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B allistic electron m otion in a random m agnetic eld.
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U sing a new schem e ofthe derivation ofthe non-linear -m odelw e consider the electron m otion in
a random m agnetic eld RM F) In two din ensions. T he derivation isbased on w riting quasiclassical
equations and representing their solutions in term s of a functional integral over supem atrices Q
w ith the constraint Q2 = 1. C ontrary to the standard schem e, netther singling out slow m odes nor
saddlepoint approxin ations are used. The -m odelobtained is applicable at the length scale down
to the electron wavelength. W e show that thism odeldi ers from them odelw ith a random potential
RP).However, after averaging over uctuations in the Lyapunov region the standard -m odel is
obtained lading to the conventional localization behavior.

PACS:7215Rn, 7320Fz, 71323Ad

I. NTRODUCTION

D escription of the two dim ensional (2D ) electron m o—
tion n a random magnetic eld RMF) is of a consid-
erable interest for both experin entalists and theoreti-
cians. Two dim ensional electron system s In a random
m agnetic eld were realized In a num ber of recent exper—
In entswhen a high-m obility heterostructure w as located
under an overlayerw ith random.ly pinned ux vortices in
a typeII superconducting gate.E or type-T syyperconduct—
ing grainé or a dem agnetized ferrom agnet?. From the
theoretical point of view the RM F m odel is an exam ple
ofa system w ith the interaction which is realized through
an e ective gauge eld. In particular, thism odelarises in
the theory of quantum Halle ect with a half- Iled Lan—
dau keve¥. A nother application of this m odelis a gauge

eld description of the doped M ott insulatorss.

O ne ofthem ost in portant problem sin the RM F m od—
els is the question about localization of electron states.
T his question hasbeen studied In m any num ericalw orks
and very di erent conclusiong,were drawn: from a) all
the states are localized, Refs£ 2, to b) there may be a
band of delocalized states Refs? 24 and c) allthe states
are Jocalized except those w ith the precisely zero energy,
Refdd™9, The problm of comparison of the resuls
obtained in di erent num erical calculations is a quite
com plicated task partly because extended states and the
states w ith very large localization length can very often
be hardly distinguished from each other.

From the point ofview,of the generally acoepted scal-
Ing theory of Iocalization®? the RM F m odel should not
be di erent from the m odel describing the electron m o-—
tion n a random potential in a hom ogeneous m agnetic

eld. In both the cases all electron states are expected
to be Iocalized In 2D in an arbitrarily weak random po-—
tential. U sing the supersymm etry techniquel? this pre—
diction w as checked In severalw orksby deriving a proper
-m odel. T he authorsofR ef? used the standard schem e

of the derivation nding rst the saddlepoint in the in-
tegral over supem atrices Q and expanding then in slow

m odes near this saddle point. A s a resul, they obtained
a standard di usive unitary -m odelsin ilarto what one
has forthe m odelw ih a random potential RP) and the
broken tim e reversal sym m etry. T he long range charac—
ter of correlations of the random vector potential, which
is possble even if the correlations of the m agnetic eld
are short ranged, did not play any role.

A possbility ofa new term in the -m odeldue to spe-
cial character of the correlations of the vector potential
was discussed later in Refs24{22. Thiswas done by con—
sidering m ore carefully short-distances. A ballistic , =
m odel sin ilar to that of Ref?} was derived in R efs24%24
and the calculationsw ere checked by direct diagram m atic
and path Integrals m ethod®d. The nal conclusion of
these works was that the -m odelm aintained the stan-—
dard form 1 corresponding to the uniary ensem bleunless
the correlations of the m agnetic eld were long ranged.
T hiswas considered, asusual, asthe proofofthe localiza—
tion. An additionalterm in the -m odelwasstillpossible
if the correlation of the m agnetic eld was proportional
to q 2 Ref?4, where q is the m om entyn , and this could
lead to antibbcalization (see also Ref%4). However, no
possbility to obtain anything but the standard unitary

-m odel and, hence, the localization for any nie range
correlations of the m agnetic eld was seen nally from
these works and no di erence between the RM F m odel
and the RP m odelw ith a m agnetic eld was found even
In the ballistic case.

N evertheless, the question about the localization in the
RMF,model In 2D wasraised again In a recent num erical
workgfg,..o n the basis of the num erical study the author
ofRef23 suggested quite a di erent scenario of the elec—
tron m otion In the RM F m odel arguing that there could
be som e \hidden degrees of freedom " that lead to essen—
tial deviations from the standard scaling description of
disordered system s.
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This result challenges the analytical results obtained
on thebasisofthe -m odeldescription but it is airto say
that the previous analytical study wasnot com plete. A1l
calculationsw ere carrisd-out using the traditional form of
the ballistic -m ode£324%23 v ith a conventionalcollision
termm . However, this form m ay be used for a long range
disorder at su ciently long distances only. T he deriva—
tion ofsuch a -modelisbased on nding a saddle point
In the Integral over the supem atrices Q and expanding
In slow modes. This procedure fails at short (ut still
much exceeding the wave length ¢ ) distances. Asa re-
sul, the form ofballistic -m odelisnot applicable at the
lengths an aller than a characteristic length I, r and
this puts doubts on som e conclisions draw n previously.

