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A renormalization approach for the 2D Anderson model at the band edge: Scaling of the
localization volume
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We study the localization volumas (participation ratio) of electronic wave functions in the-
Anderson model with diagonal disorder. Using a renormtbmaprocedure, we show that at the
band edges, i.e. for energigs 4, v is inversely proportional to the varianeg? i of the site
potentials. Using scaling arguments, we show that in thghieirhood ofe = 4, v scales as
Vv = h%i 'g(@ $£ Ij=h?i) with the scaling functiony x). Numerical simulations confirm this
scaling ansatz.

I. INTRODUCTION replaced by = 1=¢4 yand = 2=@4 ) and
= 1 refers to the uncorrelated case of Ref6.[6,7]. At
A large amount of work has been done in the pasthe band center on the other hand, a different behavior
decades to understand the localization behavior in randf ~ occurs. A Green’s function techniqug J10] yields
domly disordered systems. The standard model fora  h?i ' forE = 0and in some distance from the
single-particle electronic wave function in tight binding band center, a second-order perturbation theory of the
approximation in the presence of disorder is the Anderdiagonal elements of the Green’s functier{ [1,11] yields

son model[1+3]. Ind = 2 and with diagonal disorder, ) @ E)=h’i
it can be written as For d = 2, on the other hand, no analytical theory
for the localization behavior is known yet. Numerical
ntim+t nimt*T am+1t nm 1 4nam simulations close to the band center exist on the basis
=€ 4am  am om: (1) of Green's functions calculation$ }12], exact diagonal-

ization [13] and the Lanczos algorithi J14], but do not
HereE is the energy, the hopping potentials betweenlead to an exact or scaling form ofor related quanti-
nearest-neighbor are all set to unity,;m ) are the site  ties. Moreover, it was shown in Ref. [14], that the wave
indices, is the eigenfunction, and , ., ¥ is the prob-  function in the two-dimensional Anderson model does
ability to find an electron at siter;m ). The ,,, arethe not decay exponentially. Instead, a subexponential de-
site potentials which are all uncorrelalged random num<ay of was found with increasing logarithmically

bers with the varianca i @=N2)" Y _. 2.  withthe distance from the localization center.

P ; . . ,
Their average value i q=%) Y _| .. is set In this paper, we concentrate on the band edges, i.e.
equal to zero. The term 4 ,,, onboth sides of Eqii(1) ON energies 4 of the Anderson model ia = 2

is introduced in order to create a discretized Laplace opWith uncorrelated potentials. We develop a renormal-
erator on the left-hand side of the equation (see below)iZation approach, similar to the one én= 1 of [8d]

It has been recognized for long thatdn= 1 and and use it to fl_nd a scaling form for the Ioc,ja_llzayon vo_l—
d = 2 all eigenstates of Eq. (1) are localized, whereas!MeV, which is relateq to the inverse participation ratio
a localization-delocalization transition occursdr- 3. P - Ind = 2 apd with the wave function , -, be-
However, the shape of the wavefunctions and the valudg normalizedby . 2. = 1,p *is defined by
of the localization length & ;h 2i) is still being dis- [15,16]

cussed. &
In d = 1 and for uncorrelated site potentials, expo- p = Jam Tt (3)
nential localization was proven throughout the energy nm=1

band [1,4,5] and a lot of rigorous results and scalingIt : e is addi ional vol q
theories exist for the localization length defined via > "VErS€ valu@ IS ad-dimensional volume and mea-
ures the extension of a given state. If we dividdy

the Lyapunov exponent. Close to the band edges (i.e. ai] )
yap P ges the volumev, of the system, we get the relative vol-

E = 2ind= 1), aweak disorder expansion yields . . .
) P y umeV of the eigenstatey P =V, i.e. the portion
E. £3 of the system where the wave amplitude is large. It can
=n?i f == (2) : - . 2
h2i be easily verified that il = 1;2 0or 3, v for
all wavefunctions of the form (r) exp[ (@=)]
withe, = 2, = 1=3and = 2=3 [(i}'{ﬂ. Recently, > 0. Therefore, one can define an effective localiza-
it has been shown by a space renormalization procedurion lengthv 1=¢ , which measures the average di-

[8,1_9] that Eq. KZ) also holds for the case of long-rangeameter of the state. For numerical calculationd ia 2
correlated site potentials with correlation exponent andd = 3, where the wave functions do not decay ex-
0 < 1. In this case, the exponents have to beponentially,v is easier accessible tharand therefore,
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we focuse orv in this paper. m 1;m), m;m+ 1)andm;m 1). Combiningthose
Sincev ind= 1, Eq. '(2) holds up to an irrele- four equations with Eq.:_tl) and rearranging the terms,

vant proportionality factor also for . It is the purpose we arrive at

of this paper to show that a similar scaling law as the

one of Eq. {2) holds also for ind= 2, n+2m t n 2m t am+2t am 2 4am
E :E] = (4ﬁl;m+fn;m+1+fn;m 1+fn+1;m+fn l;m)
_ 2 c
V=h"i g L2y 4) + & Y@ nm + n+im t no1m T

