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Abstract

W e num erically study the distrdbution function of the conductance (transm ission) in the one-
din ensional tightbinding A nderson and periodicon-average superlattice m odels in the region of
uctuation states where single param eter scaling is not valid. W e show that the scaling properties
ofthe distribbution fiinction depend upon the relation between the system ’s length L and the length
1y determ Ined by the integral density of states. For long enough system s, L 15, the distrbution
can stillbe described w ithin a new scaling approach based upon the ratio of the Iocalization length
e and L. In an interm ediate interval ofthe system ’'s length L, L. L 1, the variance of the
Lyapunov exponent does not follow the predictions of the central 1im it theorem and this scaling

becom es invalid.
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I. NTRODUCTION

C oherent trangport properties ofdisordered system shave been a sub ect ofactive research
for the last thirty years, but com plete understanding of this phenom enon even for one—
din ensional m odels is still absent. Even though the scaling theory, put forward in the
pioneering work of Ref. i}, created a sucoessfil conceptual fram ework for discussing the
phenom enon of localization, the theoretical foundation ofthe scaling hypothesis itselfhasnot
yet been com pltely understood. O ne of the principal di culties that the scaling theory of
localization had to dealw ith from the very beginning was an absence of selfaveraging ofthe
m ain transport coe clients: conductance, g, or tranan ission, T . T herefore, even the nature
ofthe scaling param eter ram ained unclearuntil it w as realized that the scaling hypothesishas
to be applied to the entire distribution fiinction of the conductance or tranam Ittanoe:é':?':f"'"'r-’

For onedin ensional system s A nderson, et al?‘ suggested that the m ost suitable quantity
for dealing w ith the statistical description of conductance is the Lyapunov exponent (LE),
which can be de ned for system swih nite length L as
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The nam e Lyapunov exponent’ alludes to the fact that the quantity de ned by Eq. (1) have
the sam e statistical properties as the \real" Lyapunov exponent, ie. the exponential grow th
rate, (1=L) logj j of the nom of the wave function, . An Inportant property of LE is
that it satis es a m ultiplicative central lim it theorenE and approaches a non-random lin i,
, when the size of the system , L, tends to In nity. The localization length, ., of a state
with energy E in the n nite system isrelhtedto asid.= '.At niel, ~ isa random
quantity with mean value equalto ,h~i= . The distrdbution of LE is the m ain ob Ect
of ressarch In the eld of onedim ensional localization. T he hypothesis of single param eter
scaling (SP S) In this context m eans that the distribbution finction can be param eterized by a
single param eter, iself. A sa resul, it isexpected that allm om ents ofthe distrbbution can
be expressed In term s ofthe rstmoment, h~i, In a universal way. For the second m om ent
(variance), 2, such a relationship, as it was rst confctured by Anderson et al‘:é can be
presented in the formm
2= —; @)

T he entire distrbution function of LE for system s with nite lengths was also derived



by ssveral authors in the lin it of in nitesim ally weak local scattering for severalm ode]éi'é'g
For niel, thisfunction was found to be non-G aussian, but nevertheless, it depended upon
a single param eter —the localization length.

Thus, in the situationswhen SP S holds the problem of the conductance/tranam ision dis-
tribution function can be considered as settled. T here are spectral regions, however, where
SPS fails even for locally weak disorder. These are, 1rst of all, the regions of uctuation
states, which arise outside of the initial spectrum because of disorder. This result was st
cbtained num erically in Ref. I for a periodic-on-average system and was con m ed by an
exact analytical solution of the Lloyd m odel (the A nderson m odelw ith the Cauchy distri-
bution of the site energies) Ei 12 Sin ilar results were obtained num erically for the A nderson
m odelw ith the box"-LI:"‘-Lé and dichotom &3 distrlbbutions of the site energies, and analytically
for a continuousm odelw ith white noise G aussian potentjalﬁ‘l': T he analytical calculations of

