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W e show thatforallthe three standard sym m etry classes(unitary,orthogonaland sym plectic),

theconventionalreplica nonlinear� m odelgivesthecorrectnon-perturbativeresultforthetwo-level

correlation functions R 2(!)ofelectrons in disordered m etals in the lim it oflarge !. In this lim it,

non-perturbativeoscillatory contributionsarisefrom a degeneratesaddle-pointm anifold within this

� m odelwhich correspondstothereplica-sym m etry breaking.M oreover,wedem onstratethatin the

unitary casethevery sam eresultscan beextracted from thewellknown exactintegralrepresentation

forR 2(!).

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

Starting from the sem inalpapers ofW egner1 and Efetov,2 a � eld-theoreticaldescription based on the nonlinear

� m odel(NL�M ) has becom e one ofthe m ain analyticalapproaches to various problem s in disordered electronic

system s.Theensem bleaveragingoverallcon� gurationsofdisorderisperform ed eitherusing bosonic1;3 orferm ionic4

n-replicated � eldsand taking the n! 0 lim itin the results,orusing supersym m etric(Z2-graded)� elds.
2;5

The very � rst application ofthis approach was a derivation3;4;2 ofthe renorm alization-group (RG ) equations of

the scaling theory6 ofAnderson localization. For such a perturbative derivation,generalized later for m esoscopic

system s7,both thereplicaand thesupersym m etricm ethodsareequallywelljusti� ed:they justensurethecancellation

ofunphysicalvacuum loopsin a diagram m aticexpansion.However,itsoon becam e conventionalwisdom thatthere

existed two setsofproblem sforwhich only oneofthesem ethodswasapplicable.

O n theonehand,theferm ionicreplica NL�M hasbeen generalized by Finkelstein8 to includeinteractionsbetween

electrons. The interestin this approach has been greatly enhanced by the recentdiscovery9 ofan apparentm etal-

insulatortransition in 2D disordered system sin zero m agnetic � eld. Although ithasbeen recently dem onstrated10

thatthe K eldysh technique providesa viable alternative to the replica approach,the latterstillrem ainsone ofthe

bestavailabletoolsforconsideration ofinteracting electronsin disordered system s.In the very least,itisclearthat

thereisno sim ple way ofapplying the supersym m etry m ethod to a m any-particleferm ionic system .

O n theotherhand,theviability ofthereplicaapproach wasunderm ined by theexistenceofa setofproblem swhich

could apparently be solved only with the help ofthe supersym m etry m ethod. The � rst,and possibly m ostfam ous,

ofsuch problem s was solved by Efetov11 who used the supersym m etric NL�M to derive the two-levelcorrelation

function (TLCF) in the universalergodic regim e for electrons in disordered m etallic grains. The results proved to

be identicalto those for eigenvalue correlations in random m atrix theory,12 as had m uch earlier been assum ed by

G or’kov and Eliashberg.13 This� rstm icroscopicderivation ofessentially non-perturbativeresultshasopened theway

to num erousnew results(m ainly obtained during thelastdecade)forwhich using thesupersym m etry m ethod seem ed

to be absolutely essential(m any oftheseresultshavebeen reviewed in a recentbook by Efetov14).

In m any ways,though,this � rstnon-trivial\supersym m etric" result11 seem ed to be the best illustration ofwhy

the replica m ethod could only beused within a perturbativeapproach.Forthe easiestcaseofthe unitary sym m etry

the irreducibleTLCF isgiven by

R 2(!)= �
sin2!

!2
; (1.1)

where ! isthe distance between two levelsin unitsof� =� and � isthe m ean levelspacing. Thisresultisvalid in

the ergodic regim e,i.e.for! � g where g � 1 is the dim ensionlessconductance. For! � 1,the TLCF averaged

over fast oscillations,could be readily obtained from the standard diagram m atic techniques15 with 1=! being the

perturbation param eter(orfrom the perturbation theory in the fram ework ofeitherthe supersym m etric orreplica

NL�M ).However,thenon-perturbativefactorsin2
! cannotberestored from theperturbation series.Sincethereplica

trick iswelljusti� ed only within the perturbative approach,itm ightseem ratherhopelessto obtain the result(1.1)

within thereplicaapproach.And indeed,quiteinvolved calculationsbyVerbaarschotand Zirnbauer16 haveshown that

a directapplication ofthe replica trick (using eitherthebosonicorferm ionicNL�M )hasapparently notreproduced

the TLCF given by Eq.(1.1).

