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W e study the spectralpropertiesofa chiralrandom banded m atrix (chRBM )with elem entsde-

cayingasapower-law H ij � ji� jj
� � .Thism odelisequivalenttoachiral1D Anderson Ham iltonian

with long range power-law hopping. In the weak disorderlim itwe obtain explicitnonperturbative

analyticalresultsforthe density ofstates(D oS)and the two-levelcorrelation function (TLCF)by

m apping the chRBM onto a nonlinear � m odel. W e also put forward,by exploiting the relation

between thechRBM at� = 1 and a generalized chiralrandom m atrix m odel,an exactexpression for

theabovecorrelation functions.W egivecom pelling analyticaland num ericalevidencethatforthis

valuethechRBM reproducesallthefeaturesofan Anderson transition.Finally wediscusspossible

applicationsofourresultsto quantum chrom odynam ics(Q CD ).

PACS num bers:72.15.R n,71.30.+ h,05.45.D f,05.40.-a

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

Thespectralpropertiesofadisordered system ,nam ely,anoninteractingparticlein arandom potential,arestrongly

a�ected by the globalsym m etries ofthe Ham iltonian. In the ergodic/m etallic regim e,the spectralcorrelations of

generic quantum com plex system swith translationalinvariantspectrum fallin three universality classes(’standard’

from now on) attending to tim e reversaland spin sym m etries. The sim plest representative of each universality

classcorrespondsto an ensem ble ofm atriceswith the appropriate sym m etry and random G aussian entries.Typical

propertiesofthe spectraluctuationsofthese m atricesinclude levelrepulsion and spectralrigidity.In the literature

they areusually referred asW igner-Dyson (W D)statistics[1].

In recentyearsnew (’nonstandard’from now on)universality classeshavebeen putforward by relaxing thetransla-

tionalinvariancecondition [2,3,4,5].Theseclassesarerelated to additionalsym m etriesofthesystem .Forinstance,

for(random )m atriceswith block structure

H =

�
0 C

C y 0

�

; (1)

whereC isa generaln� (n+ �)real,com plex orquaternionicm atrix,theeigenvaluescom ein pairsof� �i orarezero.

Thisdiscretesym m etry isusually called chiraland inducesan additionallevelrepulsion around zero which resultsin

di�erentspectralcorrelationsforeigenvaluesnearzero (the origin)and away from zero (the bulk). In the bulk the

spectralcorrelationsarenota�ected by the block structureand W D statisticsapplies.

Them otivation to study thesenonstandard sym m etry classescom esfrom di�erentbranchesoftheoreticalphysics.

In the contextofQ CD,the Dirac operatorin a chiralbasis has a sim ilarblock structure. Itturns out thatin the

infrared (ergodic)lim it,theeigenvaluecorrelationsofthisoperatordonotdepend on thedynam icsdetailsoftheQ CD

Lagrangian butonly on theglobal(chiral)sym m etriesoftheQ CD partition function [2].Thusrandom m atriceswith

thecorrectchiralsym m etry ofQ CD (term ed chiralrandom m atrices)[6]accurately describethespectralpropertiesof

theQ CD Diracoperatorup tosom escaleknown astheThoulessenergy [7].Asin thestandard case,dependingon the

invarianceundertim e reversalsym m etry and spin,there existthreechiralrandom m atrix ensem bles.In the context

ofQ CD each universality classisrelated to both the num berofcolorsand the ferm ionicrepresentation considered.

Another interesting problem that falls beyond the standard classi�cation is that ofthe spectralcorrelationsofa

m esoscopic disordered system com posed ofboth norm alconducting and superconducting parts. In this case,in an

appropriatebasis,the m ean �eld Bogouliobov-deG ennesHam iltonian can be expressed as

H =

�
h �

� �� � hT

�

(2)

where� isa m atrix representing thepairing�eld and h isa m atrix representation ofthedisordered freeHam iltonian.

The Ham iltonian H can be e�ectively m odeled asa random m atrix provided thatthe phaseshiftdue to reection

in the NS interphasevanisheson average[5].In thissituation the gap atthe chem icalpotentialdisappearsand thus

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0403557v2


2

pseudo particle excitationsappearatarbitrarily low energies. The resulting spectralpropertiesalso fallapartfrom

W D statistics. In this case fournew universality classesare found attending to spin and tim e reversalsym m etries.

O thersystem s with sim ilarnonstandard sym m etriesinclude random ux m odels[8](here disorderis placed notin

the site butin the link (bond disorder))and bosonsin random m edia [9].

Asa generalrule (valid forallstandard and nonstandard sym m etry classes),localization e�ectstend to gradually

erasetheim pactofsym m etries.However,thetransition to localization isnotthesam ein both cases.In system swith

nonstandard sym m etriesthe localization propertiesare in generalsensitive to detailsasthe m icroscopic form ofthe

random potential[10]orthenum ber(odd oreven)oflatticepointsconsidered [11].In certain situations[12,13,14],

for energiesclose to zero,the DoS divergesand eigenvectorsrem ain delocalized even in the strong disorderregim e

in 1D or2D.By contrast,in the standard case the spectralcorrelationsare insensitive to the m icroscopic detailsof

the dynam icsprovided thatthe disordered potentialisshort-range.Theeigenstatesofa freeparticlein a disordered

m edium in lessthan 3D are localized in the therm odynam ic lim it for any am ountofdisorder. In three and higher

dim ensionsthere existsa m etalinsulatortransition (Anderson transition)fora criticalam ountofdisorder.

For�nite system s,the dim ensionlessconductance g = E c=� (E c = �h=tc isthe Thoulessenergy,tc isthe classical

tim e to cross the sam ple di�usively,and � is the quantum m ean levelspacing) is a usefulm agnitude to quantify

the deviations from W D statistics due to wavefunction localization. W e recallthat W D statistics applies in the

m etallic/delocalized regim eg ! 1 .Nonperturbativecorrectionsdue to a �nite g � 1 (weak disorder)wererecently

evaluated by Andreev and Altshuler [15]by m apping the localization problem onto a supersym m etric nonlinear �

m odel[16]. They m anaged to express the TLCF in term s of the spectraldeterm inant of the classicaldi�usion

operator.Asdisorderstrength increases,localization becom esdom inantg � 1 and eventually thesystem undergoesa

m etalinsulatortransition.Unfortunately the aboveanalyticaltoolsceaseto be applicable in thisregion.Num erical

sim ulationsof3D shortrangeAnderson m odelssuggestthat,atthe Anderson transition,the wavefunction m om ents

Pq presentanom alousscaling with respectto the sam ple size L,Pq =
R
ddrj (r)j2q / L� D q(q� 1),where D q isa set

ofexponentsdescribing the transition [17]. W avefunctionswith such a nontrivialscaling are said to be m ultifractal

(fora review seeRef.[18]).SpectraluctuationsattheAnderson transition (com m only referred as’criticalstatistics’

[19]) are interm ediate between W D and Poisson statistics. Typicalfeatures include: scale invariantspectrum [20],

levelrepulsion,and sub-Poisson num bervariance[21].Di�erentgeneralized random m atrix m odel(gRM M )havebeen

successfully em ployed to describe criticalstatistics[22,23].

