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Abstract

W e consider the scattering of an electron from a sem i-in�nite one-

dim ensionalrandom m edium .Therandom m edium ischaracterized by force,

� @V=@L beingthebasicrandom variable.W eobtain an analyticalexpression

for the stationary delay tim e (�) distribution Ps(�) within a random phase

approxim ation. O ur result agrees with earlier analyticalexpressions,where

the random potentialistaken to be ofdi�erentkind,indicating universality

ofthe delay tim e distribution,i.e.,delay tim e distribution isindependentof

thenatureofdisorder.

K eyw ords: A.disordered system s,D.electronic transport,D.quantum lo-

calization
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In recentyearsuniversalparam etriccorrelationsofphaseshiftsand delay tim esin m eso-

scopic system s is being studied intensively [1]. The tim e delay in a scattering event (or

duration ofa collision event)isan interesting aspectin itselfin thegeneraltheory ofquan-

tum scattering. W ignerwasthe �rstto establish the relation between the tim e delay and

the energy derivative ofscattering phase shift[2]. Distribution ofdelay tim esin quantum

chaotic regim e have been shown to beuniversalasitdependsonly on the sym m etry prop-

erty ofthe Ham iltonian orscattering m atrix [1,3]. The delay tim e statistics isintim ately

connected with the issue ofdynam ic adm ittanceofm icrostructres(orm esoscopic system s)

[3,4],forexam plequantum capacitanceand itsuctuation [5].Thewavepacketincidenton

thesurfaceasam pleisnotbackscattered (orreected)im m ediately.Therewillbesom etim e

delay beforeitisreected.Thisleadsto a non-cancellation oftheinstantaneouscurrentsat

thesurfaceinvolving theincidentand thereected wave.Thisin-turn isexpected tolead to

alow tem perature1=f-typenoisefortheuctuatingsurfacecurrentsin therandom system s

[6{8].Thestudy ofchangeofdensity ofstatesdueto scattererisalso directly related to the

phasederivativeofscattering phaseshiftwith respectto theenergy,i.e.,to thedelay tim e.

The distribution ofdelay tim e and itscorrelationsin higherdim ensions,where system

exhibits the Anderson localization has not been addressed so far. The �rst study ofthe

stationary distribution Ps(�)ofdelay tim e� fora disordered sem i-in�nite one-dim ensional

chain wascarried outin reference[7].Hereauthorsused theinvariantim bedding approach.

Theunderlying random potentialV (x)istreated asaGaussian whitenoisewith zero m ean.

Using the random phase approxim ation (RPA)analyticalexpression forthe Ps(�)wasob-

tained,which exhibits 1=�2 dependence forthe tailofthe delay distribution. Furtherde-

velopm ents for Ps(�) using supersym m etric potentials lead to sam e distribution function

Ps(�) within RPA.This has lead to a conjecture that within RPA,Ps(�) is independent

ofnature ofdisorder and,hence,is universal[9]. Our recent num ericalstudy has clearly

indicated that long tim e delay distribution is universalbeyond RPA [10]. In our present

work wecalculatethedistribution ofdelay tim ewherewetake� @V=@x asthebasicrandom

variablewith delta correlated Gaussian distribution and weobtain analyticalexpression for
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Ps(�) in RPA.The stationary distribution has the sam e functionalform obtained earlier

with di�erentrandom potentialindicating theuniversalnatureofPs(�).

Them odelHam iltonian forthe1-D disordered system is

H =
� �h

2

2m

@2

@x2
+ V (x) (1)

where V (x)for0 < x < L isthe random potential. The disordered sam ple extends from

x = 0toX = L,thetwoendsbeingconnected toperfectleads.Consideran electron ofwave

num berk incidentatx = L from right.Itispartially reected with thecom plex reection

coe�cientR(L)and partially transm itted. The transm ission and reection coe�cientsare

em ergent quantities ofdirect physicalinterest forthe conductance problem . The m ethod

ofinvariant im bedding was proposed originally by S.Chandrashekhar in the context of

radiativetransferthrough stellaratm osphere[11].Hism ethod consistsofviewing thegiven

sam ple oflength L asim bedded in a largersam ple oflength L + �L and then setting up

an equation forthe resulting change in the S-m atrix �S as�L ! 0. In orderto look for

thecom plex reection coe�cient,wetransform Eqn.1 to theinvariantim bedding equation

forthecom plex reection am plitudeR(L)= jR(L)jE xp(i�(L)).Theevolution equation for

R(L)isnow given by [12]

@R(L)

@L
= f1(L)+ 2if0(L)R(L)� f1(L)R

2(L); (2)

with

f1(L)=
2

k(L)

@k

@L
;

f0(L)= k(L)

and

k
2 =

2m

�h
2
(E � V (L)):

The above equation Eqn. 2 was �rst studied in Ref.[13]to evaluate the resistance and

its uctuation in a disordered quantum wire. The invariant im bedding m ethod has been

generalized to N-channelcase and in an equivalent random phase approxim ation haslead
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to DM PK (Dorokhov-M ello-Pereyra-Kum ar)equation [14],using which coherenttransport

propertieshavebeen analyzed extensively in m esoscopic system s.

