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Abstract

W e have studied the distribution ofresonantwidthsP (�)in one-,two-and three dim ensional

m ultiple light scattering system s. P (�) should follow a universalpower law P (�)� � �1 in the

localized regim eascon�rm ed by extensivenum ericalcalculations.Thisbehaviorcan beinterpreted

asan unam biguoussignature ofexponentialAnderson localization oflightin open system s.
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Theresearch on Anderson localization oflighthasbeen ofgreatinterest[1]since itwas

originally proposed astheopticalcounterpartofelectroniclocalization [2].Localization,as

proposed by Anderson,is de�ned as an inhibition ofwave di�usion in in�nite disordered

m edia dueto interferenceofm ultiplescattered waves[3].A m uch strongerde�nition isthat

the eigenfunctions in an in�nite disordered m edium are characterized by an exponential

decay in space,j (r)j� exp(jr� r0j=�),where � isthe localization length. In �nite,open

m edia,wavescan \leak" through the sam ple boundaries. Anderson localization m ustthus

relate to m anifestationsofleakage in observablesquantities. Foropticalsystem s,they are

typically theem erging intensity,thetotaltransm ission orthecoherentbackscattering cone.

Theobservation ofan exponentialscalingoftransm ission [4,5],aswellastheroundingofthe

backscattering cone [6],m ay nothave de�nitively established localization sinceabsorption

could beresponsibleforthesesam ee�ects.

Thereareseveralcriteria to determ inetheonsetofthelocalized regim e.TheIo�e-Regel

criterion states that,in three dim ensions (3D),localization occursfork‘ � 1 (with k the

lightwavenum berinsidethem edium and ‘them ean freepath).Anotherapproach tode�ne

electrom agnetic localization is based on the variance ofuctuations oftransm ission,even

in the presence ofabsorption [7].In open system s,the\eigenstates" areresonanceswith a

�nite energy width � (or,equivalently,with a �nite lifetim e t� 1=�)due to leakage. The

Thouless criterion establishes that localization can be set to occur when the typicaltim e

that an excitation needs to propagate through the entire system ofsize R,tT � 1=�T �

R
2
=D (Thoulesstim e),exceedsthem axim altim escale ofthesystem ,tH � 1=�H � 1=�E

(Heisenberg tim e)[8].HereD isthedi�usion constantand �E them ean levelspacing.

ThisThouless criterion appliesto the average leakage width. Hence itisreasonable to

assum e thatthe statisticalpropertiesofresonance widthsare strongly a�ected by localiza-

tion.The aim ofthepresentpaperisto investigate how localization m anifestsitselfin the

distribution ofresonance widthsP(�)in m ultiple lightscattering in open system s.W e will

show thatP(�)exhibitstheuniversalpowerlaw P(�)� � �1 in 1D,2D and 3D opticaldis-

ordered system s,thereby generalizing recenttheoretical[9]and num erical[10]studiesin 1D

m odelsofm esoscopic transport.W eassertthatthealgebraicdecay P(�)� ��1 represents

a universalproperty ofAnderson localization oflight.

Although thestatisticalpropertiesofresonancewidthsin open system shavebeen exten-

sively studied overthelastyears,in particularforchaotic/ballisticsystem s[11,12,13],their
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behaviorforsystem sexhibiting localization hasreceived considerably lessattention.Asar-

gued by Casatietal.,P(�)should follow a powerlaw P(�)� � �1 in localized,classically

chaotic system s [14]. P(�)wasanalytically obtained for1D disordered system s,showing

a slightly di�erentpowerlaw P(�)� ��1:25 [9].Thisprediction wascorroborated laterby

num ericalcalculationsin 1D and quasi-1D tightbinding m odels[10].The P(�)� ��1 be-

haviorwasalsoreported in 1D and 3D strongly driven atom icRydberg statesin thecontext

ofdynam icallocalization [15].Exactly atthe Anderson transition [16]and in the di�usive

regim e[17],P(�)wasshown tofollow apowerlaw with apowerdi�erentfrom �1.Concern-

ing thestudy ofP(�)foropticalsystem s,theonly work on thesubjectis,to thebestofour

knowledge,dueto Patra [18],who m ainly focused on thesm all� regim eand itsapplication

to random lasers.Forsm all�,itisknown thatP(�)isdi�erentfrom a powerlaw,forboth

the di�usive [12,18]and the localized regim es[13,18]. Itshould be em phasized thatthe

powerlaw decay ofP(�)isexpected to occuronly forinterm ediatevaluesof�,i.e.,fornot

too large �,where the resonancesare strongly coupled to the continuum and where P(�)

decaysfasterthan algebraically [9,10],and for� >
� h�i.

W ewillpresenta sim ple physicalargum ent,inspired by Refs.[9,10,14],to explain the

universalP(�) � ��1 behavior for the localized regim e,i.e.,independent on the dim en-

sionality ofthe system . Due to the opening ofthe system ,exponentially localized eigen-

states ofthe corresponding closed system (linear size R) acquire a �nite frequency width

�0,�0� e
�r 0=�,with r

0 the distance to the boundaries. Nearthe system edges,the leakage

is strong and the resonances are large com pared to �T. On the otherhand,farfrom the

boundariesthe leakage issm alland the typical� in thisregion ism uch sm aller than �T.