The study ofthese gRM M haveshown thatcriticalstatisticsand m ultifractalwavefunctionscan be reproduced in

theweak coupling regim eg � 1 by allowing long rangehopping in theoriginalAnderson m odel.Actually power-law

long rangehopping,farfrom being a m athem aticalcuriosity,appearsin a broad rangeofsystem s:glasseswith strong

dipoleinteractionsin realspace[24],theevolution operatorofFloquetsystem s[25]with a nonanalyticalpotentialor

in Ham iltoniansleading to classicalanom alousdi�usion [26].Although theintroduction oflong rangehopping dates

back to the fam ousAnderson’spaperon localization [27],these m odelsdid notattracttoo m uch attention untilthe

num ericalwork ofO ono[28,29]and therenorm alization group (RG )treatm entofLevitov [24]in thecontextofglassy

system s.Them ain conclusion oftheseworkswasthatpower-law hopping m ay inducean Anderson transition in any

dim ension provided thatthe exponentofthe hopping decay m atchesthe dim ension ofthe space.

A 1D version ofthisproblem ,a RBM with a power-law decay,wasdiscussed in Ref.[23].By m apping the problem

onto a nonlinear � m odelwith a nonlocalinteraction,it was shown that for a 1=r band decay the eigenstates are

m ultifractaland thespectralcorrelationsresem bletheonesattheAnderson transition.In thiscasetheTLCF in the

g � 1 lim itisexpressed in term softhe spectraldeterm inantofa classicalanom alousdi�usion operatorrelated to

classicalballistic di�usion and 1=f noise [30].Recentinvestigations[31]have furthercorroborated the close relation

between thisrandom banded m atrix m odeland the Anderson m odelatthe m etalinsulatortransition.

In thiswork wewantto study the interplay between long rangedisorderand chiralsym m etry.O urm ain aim isto

providea detailed analyticalaccounton how the transition to localization occursin system swith chiralsym m etry.

The organization ofthe paperisasfollows.In Sec.II,weintroduce a chRBM with power-law decay (equivalentto

a 1D Anderson m odelwith power-law hopping and chiralsym m etry).Afterm apping itonto a nonlinear� m odelwe

investigatethelocalization propertiesby using therenorm alization group form alism .In Sec.III,analyticalresultsfor

both theDoS and theTLCF areobtained in di�erentdom ains.W eshow fora specialvalueofthepower-law exponent

(� = 1)the resulting expression isgreatly sim pli�ed. In Sec.IV,by exploiting the relation between the chRBM for

� = 1 and an exactly solvablerandom m atrix m odel,wegivean exactresultforthe DoS and the TLCF valid in the

weak disorderregim e.Itisshown thatthe spectralcorrelationsforthisspecialvalue resem ble those ofa disordered

system attheAnderson transition.W ealso conjecturean expression fortheDoS and theTLCF forarbitrary power-

law exponent.Theseanalytical�ndingsaresupported by num ericalresultsfrom directdiagonalization ofthechRBM .

Finally,in Sec.V,we discussapplicationsofourm odelin the contextofQ CD [2].
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II. T H E C H IR A L R B M W IT H P O W ER -LAW D ISO R D ER

W e study the spectralpropertiesofan ensem ble ofHerm itian chRBM given by

H =

�
!1 !2

!2 � !1

�

; (3)

where!1;2 aren� n Herm itian m atrices.Thisform isrelated to Eq.(1)at� = 0 by a unitary transform ation.In this

paper we restrictourselvesto the � = 0 case. The m atrix elem ents(!1;2)ij are independently distributed com plex

G aussian variableswith zero m ean and variance

hj(!1;2)ijj
2i= a

2(r)=
1

1+ (r=r0)
2�
; (4)

where r0 and � are realparam etersand r = ji� jjisthe spectraldistance. The choice ofcom plex m atrix elem ents

correspondsto a m atrix m odelwith unitary sym m etry. Due to the chiralsym m etry,the eigenvaluesofEq.(3)com e

in pairs of� �i. This feature induces thus an additionallevelrepulsion around zero and consequently the spectral

correlationsforeigenvaluesnearzero (theorigin)and away from zero (thebulk)areessentially di�erent.Atthebulk

the spectralcorrelations are not a�ected by the block structure and coincide with the nonchiralversion ofEq.(3)

which hasbeen intensively studied in recentyears[23,31].

In thissection westudy thelocalization propertiesattheorigin by m apping thechRBM (3)onto a supersym m etric

nonlinear� m odel[16]. The above chRBM can also be interpreted asa 1D chiralAnderson m odelwith long range

disorder.In thiscontextthe param eterr0 m easuresthe am ountofo�-diagonaldisorder.Thusthe r0 � 1 (r0 � 1)

lim itcorrespondswith theweak (strong)disorderregim e.In thispaper,dueto technicalreasons(large-r0 allowsusto

usethe saddle-pointapproxim ation in the derivation ofthe nonlinear� m odel),wearefocused on the weak disorder

lim it.Concerning the power-law exponent�,we arem ainly interested in the range1=2< � � 3=2.Itisknown that

thespectralcorrelationsforthenonchiralRBM case� � 1=2arewelldescribed by W D statistics[23].W eexpectthis

holdsalso in the presentchiralcaseand wedo notconsideritin thispaper.O n the otherhand,asshown below,for

� > 3=2 ourm odelissim ilarto a standard 1D shortrangechiralAnderson m odelrecently investigated in Ref.[32].

A . Supersym m etric nonlinear � m odel

W eusethesupersym m etry m ethod [16]to derivethesigm a m odel.W eshallfollow Efetov’snotationsand conven-

tions.Asusual,the �rststep isto expressthe correlation function asa ratio oftwo determ inant.Forthe one point

retarded G reen function,

G
(R )(�)=

1

�+ � H
=
1

2

@

@J
Z[J]

�
�
�
�
J= 0

; (5)

where�+ = � + i� isthe energy with sm allim aginary partand the generating function Z[J]isgiven by

Z[J]=
det(�+ � H + J)

det(�+ � H � J)
: (6)

The source �eld Jij is a 2n � 2n com plex m atrix. The above ratio can be written as a G aussian integralover a

supervectorwith both ferm ionicand bosoniccom ponentsas

Z[J]=

Z

D ( ;� )exp
�
i� (�+ � H + kJ) 

�
; (7)

wherek = diag(1;� 1)in superspace, isa 4n-com ponentsupervectorand � =  y.

Following the standard m ethod,we perform the spectralaveraging overH and introduce the 4� 4 superm atrix Q

using theHubbard-Stratonovich transform ation.Afterthesestepsarecarried out,thegenerating function isgiven by

hZ[J]i=

Z

D Q exp

�

�
A 0

2

nX

i;j= 1

(A � 1)ijstrQ iQ j + strln

�

�
+ �z + kJ�z + i

p
A 0Q

��

; (8)

where A ij = a2(ji� jj), A0 = n� 1
P n

i;j= 1
A ij, �z is the Paulim atrix in chiralspace and the Q -m atrix veri�es

fQ ;�xg = 0. In the lim it A 0 � r0 � 1 the integralover Q can be perform ed by the saddle-point m ethod. It is
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nothard to show thatin thiscase the solution ofthe saddle pointequation isQ i = �z at� = 0. Consequently the

saddle pointm anifold Q 2 = 1 isparam etrized asQ = T�z
�T where T isthe m atrix with sym m etry speci�ed below

and �T = T � 1.In addition to that,them assivem odechanging thesaddlepointshould also beintegrated out.Unlike

the standard case,the e�ectofthese m odesplaysan im portantrolein ourcase.The m atrix Q isthusparam etrized

as

Q i = Ti(�z + �Qi)�Ti; �Qi = �qi�z; (9)

where�qi isa2� 2superm atrix.In orderto proceed we�rstperform an expansion in powersof�Q up tosecond order,

and then integrateoverit(itisjustaG aussianintegration).Afterthesem anipulationswe�nd hZ[J]i=
R
D Q exp(� F )

with

F =
A 0

2

X

ij

R ijstrQ iQ j �
1

4

X

ij

R ijstr�TjTi�xstr�TiTj�x +
i��

2n�

X

i

str�zQ i+
i�

2n�

X

ij

strJijk�zQ j; (10)

whereR ij = (A � 1)ij� n� 1�ij
P

kl
(A � 1)kl,and � = �

p
A 0=2n istheinverseoftheDoS (m ean levelspacing)at� = 0.

