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Statistics oftransm ission in one-dim ensionaldisordered system s:

universalcharacteristics ofstates in the uctuation tails.
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Abstract

W e num erically study the distribution function ofthe conductance (transm ission) in the one-

dim ensionaltight-binding Anderson and periodic-on-average superlattice m odelsin the region of

uctuation stateswheresingleparam eterscaling isnotvalid.W eshow thatthescaling properties

ofthedistribution function depend upon therelation between thesystem ’slength L and thelength

ls determ ined by the integraldensity ofstates.Forlong enough system s,L � ls,the distribution

can stillbedescribed within a new scaling approach based upon theratio ofthelocalization length

lloc and ls.In an interm ediate intervalofthe system ’slength L,lloc � L � ls,thevariance ofthe

Lyapunov exponent does notfollow the predictions ofthe centrallim it theorem and this scaling

becom esinvalid.

PACS num bers:72.15.Rn,42.25.Bs,41.20.Jb
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Coherenttransportpropertiesofdisordered system shavebeen asubjectofactiveresearch

for the last thirty years, but com plete understanding ofthis phenom enon even for one-

dim ensionalm odels is stillabsent. Even though the scaling theory, put forward in the

pioneering work ofRef.1, created a successfulconceptualfram ework for discussing the

phenom enon oflocalization,thetheoreticalfoundationofthescalinghypothesisitselfhasnot

yetbeen com pletely understood.Oneoftheprincipaldi� cultiesthatthescaling theory of

localization had todealwith from thevery beginningwasan absenceofself-averaging ofthe

m ain transportcoe� cients:conductance,g,ortransm ission,T.Therefore,even thenature

ofthescalingparam eterrem ained unclearuntilitwasrealizedthatthescalinghypothesishas

to beapplied to theentiredistribution function oftheconductanceortransm ittance.2,3,4,5

Forone-dim ensionalsystem sAnderson,etal.2 suggested thatthem ostsuitablequantity

fordealing with the statisticaldescription ofconductance isthe Lyapunov exponent(LE),

which can bede� ned forsystem swith � nitelength L as

~ = �
1

L
log

 

1+
1

g

!

= �
1

L
logT (1)

Thenam e‘Lyapunov exponent’alludestothefactthatthequantity de� ned by Eq.(1)have

thesam estatisticalpropertiesasthe\real"Lyapunov exponent,i.e.theexponentialgrowth

rate,(1=L)logj j,ofthe norm ofthe wave function, . An im portant property ofLE is

thatitsatis� esa m ultiplicative centrallim ittheorem6 and approachesa non-random lim it,

,when the size ofthe system ,L,tendsto in� nity.The localization length,lloc,ofa state

with energy E in thein� nitesystem isrelated to  aslloc = � 1.At� niteL,~ isa random

quantity with m ean value equalto ,h~i= . The distribution ofLE isthe m ain object

ofresearch in the � eld ofone-dim ensionallocalization.The hypothesisofsingle param eter

scaling(SPS)in thiscontextm eansthatthedistribution function can beparam eterized by a

singleparam eter, itself.Asaresult,itisexpected thatallm om entsofthedistribution can

beexpressed in term softhe� rstm om ent,h~i,in a universalway.Forthesecond m om ent

(variance),�2,such a relationship,asitwas� rstconjectured by Anderson etal.,2 can be

presented in theform

�
2 =



L
; (2)

The entire distribution function ofLE forsystem s with � nite lengths was also derived
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by severalauthorsin thelim itofin� nitesim ally weak localscattering forseveralm odels.3,8,9

For� niteL,thisfunction wasfound tobenon-Gaussian,butnevertheless,itdepended upon

a singleparam eter-thelocalization length.

Thus,in thesituationswhen SPS holdstheproblem oftheconductance/transm ision dis-

tribution function can beconsidered assettled.There arespectralregions,however,where

SPS fails even forlocally weak disorder. These are,� rst ofall,the regions of uctuation

states,which ariseoutsideoftheinitialspectrum because ofdisorder.Thisresultwas� rst

obtained num erically in Ref.10 fora periodic-on-average system and wascon� rm ed by an

exactanalyticalsolution ofthe Lloyd m odel(the Anderson m odelwith the Cauchy distri-

bution ofthesiteenergies).11,12 Sim ilarresultswereobtained num erically fortheAnderson

m odelwith thebox11,12 and dichotom ic13 distributionsofthesiteenergies,and analytically

fora continuousm odelwith whitenoiseGaussian potential.14 Theanalyticalcalculationsof

