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N onlinear � m odelapproach for levelcorrelations in chiraldisordered system s
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(D ated:April14,2024)

W estudy levelcorrelationsofdisordered system swith chiralunitary sym m etry (AIIIsym m etry).

W eusea random m atrix m odelwith a �nitecorrelation length to derivea supersym m etricnonlinear

� m odel. The resultis com pared with existing results based on other m odels. Using the m ethods

by K ravtsov and M irlin (Pis’m a Zh.Eksp.Teor.Fiz.60,645 (1994)[JETP Lett.60,656 (1994)])

and Andreev and Altshuler [Phys. Rev. Lett. 75,902 (1995)],we calculate the density ofstates

and two-levelcorrelation function. The result is expressed using the spectraldeterm inant as in

traditionalnonchiralsystem s. W e discuss the renorm alization ofthe m ean levelspacing which is

notpresentin the traditionalsystem s.

PACS num bers: 05.30.-d,05.45.-a,72.15.R n,71.30.+ h

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

The classi�cation of disordered system s is based on

sym m etriesoftheHam iltonian.According to invariance

properties under tim e-reversaland spin rotation,three

sym m etry classes{ unitary,orthogonal,and sym plectic

{ are wellknown since the work by W igner and Dyson

[1]. The m odern classi�cation is based on the notion

ofsym m etric spaces [2]and indicates that ten univer-

sality classes exist. Although there was an early e�ort

ata universality classi�cation in 80’s[3],the additional

seven classesdid notattractm uch attention untilphys-

icalapplications were found [4,5]. The im portance of

chiralsym m etry in disordered system swas�rstnoticed

in Ref.[4]by using random m atrix theory (RM T)in the

contextofquantum chrom o dynam ics(Q CD)and m eso-

scopicquantum wires.In system swith chiralsym m etry,

eigenvalues ofthe Ham iltonian appear in pairs � � and

theorigin � = 0 playsa specialroleforlevelcorrelations.

In orderto analyze such system s,the supersym m etry

m ethod [6]isknown to be a usefultoolforboth pertur-

bative and nonperturbative calculations. This m ethod

allows one to obtain a nonlinear � m odelwith super-

m atrix �elds as e�ective m odes. O ne can discuss weak

localization e�ects using perturbation theory,where an

expansion in term s ofdi�usion propagators(29)is per-

form ed. A diagram m aticalinterpretation is thus possi-

ble,and weak localization im plies a large conductance

g � 1,where g isproportionalto the di�usion constant

in thepropagator.Thelocalization property can also be

discussed using therenorm alization group m ethod.This

expansion is justi�ed only for nonzero m odes q 6= 0 in

the propagator.The zero m ode sectorcontainsa totally

di�erentcontribution and givestheergodicresultg = 1 .

Using the zero m ode,we can calculate levelcorrelation

functions scaled in term s ofthe m ean levelspacing [6].

The result is nonperturbative,param eter-free,and uni-

versal. W e know thattreating the zero m ode perturba-

�Presentaddress:R IK EN ,W ako,Saitam a 351-0198,Japan

tively givesonly theasym ptoticform oftheexactresult.

Thusitisim portantto noticethedi�erentrolesofthe

zero and nonzero m odes.At�nite g,the nonzero m odes

m odify the universalresultoflevelcorrelation functions

[7,8,9].K ravtsov and M irlin (K M )treated thezero and

nonzero m odesseparately and found �nite-g corrections

to the universalresult [8]. Due to technicalproblem s,

theresultwasrestricted to thedom ain z � g wherez is

the scaled energy variable. Using another m ethod,An-

dreev and Altshuler(AA)considered the dom ain z � 1

wheretheperturbativeexpansion m akessense[9].They

reached the nonperturbative regim e by noticing the ex-

istence ofa setofnontrivialsaddle points. Considering

the expansion around two saddle points the result was

expressed using the determ inant ofthe di�usion prop-

agator,which is called the spectraldeterm inant in the

literature.Although theirm ethod did nottreatthezero

and nonzero m odes separately,it wasshown in Ref.[10]

that the separation,just as in K M ’s m ethod,gives the

sam eresult.

Using thederived result,theauthorsin Ref.[9]found a

sm earing ofthesingularity attheHeisenberg tim ein the

form factor (the Fourier transform ofthe two-levelcor-

relation function). Furtherm ore,the use ofthe spectral

determ inantrepresentsa link from disordered to chaotic

system s. The authorsin Ref.[11]noticed thata sim ilar

treatm entcan beapplied to generalchaoticsystem sjust

by replacing thedi�usion operatorin thespectraldeter-

m inantby the Perron-Frobeniusoperator.Fora chaotic

system ,theexpression ofthedeterm inantusingthetrace

form ula was discussed in Ref.[12]. Thus the expression

using the spectraldeterm inant is im portant for a uni-

�ed treatm ent ofdisordered and chaotic system s. The

resultwasapplied to criticalstatistics[13]and the rela-

tion to the density-density correlation in the Calogero-

Sutherland m odelat�nite tem peraturewasdiscussed.

In thispaperwe considersystem swith chiralunitary

sym m etry. Starting from a chiralrandom m atrix m odel

with a �nite correlation length, we derive a nonlinear

� m odeland calculate the density ofstates (DO S) and

two-levelcorrelation function (TLCF).O ur aim in this

paperisnotto discussa speci�cm odelbutto discussthe

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0403284v3
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genericpropertiesofchiralsym m etricsystem s.Actually

the� m odelweusein thispaperisbelieved to beappli-

cabletoabroad rangeofphysicalsystem sand wediscuss

therelation toother� m odelsforspeci�csystem s.Then,

we calculate the DO S and TLCF using a nonperturba-

tivem ethod which isequivalentto both m ethodsby K M

and AA.O ut m ethod is sim ilar to that in Ref.[10]and

thezero and nonzero m odesareseparated explicitly.For

chiralsym m etric system s,the calculation using the K M

m ethod hasbeen carried outin Ref.[14]. In contrastto

the approach in Refs.[8,14],we integratethe zero m ode

�rst,and then,treatthe nonzero m odesperturbatively.

The advantage ofthis m ethod is that alldom ains are

treated in a uni�ed way.W ealso discussthee�ectofthe

DO S renorm alization,which is speci�c for nonstandard

sym m etry system s. W e restrictour discussion to chiral

unitarysym m etry(AIIIsym m etry)and theextentionsto

other chiralsym m etric classes,chiralorthogonal(BDI)

and chiralsym plectic (CII),willbe discussed elsewhere.

The organization ofthispaperisasfollows.In Sec.II,

starting from therandom Ham iltonian,wederivethesu-

persym m etricnonlinear� m odel.Itdi�ersfrom thetra-

ditional� m odelwritten in term sofa superm atrix Q by

sym m etries ofthe m atrix and the presence ofan addi-

tionalterm .W ediscussrelationsto otherm odels.Next,

theDO S and TLCF arecalculated in Sec.III.In Sec.IV,

wediscussthee�ectoftheadditionalterm and theDO S

renorm alization.Sec.V isdevoted todiscussionsand con-

clusions.

II. SU P ER SY M M ET R IC N O N LIN EA R �

M O D EL

A . D erivation

In thispaperwetreatthe Ham iltonian in the form

H =

�
0 W

W y 0

�

; (1)

where W isan arbitrary m atrix.ThisHam iltonian pos-

sesseschiralsym m etry,which m eansthattheeigenvalues

appearin pairs� �i. The m atrix W can be a rectangu-

lar m atrix (n � m ) as wellas a square one (n = m ).

� = jn � m jis the topologicalnum ber and is equalto

thenum berofzero eigenvaluesoftheHam iltonian.Here

weconsider� = 0 and the extention to a �nite � willbe

discussed elsewhere. M aking a unitary transform ation,

wehave

H =

�

1 
2


2 � 
1

�

: (2)


1;2 are n � n Herm itian m atrices. Treating these m a-

tricesasrandom ones,we can obtain the originalchiral

RM T [4].Dueto thechiralstructureoftheHam iltonian,

two random m atrices couple in the single Ham iltonian

and nontrivialcorrelations ofthe single G reen function

areexpected.W erestrictourdiscussion tothechiraluni-

tary ensem ble,which m eans
1;2 arearbitraryHerm itian

m atrices.

W e considera system written in �eld theoreticalform

as

H =

Z

xy

 
y(x)H (x;y) (y); (3)

where  isthe ferm ionic �eld operatorand
R

x
=
R
ddx.

Therandom Ham iltonian H (x;y)hasthechiralstructure

(2)and


1;2(x;y)= !1;2(x;y)a(jx � yj): (4)

!1;2 are random m atrices and are averaged using the

G aussian integral

h� � � i =

Z

D !1;2 (� � � )exp

�

�
1

�2

Z

xy

(!1(x;y)!1(y;x)

+ !2(x;y)!2(y;x))

�

; (5)

where� isafreeparam eter.Thefunction a(r)represents

a �nite correlation ofthe Ham iltonian. W e assum e the

range ofthe correlation,denoted by r0,islarge so that

the saddle point approxim ation is applicable in the fol-

lowing calculation.In the lim itr� r0,a(r)� 1 and we

havethefully G aussian correlation.In theoppositelim it

r � r0,we assum e the correlation decays fast enough,

e.g.,a(r)� exp(� jrj=r0).

This �nite-range m odelis m ore realistic than chiral

RM T in which allthe m atrix elem ents correlate with

each otherin the sam e way. The �nite-range e�ect can

be realized as a weak localization correction and a new

energy scale E c = D =L2 (Thoulessenergy),where D is

the di�usion constant and L the system length,com es

into the analysis. Anotherinteresting situation iswhen

thedecay ofthem atrix ispower-law.Fora certain range

ofparam eters this m odelreproduces the physics ofthe

Anderson transition [15].Extentionsofthepresentwork

to the power-law casearediscussed in Ref.[16].

W em ention related works[17,18,19,20,21]in which

sim ilar nonlinear � m odels were considered for system s

with chiralsym m etry. O ur m odelis a sim ple general-

ization ofm odels used in [17,20]. In other works,the

random ux m odel[18],the random gauge �eld m odel

[21],and the partially quenched chiralperturbation the-

ory as the low-energy m odelofQ CD [19]were consid-

ered. The derived nonlinear � m odels di�er from the

standard di�usion m odelfornonchiralsystem sby sym -

m etriesofthe m atrix. Furtherm ore,an additionalterm

wasfound in Refs.[17,18,19]althoughitwasnotfound in

Refs.[20,21]. Here we rederive the � m odeland discuss

relations to these m odels. In fact the additionalterm

can exist and can be derived by a carefultreatm ent of

the m assive m odes integration. Although these m odels

are di�erent,we expect com m on low-energy properties.

O urgoalisto investigate them in the fram ework ofthe

nonlinear� m odel.
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Letus derive the nonlinear� m odelusing the super-

sym m etry m ethod. O ur derivation is sim ilar to that in

Refs.[15, 22]. W e �rst de�ne the generating function

for the single G reen function. Following the Efetov’s

notation and conventions [6], we de�ne it as Z 1[J] =R
D ( ;� )exp(� L),with

L = � i

Z

xy

� (x)[�+ �(x � y)

� H (x;y)+ kJ(x)�(x � y)] (y); (6)

wherek = diag(1;� 1)operatesin superspace, isafour-

com ponentsupervectorand � =  y. The source �eld J

isa 2� 2 m atrix in chiralspace. W e take the ensem ble

averaging to obtain

L = �
1

4

Z

xy

A(x;y)str~�(x)~�(y)

� i

Z

x

� (x)
�
�
+ + kJ(x)

�
 (x); (7)

whereA(x;y)= a2(x � y),and

~�(x) =
1
p
2
[�(x)� �x�(x)�x];

�(x) = �1=2z  (x)� (x)�1=2
z : (8)

�x;z arethePaulim atricesin chiralspace.TheHubbard-

Stratonovich �eld Q is introduced in the standard way.