W erem ark thattheaboveresultscan beapplied to any a(r)provided thatA 0 islargeenough.Fortechnicaldetails

we refer to Ref.[32]where a a(r) with exponentialdecay was considered. Com pared with the sigm a m odelfor the

nonchiralRBM ,we found an additionalcontribution having the double-supertrace form (second term ofEq.(10)).

Thisterm wasderived by integrating overthe m assivem odes.W e recallthatin itsderivation itwascrucialthatthe

m assivem odeswereparam etrized asin Eq.(9).

In orderto proceed we haveto m ake a gradientexpansion ofthe kinetic term in Eq.(10).Asin the standard case

[23],thisexpansion dependson the valueof�.For� > 3=2

A 0

2

X

ij

R ijstrQ iQ j � �
A 0

4

X

ij

(i� j)2R ijstr(r Q i)
2

� �
A
(2)

0

4A 0

Z

dxstr(r Q (x))2; (11)

where

A 0 = 2

Z 1

0

dr
1

1+ (r=r0)
2�

= 2r0

�

2�

sin �

2�

;

� A
(2)

0
= 2

Z 1

0

dr
r2

1+ (r=r0)
2�

= 2r30

�

2�

sin 3�

2�

;

�
A
(2)

0

A 0

= r
2

0

sin �

2�

sin 3�

2�

: (12)

W eseethattheintegralin A
(2)

0
iswell-de�ned for� > 3=2.Aftera sim ilarexpansion in thedoubletraceterm above,

we�nd the norm aldi�usive� m odelfor� > 3=2

F =
i��

2�V

Z

dxstr�zQ (x)+
1

4b

Z

dxstr(r Q (x))2 �
1

4c

Z

dx(strQ (x)r Q (x)�x)
2
; (13)

where forthe sakeofsim plicity wehaveneglected the sourceterm ,and V = n isthe ’system volum e’.The coupling

constantsband caregiven by

1

b
= �

A
(2)

0

A 0

= r
2
0

sin �

2�

sin 3�

2�

;
1

c
= �

A
(2)

0

4A 2
0

=
r0

8

sin2 �

2�

�

2�
sin 3�

2�

: (14)

For1=2 < � � 3=2 the gradientexpansion requiresa specialcare since A
(2)

0
isnotwell-de�ned.Taking into account

higherorderterm sin the gradientexpansion (asin Ref.[23]),we�nd the following expression forA
(2)

0
,

q
2

Z 1

0

dr
r2

1+ (r=r0)
2�

! 2

Z 1

0

dr
1� cosqr

1+ (r=r0)
2�

� C�r
2�� 1
0

jqj2�� 1; (15)
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where C� = 2
R1
0

dx(1� cosx)=x2� is a num ericalconstant. W ith this substitution Eq.(10)for 1=2 < � � 3=2 is

given by

F =
i��

2�V

Z

dxstr�zQ (x)+
1

4b

Z
dq

2�
jqj2�� 1strQ (q)Q (� q)

�
1

4c

Z
dq

2�

dp

2�

dp0

2�
jqj2�� 1strQ (p+ q)Q (� p)�xstrQ (p

0� q)Q (� p
0)�x; (16)

where

1

b
=
2C�r

2�
0

A 0

= C�r
2�� 1
0

sin �

2�
�

2�

;
1

c
=
C�r

2�
0

2A 2
0

=
C�r

2�� 2
0

8

�
sin �

2�
�

2�

� 2

: (17)

In thiscase,unlikefor� > 3=2,thenonlinear� m ode(16)correspondswith aprocessofanom alousdi�usion.However,

we note thatthe relation 1=b= 4A 0=c� r0=c holdsin both casesand 1=c� 1=b. Thusthe double trace term (last

term ofF )willnota�ectthespectralpropertiesto leading orderin 1=r0.Itsrolein thelocalization propertiesofthe

chRBM isdiscussed below.

B . R enorm alization group equations

By using theabovenonlinear� m odelEqs.(13)and (16),onecan discussthelocalization propertiesofourchRBM

in the therm odynam ic lim it. Thiscan be done by investigating the running ofthe coupling constantsb and c under

the RG ow. W e com pute the RG equationsto leading orderin b and b2=c. Forthe norm aldi�usive case,Eq.(13),

the param etersband b2=cinvolvethe following propagators

�(q;!)=
1

q2 � i!
; � 2(q;!)= q

2� 2(q;!) (For� > 3=2); (18)

respectively.O n the otherhand,in the anom alousdi�usivecase,Eq.(16),the propagatorsaregiven by

�(q;!)=
1

jqj2�� 1 � i!
; � 2(q;!)= jqj2�� 1� 2(q;!) (For1=2< � � 3=2): (19)

By observing the m om entum integrationsofthe propagators

Z �

�=l

ddq

(2�)d
�(q;!)�

1

2�
lnl;

Z �

�=l

ddq

(2�)d
� 2(q;!)�

1

2�
lnl; (20)

where � is a cuto� and l� n > 1,we conclude that for norm aldi�usion the logarithm ic dim ension is d = 2. For

anom alousdi�usion,since ourchRBM is in essence one dim ensional,the logarithm ic dim ension correspondsto the

case � = 1 (generally,d = 2� � 1). W e note thatitisa straightforward task to extend the derived � m odelforthe

chRBM to arbitrary dim ension.

In the norm aldi�usive case,the perturbative calculation ofthe RG equations was �rst done in Ref.[12]by the

m ethod ofthe �-expansion.The RG equationsaregiven by

�b = �
db

d�
= �b; �c = �

dc

d�
= �c+

1

8�
c
2
; � =

1

2�

b2

c
; (21)

where� = lnlistherenorm alization scale,�b;c arethebeta functionsforband cand � isthewavefunction renorm al-

ization.Theaboveequationsareim m ediately applied totheanom alouscaseby replacing� = d� 2by � = 1� (2�� 1).

The RG equationsare easily solved forarbitrary � [12]. W e see that,in the dom ain � > 0,the system iswithin the

extended phase. For � < 0,b and b2=c goes to in�nity and consequently a transition to localization is expected.

However we note that in this lim it the perturbative expansion breaks down since b;c increase under the RG ow.

For� = 0,b rem ainsconstant,c goesslowly (� 1=logl)to zero,and b2=c goesto in�nity. Thatm eansthatatthe

origin and forexponentially large volum esthe eigenstatesshould be delocalized and the DoS isexpected to diverge.

