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A bstract

W e study the nature of electronic states In one-din ensional con—
tinuous m odels w ith weak correlated disorder. U sing a perturbative
approach, we com pute the Inverse localisation length Lyapunov ex—
ponent) up to tem sproportionalto the fourth power ofthe potential;
thism akespossbl to analyse the delocalisation transition which takes
place when the disorder exhibits speci ¢ long-range correlations. W e

nd that the transition consists In a change of the Lyapunov expo-—
nent, which switches from a quadratic to a quartic dependence on the
strength ofthe disorder. W ithin the fram ew ork ofthe fourth-order ap—
proxin ation, we also discussthe di erent localisation propertiesw hich
distinguish G aussian from non-G aussian random potentials.
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1 Introduction

In recent years, the Interest or onedim ensional (1D ) m odels with corre-
Jated disorder hasbeen steadily grow Ing, as it hasbecom e progressively clear
that correlations of the random potential can desply a ect the structure of
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the electronic eigenstates and endow 1D disordered m odels w ith far richer
transport properties than it was previously thought.

For a long tin e it was believed that 1D system s could not display com —
plex features like the m etal-insulator transition which takes place In three-
din ensional (3D ) m odels, since it was known that all oneelectron states
are localised in 1D system s w ith totally random potentials, regardless of the
strength of disorder (see QJ] and references therein) . Further research, how —
ever, led to the study of som e variants of the standard 1D A nderson m odel
which exhibited a discrete set of extended states (see, eg., B]) . A1l these
system s were characterised by random potentials with shortrange spatial
correlations, a feature absent from the original A nderson m odel where the
site energies are totally uncorrelated.

Eventually, the role of bongrange correlations was also investigated and
it was shown that this kind of correlations can produce a continuum of ex—
tended states 3]. This nding was corroborated by the work of Izrailev
and K rokhin who, using second-order perturbation theory, m anaged to es-
tablish an analytical relation between localisation length and potential pair
correlators, and used this resul to show how soeci ¢ Jong-range disorder cor-
relations lead to the appearance ofm obility edges in 1D discrete m odels {4].
An experin ental con m ation of this result was obtained by studying the
tranan ission ofm icrowaves In a single-m ode waveguide w ith a random array
of correlated scatterers {]. The results established n ] and §] for discrete
lattices were subsequently extended to continuousm odels and related to par-
allel phenom ena occurring in di erent elds like the propagation ofwaves in
random m edia Efo] and the dynam ics of classical stochastic oscillators [7:].

T he discovery that 1D disordered system s can display a m etaknsulator
transition analogous to the one which takesplace In 3D m odels constituted a
crucialadvancam ent for the understanding ofanom alous transport properties
of 1D random m odels. This theoretical progress is also relevant from the
technological point of view , because it paves the way for the construction of
1D devices w ith pre-determ ined m cbility edgeswhich can be used asw indow

Tters in electronic, acoustic, and photonic structures B]. The in portance of
the result m akes therefore highly desirable to reach a com plete com prehension
ofthe link between long-range correlations ofthe disorder and the appearance
of a continuum of extended electronic states In 1D m odels.

At the analytical level, our understanding of this problm rests on the
resultswhich were rst derdved In El:]. U nfortunately, both thiswork and the
ones that have llowed In s wake su ered from two m ain lin iations: the



disorder was supposed to be weak, so that a perturbative approach could be
applied, and all the analytical resuls were cbtained in the sscond-order ap-—
proxin ation. (T hese constraints were absent from the work [3] ofde M oura
and Lyra, but they drew their conclusions from num erical calculations and
did not provide any analytical insight on the delocalisation m echanisn .) An—
alytical calculations are greatly sin pli ed by truncating the expansion ofthe
Inverse localisation length to the second-order tem ; the m ain drawbacdk of
this choice is that it leaves open the question of the true nature ofthe states
of the \extended" phase. In fact, a vanishing second-order nverse localisa—
tion length can be related to various physical phenom ena: i can indicate
that the electronic states are com pletely delocalised, but it can also be a sign
of weak fomm s of Jocalisation, characterised by power-law decay of the elec-
tronic probability distribbution; nally, it isthe resul to be expected when the
spatial ranges of electronic states in the \extended" and \localised" phases
di er by orders ofm agniude.

T he present work constitutes an attem pt to partially rem ove the 1im its of
the previous analyses; In this study we still focus our attention on the case of
weak disorder but, w ith the help of a system atic perturbative technique, we
m anage to go beyond the second order approxin ation and cbtain analytical
results correct to the fourth order ofperturbation theory. By thisway we can
shed Iight on the true nature ofthe states that are classi ed as \extended" in
the fram ew ork ofthe second-order theory and we are also able to discuss the
di erenceswhich em erge at this re ned level of description between G aussian
and non-G aussian random potentials.

In the case of G aussian disorder w ith long-range correlations, it tums
out that the electronic states are exponentially localised on both sides of
the m cbility edge identi ed in K]; however, the dependence of their inverse
localisation length on the disorder strength changes from a quadratic to a
quartic form upon crossing the critical threshold. For weak disorder, this
in plies that electrons In the \extended" states can actually m ove over far
Jonger distances than the electrons which nd them selves n a \localissd"
state. The use of term s Iike \m obility edge" and \delocalisation transition"
is therefore legitin ate, provided that one kesps In m ind that the quali ca-
tion of \extended" m ust be understood as \localised on a large spatial scalke"
rather than \ocom pletely delocalissd". T he analysis of the localisation length
In the fourth-order approxin ation also reveals that, upon increasing the en—
ergy of the electrons, a second threshold appears, which ssparates the states
whose spatial extension scales w ith the inverse of the fourth power of the



potential from states that are characterised by an even weaker localisation
(Whose exact form cannot be ascertained w ithin the lim its ofthe fourth-order
approxin ation).

T he distinction between G aussian and non-G aussian disorder cannot be
discussed w ithin the fram ew ork of the second-order approxin ation, because
the second-order inverse localisation length only depends on the second m o—
m ent of the random potential, and di erences between G aussian and non-—
G aussian distributions only show up In the higher m om ents. A system atic
com putation ofthe higher-order termm s ofthe inverse localisation length, how —
ever, establishes a connection between the n-th tem of the expansion and
the corresponding n-th m om ent of the potential: therefore, the fourth-order
results cbtained in this work allow us a st analysis of the di erences be-
tween G aussian and non-G aussian disorder. Lifting the G aussian require—
m ent seam s to strengthen the localisation of electronic states, because the
fourth-order Inverse localisation length is ncreased by a new tem propor—
tionalto the fourth cum ulant ofthe random potential (cum ulants are speci ¢
com binations of the m om ents which vanish in the G aussian case but are oth—
erw ise non—zero) . Speci cally, we analyse in detail the di erence between a
G aussian potential w ith long-range binary correlations and a non-G aussian
potential w ith the sam e pair correlators but w ith a fourth-order cum ulant
having exponential decreasing fom : we nd that the non—zero cum ulant pro—
duces quartic localisation of all electronic states that lie beyond the second-
order m obility edge, thus w jping out the additional threshold that appears
In the G aussian case.