After integrations over  and � , we have hZ1[J]i =R
D Q exp(� F1[J])with

F1[J] =
A 0

2

Z

xy

(A � 1)(x;y)strQ (x)Q (y)

� strln

�

�
+ �z + Jk�z + i�

p
A 0Q

�

; (9)

whereA 0 =
R

y
A(x;y)� rd0.Q isa 4� 4superm atrix and

hasthesam esym m etryas~�(x),which givesthecondition

fQ ;�xg= 0.

W e considerthe saddle-pointapproxim ation. W e are

interested in the vicinity ofthe origin � = 0 wherechiral

sym m etry becom esim portant.Atthispoint,the saddle

pointequation givesQ 2 = 1 and the saddle-pointm ani-

fold isobtained asQ = T�z
�T where �T istheinverseofT.

Sym m etriesofthe T-m atrix were considered in Ref.[23]

and the explicitparam etrization wasobtained as

T =
p
1� P2 � iP; P =

�
0 t

t 0

�

; t=

�
a �

� ib

�

;

(10)

where a,b are realvariables and �,� grassm ann vari-

ables. In addition,we m usttake into accountthe m as-

sivedegreesoffreedom which arenoton thesaddlepoint

m anifold. Usually,in nonchiralsystem s,integrationsof

them assivedegreesoffreedom do notgiveany contribu-

tion.However,in the presentcase,the integrationsgive

additionalcontributionswritten in term softhem assless

m odes.W ecan writetheQ -m atrix asQ = T(�z + �Q )�T

where �Q denotes the m assive m odes and changes the

saddlepoint.SincetheQ -m atrix anticom m uteswith �x,

the structureof�Q in chiralspaceisdeterm ined as

�Q =

�
�q 0

0 � �q

�

; (11)

where�q isa 2� 2 superm atrix.ThisQ issubstituted to

thegeneratingfunction and thefunctionalF1 isexpanded

in powersof�Q .W e have

F1[J]= F
(0)

1
[J]+ ~F

(0)

1
+ F

(I)

1
; (12)

where

F
(0)

1
[J] =

A 0

2

Z

xy

R(x;y)strQ (x)Q (y)

+
i��

2V �

Z

x

str�zQ (x)

+
i�

2V �

Z

x

strJ(x)k�zQ (x);

~F
(0)

1
=

A 0

2

Z

xy

�
(A � 1)(x;y)+ �(x � y)A

� 1

0

�

� str�Q (x)�Q (y);

F
(I)

1
=

A 0

2

Z

xy

R(x;y)

� str
�
2
�
�T(y)Q (x)T(y)� �z

�
�Q (y)

+ T(x)�Q (x)�T(x)T(y)�Q (y)�T(y)

� �Q (x)�Q (y)+ � � �
	
: (13)

Q (x)= T(x)�z
�T(x),R(x;y)= A � 1(x;y)� �(x� y)A� 1

0
,

and � = ��
p
A 0=2V (V is the system volum e,and we

putthelatticeconstanta = 1)istheinverseoftheDO S

(m ean levelspacing)at� = 0. F
(0)

1
[J]isindependentof

them assivem odes, ~F
(0)

1
isthepurely m assivem ode,and

F
(I)

1
is the m ixing term . Using the cum ulantexpansion

and integrations ofthe m assive m odes we obtain F1 �

F
(0)

1
[J]+ hF

(I)

1
i~F (0)

1

where

hF
(I)

1
i~F (0)

1

=
1

4

Z

xy

R(x;y)

� [str�T(y)T(x)str�T(x)T(y)

� str�T(y)T(x)�xstr�T(x)T(y)�x]:(14)

Thiscalculation can besystem aticallydoneby usingcon-

traction rulesderived in Appendix A.W eneglected con-

tributionsthatcan beconsidered higherorderones.The

�rst term in the above equation is also neglected since

the expansion does not include second order in P [see

Eq.(10)].W e obtain

F1 =
A 0

2

Z

xy

R(x;y)strQ (x)Q (y)
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�
1

4

Z

xy

R(x;y)str�T(y)T(x)�xstr�T(x)T(y)�x

+
i��

2�V

Z

x

str�zQ (x)

+
i�

2�V

Z

x

strJ(x)k�zQ (x): (15)

The second term has a double-supertrace form and is

not present in nonchiralsystem s. The crucialpoint is

thatthem assivem odeswereparam etrized asin Eq.(11).

They havethestructure�z in chiralspace.�Q in a form

�Q = diag(�q1;�q2) would give the �rst term ofhF
(I)

1
i

only,which isthe casefornonchiralsystem s.

Using thegradientexpansion,weobtain the�nalform

ofthe � m odel

F1 =
�D

4�V

Z

str(r Q )2 �
�D 1

16�V

Z

(strQ r Q �x)
2

+
i��

2�V

Z

strQ �z; (16)

whereweneglected thesourceterm ,Q (x)= T(x)�z
�T(x)

isa 4� 4 superm atrix,and

�D

�V
=

R

r
r2a2(r)

R

r
a2(r)

;
�D 1

�V
=

R

r
r2a2(r)

�R

r
a2(r)

�2: (17)

Due to the relation D = D 1

R

r
a2(r) � D1r

d
0,the con-

stant D 1 is sm aller than D by the factor 1=rd0 and the

second term in Eq.(16) can be neglected. However,it

can be im portantwhen the quantum e�ectistaken into

accountby the renorm alization group m ethod.Itisdis-

cussed in Sec.IV.

The generating function Z1 is used only for a single

G reen function. Itisstraightforward to extend the cal-

culation to thecaseofproductsofG reen functions.The

generatingfunction fortheproductoftheretarded G reen

function


trG (R )(�1)trG

(R )(�2)
�
isde�ned as

Z2[J]=

Z

D ( ;� )exp

�

i

Z

� (̂�+ � H + kJ) 

�

; (18)

where  , � are eight-com ponent supervectors. �̂ =

diag(�1;�2) is the m atrix in \two-point" space. In

chiral sym m etric system s, the identity trG (A )(�) =

� trG(R )(� �) holds and the generating function for the

advanced G reen function can befound from Z2.Repeat-

ing thecalculation in a sim ilarway,we�nd the� m odel

hZ2i=
R
D Q exp(� F2)with

F2 =
�D

4�V

Z

str(r Q )2

�
�D 1

32�V

Z h

(strQ r Q �x)
2
+ (str�Q r Q � x)

2
i

+
i�

2�V

Z

str�̂�zQ ; (19)

where Q = T�z
�T is an 8 � 8 superm atrix and � =

diag(1;� 1)in two-pointspace.

B . C om parison w ith other m odels

O ur derived nonlinear � m odel is equivalent to the

m odels in Refs.[14, 20]except for the presence of the

double trace term . The reason why that term was ab-

sentin Refs.[14,20]isthatthem assivem odeintegration

wasnottaken carefully.

In order to com pare our result with the m odels in

Refs.[17,18]weusethe Q -m atrix param etrization

Q = �z

�
(1� P

2)1=2 + iP
�2
; P =

�
0 t

t 0

�

; (20)

where tis a 2� 2 superm atrix. The random ux m odel

in Ref.[18]ism apped onto the e�ective action

SR F = �
2

b

Z

strr T � 1r T �
1

c

Z
�
strT � 1r T

�2

�
2i!

b

Z

str
�
T + T

� 1
�
; (21)

whereT 2 G L(njn).Thism odelisreduced to ourm odel

by using the param etrization

T = [t+ (1+ t
2)1=2]2; (22)

and putting n = 1. The \avor" degrees offreedom n

representsdi�erentspecies ofelectrons and are notim -

portantforthe presentproblem . W e note thatdi�erent

notation and conventionsareused in thisexpression.In

contrastwith ourde�nition ofsuperm athem atics[6],the

de�nition in Ref.[24]wasused in Eq.(21),which explains

the di�erencein appearancebetween Eqs.(16)and (21).

It is worthwhile to m ention the relation ofthe cou-

pling constants b and c. The authors in Ref.[18]found

the relation b� c=N where N arethe \color" degreesof

freedom . N m ustbe large in orderto justify the saddle

pointapproxim ation. Thusthe second term in Eq.(21),

issm allcom pared with the �rstterm . This isprecisely

whatwefound and thecorrelation length r0 corresponds

to N . W e also note that we neglected the topological

term com ing from the boundary condition [18]. Such a

term isexpected to bederived in ourm odelby consider-

ing a �nitetopologicalnum ber� and itwillbediscussed

elsewhere.

Inasim ilarway,ourresultiscom paredwith theG ade’s

replica � m odelbased on the sublatticem odels[17]

SG =
2

b

Z

trr (Z + W )r (Z � W )

�
1

c

Z

[tr(W r Z � Zr W )]
2
�
4i!

b

Z

trW ;

(23)

whereZ isa m atrix with som esym m etry and W = (1+

Z 2)1=2.The param etrization

Z = 2t(1+ t
2)1=2; W = 1+ 2t2; (24)
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isused to �nd a form alagreem entwith ourm odel. W e

note that the G ade’s m odelwas obtained by using the

replica m ethod and the structure ofthe m atrix tisdif-

ferentfrom ours.Howeverweshow in thefollowing that,

atleastin theperturbativeregim e,both calculationsgive

the sam e result.Itisknown thatthe replica and super-

sym m etry m ethodsgivethesam eperturbativeresultfor

the sam esym m etry class.

Therelation ofthecoupling constantsband cwasnot

discussed in Ref.[17]. It is not clear what is the large

param eter in the m odelto justify the saddle-point ap-

proxim ation. It is expected that introduction ofsuch a

param eterleadsto a sim ilarrelation justasin othercal-

culations.

Both works [17,18]did not use the Q -m atrix repre-

sentation. Ithasbeen used in traditional� m odelsand

is usefulfor com parison ofm odels and for form ulation

ofperturbative and nonperturbative calculations as we

dem onstrate below. It is also im portant to �nd gauge

invarianceofthe m odel.

III. LEV EL C O R R ELA T IO N FU N C T IO N S

In this section,we calculate the DO S and TLCF by

using thenonlinear� m odelsderived in theprevioussec-

tion.W eneglectthedouble-traceterm contribution and

put D 1 = 0. This is because D 1 is sm aller than D by

the factor 1=r0 at the classicallevel. The e�ect ofthe

double-traceterm isdiscussed in Sec.IV.

W e write down the DO S and TLCF in a functional

integralform .The DO S isgiven by

h�(�)i=
1

4�V
Re

Z

D Q

�Z

x

strk�zQ (x)

�

e� F1; (25)

where F1 isgiven by Eq.(16)(we putD 1 = 0)and Q is

a 4� 4 superm atrix.TheTLCF is

h�(�1)�(�2)i =
1

4
[W (�1;�2)+ W (�1;� �2)

+ W (� �1;�2)+ W (� �1;� �2)]; (26)

W (�1;�2) =
1

16� 2V 2

Z

D Q

�Z

x

strk�1�zQ (x)

�

�

�Z

y

strk�2�zQ (y)

�

e� F2; (27)

where F2 isgiven by Eq.(19),Q isan 8� 8 superm atrix,

and �1;2 = (1� �)=2. In the following we use the con-

nected partofthe TLCF hh�(�1)�(�2)ii= h�(�1)�(�2)i�

h�(�1)ih�(�2)i.

