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A bstract

Thespatialnon{locallity (dispersion)ofthetransportequationsresultsin a nonli-

neardependenceofthevoltagedrop U on thedistancebetween thepointsofm easuring.

Thereforetheresultsoftheusualtwo{probem easurem entsoftheconductivity depend

essentially on the relation between the sam ple linear size L and the spatialdisper-

sion scale R ofthe generalized di� usion coe� cientD (q;!). Thism akesitpossible to

getinform ation on the character ofthe spatialnon{locality ofD (q;!)in the Ander-

son localization regim e and,in particular,on the value ofthe correlation m ultifractal

dim ension D 2 oftheelectron wave functionsnearthem obility edge.

PACS 71.30.+h,72.15.Rn

1. In the lastfew yearsconsiderable attention hasbeen focussed on the
problem ofspatialdispersion (non{locality)ofthekineticcoe�cientsofdis-
ordered system s in the Anderson localization regim e [1{6]. The cause of
such interest was the realization ofthe fact that the character ofthe q!{
dependenceofthegeneralized di�usion coe�cientD (q;!)nearthem obility
edgeisintim atelyconnectedtocriticalbehavioroftheelectronwavefunctions
and,in theend,isdeterm ined by thescenario ofthem etal{insulatortransi-
tion [1,3].Indeed,theBerezinskij{Gorkov localization criterion [7]requires
thatin thelocalized phaseD (q;0)vanish sim ultaneously forallvaluesofthe
wavenum berq,and,accordingto theone{param eterscalinghypothesis,the
relation

D (t;q;!)= b
2� d

D (b1=�t;bq;bd!); 2< d < 4 (1)

m ustbe satis�ed [8]. Here t= (E � Ec)=Ec isthe distance to the m obility
edge Ec,b isa scaling factor,d isthe space dim ension,� isthe correlation
length criticalindex.

There are two qualitatively di�erent versions ofthe criticalbehavior of
D (q;!)thatobey thesegeneralrequirem ents.
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� According to Chalker’shypothesis[1],the m ultifractalstructureofthe
electron wavefunctionsneartheAnderson transition (t! 0 and/or! ! 0)
leadsto an anom alously strongspatialdispersion ofthegeneralized di�usion
coe�cient,whose scale is R = m in(�;L !) ! 1 ,where � / jtj� � is the
correlation length,L! /

q

D (!)=! / !� 1=d isthe electron di�usion length
in a tim e of� 1=! [1,2]. Depending on the relation between �; L! and q

Chalker[1]distinguishesfourm ain typesoftheasym ptoticbehavior:

D (q;!)= D 0

 
l

R

! d� 2
8
<

:

1; qR � 1;
(qR)d� 2� �; qR � 1;

R = m in(�;L!): (2)

Here D 0 isthe Drudian di�usion coe�cient,listhe m ean free path,� isa
criticalindex related to the correlation m ultifractaldim ension ofthe wave
functionsD 2 (�= d� D2)[2].

� On theotherhand,Suslov’ssym m etry approach to thelocalization the-
ory [4]predictssupression ofthespatialdispersion ofthedi�usion coe�cient
in thevicinity oftheAnderson transition down to atom icscales� �F.M ore
recently,thisconclusion was con�rm ed within the fram ework ofa general-
ized form ulation [5,6]oftheself{consistentVollhardt| W �ol
etheory [11].
According to [5,6],in theAnderson localization regim e

D (q;!)=
D (t;!)

1+ (qR)2
; qR � 1; (3)

wherethenon{localityscaleR /
p
D 0�jD (t;!)=D 0janddecreasesasD (t;!)/

[m in(�;L!)]
2� d untilsaturation isreached atR � �F.

