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In this study, we investigate Anderson localization in a one-dimensional lattice with a mosaic
off-diagonal quasiperiodic hopping. Our findings reveal that the localization behavior of zero-energy
states is highly dependent on the parity of the mosaic modulation period, denoted as κ. Specifically,
when κ is an odd integer, there is no Anderson localization transition even for large quasiperiodic
hopping strengths, and the zero-energy state remains in a critical state. On the other hand, for an
even κ and a generic quasiperiodic hopping, the zero-energy state becomes a localized edge state at
either the left or right end of the system. Additionally, we observe that the geometric mean value of
the energy spectrum is equal to the constant hopping for an even κ, while for an odd κ, it is equal
to the geometric mean value of the hopping. This odd-even effect of the mosaic period also extends
to other eigenstates near zero energy. More specifically, for an odd κ, there exists an energy window
in which the eigenstates remain critical even for strong quasiperiodic hopping. In contrast, for an
even κ, an Anderson localization transition occurs as the hopping strength increases. Furthermore,
we are able to accurately determine the Lyapunov exponent γ(E) and the mobility edges Ec. By
analyzing the Lyapunov exponent, we identify critical regions in the hopping-energy parameter
planes. Additionally, as the energy approaches the mobility edges, we observe a critical index of
localization length of ν = 1. Finally, we demonstrate that different systems can be characterized by
their Lyapunov exponent γ(E) and Avila’s acceleration ω(E).

I. INTRODUCTION

In a conventional orthogonal class system, it is believed
that even a weakly uncorrelated diagonal disorder in one
and two dimensions [1] can lead to Anderson localization
[2]. In three dimensions, there is a mobility edge Ec that
separates localized states from extended states [3]. As the
eigenenergies approach the mobility edge Ec, the local-
ization length of localized states diverges. Interestingly,
in the presence of off-diagonal uncorrelated disorders,
one-dimensional systems can exhibit a singular density
of states near zero energy [4–6], resulting in anomalous
localization [7–9] where the localization length is propor-
tional to the square root of the system size [10–12]. When
the energy deviates from zero, the eigenstates are typi-
cally localized. However, if the off-diagonal disorder is
correlated, the system can undergo a localized-extended
transition [13]. In the presence of both diagonal and cor-
related off-diagonal disorders, one-dimensional systems
can also exhibit extended states [14]. Additionally, the
correlation between diagonal and off-diagonal disorders
can lead to the emergence of Ec in one-dimensional lat-
tice models [15]. The off-diagonal disorder model have
been realized experimentally [16–18]. Recently, a mosaic
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lattice model with diagonal quasiperiodic disorder has
been proposed [19]. This model has been found to have
mobility edges, which can be exactly determined using
Avila’s theory [20, 21].
Since there exist above anomalous properties of local-

izations in the model with pure off-diagonal uncorrelated
disorder, a natural question arises, how is it if the off-
diagonal hopping is quasiperiodic? One may wonder if
there are mobility edges for off-diagonal quasiperiodic
disorder (hopping). What are the localization properties
of the eigenstates?
In this work, we try to answer the above questions

by exploring a quasiperiodic off-diagonal disorder model
with mosaic modulation. The model is described by the
following equation:

Vi,i+1ψ(i+ 1) + Vi,i−1ψ(i − 1) = Eψ(i). (1)

where

Vi,i+1 = Vi+1,i =

{

t, for i 6= 0 mod κ
2λ cos(2πβi+φ)√
1−τ cos2(2πβi+φ)

, for i = 0 mod κ

(2)

Here, t > 0 represents the constant hopping strength, λ
describes the quasi-periodic hopping strength, κ is a pos-
itive integer representing the mosaic period, β is an irra-
tional number, and τ is a real number. In this study, we
only consider values of τ that are less than or equal to 1,
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that is, τ ≤ 1 and integer κ satisfies κ ≥ 2. Furthermore,
it is important to mention that the above model (Eq. 1)
does not have any extended states. This is due to the
fact that, according to [22] (or the mechanism described
in [23]), the absolutely continuous spectrum, which cor-
responds to extended states, is empty because there ex-
ists a sequence {nk} such that Vnk,nk+1 → 0. Therefore,
any mobility edges (if present) would separate localized
states from critical states. Throughout this paper, we
have chosen β = (

√
5− 1)/2 and used the units of t = 1.

