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We study states arising from fluctuations in the disorder potential in systems with long-range
hopping. Here, contrary to systems with short-range hopping, the optimal fluctuations of disorder
responsible for the formation of the states in the gap, are not rendered shallow and long-range when E
approaches the band edge (E → 0). Instead, they remain deep and short-range. The corresponding
electronic wave functions also remain short-range-localized for all E < 0. This behavior has striking
implications for the structure of the wave functions slightly above E = 0. By a study of finite
systems, we demonstrate that the wave functions ΨE transform from a localized to a quasi-localized
type upon crossing the E = 0 level, forming resonances embedded in the E > 0 continuum. The
quasi-localized ΨE>0 consists of a short-range core that is essentially the same as ΨE=0 and a
delocalized tail extending to the boundaries of the system. The amplitude of the tail is small,
but it decreases with r slowly. Its contribution to the norm of the wave function dominates for
sufficiently large system sizes, L ≫ Lc(E); such states behave as delocalized ones. In contrast, in
small systems, L ≪ Lc(E), quasi-localized states are overwhelmingly dominated by the localized
cores and are effectively localized.

I. INTRODUCTION

The theoretical and numerical study of eigenfunctions for the quantum-mechanical problem with deterministic
power-law hopping

Ĥhop =
∑
jj′

εj−j′a
†
jaj′ , εr ∝ r−β , (1)

and local disorder

Ĥdis =
∑
j

Vja
†
jaj, (2)

which is a modification of the Anderson impurity model [1], first started more than 30 years ago [2] (or see [3, 4] which
are closely related) and has attracted significant interest in the community [5–21]. Today, the demand for proper
theoretical analysis is great because of the growing number of experimentally accessible physical systems that are
described by the same mathematical framework. For example, it can be used to describe quantum superconductor-
metal transition in 2D disordered metals [22] or the behavior of arrays of trapped ions [23, 24], which is of great
interest in quantum computing (for more examples, see [19]).

In this study, we consider the case when the value of the exponent β in (1) lies in an interval D < β < 3D/2, where
D is the dimension of the considered lattice (we provide analytical results for any dimension, but our numerical study
of the optimal fluctuation, see Section VII, is limited to physical dimensions D = 1, 2, 3 only). In the case that we
explore, the effects of typical weak fluctuations of the random potential were studied extensively, and it was shown
[18] that a non-Anderson disorder-driven metal-insulator transition takes place. Here, we aim to elaborate on the
understanding of the effects of the interplay between typical weak fluctuations of the random potential and rare strong
local fluctuations, (the latter are sometimes called “rare-regions”). Particularly, we explain numerical results from
[25], that seem to indicate the possibility of the coexistence of localized and extended states near one of the edges
of the band in the considered model. We expect the effects of strong local fluctuations to be the main mechanism
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for the formation of small-sized localized (or rather quasi-localized, see below) states on the background of extended
ones. As will become clear later in this paper, no “true” coexistence is present in the investigated case, and Mott’s
principle [26] is not violated.

The localized band-gap states arising due to localized fluctuations in a standard Anderson model with nearest
neighbor hopping and gaussian disorder in dimensions D ≤ 3 are well known – they form the so-called Lifshitz tail in
the density of states ν(E) within the energy gap (see [27]). For E being deep enough in the gap, ν(E) is exponentially
small

ν(E) ∝ exp{−SLif(E)/W 2}, SLif(E) ∝ |E|2−D/2 (3)

where W 2 = ⟨V 2⟩. Here the energy E is accounted for with respect to the band edge. The optimal fluctuation of
disorder, responsible for formation of the localized state with energy E has a spatial scale a(E) and depth U(E),
where

a(E) ∝ |E|−1/2, U(E) ∼ |E|. (4)

The optimal fluctuation approach (that is, technically, the steepest descent method for the functional integration over
configurations of random potential) is justified if SLif(E)/W 2 ≫ 1

Note that SLif(E) → 0 and a(E) → ∞ as E → 0, so that the optimal fluctuation method is not applicable in the
close vicinity if the band edge.

Generalization of the result (3) to the systems with the general hopping Hamiltonian (1) gives

SLif ∝ |E|2−D/α, α ≡ β −D. (5)

The result (5) is perfectly reasonable for 2−D/α > 0, the estimates (4) apply to the optimal fluctuation in this case.
The situation is changed cardinally for 2 −D/α < 0: here the fluctuation with size a(E) ∝ |E|−1/2 ceases to be an
optimal one: the actual ”non-Lifshitz” optimal fluctuation at 2−D/α < 0 has a microscopic spatial scale a0:

SnonLif(E) ≈ SnonLif(0) +A|E|, a(E) ∼ a0, (6)

SnonLif(0) ∼ ε20, A ∼ 1/ε0 (7)

where ε0 is some characteristic energy scale of order of the electronic bandwidth. The linear expansion (6) is valid
for |E| ≪ ε0
It is important, that, in contrast with the long-range Lifshitz fluctuations, the short-range non-Lifshitz optimal

fluctuations provide a valid description of the corresponding contribution to the density of states even at E → 0: the
corresponding SnonLif(E) tends to a finite limit as E → 0. The latter observation was the origin for the idea about
the existence of Lifshitz-like states not only for E < 0, but also for E > 0, at least in a certain range.

To reliably address the question of possible existence of localized electronic states on the continuum background of
the delocalized band states, one is forced to consider finite systems. As we will see, the structure of both delocalized
and quasi-localized states essentially depends on the system size. Namely, we show that upon crossing the band edge
E = 0 the true localized states that existed for E < 0, continually transform into the quasi-localized ones. They consist
of the localized parts (which are basically are the same as for E < 0) and the delocalized ones with the amplitude
that vanish continuously as E approaches 0 from above. The delocalized part is, however, extremely sensitive to the
systems size L and becomes increasingly important with increasing L. As a result, the quasi-localized states behave

practically as localized ones for L < Lc(E) ≡ E−D+1
α +2 while becoming essentially delocalized for L > Lc(E).

