q
j
W (q)

�
(p � q)2

2m
� "F + i�L �

� � 1

Changing the variablesofthe integration in the integral

Eq.(4.19)to p0 = p � q and integrating separately over

� = p02=2m � "F and n0= p0=p0 weobtain �nally

D

F
0
im p[

~T;V ]

E

0

=
(��)

2

8

Z

dr

Z

dndn
0(n � n

0)i(n � n
0)j

� Wnn0Str[r i
n
~Q n(r)r

j
n
~Q n(r)] (4.20)

where W nn0 = W (pF (n � n0)). Thisresultcorresponds

tothecollisionintegralin theBoltzm ann kineticequation

in the lim itofsm allanglesofthe scattering.

Proceeding furtherwe can calculate,in principle,not

only hF 0
im p[

~T;V ]i0 butalso itshighercum m ulantslike

DD

F
0
im p[

~T;V ]F 0
im p[

~T;V ]

EE

0

To estim atethesecum m ulantsweshould consideran av-

erageofthe type

hhr nr n0Q
(0)

n (r)Q
(0)

n0 (r
0)

� rn1
r n0

1

Q
(0)

n1
(r1)Q

(0)

n0

1

(r01)ii0 (4.21)

wherejr� r0j� jr1� r01j. band we do notwrite explic-

itly indices.

The correlation function forthe productoffourQ (0),

Eq. (4.21),resem bles a correlation function calculated

in Ref.18 where itwasdem onstrated that,being a com -

plicated function ofsm alldistances,the reducible cor-

relation function decoupled into 2 di�usons as soon as

thedistancebetween the pointsr;r0 and r1;r
0
1 exceeded

the Lapunov length lL. Thism eansthatthe irreducible

correlation function ofthe type asin Eq. (4.21)decays

at distances ofthe order ofthe length lL. As the sec-

ond cum m ulantcontainsaproductoffourslow functions

�n (r),Eq. (4.8),we conclude that the cum m ulant ex-

pansion ise�ectively a seriesin lLr r.Therefore,beyond

theLapunov region wem ay keep theaverageF 0
im p[

~T;V ]

only. Using Eqs. (4.9-4.12,4.20) we write the reduced

ballistic �-m odelapplicable beyond the Lapunov region

in the form

F [Q n (r)]=
��

4
Str

Z

dr

�Z

(2vF �T n (r)r rTn (r)

+ i(! + i� � 2â�)�Q n (r))dn

+
��

2

Z

W nn0 (n � n
0)
i
(n � n

0)
j

� r
i
nQ n(r)r

j
nQ n(r)dndn

0

�

(4.22)

The reduced ballistic �-m odel,Eq.(4.22),hasthe sam e

form as the corresponding �-m odelderived for a long

range potential15 provided the lim itofsm allangle scat-

tering is considered. The non-linear �-m odelwas ob-

tained in Ref.15 underthe assum ption thatalldistances

exceeded thesingleparticlem ean freepath lusing,asthe

�rststep,the saddlepointapproxim ation.However,the

saddle pointapproxim ation isnotgood fora long range

potentialand,hence,thelength lcannotbeagood quan-

tity.Now weseethatoneshould use the length lL .The

reduced �-m odelis applicable at distances larger than

lL and this agrees with the suggestion ofRef.18. It is

rem arkable,that the reduced �-m odeldoes not contain

explicitly thelength lL asaparam eter.Itcan enterasan

ultravioletcuto� only.Therefore,itissu�cientto know

lL by orderofm agnitude.

O necan furthersim plify thereduced ballistic�-m odel,

Eq. (4.22),at distances exceeding the transport m ean

free path ltr � lL. This route is welldeveloped
10;12;15.

Separating again fast m odes (strongly varying at dis-

tancessm allerthan ltr)from slow oneswith thezero an-

gularharm onics(
uctuating atdistances exceeding ltr)

wewritethe superm atrix Tn (r)in Eq.(4.22)as

Tn (r)= U (r)T (0)

n (r) (4.23)

Then,the free energy functionalF [Q n (r)],Eq. (4.22),

takesthe form

10



F [U;T (0)]= F0[T
(0)]+ F 0[U;T (0)]; (4.24)

F0[T
(0)]=

��

4
Str

Z

[2vF T
(0)

n (r)nr rT
(0)

n (r)

+ i(! + i�)�Q (0)

n (r)]dr (4.25)

F
0
h

U;T
(0)

i

=
��

4
Str

Z

dr[2vF Q
(0)

n (r)n�(r) (4.26)

+ i(! + i�)
�
�U (r)�U (r)� �

�
Q
(0)

n (r)+

��

2

Z

W nn0 (n � n
0)
i
(n � n

0)
j
r
i
nQ

(0)

n (r)r j
nQ

(0)

n (r)dndn0]

whereQ
(0)
n (r)= T

(0)
n (r)� �T

(0)
n (r),�(r)= �U (r)r U (r).

Thenextstep istointegrateoverthefastm odes,which

leadsto the free energy functionalFdif [Q ]

Fdif [Q ]= hexp

�

� F
0
h

U;T
(0)

i�

i0 (4.27)

where

< :::> 0=

Z

(:::)exp

�

� F0

h

T
(0)

i�

D Q
(0)

Integration over Q
(0)

n (r) can be perform ed using, e.g.

the param etrization

Q
(0)

n (r)= �(1+ iP n (r))(1� iPn (r))
� 1

(4.28)

with �Pn = � Pn,Pn�+ �P n = 0.

Then,one can expand Pn (r) (as a function ofn) in

angularharm onicsand expand in Pn in Eqs. (4.25). In

the �rstterm in Eq. (4.26),itissu�cientto keep only

the linearterm in Pn,while in the third term we should

expand up toquadraticterm s.Duetothepresenceofthe

linear term integration overthe �rstharm onics is m ost

im portant.Perform ingthisgaussian integration wecom e

to the di�usive �-m odel

Fdif [Q ]=
��

8
Str

Z

[D (r Q )
2
+ 2i(! + i�)�Q ]dr

(4.29)

where Q (r) = U (r)� �U (r) and D = v2F �tr=d,d is the

dim ensionality.

The transport tim e �tr can be written through the

function W nn0 as

�
� 1
tr = 2��

Z

W nn0 (1� nn
0)dn0 (4.30)

whereasthe transportm ean free path ltr isltr = vF �tr.

Ifin addition the short range potentialis present,the

e�ective m ean free tim e �eff can be written as �� 1
eff

=

�
� 1
tr + �� 1s .

W riting the reduced �-m odel,Eq.(4.22),in a lim ited

volum eonecan com erathereasily to theW igner-Dyson

level-levelcorrelation functions9. Thiscan be done sep-

arating 
uctuationsofTn with the zero space and angle

harm onicsfrom otherdegreesoffreedom .W e write this

separation in a form sim ilarto Eqs.(4.2,4.23)

Tn (r)= U T
0
n (r) (4.31)

whereU dependsneitheron thevectorn noron thecoor-

dinater,whileT 0
n (r)containsonlynon-zeroharm onicsin

theboth coordinates.Integration overT 0
n (r)can beper-

form ed using a param etrization analogousto Eq.(4.28).

Excitations corresponding to the m atrix T 0
n (r) have a

gap and theircontribution can be neglected in the colli-

sion region in the m ain approxim ation in the param eter

!m in(�tr;�L ). Then,we com e to the zero-dim ensional

version F0[Q ]ofthe �-m odel

F0[Q ]=
�i(! + i�)

4�
Str(�Q ) (4.32)

where � = (�V )
� 1

(V is the volum e) is the m ean

levelspacing. This leads directly to the W igner-Dyson

statistics3.

Theabovediscussion describescom pletely them ethod

of derivation of the �-m odel based on quasiclassical

G reen functionsin allregions.However,explicitcalcula-

tionswith the ballistic �-m odelare notsim ple and cal-

culationalschem esarenotnecessarily the sam easthose

used in the di�usive lim it. The m ostunusualisthe La-

punov region. In the nextchapterswe considercalcula-

tionalschem esthatcan be usefulforclean system s.

