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ABSTRACT

W e show how certain properties of the Anderson m odel on a tree are related to the
solutions of a non-linear integral equation. W hether the wave function is extended or
localized, for exam ple, corresoonds to whether or not the equation has a com plex solution.
W e show how the equation can be solved In a weak disorder expansion. W e nd that,
for am all disorder strength , there is an energy E. ( ) above which the density of states
and the conducting properties vanish to all orders in perturbation theory. W e com pute
perturbatively the position of the line E.( ) which begins, In the 1im it of zero disorder,
at the band edge of the pure systam . Inside the band of the pure systam the density of
states and conducting properties can be com puted perturbatively. T his expansion breaks
down near E . ( ) because of an all denom inators. W e show how it can be resumm ed by
choosing the appropriate scaling of the energy. For energies greater than E.( ) we show
that non-perturbative e ects contrbute to the density of states but have been unablk tell
w hether they also contribute to the conducting properties.
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1. Introduction

Anderson localisation [1], or the study of transport properties of a quantum particke in a
random potential, isone ofthem ost In portant problem s in the theory ofdisordered system s
2,3]. In one and two dim ensions an arbitrarily an all random potential su ces to localise
all energy eigenstates. In three and higher din ensions both localised and extended states
can exist: strong disorder or energies far from the band center give rise to localised states
whereas weak disorder and energies close to the band center produce extended states.
E xtended and localised states are ssparated by a line in the energy-strength of disorder
plane, the m obility edge. The location of the m obility edge is a question of fuindam ental
Interest #].

A susual In statistical m echanics, the sin plest cases one can consider are mean eld
m odels. The most extensively studied mean eld m odel of localisation is the A nderson
modelon a tree B-12]. Various approaches have been developped, based in particular on
self energy calculations (@,5] or on supersymm etry [B,9,13], which reduce the problem to
a non-linear integral equation Bb-9]. This ntegral equation, however, is com plicated and
the position of the m obility edge cannot be determ Ined w ithout recourse to som e kind of
approxin ation. Several works tried to overcom e this di culty by considering simpli ed
versions of them odelon a tree [14,15].

In the present paper, we reconsider the A nderson problm on a tree. W e st give a
derivation of the integral equation to be solved which, although com plktely equivalent to,
is, we think, m ore Intuitive than previous derivations. The system insulates or conducts
depending on whether the Integral equation possesses real or com plex solutions. W e try
to solve this equation in the lim it of weak disorder using a m ethod [16] which generalises
previous weak disorder calculations in one din ension [L7].

O ne Interesting outoom e of this approach is the existence ofa Ine E.( ) In the E;
plne E istheenergy and m easuresthe strength ofdisorder) beyond which the integrated
density of states and the conducting properties vanish to all orders in perturbation theory.
This line tends to the band edge of the pure system , E = 2pK_ Where K + 1 is the
coordination number of the tree) In the lin it of zero disorder. W e can show that for
energies greater than E . ( ), non-per turbative contributions to the density of statesm ake
it non—zero. W e have not, how ever, been abl to determ ine w hether non-perturbative e ects
also contribute to the conducting properties. T he question is of particular interest because
Abou-Chacra and Thoulss pP] predict that the m cbility edge tendsto E = K + 1 rather
than to the band edge, E = 2K i the I i of zer disorder.

T he paper is organised as follows: In section 2, we derive the non-lnear Integral
equation satis ed by the distrbbution P R ) ofa R iccattivariable R, de ned to be the ratio



of the wave function at ad-jpoent sites on the lattice. W e show how the solution of this
non-lnear ntegral equation gives the ntegrated density of states and why the existence of
a com plex solution is related to the existence of extended states. In section 3, we discuss
the pure system , ie. the problem In absence of disorder. In section 4, we show how a weak
disorder expansion can be perform ed for energies nside the band of the pure system . W e
nd that in the presence of weak disorder the system conducts. In section 5, we extend
the weak disorder expansion to the neighborhood of the band edge. W e ocbtain w ithin this
perturbative approach an expression for the m obility edge E . ( ) in powers of the strength
of the disorder. ForE > E_.( ), the integrated density of states vansies to all orders in
, although it is known that for distrdbbutions of the potential w ith unbou nded support,
it never vanishes [18-20]. In section 6, we discuss the origin of non-perturbative e ects for
energies outside the band of the pure system . Lastly, In section 7, we describe a num erical
m ethod to obtain the m obility edge, and we com pare the resuls of this approach w ith the
prediction of section 5 and wih an exactly soluble case where the R icatti variables are
Independent.

2. Fomm ulation of the P roblem

W e consider a tight binding modelon a Cayky tree of N sites (see gure 1) wih a
random potentialV; at each site 1 ofthe lattice. T he potentials V; are Independent random
variables govemed by a probability distrbution (V) which we choose to have zero m ean
tVi;i= 0). The Schrodinger equation reads

Ko+ 1
5 = E Vi i 1)

=1
Here ;isthevalueofthewavefunction atsitei, isa param eterthat controlsthe strength
of the random potential, E is the energy of the particle, and the sum isoverthe K + 1
neighbors of the site i. It is useful to rewrite () as a recursion relation [16]. Call the
central site of the tree iy and de nea R icattivariableR;on asiteiby R; = 5= ;, where j
is the neighbor of site i closer to iy on the tree. D ividing {I]) through by ; and regrouping

term s gives ( gure 1)

X1
— @)
=1
for all sites exoept ig. This recursion allow s one to calculate the R ; associated to all sites
of the tree exospt for the site iy Where it is not de ned) and exospt for the sites ad poent
to the boundary, where the R; depend on the boundary conditions and, as we will see



later, should be chosen di erently depending on the properties we want to study (density
of states or conducting properties) .