Refs.11/17 revealed that the criterion for the validity of SPS can be presented In the fom
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L. > L, where | isa new scale introduced in Refs.11,12. For the Lloyd m odel this scake
is de ned in tem s of the in agihary part of the Lyapunov exponent, which, according to
Thoulesdd is proportional to the integral density of states. Therefore, I, can be presented

n the form

1
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where N € ) isthe integraldensity of states between the genuine boundary of the spectrum

L= @)

and the energy E nom alized by the totalnum ber of states In the system . The de nition of
L in this om can be easily generalized to otherm odels as well, and i was shown num er—
ically that the SP S criterion based upon L works for such m odels as the Anderson m odel

with boxt?22 and dichotom id? distrbutions of site energies, a K ronigP enney-like m odel

w ith a periodicon-average distribution of barrier w dthsti?? and a m odel of a scalar wave
propagating in an one-din ensional absorbing disordered m ediim .Qé The case of periodic—
on-average m odels nvolves a system w ith multiple bands, and In thiscase N E ) must be
understood as the integral density of states between a genuine boundary ofthe band (ifthe
latter exist) and the energy E nom alized by the total num ber of states in the band. M ore
detailed discussion of this case can be found in Ref.12. Th a recent paper Ref. 17, i was
shown how this criterion can be applied to the zero energy states of the Anderson m odel
w ith a diagonal disorder, where the violation of SPS was observed in Ref.1§.

T he criterion based on 1; replaces an original criterion put forward by A nderson, et al?



that suggested that SP S exists if the stationary distribbution of the phases of the re  ection
and transm ission coe cients is uniform , and the phase wlaxes to this distrdbution over a
length, which ismudch an aller than the localization length. By using the hypothesis of the
phase random ization Eq.2, was rederived by m any authors fora variety ofdi erentm ode]s:-%.l

T hephase random ization wasproven rigorously in som e one-din ensjonaj?.l'iq'-?(2 and quasione—
din ens:onaél":é2 m odels, but only for certain parts ofthe spectrum ofthe respective system s.
At the sam e tin g, it was found that, for instance, In the Anderson m odel w ith a diagonal
disorder the stationary distribution ofthe phase isnot uniform forallvaluesofenergy E , for
which cos ' (E =2) is a rational fraction of (it is assum ed that in the nonrandom case all
site energies In the A nderson m odel are set to zero, and the interaction param eter is chosen
to be equal to uniy). The strongest deviation of the phase distrbution from the uniform
one takes place In the vicinities of E = 0 and the initialband boundariesE = 2.W hike it
was found that an absence ofthe phase random ization in both ofthese cases is acoom panied
by the violation of SP S,@Oi“iz’}é the reference to the phase random ization as a criterion for
SP S does not seam to be satisfactory. Indeed, the initial idea of the phase random ization
Jength,lé used to introduce the crterion for SP S, does not actually describe the way the
distrdoution of phase becom es non-uniform . The absence of the phase random ization does
not m ean that the relaxation length of the distribution of phase becom es too large and
exoeeds the localization length. W hat it m eans is that the stationary distribution ofphase,
which can be reached over rlatively short distances, is m erely not uniform . Thus, the
problem of a criterion for SPS is sinply replaced by the problm of nding a crterion
descrbing the transition between uniform and non-uniform stationary distrbutions of the
phase. A solution for the latter problem suggested, for instance in Ref.1§, applies to only
one particular m odel, and, actually involres di erent criteria for di erent spectral regions.
In contrast, the criterion based on 1 introduced in Refs. 11,12 was proven to work for the
entire spectrum ofthe variety ofdi erentm odels, and o ers, therefore, a universal approach
to the veri cation ofSPS.

The violation of SPS in the spectral region of uctuation states rises a question about
the properties of the probability distribbution of LE in these regions. Recently, a signi cant
progress In this direction was achieved in Refs 1423. In the fom er paper, the rst ur
m om ents ofthisdistribution were found analytically forthe A nderson m odelw ith a G aussian

w hite-noise potential. T he authors ofthe Jatter paper used num erical sim ulations to develop



a m acroscopic scaling approach to this problem , and one which could be readily applied to
a wide variety of di erent system s. Tt was shown in Refi 23, that not only second, but also
the third m om ent of the distribbution function of LE for the A nderson tightJfoinding m odel
w ith diagonaldisorder can be fully characterized by a scaling param eter = L=L.

