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Transm ission distribution,P (ln T ),of1D disordered chain: low -T tail.
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W e dem onstrate that the tailoftransm ission distribution through 1D dis-

ordered Anderson chain is a strong function ofthe correlation radius ofthe

random potential,a,even when thisradiusism uch shorterthan thedeBroglie

wavelength,k� 1F . The reason isthatthe correlation radius de�nes the phase

volum e ofthe trapping con�gurationsofthe random potential,which are re-

sponsible for the low-T tail. To see this,we perform the averaging over the

low-T disordercon�gurationsby �rstintroducing a �nite lattice spacing � a,

and then dem onstrating thattheprefactorin thecorresponding functionalin-

tegralisexponentially sm alland dependson a even asa ! 0. M oreover,we

dem onstrate that this restriction ofthe phase volum e leads to the dram atic

change in the shape ofthe tailofP(lnT)from universalGaussian in lnT to

a sim ple exponential(in lnT)with exponentdepending on a. Severity ofthe

phase-volum erestriction a�ectstheshapeofthelow-T disordercon�gurations

transform ing them from alm ostperiodic (Bragg m irrors)to periodically-sign-

alternating (loosem irrors).

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Allthe states in one dim ension are localized

atthescaleofa m ean freepath,l�.Thism eans

thatthetypicalvalue oftransm ission through a

1D region ofa length,L,is T � exp(� 2L=l�).

Since T is exponentially sm all, the subject of

recent theoreticalstudies1;2 is the distribution,

P(lnT),ofthelog-transm ission (and also viola-

tion ofthe \orthodox" 1D localization3 forcer-

tain correlated disorders4). These studies are

m ainly focused on the body ofthe distribution

P(lnT). A separate issue isthe question about

the far tailofthe distribution,i.e. the behav-

ior ofP(lnT) at jlnTj � 2L=l�. This ques-

tion is directly related to a m ore generalcon-

cept ofthe anom alously localized states in dis-

ordered conductors5{8. In Ref.9 and in subse-

quent paper10 it was asserted that the sm all-T

tailis dom inated by speci�c con�gurations of

the disorder,V (x),nam ely,the Bragg m irrors.

These con�gurations are illustrated in Fig.1.

ThepotentialV (x)= 2V cos(2kF x)opensa gap

2V centered at energy � = k2F =2. The cor-

responding wave function oscillates with a pe-

riod �=kF and decaysasexp(� x),where  =

V=(2kF )� kF isthe decrem ent. Then we have

jlnTj= 2L = VL=kF .Theim portantassum p-

tion adopted in Refs.9,10 is that,with expo-

nentialaccuracy,P (lnT)can be found by sub-

stituting 2V cos(2kF x) into the \white-noise"

probability,exp
h

�
n

l�
R
L

0
dxV (x)2=4k2F

oi

,ofthe

uctuation V (x). This yields9;10
�
�
�lnP (lnT)

�
�
� =

�

l�ln
2
T
�

=2L. Rem arkably,the resultcoinsides

with the asym ptote ofthe \exact" solution ob-

tained by Altshuler and Prigodin11 using the

Berezinskiitechnique3.

The Bragg m irror con�gurations, V (x) =

2V cos(2kF x),em erged in Refs.9,10upon apply-

ing the optim aluctuation approach12;13. This

approach wasspeci�cally designed to dealwith

situations when the result is determ ined by a

particulardisordercon�guration.Theabovelog-

norm alexpression forP (T)correspondsto the

saddle pointofthe functionalintegraloverdis-

order con�gurations. Obviously,the statistical

weight ofan idealBragg m irror is zero. Rig-

orousapplication ofthe optim aluctuation ap-

proach im pliestaking into accountthe con�gu-
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rationsclose to optim al. This procedure corre-

spondsto thecalculation oftheprefactorin the

functionalintregral.In m ostcases14{17 thepref-

actorbehavesasa powerlaw and,thus,cannot

com petewith them ain exponent.
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FIG .1. (a) Schem atic illustration of the decay of the

wave function within the Bragg m irror. (b) Solid line: po-

tentialuctuation corresponding to an \ideal" Bragg m irror;

D ashed line:\real" Bragg m irrorwith uctuating phase.(c)

Fluctuations of phase result in the uctuations of position

ofthe gap center (dashed line) leaving the width ofthe gap

(solid lines)unchanged.

In thepresentpaperwe dem onstratethatthe

situation depicted in Fig.1a di�ers drastically

from Refs.9,10duetoalargesizeoftheoptim al

uctuation. Resulting from this large size,the

largenum berof\degreesoffreedom " m akesthe

prefactorexponentially sm all,so that,the �nal

result forP (lnT)is determ ined by the com pe-

tition ofthe prefactor and the m ain exponent.

M ore speci�cally, as illustrated in Fig. 1b,c,

weakly perturbed Bragg m irrorsinclude uctu-

ationswith phasevarying alongx.Theseuctu-

ationsare \dangerous",in the sense,thatthey

result in spatialm odulation ofthe gap center

(Fig.1c)and,thus,suppress the decrem ent,.

Largesizeofam irrortranslatesinto alargesta-

tisticalweight ofthese dangerous uctuations,

i.e. it severely restricts the weight ofthe e�-

cientBragg m irrors.

Aswe dem onstrate in the present paper,due

to the reasons listed above, the proper appli-

cation ofthe optim aluctuation approach,i.e.

taking prefactorinto account,hasdram aticcon-

sequences for the shape ofthe tailofP (lnT).

Nam ely,

(i) The log-norm alresult9;10 has a \universal"

form ,in thesense,thatitcontainsonlythem ean

freepath,l�.Thus,itisinsensitiveto theactual

valueofthecorrelation radius,a,ofthedisorder,

(aslong asa � l�).In contrast,wedem onstrate

that,with prefactortaken into account,P (lnT)

depends on a exponentially strongly even for

a � l�.

x
optL L

V

Bragg mirror

ψ x(  )

FIG .2. D isorder con�guration in which the Bragg m irror

occupies only a part Lopt ofthe totallength L. The decay

oftheenvelopeofthewavefunction within them irrorand in

the rest ofthe sam ple is illustrated with dashed and dotted

lines,respectively.

