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We theoretically study the optical conductivity of the tightbinding model which has two types
of the hopping integrals arranged in the Fibonacci sequence. Due to the lack of the translational
symmetry, many peak structures appear in the optical conductivity as well as the density of states.
When the ratio of two hopping integrals is large, the self-similar structure appears in the optical
conductivity. This implies that the optical response between the high-energy bands is related to that
within the low-energy bands, which should originate from critical behavior in the wave functions.
The effects of disorders on the optical conductivity are also analyzed in order to show the absence
of the self-similarity in the tightbinding model with the random sequence.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quasicrystal has been attracting much interests since
the first discovery of the quasicrystalline phase in the Al-
Mn alloy [1]. Experimental and theoretical efforts have
been made to explore and understand physical proper-
ties inherent in quasicrystals [2–12]. Among them, the
Au-Al-Yb alloy with Tsai-type clusters [13] exhibits in-
teresting properties at low temperatures. In the qua-
sicrystal Au51Al34Yb15, quantum critical behavior ap-
pears, while heavy fermion behavior appears in the ap-
proximant Au51Al35Yb14 [14]. This distinct behavior
stimulates theoretical investigations on the quasiperiodic
structures in correlated electron systems [15–23]. The op-
tical response characteristic of the quasicrystals have also
been observed. In the Al-Cu-Fe quasicrystal, the linear-ω
dependence in the optical conductivity, which is distinct
from the conventional impurity scattering, has been ob-
served [24]. Furthermore, the direction dependent opti-
cal conductivity has been reported in the Al-Co-Cu qua-
sicrytal [25]. These studies suggest that the exotic opti-
cal properties arise from the quasiperiodic structure. Al-
though the low-frequency behavior has theoretically been
examined for quasiperiodic systems [26–29], the optical
response at finite frequencies has not been discussed in
detail. An important point is that the spatial features of
the initial and final states play a crucial role for the op-
tical process. It is known that spatially extended states
characterized by the momenta are realized in the peri-
odic system, while critical states are, in general, realized
in the quasiperiodic one [30–33]. Therefore, it is instruc-
tive to clarify the optical response inherent in quasiperi-
odic systems by comparing them to systems with distinct
properties of eigenstates.

Motivated by this, we treat the tightbinding model
which has two types of the hopping integrals arranged in
the Fibonacci sequence, as a simple model. It is known
that each eigenstate for the system shows critical behav-
ior [31–35], which are characterized by multifractal prop-
erties and the power law decay of the amplitude of the
wave functions in the real space. This eigenstate prop-
erty is distinct from those for the periodic systems where
the spatially extended states are realized. We then dis-

cuss the optical response in the tightbinding model on
the Fibonacci chain, examining the matrix elements of
the current operator, which play a crucial role for the
optical conductivity.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we in-
troduce the tightbinding model on the Fibonacci chain
and derive the expression of the optical conductivity in
this system. In Sec. III, we discuss the optical response
inherent in the Fibonacci chain, comparing with that in
the approximants. The effect of the disorders is also ad-
dressed. A summary is given in the last section.

II. MODEL AND METHOD

We consider the tightbinding model to study the op-
tical conductivity inherent in the Fibonacci chain. The
Hamiltonian is given as

Ĥ(t) = −
∑
n

(
vne
−iqLnA(t)ĉ†nĉn+1 + H.c.

)
, (1)

where ĉn(ĉ†n) is the annihilation (creation) operator of
a spinless fermion at the nth site, vn (Ln) denotes the
hopping integral (lattice spacing) between the nth and
(n + 1)th sites, and q is the charge of the fermion. The
site-independent vector potential A(t) leads to the uni-
form electric field E(t) = −∂tA(t).

Here, we introduce the Fibonacci sequence S into the
Hamiltonian. It is known that the Fibonacci sequence is
generated by means of the substitution rule for two letters
L and S: L→ LS and S → L. Applying the substitution
rule to the initial sequence S1 = S iteratively, we obtain
sequences {L,LS,LSL,LSLLS, · · · }. The ith sequence
Si is composed of Fi letters, where Fi is the Fibonacci
number. We deal with the tightbinding model with the
total number of sites N = Fi and the hopping integral is
given as vn = vL(vS) if the nth letter of the Fibonacci
sequence Si is L (S).

