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A bstract

W e study the nature ofelectronic states in one-dim ensionalcon-

tinuous m odels with weak correlated disorder. Using a perturbative

approach,we com pute the inverse localisation length (Lyapunov ex-

ponent)up to term sproportionalto thefourth powerofthepotential;

thism akespossibletoanalysethedelocalisation transition which takes

place when the disorderexhibitsspeci�c long-range correlations. W e

�nd that the transition consists in a change ofthe Lyapunov expo-

nent,which switchesfrom a quadraticto a quarticdependenceon the

strength ofthedisorder.W ithin thefram ework ofthefourth-orderap-

proxim ation,wealsodiscussthedi�erentlocalisation propertieswhich

distinguish G aussian from non-G aussian random potentials.

Pacsnum bers:73.20.Jc,72.15.Rn,72.10.Bg

1 Introduction

In recent years, the interest for one-dim ensional(1D) m odels with corre-

lated disorderhasbeen steadily growing,asithasbecom eprogressively clear

thatcorrelationsofthe random potentialcan deeply a�ectthe structure of
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the electronic eigenstates and endow 1D disordered m odels with farricher

transportpropertiesthan itwaspreviously thought.

Fora long tim e itwasbelieved that1D system scould notdisplay com -

plex featureslike the m etal-insulatortransition which takesplace in three-

dim ensional(3D) m odels, since it was known that allone-electron states

arelocalised in 1D system swith totally random potentials,regardlessofthe

strength ofdisorder(see [1]and referencestherein). Furtherresearch,how-

ever,led to the study ofsom e variantsofthe standard 1D Anderson m odel

which exhibited a discrete set ofextended states (see,e.g.,[2]). Allthese

system s were characterised by random potentials with short-range spatial

correlations,a feature absent from the originalAnderson m odelwhere the

siteenergiesaretotally uncorrelated.

Eventually,the role oflong-range correlationswasalso investigated and

itwasshown thatthiskind ofcorrelationscan produce a continuum ofex-

tended states [3]. This �nding was corroborated by the work ofIzrailev

and Krokhin who,using second-order perturbation theory,m anaged to es-

tablish an analyticalrelation between localisation length and potentialpair

correlators,and used thisresulttoshow how speci�clong-rangedisordercor-

relationslead to theappearanceofm obility edgesin 1D discrete m odels[4].

An experim entalcon�rm ation ofthis result was obtained by studying the

transm ission ofm icrowavesin a single-m odewaveguidewith a random array

ofcorrelated scatterers[5].Theresultsestablished in [3]and [4]fordiscrete

latticesweresubsequently extended tocontinuousm odelsand related topar-

allelphenom ena occurring in di�erent�eldslikethepropagation ofwavesin

random m edia [6]and thedynam icsofclassicalstochasticoscillators[7].

The discovery that1D disordered system scan display a m etal-insulator

transition analogoustotheonewhich takesplacein 3D m odelsconstituted a

crucialadvancem entfortheunderstandingofanom aloustransportproperties

of1D random m odels. This theoreticalprogress is also relevant from the

technologicalpointofview,becauseitpavestheway fortheconstruction of

1D deviceswith pre-determ ined m obility edgeswhich can beused aswindow

�ltersin electronic,acoustic,and photonicstructures[8].Theim portanceof

theresultm akesthereforehighlydesirabletoreachacom pletecom prehension

ofthelinkbetween long-rangecorrelationsofthedisorderand theappearance

ofa continuum ofextended electronicstatesin 1D m odels.

At the analyticallevel,our understanding ofthis problem rests on the

resultswhich were�rstderived in [4].Unfortunately,both thiswork and the

onesthathave followed in itswake su�ered from two m ain lim itations:the
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disorderwassupposed to beweak,so thata perturbativeapproach could be

applied,and alltheanalyticalresultswere obtained in thesecond-orderap-

proxim ation.(These constraintswereabsentfrom thework [3]ofdeM oura

and Lyra,butthey drew theirconclusionsfrom num ericalcalculationsand

did notprovideany analyticalinsighton thedelocalisation m echanism .) An-

alyticalcalculationsaregreatly sim pli�ed by truncatingtheexpansion ofthe

inverse localisation length to the second-orderterm ;the m ain drawback of

thischoiceisthatitleavesopen thequestion ofthetruenatureofthestates

ofthe \extended" phase. In fact,a vanishing second-orderinverse localisa-

tion length can be related to various physicalphenom ena: it can indicate

thattheelectronicstatesarecom pletely delocalised,butitcan alsobeasign

ofweak form soflocalisation,characterised by power-law decay ofthe elec-

tronicprobabilitydistribution;�nally,itistheresulttobeexpected when the

spatialrangesofelectronic statesin the \extended" and \localised" phases

di�erby ordersofm agnitude.

Thepresentwork constitutesan attem pttopartially rem ovethelim itsof

thepreviousanalyses;in thisstudy westillfocusourattention on thecaseof

weak disorderbut,with thehelp ofa system atic perturbative technique,we

m anageto go beyond thesecond orderapproxim ation and obtain analytical

resultscorrecttothefourth orderofperturbation theory.Bythisway wecan

shed lighton thetruenatureofthestatesthatareclassi�ed as\extended"in

thefram ework ofthesecond-ordertheory and wearealso ableto discussthe

di�erenceswhich em ergeatthisre�ned levelofdescription between Gaussian

and non-Gaussian random potentials.

In the case ofGaussian disorder with long-range correlations,it turns

out that the electronic states are exponentially localised on both sides of

the m obility edge identi�ed in [4];however,the dependence oftheirinverse

localisation length on the disorder strength changes from a quadratic to a

quartic form upon crossing the criticalthreshold. For weak disorder,this

im plies that electrons in the \extended" states can actually m ove over far

longer distances than the electrons which �nd them selves in a \localised"

state.The useofterm slike \m obility edge" and \delocalisation transition"

istherefore legitim ate,provided thatone keeps in m ind thatthe quali�ca-

tion of\extended" m ustbeunderstood as\localised on alargespatialscale"

ratherthan \com pletely delocalised".Theanalysisofthelocalisation length

in thefourth-orderapproxim ation also revealsthat,upon increasing theen-

ergy oftheelectrons,a second threshold appears,which separatesthestates

whose spatialextension scales with the inverse ofthe fourth power ofthe
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potentialfrom statesthatare characterised by an even weaker localisation

(whoseexactform cannotbeascertained within thelim itsofthefourth-order

approxim ation).

The distinction between Gaussian and non-Gaussian disordercannotbe

discussed within thefram ework ofthesecond-orderapproxim ation,because

thesecond-orderinverse localisation length only dependson thesecond m o-

m ent ofthe random potential,and di�erences between Gaussian and non-

Gaussian distributions only show up in the higherm om ents. A system atic

com putation ofthehigher-orderterm softheinverselocalisation length,how-

ever,establishes a connection between the n-th term ofthe expansion and

thecorresponding n-th m om entofthepotential:therefore,thefourth-order

resultsobtained in thiswork allow usa �rstanalysis ofthe di�erences be-

tween Gaussian and non-Gaussian disorder. Lifting the Gaussian require-

m ent seem s to strengthen the localisation ofelectronic states,because the

fourth-orderinverse localisation length isincreased by a new term propor-

tionaltothefourth cum ulantoftherandom potential(cum ulantsarespeci�c

com binationsofthem om entswhich vanish in theGaussian casebutareoth-

erwise non-zero). Speci�cally,we analyse in detailthe di�erence between a

Gaussian potentialwith long-range binary correlationsand a non-Gaussian

potentialwith the sam e pair correlators but with a fourth-order cum ulant

havingexponentialdecreasingform :we�nd thatthenon-zerocum ulantpro-

ducesquarticlocalisation ofallelectronicstatesthatliebeyond thesecond-

orderm obility edge,thuswiping outthe additionalthreshold thatappears

in theGaussian case.

