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Abstract

Thelevelcurvaturedistribution function isstudied both analytically and nu-

m erically forthecaseofT-breaking perturbationsovertheorthogonalensem -

ble.Theleading correction to theshapeofthecurvaturedistribution beyond

the random m atrix theory is calculated using the nonlinearsupersym m etric

sigm a-m odeland com pared to num ericalsim ulationson theAnderson m odel.

It is predicted analytically and con� rm ed num erically that the sign of

the correction isdi� erentforT-breaking perturbationscaused by a constant

vector-potentialequivalentto a phase twistin the boundary conditions,and

those caused by a random m agnetic � eld.

In the form er case it is shown using a nonperturbative approach that

quasi-localized states in weakly disordered system s can cause the curvature

distribution to benonanalytic.In 2d system sthedistribution function P (K )

hasa branching pointat K = 0 thatis related to the m ultifractality ofthe

wavefunctionsand thusshould bea genericfeatureofallcriticaleigenstates.

A relationship between thebranching powerand them ultifractality exponent

d2 issuggested.Evidence ofthebranch cutsingularity isfound in num erical

sim ulationsin 2d system sand attheAnderson transition pointin 3d system s.

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

As �rst suggested by Edwards and Thouless1, the sensitivity of the spectrum fE ng

ofdisordered conductors to a sm alltwist ofphase � in the boundary conditions 	(x =

0;�) = ei�	(x = L;�) is a powerfultoolto probe the space structure ofeigenfunctions

and distinguish between theextended and thelocalized states.M oreprecisely,thequantity

K n thatisnow referred to asthe \levelcurvature",wasintroduced in Ref.[1]in orderto

describethissensitivity quantitatively:
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K n =
1

�

@2E n(�)

@�2

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

; (1.1)

wherethem eanlevelspacing�= (�L d)� 1 isrelatedtothem eandensityofstates� = h�(E )i

and thesizeofthed-dim ensionalsam pleL.

In com plex ordisordered quantum system s,thequantity K n uctuatesovertheensem ble

ofenergy levelsfE ng or,fora given level,overtheensem bleofrealizationsofdisorder.The

typicalwidth ofthedistribution oflevelcurvaturesP(K )isofthe orderofthedim ension-

less conductance g = D =(L2�),where D is the di�usion coe�cient. Thus studying this

distribution onecan study theAnderson transition from m etalto insulatorthattakesplace

upon increasing thedisorder.

Recentwork2 hasshown thatthedistribution oftheuctuating quantity K n isa partic-

ularexam pleofparam etric levelstatistics,i.e.statisticsofspectralresponsesofthesystem

to a perturbation proportionalto som eparam eter�.

A rem arkable property that the param etric levelstatistics2 share with the usuallevel

statistics3;4,isthatin a certain lim itthey are universalforallclassically chaotic and dis-

ordered system s and can be described by the random m atrix theory (RM T) ofW igner

and Dyson3;4. For disordered system s considered here this lim it coincides5 with g ! 1 .

Forchaotic system s the sam e role is played6 by the ratio g = 1=�,where  1 is the �rst

nonzero m ode in thespectrum ofthePerron-Frobeniusoperatorthatdescribesthe chaotic

behaviorofthe corresponding classicalsystem . In particular,fora tim e-reversal-invariant

system withoutspin-dependentinteractions(orthogonalensem ble)thedistribution oflevel

curvatures,Eq.(1.1),wasfound7{9 in thislim itto havetheform :

PW D (k)=
1

2(1+ k2)
3

2

; k =
K

hjK ji
; (1.2)

where hjK jiR M T = 2g is the average m odulus ofthe levelcurvature. Further study9 has

shown thatthe the form ofthe curvature distribution isstillgiven by Eq.(1.2)even when

weaklocalization istaken intoaccount;onlythedim ensionlessconductancein theexpression

forhjK jiischanged appropriately.

Theform ofEq.(1.2)isuniversal.Itdoesnotdepend,e.g.onthedetailsofthesystem and

the perturbation. Itsvalidity only requiresthe system to be T-invariantwith T2 = 1,and

theperturbation tobreak thisinvariance.Theunderlying physicsbehind thisuniversality is

thebasisinvarianceofRM T which isequivalenttotheeigenfunctionsofthephysicalsystem

being structureless.

Anderson localization apparently breaks the basis invariance. Thus at a su�ciently

sm allvalueofg theuniversality ofthespectralstatisticsshould break down aswell.In the

strong localization lim itonewould expect10 a logarithm ically norm aldecay ratherthan the

power-law tails ofthe Edwards-Thouless curvature distribution function. This is because

theuctuationsoflevelcurvatureK / e� L=� can beviewed in thiscaseastheconsequence

oftheGaussian uctuationsofthelocalization radius� fortheexponentially localized wave

functions. Thispicture isqualitatively con�rm ed by recentanalytical11 and num erical12;10

calculations.

In the present paper we present a com prehensive review ofour recent analyticaland

num ericalresults on the correction to the levelcurvature distribution �P(k) = P(k)�
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PW D (k) when one approaches the Anderson transition point g = g�d from the m etalside

g � 1.Som eoftheresultsdiscussed below arepublished in10;14;13.

Itturnsoutthattherearetwocom pletely di�erentcontributionstothecorrection �P(k).

One of them �Preg(k) is regular in the sm allparam eter g� 1 and can be obtained by a

perturbative treatm ent15 of the nonzero spatialm odes ofthe nonlinear supersym m etric

sigm a-m odel5.Them ain resultofthistreatm ent14 isthatthesign ofthecorrection �Preg(k)

dependson thetopologicalnatureofperturbation.Itisdi�erentforthe\global" Edwards-

Thoulesscurvature,wheretheperturbation isrepresented by a globaltwistofthephasein

the boundary conditions,16 and forthe case in which the curvature isprobed by a \local"

T-breaking perturbation such asm agneticim puritiesorrandom m agneticuxes.Below we

presenta num ericalevidence ofthisfact.

On top ofthe regular correction,there is13 also a nonperturbative in g� 1 correction

�Ps(k)which isproportionalto exp(� 1=g� 1). The lattercorrection isdue to the so called

pre-localized states17{21,i.e. eigenstateswith anom alously high peak(s)in the probability

density j	(r)j2.

There are reasonsto considerthe highly irregular,m ultifractalcriticaleigenstates22 as

the result ofa proliferation ofsuch pre-localized states. This pointofview ispartly sup-

ported by the observation thatweakly localized statesin the criticaldim ensionality d = 2

alsoexhibita(weak)m ultifractality,ascan beshown by m eansofthesam em ethods(renor-

m alization group23;17 orspaceinhom ogeneoussaddle-pointapproxim ation18)thatwereused

to discoverthepre-localized statesresponsiblefortheslow currentrelaxation in disordered

conductors23;20.

Thisidea enablesusto extend theresultsfor�Ps(k)obtained by thenovelsaddle-point

approxim ation20;13 for 2d m etals to the criticalstate at the Anderson transition in 2 + �

dim ensions.Thuswe can explain the branching nonanalyticity atk = 0 found num erically

in10 forthe3dcriticallevelcurvaturedistribution function Pc(k).Furtherm ore,wesuggesta

relationshipbetween thebranchingpowerandtheexponentd2 describinggenericm ultifractal

criticalstates22.Thisrelationship �tswellthenum ericalresultsand providesalink between

thespectralstatisticsand statisticsofwavefunctionsneartheAnderson transition.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II we describe the perturbative in g� 1

approach forcalculating �Preg(k).In Section IIIwegeneralizetheinstanton approxim ation

ofRef.[20]fortheproblem oflevelcurvaturedistribution and calculatethenonperturbative

contribution �Ps(k) for the m etallic (weakly-localized) states in quasi-1d and 2d system s.

In Section IV we extend the resultsofSection IIIto the criticalstatesin 2+ � dim ensions

and derive the relationship between the branching nonanalyticity in Pc(k)and the fractal

dim ensionality d2.In Section V theresultsofnum ericalsim ulation on theAnderson m odel

arepresented.Som eopen questionsarediscussed in theConclusions.

II.P ERT U R B AT IV E C O R R EC T IO N S T O P (K ).

A .M ain results.

A generalapproach to calculate the 1=g-correctionsusing the nonlinearsupersym m et-

ric sigm a-m odel5 has been suggested in15 and applied to the distributions of di�erent

quantities9;15;24. It is based on a perturbative analysis of the nonzero di�usion m odes
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which areintegrated outtoproduce1=gcorrectionstothezero-m odesupersym m etricsigm a-

m odel5.Thelatterm ustthen behandled exactly.

Before going into the details ofthe calculations we would like to form ulate the m ain

resultsfor�Preg(k)forthecaseofT-breaking perturbationsovertheorthogonalensem ble:

�Preg(k)= Cd

2� 11k2 + 2k4

2(1+ k2)7=2
; k =

K

hjK ji
� g; (2.1)

where

Cd =
1

(�g)2

X

q6= 0

1

(q2)2
�

( �
4

d
� 1

�

;caseI

� 1; caseII
: (2.2)

Hereq = fq1;:::qdg,whereqi= 2�ni,(ni= 0;� 1;� 2:::)in thecaseoftheperiodicboundary

conditions(foran unperturbed system )considered in thispaper.

A rem arkable feature ofEqs.(2.1),(2.2) for d < 4 is that the sign ofthe correction is

di�erentforglobal(case I)and local(case II)T-breaking perturbations.SeeFig.1.

The positive sign atsm allk in case I reectsthe tendency towardsa weaker spectral

response to a change in the boundary conditions with decreasing g. Itisrelated to long-

rangecorrelationsin thewavefunctionsthatresultin m esoscopicuctuationsofthem atrix

elem entofperturbation.Thesam elong-rangecorrelationscausem esoscopicuctuationsof

thedi�usion coe�cient.

The negative sign ofthe correction �Preg(k)forlocalperturbations[case II]isentirely

due to the e�ect ofthe energy levelstatistics that lead to m esoscopic uctuations ofthe

density ofstates.Them esoscopicuctuationsofthem atrix elem entsaresuppressed in this

case,because the e�ectoflong-range correlationsofthe unperturbed wavefunctions iscut

by thelocalnatureoftheperturbation.