. . . + n;rn+1+ n;m 1)+8n;rn
but with different exponents,= 1and = 1and with

E. = 4. This scaling ansatz is confirmed by numerical
calculations. (6)

The paper is organized as follows: In section |l we ex-
plain the outline of the renormalization approach, while
in section Ill the scaling ansatz for the localization vol-
umeV is developed and tested by numerical simula-
tions. Additional remarks about former renormalization
theories and the extension to the vibrational problem ar
given in section IV.

2(n+1;m+l+ ntlm 1t n 1m+1T n 1m 1);

with the abbreviatiore;;; 59 13- Comparing this
result with Eq. KEL), we can see that the left-hand side
of Eqg. (6) is again a Laplace operator, but with twice
the distance between, ,, and its neighbors. The first
dwo terms on the right-hand side, involving the disorder
termst;,; and the eigenvaluét  E ), are similar to the
corresponding terms in Eoi_] (1), with the only difference
that they no longer depend on a single sftem ) but

II. THE RENORMALIZATION APPROACH Couple sites at distances 2 from (n;m ) to blocks.

The last two terms, however, involve couplings be-

In the renormalization approach, we want to combing™€€N = andits second nearestneighbogs 1 + 1,
1 and so on and do not occur in Eg. (1) (norin

single sites of the lattice to blocks. This procedure musthn+ L dina derivation i . d
be reasonable in the limit of small values 6f + 5 the corresponding derivation ih= 1). Using a second-

i.e. close to the band edges. In this context, we mus?rder Taylor expansion, we approximate these terms by

recall that the wavefunctions possess two characteristic
lengthscales, (i) the wavelengthof the ordered lattice
that describes the periodic fluctuating part of the wave- dnm * 2(ne1m t no1m t am+1t oam 1)
function and (ii) the localization length that describes = 4 ,,n 254 + 2€  4) o i @)
their decaying envelope. As it = 1 [g], we assume

that the periodic part of does not depend on the disor- where Eq. (1) has been inserted in the last step. The
der but is reminiscent of the functions of an ordered lat-Taylor expansion is legitimate in the limit of large wave-
tice, where the disorder termg; are zeroand isareg-  lengths, i.e. close to the band edge. Inserting _Eq. (7)into
ular sin- or cos-function. By solving Eq.i(1) for the or- Eq. () we finally arrive at

dered case, we found ih= 1that 2 (£.3 E) L.

Ind= 2,where ?=Z+ Zwiththewavelengths, n+2m ¥ o0 o2m * oam+2t am o2 4am

and ,inx andy direction, respectively, we have = GEm+1+ Eam 1+ fnvim + £0 1m)

+ E 4)(n;m+1+ nm 11T n+im t n 1;m):(8)

n+1;m+l+ n+ 1;m l+ n 1;rn+1+ n 1lm 1

i B ¥I3T and & EIC
(5)  Assuming that the potentials are randomly distributed,
we introduce the smoothed wavefunctiof,, of the
wherek . = 4. At the band edges, diverges and the block and combine the terms, .1 + fam 1 +
wavefunctl_on no Ionger resolves the _deta|_ls of the d|s_or-fn+ w4 £1 1. toonesingle ternt, @, @ @
der potentials. In this case, we can imagine that neigh-"" ** ’ @ ’ ’ ’
boring sites of the lattice move as blocks and the foIIow-WIth the block potenthl o nm+l ¥ nmo o1+
ing renormalization approach becomes legitimate. nrim * o 1m - EQuation(B) now shows a block form
In the following, we consider the upper band edgeOf blocklength = 2,
E = 4, but by canceling the terms 4 ,, on both 2) @) 2) @) @)
sides of Eq. :f.l) and taking into account that the, ntim ton im am+1t am 1 4am
are randomly distributed around their mean value of = @ @ 4+ 4@ 4) @ . 9)
h i= 0, we can see that the equation is symmetric under
the transformatiom ! E. Therefore, the renormal-  This is shown in Figl_ll. Couplings between nearest-
ization approach is also valid for the lower band edgeneighbor sites via Eq! (1) are symbolized by straight
E = 4. lines whereas the couplings between the sitgs,
In order to transform Eq.:_l(l) into block form, we and ,, and so on of Eq.:_(g) are symbolized by the
first replace the site indices;m ) of the central site oval lines. The site potentials, , + ; nm+i nm+i
in Eq. (1) (see also Fig. 1) successively by+ 1;m),  andfn:im  n+im n+im Withi=  1thatformthe



block potential -, are indicated by the black circles. = () )+ 2@ 4 [); (10)