T his paper is organised as ollow s: in Sec.Z we give an exact fm ulation
of the problem and we de ne the m odel under study; In Sec. 3 we expose
the perturbative m ethod used and we give the general results for the second-
and fourth-order tem s of the localisation kngth. W e devote Sec. 4 to the
case of random potentialw ith short—range correlations; the problem of long—
range correlation is then discussed in Sec.§. F inally, we summ arise them ain
results and express our conclusions in Sec.§.

2 Fom ulation of the problem



21 De nition ofthe m odel

W e consider the 1D disordered m odel de ned by the stationary Schrodinger
equation
2

h
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where (x) represents the state of a quantum particke (\electron") ofm ass
m and energy E m oving in a continuous random potentialU (x). The din en—
sionless param eter " is introduced to m easure the strength of the disorder;
for the sake of sim plicity, In the rest of this paper we w ill adopt a system of
units n which h®=2m = 1. W e will set the zero of the energy scak at the
average value of the potential and we willassum e that E > 0 on this scale.

To com plkte the de nition ofthe system under study, the statisticalprop—
erties of the random potential m ust be precised. In the st place, we will
assum e that m odel (1) is spatially hom ogeneous in them ean; from them ath—
em atical point of view , this requirem ent im plies that the m om ents of U (x)
satisfy the nvariance condition

H &+ U+ )::U+ )i=H &)U X) :::U K,)1 )

for every spatial translation . In Eqg. (2), and throughout this paper, the
angular brackets denote the average over disorder realisations, or ensem ble
average. P roperty () in plies that the n—+th m om ent of the random potential
can depend only on the relative positions of the points (X1;xX,;:::;x,); this
allow s one to represent the n-point correlator as a function ofn 1 relative
coordinates according to the identity

n B iRk, 1) = D X)U R+ %)U R+ %) :::U X+ %, 1)1z 3)

O ur second basic assum ption on m odel 1) is that its average features do not
depend on the sign ofthe random potential, ie., that the physical properties
of the m odel are nvariant under the transform ation U (x) ! U ). Thisis
ensured by assum ing that all odd m om ents of the potential vanish

HJ 1)U (x2) :::U (X2p41)i= O:

F inally, for reasons ofm athem aticalconvenience, we w illsuppose thata nie
length scake L exists for the m odel (&) such that the statistical correlations
between the valuesU (x;) and U (x,) ofthe potentialbecom e negligible when



the distance ssparating the points x; and x, exceeds 1. For the particular
case of the twopoint correlation function this assum ption translates in the
condition

W &)U K)1" 0 for k1 %] L ; @)

m ore generally, the existence of a correlation length 1 im plies that the n—
point correlation functions HJ (x1)U (X,) :::U (x,) must satisfy the socalled

ntwogrupswih k; xJj L orx; and x5 belonging to di erent groups,
the average U (x;)U (%) :::U (X,) takes the value cbtained by averaging the
two di erent groups separately. To dealw ith the case of longrange corre-
lations, we will rst m ake use of the previous hypothesis and derive resuls
vald for any nie l.; when possbl, we willthen takethe Iimit 1. ! 1 .

Having thus de ned the statistical properties of the random potential,
we can prooeed to enunciate the m ost soeci ¢ assum ption about the m odel
under Investigation. In the follow ing, we w ill restrict our considerations to
the case of weak disorder, as de ned by the relation

"“H ®)U &)1 E?: ©)

and by the analogous conditions on the higher m om ents of the random po-
tential. N otice that, to ensure that condition (§) isvalid independently ofthe
soeci ¢ form ofthe function U (x), the param eter " m ust satisfy the condition
A
Eq. (@), together w ith the speci ed statistical properties of the random

potential and the assum ption ofweak disorder, com pltely de nesthem odel
under study. O ur goal consists in determ ining the spatial behaviour of the
solutions of Eq. (I); to this end it is necessary to give a precise de nition of
the key param eter known as localisation length.

2.2 Localisation length
To shed light on the localisation properties of model @), we will use as
an indicator of the localised or extended nature of the electronic states the
quantity
. 1 2 2 @ '

= lm — Inh “ ®)k*+ x)i; (6)
where the param eter k is related to the ekctronic energy by the relation
E = k?. In de nition (6) the wavefinction (x) can be supposed to be real,



so that no need arises to consider the com plex extension of the logarithm
function.

In this paperwe w illalw ays refer to the quantity @) as the inverse locali-
sation length or Lyapunov exponent, although this param eter ism ore usually
de ned through the expression

~ 1 2 2 @ .
= lim —hh x)k* + (x) 1i: (7)
x! 1 2X
T he param eters () and (%) di erin principle, butboth can beused e ectively
to ascertain the localised or extended character of the elctronic states: In
fact, they belong to the sam e fam ily of generalised Lyapunov exponents

Ly= lim ! h hj &)§fi9 ;
1 x

w hich were introduced long ago for the study of localisation in 1D disordered
m odels (see [§] and references therein) . In technicaltem s, Eq. {]) de nesthe
standard Lyapunov exponent L, whereas the param eter (§) is equalto the
\generalised Lyapunov exponent of order two" divided by a factortwo, =

L,=2. O ur preference for the de nition (6) of the nverse localisation length
over the possbl altemative }) stem s mainly from the fact that the st
choice m akes the study ofm odel (1)) m ore am enabl to analytical treatm ent.
The exact relation between the Lyapunov exponents (§) and 1) is not a
com pletely solved problem ; however, it is clear that the two a ne indicators

can be used equivalently to determ ine whether an eigenfunction ofEq. () is
Jocalised or not. Indeed, for delocalised states the altemative de nitions @)

and (]) give the sam e result, since both param eters vanish when the solutions
of Eq. {@) are extended. A s or exponentially Jocalised states, for the case of
Interest here, ie., that of weak disorder, one can prove that the Lyapunov
exponents (§) and (1) coincide at least to the second order of perturbation
theory [1]. In Sec.4 we w illcom e back to thispoint to show that the identity
seem s to hold also beyond the second-order approxin ation.