II. THE PROBLEM STATEMENT.

We consider a FINITE D-dimensional hypercubic lattice of (2L)D sites (L≫ 1) with periodic boundary conditions.
The hamiltonian

Ĥ = Ĥhop + Ĥdis, (8)

where the random potential Vj obeys the gaussian distribution:

P{V } =
∏
j

P (Vj) ∝ e−
S{V }
W2 , S{V } =

1

2

∑
j

V 2
j ,

P (V ) =
1√
2πW

exp

{
− V 2

2W 2

}
. (9)
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In the momentum representation

Ĥ =
∑
n

ε(kn)a
†
nan +

∑
nn′

a†nan′Vn′−n, (10)

where the momenta kn ≡ πn/L, and the corresponding normalized eigenfunctions

ϕn(j) = (2L)−D/2 exp(iπ(j · n)/L), n ≡ (n1, n2, . . . nD), ni = −L,−L+ 1, . . . , L, (11)

aj =
∑
n

anϕn(j), a†j =
∑
n

a†nϕ
∗
n(j), (12)

The kinetic energy in k-representation:

ε(k) =
∑
jj′

εj−j′ϕn+k(j)ϕn(j
′) = ε0f(k), k =

πn

L
, k ≡ (k1, k2, . . . kD) − π < ki < π, (13)

where all lengths are measured in the units of lattice spacing. The characteristic energy ε0 by the order of magnitude
is an electronic bandwidth, in what follows we will measure all energies in the units of ε0. The 2π-periodic function
f(k)

f(k) =

∣∣∣∣∣4
D∑

µ=1

sin2 kµ/2

∣∣∣∣∣
α/2

, fmax = f(π, π, . . . , π) = (4D)α/2, α = β −D. (14)

behaves at k ≪ 1 as

f(k) ≈ |k|α, |k| ≡

(
D∑

µ=1

k2µ

)1/2

. (15)

Thus, all the energies are confined within the interval 0 < εn < Wband, where Wband = ε0fmax.

III. LOW ENERGY PROPERTIES OF AN IDEAL SYSTEM

For small E ≪ 1 the spectrum ε(k) is isotropic and the corresponding wave-functions can be characterized by the
angular momenta. In our problem only the fully symmetric solutions are relevant, because the low-symmetric ones
vanish at r → 0 and hardly feel the strongly localized potential Vj. The normalized fully-symmetric eigenfunctions
are

ψn(r) =

√
2kD−1

n

σDL
f(knr),

∫ L

0

σDr
D−1dr|ψn(r)|2 = 1,

f(x) =

√
π

2

JD/2−1(x)

xD/2−1
, σD =

DπD/2

Γ(D/2 + 1)
(16)

where r ≡ |r|, k ≡ |k|, kn = πn/L, σD being the surface area of D-dimensional sphere with unit radius. The
asymptotics of f(x) are

f(x≫ 1) ≈ x−
D−1

2 cos(x+ φD), φD =
π

4
(1−D), f(0) =

√
π/2

2D/2−1Γ(D/2)
. (17)

For general D the low energy (E ≪ 1) density of states

ν
(D)
0 (E) =

σD
(2π)D

kD−1dk

dE
=
σD/D

(2π)D
d(kD)

dE
=
σD/D

(2π)D
d(ED/α)

dE
=

σD
(2π)Dα

KD

E
. (18)

We have introduced characteristic momentum

K = E1/α, (19)
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which, alongside with the short range scale K0 ∼ π is an important momentum scale in our problem. Throughout
this paper we assume that

1/L≪ K ≪ 1 (20)

The general level spacing, which takes into account all the states irrespective to their symmetry, is

δD(E) =
(
ν
(D)
0 (E)LD

)−1

=
(2π)

D
α

σD

E

(KL)D
(21)

Note that the dimensions of the density of states and of the level spacing are [ν] = (1/volume) × (1/energy) and
[δ(E)] = energy.

In what follows we will also need the density of states and the level spacing with respect only to fully symmetric
states. They coincide with δ1(E) and ν1(E), no matter what the real D is:

ν1(E) ≈ 1

πα

K

E
, δ1(E) = [Lν1(E)]−1 = πα

E

KL
. (22)

Note that for small E ≪ 1 the density of states becomes very small and, therefore, the level spacing becomes relatively
large.

IV. THE LOCALIZED STATES AND THE OPTIMAL FLUCTUATIONS

For small disorder W ≪ 1 there is some (exponentially small) number of localized states with E < 0, associated
with exponentially rare local fluctuations of the random potential. Let us look at the contribution of these localized
states to the density of states. Following the standard procedure [27, 28] of finding an optimal fluctuation Vj and the
corresponding localized wave-function Ψn we should minimize the functional

S̃({Ψ, V }, λ, η) = 1

2

∑
j

V 2
j − λ

∑
jj′

Ψ∗
j′εj−j′Ψj +

∑
j

Vj|Ψj|2 − E

− η

∑
j

|Ψj|2 − 1

 (23)

with respect to two functions Ψj, Vj and two additional parameters λ and η. Variation of (23) with respect to Vj
allows one to express Vj through Ψj and λ:

Vj = λ|Ψj|2 (24)

and we are left with the functional

− 1

λ
S̃({Ψ}, λ) =

∑
jj′

Ψ∗
j′εj−j′Ψj +

λ

2

∑
j

|Ψj|4 − E
∑
j

|Ψj|2 (25)

subject to minimization with respect to Ψj with the normalization constraint∑
j

|Ψj|2 = 1 (26)

Thus, we arrive at the nonlinear Schrödinger equation∑
j′

εj−j′Ψj′ + {λ|Ψj|2 − E}Ψj = 0 (27)

The function Ψj should be localized, i.e., it should vanish for large j. The implications of this requirement we will
discuss in the Section VI.

