
ar
X

iv
:h

ep
-p

h/
98

04
43

9v
2 

 1
7 

Se
p 

19
98

C rossover to N on-universalM icroscopic

SpectralFluctuations in Lattice G auge

T heory

M .E.Berbenni-Bitscha,M .G�ockelerb,T.Guhrc,

A.D.Jacksond,J.-Z.M ac,S.M eyera,A.Sch�aferb,

H.A.W eidenm �ullerc,T.W ettige,and T.W ilkec

aFachbereich Physik { Theoretische Physik,Universit�atKaiserslautern,D-67663

Kaiserslautern,Germ any

bInstitutf�ur Theoretische Physik,Universit�atRegensburg,D-93040 Regensburg,

Germ any

cM ax-Planck-Institutf�ur Kernphysik,Postfach 103980,D-69029 Heidelberg,

Germ any

dNiels-Bohr-Institute,Blegdam svej17,DK-2100 Copenhagen �,Denm ark

eInstitutf�ur Theoretische Physik,Technische Universit�atM �unchen,D-85747

Garching,Germ any

A bstract

The spectrum ofthe Dirac operator nearzero virtuality obtained in lattice gauge

sim ulationsisknown tobeuniversallydescribed bychiralrandom m atrix theory.W e

addressthequestion ofthem axim um energy forwhich thisuniversality persists.For

thispurpose,weanalyzelargeensem blesofcom pletespectraoftheEuclidean Dirac

operatorforstaggered ferm ions.W ecalculatethedisconnected scalarsusceptibility

and them icroscopic num bervarianceforthechiralsym plecticensem bleofrandom

m atrices and com pare the results with lattice Dirac spectra for quenched SU(2).

The crossover to a non{universalregim e is clearly identi�ed and found to scale

with thesquareofthelinearlattice sizeand with f2�,in agreem entwith theoretical

expectations.

Recently,it has been shown by severalauthors that chiralrandom m atrix

theory (chRM T)isableto reproducequantitatively spectralpropertiesofthe

Diracoperatorobtained from QCD latticedata.Thisstatem entisvalid both

for 
uctuation properties in the bulk ofthe spectrum and for m icroscopic

spectralproperties nearzero virtuality,see the reviews [1,2]and Refs.[3{6].

This result im plies that the spectral
uctuation properties ofthe Dirac op-

erator are universal,i.e.,determ ined solely by the underlying sym m etry of
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the problem and quite independent ofspeci�c aspects ofQCD.The success

ofchRM T posesthe question:W hich QCD energy scale lim itsthisuniversal

behavior? In m esoscopic physics,the analogousscale (i.e.,the \Thoulessen-

ergy")isgiven by E C � L� 2,where L isthe length ofthe sam ple.Spectral


uctuation propertiesofa m esoscopicprobeobey random m atrix theory only

in energy intervalssm allerthan E C .

Two recent publications [7,8]address the existence ofsuch a scale,here de-

noted by�R M T,in QCD.(Earlierqualitativediscussionsofthetransportprop-

ertiesoflightquarksin theQCD vacuum can befound in Refs.[9,10],and a

m ore quantitative approach wastaken recently in Ref.[11].)The scale �R M T

isim portantsinceon sm allerscales,QCD calculationsdonotcontain system {

speci�cinform ation.TheauthorsofRef.[7]used generalargum entsandsim ple

estim atesfor�R M T,whileRef.[8]providessem i{quantitativeresultsfor�R M T

based on theinstanton liquid m odel.ItisthepurposeofthisLettertodeduce

forthe�rsttim evaluesfor�R M T directly from m icroscopicQCD latticedata

and to establish the scaling propertiesofthisquantity both with respectto

lattice size and coupling constant.A recent analysis ofspectraldata in the

bulk [12]yieldsresultswhich areconsistentwith our�ndings.

W erecallthatchRM T usesa generating functionaloftheform

Z
�D
N f

=

Z

D [W ]

N fY

f= 1

det(D + m f)e
�

N �
D

4
trv(W yW ) (1)

with

D =

0

B
@

0 iW

iW y 0

1

C
A (2)

and apotential,v,which determ inesthedistribution ofthem atrix elem entsof

W .Theuniversalspectral
uctuation propertiesdo notdepend on thechoice

ofv [13]which istaken to bea Gaussian forconvenience,

v(W y
W )= �2

W
y
W : (3)

In Eq.(1),we consideronly thesectoroftopologicalchargezero because our

lattice data agree with the chRM T resultsin thissector[5].W ith N the di-

m ension ofthem atrix in Eq.(2),� istheabsolutevalueofthechiralconden-

sate,h�  i(per
avor).Variousgaugetheorieshavedi�erentsym m etriesand,

hence,di�erent valuesfor�D .(The index D forDyson serves to distinguish

thesym m etry param eterfrom thesquareoftheinversecoupling constantde-

noted by �.)ForSU(N c)and N c � 3onehas�D = 2(chiralGaussian Unitary
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Ensem ble,chGUE);forN c = 2 and staggered ferm ions(thisisourcase)one

has�D = 4 (chiralGaussian Sym plectic Ensem ble,chGSE);and forN c = 2

and ferm ionsin thefundam entalrepresentation onehas�D = 1 (chiralGaus-

sian OrthogonalEnsem ble,chGOE),seeRef.[14].W hen weapply chRM T to

quenched latticecalculations,thedeterm inantin Eq.(1)isabsent.

