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A B ST R A C T

W e show how certain propertiesofthe Anderson m odelon a tree are related to the

solutions ofa non-linear integralequation. W hether the wave function is extended or

localized,forexam ple,correspondsto whetherornottheequation hasa com plex solution.

W e show how the equation can be solved in a weak disorder expansion. W e �nd that,

forsm alldisorderstrength �,there isan energy Ec(�)above which the density ofstates

and the conducting properties vanish to allorders in perturbation theory. W e com pute

perturbatively the position ofthe line E c(�) which begins,in the lim it ofzero disorder,

atthe band edge ofthe pure system . Inside the band ofthe pure system the density of

statesand conducting propertiescan be com puted perturbatively. Thisexpansion breaks

down near E c(�) because ofsm alldenom inators. W e show how it can be resum m ed by

choosing the appropriate scaling ofthe energy. Forenergies greaterthan E c(�)we show

thatnon-perturbative e�ectscontribute to the density ofstatesbuthave been unabletell

whetherthey also contributeto theconducting properties.
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1. Introduction

Anderson localisation [1],orthe study oftransportpropertiesofa quantum particle in a

random potential,isoneofthem ostim portantproblem sinthetheoryofdisordered system s

[2,3].In one and two dim ensionsan arbitrarily sm allrandom potentialsu�cesto localise

allenergy eigenstates. In three and higherdim ensionsboth localised and extended states

can exist:strong disorderorenergiesfarfrom theband centergive riseto localised states

whereas weak disorder and energies close to the band center produce extended states.

Extended and localised states are separated by a line in the energy-strength ofdisorder

plane,the m obility edge. The location ofthe m obility edge isa question offundam ental

interest[4].

Asusualin statisticalm echanics,the sim plestcasesone can considerare m ean �eld

m odels. The m ost extensively studied m ean �eld m odeloflocalisation is the Anderson

m odelon a tree [5-12]. Variousapproacheshave been developped,based in particularon

selfenergy calculations [4,5]or on supersym m etry [8,9,13],which reduce the problem to

a non-linearintegralequation [5-9]. This integralequation,however,iscom plicated and

the position ofthe m obility edge cannotbe determ ined withoutrecourse to som e kind of

approxim ation. Severalworks tried to overcom e this di�culty by considering sim pli�ed

versionsofthem odelon a tree[14,15].

In the presentpaper,we reconsiderthe Anderson problem on a tree. W e �rstgive a

derivation ofthe integralequation to be solved which,although com pletely equivalentto,

is,we think,m ore intuitive than previousderivations. The system insulates orconducts

depending on whether the integralequation possesses realorcom plex solutions. W e try

to solve thisequation in the lim itofweak disorderusing a m ethod [16]which generalises

previousweak disordercalculationsin onedim ension [17].

One interesting outcom e ofthisapproach isthe existence ofa line E c(�)in the E ;�

plane(E istheenergyand� m easuresthestrength ofdisorder)beyond which theintegrated

density ofstatesand theconducting propertiesvanish to allordersin perturbation theory.

This line tends to the band edge ofthe pure system , E = 2
p
K (where K + 1 is the

coordination num ber ofthe tree) in the lim it ofzero disorder. W e can show that for

energiesgreaterthan E c(�),non-perturbativecontributionsto thedensity ofstatesm ake

itnon-zero.W ehavenot,however,been abletodeterm inewhethernon-perturbativee�ects

also contributeto theconducting properties.Thequestion isofparticularinterestbecause

Abou-Chacra and Thouless[5]predictthatthe m obility edge tendsto E = K + 1 rather

than to theband edge,E = 2
p
K in thelim itofzero disorder.

The paper is organised as follows: In section 2, we derive the non-linear integral

equation satis�ed by thedistribution P(R)ofa RiccattivariableR,de�ned to betheratio
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ofthe wave function at adjacent sites on the lattice. W e show how the solution ofthis

non-linearintegralequation givestheintegrated density ofstatesand why theexistenceof

a com plex solution isrelated to the existence ofextended states. In section 3,we discuss

thepuresystem ,i.e.theproblem in absenceofdisorder.In section 4,weshow how a weak

disorderexpansion can be perform ed forenergiesinside the band ofthepure system . W e

�nd thatin the presence ofweak disorder the system conducts. In section 5,we extend

theweak disorderexpansion to theneighborhood oftheband edge.W eobtain within this

perturbativeapproach an expression forthem obility edgeE c(�)in powersofthestrength

� ofthedisorder.ForE > Ec(�),theintegrated density ofstatesvansihesto allordersin

�,although itisknown thatfordistributionsofthe potentialwith unbou nded support,

itnevervanishes[18-20].In section 6,wediscusstheorigin ofnon-perturbativee�ectsfor

energiesoutsidetheband ofthepuresystem .Lastly,in section 7,wedescribea num erical

m ethod to obtain them obility edge,and wecom paretheresultsofthisapproach with the

prediction ofsection 5 and with an exactly soluble case where the Ricattivariables are

independent.

2. Form ulation ofthe Problem

W e considera tightbinding m odelon a Cayley tree ofN sites(see �gure 1)with a

random potentialViateach siteiofthelattice.ThepotentialsViareindependentrandom

variablesgoverned by a probability distribution �(V )which we choose to have zero m ean

(hVii= 0).TheSchr�odingerequation reads

K + 1X

j= 1

 j = E  i� � Vi  i : (1)

Here iisthevalueofthewavefunction atsitei,� isaparam eterthatcontrolsthestrength

ofthe random potential,E isthe energy ofthe particle,and the sum is over the K + 1

neighbors ofthe site i. It is usefulto rewrite (1) as a recursion relation [16]. Callthe

centralsiteofthetreei0 and de�neaRicattivariableR ion asiteiby R i=  j= i,wherej

istheneighborofsiteicloserto i0 on thetree.Dividing (1)through by  i and regrouping

term sgives(�gure1)

R i= E � �Vi�

KX

j= 1

1

R j

(2)

forallsitesexcepti0. Thisrecursion allowsone to calculate the R i associated to allsites

ofthetreeexceptforthesitei0 (whereitisnotde�ned)and exceptforthesitesadjacent

to the boundary,where the R i depend on the boundary conditions and,as we willsee
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later,should be chosen di�erently depending on the propertieswe wantto study (density

ofstatesorconducting properties).

On account ofthe random potentialin (2),the R i are random variables governed

by a probability distribution. The recursion (2) com pletely determ ines the probability

distribution Pm (R i) ofan R i located m steps from the boundary ofthe tree once the

probability distribution P1(R i) ofthe R i on sites adjacent to the boundary have been

speci�ed. In whatfollowswe willalwayschoose boundary conditionsin such a way that

theR ion sitesadjacenttotheboundaryareidentically distributed with distribution P1(R).