V .C O R R ELA T IO N FU N C T IO N S FO R A LO N G

R A N G E D ISO R D ER

The ballistic �-m odelderived in the previous chap-

ters has a form ofa functionalintegralover the super-

m atrix Q n (r) with the constraint Q 2
n (r) = 1. Using

param etrizationsofthetypeofEqs.(3.14,4.28)and ex-

panding in Pn is a potentially dangerousprocedure be-

causethe rotationalinvariancem ay be lost.From study

ofdisordered m etals3 we know thatsuch a perturbation

theory workswellin the di�usive region butfailsin the

regim e ofstrong localization. Interestingly enough,the

perturbation theory in term softhe ballistic excitations

does not work also in the Lapunov region. Using the

expansion in Pn onecom esto propagators

(vF nq + !�)
� 1

(5.1)

and integralsoverboth n and vectorsq.

These integrals are not generally convergent and the

result depends strongly on a regularization. In Ref.12

the regularization was carried out by writing an addi-

tionalterm in the �-m odelthat would arise ifa sm all

am ount of short range im purities was added. It was

11



suggested that,at the end ofcalculations,the regular-

izer could be put to zero. In contrast,the authors of

Ref.17 assum ed that a regularizer had to rem ain �nite

and dem onstrated in a subsequentpublication20 thatits

presencein the�-m odelleadsto an anom alouscontribu-

tion.Problem swith diagram m aticexpansionsin thebal-

listic excitationswere also discussed in Ref.21. The fact

thatonecan hardlyspeakaboutseparatedi�usons(kine-

tons) in the Lapunov region has been noticed in Ref.17

and em phasized in Ref.18.

Atthesam etim e,theintegration overQ n in theballis-

tic�-m odel,Eq.(3.12,3.13)iswellde�ned and theprob-

lem s arise only after using a param etrization like those

in Eqs. (3.14,4.28)and a subsequentexpansion in Pn.

Therefore,weshould understand whatonecan do ifone

m ay not use such a param etrization. It turns out that

them ostproperway ofcom putationsofcorrelation func-

tionsisderivingequationsforthem .Thisisanalogousto

whatonedoesin m odelsforturbulence22.Unfortunately,

thism ethod isnotasgeneralasthe perturbation theory

but for som e correlation functions closed equations can

be derived withoutdi�culties.

Asan exam ple,weconsiderthefunction Y 00(r1;r2;!),

Eq.(2.8)(withoutaveraging overthe long rangepoten-

tial). Using Eqs. (2.10,3.10)we reduce thiscorrelation

function to the form

Y
00(r1;r2;!)= � 2(��)2

Z

dn1dn2

�

Z

Q 2

n
= 1

Q
84

n1
(r1)Q

48

n2
(r2)exp

�

�
��

2
�0[Q n(r)]

�

D Q n

(5.2)

with the functional�0[Q n(r)]from Eq. (3.2) in which

weneglectthe shortrangeim puritiesand putJ = 0.

In orderto �nd the averagehQ 84
n1
(r1)Q

48
n2
(r2)iQ (here

and below the sym bolh:::iQ isused for averaging with

the functional �0[Q n(r)]) we introduce the function

gn (r;̂an)(superscriptsareom itted):

gn (r;̂an)= Z
� 1
0
[̂an]

Z

Q 2

n = 1

Q n (r)exp

�

�
��

2
� ân [Q n]

�

D Q n

(5.3)

Z0[̂an]=

Z

Q 2

n
= 1

exp

�

�
��

2
� ân [Q n]

�

D Q n

� ân [Q n]= �0[Q n]� iStr

Z

drdnân(r)Q n(r) (5.4)

Below,the source ân is assum ed to be a m atrix anti-

com m uting with �. Besides,in contrastto Eq.(3.2),it

includesnow thedependenceon thedirection n and isno

longerself-conjugate: �̂an(r)6= ân(r). Then,the �rstor-

derg
(1)
n (r;̂an)oftheexpansion ofthefunction gn (r;̂an)

in the sourcegivesthe irreduceablecorrelation function

g
(1)

n (r;̂an) = i
��

2

Z

dr
0
dn

0
hhQ n (r)

� Str(Qn0 (r0)ân0 (r0))iiQ (5.5)

Atthe sam e tim e,the function gn (r;̂an),Eq.(5.4),is a

solution forthe equation (c.f.with Eq.(2.21))

�
vF nr r � p

� 1

F
r ru(r)@n

�
gn(r;̂an)+

i(! + i�)

2
[�;gn(r;̂an)]=

=
i

2

�
ân (r)+ �̂an (r);gn(r;̂an)

�
(5.6)

Eq.(5.6)can be solved by iterationsexpanding in ân(r).

Asthezeroorderin ân(r)wem ay takeg
(0)

n (r)= � using

again the supersym m etry ofthe integralEq.(5.3) when

the source is disregarded. Then,we obtain in the �rst

order

g
(1)

n (r;̂an) =
i

4

Z

dr
0
dn

0(Gnn0 (r;r0)

+ �G nn0 (r;r0)�)
�
ân0 (r0)+ �̂an (r);�

�
(5.7)

ThekernelGnn0(r;r0)in thisexpression isa G reen func-

tion fortheequation:

�
vF nr r � p

� 1

F
r ru(r)@n

�
Gnn0(r;r0)+

+ i(! + i�)�Gnn0(r;r0)= �nn0�(r� r
0) (5.8)

>From Eqs.(5.5-5.7)we �nd easily

hh
�
Q n(r)

��� �
Q n0(r0)

�
�
iiQ =

1

2��

h

G
��

nn0(r;r
0)�
�+

+ ���
G
��

nn0(r;r
0)����
�

� G
��

nn0(r;r
0)���

�

�
�

� ���G
��

nn0(r;r
0)�
�

�
K



 + c:c. (5.9)

where c:c:standsfor\charge conjugated" term s. Then,

taking in Eq.(5.9)di�erentvaluesofthesuperscriptsone

can �nd corresponding integrals. For exam ple,putting

� = 
 = 4,� = � = 8 resultsin the relation

hQ
84

n1
(r1)Q

48

n2
(r2)iQ = �

2

��
D (1;2) (5.10)

and weobtain �nally

Y
00(r1;r2;!)= 4��

Z

dn1dn2D (1;2) (5.11)

Thefunction D (1;2)used in Eqs.(5.10,5.11)istheG reen

function oftheLiouvilleoperatorL̂ = @H

@p

@

@r
� @H

@r

@

@p
and

satis�esthe equation

�
vF n1r r1 � p

� 1

F
r r1 u(r1)@n1

� i(! + i�)
�
D (1;2)= �1;2

(5.12)
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W e used here the notationsj� (nj;rj),�j� (� nj;rj)of

Ref.17.

Thequantity Y 00(r1;r2;!),Eq.(5.11),isan extension

ofthe non-averaged density-density correlation function

toarbitraryscales.W eem phasizethattheresultisexact

within the quasiclassicalapproxim ation.

A sim ilarcom putation can be carried outfora higher

ordercorrelation function Y 00
2 (r1;r2;r3;r4;!)

Y
00

2 (r1;r2;r3;r4;!) (5.13)

= G
R
" (r1;r2)G

A
"� ! (r2;r1)G

R
" (r3;r4)G

A
"� ! (r4;r3) (5.14)

Thisfunction can be written asan integraloverthe su-

pervectors (r)as

Y
00

2 (r1;r2;r3;r4;!) (5.15)

= 16

Z

 
4(r2)� 

4(r1) 
8(r1)� 

8(r2)

�  
2(r4)� 

2(r3) 
6(r3)� 

6(r4)e
� L [ ]

D  (5.16)

Using the resultsofChap. IIIwe rewrite the integral

over (r),Eq.(5.15),in term sofan integraloverQ n (r)

as

Y
00

2 (r1;r2;r3;r4;!)= (2��)2
4Y

i= 1

Z

dniM (1;4;2;3) (5.17)

M (1;4;2;3)=

�

�
��

2

�2
hQ

84

n1
(r1)Q

48

n2
(r2)Q

62

n3
(r3)Q

26

n4
(r4)iQ (5.18)

In order to calculate the correlation function M , Eq.

