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D elocalised states in 1D diagonally disordered system
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1D diagonally disordered chain with Frenkelexciton and long range ex-

ponentialintersite interaction isconsidered. Itisshown thatsom e states of

thisdisordered system aredelocalised contrary to thepopularstatem entthat

allstatesin 1D disordered system are localised.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N A N D M A IN R ESU LT

Itiswellknown thatallwavefunctionsoftranslationary sym m etricsystem saredelocal-

ized. One ofthe m ostinteresting propertiesofthe hom ogeneousdisordered system sisthe

possibility oflocalised wavefunctions.

The m athem aticalproblem s ofthe theory ofdisordered system s are very com plicated

and forthisreason the theory ofdisordered system sisnotso welldeveloped asthe theory

ofsym m etric system s. Despite this fact som e statem ents related to disordered system s

are considered to be wellestablished and reliable. The above m entioned occurrence ofthe

localised band isoneofthem .Thenextexam pleofstatem entofthiskind isthatallstates

in 1D disordered system are localised [4]. Recently appeared the reports [3,2]about the

delocalisation in 1D system swith intersite interaction in theform :Jn;m = J=jn � m j�;1 <

� < 3=2.In thisletterweconsider1D diagonally disordered chain with exponentialintersite

interaction and presentargum ents(com putersim ulationsand theoreticaltreatm ent)in favor

ofpartialdelocalisation in thissystem . In thissection we describe the system and present

num ericalresultsand in thenextsection wereview thereasonswhich m adeusto study this

system and presenttheapproxim ateexpression forthem obility edge.

Let us consider 1D Frenkelexciton in diagonally disordered chain. The m athem atical

problem isredused to thefollowing random m atrix oftheHam iltonian:

H r;r0 = "r�r;r0 + w(r� r
0
) r;r

0
= 1;:::;N ; (1)

where

w(r)= v0exp�jr=Rj; (2)

Random values"r aresupposed to beindependentand having thedistribution function:

�(")=

�

1=� "2 [0;�]

0 othercases
(Anderson’sm odel) (3)
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Thetherm odynam ic lim itN ! 1 isim plied.To separatethelocalised and delocalised

wave functions one should use som e criterion oflocalisation. W e use the num ber ofsites

covered by the wave function [7]determ ined asfollows. Letusconsidersom e eigen vector

	 ofthe Ham iltonian (1)with com ponents	 r;r= 1;:::;N .W hatcontribution oneshould

ascribe to the arbitrary site r? It is naturally to accept that this contribution is zero if

j	 rj
2 = 0 and equalto unitifj	 rj

2 =m axfj	 1j
2;:::;j	 N j

2g. So we com e to the conclusion

thatthecontribution ofthearbitrary siterisj	 rj
2=j	j2m ax.Thetotalnum berofsitesn(	)

covered by norm alised eigen function 	 isthesum ofcontributionsofallsites:

n(	)=

N
X

r= 1

j	 rj
2

j	j2
m ax

=
1

j	j2
m ax

(4)

Delocalisation in (1),(2),(3)appearwhen R >> 1.Below westudy thepropertiesofthe

eigen vectorsof(1)with R = 20;v0 = 0:5;� = 4;N = 1000.

The dependance ofnum berofsitescovered by thewave function againstcorresponding

energy fortheHam iltonian (1)ispresented on �g.1 (top).Itisseen thatn(E )isdrastically

increasing forenergieshigherthan E 0 � �.Additionalcalculationsshowsthatn(E )do not

depend on thenum berofsitesN forE < E 0 and is� N forE > E 0.Forallthesereasons

weconcludethatstatesbelow E 0 arelocalised and statesaboveE 0 aredelocalised.

II.Q U A LITAT IV E T R EAT M EN T

On our opinion the m ain properties ofthe above m odelwhich are responsible for the

delocalisation arelongrangeofintersiteinteraction R and thefactthatfunction �(")di�ers

from zero only in the �nite region. Forthese reasonsforthe qualitative interpretation we

apply the following exactly solvable sim ple m odelofdisordered system . Letthe radiusof

interaction bein�niteand writedown thesim pli�ed Ham iltonian in theform :

H r;r0 = �r;r0"r +
v

N
; r;r

0
= 1;:::;N (5)

Taking advantage ofthe coherentpotentialapproxim ation [5,4]one can show thatthe

density ofstatesforHam iltonians(1)and (5)iscoincidein thelim itR ! 1 ;v0 ! 0;2Rv0 =

v. W e show below thatthe Ham iltonian (5)hasone delocalised and N � 1 localised eigen

functions.Consequently atleastone delocalised function should appearin the setofeigen

functionsoftheHam iltonian (1)in thelim itR ! 1 .Thedesireto seehow thistakeplace

wasthestarting pointforourstudy ofthe Ham iltonian (1)with R >> 1.Now letusturn

to theproofoftheabovepropertiesoftheHam iltonian (5).

