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Energy absorption in tim e-dependent unitary random m atrix

ensem bles: dynam ic vs.A nderson localization

M .A.Skvortsov� 1),D.M .Basko+ ,V.E.K ravtsov� +

�L.D .Landau Institute forTheoreticalPhysics R A S,117940 M oscow,R ussia
+ The A bdus Salam InternationalCentre forTheoreticalPhysics,Strada Costiera 11,34100 Trieste,Italy

W e consider energy absorption in an externally driven com plex system ofnoninteracting ferm ions with

thechaoticunderlying dynam icsdescribed by theunitary random m atrices.In theabsenceofquantum inter-

ference theenergy absorption rate W (t)can becalculated with thehelp ofthelinear-response K ubo form ula.

W e calculate the leading two-loop interference correction to thesem iclassicalabsorption rate foran arbitrary

tim edependenceoftheexternalperturbation.Based on theresultsforperiodicperturbations,wem akea con-

jecturethatthedynam icsoftheperiodically-driven random m atricescan bem apped onto theone-dim ensional

Anderson m odel. W e predict thatin the regim e ofstrong dynam ic localization W (t)/ ln(t)=t
2
ratherthan

decaysexponentially.

PACS:73.23.-b,72.10.Bg,03.65.-w

1. Introduction. Last years had revealed an in-

creasing interest[1,2,3,4]to the tim e-dependentran-

dom m atrices,arisingfrom the�eld ofcondensed m atter

physics.The naturalway to study a com plex quantum

system isto coupleittoan external�eld ’ which enters

the Ham iltonian H [’]= H 0 + V ’ asa param eterand

can be controlled at will. Applying a tim e-dependent

perturbation ’(t) gives access to quantum dynam ics

of the m any-electron wave function governed by the

Schr�odingerequation i@	(t)=@t= H [’(t)]	(t). Ifthe

perturbation frequency and the relevantenergies(e.g.,

the electron tem perature) are sm aller than the Thou-

less energy in the sam ple then it is possible to apply

a universaldescription in term s ofthe random -m atrix

theory (RM T)ofan appropriatesym m etry [5].There-

sultingtim e-dependenttheoryisspeci�ed bytwom odel-

dependentquantities,which should be determ ined m i-

croscopically [6]:them ean levelspacing � and thesen-

sitivity ofthe param etric spectrum h(@E i=@’)
2ito the

variation ofthe controlparam eter’.

The crucial quantity characterizing quantum dy-

nam icsofthe system isthe energy absorption rate

W (t)�
dhE (t)i

dt
(1)

and itsdependence on the form ofthe externalpertur-

bation ’(t).[In Eq.(1),hE (t)iistheexpectation value

ofthe totalenergy ofthe system .] The standard ap-

proach to calculation ofW isbased on the K ubo linear

response theory which expressesthe energy absorption

ratein term softhe m atrix elem entsof@H =@t.Forthe
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standard W igner-Dyson random m atrix ensem blesone

�nds[7,8]:

W 0 =
��

2
C�(0)v

2
; (2)

wherev = d’=dtisthe perturbation velocity,

C�(0)�
1

� 2

��
@E i

@’

�2�

=
1

�� 2

��
@H i6= j

@’

�2�

(3)

isthelevelvelocity autocorrelation function,with E i[’]

being the adiabaticlevelsofan instantaneousHam ilto-

nian,and � = 1 or2 forthe orthogonal(G O E)oruni-

tary (G UE)sym m etry classes,respectively. The K ubo

dissipation rate(2)isohm icasitscales/ v2 regardless

ofthe system ’ssym m etry.