It can be seen that they lie well inside an inclined block,
consisting of2? particles. where .. is the smoothed wavefunction of a block of
length and

X
n,m+2 4 (11)

1]

2+ 32< 2;i+ jodd

| | |
n-1m+l  nm+l n|+1,m+1 with the sum running over all pairs @and5with ieven,
jodd and vice versa (chess-board pattern) in a distance
#+ 3 < 2 fromthe site indexn;m ).

| |
n-2,m n-1,m nm|; n+l,m n+2,m
| | |

| IIL. THE SCALING ANSATZ: THEORY AND
- - - + -
n-im-1-nm-f - n+lm-1 NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

n,m-2 Now, the renormalization approach is complete and
. . . we use it to derive a scaling theory for the localiza-
FIG. 1.: Sketch of the Anderson lattice according to Egs. (1) tion volume . Naturally, the form of the wavefunc-
und (_é) as explained in the text. The circles represent the di tion exp[ (=) ]does not depend on the arbi-
ferent lattice sites, the straight lines between them ateic trary subdivision of the lattice into blocks. Nevertheless

the usual nearest-neighbor coupling, whereas the couptihg b Vi h lizati h .
Eq. Cé) are shown by the oval lines. The black circles stand fo y applying the renorma 'Za“‘?” _approac_ over a certain
5 range of block lengths, we gain information abgut

the site potentials that form the block potential [see E:)j. 9 i el )
B The following derivation applies & = 4, where

diverges and the block form is legitimate for any block
size between and infinity. At = 4, the only quan-
tities that enter into the right-hand side of EQ. (1) are
the potentials ;5. Accordinglyv, which is an average

N quantity over many lattice realizations, can only depend
x x on the different moments of them (the first momant
h x |h being zero). As ird = 1 we presume a power-law be-
havior,
X X X X
x h x|h x vV n%i o (12)
x h|x .
To derive the exponent, we apply the block trans-
X formation described above separately to both sides of

Eq. {12). The left-hand side7, is a volume and there-
fore simply rescaled by a factor of,

FIG. 2.: Renormalization scheme for = 4: the diagonal %

termsfi,; 1,3 1,5 that form the block potential are painted vitwv - (13)
black and show a chess-board pattern. The sites ),

@+ 4;m), (@ 4;m), O;m +4)and n;m  4)that couple The right-hand side of Eq, (iL2) is determined by ran-
via a Laplace operator of distanceare symbolized by larger dom walk theory. If we want to transform 21 into
circles. h2i , we must first summarize over alf potentials

Thi d b tinued. B laci .14 of one block and then calculate the variance over
IS procedure can be continued. by replacing aga'rfnany different blocks. This is equivalent to calculating

the site indicesi;m ) of Eq. (9) by 0 + 1im), (0 the mean square displacement of a random walk?of
1;m), m;m + 1)and m;m 1) and following the same steps'['1:7]

procedure as before, we arrive at block indices 4.

As long as the block length is well below=2, the *0 1oy

Taylor expansion is legitimate and we arrive at higher 250 w2: _ Q@ 2 Ty

and higher orders of the renormalization. The poten- hoit hod = hi (14)
tial blocks form a chess-board pattern which is shown in

Fig.i2 for the case of = 4. The renormalized Anderson ; 7 - o :
= Transf Eq.,(12) by Eqgs. (13) arld (14 find
equation of block length becomes ransforming £q.,(12) by qsi_f ) arld,(14) we fin

) O L OO 4 O) — = 2n?%i (15)

n+ 1;m n 1m n;m+ 1 nm 1



As the last step, we must take into account that the bloclkoth quantities separately, but only on a suitable combi-
length isarbitraryfor ! 1 and Eq.l(l_'S) must there- nation of them.
fore not depend on. This determines the exponent The scaling form of7 can now be derived by standard
and we finally find techniques. Choosing = h?2i =2, (which is permit-
b1 ted for largeh 2ievenif is not infinite) we find
=1 and V h°i or E=4: (16)
Ve EImty wilg 27 (g

10° ‘ h2i

v with the scaling functiory ) and the argument

4 £3

h2i (19)

X =

2 | o) | For £ = 4, Eq. {18) must reduce to Ed. {16), yield-
ing g(0) = 1for x = 0. For small valuesoff £
(large ) or large values oh %i (smallv), ~ v
ndx 1. Inthis case, the effective localization length
v is smaller than , the system behaves as ifwere
infinite andg (x) should therefore be a constant func-
tion. Forx 1, the maximum block size becomes
10' L _ . smaller and smaller, so that gradually, the scaling theory
10 10 PR 10 must break down. However, asdn= 1, an intermedi-
ate range may exist, whetgx) still shows a power-law
behavior.