On account of the random potential in @), the R; are random variables governed
by a probability distribution. The recursion {]) com pletely determ ines the probability
distrdoution P, R;) of an R; located m steps from the boundary of the tree once the
probability distrdbution P, R;) of the R; on sites ad-pcent to the boundary have been
goeci ed. In what follow s we will always choose boundary conditions in such a way that
the R ; on sites ad pcent to the boundary are ddentically distribbuted w ith distrdoution P; R ).
The symm etry of the tree then ensures that allthe R; an equalnumber m of steps from
the boundary are also identically distributed w ith a probability distribution P, R;) that
depends on the numberm one has to iterate {{). The recursion @) induces the Hllow ing

recursion on the distrlbbutions P, R)
0 1
Z ¥ z  q
Pn+1R) = Pn R5)AR 5 V)aw @rR E+ V+ —Aa 3)
=1 1R
W e shall assum e In what follow s that, for all the boundary conditions we consider P; R)
oconcentrated on the real axis when we calculate the density of statesorP; R ) concentrated
on the lower half com plex plane w ith all the R; having a negative in aghary part when
we study the conduction properties), the recursion {J) converges to a lin iting distribution
P R) which satis es
0 1
Z ¥ z X 1
PR)= P R;)dR; V)aw er E+ V+ —A @)
. _ . Ry
=1 =177
Up to a change of variables, this integral equation is equivalent to the integral equations
obtained in B9]. A sim ilar equation also exists for diluted lattices R1-23]. T he particular
lim iting distrbution to which {§) convergesm ight depend on the nitialP; R). W ewill see
below that the localised and the extended regin es correspond to one of the two follow ing
situations:

In the localised region:
There is only one xed distrbution, P, R), which soves @). This distrbution
is concentrated on the real axis and is stable, ie. it is the lm it of the sequence
P, R) obtained through the recursion E) forany nitialdistrbution P; R) @llinitial
distributions concentrated on the real axis as well as those concentrated Initially in
the com plex plane converge to this distribution P,..1 R ), so that even ifthe R have
initially som e in aginary part, they becom e realunder the iteration of {3)).



In the extended region:
There exist two di erent xed distributions, P .1 R) and Pompex R), which solve
4). The real distribution P .., R ), concentrated on the real axis, is the lin it of
the sequence P, R) when the Iniial distrloution P; (R) is concentrated on the real
axis. This distrdoution P 1 R ) is however unstable against in agihary perturoations:
a amall Im agihary component n the R; on the boundary will not vanish under
iteration of Q) . Instead, if, as for the scattering situation described below , the nitial
distrdoution P; R) is concentrated In the lower half com plex plane (so that the Iniial
R have all a negative In aghary part), P, R) converges to a di erent distribution
P oompiex R ) concentrated in the lower halfplane. (N ote that there exists also a third
distrdbution in the upper halfplane symm etric to P oqpiex R ) but we won't consider
it because w ith the boundary conditions we use all the R; are always either real or

com plex w ith negative in agihary parts.)

The two xed distrdbutions P a1 R ) and Poompex R) are both solutions of the xed point
equation ) and a great deal of what follows is devoted to the study of these xed
distributions.

For choices of E, and (V) such that [4) has both a real and a complkx xed
distrbbution (the extended phase), Pra1R) and Poppex R) are not independent. In the
appendix we show that the real xed distrdbution P .1 R ) solution of E) isgiven In termm s
OEP con piex R ) by

Z
171 1 s
P = — dr ds—— P r is
realcR) 1 0 CR r)2+ 82 co plex( )
1. %21 %a 1
= —Im dr ds——— P r is : 5
1 0 R r+is & plex { ) ©)

W e now address the question of the choice of the nnitial distribbution P; R ) and discuss
how the =xed distributionsP 1R ) and P pex R) are related to the density of states and
to the conducting properties.

T he density of states:

Let us rst discuss how the density of states can be obtained for the tree geom etry [16]
(see gure l). W e want to calculate the eigenvalues w ith the boundary condition that the
wavefunction vanishes on the boundary of the tree. W ith this boundary condition, the
Schrodinger equation for a site i ad-pcent to the boundary reads

5= E & Vi 6)



where j is the only neighbor of site i on the tree. D viding through by ; then gives
R;=E \ (7

whereR; = 5= ;. The nitialR are real, so they ram ain realunder iteration of @) and
the nvariant m easure P R ) is concentrated on the real axis.

As discussed in [16], the equations @) and {]) solve the Schrodinger equation
everyw here on the tree except on the central site iy. In tem s of the R ;, the Schrodinger
equation for the central site iy reads

K1 g

E Vi, =0 @)

j=1 Ry

where the sum runsover the K + 1 neighbors j of site iy. A llthe R ; are functions ofE and
the valuesE ofthe energy which satisfy (§) are the eigenenergies.

Expression () contains allthe inform ation on the density of states but is not easy to
use. If, however, onem ultiplies ) by the product ofalltheR; in the lattice [16], it becom es
apolynom ialin E ofdegree N where N is the num ber of Jattice sites and the coe cient of
highest degree is1 (Pra tree ofdepth n, thenumberofsitesN = K *+K*!? 2)=K 1)).
T herefore, one can w rite

0 1
¥ K+l Y
1a

=1 jlej 6 ig

Ri . (9)

Both sides of this equation are polynom ials in E with real coe cients and real roots. To
extract the density of states, one can take the logarithm of this equality, for any com plex
value ofthe energy E , w ith the convention that the branch cut runs along the realaxis from
1 to the lamgest eigenvalue E . W hen the energy approaches the real axis at a certain
valie E from above, the in agihary part of the left hand side is just  tim es the num ber of
eigenenergies larger than E whereas the in aginary part of the right hand side is equal to
tin es the num ber of negative R; (+ 1 when the tennPE Vi, F 3 Rij isnegative). This
isbecause allthe R; aswell as the tem E Vi, 3 Rij have positive in agihary parts
when the energy E is in the upper com plex plane (see ) and {])) . Therefore the num ber
» &) ofelgenvalues greater than E  (the integrated density of states) is given by
K+l g %
nE)= (Vi + — E)+ ( R ) (10)

j=1Rj 6 iy

Since the num ber of negative R ; is equal to the num ber of nodes of the wave function, we
see that the equality (I() between the integrated density of states and the num ber ofnodes
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ofthe wave finction, wellknown In one din ension, ram ains valid for tree structures aswas
already discovered by D harand Ram aswamy 4] In a sim ilar calculation ofthe eigenm odes
ofEden trees.

