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Usinganew schem eofthederivation ofthenon-linear�-m odelweconsidertheelectron m otion in

a random m agnetic�eld (RM F)in two dim ensions.Thederivation isbased on writing quasiclassical

equations and representing their solutions in term s ofa functionalintegralover superm atrices Q

with the constraintQ
2
= 1.Contrary to the standard schem e,neithersingling outslow m odesnor

saddle-pointapproxim ationsare used.The�-m odelobtained isapplicable atthelength scale down

to theelectron wavelength.W eshow thatthism odeldi�ersfrom them odelwith a random potential

(RP).However,after averaging over uctuations in the Lyapunov region the standard �-m odelis

obtained leading to the conventionallocalization behavior.

PACS:72.15.Rn,73.20.Fz,73.23.Ad

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

Description ofthe two dim ensional(2D )electron m o-

tion in a random m agnetic �eld (RM F) is ofa consid-

erable interest for both experim entalists and theoreti-

cians. Two dim ensionalelectron system s in a random

m agnetic�eld wererealized in a num berofrecentexper-

im entswhen a high-m obility heterostructurewaslocated

underan overlayerwith random ly pinned ux vorticesin

a type-IIsuperconducting gate1 ortype-Isuperconduct-

ing grains2 or a dem agnetized ferrom agnet3. From the

theoreticalpointofview the RM F m odelisan exam ple

ofasystem with theinteraction which isrealized through

an e�ectivegauge�eld.In particular,thism odelarisesin

the theory ofquantum Halle�ectwith a half-�lled Lan-

dau level4.Anotherapplication ofthism odelisa gauge

�eld description ofthe doped M ottinsulators5.

O neofthem ostim portantproblem sin theRM F m od-

els is the question about localization ofelectron states.

Thisquestion hasbeen studied in m any num ericalworks

and very di�erent conclusions were drawn: from a) all

the states are localized,Refs.6� 8 to b) there m ay be a

band ofdelocalized statesRefs.9� 14 and c)allthestates

arelocalized exceptthosewith theprecisely zero energy,

Refs15;16. The problem of com parison of the results

obtained in di�erent num erical calculations is a quite

com plicated task partly becauseextended statesand the

stateswith very large localization length can very often

be hardly distinguished from each other.

From the pointofview ofthe generally accepted scal-

ing theory oflocalization17 the RM F m odelshould not

be di�erentfrom the m odeldescribing the electron m o-

tion in a random potentialin a hom ogeneous m agnetic

�eld. In both the cases allelectron states are expected

to be localized in 2D in an arbitrarily weak random po-

tential. Using the supersym m etry technique18 this pre-

diction waschecked in severalworksby derivingaproper

�-m odel.TheauthorsofRef.19 used thestandardschem e

ofthe derivation �nding �rstthe saddle-pointin the in-

tegraloversuperm atricesQ and expanding then in slow

m odesnearthissaddlepoint.Asa result,they obtained

a standard di�usiveunitary �-m odelsim ilarto whatone

hasforthem odelwith a random potential(RP)and the

broken tim e reversalsym m etry. The long range charac-

terofcorrelationsoftherandom vectorpotential,which

is possible even ifthe correlationsofthe m agnetic �eld

areshortranged,did notplay any role.

A possibility ofa new term in the�-m odeldueto spe-

cialcharacterofthe correlationsofthe vectorpotential

wasdiscussed laterin Refs.20{22.Thiswasdoneby con-

sidering m ore carefully short distances. A ballistic �-

m odelsim ilarto thatofRef.23 wasderived in Refs.20;22

and thecalculationswerecheckedbydirectdiagram m atic

and path integrals m ethods21. The �nalconclusion of

these workswasthatthe �-m odelm aintained the stan-

dardform 19 correspondingtotheunitaryensem bleunless

the correlationsofthe m agnetic �eld were long ranged.

Thiswasconsidered,asusual,astheproofofthelocaliza-

tion.An additionalterm in the�-m odelwasstillpossible

ifthe correlation ofthe m agnetic �eld wasproportional

to q� 2 Ref.22,whereq isthe m om entum ,and thiscould

lead to antilocalization (see also Ref.24). However,no

possibility to obtain anything but the standard unitary

�-m odeland,hence,the localization forany �nite range

correlations ofthe m agnetic �eld was seen �nally from

these worksand no di�erence between the RM F m odel

and the RP m odelwith a m agnetic�eld wasfound even

in the ballisticcase.

Nevertheless,thequestion aboutthelocalization in the

RM F m odel in 2D wasraised again in arecentnum erical

work25. O n the basisofthe num ericalstudy the author

ofRef.25 suggested quite a di�erentscenario ofthe elec-

tron m otion in theRM F m odel arguingthattherecould

besom e\hidden degreesoffreedom " thatlead to essen-

tialdeviations from the standard scaling description of

disordered system s.
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This result challenges the analyticalresults obtained

on thebasisofthe�-m odeldescription butitisfairtosay

thatthepreviousanalyticalstudy wasnotcom plete.All

calculationswerecarried outusingthetraditionalform of

theballistic�-m odel23;26;22 with a conventionalcollision

term . However,thisform m ay be used fora long range

disorderat su�ciently long distances only. The deriva-

tion ofsuch a �-m odelisbased on �nding a saddlepoint

in the integraloverthe superm atricesQ and expanding

in slow m odes. This procedure fails at short (but still

m uch exceeding the wavelength �F )distances.Asa re-

sult,theform ofballistic�-m odelisnotapplicableatthe

lengthssm allerthan a characteristiclength lL � �F and

thisputsdoubtson som econclusionsdrawn previously.

The saddle-point approxim ation is equivalent to the

self-consistentBorn approxim ation (SCBA) and cannot

be good for a long range disorder. At the sam e tim e,

even shortrangecorrelationsofthem agnetic�eld corre-

spond to long range correlationsofthe vectorpotential

and this problem isinevitably encountered in the RM F

m odel.Thediagram m aticexpansion ofRef.21 alsostarts

with theSCBA forone-particleG reen functionsand one

encountersthe sam eproblem .

In order to circum vent the problem related to the

use ofthe saddle point approxim ation and the expan-

sion in the slow m odes we suggested recently another

schem e27. Thism ethod isbased on equationsforquasi-

classicalG reen functionsand resem blesthe phenom eno-

logicalapproach ofRef.23. However,in contrastto the

latter,wedonotaverageoverdisorderin thebeginningof

thecalculationsand do notdecouplean e�ectiveinterac-

tion by integration overan auxiliary �eld.O urapproach

isexactin thequasiclassicallim itand aresultingballistic

�-m odelisapplicableatalldistancesexceeding thewave

length �F .Itcan bereduced totheconventionalballistic

�-m odelaftera coarsegraining procedureand thelatter

is applicable at distances exceeding a Lyapunov length

lL introduced in Ref.28.Atdistancessm allerthan lL the

form ofthe term due to disorder is di�erent from the

standard collision term .