Thispaperisorganised asfollows:in Sec.2 wegivean exactform ulation

ofthe problem and we de�ne the m odelunder study;in Sec.3 we expose

theperturbativem ethod used and wegivethegeneralresultsforthesecond-

and fourth-orderterm softhe localisation length. W e devote Sec.4 to the

caseofrandom potentialwith short-rangecorrelations;theproblem oflong-

rangecorrelation isthen discussed in Sec.5.Finally,wesum m arisethem ain

resultsand expressourconclusionsin Sec.6.

2 Form ulation ofthe problem
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2.1 D e�nition ofthe m odel

W econsiderthe1D disordered m odelde�ned by thestationary Schr�odinger

equation

�
�h2

2m
 
00(x)+ "U(x) (x)= E  (x) (1)

where  (x)representsthe state ofa quantum particle (\electron")ofm ass

m and energy E m ovingin acontinuousrandom potentialU(x).Thedim en-

sionless param eter" isintroduced to m easure the strength ofthe disorder;

forthesakeofsim plicity,in therestofthispaperwewilladopta system of

unitsin which �h
2
=2m = 1. W e willsetthe zero ofthe energy scale atthe

averagevalueofthepotentialand wewillassum ethatE > 0 on thisscale.

Tocom pletethede�nition ofthesystem understudy,thestatisticalprop-

ertiesofthe random potentialm ustbe precised. In the �rstplace,we will

assum ethatm odel(1)isspatially hom ogeneousin them ean;from them ath-

em aticalpointofview,thisrequirem entim pliesthatthe m om entsofU(x)

satisfy theinvariancecondition

hU(x1 + �)U(x2 + �):::U(xn + �)i= hU(x1)U(x2):::U(xn)i (2)

forevery spatialtranslation �. In Eq.(2),and throughoutthis paper,the

angularbrackets denote the average overdisorderrealisations,orensem ble

average.Property (2)im pliesthatthen-th m om entoftherandom potential

can depend only on the relative positionsofthe points(x1;x2;:::;xn);this

allowsoneto representthen-pointcorrelatorasa function ofn � 1 relative

coordinatesaccording to theidentity

�n(~x1;~x2;:::;~xn� 1)= hU(x)U(x + ~x1)U(x + ~x2):::U(x + ~xn� 1)i: (3)

Oursecond basicassum ption on m odel(1)isthatitsaveragefeaturesdonot

depend on thesign oftherandom potential,i.e.,thatthephysicalproperties

ofthem odelareinvariantunderthetransform ation U(x)! � U(x).Thisis

ensured by assum ing thatallodd m om entsofthepotentialvanish

hU(x1)U(x2):::U(x2n+ 1)i= 0:

Finally,forreasonsofm athem aticalconvenience,wewillsupposethata�nite

length scale lc existsforthe m odel(1)such thatthe statisticalcorrelations

between thevaluesU(x1)and U(x2)ofthepotentialbecom enegligiblewhen
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the distance separating the pointsx1 and x2 exceeds lc. Forthe particular

case ofthe two-pointcorrelation function thisassum ption translatesin the

condition

hU(x1)U(x2)i’ 0 for jx1 � x2j� lc ; (4)

m ore generally,the existence ofa correlation length lc im plies that the n-

pointcorrelation functionshU(x1)U(x2):::U(xn)m ustsatisfy the so-called

\productproperty",m eaning that,ifthepointsx1;x2;:::;xn can bedivided

in two groupswith jxi� xjj� lc forxi and xj belonging to di�erentgroups,

theaveragehU(x1)U(x2):::U(xn)takesthevalueobtained by averaging the

two di�erent groups separately. To dealwith the case oflong-range corre-

lations,we will�rstm ake use ofthe previoushypothesisand derive results

valid forany �nitelc;when possible,wewillthen takethelim itlc ! 1 .

Having thus de�ned the statisticalproperties ofthe random potential,

we can proceed to enunciate the m ostspeci�c assum ption aboutthe m odel

underinvestigation. In the following,we willrestrictourconsiderationsto

thecaseofweakdisorder,asde�ned by therelation

"
2hU(x)U(x0)i� E

2
: (5)

and by the analogousconditionson the higherm om entsofthe random po-

tential.Noticethat,toensurethatcondition (5)isvalid independently ofthe

speci�cform ofthefunction U(x),theparam eter"m ustsatisfy thecondition

"� 1.

Eq.(1),togetherwith the speci�ed statisticalpropertiesofthe random

potentialand theassum ption ofweak disorder,com pletely de�nesthem odel

understudy. Ourgoalconsistsin determ ining the spatialbehaviourofthe

solutionsofEq.(1);to thisend itisnecessary to givea precisede�nition of

thekey param eterknown aslocalisation length.

2.2 Localisation length

To shed light on the localisation properties ofm odel(1), we willuse as

an indicatorofthe localised orextended nature ofthe electronic statesthe

quantity

� = lim
x! 1

1

4x
lnh 2(x)k2 +  

02(x)i; (6)

where the param eter k is related to the electronic energy by the relation

E = k2.In de�nition (6)thewavefunction  (x)can besupposed to bereal,
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so that no need arises to consider the com plex extension ofthe logarithm

function.

In thispaperwewillalwaysrefertothequantity (6)astheinverselocali-

sation length orLyapunovexponent,although thisparam eterism oreusually

de�ned through theexpression

~� = lim
x! 1

1

2x
hln

�

 
2(x)k2 +  

02(x)
�

i: (7)

Theparam eters(6)and(7)di�erinprinciple,butbothcanbeused e�ectively

to ascertain the localised orextended characterofthe electronic states: in

fact,they belong to thesam efam ily ofgeneralised Lyapunov exponents

Lq = lim
x! 1

1

x
ln
�

hj (x)jqi1=q
�

;

which wereintroduced longagoforthestudy oflocalisation in 1D disordered

m odels(see[9]and referencestherein).In technicalterm s,Eq.(7)de�nesthe

standard Lyapunov exponentL0,whereasthe param eter(6)isequalto the

\generalised Lyapunov exponentofordertwo" divided by a factortwo,� =

L2=2.Ourpreference forthede�nition (6)oftheinverse localisation length

over the possible alternative (7) stem s m ainly from the fact that the �rst

choicem akesthestudy ofm odel(1)m oream enableto analyticaltreatm ent.

The exact relation between the Lyapunov exponents (6) and (7) is not a

com pletely solved problem ;however,itisclearthatthetwo a�neindicators

can beused equivalently to determ inewhetheran eigenfunction ofEq.(1)is

localised ornot.Indeed,fordelocalised statesthealternativede�nitions(6)

and (7)givethesam eresult,sinceboth param etersvanish when thesolutions

ofEq.(1)areextended.Asforexponentially localised states,forthecaseof

interest here,i.e.,thatofweak disorder,one can prove thatthe Lyapunov

exponents(6)and (7)coincide atleastto the second orderofperturbation

theory [7].In Sec.4wewillcom eback tothispointtoshow thattheidentity

seem sto hold also beyond thesecond-orderapproxim ation.

From the physicalpoint ofview,the di�erence between the alternative

param eters(6)and (7)isperhapsbestunderstood iftheproblem ofelectronic

localisation in m odel(1)isre-de�ned in term softheenergeticinstability of

a stochastic oscillator.In fact,thephysicalcom prehension ofthem odel(1)

can beenhanced by observing thatsolving thestationary Schr�odingerequa-

tion (1) is com pletely equivalent to studying the dynam ics ofthe classical
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stochasticoscillatorde�ned by theHam iltonian

H = k

 
p2

2
+
q2

2

!

