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ABSTRACT:Recently,we found thatthe correlation between the eigenvaluesofran-

dom herm itean m atricesexhibitsuniversalbehavior.Herewestudy thisuniversalbehavior

and develop a diagram m atic approach which enables us to extend our previous work to

thecasein which therandom m atrix evolvesin tim eorvariesassom eexternalparam eters

vary.W ecom putethecurrent-currentcorrelation function,discussvariousgeneralizations,

and com pareourwork with thework ofotherauthors.W estudy thedistribution ofeigen-

valuesofHam iltoniansconsistingofasum ofadeterm inisticterm and arandom term .The

correlation between the eigenvalueswhen the determ inistic term isvaried iscalculated.
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I.INTRODUCTION

W e have been studying correlations between energy eigenvalues in random m atrix

theory1;2;3;4 in an attem ptto uncover possible universalbehaviorin disordered system s.

Letusbeginbysum m arizingthem ainresultsofourpreviouswork.5;6Consideranensem ble

ofN by N herm itean m atrices’ de�ned by the probability distribution

P (’)=
1

Z
e
� N 2H (’) (1:1)

with

H (’)=
1

N
TrV (’) (1:2)

forany even polynom ialV and with Z �xed by the norm alization
R
d’P (’)= 1. De�ne

the G reen’sfunctions

G (z)�

�
1

N
tr

1

z� ’

�

(1:3)

G (z;w)�

�
1

N
tr

1

z� ’

1

N
tr

1

w � ’

�

(1:4)

and so forth,where

h0(’)i�

Z

d’0(’)P (’) (1:5)

The density ofeigenvaluesisthen given by

�(�)=

�
1

N
tr�(� � ’)

�

=
�1

�
Im G (� + i�) (1:6)

and thecorrelation between eigenvalues,by

�(�;�)=

�
1

N
tr�(� � ’)

1

N
tr�(� � ’)

�

= (�1=4�2)(G (++)+ G (��)� G (+�)� G (�+))

(1:7)

with the obviousnotation

G (�;�)� G (� � i�;� � i�) (1:8)

(signsuncorrelated).

In the large N lim it, �(�;�) ! �(�)�(�), and thus it is custom ary to de�ne the

connected correlation

�c(�;�)� �(�;�)� �(�)�(�) (1:9)
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Note that the factors ofN are chosen in our de�nitions such that the interval[�a;+a]

overwhich �(�)isnon-zero is�nite (i.e.,oforderN 0)in the largeN lim it.

For applications to disordered system ’ is often thought ofas the Ham iltonian. Its

eigenvaluesthen describetheenergy levelsofthesystem .In som eapplications,’ isrelated

to thetransm ission m atrix.7 Thedensity ofand correlation between itseigenvaluestellus

aboutthe conductance uctuation in disordered m etals.

The density ofeigenvalueshaslong been known in theliterature8 to havethe form

�(�)=
1

�
P (�)

q

a2� �2 (1:10)

where P (�) is a polynom ialof degree 2p � 2 ifthe potentialV is of degree 2p. The

polynom ialP (�)and the endpointofthe spectrum a depend on V in a com plicated way.

In ourrecentwork,wehave focussed on thecorrelation between eigenvalues.

W e haveobtained thefollowing results,5;6 allin the largeN lim it.

(1.) Using the m ethod oforthogonalpolynom ials,wedeterm ine

�c(�;�)= �(
a

4N
)2(� � �)� 2[f(�)f(�)]� 1

�

�

[cos[’(�)]� cos[’(�)]][cos[N (h(�)+ (�))]+ cos[N (h(�)� h(�))]]

+ [sin[’(�)]� sin[’(�)]]sin[N (h(�)+ h(�))]

+ [sin[’(�)]+ sin[’(�)]]sin[N (h(�)� h(�))]

� 2

:

(1:11)

Thevariousfunctionsf(�);’(�)and h(�)aregiven in Ref.5 and depend on V .Thus,

thisrathercom plicated expression dependson V in detail.

