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Abstract

We use a superspin Hamiltonian defined on an infinite-dinogasiFock space with positive definite
scalar product to study localization and delocalizatiomoifiinteracting spinless quasiparticles in quasi-
one-dimensional quantum wires perturbed by weak quendisedder. Past works using this approach have
considered a single chain. Here, we extend the formalismetd & quasi-one-dimensional system: a quan-
tum wire with an arbitrary number of channels coupled by cemdhopping amplitudes. The computations
are carried out explicitly for the case of a chiral quasi-diteensional wire with broken time-reversal
symmetry (chiral-unitary symmetry class). By treating figace direction along the chains as imaginary
time, the effects of the disorder are encoded in the timeutionl induced by a single site superspin (non-
Hermitian) Hamiltonian. We obtain the density of statesritiea band center of an infinitely long quantum
wire. Our results agree with those based on the DorokhoveMreyra-Kumar equation for the chiral-
unitary symmetry class.
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1. Introduction

It has been 50 years since Anderson wrote his seminal pagiecaime to define the problem
of Anderson localization, a tight-binding model (in thréiensional space) for noninteracting
quasiparticles subject to a static disorder (random ueéatad on-site energiesﬂ [1]. The insight
of Anderson was to realize that disorder, however weak, @@ liramatic consequences on
the nature of the eigenfunctions. In three dimensionsrd&durns extended states of the clean
system into exponentially localized states when the chariatic kinetic energy of the extended
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states, measured with respect to edge of the band, is of the saler or smaller than the char-
acteristic energy of the disorder.

For fermionic quasiparticles, this ratio can be tuned byngirag the number of occupied
single-particle states, i.e., by changing the chemicatmiml. The value of this ratio at which
single-particle eigenstates are neither exponentiadlgilined nor extended, if it exists, is called
a mobility edge. The mobility edge realizes a quantum @ifoint, i.e., there exists a diverging
length scale asitis approachﬂﬂ,ﬁ,4,5]. On the metadlesf this continuous phase transition,
disorder can be treated perturbatively thereby definingdiffasive regime. On the insulating
side of this continuous transition, it is the kinetic enetiggt can be treated perturbativelﬂlﬂl,G].
A solid analytical grasp of the quantum criticality at a niitpiedge remains an outstanding
problem in Anderson localization.

The existence and characterization of a quantum criticaltad a mobility edge for fermionic
single-particle states was argued on the basis of a scajipgthesis combined with perturba-
tive calculations (see Refsﬂ [IZDB,S] for reviews). The tobkhoice to implement the scaling
hypothesis in a system of infinite size has been to encodeffibeteof weak disorder on the
fermionic quasiparticles into an effective interactindditheory called a nonlinear-sigma model
(NLSM). The space spanned by the fields of the NLSM, the tamggtifold, is determined
by the intrinsic symmetries obeyed by the random microscefsimiltonian [{{§]4,30.1[L.12].
These intrinsic symmetries are the presence or absence agythmetry under time-reversal,
spin-rotation, or charge-conjugation, respectiv [IBy demanding that the time-evolution
generated by the random microscopic Hamiltonian is uniaug that it preserves the fermionic
anticommutation relations, the target manifold of the esponding NLSM belongs to one of
the 10 classical symmetric spac [13] in either their carppeoncompact, or supersymmet-
ric incarnations|]]9]. The notion of 10 symmetry classes has emerged as a corollary to the
scaling hypothesis, here implemented by 10 families of NsSWhe local and global prop-
erties of a target manifold fixes the number of independenpliog constants that enters in
a NLSM. From this point of view, a (honexhaustive) classtfma of the mobility edges for
fermionic quasiparticles in one, two, and three dimens[@ into universality classes can
be deduced from the curvature and the homotopy group of thelaB3ical symmetric spaces
(5. I[1V08,19.2D. W1 H2]R31 P4 [25[2H,21.38.2P. #2433 34.33.3F.87]. This construction of a
NLSM starting from a random microscopic Hamiltonian rel@sthe existence of a diffusive
regime ]. However, mobility edges ih= 1, 2, 3 dimensions are usually far away from the
diffusive regime. The predictive power of NLSM beyond théseance of mobility edges is there-
fore severely limited by ones ability to study NLSM at theéhosig coupling fixed points.

The validity of the scaling hypothesis has been tested witthelp of nonperturbative numer-
ical calculations on random tight-binding or network maddlhe hypothesis of one-parameter
scaling in quantum wires as well as the existence of mob#idges ind = 1,2, 3 dimensions
for different intrinsic symmetries of the microscopic mtdis consistent with diverse numeri-

example the plateau transition in the integer quantum Higte(IQHE) (for a review see Ref.

[ﬂ]). Chalker and Coddington (CC) have proposed a randdmark model to study the effects
of disorder on the highly degenerate single-particle statiethe first Landau level of a two-
dimensional electronic gas in a strong magnetic field whercyftlotron length is much smaller
than the characteristic length over which the random piatieveries significantly8]. The CC

network model simplifies greatly the study of the plateangiton in the first Landau level. For
example, the position of the mobility edge that separatediteger Hall insulating states in the
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CC network model follows from a duality argument. Propertéthe mobility edge in the IQHE
can thus be simulated numerically for large system sizedageé statistical ensembles for the
disorder with the help of the CC network model. In additidre €C network model has been
used as a regularization of the corresponding NLSM. Nantte®yCC model has been mapped to
a certain one-dimensional antiferromagnetic (super)spain, with the space of states being the
tensor product of alternating highest and lowest weightitgidimensional irreducible represen-
tations (irreps) of a Lie (super)algebra, also looselyechfisuper)spins”, and the Hamiltonian
(an infinitesimal version of the transfer matrix of the CC raduilt out of generators of the
same algebra. The (super)symmetry of the spin chain wasthe as that of the target space of
the NLSM [62[5H,54.96.56.H7J58]. This was an importantetual step in the sense that it pro-
vided the hope that the flow to strong coupling of the corresjpmy NLSM could be captured at
the level of the (super)spin chain in a way similar as the fimaftheO(3)-NLSM to theSU (2),
Wess-Zumino-Witten (WZW) conformal field theory is captliley the Bethe Ansatz solution to
the quantum spin1/2 Heisenberg chai|ﬁ$9]. Although, this hope proved ephehirethe con-
text of the plateau transitions (for a review see . [57l@ad to remarkable exact results when
the same approach was used in the case of the two-dimen&iogaliubov-de-Gennes (BdG)
symmetry class with spin-rotation invariance but with @okime-reversal symmetry, and the
corresponding network mod€I[47}60,61[6}[6B,64].

Unfortunately, this success story is the exception rathen the rule at the present. For exam-
ple, consider the cases of spinless fermionic tight-bigdiodels with either random real-valued
or random complex-valued hopping amplitudes, whereby tppimng amplitude is restricted to
connecting pair of sites with each site belonging to a défifeisublattice of a two-dimensional
bipartite lattice. Such tight-binding Hamiltonians hate property that their spectra of energy
eigenvalues are symmetric under charge conjugationthey, are left invariant under sign re-
versal whatever the realization of the random hopping aoqis. This is most easily seen by
changing the sign of the single-particle eigenfunctiordlbsites belonging to one sublattice. As
this property is also shared by the Dirac Hamiltonian in quanchromodynamics for a given
configurations of the gluonic gauge fields, it is called aalsymmetry (chiral-orthogonal sym-
metry when the Hamiltonian is real-valued and chiral-ugisymmetry otherwiseﬂS]. In one
and two dimensions, the band center in the chiral-unitaghamal-orthogonal symmetry classes
realizes a mobility edge separating two insulating phaseg much in the same way as is the
case with the plateau transitions in the IQHE.

The study of localization in the chiral-unitary symmetnags in one-dimensions was pio-
neered by Dysor|__[_$5]. Dyson found a diverging density ofestain approaching the band cen-
ter for a random microscopic Hamiltonian describing a ®rgarticle hopping with a random
amplitude between the nearest-neighbor sites of an irfjribég open chain. The band cen-
ter realizes a quantum critical point that separates twolating phases. This quantum critical
point has been investigated using various methods such apping onto a randonY Y model
(B8], solving a recurrence relatioEGS], solving a istadry Fokker-Planck equatiof J69],
the Berezinskii diagram techniqug [[FQ,71], solving a oimeethsional diffusion process with
reflecting and absorbing boundary conditions at the leftrégidt ends ], respectively, solv-
ing the evolution equation of a transfer mat[73], a magpdnto Witten’s supersymmetric
guantum mechanic75], a mapping to Liouville quantusthanics |E6], and, at last, a
mapping onto a spin-Hubbard-like modEl|[77[78$,79]. (Weertwtre that in this case the spin-like
model involves two sites with a highest and lowest weightesentations of a Lie superalge-
bra paired in a supersymmetric fashion. In this setting cagth solve the problem of the two
couples superspins, analogous to the “spin addition” imtura mechanics, albeit more com-
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plicated due to the infinite dimensionality of the superspimt the band center, the typical
wavefunction is not exponentially IocaIizeE[GS], whilesttogarithm of the conductance is not
a selfaveraging random variabE|[73], as would otherwissupon both sides of the mobility
edge . A weaker divergence of the density of states on appirogithe band center survives in
the two-dimensional chiral-orthogonal and chiral-urjitaymmetry classeq [f4]31]§0,81]. This
divergence is captured by effective field theories for weigkmdler that include two-dimensional
NLSMs with compact, noncompact, or supersymmetric targatifolds, respectively. These
two-dimensional NLSMs can be regularized by two-dimenaisandom network model9].
In turn, the latter can be mapped onto spin-Hubbard-likenshavhich, however, have been in-
tractable to this date. One of the reasons is that a straigtafd generalization of the methods
of Refs. [6H5H,34.35.46 B 7]58lBd[77[7B.79] leads toepaf states on the sites of the chain that
arenotirreducible representations of the corresponding Lie glgebra. The structure of these
spaces from the point of view of the supersymmetry of the tyithg) physical problem is a so
far unresolved question.

A NLSM approach to the model studied by Dyson is not possibtaere is no diffusive regime
in one dimension. This difficulty can be remedied by considgthick quantum wires, which are
also often referred to as quasi-one-dimensional wiresigk iuantum wire with a large number
of transverse channelé > 1 appears in the limit where both the bare conductance and¢ehem
free path? scale with V. This limiting procedure justifies the derivation of a onednsional
NLSM with any one of the 10 classical symmetric spaces asdiget manifold. In particular,
one can derive a one-dimensional NLSM with the target méohiforresponding to the chiral-
unitary symmetry class. In the same way as a two-dimensih&8M can be regularized by a
spin chain, a one-dimensional NLSM can be regularized byre-dienensional spin-Hubbard-
like model with one or two sites. Solving such a spin-Hubbl#de model is a reasonable first
step towards understanding the critical properties of weedimensional models in the chiral-
unitary symmetry class.

The purpose of this paper is to calculate the density of siatéhe close vicinity of the band
center of a quantum wire belonging to the chiral unitary syetrgnclass for an arbitrary number
N of channels by using a representation of the problem in tefras effective zero-dimensional
“superspin” model. As we have pointed out earlier, in thisectne space of states is not obtained
from irreducible representations of a superalgebra. Hewdtie Hamiltonian of the effective
model can be written as a bilinear form in the generators afpealgebra, and it is this con-
struction that we refer to as “the superspin approach”. ity of states has been obtained by
the superspin approach only fat = 1 [[4[78[79].

The density of states of quasi-one-dimensional wires witlitr@ry NV in the chiral symmetry
classes has been obtained using an entirely different appr@] based on the Dorokhov-
Mello-Pereyra-Kumar (DMPK) equation. This is an equatiorthe joint probability distribution
of the Lyapunov exponents that are related to the eigenvalitbe transfer matri>{I$4] along the
wire viewed as a multi-channel scatterer. There it was shinvanthe density of states depends
sensitively on the parity of the number of channdlsWhen N is odd, the Dyson singularity
is recovered. WheV is even, the density of states is controlled by random mateory up
to multiplicative logarithmic corrections. This paper isvdted to uncovering this parity effect
within the superspin formalism applied to the chiral-unjitsymmetry class, the simplest among
all 10 symmetry classes from the point of view of the DMPK et'qna[@]. Whereas the
approach based on the DMPK equation is geomcL_HBG,Béf]method to be presented below
is algebraic. However, the DMPK equation is limited to quase-dimensional wires, while our
hope is that the algebraic insights gained in this work caofluse to solving spin-Hubbard-like
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models related to two-dimensional NLSMs in the chiral syrtmgnelasses.

The band center of a superconducting quantum wire with lraleén-rotation symmetry is
another example of a mobility edge separating two ins@aﬁhases@@B]. Remarkably, the
density of states displays the same Dyson singularity agral ctuantum wire with an odd num-
ber of channelﬂgm]. This suggests a deep connectiavebatthe corresponding symmetric
spaces that has been partially explored from a geometnitt pbview in Refs. O]. Hereto
we hope that the algebraic method used in this paper couttlsimae light on this connection.

As our computation of the density of states for a quasi-aneedsional wire in the chiral-
unitary symmetry class is quite involved, we now summairiwerhain steps leading to the de-
pendence

(eT)t llnfg(sT) , IV odd,
v(e) ~ (1.1)

(e7)|In(eT)|, N even,

of the density of states(<) at the positive energymeasured relative to the band center whereby
0 < eT < 1 with the mean scattering timeof orderN2/¢/v,. (¢ is the mean free path ang the
Fermi velocity at the band center without disorder). Thetience of the density of states when
N is odd is nothing but the Dyson divergence for the singlerchaidom hopping problem. For
evenN, there is a multiplicative logarithmic correction to thews law predicted by random
matrix theory.

In Sec.l]z, we define a quasi-one-dimensional random hoppoaghon the square lattice
of length L = Ma and width Na with a being the lattice spacing anl > Na. We also
provide a supersymmetric representation for the globasitienf states. In Secﬂ 3, the density
of states in the thermodynamic limit — oo, L > Na, is recast as a certain expectation value
in the ground state of an operathr acting on the direct product of a fermionic and a bosonic
Fock spaces with a positive definite scalar product. Theaipef/ is an infinitesimal version
of the transfer matrix along the wire written in second qimstt language, and, therefore, we
call H the (effective) Hamiltonian, even though it is not Hermitio that we need to distinguish
its right and left eigenstates. Hamiltonidh is quartic in terms of the fermionic and bosonic
operators spanning the Fock space on which it acts. Morgblaniltonian H, although not
Hermitian, possesses a certain degree of supersymmeioh affows us to construct its ground
sate and thus to compute the density of states of the undgrtyuasi-one-dimensional wire.
Finally, HamiltonianH depends parametrically on the energy scab which the density of
states of the wire is to be evaluated and on the energy $galeharacterizing the strength of the
static disorder in the wire. The construction of the groumtkesofH is done in Sed]4, where itis
expanded in terms of certain basis states and where we firmdiesien relation for the expansion
coefficients. We do not solve this recursion relation eyatilit we solve it and calculate the
corresponding density of states approximately close tbdmel centerr < 1. The approximate
solution is first presented in Sd}. 5 fdr = 1 and N = 2, and then for arbitrary even or odd
in Sec.[b. We summarize the important steps of our derivatimhmake a comparison with the
DMPK derivation in Sed]7.