The sem iclassicalresult (2) was obtained neglect-

ing quantum phenom ena in dynam ics. There are two

types ofinterference e�ects which m ay invalidate the

sem iclassicaldescription.The�rstoneisrelated to the

condition ofcontinuousspectrum im plicitly assum ed in

evaluating the K ubo com m utator. Fora closed system

theK ubo form ula (2)can beapplied only atsu�ciently

large v � vK � �2=
p
C�(0) when the spectrum is

sm eared by nonstationary e�ects. For sm allv � vK

thedynam icsisadiabaticand dissipation isdueto rare

Landau-Zenertransitionsbetween the neighboring lev-

els. In this case the energy absorption rate becom es

statistics-dependent[7]with W � v�=2+ 1. The second

interference e�ect com es into play for re-entrant per-

turbationswhen the system isbeing sweptthrough the

sam e realization ofdisorderm any tim es. Fora certain

typeoftim e-dependentperturbations,destructiveinter-

ference in the energy space m ay lead to dynam ic local-
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ization [9]and henceto thevanishing oftheabsorption

rate.

Recently the�rstquantum interferencecorrection to

theK ubodissipation rate(2)fortheorthogonalsym m e-

try classwasconsidered,taking into accountboth the

originaldiscretenessofthe spectrum [3]and the e�ect

ofweak dynam ic localization [4]. The one-loop rela-

tivecorrection to W 0 containsa dynam iccooperon and

evaluateseitherto a positivenum ber� (v=vK )
2=3 fora

linear bias ’ = vt[3]or to a negative and growing in

tim e correction / �
p
tfora m onochrom atic perturba-

tion switched on att= 0 [4](in thiscase the dynam ic

localization e�ectisthe m ostpronounced).

ThepurposeofthethisLetteristo study thequan-

tum interference correction to W 0 forthe unitary sym -

m etry class,thatinvolvesevaluation ofthetwo-loop di-

agram sm ade ofdynam ic di�usons. W e willderive the

generalexpression for�W (t)[Eq.(21)]valid foran ar-

bitrary tim e dependence of’(t) and then discuss the

lim itsoflinearand (m ulti-)periodicperturbations.

2. D escription ofthe form alism . Q uantum dy-

nam icsoftim e-dependentunitary random m atricescan

be conveniently described by the nonlinearK eldysh �-

m odelderived in Ref.[3].Thee�ectiveaction (with the

weighte� S)

S[Q ]=
�i

�
TrÊ Q �

�2Cu(0)

4
Tr[’;Q ]2 (4)

isafunctionaloftheQ �eld actingin theK eldysh (Pauli

m atrices�i)and tim e spaces. In Eq.(4)the operators

Ê and ’ have the m atrix elem ents Ê tt0 = i�tt0@t0 and

’tt0 = �tt0’(t
0),and Cu(0)isthe levelvelocity autocor-

relation function de�ned by Eq.(3)with �= 2.

The saddlepointofthe action (4)isgiven by

�tt0 =

 

�tt0 2F
(0)

tt0

0 � �tt0

!

; (5)

with thedistribution function F (0) satisfyingthekinetic

equation

(@t+ @t0)F
(0)

tt0
= � �[’(t)� ’(t0)]2 F

(0)

tt0
; (6)

wherewedenoted �= �C u(0)�.

The whole m anifold of the Q m atrices can be

param etrized as

Q = U
� 1

F
P UF ; P = U � 1�3U; (7)

wherethem atricesU areunitary,so thatP isa Herm i-

tian �eld,whereasallnon-Herm iticity islocated in the

m atrices

(UF )tt0 =

 

�tt0 F
(0)

tt0

0 � �tt0

!

(8)

(b)(a) (c)

Fig.1.Two-loop diagram sforthedistribution function

F ,corresponding to the term s ofEq.(15). Solid lines

denote the di�usons.

[in particular,thestandard saddlepoint(5)corresponds

to P = �3].

Forperturbativecalculationswechoosethestandard

rationalparam eterization ofthe P m atrix,

P = �3(1+ V=2)(1� V=2)� 1; (9)

which has the unit Jacobian @P=@V = 1. The m atrix

V anticom m uting with �3 isgiven explicitly by

V =

 
0 d

� dy 0

!

