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A bstract

W e discussthe connection between the random m atrix approach to dis-

ordered wiresand the Calogero-Sutherland m odels. W e show thatdi�erent

choices of random m atrix ensem bles correspond to di�erent classes of CS

m odels.In particular,thestandard transferm atrix ensem blescorrespond to

CS m odelwith sinh-type interaction,constructed according to the Cn root

latticepattern.By exploiting thisrelation,and by usingsom eknown proper-

tiesofthezonalsphericalfunctionson sym m etricspaceswecan obtain several

propertiesofthe Dorokhov-M ello-Pereyra-K um ar equation,which describes

the evolution ofan ensem ble ofquasione-dim ensionaldisordered wires of

increasing length L.Theseresultsarein com pleteagreem entwith allknown

propertiesofdisordered wires.
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1 Introduction

During lastyearsan increasing interesthasbeen attracted by thephysicsofquan-

tum electronic transportin disordered wires[1]. One ofthe m ain reasonsforthis

interest lies in the high degree ofuniversality ofsom e experim entalobservations.

In particular it was shown that the variations ofthe m easured conductance as a

function ofthe m agnetic �eld orofthe Ferm ienergy are independent ofthe size

and degreeofdisorderofthesam pleand haveavariancealwaysofordere2=h.This

phenom enon isusually known asuniversalconductanceuctuations(UCF).Itsuni-

versality suggeststhatdisordered wirescould bedescribed bysom erelativelysim ple

Ham iltonian,independentoftheparticularm odelordisorderrealization.Thisap-

proach waspioneered byIm ry[2]and developed byM uttalib,Pichard and Stone[3],

who suggested to describeUCF by constructing a Random M atrix Theory (RM T)

ofquantum transport,in analogy to the W igner-Dyson RM T for nuclear energy

levels. Howeveritwassoon realized that,besidesthe obviousanalogies,there are

som erelevantdi�erencesbetween theW igner-Dyson ensem bles(W DE)ofrandom

m atricesand those constructed to describe the physicsofdisordered wires(which

we shalldenote in the following asTransferM atrix ensem bles (TM E)).The m ost

interesting feature ofthese TM E isthe presence ofa Fokker-Plank type evolution

equation,known asDM PK equation (seebelow)which can beconsidered theequiv-

alentin thecontextofTM E oftheBrownian m otion approach to W DE suggested

by Dyson [4](fora discussion oftheseanalogiessee[5]).

Theaim ofthiscontribution istoshow thattherelationship between W DE and

TM E (and the parallelone between Brownian m otion and DM PK equation) can

be wellunderstood by exploiting their equivalence with the so called \Calogero-

Sutherland" (CS)m odels[6]which arequantum integrablem odelsdescribing a set

ofN particlesm oving along a line (see below).In particularitwillbeshown that

theSchr�odingerequation oftheCS m odelsisequivalenttotheDM PK equation and

thatW DE’s,TM E’sand theS-m atrix ensem blesdescribed in [5]correspond to dif-

ferentrealizationsoftheCS m odels.W eshallshow thatthecom m on,underlying,

m athem aticalstructureofallthesem odelsisthetheory ofLaplace-Beltram ioper-

atorson Sym m etric Spaces.By using som e recentresultson the eigenfunctionsof

theseoperators,which areknown as\zonalsphericalfunctions" weshallconstruct

exact(fortheunitary ensem ble)orasym ptotic(in theothercases)solutionsofthe

DM PK equation and describeseveralphysicalpropertiesofdisordered wires.

Thiscontribution isorganized asfollows:aftera shortintroduction to disorder

wiresand to theirTM E description (sect.2)we shalldiscussthe DM PK equation

(sect.3). In Sect. 4 we shallgive a shortintroduction to the CS m odelsand show

the anticipated equivalence with the TM E.Sect.5 willbe devoted to the solution

oftheDM PK equation and sect.6 to som econcluding rem arks.
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2 D isordered w ires