The parity of the mosaic period κ has been found to
have a significant impact on the localization of eigen-
states near zero energy. Specifically, if the mosaic period
κ is odd, there is no Anderson localization for arbitrar-
ily strong quasi-periodic hopping strength λ. However,
for an even integer mosaic period, the system undergoes
Anderson localization as the quasi-periodic hopping in-
creases. Furthermore, the Lyapunov exponent γ(E) and
mobility edges can be accurately determined using the
Avila’s theory. With Lyapunov exponent, we find that
some critical regions in the parameter plane would ap-
pear. In comparison with the localized states, the spa-
tial extensions of eigenstates and their fluctuations in the
critical region are much larger. Near localized-critical
transition points (Ec), the localization length diverges,
i.e.,

ξ(E) ≡ 1/γ(E) ∝ |E − Ec|−ν → ∞, as E → Ec, (3)

where the critical index [24] is ν = 1, which differs from
the ν = 2 of the correlated diagonal and off-diagonal
disorder model [15]. Finally, we show that systems with
different parameters E can be systematically classified by
the Lyapunov exponent and the Avila acceleration.
The work is organized as follows. First of all, we dis-

cuss the localization properties of zero-energy states for
both odd and even number κ in Sec.II. In Sec.III, the
Lyapunov exponent is calculated. Next, with the Lya-
punov exponent, we determine the mobility edges and
critical region in Sec.IV. In addition, Avila’s accelera-
tion is also calculated. At the end, a summary is given
in Sec.V.

II. LOCALIZATION OF ZERO-ENERGY STATE

In this section, we will discuss the influence of the
parity of the integer κ on the localization properties
of zero-energy states. For the quasiperiodic model in
Eq. (1), we observe that applying the transformation
ψ(n) → (−1)nψ(n) would result in a change in energy
sign, i.e., E → −E. This is due to the chiral (sublat-
tice) symmetry, where the energies En and −En appear
in pairs [13, 25, 26]. Furthermore, the number of eigenen-
ergies is equal to the number of lattice sites. If the to-
tal number of lattice sites N is odd, then there will be
at least one zero-energy state. However, we have found
that when N is even, there are usually no zero-energy
eigenstates. Therefore, in this section, we assume that
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average growth/decreasing ratio of wave fucntion for =2 & =-2 & E=0

FIG. 1. The average growth/decrease ratio of the zero-
energy wave function for κ = 2 and τ = −2. The critical
hopping strength is λ = λc ≃ ±1.366t, where f is exactly
zero (indicated by black arrows in the figure).
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FIG. 2. Several typical zero-energy wave functions of critical
states and localized edge states. Panels (a) and (c) show
critical zero-energy wave functions where f = 0. Panel (b)
and (d) display localized right-hand and left-hand edge states
where f > 0 and f < 0, respectively.

the total number of lattice sites N is odd, ensuring the
existence of a zero energy state.
Furthermore, we assume the lattice sites of system are

labeled with number i = 1, 2, 3, ..., 2m,N = 2m+1, where
m is a positive integer. Starting from wave functions of
left-hand end site ψ(i = 1) = 1 [and ψ(i = 0) = 0],
by Eq.(1), the wave function of zero-energy state can be
written as

ψ(N = 2m+ 1) =
V2m,2m−1V2m−2,2m−3...V4,3V2,1
V2m,2m+1V2m−2,2m−1...V4,5V2,3

ψ(i = 1),

=
v(2m− 1)v(2m− 3)...v(3)v(1)

v(2m)v(2m− 2)...v(4)v(2)
. (4)

In the above equation, we set v(i) ≡ Vi,i+1 and use the
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relation Vi+1,i = Vi,i+1. The average growth/decrease
ratio of the wave function can be expressed as follows:

f = lim
m→∞

1

2m
ln(|ψ(N = 2m+ 1)

ψ(i = 1)
|)

= lim
m→∞

1

2m
ln(|v(2m− 1)v(2m− 3)...v(3)v(1)

v(2m)v(2m− 2)...v(4)v(2)
|). (5)

If f ≥ 0, then f can be considered as the Lyapunov
exponent γ(E) (see Sec. III).

A. κ is a positive even integer

When mosaic period κ is a positive even integer, we can
assume that N = nκ + 1, where n is an integer. Using
equations (1) and (5), we can see that the ergodicity of
the map φ −→ 2πβi + φ allows us to reduce the average
growth / decrease ratio of the wave function to:

f = lim
n→∞

1

nκ
ln(

1

|v(κ)v(2κ)...v(nκ)| ),

=
−1

κ× 2π
[

∫ 2π

0

dφln(|v(κ, φ)|)],

=
−1

κ
ln(

2|λ/t|
1 +

√
1− τ

), (6)

where v(κ, φ) ≡ 2λ cos(2πβκ+φ)√
1−τ cos2(2πβκ+φ)

[see Eq.(2)].