Therefore,avery recentresultofK am enev and M ezard17 m akesa realbreakthrough in thisarea.Using thereplica-

sym m etrybreakingwithin an e� ectiveferm ionic� eld theorycorrespondingtothelargeN lim itoftheG aussian unitary

ensem bleofN � N random m atrices,they havereproduced thenon-perturbativeresult(1.1),albeitonly in theregion
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! � 1.Thisraiseshope thatone m ighteventually apply the replica approach forobtaining non-perturbative results

forinteracting electronsin disordered system s.However,them ethod used in Ref.17 doesnotappearto beextendible

to the standard NL�M describing electrons in a random potential. Although the large-N � eld theory written in

term softhe n � n replica m atrix � eldsQ is,in principle,totally analogousto the standard NL�M ,thisanalogy has

been considerably sm eared by the very essence ofthe m ethod applied. Nam ely,the standard exp[N trln(�� iQ )]

term has been represented after a shift ofvariables as (detQ )N and the resulting Itzykson-Zuber integral(sim ilar

to that introduced in the context ofthe supersym m etric m ethod by G uhr18) was calculated taking into account

replica-sym m etry breaking.17

Although the m ethod used in Ref.17 could hardly be generalized directly,the m essagewasvery clear:the replica

approach taken togetherwith thesym m etry-breaking,can reproducethe resultsofthe supersym m etricapproach.

Thepurposeofthispaperisto dem onstratethatnon-perturbativeresultsforalltheclassicalsym m etry ensem bles

(unitary,orthogonaland sym plectic)can be derived in the fram ework ofthe standard ferm ionicNL�M with replica-

sym m etry breaking. W e believe that the present derivation is both m ore generaland considerably easier than the

originalone17 and can bestraightforwardlyextended to includeinteractions.Independently,Alex K am enev and M arc

M ezard havepresented in theirsecond paper19 a derivation which issim ilarin spirit,although considerably di� erent

from thatsuggested here.

Before describing ourderivation,we wantto em phasize the following. Itis the standard ferm ionic NL�M which

doescontain correct(atleastforlarge!)non-perturbativeoscillatory contributionsto thelevelcorrelation functions.

The replica-sym m etry breaking which involves a set ofadditionalsaddle-point subm anifolds within the standard

NL�M is justa very convenientm ethod ofcalculating the large-! asym ptotic behaviorofthe correlation functions

including these oscillatory contributions.Sim ilarly,within thesupersym m etricNL�M Andreev and Altshuler20 have

reproduced thelarge-! lim itofEq.(1.1)by thesaddle-pointcalculation ofthesupersym m etricintegralthatinvolved

an additionalsaddle-pointwhich breaksthe supersym m etry. The very sam e integralhasbeen exactly calculated by

Efetov11 withoutbreaking the supersym m etry. W e extend thisanalogy to the ferm ionic replica NL�M by showing,

with the help ofa trick which resem bles the replica-sym m etry breaking,that the n = 0 lim it ofthe exactintegral

representation ofthe TLCF obtained by Verbaarschotand Zirnbauer16 doescontain,atleastforlarge!,the correct

oscillatory behavior.

The paperisorganised asfollows. In the nextsection we recallthe form ulation ofthe standard replica ferm ionic

NL�M and introduce allrelevant notations. In Section III we present in detaila calculation ofthe large ! non-

perturbative contribution to the TLCF for the unitary ensem ble,based on replica-sym m etry breaking. In Section

IV we outline sim ilar calculations for the orthogonaland sym plectic ensem bles. In Section V we extract the very

sam e resultsfrom the exactintegralrepresentation forR 2 obtained by Verbaaschotand Zirnbauer16 forthe unitary

ensem ble.Finally,in Section VIwesum m arizeourresultsand discussperspectivesofthe replica m ethod.

II.FO R M U LA T IO N O F T H E P R O B LEM

W e considerthe two-levelcorrelation function (TLCF)de� ned by

R 2(!)=
1

�2
h�("+ !)�(")i� 1: (2.1)

Hereh:::istandsfortheensem bleaveraging,�(")istheelectronicdensity ofstatesperunitvolum ede� ned in term s

ofthespectrum f"�g fora given sam pleas�(")= L �d
P

�
�("� "�), �� h�(")i= 1=Ld� ,and L,d arethesam ple

size and dim ensionality.W e willm easureallenergiesin unitsof� =�,in which the TLCF isaswritten in Eq.(1.1).