In order to illustrate the e�ect ofthe energy levelstatistics on the levelcurvature we

invoketheexpression forK n in term softhem atrix elem entoftheperturbation jVnm j
2 and

theexacteigenvaluesin theabsenceofperturbation E n:

K n = 2
X

m 6= n

jVnm j
2

E n � Em
: (2.3)

From thisexpression wecan clearly identify thetwo sourcesoftheuctuationsin thelevel

curvature.Iftheuctuationsofthem atrix elem entsaresuppressed,jVnm j
2 can bereplaced

by a constant. Then there is only one source ofuctuations left,that is the energy level

statistics.Noticethatim plicitlythiscontainsthee�ectofthestatisticsoftheeigenfunctions

aswell,and in particular,theirlong-range correlations. Upon decreasing g the system of

energy levelsbecom eslessand lesscorrelated.In theextrem elim itofuncorrelated levelsthe

distributionofcurvaturesisknown1 tobecom eoftheCauchy-Lorentzform PC L(k)= 1=�(1+

k2). Since PC L(0)= 1=� and PW D (0)= 1=2 we conclude thatthe e�ect ofsoftening the

energy levelcorrelationson theshape ofthecurvaturedistribution issuch that�P(0)< 0,

in fullagreem entwith theresultsforthecase II.

The principal result of this Section is that Thouless relationship of proportionality

hjK ji/ g breaksdown beyond RM T.The ratio r(g)= hjK ji=2g increasesabove itsRM T

valuer= 1,thecorrection being equalto:
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�r(g)=
�hjK ji

2g
=

1

(�g)2

X

q6= 0

1

(q2)2
�

( �
9

2
� 16

d
+ 36

d(d+ 2)

�

;caseI
9

2
; caseII

: (2.4)

B .Functionalrepresentation for P (K ).

W eknow describehow Eqs.(2.1),(2.2)havebeen obtained.Letusconsidera disordered

m esoscopic d-dim ensionalsystem with a random white-noise im purity potentialV (r)per-

turbed by a sm allvector-potential
�!
� =L.Itisdescribed by them icroscopic Ham iltonian of

theform :

H =
1

2m

0

@
1

i
r �

�!
�

L

1

A

2

+ V (r); (2.5)

In case Iweassum ethesam pletobeclosed intoaringgeom etrypierced byasm allstatic

m agneticux �.Then thee�ectoftheperturbation isequivalenttoatwistoftheboundary

conditionsgenerating thephase� = 2��=� 0 (�0 = hc=e istheux quantum ).Asa vector

potentialwewilltakea constantvectoroftheform
�!
� =L = (�=L)n = (�=L)f1;0;::0g.

In the\local" case IIweconsider
�!
� (r)to bea random �-correlated vector-potential:

h��(r)��(r
0)i= v��

2�(r� r
0)���; v� =

D

2��v2F
: (2.6)

The param eter� isintroduced in thisway in orderto keep hjK jiR M T = 2g the sam e asto

the\global" curvature(caseI).

Thecurvaturedistribution function

P (K )= �

*
X

n

� (K � Kn)� (E � En)

+

(2.7)

can beexpressed in term sthetwo-levelparam etriccorrelation function R (!;�)

R (!;�)= �
� 2h� (E + !;�)� (E ;� = 0)i (2.8)

in a form sim ilarto onederived in Ref.[25]forthedistribution oflevelvelocities:

P (K )= lim
�! 0

�2

2
R

�

! =
1

2
K �� 2;�

�

: (2.9)

Indeed, using the exact expression for the uctuating density of states �(E ;�) =

L� d
P

n �(E � En(�))wehave:

R(!;�)= � 2
X

m ;n

h�(! + En(0)� Em (�))�(E � En(0))i: (2.10)

Because ofthe levelrepulsion,in the lim it ! ! 0 and � ! 0 only term s with n = m

contribute to the sum Eq.(2.10). On the other hand,with a perturbation which is odd
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undertim ereversal,theT-invariantlevelenergy E n(�)� En(0)+
1

2
K n��

2 m ustbeeven26

in �.Then choosing ! = 1

2
K �� 2 weim m ediately arriveatEq.(2.9).

Thetwo-levelcorrelation function R(!;�)can berepresented in theform ofa functional

integralusing the Efetov’ssupersym m etry approach. A straightforward application ofthe

resultsofRef.[5]and Eq.(2.9)leadsto:

P (K )= �
1

64

@2Z

@J1@J2

�
�
�
�
�
J1= J2= 0

; Z = lim
�! 0

�

�2<

Z

D Q exp(� F [Q])

�

; (2.11)

whereforthecase IthefunctionalF[Q]takestheform :

F [Q]= �
�g

8

Z
dr

V
Str

��

Lr Q + i
h
b�;Q

i�2
+ 2ik�2(�Q)

�

+

Z
dr

V
Str(JQ); (2.12)

A sim ilarrepresentation forP(K )hasbeen used in Ref.[9].

In Eq.(2.12)wehaveintroduced thenotation27

k=K/(2g);

b� =
�!
� P+ �; J = bk[J1P+ + J2P� ];

and

P+ =
1

2
(1+ �); P � =

1

2
(1� �):

The coordinate dependent8� 8 superm atricesQ (r)are param etrized asQ = T� 1�T,

whereT belongsto a graded cosetspaceUO SP (2;2j4)=

UO SP (2j2)
 UO SP (2j2)29.

Otherm atricesarespeci�ed asfollows:

�= diag(I2;I2;� I2;� I2)R � A ; � = diag(�3;�3;0;0)R � A ;

bk = diag(I2;� I2;I2;� I2)R � A ; �3 = diag(1;� 1); I2 = diag(1;1):

Above we im ply the following hierarchy of blocks of superm atrices: retarded-advanced

(R � A) blocks, boson-ferm ion (B � F) blocks, and blocks corresponding to tim e rever-

sal.

In thecase IIthelinearin � term in Eq.(2.12 )isabsentbutotherwisethefunctionalF[Q]

isthesam eprovided that� isintroduced asin Eq.(2.6).A sim ilarfunctionalF[Q]appears5

ifone considers a sm allconcentration ofm agnetic im purities as a perturbation. In both

casesthestructureofthe\covariantderivative" D Q = r Q + i

L

h
b�;Q

i

,which im pliesa sort

ofglobalgaugeinvariance,isbroken down.

Itisim portantin deriving thefunctionalF[Q]forthecaseIIthatthecorrelation radius

oftherandom vector-potentialism uch sm allerthan theelasticscatteringlength.In thiscase

the averaging over
�!
� (r)should be done before switching to Q-variablesthatare assum ed

to be slowly varying in space. In the opposite lim itoflarge correlation radius,one should

averagee� F [Q ]over
�!
� (r)and arriveata m uch m orecom plicated functional.
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C .Perturbative treatm ent ofnonzero m odes.

Therepresentation given in Eqs.(2.11)-(2.12),in term softhe�eld Q(r),containsallthe

spatialdi�usion m odesq = (D =L2)q2.However,in doing thelim it� ! 0 in Eq.(2.11)the

m ain role is played by the zero m ode thatcorresponds to q = 0. At � = 0 this m ode is

gapless and thus it does notcost any energy no m atter how large are the com ponents of

the �eld Q in the noncom pact boson-boson sector5. Itis the arbitrarily large am plitudes

ofthezero m odecom ponentsofthe�eld Q thatcom pensate thein�nitesim alparam eter�

in Eqs.(2.11)-(2.12)and lead to a �nite resultforP(K ). Thusthe space independentzero

m odeQ 0 m ustbeconsidered nonperturbatively.

In the lim it g ! 1 allthe nonzero m odes can be neglected5,and one arrives9 atthe

RM T result,Eq.(1.2).For�nite1=g thenonzero m odesshould bealso taken into account.

However,allthe nonzero m odes can be treated perturbatively forg � 1 leading to som e

correctionstothezero-m odeaction.In ordertoobtain thesecorrectionswehavetoseparate

thezero m odesfrom allotherm odesand then integrateoverallthenonzero m odesusing a

certain perturbativeschem e.

Following them ethod suggested by Kravtsov and M irlin15 wedecom posem atricesQ (r)

asfollows:

Q (r)= T� 1
0

eQ (r)T0;
eQ = �

1+ fW =2

1� fW =2
(2.13)

whereT0 describesthezero m odeand
fW (r)=

P

q6= 0
fW q e

iqr doesnotcontain thezero m ode

atall.

Ashasbeen already noticed,them ain contribution tothefunctionalintegralcom esfrom

thezerom ode.Thezero-m odeapproxim ation,Q = Q 0 = T
� 1
0 �T 0 isknown tobeequivalent

toRM T29.Togobeyond RM T weintegrateperturbatively over fW (r)toobtain thee�ective

zero-m odeaction F eff [Q 0]asfollows:

F eff [Q 0]= � ln

Z

D eQ � J
h
eQ
i

exp
n

� F
h

Q 0;
eQ
io

;

whereF
h

Q 0;
eQ
i

isobtained from F[Q]by substituting thedecom position ofEq.(2.13)and

J[~Q ]istheJacobian ofthecorresponding nonlineartransform ation.

This schem e is im plem ented in Appendix A. As a result we have the e�ective action

expanded up to thesecond orderin 1=g:

F eff � F
eff

0 + F
eff

1 + F
eff

2 + F
eff

J : (2.14)

The�rstterm in Eq.(2.14)F
eff

0 [Q 0]isnothing butthezero-m odeaction responsibleforthe

RM T-results28:

F
eff

0 =
1

2
� � ik� �

X

p

Jp�p; (2.15)

wherep= � labelsthe(R � A)blocksand

� = STr
�

�̂Q 0

�2
; � = STr

�

�̂2Q 0

�

; �p = STr[bkQ
pp

0 ]: (2.16)
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Thenextterm F
eff

1 [Q 0]isthe�rstorder(weaklocalization)correctionobtainedbyFyodorov

and Som m ers9:

F
eff

1 = �
1

2
� 2 � �; (2.17)

where

� 2n =
X

q

� n (q)�
X

q

1

(�gq2)n
: (2.18)

The �rst order correction F
eff

1 leads to a renorm alization ofthe coe�cient in front of�

in F
eff

0 and can be absorbed in the dim ensionless conductance g. Itcan be checked that

therenorm alized coe�cient�g isexactly theconductancewith weak localization corrections

taken into account. In whatfollows we shallassum e g to be a renorm alized conductance

and weshallom itF
eff

1 .

W enow considerthehigher-orderterm F
eff

2 [Q 0]:

F
eff

2 = � 4

(  

�
3

4
+
4

d
�

9

d(d+ 2)

!

�2 +

 
7

2
�
16

d
+

36

d(d+ 2)

!

�2

)

(2.19)

+
1

2
� 4

�

k2�2 + ik(1� 4=d)�� + �
�

;

and a higher-ordersource-induced contribution F J [Q 0]:

F
eff

J = � 4 �

( �
1

2
(1� 4=d)� � ik�

�
X

p

Jp�p �
Y

p

Jp�p

)

: (2.20)

The term s in F eff containing the factors 1=d and 1=d(d+ 2) originate,after the angular

integration over q,from the gradientterm linear in
�!
� ,Str[

�!
� r Q Q],in Eq.(2.12). Such

term ispresentonly in the \global" case I.Forthisreason in the \local" case II allthe

d-dependentterm sin F eff should beom itted.