The obfctive of the present paper is to present m ore fully and expand the resuls of
Ref.23. Considering two quite di erent m odels of one-dim ensional localization such as the
A nderson tightbinding m odelw ith a diagonaldisorder, and a m odel of a scalar w ave prop—
agating in a onedim ensional random superlattice, we dem onstrate that one-dim ensional
disordered system s allow s for a universal scaling description of the conductance (or trans-
m ission) distribution in the spectral regions of uctuation states, where standard SP S does
not work. In particular, we show that the scaling approach suggested in Ref. 23 describes
not only the G aussian bulk ofthe distrdoution fiinction, but is also capabl of describing the
statistics of Jarge deviations characterized by the third m om ent of the distrdoution.

The resuls presented In this paper are also relevant to the problm of resonant tun-
nelling through disordered potentialbarriers. Forthe rsttin e, thisproblem was considered
In the pioneering work by Lifshis and K J'xpjchenkov'@‘-g for quantum particles incident on a
three-din ensional barrier, and was later studied In m any subsequent papers (see review s in
Ref.25,24) . M ostly, these works were concemed w ith tunnelling through 3-din ensionalbar-
riersw ith the din ension In the propagating direction m uch am aller than in the perpendicular
directions. Even though the resonant tunnelling is in m any aspects a quasi-one-din ensional
prooess,"?:! the transport In the pure one-din ensional m odels signi cantly di ers from the
situation described above. F irst of all, In onedin ensional case all states are Jocalized and
tranam ission at any energy can be describbed as a resonant underbarrier tunnelling. T here-
fore, the di erence between transport in the region of states from the mitial allowed bands
and the uctuation states, is not as clear as in three-din ensional situations. T herefore, the
problem of transport via uctuation states was not considered as a ssparate problem In the

area of one-din ensional localization until very J:ecz\e:nt.‘lyl-}l'ﬂ5 Seocond, the m ain quantity of
Interest In the case of three dim ensionalbarriers is the totaltranan itance across the entire
area of the barrer, which is detem ined by the sum of individual tranam issions through
Independent quasitone-din ensional channels or lam entéééé This quantity approaches a
non-random lim it when the area of the barrier tends to In nity. In a pure onedin ensional

case the selfaveraging quantity is the Lyapunov exponent, w hich becom esnon-random w hen



the length of the system becomes in nite. In a sense, the pure onedin ensional case is an
opposite lim it to the one considered for three-din ensional barriers. At the sam e tin e, so—
Iutions of the one-din ensional problem can be used to describe barriers whose lengths are
larger than the typical localization length of ndividual channels.

Another in portant application of the problem studied in this paper liess in the eld
of random lasing, which has becom e an area of active ressarch _@i Tt is anticipated that
using localized m odes of a strongly scattering disordered m ediim , one can ocbtain very low —
threshold lasing. D isordered photonic crystals, which support uctuation photon states in
the band-gaps of the underlying periodic structures, can play an in portant rok in achieving
this ob j?ctjve:@é'ég: T he resuls presented In this paper w ill help to understand the unusual
statisticalproperties ofthe Jasing threshold and the nature of Jasingm odes in such structures.

IT. MODELSAND TECHNICAL DETAILS

In this paper we study two m odels of one-din ensional A nderson localization: a classical

A nderson tight-binding m odelw ith a diagonaldisorder, and a scalar wave propagating in a

one-dim ensional random superlattice. T he A nderson m odel is described by the equation of
m otion

n+1t w1t Un E)n=0; @)

where random on-site energies U, are described by a uniform probability distribbution:
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T he propagation of a scalar wave is described by a regqular wave equation,
d2
2 —_— .
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w ith a piecew ise dielectric function, corresponding to a superlattice consisting of two types
of layers w ith dielectric constants ; and ,, respectively. The w idth ofthe layers ofthe st
kind is kept constant and isequalto d;, whik the w idth ofthe layers of the second type was
chosen from a random distribution. In this paper, we report the results for (i) d, uniform Iy
distrdbuted In the ntervalhd,i ;di+ (uniform distribution), (ii) & taking one oftwo

b

P_ _
equally probabl values = 3 and + 3 (dichotom ic distroution).