+ "k
q2

2
�(t): (8)

TheHam iltonian (8)representsan oscillatorwith frequency k perturbed by

a noise �(t);the equivalence ofthis system with m odel(1)can be seen by

considering thatthedynam icalequation oftheoscillator

�q(t)+ k
2(1+ "�(t))q(t)= 0 (9)

coincideswith Eq.(1)ifoneidenti�estheelectronicwavefunction  (x)with

the orbitq(t)oftheoscillatorand ifthe noise �(t)isrelated to therandom

potentialU(x)by theidentity

�(x)= � U(x)=E : (10)

Underlying them athem aticalequivalenceofEqs.(1)and (9)isthephys-

icalparallelism between thelocalisation ofthe quantum statesofm odel(1)

and theenergeticinstability ofthestochasticoscillator(8)[7,10].Thecon-

nection between thetwo phenom ena em ergesclearly ifonewritestheinverse

localisation length (6) in term s ofthe dynam icalvariables ofthe random

oscillator.TheLyapunov exponent(6)can then beexpressed as

� = lim
t! 1

1

4t
lnhk2

�

p
2(t)+ q

2(t)
�

i

and interpreted as the growth rate of the average energy of the random

oscillator (8). A positive value ofthe param eter (6)can therefore be read

both asa sign ofexponentiallocalisation oftheeigenstatesofm odel(1)and

asan indication thatthestochasticoscillator(8)isenergetically unstable.

Asforparam eter(7),itcanberewritteninterm softheoscillatorvariables

as

~� = lim
T! 1

lim
�! 0

Z
T

0

ln
x(t+ �)

x(t)
dt:

In this form ,the param eter(7)reveals itselfasthe exponentialdivergence

rate ofnearby orbits,i.e.,asthe Lyapunov exponentforthe trajectoriesof

theoscillator(8).W ecan concludethattheparam eters(6)and (7)areboth

growth rates,m easuringrespectively theincreaseoftheoscillatorenergy and

thatofthedistancebetween initially nearby orbits.
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3 Perturbative expansion and generalresults

To com pute the localisation length (6),one needsto determ ine the asym p-

totic behaviour ofh 2(x)i and h 02(x)i. A convenient way to achieve this

goalconsistsin deriving a determ inistic di�erentialequation fortheaverage

squaresofthewavefunction and ofitsderivative.To thisend,we introduce

thescaled derivative

�(x)=  
0(x)=k

and thevector

u(x)=

0

B
@

 2(x)

�2(x)

 (x)�(x)

1

C
A :

TakingtheSchr�odingerequation (1)asstartingpoint,itiseasy toprovethat

u(x)obeysthestochasticequation

du

dx
= (A + "�(x)B )u; (11)

where �(x)isthe scaled potential(10)and the sym bolsA and B stand for

them atrices

A =

0

B
@

0 0 2k

0 0 � 2k

� k k 0

1

C
A and B =

0

B
@

0 0 0

0 0 � 2k

� k 0 0

1

C
A :

W enow need to replacethestochasticequation (11)with an ordinary di�er-

entialequation forhu(x)i;thiscan bedonein thefollowing way.Fora �xed

initialcondition u(0)= u0,the averagesolution ofEq.(11)can beform ally

expressed as

hu(x)i= Z(x)u0 (12)

with

Z(x)= exp(A x)

�

1 + hTexp

Z x

0

"M (x0)dx0i

�

;

where Texp indicates the T-ordered exponentialand M (x) is the random

m atrix

M (x)= �(x)exp(� A x)B exp(A x): (13)

Di�erentiating both sidesofEq.(12)oneobtains

dhui

dx
= Z

0(x)u0; (14)
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on theotherhand,by inverting therelation (12),onearrivesat

u0 = Z
� 1(x)hu(x)i:

Substituting thisresultin theright-hand side(r.h.s.) ofEq.(14),one�nally

obtainsthedesired equation fortheaverageofu(x)

dhu(x)i

dx
= Z

0(x)Z� 1(x)hu(x)i= K (x)hu(x)i: (15)

Forweak disorder("! 0),the generatorK (x)thatappearsin Eq.(15)

can berepresented byan expansion in powersoftheperturbativeparam eter"

K (x)=

1X

n= 0

"
n
K n(x): (16)

Van Kam pen [11]and Terwiel[12]have shown that allpartialgenerators

K n(x) can be expressed in term s ofspeci�c com binations ofthe m om ents

ofthe random m atrix (13) known as \ordered cum ulants" and they have

provided asystem aticsetofrulestoconstructthem .ApplyingVanKam pen’s

prescriptionstothepresentcase,thezeroth-ordergeneratorturnsouttohave

thesim pleform

K 0 = A

which corresponds to neglecting altogether the e�ects ofthe weak random

potential.Asforthe�rst-orderterm ,itvanisheslikeallodd-ordergenerators

K 2n+ 1(x) because ofthe condition that the odd m om ents ofU(x) be null.

Thesecond-ordergeneratorislesstrivialand representsthe�rstterm where

thee�ectsoftherandom potentialappear

K 2(x)= exp(A x)

Z x

0

dx1hM (x)M (x1)iexp(� A x): (17)

Straightforward passages allow to derive from this com pact expression the

m atrix elem entsofK 2(x),whoseexplicitform is

(K 2)11(x) = (K 2)12(x)= (K 2)13(x)= (K 2)23(x)= (K 2)32(x)= 0

(K 2)21(x) =
1

k2

Z x

0

�2(y)[1+ cos(2ky)]dy

(K 2)22(x) = (K 2)33(x)=
1

k2

Z x

0

�2(y)[� 1+ cos(2ky)]dy

(K 2)31(x) =
1

k2

Z
x

0

�2(y)sin(2ky)dy (18)

10



wherethesym bol�2 representsthetwo-pointcorrelatorofthepotentialU(x)

de�ned by Eq.(3).Thefourth-ordergeneratorhasam orecom plex form and

dependsboth on thefour-and thetwo-pointcorrelatorsofthepotential

K 4(x)=
R
x

0
dx1

R
x1
0
dx2

R
x2
0
dx3exp(� A x)

� [hM (x)M (x1)M (x2)M (x3)i

� hM (x)M (x1)ihM (x2)M (x3)i

� hM (x)M (x2)ihM (x1)M (x3)i

� hM (x)M (x3)ihM (x1)M (x2)i]exp(A x)

(19)

Theintegrand in Eq.(19)isanon-trivialexam pleoforderedcum ulant;notice

thatitdi�ersfrom an ordinary cum ulant because the m atrices M (x1)and

M (x2)donotcom m uteforx1 6= x2.Theexplicitform ofthem atrixelem ents

ofK 4(x)can beworked outfrom Eq.(19);theexpressions,however,arequite

lengthy and do notadd m uch to thephysicalunderstanding oftheproblem ,

sothatwewillom itthem here.Intheory,theVanKam penschem eallowsone

tocom putetheterm softheexpansion (16)toany desired order;in practice,

however,the involved calculations becom e rather cum bersom e beyond the

second order.In thispaperwe willnotconsiderterm sofhigherorderthan

thefourth;within thisapproxim ation,wewillbeableto derivethestandard

second-orderlocalisation length and the�rstcorrection to thisresult.

In principle,the generators K n(x) are functions ofthe spatialcoordi-

nate x (and ofthe initialcondition u(0)chosen to solve Eq.(11)),butthe

dependence on these factorsdiesoutassoon asthe condition x � lc isful-

�lled [11]. To determ ine the asym ptotic behaviour ofhu(x)i,therefore,we

need not bother with the space-dependent generators K n(x) but we have

only to considertheirconstantasym ptoticlim its

K n = lim
x! 1

K n(x): (20)

Noticethattheexistenceoftheasym ptoticgenerators(20)ism athem atically

ensured by the su�cient condition thatthe random potentialU(x)possess

a �nitecorrelation length lc.Thisim pliesthat,when werelax thiscondition

in order to study the case oflong-range correlations,we willhave to pay

attention on whether the asym ptotic generators (20) continue to be well-

de�ned in thelim itlc ! 1 .