Di�erentiating the partition function Z with respect to the sources we arrive at the

expression forthelevelcurvaturedistribution function P (k),wherek = K =(2�g):

P (k)= lim
�! 0

� �2

32��g
<

Z

D Q 0 � �(�;�)� exp

�

�
�

2
+ ik�

�

StrbkQ 11
0 Str

bkQ 22
0 ;

�(�;�)= 1� F
eff

2 + � 4(1+ 2ik� � (1� 4=d)�): (2.21)

A rem arkablefeatureoftheperturbation theory isthatthefunction �(�;�)isapolinom ial

in � and �. Thisproperty isdue to the factthatlong-trace verticesthatappearafterthe

perturbative integration over ~W (r) factorize into the product ofshort-trace vertices �,�,

and �p.

Then thecorrection�P(K )canberepresented asa�niteorderdi�erentialoperatoracting

on theRM T distribution function PW D (K )thatcorrespondsto �(�;�)= 1 in Eq.(2.21):

P (k)= �

 

� 2
@

@a
;� i

@

@k

!

Pa(k)ja= 1; (2.22)

8



where

Pa(k)= a
� 1
PW D (k=a)= (2.23)

= lim
�! 0

� �2

32��g
<

Z

D Q exp

�

�
�

2
a+ ik�

�

StrbkQ 11
0 Str

bkQ 22
0 :

Using the identities(see Eq.A16 in Appendix A)thatrelate the derivativesofPa(k)with

respectto k to thosewith respectto a,wecan rewrite�P(k)in thefollowing form :

�P (k)= �4

( �
4

d
� 1

�
@2

@a2
+

 
9

2
�
16

d
+

36

d(d+ 2)

!
@

@a

)

Pa (k)ja= 1: (2.24)

Notethatby the de�nition given in Eq.(2.23),the function Pa(k)obeystwo norm alization

conditions:
Z

dkPa(k)= 1;

Z

dkjkjPa(k)= a: (2.25)

Using the �rst ofthese conditions we im m ediately conclude that the cancellation ofthe

term s proportionalto Pa(k) in Eq.(2.24) ensures the conservation of the norm alization
R
dk�P(K )= 0.

Nextwenotethattheterm sproportionaltothe�rstderivativecan beabsorbed intothe

function Pa(k): Pa= 1(k)+ �(@=@a)Pa= 1(k)� Pa= 1+ �(k). In doing so we observe with the

help ofthesecond norm alization condition in Eq.(2.25)thathjkji= hjK ji=2�g= 1+ �.Thus

theterm swith the�rstderivativein Eq.(2.24)resultin a shiftin theaveragehjK ji:

� hjK ji= 2�g

 
9

2
�
16

d
+

36

d(d+ 2)

!

� 4: (2.26)

By rede�ning the k = K =hjK ji,where hjK ji is the average ofabsolute value ofthe level

curvature, one can cancelthe term s with the �rst derivative in Eq.(2.24). Allwhat is

leftisthe term with the second derivative which describes the change in the shape ofthe

distribution function.The�nalresultofthesetediouscalculationsisvery sim ple:

�P(k)=

�
4

d
� 1

�

� 4

@2

@a2

�

a� 1PW D (k=a)
�
�
�
�
�
�
a= 1

; � 4 / 1=�g2: (2.27)

This equation m eans that the RM T curvature distribution PW D (k) plays the role ofthe

generating function foritsown corrections.

III.T H E SIG N AT U R E O F T H E P R E-LO C A LIZED STAT ES IN T H E LEV EL

C U RVAT U R E D IST R IB U T IO N .

Ithasbeen known forquitea while thattherelaxation ofcurrentand thelocaldensity

ofstates(DOS)in disordered conductorsexhibitan anom aly even in the weak-localization

regim e. Nam ely,it has been shown in Ref.[17]that there exists a sm all(but not ex-

ponentially sm all) probability of�nding a current relaxation tim e or a localDOS that is

m uch largerthan thecorresponding m ean values.Theseanom alieshavebeen attributed to

9



quasi-localized (orpre-localized)states18{20,thatis,stateswith an anom alously largepeak

in j	(r)j2 atsom epointr= r0.

Very recently the problem of current relaxation in disordered conductors has been

reconsidered20;30 by an elegant instanton approxim ation20 applied to the supersym m etric

version ofthe nonlinear sigm a-m odel5. In these papers the m ain result ofthe previous

work17 hasbeen con�rm ed for2d system s. However,the new m ethod wasable to describe

som e unknown regim es ofcurrent relaxation and to set correct lim its ofvalidity for the

regim esfound earlier. Laterthe sam e idea20 hasbeen applied18 to �nd directly the distri-

bution ofj	(r)j2 and the distribution oflocaldensities ofstates31. Thus the existence of

quasi-localized stateshasbeen proved and the corresponding con�guration ofthe random

im purity potentialhasbeen found20;21.

The m ain idea ofEdwards and Thouless1 is that it is possible to distinguish between

localized and extended states by analyzing the sensitivity ofthe spectrum to a twist of

the phase in the boundary conditions. Thissensitivity issigni�cantonly forstateswith a

localizationradiuslargerthanthesam plesizeL andnegligibleforstronglylocalizedstates.It

isclearthattheexistenceofthepre-localized statesshould lead toan enhancem entin P(K )

atsm allK .In low dim ensionalsystem sd = 1;2wherethepre-localized statescorrespond to

localized stateswith an anom alously sm alllocalization radius,onem ay expecta singularity

in P(K )atK = 0. In 3d m etalthe typicalpre-localized state lookslike a sharp peak in

j	(r)j2 on top ofthe extended background j	(r)j2 � L� d = const. The levelcurvature

thatcorrespondsto such a statedoesnotvanish butonly slightly decreases.Thusthepre-

localized statesin 3d in theweak localization regim eshould havem uch weakere�ecton the

levelcurvaturedistribution.

A .Instanton approxim ation.

In orderto check thesepredictionsweconsider,instead ofP(K )atsm allK ,itsFourier-

transform ~P(�)=
R
dK P(K )e� iK � at� � 1.

Itiseasy toseethatforboth theRM T resultEq.(1.2)and theregularcorrection Eq.(2.1)

thefunction ~P(�)vanishesexponentially for� � 1.In whatfollowswewillseek forslowly

decreasing contributions. Support for the existence ofsuch contributions can be gained

by noticing that in the functionalrepresentation ofP(K ),Eq.(2.11),Eq.(2.12),the level

curvaturek playsthesam eroleasthefrequency in theproblem ofthecurrentrelaxation in

disordered conductors20,thus� being analogousto tim e. Therefore,one m ay expectlong

nonexponentialtailsin ~P(�)in analogywith thosepresentin thecurrentrelaxation function

I(t). However,it is far from clear that two problem s are equivalent,since the boundary

conditionsaredi�erentandthenonlinearsigm a-m odelin Eq.(2.12)containsadditionalterm s

thatdescribe theT-breaking perturbation.

Them ain ideaofRef.[20],thatwewillexploithere,isthatatlarge� thecon�gurations

ofthe �eld Q(r) that are space independent or slowly varying in space,are energetically

unfavorable. In contrast,essentially space-dependent con�gurations in the vicinity ofthe

classical(instanton)solution Q ins(r)thatm inim izestheaction F[Q]appearto beenergeti-

cally advantageous.Atlargegtheuctuationsaround thissolution areexpected tobesm all

and onearrivesat:
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~P(�)� Ae� S(�)= lim
�! 0

<

Z

D Q

Z + 1

� 1

dK A[Q ins;�]e
� fF [Q ins]+ iK �g: (3.1)

where A[Q ins;�]isa pre-exponentialfactorincluding the e�ectofuctuationsaround the

instanton solution.

The Grassm ann variablesin the action,Eq.(2.12)can lead only to a renorm alization of

thepre-exponentialfactorA in Eq.(3.1),sincetheintegration overthesevariablesisequiva-

lentto a di�erentiation.Thuswith exponentialaccuracy wecan neglectalltheGrassm ann

variables in the Efetov’s param etrization forQ(r). Next,a �nite contribution to S(�)in

the lim it� ! 0 com esonly from the in�nitely large boson-boson com ponents ofthe �eld

Q(r).Therefore we consideronly the leading term sin the noncom pactangles�1 and �2 in

theEfetov’sparam etrization fortheorthogonalensem ble:

Q = V � 1H V; (3.2)

where

H =

�
cosh�B � sinh�B
sinh�B � cosh�B

�

R � A


 PB ; (3.3)

with PB = (̂k+ 1)=2,

cosh�B = cosh�1cosh�2 + �x sinh�1sinh�2; (3.4)

sinh�B = sinh�1cosh�2 + �x cosh�1sinh�2;

and

V = e
i’�z 
 P+ 
 PB + e

i��z 
 P� 
 PB : (3.5)

The �eld Q ins(r) m ust obey periodic boundary conditions,since the twist ofphase � is

taken into accountexplicitly in theaction F[Q].Thism eansthat�1;2(r)and thefunctions

exp[’(r)];exp[�(r)]should obey periodicboundary conditions.

In thisway weobtain F[Q ins]= L� d
R
f[Q ins]d

dr,where:

f[Q]=
�

4
g
h

(@�+ )
2 + (@�� )

2
i

+ (3.6)

+
�

2
g
h

(@’ � �n)2 + (@�)2
i

(cosh�+ cosh�� � 1)�

� 2@� (@’ � �n)sinh�+ sinh�� �
i�

4
K �2(cosh�+ + cosh�� ):

Here�� = (�1 � �2)=2 with �1;2 � 0 and @ � f@=@x�g.

W ewilllook fora m inim um ofthefunctionalF[Q ins]+ iK � thatcorrespondsto:

�� = @� = 0; �+ � � 2 [0;+1 ]: (3.7)

By varying thefunctionalF[Q ins]+ iK � over�,’ and k we�nd:

@2� + �2[� � (@v� n)2]sinh� = 0; (3.8)
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@[(@v� n)(cosh� � 1)]= 0; (3.9)

and

�

4
�2

Z

(cosh� + 1)dd� = �; (3.10)

where� = iK =2g,dd� = ddr

Ld and ’ = �v.

Eqs.(3.8)-(3.10)correspond to the globalcase I.Asusual,in the localcase II the term s

linearin n = f1;0;0;:::g areabsent.

The lim it � ! 0 is done sim ply by absorbing �2 into �. W e introduce~� = � + ln�2.

Then in the lim it� ! 0 we have sinh� � cosh� =1
2
e
~��� 2 and Eqs.(3.8),(3.9),(3.10)take

theform :

@2~� +
1

2
[� � (@v� n)2]e

~� = 0; (3.11)

@[(@v� n)e
~�]= 0; (3.12)

�

8

Z

e
~�dd� = �: (3.13)

wherenow ~� 2 [� 1 ;+1 ].