In the paper, we study the linear optical response for
the tightbinding model on the Fibonacci chain. The op-
tical conductivity is given as σ(ω) = J(ω)/E(ω), where
J(ω) and E(ω) are the Fourier components of the current
J(t) and electric field E(t). The current operator is split
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into two parts as Ĵ(t) = ĵ1 + ĵ2(t), with

ĵ1 =− iq
∑
n

vnLn(ĉ†nĉn+1 − ĉ†n+1ĉn), (2)

ĵ2(t) =− q2
∑
n

vnL
2
n(ĉ†nĉn+1 + ĉ†n+1ĉn)A(t). (3)

By means of the Kubo formula, the optical conductivity
is expressed as

σ(ω) =
1

N

∑
a,b

f(Eb)− f(Ea)

i(ω + iδ)

| 〈b| ĵ |a〉 |2
ω − (Eb − Ea) + iδ

− 1

N

∑
a

q2f(Ea)

i(ω + iδ)
〈a|
∑
n

vnL
2
n(ĉ†nĉn+1 + ĉ†n+1ĉn) |a〉 ,

(4)

where |a〉 is a single electron eigenstate of the model with
A(t) = 0, Ea is the corresponding energy, f(x) is the
Fermi distribution function, and δ is infinitesimal. The
first term represents the optical transition, and the other
is the so-called Drude part. For the sake of simplicity,
we set Ln = 1 in order to focus on the effects of the
Fibonacci structure in the hopping integrals [26, 27].

In the following, we mainly consider the system with
N = F19 = 4181 under the periodic boundary condition.
This system is large enough to take the quasiperiodic
structure into account. In fact, we have confirmed that
the obtained results are essentially the same as those with
N = 17711. Here, setting the Fermi energy at E = 0 and
vL as the unit of energy, we discuss how the quasiperiodic
structure affects the optical linear response.

III. RESULT

We study the optical response in the tightbinding
model with the Fibonacci structure. First, we briefly
discuss the one-particle states in the model without the
external electric field. Figure 1(a) shows the density of
states (DOS) for the tightbinding model on the Fibonacci
chain with vS = 2.5. Many delta-function peaks appear
in the DOS, which is known to be purely singular contin-
uous like the Cantor set [33, 34, 36, 37]. To plot a delta-
function peak in DOS, we practically use the Gaussian
with a small width in Figure 1. We also use the same
strategy to plot delta-function peaks in the following.
The energy levels are roughly classified into lower (L),
middle (M), and upper (U) bands [see Fig. 1]. When one
focuses on the M band, there exist three smaller bands,
suggesting the nested structure in the DOS [38]. In fact,
the DOS scaled by R is in a good agreement with the orig-
inal one, where R = EUmax/E

M
max and Eαmax is the max-

imum energy in the α(= U,M) band. It is also known
that single-particle states of this model are critical and
the decay for each wave function is slower than expo-
nential one [31–35]. In contrast to the Fibonacci case,
the smooth DOS should appear in the periodic system.
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FIG. 1. Density of states in the tightbinding model on the
Fibonacci chain (a) and the approximant (b) with vS = 2.5
and A(t) = 0. Inset in (b) shows the dispersion relation of
the model for the approximant. The vertical axes are in an
arbitrary unit.

For comparison, we consider the tightbinding model on
the approximant, where the shorter Fibonacci sequence
S4(= LSL) is periodically arranged. This is the mini-
mal approximant with three bands in common with the
Fibonacci chain, as shown in Fig. 1(b). Since each single-
particle state in the approximant is characterized by the
momentum, its wave function is spatially extended, in
contrast to the Fibonacci case. When one considers the
approximant with the longer sequence, the corresponding
DOS approaches the Fibonacci one and critical behavior
should appear in the wave function.
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Real part of the optical conductivity for
the Fibonacci chain (a) and approximant (b) with vS = 2.5.
The dashed line in (a) shows the optical conductivity scaled
by R. The areas shaded in yellow, green, and blue represent
different types of excitations, see the text for details. The
vertical axes are in an arbitrary unit.