Refs.11,12 revealed thatthe criterion forthe validity ofSPS can bepresented in the form

lloc > ls,where ls isa new scale introduced in Refs.11,12. Forthe Lloyd m odelthisscale

is de� ned in term s ofthe im aginary part ofthe Lyapunov exponent,which,according to

Thouless15 isproportionalto the integraldensity ofstates. Therefore,ls can be presented

in theform

ls =
1

sin(�N (E ))
; (3)

whereN (E )istheintegraldensity ofstatesbetween thegenuineboundary ofthespectrum

and theenergy E norm alized by thetotalnum berofstatesin thesystem .Thede� nition of

ls in thisform can be easily generalized to otherm odelsaswell,and itwasshown num er-

ically thatthe SPS criterion based upon ls works forsuch m odelsasthe Anderson m odel

with box11,12 and dichotom ic13 distributions ofsite energies,a Kronig-Penney-like m odel

with a periodic-on-averagedistribution ofbarrierwidths,11,12 and a m odelofa scalarwave

propagating in an one-dim ensionalabsorbing disordered m edium .16 The case ofperiodic-

on-average m odelsinvolves a system with m ultiple bands,and in thiscase N (E )m ustbe

understood astheintegraldensity ofstatesbetween a genuineboundary oftheband (ifthe

latterexist)and theenergy E norm alized by thetotalnum berofstatesin theband.M ore

detailed discussion ofthiscase can be found in Ref.12. In a recentpaperRef.17,itwas

shown how this criterion can be applied to the zero energy states ofthe Anderson m odel

with a diagonaldisorder,wheretheviolation ofSPS wasobserved in Ref.18.

The criterion based on ls replacesan originalcriterion putforward by Anderson,etal.
2
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thatsuggested thatSPS existsifthe stationary distribution ofthe phasesofthe re ection

and transm ission coe� cients is uniform ,and the phase relaxes to this distribution over a

length,which ism uch sm allerthan the localization length.By using the hypothesisofthe

phaserandom ization Eq.2wasre-derived by m anyauthorsforavarietyofdi� erentm odels.7

Thephaserandom izationwasprovenrigorouslyinsom eone-dim ensional5,19,20 andquasi-one-

dim ensional21,22 m odels,butonly forcertain partsofthespectrum oftherespectivesystem s.

Atthe sam e tim e,itwasfound that,forinstance,in the Anderson m odelwith a diagonal

disorderthestationary distribution ofthephaseisnotuniform forallvaluesofenergy E ,for

which cos� 1(E =2)isa rationalfraction of� (itisassum ed thatin thenon-random caseall

siteenergiesin theAnderson m odelaresetto zero,and theinteraction param eterischosen

to be equalto unity). The strongestdeviation ofthe phase distribution from the uniform

onetakesplacein thevicinitiesofE = 0 and theinitialband boundariesE = � 2.W hileit

wasfound thatan absenceofthephaserandom ization in both ofthesecasesisaccom panied

by theviolation ofSPS,10,11,12,18 thereference to thephaserandom ization asa criterion for

SPS doesnotseem to be satisfactory. Indeed,the initialidea ofthe phase random ization

length,2 used to introduce the criterion for SPS,does not actually describe the way the

distribution ofphase becom esnon-uniform . The absence ofthe phase random ization does

not m ean that the relaxation length ofthe distribution ofphase becom es too large and

exceedsthelocalization length.W hatitm eansisthatthestationary distribution ofphase,

which can be reached over relatively short distances, is m erely not uniform . Thus, the

problem ofa criterion for SPS is sim ply replaced by the problem of� nding a criterion

describing the transition between uniform and non-uniform stationary distributionsofthe

phase. A solution forthe latterproblem suggested,forinstance in Ref.18,appliesto only

one particularm odel,and,actually involvesdi� erentcriteria fordi� erentspectralregions.

In contrast,the criterion based on ls introduced in Refs.11,12 wasproven to work forthe

entirespectrum ofthevariety ofdi� erentm odels,and o� ers,therefore,auniversalapproach

to theveri� cation ofSPS.

The violation ofSPS in the spectralregion of uctuation statesrises a question about

thepropertiesoftheprobability distribution ofLE in theseregions.Recently,a signi� cant

progress in this direction was achieved in Refs .14,23. In the form er paper,the � rst four

m om entsofthisdistribution werefoundanalyticallyfortheAnderson m odelwith aGaussian

white-noisepotential.Theauthorsofthelatterpaperused num ericalsim ulationstodevelop
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a m acroscopicscaling approach to thisproblem ,and onewhich could bereadily applied to

a widevariety ofdi� erentsystem s.Itwasshown in Ref.23,thatnotonly second,butalso

the third m om entofthe distribution function ofLE forthe Anderson tight-binding m odel

with diagonaldisordercan befully characterized by a scaling param eter� = lloc=ls.

