
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/9
71

21
53

v2
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.d
is

-n
n]

  1
9 

D
ec

 1
99

7

C O R R ELAT IO N S O F W AV E FU N C T IO N S IN D ISO R D ER ED

SY ST EM S �

AlexanderD.M irlin y

Institut f�ur Theorie der kondensierten M aterie,Universit�at Karlsruhe,

76128 Karlsruhe,Germ any

IN T R O D U C T IO N

Statisticalpropertiesofeigenfunction am plitudesindisordered andchaoticsystem s

haveattracted considerableresearch interestrecently.Fluctuationsofthewavefunction

am plitudes are believed to determ ine statisticalproperties ofconductance peaks in

quantum dotsin theCoulom b blockaderegim e 1,2,3,4,5,and can bedirectly m easured

in the m icrowave cavity experim ents 6,7. On the theoreticalside,the recentprogress

isbased on application ofthesupersym m etry m ethod to theproblem ofeigenfunction

statistics 8,2.Itwasfound thatin so-called zero-m odeapproxim ation thedistribution

ofeigenfunction am plitudes is correctly described by form ulas ofthe random m atrix

theory (RM T).Deviationsfrom theRM T predictionswerestudied in Refs.8,9,10,11.

Thepresentarticleaddressesaproblem ofcorrelationsofeigenfunction am plitudes.

A description ofcorrelationsin am plitudesofa wavefunction in relatively closepoints

ofa chaoticbilliard wasproposed by Berry 12 within a RM T-likeassum ption thatthe

wavefunction isasuperposition ofplanewaveswith random coe�cients.M orerecently,

thesecorrelationswereconsidered in adisordered system within thezero-m odeapprox-

im ation 13;theresultwaslatershown 14 to beequivalentto thatofRef.12.Thisresult

isvalid forsm allseparationsofthe two points(lessthan the m ean free path l). Here

we considersuch correlationsforarbitrary distances.These correlationsdeterm ine,in

particular,uctuationsofm atrix elem entsofthe (Coulom b)interaction,which are in

turn im portant for statisticalproperties ofspectra ofquantum dots. Another topic

addressed in the present paperisthatofcorrelation ofam plitudesofdi�erenteigen-

functions. Such correlations,while absent in RM T,appear in a disordered system .

They becom e especially strong near the Anderson m etal-insulator transition,where

they play a crucialrolein supporting theRM T-likelevelrepulsion.

Thisarticle isbased on recentworksdone in collaboration with Ya.M .Blanter,

Y.V.Fyodorov,and B.A.M uzykantskii9,15,16,17,18,19.

�Talk given at the NATO Advanced Study Institute \Supersym m etry and Trace Form ulae",Isaac

Newton Institute,Cam bridge,UK ,8{19 Septem ber1997.
yAlso atPetersburg NuclearPhysicsInstitute,188350 St.Petersburg,Russia.
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EIG EN FU N C T IO N C O R R ELAT IO N S IN T H E W EA K LO C A LIZAT IO N

R EG IM E

In this section, we study the correlations ofeigenfunctions in the regim e ofa

good conductor 9,15,16. The correlation function ofam plitudes ofone and the sam e

eigenfunction with energy E can beform ally de�ned asfollows:

�(r1;r2;E )=
D

j k(r1) k(r2)j
2
E

E
� �

*
X

k

j k(r1) k(r2)j
2
�(E � �k)

+

; (1)

where  k(r)and �k areeigenfunctionsand eigenvaluesofthe Ham iltonian in a partic-

ulardisordercon�guration U(r),the angularbracketsh:::idenote averaging overthe

disorderpotentialU(r),and � = h
P

k �(E � �k)i
�1 isthe m ean levelspacing. In the

caseofarealornum ericalexperim ent,calculation ofthecorrelation function (1)would

include averaging overallstatesin a relatively narrow energy window around E . An

analogouscorrelation function fortwo di�erenteigenfunctionsisde�ned as

�(r1;r2;E ;!)=
D

j k(r1) l(r2)j
2
E

E ;!

� �2R �1
2 (!)

*
X

k6= l

j k(r1) l(r2)j
2
�(E � �k)�(E + ! � �l)

+

; (2)

whereR 2(!)denotesthetwo-levelcorrelation function,

R 2(!)= � 2

*
X

k;l

�(E � �k)�(E + ! � �l)

+

: (3)

Eq.(2)de�nesan overlap ofthe eigenfunctions k and  l provided they have energies

closeto E with theenergy di�erenceequalto !.

To evaluate�(r1;r2;E )and �(r1;r2;E ;!)(Ref.16),weem ploy an identity

2�2
h

� �1
�(r1;r2;E )�(!)+ ��2 ~R 2(!)�(r1;r2;E ;!)

i

(4)

= Re
hD

G
R (r1;r1;E )G

A(r2;r2;E + !)� G
R(r1;r1;E )G

R (r2;r2;E + !)
Ei

;

where G R ;A(r;r0;E ) are retarded and advanced Green’s functions and ~R 2(!) is non-

singular part ofthe level-level correlation function: R 2(!) = ~R 2(!)+ �(!=�). A

naturalquestion,which arisesatthispoint,iswhetherthe r.h.s. ofEq.(4)cannotbe

sim ply found within thedi�uson-Cooperon perturbation theory 20.Such a calculation

would,however,be justi�ed only for! � � (m ore precisely,one hasto introduce an

im aginary part offrequency: ! ! ! + i�,and require that � � �). Therefore,it

would only allow to �nd a sm ooth in ! partof�(r1;r2;E ;!)for! � �. Evaluation

of�(r1;r2;E ),as wellas of�(r1;r2;E ;!) at ! � � cannot be done within such a

calculation. Forthisreason,we em ploy a non-perturbative supersym m etry approach

below.