Both these m odels can be studied using the transfer m atrix approach, in which the

propagation of the excitation along the system is presented in the follow ing fom
Vin+1 = T Vi 7 ©)

where v, is a two din ensional state vector, which presents the state of the system at the
m -th site (or m -th Interface between the layers) and T, is the transfer m atrix describbing
the change of this state at one discreet step. For the A nderson m odel the state vector and

the transfer m atrix have the follow ng fom s regpectively

0 1
Vo = €8 & 7)
n+1
0 1
E U 1
Tn = € % @®)
1 0
For the second m odel the state vector can be de ned as
0 1
Vo =€ K ; 9)

0
m

0 are the values of the wave filnction, (), and is derivative at the m -th

m

where _, and

Interface between the layers. T he transfer m atrix in this case takes the formm

0 1
1= n Ky
Tng cos Ky dy ) (I=kq ) sin dm)}c\; w0)

K, sin Ky dn ) c0S (K G )

wherek, = kp "n - Them ost in portant property ofthe transferm atrices is that the transfer

matrix Ty describing the evolution of the initial state vector across the M sites (slabs) is

equal to the product of the one-step m atrices
Ty = Ty : 11)

U sing the transferm atrices, we calculate the nite size LE, which forboth m odels isde ned

as
kT M Vo k

1
L kVok
where L. characterizes the total length of the system . For the Anderson model, L = M if

~ =
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the distance between ad-pcent sites is chosen as a unit of length, and for the wave equation,
L isa sum ofthe lengths ofall skhbs, and is a random quantity.



W e caloulate LE iteratively using Eq. (13) starting with an arbitrary initial vector v .
T he resultant vector is renom alized after every ten iterations in order to avoid any loss of
accuracy:'?a- Since we are interested In statistics of nite size LE, we do not try to nd its
lim iting value forL ! 1 . Instead, we keep the size of the system  xed while calculating
~ for di erent realizations of our system s. At the same tine, sihce we are Interested In
asym ptotic properties of the distribution, we consider only su ciently long system s, for
which L Loe, where the localization length, 1., is de ned through the average value of
LE as k= hvit.

Another quantity of interest in this work is the length 1, which is expressed in tem s of
the integraldensity of statesN € ),Eq. (3). FortheAnderson m odelN (E ) can be com puted
w ith the help of the node-counting theoram .‘?i Starting w ith an arbitrary initial vector and
the energy values, E < 2 U, which are certainly outside of the energy spectrum of the
system , we counted how m any tin es the sign of the wave function changes over the length
of the system fordi erent values of E . Each new node corresponds to a new state of the

Forthe random superlatticem odelwe nd itm ore convenient to use the phase form alian
described, for instance, in Ref.§. W ithin this form alisn the density of state is expressed in
temm s of the phase variabl, = tan ! ( & ). I the case of system s with a sihgle band
goectrum , this phase changesbetween 0 and when E sweeps the spectrum of the system
from one band boundary to the other. In the superlattice, the spectrum of the wave in the
absence of disorder consists of m ultiple bands. In this case, the phase Increasesby  across
every allowed band, and stays constant and equalto n , lnside any n-th foroidden band. If
disorder In ourm odelisnot too strong, the regionsofthe constant phase are preserved even In
the presence of random  uctuations F ig. (1), and can be used for dentifying the uctuation
boundaries of the bands In the disordered system . Then we can Introduce a density of states
N E ) fora singke kand, which isnom alized to change from 0 to 1, when energy spans from
one uctuation boundary to another. N E ) nom alized thisway is substituted in Eq. 3) In
order to calculate 1; forthe superlattice m odel. W hen disorder becom es stronger the regions
of constant phase disappear, and the notion of the singlke band density of states becom es

m eaningless. In our calculations we alwaysm ake sure to avoid such situations.
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FIG .1: The dependence of the phase near the band gap region (1:44 < ka < 1:56) ssparating the
rst and the second bands in the superlattice m odel. d; was taken from a uniform distrdbution

with =01,L=a’ 10°.