The objective ofthe present paper is to present m ore fully and expand the results of

Ref.23.Considering two quitedi� erentm odelsofone-dim ensionallocalization such asthe

Anderson tight-binding m odelwith a diagonaldisorder,and a m odelofa scalarwaveprop-

agating in a one-dim ensionalrandom superlattice,we dem onstrate that one-dim ensional

disordered system sallowsfora universalscaling description ofthe conductance (ortrans-

m ission)distribution in thespectralregionsof uctuation states,wherestandard SPS does

notwork. In particular,we show thatthe scaling approach suggested in Ref.23 describes

notonly theGaussian bulk ofthedistribution function,butisalso capableofdescribing the

statisticsoflargedeviationscharacterized by thethird m om entofthedistribution.

The results presented in this paper are also relevant to the problem ofresonant tun-

nellingthrough disordered potentialbarriers.Forthe� rsttim e,thisproblem wasconsidered

in the pioneering work by Lifshitsand Kirpichenkov24 forquantum particlesincidenton a

three-dim ensionalbarrier,and waslaterstudied in m any subsequentpapers(seereviewsin

Ref.25,26).M ostly,theseworkswereconcerned with tunnelling through 3-dim ensionalbar-

rierswith thedim ension in thepropagatingdirection m uch sm allerthan in theperpendicular

directions.Even though theresonanttunnelling isin m any aspectsa quasi-one-dim ensional

process,24 the transport in the pure one-dim ensionalm odels signi� cantly di� ers from the

situation described above. Firstofall,in one-dim ensionalcase allstatesare localized and

transm ission atany energy can bedescribed asa resonantunder-barriertunnelling.There-

fore,thedi� erence between transportin theregion ofstatesfrom theinitialallowed bands

and the uctuation states,isnotasclearasin three-dim ensionalsituations.Therefore,the

problem oftransportvia  uctuation stateswasnotconsidered asa separateproblem in the

area ofone-dim ensionallocalization untilvery recently.11,12 Second,the m ain quantity of

interestin thecaseofthreedim ensionalbarriersisthetotaltransm ittanceacrosstheentire

area ofthe barrier,which is determ ined by the sum ofindividualtransm issions through

independent quasi-one-dim ensionalchannels or � lam ents.24,26 This quantity approaches a

non-random lim itwhen the area ofthebarriertendsto in� nity.In a pureone-dim ensional

casetheself-averagingquantityistheLyapunovexponent,which becom esnon-random when
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the length ofthe system becom esin� nite. In a sense,the pure one-dim ensionalcase isan

opposite lim itto the one considered forthree-dim ensionalbarriers. Atthe sam e tim e,so-

lutionsofthe one-dim ensionalproblem can be used to describe barrierswhose lengthsare

largerthan thetypicallocalization length ofindividualchannels.

Another im portant application of the problem studied in this paper lies in the � eld

ofrandom lasing, which has becom e an area ofactive research.27 It is anticipated that

using localized m odesofa strongly scattering disordered m edium ,onecan obtain very low-

threshold lasing. Disordered photonic crystals,which support uctuation photon statesin

theband-gapsoftheunderlying periodicstructures,can play an im portantrolein achieving

thisobjective.28,29 The resultspresented in thispaperwillhelp to understand the unusual

statisticalpropertiesofthelasingthresholdandthenatureoflasingm odesinsuch structures.

II. M O D ELS A N D T EC H N IC A L D ETA ILS

In thispaperwestudy two m odelsofone-dim ensionalAnderson localization:a classical

Anderson tight-binding m odelwith a diagonaldisorder,and a scalarwavepropagating in a

one-dim ensionalrandom superlattice.The Anderson m odelisdescribed by theequation of

m otion

 m + 1 +  m � 1 + (Um � E ) m = 0; (4)

whererandom on-siteenergiesUm aredescribed by a uniform probability distribution:

P(Um )=

8

><

>:

