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U niversalFluctuations ofthe R andom Lasing T hreshold in a Sam ple ofa Finite A rea

V.M .Apalkov and M .E.Raikh

Departm entofPhysics,University ofUtah,SaltLakeCity,Utah 84112

W econsidertherandom lasingfrom aweaklyscatteringm edium and dem on-

stratethatthedistribution ofthethreshold gain overtheensem ble ofstatisti-

cally independent�nite-size sam plesisuniversal.Universality stem sfrom the

factsthat:(i)lasing threshold in a given sam pleisdeterm ined by thehighest-

quality m ode ofallthe random resonatorspresentin the sam ple,and (ii)the

arealdensityoftherandom resonatorsdecayssharply with thequality factorof

them odethatthey trap.W e�nd analytically theshapeoftheuniversaldistri-

bution function ofthelasing threshold.Theshapeofthisfunction isgoverned

by a single dim ensionlessparam eter,�. Thisparam eterincreasesasa power

law with lnS,where S isthe sam ple area (length,volum e),and decreasesas

a power law with disorder strength. The powers depend on the m icroscopic

m echanism ofthelighttrapping.Asaresult,thedistribution ofthethresholds

narrowswith S and broadenswith thedisorderstrength.

I.Introduction

Duringthelast� veyearsthephenom enon ofcoherentrandom lasinghasbeen ob-

servedinawidevarietyofdisorderedm edia.Theseincludesem iconductorpowders1,

polym er � lm s2,dye-in� ltrated opals2,etc. The fact,that beyond a certain opti-

calexcitation threshold,the random m edia em its a coherent light (this fact was

dem onstrated in thephoton statisticsexperim ents3;4)suggeststhatcertain disorder

con� gurationsin the m edium (random resonators5)are capable of\trapping" the

light,thus assum ing the role ofthe conventionalFabry-Perot resonators. These

con� gurations are sparse,since on average the light propagation in the m edia is

di� usive,i.e.thecondition kl� 1 ism et,wherek isthewavenum berand listhe

m ean freepath.Asitwasdem onstrated analytically,5 even foragiven kl{value,the

ability ofthem edium to form resonatorsdependsstrongly on thecharacterofthe

disorder.Forexam ple,from thepointofview oftrappingthelight,sm ooth disorder

ism uch m ore favorable than the point-like scatterers5 (see also Ref.6). Itisalso

clearon the generalgrounds,thattwo statistically identicaldisordered sam plesof

a � nitesizehavedi� erentthresholdsforcoherentlasing.Thisisbecausethem ost

\capable"random resonators,thatarepresentin each sam pleand determ ineitslas-

ing threshold,havedi� erentquality factors7.Therefore,thestudy ofthethreshold

dependenceon thesam plesizerequiresa statisticaldescription.

Consider for concreteness a polym er � lm . Then the role ofthe sam ple size is
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sim ply played by thearea,S,oftheexcitation spot.Quantitatively,thechangeof

thethresholdexcitationintensity,I,withS shouldbecharacterizedbytheevolution

ofthe distribution function,FS(I),ofthe thresholds over m any non-overlapping

spots.Nam ely,theposition ofm axim um ofFS(I),thatdescribesthethreshold ofa

typicalsam ple,should shifttowardslowerI with increasing S,whereasthewidth,

thatcarriestheinform ation aboutthespread ofthethresholdsin di� erentsam ples,

should decreasewith S.

Them ain m essageofthepresentpaperisthattheshapeofthefunction FS(I)is

universaland isgiven by

FS(I)=
�s

I

 
I

IS

! � �s

exp

2

4�

 
I

IS

! � �s
3

5 ; (1)

wherethetypicalvalue,IS,isrelated to thesam plearea S asfollows

IS / exp

8
><

>:
�

2

4
ln(S=S0)

G

3

5

1=�
9
>=

>;
; (2)

where the param eters� > 1 and G are determ ined by the intrinsic propertiesof

thedisordered m edium and areindependentofS;thearea S0 isa typicalarea ofa

random resonator.Thesetwoparam etersplayadi� erentrole:while� isdeterm ined

exclusively by the shape ofthe disordercorrelator,G isa m easure ofthe disorder

strength.Thedependenceof�sonS islogarithm ical,nam ely,�s / [ln(S=S0)]
(�� 1)=�

.