A . Sum m ary ofthe result

Before entering into the detailed analysis,we give an

outlineofthederivation and theresultforreference.For

perturbation theory,theQ -m atrix isexpanded in powers

ofthe P m atrix:

Q (x)= �z

1+ iP

1� iP
= �z

�
1+ 2iP � 2P2 + � � �

�
: (28)

Correspondingly,theresultisexpressed by using theex-

pansion ofthe di�usion propagator[6]

�(q;�)=
�

2�

1

D q2 � i�
: (29)

The expansion param eter is 1=g where g = �E c=� =

�D =�L 2 is the dim ensionlessconductance. Itdoes not

appearin thezero-m odesectorofthepropagator(q= 0)

and theexpansion isnotjusti�ed.Actually,treating the

zero m ode exactly (nonperturbatively), and neglecting

other nonzero m odes,we can obtain the ergodic result.

TheQ m atrix forthe zero m ode iswritten as

Q = T�z
�T; (30)

whereT isindependentofthe spatialcoordinateand its

explicitparam etrization isgiven in the following.In or-

derto incorporate the zero and nonzero m odesinto the

analysisweshould usethe param etrization

Q (x)= T ~Q (x)�T: (31)

~Q param etrizes the nonzero m odes and is expanded in

powers ofthe P -m atrix as in Eq.(28). The zero m ode

Q = T�z
�T is treated nonperturbatively so that the er-

godicresultisobtained.Thisparam etrization isrem inis-

cent ofthe renorm alization group calculation (see,e.g.,

Ref.[6])and wasused by K M .They considered integra-

tionsofthenonzero m odes�rstand found correctionsto

the ergodic result.Fora technicalreason the resultwas

applicable only to the dom ain z � g where z = ��=� is

the scaled energy variable. Here we consider the zero-

m ode integration �rst and then integrate the nonzero

m odes. This m ethod allows us to consider the dom ain

z � 1 discussed by AA.Forcom parison,we presentthe

K M m ethod in Sec.IIIC.

The zero-m ode m odel is equivalent to chiral RM T.

Thisergodiclim itcan be obtained by putting g = 1 in

the above functionalintegralform . The resultis scaled

by the m ean levelspacing � to give

�1(z) = �h�(� = �z=�)i= �
(0)

1
(z); (32)

�2(z1;z2) = � 2hh�(�1 = �z 1=�)�(�2 = �z 2=�)ii

= � K
2(z1;z2); (33)

where

�
(0)

1
(z) =

�z

2
[J20(z)+ J

2

1(z)];

K (z1;z2) =
�
p
z1z2

z2
1
� z2

2

[z1J1(z1)J0(z2)� z2J0(z1)J1(z2)]:

(34)
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This result does not depend on any param eter and is

universal. It was obtained in Ref.[25]by using the or-

thogonalpolynom ialm ethod and in Ref.[23]using the

supersym m etry m ethod.

How is it changed ifwe include the nonzero m odes?

If we treat allthe m odes perturbatively, the result is

expressed by the di�usion propagator. The expansion

(28)isused to give

h�(�)i �
1

�

�

1+
1

2
Re

�X

q

�(q;�)

�2
�

; (35)

hh�(�1)�(�2)ii �
1

2� 2
Re

X

q

�
� 2(q;(�1 + �2)=2)

+ � 2(q;(�1 � �2)=2)
�
: (36)

This expression includes the zero-m ode and is justi�ed

forg � 1 and z � 1.The zero m ode contribution gives

the asym ptotic form ofthe ergodic resultaswasshown

in Ref.[14].

Beforediscussingtheexacttreatm entofthezerom ode

wem ustm ention thee�ectoftherenorm alization ofthe

m ean levelspacing. The quantity � was introduced as

the m ean levelspacing atg = 1 and z = 1 . For tra-

ditionalsym m etry classes,itrem ainsunchanged even if

weincludethenonzero m odes(�nite-g e�ect),which isa

consequence ofthe particle conservation law. However,

this is not the case in chiralsystem s. For �nite-g,the

nonzero m odes contribute to �,which m eans that the

DO S isrenorm alized aswasdiscussed in Ref.[17].Refer-

ring to Eq.(35),we de�ne the renorm alized m ean level

spacing

1

~�
�

1

�

�

1+
1

2
Re

�X

q6= 0

�(q;�)

�2
+ � � �

�

: (37)

Note thatthe zero m ode is excluded in this expression.

Contributionsofthezero m odearetotally di�erentfrom

thoseofotherm odes.Thenonzero m odesdeterm inethe

m acroscopic behavior ofthe DO S 1=~�,while the zero

m odedeterm inestheuniversalm icroscopicbehaviorafter

scaling in term sof ~�.

A naivecalculation showsthat ~� isdivergentin som e

casesand should berenorm alized toa�nitevalueusinga

regularization.W e are interested in the m icroscopic be-

havior after the m ean levelspacing is scaled out. The

e�ect of nonzero m odes in the m icroscopic dom ain is

present even after the scaling and we discuss it in the

following.

W e turn to the m ain results in this section. W e use

the param etrization (31) to treat the zero and nonzero

m odesseparately.Thezerom odeisparam etrized sothat

theergodicresults(32)and (33)arereproduced and the

nonzero m odes are treated perturbatively. The dom ain

z � g was�rstconsidered by K M fornonchiralsystem s

and we callitK M ’sdom ain.Up to second orderin 1=g,

the DO S in the K M ’sdom ain isgiven by

�1(z) = ~�h�(� = ~�z=�)i

�

�

1+
ad

8g2

�

2z
d

dz
+ z

2
d2

dz2

��

�
(0)

1
(z): (38)

ad isthe m om entum integration

ad =
1

8�4

X

n� 0;n26= 0

�
1

n2

� 2

: (39)

W eused theperiodic boundary condition.TheTLCF is

�2(z1;z2) = ~� 2hh�(�1 = ~�z 1=�)�(�2 = ~�z 2=�)ii

� �

��

1+
ad

8g2

�

z1
@

@z1
+ z2

@

@z2

�

+
ad

8g2

�

z1
@

@z1
+ z2

@

@z2

� 2�

K (z1;z2)

� 2

:

(40)

The result was scaled by the renorm alized m ean level

spacing (37).The calculation ofthe DO S forchiralsys-

tem shasbeen doneinRef.[14]buttherenorm alizedm ean

levelspacing wasnotintroduced. Itleadsto a di�erent

conclusion on levelstatistics as we discuss in Secs.IIIC

and V.

W e now considerthe AA dom ain z � 1,g � 1. The

scaled DO S isgiven by

�1(z)� 1�
cos2z

2z
D (z)+

1

8z2
; (41)

whereD (z)isthe spectraldeterm inant

D (z) =
Y

q� 0;q26= 0

(D q2)2

(D q2)2 + �2

=
Y

n� 0;n26= 0

g2(4�2n2)2

g2(4�2n2)2 + z2
: (42)

TheTLCF is

�2(z1;z2) �
1

2
Re

X

q26= 0

�
� 2

+ + � 2

�

�
+
sin2z1

2z1
D 1Im

X

q26= 0

(� + + � � )+
sin2z2

2z2
D 2Im

X

q26= 0

(� + � �� )

+
1

8z1z2

�
D 1D 2(D

2
+ D

� 2
� � 1)cos2(z1 + z2)+ D 1D 2(D

2
� D

� 2
+ � 1)cos2(z1 � z2)

�
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�
1

2(z1 + z2)
2

�
1+ D 1D 2D

2

+ D
� 2
� cos2(z1 + z2)

�
�

1

2(z1 � z2)
2

�
1� D1D 2D

2

� D
� 2
+ cos2(z1 � z2)

�

+
1

z2
1
� z2

2

(D 1 sin2z1 � D2 sin2z2); (43)

where D 1;2 = D (z1;2),D � = D ((z1 � z2)=2),and � 1;2 =

�(q;�1;2), � � = �(q;(�1 � �2)=2). The result is ex-

pressed using the spectraldeterm inantasthe AA result

[9]. Equation (41) can be interpreted as follows. Con-

siderthe asym ptoticform ofthe ergodicresult(32)

�1(z)� 1�
cos2z

2z
+

1

8z2
+ � � � : (44)

Then,including the spectraldeterm inantin the oscillat-

ingterm ,one�ndsEq.(41).Eq.(43)ism orecom plicated,

butwecan seethattheergodiclim itgivestheasym ptotic

form ofthe exactresult(33). W hile standard perturba-

tion theorygivesnonoscillatingterm s,expansionsaround

twosaddlepoints[9]arerequired togetoscillatingterm s.

W e em phasize that Eqs.(38),(40),(41),and (43)are

them ain resultsin thissection.They havethefollowing

properties.

Com m on dom ain 1 � z � g.TheK M and AA results

haveacom m on dom ain 1� z � gwheretheasym ptotic

expansion oftheBesselfunction and theexpansion ofthe

spectraldeterm inantin z=g can beused.In thisdom ain,

the DO S and TLCF areapproxim ated as

�1(z) � 1�
cos2z

2z
+

1

8z2
+

ad

4g2
zcos2z; (45)

�2(z1;z2) � �

�
sin(z1 � z2)

z1 � z2
�
cos(z1 + z2)

z1 + z2

+
ad

8g2
(z1 + z2)cos(z1 + z2)

�
ad

8g2
(z1 � z2)sin(z1 � z2)

� 2

: (46)

Sm allz.Atsm allenergies,theexpansion oftheBessel

function in z isused in Eqs.(38)and (40)to give

�1(z) �
�z

2

�

1+
ad

4g2

�

; (47)

�2(z1;z2) � �
�2z1z2

4

�

1+
ad

2g2

�

: (48)

Theseresultsshow thatlevelrepulsionattheoriginweak-

ens,which isconsistentwith the intuitivepicture.

Unitary lim it. Taking z;z1 + z2 ! 1 ,we obtain the

unitary lim itas�1(z)! 1 and

R(z1;z2) = 1+
�2(z1;z2)

�1(z1)�1(z2)

! 1+
1

2
Re

X

q26= 0

� 2

� �
1

2(z1 � z2)
2

+
cos2(z1 � z2)

2(z1 � z2)
2
D

�
z1 � z2

2

�

: (49)

This result is consistent with the AA’s result [9] for

the unitary class. W e note the relations �(q;�=2;g) =

2�(q;�;2g)and D (z=2;g)= D (z;2g). The coe�cient 2

in frontofg originatesfrom chiralsym m etry.Com pared

our� m odel(19)with the m odelforunitary sym m etry

[6],we see the size ofthe Q m atrix is doubled due to

chiralsym m etry.

z1 = z2. The relation �2(z;z) = � �21(z) holds for

arbitrary g. Itcan be used to derive the DO S from the

TLCF.

B . D ensity ofstates

1. Perturbative calculation

Now we go into detailsofthe calculation ofthe DO S

(25). The perturbative calculation fornonzero m odesis

considered using the expansion ofthe Q -m atrix in P as

Eq.(28). The P m atrix is param etrized for the chiral

unitary classas

P =

�
0 t

t 0

�

; t=

�
a �

� ib

�

; (50)

where a,b are realvariables,and �,� G rassm ann ones.

