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Abstract

M odels of disorder with a direction (constant in aginary vector-potential)
are considered. T hese non-H em itian m odels can appear as a resul of com —
putation for m odels of statistical physics using transfer m atrix technique or
describe non-equilbrium processes. E igenenergies of non-H em itian Ham ik
tonians are not necessarily real and a pint probability density function of
com plex elgenvalues can characterize basic properties of the system s. This
finction is studied using the supersym m etry technique and a supem atrix -
model is derived. The -modeldi ers from already known by a new tem .
T he zero-dim ensionalversion ofthe -m odeltums out to be the sam e as that
obtained recently for ensambles of random weakly non-Hem itian or asym —
m etric realm atrices. U sihg a new param etrization for the supem atrix Q the
density of com plex eigenvaliues is calculated in 0D for both the uniary and
orthogonalensam bles. T he fiinction is drastically di erent In these two cases.
Tt is everyw here an ooth for the unitary ensem bl but hasa -functional con-
tribution for the orthogonal one. This anom alous part m eans that a nie
portion of eigenvalues ram ains real at any degree of the non-H em iicity. A1l
details of the calculations are presented.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Physics of disordered m etals and sam jconductors has been attracting a considerable
attention during several decades. Varous interesting phenom ena were discovered experi-
m entally and found a theoretical explanation. R ather sin ple m odels of a particke m oving in
a random potential can be used to describe such di erent e ects as A nderson Jocahza‘uon:]'
m esosoopic ucbgatjong , Integer Q uantum HallE ect"’ and m any others.

A Tthough the phenom ena can occur already at a weak disorder, a sin plk perturbation
theory in the disorder potential isnot su cient for their quantitative description. A proper
theory is often based on summ ing certain classes of diagram s (cooperons and di usons)® b
but in m ore com plicated Gases one has to use essentially non-perturbative m ethods like the
supersym m etry technique? based on m apping of the disorder m odels onto a supem atrix -
m odel (fora recent review seeR eff and references therein). A disordered physicalsystem can
Include am agnetic eld, m agnetic and spin-orbit in purities, etc. H owever, these additional
Interactions are ncluded into the calculational schem es w thout considerable di culties.

By now, the diagram m atic expansions and the supersymm etry technique give a possi-
bility of getting explicit results form ost of the disorder problem s. In addition, the super-
symm etry m ethod was applied for calculations with random m atriced®, which resulted in
application of the m ethod In nuclkar physics and quantum chaos w here the random m atrix
theory ®RM T) had been the basic com putational tool (or a review see, eg. Refsi?ild).
R ecently, a supem atrix -m odelwas derived for ballistic billiards averaging over either rare
in puritiest? or energy!f. So, the way of studyig all these interestig problem s appears
quite clear, although In som e cases one can encounter certain technicaldi culies.

T he system s m entioned above are described by quantum m echanical Hem itian Ham i
tonians. A fter averaging over disorder the system s Involved are Invarant w ith respect to
Inversion of coordinates. Som etim es, in order to describe the decay w idth of eigenstates,
non-H em itian Ham iltonians are used. This approach is popular in study of quantum dots
coupled to leads. O foourse, the H am ittonian ofthe whole system ofthe dot w ith the leads is
Hem itian but it is often convenient to exclude the leads from the consideration by integrat-
Ing out degrees of freedom related to the leads. Asa result of such an Integration one com es
to an e ective non-H em itian Ham iltonian of the dot containing in agiary energiest’. This
type of the non-H em iticity can be easily included into the schem e of the supersym m etry
tedquuell as well as into diagram m atic expansions and m any resuls have been obtained

In a recent publication®? Hatano and Nelson considered another type of non-H erm itian
Ham iltonians with a disorder, nam ely, Ham iltonians with a constant \in aginary vector
potential”. In other words, the Ham iltonians contain not only the second order derivative
over space coordinate but also the rst order derivative w ith a real coe cient. The m odel
appears as a result ofm apping of ux lnesn a (d+ 1)-dim ensional superconductor to the
world Ines ofd-din ensionalbosons. C olum nar defects produced experim entally by energetic
heavy ion radiation '19 In orderto pin the ux lines lead to the random potential in the boson
systam , whereas the com ponent of the m agnetic eld perpendicular to the defects results in
the constant in aginary vector potentia®?.

A Iready qualitative argum ent<td indicate that the presence of the in aginary vector po—
tential can lad to new e ects. In particular, a one-din ensional chain of the bosons has to



undergo a localization-delocalization transition; this result was also checked by a num erical
com putation. In \conventional" W ithout the rst orderderivative) disordered system s tran—
sitions In one din ension do not occur and therefore the m odelw ith a direction belongsto a
really new class of system s that have not been studied yet. Tt is argued that the localized
states should have real eigenenergies w hereas eigenenergies of the extended eigenstatesm ay
have a non—zero in agihary part.

T he in portance of Investigation of such system sbecom es even m ore evident if one recalls
that eg. the equation for heat transfer w ith a convection has a term with the st order
derivative. O ne can in agine a situation when quantum hopping of a particle from site to
site of a Jattice has a di erent probability depending on direction. The presence of the

rst order derivative in the Ham iltonian jist corresponds to the introduction of a certain
direction. The non-equivalence of the directions can be provided by ocoupling to another
subsystem w ith broken inversion symm etry playing the rol of a reservoir; this reservoir
m ay be out of equilbrium . The classical analog of the disordered m odels w ith a direction
(so called, directed percolation) has been discussed 1 the literature?t.

Another problem where one com es to a stochastic equation containing rst order deriva—
tives isthe problem ofturbulence n  ow dynam ics. It isgenerally believed that them ost in —
portant features ofthe turbulence can be described by the so called noisy B urgers equatio e,
which is a non-lnear equation w ith a white noise random force. Besides its application in
the ow dynam ics this equation is used as a toy modelby eld theorists due to a striking
analogy between the constant ux states in turbulence and som e anom alies In quantum  eld
theorie?. The Bumers equation is equivalent to the K ardarP aristZhang equation intro-
duced to descrbbe the crystal growthé?. The non-linear Burgers equation can be reduced
through a H opf< ol transform ation to a linear (d+ 1) dim ensionalequation w ith a random
potential and tin e playing the rolk of the additional din ension. This equation hasa st
order tin e derivative and there have already been an attem pt to solve it using the replica
m ethod2i. The noisy Burgers equation can also be reduced to a quantum spin m odelw ith
a non-Hem itian Ham iltonian??. Recently, som e interesting results have been obtained for
the Burgers equation using an \instanton" approxin ation??.

Independently of the study of the stochastic m odels with a direction a considerable
attention was paid in the last decade to investigation of m odels of random real asym —
m etric and com plex non-H em itian m atrices. E igenvalues of such m atrices are generally
goeakng com plex and so these m odels are quite di erent from m odels of random real sym —
m etric or Hem itian m atrices. Starting from the rst work in this direction? a number
of publication#? {8224 wontain discussion of properties of these m odels. Complkx random
m atrices appear in study of disspative quantum m ap<i24 while real asym m etric random
m atrices have found applications in neuralnetwork dynam ic$£2e?. M any interesting aspects
ofnon-H em itian m atrices were discussed in preprint£?24, Very recently a new regine ofa
weak non-Hem iticity was und for com plex random m atrice$?. In this regin e an explicit
form ula for the density of com plex eigenvalues was obtained by m apping the problem onto
a zero-din ensional supem atrix -m odel.

A though one m ay guess that the m odels w ith the non-Hem iian or real asymm etric
m atrices should be related to disordered system sw ith non-H emm itian H am ittonians, no con—
vincing argum ents have been given asyet. In fact, generally this isnot truebecause, eg. the
m odels of open quantum dots described by non-H emm itian Ham iltonians can hardly corre—



However, asw illbe shown later, such a correspondence does exist In som e lin iting cases for
the disorderm odels w ith a direction.

T he goal of the present publication is to develop a m ethod that would allow to m ake
analytical calculations for the disordered problem sw ith a direction. This goalis achieved by
m odifying the supersym m etry technique in a way to include In the non-linear supem atrix

-m odeltem s corresponding to the in aginary vector potential. A fhough a proper -m odel
for the physical real vector potential has been derived long ago"z', changing to the im aginary
one is far from trivialand, as a resul, a com pktely new term in the -modelappears. The
zero-din ensional version ofthe -m odeltums out to be exactly the sam e the one cbtained
in Reff? or the m odel of weakly non-H em itian random m atrices.

The supem atrix -m odelderived below isvalid n any din ension and can be a proper tool
or studying the localization-delocalization transitions in one and two din ensions proposed In
Reftd. How ever, although one can use standard com putationalschem e, the presence ofnew
term s in the -m odelm ake calculationsw ith the know n param etrizations ofthe supem atrix
Q moredi culk. Therefore, a new param etrization is suggested and corresponding Jacobians
are caloulated. To avoid \overloading" only zero-din ensional case is considered in this
article. For the unitary ensemble the result of Refi’ for the density of com plex eigenvalies
ofweakly non-H em itian random m atrices is reproduced. T he density function is a an ooth
function of the im agihary part of the eigenvalues, which show s that the probability of real
eigenvalues is zero.

