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Abstract

M odels ofdisorder with a direction (constant im aginary vector-potential)

are considered. These non-Herm itian m odelscan appearasa resultofcom -

putation form odelsofstatisticalphysicsusing transferm atrix technique or

describe non-equilibrium processes. Eigenenergies ofnon-Herm itian Ham il-

tonians are not necessarily realand a joint probability density function of

com plex eigenvalues can characterize basic properties ofthe system s. This

function isstudied using thesupersym m etry techniqueand a superm atrix �-

m odelis derived. The �-m odeldi�ers from already known by a new term .

Thezero-dim ensionalversion ofthe�-m odelturnsoutto bethesam easthat

obtained recently for ensem bles ofrandom weakly non-Herm itian or asym -

m etricrealm atrices.Using a new param etrization forthesuperm atrix Q the

density ofcom plex eigenvalues is calculated in 0D forboth the unitary and

orthogonalensem bles.Thefunction isdrastically di�erentin thesetwo cases.

Itiseverywheresm ooth fortheunitary ensem blebuthasa �-functionalcon-

tribution for the orthogonalone. This anom alous part m eans that a �nite

portion ofeigenvaluesrem ainsrealatany degree ofthe non-Herm iticity.All

detailsofthecalculationsare presented.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Physics of disordered m etals and sem iconductors has been attracting a considerable

attention during severaldecades. Various interesting phenom ena were discovered experi-

m entally and found a theoreticalexplanation.Rathersim plem odelsofa particlem oving in

a random potentialcan beused to describesuch di�erente�ectsasAnderson localization1,

m esoscopic uctuations2;3,IntegerQuantum HallE�ect4,and m any others.

Although the phenom ena can occuralready ata weak disorder,a sim ple perturbation

theory in thedisorderpotentialisnotsu�cientfortheirquantitativedescription.A proper

theory isoften based on sum m ing certain classesofdiagram s(cooperonsand di�usons)5;6

butin m orecom plicated casesonehasto useessentially non-perturbativem ethodslikethe

supersym m etry technique7 based on m apping ofthedisorderm odelsonto a superm atrix �-

m odel(forarecentreview seeRef.8 andreferencestherein).A disordered physicalsystem can

includea m agnetic�eld,m agneticand spin-orbitim purities,etc.However,theseadditional

interactionsareincluded into thecalculationalschem eswithoutconsiderabledi�culties.

By now,the diagram m atic expansions and the supersym m etry technique give a possi-

bility ofgetting explicitresultsform ostofthe disorderproblem s. In addition,the super-

sym m etry m ethod was applied for calculations with random m atrices9,which resulted in

application ofthem ethod in nuclearphysicsand quantum chaoswheretherandom m atrix

theory (RM T) had been the basic com putationaltool(for a review see,e.g. Refs.10{14).

Recently,asuperm atrix �-m odelwasderived forballisticbilliardsaveraging overeitherrare

im purities15 or energy16. So,the way ofstudying allthese interesting problem s appears

quiteclear,although in som ecasesonecan encountercertain technicaldi�culties.

The system sm entioned above are described by quantum m echanicalHerm itian Ham il-

tonians. After averaging over disorder the system s involved are invariant with respect to

inversion ofcoordinates. Som etim es,in order to describe the decay width ofeigenstates,

non-Herm itian Ham iltoniansareused.Thisapproach ispopularin study ofquantum dots

coupled toleads.Ofcourse,theHam iltonian ofthewholesystem ofthedotwith theleadsis

Herm itian butitisoften convenienttoexcludetheleadsfrom theconsideration by integrat-

ing outdegreesoffreedom related to theleads.Asa resultofsuch an integration onecom es

to an e�ectivenon-Herm itian Ham iltonian ofthedotcontaining im aginary energies17.This

type ofthe non-Herm iticity can be easily included into the schem e ofthe supersym m etry

technique as wellas into diagram m atic expansions and m any results have been obtained

explicitly8.

In a recentpublication18 Hatano and Nelson considered anothertype ofnon-Herm itian

Ham iltonians with a disorder, nam ely, Ham iltonians with a constant \im aginary vector

potential". In otherwords,the Ham iltonianscontain notonly the second orderderivative

overspace coordinate butalso the �rstorderderivative with a realcoe�cient. The m odel

appearsasa resultofm apping ofux linesin a (d+ 1)-dim ensionalsuperconductorto the

world linesofd-dim ensionalbosons.Colum nardefectsproduced experim entally byenergetic

heavy ion radiation19 in ordertopin theux lineslead totherandom potentialin theboson

system ,whereasthecom ponentofthem agnetic�eld perpendicularto thedefectsresultsin

theconstantim aginary vectorpotential20.

Already qualitative argum ents18 indicate thatthe presence ofthe im aginary vectorpo-

tentialcan lead to new e�ects.In particular,a one-dim ensionalchain ofthe bosonshasto
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undergo a localization-delocalization transition;thisresultwasalso checked by a num erical

com putation.In \conventional"(withoutthe�rstorderderivative)disordered system stran-

sitionsin onedim ension do notoccurand thereforethem odelwith a direction belongsto a

really new classofsystem sthathave notbeen studied yet. Itisargued thatthe localized

statesshould haverealeigenenergieswhereaseigenenergiesoftheextended eigenstatesm ay

havea non-zero im aginary part.

Theim portanceofinvestigation ofsuch system sbecom eseven m oreevidentifonerecalls

thate.g. the equation forheattransferwith a convection hasa term with the �rstorder

derivative. One can im agine a situation when quantum hopping ofa particle from site to

site ofa lattice has a di�erent probability depending on direction. The presence ofthe

�rstorderderivative in the Ham iltonian justcorresponds to the introduction ofa certain

direction. The non-equivalence ofthe directions can be provided by coupling to another

subsystem with broken inversion sym m etry playing the role ofa reservoir;this reservoir

m ay be outofequilibrium . The classicalanalog ofthe disordered m odelswith a direction

(so called,directed percolation)hasbeen discussed in theliterature21.

Anotherproblem whereonecom esto a stochasticequation containing �rstorderderiva-

tivesistheproblem ofturbulencein ow dynam ics.Itisgenerallybelieved thatthem ostim -

portantfeaturesoftheturbulencecan bedescribed bythesocalled noisyBurgersequation22,

which isa non-linearequation with a white noise random force. Besidesitsapplication in

the ow dynam icsthisequation isused asa toy m odelby �eld theoristsdue to a striking

analogy between theconstantux statesin turbulenceand som eanom aliesin quantum �eld

theories23. The Burgersequation isequivalentto the Kardar-Parisi-Zhang equation intro-

duced to describe the crystalgrowth24. The non-linear Burgers equation can be reduced

through aHopf-Coletransform ation toalinear(d+ 1)dim ensionalequation with arandom

potentialand tim e playing the role ofthe additionaldim ension. Thisequation hasa �rst

ordertim e derivative and there have already been an attem ptto solve itusing the replica

m ethod25.The noisy Burgersequation can also be reduced to a quantum spin m odelwith

a non-Herm itian Ham iltonian26. Recently,som e interesting resultshave been obtained for

theBurgersequation using an \instanton" approxim ation27.

Independently ofthe study ofthe stochastic m odels with a direction a considerable

attention was paid in the last decade to investigation of m odels of random realasym -

m etric and com plex non-Herm itian m atrices. Eigenvalues ofsuch m atrices are generally

speaking com plex and so thesem odelsarequitedi�erentfrom m odelsofrandom realsym -

m etric or Herm itian m atrices. Starting from the �rst work in this direction28 a num ber

ofpublications29{32;14 contain discussion ofproperties ofthese m odels. Com plex random

m atrices appearin study ofdissipative quantum m aps30;14 while realasym m etric random

m atriceshavefound applicationsin neuralnetwork dynam ics33;34.M any interesting aspects

ofnon-Herm itian m atriceswerediscussed in preprints35;36.Very recently a new regim eofa

weak non-Herm iticity wasfound forcom plex random m atrices37.In thisregim ean explicit

form ula forthe density ofcom plex eigenvalueswasobtained by m apping the problem onto

a zero-dim ensionalsuperm atrix �-m odel.

Although one m ay guess that the m odels with the non-Herm itian or realasym m etric

m atricesshould berelated todisordered system swith non-Herm itian Ham iltonians,no con-

vincingargum entshavebeen given asyet.In fact,generally thisisnottruebecause,e.g.the

m odelsofopen quantum dotsdescribed by non-Herm itian Ham iltonianscan hardly corre-
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spond to them odelsofrandom non-Herm itian m atricesdiscussed in theliterature28;32;14;37.

However,aswillbeshown later,such a correspondencedoesexistin som elim iting casesfor

thedisorderm odelswith a direction.

The goalofthe present publication is to develop a m ethod that would allow to m ake

analyticalcalculationsforthedisordered problem swith adirection.Thisgoalisachieved by

m odifying the supersym m etry technique in a way to include in the non-linearsuperm atrix

�-m odelterm scorresponding totheim aginary vectorpotential.Although aproper�-m odel

forthephysicalrealvectorpotentialhasbeen derived long ago7,changing to theim aginary

oneisfarfrom trivialand,asa result,a com pletely new term in the�-m odelappears.The

zero-dim ensionalversion ofthe�-m odelturnsoutto beexactly thesam etheoneobtained

in Ref.37 forthem odelofweakly non-Herm itian random m atrices.

Thesuperm atrix�-m odelderived below isvalidinanydim ension andcanbeapropertool

forstudyingthelocalization-delocalizationtransitionsinoneandtwodim ensionsproposedin

Ref.18.However,althoughonecanusestandardcom putationalschem es8,thepresenceofnew

term sin the�-m odelm akecalculationswith theknown param etrizationsofthesuperm atrix

Q m oredi�cult.Therefore,anew param etrization issuggested andcorrespondingJacobians

are calculated. To avoid \overloading" only zero-dim ensionalcase is considered in this

article.Fortheunitary ensem ble theresultofRef.37 forthedensity ofcom plex eigenvalues

ofweakly non-Herm itian random m atricesisreproduced.Thedensity function isa sm ooth

function ofthe im aginary partofthe eigenvalues,which showsthatthe probability ofreal

eigenvaluesiszero.

In contrast,thedensityfunction fortheorthogonalensem bleobtained below containsa�-

function,which showsthatthefraction ofstateswith realeigenvaluesis�nite.Thisisanew

veryunusualand interestingresult.Theentirefunction ofthedensityofcom plexeigenvalues

isobtained forthe�rsttim e.In thelim itofstrongnon-Herm iticity theprobability functions

fortheboth unitary and orthogonalensem blescorrespond to the\ellipticlaw"28;29.

The basic results ofthis article have been presented in a short form elsewhere38. The

articleisorganized asfollows:

In Section IIm odelsofdisorderwith adirection areintroduced and theirbasicproperties

arediscussed.Section IIIcontainsderivation ofasuperm atrix�-m odel.In Section IV ajoint

probability density ofcom plex eigenvaluesiscalculated forsystem sin alim ited volum ewith

broken tim ereversalsym m etry (unitary ensem ble).Thisisdoneby calculation ofintegrals

oversuperm atrixQ fortheunitaryensem ble.A new param etrizationforthesuperm atricesQ

isintroduced.In Section V sim ilarcalculationsarecarried outfortheorthogonalensem ble.

The resultforthe density ofcom plex eigenvalues provesto be qualitatively di�erentfrom

thatfortheunitary ensem ble.Section VIcontainsa discussion oftheresultsobtained and

com parison with som e otherworks. In Appendix the Jacobianscorresponding to the new

param etrizationsforthesuperm atrix Q arederived.