1

2U
;jUm j< U

0; jUm j> U

Thepropagation ofa scalarwaveisdescribed by a regularwave equation,

d2 

dx2
+ k

2
�(x) = 0; (5)

with a piece-wisedielectricfunction,corresponding to a superlatticeconsisting oftwo types

oflayerswith dielectricconstants�1 and �2,respectively.Thewidth ofthelayersofthe� rst

kind iskeptconstantand isequaltod1,whilethewidth ofthelayersofthesecond typewas

chosen from a random distribution.In thispaper,wereporttheresultsfor(i)d2 uniform ly

distributed in theintervalhd2i� �;hd2i+ � (uniform distribution),(ii)d2 taking oneoftwo

equally probablevalues� �=
p
3 and +�=

p
3 (dichotom icdistribution).
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Both these m odels can be studied using the transfer m atrix approach, in which the

propagation oftheexcitation along thesystem ispresented in thefollowing form

vm + 1 = Tm vm ; (6)

where vm isa two dim ensionalstate vector,which presents the state ofthe system atthe

m -th site (orm -th interface between the layers) and Tm is the transferm atrix describing

the change ofthisstateatone discreetstep.FortheAnderson m odelthe statevectorand

thetransferm atrix havethefollowing form srespectively

vm =

0

B
@

 m

 n+ 1

1

C
A ; (7)

Tm =

0

B
@

E � Um � 1

1 0

1

C
A : (8)

Forthesecond m odelthestatevectorcan bede� ned as

vm =

0

B
@

 m

 0

m

1

C
A ; (9)

where  m and  0

m arethevaluesofthewave function, (x),and itsderivative atthem -th

interfacebetween thelayers.Thetransferm atrix in thiscasetakestheform

Tm =

0

B
@

cos(km dm ) (1=km )sin(km dm )

� km sin(km dm ) cos(km dm )

1

C
A ; (10)

wherekm = k
p
�m .Them ostim portantpropertyofthetransferm atricesisthatthetransfer

m atrix T M describing the evolution ofthe initialstate vectoracrossthe M sites(slabs)is

equalto theproductoftheone-step m atrices

T M =

MY

1

Tm : (11)

Using thetransferm atrices,wecalculatethe� nitesizeLE,which forboth m odelsisde� ned

as

~ =
1

L
ln
kT M v0k

kv0k
; (12)

where L characterizes the totallength ofthe system . Forthe Anderson m odel,L = M if

thedistancebetween adjacentsitesischosen asa unitoflength,and forthewaveequation,

L isa sum ofthelengthsofallslabs,and isa random quantity.
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W e calculate LE iteratively using Eq.(12) starting with an arbitrary initialvector v0.

Theresultantvectorisre-norm alized afterevery ten iterationsin orderto avoid any lossof

accuracy.30 Since we are interested in statistics of� nite size LE,we do nottry to � nd its

lim iting value forL ! 1 . Instead,we keep the size ofthe system � xed while calculating

~ for di� erent realizations ofour system s. At the sam e tim e,since we are interested in

asym ptotic properties ofthe distribution,we consider only su� ciently long system s, for

which L � lloc,where the localization length,lloc,isde� ned through the average value of

LE aslloc = h~i� 1.

Anotherquantity ofinterestin thiswork isthelength ls,which isexpressed in term sof

theintegraldensity ofstatesN (E ),Eq.(3).FortheAnderson m odelN (E )can becom puted

with thehelp ofthenode-counting theorem .31 Starting with an arbitrary initialvectorand

the energy values,E < � 2� U,which are certainly outside ofthe energy spectrum ofthe

system ,we counted how m any tim esthe sign ofthe wave function changesoverthe length

ofthe system fordi� erentvaluesofE . Each new node correspondsto a new state ofthe

system .31

Fortherandom superlatticem odelwe� nd itm oreconvenienttousethephaseform alism

described,forinstance,in Ref.5.W ithin thisform alism thedensity ofstateisexpressed in

term s ofthe phase variable,� = tan� 1( 0= ). In the case ofsystem s with a single band

spectrum ,thisphase changesbetween 0 and � when E sweepsthe spectrum ofthesystem

from oneband boundary to theother.In thesuperlattice,thespectrum ofthewave in the

absenceofdisorderconsistsofm ultiplebands.In thiscase,thephaseincreasesby � across

every allowed band,and staysconstantand equalto n�,insideany n-th forbidden band.If

disorderinourm odelisnottoostrong,theregionsoftheconstantphasearepreserved evenin

thepresenceofrandom  uctuationsFig.(1),and can beused foridentifying the uctuation

boundariesofthebandsin thedisordered system .Then wecan introduceadensity ofstates

N (E )fora singleband,which isnorm alized to changefrom 0 to 1,when energy spansfrom

one uctuation boundary to another.N (E )norm alized thisway issubstituted in Eq.(3)in

ordertocalculatels forthesuperlatticem odel.W hen disorderbecom esstrongertheregions

ofconstant phase disappear,and the notion ofthe single band density ofstates becom es

m eaningless.In ourcalculationswealwaysm akesureto avoid such situations.
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FIG .1:Thedependenceofthephase nearthe band gap region (1:44 < ka < 1:56)separating the

�rst and the second bands in the superlattice m odel. d2 was taken from a uniform distribution

with �= 0.1,L=a ’ 106.