The m easure of this param etrization is norm alized to

unity.W e de�ne the average

h� � � i =

Z

D Q (� � � )e� F
(0)

1 ;

F
(0)

1
=

�D

�V

Z

x

str(r P )2 �
i��

�V

Z

x

strP 2
; (51)

where F
(0)

1
is the second order part ofF1. Perform ing

expansionsin P as

h�(�)i �
1

�
Re

�

1�
1

2V

Z

x



strkP 2

�

+
1

2V

Z

x



strkP 4

�
+ � � �

�

; (52)

and using the contraction rules derived in Appendix A

asEq.(A6),weobtain the result(35).

Asweem phasized in theprevioussubsection,thisper-

turbativecalculation ofthenonzero m odessuggeststhat

them ean levelspacing ~�isrenorm alized asEq.(37).The

exactde�nition of ~� can be written as

1

~�
=

1

�

Z

D ~Q

�
1

4V

Z

x

strk�z
~Q (x)

�

e� F1[
~Q ]
: (53)
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Thus e�ect of the self-interacting di�usion bubble is

renorm alized to the m ean levelspacing. It corresponds

to im posing the constrainth~Q iF1
= �z. In Sec.IIIC we

givea detailed analysisusing the K M m ethod.

2. Ergodic lim it

Attheergodiclim itg ! 1 ,spatialdependenceofthe

Q m atrixisneglected and theDO S isreduced totheform

�1(z)=
1

4

Z

D Q strk�zQ exp

�

�
iz

2
str�zQ

�

: (54)

Following Ref.[23],weparam etrizethe Q m atrix as

Q = T�z
�T; T = U T0 �U ;

T0 =

 

cos �̂
2

� isin�̂
2

� isin�̂
2

cos �̂
2

!

; �̂ =

�
�F 0

0 i�B

�

;

U =

�
u 0

0 u

�

; u = exp

�
0 �

� 0

�

; (55)

where � � � �F � � and 0 � �B � 1 . The m easure is

given by

D Q = d�B d�F d�d�
1

2�

�
cosh�B cos�F � 1� isinh�B sin�F

(cosh�B � cos�F )
2

:(56)

W enotethatthecom pact(noncom pact)variable�F (�B )

isused forthe ferm ion-ferm ion (boson-boson)block [6].

Substituting thisparam etrization into Eq.(54)and inte-

grating the G rassm ann variables,we�nd

�1(z) = 1+ Im

Z 1

z

dt

Z 1

0

d�B

Z �

0

d�F
1

�

� (cosh�B cos�F � 1)eit
+
(cosh �B � cos�F )

= 1�
�

2

Z 1

z

dt
�
J
2
0(t)� J

2
1(t)

�
: (57)

Hereweintroduced theauxiliary variablet+ = t+ i0and

assum ed z > 0 (t> 0).Forthe Besselfunction,weused

integralrepresentations

J0(z)= Re
� 2i

�

Z 1

0

d�B e
iz

+
cosh �B ; (58)

forthe noncom pactvariableand

J0(z)=
1

�

Z �

0

d�F e
iz cos�F ; (59)

forthecom pactvariable.J1 isgiven by J1(z)= � J00(z).

Integrating the variablet,we obtain Eq.(32).

The asym ptotic form at z � 1 is given by Eq.(44).

This cannot be obtained by standard perturbation the-

ory which gives only nonoscillating term s,the �rst and

third term sin Eq.(44). The oscillating second term can

beobtained by taking into accounttwo saddlepointsfor

integrals of�B ;F in Eq.(57). In addition to the \stan-

dard saddle point" (�B ;�F ) = (0;0) we have another

\supersym m etry-breaking saddle point" (0;�). W e note

thatthepoint(0;0)correspondsto Q = �z and (0;�)to

Q = � k�z. Thisisprecisely the idea ofthe calculation

in Ref.[9].Taking into accountuctuationsaround these

points,we can obtain the desired result.

In factthisidea isused to �nd thecorrectasym ptotics

ofthe Besselfunction. The noncom pact representation

(58) is used for �B and has the saddle point �B = 0.

The com pact representation (59) for �F has the saddle

points�F = 0;�.Expanding around these saddle points

respectively,wehave

J0(z) �

r
1

�z

��

1�
1

8z
+ � � �

�

cosz

+

�

1+
1

8z
+ � � �

�

sinz

�

: (60)

Itisinterestingtonotethattheexpansionaroundasingle

saddle pointis required forthe noncom pactrepresenta-

tion (58)and two pointsforthe com pactrepresentation

(59). W hen Eq.(58) is deform ed to Eq.(59) the single

point�B = 0 splitsinto the two points�F = 0;�.Itcan

be shown by considering the deform ation ofthe integral

contourused in Ref.[23].W e �nd

� 2i

�

Z 1

0

d�eiz
+
cosh � =

2

�

Z �=2

0

d�eiz cos�

�
2i

�

Z 1

0

d�e� z sinh �: (61)

This representation is known as the Hankel function

H 0 = J0 + iN 0.Taking the realpart,weobtain

J0(z)=
1

�

Z �=2

0

d�eiz cos� +
1

�

Z �=2

0

d�e� iz cos�: (62)

This expression is reduced to Eq.(59) by changing the

variable� ! �� � in thesecond term .Thusthepoint0in

thesecond term ischanged to �.Notethattherealpart

oftheintegralistaken in thenoncom pactrepresentation

(58),which givesthe second term .

This m ethod,taking into account a set ofnontrivial

saddlepoints,isthem ain ideaofthenonperturbativecal-

culation.Itproducestheexactresultfortheunitaryclass

and theasym ptoticonesfortheorthogonaland sym plec-

tic classes[9]. Ithasbeen used even forthe replica [26]

and K eldysh [27]� m odels. For chiralsym m etric sys-

tem s at the ergodic lim it,a sim ilar technique has been

used in Ref.[28]to �nd theasym ptoticresult(44).In the

following,weexam inehow thee�ectofnonzero m odesis

incorporated into the asym ptoticform .



9

3. Integration ofthe zero m ode

W e write the Q m atrix as Eq.(31) and use the

param etrizations (28) and (50) for ~Q ,and (55) for T.

Itisslightly m odi�ed as

Q (x)= U T0 �U ~Q (x)U �T0 �U ! U T0 ~Q (x)�T0 �U : (63)

As a result,F1 becom esindependentofthe G rassm ann

variablesofthe zero m ode. The preexponentialterm in

Eq.(25) is written explicitly using the G rassm ann vari-

ablesas

strk�zQ (x) ! strk�zT0 ~Q (x)�T0

+ 2��str�zT0 ~Q (x)�T0: (64)

W eneglected contributionsthatvanish afterintegrations

over� and �.The�rstterm doesnotincludethosevari-

ables and we can put T0 = 1 for the integrations. The

second term isalsoeasilyintegrated outand wethushave

h�(�)i= h�(�)i
1
+ h�(�)i

2
where

h�(�)i
1
=

1

4�V
Re

Z

D ~Q J [~Q ]

�Z

strk�z
~Q

�

e� F1[
~Q ]
;

h�(�)i
2
=

1

2��
Re

Z 1

0

d�B

Z �

� �

d�F
(cosh�B cos�F � 1+ isinh�B sin�F )

(cosh�B � cos�F )
2

I(�;�B ;�F );

I(�;�B ;�F ) = � i
@

@z

Z

D ~Q J [~Q ]exp

�

�
�D

4�V

Z

str(r ~Q )2 �
i��

2�V

Z

str�zT0 ~Q �T0

�

: (65)

h�(�)i
1
givestheperturbativeresult(35)withoutthezero

m ode contribution and is equal to the inverse of the

renorm alized m ean levelspacing 1=~�. h�(�)i
2
includes

the ergodicresultand isnonperturbative.

W e note that the Jacobian J [~Q ]contribution exists

in the present param etrization (31). It depends on the

nonzero m odesonly and can be written as

J [~Q ]= exp

�
1

4V

Z

(strP �x)
2 + O (P 4)

�

: (66)

This contribution changes the renorm alized m ean level

spacing slightly and thescaled DO S �1(z)isnotchanged

in our approxim ation. For this reason,we neglect this

contribution in thepresentsection.Itistreated in Sec.IV

when wediscussthe DO S renorm alization.

Letusturn to the calculation ofh�(�)i
2
. The kinetic

term in F1 does not include the zero m ode and is ex-

panded in powersofP .Thesecond term in F1 (and the

preexponentialterm )isexpanded as

�
1

2

Z

str�zT0 ~Q �T0

= V (cosh�B � cos�F )

+

Z
�
str

�
kF P

2
�
cos�F + str

�
kB P

2
�
cosh�B

�

�

Z
�
str

�
kF �xP

3
�
sin�F � istr

�
kB �xP

3
�
sinh�B

�

+ � � � ; (67)

where kF;B = (1� k)=2.In the following calculation we

neglectodd term sin the P -m atrix. Theircontributions

give1=g3-correctionsatm ost.Anotherreason to neglect

them isthatthey involveafactorsin �̂ which goestozero

at the saddle points �F = 0;� and �B = 0. Using this

approxim ation,we�nd the sim pli�ed expression

I(�;�B ;�F ) � � i
@

@z
eiz(�B � �F )



eiz�B A B + iz�F A F

�

kin
;

A F;B [~Q ] = �
1

2V

Z

strkF;B �z[~Q � �z];

h� � � i
kin

=

Z

D ~Q (� � � )e� Fkin;

Fkin =
�D

4�V

Z

str(r ~Q )2; (68)

where z = ��=�, � B = cosh�B , and �F = cos�F .

A F;B [~Q ]includeeven powersin P .Introducing theaux-

iliary variablet,weobtain

h�(�)i
2
=

1

��
Im

Z 1

z

dt

Z 1

0

d�B

Z �

0

d�F (�B �F � 1)

� eit
+
(�B � �F )

�

1� (t� z)
@

@z

�


eiz�B A B + iz�F A F

�

kin
:

(69)

Now the problem is how integrationsofthe variables

�B ;F are perform ed. They can be done by noting that

thevariabletin theexponentialisshifted to t+ + zA B or

t� zAF com pared with theergodiclim it.Fortheferm ion

part�F ,there isno convergenceproblem and the Bessel

function isderived.Itisalso thecaseforthe boson part

�B since the convergenceproblem doesnotarise forthe

partincluding G rassm ann variablesand the otherparts

are real. The only di�erence isthatwe cannottake the

realpartforthe expression afterintegration of�B since

theargum entt+ zA B includesG rassm ann variables.W e
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get the Hankelfunction H 0 = J0 + iN 0 instead ofthe

Besselfunction J0 [seeEq.(61)].However,theim aginary

partiN 0 doesnotcontributeto the�nalresultsincethe

functionalA B is reduced to a realfunction in the end.

Thisisvalid in ourapproxim ation keeping contributions

up tosecond orderin 1=g.Thusweneglecttheim aginary

partand obtain

h�(�)i
2
�

�

2�
Re

d

dz

Z 1

z

dt(t� z)

�

D

J0(t+ zA B )J0(t� zAF )

� J1(t+ zA B )J1(t� zAF )

E

kin

: (70)

The ergodiclim itg = 1 can be found easily by putting

A F;B [~Q ] = 0. W e note again that this equation was

obtained by neglecting contributionsincluding sin�F or

sinh�B . Thisapproxim ation isvalid up to second order

in 1=g.Itstillrem ainsto carry outintegrationsoverthe

nonzerom odes.In thefollowingweconsidertwolim iting

cases.