In contrast, the density fiinction forthe orthogonalensam ble cbtained below containsa -
function, which show s that the fraction of statesw ith realeigenvalues is nite. Thisisa new
very unusualand interesting result. T he entire function ofthe density of com plex eigenvalues
iscobtained forthe rsttine. In the lin i of strong non-H em iticity the probability functions
for the both unitary and orthogonalensem bles correspond to the \elliptic law "23%22,

T he basic results of this articlke have been presented in a short form elsewhere®? . The
article is organized as ollow s:

In Section IIm odels ofdisorderw ith a direction are introduced and theirbasic properties
arediscussed. Section ITT contains derivation ofa supermm atrix -m odel. Tn Section IV a pint
probability density of com plex eigenvalues is calculated for system s In a lin ited volum e w ith
broken tin e reversal symm etry (unitary ensamble). This is done by calculation of integrals
over supem atrix Q fortheunitary ensamble. A new param etrization forthe supem atricesQ
is Introduced. In Section V sin ilar calculations are carried out for the orthogonalensamble.
The result for the density of com plex eigenvalues proves to be qualitatively di erent from
that for the unitary ensemble. Section V I contains a discussion of the resuls cbtained and
com parison with som e other works. In Appendix the Jacobians corresponding to the new
param etrizations for the supem atrix Q are derived.

II.THE MODEL AND ITS BASIC PROPERTIES

The initial classicalm odel of vortices In a (d+ 1)-din ensional superconductor w ith line
defects considered in Refs2%%2? contains an interaction between the vortices. In the corre—
soonding quantum m odel of d-dim ensional boson this describes an interaction between the



bosons. T he interaction is, In principle, very in portant. Its short range part does not allow

bosons to condense at one localized state. At the same tim e if it is strong enough there
can be only one boson in a localized state and the problem m aps onto the m odel of non—
Interacting ferm ions. O £ course, this is not true for extended states for which one should use
the m odel of interacting bosons.

Tt is clear that one should st understand which one particle states are localized and
which are not. Therefore, as .n Refst%?, it is reasonable to start with a d-din ensional
Ham iltonian H of non-interacting particles including a constant in aginary vector potential
ih and random potential of In purities U (r)

@+ ih)*
H=H0+U(r);HO=T @1)
where p = ir andm isthem ass ofa particke (poson or fem ion).

The random potential U (r) is assum ed to be distrbuted according to the G aussian
-correlated law

: 0 - 1

W @i=0; W @U @i= — o) @2)
where isthemean free tine, isthe density of states at the energy  involved. A s has
been m entioned In the Introduction, the potentialU (r) corresponds to the potential of the
line defects and h to the com ponent of the m agnetic eld for the m odel of the vortices.
At the sam e tin e, the Ham iltonian H , Eq. @.1) can descrbe other system s as well. So,
wem ay study properties of the Ham iltonian H w ithout recalling each tim e where it com es
from . Som e of possble applications of Eq. @.1) have been listed in the Introduction. The
directed quantum hopping appears a new Interesting possbility. The Ham iltonian H; ofa
lattice version of Eq. @.1) can be written as ollow s

d
EXX N X

HL= > he

e d,.act+te™ dcoye + U@cdca 2 3)

r =1 r

where ¢ and c are creation and annihilation operatorsand fe g are the unit Jattice vectors.

Alhough Eq. £23) was used in Ref?? only for num erical calulations, i has a clear
physical application. It describbes quantum hopping of a particke from site to site in the
presence of a random potential. However, the hopping probability along h is higher than
In the opposite direction. In other words, the H am iltonian H ; describes a directed hopping
in a random potential. The system s w ith the Ham iltoniansH , H1, Egs. €.12.3), are not
Invariant w ith respect to inversion of the coordinates even after averaging over im purities.
At the sam e tim g, they are tin e reversal nvariant and therefore essentially di erent from
system s w ith realm agnetic elds.

Ifnecessary the H am ittoniansH and H ; can be generalized to include the vectorpotential
A oorresponding to a physicalm agnetic eld. T his can be done by the standard replacem ent

e
p! p -A 2.4)
c
in Eq. @.1). Proper changes can also be done n Eq. 23).
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O f course, the vortex m odel of Refi? corresponds to Eq. 1) with A =0 but already
the hopping m odelcan be considered in an arbitrary m agnetic eld. Changing the m agnetic
eld (or, m ore precisely, the vector potential A ) results in a crossover between ensambles
w ith di erent sym m etries. In analogy w ith \conventional" (on-directed) disordered system s
these ensem bles w ill be called orthogonal and unitary.

_____

contradict to findam ental law s of nature. In the problem ofthe vortices in superconductors
these H am iltonians appear after a reduction ofa (d+ 1)-din ensional classical problem to a
d-din ensional quantum one using the transferm atrix technique, which isa fom altrick. A s
concems the directed hopping m odel the vector h can appear as a result of a coupling w ith
another system (reservoir) which isnot necessarily in equilbrium . T he Jatter system can be
sub ected eg. to an ekctric eld, there can be non-decaying currents In i, etc. Integrating
out degrees of freedom related to the reservoir one obtains an e ective H am iltonian that
does not need to be Hem iin.

In other words, the non-H emm itian H am iltonians appear at intem ediate steps of calcu-—
lations and m anjpulations w ith them should be considered m erely as form al com putational
tricks. T he corresponding wave fiinctions and eigenenergies are only form alob gcts aswell.
O f course, one should understand how to relate initial physical observables to quantities
calculated w ith the non-H erm itian H am iltonians.

It is relevant to m ention that a classical directed m odel that can be considered as the
counterpart of the directed quantum problm has been introduced long agc?s. This is the
m odel of a directed percolation that can descrbe, eg. spreading of Infection or re in
a forest a ected by wind. A ccording to a discussion of Ref#! critical behavior near the
percolation transition in the m odel of the directed percolation is di erent from that of an
isotropic m odel. The analysis of Ref2} was based on a diagram m atic expansion. T he bare
G reen functions G © () used i the expansion had the form

6O )= —————— @5)
p? dap+r
with a constant vector a. Comparing Eq.£2.5) with Eq. £.1) we see that G © is the G reen
function of the Ham iltonian H y, which dem onstrates that both m odels are really closely
related to each other. .
N ow , Jet us discuss follow ing R efi? basic properties of eigenstates of the H am iltonian H ,
Eqg. @.). Due to the non-Hem iticity of the Ham iltonian one should distinguish between
right , (r) and keft | (r) eigenfunctions. They cbey the follow iIng equations

H  @©=, y@;E"  ©= y « (© 2.6)

where H' is obtained by transposition of the Ham iltonian H . For spinless particles the
operation of the transposition m eans sin ply changing of the sign of the space derivative.
The functions  (r) are also called conjugate to  (r); for each eigenfunction one can
construct its conjugate. The scalar product ( x; xo) oftwo eigenfunctions i (r) and o (¥)

is Introduced as
A

ki k0 = x (£) ko (x)dr @.7)



Using Eq. @.1) one can prove in a standard way the orthogonality of eigenfunctions corre-
goonding to di erent eigenenergies. Together w ith the nom alization condition this can be
w ritten as

x () xo (K)dr= yyo 238)

The eigenenergy  in both Egs. €.6) isthe same. Eq. 2.8) enables us to reproduce basic
properties of conventional (Hem itian) quantum m echanics replacing everyw here com plex
con jugates (r) ofthe functions  (r) by the conjugates  (r). H owever, the eigenenergies
x In the non-H em iian quantum m echanics are not necessarily real. They must be realonly
ifthe functions , (r) and , (r) colncide. In order to cbtain wellde ned wave functions in
the them odynam ic 1im it it is convenient to im pose periodic boundary conditions.
To understand better how the wave functions look lke in di erent situations it is in-
structive to consider a localized state w ith a localization center at a point xy and extended
states In the absence of I purities (for sin plicity we m ay restrict oursslves w ith the purely

one din ensional case). A ssum e that forh = 0 the eigenfunctions }20)

}EO) are known. Then, the functions

and the eigenvalues

)= P oc=e™ P& 2.9)

are solutions of Egs. ©.6) with the eigenenergy 120) .
At the sam e tin e, In order to satisfy the boundary conditions the function  and
m ay not grow . Ifthe finction }io) (x) isexponentially localized at a distance 1., the function

x (X) takes the fom
r ) =Cexp hix x) 1'%k %7 2.10)

The function , &),Eq. €.10),and the corresponding finction , (x) doesnotgrow at k3!
1 only if hj< 1'. Thepoint hj= 1! was denti ed’? with a Jocalization-delocalization
transition.

Intheregion 1j ' thefunctions | given by Egs. £.9,2.10) are Ionger eigenfiinctions
because they do not satisfy the boundary conditions. To get an idea how the eigenfiinctions
Jook like in this region we m ay neglect the disorder potential. T hen, the plane waves

where L isthe length ofthe sam ple, are proper solutionsofEgs. 2.6) satisfying theboundary
conditions. H owever, in this case the eigenvalue , isno Ionger real
& + ih)*
K= T @12)
2m

W e see that the question about whether an eigenfunction in the presence of the in aghary
vector potential is localized or extended is closely related In the them odynam ic lin i to
the question whether the corresponding eigenenergy is real or complex. The argum ents
presented are qualitative but they were con m ed by num erical calculationst? .



Tt is clear from the previous discussion that it is very im portant to understand when
eigenenergies are realand w hen they becom e com plex. A convenient fiinction characterizing
the systam is the pint probability density of com plex eigenenergiesP ( ;y) de ned as

* +

X
P (;y)= (9 ¢ D ©13)

1
\ k

where ) and P are the realand in agiary parts ofthe eigenenergy ,V isthe volum e and
the anglk bradkets stand for averaging over In purities. If all states are localized, such that

2= 0, the function P ( ;y) equals
P(;vy)= () & 2 14)

where () isthe average density of states.