Earliercom parisonshave shown thatallpredictionsofchRM T such assum

rules, m icroscopic spectral distributions, spectral correlations in the bulk,

nearest{neighborspacing distributions,etc.agreevery wellwith latticedata.

The single param eter ofthe m odel,�,can be determ ined from the lattice

data [5]via the Banks-Casherrelation [9].Then,the chRM T predictionsare

param eterfree.

In Refs.[7,8],itwasargued that�R M T can beestim ated with thehelp ofthe

Gell-M ann{Oakes{Rennerrelation,which yields

�R M T �
f2�

�V 1=2
; (4)

wheref� = 93 M eV isthepion decay constantand V = L4 isthespace-tim e

volum e.On thelattice,V = N a4,whereN isthenum beroflatticesitesand a

isthelatticeconstantwhich wesetto unity unlessotherwiseindicated.Using

the m ean levelspacing at zero,� = �=(�V ),Eq.(4) can be expressed in

dim ensionlessform ,

�R M T=��
1

�
f
2

�
L
2
: (5)

Todeterm ine�R M T and totesttheexpected dependenceof�R M T on L and �,

weusethedisconnected spectralsusceptibility �disc and the�2(0;S)statistic.

In orderto avoid confusion between the latterquantity and the value,�,of

the chiralcondensate,we willdisplay the argum ents (0;S) in �2(0;S).W e

denotethelim iting scaleforchRM T determ ined from �disc by �R M T and that

determ ined from �2(0;S)by SR M T.W eshallseethat�R M T=�and S R M T agree

within theaccuracy ofouranalysis,although theerrorsassociated with SR M T

are largerthan those for�R M T=�.W e shallnotaddressthe question ofhow

thesequantitiesarerelated toan intrinsicallyde�ned energyscale,cf.Ref.[15].

Thedisconnected spectralsusceptibility,�disc,isde�ned in term softheDirac

eigenvalues,�k,obtained in latticesim ulationsby

�
disc =

1

N

*
NX

k;l= 1

1

(i�k + m )(i�l+ m )

+

�
1

N

*
NX

k= 1

1

i�k + m

+ 2

; (6)

wheretheaverageisoverindependentgauge�eld con�gurationsand wherem
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denotesthevalencequark m ass.NotethatforSU(2)alleigenvaluesaretwo{

fold degenerate;for,e.g.,SU(3)thesum swould run up to 3N .W estudy �disc

atzero tem perature.LatticeQCD studiesofthedisconnected and connected

susceptibilitiesat�nite tem perature do exist[16].In thiscase,chRM T m ust

besupplem ented bynon{random term swhich arem odel{dependent[17].Nev-

ertheless,theuniversality oftherandom {m atrix resultsisexpected to persist

for energies below �R M T ifthe (m odel{dependent) tem perature{dependence

of� istaken into account[18].However,weshallnotaddressthequestion of

�nitetem peraturein thiswork.

The sum s in Eq.(6) can be written as integrals involving the m icroscopic

spectraldensitiesoftheDiracoperator,i.e.,thespectraldensitieson thescale

ofthem ean levelspacing nearzero.W ehave

�
disc = 4u2

2

4

1Z

0

dx
�1(x)

(x2 + u2)2
�

1Z

0

dx

1Z

0

dy
�2(x;y)

(x2 + u2)(y2 + u2)

3

5 ; (7)

whereu = m N �and � disc hasbeen rescaled by 1=(N �2)sothatallquantities

in Eq.(7) are dim ensionless.The function �2(x;y) is the connected part of

the m icroscopic spectraltwo-pointfunction,�2(x;y)= �1(x)�1(y)� �2(x;y).

Equation(7) isuniversalin the sense thatallreference to the param eter�,

which depends on the sim ulation param eter� = 4=g2,hasbeen elim inated.

