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A bstract

The soectrum of the D irac operator near zero virtuality obtained in lattice gauge
sin ulations isknow n to be universally described by chiralrandom m atrix theory.W e
address the question ofthem axin um energy forw hich thisuniversality persists.For
thispurpose, we analyze Jarge ensem bles of com plete spectra of the Euclidean D irac
operator for staggered ferm ions. W e calculate the disconnected scalar susosptibility
and the m icroscopic num ber variance for the chiral sym plectic ensam ble of random
m atrices and com pare the resuls with lattice D irac spectra for quenched SU (2).
The crossover to a non{universal regin e is clearly identi ed and found to scal
w ith the square of the Iinear lattice size and w ith £2, in agream ent w ith theoretical
expectations.

Recently, i has been shown by several authors that chiral random m atrix
theory (hRM T) is able to reproduce quantitatively soectral properties ofthe
D irac operator obtained from Q CD IJattice data. T his statem ent is valid both
for uctuation properties In the buk of the spectrum and for m icroscopic
Soectral properties near zero virtuality, see the review s [1,2] and Refs. B{6].
This result i plies that the spectral uctuation properties of the D irac op—
erator are universal, ie., determ ined sokly by the underlying symm etry of
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the problem and quite independent of speci ¢ agpects of QCD . The success
of hRM T poses the question: W hich QCD energy scale lin is this universal
behavior? In m esoscopic physics, the analogous scale (ie., the \T houless en—
ergy") isgiven by Ec L 2, where L is the length of the sam ple. Spectral

uctuation properties of a m esoscopic probe obey random m atrix theory only
In energy Intervals an aller than E .

Two recent publications [7,8] address the existence of such a scale, here de—
notedby gmrt,In QCD . Earlierqualitative discussions ofthe transport prop—
erties of light quarks n the QCD vacuum can be found in Refs. [9,10], and a
m ore quantitative approach was taken recently In Ref. [L1].) The scale ru T

is Im portant since on an aller scales, Q CD calculations do not contain system {

goeci ¢ inform ation.T he authors ofR ef. [/]used generalargum entsand sin ple
estim ates for y ¢, whik Ref. B] provides sam i{quantitative results or gy

based on the instanton liquid m odel. It is the purpose of this Letter to deduce
forthe rsttinmevalues for zyr directly from m icroscopic Q CD IJattice data
and to establish the scaling properties of this quantity both w ith respect to
lattice size and coupling constant. A recent analysis of spectral data in the
buk [2]yilds results which are consistent w ith our ndings.

W e recallthat hRM T uses a generating fiinctional of the fomm
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and a potential, v, which determm ines the distribbution ofthem atrix elem ents of
W .Theuniversal spectral uctuation properties do not depend on the choice
ofv [L3]which is taken to be a G aussian for convenience,

vW W )= ‘W YW 3)

In Eg. (1), we consider only the sector of topological charge zero because our
lattice data agree w ith the chRM T resuls in this sector B].W ith N the di-
m ension ofthem atrix In Eq. ), isthe absolute value ofthe chiral conden-
sate,h i (per avor).Variousgauge theories have di erent sym m etries and,
hence, di erent values for . (The ndex D for D yson serves to distinguish
the sym m etry param eter from the square of the inverse coupling constant de—
noted by ) ForSU N.) andN., 3onehas p = 2 (hiralG aussian Uniary



Ensambl, hGUE); forN . = 2 and staggered fermm jons (this is our case) one
has p = 4 (chirwl G aussian Sym plectic Enssmbl, chGSE); and orN,. = 2
and fermm jons In the findam ental representation onehas p = 1 (hirlG aus-
sian O rthogonalEnsambl, hGOE), sse Ref. [14].W hen we apply hRM T to
quenched lattice calculations, the determm inant in Eq. (1) is absent.

E arlier com parisons have shown that all predictions of hRM T such as sum
rules, m icroscopic spectral distribbutions, spectral correlations in the bul,
nearest{neighbor spacing distributions, etc. agree very wellw ith lattice data.
The singlke param eter of the model, , can be detem ined from the lattice
data [B] via the Banks< asher relation P]. Then, the thRM T predictions are
param eter free.

In Refs. [/,8], it was argued that gyt can be estin ated w ith the help of the
G ellM ann {0 akes{R enner relation, which yields
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where f = 93M &V is the pion decay constant and V. = L* is the spacetin e
volum e.O n the Jattice, V. = N a?, where N is the num ber of Jattice sites and a
is the Jattice constant which we set to uniy unless otherw ise indicated. U sing
the mean lvel spacing at zero, = =(V), Eqg.@) can be expressed in
din ensionless fom ,

1
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To determ lne gy r and to test the expected dependence of gyt on L and ,
we use the disconnected spectral susceptibility 4° and the 2 (0;S) statistic.
In order to avoid conflision between the latter quantity and the value, , of
the chiral condensate, we will display the arguments (0;S) n 2 (0;S).W e
denote the lim iting scale or hRM T detem ined from 4 by gy and that
determ ined from 2 (0;S) by Sgut .W eshallseethat gyr= and S gur agree
w ithin the accuracy of our analysis, although the errors associated w ith Sgy r
are larger than those for zyr= .W e shall not address the question of how

these quantities are related to an intrinsically de ned energy scale, cf.Ref. [15].