The sym m etry ofthe tree then ensuresthatallthe R i an equalnum berm ofstepsfrom

the boundary are also identically distributed with a probability distribution Pm (R i)that

dependson the num berm one hasto iterate (2).The recursion (2)inducesthe following

recursion on thedistributionsPm (R)

Pm + 1(R)=

Z KY

j= 1

Pm (R j)dR j

Z

�(V )dV �

0

@ R � E + �V +

KX

j= 1

1

R j

1

A : (3)

W eshallassum e in whatfollowsthat,forallthe boundary conditionswe consider(P1(R)

concentrated on therealaxiswhen wecalculatethedensity ofstatesorP1(R)concentrated

on the lower halfcom plex plane with allthe R i having a negative im aginary part when

westudy theconduction properties),therecursion (3)convergesto a lim iting distribution

P(R)which satis�es

P(R)=

Z KY

j= 1

P(R j)dR j

Z

�(V )dV �

0

@ R � E + �V +

KX

j= 1

1

R j

1

A : (4)

Up to a change ofvariables,thisintegralequation isequivalentto the integralequations

obtained in [5-9].A sim ilarequation also existsfordiluted lattices[21-23].Theparticular

lim iting distribution towhich (3)convergesm ightdepend on theinitialP1(R).W ewillsee

below thatthe localised and the extended regim escorrespond to one ofthe two following

situations:

In the localised region:

There is only one �xed distribution,Preal(R),which solves (4). This distribution

is concentrated on the realaxis and is stable,i.e. it is the lim it ofthe sequence

Pm (R)obtained through therecursion (3)foranyinitialdistribution P1(R)(allinitial

distributionsconcentrated on the realaxisaswellasthose concentrated initially in

the com plex plane converge to thisdistribution Preal(R),so thateven ifthe R have

initially som eim aginary part,they becom erealundertheiteration of(2)).
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In the extended region:

There exist two di�erent �xed distributions,P real(R) and Pcom plex(R),which solve

(4). The realdistribution Preal(R),concentrated on the realaxis, is the lim it of

the sequence Pm (R)when the initialdistribution P1(R)isconcentrated on the real

axis.Thisdistribution Preal(R)ishoweverunstableagainstim aginary perturbations:

a sm all im aginary com ponent in the R i on the boundary will not vanish under

iteration of(2).Instead,if,asforthescattering situation described below,theinitial

distribution P1(R)isconcentrated in thelowerhalfcom plex plane(so thattheinitial

R have alla negative im aginary part),Pm (R) converges to a di�erent distribution

Pcom plex(R)concentrated in thelowerhalfplane.(Notethatthereexistsalso a third

distribution in theupperhalfplane sym m etric to Pcom plex(R)butwe won’tconsider

itbecause with the boundary conditionswe use allthe R i are alwayseitherrealor

com plex with negativeim aginary parts.)

The two �xed distributionsPreal(R)and Pcom plex(R)are both solutionsofthe �xed point

equation (4) and a great deal of what follows is devoted to the study of these �xed

distributions.

For choices ofE , � and �(V ) such that (4) has both a realand a com plex �xed

distribution (the extended phase),Preal(R) and Pcom plex(R) are not independent. In the

appendix weshow thatthereal�xed distribution Preal(R)solution of(4)isgiven in term s

ofPcom plex(R)by

Preal(R) =
1

�

Z
1

�1

dr

Z
1

0

ds
s

(R � r)2 + s2
Pcom plex(r� is)

=
�1

�
Im

�Z
1

�1

dr

Z
1

0

ds
1

R � r+ is
Pcom plex(r� is)

�

: (5)

W e now address the question ofthe choice ofthe initialdistribution P1(R) and discuss

how the�xed distributionsPreal(R)and Pcom plex(R)arerelated tothedensity ofstatesand

to theconducting properties.

T he density ofstates:

Let us �rst discuss how the density ofstates can be obtained forthe tree geom etry [16]

(see�gure1).W ewantto calculatetheeigenvalueswith theboundary condition thatthe

wavefunction vanishes on the boundary ofthe tree. W ith this boundary condition,the

Schr�odingerequation fora siteiadjacentto theboundary reads

 j = E  i� �Vi i (6)
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wherej istheonly neighborofsiteion thetree.Dividing through by  i then gives

R i= E � �Vi : (7)

where R i =  j= i. The initialR are real,so they rem ain realunderiteration of(2)and

theinvariantm easureP(R)isconcentrated on therealaxis.

As discussed in [16], the equations (2) and (7) solve the Schr�odinger equation

everywhere on the tree excepton the centralsite i0. In term softhe R i,the Schr�odinger

equation forthecentralsitei0 reads

E � �Vi0 �

K + 1X

j= 1

1

R j

= 0 (8)

wherethesum runsovertheK + 1 neighborsjofsitei0.AlltheR i arefunctionsofE and

thevaluesE � oftheenergy which satisfy (8)aretheeigenenergies.

Expression (8)containsalltheinform ation on thedensity ofstatesbutisnoteasy to

use.If,however,onem ultiplies(8)bytheproductofalltheR iin thelattice[16],itbecom es

a polynom ialin E ofdegreeN whereN isthenum beroflatticesitesand thecoe�cientof

highestdegreeis1(foratreeofdepth n,thenum berofsitesN = (K n+ K n�1 � 2)=(K � 1)).

Therefore,onecan write

NY

�= 1

(E � E �)=

0

@ E � �Vi0 �

K + 1X

j= 1

1

R j

1

A
Y

i6= i0

R i : (9)

Both sidesofthisequation are polynom ialsin E with realcoe�cientsand realroots. To

extractthe density ofstates,one can take the logarithm ofthisequality,forany com plex

valueoftheenergyE ,with theconvention thatthebranch cutrunsalongtherealaxisfrom

�1 to the largesteigenvalue E �. W hen the energy approachesthe realaxisata certain

valueE from above,theim aginary partofthelefthand sideisjust� tim esthenum berof

eigenenergieslargerthan E whereasthe im aginary partofthe righthand side isequalto

� tim esthenum berofnegativeRi (+1 when theterm E � �Vi0 �
P

j
1

R j
isnegative).This

isbecause allthe R i aswellasthe term E � �Vi0 �
P

j
1

R j
have positive im aginary parts

when theenergy E isin theuppercom plex plane(see (2)and(7)).Thereforethenum ber


n(E )ofeigenvaluesgreaterthan E (theintegrated density ofstates)isgiven by


n(E )= �(�V i0 +

K + 1X

j= 1

1

R j

� E )+
X

i6= i0

�(�R i) (10)

Sincethenum berofnegative R i isequalto thenum berofnodesofthewave function,we

seethattheequality (10)between theintegrated density ofstatesand thenum berofnodes
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ofthewavefunction,wellknown in onedim ension,rem ainsvalid fortreestructuresaswas

already discovered by Dharand Ram aswam y [24]in asim ilarcalculation oftheeigenm odes

ofEden trees.

