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INTRODUCTION

Statisticalproperties ofeigen fiinction am plitudes in disordered and chaotic system s
have attracted considerable ressarch interest recently. F lictuations ofthe wave fiinction
am plitudes are believed to determm ine statistical properties of conductance peaks in
quantum dots In the Coulom b blockade regin e 123 45, and can be directly m easured
in the m icrowave cavity experin ents 7. On the theoretical side, the recent progress
isbased on application of the supersym m etry m ethod to the problem of eigenfiinction
statistics 8 2. Tt was found that in so-called zero-m ode approxin ation the distribution
of eigenfunction am plitudes is correctly describbed by form ulas of the random m atrix
theory RM T).D eviations from the RM T predictionswere studied in Refs8, 9, 10, 11.

T he present article addresses a problem of correlations ofeigenfiinction am plitudes.
A description of correlations in am plitudes of a wave function in relatively close points
of a chaotic billiard was proposed by Berry 2 within a RM T -lke assum ption that the
wave function isa superposition ofplanewavesw ith random coe cients. M ore recently,
these correlations were considered In a disordered system w ithin the zero-m ode approx—
in ation !3; the result was later shown ** to be equivalent to that ofRef12. This result
is valid for am all ssparations of the two points (less than the m ean free path 1). Here
we consider such correlations for arbitrary distances. T hese correlations determm ne, in
particular, uctuations ofm atrix elem ents of the (Coulomb) interaction, which are In
tum in portant for statistical properties of spectra of quantum dots. A nother topic
addressed in the present paper is that of correlation of am plitudes of di erent eigen—
functions. Such correlations, whilk absent n RM T, appear In a disordered system .
They becom e especially strong near the Anderson m etakinsulator transition, where
they play a crucial roke in supporting the RM T -lke level repulsion.

T his article is based on recent works done in collaboration wih Ya.M . B lanter,
Y .V .Fyodorov, and B . A .M uzykantskii % 15 16,17, 18,19
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EIGENFUNCTION CORRELATIONS IN THE W EAK LOCALIZATION
REGIM E

In this section, we study the correlations of eigenfunctions in the regine of a
good conductor ¥ 1°1¢ . The correlation filnction of am plitudes of one and the sam e
eigenfunction w ith energy E can be form ally de ned as follow s:
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where | (r) and  are eigenfunctions and eigenvalues of the H am ittonian in a partic-
ular disorder con guration U (r), thg angular brackets h:: i denote averaging over the
disorder potentialU (r), and = h , )il isthemean lkvel spacing. In the
case of a real or num erical experin ent, calculation ofthe correlation finction @l) would
Include averaging over all states In a relatively narrow energy w indow around E . An

analogous correlation function for two di erent eigenfunctions is de ned as
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where R, (! ) denotes the two—level correlation finction,
*
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Eq.2) de nes an overlp of the eigenfunctions , and ; provided they have energies
close to E with the energy di erence equalto ! .
To evaluate (r1;10;E) and (o;0E;!) Refl6), we employ an identity
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where GR? (r;r%E ) are retarded and advanced G reen’s filnctions and R, (! ) is non—
singular part of the leveldevel correlation function: R, (') = Rry(!')+ (!=). A