(5.18),oneshould expand Eqs.(5.3),(5.6)up tothethird

order in the source and then com pare them with each

other.W riting theintegralEq.(5.3)for� = 8,� = 4 and

assum ing that only the elem ents â48n (r), â26n (r), â
62
n (r)

ofthe source are not equalto zero we expand it in the

elem ent â48n (r). K eeping only the �rst order in the ex-

pansion and putting â48n (r)= i�n1n2
�(r1 � r2)weobtain

the following integralgeneralizing Eq.(5.10)

D n1 n2
(r1;r2;̂a

0
n)= �

��

2

Z

Q 2

n = 1

Q
84

n1
(r1)Q

48

n2
(r2)

� e
� � �

2
� â0

n
[Q n (r)]D Q n (5.19)

The new source â0n in Eq. (5.19)di�ersfrom the previ-

ousone ân by thesubstitution â48n2
(r2)= 0.Atthesam e

tim e,m aking the sam e for the solution ofEq.(5.6) we

obtain

[vF n2r 2 � p
� 1

F
r r2 u(r2)@n2

+ i(! + i�)]Dn1n2
(r1;r2;̂a

0
n)

=
1

2
�12[g

88

n2
(r2 ;̂a

0
n)� g

44

n2
(r2 ;̂a

0
n)]Z2[̂a

0
n] (5.20)

In order to com e now to the integral, Eq.(5.18), one

should �nd theterm oftheexpansion D n1n2
(r1;r2;̂a

0
n)in

the source â0n bilinearin the elem ents â26n (r),â
62
n (r).As

concernsthe elem entsg44n2
(r2;̂a

0
n),g

88
n2
(r2 ;̂a

0
n),they sat-

isfy Eq. (5.6)im plying the replacem ent ân(r)by â
0
n(r).

Duetothestructureofthesourceeach oftheequationsis

closed and containsno term swith the source.Theirso-

lutionsaretherefore� 1,respectively.Expandingfurther

Z2[̂a
0
n]in theelem entsâ

26
n (r),â

62
n (r)and substitutingthe

resultin Eq.(5.20)weobtain

[vF n2r 2 � p
� 1

F
r r2 u(r2)@n2

� i(! + i�)]M (1;4;�2;3)= �1�2D (3;4) (5.21)

The operatorin the l.h.s. ofEq.(5.21)actson the vari-

ablesofa oneofthe \di�usons".In orderto getalso an

equation with respectto thevariablesoftheotherdi�u-

son we consider the integral,Eq.(5.3),with the source

having now only the elem ents â62n (r), â48n (r), â84n (r).

Putting there � = 6,� = 2 and repeating successively

allthe steps that lead us to Eqs.(5.20)-(5.21) we com e

to an equation like Eq.(5.21)in which n2,r2 in the left

side are replaced by n3,r3 and the variables1,�2 in the

rightsideby 3,4 respectively.Adding thisequation with

Eq.(5.21)we�nd

(vF [n2r r2 + n3r r3 ]� p
� 1

F
[r r2 u(r2)@n2

+ r r3 u(r3)@n3
]

� 2i(! + i�))M (1;4;�2;3)= �1�2D (3;4)+ �34D (1;�2) (5.22)

Eq. (5.22)agreeswith the corresponding equation of

Ref.17.Thisequation iswritten beforeaveragingoverthe

long range potentialand is again exactwithin the qua-

siclassicalapproxim ation. However,the averaging over

the long range potentialis not trivial. Analyzing this

equation Aleinerand Larkin17 dem onstrated thattheav-

eraged function M (1;4;2;3) decouples into 2 di�usons

(one can connect the G reen functions G R ;A in 2 di�er-

ent ways form ing 2 di�usons) at lengths exceeding the

Lapunov length lL . W e callhere this region collisional.

A sim ilar analysis starting from a di�erent form ulation

wascarried ourin Ref.18 wherethe authorscam e to the

sam e conclusion. This correspondsto the possibility of

expanding in sm all
uctuations ofthe superm atrix Q n

using a param etrization liketheonegiven by Eqs.(3.14)

or(4.28).

In theLapunovregion,such an expansion isim possible

and the only way to analyze correlation functions is to

write equations for them for a �xed potentialand then

average the solution over the potential. Unfortunately,

we do not know how to derive exact equations for av-

eraged correlation functions. The form ofthe ballistic

�-m odel,Eq. (3.12,3.13),does not allow us to derive

such equations because ofthe com plicated form ofthe

term Fim p.

Apparently,usingtheballistic�-m odelforcalculations

in theLapunovregion doesnotbringconsiderableadvan-

tages.Atthe sam e tim e,we see thatthe �-m odelisap-

plicable also in thisregion,although one cannotuse the

perturbation theory. Therefore,the conclusion ofRef.18

thata com pletely di�erenttheory should beconstructed

forthe Lapunov region istoo pessim istic.
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V I.P ER IO D IC O R B IT S

In thischapter,weconsideraclean�nitesystem (quan-

tum billiard).In principle,there can be holes(antidots)

in thesystem butthiscan bediscussed in term sofam ore

com plicated surface.

A standard toolfor com putation ofthe one particle

density ofstates is the G utzwiller trace form ula8 (for a

review,see,e.g.8;6;7).Thisform ula allowsoneto express

thenon-averaged density ofstatesin term sofa sum over

periodicorbits.Thissum isactually divergentbutthere

arem ethodstoobtain reasonableresultsfrom it.Aslong

asenergiesinvolved areoftheorderoftheinverseperiod

ofshortorbitsonecan extractadetailed inform ation and

com putealsolevel-levelcorrelation functions.Very often

a statisticalinform ation isofthe m ain interestand one

calculatesquantitiesaveraged overspectrum .

The situation becom es considerably m ore di�cult if

onestudiesbehavioratsm allenergiesoftheorderofthe

m ean levelspacing �.Even calculation ofthe �rstnon-

vanishing non-oscillating term s for the W igner-Dyson

statisticsisnotsim ple23 and di�culties grow when cal-

culating nextorders24. O n the otherhand,the W igner-

Dyson statistics can easily be obtained from the zero-

dim ensional�-m odeland the only question iswhen this

0D �-m odeldescription isvalid.

In Chap.IV wecam eto theconclusion thatthe0D �-

m odelcan beused forthem odelofweak longrangescat-

terersifthe frequency ! issm allerthan m in
�
�
� 1

L
;�

� 1
tr

�
.

Forthe level-levelcorrelation function R (!),Eq. (2.7),

the param eter ! is the energy di�erence between two

levelsbutwhataretheparam eters�tr and �L or,respec-

tively,ltr = vF �tr and lL = vF �L ?

Fora clean quantum billiard the transportm ean free

path should be oforder ofthe system size L. At the

sam e tim e,an im portant role should be played by the

Ehrenfesttim e

tE = �
� 1 ln(L=�F ) (6.1)

where � is the Lapunov exponent for scattering on the

boundaries.Thecorrespondinglength lE = vF tE ism uch

larger or ofthe order ofthe system size L. This tim e

determ inesthe crossoverfrom the classicalto the quan-

tum regim e25;26.Thequestion aboutthe Ehrenfesttim e

is becom ing popular in m esoscopic physics27{29. In the

presentwork,wearenotableto obtain thistim e within

the approxim ationsused. Averaging overthe spectrum

is equivalent to averaging over in�nite range im purities

and we see from Eqs. (3.12,3.13) that only the term

Fkin[Q n(r)]ispresentin thiscase.

At�rstglance,itwasnotnecessarytoaverageoverthe

energywhen derivingthequasiclassicalequationsand the

ballistic �-m odelin Chap.II.However,thisdependson

whatlim itistaken �rst:the in�nite size ofthe system s

at�nitedisorderorvanishing disorderin a �nitesystem .