W e now m ake the transition to chRM T by substituting the random {m atrix

results forthe m icroscopic spectralone{ and two{pointfunctions appearing

in Eq.(7).Forthequenched chGSE,wehave[19]

�1(x)= 2x2
1Z

0

dss
2

1Z

0

dt[J0(2stx)J1(2sx)� tJ0(2sx)J1(2stx)] (8)

and

�2(x;y)= (2xy)2[S(x;y)S(y;x)+ I(x;y)D (x;y)] (9)

with

S(x;y)=

1Z

0

dss
2

1Z

0

dt[J0(2stx)J1(2sy)� tJ0(2sx)J1(2sty)] (10)

I(x;y)=

1Z

0

dss

1Z

0

dt[J0(2stx)J0(2sy)� J0(2sx)J0(2sty)] (11)
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D (x;y)=

1Z

0

dss
3

1Z

0

dtt[J1(2stx)J1(2sy)� J1(2sx)J1(2sty)]; (12)

whereJ denotestheBesselfunction.A tediouscalculation leadsto theresult

�
disc= 4u2

1Z

0

dss
2
K 0(2su)

1Z

0

dtI0(2stu)
n

s(1� t
2)

+4K 0(2u)[I0(2su)+ tI0(2stu)]� 8stI0(2stu)K 0(2su)
o

�4u2K 2

0
(2u)

2

4

1Z

0

dsI0(2su)

3

5

2

; (13)

where I and K are m odi�ed Besselfunctions.To the bestofourknowledge,

Eq.(13)presentsa novelresult.The disconnected susceptibility isthe result

ofstrong cancellationsbetween thetwo term sin Eq.(7).Forthisreason,�disc

is particularly sensitive to deviations from chRM T and well-suited for the

determ ination of�R M T.

W eturn to a com parison of�disc aspredicted from Eq.(13)with latticedata.

As m entioned above,this isthe �rst tim e thatsuch a com parison has been

m ade.In Ref.[8],Osborn and Verbaarschot presented calculations for �disc

from the instanton liquid m odel,an e�ective m odelfor QCD.Their results

show certain featureswhich are di�cultto interpret and which m ay be due

to �nite{size e�ectsasthey suggest.

Figure 1 shows the dependence of�disc on the scaled valence quark m assu,

de�ned below Eq.(7),fora typicalexam ple,L = 10 and � = 2:0.Here and

below,the values for � are taken from Ref.[5].(Note that the eigenvalues

in [5]were m easured in units of1=(2a).) The results shown in Fig.1 were

obtained withoutspectralunfolding.W e have also unfolded the lattice data,

but the resulting di�erences in �disc are negligible since the sum s in Eq.(6)

are dom inated by sm alleigenvaluesforwhich the spectraldensity isapprox-

im ately constant.Hence,detailsoftheunfolding procedure areirrelevantfor

thepresentinvestigation.

W e note thatthe uncertainties in the M onte-Carlo data are correlated:The

entire setofdotsin Fig.1 would shiftup ordown within therangeindicated

by theerrorbarsif,e.g.,thelowesteigenvaluewereallowed tom ovewithin its

statisticalerror.Ourinterestisfocussed on the system atic deviationsvisible

above u � 7.In orderto determ ine these deviations,we show in Fig.2 the

ratio

ratio =
�

�
disc

lattice
� �

disc

R M T

�

=
�

�
disc

R M T

�

: (14)
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Fig.1.Thescaled disconnected susceptibilityplotted versusthescaled valencequark

m ass.The open squaresare lattice data;the dotsare the chRM T prediction.The

data consist of1416 com plete spectra on an N = 104 lattice with � = 2:00 and

�= 0:1247.
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Fig.2.The relative di�erence,Eq.(14),ofthe scaled disconnected susceptibilities

forthe lattice sim ulation (using the data from Fig.1 with N = 104,� = 2:00,and

�= 0:1247)and chRM T.

Deviations ofthis ratio from zero determ ine �R M T=�.The errors in Fig.2

arejackknife estim ates.Two featuresin the�gure arestriking.(i)Below the

lowesteigenvalueoftheM onte{Carlo sam ple,theerrorsaretoosm all.(ii)For

very sm allvaluesofu,oneobservesasystem aticdeviation between thelattice

results and the chRM T prediction.These features are artefacts of lim ited
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Fig.3.The relative di�erence of the scaled disconnected susceptibilities plotted

versusu=L2 for� = 2:00 and fourdi�erentlattice sizes,N = 44,64,84,and 104.

statistics and have the following cause.The asym ptotic chRM T result for

very sm allvaluesofu is

�
disc

! (2u)2
�

�
1

3
(lnu+ 
)�

1

12

�

(15)

where
 isEuler’sconstant.Thelogarithm icterm isgeneratedbythesm allbut

�nite eigenvalue density atsm allu,see Eq.(7).However,in a given M onte{

Carlo sim ulation thereisalwaysonesm allesteigenvalue,�m in.Forvaluesofu

sm allerthan �m inN �,thelogarithm iccontribution can no longerbeobtained

from thelatticedata,seeEq.(6).