M ostim portantly,param eter�s decreaseswith the disorderparam eter(kl)
� 1

asa

power law,i.e. for a weakly scattering m edium we have �s � 1. The concrete

value ofthe exponent@ln�=@ln(kl)dependson the m icroscopicpropertiesofthe

disorder.

Experim entally,establishing theform ofthedistribution function am ountsto di-

viding ofthem easured valuesofI into \bins" and constructing a hystogram from

these bins. In thisregard,itisconvenientto � tthe data to the theory using the

m om entaofthedistribution,calculated with thehelp ofexperim entallydeterm ined

hystogram .In particular,asiteasily followsfrom Eq.(1),the� rstm om entisgiven

by

hIi= IS �
�

1� �
� 1

s

�

; (3)

where � (x)isthe � -function. Itcan be also shown from Eq. (1)thatthe average

logarithm ofI=hIiisgiven by

hlnIi� lnhIi= �(�s); (4)

2



wherethefunction �(u)isde� ned as

�(u)=


u
� ln

h

�
�

1� u
� 1

�i

: (5)

Here � 0:5772 istheEuler’sconstant.Thedependence �(u)isshown in Fig.1.

Itdivergesasln(u� 1)in thelim itu ! 1 and approacheszero as�(u)� � �2

12u2
for

u � 1.TherelationsEq.(3)and Eq.(5)aresu� cienttorestoretheparam etersIS

and �s from experim entallym easured hystogram .Indeed,calculatingfrom thedata

thevaluesofhIiand hlnIi,allows� rstto determ inetheparam eter�s from Fig.1,

and subsequently,theparam eterIS from Eq.(3).Com parison oftheexperim ental

distribution with theoreticalprediction Eq.(1)allowsto testthebasicunderlying

assum ption aboutthestatisticalindependence ofdi� erentrandom resonators.On

the quantitative level,itallowsto determ ine �,which isstrongly sensitive to the

m icroscopicarrangem entofthedisorder-induced resonator.

The distribution function Eq. (1) is plotted in Fig. 2 for three values of�s.

Firstly,weobservethatforsm allest�s thedistribution FS(I)isbroad and strongly

asym m etric. Ithas a long tailtowardsthe high thresholdsand fallso� abruptly

towardslow thresholds.Ourm ain qualitativeprediction isthatin experim entson

random lasersthe distribution ofthresholdsoversam plesm usthave a distinctive

shape sim ilarto thatofthe curve 1 in Fig. 2. Indeed,experim entally,the lasing

isobserved only when the disorderisstrong enough. The realistic values5 ofthe

disorderparam eterklare� 5. On the otherhand,strong disordertranslatesinto

thevaluesoftheparam eter�s thatare� 1.

Asdisorderdecreases,leadingtotheriseoftheaveragethreshold,thedistribution

FS(I)becom esprogressively narrow and sym m etric. Forhighest�s = 6 (curve 3

in Fig. 2) this distribution is close to gaussian,FS(I) / exp

"

�
�2
s

2

�
I� IS
IS

�2
#

. W e

em phasize,thatthe distribution Eq. (1)isderived underthe assum ption thatall

sam ples(excitationspots)arestatisticallyindependent.Therefore,experim entalob-

servation ofastronglyasym m etricdistribution ofthresholdsoversam pleswould be

a con� rm ation thattheunderlying disordered m edium ishom ogeneouson average,

i.e.itdoesnotcontainlarge-size uctuationsoftechnologicalorigin (largerthan the

sam ple size). The rem aining partofthe paperisorganized asfollows.In Sect. II

wedem onstratethat,with accuracy ofa num ericalfactor,thebasiccharacteristics

ofthe distribution Eq. (1) can be found from a sim ple reasoning. In Sect. III

we providea rigorousderivation ofEq. (1). In Sect. IV we justify the validity of

thebasicassum ption behind Eq.(1)concerning thefunctionalform ofthedensity

ofrandom resonators. In Sect. V.we discussthe testsofthe applicability ofthe

3



distribution (1)based on therelationsbetween thedi� erentcum ulants.Thedetails

ofthecalculation ofthesecum ulantsarepresented in theAppendix.