From the physical point of view, the di erence between the altemative
param eters (§) and f]) isperhapsbest understood ifthe problem ofelectronic
Jocalisation in model {I}) is re-de ned in tem s of the energetic instability of
a stochastic oscillator. In fact, the physical com prehension of the m odel (1)
can be enhanced by observing that solving the stationary Schrodinger equa—
tion ) is com plktely equivalent to studying the dynam ics of the classical



stochastic oscillator de ned by the H am iltonian

5 !
H=k %+i +"ki ©: 8)

2 2

The Ham iltonian @) represents an oscillator w ith frequency k perturbed by
a noie (b); the equivalence of this system with m odel Kl) can be seen by
considering that the dynam ical equation of the oscillator

ab) + k* @+ " ©)qb =0 ©)

coincidesw ith Eq. (I}) ifone identi es the electronic wavefunction (x) w ith
the orbit q(t) of the oscillator and if the noise (b)) is related to the random
potentialU x) by the identity

®)= UX=E: (10)

U nderlying the m athem atical equivalence ofEgs. (1)) and Q) is the phys-
ical parallelisn between the localisation of the quantum states ofm odel 1)
and the energetic instability of the stochastic oscillator @) [i, 10]. The con—
nection between the two phenom ena amn erges clearly if one w rites the Inverse
localisation length (6) in tem s of the dynam ical variables of the random
oscillator. T he Lyapunov exponent (@) can then be expressed as

. 1 2 2 .
= lin 4—t1nhk PO+ Lo i
and Interpreted as the growth rate of the average energy of the random
oscillator (8) . A posiive value of the param eter {6) can therefore be read
both as a sign of exponential localisation of the eigenstates ofm odel () and
as an indication that the stochastic oscillator (8) is energetically unstable.
A s forparam eter (_7,), it can be rew ritten In tem softhe oscillator variables
as 7
- , , T xE&+ )
= Iin lim h—dt:
T!1 10 g x (&)
In this form , the param eter (1) reveals itself as the exponential divergence
rate of nearby orbits, ie., as the Lyapunov exponent for the tra fctories of
the oscillator (8) . W e can conclude that the param eters {-6) and @) are both
grow th rates, m easuring respectively the Increase ofthe oscillator energy and
that of the distance between initially nearby oroits.



3 Perturbative expansion and general resuls

To com pute the Jocalisation length ), one needs to determ ine the asym p—
totic behaviour of h 2 (x)i and h ® x)i. A convenient way to achieve this
goal consists In deriving a detem inistic di erential equation for the average
squares of the wavefunction and of its derivative. To this end, we Introduce
the scaled derivative

and the vector 0
? (x)
uE) =& @) K
®x) &)
Taking the Schrodinger equation 1) as starting point, it iseasy to prove that
u (x) obeys the stochastic equation

—=@A+" ®B)uy; 11)

where (x) is the scaled potential {10) and the symbols A and B stand for
the m atrices

0 0 1
0 0 2k 0 0 0
A=8 0 0 2% and B=8% 0 0 2k%:
k k 0 kK 0 0

W e now need to replace the stochastic equation {11) w ith an ordinary di er-
ential equation for i (x)i; this can be done in the follow ng way. Fora xed
initial condition u (0) = uy, the average solution ofEq. {I1) can be fom ally
expressed as

i ®)i= Z (x)ug 12)

w ih 7 %
Z&)=exp @x) 1+ Hexp "™ &HIKA ;
0
where Texp indicates the T -ordered exponential and M (x) is the random

m atrix
M x)= K)exp( AX)B exp AX): 13)

D i erentiating both sides of Eq. (L2) one cbtains

dmi

= 7°&)u; (14)



on the other hand, by inverting the relation {12), one arrives at
U= 2 & &)i:

Substituting this result in the right-hand side (ths.) ofEq. {{4), one nally
obtains the desired equation for the average ofu x)
dmu x)i
dx

Forweak disorder (" ! 0), the generatorK (x) that appears in Eq. {15)
can be represented by an expansion In pow ers ofthe perturbative param eter "

= 2°®)Z ') x)i= K ®)h ()i as)

K x)= * "K o X): (1e)
n=0
Van Kampen [I1] and Terwiel [12] have shown that all partial generators
K, ®) can be expressed In tem s of speci ¢ com binations of the m om ents
of the random matrix (3) known as \ordered cumulants" and they have
provided a system atic set of rulesto construct them . A pplying Van K am pen’s
prescriptions to the present case, the zeroth-order generator tums out to have
the sin ple form
Ko= A

which corresponds to neglecting altogether the e ects of the weak random

potential. A s forthe rst-ordertem , it vanishes lke all odd-order generators
K 5n+ 1 X) because of the condition that the odd m om ents of U (x) be null
T he second-order generator is less trivial and represents the rst term where

the e ects of the random potential appear
z

X

K, &)= exp Ax) ; dxi M KM (x1)iexp ( A X): a7)

Straightforward passages allow to derive from this com pact expression the
m atrix elem ents ofK , (x), whose explicit form is

(ol 60 = B 00 = K2y 6= Kol 607 B2l 007 0
€ b = G 20 L eos Gy

Ko () = Kol 6= 5 T 1+ s @ky)ley

K.)y ) = k—lzzox , (¢) sin (2ky) dy a8)

10



w here the symbol , represents the twopoint correlator ofthe potentialU (x)
de ned by Eq. {3) . The fourth-order generator has a m ore com plex form and
depends both on the four-and the twopoint correlators of the potential

Ry Rxl sz
K4(X)= OdX]_ 0 dX2 0 dx3exp( A X)

™M &M ()M )M x3)i
M &M )M x)M (x3)i (19)
M &M )M x)M (x3)i

M &M (g)IM &1)M (x;)i]lexp A x)

The integrand ;n Eq. (19) isa non-trivialexam ple of ordered cum ulant; notice
that it di ers from an ordinary cum ulant because the m atrices M (x;) and
M x,) donotcommute forx; 6 x,. Theexplicit form ofthem atrix elem ents
ofK 4 (x) can beworked out from Eq. (L9); the expressions, however, are quite
lengthy and do not add m uch to the physical understanding of the problam ,
so thatwew illom it them here. In theory, theVan K am pen schem e allow sone
to com pute the tem s of the expansion ((6) to any desired order; in practice,
however, the Involved calculations becom e rather cum bersom e beyond the
second order. In this paper we w ill not consider termm s of higher order than
the fourth; w thin this approxin ation, we w illbe able to derive the standard
second-order localisation length and the rst correction to this result.

In principle, the generators K , (x) are functions of the spatial coordi-
nate x (and of the niial condition u (0) chosen to solve Eqg. (_1:]1)), but the
dependence on these factors dies out as soon as the condition x I is ful-

Tled [I1]. To detemn ine the asym ptotic behaviour of hu (x)i, therefore, we
need not bother with the spacedependent generators K ,, (x) but we have
only to consider their constant asym ptotic 1im its

Kn= lin Ky &): (20)
N otice that the existence of the asym ptotic generators £() ism athem atically
ensured by the su cient condition that the random potential U (x) possess
a nite correlation length 1.. This in plies that, when we relax this condition
In order to study the case of longrange correlations, we w ill have to pay
attention on whether the asym ptotic generators @0) continue to be well-
denedmnthelimit 1. ! 1 .