It is shown that when κ is a positive even integer,
for a generic λ, f is usually not zero. Then the zero-
energy state would be localized states which may situate
at right-hand edge (f > 0) or left-hand edge (f < 0)
of the lattices (see Figs.1 and 2). So for general param-
eters, the zero-energy state would be a localized edge
state. Only when f is exactly vanishing, i.e., f = 0,

→ f =
−1

κ
ln(

2|λ/t|
1 +

√
1− τ

) = 0

→ |λ/t| = |λc/t| ≡
1 +

√
1− τ

2
, (7)

the zero-energy state would be a critical state as shown
in Figs. 1 and 2. Fig. 1 displays the average
growth/decrease ratio, denoted as f , for κ = 2 and
τ = −2. At the critical strength of λc ≃ ±1.366t, the
value of f is equal to 0. As λ approaches the critical
value of λc, the localization length can become infinitely
large, represented by ξ ≡ 1/|f | ∝ 1/|λ− λc| → ∞.
To investigate the properties of zero-energy states, we

numerically solve Eq. (1) for κ = 2, τ = −2, and a lattice
size of N = 2 × 500 + 1. In Fig. 2, we present several
typical wave functions for localized and critical states.
It is known that the wave function of an extended state
typically spans the entire lattice, while a localized state
only occupies a finite number of lattice sites. The critical
state is composed of several disconnected patches that
interpolates between the localized and extended states

[27–29]. As shown in Fig. 2, the zero-energy wave func-
tion for f = 0 is a critical state. The wave functions
with non-zero values of f correspond to localized edge
states. Specifically, when f > 0, the state is located at
the right-hand end edge, and when f < 0, it is located
at the left-hand end edge.

B. κ is a positive odd integer

When κ is a positive odd integer, we can assume N =
2nκ+1, where n is an integer. Similarly, f can be written
as

f = lim
n→∞

1

2nκ
ln(

|v(κ)v(3κ)...v((2n− 1)κ)|
|v(2κ)v(4κ)...v(2nκ)| ),

=
1

2κ× 2π
[

∫ 2π

0

dφln(|v(κ, φ)|) −
∫ 2π

0

dφln(|v(2κ, φ)|)],

= 0. (8)

It shows that when κ is a positive odd integer, the average
growth/decrease ratio of the zero-energy wave function is
exactly zero. This means that if mosaic period κ is odd,
all of the zero-energy states are critical states.
It is known that there exists a Thouless’s relation be-

tween Lyapunov exponent and energy spectrum in one-
dimensional lattice model only with nearest neighbor
hopping [30], i.e.,

γ(En)

= lim
N→∞

{ 1

N − 1
[
∑

n′ 6=n

ln|En − E′
n| − ln|V1,2V2,3...VN−1,N |]},

(9)

where En is the n − th eigenvalue of Hamiltonian and
N is lattice size. Now we consider zero-energy states,
then the average grown ratio f in Eqs.(6) and (8) can
be identified with Lyapunov exponent γ(En = 0) here.
Then we get

f = lim
N→∞

{ 1

N − 1
[
∑

En 6=0

ln|En| − ln|V1,2V2,3...VN−1,N |]}.

(10)

Now there are two cases for even and odd κ.
Case I: κ is an even integer

Comparing with Eq.(6), we can see that the second
term of the right-hand sides in Eq.(10) is exactly f itself.
This leads to a sum rule for the energy spectrum, as
follows:

lim
N→∞

1

N − 1

∑

En 6=0

ln|En| = 0. (11)

Because we use unit system of the constant hopping t = 1
[see Eq.(2)], then Eq.(11) implies that, when κ is even
integer, the geometric mean value of the absolute values
of energy spectrum is equal to the constant hopping t.
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Case II: κ is an odd integer

From Eq.(8), we know f = 0 , then by Eq.(10), the
sum rule for odd κ is reduced to

lim
N→∞

1

N − 1

∑

En 6=0

ln|En|

= lim
N→∞

1

N − 1
ln|V1,2V2,3...VN−1,N |. (12)

This shows that when κ is an odd integer, the geometric
mean value of the absolute values of energy spectrum is
equal to the geometric mean value of the hopping.
Similar to Eq. (6), when N is very large, we can use an

integration to evaluate the right-hand side of the above
Eq.(12). Therefore, the sum-rule of energy spectrum for
odd κ is reduced to

lim
N→∞

1

N − 1

∑

En 6=0

ln|En|

=
1

κ× 2π
[

∫ 2π

0

dφln(|v(κ, φ)|)] = 1

κ
ln(

2|λ/t|
1 +

√
1− τ

).