In the form ercase,an additionalaveraging overthe en-

ergy isreally notnecessary. However,energy levelsofa

�nite system are quantized and we cannot directly fol-

low the argum ents ofChap. IIfor the latter case. For

exam ple,the function gn (r)introduced in Eq. (2.20)is

nota sm ooth function becauseoneshould sum over� in-

stead ofintegrating overit.However,theaveraging over

theenergy im provesthesituation and m akespossibleus-

ing thequasiclassicalequations.Sinceweshould average

the partition function with the sources,Eq.(2.11),and,

hence, the G reen functions, one can sim ply add aver-

aging over the energy to the sum m ation over � in the

de�nition ofgn (r),Eq.(2.20).Then,thefunction gn (r)

is a sm ooth function of r and we can repeat allthe

subsequent argum ents leading to the �-m odel. So,al-

though thereisno disorderin the free energy functional

Fkin[Q n(r)],theenergyaveragingisim plied fortheclean

quantum billiards.

As we have m entioned, our quasiclassical approach

should be valid everywhere exceptin the vicinity ofthe

boundaries,wheretheapproxim ation failsneartheturn-

ing points. Therefore, a m ore accurate com putation

m ightproducean additionalterm in theballistic�-m odel

neartheboundary.Aleinerand Larkin17 introduced such

a term m odelling the quantum di�raction by �ctitious

shortrangeim purities.

W ethinkthatan additionalterm in the�-m odeldueto

the quantum di�raction isreally necessary butleave its

derivation fora future work.Instead,wewilltry now to

derive the function R (!)neglecting thisterm . In other

words,we considerenergies! exceeding t� 1
E

whateverit

is.

In Ref.12,an additionalterm wasadded asa regular-

izer,which had to be putto zero atthe end ofthe cal-

culations. However,proceeding in this way the authors

ofRef.12 got a result that did not agree with the one

obtained from the G utzwiller trace form ula19. The dis-

crepancy has been called \repetition problem " and was

discussed in a num berofworks14;18.

W ewanttoshow now thattheresultobtained with the

ballistic �-m odelcontaining only the term Fkin[Q n(r)],

Eq. (3.13),agrees with what one can expect from the

trace form ulae. In contrast,the perturbative approach

ofRef.12 isnotaccuratein thislim it.

W e startourdiscussion with Eqs. (3.12,3.13),where

only theterm Fkin[Q n(r)]isleft.Thelevel-levelcorrela-

tion function R (!),Eq.(2.7),can be written as

R (!)= 1� ReI(!); (6.2)

I(!) =
1

2V 2

Z

h
�
Q
44

n (r)� 1
�

� (Q88n0 (r
0)+ 1)ikindrdr

0
dndn

0 (6.3)

whereweuse Eqs.(6.7),(6.8)and introducea notation

< :::> kin=

Z

(:::)exp

�

� F
(0)

kin
[Q n (r)]

�

D Q n

Thefreeenergy functionalF
(0)

kin
isobtained from Fkin,

Eq.(3.13)by putting â = 0.
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Due to the absence ofany regularizera perturbation

expansion in ballistic excitations(di�usion m odes)can-

notbegood becauseoneobtainsdivergingintegralswith

propagatorslike the one in Eq. (5.1) in the integrand.

Therefore, this m ethod should not be applied and we

should try som ething di�erent. At the sam e tim e,the

speci�cform ofthefunctionalF
(0)

kin
[Q n (r)]thatdoesnot

contain second spacederivativesallowsusto sim plify the

functionalintegralby reducing itto functionalintegrals

on periodic orbits.

In orderto proceed in thisway wediscretizethephase

spacewritingthefunctionalintegralasade�niteintegral

overQ atallsitesofa latticein thephasespace.In this

way we writethe function I(!),Eq.(6.3),as

I(!)=
[�
] 2f2

2V 2

X

ri;rj;ni;nj

h
�
Q
44

ni
(ri)� 1

�

�
�
Q
88

nj
(rj)+ 1

�
ikin (6.4)

The free energy functionalF
(0)

kin
on this lattice takes

the form

F
(0)

kin
[Q n (r)]=

X

ni

Fni
[Q ] (6.5)

Fn[Q ]=
��[�
]f

4
Str[

X

fri;r
0

i
g

2vF

f
�T n (ri)Tn (r

0
i)

+
X

ri

i(! + i�)�Q n (ri)]

In Eqs.(6.4, 6.5), f is the elem entary length in the

coordinate space along a trajectory and [�
]isthe ele-

m entary phase volum ein the phase space perpendicular

to it(i.e. to the unitvectorn). The sum m ation in the

�rst term in Fn[Q ]is perform ed overnearest neighbors

on thetrajectory and in a certain order.Theelem entary

volum e[�
]in Eqs.(6.4,6.5)can be written as

[�
]= S
� 1

d

d� 1Y

i= 1

�
�n i

? �r
i
?

�
(6.6)

where Sd is the surface of the unit sphere in the d-

dim ensionalspace. In Eq. (6.6),�r i
?
and �n i

?
are the

elem entary length and m om entum in a direction perpen-

dicularto the path.

In principle,the length f and the space volum e [�
]

m ay be arbitrary. Atthe sam e tim e,we should rem em -

ber that we have used the quasiclassicalapproxim ation

and thelength f m ay notbesm allerthan thewavelength

�F . However,only forspeci�c choice of[�
],the func-

tionalFn[Q ],Eq. (6.5),rem ains single valued. As we

willsee,thischoicecorrespondsto theBohr-Som m erfeld

quantization rules.

In orderto reduce the m ultiple integraloverallQ on

the lattice sitesin the phase space to a sim plerform we

usethefollowing equalitiesthatcan beproven using the

m ethodsofintegration oversuperm atrices3

Z

exp(� Fn[Q ])D Q = 1 (6.7)

Z
�
Q
44

n (r)� 1
�
exp(� Fn[Q ])D Q (6.8)

=

Z
�
Q
88

n (r)+ 1
�
exp(� Fn[Q ])D Q = 0

forany r and n.

Let us understand �rst how to sim plify the function

I(!),Eq.(6.3),foran in�nite sam ple.Using Eqs.(6.7,

6.8)we conclude im m ediately that only the term s with

ni = nj contributein the sum in Eq.(6.4).Asconcerns

the free energy functional,one can integrateoverallQ n

with nj 6= ni using Eq.(6.7),which leavesonly oneterm

Fni
[Q ]in theexponential.O nly theterm with niparallel

tothelineconnectingthepointsrand r0givesanon-zero

contribution and,m oreover,integration overQ on sites

outsidethelinegives1becausethefreeenergyfunctional

F
(0)

kin
[Q n (r)],Eq.(6.5),doesnotcontain couplingsofQ

on these siteswith Q on siteson the line between r and

r0.

Thus,wecom eto an integraloverallQ on sitesalong

the line connecting the pointsr and r0

I(!)= I+ (!)+ I� (!); (6.9)

I� (!) =
[�
] 2f2

2V 2

X

ri;rj

Z
�
Q
44

� (ri)� 1
��
Q
88

� (rj)+ 1
�

� exp(� F+ [Q ]� F� [Q ])D Q ;

F� [Q � ]=
��[�
]f

4
Str[

X

fri;r
0

i
g�

2vF

f
�T � (ri)T� (r

0
i)

+
X

ri

i(! + i�)�Q � (ri)]

The signs+ and � correspond to di�erentdirectionsof

the trajectory; the sum m ation over the pairs fri;r
0
ig�

in the free energiesF� [Q � ]should be ful�lled in the or-

derconform ing with itsdirection. O ne can see thatthe

free energies and,hence,both the term s I+ (!),I� (!)

are equalto each other. This relation follows form ally

from the de�nition ofthe conjugation and the equality

Q n(r) = Q n(r). It is im portant that the tim e-reversal

sym m etry isnotviolated.