In Ref.27 we derived the ballistic �-m odelforthe RP

m odelsand now we presentan analogousderivation for

the RM F m odels. It turns out that the term s in the

ballistic �-m odelsdescribing the disorderin the RP and

RM F m odels di�er from each other. They can becom e

sim ilaronly aftercarrying outthecoarsegraining proce-

dure.W e show thatthisprocedure can be perform ed in

the sam e way as for the RP problem ,which leads to a

sim ilarreduced �-m odel.

The paper is organized as follows: In the Chapter II

we introduce a partition function generating correlation

functionsofinterestin term sofa functionalintegralover

supervectors . W e derive equationsforG reen function

and sim plify them using a quasiclassicalapproxim ation.

IntroducingquasiclassicalG reen functionswerewritethe

equationsin a gaugeinvariantform .Thesolution ofthe

equationsisfound in term sofan integraloversuperm a-

tricesQ with the constraintQ 2 = 1,which allowsusto

averageoverthe RM F.

In theChapterIIIweintegrateoveructuationsin the

Lyapunov region and com eto a reduced �-m odelwith a

collision term .

In the Appendix we considerthe problem ofthe cor-

relation oftwo particlesm oving in a RM F and �nd the

characteristictim e ofthiscorrelation.

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 A N D

D ER IVA T IO N O F T H E �-M O D EL.

In the present work we follow the m ethod ofderiva-

tion ofthe�-m odelsuggested in ourpreviouswork27.In

orderto m ake the presentation self-contained we repeat

the m ain stepsofthe derivation.

W estartourconsideration with theintroduction ofthe

partition function Z [̂a]

Z [̂a]=

Z

exp(� La[ ])D  (2.1)

La[ ]= � i

Z

� (r)

�

Ĥ (r)� "+
!

2
+
! + i�

2
�

�

 (r)dr+

+ i

Z

� (r)̂a(r) (r)dr

where are8-com ponentsupervectors18 and theHam il-

tonian Ĥ (r)in Eq.(2.1)istaken in the form

Ĥ (r)=

�

� irr �
e

c
�̂3A (r)

�2

=2m � "F + u(r) (2.2)

The last term in Eq.(2.1) contains a source function

â(r).Choosing thisfunction in a properform and taking

derivativein itonecan obtain correlation functions.For

exam ple,thelevel-levelcorrelation function R(!)can be

written as:

R(!)=
1

2
�

1

2(��V )2
lim

� 1= � 2= 0
Re

@2

@�1@�2
Z [̂a] (2.3)

wherethe source â(r)isthe following m atrix:

â(r)=

�

�̂1 0

0 � �̂2

�

; �̂1;2 =
�1;2

2
(1� k) (2.4)

Here k is the diagonal m atrix with elem ents � 1 in

ferm ionicand bosonicblocksrespectively18.

The Ham iltonian H (r),Eq.(2.2),containsboth scalar

and vectorpotentialsu(r),A (r)thatareassum ed to be

random functions of the space coordinates distributed

according to the G ausslaw,�̂3 isthe third Paulim atrix

in the particle-hole space. Below we consider a general

case when the scalar potentialu(r) contains both the

short range us(r) and long range ul(r) parts with the

characteristiccorrelation lengthsofthe orderand larger

2



than the Ferm iwavelength �F = (2�pF )
� 1 respectively.

Their statistics are determ ined by the pair correlation

functions:

hus(r)us(r
0)i=

1

2���s
�(r� r

0) (2.5)

hul(r)ul(r
0)i= W (r� r

0) (2.6)

where the function W (r� r0)isassum ed to fallo� over

a length d � �F .Statisticsofthe m agnetic �eld willbe

introduced later.Although them ain goalofthispaperis

tostudytheRM F m odel,weadd thescalarpotentialinto

theHam iltonian fora m oreexplicitcom parison between

the RM F and RP m odels.

Following the standard approach ofRef.18 one would

average the partition function Z [̂a], Eq.(2.1),over the

random external�eldsand then,singlingoutuctuations

slowly varying in spaceand integrating overan auxiliary

sm ooth m atrix �eld Q , decouple the interaction term

( � )2 that appears after the averaging. This m ethod

was recently used,e.g.,in Ref.29 in a derivation ofthe

ballistic �-m odelforquantum billiardsand in Ref.20;22,

where the two-dim ensionalelectron gas was considered

in a random m agnetic�eld.Asithasbeen m entioned in

thesection Ithelatterproblem isratherspeci�cbecause

the vector potentialA (r) can have long range correla-

tionseven ifcorrelationsofthe m agnetic �eld are short

ranged.

The singling out ofslow m odes with the subsequent

decoupling oftheinteraction by integrating overan aux-

iliary sm ooth m atrix Q is not a rigorousprocedure be-

causesom epartoftheinteraction isassum ed to beirrel-

evantand isneglected.Although thisassum ption works

wellforshortrangeim purities,itisnotjusti�ed forlong

range correlations.Below we use anotherm ethod based

on the G reen function and quasiclassicalapproxim ation

ofRef.27. This m ethod allows one to derive a �-m odel

applicable down to the length scale ofthe order ofthe

wavelength �F .

Following Ref.27 we average over the short range po-

tentialus(r), decouple the interaction term appearing

after this averaging using the standard integration over

an auxiliarysm ooth m atrix �eld M (r)and �nally rewrite

the partition function asfollows:

Z [̂a]=

Z

Z1[J]exp

�

�
��

8�s

Z

StrM 2(r)dr

�

D M (2.7)

where

Z1[J]=

Z

exp(� LJ[ ])D  (2.8)

The Lagrangian LJ[ ] coincides with La[ ], Eq.(2.1),

provided thesubstitutionsus(r)= 0 and îa(r)! J(r)=

îa(r)+ M (r)=2�s are m ade in the Lagrangian La[ ],

Eq.(2.1). The structure of the m atrix M (r) can be

found in the book,Ref.18. It is im portant that M (r)

isself-conjugate: �M (r)= M (r)wherethebarm eansthe

\chargeconjugation"

�M (r)= C M
T (r)C T

C = �


�

c1 0

0 c2

�

; c1 =

�

0 � 1

1 0

�

; c2 =

�

0 1

1 0

�

(seealso Ref.18).

Following Refs.23;27 we introduce the G reen function

G (r;r0)

G
��(r;r0)= Z

� 1

1
[J]

Z

 
�(r)� �(r0)e� L J [ ]D  (2.9)

Forthe m ostcorrelation functionsofinterestthe source

function â(r)can be chosen to be self-conjugate. Ifthis

isthe casethe G reen function satis�esthe equation

�

Ĥ (r)� "+
!