Fora tree ofdepth n (with N = (K n+ 1 + K n � 2)=(K � 1)sites),the average over

disorderof
n(E )isgiven by

h
n(E )i=

Z

�(Vi0)dVi0

Z
1

�1

� � �

Z
1

�1

K + 1Y

j= 1

Pn(R j)dR j �(�V i0 +

K + 1X

j= 1

1

R j

� E )

+ (K + 1)

nX

m = 1

K
n�m

Z 0

�1

Pm (R)dR : (11)

Thisexpression can besim pli�ed by using therecursion (3)

h
n(E )i=

Z
1

�1

Pn(R)dR

Z
1

�1

Pn+ 1(R
0
)dR

0
�(

1

R
� R

0
)+ (K + 1)

nX

m = 1

K
n�m

Z 0

�1

Pm (R)dR :

(12)

The tree geom etry hasthe pathology thatthe num berofsitesnearthe boundary is

proportionalto the totalnum berofsitesin the tree. Surface e�ectsare therefore strong.

Onecan seethisin (12)whereP1(R)ism ultiplied by thelargestpowerofK .To elim inate

these boundary e�ects and obtain an expression for the behavior ofthe bulk,one can

use a subtraction procedure. Letting Fn be an extensive quantity in a tree ofdepth n,

the quantity (Fn � K Fn�1 )=2 is the value ofF per site far from the boundary when n

islarge [16]. To see this,note thatthe num ber ofsites m steps from the boundary in a

tree ofdepth n equalsK tim esthe num berofsitesm stepsfrom the boundary in a tree

ofdepth n � 1. The contributions to F from sites m steps from the boundary are thus

cancelled in the subtraction. Underthissubtraction,the num berofsiteswe are leftwith

is(K n+ 1 + K n � 2)=(K � 1)� K (K n + K n�1 � 2)=(K � 1)= 2 siteswhich are farfrom

the boundary. Thusdividing the di�erence Fn � K Fn�1 by two givesthe value ofF per

sitefarfrom theboundary.Applying thissubtraction to (12)givestheaverageintegrated

density ofstatesh!(E )ipersitefarfrom theboundary in thelim itn ! 1

h!(E )i= �
K � 1

2

Z
1

�1

Preal(R)dR

Z
1

�1

Preal(R
0
)dR

0
�(

1

R
� R

0
)

+
K + 1

2

Z
0

�1

Preal(R)dR : (13)

ForvaluesofE and � such thatthereexistsa com plex �xed distribution Pcom plex(R),one

can usetherelation (5)between Prealand Pcom plex toexpressh!(E )iin term softhiscom plex

distribution (seetheappendix)

h!(E )i=
1

�
Im

�
K � 1

2

Z

Pcom plex(R)dR

Z

Pcom plex(R
0
)dR

0
log(R

0
�

1

R
)

�
K + 1

2

Z

Pcom plex(R)dR log(R)

�

(14)
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T he conducting properties:

W e turn now to the relation between P(R)and the conducting propertiesofthe system .

Im agine the situation shown in �gure 2.Attach a wire to each boundary site ofa branch

ofa tree as shown in �gure 2. Suppose then that one sends a plane wave in atthe left

and allows itto scatter o� the tree. Fora branch of�nite depth,som e ofthe incom ing

wave willbe re
ected and som e willpropagate through the branch to the wires on the

right. Ofinterest is what happens when the depth ofthe branch becom es large. There

are two possibilities: eitherthe wave isentirely re
ected orsom e ofthe wave propagates

through the tree into the wires on the right. In the form ercase,eitherthere isa gap in

the energy spectrum orthe wavefunctions ofthe tree are localised,in the lattercase the

wavefunctionsareextended.Now itisknown thatfora potentialwith unbounded support

(e.g.aGaussian)[18-20]therearestatesatallenergies.In thiscase,are
ection am plitude

ofm odulus1 (com plete re
ection ofthe wave)im pliesthatthe statesatthatenergy are

localised. Therefore,to determ ine whether at a given value ofE and � the particle is

localised,itsu�cesto com putethere
ection am plitudein thisexperim ent.

To relatethere
ection am plitude to theRicattivariables,oneneedsto analyse what

happensattheboundary.FirstconsidertheSchr�odingerequation fora site a adjacentto

therightboundary

 b+  c = E  a � �Va a (15)

whereband caretheneighborsofa on thetreeand in thewirerespectively (�gure2).In

thewirethewavefunction isa planewave = eikx going to theright(corresponding to no

incom ing 
ux from rightin�nity)so that c= a = eik. The Ricattivariable R a =  b= a

thusequals

R a = E � �Va � e
ik
: (16)

The wave vectork can be adjusted by putting a uniform potentialon the wire. W e note

thattheR a forallsitesadjacentto theboundary havea negativeim aginary partand itis

easy to check thattheiteration (2)preservesthisproperty.

Starting with the boundary R a given by (16),we now iterate the recursion (2)up to

the �rst R in the wire on the left side ofthe tree (�gure 2). At this boundary we have

both an incom ing and an outgoing wave,so thatthewavefunction on theleftwirehasthe

form  = eikx + re�ikx where r isthe re
ection am plitude. The re
ection am plitude r is

thereforerelated to theRicattivariableR d by

R d =
 e

 d
=
e�ik + reik

1+ r
(17)
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orequivalently,

r= �
R d � e�ik

R d � eik
: (18)

ItisclearthatifR d isreal,the num eratorand the denom inatorare com plex conjugates

and so jrj= 1.Itisalsoeasy toseethatifR d hasanegativeim aginary part,jrj< 1.Thus

iftheim aginary partsoftheinitialR i iterateto zero,theparticleistotally re
ected and if

they do not,theparticlehasa non-zero transm ission coe�cient.To �nd them obility edge

ittherefore su�ces to study the com plex �xed distribution P com plex(R)and to determ ine

atwhich valuesofE and � theprobability of�nding a non-zero im aginary partofR �rst

vanishes.

Rem ark: An idealized scattering situation like the one shown in �gure 2 can be used

in othercasesincluding �nitedim ensionallatticesto decide whethera system isconduct-

ing orinsulating.Onecould have forexam ple an incom ing wave on a wireattached to an

internalsiteand outgoing wavesattheboundary.A straightforward calculation butwhich

would require new notations(thatwe willnotpresenthere)would show thata re
ec tion

am plitude sm allerthan 1 in the scattering situation isequivalentto the Green’sfunction

having anon-vanishingim aginary partwhen theenergy E tendstotherealaxis[25,26and

referencestherein].

Forarbitrary �,E and �(V ),one doesnotknow how to �nd the �xed distributions

that solve (4) and in the following sections we willshow how certain quantities can be

expanded in thelim itofweak disorder(� sm all).An exception iswhen thedistribution of

thepotentialisCauchy [5]

�(V )=
1

�

1

V 2 + 1
: (19)

Using thefactthatsum sofCauchy random variablesarealso Cauchy distributed and that

theinverse ofa Cauchy variableisCauchy,itiseasy to obtain theexactform ofPreal(R):

Preal(R)=
1

�

b

(R � a)2 + b2
(20)

where the param etersa and bare the valuesofthe attractive �xed pointofthe following

two dim ensionalm ap

an+ 1 = E � K
an

a2n + b2n
; bn+ 1 = � + K

bn

a2n + b2n
:

Using(13)onethen �ndsthefollowingclosed expression fortheintegrated density ofstates

h!(E )i

h!(E )i=
K + 1

2�
tan

�1

 
b

a

!