W e see from Eqs. (6.9) that the functionalintegral,

Eq. (6.3),overQ n (r)on allsitesin the phase space of

an in�nitesam plehasbeen reduced to a functionalinte-

gralalong a lineand averaging overalldirectionsofthis

line.Thisisduetoaspeci�cform ofthefreeenergyfunc-

tionalcontaining only �rstspace derivatives. Any regu-

larizercontaining second derivativeswould m ake such a

reduction im possible.
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W hathappensifthe sam ple is�nite? W e can reduce

as before the functionalintegral,Eq. (6.3),to an inte-

graloverthe line.However,we can follow thisline until

wereach theboundary,wherewehavea degeneracy that

followsfrom theboundary condition,Eq.(3.5).Nam ely,

the superm atrix Q n belongs to 2 di�erent lines. This

m eans that,having reached the surface,we can follow

the line obtained from the �rstone by a specularre
ec-

tion. W e can keep going along the second line untilwe

reach another boundary,etc. In principle,we have two

possibilities:

1. After severalre
ections from the boundaries we

com e to the sam e point in the phase space or,in other

wordswegeta periodicorbit.

2.Thebroken lineobtained afterthere
ectionson the

boundariesdoesnotclose in the phase space,which can

beconsidered asa periodicorbitwith an in�niteperiod.

O fcourse,weshould speak ratheroftubesthan oflines.

However,thisisnotim portantbecauseweareinterested

now in com paratively high frequencies! ofthe orderof

a typicalperiod oftheorbit.Very long orbitswould con-

tribute to the function I(!),Eq.(6.3),atm uch sm aller

frequencies. The question about the �nite thickness of

the lines can arise for tim es larger than the Ehrenfest

tim e tE ,Eq.(6.1),which wedo notconsiderhere.

So,letusassum ethatwehavegotaperiodicorbit.All

superm atricesT and Q in Eqs.(6.9)areassum ed to be

on thisorbitand wecan writetheseequationsin a m ore

convenientform choosing the thicknessofthe pathsand

changing to thecontinuouslim italong them .Taking the

continuous lim it along the paths the elem entary length

f willdisappear. The only quantity to be chosen isthe

elem entary phasevolum e[�
]in Eq.(6.6).

In the d-dim ensionalspacethe density ofstates� can

be written as

� =
dn

d"F
=


dd

(2�~)
d

p
d� 1

F

vF
(6.10)

where
d isthevolum eoftheunitd-dim ensionalsphere.

Then, using the relation between the surface of the

unitsphereand itsvolum eSd = 
dd wereducethecoef-

�cient�[
]entering the free energy functionalF � [Q ]in

Eqs.(6.9)to the form

�[�
]=
1

(2�~)
d
vF

d� 1Y

i= 1

�
�p i

? �r
i
?

�
(6.11)

Now wehavetochoosetheproduct
Q d� 1

i= 1

�
�p i

? �r
i
?

�
and

wedo thisusing a standard quasiclassicalruleaccording

to which wewrite

d� 1Y

i= 1

�
�p i

? �r
i
?

�
= (2�~)

d� 1
(6.12)

W ith Eq.(6.12)weobtain

�[�
]= (2�~v F )
� 1

(6.13)

Putting aseverywherebefore ~ = 1 we can rewrite Eqs.

(6.9)asa sum overperiodicorbits

I(!) =
� 2

(2�vF )
2

X

p

Z

h
�
Q
44 (x)� 1

�

�
�
Q
88 (x0)+ 1

�
i1dxdx

0 (6.14)

where< :::> 1 standsforthefunctionalintegral

h:::i1 =

Z

(:::)exp(� F1[Q ])D Q (6.15)

and � = (�V )
� 1

isthem ean levelspacingforthebilliard

under consideration. The one-dim ensionalfree energy

functionalF1 [Q ]foran orbittakesthe form

F1 [Q ]=
1

2
Str

Z �

� �T (x)
dT (x)

dx
+
i(! + i�)

2vF
�Q

�

dx

(6.16)

and istheresultoftheaddingofthefreeenergiesF� [Q � ]

Eq.(6.9). The sum overp in Eq. (6.14)m eansthe sum

overallperiodicorbitsand,in principle,Q (x)should de-

pend on p.In ordertosim plify notationsweom itwriting

this dependence explicitly. The integrals over x and x0

aretaken along the orbits(a certain direction isim plied

to be already chosen).

The overallcoe�cient in the functionalF 1 [Q ]is de-

term ined by the quasiclassicalrule,Eq.(6.12).Itisnot

di�culttounderstand thatEq.(6.12)istheonly reason-

ablechoiceforthe\thickness"oftheclassicalpaths.The

functionalF1 [Q ]ism ultivalued becauseany replacem ent

ofthetypeT (x)! T (x)h(x),where�h(x)h(x)= 1and

[h(x);�]= 0,doesnotchangethesuperm atrixQ (x)but

changesthe functionalF1 [Q ]as

F1 [Q ]! F1 [Q ] (6.17)

+
1

2

Z

Str

�

�h1 (x)
dh1 (x)

dx
� �h2 (x)

dh2 (x)

dx

�

dx

whereh1 and h2 aretheupperand lowerdiagonalblocks,

respectively.W riting hm ,m = 1;2 as

hm (x)=

 

exp

�

î�m (x)

�

0

0 exp(î�m (x))

!

; (6.18)

�̂m (x) =

�
�+m (x) 0

0 � ��m (x)

�

;

�̂m (x) =

�
�+m (x) 0

0 � ��m (x)

�

wewritethe change�F 1 [Q ]ofthe functionalF1 [Q ]as

�F 1 [Q ]=
i

2

X

m = 1;2

(� 1)
m � 1

�
�� +

m � ���
m + �� +

m � �� �
m

�

(6.19)
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where �� �
m and �� �

m are changes ofthe phases when

going around the periodic orbit. These changes m ust

beintegerm ultipleof2�:Thephases�+m (x)and ��m (x)

(as wellas �+m (x) and ��m (x)) are not independent of

each other. If �+m (x) = (2�km =Lp)x, then ��m (x) =

� (2�km =Lp)x (km isan integerand Lp isthe length of

a p-orbit).In a generalcasewecan write

�
�
m (x)= �

2�km

L
x~��m (x); ~��m (0)= ~�

�
m (Lp) (6.20)

and the sam e for��m . Then,we obtain for the changes

ofthe phases �� +
m = � ���

m , �� +
m = � �� �

m ,which

reducesEq.(6.19)to the form

�F 1 [Q ]= 2�iM (6.21)

whereM isinteger.

W ith Eq.(6.21)we com e to the resultthat,although

the functionalF1 [Q ]is m ultivalued,the partition func-

tion exp(� F1 [Q ]) is not and one can integrate over Q

in a standard way.In principle,we could proceed in the

opposite way and determ ine the thickness ofthe classi-

calpathsby dem anding the partition function be single

valued. Then,we would obtain the quasiclassicalquan-

tization rule,Eq.(6.12),autom atically.

Now, let us calculate the functional integral, Eq.

(6.14),usingtwodi�erentapproaches.First,wecom pute

thefunctionalintegralfollowingtheschem eofRef.12.W e

can usedi�erentparam etrizationslikethosespeci�ed by

Eqs. (3.14)or(4.28). The param etrization,Eq. (4.28),

isvery convenientbecausetheJacobian isequalto unity.

Atthesam etim e,theballistic�-m odelcontainsalsonon-

harm onic in P term s. In the quadratic approxim ation,

onewritesthe free energy as

F
(2)

1
[Q ]=

1

2
Str

Z �

�P (x)
dP (x)

dx
�
i(! + i�)

vF
P
2 (x)

�

dx

(6.22)

The superm atricesQ (x)entering Eq.(6.14)should also

beexpanded up toquadraticterm s.Calculatinggaussian

integralsweobtain forI(!)

I(!)=
� 2

�2v2
F

X

p

1X

m = � 1

�

q
(p)
m +

! + i�

vF

� � 2

; (6.23)

where

q
(p)
m =

2�m

Lp

are m om enta corresponding to a p -periodic orbit,Lp is

the length ofthe orbit.

Eq. (6.23) correspondsto the \perturbative part" of

the level-level correlation function of Ref.12, although

herewe sum overm om enta on periodic orbitsinstead of

sum m ation overeigenvaluesofthe Perron-Frobeniusop-

erator.However,itisclearthatEq.(6.23)cannotcorre-

spond toagood perturbation theory becausethisexpres-

sion containsresonancesatarbitrarily high frequencies.