II.T H E M O D EL A N D IT S B A SIC P R O P ERT IES

Theinitialclassicalm odelofvorticesin a (d+ 1)-dim ensionalsuperconductorwith line

defects considered in Refs.18;20 containsan interaction between the vortices. In the corre-

sponding quantum m odelofd-dim ensionalboson thisdescribesan interaction between the
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bosons.Theinteraction is,in principle,very im portant.Itsshortrangepartdoesnotallow

bosons to condense at one localized state. At the sam e tim e ifit is strong enough there

can be only one boson in a localized state and the problem m apsonto the m odelofnon-

interacting ferm ions.Ofcourse,thisisnottrueforextended statesforwhich oneshould use

them odelofinteracting bosons.

Itisclear thatone should �rstunderstand which one particle states are localized and

which are not. Therefore,as in Refs.18;20,it is reasonable to start with a d-dim ensional

Ham iltonian H ofnon-interacting particlesincluding a constantim aginary vectorpotential

ih and random potentialofim puritiesU (r)

H = H 0 + U (r);H 0 =
(̂p+ih)

2

2m
(2.1)

where p̂ = � ir and m isthem assofa particle(boson orferm ion).

The random potentialU (r) is assum ed to be distributed according to the Gaussian

�-correlated law

hU (r)i= 0; hU (r)U (r0)i=
1

2���
� (r� r

0) (2.2)

where � isthe m ean free tim e,� isthe density ofstatesatthe energy � involved. Ashas

been m entioned in theIntroduction,thepotentialU (r)correspondsto thepotentialofthe

line defects and h to the com ponent ofthe m agnetic �eld for the m odelofthe vortices.

Atthe sam e tim e,the Ham iltonian H ,Eq. (2.1)can describe othersystem s aswell. So,

we m ay study propertiesoftheHam iltonian H withoutrecalling each tim ewhere itcom es

from .Som e ofpossible applicationsofEq.(2.1)have been listed in the Introduction.The

directed quantum hopping appearsa new interesting possibility.The Ham iltonian H L ofa

latticeversion ofEq.(2.1)can bewritten asfollows

H L = �
t

2

X

r

dX

�= 1

�

e
he�c

+

r+ e
�

cr + e
�he �c

+

r
cr+ e

�

�

+
X

r

U (r)c+
r
cr (2.3)

wherec+ and carecreation and annihilation operatorsand fe�g aretheunitlatticevectors.

Although Eq. (2.3) was used in Ref.18 only for num ericalcalculations,it has a clear

physicalapplication. It describes quantum hopping ofa particle from site to site in the

presence ofa random potential. However,the hopping probability along h ishigherthan

in theoppositedirection.In otherwords,theHam iltonian H L describesa directed hopping

in a random potential. The system swith the Ham iltoniansH ,H L,Eqs. (2.1,2.3),are not

invariantwith respectto inversion ofthe coordinateseven afteraveraging overim purities.

Atthe sam e tim e,they are tim e reversalinvariantand therefore essentially di�erentfrom

system swith realm agnetic�elds.

IfnecessarytheHam iltoniansH andH L canbegeneralized toincludethevectorpotential

A correspondingtoaphysicalm agnetic�eld.Thiscan bedoneby thestandard replacem ent

p̂ ! p̂�
e

c
A (2.4)

in Eq.(2.1).Properchangescan also bedonein Eq.(2.3).
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Ofcourse,the vortex m odelofRef.18 correspondsto Eq. (2.1)with A =0 butalready

thehopping m odelcan beconsidered in an arbitrary m agnetic�eld.Changingthem agnetic

�eld (or,m ore precisely,the vectorpotentialA )results in a crossover between ensem bles

with di�erentsym m etries.Inanalogywith \conventional"(non-directed)disordered system s

theseensem bleswillbecalled orthogonaland unitary.

AlthoughtheHam iltoniansH andH L,Eqs.(2.1,2.3)arenotHerm itianthisfactdoesnot

contradicttofundam entallawsofnature.In theproblem ofthevorticesin superconductors

theseHam iltoniansappearaftera reduction ofa (d+ 1)-dim ensionalclassicalproblem to a

d-dim ensionalquantum oneusing thetransferm atrix technique,which isa form altrick.As

concernsthedirected hopping m odelthevectorh can appearasa resultofa coupling with

anothersystem (reservoir)which isnotnecessarily in equilibrium .Thelattersystem can be

subjected e.g.to an electric�eld,therecan benon-decaying currentsin it,etc.Integrating

out degrees offreedom related to the reservoir one obtains an e�ective Ham iltonian that

doesnotneed to beHerm itian.

In otherwords,the non-Herm itian Ham iltoniansappearatinterm ediate stepsofcalcu-

lationsand m anipulationswith them should beconsidered m erely asform alcom putational

tricks.Thecorresponding wavefunctionsand eigenenergiesareonly form alobjectsaswell.

Ofcourse,one should understand how to relate initialphysicalobservables to quantities

calculated with thenon-Herm itian Ham iltonians.

Itisrelevantto m ention thata classicaldirected m odelthatcan be considered asthe

counterpartofthe directed quantum problem hasbeen introduced long ago21. Thisisthe

m odelofa directed percolation that can describe, e.g. spreading ofinfection or �re in

a forest a�ected by wind. According to a discussion ofRef.21 criticalbehavior near the

percolation transition in the m odelofthe directed percolation isdi�erentfrom thatofan

isotropic m odel.The analysisofRef.21 wasbased on a diagram m atic expansion. The bare

Green functionsG (0)(p)used in theexpansion had theform

G (0)(p)=
1

p2 � iap+r
(2.5)

with a constantvectora.Com paring Eq.(2.5)with Eq.(2.1)weseethatG (0) istheGreen

function ofthe Ham iltonian H 0,which dem onstrates that both m odels are really closely

related to each other.

Now,letusdiscussfollowing Ref.18 basicpropertiesofeigenstatesoftheHam iltonian H ,

Eq. (2.1). Due to the non-Herm iticity ofthe Ham iltonian one should distinguish between

right�k (r)and left ��k (r)eigenfunctions.They obey thefollowing equations

H �k (r)= �k�k (r);H
T ��k (r)= �k

��k (r) (2.6)

where H T is obtained by transposition ofthe Ham iltonian H . For spinless particles the

operation ofthe transposition m eans sim ply changing ofthe sign ofthe space derivative.

The functions ��k (r) are also called conjugate to �k (r); for each eigenfunction one can

constructitsconjugate.Thescalarproduct(�k;�k0)oftwo eigenfunctions�k (r)and �k0(r)

isintroduced as

�
��k;�k0

�

=

Z

��k (r)�k0(r)dr (2.7)
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Using Eq.(2.7)onecan provein a standard way theorthogonality ofeigenfunctionscorre-

sponding to di�erenteigenenergies. Togetherwith the norm alization condition thiscan be

written as
Z

��k (r)�k0(r)dr=�kk0 (2.8)

Theeigenenergy �k in both Eqs.(2.6)isthesam e.Eq.(2.8)enablesusto reproduce basic

properties ofconventional(Herm itian) quantum m echanics replacing everywhere com plex

conjugates��� (r)ofthefunctions�k (r)by theconjugates
��k (r).However,theeigenenergies

�k in thenon-Herm itian quantum m echanicsarenotnecessarily real.They m ustberealonly

ifthefunctions��k (r)and
��k (r)coincide.In orderto obtain wellde�ned wavefunctionsin

thetherm odynam iclim ititisconvenientto im poseperiodicboundary conditions.

To understand better how the wave functions look like in di�erent situations it is in-

structive to considera localized statewith a localization centerata pointx0 and extended

statesin theabsence ofim purities(forsim plicity wem ay restrictourselveswith thepurely

one dim ensionalcase). Assum e thatforh = 0 the eigenfunctions�
(0)

k and the eigenvalues

�
(0)

k areknown.Then,thefunctions

�k (x)= ehx�
(0)

k (x); ��k = e�hx �
(0)

k (x) (2.9)

aresolutionsofEqs.(2.6)with theeigenenergy �
(0)

k .

At the sam e tim e,in orderto satisfy the boundary conditions the function �k and ��k
m ay notgrow.Ifthefunction �

(0)

k (x)isexponentially localized atadistancelc,thefunction

�k (x)takestheform

�k (x)= C exp
�

h(x � x0)� l�1c jx� x0j
�

(2.10)

Thefunction�k (x),Eq.(2.10),andthecorrespondingfunction ��k (x)doesnotgrow atjxj!

1 only ifjhj< l�1c . The pointjhj= l�1c wasidenti�ed18 with a localization-delocalization

transition.

In theregion jhj� l�1c thefunctions�k given byEqs.(2.9,2.10)arelongereigenfunctions

becausethey do notsatisfy theboundary conditions.To getan idea how theeigenfunctions

look likein thisregion wem ay neglectthedisorderpotential.Then,theplanewaves

�k = L�1=2 eikx; ��k = L�1=2 e�ikx (2.11)

whereL isthelengthofthesam ple,arepropersolutionsofEqs.(2.6)satisfyingtheboundary

conditions.However,in thiscasetheeigenvalue�k isno longerreal

�k =
(k+ ih)

2

2m
(2.12)

W e see thatthe question aboutwhetheran eigenfunction in the presence ofthe im aginary

vector potentialis localized or extended is closely related in the therm odynam ic lim it to

the question whether the corresponding eigenenergy is realor com plex. The argum ents

presented arequalitativebutthey werecon�rm ed by num ericalcalculations18.
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It is clear from the previous discussion that it is very im portant to understand when

eigenenergiesarerealand when they becom ecom plex.A convenientfunction characterizing

thesystem isthejointprobability density ofcom plex eigenenergiesP (�;y)de�ned as

P (�;y)=
1

V

*
X

k

� (� � �0k)� (y� �00k)

+

(2.13)

where�0k and �
00
k aretherealand im aginary partsoftheeigenenergy �k,V isthevolum eand

theangle bracketsstand foraveraging overim purities.Ifallstatesarelocalized,such that

�00k = 0,thefunction P (�;y)equals

P (�;y)= � (�)� (y) (2.14)

where� (�)istheaveragedensity ofstates.

If allstates are extended the function P (�;y) should be a sm ooth function ofboth

variables.In som e casesphysicalquantitiescan beexpressed directly through thefunction

P (�;y) although other correlation functions are also ofinterest. The rest ofthis article

is devoted to reduction ofthe function P (�;y),which is the sim plest non-trivialfunction

characterizing the system ,to a correlation function in a supersym m etric �-m odeland to

som e calculations with this m odel. This is the �rst attem pt ofa quantitative analytical

study ofthedisordered directed quantum system s.

III.D ER IVAT IO N O F �-M O D EL

According to the standard procedure ofderivation ofthe superm atrix �-m odel7;8 one

should expressthephysicalquantity in term sofretarded G R
� and advanced G A

� Green func-

tionsoftheHam iltonian.Usuallytheaveragedensityofstatesthatcan beexpressed through

theaverage ofoneGreen function isnotan interesting quantity becauseitdoesnotdistin-

guish between localized and extended states. The density ofcom plex eigenvalues P (�;y)

isde�nitely m ore interesting buthow to expressitin term sofintegralsoversupervectors,

which isthe�rststep ofderivation ofthe�-m odel?

The problem is that it is not clear how to write the function P (�;y) in term s ofthe

functionsG R
�,G

A
�.However,even ifthisrepresentation existed itwould nothelp.Using the

spectralexpansion ofthefunctionsG R ;�A

G R ;A
� (r;r0)=

X

k

�k (r)��k (r
0)

� � �k � i�
(3.1)

weseethatifsom eeigenenergies�k arecom plexthefunction G
R
�

�

G A
�

�

isnolongeranalytical

in the upper(lower)halfplaneofcom plex �.Butthe very possibility to rewrite theGreen

functionsin term sofconvergentGaussian integralsoverthesupervectorswasbased on the

assum ption thattheeigenenergieswerereal.