Fora tree ofdepth n With N = K™+ KD 2)=K 1) sites), the average over
disorder of , (£) isgiven by

Z Zl Zl KY+1 15(+l 1
h,E)i= Vi, )dVs, P.Ry)dRy (Vy + — E)
1 I 51 -1 Ry
J J
X Z o
+ K + 1) Ko°n P, R)dR : 11)
m=1 1
T his expression can be sin pli ed by using the recursion ()
Z 4 21 1 xn Z 9
h,E)i= P, R)dR Poi1R% AR (% RO+ ®+1) K™ Pn R)GR :
1 1 m=1 1

12)
T he tree geom etry has the pathology that the num ber of sites near the boundary is
proportional to the total number of sites in the tree. Surface e ects are therefore strong.
One can see thisin {I7) where P; R) ismultiplied by the largest power ofK . To elin nate
these boundary e ects and obtaln an expression for the behavior of the buk, one can
use a subtraction procedure. Letting F, be an extensive quantity in a tree of depth n,
the quantity &, KF,; )=2 isthe value of F per site far from the boundary when n
is large [16]. To see this, note that the number of sitesm steps from the boundary In a
tree of depth n equals K tin es the number of sitesm steps from the boundary In a tree
ofdepth n 1. The contrbutions to F from sitesm steps from the boundary are thus
cancelled In the subtraction. Under this subtraction, the num ber of sites we are left with
s ®™I+K? 2)=K 1) KE"+K"! 2)=K 1)= 2 siteswhich are far from
the boundary. Thus dividing the di erence F',, K F, 1 by two gives the value of F' per
site far from the boundary. Applying this subtraction to {1J) gives the average integrated

density of statesh! £ )iper site far from theboundary in thelmitn ! 1
Z 1 2

. K l 0 0 l 0
h! @)i= Prai®R) dR PraiR") dR (— RY)
2 1 R
K+ 120
+ > Preai®R) dR 13)
1

Forvalues ofE and such that there exists a com plex xed distribution P oo pex R ), One
can use the relation E) between P oa1 and P oop piex to expressh! E )iin term softhis com plex

distribution (see the appendix)
z z
0 0 o 1
Pcomplex(R)dR Pcomplex(R )dR ]OgCR E)

K + 12
2

1 K 1
h! €)i= —I




T he conducting properties:

W e tum now to the relation between P R ) and the conducting properties of the system .
Im agne the situation shown In gure 2. Attach a w ire to each boundary site of a branch
of a tree as shown In gure 2. Suppose then that one sends a plane wave In at the kft
and allows i to scatter o the tree. For a branch of nite depth, som e of the ncom ing
wave will be re ected and som e w ill propagate through the branch to the wires on the
right. O f interest is what happens when the depth of the branch becom es large. There
are two possbilities: either the wave is entirely re ected or som e of the wave propagates
through the tree into the w ires on the right. In the fom er case, either there is a gap In
the energy spectrum or the wavefinctions of the tree are localised, in the latter case the
waveflinctions are extended. Now it isknown that for a potentialw ith unbounded support
(eg. aGaussian) [18-20] there are states at allenergies. In this case, a re ection am plitude
ofmodulus 1 (com plkte re ection of the wave) in plies that the states at that energy are
localised. Therefore, to detem ine whether at a given value of E and  the partick is
localised, it su ces to com pute the re ection am plitude in this experin ent.

To relate the re ection am plitude to the R icatti variables, one needs to analyse what
happens at the boundary. F irst consider the Schrodinger equation for a site a adpcent to
the right boundary

bt <=k a4 Va a 15)

where b and ¢ are the neighbors of a on the tree and In the w ire respectively ( gure 2). In
the w ire the wavefiinction isa planewave = e** going to the right (corresponding to no
incom ng ux from right i1 niy) so that = , = €*. The Ricattivariable R, = = .
thus equals

R,=E v, ¥ 16)

The wave vector k can be adjisted by putting a uniform potential on the wire. W e note
that the R, for all sites ad pcent to the boundary have a negative in aginary part and it is
easy to check that the ireration (J) preserves this property.

Starting w ith the boundary R, given by {L§), we now iterate the recursion @) up to
the rst R In the wire on the kft side of the tree ( gure 2). At this boundary we have
both an Incom ing and an outgoing wave, so that the wave function on the lft w ire has the
om = &** + re®™ where r is the re ection amplitude. The re ection am plitude r is
therefore related to the R icatti variable R4 by

e + rek

- — 17)

Ry= —°
d d 1+ r



or equivalently,

po Re o™, (18)

Rqy €&

Tt is clear that if R4 is real, the num erator and the denom nator are com plex conjugates
and so ¥j= 1. It isalso easy to see that ifR 4 has a negative In agihary part, ¥j< 1. Thus
ifthe In aginary parts ofthe initialR ; iterate to zero, the partick is totally re ected and if
they do not, the particlke has a non—zero tranan ission coe cient. To nd the m obility edge
it therefore su ces to study the complex xed distrdbution P onpex R) and to determ ine
at which values of E and the probability of nding a non—zero in aginary part ofR  rst

vanishes.

Rem ark: An idealized scattering situation lke the one shown In gure 2 can be used
in other cases including nite dim ensional lattices to decide whether a system is conduct-
Ing or msulating. O ne could have for exam ple an incom ing wave on a w ire attached to an
Intemal site and outgoing waves at the boundary. A straightforward calculation but which
would require new notations (that we w ill not present here) would show that a re ec tion
am plitude am aller than 1 in the scattering situation is equivalent to the G reen’s function
having a non-vanishing in aghary part when the energy E tends to the realaxis 5,26 and
references therein].