Using Eqs.(3.6),(3.7),(3.11)and theperiodicity ofthefunction ~�(r)we�nd:

S(�)=
�

4
g

Z

(@~�)2dd� + 2g��: (3.14)

W enotethat� dropsfrom theproblem only ifweassum ea topologicallytrivialsolution

corresponding toperiodicboundary conditionsbeing im posed on v(r).Otherwise� appears

in the boundary condition forv = ’(r)=� which isperiodic m odulus 2�=� and thus isill

de�ned in the lim it � ! 0. In what follows we consider only such a topologically trivial

solution.

Onecan solveEq.(3.12):

(@v� n)= [r � A ]e�
~�; (3.15)

where[r � A ]= constin 1d and isthecurlofan arbitrary vectorfunction A (r)in higher

dim ensions. Below we consideronly the sim plest solution thatcorresponds to [r � A ]�

� n=N = const.

Letusconsider�rstthelocalcase II.Doing thespaceintegration ofEq.(3.15)which in

thiscase doesnotcontain the term proportionalto n,and using periodic boundary condi-

tionsforv(r)oneim m ediately arrivesat[r � A ]= @v = 0.Then thesam eprocedurewith

Eq.(3.11)leadsto theconclusion thattheonly solution for~� thatobeysperiodicboundary

conditions,is space-independent and exists only for � = n2 = 1. The corresponding ac-

tion isS(�)= 2g�. Thus the instanton approxim ation in the localcase II gives only an

exponentially sm alltail ~P(�)/ e� 2g� thathasbeen already obtained by the perturbative
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approach.W econcludethatforcase IItheanalogy with theproblem ofcurrentrelaxation

appearsto bewrong.

Now considertheglobalcase I.IntegratingEq.(3.15)overspaceandusingtheperiodicity

ofv(r)gives:

N =

Z

e�
~�dd�: (3.16)

Substituting Eqs.(3.15),(3.16)into Eq.(3.11)we�nally arriveat:

@2~� +
@U

@~�
= @2~� +

�

2
e
~� �

1

2N 2
e�

~� = 0: (3.17)

It appearsthat the globalnature ofperturbation and the corresponding linear in n term

in Eq.(3.15)leadsto a term proportionalto e�
~� in Eq.(3.17)thatbuildsa second \wall" in

thee�ective\potential" U(~�)and m akesitpossibleforperiodicsolutions("oscillations")to

exist.

Eq.(3.17)takesa m oresym m etric form ifwem akea shift ~� = u� �,where:

cosh� =

�

� +
1

N 2

�
N

2
p
�
; sinh� =

�

� �
1

N 2

�
N

2
p
�
: (3.18)

Finally wehavethesystem ofequations:

@2u+ 2sinhu = 0; (3.19)

1

N
= 

2

Z

e
� u
d
d
�; (3.20)

� =
�

82N 2

Z

eu dd�; (3.21)

where2 =
p
�=N .

Solving theseequationsfora hyper-cubicsam ple� 1=2< �i< 1=2 with periodicbound-

ary conditionsone�ndsu(r;�),N (�)and (�)which entertheinstanton action S(�):

S(�)=
�

4
g

Z

(@u)2dd� + 2g4N 2
�: (3.22)

B .N on-exponentialtails of ~P (�)in low -dim ensionalsystem s.

W ewillseebelow thatforlarge� theparam eter issm all.For � 1theterm 2sinhu

is very sm allunless sinhu is exponentially large. This m eans that we can approxim ate

2sinhu �
2

2
ejujsign(u).ThusEq.(3.19)isreplaced by theLiouvilleequation :

@2u+
2

2
ejujsign(u)= 0: (3.23)
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The generic solution to theLiouville equation in the low-dim ensionalcase d = 1;2 isgiven

in term softwo arbitrary functionsf(w)and v(w)ofthecom plex variablew = iz=
p
8with

z= x + iy:

ejuj=
2f

0

(w)v
0

(� w�)

(f(w)+ v(� w�))2
; (3.24)

wheref
0

= df=dw and v
0

= dv=dw.W eneed ther.h.s.ofEq.(3.24)to berealpositive.This

can bedoneby thechoice:

f
�(w)v(� w

�)= 1: (3.25)

Then wehavethesolution in term sofonefunction only F(z)= f(iz):

ejuj=
16

2

jdF
dz
j2

(1+ jFj2)2
: (3.26)

1. Quasi-1d Case

ChoosingF(z)= ekz+ b in Eq.(3.26),onehasaquasi-1dsolution totheLiouvilleequation

thatdependsonly on onecoordinatex:

ejuj=
4k2

2 cosh
2
(kx+ b)

; (3.27)

wherek and barerealconstants.

The solution on a ring � 1

2
< x < 1

2
isconstructed by reecting anti-sym m etrically the

positive solution with b= 0 around the pointsx = � 1

4
[see Fig.2].The second constantk

isfound from thecondition u(� 1=4)= 0:

4k2 = 2 cosh
2
(k=4); k � ln(1=4): (3.28)

Theanti-sym m etry ofthesolution im m ediately leadsto theidentity:

I =

Z

e
u
dx =

Z

e
� u
dx: (3.29)

Since the function u � ln(1=2) is large everywhere except in the vicinity ofits zeros at

jxj= 1

4
wehave:

I �

Z
+

1

4

�
1

4

e
u
dx =

8k

2
tanh(k=4)�

8k

2
: (3.30)

Nextwecalculatetheintegral:

Z
+

1

2

�
1

2

(u
0

)2dx = 2

Z
+

1

4

�
1

4

(u
0

)2dx = 4k2 � 16k � 4k2: (3.31)
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Then from Eqs.(3.20),(3.21)wehave:

N =
1

8k
; (3.32)

4 =
64�k3

�
: (3.33)

Finally using Eq.(3.22),(3.28)and (3.33)wearriveat:

S(�)= �gk
2 � �gln

2
�: (3.34)

Thusthecharacteristic function in a quasi-1d system sis:

~P(�)= A exp

�

�
g1

2
ln

2
�

�

; g1 = 2�g; (3.35)

Theaboveresultholdswithin thedom ain ofvalidityofthenonlinearsigm a-m odelEq.(2.12).

Thism odeland hencethesaddle-pointequationsworkonlyforsu�cientlyslow varying�elds

Q(r),nam ely j@uj< L=l,where lis the elastic scattering length. It follows im m ediately

from Eqs.(3.27),(3.28)thattheaboveresultisvalid for1� � � exp(L=l).

The logarithm ically-norm altailin ~P(�) described by Eq.(3.35) is exactly ofthe sam e

functionalform asthe currentrelaxation function I(t)in Ref.[20]forthe orthogonalen-

sem ble.

2.2d Case

In fullanalogy with thequasi-1d case,weconstructa double-periodicsolution to theLi-

ouvilleequation on atorus� 1

2
< x;y < 1

2
by reection.W econsiderapositivesolution u(z)

insidethesquare
 with verticesatz= � 1=2;� i=2and then continueitanti-sym m etrically

abouta sideofthesquarein any quarterofthesam plej<zj< 1=2,j=zj< 1=2.Thede�ni-

tion dom ain ofthesolution with itssign isdrawn in Fig.3.By construction,thesym m etry

relationship Eq.(3.29)isvalid forsuch a 2d solution too.

Theprocedureof�nding thesolution isdescribed in theAppendix C.W enotethatfor

ourpurposesweneed only thesolution forjzj= r� 1.Itisrotationally invariantand has

theform :

e
u(r) =

16b(k� 1)2r2k� 4

(2 + br2k� 2)2
; (3.36)

where

b= 16

 
�2

2

! k

(k� 1)2: (3.37)

Note that the solution Eq.(3.36) can be im m ediately obtained from the radialLiouville

equation,with k and b being two constantsofintegration. The requirem entofperiodicity

ofu(z)helpsto establish a connection,Eq.(3.37),between theseconstants.
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Therem ainingconstantk isfound inastandard wayfrom therequirem entofconvergence

of
R
(@u)2dxdy in theaction S(�):

(@u)2 =

"
2k� 4

r
� 4b(k� 1)

r2k� 3

2 + br2k� 2

#2

: (3.38)

Thusweim m ediately �nd:

k = 2; b= 4�4; (3.39)

and

(@u)2 =
16b2r2

(2 + br2)2
: (3.40)

Because ofthe sym m etry ofu(z), the integral
R


(@u)
2d2� over the square 
 is exactly

one-half ofthe totalintegralover the period (over the sam ple)
R
(@u)2d2�. It diverges

logarithm ically atr� ,and wearriveat:
Z

(@u)2d2� = 32� ln

 
Cb

2

!

; (3.41)

whereC = 2

�2e
can befound from an exactsolution in theregion jzj� 1.

The result is alm ost independent ofb at sm all and is essentially determ ined by the

logarithm icsolution ofthePoisson equation thatfollowsfrom Eq.(3.19)at = 0.

Now letuscalculatetheintegralsin theself-consistencyequations.Forsym m etryreasons

wehave:
Z

eu dxdy =

Z

e� u dxdy =
16� (k� 1)

2
=
16�

2
: (3.42)

M ostofthe contribution to these integralscom esform thesm allr�  � 1 and theresult

isindependentofb.

Now wearein theposition to calculatetheconstants and N thatentertheinstanton

action,Eq.(3.22).They aregiven by Eqs.(3.20),(3.21),(3.42):

N =
1

16�
; 

4 =
83�4

�
: (3.43)

Then the�nalexpression fortheinstanton action in 2d reads:

S(�)= 4�2g

"

ln

 
�

8

!

� 1

#

: (3.44)

Accordingly,the characteristic function ~P(�) turns out to have a power-law asym ptotic

behavioratlarge� � 1:

~P(�)= A

�
c

�

�2g2

; g2 = 2�2g; (3.45)

wherec= 8e.

Few notes should be m ade on the validity ofthe result Eq.(3.45). Firstly,the above

instanton approxim ation with the action S(�)logarithm ic in � isonly justi�ed when g �

1,since the pre-exponentialfactor A could also be a power-law function of� but with

an exponent oforder 1. Secondly,the nonlinear sigm a-m odeland hence the saddle-point

equations work only for j@uj < L=l,where lis the elastic scattering length. It follows

im m ediately from Eq.(3.40),(3.43)thattheaboveresultisvalid for1� � � (L=l)4.
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C .N onanalyticity ofthe levelcurvature distribution.

In thissection weshow thattheslowlydecreasingtailsin thecharacteristicfunction ~P(�)

at� � 1 given by Eqs.(3.35),(3.45)resultin a nonanalyticbehaviorofP(K )atK = 0.As

usual,truenonanalyticity arisesonly in thetherm odynam iclim itL=l! 1 32,sinceonly in

thislim itthe tailsextend to in�nity. Forany �nite L=lthe function P(K )isstillanalytic

atK = 0 butthe region ofthe regular behavior ofP(K )shrinks to zero with increasing

L=l.Below thelim itL=l! 1 isassum ed.