Now we discuss the optical conductivity in these tight-
binding models with distinct behaviors in the one-particle
states. Figure 2 shows the real part of the optical con-
ductivities in the systems with vS = 2.5. It is clarified
that several peaks appear in the Fibonacci case, while
few structures appear in the approximant. The peaks
in the former can be explained by the energy spectrum
in the DOS, where there exist L, M, and U bands [see
Fig. 1(a)]. When the half-filled model is considered, the
optical response is categorized into three types of excita-
tions; those within the M band, between the M band and
the other bands, and between the L and U bands. In fact,
these excitations are clearly separated, which are shown
as the yellow, green, and blue areas in Fig. 2(a). The
areas shaded in yellow, green, and blue represent the ex-
citations within the M band, between the M band and the
other bands, and between the L band and the U band, re-
spectively. Furthermore, a large intensity in the optical
conductivity appears, which corresponds to the optical
transition between the energy levels with the large DOS.
By contrast, a rather simple structure appears in the ap-

proximant with the similar DOS, as shown in Fig. 2(b).
It is clarified that no peak structure appears in the low
frequency region 0 < ω < 1 and in higher frequency re-
gion, peaks are not widely distributed, in contrast to the
Fibonacci case. Furthermore, the gap structure in the
optical conductivity is not directly related to the DOS.
Thus, the DOS is not enough to explain the optical re-
sponse for the approximants. This originates from the
existence of the translational symmetry in the approxi-
mant, which leads to the selection rule for the optical re-
sponse. Namely, the optical transition between distinct
wave numbers is forbidden [see Fig. 2(b)]. Only the in-
terband excitations contribute to the optical transitions
with finite frequencies. Namely, the transition within the
M band is absent, although there is a signal from the sec-
ond term of eq. (4) at ω = 0 , i.e. the Durde peak.

The vS dependent conductivity is shown in Fig. 3.
When vS . 2, the energy ranges for intra- and inter-
band excitations overlap and their intensities are rather
small. Therefore, it is hard to see the characteristic fea-
ture of the Fibonacci chain. By contrast, the large vS
leads to different behavior in the optical conductivity.
In the case, two interband excitations are almost propor-
tional to 2vS and vS , which allows us to distinguish these
excitations in the optical conductivity. With the large vS ,
the intensities of the optical conductivity are clear both
in Fibonacci and approximant cases. On the other hand,
qualitatively distinct behavior appears in each system: in
the Fibonacci case, several peak structures in the intra-
and interband exciations appear even when vS is large.

In order to obtain further insight into many spiky be-
havior in the optical conductivity for the Fibonacci chain,
we focus on the matrix elements of the current operator
〈b| ĵ |a〉 in eq. (4), where the indices a and b are listed in
ascending order by the eigenenergies. We note that no
degeneracy appears in the energy levels and the matrix
elements are uniquely determined. Figure 4 shows the
absolute value of the matrix elements of the current oper-
ator for the Fibonacci chain. We find the dense structure
in the matrix elements although some of them is invis-
ible in the figure. This implies that the optical transi-
tion between an arbitrary pair of states is allowed. This
should be consistent with the fact that there exists no
translational symmetry and each eigenstate in the tight-
binding model is critical. By this reason, such optical
properties realized in the quasiperiodic systems do not
depend on the details of band structure. In the tight-
binding model on the Fibonacci sequence Sn, the M band
is composed of the Fn−3 energy levels, and the others are
composed of the Fn−2 levels [39]. The matrix elements
should be classified into nine groups, and each has the
dense structure. One of the most interesting points is
that self-similar behavior appears. When one focuses on
the matrix elements for the M band, which is marked
by the green square in Fig. 4(a), its pattern is similar to
the original one. This self-similar pattern enriches the
peak structure in the optical conductivity. Namely, some
intraband excitations in the M band are related to the in-
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FIG. 3. Real part of the optical conductivity as a function of
vS for the Fibonacci chain (a) and the approximant (b). The
color scale is in an arbitrary unit.

terband excitation between L and U bands. In the sense,
the self-similar behavior in the matrix elements are re-
flected in the optical conductivity. In fact, the optical
conductivity scaled by R is in a good agreement with the
original one, as shown in Fig. 2(a). This is in contrast
to the conventional periodic system, where the optical
transition is restricted between the states with the same
momentum (optical selection rule).