Assum ing thatthe resonancesare uniform ly distributed in space,itfollowsthatthe (inte-

grated)probability of�nding a resonancewidth � sm allerthan �0,Pint(� < �0),isequalto

the probability of�nding a resonance situated ata distance r from the boundaries larger

than r
0,P (r> r

0),i.e.,Pint(� < �0)= P (r> r
0). Since P (r> r

0)/ �D (R � r
0)=�D (R)

with �D theD-dim ensionalvolum e,weconcludethattheprobability density is

P (�0) =
dr

0

d�0

d

dr0
[P(r> r

0)]

/ �
�

�0

d

dr0

"

�D (R � r
0)

�D (R)

#

: (1)

The purely geom etricalfactord=dr0[�D (R � r
0)=�D (R)]dependson thedim ensionality of

thesystem butdoesnota�ecttheexponentin �.
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Totestthevalidity of(1)in thecontextofAnderson localization oflight,wewillconsider

scalar wave propagation in disordered m edia using the m ethod introduced by Rusek and

Orlowski[19,20]. This approach is based on the analysis ofthe Green m atrices spectra,

which describe light scattering from random ly distributed pointlike dipoles (i.e.,particles

m uch sm allerthan the wavelength oflight).Foran incidentplane wave  0(r)in a system

ofN identicaldipoleswith scattering m atrix t,the �eld acting in the dipole atri isgiven

by [19,20]:

 (ri)=  0(ri)+ t

NX

j6= i

G (rij) (rj): (2)

Thecom plex-valued N � N m atrix G (rij)describeslightpropagation ofthewavescattered

by thedipole atri to thedipole atrj.Since the eigenvalues�M ofM � I� tG and �G of

G arerelated by �M = 1� t�G ,and tdependson frequency ! via thescattering phaseshift

�(!) [21],an eigenvalue �G with Re�G = �1 willperm it an appropriate choice for �(!)

in orderto obtain an eigenvalue �M = 0,which would correspond to a genuinely localized

state som ewhere inside the random m edium [19]. Assum ing a Breit-W ignerm odelforthe

scatterers,(with one resonance ofwidth �0 atthe position !0) and forwhich �(!)has a

sim ple form ,itispossible to obtain,in a good approxim ation,the resonance widths� via

�G ,�=�0 ’ 1+ Re�G [20].In thefollowing,wewillnum erically diagonalizeG in 1D,2D and

3D and calculatethedistribution ofresonancewidthsP (�)using theaboveapproxim ation.

In Fig.(1),P (�) is calculated for 1D system s com posed of100 random ly distributed

scatterersin alinearsegm entfortwo di�erentvaluesoftheuniform opticaldensity �:�= 1

and �= 10 scatterersperwavelength.In 1D,alleigenstatesareknown to beexponentially

localized even forweak disorderand �isoftheorderofthem ean freepath ‘.P (�)exhibits

a powerlaw with an exponentvery close to �1,in good agreem entwith (1). In addition,

theexponentdoesnotchangeby increasing �,i.e.,by decreasing �.Thisdem onstratesthat

the algebraic decay P (�) � ��1 in the localized regim e is valid not only for 1D m odels

ofm esoscopic transport[9,10],butalso forourm odelofwave propagation in disordered

m edia.Atlarge�,P (�)decaysfasterthan algebraically.Thiscan beexplained by thefact

thatthisregion isdom inated by shortliving resonances,typically close to the boundaries,

forwhich theprediction (1)breaksdown.

Fig.(2)showsP (�)for2D system sof2500 scatterersrandom ly distributed in a square

for�= 1 and �= 10 scatterersperwavelength squared.According to thescaling theory of
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localization,alleigenstatesin 2D closed system sshould belocalized,but� scalesexponen-

tially with ‘[22]. The ��1 decay ofP (�)in Fig.(2)isclearly visible forboth valuesof�

used,with an exponentvery closeto �1,in excellentagreem entwith (1).Rem ark however

thattherangeofthepowerlaw isbroaderwhen �ishigher.Increasing �m eansdecreasing

‘and,consequently,decreasing �.Therangeofthealgebraicdecay P (�)� ��1 isexpected

to bebroaderasm oreand m orestatesbecom elocalized.Such a behaviorwasalso reported

in num ericalcalculationswithin the Anderson m odel[10]. Forlarge �,P (�)decaysagain

fasterthan algebraically asin the1D case.