ITT. SCALING DESCRIPTION OF THE MOMENTS OF THE DISTRIBUTION

FUNCTION

Ttwas shown in Refs.11,12 that the variance, ? ofthe Lyapunov exponent in the LLoyd

m odelcan be conveniently described in tem sofa relationship between two scaling variables,

de ned as
’L
=— (13)
and ,de ned as
= éc (14)
L

In thispaperwe show that the variance of LE in m ore generic m odels can also be described
in tem s of the scaling function ().

In orderto dem onstrate thisresult we com puted 2 and I fordi erent valuesofthe energy,
strength of disorder, and length of the system for both m odels under considerations. The
resuls of these calculations were presented in the form ofthe function ( ), which is shown
in Figs.2 and 3 for the A nderson m odel and the superlattice m odel, respectively. T he data
Included In these gures corresoond to system swith L d7loc. The rst mportant result
revealed by this gures is that all the data lie on a single curve, when expressed in temm s
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FIG .2: Typicaldependence of the scaling param eter on forthe Anderson m odel. Thew idth of
the distribution of disorder changes from U = 008 to U = 0:6. Cuzrves corregoonding to di erent
values ofthe w idth are not distinguishable. In the Inset the region of sm all isshown In the log-log

scale.
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FIG . 3: D egpendence of the scaling param eter on for the dichotom ic distribbution (superlattice
model) ofdy, with = 01, 0125, 0.15, 0175, and 02. For every valuie of disorder we took 17
lengths L, ranging from 320 to 20000 layers. D i erent o set value of 33, was com pensated (see

text). In the Inset the sam e is shown In the log-og scale.
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of the variabls and forboth models. This result con m s our general con gcture that
the seocond m om ent of the distrdbution fiinction of LE can be universally described in tem s
ofvariables and regardless the m icroscopical nature of the m odels under consideration.
W hilke the form ofthe function ( ),maydi erfordi erentm odels, itsessential qualitative
properties show a degree of universality: ()= 1for > 1, and it steeply decreases for
1. W e are m ost Interested here in the latter region, where the uctuation states arise.
Forthe Lbyd model = ( =2) for 1:;&':35 while in the m odels studied in this paper
the dependence of upon ismuch stesper. In order to cbtain a better insight into the
propertiessof () foranall , we replotted our num erical data In log—log coordinates (sse
insets in Figs. 2 and 3). Before interpreting these gures we have to note that unlke the
case of the Lloyd model], where (0) = 0, in the m odels considered here (0), whike very
an all, isnot equalto zero. The reason forthisisthe small uctuationsofthe LE due to non—
resonance tunnelling through a random barrier, which contributes to  at the uctuation
soectrum boundary where = 0. This an all contrdbution is m odel speci ¢, and in the
A nderson m odel it can be neglected everyw here w ith exosption of a an all neighborhood of
the uctuation spectrum boundaries. This can be seen from the fact that while changes
over at last two orders of m agniude, the data for the Anderson m odel (nsst in Fig. EZ)
form a straight line w ith exceptions ofa few points corresponding to very an allvalues of
A ccording to these resuls, ( ) hasthe fom

=C + i (L5)

where 1, stands forthe non-universal correction discussed above. In the superlattice m odel
the value of 1, ismore signi cant, and therefore has to be com pensated. In orxder to
estin ate coe cients C and , we select only those data forwhich L < L and use linear

regression. The results of the t are presented In the table below :

A nderson m odel Superlattice m odels

C 127 1:08
027 040

T hese resuls dem onstrate that whilk the nature of the scaling param eters is universal for
both m odels, the num erical values of the resoective param eters are m odel dependent. An

Interesting question is whether the values of C and depend upon the type of statistics of
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FIG .4: D eoendence of the Index ofthe scaling param eter ( lled squares, kft axis) and the factor

C (circles, right axis) on L=] for the A nderson m odel.

the respective random param eters of ourm odels (site energy for A nderson m odel, the lJayer
width for the superlattice m odel). In the case of a superhttice m odel we found that the
change In statistics (from the box to dichotom ic distrdbbution) did not a ect the values ofthe
ooe cints C and . For the Anderson m odelw ith the dichotom ic distribution of the site
energies the resuls were Inconclusive. Strong noise in the data for the dichotom ic process
prevented us from positively establishing equivalency ofthe coe cients forthetwo di erent
types of statistics.