2. Thequasi-one-dimensional random hopping model

In this paper we reconsider the density of states for a sipgdgtum particle in a thick quan-
tum wire. We start with a quasi-one-dimensional tight-liigdsystem of spinless fermions with
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nearest-neighbor and next-nearest-neighbor random hgppatrix elements. On the square lat-
tice the tight-binding Hamiltonian falV coupled random hopping chains takes the form

N M
H=- Z Z (tn;ijcilyicnﬂ’j + t;;ijcjl_’icn_%j +h. C.) : (2.1)
ij=1n=1
Here, the indicesand; label theN chains whilen labels the rows of sites in the direction along
the wire. We impose the periodic boundary conditions al¢ngdirection, so thad/ + 1 = 1,
etc. The spinless fermions are represented by operatdrsatisfy canonical anticommutation
relations. The nearest-neighbor hopping strerigt}) consists of a large uniform patd,; and
a small random piecét,, ;;, whereas the next-nearest-hopping strertjt}) is assumed to be
purely random and small. That is, the chains are only weaklypted by small random hopping
amplitudes. Perpendicular to the chains there is no nofialistance, as every chain is coupled
with equal strength to every other one. We shall considegttasi-one-dimensional limit, where
the lengthL of the disordered wire is much larger than its wid{l, with « the lattice constant.
For vanishing next-nearest-neighbor hoppitjg,;, = 0, the Hamiltonianl) reduces to the
chiral random hopping model. This model is special becasseniergy eigenvalue spectrum ex-
hibits a symmetry under charge conjugation, i.e., the Hamén changes sign under the unitary

transformation
(Cn,i7cjz,i) - (_1)71 (Cn,i7cjz,i) . (22)

Hence, the eigenvalue spectrum of the chiral random hoppindel has a reflection symmetry
around the band center. As we shall see below, because axtiegs symmetry the states near
zero energy have localization properties that are dra@iltidifferent from those of the states in
other parts of the spectrum.

Under the assumption of weak disorder,

Ot piistna; < 1 (2.3)

it is legitimate to take the continuum limit in the directiaiong the chains. In the absence of
disorder the ground state of each chain consists of a fillechiFeea bounded by two distinct
Fermi points. The low energy excitations, the plane wavéls momenta near these two points,
are commonly called left- and right-movers, respectivielyearizing the spectrum about the two
Fermi points yields a kinetic energy that is a first-ordefedéntial operator. We thus model the
dynamics of the single quantum particle in a quasi-one-dsimnal geometry by

L
3 = [ doul (@) o) vi), o
0
he(z) = —io30, + 0gvg(z) + 0101 (x) + 0205(x) + o3v5(2),
where we choose our units such tfieand the Fermi velocity . are one. The spinorg(z) are
2N-component vectorsy, (z) (1 = 0,1,2,3) are N x N random Hermitian matrices, and,
denote the three Pauli matrices and 2he 2 unit matrix acting on the left-right-mover degrees
of freedom. Due to gauge invariance the potentigl:) can be chosen to be zero in a system
with open boundary conditions. In the continuum languagectiiral symmetry is implemented
by the interchange of left and right movers and is represenge

Ulhc(‘r)al = _hc(x)' (25)
Chiral symmetry is thus only satisfied if the random matricgsnd v, vanish, i.e., a chiral
symmetric disorder potential is here necessarily off-diead with respect to the left-right-mover
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degrees of freedom. In the presence of time-reversal symgpagt’ o, = h,, the disorder po-
tentials satisfy the additional symmetry constraints

vS;ij = Vp;i5s Uf;ij = V145> vé‘;ij = V245> (2.6)
wherei,j = 1,---, N. The disorder potentials, are assumed to be independent and Gaussian
distributed with zero means and and with variances

[U,u;ij (x)v:i;kl (95/)} av 29y5($ — ') [5ik5jz +(2/8 - 1)51'153'1@} ) (2.7)

respectively, wherg = 0, 1, 2 and the chain indek j, k,l = 1,--- , N. The disorder strength is
denoted byy,, andg is the Dyson index witl# = 1(2) in the presence (absence) of time-reversal
symmetry.

We want to compute the Green function of the Hamilton@)(m:ﬁ)rder to obtain its density
of states at the energy which we assume to be positive;> 0, without loss of generality. The
two-point single-particle Green function is given by

1

. YA / . .
G(z,i, o)z’ i as5e +1in) = (26,0 | ————
h,—e—in

:C',z",a'> , (2.8)

wherea, o’ = L, R are left-right-mover indices, i’ = 1,---, N are channel indices, the in-
finitesimal regulator is strictly positive,y > 0, and|z, 7, «) denotes a position eigenstate. The
global density of states(e) for a given realization of the disorder is then obtained from

N
1 1 1 ) . .
v(e) = lim — /d:v N E E ;Im Gz, i, a|z,i, a5 +in). (2.9)

0 i=1 a=L,R
It is convenient to introduce the notation
w=¢ec+in <= w:=—ie+n. (2.10)

The Green functior@.S) is an analytic functioniofin the upper part of the complex plane for
any realization of the disorder. By analytical continuatad = > 0 to the upper imaginary axis,
iw is strictly imaginary ¢ becomes strictly positive). If so, one has to analyticatiptinuew to
the lower imaginary axis in order to obtain the density ofﬁ). Translation invariance is
restored in the disorder average of the Green functionoire can define

N
. 1 . o
G(r —2';iw) = N E E G(x,i, ol i, oziw) | (2.11)

i=1 a=L,R
av

where the square brackets on the right-hand side denoteldisaveraging. Correspondingly, the
mean global density of states is

L
1

V()] = = /da: lim lim lIrn Gz —2'5iw). (2.12)
L w——iex'—=x T
0
The global density of states becomes self-averaging ingrertodynamic limit. — oo, so that
the brackets on the left-hand side of .12) can be odhitte
The single-particle Green functio .8) .11) candmresented by functional path inte-
grals as long agv belongs to the upper part of the complex plane. Unless spdgifie assume

thatw > 0. To perform the disorder average we make use of supersymraetihat
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G(r —2'5iw) = .

1 N
ZZ / Dy* Dy DE DE W, \ (x)Y] () e |, (2.13a)

av

where the action
L

S = /d:z:L, (2.13b)
0
is defined as the one-dimensions integral of the Lagrangian
L=t (ihg +w)y +& (ih +w) €, (2.13c)
and the partition function
Z = /sz*Dw DE*DE e 7. (2.13d)

We have introduced, for any channel index 1,--- , N and any left-right mover index =
L, R, the complex-valued integration variablgs, () and¢; ,(z), here related by complex
conjugation, together with the pairs of independent Grassnfieldsy; ,(z) and®); ,(x). In
the functional integral formulation, the periodic boundaonditions imposed on the Hamilto-
nian ) translate as follows: the bosonic fields obeyquci boundary conditions, but the
fermionic fields obey antiperiodic boundary conditiongia:t direction. The assumptian > 0
guarantees the convergence of the Gaussian integral av@othplex-valued integration vari-
ables¢; , (z) and¢; ,(z). The action and the measure of integration in the field th§Rri34)
contains supersymmetries that rotate boson and fermiaisfielo each other. These symmetries
guarantee that the corresponding partition function igpinievery disorder realizatior¥ = 1,
which simplifies the computation of averaged Green funstmonsiderably. The ensemble aver-
age over the disorder configurations in 13a) can bemeed analytically by means of a
cumulant expansion. With the Gaussian distribut@ (2h4%, gives the exact result

. N
Glo—aiiw) =13 Y [ D6'DuDEDE v uapuia(@) e S, (214

i=1 a=L,R

where the effective action .
0

is defined from the effective Lagrangian
Lcﬁ'(x) =Tr (_wr,Lamwj,L + szamwj,R - giLamgj,L + ngamgj,R + ng;ij) (.I')

2
+3 0.0 [3,3, + /8- 1)3,35] () (2.140)
=0

Here, Tr (- - - ) refers to the trace over the channel index, we made use oféhmikicity of the
three randoniV x N matrix v, ; ,, and we also introduced thé x N Hermitian matriceg, , ,
and their transposeff ; , through their matrix elements

doij =i ViRV R+ & L8 T &R R
J1.i; =i pY; L i L0+ & R L 6L R (2.14d)
do.ij =1 (szwj,L =i iR+ & RS L — fiij,R) ;
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withi,j =1,---, N.

We are going to demonstrate how we can use Feynman’s tranateix method to trade the
one-dimensional field theory encoded by Eds. (2.14a), §,1ahd [2.14c) withu > 0 for a
zero-dimensional Schrodinger equation with a non-Haamisuperspin Hamiltonian. We will
show that the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian possesses reahegjues and has manifestly unitary
“imaginary-time evolution”. We will also show how the detysof states 2) can be extracted
from an expectation value in the nondegenerate ground atatidilated by this non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian.

3. Mappingtoatransfer Hamiltonian

To perform the mapping onto a superspin Hamiltonian, we &tan theclassicalHamiltonian

N
'C’(pv Q) - Z Z Z pi,dcg,a Qi,dcg,av (313)

i=1 deg=0,1 a=L,R
that can be read off from the Lagrangign (2]13c) ofvecoordinates

4 deg, o0 i=1,---,N, deg = 0,1, a=1,2, (3.1b)
have been chosen and by use of4# momenta
0L . .
piaszé,—, Gio =0,q 4, t=1,--- N, deg=0,1, a=12, (3.1¢)
, 0 , ;

wherebyd/dq; . denotes the right derivative. We are thus interpretiras the imaginary time.
There is considerable freedom in the choice of ¢lseand hence of thg’s. The most obvious
choice is

4= (%0 %) Go= (i &r)y 61 = (Y Yir) (3.2a)
for which the momenta are
p; = (pi,()vpi,l) ) Pio = (_gszng) ) Pin = (_@L’ zﬁ,R) ) (3.2b)
with the channel index running ovée= 1, - - - | N. With this choice,
L:p-(j—i—T‘r(wHO—i—ivSHO—i—ifol —i—iU;Hz), (3.20)

where we have introduced the short-hand notation

N
p- q = Z Z Z pi,dcg,aq'i,dcg,a (32d)

i=1 deg=0,1 a=L,R
and, foranyi,j = 1,--- , N, Eq. {2.14H) now reads
dosij = —Pi1,091,L T Pi1,r91,R — Pi0,09,0,0 T Pio,r0,R>
31;1‘3‘ = +Di1,Rr9 1,5 — Pij,n9,1,8 T Pio,r%,0,L — Pi,0,0.9,0,R (3.2e)
do.ij =1 (pi,l,qu,l,L +Pi1,09,1,r v Pio,r0,L +pi,0.,qu,0.,R) .
Observe that the bilinear for@, = (d,.;;) has the undesirable property that it is not positive
definite. Hence, thguantumoperator corresponding to E(ms.l) is seemingly ill definsdt
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has an unbounded spectrum of eigenvalues from below upartigation by which the classical
p’'s andg’s are replaced by operators that obey the canonical supencation relations

~ ~ oA ~ degdeg’ ~ o —
[qi,dcg,a’pi’,dcg/,a’] T qi,dcg,api’,dcg/,a’ - (_) pi’,dcg’,a’qi,dcg,a - 6i,i/6a,a/a (33)

foranyi,i’ =1,---, N, deg,deg’ = 0,1, anda, o’ = L, R. To cure this difficulty it is conve-
nient to redefine the vacuum in the fermionic sector of thetyto be the Dirac sea. However, by
the spin-statistics theorem, this medicine is inoperativhe bosonic sector unless one is will-
ing to either give up HermiticilymS] or the positive defiaiscalar product of the Fock space on
which the quantum operator corresponding to EI (3.1) imdd]. In this paper, we choose
the former route, so our quantum Hamiltonian will act on acepaith a positive-definite scalar
product, but will not be self-adjoint with respect to thiogduct. In this setting, one will have to
distinguish between the right and left eigenstates of thaikianian.

For example, consider the quantum theory defined by therassigts

1/);,3—>sz7 Y g = fi ng_)b-irv Sir — by,
Vi = fis wi,L_>_fiT7 §ir = by, §i,L_>bl'La

with the only nonvanishing supercommutators

[l = {77} = [ootl] = [potl] =6, ij=1 . (3.4b)

The corresponding Fock spagg is obtained by action of the creation operators on the vacuum
state, i.e., the stat@) that is annihilated by the right action @f, f,.b;,b, withi = 1,2,--- | N,
i.e.,§y is the linear span of the product states

(3.4a)

(R

N
TTCA) ™ () (o)™ (31) ™ o, (352)
=1
where
ng,ny =0,1, ny ,ny =0,1,2,---. (3.5b)
We assume that the vacuum state is normalized to one,

(0]0) =1, (3.5¢)

whereby the dual vacuum staf@ is the state annihilated by the left actionfgf 7', b, b with
i=1,2,---,N.The identification4) leads us to define the coherergstat

—ap o ff s bl ¥ b,
[Wr)R = e Verti|0), L(vR| = (0le™Vinti [ep)g = e™S0mb [0), {ER| = (0] TSt

—pr  FF - bl b,
[p)g = e Yiedi |0}, [ (wp] = (0] etVirdi |6 ) = ePinbi|0), (€] = (0 eSirts,
(3.6a)

where summation over= 1, --- , N is implied, with the overlaps

L(Ur| Yr)g = eTVirVin, (€] ER)p = etEintin,
LW W) g = e Vi (e | €)Y = etEnbiln,

We observe that); ), and; (¢, | are not related by the “conventional” adjoint operatjen ).
Instead, the right coherent stat@s ), can be mapped onto the left coherent statgs, by a
unitary transformation/,

rh = o) = Uliphn,  U=exp (inflf;). (3.7)

(3.6b)
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Due to this fact, it is necessary to distinguish betweenitie Fock space and its dual, the
left Fock space¥; , that are related by the unitary transformati(3.7). Thdor a given basis
|¥,,.)r Of the right Fock spac@g, we define the corresponding bagis,, ), of the left Fock
spaceg;, by acting withU on the right basis, i.e|¥,, ), = U |¥,, ). The dual Fock spacg]
is then the linear span of the basisV,,| = (|\I/m>L)T. Similarly, we will need to distinguish
between left and right eigenstates of the transfer HaméatoH .