4. K M ’sdom ain (z � g)

Thecasez � g can beconsidered using K M ’sm ethod

[8]. Forchiralsystem s,itwasconsidered in Ref.[14]. In

ourm ethod,theBesselfunctionsin Eq.(70)areexpanded

in powersofzA F;B � O (z=g)to �nd

h�(�)i
2
�

1

�
Re

�

1+
1

2
hA B � AF ikin

d

dz
z

+
1

8



(A B � AF )

2
�

kin

d

dz
z
2
d

dz

�h

�
(0)

1
(z)� 1

i

:

(71)

Com bining with the perturbativecontribution

h�(�)i
1
�

1

�
Re

�

1+
1

2
hA B � AF ikin + � � �

�

; (72)

we�nd

h�(�)i �
1

�
Re

�

1+
1

2
hA B � AF ikin

d

dz
z

+
1

8



(A B � AF )

2
�

kin

d

dz
z
2
d

dz

�

�
(0)

1
(z):(73)

Up to herethe DO S isscaled in term softhe bare m ean

levelspacing �. W e introduce the renorm alized m ean

levelspacing as1=~� = h�(�)i
1
.De�ning theenergy vari-

ableas~z = ��=~�,weusethetransform ation form ula for

a function f(z)

f(z) =

"

1+

� ~�

�
� 1

�

~z
d

d~z
+ � � �

#

f(~z)

�

�

1�
1

2
hA B � AF ikin ~z

d

d~z
+ � � �

�

f(~z):(74)

Itisapplied to Eq.(73)to �nd

�1(~z) = ~�h�(� = ~�~z=�)i

� Re

�

1+
1

8
hh(A B � AF )

2iikin
d

d~z
~z2

d

d~z

�

�
(0)

1
(~z);

(75)

where

hh(A B � AF )
2iikin =



(A B � AF )

2
�

kin
� hAB � AF i

2

kin

�
ad

g2
: (76)

This is obtained by expanding ~Q in powers of P and

using the contraction (A6) with � = 0. ad is m om en-

tum sum m ation and isgiven by Eq.(39).Thusweobtain

Eq.(38).

5. AA’s dom ain (1 � z)

In the lim it1 � z,the asym ptotic form ofthe Bessel

function (60)isused to write

h�(�)i
2
�

1

�
Re

d

dz

Z 1

z

dt

�

�
t� z

4t3

D

eiz(A B + A F )

E

kin

� i
t� z

t

D

e2it+ iz(A B � A F )

E

kin

�

�
1

�
Re

�
1

8z2
D (z;1;1)�

1

2z
e2izD (z;1;� 1)

�

;

(77)

where

D (z;�B ;�F ) =

Z

D ~Q e� F (z;�B ;�F );

F (z;�B ;�F ) = Fkin +
iz�F

2V

Z

strkF �z(~Q � �z)

+
iz�B

2V

Z

strkB �z(~Q � �z): (78)

F (z;1;1) = F1 does not break supersym m etry, which

m eans it does not include the superm atrix k =

diag(1;� 1). As a result we obtain D (z;1;1) = 1. O n

the other hand,F (z;1;� 1) breaks supersym m etry and

the function D (z;1;� 1) is not norm alized to unity. It

is calculated as D (z;1;� 1) � D (z),where the spectral

determ inantD (z)isgiven by Eq.(42). W e used the ap-

proxim ation ofkeeping second orderin P forF (z;1;� 1).

W erefertoAppendix A fordetails(seealsothefollowing

paragraph).

Eq.(77) is rewritten in term s of the energy variable

scaled by therenorm alized m ean levelspacing ~z = ��=~�.

W e use the form ula (74) and the di�erence between �

and ~� is expressed by the di�usion propagator�(q;�).

It represents the self-interacting di�usion bubble and

should be canceled out. Actually we have contributions
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from the function D (z;1;� 1) by keeping higher-order

term sin P .W e �nd

D (z;1;� 1) �

Z

D ~Q e� F
(2)

(z;1;� 1)
�

1� F
(4)(z;1;� 1)

�

= D (z)

�

1+ izRe

�X

q6= 0

�(q;�)

�2
�

; (79)

whereF (n) denotesnth orderpartin theexpansion.The

second term cancelswith a contribution com ingfrom the

transform ation (74). Noting D (z;g) = D (~z;~g), where

g = �E c=� and ~g = �E c=~�,we �nally obtain the result

Eq.(41)for1� z.

C . C om parison w ith the K M ’s m ethod

The obtained result(38)forthe K M ’sdom ain di�ers

slightly from Eq.(21)in Ref.[14]by the presence ofm o-

m entum integration ofthe propagator
P

q6= 0
�(q;0).As

we can understand from Eq.(37),the di�erence com es

from the introduction of the renorm alized m ean level

spacing [Eq.(73) coincides with Eq.(21) in Ref.[14]]. It

is expressed as a self-interacting di�usion diagram s [it

can be understood by noting the coordinate representa-

tion
P

q
�(q)= �(x;x)]and isrenorm alized to them ean

levelspacing. In orderto m ake thisdi�erence clear,we

repeatthecalculation usingtheK M ’sm ethod considered

in Ref.[14]. In this m ethod,the nonzero m odes are in-

tegrated out while keeping the zero m ode variables. It

allowsusto obtain the renorm alized e�ective zero-m ode

action and isusefulto understand how wecan introduce

the renorm alized m ean levelspacing.

W e start from the functionalfor the DO S with the

sourceterm

F =
�D

4�V

Z

str[r Q (x)]2 +
i��

2�V

Z

strQ (x)�z

+
i�J

2�V

Z

strkQ (x)�z: (80)

The Q -m atrix param etrization (31) is substituted and

the nonzero m odes ~Q are expanded in P asEq.(28). In

ourapproxim ation keeping second orderin 1=g,the ex-

pansion isperform ed up to fourth orderin P .Thefunc-

tionalF consistsoffourparts:

F = F0 + ~F + FI + FJ: (81)

F0 is the zero m ode part F0 = F [Q = T�z
�T], ~F the

nonzero m ode part ~F = F [~Q ],FI the m ixing part,and

FJ the sourceterm .They areexpanded in P as

~F = ~F (2)+ ~F (4)+ � � � ;

FI = F
(2)

I
+ F

(3)

I
+ F

(4)

I
+ � � � ;

FJ = F
(0)

J
+ F

(2)

J
+ F

(3)

J
+ F

(4)

J
+ � � � ; (82)

whereF (n) denotesthe nth orderpartin P .

The e�ectivefunctionalisobtained by integrating the

nonzero m odes.W e de�ne Fe� as

e� Feff =

Z

D ~Q e� F

= e� F0

D

e�
~F
(4)

+ � � � � FI� FJ

E

~F (2)

; (83)

wheretheaverageisperform ed with respectto ~F (2).W e

use the contraction rulesderived in Appendix A. Up to

second orderin cum ulantexpansion,

Fe� � F0 + F
(0)

J
+ hF

(4)

I
i+ hF

(4)

J
i�

1

2
hhF

(2)2

I
ii� hhF

(2)

I
F
(2)

J
ii

=
i��

2�

�

1+
1

2

�X

q6= 0

�(q;�)

�2
�

strQ �z +
�2�2

8� 2

�X

q6= 0

� 2(q;�)

�

(strQ �z)
2

+
i�J

2�

�

1+
1

2

�X

q6= 0

�(q;�)

�2
�

strk�zQ +
�2�J

4� 2

�X

q6= 0

� 2(q;�)

�

strQ �zstrk�zQ : (84)

Since m om entum sum m ations potentially involve diver-

gence,thisexpansion issom ewhatcum bersom e.Thiscan

be clearly seen by considering the K M dom ain z � g.

Then the energy � in the propagatorisneglected in our

approxim ation �(q;�) � �(q;0) and the e�ective func-

tionalcan be written as

Fe� �
i��

2�

�

1+
a
(1)2

d

8g2

�

strQ �z +
�2�2

8� 2

ad

4g2
(strQ �z)

2

+
i�J

2�

�

1+
a
(1)2

d

8g2

�

strk�zQ
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+
�2�J

4� 2

ad

4g2
strQ �zstrk�zQ ; (85)

wheread isgiven by Eq.(39)and

a
(1)

d
=

1

�2

X

ni� 0;n
26= 0

1

n2
: (86)

Thissum m ation isdivergentatd � 2 and weneed som e

regularization. Fortunately, and as it should be, the

quantity a
(1)

d
can berenorm alized tothem ean levelspac-

ing by de�ning the renorm alized spacing

1

~�
=

1

�

�

1+
a
(1)2

d

8g2
+ O (1=g3)

�

: (87)

This is nothing but the expression (37) at the K M do-

m ain.a
(1)

d
correctionscom efrom theaveragehQ (x)i.O n

the other hand the second and fourth term in Eq.(85)

com e from the contraction hhQ (x)Q (y)ii and cannotbe

renorm alized to �. They give the corrections obtained

in Eq.(38).

Thus the K M ’s m ethod m akes the problem of the

renorm alization transparent.Theidea ofintegrating out

fastvariablesm atchesthephilosophy oftherenorm aliza-

tion. Nevertheless,we did not use this m ethod for the

reason thatitisnotconvenientforcalculationsin theAA

dom ain z � 1. Integrationsofzero-m ode variablesnat-

urally bring contributionsfrom nontrivialsaddle points,

which isan im portantidea fornonperturbative calcula-

tions.

D . T w o-levelcorrelation function

Now we turn to the calculation ofthe TLCF (26). Q

isan 8� 8 superm atrix and the explicitparam etrization

isdi�erentfrom the previouscase.

Forthe standard perturbative calculation,we use the

expansion Eq.(28). The explicit param etrization ofthe

P m atrix isgiven by

P =

�
0 t

t 0

�

; t=

�
t1 t12

t21 t2

�

;

t1 =

�
a1 �1
�1 ib1

�

; t2 =

�
a2 �2
�2 ib2

�

;

t12 =

�
c i�

�� id

�

; t21 =

�
c� �

i�� id�

�

: (88)

a1;2,b1;2 are realvariables,c,d com plex variables,and

the greek sym bols denote G rassm ann variables. As the

explicitparam etrization im plies,t1;2 representthe \chi-

ral"partand t12;21 the\unitary"part.Startingfrom the

expression (27),wehave

W (�1;�2) =
1

� 2

Z

D Q e� F
(0)

2
(z1;z1;z2;z2)+ � � �

�

�

1�
1

2V

Z

x

strk�1P
2(x)+ � � �

�

�

�

1�
1

2V

Z

y

strk�2P
2(y)+ � � �

�

:(89)

F
(2)

2
(z1;z1;z2;z2) given by Eq.(A11) is second order in

P and is the base ofthe perturbative expansion. The

contraction rule given by Eq.(A14) is used to evaluate

the aboveexpression.The leading ordercontribution to

the connected partcom esfrom the contraction



strk�1P

2(x)strk�2P
2(y)

�
= 4� 2(x � y;(�1 + �2)=2):

(90)

Thus we obtain the result (36)which is valid atg � 1

and z1;2 = ��1;2=�� 1.

The ergodic lim it g ! 1 was considered in Ref.[23].