For arbitrary ,E and (V), one does not know how to nd the =xed distrbutions
that solve {4) and in the fllow ing sections we will show how certain quantities can be
expanded in the lim it ofweak disorder ( an all). An exception is when the distrbbution of
the potential is Cauchy [B]

V)= - : 19)

U sing the fact that sum s of C auchy random varables are also C auchy distrbuted and that
the inverse of a Cauchy varabl is C audhy, it is easy to obtain the exact form ofP .1 R):

PuR) = — 2 20)
real - (R a)2+ b2

w here the param eters a and b are the values of the attractive xed point of the follow ing

two din ensionalm ap

o -bn—+Kh“-
a+x T A

U sing {I3) onethen ndsthe ©llow ing closed expression for the integrated density of states

h! ®)i | !
K+1 |, b K 1, b a+pr+1
tan® = tan? = ——— =

2 a 2 a a¢+pr 1

an+1=E K

h! E)i= (21)



U nfortunately, no one has to date been ablk to cbtain an exact expression for the com plex
xed distrbution, even In the case of a Caudchy distrbuted potential. So conduction
properties such as the location of the m obility edge are not know n exactly even for C auchy

disorder.

3. The pure system

Before prooeeding to the weak disorder expansions, ket us consider the case of no disorder

( = 0). For zero disorder and for our choices of boundary conditions, all the R; for the

boundary sites are equal, and so the Iniial distrbution P; R) isa function. In the

absence of disorder, allthe Py, R) com puted from P; R) through the recursion E) are also
finctions concentrated at som e value Ay

PrR)= R Ay) 22)

where the A, satisfy the follow ing recursion

Ay, =E x : @3)
Ay
This recursion for Ay hastwo =xed pointswhich are realwhen F j> 2pK_ and com plex
con jigate when 2pK_< E < 2pf.

First, if

E>2 K 24)

the sequence A, given by the recursion @3) aWways converges to the real xed point A

given by

| ©
E+ E? 4K
A = > : (25)

This i plies that in the scattering situation descrioed in section 2, the initial complex R ;
becom e real under iteration, and hence the wave is com pltely re ected. Furthem ore,the
Integrated density of states is zero for this range of energy. To see this, note that w ith
the boundary condition {]) (Ge.R;= E), appropriate for the calculation of the density of
states, A, > A, > > A > A,and so alltheR arepositive. M oreoverE K + 1)=A
is also positive. It then ©llow s from expressions () or {I3) that the integrated density of
states is zero for the range of energy {24), m eaning that even fora nite tree, there is no

eigenenergy greater than 2 K and so the range of energy @4) is outside the band. The
D__
caeE < 2 K iscbviousl symm etric.
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On the other hand, if o o
2 K<E<2 K (206)

there exists a complex xed point of €3)

P
E 14K E?
A= > : @7)

m eaning that there isa -distrbution concentrated at this point that solves [3) .
Ifone startsw ith a realA; as i (]) to o%m pute the density of states, the sequence Ay
does not converge. Letting theenergy E = 2 K cos , one nds

D s
A.= K s:nl(r17+): 28)
sn@n )
T he integrated density of states for a tree of depth n then ollows from (1) :
| |
CE) = sinn IKSIl(n +2)+CK+1) g om SJl’ll(m-l- ) . 9)
shm + ) S sinfm )

The spectrum consists of a nite number of eigenvalues (@s it should fora nite system)
w ith huge degeneracies which re ect the sym m etries of the tree.

If one starts with a complx A, the ssquence @3) does not converge either. It is
however easy to show that

p— . p— .

Ay _Kel _ o2k A, Eel

Ay Ketl A, Ket

From this explicit expression, we see that if A, is complex, A rem ains com plex, and so
the system is conducting.

(30)

Rem ark: tt is a property particular to the pure system that when the R; at the boundary
are allequal, the sequence A, does not converge, and thus the sequence Py R ) hasno lim it.
A s soon as one introduces disorder ( € 0), there are lin iting distrdoutions P .1 R ) and
P com piex R ), which satisfy the xed point @). These distrbutions, n thelimt ! 0,alo
satisfy the xed point equation (@) . It is possble to nd these distrbutions. T he com plx
distrbution is a -function concentrated at A given by [2]) and the real distrbution is
given by the relation @) between Py R) and P oonpiex R )
1 PxoEe
2 R? ER+K
Tt is interesting to notice that this xed distrbution @1)) isthe nvariant m easure ofthem ap
€3). Using this xed distrbution, one cbtains the follow ing expression for the integrated
density of states ! £ ) per site far from the boundary
K+1 K 1 , K +1
2 2 tan K 1

PraR) = 31)

PE) = 32)
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4. W eak disorder expansion inside the band

W e tum now to the weak disorder expansions. A s the properties of the pure system are
qualitatively di erent in the band and outside the band, the weak disorder expansion
requires rather di erent techniques In these two cases. W e w ill see that the neighborhood
of the band edge m ust also be treated ssparately.

In this section, we explain the sn all expansion forenergiesE inside the band ofthe
pure system ( 2 K <E < 2pK_). In this energy range, we saw that the complex xed
distrbution solution of {§) isa —function concentrated at the com plex number A

E {4 E?