O fcourse thisdivergence issom ewhere cuto� before the origin since random m atrix theory (which should be valid

in the deep infrared lim it)predictsa vanishing ofthe DoS atthe origin.

Finally we rem ark thatthe above pseudo-divergenceisbeyond the currentnum ericalcapabilitiessince b� c and

1=c� logl� logn forn � 1.
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III. LEV EL C O R R ELA T IO N FU N C T IO N S

In thissection we com pute the DoS and the TLCF close to the origin in the g � 1 lim itby using the nonlinear�

m odelintroduced in the previoussection.Asm entioned previously,in system swith chiralsym m etry there isa clear

distinction between the spectralcorrelationsnearzero (the origin)and away from zero (the bulk). In the bulk the

spectralcorrelationsare nota�ected by the block structure and coincide with the nonchiralversion ofEq.(1)which

hasbeen intensively studied in recentyears[23,31].Afterreviewing theresultin thebulk,weexam inetheorigin for

the anom alousdi�usion case 1=2 < � � 3=2. Fornorm aldi�usion,we referto Ref.[32]. The case � = 1,related to

the Anderson transition,isworked outin detail.

A . R eview ofresults at the bulk

Theuseofthesupersym m etrym ethod perm itsan analyticalevaluation ofboth spectralpropertiesand eigenfunction

statistics [23]in a certain region ofparam eters. In the therm odynam ic lim it it was found that the eigenfunctions

are m ultifractalfor� = 1 and localized (delocalized)for� > 1 (� < 1)[23]. The spectralcorrelationsin the lim it

g = �Ec=� � 1 (E c the Thoulessenergy)can be expressed through the spectraldeterm inantofa classicaldi�usion

operator[15].Forthe unitary ensem ble

R(z) = 1�
1

2z2
�
1

4

@2

@z2
lnD 2(z)+

cos(2z)

2z2
D 2(z); (22)

D (z) =

1Y

n= 1

g2(2�n)2(2�� 1)

g2(2�n)2(2�� 1) + z2
; (23)

whereR(z)= � 2h�(�1)�(�2)i� 1istheTLCF,�(�)istheDoS atenergy �,� isthem ean levelspacing,1=2< � � 3=2,

and the energy z isexpressed in unitsof� asz = �(�1 � �2)=�. Although thisresultwasderived assum ing z � 1,

in Ref.[33]itwasshown thatitisvalid forallz.

W e m ention that the spectraldeterm inant above corresponds with a process of anom alous di�usion [30]with

hjrji / t1=(2�� 1). The asym ptotic behavior ofR(z) � z� 2+ 1=(2�� 1) (� 6= 1) is power-law and the dim ensionless

conductanceg � n2� 2� increases(decreases)with the system sizen for� < 1 (� > 1).Both thescaling ofg and the

TLCF resem blethoseofa weakly disordered conductorin d = 2=(2� � 1)dim ensions[23].Forthespecialcase� = 1,

D (z)= (z=2g)sinh
� 1
(z=2g)and R(z)can be explicitly evaluated as

R(z)= 1�
sin2 z

z2

�
z=2g

sinh(z=2g)

� 2

: (24)

Thiscorrelation function reproducestypicalfeaturesofthe spectralcorrelationsatthe Anderson transition aslevel

repulsion forz � 1 butsub-Poisson num bervariance�2(L)� �L forL � 1(seeSec.IV fora de�nition ofthenum ber

variance).

Although the RBM isde�ned in 1D,generalizationsto d dim ensionsarestraightforward.In thatcasetheproduct

over n runs over allpossible ~n = (n1;:::;nd). As m entioned previously,according to Levitov’s results [24],the

propertiesofthese power-law hopping m odelsaresim ilarin di�erentdim ensionsprovided thatthe dim ension ofthe

spaceisequalto thepower-law decay.Itistem pting to guessthata power-law decay � in d = 1 issim ilarto a decay

d� in d dim ensions.

B . R esults at the origin

After reviewing the properties at the bulk we m ove to the spectralcorrelationsclose to the origin. In the lim it

g = �Ec=� = n 2� 2�=b � r
2�� 1
0

n2� 2� � 1,we calculate the DoS and the TLCF ofthe chRBM (3) by using the

nonlinear� m odelasgiven by Eq.(16)withoutthedoubletraceterm .Asm entioned previously,sinceb=c� 1=r0 � 1,

the double-traceterm can be safely neglected.

The DoS isgiven by the expression

h�(�)i=
1

4�V
Re

Z

D Q

�Z

dxstrk�zQ (x)

�

e� F ; (25)
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whereF isde�ned in Eq.(16).The perturbativecalculation correspondsto expand the Q -m atrix as

Q (x)= �z

1+ iP

1� iP
= �z

�
1+ 2iP � 2P2 + � � �

�
; P =

�
0 t

t 0

�

; t=

�
a �

� ib

�

; (26)

where a,b are realvariablesand �,� G rassm ann variables. The resulting expansion isin powersofthe (anom alous)

di�usion propagator

�(q;�)=
�

2�

1

D jqj2�� 1 � i�
; (27)

whereD = �n=�b.Finite g correctionsto the DoS aregiven by

h�(�)i�
1

�

�

1+
1

2
Re

�X

q

�(q;�)

�2
�

: (28)

Since the expansion isnotwell-de�ned for the zero m ode (q = 0),this contribution should be rem oved from the

above expression and treated in a separate way [34]. W e rem ark,aswasnoticed in Ref.[32],the m ean levelspacing

� corresponding to the ergodicregim eism odi�ed by a �nite g as

1

~�
=

1

�
Re

Z

D ~Q

�
1

4V

Z

dxstrk�z
~Q (x)

�

e� F [
~Q ]�

1

�

�

1+
1

2
Re

�X

q6= 0

�(q;�)

�2
�

; (29)

where ~Q denotesthe nonzero m odes. Thisquantity isrelevantforussince we are interested in levelcorrelationsof

unfolded variables.Thuswede�ne the DoS scaled in term softhe renorm alized m ean levelspacing

�1(z)= ~�h�(� = ~�z=�)i: (30)

W enotethat,asshown in Sec.IV,therenorm alization of� isim portantto �nd agreem entbetween theresultsofthis

section and thoseofRef.[35].

The zero m ode contribution istreated nonperturbatively and givesthe ergodicresultg ! 1 [36]

�1(z)! �
(0)

1
(z)=

�z

2
(J20(z)+ J

2
1(z)): (31)

Asin the nonchiralcase [16],a properparam etrization ofthe Q -m atrix isrequired to derive thisexpression. Itcan

be incorporated into ourQ -m atrix as

Q (x)= T ~Q (x)�T; (32)

wherethe superm atrix T (�T isthe inverseofT)param etrizesthe zero m ode as[37]

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

�

; (33)

where� � � �F � �,0� �B � 1 ,and � and � areG rassm ann variables.Using thisparam etrization,weintegratethe

zero m ode �rstand,then,treatthe nonzero m odesperturbatively. Thiswasdone in Ref.[32]forthe case ofnorm al

di�usion.In thepresentcase,thezero m odepartisunchanged sincethekineticterm ,second (and third)term in the

freeenergy (16),doesnotincludethezero m ode.Forthenonzero m ode,theanom alousdi�usion propagatorEq.(27)

isused forthe perturbativeexpansion.Thusafterintegration ofthe zero m ode,we areleftwith,

h�(�)i �
1

~�
+

�

2�
Re

d

dz0

Z 1

z0

dt(t� z0)hJ0(t+ z0A B )J0(t� z0A F )� J1(t+ z0A B )J1(t� z0A F )ikin ;

A F;B = �
1

2V

Z

dxstr
1� k

2
�z[~Q (x)� �z];

h� � � i
kin

=

Z

D ~Q (� � � )exp

�

�
1

4b

Z
dq

2�
jqj2�� 1str ~Q (q)~Q (� q)

�

; (34)
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where z0 = ��=� and 1=~� isthe purely perturbative contribution (29). W e note thatthisexpression isvalid up to

second orderin 1=g.Theergodicresult(31)can be easily recovered by putting A F;B = 0.