Up to now, we have discussed the optical responses
for the tightbinding models on the Fibonacci and its ap-
proximant, and have clarified that the structure in the

FIG. 4. (a) Matrix elements of the current operator | 〈b|ĵ|a〉 |
for the Fibonacci chain. (b) Magnified figures of the rectan-
gular part in (a).

current operator leads to spiky and self-similar behavior
in the optical conductivity for the Fibonacci system. It
is naively expected that disordered systems should have
a dense structure in the matrix elements. Therefore, it
should be instructive to clarify the effect of the disor-
ders for the optical response in the Fibonacci system.
In this study, the bond disorder for the Fibonacci se-
quence is introduced. A disorder is created by picking
a random site i and swapping its connecting hoppings
vi and vi−1; vi ↔ vi−1. We note that the tightbinding
model with large disorders is not reduced to the random-
hopping model since the numbers of vL and vS are con-
served. Here, we clarify how the self-similar structure in
the optical response is affected by the introduction of the
disorders.
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FIG. 5. (a) DOS of the disordered system with vS = 2.5
when d = 0.01 and d = 0.1. The real part of the optical
conductivity for vS = 2.5 when (b)d = 0.1, (c)d = 0.01. The
areas shaded in grey depict the optical conductivity of the
Fibonacci chain as shown in Fig. 2(a). The vertical axes are
in an arbitrary unit.

Figure 5(a) shows the DOS for the Fibonacci chains
with d = 0.01, and 0.1, where d(= m/N) is the density

of the disorders and m is the number of swap opera-
tions. The results are evaluated by means of, at least,
a thousand independent random samples and standard
deviations are invisible in the figure. When the dis-
orders are introduced in the one-dimensional chain, it
may be regarded as the system composed of Fibonacci
chains with finite length. In the case, the average of the
length is roughly given by 1/d and thereby the charac-
teristic feature of the Fibonacci chain still remains when
d < 0.01. Increasing the disorders, the singular continu-
ous spectrum inherent in the Fibonacci chain smears and
the spectrum have the intensity in the broader energy
range, as shown in Fig. 5(a). In Fig. 5(b)(c), we show
the optical conductivity in the system with d = 0.01,
and 0.1. We find that, increasing d, the peak struc-
tures which is clear in the Fibonacci case smear eg. at
ω ≈ 0.6, 2.2, 2.7, 4.5, 6.0. Some peaks instead emerge
with increasing d, eg. at ω ≈ 1.7, 4.0. This makes the self-
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FIG. 6. The matrix elements of the current operator | 〈b|ĵ|a〉 |
for the disordered Fibonacci chain with vS = 2.5 and d = 0.1.

similar structure in the conductivity, which is clarified by
rescaling the frequency, less likely with increasing d. This
is consistent with the fact that self-similar pattern smears
in the matrix elements of the current operator, as shown
in Fig. 6.

IV. CONCLUSION

We have investigated the optical response for the one-
dimensional tightbinding model on the Fibonacci chain.
We have calculated the optical conductivity in terms of
the Kubo formula and have clarified that it reflects the
singular continuous DOS inherent in the Fibonacci chain.
This is contrast to those for the approximants, where the
optical transition is restricted due to the existence of the
translational symmetry. By examining the matrix ele-
ments of the current operator carefully, we have found the
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self-similar structure in the optical conductivity, where
it is well scaled by the value R. We have also discussed
the effects of disorders in the Fibonacci chain and clar-
ified that the self-similar structures in optical conduc-
tivity smear. From these analyses, we conclude that
the self-similar feature observed in the optical conductiv-
ity as well as the DOS originates from the quasiperiodic
structure inherent in the Fibonacci sequence. Since the
Fibonacci lattice can be realized for cold atoms on the
optical lattice [40] and for photons in a photonic waveg-
uide array [41], these systems are potential playgrounds
for our theoretical prediction. In particular, for the cold
atom systems, one can effectively realize the electric field
[42]. Our results suggest that physical observables such
as optical conductivity can show peculiar structures orig-
inating from quasiperiodic lattice structures. This result
shall stimulate further experimental and theoretical stud-
ies to explore characteristic self-similar structures in op-
tical conductivity in various quasiperiodic systems. To