2
+
! + i�

2
�+ iJ(r)

�

G (r;r0)= i�(r� r
0)

(2.10)

Eq.(2.10) was previously studied in the absence ofthe

m agnetic �eld in the quasiclassicalapproxim ation using

a m ethod ofa quasiclassicalG reen function,Refs.23;27.

Thism ethod isbased on the assum ption thatthe exter-

nal�elds and sources are sm ooth functions (i.e. slowly

changing overthe wavelength �F ). W ithin thism ethod

the G reen function G (p;R ) can be rewritten using the

W ignertransform ation

G (r;r0)=

Z
dp

(2�)2
e
ip(r� r

0
)
G (p;R ); R = (r+ r

0)=2

Thefunction G (p;R )hasasharp peak attheFerm isur-

face p = pF n. Thisproperty isdue to the factthatthe

long range �elds and sources weakly disturb the shape

of the Ferm i surface. Integrating the G reen function

G (p;R )overthe absolute value ofthe m om entum p re-

sultsin a new function gn(r)thatdependson thecentre

ofm asscoordinateR and theunitvectorn = p=p deter-

m ining the direction at the Ferm isurface. The coordi-

natedependenceofthisfunction turnsoutto besm ooth

and therefore gn(r)m ay be considered asthe quasiclas-

sicalapproxim ation oftheexactG reen function G (r;r0).

O n theotherhand,thepartition function Z1[J],Eq.(2.8),

can be expressed through gn(r).

Beforewestartthecalculation followingthisprocedure

letusm akesom erem arksaboutdi�erencesbetween the

RP and RM F m odels.First,thepresenceofthem agnetic

�eld breaksthe tim e-reversalsym m etry and,hence,ex-

citations sensitive to the tim e reversalare suppressed.

Therefore we consider only such correlation functions

that can be obtained from the sources â(r) com m uting

with �3. The partofthe G reen function anticom m uting

with �3 isnegligibleand m ay beom itted from thefurther

consideration.
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The second rem ark is related to the physicalaspects

of the quasiclassicalapproxim ation in the presence of

a m agnetic �eld. It is known that system s placed in a

m agnetic�eld areinvariantwith respectto them agnetic

translationsT̂a = exp[(r r � i(e=c)̂�3A )a]instead ofthe

ordinary ones31. The di�erence between these transla-

tions is relevantfor an in�nite system even ifthe m ag-

netic �eld is weak. This m eansthat electron statesare

to becharacterized notby theordinary m om entum pkin

determ ining the kinetic energy butratherby the gener-

alized m om entum p = pkin + (e=c)̂�3A (r).The general-

ized m om entum p is a well-de�ned quantum num ber if

the m agnetic�eld isweak:

rH � �F ; rH =
vF

!H
(2.11)

where !H = eH =m c is the Larm or frequency and vF -

Ferm ivelocity.Inequality (2.11)coincideswith the con-

dition ofthe applicability ofthe quasiclassicalapproxi-

m ation.The Ferm isurfaceisde�ned in the spaceofthe

generalized m om entum p and, contrary to the case of

zero m agnetic �eld,hasa rathercom plicated form .The

value ofthe m om entum p atthe Ferm isurface strongly

dependson the direction n = p=p.Thereforewe change

the de�nition ofthe quasiclassicalG reen function by re-

placingtheintegration overtheabsolutevalueofthegen-

eralized m om entum p by thatofthekineticonepkin (see

e.g.Refs.30):

gn(r)=
1

�

Z

d�G

�

p +
e

c
�̂3A (r);r

�

(2.12)

where the function G (p;r) is the G reen function taken

in the W igner representation and � = p2=(2m )� "F ,

n = p=p. The quasiclassicalG reen function gn(r) de-

�ned by Eq.(2.12) is gauge-invariant. The logarithm ic

derivative ofthe partition function Z1[J],Eq.(2.8),can

be estim ated asfollows:

� lnZ1[J]

�J(r)
=
1

2
G (r;r)�

��

2

Z

gn(r)dn (2.13)

where� isthedensity ofstatesattheFerm isurface.Per-

form ingtheW ignertransform ationwesubtractEq.(2.10)

from the conjugated one,then integrate the resultover

� asin theEq.(2.12)and obtain in thequasiclassicalap-

proxim ation:

�

vF nr r +
e

m c
�̂3B (r)@’ � p

� 1

F
r ru(r)@n

�

gn(r)+

i(! + i�)

2
[�;gn]� [J(r);gn]= 0 (2.14)

In Eq.(2.14),B (r)= @xA y � @yA x isthem agnetic�eld,

@n = e’@’ � n,e’ = (� sin’; cos’). In this approxi-

m ation thesolution oftheEq.(2.14)isto besoughtwith

the usualconstraint27

g
2

n(r)= 1 (2.15)

and the boundary condition

gn?
(r)= g� n?

(r)j
r2S

(2.16)

wherer2 S standsforpointson thesurfaceofthe sam -

ple and n? m eans the com ponent ofthe vector n per-

pendicularto the surface.Following Ref.27 we write the

solution ofEq.(2.14)in term sofafunctionalintegralover

superm atricesQ n (r)

gn(r)= Z
� 1

2
[J]

Z

Q 2

n
= 1

Q n(r)exp

�

�
��

2
�J[Q n]

�

D Q n

Z2[J]=

Z

Q 2

n
= 1

exp

�

�
��

2
�J[Q n]

�

D Q n (2.17)

�J[Q n]= Str

Z

drdn

�

� �Tn(r)

�

vF nr r +
eB (r)

m c
�̂3@’ �

p
� 1

F
r ru(r)r n

�

Tn(r)+

�
i(! + i�)

2
�� J(r)

�

Q n(r)

�

(2.18)

Q n(r)= Tn(r)� �Tn(r); �Tn(r)Tn(r)= 1

where@’ standsforthederivativein theangle.Theinte-

gration in Eq.(2.18)isperform ed overthe self-conjugate

superm atrices

�Q n(r)= Q n(r); �Q n(r)= C Q
T
� n(r)C

T

with the constraintQ 2
n(r)= 1 and

Q n?
(r)jS = Q � n?

(r)jS (2.19)

at the surface S of the sam ple. The structure of the

superm atrix Q n coincides with the structure ofthe su-

perm atrix M (r).W edo notdem onstrateheretheequiv-

alence ofthe m atricesgn (r),Eqs.(2.12),(2.18),and re-

fer to the proofgiven in Ref.27. W e m ention here only

thatboth them atricesarethelogarithm icderivativesin

the m atrix J(r) ofthe partition functions Z1[J],Z2[J]

respectively. Hence, these functions are equalto each

otherup to som efactorthatisindependentofJ(r).Due

to the supersym m etry Z1[J]= Z2[J]= 1 for J(r) = 0,

which m eans that the factor is unity and the partition

functionsareequalto each other

Z1[J]= Z2[J] (2.20)

Below the m agnetic �eld B (r)isconsidered asa ran-

dom function with a G aussian distribution and the pair

correlation function ofthe form

hB (r)B (r0)i= 2

�
m c

e

�2

!
2

cW B (r� r
0) (2.21)

4



where is !c is a coe�cient that has a m eaning ofthe

characteristicfrequency ofthe cyclotron m otion and the

function W B (r� r0) is assum ed to fallo� at distances

jr� r0j> b and to be norm alized as W B (r = 0) = 1.