II.Q ualitative consideration

The position ofm axim um and the width ofthe distribution function FS can be

found following the qualitativeconsideration ofRefs.8{10. Denote with �(Q)the

arealdensityofdisorder-induced resonatorswith thequality factorQ.Thisdensity

representsthestatisticalweightofdisordercon� gurationsthatarecapableoftrap-

ping a m ode with an anom alously sm allrelative linewidth,Q � 1 � 1. According

to thede� nition,�(Q)isthecharacteristicsofan in�nitem edium .Itdescribesthe

ability ofthem edium totrap thelightwaveforanom alously longtim e(nam ely,for

Q waveperiods).Note,that�(Q)isa m eaningfulcharacteristicsofthem edium in

two and threedim ensions,wherethelightpropagation isdi� usiveon average.

The function �(Q) was calculated analytically for certain m odels ofdisorder in

Refs.5,11,12.The related quantity wasalso invoked in Ref.13 forthe analysisof

sim ulation results. Sim ilarfunction was studied in relation to current relaxation

in disordered conductors14{17. Allanalyticalresultsobtained within di� erentap-

proaches and for di� erent m odels ofdisorder yield the sam e generalform ofthe

density �(Q)in thelarge-Q lim it,nam ely

�(Q)j
Q � 1

= S
� 1

0 exp
�

� G (lnQ)
�
�

; (6)

where,withinanum ericalfactor,G isrelatedtotheaverage\conductance",kl,ofthe

disordered m edium asG = (kl)�,with � being a m odel-dependentexponent. The

power,�,ofthelnQ in Eq.(6)doesnotdepend on thekl-value.Itisdeterm ined

exclusively by theform ofthecorrelation function ofthedisorder.

Theposition ofthem axim um ofthethreshold distribution followsfrom a sim ple

observation that the num ber ofhighest-Q resonators,responsible for lasing in a

typicalsam ple,is� 1.Thisobservation can beexpressed analytically as

S�(QS)� 1: (7)

Eq. (7) can be viewed as an equation for Q S,which is the quality factorofthe

highest-Q resonatorpresentin a typicalsam ple.Substituting theform (6)of�(Q)

into Eq.(7),weobtain

Q S = exp

8
><

>:

2

4
ln(S=S0)

G

3

5

1=�
9
>=

>;
: (8)
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In order to estim ate the width ofthe distribution,we introduce the auxiliary

quantity ~Q S,de� ned as the m axim alQ-factorofa resonator which is present in

alm ostallthesam ples.Sincethedensity �(Q)growsrapidly with Q,thede� nition

of ~Q S can bequanti� ed by thecondition

S�(~Q S)� 2; (9)

m eaning thatifthe num berofresonatorsis 2 on average,even with  uctuations

� 21=2 taken into accountsuch a resonatorwillbepresentin a typicalsam plewith

a high probability.From Eq.(9)wereadily � nd

~Q S = exp

8
><

>:

2

4
ln(S=2S0)

G

3

5

1=�
9
>=

>;
: (10)

Finally,it is reasonable to assum e that m axim alQ-factors within the ensem ble

ofsam pleslie within the intervalbetween ~Q S and Q S,which yieldsthe following

estim ateforthedistribution width in thelogarithm icscale

lnQ S � ln~Q S �
ln2

�s
; (11)

where

�s = �G
1=� [ln(S=S0)]

1� �� 1

: (12)

III.D erivation ofEq. (1)

The disorder con� gurations constituting high-Q resonators are sparse,so that

di� erentresonatorsarestatistically independent.Then thedistribution function of

thenum ber,N (Q;S),ofresonatorswith quality factorin theinterval[Q;Q + dQ]

within thearea S isPoissonian

PnQ
(N )=

nN

Q
e� nQ

N !
; (13)

wheren
Q
= S�(Q)dQ istheaveragenum berofresonators.Then probability,FS(Q),

to � nd the resonatorwith the m axim um quality factorin the interval[Q;Q + dQ]

isdeterm ined by theexpression

FS(Q)dQ = PnQ
(1)

Y

Q 1> Q

PnQ
1

(0); (14)

so thatthereisoneresonatorwith quality factorfrom Q to Q + dQ and thereare

no resonatorswith the higherquality factor.Substituting Eq. (13)into Eq. (14),

weobtain
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FS(Q)dQ = n
Q
e
� nQ

Y

Q 1> Q

e
� nQ

1 = n
Q
exp

0

@ �
X

Q 1� Q

n
Q
1

1

A : (15)

Thesum m ation in Eq.(15)goesoveralltheintervals[Q 1;Q 1 + dQ]with Q 1 > Q.