In Fig.(3)the3D caseisconsidered,whereP (�)iscalculated forsystem scom posed by

1000 pointscatterersrandom ly distributed in a sphere(radiusR)for�= 1,�= 10,�= 30

and � = 60 scatterers per wavelength cubed. In 3D,the system is expected to undergo,

upon varying thedegreeofdisorder,a transition from extended statestolocalized states.It

isthereforeinteresting to investigateifand how thistransition m anifestsitselfin P (�).As

in the2D case,wenoticethat,as�increases,therangeofthealgebraicdecay P (�)� � ��

increases.W ealsorem ark that,as�increases,theassociated exponentstend m oreand m ore

to the value �1.The exponents,obtained by a linear�tin the rangewhere the powerlaw

ispresent,are �� 0:76 for�= 1,�� 0:83 for�= 10,� � 0:95 for�= 30 and � � 1:1

for � = 60. This suggests,according to (1),the onset ofthe localized regim e for higher

�. In fact,the Io�e-Regelcriterion forlocalization (k‘< 1)isestim ated to be satis�ed for

�> 2�2 � 20 forscatterersatresonance.Thiscondition isful�lled for�= 30 and �= 60,

forwhich � isvery close to 1,showing thatthe system with these densities are indeed in

the localized regim e and con�rm ing thatthe powerlaw P (�)� ��1 can be considered a

genuinesignatureofAnderson localization oflight.Thefactthattheexponentsfor�= 30

and �= 60 arenotexactly equalto 1 can probably beattributed to �nite-sizee�ects.Once

again,notethatP (�)decaysfasterthan a powerlaw forlarge�.

Let us now com pare the m ean width ofthe distribution to the inverse Thouless tim e

�T = 1=tT = 6D B =R
2,where D B istheBoltzm ann di�usion constant.To estim ate �T one

should recallthatin 3D,D B = vE ‘
�
=3,where‘� isthetransportm ean freepath (which is,for

pointscatterers,equalto‘)andvE theenergytransportvelocity,vE � c0=[1+�dw ell=�m f][23],

with �dw ell= 1=�0 thedwelltim e in a single scattering and �m f = ‘=c0 them ean freetim e.

Applying these considerations,�T can be written as �T=�0 � 2(‘=R)
2
. Fig.(4) exhibits

P (�)forthe sam e opticaldensitiesofFig.(3)butnow with � norm alized to � T. Forlow
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�(�= 1 and �= 10),P (�)ispeaked near� T,showing thatthe system isin the di�usive

regim e.Noticethatthereisanon-vanishing probability to�nd m odesthatlivem uch longer

than tT even in thedi�usiveregim e,theso-called \prelocalized" m odes[24].As�increases,

we observe thatP (�)isno longercentered at�T and thatthe probability to �nd a m ode

with resonance width sm aller than �T also increases. This m eans that,on average,the

m odes live longer than tT. At the sam e tim e,Fig.(3) shows that localization m anifests

itselfin P (�)notonly via thebroadening ofthepowerlaw rangebutalso via thefactthat

theassociated exponentsapproach to�1.W econcludeagain thattheP (�)� ��1 behavior

is an unam biguous signature ofAnderson localization oflight in open m edia. It m ust be

m entioned that the present 3D study m ay be relevant for recent m ultiple light scattering

experim ents in atom ic m edia [25],for which m odeling the scatterers by pointlike dipoles

constitutesan excellentapproxim ation.

In sum m ary,wehavestudied thedistribution ofresonancewidthsP (�)in 1D,2D and 3D

m ultiplelightscattering system scom posed ofrandom ly distributed pointlikescalardipoles.

W ehavedeveloped a sim plephysicalargum ent,based on theexponentialdecay oflocalized

eigenfunctions,to show thatP (�)should follow an universalpowerlaw P (�)� � �1 decay

in the localized regim e. Thisprediction wascon�rm ed by extensive num ericalcalculations

and dem onstrates that the P (�) � ��1 behavior can be interpreted as an unam biguous

signatureofAnderson localization oflightin open m edia.
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FIG .1: The norm alized distribution ofresonance widthsP (�)calculated for1000 di�erentcon-

�gurationsof100 pointscatterersrandom ly distributed in a 1D segm entwith two di�erentvalues

ofthe uniform opticaldensity �,� = 1 (fullsquares) and � = 10 (open circles) scatterers per

wavelength. The dashed line correspondsto the prediction P (�)� ��1 for the localized regim e

and the solid ones are just to guide the eyes. The values of� are norm alized by the resonance

width ofa single dipole�0.

FIG .2: P (�) calculated for up to 50 con�gurations of2500 scatterers random ly distributed in

a square for � = 1 (fullsquares) and � = 10 (open circles) scatterers per wavelength squared.

The norm alization of�,aswellasthe signi�cance ofthe solid and dashed lines,isthe sam e asin

Fig.(1).

FIG .4:P (�)asin Fig.(3),butnow � isnorm alized by theThoulessfrequency,� T.

FIG .3:P (�)calculated for100 con�gurationsof1000 scatterersrandom ly distributed in a sphere

for� = 1 (fullsquares),� = 10 (open circles),� = 30 (fulltriangles)and � = 60 (open diam onds)

scatterers perwavelength cubed. The norm alization of�,as wellas the signi�cance ofthe solid

and dashed lines,isthesam e ofFig.(1).
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