Finally, we have to ensure that the normalization condition (26) is fulfilled. To satisfy this condition we have to
choose the only free parameter at our disposal – λ.
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The explicit form of the wave function Ψ
(opt)
j and optimal parameter λopt can only be found by means of numerical

solution of the essentially discrete nonlinear Schrödinger equation (27). The final expression to the optimal exponent
in (9) reads

Sopt

W 2
=

∑
j

(
V

(opt)
j

)2
2W 2

=
λ2opt
2W 2

∑
j

∣∣∣Ψ(opt)
j

∣∣∣4 (28)

We are interested in the behavior of Sopt(E) for small energies |E| ≪ 1, so that Sopt(E) can be expanded in E up to
linear terms:

Sopt(E) ≈ Sopt(0) + λopt(0)E. (29)

Note that Sopt(0) and λopt(0) are some numerical constants of order unity, depending on D, α and on the type of
lattice.

V. THE LOCAL CHARACTER OF THE OPTIMAL FLUCTUATION

The equations (25), (27) are perfectly standard – they do not differ from what we have for the conventional Lifshits
tails, arising in the case of α > D/2. Then why do we expect an anomalous behavior of the tails in our case α < D/2?

Let us model an optimal fluctuation as a square potential well with depth U and width a, so that we have to
minimize the function of two variables

S(U, a) ∼ U2ad (30)

To have a level with energy E this well should obey the following constraints

1. The well should be deeper than E: (U > |E|)

2. The well should be wider than the wave-length: a > Q−1 = U−1/α.

It seems plausible that the narrowest possible well is a good choice. Then, assuming a ∼ amin = Q−1 we have to
minimize the function

S(U) ∼ U2−D/α (31)

If α > D/2 (as it is for conventional Lifshits tails with α = 2 and D < 4) then S decreases with decreasing U , so that
the optimal fluctuation corresponds to minimal possible Umin ∼ |E| which leads to the standard Lifshits result:

S
(opt)
Lif ∝ |E|2−D/α (32)

In our case α < D/2 and S decreases with decreasing U , so the minimum of S corresponds to the deepest possible
fluctuation. Thus, within the continual approximation the optimal fluctuation would be infinitely deep and infinitely
narrow. In reality, however, the fluctuation should contain at least one site, so the minimum is attained at a ∼ 1,
U ∼ max{|E|, t}. As a result, we obtain

S
(opt)
nonLif ∼ 1 (33)

A. The Flat Band Approximation (FBA)

For very small α≪ 1 the electrons are almost dispersionless in the main part of the Brillouin Zone

ε(k) ≈Wband, E
(0)
loc ≈Wband, (34)

the dispersion is only present in the domain of exponentially small k ∼ e−1/α. In the leading approximation both the
optimal potential

V
(opt)
j = (−Wband + E)δj,0, (35)

and the corresponding wave-function

Ψ
(opt)
j = δj,0 (36)

are perfectly localized at the same site.

S(opt)(E) =
1

2
(Wband − E)2 (37)
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B. The Single Site Approximation (SSA)

If α is not specially small, the FBA does not work: the wave function is not localized at one site, so that formula

(36) is not valid. However, as we conclude from numerics (se Section VII), the potential V
(opt)
j remains extremely

short range even for α away from zero: the potential remains localized at a single site with an accuracy better than
1%! Thus, it is very interesting to explore the single-site approximation (SSA) that postulates

V
(opt)
j = V0(E)δj,0, S(opt)(E) = V 2

0 (E)/2, (38)

where the dependence V0(E) is yet to be found. We stress again that, strictly speaking, the formula (38) is incorrect.
Namely, it is inconsistent with the requirement (24) which relates the shape of optimal potential to that of the optimal
wave-function. Nevertheless, as it is demonstrated by the numerical results of the Section VII, SSA works extremely
well, as long as we are interested in the ”integral” characteristics, governed by the core of fluctuation. What is also
important, SSA allows for the analytical solution of the arising quantum-mechanical problem. In particular, in [25] it
was shown that, within SSA

V0(E) =

{
−
∫
BZ

dDk

(2π)D
1

E − εk

}−1

(39)

However, we choose to postpone using the SSA, because there are many important and nice results that can be
derived without appealing to any approximation.

VI. LOCALIZED VS DELOCALIZED WAVE-FUNCTIONS: GENERAL CONSIDERATION

As long as we consider systems of finite size, the optimal fluctuation method is perfectly applicable not only to
genuine localized states with E < 0, but to all the states, including those with E > 0.

In the Section IV we have studied only the electronic ground state in the presence of the optimal fluctuation, here
we will discuss the entire spectrum of the states. We will see that, besides the standard fully delocalized states with
positive energies (plane waves), there is a lot of hybrid states – partly localized and partly delocalized.

Suppose that we have found the form of optimal fluctuation V
(opt)
j . To find the entire set of the states ψ

(m)
j and

the corresponding energies Em, we have to solve the linear Schrödinger equation∑
j′

εj−j′ψ
(m)
j′ + {V (opt)

j − Em}ψ(m)
j = 0, (40)

to apply periodic boundary condition to wave-functions ψ
(m)
j , and obtain a discrete set of eigenenergies Em and the

corresponding eigenfunctions ψm(j). Clearly, Ψ
(opt)
j will be one of these states (the ground state with energy E0). A

formal solution of (40) may be written as

ψj =
∑
j′

gE(j− j′)ψj′V
(opt)
j′ , (41)

where

gE(j, j
′) = gE(r) =

∑
n

exp[i(kn · r)]
E − εn

, r ≡ j− j′. (42)

is the Green function of the free Schrödinger equation. Note that there is no free term in the solution (41) since we
have assumed that the energy E is out of resonance with all the eigenfrequencies of the free Schrödinger equation:
E ̸= εn for all n. Writing ψn(j) in terms of the Green function (42), which uses the basis (11), ensures that the
boundary conditions for the wave function are fulfilled automatically.