A= 5 : (33)

To obtain the weak disorder expansion we assum e that for an all, the variables R which
appear In the recursion @) have snall uctuationsaround A (se gure 3 and remark 1 at
the end of this section), so that the distribution P oy pex R ) ram ains concentrated around
A . In accordance w ith this assum ption [16], it is convenient to m ake the follow ing change
of variables

R;= A (34)
Y1+ Bi+ Ci+ )
Here By;C;; are uctuating quantities, the distrbbutions of which are assum ed
independent of . Inserting (34) into {@) and equating temm s order by order in , one
nds that the uctuating partsB ;;C;; of&tisfy the follow Ing recursions
1 ¥ , 1%
A A

=1 =1
and so on. Using these equations, it is easy to com pute the m om ents of the uctuating
variables B ;;C;; In tetm s of K , E and the m om entsPivVof the random potential v
which we assum e to be nite. Forexam ple
AZhHV2i A‘HV 2

mBi=0 ; B2i= ——— ; ci= :
! A4 K ! @4 K)@2 K)

(36)

U sing thisweak disorder expansion one can then calculate perturoatively any quantity that
can be expressed as a function ofthe R ;. For exam pl the real xed point can be cbtained
from )
‘ol o A*@?® KR) 5 )
V 13 +0(7) : 37)

1
P = —mm ——+ ’n
=1 ®) R A "R AY@®Z K)A‘ K)

The Integrated density of states can also be caloulated using {I4) which relates ! £) to
the complex xed point. Substituting the perturbative expansion (34) of R around the

12



complex xed point into ({4), expanding n  and calulating the necessary m om ents we

nd to order *
(

1 CK l) 2 2 2 2&2 3 3z 2&3
| = — - e e
''®) In K logA > log@ 1) v 12 2 1) 18 13 > 1))3
A‘ A4(3K A2 2A4)CK + 1)
4]‘74- 4]‘72-2 0 5
l4 @az 1)4 * 4@2 K)@* K)@az 1) to() 69

Higherordertemm sin are straightforward to calculate but In practice the algebra required
to work out the necessary m om ents and correlations becom es rather Involved.
C onduction properties can be calculated In a sin flarway. A question ofbasic interest

is whether the wave function is localised or extended. From the discussion of section 2
we know that the wavefunction is extended if there exists a complex xed distrbution
concentrated In the lower half plane. One way of determ ining whether such a com plex

xed distrbution exists is to caloulate the m agnitude of the re ection am plitude and see
whether i is less than (extended) or equalto (localised) 1. The existence of the com plex

xed distrdbution can be detem ined m ore easily however by considering him R i. Since the
com plex xed distribution is concentrated In the Iower halfplane, a necessary and su cient
condition for it to exist is for him R i to be non—zero. Perturbatively we have

n @)

himRi=hin A1 B 2c+ ?B%u: i (39)
( )
KA3 KA‘@*‘+ K
=T A 2hHZi + Chv i @& ) +0 (%
@2 K)@a* K) @ K)a* K)@a® K)

Remark 1: Equation {39) indicates that for energiesE inside the band of the pure system ,
weak disorder laves the eigenfunctions extended. This resul, obtained for arbitrary K
Including K = 1 where the tree becom es one din ensional, apparently contradicts the well
known fact that weak disorder localises all the eigenfiinctions In one din ension R7]. The
reason the above calculation does not apply when K = 1 is that the assum ption that the
iteration {J) converges for weak disorder to a xed com plex distroution close to the xed
point A isnot valid. This can be easily seen In the weak disorder expansion. A ssum e that
som e R ; cbtained aftern iterationshasthe form R;= A=(1+ Bi(n) + ). C learly one has
®)

B. =

1

1 * B n 1)
AZ J
=1

IS

+ 40)

T his in plies the ollow ing recursion forhp @ Fi

hV2i+ hB @b Fi

hp ' Fi K K
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where we have used the equality A j= pK_. W e see from (1) that orK > 1 the uctu-
ations hB @ §1i saturate as n increases, m eaning that an initial distrbution concentrated
In the neighborhood of A rem ains concentrated near A . On the other hand, forK = 1,
the uctuations grow lhearly wih n so that the recursion does not converge to a xed
distribution close to A .

Remark 2: The cass K = 1 (one dimension) is soecial In other respects. In the band,
at energy E = 2pK_oos , the xed pont A isA = pK_ei . Hence forK = 1, there are
a large number of values of at which the weak disorder expansion [38) contains sm all
denom nators [17,28-31]. This isnot the case ©rK > 1 where only the band edges ( = 0

and = ) seem to give rise to an alldenom hators.

5. N ear the Band Edge

A sE approaches the band edge of the pure systam 2p K from below at xed ,term s
lke @? K )! diverge, and the above perturbation theory breaks down. Perturbative
Inform ation about the com plex xed point can, however, stillbe ocbtained by choosing the
approprate scaling of the energy wih . Let

E= K2 a? 42)

P _
where a isoforderone. Forthess energies, A isgivenby K (1 i P a+ 0 ( ?)). Substituing
this in the expansions {3§) and 89) one nds

. 32K K +1) 5, 3W?ia'™? 3HV * 1
h! €)i= "—mm— a “+ + — + 43)
3 K 1)y 2K 1) 8K 1)2ar
and !
. p_ 1=2 hVZi
hinRi= K a2+ —— — 4 44)
2K 1)al=

From this we see that the leading tetm In a snall expansion with a xedas ! 0

corresponds to resumm ing an in nite series in the original expansions 8§) and B9).

For the range of energies {47), ket usm ake the fllow ing change of variable
P
R;= 5 45)
i 1 s .

Substiuing this expression in @), we see that the ; are oforder . Expanding both sides
of @) yields
1 X
— - (46)
J
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The moments of can then be caloulated by taking successive integer powers of this
equation. To lowest order one cbtains

|
Wi
hii= a® ; hi= % at-——" ; hi=0() @7)

and so forth. Just as in the Jast section we can now calculate the average of functions w ith
respect to the complex xed point perturbatively. For example, one nds using ([4) for
the Integrated density of states

2K +1 W21 W21
32K K + 1) +0(*% fr a>

| —
REEN= o e Gtk K 1

(48)

andh! €)i= Otoorder ® ora< W?2i=K 1). Both @ ]) and {4§) agree with B§)
and (89) when a becom es Jarge as it should and {&7]) and {4§) are expected to represent the
ressum ed series of the m ost sihgular temm s in the expansions B§) and (39).