Replacing the sum in Eq.(15)by the integral,we getthe following expression for

thedistribution function18

FS(Q)= S�(Q)exp

"

� S

Z 1

Q
dQ 1�(Q1)

#

: (16)

Itiseasy to seethatFS(Q)isnorm alized.To evaluatetheintegralin Eq.(16),we

takeinto accountthatthedensity ofresonatorsisa rapidly decreasing function of

Q. Then the m ain contribution to the integralin Eq.(16)com esfrom low lim it,

Q 1 � Q.W ith �(Q)given by Eq.(6),theintegral(16)can berewritten as

S

Z 1

Q
dQ 1�(Q1)=

S

S0

Z 1

Q
dQ 1exp

�

� G (lnQ1)
�
�

=
QS

S0

Z 1

1
dqexp

"

� G (lnQ)
�

 

1+ �
lnq

lnQ

! #

=

 
QS

�GS0

!
exp

h

� G ln
�
Q
i

ln
�� 1

Q
: (17)

Substituting Eq.(17)into Eq.(16),weobtain thefollowing expression forFS(Q)

FS(Q)=
S

S0
exp

8
<

:
� G ln

�
Q �

 
QS

�GS0

!
exp

h

� G ln
�
Q
i

ln
�� 1

Q

9
=

;
: (18)

Asitfollowsfrom thequalitativeconsiderations(Sect.II),thedistributionfunction,

FS(Q),hasa sharp m axim um atQ � QS � expf[ln(S=S0)=G]
1=�g.Forthisreason

wepresentlnQ in Eq.(18)aslnQ = lnQ S + ln(Q=Q S),whereln(Q=Q S)� lnQ S.

Then Eq.(18)takestheform

FS(Q)=
S

S0

 
Q

Q S

! � �s

exp

8
<

:
� G ln

�
Q S �

 
Q

Q S

! � �s
 
SQ S

�GS0

!
exp

h

� G ln
�
Q S

i

ln
�� 1

Q S

9
=

;
; (19)

where�s � 1 isexpressed through Q S asfollows

�s = �G ln
�� 1

Q S: (20)

Itisseen from Eq.(19)thatFS(Q)assum esa sim pleform

FS(Q)=
�s

Q

 
Q

Q S

! �s

exp

2

4�

 
Q

Q S

! �s
3

5 (21)

ifQ S satis� estherelation

6



 
SQ S

�GS0

!
exp

h

� G ln
�
Q S

i

ln
�� 1

Q S

= 1: (22)

On theotherhand,thisrelation can berewritten as

G ln
�
Q S � ln(QS=�s)= ln(S=S0): (23)

Since we have G � 1,the second term in the l.h.s. can be considered asa sm all

correction.Neglecting thiscorrection,weim m ediately realizethatQ S,determ ined

from the qualitative consideration,indeed satis� es the relation (22). Upon sub-

stituting the value ofQ S,given by Eq.(8),into Eq.(20) we arrive to the � nal

expression (12)forparam eter�s.

As the threshold gain,I,is proportionalto Q � 1,the distribution ofthresholds

overthe sam plesfollowsfrom Eq. (21)upon transform ation FS(Q)dQ = FS(I)dI

with Q=Q S = (I=IS)
� 1
.Then FS(I)takestheform Eq.(1).

Since the distribution FS(I)isbroad,itisbestcharacterized by them om entsof

lnI de� ned as

M n =

*

ln
n I

hIi

+

; (24)

ratherthan by them om entsofI.In Eq.(24)thevaluehIiistheaveragethreshold,

calculated from the distribution (1). It is given by Eq. (3). As it is shown in

theAppendix,them om entsM n can becalculated analytically.They areexpressed

through thederivativesofthedigam m a function 	 (k) = dk	 (x)=dxk
�
�
�
x= 1

.The� rst

threem om entsaregiven by thefollowing expressions

M 1 = �
	 (1)

�s
� ln

h

�
�

1� �
� 1

s

�i

; (25)

M 2 =
	 (1)

�2s
+ M

2

1; (26)

M 3 = �
	 (2)

�3s
+ 3M 1M 2 � 2M 3

1: (27)

NotethatEq.(25)yieldsEqs.(4)-(5)upon substituting 	 (1)= � .