Letusconsiderthequasi-1d case�rst.In thiscaseallderivativesofP(K )are�niteat

K = 0:

P (2n)(0)=

Z
+ 1

� 1

(� 1)n�2n ~P(�)
d�

2�
/ exp[(2n + 1)2=2g1]: (3.46)

Yet the function P(K ) is nonanalytical at K=0, since the Taylor series P(K ) =
P

n
P (2n)(0)

(2n)!
K 2n has zero radius ofconvergence because ofthe very fast growth ofP (2n)(0)

with n.

Thesingularity atK = 0ism uch strongerin 2d case.In thiscaseallderivativesP (2n)(0)

with 2n + 1 > 2g2 are proportionalto (L=l)
4(2n+ 1� 2g2) and diverge in the therm odynam ic

lim it. Letusde�ne m asan integerobeying the inequality ofjg2 � m j� 1

2
. Then the the

expansion ofP(K )atsm allK hastheform :

P(K )= c0 + c1K
2 + :::cm � 1K

2(m � 1)+ cm K
2m � �m + o(K 2m ); (3.47)

where0< �m < 2 isgiven by:

�n = (2n + 1)� 2g2: (3.48)

In the3d m etalcasewefailed to �nd a solution to thesaddle-pointproblem thatwould

lead to a �niteaction S(�)in thetherm odynam iclim it.Thism eansthatthecharacteristic

function ~P(�)hasonlyregularcorrectionsatg � 1and thusdecaysexponentiallyfor� � 1.

IV .N O N -A N A LY T IC IT Y O F P (K )AT K = 0 A N D M U LT IFR A C TA LIT Y O F

EIG EN FU N C T IO N S.

From the results ofthe previous section we see thatthe strength ofthe singularity of

P(K ) at K = 0 depends on the dim ensionality in a nonm onotonic way. The singularity

isvery weak in a quasi-1d m etal;itreachesa m axim um in a 2d m etalwhere P(K )hasa

branch cut;itdisappearsin a 3d m etalwherethelevelcurvaturedistribution isanalytic.

Such a behavior is related to the factthat d = 2 is the low criticaldim ension forthe

Anderson transition,and the wavefunctionsin the 2d weak-localization regim e share som e

featuresofthecriticalwavefunctionsattheAnderson transition in higherdim ensions.

A .P (K )at the A nderson transition in 2+ � dim ensions.

TheusualwaytodescribethecriticalstateneartheAnderson transitionisthe(d� 2)= �-

expansion. To thisend one considersthe quantity ofinterestin a 2d system with g2 � 1
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and then replacesg2 by the criticalconductance g
�
d = 1=(d� 2)which isthe�xed pointof

thescaling equation33;34:

dlngd

dlnL
= (d� 2)�

1

gd
+ o

 
1

g2d

!

: (4.1)

Fortheorthogonalensem ble in d = 2+ � dim ensionswe�nd to theleading orderin � � 1:

~Pc(�)/

�
1

�

� 2

�

: (4.2)

Notethatatthecriticalpoint,theconductanceg�d isexactly size-independent,and onecan

considerthetherm odynam iclim itL ! 1 withouttuningotherparam etersin ordertokeep

g�d �xed.

Thus one can de�ne the criticalexponent � thatdeterm ines the power-law tailofthe

criticalcharacteristic function:

~Pc(�)/ �� �; � =
2

�
+ o(1): (4.3)

Ifwe set� = 1 in the above equationswe �nd � � 2. Then itfollowsfrom Eq.(3.47)that

already thesecond derivativeofP(K )atK = 0 isdivergent:

Pc(K )= c0 � c1jK j2� �; � = 3� �: (4.4)

B .Exponent � and m ultifractality.

Unfortunately itis known thatthe accuracy ofthe d � 2 = � expansion is quite poor

and insu�cientfora precise determ ination ofthe criticalexponents. In thissituation one

can try to �nd relationshipsbetween di�erentcriticalexponentsratherthan try to evaluate

them using the�-expansion.Thiscertainly requiressom eassum ptionsabouttheunderlying

physics.

Ashasbeen m entioned in theIntroduction,auniquepropertyofthecriticalstatesism ul-

tifractality.Thisproperty ischaracterized by thepower-law dependencesofaveraged powers

ofeigenfunction am plitudes j	 E (r)j. Two ofsuch power-law dependences are known35;22.

Oneofthem determ inesthescaling ofa singleeigenfunction with respectto thesizeofthe

system L.

X

r;n

hj	 n(r)j
2q
�(E � En)i / L

� dq(q� 1); (4.5)

Anotherone determ inesthe correlationsofdi�erenteigenfunctionsasa function ofenergy

di�erence:

X

r;n;m

hj	 n(r)j
q j	 m (r)j

q�(E � En)�(E
0� Em )i / jE � E0j� (1�

dq

d
)(q� 1): (4.6)

In Eqs.(4.5),(4.6)dq < d isa fractaldim ension thatdependson q (\m ultifractality").
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It is rem arkable that Eq.(4.5) can be derived18 for the case of2d m etals by m eans of

an instanton approxim ation sim ilarto theone we used in thispaper.The spectrum ofthe

fractaldim ensionsdq obtained in thisapproxim ation turnsoutto belinear
38:

dq = d�
�

2
q; � = d� d2 =

2

�g2
; (4.7)

where� = 1;2;4 fortheorthogonal,unitary and sym plectic ensem bles.

It is reasonable to assum e that the power-law tail in ~P(�) is another signature of

m ultifractality10. Then one m ay hope that the expression for � in term s ofthe struc-

turalconstantofm ultifractality � = d� d2 providesa betterapproxim ation for� than the

�-expansion.By using Eq.(4.7)and therelationship39 � = 2�g2,weobtain:

� =
4

�
: (4.8)

The derivation ofEq.(4.8)thatwehave justcarried outforthed = 2 caseisbased on two

crucialfacts:i).theexponent� isdeterm ined by thespectrum ofm ultifractality dq and ii).

thisspectrum islinear(forq � 1=�). W e willnow m ake the assum ption thati). isvalid

for any criticalstate. Since for any criticalstate with weak m ultifractality the spectrum

ofdq isexpected to be linearup to very large valuesofq,we believe thatEq.(4.8)isvalid

for any criticalstate with weak m ultifractality. In contrast to Eq.(4.3),the relationship

between � and � Eq.(4.8) is independent ofdim ensionality and the sym m etry param eter

� and should apply to 2d criticalstatesin the Quantum Hallregim e and forsystem swith

spin-orbitinteraction35;22.

V .N U M ER IC A L EVA LU AT IO N O F P (K )FO R T H E A N D ER SO N M O D EL.

Forournum ericalanalysiswe considera tight-binding m odelon a square lattice ofLd

sites.Theone-particleHam iltonian is:

H =
X

i

�ic
y

ici+ t
X

h< iji>

(ei�ij c
y

icj + e� i�ij c
y

jci): (5.1)

The site energies�i arerandom ly distributed with uniform probability between � W =2 and

W =2 in units oft= 1. The param eterW controls the am ountofdisorder in the system .

Thephaseshifts�ij in thehoppingterm connecting nearestneighborsrepresentthee�ectof

an externalperturbation thatbreaksthe T-invariance ofthe system . Asforthe analytical

calculationsweconsidertwo typesofsuch perturbations.The�rstone(case I)istheusual

Aharonov-Bohm ux �= (�=2�)� 0 thatpiercesthesystem closed toaringgeom etry giving

risetoaglobalshiftoftheboundaryconditionsin onedirection.W ewillchooseagaugesuch

thateach hop in x-direction picksup a phase�ij = �=L,so thattotaltwistoftheboundary

condition is�.Thesecond one(case II)isa random m agneticux.In thiscasethegauge

issuch thatthe phase �ij relative to a hop in the x-direction isGaussian distributed with

zero average and variance equalto h�2iji = (�=L)2. For this gauge,the vector-potential

A (i) / f�i;i+ 1;0;:::g is de�ned on the duallattice with sites in the m iddle ofbonds in

x-direction. Thus this is a random vector-potentialm odelwith a short-range correlator
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hA �(i)A �(j)i = (�=L)2��;x��;x�ij ofthe type given in the continuous approxim ation by

Eq.(2.6). The only di�erence is that the correlator is anisotropic. This di�erence is not

im portant,since it leads only to a constant factor 1=d in v� thatcan be absorbed in the

param eter�. Thiskind ofperturbation isqualitatively di�erentfrom case I,since itacts

locally.

The num ericalevaluation ofthe curvature isbased on the representation ofthe second

derivativeby the�nitedi�erence:

K n = 2�� 2[E n(�)� En(0)]: (5.2)

In using thisform ula one should take care that� issm allenough in orderforEq.(5.2)to

bevalid.On theotherhand,a � too sm allwould resultin big num ericalerrorsbecause of

the �nite num ericalprecision in evaluating E n. The optim alchoice of� should be m ade

for each levelE n separately,since the levelcurvatures vary in a wide range for a given

realization ofdisorder. To this end,we diagonalize the Ham iltonian for severalvalues of

� (up to ten values)foreach disorderrealization and choose the sm allest � forwhich the

norm alized di�erence jE n(�)� En(0)j=E n(0)is stilllargerthan som e conveniently chosen

sm allparam eter.In orderto attain a sm ooth curveand decreasethestatisticaluctuations

thestatisticalaveragehasbeen m adeboth overtheenergies(in theenergy window ofwidth

4 centered atE = 0)and overm any realizationsofthe disorder(there were typically few

thousandsofthem ).

A .C orrections to P (K )beyond R M T in 3d m etals.

In thissection we com pute the �nite g correctionsto the shape ofthe curvature distri-

bution in them etallicregim e,com paring thenum ericalresultswith theregularcorrections,

Eq.(2.1),(2.2).

Itturnsoutthatthem agnitudeofcorrectionsissm alland weneed to considera rather

large disorder (W � 10) to detect it. At yet larger values ofdisorder we m ay enter the

criticalregim e.Theonsetofthecriticalregim eexhibitsitselfin theweak dependenceofthe

conductance g and the m agnitude ofcorrection to P(k)on the system size L. In contrast

in a good m etala naiveestim ation ofCd in Eq.(2.1)yieldsjCdj/ W 4=L2.Theupperlim it

ofthecoe�cientjC djcan beestim ated from thecriticalconductanceg�3 = 4�2g� � 1.Since

jCdjisproportionalto a sm allparam eter(4�
3g)� 2 = (�g3)

� 2,itsvaluejustnearthecritical

region isproportionaltoasm allnum ericalfactor1=�2 � 0:1.Itisthissm allnum ericalfactor

togetherwith thestrong W -dependenceofCd thatm akesthecorrection to P(k)sm alland

Eq.(2.1)qualitatively applicableeven very closeto them obility edge.