; (10)

with them atrix d actingin thetim espaceonly.Itsbare

correlatorinferred from theG aussian partoftheaction

hasthe form :

hdt+ t� d
�
t0
+
t0
�

i0 =
2�

�
�(�� �0)D �(t;t

0); (11)

wherewehavedenoted t� = t� �=2,t0� = t0� �0=2,and

introduced the free di�uson propagator[1,2,10,4]

D �(t;t
0)= �(t� t0)exp

�

�

Z t

t0

�[’(�+ )� ’(�� )]
2 d�

�

:

(12)

Physical quantities are contained in the average

hQ i �
R
Q e� S[Q ]D Q . Due to causality,hQ tt0i shares

the structure ofthe Eq.(5) but with the saddle-point

distribution F (0) substituted by the exact distribution

F .Theenergy absorption ratecan be calculated as[4]

W (t)= �
�i

�
lim
�! 0

@t@�Ft+ �=2;t� �=2: (13)

3. Perturbation theory. Expanding the K eldysh

(upper-right)block ofthem atrix Q in term softhedif-

fusonsd with the help ofEqs.(7){(10)one obtainsthe

perturbativeseries:

F = F (0)�
hdi

2
�
hF (0)dyd+ ddyF (0)i

4
+
hddydi

8
+ :::

(14)

The two-loop correction to the distribution function is

given by threepairings:

�F =
hdS(5)i0

2
�
hdS(4)S(3)i0

2
+
hddydS(3)i0

8
; (15)
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shown diagram m atically in Fig. 1. The other possi-

ble pairings vanish due to causality ofthe theory. In

Eq.(15),the verticesS(m ) com efrom expansion ofthe

action(4)totheorderW m .In therationalparam etriza-

tion (9)they aregiven by the following expressions:

S(3) =
��

2�

Z

’12’34F
(0)

12
d�32d34d

�
14; (16)

S
(5) =

��

8�

Z

’12(’34 + ’56)F
(0)

12
d
�
23d43d

�
45d65d

�
61 + :::;

(17)

S(4) = �
�

8�

Z

(@5 + @6)d56d
�
76d78d

�
58

�
��

16�

Z
�
’256 + ’258 + ’267 + ’278

� ’257 � ’268

�
d56d

�
76d78d

�
58 + ::: (18)

Thetheterm snotincluded in Eqs.(17)and (18)donot

contribute to the pairings shown in Fig.1. In writing

Eqs.(16){(18)weused theconcisenotationsFij � Ftitj,

dij � dtitj,and ’ij � ’(ti)� ’(tj),with integration be-

ing perform ed overalltim e argum entsinvolved.

Thediagram s(a)and (b)shown in Fig.1 contain a

loose di�uson [2]which couple d to the restofthe dia-

gram . Asa result,the corresponding correction to the

distribution function Ft+ �=2;t� �=2 can be written as

�F
(ab)

t+ �=2;t� �=2

=

Z

dt
0
dt

00D �(t;t
0)�(t0;t00;�)Ft00+ �=2;t00� �=2; (19)

where t0 is the \center ofm ass" tim e at the rightend

ofthe loose di�uson,and �(t0;t00;�) is a com plicated

expression denoting therestofthediagram .Thecorre-

sponding correction to theenergy absorption rategiven

by Eq.(13)sim pli�esto

�W (ab)(t)= �
1

�
lim
�! 0

@

@�

1

�

Z

dt00�(t;t00;�); (20)

where we em ployed Eq.(12)and used the asym ptotics

Ft+ t� � 1=(i��)at�! 0.

Contrary,thediagram (c)in Fig.1 doesnotcontain

a loose di�uson and cannotbe represented in the form

(20) with already taken derivative with respect to the

externaltim e t.

Finally,itisworth m entioning thatthediagram (a)

iscom pletely canceled againstthe partofthe diagram

(b)which containsthetim e derivativeoriginating from

the �rstterm in Eq.(18).