(13)

The above two sum-rules of energy spectrum for even
and odd κ, i.e., Eqs.(11) and (13) are verified by our
numerical calculations.
Some interesting odd-even effects of the lattice site

number N have been investigated in random off-diagonal
disorder models. It has been discovered that a delocal-
ization transition only occurs when the lattice size N
is odd [31]. Additionally, the localization length of the
zero-energy state is highly dependent on the boundary
conditions [32], and it can reach arbitrarily large values.
Furthermore, density of state near zero energy shows a
singularity that strongly depends on the parity of lattice
size N [33].
The above discussions show that the parity of integer

κ has important influences on the localization of zero-
energy states. An odd integer κ leads to a critical zero-
energy state, whereas an even κ typically results in lo-
calized edge states (refer to Fig. 2). It should be noted
that the aforementioned discussion on the odd-even ef-
fects and energy spectrum’s sum-rules can also be ex-
tended to other forms of quasiperiodic hopping with mo-
saic modulations [34, 35] .
In the following text, we will show that the above influ-

ences of parity of κ are also extend to other eigenstates in
the vicinity of zero energy. Specifically, when κ is a posi-
tive odd integer and the hopping strength λ is fixed, the
eigenstates near zero energy are always critical (see Sec.
IV). This means that if the energy is sufficiently close to
zero, there will be no Anderson localization transition for
odd κ. On the other hand, when κ is a positive even inte-
ger, the eigenstates near zero energy will undergo an An-
derson localization transition as the quasiperiodic hop-
ping strength increases. As a result, the system will have
localized states near zero energy.

III. THE LYAPUNOV EXPONENT

When E 6= 0, the localization properties of eigenstates
can be characterized by the Lyapunov exponent. In this
section, we will use the transfer matrix method [36, 37]
to calculate the Lyapunov exponent.
First of all, let us assume that the system is a half-

infinite lattice with left-hand end sites at i = 0 and i = 1.
Further using Eq.(1), starting with ψ(0) and ψ(1) of left-
hand end sites, we can calculate the wave function for
the entire system with relation

Ψ(i) = T (i)T (i− 1)...T (2)T (1)Ψ(0) (14)

where transfer matrix

T (n) ≡
[

E
Vn,n+1

−Vn,n−1

Vn,n+1

1 0

]

. (15)

and

Ψ(n) ≡
[

ψ(n+ 1)
ψ(n)

]

. (16)

For a given parameter E, as n increases, it can be
assumed that the wave function grows exponentially ac-
cording to a law [38, 39], expressed as

ψ(n) ∼ eγ(E)n, as n→ ∞, (17)

where γ(E) ≥ 0 is Lyapunov exponent which measures
the average growth rate of wave function. If the param-
eter E is not an eigen-energy of H , the Lyapunov expo-
nent will be positive, i.e., γ(E) > 0 [40]. When E is an
eigen-energy of the system, the Lyapunov exponent can
be either zero or positive [28]. For critical states, the
Lyapunov exponent is equal to zero, while for localized
states, the Lyapunov exponent is greater than zero.
Consequently the Lyapunov exponent can be written

as

γ(E) = lim
L→∞

log(|Ψ(L)|/|Ψ(0)|)
L

= lim
L→∞

log(|T (L)T (L− 1)...T (2)T (1)Ψ(0)|/|Ψ(0)|)
L

(18)

where L is a positive integer and

|Ψ(n)| =
√

|ψ(n+ 1)|2 + |ψ(n)|2. (19)

In the following, we consider the adjacent κ lattice sites
as a “super unit cell”. Additionally, we assume that L =
mκ+1 (wherem is an integer) and that |Ψ(0)|/|Ψ(1)| is a
finite, non-zero real number. In this case, the Lyapunov
exponent can be reduced to

γ(E) = lim
L→∞

log(|Ψ(L)|/|Ψ(0)|)
mκ+ 1

= lim
m→∞

log(|T (mκ+ 1)T (mκ)...T (2)Ψ(0)|/|Ψ(0)|)
mκ

=
1

κ
lim

m→∞
log(|CTm.CT (m− 1)...CT1Ψ(0)|/|Ψ(0)|)

m
(20)
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where cluster transfer matrix CTn for n− th “super unit
cell” is defined as

CTn ≡ T (nκ+ 1)T (nκ)...T ((n− 1)κ+ 3)T ((n− 1)κ+ 2)

=

[

E −v(nκ)
1 0

] [

E
v(nκ) − 1

v(nκ)

1 0

] [

E −1
1 0

]κ−2

=

[

E2 − (E2τ + 4λ2)cos2(θn) −E(1− τcos2(θn))
E(1 − τcos2(θn)) −1 + τcos2(θn)

]

2λcos(θn)
√

1− τcos2(θn)

×
[

E −1
1 0

]κ−2

(21)

where θn = 2πβnκ+ φ.
The cluster transfer matrix Eq.(16) can be further

written as a product of two parts, i.e., CTn = AnBn,
where

An =
1

2λcos(θn)
√

1− τcos2(θn)
,

Bn =

[

B11 B12

B21 B22

] [

E −1
1 0

]κ−2

, (22)

with B11 = E2 − (E2τ + 4λ2)cos2(θn), B21 = −B12 =
E(1 − τcos2(θn)) and B22 = −1 + τcos2(θn). Now the
Lyapunov exponent is

γ(E) =
1

κ
[γA(E) + γB(E)], (23)

where

γA(E) = lim
m→∞

log(|A(m)A(m − 1)...A(2)A(1)|)
m

. (24)

and γB(E) are given by

γB(E) = lim
m→∞

log(|B(m)B(m − 1)...B(2)B(1)Ψ(0)|/|Ψ(0)|)
m

.