(2.) W ith � � � close together,oforderN � 1 tim essom e num berlargecom pared to unity

so that there can stillbe a �nite num ber ofeigenvalues between � and �,and with

both � and � ata �nite distance from the end pointsofthe spectrum ,we obtain the

universalresult

K (�;�)!
sin[2�N ���(��)]

2�N ��
; (1:12)

where �� � 1
2(�� �)and �� � 1

2(�� �).Thism eansthatthecorrelation function takes

the form

�(�;�)= �(�)�(�)

"

1�

�
sinx

x

�2
#

(1:13)

x = 2�N ���(��): (1:14)
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Thisresulthaslong been known in the literature.For(� � �)sm allthisim pliesthat

�(�;�)vanishesas

�(�;�)�
1

3
�
2
�(��)4[N (� � �)]2: (1:15)

asexpected from the Van derM onde determ inantin them easure.

Note in this context that it is incorrect to replace sin2x by its average 1=2, as is

som etim esdone in theliterature.

(3.) The wild oscillation of�c(�;�)isentirely asexpected since between � and � �nitely

separated therearein generalO(N)eigenvalues.Thus,itisnaturalto sm ooth �c(�;�)

by integrating overintervals�� and �� largecom pared toO(N� 1)butsm allcom pared

to O(N 0)centered around � and � respectively.W ethen obtain5

�
sm ooth
c (�;�)=

�1

2N 2�2

1

(� � �)2

(a2� ��)

[(a2� �2)(a2� �2)]1=2
: (1:16)

W e�nd thisresultratherrem arkablesincethedensity�(�)iscom pletelynon-universal.

The only dependence on V appearsthrough a.

(4.) W e have also com puted the three- and four-point connected correlation functions.

W hen theoscillationsin thesefunctionsaresm oothed overwefound thatthey vanish

identically to O(N � 3) and O(N � 4) respectively. W e conjectured that the sm oothed

p-pointconnected correlation function sim ilarly vanishesto O(N � p).

(5.) W e can show that the results in (1),(2),(3)hold for an ensem ble m uch m ore general

than theone de�ned in (1.1)and (1.2),nam ely,an ensem ble de�ned with

H (’)=
1

N
TrV (’)+

1

N 2
TrW 1(’)TrW 2(’)

+
1

N 3
TrX 1(’)TrX 2(’)TrX 3(’)+ :::

(1:17)

with W ;X ;Y;:::etc.arbitrarypolynom ials.Indeed,itiseasytosee6 thatthisensem ble

can befurthergeneralized by replacing,forexam ple,thethird term in (1.13)by

1

N 3

X

�

TrX
�
1(’)TrX

�
2(’)TrX

�
3(’) (1:18)

with X �
i
a polynom ial.Thisensem ble appearsto usto be the m ostgeneralensem ble

invariantunderunitary transform ations,i.e.,

P (U y
’U )= P (’) (1:19)
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exceptforsom e rathersingularexam ples.

(6.) W igner1 also studied non-unitary ensem bles, for exam ple an ensem ble of m atrices

’ whose m atrix elem ents take on the value �v=
p
N with equalprobability. Using

a renorm alization group9 inspired approach we can show that �(�) for this class of

m atrix is universaland equalto the �(�) for the sim ple G aussian ensem ble de�ned

with V (’)= m 2

2 ’
2 in (1.2),nam ely

�(�)=
1

�

q

a2� �2 (1:20)

thatis,W igner’swell-known sem i-circle law.

(7.) In Ref.6,weoutline an argum entshowing thatthe resultsstated in (1),(2),(3),and

(4)also hold forthe non-unitary ensem ble m entioned in (6).

Som e of our results appear to overlap with results obtained in recent literature.10

In particular,our sm oothed universalconnected correlation (1.16)appears to have been

discovered also by Beenakker in an interesting work,11 although we have not yet seen a

fullderivation.

G iven ourcorrelation functions(1.11),(1.13),and (1.16),wecan proceed to determ ine

the m ean square uctuation ofphysicalquantitiessuch asconductance.Forany quantity

A(’) de�ned by the trace ofsom e function of’,the m ean square uctuation is clearly

given by

varA �

D

A
2
E

� hAi
2
=

Z

d�d��c(�;�)A(�)A(�) (1:21)

W ewould liketo em phasizethatitisincorrecttoputfor�c(�;�)thesm oothed correlation

�sm oothc (�;�) � 1
(�� �)2

given in (1.16). The singularity in �sm oothc (�;�) as � � � ! 0

would produce a divergentintegral.W ithin ourdiscussion,there isofcourse no di�culty

whatsoever,since�sm oothc (�;�)wasderived with theexplicitproviso that�� � isof0(N0)

and the true �c(�;�)given in (1.11)isperfectly sm ooth as� � � ! 0.Calculation ofthe

varianceoftheconductancegiven in therecentliterature11 appearstoustoinvolvesim ply

replacing �c by �
sm ooth
c withoutjusti�cation.