The peculiar feature ofdisordered wires is that in these system s,at low enough

tem perature,the phase coherence ofthe electron’swavefunctionsiskeptoverdis-

tancesm uch largerthan thetypicalm ean freepath,thusallowing to study several

non-trivialquantum e�ects. These phenom enon can be studied only atlow tem -

peratureswheretheinelasticelectron-phonon scattering (which changesthephases

ofelectronsin arandom way)becom esnegligibleand resistivity iscom pletely dom -

inated by the scattering against random im purities,which is elastic and changes

thephasesin a reproducible,determ inisticway.Thenaturaltheoreticalfram ework

to describe these system s isthe Landauertheory [7]which assum es the electrons

in therm alequilibrium with the variouschem icalpotentialsin the leads. The dis-

ordered wire,with its im purities,is then regarded as a scattering center for the

electronsoriginating from thecurrentleadsand theconductanceG isproportional

to the transm ission coe�cients ofthe scattering problem . W ithin this approach

Fisherand Lee[8]proposed thefollowing expression fortheconductancein a two-

probegeom etry (nam elya�nitedisordered section oflength L and transversewidth

W ,to which currentissupplied by two sem i-in�niteordered leads):

G = G 0 Tr(tt
y)� G0

X

n

Tn; G 0 =
2e2

h
: (1)

wheretistheN � N transm ission m atrix oftheconductorand T1;T2� � � TN arethe

eigenvaluesoftheproducttty and areusually called transm ission eigenvalues.N is

the num berofscattering channelsatthe Ferm ilevel. N dependson the width of

thewire and even in thenarrowestm etalwiresitisoftheorderofN � 104 � 105

so that for m etalwires a large N approxim ation willgive in generalvery good

results(noticehoweverthatsem iconductorm icrostructure with very low valuesof

N can be constructed and studied). In the following we shalloften refer to the

dim ensionlessconductanceg,de�ned asg � G=G0.Thetransm ission m atrix tisa

com ponentofthe2N � 2N scattering m atrix S which relatestheincom ing ux to

theoutgoing ux:

S

 

I

I0

!

=

 

O

O 0

!

; (2)

S =

 

r t

t0 r0

!

; (3)

whereI,O,I’,O’areN com ponentvectorswhich describetheincom ingand outgoing

wave am plitudeson the leftand rightrespectively,and r isthe N � N reection

m atrix.Currentconservation im plies

jIj
2 + jI

0
j
2 = jO j

2 + jO j
2

; (4)

which isequivalentto the requirem entofunitarity:S 2 U(2N ).Howeveritturns

out that for the problem that we are studying a m uch better param etrization is

3



given by thetransferm atrix M which isde�ned as:

M

 

I

O

!

=

 

O 0

I0

!

; (5)

The relation between the transferm atrix and the transm ission eigenvaluesbe-

com esclearifoneconstructsan auxiliarym atrixQ de�ned in term sofM asfollows:

Q =
1

4
[M y

M + (M y
M )�1 � 2] (6)

Theeigenvaluesf�ig ofQ arenon-negativeand can berelated to thetransm ission

eigenvaluesTi by

�i� (1� Ti)=Ti (7)

The physics ofthe disordered wires that we are studying willbe com pletely de-

scribed ifwecan obtain theprobability distribution P(f�ig)fortheeigenvalues�i
(and consequently fortheTi’s).

To this end let us �rst study som e generalproperties ofthe transfer m atrix

which are direct consequences ofthe physicalsym m etries ofthe problem . First

ofall,itiseasy to see thatthe sam e ux conservation constrainteq.(4)discussed

aboveim pliesin thiscasetheconservation ofa hyperbolicnorm :

M
y�zM = �z (8)

with

�z =

 

1 0

0 � 1

!

; (9)

where 0 and 1 are the zero and unit N � N m atrices. As a consequence of(8),

M 2 SU(N ;N ). The ensem ble oftransferm atricesde�ned in thisway isusually

called \unitary ensem ble" (ensem ble IIa in thenotation ofref.[9]).

Ifthe system isalso invariantundertim e reversalsym m etry,M m ustsatisfy a

furtherconstraint:

M
��xM = �x (10)

with

�x =

 

0 1

1 0

!

; (11)

It is possible to show that the joint application of (8) and (10) im plies M 2

SP(2N ;R )[10]. The ensem ble oftransferm atricesde�ned in thisway isusually

called \orthogonalensem ble" (ensem ble Iin thenotation ofref.[9]).

From an experim entalpointofview itisvery sim pletocontrolthetim ereversal

sym m etry which iselim inated by theapplication ofan externalm agnetic�eld.