�
K � 1

2�
tan

�1

 
b

a

a2 + b2 + 1

a2 + b2 � 1

!

: (21)
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Unfortunately,no onehasto datebeen ableto obtain an exactexpression forthecom plex

�xed distribution, even in the case of a Cauchy distributed potential. So conduction

propertiessuch asthelocation ofthem obility edgearenotknown exactly even forCauchy

disorder.

3. T he pure system

Beforeproceeding to theweak disorderexpansions,letusconsiderthecase ofno disorder

(� = 0). Forzero disorderand forourchoicesofboundary conditions,allthe R i forthe

boundary sites are equal,and so the initialdistribution P1(R) is a � function. In the

absenceofdisorder,allthePk(R)com puted from P1(R)through therecursion (3)arealso

� functionsconcentrated atsom evalueAk

Pk(R)= �(R � Ak) (22)

wheretheA k satisfy thefollowing recursion

A k+ 1 = E �
K

A k

: (23)

Thisrecursion forA k hastwo �xed pointswhich are realwhen jE j> 2
p
K and com plex

conjugatewhen �2
p
K < E < 2

p
K .

First,if

E > 2
p
K (24)

the sequence A k given by the recursion (23) always converges to the real�xed point A

given by

A =
E +

p
E 2 � 4K

2
: (25)

Thisim pliesthatin the scattering situation described in section 2,the initialcom plex R i

becom e realunderiteration,and hence thewave iscom pletely re
ected.Furtherm ore,the

integrated density ofstates is zero for this range ofenergy. To see this,note that with

theboundary condition (7)(i.e.R i= E ),appropriateforthecalculation ofthedensity of

states,A 1 > A 2 > � � � > An � � � > A,and soalltheR arepositive.M oreoverE � (K + 1)=An

isalso positive.Itthen followsfrom expressions(10)or(13)thattheintegrated density of

statesiszero forthe range ofenergy (24),m eaning thateven fora �nite tree,there isno

eigenenergy greaterthan 2
p
K and so the range ofenergy (24)isoutside the band. The

caseE < �2
p
K isobviously sym m etric.
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On theotherhand,if

� 2
p
K < E < 2

p
K (26)

thereexistsa com plex �xed pointof(23)

A =
E � i

p
4K � E 2

2
: (27)

m eaning thatthereisa �-distribution concentrated atthispointthatsolves(3).

Ifonestartswith a realA 1 asin (7)to com putethedensity ofstates,thesequenceA k

doesnotconverge.Letting theenergy E = 2
p
K cos�,one�nds

A n =
p
K

sin(n� + �)

sin(n�)
: (28)

Theintegrated density ofstatesfora treeofdepth n then followsfrom (11):


n(E )= �

 
sinn� � K sin(n� + 2�)

sin(n� + �)

!

+ (K + 1)

nX

m = 1

K
n�m

�

 
� sin(m � + �)

sin(m �)

!

: (29)

The spectrum consistsofa �nite num berofeigenvalues(asitshould fora �nite system )

with hugedegeneracieswhich re
ectthesym m etriesofthetree.

Ifone starts with a com plex A 1,the sequence (23) does not converge either. It is

howevereasy to show that

A k �
p
K ei�

A k �
p
K e�i�

= e
�2(k�1)i� A 1 �

p
K ei�

A 1 �
p
K e�i�

: (30)

From this explicit expression,we see thatifA 1 is com plex,A k rem ains com plex,and so

thesystem isconducting.

Rem ark:ttisa property particularto thepuresystem thatwhen theR i attheboundary

areallequal,thesequenceA n doesnotconverge,and thusthesequencePk(R)hasnolim it.

Assoon asone introduces disorder(� 6= 0),there are lim iting distributions Preal(R)and

Pcom plex(R),which satisfy the�xed point(4).Thesedistributions,in thelim it� ! 0,also

satisfy the�xed pointequation (4).Itispossibleto �nd thesedistributions.Thecom plex

distribution is a �-function concentrated at A given by (27) and the realdistribution is

given by therelation (5)between Preal(R)and Pcom plex(R)

Preal(R)=
1

2�

p
4K � E 2

R 2 � E R + K
: (31)

Itisinterestingtonoticethatthis�xed distribution (31)istheinvariantm easureofthem ap

(23).Using this�xed distribution,oneobtainsthefollowing expression fortheintegrated

density ofstates!(E )persitefarfrom theboundary

!(E )=
K + 1

2�
� �

K � 1

2�
tan

�1

�
K + 1

K � 1
tan�

�

: (32)
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4. W eak disorder expansion inside the band

W e turn now to the weak disorderexpansions. Asthe propertiesofthe pure system are

qualitatively di�erent in the band and outside the band, the weak disorder expansion

requiresratherdi�erenttechniquesin these two cases.W e willsee thattheneighborhood

oftheband edgem ustalso betreated separately.

In thissection,weexplain thesm all� expansion forenergiesE insidetheband ofthe

pure system (�2
p
K < E < 2

p
K ). In thisenergy range,we saw thatthe com plex �xed

distribution solution of(3)isa �-function concentrated atthecom plex num berA

A =
E � i

p
4K � E 2

2
: (33)

To obtain theweak disorderexpansion we assum e thatfor� sm all,thevariablesR which

appearin therecursion (2)havesm all
uctuationsaround A (see�gure3 and rem ark 1 at

the end ofthissection),so thatthe distribution Pcom plex(R)rem ainsconcentrated around

A.In accordancewith thisassum ption [16],itisconvenientto m akethefollowing change

ofvariables

R i=
A

1+ �B i+ �2Ci+ � � �
: (34)

Here B i;Ci;� � � are 
uctuating quantities, the distributions of which are assum ed to

independent of�. Inserting (34) into (2) and equating term s order by order in �,one

�ndsthatthe
uctuating partsB i;Ci;� � � ofRi satisfy thefollowing recursions

AB i= V +
1

A

KX

j= 1

B j ; ACi� AB
2
i =

1

A

KX

j= 1

Cj (35)

and so on. Using these equations,itis easy to com pute the m om ents ofthe 
uctuating

variables B i;Ci;� � � in term s ofK ,E and the m om ents hVpi ofthe random potentialV

which weassum eto be�nite.Forexam ple

hB i= 0 ; hB
2
i=

A 2hV 2i

A 4 � K
; hCi=

A 4hV 2i

(A 4 � K )(A 2 � K )
: (36)

Usingthisweak disorderexpansion onecan then calculateperturbatively any quantity that

can beexpressed asa function oftheR i.Forexam plethereal�xed pointcan beobtained

from (5)