(ii)Itwasassum ed in Refs.9,10thattheoptim al

Bragg-m irroructuation extendsovertheentire

region L. This is indeed the case for Gaussian

form ofP (lnT).However,with P (lnT)having
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non-Gaussian form ,it turns out that the opti-

m aluctuation correspondsto theBraggm irror

occupying only a part,Lopt < L,ofthe inter-

valL,as illustrated in Fig.2. The underlying

reason for this is that the prefactor m akes the

Bragg m irrorsvery \costly".

The paperisorganized asfollows. In Sec. II

we introduce the discretization,which isalways

m andatory for the functionalintegration. W e

choose the lattice spacing to be �nite, which

is the m ost convenient discretization for aver-

aging overdisordercon�gurationsoftheBragg-

m irrortype. In Sec. IIIthe functionalintegral,

which de�nes P (lnT),is calculated with pref-

actror in the dom ain,where the Bragg m irrors

dom inate the low-T con�gurations. In Sec. IV

we consider the low-energy dom ain,where the

Bragg m irrors,being too costly,becom e ine�-

cient. W e dem onstrate thatrelevantlow-T dis-

ordercon�gurationsin thisdom ain aretheloose

m irrors,which are periodically-sign-alternating

on-site energies. As we show in Sec. IV,such

loosem irrorsform awell-de�ned subspacein the

space ofallpossible realizations ofthe on-site

energies.In particular,they dom inatethefunc-

tionalintegralfor P (lnT),which we calculate

with prefactor.In Sec.V weturn to thecontin-

uouslim ita ! 0. In contrastto Refs.9,10,we

�nd that,dueto theexponentially sm allprefac-

torin thefunctionalintegral,itisloosem irrors,

extending over a partofthe chain,ratherthan

theBraggm irrors,occupyingtheentirechain9;10,

thatdom inateP (lnT)inthislim it.TheSec.VI

wetracethereason whytheloosem irrorsarenot

captured inthestandardanalyticaltechniquesin

1D.

II.G EN ER A L C O N SID ER AT IO N S

A .D iscretization procedure

TocalculatetheprefactorofP (lnT),itisnec-

essary,asin any functionalintegration,toadopt

som e sort ofdiscretization15. In this paper we

sim ply introduce a �nite lattice constant(equal

to 1), and a �nite hopping between the sites

(equal to 2), so that the problem reduces to

1D Anderson m odel. The discrete on-site en-

ergies,Vm ,are random num bers;theirdistribu-

tion function,P(Vm ),has a characteristic scale

�� 1,which weidentify with r.m .s.

�=

�Z
1

� 1

dVm V
2

m P(Vm )

�1=2

: (1)

The discrete version ofthe ideal\continuous"

Bragg m irrorV (x)= 2V cos(2kF x)hasthe pe-

riod n and corresponds to the on-site energies

Vm = 2V cos(2�m =n).Then thediscrete analog

oftheenergy k2F =2 hastheform

�n = 4sin2(�=2n); (2)

wheretheenergyism easuredfrom thebandedge

(equalto � 2). To approxim ate the continuum ,

unlike Ref.18,we willfocuse on the energy in-

tervalclose to the band edge,i.e. n � 1. On

theotherhand,theenergy should bewellabove

the uctuation-taildom ain,� < Et,where E t

is determ ined from the following consideration.

Asfollowsfrom the golden rule,forn � 1,the

m ean freepath isequaltol� = 8�n=�
2.Then the

conductance,G �,can be written asG � = �1=2l�.

The upper boundary ofthe uctuation-taildo-

m ain is determ ined by the condition G E t
� 1,

which yields E t � �4=3. The factthatwe con-

siderenergiesaboveE t setsthelowerbound for

thevaluesofn,nam ely,n � � � 2=3.

Oncethediscretization procedureisspeci�ed,

the averaging over disorder realizations is well-

de�ned. In particular, to calculate the statis-

ticalweight ofthe Bragg m irrors,providing a

given value oflnT,one hasto integrate P(Vm )

overthe deviations ofthe on-site energies from

Vm = 2V cos(2�m =n) with a restriction that

the log-transm ission for the set fVm g is �xed

and equalto lnT. Translating the claim m ade

in Refs.9,10 into the "discrete" language,this

weightissim ply equalto
Q

m P(2V cos[2�m =n]),

i.e. the deviations ofVm from 2V cos(2�m =n),

thatareresponsiblefortheprefactor,can bene-

glected within exponentialaccuracy. Below we

testthisassertion by explicitcalculation ofthe

prefactor.Theresultofthistestcan besum m a-

rized asfollows.

(i)W eakly disturbed Braggm irrors(seeFig.3a)

are indeed the dom inating disorder con�gura-
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tions,providing agiven valueoflnT,onlyabove

certain energy,E B � �4=5,i.e. n � �� 2=5,as

illustrated in Fig.4.

(ii)Even forenergiesbiggerthan E B ,the pref-

actoris exponentially sm all. W hetherornotit

com peteswith them ain exponent9;10 dependson

thelength,L,ofdisordered region.

x

x

V

V

(a)

(b)

π
Fk

π
Fk

δV

FIG .3. (a) W eakly disturbed Bragg m irror on a lattice;

�V is the tolerance in the on-site energies. (b)Loose m irror

with \rigidity" in signsofthe on-site energies.

0ρ

ε ε

tE  a
2(       )2/5

tail  states

loose  mirrors

weakly disturbed
Bragg  mirrors

EB

EtEt

Et

FIG .4. Left: schem atic plot ofthe 1D density ofstates

sm eared by disorder. For energies � < Et the states are

strongly localized.Right:low-T disordercon�gurationshave

theform Fig.3b within theenergy dom ain E t < � < EB and

the form Fig.3a forenergies� > EB .