Equipped with the definition@ﬁ) for the coherent states,are now ready to derive the
effective transfer Hamiltonian. Itis given by replacifign Eq. (3.1h) withC_; from Eq. {2.14).
After disorder averaging, the transfer Hamiltonian reads

H=H,+Hy,
H,=wTrJy=w(Ny + Ny + Ny, +N; ),
(3.8a)

2
Hy = Z 9, T [J,J, +(2/8-1)J,J1],
=0
with the number operators and disorder-induced operatdiget by

N N N N
Ny o= blb, Ny =Y blb, Ny =Y flf;, Ny =Y fif, (3.8h)
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

and
Joo= e ot iy L pt
033 - +fzfg f1f]+ z]+ AR
Jiij = _fiTJEJT + i+ bﬁ’;‘ + b, (3.8¢)
Ty = —i (fjf} + [ f; — bt +6ibj) ,

respectively. In as much as the right Fock spgigeand its dual, the left Fock spagg , that are
associated witttf are not related by the conventional adjoint operation, resfer Hamiltonian
H itself is not invariant under the conventional adjoint ggiean. On the one handg_’ij = Jo ji-

On the other hand, because of the fermioﬁ% # Iy i andjg,ij # J, ;;- Consequently,
Hy # Hi,. (3.9)
Upon making the transition to the transfer Hamiltonidras encoded by EcmA) the partition

function (2.13}1) becomes
Z = Z (W, [ (=) Nre MW, ) Np = Ny + Ny, (3.10)

where N, is the total fermion number operator, and the sum runs oveedeasis of the Fock
space paifg,, §g), with |, ), = U|¥, ) forall m. The factor(—1)"r is a consequence of
the antiperiodic boundary conditions obeyed by the origBrassmann integration variables at
the ends of the wire.

Finally, we note that for a single channé¥, = 1, alternative representations of Hamilto-
nian (3.8p) have been studied in Refs][7§]] [78], dndl [91vak as in connection with the
random network problem introduced in R¢f.|[[79]. We are noimgdo show that the eigenvalues
of H for the chiral unitary symmetry class are manifestly real #rat the matrix elements of
exp(—LH) between left and right eigenvectors Bf define transition amplitudes of a unitary
evolution operator, in spite of the fact thdtis non-Hermitian.
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3.1. Properties of the transfer Hamiltonian

In this section and thereafter we shall limit ourselves t® thiral-unitary symmetry class
defined by the conditions

90 =91 =0, B =2, (3.11)
in Eq. (2.J). Hamiltonian[(3.Ba) thus reduces to
H=H,+ H,, H,=wTrJy, Hy = g, Tr JyJ,, (3.12)

in the chiral-unitary symmetry class. The original supersyetry of the actionb) is realized
by the invariance of Hamiltoniaf (3]8a) under the intergjean

(fj,fi,+ﬁ,fi) o (b},bi,—éj,l‘)i) i=1,---,N. (3.13)
In addition, for the chiral classeg(= g, = 0), H, is unchanged by the interchanges
(fiaf1T7+biasz)<_> (fTaﬁa_BIaBz)a izla"'7N7 (314)

whereadd , changes its sign under this transformation. This symmegdsyits origin in the chiral
symmetry. We also note thdf, commutes with the eight generators of the Lie superalgebra
gl(1]1) @ gi(1]1), while H, commutes with the four generators of the diagonal sub-atgeb
gl(1]1) C gl(1]1) @ gl(1]1) (see Appendik B).

The invariance off under the supersymmetric transformati@.m) has tweegmences.
First, it implies that an eigenvalug, of H can only be nondegenerate if its right eigenvector
belongs to a singlet, i.e., if the right eigenvector is aitatbd by the supersymmetric transfor-
mation ). Second, any nonvanishing eigenvalumust be at least twofold degenerate with
a pair of right eigenstates that are simultaneous eigasstdithe total fermion occupation num-
ber N, that differ by an odd number of fermions. That is, all the agfates with nonvanishing
eigenenergye, can be grouped into supersymmetric multiplets of degeeeigenstates. The
only exception to this rule, is the nondegenerate grourtd sissinglet state, witl, = 0. Since
the transfer Hamiltoniati/ is non-Hermitian we need to distinguish left eigenstatemfright
eigenstates. In order to do so, we define right eigensﬂa&ggR € §g, with eigenvalued’, by

H |<P1,L>R =E, ‘S"l,)R — R<<P1,L| HY = R<<P1,L‘ E. (3.15a)
and left eigenstateg(wl,L\ € g1, of H with eigenvaluedr, by

L<<10l,L‘ H = L<(pl,l/‘ El* — HT ‘(pl,L>L = El ‘(pl,L>L7 (315b)

where the index labels the different elements of the supersymmetric meltipith eigenenergy
E,. Since the right and left eigenstates are elements of thle $fmaces, andg;, respectively,
it is possible to maﬁ)gol,)R onto ]@17L>L by use of the unitary transformatidn as defined in

Eq. B.7).

‘(pl,L>L =U |991,L>R — L<90l-,L| = R<90l-,L| UT' (3'16)
Conversely, the unitary transformatiéhcan be used to compute the adjoint of bathand the
transfer Hamiltoniari/ . Namely, we find that

Ji=vJlut, Hf=UHU, (3.17)

where(- - - )T denotes the transpose operating onihscattering channels.
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As for the single channel problem of ReE[??], we can now ume left and right eigen-
states 5) to construct a normalized eigenbasis andotinesponding resolution of identity.
Thereto, we argue that the left and right eigenstated ah any given supersymmetric multi-

plet with eigenenergy, can be grouped into pail($<pl_’L>R/L, |, O_[L]>R/L) normalized by the

condition
L<SOI7L‘SOI,U[L]>R = 17 (318&)
and such that the left and right eigenstates form a well déti@rthogonal system with
L<<P1,L|‘Pl/.,u>R = 01,1051,] 1/ (3.18b)

for all energy eigenvalue indicésl’ and for all supersymmetric multiplet index.’. Here, we
have introduced the permutation functiep] of the index. that parametrizes the pairing of the
eigenstates. The permutation function is involutive, itesatisfiess? = 1. The resolution of
identity is then given by

Z ‘@I,U[L]>RL<%01,L‘ =1 (3.19)
L

These properties of the eigenstates can now be used to showhétransfer Hamiltonian
H with its associated Fock space péjf; , §) possesses a real eigenvalue spectrum, and that
the operatoexp(—LH) defines a unitary time evolution with respect to the Fock spzeair
(81, 8r)- First, for any given eigenenergdy, with left eigenvectoigo“)L and right eigenvector

’cpl,a[L]>R we find
El* = R<90l,U[L] ’HTISOI,JL = R<(pl,a[L] ’U H UT’SOI,L>L = L<s0l,O'[L] ‘H‘(pl,L>R = Ela (320)
where we have used the mapping between left and right e'nyes), the Hermitian adjoint
of H (B.17), and the normalization of the stafes (B.18). Sedbedyansition amplitude from the
right energy eigenstat|e;17L>R to the left energy eigenstaﬁel,7b,>L is defined by
WlL,l’L’ (t) = L<(pl’,L’ e_itH’(pl,L>R (321)

after the analytic continuatioh — it. Using Eqgs.[(3.15), Eqd. (3]18), and the involutive propert
of o[¢], one verifies that, for all,

Z |WlL,l’L’ ? (t) = Z R<(10l,L‘e+itHJr ‘(pl/,L/>L L<<10l’,L’

U U
_ E +itE
- R<SOI,L‘€ v
A

=1.

efitH|<pl7L>R

(3.22)

_itE
901/,L/>L€ 1640

of]e

Hence, the expressi021) constitutes a well-defineditian amplitude, since it satisfies the
condition of probability conservation associated to aamitime evolution.

Summarizing, we have found that E@.l?) implements theistdoperation for the non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian/. The operatol/' maps the right eigenstates frogy, into the dual
spacej, (i.e., the space of left eigenstates) in such a way that émster Hamiltonian becomes
Hermitian within the Fock space pa(§,,,Jy). That is, in order to reinstate unitarity of the
evolution operatorgxp(—itH), it is necessary to include the actionéfin the scalar product.
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3.2. Quantum representation of the density of states

We are going to give a quantum representation of the densistates 2) in the long
wire limit L — oo and show how the original supersymmetry and a well-definetsitie of
states[(2.12) imply that the spectrumdfis positive definite.

We start by reexpressing the partition functipn (2]13dg[atso Eq. [(3.30)] in terms of the

eigenbasig(3.15)

7 = Z @ L NFe_LEl ’cpl_’L>R =1. (3.23)

By the construction of Secti(ﬂl 2, the supersymmetry imgheasthe partition function is exactly
one whatever the length of the wire. In the transfer Hamiltonian representatiorhef partition
function ), this is born out by the fact that each supgarsetric eigenmultiplet off contains
equal numbers of fermionid\(; odd) and bosonic/{ even) eigenstates, which thereby cancel
in the supertrace due to the factor1)¥r. Hence, the sum in Eq3) must then reduce to
the expectation value in the zero-energy eigenenergységte= 0 of the pair(F;,, §r). This
sum then gives unity if and only if the eigenspdge= 0 in (F;,, §) is of dimension one. For
the partition function to be independent of the wire lenfththe spectrum of/ must contain a
nondegenerate eigenenetgy = 0.

In the quantum representation, the density of st.(Klﬁq)ressed by

v(e) = lim lim 7 'Re L<tp“‘ (—I)NF (E— B) e LH ‘@17L>R

w——ie L—o0
L

. . . N — in (3.24a)
= Jim _lim 7~'Re l Lo (DY (Q=Q) e ey
where either
N 1 a Ly
. te 1 B _ 2
B.——i-;:l fifi=5N, B E-:: SV (3.24b)
or
N Ly
= +§ bib, + = N Q:=— § b;b! + +5N (3.24c)

Il
-

K2

As the system becomes infinite in length— oo, any exponential term in Eq24), vanishes
for all positive energy eigenstates. In order for the dgnsitstates to be well defined in the
long wire limit, the eigenvalues aff need to be positive. If so, the density of states in the limit
L — oo is dominated by the ground state expectation value Wjfk= 0

v(e) = wgml 7 Re {0l ( ) o) R
(3.25)
= wgml 7 'Re <<p0| ( ) |‘PO>R’

where|p,); and |<p0 denote the nondegenerate left and right ground state wanaidas,
respecuvely In EqQ. 5) we have dropped the fa¢tet)Vr since the left and right ground
state wave functions contain an even number of fermionseagillvexplicitly verify in Sectiorﬂ4.
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4. Construction of the ground state sector

In order to compute the density of states in the long wiretlif@i2}), we need to make an
appropriate Ansatz for the solutiofis)), and|y,),, of the right and left Schrodinger equations

H o) = (H, + Hy) leohy =0, Hllgo)y, = (HE+ HY) oo, =0, (42)

respectively. The left and right ground state wave fundiare related byy,); = U |¢g)g-
As dictated by supersymmetry, the ground state wave fum@sioondegenerate and constitutes
a supersymmetric singlet, i.e., it is annihilated by theesapmmetric transformatiolB).
Therefore, the ground state sector can be expanded in tdrstates that transform as singlets
under the supersymmet .13). One such state is the vafflju@ther states that transform as
singlets under the symmet 13) can be generated bytexpaetion off on the vacuun0).
All the states that are generated by repeated actidii oh the vacuun0) form a vector space,
which we call the right ground state sectby,. The dual ground state secty is generated by
repeated action of/ T on the vacuun{0|. Alternatively,®; can be obtained by the application
of the unitary transformatioti defined in Eq.?) on the right ground state seciqt In turn,
&7 follows from &, with the help of the adjoint operation. The ground statessare subsets
of the corresponding Fock spaces, i®;, C §;, and® C §. We shall thus expand the right
(left) ground statéyp, ) (|¢y);,) of H in a basis of the right (left) ground state seatiaf (&1).
Thereto we construct in what follows a right basis

{mE} v, ma=12e (4.2a)
and a left basis

of the ground state sectots; and®, , respectively. The left orthogonal get),’ (") and the right
orthogonal setm>(") are here generated with the help of the auxiliary orthogstadés

2m +2,2n; ) == [(A_)Q" (D)™ — o5, (A_)"" (D_)zmw .

[2m +1,2n+ 1;1) == [(

2m, 2n + 2;1) == [(A,)Q"+2 (D_)*" +2mS_S, (A7)2n+1 ( )zm 1} 0,
(

|2m+1,2n+1;¢>::[A )" (D)~ 2n+ )85, (A" (D )Qm}

(4.3a)
defined by taking arbitrary integer powers of the raisingrafms
N N N
A =Ygl Do zbzb;, = flBl, S Z Ll (a3b)
a=1 a=1 a=1

acting on|0). The basis seth>(L”) and |m>§{l) are countably infinite due to the presence of
boson creation operators. The basis|ﬁet%") is given by
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NN (a) (b)
F N even
+N -- 2m, N;1 0 m+1, Ny L
14 . [@m+1, N-1;1 [ @m, N-1;10
N1 DR owiviie Com, N-121 0
O
1
1
' ' [ ' '
] _ @m+1, 3;10 @m+1, 3;1C
+3 2m+1, 3;10 2m+1, 3;t1C
y _ 2m, 2;10 2m, 2,10
+2 X } @m, 2;10 Dm, 2;1(
1 _ @m+1, 1;00 @2m+1, 1;1C
+ @m+1, 1;10 @m+1, 1;1C
. r ——“ 2, 0;1.0 < f— . —— (21, 0;4 0
DR 4 42 43 w4 45 OO 41 42 43 44 45
N,=N; N,=N;

Fig. 1. (Color online) These weight diagrams depict sta@o in the(V,, Nf) plane. The left panel (a) displays the
case of an even channel numidér whereas the right panel (b) shows the case of an odd channdier.

n 1 (N—-2n-1)!
|m)§{2 1) . Gm (|2m, 2n;l) 4+ 2m —1,2n + 1;T>) ,
(2n+2) 1 (N —2n-2) (4.42)
m) 2 :zjm(|2m—2,2n—|—2;T>—|—|2m—1,2n—|—1;¢>),
wherem =1,2,3,---. The basi$m>(L") is given by
. 1 (N —2n—1)
)2 = jm (|2m, 2n;d) —2m —1,2n + 1;T>) ;
oniz 1 (N—2n—2)! (4.4b)
[m); ::—2m(|2m—2,2n+2;T>—|2m—1,2n+1;¢)),

wherem =1,2,3,---.