T he disconnected soectral susceptibility, dis¢ igde ned i term s ofthe D irac
eigenvalues, , obtained in lattice sin ulations by
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w here the average is over iIndependent gauge eld con gurationsand wherem



denotes the valence quark m ass. N ote that for SU (2) all eigenvalues are two{
1 degenerate; or, eg., SU (3) the sum swould run up to 3N .W e study 4
at zero tem perature. Lattioe Q CD studies of the disconnected and connected
susceptibilities at nite tam perature do exist [16]. In this cass, hRM T must
be supplam ented by non{random term swhich arem odel{dependent [17].N ev—
ertheless, the universality of the random {m atrix resuls is expected to persist
for energies below gyt if the (m odel{dependent) tem perature{dependence
of istaken into acoount [L8]. H owever, we shall not address the question of
nite tem perature in thiswork.

The sums In Eqg. (6) can be written as integrals nvolving the m icroscopic
soectral densities of the D irac operator, ie., the spectraldensities on the scale
of the m ean level spacing near zero.W e have
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whereu=mN and 9 hasbeen rescaledby 1=N ?2) so that allquantities
In Eq.(7) are dimensionless. The function , x;y) is the connected part of
the m icrosoopic spectral two-point function, , ®;y) = 1 &) 1) 2 X;Y).
Equation (7) is universal in the sense that all reference to the param eter ,

which depends on the sinulation parameter = 4=¢, has been elin inated.
W e now m ake the transition to chRM T by substituting the random {m atrix
resuls for the m icroscopic spectral one{ and two{point fiinctions appearing
In Eq. (7).For the quenched chG SE, we have [19]
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where J denotes the Bessel function. A tedious calculation leads to the result
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where T and K arem odi ed Bessel functions. To the best of our know ledge,
Eqg. (13) presents a novel result. T he disconnected susceptiboiliy is the result
of strong cancellations between the two tem s in Eq. (7). For this reason, ¢
is particularly sensitive to deviations from chRM T and wellksuited for the
detem ination of gy .

W e tum to a com parison of 4 aspredicted from Eq. (13) with Jattice data.
A s mentioned above, this is the st tim e that such a com parison has been
made. In Ref. B], O bom and Verbaarschot presented calculations for 9
from the instanton liquid m odel, an e ective m odel for QCD . Their resuls
show certain features which are di cul to interpret and which m ay be due
to nite{size e ects as they suggest.

Figure 1 show s the dependence of %= on the scaled valence quark m ass u,
de ned below Eq.(7), for a typicalexample, L = 10 and = 20.Here and
below , the values for are taken from Ref. B]. N ote that the eigenvalues
in B] were measured In unis of 1=(2a).) The resuls shown In Fig. 1 were
obtained w ithout spectral unfolding. W e have also unfolded the lattice data,
but the resulting di erences in 4 are negligble since the sum s .n Eq. (6)
are dom Inated by an all eigenvalues for which the spectral density is approx—
In ately constant. H ence, details of the unfolding procedure are irrelevant for
the present investigation.

W e note that the uncertainties in the M onte€C arlo data are correlated: The
entire set of dots in Fig.1 would shift up or down w ithin the range indicated
by the errorbars if, eg., the lowest eigenvalue were allowed tom ove w ithin its
statistical error. O ur interest is focussed on the system atic deviations visble
above u 7. In order to detem ine these deviations, we show in Fig. 2 the
ratio

. _ disc disc  _  disc .
ratio = lattice RMT ~ RMT 14)
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Fig.1l.The scaled disconnected susoeptibility plotted versus the scaled valence quark

m ass. T he open squares are lattice data; the dots are the chRM T prediction. The

data consist of 1416 com plte spectra on an N = 10? Jattice with = 2:00 and
= 0:247.
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Fig. 2. The relative di erence, Eq. (14), of the scaled disconnected susceptibilities
for the lattice sinulation (usihg the data from Fig.1l with N = 10%, = 200, and
= 0:1247) and chRM T .

D eviations of this ratio from zero determ ne gur= . The errors In Fig.2

are pckknife estin ates. Two features n the gure are striking. (i) Below the
Jow est eigenvalue ofthe M onte{C arlo sam ple, the errors are too an all. (ii) For
very sn allvalues ofu, one observes a system atic deviation between the lattice
results and the thRM T prediction. These features are artefacts of lim ited
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Fig. 3. The relative di erence of the scaled disconnected susosptibilities plotted
versusu=L? r = 200 and fur di erent lattice sizes, N = 44, 6%, 8%, and 10%.

statistics and have the follow ng cause. The asym ptotic hRM T resul for
very an allvalues ofu is

disc 2 1 1
! (2u) g(Jnu+ ) - 5)

where isEuler'soonstant.T he logarithm ictemm isgenerated by the am allbut

nie eigenvalue density at smallu, see Eq. (7). However, In a given M onte{
C arlo sin ulation there is always one an allest eigenvalie, i .Forvaliesofu
an aller than , 1N , the logarithm ic contrlbbution can no longer be cbtained
from the lattice data, see Eqg. (6).