If all states are extended the function P ( ;y) should be a snooth function of both
variables. In som e cases physical quantities can be expressed directly through the fiinction
P ( ;y) although other correlation functions are also of nterest. The rest of this article
is devoted to reduction of the function P ( ;y), which is the sim plest non-trivial function
characterizing the system , to a correlation function in a supersymm etric -m odel and to
som e calculations with this model. This is the st attam pt of a quantitative analytical
study of the disordered directed quantum system s.

III.DERIVATION OF M ODEL

A coording to the standard procedure of derivation of the supem atrix -m odel? one
should express the physical quantity in temm s of retarded G® and advanced G* G reen fiinc—
tionsofthe H am iltonian. U sually the average density of statesthat can be expressed through
the average of one G reen function is not an interesting quantity because it does not distin—
guish between localized and extended states. The density of com plex eigenvalues P ( ;y)
is de nitely m ore interesting but how to express it in tem s of integrals over supervectors,
which isthe st step ofderivation ofthe -m odel?

The problm is that it is not clear how to wrte the function P ( ;y) in tem s of the
functions G®, G* . However, even ifthis representation existed it would not help. U sing the
spectral expansion of the functions GR#

X @ @)

GR;A (r;ro) = - (3-1)
k k L

we see that if som e eigenenergies , are com plex the fiinction G® G?  isno longeranalytical
In the upper (ower) half plane of com plex . But the very possbility to rew rite the G reen
functions in temm s of convergent G aussian Integrals over the supervectors was based on the
assum ption that the eigenenergies were real.

A nother possibility isbased on the relation

2

1
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_-2:) the density function P ( ;y) can be rew ritten as

* +
2. X 0,2 02, 2

— Iim ( b I\ K)ot 33)
v oo

that hods for reala and b. W ith Eq. @
h
P (iy)=

U sing the orthogonality of the eigenfunctions , Eqg. (3.3) can be also represented as

Z

Im B (r; ro) B (rO; r) drdr’ 34)
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’y_—V!o

where the fiinction B (r;r°) has the om

X @ (@

2
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B (r; ro) =

T he representation ofthe density function P ( ;y) inby Eq. (3.4) is very convenient because
it allow s to rew rite this function in term s of a G aussian Integral over supervectors.
In order to derive a proper expression lt us Introduce an Hem itian operator M

R HO il y)
T et oy @) 50)
where
o_ 1 + W i +
H = 5 H+H ’ H = 5 H H (3.7)

In Eq. (3.1) the symbol \+ " means Hem itian conjigation. For real Ham iltonians this
ocon Jugation coincides w ith the trangposition \T ". H ow ever, let usw rite form ulae in a general
form such that the Ham iltonian H m ay nclude m agnetic interactions and be com plex.

Instead of m anipulating with the non-Hem itian operator H one can try to use the
Hem itian operator M . To Dllow the standard procedure of the supersym m etry technique
oneshould nd rsttheeigenstatesofthisoperator. Forthe com plex non-H erm itian operator
H one can write 4 equations for the eigenstates

H = x xi HY y= & x (3.8)

H = ¢ «i H' = 3.9)

Eags. B.9) arem erely com plex conjugates ofEgs. (3.8).
Now , ket us introduce two sets of 2-com ponent vectors u, and v

ook (3.10)

+ 4 1
Uk = 7 Vk =
k k 2 k+ k
1 1
U = kt ok ok k PO VT ok xk kT g



U sing the orthogonality of the eigenfunctions ,,Eqg. @.8), one can prove the orthogonality
of the vectors uy and w
Z z
ug (K uge (©)dr= v (£) Vo (©)dr= xxo @4a11)

Z A
U ) wo (B)dr= v (r)uge (r)dr=0

It is not di cul to see that the vectors u ¢ (r) and w (r) are elgenvectors of the m atrix
operator M satisfying the equations

MA U = M k Uk s MA Vk = M k Vk (3 .12)

where them atrix M | equals

|
O . !
M, = K 16y 313
< i@ ye ) G13)

and , Y arethe realand in agihary parts of the elgenenergies | .
U sing the identity

%'Tr(Mk+i)l= (3.14)

(0 3+ (0 yr+ 2

one can see that the finctions B (r;r), Eq. 3.5), are closely related to the operator M .
The only thing that ram ains to be done is to expressthematrix ™M , + i )l and then the
1

operator M+ i In tem s of a G aussian Integral over supervectors.

The operator M is Hem ititian, its eigenvectors u, and v, Eqs., 8:10) are known and
therefore we can follow the standard procedure of the der.j'yatjon:z‘i8 . Changing from the
Ham iltonian H to the operator M we had to doubk the size of the relvant m atrices.
Thism eans that In order to w rite proper G aussian Integrals we should uss, as usually, 8-
com ponent supervectors, (r). In fact, one com es to supervectors w ih exactly the sam e
structure as previousk”#

o #m' o 1 m 1 gm
=Im;#=19—§ m;rm=19—§ gm 315)

m = 1,2; ™ and S™ are anticom m uting and com m uting variables respectively.
Let us present several In portant Intemm ediate steps of the reduction of the operator
~ 1
M + i , to the functional integralover (r). F irst, we have

Z z
@ +M) = i @a+hblep( L)dRr= i (x  + xJexp ( L)dRy

(3.16)

where g, ;b and y; x are com m uting and anticom m uting variables, respectively, dR , stands

for the elem entary volum e in the space of these variables. The fiunction L, in Eq. @.16)
equals
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Ly= ia b @G +My) Z}: i, o, G +My K 317)
k

The vector elds ~ (r) and S (r) are introduced as

L X
~ () = 2 () = Exux )+ bew () ; (318)
k
st () X
S (= 52 @ = (xux @)+ v ()

k

where the vectors u, and v are de ned in Egs. 310).

W ith these de nitions one can express the finctions B (r;r%, Eq. {3:5), n tem s of
G aussian Integrals over the vector elds ~ (r) and S (r). The derivation is based on the
dentity

2 A X A Ax
s @Ms @dr= a, b M,
. b

(3.19)

Z
i S (®S @dr (320)

U sing the expansion, Eq. (.18), we can see that the integral, Eq. 20), contains non—
diagonalw ith respect to k;k° tem s. For exam ple, there is the ollow ing tem

Z
803 40 @ i @)dr (321)

k;k©

i X
2

For Hem itian Ham iltonians the integralin Eq. G21) would give yyo. However, generally

it is not zero for arbitrary k and k° because the orthogonality relation, Eq. €.8), contains
x but not . Fortunately, this does not create di culties in the lim it of am all \vector

potential" h that is ofthem aln interest In the present work, because the di erence between
x and , issmall. This allow s us to w rite

z

X
Iy= [ @ i+M ~@©+S @© i +M S @©dr B 22)

k
LETR

A Ythough one can use Eq. 323) as an e ective Lagrangian, it is convenient?® to unify all
com ponents of the vectors ~, ~ , S, and S into the supervector ofthe fom , Eq. BI5).
As a result, one com es to integration w ith the weight exp ( L), where the Lagrangian L

takes the form
7

L= i ) Hy+ U () (@©dr (323)

(X
w here the \charge-con jugate" supervector (r) isthe same as i Refs?® . The 8 8matrix
operator H o can be w ritten as

11



Ho= Hogot Hois 324)

H00=H8 +1i ; Hp=11H%+ ys)

_____

has the form

H®=  i— 325)
1y
The diagonalm atrices and 3 are the same as n Refs#% . The m atrix 1 antioom m utes
with thematrix and also consistsofunit4 4 blodks. The explicit form ofthese m atrices
is
! !
01
0 1 ¢ 15 1 g 326)
—— 1y
Eg. (.23) is sin ilar to the corresponding equation for localization problem &8 and in the
absence of H 3; these equations would coincide. A 1l new physics com es from the operator
H ;. A magnetic eld can be included into H o9 In a staplgardway.
A llsubsequent m anijpulations are the sam e as in Refs?® | F irst, one averages over the ran—
dom potentialU (r) usingEq. £4) and com es instead of Eq. 323) to a reqular Lagrangian
L

1 2

L = i @WH, @+ ) @ dr 327)

Then, one decouples the interaction term in Eq. @ 27) by integration over a supem atrix
Q and integrates over the supervector assum Ing that the supem atrix Q varies In space
slow Iy. A fter that one comes to an integral over Q wih the weight exp ( F R 1. The
functional Integral over Q is caloulated using a saddlepoint approxin ation. At the saddle—
point the supem atrix Q does not depend on coordinates and In the lim it of sn allH §; and
one cbtains the standard equation
Omn 4 1

1
0= 20 g+ 2P 2 (328)

rr

which Jeads to the constraint Q2 = 1. Now, one has to expand the free energy fiinctional
F D lnearthe saddlepoint n Hyp;, and r Q .Asa resuk the functionalF P ]acquires the
form ofa -model

z

STrDo @ Q +h R; 1)°

FDRI= 4( +tyi13)Qdr 329)

8
where D ; is the classical di usion coe cient, [i;:] is comm utator and ST r stands for su—
pertrace. Eq. (329) is written in the absence of a magnetic eld. The expansion near
the saddlepoint leading to Eq. B29) is jasti ed provided y Y'andh 1!, where
1 is the m ean free path. The supem atrices Q are the sam e as those for the orthogonal
ensemb¥!?. This case can correspond to the problem of vortices in superconductors w ith

12



line defectd?. If for som e other problam s one has to include in the Ham iltonians H , H ,
the physical vectorpotential A corresponding to a m agnetic eld, the standard derivation
show s that the proper -m odelis cbtained from Eq. {329) by the replacem ent

ie
rQo! ro —A D; 3] 3.30)
c

In the Iim i of a strong m agnetic eld one can neglect uctuations of a certain symme-
try (cooperons). Then, Eq. @29) is still valid but the supem atrices Q should have the
symm etry corresponding to the unitary ensamble.