The states[(4.Ba) are eigenstates of the operaforsV;, N;, and N; defined in Eq.[(3.8b),
whereby the eigenvalues of, — Nf. andN, — NV; are vanishing for all the states m.?;a). Itis
therefore convenient to depict these states inffig Nf)-plane (see Figﬂ 1). As a consequence
of Pauli’s principle, the fermion numbeY , is restricted to a finite range. That is, any power
larger than one of any of the fermionic operatsts and?+ vanishes, and for a given channel
numberN we have

(A )N+1:

0, (4.5)
and
(AN D_ =NS G, (A)N 1, (4.6)

Condition [4.5) determines the range over which the indexns in Eqs.[(4]3) and (4.4). We note
that there is, as we shall see, a fundamental differencedeetwven and odd channel numbers.
For N even the states with the highest fermion numberare labeled by even boson numbers
N,, whereas forV odd they are labeled by odd boson numbkEgsThe right and left basemlA)
are related by the unitary transformatigrof Eq. ), through

|m>£n):U|m>gl)a m:1327"'a n:172a"'aNa (47)

as it should be. The norms in the right sdts (f.4a) are
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N —2n—1)!
@D (mm) @D = (2m + 2n) (2m — Y =20 =Dt )
(N +2m —1)! ’
(N —2n—2)! (4.8)
Gt (mlm) ) = (2m+ 2n) (2m — 2)!(2n + D a2y = N
withm = 1,2,3,---. It follows from @), that the norm for a given state in tkeé lset is equal

to the norm of the corresponding state in the right set. Maggdhe left and right set4a)
and [4.4]) are biorthogonal in the sense that
(nl)4<m|m/>gll) :Ov mvmlzlvza"' nvn/:1727"'

, N, (4.9

3

as follows from Eq.[(4]8) and the orthogonality of the statgs (4.3h).
Equipped with a basis for the right and left ground stateasctve are now in a position to
expand the right ground state

N oo
loo)r = (R<‘Po| )T =al® |0) + Z Z a%’) |m>§:) ) (4.10a)

n=1m=1

in terms of the basis Eq[_(4]2a) and the left ground state

¥ N oo .
ol = (Llwel ) =a@10)+ 30 > ol [m)(”, (4.10b)
n=1m=1
in terms of the basis E. (4]2b). The coefficients of thesestepmnsions are identical and are de-
termined by solving the Schrodinger equatidng|(4.1). Trexlap between the expansiofis (4.10)
for the right and left ground states follows form Em4.9),

2
{#oleo)r = ’a(o)‘ (4.11a)
Consequently, in order to normalize the ground state waretion, we set
a® =1 (4.11b)

from now on.

4.1. Ground state Sclidinger equation

Hamiltonian ) depends on two energy scales: the (in@ag) energyw at which the
density of states in the thermodynamic limit is to be evadaind the chiral disorder strength
defined in Eq.7). Since the density of states in the thdgmamic limit is controlled solely by
the right|y,)r and left|y,), eigenstates annihilated by Hamiltonign (3.12), it must beading
function of the dimensionless variable

Y L0, (4.12)
92
provided we sey, to be unity, as we shall do from now on unless stated otherwise right
(left) ground statey,) (|¢o);,) satisfies the eigenvalue equatign}4.1). In the bgsi} (the),
eigenvalue problenf (4.1) yields the recursion relatiorttiercoefficients.;’ of Eq. {@.19) given
by
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2(2m + 2n) wags""'l) = —-22m+2n)2m—1-2n+ N)ags""'l)

+ 2m(2m + 1)a5§f{1)
+ (N +2m — 1)(N + 2m — 2)a2" Y (4.13a)

— (N = 2n)(N —2n+ 1)a?m=Y
— (2n+1)(2n + 2)al2" ),

whenn =0,1,--- ,[(N —1)/2] and
2(2m + 2n) w a2 = — 2(2m + 2n)(2m — 3 — 2n + N)a(2"+?)
+2m(2m — 1)@551’{2)
+ (N +2m — 3)(N + 2m — 2)a>"1? (4.13b)

— (N —2n)(N —2n —1)alz™
— (2n 4 2)(2n + 3)alZ" Y
whenn = 0,1,---,[N/2] — 1 and wheren = 2,3,4, - --. Here, it is understood thaf;;) = 0
whenn < 0 orn > N. The initial conditions are
4w agl) = +\/§N(N +1) —4(N + l)agl) 4 6a§1) — 2a§3),
4wa? = —VIN(N — 1) — 4(N = Da®® + 242 — 64", (4.13c)

Equations 3) are a generalization to the case of arranpitumberN of channels of the
recursion relations obtained by Re@,91] whénr= 1. The rest of this paper is devoted
to solving them and evaluating the density of states usindfEg}).

5. Evaluation of the density of stateswhen N = 1and N = 2

Before we solve the recursion relatio.13) for arbjtrdlr, we first specialize to the case
N = 1andN = 2 for pedagogical reasons. Only the case= 1 using the supersymmetric
quantum representation (see Refs][41,78,91]) was tréatee literature. The cas¥ = 2 was
solved with the help of the DMPK equation in Refs][82] ahd][83

5.1. Density of states for a single channgl= 1

For a single channel = 1, the recursion relations Ed. (4] 13) for the coefficients simplify
to

2wa§1) =+v2 - 4a§1) + 3a§1), (5.1a)
2wa$)+1 =-2(2m + 2)@&11 + (2m+ 3)“572& + (2m+ l)agyll), (5.1b)
with m = 1,2,3,---. This recursion relation is identical to the one obtainedGmngolin et

al. [ﬂ] by means of the Berezinskii diagram technique. Henoe,@an identify the coefficients

a'y) as the so-called right-hand side Berezinskii block. Thergon relation b) can also be
written in terms of the finite differences

Aag) = agll — ag), Azag) = QS)JFQ — 2@571) 1+ ag). (5.2a)

+
That is, Egs.[(5.1b) andl (5]2a) yield
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2wall) = +(2m + 3)A%al)) + (2 — 2w) Aall), (5.2b)

wherem =1,2,3---.

The strategy to analyze equati05.1) in the limit of asyrtigally small frequencyy < 1,
is to derive two approximate solutions that are valid in tvistidct asymptotic limits. For large
m > 1, the variablen can be taken as continuous. This reduces the recursioiore(&t 1)
to a Bessel differential equation. For smailly < 1, we can neglect the term in Eq. [5.1b).
With this approximation, it becomes possible to solve tlsaiteng recursion relation exactly, for
example, by means of the generating function technique.

Forw asymptotically small (the limit we are interested in), thvedapping region <« m <
w™! becomes arbitrarily large. We can then derive matching itioms$ between the two ap-
proximate solutions to fix the coefficients of the Bessel ¢éiquaand the initial values of the
zero-frequency recursion relation. Hence, in the limit syraptotically small frequency, this
procedure gives a complete solution for the ground staté.dfhis solution can be used to com-
pute the expectation value 6B — B) in the ground state, which yields the asymptotic form of
the density of state§ (3]25) as— 0.

We first consider the limitn > 1. In this limit, we can neglect terms of order one compared
tom in Eq. -) and replace finite differences by derivativéh wespect ton, i.e., the discrete

indexm is now treated as a continuous one with) — a(l)( ). This gives

e dg
wad — 2 Ly e 5.3
wa <m dm? + dm ) (®-3)

Here, we have assumed thét) varies slowly so thada") /dm can be neglected relative a6").
After the substitution

z? = dwm, (5.4a)

whereby ,
s, (5.4b)

4w

this differential equation can be transformed into a modiBessel equation and we obtain the
solutions

(@) = o Ko (@) + oy a), (5.5)
whereI,(z) is the modified Bessel function of the first kind afg}(x) the modified Bessel
function of the second kind (see chapter 9.6@ [92]). Wel sfeamand tha'as,ll) decays to zero

asm — oo, i.e., we must set
§h =0 (5.6)

in EqQ. ( .) The remaining coefficieaaél1 of the modified Bessel functioh’0 is determined by
matching the solutiof (5.5) to the one far < w='. The coefﬁuent:( .1 of the modified Bessel
function K, will thereby acquire ao dependence. In order to carry out this matching procedure,
we will need the small: behavior of the continuum solution
(1)
C
a(l)(x) ~ —cg}l) [In(z/2) ++] = —%1 [In(mw) + 24], (5.7)

wherev is the Euler’s constant.
Second, we consider the limit < w ™1, in which case we can safely drop the terms contain-

ingw in Egs. [5]1). Equatior] (5.pb) can then be written as
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0=(2m+3)AdY, — 2m+1)Aal)

m+1
5.8a
—A ((2m+ 1)Aa5}3) (5.82)
withm = 1,2,3, --- , together with the initial condition
3a8" = 4a{") — V2. (5.8b)

Integrating Eq.[(5.8a) and determining the integrationstant by use of Eq[(5.Bb), we find the
first order difference equation

(m+1) (alyy - ald)) = af? = V2 (5.9)

with m = 1,2,3,--- , whose solution is given in terms of the Digamma functibigfor refer-
ences on the Digamma functidn see chapters 6.3 or 8.36 in Re@ [92] @ [93], respect)vely

al) = V2 + % (o = v2) (wm+1/2) - w(1/2)), (5.10)
with the limiting form
al) ~ V32 + % (af? = v2) (mm—w(1/2) (5.11)

for largem € N.
Having solved the recursion relation in the two limits< m andm < w~!, we now match

solutions [EJ7) and(5-11) in the overlapping regimes m < w™" to fix the coefficient;

of the modified Bessel functio, and the initial valueugl) of thew = 0 recursion relation.
Equating Eq.[(5]7) with Eq[(5.]L1) yields the two conditions

c((:l) = — agl) + \/5,
—c(()}l) Inw — 20(()711)7 =2V2 - (agl) — \/5) U(1/2),

for the two unknowns;.) anda{". Solving forc{'} anda!", we get

(5.12)

aV =v2 (@ + 1) o= % O, == exp (27 n \11(1/2)). (5.13)

We have thus derived two limiting solutions to the recursielations [5.]1)

_%KO (2y/mw), 1< m,
alh) — (5.14)
V2 (1 + —\P(mﬁi{é)l:)y(l/z)) , m<w L

Knowledge of the asymptoticl4) is sufficient to deteemihe leading behavior of the
density of state®(c), Eq. (3.2p), for asymptotically small energiesThe density of states in
the long wire limit Eq. [[3.24) is given by the expectationu@bf the operatofB — B) in the
ground state

v(e) = lim 7771R6L<‘P0| (F—B) o) R

w—r—1€

o0 2
. -1 (1))
e (143 (1)),
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where we have used Eq. (#.8) and the identity
(B - B)Im)Y) = [m){V. (5.15b)

In view of Eq. (5.1}4), it is necessary to break the sum owein Eg. (5.158) into two parts
separated by the integer,, with 1 < m, < w~!. We choosen, to be some fixed number,
independent ofu. With this choice and for sufficiently small, the sum on the right-hand side

then f|nd the estimate

L{wol (B = B) lgo)g ~ ﬁ /deO2 (2vmw)

s (5.16)
_ 7111;1;”01&]) / dz K2 (z) .
This gives the asymptotic behavior of the density of states
v(e) x lim Re ! ! (5.17)

w——ie wan(Olw) - € |1H3 E‘ ’

which has precisely the form of Dyson’s singularity.
5.2. Density of states for two channelé = 2

For the case of two channeld, = 2, the recursion relation§ (4]13) for the coefficienty
anda'y reduce to

2wa§}}+1 =(2m+3) ( 2a(1) bt a(l) bot+ a(l))

(5.18a)
2wa57212’_1 =(2m+1) (—2@57;1 + a(2) Yo+ aS?J) ,
with m = 1,2, 3, --- and with the initial conditions
1 (1 1
2wal) = +v23 - 64" + 348", (5.18b)

2wa(2 = V2 - 2a(2 —|—a(2)

Alternatively, we can rewrite the two decoupled recursielations [5.18a) in terms of the finite
differences
Aal) =al )+1 —al, A%a() .= 5:;_2 2a5,?+1 +al¥, i=1,2. (5.18c¢)
With this, Eq. [5.18a) becomes
2wall) = (2m + 3)A%a(H) — 20wAa(L),
) 5 (2 ) (5.18d)
2wal? = (2m 4+ 1)A%a? — 20Aa?.

To analyze these equations, we follow the same strategythe forevious section for th = 1
case and solve the Eqf. (3.18) first in thes> 1 limit and then in then < w ™! limit.
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We begin with then >> 1 limit. Treatingm as a continuous index, we replace finite differences

by derivatives in Eq[(5.18d), i.e., we le¥,) — o' (m) with i = 1, 2. This gives

42 (i)
a i=1,2. (5.19)

2wa® = 2m

dm? ~
Here,a(") is assumed to be slowly varying so that we can neglett /dm compared ta:(?.
After the substitution

z? = dwm, (5.20a)
whereb
y L2
— > 1, (5.20b)
4w

Eq. ) reduces to a Bessel-type equation whose soligigiven in terms of the modified
Bessel functiond(, (z) and [, (x),

aO(2) = )5 K (@) + a5 L), i=1.2 (5.21)

with the coefficientscg;— with ¢ = 1,2 of the modified Bessel functions,; whenj = 1 andl,
whenj = 2. We shall demand that?) with i = 1,2 decay to zero as — oo, i.e., we must set
)y =0. (5.22)

in Eq. (5:211). The remaining coefficient§] with i = 1,2 of the modified Bessel functioft,
will be fixed by matching solutiong (5.p 1) to the smaiu solution. In order to do so we will
need the small behavior of Eq.|(5.21)

(i) () ()_ In(z2/4 9~ 1
a () %el'i_ elﬂ%[n(x/)+ Y ] (5.23a)
10+ )™ 1),
with i = 1, 2 and where
C® .= exp(2y — 1). (5.23b)

Next, we turn to the limitnw < 1, in which we can neglect the term in Eq. [5.18d). If so,

Eq. (5.18H) becomes

0=(2m+ 3)A%a}),

5.24a
0=2m+1)A%2, ( )
together with the initial conditions
(1) _ (1)
=+V2+
b o (5.24b)
2a4 —V2+ ay .
The solution of Eqs[(5.2ka) is given by
(1) — 12
( V2, (5.25)
a?) =m a —1)V2,

where we have fixed two initial values by use of 5 24b)
Having solved the two decoupled recursion r eIat| s [5id8pe two limitsm > 1 and
m < w™!, we now match solution§ (521) ar{d (§.25) in the overlappégipn in order to fix the
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coefﬂmentSC(l of the modified Bessel functions; and initial valuem1 with ¢ = 1,2 of the
w = 0 recursion relation. Equatinfy (5]23) with (5.25) and matgréqual powers af: (whereby
we neglecin m compared tdn w) gives the two equations

+\/§_ 2 ((311)7

(1) (1) C] (5.262)
ay’ — V2 = e12ln(CO w)
for the two unknowns<;e 1 anda1 and the two equations
~VE=3e
2 o (5.26b)
—l—\/_—ce12 (Co w),
for the two unknowns andaf) Solving fora1 anda1 , respectively, we obtain
agl) =+V2 [1 +wln (C’ée)w)} ,
) (5.27)
ag NG [1 +wln (C’ée)w)} .
We have thus derived two limiting solutions to the recursielations [5.18)
) +2v2mw K (2/mw) , 1<m,
Ay, =
+m\2 [wln (Cée)w)} +\/§, m<w
(5.28)
@) —2v2mw K, (2¢/mw) , 1<m,
a® —

" —mV?2 {w In (C’ée)w)} — \/5, m < w !