To sum up, on the basis of the previous considerations we can conclide
that, in orderto analysew ith fourth-orderaccuracy the asym ptotic behaviour

11



of i (x)i, we can legitin ately replace In Eq. (I5) the exact generator w ith
its asym ptotic and truncated fom

K x)’ A+ "K,+ "Kg,: (1)

The eigenvalue of the m atrix 1) w ith the largest realpart detemm ines the
exponential grow th rate of the vector hu (x)i and, consequently, the Inverse
localisation length {§). T he origihalproblam isthus reduced to that of soving
the secular equation of the m atrix @1)); determ ining the largest root of this
equation, one obtainsthat the desired inverse localisation length hasthe form

—_ 2 5+ n4 A+ 0(114)

and that the general expressions forthe term s , and 4 are

1 %1
2 k)= 2 o 2 (x) cos (Zkx)dx @2)
and
1 R Ry :
sk) = g5 o dX1 p&1) o dXp 2 () sin 2kxy)

+ g lngg 1 o, Oxdxedxs £ 4 (K15X1 + XpiXg T Xp + X3)
2 1) 2 ®3)]lcos(2kx,) cos@kx3)  cos kx + 2kx; + 2kx3)]
5 (X1 + X3) 5 Xy + x3) [00s @2kx, + 2kx,) cos Rkx, + 2kxs)
s @Pkx + 2kx, + 2kx3)] 5 (X1 + X+ X3) 5 X3)
[cos @Rkx + 2kx, + 2kxs3) cos (2kx,) cos 2kx + 2kx,)Ig
23)
where ! (x) is the Integration dom ain

! ®)= £&1;%2;%3) 10 %;0 x%;0 x;x+ x+x3 xXg:

Expression @2) reproduces the standard second-order ormula for the
Lyapunov exponent of model (1) (see, eg., [I]); the result shows that the
second-order inverse localisation length for an eigenstate with wavevector
k is proportional to the cosine transform of the binary potential correlator
taken at tw ice the value ofthe wave vector. N ot surprisingly, the fourth-order
Lyapunov exponent (23) has a m ore com plicated form , involving both sec—
ond and fourth m om ents of the potential. The increasing com plexiy of the
m athem atical form ulae re ects the di erent degree of sophistication of the
second- and ourth-order approxin ation scheam es. From the physical point

12



of view , this di erence is perhaps better understood if one visualises locali-
sation as an interference e ect (see, eg., IL3]). In the second-order (or Bom)
approxin ation, localisation is seen as an Interference phenom enon generated
by double scatterings of the electron at two points ssparated by a distance
over which the random potential has non-negligble correlations: hence the
connection between the second-order localisation length and the two-point
correlator established by ormula £2). The picture corresponding to the
second-order approxin ation, therefore, inclides an electronic wavefinction
(w ith wavevector k) which is scattered rst backward, generating a wave of
Intensity O (") and then is rescattered in the forward direction, w ith inten—
sity O ("?). To go beyond the Bom approxin ation, one must inclide the
Interference e ects produced by m ultiple scatterings in the analysis of locali-
sation. T he fourth-order approxin ation, for instance, takes Into account both
quadruple scatterings and couples of double scatterings. In the rst case, an
electronic wavefunction is scattered back and forth four tim es, generating
a orward-scattered wave of intensity O (") which interferes constructively
w ith the incom ing wave; in the case of doublk scatterings, one considers the
interference betw een tw o tw ice-scattered waves, each of intensity O ("?). This
is the reason why the termm  23) Involves the fourpoint potential correlator
aswell as various com binations of doubl products of tw o-points correlators.
Tom ake the result for the fourth-order term  23) m athem atically sin pler
and physically m ore transparent, it is opportune to express the fourth m o-
m ent ofthe potential in term s ofthe second m om ents and ofthe fourth-order
cum ulant, w riting

a X17Xp5X3) = 2 K1) 23 %)t X)) &3 %)

24
+ 2 X3) 22 X))+ 4 K17X25X3) @)

wherewehave used the symbol ,; to represent the fourth cumulant. Eq. 4)
represents the generalisation for non-G aussian disorder of the fam iliar iden—
tity which allow s one to express the fourth m om ent in term s ofthose of order
two in the G aussian case. In fact, in expression (24) the fourth moment is
given as the sum oftwo parts: the G aussian com bination of the second m o—
m ents and the cumulant, which represents the non-G aussian contribution
and vanishes In the Gaussian case. This interpretation of Eq. ©4) m akes
quite natural to distinguish two com ponents in the fourth-order Lyapunov
exponent and to w rite

G) NG)

ak)= 4 &+ 5 &) @5)

13



where the rst term in the rhs. of Eq. @5) represents the G aussian part
w hich depends only on the second m om ents ofthe random potential, whereas
the second tem is proportional to the cum ulant and constitutes the soe-
ci cm anifestation ofthe non-G aussian nature of disorder on the localisation
properties ofm odel (). Inserting 24) in ©mula £3) one obtains that the
explicit form s of the G aussian and non-G aussian tem s are

G) 1 Ry R, .
s K)= KSR O dx; 2 1) o dxy 2 (X2) sin 2kxy)

+ﬁ]jmx! 1 IXdxdx3 £ 2 R + X2) 2 K2 + X3)

[cos (Rkx ) cos(Rkxs)  cos (Rkx + 2kx,) cos (2kx, + 2kxs)] (26)
+ 2 X2) 2 &+ X+ X3) [oos (2kx;) cos (2kx3)
+ cos 2kx; + 2kx,) cos (Rkx + 2kx, + 2kxs3) (1 + cos Rkx,)) g
and
Z
MO gy = i dx,dx,dxs 4 (%13%1 + Xpi%; + Xp + X3)
4 2l Fadxedns 4 kX 27 %1 2 3 27

[os(@kx ) cos(kxs)  cosRkx + 2kx, + 2kxs)]:

The G aussian term  ©6) can be further sin pli ed with som e calculus work,
provided that the binary correlation finction decays quickly enough at in-—

nity, which is ensured by condition (). In this way one can lower the
din ensionality of the integral €6), reducing it to a much m ore m anageable

one-dim ensional Integral. Introducing the functions
Zq

"o k;ix) » () cos(Rky)dy
2 ; @8)

"skix) = 2 ) sin 2ky)dy
the nalexpression for the G aussian part of the fourth-order Lyapunov ex—
ponent can be w ritten in the fom
) 1, '
g k) = —="5k;i0) [ ck;0)+ 4" -(0;0)]
1%]{ Z .
— [ ck;i0)+ 2" . (0;0)] 2 ®)x cos (Zkx)dx
8k Z ) 0 29)
—' 5 k;0) > ®X)x sin (kx)dx
4 S 14
8]f Z1h 0 i
7. 0;%) < k;x)  '2(0;%) cosRkx) dx

+

+ -
4k4 o

A s Porthenon-G aussian tem  £7), the dim ensionality ofthe integral can—
not be Iowered w ithout form ulating som e speci ¢ hypothesis on the form of
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the cumulant 4. A change of variable, however, allow s one to cast expres—
sion @7) in the om
A Z Z
1 %1 1
V0 = S dy dz 4(ix;z)
k* o 0

x (30)
[cos(2ky) cos(Rkz 2kx) o0s(2kz)]

which ism ore convenient for our later use.