In theseunitswe expressR 2 via the productofthe retarded and advanced G reen’sfunctionsasfollows:

R 2(!)=
1

2
[<eS2(!)� 1]; S2(!)�

D

G
r
�

"+
!

2

�

G
a("�

!

2
)

E

: (2.2)

The function S2 can be expressed in the standard way
11;21 in term softhe replica NL�M :

S2(!)= � lim
n! 0

1

n2

@2

@!2
Zn(!); Zn(!)=

Z

D Q exp(� F [Q ;!]) (2.3)

whereF [Q ;!]isthe non-linearsigm a m odelfunctional

F [Q ;!]=
1

Ld

Z

ddrTr

�
1

8
D (r Q )2 �

i!�

4
� Q

�

: (2.4)
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Thisfunctionalhasbeen derived4 forthe m odeloffree electronsin a random potentialrepresented in term softhe

ferm ionic(anticom m uting)replica� elds.Asa result,the� eld Q (r)isan Herm itian m atrix ofrank 2n whoseelem ents

arequarternionsfortheorthogonalsym m etry ensem ble,com plex num bersfortheunitary sym m etry ensem blewhich

ariseswhen tim e-reversalsym m etry in them odelisbroken,and realnum bersforthesym plecticsym m etry ensem ble,

which ariseswhen spin-rotation sym m etry isbroken.Itsatis� esthe standard constraints

Q
2 = 112n ; TrQ = 0: (2.5)

Theseconstraintsareresolved by representing Q asfollows:

Q = U
y� U = T

y� T ; � = diag(11n;� 11n); T = exp

�
0n t

� ty 0n

�

: (2.6)

Here tisan arbitrary n� n m atrix,and T isobtained by factorizing m atricesU 2 S(2n)with respectto redundant

m atricesR 2 S(n)� S(n)thatcom m utewith � ,i.e.U = RT,whereS(n)istheappropriatesym m etry group.These

conditions m ean that Q belongs to the com pactG rassm annian m anifold22 (coset space),S(2n)=S(n)� S(n). For

three di� erentclassesofsym m etry,S(n)becom esthe sym plectic group,Sp(n),forthe orthogonalclass,the unitary

group U (n)forthe unitary class,and the orthogonalgroup,SO (n),forthe sym plecticclass,

Theergodicregim ecorrespondsto thelevelseparationsm uch sm allerthan theThoulessenergy,D =L2 (which in the

chosen unitscoincides,up to a num ericalfactor,with the dim ensionlessconductance g).In thisregim ethe gradient

term in Eq.(2.4)m ay be neglected,and the NL�M functionalreducesto the zero-dim ensionallim it:11

F [Q ;!]= �
i!�

4
Tr[� Q ]; (2.7)

with Q becom ing a spatially hom ogeneousm atrix.Hereand in Eq.(2.4)�= 1 fortheorthogonalclass,and �= 2 for

theunitary and sym plecticclasses.Thisfactorarisesbecauseunitary and sym plecticclasseshavebeen obtained from

orthogonal4 by the suppression ofm assive m odes corresponding to the tim e-reversalor spin-rotationalsym m etry

breaking and a subsequent reduction ofthe Q m atrix rank. The coe� cient � also absorbs an extra factor in the

sym plectic casedue to the rede� nition ofthe m ean levelspacing � in the chosen units.

III.U N ITA R Y EN SEM B LE

W e lim itallfurtherconsiderationsto the ergodicregim e only,and rewrite explicitly Z(!)given by Eqs.(2.3)and

(2.7):

Zn(!)=

Z

D Q exp

h

� i
!

2
Tr� Q

i

; (3.1)

wherethe m easureisde� ned by

D Q =

nY

i;j= 1

d
ra
ij d


ra �
ij ; d
 � dT � T

�1
: (3.2)

Here T isthe m atrix param eterizing Q ,Eq.(2.6),and r and a referto the replica indiceswhich originate from G r

and G a,respectively.In the large-! lim itthisintegralism ainly contributed by the extrem a ofthe functionalwhich

obey the standard condition [� ;Q ]= 0. This condition is satis� ed by any m atrix ofthe form Q = diag(Qr;Q a),

where Q r and Q a are the n � n Herm itian m atriceswhose eigenvaluesare � 1 and Tr(Qr + Q a)= 0.Thisde� nesa

highly degenerate saddle-pointm anifold which consistsofC n
2n subm anifoldsspeci� ed by a particulardistribution of

n eigenvalues‘+ 1’and n eigenvalues‘-1’between Q r and Q a.Thesesubm anifoldscan bedivided into n+ 1 classesof

equivalence,Q p = diag(Q r
p;Q

a
p),labeled by TrQ

r
p = � TrQap = n � 2p,with p = 0;1;:::n.The p-th classhasweight

(C p
n)

2,with C p
n �

�
n

p

�
.