The r.h.s. ofEq.(4) can be expressed in term s ofthe superm atrix �-m odel21,

yielding:

2�2
h

� �1
�(r1;r2;E )�(!)+ ��2

�(r1;r2;E ;!)~R 2(!)
i

= (��)2
h

1� RehQ11bb(r1)Q
22

bb(r2)iF � kd(r1 � r2)RehQ
12

bb(r1)Q
21

bb(r1)iF

i

; (5)

wherekd(r)= (��)�2 hIm G R (r)i2 isa short-rangefunction explicitly given by

kd(r)= exp(� r=l)

(
J20(pF r); 2D

(pF r)
�2 sin2pF r; 3D

: (6)
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Hereh:::iF denotestheaveragingwith theaction ofthesuperm atrixsigm a-m odelF[Q]:

h:::iF =

Z

D Q(:::)exp(� F[Q]);

F[Q]= �
��

4

Z

dr Str[D (r Q)2 + 2i(! + i0)�Q]; (7)

where D is the di�usion coe�cient, � is the density of states, Q = T �1 �T is a

4� 4 superm atrix, � = diag(1;1;� 1;� 1), and T belongs to the supercoset space

U(1;1j2)=U(1j1)� U(1j1). The sym bolStrdenotesthe supertrace de�ned asStrB =

B 11
bb � B11ff + B 22

bb � B22ff.Theupperm atrix indicescorrespond totheretarded-advanced

decom position,while the lowerindicesdenote the boson-ferm ion one. The action (7)

iswritten forthecase ofso-called unitary ensem ble (broken tim ereversalsym m etry),

which we consider below. Generalization to a system with tim e reversalsym m etry

(orthogonalensem ble) isstraightforward,and the results are presented in the end of

the section. Evaluating the �-m odelcorrelation functionsin the r.h.s. ofEq.(5)and

separating the resultinto the singularthe singular(proportionalto �(!))and regular

at! = 0 parts,onecan obtain thecorrelation functions�(r1;r2;E )and �(r1;r2;E ;!).

Thetwo-levelcorrelation function R 2(!)entering Eq.(5)isgiven in thisform alism by

R 2(!)=
1

2V 2
Re

Z

dr1dr2

h

1� hQ11bb(r1)Q
22

bb(r2)iF

i

: (8)

In the m etallic (weak localization)regim e,the sigm a-m odelcorrelation functions

hQ 11
bb(r1)Q

22
bb(r2)iF andhQ

12
bb(r1)Q

21
bb(r2)iF canbecalculated forrelativelylow frequencies

! � E c with theuseofa generalm ethod developed in Refs.22,9,which allowsoneto

takeinto accountspatialvariationsofthe�eld Q.Theresultsareobtained in form of

expansionsin g�1 ,wheregisthedim ensionlessconductance.First,werestrictourselves

to theterm soforderg�1 .Then,theresultforthe�rstcorrelation function readsas

hQ 11

bb(r1)Q
22

bb(r2)iF = � 1� 2i
exp(i�s)sin�s

(�s)2
�

2i

�s
�(r1;r2); (9)

where s = !=�+ i0. Here the di�usion propagator� isthe solution to the di�usion

equation

� D r2�(r1;r2)= (��)�1 [�(r1 � r2)� V
�1 ] (10)

with theNeum ann boundary condition (norm alderivativeequalto zero atthesam ple

boundary),which can bepresented in theform

�(r1;r2)= (��)�1
X

q

(D q2)�1 �q(r1)�q(r2); (11)

with�q beingtheeigenfunctionofthedi�usionoperatorcorrespondingtotheeigenvalue

D q2,q 6= 0. The �rst two term s in Eq. (9) represent the result ofthe zero-m ode

approxim ation 21,which takesinto accountonly the spatially constantcon�gurations

ofthe �eld Q(r),so thatthe functionalintegraloverD Q(r)isreduced to an integral

over a single m atrix Q. The last term is the correction oforder g�1 . An analogous

calculation forthesecond correlatoryields:

hQ 12

bb(r1)Q
21

bb(r2)iF = � 2

(
i

�s
+

"

1+ i
exp(i�s)sin�s

(�s)2

#

�(r1;r2)

)

: (12)

Now,separating regularand singularpartsin r.h.s.ofEq.(5),weobtain thefollowing

resultfortheautocorrelationsofthesam eeigenfunction:

V
2hj k(r1) k(r2)j

2iE � 1= kd(r)[1+ �(r1;r1)]+ �(r1;r2); (13)
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and forthecorrelation ofam plitudesoftwo di�erenteigenfunctions

V
2hj k(r1) l(r2)j

2iE ;! � 1= kd(r)�(r1;r1);k 6= l (14)

In particular,forr1 = r2 wehave

V
2hj k(r) lr)j

2iE ;! � 1= �kl+ (1+ �kl)�(r;r): (15)

Notethattheresult(13)forr1 = r2 istheinverseparticipation ratiocalculated in Ref.

9;on the otherhand,neglecting the term swith the di�usion propagator(i.e. m aking

thezero-m odeapproxim ation),wereproducetheresultofRefs.12,13,14.

Eqs. (14),(15) show that the correlations between di�erent eigenfunctions are

relatively sm allin theweak disorderregim e.Indeed,they areproportionaltothesm all

param eter�(r;r),which isequalin the case of2D geom etry to (L isthe size ofthe

system )

�(r;r)= (�g)�1 lnL=l; 2D ; (16)

with g = 2��D .Fora quasi-1D wireorstrip ofthelength L,

�(r;r)=
2

g

�
1

6
+ B 2

�
r

L

��

; 0� r� L ; (17)

whereg = 2��D =L,and B2(x)= x2� x+ 1=6 istheBernoullipolynom ial.z Thecorre-

lationsare enhanced by disorder;when the system approachesthe strong localization

regim e,therelativem agnitudeofcorrelations,�(r;r)ceasesto besm all.Thecorrela-

tionsneartheAnderson localization transition willbediscussed in thenextsection of

thepaper.

Another correlation function,generally used for the calculation ofthe linear re-

sponseofthesystem ,

(r1;r2;E ;!)= h �
k(r1) l(r1) k(r2) 

�
l(r2)iE ;!

� �2R �1
2 (!)