Theequation foreigen vectore and eigen value� oftheHam iltonian (5)can bewritten

in theform :
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er =
v

N

S

�� "r
S �

N
X

r= 1

er (6)

(6)givesan explicitexpression fortheeigen vectorsof(5)asa functionsofr and eigen

num ber�.By substituting er in theform ula forS onecan obtain theequation fortheeigen

values�:

1

N

N
X

r= 1

1

�� "r
� �(�)=

1

v
(7)

ForAnderson’sm odel(3)allquantities"r aredi�ersfrom each other.Forthegraphical

treatm entof(7)thequalitativeform of�(E )function ispresented on �g.2.From �g.2 one

can seethatN � 1eigen valuesarebelongto[0;�]and thelasteigen valueE m isnotbelong

to thisintervaland in thetherm odynam iclim itcan bedeterm ined from theequation:

�(E )=

Z
�(")d"

E � "
=

1

�
ln

E

E � �
=
1

v
(8)

whence

E m =
�

1� exp�(�=v)
(9)

So in the therm odynam ic lim itE m isseparated from any of"r by �nite interval. From

(6)one can see thatsharp extrem um s ofthe wave function related to the localisation can

appearif� 2 [0;�].E m do notbelong to thisintervaland we com eto the conclusion that

the corresponding eigen vectorin the case ofhom ogineousdisorderisdelocalised. Now let

us show thatallothers eigen vectors are localised. Forthis reason introduce the Green’s

function in t-representation exp(itH )r;r which describe the dynam ics ofthe wave function

on thesiter ifitwasequalto 1 on thissiteatt= 0.Ifthe�nitepartofeigen statesofthe

Ham iltonian H isdelocalised thisfunction goesdown to zero when t! 1 and N ! 1 .If

Green’sfunction do notdecrease itm eansthatthe m ain partofeigen vectorsislocalised

and the partofdelocalised statesisextrem ely sm all[4]. Itisconvenient to introduce the

Green’sfunction in E-representation:

expitH =
1

2�i

Z

G (E � i�)exp(iE t)dE � ! +0;t> 0 (10)

In thecaseofHam iltonian (5)theDyson’sseriesforG :

G r;r0 = �r;r0
1

E � "r
+

1

N
v

1

E � "r

1

E � "0
r

+
1

N
v
2
�(E )

1

E � "r

1

E � "0
r

+ (11)

+
1

N
v
3
�(E )

2
1

E � "r

1

E � "0
r

+ :::

can beexactly sum m ed and givethefollowing expression forG rr:
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G r;r =

�

E � "r �
1

N

v

1� vgr(E )

�
� 1

(12)

where

gr(E )�
1

N

N
X

l6= r

1

E � "l
� �(E )�

1

�
ln

E

E � �
(13)

In the therm odynam ic lim it the term � 1=N should be om itted and we com e to the

conclusion that the Green’s function have a single pole E = "r. This corresponds to the

oscillationsofthewavefunction with constantam plitudeand wecan concludethatthem ain

partofstatesarelocalised.Itiseasy to seethatabovedescribed oscillationscorrespondsto

thewavefunction localised on thesiterand having an eigen value"r+ O (1=N ).From �g.2

one can see thatthere are N � 1 eigen valuesofthiskind and we com e to the conclusion

thattheHam iltonian (5)haveN � 1 localised statesand onedelocalised with eigen num ber

E m (9).

Note that the appearance ofthe separated delocalised state for (5) is possible only if

thedistribution function �(")isdi�erfrom zero in �niteinterval.Forthisreason weexpect

that delocalisation in (1) is also possible if�(") is di�er from zero in �nite intervalor at

leastgoesdown to zero rapidly enough.Thisstatem entcon�rm sby calculationsforLloyd’s

m odelwith �(")= (1=�)�=(� 2 + "2)when no delocalisation wasfound.

The energy dependance ofnum berofcovered sitesforHam iltonian (5)ispresented on

�g.1 (bottom )forv = 20. Otherparam etersare the sam e asforthe top picture. One can

seethat�nitenessoftheinteraction radiusresultsin appearanceofdelocalised statesin the

gap [�;E m ]butthe boundary energy ofspectrum and the m obility edge are the sam e for

both Ham iltonians(1)and (5)and areequalE m (9)and � respectively.
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FIG .1. Energy dependanceofnum berofsitescovered by thewavefunction fortheHam iltonian

(1) with N = 1000,� = 4,w(r) = v0exp� jr=Rj,v0 = 0:5 ,R = 20 (top). The sam e for the

Ham iltonian (5)with v = 2Rv0 = 20 (bottom ).
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FIG .2.
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