natural question, which arises at this point, is whether the rhs. ofEq.{) cannot be
sin ply und w ithin the di uson-€ ooperon perturbation theory 2°. Such a calculation
would, however, be jisti ed only for ! (m ore precisely, one has to Introduce an
In agihary part of frequency: ! ! ! + i, and require that ). Therefore, it
would only allow to nd a anooth in ! part of (ri;;E;!) for! . Evaluation
of (r1;m;E), aswellasof (@m;r;E;!) at ! cannot be done wihin such a
calculation. For this reason, we em ploy a non-perturbative supersymm etry approach
below .
The rhs. ofEg.@) can be expressed In tem s of the supem atrix -m odel **,
yielding:
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where kg ) = ( )?hmmGR (r)i? is a short-range fiinction explicitly given by
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Hereh::dr denotesthe averaging w ith the action ofthe supem atrix sigm a-m odelF D ]:
z
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where D is the di usion coe cient, is the density of states, Q = T ! T is a
4 4 supem atrix, = diag(@;1l; 1; 1), and T belongs to the supercosst space
U (1;1R)=U 1) U (11l). The symbol Str denotes the supertrace de ned as StrB =
B Bit+ B2 BZ. Theupperm atrix ndices correspond to the retarded-advanced
deoom position, whilk the lower indices denote the boson—ferm ion one. T he action (-7.)
is w ritten for the case of socalled uniary enssmble (oroken tin e reversal symm etry),
which we consider below . G eneralization to a system with tim e reversal symm etry
(orthogonal ensam ble) is straightforward, and the results are presented in the end of
the section. Evaliating the -m odel correlation functions in the rhs. of Eq.{5) and
separating the result into the singular the shgular (roportionalto (!)) and regular
at ! = 0 parts, one can obtain the correlation functions (r1;10;E) and (g;0;E;!).
T he two-Jevel correlation fiinction R, (! ) entering Eq.(8) is given in this form alim by
1 ’ h 11 22 -
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In the m etallic Weak localization) regin e, the sigm a-m odel correlation fiinctions
W @)0F )iy and D 2 )Q 4 (r)ir can be caloulated forrelatively Iow frequencies
! E . wih the use of a generalm ethod developed in Refs22, 9, which allow s one to
take Into acoount spatial variations ofthe eld Q . The resuls are cbtained In form of
expansions in g ! , where g isthe din ensionless conductance. F irst, we restrict curselves
to the tem s of order g ! . Then, the resul orthe st correlation fiinction reads as
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where s= != + i0. Here the di usion propagator isthe solution to the di usion
equation
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w ith the Neum ann boundary condition (nom alderivative equalto zero at the sam ple
boundary), which can be presented in the formm
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with 4 being theeigenfunction ofthe di usion operator corresponding to the eigenvalue
D, g6 0. The rsttwo termms in Eq. @) represent the result of the zerom ode
approxin ation !, which takes into account only the spatially constant con gurations
ofthe eld Q (r), so that the functional integralover D Q (r) is reduced to an integral
over a single matrix Q . The last tem is the correction of order g ! . An analogous
calculation for the second correlator yields:
( " # )
W @0% ik = 2 —+ 1+ iexp(l( S))fm > im0 @2)

N ow , ssparating regular and singular parts n rhs. ofEq. @), we cbtain the ollow ing
result for the autocorrelations of the sam e eigenfunction:
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and for the correlation of am plitudes of two di erent eigenfiinctions
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In particular, orr; = r, we have
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N ote that the resul (13) forr; = 1, isthe inverse participation ratio calculated in Ref.
9; on the other hand, neglecting the temm s w ith the di usion propagator (ie. m aking
the zero-m ode approxin ation), we reproduce the result ofRefsld2, 13, 14.

Egs. (4), {5) show that the correlations between di erent eigenfunctions are
relatively am all in the weak disorder regin e. Indeed, they are proportionalto the an all
param eter (r;r), which is equal In the case 0of 2D geom etry to (L is the size of the
System )

(wr)= (g "hl=l; 2D; (16)
wih g= 2 D .Fora quastlD wire or strip ofthe length L,
=22+, X ; 0 r 1; a7
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whereg= 2 D=L,andB; k) = x* x+ 1=6 isthe Bemoullipolynom &2} T he corre-
Jations are enhanced by disorder; when the system approaches the strong localization
regin g, the relative m agnitude of correlations, (r;r) ceases to be am all. The correla—
tions near the A nderson localization transition w illbe discussed in the next section of
the paper.

A nother correlation function, generally used for the calculation of the lnear re—
soonse of the system ,
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can be calculated In a sin ilar way; the result reads
Vih @) 1) @) @)y =ka@+ ()i k6 L 9

Asis seen from Egs. (3), €4), ), I the 1=g order the correlation functions

(r1;0;E ) and  (g;0E ;! ) survive forthe large ssparation between thepoints, r 1,

while (o;10;E;!) decays exponentially for the distances larger than the m ean free

path 1. This is, however, an artifact of the g ' approxin ation, and the investigation

of the corresponding tails requires the extension of the above calculation to the tem s

proportionalto g # . W e nd that the correlator 1) [ (r;)Q &2 (r;)ir gets the ©llow ing
correction:
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? In the 3D geom etry, the sum over the m om enta g in Eq.C_l-]_}) determ ning (r;r) diverges at large
g and is determ fed by the upper cuto ,q 1=] yielding @;r) g !'L=l This re ects the fact
that in 3D geom etry the truly local (r; = 1, ) correlationsm ay not be given correctly by the di usion
approxin ation and can depend on m icroscopic structure ofthe random potential. For this reason, we
do not consider local correlations in 3D geom etry here. N ote, how ever, that this concems the global

geom etry of the sam ple; Jocally the system can be either of 2D or 3D nature, which detem ines the
form ofthe function kg (r) (€9, a wire is ocally 3D, but has a quasi-lD geom etry).
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Here we de ned the functions
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Consequently, we obtain the follow ing resuls for the correlations of di erent k € 1)
eigenfunctions at r> 1:
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A s it should be expected, the doubl integral over the both coordinates of this corre—
Jation function is equalto zero. This property is just the nom alization condition and
should hold in arbitrary order of expansion in g ! .