*
X

k6= l

 
�
k(r1) l(r1) k(r2) 

�
l(r2)�(E � �k)�(E + ! � �l)

+

(18)

can becalculated in a sim ilarway;theresultreads

V
2h �

k(r1) l(r1) k(r2) 
�
l(r2)iE ;! = kd(r)+ �(r1;r2); k 6= l: (19)

Asisseen from Eqs. (13),(14),(19),in the 1=g orderthe correlation functions

�(r1;r2;E )and(r1;r2;E ;!)surviveforthelargeseparationbetween thepoints,r� l,

while �(r1;r2;E ;!)decays exponentially forthe distances larger than the m ean free

path l. Thisis,however,an artifactofthe g�1 approxim ation,and the investigation

ofthecorresponding tailsrequirestheextension ofthe abovecalculation to the term s

proportionalto g�2 . W e �nd thatthe correlatorhQ 11
bb(r1)Q

22
bb(r2)iF getsthe following

correction:

�hQ11bb(r1)Q
22

bb(r2)iF = � f1 + 2f4 + exp(2i�s)f3 � 2i
exp(2i�s)

�s
(f2 � f3)

�
exp(2i�s)� 1

2(�s)2
(f1 � 4f2 + 3f3 � 2f4): (20)

z In the 3D geom etry,the sum overthe m om enta q in Eq.(11)determ ining �(r;r)divergesatlarge

q and isdeterm ined by the uppercut-o�,q � 1=l,yielding �(r;r)� g �1 L=l. Thisreectsthe fact

thatin 3D geom etry thetruly local(r1 = r2)correlationsm ay notbegiven correctly by thedi�usion

approxim ation and can depend on m icroscopicstructureoftherandom potential.Forthisreason,we

do notconsiderlocalcorrelationsin 3D geom etry here.Note,however,thatthisconcernsthe global

geom etry ofthe sam ple;locally the system can be eitherof2D or3D nature,which determ inesthe

form ofthe function kd(r)(e.g,a wireislocally 3D,buthasa quasi-1D geom etry).
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Herewede�ned thefunctions

f1(r1;r2)= � 2(r1;r2);

f2(r1;r2)= (2V )�1
Z

dr
h

� 2(r;r1)+ � 2(r;r2)
i

;

f3 = V
�2

Z

drdr
0� 2(r;r0);

f4(r1;r2)= V
�1

Z

dr�(r;r1)�(r;r2): (21)

Consequently,we obtain the following results forthe correlationsofdi�erent (k 6= l)

eigenfunctionsatr> l:

V
2hj k(r1) l(r2)j

2iE ;! � 1=
1

2
(f1 � f3 � 2f4)

+2(f2 � f3)

 
sin2�s

(�s)2
�
sin2�s

2�s

!  

1�
sin2�s

(�s)2

! �1

: (22)

Asitshould be expected,the double integraloverthe both coordinatesofthiscorre-

lation function isequalto zero.Thisproperty isjustthenorm alization condition and

should hold in arbitrary orderofexpansion in g�1 .

The quantities f2, f3, and f4 are proportional to g�2 , with som e (geom etry-

dependent)prefactorsoforderunity. On the otherhand,f1 in 2D and 3D geom etry

dependsessentially on thedistancer= jr1 � r2j.In particular,forl� r� L we�nd

f1(r1;r2)= � 2(r1;r2)�

8
>>><

>>>:

1

(�g)2
ln

2 L

r
; 2D

1

(4�2�D r)2
; 3D

Thus,forl< r� L,thecontributionsproportionalto f1 dom inatein Eq.(22),and we

get

V
2hj k(r1) l(r2)j

2iE ;! � 1=
1

2
� 2(r1;r2); k 6= l: (23)

On the other hand,for the case ofquasi-1D geom etry (as wellas in 2D and 3D for

r � L),allquantities f1,f2,f3,and f4 are oforder of1=g
2. Thus,the correlator

�(r1;r2;E ;!)acquiresa non-trivial(oscillatory)frequency dependenceon a scale! �

� described by thesecond term in ther.h.s.ofEq.(22).In particular,in thequasi-1D

casethefunction f2 � f3 determ ining thespatialdependenceofthisterm hastheform

f2 � f3 = �
2

3g2

�

B 4

�
r1

L

�

+ B 4

�
r2

L

��

; (24)

whereB 4(x)= x4 � 2x3 + x2 � 1=30.

Letusrem ind the readerthatthe above derivation isvalid for! � E c.In order

toobtain theresultsin therange! � Ec onecan calculatethesigm a-m odelcorrelation

functionsentering Eqs.(5)by m eansoftheperturbation theory 20.W e�nd then

V
2hj k(r1) l(r2)j

2iE ;! = 1+ Refkd(r)� !(r1;r2)

+
1

2

�

� 2

!(r1;r2)�
1

V 2

Z

drdr
0� 2

!(r;r
0)

��

; (25)

V
2h �

k(r1) l(r1) k(r2) 
�
l(r2)iE ;! = kd(r)+ Re� !(r1;r2);
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where� !(r1;r2)isthe�nite-frequency di�usion propagator

� !(r1;r2)= (��)�1
X

q

�q(r1)�q(r2)

D q2 � i!
; (26)

andthesum m ationinEq.(26)now includesq = 0.Aswasm entioned,theperturbation

theory should givecorrectly thenon-oscillatory (in !)partofthecorrelation functions

at ! � �. Indeed,it can be checked that Eqs.(25) m atch the supersym m etric �-

m odelresultsin thisregim e.Furtherm ore,in the1=g order[which m eanskeeping only

linear in � ! term s in (25) and neglecting � i! in denom inator ofEq.(26)]Eqs.(25),

(26)reproducetheexactresults(13),(19)even atsm allfrequencies! � �.W estress

however thatthe perturbative calculation is notjusti�ed in this region and only the

supersym m etry m ethod providesa rigorousderivation oftheseresults.