The free energy functional F R ], Eq. (29) has two additional with respect to the
functional used for \conventional" disorder problem s. These temm s contain the m atrix 4,
thath and A enterF D] adierent way. A sinple replosment A ! ih in the -model
of Refs. (l-]’b) would give a wrong result. This re ects the fact that a non—zero A violates
the tin e reversal symm etry whilke h can break only the symm etry w ith respect to nversion
of coordnates.

finctional Integral over Q one should know not only the weight exp ( F R ]) but also a
pre-exponential finctional A R ]. T can be derived from Egs. 3.4,3.5) in a standard way.
One of the functions B can be written using the rst line ofEq. 8.16) and the other using
the sescond one. A s a result, one obtains In the preexponential a product of four di erent
com ponents of the supervector ; two ofthem are at the point r whik the othertwo at the
point r’. A fter averaging over the random potential U (r) and decoupling of the e ective
interaction in Eq. 327) by Integration over the supem atrix Q one hasto com pute G aussian
integrals over . This can be done using the W ick theorem . In the Iim it ! ( V):L one
m ay take nto account only pairing oftwo  at coinciding points. T he rest ofthe calculation
is sin ple and one obtains

2 Z
P(iy)= lm— ADRlep( FR)W; (3.31)
w here
7
ARI= [Qo@W+02Z @ Qi+ 0% 332)

QL2 W+ Q5 0 Q4 O+ 05 (°) Krdr

Num eration of the m atrix elm ents n Eq. B37) is standardi.

_______

disorder m odels w ith a direction onto a supem atrix -m odel The density function P ( ;y)
depends on the realpart of the elgenenergies through the param eters and D, that are
dependent on . The dependence on the In agihary part y ism ore com plicated. Rem ark—
ably, the -modelderived di ers from the -m odel for localization problem s by additional
\extemal elds" only. This sin pli es calculations because one can use well developed com —
putational schem es.

13



The -model, Egs. (329332) can be used In any dimension. The onedin ensional
version describes \quantum wires" or, in the language of the superconductor m odel, to
vortices in a slab. A ccording to a discussion ofR efii, in one-din ensionalm odels there hasto
be a Iocalization-delocalization transition. Ifthis is true for thick w ires the one-dim ensional
-m odel should undergo a phase transition when changing the value ofh. However, study
of the one-dim ensional m odel is m ore di cul than of the zero-din ensional one. Leaving
higher dim ensional problem s for fiiture nvestigation let us concentrate in the next Section
on calculating the density function P ( ;y) fora ssmplewih a nite volum e. T his situation

is described by the zero-dim ensional -m odel.

IV.DENSITY OF COM PLEX EIGENVALUES IN A LIM ITED VOLUM E:
UNITARY ENSEM BLE

If disorder is not very strong there is a regin e w hen physical quantities can be ocbtained
from the zero-din ensional (0D ) -m odel. This is the lim ing case when one considers only
supem atrices Q that do not vary in space. For the problem of evel statistics In Hem itian
models the 0D  -model is cbtained i the Iim i ! E., where E. = 2D =L? is the
Thouless energy (L is the sam ple size)?®. If the sam ple is connected with leads and the
energy levels are an eared the 0D case is possibble provided the kevel w idth does not exceed
E .. If the disorder is strong or the sam pl has one-or two-din ensional geom etry, such that
the localization length L. is an aller than the sam ple size, the 0D lin it cannot be achieved.

Tt is clear that the situation w ith the directed problem s involved should be smm ilar and
one can come to the 0D -modelprovided h, y,and i Eq. (329) are not very large and
disorder is not very strong. For the m odel of vortices in a superconductor the 0D 1l it for
the -modelwould correspond to a sampl with a nite crosssection perpendicular to the
line defects.

N eglcting all non—zero space ham onics n the free energy functional F D ] one can
rewrite Eq. @29) as ollows

2

FD]=STr — D; 17 = 1.0 -0 @1)
16" 4t 4
where
2 D,h? 2 2
22— o, x=2Y. -2 @2)
and = ( V) ! isthemean level spacing.

Z

P (jy)= 4—}jlmo ARlep ( F RNAY; 43)

_ 11 22 11 22 21 12 21 12
AD]_ Q42+Q42 Q24+Q24 Q42+Q42 Q24+Q24

with F D ] determ ined by Eq. @.1).
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T he non—zero space ham onics can be neglcted provided the follow ing nequalities are
ful Ted

y E¢ ~ Ei h LY @4)

where L is the sam ple size.

To obtain the function P ( ;y) one should cakulte in Eq. (43) a de nite integral over
the supem atrices Q . The structure of supem atrices Q is the same as In Reﬁ.-'lﬁi and, In
principle, the way how to ocom pute the Integral is clear. A s usual, allm anijpulations are
sin plr for the uniary ensam bl and therefore let us start w ith this case.

H ow ever, already before an explicit calculation ofthe integralin Eq. @.3) an interesting
observation can be made. W e know that the 0D version of the  -model for Hem itian
disordered system s can also be derived from random m atrix m odeld. In fact, it is the way
how the equivalence ofbetween disordered system s In a lin ited volum e and random m atrix
theory RM T) was nally established. Now , a naturalquestion arises: do the random m odels
w ith a direction considered in the present work correspond to a RM T ?

O f ocourse, this cannot be a m odel of Hem iian or real sym m etric m atrices because
In this case all eigenvalues must be real. So, one should think of ensambles of random
real asym m etric or com plex non-H em itian m atrices. Study of random com plex m atrices
w ithout the requiram ent of H em iticity has started quite long agos ?2 and since then m odels
of non-H em itian _or real asymm etric random m atrices have been considered in a num ber
ofpubhcatjon§3"14"'29’30'32{84 T he ensambles of real symm etric random m atrices have found
applications in eg. neural network dynam o324 whike the ensambles of com plex random
m atrices appear in study of djssjpatjye quantum m ap=?24. O ne of results obtajned is that,
unifom Iy distrbuted in an ellips??B281 |

Recently, an ensemble of \weakly non-H em itian" random m atricesX was Jntroduoedl37
Tt was assum ed that these m atrices had the fom

X=K+iN B 4 5)

wih N N statistically independent Hem itian m atrices A and B, and a number ofthe
order of unity. The m atrices K and B obeyed G aussian distrlbbutions w ith the probability
densities

4 .6)

where J has order of uniy.

Theparameter N ' isam easure ofthe non-Hem iticity and isalways sn allforN !
1 and nite. The authors of R ef£? caloulated a density of com plex eigenvalues sim ilar to
the function P ( ;y), Eq. (213) and dem onstrated that this function hasa nite lin it when
N ! 1 . At the same time they did not point out any direct physical applications. For
com putation of the function P ( ;y) they used the supersymm etry technigue. Rem arkably,
a -modelderived in Reff! is exactly the same (although num eration of elm ents of the
m atrix Q is som ewhat di erent) as the unitary version of 0D -model, Eq. @.0). The pre-
exponential is di erent but this is natural because another (less direct) way of calculating
the function P ( ;y) wasus=d.
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The sam e form ofthe -m odelobtained forthese two di erent m odels show s that the di-
rected disordered m odelw ith broken tin ereversal nvariance n a nite volum e is equivalent
to the m odel ofweakly non-H em itian m atrices. A pparently, the sam e equivalence holds be-
tween the tim e reversal invariant m odelofdisorder and m odels ofweakly non-sym m etric real
m atrices. However, it is relevant to em phasize that not every non-H em itian Ham ilftonian
corresoonds to the m odels of non-H emm itian or non-sym m etric realm atrices. For exam pl,
m odels of open chaotic billiards are described by Ham ittonians w ith additional in aginary
tem s (see, e.g_a'ﬁ) T hese Ham iltonians do not seem to be equivalent to the random m atrix
m odels of Ref&?.

Now Xt us show how explicit calculations n Egs. (4.1,43) can be performed. First
of all one should choose a proper param etrization of the supem atrices Q . The authors
ofRef \ used the param etrization of Ref! (\standard param etrization" in term inology of
Ref.b) T hisparam etrization hasbeen used for solving m any interesting problem s. H owever,
due to presence of the new tem s in the freeenergy F R ], Eq. @.1), this param etrization is
not as convenient as before? because now F D ]would contain not only the \eigenvalies" A
but also m any other variables.

A soconcems the unitary ensem ble, the com putation ofthe function P ( ;y)is stillpossible
although is very Jengthy@- . At the sam e tin e, calculations for the orthogonal case using the
standard param etrization do not seem to be possibl at alldue to unsum ountable technical
problm s.

Fortunately, onem ore param etrization ispossible that isperfectly suitable forthe present
problm . To some extent i ressmbles the param etrization used to study the crossover
between the orthogonal and unitary ensembe£2. 0 f course, it should be w ritten for the
orthogonal and unitary ensambles In a di erent way but the m ain structure is the sam e.
Let us show in this Section how the function P ( ;y) can obtained for the uniary ensamble
usihg this new param etrization (It can be nam ed \non-Hem itian param etrization"). The
orthogonalensem ble w ill be considered In the next Section.