W e are now ready to evaluate Eq.(34)in di�erentdom ains. In allcasesthe lim itg � 1 is assum ed. Forz � g,

known asthe K ravtsov-M irlin (K M )dom ain [34],the Besselfunctionscan be expanded in powersofzA � z=g as

J(t� zA)�

�

1� zA
d

dt
+
z2A 2

2

d2

dt2

�

J(t); (35)

to obtain

h�(�)i �
1

�
Re

�

1+
1

2
hA B � AF ikin

d

dz0
z0 +

1

8



(A B � AF )

2
�

kin

d

dz0
z
2

0

d

dz0

�

�
(0)

1
(z0):

(36)

Changing the variablefrom z0 = ��=� to z = ��=~�,we�nally areleftwith

�1(z)�

�

1+
a�

8g2

�

2z
d

dz
+ z

2
d2

dz2

��

�
(0)

1
(z); (37)

where�
(0)

1
(z)isde�ned in Eq.(31)and a� isthe m om entum sum m ation forperiodicboundary conditions,

a� = g
2
X

q6= 0

� 2(q;0)= 2

1X

n= 1

1

(2�n)4�� 2
: (38)

W e now m ove to the Andreev-Altshuler (AA) dom ain [15]z � 1. In this lim it we cannot expand the Bessel

functions.Instead weusetheirasym ptoticform ,

J0(z)=
1

�

Z �

0

dxeiz cosx �

r
1

�z

��

1�
1

8z
+ � � �

�

cosz+

�

1+
1

8z
+ � � �

�

sinz

�

: (39)

Noting thatJ1(z)= � J00(z)we �nd

�1(z) � Re

�

1+
1

8z2
�

1

2z
e2iz

Z

D ~Q e� Fk (z)

�

; (40)

Fk(z) =
1

4b

Z
dq

2�
jqj2�� 1str ~Q (q)~Q (� q)�

iz

2V

Z

dxstrk�z(~Q � �z): (41)

W erem ark thatthe presenceofthesuperm atrix k = diag(1;� 1)breaksthesupersym m etry in Fk(z).K eeping term s

up to second orderin the P -m atrix weobtain

�1(z)� 1�
cos2z

2z
D (z)+

1

8z2
; (42)

where the spectraldeterm inantD (z)isgiven by Eq.(23). W e note thatthe ergodic lim itcorrespondsto putD = 1

which correspondswith the asym ptoticform ofthe exactresultEq.(31).

W e now consider the TLCF.In this case the analyticalcalculation is along the lines ofthe DoS though m ore

technically involved.Here we presenta sum m ary ofresults.Fortechnicaldetailswe referto Ref.[32]where the case

ofnorm aldi�usion wasdiscussed.W e startby de�ning

�2(z1;z2)= ~� 2hh�(�1 = ~�z 1=�)�(�2 = ~�z 2=�)ii; (43)

wherehh�(�1)�(�2)ii= h�(�1)�(�2)i� h�(�1)ih�(�2)iistheconnected partoftheTLCF.In theK M ’sdom ain z1;2 � g,

�2(z1;z2) � �

��

1+
a�

4g2

�

z1
@

@z1
+ z2

@

@z2

�

+
a�

8g2

�

z
2
1

@2

@z2
1

+ 2z1z2
@

@z1

@

@z2
+ z

2
2

@2

@z2
2

��

K (z1;z2)

� 2

; (44)

where

K (z1;z2)=
�
p
z1z2

z2
1
� z2

2

(z1J1(z1)J0(z2)� z2J0(z1)J1(z2)): (45)
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The ergodiclim itisgiven by �2(z1;z2)= � K2(z1;z2).In the AA’sdom ain z1;2 � 1,

�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)

�

�
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); (46)

where D 1;2 = D (z1;2),D � = D ((z1 � z2)=2),Eq.(23),and � 1;2 = �(q;�1;2),� � = �(q;(�1 � �2)=2),Eq.(27). W e

rem ark thatthe �rstterm ofthe r.h.s.isobtained by a purely perturbativecalculation.

W e stress that in the the com m on dom ain 1 � z � g the results in both regions AA and K M coincide. It is

worthwhile to note that in the unitary lim it z;z1 + z2 ! 1 our results also coincide with those ofthe nonchiral

version ofourm odel:�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 2

� : (47)

Noting �(q;�=2;g)= 2�(q;�;2g)and D (z=2;g)= D (z;2g),we see thatthis isthe AA’s result(22)forthe unitary

classwhereg issubstituted by 2g.The factor2 isconsidered to be due to the chiralsym m etry.

C . Explicit results for � = 1

The case � = 1 isspecially interesting.O n the one hand itisrelated to the spectralcorrelationsatthe Anderson

transition and on theotherhand theanalyticalresultsoftheprevioussection aregreatly sim pli�ed sincethespectral

determ inantcan be evaluated exactly.

In the K M dom ain the sum m ation in a� can be easily perform ed,

a1 =
1

2�2

1X

n= 1

1

n2
=

1

12
: (48)

The DoS and the TLCF areconsequently given by

�1(z) �

�

1+
1

96g2

�

2z
d

dz
+ z

2
d2

dz2

��

�
(0)

1
(z); (49)

�2(z1;z2) � �

��

1+
1

48g2

�

z1
@

@z1
+ z2

@

@z2

�

+
1

96g2

�

z
2

1

@2

@z2
1

+ 2z1z2
@

@z1

@

@z2
+ z

2

2

@2

@z2
2

��

K (z1;z2)

� 2

: (50)

The resultsin AA’sdom ain 1� z1;2,1� g aregreatly sim pli�ed sinceboth the spectraldeterm inant

D (z)=

1Y

n= 1

1

1+ (z=2�gn)2
=

z=2g

sinh(z=2g)
; (51)

and the m om entum sum m ationsofthe propagatorcan be exactly evaluated,

Re
X

q26= 0

� 2(q;�)=
1

8�2g2
Re

1X

n= 1

1

(n � iz=2�g)
2
=

1

4z2

�
1� D2(z)

�
;

Im
X

q26= 0

�(q;�)=
i

4�g

1X

n= 1

�
1

n + iz=2�g
�

1

n � iz=2�g

�

= �
1

2z

�

1�
z

2g
coth

z

2g

�

: (52)

By utilizing the relations

1

2g

�

coth
z1 + z2

4g
+ coth

z1 � z2

4g

�

=
4z1

z2
1
� z2

2

D
� 1

1
D + D � ;

D 1D 2(D
2

+ D
� 2
� � 1) = �

4z1z2

(z1 � z2)2
(D 2

+ � D1D 2); (53)
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we�nd the following sim ple form forthe TLCF,

�2(z1;z2)= �

�
sin(z1 � z2)

z1 � z2
D � �

cos(z1 + z2)

z1 + z2
D +

�2

: (54)

W e easily see that the unitary lim it z1 + z2 ! 1 ,Eq.(24),can be recovered by keeping only the �rstterm in the

bracket.

