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W e study the spectral properties of a chiral random banded m atrix (chRBM ) w ith elem ents de—
caying asa power-law H i J JjJ .Thismodelisequivalent to a chirallD A nderson H am iltonian
w ith long range power-law hopping. In the weak disorder lim i we obtain explicit nonperturbative
analytical results for the density of states (D 0S) and the two-Jevel correlation function (TLCF) by
m apping the chRBM onto a nonlinear model. W e also put forward, by exploiting the relation
between the chRBM at = 1 and a generalized chiral random m atrix m odel, an exact expression for
the above correlation functions. W e give com pelling analytical and num erical evidence that for this
value the chRBM reproduces all the features of an A nderson transition. Finally we discuss possble
applications of our resuls to quantum chrom odynam ics QCD ).

PACS numbers: 72.15Rn, 7130+ h, 0545D £, 0540 .=a

I. NTRODUCTION

T he spectralproperties ofa disordered system , nam ely, a noninteracting particle n a random potential, are strongly
a ected by the global sym m etries of the Ham iltonian. In the ergodic/m etallic regin e, the spectral correlations of
generic quantum ocom plex system s w ith translational invariant spectrum fall in three universality classes (standard’
from now on) attending to tin e reversal and soin symm etries. The sin plest representative of each universality
class corresponds to an ensam ble ofm atrices w ith the appropriate sym m etry and random G aussian entries. T ypical
properties of the spectral uctuations of these m atrices include level repulsion and spectral rigidity. Tn the literature
they are usually referred asW ignerD yson W D) statistics EL:].

In recent yearsnew (nonstandard’ from now on) universality classes have been put forw ard by relaxing the transla—
tional nvariance condition ﬁg:, :j,:fl, :_'5]. T hese classes are related to additional sym m etries of the system . For instance,
for (random ) m atrices w ith block structure

0 C
H = cv o 7 @)
where C isa generaln n+ ) real, com plex or quatemionicm atrix, the eigenvalies com e in pairsof ; orare zero.
T his discrete sym m etry is usually called chiraland induces an additional level repulsion around zero which resuls in
di erent spectral correlations for eigenvalues near zero (the origin) and away from zero (the bulk). In the buk the
spectral correlations are not a ected by the block structure and W D statistics applies.

T he m otivation to study these nonstandard sym m etry classes com es from di erent branches of theoretical physics.
In the context ofQ CD , the D irac operator n a chiralbasis has a sin ilar block structure. It tums out that In the
Infrared (ergodic) lim i, the eigenvalue correlations ofthis operator do not depend on the dynam ics details ofthe Q CD
Lagrangian but only on the global (chiral) sym m etries ofthe Q CD partition function ﬁ] T hus random m atricesw ith
the correct chiralsymm etry ofQ CD (temm ed chiralrandom m atrices) té] accurately describe the spectralproperties of
the Q CD D irac operatorup to som e scale know n asthe T houless energy 57 A s in the standard case, depending on the
Invariance under tin e reversal sym m etry and spin, there exist three chiral random m atrix ensem bles. In the context
0fQ CD each universality class is related to both the num ber of colors and the ferm ionic representation considered.

A nother interesting problem that falls beyond the standard classi cation is that of the spectral correlations of a
m esoscopic disordered system com posed of both nom al conducting and superconducting parts. In this case, n an
appropriate basis, themean eld Bogoulicbov-de G ennes H am iltonian can be expressed as

h

H = H 2)

where isam atrix representing the pairing eld and h isam atrix representation ofthe disordered free H am ilttonian.
The Ham iltonian H can be e ectively m odeled as a random m atrix provided that the phase shift due to re ection
In the NS Interphase vanishes on average E]. In this situation the gap at the chem ical potential disappears and thus
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pseudo particle excitations appear at arbitrarily low energies. T he resulting spectral properties also fall apart from
W D statistics. In this case four new universality classes are ound attending to spin and tim e reversal sym m etries.
O ther system s w ith sin ilar nonstandard sym m etries inclide random ux m odels 5!_3"] (here disorder is placed not in
the site but in the link (pond disorder)) and bosons in random m edia E_Si].

Asageneralrmule (valid for all standard and nonstandard symm etry classes), localization e ects tend to gradually
erase the in pact of sym m etries. H ow ever, the transition to localization isnot the sam e in both cases. In system sw ith
nonstandard sym m etries the localization properties are In general sensitive to details as the m icroscopic form of the
random potential tL(] ] or the num ber (odd or even) of lattice points considered [l]:] Tn certain sttuations fl2 :L3 :14],
for energies close to zero, the D oS diverges and eigenvectors ram ain delocalized even in the strong disorder regin e
In 1D or 2D .By contrast, in the standard case the spectral correlations are nsensitive to the m icroscopic details of
the dynam ics provided that the disordered potential is short-range. T he eigenstates of a free particle In a disordered
mediuim in less than 3D are localized in the them odynam ic lim it for any am ount of disorder. In three and higher
din ensions there exists a m etal insulator transition (A nderson transition) for a critical am ount of disorder.

For nite system s, the din ensionless conductance g= E .= (E . = h=t. is the Thouless energy, t. is the classical
tin e to cross the sam plk di usively, and is the quantum m ean level spacing) is a usefil m agnitude to quantify
the deviations from W D statistics due to wavefunction localization. W e recall that W D statistics applies In the
m etallic/delocalized regineg ! 1 . N onpextuﬂoatjye correctionsdue to a nieg 1 Wweak disorder) were recently
evaluated by Andreev and A kshuler flS 1 by m apping the localization problem onto a supersym m etric nonlinear
m odel hG They m anaged to express the TLCF in tem s of the spectral detemm inant of the classical di usion
operator. A s disorder strength Increases, localization becom esdom lnantg 1 and eventually the system undergoes a
m etal insulator transition. Unfrtunately the above analytical tools cease to be applicable in this region. N um erical
sjm ulations 0f 3D short range A nderson m odels suggest that, at the A nlgerson transition, the wavefiinction m om ents

q present anom alous scaling w ith respect to the sam plk size L, Pq derj @F*/ L P«@ D whereD, isa set
of exponents descr_ibmg the transition [l"}] W avefunctions w ith such a nontrivial scaling are saJd to bem u]i:ﬁ:actal
(ﬁ)r a review see Ref. fl8]) Spectral uctuations at the Anderson transition (comm only referred as ‘critical statistics’
ll9]) are Intermm ediate between W D and Poisson statistics. Typical features inclide: scale invariant spectrum {20],
level repulsion, and sub-P oisson num ber variance [2]1] D i erent generalized random m atrix m odel (QRM M ) have been
successfiilly em ployed to describe critical statistics QZ :23]

The study ofthese gRM M have shown that critical statistics and m ultifractal w avefunctions can be reproduced in
the weak coupling regine g 1 by allow ing long range hopping in the original A nderson m odel. A ctually pow er-law
long range hopping, far from beJng a m athem atical curiosity, appears in a broad range of system s: glasses w ith strong
dipole interactions in real space l24], the evolution operator of F loquet system s [_25] w ith a nonanalytical potential or
In Ham ittonians leading to classical anom alous di usion [26:] A Yhough the introduction of long range hopping dates
back to the fam ous A nderson’s paper on localization f27|], these m odels did not attract too m uch attention until the
num ericalwork ofO ono I_Zg :_2§ and the renom alization group RG ) treatm ent of Levitov [_2§.] In the context ofglassy
system s. Them ain conclusion of these works was that powerJaw hopping m ay lnduce an A nderson transition in any
din ension provided that the exponent of the hopping decay m atches the din ension of the space.

