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A new type of delocalization induced by coherent harmonic perturbations in one-dimensional
Anderson-localized disordered systems is investigated. With only a few M frequencies a normal
diffusion is realized, but the transition to localized state always occurs as the perturbation strength
is weakened below a critical value. The nature of the transition qualitatively follows the Anderson
transition (AT) if the number of degrees of freedom M + 1 is regarded as the spatial dimension d.
However, the critical dimension is found to be d = M + 1 = 3 and is not d = M + 1 = 2, which
should naturally be expected by the one-parameter scaling hypothesis.

PACS numbers: 05.45.Mt,71.23.An,72.20.Ee

Introduction- Since the proposal of Anderson, the lo-
calization of electron in disordered lattices has been one
of the most fundamental problems associated with the
essence of electron conduction process [1–3]. No matter
how high the spatial dimension may be, the Anderson
localized state exist prior to the delocalized conducting
state, and a transition from localized state to the de-
localized state, the so called Anderson transition (AT),
occurs as the relative strength of disorder decreases [4–8].
Theoretical predictions have been obtained by using sev-
eral theoretical tools such as the one-parameter scaling
hypothesis, the self-consistent theory, and so on [9, 10].
On the other hand, in the study of chaotic systems the

ergodic transition of quantum maps is equivalent to the
AT of disordered lattice [11–13]. Upon this equivalence,
the dynamical AT has been first experimentally observed
for the quantum map systems implemented on the optical
lattice [14, 15]. In this case the number of dynamical
degrees of freedom corresponds to the number of spatial
dimension of the disordered lattices, and so the features
of AT in high-dimensional lattices can be explored by the
quantum maps.

The dynamical interaction among the degrees of free-
dom thus enables the delocalization transition. Then the
following question immediately follows: can the Ander-
son loalization in the disordered lattices be destroyed as
it is perturbed by dynamical degrees of freedom such as
phonon modes? The perturbation by infinitely many
phonon modes can be modeled by a stochastic pertur-
bation, and it is well-known that the stochastic pertur-
bation destroys the localization and induces a normal
diffusion [16–19]. However, the effect of dynamical per-
turbation composed of finite number of coherent modes
has still been unanswered. In the previous papers, we
investigated the effect of finite-number harmonic pertur-
bations on one-dimensional disordered lattice (ODDL),
and showed that the ODDL exhibits a normal diffusion
at least on a finite time scale [20–22]. On the other hand,
numerical and mathematical studies claim that the lo-

calization is persistent for finite-number harmonic per-
turbations Refs.[23, 24], and which of localization and
delocalization dominates has still been open to question.
It is quite interesting whether or not a coherent dynami-
cal perturbation composed of finite number of harmonic
modes can dynamically destroy the localization. In this
letter, we present novel results replying the question.
Model- We consider tightly binding ODDL perturbed

by coherent periodic perturbations with different incom-
mensurate frequencies. It is given by

i~
∂Ψn(t)

∂t
= Ψn−1(t) + Ψn+1(t) + VL(n, t)Ψn(t), (1)

where VL(n, t) = V (n)[1 + f(t)]. The coherently time-
dependent part f(t) is given as,

f(t) =
ǫ√
M

M
∑

i

cos(ωit), (2)

where M and ǫ are the number of frequency components
and the strength of the perturbation, respectively. Note
that the long-time average of the total power of the per-
turbation is normalized to f(t)2 = ǫ2/2. The frequencies
{ωi}(i = 1, ...,M) are taken as mutually incommensurate
numbers of order O(1). The static on-site disorder poten-
tial takes random value V (n) uniformly distributed over
the range [−W/2,W/2], where W denotes the disorder
strength.
It is important to note that the harmonic source can

be interpreted as the quantum linear oscillator of the

Hamiltonian
∑M

i ωJi interacting with the irregular lat-

tice with the quantum amplitude ǫ√
M

∑M
i cosφi instead

of the classical force f(t), where (Ji, φi) = (−i∂/∂φi, φi)
are the action-angle operators of the i-th oscillator. Each
quantum oscillator has the action eigenstates |ni > with
the action eigenvalue Ji = ni~ (ni :integer) and the en-
ergy ni~ωi. Thus the system (1) is regarded as a quan-
tum autonomous system of (M + 1)-degrees of freedom

spanned by the quantum states |n >
∏M

i=1
|ni > [23].

http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.07475v2


2

We take a lattice-site eigenstate as the initial state
|Ψ(t = 0)〉, i.e. 〈n|Ψ(t = 0)〉 = δn,n0

, and numeri-
cally observe the spread of the wavepacket measured by
the mean square displacement (MSD), m2(t) =

∑

n(n−
n0)

