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The spectralstatistics ofa Cayley-tree is num erically studied. The statistics are non-universal

due to the high ratio ofboundary sites. O nce the boundary sites are connected to each otherin a

way thatpreservesthelocalstructureofthetree theuniversalstatisticsofthespectra isrecovered.

A clear localization transition is observed as function ofon-site disorder strength,with a critical

disorder W c = 11:44
+ 0:08

� 0:04
and criticalindex � = 0:51

+ 0:05

� 0:04
. The value of� �ts nicely to its m ean

�eld value,while the value ofW c ispuzzling.

PACS num bers:

Thepropertiesofthe Anderson transition havegener-

ated m uch interest since it was �rst predicted [1]. The

transition ischaracterized by a lowercriticaldim ension,

believed to be equalto two,below which allstates are

localized for any am ount ofdisorder. Above the lower

criticaldim ension a transition between extended and lo-

calized states appears atsom e criticalvalue ofdisorder

(or energy). An upper criticaldim ension,above which

the transition m ay be described by a m ean �eld theory,

isnotwellestablished.

The Anderson transition is usually characterized by

two param eters. The criticaldisorderW c atthe m iddle

ofthe band (where W is the width ofthe distribution

from which the on-site energiesare drawn in the canon-

icalAnderson m odelde�ned in Eq.(1))and the critical

index �.ThedependenceofW c and � on thedim ension-

ality d has been the subject ofm any recent num erical

studies. For d = 3;4 the values are wellestablished -

W c � 16:5, � � 1:5 for d = 3 [2, 3]and W c � 35,

� � 1 ford = 4 [4,5]. The m ean �eld value ofthe crit-

icalexponentisequalto 1=2. Assum ing thatthe upper

criticaldim ension is equalto in�nity,an extrapolation

equation for� � 0:8=(d� 2)+ :5 wasproposed [4].Ver-

i�cation ofthisextrapolation wasobtained by studying

theAnderson transition forbifractalsystem ,whereitwas

dem onstrated thatd should be replaced by the spectral

dim ension ds. Sim ilarly,the criticaldisorderis also ex-

trapolated by W c � 16:5(d� 2)(again forbifractalsd is

replaced by ds)[4].

O ur m ain goalin this study is to identify the m etal-

insulator transition in a disordered Cayley-tree,and to

study its properties num erically by spectral statistics.

Although m any studies were perform ed for Cayley-tree

structures,to thebestofourknowledge,no studieswere

perform ed using spectralstatistics [6]. M oreover,it is

nottrivialto extend the above extrapolationsfor� and

W c to the Cayley-tree. From analyticalcalculations it

is known that forthe Cayley-tree � = 0:5 [7,8,9],i.e.,

d = 1 .O n the otherhand,a m obility edge ispredicted

atsom e �nite disorder,which ishard to conciliate with

theextrapolation form ula forW c which givesW c = 1 if

d = 1 isplugged in,and W c < 0 ifthe spectraldim en-
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FIG .1: The distribution P (s) for an L = 7 Cayley-tree for

di�erent W values,with alleigenvalues taken into account.

The W ignerdistribution (Eq. (2)aswellasthe Poisson dis-

tribution (3)are indicated in the plot.

sion ofa Cayley-treeds = 4=3 [10]isinserted.

W e based our calculations on the usualtight-binding

Ham iltonian,

H =
X

i

"ia
y

iai�
X

< i;j>

a
y

jai; (1)

where the left part ofH stands for the disordered on-

site potential. The on-site energies, "i are uniform ly

distributed over the range � W =2 � "i � W =2. The

right part is the hopping elem ent which is set to 1,

and < i;j > denotes nearest neighbors. Here we

considered a tree where each site is connected to two

sites below it. W e diagonalize the Ham iltonian ex-

actly, and obtain N eigenvalues E i (where N is the

num ber ofsites in the tree) and eigenvectors  i. The

calculations are m ade for K di�erent realizations -

K = 4000;2000;1000;:::;125;64 for the correspond-

ing tree sizes: N = 63;127;255;:::;2047;4095 or L =

6;7;8;:::;11;12(whereL isthenum berof"generations"

in the tree).
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FIG .2: The distribution P (s) for an L = 10 Cayley-tree in

which theboundary leaveswereconnected to each other,thus

preserving the localCayley-tree structure while avoiding the

peculiaritiesintroduced by theboundaries.A cleartransition

from W ignerto Poisson isobserved asfunction ofdisorder.

W e have calculated the distribution P (s) ofadjacent

levelspacingss,where s = (E i+ 1 � E i)=< E i+ 1 � E i >.

Typicalresultare presented in Fig. 1. Itcan be clearly

seen thatthereisalm ostno changein thedistribution as

function ofthedisorderoncethedisorderisaboveW = 1.