As was m entioned,the case ofbroken tim e reversalsym m etry (unitary ensem -

ble) was considered above. Generalization to a system with unbroken tim e reversal

sym m etry isstraightforward 16;in 1=g-orderEqs.(13),(14),and (19)are m odi�ed as

follows:

V
2hj k(r1) k(r2)j

2iE = [1+ 2kd(r)][1+ 2� D (r1;r2)]; (27)

V
2hj k(r1) l(r2)j

2iE ;! � 1= 2kd(r)� D (r1;r2): (28)

V
2h �

k(r1) l(r1) k(r2) 
�
l(r2)iE ;! = kd(r)+ [1+ kd(r)]� D (r1;r2); k 6= l: (29)

Using the supersym m etry m ethod,one can calculate also higher order correla-

tion functions of eigenfunction am plitudes. In particular, the correlation function

hj 4
k(r1)jj 

4
k(r2)jiE determ ines uctuations of the inverse participation ratio (IPR)

I2 =
R
drj 4(r)j. Detailsofthe corresponding calculation can be found in Ref.9;the

resultfortherelativevarianceofIPR,�(I2)= var(I2)=hI2i
2 being

�(I2)=
8

�2
f3 =

32ad

�2g2
; (30)

with a num ericalcoe�cienta d depending on thesam pledim ensionality d and equalto

a1 = 1=90,a2 � 0:0266 and a3 � 0:0527 forquasi-1D,2D,and 3D geom etry respec-

tively.Theuctuations(30)havethesam erelativem agnitudeasthefam ousuniversal

conductance uctuations.Notealso thatextrapolating Eq.(30)to theAnderson tran-

sition point,whereg � 1,we�nd �(I2)� 1,so thatthem agnitudeofIPR uctuations

isofthe orderofitsm ean value (which is,in turn,m uch largerthan in the m etallic

regim e;seethenextsection).

Sim ilarly,correlationsofeigenfunction am plitudesdeterm ineuctuationsofm atrix

elem entsofan operatorofsom e(say,Coulom b)interaction com puted on eigenfunctions

 k ofthe one-particle Ham iltonian in a random potential. Such a problem naturally

arises,when one wishesto study the e�ectofinteraction onto statisticalpropertiesof

excitationsin a m esoscopicsam ple(seebelow).

Finally,theaboveconsideration can begeneralized toaballisticchaoticsystem ,by

applying a recently developed ballisticgeneralization ofthe�-m odel23,24.Theresults

are then expressed in term s ofthe (averaged over the direction ofvelocity) kernel

g(r1;n1;r2;n2)ofthe Liouville operator K̂ = vF nr governing the classicaldynam ics

in thesystem ,

�(r1;r2)=

Z

dn1dn2 g(r1;n1;r2;n2);

K̂ g(r1;n1;r2;n2)= (��)
�1

h

�(r1 � r2)�(n1 � n2)� V
�1
i

: (31)

6



Here n is a unit vector determ ining the direction ofm om entum ,and norm alization
R
dn = 1 isused.Equivalently,thefunction �(r1;r2)can bede�ned as

�(r1;r2)=

Z 1

0

dt

Z

dn1 ~g(r1;n1;t;r2); (32)

where ~g isdeterm ined by theevolution equation

 
@

@t
+ vF n1r 1

!

~g(r1;n1;t;r2)= 0 ; t> 0 (33)

with theboundary condition

~gjt= 0 = (��)�1 [�(r1 � r2)� V
�1 ]: (34)

Eq.(31)isa natural\ballistic" counterpartofEq.(10).In particular,generalization of

Eqs.(13),(27)forthecorrelationsofan eigenfunction am plitudesin twodi�erentpoints

onto theballisticcasereads19

�(r1;r2;E )= 1+
2

�
�(r1;r2): (35)

Note thatthe ballistic �-m odelapproach isofsem iclassicalnature and thusvalid on

distances m uch larger than the wave length �F . For this reason,Eqs.(35) represent

the sm oothed correlation function,which isnotvalid forjr1 � r2j� �F . Indeed,the

contribution to �(r1;r2) from the straight line m otion from r2 to r1 can be easily

evaluated,yielding e.g.in the2D case� (0)(r1;r2)= 1=(�pF jr1 � r2j).Thisisnothing

else but the sm oothed version ofthe function kd(jr1 � r2j) = J20(pF jr1 � r2j) giving

the leading contribution to the short-scale correlations. A form ula forthe variance of

m atrix elem entsclosely related to Eq.(35)wasobtained in the sem iclassicalapproach

in Ref.25. In a very recentpaper 26 a sim ilargeneralization ofthe Berry form ula for

h �
k(r1) k(r2)iwasproposed.

Eq.(35)showsthatcorrelationsin eigenfunction am plitudesin rem ote pointsare

determ ined by the classicaldynam ics in the system . Itis closely related to the phe-

nom enon ofscarring ofeigenfunctionsby theclassicalorbits27,28.Indeed,ifr1 and r2
belong to a shortperiodic orbit,the function �(r1;r2)ispositive,so thatthe am pli-

tudesj k(r1)j
2 and j k(r2)j

2 arepositively correlated.Thisisareection ofthe\scars"

associated with thisperiodicorbitsand aquantitativecharacterization oftheirstrength

in thecoordinatespace.Notethatthise�ectgetssm allerwith increasing energy E of

eigenfunctions. Indeed,fora strongly chaotic system and forjr1 � r2j� L (L being

the system size),we have in the 2D case �(r1;r2) � �F =L,so that the m agnitude

ofcorrelationsdecreasesasE �1=2 . The function �(r1;r2)wasexplicitly calculated in

Ref.19 fora circularbilliard with di�usive surfacescattering.

ST R O N G C O R R ELAT IO N S O F EIG EN FU N C T IO N S A N D LEV EL R E-

PU LSIO N AT T H E A N D ER SO N LO C A LIZAT IO N T R A N SIT IO N

In thepreceding section,weconsidered them etallicregim e,wherea typicalwave-

function  i(r)isextended and coversuniform ly allthe sam ple volum e. W hen system

approachesthepointofAnderson transition E c,theseextended eigenfunctionsbecom e

lessand lesshom ogeneousin spaceshowing regionswith largerand sm alleram plitudes

and eventuallyform ingam ultifractalstructurein thevicinityofE c.Tocharacterizethe

7



degreeofnon-hom ogeneity quantitatively,itisconvenientto usetheinverseparticipa-

tion ratio (IPR)hI2(E )i=
R
dr�(r;r;E )Forextended statesthisquantity isinversely

proportionalto the system volum e: hI2(E )i = A(E )L�d ,with L and d standing for

the system size and spatialdim ension,respectively. The coe�cientA in thisrelation

m easuresa fraction ofthesystem volum ewhereeigenfunction isappreciably non-zero.