From the de�nitions for �(�) and �c(�;�),it is easy to derive the response of�(�)

undera change in the potentialV (�),aspointed outby Beenakker11:

��(�)= �N2
Z

d��c(�;�)�V (�) (1:22)

Again,itwould be tem pting to replace11 �c(�;�)by �
sm ooth
c (�;�).However,thisillegiti-

m ateprocedurewould lead to a divergentintegral.Thevariation ��(�)=�V (�)appearsto
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posea rathertediouscalculation with P and a in (1.10)depending on V in a com plicated

way.

W e took V to be an even polynom ialforsim plicity,so thatthe density ofeigenvalues

isa sym m etric function between the endpoints�a and +a.Itisa sim ple m atterto shift

the spectrum . Clearly,ifwe replace � in V by � � dI (with I the unitm atrix and d the

shift)thedensity ofeigenvalueswould benon-zero between c= �a+ d and b= a+ d.The

universalcorrelation function isthen trivially shifted to read

�
sm ooth
c (��)= �

1

2N 2�2

1

(� � �)2

[�bc+ 1
2(b+ c)(� + �)� ��]

[(b� �)(� � c)(b� �)(� � c)]1=2
(1:23)

In section II,we willdevelop a diagram m atic m ethod which willenable us to study

\tim e" dependent correlation between the eigenvalues,and which when the tim e depen-

dence issuppressed allowsusto recoverm any ofthe resultsm entioned above. In section

IIIwe com pute the current-current correlation function. In section IV we study a class

ofHam iltoniansconsisting ofthe sum ofa determ inistic term and a random term . The

correlation between the eigenvalueswhen the determ inistic term isvaried iscalculated.

II.\TIM E" DEPENDENT CORRELATION

In thispaper,we introduce a diagram m atic m ethod to study the correlation between

eigenvalues fora tim e-dependent ensem ble ofherm itean m atriceswith a probability dis-

tribution de�ned by

P (’)=
1

Z
exp�

Z T

� T

dtTr

�
1

2
(
d’

dt
)2 + V (’)

�

(2:1)

W e take T ! 1 . Here the m atrix ’(t) depends on tim e,or m ore generally,on som e

externalparam eterweareallowed to vary.Physically,wem ay apply ourresultsobtained

below todisordered system sin which thedisorderm ay vary.In goingfrom (1.1)to(2.1)we

are m oving from zero-dim ensional�eld theory (i.e.,an integral)to one-dim ensional�eld

theory (i.e.,Euclidean quantum m echanics). In the language ofstring theory,we m ove

from a centralcharge c= 0 theory to a c= 1 theory.Asa byproductwe show how som e

ofourpreviousresultsm entioned in Section Im ay berecovered asa specialcase.Forease

ofpresentation,we willtake V (’) = m 2

2 ’
2 to be G aussian and indicate below how our

resultsm ay begeneralized.
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The one-pointG reen’sfunction,orm oregenerally thepropagator,

G ij(z)�

�

(
1

z� ’(t)
)ij

�

(2:2)

can be readily determ ined since due to tim e translation invariance it does not in fact

depend on tim e. Using the usualFeynm an diagram expansion,we �nd im m ediately that

in thelargeN lim itG ij(z)isgiven by planarFeynm an diagram s(generalized rainbow)as

indicated in Fig.(1a).

It is perhaps useful, borrowing the term inology oflarge N QCD from the particle

physicsliterature,to speak ofthesinglelinein Fig (1a)asrepresenting quark propagators

and the double linesasgluon propagators. The quark propagatorisgiven sim ply by 1=z

whilethe gluon propagatorisgiven by

D ij;kl(t)�


’ij(t)’kl(0)

�

= �il�jk
1

N

Z
d!

2�

ei!t

!2 + m 2
= �il�jk

1

2N m
e
� m jtj

(2:3)

W e willnow im m ediately generalize to arbitrary tim e dependence by replacing (2.3)

by

D ij;kl(t)= �il�jk
�2

N
e
� u(t) (2:4)

Forinstance,the tim e dependence in (2.1)m ay be changed in such a way thatthe \m o-

m entum space" propagator!2+ m 2 in (2.4)isreplaced by 1
!2+ j!j+ m 2

or 1
!4+ �!2+ m 2

for

exam ple.In otherwords,in (2.1)we can replace 1
2(

d’

dt
)2 by ’K (d

dt
)’ with K any reason-

ablefunction.Ouronly requirem entisthatu isa sm ooth function oftand doesnotblow

up astgoesto zero.