The saddlepoint approxin ation is equivalent to the
selfconsistent Bom approxin ation (SCBA) and cannot
be good for a long range disorder. At the same tine,
even short range correlations of the m agnetic eld corre—
soond to long range correlations of the vector potential
and this problem is lnevitably encountered,in the RM F
m odel. T he diagram m atic expansion ofR ef2l also starts
w ith the SCBA for oneparticle G reen fiinctions and one
encounters the sam e problem .

In order to circumvent the problem related to the
use of the saddle point approxin ation and the expan-—
sion in, the slow m odes we suggested recently another
schem 2. Thism ethod is based on equations for quasi-
classical G reen functiong-and resem bles the phenom eno—
logical approach of Ref?d. How ever, In contrast to the
latter, we do not average over disorder in the beginning of
the calculations and do not decouple an e ective interac—
tion by integration over an auxiliary eld. O ur approach
isexact in the quasiclassicallin it and a resulting ballistic

-m odel is applicable at all distances exceeding the wave
length r . It can be reduced to the conventionalballistic

-m odel after a coarse graining procedure and the latter
is applicable at distances exceeding a Lyapunov length
L introduced in Ref2d. At distances sm allerthan L, the
form of the tertm due to disorder is di erent from the
standard,collision tem .

In Ref?!l we derived the ballistic -m odel for the RP
m odels and now we present an analogous derivation for
the RMF models. It tums out that the tem s in the
ballistic -m odels describing the disorder in the RP and
RMF models di er from each other. They can becom e
sin ilar only after carrying out the coarse graining proce—
dure. W e show that this procedure can be perform ed in
the sam e way as for the RP problem , which lads to a
sim ilar reduced -m odel _

T he paper is organized as follow s: In the Chapter :_II
we Introduce a partition function generating correlation
functions of interest in term sofa finctional ntegralover
supervectors . W e derive equations for G reen function
and sin plify them using a quasiclassical approxin ation.
Introducing quasiclassicalG reen functionsw e rew rite the
equations in a gauge nvariant form . T he solution ofthe
equations is found in temm s of an integral over supem a—
trices Q with the constraint 02 = 1, which allow s us to

average over the RM F' .

In the C hapter'TT} we integrate over uctuations in the
Lyapunov region and com e to a reduced -m odelw ith a
collision tem .

In the Appendix we consider the problem of the cor-
relation of two particlesmoving in a RM F and nd the
characteristic tin e of this correlation.

II.FORM ULATION OF THE PROBLEM .
QUASICLASSICAL APPROXIMATION AND
DERIVATION OF THE M ODEL.

In the present work we ollow the m ethod of deriva—
tion ofthe -m odelsuggested In ourpreviousworkﬂ. n
order to m ake the presentation selfcontained we repeat
the m ain steps of the derivation.

W e start our consideration w ith the Introduction ofthe
partition function Z @]
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where are 8-com ponent supervector&q and the Ham i
tonian H (r) in Eq.£.1) istaken in the om
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The last term In Eq.@:]:) contains a source function
& (r) . Choosing this finction in a proper orm and taking
derivative In it one can obtain correlation functions. For
exam ple, the keveldevel correlation function R (! ) can be

w ritten as:
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w here the source & (r) is the follow ing m atrix:
am=- »° ; Me=—2@0 k) @A)
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Here k is the diagonal matrix with elements 1 In
form Jonic and bosonic blocks respectivelyd.

The Ham iltonian H (r), Eq.{_Z-;Z), contains both scalar
and vector potentials u (r), A (r) that are assum ed to be
random functions of the space coordinates distrbuted
according to the G auss law , %5 is the third Paulim atrix
In the particle-hole space. Below we consider a general
case when the scalar potential u (r) contains both the
short range ug (r) and long range u; (r) parts wih the
characteristic correlation lengths of the order and larger



than the Ferm iwavelength ¢ = (2 pr) * respectively.
T heir statistics are detemm ined by the pair correlation
functions:
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where the fiinction W (r ) isassumed to fallo over
a length d r . Statistics of the m agnetic eld willbe
Introduced later. A *though them ain goalofthispaper is
to study the RM F m odel, we add the scalarpotential into
the H am iltonian for a m ore explicit com parison between
the RM F and RP m odels. .-

Follow ing the standard approach ofRef_'E? one would
average the partition function Z @], Eq.C_Z;],'), over the
random extemal eldsand then, sihgling out uctuations
slow Iy varying in space and integrating over an auxiliary
anooth matrix eld Q, decouple the Interaction tem
( )? that appears after the averaging. This m ethod
was recently used, eg., .n Ref?? :n a derivation of the
ballistic -m odel or quantum billiards and in R efgd23,
w here the two-din ensional electron gas was considered
in a random m agnetic eld. A's it hasbeen m entioned in
the section T the latter problem is rather speci c because
the vector potential A (r) can have long range correla—
tions even if correlations of the m agnetic eld are short
ranged.