InthesurveybySuslov[3]itispointedoutthattheabsenceofanom alously
strong spatialdispersion ofthegeneralized di�usion coe�cientnearthem o-
bility edgedoesnotcontradicttheconceptofm ultifractality oftheelectron
wavefunctions,itonlyindicatethattheequality�= d� 2(orD2 = 2)should
be satis�ed. The well{known W egner’sresult� = 2� (�= d� 2 � 1)[9]is
directly connected with thecriticalbehavioroftheinverseparticipation ra-
tio. Atthe sam e tim e,the relation between thisquantity and D (q;!)used
in [1,2,10]cannotbe considered correctforseveralreasons.1 Therefore,in
our opinion,the above contradiction is only apparent. The sam e m ay be
said aboutthe resultsofnum ericalm odelling �= 1:2� 0:15,�= 1:3� 0:2,
� = 1:5� 0:3 [2]and � = 1:3� 0:2 [10]obtained by di�erentm ethodsfor
d = 3.

This dilem m a, touching upon the fundam ental notions of the Ander-
son localization,calls for both theoreticaland experim entalsolution. In

1The detailed discussion ofthe basicargum entspro and con hypothesis� = d� 2 m ay be found in [3].
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thisletterwe derive a m aterialequation relating the currentdensity in the
spatially nonuniform case to the experim entally m easured di�erence ofthe
electrochem icalpotentials,and proposea m easuring schem ethatallowsone
toobtain inform ationon thedegreeofnon{localityofthedi�usion coe�cient
ofchargecarriers.

2.Thevoltagedrop U m easured in thespatially nonuniform caseisequal
to the di�erence in electrochem icalpotential�U = ��=e = �’ + ��=e
betweenthecorrespondingpointsofaconductor.Thereforeincalculatingthe
currentdensityitisnecessarytotakeintoaccounttheresponseofthesystem
to both them echanicalperturbation (electricalpotential’)and thetherm al
one (chem icalpotential�) caused by the nonuniform electron distribution
induced in theconductor.2

Applying the generalequations ofthe linear response theory [12,13]to
theproblem underconsideration,weobtain a m aterialequation relating the
current density to the electrochem icalpotentialgradient. for q � kF its
Fourierrepresentation hastheform

j(q;!)= � iqenFD (q;!)�(q;!)= � iq�(q;!)U(q;!)=e; (4)

wherenF isthedensity ofstatesattheFerm ilevel,�(q;!)isthem easured
electricalconductivity connected with D (q;!) by the Einstein relation. It
should beem phasized that�(q;!)isnotKubo’skineticcoe�cient

e�(q;!)= e
2
nF

D (q;!)

1+ i(q2=!)D (q;!)
; (5)

which,unlike �(q;!)(see Eq.(4)),relatesthe totalcurrentdensity to the
electrical�eld acting in the system . Itisin the uniform case (q = 0)only
that�(0;!)= e�(0;!),and Eq. (5)coincideswith theEinstein relation.

Eqs. (4) and (5) describe the non{locallinear response ofa spatially
unbounded and hom ogeneoussystem . In the generalcase,the non{locality
ofm aterialequations is ofa m ore com plicated character. In the typical
experim entalsituation,thesam plehastheshape ofa plane{parallelslab of
thicknessL.In thiscasethedi�usionpropagatorofchargecarriers fG(x;x0;!)
isa solution oftheequation

� i!fG(x;x0;!)�
@

@x

L=2Z

� L=2

fD (x;y;!)
@

@y

fG(y;x0;!)dy = �(x� x
0) (6)

2The nonuniform spatialelectron distribution results not only in perturbation ofthe electrical�eld in

theconductor,which isinvolved in ’,butalso in theappearanceofthedi�usion term in them easured total

currentdensity.Justthe latterterm isthe responseofthe system to the therm alperturbation.
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with theopen boundary conditions

fG(x;x0;!)jx;x0= � L=2 = 0: (7)

Theintegralkernelofthisequation(non{localdi�usioncoe�cient)entersinto
them aterialequationthatrelatestheelectricalcurrenttotheelectrochem ical
potentialgradient(voltagedrop)