The sum over j′ in (41) is dominated by small |j′| ∼ 1, because we have assumed that V
(opt)
j′ is localized: it rapidly

decays with |j′|. Therefore, for j ≫ 1 we get

ψj = A(E)gE(j) (43)

where A(E) is certain j-independent coefficient. Thus, the asymptotics of the wave function feels the presence of
the optimal fluctuation only through the value of the energy E. There are two different cases that we will discuss:
negative energies E < 0 and positive energies E > 0.
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A. Negative energies: localized wave-function

When the energy of the state is negative, the Green function can be approximated by the integral instead of the
discrete sum

g
(loc)
E =

∫
BZ

dDk

(2π)D
ei(k·r)

E − ε(k)
, (44)

since it converges at k in the entire Brillouin zone. The large-r asymptotic behavior of g
(loc)
E (r) can be easily evaluated.

At smallest distances |r| ≲ r0 ∼ 1 the components with high momenta k ∼ π give principal contribution to (44), E in
the denominator can be neglected compared to ε(k) and we get g ∼ 1 in this range of distances. However, E in the
denominator still can be neglected in a wider range, namely, for r ≲ r1 where

r1(E) ∼ 1/K ∼ E−1/α ≫ 1 (45)

In this range of distances (r0 ≪ r ≪ r1) we have:

g
(loc)
E (r) ≈ −

∫
BZ

dDk

(2π)D
ei(k·r)

ε(k)
≈ − 1

rD−α

∫
dDq

(2π)D
ei(q·m)

ε(q)
∝ 1

rD−α
, (46)

where we have introduced m ≡ r/r and q ≡ kr.
The main contribution to the integral (46) here comes from q ∼ 1, or, from relatively small k ∼ 1/r.
For r ≫ r1(E) we can expand the integrand in ε(k) and get

g
(loc)
E (r) ≈ 1

E2

∫
BZ

dDk

(2π)D
ei(k·r)ε(k) =

1

E2rD+α

∫
dDq

(2π)D
ei(q·m)ε(q) ∝ 1

rD+α
, (47)

It is easy to see that the results (46) and (47) match at r ∼ r1.
Thus

g
(loc)
E (r) ∼


1, r ≲ r0,

rα−D, r0 ≪ r ≪ r1,

r2α1 (E)r−α−D, r ≫ r1,

(48)

and

ψ
(loc)
opt (r) =

1

c
g
(loc)
E (r) (49)

where c ∼ 1 is the normalization constant. Note that the main contribution to the normalization integral (and,
therefore, to c) comes from the range r ∼ 1, so that c is almost E-independent. It should be mentioned that the
asymptotic formula (43) and, hence, the formula (49) either, does not apply at r ∼ 1. So, to evaluate c, one, in
principle, has to use an explicit numerical solution of the initial discrete problem. In general, the localized part is not
strongly sensitive to E, so, for E ≪ 1,

Ψ
(loc)
opt (r) ≈ 1

c
g
(loc)
E=0(r) (50)

B. Positive energies: quasi-localized wave function

The vast majority of the eigenstates ψ
(m)
j are not much affected by the presence of the optimal fluctuation, so that

the corresponding eigenfunctions and eigenenergies are described by (11) and (13)

ψ
(m)
j ≈ ϕn(j), En ≈ εn, (51)

Although these states are almost insensitive to the presence of the optimal fluctuation, scattering at the typical weak
fluctuations leads to the power-law localization of them [14, 29]. The corresponding localization length lE is inversely
proportional to the strength of the disorderW and, therefore, is much larger than the radius of the optimal fluctuation.



8

FIG. 1: Position of energy E on the background of equidistant εn, and an illustration to the definition of quantities
εright, εleft, and Emid

In this paper we mostly consider the effects arising from the interaction of a particle with strong local fluctuations.
Therefore, we focus on the states that are sensitive to the potential (24), – the states, fully symmetric with respect
to rotations around the center of the optimal fluctuation. Note, that the local level spacing within this subset is
δ1(E) ∝ L−1 (see (22)), which, for D > 1, is much larger than the total level spacing δD.

Still, as we will see soon, even these fully symmetric states are strongly delocalized, except for a bunch of ∼M(E0)
states in a narrow interval of energies |E − E0| ≲ ∆(E0) around E0, where the states can be effectively localized.

Under which condition the wave-function with positive energy is effectively localized? To answer this question let
us introduce an important characteristic

ϵ(E) ≡ E − εmid

δ1(E)
, εmid(E) ≡ εright + εleft

2
(52)

where εleft is the closest neighbour of E from the left, and εright – from the right in the string of eigenenrgies εn,
corresponding to free fully symmetric states (see Fig. 1). The local level spacing is δ1(E) = εright − εleft.

Suppose that the energy E is placed in the middle of the interval (εleft, εright), or, in other words E = Emid(E) and
ϵ(E) = 0. Then, obviously, for r ≪ r1 the terms in the sum (42) with εn < E and with εn > E will cancel each other
in pairs exactly in a way, prescribed by the principal value integration. Hence, for r ≪ r1 and ϵ(E) = 0 the Green
function is given by the following integral

g
(ϵ=0)
E (r ≪ r1) = −

∫
BZ

dDk

(2π)D
ei(k·r)

E − ε(k)
, (53)

which is evaluated in exactly the same manner as before

g
(ϵ=0)
E (r) ∼

{
1, r ≲ r0,

rα−D, r0 ≪ r ≪ r1
(54)

Evaluation of the very far tails r ≫ r1 is not so straightforward. Indeed, since Kr ≫ 1 one needs to account for
the discreteness of the system even when ϵ(E) = 0. Explicitly, the Green function reads

gE(|r| ≫ r1) ∝
∑
n

eiknr

Emid − εn
. (55)

The main contirbution to this sum comes from |kn| ≈ K, hence, we expand εkn in the vicinity of E. Let us introduce
integer l in the following way

n = nleft(Emid) + l, kn = K(Emid) +
π

L
(l − 1/2), εn = Emid + (l − 1/2)δ1(E). (56)