(iii)Ourm ostim portant�nding isthatwithin a

param etrically wide energy dom ain,E B > �n >

E t,the low-T disordercon�gurationsare dom i-

nated by the novelentity,which we call\loose

m irrors". They are illustrated in Fig.3b and

representthealternating regionsofequallength

n=2;within each region the valuesofVm are ei-

therrandom ,butstrictlypositiveorrandom ,but

strictly negative. The \phase volum e" ofthese

con�gurations is m uch bigger than that ofthe

Braggm irrors.On theotherhand,forthesecon-

�gurations,atlargen,the sign \rigidity" ofVm
within each half-period is su�cient to provide

theBragg reection.

B .O ptim allength ofthe B ragg m irror

for a given length ofthe chain

Taking prefactorinto accounthasa dram atic

e�ecton thestructureoftheoptim aluctuation.

Toclarifythispoint,supposethattheBraggm ir-

rorextendsnotoverentiredistance L,butonly

overtheintervalL < L,seeFig.2.Denotewith

TL thetransm ission ofthem irror.Then forthe

transm ission oftheentireintervalL wehave

jlnTj= jlnTLj+ 2

�
L � L

l�

�

; (3)

where the second term describes the transm is-

sion through the region outside the Bragg m ir-

ror(Fig.2). Itisapparent,thatthe �rst term

in Eq.(3)increaseswith L,whereasthesecond

term decreaseswith L.Thissuggeststhefollow-

ing procedure to determ ine the optim allength

of the m irror. Denote with PL(lnT) the dis-

tribution function ofTL. Then the distribution

function ofthe totaltransm ission fora given L

can be written asPL flnT + 2(L � L)=l�g.The

factthattheBraggm irrorhasan optim allength

can beexpressed in theform

jlnP (L;lnT)j=

= m in
L

�
�
�
�lnPL

�

jlnTj+ 2

�
L � L

l�

���
�
�
�: (4)

Itisseen from Eq.(4)thatthecalculation ofthe

sm all-T tailofthenettransm ission oftheentire

intervalL reducestothecalculation ofthefunc-

tion PL (lnT),which isthecharacteristicsofthe

4



Bragg m irror only. Ifnow we use for PL(lnT)

theresult9;10 PL(lnT)= exp
h

�
�

l�ln
2
T
�

=2L
i

,

which was obtained neglecting the prefactor,

then the m inim um in Eq.(4)would correspond

to L = L,i.e. to the Bragg m irror extending

over the entire intervalL. Below we dem on-

strate that,once the prefactoristaken into ac-

count,the true optim aluctuation corresponds

toa\short"Braggm irror,L < L,within apara-

m etrically wideintervalofjlnTj.

III.W EA K LY D IST O RT ED B R A G G

M IR R O R S

A .C alculation ofthe functionalintegral

Here we consider the case when the devia-

tions, �Vm , of the on-site energies, Vm , from

the optim alvalues,Vm = 2V cos(2�m =n),are

relatively sm all. For concreteness we choose

the Gaussian distribution of the on-site ener-

gies,P(V )= �� 1=2� � 1exp(� V2=� 2).To calcu-

late the prefactordue to sm alldeviations,�Vm ,

we adoptthe assum ption that�Vm are hom oge-

neously distributed within a sm allinterval(tol-

erance) �V � � (Fig.3a). On the one hand,

thisassum ption leadsto a drasticsim pli�cation

ofthecalculation.On theotherhand,aswewill

seebelow,ityieldsan asym ptotically correctre-

sult.

W ith hom ogeneously distributed �Vm ,thesta-

tisticalweightofdistorted Braggm irror,PL,can

beeasily expressed through thetolerance�V

PL =

 
�V

�

! L

exp

"

�

�
1

� 2

�
X

m

V
2

m

#

= exp

"

� L ln

�
�

�V

�

�
V2L

2� 2

#

: (5)

In Eq.(5) we have assum ed that �V not only

sm aller than �, but even stronger condition

�V � �2=V ism et.W ewillcheck thiscondition

below.

W enow incorporatetheuctuations�Vm into

the log-transm ission ofthe Bragg m irror,lnT.

Asitwaspointed outabove,random shifts,��i,

of the gap center reduce the decrem ent  =

V=2kF = Vn=2� within each period.Thisisdue

to thelocaldetuning from theBragg resonance.

Quantitatively,the reduction ofthe decrem ent,

,can beexpressed as

 (��i)= 

v
u
u
t 1�

 
��i

V

! 2

: (6)

Asaresult,instead of2L in theabsenceofuc-

tuations,theexpression forjlnTjm odi�esto

jlnTj= 2n
X

i

(��i)

� 2L � n
X

i

 
��i

V

! 2

: (7)

Consider now a given period, i, containing n

sites. Denote with V (i)
m the on-site energies

within thisperiod.Then theshift,��i,ofthegap

centerforthisperiod can be expressed through

V (i)
m via a discreteFouriertransform asfollows

��i=

�
�

n

�2
P n

m = 1
V (i)
m sin

�
�m

n

�

P n
m = 1

V
(i)
m cos

�
�m

n

�; (8)

wherethesum m ation isperform ed overthesites

within the i-th period. Obviously,for an ideal

Bragg m irror,Vm = 2V cos(2�m =n),we obtain

from Eq.(8)that��i= 0.In thepresenceofuc-

tuations,�Vm ,thetypicalvalueof��i ispropor-

tionalto �V and can beestim ated from Eq.(8)

asfollows. The num eratoristhe sum ofn ran-

dom num bers,each being � �V .Thus,thetyp-

icalvalue ofthe num erator is n1=2�V . On the

other hand,the denom inator is equalto nV=2.

Then weobtain

��i=
C�2n

(2n)1=2

 
�V

V

!