Fomulae ¢9) and (30) constitute the centralresult ofthis section. T hey
represent the general form of the G aussian and non-G aussian parts of the
furth-order Lyapunov exponent (28); by applying them to speci ¢ cases, we
willbe abl to perform an accurate analysis of the localisation properties of
m odel @l) .

4 D isorder w ith short range correlations

In this section, we analyse the localisation properties of random potentials
characterised by two di erent kinds of shortrange correlations: a delta—
correlated potential white noise) and a potentialw ith exponentially decaying
correlations.

41 W hite noise

A white noise is de ned as a random potential whose cum ulants have the
form

n ®iix2iiix, 1) = o &) &) & o1) (31)
(see,eg9., 14). mMEqg. 81) the , are constantswhich detem ine the strength

points (X;X+ X1;X+ Xy 115X+ X, 1)
Let us consider the G aussian case rst. In this case, all cum ulants vanish
except the seocond, which coincides w ith the correlation function

2 ®)= &)= 2 &): 32)

Substituting the binary correlator B2) in Eq. €4), one recovers the standard
result for the sscond-order nverse localisation length

2

2 k)= 8k2:

33)
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T o determm ine the fourth-order correction to this result, the rst step consists
in observing that in the case of white noise the functions §) take the form

8
> 0 for x> 0
rox) = =2 for x=0

7 5 or x< 0 (34)
,s(x) = 0

Substituting (2) and 4) in expression £9), one arrives at the conclusion
that the fourth-order G aussian correction is zero

2 k)= 0:

Thispeculiar resul is a consequence of the delta-like nature of the corre-
lation function. To understand this point, one needs to go back to Eq. (19)
which show s that the partial generator K 4 (x) is an integral of the fourth
ordered cum ulant of the random m atrix (13). A s pointed out i Sec.3, an
ordered cum ulant di ers from an ordinary one because them atricesM (x) do
not comm ute for di erent values of x. In the special case when the correla—
tion function has the om @2), however, the integrand in Eq. 19) vanishes
unless all integration varables are equal to x. Consequently, the m atrices
in @9) commute and the ordered cum ulant reduces to an ordinary one, which
is zero because of the G aussian assum ption. A ctually, this reasoning can be
extended to allgenerators K , (x) with n > 2 and one is thus led to the con—
clusion that, n the special case ofG aussian w hite noise, the asym ptotic lin it
of the generator (1§) is exactly equalto

K =A + "K,: (35)

The fact that K 4 X) vanishes does not autom atically in ply that the fourth—
order Lyapunov exponent m ust be zero; however it is possibl to prove that
this is actually the case by solving the secular equation for the exact gener-
ator 83). In this way one arrives at the result

3
— m2_2 w 2 4 O("6)

8k? 128k®

which chow s that no term of order O (™) arises from the second-order gener-
atorK , In the case of G aussian white noise.

Ifwe drop the G aussian assum ption, the fourth-order generator no longer
vanishes; how ever, assum ing that the fourth cum ulant has the form (31), one
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nds that the non-6 aussian term  @0Q) is zero. W e are thus kd to the conclu-
sion that, in the case of white noise, all eigenstates of Eq. (1) are Iocalised,
because the second-order Lyapunov exponent (33) is strictly positive for all
values of the wavevector k. However, the soeci ¢ nature of the correlations
prevents quadruple scatterings of electrons from producing any net destruc—
tive or constructive interference e ect on the wavefunction, so that neither
an enhancem ent nor a reduction of localisation show up in the fourth-order
approxin ation.

42 Exponentially decaying correlations

W enow tum ourattention to the case ofdisorderw ith exponentially decaying
correlations. Speci cally, we assum e that the twopoint correlation fiinction
and the fourth-order cum ulant have the fom

2 X)= sexp (1 2K) (36)

and
A (5y;2)= gexp [ 4 (KI+ I+ #II: @37)

Tn Egs. 3§) and 1), the constants , ' and , ' represent the range of the
correlation function and of the fourth cum ulant, regpectively; note that the
tw 0 param eters m ay be di erent.

Inserting the binary correlator (3§) in Eq. (22), one cbtains that the

second-order Lyapunov exponent is

2 2

2 K) = @m : (38)
Thisresult con m sthe generalrule that random potentialsw ith short—range
correlations produce localisation of all the electronic eigenstates with the
possble exosption of a discrete set of extended states). Note that the Lya-
punov exponent (38) tendsto zero nthelini , ! 0: physically, thism eans
that the localisation of the electronic states becom es weaker and weaker as
the range of the disorder correlations stretches over increasingly larger dis—
tances. In the opposite case, ie. when the range of the correlation fiinction
tends to zero, one can recover from Eq. (38) the result (33) already derived
for the whitenoise case. M ore precisely, one cbtains the white-noise expres-
sion ifthe Iimit , ! 1 istaken whik kesping constant the Integral of the
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second m om ent: R+11 5 X)dx = ~ . This condition In plies that the correla-
tion strength , mustscakas , = ~ ,=2;when thisrelation is satis ed, the
second-order Lyapunov exponent (38) reduces to the whitenoise form  @3)
for , ! 1.

T he binary correlator (36) also detem ines the form of the G aussian part
of the fourth-order Lyapunov exponent. For x > 0 the functions @8) take
the form

Tolix) = oo [2005@kx) 2k sin @) lexp ( ox)
" okix) = ngakoos@kxw 2 Sin @kx)]exp (%)

N

correspondingly, Eq. £9) becom es

2 ( 5+ 22k? 2+ 48k*)
K4 ( 2+ k2) ( 2+ 4k?)’

G)

2
g k)= f 39)

T his result coincides w ith the expression obtained in Ref. [1§] for the ourth—
order tem ofthe inverse Jocalisation length 7); an in portant consequence of
Eqg. 39), therefore, is that the identity of the Iocalisation lengths (§) and )
is not restricted to the second order, but holds at least up to the fourth order
when disorder isweak and G aussian and the correlation function has the ex—
ponentialform 3§). T his coincidence further corrcborates the conclusions of
subsection 2 4 about the substantial equivalence ofthe generalissd Lyapunov
exponents {:6) and G) .