IV . C H IR A L SY M M ET R Y A N D A N D ER SO N T R A N SIT IO N

In thissection,forthespecialvalue� = 1,weputforward an exactresultfortheDoS and theTLCF,valid forall

z;z1;2,in the lim itg � 1.The spectraluctuationsin thiscase presentfeaturesasscale invariance,levelrepulsion,

and asym ptotically linearnum bervariancesim ilarto theonesattheAnderson transition.ThusthechRBM at� = 1

isan idealcandidatetoinvestigatetheinterplay between chiralsym m etry and wavefunction localization leadingtothe

Anderson transition. W e recallthatin the therm odynam ic lim it,according to the RG analysisofprevioussections,

the chiralsym m etry willdelocalizethe eigenstatescloseto the origin and the DoS isdivergent(though according to

chiralrandom m atrix prediction thisdivergenceiscuto� beforethe origin).

A . G eneralized chiralrandom m atrix m odelfor criticalstatistics

W e �nd exactexpressionsforthe DoS and TLCF ofthe chRBM at� = 1 by m apping itonto an exactly solvable

generalized chiralrandom m atrix m odel(gchRM M ).The m odelin question isde�ned by the probability density

P (H )/

Z

D U expTr

�

�
1

4h
H 2 � n

2
h[H ;U ][H ;U ]y

�

; (55)

whereH isgiven by Eq.(1),U hasthe chiralblock structure

U =

�
U1 0

0 U2

�

; (56)

with U1;2 n � n unitary m atrices,and D U denotesthe Haarm easureofthe unitary m atricesU1;2.W e shallsee that

the param eterh isindeed related to the conductance g by h � 1=g. In Refs.[38,39],itwasfound thatthe spectral

correlations ofthis m odelare equivalent to the spatialcorrelations ofthe Calogero-Sutherland (CS) m odel[40]at

�nitetem perature.By using thisanalogy,exactexpressionsforthespectralcorrelationswerefound forany g � 1=h.

Itturnsoutthatin the g � 1 lim itsuch m odelisalso equivalentto ourchRBM at� = 1 [41]. The argum entisas

follows.By decom posing Eq.(55)into the blocksofH and U ,the probability density can be written as

P (H )/

Z

D U expTr

�

�
1+ 8h2n2

2h
C C

y + 4n2hReU1C U2C
y

�

: (57)

The integraloverU is,in principle,perform ed by using the Harish-Chandra-Itzykson-Zuberform ula. Howeverone

could attem ptan alternateroute.Random m atrix theory predictsthatthe spectraldensity ofU in the largen lim it

is constant and,due to levelrepulsion,the eigenvalues are consequently wellseparated. O ne can thus m odelthe

spectrum typicalofa U as exp(i�m ) (m = 1;:::2n) where in a �rst approxim ation the phases �m = 2�m =2n are

assum ed to be equidistant. By doing thatwe are neglecting the sm alluctuationsaround the equidistantposition.

W ithin theseapproxim ationstheintegraloverU isreduced,up to m ultiplicativeconstantfactors,to thecontribution

ofone\typical" U .In a basissuch thatthe U1;2 in (57)becom esdiagonal,

P (H )/ exp

8
<

:

X

i;j

jCijj
2

�

1+ (4nh)2 sin2
�(i� j)

2n

�
9
=

;
: (58)

Thisexpression describesa chRBM with variance

a
2(r= ji� jj)�

1

1+ (4nh)2 sin2 �r

2n

�
1

1+ 4�2h2r2
; (59)
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butthisisnothing butouroriginalchRBM for� = 1 with r0 � 1=h.Thusthe spectralcorrelationsofboth m odels

should coincide. Letus�rstreview the exactresultsforthe gchRM M reported in Ref.[35]. In the h � 1 lim it,the

DoS wasfound to be

h�(�)i=
1

�

Z 1

� 1=h

dt
(1+ ht)

2

cosh
2
�
2t(1+ ht

2
)
��

(0)

1

�

(1+ ht)
��

�

�

; (60)

where� = �=2n isthe m ean levelspacing ath = 0,and �
(0)

1
(z)isgiven by Eq.(31).The TLCF is

hh�(�1)�(�2)ii= �
1

� 2

�Z 1

� 1=h

dt
(1+ ht)

2

cosh
2
�
2t(1+ ht

2
)
�K

�

(1+ ht)
��1

�
;(1+ ht)

��2

�

��2

; (61)

whereK (z1;z2)isgiven by Eq.(45).

The m ean levelspacing �(h)ath 6= 0 can be evaluated from Eq.(60)as

1

�(h)
=

1

�

Z 1

� 1=h

dt
(1+ ht)

2

cosh
2
�
2t(1+ ht

2
)
� �

1

�

�

1�
�2h2

96

�

: (62)

W e note thatthis quantity correspondsto ~� in Eq.(29). Naive calculation of ~� using the nonlinear� m odelgives

a divergentresultand we thus�nd disagreem entwith Eq.(62).However,justlike in Eqs.(30)and (43),ifthe above

resultsarescaled in term sof�(h)as

�1(z) = �(h)h�(� = �(h)z=�)i;

�2(z1;z2) = � 2(h)hh�(�1 = �(h)z 1=�)�(�2 = �(h)z 2=�)ii; (63)

weshow below thatagreem entbetween both calculationsisfound.

In order to prove this claim we perform a series expansion on the exact results (60) and (61) to com pare them

with the �ndings ofthe previous section in both the AA and K M dom ain. For the K M dom ain we startwith the

expression (60).Theintegralisstrongly peeked around t= 0.Thereforewecan perform an expansion in powersoft

up to term sinvolving h2 corrections.

h�(�)i �
1

�

Z 1

� 1=h

dt
1

cosh
2
2t

�

1+ 2ht� 2ht2
sinh2t

cosh2t
+ h

2
t
2 � 4h2t3

sinh2t

cosh2t
� h

2
t
4 + 3h2t4

sinh
2
2t

cosh
2
2t

�

�

�

1+ htz
d

dz
+
h2t2

2
z
2 d

2

dz2
+
�2h2

96
z
d

dz

�

�
(0)

1
(z)

�
1

�(h)

�

1+
�2h2

96

�

2z
d

dz
+ z

2
d2

dz2

��

�
(0)

1
(z): (64)

The TLCF iscalculated in the sam eway.Aftera laboriouscalculation oneisleftwith

hh�(�1)�(�2)ii � �
1

� 2(h)

��

1+
�2h2

48

�

z1
d

dz1
+ z2

d

dz2

�

+
�2h2

96

�

z
2

1

d2

dz2
1

+ 2z1z2
d

dz1

d

dz2
+ z

2

2

d2

dz2
2

��

K (z1;z2)

� 2

: (65)

In the AA’sdom ain 1 � z;z1;2,the DoS reducesto

h�(�)i �
1

�(h)

Z 1

� 1

dt
1

cosh
2
2t

�

1�
cos[2z(1+ ht)]

2z
+

1

8z2

�

=
1

�(h)

�

1�
cos2z

2z
D (z)+

1

8z2

�

; (66)

where

D (z)=

Z 1

� 1

dt
cos(2zht)

cosh
2
(2t)

=
�hz=2

sinh(�hz=2)
: (67)
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In a sim ilarway,by using

K (z1;z2)�
sin(z1 � z2)

z1 � z2
�
cos(z1 + z2)

z1 + z2
; (68)

weobtain forthe TLCF

hh�(�1)�(�2)ii � �
1

� 2(h)

�
sin(z1 � z2)

z1 � z2
D

�
z1 � z2

2

�

�
cos(z1 + z2)

z1 + z2
D

�
z1 + z2

2

��2

: (69)

Asexpected these resultsare in com plete agreem entwith the �ndingsofthe previoussection by setting h = 1=�g.