To sum up,on the basisofthe previousconsiderationswe can conclude

that,inordertoanalysewithfourth-orderaccuracytheasym ptoticbehaviour
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ofhu(x)i,we can legitim ately replace in Eq.(15)the exactgeneratorwith

itsasym ptoticand truncated form

K (x)’ A + "
2
K 2 + "

4
K 4: (21)

The eigenvalue ofthe m atrix (21)with the largestrealpartdeterm inesthe

exponentialgrowth rate ofthe vectorhu(x)iand,consequently,the inverse

localisationlength (6).Theoriginalproblem isthusreduced tothatofsolving

thesecularequation ofthem atrix (21);determ ining thelargestrootofthis

equation,oneobtainsthatthedesired inverselocalisation length hastheform

� = "
2
�2 + "

4
�4 + o("4)

and thatthegeneralexpressionsfortheterm s�2 and �4 are

�2(k)=
1

4k2

Z
1

0

�2(x)cos(2kx)dx (22)

and

�4(k) = 1

8k5

R
1

0
dx1�2(x1)

R
1

0
dx2�2(x2)sin(2kx2)

+ 1

4k4
lim x! 1

R

!(x)dx1dx2dx3f[�4(x1;x1 + x2;x1 + x2 + x3)

� �2(x1)�2(x3)][cos(2kx1)cos(2kx3)� cos(2kx1 + 2kx2 + 2kx3)]

� �2(x1 + x2)�2(x2 + x3)[cos(2kx1 + 2kx2)cos(2kx2 + 2kx3)

� cos(2kx1 + 2kx2 + 2kx3)]� �2(x1 + x2 + x3)�2(x2)

� [cos(2kx1 + 2kx2 + 2kx3)cos(2kx2)� cos(2kx1 + 2kx2)]g

(23)

where!(x)istheintegration dom ain

!(x)= f(x1;x2;x3):0� x1;0� x2;0� x3;x1 + x2 + x3 � xg:

Expression (22) reproduces the standard second-order form ula for the

Lyapunov exponent ofm odel(1) (see,e.g.,[1]);the result shows that the

second-order inverse localisation length for an eigenstate with wavevector

k isproportionalto the cosine transform ofthe binary potentialcorrelator

taken attwicethevalueofthewavevector.Notsurprisingly,thefourth-order

Lyapunov exponent (23)hasa m ore com plicated form ,involving both sec-

ond and fourth m om entsofthepotential.The increasing com plexity ofthe

m athem aticalform ulae re
ects the di�erent degree ofsophistication ofthe

second-and fourth-orderapproxim ation schem es. From the physicalpoint
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ofview,thisdi�erence isperhapsbetterunderstood ifone visualiseslocali-

sation asan interferencee�ect(see,e.g.,[13]).In thesecond-order(orBorn)

approxim ation,localisation isseen asan interferencephenom enon generated

by double scatteringsofthe electron attwo pointsseparated by a distance

overwhich the random potentialhasnon-negligible correlations: hence the

connection between the second-order localisation length and the two-point

correlator established by form ula (22). The picture corresponding to the

second-order approxim ation,therefore,includes an electronic wavefunction

(with wavevectork)which isscattered �rstbackward,generating a wave of

intensity O (")and then isrescattered in the forward direction,with inten-

sity O ("2). To go beyond the Born approxim ation,one m ust include the

interferencee�ectsproduced by m ultiplescatteringsin theanalysisoflocali-

sation.Thefourth-orderapproxim ation,forinstance,takesintoaccountboth

quadruplescatteringsand couplesofdoublescatterings.In the�rstcase,an

electronic wavefunction is scattered back and forth four tim es,generating

a forward-scattered wave ofintensity O ("4) which interferes constructively

with theincom ing wave;in thecaseofdoublescatterings,oneconsidersthe

interferencebetween twotwice-scattered waves,each ofintensity O ("2).This

isthe reason why the term (23)involvesthe four-pointpotentialcorrelator

aswellasvariouscom binationsofdoubleproductsoftwo-pointscorrelators.

Tom aketheresultforthefourth-orderterm (23)m athem atically sim pler

and physically m ore transparent,itisopportune to express the fourth m o-

m entofthepotentialin term softhesecond m om entsand ofthefourth-order

cum ulant,writing

�4(x1;x2;x3) = �2(x1)�2(x3 � x2)+ �2(x2)�2(x3 � x1)

+ �2(x3)�2(x2 � x1)+ � 4(x1;x2;x3)
(24)

wherewehaveused thesym bol� 4 torepresentthefourth cum ulant.Eq.(24)

representsthegeneralisation fornon-Gaussian disorderofthefam iliariden-

tity which allowsonetoexpressthefourth m om entin term softhoseoforder

two in the Gaussian case. In fact,in expression (24)the fourth m om entis

given asthesum oftwo parts:theGaussian com bination ofthesecond m o-

m ents and the cum ulant,which represents the non-Gaussian contribution

and vanishes in the Gaussian case. This interpretation ofEq.(24) m akes

quite naturalto distinguish two com ponents in the fourth-orderLyapunov

exponentand to write

�4(k)= �
(G )

4 (k)+ �
(N G )

4 (k) (25)

13



where the �rstterm in the r.h.s. ofEq.(25)represents the Gaussian part

which dependsonlyon thesecond m om entsoftherandom potential,whereas

the second term is proportionalto the cum ulant and constitutes the spe-

ci�cm anifestation ofthenon-Gaussian natureofdisorderon thelocalisation

propertiesofm odel(1).Inserting (24)in form ula (23)one obtainsthatthe

explicitform softheGaussian and non-Gaussian term sare

�
(G )

4 (k)= 1

8k5

R
1

0
dx1�2(x1)

R
1

0
dx2�2(x2)sin(2kx2)

+ 1

4k4
lim x! 1

R

!(x)dx1dx2dx3f�2(x1 + x2)�2(x2 + x3)

� [cos(2kx1)cos(2kx3)� cos(2kx1 + 2kx2)cos(2kx2 + 2kx3)]

+�2(x2)�2(x1 + x2 + x3)[cos(2kx1)cos(2kx3)

+ cos(2kx1 + 2kx2)� cos(2kx1 + 2kx2 + 2kx3)(1+ cos(2kx2))]g

(26)

and

�
(N G )

4 (k) =
1

4k4
lim
x! 1

Z

!(x)

dx1dx2dx3� 4(x1;x1 + x2;x1 + x2 + x3)

� [cos(2kx1)cos(2kx3)� cos(2kx1 + 2kx2 + 2kx3)]:

(27)

The Gaussian term (26)can be furthersim pli�ed with som e calculuswork,

provided thatthe binary correlation function decays quickly enough atin-

�nity, which is ensured by condition (4). In this way one can lower the

dim ensionality ofthe integral(26),reducing itto a m uch m ore m anageable

one-dim ensionalintegral.Introducing thefunctions

’c(k;x) =

Z
1

x

�2(y)cos(2ky)dy

’s(k;x) =

Z
1

x

�2(y)sin(2ky)dy
; (28)

the �nalexpression forthe Gaussian partofthe fourth-orderLyapunov ex-

ponentcan bewritten in theform

�
(G )

4 (k) =
1

16k5
’s(k;0)[’c(k;0)+ 4’c(0;0)]

�
1

8k4
[’c(k;0)+ 2’c(0;0)]

Z
1

0

�2(x)xcos(2kx)dx

+
1

8k4
’s(k;0)

Z
1

0

�2(x)xsin(2kx)dx

+
1

4k4

Z
1

0

h

’c(0;x)’c(k;x)� ’
2

c(0;x)cos(2kx)
i

dx

(29)

Asforthenon-Gaussian term (27),thedim ensionality oftheintegralcan-

notbelowered withoutform ulating som e speci�c hypothesison theform of
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the cum ulant� 4.A change ofvariable,however,allowsoneto castexpres-

sion (27)in theform

�
(N G )

4 (k) =
1

k4

Z
1

0

dx

Z
x

0

dy

Z
1

x

dz� 4(y;x;z)

� [cos(2ky)cos(2kz� 2kx)� cos(2kz)]
(30)

which ism oreconvenientforourlateruse.