Asaresultofstraightforwardbutratherlengthy cal-

culation one ends up with the generalexpression for

thetwo-loop correction to theK ubo dissipation rate(2)

valid foran arbitrary ’(t):

�W (t)=
��

2�2
lim
�! 0

@

@�

1

�

Z 1

0

dxdydz

�

�
@

@t
� 2�’56 ’78

�

’12’34

� D�+ x+ y

�

t�
x

2
�
y

2
;t�

x

2
�
y

2
� z

�

� D�� x� z

�

t�
x

2
�
z

2
;t�

x

2
�
z

2
� y

�

� D�+ y� z

�

t�
y

2
�
z

2
;t�

y

2
�
z

2
� x

�

; (21)

where t1;2 = t� � x � y � z,t3 = t+ � z,t4 = t� � y,

t5 = t+ � x � z,t6;7 = t� ,and t8 = t� � x � y. In

Eq.(21)the term with @=@tdescribesthe contribution

ofthe diagram (c)while the restisthe contribution of

thediagram s(a)and (b).Thoughtthederivativeswith

respectto �and tcan beeasily calculated with thehelp

ofEq.(12)weleavethem unevaluated in orderto keep

the sim plestform ofthe expression.

4. Linear case. W e start the analysis of the

general form ula (21) with the case of a linear bias

’(t) = vt. Then the dynam ic di�uson (12) is given

by D �(t1;t2) = �(t1 � t2)expf� 
3�2(t1 � t2)g where


 = (�v 2)1=3 is the dephasing rate due to the tim e-

dependentperturbation [3].Sincethedi�uson D �(t1;t2)

dependsonly on t1 � t2,the integrand in Eq.(21)does

notdepend on tand the corresponding tim e derivative

describing thecontribution ofthediagram (c)vanishes.

Theproductofthreedi�usonsin Eq.(21)isan even

function of�,hence�-dependence should betaken into

accountonly in theterm s’ij.Theresulting expression

becom es

�W =

6�

�2

Z 1

0

dxdydz(� x2 + 5xy)

� exp
�
� 
3(x + y)(y+ z)(z+ x)

	
; (22)

whereweem ployed the sym m etry between theintegra-

tion variablesto sim plify the �nalexpression.

The integralsin Eq.(22)aregiven by

Z 1

0

dxdydz

�
x2

xy

�

e
� (x+ y)(y+ z)(z+ x) =

�
5

1

�

�
�2(1=3)

48
;

(23)

leadingtoasurprisingcancelation ofthetwo-loop quan-

tum correction in theunitary casem entioned in Ref.[3].

Itisalsoinstructivetoconsiderthecaseofthelinear

perturbation switched on att= 0:’(t)= �(t)vt.Here
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theterm with @=@tin Eq.(21)isgenerally nonzero but

it is sm allin the m ost interesting lim it 
t � 1. The

tim e-dependent�W (t)isthen given by Eq.(22)where

theregion ofintegration isnow bounded from aboveby

thecondition x+ y+ z < t.Thecorrection to thetotal

absorbed energy becom es

�E (t)=

6�

�2

Z 1

0

dxdydz m in(x + y+ z;t)

� (� x2 + 5xy)e� 

3
(x+ y)(y+ z)(z+ x) (24)

The integralswith x2y and xyz converge while the in-

tegralwith x3 diverges logarithm ically. Therefore,at


t� 1

�E (t)’ �
�

�2
ln(
t): (25)

Thus,thetwo-loop quantum correction,though vanish-

ing fora linearperturbation,leadsto a long-tim em em -

ory e�ectsnearthe pointsofdiscontinuity of@’=@t.