W e notethatthe function D (z)in Eq.(23)can be written in a spectraldeterm inantform

D (z)=

1Y

n= 1

n2

n2 + h2z2=4
: (70)

W e rem ark thatthe m apping proposed in this section provideswith explicitexactresultsforany value ofz. Con-

cerning therelation with thespectralpropertiesattheAnderson transition wem ention thatin Ref.[35]itwasshown

analyticallythatthegchRM M (and consequentlyourchRBM at� = 1)reproducesallthefeaturesofcriticalstatistics.

W e do notrepeatherethisdiscussion and referto itfordetailsand to the nextsection fornum ericalveri�cation.

O nce we have proposed exact relations for the spectralcorrelations at the specialvalue � = 1,it is worthwhile

to ask whether an analogousresultcan be extended for the restof�s. Unfortunately a m apping asthe one above

reported for � = 1 cannot be extended to other values of�. W e attem pt a di�erent strategy. The DoS (60) and

the TLCF (61) were explicitly evaluated in Ref.[35]in the large conductance g = 1=�h � 1 lim it. The resulting

expressions,valid up to 1=g2 corrections,were derived keeping the com bination z=g �xed. Thisam ountsto neglect

zk=gk+ 2 term sascom pared to zk=gk.W e rem ark thatthisexpansion coincideswith the supersym m etry calculation

in theAA dom ain butnotin theK M dom ain where1=g2 correctionswerekept.TheresultsofRef.[35](Eqs.(61)and

(69)there)can be rewritten in the following way,

�1(z) =
�z

2
(J20(z)+ J

2

1(z))+
�

2
J0(z)J1(z)(D (z)� 1); (71)

�2(x;y) =
1

2
Re

X

q6= 0

�
� 2

+ + � 2

�

�
+

D 2
+ � 1

2(x + y)2
+

D 2
� � 1

2(x � y)2

�

�
�
p
xy

2(x + y)
D + [J1(x)J0(y)+ J0(x)J1(y)]+

�
p
xy

2(x � y)
D � [J1(x)J0(y)� J0(x)J1(y)]

� 2

; (72)

whereD � = D ((x� y)=2)and �2� = � 2(q;(x� y)=2)with D and � given by Eqs.(51)and (27)at� = 1 respectively.

Theseexpressionsareconsistentwith Eqs.(42)and (54).For� = 1,using therelation (52),the�rstlineofther.h.sof

Eq.(72)vanishes.Thereason ofkeeping theexpression ofthe�rstlineisthatwewantto separatepurely perturbative

contributionsinvolving the propagator� from the nonperturbativeones.

Since the dependence in � aboveisonly through D and �,wespeculate thatforgeneral� the expressionsforthe

DoS and the TLCF ofourchRBM (in the g � 1 lim it) are given by the above expressionswith D and � replaced

by Eqs.(23) and (27) respectively. For the DoS,this speculation is supported by the supersym m etric calculation

(which isvalid forarbitrary �)sinceEq.(71)isconsistentwith Eq.(42).FortheTLCF thesituation islessclear.The

supersym m etry resultfortheTLCF at� 6= 1hasacom plicated form (46)duetothenontrivialm ixingofperturbative

and nonperturbativecontributions.W erem ark thatforthespecialvalue� = 1 itwasgreatly sim pli�ed to Eq.(54)by

using nontrivialrelationsofthepropagatorand thespectraldeterm inantasdem onstrated in Sec.IIIC.W ecould not

m anage to recast(46)asin Eq.(72). W e thus conclude thatEq.(72)forarbitrary � isjustthe sim plestalternative

am ong severalpossible options.

B . N um ericalresults

W enow com paretheanalyticalpredictionsofprevioussectionswith theresultsofdirectnum ericaldiagonalization

ofthe chRBM in the spectralregion close to the origin. Since we are m ainly interested in the spectralcorrelations

beyond the Thoulessenergy attention isfocused on long range correlatorsasthe num ber variance �2(L)= hLi2 �

hL2i =
R�L
0

dz�1(z)�
R�L
0

dxdyR(x;y). W e recallthat the num ber variance �2(L) m easures the sti�ness ofthe

spectrum .In them etallic regim e,foreigenvaluesseparated lessthan the Thoulessenergy,uctuationsaresm alland
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FIG .1: D oS �1(z). The solid line is the analyticalprediction ofthe chRBM (71) at a given g. The sym bols represent the

num ericalresultsfortheindicated volum eN and bandwidth r0,and thethin line standsfortheresultatergodic lim itg ! 1

(chiralG aussian unitary ensem ble (chG UE)).Asobserved the agreem entwith the analyticalresultsisim pressive.

�2(L)� log(L)forL � 1.Beyond the Thoulessenergy spectraluctuationsgetstrongerand �2(L)� Ld=2,where

d isthedim ensionality ofthe space.Fordisorderstrong enough eigenvaluesareuncorrelated (Poisson statistics)and

�2(L)= L.AttheAnderson transition,thenum bervarianceisasym ptotically proportionalto �L (� < 1)[21].The

spectraluctuationsarestudied by directdiagonalization ofthechRBM fordi�erentsizesrangingfrom N = 2n = 240

toN = 2n = 1200.Theeigenvaluesthusobtained areunfolded with respecttothem ean DoS.Thenum berofdi�erent

realizationsofdisorderischosen such thatforeach N thetotalnum berofeigenvaluebeatleast2� 105.In orderto

reduceunwanted �nite sizee�ectswe haveutilized a \periodicboundary" version ofEq.(1)asin Ref.[31].

W e �rst study the spectraluctuations at the criticalvalue � = 1. In this case,since the spectraldeterm inant

can be explicitly evaluated,both the DoS (71)and the TLCF (72)havea sim ple form .Itisstraightforward to show

analytically [35]that�2(L)� L=4�r0 forL � 1.In Fig.1weshow thenum ericalDoS versustheanalyticalprediction

(71). Asobserved,the oscillationsofthe DoS are dam ped with respectto the ergodic regim e. W e stressthat,since

g = r0,the com parison between analyticaland num ericalisparam eterfree.

O neofthesignaturesofan Anderson transition istheindependenceofg on thesystem size.In ourcase,analytically

itisalsopredicted thatg = r0 (r0 � 1)isscaleinvariant.In Fig.2thenum bervarianceforr0 = 3and � = 1isplotted

fordi�erentvolum esN .Asexpected the spectrum isscale invariantasatthe Anderson transition.In Fig.3 we test

ouranalytical�ndingsby com paring them with thenum ericalnum bervarianceattheorigin fordi�erentm atrix sizes

and bandwidth r0 = 3. Asobserved,the theoreticalpredictionsare fully con�rm ed. The deviationsappearing after

L � 20 area wellunderstood �nite size e�ect.