10

FIG. 3.: The effective localization lengtkr *=2 in the 2D -

Anderson model at the band edge is plotted versus the vari-
anceh ? i of the site potentials in a double-logarithmic plut.

was calculated numerically for lattices of size0 500 with

Dirichlet boundary conditions and averaged oxersystems. 10°
The line of slope 1=2 is a guide to the eye and shows the
theoretical behavior. Finite size effects occur for smallies

of h ?i (large values of7 *=2).

In order to test Eq.,(16), the eigenfunctions of sys- ¢
tems of size500 500 with varying variances? i have b
been calculated by the Lanczos algorithm. The differ-
entv have been determined using Et'g:. (3). For each
h 21, we took the average ovei0 systems and calcu-
lated the eigenfunctions in a small energy interval of
E = 4 0:0002. The results are shown in Fig. 3, where
v is plotted versush 21 in a double-logarithmic way.
The line of slope 1=2is a guide to the eye and rep- 0
resents the result of the scaling theory [see Eq. (16)]. 10 107 10" 10° (4-E)<e’s""
Apart from slight finite-size effects for small2i (and

1=2Y\; i -
therefore largey *=°) it agrees very well with the numer- £, 4- as a test of Eq.i(18)v h 21)*"2 is plotted versus

ical results. ~ theargumenk (4 E)=hZ2ifor different disorder widths
The scaling theory can be extended to energies i, — o (circles),w = 08 (squares)y = 10 (diamonds),

some (small) distance from the band edge, where « = 12 (triangles up) andi = 15 (triangles down) with
is still large enough to perform the renormalizationh?i = w?=12 and for different values for E between
scheme over many steps. In E:Q,_}(l@), E)isrescaled 0:001and0:06. The average was again taken o¢ersystems
with 2. Accordingly, we have (cf. Egs. (13) ar{d{(14)) of size500  500.
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Vo, @4 EIpL v @ £9;°h%oc: In order to test Eq.,(18), we have plotted h ?1)*~2
(17) asa function of @  E)=h?i for different disorder

widths w of the potentials, ; 2 [ w=2;w=2] with

Equation :@7) is a generalized homogeneity relationh 2i= w?2=12and for differentvaluesof E. The nu-
This means that the form of remains unchanged when merical simulations were again carried outs® 500
both,h2iand4 £ j are rescaled according to the lattices and the average was performed aMesystems
renormalization theory. Thug; does not depend on andinanenergyintervéd E 0:0002;4 E+ 0:0002]



for different values o4 E between0:001 and0:06.  with the eigenfrequency of the vibration, we find the
With decreasing values af 21, v increases and finite vibrational equation

size effects occur. Additionally, systems wharéiand

(4 E) are both small or both large, possess large er- 1 X
ror bars, i.e. large fluctuations between different values nm

of v. In the case of smalh 21, this also gives rise to © o
finite size effects, because some very large values of

are suppressed by the finite system size. So, we re_strig\t,ith the sum going over all neighbors of the sitgm ).
ourselves to not too large valuesof E and to combi-  |nserting the above transformation into Eg (5), we
nations, where such Iarge_flugtuanons do NOLOCCUr gy for the wavelength in the vibrational case ~

. The resull_t§ are shown in F.'g' 4 and confirm the_ SC?"(}m it=21) 1. The limit of long wavelengths applies
ing an_satz._(]_;8) very well. Different s_ymbols that indi- thus for 12 < 1=mm i Positive masses lead to 21 <
cate dn‘ferenh 2ifall onto the same universal curve. We m  and together with Eq.:'(_ig) we finally arrive at
can see thatindeeflx) reaches a plateayx)  const %> 1 -

for small values ofx wherev is simply described by ) ) ) )

Eq. (16) (see above). For large values 1, on the So, in the V|bra_t|onal case, oply the b_ran_ch of higher
other hand, the scaling theory must break down, possiv@lues of the scaling variableexists and it will be very
bly after an intermediate range with a different power-interesting to investigate also this part. However, since
law behavior ofg (x). It would be very interesting to this demands much larger system sizes (due to the in-
investigate also this regime, However, large values of Créasing values af ), this should be done in the future.
have not been calculated, because — due to the increadcknowledgements | would like to thank A. Bunde and
ing vaues of v —we needed much larger system sizesJ.W. Kantelhardt for a careful reading of the manuscript
for the simulations. This is currently not possible. and interesting remarks.

?oam (1)

(no;mO n;m)=

0
am

IV. CONCLUSIVE REMARKS
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