Ifthe disordered wire contains\m agnetic im purities",nam ely ifthe spin-orbit

interaction in the scattering againstim purities becom esim portantthen the spin-

rotation sym m etry (which wasim plicitly assum ed in alltheabovediscussion)isnot
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any m oreconserved.In thiscasethetwo spin com ponentsoftheelectronsm ustbe

treated separately.Each oneoftheinputand outputvectorsI;I0;O ;O 0becom esa

collection ofN spinors(oneforeach channel)and each spinorcontainsthetwo spin

degreesoffreedom .HenceM isin thiscasea4N � 4N com plex m atrix.Ifonly ux

conservation isim posed (tim ereversalsym m etry broken)then M 2 U(2N ;2N )and

we�nd again theunitary ensem bledescribed abovewith theonly change:N ! 2N

(this di�erence was kept explicit in ref.[9],where this case was denoted as IIb

to distinguish itfrom the spin-rotation sym m etric unitary ensem ble IIa). Iftim e

reversalsym m etry is conserved (nam ely ifthere are m agnetic im purities,but no

externalm agnetic �eld)then one m ustim pose the following constrainton M [11]

(analogousofthatofeq.(10))

M
� = K M K

T (12)

with

K =

 

0 A

A 0

!

; (13)

whereA isa 2N � 2N block diagonalm atrix

A = �1 ; � =

 

0 1

� 1 0

!

: (14)

Thisconstraintim pliesthatM 2 SO �(4N )and de�nestheso called sym plectic

ensem ble (ensem ble IIIin thelanguageofref[9]).

The second step in orderto constructthe probability distribution forthe �i’s

com es from the identi�cation ofthe �i’s them selves as the relevant physicalde-

greesoffreedom ofthesystem .Thisidenti�cation hassom every interesting group

theoreticalconsequences.In factthechoiceofthe�i’sasrelevantphysicalparam -

etersinducesthe following param etrization forM forthe orthogonaland unitary

cases[10]:

M =

 

u(1) 0

0 u(2)

!  p
1+ �

p
�

p
�

p
1+ �

!

�

 

u(3) 0

0 u(4)

!

� U�V (15)

where� isaN � N real,diagonal,m atrix with entriestheeigenvalues�1;�2;� � � �N

in both cases.Theu(i),(i= 1;2;3;4)are4 independentN � N unitary m atricesin

theunitary casewhilein theorthogonalcasethey areconstrained by therelations:

u
(2) = u

(1)�
;u

(4) = u
(3)� (16)

In the sym plectic case we have again the sam e param etrization,ifthe various

m atrices are written in term s ofquaternions. Thus in this case � is a N � N
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quaternion real, diagonalm atrix and the u(i)’s are N � N quaternion, unitary

m atriceswhich again obey theconstraint(16).

In this param etrization we recognize a G=H coset structure,where G is the

group to which thetransferm atrix belongsand H isthegroup to which theU and

V m atricesbelong.Thecosetstructureisim m ediately evidentifwenoticethatany

transform ation M ! M 0 = W M W �1 ,with W 2 H givesagain a transferm atrix

which can be decom posed as M 0 = U 0�V 0 with U 0 = W U,V 0 = V W �1 and the

sam em atrix �.Sothephysically relevantparam eters�iareleftunchanged by such

transform ation and thusbelong to thecosetspaceG=H .Thesecosetsarelisted in

Tab.1 forthethreeensem blesin which weareinterested.

G H T S-R

Sp(2N ;R ) U (N ) y y

SU (N ;N ) SU (N )
 SU (N )
 U (1) n y

SO �(4N ) U (2N ) y n

Table 1: G=H cosets for the orthogonal(�rst line),unitary (second line) and

sym plectic (last line) ensem bles. In the �rst two colum ns the group G and the

subgroup H .In the lasttwo colum nsthe statusofthe tim e reversal(T)and spin

rotation (S-R)sym m etriesrespectively (y= conserved,n=broken).

Howeverthisisnotthe end ofthe story. Looking atthe three particularreal-

izationsofthepairG;H listed in tab.1 weseethatin allthethreecasesthecosets

areactually sym m etricspaces(seetab.2).W hatism oreim portant,werecognizein

theparam etrization (15)thesocalled \sphericaldecom position"ofthosesym m etric

spaces(see forinstance [12]). Thistellsusthatthe �i’splay the role of(general-

ized)radialcoordinatesin G=H and im pliesthatthe �i’sare also invariantunder

(generalized)angulartransform ationsin G=H and thatonly the radialprojection

ofany given dynam icaloperatorwillinuence theirdynam ics.

Atthispointtheonly rem aining step isto im posesom edynam icalprincipleso

asto obtain an \equation ofm otion" fortheprobability distribution ofthe�i’s.