Since the spectrum is spherically symmetric, we need the asymptotic of the spherical wave

fn(r) ≈ x−(D−1)/2 cos(x+ φD), x ≡ (K(Em)r − (πr/L)[ϵ− (l − 1/2)]) ≫ 1. (57)

Therefore, relation (55) reads

gE(|r| ≫ r1) ∝ Re

[
−eiKr−i πr

2L (Kr)−(D−1)/2
∞∑

l=−∞

ei
πr
L l

l − 1
2

]
, (58)
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since it converges at small l’s. Now, we use

∞∑
l=−∞

eiπlz

l − 1/2
= −iπeiπ

2 z, (59)

and obtain the final expression for the wave function with positive energy in the middle of the interval E = Emid

ΨE(r) ∼


1, r ≲ r0,

rα−D, r0 ≪ r ≪ r1,

rα−D
1

sin (Kr + φD)

(Kr)
D−1

2

, r ≫ r1.

(60)

The oscillating tail at r ≫ r1 prevents ΨE(r) from being truly localized: even when ϵ = 0 the wave function has
delocalized tails. We call this state “quasi-localized”.

1. Effective localization condition

We consider finite systems of size (2L)D, hence, it is possible for the quasi-localized state to be effectively localized
in the vicinity of the optimal fluctuation. Indeed, one can compute the norm of ΨE(r)

∫
dDr|Ψ(r)|2 ∼

(
1 + r

2(α−D)
1 K−D

∫ Kr

1

dy sin2 y

)
∼
(
1 + E− 2

α (α−D)−D
α + 1

αL
)
∼
(
1 + E−2+D+1

α L
)
. (61)

The contribution from the oscillating tail vanishes when the energy is sufficiently low. Let us introduce Lc(E) in the
following way

Lc ≡ E−D+1−2α
α . (62)

Tail contribution vanishes if

L≪ Lc. (63)

Our calculations are valid only if we consider higly excited state, i.e. KL≫ 1, as given by condition (20). Conditions
(20) and (63) can be satisfied simultaneously in very large systems only if α < D/2.

FIG. 2: Upper string: a locally equidistant spectrum of levels En ≡ εn in the absence of the fluctuation. Lower
string: a spectrum in the presence of fluctuation with (a) L≪ Lc, (b) L≫ Lc.. The levels En within the localization
energy domain are shifted with respect to εn. In general, they contain both localized and delocalized components.

Quasi-localized states, that we have just introduced, exist due to the presence of strong local fluctuations which
correspond to the saddle-point solution. Since typical fluctuations are always present in real systems, one needs to
take them into account. Let us demonstrate for the most simple case D = 1 that the quasi-localized states are robust
to these fluctuations. As we will show later (see Section IX), the level spacing is not very sensitive to the presence of
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one potential fluctuation, hence, we can assume it to coincide with the one in clean system. Using that, we can easily
find energy that corresponds to the level spacing δD(E) which is of order of the characteristic scale of the matrix

element of the random potential
√
⟨V 2⟩ ∼WL−1/2:

E′
c ∼W− α

1−αL− α
2(1−α) . (64)

Therefore, states with energies E ≪ E′
c remain almost unperturbed owing to typical fluctuations. Some of them

extend over the whole system: the localization length lE ∼W−2E2− 2
α [25] for these energies is much larger than the

system size (we call such states “quasi-extended”); and some of them are quasi-localized in the sense described above,
since Ec ≪ E′

c, where

Ec ∼ L− α
D+1−2α . (65)

VII. NUMERICAL STUDY OF THE OPTIMAL FLUCTUATION

We perform a numerical study of the optimal fluctuation dropping contribution from the delocalized tails. Indeed,
because we know that any state with positive energy is either quasi-extended or quasi-localized, one cannot fine-tune
the energy to remove the oscillating non-decaying contribution.

FIG. 3: The dependence S(opt)(E0) for D = 1 obtained numerically. Solid line (red online) shows the result of FBA.

Our results support strongly localized character of the core of the optimal fluctuation. At small |j| the potential

V
(opt)
j rapidly decays with |j|. For example, in 1D-case, V

(opt)
±1 /V

(opt)
0 varies from 0.01 at α = 0.15 to 0.04 at α = 0.35

(see Fig. 4).

At the same time at |j| ≫ 1 the decay of V
(opt)
j becomes rather slow and is well described by a power law:

V (opt)
r ∝ |Ψ(opt)

r |2 ∝ |r|2α−2D (66)

which is perfectly consistent with the exact relations (48) and (24). Although the validity of the latter relation signals
about the validity of our numerics, it shold be admitted that for the vast majority of questions which we address in

this study, the tails of the potential V
(opt)
j are irrelevant.

To test the accuracy of the SSP we have found S
(P )
opt for series of truncated models where all V

(opt)
j were forcefully

set to be zeroes for |j| > P , while the remaining 2DP + 1 potentials were chosen to optimize S. Particularly, due to
(24) we set

V
(opt)
|j|≤P = λ|ψj|2, V

(opt)
|j|>P = 0. (67)
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FIG. 4: (a) The shape of optimal fluctuation in 1D. At first coordination sphere it drops already by two orders of
magnitude, while in the tail it decreases only slowly (see inset). (b) The relative accuracy

κ(P ) = [S(P ) − S(∞)]/S(∞) of truncated models with P shells of nonzero potentials.

FIG. 5: The dependence S(opt)(E0) for (a) D = 2, (b) D = 3. Solid line (red online) shows the result of FBA.

After that, we add normalization condition
∑

j |ψj |2 = 1 and solve the system of P +2 equations (instead of 2DP +1

since the localized state possesses discrete rotational symmetry). During the calculations, g
(loc)
E is used instead of gE

since we are interested in the localized solution. The results of exact optimization are illustrated in Fig. 3 and Fig. 5.

