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We obtain analytic formulae for the spacing between corahed peaks in the Coulomb blockade regime,
based on the universal Hamiltonian model of quantum dotsv f@dom matrix theory results are developed
in order to treat correlations between two and three conisecspacings in the energy level spectrum. These
are generalizations of the Wigner surmise for the prolghdlistribution of single level spacing. The analytic
formulae are shown to be in good agreement with numericdliatian.
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I. INTRODUCTION energy”) and its total spin (the “exchange energy”). Thies th
universal Hamiltonian is

The Coulomb blockade of electrons has been a remark- A e? Ao
able tool for probing fundamental physics in nanoscale H:Z ei”w‘F%‘SN —JS87, (1)
systems:23:4In a semiconductor quantum dot (QD), weakly io
coupled to leads via tunneling, the effect is manifested as &heren;, —0 or 1 is the occupation number of orbitakith
series of spikes in the conductance of the device as a fun%-Ioin o =1 or |, 6N is the number of excess electrons on
tion r?f anate vorlltage which cc(:)ntrlols thlnulr(nt()jer of electr((én?he QD, andS is', the total spin-operatorC denotes the ca-
on the QD. In the quantum Coulom ockade regime (de- ~ <™ . .
fined below), the spacing between the spikes is determined ecr'é"’}g(;efgfj :thheteQr% iﬁrtlﬁelsut:i?/eer)égl]agﬁilfg:isa\tr?ggrrse:ggy,

the ground state energy of the QD. Experimentally, the spac- ) S .
ing shows mesoscopic fluctuations, and there have been se 9 ftohlnterahctlor:. in the Coor?er chanr:el._ ngekver,bthltshterm
eral detailed studies of the statistical distribution af ffeak vanisnes when ime reversal Symmetry 1S broken by the ap-

spacings:67.89.10.1L12 p_Iica}t@on of a magnetic field, and, even when present, it is
R ] ] significantly smaller than the others and may be negletted.
The distribution of peak spacings results from the inter- 1t should be emphasized that the universal Hamiltonian
play of electron-electron interaction and randomness.pA ty goes not help calculate the energy levels of any particular Q
ical semiconductor QD in the experiments of Ref. 6 consistRather it provides a description of the universal statidfiea-

of a droplet of several hundred electrons confined to a tWQyyes of the levels of all QDs that belong to the universality
dimensional region of a few tenths of a micron in size. Ingass under consideration.

the absence of electron-electron interaction, the motidheo The form of the universal Hamiltonian is dictated by the

electrons would be randomized by impurity scattering or byfey, symmetries that remain to a random system such as a
phaotlc scattering from the boundarles of the QD; h(_ance, iHD 16 For example, EqL{1) applies provided the QD has spin-
is expectet?2 that the single particle energy levels in the rotation invariance (no spin-orbit or spin-flip scattedindf
absence of interaction would be descr_lb_ed by random matriy, 5qdition time reversal symmetry is intact, the singletipar
theory (RMT):* In a real QD, however, it is necessary to take gje |evels are distributed according to the orthogonal erée
the additional effects of interactions into account. Thig%  of RMT: if time reversal symmetry is broken (by a magnetic
dicated by the failure of (essentially) non-interactingdeis field, for example), the unitary ensemble applies.
to account for the observed distribution of Coulomb bloekad |t the exchange constant is set to zero, the universal Hamil-
peak spacings? tonian reduces to the old constant interaction model whash h
The interplay of electron-electron interaction and random proven unsuccessful in accounting for the observed peak spa
ness is a notoriously hard problem. Nonetheless, due to thag distribution. It is instructive to compare the physids o
finite size of the QD, it has been possible to make significanthe two models. According to the constant interaction model
progress. In particular, it is now believed that the eneeyy | each filled QD level is doubly occupied in the ground state,
els of a weakly interacting QD are described statisticalty b except for the top level, which would be singly occupied if
a “universal Hamiltonian” (see Refs. 3 and4, and referencethe total number of electrons in the dot were odd. Thus the
therein). According to this model, each QD is characterizedotal spin of the ground state is zero or one-half depending
by a set of single particle orbitals with single particlemes  on whether the number of electrons is even or odd. Within
and wavefunctions distributed according to the appropeat  the universal Hamiltonian model, higher spin ground states
semble of RMT. Given the occupation numbers of these singlare possible: the higher single particle energy of thedesta
particle orbitals, the non-interacting contribution te imergy  is offset by the exchange energy which favors parallel align
of a QD follows directly. The interaction contribution is-de ment of sping/:18Indeed if the exchange constant is above a
termined entirely by the net charge on the QD (the “chargingcertain threshold, the QD should have a ferromagnetic gtoun
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state that is fully spin-polarize¥:1° Here we restrict our at- Section Il gives our analytic results for the peak spacirsg di

tention to the paramagnetic regime in which the ground staté&ibution. Then, in Section Il we discuss the RMT quanstie

may have a substantial spin but is not fully polarized. on which the peak spacing distribution is based. The approx-
It is also instructive to compare the physics of QDs toimate expressions for the joint distribution of severalsmg:

that of atoms. Atoms can be approximately understood byitive levels are developed here. Section IV presents owtexa

considering that the electrons occupy a set of self-casist results for these RMT quantities and compares them with the

hydrogen-like orbitals. The precise filling of the inconmtple previously given surmises. Finally, in Section V we summa-

shells (which determines the total spin of the atomic groundize and conclude.

state) is then controlled by the interplay of electron-ttat

interaction and spin-orbit coupling encoded in Hund’s sule

The universal Hamiltonian provides a comparable desoripti I1. PEAK SPACING DISTRIBUTION

of the energy levels of weakly interacting QDs. The key dif-

ference between atoms and QDs is that for atoms the confin- The peaks in the conductance occur at values of the gate

ing potential is spherically symmetric whereas for QDs it isvoltage for which the number of electrons on the dot changes

essentially random. by one. In the quantum Coulomb blockade regime, the spac-
The universal Hamiltonian is found to give a good quan-ing between théV —1— N andN — N +1 peaks is

titative account of the experiments of Ref.6 when finite

temperature effects and small non-universal correctioas a 02 = Eny1+En-1—-2EN | (2)

included?2°:21.22.2Here, we obtain analytic formulae for the
distribution of conductance peak spacings in the low tem—WhereEN denotes the ground state energy of the QD wth

perature and large QD limit. Though the distribution haselectrons. The sequence of peak spacings is s_ometimed (_:aIIe
been evaluated numerically befdA2L22.23analytic expres- the addition spectrum of the QD. For later use it is convenien

sions should prove helpful in the analysis of experimentafO define the shifted peak spacing

data. 2
e
The quest to develop such analytic expressions raises some §=02 — ol )
interesting problems in RMT. Within the constant interauti
model, the distribution of peak spacind$(s), is controlled It is instructive to first consider the constant interaction