3 T he D M PK equation.

Thisprogram wascom pleted during theeighties,atleastin thecase ofquasione-

dim ensionalwires,by Dorokhov [13],and independently by M ello,Pereyra,and

Kum ar [10](for � = 1) by looking at the in�nitesim altransfer m atrix describ-

ing the addition ofa thin slice to the wire. The resulting evolution equation for

theeigenvaluedistribution P(f�ig;s)isusually known asDorokhov-M ello-Pereyra-

Kum ar(DM PK)equation.The only assum ptionswhich areneeded to obtain this

equation are �rstthatthe conductorm ustbe weakly disordered so thatthe scat-

tering in the thin slice can be treated by using perturbation theory and second
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thatthe ux incidentin one scattering channelis,on average,equally distributed

am ong alloutgoing channels. Itisexactly thissecond assum ption which restricts

theDM PK equation to thequasi1-d regim e,where�nitetim escalefortransverse

di�usion can beneglected.Theresultsof[10]were then generalized to � = 2;4 in

Refs.[14,11].TheDM PK equation is:

@P

@s
= D P; (17)

where s isthelength L m easured in unitsofthem ean freepath l:s� L=land D

can bewritten in term softhe�i’sasfollows:

D =
2



NX

i= 1

@

@�i
�i(1+ �i)J(�)

@

@�i
J(�)�1 ; (18)

with  = �N + 2� �. � 2 f1;2;4g is the sym m etry index ofthe ensem ble

ofscattering m atrices: � = 1 forthe orthogonalensem ble,� = 2 forthe unitary

ensem ble and � = 4 for the sym plectic one,in fullanalogy with the wellknow

W igner-Dyson classi�cation.J(f�ng)denotestheJacobian from them atrix to the

eigenvaluespace:

J(f�ng)=
Y

i< j

j�j � �ij
�
: (19)

There is however a com pletely independent,and very elegant,way to obtain

the DM PK equation.Letusassum e asdynam icalprinciple to obtain an equation

ofm otion for P(�) the sim plest possible choice com patible with the constraints

described in sect.2. That is, let us assum e that,as L (the length ofthe wire)

increases,the m atrix M freely di�usesin the G=H space going from the perfectly

conducting lim it(L = 0)(which playstheroleofinitialcondition forthisevolution

equation) to the insulating,localized lim it (L = 1 ). In generala free di�usion

in G=H is described by the Laplace-Beltram ioperator ofG=H . However,since

the �’sare the radialcoordinatesofG=H ,theirbehaviourasa function ofL will

only depend on theradialpartB oftheLaplace-Beltram ioperator.The resulting

equation is:
@P

@s
= � B P; (20)

where� isa (forthem om entundeterm ined)di�usion constantand B isde�ned as

follows:

B = [�(x)]�2
nX

k= 1

@

@xk
[�(x)]2

@

@xk
; (21)

where we have chosen the following param etrization forthe radialcoordinates of

them anifold:�i= sinh
2
xi,and

�(x)=
Y

i< j

jsinh
2
xj � sinh

2
xij

�

2

Y

i

jsinh2xij
1

2: (22)
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It is now only m atter ofstraightforward algebra to recognize that B and the

DM PK operatorD arerelated by:

D =
1

2
[�(x)]2 B [�(x)]�2 ; (23)

thusallowing,through asuitablechoiceof� and norm alization ofP(�)toiden-

tify eq.(17)and eq.(20).Thisidenti�cation was�rstrecognized by H�u�m ann [15],

and hasbeen recently discussed in [16]and [17].

Eq.(20) can be considered the analogous,in the context ofthe TM E’s (hence

forsym m etric spaces ofnegative curvature) ofthe Brownian m otion approach in

thecaseofS-m atrix ensem bles(which asweshallshow below arecharacterized,by

thesam esym m etricspaces,butwith positivecurvature).

An im portantand unexpected property oftheDM PK equation isthatif� = 2

the various �i can be decoupled. This was recently realized by Beenakker and

Rejaei[18]who showed thattheDM PK equation can berewritten asSchr�odinger-

likeequation (in im aginary tim e)fora setofN interacting ferm ions.Them apping

wasobtained by setting:�n = sinh
2
xn,and by m aking thefollowing substitution

P(fxng;s) = �(x)	(fxng;s): (24)

In thisway theDM PK equation becom esexactly equivalentto:

�
@	

@s
= (H � U)	; (25)

H = �
1

2

X

i

 
@2

@x2i
+

1

sinh
2
2xi

!