5. Periodic case.Now weturn to thecaseofperi-

odicperturbationsswitched on att= 0.Tosim plifycal-

culationswewillconsider�rstthesim plestexam pleofa

m onochrom atic perturbation,’(t) = �(t)sin!t. Then

the dynam icdi�uson (12)acquiresthe form :

D �(t;t
0)= �(t� t0)exp

�

� 2�sin2
!�

2

�

h

t� t0+
sin!(t� t0)

!
cos!(t+ t0)

i�

: (26)

Itisconvenientto calculatethetwo contributionsto

Eq.(21),�W (ab)(t) and �W (c)(t),separately. M aking

useofEq.(26)weget:

�W (ab)(t)= �
2�2�! 2

�2

Z x+ y+ z< t

0

dxdydz CSD ; (27)

where

C = cos!(t� x � y� z)cos!

�

t�
x

2
�
y

2

�

� cos!

�

t�
x

2
�
z

2

�

cos!

�

t�
y

2
�
z

2

�

;

S = 3sin2
#x

2
� sin2

#y

2
� sin2

#z

2
� 4�sin

#x

2

� sin
#y

2
sin

#z

2
(xsin#x + ysin#y + zsin#z);

D istheproductofthreedi�usonsin Eq.(21)evaluated

at� = 0,and we introduced #x = y� z,#y = � x � z,

and #z = x + y.

The long-tim e behavior of Eq.(27) is determ ined

by the vicinities ofthe no-dephasing points [10]where

each of the three di�usons entering D is equalto 1.

An analogoussituation arisesin the calculation ofthe

one-loop quantum correction fortheperiodically driven

orthogonalm atrices[4],which isdom inated by the no-

dephasing points of a single dynam ic cooperon. In

the presentcase,the no-dephasing points are given by

(x;y;z)= (x;2�m =! � x;2�n=! � x)with arbitrary x

and integerm and n.

In thelim itt� (!� 1,�� 1)theno-dephasing points

with di�erent m and n do not overlap and the triple

integralin Eq.(27)can be evaluated as

Z

dxdydz � !

Z

dx
X

m n

Z

d�yd�z; (28)

where we introduced y = 2�m =! � x + �y and z =

2�n=! � x+ �z.Attheno-dephasing pointthefactorC

isnonzero whereasthe factorS vanishesand should be

expanded in the deviations�y and �z:

C = cos2 !tcos2 !(t+ x); (29)

S =
!2

4

�
3(�y� �z)2 � �z2 � �y2

�

+
�! 4

2
�y�z(�y� �z)[(x + z)�y� (x + y)�z]: (30)

Though the last term of Eq. (30) is proportionalto

the fourth powerof�y and �z,their sm allnessiscom -

pensated by an extra factor x;y;z � t. In the lim it

t� (!� 1,�� 1)wecan integrateneartheno-dephasing

points in the G aussian approxim ation retaining only

quadraticin the deviationsterm sin lnD :

D = exp

�

�
�! 2

2

�
x(�y� �z)2 + y�z2 + z�y2

�
�

: (31)

The weight(31)determ inesthe correlators:

M �

 

h�y�yi h�y�zi

h�y�zi h�z�zi

!

=
1

�! 2

1

xy+ yz+ zx

 
x + y x

x x + z

!

: (32)

Substituting Eqs.(28){(32)into Eq.(27)and inte-

grating over�y and �z onegets

�W (ab)(t)= �
�2�! 2

�2
cos2 !t

�

Z

dx
X

m n

2�
p
detM hSi; (33)
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wherewereplaced cos2 !(t+ x)by itsaveragevalue1/2.

TheaveragehSiiscalculated with thehelp oftheW ick’s

theorem using the paircorrelators(32):

hSi=
3xyz

2�(xy+ yz+ zx)2
: (34)

Finally,sincethesum m and in Eq.(33)isasm ooth func-

tion ofm and n itispossible to passfrom sum m ation

overm and n back to integration overy and z:

X

m n

� !

�
!