Letugyr = ru 1= bethevalueofu atwhich the strong deviation observed
in Fig. 2 sets in. A ccording to Eq. (5), ugm r should scale with L? [7,8]. To
check this prediction, we have plotted In F ig. 3 the ratios de ned in Eq. (14)
orL = 4, 6,8, and 10 as a function of u=L?. Obviously, alldata fallon the
sam e curve con m Ing our expectation.

In order to com pare resuls for di erent values of , we note that ugyr is
din ensionless but should be proportional to L?. The latter quantity should
scale w ith a?, where a depends on . Furtherm ore, in the scaling regin e one
would expect that scaleswith a °.Thissuggeststhat ugy r=( *“L?) should
be Independent of in the scaling regin e. Figure 4 dem onstrates that this
expectation isnot supported by the data. Ikt isperhapsnot too surprising that
sin ple scaling does not work, because the dynam ics on the lattice changes in
a highly com plicated m anner between = 2:0 and = 2#4. The theoretical
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Fig. 4. The relative di erence of the scaled disconnected susosptibilities plotted
versusu=( 273L%) orthedata ofFig.3 and additionaldata for = 22, = 00556
on 6* and 8! lattices and or = 24, = 000863 on a 16* Jattice.
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Fig.5.The data of Fig.4 plotted versusu=( L ?).
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Fig. 6.C om parison ofthe num bervariance, 2 (0;S), predicted by chRM T w ith the
resuls for the sim ulations used in Fig.3.

expectation of Eq. (5) is that ugmr should scale with f2L? [7,8]. A carefil
check ofthis expectation would require the determ ination of £ for the lattice
sizesand valueswe have used.W e have not done this. Instead, wem ake use
of the cbservation R0] that £2 (in lattice units) scales approxin ately lke
for the range of considered here. The plots in F ig.5 show Ing the resuts for
di erent versusu=( L ?) support this view .

Billbire et al. R0] suggest that £2 = =34 in lattice units. If one interprets
Fig.5 as indicating that ugy r=( L ?) is roughly 0.5, this inplies (taking into
acoount a factor of 1=2 from our nom alization of the eigenvalues) that

RMT™ O:3f2L2 . (16)

This result in quenched SU (2) is In agreem ent w ith the order of m agnitude
estinate zyr= £ “L?= from Refs.[7,8].

W e now tum to the number variance which isde ned as 2 (0;S) = h®N (I)
W (T)i)?i [6].Here, I isthe ntervalI = [0;S], N (I) is the number of eigen—
values in I, and the angular brackets denote the ensam bl average. In contrast
to 95, unHding is inportant for the 2(0;S) statistic sihce it leads to a
signi cant extension of the length ofthe nterval I forwhich 2 (0;S) can be
detem ined. W e unfolded the spectrum by tting the unfolding function to
the average of the spectrum over all con gurations. Figure 6 show s that the
criticalvalue, Sgyv 7, Orwhich deviations from chRM T are observed Increases
wih L. Fig.7 we see that Sgyr decreases with increasing  as expected.
D etailed analysis of all available data sets show s that



L=8 : |
04 B //\’I
s LN
s
/
/A\\/
03} Vaad
INVAY;
—~ A AN N7
) \\‘ / \\//':'
= VAN
W 02+ ‘\ll. ‘
Vv
AR
o1l | ¥ — theory
...... 3=1.8
--—- =20
0.0 o
0 5 10
S
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is consistent w ith the data.Henoe, Sgur and ugy r are perfectly consistent.

Theuse ofthe 2(0;S) statisticm ay be conceptually m ore appealing because
the analogous quantity In m esoscopic system s is directly related to the T hou—
Jess energy. H owever, our analysis show s that the susosptibility appears to be
better suited for a quantitative detem ination of the cross{over point from
universal to non{universal behavior.

In conclusion, we have provided the rst direct determm ination of the scal,

rM T » Which Iin its the validity of random m atrix descriptions of lattice QCD .
T his quantity hasthe correct L2-scaling.M oreover, gyt Seem sto scale rough—
Iy with £ as expected on the basis of the G ellM ann {0 akes{R enner relation.

Tt would be very Interesting to perform a detailed analysis of the lattice data
iIn the di usive regin g, ie., above xyr, to chedk the predictions of Ref. [7]
for this regin e and to investigate possible di erences between the num erical
results of Ref. B] for the instanton liquid m odeland the lattice data. Such an
analysis w ill be the sub fct of future work.
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