The length b characterizesthe decay ofthe correlations

ofthe RM F B (r). Substituting Eq.(2.20)into Eq.(2.7)

and averagingtheresultoverthem agnetic�eld and long-

ranged potentialul(r)we �nd forthe partition function

Z [̂a]Eq.(2.7)

Z [̂a]=

Z

exp(� F [Qn])D Q n (2.22)

wherethe freeenergy functionalF [Q n]hasthe form :

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

im p[Q n]+ Fm [Q n]

Fkin[Q n]=
��

2
Str

Z

drdn

�

� �Tn(r)vF nr rTn(r)

+ i

�
! + 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)] (2.23)

F
(s)

im p
[Q n]= �

��

8�s

Z

Str

�Z

Q n (r)dn

� 2

dr

Fm [Q n]=

�
��

2
!c

�2
Z

drdndr
0
dn

0
W B (r� r

0)

� Str
�

��̂3 �Tn(r)i@’Tn(r)
�

Str
�

��̂3 �Tn0(r0)i@’ 0Tn0(r0)
�

and

r n = � [n � [n �
@

@n
]]= e’@’ (2.24)

The �rstterm Fkin[Q n]describesthe free m otion and

iswhatrem ainswhen external�eldsand im puritiesare

absent. The second and the third term s Fim p [Q n],

F
(s)

im p
[Q n]are responsible forthe scattering on the long-

and short-ranged potentialsrespectively. The lastterm

Fm [Q n]is due to the presence ofthe random m agnetic

�eld.Correlationfunctionsofinterestcan beobtained by

calculating derivativesin thesource â(r)ofthepartition

function Z [̂a],Eq.(2.22).

Itisim portantto em phasize thatthe structure ofthe

term sFim p[Q n]and Fm [Q n]describingtheelectron scat-

tering on therandom potentialand on therandom m ag-

netic �eld, respectively, is clearly di�erent. The term

Fim p[Q n]containsthe com ponentsofthe gradientspar-

allelto theplane,whereastheterm Fm [Q n]containsthe

perpendicularone.

Nevertheless,atlongerdistancestheRP and theRM F

m odels are very sim ilar and we show this in the next

Chapter carrying out a coarse graining procedure sug-

gested in Ref.27. The latter m eans integrating out de-

greesoffreedom atdistancesinsidetheLyapunovregion.

For sim plicity ofthe presentation we willconsider in

the next Chapters only e�ects related to the random

m agnetic �eld and disregard the scattering on the ran-

dom potentialsom itting Fim p [Q n],F
(s)

im p
[Q n]in the free

energy Eq.(2.23).Accordingly,wewillconsiderthesym -

m etry ofthe superm atricesQ corresponding to the uni-

tary ensem ble. W e will study the behavior of the �-

m odel,Eq.(2.23),on di�erent length scales and discuss

the connection ofthism odelwith the m odelspreviously

obtained in Refs.19{22.

III.R ED U C ED �-M O D EL

The �-m odel obtained in Eq.(2.23) is valid for the

length scalesdown tothewavelength�F and hastheform

which di�ers from the �-m odelfound in the Ref.20;22.

The latterm odelhas been derived for the spatially un-

correlated m agnetic �eld and isapplicable atthe length

scale restricted from below by the single-particle relax-

ation length lbutnotby thewavelength �F .Thelength

lcould notbe consistently estim ated within the consid-

eration ofRefs.20;22 and rem ained withouta clearphys-

icalinterpretation. At the sam e tim e, the analysis of

Refs.28;32;27 leadsto the conclusion thatthe role ofthis

length isplayed bytheLyapunovlength lL = vF �L .Here

�L istheinverseLyapunov exponentand isthetim edur-

ing which two closetrajectoriesincreasethedistancebe-

tween them by a factor ofthe order ofunity. O n the

otherhand,accordingto theRef.28,�L isthetim ewhich

isrequired fortwo scattered particlesto divergeoverthe

distance ofthe order ofthe range ofthe potential(or

the correlation length). In the Appendix we discussthe

problem ofthe particle m otion in a RM F and estim ate

the Lyapunov length lL forweak �eldsas

lL � ltr

�
b

ltr

� 2=3

(3.1)

ThisresultshowsthattheLyapunovlength lL isbetween

thecorrelation band transportltr lengths:b� lL � ltr.

The Lyapunov length lL dividesthe length scalesinto

two regions.Atsm alldistances,two particlespropagate

in thesam em agnetic�eld and correlationsbetween them

arerelevant.Following the term inology ofRef.28 wecall

these distances the Lyapunov region. In the second re-

gion when the scalesofinterestarelargerthan the Lya-

punovlength,them otion oftheparticlesisnotcorrelated

and they arescattered by the RM F independently.This

can becalled thecollision region becausethecorrespond-

ing classicalm otion atsuch distancesisdescribed by the

conventionalBoltzm ann equation with a collision term
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corresponding to the scattering on the RM F.The elec-

tron m otion atthese long distancesshould be described

by a reduced �-m odeland one can expect that this re-

duced �-m odelisjustthe �-m odelofRef.20;22.In order

to obtain the reduced �-m odelone should integrate out

in Eqs.(2.22,2.23)thedegreesoffreedom related to the

Lyapunov region. This coarse graining procedure has

been worked outin Ref.27 forthe RP m odeland wewill

repeatitnow forthe RM F m odel.