A 1D version ofthisproblem , a RBM wih a power-aw decay, was discussed in Ref.t_Zé]. By m apping the problem
onto a nonlinear modelw ith a nonlocal interaction, it was shown that for a 1=r band decay the eigenstates are
m ultifractal and the spectral correlations resem ble the ones at the A nderson transition. In this case the TLCF in the
g 1 Iim it is expressed in tem s of the spectral detem inant of a classical anom alous di usion operator related to
classicalballistic di usion and 1=f noise [30]. Recent investigations [31] have farther corrcborated the close relation
betw een this random banded m atrix m odeland the A nderson m odel at the m etal insulator transition.

In thiswork we want to study the interplay between long range disorder and chiralsymm etry. Ourm ah ain isto
provide a detailed analytical account on how the transition to localization occurs in system sw ith chiral symm etry.

T he organization of the paper is as ollow s. In Sec,'_I-L we Introduce a chRBM w ith power-daw decay (equivalent to
a 1D Anderson m odelw ith power-law hopping and chiral sym m etry). A ffer m apping it onto 2, nonlinear modelwe
Investigate the localization properties by using the renom alization group form alisn . In SecﬂI[ analytical results for
both theD oS and the TLCF are obtained in di erent dom aJns W e show fora specialvalue ofthe power-aw exponent
( = 1) the resulting expression is greatly smpli ed. In Sec.FLV-, by exploiting the relation between the chRBM for

= 1 and an exactly solvabl random m atrix m odel, we give an exact result for the D oS and the TLCF wvalid in the
weak disorder regin e. It is shown that the spectral correlations for this special value resem ble those of a disordered
system at the Anderson transition. W e also concture an expression or the D oS and the TLCF for arbitrary pow er-
law exponent. T hese analytical ndings are supported by num erical results from direct diagonalization ofthe chRBM .
Finally, in Sec.‘\?:, w e discuss applications of our m odel in the context ofQ CD f_Z:].




II. THE CHIRALRBM W ITH POW ER-LAW DISORDER
W e study the spectralproperties of an ensem ble of Hem iian chRBM given by
H = ' ; 3)

where ! ;;; aren n Hem iian m atrices. This form is related to Eq.:gi) at = 0by auniary transform ation. In this
paper we restrict ourselves to the = 0 case. The m atrix elements (!1;,2)i5 are Independently distributed com plex
G aussian variables w ith zero m ean and variance
. ) 2 1
hi(l12)fi=a® @) = —————; @)
1+ (r=xy)

where ry and are realparametersand r= 1  jjis the spectraldistance. T he choice of com plex m atrix elem ents
corresponds to a m atrix m odelw ith unitary symm etry. D ue to the chiral sym m etry, the eigenvalies of E q.d_’.’:) com e
In pairs of ;. This feature Induces thus an additional level repulsion around zero and consequently the spectral
correlations for eigenvalues near zero (the origin) and away from zero (the bulk) are essentially di erent. At the buk
the spectral correlations are not a ected by the block structure and coincide w ith the nonchiral version of Eq. (d)
which hasbeen ntensively studied in recent years £3, 311.

In this section we study the localization properties at the origin by m apping the chRBM (:3) onto a supersym m etric
nonlinear m odel tl6] The above chRBM can also be interpreted as a 1D chiral Anderson m odelw ith long range
disorder. In this context the param eter r; m easures the am ount of o -diagonaldisorder. T hus the ry 1 (o 1)
lim it correspondsw ith the weak (strong) disorder regim e. In this paper, due to technical reasons (largexp allow susto
use the saddlepoint approxin ation in the derivation ofthe nonlinear m odel), we are focused on the weak disorder
Iim . Conceming the power-law exponent ,we arem ainly Interested in the range 1=2 < 3=2. It isknown that
the spectral correlations for the nonchiralRBM case 1=2 arewelldescribed by W D statistics :_[-2_3]. W e expect this
holds also in the present chiral case and we do not consider it in this paper. O n the other hand, as shown below , or

> 3=2 ourm odel is sin ilar to a standard 1D short range chiral A nderson m odel recently investigated in Ref. [_3-53]

A . Supersym m etric nonlinear m odel

W e use the supersym m etry m ethod I_l-Q‘] to derive the sigm a m odel. W e shall ollow E fetov’s notations and conven-—
tions. A susual, the st step is to express the correlation fiinction as a ratio of two determ nant. For the one point
retarded G reen function,

®) 1 1@
G ()=—= = - —ZJ] ; )
H 2@J .
where * = + i isthe energy with am all in aginary part and the generating fiinction Z [J] is given by

det(* H+ J)
7zl —MM " 6)
det(* H J)

The source eld Ji5 isa 2n 2n complex matrix. The above ratio can be written as a G aussian integral over a
supervector w ith both ferm ionic and bosonic com ponents as

ZPl= D(; )exp i (" H+KkJ) ; @)

where k = diag(l; 1) in superspace, isa 4n-com ponent supervectorand = Y,
Follow ing the standard m ethod, we perform the spectral averaging over H and introduce the 4 4 supem atrix Q
using the H ubbard-Stratonovich transform ation . A fter these steps are carried out, the generating fiinction is given by
’ Ao X 1 +
W Jghi= DQ exp 7 @A )ijstrQin+ str In ,+kJ ,+1 Ay0 ; )
i3=1

where Ay = a? (1L 39, A = n 1 = ;Aiy,  isthe Paulimatrix in chiral space and the Q -m atrix veri es
fO; xg= 0. In the Iimi Ay B 1 the Integral over Q can be perform ed by the saddlepoint m ethod. It is

n
l



not hard to show that in this case the solution of the saddle point equation isQ; = , at = 0. Consequently the
saddle point m anifbld Q2 = 1 isparametrized asQ = T ,T where T is the m atrix with symm etry speci ed below

and T = T !. T addition to that, the m assive m ode changing the saddle point should also be integrated out. Unlke
the standard case, the e ect of these m odes plays an in portant role in our case. Them atrix Q is thus param etrized

as

Qi=Ti( . 0:)Ti;  Qi= g 2 )
where gisa2 2 supem atrix.In orderto proceedwe rstperform an expansion In powersof Q up o second order,

and then Integrateover it (it is just a G aussian integration). A fferthesem anijpulationswe ndhz J]Ji= DQ exp( F)
w ih

Ay X 1% i X i X
F = 7 RjystrQ ;04 Z RiystrTyTy xstrTiTy x + K str ,Q0;i+ K strdizk 2Q 55 (10)
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whereRi3= @ iy n'yy @ 'yyand = A=2n isthe verse oftheD oS (m ean kvelspachg) at = 0.