The quantities f,, f;5, and f, are proportional to g2, wih some (geom etry—
dependent) prefactors of order uniy. O n the other hand, f; In 2D and 3D geom etry
depends essentially on the distance r= J;  5J. In particular, forl r L we nd
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Thus, orl< r L, the contributions proportionalto f; dom inate in Eq.(22), and we

get
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On the other hand, for the case of quasilD geometry (@swellas In 2D and 3D for
r L), all quantities §, f,, f3, and f, are of order of 1=¢?. Thus, the correlator
(r1;12;E ;! ) acquires a non-trivial (oscillatory) frequency dependence on a scale !
described by the second term in the rhs. ofEQ.(22). In particular, in the quasi-1D
case the function £, £ detem ining the spatial dependence ofthis tem has the fom
2 L o)
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where B, x) = x* 2x¥+ x* 1=30.
Let us ram ind the reader that the above derivation is valid for ! E.. In order

to obtain the resuls in the range ! E. one can calculate the sigm a-m odel correlation
functions entering Egs. () by m eans of the perturbation theory ?°. W e nd then

V?hi (o) 1) Fi, = 1+ Refky (@) | (©:;72)
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where | (r1;1) isthe nite-frequency di usion propagator

X
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and the summ ation n Eq. £§) now includesq = 0. A swasm entioned, the perturbation
theory should give correctly the non-oscillatory (in ! ) part of the correlation functions
at ! . Indeed, it can be checked that Egs.(25) m atch the supersymm etric —
m odel results In this regin e. Furthem ore, In the 1=g order Wwhich m eans kesgping only
linear in |, temms ;n @5) and neglkcting i! iIn denom hnator of Eq.26)] Egs.@5),
©4) reproduce the exact resulks (13), (9) even at sm all frequencies ! . W e stress
however that the perturbative calculation is not jisti ed in this region and only the
supersym m etry m ethod provides a rigorous derivation of these results.

A s was m entioned, the case of broken tim e reversal symm etry (uniary ensem -
blk) was considered above. G eneralization to a system wih unbroken tin e reversal
symm etry is straightforward '¢; in 1=g-order Egs.13), @4), and {19) aremodi ed as
follow s:

VZhi , () x @) Fig = 0L+ 2kq@IL+ 2 p (r;1)]; @7)
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U sing the supersymm etry m ethod, one can calculate also higher order correla-—
tion functions of eigenfunction am plitudes. In particular, the correlation function
hj ﬁ(%)jj £ (@) jg detem ines uctuations of the inverse participation ratio (IPR)
L = drj *()j Details of the corresponding calculation can be found in Ref.9; the
resuk for the relative variance of PR, (B) = var(l,)=hLi* beig
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w ith a num erical coe cient a 4 depending on the sam ple din ensionality d and equalto
a; = 1=90, a, 00266 and 3z 00527 for quasi-lD , 2D , and 3D geom etry regoec—
tively. The uctuations B0) have the sam e relative m agnitude as the fam ous universal
conductance uctuations. Note also that extrapolating Eq.@30) to the Anderson tran-
sition point, where g 1,we nd (4) 1, so that them agniude of PR uctuations
is of the order of tsm ean value Which is, In tum, much larger than In the m etallic
regin e; see the next section).

Sin ilarly, correlations ofeigenfinction am plitudesdeterm ine uctuations ofm atrix
elem ents ofan operatorofsom e (say, C oulom b) interaction com puted on eigenfunctions

r of the oneparticle Ham iltonian In a random potential. Such a problem naturally
arises, when one w ishes to study the e ect of interaction onto statistical properties of
excitations in a m esoscopic sam ple (see below).

F inally, the above consideration can be generalized to a ballistic chaotic system , by
applying a recently developed ballistic generalization ofthe -model?® 2%, The resuls
are then expressed In tem s of the (averaged over the direction of velociy) kemel
g(r;nq;;n,) of the Liouville ope::atorKA = vy nr goveming the classical dynam ics
In the system,

(ri;r)= dnidny, g ing;rning);
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Elere n is a unit vector detem ining the direction of m om entum , and nom alization
dn = 1 isused. Equivalently, the function (r;;r,) can be de ned as
Z 4 Z
(r1;2)= , dt dn; g;ni;tr) ; 32)
where g is determ Ined by the evolution equation
|

@
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w ith the boundary condition
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Eqg.(31) is a natural \ballistic" counterpart ofEq.{0). In particular, generalization of

E qs.{_i:a’), ©77) forthe correlations ofan eigenfinction am plitudes in two di erent points
onto the ballistic case reads **