by the distribution of the spacing between consecutiveggner model. ForN even, theV —1— N transition involves adding
levels, denoted” (A). Level spacing distributions are noto- an electron to leveN/2, while in the N — N +1 transition an
riously hard to calculate but by now this distribution is vel electron is added to levé¥/2+1. Thus, for an odd-even-odd
understood?® The exact analytic expression f&} (A) is far  transition (for brevity, an even spacing hereafter)

too complicated to be useful in practice. Fortunately, thle ¢

ebrated Wigner surmise provides a simple and remarkably ac- s=A, (4)
curate approximation to the exact result. Within the ursaér
Hamiltonian model, however, the peak spacing distribuigon
controlled by the joint probability distribution of the spags
between several consecutive levels, which we shall dersote
Py(A1,A), P5(Aq,As, Ag), etc. As for the single spacing
distribution, the exact expressions for the joint spaciistyid

butions are too cumbersome for practical use. Thus in the constant interaction model, the peak spacing dis
We have, therefore, developed approximate expressiongibution is bimodal: the even spacings are distributechis t
analogous to Wigner’s surmise for the joint level spacirgg di same way as the single particle level spacings while the odd
tributions and used these to obtain formulae for the conducspacing distribution is a delta function spikesat 0.
tance peak spacing distribution. In addition, we have de- | et us now consider the case of the universal Hamiltonian
veloped new numerical techniques for evaluating the exaghodel, Eq.[(ll). For eve, the state with the lowesV/2
expressions which are much more efficient than previouslgingle particle levels doubly occupied has total sin= 0.
known methods. The approximate analytic expressions arg is therefore an eigenstate of the universal Hamiltonian a
in excellent agreement with the numerics. though, as we shall see, it is not necessarily the grounel. stat
To our knowledge there has been no previous investigaNext, consider the four states obtained by promoting an elec
tion of these joint spacing distributions in a physics cah#  tron from the highest occupied level to the lowest unocatipie
Number theorists have studied a quantity dubbed the neareshe (the occupations here are stated relative to the cdnstan
neighbor spacing distribution in connection with the zesbs interaction ground state). The single-particle energyhebe
Riemann’s zeta functiof®. That distribution is closely related states is greater by, and they can be combined into a spin
to P»(A1, Ag), and, indeed, the zeta function work, as well astriplet and singlet. We have thus identified five eigenstates
other known results, provide a useful test of the accuracy obf the universal Hamiltonian: the constant interactionugy
the approximate formulae we develop. state with energy¥, the degenerate triplet states with energy
The rest of the paper is organized as follows. First, we starfl, + A —2J and the singlet state with enerdgy + A. Pro-
with the main results of interest from a QD point of view: ceeding in this way we can construct all the eigenstatessof th

whereA = ey 241 —€n/2 is the spacing between the two lev-
els. Similarly, for an even-odd-even transition (an oddsma
Dereafter)

5=0. (5)



universal Hamiltonian from the excitations of the constant above that,. Straightforward analysis then shows that
teraction model.

3
For J =0, the constant interaction ground state is the true 3/ for Ay >2J andAz>2J
ground state, but fay > A/2 the triplet states become lower 1
in energy. In principle a state with still higher spin miglaiie Ag—35J for Ay>2J andA, <2J
even lower energy: such states are costlier in terms of sin- 5= ©)
: : ; A —3LT for Ay <2J andAy >2J
gle particle energy but have large (negative) exchangeieont 173 1 2
butions to their energy. One might expect that in the para-
Ar+2Ay—32J for Ay<2JandA,<2J .

magnetic limitJ < (A) (the mean level spacing) the single
particle energy would dominate, and a high spin state Woulq\lote_
be unlikely. Indeed forJ/(A) as large a$.5 we have veri-
fied that, in systems without time-reversal symmetry, appro
imately 98% of the ground states for eve¥ haveSy =0 or
Sy =1. Similarly, Sy = 1 andSy = 2 are the dominant spin
states forN odd. Hence, in the following we will consider
only the competition between the two lowest spin states.

Now consider the peak spacing for an even spacing. For B 3 oo e
simplicity, first assume thay_; =Sxy41=5 andSy =0 or Moaa(s) = (s — 5‘])/2] /2J Po(Ar; Ag)dArdAz+C(s).

5J<s<3J. ProvidedA; >2J andA; >2J (always
true in the constant interaction limit of — 0) all odd peak
spacings have the same shifted vafue %J independent of
the values of the level spacings. However if these condition
are not met the spacing does depend on the valugs @ind
As. A short calculation reveals

1; in this case the spacing is given by (10)
Here P»(A1, As) is the joint probability distribution of two
A— %J for A>2J consecutive level spacings, for which we will derive an accu
s= (6) rate approximation analogous to the Wigner surmise in Sec-
SJ—A forA<2J. tion[ll] The continuum distribution is given by
_5 3
Note thats > .J/2. The cumulative probability that the spacing 0 fors<—3Jors>3J
is smaller than a certain value is o+3J
Py (p, i) dv for —3J<s<—%J
0 for s< %J /0 2 (1 1) 2 2
C(s)=
3J+s 3J-s (1) d o0 J p
Pi(A)dA for 1J 57 / Py (s 1 v+2/P(v,s+—> v
Fls)= /ng 1(A) or 1J<s<3 @) ; p L 5
for —2J<s<2J

%J-ﬁ-s
/ Pi(A)dA for 3J<s. (11)
0 with p=52J+1(s+v) andii=32J+3(s—v).
) ) ) o Egs.[8),[(ID), and{11) are the expressions for the Coulomb
Here P, (A) denotes the single particle level spacing distribu-piockade peak spacing distributions when it is assumed that
approximation—Wigner's surmise—are knownin RMBy  These expressions apply whether time-reversal symmetry is
differentiation we can convert the cumulative distribati®  jntact or broken: the only difference in the two cases is that

the peak spacing probability distribution it is necessary to use the level spacing distributi®néA ),
Py(Aq,Ay) for the Gaussian orthogonal ensemble (GOE)
0 for s< %J when time-reversal symmetry is intact and for the Gaussian
unitary ensemble (GUE) when it is broken.
Heven(s)=1¢ P1 (3J—s)+P (3J+s) for dJ<s<3J Unfortunately, this very simple approach is not enough to
describe some important features of the peak spacinghistri
Pi (s+3J) for 5.7<s. tion for values ofJ/(A) ~0.3. States withS = 3 have to be

(8)  included. Tabléll shows all possible spin transitions, the ¢

Note that there is a sharp jump in the distributidn.., atthe  responding peak spacing, and the conditions on the levet spa
left edge of its supports = .J/2), in contrast to the smooth ings for the states involved to be the ground states. We used
behavior in the constant interaction model. Al$Q.., is con-  the spin selection rul& S =+1 upon the addition of an elec-
tinuous ab.J/2 but kinked in systems with time-reversal sym- tron. By a simple inspection of Tallk | we note several new
metry [see EqL(12) below]. features that appear in this analysis: (i) The even peakrspac