Preal(R)=
�1

�
Im

(
1

R � A
+ �

2
hV

2
i

A 3(A 3 � K R)

(R � A)3(A 2 � K )(A 4 � K )
+ O (�

3
)

)

: (37)

The integrated density ofstates can also be calculated using (14)which relates !(E )to

the com plex �xed point. Substituting the perturbative expansion (34) ofR around the

12



com plex �xed pointinto (14),expanding in � and calculating the necessary m om entswe

�nd to order�4

!(E )=
�1

�
Im

(

K logA �
(K � 1)

2
log(A

2
� 1)� �

2
hV

2
i

A 2

2(A 2 � 1)2
� �

3
hV

3
i

A 3

3(A 2 � 1)3

��
4
hV

4
i

A 4

4(A 2 � 1)4
+ �

4
hV

2
i
2 A

4(3K � A 2 � 2A 4)(K + 1)

4(A 2 � K )(A 4 � K )(A 2 � 1)4
+ O (�

5
)

)

(38)

Higherorderterm sin � arestraightforward tocalculatebutin practicethealgebrarequired

to work outthenecessary m om entsand correlationsbecom esratherinvolved.

Conduction propertiescan becalculated in a sim ilarway.A question ofbasicinterest

is whether the wave function is localised or extended. From the discussion ofsection 2

we know that the wavefunction is extended ifthere exists a com plex �xed distribution

concentrated in the lower halfplane. One way ofdeterm ining whether such a com plex

�xed distribution existsisto calculate the m agnitude ofthe re
ection am plitude and see

whetheritislessthan (extended)orequalto (localised)1. The existence ofthe com plex

�xed distribution can bedeterm ined m oreeasily howeverby considering hIm Ri.Sincethe

com plex �xed distribution isconcentrated in thelowerhalfplane,anecessary and su�cient

condition foritto existisforhIm Rito benon-zero.Perturbatively wehave

hIm Ri= hIm
n

A(1� �B � �
2
C + �

2
B
2
:::
o

i (39)

= Im

(

A � �
2
hV

2
i

K A 3

(A 2 � K )(A 4 � K )
+ �

3
hV

3
i

K A 4(A 4 + K )

(A 2 � K )(A 4 � K )(A 6 � K )
+ O (�

4
)

)

Rem ark 1:Equation (39)indicatesthatforenergiesE insidetheband ofthepuresystem ,

weak disorder leaves the eigenfunctions extended. This result,obtained for arbitrary K

including K = 1 where thetreebecom esonedim ensional,apparently contradictsthewell

known factthatweak disorderlocalisesallthe eigenfunctionsin one dim ension [27]. The

reason the above calculation doesnotapply when K = 1 isthatthe assum ption thatthe

iteration (3)convergesforweak disorderto a �xed com plex distribution closeto the�xed

pointA isnotvalid.Thiscan beeasily seen in theweak disorderexpansion.Assum ethat

som eR iobtained aftern iterationshastheform R i= A=(1+ �B
(n)

i + � � �).Clearly onehas

B
(n)

i =
Vi

A
+

1

A 2

KX

j= 1

B
(n�1)

j : (40)

Thisim pliesthefollowing recursion forhjB (n)j2i

hjB
(n)
j
2
i=

hV 2i

K
+
hjB (n�1) j2i

K
(41)
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where we have used the equality jAj=
p
K .W e see from (41)thatforK > 1 the 
uctu-

ationshjB (n)j2isaturate asn increases,m eaning thatan initialdistribution concentrated

in the neighborhood ofA rem ains concentrated nearA. On the otherhand,forK = 1,

the 
uctuations grow linearly with n so that the recursion does not converge to a �xed

distribution closeto A.

Rem ark 2: The case K = 1 (one dim ension) is specialin other respects. In the band,

atenergy E = 2
p
K cos�,the �xed pointA isA =

p
K e�i� . Hence forK = 1,there are

a large num ber ofvalues of� at which the weak disorder expansion (38) contains sm all

denom inators[17,28-31].ThisisnotthecaseforK > 1 whereonly theband edges(� = 0

and � = �)seem to giveriseto sm alldenom inators.

5. N ear the B and Edge

AsE approachestheband edgeofthepuresystem 2
p
K from below at�xed �,term s

like (A 2 � K )�1 diverge,and the above perturbation theory breaks down. Perturbative

inform ation aboutthecom plex �xed pointcan,however,stillbeobtained by choosing the

appropriatescaling oftheenergy with �.Let

E =
p
K (2� a�

2
) (42)

whereaisoforderone.Fortheseenergies,A isgiven by
p
K (1� i�

p
a+ O (�2)).Substituing

thisin theexpansions(38)and (39)one�nds

h!(E )i= �
32K (K + 1)

3�(K � 1)2

 

a
3=2

+
3hV 2ia1=2

2(K � 1)
+

3hV 2i2

8(K � 1)2a1=2
+ � � �

!

(43)

and

hIm Ri= ��
p
K

 

a
1=2

+
hV 2i

2(K � 1)a1=2
+ � � �

!

: (44)

From this we see that the leading term in a sm all� expansion with a �xed as � ! 0

correspondsto resum m ing an in�niteseriesin theoriginalexpansions(38)and (39).

Fortherangeofenergies(42),letusm akethefollowing changeofvariable

R i=

p
K

1� �i
: (45)

Substituing thisexpression in (2),weseethatthe�i areoforder�.Expanding both sides

of(2)yields

�i+ �
2
i + �

3
i + :::= �

�V
p
K

� a�
2
+

1

K

KX

j= 1

�j (46)
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The m om ents of � can then be calculated by taking successive integer powers of this

equation.To lowestorderoneobtains

h�
2
i= �a�

2
; h�i

2
= ��

2

 

a+
hV 2i

K � 1

!

; h�i
3
= O (�

3
) (47)

and so forth.Justasin thelastsection wecan now calculatetheaverageoffunctionswith

respect to the com plex �xed pointperturbatively. Forexam ple,one �nds using (14)for

theintegrated density ofstates

h!(E )i= �
3
2K (K + 1)

3�(K � 1)2

 

a+
hV 2i

K � 1

! 3=2

+ O (�
4
) for a > �

hV 2i

K � 1
(48)

and h!(E )i= 0 to order�3 fora < �hV 2i=(K � 1). Both (47)and (48)agree with(38)

and (39)when a becom eslargeasitshould and (47)and(48)areexpected to representthe

ressum ed seriesofthem ostsingularterm sin theexpansions(38)and (39).

Onem ightwonderhow thisresultism odi�ed by higherorderterm s.Ifonedecidesto

calculatetheintegrated density ofstatesorany otherquantity to a given orderp in �,one

needs to calculate the �rstp m om ents � to order�p. To do so,one takesthe successive

powersof(46)and oneaverages.Thisgivesrelationshipsbetween the�rstpm om entsof�.