T he singling out of slow m odes w ih the subsequent
decoupling of the interaction by integrating over an aux—
iliary sm ooth m atrix Q is not a rigorous procedure be—
cause som e part of the interaction is assum ed to be irrel-
evant and is neglected. A though this assum ption works
well for short range in purities, it is not justi ed for long
range correlations. Below we use another m ethod based
on the,G reen function and quasiclassical approxin ation
of Ref?’. Thismethod allows one to derive a -m odel
applicable down to the length scale of the order of the
wavelength g . .-

Follow ing Ref?] we average over the short range po—
tential ug (r), decouple the Interaction tem appearing
after this averaging using the standard integration over
an auxiliary smoothm atrix eldM (r) and nally rew rite
the partition finction as ollow s:

Z Z
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w here
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The Lagrangian Ly [ ] concides with L[ 1, Eq.C_Z-:'),
provided the substitutionsug (r) = O and &) ! J (x) =
&) + M (r)=2 5 are made In the Lagrangian L[ ],
Eq.@-;‘). The structurae of the matrix M (r) can be
©und in the book, Refld. It is inportant that M (r)
isselfconjigate: M (r) = M (r) where the barm eans the
\charge conjagation"
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(see also Reftd) . R
Follow ing Refs23%2] we introduce the G reen finction
G (r; 19
Z
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For the m ost correlation fiinctions of interest the source
function & (r) can be chosen to be selfconjigate. If this
is the case the G reen function satis es the equation
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+ iJ (r)
(2.10)

Eq.@:l:d) was previously studied In the absence of the
m agnetic eld in the quasiclassical approxin ation yusing
a method of a quasiclassical G reen finction, Refs2327.
Thism ethod is based on the assum ption that the exter-
nal elds and sources are am ooth functions (ie. slow ly
changing over the wavelength ). W ithin this m ethod
the G reen function G ;R ) can be rew ritten using the
W igner transform ation
Z do

.0y —

G (r;r) 2 )
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The function G ;R ) hasa sharp peak at the Ferm isur-
face p = prn. This property is due to the fact that the
Iong range elds and sources weakly disturb the shape
of the Fem i surface. Integrating the G reen function
G ;R ) over the absolute valuie of the m om entum p re—
sults in a new finction g, (r) that depends on the centre
ofm ass coordinate R and the unit vectorn = p=p deter-
m ining the direction at the Fem i surface. The coordi-
nate dependence of this function tums out to be an ooth
and therefore g, (r) m ay be considered as the quasiclas-
sical approxin ation of the exact G reen finction G (r;r").
O n the otherhand, the partition function 72, J ], E q.C_Z-;é),
can be expressed through g, (r).

Befbrewe start the calculation ollow ing thisprocedure
Jet usm ake som e rem arks about di erences between the
RP and RM F m odels. F irst, the presence ofthem agnetic

eld breaks the tin ereversal sym m etry and, hence, ex—
citations sensitive to the tin e reversal are suppressed.
T herefore we consider only such correlation functions
that can be obtained from the sources & (r) com m uting
wih 3. The part ofthe G reen fiinction anticom m uting
wih ;5 isnegligble andm ay be om itted from the further
consideration.



T he second rem ark is related to the physical aspects
of the quasiclassical approxin ation in the presence of
a magnetic eld. It is known that system s placed in a
m agnetic eld are nvariant w ith respect to the m agnetic
translations Ty-= exp [ty  i(e=c)4A )a] instead ofthe
ordinary onet. The di erence between these transla-
tions is relevant for an in nie system even if the m ag—
netic eld isweak. This m eans that electron states are
to be characterized not by the ordinary m om entum pPxin
determm ining the kinetic energy but rather by the gener-
alized mom entum p = Pxin + €E=C)3A (r). The general-
ized mom entum p is a welkde ned quantum num ber if
the m agnetic eld isweak:

(211)

Iy F 7

where 'y = eH=mc Jsthe Lamorﬁ:equency and vy —
Fem ivelocity. Tnequality 2 .1].) coincides w ith the con—
dition of the applicability of the quasiclassical approxi-
m ation. The Fem isurface is de ned in the space of the
generalized m om entum p and, contrary to the case of
zero m agnetic eld, has a rather com plicated form . The
value of the m om entum p at the Fem i surface strongly
depends on the direction n = p=p. T herefore we change
the de nition of the quasiclassical G reen function by re—
placing the Integration over the absolute value ofthe gen—
eralized mom entum p by that ofthe kinetic one pxin (see
eg.Res2d):

1 e
O r)=— d G p+ —%A (1);r 212)
C

w here the function G (p;r) is the G reen function taken
in the W igner representation and = p°’=Cm) %,
n = p=p. The quasiclassical G reen function g, (r) de-
ned by Eq.Q.12) is gauge-invariant. The logarithm ic
derivative of the partition finction Z; ], Eq.@.8), can
be estin ated as follow s:
nz; 7] 1 g

= =G (r;1) Y Iy (r)dn
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where isthe density of statesat the Fem isurface. Per-
form IngtheW ignertransform ation we subtractEq. ((2 1d
from the conjigated one, then integrate the result over

as in the Eq.{2.12) and cbtah in the quasiclassicalap-
proxim ation:

Vg DL ¢+ i%B ©e  Rlraume, g, @+
mcC
it + i)
T[;gn] bigl=0 214)

InEq. £14),B () = €,kA, QA isthemagnetic el,
@, = e @ n,e = ( sh'’; cos’).
m ation the solution ,ofthe Eq.(:g-;l-_l!) is to be sought w ith
the usual constraint2’

In this approxi-

gm=1 2.15)
and the boundary condition
G, @ =9, ©],4 216)

where r 2 S stands for points on the surface of the sam —
plk and n, means the com ponent of the-vector n per—
pendicular to the surface. Follow ing Ref?} we write the

solution ofEq.{ 14) in temm sofa functional integralover
supem atrices Q , (¥)

7
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02=1 2
Z
ZyJ] exp — sBnl DQ4 2.17)
0z-1 2
zZ
eB (r)
sRnl=Str drdn T, (r) wnr,+ 5@,
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where @ stands for the derivative in the angle. T he inte-
gration in Eq.@;l_g) is perfom ed over the self-conjigate
supem atrices

0n@=0,@; Qn@®=CQ", @C’
w ith the constraint 02 (r) = 1 and
Qn, @3 =0 n, OF 219)

at the surface S of the samplk. The structure of the
supem atrix Q , coincides w ith the structure of the su—
pem atrix M (r). W e do not dem onst:nate here the equiv—
alence of the m atrices g, r),,Eqs (|2 .12 g_2:l:8), and re—
fr to the proof given in Ref?]. W e m ention here only
that both the m atrices are the logarithm ic derivatives in
the m atrix J (r) of the partition functions Z; [J], Z, J]
respectively. Hence, these functions are equal to each
other up to som e factor that is independent ofJ (r). D ue
to the supersymmetry 2, J]1= Z,J]= 1 forJ(r) =
which m eans that the factor is unity and the partition
functions are equalto each other
1J]1= 2,01 (2 20)
Below the m agnetic eld B (r) is considered as a ran—
dom function with a G aussian distribbution and the pair
correlation fiinction of the form

2

B (r)B )i= 2 W @ B @21)

(2.18)



where is !, is a coe cient that has a m eaning of the
characteristic frequency of the cyclotron m otion and the
finction Wy @ ) is assumed to allo at distances
¥ 79> band to be nomalized asWg @ = 0) = 1.
The length b characterizes the decay of the correlations
ofthe RMF B (r). Substituting Eq.@20) into Eq.{2.7)
and averaging the result overthem agnetic eld and long—
ranged pcltgqtjalul(r) we nd for the partition function
z BlEQ.R.])

z gl=

FR.DQn 222)

exp (

w here the free energy functionalF D , ] has the fom :
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The rsttemm Fyi, O, ] describes the free m otion and
is what rem ains when extemal elds and In purities are

absent. The second and the third tems Fi,p, Rnl,

Fﬁ(:)p 0.1 are responsble for the scattering on the long—

and short-ranged potentials respectively. T he last tem
Fn Bn]is due to the presence of the random m agnetic

eld. Correlation finctions of interest can be ocbtained by
calculating derivatives in the source & (r) of the partition
fanction Z @], Eq.£22).

Tt is In portant to em phasize that the structure of the
tem sFin p Rnland Fy B, ] descrbing the electron scat—
tering on the random potentialand on the random m ag—
netic eld, respectively, is clearly di erent. The tem
Fin p @ n ] contains the com ponents of the gradients par-
allel to the plane, whhereas the tem F,; R, ] contains the
perpendicular one.

N evertheless, at longerdistancesthe RP and theRM F
m odels are very sim ilar and we show this in the next
Chapter carry,ing out a coarse graining procedure sug—
gested in Ref?l. The latter m eans integrating out de—
grees of freedom at distances inside the Lyapunov region.

For sin plicity of the presentation we w ill consider in
the next Chapters only e ects related to the random
m agnetic eld and disregard the scattering on the ran—

dom potentials om #ting Finp Rnl, Fyrp Rn ] in the free

energy Eq.[2:2:3) . A coordingly, we w ill consider the sym —
m etry of the supem atrices Q corresponding to the uni-
tary ensemble. W e will study the behavior of the -
m odel, Eq.{2:2:3), on di erent length scales and discuss
the connection ofthism odelw ith the m odels previously
obtained in Refs4123,

ITII.REDUCED M ODEL

The -model cbtained in Eq.223) is valid for the
length scalesdown to thewavelength r and hasthe om
which di ers from the -model found in the Ref24%23,
The latter m odel has been derived for the spatially un-—
correlated m agnetic eld and is applicable at the length
scale restricted from below by the singleparticle relax-—
ation length lbut not by the wavelength r . The length
1 ocould not be gonsistently estin ated w thin the consid—
eration of Refs2924 and rem ained w ithout a clear phys-
ical nterpretation. At the sam e tine, the analysis of
R efs 288327 leads to the conclusion that the rok of this
length isplayed by the Lyapunov length k = v 1 . Here