The m atrix Q r
p with (Q r

p)
2 = 11n and TrQ r

p = n� 2p can be param eterized by analogy with Eq.(2.6)as

Q
r
p = (T r

p)
y
�pT

r
p ; �p � diag(1n�p ;� 1p); T

r
p = exp

�
0n�p tr

� (tr)y 0p

�

; (3.3)

where tr isan arbitrary p� (n� p)m atrix. Thisde� nesthe cosetspace Gp = U (n)=U (n� p)� U (p),i.e.Therefore,

Q p = diag(Q r
p;Q

a
p)belongsto the m anifold Gp � Gp and can be param eterized as

3



Q p = T
y
p�pTp ; Tp = diag(T r

p;T
a
p ); �p = diag(�p;� �p) (3.4)

The integerp speci� esthe replica-sym m etry breaking,asitdescribesthe num berofthe � 1 eigenvaluesin each Qr

block (equalto the num ber ofthe + 1 eigenvalues in each Q a block): in the sym m etry-unbroken case,p = 0,and

hence retarded and advanced blocks,Q r;a,contain only positive or negative eigenvalues,respectively. W e want to

em phasizethatm anifoldsGp� Gp0 with p 6= p0cannotappearwithin thedegeneratesaddle-pointm anifold,[� ;Q ]= 0,

ofthe functional(2.7). Indeed,the corresponding m atrices have non-zero trace,and thus do not belong to the Q

space de� ned by Eq.(2.6). Naturally,one could have derived the replica NL�M with di� erentnum bersofelem ents

correspondingtotheretarded and advanced blocks,asin Ref.1.In thiscase,thereplica-sym m etrybreakingwould still

m ean theredistribution of+ 1’sand � 1’seigenvaluesbetween theseblocks,keeping thevalueofTrQ thesam e(equal

to thedi� erencebetween thenum bersorreplicasin theretarded and advanced blocksin thethesym m etry-unbroken

case,p = 0)in each p-th m anifold.

Now we need to take into accountcontributionsfrom ‘m assive’m odes(with m ass/ 1=!)in the vicinity ofeach

m anifold (3.4).In thelarge-! lim itthesecontributionsm ay be considered asindependentand thepartition function

isthen represented by the sum ofallofthem :

Zn(!)=

nX

p= 0

(C p
n)

2

Z

D Q exp

h

� i
!

2
Tr�pQ

i

; (3.5)

Here we have used the fact that the sim ilarity transform ation in the vicinity of�p,i.e.U �pU
y,covers the entire

sym m etric m anifold ofthe NL�M ,Eq.(2.6),including allthe m assive m odes. Having substituted this into the

functional(2.7),we have reduced TrU �pU
y� to Tr�pT

y� T = Tr�pQ ,where we have substituted U = RT,as

de� ned after Eq.(2.6). Let us em phasize again that the above representation ofZ as the sum over allp can be

justi� ed only asa perturbative(in 1=!)procedure:a possibleoverlapping ofm assivem odesoriginated from di� erent

m anifoldsisirrelevantin the large-! lim it.

Each term in thesum (3.5)containsboth m assiveand m asslessm odes.Indeed,wehaveused abovethefactorization

U = RT with R being block-diagonalm atrices com m uting with � . The m atrices T in Tr�pQ = Tr� T�pT
y still

contain the subset ofm atrices com m uting with �p that correspond to the m assless m odes. Therefore,we need to

param eterizeT in a way which enablesusto factorizeoutthesem asslessm odesand perform theintegration overthe

m assiveones.

Them ostsuitableparam eterization ofT,analogousto thatused in Ref.16 forthebosonicNL�M ,can beobtained

by expanding the m atrix exponentin Eq.(2.6). By introducing m atrix B � t(tyt)�1=2 sin
p
tyt,we representT and

thusQ = T y� T asfollows:

T =

 p
11n � B By B

� B
y

p
11n � ByB

!

; Q =

 

11n � 2B By B
p
11n � ByB

B y
p
11n � B By � (11n � 2ByB )

!