2
(r1;E)=1+ — (ri;m2): (35)

N ote that the ballistic -m odel approach is of sam iclassical nature and thus valid on
distances much larger than the wave length ;. For this reason, Egs.(35) represent
the an oothed correlation finction, which is not valid for I 5 r . Indeed, the
contrbution to (ri;r) from the straight lne motion from 1, to r; can be easily
evaliated, yviedingeg. nthe2D case @ ;)= 1=( 31 5BJ).This isnothing
else but the an oothed version of the function k4 (I ) = I r 1 ) giving
the leading contribution to the short-scale correlations. A form ula for the variance of
m atrix elm ents closely related to Eq.(35) was obtained in the sem iclassical approach
in Ref25. In a very recent paper 2° a sim ilar generalization of the Berry formula for
h @) x )iwasproposd.

Eq.(35) show s that correlations in eigenfiinction am plitudes in rem ote points are
determ ined by the classical dynam ics In the system . It is closely related to the phe-
nom enon of scarring of eigenfiinctions by the classical orbits 27 28, Indeed, ifr; and r,
belong to a short periodic orbit, the function (ri;r,) is positive, so that the am pli-
tudes j  (r1)F and j ¢ ;) F are positively correlated. This isa re ection ofthe \scars"
associated w ith thisperiodic orbits and a quantitative characterization oftheir strength
iIn the coordinate space. N ote that this e ect gets an aller w th Increasing energy E of
eigenfiunctions. Indeed, for a strongly chaotic system and for jn 5j L (L being
the system size), we have In the 2D case (r1;12) =L, o that the m agnitude
of correlations decreases asE 12 . The fiinction (r;;r,) was explicitly calculated in
Refl9 for a circular billiard w ith di usive surface scattering.

STRONG CORRELATIONS OF EIGENFUNCTIONS AND LEVEL RE-
PULSION AT THE ANDERSON LOCALIZATION TRANSITION

In the preceding section, we considered the m etallic regim e, where a typical wave-
function ;(r) is extended and covers uniform ly all the sam ple volum e. W hen system
approaches the point of A nderson transition E ., these extended eigenfunctionsbecom e
Jess and Jess hom ogeneous In space show ing regions w ith larger and sn aller am plitudes
and eventually form Ing a m ultifractal structure in the vicinity ofE .. To characterize the



degree of non-hom ogeneity 1%[uant:ll:atjyely, it is convenient to use the nverse participa—
tion ratio (IPR) hl, € )i= dr (r;r;E ) For extended states this quantity is nversely
proportional to the system volime: hI, € )i= A E )L 4, with L and d standing for
the system size and spatial din ension, regoectively. The coe cient A in this relation
m easures a fraction of the systam volum e where eigenfunction is appreciably non-zero.
In the regin e of a good conductor A 1+ 2= 1, whereas close to the m obility edge
E = E. it becomes large and diverges ke A € ) / F E.J ?,with a critical Index

, > 0 %°. Thismeans that eigenfiinctions becom e m ore and m ore sparse, when the
system approaches the critical point of the A nderson transition. Just at the m obility
edge elgenfunctions occupy a vanishing fraction of the system volum e and IPR scales
lkeh, €)i/ L % ,wih > 0. Such a behavior re ects m ultifractal > ' *? struc-
ture of crtical eigenstates. At last, in the insulating phase any eigenstate is localized
In adomain of nieextension and IPR remans nite in the lim i of in nite system
sizelL ! 1.

T his transparent picture serves as a basis for qualitative understanding of spectral
properties ofdisordered conductors. Indeed, as long aseigenstates are wellextended and
cover thew hole sam ple, they overlap substantially and corresoonding energy levels repel
each other n thesameway asihn RM T .Asa resul, theW ignerD yson W D) statistics
describes well energy levels in a good metal 212922 | contrast, in the nsulating
phase di erent eigenfunctions corresponding to levels close In energy are localized far
apart from one ancther and their overlap is negligble. This is the reason for absence
of correlations of energy levels in this regim e { the so—called P oisson statistics.

However, a naive extrapolation of this argum ent to the vichiy of the transition
point would lead to a wrong conclusion. Indeed, one m ight expect that sparse mul-
tifractal in the critical point) eilgenstates fail to overlap, that would result In essential
weakening of level correlations close to the m cbility edge and vanishing level repulsion
atE = E.. However, num erical sin ulations show 333435 36:37 that even at the m obil-
ity edge levels repel each other strongly, though the whole statistics is di erent from
theW D one. T he purpose of this section is to explain how this apparent contradiction
is resolved. W e will show that critical eigenstates for nearby levels are so strongly
correlated that they overlap well in spite of their sparse structure.