VIII. AWAY FROM E0: PARTLY LOCALIZED WAVE-FUNCTIONS

In Section VI we have found the condition for the state of energy E = Emid to be effectively localized and have
studied the properties of the quasi-localized wave functions in detail. Now we discuss the properties of the states with
energies Em ̸= E0. Slightly away from E0 we expect the ϵ ̸= 0 part to be small:

ψ
(m,del)
Em

(r) ∝ g
(ϵ̸=0)
Em

(r) ∝ [Em − Emid(Em)]. (68)

and, since E − Emid(Em) = 0 at Em = E0, at small Em − E0 we will have have E − Emid(Em) ∝ Em − E0.
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A. The delocalized part of the wave-function

Let us again introduce integer l, such that

n = nleft(Em) + l, εn = Emid(Em) + (l − 1/2)δ1, kn = K(Em)− π

L
[ϵ− (l − 1/2)], (69)

Em − εn = (Em − Emid(Em))− (l − 1/2)δ1, Emid(Em)− εn = −(l − 1/2)δ1, (70)

fn(r) ≈ x−(D−1)/2 cos(x+ φD), x ≡ (K(Em)r − (πr/L)[ϵ− (l − 1/2)]) ≫ 1, (71)

Then for the asymptotics of the ϵ ̸= 0 part of the Green function we can write

g
(ϵ ̸=0)
Em

(r) ≈
∞∑

l=−∞

ϕnleft(Em)+l(r)ϕ
∗
nleft(Em)+l(0)

{
1

[Em − Emid(Em)]− δ1(l − 1/2)
− 1

−δ1(l − 1/2)

}
≈

≈ 2KD−1

σDL
f(0)(Kr)−(D−1)/2

∞∑
l=−∞

{
1

[Em − Emid(Em)]− δ1(l − 1/2)
− 1

−δ1(l − 1/2)

}
×

× cos{(Kr − (πr/L)[ϵ− (l − 1/2)]) + φD} ≈

≈ 2KD−1

σDL
f(0)(Kr)−(D−1)/2 1

δ1
Re

{ ∞∑
l=−∞

ϵ exp{iKr − i(πr/L)[ϵ− (l − 1/2)] + iφD}
[ϵ− (l − 1/2)](l − 1/2)

}
=

=
2KD−1

σDL
f(0)(Kr)−(D−1)/2 1

δ1
Re

{
exp(iKr + iφD)

∞∑
l=−∞

ϵ exp{−i(πr/L)[ϵ− (l − 1/2)]}
[ϵ− (l − 1/2)](l − 1/2)

}
=

=
2f(0)

σD
KD−1ν1(E)(Kr)−(D−1)/2Re {exp(iKr + iφD)Φ(r/L, ϵ)} (72)

where

Φ(z, ϵ) =

∞∑
l=−∞

ϵe−iπz[ϵ−(l−1/2)]

(ϵ− (l − 1/2))(l − 1/2)
≈


−π tan(πϵ) for z ≪ 1, any ϵ,

−π2(1− |z|)ϵ for ϵ≪ 1, any z,

1/(ϵ∓ 1/2) for ϵ→ ±1/2, any z,

(73)

The corresponding contribution to the wave function ψdeloc(r) ∝ g(ϵ̸=0)(r) is delocalized. Having in mind that
the preexponential coefficient in (72) is L-independent, we conclude that the normalization integral Ndeloc =∫
|ψdeloc(r)|2rD−1dr ∝ L. Thus, in the case of general ϵ ∼ 1, when also Φ(z, ϵ) ∼ 1, the norm Ndeloc ∼ L

strongly dominates over the norm of the localized part Nloc ∼ 1.
Since we are interested in such wave functions, that are at least partly localized (i.e., Nloc ≳ Ndeloc), we have to

concentrate on the case ϵ ≪ 1, when Φ(z, ϵ) ≪ 1. Therefore we are allowed to use the corresponding asymptotics of
(73). As a result

g
(ϵ ̸=0)
E (r) ≈ −2π2f(0)

σD
KD−1ν1(E)(Kr)−(D−1)/2ϵ(1− r/L) cos(Kr + φD) = C

ϵ
√
KD+1L

E
ϕ̃deloc(r), (74)

C = −πf(0)
α

√
2

3σD
= − 2

2−D
2 π

αΓ(D/2)

√
π

2−D
2 Γ(D/2 + 1)

3D
(75)

where the normalized delocalized wave function ϕ̃deloc(r) has, for |ϵ| ≪ 1, the following asymptotics at Kr ≫ 1:

ϕ̃deloc(r) ≈

√
6KD−1

σDL
(Kr)−

D−1
2 (1− r/L) cos(Kr + φD), (76)

From (74) it is clear that the wave function becomes essentially delocalized already at

ϵ ≳
√
Lc(E)/L, where Lc(E) ∼ E2−2(D+1)/α ≫ 1. (77)

When ϵ further increases and, finally, reaches |ϵ| ∼ 1 the shape of the localized wave function starts to change and
gradually approaches the standard cosine form (see Fig. 6).

It is now necessary to find the proper expression of ϵ as a function of the energy E.
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FIG. 6: The evolution of spatial shape of the delocalized part of the wave function in D = 1 with the change of
parameter ϵ. (a): ϵ=0.49, (b): ϵ=0.25, (c): ϵ=0.1, (d): ϵ=0.01

IX. EIGENENERGIES

Until now we didn’t need the exact form of the optimal fluctuation and considered it to be short-range only. It
is impossible to find the spectrum in the presence of the optimal fluctuation given by the solution of the nonlinear
Shrödinger equation (27) analytically. Hence, it is now when we use SSA explicitly.