W e rem ark that the above resuls can be applied to any a (r) provided that A is Jarge enough. For technicaldetails
we refer to Ref. @2] where a a (r) wih exponential decay was considered. Com pared with the sigm a m odel for the
nonchiral RBM , we found an additional contribution having the doublesupertrace form (second tem of Eq. Cl()
This tem was derived by integrating over the m assive m odes. W e recall that in its derivation it was crucialthat the
m assive m odes w ere param etrized asanq.@). _

In order to proceed we have to m ake a gradient expansion of the kinetic term in Eq.(:_l_‘) . A s in the standard case
fZ-_'], this expansion depends on the valuie of .For > 3=2

F PR AgX 5
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W e see that the integralin A 52) iswelkde ned for > 3=2. A fter a sin ilar expansion in the double trace temm above,
we nd thenom aldiusive modelfor > 3=2

Z 7 Z
i 1 1
F = —— dxstr ,0 )+ o BETE0®) o dx (650 69T 0 ) o7 13)

w here for the sake of sin plicity we have neglected the source term , and V = n is the ’system volum €’. T he coupling
constants b and ¢ are given by

1 A sin —— 1 A ry sh® o—
= 2 =0g—2; -= L=-—2_: (14)
b Ag sin - c 4A 5 8 5~ sin -
For 1=2 < 3=2 the gradient expansion requires a special care since AéZ) is not wellkde ned. Taking into account

higher order term s In the gradient expansion (as in Ref.[_ii]), we nd the ollow Ing expression for A éz) ,

%1 r? %1 1 cosqr
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whereC = 2  dx(l cosx)=¢ isa numerical constant. W ith this substitution Eq.{10) for 1=2 < 3=2 is
given by
Z
Fo- o dxstr L0 60+ —  Fgf ero @0 (
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In thiscase,unlke for > 3=2,thenonlinear m ode {_ig‘i) corresoondsw ith a processofanom alousdi usion. H ow ever,
we note that the relation 1=b= 4A,=c B=c holds in both cases and 1=c 1=b. T hus the double trace term (last
term ofF ) willnot a ect the spectralproperties to leading order in 1=ry. Its role In the localization properties of the
chRBM is discussed below .

B . Renom alization group equations

By using the above nonlnear m odelEgs. {ﬁ and Ci6‘ one can discuss the localization properties of our chRBM
In the them odynam ic 1im it. T his can be done by nvestigating the running of the coupling constants b and ¢ under
the RG ow. W e com pute the RG equations to leading order in b and b?=c. For the nom aldi usive case, Eq.( :L&
the param eters b and IP=c hvolve the fllow ing propagators

@!) = —; @) =& *@!) For > 3=2); 18)

respectively. O n the other hand, in the anom alous di usive case, Eq.( :_L-_ the propagators are given by

1
@)= =i 2@H=3 ' *@! Fori=2< 3=2): 19
¥ il
By observing the m om entum integrations of the propagators
Z Z
diq 1 diq

1
i) —hy — L,@!) —hi 2
Ler @!) > 5 ey 2@!) > 5 (20)

where isa cuto and 1 n > 1, we conclide that for nom al di usion the logarithm ic dim ension isd = 2. For
anom alous di usion, since our chRBM is in essence one din ensional, the logarithm ic dim ension corresponds to the
case = 1 (generally,d= 2 1). W e note that i is a straightforward task to extend the derived m odel for the
chRBM to arbitrary din ension. _

In the nom al di usive case, the perturbative calculation of the RG equations was rst done in Ref.ﬁ_LZ_:] by the
m ethod ofthe -expansion. The RG equations are given by

db dc 1 11
b= —= b o= —= ct—&F; =——; 1)
d d 8 2 c
where = Inlisthe renom alization scale, ;. are the beta functions forband cand isthe wavefunction renom al

ization. T he above equations are In m ediately applied to the anom alouscaseby replacing =d 2by =1 @ 1).
The RG equations are easily solved for arbitrary ,[12] W e see that, in the domain > 0, the system isw ithin the
extended phase. For < 0, b and ¥=c goes to in niy and consequently a transition to localization is expected.
However we note that in this lin i the perturbative expansion breaks down since b;c Increase under the RG  ow .
For = 0,b remains constant, c goes slowly ( 1=logl) to zero, and b=c goes to . niy. That m eans that at the
origin and for exponentially large volum es the eigenstates should be delocalized and the D oS is expected to diverge.
O f course this divergence is som ew here cut o before the origin since random m atrix theory Which should be valid
In the desp nfrared lim i) predicts a vanishing ofthe D oS at the origin.

Finally we rem ark that the above psesudo-divergence is beyond the current num erical capabilities shceb ¢ and
1=c logl logn forn 1.



III. LEVEL CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

In this section we com pute the D oS and the TLCF close to the origin in the g 1 lim it by using the nonlinear
m odel introduced in the previous section. A sm entioned previously, In system s w ith chiral sym m etry there is a clear
distinction between the spectral correlations near zero (the origin) and away from zero (the buk). In the bu]k the
spectral correlations are not a ected by the block structure and coincide w ith the nonchiral version ofEq. (1.) which
hasbeen intensively studied in recent years f23 :31- A fter review ing the result in the bulk, we exam ine the origh for
the anom alous di usion case 1=2 < 3=2. For nom aldi usion, we refer to Ref.[_3§]. The case = 1, related to
the A nderson transition, is w orked out in detail.

A . Review ofresults at the bulk

T he use ofthe supersym m etry m ethod pem its an analyticalevaliation ofboth spectralproperties and eigenfuinction
statistics [23] In a certain region of param eters. In the them odynam ic lim it i was found that the eigenfunctions
are multifractal for = 1 and localized (delocalized) for > 1 ( < 1) |:23] T he spectral correlations in the lim it
g= Ec.= 1 E . the Thouless energy) can be expressed through the gpectral determ inant of a classicaldi usion
operator @-5] For the uniary ensemble

R (2) L1 prgy, 250D, @2)
z) = — —— Z);
2z2 4@z 272
¥ P @ npe b
D (z) = ; 23
@) 1g2 @ npe 4 z2 @3)
whereR (z)= %h (1) (2)i 1istheTLCF, ( )istheDoSatenergy , isthem ean levelspacing,1=2 < 3=2,
and the _energy z isexpressed n unitsof asz= (1 2)= . Although this result was derived assum ing z 1,

in Ref. B3 i was shown that it isvalid orallz.

W e mention that the spectral detem inant above corresponds w ith a process of anom alous di usion t_i-gl] w ith
hii / €% Y. The asymptotic behavior of R (z) z2*1=2 D ( § 1) is powerdaw and the din ensionless
conductanceg rf 2 increases (decreases) w ith the system sizen for < 1 ( > 1). Both the scaling of g and the
TLCF resemble those of a weakly disordered conductorin d= 2= 1) din ensionsiR3]. For the specialcase = 1,
D (z) = (z=2g) sinh : (z=2g) and R (z) can be explicitly evaluated as

sin? z z=2g
R@E)=1 . : (24)
z2 sinh (z=2g)

T his correlation fiinction reproduces typical features of the spectral correlations at the A nderson transition as level
repulsion for z 1 but sub-P oisson num ber variance 2 L) L forL 1 (see Secd\f fora de nition ofthe number
variance) .