_In the long wire limit, the density of states is given by thgestation value of the operator
(B — B) in the ground state [see E{. (324)]

v(e) = lim 7 'Rey(po| (B — B)|oo)n

wW—r—1E
o a&i) ’ aS?} ’ (5.29)
- wgmzsﬂ- lRe 2 + Z gm +)1 B gm —)1 ’

Here, we have used Eq. (#.8), the identiy — B) [0) = 20) and

(B—B) Im)i) = +Im)i +m)”,
(B=B) [m)) = = m)y) — fm){?.

We want to estimate the leading behavior of the density @éstfor two scattering channels,
N = 2, and for asymptotically small energies.e.w < 1. Thereto, we break the sum overin
Eq. (5.2P) into two parts separated by the integet m,, ~ w~". With the choiceny = w™!,
we find that the sum in Eq[ (5]29) is dominated by the smalk 1/w solutions in Eq.[(5.28)
[the rest of the sum is easily shown to B&v)],

(5.30)
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1/w

L<wo|(§—B)|wo>Rz2+2Z< ! ! )[1+mw1n(q§e>w)r. (5.31)
m=1

om+1 2m—1

This sum overn can be computed exactly by means of a telescopic expans®find/
— 4 1+w 9
ool (B = B)louhe ~2 = o = 20 (52w () + w2 - 2y

(5.32)
—2md - W (W +1/2) = ¥ (w71 +3/2) | In (CPw).

To compute the leading behavior of the density of statesstifcient to retain only the lowest
order inw. This gives

L{pol (B = B) o)y o —wIn®w + higher order terms (5.33)

We thus find the estimate

v(e) o lim 7 'Re (—wln®w) oce|lne] (5.34)

w—r—1€

for the density of states in the thermodynamic limit.

6. Evaluation of the density of stateswhen N =1,2,3,---

We are going to compute the density of statés) from Eq. ) to leading order in the
positive dimensionless energy< 1 by solving the recursion relati013) for an arbitrary
numberN of channels. We begin with the case/@fodd and proceed with the casedfeven.

In doing so, we are going to reproduce the parity eff (Inlhe density of states that was
obtained for the first time using the DMPK approach in R€fg] ghd [83].

6.1. Density of states for an odd numh®&rof channels

The calculation of the density of states for an odd numBesf channels follows along the
lines of theN = 1 case with the caveat that fof > 1 the recursion relation§ (4113) no longer
decouple. This difference complicates the calculatiors@®erably. To overcome this difficulty
we introduce a linear transformation of the coefficienif§ that approximately decouples the
recursion relationg (4.113) in the two regimess> N andm < w™'. That s, we introduce

(N-1)/2

N -1
p2h+1) — } : Mo 1F q@ntD) k=01 —~
m . [ o,N,l}nam ’ s ’ 2 ’
" 6.1a
iy N ko(2n42) N-3 o
B = N M, n+2 k=01,
m — [ o,N,Z}nam ’ s Ly ) 2 )

withm = 1,2, 3, --- and the transformation matrices
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ko L (2n)(N —2n —1)! —k,k,—n
Monal, = U=y e | Ly L
27 2
(6.1b)
! 2 (2n 4+ DI(N —2n — 2)! —k k+2,-n
[MO§N72]H =(=1) n! (B2 )1 sl 3-N 1

2

Here, the symbaJF, denotes a generalized hypergeometric function (see fonpbesRef. @]).
Itis also possible to express thE"’s in terms of the)")’s

(N-1)/2 N1
a2+ Z VA B, =01 S
6.1
(N 3)/2 N —3 ( C)
2n+2 Z |:M0N2:| bsr%k+2)7 TL:O,I,"' aT_'

With these definitions, we are going to rewrite the recurs@ations [4.13) in a form that de-
couples both in the limiy = 0 and in the largen limit.
To see this, we first make use of identitifs (B.3a) gnd (B.@lspmbine Eqs[(4.]13) anfl (b.1)
into the recursion relations
AmwbZFY = [—4m(2m — 1+ N) + (N — 1 — 4k?)] bZ*+1)

+2m(2m+ DY 4 (2m — 24+ N)(2m + N — 1)p2HD

m—1
(N_1)/2 (6.2a)
— 4w Z n [MO;NJ]:(L%"H)
n=0
withk =0,1,--- ,(N —1)/2an
ith - = 0, 1 N 2 and
AmwbPF D) = { —dm(2m — 3+ N) + [3N — 5 — 4(k + 1)%] }p{2F+?)
+2m(2m — DY L (2m — 3+ N)(2m — 2+ N2
(N3 (6.2b)
— 4w Z o N, 2 n agn-l—?)
withk =0,1,---, (N — andm = 2, 3, - - -. Here, the initial conditions are
ith k = 0, 1 2andm = 2,3, ---. Here, the initial conditi
dw b<2’“+1> +\/_N(N+1) (3N + 5 + 4k2)b2F ) 4 p2RFD)
(N=1)/2 (6.2c)
k n '
— 4w Z n[MONJ (2 0
n=0
with £ =0,1,---,(N —1)/2and
4bPFT = CVAN(N = 1) = [N + 14 4(k + 1)2]p{>*2) 4 2P+ +2)
(N-3)/2 (6.2d)
— 4w Z n [MO;NQ}:agQ"H)
n=0

with & = 0,1,---, (N — 3)/2. We aim at a solution of Eq[ (§.2) for asymptotically smadi-fr
quencyw. As in Sec[5]1, our strategy is to solve Eg.](6.2) in the twiits N < m andm <
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w~L. In the former limit,m > N, we treatm as a continuous variable. Then, Ef.}6.2) decou-
ples, provided we assume thed’ decays rapidly forn > N. In the other limit;n < w=1, we
can neglecw in Eq. ), which again decouples. In this way, it is polesib find approximate
solutions in the two regiond’ < m andm < w~! that are uniquely fixed up to some mul-
tiplicative coefficients and initial values, respectivefpr asymptotically smalb, the overlap
between these two regiolé < m < w~! is large. We can then match the two approximate
solutions in the overlapping region. This gives a uniqueapyroximate solution for the ground
state wave function, which in turn determines the densitstaties 5) in the long wire limit.

6.1.1. Solution whenn > N

First, we treat the limitn. > N. If we assume thad."” decays rapidly for largen, we can
drop the last line on the right-hand side of E¢s. (6.2a) hr@li)grespectively. Consequently, in
terms of the finite differences

Ab) = bffl)ﬂ — b, APD) = bg:z)+2 - 21’57?+1 +b5), (6.3)
withi = 1,--- , N, the recursion relations Eqg§. (6.2a) and gnd [6.2b) read
(m +1)dw (Abﬁﬁ’”” + b£2’““>) = —2(2m + 2)(N — 2)AbEk+D)

+ (2m + 2)(2m + 3) AZp{2F D)
(2m +2)(2m )% X (6.42)
+ (N - )( — 2)bi
(V= 1= 4k%) (ABZEHD 4 p24D)
with £ =0,1,---, (N —1)/2and
(m + 1)4w (AbS,%’”” + b;%’f”)) = —2(2m + 2)(N — 2)Ab2k+2)
+ (2m 4 2)(2m + 1)AZp2k+2)
(2m + 2)(2m. )Qk ; (6.4b)
+ (N = 2)(N — 3)p2k+2)
+ [BN = 5 — 4k + 1)%] (ABEHH2) 4 p(2H42)
with & =0,1,---, (N — 3)/2. Inthe limitm > N, we can neglect terms of ordaf compared
to m and replace finite differences by derivatives. In place of @) and if we assume that
by b(l)( ywithi =1,2,---, N is slowly varying, we get
db(2k+1) d2b(2k+1)
Amwb Y = —am(N — 2) +dmP——— + [(N —1)® — 4k?] p** 1) (6.5a)

dm dm
with k£ =0,1,---,(N —1)/2and

db(2k+2) d2p(2k+2)
+4m?

4mwbP*+2) = _4m(N —2) +[(N=1)2—4(k+1)?]p*2) (6.5b)

dm dm?
with &k =0,1,---, (N — 3)/2. By use of the substitution
z? = dwm, (6.6a)
whereby
ZC2
— >N, (6.6b)
4w
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we find that the solutions to Ed:@.S) are given by the lin@anlginations of

A\ N-1 \N-1
V@) = o (5) Kl + 5T (5) @) (673)
with k£ =0,1,---,(N —1)/2and
(2k+2) (2k42) (T\NT (2k42) (T\NT
b (z) = Co,1 (_) K2k+2(95) T Co 0 (_) Izk+2(~”¢) (6.7b)
2 2
with £ =0,1,---, (N — 3)/2, of modified Bessel function&’,, andl,, . We shall demand that
bﬁ,? withi =1,---, N decay to zero as — oo, i.e., we must set
Sy =0 (6.8)

withi = 1,--- , Nin Eq. (6.]). The remainingy coel‘ficient.ecff)1 withi =1,---, N of the mod-
ified Bessel functions(,, K,, K,,--- , K, are fixed by matching solutiong (.7) to the solu-
tions in them < w™! region. Thereto, we need to extract the terms that are of artig?*—!
and zN+2+k=3 from the expansion of Eq[ (6]7a) and the terms that are ofrarfie2*+! and
2N +2k=1 from the expansion of Eq (6]7b), when< 1. This gives

1 /z\V-11 x?
b (z) Nc((),l) (5) 5 (—27 —In Z)

(6.9a)
= - c((),ll) (mw)¥ 5 In (Céo)mw) )
r 2)N+2k—1 2 (I/z)N+2k—3
b(2k+1) - (2k+1) (117/7 v —In e (k1)) =
(@) ~or ™ | 5 am Yo HVEEED ) - S 650
:c(2k+1) _ (mw)%ﬂc . (C(o)mw) B (mw) N1k .
o1 2(2k)! k 202k —1)! |’
withk=1,2,--- (N —1)/2,and
r 2)N+2k+1 (E2 (I/Q)N-l-?k—l
b(2k+2) - (2k+2) (‘T/i v —In (2 o\
(@)~ | Saprar (YT HERES) 202k + 1)! 699
- .9c
:c(2k+2) _(mw)%Jrk n (C(o) mw) B (mw)%Jrkfl
o1 2(2k + 2)! k1 22k + 1)1 |7
with k =0,1,---, (N —3)/2, and where
9 = exp (7 (2 + 1)). (6.9d)

(For references on the Digamma functign see chapters 6.3 or 8.36 in RefE| [92] [93],
respectively.)

6.1.2. Solutionwhen < m < w™!
Second, we treat the limit < m < w™!, in which case we can neglect theterms in
Eq. {6.2). In doing so, Eq[ (§.2) becomes

0= [—4m2m —1+ N)+ (N — 1 — 4k%)] 6D 4 2m(2m + 1)p 24 (6.10a)
+(2m =2+ N)(2m — 1+ N)p4D

27



with £ =0,1,---, (N —1)/2and
0={ —4m(2m —3+ N) + [3BN =5 — 4(k + 1)>] 1@+ 4 2m(2m — 1)pC*1?) (6.100)
+(2m — 3+ N)(2m — 2+ N2 '
with k =0,1,--- ,(N —3)/2,m = 2,3, -- -, together with the initial conditions
0=+ V2N(N +1) — (54 3N + 4k>)p{2F Y 4 gp*F ) (6.10c)
with k£ =0,1,---, (N —1)/2and
—VEN(N = 1) = [N +144(k +1)%]p2) 4 22 +2) (6.10d)

with k = 0,1,---, (N — 3)/2. The solution to the recursion relatidn (§.10) can be exjg@
terms of generalized hypergeometric functions

l+N1) (m—1+ %)
(0,1) (0,2) 2
=} Z 2z+1 ——T +e) CEE (6.11a)

1
b(2k+1)_e(071>(m+k—%+%)! m 7 —k1-kl-m
m vk (m_1)| 3472 3 3 N
py—k-—m-—3
(6.11b)
e<o,2>(m+k—1+%)!F 1k -k 1 m o
+ k (m—l)' 3472 1 N
Wlthk:17277(N_1)/2,and
1
yok2) _pon (MR =3+ 5)1 =gk —l—k1-m
" ok (m—1)! 3h2 11 N
33— k-—m—73
(6.11¢)
E—14+ X)) 1k -k 32—
+eo4)(m+ - 2)3 A 2 2 m71
(m—ﬂ! 3 1-k-m-%

with k = 0,1,--- ,(N —3)/2andm = 1,2,3,---. The prefactorif‘”) i=1,2,3,4tothe
hypergeometric functiopF, are determined by the initial conditlor-OC) -)10d

01 bV = V2N (02) _ _V2m

s e R e (6.12a)
7 ) )"
e(o,l) 1 b(2k+1) 6(0’2) 2 (k—l— N>' P %— k’_k,_% )
=AY - 7= - |sF2 ; ,
* (k+ 254! ! NV 2 Logp-d
(0,2) pet (N =2k — 1D
Gy = /2 2(N_1)||(N_)!
(6.12b)
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withk=1,2,--- (N —1)/2,and

o, 1 2%+2)  o04) 1 N —5—k,—k, 3
e = e -G =kt o )3 1o
= CANMEY Al IR
N — 2k —3)!
GI(QO-A) — \/E2k+% ( — ,
(N = 3)11 (52!