1 Isthe inverse Lyapunov exponent and is the tim e dur—
Ing which two close tra fctories Increase the distance be-
tween them by a factor of the ¢mler of uniy. On the
other hand, according to the Ref28, . isthe tim e which
is required for tw o scattered particles to diverge over the
distance of the order of the range of the potential (or
the correlation length). In the Appendix we discuss the
problem of the particke motion In a RM F and estim ate
the Lyapunov length }, forweak eldsas

b 2=3

L L —

B1)
ke

T his result show sthat the Lyapunov length I isbetween
the correlation b and transport L, lengths:b L Le.
T he Lyapunov length I divides the length scales into
two regions. At an alldistances, tw o particles propagate
In the sam em agnetic eld and correlationsbetw.een them
are rekevant. Follow ing the term inology of R ef?8 we call
these distances the Lyapunov region. In the second re—
gion when the scales of interest are larger than the Lya—
punov length, them otion ofthe particles isnot correlated
and they are scattered by the RM F independently. This
can be called the collision region because the correspond-
Ing classicalm otion at such distances is described by the
conventional Boltzm ann equation wih a collision tem



corresponding to the scattering on the RM F . The elec—
tron m otion at these long distances should be described
by a reduced -model and one can expegtthat this re-
duced -modelis just the -modelofRef224. In order
to obtain the reduced -m odelone should Integrate out
in Egs. £24,223) the degrees of freedom related to the
Lyapunov region. This_coarse graining procedure has
been worked out in Ref?] for the RP modeland we w ill
repeat i now forthe RM F m odel.

F irst, one should explicitly decouple the originalm ode
T, (r) Into the "slow " and "fast" parts. W em ake this sep—
aration in the way preserving the rotational invariance of

the initialm odelEq. 23):

Tyn (¥) = Th ©V;, (¥) (32)
Here T}, (¥), V, (r) are "slow " and "fast" m odes describing
the uctuations in the collision and Lyapunov regions re—
spectively. A s soon as the m ode sgparation is m ade one
should substitute Eq.{32) into the free energy F R, ],
Eq.@23), and then average it over the "fast" uctua-
tions VvV, (r):

7 @al= e Ferr Qn ]D o
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w here
Z
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The functionalF D, i Eq.34) coincidesw ith the free
energyEq.{_2;2_3) provided the source isom itted in the lat-
ter expression. T he functionalF i+ R I(]O) ;0L ] determm nes

the Interaction betw een the fast and slow m odesQ r(lo) , Q0
and has the fom :

FineR,2;001= F2L 090,14+ F2 095001
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Before the averaging over the fast uctuations Q r(lo) we
m ake the ollow Ing essential rem ark.

T he separation into the fast and slow m odes, Eq.C_S-;Z),
requires a m ore accurate de niion. The point is that
the excitations in the m odel Eq.@-g-_é) reveal a strong
anisotropy in the phase space (rjn) due to the speci c
form of the free energy functional, Eq.@QZ::}‘) . Since only
the rstorderderivatives in r and n enter the free energy,
Eq.@223), the dependence of the excitations on the co-
ordinates (r;n) will resem ble a propagation along a clas—
sical tra ctory. Such an anisotropy dem ands a care and
should be performed In an invariant way. As in Ref??,
the scale separation can be perform ed introducing an ad—

ditionalterm into the functionalF D r(,o) 1, Eq.{_i;z{),

Z

FLR91= — 1Str dxn Q 9 @) 3.6)

T hen, we extend the region ofthe integration overQ E(,O_) _(r)
to all possble m atrices w ith the constraints Eq.@.19).
The parameter  is just the Lyapunov exponent |
and the tem Fy, D,(,O) 1 Eq.é;a), serves to suppress uc—
tuations of the m atrices Q ,(,O) outside the Lyapunov re—
gion.

A s soon asthem ode separation is properly de ned one
can carry out the integration n Eq. {_I-%_.-é{) and evaluate the
e ective energy Fere 0 1. W e perform this com putation
using the cum ulant expansion In Fi,¢, Eq.@%) and ap—
proxim ation ofthe weak m agnetic eld. In the sam eway
as it was done -n Ref?} ©rthem odelofthe long-ranged
disorder one can show that this is an expansion in pow ers
ofthe operator ] r , which is am alloutside the Lyapunov
region. Considering only the rstorderwe nd

Ferr Dnl= Fine 0,200 1o 3BT

w here the brackets h:: :dy stand for integration overQ r(lo) .

D ue to the supersym m etry l’QI(]O) (r)ip = ,which gives

hF}Sjn Déo);QVn Ho = Fxin Onl 3.8)

w ith the sam e fiunctional Fyj, 0 1as n Eq.223). The
second tem in the fiinctionalF ? D %o Eq.{3.9) van—
ishes after the averaging due to the symm etry as well.
T he contrbution com ing from the rst tem can be di-
vided into two parts: the rst one comes from the re-
ducible average and coincides w ith ﬂl_e_nl agnetic energy
Fn O] of the iniial functional, Eq.@;2_3.), w hereas the
other is given by the irreducible average HD I(IO)Q © 43

1’10
0)~ 0, ), ), . )
Wn'Q 0l My ighD o ig of the supem atricesQn .