The odd spacing is similar but more tedious to analyze bedistribution now depends not only df (A) and Py (A1, As)
cause there are four cases to consider: the QD may have eitheuit also on the joint probability distribution of three cens
spin zero or spin one in both initial and final states. We de-utive level spacingsPs;(A;, As, Asz)—an accurate approxi-
note the spacing between tf{&V —1)/2]*" level and the level mation to this quantity is derived in Section I11; (i) evenn-
above itA; and between thg N +1)/2]™ level and the level sitions withs < ;.J and odd transitions wita > 3.J are now



(Sn-1,SN,SNn+1) Spacing Condition

(3.0,3) s=0y—32J A1+Ay>3J
Ay >2J

1J<s Ay+Az>3J

(%717%) S——Ag-i—%J A1+As>3J
Ay <2J

1J<s<3J As+A3>3J

(3,1, 2) s=Az—1J A1+A2>3J
A <2J

—1J<s<8y As+A3<3J

(2,11 s=A1—3J A1+A2<3J
Ay <2J

—3J<s<32J Az+A3z>3J

(%717%) 8:A1+A2+A3—%J A1+As<3J
A <2J

—3J<s<1J As+As<3J
(0,3,0) s=32J Ay >2J
Ay>2J

A1+A>>3J
(0,%,1) s=Na—1J A1 >2J
A <2J

—1J<s<3J A1+A>>3J
(1,3,0) s=A1—3J A1 <2J
Ay >2J

—1J<s<3J A1+Ay>3J
(1,%,1) s=A1+A2—3J A1 <2J
Ay <2J

1J<s<3J A1+Ay>3J
(1,2,1) s=—A1—No41J A1 <2J
A <2J

1J<s<1J A1+A,<3J

TABLE I: List of all possible ground state spin-transitionp to
S = g and their corresponding peak spacing. Only transitionk wit
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FIG. 1: Partial contributions to the peak spacing distitnutalcu-
lated using expressions in AppendiX A for the GOE and .foe
0.325(A). The distributions in the lower panels were multiplied by
the indicated factor for the sake of comparison. Note thesitmns
involving S = g add tails to both the even and the odd distribution
and add a discontinuity to the latterst 5 J.

involved the diagonalization of0® random matrices of size
100 x 100. Each random matrix corresponds to a different re-
alization of the single particle levels in Eq. (1), and thalpe
spacing distribution is inferred by histogramming the oalc
lated peak spacings for these “virtual quantum dots”. As can
be seen from the figures, the agreement between the simula-
tion and the analytic formula is excellent.

We have found that it is not necessary to consider higher
spins forJ/(A) as large a®.4. The analytic expression of-
fers considerable advantage over the numerical calculétio
for example, it is necessary to compare the universal Hamilt
nian model to an experimental distribution with the excheang

AS =+1 are considered. Last column shows the conditions on thgonstant as fitting parameter.

nearest level spacings so that the states involved in thsitian are
the ground states. Note that the even cases involve threecative

level spacings.

possible; and (iii) a discontinuity appears in the odd distr

tion ats=1J.

I1l. LEVEL SPACING DISTRIBUTIONS: SIMPLE
APPROXIMATIONS

In this Section we develop accurate approximations to the
joint probability density of consecutive level spacing$fie$e
expressions are needed to complete the expressions for the

An explicit expression for the peak spacing distribution iS ¢ 10mb blockade peak spacing distribution discussed@bov
also possible in this case. We present it in Appefdix A as the st it is helpful to recall Wigner's work? We are inter-

calculation is rather lengthy. Here, we simply show the ltsesu
for the GOE in Figur¢ll. Transitions,,1,2) and(3,1,1)
both give the same contribution, so only one is displayed: si

ilarly for (0,%,1) and(1, 1,0).

ested inP; (A), the spacing between two consecutive levels
near the center of the spectrum of a lafgex M random
matrix. The exact result, derived by a lengthy and intricate
calculationt® involves an infinite product of eigenvalues of

A comparison of the peak spacing distribution, calculatedprolate spheroidal functions which are difficult to evakuati-
in the approximation that allows no spin state higher than merically. It is therefore of limited practical value.

to a numerical simulatid is shown in FigureE]2 arid 3 for

Now, following Wigner, consider & x 2 real symmetric

the GOE and GUE, respectively. The numerical calculationGaussian random matrix. Such a matrix has two eigenvalues,
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FIG. 2: (Color online) Comparison between the numericaultes FIG. 3: (Color online) Same as in F[d. 2 but for the Gaussidtann
(dots) and the analytical result (solid line) for the peakapg dis- ensemble. The agreement here is even better due to the dathéh
tribution in the Gaussian orthogonal ensemble wite: 0.325(A). probability of large spin is lower in this case.
The upper (lower) panel corresponds to the even (odd) cake. T
agreement is remarkably good.
matrix (for the GOE). Using the standard joint probability-d
tribution of the levels of a random matrix, we obtain
and an elementary calculation shows that the spacing betwee
them is distributed according to e 2 5
’ PEFa(B1, ) = 4y =t AiBn(Ai+2y)  (15)
™ ™
P (A)="Aex (——AQ) . 12 2
tws(A) =g Aexp (=g (12) X exp (-%[A%+A§+A1A2])
The scale is chosen so that the mean level spacing is unity,
with a = 27/(8x). The distribution has been normalized and
[~ goe -~ the energy scale chosen so thiat; ) = (As) = 1. We con-
(A) —/0 A Piyg(A)dA=1. (13) jecture that Eq.[(16) is an accurate approximation to the tru
. . ) joint spacing distribution for large GOE matrices.
Eq. (12) is the celebrated Wigner surmise. For the GUE, the A similar result for the GUE may be derived by considering

surmise is similarly derived by considering2a<2 complex 3.3 complex hermitian Gaussian random matrices. We obtain
hermitian Gaussian random matrix, yielding
ue 4b4 2A2 2

32 4 PPsis(A1,Ar) = —= ATAG(A1+Ay) (16)
P =S8 (<2a7) . aa) i g o
T T

2b

N | « o (-iatateaisd)
The Wigner surmise is known to be an excellent approxima- 3
tion to the level spacing distribution for the orthogonadem-
ble where it has been checked against numerical calcusatio . /r . AT
and rigorous bounds (see page 157 of Ref. 15). For the un[patlon to the true joint spacing distribution for the GUE.

tary case, to our knowledge, the surmise has not been subject-::here IS n(nlpnon JUSt'f!cai'On for_lt_e|trgertW|gners_su:mlse
to comparably rigorous scrutiny, but it is generally bedidv or for our analogous conjectures. 10 test our conjectures we

to be very accurafé (see also Fig. 8 below where the unitary subjected them to many checks, some of which we describe

Wigner surmise is compared to our numerical calculation Oﬂere. For deﬁnitene_ss_ we focug here on the unitary ensemble;
the level spacing distribution) ut we have done similar tests in the orthogonal case.