To com plkte the discussion of the fourth-order approxin ation, we have
to com pute the non-G aussian term  (30) when the furth cumulant has the
form 7). A straightforward caloulation lads to

(NG)(k):154 4
! 8 k2( 2+ k2)( 2+ 4k2)(9 2+ 4k2)

(40)

An inportant conclusion which can be drawn from Eq. Q) is that the non-
G aussian character of the disorder produces an enhancam ent of Jocalisation.
T his Increase m ay be negliglblk In the present case, because the second-order
Lyapunov exponent (38) never vanishes; that is not the case, however, when
long-range correlations of the potential com e into play, as we w ill discuss in
the next section.
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C onsidered together, Egs. 9) and (40) show that the G aussian and non—
G aussian parts of the fourth-order Lyapunov exponent are both decreasing
finctions of the wavevector k, w ith the sam e asym ptotic behaviour for large
values of k. This in plies that the relative in portance of the two tem s is
determm ned only by the relative m agnitude of the cum ulant strengths , and

4 and ofthe decay constants , and 4; when the corresoonding param eters
are of of the sam e order ofm agnitude, neither com ponent of the fourth-order
Lyapunov exponent dom inates the other. Comparing Eq. 3§) with 39)
and {40), one can also cbserve that for large values of k the second-order
Lyapunov exponent decays as , k) / 1=k*, whereas the Purth-order cor-
rection vanishes as , / 1=k®. This shows how the Bom approxin ation
becom esm ore and m ore accurate as the energy of the electrons is increased,
In agreem ent w ith the general principlk that electrons of higher energy are
Jess sensitive to the details of the random potential.

Egs. 39) and (40) also show that the both parts of the fourth-order Lya-
punov exponent tend to vanish when the correlation lengths ,' and ,°
tend sin ultaneously to In nity, as one can expect considering that the local-
isation e ects becom e lss pronounced as the range of disorder correlations
is Increased. Note, however, that the two localisation lengths need not be
equal; In particular, it ispossible to consider the case ofa strongly correlated
potential forwhich the correlation function is constant in space (ie., , = 0)
and the spatial varation of disorder only show s up through the fourth cu-
mulant 7) with 4> 0. In thiscase thetem s 38) and 89%) vanish and the
inverse Jocalisation length coincides w ith the non-G aussian com ponent @0Q).

F inally, we cbserve that the two parts 39) and (0) of the Purth-order
Lyapunov exponent tend to zero in the whitenoise lim i, in agreem ent w ith
the resu s oftheprevious subsectjon,éas can be seen by talﬁjng the lim its , !

1 and ;! 1 @Wihtheconstraints ,&)dx= ~and 4 (K;;X;%3)dx =

~g).

5 D isorder w ith long-range correlations

In this section, we focus our attention on the case ofdisorderw ith long-range
correlations; m ore precisely, we consider a potentialw ith correlation finction

of the form
sin (2kex) )

2 &)= (41)

X
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T he correlator (1)) is substantially di erent from those considered in the pre-
vious section, because it lacksany nite length scalebeyond which itbecom es
negligble; aswe w ill see, this feature strongly alters the localisation proper-
ties of the electronic wavefunctions. To enhance the physical understanding
of the problam , we will analyse rst the physical properties which descend
from the speci c orm (@1} of the two-point correlation finction, postponing
the discussion of non-G aussian e ects until the end of this section.

A's a consequence of the slow decay of the function (1), great attention
m ust be paid when applying the form alisn developed in Sec.3 to the present
case. In fact, in the derivation ofthe general results of Sec.3 we avoided any
m athem atical inoconsistency by conveniently assum Ing the existence ofa nite
correlation length; one could therefore question the chevalier application of
the general ormulae 22) and £9) to a case .n which no correlation length
can be properly individuated and condition @) is not satis ed. To avoid
these di culties, we w ill study long—range correlators of the form  (41] as the

Iimitcase or ! 0" ofthem ore general correlation finction
sin 2k x)
2 &) = e &P ( x): 42)

Since the correlator (42) decays exponentially or > 0, the results of Sec.i3
can be safely used forthism odel; the localisation properties for the particular
case (41) can then be deduced by discussing the Iim it form of the Lyapunov
exponent or ! 0.

Having de ned our approach, we can proceed to derive the second-order
Lyapunov exponent for the correlation functions (42) and (1). To sin plify
the m athem atical form of the results and get rid of absolute value signs, In
the rest of this section we w ill suppose that k > 0. This is not a restrictive
hypothesis, because the wavevector k enters m odel () only via the energy
E = k? which isan even fiinction ofk; consequently, the Lyapunov exponent
isalso even in k.

Inserting (42) n Eq. @2), one cbtains

( " # )
2 4 ke

= —2  arctan + ak% 4@ 2 43
gk o 2+ 4K> R) © “3)

2( 5k)

where (x) isthe step function de ned as

(
1 if x>0
x) =

0 fx O0°
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Inthelinit ! 0" expression (43) becomes
8

< 2 &r 0< k< k.
k)= _ 8k? (44)
0 for ko< k

T he behaviour of the second-order Lyapunov exponent (43) and {44) is rep—
resented in Fig.1T.

Figure 1: Second-order Lyapunov exponent
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Note that the Iimit ! 0" entails a sharp qualitative change in both
the correlation function and the second-order Lyapunov exponent. For the
correlation function, the lim it ! 0" brings about a transition from an

exponential to a power-aw decay; correspondingly, the strictly positive Lya—
punov exponent (43) is converted in the inverse localisation length @4) which
vanishes when the wavevector k exceeds the critical value k.. C om paring ex—
pressions @3) and {4), therefore, one can conclude that the passage from
a disorder w ith niterange correlations to a disorder w ith long-range corre—
lations causes the em ergence of a continuum of delocalised states, ssparated
by a m cbility edge from the Iocalised ones {#].

T his is cbviously an in portant conclusion, because it show s that a kind
of Anderson transition can occur in 1D disordered m odels; however, it is
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not com pletely satisfactory, because it is valid only w ithin the Iim its of the
second-order approxin ation. M ore precisely, one cannot label as \extended"
the states fork > k. without a certain m argin of am biguity, because the fact
that the second-order term  @4) vanishes does not guarantee that the sam e
be true for all higherorder temm s of the Lyapunov exponent. It is therefore
in possble to ascertain on the basis ofEq. {44) whether the electronic states
fork > k. are really extended or, rather, localised In a di erent form or on
amuch larger spatial scale than the states fork < k.. To shed light on this
point, it is usefiil to detem ine the Purth-order Lyapunov exponent 9) in
the case of long-range correlations of the om @1). Oncemore, we will rst
com pute the fourth-order term  29) for the correlator (@2) and then we will
use this result to study the Iim it ! 0.