Introducing asusualthe one-particle irreducible selfenergy �ij(z),we can write the

generalized rainbow integralequation (Fig.(1b))

�(z)= �
2 1

z� �(z)
= �

2
G (z) (2:5)

Herewe have used the fact,im m ediately obviousfrom exam ining theFeynm an diagram s,

that �ij(z) is equalto �ij �(z) and the fact that the gluon propagator only appears at

equaltim eD ij;kl(0)� �il�jk
1
N
�2.Notethatthequark doesnotknow abouttim e.Solving

the quadraticequation for� we obtain the G reen’sfunction asde�ned in (1.3)

G (z)=
1

2�2
(z�

p
z2 � 4�2) (2:6)
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Taking the absorptive part we recover im m ediately W igner’s sem icircle law as given in

(1.20).

Incidentally,within this diagram m atic approach,band m atrices can be treated im -

m ediately. Let the m atrices ’ be restricted so that ’ij vanishes unless ji� jj< bN =2

with b < 1. Such m atrices describe,for exam ple,the hopping ofa single electron on a

one-dim ensionallattice with random hopping am plitudes. The essentialfeature is that

from each site the electron can hop to O (1=N )sites. Looking atthe Feynm an diagram s,

we see that in the generalized rainbow integralequation we sim ply restrict the range of

sum m ation from N to bN and thusinstead of(2.3)weobtain

�(z)= b�
2 1

z� �(z)
= b�

2
G (z) (2:7)

Thus,we have the sam e distribution ofeigenvalues with a suitable re-de�nition ofthe

endpoints.

Letusnow m oveon to the connected 2-pointG reen’sfunction

G c(z;w;t)�

�
1

N 2
tr

1

z� ’(t)
tr

1

w � ’(0)

�

C

=
1

N 2

1X

m = 0

1X

n= 0

1

zm + 1wn+ 1
htr’m (t)tr’n(0)iC

(2:8)

Henceforth for the sake of notationalclarity we willset � to unity; it can always be

recovered by dim ensionalanalysis. Diagram m atically,the expression for G c(z;w;t) can

be described as two separate quark loops,carrying \m om entum " z and w respectively,

interacting by em itting and absorbing gluons(see Fig.(2a)).

W ith a G aussian distribution for ’,we can readily \W ick-contract" the expression

htr’m (t)tr’n(0)iC .Letusbegin by ignoring contractionswithin thesam etrace(in which

case m and n are required to be equal). In the large N lim it,the dom inant graphs(see

Fig.(2b))aregiven essentially by \laddergraphs" (with onecrossing)which im m ediately

sum to

N
2
G c(z;w)=

1

(zw)2

1

(1� 1
zw
)2

(2:9)

W enextincludeW ick-contractionswithin thesam etracein htr’m tr’ni.W eseethat

graphically these contractions describe vortex and self energy corrections. The vortex

correctionscan beim m ediately sum m ed:theexpression in (2.9)isto bem ultiplied by two

factors,the factor
1

(1� 1
z2
)2

(2:10)
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and a sim ilar factor with z replaced by w. Finally,according to our earlier discussion,

self-energy corrections are included im m ediately by replacing the bare quark propagator

1=z by the dressed propagatorG (z)(and sim ilarly for1=w ofcourse.) W e obtain �nally

the rem arkably com pactresult

N
2
G c(z;w)=

1

(1� G (z)G (w))2

�
G 2(z)

1� G 2(z)

� �
G 2(w)

1� G 2(w)

�

(2:11)

Finally,wehaveto putin thetim edependence,which wehaveignored so far.W enote

�rst ofallthatthe vertex and self-energy corrections contain no tim e dependence,since

there thegluonsalwaysbegin and end on the sam equark line.Thus,the tim edependent

2-pointconnected G reen’sfunction can be written down im m ediately as

N
2
G c(z;w;t)=

e� u(t)

(1� e� u(t)G (z)G (w))2

�
G 2(z)

1� G 2(z)

� �
G 2(w)

1� G 2(w)

�

(2:12)

To obtain the connected correlation function between energy eigenvalues,we have to

take the double absorptive partofG c(z;w;t)asindicated in (1.7). Itism ostconvenient

to introduce angularvariables:from (2.6)we see thatwe m ay write

G (� + i�)= �i�ei�� (2:13)

where � = the sign of� and

sin� � �=a: (2:14)

Sim ilarly,we write

G (� + i�)= �i�ei�� (2:15)

with � = the sign of� and

sin� � �=a: (2:16)

As� and � vary overtheirallowed ranges,from �a to +a,� and � rangevary from ��=2

to �=2.