IV .D iscussion

In ourconsideration we have assum ed thatthe arealdensity ofresonatorswith

anom alouslylargeQ-valuesoftheeigenm odes(som etim esin theliteraturethey are
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called quasim odes19 orquasistates3)hastheform �(Q)/ exp
�

� G (lnQ)
�
�

.Below

wearguethatthisform isgeneric.M oreprecisely,theargum entsleadingtoEq.(6)

are applicableto allthe m odelsofthe two-dim ensionaldisorder5;17;20;21 considered

in theliterature.Theseargum entsarethefollowing11;22

(i) Denote with A the characteristic area occupied by the disorder con� guration

that traps the light during the tim e !� 1Q. The fact that the resonatorm ode is

con� ned,whileitsfrequency,!,isdegeneratewith thecontinuum inevitablyresults

in theevanescentlossesand corresponding lim itation on thequality factor

lnQ =
!A 1=2

cff��(r)g
; (28)

wherewehaveroughly estim ated thecurvatureoftheperim eterofthe uctuation

asA � 1=2;the functionalff��(r)g describesthe actual uctuation ofthe dielectric

constant,��(r),within theresonator.Itisim portantthatregardlessoftheform of

ff��(r)g,itdecreaseswith overallm agnitudeofthe uctuation,��.

(ii)Thephasevolum eofthe uctuation trappingthelightform orethan Q periods

is zero. Sm allstatisticaldeviations ofthe dielectric constant from ��(r) would

couplethetrapped m odeto thepropagatingm odesand causeitsvery fastleakage.

Therefore,in orderto m aintain thehigh quality factor,thesestatisticaldeviations

m ust be suppressed. The probability ofsuch a suppression can be estim ated as

follows.ThereareM = A!2=4�2c2 squareswithasideequaltothelightwavelength

within the area ofthe resonator. Each square couples to the propagating m odes

independently.Thustheresonatorm odewould leak outofa typicalsquareduring

the tim e �l = l=c,where listhe m ean free path. Hence,the probability thatfor

each squarethistim eexceeds!� 1Q isgiven by

P =

 
Q

!�l

! � M

= exp

2

4�
A!2

4�2c2
ln(Q=kl)

3

5 : (29)

Upon expressing A from Eq.(28)and substituting into Eq.(29)weobtain

P = exp
h

� f
2f��(r)g(lnQ)

2
ln(Q=kl)=4�2

i

: (30)

(iii)therestofconsideration ism odeldependent.Thisisbecausein ordertoobtain

thedensity ofresonatorsthat\survive"thestatistical uctuations,onehastoaver-

ageEq.(30)overthem odel-dependentdistributions��(r)oftrappingcon� gurations

with som eweightexp[� F f��(r)g].Im portantis,however,thatP increasessharply

with �� due to the factorf,whereas the probability ofa trapping con� guration,

exp[� F f��(r)g],dropsexponentially with increasing ��. Hence,we conclude that

thedensity ofresonators

8



�(Q)=
Z

D f��g exp[� F f��(r)g]Pf��(r)g (31)

isdeterm ined by the saddlepointofthefunctionalintegralEq.(31).Finally,any

reasonable form s off and F (say,power-law) yields Eq. (6),since in course of

takingthesaddlepoint,thepoweroflnQ in theexponentreducescom pared toEq.

(30)and thelargefactorG(kl)em ergesin frontofthelogarithm .

V .C onclusions

A .G eneralR em arks

(i)In thepresentpaperwearguethatthedependenceofatypicalthreshold on the

sam plesizeisgiven by Eq.(2),and thusfallso� with S slowerthan thepowerlaw,

in contrastto conclusion drawn in Ref.13 on the basisofnum ericalsim ulations.