Anotherpossibility isbased on therelation

� (a)� (b)=
1

�
lim
! 0

2

(a2 + b2 + 2)
2

(3.2)
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thatholdsforreala and b.W ith Eq.(3.2)thedensity function P (�;y)can berewritten as

P (�;y)=
2

�V
lim
! 0

*
X

k

h

(� � �0k)
2
+ (y� �00k)

2
+ 2

i�2
+

(3.3)

Using theorthogonality oftheeigenfunctions�k Eq.(3.3)can bealso represented as

P (�;y)=
1

�V
lim
! 0

Z

B (r;r0)B (r0;r)drdr0 (3.4)

wherethefunction B (r;r0)hastheform

B (r;r0)=
X

k

�k (r)��k (r
0)

(� � �0k)
2
+ (y� �00k)

2
+ 2

(3.5)

Therepresentation ofthedensity function P (�;y)in by Eq.(3.4)isvery convenientbecause

itallowsto rewritethisfunction in term sofa Gaussian integraloversupervectors.

In orderto derivea properexpression letusintroducean Herm itian operator M̂

M̂ =

 
H 0� � i(H00� y)

� i(H00� y) � (H0� �)

!

(3.6)

where

H 0=
1

2

�

H + H +
�

; H 00= �
i

2

�

H � H+
�

(3.7)

In Eq. (3.7) the sym bol\+" m eans Herm itian conjugation. For realHam iltonians this

conjugationcoincideswith thetransposition \T".However,letuswriteform ulaein ageneral

form such thattheHam iltonian H m ay includem agneticinteractionsand becom plex.

Instead ofm anipulating with the non-Herm itian operator H one can try to use the

Herm itian operator M̂ . To follow the standard procedure ofthe supersym m etry technique

oneshould�nd�rsttheeigenstatesofthisoperator.Forthecom plexnon-Herm itianoperator

H onecan write4 equationsfortheeigenstates

H �k = �k�k; H T ��k = �k��k (3.8)

H ���k = ��k�
�
k; H + ���k = ��k

���k (3.9)

Eqs.(3.9)arem erely com plex conjugatesofEqs.(3.8).

Now,letusintroducetwo setsof2-com ponentvectorsuk and vk

uk =
1

2

 
�k + ���k
�k � ���k

!

; vk =
1

2

 
�k � ���k
�k + ���k

!

; (3.10)

�uk =
1

2

�
��k + ��k

��k � ��k

�

; �vk =
1

2

�
��k � ��k

��k + ��k

�

9



Using theorthogonality oftheeigenfunctions�k,Eq.(2.8),onecan provetheorthogonality

ofthevectorsuk and vk
Z

�uk (r)uk0(r)dr=

Z

�vk (r)vk0(r)dr=�kk0 (3.11)

Z

�uk (r)vk0(r)dr=

Z

�vk (r)uk0(r)dr=0

It is not di�cult to see that the vectors u k (r) and vk (r) are eigenvectors ofthe m atrix

operator M̂ satisfying theequations

M̂ uk = M kuk; M̂ vk = M kvk (3.12)

wherethem atrix M k equals

M k =

 

�0k � � i(�00k � y)

� i(�00k � y) � (�0k � �)

!

(3.13)

and �0k,�
00
k aretherealand im aginary partsoftheeigenenergies�k.

Using theidentity

i

2
Tr(M k + i)

�1
=



(�0k � �)
2
+ (�00k � y)

2
+ 2

(3.14)

one can see thatthe functions B (r;r0),Eq. (3.5),are closely related to the operator M̂ .

The only thing thatrem ainsto bedoneisto expressthem atrix (M k + i)
�1

and then the

operator
�

M̂ + i
��1

in term sofa Gaussian integraloversupervectors.

The operator M̂ isHerm ititian,itseigenvectorsuk and vk,Eqs. (3.10)are known and

therefore we can follow the standard procedure ofthe derivation7;8. Changing from the

Ham iltonian H to the operator M̂ we had to double the size ofthe relevant m atrices.

Thism eans thatin orderto write properGaussian integralswe should use,asusually,8-

com ponentsupervectors (r).In fact,one com esto supervectors with exactly the sam e

structureaspreviously7;8

 m =

 
#m

rm

!

; #m =
1
p
2

 
�m �

�m

!

; rm =
1
p
2

 
Sm �

Sm

!

(3.15)

m = 1,2;�m and Sm areanticom m uting and com m uting variablesrespectively.

Let us present severalim portant interm ediate steps ofthe reduction ofthe operator
�

M̂ + i
��1

,to thefunctionalintegralover (r).First,wehave

(i + M k)
�1

= � i

Z

(aka
�
k + bkb

�
k)exp(� Lk)dR k = � i

Z

(�k�
�
k + �k�

�
k)exp(� Lk)dR k

(3.16)

whereak;bk and�k;�k arecom m utingand anticom m utingvariables,respectively,dR k stands

forthe elem entary volum e in the space ofthese variables. The function Lk in Eq. (3.16)

equals

10



Lk = � i
�

a�k b�k

�

(i + M k)

 
ak

bk

!

� i
�

��k ��k

�

(i + M k)

 
�k

��k

!

(3.17)

Thevector�elds~� (r)and ~S (r)areintroduced as

~�(r)=

 
�1(r)

�2(r)

!

=
X

k

(akuk (r)+ bkvk (r)); (3.18)

~S (r)=

 
S1(r)

S2(r)

!

=
X

k

(�kuk (r)+ �kvk (r))

wherethevectorsuk and vk arede�ned in Eqs.(3.10).

W ith these de�nitions one can express the functions B (r;r0),Eq. (3.5),in term s of

Gaussian integrals over the vector �elds ~� (r) and ~S (r). The derivation is based on the

identity

Z

~S�(r)M̂ ~S (r)dr=
X

k

�

a�k b�k

�

M̂ k

 
ak

bk

!

(3.19)

thatcan beproven using Eqs.(2.8,3.10)(thesam efor~� (r)).Lesstrivialistheexpression

i

Z

~S�(r)~S (r)dr (3.20)

Using the expansion,Eq. (3.18),we can see that the integral,Eq. (3.20),contains non-

diagonalwith respectto k;k0term s.Forexam ple,thereisthefollowing term

i

2

X

k;k0

a�k0ak

Z

��k0(r)�k (r)dr (3.21)

ForHerm itian Ham iltoniansthe integralin Eq. (3.21)would give �kk0. However,generally

itisnotzero forarbitrary k and k0 because the orthogonality relation,Eq. (2.8),contains
��k but not �

�
k. Fortunately,this does not create di�culties in the lim it ofsm all\vector

potential" h thatisofthem ain interestin thepresentwork,becausethedi�erencebetween
��k and �

�
k issm all.Thisallowsusto write

X

k

Lk =

Z

[~��(r)
�

i + M̂
�

~� (r)+ ~S
�(r)

�

i + M̂
�
~S (r)]dr (3.22)

Although one can use Eq. (3.22)asan e�ective Lagrangian,itisconvenient7;8 to unify all

com ponentsofthevectors~�,~��,~S,and ~S� into thesupervector oftheform ,Eq.(3.15).

As a result,one com es to integration with the weight exp(� L),where the Lagrangian L

takestheform

L = � i

Z

� (r)(H 0 + U (r)) (r)dr (3.23)

wherethe\charge-conjugate" supervector � (r)isthesam easin Refs.7;8.The8� 8 m atrix

operatorH 0 can bewritten as
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H 0 = H 00 + H 01; (3.24)

H 00 = H 0
0 � � + i�; H01 = i�1(H

00+ y�3)

In the continuum m odel,the \im aginary" partH 00 ofthe Ham iltonian H ,Eqs. (2.1,3.7),

hastheform

H 00= � i
hr

m
(3.25)

The diagonalm atrices� and �3 are the sam e asin Refs.7;8. The m atrix �1 anticom m utes

with them atrix � and also consistsofunit4� 4 blocks.Theexplicitform ofthesem atrices

is

�=

 
1 0

0 � 1

!

; �1 =

 
0 1

1 0

!

(3.26)

Eq. (3.23)issim ilarto the corresponding equation forlocalization problem s7;8 and in the

absence ofH 01 these equations would coincide. Allnew physics com es from the operator

H 01.A m agnetic�eld can beincluded into H 00 in a standard way.

Allsubsequentm anipulationsarethesam easin Refs.7;8.First,oneaveragesovertheran-

dom potentialU (r)usingEq.(2.2)and com esinstead ofEq.(3.23)toaregularLagrangian

L

L =

Z �

� i� (r)H 0 (r)+
1

4���

�
� (r) (r)

�2
�

dr (3.27)

Then,one decouples the interaction term in Eq. (3.27)by integration overa superm atrix

Q and integratesoverthe supervector assum ing thatthe superm atrix Q variesin space

slowly. After that one com es to an integralover Q with the weight exp(� F [Q]). The

functionalintegraloverQ iscalculated using a saddle-pointapproxim ation.Atthesaddle-

pointthesuperm atrix Q doesnotdepend on coordinatesand in thelim itofsm allH 01 and

 oneobtainsthestandard equation

Q (r)=
1

��

0

@

"

� iH00 +
Q (r)

2�

#�1
1

A

rr

(3.28)

which leadsto the constraintQ 2 = 1. Now,one hasto expand the free energy functional

F [Q]nearthesaddle-pointin H 01, and r Q.Asa resultthefunctionalF [Q]acquiresthe

form ofa �-m odel

F [Q]=
��

8

Z

STr[D 0(r Q + h [Q;�1])
2
� 4(�+ y�1�3)Q]dr (3.29)

where D 0 is the classicaldi�usion coe�cient,[:;:]is com m utator and STr stands for su-

pertrace. Eq. (3.29) is written in the absence ofa m agnetic �eld. The expansion near

the saddle-point leading to Eq. (3.29)is justi�ed provided y � ��1 and h � l�1 ,where

lis the m ean free path. The superm atrices Q are the sam e as those for the orthogonal

ensem ble7;8. Thiscase can correspond to the problem ofvorticesin superconductors with
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line defects18. Ifforsom e other problem s one has to include in the Ham iltonians H ,H L

the physicalvector-potentialA corresponding to a m agnetic �eld,the standard derivation

showsthattheproper�-m odelisobtained from Eq.(3.29)by thereplacem ent

r Q! r Q �
ie

c
A [Q;�3] (3.30)

In the lim it ofa strong m agnetic �eld one can neglect uctuations ofa certain sym m e-

try (cooperons). Then,Eq. (3.29)is stillvalid but the superm atrices Q should have the

sym m etry corresponding to theunitary ensem ble.

The free energy functionalF [Q],Eq. (3.29) has two additionalwith respect to the

functionalused for\conventional" disorderproblem s. These term scontain the m atrix �1,

which leadstonew e�ective\external�elds"in thefreeenergy.W eseefrom Eqs.(3.29,3.30)

thath and A enterF [Q]in a di�erentway.A sim ple replacem entA ! ih in the �-m odel

ofRefs. (7;8)would give a wrong result. Thisreects the factthata non-zero A violates

thetim ereversalsym m etry whileh can break only thesym m etry with respectto inversion

ofcoordinates.

In order to write express the density function P (�;y), Eq. (3.4,3.5), in term s of a

functionalintegralover Q one should know not only the weight exp(� F [Q]) but also a

pre-exponentialfunctionalA [Q]. Itcan be derived from Eqs. (3.4,3.5)in a standard way.