2�

�2
Z

dydz: (35)

Asa resultweobtain

�W
(ab)(t)= �

3�! 2

4�3
cos2 !t

�

Z x+ y+ z< t

0

xyzdxdydz

(xy+ yz+ zx)5=2
: (36)

Thisintegralisequalto (2�=27)tand weget

�W
(ab)(t)= �

�! 2t

18�2
cos2 !t: (37)

The contribution ofthe diagram (c),�W (c),can be

calculated analogously. Due to the sam e structure of

the di�usons,itsno-dephasing pointscoincidewith the

no-dephasingpointsfor�W (ab).Instead ofEq.(33)one

hasnow:

�W (c)(t)=
��! 2

4�2

@

@t

Z

dx
X

m n

2�
p
detM hS0i; (38)

where

hS0i= 1� �!2 h(�y� �z)[(x + z)�y� (x + y)�z]i

= �
yz

xy+ yz+ zx
: (39)

Passing from sum m ation to integration according to

Eq.(35) and utilizing the sym m etry properties ofthe

integrand weobtain:

�W (c)(t)= �
�! 2

24�3

@

@t

Z x+ y+ z< t

0

dxdydz
p
xy+ yz+ zx

: (40)

Theintegralisequalto (�=6)t2 yielding

�W (c)(t)= �
�! 2t

72�2
: (41)

Note a peculiar property of Eqs. (37) and (41):

�W (ab)(t) / t(d’=dt)2 and vanishes at the turning

pointsofthe perturbation,whereas�W (c)(t) isalways

positive,even when d’=dt= 0. This m eans thatthey

describe di�erent m echanism s ofabsorption,with dif-

ferentm em orieson the past.

Com bining Eqs.(37)and (41)wegetthe totaltwo-

loop correction to the quasiclassicalabsorption rate in

the harm oniccase:

�W (t)= �
�! 2t

72�2

�
4cos2 !t+ 1

�
; (42)

valid att� (!� 1,�� 1).

Thetim e-averagedcorrectiongrowslinearlywith the

duration ofthe perturbation:

�W (t)= �
�! 2t

24�2
: (43)

Rem arkably,Eq.(43)holdsnotonly fora harm onic

perturbation butforan arbitrary periodic perturbation

with the period 2�=!. Form ally this follows from the

factthatthelevelsensitivity �totheexternalperturba-

tion dropsfrom Eq.(43).Then,according to Eq.(35),

thefactor!2 in Eq.(43)m easurestheinversetim esep-

aration between the no-dephasing points which is the

sam eforallperiodic perturbationsofa given period.

6. D ynam ic vs. A nderson localization. It is

usefulto com pare the two-loop result (43) for a har-

m onicperturbation with theanalogousone-loop expres-

sion forthe G O E obtained in Ref.[4]:

�W (t)

W 0

= �

8
>><

>>:

r
t

t�
; G O E;

�t

24t�
; G UE;

(44)

where W 0 = ��! 2=2� is the period-averaged absorp-

tion rate,and t� = �3�=2� 2 isthe localization tim e.

In Ref.[4]we pointed out that the weak dynam ic

localization correction to the energy absorption rate of

aperiodically driven G O E hasthesam esquare-rootbe-

haviorasthe weak Anderson localization correction to

theconductivity ofa quasi-one-dim ensional(1D)disor-

dered wire. Now we see that the sam e is true for the

caseoftheG UE aswell:in both casesthecorrection is

linearin tim e and dephasing tim e,respectively.There-

foreitistem pting to suggestthatthisanalogy isnota

coincidencebuthasitsrootsin equivalencebetween the

dynam iclocalization fortheRM T driven by aharm onic

perturbation and 1D Anderson localization.