=
�2C

21=2n5=2

 
�V

V

!

; (9)

wheretheconstantC isoftheorderof1.

Looking at Eq. (6),it m ight seem that the

condition �V � V ofthe weak distortion ofthe

Bragg m irrorby uctuations,and thecondition

��i� V oftheweak reduction ofthedecrem ent

are quite di�erent. Itturns out,as we willsee

later,that �V � V insures that ji� j� ,

and thusjusti�estheexpansion of(��i)used in

Eq.(7).Substituting Eq.(9)into Eq.(7)weget

5



jlnTj�
VLn

�
� � C

2
VL

2�

 
�2n�V

V2

! 2

� � 8�3C 2

 
L�V2

n4V3

!

: (10)

Usingthefactthatther.h.s.in Eq.(10)ism uch

sm aller than jlnTj,we can express V through

jlnTjasfollows

V =
�jlnTj

nL
+ 8�C 2

L3�V2

n2jln
3
Tj
: (11)

Further steps are straightforward. Using Eq.

(11),we can rewrite the exponent in Eq. (5)

as

jlnPLj=

(

L ln

�
�

�V

�

+
V2L

2� 2

)

=
�2ln

2
T

2n2� 2L
+

(

L ln

�
�

�V

�

+
8�2C 2L3�V2

n3� 2ln
2
T

)

: (12)

Now itiseasytoseethatthereexiststheoptim al

tolerance

�V = �Vopt=
V�n 5=2

4�2
=
n3=2�jlnTj

4�CL
; (13)

forwhich jlnPLjism inim aland isequalto

jlnPLj=
ln

2
T

2� 2L

�
�

n

�2

+ L�(T); (14)

where

�(T)= ln

 
�

�Vopt

!

= ln

 
4�CL

n3=2jlnTj

!

(15)

dependson T very weakly. Itisalso seen from

Eq. (15)thatthe C entersinto the �nalresult

only asafactorunderthelogarithm ,sothatour

assum ption about hom ogeneous distribution of

�Vm isjusti�ed.

Now,in order to calculate the tailofthe transm ission distribution, P (L;lnT),we substitute

Eq.(14)into Eq.(4)

jlnPLj= m in
L

(
1

2L

�
�

n�

�2 �

jlnTj+ 2

�
L � L

l�

��2

+ L�(T)

)

: (16)

Nextweperform m inim ization with respectto L.Thisyieldsthefollowing equation oftheoptim al

L = Lopt

Lopt =
�jlnTj
p
2�n�

"

1+ 2

 
L � Lopt

l�jlnTj

! # "

1�
2

�

�
�

n�

�2 jlnTj

l�Lopt

(

1+ 2

 
L � Lopt

l�jlnTj

! ) #
� 1=2

: (17)

Since we are interested in anom alously low transm issions,jlnTj� L=l�,the second term in the

�rst square bracket in Eq. (17)is sm all. The second term in the second square bracket contains

an additionalparam eter� jlnTj=Lopt(n
2� 2l�). Since l� = 8�n=�

2,the com bination n2� 2l� is� 1.

Thus,the above param eterreducesto jlnTj=Lopt,which isalso sm all. M ore precisely,itisofthe

orderofl� 1=2� .Neglecting second term sin both squarebrackets,and substituting Lopt from Eq.(17)

into Eq.(16),wearriveatthe�nalresult

�
�
�lnP (lnT;L)

�
�
� =

 
�
p
2�

n�

!

jlnTj;

 p
2�

�

!

n�L > jlnTj> n
2� 2L (18)

�
�
�lnP (lnT;L)

�
�
� =

1

2L

�
�

n�

�2

ln
2
T + L�(T) ; jlnTj>

 p
2�

�

!

n�L: (19)

It is instructive to rewrite the above result in term s ofenergy, �n � (�=n)
2
, and conductance,

G n � 1=(n3� 2)

�
�
�lnP (lnT;L)

�
�
� =

 
2�3�G n
p
�n

! 1=2

jlnTj;

 
2�
p
�n

�3G n

! 1=2

L > jlnTj>

 p
�n

�G n

!

L (20)
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�
�
�lnP (lnT;L)

�
�
� =

�3

2L

 
G n
p
�n

!

ln
2
T + L�(T) ; jlnTj>

 
2�
p
�n

�3G n

! 1=2

L: (21)

ln T

lε

L

L

L L

|       | 

ln

lε
L L

P|      | Lopt

lε
1/2

lε
1/2

lε
1/2 lnT|      | 

FIG .5. Solid line: our m ain result Eqs. (18), (19) for

the low-T tailofthe transm ission distribution. D ashed line:

log-norm alP (T)ofRefs.9,10.Inset:theportion ofthechain

occupied with Bragg (loose)m irror.

The behavior Eqs. (18), (19) is illustrated

schem atically in Fig.5. W e see,that the log-

norm aldependenceofRefs.9,10takesplaceonly

forvery sm alltransm ission coe�cientsjlnTj>

L=
p
l�. Only in this dom ain the Bragg m ir-

ror extends over the entire interval, and the

prefactor [second term in Eq. (19)]is sm aller

than the m ain exponent. W ithin a wide do-

m ain L=
p
l� > jlnTj > L=l� the probability,

P (L;lnT),behaves asa sim ple exponent. The

underlying reason forsuch abehavioristhatthe

dependences ofthe m ain exponent and ofthe

prefactor on L are opposite. As a result,there

existsan optim alm irrorlength

L = Lopt=
� jlnTj
p
2�n�

; (22)

which leads to the result Eq.(18). Sim ple ex-

ponent Eq. (18) corresponds to the situation

when Lopt is shorter than the length ofthe in-

terval,L. M ore precisely,the portion ofthe in-

tervalL,occupied by theBragg m irror,isgiven

by Lopt=L = � jlnTj=
p
2�n�L.W ithin thedo-

m ainL=
p
l� > jlnTj> L=l�thisportionchanges

from 1 to a sm allvalue (�=G)
1=3

� 1,asillus-

trated in theinsetin Fig.5.