A. The Dyson equation and its general solution

The Dyson equation for the Green function GE(r, r
′) reads

GE(r, r
′) = gE(r, r

′) + V gE(r,0)GE(0, r
′) (78)

Then, for GE(r, r
′) we obtain

GE(r, r
′) = gE(r, r

′) +
V gE(r,0)gE(0, r

′)

1− gE(0,0)V
= gE(r− r′,0) +

V gE(r,0)gE(0, r
′)

1− gE(0,0)V
. (79)

The eigenenergies Em of the corresponding Schrödinger equation can be found as solutions of equations

g−1
E (0,0)− V = 0, (80)

with respect to E. As earlier, we split the Green function into two terms

gE(0) = g
(ϵ=0)
E (0) + g

(ϵ̸=0)
E (0), (81)

g
(ϵ=0)
E (0) = −

∫
BZ

dDk

(2π)D
1

E − ε(k)
. (82)

From the previous chapter, we know that when E = Emid discrete part of the Green function is zero: g
(deloc)
E (0) = 0.

Hence, we write

g
(ϵ=0)
E (0) = −

∫
BZ

dDk

(2π)D
1

E − ε(k)
≈
∑
n

|ψn(0)|2

Emid(E)− εn
. (83)
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In order to evaluate singular part, g
(ϵ ̸=0)
E (0), we, again, introduce integer l

n = nleft(E) + l, εn = Emid(E) + (l − 1/2)δ1 (84)

E − εn = (E − Emid(E))− (l − 1/2)δ1, Emid(E)− εn = −(l − 1/2)δ1, (85)

δ1 ≡ δ1(E). (86)

Therefore, we find

g
(ϵ ̸=0)
E (0) ≈ 2KD−1f(0)2

σDL

∞∑
l=−∞

{
1

[E − Emid(E)]− δ1(l − 1/2)
− 1

−δ1(l − 1/2)

}
=

= −2KD−1f(0)2

σDL

1

δ1(E)

∞∑
l=−∞

ϵ

[(1/2 + l)− ϵ][1/2 + l]
= −2KD−1f(0)2

σD
ν1(E)π tan (πϵ) = −πνD(E) tan (πϵ) (87)

Finally, we obtain

g
(deloc)
E (0) = −πνD(E) tan (πϵ), (88)

It is interesting that D-dimensional DOS νD(E) enters the final result.
Now, eigenenergies can be found from the following equation

1/V = F0(E)− πνD(E) tan(πϵ) (89)

or

ϵ =
1

π
arctan

(
F0(E)− 1/V

πνD(E)

)
, (90)

where F0(E) = g
(ϵ=0)
E (0). Let us denote solution of

F0(E)− 1/V = 0 (91)

as E = E0(V ). Hence, when energy E is very close E0: |E − E0(V )| ≪ 1 we find

ϵ =
1

π
arctan

(
E − E0(V )

πνD(E)

dF0

dE

∣∣∣∣
E=E0(V )

)
=

1

π
arctan

(
E − E0(V )

∆(E)

)
, (92)

where

∆(E0) =
πνD(E0)

b(E0)
∼ KD

E
≪ E, (since α < D/2), (93)

and

b(E0) =
dF0

dE

∣∣∣∣
E=E0(V )

∼ 1. (94)

When E0 ≪ 1 we get

b(E0) ≈ b(0) = −
∫ π

−π

dDk

(2π)D
1

ε(k)2
. (95)

This integral safely converges k → 0, since α < D/2, and b(E0) ∼ 1 (see App. A).
Finally, we are in position to provide explicit expression for the eigenenergies spectrum. Every interval (εn, εn+1)

contains only one energy level En
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En = Emid(En) + ϵδ1 = Emid(En) +
δ1(E0)

π
arctan

(
Emid(En)− E0

∆(E0)

)
≈

≈



εn +
δ1(E0)∆(E0)

π(E0 − Emid(En))
, Emid(En) < E0, |Emid(En)− E0| ≫ ∆(E0)

Emid(En) + δ1(E0)

(
Emid(En)− E0

π∆(E0)

)
, |Emid(En)− E0| ≪ ∆(E0),

εn+1 −
δ1(E0)∆(E0)

π(Emid(En)− E0)
, Emid(En) > E0, |Emid(En)− E0| ≫ ∆(E0)

(96)

When |En − E0| ≫ ∆(E0) energy level En almost coincides with εn or εn+1 and the corresponding wave function is
almost unperturbed quasi-extended wave. When |En−E0| ≪ ∆(E0) energy is very close to the middle of the interval
En ≈ Emid(En), which corresponds to the quasi-localized state.

B. Full expression for the wave function

Let us now get back to the wave function. Since we are interested in the quasi-localized states with energies close
to the Emid, we can expand relation (92) and plug it in the expression for the wave function. Hence, we obtain

ψE(r) =
[
1 + u21L+ u2L

]−1/2
(
Ψ̃E0

(r) + u1
√
Lψ⊥

n(E)(r) + u
√
Lϕ̃deloc(r)

)
, (97)

u1 =

√
σD
2Lc

, u = C ′E
1−D
2α (E − E0) (98)

C ′ = −
b(E0)2

D+2
2 Γ

3
2

(
D
2 + 1

)
3

1
2D

3
2π

D+2
2

(99)

where Ψ̃E0
(r) ∼ rα−D – localized part of the quasi-localized wave function and ψ⊥

n(E)(r) – its delocalized tail at r > r1
that exists even for E = E0:

ψ⊥
n(E)(r) = rα−D

1

√
2Lc

LσD

sin (Kr + φD)

(Kr)
D−1

2

. (100)

Each of the functions Ψ̃, ψ⊥, ϕ̃deloc are normalized to unity. We have also used the fact that three functions are
orthogonal to each other (the overlap tends to zero as 1/L).

The first two contributions to the overall normalization coefficient
[
1 + u21L+ u2L

]−1/2
come from the quasilocalized

part ΨE0(r), while the third contribution arises due to deviation E − E0.