Asfollowsfrom Eq. (2),the dependence ofIS on S turnsinto a powerlaw only

in the lim it� ! 1. In the m ostadvanced analyticalcalculation11 for the m odel

ofa sm ooth spatial uctuationsofthe dielectric constant,the value ofparam eter

� wasfound to be � = 11=8. Existing experim entalresults23 on the dependence

ofthe threshold on the sam ple area were � tted to the power-law. Ifwe neglect

thedi� erencebetween �� 1= 8=11 and 1,then thepower-law dependenceem erging

from Eq.(2)willassum etheform IS / (S=S0)
� 1=G

,wherethedisorderparam eter

G � 1isde� ned through Eq.(6)and decreaseswith theconcentrationofscatterers,

n.Analyticalconsideration ofRef.11 yielded G � 1/ n3=4.Theresultsofnum erical

sim ulationsofRef.13alsosuggestthattheexponentG � 1increaseswith n,however

itisim possibleto extracttheactualdependenceofG � 1on n from thenum erics.

(ii) Consideration in the present paper was based on the assum ption that all

random resonators,corresponding to a given disordercon� guration,havethesam e

qualityfactor,Q,regardlessoftheirpositionwithinthesam ple.Thisisbynom eans

thecase,ifa periodic m odulation ofthe dielectric constantispresentin thesam ple

along with thedisorder.In particular,ifthem odulation isstrong enough to create

the photonic bandgap,then Q-values for resonators located at the center ofthe

sam ple would be exponentially higher that for resonators close to the perim eter.

For this reason it is not surprising that in sim ulations reported in Ref.24 the

dependence ofthe threshold on the sam ple size wasfound to be m uch fasterthan

Eq. (2). However,aside from expression (2) for IS,the generaldistribution (1)

should apply to the disordered sam pleswith underlying periodicity considered in

Ref.24.
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B .U niversalR elation B etw een the C um ulants

On the qualitative level,experim entalveri� cation ofthe distribution (1)ofthe

random lasing threshold,predicted in the presentpaper,would be an observation

ofthecharacteristicasym m etry ofthem easured hystogram (long tailtowardshigh

thresholds and abrupt cuto� towardslow thresholds). On the quantitative level,

afterparam etershISiand �s aredeterm ined from thehystogram ,therestillrem ains

a question how accurately a strongly asym m etric distribution Eq. (1) describes

theexperim entaldata.Thereexistsa regularprocedureto testquantitatively the

agreem entbetween the theoreticaland experim entaldistributions,when both are

broad. This procedure is based on the com parison ofdi� erent cum ulants oflnI

determ ined from theexperim entallym easured hystogram .In particular,thesecond

and the third cum ulantsm ustsatisfy a certain universalrelation,which wederive

below.

W ede� nethecum ulantsofthedistribution FS(I)asfollows

Cn =

* 2

4ln
I

hIi
�

*

ln
I

hIi

+ 3

5

n+

; (32)

sothattheyaredirectlyrelatedtothem om entsM n [Eq.(24)].Then,uponrewriting

Cn in term sofM n,weobtain forthe� rsttwo cum ulants

C2 = M 2 � M
2

1 =
	 (1)

�2s
; (33)

C3 = M 3 � 2M1M 2 + 2M 3

1 = �
	 (2)

�3s
; (34)

wheretherelationsEqs.(25)-(27)havebeen used.Thehigherordercum ulantscan

befound following thesim ilarprocedure

Cn =

 

�
1

�s

! n

	 (n� 1)
: (35)

Expressing disorderparam eter�s through C2 and substituting the resultinto the

expression (35), we obtain the universalrelation between the cum ulants of the

distribution (1)

Cn

C
n=2

2

= (� 1)n
	 (n� 1)

h

	 (1)
in=2

: (36)

In particular,forn = 3 Eq.(36)yieldsthefollowingrelation between thethird and

thesecond cum ulants
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C3

C
3=2

2

= �
	 (2)

h

	 (1)
i3=2

=
25=233=2�(3)

�3
� 1:139; (37)

which areeasiestto extractfrom theexperim entaldata.

In conclusion ofthissubsection wenotethatC
1=2

2 � 0:76=�s,which characterizes

the width ofthe distribution (1),isclose to the estim ate Eq.(11)obtained from

qualitativeconsideration in Sect.II.