III. SC A LIN G D ESC R IP T IO N O F T H E M O M EN T S O F T H E D IST R IB U T IO N

FU N C T IO N

Itwasshown in Refs.11,12thatthevariance,�2 oftheLyapunov exponentin theLLoyd

m odelcan beconveniently described in term sofarelationship between twoscalingvariables,

� de� ned as

� =
�2L


(13)

and �,de� ned as

� =
lloc

ls
(14)

In thispaperweshow thatthevarianceofLE in m oregenericm odelscan also bedescribed

in term softhescaling function �(�).

Inordertodem onstratethisresultwecom puted �2 andls fordi� erentvaluesoftheenergy,

strength ofdisorder,and length ofthe system forboth m odelsunderconsiderations. The

resultsofthesecalculationswerepresented in theform ofthefunction �(�),which isshown

in Figs.2 and 3 fortheAnderson m odeland thesuperlatticem odel,respectively.Thedata

included in these� gurescorrespond to system swith L � ls;lloc.The� rstim portantresult

revealed by this� guresisthatallthe data lie on a single curve,when expressed in term s
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FIG .2:Typicaldependenceofthescaling param eter� on �fortheAnderson m odel.Thewidth of

thedistribution ofdisorderchangesfrom U = 0:08 to U = 0:16.Curvescorresponding to di�erent

valuesofthewidth arenotdistinguishable.In theinsettheregion ofsm all�isshown in thelog-log

scale.
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lengths L,ranging from 320 to 20000 layers. Di�erent o�set value of�lim was com pensated (see

text).In theinsetthe sam eisshown in thelog-log scale.
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ofthe variables� and � forboth m odels. Thisresultcon� rm sourgeneralconjecture that

thesecond m om entofthedistribution function ofLE can beuniversally described in term s

ofvariables� and � regardlessthem icroscopicalnatureofthem odelsunderconsideration.

W hiletheform ofthefunction � (�),m ay di� erfordi� erentm odels,itsessentialqualitative

propertiesshow a degree ofuniversality: � (�)= 1 for� > 1,and itsteeply decreases for

� � 1.W earem ostinterested herein thelatterregion,where the uctuation statesarise.

Forthe Lloyd m odel� = (�=2)� for� � 1,11,12 while in the m odelsstudied in thispaper

the dependence of� upon � ism uch steeper. In orderto obtain a betterinsightinto the

propertiesof� (�)forsm all�,we re-plotted ournum ericaldata in log-log coordinates(see

insetsin Figs.2 and 3). Before interpreting these � gureswe have to note thatunlike the

case ofthe Lloyd m odel,where �(0) = 0,in the m odels considered here �(0),while very

sm all,isnotequaltozero.Thereason forthisisthesm all uctuationsoftheLE duetonon-

resonance tunnelling through a random barrier,which contributes to � atthe  uctuation

spectrum boundary where � = 0. This sm allcontribution is m odelspeci� c,and in the

Anderson m odelitcan beneglected everywhere with exception ofa sm allneighborhood of

the  uctuation spectrum boundaries. Thiscan be seen from the factthatwhile � changes

over at least two orders ofm agnitude,the data for the Anderson m odel(inset in Fig.2)

form a straightlinewith exceptionsofa few pointscorresponding to very sm allvaluesof�.

According to theseresults,�(�)hastheform

� = C�
� + �lim ; (15)

where�lim standsforthenon-universalcorrection discussed above.In thesuperlatticem odel

the value of�lim is m ore signi� cant,and therefore has to be com pensated. In order to

estim ate coe� cients C and �,we select only those data for which ls < L and use linear

regression.Theresultsofthe� tarepresented in thetablebelow:

Anderson m odelSuperlatticem odels

C 1:27 1:08

� 0:27 0:40

These resultsdem onstrate thatwhile the nature ofthe scaling param etersisuniversalfor

both m odels,the num ericalvaluesofthe respective param etersare m odeldependent. An

interesting question iswhetherthevaluesofC and � depend upon thetypeofstatisticsof
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FIG .4:Dependenceoftheindex ofthescaling param eter�(�lled squares,leftaxis)and thefactor

C (circles,rightaxis)on L=ls forthe Anderson m odel.

therespectiverandom param etersofourm odels(siteenergy forAnderson m odel,thelayer

width forthe superlattice m odel). In the case ofa superlattice m odelwe found that the

changein statistics(from thebox todichotom icdistribution)did nota� ectthevaluesofthe

coe� cientsC and �. Forthe Anderson m odelwith the dichotom ic distribution ofthe site

energiesthe resultswere inconclusive. Strong noise in the data forthe dichotom ic process

prevented usfrom positively establishing equivalency ofthecoe� cientsforthetwo di� erent

typesofstatistics.