TheQ m atrix isparam etrized as

Q = T�z
�T; T = TchTu: (91)

Tch isthe chiralpart

Tch = UchT
(0)

ch
�Uch;

T
(0)

ch
=

0

B
B
B
@

cos �̂1
2

0 � isin�̂1
2

0

0 cos �̂2
2

0 � isin�̂2
2

� isin�̂1
2

0 cos �̂1
2

0

0 � isin�̂2
2

0 cos �̂2
2

1

C
C
C
A
; �̂ =

�
�̂1 0

0 �̂2

�

=

0

B
@

�1F 0 0 0

0 i�1B 0 0

0 0 �2F 0

0 0 0 i�2B

1

C
A ;

Uch =

0

B
@

uch1 0 0 0

0 uch2 0 0

0 0 uch1 0

0 0 0 uch2

1

C
A ; uch1;2 = exp

�
0 �1;2
�1;2 0

�

; (92)

and Tu the unitary part

Tu = UuT
(0)

u
�Uu;
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T
(0)

u =

0

B
B
B
@

cos 
̂
2

0 0 � iei’̂ sin 
̂

2

0 cos 
̂
2

� ie� i’̂ sin 
̂

2
0

0 � iei’̂ sin 
̂

2
cos 
̂

2
0

� ie� i’̂ sin 
̂

2
0 0 cos 
̂

2

1

C
C
C
A
; 
̂ =

�

F 0

0 i
B

�

; ’̂ =

�
’F 0

0 ’B

�

;

Uu =

0

B
@

uu1 0 0 0

0 uu2 0 0

0 0 uu1 0

0 0 0 uu2

1

C
A ; uu1 = exp

�
0 �

� �� 0

�

; uu2 = exp

�
0 i�

� i�� 0

�

: (93)

�,�,�,and � areG rassm ann variables.The integration rangesofthe realvariables�,
,and ’ arechosen properly

according to the com pactornoncom pactparam etrization [23].Them easureisgiven by

D Q = d�1B d�1F d�1d�1
1

4�

cosh�1B cos�1F � 1

(cosh�1B � cos�1F )
2
d�2B d�2F d�2d�2

1

4�

cosh�2B cos�2F � 1

(cosh�2B � cos�2F )
2

� d
B d
F

d’B

2�

d’F

2�
d�d�

�
d�

�
d�

sinh
B sin
F

(cosh
B � cos
F )
2

4cosh
B cos
F

(cosh
B + cos
F )
2
: (94)

Using thisparam etrization,aftera laboriouscalculation,we can obtain Eq.(33)(seeRef.[23]forthe details).

The nonperturbative calculation using the param etrization (31)can be done in the sam e way asthatofthe DO S.

Firstwe integratethe zero-m odevariables.The detailsarepresented in Appendix B,and we�nd forW

W = W 1 + W 2;

W 1 �
1

� 2

���

1+
1

2
(A B 1 � AF 1)

�

eiz1(A � 1+ A + 1)

+
�

2

@

@z1

Z 1

z1

dt1(t1 � z1)[J0(t1 + z1A B 1)J0(t1 � z1A F 1)� J1(t1 + z1A B 1)J1(t1 � z1A F 1)]

�

�

��

1+
1

2
(A B 2 � AF 2)

�

eiz2(A B 2+ A F 2)

+
�

2

@

@z2

Z 1

z2

dt2(t2 � z2)[J0(t2 + z2A B 2)J0(t2 � z2A F 2)� J1(t2 + z2A B 2)J1(t2 � z2A F 2)]

��

kin

;

W 2 �
1

� 2

Z

ds1ds2
4s1s2

(s2
1
� s2

2
)2
I(z;s);

I(z;s) =
�2

4

�

z1z2(s1 � s2 + C1)(s1 + s2 � D1)J0

�

z1s1 + z1
C1 � D1

2

�

J0

�

z1s2 � z1
C1 + D 1

2

�

� (s1 � s2 + C2)(s1 + s2 � D2)J0

�

z2s1 + z2
C2 � D2

2

�

J0

�

z2s2 � z2
C2 + D 2

2

��

kin

; (95)

wheres1 = cosh
B ,s2 = cos
F ,and

A B 1;2 = �
1

2V

Z

strkB �1;2�z(~Q � �z);

A F 1;2 = �
1

2V

Z

strkF �1;2�z(~Q � �z);

C1;2 =
1

2
[s1A B + s2A F � (AB � + A F � )];

D 1;2 =
1

2
[� s1A B + s2A F � (� AB � + A F � )];

A F;B = A F;B 1 + A F;B 2;

A F;B � = A F;B 1 � AF;B 2: (96)

W e neglected odd term s in P as before. W 1 includes

the perturbativecontributions(36)and W 2 includesthe

ergodicresult(33).

In the K M dom ain z1;2 � g,the expansion in zA can

be used.The integrationsofthe nonzero m odesare cal-

culated up tosecond orderin 1=g.Introducingtherenor-

m alized m ean levelspacing we have

h�(�1)�(�2)i �
1

~� 2

�

1+
ad

4g2
+

ad

2g2

�

z1
@

@z1
+ z2

@

@z2

�
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+
ad

8g2

�

z
2

1

@2

@z1
+ 2z1z2

@

@z1

@

@z2
+ z

2

2

@2

@z2

��h

�
(0)

1
(z1)�

(0)

1
(z2)� K

2(z1;z2)

i

; (97)

where z1;2 = ��1;2=~�,and ~� isgiven by Eq.(87). Sub-

tracting the disconnected part,we deriveEq.(40).

The AA’sdom ain 1 � z1;2,1 � g isconsidered using

the asym ptotic form ofthe Besselfunction (60). The

detailsarepresented in Appendix B.From W 1 weobtain

the �rstpart

hh�(�1)�(�2)ii1 �
1

� 2

�
1

2
Re

X

q26= 0

�
� 2

+ + � 2

�

�

+
sin2z1

2z1
D 1Im

X

q26= 0

(� + + � � )

+
sin2z2

2z2
D 2Im

X

q26= 0

(� + � �� )

+
cos2(z1 + z2)

8z1z2
D 1D 2(D

2
+ D

� 2
� � 1)

+
cos2(z1 � z2)

8z1z2
D 1D 2(D

2
� D

� 2
+ � 1)

�

;

(98)

where D 1;2 = D (z1;2),D � = D ((z1 � z2)=2),and � � =

�(q;(�1 � �2)=2). The �rst term represents the purely

perturbative contribution. The second connected part

W 2 iscalculated in the sam eway.W e obtain

hh�(�1)�(�2)ii2 � �
1

� 2
Re

�
1� e2i(z1� z2)D 1D 2D

2
� D

� 2
+

2(z1 � z2)
2

+
1+ e2i(z1+ z2)D 1D 2D

2
+ D

� 2
�

2(z1 + z2)
2

+
i
�
e2iz1D 1 � e2iz2D 2

�

z2
1
� z2

2

�

: (99)

Thederived expressionsarewritten in term softheun-

renorm alized quantity �and wem ustcarryoutrescaling

in term sof~�.Additionalcontributionscom ing from the

rescaling should canceloutwith term swe did notshow

explicitly here. This situation is the sam e as the DO S

caseand we�nally arriveatEq.(43).

IV . T H E D O U B LE-T R A C E T ER M A N D T H E

D O S R EN O R M A LIZA T IO N

In the previoussection,we neglected the second term

in Eqs.(16) and (19). This double-trace term includes

nonzero m odesonly and changestheperturbativeresult.

Itappearsonly in system swith chiralsym m etry and we

thereforeconcentrateon the DO S.

Atsecond orderin P ,wehaveinstead ofEq.(51)

F
(0)

1
=

�D

�V

Z

str(r P )2 +
�D 1

4�V

Z

(strr P �x)
2

�
i��

�V

Z

strP 2
: (100)

The presence ofthe second term m odi�es the contrac-

tion rule asEq.(A9).In thiscaseperturbation theory is

form ulated by expansionsin �,Eq.(29),and

� 2(q;�)=
�D 1q

2

�
� 2(q;�): (101)

Thecorresponding expansion param etersare1=g/ 1=D

and g1=g
2 / D 1=D

2.

Theperturbativeexpansion givesthe DO S

h�(�)i =
1

�
Re

�

1+
X

q

� 2(q;�)+
1

2

�X

q

�(q;�)

�2

+
1

2

�X

q

� 2(q;�)

�2
+ � � �

�

: (102)

The new propagator� 2 contributesto the DO S atone-

loop order. The renorm alized m ean levelspacing is de-

�ned astheinverseofEq.(102)excludingzero-m odecon-

tributions.Actually thisresultwasderived by G ade us-

ing therenorm alization group m ethod [17].In ourm odel

(16),following the calculation in Ref.[6],we can obtain

the sam e renorm alization group equations at one-loop

orderas

�b = �
db

d�
= �b; �c = �

dc

d�
= �c+ c

2
; � =

b2

c
;(103)

where b � 1=g and c � 1=g1. W e used � expansion,

� = d � 2,and � is the renorm alization scale. �b;c are

the beta functionsforband c.� isthe zeta function for

thewavefunction renorm alization and correspondsto the

result in Eq.(102). These equations im ply a divergence

ofthe DO S and delocalization ofeigenstates in two di-

m ension. Thus the presence of the double-trace term

changesthe behaviorofthe DO S signi�cantly. W e note

thattherenorm alization procedureproducesthedouble-

trace term even ifwe start the analysis from a m odel

without that term . The quantum e�ect in two dim en-

sion increasesthe coupling constantc.

W econsiderthescaled DO S �1(z)to exam inehow the

double-trace term contributes to the result. The per-

turbative result(102)isrenorm alized to the m ean level

spacing.In a sim ilarway asthecalculation in theprevi-

oussection we�nd in the K M dom ain z � g

�1(z) �

�

1+

�
ad

8g2
+
ad

16

�
g1

g2

� 2�

�

�

2z
d

dz
+ z

2
d2

dz2

��

�
(0)

1
(z): (104)
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In the AA dom ain 1 � z,the spectraldeterm inant is

m odi�ed as Eq.(A10). Subtracting the renorm alization

e�ect,weobtain

D (z) �
Y

q� 0;q26= 0

(D q2)2

(D q2)2 + �2

�

�

1� 8z2
X

q� 0;q26= 0

j� 2(q;�)j
2

�

; (105)

which isconsistentwith Eq.(104).

Finally we m ention the Jacobian contribution in

Eq.(66).Itincludesaterm secondorderin P and changes

thecontractionrules.Sincethisterm issim ilartothelast

term in Eq.(100)it can be easily incorporated into the

contraction rulesby the replacem ent

� 2(q;�)! �2(q;�)� �2(q;�): (106)

Thus this Jacobian contribution is always subleading

com pared to the propagator� 2. W e also note thatthis

contributesonly to ~� and notto the scaled DO S � 1(z)

in ourapproxim ation.

V . D ISC U SSIO N S A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have studied disordered system s with chiraluni-

tary sym m etry.Usingachiralsym m etricrandom m atrix

m odelwe derived the nonlinear� m odels(16)and (19).

W edem onstrated thatthey areequivalentto related chi-

ralsym m etricm odels.Usingthe� m odels,wecalculated

thelevelcorrelation functions.W eexploited thenonper-

turbative m ethods developed by K ravtsov and M irlin,

and Andreev and Altshulerforthe traditionalclasses.

The equivalence ofm odels shows the universality of

disordered system s.O urderived � m odelsareapplicable

to m odelstreated in Refs.[17,18,20]. The double-trace

term was not derived in Ref.[20]. This is because the

m assivem ode integration wasnotconsidered carefully.

Forthecalculation oftheDO S and TLCF,westressed

the need forthe renorm alization ofthe m ean levelspac-

ing.Thisrenorm alization isabsentin traditionalnonchi-

ralsystem s.Afterseparating the renorm alization e�ect,

we found the results (38) and (40) in the K M dom ain,

and (41)and (43)in theAA dom ain.Itisinteresting to

notethattheresultsin theAA dom ain areexpressed us-

ingthespectraldeterm inant.Itcontributestooscillating

term sonly,in a sim ilarway asforthetraditionalclasses.