A tthough the RBM isde ned in 1D, generalizations to d din ensions are straightforward. In that case the product
over n runs over all possble 1 = ([i1;:::;ng9). As mentioned previously, according to Leviov’s resuls {_Z-Z_I], the
properties of these power-Jaw hopping m odels are sim ilar in di erent dim ensions provided that the dim ension of the
space is equalto the power-law decay. It is tem pting to guess that a power-Jaw decay In d= 1 issin ilarto a decay
d in d din ensions.

B . Results at the origin

A fter review ing the properties at the buk we m ove to the spectral correlations close to the origih. In the lm it
g= E.= =n2?2= { 'n??2 1, we calculate the DoS and the TLCF of the chRBM @) by using the
nonlinear modelasgiven by E q.z_l-ﬁ) w ithout the double trace tem . A sm entioned previously, shcel=c  1=§ 1,
the doubl+trace tetm can be safely neglected.

The D oS is given by the expression

1
h ( )i=—VRe DQ dxstrk ,0 &) e F; (25)



where F isde ned In Eq.(:_L-G_;) . The perturbative calculation corresponds to expand the Q -m atrix as

t a
0 ’ t= Jb ’ (26)

0 X)= = , 1+2i 2P%+ ; P =
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where a,b are realvariables and , G rassm ann variables. The resulting expansion is In powers of the (anom alous)
di usion propagator

1
;)= ——; 27
@ ) 2 0ed T 1 @)
whereD = n= b. Finite g corrections to the D oS are given by

1 1 X 2
h ()i — 1+ ERe @ ) : (28)

a

Since the expansion is not welkde ned for the zerom ode (= 0), this contribution sh_ou]d be rem oved from the
above expression and treated In a separate way E%é_]:] W e rem ark, as was noticed in Ref.Eg], the m ean level spacing
corresponding to the ergodic regin e ism odi ed by a nite g as
Z Z
1 1 roy 1 1 X 2
g6 0

1

where Q' denotes the nonzero m odes. This quantity is relevant for us since we are Interested In level correlations of
unfolded variables. Thuswe de ne the D oS scaled in termm s of the renom alized m ean level spacing

1@)= "h ( = "z= )i 30)

W e note that, as shown in Secb/., the renom alization of is In portant to nd agreem ent between the results ofthis
section and those ofRef. [35

T he zero m ode contribution is treated nonperturbatively and gives the ergodic resutt g ! 1 t_3'§']

(0)

1(2) ! (2)= — J2@) + 32 @): 31)

2

A s in the nonchiral case t_l-gl], a proper param etrization of the Q -m atrix is required to derive this expression. Tt can
be ncorporated into our Q m atrix as

Q&) =TQKT; (32)

w here the supem atrix T (T is the nverse of T ) param etrizes the zero m ode as t_g:/l]

T = UTU; .
T, = oosz ising R io ;
isin; cos; B
U = IS 8 ; u= exp 0 7 (33)
w here F ,0 B 1 ,and and areG rassn ann variables. U sing this param etrization, w e Integrate the

zero m ode rst and, then, treat the nonzero m odes perturbatively. This was done in Ref. [:32 for the case of nom al
diusion. In t:he present case, the zero m ode part is unchanged since the kinetic tem , second (@nd third) tem in t_he
free energy C_lg‘), does not include the zero m ode. For the nonzero m ode, the anom alous di usion propagator E q.C_ZZ:)

is used for the perturbative expansion. T hus after integration of the zero m ode, we are left w ith,

Z
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where zg = = and 1=" is the purely perturbat:ye contribution 29) W e note that this expression is valid up to
second order in 1=g. T he ergodic result &31- can be easily recovered by putting Ar;z = 0.

W e are now ready to evaluate Eq. CB4 in di erent dom ains. In all cases the Im it g 1 isassumed. For z g,
known as the K ravtsov-M irlin KM ) dom ain B4 the Bessel fiinctions can be expanded in powers of zA z=g as

sk m) 1 ass ZAE S (35)
Z ZA— — ;
dt 2 av
to obtain
h ()i —Rel+ —ths Bei, —zt = @s B ) d 29 o4,
i —Re - 2 -  —z5— Zo):
2 7B Phkingy 0T g BRI i gy Mgy, 1
(36)
Changing the variable from zp = = toz= =", we nally are left wih
@ 1+ 2t 2d 9 () 37)
4 — z— + z°— Z);
! 82 Tdz dzz 1
w here 1(0) (z) isde ned in Eq.é'_3-]_4') and a isthemomentum summ ation for periodic boundary conditions,
X 5 ® 1
a =¢ @0 =2 ——0: (38)
@ n)
a6 0 n=1
W e now move to the Andreev-A lshuler AA) dom ain E[ﬁ 1. In this lim it we cannot expand the Bessel
functions. Instead we use their asym ptotic form ,
7 r___
iz cosx 1 1 1 .
Jg (z) = — dxe — 1 —+ cosz+ 1+ — + sinz : (39)
0 Z 8z 8z
Noting that J; ()= F(z) we nd
Z
@) Relt — —&& pge @ (40)
8z2 2z '
7Z .z
Fe@ = — 998 larg@o( @ —  dxstrk L@ o) @1)
z) = — @ — — :
k b 2 Ko ©) q oV Z z

W e rem ark that the presence of the supem atrix k = diag(l; 1) breaksthe supersymm etry In Fx (z). K egping temm s
up to second order in the P -m atrix we obtain

cos2z
D (z)+

z 1 —;
1) 2z 8z2

42)

w here the spectral determ nant D (z) is given by Eq.C_Z-Q') . W e note that the ergodic lim it corresponds to putD = 1
w hich correspondsw ith the asym ptotic form ofthe exact result Eq.{_?;l:) .