In the region of uctuation states,a new interm ediate regim e oflengths L,in which

lloc � L � ls appears. This regim e does not exist for in-band states. It is naturalto

anticipatethatthescaling behaviorofoursystem sin thisregim ewould change.In orderto

study thisquestion,wedivided ourdata in groupsaccording to thevalueofL=ls,including

pointswith L=ls > 1 aswellaswith L=ls < 1.Carrying outstatisticalanalysisofthedata

for� xed valuesofL=ls we were ableto obtain dependenciesoftheparam etersC and � on

L=ls;the respective results are presented in Figs.4 and 5. First ofall,we would like to

notethatthesedependenciessaturateto valuespresented in theTable1 forL=ls > 1.This

con� rm sourassum ption thatin thisregim e� dependsupon a singleparam eter,�.

Forshortersystem s,however,a new param eter,L=ls em erges. Forthe Anderson m odel

we were able to show that�(L=ls)isbestdescribed by the logarithm �(L=ls)� ln(ls=L),
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rightaxis)asfunctionsofL=ls forthesuperlatticem odel.Largeand sm allsym bolscorrespond to

dichotom ic and box distribution ofd2,respectively.

which m eansthatthe variance ofthe Lyapunov exponent,�2,in thisregim e dem onstrates

an anom alousscaling with thelength ofthesystem ,L:

�
2 /

1

Llloc
exp[�(L=ls)ln�]/ L

� (1+ ln�)
: (16)

Itisinteresting to note thatwhen � decreases,1+ ln� m ay becom e negative resulting in

�2 increasing with L. This behavior can be qualitatively understood from the following

argum ents:Thecondition L � ls m eansthatforthem ostoftherealizationsoftherandom

potentialno statesexistin theenergy intervalunderdiscussion.Thetransm ission through

such realizations  uctuates rather weakly. The greatest contribution to the transm ission

 uctuationsisgiven by those few realizationsthatcan supportatleasta single state.The

probability for such realizations to arise grows when the length ofthe system increases,

resulting in the respective increase of�2. This behavior,ofcourse,breaks down forvery

largevaluesofls,which correspond tostatesclosetothegenuinespectralboundary,because

forthesestates�2 isdeterm ined by a non-universalcorrection to � given by �lim .

Thebehaviorof�2 given by Eq.(16)can becon� rm ed by plotting directly thefunction

�2(L)forenergiesfrom the band-gap. Fig.6 presentssuch a plotforthe Anderson m odel

forthe value of� equalto � = 0:2. Itdem onstratesa good agreem entwith Eq.(16): the

slope ofthe curve was found to be equalto 1:77,while an estim ate for this slope from
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FIG .6:Thelogarithm ofthescalingparam eter� fortheAnderson m odelasafunction oflog10L=ls

for interm ediate values ofenergy when ls is not too large. Points are the result of num erical

calculationsand the straightline isa linear�t.

Eq.(16) gives 1:78. It should be noted,however,that the regim e described by Eq.(16)

existsin a relatively narrow intervalofenergies,atleastforthe Anderson m odelwith the

box distribution. The reason forthisisthatls growsvery fastin the region of uctuation

stateswhen the energy isshifted toward the  uctuation spectrum boundary. Very large ls

m eansthatonly few realizationsofoursystem supportatleastasinglestate.Therefore,for

the m ost realizations transm ission occurs via non-resonant under-barrier tunnelling. The

statisticsofthetransm ission forthissubsetofrealizationsisdeterm ined by thelocalization

length alone (ls isexactin� nity forthese realizations). Asa result,we have a com petition

between a sm allnum ber ofrealizations,supporting states,for which  uctuations ofthe

Lyapunov exponent are large and grow with the length,and the m ajority ofrealizations,

in which �2 is sm all,and decreasing with length. At very large ls the contribution to �2

from therepresentativerealizationsbecom eslargerthan thecontribution from theresonant

realizations,and Eq.(16)fails.In thiscase,an asym ptoticbehaviorof�2 isagain controlled

by thelocalization length alone,asitcan beseen in Fig.7,where�2L saturatesatL m uch

sm allerthan ls.