Let us turn to the joint probability distribution of two con- First, we note the relationship
secutive level spacinggX» (A1, Az). The exact result may o
be derived using the theory of Fredholm or Toeplitz deter- Pf{ue(Al):/ PP (A1, Az) dAy 17)
minants, as in Sectidn 1VID below. However, a more useful 0
approximation may be derived by considering, in the spfrit o between the exact single level spacing distributigrand the
the Wigner surmise, & x 3 real symmetric Gaussian random exact joint spacing distributio®,. Performing the indicated

I){vith b="729/(128), which we conjecture is a good approxi-
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FIG. 4: (Color online). Comparison between the GUE Wigne¥ su
mise and th&x3 approximation Eq[(18). Inset: Difference between
the latter and the former.The agreement is excellent.
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FIG. 5: (Color online) The nearest neighbor spacing distiin

andErfc(z) is the complementary error function.

Fig.[4 shows a comparison between the Wigner surmise and
the 3 x 3 approximation Eq[(18). The agreement is excellent
over the entire region where the distribution has substhnti
weight and also for small spacings. In the tails, the redativ
error is larger but, of course, very small on an absolutesscal
To be precis®9% of the weight ofP;;s(A) lies in the range
0 <A <2.11. Over this rangePyyq and Py’ ; disagree by
less thar8%.

Another quantity related taP(A;, As) is the nearest
neighbor spacing introduced by Forrester and Odlyzko in con
nection with studies of the zeros of the zeta funcfethe
nearest neighbor is the closer of the level just above and the
level just below a given level. The distribution of the nesdre
neighbor spacing is, therefore,

0o A1
PEI(A) :/ dAl/ S(A—=A) P§" (A1, Ag) dA,
0 0

+ / dAl §(A—A1)P§HE(A1,A2)CZA2.
0 Aq
(20)

If we substitute they x 3 approximation[(16) into Eq[(20),
we obtain the3 x 3 approximation to the nearest neighbor
distribution,PfI‘fgxg(A):b%gnn((b/()’)%A) where
27
(L) = —F—
gnn(2) 3o

+e% g (3—42”+42")Erfe(32)]

2 —12z2

Tle [18:10 + 8423

(21)

Fig.[H shows a comparison between this 3 approximation

to P,, and the exact numerical computation in Secfioh IV.
Again the agreement is very good except in the tails which
have negligible weight. We have also confirmed that these two

Pon(A) calculated. using t.he Toeplitz representfation [Eq] (61) yvithresults are in good agreement with the exact numerical com-
n = 200 (black points) is in good agreement with the generalizedputation of P,,, using the method of Forrester and OdlyZRo.

Wigner surmise approximation, E€._{21) (blue curve).

integral using our surmise E@.{(16), we obtain

PESA(A) = [ PE(81, 80 dAs 18)
0
9, b, \/3
= 2\/§7TA1exp< 2A1>h<A1 6)
where

—ade " gxeﬂcz + ﬁ(g—xz—i—:&) Erfe(z) (19)

Xels} 8
Piiaxa(A1, Az, A3):ﬁ

The covariance of consecutive spacings is also kn&wn.
The exact result forov(A;, As) is —0.922 in the orthogo-
nal ensemble and 0.944 in the unitary ensemble; within our
approximation forP; they are found to be-87 /27~ —0.930
and—32(27v/3—87) /729~ —0.950, respectively.

As a final check we can compare EQ.](16) directly to the
exact numerical computation d%, discussed in Sectidn |V.
Again the agreement is reasonable (see[Fig. 9 below).

Next, we turn to the joint probability distribution of three
consecutive spacings. To this end, we considedaeal sym-
metric Gaussian random matrix. From the standard expres-
sion for the distribution of eigenvalues for a random mat?ix
we obtain the normalized distribution

AlAgAg(Ar‘rAg)(A2+A3)(A1+A2+A3) exp[—£{2(A1 +A2)2+2(A2+A3)2+(A1+A3)2}]. (22)
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ing, f = (As2) =~ 0.8388. A difficulty that now arises is
that due to end effects in our extremely finite sized matrix,
f'=(A1) = (As) ~0.9400. We resolve this problem by the
standard procedure of “unfolding?,introducing the rescaled
distribution

1.0x10°

0.6~ 0.0

-1.0<10°

P.(s)

04 PEY 4(A1, Dy, Ag) =2 F PEY 4 (F A1, f A, f’A3)(~23)
ol . XV;%?E;SAWWSE_ We conjecture thapzsg;Z;4(A1,A2.,A3? is an accurate ap-
' _ Appmx:A1:2 proximation to the true joint spacing distribution for th&g.
- We have subjected this conjecture to tests similar to those
N I applied to the distributior?.3. 5 above. For example, we
0 05 1 15 2 2.5 3 3.8 can integrate out the end spacinfys and A3 to obtain an
s/<A> approximation to the single level spacing distribution @ w

can integrate out the lower onds andA, to obtain a second
. : , ) approximation. The two approximations are compared to each
FIG. 6: (Color online). Comparison between the GOE Wignef su . o
mise and the distribution obtained from tHex 4 approximation ?the(rjandbto the nearly exa%t W;]gner_lsurrglserl]n E]bg' 6 ar]zd are
Eq. [23) by integrating out eithek; and A» (solid line) orA; and ound to be accurate outside the tails. n the asls o te_StS
As (dashed line). Inset: Difference between each approxemathd ~ Such as these we conclude that our conjectured distribution
the Wigner surmise. Eq. (23) is sufficiently accurate for our purposes.
The corresponding distribution for the unitary ensembte ca

be similarly derived by consideration ofdax 4 complex her-

Using this distribution, we find the average of the middlecspa mitian matrix. We obtain the normalized distribution

i 1
Pilica(Br, o, Ag) = RATATAG(A1+82)* (Ao+83)* (A1+82+A5)" expl= L {2(A1+8)? +2(As + A3)*+H(A1+43)?}],
(24)

wherex = 0.4789. In this case we find' = (A;) = (As) ~  exact calculation oP,,(A) and the analysis of its asymptotic
1.2288 whereash = (Aj) ~ 1.1177. Unfolding the distribu-  behavior, are also of intrinsic interest in random matredty.

tion (24), we obtain The problem under consideration is the following: We are
given a set ofx energy levels and(z4, ..., z,), their joint
P (A1, Ay, Ag)=h?h P 4 (W Ay, hAy, W As), probability distribution. According to random matrix thrgo

(25)  the energy level distribution is
which we find to be an accurate approximation to the true joint

spacing distribution for the GUE. p _ Y. _ - 2
In summary, we have obtained simple expressions for (@1, 2n) N1<1:[< s = ;| exp a;% ’
the joint spacing distribution of two consecutive spacings S ~(26)