Form ulae(29)and (30)constitutethecentralresultofthissection.They

represent the generalform ofthe Gaussian and non-Gaussian parts ofthe

fourth-orderLyapunov exponent(25);by applying them tospeci�ccases,we

willbeableto perform an accurateanalysisofthelocalisation propertiesof

m odel(1).

4 D isorder w ith short range correlations

In thissection,we analyse the localisation properties ofrandom potentials

characterised by two di�erent kinds of short-range correlations: a delta-

correlatedpotential(whitenoise)andapotentialwith exponentiallydecaying

correlations.

4.1 W hite noise

A white noise is de�ned as a random potentialwhose cum ulants have the

form

� n(x1;x2;:::;xn� 1)= �n�(x1)�(x2):::�(xn� 1) (31)

(see,e.g.,[14]).In Eq.(31)the�n areconstantswhich determ inethestrength

ofthecum ulants,while(x1;x2;:::;xn� 1)representrelativecoordinatesofthe

points(x;x + x1;x+ x2:::;x + xn� 1).

LetusconsidertheGaussian case�rst.In thiscase,allcum ulantsvanish

exceptthesecond,which coincideswith thecorrelation function

� 2(x)= �2(x)= �2�(x): (32)

Substitutingthebinary correlator(32)in Eq.(22),onerecoversthestandard

resultforthesecond-orderinverse localisation length

�2(k)=
�2

8k2
: (33)
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Todeterm inethefourth-ordercorrection tothisresult,the�rststep consists

in observing thatin thecaseofwhitenoisethefunctions(28)taketheform

’c(x) =

8
><

>:

0 for x > 0

�2=2 for x = 0

�2 for x < 0

’s(x) = 0

(34)

Substituting (32)and (34)in expression (29),one arrivesatthe conclusion

thatthefourth-orderGaussian correction iszero

�
(G )

4 (k)= 0:

Thispeculiarresultisa consequenceofthedelta-likenatureofthecorre-

lation function.To understand thispoint,oneneedsto go back to Eq.(19)

which shows that the partialgenerator K 4(x) is an integralofthe fourth

ordered cum ulantofthe random m atrix (13). Aspointed outin Sec.3,an

ordered cum ulantdi�ersfrom an ordinary onebecausethem atricesM (x)do

notcom m ute fordi�erentvaluesofx.In the specialcase when the correla-

tion function hastheform (32),however,theintegrand in Eq.(19)vanishes

unless allintegration variables are equalto x. Consequently,the m atrices

in (19)com m uteand theordered cum ulantreducestoan ordinaryone,which

iszero becauseoftheGaussian assum ption.Actually,thisreasoning can be

extended to allgeneratorsK n(x)with n > 2 and oneisthusled to thecon-

clusion that,in thespecialcaseofGaussian whitenoise,theasym ptoticlim it

ofthegenerator(16)isexactly equalto

K = A + "
2
K 2: (35)

ThefactthatK 4(x)vanishesdoesnotautom atically im ply thatthefourth-

orderLyapunov exponentm ustbezero;howeveritispossible to prove that

thisisactually thecase by solving thesecularequation fortheexactgener-

ator(35).In thisway onearrivesattheresult

� = "
2
�2

8k2
� "

6
�3
2

128k6
+ o("6)

which showsthatno term oforderO ("4)arisesfrom thesecond-ordergener-

atorK 2 in thecaseofGaussian whitenoise.

Ifwedrop theGaussian assum ption,thefourth-ordergeneratornolonger

vanishes;however,assum ingthatthefourth cum ulanthastheform (31),one

16



�ndsthatthenon-Gaussian term (30)iszero.W earethusled totheconclu-

sion that,in the case ofwhite noise,alleigenstatesofEq.(1)are localised,

because the second-orderLyapunov exponent(33)isstrictly positive forall

valuesofthe wavevectork. However,the speci�c nature ofthe correlations

preventsquadruplescatteringsofelectronsfrom producing any netdestruc-

tive orconstructive interference e�ecton the wavefunction,so thatneither

an enhancem entnora reduction oflocalisation show up in the fourth-order

approxim ation.

4.2 Exponentially decaying correlations

W enow turnourattentiontothecaseofdisorderwithexponentiallydecaying

correlations.Speci�cally,we assum e thatthetwo-pointcorrelation function

and thefourth-ordercum ulanthavetheform

�2(x)= �2exp(� �2jxj) (36)

and

� 4(x;y;z)= �4exp[� �4(jxj+ jyj+ jzj)]: (37)

In Eqs.(36)and (37),theconstants�� 12 and �� 14 representtherangeofthe

correlation function and ofthe fourth cum ulant,respectively;note thatthe

two param etersm ay bedi�erent.

Inserting the binary correlator (36) in Eq.(22), one obtains that the

second-orderLyapunov exponentis

�2(k)=
�2

4k2

�2

4k2 + �22
: (38)

Thisresultcon�rm sthegeneralrulethatrandom potentialswith short-range

correlations produce localisation ofallthe electronic eigenstates (with the

possible exception ofa discrete setofextended states). Note thatthe Lya-

punovexponent(38)tendstozeroin thelim it�2 ! 0:physically,thism eans

thatthe localisation ofthe electronic statesbecom esweakerand weakeras

the range ofthe disordercorrelationsstretches overincreasingly largerdis-

tances.In the oppositecase,i.e.when therangeofthecorrelation function

tendsto zero,one can recoverfrom Eq.(38)theresult(33)already derived

forthewhite-noisecase.M oreprecisely,oneobtainsthewhite-noiseexpres-

sion ifthe lim it�2 ! 1 istaken while keeping constantthe integralofthe
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second m om ent:
R
+ 1

� 1
�2(x)dx = ~�2.Thiscondition im pliesthatthecorrela-

tion strength �2 m ustscaleas�2 = ~�2�2=2;when thisrelation issatis�ed,the

second-orderLyapunov exponent(38)reducesto the white-noise form (33)

for�2 ! 1 .

Thebinary correlator(36)also determ inestheform oftheGaussian part

ofthe fourth-orderLyapunov exponent. Forx > 0 the functions(28)take

theform

’c(k;x) =
�2

4k2 + �22
[�2cos(2kx)� 2ksin(2kx)]exp(� �2x)

’s(k;x) =
�2

4k2 + �22
[2kcos(2kx)+ �2sin(2kx)]exp(� �2x);

correspondingly,Eq.(29)becom es

�
(G )

4 (k)=
�2
2

4

�2(�
4
2
+ 22k2�2

2
+ 48k4)

k4(�22 + k2)(�22 + 4k2)
3

(39)

Thisresultcoincideswith theexpression obtained in Ref.[15]forthefourth-

orderterm oftheinverselocalisation length (7);an im portantconsequenceof

Eq.(39),therefore,isthattheidentity ofthelocalisation lengths(6)and (7)

isnotrestricted tothesecond order,butholdsatleastup tothefourth order

when disorderisweak and Gaussian and thecorrelation function hastheex-

ponentialform (36).Thiscoincidencefurthercorroboratestheconclusionsof

subsection 2.2aboutthesubstantialequivalenceofthegeneralised Lyapunov

exponents(6)and (7).

To com plete the discussion ofthe fourth-order approxim ation,we have

to com pute the non-Gaussian term (30)when the fourth cum ulanthasthe

form (37).A straightforward calculation leadsto

�
(N G )

4 (k)=
15�4

8

�4

k2(�24 + k2)(�24 + 4k2)(9�24 + 4k2)
(40)

An im portantconclusion which can bedrawn from Eq.(40)isthatthenon-

Gaussian characterofthedisorderproducesan enhancem entoflocalisation.