In the region of uctuation states, a new Intem ediate regim e of lengths L, In which
Tioc L L appears. This regin e does not exist for in-band states. It is natural to
anticipate that the scaling behavior of our systam s in this regin e would change. In order to
study this question, we divided our data in groups according to the value of L=], lncluding
pointswith L=L > 1 aswellaswih L= < 1. Carrying out statistical analysis of the data
for xed values of L=] we were ablk to cbtain dependencies of the param eters C and on
L=l; the respective results are presented in Figs.4 and §. First of all, we would lke to
note that these dependencies saturate to values presented in the Tabk 1 forL=L > 1. This
con 1 s our assum ption that In thisregine  depends upon a single param eter,

For shorter systam s, however, a new param eter, L=1 em erges. For the Anderson m odel
we were abl to show that (L=lk) isbest described by the logarithm  (L=L) In @=L),

12
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FIG .5: T he exponent of the scaling param eter ( lled squares, keft axis) and the factorC (circles,
right axis) as functions of L=1; for the superlattice m odel. Large and sm all sym bols correspond to

dichotom ic and box distrbbution of dy, resgpectively.

which m eans that the variance of the Lyapunov exponent, 2, in this regin e dem onstrates
an anom alous scaling w ith the length ofthe system , L :

1
2/ E@@[(Lﬂs)h 1/ L &R (16)

Tt is Interesting to note that when decreases, 1+ In  m ay beocom e negative resulting In
2 increasing with L. This behavior can be qualitatively understood from the ©llow ing
argum ents: T he condition L L m eans that for the m ost of the realizations of the random
potential no states exist in the energy interval under discussion. T he transm ission through
such realizations uctuates rather weakly. The greatest contribution to the tranam ission
uctuations is given by those few realizations that can support at keast a singlke state. The
probabilty for such realizations to arise grows when the length of the system increases,
resulting in the respective increase of 2. This behavior, of course, breaks down for very
large values of I;, w hich correspond to states close to the genuine soectralboundary, because
for these states 2 is detemm ined by a non-universal correction to  given by 14, -
The behavior of 2 given by Eq. (1§) can be con m ed by plotting directly the fiinction
“(L) for energies from the band-gap. F ig.'§ presents such a plot for the A nderson m odel
for the value of equalto = 02. Tt dem onstrates a good agreem ent w ith Eq. (16): the
slope of the curve was found to be equal to 1:77, whik an estin ate for this slope from

13
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FIG .6: The logarithm ofthe scaling param eter forthe Anderson m odelasa function oflog;y L=l
for interm ediate values of energy when L is not too large. Points are the result of num erical

calculations and the straight line is a lnear t.

Eq. (1§) gives 1:78. T should be noted, however, that the regin e described by Eq. (6)
exists in a relatively narrow Interval of energies, at least for the Anderson m odel w ith the
box distribution. The reason for this is that 1, grow s very fast in the region of uctuation
states when the energy is shifted toward the uctuation spectrum boundary. Very large 1
m eans that only few realizations of our system support at least a singlk state. T herefore, for
the m ost realizations tranam ission occurs via non-resonant underbarrier tunnelling. The
statistics of the tranam ission for this subset of realizations is determm ined by the localization
length alone (I, isexact In niy for these realizations). A s a resul, we have a com petition
between a an all number of realizations, supporting states, for which uctuations of the
Lyapunov exponent are large and grow w ith the length, and the m a prity of realizations,
in which 2 is amall, and decreasing with length. At very large 1 the contrbution to 2
from the representative realizationsbecom es larger than the contribution from the resonant
realizations, and Eq. (1§) fails. In this case, an asym ptotic behavior of ? isagain controlled
by the Iocalization length alone, as it can be seen in Fig.7}, where 2L saturates at L much
an aller than L.