Ifoneusestheserelationsto expressallthem om entsin term softhe�rstm om enth�i,one

endsup with a polynom ialequation in � ofdegreep which hasrealcoe�cientsdepending

on �,a and them om entsofthepotentialV .Asonevariesa (i.e.theenergy E ),one�nds

thattwo com plex rootsofthispolynom ialbecom erealata certain criticalvalueE c which

to fourth orderin � reads:

E c
p
K

= 2+ �
2 hV

2i

K � 1
+ �

3

p
K hV 3i

(K � 1)2
+ �

4 K hV 4i

(K � 1)3
� �

4(9K
2 � 14K � 3)hV 2i2

4(K � 1)4
+ O (�

5
):(49)

Ifone pushesthisexpansion to higherorderin �,onewould �nd higherordercorrections

to E c butforE > E c,h�iaswellasallthe higherm om entsof� would be real,and this

im pliesthrough (14)tha t!(E )= 0 forE > E c to any orderin �.

This result seem s to contradict the wellknown factthatthe density ofstatesnever

vanishes for distributions ofthe random potentialwith unbounded support (such as the

Gaussiandistribution)[18-20].Ourresultcanbereconciled withanon-zerodensityofstates

atallenergies E only ifthere are sm allnon-perturbative contributions to the density of

statesaboveE c which vanish to any orderin �.W ediscussthispointin thenextsection.

Ifperturbation theory could betrusted,itwould follow from thediscussion ofsection

two thatthe particle islocalised forenergiesabove E c since h�iisreal.The perturbative

calculation therefore predicts a m obility edge at E c given by (49). This result could be

m odi�ed bynon-perturbativee�ects;unfortunately,unlikethecaseforthedensityofstates,

wehavenotbeen ableto discoverwhatthesee�ectsm ightbeorhow to calculatethem .
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6. B eyond the B and Edge

In this section we consider energies larger than 2
p
K and outside the scaling regim e

discussed in the last section. In this range ofenergy,the R i converge to the real�xed

point A given by (25)when � = 0. For sm all�,one expects the R i to 
uctuate about

A.Expression (13)forthedensity ofstatesrequireshowevertheknowledgeofPreal(R)for

valuesofR farfrom A. Thisisa large deviation problem since untypicalvaluesofR are

produced by untypicalvalues ofthe potential. W e are going to show thatthe real�xed

distribution Preal(R)can be calculated by a saddle pointm ethod. W e have also tried to

calculatethecom plex �xed distribution in thisrangeofenergiesby a sim ilarapproach but

failed and we are unable to tellwhether the �xed com plex distribution sim ply does not

existorwhetherwehavejustnotbeen ableto �nd it.

SincetheregionsofR which contributetothedensityofstatescorrespondstountypical

valuesofR,theshape ofPreal(R)in these regionsdependsstrongly on theshapeof�(V ).

In whatfollows,wewilltake�(V )to beGaussian

�(V )=
1

p
2�

exp

 

�
V 2

2

!

: (50)

Theequation to besolved forPreal(R)isisthen

P(R)=

Z
dV
p
2�

exp

 
�V 2

2

!
KY

i= 1

dR i P(R i)�

 

R � E + �V +

KX

i= 1

1

R i

!

(51)

Now supposethat� issm alland thatR has
uctuationsoforder� around A.Ifwewrite

R = A + ��,wegetfrom (2)

� = ��V +
1

A 2

X

i

�i : (52)

Since V is Gaussian distributed,it follows that � is also Gaussian with zero m ean and

h�2i= hV 2i=(1� K =A 4).In term softhevariableR,

P(R)’
1

q

2��2h�2i
exp�

(R � A)2

2�2h�2i
(53)

valid forR � A oforder�.Given thisexpression forP(R)valid forsm all
uctuationsaway

from A,itisnaturalto look forthesolution of(51)oftheform

P(R)= Q(R) exp

 
F(R)

�2

!

(54)
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where F(R)is independent of�. Plugging this into (51)and integrating over V gives a

saddlepointequation forF(R)

F(R)= m ax
R 1;R 2;���R K

8
<

:
�

1

2

 

R � E +

KX

i= 1

1

R i

! 2

+

KX

i= 1

F(R i)

9
=

;
: (55)

Thesaddlepointisgiven by theR i thatsolve

F
0
(R i)= �

1

R 2
i

�

R � E +
X 1

R i

�

: (56)

FindingthesolutionF(R)of(55-56)isnontrivial.Ifhoweverthesaddlepointissym m etric,

R 1 = R 2 = � � � = RK ,thefunction F(R)satis�es

F(R)= m ax
R 1

(

�
1

2

�

E � R �
K

R 1

�2

+ K F(R 1)

)

: (57)

Even under this assum ption,we could not�nd a closed expression forF(R)in term s of

elem entary functions.Onecan howevershow thata solution of(57)isgiven by

F(R)= lim
n! 1

G n(R) (58)

wheretheG n(R)arede�ned by

G n(R)= m ax
X 1;X 2;���X n

8
<

:
�

1

2

nX

p= 0

K
p

 

X p � E +
K

X p+ 1

! 2
9
=

;
(59)

with X 0 = R and X n+ 1 = A.

Itiseasy to show that(58)and (59)solve (57).First,itisclearthatG n(R)� 0 for

alln and R. Second,itiseasy to check thatG n(R)increases with n. This can be seen

by choosing the sam e setX 1;X 2;� � � Xn forG n and G n+ 1 with X n+ 1 = X n+ 2 = A. Since

theG n increaseand areallnegative,thelim it(58)which de�nesF(R)exists.ThatF(R)

satis�es(57)then followsfrom theobservation that

G n+ 1(R)= m ax
R 1

(

�
1

2

�

E � R �
K

R 1

�2

+ K G n(R 1)

)

(60)

W etried tocheck theassum ption thatthesaddlepointequation (55)hasasym m etric

saddlepointby solving thisequation num erically forK = 2 and E = 3:.ThevaluesofR 1

and R 2 which give the saddle pointare shown in �gure 4 and the num ericalsolution for

F(R)isshown on �gure5.W eseethatthesaddlepointissym m etricfora rangeofvalues

ofR around A.Outsidethisrange,however,the saddlepointisno longersym m etric and

F(R)seem sto beconstant.Therathercom plicated shapeofF(R)m akesthecalculation
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oftheintegrated density ofstatesdi�cult,in particularbecauseitishard to tellifthetwo

term swhich appearin theexpression (13)ofh!(E )iareofthesam eorderwhen � issm all,

and becauseifthetwo term sareofthesam eorder,theprefactorQ(R)in (54)would need

tobecalculated.In any case,onewould �nd anon-zerointegrated density ofstatesh!(E )i

which would beexponentially sm allwhen � ! 0 and which would vanish to allordersin

perturbation in �.

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

The expression (49) obtained in section 5 predicts that the m obility edge tends to the

band edge value E = 2
p
K as� ! 0.Thisdisagreeswith the resultofAbou-Chacra and

Thouless[5]thatthem obility edgetendsto E = K + 1 as� getssm all.