C .R elation to the Statistics ofthe Lyapunov Exponents for the Fluctuation Tails in 1D

There are two m ajorphysicalargum entsthatdeterm ine the shape ofthe distri-

bution Eq.(1). (i)The occurrence ofa m ode with anom alously high Q isa rare

event;(ii) Di� erent random resonators are statistically independent. Using these

argum ents,and the very generalform Eq.(6) ofthe average density �(Q) leads

directly to thedistribution Eq.(1),aswasdem onstrated above.

Generality ofthedistribution Eq.(1)suggeststhatitm ightbeapplicableto the

di� erentsituationswhen the netproperty ofthe � nite-size sam ple isgoverned by

the rare events. One such situation is the coherenttransm ission ofa disordered

1D chain ofa given length,L. Forelectron energy in the \body" ofthe band the

distribution oflog-transm ission,reducesto thesum ofrandom num bers,and,thus,

isgaussian. Deep in the tailofthe density ofstatesthisdistribution isalso close

to gaussian,since the transm ission,T,isdom inated by \under-barriertunneling"

with a decrem ent weakly changing in space. Interference processes do not play

a role in thisenergy interval. There exists,however,a range ofenergiesclose to

the band-edge,where the centrallim ittheorem isalready notapplicable,butthe

interference processes are stillrelevant. The distribution ofthe log-transm ission

becom esstrongly asym m etricin this\ uctuation region"26{28.

Itm ightbeconjectured that,sim ilarto random lasing,theelectron transm ission

within the  uctuation region isgoverned by the rare events. Itiseasy to identify

theseevents,which areaccidentalform ation ofa\m inibands"by di� erentgroupsof

alm osteven-spaced tailstates10;25. One can also assum e thatdi� erentrare events

are statistically independent. Unlike random lasing from the sam ples ofa given

area,thisassum ption isby nom eanstrivial.However,ifweadoptthisassum ption,

then we im m ediately com e to the conclusion thatthe transm ission distribution is

governed by Eq. (21),and thus can be described in a universalm anner27. The

analogy between the random lasing from a � nite-area sam ple,and transm ission of

a long enough chain isbased on the factthatlasing threshold isgoverned by the

11



highest-quality resonatorpresentin the sam ple,whereasthe electron transm ission

occursthrough the\m osteven-spaced" sequenceofresonanttailstates.

Thevalidityoftheconjectureaboutstatisticalindependenceofrareeventswithin

a long disordered chain can be checked by com parison ofthe consequencesofthis

conjecturetothenum ericalresults.Recently,thestatisticsoflog-transm issioncoef-

� cients(m oreprecisely,oftheLyapunovexponents~ / jlnTj)inthe uctuationtail

oftheAnderson m odelwasstudied num erically in Refs.27,28.On thebasisofthe

sim ulationsperform ed,the authorshavefound thatthe second,�2 =
D

[~ � h~i]2
E

,

and thethird,%=
D

[~ � h~i]3
E

,cum ulantsofthedistribution can beapproxim ately

described by thefollowing expressions

� = �
2
Llloc = D �

� + �m in; (38)

�3 = %L
2
lloc = D 3�

�3 + �3;m in; (39)

wherellocistheaveragelocalization length foran in�nitechain,� = llocsin[�N (E )]

isthe scaling param eter,and D ,D 3,�,and �3 are num ericalconstants;N (E )is

thenum berofstatesperunitlength between theenergy E < 0 and theboundary

E = � 2 ofthe spectrum in the absence ofdisorder. Upon excluding � from Eqs.

(38)and (39),weobtain

�3 � �3;m in

(� � �m in)
�3=�

=
D 3

D �3=�
(40)

Assum e now that the fulldistribution ofthe Lyapunov exponents is given by

Eq.(21). This assum ption suggests that the relation Eq.(40) is nothing but a

di� erentform oftherelation Eq.(37).Tocheck whetherthisisthecase,weexpress

� and �3 in term sofparam eter�s asfollows

� =
	 (1)

�s
; (41)

�3 =
	 (2)

�2s
< 0: (42)

Then therelation Eq.(37)takestheform

�
�
�
�
�

�3

�2

�
�
�
�
�
= �

	(2)

h

	 (1)
i2
=
72�(3)

�4
� 0:51: (43)

On the otherhand,the sim ulationsofRef.28 yielded the following valuesofthe

param eters� = 0:27,�3 = 0:52,D 3 = 0:73,D = 1:27.Then fortheratio �3=� we

12



get�3=� = 1:93,whereasthecom binationD 3=D
�3=� isapproxim atelyequalto0:46.