W e now oconsider the TLCF . In this case the analytical calculation is along the lines of the D oS though m ore
technically involved. Here we present a summ ary of results. For technical details we refer to Ref.[_iz_;] where the case
ofnom aldi usion was discussed. W e start by de ning

2(@15Z2)= “Pth (1= Z1=) (2= "z,= )ii; 43)

wherehth (;1) (2)ii=h (1) (2)i h (1)ih (2)iisthe connected part ofthe TLCF .In the KM ’sdom ain z;;, g,

2

a @ @ a , @2 @ @ , @2
; 1+ — z—+ zp— + — + 27z ——+ 22— K (z1; ;@4
2 (21722) 15 Z1 an Z ez 82 ] — 022 212 ez ez Z5 ez (z1722) 44)
w here
2122
K (z1;22) = (2101 (Z1)Jo (22) 20 (21)J1 (Z2)): 45)

iz



The ergodic Iim it is given by 5 (z1;2z2) = K2 (z1;22). In the AA ‘s dom ain Zi;2 1,
X 5 , sh2z X sin 2z, X
2(Z1722) —Re Lt + D;Im (++ )+ D,Im (+ )
, 27, 22y
a6 0 P60 260
+3 DD, 02D ? 1)cos2(@+ z)+ DD, 0%D,? 1)cos2@ )
Z12Zp
— 1+ D1D,D’D %cos2(z + z) _ D;D,D°D,%cos2(@ )
2(z + 2)? 2@ 3)?
1
+27 D1 sin2z; D, sin2z,) ; 46)
Z %
whereDi, = D (z1,2),D =D (zn 2)=2),Eq.@3),and 1, = @ 12), = @(1 2)=2),Eq.h.We

rem ark that the rsttem ofthe rh.s. is obtained by a purely perturbative calculation.
W e stress that In the the common domain 1 z g the results In both regions AA and KM ocolncide. It is
worthwhile to note that in the unitary Iim it z;z; + z ! 1 our results also coincide w ith those of the nonchiral

version ofourmodel: 7 (z) ! 1 and
2 (Z1722) 1 X 5 1 cos2(@  3)_,

R(z1;2)=1+ ——— ! 1+ -Re

+
1(21) 1 (22) 2 2z 2)? 2z 2)?
qg‘6 0

@7)

Noting (@ =2;9) = 2 (g ;29) and D (z=2;g) = D (z;2g), we see that this is the AA's result £2) for the unitary
class w here g is substituted by 2g. T he factor 2 is considered to be due to the chiral sym m etry.

C . Explicit results for =1

The case = 1 is specially interesting. O n the one hand it is related to the spectral correlations at the A nderson
transition and on the other hand the analytical results of the previous section are greatly sin pli ed since the spectral
determm inant can be evaluated exactly.

In the KM dom ain the summ ation n a can be easily perform ed,

1% 1 1 48)
a3 = — — = —:
22 n? 12
n=1
TheDoS and the TLCF are consequently given by
@) 14 2 2d+2d2 O z) 49)
Z — z— + z°— Z);
' 9%6g2 ““dz dzz !
2
1 Q Q 1 , @° e @ , @2
7172 — 11—+ Z— + — zZi—+ 2Z1Zy—— + z5—— K (z1;22) . (50
2 (217 22) 8E “en " Zea %67 ez 2 b | 2 (z1522 0)
The results In AA’sdom ain 1 Zi;2, 1 g are greatly sim pli ed since both the spectral determm inant
¥ 1 z=2g
D (z) = = — ; (51)
. 1+ (z=2 gn)? sinh (z=29)
and the m om entum sum m ations of the propagator can be exactly evaluated,
X ®
Re > @ >=—1 ;Re 7,1 =— 1 D@ ;
?60 8% 1@ iz=2 g 4z
X i S 1 1 1 z z
™o T 22 22 g 22 29029 ° 2
£60 g,., htz== g n 1z=2g Z g g
By utilizing the relations
71 + 2z Z 4z
— oth2 Ziom2t =2 - L _p p.p ;
g 4g 4g G
47, 7
DiD,P2D ? 1) = ————p? DiD,); (53)
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we nd the Pllow ing sin ple form forthe TLCF,

sin(z; ) cos(z; + zy)
2(21722) = D D, : (54)
Z1 % Z1+ Zp

W e easily see that the untary limit z + z, ! 1, Eq.C_Z-é_;), can be recovered by keeping only the rst term In the
bracket.

Iv. CHIRALSYMMETRY AND ANDERSON TRANGSITION

In this section, for the specialvaluie = 1,we put forward an exact result for the D oS and the TLCF, valid for all
ZjZip, nthelinit g 1. The spectral uctuations in this case present features as scale invariance, level repulsion,
and asym ptotically linear num ber variance sin ilar to the ones at the Anderson transition. Thusthe chRBM at =1
isan idealcandidate to investigate the Interplay betw een chiralsym m etry and wavefuinction localization leading to the
Anderson transition. W e recall that in the them odynam ic lim it, according to the RG analysis of previous sections,
the chiral sym m etry w ill delocalize the eigenstates close to the origin and the D oS is divergent (though according to
chiral random m atrix prediction this divergence is cut o before the origin).

A . G eneralized chiral random m atrix m odel for critical statistics

W e nd exact expressions for the DoS and TLCF ofthe chRBM at = 1 by mapping i onto an exactly solvable
generalized chiral random m atrix m odel (GchRM M ). Them odel iIn question is de ned by the probability density

7
P®E)/ DUexpTr 4—1hH2 FhH;UIH;UY ; (55)

where H is given by Eq.{l), U has the chiralblock structure

- Ui 0
U= 0 u, °’ (56)

wih U;;; n n unitary m atrices, and D U denotes the Haarm easure of the unitary m atrices Uy ;. W e shall see that
the param eter h is indeed related to the conductance g by h  1=g. In Refsi38,13P], i was found that the spectral
correlations of this m odel are equivalent to the spatial correlations of the C alogero-Sutherland (CS) m odel [_4@] at

nite tem perature. By using this analogy, exact expressions for the spectral correlationswere found forany g  1=h.
Tt tums out that in the g 1 lim it such m odel is also equivalent to our chRBM at = 1 El];:] T he argum ent is as
©low s. By decom posing Eq.{53) into the blocks of H and U, the probability density can be w ritten as

Z
1+ 8h®n?

PH)/ DUexpTr ?ccy+ 4n’hReU,CU,CY : 57)

The integralover U is, In principle, perform ed by using the H arish-€C handra-Ttzykson-Zuber form ula. However one
could attem pt an altemate route. Random m atrix theory predicts that the spectraldensity ofU in the largen lm it
is constant and, due to level repulsion, the eigenvalues are consequently well separated. O ne can thus m odel the
soectrum typicalofa U asexp@d, ) tm = 1;:::2n) where In a rst approxin ation the phases , = 2 m=2n are
assum ed to be equidistant. By doing that we are neglecting the am all uctuations around the equidistant position.
W ithin these approxin ationsthe integraloverU is reduced, up to m ultiplicative constant factors, to the contribution
of one \typical' U . In a basis such that the U;;; In {_5]‘) becom es diagonal,
8 9
<X 22 G 97
PE)/exp £y 1+ @on)sn® —— (58)

i3
T his expression describbes a chRBM w ith variance

1 1
1+ (4nh)?sin® = 1+ 4 2p2p2’

S BT 69
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but this is nothing but our origihalchRBM for = 1 wih r 1=h. T hus the spectral correlations of both m odels
should coincide. Let us rst review the exact results or the gchRM M reported in Ref. BS In theh 1 Iim i, the
D oS was found to be

Z
. 1 1 1+ ht)2 (0)
ho()i=— dt—— — 9 a+nn— ; (60)
1=n ©osh® 2t(1 + 7)
where = =2n isthemean lkevel spacing ath = 0, and 1(0) (z) is given by Eq.é]_;). The TLCF is
Z 3 2 2

1+ ht)

2 1=h ClOSh2 2t + %—')

th (1) (2)ii= K Q0+ ht)y——7; @0+ ht)— ; (61)

where K (z;;2z) is given by Eq.{_zlg;). ..
Themean levelspacing () ath$ 0 can be evaluated from Eg. (6 ) as

Z
! L+ ht)? 1 2h2
— = dt — 1

t) 1-n  cosh® 2t@+ BF) %

=
|

(62)

W e note that this quantity correspondsto “in Eq. (__i
a divergent result and we thus nd disagreem ent w ith Eqg
results are scaled n tem sof () as

Jye calculation of ™ using the non]Jnear m odel gives
g.) However, jast lke in Egs. (B() and 643.) if the above

bh (= {)z= )i;
hoth (1= ®)z1=) (2= h)z,= )ii; (63)

1 (2)

2 (Z1722)

we show below that agreem ent between both calculations is found.