W hen the twopoint correlation fiunction has the form {2), the func-
tions 8) becom e

P kix) = fﬂnfEl[x L2k+kx] Elx 2k Kxg

o kix) = fRef B [x Rk+kx]+E;[x 2k Kxlg;

where E | (z) is the exponential Integral de ned In the com plx plane by

Z, ¢
Ei(@@) = Tdt wih Jargzij<

z

(see, eg., L)) . C orrespondingly, the G aussian part of the fourth-order Lya-
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punov exponent takes the form
( "

G) 51
s (k) = — —
4k* 16 2+ 4k k)? 24+ 4k + ko)?
. 1 0+ —s & 24+ 4k+ ko)?
K 25 ® 2+ 4f k)2
B 1 . 1 2+ k+ 2k.)?
w 2+ 4K2 4+ 4k + ko)y 24+ k2
B 1 . 1 ]n2+<k 2k.)?
8 2+ 4k? ‘+ 4k k)? 2+ Kk?
T krk k) + 3k)+ =s3 k)
2 2+ 4K+ k)2 | sk * 7S
+ 1 k_k k) + k)+ —s3k)+ k)
2 2+ 4k k)2 * 2 = )
ke
Tllkg 2 1 (k) 2 k) +  s3(k) Esl(k) + F k)
45)

where the functions ; (k) are de ned as

1 4 %
k) = jaman 4K2 R)
»k) = arctan 2+iZ]ic2kkc
af) = amtan 2+i2kczkke

and the symbols s; (k) represent the step-functions
(

1 if Z+k* 4€<0
sik) = 0 otherw ise
(
o k) = 1 if 2+k* 2kk<O
2 0 otherw ise
(
6 k) = 1 if *+4k> K)<O
3 0 otherw ise
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F inally, the function F (k) which appears in the rh s. ofEq. 43) isde ned
by the integral representation
1 %1
F k)= 7K, 2 ®) [ c0;0) 'c(0;x)]sn kx)dx: (46)
2
Fork > 2k, the function #6) can be expressed through the series
8 "

#n
P - 1% (s ? + 4k? " s 1)
2k __, n? 24+ 4k+ k)? 1
" #n 9 47)
A s ), s o)
oS sin (h
2+ 4k k)2 2 °
where
2k¢
o = arctan
2K+ ko)
1 = a —
2
2 = arctani(k ]%):

Fork< kZ+ 2 k,thefunctionF (k) can be represented In the altemative
form |

1 2k, 24 4k + k)2
F (k)= — arctan In + G (k)
4k 2+ 4k k)?
where G (k) is the series
(" # nw #)
6 w= L * (17 k+ k)" ok k2 u8)
2k __, 2n @ 2+ k2 2+ k2
w ith coe cients
0 1 1] |
2 1 1 c.#
c, = ¢ o A sn @n+ larctan —

Loén+1l 2 2 4 k2

p_— . .
N ote that, when 8k, the convergence regions ofthe series @) and {48)
overlap, so that there is no need to use the integral representation {4) to
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com pute the values of the function F - k); the integral f44) must be evalu-
ated only if < 8k, and for those values of k com prised in the interval
k2+ 2 k< k< 2k.
T he behaviour of the fourth-order Lyapunov exponent ¢5) is represented
fork < 2k, in Figs.2 and 3, and fork > 2k, in Fig.4. As shown by the

Figure 2: Fourth-order Lyapunov exponent fork < 2k. and k
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gures, for large valuesof the fourth-order Lyapunov exponent isa sm ooth
and decreasing function ofk, assum ing sm allbut positive values everyw here
(except, of course, than In the ow-energy Iimit k ! 0, where the resuls are
not valid because the w eak disorder condition () isno longersatis ed). Phys-
ically thism eans that, w hen the correlation range ofthe disordered potential
is short, the Purth-order Lyapunov exponent {45) is a negligible correction to
the second-order term (-{l:?;) . The behaviour of f : ( ;k) becom esm ore com —
plkx for an allvaluesof . First, the function looses itsm onotonic behaviour
and even starts to assum e negative values in an Interval com prised w ithin
the range 0 < k < k.. Note that the fourth-order temtm can becom e nega—
tive as long as the ssocond-order tem  is positive; physically, thism eans that
the Pourth-order term reduces the localisation e ect. Finally, for Ky
the function f) ( ;k) develops a pronounced negative m ininum n a keft

25



F igure 3: Fourth-order Lyapunov exponent fork < 2k. and k
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Figure 4: Fourth-order Lyapunov exponent fork > 2k,
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neighbourhood of k. and a sharp positive peak In a right neighbourhood k..
For values of k close to k., therefore, the fourth-order term can represent a
conspicuous correction to the kading term when k.; since in this lin it
the second-order term tends to assum e the discontinuous form  {44), one can
conclude that the e ect of the fourth-order correction is that of sm oothing
the Lyapunov exponent in the region k 7 k..

T he expression ofthe furth-order Lyapunov exponent 45) is quite com —
plicated, but i sin pli es signi cantly in the case of greatest interest, ie., In

thelinit ! 0',when it takes the om
8 22 'y
24 k+ k.

4k* 32k k k

# Por 0< k< k¢
k? + kko+ k2

A

O A A o @9)
: 2Ke k+F(k) or k.< k< 2k
P o r C C
4kt 8k.k k) °
0 for 2k.< k

The function @) isplotted in Figs.§and§. InFig.§thegraphof ' ( ;k)

Figure 5: Fourth-order Lyapunov exponent for = 0
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Figure 6: Fourth-order Lyapunov exponent for = 0and k > k.
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wih = 10 %k, is also plotted for com parison. A s can be seen from Fig.,
the furth-order Lyapunov exponent (49) displays a qualitative behaviour
close to that of the corresponding term  {4%) for sn allvaluies of . There are
twom ain di erences, though: rst, the fourth-order Laypunov exponent (49)

is strictly zero fork > 2k. and, second, it diverges fork ! k..

T his divergence m ust be disregarded, however, because the Imit ! 0
cannot be legitin ately taken in a neighbourhood ofk = k.. To understand
thispoint we recall that, aspointed out in Sec.d, the existence of the asym p—
totic generators () cannotbe taken ©rgranted w hen one drops the assum p—
tion that a nite correlation length exists. In the present case, a problem of
this kind arises for the second-order asym ptotic generator (I']) which can-
notbede ned ork = k. nthelimi ! 0. In fact, as can be deduc=d
from omula {(§), them atrix elem ent K ,)3; ofthe second-order asym ptotic
generator is proportional to the sine transform of the correlation function.
The sine transom of the correlator (42) is a weltbehaved finction as Iong
as > 0;inthelmi ! 0, however, it diverges fork = k.. As a con—
sequence, the general ormulae 29) and 30) can be applied to the study of
disorder w ith long-range correlations (41) only for wavevectors k which are
not close to the critical value k.. W e can thus conclude that ormula (49)
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describes the correct behaviour of the fourth-order Lyapunov exponent ev—
eryw here, exospt that In a an all neighbourhood of k.. (Strictly speaking,
the previous analysis also invalidates the second-order result (@4) fork ’ k¢;
this expression, however, descends from fomula €2), which has a broader
range of validity since it can be derived w ith altemative m ethods {l] that do
not require the existence of the asym ptotic generatorK , .)