: (3.6)

The m atrix B in this param eterization is notunconstrained,though. The Q = Q y condition is ful� lled only when

them atrices
p
11n � B By and

p
11n � ByB areHerm itian.Thisisso only when alltheeigenvaluesofB B y and B yB

do notexceed unity. O nly underthisconstraintdoesQ ,param eterized asin Eq.3.6,stillbelong to the cosetspace

U (2n)=U (n)� U (n). Nevertheless,this param eterization is very convenient. First,the corresponding Jacobian is

unity (seeAppendix),so thatthe m easureofintegration (3.2)can be written sim ply as

D Q =
Y

i;j

dB ijdB
�
ij � D B : (3.7)

In addition,the representation ofallthe exponents in the sum (3.5) in term s ofB is also very sim ple,Tr�pQ =

2(n � 2p)� 2Tr�p(B B
y + B yB ),so thatweobtain:

Zn(!)=

nX

p= 0

(C p
n)

2
� e

i!(2p�n)
Z
p
n(!); (3.8)

Z
p
n(!)=

Z

D B exp
�
i!Tr�p(B B

y + B
y
B )
�
: (3.9)

The region ofintegration in (3.9) is restricted by the constraintdescribed after Eq.(3.6). Last,but not least,the

param eterization (3.6)allowsus to separate outthe m asslessm odes,which obey the condition [T;�p]= 0,in each
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integral(3.9). Indeed,thiscondition issatis� ed by allm atricesT constructed from B which anticom m ute with �p,

i.e.havethe o� -diagonalblock structure.

Thism eansthatin the representation ofB in the block form re ecting the structureof�p = diag(11n�p ;� 11p),

B =

�
B 1 b1

b
y

2 B 2

�

; (3.10)

the m atricesB 1;2 representthe m assive m odes,and b1;2 m assless.W hen the m assivem odesare suppressed (B 1 = 0

and B 2 = 0),the T m atrices in Eq.(3.6) constructed from p � (n� p) m atrices b1;2 only,param eterize the sam e

degeneratep-the m anifold,Gp� Gp described in Eq.(3.4),asoneexpects.

By substituting therepresentation (3.10)into Eq.(3.9),wereduceZ p
n to theproductofintegralsoverthem assive

and m asslessm odes:

Z
p
n(!)=

Z

D B 1 D B 2 exp

h

� 2i!tr(B1B
y

1 � B2B
y

2)

iZ

D b1D b2; (3.11)

Here the region ofintegration over b1;2 depends on B 1;2 due to the constraint on the eigenvalues ofthe m atrices

B B y and B yB in therepresentation (3.10).SincetheintegraloverB 1;2 iscontributed only by theregion whereboth

trB 1B
y

1 and trB 2B
y

2
<
� 1=! � 1,in the leading in 1=! approxim ation we m ay putboth B 1;2 to 0 in the constraint

ofthe integration region overthe m asslessm odes b1;2. In this approxim ation,as we have noticed after Eq.(3.10),

m atricesb1;2 param eterizethe p-th m anifold (3.4)so that

Z

D b1D b2 =

Z

D Q p = 
2(Gp); (3.12)

wherethe m easureofintegration overD Q p isde� ned in term sofTp in the sam eway thatD Q isde� ned in term sof

T,Eq.(3.2),and 
 (Gp)isthe volum e ofthe com pactcosetspace Gp. Thisvolum e isexpressed via the well-known

volum esofthe unitary group,
 (U (n)),asfollows:


 (Gp)=

 (U (n))


 (U (n � p))
 (U (p))
= (2�)

1

2
[n

2
�(n�p)

2
�p

2
]

pY

j= 1

� (1+ j)

� (n + 2� j)
: (3.13)

In the sam e large-! approxim ation,the variablesB 1;2 param eterizing the m assive m odes are unconstrained. Then

the G aussian integraloverthe 2[(n� p)2 + p2]independentm assivem odesyields

~Z p
n(!)�

Z

D B 1 D B 2 exp

h

2i!tr(B 1B
y

1 � B2B
y

2)

i

=

�
�

� i!

� (n�p)
2 �

�

i!