1.GlobalVector Potential.

In Fig.4 weshow thenum ericalresultsfor�P(k)= P(k)� PW D (k)forthe3d m etallic

regim ein case I.Thecalculationsareperform ed forsystem sizeL = 8and disorderW = 12.

The num berofdisorderrealizationsis1500. The deviation ofP(k)from the RM T result

is very sm all,less than one percent. The m agnitude ofthe statisticalnoise present after

averaging isdoneappearsto beonly a littlesm allerthan thesignalitself.Neverthelessthe
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generaltrend ofthecurveagreeswith theanalyticalprediction Eq.(2.1):P(k)isabovethe

RM T resultatsm allk.W e have used the coe�cientC d in Eq.(2.1)asa free param eterin

the leastsquare �tting ofthe num ericalresults. The value C 3 = 0:0044 found from such a

�tting isprobably a reliableestim ateofthem agnitudeofthecorrection �P(k)in theabove

case.

2.Random M agnetic Flux

Thesam ecorrection �P(k)forthecaseofa random m agneticux isdisplayed in Fig.5.

The values ofthe param eters ofthe Ham iltonian are the sam e as for the previous case.

Despite the statisticaluctuations are stillrather strong,the num ericalresults are quite

signi�cant.W eseethatagain theexpression Eq.(2.1)providesa rathergood one-param eter

�tting function forthenum ericalresults.However,in thiscasethecoe�cientC d = � 0:014

isnegativein fullagreem entwith theanalyticalprediction.M oreover,thenum ericalresults

are consistent with the analyticalprediction even quantitatively. It follows from Eq.(2.2)

thatthereisa m agicrelationship fortheratio ofam plitudesofthecorrection in case Iand

case II:

R =
C
(I)

3

C
(II)

3

= �
1

3
; (5.3)

Our calculations give a result R = � 0:32 which is in an am azingly good agreem ent with

Eq.(5.3).

B .P (k) at the m obility edge in 3d and in 2d m etals.

A num ericalinvestigation ofthe distribution P(k) at the Anderson transition critical

pointhasbeen alreadycarried outin Ref.[10].Them ain �ndingofthenum ericalsim ulation

isthatthedistribution function atthem obilityedgeisrem arkablywell�tted bytheform ula:

P�(k)=
A �

(1+ jkj(2� �))
3

2� �

: (5.4)

with � � 0:4. Equation (5.4) de�nes a function that has a branching point ofthe type

Eq.(4.4)atk = 0 and the asym ptotic behaviorP�(k)/ jkj� 3,expected in allcaseswhere

thereisenergy levelrepulsion R(!;0)/ j!jat! � 1.Thefunction P�(k)isaratherspecial

one10,sinceonceitisproperly norm alized by choosing A � = (2� �)�[3=(2� �)]f[�[1=(2�

�)]�(2=(2� �)]g� 1 > 1,itautom atically satis�esthe condition
R
dkjkjP�(k)= 1 forall�.

Thus the fulldistribution P�(k)isdeterm ined uniquely by itsvalue atk = 0. Ifwe take

P�(k = 0)equalto the num ericalresult(thatisknown up to a sm allerrorbar)the whole

curveisparam eterfree.Alternatively wecan consider� asa freeparam eterthatshould be

determ ined by a leastsquare �tting ofthe overallnum ericalcurve. These two procedures

yield very closevaluesfor� and an excellentoverall�tting ofthenum ericalcurve,im plying

thattheextrapolation by m eansofthefunction P�(k)isvery self-consistent.

In Fig.6 we plotthe resultsforthe di�erence �P(k)= P(k)� PW D (k)forthe critical

disorderW = 16:5 and the system size L = 12 ascom pared to two one-param eter�tting
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curvesprovided byEq.(2.1)and Eq.(5.4).Itisclearly seen thatdespitetheanalyticfunction

�Preg(k)given by Eq.(2.1)reproducesa correctqualitativebehaviorof�P(k),thereissom e

featureatsm alljkjthatiscaptured betterby thenonanalytic�tting function,Eq.(5.4).

W e note also thatthisenhancem ent atsm alljkjrelative to �Preg(k)issize-dependent,

withP(k = 0)increasingwithL sothatafullsaturationisnotreached even forL = 10.Such

a behavior is beyond the one-param eter scaling and can be explained by the term ination

ofthe power-law tailin the characteristic function ~P(�) at a �nite � = (L=l)4. Indeed,

the power-law tailgiven by Eq.(4.3),m akes a contribution to P(k = 0) proportionalto
R(L=l)4

1 �� � d�. This contribution is size-dependent and increases with increasing L (with

a saturation at L=l ! 1 ) even exactly at the criticalpoint where the exponent � is a

constant.

Now letuscalculate the fractaldim ension d2 = 3� � using the relationship,Eq.(4.8),

between � and � = 3� �. For� � 0:4 we have � � 2:6 and d2 � 1:5. Thisvalue isin a

good agreem entwith directevaluation40 ofd2 from Eqs.(4.5),(4.6).

W e also checked thatin a 2d m etalthe deviation from the RM T result�P(k)hasthe

sam e qualitative form as in the 3d criticalcase. In Fig.7 we present plots of�P(k) for

di�erentvaluesofL and W = 6.An interesting featureseen in the�gureisthe�xed point

in �P(k)at k � 0:35. Despite the one-param eter function P�(k) does not have an exact

�xed pointatthe sam e value ofk,allthe curves obtained varying � do getvery close to

each otheratk � 0:35 in whatlooksalm ostlike a �xed point. Asin the 3d criticalcase,

theanalyticfunction �Preg(k)�tswelltheoveralldistribution butfailstodescribethesharp

enhancem entforsm allcurvaturesthatisinstead welldescribed by thefunction P�(k).This

isshown in Fig.8 forthesystem L = 30;W = 6.

V I.C O N C LU SIO N S

In this paper we have investigated both analytically and num erically the relationship

between thestatisticsofeigenfunctionsand thespectralstatisticsin disordered conductors.

The levelcurvature distribution hasbeen chosen asthe targetofourstudy,since itisthe

sim plest known exam ple ofparam etric spectralstatistics that can be used as a spectral

probeofthestructureofeigenfunctions.

Them ain resultsofthepaperareform ulated in Eqs.(2.1),(2.2),and Eqs.(4.4),(4.8).Num er-

icalresultsin agreem entwith theseanalyticalpredictionsarepresented in Figs.4,5,and 6,8

respectively. The �rsttwo equationsdescribe the regularcorrectionsbeyond RM T to the

levelcurvature distribution in disordered m etals. These corrections stem from long-range

correlationsin thewavefunctionswith a typicallength scaleoftheorderofthesam plesize.

The latter two equations sum m arize the e�ect oflocalirregularities (sharp peaks) in the

structureofeigenfunctionsin itsm ostdeveloped form (m ultifractality)in thecriticalregion

nearthem obility edge.

M oreover, Eq.(4.8) suggests an explicit relationship between the fractal dim ension

d2 = d � � ofa criticaleigenfunction and the exponent � in the power-law tailEq.(4.3)

ofthecharacteristic function ~Pc(�)thatdescribestheparticularparam etricspectralstatis-

ticsconsidered here(levelcurvaturedistribution).

Note that Eq.(4.8) is m ore generalthan Eq.(4.4). The latter requires rather strong

m ultifractality � > 4

3
,while the form erappliesto a generic criticalstate. Forinstance,it
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would be interesting to check itsvalidity forthe criticalstate in the quantum Halle�ect,

where � � 0:5 and we predict � � 8. Recent progress41 in num ericalsim ulations on the

Chalker-Coddington network m odel42 seem sto m akethetask attainable.

Asfarastheregularcorrectionsareconcerned,there isan interesting question ofwhat

happens to them for d > 4. The sum in Eq.(2.2) is a param eter-free num ber only for

d < 4 when it converges. For d > 4 the sum is divergent and requires a cut-o� at large

jqj. Thusforthe correctevaluation ofthissum itisnecessary to go beyond the di�usion

approxim ation and the approxim ation ofslow spatialvariations ofthe �eld Q(r) in the

nonlinearsigm a-m odel.Thedivergentsum in Eq.(2.2)im pliesthatford > 4 thecorrection

�P(k)to thelevelcurvaturedistribution isdom inated by short-rangespatialcorrelationsof

the eigenfunctions,in contrastto d < 4 where itisdom inated by long-range correlations.

Based on ourdiscussion attheend ofSec.IIA,theshort-rangenatureoftheeigenfunction

correlationsin d > 4 ism ostlikely the cause ofthe change ofsign in the correction �P(k)

forthe"global"caseI(ascom pared tod < 4)and thereason why �P(k)showsqualitatively

thesam ebehaviorofcaseII("local" perturbations).

One ofthe m ostim portantresultsEq.(2.4)ofourcalculationsisthatthe ratio r(g)of

the m ean levelcurvature hjK jiand the m ean Drude conductance 2g isnota constantand

is always larger than the RM T result r = 1. This is in a qualitative agreem ent with the

result43;44 thathjK ji/
p
g in a strictly one-dim ensionalcase where g � 1 and localization

e�ects are strong. Indeed,let us assum e that the square-root dependence is typicalfor

strongly localized states in any dim ensions. Then the function r(g) should behave like

r(g)/ g� 1=2 atsm allg � 1 and r(g)! 1 forg ! 1 . Ifin addition we m ake the natural

assum ption thatr(g)isa m onotonic function,we arrive atthe conclusion that�r(g)> 0

everywhere in agreem entwith Eq.(2.4).

A sim ilardeviation from the proportionality relationship hjK ji/ g hasbeen observed

recently in num ericalsim ulations45.
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A P P EN D IX A :EFFEC T IV E A C T IO N

Theparam etrization (2.13)enablesusto singleoutfastm odes eQ in theaction (2.12)as

follows:

F
h
eQ;Q 0

i

= Str

�
�g

8

�h�!
Q �;

eQ
i

� iLr eQ
�2
�

�

i
�g

4
k�2Q � + Q J

�

eQ

�

; (A1)

wherethefollowing notation hasbeen used:

�!
Q � = T0

b�T� 1
0 ; Q � = T0�T

� 1
0 ; Q J = T0JT

� 1
0 :
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g =
D

�L 2
= �D L

d� 2
; STr:::�

Z
dr

V
Str:::; K = 2g� k:

Taking advantageofthefactthatwe areinterested in � ! 0 lim itonly,itisconvenientto

absorb thelargeconductanceinto thede�nition oftheux �

2
g�2 ! �2 (whereverpossible).