Egs. [16) and[(16), and for three consecutive spacing$yhere the exponerit=1, 2, or 4 corresponds respectively to
Egs. [28) and(25), for the orthogonal and unitary ensemblegyg orthogonal, unitary, and symplectic ensembles of rando
respectively. Together with the Wigner surmise, EQS. (b8) @ 5ty theory A is a normalization constant, and./a is an
(I4), these distributions are the random matrix theorystool energy scale set by the mean spacing between levels.
needed to compute the Coulomb blockade peak spacing dis- ¢ From the joint probability distributiof(z1, .. ., z,,) we

tri_bution in the paramagne.tic_limi_t. Using thesel tool;, .\/me O wish to calculate quantities such as the consecutive |pae-s
tained the peak spacing distributions already given iniSect ing distribution

m

o

Pi(t) = ICln(n—l)/ d:vg.../ dx,,
ut out

1V. LEVEL SPACING DISTRIBUTIONS: EXACT RESULTS t t
Pz — —5,:102 — 5,:103, e xn),  (27)

In this Section we derive a number of exact results in ranyhere
dom matrix theory. These results allow us to certify the ac-

curacy of the more useful simple approximations developed / doe = /t/2 dr + /Oo da (28)
in the previous section. Some of the results, notably the new out  Jeoo t)2 '
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This is the probability that one level is att/2, another at where | dx is defined in Eq.[(28). Evidently(0) = 1,

t/2, and none of the others are in between. We may plac&hereasF(oco) =0. By straightforward differentiatici
any of then levels at—¢/2 and any of the remainin@: — 1)

levels att/2; this is the origin of the combinatoric prefactor F(t) = _4k (30)
in (Z4). The normalizatioC; ensures thaj"oOO dtpP (t) = 1. dt

Generally we wish to calculate the level spacing distrituti _ n/ das . / dz, Pz, — t Tay.r . Tn) -

in the limit n — co. In addition to the level spacing, similar out out g e

guantities of interest here are a more primitive quantity the
shall call the spacing determinant (defined below), theastar
neighbor spacing, and the joint probability distributidriveo
consecutive spacings.

The essential difficulty in random matrix calculations is - -
the highly correlated nature of the probability distrilouti Ri(z) = n/ dzs . . / dr, P(x1 = x,20...2,) .
Eq. (26). Level spacing calculations are particularly diffi — — 0
due to the piecewise continuous nature of the integration do (31)
main. Nonetheless, exact formal expressions for these-quan Differentiating once again, we find that the consecutive
tities have been derived. For example, the spacing determievel spacing distribution, EJ.(27), is given by

F is the probability that one level is at the edge of the band
while the others lies outside it. Evidentl,(co) = 0 while
F(0) = R1(0) whereR; is the mean density of levels, or the
one point correlation, defined as

nant can be expressed as the Fredholm determinant of a par- P2E

ticular integral operato#<, then — oo limit of a certain Pi(t) = Ki—5 . (32)

n x n Toeplitz determinant, and the solution to an ordinary dt

non-linear second-order differential equation. Expliialu-  In deriving this equation we have assumed that the joint{prob
ation of the spacing determinant is then traditionally igar ~ ability distributionP(z, . .., z,,) vanishes if two levels coin-

out numerically from the Fredholm determinant or the non-cide, and have also neglected a bulk term in which the deriva-
linear differential equation. In Sectién 1M A we find that di- tive acts on the integrand in(31). The error is found to vanis
rect evaluation of the Toeplitz determinant for large buitdéin asn — oc. Eq. [32) shows that in principlg,; is determined

n provides a third efficient numerical method of calculatingby E. In practice,E is usually computed numerically, and
the spacing determinant. hence Eq.[{32) is not the best way to determife How-

In Section§IVB[IV T, andIVD we derive new expressions EVEr:» We may use this identity to show that the normalization
for the consecutive level spacitg (A), the nearest neighbor constantisCy =1/R:(0).
spacingP,,(A), and the joint distribution of two consecu- Itis now useful to brlefly recount how the exact formal ex-
tive spacingss (A1, A»), expressing each of these quantities Pressions foE(t) are obta!ned. It is more convenient for this
as a Toeplitz determinant. These quantities may then be niUrPOse to use Dyson's circular unitary ensemble rather tha
merically evaluated by direct calculation of the determisa 1€ Gaussian unitary ensemble [Eq.1(26) witk 2]. The cir-
By contrast, in the conventional approach they are expdesséular unitary ensemble describesangles distributed around
in terms of the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the kernd1€ unit circle according to the normalized distribution

K, which are harder to handle numerically. The Toeplitz rep- 1 1 6. 8.2
resentation also makes it easy to obtain the lakgasymp- P(fy,02,...,00) = n! (2m)" H e — ™7 (33)
totic behavior: the previously unknown asymptotic behavio lsr<ssn

of P,n(A) is given in _Sectiom. For simplicity, we con- |t s well known that (up to an irrelevant scale factor thaede
centrate upon the unitary ensembfe= 2; the other ensem- mjines the mean level spacing) the local statistical prégert

bles will be studied in future work. of these angles are identical to those of energy levels geder
Toeplitz determinants arise in many contexts, among therby the GUE.
signal processirfg and statistical mechanié& Consequently, In the circular ensembléy(t) is the probability that all an-

a great deal is known or conjectured about their asymptotigles lie outside the aret/2 < 6 < t/2. To computeF(t) it

behavior and efficient numerical methods exist for theil-eva is helpful to rewrite

uation; that is the chief virtue of the Toeplitz expressitors 1

Pi(A), Pan(A), andP2 (A1, As) derived here. P(61,...,0,) = ] Z(—l)P(—l)Q (34)
PQ

X@p)(01)Po1)(01) - - - ©P(n) (0n) P05 () -

A. Leve Spacing Determinant Here p1(0) = 1/v2m, ©2(0) = €?/V2r,...,0,(0) =

e!"=D9//27. P andQ represent permutations of the inte-
ers{1,...,n} and(—1)"< is the parity of the permutation.
his representation follows frori (B3) by means of the Van-
dermonde identity

The level spacing determinant is the probability that a ban(g
of width ¢ is entirely void of energy levels,

Il (zi—=j)=det M. (35)

1<i<j<n

E(t)E/ d:zcl.../ de, P(x1,...,2,) , (29)
out out



whereM is then x n matrix with elements\f;; = (z;)*~ 1. with kernel
If we define 1
K(x,y) =6(x —y) — ———sin[rA(x —y)]. (44)
(0,9) = 8(x = y) = s sin[rA(w — y)]
Since the determinant of a matrix is the product of its eigen-
values, we may write

27 —t/2 2r—t/2 d
aa= [ W00 = [ S eplitr-s)6l,
t t

/2 /2 2
(36)
it follows

1 o (
E(t) = ! Z(—l)P(—l)QQP(l),Q(l) -+ 9P(n),Q(n) E(A) = H A = det K. (45)
=T

a=1

This is the representation @ as a Fredholm determinant, a
virtue of which is that: — co has been explicitly taken.
1 Evaluation of the eigenvalues® is facilitated by a re-
= > (=1)Rg1.801) - - Gn,B(n)- (37)  markable connection between the integral kerhgland
" PR the prolate spheroidal functions of classical mathemhtica
physicst® It is found that the prolate spheroidal differential
operatorL and the kerneK commute and therefore have the
same eigenfunctions. In practice it is easier to deterntiee t
eigenfunctions of. and then to comput&(®) by applying K
to these eigenfunctions.
E(t) = detg (38) . FinaIIy,.we note that a thi.rd gxpression fEKA) was de-
rived by Jimbcet al,, expressing it as the solution to a second-
whereg is ann x n matrix with matrix elements given biy(B6). order non-linear differential equaticf.