Such an equivalence isknown forthe case ofkicked

quantum rotor(KQ R):in thelong tim elim it,theKQ R

problem can be m apped [11]onto the 1D �-m odel.O n

the otherhand,the problem softhe �-kicked KQ R and

of the periodically driven RM T are, to som e extent,

com plem entary. Both of them can be m apped on a
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tight-binding 1D m odel,but with very di�erent struc-

ture of couplings between the sites and auxiliary or-

bitals[4].In particular,the \kicked RM T" m odelwith

’(t) being a periodic �-function does not exhibit dy-

nam iclocalization whatsoever[4].

In order to check the assum ption about the equiv-

alence ofthe driven RM T to the quasi-1D disordered

wire we use the sim ple relationship between the tim e-

dependentenergy absorption rateW (t)in thedynam ic

problem and the frequency-dependent di�usion coe�-

cientD (!)in the Anderson m odel[12]:

W (t)

W 0

=

Z + 1

� 1

d!

2�

e� i!t

� i! + 0

D (!)

D 0

; (45)

whereW 0 and D 0 arethe classicalperiod-averaged ab-

sorption rate and di�usion coe�cient. D (!) is known

from the theory ofweak Anderson localization:

�D (!)

D 0

=

8
>><

>>:

�
1

p
� i!tloc

; G O E;

1

6i!tloc
; G UE:

(46)

Here tloc = (2��1)
2D 0, and �1 is the 1D density of

states.Then Eqs.(46),(45)givetwoexpressionssim ilar

to Eq.(44)with only one�tting param etert�=tloc.O ne

can easily see that with the choice t�=tloc = �=4 both

num ericalcoe�cientsm atch exactly.

W e believe that there are deep reasons for this

coincidence and m ake a conjecture that the (period-

averaged)dynam icsoftheharm onically-driven RM T at

tim e scales t � (!� 1,�� 1) is equivalent to the den-

sity propagation in a quasi-1D disordered wire. Em -

ploying thisequivalence,wecan easily calculatetheen-

ergy absorption ratein theregim eofwelldeveloped dy-

nam iclocalization att� t� using the M ott-Berezinsky

asym ptoticsoftheAC conductivity,�(!)/ ! 2 ln
2
(1=!)

[13,14].SubstitutingD (!)/ �(!)intoEq.(45)we�nd

thatin the localized regim eW (t)decaysas

W (t)/
lnt

t2
; t� t�: (47)

This dependence is not directly related to the spa-

tialdependence ofthe localized wave functions which

is exponential in the Anderson m odel. It can be

seen if one considers the density-density correlator

[disorder-averaged product of the retarded and ad-

vanced G reen’s functions G R (x;x0;� + !)G A (x0;x;�)]

whose Fourier transform can be conveniently repre-

sented as 2��1 A(k;!)=(� i!). According to G orkov’s

criterion of localization [15], A(k;0) is �nite and its

Fourier transform determ ines the spatialdecay oflo-

calized wavefunctions.O n theotherhand,D (!)can be

extracted from the density-density correlatoras

D (!)=
i!

2

@2

@k2
A(k;!)

�
�
�
k= 0

; (48)

and,according to ourconjecture,should be substituted

in Eq.(45)to givetheabsorption rate.Thus,instead of

A(k;! = 0),usually studied in the Anderson localiza-

tion problem ,W (t)isdeterm ined by the! dependence

of@2A(k;!)=@k2 at k = 0,which to the best ofour

knowledgeevaded investigation in thefram ework ofthe

quasi-1D nonlinearsigm a m odel.

7. C onclusion.W e derived the generalexpression

for the lowest order (two-loop) interference correction

to theenergy absorption rateofa param etrically-driven

G UE.Ifan externalperturbation grows linearly with

tim ethe�rstcorrection vanishes.Foraperiodicpertur-

bation the averaged correction �W (t)/ t. W e m ake a

conjecturethatthedynam icsoftheharm onically-driven

RM T at the tim e scales t� 1=!;1=� is equivalent to

the 1D Anderson m odel. Based on thisequivalence we

predictthatin theregim eofstrongdynam iclocalization

W (t)/ ln(t)=t2.
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