(25)

In the following, we will utilize Avila’s global theory
[20] to obtain the Lyapunov exponent and Avila’s acceler-
ation (see next section). As suggested by Refs. [21, 41],
our first step is to complexify phase φ → φ + iǫ with
ǫ > 0 , e.g., An = 1

2λcos(2πβnκ+φ+iǫ)
√

1−τcos2(2πβnκ+φ+iǫ)
.

In addition, due to the ergodicity of the map φ −→
2πβn+ φ, we can write γA(E) as an integral over phase
φ [42], consequently

γA(E, ǫ)

=
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

dφ ln(| 1

2λcos(φ + iǫ)
√

1− τcos2(φ+ iǫ)
|)

= −ǫ+ ln(| 2

λ(1 +
√
1− τ )

|), (26)

for ǫ < ln | 2+2
√
1−τ−τ
τ

|.
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Lyapunov exponent for =3 & =-2

Numerical results for /t=0.5

Eq.(27) for /t=0.5

Numerical results for /t=1.5

Eq.(27) for /t=1.5

Numerical results for /t=2.5

Eq.(27) for /t=2.5

FIG. 3. Lyapunov exponents are calculated for κ = 3,
τ = −2, and λ/t = 0.5, 1.5, 2.5. The numerical results for
all the eigenenergies are represented by discrete points, while
the solid lines correspond to Eq.(27). The mobility edges
for λ/t = 2.5 are denoted by black arrows. As the energy ap-
proaches the mobility edges of the localized-critical transition,
the Lyapunov exponent γ(E) tends to zero as E approaches
Ec. The critical index of the localization length is ν = 1.
We also label the energy band edges with dashed lines in this
figure.

Next we take ǫ→ ∞

Bn =
e−i(4πβnκ+φ)+2ǫ

4

[

−(E2τ + 4λ2) Eτ
−Eτ τ

] [

E −1
1 0

]κ−2

+O(1). (27)

Then for large ǫ, i.e., ǫ ≫ 1, γB(E, ǫ) is determined by
the largest eigenvalue (in absolute value) of Bn, i.e.,

γB(E, ǫ) = 2ǫ+ ln(| |P |+
√
P 2 + 16λ2τ

8
|), (28)

where

P = (τE2 + 4λ2)aκ + τaκ−2 − 2τEaκ−1. (29)

and aκ, is given by

aκ =
1√

E2 − 4
[(
E +

√
E2 − 4

2
)κ−1 − (

E −
√
E2 − 4

2
)κ−1].

(30)

When ǫ is very small, using the facts that γ(E, ǫ) ≥ 0
and γB(E, ǫ) is a convex and piecewise linear function of
ǫ [20, 41], one can get

γ(E, ǫ) =Max{0, γA(E, ǫ) + γB(E, ǫ)},

=
1

κ
Max{0, ǫ+ ln(| |P |+

√
P 2 + 16λ2τ

4λ(1 +
√
1− τ )

|)} (31)
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Lyapunov exponent for =3 & =1/2
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Eq.(27) for /t=1

Numerical results for /t=1.5
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FIG. 4. For κ = 3 and τ = 1/2, we calculated Lya-
punov exponents for different values of λ/t, specifically for
λ/t = 0.5, 1.0, 1.5. The numerical results for all the eigenen-
ergies are represented by discrete points, while the solid lines
correspond to Eq.(27). In the case of λ/t = 0.5, the mo-
bility edges are denoted by black arrows. Near the mobility
edges of the localized-critical transition (e.g., Ec/t ≃ ±

√
2

for λ/t = 0.5), the Lyapunov exponent γ(E) ∝ |E − Ec|
approaches zero as E approaches Ec. Moreover, the critical
index of the localization length is ν = 1.

Furthermore, when ǫ = 0, the Lyapunov exponent
γ(E) ≡ γ(E, ǫ = 0) is

γ(E) =
1

κ
Max{ln | |P (E)|+

√

P 2(E) + 16λ2τ

4λ(1 +
√
1− τ )

|, 0}

(32)

where

P (E) = (τE2 + 4λ2)aκ + τaκ−2 − 2τEaκ−1 (33)

and

aκ =
1√

E2 − 4
[(
E +

√
E2 − 4

2
)κ−1 − (

E −
√
E2 − 4

2
)κ−1].