Onem ight wonderhow this result ism odi ed by higher order term s. If one decides to
calculate the Integrated density of states or any other quantity to a given orderp in  , one
needs to calculate the rstpmoments to order P. To do so, one takes the successive
powers of {44) and one averages. T his gives relationships between the rst pm om ents of
Ifone uses these relations to express allthem om ents in term softhe rstmomenth i, one
ends up w ith a polynom ialequation in  of degree p which has real coe cients depending
on ,a and them om ents ofthe potentialV . Asone variesa (ie. the energy E ), one nds
that two ocom plex roots of this polynom ialbecom e real at a certain criticalvalie E . which
to fourth order n  reads:

| O
E. , Wi . KW?i , KW ,©9K? 14K 3)Hv?# 5
p— = 2+ + + +0 (7): (49)
K K 1 ® 1) ® 1) 4K D¢

If one pushes this expansion to higher order in , one would nd higher order corrections
tE.but orkE > E., h iaswellas allthe highermoments of would be ral, and this
inplies through ([4) that! €)= 0 forE > E. to any order in

This result seam s to contradict the well known fact that the density of states never
vanishes for distributions of the random potential w ith unbounded support (such as the
G aussian distrioution) [18-20]. O ur result can be reconciled w ith a non-zero density of states
at all energies E only if there are an all non-perturbative contributions to the density of
states above E . which vanish to any order In . W e discuss this point in the next section.

If perturoation theory could be trusted, i would ollow from the discussion of section
two that the partick is localised for energies above E . sinhce h i is real. T he perturbative
caloulation therefore predicts a m obility edge at E. given by @9). This result could be
m odi ed by non-perturbative e ects; unfortunately, unlike the case for the density of states,
we have not been able to discover what these e ectsm ight be orhow to calculate them .
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6. Beyond the Band Edge

In this section we consider energies larger than 2pK_ and outside the scaling regin e
discussed in the last section. In this range of energy, the R; converge to the real xed
point A given by €3) when = 0. Forsnall , one expects the R; to uctuate about
A . Expression (13) for the density of states requires how ever the know ledge of P .1 R ) for
values of R far from A . This is a Jarge deviation problem since untypical values ofR are
producad by untypical values of the potential. W e are going to show that the real xed
distrdoution P, R) can be calculated by a saddle point m ethod. W e have also tried to
calculate the com plex xed distribution in this range of energies by a sin ilar approach but
failed and we are unablk to tell whether the xed com plx distrbution sinply does not
exist or whether we have jist not been ablk to nd it.

Since the regionsofR which contribute to the density of states corresponds to untypical
values of R, the shape of P .1 R) In these regions depends strongly on the shape of V).
In what ollows, we willtake (V) to be G aussian

V)= ! V—2 : (50)
PeR

T he equation to be solved OrP 1 R) is is then

z ' !

av vz ¥ X1
PR)= p?exp 5 dRiP CRJ_) R E+ V + R_ (51)

=1 =1
Now suppose that isanalland that R has uctuations oforder around A . Ifwe wrte
R=A+ ,weget from @)

v — (52)

Since V is G aussian distrbuted, it follows that is also G aussian wih zero mean and
h?i= W?i=(1 K=A*%).In tem softhe variabeR,

, 1 R A)
2 2h 24 2 h-“i

valid orR A oforder .G iven thisexpression forP R) valid for an all uctuations away
from A, i is naturalto look for the solution of (51]) of the form

F
PR)=QR) exp (12%) (54)
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where F R) is independent of . Plugging this nto (51) and integrating over V gives a
saddle point equation forF R)

F = max - R E +
®) Ri1Rz; Rg * 2 _ . Ry . ;

T he saddlk point is given by the R ; that solve

1
F'R)= — R E+ — : 56
R) =¥ R, (56)

1

F inding the solution ¥ R ) of 63464) isnon trivial. Ifhow everthe saddle point is sym m etric,

Ri=R,= = Rthe function FF R) satis es
( )
1 K °?
FR)=max - E R — +KFRy) : o7)
R 2 Rl

Even under this assum ption, we could not nd a closed expression for ¥ (R) In tem s of
elem entary finctions. O ne can however show that a solution of (57) is given by

FR)= lin G, R) (58)
where the G, R) are de ned by
8 19
< i K =
G,R)= max - KPP X, E+ (59)
X1X2; Xn 't 2p=o Xpe1 7

WwithXo=R and X 4,1 = A.

It is easy to show that (5§) and (59) solve (5]). First, it isclarthat G, R) 0 for
alln and R . Second, it is easy to check that G, R) Increases with n. This can be ssen
by choosing the same st X 1;X »; orG, and Gpyg with Xp1 = X402 = AL Shhee
the G, Increase and are all negative, the lim it @) which de nesF R) exists. ThatF R)
satis es §7) then ©llows from the observation that

( 5 )

1 K
Gn+l(:R):maX - E R - +KGn(Rl) (60)
R1 2 R4

W e tried to check the assum ption that the saddlke point equation ) hasa symm etric
saddle point by solving this equation num erically forK = 2 and E = 3:. The valuesofR;
and R, which give the saddle point are shown In gure 4 and the num erical solution for
F R) isshown on gure 5. W e see that the saddle point is sym m etric for a range of values
of R around A . O utside this range, however, the saddle point is no longer sym m etric and
F R) seam s to be constant. T he rather com plicated shape of I R ) m akes the calculation
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of the Integrated density of states di cul, in particularbecause it ishard to tellifthe two
tem swhich appear In the expression @) ofh! € )iare ofthe sameorderwhen isamall,
and because if the two tem s are of the sam e order, the prefactorQ R) in @) would need
to be calculated. In any case, onewould nd a non—zero Integrated density of statesh! & )i
which would be exponentially snallwhen ! 0 and which would vanish to allorders In
perturbation in

7. N um erical attem pt to determ ine the m obility edge

The expression {@9) obtained in section 5 predicts that the m obility edge tends to the
band edge value E = 2p K as ! 0. This disagrees w ith the result of Abou-Chacra and
Thouless b] that them obility edge tendstoE = K + 1 as getsanall

T hat the perturbative expansion m ight be Insu cient to predict the location of the
m obility edge has been discussed above: the perturbative expansion predicts that for
E > E. the density of states is zero to allorders In  , whereas one know s that the density
of states never vanishes for an unbounded distrilbution (V) ofpotentials. W e tried to show
in the previous section that a way of resolving this di culy is to have non-perturbative
contrbutions. The sam e could also happen for the re ection am plitude: one could have
Tj= 1l forE > E.toallordersin butwih ¥j6 1 because of non-perturbative e ects.