OneofthefunctionsB can bewritten using the�rstlineofEq.(3.16)and theotherusing

the second one. Asa result,one obtainsin the pre-exponentiala productoffourdi�erent

com ponentsofthesupervector ;two ofthem areatthepointrwhiletheothertwo atthe

point r0. After averaging over the random potentialU (r) and decoupling ofthe e�ective

interaction in Eq.(3.27)byintegration overthesuperm atrixQ onehastocom puteGaussian

integralsover	.Thiscan bedoneusing theW ick theorem .In thelim it� �1 � (�V )
�1

one

m ay takeintoaccountonly pairingoftwo atcoincidingpoints.Therestofthecalculation

issim pleand oneobtains

P (�;y)= � lim
! 0

��2

4V

Z

A [Q]exp(� F [Q])dQ; (3.31)

where

A [Q]=

Z

[
�

Q 11

42
(r)+ Q 22

42
(r)

��

Q 11

24
(r0)+ Q 22

24
(r0)

�

(3.32)

�
�

Q 21

42
(r)+ Q 12

42
(r)

��

Q 21

24
(r0)+ Q 12

24
(r0)

�

]drdr0

Num eration ofthem atrix elem entsin Eq.(3.32)isstandard7;8.

Eqs.(3.29-3.32)solvetheproblem ofm apping ofthedensity ofcom plex eigenvaluesfor

disorderm odelswith a direction onto a superm atrix �-m odel.Thedensity function P (�;y)

dependson the realpart� ofthe eigenenergiesthrough the param eters� and D0 thatare

dependent on �. The dependence on the im aginary party ism ore com plicated. Rem ark-

ably,the �-m odelderived di�ersfrom the �-m odelforlocalization problem sby additional

\external�elds" only.Thissim pli�escalculationsbecauseonecan usewelldeveloped com -

putationalschem es.
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The �-m odel,Eqs. (3.29-3.32) can be used in any dim ension. The one-dim ensional

version describes \quantum wires" or,in the language ofthe superconductor m odel, to

vorticesin aslab.Accordingtoadiscussion ofRef.18,in one-dim ensionalm odelstherehasto

bea localization-delocalization transition.Ifthisistrueforthick wirestheone-dim ensional

�-m odelshould undergo a phase transition when changing the value ofh. However,study

ofthe one-dim ensionalm odelis m ore di�cult than ofthe zero-dim ensionalone. Leaving

higherdim ensionalproblem sforfuture investigation letusconcentrate in the nextSection

on calculating thedensity function P (�;y)fora sam plewith a �nitevolum e.Thissituation

isdescribed by thezero-dim ensional�-m odel.

IV .D EN SIT Y O F C O M P LEX EIG EN VA LU ES IN A LIM IT ED V O LU M E:

U N ITA RY EN SEM B LE

Ifdisorderisnotvery strong thereisa regim ewhen physicalquantitiescan beobtained

from thezero-dim ensional(0D )�-m odel.Thisisthelim iting casewhen oneconsidersonly

superm atricesQ thatdo notvary in space.Fortheproblem oflevelstatisticsin Herm itian

m odels the 0D �-m odelis obtained in the lim it ! � Ec, where E c = �2D 0=L
2 is the

Thouless energy (L is the sam ple size)7;8. Ifthe sam ple is connected with leads and the

energy levelsaresm eared the0D case ispossible provided thelevelwidth doesnotexceed

E c.Ifthedisorderisstrong orthesam plehasone-ortwo-dim ensionalgeom etry,such that

thelocalization length Lc issm allerthan thesam plesize,the0D lim itcannotbeachieved.

Itisclearthatthe situation with the directed problem sinvolved should be sim ilarand

onecan com eto the0D �-m odelprovided h,y,and  in Eq.(3.29)arenotvery largeand

disorderisnotvery strong.Forthem odelofvorticesin a superconductorthe0D lim itfor

the �-m odelwould correspond to a sam ple with a �nite cross-section perpendicularto the

linedefects.

Neglecting allnon-zero space harm onics in the free energy functionalF [Q]one can

rewriteEq.(3.29)asfollows

F [Q]= STr

 
a2

16
[Q;�1]

2
�
x

4
�1�3Q �

~

4
�Q

!

(4.1)

where

a2 =
2�D 0h

2

�
; x =

2�y

�
; ~ =

2�

�
(4.2)

and �=(�V )
�1

isthem ean levelspacing.

Thedistribution function P (�;y),Eqs.(3.31,3.32),takestheform

P (�;y)= �
��

4�
lim
~! 0

Z

A [Q]exp(� F [Q])dQ; (4.3)

A [Q]=
�

Q 11

42
+ Q 22

42

��

Q 11

24
+ Q 22

24

�

�
�

Q 21

42
+ Q 12

42

��

Q 21

24
+ Q 12

24

�

with F [Q]determ ined by Eq.(4.1).
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The non-zero space harm onicscan be neglected provided the following inequalitiesare

ful�lled

y � E c; ~ � Ec; h � L�1 (4.4)

whereL isthesam plesize.

To obtain thefunction P (�;y)oneshould calculatein Eq.(4.3)a de�nite integralover

the superm atrices Q. The structure ofsuperm atrices Q isthe sam e asin Refs.7;8 and,in

principle,the way how to com pute the integralis clear. As usual,allm anipulations are

sim plerfortheunitary ensem ble and thereforeletusstartwith thiscase.

However,already beforean explicitcalculation oftheintegralin Eq.(4.3)an interesting

observation can be m ade. W e know that the 0D version ofthe �-m odelfor Herm itian

disordered system scan also bederived from random m atrix m odels9.In fact,itistheway

how theequivalenceofbetween disordered system sin a lim ited volum eand random m atrix

theory(RM T)was�nallyestablished.Now,anaturalquestion arises:dotherandom m odels

with a direction considered in thepresentwork correspond to a RM T?

Ofcourse, this cannot be a m odelofHerm itian or realsym m etric m atrices because

in this case alleigenvalues m ust be real. So,one should think ofensem bles ofrandom

realasym m etric or com plex non-Herm itian m atrices. Study ofrandom com plex m atrices

withouttherequirem entofHerm iticity hasstarted quite long ago28 and since then m odels

ofnon-Herm itian or realasym m etric random m atrices have been considered in a num ber

ofpublications13;14;29;30;32{34.Theensem blesofrealsym m etricrandom m atriceshavefound

applications in e.g. neuralnetwork dynam ics33;34 while the ensem bles ofcom plex random

m atricesappearin study ofdissipative quantum m aps30;14.Oneofresultsobtained isthat,

forGaussian ensem bles in the lim it ofa large size N ofthe m atrices,the eigenvalues are

uniform ly distributed in an ellipse29;32;31.

Recently,an ensem bleof\weakly non-Herm itian" random m atricesX wasintroduced37.

Itwasassum ed thatthesem atriceshad theform

X̂ = Â + i�N �1=2 B̂ (4.5)

with N � N statistically independentHerm itian m atricesA and B ,and a num ber� ofthe

orderofunity. The m atrices Â and B̂ obeyed Gaussian distributionswith the probability

densities

P
�

Â
�

/ exp

�

�
N

2J2
TrÂ 2

�

; P
�

B̂
�

/ exp

�

�
N

2J2
TrB̂ 2

�

(4.6)

whereJ hasorderofunity.

Theparam eter�N �1=2 isa m easureofthenon-Herm iticity and isalwayssm allforN !

1 and � �nite.TheauthorsofRef.37 calculated a density ofcom plex eigenvaluessim ilarto

thefunction P (�;y),Eq.(2.13)and dem onstrated thatthisfunction hasa �nitelim itwhen

N ! 1 . At the sam e tim e they did not pointout any direct physicalapplications. For

com putation ofthefunction P (�;y)they used the supersym m etry technique.Rem arkably,

a �-m odelderived in Ref.37 is exactly the sam e (although num eration ofelem ents ofthe

m atrix Q issom ewhatdi�erent)astheunitary version of0D �-m odel,Eq.(4.1).Thepre-

exponentialisdi�erentbutthisisnaturalbecause another(lessdirect)way ofcalculating

thefunction P (�;y)wasused.
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Thesam eform ofthe�-m odelobtained forthesetwodi�erentm odelsshowsthatthedi-

rected disordered m odelwith broken tim e-reversalinvariancein a�nitevolum eisequivalent

tothem odelofweakly non-Herm itian m atrices.Apparently,thesam eequivalenceholdsbe-

tween thetim ereversalinvariantm odelofdisorderand m odelsofweakly non-sym m etricreal

m atrices. However,itisrelevantto em phasize thatnotevery non-Herm itian Ham iltonian

correspondsto them odelsofnon-Herm itian ornon-sym m etric realm atrices.Forexam ple,

m odelsofopen chaotic billiards are described by Ham iltonianswith additionalim aginary

term s(see,e.g.9;8).TheseHam iltoniansdo notseem to beequivalentto therandom m atrix

m odelsofRef.37.

Now let us show how explicit calculations in Eqs. (4.1,4.3) can be perform ed. First

ofallone should choose a proper param etrization ofthe superm atrices Q. The authors

ofRef.37 used the param etrization ofRef.7 (\standard param etrization" in term inology of

Ref.8).Thisparam etrization hasbeen used forsolvingm any interestingproblem s.However,

dueto presenceofthenew term sin thefreeenergy F [Q],Eq.(4.1),thisparam etrization is

notasconvenientasbefore8 becausenow F [Q]would contain notonly the\eigenvalues" �̂

butalso m any othervariables.

Asconcernstheunitary ensem ble,thecom putation ofthefunction P (�;y)isstillpossible

although isvery lengthy37.Atthesam etim e,calculationsfortheorthogonalcaseusing the

standard param etrization donotseem tobepossibleatallduetounsurm ountabletechnical

problem s.

Fortunately,onem oreparam etrization ispossiblethatisperfectlysuitableforthepresent

problem . To som e extent it resem bles the param etrization used to study the crossover

between the orthogonaland unitary ensem bles39;8. Ofcourse,itshould be written forthe

orthogonaland unitary ensem bles in a di�erent way but the m ain structure is the sam e.

Letusshow in thisSection how thefunction P (�;y)can obtained fortheunitary ensem ble

using thisnew param etrization (Itcan be nam ed \non-Herm itian param etrization"). The

orthogonalensem ble willbeconsidered in thenextSection.

Thesuperm atrix Q in thenon-Herm itian param etrization iswritten in theform

Q = TQ 0
�T (4.7)

where T should be chosen to satisfy the relations[T;�1]= 0, �TT = 1. The barstandsfor

the\chargeconjugation" de�ned in Refs.7;8.Itisclearthatwith such a choicethefunction

F [Q]would depend on Q 0 only (fortheunitary ensem ble onehasalso [Q 0;�3]= 0).

ThecentralpartQ 0 in Eq.(4.7)istaken in theform

Q 0 =

 
cos’̂ � �3sin ’̂

� �3sin ’̂ � cos’̂

!

; ’̂ =

 
’ 0

0 i�

!

(4.8)

whilethesuperm atrix T can bechosen as

T =

 
u 0

0 u

! 0

@
cos

�

�̂=2
�

� isin
�

�̂=2
�

� isin
�

�̂=2
�

cos
�

�̂=2
�

1

A

 
v 0

0 v

!

(4.9)

Thesuperm atrices �̂,u,v areequalto
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�̂ =

 
� 0

0 i�1

!

(4.10)

u =

 
1� 2��� 2�

� 2�� 1� 2���

!

; v =

 
1� 2��� 2�

� 2�� 1� 2���

!

The2� 2 m atrices’,�,�,and �1 areproportionalto theunitm atrix,them atrices�,� are

� =

 
� 0

0 � ��

!

; � =

 
� 0

0 � ��

!

(4.11)

where �,��,�,and �� are anticom m uting variables. The conjugate m atrices �� and �� are

the sam e asin Refs.7;8. To understand betterthe structure ofthe superm atrix Q given by

Eqs. (4.7-4.11)itisinstructive to write itneglecting allGrassm ann variables. Then,one

can write separately the com pactand noncom pactsectors. The com pactsectortakes the

form

 
cos� cos’ � �3sin’ + isin� cos’

� �3sin’ � isin� cos’ � cos� cos’

!