T he assum ption about the G aussian form of the distrdbution of LE is the result of the

central Ilin it theoram , and strictly speaking is true only asym ptotically when L ! 1 . At
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FIG .7: The logarithm ofthe scaling param eter forthe Anderson m odelasa function oflog;y L=l
for energies corresponding to extrem ely large values of ;. T he saturation occurs at the length close

to the localization length.

nie L the distribution finction deviates from the G aussian form even in the regim e when
SP'S hods#%% H owever, it was found in Refs.1423 that this deviation, asm easured by the
m agnitude of the third and higher m om ents, increases signi cantly in the vicniy of the
band boundary of the Iniial spectrum . T his result was obtained analytically for the white—
noise potentialin Ref.il4. The rst study ofthe scaling properties of the third m om ent was
reported in Ref.23. In this part of the paper we expand scaling analysis of Ref. 23 to the
superlattice m odel, and com pare the resuls obtained for these two m odels. W e consider the
scaling properties ofthe third cum ulant % = h( h iJi, which characterizes the asym m etry
or skew ness of the distrbution function. Fig.§ show s the energy dependence of the third
m om ent for the Anderson m odel. It is seen that this moment signi cantly grows in the
vichhity of the nitial band boundaries of both m odels, which m eans that the signi cant
deviation of the distrbution finction of LE from the G aussian form in the region, where
traditional SP S violates is a universal phenom enon.

To analyze scaling properties of the third cum ulant we consider the din ensionless param —

eter

3= 3L ke a7

The dependence of ; on for the Anderson m odel and superlattice is shown in Figs.9 and
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FIG . 8: D ependence of the renom alized third cum ulant, $L?, on energy in the vicinity ofthe band

edge of a pure system (U = 0:05) for the A nderson m odel.
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FIG . 9: D ependence of the param eter 5 = $L%L.. on ! = 1=1,. Anderson model) for a set
of di erent w idths of the distrbution of the potential: 0:001 < U < 021. Error bars show the

dispersion of the results of num erical sin ulations near a m ean values shown by squares.

10, respectively.

One can see from these gures that whik data for the param eter ; are rather noisy, i
show s a relatively good scaling behavior as a function of the single param eter for both
m odels. This fact itself is quite rem arkable since it dem onstrates that even in the region,
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FIG .10: D gpendence of 3 on L=k for dichotom ic distribution (superlattice m odel) ofdy w ith
= 0.1, 0125, 015, 0.175, and 02. For every value of disorder we took 17 length L, ranging from

320 to 20000 layers. O n the insert the sam e is shown In log-log scale.

w here the distrbution function of LE deviates signi cantly from the G aussian fomm , i can
still be characterized by two param eters w ithin the scaling procedure suggested here.

T he better data quality for the superlattice m odel allowed for m ore thorough study of
the third m om ent. The insert in Fig.1( show s a good scaling behavior sim ilarto Eq. @5):

3=C3 4+ 3im 18)

The lin ting value ;;i, , was substantially am aller than 4, , SO0 no explicit correction was
needed to cdbtain Fig.dd.

For intem ediate lengths, L, L 1, we analyzed data using approach sin ilar to that
em ployed to obtain Figs.4 and'§. For xed values of L=] we cbtained dependencies of the
parameters C3 and , on L=L (Fig.ill), and und the saturated values ofC3 = 0{73 and

3= 052 { the sam e for both dichotom ic and box distributions.