In theregim eofa good conductorA � 1+ 2=� � 1,whereascloseto them obility edge

E = E c itbecom eslarge and divergeslike A(E )/ jE � Ecj
�� 2,with a criticalindex

�2 > 0 29. This m eans thateigenfunctions becom e m ore and m ore sparse,when the

system approachesthe criticalpointofthe Anderson transition. Justatthe m obility

edge eigenfunctionsoccupy a vanishing fraction ofthe system volum e and IPR scales

like hI2(E )i/ L�d+ � ,with � > 0. Such a behaviorreectsm ultifractal30,31,32 struc-

ture ofcriticaleigenstates. Atlast,in the insulating phase any eigenstate islocalized

in a dom ain of�niteextension � and IPR rem ains�nitein thelim itofin�nitesystem

sizeL ! 1 .

Thistransparentpictureservesasa basisforqualitativeunderstanding ofspectral

propertiesofdisorderedconductors.Indeed,aslongaseigenstatesarewellextended and

coverthewholesam ple,theyoverlap substantiallyandcorrespondingenergylevelsrepel

each otherin thesam eway asin RM T.Asa result,theW igner-Dyson (W D)statistics

describes wellenergy levels in a good m etal 21,20,22. In contrast,in the insulating

phase di�erenteigenfunctionscorresponding to levelsclose in energy are localized far

apartfrom one anotherand theiroverlap isnegligible. Thisisthe reason forabsence

ofcorrelationsofenergy levelsin thisregim e{ theso-called Poisson statistics.

However,a naive extrapolation ofthisargum entto the vicinity ofthe transition

pointwould lead to a wrong conclusion. Indeed,one m ightexpect thatsparse (m ul-

tifractalin the criticalpoint)eigenstatesfailto overlap,thatwould resultin essential

weakening oflevelcorrelationscloseto them obility edgeand vanishing levelrepulsion

atE = E c.However,num ericalsim ulationsshow
33,34,35,36,37 thateven atthem obil-

ity edge levels repeleach otherstrongly,though the whole statisticsisdi�erentfrom

theW D one.Thepurposeofthissection isto explain how thisapparentcontradiction

is resolved. W e willshow that criticaleigenstates for nearby levels are so strongly

correlated thatthey overlap wellin spiteoftheirsparsestructure.

To calculate the overlap function �(r;r;E ;!) in the criticalregim e 17,we will

exploitan exactly solvablem odeloftheAnderson transition { so-called sparserandom

m atrix (SRM )m odel38.Thism odelisessentially equivalentto a tight-binding m odel,

which is locally oftree-like stricture (i.e has no sm all-scale loops),with m atrix size

N playing a role ofthe system volum e (num ber ofsites ofthe tight-binding m odel).

The SRM m odelcan be used to constructan e�ective m ean-�eld theory ofAnderson

localization 39 corresponding to the lim it d = 1 . The inverse participation ratio

hI2(E )i = N �(r;r;E ) is proportionalto 1=N in the delocalized phase,as expected:

hI2(E )i= A(E )=N . The coe�cientA(E )divergesclose to the transition point,jE �

E cj� E c,like A(E ) / exp
�

constjE � Ecj
�1=2

�
39 which di�ers from the power-law

behaviorexpected forconventionald� dim ensionalsystem s.Theoriginofsuch acritical

dependence was explained in 39,40 and stem s from the fact thatA(E ) is determ ined

essentially by the"correlation volum e" V (�)(i.e.num berofsitesata distancesm aller

than correlation length �),which isexponentially large,V (�)/ exp(const�),fortree-

like structures,whereasV (�)/ �d fora d� dim ensionallattice.Having thisdi�erence

in m ind,one can translate the resultsobtained in the fram ework ofd = 1 m odelsto

their�nite-dim ensionalcounterparts 40.

The calculation ofthe inverse participation ration N �(r;r;E ) can be extended

onto the overlap correlation function �(r;r;E ;!). Evaluating the r.h.s. ofEq.(4),we
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�nd thefollowing relation 17:

�(r;r;E ;!)=
�

� + 2
�(r;r;E ): (36)

Thisrelation isvalid everywherein thephaseofextended eigenstates,up tothem obility

edgeE = E c,provided thenum berofsites(thesystem volum e)exceedsthecorrelation

volum e. In particular,itisvalid in the criticalregion jE � Ecj� E c,where a typical

eigenfunction isvery sparseand �(r;r;E )growslikeexp
�

constjE � Ecj
�1=2

�

.

Eq.(36)im plies the following structure ofeigenfunctions within an energy inter-

val�E = ! < A�1 (E ). Each eigenstate can be represented as a product 	 i(r) =

 i(r)�E (r).Herethefunction �E (r)isan eigenfunction envelopeof"bum psand dips"

Itisthesam eforalleigenstatesaround energy E,reectsunderlying gross(m ultifrac-

tal)spatialstructureand governsthedivergence oftheinverse participation ratio (i.e.

ofthe factor A(E )) at the criticalpoint. In contrast, i(r) is Gaussian white-noise

com ponentuctuating in spaceon thescaleoflatticeconstant.It�llsin theenvelope

function �E (r)in an individualway foreach eigenfunction,butisnotcritical,i.e. is

notsensitive to the vicinity ofthe Anderson transition. These Gaussian uctuations

are responsible for the factor �=(� + 2) (which is the sam e as in the corresponding

Gaussian Ensem ble)in Eq.(36).

Aswasalreadym entioned,thispictureisvalid in theenergywindow �E � A�1 (E )

around the energy E ; the num ber oflevels in this window being large as �E =� �

N A �1 (E ) � 1 in the therm odynam ic lim it N ! 1 . These states form a kind of

Gaussian Ensem ble on a spatially non-uniform (m ultifractalforE ! E c)background

�E (r). Since the eigenfunction correlationsare described by the form ula (36),which

hasexactly the sam e form asin the Gaussian Ensem ble,itisnotsurprising thatthe

levelstatisticshastheW D form everywhere in theextended phase 38.