To calculate the overlap fiinction (r;r;E;!) in the critical regine '/, we will
exploit an exactly solvable m odel of the A nderson transition { so-called sparse random
m atrix (SRM ) m odel®®. Thism odel is essentially equivalent to a tight-binding m odel,
which is locally of treelke stricture (ie has no an allscale loops), with m atrix size
N playing a rol of the systam voluim e (hum ber of sites of the tight-binding m odel) .
The SRM m odel can be used to construct an e ective m ean— eld theory of Anderson
Jocalization *° corresponding to the limit d = 1 . The inverse participation ratio
hL E)i= N (5rE) is proportional to 1=N in the delocalized phase, as expected:
hl, )i= A E)=N . The coe cient A E ) diverges close to the transition point, £
E.j E., lkeAE)/ exp constE E.j'? 3*° which di ers from the powerlaw
behavior expected for conventionald din ensionalsystem s. T he origin of such a critical
dependence was explained in 3% *° and stem s from the fact that A E ) is detemm ined
essentially by the "correlation volim e" V () (ie. num ber of sites at a distance an aller
than correlation length ), which is exponentially large, V ( ) / exp (const ), for tree—
like structures, whereasV ( ) / ¢ ora d dinensional lattice. Having this di erence
in m ind, one can translte the results obtained in the framework ofd= 1 m odels to
their nite-din ensional counterparts °.

The calculation of the nverse participation ration N (r;;E ) can be extended
onto the overbp correlation function (r;E ;!). Evaluating the rh s. oqu.{4), we



nd the ollow ing relation *’:

GrE;l)= — @W@HE) : (36)
+ 2
T his relation isvalid everywhere In the phase ofextended eigenstates, up to them obility
edge E = E ., provided the num ber of sites (the system volum e) exceeds the correlation
volum e. In particular, it is valid in the critical region E E.J E.,where a typical
eigenfiinction is very sparse and (r;1;E ) grows ke exp constE  E 12

Eqg.(34) inplies the follow ing structure of eigenfunctions w ithin an energy inter-

val E = ! < A! E). Each elgenstate can be represented as a product ;) =

1) g (). Herethe function 5 (r) isan eigenfunction envelope of "bum ps and dips"
Tt is the sam e for all eigenstates around energy E, re ects underlying gross (m ultifrac—
tal) spatial structure and govems the divergence of the inverse participation ratio (ie.
of the factor A (& )) at the crdtical point. In contrast, ;(r) is G aussian whitenoise
com ponent uctuating in space on the scale of lattice constant. It 1ls in the envelope
function g (r) ih an ndividualway for each eigenfunction, but is not critical, ie. is
not sensitive to the vicinity of the Anderson transition. These G aussian uctuations
are reponsble for the factor =( + 2) Which is the same as in the corresponding
G aussian Ensamble) in Eq.(36).

A swas already m entioned, thispicture isvalid in the energy w indow E Al ®)
around the energy E ; the number of kvels in this window beihg large as E=
NA'!E) 1 in the themodynamic limit N ! 1 . These states orm a kind of
G aussian Ensamble on a spatially non-uniform multifractal forE ! E.) badkground

e (). Since the elgenfunction correlations are described by the formula (-;3-_6), which
has exactly the sam e form as In the G aussian Ensamble, it is not surprising that the
Jevel statistics hasthe W D om everywhere in the extended phase .

W ebelieve on physicalgrounds that the sam e picture should hold fora conventional
d-din ensional conductor. F irst of all, the generalm echanism of the transition is the
same In d < 1 and d = 1 models. Furthem ore, the sparsity M ultifractality) of
eigenstates near the transition point takes its extreme form ©rd= 1 models *°, o
that since the strong correlations (3§) take placeatd= 1 i would be very surprising
if they do not hold at nite d aswell. Fially, Eq.(6) is supported by the resuls of
the caloulations In the weak localization regin e. K esping only the kading (in d 2)
tem s proportional to the powers of (r;r) and considering the unitary ensembl for
de niteness, we have up to the two-loop order (see Eq.@-g) and Ref9)

1
;E; )=V 2 1+ (r;r) + 2(J:;J:)+ i = 5 ;B ) ; 37)

[N

in Mmillagreem ent w ith Eq.(34).

Replacing A E ) by the d-din ensional correlation volim e 9, we conclude that
orE cos to E. Eq.B8) shoud bevald for ! < ,where / 1= 9 is the kvel
Soacing In the correlation volum e. For larger !, (r;E ;! ) is expected to decrease as
! =4 according to the scaling argum ents 317 3%/ so that we nd  (GE;!)= (GE)
('= ) =@, up to a num erical coe cient of order of unity. Again, for any value of the
energy E In the delocalized phase, taking the system size I lJarge enough, L ,we
have a large number of kevels E = = / (L= )% in theenergy window E where
Eq.(34) holds, so that the level correlation w illbe ofthe W D form .