I(x)= � e
2
nFS

L=2Z

� L=2

fD (x;x0;!)
@

@x0
U(x0)dx0; (8)

whereS / Ld� 1 isthe area ofthesam plecrosssection.Thesolution ofthe
boundary problem (6),(7)in theabsenceofspatialdispersion (fD (x;x0;!)=
D (!)�(x� x0))isgiven by well{known m ethod ofim ages[14]

fG(x;x0;!) =
+ 1X

n= � 1

[G(x� x
0+ 2nL;!)� G(x+ x

0+ (2n + 1)L;!)];

G(x;!) =
1

L

X

q

exp(iqx)

� i! + q2D (!)
: (9)

Here G(x;!) is the di�usion propagator of charge carriers in a spatially
unbounded hom ogeneoussystem .W eassum ethatthesolution (9)holdstrue
in thepresenceofspatialdispersion ifitsscaleissm allin com parisonwith the
sam plesize(R � L).In thiscasetheintegralkernelofthem aterialequation
(8)is expressed,by analogy with (9),in term softhe generalized di�usion
coe�cientD (q;!)ofthespatially unbounded and hom ogeneoussystem

fD (x;x0;!)=
2

L

+ 1X

n= 0

[D (qn;!)sinqnx sinqnx
0+D (qn;!)cosqnx cosqnx

0];(10)

where qn = 2�n=L and qn = �(2n + 1)=L are discrete values ofthe wave
num bers.

Taking into accountthatthe voltagedrop U(x)isan odd function ofx,
and the currentstrength I(x)= I isconstantalong the studied sam ple,we
willrepresent them through the corresponding Fourier series. Then,upon
substitution of(10)in them aterialequation (8),itisnotdi�cultto �nd the
expression forthe voltagedrop Fouriercoe�cientU n. Finally the x{depen-
denceofthevoltagedrop can bepresented asthefollowing Fourierseries:

U(x)=
4I

LSe2nF

+ 1X

n= 0

(� 1)n+ 1

q2nD (qn;!)
sinqnx; jxj< L=2: (11)

4



3. W hen the di�usion coe�cientisindependentofthe wave num berq n

the series(11)gives,fora �nite{size conductor,the usualconductance def-
inition g(L;!)= Ld� 2e2nFD (0;!)= Ld� 2�(!)and describesthe linearx{
dependence ofthe voltage drop U(x)within the sam ple (jxj< L=2). The
spatialnon{locality ofthe generalized di�usion coe�cientD (q n;!)changes
theconductancede�nition as:

1

g(L;!)
=

8

LSe2nF

+ 1X

n= 0

1

q2nD (qn;!)
(12)

and results in a nonlinear x{dependence ofthe voltage drop (11). Thus,
inform ation on the spatialdispersion ofthe generalized di�usion coe�cient
ofcharge carriersD (q;!)can be obtained by m easuring the nonlinearpart
ofU(x)(11):

�U(x)= U(x)�
2x

L
U(L=2): (13)

Considerasam plein theform ofaplane{parallelslab ofthicknessL � R

(R isthespatialnon{localityscale)with idealohm iccontactson theopposite
surfaces and with two potentialm easuring probes which sym m etrically lo-
cated ata distancex from them id{plane(seeFig.1(a)).Itisbesttosituate
them easuringprobesnearthexm ax pointswhere�U(x)reachesitsm axim um
value �U m ax. Anotherpairofpotentialprobes,the role ofwhich isplayed
hereby theidealohm iccontacts,arenecessary form easuring thenon{linear
partofthevoltagedrop (13).