First,oneshould explicitly decoupletheoriginalm ode

Tn(r)intothe"slow"and "fast"parts.W em akethissep-

aration in theway preservingtherotationalinvarianceof

the initialm odelEq.(2.23):

Tn(r)= ~Tn(r)Vn(r) (3.2)

Here ~Tn(r),Vn(r)are"slow"and "fast"m odesdescribing

theuctuationsin thecollision and Lyapunov regionsre-

spectively. Assoon asthe m ode separation ism ade one

should substitute Eq.(3.2) into the free energy F [Q n],

Eq.(2.23),and then average it over the "fast" uctua-

tionsVn(r):

Z [̂a]=

Z

~Q 2

n
= 1

e
� Fef f [

~Q n ]D ~Q n (3.3)

where

e
� Fef f [

~Q n ]=

Z

exp(� F [Q(0)n ]� Fint[Q
(0)

n ;~Q n])D Vn

(3.4)

Q
(0)

n (r)= Vn(r)� �Vn(r); ~Q n(r)= ~Tn(r)�
�~T n(r)

ThefunctionalF [Q
(0)

n ]in Eq.(3.4)coincideswith thefree

energyEq.(2.23)providedthesourceisom itted in thelat-

terexpression.The functionalFint[Q
(0)
n ;~Q n]determ ines

theinteraction between thefastand slow m odesQ
(0)

n , ~Q n

and hasthe form :

Fint[Q
(0)

n ;~Q n]= F
0

kin[Q
(0)

n ;~Q n]+ F
0

m [Q
(0)

n ;~Q n]

F
0

kin[Q
(0)

n ;~Q n]=
��

2
Str

Z

drdn

�

Q
(0)

n (r)
�~T n(r)vF nr r

~Tn(r)

+ i

�
! + i�

2
� â(r)

�

~Tn(r)Q
(0)

n (r)
�~T n(r)

�

F
0

m [Q
(0)

n ;~Q n]=

�
��

2
!c

�2
Z

drdndr
0
dn

0
W B (r� r

0)

� Str
�

�̂3Q
(0)

n (r)�n(r)
�

Str
�

�̂3Q
(0)

n0 (r
0)�n0(r0)

�

+

+ 2

�
��

2
!c

�2
Z

drdndr
0
dn

0
W B (r� r

0) (3.5)

� Str
�

�̂3Q
(0)

n (r)�n(r)
�

Str
�

��̂3 �Vn0(r0)i@’ 0Vn0(r0)
�

�n(r)=
�~Tn(r)i@’ ~Tn(r)

Before the averaging over the fast uctuations Q
(0)
n we

m akethe following essentialrem ark.

Theseparation into thefastand slow m odes,Eq.(3.2),

requires a m ore accurate de�nition. The point is that

the excitations in the m odelEq.(2.23) reveala strong

anisotropy in the phase space (r;n) due to the speci�c

form ofthe free energy functional,Eq.(2.23).Since only

the�rstorderderivativesin rand n enterthefreeenergy,

Eq.(2.23),the dependence ofthe excitations on the co-

ordinates(r;n)willresem blea propagation along a clas-

sicaltrajectory.Such an anisotropy dem andsa careand

should be perform ed in an invariantway. As in Ref.27,

thescaleseparation can beperform ed introducingan ad-

ditionalterm into the functionalF [Q
(0)

n ],Eq.(3.4),

FL [Q
(0)

n ]= �
��

2
�L Str

Z

drdn�Q (0)

n (r) (3.6)

Then,weextend theregionoftheintegrationoverQ
(0)

n (r)

to allpossible m atrices with the constraints Eq.(2.19).

The param eter �L is just the Lyapunov exponent �
� 1

L

and the term FL [Q
(0)

n ],Eq.(3.6),servesto suppressuc-

tuations ofthe m atrices Q
(0)

n outside the Lyapunov re-

gion.

Assoon asthem odeseparation isproperlyde�ned one

can carryouttheintegration in Eq.(3.4)and evaluatethe

e�ectiveenergy Feff[~Q n].W eperform thiscom putation

using the cum ulant expansion in Fint,Eq.(3.4)and ap-

proxim ation oftheweak m agnetic�eld.In thesam eway

asitwasdonein Ref.27 forthem odelofthelong-ranged

disorderonecan show thatthisisan expansion in powers

oftheoperatorlL r r which issm alloutsidetheLyapunov

region.Considering only the �rstorderwe �nd

Feff[~Q n]= hFint[Q
(0)

n ;~Q n]i0 (3.7)

wherethebracketsh:::i0 stand forintegration overQ
(0)
n .

Due to the supersym m etry hQ
(0)
n (r)i0 = �,which gives

hF
0

kin[Q
(0)

n ;~Q n]i0 = Fkin[~Q n] (3.8)

with the sam e functionalFkin[~Q n]asin Eq.(2.23). The

second term in thefunctionalF 0

m [Q
(0)

n ;~Q n]Eq.(3.5)van-

ishes after the averaging due to the sym m etry as well.

The contribution com ing from the �rstterm can be di-

vided into two parts: the �rst one com es from the re-

ducible average and coincideswith the m agnetic energy

Fm [~Q n]ofthe initialfunctional,Eq.(2.23),whereasthe

otherisgiven by theirreducibleaveragehhQ
(0)

n Q
(0)

n0 ii0 =

hQ
(0)
n Q

(0)

n0 i0 � hQ
(0)
n i0hQ

(0)

n0 i0 ofthe superm atricesQ
(0)
n .

In orderto �nd thecontribution com ing from theirre-

ducible averagewe considerthe m atrix
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~gn1
(r1;�)=

hQ
(0)

n1
(r1)exp

h
��

2
Str

R

drdn ân(r)Q
(0)

n (r)

i

i0

hexp

h
��

2
Str

R

drdn ân(r)Q
(0)

n (r)

i

i0

(3.9)

wherethe new source ân(r)is

ân(r)= �(r)̂�3�n(r);

�(r) is som e function. Due to the supersym m etry

~gn(r;� = 0) = �. The �rst derivative in the function

�(r)gives

�~gn1
(r1;�)

��(r2)

�
�
�
�
�(r)= 0

=
��

2
hhQ

(0)

n1
(r1) (3.10)

� Str

Z

dn
0
Q
(0)

n0 (r2)̂�3�n0(r2)ii0

O n theotherhand,them atrix ~gn(r;�)satis�estheequa-

tion

vF nr r~gn(r;�)+ i
! + i�L

2

�

�;~gn(r;�)
�

=

�(r)
�

�̂3�n(r);~gn(r;�)
�

(3.11)

and condition ~g2n(r;�)= 1. Di�erentiating in �(r)both

sidesofthiscondition and then putting �(r)= 0 we�nd

thatthe m atrix �~gn(r;�)=��(r
0)j�= 0 in Eq.(3.10)iso�-

diagonal.Eq(3.11)can beconsidered fortheo�-diagonal

partofthe m atrix ~gn(r;�)and rewritten in the integral

form

~g?n (r;�)=

Z

dr
0
Gn(r� r

0)�(r0)
�

�̂3�n(r);~gn(r;�)
�?