(34)

and integer κ ≥ 2.
When τ = 0, then P (E) = 4λ2aκ, and

γ(E) =
1

κ
Max{ln |λaκ|, 0}. (35)

The formula Eq. (27) has been confirmed by our nu-
merical results, as shown in Figs. 3 and 4. In order to
accurately calculate the Lyapunov exponents, two condi-
tions must be met: firstly, the integer L must be suffi-
ciently large; and secondly, in order to guarantee most of
discrete points falling on the solid lines [the exact results
given by Eq.(27)], L should also be significantly smaller
than the system size N , specifically 1 ≪ L≪ N .

To be specific, when we set κ = 3 and τ = −2, 1/2,
with a system size of N = 3× 1000, we obtain the corre-
sponding eigenenergies and eigenstates. We then proceed
to numerically calculate the Lyapunov exponents for all
of these eigenenergies, as shown in the discrete points in
Figs. 3 and 4. In our numerical calculation, we take
L = 200, phase φ = 0, ψ(0) = 0 and ψ(1) = 1 in Eq.(13).
The solid lines in Figs. 3 and 4 are obtained using the
same parameters in Eq. (27). It is evident that the ma-
jority of the discrete points fall onto the solid lines.
However, we also observe that there are certain local-

ized states that do not fall on the solid lines. This is due
to the fact that these wave functions are located too close
to the left-hand boundary of the system.

IV. MOBILITY EDGE AND CRITICAL REGION

The mobility edges, denoted by Ec, separate the local-
ized states from the critical states and can be determined
using Eq. (27). The condition for determining Ec is as
follows:

γ(E = Ec) =
1

κ
ln | |P (E)|+

√

P 2(E) + 16λ2τ

4λ(1 +
√
1− τ )

| = 0

(36)

then

|P (E = Ec)| = 4|λ|
√
1− τ, (37)

The critical regions, which consist of critical states, are
determined by

|P (E)| < 4|λ|
√
1− τ . (38)

By expanding the Lyapunov exponent near the mobil-
ity edges Ec, we get

γ(E) ∝ |E − Ec| → 0, as E → Ec. (39)

Then the localization length is

ξ(E) ≡ 1/γ(E) ∝ |E − Ec|−1 → ∞, as E → Ec. (40)

Its critical index is 1, as shown by the finite slopes of the
solid lines near Ec in Figs. 3 and 4.
In order to further distinguish the localized states from

the critical states, we also numerically calculate standard
deviation of coordinates of eigenstates [43]

σ =

√

∑

i

(i − ī)2|ψ(i)|2, (41)

where the average value of coordinate ī is

ī =
∑

i

i|ψ(i)|2. (42)

The standard deviation σ describes the spatial extension
of the wave function in the lattice. The phase diagram in
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FIG. 5. In the (λ,E) plane, the phase diagram for κ = 2 and
τ = −2 shows that when E is close to zero, localized-critical
transitions exist. The phase boundaries (mobility edges Ec)
are indicated by the blue solid lines, and their equations are
given by Eq. (32). Standard deviations are represented with
different colors. Note: here, we set the total lattice site num-
ber N to be 500*2-1=999, an odd integer. As a result, zero
energy localized states emerge [for the reasons please see the
explanations of Sec.II].

the [λ − E] plane is shown in Figs. 5, 6, and 7. In Figs.
5, 6 and 7, the standard deviations of coordinates are
represented with different colors. It is evident from these
figures that for localized states, the standard deviations
of coordinates are significantly small, while for critical
states, the standard deviations are considerably larger.
From Figs. 5, 6, and 7, it is evident that when κ ≥

2, there are κ − 1 loops in the phase diagram for small
hopping strength λ/t. Within these loops, the Lyapunov
exponent is positive, indicating that γ(E) > 0. This
suggests that any eigenstates within the loops would be
localized. However, numerical results show that there are
no eigenenergies falling within the loops (except for zero
energy states when N is odd integer[see Fig.5]).
When λ/t = 0, the system exhibits κ eigenenergies

with multiple degeneracies. This is due to the fact that,
at this point, the system is composed of identical inde-
pendent unit cells, each containing κ lattice sites. Within
each unit cell, there are exactly κ eigenenergies. As λ/t
increases, the degeneracies are lifted and the system en-
ters the critical region. Furthermore, the parity of κ also
plays a significant role in the phase diagram.

A. κ is an even number

When κ is an even number and the energy E is very
close to zero, Anderson localizations occur if the potential
hopping strength λ is sufficiently large (see Fig. 5 for κ =
2). In particular, as E approaches zero, from Eq.(32), we
get two critical hopping strengths:

λc1 = ±1−
√
1− τ

2
& λc2 = ±1 +

√
1− τ

2
. (43)

FIG. 6. Phase diagram in the (λ,E) plane for κ = 3
and τ = −2. When E is near zero, there are no localized-
critical transitions. The blue solid lines represent the phase
boundaries (mobility edges Ec), which are determined by Eq.
(32). Standard deviations are represented with different col-
ors. Here we take lattice site number N = 1000 ∗ 3 = 3000.