B .Justi�cations ofthe assum ptions

The above calculation wasbased on three as-

sum ptions

(i) �V � �2=V;we used this condition in the

expression Eq.(5)fortheprobability,PL.

(ii)�V � V;thisisthecondition thattheBragg

m irroriswellde�ned.Itwasalso used in deriv-

ing Eq.(5).

(iii)��i � V;thiscondition wasused in expan-

sion Eq.(7).

From theresultEq.(13)oftheabovecalcula-

tion we �nd �Vopt=V = �n 5=2=(4�2). Thus,the

assum ption (ii)isvalid underthecondition

�n 5=2 � 1: (23)

Below we dem onstrate thatthe sam e condition

Eq.(23)guaranteesthevalidity oftheothertwo

assum ptions.

Assum ption (i). W ithin the dom ain L=
p
l� >

jlnTj > L=l�, where P (L;lnT) behaves as a

sim ple exponent, the am plitude of the Bragg

m irror, given by V = �jlnTj=nLopt, is equal

to V =
p
2�� and does not depend on L,

where,asfollowsfrom Eq.(15),� = �(L opt)=

ln
�

4�2C=
p
2��n 5=2

�

� ln
�

1=�n 5=2
�

.To check

theassum ption (i)werewritetheratio V�V=�2

as (�V=V)(V2=� 2) = (�n 5=2=4�2)(V2=� 2) =
1

2�2
�n 5=2 ln

�

1=�n 5=2
�

.W eseethatV � � 2=�V

holdsunderthe condition �n 5=2 � 1,which is

precisely thecondition (23).

Assum ption (iii)From Eq.(9)we have the fol-

lowing estim atefortheratio ��i=V � 1

��i

V
=

�2C

21=2n5=2

 
�V

V2

!

: (24)

Substitutingintothisequation theoptim alvalue

�Vopt= V�n 5=2=(4�2),weobtain��=V � �=V =
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[2�(L opt)]
� 1=2. On the other hand,�(L opt) =

ln
�

1=�n 5=2
�

is large under the sam e condition

Eq.(23). This large logarithm justi�es the as-

sum ption (iii).

In conclusion ofthisSection we would like to

m akethefollowing two rem arks:

(1)Theexpression forthedecrem ent = Vn=2�

is the result of the two-wave approxim ation,

within which propagating and Bragg-reected

waves are coupled only in the �rst order, i.e.

by a single harm onicsofperiodicpotential.For

two-waveapproxim ation tobevalid,thesecond-

order coupling m atrix elem ents m ust be m uch

sm allerthan V. The estim ate forthese second-

order elem ents is � V2=�n � V2n2. Thus,the

two-wave approxim ation is valid ifV2n2 � V,

i.e. Vn2 � 1. As it is seen from Eq. (23),

V � � 1=2n� 5=4. ThusVn2 �
h

� 1=2n� 5=4
i

n2 =
h

�n 5=2
i1=2

=n1=2. W e see that the applicabil-

ity condition ofthe two-wave approxim ation is

weakerthan them ain condition �n 5=2 � 1.

(2)The condition Eq.(23)im pliesthatthe en-

ergy�n exceeds�
4=5.This,inturn,suggeststhat

the conductance G n = kF l� for� = �n is equal

to G n = (� 2n3)
� 1
,and islargeby virtueofthis

condition.

IV .\LO O SE" M IR R O R S

A .D ensity ofthe loose m irrors

W enow turn tothecaseoflow energies.M ore

precisely,weconsiderthedom ain E B > �n > E t

(Fig.4). The upper boundary ofthis dom ain

corresponds to �n 5=2 � 1, whereas the lower

boundary corresponds to �n 3=2 � 1. Forener-

gies�n > E B the transm ission isdom inated by

weakly disturbed Bragg m irrors,asdiscussed in

the previous Section. For energies � < Et we

have G � < 1,i.e. these energies correspond to

thetailstates.

Aswe enterthe low energy (large-n)dom ain,

the key com ponent of the above scenario of

weakly disturbed m irrorsgetsviolated.Nam ely,

at n � �� 2=5 we have �V � V. This im plies

that alm ost sinusoidalBragg m irror cannot re-

tain itsrole asan optim aluctuation,which is

responsibleforlow-T values.

In general, optim aluctuation constitutes a

saddle-pointin thefunctionalspace.In thepre-

viousSection,by dem onstrating thatthe disor-

dercon�gurations,contributingtothefunctional

integral,di�er weakly (by �V � V) from the

optim alcon�guration,wehavejusti�ed thatthe

saddle pointiswellde�ned,or,in otherwords,

the expansion around the saddle point yields a

narrow width ofthe Gaussian in the functional

space. In this Section we dem onstrate that in

the energy dom ain E B > �n > E t there exists

a well-de�ned subspace ofallrealizationsofthe

on-site energies,fVm g,which assum es the role

ofa saddle point. W e dub the elem ents ofthis

subspaceas\loose" m irrors.A loosem irrorisa

con�guration ofalternatingregionsofn random ,

butpositiveVm and n random ,butnegativeVm .

It is illustrated in Fig.3. Obviously, the sta-

tisticalweightoftheloosem irrorsissm all.Itis

easytoseethatthisweightisequalto2� L.M ost

im portantly,despite the random nessofVm ,the

fact ofthe sign rigidity within each intervalof

length,n,is su�cient for the form ation ofthe

Bragggap with thewell-de�ned width,and thus,

forgenerating thelow transm ission coe�cients.