Thatthe perturbative expansion m ightbe insu�cient to predict the location ofthe

m obility edge has been discussed above: the perturbative expansion predicts that for

E > E c thedensity ofstatesiszero to allordersin �,whereasoneknowsthatthedensity

ofstatesnevervanishesforan unbounded distribution �(V )ofpotentials.W etried toshow

in the previoussection thata way ofresolving thisdi�culty isto have non-perturbative

contributions. The sam e could also happen forthe re
ection am plitude: one could have

jrj= 1 forE > E c to allordersin � butwith jrj6= 1 becauseofnon-perturbativee�ects.

Onewayoflocatingthem obilityedgeistodeterm inewhetherthedistribution Preal(R)

isstableagainstim aginary perturbations.W eknow thatiftheR iarerealattheboundary,

they rem ain real under the iteration (2). Now let us add an in�nitesim al im aginary

com ponenti� to the Ri atthe boundary. Aftera �nite num bern ofiterationsof(2),the

im aginary partofR i isstillin�nitesim aland isproportionalto �. Calling thisim aginary

parti�Yi,wehave

Yi=
X

paths

Y

j2path

1

R 2
j

(61)

where the sum in (61)runsoverallthe K n pathsofn stepsfrom site ito the boundary

ofthe tree. Ifone com putes the Yi,either they go to zero as n increases,m eaning that

Preal(R)isstableorthey grow with n,m eaning thatPreal(R)isunstable.

7.1.Num ericalapproach

W e did not �nd an analyticalway ofdeterm ining whether the Yi grow or decay under

the iteration procedure. So we had recourse to a M onteCarlo m ethod. W e representthe

distribution Preal(R)by a sam ple ofN points,wheretypically N = 100;1000;10000.This

m eansthatwe have N valuesofthe R i and N valuesofthe Yi.Ateach elem entary step,
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we update one ichosen atrandom ,by chosing K indices atrandom j1;� � � jK between 1

and N and a random valueofthepotentialVi and wereplaceR i and Yi by

R i= E � �Vi�

 
1

R j1

+
1

R j2

� � � +
1

R jK

!

(62)

Yi=
1

R 2
j1

Yj1 +
1

R 2
j2

Yj2 � � � +
1

R 2
jK

YjK : (63)

W estartwith theYi oforder1 and weiteratethisprocedureuntilalltheYi havebecom e

eithervery large1030 orvery sm all10�30 .Them obility edgesestim ated by thisprocedure

are shown on �gure 6 and 7 forthe Gaussian and Cauchy distributionsrespectively. The

pointsfordi�erentvaluesof� are obtained fordi�erentsam ples,and so the roughnessof

thecurvesindicatesthestatisticalerrors.

W e expect this procedure to give the true m obility edge forN in�nitely large since

forlargeN thevaluesofR j1;R j2;� � � RjK areindependent.W eseethatasN increasesthe

estim ated m obility edgem ovesupward and to theright,and so itisnotso easy to predict

from these data accurate values ofthe large N lim it. For a Gaussian potentialand for

sm all�,theresultsshown in �gure7b seem to agreewellwith theexpression (49).Notice

howeverthatthe agreem entbecom esworse asN increases.Thism eansthateven though

them obility edgein thelim it� ! 0 startsat2
p
K and notK + 1 in oursim ulations,we

cannotconclude from the data thatthe m obility edge really startsat2
p
K when � ! 0

becausethelim itsN ! 1 and � ! 0 m ay notcom m ute.

7.2.ThecaseofindependentR

In orderto testthe validity ofthisnum ericalapproach,itisusefulto try itin an exactly

solublecase.IfwesupposetheR itobeindependentrandom variablesdistributed according

toagiven probability distribution Preal(R),oneknowsfrom thetheory ofdirected polym ers

[32,33]on atreetheexactexpression ofthelargen lim itoflogYi=n wheretheYiarede�ned

by (61). To test the M onteCarlo procedure descibed above,we com puted the "m obility

edge" by using (63) with independent R i chosen according to their exact probability

distribution (20). Then using the known results from the problem ofdirected polym ers

onehasforlargen,

(Yi)typical’

�

m in
�

�

K hR
�2�

i
� 1

�

�n

(64)

Thelinein theplaneE ;� which separatestheregion ofvery largeYiand very sm allYican

then beobtained exactly using thefollowing expression forhR �2� i.

hR
�2�

i=
b

�

Z
1

�1

dR
R �2�

(R � a)2 + b2
=

b�2�

cos(��)

 
b2

a2 + b2

! �

cos

�

2� tan
�1

�
a

b

��

(65)
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TheexactcurveforindependentR i isshown in �gures6cand 7ctogetherwith theresults

oftheM onteCarlo procedure.W eseethattheresultsseem to convergeratherslowly asN

increases.M oreover,thelim itsN ! 1 and � ! 0 do notseem to com m ute,astheexact

resulttendsto K + 1 aspredicted by Abou-Chacra and Thouless[5]whereasthe�niteN

resultstend to theband edgevalue2
p
K .

In sum m ary weseethattheM onteCarloproceduredescribed abovecan in principlebe

used todeterm inethem obilityedge.However,N = 10000doesnotseem tobelargeenough

to resolve num erically the question ofwhere the m obility edge startsin the lam bda ! 0

lim it.

8. C onclusion

W e have shown that a great dealofinform ation on the Anderson m odelon a tree is is

contained in the random recursion (2). If we assum e that under iteration of (2), the

distribution ofR convergesto a �xed distribution P(R),theproblem ofknowing whether

the wave functions are extended or localised reduces to the question ofthe existence of

a com plex �xed distribution Pcom plex(R). The equation (4)that P(R)satis�es is in fact

equivalentto those already obtained by otherm ethods[5-9]. W e think howeverthatour

way ofderiving theseequationsism oredirect.

The m ain resultofthiswork wasto show thatone can expand quantitesofinterest

likethedensity ofstates,them obility edgeorthere
ection am plitudein powersof�.This

approach isnothoweverentirely satisfactory becausewehavenotfullyunderstood thenon-

perturbativee�ects.In particular,theexistenceand natureofnon-perturbativecorrections

tothecom plex �xed distribution Pcom plex(R)rem ainsan open question,as,by consequence,

doestheposition ofthem obility edgein thelim it� ! 0.Both ourperturbativeexpansion

and ourM onteCarlo sim ulationsindicatethatthem obility edgestartsattheband edgeof

the pure system ,butnon-perturbative e�ectscould change the form erprediction,and as

isthecasefortheindependentR ofsection 7,thelim itN ! 1 and thelim it� ! 0 m ay

notcom m utein thelatter.

W ethink severalim portantpointsdeserve furtherconsideration.