+
�(� � 2)

2

X

i< j

sinh
2
2xj + sinh

2
2xi

(cosh2xj � cosh2xi)
2
; (26)

U = �
N

2
� N (N � 1)

�


� N (N � 1)(N � 2)

�2

6
: (27)

By choosing � = 2,the rem aining interaction term sam ong the xn disappear,the

equation can bedecoupled and can besolved exactly [18].

Thisequivalence with a Schr�odingerequation isanotherfeature ofthe DM PK

equationwhichhasanaturalexplanationinthefram eworkoftheCalogero-Sutherland

m odels.

4 C alogero-Sutherland M odels

Thesem odelsdescribeN particlesonaline,identi�edbytheircoordinatesfxig; i=

1� � � N ,interacting (atleastin thesim plestversion ofthem odels)with a pairwise

potentialf(xi;xj). Severalrealizationsofthispotentialhave been studied in the
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literature (fora com prehensive review see ref.[19]),butin the following we shall

m ainly be interested in only two realizations. The sin-type CS m odel,in which

f(xi;xj)= 1=sin2(xi� xj)and thesinh-typeforwhich f(xi;xj)= 1=sinh
2
(xi� xj).

The m ostrelevantfeature ofthese m odelsisthat(underparticularconditions

discussed below,seeeq.(28)and (34))they haveN com m utingintegralsofm otions,

they arecom pletely integrableand theirHam iltonian can bem apped intotheradial

partofaLaplace-Beltram ioperatoron asuitablesym m etricspace.In particularwe

have spaceswith negative curvature forthe sinh m odelsand ofpositive curvature

forthesin-typeones.

In theoriginalform ulation oftheCS m odel,theinteraction am ong theparticles

was sim ply pairwise [6]. But itwas later realized thatthe com plete integrability

ofthe m odelhad a deep group theoreticalexplanation,that the sim ple pairwise

interaction was the signature ofan underlying structure: nam ely the rootlattice

oftheLiealgebrasA N ,and thatalltherelevantproperties(com pleteintegrability,

m apping to a Laplace-Beltram ioperatorofa suitable sym m etric space)stillhold

forpotentialsconstructed by m eansofany rootlattice canonically associated to a

sim pleLiealgebra [19].Letusseem oreprecisely how thisconstruction works.

Let us callV the N dim ensionalspace de�ned by the coordinates fxig and

x = (x1;� � � xN )a vectorin V. LetR = f�g be a rootsystem in V,and R + the

subsystem ofpositive rootsofR.Letusdenote with x� thescalarproduct(�;x).

Then thegeneralform oftheCS Ham iltonian is

H = �
1

2

NX

i= 1

@2

@2xi
+

X

�2R +

g2�

sinh2(x�)
(28)

where the couplings g2� are the sam e forequivalent roots,nam ely forthose roots

which areconnected with each otherby transform ationsoftheCoxetergroup W of

therootsystem .To clarify thisratherabstractde�nition letussee two exam ples,

obtained using the rootlatticesA N and CN (in the following fei;� � � eN g denote a

canonicalbasisin thespaceR n).

A N : This root system is obtained by taking a hyperplane in R N + 1 for which

x1+ x2+ � � � xN + 1 = 1.Then therootsystem R isgiven by:R = fei� ej;i6=

jg.In thiscaseW istheperm utation group ofthesetfeig.Thecorresponding

Ham iltonian is:

H = �
1

2

NX

i= 1

@2

@2xi
+
X

i< j

g2

sinh2(xi� xj)
(29)

Thisisthem odeloriginally considered in [6]

CN : This rootsystem isR = f� 2ei; � ei� ej; i6= jg,in thiscase W isthe

product ofthe perm utation group and the group oftransform ations which

changethesign ofthevectorsfeig.Thecorresponding Ham iltonian is:

9



H = �
1

2

NX

i= 1

@2

@2xi
+
X

i

g22

sinh
2
(2xi)

+
X

i< j

 
g2
1

sinh
2
(xi� xj)

+
g2
1

sinh
2
(xi+ xj)

!

(30)

Thisisthem odelwhich weshallstudy in thefollowing.