2
〈

|Ψ(n, t)|2
〉

.
First, we consider the limit M → ∞. In this case

f(t) can be identified with the delta-correlated stochastic
force < f(t)f(t‘) >= Γδ(t − t‘), where Γ ∝ ǫ2 is a noise
strength. The localization is surely destroyed and the
normal diffusion m2(t) = Dt with the diffusion constant
D is recovered for t → ∞ [21, 22], as was first pointed
out by Haken and his coworkers [16, 17]. They predicted
analytically for the white Gaussian noise

D = lim
t→∞

m2(t)

t
∝ Γ

Γ2 +W 2/12
, (3)

for weak enough ǫ. If W ≫ Γ, D ∝ W−2 but recently
it was shown that D ∝ W−4 for strong disorder region
W ≫ 1 [18]. The noise-induced diffusion has been ex-
tended for a random lattice driven by the colored noise,
including the fluctuation of the off-diagonal terms [17–
19].
However, for finite M , f(t) can no longer be replaced

by the random noise, and it plays as a coherent dynami-
cal perturbation, and the system is a quantum dynamical
system with (M + 1)-degrees of freedom. The main pur-
pose of this study is to investigate how does the nature
of the quantum dynamics of the irregular lattice changes
as the number M decreases from ∞ to 0.
Delocalized states and normal diffusion- We show typ-

ical examples of time evolution of MSD for M = 7 and
M = 3 in Fig.1(a) and (b), respectively. If ǫ is large
enough, it is evident that MSD follows asymptotically
the normal diffusion m2 = Dt, which means that only a
finite number of coherent periodic modes plays the same
role as the stochastic perturbation in the disordered lat-
tice. The W− and ǫ−dependence of the diffusion con-
stant D depicted in Fig.1 follow the main feature of the
stochastically induced diffusion constants: as shown in
the Fig.1(c) the W−dependence changes from D ∝ W−2

for weak W in Eq.(3) to D ∝ W−4 for W ≫ 1, following
the theoretical prediction of stochastic perturbations [18].
Moreover, as depicted in the Fig.1(d), even for M = 3
the ǫ−dependence reproduces the characteristic behav-
ior of the stochastically induced D, which first increases
but finally decreases with ǫ after reaching to a maximum
value. It is a remarkable feature of ODDL that a normal
diffusion, which mimics the one induced by a stochastic
force composed of infinite number of frequencies, is self-
generated by a coherent perturbation composed of only
three incommensurate frequencies.
On the other hand, the coherently perturbed ODDL

always undergoes a definite phase transition from the
diffusing state to a localized state as ǫ decreases cross-
ing over a critical value ǫc. The transition is quite simi-
lar to the AT of high-dimensional disordered lattice. As
shown in Fig.2, at ǫ = ǫc, the MSD exhibits a subdiffusion
m2 ∼ tα with a critical diffusion index α (0 < α < 1).
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FIG. 1: (Color online) The m2(t) as a function of time in
the ODDL of (a)M = 7 and (b)M = 3 with W = 2 for
some values of the perturbation strength ǫ increasing from
ǫ = 0.06(bottom) to ǫ = 0.2(top) for M = 7 and from ǫ =
0.2(bottom) to ǫ = 0.3(top) for M = 3, respectively. Note
that the axes are in the real scale. (c)The diffusion coefficient
D as a function of W and (d) the D as a function of ǫ for
several M , determined by the least-square-fit for the m2(t)
for t >> 1. The system and ensemble sizes are N = 214 ∼
215 and 10 ∼ 40, respectively, throughout this paper. We
used 2nd order symplectic integrator with time step size ∆t =
0.02 ∼ 0.05, and take ~ = 0.125 as the Planck constant.

Close to ǫc, typical critical transient phenomena are ob-
served. To show them we define the function Λ(t) as the
scaled MSD:

Λ(t) ≡ m2(t)

tα
, (4)

divided by the subdiffusion. In the inset of the Fig.2 the
Λ(t) at various ǫ close to ǫc are displayed for M = 7,
which form a characteristic fan pattern spreading out-
ward.
As are demonstrated in Fig.3(a), the index of the crit-

ical subdiffusion decreases with M , following the result
of one-parameter scaling hypothesis

α =
2

d
=

2

M + 1
(5)

for the d-dimensional disordered lattice, if we regard d as
the total number of degrees of freedom of our system, ie,.
d = M + 1, which seems to be quite reasonable.
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FIG. 2: (Color online) The double-logarithmic plots of
m2(t)as a function of time for some values of the pertur-
bation strength ǫ increasing from ǫ = 0.025(bottom) to
ǫ = 0.063(top), where the diffusion exponent α is determined
by the least-square-fit for the m2(t) with the critical case, in
the perturbed ODDL of M = 7 with W = 2. The data near
the critical value ǫc are shown by bold black lines. ǫc ≃ 0.045,
α ≃ 2/8 = 0.25. Note that the axes are in the logarithmic
scale. The inset shows the scaled MSD Λ(t).