(3.12)

wherethesuperscript? standsforthepartofthesuper-

m atricesanticom m uting with �.ThekernelG n(r� r0)is

the solution ofthe equation

[vF nr r + i(! + i�L )�]G n(r� r
0)= �(r� r

0) (3.13)

Di�erentiating in �(r) both sides of Eq. (3.12) and

putting �(r)= 0 we obtain

��

2
hhQ

(0)

n1
(r1)Str

Z

dn
0
Q
(0)

n0 (r2)̂�3�n0(r2)ii0 =

Gn1
(r1 � r2)

�

�̂3�n1
(r2);�

�

(3.14)

Substitution ofEq.(3.14)into the Eq.(3.5)gives

hF
0

m [
~Q n;Q

(0)

n ]i0 = Fm [~Q n]� ��!
2

c

Z

drdr
0
dnW B (r� r

0)

� Str
�

�?

n (r)Gn(r� r
0)�� ?

n (r
0)
�

(3.15)

Characteristicvaluesofthedi�erencer� r0in Gn(r� r0)

are in the Lyapunov region,whereas�n(r) isa sm ooth

function.Thisallowsusto m akethereplacem entr0! r

in oneofthe�n in Eq.(3.15).Theintegraloverthedi�er-

ence� = r� r0 iscalculated asfollows.First,werewrite

this integralusing integration in the m om entum space

instead ofthe coordinateone
Z

Gn(�)W B (�)d� =

Z
dq

(2�)2
W B (q)

i

vF nq � (! + i�L )�

(3.16)

Them om entum q m ay beconsidered asthetransferm o-

m entum q = p0� p,where p0 = pF n
0,p = pF n are

m om enta ofa particle after and before the scattering.

Since fora weak scattering the characteristiclength bof

thedistribution W B (r� r0)ism uch sm allerthan theLya-

punov length,b� lL ;Eq.(3.1),the fraction in Eq.(3.16)

can be replaced by the �-function

Z
dq

(2�)2
W B (q)

i

vF nq � (! + i�L )�

� � ��

Z
dq

(2�)2
W B (q)�(vF nq) (3.17)

The �-function �xes the value of the �nalm om entum

p0 on the Ferm isurface: �(vF nq) = �[vF n(p
0� p)]=

�[(@"=@p)(p0� p)]= �["(p0)� "(p)]. Integrating over

the energy "0� "(p0)we �nd forthe integral,Eq.(3.16),

the following expression

� ���

Z

dn
0
W B [pF (n � n

0)] (3.18)

Taking togetherEqs.(3.15),(3.16),and (3.18)we obtain

the freeenergy Feff[Q n]ofthe reduced �-m odel

Feff[Q n]= F [Q n]+ F
0[Q n]; (3.19)

F [Q n]=
��

2

Z

drdnStr

�

�Tn(r)vF nr rTn(r)+ (3.20)

i

�
! + i�

2
�� â(r)

�

Q n(r)+
1

4�tr
(@’Q n)

2

�

F
0[Q n]= �

�
��

2
!c

�2
Z

drdndr
0
dn

0
W B (r� r

0) (3.21)

� Str
�

��̂3 �Tn(r)@’Tn(r)
�

Str
�

��̂3 �Tn0(r0)@’ 0Tn0(r0)
�

The collision term in the free energy functionalis ex-

pressed through the transporttim e �tr

(2���tr)
� 1

=

Z

dn
0
!
2

cW B [pF (n
0
� n)] (3.22)

and agreeswith theresultsoftheRefs.20;22;27 wherethe

RM F and long-rangedisorderm odels,respectively,were

considered in the lim it ofsm allscattering angles. The
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second term F 0[Q n]in Eq.(3.19)issm alland can bene-

glected.Thiscan beeasilyunderstood usingthefactthat

the Fouriertransform ofthe function W B in Eq. (3.22)

containsm om enta oftheorderofpF ,which corresponds

to short distances ofthe order of�F . In contrast,the

m ain contribution to theintegraloverthecoordinatesin

Eq.(3.21)com esatweak RM F from largerdistancesof

orderlL where the function W B issm all.Therefore,ev-

erywhere below we willim ply thatthe reduced ballistic

�-m odelisdescribed by thefreeenergy functionalF [Q n]

from Eq.(3.20).

Thus,we have dem onstrated that,although the bal-

listic �-m odelforthe RM F isdi�erentfrom the one for

the RP (the term s Fim p[Q n]and Fm [Q n]in Eq. (2.23)

are di�erent),the reduced �-m odelsdescribing the elec-

tron m otion exceeding the Lyapunov length lL have the

sam eform ofEq.(3.20).Thesim ilarity oftheRM F and

RP m odelshasbeen em phasized in Ref.21 and the �nal

conclusion ofRef.22 wasthe sam e. However,the m eth-

ods used in these workswere based on writing �rstthe

self-consistentBorn approxim ationforoneparticleG reen

functions (saddle point equation in the �-m odelform u-

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 ofthe RM F and RP m od-

elscan hold atdistancesexceeding theLyapunov length.

This naturally leads to the equivalence ofthe di�usive

�-m odelsthatcan be written in the standard form

F [Q ]=
��

8
Str

Z h

D (r Q )
2
+ 2i(! + i�)�Q

i

dr (3.23)

whereD = v2F �tr=2.FortheRM F problem thetransport

tim e �tr isgiven by Eq.(3.22).

Eq. (3.23)isvalid unlessthe correlationsofthe m ag-

netic �eld arevery long ranged.O nly if

hB qB � qi� q
� 2 (3.24)

an additionalterm can appear22. The sym m etry ofthe

di�usive �-m odel, Eq. (3.23),corresponds to the uni-

tary ensem bleand onecom esto thestandard conclusion

aboutthe localization.

O f course, the coarse graining procedure leading to

the ballistic �-m odel, Eq. (3.20), is possible only if

the ground state ofthe initial�-m odel,Eq. (2.23),is

achieved at Q = �. O ne can im agine such functions

W B (r� r0) that this ground state is no longer stable.

However,thiscould bepossibleonly iftheFouriertrans-

form W B (q)wasnegativeforcertainq,which isexcluded

in thecaseofrealm agnetic�elds.Therefore,beyond the

Lyapunov region,the ballistic �-m odel,Eq.(3.20),and,

correspondingly,the di�usive �-m odel,Eq.(3.23),seem

to be unavoidable.

IV .D ISC U SSIO N

In the present paper we considered the problem of

the two-dim ensionalelectron gasin a random m agnetic

�eld (RM F) using the non-linear superm atrix �-m odel

approach. W e derived a ballistic �-m odelavoiding the

standard schem e based on �nding a saddle pointin the

integraloversupervectorsand expanding in slow m odes

near this point. Such a schem e explicitly relies on the

assum ption ofa su�ciently shortcorrelation length ofa

random potential(see e.g.in Ref.18)and itsvalidity for

alongrangedisorderisnotclear.Asthevectorpotential

entering the RM F m odelhas a large correlation length

even when them agnetic�eld is�-correlated in space,the

procedure ofsingling out slow m odes used in the stan-

dard derivation is notwelljusti�ed atleastatnotvery

largedistances.Besides,thesaddle-pointapproxim ation

ishardly allowed in thiscaseaswell.