Thus we conclude that the singularity ofthe form fac-

toratthe Heisenberg tim e iswashed outdue to �nite-g

e�ects[9].

O ur form ulation of the perturbative and nonpertur-

bative calculations can be usefulnot only for the level

correlation functions but also for the conductance and

other quantities. In the present work we concentrated

on the levelcorrelation functions. In Ref.[20],the sam e

quantities were calculated perturbatively. The di�erent

resultobtained there is due to anotherparam etrization

ofthe Q m atrix. Additionalcontributionscom ing from

theintegration m easurewould givethecorrectresult.In

Ref.[14],theDO S in theK M dom ain wascalculated from

the m odelderived in Ref.[20]. The result wasscaled in

term softhe bare m ean levelspacing �,and the renor-

m alized m ean levelspacing ~� wasnotintroduced. This

leadsusto a di�erentconclusion on levelstatisticsaswe

m ention below.

Letusdiscusstheim portanceofintroducingtherenor-

m alized m ean levelspacing. There are num erousworks

on thebehavioroftheDO S attheorigin � = 0.Them ain

question is whether the DO S diverges or not,and ana-

lytically it has been considered using perturbation the-

ory atweak disorderg � 1. O n the otherhand,chiral

RM T,which corresponds to the m odelat g = 1 ,pre-

dictsthe vanishing ofthe DO S atthe origin z = 0.This

is not a contradiction and indicates the im portance of

scaling.The m acroscopicbehaviorisdeterm ined by the

nonzero m odes and a divergence of 1=~� was reported

in Ref.[17]. The zero m ode hasnothing to do with this

behavior and determ ines the universalbehavior at the

m icroscopic scale. It can be seen by scaling the energy

variable� in term softhe m ean levelspacing.

G enerally speaking,the behavior at the m acroscopic

scale depends on the m odel. From a �eld theoretical

point of view, the divergence can be renorm alized to

the m ean levelspacing and a de�nite conclusion as to

whether it is a realdivergence or not can be obtained

by referring to otherapproachessuch asnum ericalsim -

ulations. O ur result relies on perturbation theory and

the divergencem ay be cuto� som ewherebeforethe ori-

gin. Thiscrossoverto the universalm icroscopic dom ain

ishighly nonperturbative. Since a high resolution isre-

quired,itm aybehardtoseesuchacrossovernum erically.

From the viewpointoflevelstatistics,the DO S m ust

be scaled (renorm alized)to unity atallenergiesto �nd

theuniversality.Thisunfolding procedurecannotbeap-

plied to the present chiralcase because the DO S itself

hasthe universal�ne structure (oscillationsdue to level

repulsion)atthe origin. Forthis reason,we use �,the

(inverse) DO S at z = 1 (� = 0),for scaling in the er-

godicregim e.Itism odi�ed by �nite-g e�ectsand weuse
~� to seethe m icroscopicdom ain closely.

Thus using the renorm alized m ean levelspacing,we

can separate problem s at both scales. The e�ects of

nonzerom odes(�nite-g e�ect)cannotbescaled outcom -

pletely in the m icroscopic dom ain and deviations from

the universalbehavior are obtained as we have shown

in the present work. Such an exam ple can be found in

Ref.[16].Thegeneralized random m atrix m odelwasused

there and it was found that the quantity ~� is di�erent

from our result. However,after scaling in term s ofthe

nonuniversalquantity ~�,wecan �nd thecom pleteagree-

m ent up to �nite-g corrections. This dem onstration of

\universaldeviation" justi�esthe introduction of ~�.

Thedoubletraceterm contribution issm allattheclas-

sicallevelbecause the coupling constant is sm allcom -

pared with that in the di�usion propagator. However,
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quantum e�ectsa�ectthiscoupling and thecontribution

becom esim portantin som ecases.Itsigni�cantly a�ects

theDO S renorm alization and adivergingDO S wasfound

in Ref.[17].Concerninglevelstatistics,thisterm m odi�es

the spectraldeterm inantasEq.(A10).

O urcalculation isonlyforthechiralunitaryclass.The

otherchiralclasses,chiralorthogonaland sym plectic,can

be calculated in the sam e way.The problem isthatthe

proper param etrization ofthe zero m ode has not been

found. However the K M ’s dom ain can be considered

withoutknowing the zero m ode param etrization aswas

donein Ref.[14].Theobtained resultisvalid only at�rst

orderin 1=g. Repeating the sam e calculation up to the

nextorderand introducing the renorm alized m ean level

spacing,we found the sam eform asEq.(38).The coe�-

cientofthe second term in Eq.(38)ischanged butwith

the sam e sign for allthe classes. This resultalso holds

forthe TLCF (40).W e thusobtain the sam econclusion

as K M ,nam ely,the weakening oflevelrepulsion [This

can be seen,e.g.,in Eq.(48)]. The authors in Ref.[14]

drew a di�erentconclusion by looking atthe �rstorder

correction to the m ean levelspacing. Itisrenorm alized

to the m ean levelspacing and should be applied to the

DO S behaviorand notto levelrepulsion.

As an interesting application, we m ention a related

work in Ref.[29]. Fortraditionalnonchiralsystem s,the

authors in Ref.[13]pointed out that the AA’s result is

related to the Calogero-Sutherland m odelat�nite tem -

perature.Itisshown in Ref.[30]thatthism odelisequal

to the generalized random m atrix m odel proposed in

Ref.[31].In thisproblem the nonlinear� m odelism od-

i�ed due to power-law correlations ofrandom m atrices

[15]and the di�usion propagatorand spectraldeterm i-

nantarem odi�ed.Asa resultagreem entwith theresult

in Ref.[31]was found and a conjecture to m ore general

caseswasm ade.W eexpectthisholdsalso forchiralsys-

tem sand the resultispresented in Ref.[16].

Anotherfutureproblem isthewavefunction statistics.

Fortraditionalclasses,itwasconsidered in Ref.[32]using

the K M m ethod. It willbe interesting to see how this

resultism odi�ed in the chiralsym m etriccase.
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A P P EN D IX A :C O N T R A C T IO N R U LES

1. C alculation for F1

Considerthe functional

F
(2)

1
=

�D

�V

Z

str(r P )2 �
iz

V
�F

Z

strkF P
2

�
iz

V
�B

Z

strkB P
2
; (A1)

where kF;B = (1 � k)=2 and z = ��=�. The P m a-

trix isa 4� 4 superm atrix including nonzero m odesand

isgiven by Eq.(50). Since this functionalbreakssuper-

sym m etry for �F 6= �B ,the function D 1(z;�B ;�F ) =
R
D ~Q exp(� F

(2)

1
)is notnorm alized to unity. W e calcu-

latethisfunction and derivethe contraction rules.

Using the explicitparam etrization (50),wewriteF
(2)

1

as

F
(2)

1
=

X

q6= 0

�
� � � a b

�
(� q)G� 1

0

B
@

�

�

a

b

1

C
A (q)

�
X

q6= 0

� (q)G � 1
 (q);

G = diag(�(q;��+ );�(q;��+ );�(q;��F );�(q;��B ));

(A2)

where�+ = (�B + �F )=2 and thedi�usion propagatoris

given by Eq.(29). Then the functionalintegralis given

by

D 1(z;�B ;�F )=

Z

D (� ; )e� F
(2)

1

=
Y

q26= 0

�
�(q;��B )�(q;��F )

� 2(q;��+ )

�1=2

=
Y

q� 0;q26= 0

(D q2 � i��+ )
2

(D q2 � i��B )(D q
2 � i��F )

; (A3)

Z

D (� ; ) � e� F
(2)

1 =
1

2
D 1(z;�B ;�F )G : (A4)

Since (q)and  (� q)arenotindependentofeach other,

the square root appears in D . W e used the periodic

boundary condition and qi = 2�ni=L,ni isinteger.

Usingtheresultweobtain thecontraction rulesforthe

m atrix P as



17

hstrAP (x)B P (y)i =
1

4

X

i;j= F;B

�

�

x � y;�
�i+ �j

2

�

(strkiAstrkjB � strkiA�zstrkjB �z

+ strkiA�xstrkjB �x � strkiA�ystrkjB �y);

hstrAP (x)strB P (y)i =
1

4

X

i;j= F;B

�

�

x � y;�
�i+ �j

2

�

� str(kiAkjB � kiA�zkjB �z + kiA�xkjB �x � kiA�ykjB �y); (A5)

where A and B are arbitrary superm atricesand h� � � i=

D
� 1

1
(z;�B ;�F )

R
D ~Q (� � � )exp(� F

(2)

1
).

W earem ainly interested in thecase(�B ;�F )= (1;1),

and (1;� 1).The�rstcase(1;1)correspondstostandard

perturbation theory.The freeenergy doesnotbreak su-

persym m etry and we �nd D (z;1;1)= 1 and

hstrAP (x)B P (y)i =
1

4
�(x � y;�)

� (strAstrB � strA�zstrB �z

+ strA�xstrB �x

� strA�ystrB �y);

hstrAP (x)strB P (y)i =
1

4
�(x � y;�)

� str(AB � A�zB �z

+ A�xB �x � A�yB �y): (A6)

In the case(1;� 1),supersym m etry isbroken and thisis

used for calculations in the AA’s dom ain 1 � z. The

function D isgiven by

D 1(z;1;� 1) =
Y

q� 0;q26= 0

(D q2)2

(D q2)2 + �2

=
Y

n� 0;n26= 0

g2(4�2n2)2

g2(4�2n2)2 + z2
: (A7)

2. E�ect ofthe double-trace term

W e considerthe e�ectofthe double-trace term . The

second term ofEq.(100)isincluded in Eq.(A1). In this

case,the m atrix G in Eq.(A2)isreplaced by

G (q) = diag(� + ;� + ;C � F ;C � B )

�
�D 1q

2

�
� F � B C

0

B
@

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 1 � i

0 0 � i � 1

1

C
A ;

� F;B ;+ =
�

2�

1

D q2 � i��F;B ;+

;

C =
1

1+
�D 1q

2

�
(� F � �B )

: (A8)

Asa result,D and contraction rulesare m odi�ed in the

following way. The contraction for (�B ;�F ) = (1;1) is

expressed as

hstrAP (x)B P (y)i =
1

4
�(x � y;�)(strAstrB � strA�zstrB �z + strA�xstrB �x � strA�ystrB �y)

�
1

2
� 2(x � y;�)strA�xB �x;

hstrAP (x)strB P (y)i =
1

4
�(x � y;�)str(AB � A�zB �z + A�xB �x � A�yB �y)

�
1

2
� 2(x � y;�)strA�xstrB �x; (A9)

wherethepropagator� 2 in m om entum spaceisgiven by

(101).For(�B ;�F )= (1;� 1),(A7)isreplaced by

D 1(z;1;� 1)=
Y

q� 0;q26= 0

(D q2)2

(D q2)2 � i�D1q
2 + �2

:(A10)

3. C alculation for F2

Consider

F
(2)

2
(z1;z2;z3;z4)=

�D

�V

Z

str(r P )2
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�
iz1

V

Z

strkF �1P
2 �

iz2

V

Z

strkB �1P
2

�
iz3

V

Z

strkF �2P
2 �

iz4

V

Z

strkB �2P
2
;(A11)

where �1;2 = (1� �)=2 and z1;2;3;4 = ��1;2;3;4=�. The

P m atrix isan 8� 8 superm atrix and isparam etrized as

Eq.(88).Thiscase isconsidered in the sam e way asthe

caseofF
(2)