T he supem atrix Q in the non-H em iian param etrization is w ritten in the fom

Q =TQ,T 4.7)

where T should be chosen to satisfy thelrg]atjons [f; 11= 0, TT = 1. The bar stands for
the \charge conjugation" de ned in Refs™ . Tt is clear that w ith such a choice the finction
F D ]lwould depend on Qg only (for the uniary ensamble one hasalso Dg; 1= 0).
The centralpart Q n Eq. f4.7) istaken in the fom
! !
CXDS,A 3Sjrll/\ 14 O

Qo= L sin» P "= : 438)

w hile the supem atrix T can be chosen as

Y A1 !
=2 i s =2
u 0 e aos N lSJI'lA A v 0O @.9)
0u ismhn =2 s =2 0wv

H
Il

T he supem atrices A, u, v are equalto
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- (4.10)

u= ; v =

The2 2matroes’, , ,and; areproportionalto the unim atrix, them atrices , are
! !

0 0
- ; = 411
0 (411)

where , , ,and = are anticommuting variables. The conjugate matrices and are
the sam e as in RefsP®. To understand better the structure of the supem atrix Q given by
Egs. @.4.11) it is instructive to write it neglecting all G rassn ann variables. Then, one
can w rite ssparately the com pact and noncom pact sectors. The com pact sector takes the
form

cos cos’ sin’ + isn oos’
0 e , , @12)
3 sin isin  cos s oS
w hereas the noncom pact sector is w ritten as
!
cosh ; cos i3 sinh sinh ; cosh @13)
iz sinh + sinh ; cosh cosh ; cos

the standard param etrization® one can understand that in order to specify the supem atrix
Q unam biguously the follow iIng Inequalities should be in posed
1 < <1,; 1 <:<1; < < =2<’ < = (414)

proper Jacobian. The derivation is presented in the Appendix. The nal result for the
elem entary volum e [dQ ] reads

QO ]= J JdRgdRy;dRg = d d;d’d ;dRgp =d d d d (415)

where

1 oos’ cosh
J = — 4.16)
8 (shh + isnh’)

J = L ! @a17)
32 sjnhzé(l+i)

Jmit~"! 0as



F D]= a’ snh® + sin?’ ix (gnh + isin’) 4 18)

(The Imit ~ ! 0 is taken In the begihning of the calculations because In the present
param etrization this doesnot lead to additional convergence problem s). The function F R ],
Eq #.18), does not oontajn the an‘doommu‘dng vam'ab]es and therebre one can easily

as
Q = uQu (4.19)

wih u from Eq. @.10) and integrating over , one cbtains

Z h i
2
P(;Y)=4— STr 3 .Q exp F QO do
4 £ °
i exp ( F R 4 20)
h i

where the elem entary volume dQ diers from Q] by the replacement dRy ! dRy =

dd andF R]isgiven by Eq. {@.18). Alhough Eq. {420) is quite sinpl, one m ore
di culty should be overcom e. The problem is that the integrand in Eq. (420} does not

contain the vardiabls , and, at rst glance, the ntegralm ust tum to zero. H owever, the
Jacobian J ,Eq. @.17), issingularfor ; ;! 0 and this sihgularity is not com pensated by

the Integrand. So, one cbtainsan expression ofthetype0 1 ;which isa usualphenom enon.
D i erent procedures how to m ake the integral well de ned have been worked out (for a

detailed discussion seea The sinplest way isto rewrite Eq. (.3) as

z

P (;y)="5 (;y) e ARlexp( FR]) exp( FRID)A 421)
where
A
Po (;y)= e ADlexp ( F, RDAQ; 422)
F, B] F R]I= mSTrT T mSTr( )

The supem atrix i Eq. (422) can be chosen as

T T; T=uT 423)

The param eter c in Eqgs. (421,14 23) is arbitrary. Using Eq. @.9) we see that

STrT T = 4 (cosh ; s ) (4 24)
and thus, the singularity at ; = = 0 com ing from the Jacobian i Eq. {421) is com -
pensated by the integrand. A fter ntegration over ; the Integrand does not contain the

anticomm uting varables ; and the Integral vanishes. Therefore, the function P, ( ;vy),
Eqg. @27), does not depend on m and one can calculate the integralin the imitm ! 1 .
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In this lin it only an all deviations of the supem atrix from  are essential. Using the
representation,
! !
B a
;B = 425
o b ( )

0
= @Q+W)H)AQ W)';w = N
expanding In W up to quadratic tem sand calculating the Jacobian in this approxin ation
onecan ssethat inthelmitm ! 1
z

exp( mSTr( ))d =1 4 206)

T he supem atrix T" can also be represented through W and calculating the corresponding
Jacobian one m ay expand up to quadratic in W tem s. A s concems Q in the other tem s
in the integrand in Eq. @ 23), one should replace nthe linitm ! 1 the supem atrices T
by 1. One can check also that now the Jaccbian of the transfom ation from them atrices T
andutoT equalsto 1 and notto J asitwaswih the niialparam etrization forT, Eqg.
@.9.

So, calculating the integral, Eq. @.3), one should replace the supem atrix T in the
integrand by 1. In the ekm entary volume B0 1, Eq. @.15), one should om i the multplier
Jd d and change the sign of the rest.

A s a result of all these m anjpulations one com es to the follow ng expression for the
function P ( ;y)

Z
P (;y)= e STr (s 1Q0))2exp( F Ro)Jd ad"d @27)

wih Qo from Eq. (4.8) and J. from Eqg. (4.16). The finction F Q] isgiven by theR H S.
ofEqg. {.18). The lim its of integration over ’ and are detem ined in Egs. (4.14).

The further calculation in Eq. (@ 27) is very simpl because the function in the pre-
exponential is proportionalto J,! . Changing the variables of integration z = shh ,t=
sin’ , one is to calculate a G aussian integral over z, and the nalexpression takes the form

P 2 ! Z 4
X
P (;y)=—exp — coshxtexp &t dt 4 28)
a 4a? o
The function P ( ;y) is properly nom alized and one obtains using Eq. {4 2)
z
P (;y)dy=1 429)

T he density of com plex eigenvaluesP ( ;y),Eq. {4 28), agrees precisely w ith the correspond-

[ Qi

ing finction rweakly non-Hem itian random m atrices obtained in Reff?. The param eters

_ q__
a= 2J () ; = OONY; (=3 4 (=9 (4 30)

and x= 2 ()yN .
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The agream ent can serve as a proof of the equivalence between the directed disorder
models n a nie volime With broken tin e reversal invariance) and the m odels of non—
Tts basic properties have been discussed in Refé?.

T he density of com plex eigenvalues isa an ooth function at any nite a, which m eansthat
any nite non-Hem iticity an ears all eigenenergies m aking them com plex. T he probability
of real eigenvalues is negligbl. For a 1 the ntegral in Eq. @28) can be calulated
analytically using the saddlepoint m ethod. Tn the interval kj< 2a? the integrand as a
function ofthasa sharp m aximum in the dom ain of the integration and the integralcan be
extended to in nity. For kj> 2a? the filnction P decays fast. A s a result one obtains

( s 2
() 1; ¥j< 2a
2a2 0; K> 2a2

P (;y)’ 4 31)

Eqg. @31) showsthat ora 1 the density of in agihary partsy of eigenvalues at a xed

real part is hom ogeneous in the intervalx 2 ( 2&;2a%). UshgEq. @.30) or () and a
we can rew rite the result expressed by Eq. @.31) in tem s of distribution of eigenvalues in

the com plex plane. In such a ormulation, Eq. (4.31) m eans that the com plex eigenvalies

are distribbuted hom ogeneously w ithin the ellipse

2 2

Y -1 v= N ¥ (4.32)

- + -
2J 2Jv

T his is the \ellptic Jaw " found In Reﬁ."gg-"@la' , Wwhich isnaturalbecause the lim it a 1 should
oorresoond to a \strong" non-Hem iticity. At the sam e tin e, it is clear the elliptic law is
m odel dependent. For the m odels of disorder considered in the present paper the density of
com plex states essentially depends on y only.

In the opposite Iim it a 1 the density of com plex statesP ( ;y) takes the fom

P !

X
P () —exp — (4.33)
a 4a

The G aussian form of the function P can be easily understood starting from the random

A
P(;v)=N* h ( 9 ¢ Di (4 34)
n=1
1 ® 4
2 N

= dke®™h ( Dexp ( ki

n=1 1

W here the angle brackets h::d stand for the averaging over them atrices X and B, Eq. @.6).
In the lin f ofsm all the in aghary part ® can be obtained using the standard perturbation
theory. In the rst order one has

D=~ B~ (4 35)
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where 7, isthe eigenvector ofthem atrix £ corresponding to the eigenvalue ° . Substituting
Eq. {4.35) into Eq. 4.34) one can inm ediately average over the matrix B . Usihg the
orthogonality of the eigenvectors ™, one can w rite the result of the averaging as

* 2 134

) 1
P (;y)=—r dke™Y ( 9exp4 s 5 (4 36)

Egs. @.31,14.36), have not been known before and it not clearhow to reproduce them using
sim ple argum ents.