FIG. 7. Phase diagram in the (λ,E) plane for κ = 3 and
τ = 1/2. There are localized-critical transitions for nonzero
energy states. The phase boundaries (mobility edges Ec) are
represented by blue solid lines, given by Eq.(32). Standard
deviations are represented with different colors. Here we take
lattice site number N = 1000 ∗ 3 = 3000.

Here, the values of λc1 and λc2 are independent of κ. In
Fig. 5, λc1 corresponds to point A and λc2 corresponds
to point B. It is worth noting that λc2 is the same as
the critical value λc mentioned in Section II, where the
average growth rate of the zero-energy wave function is
zero [see Eq.(7)].

From Fig. 5, it is evident that when the hopping pa-
rameter λ falls within the range of |λc1| < λ < |λc2|,
the eigenstates are critical states. However, when λ falls
outside of this interval, the eigenstates near zero energy
become localized. This indicates the presence of Ander-
son localization transitions when κ is an even number.
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FIG. 8. Standard deviations of localized states and critical
states for parameters κ = 3, τ = −2, and λ/t = 1.5. The
eigenenergy En gradually increases as the eigenstate index n
ranges from 1 to 3000, following the black dashed line in Fig.
6.

B. κ is an odd number

When κ ≥ 3 and the energy E is very close to zero,
Anderson localizations do not occur for a given potential
strength λ (refer to Figs. 6 and 7). If λ is extremely
large, i.e., λ → ±∞, and when κ = 3, the mobility edge
can be determined using Eq. (32), i.e.,

Ec = ±
√
1− τ

|λ| , as λ→ ±∞. (44)

It has been demonstrated that regardless of the strength
of the quasiperiodic hopping parameter λ, there will al-

ways be a range of energies, specifically −
√
1−τ
|λ| < E <

√
1−τ
|λ| , where critical states exist. As the value of λ in-

creases, the energy window for these critical states be-
comes increasingly smaller.
For the given parameters κ = 3, τ = −2, and λ/t =

1.5, the standard deviations of all the eigenstates are re-
ported in Fig. 8. It is shown that, in comparison with
the localized states, the critical states have much larger
fluctuations of standard deviations.
In order to investigate the properties of the wave func-

tions of critical states, we also numerically calculate the
inverse participation ratio IPRn of all eigenstates for dif-
ferent system sizes N = 3 × 250, 3 × 500, 3 × 1000 and
N = 3× 2000 [44, 45], i.e.,

IPRn =
∑

i

|ψn(i)|4. (45)

where ψn(i) is the normalized wave function for the n-th
eigenstate. The results are reported in Fig. 9. We find
that the IPR of localized states are basically the same for
different system sizes N , while the IPR of critical states
have much larger fluctuations.
Overall, the inverse participation ratio (IPR) of critical

states decreases as the system size N increases. This
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(c): lattice size N=3 1000, =3, =1/2, /t=1.5
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FIG. 9. The inverse participation ratio IPRn of all the eigen-
states for system size N = 3 × 250, 3 × 500, 3 × 1000 and
N = 3×2000. The eigenenergy En increases gradually as the
eigenstate index n runs from 1 to N (along the black dashed
line of Fig.7).

trend can be described by the function

IPR ∝ 1/Nx, (46)

where IPR is the average value of the IPR within a typ-
ical energy interval. It is commonly believed that the
scaling exponent x = 0 for localized states, while for
extended states (such as plane wave states), the expo-
nent is x = 1. For critical states, the exponent should
be 0 < x < 1. For different system sizes N , due to
randomness of IPR of critical states (see Fig.9), it is
difficult to get a definite scaling exponent x. Here we
find that for the critical states in the energy interval
−0.178 < E/t < 0.178, its average value x̄ ≃ 0.47 (see
Fig.11).

C. Avila acceleration

In addition, for the bounded quasi-periodic potentials,
Avila also defined the acceleration ω(E) by [20]

κω(E) = limǫ→0+

γ(E, ǫ)− γ(E, 0)

ǫ
. (47)

Using Eqs.(26), when real number E is an eigenvalue, we
get the Avila acceleration

κω(E) =

{

1, for energy of localized state
0, for energy of critical state

(48)

The above results are verified by our numerical calcula-
tions as shown in Fig. 10. Specifically, we have used
the values τ = 1/2, λ/t = 0.5, and ǫ = 0, 0.1, 0.2 to cal-
culate the Lyapunov exponents using Eq. (13) with the
complexified phase φ → φ + iǫ = iǫ. These calculations
were performed for the energy interval −2.2 ≤ E ≤ 2.2,
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FIG. 10. Lyapunov exponents and Avila’s accelerations. (a):
Lyapunov exponents for κ = 3, τ = 1/2 and λ/t = 0.5 (along
the blue dashed line of Fig.7). (b): Avila’s acceleration for for
κ = 3, τ = 1/2 and λ/t = 0.5. The mobility edges Ec = ±