LetuR M T = ��R M T=�bethevalueofu atwhich thestrongdeviation observed

in Fig.2 sets in.According to Eq.(5),uR M T should scale with L2 [7,8].To

check thisprediction,we have plotted in Fig.3 the ratiosde�ned in Eq.(14)

forL = 4,6,8,and 10 asa function ofu=L2.Obviously,alldata fallon the

sam ecurve con�rm ing ourexpectation.

In order to com pare results for di�erent values of�,we note that uR M T is

dim ensionless but should be proportionalto L2.The latter quantity should

scale with a2,where a dependson �.Furtherm ore,in the scaling regim e one

would expectthat�scaleswith a � 3.ThissuggeststhatuR M T=(�
2=3L2)should

be independent of� in the scaling regim e.Figure 4 dem onstrates that this

expectation isnotsupported bythedata.Itisperhapsnottoosurprisingthat

sim plescaling doesnotwork,becausethedynam icson thelatticechangesin

a highly com plicated m annerbetween � = 2:0 and � = 2:4.The theoretical
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Fig.4.The relative di�erence of the scaled disconnected susceptibilities plotted

versusu=(�2=3L2)forthedata ofFig.3 and additionaldata for� = 2:2,�= 0:0556

on 64 and 84 latticesand for� = 2:4,�= 0:00863 on a 164 lattice.
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Fig.5.Thedata ofFig.4 plotted versusu=(�L 2).
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Fig.6.Com parison ofthenum bervariance,�2(0;S),predicted by chRM T with the

resultsforthe sim ulationsused in Fig.3.

expectation ofEq.(5) is that uR M T should scale with f2�L
2 [7,8].A careful

check ofthisexpectation would requirethedeterm ination off� forthelattice

sizesand � valueswehaveused.W ehavenotdonethis.Instead,wem akeuse

ofthe observation [20]thatf2� (in lattice units)scales approxim ately like �

fortherangeof� considered here.Theplotsin Fig.5 showing theresultsfor

di�erent� versusu=(�L 2)supportthisview.

Billoire etal.[20]suggestthatf2� = �=3:4 in lattice units.Ifone interprets

Fig.5 asindicating thatuR M T=(�L
2)isroughly 0.5,thisim plies(taking into

accounta factorof1=2 from ournorm alization oftheeigenvalues)that

�R M T=�� 0:3f 2

�
L
2
: (16)

This result in quenched SU(2)is in agreem ent with the orderofm agnitude

estim ate�R M T=�� f 2
�
L2=� from Refs.[7,8].

W enow turn to thenum bervariancewhich isde�ned as� 2(0;S)= h(N (I)�

hN (I)i)2i[6].Here,I isthe intervalI = [0;S],N (I)isthe num berofeigen-

valuesin I,and theangularbracketsdenotetheensem bleaverage.In contrast

to �disc,unfolding is im portant for the �2(0;S) statistic since it leads to a

signi�cantextension ofthe length ofthe intervalI forwhich � 2(0;S)can be

determ ined.W e unfolded the spectrum by �tting the unfolding function to

the average ofthe spectrum overallcon�gurations.Figure 6 showsthatthe

criticalvalue,SR M T,forwhich deviationsfrom chRM T areobserved increases

with L.In Fig.7 we see thatSR M T decreaseswith increasing � asexpected.

Detailed analysisofallavailabledata setsshowsthat
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Fig.7.Sam e asFig.6 butkeeping L �xed and varying �.

SR M T � (0:3� 0:7)�L 2 (17)

isconsistentwith thedata.Hence,SR M T and uR M T areperfectly consistent.

Theuseofthe�2(0;S)statisticm ay beconceptually m oreappealing because

theanalogousquantity in m esoscopicsystem sisdirectly related to theThou-

lessenergy.However,ouranalysisshowsthatthesusceptibility appearsto be

better suited for a quantitative determ ination ofthe cross{over point from

universalto non{universalbehavior.

In conclusion,we have provided the �rst direct determ ination ofthe scale,

�R M T,which lim itsthevalidity ofrandom m atrix descriptionsoflatticeQCD.

ThisquantityhasthecorrectL2-scaling.M oreover,�R M T seem stoscalerough-

ly with f2
�
asexpected on thebasisoftheGell-M ann{Oakes{Rennerrelation.

Itwould bevery interesting to perform a detailed analysisofthelatticedata

in the di�usive regim e,i.e.,above �R M T,to check the predictionsofRef.[7]

forthisregim e and to investigate possible di�erencesbetween the num erical

resultsofRef.[8]fortheinstanton liquid m odeland thelatticedata.Such an

analysiswillbethesubjectoffuturework.
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