A re the result obtained in this Section general and one cannot expect anything new for
the orthogonal enssmblk? O f course, there is no reason to hope that Eq. {4 28) descrbes
the orthogonal ensamble as well but are the asym ptotics in the lim its a 1l and a 1,

_______
______

but now the m atrices X and B should be real symm etric and antisym m etric, respectively.
One should also make in Eq. (4.5) the replacement ! i . A s ooncems the asym ptotics
nthelinta 1 thesame elliptic law as n Eq. @.3J) hasbeen recovered®?. At the same
tin e, one can expect com plktely di erent behavior fora 1. This can be seen easily from
the fact that the rst order of the perturbation theory corresponding to Eq. {@.35) gives
zero and one cannot derive Eq. @ 33) asbefore. In fact, the density of com plex eigenvalues
P ( ;y) issingular at vy = 0. Study of the orthogonal enssmbl is presented in the next
Section.

V.DENSITY OF COMPLEX EIGENVALUES IN A LIM ITED VOLUM E:
ORTHOGONAL ENSEM BLE

To com pute the density of com plex eigenvalues P ( ;y) for the orthogonal ensemble one

the structure corresponding to this case. A s hasbeen m entioned, the presence in Eq. @.0)
ofthe new tem with them atrix ; m akesthe calculation very di cul even for the uniary
ensam ble and hardly feasble at all for the orthogonalone. So, as In the preceding Section
a new param etrization for 9 should be designed.
Let us w rte the supem atrix Q in the fom
Q =2Q0Z; Z=TY Ga)

Y as follows
Y = YoRS; Yo = Y3Y2Yl (5.2)

The supem atrix Y; entering Eq. 62) is
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W 0 w 0 s ( =2) s ( =2)
Y, = ;W= = 53
! 0w ' o1 " sin ( =2) cos( =2) )
T he supem atrix Y, is equalto
0 N N 1 ! !
s ,=2 isin ,= ~ 0 O 01
Y, =@ oA ~ A, o,= . i1 = 64)
1sm 2=2 s o= 0 1o 1 10
T he supem atrix Y3 is
0 A 1 ! !
exp 1 = 0 ~ 0 10
Y3 = A By = ° Po3= (5.5)
0 exp 1 =2 0 13 0 1

The supem atrices R and S contain ram aining G rasan ann variables and are w ritten as

R 0 N 1 2 2 0
R = ~ iR= ;o= .
o R ' 2 1+ 2 ! 0 -6)
and
! | !
1 2% 2ir R 0 0
S = 217 1 2”7 B o’ 0 ©-7)

where and areconjugateto and

T he param etrization forY , Egs. 62+5.1), is chosen in such a way that [Y; ;]= 0. To
Soecify the supem atrix Q unam biguously one should restrict variations of the variables by
certain Intervals. T his can be done asthe preceding Section by com paring the bosonic \skele—-
ton" of Q written in the param etrization, Eq. $.1-5.7), (et us called it \non-symm etric
param etrization") w ith the standard param etrization of Refs/#® . A s a result one can w rite
the follow ng inequalities

0< <1; =2<'’'< =2; 1 <.:<1; < <

0< ,<1;0< < ;0< < ;0< <2 ©8)

T he next step isto calculate the Jacobian. T he derivation is presented in the A ppendix and
the nalresul forthe elem entary volume [HQ ] is

BQ1=JJJ chRBdRFdeBdeF 5.9

_______

entering Eq. $.9) are equalto

1 sinh , sin
J = 52 (5410)
2 (osh , cos |

4sin?’
J. = G11)
(sinh isin’ ¥
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dRig =dd,dd;;dRip=d d dd G5J12)
The freeenergy F R ], Eq. (4.0), takesin the linit ! 0 the Hllow ing om
F DR]=a® sn?’ + snh® + x[(cos sin’  icosh ,sinh ) (5.13)
+4 + ) (cosh oos ) (sin’ isinh )]

T he non-sym m etric param etrization given by Egs. 6.1-5.12) looks rather com plicated. T he
calculation of the Jaccbian ism ost lengthy but this has to be done only once. At the sam e
tin e, the Jacobian does not contain G rassm ann variables and the free energy F D ], Eqg.
6.13), is sin ple enough. M oreover, the supem atrix Q can be written as in the preceding
Section in the om of Eq. (4.19) (@lthough the supem atrix Q' is now di erent from that
for the unitary ensambl). This allow s to integrate rst over the m atrix u and cbtain Eq.
@20).

Further sin pli cations com e from the fact that as previously one obtains an uncertainty
ofthetype 0 1 because the integrand in Eq. (4 20) does not contain the variabls ;
w hereas the Jacobians J , Eq. ({1:.1:7), and J , Eqg. {5:.ZEQ), are shgularat ;.; »; ! O.
W e have seen in the preceding Section that the uncertainties can be rather easily avoided
and, as a resul, one cbtains a m ore sin ple integral. The \regularization" proocedure, Egs.
@ 2144°26), kd to the ntegral, Eq. {4271), that contained the variabls’ and only.

Sin ilar transform ations can be perform ed for the orthogonal ensemble. P roceeding as
for the uniary ensem ble ket us Introduce the function F, , D]

Fon=F D] mSTr T T nSTr sY 5Y G.14)

The second tem in Eq. (6.14) can also be written in the form of Eq. f§24). Using Egs.

nSTr 3Y 3Y = 4n (cosh , s ) (5.15)

exp ( F D] asollows

() (m ) (m ) ()
e =efrrtefro 1 €F +efr 1 €F +ef 1 €F 1 e

where
F(m)=an FOn;F(n)=an Eno

The parametersm and n in Egs. (6.153,15.16) are arbitrary. Therefore, substituting Eq.
G16) ntoEq. @.3) wecan takethe linitm;n ! 1 . The contrbution com ing from the
last term 1 Eq. $6.06) vanishes because all sihgularities are com pensated forany m and n
but the integrand does not contain the anticomm uting vardabls ; . Thelmim ! 1
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allow s to expand the supem atrix T, Eq. @23), near 1 (and the supem atrix near ).
A shasbeen explained In the preceding Section, nthelmim ! 1 onecan rphce T ! 1
everyw here In the integrand om itting sim ultaneousl J d in the elem entary volum e [dQ 1.
The sam e is correct now and one should remove J d d from HQ [, Eq. 6.9) (changing the
sign) .

The other shgularity at ,; ! 0 in the rst and third terms in Eq. (5.06) can be
avoided In a sinflar way. In the limitn ! 1 the supematrik Y; Egs. $235.1), is alo
close to 1. To m ake an expansion in an all deviations Y from 1 one can use the follow Ing
param etrization

K 1

Y=@ iX)a+iX) ;Xx= ", . 517
( ) ( )" £ ( )
TheblbcksX and satisfy the constraintsA = A,L =1L,fA; 3g= 0, fL; 3g= 0,where

f g is anticom m utator. These blocks can be w ritten In an explicit form as

! !
A f A 0

A= ; L= (5.18)

0 il
where the 2 2 m atrices £ and lcontain conventional com plex numbers £ and 1, whereas
and oonsist of anticom m uting vardables and . The explicit orm of these m atrices is

¥
£- = V0 2 O 519)

0
1 0

In Eq. (5.19), 1is an arbitrary com plex number, while for £ one should integrate over the
domamn Im f > 0.

Substituting Egs. ©$.175.19) nto Eq. (.14) one should expand thetem STr sY 5Y
up to quadraticterm s in X and replace Y by 1 everyw here else In the Integrand. C alculating
the Jacobian we can see that the factor J dR ;5 dR ;¢ should be replaced by 1. O f course,
this concems only the rst and the third tem s in Eq. 6.16) because the second tem does
not lad to any sngularity In the Integrand at , = = 0. In fact, the contrution from
the third termn In Eq. $.16) is zero because it isnot shgularat = ; = 0 and does not
contain thevariabls ; .Atthe same tin e we understand what to do w ith the singularity
at ,= = 0.

T he result of this discussion can be form ulated nally as follows. W e should replace Eq.
@.3) by

P (iy)=PY (in)+P? (iy); (5.20)
Z
PY(iy)= o= Im  ADlexp( R D)0 (5.21)
Z
PP Civ)= = I ADIe®( Fo) ep( ) (5.22)
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The integrand in Eq. (521) has both shgularities. Therefore, one has to replace every—
where in the integrand T and Y by 1 sinultaneously replacing J J d d dRz dRz In the
elm entary volime B0 , Eq. 6.9) by 1. AsconcemsEq. (522) the integrand has only
the shgularity at = ; = 0 and one should replace by 1 the supem atrix T" only. In the
elem entary volime J d d should be replaced by 1.

T he subsequent m anijpulations are rather straightforward. Integrating over the super-
m atrix u one cbtains orP ¥ ( ;y) and P? ( ;y)analgs ofEq. (420). Then, the function
P @ ( ;y) is expressed in tem s of the integral over the variables t= sin’ and z = sinh

d2 z a? (t2+22) % (t iz) 4t2dtdZ

PO ()=
(7y) 1 o e @+ 22)

(523)

In the ntegralin Eq. §23) one hasto integrate rst over the variables ; ; ,and and
then, the function P @ ( ;y) reduces to

Z .
PO (=L gt e g £ BXE 27 X aara (5.24)
4 dx? © + x2)°
where | = cos ,and = cosh ,. The integration in Eq. (23, 524) is perform ed over
tand z mthe ntervals 1< t< 1; 1 < z< 1 andover! and 1 the Intervals
1<!<1,1< <1.