(4.12)

whereasthenoncom pactsectoriswritten as

 
cosh�1cos� � i�3 sinh� � sinh�1cosh�

� i�3sinh� + sinh�1cosh� � cosh�1cos�

!

(4.13)

Com paring Eqs. (4.12,4.13)with the corresponding expressions forthe superm atrix Q in

thestandard param etrization7;8 onecan understand thatin ordertospecify thesuperm atrix

Q unam biguously thefollowing inequalitiesshould beim posed

� 1 < � < 1 ;� 1 < �1 < 1 ;� � < � < �;� �=2< ’ < �=2 (4.14)

To startcom putation with theparam etrization,Eqs.(4.7-4.11),oneshould derive�rstthe

proper Jacobian. The derivation is presented in the Appendix. The �nalresult for the

elem entary volum e[dQ]reads

[dQ]= J’J�dR B dR F ;dR B = d�d�1d’d�;dR F = d�d��d�d� (4.15)

where

J’ =
1

8�

cos’ cosh�

(sinh� + isin’)
2

(4.16)

J� =
1

32�

1

sinh
2 1

2
(�1 + i�)

(4.17)

Substututing Eqs. (4.7-4.11)forQ in Eq. (4.1)one can rewrite the function F [Q]in the

lim it~ ! 0 as
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F [Q]= a
2
�

sinh
2
� + sin2’

�

� ix(sinh� + isin’) (4.18)

(The lim it ~ ! 0 is taken in the beginning ofthe calculations because in the present

param etrization thisdoesnotlead toadditionalconvergenceproblem s).Thefunction F [Q],

Eq. (4.18), does not contain the anticom m uting variables and therefore one can easily

integrate overthe superm atrix u. W riting in Eq. (4.3)the superm atrix Q,Eqs. (4.7-4.9),

as

Q = u ~Q �u (4.19)

with u from Eq.(4.10)and integrating over�,�� oneobtains

P (�;y)=
��

4�

Z �

STr
�

�3�1
~Q
��2

exp
�

� F
h
~Q
i�

d~Q

=
4��

�

d2

dx2

Z

exp(� F [Q])d~Q (4.20)

where the elem entary volum e
h

d~Q
i

di�ers from [dQ]by the replacem ent dR F ! d~R F =

d�d�� and F [Q]is given by Eq. (4.18). Although Eq. (4.20) is quite sim ple,one m ore

di�culty should be overcom e. The problem is that the integrand in Eq. (4.20)does not

contain thevariables�,�� and,at�rstglance,theintegralm ustturn to zero.However,the

Jacobian J�,Eq.(4.17),issingularfor�;�1 ! 0 and thissingularity isnotcom pensated by

theintegrand.So,oneobtainsan expression ofthetype0� 1 ;which isausualphenom enon.

Di�erent procedures how to m ake the integralwellde�ned have been worked out (for a

detailed discussion see8).Thesim plestway isto rewriteEq.(4.3)as

P (�;y)= Pm (�;y)�
��

4�

Z

A [Q](exp(� F [Q])� exp(� Fm [Q]))dQ (4.21)

where

Pm (�;y)= �
��

4�

Z

A [Q]exp(� Fm [Q])dQ; (4.22)

Fm [Q]� F [Q]= � m STr
�

T� �T�
�

� � m STr(
�)

Thesuperm atrix 
 in Eq.(4.22)can bechosen as


= ~T� ~T; T = u~T (4.23)

Theparam etercin Eqs.(4.21,4.22)isarbitrary.Using Eq.(4.9)weseethat

� STr
�

T� �T�
�

= 4(cosh�1 � cos�) (4.24)

and thus,the singularity at �1 = � = 0 com ing from the Jacobian in Eq. (4.21) is com -

pensated by the integrand. Afterintegration over�;�� the integrand doesnotcontain the

anticom m uting variables�;�� and the integralvanishes. Therefore,the function Pm (�;y),

Eq.(4.22),doesnotdepend on m and one can calculate the integralin the lim itm ! 1 .
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In this lim it only sm alldeviations ofthe superm atrix 
 from � are essential. Using the

representation,


= �(1+ iW )(1� iW )
�1
;W =

 
0 B

B 0

!

;B =

 
a �

�� ib

!

(4.25)

expanding
in W up toquadraticterm sand calculatingtheJacobian in thisapproxim ation

onecan seethatin thelim itm ! 1
Z

exp(� m STr(
�))d
= 1 (4.26)

The superm atrix ~T can also be represented through W and calculating the corresponding

Jacobian one m ay expand up to quadratic in W term s. AsconcernsQ in the otherterm s

in theintegrand in Eq.(4.22),oneshould replacein thelim itm ! 1 thesuperm atrices ~T

by 1.Onecan check also thatnow theJacobian ofthetransform ation from them atrices ~T

and u to T equalsto � 1 and notto J� asitwaswith theinitialparam etrization forT,Eq.

(4.9).

So,calculating the integral,Eq. (4.3),one should replace the superm atrix ~T in the

integrand by 1.In the elem entary volum e [dQ],Eq.(4.15),one should om itthe m ultiplier

J�d�d�
� and changethesign oftherest.

As a result ofallthese m anipulations one com es to the following expression for the

function P (�;y)

P (�;y)= �
��

4�

Z

(STr(�3�1Q 0))
2
exp(� F [Q0])J’d’d� (4.27)

with Q 0 from Eq.(4.8)and J’ from Eq.(4.16).Thefunction F [Q 0]isgiven by theR.H.S.

ofEq.(4.18).Thelim itsofintegration over’ and � aredeterm ined in Eqs.(4.14).

The further calculation in Eq. (4.27) is very sim ple because the function in the pre-

exponentialisproportionalto J�1’ . Changing the variablesofintegration z = sinh�,t=

sin’,oneisto calculatea Gaussian integraloverz,and the�nalexpression takestheform

P (�;y)=
�
p
�

a�
exp

 

�
x2

4a2

! Z
1

0

coshxtexp
�

� a2t2
�

dt (4.28)

Thefunction P (�;y)isproperly norm alized and oneobtainsusing Eq.(4.2)

Z

P (�;y)dy = 1 (4.29)

Thedensity ofcom plexeigenvaluesP (�;y),Eq.(4.28),agreesprecisely with thecorrespond-

ing function forweakly non-Herm itian random m atricesobtained in Ref.37.Theparam eters

a and � arerelated in thiscaseto theparam etersin Eq.(4.5,4.6)as

a =
p
2�J� (�)�;�= (� (�)N )

�1
;� (�)= (2�J)

�1
q

4� (�=J)
2

(4.30)

and x = 2�� (�)yN .
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The agreem ent can serve as a proofofthe equivalence between the directed disorder

m odels in a �nite volum e (with broken tim e reversalinvariance) and the m odels ofnon-

Herm itian m atricesde�ned by Eqs.(4.5,4.6).Thefunction P (�;y)isrepresented in Fig.1.

Itsbasicpropertieshavebeen discussed in Ref.37.

Thedensityofcom plexeigenvaluesisasm ooth function atany�nitea,which m eansthat

any �nite non-Herm iticity sm earsalleigenenergiesm aking them com plex. The probability

ofrealeigenvalues is negligible. For a � 1 the integralin Eq. (4.28) can be calculated

analytically using the saddle-point m ethod. In the intervaljxj< 2a2 the integrand as a

function ofthasa sharp m axim um in thedom ain oftheintegration and theintegralcan be

extended to in�nity.Forjxj> 2a2 thefunction P decaysfast.Asa resultoneobtains

P (�;y)’
�� (�)

2a2�

(
1;jxj< 2a2

0;jxj> 2a2
(4.31)

Eq. (4.31)showsthatfora � 1 the density ofim aginary partsy ofeigenvaluesata �xed

realpartishom ogeneousin the intervalx 2 (� 2a2;2a2). Using Eq. (4.30)for� (�)and a

we can rewrite the resultexpressed by Eq.(4.31)in term sofdistribution ofeigenvaluesin

the com plex plane. In such a form ulation,Eq. (4.31)m eansthatthe com plex eigenvalues

aredistributed hom ogeneously within theellipse

�
�

2J

�2

+

�
y

2Jv

�2

= 1; v = �N �1=2 (4.32)

Thisisthe\ellipticlaw" found in Refs.29;31,which isnaturalbecausethelim ita � 1should

correspond to a \strong" non-Herm iticity. Atthe sam e tim e,itisclearthe elliptic law is

m odeldependent.Forthem odelsofdisorderconsidered in thepresentpaperthedensity of

com plex statesessentially dependson y only.

In theoppositelim ita � 1 thedensity ofcom plex statesP (�;y)takestheform

P (�;y)’
�
p
�

a�
exp

 

�
x2

4a2

!

(4.33)

The Gaussian form ofthe function P can be easily understood starting from the random

m atrix m odel,Eqs.(4.5,4.6).Thefunction P (�;y)can bewritten as

P (�;y)= N�1

NX

n= 1

h� (� � �0n)� (y� �00n)i (4.34)

=
1

2�N

NX

n= 1

Z 1

�1

dkeikyh� (� � �0n)exp(� ik�00n)i

W heretheanglebracketsh:::istand fortheaveraging overthem atricesÂ and B̂ ,Eq.(4.6).

In thelim itofsm all� theim aginarypart�00n can beobtained usingthestandard perturbation

theory.In the�rstorderonehas

�00m = ~��m B̂
~�m (4.35)

20



where~�m istheeigenvectorofthem atrix Â correspondingtotheeigenvalue�0m .Substituting

Eq. (4.35) into Eq. (4.34) one can im m ediately average over the m atrix B̂ . Using the

orthogonality oftheeigenvectors ~�m onecan writetheresultoftheaveraging as

P (�;y)=
1

2�N

NX

n= 1

Z 1

�1

dkeiky

*

� (� � �0n)exp

2

4�
1

2

 
�kJ

N

! 2
3

5

+

A

(4.36)

where h:::istands foraveraging over Â. Integrating over and using Eq. (4.30)one com es

to Eq. (4.33). As concerns the m odels ofdisorder,Eqs. (2.1-2.3),even the asym ptotics,

Eqs.(4.31,4.36),havenotbeen known beforeand itnotclearhow toreproducethem using

sim pleargum ents.

Aretheresultobtained in thisSection generaland onecannotexpectanything new for

the orthogonalensem ble? Ofcourse,there isno reason to hope thatEq. (4.28)describes

the orthogonalensem ble as wellbutare the asym ptotics in the lim its a � 1 and a � 1,

Eqs.(4.31-4.33)stillcorrect?

Theorthogonalensem bleofrandom m atricescan beintroduced again by Eqs.(4.5,4.6)

butnow the m atrices Â and B̂ should be realsym m etric and antisym m etric,respectively.

Oneshould also m akein Eq.(4.5)thereplacem ent� ! � i�.Asconcernstheasym ptotics

in thelim ita � 1 thesam eellipticlaw asin Eq.(4.32)hasbeen recovered32.Atthesam e

tim e,onecan expectcom pletely di�erentbehaviorfora � 1.Thiscan beseen easily from

the factthatthe �rst order ofthe perturbation theory corresponding to Eq. (4.35)gives

zero and onecannotderiveEq.(4.33)asbefore.In fact,thedensity ofcom plex eigenvalues

P (�;y) is singular at y = 0. Study ofthe orthogonalensem ble is presented in the next

Section.

V . D EN SIT Y O F C O M P LEX EIG EN VA LU ES IN A LIM IT ED V O LU M E:

O RT H O G O N A L EN SEM B LE

To com putethedensity ofcom plex eigenvaluesP (�;y)fortheorthogonalensem ble one

can startaspreviously from Eqs. (4.1-4.4)butnow one should use superm atrices Q with

thestructure corresponding to thiscase.Ashasbeen m entioned,thepresence in Eq.(4.1)

ofthenew term with them atrix �1 m akesthecalculation very di�culteven fortheunitary

ensem ble and hardly feasible atallforthe orthogonalone. So,asin the preceding Section

a new param etrization forQ should bedesigned.