Then introducing thedim ensionlessgradient@ =
q

�=2Lr and using theidentity

�2

2
STrQ �

eQ = STr
�!
Q

2

�
eQ;

werecasttheaction in thefollowing form

F
h
eQ;Q 0

i

= STr

�
1

4

�h�!
Q �;

eQ
i

� i
p
g@ eQ

�2
�

�

ik
�!
Q

2

� + Q J

�

eQ

�

: (A2)

Thesem anipulations,alongwith factthat fW scalesas fW = g� 1=2w,w / 1enableustocon-

structa perturbativeexpansion in theparam eter1=g� straightforwardly,sim ply expanding

F
h
eQ;Q 0

i

in powersofw. Thisprocedure isequivalentto selecting diagram scontributing

to thesam eorderin 1=g.Then forthepartition function wegettherepresentation:

Z = lim
�! 0

� �2

32�g
<

Z

D Q 0D
eQ � J

h
eQ
i

exp
�

� F
h
eQ;Q 0

i�

; (A3)

where J
h
eQ
i

isthe Jacobian ofthe transform ation Q !
�
eQ;Q 0

�

(obtained in the following

Appendix B).Theaction (A2)isexpanded asfollows:

F
h
eQ;Q 0

i

= F [Q 0]+
1

4
STr(@w)

2
+

1X

n= 1

g� n=2Fn=2[Q 0;w]: (A4)

The�rstterm oftheexpansion isnothing butthezero-m odeaction (RM T-lim it):

F [Q 0]= STr

�
1

2

��!
Q ��

�2
�

�

ik
�!
Q

2

� + Q J

�

�

�

:

Thesecond term in (A4)correspondsto thenoninteracting di�usion m odesapproxim ation.

The otherterm sin (A4)describe the interaction ofthe di�usion and zero m odeswith g� 1

playing theroleofa coupling constant.Forourpurposesitisenough to keep the�rstfour

interaction term sofexpansion:

F1=2 = iSTr
�!
Q �w@w; (A5)

F1 =
1

2
STr

�

A�w 2 +
��!
Q ��w

�2
+
1

4
(@w)

2
w 2

�

+ (A6)

+
1

8i
STr

n�!
Q �

�

@w
3 � 2w � @w � w

�o

;

F3=2 =
1

4
STr

�

A�w 3 + 2
��!
Q ��w

�2
w

�

+ (A7)

+
1

4i
STr

n�!
Q �

�

@w 3 � w + @w � w3 + @w 2 � w2
�o

;
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F2 =
1

8
STr

�

A�w 4 +
��!
Q ��w

2
�2
+ 2

��!
Q ��w

�2
w
2 +

1

2i

�!
Q �@w

5

�

; (A8)

+
1

64
STr

��

@w 3
�2
+ 2@w 5 � @w � 2@w4 � @w2

�

:

W ehaveused thenotation:

A =
�!
Q ��

�!
Q � � ik

�!
Q

2

� � QJ: (A9)

Averaging overthe fastm odescan beim plem ented by the use ofcontraction rulesderived

in36.W erecastthem in thefollowing form :
D
fW (r)R fW (r0)

E

= �(r;r0)
n

STrR � STr�R�� R + �R�
o

; (A10)
D
fW (r)STrR fW (r0)

E

= �(r;r0)
n

R � R � �
�

R � R
�

�
o

:

Thepropagator�(r;r0)satis�esthedi�usion equation:

� ��(r;r 0)=
1

�gL2
� � (r� r

0); � � 1(q)= �g(qL)
2
: (A11)

The contraction rules (A10) provide a basis for integrating out the fast m odes in (A3).

For exam ple,straightforward but lengthy calculations give us the following rules for the

integration ofproductoftwo verticesfrom (A7)containing no gradients:

D

STrA� fW 2(r)STrA� fW 2(r0)
E

c
= 4� 2(r;r0)

n

[STrA�]
2
� [STrA]

2
o

;
�

STr
h

B � fW (r)
i2
STr

h

B � fW (r0)
i2
�

c

= 4� 2(r;r0)�

�h

STr(B �)
2
i2
+

+
h

STrB 2
i2
� 2

h

STrB 2�
i2
+ STr

�

(B �)
4
+ B 4 � 2

�

B 2�
�2
��

;

�

STr
h

B � fW (r)
i2
STrA� fW 2(r0)

�

c

=

= 4� 2(r;r0)� STrA
�

2B 2�� B �B � �(B �)
2
�

:

wherethem atricessatisfythesym m etry relationsA = A; B = � B (fornotationssee5)and

the bracketsh:::ic m ean keeping only the connected partsofthe correlatorsafteraveraging

overfastm odes fW .

Thesecalculationscan beeasily extended to couplingsofgradientverticesaswell.Then

having athand allpossiblecouplingsweareableto constructa cum ulantexpansion forthe

partition function (A3).Keeping allnonvanishing correlatorsup to thesecond orderin 1=g

wearriveat:

F
eff = F0 + hF1i�

1

2

D

F
2
1

E

c
+
1

2

D

F1F
2
1=2

E

c
�

1

4!

D

F
4
1=2

E

c
; (A12)

F
eff

1 = hF1i= �
1

2

X

q

�(q)� STr
��!
Q ��

�2
;

F
eff

2 = �
1

2

D

F 2
1

E

c
+
1

2

D

F1F
2
1=2

E

c
�

1

4!

D

F 4
1=2

E

c
= 4

X

q

� 2(q)� (f2 + f3 + f4):

25



Heretheterm f2 correspondsto coupling oftwo gradientlessvertices(A7):

� 8f2 = [STrA�]
2
� [STrA]

2
+

�

STr
��!
Q ��

�2
�2

� 2

�

STr
�!
Q

2

��

�2

� STr

(
��!
Q ��

�4
� 2

�
�!
Q

2

��

�2

+ 2A

�

2
�!
Q

2

���
�!
Q ��

�!
Q � � �

��!
Q ��

�2
�)

;

f3 describesthecoupling oftwo gradientvertices(A5)to thegradientlessone(A7):

2d� f3 = STrA�� STr
��!
Q ��

�2
� 2STrA � STr

�!
Q

2

��+

�

STr
��!
Q ��

�2
�2

� 4

�

STr
�!
Q

2

��

�2

+ 2STr

�
�!
Q

2

��

�2

;

and thelastcontribution f4 com esfrom 4 coupled gradientvertices(A5):

�
4

9
d(d+ 2)� f4 =

�

STr
��!
Q ��

�2
�2

� 4

�

STr
�!
Q

2

��

�2

The expression forF eff can be sim pli�ed considerably ifone usesthe following factor-

ization propertiesoflong traces:

Str[(�̂2Q 0)
2]=

h

Str[̂�2Q 0]
i2
= �2 (A13)

Str[(�̂Q 0)
4]=

1

2

h

Str[(�̂Q 0)
2]
i2
=
�2

2

Str[(�̂Q 0)
2�̂2Q 0]=

1

2
Str[(�̂Q 0)

2]Str[̂�2Q 0]=
��

2

Str[(�̂Q 0)
2k̂Q

pp

0 ]=
1

2
Str[(�̂Q 0)

2]Str[̂kQ
pp

0 ]=
�

2
Str[̂kQ

pp

0 ]:

Thefactorizationholdsintheleadingpowerin thenoncom pactanglesintheoriginalEfetov’s

param etrization and can beshown by straightforward butextrem ely lengthy calculations.

Itisworth noting thatthe Jacobian J
h
eQ
i

also contributesto the e�ective action (the

lastterm in Eq.(2.19)). Taking into accountEq.(B10)ofAppendix B one concludes that

theJacobian leadstothereplacem entq2+ 1

�g
in �(q).Thusthe1=g 2 contribution from the

Jacobian followsfrom thecorrection to �(q)in F
eff

1 :

F
eff

jacob =
1

2

X

q

�(q)� STr
��!
Q ��

�2
(A14)

Collecting alltheresultsobtained in thisAppendix we arriveatthee�ective action F [Q 0]

given in Eqs.(2.19),(2.20).

Using these equations one can represent P(k) in the di�erentialform ofEq.(2.22). It

turns out that allthe relevant derivatives ofPa(k) over k can be expressed through the

derivativesovera.Using thefollowing identities:
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k
@

@k
Pa(k)

�
�
�
�
�
a= 1

= �

 

1+
@

@a

!

Pa(k)

�
�
�
�
�
a= 1

; (A15)

k
@2

@k@a
Pa(k)

�
�
�
�
�
a= 1

= �

 
@2

@a2
+ 2

@

@a

!

Pa(k)

�
�
�
�
�
a= 1

;

@2

@k2
Pa(k)

�
�
�
�
�
a= 1

=

 
@

@a
�

@2

@a2

!

Pa(k)

�
�
�
�
�
a= 1

;

k2
@2

@k2
Pa(k)

�
�
�
�
�
a= 1

=

 

2+ 4
@

@a
+

@2

@a2

!

Pa(k)

�
�
�
�
�
a= 1

wecan �nally represent�P(k)in theform Eq.(2.24)thatcontainsonly the�rstand second

derivativeswith respectofa.

A P P EN D IX B :C A LC U LAT IO N O F T H E JA C O B IA N

In the evaluation ofthe Jacobian ofthe transform ation Q !
�

Q 0;
eQ
�

we follow the

procedureproposed in Ref.[24]and provethattheJacobian doesnotdepend on zero-m ode

Q 0
37.Thederivation issim pli�ed ifwego to the\rational" param etrization �rst:

Q = (1� W )�(1� W )
� 1
; W =

 
B

B

!

: (B1)

Thisparam etrization hasbeen known sinceEfetov’swork5.Theadvantageofthisrepresen-

tation liesin thefactthatJacobian ofthetransform ation Q ! W equalsto unity.On the

anotherhand wehavethedecom position (2.13).Taking into accountthatT0 belongsto the

graded cosetspaceUO SP (2;2j4)=UO SP (2j2)
 UO SP (2j2)thecom pleteparam etrization

takestheform :

Q = T
� 1
0

eQT0; T0 =

s

1+ W 0

1� W0

; eQ =
�

1� fW
�

�
�

1� fW
�� 1

; (B2)

W 0 =

 
B 0

B 0

!

; fW =

 
eB

eB

!