√
2t

are indicated by black arrows.
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FIG. 11. The scaling law of IPR. The typical energy inter-
vals for localized states and critical states are −3.63 < E/t <
−2.12, and −0.178 < E/t < 0.178, respectively. The system
sizes for the discrete points are N = 3×250, 3×500, 3×1000
and N = 3× 2000, respectively. It is found that for localized
states, the average scaling exponent x̄ ≃ 0 and the scaling
exponent for critical stats x̄ ≃ 0.47.

as shown by the three solid lines in panel (a) of Fig.
10. In our calculations, we have used the parameters
L = 200, ψ(0) = 0, and ψ(1) = 1 in Eq. (13). Ad-
ditionally, we have also calculated the Lyapunov expo-
nents for all eigenenergies using the same parameters, as
shown by the three sets of discrete points in panel (a) of
Fig. 10. Our results indicate that when E is an eigenen-

ergy of the critical state [γ(E) = 0], the Lyapunov expo-
nents are the same for all three values of ǫ = 0, 0.1, 0.2.
However, when E is an eigenenergy of a localized state
[γ(E) > 0], the Lyapunov exponents differ for the three
values of ǫ = 0, 0.1, 0.2. Furthermore, these differences
are linearly proportional to ∆ǫ = 0.1, as shown in Fig.
10.
By taking ǫ = 0.1, we also approximately calculate the

Avila’s acceleration ω(E) by [28]

κω(E) ≃ γ(E, ǫ)− γ(E, 0)

ǫ
, (49)

[see panel (b) of Fig.10]. It shows that when E is an
eigenenergy of localized state [γ(E) > 0], the Avila’s ac-
celeration is 1. When E is an eigenenergy of the critical
state [γ(E) = 0], Avila’s acceleration is 0. Additionally,
it should be noted that if E is not an eigenenergy, Avila’s
acceleration is −1.
Further, by combining Eq. (27) and Eq. (43), one can

classify systems with different real parameters E (repre-
senting different phases) based on their Lyapunov expo-
nent and quantized acceleration, i.e.,

(a) : γ(E) > 0 & κω(E) = −1, if E is not eigenvalue

(b) : γ(E) > 0 & κω(E) = 1, for localized state

(c) : γ(E) = 0 & κω(E) = 0, for critical state. (50)

V. SUMMARY

In conclusion, we have investigated the localization
properties of a one-dimensional lattice model with off-
diagonal mosaic quasiperiodic hopping. Our findings
show that the parity of the mosaic period has a signif-
icant impact on the localization of zero-energy states.
Specifically, when the mosaic period is odd, there is al-
ways an energy window for critical states, regardless of
the strength of the hopping. However, for an even period,
the states near zero energy become localized edge states
when the hopping strength is sufficiently large. In addi-
tion, when mosaic period is even integer, the geometric
mean value of the absolute values of energy spectrum is
equal to the constant hopping. While for an odd mosaic
period, the geometric mean value of the energy spectrum
is equal to the geometric mean value of the hopping. We
have also identified mobility edges that separate the lo-
calized states from the critical states. Within the critical
region, we have observed large fluctuations in the spatial
extensions of the eigenstates.
Our results, obtained using Avila’s theory, reveal the

exact values of the Lyapunov exponents and mobility
edges. Additionally, we have determined that the critical
index of the localization length is ν = 1. Our numerical
results show that the scaling exponent of the inverse par-
ticipation ratio (IPR) for critical states is approximately
x ≃ 0.47, confirming that these states are indeed critical.
Furthermore, we have demonstrated that the Lyapunov
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exponent and Avila’s acceleration can be used to classify
systems with different values of E.
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non-Hermitian Aubry-André-Harper model, Phys. Rev.
B 100, 125157 (2019).

[43] Dave J. Boers, Benjamin Goedeke, Dennis Hinrichs, and
Martin Holthaus, Mobility edges in bichromatic optical
lattices, Phys. Rev. A 75, 063404 (2007).

[44] Xiaopeng Li, J. H. Pixley, Dong-Ling Deng, Sriram Gane-
shan, and S. Das Sarma, Quantum nonergodicity and
fermion localization in a system with a single-particle
mobility edge, Phys. Rev. B 93, 184204 (2016).

[45] Dong-Ling Deng, Sriram Ganeshan, Xiaopeng Li, Ran-
jan Modak, Subroto Mukerjee, J. H. Pixley, Many-body
localization in incommensurate models with a mobility
edge, Annalen der Physik, 529, 1600399 (2017).