F inally, ket us consider w hat happenswhen we go from the crticalregine ( large,
but L ) to the crtical point ( L). Forthispurposs, ket us kesp the system size
L xed and change the energy toward E ., so that Increases. W hen gets com parablk



to the system size, L, we have . This is the border of applicability of the
above consideration. C orrespondingly, we nd

GnE;l)>= @rE) 15 I < (38)
and @©;;E;!)= @ E) (=) @ or! > .WhenE approaches further E ,
the correlation length L gets irrelevant, so that these resultsw illhold in the critical
point ( = 1 ). 0 foourse, Eq.(38) is not su cient to ensure the W D statistics in the

critical point, since there is only of order of one kevelw ithin itsvalidiy range E
Indeed, the num erical sin ulations show that the level statistics on the m obility edge is
di erent from the W D one 33 34,35/ 36,37

However, Eq.(38) allow s us to m ake an in portant conclusion conceming the be-
havior of R, (! ) at amnall ! < , 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 ! . Let us now pertur the system by a random potentialV (r) wih
W ()i= 0, @)V 9i=  B. For the twodevel system i reducestoa 2 2
matrix fVig; i j= 1;2, with elements Vi3 =  drV () ; @) ;). The crucial point
is that the varances of the diagonaland o -diagonalm atrix elem ents are according to
Eq.(38) equalto each other up to a factor of order of unity:

hV121i=hj/'122ji_= ;E; )= ©E) 1 (39)

T he distance between the perturbed kvelsisgiven by | = [Vi1 Vo + !o)2+ Vi F172.

Choosing the am plitude of the potential In such a way that the typical energy shift

Vi1 and using Eq.@G%), we nd hy,Fi . As a resul, the probability density

for the level separation ! is for ! of the form dpP (!=) d!=,wih some

prefactor of order of unity. W e thus conclude that In the crticalpoint P (s) / c s

for s 1 with a ooe cient ¢ of order of unity, in agreem ent with the num erical
ndings 33537

FLUCTUATIONS IN THE ADDITION SPECTRA OF QUANTUM DOTS

In this section we discuss e ects of the eigenfuinction statistics on the spectral
properties of quantum dots. T he electron levels ofa quantum dot can be resolved ifthe
tam perature T is kess than the m ean singleparticlke level spacing in a dot and can be
studied in transport experin ents (see the recent review % and references therein). Th
an all dots containing only f&w electrons these levels show a regular structure fam iliar
from the atom ic physics 3. W hat we have in m ind here are however larger dots (con-
taining in typicalexperim ents from few hundred to few thousand conducting electrons).
T hese dots are either disordered (di usive) or, although being ballistic, are expected to
have chaotic dynam ics due to their irregular shape. As a resul, it isnaturalto use a
statistical description of the properties of energy levels and eigenfiinctions in such dots.

T here are two types of the quantum dot spectra studied experim entally via m ea—
suring their I{V characteristics: (i) excitation spectrum , when excited levels are probed
in a dot w ith given num ber of electrons by increasing the source-drain volage, and (ii)
addition spectrum , when electrons are added one by one by changing the gate volt—
age. In the latter case, which will be the sub ct of our consideration here, one nds
narrow conductance peaks ssparated the regions of (@In ost) zero current (Coulomb
blockade). Statistics of the spacings between these peaks was studied in a number of
recent experin ents 44 4% 4%; we w ill retum to the experin ental results below .
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T he sin plest theoretical m odel which m ay be used to study distribution of the
Soacings is as follow s. O ne considers a dot asa xed size di usive m esoscopic sam ple
and assum es that changing a gate volftageby an am ount V; sin ply reduces to a uniform
change of the potential inside the dot by a constant Vy, with certain num erical
oce cient (\lever am "). Such a model was used for num erical sim ulations of the
addition spectra in Refs!* ¥’ . Below we consider the statistics of peak spacings w ithin
this m odel '®, and later retum to the approxin ations involved. W e will neglect the
FoIn degree of freedom of electrons of rst; nclusion of the spin w ill be also discussed
In the end of the section.