W e can now readily com pute (in the notation of(1.8))

8N 2
G c(++)=

1

cos� cos�

�
1

[1+ ch ucos(� + �)� ish usin(� + �)]

�

(2:17)

Proceeding in thisway,weobtain one ofourm ain results

� 16�2N 2
�c(�;�)

=
1

cos� cos�

�
1+ ch ucos(� + �)

[ch u + cos(� + �)]2
+ (� ! �� + �)

�
(2:18)
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Note that crossing sym m etry (� $ �;t! �t) clearly holds. For t= 0,that is,u = 0

(since any non-zero u(0)can be absorbed into �2),we recover im m ediately ourprevious

result (1.16),obtained by the orthogonalpolynom ialm ethod. Note that tim e acts as a

regulator for the singularity when � = �: for tim e not equalto zero,we can set � = �

withoutdi�culty and obtain

8�2N 2
�c(�;�)=

1

cos2�

1

u2
+ ::: (2:19)

For� 6= � and sm alltim eu << � � � we have

�16�2N 2
�c(�;�)=

1

cos� cos�

(

1

1+ cos(� + �)

"

1�
1� 1

2 cos(� + �)

1+ cos(� + �)
u
2

#

+ (� ! �� + �)

)

(2:20)

In thelong tim elim it,u ! 1 ,we �nd

4�2N 2
�c(�;�)! e

� u tan� tan� (2:21)

As expected the correlation vanishes exponentially in tim e. Notice however that a

m em ory ofthe spatialcorrelation isretained even atarbitrarily largetim e.

W ethusconcludethatthedensity-density correlation isuniversalin spaceforalltim e,

in the sense thatitdoesnotdepend on V atall.

Itisnoteworthy thatin the diagram m aticapproach the correlation function is\auto-

m atically" sm oothed.An interchange oflim itsisresponsible.Here in com puting G (z;w)

we are taking N to in�nity and then letting z approach the realaxis. In our previous

work5 we use orthogonalpolynom ialsto calculate �c(�;�)directly. In e�ect,we letz sit

on the realaxisbefore taking N to in�nity and thusthe discrete pole structure isvisible.

In thissense,the orthogonalpolynom ialm ethod ism orepowerfuland inform ative.

Having now analyzed the G aussian case we now discuss how our results could hold

m oregenerally.W edistinguish between the\traceclass" de�ned in (1.1)and the\W igner

class" de�ned in (6).

For the W igner class, let us focus on the exam ple in which the probability of the

distribution m atrix elem ent’ij isgiven by

P (’ij)/ e
� N 2(j’ijj

2� v
2

N 2
)2

(2:22)

corresponding essentially to the exam ple m entioned in item (6)in Section I(see Ref.6).

The quartic interaction � N 2j’ijj
4 would contribute to Feynm an diagram s such as the

10



one in �g (3a). Counting powers,we see that this graph is oforder N � 4N N 2 = N � 1

and so issuppressed relativeto the graphsin Fig.(1a).Reasoning along thisline,we see

im m ediately thatthedistribution ofeigenvaluesisuniversal,a long-known resultthatwe

also derived recently using a renorm alization group inspired approach.6 As a bonus,we

obtain im m ediately in thepresentdiagram m aticapproach thatthecorrelation function is

alsouniversal.(Incidentally,thisresultisnotatalleasy toobtain with therenorm alization

group approach ofRef.6.)

For the trace class, the interaction, for exam ple the quartic term in V (’), would

generate Feynm an diagram ssuch asthe one in �gure (3b).Counting powersofN we see

thatthisgraph isin no way suppressed relativeto the graphsin Fig.(1a).Thisisin fact

a gratifying conclusion aswe know from Ref.8 (See eq.(1.10))thatin the trace class,in

sharp contrastto theW ignerclass,thedistribution ofeigenvaluesisin factnotuniversal.