In order to prove this clhin we perform a series expansion on the exact resuls {_é(_i) and {5]_:) to com pare them
with the ndings of the previous section in both the AA and KM domain. For the KM domain we start with the
expression C_6C_i) . The integral is strongly pecked around t= 0. T herefore we can perform an expansion in powers oft
up to tem s nvolving h? corrections.

Z

1 1 sinh 2t sinh 2t sih? 2t
h ()i — dt——— 1+ 2ht 2ht +h*¢ e Kt + 3p’t' ———
1-n ©osh” 2t Sth cosh 2t Sh 2t
d h* , & 2h?2 4
1+ htz— + ZP—t —z— ()
dz 2 dz?2 96 dz
LI b 222 4 52 il O z) (64)
—_— Zz— Z ——= z).
t) 96 dz dz? !

The TLCF is calculated in the sam e way. A fter a Jaborious calculation one is keft w ith

hh (1) (5)id 1 1+ n® d + d
11 —_— Z, — Zyp —
vz 2 ) 48 'dzy  Cdz
2h2 5 d2 d d 5 2 2
z + 2712 + zo— K (2152 : 65
9 ldz? 'z, dz, 2 dz2 e1722) ©)
In theAA’sdomain 1 Z;Z1;2, the D oS reduces to
Z
. 1 1 cos 2z @1+ ht)] 1
h ()i — dt—s— 1 —F—+ —
h) 1 cosh” 2t 2z 8z
1 1 oos22D ) + 1 66)
= Z JR— ;
h) 2z 8z2
w here
1 cos@zht) hz=2
D (z)= dt = : ©7)

;1 cosh?@t) sihh( hz=2)
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In a sin ilar way, by using

sin (z cos(z; + z
K (2157,) (1 2) (z1 2); 68)

Z1 % Z1+ Zp

we obtain forthe TLCF
. 2
1 sin (z Z cos(z; + z z1+ z
W (1) (»)il : (z1 é)D 13 (z1 2)D 1 2 : 69)
t) Z1 % 2 z1 + 2 2

A s expected these results are in com plete agreem ent w ith the ndings of the previous section by setting h = 1= g.
W e note that the function D (z) In Eq.('_2§) can be w ritten in a spectraldeterm inant form

¥ n2
D = —: 70
@) n? + h2z2=4 7o)
n=1
W e rem ark that the m apping proposed in this section provides w ith explicit exact results for any valie of z. Con—
ceming the relation w ith the spectral properties at the A nderson transition we m ention that in Ref. {35 i was shown
analytically that thegchRM M  (and consequently our chRBM at = 1) reproducesallthe features of critical statistics.
W e do not repeat here this discussion and refer to it for details and to the next section for num erical veri cation.

Once we have proposed exact relations for the spectral correlations at the specialvalie = 1, it is worthwhile
to ask whether an analogous result can be extended for the rest of s. Unfortunately a m apping as the one above
reported for = 1 cannot be extended to other values of . W e attem pt a di erent strategy. The D oS (}60) and

the TLCF {_6-1:) were explicitly evaluated in Ref.l_3-§] in the ]arge conductance g = 1= h 1 Iim . The resulting
expressions, valid up to 1=¢? corrections, were derived keeping the com bination z=g xed. This am ounts to neglect

z8=g** 2 tem s as com pared to z¥=g* . W e rem ark that this expansion coincides w ith the supersymm etry calculation
in the AA dom ain but not in the KM dom ain where 1=g? corrections were kept. T he results ofR ef. B5 ] Egs.(6l) and
(69) there) can be rew ritten in the follow Ing way,

@) = SE @@ Sh@ne0 e 1 1)
1 X 5 , D2 1 D?* 1
2 (}iry) = ERe + + 2 (X + y)2 + 2 (X y)z
a6 0
P_— P_— 2
Xy Xy
— Dy i X)JIp )+ Jox)J1 y) ]+ ———D U1 X)Joy) Dd&)IL ] (72)
2&+ y) 2 y)
whereD =D (& y)=2)and %2 = 2(g & y)=2)wihD and given by Eqs.5D) and @7) at = 1 respectively.

These expreSSJons are consistent w ith Egs. ¢42: and C54) For = 1,using the relation {52: the st lineoftherhsof
Eqg. C72 vanishes. T he reason ofkesping the expression ofthe rst line isthat we want to sgparate purely perturbative
contrbutions involring the propagator from the nonperturbative ones.

Since the dependence In above isonly through D and , we soeculate that for general the expressions for the
DoS and the TLCF ofour chRBM (in theg 1 lim i) are given by the above expressionswih D and replaced
by Egs. CZ3) and C27 ) respectively. For the D oS, this speculation is supported by the supersymm etric calculation
Wwhich isvalid for arbitrary ) shceEqg. (:71|) is consistent w ith Eq. C42 Forthe TLCF the situation is less clear. T he
supersym m etry result forthe TLCF at # 1 hasa com plicated form Mé due to the nontrivialm ixing ofpenjufoat:ye
and nonperturbative contributions. W e rem ark that for the specialvalie = 1 it wasgreatly sin pll edtoEq. (54- ) by
using nontrivial relations of the propagator and the spectral determ inant as dem onstrated in Secﬂ]IC' W e could not
m anage to recast 646) asinh Eq. C_72) W e thus conclude that Eqg. (_72 ) Por arbitrary  is just the s:mp]est alterative
am ong severalpossble options.

B . Num erical results

W e now com pare the analytical predictions of previous sections w ith the resuls of direct num erical diagonalization
of the chRBM in the spectral region close to the origin. Since we are m ainly interested in the spectral correlations
beyond gle T houless energy attention is ocused on long range correlators as the number variance 2 (L) = HLi?
HL2i = dz i (z) dxdyR (;y). W e recall that the number variance 2 (L) m easures the sti ness of the
spectrum . In them eta]hc regin e, for eigenvalues separated less than the T houless energy, uctuations are sm alland
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— chGUE
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z

FIG.1l: DoS 1 (z). The solid line is the analytical prediction of the chRBM {_71_:) at a given g. The symbols represent the
num erical results for the indicated volum e N and bandw idth rp, and the thin line stands for the result at ergodic Iimit g ! 1
(chiral G aussian unitary ensemble (ChGUE)).A s cbserved the agreem ent w ith the analytical resuls is in pressive.