�p2

(3.14)

Com bining Eqs.(3.14)and (3.13)and om itting an irrelevantoverallfactorwhich goesto 1 when n ! 0,wearriveat

the following expression which isessentially the sam easthatderived in Ref.17 via the Itzykson-Zuberintegral:

Zn(!)=

1X

p= 0

[F p
n ]

2
�

ei!(2p�n)

(2!)(n�p)
2+ p2

; F
p
n � C

p
n

pY

j= 1

� (1+ j)

� (n + 2� j)
: (3.15)

Here the sum m ation overp hasbeen extended to 1 since F p
n = 0 forallintegern > p. Thisallowsone to take the

replica lim it,n ! 0,in each ofthe term sin Eq.(3.15).Due to the factthatF p
n / np asn ! 0,only the term swith

p = 0 and p = 1 in Eq.(3.15)contribute to S2 in Eq.(2.3).O m itting allthe term swith p � 2,oneobtains

Zn(!)=
e�i!n

!n
2

+ n
2 ei!(2�n)

4!(n�1)
2+ 1

: (3.16)

Substituting thisinto Eqs.(2.3)and (2.2)and keepingtheleading in 1! term sonly,onearrivesattheexpression (1.1)

fortheTLCF.Although thisexpression looksasbeing exact,ithasbeen actually derived only in thelarge-! lim it,as

isthecasein theItzykson-Zubercalculation ofK am enev and M ezard17,and in the‘supersym m etry breaking’m ethod

ofAndreev and Altshuler.20
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IV .O R T H O G O N A L A N D SY M P LEC T IC EN SEM B LES

A generalization to both these sym m etriesfrom the unitary one isstraightforward:elem entsofallm atricesin the

previoussection werecom plex num bers,whilenow they becom equarternion num bers4;22 in theorthogonalsym m etry

and realnum bers in the sym plectic sym m etry. In other words,S(n),S(p),etc,should be substituted for U (n),

U (p),etc,in allform ulae ofSection III,with S being the sym plectic group Sp for the orthogonalsym m etry and

the orthogonalgroup SO for the sym plectic sym m etry (such an inversion is characteristic ofthe ferm ionic replica

approach). O ne should also rede� ne the m easure ofintegration,Eq.(3.2),in term sofindependentm atrix elem ents

and substitute 2! by �! asde� ned in Eq.(2.7).

After these rede� nitions,the partition function Zn is represented by the sum (3.8),with each term in this sum

given by the productofintegralsoverthe m assiveand m asslessm odes,Eq.(3.11).The num berofm assivem odesis

(4=�)[(n � p)2 + p2],where � = 1;24 forthe orthogonal,unitary and sym plectic sym m etry isthe standard Dyson

param eter.Fororthogonaland sym plectic sym m etries,the G aussian integral(3.14)overthem assivem odesyields

~Z p
n(!)=

(

(�=!)
2[(n�p)

2
+ p

2
]

(� 1)(n�p)
2
�p

2

orthogonalsym m etry

(�=2!)
[(n�p)

2
+ p

2
]=2

i
�[(n�p)

2
�p

2
]=2 sym plectic sym m etry

(4.1)

Theintegralsoverm asslessm odes,Eq.(3.12),givethevolum es,
2(G
�
p)ofthecorrespondingcosetspaces.Theresults

can be written as


 (G
�
p)=

8
>>>><

>>>>:

(2�)2(n�p)p
pY

j= 1

� (1+ 2j)

� [1+ 2(n + 1� j)]
orthogonalsym m etry

(�)(n�p)p=2
pY

j= 1

� (1+ j=2)

� [1+ (n + 1� j)=2]
orthogonalsym m etry

(4.2)

Com bining Eqs.4.1 and 4.2,weobtain the partition function forboth the sym m etries.Itcan be written in term sof

�,togetherwith the unitary Z n,Eq.(3.15),in universalform :

Zn(!)=

1X

p= 0

F
2
�(n;p)

e�i!(2p�n)

(2!)
2

�
[(n�p) 2+ p2]

; F�(n;p)= C
p
n

pY

j= 1

� (1+ 2

�
j)

� (1+ 2

�
(n + 1� j))

: (4.3)

In then ! 0 lim itonly theterm swith p = 0;1 survivefor�= 1;2,whilefor�= 4 oneneedsto keep thep= 2 term

aswell:

Zn! 0(!)= 1� i!n + n
2

(

�
!2

2
�
2

�
ln! +

�2(1+ 2=�)

(2!)
4

�

� e
2i! + ��;4

e4i!

28!4
:

)

(4.4)

Substituting thisinto Eqs.(2.3)and (2.2),weobtain the TLCF asfollows:

R 2(!)= �
1

�! 2
+
2�2(1+ 2=�)

(2!)
4

�

cos2! + ��;4
cos4!