Thisincreasem ay benegligiblein thepresentcase,becausethesecond-order

Lyapunov exponent(38)nevervanishes;thatisnotthecase,however,when

long-rangecorrelationsofthepotentialcom einto play,aswe willdiscussin

thenextsection.
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Considered together,Eqs.(39)and (40)show thattheGaussian and non-

Gaussian partsofthe fourth-orderLyapunov exponentare both decreasing

functionsofthewavevectork,with thesam easym ptoticbehaviourforlarge

values ofk. This im plies that the relative im portance ofthe two term s is

determ ined only by therelativem agnitudeofthecum ulantstrengths�2 and

�4 and ofthedecay constants�2 and �4;when thecorresponding param eters

areofofthesam eorderofm agnitude,neithercom ponentofthefourth-order

Lyapunov exponent dom inates the other. Com paring Eq.(38) with (39)

and (40),one can also observe that for large values ofk the second-order

Lyapunov exponent decays as �2(k)/ 1=k4,whereas the fourth-ordercor-

rection vanishes as �4 / 1=k8. This shows how the Born approxim ation

becom esm oreand m oreaccurateastheenergy oftheelectronsisincreased,

in agreem entwith the generalprinciple thatelectrons ofhigherenergy are

lesssensitive to thedetailsoftherandom potential.

Eqs.(39)and (40)also show thattheboth partsofthefourth-orderLya-

punov exponent tend to vanish when the correlation lengths �� 12 and �
� 1

4

tend sim ultaneously to in�nity,asonecan expectconsidering thatthelocal-

isation e�ectsbecom e lesspronounced asthe range ofdisordercorrelations

is increased. Note,however,that the two localisation lengths need notbe

equal;in particular,itispossibletoconsiderthecaseofastrongly correlated

potentialforwhich thecorrelation function isconstantin space(i.e.,�2 = 0)

and the spatialvariation ofdisorder only shows up through the fourth cu-

m ulant(37)with �4 > 0.In thiscasetheterm s(38)and (39)vanish and the

inverselocalisation length coincideswith thenon-Gaussian com ponent(40).

Finally,we observe thatthe two parts(39)and (40)ofthe fourth-order

Lyapunov exponenttend to zero in thewhite-noiselim it,in agreem entwith

theresultsoftheprevioussubsection,ascanbeseenbytakingthelim its�2 !

1 and�4 ! 1 (withtheconstraints
R
�2(x)dx = ~�2 and

R
� 4(x1;x2;x3)d

3x =

~�4).

5 D isorder w ith long-range correlations

In thissection,wefocusourattention on thecaseofdisorderwith long-range

correlations;m oreprecisely,weconsiderapotentialwith correlation function

oftheform

�2(x)= �2
sin(2kcx)

x
: (41)
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Thecorrelator(41)issubstantially di�erentfrom thoseconsidered in thepre-

vioussection,becauseitlacksany�nitelength scalebeyond which itbecom es

negligible;aswewillsee,thisfeaturestrongly altersthelocalisation proper-

tiesoftheelectronicwavefunctions.To enhance thephysicalunderstanding

ofthe problem ,we willanalyse �rstthe physicalpropertieswhich descend

from thespeci�cform (41)ofthetwo-pointcorrelation function,postponing

thediscussion ofnon-Gaussian e�ectsuntiltheend ofthissection.

Asa consequence oftheslow decay ofthefunction (41),greatattention

m ustbepaid when applyingtheform alism developed in Sec.3tothepresent

case.In fact,in thederivation ofthegeneralresultsofSec.3weavoided any

m athem aticalinconsistency byconveniently assum ingtheexistenceofa�nite

correlation length;one could therefore question the chevalierapplication of

the generalform ulae (22)and (29)to a case in which no correlation length

can be properly individuated and condition (4) is not satis�ed. To avoid

thesedi�culties,wewillstudy long-rangecorrelatorsoftheform (41)asthe

lim itcasefor� ! 0+ ofthem oregeneralcorrelation function

�2(x)= �2
sin(2kcx)

x
exp(� �x): (42)

Sincethecorrelator(42)decaysexponentially for� > 0,theresultsofSec.3

can besafelyused forthism odel;thelocalisation propertiesfortheparticular

case(41)can then bededuced by discussing thelim itform oftheLyapunov

exponentfor� ! 0+ .

Having de�ned ourapproach,wecan proceed to derive thesecond-order

Lyapunov exponentforthe correlation functions(42)and (41).To sim plify

the m athem aticalform ofthe resultsand getrid ofabsolute value signs,in

the restofthissection we willsuppose thatk > 0.Thisisnota restrictive

hypothesis,because the wavevector k enters m odel(1)only via the energy

E = k2 which isan even function ofk;consequently,theLyapunov exponent

isalso even in k.

Inserting (42)in Eq.(22),oneobtains

�2(�;k)=
�2

8k2

(

arctan

"
4�kc

�2 + 4(k2 � k2c)

#

+ ��
�

4k2c � 4k2 � �
2
�
)

(43)

where�(x)isthestep function de�ned as

�(x)=

(
1 if x > 0

0 if x � 0
:
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In thelim it� ! 0+ expression (43)becom es

�2(k)=

8
<

:

�2�

8k2
for 0< k < kc

0 for kc < k
(44)

Thebehaviourofthesecond-orderLyapunov exponent(43)and (44)isrep-

resented in Fig.1.

Figure1:Second-orderLyapunov exponent
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Note that the lim it � ! 0+ entails a sharp qualitative change in both

the correlation function and the second-orderLyapunov exponent. Forthe

correlation function,the lim it � ! 0+ brings about a transition from an

exponentialto a power-law decay;correspondingly,thestrictly positiveLya-

punovexponent(43)isconverted in theinverselocalisation length (44)which

vanisheswhen thewavevectork exceedsthecriticalvaluekc.Com paring ex-

pressions (43)and (44),therefore,one can conclude thatthe passage from

a disorderwith �nite-rangecorrelationsto a disorderwith long-rangecorre-

lationscausestheem ergenceofa continuum ofdelocalised states,separated

by a m obility edgefrom thelocalised ones[4].

Thisisobviously an im portantconclusion,because itshowsthata kind

ofAnderson transition can occur in 1D disordered m odels; however,it is
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notcom pletely satisfactory,because itisvalid only within the lim itsofthe

second-orderapproxim ation.M oreprecisely,onecannotlabelas\extended"

thestatesfork > kc withouta certain m argin ofam biguity,becausethefact

thatthe second-orderterm (44)vanishesdoesnotguarantee thatthe sam e

betrue forallhigher-orderterm softhe Lyapunov exponent.Itistherefore

im possibleto ascertain on thebasisofEq.(44)whethertheelectronicstates

fork > kc are really extended or,rather,localised in a di�erentform oron

a m uch largerspatialscale than thestatesfork < kc.To shed lighton this

point,itisusefulto determ ine the fourth-orderLyapunov exponent(29)in

thecaseoflong-rangecorrelationsoftheform (41).Oncem ore,wewill�rst

com putethefourth-orderterm (29)forthecorrelator(42)and then we will

usethisresultto study thelim it� ! 0+ .