This unusual behavior of the nearest-neighbor level

spacing can be attributed to the special form of the

Cayley-tree. Halfofthe sites in the tree are boundary

"leaves"-sitesattheboundary ofthetreewhich arenot

connected anyfurther.Thispeculiarstructureofthetree

isknown to lead to unusualbehaviorsuch asa jum p in

the participation ratio atthe m obility edge [11].In Ref.

[12]thispeculiarity isrem edied by connectingeach ofthe

boundary leavesrandom ly to two otherleafsites.Thus,

the localstructureofthe Cayley-treeispreserved,while

thereareno boundary leaves.P (s)forsuch a treeisde-

picted in Fig.2.Asexpected thedistribution isshifting

from the W igner surm ise distribution (characteristic of

extended states),

PW (s)=
�

2
[s]exp[�

�

4
[s
2
]]; (2)

to a Poisson distribution (localized states),

PP (s)= e
� s
: (3)

W ecan recognizetheAnderson transition also by not-

ing thatallcurvesintersectsats� 2 and thepeak ofthe

distribution "clim bs" along the Poisson curve forlarger

values of W . The transition point can be established

m ore accurately,as shown in Ref. [6],from calculating


:


 =

R1

2
P (s)�

R1

2
Pw (s)

R1

2
Pp(s)�

R1

2
Pw (s)

: (4)
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FIG .3: 
 asfunction ofW fordi�erenttreesizesL.Thetyp-

icalbehaviorfor�nitesizetransition isseen,wherea crossing

in thesizedependenceof
 between them etallic(sm allvalues

ofW )and localize (large value ofW )regim e isseen.


 ! 0 asthe distribution tendstowardsthe W ignerdis-

tribution,while
 ! 1 ifthedistribution approachesthe

Poisson distribution.O neexpectsthatasthesystem size

increases,the�nitesizecorrectionswillbecom esm allre-

sulting in a distribution closerto W ignerdistribution in

the m etallic regim e and to Poisson in the localized one.

Atthe transition pointthe distribution should be inde-

pendentofthe system size. Indeed,thisisthe behavior

seen in Fig. 3 in which 
 decreaseswith system size for

sm allvalues ofW while it increases with size for large

values ofW . Allcurves seem to cross at a particular

valueofdisordersignifying the criticaldisorder.

From �nitesizescaling argum ents[6]oneexpectsthat

around thecriticaldisorder
 willdepend on thethedis-

orderand tree sizein the following way:


(W ;L)= 
(W c;L)+ C

�
�
�
�

W

W c

� 1

�
�
�
�
L
1=�

; (5)

whereC isaconstant.Thisrelation enablesustoextract

the criticaldisorderW c = 11:44
+ 0:08
� 0:04 and the criticalin-

dex � = 0:51
+ 0:05
� 0:04. The scaling ofthe num ericaldata

according to Eq.(5)isdepicted in Fig.4.Two branches

corresponding to the m etallic and localized regim es are

clearlyseen.Thecriticalindex� �tsratherwellthem ean

�eld results m entioned above. O n the other hand,the

criticaldisorderforthe Cayley-tree islowerthan in the

three dim ensionalcase.Thus,while from the extrapola-

tion equation of� oneconcludesthatthedim ensionality

oftheCayley-treeisin�nity (asexpected on geom etrical

grounds),from the extrapolation equation ofthecritical

disorderoneconcludesthatd = 2:7.Thisvaluedoesnot

correspond neither to the geom etric dim ensionality nor

to the spectraldim ensionality ds = 4=3.

Itisalsointerestingtocheckthebehavioroftheinverse
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FIG .4: The scaling of
 according to Eq. (5) for di�erent

treesizesL.Two branches,corresponding tothem etallicand

localized regim es,appear.
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FIG .5: The distribution ofthe IPR for di�erent values of

disorderW foran L = 10 tree.

participation ratio (IPR)de�ned as:

I =
X

r

j i(r)j
4
: (6)

In the m etallic regim e I � 1=N ,while in the localized

regim e I � 1. The distribution ofI as function ofthe

disorderisdepicted in Fig.5.Forsm allvaluesofW the

distribution ispeaked atsm allvaluesofI,asexpected in

them etallicregim e,whileforlargervaluesofW thedis-

tribution isvery wide.Thetransition ofthedistribution

between the m etallic regim e and the localized one is,as

expected,sm ooth.

In conclusion,the spectralstatistics ofa Cayley-tree

dependsstrongly on the boundary condition.W hen the

boundaryleavesareconnected toeachotherin awaythat

preservesthelocalstructureofthetree,aclearAnderson

transition is observed. As expected the criticalindex �

correspondsto itsm ean �eld value. O n the otherhand,

the criticaldisorderforwhich the localization transition

occursdoesnot�tinto theusualextrapolation form ulas

when either the geom etric or the spectraldim ension of

the Cayley-treeareused.
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