undertand the origin and the generality of such struc-
tures, detailed analyses of wave functions and/or vari-
ous types of quasi-periodic systems are required. Fur-
thermore, nonlinear optical responses have been actively
studied in the context of condensed matter physics. In
future, it is also important to clarify how quasiperiodic
structures affect nonlinear optical properties.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

Parts of the numerical calculations are performed in
the supercomputing systems in ISSP, the University
of Tokyo. This work is supported by Grant-in-Aid for
Scientific Research from JSPS, KAKENHI Grant Nos.
JP20K14412, JP20H05265, JP21H05017 (Y.M.) and
JP19H05821, JP18K04678, JP17K05536 (A.K.), and
JST CREST Grant No. JPMJCR1901 (Y.M.).

[1] D. Shechtman, I. Blech, D. Gratias, and J. W. Cahn,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 53, 1951 (1984).

[2] V. Elser and C. L. Henley, Phys. Rev. Lett. 55, 2883
(1985).

[3] A.-P. Tsai, A. Inoue, and T. Masumoto, Japanese Jour-
nal of Applied Physics 26, L1505 (1987).

[4] A.-P. Tsai, A. Inoue, and T. Masumoto, Japanese Jour-
nal of Applied Physics 27, L1587 (1988).

[5] A. P. Tsai, A. Inoue, Y. Yokoyama, and T. Masumoto,
Materials Transactions, JIM 31, 98 (1990).

[6] A. I. Goldman and R. F. Kelton, Rev. Mod. Phys. 65,
213 (1993).

[7] A. P. Tsai, J. Q. Guo, E. Abe, H. Takakura, and T. J.
Sato, Nature 408, 537 (2000).

[8] K. Kamiya, T. Takeuchi, N. Kabeya, N. Wada, T. Ishi-
masa, A. Ochiai, K. Deguchi, K. Imura, and N. K. Sato,
Nature Communications 9, 154 (2018).

[9] Y. Iwasaki, K. Kitahara, and K. Kimura, Phys. Rev.
Materials 3, 061601 (2019).

[10] K. Kimura, H. Iwahashi, T. Hashimoto, S. Takeuchi,
U. Mizutani, S. Ohashi, and G. Itoh, Journal of the
Physical Society of Japan 58, 2472 (1989).

[11] A. Inaba, Philosophical Magazine Letters 74, 381 (1996).
[12] R. Tamura, A. Ishikawa, S. Suzuki, T. Kotajima,

Y. Tanaka, T. Seki, N. Shibata, T. Yamada, T. Fujii,
C.-W. Wang, M. Avdeev, K. Nawa, D. Okuyama, and
T. J. Sato, Journal of the American Chemical Society
143, 19938 (2021).

[13] T. Ishimasa, Y. Tanaka, and S. Kashimoto, Philosophi-
cal Magazine 91, 4218 (2011).

[14] K. Deguchi, S. Matsukawa, N. K. Sato, T. Hattori,
K. Ishida, H. Takakura, and T. Ishimasa, Nature Mate-
rials 11, 1013 (2012).

[15] N. Takemori and A. Koga, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 84, 023701
(2015).

[16] S. Takemura, N. Takemori, and A. Koga, Phys. Rev. B
91, 165114 (2015).

[17] S. Watanabe and K. Miyake, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 82,
083704 (2013).

[18] J. Otsuki and H. Kusunose, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 85, 073712
(2016).

[19] E. C. Andrade, A. Jagannathan, E. Miranda, M. Vo-
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