Letuswritethesuperm atrix Q in theform

Q = ZQ 0
�Z; Z = TY (5.1)

with the superm atricesQ 0 and T speci�ed by Eqs. (4.8-4.11)and choose the superm atrix

Y asfollows

Y = Y0RS;Y0 = Y3Y2Y1 (5.2)

Thesuperm atrix Y1 entering Eq.(5.2)is
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Y1 =

 
ŵ 0

0 ŵ

!

;ŵ =

 
w 0

0 1

!

;w =

 
cos(�=2) � sin(�=2)

sin(�=2) cos(�=2)

!

(5.3)

Thesuperm atrix Y2 isequalto

Y2 =

0

@
cos

�

�̂2=2
�

� isin
�

�̂2=2
�

� isin
�

�̂2=2
�

cos
�

�̂2=2
�

1

A ;�̂2 =

 
0 0

0 i�2�1

!

;�1 =

 
0 1

1 0

!

(5.4)

Thesuperm atrix Y3 is

Y3 =

0

@
exp

�

î�=2
�

0

0 exp
�

î�=2
�

1

A ; �̂ =

 
��3 0

0 �1�3

!

;�3 =

 
1 0

0 � 1

!

(5.5)

Thesuperm atricesR and S contain rem aining Grassm ann variablesand arewritten as

R =

 
R̂ 0

0 R̂

!

;R̂ =

 
1� 2��� 2�

� 2�� 1+ 2���

!

;� =

 
� 0

0 � ��

!

(5.6)

and

S =

 
1� 2�̂2 2î�

2î� 1� 2�̂2

!

; �̂ =

 
0 �

�� 0

!

;� =

 
� 0

0 � ��

!

(5.7)

where �� and �� areconjugateto � and �.

The param etrization forY ,Eqs.(5.2-5.7),ischosen in such a way that[Y;�1]= 0.To

specify thesuperm atrix Q unam biguously oneshould restrictvariationsofthevariablesby

certain intervals.Thiscan bedoneastheprecedingSection bycom paringthebosonic\skele-

ton" ofQ written in the param etrization,Eq. (5.1-5.7),(let us called it \non-sym m etric

param etrization")with the standard param etrization ofRefs.7;8.Asa resultonecan write

thefollowing inequalities

0< � < 1 ;� �=2< ’ < �=2;� 1 < �1 < 1 ;� � < � < �

0< �2 < 1 ;0< � < �;0< � < �;0< �1 < 2�
(5.8)

Thenextstep isto calculatetheJacobian.Thederivation ispresented in theAppendix and

the�nalresultfortheelem entary volum e[dQ]is

[dQ]= J’J�J�JcdR B dR F dR 1B dR 1F (5.9)

In Eq.(5.9),J’;J�;dR B and dR F aregiven by Eqs.(4.15-4.17).Theadditionalquantities

entering Eq.(5.9)areequalto

J� =
1

28�2

sinh�2sin�

(cosh�2 � cos�)
2

(5.10)

Jc =
4sin2’

(sinh� � isin’)
2

(5.11)
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and

dR 1B = d�d�2d�d�1;dR 1F = d�d��d�d�� (5.12)

Thefreeenergy F [Q],Eq.(4.1),takesin thelim it ! 0 thefollowing form

F [Q]= a
2
�

sin2’ + sinh
2
�
�

+ x[(cos� sin’ � icosh�2sinh�) (5.13)

+4(��� + ���)(cosh�2 � cos�)(sin’ � isinh�)]

Thenon-sym m etricparam etrization given by Eqs.(5.1-5.12)looksrathercom plicated.The

calculation oftheJacobian ism ostlengthy butthishasto bedoneonly once.Atthesam e

tim e,the Jacobian does not contain Grassm ann variables and the free energy F [Q],Eq.

(5.13),issim ple enough. M oreover,the superm atrix Q can be written asin the preceding

Section in the form ofEq. (4.19)(although the superm atrix ~Q isnow di�erentfrom that

forthe unitary ensem ble). Thisallowsto integrate �rstoverthe m atrix u and obtain Eq.

(4.20).

Furthersim pli�cationscom efrom thefactthataspreviously oneobtainsan uncertainty

ofthetype 0� 1 because the integrand in Eq.(4.20)doesnotcontain the variables�;��

whereasthe JacobiansJ�,Eq. (4.17),and J�,Eq. (5.10),are singularat�;�1;�2;� ! 0.

W e have seen in the preceding Section thatthe uncertaintiescan be rathereasily avoided

and,asa result,one obtainsa m ore sim ple integral. The \regularization" procedure,Eqs.

(4.21-4.26),led to theintegral,Eq.(4.27),thatcontained thevariables’ and � only.

Sim ilar transform ationscan be perform ed forthe orthogonalensem ble. Proceeding as

fortheunitary ensem ble letusintroducethefunction Fm n [Q]

Fm n = F [Q]� m STr
�

�T� �T
�

� nSTr
�

�3Y �3�Y
�

(5.14)

The second term in Eq. (5.14)can also be written in the form ofEq. (4.24). Using Eqs.

(5.2-5.7)wecan writethethird term as

� nSTr
�

�3Y �3�Y
�

= 4n(cosh�2 � cos�) (5.15)

In analogy with the transform ation ofthe integrand in Eqs. (4.21,4.22),we can represent

exp(� F [Q])asfollows

e
�F = e

�F m n + e
�F m 0

�

1� e
�F (n)

�

+ e
�F 0n

�

1� e
�F (m )

�

+ e
�F

�

1� e
�F (m )

��

1� e
�F (n)

�

(5.16)

where

F (m ) = Fm n � F0n;F
(n) = Fm n � Fm 0

The param eters m and n in Eqs. (5.15,5.16) are arbitrary. Therefore,substituting Eq.

(5.16)into Eq. (4.3)we can take the lim itm ;n ! 1 . The contribution com ing from the

lastterm in Eq.(5.16)vanishesbecauseallsingularitiesarecom pensated forany m and n

butthe integrand doesnotcontain the anticom m uting variables�;��. The lim itm ! 1
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allowsto expand the superm atrix ~T,Eq. (4.23),near1 (and the superm atrix 
 near�).

Ashasbeen explained in thepreceding Section,in thelim itm ! 1 onecan replace ~T ! 1

everywherein theintegrand om ittingsim ultaneously J�d��
� in theelem entary volum e[dQ].

Thesam eiscorrectnow and oneshould rem oveJ�d�d�
� from [dQ],Eq.(5.9)(changing the

sign).

The other singularity at �2;� ! 0 in the �rst and third term s in Eq. (5.16) can be

avoided in a sim ilar way. In the lim it n ! 1 the superm atrix Y;Eqs. (5.2-5.7),is also

close to 1. To m ake an expansion in sm alldeviationsY from 1 one can use the following

param etrization

Y = (1� iX )(1+ iX )
�1
;X =

 
iÂ L̂

L̂ iÂ

!

(5.17)

Theblocks Â and L̂ satisfy theconstraints �A = � A,�L = L,fA;�3g = 0,fL;�3g= 0,where

f:::g isanticom m utator.Theseblockscan bewritten in an explicitform as

Â =

 

f �

� �� 0

!

;L̂ =

 

0 �
�� il

!

(5.18)

wherethe2� 2 m atricesf and lcontain conventionalcom plex num bersf and l,whereas�

and � consistofanticom m uting variables� and �.Theexplicitform ofthesem atricesis

f =

 
0 � f

f� 0

!

;l=

 
0 l

l� 0

!

;� =

 
0 �

� �� 0

!

(5.19)

In Eq. (5.19),lisan arbitrary com plex num ber,while forf one should integrate overthe

dom ain Im f > 0.

Substituting Eqs.(5.17-5.19)intoEq.(5.14)oneshould expand theterm STr
�

�3Y �3�Y
�

up toquadraticterm sin X and replaceY by 1everywhereelsein theintegrand.Calculating

the Jacobian we can see thatthe factorJ�dR 1B dR 1F should be replaced by 1. Ofcourse,

thisconcernsonly the�rstand thethird term sin Eq.(5.16)becausethesecond term does

notlead to any singularity in the integrand at�2 = � = 0. In fact,the contribution from

the third term in Eq. (5.16)iszero because itisnotsingularat� = �1 = 0 and doesnot

contain thevariables�;��.Atthesam etim eweunderstand whattodowith thesingularity

at�2 = � = 0.

Theresultofthisdiscussion can beform ulated �nally asfollows.W eshould replaceEq.

(4.3)by

P (�;y)= P(1)(�;y)+ P(2)(�;y); (5.20)

P
(1)(�;y)= �

��

4�
lim

m ;n! 1

Z

A [Q]exp(� Fm n [Q])dQ (5.21)

P (2)(�;y)= �
��

4�
lim

m ;n! 1

Z

A [Q](exp(� Fm 0)� exp(� Fm n))dQ (5.22)
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The integrand in Eq. (5.21) has both singularities. Therefore,one has to replace every-

where in the integrand ~T and Y by 1 sim ultaneously replacing J�J�d�d�
�dR 1B dR 1F in the

elem entary volum e [dQ],Eq. (5.9)by � 1. AsconcernsEq. (5.22)the integrand hasonly

the singularity at� = �1 = 0 and one should replace by 1 the superm atrix ~T only. In the

elem entary volum eJ�d�d�
� should bereplaced by � 1.

The subsequent m anipulations are rather straightforward. Integrating over the super-

m atrix u one obtainsforP (1)(�;y)and P(2)(�;y)analogsofEq.(4.20).Then,the function

P (1)(�;y)isexpressed in term softheintegraloverthevariablest= sin’ and z= sinh�

P (1)(�;y)=
�

4�

d2

dx2

Z

e
�a 2(t2+ z2)�x(t�iz) 4t2dtdz

(t2 + z2)
2

(5.23)

In theintegralin Eq.(5.22)onehasto integrate�rstoverthevariables�;��;�,and �� and

then,thefunction P (2)(�;y)reducesto

P (2)(�;y)=
�

4�

d2

dx2

Z

e
�a 2(t2+ z2)�x(t!�i�z) (t� iz)

2
x2t2

(t2 + x2)
2
dtdzd!d� (5.24)

where ! = cos�,and � = cosh�2. The integration in Eq. (5.23,5.24)is perform ed over

t and z in the intervals � 1 < t < 1;� 1 < z < 1 and over ! and � in the intervals

� 1< ! < 1,1< � < 1 .

The integration over! and � in Eq. (5.24)can be carried outim m ediately. However,

to providetheconvergenceoftheintegralover� oneshould shiftthecontourofintegration

overz into thecom plex planez! z+ i�sgn(x),where� isan in�nitesim alpositivenum ber

and

sgn(x)=

(
1;x > 0

� 1;x < 0

Intergrating over! and � and adding Eqs.(5.23,5.24)weobtain forP (�;y),Eq.(5.20)

P (�;y)=
�

4�

d2I(x)

dx2
; (5.25)

I(x)=

Z
1

�1

Z 1

�1

e
�a 2(t2+ z2� )

h

e�x(t�iz � )(t+ iz� )
2
� ex(t+ iz� )(t� iz� )

2
i t

iz�

dtdz

(t2 + z2� )
2
(5.26)

wherez� = z+ i�sgn(x).

Itisclearfrom the form ofthe function I(x)thatitisconvenientto di�erentiate �rst

overx and then calculate the integral. However,one should be carefulperform ing this,at

�rstglancetrivial,m anipulation.Theproblem isthatz� containsx,which can resultin an

additionalcontribution.