(6.12¢)

withk =0,1,---, (N —3)/2.
In order to match this solution when< m < 1/w to the solution wherlV <« m, we need
the leading and subleading terms of the largbehavior o2t andpZF . They are

(071)
b ~ 602 m I+ €0 (6.132)

with G((f’) some number that depends &h

(071)
DM ~ gk <—e§k - G;ﬁo"z)) m Tk

a0 (6.13b)
+4F (N 42k - 1)(N - 1) <—’;k + e,ﬁ"*”) miT k=
withk=1,2,--- (N —1)/2,and
(074)
1 0,3 C N1
D) gt <e,§ o 2) e
(6.13c¢)

6(074)
+ 4P YN + 2k + 1)(N — 3) (e;‘*?’) + k)
with k£ =0,1,---, (N — 3)/2, to leading and subleading orderin

6.1.3. Matching solutions whelV < m < w™!

Having solved the recursion relatior{s {6.2) in the two lsmif < m and1 < m < w1,
we are going to match the. = z*/(4w) dependences of the solutiorfs [6.9) ahd {6.13) in the
overlapping regionlV < m < w™!, where both solutions are valid. We start with the coefficien

b'y). Matching Eq. [(6.13a) with Eq[ (6]9a) gives the two equation

(6.14)

for the two unknownégl) andcgfl) with the solutions
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—2ey”
w T In (Céo)w) ’
o _ 260 (2501

1 In (C(()O)w) - +V2N.

Matching Eq. [6.13b) with Eq[(6pb) gives two equationséveby we negledn m andin C”
compared tdn w)

NoLog G(O,l)
(2k+1)W 2 k=1 k (0,2)
—Co1 3020)! Inw=4""2 <—2k + G, ,

(1)
0,1

(6.15)

- (6.16a)
(2k+1) w T TRl

- e o2

for the two unknowns{** ") andc{’"*"), while matching Eq.[(6-1Bc) with Ed(6]9c) gives two
equations
NELik (0,4)
ek Wkl 3, G
“1 3ok yon Y ’ < T A
rpw T 03 " o1
- Yo YN 2k 1)(N—3) [Py Tk
1 50kt 1)! (N+2k+ DN =3 | &+ 575 ]

for the two unknowns{**** andc{’**. Solving Egs. [6.18a) and (6.16b) fof} andb’
gives

&) =0 (6.17a)
withi=2,3,---, N,

N-1 2 (N 35—k —k, =3
b2 — el02) —2k<T+k>!+—(3+k)!3F2 2 2.

a L-k-%
(6.17b)
withk =1,2,--- (N —1)/2,and
-1 (N+1 1 (N -k, —k3
b(2k+2) 26(0,4) R L kN e k). F 2 2 -1
1 k 2%k 12 2 + +ﬁ 2+ 342 %,—k—%’
(6.17c)
with & = 0,1,---, (N — 3)/2. Observe that the coefficienfs (6]L7a) of the modified Bessel
functions K,, K,,--- , Ky_, are trivially independent ofu, while the initial values|(6.17b)

and (6.17c) of thev = 0 recursion relation are independentwfin view of Egs. [6.12b)
and (6.12c), respectively.

6.1.4. w dependence of the recursion relatidn [6.2) . .
Equipped with the solution@lS) a.17) for thelependence dﬁz) andcff_’)1 with i =
1,2,---, N, we can derive ther dependence of the coeﬁicierﬂfé) with m = 2,3,--- in the
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limit 1 < m < w™! from Eq. [6.1]1). Insertion of Eq[(6.]15) into the prefacty<2h) appearing

in Eq. (6.11p) gives

— —1 14 MY
b - 258 Zgz+1 P gpan L o)t (6.182)

In (G °>)l =11 (m —1)!

with €!® some number that depends 8h Insertion of Eq.[(6.11b) into the prefactdr (6.12b)
appearing in Eq[(6.1]b) gives

1 1
rt1) _ploz) (M k—1+5) L k—kd-m
b2 el 2) o, .

(m—2)! pl-k-m-5 (6.18b)

6.18
o2 (MtE—3+ ) | 5-kl-kl-m
T vk _ ] 342 ;
(m 1). %,%—k—m—%

with k = 1,2,--- (N — 1)/2. Insertion of Eq.[(6.1]c) into the prefact§r (6]12c) appean

Eq. ) gives

1 3
b<2k+2>_e<o,4>(m+/€—1+%)!F “3-kokg-m
" -k — 31 342 3 N
(m—3)! S1—k-m-%
(6.18¢)
N 1
_eon 1 (m+/~c—%+7)!3F2 - k,l—m’l

2k +2 (m—1)!

with & =0,1,---, (N — 3)/2.

In conclusion, thes dependence of the solution to the recursion relation (&®viis from
combining Eqs.[(6]7)[(6.8), (615, (6.17a) whens N together with Eq.[(6.18) whemw <
1. This gives

GO oy 2 (2\/mw), N < m,
b(l) _ ln(C w)
" A S G e (B COY GRRER 3] -
m(cw) S (2l+1)(m or (mf%)! o MW,
pksn _ ) O N <m, (6.19)
" EI8h), m<w
P2k +2) _ 0, N <m,
" I8 m<w

withk =1,2,--- ,(N-1)/2andk’ = 0,1,--- , (N—3)/2. Equation [6.1]9) should be compared
to Eq. (5.1}4). Observe that Eq§. (6.J18b) and (§.18c) arepienident ofo.

6.1.5. Leading energy dependence of the density of states
We are ready to extract the leading behavior of the averagsityef states/(c), Eq. (3.2] -)
for asymptotically small energies The density of states in the long wire limit Em 24) isagiv

by
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vie) = wlirgis m'Re |, (po| (B — B) |¢g)g - (6.20)
with the left and right ground statds (4.].0a) ahd (4.10bg Aitrmalizations(4.8) anfl (4]11), the
biorthogonal relationd (4.9), and the identities

(B—-B)0) =N [0},
(B = B) Im)™™" = (N —an — 1) [m) 5"+ [m)g" ™ (6:21)
2n+-2 2n+2 2n+2
(B = B) lm)"™ = (N = dn = 3) )" ™) — m)”" "
deliver the expectation value
s (N-1)/2 s (N=3)/2

L<‘P0|(§_B) |<P0>R:N+Z Z Nﬂb)n (ag"“)) Z Z Nz) ( 2n+2))

m=1 n=0
2

o (N—-1)/2 (N-1)/2 "
_ E E (1) E -1 (2k+1)
- N + Nm,n |:MO;N,]:| & bm
m=1 n=0 k=0

 (N=3)/2 ((N—3)/2

2
—Z Z NS {Mm}m}:bg’””) .

k=0
(6.22)

The matricesM,, v, andM,, y , are given in Eq.[(6]1), while the normalization fact@f%}?n

andN'?), are given by Eq[(@]8). In view of Eq[_(6]19), it is necessarprieak the sum oven
in Eq. (6.2}) into two parts separated by the integgr with N < m, < w~'. We choosen,,
to be some number independentofWith this choice and for sufficiently small, we find that

the sum over in Eq. (6.20) is dominated by the contributions fréff) with m > my, i.e., by
the contributions from the first line in E-19)

L (ol (B~ B) ool /dm Z (P ). e

By inserting the solution fob's’ from Eq. (6.1p) we obtain

4 e(o) 2 s
L {(vol (B = B) |po)r M /dmsgg)(m) mNKG (2vmw) (6.24a)
n? (0w
()]
with the combinatorial factor
() (N=1)/2 e 2
0 (1) ML
s Z NG, ([ ON-JO) . (6.24b)
Using the substitution? = 4mw, the integral transforms into
— 4(680))200_]\] i (0) 22 x\ 2N-1
B-B ~—~27 _  [4d =) (= K? 6.25
1 ol ( ) eoln In? (C(()O)w) / O <4w> (2) 0 (@), ( )
To

with z, := 2,/myw. Let us now expanég\?) in smallw (i.e., large argument)
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(0) .1'2 (0,1) 2w N=1 2w N
SV (o) =sv < (= +0 {5 : (6.26)

whereS ) is some number that only dependsdnIn order to derive the asymptotic density
of states it is sufficient to keep the leadinglependence in Eq@ZG) This gives

o0

o 4(6(80))22 Nw™t (01)/ 0
B—-B ~ —-—' 8§V drxKj (x). 6.27
L <900|( )|‘P0>R 1n2 (C’éo) ) N 0( ) ( )

zo

Combining Eq. [(6.47) and (6]20), we find that the density afest, for asymptotically small
energies, is given by

1 1
lim R ~ .
v(e) o Jim Re e (Céo)w) 5 ’1n3 5‘ (6.28)

Recalling that is measured in units of the disorder strength, we have reed\eg. ) when
the number of channel§ is odd.

6.2. Density of states for an even numb¥érof channels

The calculation of the density of states for an even numbef channels follows along the
lines of theV = 2 case with the caveat that fof > 2 the recursion relationg (4]13) no longer
decouple. This difference complicates the calculatiors@®erably. To overcome this difficulty
we introduce a linear transformation of the coefficienif§ that approximately decouples the
recursion relationg (4.113) in the two regimess N andm < w~'. That s, we introduce

N/2—1

N
p(2k+1) _ M (2n+1) E=0.1.---.——1
m nzo [ ch} s 4y ) 2 )
N/;—l (6.29a)
N
p(2k+2) — M k a(2n+2), =01 . ——1
m 7;0 [ eNQ} s Ly ’ 2 )
with m = 1,2, 3, --- and the transformation matrices
k , 2n)I(N =1 —2n)! ! -k, kE+1,—n
[MC;N,l]n = (_1) ) 2 ( 2 ) 342 B 71 )
nl (572 = n)!(V = 1)! 12N
(6.29b)
k n2n 4+ 1DYN -2 —2n)! —k,k+1,—-n
[MC;N,Q]n = (_1) ! 2 ( ) 3472 B ;1
n! (552 —n)I(N - 2)! 3 2N

Here, the symbaj F; denotes a generalized hypergeometric function (see fonpbeaRef. @]).

It is also possible to express th€’s in terms of theb!"s. Indeed, with the help of identi-
ties (B.5h) and[(B.$b), inverting the linear relati¢n (GR9.e., for anym = 1,2.3, - -,
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N/2—1

q2n+1) _ [M_l }nb(QkJrl) n=0.1--- E -1
m e;N,1 & m 9 ) Ly ) D) )
k=0 (6.29¢)
N/2—1 n N
a(2n+2) — Z [Me_;llv,zhbgk”)’ n=01-,5 -1,
k=0
can be done with the inverses
92— N r _ 7
et ] = fo (Y~ O I L
STV 12 (B5E - R) (5 4 R)! R
[M*l r E [(V = 2)1% (2k + 1)? PR R
N2, TN _9_ oo (N=2 _ 1\ (N 1352 N 3-N e
ko (N=2=2n) (52 — k) (F +k)! i 1- 4 3N |
(6.29d)

of the transformation matricef (6.29b). With these definisi we are going to rewrite the re-
cursion relations[(4.13) in a form that decouples both inlitméit w = 0 and in the largen
limit.

To see this, we first make use of identities (B.3c) gnd (B.8dpmbine Eqs[(4.1.3) anfl (6]29)
into the recursion relations

4mwbEED = {—dm(2m — 1+ N) + [N — 2 — 4k(k + 1)]} b2+

+2m(2m + 1)bgi‘;l)
+(2m — 2+ N)(2m — 1 + N2 (6.30a)
N/2—1
— 4w Z n [MC N 1}’“ (2n+1)
n=0
and
AmwbEED) = {—4m(2m — 3+ N) + [3N — 6 — dk(k + 1)]} 32K+
+2m(2m — 1)pE 2
+(2m — 3+ N)(2m — 2+ N)p2r? (6.30b)
N/2—-1
— 4w Z n [Mc N 2] a(2n+2)
n=0

with k =0,1,---,(N/2) — 1 andm = 2,3, - - -. Here, the initial conditions are

4P = 4 VAN(N + 1) — [3N + 6 + 4k(k + 1)] b2 4 6p{2 )

N/21 6.30c
4w Z n [ME;NJ]zagan) ( )
n=0

with £k =0,1,---,(N/2) — 1 and
4P = — VAN(N — 1) — [N + 2 + 4k(k + 1)] b7 4 2p{2F+2)

N/2-1 (6 30d)
k 2n+2 '
—4dw E eN2 ( 2
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with & = 0,1,2,---,(N/2) — 1. We aim at a solution of Eq[ (630) for asymptotically small
frequencyw. As in Sec[5]2, our strategy is to solve Efj. (.30) in the tiwots N < m and

m < w™L. In the former limit,;m >> N, we treatm as a continuous variable. Then, Ef. (b.30)
decouples, provided we assume th%t) decays rapidly forn > N. In the other limit,;n <
w™!, we can negleav in Eq. (6.3D), which again decouples Hg. ($.30). In this vitsg,possible

to find approximate solutions in the two regioNs< m andm < w~! that are uniquely fixed
up to some multiplicative coefficients and initial valuesspectively. For asymptotically small
w, the overlap between these two regiovis< m < w~! is large. We can then match the two
approximate solutions in the overlapping region. This gigaunique and approximate solution
for the ground state wave function, which in turn determitiesdensity of state5) in the
long wire limit.

6.2.1. Solution whenn > N

First, we treat the limitn. > N. If we assume thad'"” decays rapidly for largen, we can
drop the last line on the right-hand side of Eds. (6.30a) BrgDg), respectively. Consequently,
in terms of the finite differences

ABG) =By =), A% = b —2b) b0, (6.31)
withi = 1,--- , N, the recursion relatior} (630) reads
(m + 1)4w (AbSZ’““) + bgm)) = —2(2m + 2)(N — 2)Ap*+1D)
(2m + 2)(2m + 3) ApFH)
(N = 1)(N = 2)b+
[NV =2 = 4k + 1)) (AEEHD 4 p24HD)

* (6.32a)
_|_
_|_

with k£ =0,1,---,(N/2) — 1 and
(m + 1)4w (Abg’f”) + b;‘f;k”)) = —2(2m + 2)(N — 2)Ab2F+2)

+ (2m +2)(2m 4 1) A2p{2k+2)
+ ( )( 3)b(2k+2)
£ [3N — 6 — dk(k + 1)] (Abﬁi’“”’ + bgk”))

(6.32b)
with k = 0,1,---, (N/2) — 1. Observe that Eqd. (6.32a) arld (6]32b) only differ from Heigd)
and [6.4b) through the coefficientd” — 2 — 4k(k 4 1)] and [3N — 6 — 4k(k — 1)], respec-
tively. In the limitm > N, we can neglect terms of ord&f compared ton and replace finite
differences by derivatives. In place of E.32) and if vesume that!}) — b7 (m) with
i=1,2,---, N is slowly varying, we get
db(2k+1) d2p(2k+1)

+ 4m272

Amwb®* Y = —4m(N — 2) + (N = 1)% = (2k + 1)%] p@F+D)