Hence, when |u|
√
L ≪ 1 and L ≪ Lc(E) states (97) are effectively localized. There is at least one such state with

E = E0 and u = 0. How many more of them are there? Effectively localized states should satisfy the following
condition

|E − E0| ≪
E

D−1
2

√
L

≡ ∆̃(E). (101)

Therefore, there are Mloc more effectively localized states

Mloc ≡
∆̃(E)

δ1(E)
∼ E

D−1
2α LE

1
α

√
LE

=

√
L

Lc
≪ 1. (102)

Hence, there is only one effectively localized state in the vicinity of the optimal fluctuation.

X. INVERSE PARTICIPATION RATIO

In this Section we will separately examine cases L≪ Lc (63), and the opposite one L≫ Lc.
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A. IPR in the near tail: L ≪ Lc

In this case u1
√
L ≪ 1 and one can neglect the second term in (97). Then for arbitrary q and D IPR obtains the

following form

Pq =
∑
j

|ψE(j)|2q ≈ 1 + u2qLD(1−q)+q

(1 + u2L)q
. (103)

If one fixes q, one immediately finds critical dimension

Dcr =
q

q − 1
. (104)

If D < Dcr it is possible to introduce two distinct characteristic lengths

ξ1(E) ∼ u−2, ξ2(E, q,D) ∼ u−
2q

D(1−q)+q , (105)

1 ≪ ξ1(E) ≪ ξ2(E, q,D), (106)

Hence, IPR is given by the following relation

Pq(E,D) ≈ 1 + u2qLD(1−q)+q

(1 + u2L)q
∼


1, L≪ ξ1,(

ξ1
L

)q

, ξ1 ≪ L≪ ξ2,

L−D(q−1), ξ2 ≪ L≪ Lc.

(107)

Case D > Dcr is much more surprising. Here ξ2(E) does not exist, IPR (107) is as follows

Pq(E,D) ∼


1, L≪ ξ1,(

ξ1
L

)q

, ξ1 ≪ L≪ Lc.
(108)

For example, when D = 3 and q = 2 the IPR large-L behavior is P2 ∝ L−2 instead of the standard three-dimensional
law P2 ∝ L−3 even for energies far away from E0, i.e. ξ1 ≪ L.

If we define fractal dimension Dq according to

Pq ∼ L−Dq(q−1). (109)

then, in our case, we obtain

Dq =
q

q − 1
when q >

D

D − 1
(110)

When D > Dcr it is easy to see from (110) that the fractal dimension Dq < D.

B. IPR in the far tail: L ≫ Lc

Here u21L≫ 1 and, therefore

Pq ≈ 1 + u2q1 L
D(1−q)+q + u2qLD(1−q)+q

(u21L+ u2L)q
. (111)

In high dimensions, D > Dcr, IPR, again, is fractal with the same fractal dimension

Pq(E,D) ∼


(

1

u21L

)q

, |E − E0| ≪ E
D−α

α ,(
1

u2L

)q

, |E − E0| ≫ E
D−α

α .

(112)

Thus, we see that the localized part of the wave function can dominate IPR even when the state is not effectively
localized (the norm is dominated by the delocalized tail).
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FIG. 7: Three different energy regimes exist in 1D systems: the lowest energies allow quasi-localized states to exist.

XI. CONCLUSION

We have demonstrated that finite disordered systems with long range hopping indeed exhibit unusual properties.
In addition to conventional localized states with negative energies that contribute to Lifshitz tails, the fluctuations
of disorder in such systems support the existence of quasi-localized states with positive energies. The structure of
such states is as follows: there is a strong short-range core, localized in the vicinity of a strong local fluctuation of
disorder, and a weak oscillating tail that spans through the entire system. Under the condition (63) contribution from
the localized part of the wave function dominates the norm. However, as the systems size increases, the contribution
of the tail increases either and sooner or later it overcomes the contribution of the core. It happens because the long-
range tails, however weak, decay too slowly and cannot be normalized in an infinite system. Thus, the quasi-localized
states can only exist in finite systems.

Note that the quasi-localized states can be highly excited states: there can be a lot of quasi-extended states with
lower energies.

Moreover, even when condition (63) is not satisfied, and the norm of the wave function is dominated by the tail,
the behavior of the IPR Pq may still be determined by the localized core of the wave function. Then Pq exhibits
unusual behavior in a wide range of energies away from the energy of a quasi-localized state: for certain values of q
the character of Pq is “fractal”.
Found states are robust to typical fluctuations of the random potential. Keeping that in mind, in 1D, that is in the

simplest possible case, we can distinguish three different energy domains as follows:

• E ≪ Ec: here the quasi-localized states are formed on the continuum background of quasi-extended states.

• Ec ≪ E ≪ E′
c: here remnants of the quasi-localized states become quasi-extended but exhibit unusual “fractal”

properties.

• E ≫ E′
c: here all the states are weakly localized owing to typical fluctuations, i.e. lE ≪ L.

See Fig. 7.
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FIG. 8: Left panel: numerical b(D=1)(E ≪ 1) for α = 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4 using eq. (A2). Right panel: b(D)(0) for
D = 1, 2, 3; vertical dotted lines show critical values α = D/2.

Appendix A: Normalization function

Throughout this paper, we very often encounter function that is defined as follows

b(E) =
∂

∂E
−
∫
BZ

dDk

(2π)D
1

E − ε(k)
(A1)

For D = 1 it can be easily simplified

b(D=1)(E) = −
∫ 2α

0

ν0(E)− ν0(ε)

(E − ε)2
dε− ν0(E)

2α

E(2α − E)
∼ 1 (A2)

For small E it is possible to treat (A2) numerically. Plots of b(D=1)(E ≪ 1) for various α can be found in Fig. 8.
In higher dimensions, D > 1, it is impossible to obtain such a simple relation as we have for one dimensional case.

Since we are interested in the behavior of b(E) for very small energies we can can expand the denominator in small
|E| ≪ 1. Action of derivative leads to the following formula in the first non-zero order

b(E) ≈ b(0) = −
∫

dDk

(2π)D
ε−2(k). (A3)

b(E) as a function of α is plotted in Fig. 8.
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