First,itwould beniceto beableto m athem atically provethatthesequenceofPn(R)

converges and to know under what conditions a com plex �xed distribution exists. This

problem isnoteasy because,aswe discussed above,in the pure case,the sequence does

notconverge forenergiesinside the band and som ehow itisthe e�ectofa weak disorder

which m akesthedistribution concentratearoud thecom plex �xed point.
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Second,it would be interesting to develop a non-perturbative approach,especially

for the com plex distribution,in order to com pute at least for sm all� the shape ofthe

m obility edge.Despiteoure�orts,wewereunableto�nd am ethod allowing ustodescribe

Pcom plex(R)forsm all� in therangeofenergiesjE j> 2
p
K .

Onecould also try to usetherecursion (2)to calculateotherquantitieswhich play an

im portantrolein thelocalisation problem ,such astheinverse participation ratio.

Last,wethink thattheM onteCarlo proceduredescribed in section 7 could beused to

accurately determ ine theposition ofthem obility edgeby increasing N to 1 or10 m illion,

though thiswould requirea ratherseriousnum ericale�ort.

A ppendix

In thisappendix we derive the relation (5)between the realand com plex �xed point

distributionsand theexpression (14)oftheintegrated density ofstatesfrom theexpression

(13).Todosoletusasum ethatwehaveasequenceofcom plex distributionsP n
com plex(r� is)

concentrated on the lower halfplane which satisfy the recursion (3)). To each ofthese

distributionsweassociatea realdistribution Q n(R)by

Q
n
(R)=

1

�

Z
1

�1

dr

Z
1

0

ds
s

(R � r)2 + s2
P
n
com plex(r� is): (A1)

W earegoing to show thatthesequence ofQ n(R)thusde�ned also satis�es(3).

From the recursion relation (3)forthe com plex distribution P n
com plex,we can rewrite

(A1)as

Q
n+ 1

(R)=

Z
1

�1

dr

Z
1

0

ds

kY

i= 1

Z
1

�1

dri

Z
1

0

dsi
1

�

s

(R � r)2 + s2

Z

�(V )dV (A2)

P
n
com plex(ri� isi)�(r� E + �V +

kX

i= 1

ri

r2i + s2i
)�(s�

kX

i= 1

si

s2i + r2i
)

Itisusefulnow to notetwo propertiesofCauchy distributed random variables.A Cauchy

distribution isa probability distribution C(x;a;b)de�ned by

C(x;a;b)=
1

�

b

(x� a)2 + b2
(A3)
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where a is real and b is real and positive. Let x1 and x2 be Cauchy distributed

random variables with distributions C(x1;a1;b1) and C(x2;a2;b2) respectively. Then

the sum x = x1 + x2 is Cauchy with distribution C(x;a1 + a2;b1 + b2). Sim ilarly, if

x is distributed according to C(x;a;b),the inverse y = 1

x
is Cauchy with distribution

C(y;a=(a2+ b2);b=(a2 + b2)).Hence,iftherealvariablesR 1;:::;R k areCauchy distributed

with distributionsC(R i;ri;si),itfollowsfor�xed V thattherealvariableR de�ned by

R = E � �V �

kX

i= 1

1

R i

(A4)

is distributed according to C(R;r;s) where r = E � �V �
P k

i= 1ri=(r
2
i + s2i) and s =

P k
i= 1si=(s

2
i + r2i).W ritten outasan equation,thisreads

1

�

s

(R � r)2 + s2
=

Z
1

�1

kY

i= 1

dR i

1

�

si

(R i� ri)
2 + s2i

�(R � E + �V �

kX

i= 1

1

R i

) (A5)

Ifwesubstitute(A5)into (A2),and use(A1)nam ely that

Q
n
(R)=

Z
1

�1

dri

Z
1

0

dsi
1

�

si

(R � ri)
2 + s2i

P
n
com plex(ri� isi) (A6)

it follows that the Q n(R) also obey (3). Assum ing thatin the lim it n ! 1 the Q n(R)

convergeestablishes(5).

Letusnow seehow (14)can beobtained from (13).Theexpression (13)can berewritten

as

h!(E )i= �
1

�
Im

�
K � 1

2

Z
1

�1

Preal(R)dR

Z
1

�1

Preal(R
0
)dR

0
log(R

0
� i� �

1

R � i�
)

+
K + 1

2

Z
1

�1

Preal(R)dR log(R � i�)

�

(A7)

where �i� is an in�nitesim al im aginary part. One can then replace Preal(R) in this

expression by (5). Using the residue theorem to do the integralover the realvariable

R gives(14).
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Figure C aptions

Figure1:A Cayley treewith K = 2 and depth n=4.

Figure 2: A branch ofa Cayley tree with wires attached to the boundaries to test the

conducting properties. In the scattering situation,a plane wave issentin from the

leftand allowed to scattero� thetree.

Figure 3: A set oftypicalR obtained by the M onte-Carlo version ofthe recursion (2)

explained in section 7 forN = 1000. Here K = 4,E = 2:1,and the com plex �xed

point solution of(27),represented by a diam ond,lies at A = 1:05� 1:702i. The

ellipse representsthe setofpointsto which the initialR = 2� iwould m ap in the

absence ofdisorder. Forsm alldisorder,� = :1 (�g 3a),the R quickly m ove o� the

ellipse and concentrate them selvesaround the com plex �xed point. Asthe disorder

increases,� = 1:(�g 3b)and � = 5:(�g 3c),theR spread out.Finally,forvery large

disorder,� = 30:(�g 3d),theR quickly becom ereal,and theparticleislocalised.

Figure 4: The solutions R 1(R)and R 2(R)ofthe saddle pointequation (55)forK = 2

and E = 3:as a function ofR. Near the stable �xed pointA,the saddle pointis

sym m etric: R 1(R)= R 2(R),while forlargerand sm allervaluesofR the sym m etry

isbroken,R 1(R)6= R 2(R).

Figure5:Num ericalsolution ofthesaddlepointequation (55)forF(R)with K = 2 and

E = 3: .Thefunction F(R)seem sto beconstantin therangewherethesym m etry

between R 1(R)and R 2(R)isbroken.

Figure 6a: M onte Carlo determ ination as described in section 7 ofthe m obility edge

for Cauchy distributed disorder. Here K = 4. The num ber N ofdi�erent R is

100;1000;10000.Figure6b:Sam e as�gure6a fortheGaussian disorder.Figure6c:

Sam eas�gure6afor independentR distributed accordingtotheCauchydistribution

(20)

Figures7a,7b,7c:Enlargem entsof�gures6a,6b and 6cshowing sm allvaluesof�.Figure

7b showsa rathernice agreem entwith the result(49). HoweverasN increasesthe

agreem entseem stobecom eworseindicating thatthelim itsN ! 1 and � ! donot

com m ute.Thisiseven m oreapparentfortheindependently distributed R wherethe

exactresultconvergesin thelim it� ! 0 to E = K + 1 aspredicted by Abou-Chacra

and Thouless[5]whereasthe�niteN curvesconvergeto theband edge2
p
K .
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