(6.33a)

dm dm

and
db(2k+2) ) de(2k+2)
+4m®———

Amwb*+2) = _am(N — 2) y o
m m

+ [(V = 1)? — (2k + 1)?] p2*+2)
(6.33b)
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with £ =0,1,---,(N/2) — 1. By use of the substitution

z? = dwm (6.34a)
whereby
$2
~_ > N, (6.34b)
4w
we find that the solutions to Ed. (6]33) are given by the lirn@ambinations
r\N-1 r\N-1
V@) = (3) K@+ 3 (5) bin@  (6.358)
and
N-1 N-1
b(2k+2)($) = C(ezlkJrQ) (f) Kopyr () + C(eszH) (f) Iopiq (@) (6.35b)
' 2 ' 2
with £ =0,1,---,(N/2) — 1, of modified Bessel function&,, , , andl,, , ,. We shall demand
thatbS}? withi=1,--- , N decay to zero as — oo, i.e., we must set
) =0 (6.36)

withi = 1,---, N in Eq. (6.3b) . The remaining/ coefficientSCg{ withi = 1,---, N of the
modified Bessel function&’,, K5, K5, - - - , K_, are fixed by matching solution@%) to the
solutions in then < w™" region. Thereto, we need to extract the terms that are of afi&?*
andz™+2+k=2 from the expansion of Eq[ (635) whersmall (see chapter 9.6 in Ref. [92]). This
gives

r N+2k 2 N+2k—2
(@kt1) k1) [ (2/2) = (z/2)
b () ~ceq Sk 7 +1n 1 U(2k +2) +72(2k)! 6570
r .37a
S+k Notk—1
el [Ty (o) o (e 2T
, 22k +1)! 2(2k)!
and
r 2)N+2k IQ (I/2)N+2k72
p(2k+2) - (2k+2) (z/ X _wor+o
(@) ~eer ™ | SEpgr (VT e+ o 6370)
_ (2k+2) (mw) 5+ © (mw) 5 k-1 .
B TR (Ck mw) T
with k£ =0,1,---,(N/2) — 1 whenz < 1, and where
C¥ = exp (v — U(2k + 2)). (6.37¢)

6.2.2. Solutionwhen < m <« w™!
Second, we treat the limit < m < w™!, in which case we can neglect theterms in

Eq. {6.3P). In doing so, E[ (6]30) becomes
0= {—4m(2m — 14 N) + [N — 2 — dk(k + D]} 62D 4 2m(2m + 1)p2"+Y

(6.38a)
+(2m— 2+ N)(2m — 1+ N
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and
0= {—4m(2m — 3+ N) + [3N — 6 — 4k(k + 1)]} 622 4 2m(2m — 1)+

+(2m — 3+ N)(2m — 2 + NP2 (6.38b)
with k =0,1,---,(N/2) — 1andm = 2,3, - - - , together with the initial conditions
0=+V2ZN(N +1) — BN + 6 + 4k(k + 1)] b 1 6p2F 1) (6.38¢)
and
— —V2N(N —1) = [N + 2+ 4k(k + 1)] b{*"+2) 4 2p2F+2). (6.38d)

The solution to the recursion relati.38) can be exggsterms of generalized hypergeo-
metric functions

1
b(2k+1):e;e,l)(m—i—k—l—k%)!g ! —k,i—k,l—m'1
m - 1)! 3 N’
ey (m+k—34+ X —k,—%—ki-m
el (m_g,”3E[112 P
2)° 3z k-—m—3%
and
1
b(2k+2)7e(e73)(m+k—1+%)! P e
m ok (m—l)' 302 1 1 k N’
T RTm—y
(6.39b)

e m+k—§ ﬂ' _kvl_kag m
+GI(€74)( 23 2)3F2 2 2 1
(m_§

)!

with & = 0,1,---,(N/2) — 1 andm = 2,3,---. The prefactorsi“) i =1,2,3,4to the
hypergeometric functiogF, are determined by the initial COHditIOI’hBC) a-)3Bd)ugh

1 2 N +1 —k,—1 -k —3
el _ pHD _ ole2) 2 <k+ )! . 2 2
TR b IV 2 )7 gy
e _ Jrakth (N — 2k —2)!!
= V2 (N —2)!! (N_)l
(6.40a)
and
1 1 N-1 —k, 2~k 1
6(6’3) — - b(2k+2) _ e(ex‘l)_ </€ + >!3F2 )2 »2 1 :
b k+ 0] bovr 2 51 - X
el _ Jrak+d (N — 2k —2)!!
=Vn2 (N —2)ll (A2)1
(6.40Db)

withk =0,1,---,(N/2)—1.Itisinteresting to note that the expli¢idependences on the right-
hand sides of Eqs| (6.39a) aid (6]39b) are related to thoseeaight-hand sides of Eq§. (6.31b)
and [6.17c) by letting: — & — (1/2) andk — k + (1/2), respectively.
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In order to match this solution when< m < 1/w to the solution wherlV <« m, we need
the leading and subleading terms of the langdehavior ofbﬁ,fk“) andb%k“). Forbs,ll) and
bg), we have

e e = N e e EA—
by = (e + el ) m¥ + = ((v=2)ef? + nef? ) m# 1, (6.41a)

b2 ~ (eg°=3> + ef;*‘”) m¥ + g ((N —2)el®) 4 (N — 4)@ng4>) m*~1,  (6.41b)

m

to leading and subleading order 1in, respectively. In general we have for the odd-numbered
coefficients

(2k+1) k el(:’l) (e,2) Ntk
bm ~ 4. 2k——|—1 + Gk ’ m 2

o(e) (6.41c)
+4F3(N 4 2k)(N — 1) <2kk+ o+ e,<j=2>> ma el
and for the even-numbered coefficients
G(CA) N
p(2k+2) gk [ E(e:3) k Nk
m ATl
(6.41d)

: e
+4F3(N + 2k)(N = 3) <e§:’3> + -k ) mF k-1

with & = 1,---,(N/2) — 1, to leading and subleading orderiin. We emphasize that these
two formula are only valid fok > 1. Observe that the large subleading behavior dt) and
b2 differ from those ofb'=**" andb{2** with & > 1, respectively. We note again that the
explicit k dependences on the right-hand sides of Hgs. (.41c]antt)ade related to those on
the right-hand sides of Eqd. (6.]3b) afid (6]13c) by letting k — (1/2) andk — k + (1/2),
respectively.

6.2.3. Matching solutions whelV < m < w™!

Having solved the recursion relatiofs (§.30) in the two iV < m and1 < m < w™!,
we are going to match the, = 22/(4w) dependences of the solutiofs ($.37) gnd {6.41) in the
overlapping regiolV < m < w~!, where both solutions are valid. We start with the coeffitien

b\ andb'z). Matching Eq. [(6.3%a) wheh = 0 with Eq. (6.41la) gives two equations in the two

unknowns){") andc(!) (whereby we negledh m andln C{” compared tdn w)

1
Céll) Qw% Inw = (386-1) + 686’2)’ y
R (e1) (€2 (6.42a)
ela® 7% [(N_Q)eo + NCy } )

Matching Eq. [(6.379b) whek = 0 with Eq. (6.41p) gives two equations in the two unknowns
bf) andc(?

el
1
Ce.21) —w? lnw = (38673) + eée,4)7
- o v (6.42b)
Ce,21) §w5*1 iy [(N 2)@5@3) +(N - 4)@((;:,4)} '
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Solving forb{", b*), l}, andc(?), we determine theiv dependences,

Hey +4Gée’2)Nw1_%
Cel 8 — N(N —2)wlnw’

N (6.43a)

( ) —4(“:'8&4)]\7&]177

el = 8 — N(N —2)wlnw’
and

e2)
bgl) ~ VAN +1)— (%) [8 - Nwhw]
N(N -2whw
(6.43b)

64) N

SHIE=N(N —4)wl

b a1y~ S0 () Jwlnw]
8 — N(N —2)wlhw

respectively. Fok > 1, matching Eq.[(6.3Fa) with Eq[ (6.41c) gives two equatianstie two
unknownsbg%“) andce?f+1) (whereby we negledh m andIn C’,ge) compared tdn w)

Nk (e,1)
@y _ w2 k[ G e
R TCT N R <2k+1+ ’ 6.4
44a
Noig—1 (e1)
(2k+1) W2 k=2 . Cr (62)

2k+1

while matching Eq.[(6.37b) with Eq[ (6.41d) gives two eqoasi for the two unknownis;>* 2
andC 2/€+2)

Nk (e,4)
(2k42) W2 Inw = 4* [ €& Gy
el Skt Y ot

2k+1
(6.44b)
Noyp-1 (&4)
(k+2)W?2 " — 4R 3 (N 1 2k)(N — e(e 3) Cr
YO T3] (N +2E)(N - 3) TontT)
with & = 1,2, -, (N/2) — 1. Solving forb{" andce?, we find
0221k+1) 0’ é21k+2) _ 07 (645a)
N 2 (N+1 ~k,—3 —k,—3
bg%—H) :(\3552) {_(2k+ 1) < + k> T < 2 "H€> I3y 1 12 N2 i1 )
k-3
(6.45Db)
and
-1 (N 1 (N-1 —k 5~k 3
b = e Sk = (o k)5 E 22
1 k % 11 2+ +\/E 5 + 32%,%—1@—%7 )
(6.45¢)
fork =1,2,---,(N/2) — 1. We note that the explick dependences on the right-hand sides

of Eq. (6.45p) and Eq[(6.45c) are related to those on the-tighd sides of Eq[ (6.1Jb) and
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cients [6.49a) of the modified Bessel functidiis, K, - - - , K ,_, are trivially independent of
w, while the initial values([(6.4%b) anfl (6.45c) of the= 0 recursion relation are independent of

w in view of Egs. [6.40a) and (6.40b), respectively.

Eq. (6.17F) by lettind: — k — (1/2) andk — k + (1/2), respectively. Observe that the coeffi-

6.2.4. w dependence of the recursion relatign ($.30) ‘ |

Equipped with the solutions[ (6}43) anld (§.45) for thedependence of{” and ] with
i =1,2,--- N, we can derive thes dependence of the coefficierﬁ%) with m = 2,3, --
in the limit 1 < m < w~! from Eq. (6.3P). Insertion of E].(6.43b) into the prefast®.4h)
appearing in Eq[(6.39) whén= 0 gives

— 14 Ny — Ny
b’g‘r]i) = 686,2) (m( 2 —t)? ) _ 686,2)% (4 — Nw lnw) s (646a)
_ 3 L Ny — 1+ )
b2 = ele?) (m(m 2 Jg)? ) elet) (’Z o _+—1)2|) (44 Nwlhw), (6.46b)
2)" :

where we have disregarded terms of ordérand higher. Insertion of Eq5b) into the pref-
actor (6.40a) appearing in Eq. (6.B9a) gives

(m+k—1+4)
T

(m_z

bgsk+1) _ 61(6672)

with k = 1,2,---,(N/2) — 1. Insertion of Eq.[(6.4%c) into the prefactdr (6.40b) appean
Eq. (6.39)) gives

Y

bsr%k+2) _ ek

(6.46d)

3
2
Loy 1 (mAk—1+F) —k,—3—k1-m
Cy 342 i1

2k+1 (m—1)! %’1_k_m_%

with & = 1,2,---,(N/2) — 1. We emphasize again that the explikitdependences on the
right-hand sides of Eq| (6.46c¢) and E46d) are relatetiase on the right-hand sides of
Eq. (6.18p) and Eq[(6.118c) by lettinig— & — (1/2) andk — k + (1/2), respectively.

In conclusion, thes dependence of the solution to the recursion relafion [&@®ws from
combining Egs.[(6.35)[ (6.B6)[ (6]43], (6.#5a) when> N together with Eq.[(6.46) when

mw < 1. This gives
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1 _ +4e(62)81\/(11\\77%m¥1{1 2vmw), N <m,
by, = (e.2) [ (m=3+%)  (m-1+%) .
GO 1 - 4(m71)! (4 — Nw huu) s m < w

(m=3%)! ’
e, d
b(2 { _46( )8 N(x\/;)w lnw (2V mw)’ N < m,
e m—24+4) m—1+5 ) _
e(A)(( 2+2)_( 4+ Nwl ) < 1
o\ T T ey U Nwhw) o < (6.47)
2k+1) 0, N <m,
6.46d), m<w,
2k+2) 0, N < m,
(.46d), m<w™,

with & = 1,2,---, (N/2) — 1. Equation [6.4]7) should be compared to Hg. (5.28). Obséiaie t
Egs. [6.46c) and (6.4pd) are independent of

6.2.5. Leading energy dependence of the density of states
We are ready to extract the leading behavior of the averagsityeof states/(¢), Eq. (3.2 -)
for asymptotically small energies The density of states in the long wire limit Em 24) isagiv
by
v(e) = Jm 7 'Re (ol (B = B) [0)w » (6.48)

with the left and right ground statef (4.].0a) ahd (4.10tspeetively. The normalization (#.8)
and [4.1]L), the biorthogonal relatiots {4.9), and the itiest

(B-B)|0)=N0),

(B — B) [m)Z™ ™) = (N — 4n — 1) [m) 2" 4 )2 (6.49)

(B = B) [m)i" ™ = (N = an = 3) [m) "2 — |m){*+?
deliver the expectation value

3

oo N/2-1 oo N/2-1 5
L{@ol (B = B) lpo)g =N + Z Z NG ( (Qn“)) Z Z NG ( 53”*2))
m=1 n=0 m=1 n=0

o NJ/2-1 N/2-1 . 2
e 38 (8 b e

m=1 n=0 k=0
o N/2—1 N/2—1 . 2
D IEUN D NS
m=1 n=0 k=0

(6.50)
The matricesM,. ; andM,, v , and their inverses are given in Ed. (4.29) while the nor-

malization factors\y),, andNS?,, are given by Eq.[(48). In order to evaluate Eg. (b.50) it is
necessary to break the sum oweinto two parts separated by the intedeg m, ~ w=". This
gives

L (%ol (B = B) lpo)g = N + 51+ 52 (6.51a)
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with
m, N/2—1 my N/2—1

S=Y 3 N, (ang)) S>3 N, (ag”+2>)2, (6.51b)
R o L
= 23 [ Pk o) - (k) 02) ] esto

m= m0+1 n=0

(2k+1) b(2k+2)

Here, we made use of the fact that in the langdimit the coefficientsh,, and all
vanish except fobls) andb'?. We are going to compute the sush for m < m, and the sum

S, for m > m,, separately.
To compute the surm < my, S;, we first need to derive the leadingdependence of the

coefficientsz’2" ™ anda" 2. Inserting Eq. [(6.46a) anfl (6.46c) into Ef- (6]29¢) yields
(2n+1) _ (—1)n\/§(N +m—1)l

(m+mn)(m —1)! (— —n—1)n!

wheren = 0,1,-- -, (N/2) — 1. Inserting Eq. [(6.46b) andl (6.46d) into Efy. (6]29¢) gives
(—1)"V2 (§ +m—1)!

(m+mn)(m —1)! (— —n—1)n!

wheren = 0,1,-- -, (N/2) — 1. With this, the normalization factorf (}.8), and the choige=

w1, we find
1/w N/2—1

Z Z (N(l ( 2n+1)) Ng)n (agn+2))2>

14+ (m+nwlhw], (6.52)

a(2n+2) — _ 14+ (m+n)wlnw], (6.53)

g Lw (N+ N/2- (1+(m+n)w1nw)2

;mzl (m — )' Z (m+n) 5—11 1)!n!