O nem ightguessthatnextordersoftheexpansion in P

had tobetakenintoaccountandtheexpansionwouldnot

be good at the resonances. Curiously enough,it is not

so. O ne can see im m ediately that the quadratic form ,

Eq. (6.22) is exact in the param etrization,Eq. (3.14)

(the overallcoe�cient is 2 tim es larger). At the sam e

tim e,thepartQ k ofthesuperm atrix Q com m uting with

�and enteringEq.(6.14)isexactlyQ k = 1+ 2P 2.There-

fore,wedonotobtain anyperturbativecorrectionstoEq.

(6.23) (atthe sam e tim e,the contribution ofthe Jaco-

bian in the param etrization,Eq.(3.14),isnotasclear).

Nevertheless,Eq.(6.23)isnotexact.The m atricesP

in Eq. (3.14)vary on non-trivialm anifoldsand extend-

ing theintegration overthesem atricesfrom � 1 to + 1

asitisim plied in any gaussian integration isunjusti�ed.

To m akethe discussion sim pler,letusrewriteEqs.(6.2,

6.23)using the Poisson sum m ation form ula as

R (!)= 1+
X

p

�
Tp�

�

� 2

Re

1X

n= 1

nexp(i(! + i�)Tpn)

(6.24)

whereTp = Lp=vF istheperiod ofthem otion on thep -

orbit.Eq.(6.24)correspondstoan expansion in periodic

orbitsofa classical
ow 30.Strictly speaking,Eq.(6.24)

is di�erent from what one writes for classical
ows by

absence ofa factor containing the m onodrom y m atrix.

It is clear that in our sim ple consideration the stabil-

ity ofthe periodic orbitisnottaken into consideration.

Asany periodic orbitwe considerhasa �nite thickness,

them onodrom y m atrix would appearin a m oreaccurate

calculation. However,the aim ofthischapterisonly to

clarify theorigin oftherepetition problem and therefore

weusethe sim plestapproxim ation.

The factor n in front ofthe exponentialis a charac-

teristic feature ofexpansionsforclassical
ows(see e.g.

Eq. (52) ofRef.30 which leads to this dependence af-

tertaking thelogarithm ofboth partsand taking second

derivativein s).In otherwords,wehavenow an expan-

sion in periodic orbitsofthe Perron-Frobeniusoperator

and this correspondsto the resultofRef.12 in the lim it

ofthe vanishing regularizer.

However,although the perturbative approxim ation of

Ref.12 worksvery wellin the di�usion lim it,we do not

see any justi�cation for it in the ballistic lim it. There-

fore,weshould try tocalculatetheintegralin Eqs.(6.14,

6.15)withoutusing thisapproxim ation.

Fortunately,thefunctionalintegralin Eq.(6.14,6.15)

can becalculated exactlyeven easierthan approxim ately.

ThefreeenergyfunctionalF1[Q ]enteringtheseequations

correspondstoaone-dim ensionalringwithoutany im pu-

rities,provided theaveragingoverthespectrum hasbeen

perform ed. This energy averaging is necessary to get a
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sm ooth quasiclassicalfunction gn (r),Eq.(2.20).W ith-

outtheaveragingthisfunction would notbesm ooth due

to quantization ofthe energy levels in the ring. So,we

conclude thatthe calculation offunctionalintegralover

Q with the free energy functionalF1[Q ]isequivalentto

calculationoftheaveragedlevel-levelcorrelationfunction

R p (!)fora clean electron system on a ring.

The level-levelcorrelation function R 1p (!)forsuch a

ring can be written as

R 1p (!)= (�1Lp)
� 2

1X

m ;m 0= � 1

h� ("� ! � "(qm ))

� � ("� "(qm 0))i" (6.25)

where h:::i" m eansthe averaging over",qm = 2�m =Lp

and �1 = (�vF )
� 1

is one-dim ensionaldensity ofstates.

The spectrum "(q)can be,asusual,linearized

"(qm )=
q2m � p2F

2m
� vF

�

jqm j� p
(p)

F

�

(6.26)

Using the Poisson form ula and Eq.(6.26)wewrite

1X

m = 0

� ("� "(qm ))�
Lp

�vF

1X

n= � 1

exp

�

i

�

2�n
(p)

F
+ "Tp

�

n

�

(6.27)

wheren
(p)

F
= p

(p)

F
Lp=2�.

Substituting Eq.(6.27)into Eq.(6.25)weobtain

R 1p (!)=

1X

n;n0= � 1

exp

�

i(2�n
(p)

F
+ "Tp)(n � n

0)+ !Tpn
0
�

(6.28)

Afteraveraging over",only the term with n = n0 gives

the contribution in Eq. (6.28). O n the other hand,re-

peating allthestepsofthederivation ofthe�-m odel,we

com e to Eqs. (6.14,6.15)with the only di�erence that

we should replace the m ean levelspacing � ofthe en-

tire system by the levelspacing ofthe one-dim ensional

ring � p = �=Tp. This allowsus to write the level-level

correlation function R (!)ofthequantum billiard under

consideration as

R (!)= 1+
X

p

�
Tp�

�

� 2

Re

1X

n= 1

exp(i(! + i�)Tpn)

(6.29)

Com paringEqs.(6.24)and (6.29)with each otherwesee

thatthe only di�erence between them isthe presenceof

the prefactorn in Eq. (6.24). So,we conclude thatthe

factor n in the expansion in periodic orbits is a conse-

quence ofa unjusti�ed approxim ation ofRef.12 and this

solves the problem ofrepetitions19. The assum ption of

Ref.12 thattheregularizercan beputto zero attheend

ofcalculationsdoesnotseem to be correct. W e believe

(following Ref.17)thatthepresenceofa �niteregularizer

isinevitable in a quantum system and a very im portant

problem isto calculateit.

The problem ofrepetitionswasdiscussed recently for

weak scatterersin Ref.18 where the problem wasrelated

to thequestion ofa possibility ofseparating 4 pointcor-

relation functions into two di�usons. From the above

discussion,we see that the problem is even m ore deli-

cate because Eq. (6.23)isperturbatively exactand the

di�erencecom esfrom oscillating exponentials.

In order to understand better what has been ne-

glected in our derivation,we com pare Eq. (6.29) with

a correspondingdiagonalcontribution obtained from the

G utzwillertraceform ula,(see,e.g.31)

R
(d)(x)= 1+

2

T 2
H

X

p

1X

n= 1

gp
T 2
p

�
�M n

p � I
�
�
cos

�
2�nTp

TH
x

�

(6.30)

where gp is the action-m ultiplicity ofthe pth prim itive

orbit (for the orthogonalensem ble gp = 2),and M p is

them onodrom y m atrix thatdescribesthe
ow linearized

in itsvicinity. In Eq. (6.30),TH = 2�=� isthe Heisen-

berg tim e,Tp isthe orbitperiod,and x = !=�.Except

forthe factor
�
�M n

p � I
�
�� 1 Eqs. (6.29)and (6.30)agree.

As we carried out com putation without any regularizer

like the one ofRef.17,we conclude again that its pres-

enceisabsolutely necessary and itm ustberelated to the

m onodrom y m atrix M p. W e see thatwithoutthisterm

correlationsbetween orbitsdo notexistand one cannot

passtotheuniversallim itwhen loweringthefrequency!.

In thelanguageofthe�eld theoreticalapproach,onecan-

notreduce the ballistic �-m odelto the zero-dim ensional

one without this regularizing term that m ust describe

quantum di�raction on irregularitiesofthe boundary.