The Integration over ! and 1 Eq. (524) can be carried out inm ediately. However,
to provide the convergence of the Integralover one should shift the contour of Integration
over z Into the complex planez ! z+ i sgn (X),where isan In nitesin alpositive num ber
and (

1; x>0
S G = k<0

Intergrating over ! and and adding Egs. (523,'5.24) we obtain orP ( ;y), Eq. (520)

FI x)
P V)= — ; 525
(7y) 2 2 ( )
2121, b . it g
I (x)= ee Ere) gxtim )y gy )2 gz e 32— TFF (500
101 iz @+ z?)

wherez = z+ 1 sgn x).

It is clear from the form of the function I (x) that it is convenient to di erentiate rst

over x and then caloulate the Integral. H owever, one should be careful perform ing this, at
rst glance trivial, m anjpulation. The problm isthat z contains x, which can resul In an
additional contribution.

To avoid lengthy calculations ket us consider rst the case when x is nite nonzero
num ber. T hen, the derivatives dz =dx and &z =dx? vanish and one has to di erentiate the
exponentialsonly. Shifting the contourof ntegration z ! z+ % , which can bedonew ithout
crossing sihgularities In the com plex plane and changing the new varabl z asz ! z=a one
obtains
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2 Z1 Z,
P.(;y)=—exp — xtshhxtexp &t d& ————— G27)
a 4a? o 0 72+ X
(the variabls x and y are related through Eq. 4J4)).

Eq. 527) holds for any nite x but is it the nalresul? T would be the nalresult
it the density function were continuous at x = 0. A s concems the unitary ensamble, we
already know that the function P ( ;y)is continuous (see Eq. (4 2B)) but does the continuity
follow from a physicalprinciple? In fact it doesnot and the function P ( ;y) forthe unitary
ensamble containsa —function at x = 0.

To extract the -fiinction Jet us expand the exponentials in the integrand in Eq. (526).
In the rsttwo orders one obtains
"2z, " ot

d° 2 2 2 1
Ped’ €+7) x ditdiz (528)

P (;y) —— — . =
G g 11 €+ z2)° iz B2+ 2

The rst tem in the integrand ;n Eq. $.28) has no shgularities and one can shift the
contour of the integration over z such the varables z are replaced by z. Then, this part
of the Integrand does not contain x and the di erentiation gives zero. The contrioution
involred com es from the second term in the integrand. W ritihhg z ! as

l_z i sgn x)
z zZ+ 2

one can represent the function P ( ;y) orx ! 0 as

& PP ooy 2K
P (;y), ,= —— Iin e E+2) dtd
ALY 2 dx? 1o 1 1 2+ z2z2+ 2 z
The Integration over z n the Iim it ! 0 is elem entary and one obtains for the anom alous
contrdbution P, ( ;vy) the follow ing expression
2 21
P (;y)="— &) ep &Y dt (529)

0

M aking som e sin ple transform ations n Eq. $27) the nalresul forthe density of com plex
eigenvalues P ( ;y) can be written as

P (;y)=PF (;v)+ B (;y) (5.30)

where P, ( ;y) isgiven by Eq. {529) and B, ( ;y) equals

2 1 Ky 21
Po (i) =3 23] tsinh (ki exp  4¢ dt 531)
a 0

R
where @)= »& vl exp ( ¢¥)du:Itisnotdi cul to check that the finction P ( ;y), Egs.

gives an essential contribution that becomes smallonly n the Iimita ! 1 . The function
P. ( ;y) is represented in Fig.2.
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T he existence of the anom alouspart P, ( ;y),Eq. (432), meansthat a nite fraction of

all eigenvalues rem ains real for any In agihary vector potentialh in the m odels of disorder,

tin e, the function P, ( ;y) decayswhen y ! 0, which corresponds to a vanishing probability
of eigenstates w th an allbut nonzero in agihary parts.

In contrast to the unitary ensamble, the function P ( ;y) Por a 1 can hardly be
obtained from a perturbation theory. M ost of the eigenvalues are In this case real. In the
opposite lim it a 1 one should distinguish between ssveral regions. In the Im it Xj a
the asym ptotics is determm ined by the expression

S

—_— 532
2a2 2a ( )

Po(iy)’
show ing a linear decay ofthe density as kj! 1 .

In the region kj  2a the density of com plex eigenvalues is constant or kj< 2a? and
falls o outside this Interval. Its value in this region is the sam e as in the uniary case,
Eq. (4.31). This corresponds to the ellptic law, Eq. 4.34). For an ensamble of strongly
asymm etric real random m atrices w ith a G aussian distrdbbution this Jaw hasbeen proven in
Reffi%3, The authors of this publication have also ©und num erically that the portion of
real eigenvalues for their ensemble decays as N ™2 ; where N is the size of the m atrices.
Apparently, this behavior corresponds to the -functionalpart P, ( ;y), Eq. (529), in the

VI.DISCUSSION

T he results presented In the previous Sections dem onstrate that the disorderm odelsw ith
a direction are interesting and can be e ciently studied using the supersym m etry technique.
The -modelderived, Eq. 3.29), can be used in any din ension. It is relevant to em phasize
that, as usua]'l.Z'iI?, the din ensionality is determm ined by the geom etry of the sam ple. So, the
one-din ensional version ofthe -m odelcorresponds to a thick w ire w ith a directed hopping.
In the language of vortices in a superconductor? the 1D m odel can describe the vortices
In a skb wih line defects and the m agnetic eld parallel to the surface. Such a m odel is
som ew hat m ore realistic than a purely 1D model of Refld. The 2D  -m odel is supposed
to describe the vortices n a buk superconductor w ith line defects. In addition, one can
In agine a situation when the sam ple is Iong but has a an all cross-section. If the line defects
are aligned In the longiudinal direction one com es to the 0D -m odel considered in the
present paper.

O f oourse, the directed non-H em itian Ham iltonians can arise not only from the vortex
m odelbut also correspond to non-equilbbriim processes. A very interesting possibility is the
directed hopping m odel, Eq. 2.3) that can be considered as a quantum counterpart of the
directed percolation m ode®t . A pplications to other physical system s that can be reduced to
m odels of a disorder w ith a direction also deserve an attention. T he problem of turbulence
isone ofm ost fam ous. Them ain features of the turbulence are believed to be described by
the Burgers equation?3#3%%. R eduction of the Burgers equation to a linear equation allow s
to use well developed m ethods of disorder physics. A sin ilarity of the linear equation to
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equations used in study of problem s of directed polym ers have already inspired application
of the replica m ethod to study the problem of turbulence?? . U se of the supersymm etry for
the problam s of the turbulence m ight be one m ore interesting direction of research.
Leaving these interesting problem s for future study let us sum m arize the results obtained
in thepresent work. The -model,Eq. (329),di ers from the -modelsused in the localiza-
U'on andm esosoopic problam g by the tem with thematrix .A Ithough theH am jJtonjans

_____

nians in a m agnetic eJd by the form al replacement A ! ih, the sam e replacam ent In the
conventional -models would not lad to Eq. (329). This re ects an essential symm etry
di erence between system s in a m agnetic eld where the tin e reversal nvariance is broken
and the m odels w ith direction that are tin e reversal invariant.

In contrast to average density of states for H em itian disorder problem s which is always
an ooth, the pint probability density of com plex eigenenergies considered in the previous
Sections is a non-trivial quantity. The -m odelwas derived to describbe this quantiy and
it is expected to be sensitive to localization-delocalization transitions in one- and higher
din ensional system <14 .

The the form of 0D version ofthe -m odelobtained above dem onstrates the equivalence
between the directed disorderm odels in a lin ited volum e and ensam bles of random weakly
non-H em itian o]:_w eakly asym m etric realm atrices that have been m apped onto the 0D -
m odelpreviou . Com plex random non-H em itian m atrices appear in study ofdissipative
quantum m apéo’-l- whereas random real asymm etric m atrices have applications in neural
network dynam ic$£38?, So, the -m odel can describe com pletely di erent phenom ena i an
uni ed m anner.

The supem atrix -model can serve as an usefill calculational tool for all these non—
Hem iatian problem s. A though thenew temm with thematrix ; inthe -model,Eg. $829),
m akes the use of previous param et:aza‘uonﬁ di cul, the new param etrization suggested in
the present paper allow s to circum vent the di cultiesand obtain In a straightforward m anner
explicit results for the 0D case. W eakly non-H emm itian random m atrices can also be studied
using m ore traditional m ethods of orthogonal polmnom a1l . However, study of weakly
non—symmetrjc realm atrices w ith this m ethod seem s be m ore di cult and the density of

_______

-m odel approach is not dependent on detaﬂs of the m odel considered and can be applied
not only to G aussian m odels. It can also be used to study the directed m odels in one and
higher dim ensions where one can expect Joca]izatjon—de]ocalizatjon transitjons

a nie port:on of elgenvalues ram ain real whereas this does not occur if the tin e reversal
invariance isbroken, Eq. (428). Thisphenom enon hasm anifested itself in num erical study
of di erent m odels. Tn Refs£2 ensambles of random strongly asymm etric m atrices (sym —
m etric and antisym m etric parts had the sam e order of m agnitude) were considered. Tt was
found that the fraction of real eigenvalues decayed asN '™ for large m atrix sizesN . Ap-—
parently, this corresponds to the nite fraction of the realeigenvalues P, ( ;y), Eq. {(529),
because In the ensambl of weakly non-sym m etric m atrices involved the m agniude of the
antisym m etric part ofthe random m atrices isN =2 tin es an aller than that ofthe sym m etric
one.