X<(m—%)'(%—”—%)'(”—%)’_(m—%)’(%—”——) (n+3)!
by Fenir )

(6.54)

which is to be compared with the telescopic expanSTBQ):ompute the leading behavior
of the density of states it is sufficient to retain only the éstvorder inv. This gives

S, ~ —N — constx win?w, (6.55)
to leading and subleading ordersin
For the sum ovem > m,, S,, we obtain by inserting the definition Mc N1 M;’]lv_rz. Ng)n

andN'?,, as well as the solutions fof,’ andb'? from Eq. (6.4F)

= AN2wmN 1K (2¢/mw)
Sy = 59 (m)’ L
= 2 N ey (6562
with the combinatorial factor
N/2—1 o o
sOm)= 3 [Nii,’n (e dea])” -2 (e k] } (6.56b)
n=0
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After converting the sum i%,, into an integral, we find

7 5@y UN)2om MR (2 /mw)
S, = [1d 3 o) (6.57)

Using the substitution? = 4mw the integral transforms into

% 8 — Zsl(]lvv)iw;)jlnw]Q /dx SN <£) (%)Wl K (z), (6.58)

Zo

with 2y = 2/(mg + 1)w ~ O(1), since we chose, = w™!. Let us now expanég\‘? in small
w (i.e., large argument). This gives

2 2w N1 2w N

where the prefactor to the¥ —! term,

ey _ 8 "IN )P R [-F, 0 - 5 1)
s = (@ ;{ (J\(72—12[n—21)!(2n2! L

N =2 R[5, 3 - %71])2} (6.59b)
)!

2 ’ 2
(N —-2n-2)!(2n+1

:O’

is in fact vanishing. Here, we have introduced the Gaussrggaenetric function F;. Hence,
we conclude that the leading term 8f is (at most) of ordew, and can therefore be neglected
compared ta5;, whose subleading dependence is of orderlnw. The above reasoning also
justifies the neglect of thes > m, sum in Eq. [5.31).
Combining Eq. [6.91) and (6.55), we find that the density afest, for asymptotically small
energies, is given by
v(e) = E}mla 7 'Re (N + S, + S,)

o lim 7 'Re (—wln2w) (6.60)

w—r—1E

x g llng].

Recalling that is measured in units of the disorder strength, we have reed\Eq. ) when
the number of channel¥ is even.

7. Discussion

The asymptotic limit) < ¢ < 1 for the density of statem.l) of a disordered quasi-one-
dimensional quantum wire in the chiral-unitary symmetrgssl was first derived in RefsE[82]
and ] using the DMPK approach. This approach is based dimfirthe stationary solution
of a forced diffusive process obeyed by the Lyapunov exptenefa transfer matrix, whereby
the lengthL of the quasi-one-dimensional quantum wire plays the rolénoé¢ and the forcing
term is proportional to the frequency related to the energy by the analytical continuation
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w — —ie. The DMPK approach is geometric, for the Lyapunov exponantésnone but the
radial coordinates of a smooth manifold determined by tmersgtry class to which the disorder
belongs. This symmetry requirement, the quasi-one-dirnaalty, and the implicit weakness
of the disorder determines in a unique way the forced difigirocess in the thick quantum
wire limit N — oo [B387]. In this paper, we have derived the density of stdlel) using the
alternative superspin approach.

The superspin approach relies on interpreting the disexderage retarded Green function
as a “quantum thermal average”, whereby the role of temperas played by the lengthh
of the disordered quantum wire and, for a disordered quasieimensional quantum wire, the
guantum partition function is given by EqﬂS.S) a@S.]]O)e quantum evolution, although
unitary according to Eq2), is here generated by thersympmetric andhon-Hermitian
Hamiltonian (3.B). In the chiral-unitary symmetry clagss supersymmetric and non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian (3.8) simplifies to the supersymmetric and kt@rmitian Hamiltonian2) SO
that it can be interpreted agj&1|1) quantum superspin Hamiltonian, for it reduces to a bilinear
form in the generators of the superalgebt@|2) and, furthermore, it commutes withgé(1|1)
sub-superalgebra gf(2|2). In the thermodynamic limil. — oo, the quantum statistical average
is solely determined by the non-degenerate right and leftigdl states of Hamiltonia12),
whose existence is guaranteed by supersymmetry. Thuspthputation of the density of states
in the thermodynamic limit amounts to the construction eftight and left ground state@.lO)
for the supersymmetric and non-Hermitian Hamiltoni3..1

Solving for these right and left ground states is difficultdese the right and left Hilbert
spaces on which the quantum superspin Hamiltonian is definednfinite dimensional. For
comparison, the irreducible Hilbert space of a sing§lé(2)-spin is(2s + 1)-dimensional. For
any given numbeN of channels in the disordered quasi-one-dimensional guantre, the right
and left ground states are constructed from two limitingigohs to the recursion relati013)
for their expansion coefficientélf). Here,n = 1,---, N isthe channel indexand =1,2,---
is the basis index in the right Hilbert space. More precisilg recursion reIatioS) was
solved independently in the large > N and in the smallnw < 1 limits, respectively, with
the help of a change of basis in the right Hilbert space,byetrading the expansion coefficients
aﬁ,?) for the expansion coefficienb&f), k=1,---,N.Inthe largen > N limit, the recursion
relation ) reduces t& modified Bessel equations whose leading solution for smadl
governed by (i) the modified Bessel functidfy, when N is odd or (ii) the modified Bessel
function K, when N is even. Evidently, this parity effect also characterizesolution to the
recursion relation in the limitvw < 1 providedN < m < 1/w, after both solutions have been
matched in their overlapping reginfé < m < 1/w of validity. In turn, the same parity effect
has a counterpart for the density of states for asymptbtisatall values ok, since, upon the
analytical continuatiow — —ie, (i) the coefficients’’ dominate over the coefficient§’ with
k = 2,---, N in the density of states wheN is odd, while (ii) the coefficientsﬁ,i) andbSﬁ)
dominate over the coefficienbgf) with £ = 3,--- | N in the density of states wheX is even.

In the superspin approach, the expansion coefficibfé%SNhenN is odd andbﬁ,i) and bsﬁ)
whenN is even play the role, in the DMPK approach, of the smallesigunov exponent when
N is odd and the first two smallest Lyapunov exponents wiea even, respectively. The only
effect from the numbeN of channels is to determine the size of the asymptotic regirael for
which Eq. ) holds through the choigg v /(N?/), whereuvy, is the Fermi velocity in the
clean limit and/ is the mean free path in the Born approximation, for the vexéan Eq. 7).
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Appendix A. Symmetries of the Hamiltonian

In this appendix we will show thakl, [as defined in Eq.2)] commutes with the eight
generators of the Lie superalgelgfél|1)®gl(1|1), while H , commutes with the four generators
of the diagonal sub-algebgé(1|1) C gl(1]1) @ gl(1]1). It thus follows thatf is invariant under
all transformations of§;,, §) induced by the Lie supergroufL(1|1) generated by the Lie
superalgebragi(1]1). We refer to Ref.|E5] for an introduction on supermanifoltsRef. @5]
for an introduction on Lie superalgebra, and to R@ [94]ddlictionary of Lie superalgebras.

The first step in the proof consists in rewritiify, as a quadratic form in the generators of the
Lie superalgebral(2|2). To this end, define the 16 operatdg, with a,b = 1,--- ,4 by:
bosonic operators in the nonbar sector

N N
BEy=-B:=-Y flf,+ 1IN, By =—Q:=— Y blb; — 1N, (A1)
=1 1=1
fermionic operators in the nonbar sector
N N
Eyy=+W, ::+Zlb;ffi, By =-W_ ::—Zlfjbi, (A.2)
bosonic operators in the bar sector
B X7 rtoy 1 ra) A 1
Eyy=—-B :=— Zlfifi + 1N, Eyu=-Q:=+ Zlbibi - 1N, (A.3)
fermionic operators in the bar sector
e L7 gt w &t
Eyy=—4+W,:=—=> bfl, Epn=-W_:=-=3% fbl, (A.4)
1=1 1=1
bosonic operators in the mixed bar and nonbar sector
Mo St
Eyp=—-A == fifi Eyy=+A =+ fifi,
17\]1 ) ’LJ:VI ) (A5)
Ey=+D, ==Y bb,, Ep=+D_ =+ blbl,
=1 =1
fermionic operators in the mixed bar and nonbar sector
N _ _
E14E—S+ ::+Zfibi7 Ey=+5_ ::+Zfi)rb;r’
B Z]:Vl ) B Z]:Vl ) (AG)
Ey = -5, :=— Y blf], Bz =45 =+ bf;-
=1 1=1
The 16 operator& , with a,b =1, --- , 4 are either bosonic or fermionic. Hence, afiy, with
a,b = 1,--- 4 can be assigned the degree (or grdtley 1 if they are bosonic or fermionic,
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respectively, a mapping that we shall denotedby(E,,,). Our rational for the definition of the
16 operatordr , with a,b =1, --- , 4 is that if we define

0, ifa=1,2,
[a] := _ (A.7)
1, if a = 3,4,
then it follows that
deg(E,;) = ([a] + [b]) mod 2. (A.8)

We can now define the 256 supercommutators
[Eap: Ecq) = EqpEeq — (‘Udeg(E‘“’)deg(ECd)Echaba a,bc,d=1,---,4, (A.9)
and verify that they define the Lie superalgebraig|2) in thestandard basigp7], i.e.,
(o gl = 04 Epq — (1)t tDUd+d)s g abe,d=1,--- 4. (A.10)

The first step of the proof is then completed after verifyingtt,, as given by Equ) and
[B-8t), can be rewritten as

H, =g, [ (Ay)> +2BB—25_S, —2W_W, + (A_)?

(A.11)
+2W_W, +25_5, —(D4)* —2QQ — (D)Q} ,
or alternatively
H2 =92 [ (E12)2 + 2‘E111E22 + 2E41E23 + 2E31E24 + (E21)2
(A.12)
+ 2B, By + 2E5, By — (Byy)? — 2E53Eyy — (Eg3)’? ] .
Observe that
H,=w(B-B+Q-Q) =w(Ey — Ey; + Ey — Ey3). (A.13)
In the second step, one verifies tit&f commutes with the 8 operators
1 1
91 = 3 (—E33 — Eyy + Egy + Egg), Hy = 3 (=B — By + Eyy + Eyy),
1 _ 1
&f = 3 (+E13+ By — By — Eo3), & = 3 (—E5y — By + Egyy + Egp),
i i (A.14)
9y = 5 (=Es3 — Eyy — Egy — Eyg),  Hy = 5 (=Ey — By — Eyp — Eyy),
1 _ 1
&5 = 3 (+E15 + Egy + By + Eog), &5 1= 3 (=Es; — Eyy — Eyy — Esp),
that generate the Lie superalgebtél|1) @ ¢l(1]|1) with the only nonvanishing supercommuta-
tors [98[9p]

[9178?:} :ieitv [}(178?:] :$8i‘:7 {Efvef} :91 +j{17

A.15
(G5, &5] = +€5, [H,,85] =F&5, {&F.&5} =Gy + . (A15)
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At last, one verifies that the full Hamiltoniad = H,, + H, commutes with the 4 operators

N
B:=H +H2=Z(f3fi _JEini)a
]\1[21
Q:=51+G= Z (bzbi "‘l_’jl_’z) )
i=1 N (A.16)

W= et ref = (bl + 115,).

=1

W_ =& +¢& =2N:(fjbi+51ﬁ)7

i=1
that generate the Lie superalgebiél|1) whose only nonvanishing supercommutators are
[Q-B,W.]=+2W,, {W,,W_}=0+3. (A.17)
Thus,H,, breaks the symmetry df, generated byl(1|1) @ gl(1]1) down to the one generated
by gi(1]1).
Appendix B. Useful identities

The generalized hypergeometric functions have the sexjgsnsion EB]

a17...,oép o (al)n(ap) Zn
F, iz = — (B.1a)
p-q )
ﬁla"'aﬁp :| ;(ﬁl)ﬂ(ﬁq)nTﬂ
whereay, -+, a, and gy, - -+, 3, are complex-valued parametetsjs complex-valued with
magnitude less than unity, and
I(a+n)
= B.1b
with I'(z) the gamma function, denotes the Pochhammer symbol.
We introduce the short-hand notations
—k,k,—n
Fl[kaman] = 3F2 71 ) (Bza)
L -m
L 2 ’
-k, 24k, —n
Fg[k, m, n] = 3F2 ] 1 N (BZb)
3
L 2™ J
—k,k+1,—n
F3[/€, m, n] =3k ;1 (BZC)
1
L 2™ J
—k,k+1,—n
F4[/€, m, n] = 3F2 ] 1 N (BZd)
3
L 7™ J




for the family of hypergeometric functions labeled by thesitige integersk, m, andn. They

satisfy the identities

0= [4n(2n — 2m) — (2m — 4k*)] F1[k,m,n]

+2(2n 4+ 1)(m — n)Fi[k,m,n + 1]+ 2n(2m + 1 — 2n)Fi [k, m,n — 1],
0= {4n(2n — 2m) — [6m + 4 — 4(k + 1)*]} Fa[k, m,n]

+2(2n + 3)(m — n)Fa[k,m,n + 1] + 2n(2m + 3 — 2n) Fy[k, m,n — 1],
0={4n(2n —2m — 1) — [2m — 4k(k + 1)]} F3]k, m,n]

+2(2n + 1)(m — n)F3[k,m,n + 1] + 2n(2m + 3 — 2n) Fs3[k, m,n — 1],
0={4n(2n+1 —2m) — [6m — 4k(k + 1)]} Fylk, m,n]

+(2n + 3)(2m — 2n)Fy[k,m,n + 1] + 2n(2m + 1 — 2n) Fy[k, m,n — 1],

respectively.
Furthermore, we introduce the notation
F_l[kmn] _ 1 B —k—m—l,k—m,—n'
3 s 1T, (m—k)'(m—l—k—Fl)' _m_%’ m, ) 5
Pk mn] = (2k + 1)? o —k—m—l,k—m,—n'l
4 5 1T, (m—k)'(m—l—k—Fl)' _m7%_m, ) s

with the positive integers, m, andn. They satisfy the identities

m 1 n_ nam n'(m—n)l
;Fg [k,m,n ] Fs[k,m,n']=(-1)"4 mén .
iF_l[k m,n | Fy[k,m,n'] = (—1)”4WM5

4 ) ) 41y ) - m|(2m)| n ,n',

k=0

forn,n" € {0,1,2,---,m}.
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