T he distance between the two consecutive conductance peaks is given by

Sy = Enx+2  Ex+1) Exs+1  Ey)

NitooNTh (40)

where Ey is the ground state of a sampl wih N electrons. In the sscond line of
Eq.{40) we rewrote Sy In temn s of the H artreeFock single electron energy levels, w ith

f denoting the energy ofthe state # j in the dot containing ielectrons. It is convenient
to decom pose Sy In the Pllow ng way

Sy = (nii  w D+ (7% 3D
E,+ E, 41)

T he quantity E , isthedistance between the two Jevels ofthe sam e oneparticle H artree—
Fock) Ham iltonian HAN (descrbing a dot with N electrons) and is expected to obey
RMT; In particulariE,i= and rm sS.E ,) = a wih a numerical coe cient a of
order of unity @ = 0:52 (0:42) for the orthogonal (regp. unitary) enssmbl]. On the
other hand, E; is a shift ofthe level# N + 2) due to the change of the H am iltonian
PfN ! HANH accom panying addition ofthe electron # NN + 1) to the system . It can be
in tum decom posed into the ollow ing three contributions *°
z

f=C+ dr o, O I5.,0F UE

z
+ Aty 3, 0 5,,O0 B

Eq

©)

1
_ @

+e+E? 42)
Here C isthe dot capacitance, U (r) is the change of the selfconsistent potential due
to addition of one electron (ie. di erence in the selfconsistent potential in the dots
wih N and N + 1 electrons), and U (r) is the screened Coulomb interaction with the
subscrpt denoting the inverse screening length) . In particular, in the experin entally
m ost relevant 2D case which we will consider below ) and assum ing a circular form of
the dot w ith radius R, we have

U () = R* £) %, 43)

while U isgiven in theFourer spaceby U (@)= 2 &= @+ )with =2 é = and
being the dielectric constant. The rstterm nEqQ.@2) (the charging energy) determ ines
the average value IE ;i and thus the average peak spacing hSy i (since e?=C fora
large dot with N 1). This is the only contrbbution to E; which is kept by so-called
constant interaction m odel, which in addition neglects uctuations of the capacitance
C . Consequently, uctuations of Sy in the constant interaction m odel are determm ined

11



sokly by uctuationsofthe singleparticle level spacing E , and thus should be described
byRMT:rm s.(Sy )= a .

The tem E, in Eq.f41) is however an additional source of uctuations and is
thus responsible for the enhancam ent of uctuations in comparison with RM T . In
principle, allthree term sE 1(0) /E 1(1) ,and E 1(2) in Eq.@2) contrbute to thisenhancem ent.
F uctuations of the st one, E 1(0) = &’=C are due to the fact that the capacitance is
slightly di erent from itspurely geom etric valiebecauss ofa nite value ofthe screening
Jength. T he corresponding correction to C can be expressed in tem s ofthe polarization
operatorP (r;r% '°. The latterisa uctuatihg quantity (pecause of uctuations ofthe
eigenfiinctions in the Fem i sea) and contains a random part P, (r;rY) leading to the
follow Ing expression for the random part of the charging energy:

Z
€=C),=2 drdr® U @©P, ;) U &@): @44)

Evaliating the uctuations of the polarization operator ', we nd §

o0

©)

var€, )= — ‘hg — drdn U@) (.;%) U @)

12 2
v
!2

1
/ —lhg — 45)
g

Now we consider uctuations of the last tem , E*, in Eq.@2). Using Egs.@3),

©7) forthe correlations of eigenfiinction am plitudes in two rem ote points, the variance
ofE ) is found to be

Z
)

_ 4 0 0 . . . 0..0
varf,”) = —-;  dndrndndnU (o 29U (. B9 @iir) @iin)
2 Z
4 2
W dr;dr, (T1;12)
|
2
1
/= = (46)
g

Finally, uctuationsofthe tem E .~ can be also evaluated w ith help ofEgs.{3), €7),

yielding

4
varE 1(1))

drdr, U (@) @:;r) U ()
/ ——: @7)

It is seen that org 1 all the contrbutions Egs.@3){ @7) are param etrically
an all com pared to the RM T uctuations which are ). Fluctuations of the tem
E 1(1) related to the change U (r) ofthe selfconsistent potential represent param etrically
Jleading contrbution to the enhancem ent of the peak spacing uctuations w ith respect
toRMT.

Let usnow discuss approxin ations m ade in the course of the above derivation :

*W e use the obvious notations for the variance and the root m ean square deviations ofa quantity X :
varX ) = iX i X #¥;rm s.X )= bar® )I'2.
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Tt was assum ed that changing of the gate voltage resuls in a spatially uniform

change of the potential in the sample, that ld us to the expression Eqg.{43)

for the change of the selfconsistent potential U (r) acoom panying the addition
of one electron to the dot. This result would correspond to a gate located far
enough from the sam pl. In a m ore realistic situation, when the gate is relatively
narrow and located close to the sam ple, the potentialchange U (r) (@aswellasthe
additional electron density) willbe m ainly located on the side of the dot facing
the gate. Furthem ore, the total area of the dot is not xed, so that the dot
gets larger (and slightly deform ed) w ith adding each electron to it. These e ects
Jead to som e ncrease of the uctuations of E 1(1) In com parison with the m odel
considered above. If the size of the gate and is distance to the dot are of the
sam e order of m agnitude as the dot size, then

rm .s.(El(l)) / =q g;

as in Eq.{@7), wih a geom etry dependent-num erical prefactor. T he upper bound
for the m agnitude of uctuations of E 1(1) is given by the opposite lin iting case,
when additional electron density occupies an area F r hear the gate, in
which case one nds q_
rm s.E 1(1)) =