2@L) Jg@) rL 1.Beyond the Thouless energy spectral uctuations get strongerand 2 (L)  I%?, where
d is the din ensionality of the space. For disorder strong enough eigenvalues are uncorrelated (P oisson statistics) and

2@)= L.At the Anderson transition, the num ber variance is asym ptotically proportionalto L ( < 1) LZ}:] The
spectral uctuations are studied by direct diagonalization ofthe chRBM fordi erent sizes ranging from N = 2n = 240
toN = 2n = 1200. T he eigenvalues thus obtained are unfolded w ith respect to them ean D 0S.T he num ber ofdi erent
realizations of disorder is chosen such that ©reach N the totalnum ber of eigenvaluie be at least 2 10 . Tn orderto
reduce unwanted nite size e ects we have utilized a \periodic boundary" version ofEq.( 13 asn Ref. |Bl-

W e rst study the spectral uctuations at the cnthalvalue _ = 1. In this case, since the spectral determ nant
can be explicitly eva]uated both the D oS {7] and the TLCF (72. ) have a sin ple form . It is straightforward to show
ana]yUca]Jy Bﬂ that 2 @) L=4 p forL 1. InF Jg_:]. we show the num ericalD oS versus the analytical prediction
C7]1 A s observed, the oscillations of the D oS are dam ped w ith respect to the ergodic regin e. W e stress that, shoe
g = 19, the com parison between analytical and num erical is param eter free.

O ne ofthe signatures ofan A nderson transition is the lndependence ofg on the systam size. In our case, analytically
it isalso predicted thatg= 1y (1o 1) is scale nvariant. InFJgZ the num ber variance forry = 3 and ljsplotted
for di erent volum es N . A s expected the spectrum is scale Invariant as at the Anderson transition. In FJg.Ex we test
our analytical ndingsby com paring them w ith the num ericalnum ber variance at the origin for di erent m atrix sizes
and bandw idth ry = 3. A s observed, the theoretical predictions are fully con m ed. T he deviations appearing after
L 20 are a wellunderstood nite size e ect.

W e now study the spectral correlations for non criticalvaliesof . For1=2< < 1, according to our concture
Eqg. C72 the asym ptotic value of the TLCF is controlled by the power-daw tail of the perturbau'ye part. Thus it
is expected that for L 1, @) 1= !, The dim ensionless conductance g £ 'N2 2 increases as the
system size does. In FJgA we show the num erical num ber variance for di erent sversusthe conecture Eq. C72 The
num ericalnum ber variance follow s the expected asym ptotic pow er-law behavior in fair agreem ent w ith the con gctured
resul. T his evidence is not conclusive since di erent con gctures w ith the sam e asym ptotic lim its alsom ay be in good
agreem ent w ith the num erical resuls. C learly further work is needed to settle this issue.
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FIG.2: Number varance 2 (L) clse to the origin of the spectrum . The symbols represent the num erical resuls for the
indicated volum e N and bandw idth ro = 2. A s observed, the spectrum is scale invariant. D i erences for large distances are
due to nite size e ects.

V. APPLICATIONS:THE QCD VACUUM ASA DISORDERED M EDIUM

In this section we discuss applications of our results in the context ofQ CD .G enerally, for > 3=2 corresponding to
nom aldi usion, ourm odelshould descrbe the leading nite g correctionsto the spectral correlations of any disorder
system w ith short range disorder and chiralsymm etry. The case of 1=2 < 3=2 correspondsw ith chiraldisordered
system s w ith long range hopping. T his is typical of system s driven by dipole interactions (1=r’) P4]. W e would also
like to m ention that for = 1 our results provide a phenom enological description of the properties of system s w ith
chiral sym m etry at the Anderson transition. Before going into details a word of caution is n order. A s m entioned
in the introduction, the spectral correlations of chiral system s, unlke for the standard universality class, are highly
dependent on m icroscopicaldetails of the m odel as the exact form of the disordered potential. T hus the applications
below reported m ust be considered as educated guesses am ong a broad class of system s In which our ndingsm ay be
relevant.

In the nfrared lim it the eigenvalue correlationsofthe Q CD D irac operatordo not depend on the dynam icaldetailsof
the Q CD Lagrangian but only on the globalsym m etriesofthe Q CD partition function Z] T hus random m atricesw ith
the correct chiral symm etry ofQCD (temm ed chiral random m atrices) Eé] accurately descrbe the spectral properties
of the QCD D irac operator up to som e scale known as the Thouless energy. For larger energy di erences, dynam ic
features becom e in portant and the standard random m atrix m odel ceases in principle to be applicable. H owever, in
a recent work [_5?], it has been reported that the spectral correlations of the Q CD D irac operator In a background of
Instantons are accurately described by a chiralRBM wih = 3=4 up to scaleswellbeyond the T houless energy. T he
reason for such exponent is indeed related to the dipolelke interaction dom inating the interaction between quark zero
m odes and instantons. The m atrix elem ents Tya (W hich physically describe the am plitude of probability for a quark
to hop from an instanton to an antiinstanton) of the Q CD D irac operator in a basis of chiral zero m odes decay as
Tat 1=] R3 ([dpolelke interaction) where R is the instanton-antiinstanton distance in a 4D space. It was shown
In Ref. 24 that the spectralproperties of system sw ith pow er-law hopping are sin ilar In di erent din ensions provided
that the decay exponent m atches the space dim ension. Thusa decay Ta 1 1=RfA in 4D isequivalentto Tat 1=R§;4
In 1D .Furthem ore, w ith thisvalue of , g scalesat thebuk asa 4D conductor (g n) which isthe expected result
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FIG.3: Num berv_a_]:janoe _2_(L) close to the origin ofthe spectrum for = 1. The solid lines are the analytical predictions for
the chRBM Egs.(/1) and (/2), and the sym bols represent the num erical results ©or the indicated bandw idth ro and N = 400.
A s observed, the agreem ent w ith the analytical resuls is rem arkable. The value of g chosen corresoonds w ith the analytical
prediction except for rp = 2 where thebest tting is forg= 1:8 instead ofg= 2. Thisdeviation is expected since the analytical
predictions are valid only in the g 1 Iim it.

from chiralperturbation theory {_43] and lattice sim ulations f_4-l_i] T he range of applicability ofthis chRBM was ound
not to be restricted to the above m entioned zero tem perature case. Asusualin eld theory, tem perature is introduced
by com pactifying one of the spatial din ensions. Thus In Euclidean QCD the e ect of tem perature is to reduce the
e ective din ensionality ofthe system to three. Now since the e ective dim ension of the space m atches the pow er-law
decay ofthe Q CD D irac operator (  1=R?) one expects, according to R efs.p4, #5], m ultifractalw avefinctions typical
ofam etaldinsulatortransition. A sm entioned previously, this situation correspondsw ith thecase = 1 in ourchRBM .
The above ndings suggest that, In case that the restoration of the chiral sym m etry expected at nite tem perature
were dom Inated by instantons, the physicalm echanisn leading to the quark-glion plasm a state ofm atter could be
sim ilar to an A nderson transition driven by dipole interactions.