W ebelieveonphysicalgroundsthatthesam epictureshouldholdforaconventional

d-dim ensionalconductor. Firstofall,the generalm echanism ofthe transition isthe

sam e in d < 1 and d = 1 m odels. Furtherm ore,the sparsity (m ultifractality) of

eigenstates nearthe transition pointtakes itsextrem e form ford = 1 m odels 40,so

thatsincethestrong correlations(36)takeplaceatd = 1 itwould bevery surprising

ifthey do nothold at�nite d aswell. Finally,Eq.(36)issupported by the resultsof

the calculationsin the weak localization regim e. Keeping only the leading (in d � 2)

term sproportionalto the powersof�(r;r)and considering the unitary ensem ble for

de�niteness,wehaveup to thetwo-loop order(seeEq.(22)and Ref.9)

�(r;r;E ;!)= V
�2

�

1+ �(r;r)+
1

2
� 2(r;r)+ :::

�

=
1

2
�(r;r;E ); (37)

in fullagreem entwith Eq.(36).

Replacing A(E )by the d-dim ensionalcorrelation volum e � �d,we conclude that

for E close to E c Eq.(36) should be valid for! < � �,where � � / 1=�d is the level

spacing in the correlation volum e. Forlarger!,�(r;E ;!)isexpected to decrease as

!��=d according to thescaling argum ents31,32,41,so thatwe�nd �(r;E ;!)=�(r;E )�

(!=� �)
��=d ,up to a num ericalcoe�cientoforderofunity.Again,forany valueofthe

energy E in the delocalized phase,taking the system size L large enough,L � �,we

havea largenum beroflevels�E =�� � �=�/ (L=�)d in theenergy window �E where

Eq.(36)holds,so thatthelevelcorrelation willbeoftheW D form .

Finally,letusconsiderwhathappenswhen wegofrom thecriticalregim e(� large,

butL � �)to thecriticalpoint(� � L).Forthispurpose,letuskeep thesystem size

L �xed and changetheenergy toward E c,so that� increases.W hen � getscom parable

9



to the system size,� � L,we have �� � �. Thisisthe borderofapplicability ofthe

aboveconsideration.Correspondingly,we�nd

�(r;r;E ;!)=�(r;r;E )� 1 ; ! < � (38)

and �(r;r;E ;!)=�(r;r;E )� (!=�)��=d for! > �. W hen E approachesfurtherE c,

thecorrelation length � � L getsirrelevant,sothattheseresultswillhold in thecritical

point(� = 1 ).Ofcourse,Eq.(38)isnotsu�cientto ensure the W D statisticsin the

criticalpoint,sincethereisonly oforderofonelevelwithin itsvalidity range�E � �.

Indeed,thenum ericalsim ulationsshow thatthelevelstatisticson them obility edgeis

di�erentfrom theW D one 33,34,35,36,37.

However,Eq.(38)allowsusto m ake an im portantconclusion concerning the be-

havior ofR 2(!) at sm all! < �,or,which is essentially the sam e,the behavior of

the nearest neighbor spacing distribution P(s),s = !=�,at s < 1. For this pur-

pose,it is enough to consider only two neighboring levels. Let their energy di�er-

ence be !0 � �. Let us now perturb the system by a random potentialV (r) with

hV (r)i= 0,hV (r)V (r0)i= ��(r� r0). Forthe two-levelsystem itreducesto a 2� 2

m atrix fVijg; i;j= 1;2,with elem entsVij =
R
ddrV (r)	 �

i(r)	 j(r).The crucialpoint

isthatthevariancesofthediagonaland o�-diagonalm atrix elem entsareaccording to

Eq.(38)equalto each otherup to a factoroforderofunity:

hV 2

11i=hjV
2

12ji= �(r;r;E ;!)=�(r;r;E )� 1 (39)

Thedistancebetween theperturbed levelsisgiven by ! = [(V11� V22+ !0)
2+ jV12j

2]1=2.

Choosing the am plitude ofthe potentialin such a way that the typicalenergy shift

V11 � � and using Eq.(39),we �nd hjV12j
2i� �. Asa result,the probability density

for the levelseparation ! is for ! � � ofthe form dP � (!=�) �d!=�,with som e

prefactor oforder ofunity. W e thus conclude that in the criticalpointP(s)’ c�s
�

for s � 1 with a coe�cient c � oforder ofunity,in agreem ent with the num erical

�ndings 34,35,37.

FLU C T U AT IO N S IN T H E A D D IT IO N SPEC T R A O F Q U A N T U M D O T S

In this section we discuss e�ects ofthe eigenfunction statistics on the spectral

propertiesofquantum dots.Theelectron levelsofaquantum dotcan beresolved ifthe

tem perature T islessthan the m ean single-particle levelspacing in a dotand can be

studied in transportexperim ents(see the recentreview 42 and referencestherein). In

sm alldotscontaining only few electronsthese levelsshow a regularstructure fam iliar

from theatom icphysics 43.W hatwe have in m ind herearehoweverlargerdots(con-

tainingin typicalexperim entsfrom few hundred tofew thousand conductingelectrons).

Thesedotsareeitherdisordered (di�usive)or,although beingballistic,areexpected to

have chaotic dynam icsdue to theirirregularshape. Asa result,itisnaturalto use a

statisticaldescription ofthepropertiesofenergy levelsand eigenfunctionsin such dots.

There aretwo typesofthe quantum dotspectra studied experim entally via m ea-

suringtheirI{V characteristics:(i)excitation spectrum ,when excited levelsareprobed

in a dotwith given num berofelectronsby increasing thesource-drain voltage,and (ii)

addition spectrum ,when electrons are added one by one by changing the gate volt-

age. In the lattercase,which willbe the subjectofourconsideration here,one �nds

narrow conductance peaks separated the regions of(alm ost) zero current (Coulom b

blockade). Statisticsofthe spacingsbetween these peakswasstudied in a num berof

recentexperim ents 44,45,46;wewillreturn to theexperim entalresultsbelow.
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The sim plest theoreticalm odelwhich m ay be used to study distribution ofthe

spacingsisasfollows. One considersa dotasa �xed size di�usive m esoscopic sam ple

and assum esthatchangingagatevoltagebyan am ount�Vg sim plyreducestoauniform

change ofthe potentialinside the dot by a constant  �Vg, with certain num erical

coe�cient  (\lever arm "). Such a m odelwas used for num ericalsim ulations ofthe

addition spectra in Refs.44,47.Below weconsiderthestatisticsofpeak spacingswithin

this m odel18,and later return to the approxim ations involved. W e willneglect the

spin degree offreedom ofelectronsof�rst;inclusion ofthe spin willbealso discussed

in theend ofthesection.