The key elem ent ofcalculation ofP(lnT) in

theregim eofweaklydistorted Braggm irrorswas

the expansion Eq.(7),which expressed the fact

thatthedecrem ent weakly uctuatesfrom pe-

riod toperiod.Itturnsoutthatin theregim eof

loosem irrors,�n 5=2 � 1,these uctuationsare

alsoweak.Thiscan beseen from Eq.(24).Since

in theregim eofloosem irrorstheonlyscaleforV

and �V is�,Eq.(24)yields��i=V � (�n5=2)� 1,

which is sm allin the regim e ofloose m irrors.

Thus,theexpansion Eq.(7)isapplicablein this

regim easwell.

To calculate the distribution P(lnT) in the

regim e ofloose m irrors,the calculation in the

previous Section should be m odi�ed in the fol-

lowing way.Forloosem irrorsthe\period" con-

sists of interval of n positive Vm followed by

an intervalofn negative Vm . The m agnitude

of the gap 2V and corresponding decrem ent,

 = nV=2�,are determ ined by discrete Fourier

com ponentofthisrealization oftheon-siteener-
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gies.Then the expansion analogousto Eq.(10)

takestheform

jlnTj�
VLn

�
: (25)

Then thecorresponding expression forV,analo-

gousto Eq.(11),reads

V =
�jlnTj

nL
: (26)

Itisobviousthatthe typicalvalue ofV is� �

with variance is � �=n1=2. It can be dem on-

strated that the fulldistribution ofV is given

by

p(V)=

 
n

��2�
2

! 1=2

exp

"

�
n(V � �1�)

2

�2�
2

#

;(27)

where the constants �1 and �2 depend on the

actualdistribution P(V ). For Gaussian P(V )

they assum e the values �1 = 4�� 3=2 and �2 =

1=2� 1=�.

Analogously toEq.(5),theactualcalculations

reducesto optim ization with respectto L ofthe

product

PL =

�
1

2

�L

[p(V)]
L=n

=

=

�
1

2

�L
"

p

 
�jlnTj

nL

! #L=n

; (28)

where the power L=n em erges from the prod-

uctoverperiods.W ith Gaussian p(V),given by

Eq.(27),thisoptim ization can beperform ed an-

alytically in a sim ilarfashion asin the previous

Section,yielding

Lopt =
�jlnTj

n��
1=2

0

; (29)

where �0 = �2ln2 + �2
1
is the constant ofthe

orderof1. The corresponding value ofthe gap

width is

Vopt=
�jlnTj

nLopt

= ��
1=2

0 : (30)

TheresultEq.(29)isquitesim ilarto Eq.(22),and di�ersonly by replacem entofthelogarithm ic

factor,2�,by a constant � 0,which is ofthe order of1. Correspondingly, the �nalresults for

P(lnT;L)arequitesim ilarto Eqs.(20)-(21)

�
�
�lnP (lnT;L)

�
�
� = �eff

 
2�3G n
p
�n

! 1=2

jlnTj;
L

�

 
�0
p
�n

�G n

! 1=2

> jlnTj>

 p
�n

�G n

!

L (31)

�
�
�lnP (lnT;L)

�
�
� =

 
�3G n

�2�
1=2
n L

!

ln2T �

 
2�3�2

1
G n

�22
p
�n

! 1=2

jlnTj�

 
�0

�2

!

L; jlnTj>
L

�

 
�0
p
�n

�G n

! 1=2

; (32)

where�eff =
h

�
1=2

0 � �1

i

=�2.ForGaussian distribution oftheon-siteenergieswehave�eff � 0:46.

The results Eqs.(31),(32)were obtained assum ing thatloose m irrorsare well-de�ned entities,in

thesense,thatthesubspacethatthey constitutewithin thefunctionalspacehasa sharp boundary.

In the nextsubsection we exam ine the width ofthisboundary and dem onstrate thatthiswidth is

indeed relatively sm all.

B .Tolerance ofthe loose m irrors

In orderto exam ine to whatextent the loose

m irrorsare wellde�ned,we considerbelow two

generic sources ofviolation ofthe sign rigidity,

which areillustrated in Fig.6.

(i) W e allow the on-site energies within \pos-

itive" periods to assum e slightly negative val-

ues,restricted by � W (seeFig.6a),and theon-

siteenergieswithin \negative"periodstoassum e

sm all positive values, restricted by W � �.

Thisallowanceincreasesexponentially thenum -

berofcon�gurationsconstituting theloosem ir-

rors.On theotherhand,such an allowancesup-

9



pressesthe gap. Asa resultofthese com peting

trends,thereexistsan optim alvalueofW ,that

m axim izesP(lnT;L).

(ii)W eallow a sm allportion,�,ofon-siteener-

giestoassum ethe\wrong"sign preserving their

m agnitude � �. This allowance also increases

the num berofloose m irrorsand suppressesthe

gap.Thusthereexistsan optim al� � 1,which

wecalculatebelow.

The quantitative characteristics ofthe "qual-

ity" oftheloosem irroristheuctuation,��,of

thegap centerduetotheaboveviolations,which

isanalogoustothetolerance�V ofBraggm irror

in thepreviousSection.

x

x

V

V

0

0

(b)

(a)

W

kF

π

FIG .6. Possible violations ofthe sign rigidity ofa loose

m irror: (a)sm all(� W � �)on-site energieswith \wrong"

sign are allowed; (b) sparse \large" (� �) on-site energies

having the \wrong" sign (hash-m arked lines)are allowed.

The enhancem ent ofthe portion ofthe loose

m irrorsdue to allowance,W ,can be estim ated

as(1+ W =�)Lopt � exp(W Lopt=�). Thisisan

exponential\gain"in P(lnT;L).The\loss"due

to suppression ofthegap,sim ilarly to Eq.(12),

can be expressed as� exp[� Lopt(��=�)
2]. The

relation between �� and W can be established

from Eq.(8). Indeed,allthe term sin num era-

torare ofthe sam e sign and ofthe orderofW ,

while the corresponding term s in denom inator

arealso sign-preserving and � �.Thuswehave

�� � (�=n)(W =�).Finally,theproduct

exp

�

Lopt

�
W

�

��

exp

2

4� Lopt

 
��

�

! 2
3

5 =

= exp

(

Lopt

"�
W

�

�

�

�
�W

n� 2

�2
#)

(33)

of the gain and loss has a m axim um at

W opt � n2� 3. W e see, that the allowance

is relatively sm all, since W opt=� = n 2� 2 =

(1=n)(E t=�n)
3=2 � 1. This suggest that the

allowance does not change the result Eq.(31),

since the correction to lnP(lnT) due to al-

lowance, W opt, am ounts to a sm all portion �

W opt=�� 1 ofthem ain exponentEq.(31).