32!4
: (4.5)

This reproduces the correct large-! asym ptotic behavior of R 2 for allthree ensem bles, which includes the non-

perturbativeoscillatory factors.

Aswehavederived theseresultswith a non-standard treatm entofthestandard ferm ionicNL�M ,they also should

be contained in the exactintegralrepresentation obtained forthism odelby Verbaarschotand Zirnbauer.16 W e will

show now thatthisis,indeed,the case.

V .T H E LA R G E-! LIM IT O F T H E V ER B A A R SC H O T -ZIR N B A U ER IN T EG R A L

The ‘zero-m ode’partition function,Eq.(2.7),can be exactly represented in the following form

Zn(!)= 
2(U (n))

Z + 1

�1

� 2(�)

nY

i= 1

e
�i!� id�i; � (�)�

Y

i< j

(�j � �i): (5.1)
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which isequivalent(with accuracy up to factorsgoing to 1 in the n ! 0 lim it)to the representation forS2 given in

Eq.(2.24)ofthe paperby Verbaarschotand Zirnbauer.16

The leading in 1=! contributionsto this highly oscillatory integral(which doesnothave stationary pointsinside

integration region)com e from the end points. To single outthese contributions,we m usttake som e �’sclose to + 1

and the restclose to � 1,which im itatesreplica sym m etry breaking. Letuschoose n� p of�’sclose to + 1 and p of

�’scloseto � 1.Then wecan splitup the Vanderm ondedeterm inantin the following way:

� 2(�)=

nY

i;j

j�j � �ij� 22p(n�p)� 2
+ �

2
�

where

� 2
+ =

n�pY

i;j= 1

j�i� �jj � 2
� =

nY

i;j= n�p+ 1

j�i� �jj: (5.2)

Reducing the integral(5.1)to the sum ofsuch contributionsonly,werepresentitas

Zn(!)� 
2(U (n))

nX

p= 1

(C p
n)2

2p(n�p)

Z + 1

�1

� 2
+

n�pY

j= 1

e�i!� j d�j

Z + 1

�1

� 2
�

nY

j= n�p+ 1

e�i!� j d�j : (5.3)

Sincein each oftheintegralsallthevariablesareclosetooneofthelim itsofintegration,thesecond lim itwasextended

to in� nity.Now wem akesubstitutions�i = 1� xi in the� rstintegral,and �i = � 1+ xi in thesecond one,reducing

the abovesum to the form :

Zn(!)� 
2(U (n))

nX

p= 1

(C p
n)2

2p(n�p)ei!(2p�n)In�p Ip (5.4)

whereIp areintegralsofthe Selberg’stype:
12

Ip =

1Z

0

� 2(x)

pY

j= 1

dxje
�i!x j (5.5)

Substituting the known Selberg integralsand discarding an overallfactorwhich goesto unity in the replica lim itwe

arriveat

Zn(!)=

nX

p= 0

[F p
n ]

2
�

ei!(2p�n)

2!(n�p)
2+ p2

; F
p
n = C

p
n

pY

j= 1

� (1+ j)

� (n + 2� j)
: (5.6)

Thisexpression isexactly thesam easEq.3.15obtained in Section IIIwith thehelp ofthereplica-sym m etrybreaking.

Therefore,the exactrepresentation (5.1)doescontain the true oscillatory asym ptoticbehaviorofthe TLCF.

The authorsofRef.16 have also drawn attention to the factthatthere isan apparentcontradiction between the

! = 0 lim itforS2 obtained from thereplica trick and theexactsupersym m etricresult.Indeed,if! isputto 0 in the

expression forS2 following from Eqs.(5.1)and (2.3)the n ! 0 lim itistaken after that,oneobtainsS2(!= 0)= � 1.