Thedistancebetween thetwo consecutive conductance peaksisgiven by

SN = (E N + 2 � EN + 1)� (EN + 1 � EN )

= �
N + 2

N + 1 � �
N + 1

N ; (40)

where E N is the ground state ofa sam ple with N electrons. In the second line of

Eq.(40)werewroteSN in term softheHartree-Fock singleelectron energy levels,with

�
j

i denotingtheenergy ofthestate# jin thedotcontainingielectrons.Itisconvenient

to decom poseSN in thefollowing way

SN = (�N + 2

N + 1 � �
N + 2

N )+ (�N + 2

N � �
N + 1

N )

� E1 + E 2 (41)

ThequantityE 2 isthedistancebetween thetwolevelsofthesam eone-particle(Hartree-

Fock) Ham iltonian Ĥ N (describing a dot with N electrons) and is expected to obey

RM T;in particularhE 2i= � and r.m .s.(E 2)= a� with a num ericalcoe�cient a of

orderofunity [a = 0:52 (0:42)forthe orthogonal(resp. unitary)ensem ble]. On the

otherhand,E 1 isa shiftofthe level# (N + 2)due to the change ofthe Ham iltonian

Ĥ N ! Ĥ N + 1 accom panying addition oftheelectron # (N + 1)to thesystem .Itcan be

in turn decom posed into thefollowing threecontributions 18

E 1 = e
2
=C +

Z

dr
�

j 2

N + 1(r)j+ j 2

N + 2(r)j
�

�U(r)

+

Z

drdr
0j 2

N + 1(r)jj 
2

N + 2(r
0)jU�(jr� r

0j)

= E
(0)

1 + E
(1)

1 + E
(2)

1 (42)

HereC isthedotcapacitance,�U(r)isthechangeoftheself-consistentpotentialdue

to addition ofone electron (i.e. di�erence in the self-consistent potentialin the dots

with N and N + 1 electrons),and U�(r)isthescreened Coulom b interaction (with the

subscript� denoting theinversescreening length).In particular,in theexperim entally

m ostrelevant2D case(which wewillconsiderbelow)and assum ing a circularform of

thedotwith radiusR,wehave

�U(r)= �
e2

2�R
(R 2 � r

2)�1=2 ; (43)

whileU� isgiven in theFourierspaceby ~U�(q)= 2�e2=�(q+ �)with � = 2�e2�=� and �

beingthedielectricconstant.The�rstterm inEq.(42)(thechargingenergy)determ ines

theaveragevaluehE 1iand thustheaveragepeak spacing hSN i(sincee
2=C � � fora

largedotwith N � 1).Thisistheonly contribution to E 1 which iskeptby so-called

constantinteraction m odel,which in addition neglectsuctuationsofthe capacitance

C.Consequently,uctuationsofSN in theconstantinteraction m odelaredeterm ined
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solelybyuctuationsofthesingle-particlelevelspacingE 2 andthusshould bedescribed

by RM T:r.m .s.(SN )= a�.

The term E 1 in Eq.(41) is however an additionalsource ofuctuations and is

thus responsible for the enhancem ent of uctuations in com parison with RM T.In

principle,allthreeterm sE
(0)

1 ,E
(1)

1 ,and E
(2)

1 in Eq.(42)contributetothisenhancem ent.

Fluctuationsofthe �rstone,E
(0)

1 = e2=C are due to the factthatthe capacitance is

slightlydi�erentfrom itspurelygeom etricvaluebecauseofa�nitevalueofthescreening

length.Thecorrespondingcorrection toC can beexpressed in term softhepolarization

operatorP(r;r0)16.Thelatterisa uctuating quantity (becauseofuctuationsofthe

eigenfunctions in the Ferm isea) and contains a random part Pr(r;r
0) leading to the

following expression fortherandom partofthecharging energy:

(e2=C)r = 2

Z

drdr
0
�U(r)Pr(r;r

0)�U(r0): (44)

Evaluating theuctuationsofthepolarization operator 16,we�nd x

var(E
(0)

1 )=
48

�
�
2lng

�
1

V

Z

dr1dr2�U(r1)�(r1;r2)�U(r2)

�2

/
1

�
lng

 
�

g

! 2

(45)

Now we consideructuations ofthe lastterm ,E
(2)

1 ,in Eq.(42). Using Eqs.(13),

(27)forthecorrelationsofeigenfunction am plitudesin two rem otepoints,thevariance

ofE
(2)

1 isfound to be

var(E
(2)

1 )=
4

�2V 4

Z

dr1dr
0
1dr2dr

0
2U�(jr1 � r

0
1j)U�(jr2 � r

0
2j)�(r1;r2)�(r

0
1;r

0
2)

�
4� 2

�2V 2

Z

dr1dr2�
2(r1;r2)

/
1

�2

 
�

g

! 2

: (46)

Finally,uctuationsoftheterm E
(1)

1 can bealso evaluated with help ofEqs.(13),(27),

yielding

var(E
(1)

1 )=
4

�V 2

Z

dr1dr2�U(r1)�(r1;r2)�U(r2)

/
1

�

� 2

g
: (47)

It is seen that for g � 1 allthe contributions Eqs.(45){(47) are param etrically

sm allcom pared to the RM T uctuations(which are � �). Fluctuationsofthe term

E
(1)

1 related tothechange�U(r)oftheself-consistentpotentialrepresentparam etrically

leading contribution to theenhancem entofthepeak spacing uctuationswith respect

to RM T.