Instead offollowing the standard schem e we used the

m ethod based on writing quasiclassical equations for

G reen functionsand theexactrepresentation oftheirso-

lutionsin term sofintegralsoversuperm atricesQ n with

the constraintQ 2
n = 1. This m ethod needs neither sin-

gling out the \fast" and \slow" parts from the interac-

tion northe saddle-pointapproxim ation. Conditions of

theapplicability ofthem ethod coincidewith thoseofthe

quasiclassicalapproxim ation.Therefore,the�-m odelob-

tained should be applicable over the distances down to

the Ferm iwavelength,which m akes it m ore generalin

com parisonwith the�-m odelsderivedearlieron thebasis

ofthe standard schem e,Refs.19;26;20;22.The latterm od-

elsarejusti�ed atdistancesexceeding thesingle-particle

m eanfreepath lasin theRef.20;22 orthetransportlength

ltr asin Ref
19.

W e have dem onstrated thatsim ilarto the problem of

long rangerandom potential,there isa characteristicor

Lyapunov length lL dividing the length scale into the

Lyapunov and collision regions. The �rst region corre-

spondstothesm alldistancesoverwhich theparticlem o-

tion is strongly correlated. Correlationsdisappear over

the largerlengths where the particle interaction can be

considered in term sofcollisions.In theAppendix wees-

tim atetheLyapunovlength forRM F problem restricting

ourconsideration by the lim itofa weak �eld. The esti-

m ated length is expressed through the transportlength

ltr and thecorrelation length boftheRM F by a form ula

sim ilar to the one obtained previously in Ref.28 in the

m odelofa long ranged potential.

The reduced �-m odelobtained after the integrating

over the uctuations in the Lyapunov region coincides

with the m odelofRef.22 provided the latter is consid-

ered in the lim it ofa sm allangle weak scattering. The

reduced �-m odelobtained in this way is equivalent to

the m odelfound in the problem ofa long range poten-

tialdisorder Ref.27. At the sam e tim e,it is relevantto

em phasize that at short distances inside the Lyapunov

region the RM F and RP m odelscorrespond to di�erent

�-m odels.

At distances, exceeding the transport length ltr =

vF �tr one com esto the standard di�usion �-m odel,Eq.

(3.23),unlessthecorrelation ofthem agnetic�eldsobeys
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Eq. (3.24). Calculations for the �-m odel,Eq. (3.23),

within the renorm alization group schem e leads to the

standard conclusion about the localization. This con-

clusion is in contradiction with the num ericalresultsof

Ref.25 where the existence of \hidden degrees of free-

dom " was proposed,which could lead to the existence

ofextended states. W e did not �nd any indication for

such degrees offreedom . O fcourse,our consideration

was perform ed in the quasiclassicallim it,such that we

did nottakeintoaccountapossibilityofaquantizationof

the energy levels.However,itisnoteasy to understand

how taking into accountdistancesshorterthan thewave

length �F could lead to a destruction ofthelocalization.

A P P EN D IX A :LY A P U N O V EX P O N EN T IN R M F

P R O B LEM

Here we study the classicalscattering oftwo particles

in a random m agnetic �eld (RM F).The presence ofthe

RM F leadsto an e�ectiveinteraction between theparti-

cles.The radiusofthisinteraction isequalto the corre-

lation length ofthe �eld. The scattering processlastsa

�nite tim eafterwhich theparticlesdivergeoverthe dis-

tanceexceedingthecorrelation length and begin to m ove

withoutany interaction.Theaim ofthecalculation pre-

sented below isto estim ate thistim e.Itisclearthatfor

largertim estheparticlescattering m ay beconsidered in

term s ofcollisions. W e restrict our calculation by the

caseofa weak m agnetic�eld.

Letusconsidertwo particleson a planewith thecoor-

dinatesr1,r2 and m om enta p1,p2 m oving in a perpen-

dicularm agnetic �eld. The equationsofthe m otion for

each particleare

_ri =
pi

m
; _pi =

eB (ri)

m c
[pi� êz] (A1)

where êz istheunitvectorperpendicularto theplaneof

the m otion.Let� = r1 � r2 and p = p1 � p2 be coordi-

nate and m om entum ofthe relative m otion.W e assum e

thatthe particlesstarttheirm otion close to each other

and have parallelm om enta p1 = p2 so that p = 0 and

� = �0 in thebeginning;�0 isassum ed to beperpendicu-

larto thedirection n ofthem otion ofthecenterofm ass.

Since the energy doesnotchange in the m agnetic �eld,

theabsolutevalueofthem om entap1;p2 willrem ain con-

stantand equalto each otherjp1j= jp2j.Therefore,the

direction oftherelativem otion willalwaysbeperpendic-

ularto the direction ofthe m otion ofthe m asscentern:

(pn)= 0. Thisallowsusto write � = �[n � êz]. Using

Eq.(A1)we �nd

_� =
p

m
; _p = e

vF

c
(B 1 � B2) (A2)

where B i � B (ri),and p = jpjis the absolute value of

the m om entum ofthe relativem otion.Atthe beginning

ofthem otion � israthersm alland thedi�erenceB 1� B2

can beapproxim ately written asB 1� B2 � (@B =@R? )�,

whereR ? isthecoordinateofthem asscenterin thedi-

rection perpendicular to n. Eq.(A2) considered in this

approxim ation reduces to a linear system of�rst order

di�erentialequations. Hence,the distance � willgrow

exponentially as a function oftim e. The m ean rate of

thedivergency ortheLyapunov exponentdeterm inesthe

scattering tim e involved.

To study statisticsoftherelativem otion weintroduce

a distribution function W (t;�;p).By de�nition,itisthe

probability for the relative distance and m om entum to

be� and p atthetim et,respectively,provided they have

been initially �0,p = 0. LetW (t0;�;p)be the distribu-

tion atthe tim e t0. Then,itcan be written atthe tim e

t0 + �tas

W (t0 + �t;�;p)=

Z

P (t0 + �t;�;p;t0;�
0
;p

0)

� W (t0;�
0
;p

0)d�0dp0 (A3)

where P (t;�;p;t0;�0;p0) is the transition probability.

This probability is determ ined by the equation ofm o-

tion,Eq.(A2),and isintroduced as

P (t;�;p;t0;�0;p0)= �

�

� � �
0
�

Z t

t0

p(�)

m
d�

�

� �

�

p� p
0
� e

vF

c

Z t

t0

[B 1(�)� B2(�)]d�

�

(A4)

whereB i(�)= B [ri(�)],ri(�)= R (�)� �(�)=2 and �(�),

p(�) are the solution of the classicalm otion equation

(A2).Substitution ofEq.(A4)into Eq.(A3)givesa rela-

tion between thedistributionsW attim est0 and t0+ �t.