O neway of locating them obility edge is to determm ine w hether the distrdoution P .1 R )
is stabl against Im aginary perturbations. W e know that ifthe R ; are real at the boundary,
they rem ain real under the ieration {). Now Xt us add an i nitesin al in aghary
com ponent 1 to the R; at the boundary. A fier a nite number n of irerations of @), the
In aghary part of R; is still In nitesin al and is proportionalto . Calling this im aghary
part i Y, we have

X Y 1
Y; = . RZ (61)
paths j2path

where the sum in ({61) runs over allthe K ™ paths of n steps from site i to the boundary
of the tree. If one com putes the Y;, either they go to zero as n Increases, m eaning that

P 1R ) is stabl or they grow with n, m eaning that P ,; R ) is unstable.

7. 1. Num erical approach

W e did not nd an analytical way of determ ining whether the Y; grow or decay under
the iteration procedure. So we had recourse to a M onteC arlo m ethod. W e represent the
distrbution P,,1 R ) by a ssmple of N points, where typically N = 100;1000;10000. This
m eans that we have N values ofthe R; and N values ofthe Y;. At each elem entary step,
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we update one i chosen at random , by chosing K indices at random 7 ; k Detween 1
and N and a random value of the potentialV; and we replace R and Y; by

1 1 1
R;=E Vi —_—+ — —— (©2)
Ry Ry R x
Y L Yo+ L Y —4—1 Y (63)
iT o2 Ian T ooy R
le Rjz RjK

W e start with the Y¥; of order 1 and we iterate this procedure until all the Y; have becom e
either very large 10%° orvery an all10°° . Them obility edges estin ated by this procedure
are shown on gure 6 and 7 for the G aussian and C auchy distrbutions respectively. T he
points for di erent values of are obtained for di erent sam pls, and so the roughness of
the curves indicates the statistical ervors.

W e expect this procedure to give the true m obility edge for N in niely large since
for large N the values ofR 4 ;R 4, ; 5 Rare independent. W e see that asN increases the
estin ated m obility edge m oves upw ard and to the right, and so it is not so easy to predict
from these data accurate values of the large N lin . For a G aussian potential and for
amall ,the results shown in gure 7b seem to agree wellw ith the expression {9). N otice

however that the agreem ent becom es worse asN increases. Thism eans that even though

P_
themobility edge n the lmit ! O startsat2 K and notK + ljnoul[;:sinulatjons,we
cannot conclide from the data that the m obility edge really starts at 2 K when ! 0
becausethe ImitsN ! 1 and ! Omay not commute.

7. 2. The case of independent R

In order to test the validity of this num erical approach, it is useful to try i in an exactly
soluble case. Ifwe suppose theR ; to be iIndependent random variables distributed according
to a given probability distrdbution P .1 R ), one know s from the theory ofdirected polym ers
32,33] on a tree the exact expression ofthe largen lim i oflog¥Y;=n where the Y; arede ned
by (61). To test the M onteC arlo procedure descibed above, we com puted the "m obility
edge" by using ({63) with independent R; chosen according to their exact probability
distrbution @(). Then using the known resuls from the problem of directed polym ers
one has for large n,

1 n

Viypics1 © min KR ? i (64)
The line in theplane E ; which ssparates the region of very large Y; and very sm allY; can
then be obtained exactly using the ollow ing expression forhR 2 i.

]
p?1 R 2 b2 52

2 I= =
R- I 1 dRCR a)y + I cws( ) at+

s 2 tant % (65)
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T he exact curve for ndependent R; isshown in gures 6¢c and 7c together w ith the results
ofthe M onteC arlo procedure. W e see that the results seam to converge rather slow Iy asN
increases. M oreover, the IimitsN ! 1 and ! 0O donot seem to commute, as the exact
result tendsto K + 1 aspredicted by Abou-Chacra and Thoulss B] whereas the nieN
results tend to the band edge valie FE.

In summ ary we see that theM onteC arlo procedure described above can in principle be
used to detem ine them cbility edge. However, N = 10000 doesnot seem to be Jarge enough
to resolve num erically the question of where the m obility edge starts n the lambda ! O
lim it.

8. Conclusion

W e have shown that a great deal of nform ation on the Anderson model on a tree is is
contained in the random recursion ). If we assume that under iteration of @), the
distrdoution of R converges to a xed distrdbution P R ), the problem of know Ing w hether
the wave functions are extended or localised reduces to the question of the existence of
a complkx xed distribution P oppex R). The equation {4) that P R) satis es is In fact
equivalent to those already obtained by other m ethods [B-9]. W e think however that our
way of deriving these equations ism ore direct.

The m ain result of this work was to show that one can expand quantites of interest
like the density of states, the m obility edge orthe re ection am plitude in powersof . This
approach isnot how ever entirely satisfactory because we have not fully understood the non—
perturbative e ects. In particular, the existence and nature of non-perturbative corrections
to the com plex xed distrdbution P q piex R ) ram ains an open question, as, by consequence,
does the position ofthem obility edge n the limit ! 0. Both our perturbative expansion
and our M onteC arlo sin ulations indicate that the m obility edge starts at the band edge of
the pure systam , but non-perturbative e ects could change the fom er prediction, and as
is the case for the Independent R of section 7,the Iim N ! 1 andthelimi ! Omay
not comm ute in the latter.

W e think several in portant points deserve flurther consideration.