It appears to us that within the diagram m atic approach,itwould be rather involved to

dem onstrate the universality ofthe correlation function for the trace class,nam ely the

resultweobtained in Ref.5 using them ethod oforthogonalpolynom ials.W e would have

to show that the e�ects ofthe arbitrary polynom ialinteractions contained in V in (1.1)

can besum m ed up and absorbed com pletely in theendpointvalue a ofthe spectrum .

W e �nd itrem arkable thatin thissubjectresultseasily obtained in one approach are

apparently ratherdi�cultto prove in another.

III.CURRENT-CURRENT CORRELATIONS

Asiswell-known,theensem blein (1.1)m ay bethoughtofasdescribing thestatistical

m echanicsofa gasin 1+ 0 dim ensionalspace tim e.Thepartition function

Z =

Z

d’e
� N trV (’)

= C

Z

d�1:::d�N e
� N

P

i
V (�i)+

P

i< j
log(�i� �j)

2
(3:1)

whereC isan irrelevantoverallconstant.Thelogarithm icterm com esfrom thewell-known

Jacobian connecting d’ to d�1d�2:::d�N . Regarding �i asthe position of\i
th particle"

on therealline,weseethat(3.1)describesaone-dim ensionalgasofN particlesinteracting

with each othervia a logarithm icrepulsion while con�ned by an externalpotentialV (�).

Intuitively then,itbecom esentirely clearthatthe density ofthe gas�(�)hasno reason
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to beuniversal:itshould certainly depend on V .Itislessclearwhy thechangein density

��(�)at� due to a change in the potential�V (�)at� should be universal,and indeed,

thisuniversality holdsonly when we sm ooth overthe discrete characterofthegas.

Thegeneralization in (2.1)then correspondstoallowingtheparticlestom ovein a1+ 1

dim ensionalspacetim e.W ith thedensity operatorde�ned by

�(�;t)=
1

N

X

i

�(� � �i(t)) (3:2)

we clearly have theconservation law

@�

@t
+
@J

@�
= 0 (3:3)

with the currentoperatorde�ned by

J(�;t)=
1

N

X

i

d�i

dt
�(� � �i(t)) (3:4)

Thus,we areled to study thecurrent-currentcorrelation function

hJ(�;t)J(�;0)i= �
@2

@t2

Z �

� a

d�
0

Z �

� a

d�
0


�(�0;t)�(�0;0)

�

c
(3:5)

NotethathJJiisconnected by de�nition.

Thedoubleintegralin (3.5)m ay beexplicitly evaluated.W e�nd thatin e�ect�c(�;�)

m ay bewritten as

�4�2N 2
�c(�;�)=

@

@�

@

@�
log

�
ch u + cos(� + �)

ch u � cos(� � �)

�

(3:6)

In particular,atequaltim e,we have

�4�2N 2
�c(�;�)=

@

@�

@

@�
log

"

a2� �� +
p
(a2� �2)(a2� �2)

a2� �� �
p
(a2� �2)(a2� �2)

#

(3:7)

An equivalentform reads

2�2N 2
�c(�;�)=

@

@�

@

@�
log

2

4

q
a� �
a+ � �

q
a� �
a+ �

q
a� �
a+ � +

q
a� �
a+ �

3

5 (3:7a)

The current-currentcorrelation function then followsim m ediately

4�2N 2hJ(�;t)J(�;0)i=
@2

@t2
log

�
ch u + cos(� + �)

ch u � cos((� � �)

�

=
sh u

ch u + cos(� + �)
�u +

(1+ ch ucos(� + �)

(ch u + cos(� + �))2
_u2 � (� ! �� + �)

(3:8)
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W ehavethusobtained thecurrent-currentcorrelation function forarbitrary separation

in space and tim e.

First,the dependence on space is universal: as a function of� and �,the current-

currentcorrelation,justlikethe density-density correlation from which itisderived,does

notdepend on the potentialV .

Thedependenceon tim e,in contrast,isnon-universal:clearly,thedependenceofu on

tenters. In specialcases,however,the speci�c functionalform m ay be seen to drop out.