Letusnow discussapproxim ationsm adein thecourseoftheabovederivation:

xW e usethe obviousnotationsforthe varianceand therootm ean squaredeviationsofa quantity X :

var(X )= hX 2i� hX i2;r.m .s.(X )= [var(X )]1=2.
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i) Itwasassum ed thatchanging ofthe gate voltage resultsin a spatially uniform

change of the potentialin the sam ple, that led us to the expression Eq.(43)

forthe change ofthe self-consistentpotential�U(r)accom panying the addition

ofone electron to the dot. This result would correspond to a gate located far

enough from thesam ple.In a m orerealisticsituation,when thegateisrelatively

narrow and located closetothesam ple,thepotentialchange�U(r)(aswellasthe

additionalelectron density)willbe m ainly located on the side ofthe dotfacing

the gate. Furtherm ore,the totalarea ofthe dot is not �xed,so that the dot

getslarger(and slightly deform ed)with adding each electron to it.Thesee�ects

lead to som e increase ofthe uctuations ofE
(1)

1 in com parison with the m odel

considered above. Ifthe size ofthe gate and its distance to the dot are ofthe

sam eorderofm agnitudeasthedotsize,then

r.m .s.(E
(1)

1 )/ �=
q

�g;

asin Eq.(47),with a geom etry dependent-num ericalprefactor.Theupperbound

forthe m agnitude ofuctuationsofE
(1)

1 isgiven by the opposite lim iting case,

when additionalelectron density occupies an area � �F � �F nearthe gate,in

which caseone�nds

r.m .s.(E
(1)

1 )� �=
q

�:

ii) The dotwassupposed to be di�usive in the calculation. Fora ballistic dotone

should replace �(r;r0) by � B (r;r
0),as was explained above. This would m ean

that the param eter g is replaced by � N1=2 � L=�F ,where N is the num ber

ofelectronsin thedotand L thecharacteristic lineardim ension.The num erical

coe�cientwould depend,however,on \how strongly chaotic" isthedot.Roleof

the eigenfunctionsuctuationsand correlations(\scars")in enhancem entofthe

peak spacing uctuations was studied in 48 via num ericalsim ulations ofa dot

with N � 100 electrons.

iii) It was assum ed thatthe dotenergy and the m easured gate voltage are related

through a constant(orsm oothly varying)coe�cient. This\leverarm "  de-

pends,howeveron thedot-gatecapacitance,which isalso a uctuating quantity.

Ifthe gate size and the distance to the gate isofthe sam e orderasthe size of

thedot,theseuctuationsshould beofthesam eorderasuctuationsofthedot

self-capacitancegiven by Eq.(45),and thuslead to additionaluctuationswhich

are param etrically sm allcom pared to �. In a m ore generalsituation (thin gate

located close to the sam ple) an additionalanalysis along the lines ofRef.16 is

necessary.

iv) Thecalculation wasdonewithin therandom phaseapproxim ation,which assum es

thatrs � e2=�vF � 1,with vF being theFerm ivelocity.In realisticdotshowever

rs � 1.Sincethisvalueisstillconsiderably lowerthan theW ignercrystallization

threshold,the calculations should be stillvalid,up to a num ericalfactor�(rs)

[depending on rs only and such that�(rs � 1)= 1].

v) W e considered the m odelofspinlesselectronsup to now. Letusbriey discuss

theroleofthespin degreeoffreedom .W ithin theconstantinteraction m odel,it

would lead to a bim odaldistribution 47 ofpeak spacings

P(SN )=
1

2

"

�(SN � e
2
=C)+

1

2�
PW D

 
SN � e2=C

2�

! #

; (48)
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wherePW D (s)istheW igner-Dyson distribution and � denotesthelevelspacing

in the absence ofspin degeneracy. The value ofthe coe�cienta in the relation

r.m .s.(SN )= a� isthen increased (com pared to the spinless case)and isequal

to 1.24 (1.16)forthe orthogonal(resp. unitary)ensem ble. Taking into account

uctuationsofeigenfunctions(and thusofE 1)howeverm odi�estheform ofthe

distribution 18. The value ofthe term E
(2)

1 representing the interaction between

two electronsislargerin thecase when  N + 2 and  N + 1 correspond to two spin-

degenerate states(i.e. have the sam e spatialdependence ofthe wave function),

since

h

Z

drdr
0j 2

i(r)jj 
2

i(r
0)jU�(jr� r

0j)i� h

Z

drdr
0j 2

i(r)jj 
2

j(r
0)jU�(jr� r

0j)i

=
2

�V 2

Z

drdr
0
kd(jr� r

0j)U�(jr� r
0j)� � (49)

for rs � 1 (the coe�cient depends on rs,see
18). Therefore,�lling a state  i"

pushesup thelevel i# (with respectto othereigenstates)by an am ountoforder

of�.Thisrem ovesa bim odalstructureofthedistribution ofpeak spacingsand

slightly m odi�esthevalueofthecoe�cienta.

Basingon theaboveanalysis,wecan m akethefollowing generalstatem ent.Im ag-

ingthatwe�x rs � 1(i.e.�x theelectron density and thustheFerm iwavelength)and

thesystem geom etry,and then startto increasethelineardim ension L ofthesystem .

Then,while the average value ofthe peak spacing SN scalesashSN i� e2=C / 1=L,

itsuctuationswillscale di�erently:r.m .s.(S N )� � / 1=L 2.Thisresultisnotatall

trivial,since in an analogousproblem forclassicalparticles 49,50 the uctuationsare

proportionalto the m ean value hSN i. The physicalreason forsm alleructuationsin

the quantum case isin the delocalized nature ofthe electronic wave functions,which

arespread roughly uniform ly overthesystem .

Theaboveprediction wascon�rm ed by a recentexperim ent 46,wherea thorough

study ofthepeak spacing spacing statisticswascarried out.Itwasfound thatthelow-

tem peraturevalueofr.m .s.(SN ),aswellthetypicaltem peraturescaleforitschangeare

approxim ately given by them ean levelspacing � (while in unitsofE c them agnitude

ofuctuationswasvery sm all,typically 2{4% ).W enotealso thatin recentnum erical

sim ulations 48 uctuations ofthe addition energies were found to be approxim ately

0:7�,in agreem entwith ourresults.
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