By using sim pleidentitiesam ong hyperbolicfunctionseq.(30)can berewritten

asfollows:

H = �
1

2

NX

i= 1

@2

@2xi
+
X

i

g2
2

sinh
2
(2xi)

+ c

+ 2g21

X

i< j

sinh
2
(2xi)+ sinh

2
(2xj)

(cosh(2xi)� cosh(2xj))
2

(31)

with can irrelevantconstant.By setting

g
2

2
= � 1=2 ; g

2

1
=
�(� � 2)

4
(32)

weseethateq.(30)coincides(apartfrom theoverallfactor1=)with H in eq.(26).

Aswem entioned above,therelevantfeatureoftheCS ham iltonian (30)isthat

it can be m apped into the radialpart B ofa Laplace-Beltram ioperator (see for

instanceAppendix D ofref.[19])ofa suitablesym m etric space

H = �(x)

�
1

2
(B + �

2)

�

�(x)�1 (33)

with B de�ned by eq.(21) and � a constant term which we shallneglect in the

following. The particular sym m etric space is uniquely �xed by the root lattice

underlying the CS Ham iltonian and by the coupling constantg� In factitiswell

known thatallthe irreducible sym m etric spacesofclassicaltype can be classi�ed

with essentially the sam e techniques used forthe Lie algebras. They fallinto 11

classeslabelled by the type ofrootsystem and by the m ultiplicitiesofthevarious

roots [12]. Som e ofthese spaces (those relevant for our discussion) are listed in

tab.2 and 3 with theirrootm ultiplicities.

These m ultiplicitiesarerelated to thecoupling constantsby [19]

g
2

� =
m �(m � � 2)

8
j�j

2 (34)

wherej�jisthelength oftheroot� and m � itsm ultiplicity.Only forthesespecial

valuesofg2� them apping (33)ispossible.Forthethreeensem blesin which weare

interested we have m � = � forthe shortroots(those ofthe type f� ei� ejg)and
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G H �

SL(N ;R ) SO (N ) 1

SL(N ;C ) SU (N ) 2

SU �(N ) U Sp(2N ) 4

Table 2: Irreducible sym m etric spacesoftype A N . In the �rsttwo colum nsthe

group G and them axim alsubgroup H which de�nethesym m etricspace.Allthese

spacesarelabelled bytheDynkin diagram A N �1 .In thelastcolum n them ultiplicity

� oftheroots

G H � �

Sp(2N ;R ) U (N ) 1 1

SU (N ;N ) SU (N )
 SU (N )
 U (1) 2 1

SO �(4N ) U (2N ) 4 1

U Sp(2N ;2N ) U Sp(2N )
 U Sp(2N ) 4 3

Sp(2N ;C ) U Sp(2N ) 2 2

Table 3: Irreducible sym m etric spaces oftype CN . In the �rsttwo colum nsthe

group G and them axim alsubgroup H which de�nethesym m etricspace.Allthese

spacesarelabelled by theDynkin diagram CN .In thethird colum n them ultiplicity

� ofthe ordinary roots ofCN . In the last colum n the m ultiplicity � ofthe long

root.

m � = 1 for the long roots (those ofthe type f2eig),which ifinserted in eq.(34)

exactly give the valuesofeq.(32). In thisway we see thatthe index � hasa deep

group theoreticalm eaning,sinceitdenotesthem ultiplicity ofthe(ordinary)roots

ofthe sym m etric space in which the transferm atrix di�uses asL increases. The

m apping described by eq.(33)isexactly theonefound in ref.[18].

Allthesym m etricspaceslisted in tab.2 and 3 arespacesofnegativecurvature.

For each one ofthem there is a counterpart ofpositive curvature,with allother

properties (in particular the root lattice structure) unchanged. For instance we

have:
SL(N ;R )

SO (N )
!

SU(N )

SO (N )
(35)

In the context ofCS m odelsone m oves from negative to positive curvature sym -

m etric spaces by changing the sinh-type interaction into the sin-type one. In the

fram ework ofRM T fordisordered wiresonehasthesam echangem oving from the

TM E to the S-m atrix ensem bles. In fact,aswe m entioned above,the ux conser-

vation constraintim plies thatthe S m atrix belongsto a com pactgroup. Atthis

point,depending on the problem in which one is intersted,and consequently,on

theparam etrization which onechosesforthe(possibly generalized)eigenvaluesone

11



can �nd W DE’s,which correspond to sin CS m odelsofA N type,orthe S-m atrix

ensem blesdescribed in [5]which correspond to sin CS m odelofCN type.