From (3.8),we see thatatthe sam e pointin space,thatiswhen � = �,and u sm all,we

have

2�2N 2hJ(�;t)J(�;0)i=
@2

@t2
logu + ::: (3:9)

Thus,ifast! 0,u vanisheslikeu ! �t,then

2�2N 2hJJi! �=t2 (3:10)

W ehaveuniversality in thesensethattheunknown constant� hasdropped out.W ith the

furtherassum ption that = 1,which isreasonable butcertainly notrequired,we obtain

the universalstatem ent

2�2N 2hJJi! �1=t2 (3:11)

W e also observe the curiosity thatat� = � = ��=2,the current-current correlation

vanishesidentically foralltim e.

Forlargetim e,we obtain

�
2
N
2hJ(�;t)J(�;0)i! cos� cos�(_u2 � �u)e� u (3:12)

Thisisofcourse notindependentof(2.19).

W e have learned thatthe universality ofhJJiatsm alltim e hasalready been derived

by Szaferand Altschuler12 and by Beenakker13 using apparently ratherdi�erentm ethods

and im plicitly assum ing that = 1.To ourknowledge,thecom pleteform ofhJJiin (3.8)

hasnotappeared before in the literature.

W e can im m ediately generalize the preceding discussion to the case where m any ex-

ternalparam eters t1;t2;:::;tk:::are varied. This m ay be described picturesquely as a

m any-tim eworld in which theconservation laws

@Jk

@�
=

@�

@tk
(3:13)
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hold where the currentwith respectto tim etk isde�ned by

J
k(�)=

X

i

@�i

@tk
�(� � �i(t)) (3:14)

The relation (3.5)im m ediately generalizesto

hJk(�;t)Jl(�;0)i= �@k@l
Z �

� a

d�
0

Z �

� a

d�
0


�(�0;t)�(�0;0)

�

c
(3:15)

where@k � @
@tk

.Forthespecialcasewhereu isa function oft= (
P

kt
2
k
)1=2,forexam ple,

we obtain easily that

2�2N 2
D

J
k(�;t)Jl(�;0)

E

!
tktl

(�jt
2
j
)1=2

(3:16)

forsm alltim e,with an assum ption sim ilarto the onethatleadsto (3.11).

IV.DETERM INISTIC PLUS RANDOM

Ourdiagram m aticapproach allowsustostudy im m ediatelytheeigenvaluesofaHam il-

tonian oftheform H = H 0+ ’ which consistsofthesum ofa determ inisticpieceH 0 and

a random piece ’ with a probability distribution such asin (1.1).Pastur14 hasfound the

interesting relation that

G (z)= G 0(z� G (z)) (4:1)

where G and G 0 are the G reen’sfunctionsforH and H 0 respectively.W e now show that

Pastur’srelation followsim m ediately from ourdiagram m aticanalysis.

Letusconsider the G aussian case and letH 0 be diagonalwith diagonalelem ents �i.

Looking at the relevant Feynm an diagram s,we see that we sim ply have to replace the

inverse quark propagatorz by z� �iand thusobtain

�(z)=
1

N

X

k

1

z� �k � �(z)
= G (z) (4:2)

W e recognize thisas(4.1). The relation (4.1)while interestingly com pactisnotterribly

usefulin practice as in solving for G (z) one would encounter a polynom ialequation of

degree N + 1.
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W e willnow dem onstrate the power ofthe diagram m atic approach by showing how

we can im m ediately go beyond Pastur’s relation and study correlation. Consider the

following class ofphysicalproblem s. Suppose we change som e externalparam eters so

thatthe determ inistic Ham iltonian H 0 ischanged to H 0
0. W e would like to com pute the

correlation between the spectra ofH and H 0= H 0
0 + ’,in otherwords,we would like to

com pute

G c(z;w;H 0;H
0
0)�

�
1

N
tr

1

z� H 0 � ’

1

N
tr

1

w � H 0
0
� ’

�

c

(4:3)

where the average,asbefore,isoverthe distribution of’.

An exam pleofthisclassofproblem swasrecently studied by Sim onsand Altschuler15.

They considered theproblem ofasinglenon-interactingelectron m ovingin aringthreaded

by am agneticux and with theelectron scatteringon im puritiesin thering.Them agnetic

uxisthen changed tosom eothervaluewith H changed accordinglytoH 0.Thecorrelation

between thespectraofH and H 0isapparently ofgreatinterestin thephysicsofm esoscopic

system s.