To avoid lengthy calculations let us consider �rst the case when x is �nite nonzero

num ber.Then,thederivativesdz� =dx and d
2z� =dx

2 vanish and onehasto di�erentiatethe

exponentialsonly.Shiftingthecontourofintegration z ! z+ ix

2a2
,which can bedonewithout

crossing singularitiesin thecom plex planeand changing thenew variablez asz! z=a one

obtains

25



Pc(�;y)=
�

a�
exp

 

�
x2

4a2

! Z
1

0

xtsinhxtexp
�

� a2t2
�

dt

Z
1

0

exp(� z2)dz

z2 + x2

4a2

(5.27)

(thevariablesx and y arerelated through Eq.(4.2)).

Eq. (5.27)holdsforany �nite x butisitthe �nalresult? Itwould be the �nalresult

it the density function were continuous at x = 0. As concerns the unitary ensem ble,we

already know thatthefunction P (�;y)iscontinuous(seeEq.(4.28))butdoesthecontinuity

follow from a physicalprinciple? In factitdoesnotand thefunction P (�;y)fortheunitary

ensem ble containsa �-function atx = 0.

To extractthe�-function letusexpand theexponentialsin theintegrand in Eq.(5.26).

In the�rsttwo ordersoneobtains

P (�;y)’
�

2�

d2

dx2

"Z
1

�1

Z 1

�1

t2e
�a 2(t2+ z2� )

"
2

(t2 + z2� )
2
�

x

iz�

1

t2 + z2�

#

dtdz

#

(5.28)

The �rst term in the integrand in Eq. (5.28) has no singularities and one can shift the

contourofthe integration overz such the variablesz� are replaced by z. Then,thispart

ofthe integrand does not contain x and the di�erentiation gives zero. The contribution

involved com esfrom thesecond term in theintegrand.W riting z�1� as

1

z�
=
z� i�sgn(x)

z2 + �2

onecan representthefunction P (�;y)forx ! 0 as

P (�;y)
x! 0

=
�

2�

d2

dx2
lim
�! 0

Z
1

�1

Z 1

�1

e
�a 2(t2+ z2) t2jxj

t2 + z2

�

z2 + �2
dtdz

The integration overz in thelim it� ! 0 iselem entary and oneobtainsfortheanom alous

contribution Pr(�;y)thefollowing expression

Pr(�;y)=
2��

�
� (x)

Z
1

0

exp
�

� a2t2
�

dt (5.29)

M akingsom esim pletransform ationsin Eq.(5.27)the�nalresultforthedensity ofcom plex

eigenvaluesP (�;y)can bewritten as

P (�;y)= Pr(�;y)+ Pc(�;y) (5.30)

wherePr(�;y)isgiven by Eq.(5.29)and Pc(�;y)equals

Pc(�;y)=
2��

�

1

2
�

 
jxj

2a

! Z
1

0

tsinh(jxjt)exp
�

� a
2
t
2
�

dt (5.31)

where�(v)= 2p
�

R
1

v exp(� u2)du:Itisnotdi�culttocheck thatthefunction P (�;y),Eqs.

(5.29-5.31),satis�esthenorm alization condition,Eq.(4.29),and thesingularpartPr(�;y)

givesan essentialcontribution thatbecom essm allonly in the lim ita ! 1 . The function

Pc(�;y)isrepresented in Fig.2.
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Theexistenceoftheanom alouspartPr(�;y),Eq.(4.32),m eansthata �nitefraction of

alleigenvaluesrem ainsrealforany im aginary vectorpotentialh in them odelsofdisorder,

Eqs. (2.1,2.3)ordegree ofasym m etry � forthe realrandom m atrix m odels.Atthe sam e

tim e,thefunction Pc(�;y)decayswhen y ! 0,which correspondstoavanishingprobability

ofeigenstateswith sm allbutnonzero im aginary parts.

In contrast to the unitary ensem ble, the function P (�;y) for a � 1 can hardly be

obtained from a perturbation theory. M ostofthe eigenvaluesare in thiscase real. In the

opposite lim ita � 1 one should distinguish between severalregions. In the lim itjxj� a

theasym ptoticsisdeterm ined by theexpression

Pc(�;y)’
��

2a2�

p
� jxj

2a
(5.32)

showing a lineardecay ofthedensity asjxj! 1 .

In the region jxj� 2a the density ofcom plex eigenvaluesisconstantforjxj< 2a2 and

falls o� outside this interval. Its value in this region is the sam e as in the unitary case,

Eq. (4.31). Thiscorrespondsto the elliptic law,Eq. (4.32). Foran ensem ble ofstrongly

asym m etric realrandom m atriceswith a Gaussian distribution thislaw hasbeen proven in

Ref.31;32. The authorsofthispublication have also found num erically thatthe portion of

realeigenvalues for their ensem ble decays as N �1=2 ;where N is the size ofthe m atrices.

Apparently,thisbehaviorcorrespondsto the �-functionalpartPr(�;y),Eq. (5.29),in the

eigenvaluedensity forthecaseofweak asym m etry (orthogonalanalog ofEqs.(4.6,4.6)).

V I.D ISC U SSIO N

Theresultspresented in thepreviousSectionsdem onstratethatthedisorderm odelswith

adirection areinterestingand can bee�ciently studied usingthesupersym m etry technique.

The�-m odelderived,Eq.(3.29),can beused in any dim ension.Itisrelevantto em phasize

that,asusual7;8,the dim ensionality isdeterm ined by the geom etry ofthe sam ple. So,the

one-dim ensionalversion ofthe�-m odelcorrespondstoathick wirewith adirected hopping.

In the language ofvortices in a superconductor18 the 1D m odelcan describe the vortices

in a slab with line defectsand the m agnetic �eld parallelto the surface. Such a m odelis

som ewhat m ore realistic than a purely 1D m odelofRef.18. The 2D �-m odelissupposed

to describe the vortices in a bulk superconductor with line defects. In addition,one can

im aginea situation when thesam pleislong buthasa sm allcross-section.Ifthelinedefects

are aligned in the longitudinaldirection one com es to the 0D �-m odelconsidered in the

presentpaper.

Ofcourse,thedirected non-Herm itian Ham iltonianscan arise notonly from thevortex

m odelbutalsocorrespond tonon-equilibrium processes.A very interesting possibility isthe

directed hopping m odel,Eq.(2.3)thatcan beconsidered asa quantum counterpartofthe

directed percolation m odel21.Applicationstootherphysicalsystem sthatcan bereduced to

m odelsofa disorderwith a direction also deserve an attention.Theproblem ofturbulence

isoneofm ostfam ous.Them ain featuresoftheturbulencearebelieved to bedescribed by

the Burgersequation22;23;40.Reduction ofthe Burgersequation to a linearequation allows

to use welldeveloped m ethods ofdisorder physics. A sim ilarity ofthe linear equation to
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equationsused in study ofproblem sofdirected polym ershavealready inspired application

ofthereplica m ethod to study the problem ofturbulence25.Use ofthe supersym m etry for

theproblem softheturbulencem ightbeonem oreinteresting direction ofresearch.

Leavingtheseinterestingproblem sforfuturestudy letussum m arizetheresultsobtained

in thepresentwork.The�-m odel,Eq.(3.29),di�ersfrom the�-m odelsused in thelocaliza-

tion and m esoscopicproblem s7;8 bytheterm with them atrix�1.Although theHam iltonians

with the direction,Eqs. (2.1,2.3)can be obtained from conventionalHerm itian Ham ilto-

niansin a m agnetic �eld by the form alreplacem ent A ! ih,the sam e replacem ent in the

conventional�-m odels would notlead to Eq. (3.29). This reects an essentialsym m etry

di�erence between system sin a m agnetic�eld where thetim ereversalinvarianceisbroken

and them odelswith direction thataretim ereversalinvariant.

In contrastto averagedensity ofstatesforHerm itian disorderproblem swhich isalways

sm ooth,the joint probability density ofcom plex eigenenergies considered in the previous

Sectionsisa non-trivialquantity. The �-m odelwasderived to describe thisquantity and

it is expected to be sensitive to localization-delocalization transitions in one-and higher

dim ensionalsystem s18.

Thetheform of0D version ofthe�-m odelobtained abovedem onstratestheequivalence

between thedirected disorderm odelsin a lim ited volum eand ensem blesofrandom weakly

non-Herm itian orweakly asym m etric realm atricesthathavebeen m apped onto the0D �-

m odelpreviously37.Com plex random non-Herm itian m atricesappearin study ofdissipative

quantum m aps30;14 whereas random realasym m etric m atrices have applications in neural

network dynam ics33;34.So,the�-m odelcan describe com pletely di�erentphenom ena in an

uni�ed m anner.

The superm atrix �-m odelcan serve as an usefulcalculationaltoolfor allthese non-

Herm iatian problem s.Although thenew term with them atrix�1 inthe�-m odel,Eq.(3.29),

m akestheuseofpreviousparam etrizations8 di�cult,thenew param etrization suggested in

thepresentpaperallowstocircum ventthedi�cultiesandobtaininastraightforwardm anner

explicitresultsforthe0D case.W eakly non-Herm itian random m atricescan alsobestudied

using m ore traditionalm ethods oforthogonalpolynom ials41. However, study ofweakly

non-sym m etric realm atrices with this m ethod seem s be m ore di�cult and the density of

com plex eigenvalues,Eqs. (5.29-5.31),hasbeen calculated forthe �rsttim e. Besides,the

�-m odelapproach isnotdependenton detailsofthe m odelconsidered and can be applied

notonly to Gaussian m odels. Itcan also be used to study the directed m odelsin one and

higherdim ensionswhereonecan expectlocalization-delocalization transitions.

Eqs.(5.29-5.31)dem onstratethatatany�nitedisorderand\im aginaryvector-potential"

a �nite portion ofeigenvaluesrem ain realwhereasthisdoesnotoccurifthe tim e reversal

invarianceisbroken,Eq.(4.28).Thisphenom enon hasm anifested itselfin num ericalstudy

ofdi�erentm odels. In Refs.31;32 ensem blesofrandom strongly asym m etric m atrices(sym -

m etricand antisym m etric partshad thesam eorderofm agnitude)were considered.Itwas

found thatthe fraction ofrealeigenvaluesdecayed asN �1=2 forlarge m atrix sizesN . Ap-

parently,thiscorrespondsto the �nite fraction ofthe realeigenvaluesPr(�;y),Eq. (5.29),

because in the ensem ble ofweakly non-sym m etric m atricesinvolved the m agnitude ofthe

antisym m etricpartoftherandom m atricesisN 1=2 tim essm allerthan thatofthesym m etric

one.

A �nite fraction ofrealeigenenergieswasfound in a num ericalstudy ofthe 2D m odel,
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Eq.(2.3),(withoutm agneticinteractions)nearthecenteroftheband18.Although the2D

casewasnotconsidered in thepresentpaperand nothing can besaid abouta possibility of

a m ixtureofeigenstateswith realand com plex eigenvaluesonecan arguethat,m ay be,the

param etersofthe m odelofRef.18 corresponded to the 0D case. Thism ighteasily happen

because thelocalization length in weakly disordered 2D system sisexponentially largeand

can exceed the sam ple size,which would correspond to the 0D regim e. Ifthisisreally so,

theresultsofthepresentstudy arein an agreem entwith thenum ericalinvestigation.

The phenom enon that som e �nite portion ofeigenvalues lies on a certain line in the

com plex planeoccursalso in otherm odelswith a random ness.Recently,itwasfound that

a �nite fraction ofallroots ofrandom self-inversive polynom ials lies on the unit circle42.

Atthe sam e tim e,ifthe polynom ialsare notself-inversive the density ofcom plex rootsin

sm ooth everywhere in thecom plex plane.

Itisclearfrom theprecedingdiscussion thatthedirected disorderm odelsdeservefurther

investigation.