5 solution ofthe D M PK equation

The m ostim portantapplication oftheabovedescribed equivalence between TM E

and CS m odelsisthat,byusingsom erecentresultsontheCS m odelsonecan obtain

severalim portantpropertiesoftheDM PK equation:solveitexactlyin thecase� =

2 and �nd approxim ateasym ptoticsolutionsfor� = 1;4.Thisresultwasobtained

in [16]and we shalldescribe here the m ain steps ofthat solution. According to

eq.(23)if�k(x),x = fx1;� � � ;xN g,k = fk1;� � � ;kN g isan eigenfunction ofB with

eigenvalue k2,then �(x)2�k(x) willbe an eigenfunction ofthe DM PK operator

with eigenvalue k2=(2). These eigenfunctions ofthe B operator are known in

the literature as \zonalsphericalfunctions". In the following we shalluse three

im portantpropertiesofthesefunctions(see[20]).

1]Bym eansofthezonalsphericalfunctionsonecan de�netheanalogoftheFourier

transform on sym m etric spaces:

f(x)=

Z

�f(k)�k(x)
dk

jc(k)j2
(36)

(where we have neglected an irrelevant m ultiplicative constant) and in the three

caseswhich areofinterestforus:

jc(k)j2 = j�(k)j2
Y

j

�
�
�
�
�
�

�
�

i
kj

2

�

�
�
1

2
+ i

kj

2

�

�
�
�
�
�
�

2

(37)

with

j�(k)j2 =
Y

m < j

�
�
�
�
�
�

�
�

i
km �k j

2

�

�
�

i
km + kj

2

�

�
�
�

2
+ i

km �k j

2

�

�
�
�

2
+ i

km + kj

2

�

�
�
�
�
�
�

2

(38)

where� denotestheEulergam m a function.

2]forlargevaluesofx,�k(x)hasthefollowing asym ptoticbehaviour:

�k(x)�
1

�(x)

 
X

r2W

c(rk)ei(rk;x)
!

; (39)

whererk isthevectorobtained acting with r2 W on k.Theim portantfeatureof

eq.(39)isthatitisvalid forallvaluesofk.

3]in thecase� = 2 theexplicitform of�k(x)isknown [19,21]:

�k(x)=
det[Q j

m ]
Q

i< j[(k
2
i � k2j)(sinh

2
xi� sinh2xj)]

(40)
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wherethem atrix elem entsofQ are:

Q
j
m = F

�
1

2
(1+ ikm );

1

2
(1� ikm );1;� sinh

2
xj

�

(41)

and F(a;b;c;z)isthehypergeom etric function.

Eq.s(23,36-38) allow to write the s-evolution ofP(fxng;s) from given initial

conditions(described by thefunction �f0(k))asfollows:

P(fxng;s)= [�(x)]2
Z

�f0(k)e
�

k
2

2
s
�k(x)

dk

jc(k)j2
: (42)

By inserting theexplicitexpression ofjc(k)j2 and by using theidentity:

�
�
�
�
�
�

�
�
1

2
+ ik

2

�

�
�

ik
2

�

�
�
�
�
�
�

2

=
k

2
tanh

�k

2
(43)

weend up with thefollowing generalexpression forP(fxng;s)with ballisticinitial

conditions(which,due to the norm alization of�k(x),sim ply am ountto choosing
�f0(k)= const):

P(fxng;s)= [�(x)]2
Z

dke
�

k
2

2
s �k(x)

j�(k)j2

Y

j

kjtanh(
�kj

2
) (44)

Thisexpression isratherabstract,butitcan be m ade m ore explicitby using the

properties [2]and [3]listed above. In the � = 2 case we can insert the explicit

expression for�k(x),given in eq.s(40,41),into eq.(44).By using theidentity

P�(z)= F(� �;� + 1;1;(1� z)=2) (45)

weexactly obtain (asexpected)thesolution,found by Beenakkerand Rejaeiin the

sam ecase[18].

In the othertwo cases� = 1;4,ifx islarge (and in ourfram ework thism eans

x2 > (2s)=)we m ay insert the asym ptotic expansion (39)into eq.(44). The re-

sulting behaviourofP(fxng;s)willdepend on the chosen (m etallic orinsulating)

regim efork.Letuslook atthetwo casesseparately.

Insulating regim e (k � 1).