Adding a term like

Freg [Q ]= Str

Z

�n (r)

�
@Q (r)

@n

� 2

drdn (6.31)

where �n (r) is a function in the phase space,we m ay

obtain e�ectively a coupling between the periodic orbits

ofthe type

�
X

p;p0

�pp0Str

Z

Q
(p)(xp)Q

(p0)(xp0)dxpdxp0 (6.32)

which resem bles coupling between grains in a granular

system . For sm all�p;p0 the orbits are not coupled and

we have separate periodic orbits. As the coupling �p;p0

grows,the relative 
uctuations ofQ (p) with respect to

each othergetsuppressed and one needsto considerro-

tationsofthesystem asthewhole.Then,oneobtainsthe

zero-dim ensional�-m odeland,hence,theW igner-Dyson

statistics. This is a scenario for a granular m etaland

we believe that it is relevant for the quantum billiard,

the role ofthe grainsbeing played by separate periodic

orbits.
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V II. D ISC U SSIO N .

In the presentwork,we m ade an attem pt to put the

�eld theoreticalapproach to system s with a long range

disorder on a solid basis. The conventionalm ethod of

derivation ofthe superm atrix �-m odel3 isbased on sin-

gling outslow m odes,perform ing Hubbard-Stratonovich

transform ation and using a saddle-pointapproxim ation.

Although this approach worked wellfor a short range

disorder,itsvalidity isnotjusti�ed fora long rangedis-

order and quantum billiards. W e suggested a schem e

thatallowsusto overcom ethesedi�cultiesand derivea

m odi�ed non-linearballistic �-m odel(seeEq.(3.13)).

The m ethod resem bles the approach ofRef.10 and is

based on writing quasiclassicalequationsforgeneralized

G reen functions. At the sam e tim e, the quasiclassical

equations are written for non-averaged over the long

rangepotentialquantitiesand singling outslow m odesis

perform ed only fora partoriginating from a shortrange

disorder. In addition,the shortrange disorderdoesnot

play an im portantroleand can beputto zero.Thecru-

cialstep ofthederivation isthatthesolution ofthequa-

siclassicalequationscan befound exactly,which isacon-

sequence ofthe supersym m etric structure ofthe G reen

functions.Thispossibilitywasoverlookedin theprevious

study10.

The schem e developed now leads to a considerable

progressin describingdisordered system swith longrange

disorder because the derivation is applicable for all

lengthsexceeding the wavelength �F . Representing the

solution ofthequasiclassicalequationsand alsotheparti-

tion function fortheelectron Lagrangian with sourcesin

term sofa functionalintegraloversuperm atricesQ n (r),

n2 = 1,with the constraintQ 2
n (r)= 1 we were able to

average over the disorder exactly and obtain a ballistic

�-m odelin a new form thathasnotbeen written before.

The so called \m ode locking"14 problem does not arise

here because the eigenvalues ofthe superm atrix Q n (r)

are �xed by the construction and do not
uctuate. The

m ethod suggested resem blesthem ethod ofbosonization,

wellknown in �eld theory,see e.g. a book32,when a

ferm ionicsystem isreplaced by abosonicone.In ourap-

proach,we also replace the electron system by a system

ofballistic excitations that can be considered as quasi-

particles. At large scales,these quasiparticles are well

known di�usonsand cooperons. In analogy,ourschem e

can be called superbosonization.

Forweak scatterers,there should exist2 m ore scales:

theLapunov length lL and thetransportm ean freepath

ltr. The single particle m ean free path ldoes not ap-

pear in our consideration (actually,we do not consider

one-particle G reen functionsatdi�erentpointsrestrict-

ing ourstudy to gaugeinvariantquantities).Integrating

outdegreesoffreedom related to distancessm allerthan

theLapunov length lL weobtained a reduced ballistic�-

m odel.A propagatordescribingsm all
uctuationswithin

this reduced �-m odelcorresponds to the kinetic Boltz-

m ann equation with a collision term .Integrating further

on scalesup tothetransportm ean freepath ltr weobtain

the standard di�usive �-m odel.

Tryingdi�erentcalculationalschem esweconcludethat

onecan do perturbativecalculationswith theballistic�-

m odelonly at scalesexceeding the Lapunov length (we

callthis range \collision region"). At sm aller lengths

(following Ref.17 we callthis range Lapunov region)no

perturbation expansions in di�usons and cooperons are

possible. In this region one can carry out calculations

deriving equationsfor correlation functions and investi-

gating them in di�erentapproxim ations.

Itseem sthatan in�nitesystem with aweaklongrange

disorderisadequately described by theballistic�-m odel

wehavederived.However,when describingquantum bil-

liards,ourapproach isnotaccurateneartheboundaries,

wherethe quasiclassicalapproxim ation m ay notbeused

(turningpoints).W ebelievethatam oreaccuratederiva-

tion m ay resultin a new term in the�-m odel.Thisterm

was suggested phenom enologically in Refs.17;20 but has

notbeen derived yetm icroscopically.Itspresenceseem s

to be absolutely necessary because it m ust introduce a

new scale: the Ehrenfest tim e tE . O ne m ay not put

the regularizer to zero at the end ofcalculations. W e

have dem onstrated that neglecting such a term we re-

duced the ballistic �-m odelfor the billiard to ballistic

�-m odelsforperiodic orbits. Proceeding in thisway we

dem onstrated explicitly wherethecontradiction between

the work12 and Ref.19(repetition problem ) com es from .

O ur conclusion is that the representation ofthe level-

levelcorrelation function in term s ofeigenvalues ofthe

Perron-Frobeniusoperatorsuggested in Ref.12 isnotjus-

ti�ed in the ballistic case.Thisapproach isvalid only if

thereareno repetitionsbutthiswould rathercorrespond

the di�usive case. In the opposite lim it,one com es to

a description in term s ofperiodic orbits without corre-

lations between actions ofdi�erent orbits. This is the

region where the description ofRef.19 m ay be applica-

ble.Atthesam etim e,theEhrenfesttim ecan hardly be

identi�ed on thebasisofthetraceform ula and therefore

thelim itsofapplicability oftheresultofRef.19 havenot

been speci�ed.Thehypotheticalregularizerseem sto be

related tothem onodrom ym atrixenteringtheG utzwiller

traceform ula.

W e believe that the �eld theoretical approach pre-

sented here and the form alism based on the G utzwiller

trace form ula can be com plem entary to each other de-

scribing quantum system sin di�erentregionsofparam e-

ters.Attim essm allerthan theEhrenfesttim e,thetrace

form ula can be m ore convenient. However,at a larger

tim e,trying to extractphysicalquantitiesfrom thetrace

form uladoesnotm akem uchsensebecausethe�-m odelis

a m uch m oreconvenienttoolforsuch calculations.This

concernsespecially theuniversallim itwherethe�-m odel

approach leadsform ostcorrelation functionsto de�nite

integralsthatcan be com puted rathereasily.

It is im portant to notice,that diagram m atic expan-

sions like those attem pted in Ref.21 can hardly be suc-
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cessful.The authorsofRef.21 found thatthe resultsde-

pended crucially on the way how the ultraviolet cuto�

wasintroduced.Now weunderstand thattheultraviolet

cuto� m ustbe im posed by the requirem entthatthe in-

tegration is perform ed over the m anifold Q 2
n (r) = 1 in

an invariantway.Any arti�cialultravioletcuto�sin the

perturbation theory would correspond to a violation the

rotationalinvariance in the space ofthe superm atrices

Q n (r) and lead to wrong results. At the sam e tim e,it

isnotclearhow to develop a perturbation theory in an

invariantway.

An im portantquestion ofan averaging procedurewas

discussed in severalworks13;14;16;18. In allthese publi-

cationsan opinion wasexpressed thatan averaging over

energy wasnotsu�cientforstudy ofquantum chaosin

quantum system s and di�erent types of an additional

averaging were suggested. W e do not agree with this

pointofview because,in ourderivation ofthequasiclas-

sicalequations,averaging overthe energy allowed us to

sm ooth generalized G reen functionsand thiswasallwe

needed.The only condition isthatthe averaging should

be perform ed in an intervalofenergies m uch exceeding

the m ean levelspacing.

The source ofthe discrepancy is sim ple: the authors

ofthe works14;16;18 used thesaddlepointapproxim ation

and the expansion in gradients. Although the saddle

pointapproxim ation wasnotnecessaryin Ref.13,thegra-

dientexpansion stillhad to becarried out.Therefore,an

additionalaveraging was necessary to justify these ap-

proxim ation. Since we do not do such approxim ations,

no additionalaveraging isneeded in ourschem e.