VI. CONCLUSION

W e have studied the spectral properties of a disordered system w ith chiral sym m etry and long range hopping. By
m apping the problem to a supersym m etric nonlinear m odelwe have obtained explicit expression for both the D oS
and TLCF in di erent dom ains. It has been observed that, as in the nonchiral case, if the power-law decay m atches
the din ensionality of the space the spectral correlations are sim ilar to the ones at the Anderson transition and are
described by critical statistics. Based on the relation with a gchRM M we have put forward an exact formula for a
speci cvalue ( = 1) ofthe powerdaw decay and we have also speculated that a sin ilar relation should hold for the
rest of s. Fihally we have argued that in the context ofQCD , ourm odelm ay be utilized to describe the spectral
correlations of the Q CD D irac operator beyond the Thouless energy at zero and at nite tem perature.

A M G .was supported by the EU network \M athem atical aspects of quantum chaos". K .T was supported by
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FIG .4: Numbervariance 2 (L) close to the origin of the spectrum in the delocalized regin e 1. The sym bols correspond

\ J'i'h_t}le num erical sin ulation. T he lines correspond w ith the analytical num ber variance w ith R (x;y) given by the confcture
Eq.gg). In allcasesN in settoN = 400 and rp = 2. The value of g chosen isthebest tto the num ericalresults. W e checked

that it isclose ( 5% ) to the analyticalprediction,g ¢ 'N? * PR3]

SFB /Transregio 12.

L1E P.W igner,Ann.M ath.53, 36 (1951); F J.Dyson, J.M ath.Phys. 3, 140, 157, 166 (1962).
R]1 E V . Shuryak and JJM . Verbaarschot, NucL Phys.A 560, 306 (1993).
Bl K .Skvin and T .Nagao, Phys.Rev.Lett. 70, 635 (1993).
A]M R .Zimbauer, J.M ath.Phys. 37, 4986 (1996).
B] A .A tland and M R . Zimbauer, Phys.Rev.B 55, 1142 (1997).
6] JJM Verbaarschot, Phys.Rev. Lett. 72, 2531 (1994).
[71J3C .0 sbom and JJIM .Verbaarschot, Phys.Rev.Lett. 81, 268 (1998); NucL Phys.B 525, 738 (1998).
Bl A .A lland and B D . Sinons, Nucl Phys.B 562, 445 (1999).
P]1V .Gurarie and J.T . Chaker, Phys.Rev. Lett. 89, 136801 (2002).
[10] A .A land, Phys.Rev.B 65, 104525 (2002); W A .Atkinson,P J.Hirschfeld, A H .M acdonald, and K . Ziegler, Phys.Rev.
Lett. 85, 3926 (2000).
[11]1 A .A Xland and R .M erkt, Nucl Phys.B 607, 511 (2001); P.Brouwer, C .M udry, and A . Furusaki, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84,
2913 (2000).
[l2] R .Gade, NucL Phys.B 398, 499 (1993).
[131C.Pepin and P A .Lee, Phys.Rev. Lett. 81, 2779 (1998).



17

[14] A .Furusaki, Phys.Rev.Lett. 82, 604 (1999).

151 A V .Andreev and B L. A kshuler, Phys. Rev. Lett. 75, 902 (1995); A V .Andreev, BD . Sinons and B L. A kshuler, J.
M ath.Phys. 37, 4968 (1996).

[l6] K B.Efetov, Adv.Phys. 32, 53 (1983); Supersymm etry in D isorder and Chaos (C am bridge U niversity P ress, C am bridge,
1997).

[L7] F .W egner, Z.Phys.B 36, 209 (1980).

[18] M .Janssen, Phys.Rep.295,1 (1998).

9] V E .K ravtsov and K A .M uttalb, Phys.Rev.Lett. 79, 1913 (1997).

R0] B I. Shklovskii, B . Shapiro, B R . Sears, P.Lam brianides, and H B . Shore, Phys.Rev.B 47, 11487 (1993).

P11 B L.A *shuler, IK . Zharekeshev, S A . K otochigova, and B .I. Shklovskii, Zh.Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 94, 343 (1988) [Sov.Phys.
JETP 67,625 (1988)].

R2]1 M .M oshe, H . N euberger, and B . Shapiro, Phys.Rev. Lett. 73, 1497 (1994); K A .M uttalb, Y .Chen,M E H . Isn ail, and
V N .N icopoulos, Phys.Rev.Lett. 71, 471 (1993).

R3]1A D .M irlin, Y V .Fyodorov, F /M .D ites, J.Quezada, and T H . Seligm an, Phys.Rev.E 54, 3221 (1996).

R4] L S.Levitov, Phys.Rev. Lett. 64, 547 (1990).

R71PW .Anderson,Phys.Rev.109, 1492 (1958).

8] G .Yeung and Y .0 ono, Europhys. Lett. 4, 1061 (1987).

R9]C L .Yu,Phys.Rev.Lett. 63,1160 (1989).

BO] R .M etzler and J.K lafter, Phys.Rep.339, 1 (2000).

Bl] F.Evers and A D .M irlin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 3690 (2000); E. Cuevas, M . O rtuno etal Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 016401
@o002). o ______.

B2] K . Takahashi, 'cond-m at/040328@ (2004) .

B3] N .M ae and S. Iida, J.Phys.A 36, 999 (2003).

B4]V E.Kravtsov and A D .M irlin, JETP Lett. 60, 656 (1994).

B5]1A M .G arciaG arcia and JJM . Verbaarschot, Nucl Phys.B 586, 668 (2000).

B6] JJM .Verbaarschot and I.Zahed, Phys.Rev.Lett.70, 3852 (1993).

B7]1 A V .Andreev,B D .Sin ons, and N . Taniguchi, NucL Phys.B 432, 487 (1994).

B8]V E .Kravtsov and A M . T svelk, Phys.Rev.B 62, 9888 (2000).

B91A .M .G arciaG arcia and JJM . Verbaarshot, Phys.Rev.E 67, 046104 (2003).

0] F.Calogero, J.M ath.Phys. 10, 2191 (1969); B . Sutherland, J.M ath.Phys. 12, 246 (1971).

[A3] J.Gasser and H . Leutwyler, Phys. Lett. 188B , 477 (1987); NuclL Phys.B 307,763 (1988).

441 M E .BerbenniBisch,M .G ockeler, T .Guhr,A D .Jackson,JZ .M a,S.M eyer, A .Schafer, H A .W eidenm uller, T .W ettig,
and T .W ike, Phys.Lett.B 438, 14 (1998); M .Gockeler, H .Heh], P E L.Rakow, A . Schafer, and T . W ettig, Phys.Rev.
D 59, 094503 (1999).

[A5] A .Parshih and H R . Schober, Phys.Rev.B 57, 10232 (1998).


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0309445
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0403284
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0312146