In thek ! 0 lim itthe� functionsin eq.(39)can beapproxim ated according to:

�(
�

2
+ iy)

�(iy)
� y! 0 iy ; � 2 f1;2;4g : (46)
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Then,by rewriting both theproduct
Q

i< j(k
2
i � k2j),and thesum overtheexponen-

tialsin (39)asdeterm inants,the integration overk becom es straightforward and

gives:

P(fxng;s)=
Y

i< j

�
�
�sinh

2
xj � sinh

2
xi

�
�
�

�

2

h

(x2j � x
2

i)
i

�
Y

i

h

exp(� x
2

i=(2s))xi(sinh2xi)
1=2

i

: (47)

Ordering the xn’s from sm allto large and using the fact that in this regim e

1 � x1 � x2 � � � � � xN we can approxim ate the eigenvalue distribution as

follows:

P(fxng;s)=

NY

i= 1

exp
h

� (=(2s))(xi� �xi)
2
i

: (48)

where �xn =
s


(1+ �(n � 1)),in agreem entwith theresultobtained by Pichard,[22]

by directly solving theDM PK equation in thisregim e.

M etallic regim e (k � 1).

In thiscaseonem ustusetheasym ptoticexpansion:

�(
�

2
+ iy)

�(iy)
� y! 1 jyj

�

2 e
i��

4 ; � 2 f1;2;4g : (49)

The integration over k is less sim ple in this case and,(to be consistent with the

regim eofvalidity ofeq.(39))in theresulting expression only thehighestpowersof

(x
q



2s
)m ustbetaken into account.W e�nd:

P(fxng;s)=
Y

i< j

�
�
�sinh

2
xj � sinh

2
xi

�
�
�

�

2

�
�
�x

2

j � x
2

i

�
�
�

�

2

�
Y

i

h

exp(� x
2

i=(2s))(xisinh2xi)
1=2

i

: (50)

In agreem entwith the exactresultof [18]for� = 2 and with the � dependence

found by Chalkerand M aĉedo[23]through adirectintegration oftheDM PK equa-

tion.

According to ref.[19]and ref.[20],theregim eofvalidity ofeq.s(47)and (50)is

x2 > (2s)=,which givesin in the large N lim itx2 > (2s)=(�N ). Notice however

thateq.(39)isonly the �rstterm ofa series which convergesabsolutely to � k(x)

forallvaluesofk (seesect.8ofref.[19]and ref.[20]).Thecoe�cientsofthisseries

can beconstructed recursively,thusallowingtostudy thebehaviourofeq.(44)even

forvaluesofx sm allerthan theabovem entioned threshold.
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6 C onclusions and Perspectives

W e have shown thatthere isa deep connection between CS m odelsand the RM T

approach to disordered wires. In particular we have shown that sinh CS m odels

ofCN type correspond to TM E’s,that sin CS m odels ofCN type correspond to

theS-m atrix ensem blesin theparam etrization ofref[5]and thatordinary W DE’s

correspond to sin CS m odelsofA N type. Severalpropertiesofthe TM E’scan be

obtained by exploiting thisconnection.In particularexactorapproxim atesolution

oftheDM PK equation can beobtained.

Anotherinteresting application ofthiscorrespondence can be found in the in-

sulating regim e. Looking attab.2 and tab.3 we see thatthe m ostrelevantfeature

oftheCN sym m etricspaceswith respectoftheA N onesisthatthey aredescribed

by two criticalindicesinstead ofone. Thisisdue to the factthatthe CN Dynkin

diagram s have two types ofroots,each with its particular m ultiplicity. W e shall

callthissecond index � in the following. Thispeculiarfeature ofthese ensem bles

isusually ignored because in the weakly localized regim e itisonly the value of�

which m atters,and alsobecausethethreecaseswhich havebeen studied up tonow

(the�rstthreelinesoftab.1)have thesam e valueofthe second index � = 1,thus

leading to thesam eDM PK equation (with no explicit� dependence).

Howeverin the insulating regim e also the index � becom esim portantand can

bedirectly m easured by looking forinstanceattheratio [24]

var (logg)

< logg >
=
2

�
: (51)

In fact,whilein theweakly localized regim ealltherelevantphysicalproperties

are com pletely determ ined by the levelstatistics (nam ely the value of�),when

extending the RM T approach to the insulating regim e,due to the fact that in

this case the conductance is dom inated by the lowesteigenvalue allthe details of

the chosen RM T m odel(num ber ofdegrees offreedom ,possibly the presence of

new criticalindices) becom e im portant [24]. This observation could open a new

interesting �eld ofapplication oftheCalogero-Sutherland techniquesin thephysics

ofdisordered wires
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