The assum ption aboutthe Gaussian form ofthe distribution ofLE isthe resultofthe

centrallim ittheorem ,and strictly speaking istrue only asym ptotically when L ! 1 . At
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FIG .7:Thelogarithm ofthescalingparam eter� fortheAnderson m odelasafunction oflog10L=ls

forenergiescorrespondingto extrem ely largevaluesofls.Thesaturation occursatthelength close

to the localization length.

� niteL thedistribution function deviatesfrom theGaussian form even in theregim ewhen

SPS holds.3,8,9 However,itwasfound in Refs.14,23 thatthisdeviation,asm easured by the

m agnitude ofthe third and higher m om ents,increases signi� cantly in the vicinity ofthe

band boundary oftheinitialspectrum .Thisresultwasobtained analytically forthewhite-

noisepotentialin Ref.14.The� rststudy ofthescaling propertiesofthethird m om entwas

reported in Ref.23. In thispartofthe paperwe expand scaling analysisofRef.23 to the

superlatticem odel,and com paretheresultsobtained forthesetwo m odels.W econsiderthe

scalingpropertiesofthethird cum ulant% = h(� hi)3i,which characterizestheasym m etry

orskewness ofthe distribution function. Fig.8 showsthe energy dependence ofthe third

m om ent for the Anderson m odel. It is seen that this m om ent signi� cantly grows in the

vicinity ofthe initialband boundaries ofboth m odels,which m eans that the signi� cant

deviation ofthe distribution function ofLE from the Gaussian form in the region,where

traditionalSPS violatesisa universalphenom enon.

Toanalyzescalingpropertiesofthethird cum ulantweconsiderthedim ensionlessparam -

eter

�3 = %L
2
lloc (17)

Thedependenceof�3 on � fortheAnderson m odeland superlatticeisshown in Figs.9 and
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FIG .8:Dependenceoftherenorm alized third cum ulant,%L2,on energy in thevicinity oftheband

edge ofa puresystem (U = 0:05)forthe Anderson m odel.
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FIG .9: Dependence ofthe param eter �3 = %L
2
lloc on �

� 1 = ls=lloc (Anderson m odel) for a set

ofdi�erent widths ofthe distribution ofthe potential: 0:001 < U < 0:21. Error bars show the

dispersion oftheresultsofnum ericalsim ulationsneara m ean valuesshown by squares.

10,respectively.

One can see from these � guresthatwhile data forthe param eter�3 are rathernoisy,it

shows a relatively good scaling behavior as a function ofthe single param eter � forboth

m odels. Thisfactitselfisquite rem arkable since itdem onstrates thateven in the region,
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FIG .10:Dependence of�3 on lloc=ls fordichotom ic distribution (superlattice m odel)ofd2 with �

= 0.1,0.125,0.15,0.175,and 0.2. Forevery value ofdisorderwe took 17 length L,ranging from

320 to 20000 layers.O n the insertthesam e isshown in log-log scale.

where thedistribution function ofLE deviatessigni� cantly from theGaussian form ,itcan

stillbecharacterized by two param eterswithin thescaling proceduresuggested here.

The betterdata quality forthe superlattice m odelallowed form ore thorough study of

thethird m om ent.Theinsertin Fig.10 showsa good scaling behaviorsim ilarto Eq.(15):

� �3 = C3�
�3 + �3;lim (18)

The lim iting value �3;lim ,wassubstantially sm allerthan �lim ,so no explicitcorrection was

needed to obtain Fig.10.

Forinterm ediatelengths,lloc � L � ls,weanalyzed data using approach sim ilarto that

em ployed to obtain Figs.4 and 5.For� xed valuesofL=ls weobtained dependenciesofthe

param etersC3 and �2 on L=ls (Fig.11),and found the saturated valuesofC3 = 0:73 and

�3 = 0:52 { thesam eforboth dichotom icand box distributions.