This cannot be correct as <eS2(! ! 0) > 0 as follows from the de� nition (2.2) and,m oreover,it is known that

S2(! ! 0)! �(!).W hatisinteresting,however,isthatifoneseparatesthe singular,S
sing

2 (!),and regular,S
reg

2 (!),

partsofS2(!),then S
reg

2 (! ! 0)= � 1.Therefore,the replica m ethod givesS
reg

2 (! = 0)correctly,and itisjustS
sing

2

which is m issing. However,the fact that Zn(! ! 0) is � nite for any integer n does not necessarily im plies that it

isalso � nite (asa function of! ! 0)in the replica lim it. Forexam ple,ifthe expansion ofS2(!)before taking the

n = 0 lim it contained a term proportionalto !n
2
�1 ,it would be singularin the replica lim it. In otherwords,ifa

non-trivialdependenceon theorderoflim itsn ! 0 and ! ! 0 existed,in a spiritofthereplica trick then ! 0 lim it

should be taken � rst.Atthe m om ent,though,thisisonly a speculation aswehavenotyetsucceeded in calculating

the integral(5.1)forsm all!.However,the factthatthe large-! lim itofthisintegralreproducesthe correctresults

(1.1)m akesitplausiblethatthereareonly technicaldi� cultiesratherthan oneofprinciplein the application ofthe

replica m ethod.

7



V I.C O N C LU SIO N S

The purpose ofthis paper was to dem onstrate explicitely that non-perturbative oscillatory contributions to the

TLCF of electrons in a random potentialcould be extracted from the standard NL�M form ulated in ferm ionic

replicasby Efetov,Larkin and K hm elnitskii4 m any yearsago. To this end,allone needs isto param eterize allthe

non-trivialsaddle-pointm anifoldscorresponding to the broken replica-sym m etry and describing ‘m asslessm odes’of

the theory,and expand the action in the vicinity ofthese m anifolds to include ‘m assive m odes’. The very sum ilar

approach hasbeen used in the supersym m etric NL�M :the non-perturbative oscillationshave been extracted by the

expansion around two extrem alpoints one ofwhich breaks the supersym m etry.20 Since the exact supersym m etric

calculation ofthe TLCF was wellknown,11 it was clear that the supersym m etry breaking20 was just a convenient

m ethod ofextracting the large-! lim it(and going beyond the universal‘zero-m ode’apporxim ation). Itisnotclear

atthe m om entwhetherexactcalculation ispossible within the replica approach.However,aswe haveshown in the

Section V,the exactintegralrepresentation ofR 2(!)doesatleastdescribethe correctbehaviorin the large-! lim it.

O n theotherhand,thereisa num berofnon-perturbativeresultswherealltheleading contributionscom efrom the

sm all! lim it(see,e.g.,Ref.23):theexistenceofanontrivialspatially inhom ogeneoussaddlepointin thenon-com pact

sectorofthesupersym m etricNL�M wasthem ain sourceofthesecontributions.Atthem om entitisunclearwhether

such a saddle pointcould be found within the ferm ionic replica approach.Nevertheless,the factthatsom e ofthese

resultshad earlierbeen obtained7;24 within the RG treatm entofthe ferm ionic replica NL�M prom ptsthatitcould

be technicalratherthan m ethodoligicaldi� cultiesinvolved.

Despitethefactthatthereplicasprovenow to bea trusted toolfornon-perturbativecalculations,thereisno doubt

thatthesupersym m etricNL�M isthebesttoolto obtain non-perturbativeresultsfornon-interacting electrons.But

the furtherelaboration ofthe non-perturbative m ethodswithin the replica trick willbe im portantforthe problem s

where supersym m etry cannotbe applied.Thisisthe situation with the interacting electronsin a random potential.

Such system scan bedescribed by NL�M with ferm ionicreplicasonly and webelievethatthefurtherdevelopm entof

m ethodssim ilarto presented herewillenableoneto obtain atlastnon-perturbativeresultsfordisordered system sof

interacting electrons.
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A P P EN D IX A :C A LC U LA T IO N O F JA C O B IA N

To calculatedi� erentialsofm atricesentering the m easure(3.2)weuse the following rationalsubstitution:

B =
2

1� ��y
� =) T =

0

B
@

1+ ��y

1� ��y

2

1� ��y
�

�
2

1� �y�
�
y 1+ �y�

1� �y�

1

C
A : (A.1)

Then the di� erentialsin the m easure(3.2)aregiven by

d
12(T)�
�
dT � T

y
�
= 2

1

1� ��y
(d�� �d��)

1

1� �y�
: (A.2)

O n the otherhand wecan � nd the di� erentialofB ,entering the m easure(3.7)asfollows:

dB = 2
1

1� ��y
(d�+ �d��)

1

1� �y�
: (A.3)

Com paring Eqs.(A.2)and (A.3)one can see thatthe Jacobiansoftransitionsd
12(T)� ! d� and dB � ! d� are

exactly the sam e.From thatfactonededucesthatthe Jacobian ofthe transition d
12(T)� ! dB isunity.
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