H aving established the range ofvalidity ofthe expression (49), we can now
com m ent the physicalm eaning of the result. The rst ram arkable aspect of
the fourth-order Lyapunov exponent 49) is that it takes positive valies in
the itervalk. < k < 2k. where the sscond-order tem (@4) vanishes. This
m eans that the inverse localisation length, which is a quadmatic function
of the potential for k < k., assum es a quartic fom when the wavevector
exceeds the critical value k.. T his feature clard esthe nature ofthe transition
which occurs at k = k.: when the threshold is crossed, the electronic states
continue to be exponentially localised, but over spatial scaleswhich arem uch
larger than those typical of the states with k < k.. The transition at k.,
therefore, does not bring a change from exponential localisation to com plete
delocalisation, but an increase of order O (1="?) in the spatial extension of
the electronic states. Sihce we are considering the case of weak disorder,
" 1, this Increase can be huge: the bold use of term s ke \m obility edge"
and \delocalisation transition" adopted in Ref. §] is thus fully Jjusti ed.

A seoond relevant feature of the fourth-order Lyapunov exponent (49)
is that it vanishes for k > 2k.. This in plies that, when the potential dis-
plays longrange correlations of the form (1), a second transition takesplace
at k = 2k, wih the electrons becom ing even m ore weakly localised. The
oatial extension of the electronic states beyond this second threshold can-
not be estin ated w ithin the fourth-order approxin ation, which allow s the
only conclusion that for k > 2k, the Ihverse localisation length must be an
in nitesin aloforder O ("®) or higher.

The am ergence of a second threshold at k = k. isan e ect of the G aus-
sian nature of the potential that we have been considering up to now . The
situation is di erent for non-G aussian potentials, because in this case lo—
calisation is enhanced by the cumulant-generated tem (3(). The speci c
form of the non-G aussian tem (G0) depends on that of the furth cumu-
lant of the disorder; to discuss a concrete exam ple, we w ill consider the case
of a random potential w ith correlation function and fourth cum ulant of the
form s @1) and @7), respectively. T he fact that the correlation function has
the form 1) in plies that allm om ents of the potential decay slow Iy, so that
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it is correct to speak of disorder w ith long-range correlations at all orders.
O n the other hand, the non-zero fourth cum ulant (37) m akes the fourth m o
m ent of the potential di erent from what i would be in the G aussian case.
Since the cum ulant (37) decays exponentially, the fourth m om ent of the po—
tential signi cantly di ers from its G aussian form only in a lim ited spatial
range (Which can actually be very an allif 4 is lJarge); yet thisdi erence, no
m atter how am all, is enough to induce the localisation of all electronic eigen—
states with k > 2k, with fnverse Jocalisation length equalto (40). W e can
therefore conclude that, n the case of disorder w ith long-range correlations
ofthe om {41), non-G aussian potentials generate a stronger localisation of
the electrons that their G aussian counterparts.

To conclude this section, we ram ark all the resulks obtained so far for
the localisation of electrons In a disordered solid can be transposed to any
otherm odeldescribed by Eq. (@) : In particular, the results of this section can
be applied to the dynam ics of the stochastic oscillator ). In the language
approprate to this m odel, the resuls of this section can be expressed by
saying that, when the stochastic perturbation ofthe frequency displays long—
range tem poral correlations of the orm  ¢1), the behaviour of the oscillator
can be dram atically altered by ltting the unperturbed frequency k cross
som e critical thresholds. Speci cally, the oscillator is energetically unstable,
w ith energy grow ing with the rate {44), for frequencies lower than k.. As
soon as the unperturbed frequency exceeds the value k., how ever, the energy
grow th rate drops by a factor O ("?) so that the energetic instability of the
oscillator m anifests itself only on long tin e scales. Finally, for k > 2k, the
oscillator becom es even m ore stable, w ith a further reduction of the rate of
energy growth which may be at least of order O (") or of a sin ple factor
0 (") depending on whether the noise is G aussian or not.

6 Conclusions

In this paper we studied the localisation properties of 1D m odels w ith weak
disorder, focusing our attention on the rolk played by spatial correlations of
the random potential in shaping the structure of the electronic states. U s
Ing a perturdbative approach based on a cum ulant expansion technique, we
were able to derive both the standard sscond-order expression for the inverse
localisation length and a new result for the fourth-order correction. The
know ledge of the fourth-order term of the Lyapunov exponent m akes pos—
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sible to Investigate the delocalisation transition which takes place when the
disorder exhibits speci ¢ Iongrange correlations. T he analysis of Sec. B re-
veals that this transition consists in a sharp change ofthe scaling law forthe
Inverse localisation length: when the electronic wavevector reaches a critical
value, the Lyapunov exponent sw itches from a quadratic to a quartic depen-
dence on the disorder strength " and, corresoondingly, the soatial extension
ofthe electronic states increasesby a factor O (1="?). In the case ofG aussian
potentials, a second critical value of the wavevector exists, beyond which
the electronic statesbecom e even m ore delocalised, w ith Lyapunov exponent
=oM™)or"! 0.

T his additional transition is absent In the case of non-G aussian poten—
tials, which cannot be distinguished from their G aussian counterparts in the
second-order approxin ation but whose speci ¢ features em erge when the
description is brought to the re ned fourth-order level. Speci cally, non—
G aussian potentials show their e ect through the addition to the G aussian
Lyapunov exponent of an extra tem proportional to the fourth cum ulant of
the random potential. T his cum ulantgenerated tem strengthens the local-
isation e ect and m aintains the quartic scaling of the Lyapunov exponent.
Loossly speaking, the requirem ent that the disorder be G aussian seem s to
act as a constraint w hich reduces the degree of disorder and therefore favours
the delocalisation ofthe electronic states, In agreem ent w ith the generalprin—
ciple which links the degree of random ness w ith that of localisation of the
electronic states.

From thispoint ofview, this paper can be seen as a further step towards
the construction of a hierarchy of disorders according to the strength of the
Jocalisation e ectsthey produce in 1D m odels. In totally disordered system s,
forwhich the potentialhas no spatial correlation, allelectronic states are ex—
ponentially localised; when the degree, if not the strength, of the disorder is
som ew hat reduced by the presence of short—range correlations of the poten—
tial, a discrete set of extended statesm ay appear; nally, when the potential
exhibits speci ¢ Iong-range spatial correlations and thus the random ness of
the m odel is further din inished, a continuum of states with large spatial
extension em erges. This paper clari es the features of the extended states
which appear In the last case and show s that, In the class of disorders w ith
Jong-range correlations, G aussian potentials seem to be \less random " than
non-G aussian ones.
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