T he dot was supposed to be di usive in the calculation. For a ballistic dot one
should replace (r;r% by 5 @;rY), as was explained above. This would m ean
that the param eter g is replaced by  N*72 L=y, where N is the number
of electrons In the dot and L the characteristic linear dim ension. T he num erical
ooce clent would depend, however, on \how strongly chaotic" is the dot. Rol of
the eigenfunctions uctuations and correlations (\scars") in enhancem ent of the
peak spacihg uctuations was studied I *® via num erical simulations of a dot
wih N 100 elkctrons.

Tt was assum ed that the dot energy and the m easured gate voltage are related
through a constant (or an oothly varying) coe cient . This \leveram " de-
pends, however on the dot-gate capacitance, which isalso a uctuating quantity.
If the gate size and the distance to the gate is of the sam e order as the size of
the dot, these uctuations should be of the sam e order as uctuations of the dot
selfcapacitance given by Eq.@9), and thus lead to additional uctuations which
are param etrically am all com pared to . In a m ore general situation (thin gate

located close to the sam plk) an additional analysis along the lines of Refl6 is
necessary.

T he caloulation wasdone w ithin the random phase approxin ation, which assum es
thatr, é&= v 1, wih v being the Fem ivelocity. In realistic dots however
ol 1. Since thisvalue is still considerably Iower than the W igner crystallization
threshold, the calculations should be still valid, up to a num erical factor (rg)

depending on ry only and such that (s 1) = 1].

W e considered the m odel of spinless electrons up to now . Let us brie y discuss
the role of the spin degree of freedom . W ithin the constant interaction m odel, it
would Jead to a bin odal distribution *’ of peak spacings

" L

1
Sy &=C)+ —Pyp w

; 4
2 2 “8)

N

P (Sy)=
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where Py p (s) isthe W ignerD yson distribution and denotes the kvel spacing
In the absence of spin degeneracy. T he value of the coe cient a In the rwlation
rm sS.(Sy ) = a isthen increased (com pared to the spinless case) and is equal
to 124 (116) for the orthogonal (resp. unitary) enssmble. Taking Into account

uctuations of eigenfunctions (@and thus ofE ;) however m odi es the form of the
distrbution . The value of the tem E . representing the hnteraction between
two electrons is Jarger In the casewhen ;2 and y.1 corresoond to two soin—
degenerate states (ie. have the sam e spatial dependence of the wave function),
since

z z
h drdr’J {@P ;)P (r i h dedr 5 {@P 5P x Hi
z

2 . .
= -7 Yk HU ¢ 9 49)
or r, 1 (the coe cient depends on rg, see 1®). Therefore, 1ling a state

pushesup the level 3 W ih respect to other eigenstates) by an am ount of order
of . This ram oves a bin odal structure of the distribution ofpeak spacings and
slightly m odi es the value of the coe cient a.

Basing on the above analysis, we can m ake the follow Ing general statem ent. Im ag-
Ing thatwe x rg 1 (e. xthe elkctron density and thus the Fem iwave length) and
the systam geom etry, and then start to Increase the linear din ension L of the system .
Then, whilk the average value of the peak spacing Sy scalsashSyi  &é=C / 1=L,
its uctuations will scale di erently: rm s.(Sy ) / 1=L?. This result is not at all
trivial, sihce in an analogous problm fr classical particles % *° the uctuations are
proportional to the m ean value hSy i. The physical reason for an aller uctuations in
the quantum case is in the delocalized nature of the electronic wave functions, which
are soread roughly uniform k7 over the system .

T he above prediction was con m ed by a recent experin ent *¢, where a thorough
study of the peak spacing spacing statistics was carried out. It was found that the low -
tam perature value of rm s.(Sy ), aswellthe typical tem perature scale for its change are
approxin ately given by the m ean level spacing Whik :n unis ofE . the m agniude
of uctuationswas very an all, typically 2{4% ). W e note also that in recent num erical
sin ulations “*® uctuations of the addition energies were found to be approxin ately
0{7 , In agreem ent w ith our resuls.
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