1 R
B EZ(_U 9P(1),R[P(1)] - - - YP(n),R[P(n)]
PR

To obtain the second line, we have introducgd= RP and
used(—1)Q = (~1)7(~1)%. The third line follows from a
simple rearrangement of the terms in the summand. Fhe
sum is now trivial, and we find

The mean spacing between angle8sgn (show by com- Each of these representations has proved useful in the past.
puting the one point correlatioR;). Hence we introduca, The asymptotic behavior df(A) for large A [and hence of
P;(A) via Eq. [32)] was derived by des Cloizeaux and Mehta
A= 2£t , (39) by asymptotic analysis of the differential operafoand inde-
i

pendently by Dyson by means of an ingenious application of

as a measure of the band-width in units of the mean level spadaverse scattering theory to the analysis of the kefdeP It

ing. Making this change of variables, we may finally write ~ ¢an also be obtained from the Toeplitz representation wsing
asymptotic formula due to Widoa®:2?

E(A) = lim detg (40) The first numerical computation df(A) was based on
nee evaluation of the Fredholm determinant, taking advantdge o
with ¢ given by Egs.[(36) and (39). the connection to prolate spheroidal functiéddlumerical
An n x n Toeplitz matrix has elements solution of the non-linear differential equation was subse
, quently found to be more efficief?.
T / " d_Hf(e) expli(r — 5)6] (41) Here we find that direct evaluation of the Toeplitz determi-
Y P nant Eq.[(4D) for large (but finite) also provides an accurate

way to calculateF(A). Fig.[d shows a plot of2(A) calcu-
that are controlled by a single functiof(¢). Comparing |ated in this way withn = 200; the inset shows the conver-
Egs. [36) and[(41), we conclude that the mayyiis of the  gence ofE(A) as a function ofs for A = 1. The results for
Toeplitz form with f(6) =1 for 7A/n <6 <2r—mwA/nand 4 = 100 andn = 400 differ only in the sixth significant fig-
zero otherwise. Hence E.(40) is the representation of thgre. The convergence is slower for largerbut it is clear that
level spacing determinant in terms of a Toeplitz determinan for all values ofA for which the distribution has significant

- To motivate the Fredholm representation, consider tthe|ght, and to the accuracy needed for app”cations to guan-

eigenvectors of, tum dots, Toeplitz determinants withequal to a few hundred
should suffice. Fid.l7 is the main new result of this subsectio

n
D grath(®) = Al (42)
o=t B. Consecutive Level Spacing
Herea =1, ..., n labels distinct eigenvectors'®) and their
eigenvalues\(*), In then — oo limit, we sets/n—y, r/n— In this sub-section we express the consecutive level spac-

z,and(1l/n) >0, _>f01 dy. Explicitly evaluatingg,, in (36)  ing (sometimes simply calleﬂhelevel_ spacing) as a Toeplitz
and taking thev — oo limit, we obtain the integral eigenvalue determinant. We then show that this expression can be used
equation to computeP (t) with good precision with modest numerical
effort.
1 . ..
For simplicity let us suppose that there are 2 angles on
(@) (4) = )\(@)qy(e)
/0 dy K (,y) " (y) = X9 (@) (43) the circle.P; (¢) is the probability that one of these equglg,
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. ; ; : : FIG. 8: (Color online) The level spacing: (A) calculated using
FIG. 7: The spacing determinaht A) calculated using the Toeplitz ) . L .
representation EqL(#0) with = 200. The inset shows the depen- the Toeplitz representation Eq._{50) with= 200 (black points).

dence ofE(A) onn for A = 1. Note the good precision obtained Also plotted is the ngner surmise (blug cgrve), known toegan
with modest numerical effort. excellent approximation to the true distribution.

another equals-t/2 and the others all lie outside the range of the mean level spacing, rather thathen

—t/2<60<t/2. Thus we must consider

Pi(A) = nh_)rrgo % (1 — cos 27TA) det g . (50)
POy, 0n, Ons1 — %’ Oni2 = _%) (46)  Note that the distribution is normalized and the energyestal
B 1 1 1 | w2 it/2g2 so that the_mean Ieve_l—spacing is unity. Hq.l(50) is th_e main
= (n+2)! (20)2 (2m)" e —-e |7 x resul_t of this subsgctmn. It expresses the consecutivad lev
n n spacing as a Toeplitz determinant.
H |0 ¢it/2]2|¢i0r _ o=it/2)2 H |0 — i |2 Fig.[8 shows a plot of?; (A) computed by evaluation of

the Toeplitz determinant for =200 (black points). For com-
parison we have also plotted the Wigner surmise (blue curve)
Comparing the two equivalent formulations of the circularwhich is known to give an excellent approximation to the true
unitary ensemble, Eq$. (83) and(35), we may write spacing distribution. Fid.18 shows that the= 200 approxi-
mation is adequate for any application to quantum dots.

r=1 s=r+1

t t
P(el,...,9n79n+1—>§,9n+2—>—5) (47)
1 —cost C. Nearest Neighbor Spacing
Q
20+ 2)1 2 H er() (0)9oe (i)

A given level has two neighbors: one above, the other be-
. t t low. Recently, Forrester and OdlyZeanalyzed the distribu-
<1 4{1 — cos (6; — _)} [1 — cos (0; + 5)} : tion of distance to the nearer of the two neighbors, pointing

i=1 out that this distribution is distinct from the consecutiseel

; ing distribution, the traditional object of study imdam
To computeP; () we must now integrate ové, . . ., 6, out-  SPacing \ga

side the range-¢/2 < § < /2. Comparing Eq.{47) td(35), matrix theory. For_rester_ and Odlyzko adapted the dn‘feaént
it is clear that if we define equation metha¥ in their study; here, we show that the dis-
tribution may also be expressed as a Toeplitz determinant.