IV . C O M PA R ISO N W IT H T H E G A U SSIA N W H IT E N O ISE M O D EL

Itiswellknown thatundercertain circum stancesstatisticalpropertiesofone-dim ensional

disordered system sin thevicinityoftheband edgesoftheinitialspectrum can beuniversally

described byreplacingan actualrandom potentialbyaGaussian whitenoisepotential.5 One
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FIG .11: �3 (�lled squares,left axis),the exponent of�3,and factor C2 (circles,right axis) as

functionsofL=ls forsuperlattice m odel. Large and sm allsym bolscorrespond to dichotom ic and

box distribution ofd2 respectively.

ofthem anifestationsofthisfactisthatthestatisticalpropertiesofLE intheAndersonm odel

with theboxdistribution ofthesiteenergies14,19,20 areverysim ilartothoseofthecontinuous

m odelwith theGaussian white-noise potential,5 and arecharacterized by the sam e scaling

param eterE =D 2=3,where E isthe energy counted from the initialband boundary,and D

isthevarianceoftherandom potential.Itwasnoted in Ref.12 thatthescaling param eter

� isa single-valued function ofthe Gaussian scaling param eterE =D 2=3 forthe white-noise

m odel,so thatin thiscasethesetwo param etersareequivalenttoeach other.An im portant

question now arises:whethertheapparentuniversality ofthescaling description,suggested

in thispaper,isam ereconsequenceofthefactthatin theregion ofthe uctuation statesall

m odelscan bereduced totheGaussian m odel,orthisuniversality revealsm orefundam ental

propertiesofthisspectralregion. Thisquestion waspartially discussed in the Ref.17,in

which itwasshown thatthebehaviorofthesecond m om entoftheLE in thevicinityofE = 0

oftheAnderson m odelobeysthescaling description in term softheparam eter�,whilethe

Gaussian approxim ation certainly doesnotwork in thispartofthespectrum .In thispaper,

we address this question considering regions ofthe  uctuation states in the superlattice

m odel.33 Theinsetto Fig.12 showstheplotoftheparam eter� versustheGaussian scaling

param eter (k � ki)=D
2=3 (D / �2),where ki is the dim ensionless frequency ofone ofthe
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FIG .12:Norm alized variance ofLE,�,plotted versusparam eter(k � ki)=� dem onstratesa good

scaling. Scaling with (k � ki)=�
4=3,predicted by the G aussian white noise m odel,shown in the

inset,fails. The data was generated in the superlattice m odelwith the box distribution for �ve

valuesof�= 0.1,0.125,0.15,0.175,and 0.2,L= 20000.W eincluded thefrequenciesfrom two band

edges -the upperedge ofthe �rstband and the lower edge ofthe second band. Altogether,the

band gap region between the �rstand the second bandsiscovered entirely.

initialband boundariesofthe superlattice forseveralvaluesofthe disorder. M oreover,we

included the frequencies from the upper edge ofthe � rst band and the lower edge ofthe

second band.W efound thatinstead ofE =D 2=3 predicted bytheGaussian whitenoisem odel,

ourdata arebetterscaled with theparam eterE =D 1=2.Onecan seefrom Fig.12,thatwhile

the Gaussian scaling fails,the function �(�)discussed in the previoussection ofthe paper

givesthe bestscaling description ofthism odelaswellasofthe Anderson m odel. W e can

conclude,therefore,thatthe scaling param eter� retainsits universalsigni� cance beyond

thevalidity ofthewhite-noiseapproxim ation.

V . C O N C LU SIO N

In thispaperwe studied scaling propertiesofthe distribution function ofthe Lyapunov

exponent for two one-dim ensionaldisordered m odels: the Anderson m odelwith diagonal

disorder,and the m odelofa scalarwave propagating in a random superlattice. The m ain

19



resultofthe paperisthatin the region ofband-edge and  uctuation states,where sim ple

SPS fails,thedistribution function can bedescribed by twoindependentscalingparam eters:

thelocalization length,lloc,and an additionallength ls,introduced in Refs.11,12,which is

related to the integraldensity ofstates. The factofprincipalim portance isthatnotonly

the second m om entofthe distribution isdescribed by these two param eters,butso also is

thethird m om ent.Thism eansthateven though in theregion of uctuation statestheform

ofthe distribution function strongly deviates from the Gaussian,it stillcan be described

within thesuggested two-param eterscaling approach.

Am ongotherim portantresultsofthepaperwewould liketonotethedetailed studyofthe

propertiesofthe variance and the third m om entofLE in the region of uctuation states.

W e showed that both,the norm alized variance and the third cum ulant presented by the

scalingfunctions� and �3,dem onstrateapowerlaw dependenceupon thescalingparam eter

�.Param etersofthispowerlaw dependencewerefound to depend weakly upon thetypeof

statisticsused tocharacterizeourrandom system s,butaredi� erentfortheAnderson m odel

and the superlattice m odel. W hen the length ofthe system becom es sm aller than ls,we

showed thatthescaling behaviorof�2 deviatessigni� cantly from thecentrallim ittheorem

behavioreven when L rem ainsm uch biggerthan thelocalization length.
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