W e see im m ediately from Fig.(2b) that using the diagram m atic approach we can

determ ine G c(z;w;H 0;H
0
0)quitereadily.Letusde�ne

gi(z)=
1

z� �i� �(z)
(4:4)

where �(z) is the solution of(4.2). W e assum e that H 0
0 is also diagonal,with diagonal

elem ents�0
i
.W ede�ne theanalog ofgi(z)forH

0
0,nam ely

hi(w)=
1

w � �0
i
� �0(w)

(4:5)

where�0(w)isthesolution oftheanalogof(4.2)forH 0
0,nam ely (4.2)with �i! �0

i
,z ! w,

and �(z)! � 0(w).Letusalso introduce the shorthand notation

g� g �
1

N
�ig

2
i

g� h �
1

N
�igihi

g
2� h �

1

N
�ig

2
ihi

(4:6)

and so forth.Then

N
2
G c(z;w;H 0;H

0
0)= (

g2� h2(1� g� h)+ (g2� h)(g� h2)

(1� g� h)2
)

1

1� g� g

1

1� h � h
(4:7)
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W e see thatthiscollapsesto (2.11)when H 0 = H 0
0 = 0.

Thenum berofphysicalsituationscovered by theresultofthissection isvery large.In

particular,itshould allow ustoverifytheintuitiveexpectationsconcerningtheuniversality

ofthe correlations: the generalbeliefis that ifthe energy scale is such that the system

can explorethefullextentofthedisorder,oneshould recoverthecorrelationsforthepure

random m atrix correlations,irrespective ofthe non-random H 0. It is far from obvious

from theexplicitrepresentation (4.7).Clearly,ourresult(4.7)could also beused to study

questionssuch aslocalizations,ortheinuenceofwhitenoisein variousphysicalsituations.

Thus,webelievethattheresultin (4.7)would provetobeofim portancein studying m any

disordered system s.

APPENDIX

W e have focussed on random herm itean m atrices. In som e physicalsituations,the

Ham iltonian m atrix is in fact realsym m etric. It is well-known in the literature (see for

exam pleRef.7)thatgoing from thecaseofherm itean random m atricesto thecaseofreal

sym m etric m atrices we sim ply insert in various form ulas appropriate factors of2. This

is m ost easily seen by looking at (3.1): for ’ realsym m etric m atrices we would have a

factorof1/2 in frontofthelogarithm icrepulsion.Thiscom esaboutbecausetheJacobian

connecting d’ to d�1d�2:::d�N forthe herm itean case isthe positive square rootofthe

corresponding Jacobian forthe realsym m etriccase.

Letusnow sketch exceedingly briey how thisfactorof2 em ergesin thediagram m atic

approach. Typically,we encounter htr’ntr’ni. To indicate how the argum ent goes,let

usconsideronly W ick-contractionsbetween thetwo traces.Afterthe�rstcontraction,we

have

n


’ij’��

�D

(’n� 1)ji(’
n� 1)��

E

= n(�i��j�+�i��j�)

D

(’n� 1)ji(’
n� 1)��

E

= 2n�i��j�

D

’
n� 1
ji

’
n� 1
��

E

(A:1)

Thelastlinefollowsfrom thefactthat’ issym m etric.Proceeding,we�nd easily thatthe

aboveisequalto2nN n.Notethatforherm itean m atricestheexpression in theparenthesis

would read �i��j� instead,and thisaccountsforthefactorof2 alluded to above.

G raphically,thefactthat


’ij’��

�
isequalto�i��j�+ �i��j� ratherthan �i��j� m eans

that the double lines in the gluon propagator in the Feynm an diagram s can be twisted.

The directofcounting ofgraphsbecom esconsiderably m oreinvolved.
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W ealso notethatthem ethod oforthogonalpolynom ialsused in Ref.5 becom esrather

com plicated when wedealwith realsym m etricm atrices.
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FIG URE CAPTIONS

Fig (1.a)Feynm an diagram expansion forthe G reen’sfunction G (z).

Fig (1.b)Thegeneralized rainbow equation fortheone-particle-irreducible selfenergy

�(z).

Fig (2.a)Feynm an diagram expansion for the connected two-point G reen’s function.

The dotted lineshere representthe \gluon" propagator.

Fig (2.b) Som e typicallow order Feynm an diagram s contributing to the connected

two-pointG reen’sfunction.

Fig (3)Non-G aussian correctionsto thepropagatorin the(a)W ignerclassand in the

(b)traceclass.
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