Strictly speaking,the optim alvalue ofthe al-

lowance,W ,is wellde�ned ifthe exponent in

Eq.(33)ism uch biggerthan one.Upon substi-

tuting W opt into Eq.(33),we obtain �jlnPj�

n2� 2Lopt � n�jlnTj. From here we conclude,

that for large enough jlnTj> 1=(n�),the al-

lowance,W ,indeed leads to �jlnPj� 1. For

sm allerjlnTj<� 1=(n�)the gain doesnotplay

a role,so thatthe allowance,W ,isdeterm ined

exclusively by the second term in the exponent

in Eq.(33).Thisterm fallso� atcharacteristic

W = n� 2=L
1=2

opt. This allowance is bigger than

W opt,since W =W opt � (n�jlnTj)� 1=2 > 1,but

stillsm aller than �. The latter can be seen if

werewriteW =�= n�=L
1=2

opt in theform W =��

(W opt=�)
3=4

jlnTj� 1=2,which is the product of

two sm all num bers. The fact that for sm all

jlnTj <� 1=(n�) the allowance increases with

jlnTjcan beinterpreted qualitatively asfollows.

The sm aller is jlnTj,the less e�ortis required

tocreateadisordercon�guration with low trans-

m ission T.

The enhancem ent of the portion of the

loose m irrors due to allowance, �, is equal

to (2�)
Lopt=n = exp(�(L=n)ln2). The

loss can be estim ated analogously to the

case (i). Nam ely, due to the sites with

wrong sign of on-site energies the ra-

tio
P n

m = 1
V (i)
m sin

�
�m

n

�

=
P n

m = 1
V (i)
m cos

�
�m

n

�

in

Eq. (8) is � �. This yields the estim ate

�� � (�=n)�, so that, analogously to (i), the
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productofgain and losscan bewritten as

exp

(

Lopt

"

� �

�
��

n�

�2
#)

: (34)

This product is m axim alfor �opt = n2� 2. W e

see that �opt � Wopt=�,and thus is sm all,as

discussed above.

The factthatthe optim alallowances W opt=�

and �opt aresm alljusti�esthatloosem irrorsare

well-de�ned entities.

V .C O N T IN U O U S LIM IT

In this Section we establish the relation be-

tween theaboveconsideration on thelatticeand

the results of Refs. 9,10, obtained within the

continuousapproach.To establish thisrelation,

we restorethelatticeconstant,a,in thedisper-

sion law, i.e. �(k)a2 = 4sin2(ka=2), where k

is the m om entum . For lattice constant a = 1

the dim ensionless param eterthatseparates the

regim es of weakly disturbed [Eqs. (18), (19)]

and loose [Eqs. (31),(32)]m irrors was equal

to n� 2=5. To incorporate the arbitrary lat-

tice constant, it is convenient to �rst express

this param eter through the conductance G for

a = 1.From the relation G n = n� 3� � 2 we �nd

� 2=5 = n� 3=5G � 1=5
n . Thus,n� 2=5 = n2=5=G 1=5

n .

For arbitrary a, the num ber n should be re-

placed by (ka)� 1,while G n should be replaced

by G(k) = (�(k)=Et)
3=2
, where E t is the up-

perboundary ofthe tailstates. Fora = 1 this

boundary isexpressed through � asE t = � 4=3.

Thus,theparam etern� 2=5 forarbitraryatrans-

form sinto G(k)� 1=5(ka)
� 2=5

.Itisseen thatthis

param eter contains the lattice constant and in

thewhite noise lim ita ! 0,considered in Refs.

9,10,itism uch biggerthan 1,which corresponds

to the regim e of loose m irrors. W e thus con-

clude,thatforsm alla thedistribution function

P (lnT) is given by Eqs. (31,32). W ith a re-

stored,theseexpressionstaketheform

�
�
�lnP (lnT;L)

�
�
� = �eff

"
2�3G(k)

ka

#1=2

jlnTj;
�
1=2

0

�3=2

"
kL

G 1=2(ka)1=2

#

> jlnTj>
kL

�G
(35)

�
�
�lnP (lnT;L)

�
�
� =

"
�3G

�2L
p
�

#

ln
2
T �

"
2�3�21G

�22a
p
�

#1=2

jlnTj�

 
�0

�2

!
L

a
; jlnTj>

�
1=2

0

�3=2

"
kL

G 1=2(ka)1=2

#

:(36)

TheresultofRefs.9,10 correspond to the�rst

term ofEq. (36). W e see,however,that this

result, obtained neglecting the prefactor, does

not survive the white-noise lim it a ! 0. For-

m ally,taking the prefactor into account,shifts

thedom ain ofapplicabilityofthelog-norm aldis-

tribution to very sm alltransm ission coe�cients

jlnTj> (�0kL
2=�3Ga)

1=2
,so that this dom ain

vanishes when a ! 0. Physically, the result

ofRefs.9,10,doesnotapply in the white-noise

lim itduetothehugephaseuctuations,thatare

allowed forsm alla.Theseuctuationsforbidthe

form ation ofa Bragg m irrorwith a weakly dis-

torted sinusoidalshape ofFig.3a. Instead,the

relevantuctuationshavetheform ofloosem ir-

rorsshown in Fig.3b,whereonlythepositionsof

sign changesareadjusted tothedeBrogliewave

length,2�=kF,oftheelectron.In thisregim ethe

tailofP (lnT)isdescribed by asim pleexponent

Eq.(35)with a non-universalcoe�cient/ a � 2.