The localization in the side of ǫ < ǫc is characterized
by the localization length ξM , which diverges at ǫc as
ξM (ǫ) ∼ (ǫ − ǫc)

−ν with the critical exponent ν(> 0).
A remarkable feature of the critical state is that, the
fan pattern of Λ(t) are represented by two unified curves
depending whether ǫ > ǫc or ǫ < ǫc by using the scaling
variable x = ξM (ǫ)tα/2ν , as demonstrated by Fig.3(b) for
M = 3. The d = M +1−dependence of the critical index
ν is shown in Fig.3(d). The more details of the finite-
time scaling analysis for the numerical data are given in
Refs.[15] and [27].
Such a remarkable critical subdiffusion exists at ǫc for

an arbitrary M , but the critical value ǫc decreases with
M :

ǫc ∝
1

(M − 1)δ
, δ ≃ 1, (6)

which does not depend upon W as shown in Fig.3(c).
Thus the ODDL is always localized if ǫ is small enough,
but no matter how small ǫ may be, a normal diffusion
mimicking a stochastically induced diffusion is realized if
M is taken large enough.
The mathematical research of [24] for a very similar

model to ours asserts the localized phase exists for small
enough ǫ as long as M is finite. In particular, the per-
sistency of the localization for M = 2 was numerically
confirmed up to a value of ǫ beyond the perturbation
regime [23]. On the other hand, in the large limit of M ,
the perturbation can be well approximated by a white
noise, which makes the system delocalize for any ǫ 6= 0
[16–19], To be compatible with the above observations, a

delocalization-localization transition (DLT) should exists
for arbitrary large finite M , and it should disappear in
a limit M → ∞, which is just the background support-
ing our result of Eq.(6). An important fact is that the
change to the delocalized state is not a crossover process
but a quantum phase transition.
It is quite interesting that the dependencies of both α

and ǫc upon M are the same as those of the AT observed
for the quantum maps simulating the high-dimensional
disordered lattice [25–27]. If we are allowed to extrapo-
late the above results for the smaller M , ǫc diverges at
M = 1, at which the critical diffusion index becomes
α = 1. This fact implies that for M = 1 the critical
subdiffusion is realized at ǫ = ǫc = ∞ as a normal diffu-
sion; namely, that M = 1 is the critical dimension of the
DLT, which has been established for the quantum maps
and high-dimensional disordered lattices. However, our
numerical results reject the above conjecture.
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FIG. 3: (Color online) (a)The double-logarithmic plots of
m2(t) as a function of time near the critical pints ǫc in the
polychromatically perturbed ODDL with W = 2 (M = 3, 4, 5
from top). (b)The scaled variable log Λ(ǫ, t) as a function

of x = ξM (ǫ)tα/2ν . The delocalized(localized) regime is up-
per(lower) branch. (c)The critical perturbation strength ǫc
as a function of (M − 1). The result for different frequency
set {ωi} is also entered. Note that the axes are in the loga-
rithmic scale. The line with slope −1 is shown as a reference.
(d)The dimensionality (M+1) = d dependence of the critical
exponent ν which characterizes the critical dynamics. The
red solid line and green dashed line are the results of the an-
alytical prediction by νV W and νG, respectively.

Number of critical modes (M = 2)- If the above conjec-
ture is correct, M = 2 (d = 3) should exhibit the critical
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phenomenon. In Fig.4(a) the log-log plot of MSD curves
for M = 2 are shown for various values of ǫ. Surely, the
m2(t) of ǫ = 0.6, which roughly predicted from the in-
terpolation of the numerical data for M ≥ 3 follows the
expected critical subdiffusion of the exponent α = 2/3
predicted by Eq.(5) in the initial stage, but it drops from
the straight line as the time elapses.

To overview the whole feature of the MSD curves, it
is instructive to show the time evolution of the diffusion
exponent defined as the instantaneous slope of the log-log
plot of MSD

αins(t) =
d logm2(t)

d log t
. (7)

If DLT happens at a finite ǫ = ǫc, then the αins(t) should
keep a constant value α(ǫc) < 1. Above ǫc, as time passes,
αins(t) increases up to the exponent 1 indicating the nor-
mal diffusion, while it decreases to zero indicating the
localization below ǫc. Indeed, the expected feature is ev-
ident for the αins(t) plot of M = 3 shown in Fig.4(b)
The same feature is observed also for M ≥ 4.