Assum ing that�tissm allerthan the inverse Lyapunov

exponentweexpand thisrelation in �tand then average

overthe m agnetic �eld B (r).Since the m agnetic �eld is

assum ed to beweak,weneglecttheinuenceofthe�eld

on the trajectory ofthe m asscenterand obtain

@W

@t
+

p

m

@W

@�
�

2

�tr
"(�)p2F

@2W

@p2
= 0 (A5)

where �tr isthe transporttim e,Eq.(3.22),thatcan also

be written as

1

�tr
= !

2

c

Z + 1

� 1

W B (vF n�)d� (A6)

Thefunction "(�)isby de�nition

"(�)= 1�

R+ 1

� 1
W B (vF n� + �[n � êz])d�
R+ 1

� 1
W B (vF n�)d�

(A7)

The distance between the particlesin the Lyapunov re-

gionissm allerthan thecorrelationlength ofthem agnetic

�eld b. Hence,one m ay expand the function "(�) in �,

which gives "(�) � �2=2b2. This relation is to be con-

sidered asa de�nition ofthe length b. Substituting this

9



expansion into Eq.(A5)wecom eto thesam eequation as

the one derived in Ref.28 where electron scattering in a

long-ranged potentialdisorderwasconsidered.

�
@

@t
� vF �

@

@�
�

�2

�tra
2

@2

@�2

�

W = 0 (A8)

Using the resultofthatpaper we �nd that the func-

tion W (t;�)determ ining thedistribution ofthedistance

� (the m om entum ofthe relative m otion p isim plied to

be averaged in thisfunction)satis�esthe equation

�

�L
@

@t
� �

@

@z

�

W = 0 (A9)

where� isa num ericalcoe�cientequalto � � 0:365 and

z = ln(b=�).Itfollowsfrom Eq.(A9)thatthe coe�cient

�L isin facta characteristictim eofthedivergency ofthe

trajectoriesofthe particlescalculated from the classical

m otion equation Eq.(A2).According to Ref.28 thistim e

isequalto

�L = �tr

�
b

ltr

� 2=3

(A10)

and this is at the sam e tim e the inverse Lyapunov ex-

ponent. As m entioned above,the quantity �L has the

m eaning ofa characteristictim e thattwo scattered par-

ticlesspend m oving togetheruntilthe distance between

them startsexceeding the correlation length b.

1
A.K .G eim ,S.J.Bending,I.V.G rigorieva,Phys.Rev.

Lett.69,2252 (1992).
2
A.Sm ith, R.Taboryski, L.T. Hansen, C.B. S�rensen,

PerHedeg�ard and P.E.Lindelof,Phys.Rev.B 50,14726

(1994).
3
F.B.M anco�,R.M .Clarke,C.M .M arcus,S.C.Zhang,K .

Cam pm an,A.C.G ossard,Phys.Rev.B 51,13269 (1995).
4
V. K alm eyer and S.-C. Zhang, Phys. Rev. B 46, 9889

(1992);B.I.Halperin,P.A.Lee and N.Read,Phys.Rev.

B 47,7312(1993).
5
L.B.Io�eand A.I.Larkin,Phys.Rev.B,39,8988 (1989);

N. Nagaosa and P. A. Lee, Phys. Rev. Lett. 64, 2450

(1990);Phys.Rev.B 45,966 (1992).
6
T.Sugiyam a and N.Nagaosa, Phys.Rev.Lett.70,1980

(1993).

7
D .K .K .Lee and J.T.Chalker,Phys.Rev.Lett.72,1510

(1994).
8
M .Batsch,L.Schweitzerand B.K ram er,Physica B,251,

792 (1998).
9
V.K alm eyer,D .W ei,D .P.Arovas and S.Zhang,Phys.

Rev.B 48,11095 (1993).
10
Y.Avishai,Y.Hatsugaiand M .K ohm oto,Phys.Rev.B

47,9561 (1993).
11
T.K awarabayashiand T.O htsuki,Phys.Rev.B 51,10897

(1995).
12
D .Z.Liu,X.C.Xie,S.D asSarm a and S.C.Zhang,Phys.

Rev.B 52,5858 (1995);X.C.Xie,X.R.W ang and D .Z.

Liu,Phys.Rev.Lett.80,16,3563 (1998).
13
K .Yang and R.N.Bhatt,Phys.Rev.B 55,R1922 (1997).

14
D . N. Sheng and Z. Y. W eng, Europhys. Lett. 50, 776

(2000).
15
J.M illerand J.W ang,Phys.Rev.Lett.76,1461 (1996).

16
A.Furusaki,Phys.Rev.Lett.82,3,604 (1999).

17
E.Abraham s,P.W .Anderson,D .C.Licciardello,and T.V.

Ram akrishnan,Phys.Rev.Lett.42,673 (1979)
18
K .B.Efetov,Adv.Phys.32,53 (1983);Supersym m etry in

Disorder and Chaos(Cam bridge Univ.Press,1997).
19
A.G .Aronov,A.D .M irlin,P.W �ole,Phys.Rev.B 49,

16609 (1994).
20
D .Taras-Sem chuk,K .B.Efetov,Phys.Rev.Lett.85,1060

(2000)
21
I.V.G ornyi,A.D .M irlin,P.W ole,Phys.RevB 64,115403

(2001)
22
D .Taras-Sem chuk,K .B.Efetov,Phys.Rev.B 64,115301

(2001)
23
B.A.M uzykantskiiand D .E.K hm elnitskii, Pis’m a Zh.

Eksp.Theor.Fiz.62 68 (1995)[JETP Lett.62 76 (1995)]
24
V.E.K ravtsov,I.V.Lerner,and V.I.Yudson,Zh.�Eksp.

Teor.Fiz.91,659 (1986)[Sov.Phys.JETP 64,336 (1986)].
25
H.K .Nguyen,Phys.Rev.B 66,144201 (2002).

26
A.Altland,C.R.O �erand B.D .Sim ons,in Supersym m etry

and Trace Form ulae: Chaos and Disorder,p.17,edited by

I.V.Lerner,J.P.K eating and D .E.K hm elnitskii,NATO

ASISeries,K luwer,New York (1999)
27
K .B.Efetov,V.R.K ogan,Phys.Rev.B 67,245312 (2003).

28
I.L.Aleiner,A.I.Larkin,Phys.Rev.B54,14423 (1996).

29
A.V.Andreev,O .Agam ,B.D .Sim ons,B.L.Altshuler,

Phys.Rev.Lett.76,3947 (1996);Nucl.Phys.B 482,536

(1996).
30
L.V.K eldysh,Sov.Phys.JETP,20,1018 (1965).

31
E.M .Lifshitz and L.P.Pitaevskii, Landau and Lifshitz

Course of Theoretical Physics. Vol.9 Statistical Physics

Part2.,Pergam on Pressplc 1980.
32
I.V.G ornyi,A.D .M irlin,J.Low Tem p.Phys.126 (3-4),

1339,(2002).

10