A nite fraction of real eigenenergies was found In a num erical study of the 2D m odel,
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Eqg. £.3), @ ihout m agnetic interactions) near the center of the band® . A Ithough the 2D
case was not considered in the present paper and nothing can be said about a possibility of
am xture of eigenstates w ith real and com plex eigenvalues one can argue that, m ay be, the
param eters of the m odel of R eft? corresponded to the 0D case. Thism ight easily happen
because the Iocalization length in weakly disordered 2D system s is exponentially large and
can exceed the sam ple size, which would correspond to the 0D regim e. Ifthis is really so,
the resuls of the present study are In an agreem ent w ith the num erical Investigation.

T he phenom enon that some nite portion of eigenvalues lies on a certain line in the
com plex plane occurs also in otherm odels w ith a random ness. Recently, it was found that
a nite fraction of all roots of random self+inversive polynom ials lies on the unit circl?.
At the sam e tin e, if the polynom ials are not self-nversive the density of com plex roots in
an ooth everyw here In the com plex plane.

Tt isclear from the preceding discussion that the directed disorderm odels deserve further
Investigation.

VII.APPEND IX

A .N on-H erm itian param etrization (unitary ensem ble)

Let us calculate for the unitary ensamble the Jacobian for the param etrization given by
Egs.. @, 4.1%) (twas suggested to call i \non-Hem iian param etrization". A s usua¥®,

it is convenient to consider the length Str dQ )*. W ith Eq. @.}), it can be w ritten as
STrdQ) = STr (@Qo) + [TiQl+4 T & (71)

where T =TdT, Qp= QodQ, and [;:] is the com m utator.
It iseasy to see from Eq. @.8) that

B 0 3d"\
Qo = ar 0 (72)

and hence
f Qoi 19=0 (7.3)

where f3; g is the anticom m utator.
Then, using the relation [ T; ;]= 0 and Eq. {7.3) we obtain

STr(T Q)=STr(, T & 1)= STr(T @=0 (7.4)

which show s that Jacobians is the product of Jacobians corresponding to dQg and T . As
concems dQ ¢, we have

STr@Qo)’ =4 @)+ @) (7.5)
W riting Eq. @9) as
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T = uTyv (7.06)

one obtamns

T=vI, ulbv+ v v+ Vv (7.7)
where, with Eq. @.10,4.11)
!
i 04"
= —_ A .8
i 5> 4" 0 (7.8)
u= 4t w;
!
0 d

as
T= T+ T°; (7.9)
. ! !
T = 2cos—— Od do + 2 Od do (7.10)
+25(d d + d d )+ 45008 (d d );
_ ! !
T =i @sn— 1 C? dO @ i ° . (711)
1 ! i
1;
> d(104 )jd1(124 ) +4sjn71(d+d )
nEgs. §9911) T conmuteswih , T° anticommuteswih . The second line ;n Eq.

(7.10) does not contrbute to [ T;Qo]1 i Eq. {7.1). In Egs. ¢/.10,7.11), one can change the
variables

d @ 4 )! d;d;@a+14 ) ! d, (712)
and m ake the shifts
! !
1 4 0 1 4 0 i
— : [ . +4(d +d sin 713
2 0 id 2 0 id; ( ) 2 ( )
. i . i .
2 sin 2 d ! 2sin > d + d id;) (7.14)
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d ! d oosTlld (715)

T he transfom ations, Egs. (7.13+7.15) do not change the Jaccbian and T and T° take

amore sin pk form

dc 0 0 d
k= i +
=1 di5 o +2 (7.16)
! 11
2 l d 0 . l]_ O d
= - +
T i > 0 id ., 2 sin > 4 0 747)

where i ;dc is the second Ine of Eq. §7.10) and 1 istheuni 8 8 m atrix.
Further com putation is already sin ple. Changing once m ore

sh > 'a ' 4 (718)

one cbtains a contribution to the Jaccbian proportionalto J , Eq. @.17). W riting in the
new variabls the second tem in Eq. {7.1) we have

STr[T;0,F=4 d Yoo ' + d ;)* coth? (7.19)

I+ 1 .o i
dd + shn

+128 oof d d

Egs. {7.5,719) kad to the elem entary volume B0 , Eq. @.15).

B .N on-sym m etric param etrization (orthogonalensem ble)

To calulate the Jaccbian of the param etrization, Egs. ($.0-5.1), for the orthogonal
ensemble we can use the results cbtained orthe unitary ensemblebecauseEq. (6.0) contains
the sam e supem atricesQ o and T aspreviously. H owever, the presence ofthe supem atrix Y
m akes the com putation quite lengthy. The length ST r (dQ )2 isw ritten as in the preceding

Subsection

STrdQ) = STr @O+ [ Z;0FT+4 2 Q (7 20)

where 7 =27dZ can be written as

7 =SR Y, T%+ Y+ dRR + RdSSR RS (721)

The last tetn 10 Eq. {720) is equalto zero (see Eq. (7.4)). A s concems the superm atrix

T, it can be written after the replacem ents, Egs. (712+7.15), in the form ofEgs. (7.16,

7L7). So, one has to calulate the other di erentials entering Eq. {(21). Ushg Eq. 6.7
one can rew rite dSS to the fom
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dss = dsSS k+ ass (722)

?

dSSk=23l(d d); dSS°=2i1d"

Taking the supem atrix R from Eqg. $.6) one can derive

RdSSR =R dSS °R+ dss i (7.23)
R dSss °R=2i dM+ 41, d + d ) (7.24)
and
! !
0 d
dRR =1 2 d O+23(d d) (7.25)

Now wehave to calculate Y. Using Egs. (6.345.5) one can represent this di erential in the
form

YO = Yl + Y2 + Y1Y2 Y3Y2Yl (7 .26)

Caloulating them atrices Yy; %,and L werawrite Y, asfollows

i dwsw 0 i 2 0
=1 = —d
%o 2 0 d13COSh. 2 2 00
! 1
i 0 1 00
+ — + =d 727
Y2 0 .d, 2°% 0 , ( )
where ! !
0 1 o os sin
z o "7 ° sin cos
M aking the replacem ent
i i
d ! d expg;d I d exp ( 1)
2 2
and the same ford and d one can derive
! [
2 0 da° 2 0o d°
Yo T, = 21 —= + isinh — 7
0o TY oosh2 a® 0 isin > 49 0 (728)
! ! !
. 2 O do . 2 0 dol i A
+2i 1 COSE 4° o lSJl’lhE d 0 0 Ed

whered = wd ,d %= d w andthesame ford and d . The contrbution from i,dc, Eqg.
(7.18), is not w ritten because it can be rem oved by a proper shift ofd” and d .
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(723,7725) do not contrbute. A fterm aking the replacement in T, Eq. {7.18), and shifting

d =d,; cosh—=cos—d + isnh—>sin—d (729)
2 2 272
!
d =d, oosh;zoos—d ishh— s —d

it is convenient to introduce the m atrix di erentials
| |
d 1 d 2 d 1 d 2

d = 4, 4, ;d = 4, d, (7.30)

where

d,= cosh—=sn—d ishh— cos—d (7.31)
272 2 2

d,= cosh—sin—d  ishh= cos—d
272 2

d,= «cosh—sin—d + isinh— cos—d
2 2 2 2
d,= cosh—sn—d + isihh— cos—d
2 2 2 2
The Jacobian J° of the transform ation, Egs. (3.17), equals

J = 4 (7.32)
(cosh oS f

Then Eq. (721) can be written as

Z =SR URS; (7.33)

ia
U= ¥%¥+1i,; 2d° Ed + 2kd”1 (7.34)

where them atricesd and d entering d* and d*, Eq. '(5i7) have the structure Eq. (7 30)
and !
1 0

k=9 1

.Onecan calulate Z,Eq. (733), calculating rstR UR and then 2 . The corresponding
m anjpulations are still quite lengthy. One should again m ake di erent replacem ents that

do not change the Jacobian. A lfematively, one m ight write the nal result using general

symm etry properties of Z . Fially one cbtains

. 1A
z= Y+i, 2d* 54+ 2kdnl (7 35)
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The supem atrix Y entering Eq. (7.35) equals

o ) g o«
Yy = > sin (7.36)
1 00
+ = sinh ,d
12 2 1 0 5

Using Eq. (7.35) we can calulate STr [ %;Q,T . The contrbution of the anticom m uting
part Z, decouples from that ofthe commuting one Z, and one obtains

STr[Z?;Q0]2=64E:1 1d; @+ cos(" +1))+d,d, @+ cos(’ i) (737)
+d;d; @ oos (! i)+ dd, @ s (" + 1))
The Jaccbian J,  corresponding to the kength, Eq. {7.37) equals

1 1
J o= > (7.38)

sin®* + sinh’

The commuting part 7, contrbutes to the elem entary length as

h . i2_ 2 2 .2 C 2,
STr Zx;Q9 =4[ @d )Y+ d ) sn sin (7.39)

+d Food’ + @)oo’ + dy)°+ @ 1)’ shh’ ]
Combining the contrbution com ing to the Jacobian from Egs. (7.5, 17.39) with those
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FIGURES

FIG .1. The density of com plex eigenenergiesP ( ;y) for the unitary ensem ble as a function of
the In aghhary part x= 2 y= ) fora= 1;2;3

FIG .2. Thedensity of com plex elgenenergies P, ( ;y)for the orthogonalensem ble as a function
of the Im aginhary part x= 2 y= ) Pra= 3;5;7
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