Substituting (3)into (11),(13)yields�U(x)= 0.Strictly speaking,this
equality is ful�lled in the case ofidealcom pensation ofthe linear part of
the voltagedrop. In any case,however,the m easured signalissm allin pa-
ram eter R=L � 1. The nonzero contribution to �U(x) com es only from
thenontrivialq{dependenceofthegeneralized di�usion coe�cientfrom (2).
Fig.1(b)showstypicaldependencesof�U(x)calculated using linearinter-
polation between Chalker’sasym ptoticform ulas(2)fortheinversedi�usion
coe�cient 1=D (q;!) at qR � 1 and qR � 1. In this case x m ax does not
depend on thescaleofspatialnon{locallityofD (q;!)and assum esvalueson
theintervalxm ax � (0:70� 0:76)L=2 for�= 1:1� 1:5.Thenon{linearpart
�U m ax calculated atthesepointshasthefollowing asym ptoticbehaviors

�U m ax /

 
R

L

! �

/

8
<

:

!� �=d; L! � �;

�� / jtj� ��; L! � �;
L! ;�� L : (14)

Two ways form easuring the signal(14)m ay be suggested. The �rst is
to analyze the frequency dependence of�U m ax(!)in a sam ple with a �xed
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Figure 1: (a) The schem e ofthe m easurem ent ofthe nonlinear part ofthe voltage drop
(here isdepicted a longitudinalsection ofinvestigated sam ple);(b)Typicaldependence of
thenonlinearpartofthevoltagedrop on thepotentialprobeposition x.Curveiscalculated
using Chalker’sasym ptoticform ulas(2)for� = 1:3 and forR=L = 0:1.

disorderlevelin a sm allenough vicinity ofthem obility edgeon them etallic
sideoftransition (jtj� 1).Accordingto (14)and thepredictionsofRef.[1],
asthefrequency decreases,an increasein �U m ax / !� �=d (! � !c)should
be observed untilsaturation is reached at �U m ax / (�=L)� (! � !c).
The typicalfrequency !c is determ ined by the relation L!c = � or �h!c �
�� dF n� 1F jtj�d,where�F isdeBroglie’swavelength attheFerm ilevel.

Thesecondwayistom easurethedependenceof�U m ax (14)onadim ension-
lessdistance tto the m obility edge Ec ata �xed frequency !. The stress{
tuning technique [15]seem sto be the sim plestm ethod ofchanging tin the
vicinity ofEc. A very suitable m aterialfor such m easurem ents is Si:P,in
which this technique m akes it possible to attain jtj� 10� 3 [15]. Accord-
ing to (14) and the predictions ofRef. [1],as t decreases,an increase in
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�U m ax / t� �� (t� t!)should be observed untilsaturation isreached at
�U m ax / (L!=L)� (t� t!).Herethetypicalvaluet! isdeterm ined by the
relation L! = � or�dFnF�h! � jt!j

�d.
Such dependences obtained by Eqs.(11), (13) using the interpolation

R � 1 = �� 1 + L� 1! forthenon{locality scale,areplotted in Fig.2(a,b).Since
in a su�ciently sm allvicinity ofthe m obility edge the non{locality scale of
D (q;!)(2)takeson anom alously large valuesR = m in(L!;�),the value of
�U m ax (14)isquiteaccessibleform easurem ent.Theestim atesshow thatfor
Si:P sam pleswith thetypicalphosphorusconcentrationsnP � 1018cm � 3 and
forreally attainablevaluesjtj� 10� 2 � 10� 3,sim ilardependencesof�U m ax

(seeEq.(14)and Fig.2)should beobserved in thefrequency region accessi-
bleforprobem easurem ents.Forexam ple,att� 10� 3 thetypicalfrequence
valueis!c � 103 � 104s� 1 (seeFig.2(a)),and thecorresponding correlation
lengthsareoforderL!c � �� 10� 3� 10� 2cm .

So,webelievethattheexistence[1,2]orsupression [4{6]oftheanom alous
spatialdispersion ofthe generalized di�usion coe�cientnearthe Anderson
transition can beveri�ed experim entally.

The authorsare gratefulto I.M .Suslov forhaving drawn theirattention
to thisproblem and forhelpfuldiscussions.

Thiswork wassupported by INTAS (Grant99{1070).
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