:

Com paring these two representations (B1)and (B2)we derive the connection between W

and
�

W 0;
fW
�

:

W = (W 0 + $ )(1+ W 0$ )
� 1
; $ =

�

1� W 2
0

�� 1=2
fW

�

1� W 2
0

�1=2
; (B3)

B = (B 0 + b)(1+ B 0b)
� 1
; b=

�

1� B0B 0

�� 1=2
eB
�

1� B0B 0

�1=2
:

Sincethe�eld b(beingproportionalto fW )containsonly nonzerom om entaitcan betreated

perturbatively.Going to theFourierrepresentation and expanding (B3)up to second order

in bweseparatezero-and nonzero m om enta:

B (k = 0) = B 0 � SbqB 0b� q; (B4)

B (k 6= 0) = S
�

bk � bk+ qB 0b� q + bk+ q1+ q2B 0b� q1B 0b� q2

�

;
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where S =
�

1� B0B 0

�

has been introduced and the sum m ation over repeated indecis is

im plied.Therefore,we areinterested in Jacobian ofthetransform ation B ! (B 0;b)which

is equivalent to (B (k = 0);B (k 6= 0)) ! (B 0;bk6= 0). The corresponding Jacobian can be

represented in theblock-m atrix structure:

J = SD et

 
@B (0)=@B 0 @B (0)=@b

@B (;)=@B 0 @B (;)=@b

!

; (B5)

wherea shortnotation forthefollowing superm atriceshasbeen introduced:

[@B (0)=@b]
0k

= @B (q= 0)=@bk;

[@B (;)=@B 0]k0 = @B (k 6= 0)=@B 0;

[@B (;)=@b]
kk0

= @B (k 6= 0)=@bk0;

and right derivatives are im plied5. Using the identity for the superdeterm inant ofblock

m atriceswerecast(B5)in thefollowing form

J = J1 � J2; J1 = SD et
@B (;)

@b
; (B6)

J2 = S det

2

4
@B (0)

@B 0

�
@B (0)

@bk

 
@B (;)

@b

! � 1

kk0

@B (k06= 0)

@B 0

3

5 ;

whereS detactswithin thespaceof4� 4 m atrices,whileSD etspansk-spacealso.Lengthy

butstraightforward calculationsgiveusfollowing very usefulform ulae:

Str
@(D bF)

@b
= StrD � StrF; Str

@
�

D bF
�

@b
= StrD F;

Str
@(D 1b1F1)

@b1

@(D 2b2F2)

@b2
= StrD 1D 2 � StrF1F2;

Str
@(D 1b1F1)

@b1

@
�

D 2b2F2

�

@b2
= StrD 1D 2F 1F 2; (B7)

Str
@(D 1b1F1)

@b1

"
@(Gb)

@b

#� 1 @
�

D 2b2F2

�

@b2
= StrD 1G

� 1
D 2F 1F 2:

Now weexpand J1 up to second orderin b:

J1 = SD et
@(Sb)

@b
� K ;

where

K = exp

8
><

>:
STr

 
@(Sb)

@b

! � 1 @
�

bB 0bB 0b
�

@b
�
1

2
STr

2

4

 
@(Sb)

@b

! � 1 @
�

SbB 0b
�

@b

3

5

2
9
>=

>;
:
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Taking into accountthatSD et[@(Sb)=@b]= 1 and exploiting (B7)weobtain:

Str

 
@(Sb)

@b

! � 1 @
�

SbB 0bB 0b
�

@b
=

X

q6= 0;k

StrbqB 0StrB 0b� q; (B8)

Str

2

4

 
@(Sb)

@b

! � 1 @
�

SbB 0b
�

@b

3

5

2

= 2
X

k06= 0;k6= 0

Strbk0� kB 0StrB 0bk� k0: (B9)

Finally,wearriveat:

J1 = exp

(
X

k

Strb� kB 0StrB 0bk

)

:

Then with thesam eaccuracy wem ay recastJ2 in thefollowing form :

J2 = S det(1� �J2);

�J2 =
@
�

SbqB 0b� q

�

@B 0

�
@
�

SbqB 0b� q

�

@bk

 
@(Sb)

@b

! � 1
@(Sbk)

@B 0

� lnJ2 � Str
@
�

SbqB 0b� q

�

@B 0

� Str
@
�

SbqB 0b� q

�

@bk

 
@(Sb)

@b

! � 1
@(Sbk)

@B 0

Using form ulae(B7)weobtain:

Str
@
�

SbqB 0b� q

�

@B 0

= StrSbqb� q � StrB0bqB 0b� q

Str
@
�

SbqB 0b� q

�

@bk

 
@(Sb)

@b

! � 1
@(Sbk)

@B 0

= � StrSb� k

�

1� B0B 0

�� 1
bk � StrB0bkStrB 0b� k

+ StrSb� kbk � StrB0bkB 0b� k

Asa resultwe�nd forthesecond contribution J2:

� lnJ2 � Str
�

1� B0B 0

�

b� k

�

1� B0B 0

�� 1
bk + StrB 0bkStrB 0b� k

=
1

2

Z
dr

V
StrfW 2 + StrB 0bkStrB 0b� k

The param etrization used in thisAppendix di�ersslightly from the one used in the m ain

body ofpaper.Tocom eback totheoriginalparam etrization wem ustsubstitute fW ! fW =2

. Then collecting contributionsfrom J1 and J2 togetherwe �nally obtain Jacobian in the

form :

J
h
eQ
i

= exp

"

�
1

8

Z
dr

V
StrfW 2

#

: (B10)

Asonecan seefrom Eq.(B10)theJacobian doesnotcontain thezero-m odesatall.M orover,

being quadratic,it just plays the role ofa sm allfrequency (� 1=g) in the free di�usion

propagator. Expanding such m odi�ed propagatorwe recoverthe Jacobian contribution to

thee�ective action Eq.(A14).
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A P P EN D IX C :SO LU T IO N T O 2D LIO U V ILLE EQ U AT IO N

On the boundary ofthe square 
 [see Fig.3]the function u(z)and its�rstderivative

m ustbecontinuous.Because,by contruction,u(x)isanti-sym m etricwhen reected around

thesidesof
,itm ustbezero on theboundary of
:

�
�
�
�
�

dF

dz

�
�
�
�
�

2

=
2

16
(1+ jF(z)j2)2; (C1)

Forthecase ! 0 welook fora solution jF(z)j� 1.Then wehave

d

dz

 
1

F(z)

!

=


4
exp(i�); Im �= 0: (C2)

Suppose we m anage to �nd �(z)which isan analytic function inside the square 
 and is

realon itsboundary. Then the equation for1=F istrivially reducible to quadraturesand

the solution F(z)isan analytic function inside the square 
.Then in thelim it � 1 the

solution to theLiouvilleequation thatobeysthecondition u(z)= 0 on theboundary ofthe

square 
 is found by substituting the function F(z) into Eq.(3.26). In particular,in the

region wherejF(z)j� 1 wehave:

e
ju(z)j= jei�(z)j2: (C3)

Considerthefunction

z(t)=

p
2

�

Z t

0

d�

(1� �4)1=4
(C4)

which doesthe conform altransform ation ofthe unitcircle in the com plex plane oftonto

thesquare
 in thecom plex planeofz.Thisfunction obeysthesym m etry property:

z(it)= iz(t); z(t�)= z�(t): (C5)

Ifwe choose ei�(z) = [t(z)]� k,where k isa realparam eter,the analytic function �(z)will

autom atically berealon theboundary ofthesquare
.Integrating Eq.(C2)wearriveat:

1

F(z)
=


4

Z z

0

[t(z0)]� k dz0: (C6)

Forjzj� 1 wehavefrom Eq.(C4):

z=

p
2

�
t (C7)

and

F(z)= �
4



 
�
p
2

! k

(k� 1)zk� 1; (jzj� 1): (C8)

W eseethat,indeed,jF(z)j� 1 for
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jzj> r0 =

p
2

�

"


2�
p
2(k� 1)

# 1

k� 1

; (k > 1): (C9)

In thisregion thefunction u(z)isgiven by:

u(z)= � 2klnjt(z)j= � 2k< lnt(z); (jzj� r0): (C10)

Thus for r0 � 1,the solution to the 2d Liouville equation with boundary conditions

u(z)= 0on theboundaryofthesquare
isgiven byEq.(3.26)with F(z)de�ned in Eq.(C6).

Forjzj� 1 thissolution foru(z)dependsonly on jzj= r and isgiven by Eq.(3.36).
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Perturbative1=g correction to thecurvaturedistribution P (k)beyond theRM T result

PW D (k). The expression for �Preg(k)= P (k)� PW D (k) is given in Eqs.(2.1),(2.2). The dashed

line represents the case ofglobalT-breaking perturbation (Case I).The solid line represents the

case oflocalT-breaking perturbation (Case II).

FIG .2. Plot ofthe periodic solution u(x) ofthe Liouville equation Eq.(3.23), that enters

the instanton action ofEq.(3.22), for the quasi-1D case. The function is de� ned on the ring

� 1

2
< x < 1

2
. In the interval� 1

4
< x < 1

4
the function u(x)isthe positive solution ofEq.(3.27)

with thechoice b= 0 and k found from thecondition u(� 1=4)= 0.In theintervals� 1

2
< x < � 1

4

u(x)isconstructed by antisym m etric re ection around thepoints�1
4
.

FIG .3. De� nition dom ain ofthe periodic solution u(z) ofthe Liouville equation,Eq.(3.23),

forthe2d case.Thedom ain isa torus� 1=2 < x;y < 1=2,isrepresented hereby thelargesquare.

Insidethesquare
 with verticesatz = � 1=2;� i=2 thefunction u(z)istherealpositivesolution

ofEq.(3.23). In the rem aining partofthe larger square,u(z) is constructed by anti-sym m etric

re ection around thesidesofthesquare
 and itssign isnegative.

FIG .4. Num ericalresultsfor�P (k)= P (k)� PW D (k)forthe3dAnderson m odelin them etallic

regim e.Thedisorderisw = 12tand thesystem sizeisL= 12.Thecurvaturesarecalculated forcase

I,globalvectorpotential.Thesm ooth curveis� twith theanalyticalresultgiven in Eqs.(2.1),(2.2).

Thecoe� cientC3 istaken asa free param eterin the leastsquare� tting.

FIG .5. Thesam e asin Fig.4 butforcase II,localrandom m agnetic � eld.

FIG .6. Num ericalresultsforthedi� erence�P (k)= P (k)� PW D (k)forthe3d Anderson m odel

ofsystem size L = 12 atthe Anderson criticalpoint(disorderW = 16:5). The dashed and solid

curvesaretwo one-param eter� tting curvesprovided by by Eq.(2.1)and Eq.(5.4).

FIG .7. Num ericalresultsforthedi� erence�P (k)= P (k)� PW D (k)forthe2d Anderson m odel

ofdi� erentsystem sizesL = 12;16;20;24;30 and site disorderW = 6.

FIG .8. Num ericalresultsforthedi� erence�P (k)= P (k)� PW D (k)forthe2d Anderson m odel

ofsystem sizeL = 30 and sitedisorderW = 6.Thedashed and solid curvesaretwo one-param eter

� tting curvesprovided by by Eq.(2.1)and Eq.(5.4).
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