W e conclude that the num ericalresults ofRef.28 satisfy the analyticalrelation

(37) with high accuracy,suggesting that the distribution Eq.(21) m ight indeed

describethestatisticsofthecoherenttransm issioncoe� cientsthroughthetailof1D

Anderson chain. M ore conclusive judgm entcould be m ade ifthe m om entshigher

than third were extracted from num erics ofRef.28. In particular,the following

analyticalprediction forthefourth cum ulantfollowsfrom thedistribution (21)and

Eqs.(A1),(A2)obtained using thisdistribution

�4

�3
=
2	 (3)

h

	 (1)
i3
=
722

5�2
� 0:84: (44)

Note in conclusion,that according to Eq. (21) the cum ulants,�i should exhibit

a logarithm icaldependence ofthe length chain,L,through the param eter �s /

[lnL]
(�� 1)=�

.Nosuch dependencewasrevealed in thesim ulations27;28.On theother

hand twoordersofm agnitudechangeofL in thesim ulations28 m ightbeinsu� cient

to uncovertheaboveweak dependence,especially if� iscloseto 1.
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A ppendix A :M om ents ofFS(I)

Itisconvenienttoexpressthem om entsM n [Eq.(24)]ofthedistribution function

FS(I)through theaverageofln
k
(I=IS)asfollows

M n =

*

ln
n I

hIi

+

=

* 2

4ln
I

IS
+ ln

IS

hIi

3

5

n+

=
nX

k= 0

C
n
k

*

ln
k I

IS

+ 0

@ ln
IS

hIi

1

A

n� k

; (45)

where C n
k are binom ialcoe� cients. Taking into account the explicit expression

Eq.(1)forFS(I),wecan obtain theaverageofln
k
(I=IS)in term sofderivativesof

Gam m a function
*

ln
n I

IS

+

=
Z 1

0
dIFS(I)ln

n I

IS
=

 

�
1

�s

! n Z 1

0
dte

� tln
n
t

=

 

�
1

�s

! n (
dn

d�n

Z 1

0
dtt

�
e
� t

) �
�
�
�
�
�! 0

=

 

�
1

�s

! n (
dn

d�n
� (1+ �)

) �
�
�
�
�
�! 0

; (46)
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wherethevariablet= (I=IS)
� �s hasbeen introduced in theinterm ediateintegrals.

Itisconvenientto rewritetheequation (46)through thedigam m afunction 	 (x)=

dln� (x)=dx asfollows

*

ln
n I

IS

+

=

 

�
1

�s

! n
8
<

:

dn

d�n
exp

2

4

1X

k= 0

	 (k)

k!

Z
�

0
dv v

k

3

5

9
=

;

�
�
�
�
�
�
�! 0

=

 

�
1

�s

! n
8
<

:

dn

d�n
exp

2

4

1X

k= 0

	 (k)

(k+ 1)!
�
k+ 1

3

5

9
=

;

�
�
�
�
�
�
�! 0

: (47)

Heretheabbreviations	 (k) = dk	 (x)=dxk
�
�
�
x= 1

havebeen introduced.Substituting

Eq.(47)into Eq.(45),weobtain theexpressionsforthe� rstthreem om ents

M 1 = �
	 (0)

�s
� ln

h

�
�

1� �
� 1

s

�i

; (48)

M 2 =
	 (1)

�2s
+ M

2

1; (49)

and

M 3 = �
	 (2)

�3s
+ 3M 1M 2 � 2M 3

1; (50)

where 	 (0) = 	 (1) = � ,	(1) = �2=6,and 	 (2) = � 2�(3). Here �(x) is the

zeta-function.
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FIG .1. Dim ensionlessfunction �(u)isplotted from Eq.(5).
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FIG .2. Distribution function ofthe lasing thresholds over sam ples (excitation spots) calculated

from Eq.(1)isplotted fordi�erentvaluesofparam eter�
s
.Solid line:�

s
= 2;dashed line:�

s
= 4;

dotted line:�
s
= 6.
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