In orderto nd the contrbution com ing from the irre—
ducible average we consider the m atrix



h
fQéOl) (r1) exp
Sn, (t1; )= h R ©
hexp —Str drdn &, Q. (¥) i

R 1
) .
— Str drdn &, (1)Qn () i

(3.9)
w here the new source &, (r) is
a, ) =

)" o @);

(r) is some function. Due to the supersymm etry

g, (t; = 0)= . The rst derivative in the function
(r) gives
qll (rl; ) _ 0)
S = 7HQM (1) (3.10)

(r)=0

Z
str dn% 9 @)~ i1
no (£2)75 o (rz)idg

O n the otherhand, them atrix &, (r; ) satis esthe equa—
tion

P+ iy
Ve NT Gy (7 )+ I i (c; ) =
() 3 n @i ) (3.11)
and condition gzn (r; )= 1l.D1ierentiating n (r) both

sides of this condition and then putting (r) _=_(_) we nd
that thematrix_ g (r; )= @3-o mEq.3.10) iso -
diagonal. Eq@.11) can be considered for the o -diagonal
part ofthem atrix g, (r; ) and rew ritten in the integral
form

Z

o )= dGtc B )N a@ie )
312)

w here the superscript ? stands for the part ofthe super-

m atrices anticomm uting with . The kemelG, ¢ 7)) is
the solution of the equation

frnr.+ il +ip) Bone H= @ H (@13)

Dierentiating in  (r) both sides of Eq. (812) and
putting (r) = 0 we obtain

Z
—Ho [ (e)str dn® 9 @)% no ()il =
Gn, (1 B) "3 n; (2); (3.14)

Substitution ofEq. {3.14) into the Eq.B4) gives
Z

) 0,02l =Fn D] 2 drdr’dnWg @ B

str 2 @G, B 2 (315

Characteristic values ofthe di erencer i G, ¢ )
are in the Lyapunov region, whereas , (r) is a an ooth
function. This allow s us to m ake the replacem ent P r
inoneofthe , MmEQ.{3.17). The integraloverthedi er-
ence = r Piscalulated as Dllows. First, we rew rite
this Integral using Integration In the m om entum space
nstead of the coordinate one

Z Z

. .
Go (W5 ()d = d -

ey @ (1 +ig)
3.16)

Vr NQ

Them om entum g m ay be considered as the transferm o—
mentum q = p° p,where = prn’ p = prn are
m om enta of a particle after and before the scattering.
Since for a weak scattering the characteristic length b of
thedistrbution W 5 (r %) ismuch sn allerthan the Lya—
punov kngth,b L ;Eq.681), the fraction in Eq.(3.16)

can be replaced by the -function
Z
dg i
W
e Vg ar i
Z
dg
WW B @ & nq) 317)

The -function xes the value of the nal m om entum
p® on the Femisurface: (gng) = fneE’ p)l=
(@"=p)©® p)l= "G "@E)]. Ihtegrating over

theenergy " ") we nd for the integral, Eq.8.16),
the ollow Ing expression
Z

W r @ )] 318)

Taking togetherEqs.@.l:?;), @21:6), and @_ :8) we obtain
the free energy Fere O ] of the reduced -m odel

FersRal=F R.1+ FR,J; 319)
Z
FRn]l= 7 drdnStr T, (@)v nr T, (¥) + (320)
L an i ——@0n)
1 2 X n (£ 2 o ’ n
2Z

F'D,1= 7!C drdndr’dn% ; @ B 321)

Str ~3T, @@ T, () Str *3T0 @)@ 0Tho @)

The collision termm in the free energy functional is ex-—
pressed through the transport tine
Z

= an® W br @°

@ )= n)] 322)

and agrees w ith the resuls of the R efs292327 w here the
RM F and long-range disorder m odels, respectively, were
considered In the lin it of am all scattering angls. The



second tem F°D, 11 Eqg. @:l:ﬂ) isan alland can be ne—
glected. T his can be easily understood using the fact that
the Fourier transform of the function W5 in Eq. {3.23)
containsm om enta of the order ofpr , which corresponds
to short distances of the order of r . In contrast, the
m an contribution to the integral over the coordinates n
Eq. @-._2-3:) comes at weak RM F from larger distances of
order I}, where the function W g is an all. T herefore, ev—
eryw here below we w ill in ply that the reduced ballistic

-m odel is describbed by the free energy functionalF Q]
from Eq. B20).