Clearly,in the\continuouslanguage",thelattice

constant a should be identi�ed with the sm all-

estscalein theproblem ,nam ely,thecorrelation

length oftherandom potential.Thus,wearrive

attheconclusion thatthecorrelation length de-

term inesthe coe�cientin frontofjlnTjin the

leading term ofP(lnT). In term s ofthe cor-

relation length and dim ensionless conductance,

theportion ofthe sam pleoccupied by theloose

m irrorisgiven by jlnTj(Ga=�0kL
2)
1=2
.

Finally,weestablish theenergyinterval,where

the loose m irrors,and thusEqs.(35),(36),de-

term inethefartailofP(lnT).Forthispurpose,

we equate the param eterG(k)� 1=5(ka)
� 2=5

to 1
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and expresstheenergy E B in Fig.4 through the

correlation length a asE B � Et=(E ta
2)2=5.This

yieldsthesoughtinterval

E t< � <
E t

(E ta
2)
2=5

: (37)

RecallthatE t,the position ofthe boundary of

the tailstates,does not depend on a. This is

valid forsm alla,such that(E ta
2)� 1,i.e.the

interval(37) is broad. For Eq. (37) to apply,

weshould requirethatattheupperboundary of

the interval(37)the corresponding m om entum ,

kB ,ism uch sm allerthan theinverse correlation

length. Itiseasy to see thatthisisindeed the

case,sincekB a = aE
1=2

B = (E ta
2)3=10 � 1.

Fig.7illustratesthem ain qualitativeoutcom e

ofourconsideration. Nam ely,fora short-range

potentialwith acorrelation radius,a � k
� 1

F ,the

low-T disordercon�gurationsforenergieswithin

theintervalEq.(37)havetheshapeofloosem ir-

rorsdepicted schem atically in this�gure.

V

x

a

π
Fk

FIG .7. \Continuous" realization of a loose m irror for

short-range disorderwith correlation radiusa � k
� 1

F
.

V I.C O N C LU SIO N

In conclusion,let us address the relation be-

tween our results and the analyticalresults in

1D,predicting the shape of P(lnT). Neither

ofthe \exact" techniques3;19 allowsto pinpoint

theactualdisordercon�guration,responsiblefor

low-T values. Although they are believed to

be exact, each of these techniques contain a

step atwhich m irror-likecon�gurationsarelost.

Letusillustratethispointusing theBerezinskii

technique3 as an exam ple. In Fig. 8 a three-

im purity scattering con�guration, em ployed in

Ref.3 (seealso20)to m akethecaseforcom plete

localization in 1D,isdepicted.Aswasexplained

by Berezinskii3,the key ingredient ofthe tech-

nique Ref.3 isthe observation thatthescatter-

ing pathsIand IIcorrespond to thesam eaccu-

m ulated phase

� = 2kF (x2 + x3 � 2x1); (38)

and, thus, interfere constructively for any �.

However,withinthe\exact"technique,thevalue

of� isassum ed to be random ,and the averag-

ing over� isperform ed. Sim ilarprocedure isa

key elem entofthe technique Ref.19. Calculat-

ing the higher-order diagram s in Ref.11 takes

into account increasingly large num ber ofpos-

sibilitiesofconstructive interference ofdi�erent

paths,allofwhich areofthetypeFig.8 (corre-

spond to thesam eaccum ulated random phase).

However,each step involves averaging overthis

phase.In contrast,theBragg-likecon�gurations

arethosesparserealizations,forwhich thephase

accum ulated upon traversing the period,�=kF ,

�rst forwards,and then backwards,is notran-

dom ,butclose to 2�.Thus,in ouropinion,the

com pletecoincidenceoftheestim ateforP(lnT)

based on theBraggm irrorsand oftheresult11 is

accidental.

I

II

2x 3xx1

FIG .8. Illustration ofthe sim plest building block ofthe

Berezinskiitechnique Ref.3. In course ofm oving along the

trajectories,Iand II,an electron accum ulates the sam e ran-

dom phase � = 2kF (x2 + x3 � 2x1).

Finally,letusbriey form ulatethem ain m es-

sage ofthe present paper. Creating low-T dis-

ordercon�guration in 1D dem andsthiscon�gu-

ration to possess a long-range order, adjusted

to the wave vector, kF . Ideal con�gurations

with such a long-range order,are ofthe Bragg-

m irror type. However, they are very \costly"

to m aintain over a large distance. This is due

to the phase uctuations,that tend to violate
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theBragg condition.These uctuationsarenot

captured atthe stage ofcalculating the saddle-

point.They show up atthenextstage,i.e.cal-

culating the prefactor. W e have dem onstrated

thatloosem irrors,illustrated in Fig.7,in which

thelong-rangeorderispresent,butrelaxed,are

m uch \cheaper" to create than the Bragg m ir-

rors. On the other hand, as follows from the

analysis that we have perform ed, a loose m ir-

ror,shown in Fig.7,stillconstitutesan e�cient

low-T disordercon�guration.Thesm alleristhe

correlation radius,a,ofthe disorder,the wider

istheenergy intervalwithin which loosem irrors

dom inatethelow-T tailofthetransm ission dis-

tribution.

Lastly,wearenotawareofanynum ericalwork

in which thetailofP(lnT)wasstudied closeto

(butwellabove)theband edge.Recentsim ula-

tionsarem ostly focused atthebody ofthedis-

tribution both in 1D 1;21 and in 2D 22;23,and are

aim ed at testing the scaling hypothesis. W ith

regard to the tailofthe transm ission distribu-

tion,therelatedcharacteristics,nam ely,theden-

sity ofanom alously localized states,wasstudied

num erically only in two24 and three25{28 dim en-

sions.
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