First, it would be nice to be able to m athem atically prove that the sequence of P, R)
converges and to know under what conditions a complex xed distrdboution exists. This
problem is not easy because, as we discussed above, In the pure case, the ssquence does
not converge for energies inside the band and som ehow it is the e ect of a weak disorder
w hich m akes the distribution concentrate aroud the com plex xed point.
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Seocond, it would be interesting to develop a non-perturbative approach, especially
for the com plex distrdbution, in order to com pute at least for snall the shape of the
m obility edge. D espite cure orts, wewere unablk to nd am ethod allow Ing us to describe
Pompex R) Oranall in the range of energies £ j> 2pK_.

One could also try to use the recursion {]) to calculate other quantities which play an
In portant role in the localisation problem , such as the Inverse participation ratio.

Last, we think that the M onteC arlo procedure describbed In section 7 could be used to
accurately detemm ne the position of the m obility edge by Increasing N to 1 or 10 m illion,

though this would require a rather serious num erical e ort.

A ppendix

In this appendix we derive the relation (§) between the realand com plex xed point
distributions and the expression {[4) of the integrated density of states from the expression
@) . Todo so ket usasum e that we have a sequence of com plex distrbutionsP 3 | plex (r is)
concentrated on the lower half plane which satisfy the recursion (§)). To each of these
distributions we associate a real distrdoution Q" R ) by
Z s

121
= dr ds—————PL (@ is): @1)

QO R)= 1 0 R 1)+ &

W e are going to show that the sequence of Q" R ) thus de ned also satis es ().
From the recursion relation E) for the com plex distribution P2 , We can rew rite

com plex
&D as

Z Z *® 21 Z z
n+1 1 S
Q R) = dr ds dry dsi— V)av ®2)
1 0 ey 1 0 R 1)+ &
xk r xk si
Pompes @ Isi) @© E+ V + o SZ) (s 2+ r-2)

=11 1 =1 "1 i
Tt isusefulnow to note two properties of C auchy distribbuted random variables. A Cauchy
distrdoution is a probability distrdbution C (x;a;b) de ned by

C x;a;b) = 15> A 3)
#7&ib) = x a)i+ b
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where a is real and b is real and positive. Let x; and x, be Cauchy distributed
random varables wih distrdbbutions C (X;;a:;b) and C (Xy;ax;b») respectively. Then
the sum X = X; + %X, is Cauchy with distrbution C (x;a; + az;b + ). Similarly, if
X is distrbuted according to C (x;a;b), the inverse y = i is Cauchy with distrbution
C (y;a=@%+ ¥);b=@%+ 1)). Hence, ifthe realvariables R ; ::;;R ¢ are C auchy distrbuted
w ith distrbbutions C R ;;13;s:), i ollows for xed V that the realvariable R de ned by

xk 1
R=E \Y% — 4
=1 R ey
P
is distrbuted according to C R ;r;s) where r = E \Y4 K=+ &) and s =
P
¥ si=(s° + r?). W ritten out as an equation, this reads
! S —ZlkaRl 5 R E+ka1) @ 5)
R 1)2+ & 1 - R; )2+ s 1 Ri
Ifwe substitute ) into @3), and use @ 1) nam ely that
Z 1 Z 1 1 S
0" R) ) . R 0+ s com plex ¢ ) (A 6)

it follow s that the Q, R) also cbey E). Assum ing that n the limitn ! 1 theQ" R)
converge establishes ).

Let usnow see how ([4) can be cbtained from (3). The expression {I3) can be rew ritten
as
1. K 1% 21 1

h! €)i= —Tm P R) dR PreatRY) dR® IogR® i .
2 1 1 R i

K+1Zl ,
2 ) Preai®R) dR IogR i) @7

)

+

where 1 is an In nitesin al in aghary part. One can then replace P.1R) In this
expression by {§). Usig the residue theorem to do the integral over the real variable

R gives ([9).
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Figure C aptions

Figure1l: A Cayky treewith K = 2 and depth n=4.

Figure 2: A branch of a Cayky tree with wires attached to the boundaries to test the
conducting properties. In the scattering situation, a plane wave is sent in from the
left and allowed to scatter o the tree.

Figure 3: A set of typical R cbtained by the M onte€ arlo version of the recursion @)
explained in section 7 orN = 1000. Here K = 4,E = 2:, and the complkx xed
point solution of @7), represented by a diamond, liesat A = 105 1:702i. The
ellipse represents the set of points to which the mitihlR = 2 iwould map In the
absence of disorder. For analldisorder, = 1 (g 3a), the R quickly move o the
ellipse and concentrate them selves around the com plex xed point. A s the disorder
Increases, = 1l: (g3b)and = 5:( g3c),theR spread out. Finally, forvery large
disorder, = 30: ( g 3d), the R quickly becom e real, and the partick is localised.

Figure 4: The solutions R; R) and R, R) of the saddke point equation (53) forK = 2
and E = 3:as a function of R. Near the stable xed point A, the saddk point is
symmetric: Ry R) = R, R), whilke for larger and an aller values of R the symm etry
isbroken, R;1 R) 6 R, R).

Figure 5: Num erical solution of the saddle point equation J) orF R) with K = 2 and
E = 3: . The function F R) seam s to be constant In the range w here the sym m etry
between R; R) and R, R) is broken.

Figure 6a: M onte Carlo detemm ination as described in section 7 of the m obility edge
for Cauchy distributed disorder. Here K = 4. The number N of di erent R is
100;1000;10000. Figure 6b: Same as gure 6a for the G aussian disorder. F igure 6c:
Sam eas gure 6a for ndependent R distrbuted according to the C auchy distribution

2d)

Figures 7a,7b,7c: Enlargem ents of gures 6a, 6b and 6c show ing an allvaluesof . Figure
7b show s a rather nice agreem ent w ith the result @) . However as N mncreases the
agream ent seam s to becom e worse indicating thatthe IimitsN ! 1 and ! donot
com m ute. This is even m ore apparent for the Independently distribbuted R where the
exact result convergesin thelimit ! OtoE = K + 1 aspredicted by Abou-Chacra
and Thouless b] whereas the nite N curves converge to the band edge 2p K.
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