T hus, we have dem onstrated that, although the bal-
listic -modelforthe RMF isdi erent from the one for
the RP (thetemsFiwpRaland Fy, Rn]lin Eq. £223)
are di erent), the reduced -m odels describing the elec—
tron m otion exceeding the Lyapunov length L have the
sam e orm ofEq. 320). The sin ilarity oftheRMF and
RP m odels has been em phasized in Ref2% and the nal
conclusion of Ref??3 was the sam e. How ever, the m eth—
ods used in these works were based on writing rst the
self-consistent B om approxin ation forone particle G reen
functions (saddle point equation in the -m odel formu-
lation) and on a subsequent expansion in slow m odes,
which could not be justi ed at short distances. Now
we see that the equivalence of the RM F and RP mod-
els can hold at distances exceeding the Lyapunov length.
This naturally leads to the equivalence of the di usive

-m odels that c%n be w ritten in the standard fom
h i

—Str D Q dr (323)

8
whereD = v =2.FortheRM F problm the transport
tine . isgiven by Eq. 322).
Eqg. @:2:3) is valid unless the correlations of the m ag—
netic eld are very long ranged. O nly if

q? 324)

FDI]= 0¥ +2i(+1i)

BB 4i

an additionalterm can appearbz The symm etry of the
diusive -model, Eq. (323), corresponds to the uni-
tary ensam ble and one com es to the standard conclusion
about the localization.

O f course, the coarse gJ:aJmng procedure lkading to
the ballistic -model, Eqg. @.2(1 is possbble only if
the ground state of the initial -model, Eq. {_2_.2_3), is
achieved at Q = One can In agine such functions
Wy (r 7)) that this ground state is no longer stable.
H owever, this could be possbl only if the Fourier trans—
form W g (q) wasnegative for certain g, which isexcluded
In the case ofrealm agnetic elds. T herefore, beyond the
Lyapunov region, the ballistic -m odel, Eqg. j_3.20), and,
correspondingly, the di usive -m odel, Eq. @2_3.),
to be unavoidable.

IV .DISCUSSION

In the present paper we considered the problem of
the two-din ensional electron gas in a random m agnetic

eld RMF) using the non-linear supem atrix -m odel
approach. W e derived a ballistic -m odel avoiding the
standard schem e based on nding a saddle point In the
Integral over supervectors and expanding in slow m odes
near this point. Such a schem e explicitly relies on the
assum ption of a su ciently short gorrelation length ofa
random potential (see eg. In Refﬂg:) and its validiy for
a long range disorder isnot clear. A s the vector potential
entering the RM F m odel has a large correlation length
even when them agnetic eld is -correlated in space, the
procedure of singling out slow m odes used in the stan—
dard derivation is not well justi ed at least at not very
large distances. Besides, the saddlepoint approxin ation
ishardly allowed in this case aswell

Instead of follow ing the standard schem e we used the
m ethod based on writing quasiclassical equations for
G reen functions and the exact representation oftheir so—
Jutions In term s of integrals over supem atrices Q, w ith
the constraint Q2 = 1. Thism ethod needs neither sin-
gling out the \fast" and \slow " parts from the Interac—
tion nor the saddlepoint approxin ation. Conditions of
the applicability ofthem ethod coincide w ith those ofthe
quasiclassicalapproxin ation. T herefore, the -m odelob—
tained should be applicable over the distances down to
the Fem i wavelength, which m akes i m ore general in
com parison w ith the -m odels dexived-earlieron the basis
ofthe standard schem e, Refs29292923 | The latterm od-
els are justi ed at distances excpeding the singleparticle
m ean free path las in the R ef2%%3 orthe transport length
L, asin Refd.

W e have dem onstrated that sim ilar to the problem of
Iong range random potential, there is a characteristic or
Lyapunov length I dividing the length scale into the
Lyapunov and collision regions. The rst region corre-
sponds to the an alldistances overw hich the particlem o—
tion is strongly correlated. Correlations disappear over
the larger lengths where the particle interaction can be
considered in temm s of collisions. In the A ppendix we es—
tin ate the Lyapunov length forRM F problem restricting
our consideration by the lin it ofa weak eld. The esti-
m ated length is expressed through the transport length
L, and the correlation length bofthe RM F by a-om ula
sin ilar to the one cbtaied previously in Ref2d i the
m odel ofa long ranged potential.

The reduced -model obtained after the integrating
over the uctuations in -the Lyapunov region coincides
with the m odel of Ref?4 provided the latter is consid-
ered in the lin it of a am all angle weak scattering. The
reduced -model obtained in this way is equivalent to
the m odel found,in the problem of a long range poten—
tial disorder Ref2’. At the sam e tim e, it is relevant to
em phasize that at short distances inside the Lyapunov
region the RM F and RP m odels correspond to di erent

-m odels.

At distances, exceeding the transport length 1, =
Vg _tr One com es to the standard di usion -model, Eq.
@ 23), unless the correlation of them agnetic elds obeys



Eq. {:3;2:4) Calculations for the -model, Eq. @;2:3),
within the renom alization group schem e lads to the
standard conclision about the localization. This con—
clusjon is in contradiction w ith the num erical results of
Ref.@s where the existence of \hidden degrees of free—
dom " was proposed, which could lead to the existence
of extended states. W e did not nd any indication for
such degrees of freedom . O f course, our consideration
was perform ed in the quasiclassical lim it, such that we
did not take into acoount a possibility ofa quantization of
the energy levels. However, i is not easy to understand
how taking into account distances shorter than the wave
length r oould kad to a destruction of the localization.