In thepresentproblem weconsiderrandom potentialV (L)tobebounded havingasm all

am plitude.However,� @V=@L can beunbounded and wetreat�(L)= � @V=@L asourbasic

random variable. The energy ofincidentelectron isassum ed to be large,i.e.,m uch larger

than them agnitudeoftheupperbound on thepotential.In thatcasewehave

f1(L)=
� 1

E

@V (L)

@L
and f0(L)=

s

2m

�h2

p
E (3)

W etake�(L)to beGaussian delta correlated random num berwith zero m ean and

h�(L)�(L0)i= 2��(L � L
0): (4)

Here,the < ::::> denotesthe ensem ble average with respectto the realizationsofthe

stochasticvariable�and �denotesthestrength ofthedisorder.Theequation forthephase

(�)isreadily obtained from Eqn.2 as

@�

@L
= 2

s

2m

�h
2

p
E � 2

�(L)

E
sin(�) (5)

where we have set jRj = 1 since we willbe interested in the lim it L ! 1 (sem i-

in�nitem edium ),i.e.,totalback-reection with probability one.Thedelay tim eisgiven by

� = �h@�=@E .Di�erentiation ofEqn.5 with respectto E leadsto thefollowing equation for

theevolution of�:

@�

@L
=

p
2m
p
E

+
2�h

E 2
�(L)sin(�)�

2

E
�(L)cos(�)� (6)

From Eqns.5and 6onecan obtain readilyobtain theequation governingtheevolution of

thejointprobabilitydistribution W (�;�;L)for�and �byusingtheVan Kam pen lem m a[15]

and Novikov’stheorem [16{18].In ourcase,however,weareinterested only in them arginal

probability distribution P(�;L)=
R
2�

0
W (�;�;L)d� ofdelay tim e �. The delay tim e being

the derivative ofphase we expect it to uctuate m uch m ore rapidly as com pared to the

phase itself.W ethereforem ake thedecoupling approxim ation,asdonein earlierliterature
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by [7,8],treating �and � asstatistically independentvariablesin thelargelength (L)lim it.

Asm entioned earlier,we are interested in the case ofhigh energy particles(E � V )and

in this lim it the distribution of� becom es uniform [19{21],i.e., P(�) = 1=2�. This is

generally referred to asrandom phase approxim ation (RPA).W ithin the above m entioned

approxim ationsaftera straightforward algebra theevolution equation forP(�;L)becom es

@P

@L
= �h

@

@�

(

2��h

E 4

@P

@�
�

p
2m
p
E
P +

4�

�hE 2
�P +

2�

�hE 2
�
2
@P

@�

)

(7)

The stationary distribution Ps(�)for� in the lim itL ! 1 can be obtained by setting

@P=@L = 0.W egetthefollowing expression fornorm alized Ps(�)

Ps(�)=
�e�tan

� 1
�

(e��=2 � 1)(1+ �2)
(8)

In the above expression we have rede�ned � in a dim ensionless form � � �E =�h and

� =
p
2m E E 2=(2��h). The m ost probable value of� occurs at � = �=2. As � ! 1 ,

Ps(�) ! 1=�2,i.e.,the distribution has a long tim e tailwhich goes as 1=�2. This leads

to the logarithm ic divergence ofthe average value of� indicating that the origin ofsuch

a tailisdue,presum ably,to the Azbelresonances[22]which m ake Landauer’sfourprobe

conductance in�nite even for a �nite sam ple. In case ofthese resonant realizations,the

tim e spent by the particle inside the m edium islarge asittravels a large distance before

getting reected.Itisnow wellestablished thatcoherentinterference e�ects,dueto elastic

scattering by theserialstaticdisorderlead to localization ofeigenstatesforarbitrary weak

disorder.The localization length lofthese eigenstatesisa selfaveraging quantity [23]and

in a one-dim ensionalsystem itisdirectly proportionalto elasticm ean freepath.Them ost

probablevalue�m ax of� isproportionalto a tim etaken by a particleto traversea distance

oftheorderoflocalization length l,�m ax / 2l=(�hk=m ),wherek istheincidentenergy.From

thisone can readily obtain the behavioroflocalization length on the m aterialparam eters,

nam ely,l/ E 2=�.

Ouraboveanalyticalexpression hasthesam efunctionalform asobtained earlierwhere

potentialitselfistreated asaGaussian random variableusingadi�erentinvariantim bedding
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equation. From thiswe conclude thattwo di�erentm odelsofrandom variable lead to the

sam e universaldistribution ofthe delay tim e. Thusreinforcing the conjecture ofuniversal

behaviorofthedelay tim edistribution,independentofnatureofdisorderwithin RPA.
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