V II.A P P EN D IX

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

Letuscalculatefortheunitary ensem ble theJacobian fortheparam etrization given by

Eqs.. (4.7-4.11)(itwassuggested to callit\non-Herm itian param etrization". Asusual7;8,

itisconvenientto considerthelength Str(dQ)
2
.W ith Eq.(4.7),itcan bewritten as

STr(dQ)
2
= STr

�

(dQ 0)
2
+ [�T;Q0]

2
+ 4�T�Q0

�

(7.1)

where�T = �TdT,�Q0 = Q 0dQ 0 and [:;:]isthecom m utator.

Itiseasy to seefrom Eq.(4.8)that

�Q0 =

 
0 � �3d’̂

�3d’̂ 0

!

(7.2)

and hence

f�Q0;�1g= 0 (7.3)

wheref:;:g istheanticom m utator.

Then,using therelation [�T;�1]= 0 and Eq.(7.3)weobtain

STr(�T�Q0)= STr(�1�T�Q0�1)= � STr(�T�Q0)= 0 (7.4)

which showsthatJacobiansisthe productofJacobianscorresponding to dQ 0 and �T. As

concernsdQ 0,wehave

STr(dQ 0)
2
= 4

�

(d’)
2
+ (d�)

2
�

(7.5)

W riting Eq.(4.9)as
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T = uT0v (7.6)

oneobtains

�T = �v�T0�uT0v+ �v�T0v+ �v (7.7)

where,with Eq.(4.10,4.11)

�T0 = �
i

2

 
0 d�̂

d�̂ 0

!

(7.8)

�u = �uk + �u? ;

�uk = 2�3(�d�
� � d���);�u? = 2

 
0 d�

� d�� 0

!

and sim ilarequationscan bewritten for�v.

Substituting Eq. (4.10,4.11,7.8)into Eq. (7.7)one can representthe superm atrix �T

as

�T = �Tk + �T? ; (7.9)

�Tk = 2cos
� � i�1

2

 
0 d�

� d�� 0

!

+ 2

 
0 d�

� d�� 0

!

(7.10)

+2�3(�d�
� � d��� + �d�� � d���)+ 4�3cos

� � i�1

2
(��d� � d���);

�T? = i�1(2sin
� � i�1

2

 
0 d�

d�� 0

!

� (d� � id�1)

 
0 �

�� 0

!

(7.11)

�
1

2

 
d� (1� 4���) 0

0 id�1(1+ 4���)

!

+ 4sin
� � i�1

2
(��d� + d���))

In Eqs.(7.9-7.11)�Tk com m uteswith �,�T ? anticom m uteswith �.Thesecond linein Eq.

(7.10)doesnotcontributeto [�T;Q0]in Eq.(7.1).In Eqs.(7.10,7.11),onecan changethe

variables

d� (1� 4���)! d�;d�1(1+ 4���)! d�1 (7.12)

and m aketheshifts

1

2

 
d� 0

0 id�1

!

!
1

2

 
d� 0

0 id�1

!

+ 4(��d� + d���)sin
� � i�1

2
(7.13)

2sin
� � i�1

2
d� ! 2sin

� � i�1

2
d� + (d� � id�1)� (7.14)
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d� ! d� � cos
� � i�1

2
d� (7.15)

Thetransform ations,Eqs.(7.12-7.15)donotchangetheJacobian and �Tk and �T? take

a m oresim pleform

�Tk = 1

 

i�3

 
dc 0

0 dc

!

+ 2

 
0 d�

� d�� 0

! !

(7.16)

�T? = i�1

 

�
1

2

 
d� 0

0 id�1

!

+ 2sin
� � i�1

2

 
0 d�

d�� 0

! !

(7.17)

wherei�3dcisthesecond lineofEq.(7.10)and 1 istheunit8� 8 m atrix.

Furthercom putation isalready sim ple.Changing oncem ore

sin
� � �1

2
d� ! d� (7.18)

one obtainsa contribution to the Jacobian proportionalto J�,Eq. (4.17). W riting in the

new variablesthesecond term in Eq.(7.1)wehave

STr[�T;Q0]
2
= 4

�

(d�)
2
cos2’ + (d�1)

2
cosh2�

�

(7.19)

+128

�

cos2
’ + i�

2
d�d�� + sin2

’ � i�

2
d�d��

�

Eqs.(7.5,7.19)lead to theelem entary volum e[dQ],Eq.(4.15).

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

To calculate the Jacobian ofthe param etrization,Eqs. (5.1-5.7),for the orthogonal

ensem blewecan usetheresultsobtained fortheunitaryensem blebecauseEq.(5.1)contains

thesam esuperm atricesQ 0 and T aspreviously.However,thepresenceofthesuperm atrix Y

m akesthecom putation quite lengthy.Thelength STr(dQ)
2
iswritten asin thepreceding

Subsection

STr(dQ)
2
= STr

�

(dQ 0)
2
+ [�Z;Q0]

2
+ 4�Z�Q0

�

(7.20)

where�Z = �ZdZ can bewritten as

�Z = �S �R
�
�Y0�TY0 + �Y0 + dR �R + RdS �S �R

�

RS (7.21)

The lastterm in Eq. (7.20)isequalto zero (see Eq. (7.4)). Asconcernsthe superm atrix

�T,itcan be written afterthe replacem ents,Eqs. (7.12-7.15),in the form ofEqs. (7.16,

7.17). So,one hasto calculate the otherdi�erentialsentering Eq. (7.21). Using Eq. (5.7)

onecan rewritedS �S to theform
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dS �S =
�

dS �S
�

k
+
�

dS �S
�

?
; (7.22)

�

dS �S
�

k
= 2�31(d��

� � �d��);
�

dS �S
�

?
= 2i�1d�̂

Taking thesuperm atrix R from Eq.(5.6)onecan derive

RdS �S �R = R
�

dS �S
�

?

�R +
�

dS �S
�

k
; (7.23)

R
�

dS �S
�

?

�R = 2i�1d�̂ + 4i�1(d��
� + �d�

�) (7.24)

and

dR �R = 1

 

2

 
0 d�

� d�� 0

!

+ 2�3(d��
� � �d��)

!

(7.25)

Now wehaveto calculate�Y0.Using Eqs.(5.3-5.5)onecan representthisdi�erentialin the

form

�Y0 = �Y1 + �Y2 + �Y1�Y2�Y3Y2Y1 (7.26)

Calculating them atrices�Y1;�Y2,and �Y3 werewrite�Y0 asfollows

�Y0 = 1

 
i

2

 
d� �w�3w 0

0 d�1�3cosh�2

!

�
i

2
d�

 
�2 0

0 0

! !

+ �1

 
i

2

 
0 0

0 �2d�2

!

+
1

2
d�2

 
0 0

0 �1

! !

(7.27)

where

�2 =

 
0 � i

i 0

!

; �w�3w =

 
cos� � sin�

� sin� � cos�

!

M aking thereplacem ent

d� ! d� exp
i(� � �1)

2
;d�� ! d��exp

i(� � �1)

2

and thesam eford� and d�� onecan derive

�Y0�TY0 = 21

 

cosh
�2

2

 

0 d�0

� d�0 0

!

+ isinh
�2

2

 

0 d�0�1

� �1d��
0 0

! !

(7.28)

+2i�1

 

cos
�2

2

 
0 d�0

d��0 0

!

� isinh
�2

2

 
0 d�0�1

�1d��
0 0

!

�
i

2
d�̂

!

whered�0= �wd�,d��0= d��w and thesam eford�0and d��.Thecontribution from i�2dc,Eq.

(7.16),isnotwritten becauseitcan berem oved by a propershiftofd�̂ and d�.
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Substituting Eqs. (7.22-7.25) into Eqs. (7.21,7.20) we see that second term s ofEq.

(7.23,7.25)donotcontribute.Afterm aking thereplacem entin �T,Eq.(7.18),and shifting

d� = d�1 �

 

cosh
�2

2
cos

�

2
d� + isinh

�2

2
sin

�

2
d��

!

(7.29)

d� = d�1 �

 

cosh
�2

2
cos

�

2
d� � isinh

�2

2
sin

�

2
d��

!

itisconvenientto introducethem atrix di�erentials

d� =

 
d�1 d�2

� d��
2
� d��

1

!

;d� =

 
d�1 d�2

� d��
2
� d��

1

!

(7.30)

where

d�2 = � cosh
�2

2
sin

�

2
d�

� � isinh
�2

2
cos

�

2
d� (7.31)

d��
2
= cosh

�2

2
sin

�

2
d� � isinh

�2

2
cos

�

2
d��

d�2 = � cosh
�2

2
sin

�

2
d�� + isinh

�2

2
cos

�

2
d�

d�
�
2 = cosh

�2

2
sin

�

2
d� + isinh

�2

2
cos

�

2
d�

�

TheJacobian ~J� ofthetransform ation,Eqs.(3.17),equals

~J� =
4

(cosh�2 � cos�)
2

(7.32)

Then Eq.(7.21)can bewritten as

�Z = �S �R�URS; (7.33)

�U = �Y0 + i�1

�

2d�̂ �
i

2
d�̂

�

+ 2kd�̂1 (7.34)

where the m atricesd� and d� entering d�̂ and d�̂,Eq.(5.7)have the structure Eq.(7.30)

and

k =

 
1 0

0 � 1

!

.Onecan calculate�Z,Eq.(7.33),calculating�rst�R�UR and then �Z.Thecorresponding

m anipulations are stillquite lengthy. One should again m ake di�erent replacem ents that

do notchange the Jacobian. Alternatively,one m ight write the �nalresult using general

sym m etry propertiesof�Z.Finally oneobtains

�Z = �Y0
0
+ i�1

�

2d�̂ �
1

2
d�̂

�

+ 2kd�̂1 (7.35)
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Thesuperm atrix �Y0
0
entering Eq.(7.35)equals

�Y0
0
= � 1

i

2

 

d� sin�

 
�1 0

0 0

! !

+ d�

 
�2 0

0 0

!

(7.36)

+�1

1

2

 

� sinh�2d�1

 
0 0

0 �2

!

+ d�2

 
0 0

0 �1

! !

Using Eq. (7.35)we can calculate STr[�Z;Q0]
2
. The contribution ofthe anticom m uting

part�Z? decouplesfrom thatofthecom m uting one�Zk and oneobtains

STr[�Z? ;Q 0]
2
= 64[d�1d�

�
1 (1+ cos(’ + i�))+ d�2d�

�
2 (1+ cos(’ � i�)) (7.37)

+d�1d�
�
1(1� cos(’ � i�))+ d�2d�

�
2(1� cos(’ + i�))

TheJacobian J’� corresponding to thelength,Eq.(7.37)equals

J’� =
1

224

1
�

sin2’ + sinh2�
�2 (7.38)

Thecom m uting part�Zk contributesto theelem entary length as

STr
h

�Zk;Q 0

i2
= 4[

�

(d�)
2
+ (d�)

2
sin2�

�

sin2’ (7.39)

+ (d�)
2
cos2’ + (d�1)

2
cosh

2
� + (d�2)

2
+ (d�1)

2
sinh

2
�2]

Com bining the contribution com ing to the Jacobian from Eqs. (7.5,7.39) with those

written in Eqs. (7.32,7.38)and recalling thatthe replacem ent,Eq. (7.18),results in an

additionalm ultiplierproportionaltoJ� oneobtains�nally theelem entary volum e[dQ],Eqs.

(5.9-5.12,4.15-4.17).
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Thedensity ofcom plex eigenenergiesP (�;y)fortheunitary ensem bleasa function of

the im aginary part(x = 2�y=�)fora = 1;2;3

FIG .2. Thedensity ofcom plex eigenenergiesPc(�;y)fortheorthogonalensem bleasa function

oftheim aginary part(x = 2�y=�)fora = 3;5;7
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