However, as shown in Fig.4(c) the αins(t)-plots of
M = 2 shows a quite different feature. No curves fol-
low the critical behavior αins(t) =const< 1, and all the
curves tends to decrease from the initial values, which
approaches to 1 as ǫ increases. As αins(t) comes close to
1, the time scale beyond which αins(t) begins to decrease
becomes longer. Certainly it seems as if the normal dif-
fusion αins(t) = 1, which would be realized in the limit
ǫ → ∞, were the critical diffusion. These facts indicates
that the DLT does not exists for M = 2 in contradic-
tion with the prediction of the Eqs.(5) and (6), and that
M = 2(d = 3) is the critical dimension.

Comparison by localization length- Localization, of
course, occurs withM = 1. Then what is the difference of
the localizations between the case of M = 1 (d = 2) and
the case ofM = 2 (d = 3). In both cases ofM = d−1 = 1
and M = d − 1 = 2, the localization length grow expo-
nentially when the ǫ is small enough (ǫ < 0.8 for M = 1
and ǫ < 0.3 for M = 2), which coincides with the case of
the d = 2 ordinary disordered lattice.

However with a further increase of ǫ, ξM begins to de-
crease steeply for M = 1. Such a behavior is a direct
reflection that the inter-site transfer is suppressed by the
random potential enhanced with the increasing pertur-
bation strength ǫ. Let us remember that as shown in
Fig.1(d) even the recovered diffusion constant of the the
system of d = M + 1 ≫ 1 in general decreases steeply
with ǫ(> ǫc). This is the reason why, unlike the ordi-
nary d−dimensional irregular lattice, d = 2 can not be
the critical dimension of our system. The growth of ξM
with ǫ takes place only by increasing the dimension from
d = 2 to 3.

Indeed, for d = M+1 = 3 the localization still remains,
but ξM increases with ǫ exponentially. The exponential
growth rate is further enhanced and a super-exponential
growth occurs as ǫ increases beyond O(1), as is depicted
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FIG. 4: (Color online) (a)The double-logarithmic plots of
m2(t) as a function of time for some values of the per-
turbation strength ǫ increasing from bottom to top in the
trichromatically perturbed ODDL of M = 2. The panels
(b) and (c) are the diffusion exponent αins(t) as a func-
tion of time in the cases M = 3 and M = 2, respectively.
(d)Localization length as a function of ǫ for M = 1, 2, 3 with
W = 2. Some LL of M = 2 are obtained by scaling rela-
tion m2(t) ∼ ξM (ǫ)F (t/ξM (ǫ)2) for ǫ ≥ 0.5. Note that the
horizontal axis is in logarithmic scale. The dashed lines show
ξM ∝ e5.5ǫ and ξM ∝ e3.8ǫ, respectively. The lines ǫ = 0.18
and ǫ = 0.6 are shown as a reference, and ξM (ǫ = 0) ≃ 20 for
W = 2

.

in Fig.4(d). And it is for M = 3 that the divergence of
ξM is first observed at a finite ǫc.
Summary and discussion- In the present paper, we in-

vestigated the delocalized and the localized motion in
1D irregular lattice coherently perturbed by the har-
monic modes. In order to induce a delocalized motion
the stochastic perturbation composed of infinite number
of harmonic mode is not necessary: the diffusive mo-
tion is always induced only by a few number of harmonic
modes if the perturbation strength is strong enough. The
critical perturbation strength (ǫc) and the critical subd-
iffusion exponent (α) decrease with the number of modes
M , and their dependencies upon M are almost same as
those of the Anderson transitions numerically established
for the multi-dimensional quantum maps, which can be
considered as modified versions of the many-dimensional
Anderson model [27]. However, the critical number of
the degrees of freedom is not d = M + 1 = 2 but d = 3
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in our system. Thus our system provides with an exam-
ple demonstrating that the critical dimension of the DLT
may be larger than d = 2 and depend upon the nature
of recovered diffusion, as summarized in the Table I.
The Anderson-like transition discussed in the present

paper affords a new example of quantum phase transi-
tion with which the coherent localized state changes to
a decoherent diffusive state. Existence of such a kind of
quantum transition have been known in some quantum
chaos systems which exhibits chaotic diffusion [12, 14].
More generally, it will play a crucial role when quan-
tum systems of small number of degrees of freedom get
ergodic properties [28]. We expect that investigations
for the transition process to the decoherent and delocal-
ized states in the quantum dynamical systems with small

degrees of freedom would contribute much to the funda-
mental study of quantum statistical physics.

TABLE I: Dimensionality of the DLT. For 4 ≤ M < ∞ the
result is same as the case of M = 3. The lower lines is result
of the d−dimensional disordered systems. Loc: exponential
localization, Diff:Normal diffusion.

d(= M + 1) 1 2 3 4 5 ... ∞
this study Loc Loc Loc DLT DLT ... Diff
quantum maps [27] Loc Loc DLT DLT DLT ... Diff
Anderson model Loc Loc DLT DLT DLT ... DLT
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