2m—t/2 t As a preliminary, we introduce a more primitive quantity,

gV = / a6[1 - cos (6 - 2| P Y P Aty

t/2

Ennzn/ dxg.../ dx, P(x1 — 0,29,...,2,), (51)

t t

t
x[1=cos (04 5)|erO)ei0)  @8)
the probability that one level is at zero energy while theeath
then lie outside a band of width¢. Here

—t t
Pl(t):IC12—71Tz(1—cost)detg(1). (49) /tda::/_ da:+/ do (52)

The constank’; is1/R; = (27 /n) [see the discussion follow- Evidently, .y, (c0) =0 and Ey,, (0) = R4 (0), whereR; is the
ing Eq. [32)]. Further, let us work with, the spacing in units  one point correlation function defined in EQ.{31).
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By straightforward differentiation we find The analysis of,,, is entirely similar. The end result is
dFE., 4 21
- = - 1 d e d n = 1 —_ — S
pr n(n )/Out T3 /Out i Pin(A) nl;ngo — {1 cos - ] det gpnn (61)
x {P(O’ t,as,... 2n) + PO, ~t, 23, 7x")} whereg,., is ann x n Toeplitz matrix generated by
= R1(0)Pan(t) (53)
o 4(1 — cos ) (1 — cos [H—QWA]),
where the normalization constant ensures that Fonn(0) = for 27rA <0 <o 2mA
i 0, otherw1se
/ dt Pan(t) =1. (54) (62)
0

o _ - _ _ Egs. [59){(6R) expres&,,(A) and P,,(A) in terms of
As an application of these identities, consider the Poissoffoeplitz determinants and constitute the main result of thi

model:n independent levels, each distributed uniformly oversubsection. Fig.]5 shows a plot Bf, (A) calculated by eval-

the interval[—n/2,n/2]. In this case it is trivial to calculate yation of Toeplitz determinants of size=200 (black points).

E,u(t) and, upon differentiation, to find The result is in agreement with the earlier calculation by Fo
rester and OdlyzkS based on the method of Jimebal.2°

lim Pnn(t)poisson = 26Xp(—2t) . (55)
n—o0
By contrast, the consecutive level spacin is D. A Pair of Consecutive Spacings
Pl (t)poisson = eXP(_t) . (56)

The joint probability density for two consecutive spacings

Thus the Poisson model, which is believed to describe thé$ defined as

spectral statistics of integrable models, provides aniek#

lustration of the distinction between consecutive levalgpg ~ 2(7,€) = Kan(n —1)(n — 2)/ dzy .. / dzp

and nearest-neighbor level spacing distributions. out out
Now let us derive an expression &y, (¢), Eq. [51), within

random matrix theory. Once again, it is convenient to work (63)

with the circular ensemble, and to suppose thatroft 1)

angles, one lies at zero, while the others lie outside the arWith the excluded region given by

—t < 0 < t. To this end, we must consider

XP(x1 = 0,290 = 7,23 = —&,24,...,2Tp)

—£ jo%s)
(n+ 1) (91,.- 9n,9n+1 —0) (57) /Out dz = /700 dw+/T dx . (64)
- H et — 1|2 H |etfr — 10 |2 The normalization constaitt; is needed to ensure that
n' o7 27r
1<r<s<n
Comparing the two equivalent forms of the circular unitary /o dT/O d§ Po(1,6) =1. (65)
ensemble, Eqd_(83) arld {35), we may write
1 To determine the normalization it is convenient to introgluc
T r0 Eg(T,{“):n/ d:vg.../ da, P(x1 — 0,22,...,2,).
out out
(66)
x H 20p (i) (0:)0g0) (0:) (1 — cos ;). Evidently, Es (o, £) = Es (7, 00) = 0 and Es (0, 0) = R, (0),
the one point correlation. It is also easy to see that
Now, following the reasoning of the two preceding subsec- )
tions leads to the result 67
1 Por8) = 55e Ba(r8) (67)
En(A) = i 2 det gean, (59) and hencéC, =1/R;(0).

Again, in practice it is more convenient to work with the
circular unitary ensemble and to compute the probabiliag th
of (n 4 1) angles, one lies #&=0, another at,, a third at—¢

whereg.,, is ann x n matrix of the standard Toeplitz form,
Eq. (41), with the generating functigi{#) given by

oA and none of the others lie on the ar§ < 6 < 7. Itis also
Forn(0) = 2(1 - cosd), for 22 < g <2m - 25 . convenient to define = 2rA,/n andé = 27A; /n; A; and
0, OtherWlbe A, are the level spacings in units where the mean spacing is

(60) one.
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FIG. 9: (Color online) The joint spacing distributid® (A1, A2) in
the GUE, calculated using the Toeplitz representation [&&). \{ith
n = 200, as a function ofA; while A, is held fixed at 0.5 (red
points), 1.0 (green points), and 2.0 (blue points). The esiicorre-
spond to the generalized Wigner surmise approximation(Tg).

The calculations closely parallel those in the preceditg su
sections. The end result is that

Po(Ar, A) = lim [1 o (27TA1
n
[1 — cos (QWTLAQ)} [1 — cos {%(Al + AQ)H det g2,

(68)

n—oo N3

Hereg(® is ann x n Toeplitz matrix generated by

8[1—cosd] [1—cos (0 + 2ZA)]
X [1 — cos (9 — %’TAQ)] ,
r %AQ <0 <2m—
otherwise

Jenn(0) A,
0’
(69)
Fig.[@is aplotofP, (A1, Ay) calculated using Eq.(68) with
n=200. Fig.[9 and the Toeplitz representationff A, As)

in (68) and[(6D) are the main results of this subsection. &leht
gives an expression fdp, in terms of eigenvalues and eigen-

functions of the kernel, Eq_{44), and tabulafésfor a small
number of(A;, Ay) vaIue§1 Our numerical scheme allows

us to replicate and extend those results with only modest com

putational effort.

E. Asymptotics

12

whenA > 1 that numerical computation of the distribution
is most difficult.

The asymptotic results are obtained by straightforward ap-
plication of a formula due to Widor?. Consider am x n
Toeplitz matrixT” with generating functiorf (#) non-zero and
positive on its suppor < 0 < 27 — «, and zero outside this
arc. According to Widom, for large

L« —1/4 a\ "™
(TL Sin 5) (COS 5)

x exp(2b) exp(2Fy) exp ( ZkaF_ ) .

2

detT = (70)

Here
1 3,
b= 2+ ¢ (1) ~ —0.219250583,  (71)
and the function
_ -1 Q@
FO)=f (2 cos [cos 5 CO8 9]) (72)

is defined over the the ran@e< 6§ < 27. F; andF}, are Fourier
coefficients in the expansion

Z F exp(ikb).

k=—o0

In F () = (73)

For our applicationf () = 2(1 — cosf) anda = 27A/n

with 1< A < n [Egs. [59) and{80)]. Thus
_ 29 2

F) =4 (1 cos” 3 €08 9) . (74)

The Fourier coefficients afh ' may be determined by con-
tour integration around the unit circle. We find

R = 4ln(cos%) —2ln(1—sin%),
2 [1—sin(a/2) k]
n= g e e

The expression fof}, applies provideds is non-zero and
even. For odd;, I}, =0.

Substituting Eq.[(75) if{70), performing tthkesum, noting
thata =27 A /n, and taking the large limit, we finally obtain

1
— det genn ~ (76)
n

72 5
exp —7A2 +2TA — 1 In(mA) +2b— 1n4} .