1
.W eneglectthedouble-traceterm contribu-

tion forsim plicity. The resultisexpressed forthe func-

tionalintegralas

D 2(z1;z2;z3;z4) =

Z

D ~Q e� F
(2)

2
(z1;z2;z3;z4) = D ch(z1;z2)D ch(z3;z4)D u(z1;z2;z3;z4);

D ch(z1;z2) =
Y

q� 0;q26= 0

�
D q2 � i

2
(�1 + �2)

�2

(D q2 � i�1)(D q
2 � i�2)

;

D u(z1;z2;z3;z4) =
Y

q� 0;q26= 0

D q2 � i

2
(�1 + �4)

D q2 � i

2
(�1 + �3)

D q2 � i

2
(�2 + �3)

D q2 � i

2
(�2 + �4)

: (A12)

For exam ple, D 2(� z1;z1;z2;z2) = D 1(z1), D 2(z1;z1;� z2;z2) = D 1(z2), and D 2(� z1;z1;� z2;z2) =

D 1(z1)D 1(z2)D
2
1[(z1 + z2)=2]D

� 2

1
[(z1 � z2)=2].The contraction ruleisgiven by

hstrAP (x)B P (y)i=
1

4

X

�;�= F;B

X

i;j= 1;2

� i�j� (x � y)

� (strk��iAstrk��jB � strk��i�zAstrk��j�zB + strk��i�xAstrk��j�xB � strk��i�yAstrk��j�yB );

hstrAP (x)strB P (y)i=
1

4

X

�;�= F;B

X

i;j= 1;2

� i�j� (x � y)

� str(k��iAk��jB � k��i�zAk��j�zB + k��i�xAk��j�xB � k��i�yAk��j�yB ); (A13)

where � i�j� (x) = �(x;(� i� + �j�)=2),and �1F = �1,�1B = �2,�2F = �3,�2B = �4. The case (z1;z2;z3;z4) !

(z1;z1;z2;z2)correspondsto standard perturbation and we�nd

hstrAP (x)B P (y)i =
1

4

X

i;j= 1;2

�

�

x � y;
�i+ �j

2

�

(strA�istrB �j � strA�i�zstrB �j�z

+ strA�i�xstrB �j�x � strA�i�ystrB �j�y);

hstrAP (x)strB P (y)i =
1

4

X

i;j= 1;2

�

�

x � y;
�i+ �j

2

�

str(A�iB �j � A�i�zB �j�z

+ A�i�xB �j�x � A�i�yB �j�y): (A14)

A P P EN D IX B :C A LC U LA T IO N O F T H E

T W O -LEV EL C O R R ELA T IO N FU N C T IO N

1. Zero m ode integration

In this section we derive Eq.(95) by integrating the

zero-m odevariablesofthenonperturbativeparam etriza-

tion (31).Asbefore,theparam etrization isslightly m od-

i�ed as

Q (x) = UuTchT
(0)
u

~Q (x)�T (0)
u

�Tch �Uu; (B1)

to elim inate the grassm ann variables ofunitary part in

F2. For the pre-exponentialterm , dependence of the

grassm ann variableson Uu isexplicitly written as

strk�1�zQ (x)strk�2�zQ (x)

! strk�1�zTch ~Q (x)�Tchstrk�2�zTch ~Q (x)�Tch

� 4������str�1�zTchT
(0)

u
~Q (x)�T (0)

u
�Tch

� str�2�zTchT
(0)

u
~Q (x)�T (0)

u
�Tch: (B2)

The neglected term sdo notcontribute to integration of

theG rassm ann variables.The�rstterm doesnotinclude

the grassm ann variables � and �. W e can set T
(0)
u = 1

and have
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W 1(�1;�2) =
1

16� 2V 2

Z

D Q

�Z

x

strk�1�zQ (x)

� �Z

y

strk�2�zQ (y)

�

e� F2[Q ]: (B3)

whereQ = Tch ~Q �Tch.Itstillincludesthezero-m odevariablesofthechiralpartTch.Sincethechiralpartparam etriza-

tion isthe sam e asthatofthe DO S,the calculation can be done asin Sec.IIIB.Asa resultW 1(�1;�2)in Eq.(95)is

obtained.Itincludesa perturbativepartand connected and disconnected parts.

Nextweconsiderthesecond contribution which includesonly theconnected part.Itisobtained by integrationsof

� and � as

W 2(�1;�2) =
1

� 2

Z

ds1ds2
d’B

2�

d’F

2�

4s1s2

(s2
1
� s2

2
)2
I(z1;2;s1;2;’B ;F );

I(z1;2;s1;2;’B ;F ) = �
@

@z1

@

@z2

Z

D ~Q D Q ch e
� F [Q ]

; (B4)

where Q (x)= TchT
(0)
u

~Q (x)�T
(0)
u

�Tch,Q ch = Tch�z
�Tch,and z1;2 = ��1;2=�. W e exam ine str�̂� zQ (x)to integrate out

variablesin Q ch.Theexpression issim pli�ed ifweapply the saddlepointapproxim ation weusein the following.At

the saddle-pointwehavesin �̂ = 0 and sin
̂ = 0.Thisapproxim ation leadsto the reduction

str�̂�zQ (x) ! �1str
cos
̂+ �

2

h

cos�̂1 + (cosh�1B � cos�1F )�1�1

i

�z
~Q (x)

+ �2str
cos
̂� �

2

h

cos�̂2 + (cosh�2B � cos�2F )�2�2

i

�z
~Q (x): (B5)

Again westressthatthisapproxim ation isjusti�ed atsecond orderin 1=g.Substituting thisexpression,wehave

I(z;s;’) = �

Z

D ~Q e� FkinI1(z1;s)I2(z2;s); (B6)

Ii= 1;2(z;s) =
@

@z

Z

D Q ch

�

1�
iz

2V

Z

x

str
cos
̂� �

2
(cosh�iB � cos�iF )�i�i�z

~Q (x)

�

� exp

�

�
iz

2V

Z

x

str
cos
̂� �

2
cos�̂i�z

~Q (x)

�

; (B7)

whereFkin isthekineticpartin F2.Thevariable’ isnotincluded in theintegrand in ourapproxim ation.Integrations

ofthe rem aining zero-m odevariablesarecarried outand we�nd

Ii(z;s) = i(s1 � s2 + Ci)

(

eiz(s1� s2)+ izC i +
1

4�

Z

d�iB d�iF
�iB �iF � 1

�iB � �iF

�

�

1+ iz

�

s1�iB � s2�iF +
1

2
(Ci� Di)�iB +

1

2
(Ci+ D i)�iF

� �

� exp

�

iz

�

s1�iB � s2�iF +
1

2
(Ci� Di)�iB +

1

2
(Ci+ D i)�iF

��)

=
i�z

2
(s1 � s2 + Ci)(s1 + s2 � Di)J0

�

zs1 + z
Ci� Di

2

�

J0

�

zs2 � z
Ci+ D i

2

�

: (B8)

where�iF = cos�iF and �iB = cosh�iB .ThisresultyieldsW 2 in Eq.(95).

2. A A ’s dom ain

W e considerEq.(95)in the AA dom ain 1 � z1;2 using the asym ptoticform ofthe Besselfunction (60).ForW 1,

W 1(�1;�2) �
1

� 2

�h

f1(z1)e
iz1(A B 1+ A F 1)+ g1(z1)e

2iz1+ iz1(A B 1� A F 1)

i
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�

h

f2(z2)e
iz2(A B 2+ A F 2)+ g2(z2)e

2iz2+ iz2(A B 2� A F 2)

i�

kin

;

=
1

� 2

Z

D ~Q

h

e� F (z1;z1;z2;z2)f1(z1)f2(z2)+ e2iz1� F (� z1;z1;z2;z2)g1(z1)g2(z2)

+ e2iz2� F (z1;z1;� z2;z2)f1(z1)g2(z2)+ e2i(z1+ z2)� F (� z1;z1;� z2;z2)g1(z1)g2(z2)

i

; (B9)

where

fi(z) = 1+
1

8z2
+
1

2
(A B i� AF i)+ � � � ;

gi(z) = �
1

2z
+

i

8z2
+ � � � ; (B10)

and F isthesupersym m etry breaking functional

F (z1;z2;z3;z4)=
�D

4�V

Z

str(r ~Q )2

+
i

2V

Z

str(z1kF + z2kB )�1�z(~Q � �z)

+
i

2V

Z

str(z3kF + z4kB )�2�z(~Q � �z):(B11)

Thecondition z1 = z2 and z3 = z4 recoverssupersym m e-

try.Asbeforeweexpand the nonzero m odes ~Q in term s

ofthe P m atrix and use thecontraction rulesderived in

Appendix A. The �rstterm in Eq.(B9)does notbreak

supersym m etry[F (z1;z1;z2;z2)= F2]and isnothingbut

the purely perturbativecontribution.Itsconnected part

givesthe �rstterm in Eq.(98).The second (third)term

in Eq.(B9)givesthe second (third)term in Eq.(98).For

the leading ordercontribution,weuse

Z

D ~Q e� F (� z1;z1;z2;z2) � D1;



strk�2P

2
�

F (0)(� z1;z1;z2;z2)
= � 2

X

q6= 0

�
� + � ���

�
;

Z

D ~Q e� F (z1;z1;� z2;z2) � D2;



strk�1P

2
�

F (0)(z1;z1;� z2;z2)
= � 2

X

q6= 0

(� + � �� ):

(B12)

Forthe lastterm in Eq.(B9),we have

Z

D ~Q e� F (� z1;z1;� z2;z2) � D1D 1D
2

+ D
� 2
� : (B13)

The disconnected part is included in this contribution

and is subtracted to give the fourth and �fth term s in

Eq.(98).

The purely connected partW 2 iscalculated using the

asym ptoticform ofthe Besselfunction.W e obtain

W 2(�1;�2) �
1

4� 2

Z 1

1

ds1

Z 1

0

ds2

��

e
iz1

�
s1+

1

2
(s1A � + A

(� )

�
)

�
� i�

4 + (� )

� �

e
iz1

�
s2�

1

2
(s2A + + A

(� )

+
)

�
� i�

4 + (� )

�

�

�

e
iz2

�
s1+

1

2
(s1A � � A

(� )

�
)

�
� i�

4 + (� )

� �

e
iz2

�
s2�

1

2
(s2A + � A

(� )

+
)

�
� i�

4 + (� )

��

kin

; (B14)

where(� )denotesthecom plexconjugateoftheprecedingterm .Integrationsofs1;2 areevaluatedto�nd theasym ptotic

form

W 2(�1;�2) � �
1

4� 2

Z

D ~Q

�
1

(z1 � z2)
2

h

e� F (z1;z1;� z2;� z2)� e2i(z1� z2)� F (� z1;z1;z2;� z2)+ (z1;2 ! � z1;2)

i

+
1

(z1 + z2)
2

h

e� F (z1;z1;z2;z2)+ e2i(z1+ z2)� F (� z1;z1;� z2;z2)+ (z1;2 ! � z1;2)

i

+
i

z2
1
� z2

2

h

e2iz1� F (� z1;z1;z2;z2)+ e2iz1� F (� z1;z1;� z2;� z2)

+ e� 2iz2� F (z1;z1;z2;� z2)+ e� 2iz2� F (� z1;� z1;z2;� z2)� (z1;2 ! � z1;2)

i�

; (B15)

Finally,keeping second orderin P for the functionalF

and using the form ula (A12),weobtain the result(99).
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