In conclusion,our approach enables us to carry out

calculationsfor long range disorderand chaosin a reli-

able way. Still,a derivation ofa new term (6.31)in the

�-m odel(3.13)describingquantum di�raction on bound-

arieshasto bedoneto m akethetheory com pletebutwe

believethatthisisnotim possible.
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A P P EN D IX A :B O U N D A R Y C O N D IT IO N S

In this Appendix,we derive boundary conditions for

the boundary ofthe sam ple. W e describe the boundary

by an external�eld uB (r)which is negligible inside the

sam ple and growssharply at the surface ofthe sam ple.

In such a situation, the electron wave function decays

fast outside the sam ple and,in the lim it ofin�nite po-

tentialwalls,onecan justputthewavefunction equalto

zero at the boundary. Unfortunately,such a boundary

condition isnotvery helpfulbecausein thequasiclassical

approxim ation we use itloosesitsvalidity ata distance

ofseveralwavelengthsfrom theboundary and m atching

the wave functions in the bulk and at the boundary is

necessary.

In orderto �nd e�ectiveboundary conditionsforqua-

siclassicalG reen functionswefollow m ethodswelldevel-

oped in superconductivity theory33. First,we write the

superm atrix G �� (r;r0)in a form ofa sum overeigensu-

pervectors k(r)

G
�� (r;r0)= i

X

k

 �
k (r)

� 
�

k
(r0)

"k � "
(A1)

satisfying the Schr�odingerequation

�

H 0r + u(r)+ �
! + i�

2
+ iJ (r)

�

 k (r)= "k k (r)

(A2)

W eassum ethatthepotentialu(r)in Eq.(A2)contains

notonly the im purity �eld butalso the potentialuB (r)

describing the boundary. The conjugated equation can

be written as

� k(r)

�

H 0r + u(r)+ �
! + i�

2
+ iJ (r)

�

= "k
� k(r) (A3)

The sum m ation in Eq.(A1) should be perform ed

over the com plete set of eigenfuctions, so that
P

k
 �
k (r)

� 
�

k
(r0)= ��� �(r� r0).Itm eansthatthechoice

ofthe set ofeigenfunctions  �
k
(r) and the operation of

the conjugation m ustconform with each other. Forex-

am ple,atdistancesfrom theboundary m uch largerthan

the wavelength �F but m uch sm aller than the radius b

ofthe random potential, we choose the eigenfunctions

 �
k (r)in a form ofplanewaves

 p(r)= e
ipr

 p; (A4)

where  p is a norm alized vector from the superspace.

Then,wehaveto adjustthede�nition oftheconjugation

written in thebook3 and add to itthem om entum inver-

sion p ! � p. Ifthe m otion cannot be treated as free

changingthesign ofthem om entum hastobegeneralized

by replacing this operation by the tim e reversal. Since

theenergy "k in Eq.(A2)rem ainsthesam eafterthetim e

reversal,the spectralexpansion written in Eq.(A1)isin

agreem entwith Eq.(2.17). Below,we willuse this rela-

tion between supervectors �(r)and thoseconjugated to

them .

Now weintroducelocalcoordinates(z;rq)in thevicin-

ity ofthe boundary. The coordinate rq is a coordinate
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along the boundary surfaceand z-isa distancebetween

a given pointand thesurface.Pointson thesurfacehave

thecoordinates(0;rq).Iftheboundary isrough,theco-

ordinatesystem (z;rq)isnotvery useful.However,ifthe

boundary issm ooth,which m eansthatthe derivativeof

the �eld uB (r) along it is sm allin com parison to that

in theperpendiculardirection,thecoordinates(z;rq)are

very convenientforthe quasiclassicalapproxim ation.

Ifthe radiusofthe curvatureofthe boundary islarge

theelectron wavefunction in thevicinity oftheboundary

can berepresented asa sum ofone-dim ensionalsolutions

with respect to the z-direction with am plitudes slowly

dependenton thecoordinatesrq.Sinceweneed to know

the wave function in the dom ain in which the potential

uB (r)vanishes,wecan writetheasym ptoticform ofthe

wavefunctionsas

 k(r)= e
ipqrq

�
e
ipzz’k;c(rq)+ e

� ipzz’k;r(rq)
�

(A5)

where ’k;c(rq)and ’k;r(rq)are som e slowly varying su-

pervector functions depending on the potential uB (r)

that play the role ofam plitudes ofthe com ing and re-


ecting wavesrespectively. They com prise the m inim al

knowledge about the potentialuB (r) that is needed to

�nd the required boundary conditions.

Ifthe boundary isim penetrable and the potentialre-


ects allwaves,then the am plitudes ’k;c(rq), ’k;r(rq)

can be determ ined from the condition that the com po-

nentofthe currentperpendicularto itis equalto zero.

Thiscondition isvalid notonly in theregion in which the

potentialuB (r)isrelevantbutalso in the quasiclassical

region becausethecurrentcannotconsiderablychangeat

distancesofthe orderofthe wavelength.

An expression for the current can be obtained in a

standard way from the particle conservation law that

follows from Eqs.(A2),(A3). Its z-com ponent perpen-

dicular to the surface is proportionalto the di�erence

@z �  � � @z . Substituting Eq.(A5) and its conjugate

into the di�erenceand putting theresultto zero we�nd

�’k;c(rq)’k;c(rq) = �’k;r(rq)’k;r(rq). A relation between

the am plitudesofthe com ing and re
ected wavesin the

case of the im penetrable boundary can also be estab-

lished by the dem and that they should transform one

into theotherby thetim ereversal.A generalexpression

thatsatis�esitcan be chosen in the form :

 k(r)= e
ipqrq

�

e
ipz(z� z0)� e

� ipz(z� z0

�

’k(rq) (A6)

wherez0 determ inesan unknown phasethatcan befound

only by m atching thefunction  k (r),Eq.(A6),with the

corresponding decaying asym ptoticsattheoppositeside

oftheturning point(itsvalueisoftheorder�F ).Thisis

generallynotaneasytaskbut,fortunately,theparam eter

z0 isnotim portantfor�nding the boundary conditions

forthe G reen functions.

Substituting Eq.(A6) into the spectral expansion,

Eq.(A1),we �nd an expression forthe m atrix G �� (r;r0)

at the boundary. To determ ine the m atrix gn(r), Eq.

(2.20),it isnecessary to carry outboth the sum m ation

in � (thesystem m aybe�niteand wehavetosum instead

ofintegratingover�)and averagingovertheenergy.The

latterisabsolutely necessary becauseonly thisaveraging

guaranteesvanishingofallterm scontainingtheproducts

ipF n (r+ r0)in the exponents(n isa unitvectorparal-

lelto p). Assoon asthe term scontaining ipF n (r+ r0)

vanish,the param eter z0 drops out. Then,the G reen

function G �� (r;r0)can be written in the vicinity ofthe

boundary as

G
�� (r;r0)= ih

X

k

("k � ")� 1 (A7)

� e
ipq(rq� r0q)(e

� ipz(z� z0)+ e
+ ipz(z� z0))fk(rq;r

0
q)i"

wherefk
�
rq;r

0
q

�
= ’k(rq)�’k(r

0
q
)and h:::i" standsforav-

eraging overthe energy.

Carrying outin Eq.(A7)sum m ation over� and aver-

aging overthe energy,which isequivalentto integration

over �,and Fourier transform ing with respect to r� r0

we obtain the quasiclassicalfunction gn (r). The func-

tion obtained from Eq. (A7) is a slow function ofthe

coordinate r+ r0 and does not change at the boundary

underthe replacem entn? ! � n? . Hence,we com e to

theboundarycondition forthequasiclassicalG reen func-

tionsgn (r)

gn?
(r)= g� n?

(r); (A8)

r= (z = 0;rq)

where n? isthe com ponentofthe vectorn perpendicu-

larto the surface. Although Eq. (A8)is rathersim ple,

ithasnotbeen written in previousworkson theballistic

�-m odels.
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