APPENDIX A:LYAPUNOV EXPONENT IN RMF
PROBLEM

Here we study the classical scattering of tw o particles
In a random m agnetic eld RMF). The presence of the
RMF ladsto an e ective interaction between the parti-
cles. The radius of this interaction is equalto the corre—
lation length ofthe eld. The scattering process lasts a

nie tin e after which the particles diverge over the dis—
tance exceeding the correlation length and begin to m ove
w fthout any interaction. The ain of the calculation pre—
sented below is to estin ate this tim e. It is clear that for
larger tin es the particle scattering m ay be considered in
term s of collisions. W e restrict our calculation by the
case ofa weak m agnetic eld.

Let us consider tw o particles on a plane w ith the coor—
dinates 1y, r; and m om enta p;, p, moving in a perpen—
dicular m agnetic eld. The equations of the m otion for
each partick are

Pi eB (r;)
L= —7; RiT

m mcC

bi &l A1)
where &, is the uni vector perpendicular to the plane of
themotion. Let = n p and p = p1 & be coordi-
nate and m om entum of the relative m otion. W e assum e
that the particles start their m otion close to each other
and have parallelm om enta p; = p, so thatp = 0 and

= ( In thebeginning; ( isassum ed to be perpendicu—
lar to the direction n ofthem otion ofthe center ofm ass.
Since the energy does not change in the m agnetic eld,
the absolute value ofthem om enta p ;p, w illrem ain con—
stant and equalto each other ;1 j= P2 Therefore, the
direction ofthe relative m otion w illalw aysbe perpendic—
ular to the direction of the m otion ofthe m ass centern :

on) = 0. Thisalbwsustowrite = h ¢]. Usihg
Eq.@1) we nd
v
=2 =" e B ®2)
m c

where B ; B (), and p = P Jjis the absolute value of
the m om entum of the relative m otion. At the beginning
ofthemotion isratheranalland thedi erenceB; B,

can be approxim ately w ritten asB;, B @B =QR, ) ,
where R, isthe coordinate of the m ass center in the di-
rection perpendicular to n. Eq.{A2) considered in this
approxin ation reduces to a linear system of rst order
di erential equations. Hence, the distance will grow
exponentially as a function of tine. The mean rate of
the divergency or the Lyapunov exponent determ ines the
scattering tim e nvolved.
To study statistics of the relative m otion we Introduce
a distribution function W (t; ;p). By de nition, it is the
probability for the relative distance and m om entum to
be and p at the tin e t, respectively, provided they have
been nitially ¢, p= 0. LetW (5; ;p) be the distribu-—
tion at the time ty. Then, it can be written at the time
tgy+ tas
Z

W+ tsp)= P+ t spite; 5p0)

W @; %p))d @3)
where P (t; ;p;t% %p% is the transition probability.
This probability is determ ined by the equation of m o—
tion, Eq. {82), and is introduced as

Zen()
P ;pit; %pY) = 0 Py
+0 m
Vi Zt
p P e—f: Bi() B()M @ 4)
tO
whereBi( )=B (), 5()=R () ()=2and (),

p( ) are the solution of the classical m otion equation
@:2) . Substitution oqu.@}I) into Eq.{_ﬁ_&) gives a rela—
tion betw een the distrbutionsW attimesty and tg+ t.
A ssum Ing that t is sm aller than the inverse Lyapunov
exponent we expand this relation in t and then average
over the m agnetic eld B (r). Since them agnetic eld is
assum ed to be weak, we neglect the n uence ofthe eld
on the tra fctory of the m ass center and obtain

W  p@w 2 , @%W
— + —" =0 5
e me o O Fep &3

where . is the transport tin e, Eq.§-_3_ :2), that can also
be w ritten as

1 Z 41
— =2 Wpg 6
= e B (g n )d A 6)
tr 1
The function " ( ) is by de nition
R+1

"(y=1 R @7
1 W B (VF n )d

T he distance between the particles in the Lyapunov re—
gion is an allerthan the correlation length ofthem agnetic

eld b. Hence, one m ay expand the function "( ) n ,
which gives "( ) 2=K’. This relation is to be con-
sidered as a de nition of the length b. Substituting this



expansion into Eq.{_ﬁ_ﬁ) we com e to the sam e equation as
the one derived In Reffi where electron scattering in a
long-ranged potential disorder w as considered.

@ el

tra2 Q 2

@

@

o @®8)

3
U sing the result of that paper we nd that the func-
tion W (t; ) determm ining the distrbution of the distance
(the m om entum of the relative m otion p is in plied to
be averaged in this function) satis es the equation

@ @
— — W =0 9
"et Qz @9
where isanum ericalcoe cient equalto 0365 and

z=Inf= ). It Hlows from Eq.[A ) that the coe cient

1 Is in fact a characteristic tim e ofthe divergency ofthe
tra ctories of the particles calculated from the classical
m otion equation Eq.{A 2). A ccording to Ref2? this tine
isequalto

@ 10)

and this is at the sam e tin e the inverse Lyapunov ex—
ponent. A s mentioned above, the quantity 1 has the
m eaning of a characteristic tim e that two scattered par-
ticles spend m oving together until the distance between
them starts exceeding the correlation length b.
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