Iv. COMPARISON W ITH THE GAUSSIAN W HITE NOISE M ODEL

It iswellknown that under certain circum stances statistical properties of one-din ensional
disordered system s in the vicihiy ofthe band edges ofthe Initial spectrum can be universally

described by replacing an actualrandom potentialby a G aussian white noise potentjalE One

17
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FIG.1l: 3 ( Ied squares, kft axis), the exponent of 3, and factor C, (circles, right axis) as
functions of L=L for superlattice m odel. Large and sm all sym bols corresoond to dichotom ic and

box distrdbution of d, regpectively.

ofthem anifestations ofthis fact isthat the statistical propertiesof LE In the A nderson m odel
w ith the box distribution ofthe site e11e3:<_:13e§:”-15'ga are very sin ilar to those ofthe continuous
m odelw ith the G aussian whitenoise poten‘dal,g and are characterized by the sam e scaling
param eter E =D 23, where E is the energy counted from the initialband boundary, and D
is the variance of the random potential. Tt was noted in Ref. 14 that the scaling param eter
is a singlevalued fiinction of the G aussian scaling param eter E =D =3 for the whitenoise
m odel, so that in this case these two param eters are equivalent to each other. An in portant
question now arises: w hether the apparent universality of the scaling description, suggested
In thispaper, is a m ere consequence ofthe fact that in the region ofthe uctuation statesall
m odels can be reduced to the G aussian m odel, or this universality revealsm ore fundam ental
properties of this spectral region. This question was partially discussed in the Ref. 17, in
which it was shown that the behavior ofthe second m om ent ofthe LE in the vicinity ofE = 0
ofthe A nderson m odel obeys the scaling description in termm s of the param eter , whik the
G aussian approxin ation certainly doesnot work in thispart of the spectrum . In this paper,
we address this question considering regions of the uctuation states in the superlattice
m odel®? The nset to F ig.12 show s the plot of the param eter  versus the G aussian scaling

parameter k k)=D %= O / ?), where k; is the dim ensionless frequency of one of the

18



FIG.12: Nom alized variance of LE, , plotted versus parameter k k)= dem onstrates a good
scaling. Scaling wih (k k)= 4:3, predicted by the G aussian white noise m odel, shown iIn the
Inset, 2ils. The data was generated In the superlattice m odel w ith the box distrbution for wve
valuiesof =0.1,0.125,0.15,0.175,and 02, L=20000. W e ncluded the frequencies from two band
edges — the upper edge of the st band and the lower edge of the second band. A fogether, the

band gap region between the rst and the second bands is covered entirely.

initial band boundaries of the superlattice for several values of the disorder. M oreover, we

Included the frequencies from the upper edge of the rst band and the lower edge of the
second band. W e found that instead ofE =D #=3 predicted by the G aussian w hite noisem odel,

our data are better scaled w ith the param eter E =D ™. O ne can see from Fig.12, that while

the G aussian scaling fails, the function ( ) discussed In the previous section of the paper
gives the best scaling description of thism odel as well as of the Anderson m odel. W e can

conclude, therefore, that the scaling param eter retains its universal signi cance beyond
the validiy of the whitenoise approxin ation.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper we studied scaling properties of the distribution function of the Lyapunov
exponent for two one-dim ensional disordered m odels: the Anderson m odel w ith diagonal

disorder, and the m odel of a scalar wave propagating in a random superlattice. The m ain
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result of the paper is that in the region of band-edge and uctuation states, where sinple
SP S fails, the distrdoution fuinction can be described by two independent scaling param eters:
the localization length, L., and an additional kngth L, ntroduced in Refs. 11,12, which is
related to the Integral density of states. The fact of principal im portance is that not only
the second m om ent of the distrbution is describbed by these two param eters, but so also is
the third m om ent. Thism eans that even though In the region of uctuation states the form
of the distrdbution function strongly deviates from the G aussian, it still can be described
w ithin the suggested two-param eter scaling approach.

Am ong other im portant results ofthe paperwe would like to note the detailed study ofthe
properties of the varance and the third m om ent of LE in the region of uctuation states.
W e showed that both, the nom alized variance and the third cum ulant presented by the
scaling functions and 3, dem onstrate a power law dependence upon the scaling param eter

. Param eters of thispower law dependence were found to depend weakly upon the type of
statistics used to characterize our random system s, but aredi erent for the A nderson m odel
and the superlattice m odel. W hen the length of the system becom es an aller than 1, we
showed that the scaling behavior of 2 deviates signi cantly from the central lin it theorem
behavior even when L rem ainsm uch bigger than the localization length.
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