In this sub-section we employ the Toeplitz representation®,,, follows directly from Eq.[(5D), and EJ._(53) then implies

to obtain largeA asymptotic expressions faF,,(A) and
P..(A), analogous to the known resdftdor £(A) and the
consecutive level spacing; (A). From a practical point

of view these expressions are not very useful because the

level spacing distributions have negligible weight in thist

Nonetheless they are of some theoretical interest as tipey re

resent one limit in which it is possible to obtain exact atialy
results for the level spacing problem. Moreover, it is psebi

that in the larges limit

d
Pnn(A) ~ dA ( det genn) (77)
from which we obtain
1 2/A2
Pnn ~ 4 exp(?b)m exp (— + 27TA> . (78)
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Egs. [76) and[{48) are the asymptotic formulae that wesults was to test the simple approximate formulae developed
sought. We see thd,,,(A) has a much more rapid decay for in Sectior1ll, but the exact results may be of intrinsic mte
largeA than the consecutive level spacing; the latter is knowrest from the viewpoint of fundamental random matrix theory
to have the leading behavidh (A) o« exp(—72A?/8). This  also.
more rapid decay is already evident at quite modest values of The derivation of the universal Hamiltonian model as-
A upon inspection of Fig&l5 ahd 8. sumes that the wavefunctions are distributed according to a

pure ensemble of random matrix theory. The problem of
electron-electron interactions in the crossover betwgem s
V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION metry classe¥:3°:30.37.38.39.40.4heeds careful reconsideration.

In this paper we have developed the relation between ran-
dom matrix theory and electron-electron interaction in tlio Acknowledgments
mensional electron gas quantum dots within the framework
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paramagnetic limit wherg < (A). In this limit, the Coulomb

blockade peak spacing distribution can be expressed irsterm

of the joint probability distribution of a few consecutivevkl APPENDIX A: PEAK SPACING DISTRIBUTION
spacings within RMT. Making use of approximate formulae INCLUDING S=2

for the random matrix joint probability distributions, wé-o

tain analytic formulae for the Coulomb blockade peak sg@cin - The contribution to the probability distribution of the
distribution. These expressions reproduce earlier n0®8ri  coulomb blockade peak spacing of each spin transition is
and should facilitate future comparisons to experimentedo gptained by using the following standard procedures i

at low temperatureig T' < 0.1(A)). 222 o _ f(=,y, 2) is a function of random variables y, andz, then
The simple approximate formulae for the joint probability jt5 probability distribution is given by

distributionsP, (A1, As) andPs (A1, Ay, Ag) are obtained in

Section[Il] by analogy to Wigner’s famous surmise for the

consecutive spacing distributiof (A). In Section[ 1Y we P(S):///P(Ivyvz)5(5_f(“7v?/vz)) drdydz (Al)
have also derived a number of new exact results in random ma-

trix theory. These include a representation of the consecut where P(z,y, z) is the joint probability distribution of the
level spacing distributioP; (A), the nearest neighbor spac- three random variables. Now, since in our case the function
ing Pun(A), and the joint spacing distributioR, (A1, Ag) f(z,y, z) has different forms for different values of the vari-
as Toeplitz determinants. The Toeplitz representatioblesa ables (see Tablé |) we analyze each case separately and add
efficient numerical computation of these distributions ahd the appropriate step function®). The total spacing distri-
lows us to infer the previously unknown largeasymptotics  bution is then the sum of each contribution. In what follows,
of P,n(A). Our primary motivation in deriving these exact re- both the even and the odd distribution are normalized to one.

1. Evendistribution

P(%yo_’%)(s):(a(s—%b]) /OO/OO Ps (x,s—i-gJ, z)@(s—i—x—gJ)@(s—i-z—gJ) dr dz (A2)
0o Jo
P(%,L%)(s):@(s—%J)@(gJ—s) /S:);J/ST%JP3(QC,2J—S,2) dx dz (A3)
1 00 min(2J,8.J—s) 1
P(%,L%)(s)_@(s—i-EJ)/o dx/o Py(z,y,5+57)0(a+y=37) dy (Ad)

3J min(2J,3J—z) 5 1 5
P(%’l’%)(S):/o dz/o P3(§J+s—y—z,y,z)@(z—s+§J)@(s+§J—y—z) dy (A5)
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2. Odd distribution

P(07%70)(s)=5(s—gJ) /2 jo /2 joPg(x,y) dzdy (A6)
P(17%70)(s)_6(s+%J)@(gJ—s)/2joP2(s+%J, y)@(s—l—y—gJ) dy (A7)
Pasn®=0(s—3) [ Pa(ess455-2)0(e-s-30)0 (3 o) s (1)
Pas®=0(s-37) [ Pa(r7-s-2)0(3s-s-r)0(a+s-37) ar (1)

3. Explicit expressionsfor the GOE case

In the GOE case (see FIg. 1), the integrals above can be dpiieix For the even distribution we get

oe 1 3 —3x 2 T 3 — z+x
P(g%)oé)(s) = f@(s—§J) {@(s—iJ)élzce 3 (—150—6 ’ (22%-1) Erfc(z)>+@(§J—s)4xe 3(2y" +2ya+a?)

T2

2
<_1(2y+af)(1+2y(y+x))+€(2y“)2 (1+22(1+y%) + 2y (1+2y°) —22° (1+y°) —4ya®) Erf6(2y+~’0)) }

T2
(A10)
wherez=(s+2.J)f/v3 andy=(2J-s)f'/V3, and
PE*  (s) = f@(s—lJ)®(§J—s)4xe_3(2y2+2ym+w2) i(23/—}—:10)(1—|—2y(y—i—gc))
(3:1,3 2 2 73
+ert0” (14252 (1492) + 2y (14242) — 227 (1+37) —dya) Erfc(2y+x)> (A11)

with z = (3J—s)f/V3 andy = (1.J+s) f’/v/3. The corresponding expressions for EGs](A4) (A5) andlagi in form but
too cumbersome to be presented here.
The partial contributions to the odd distribution are gibgn

00 3N o122 e i
Pé7%)0)(s):5(s—§bf)e J <ﬂ_% je 3 —(2]2—1) Erfc (3%)) (A12)
with j = J+/2b, and
. b . i , e 1 , 1
Pfl,%,o)(s) = E(]—i—x)e A(e)? {e 245(55 )(2(113—96)—6( 1) 3 (2(j+=z)*-1) Erfc(lly—x))@(iJ—s)

x@(%J—i—s) e 10 (55+e) (2(9j+x)—e<w*9j>27r% (2(j+2)2~1) Erfc(9j+:c)) 6(5—%J)6(%J—s)}
(A13)

. 54b 2o 2 N2 1 1 3
PES | (s) = = (5] +a)e (21500t (2(3j—x)+e<x*3a> . (2(5j—|—:v)2—1)Erf(3j—x)) @(s——J)G)(—J—s)
12 ™ 2 2 (A14)



with j=J,/b/24 andz=s+/b/6.
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