W e now study the spectralcorrelationsfornon criticalvaluesof�. For1=2 < � < 1,according to ourconjecture

Eq.(72),the asym ptotic value ofthe TLCF is controlled by the power-law tailofthe perturbative part. Thus it

is expected that for L � 1,�2(L) � L1=2�� 1. The dim ensionless conductance g � r
2�� 1
0

N 2� 2� increases as the

system sizedoes.In Fig.4 weshow thenum ericalnum bervariancefordi�erent�sversustheconjectureEq.(72).The

num ericalnum bervariancefollowstheexpected asym ptoticpower-law behaviorin fairagreem entwith theconjectured

result.Thisevidenceisnotconclusivesincedi�erentconjectureswith thesam easym ptoticlim itsalsom ay bein good

agreem entwith the num ericalresults.Clearly furtherwork isneeded to settle thisissue.
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FIG .2: Num ber variance �
2
(L) close to the origin ofthe spectrum . The sym bols represent the num ericalresults for the

indicated volum e N and bandwidth r0 = 2. Asobserved,the spectrum is scale invariant. D i�erences for large distances are

due to �nite size e�ects.

V . A P P LIC A T IO N S:T H E Q C D VA C U U M A S A D ISO R D ER ED M ED IU M

In thissection wediscussapplicationsofourresultsin thecontextofQ CD.G enerally,for� > 3=2correspondingto

norm aldi�usion,ourm odelshould describetheleading �niteg correctionsto thespectralcorrelationsofany disorder

system with shortrangedisorderand chiralsym m etry.Thecaseof1=2< � � 3=2 correspondswith chiraldisordered

system swith long rangehopping.Thisistypicalofsystem sdriven by dipole interactions(1=r3)[24].W e would also

like to m ention thatfor� = 1 ourresultsprovide a phenom enologicaldescription ofthe propertiesofsystem swith

chiralsym m etry atthe Anderson transition. Before going into detailsa word ofcaution isin order. Asm entioned

in the introduction,the spectralcorrelationsofchiralsystem s,unlike forthe standard universality class,are highly

dependenton m icroscopicaldetailsofthem odelastheexactform ofthedisordered potential.Thustheapplications

below reported m ustbeconsidered aseducated guessesam ong a broad classofsystem sin which our�ndingsm ay be

relevant.

In theinfrared lim ittheeigenvaluecorrelationsoftheQ CD Diracoperatordonotdepend on thedynam icaldetailsof

theQ CD Lagrangian butonly on theglobalsym m etriesoftheQ CD partition function [2].Thusrandom m atriceswith

the correctchiralsym m etry ofQ CD (term ed chiralrandom m atrices)[6]accurately describe the spectralproperties

ofthe Q CD Dirac operatorup to som e scale known asthe Thoulessenergy. Forlargerenergy di�erences,dynam ic

featuresbecom e im portantand the standard random m atrix m odelceasesin principle to be applicable.However,in

a recentwork [42],ithasbeen reported thatthe spectralcorrelationsofthe Q CD Diracoperatorin a background of

instantonsareaccurately described by a chiralRBM with � = 3=4 up to scaleswellbeyond theThoulessenergy.The

reason forsuch exponentisindeed related tothedipole-likeinteraction dom inatingtheinteraction between quark zero

m odesand instantons.The m atrix elem entsTIA (which physically describe the am plitude ofprobability fora quark

to hop from an instanton to an antiinstanton)ofthe Q CD Dirac operatorin a basisofchiralzero m odes decay as

TA I � 1=R3
IA

(dipole-likeinteraction)where R IA isthe instanton-antiinstanton distance in a 4D space.Itwasshown

in Ref.[24]thatthespectralpropertiesofsystem swith power-law hopping aresim ilarin di�erentdim ensionsprovided

thatthedecay exponentm atchesthespacedim ension.Thusadecay TA I � 1=R3
IA
in 4D isequivalentto TA I � 1=R

3=4

IA

in 1D.Furtherm ore,with thisvalueof�,g scalesatthebulk asa 4D conductor(g �
p
n)which istheexpected result
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FIG .3:Num bervariance �
2
(L)close to theorigin ofthespectrum for� = 1.The solid linesare theanalyticalpredictionsfor

the chRBM Eqs.(71)and (72),and the sym bolsrepresentthe num ericalresultsforthe indicated bandwidth r0 and N = 400.

As observed,the agreem ent with the analyticalresults is rem arkable. The value ofg chosen corresponds with the analytical

prediction exceptforr0 = 2 wherethebest�tting isforg = 1:8 instead ofg = 2.Thisdeviation isexpected sincetheanalytical

predictionsare valid only in the g � 1 lim it.

from chiralperturbation theory [43]and latticesim ulations[44].Therangeofapplicability ofthischRBM wasfound

notto berestricted to theabovem entioned zerotem peraturecase.Asusualin �eld theory,tem peratureisintroduced

by com pactifying one ofthe spatialdim ensions. Thusin Euclidean Q CD the e�ectoftem perature isto reduce the

e�ectivedim ensionality ofthesystem to three.Now sincethee�ectivedim ension ofthespacem atchesthepower-law

decay oftheQ CD Diracoperator(� 1=R3)oneexpects,accordingto Refs.[24,45],m ultifractalwavefunctionstypical

ofam etal-insulatortransition.Asm entioned previously,thissituation correspondswith thecase� = 1in ourchRBM .

The above �ndingssuggestthat,in case thatthe restoration ofthe chiralsym m etry expected at�nite tem perature

were dom inated by instantons,the physicalm echanism leading to the quark-gluon plasm a state ofm attercould be

sim ilarto an Anderson transition driven by dipoleinteractions.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N

W e havestudied the spectralpropertiesofa disordered system with chiralsym m etry and long rangehopping.By

m apping the problem to a supersym m etricnonlinear� m odelwehaveobtained explicitexpression forboth the DoS

and TLCF in di�erentdom ains.Ithasbeen observed that,asin the nonchiralcase,ifthe power-law decay m atches

the dim ensionality ofthe space the spectralcorrelationsare sim ilarto the onesatthe Anderson transition and are

described by criticalstatistics. Based on the relation with a gchRM M we have put forward an exactform ula for a

speci�c value (� = 1)ofthe power-law decay and wehavealso speculated thata sim ilarrelation should hold forthe

restof�s. Finally we have argued thatin the contextofQ CD,ourm odelm ay be utilized to describe the spectral

correlationsofthe Q CD Dirac operatorbeyond the Thoulessenergy atzero and at�nite tem perature.

A.M .G .was supported by the EU network \M athem aticalaspects ofquantum chaos". K .T was supported by
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(L)close to the origin ofthe spectrum in the delocalized regim e � � 1. The sym bolscorrespond

with the num ericalsim ulation.The linescorrespond with the analyticalnum bervariance with R (x;y)given by theconjecture

Eq.(72).In allcasesN in setto N = 400 and r0 = 2.Thevalueofg chosen isthebest�tto thenum ericalresults.W echecked

thatitisclose (� 5% )to the analyticalprediction,g � r
2� � 1
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