W hen the two-point correlation function has the form (42),the func-

tions(28)becom e

’c(k;x) =
�2

2
Im fE 1[�x � i2(k+ kc)x]� E1[�x� i2(k� kc)x]g

’s(k;x) =
�2

2
Ref� E1[�x� i2(k+ kc)x]+ E 1[�x� i2(k� kc)x]g;

whereE 1(z)istheexponentialintegralde�ned in thecom plex planeby

E 1(z)=

Z
1

z

e� t

t
dt with jargzj< �

(see,e.g.,[16]).Correspondingly,theGaussian partofthefourth-orderLya-
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punov exponenttakestheform

�
(G )

4 (�;k) =
�2
2

4k4

(
1

16

"
�

�2 + 4(k� kc)
2
�

�

�2 + 4(k+ kc)
2

+
1

k

�

�1(k)+
�

2
s3(k)

��

ln
�2 + 4(k+ kc)

2

�2 + 4(k� kc)
2

�
�

8

"
1

�2 + 4k2c
+

1

�2 + 4(k+ kc)
2

#

ln
�2 + (k+ 2kc)

2

�2 + k2

�
�

8

"
1

�2 + 4k2c
+

1

�2 + 4(k� kc)
2

#

ln
�2 + (k� 2kc)

2

�2 + k2

�
1

2

k+ kc

�2 + 4(k+ kc)
2

�

�1(k)+ �3(k)+
�

2
s3(k)

�

+
1

2

k� kc

�2 + 4(k� kc)
2

�

�1(k)+ �4(k)+
�

2
s3(k)+ �s2(k)

�

+
kc

�2 + 4k2c

�

2�1(k)� �2(k)+ �s3(k)�
�

2
s1(k)

�

+ F�(k)

)

(45)

wherethefunctions�i(k)arede�ned as

�1(k) =
1

2
arctan

4�kc

�2 + 4(k2 � k2c)

�2(k) =
1

2
arctan

4�kc

�2 + k2 � 4k2c

�3(k) = arctan
2�kc

�2 + k2 + 2kkc

�4(k) = arctan
2�kc

�2 + k2 � 2kkc

and thesym bolssi(k)representthestep-functions

s1(k) =

(
1 if �2 + k2 � 4k2c < 0

0 otherwise

s2(k) =

(
1 if �2 + k2 � 2kkc < 0

0 otherwise

s3(k) =

(
1 if �2 + 4(k2 � k2c)< 0

0 otherwise
:
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Finally,thefunction F�(k)which appearsin ther.h.s.ofEq.(45)isde�ned

by theintegralrepresentation

F�(k)=
1

�22k

Z
1

0

�2(x)[’c(0;0)� ’c(0;x)]sin(2kx)dx: (46)

Fork > 2kc thefunction (46)can beexpressed through theseries

F�(k) =
1

2k

1X

n= 1

(� 1)n

n2

8
<

:

"
�2 + 4k2c

�2 + 4(k+ kc)
2

#n

2

cos(n�1)

�

"
�2 + 4k2c

�2 + 4(k� kc)
2

#n

2

cos(n�2)

9
=

;
sin(n�0)

(47)

where

�0 = arctan
2kc

�

�1 = arctan
2(k+ kc)

�

�2 = arctan
2(k� kc)

�
:

Fork <
q

k2c + �2� kc,thefunction F(k)can berepresented inthealternative

form

F�(k)=
1

4k
arctan

 
2kc

�

!

ln
�2 + 4(k+ kc)

2

�2 + 4(k� kc)
2
+ G �(k)

whereG �(k)istheseries

G �(k)=
1

2k

1X

n= 1

(� 1)n

2n
cn

( "
(k+ kc)

2

�2 + k2c

#n

�

"
(k� kc)

2

�2 + k2c

#n)

(48)

with coe�cients

cn =

1X

l= 0

1

2n + l

0

@
�

2
q

�2 + k2c

1

A

l

sin

"

(2n + l)arctan

 
kc

�

! #

:

Notethat,when � �
p
8kc,theconvergenceregionsoftheseries(47)and(48)

overlap,so thatthere is no need to use the integralrepresentation (46)to
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com pute the valuesofthe function F�(k);the integral(46)m ustbe evalu-

ated only if� <
p
8kc and for those values ofk com prised in the interval

q

k2c + �2 � kc < k < 2kc.

Thebehaviourofthefourth-orderLyapunov exponent(45)isrepresented

fork < 2kc in Figs.2 and 3,and fork > 2kc in Fig.4. Asshown by the

Figure2:Fourth-orderLyapunov exponentfork < 2kc and � � kc
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�gures,forlargevaluesof� thefourth-orderLyapunov exponentisasm ooth

and decreasing function ofk,assum ing sm allbutpositivevalueseverywhere

(except,ofcourse,than in thelow-energy lim itk ! 0,wheretheresultsare

notvalidbecausetheweakdisordercondition(5)isnolongersatis�ed).Phys-

ically thism eansthat,when thecorrelation rangeofthedisordered potential

isshort,thefourth-orderLyapunovexponent(45)isanegligiblecorrection to

thesecond-orderterm (43).Thebehaviourof�
(G )

4 (�;k)becom esm orecom -

plex forsm allvaluesof�.First,thefunction loosesitsm onotonicbehaviour

and even starts to assum e negative values in an intervalcom prised within

the range 0 < k < kc. Note thatthe fourth-orderterm can becom e nega-

tiveaslong asthesecond-orderterm ispositive;physically,thism eansthat

the fourth-order term reduces the localisation e�ect. Finally,for � � kc,

the function �
(G )

4 (�;k) develops a pronounced negative m inim um in a left
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Figure3:Fourth-orderLyapunov exponentfork < 2kc and � � kc
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Figure4:Fourth-orderLyapunov exponentfork > 2kc
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neighbourhood ofkc and a sharp positivepeak in a rightneighbourhood kc.

Forvaluesofk close to kc,therefore,the fourth-orderterm can representa

conspicuouscorrection to the leading term when � � kc;since in thislim it

thesecond-orderterm tendsto assum ethediscontinuousform (44),onecan

conclude thatthe e�ectofthe fourth-ordercorrection isthatofsm oothing

theLyapunov exponentin theregion k ’ kc.

Theexpression ofthefourth-orderLyapunov exponent(45)isquitecom -

plicated,butitsim pli�essigni�cantly in thecaseofgreatestinterest,i.e.,in

thelim it� ! 0+ ,when ittakestheform

�
(G )

4 (k)=

8
>>>>>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>>>>>:

�2
2

4k4

2

4
�

32k
ln

 
k+ kc

k� kc

! 2

�
�

8

k2 + kkc+ k2c

kc(k
2
c � k2)

+ F0(k)

# for 0< k < kc

�2
2

4k4

"
�

8

2kc� k

kc(k� kc)
+ F0(k)

#

for kc < k < 2kc

0 for 2kc < k

: (49)

Thefunction (49)isplotted in Figs.5and 6. In Fig.5thegraph of�
(G )

4 (�;k)

Figure5:Fourth-orderLyapunov exponentfor� = 0
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Figure6:Fourth-orderLyapunov exponentfor� = 0 and k > kc

10

�10

10

�8

10

�6

10

�4

10

�2

1

10

2

1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2

l

o

g

1

0

�

�

(

G

)

4

(

k

)

=

�

2

2

�

k=k




with � = 10� 2kc isalso plotted forcom parison.Ascan beseen from Fig.5,

the fourth-order Lyapunov exponent (49) displays a qualitative behaviour

closeto thatofthecorresponding term (45)forsm allvaluesof�.Thereare

twom ain di�erences,though:�rst,thefourth-orderLaypunov exponent(49)

isstrictly zero fork > 2kc and,second,itdivergesfork ! kc.

Thisdivergencem ustbedisregarded,however,becausethelim it� ! 0+

cannotbe legitim ately taken in a neighbourhood ofk = kc. To understand

thispointwerecallthat,aspointed outin Sec.3,theexistenceoftheasym p-

toticgenerators(20)cannotbetaken forgranted when onedropstheassum p-

tion thata �nitecorrelation length exists.In thepresentcase,a problem of

this kind arises forthe second-order asym ptotic generator (17)which can-

notbe de�ned fork = kc in the lim it� ! 0+ . In fact,ascan be deduced

from form ula(18),them atrix elem ent(K 2)31 ofthesecond-orderasym ptotic

generatoris proportionalto the sine transform ofthe correlation function.

The sine transform ofthe correlator(42)isa well-behaved function aslong

as� > 0;in the lim it� ! 0+ ,however,itdiverges fork = kc. Asa con-

sequence,thegeneralform ulae(29)and (30)can beapplied to thestudy of

disorderwith long-range correlations(41)only forwavevectors k which are

notclose to the criticalvalue kc. W e can thus conclude thatform ula (49)
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describes the correctbehaviourofthe fourth-orderLyapunov exponentev-

erywhere,except that in a sm allneighbourhood ofkc. (Strictly speaking,

thepreviousanalysisalso invalidatesthesecond-orderresult(44)fork ’ kc;

thisexpression,however,descends from form ula (22),which hasa broader

rangeofvalidity sinceitcan bederived with alternativem ethods[1]thatdo

notrequiretheexistence oftheasym ptoticgeneratorK 2.)

Havingestablished therangeofvalidityoftheexpression (49),wecan now

com m entthephysicalm eaning oftheresult.The�rstrem arkable aspectof

the fourth-orderLyapunov exponent(49)isthatittakespositive valuesin

the intervalkc < k < 2kc where the second-orderterm (44)vanishes. This

m eans that the inverse localisation length, which is a quadratic function

ofthe potentialfor k < kc,assum es a quartic form when the wavevector

exceedsthecriticalvaluekc.Thisfeatureclari�esthenatureofthetransition

which occursatk = kc:when the threshold iscrossed,the electronic states

continuetobeexponentially localised,butoverspatialscaleswhich arem uch

larger than those typicalofthe states with k < kc. The transition at kc,

therefore,doesnotbring a changefrom exponentiallocalisation to com plete

delocalisation,butan increase oforder O (1="2)in the spatialextension of

the electronic states. Since we are considering the case ofweak disorder,

"� 1,thisincreasecan behuge:thebold useofterm slike\m obility edge"

and \delocalisation transition" adopted in Ref.[4]isthusfully justi�ed.

A second relevant feature ofthe fourth-order Lyapunov exponent (49)

is that it vanishes for k > 2kc. This im plies that,when the potentialdis-

playslong-rangecorrelationsoftheform (41),asecond transition takesplace

at k = 2kc,with the electrons becom ing even m ore weakly localised. The

spatialextension ofthe electronic statesbeyond thissecond threshold can-

not be estim ated within the fourth-order approxim ation,which allows the

only conclusion thatfork > 2kc the inverse localisation length m ustbe an

in�nitesim aloforderO ("6)orhigher.

The em ergence ofa second threshold atk = kc isan e�ectofthe Gaus-

sian nature ofthe potentialthatwe have been considering up to now. The

situation is di�erent for non-Gaussian potentials,because in this case lo-

calisation is enhanced by the cum ulant-generated term (30). The speci�c

form ofthe non-Gaussian term (30) depends on that ofthe fourth cum u-

lantofthedisorder;to discussa concreteexam ple,wewillconsiderthecase

ofa random potentialwith correlation function and fourth cum ulantofthe

form s(41)and (37),respectively.Thefactthatthecorrelation function has

theform (41)im pliesthatallm om entsofthepotentialdecay slowly,so that
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itis correctto speak ofdisorderwith long-range correlationsatallorders.

On theotherhand,thenon-zero fourth cum ulant(37)m akesthefourth m o-

m entofthe potentialdi�erentfrom whatitwould be in the Gaussian case.

Sincethecum ulant(37)decaysexponentially,thefourth m om entofthepo-

tentialsigni�cantly di�ersfrom itsGaussian form only in a lim ited spatial

range(which can actually bevery sm allif�4 islarge);yetthisdi�erence,no

m atterhow sm all,isenough toinducethelocalisation ofallelectroniceigen-

stateswith k > 2kc with inverse localisation length equalto (40). W e can

therefore conclude that,in the case ofdisorderwith long-rangecorrelations

oftheform (41),non-Gaussian potentialsgeneratea strongerlocalisation of

theelectronsthattheirGaussian counterparts.

To conclude this section,we rem ark allthe results obtained so far for

the localisation ofelectrons in a disordered solid can be transposed to any

otherm odeldescribed by Eq.(1):in particular,theresultsofthissection can

be applied to the dynam icsofthe stochastic oscillator(8). In the language

appropriate to this m odel,the results ofthis section can be expressed by

saying that,when thestochasticperturbation ofthefrequency displayslong-

rangetem poralcorrelationsoftheform (41),thebehaviouroftheoscillator

can be dram atically altered by letting the unperturbed frequency k cross

som ecriticalthresholds.Speci�cally,theoscillatorisenergetically unstable,

with energy growing with the rate (44),for frequencies lower than kc. As

soon astheunperturbed frequency exceedsthevaluekc,however,theenergy

growth rate dropsby a factorO ("2)so thatthe energetic instability ofthe

oscillatorm anifestsitselfonly on long tim e scales. Finally,fork > 2kc the

oscillatorbecom eseven m ore stable,with a furtherreduction ofthe rate of

energy growth which m ay be at least oforder O ("2) or ofa sim ple factor

O ("0)depending on whetherthenoiseisGaussian ornot.

6 C onclusions

In thispaperwestudied thelocalisation propertiesof1D m odelswith weak

disorder,focusing ourattention on theroleplayed by spatialcorrelationsof

the random potentialin shaping the structure ofthe electronic states. Us-

ing a perturbative approach based on a cum ulant expansion technique,we

wereabletoderiveboth thestandard second-orderexpression fortheinverse

localisation length and a new result for the fourth-order correction. The

knowledge ofthe fourth-order term ofthe Lyapunov exponent m akes pos-
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sible to investigate the delocalisation transition which takesplace when the

disorderexhibitsspeci�c long-range correlations. The analysisofSec.5 re-

vealsthatthistransition consistsin asharp changeofthescaling law forthe

inverselocalisation length:when theelectronicwavevectorreachesa critical

value,theLyapunov exponentswitchesfrom a quadraticto a quarticdepen-

denceon thedisorderstrength " and,correspondingly,thespatialextension

oftheelectronicstatesincreasesby afactorO (1="2).In thecaseofGaussian

potentials,a second criticalvalue ofthe wavevector exists,beyond which

theelectronicstatesbecom eeven m oredelocalised,with Lyapunov exponent

� = o("4)for"! 0.

This additionaltransition is absent in the case ofnon-Gaussian poten-

tials,which cannotbedistinguished from theirGaussian counterpartsin the

second-order approxim ation but whose speci�c features em erge when the

description is brought to the re�ned fourth-order level. Speci�cally,non-

Gaussian potentialsshow theire�ectthrough the addition to the Gaussian

Lyapunov exponentofan extra term proportionalto thefourth cum ulantof

therandom potential.Thiscum ulant-generated term strengthensthelocal-

isation e�ectand m aintains the quartic scaling ofthe Lyapunov exponent.

Loosely speaking,the requirem ent thatthe disorder be Gaussian seem s to

actasaconstraintwhich reducesthedegreeofdisorderand thereforefavours

thedelocalisation oftheelectronicstates,in agreem entwith thegeneralprin-

ciple which links the degree ofrandom ness with thatoflocalisation ofthe

electronicstates.

From thispointofview,thispapercan beseen asa furtherstep towards

theconstruction ofa hierarchy ofdisordersaccording to thestrength ofthe

localisation e�ectsthey producein 1D m odels.In totallydisordered system s,

forwhich thepotentialhasnospatialcorrelation,allelectronicstatesareex-

ponentially localised;when thedegree,ifnotthestrength,ofthedisorderis

som ewhatreduced by the presence ofshort-rangecorrelationsofthe poten-

tial,a discretesetofextended statesm ay appear;�nally,when thepotential

exhibitsspeci�c long-range spatialcorrelationsand thusthe random nessof

the m odelis further dim inished,a continuum ofstates with large spatial

extension em erges. This paperclari�es the features ofthe extended states

which appearin the lastcase and showsthat,in the classofdisorderswith

long-rangecorrelations,Gaussian potentialsseem to be \lessrandom " than

non-Gaussian ones.
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