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We design and explore patterned aperiodic lattices consisting of coupled isospectral cells that vary
across the lattice. Each resulting band consists of three distinct energy domains with two mobility
edges marking the transition from localized to delocalized states and vice versa. The characteristic
localization length emerges due to a competition of the involved phase gradient and the coupling
between the cells which allows us to understand the localization mechanism and its evolution. The
fraction of localized versus delocalized eigenstates can be tuned by changing the gradient between
the cells of the lattice. We outline the perspectives of investigation of this novel class of isospectrally
patterned aperiodic lattices.

Introduction - Symmetries are ubiquituous in our de-
scription of quantum matter and represent a powerful
means to analyze and classify its properties [1]. They
define a unique starting-point for a subsequent deduc-
tive analytical or numerical study, a famous example
being the theory of band structure which is based on
Bloch’s theorem due to crystalline translation invariance
[2, 3]. The latter implies completely delocalized Bloch
states. The absence of any symmetries in the case of
disorder leads in one and two spatial dimensions to a
spectrum of localized states [4, 5]. Quasicrystals with
their aperiodic long-range order fall into the substan-
tial gap between these two limiting cases [6–15]. They
show fractal energy spectra, critical localization of eigen-
states, and arrange in so-called quasibands [16–20]. The
coexistence of localized and delocalized eigenstates in
aperiodic systems can involve a so-called mobility edge
which marks the transition energy separating the differ-
ent classes of states [21] or can become manifest in an
intermediate phase of interdispersed localized and de-
localized states without mobility edge. The paradigm
for exploring mixed localization-delocalization behaviour
in one spatial dimension is the Aubry-André quasiperi-
odic model [22], whose modifications and generalizations
have been extensively explored [23–39] in particular in re-
cent years. They are crucial for our understanding of the
occurence of mobility edges and transport in quasiperi-
odic settings. Experimental platforms that lately discov-
ered the localization-delocalization interplay and mobil-
ity edges inspired by the generalized Aubry-André se-
tups include ultracold atoms [40–42] and cavity polari-
tons [43]. Also, mobility edges have been predicted [44]
and experimentally observed [45] in microwave transition
spectra in waveguides for one-dimensional random poten-
tials in the presence of specific long-range correlations.

Quasicrystals do not possess global symmetries but a
plethora of local symmetries [15, 46]. The impact of the
presence of local symmetries in general settings, i.e. be-

yond the paradigm of quasicrystals, has been explored re-
cently for both continuous and discrete one-dimensional
systems [47–52]. Local symmetries allow to classify res-
onances in wave scattering [48, 49] and enhance the
transfer efficiency in lattices [53]. Signatures of local
symmetries have been observed experimentally in both
lossy acoustic waveguides [54] and coupled photonic wave
guide lattices [55]. A typical spectral feature in the pres-
ence of local symmetries is the localization of eigenstates
on the corresponding local symmetry specific domains
of a given lattice (see in particular [46]). The under-
lying mechanism of this steered localization behaviour
has been identified [56] as the isospectrality of the iso-
lated symmetry-related subdomains i.e. applying a re-
flection or translation operation does not alter the eigen-
values. As a consequence we obtain pairwise degenerate
eigenvalues that split linearly with an increasing coupling
strength of these symmetry-related subdomains. This
is the key ingredient to the present work: we elevate
these properties to a working principle that generates a
new class of aperiodic lattices being composed of cou-
pled isospectral cells, beyond the notion of local symme-
tries. At hand of a specific case, we demonstrate that
these isospectrally patterned aperiodic lattices possess
several mobility edges dividing each of the energy bands
into three distinct branches. The branches of localized
states are based on a characteristic localization length
which results from the competition of the coupling and
the (discrete) phase gradient relating different isospec-
tral cells. We determine the behaviour of the fraction
of (de-)localized states with varying phase gradient and
coupling strength as well as system size.
Setup and Hamiltonian - According to [56] it is the
isospectrality of symmetry-related (isolated) subdomains
and the resulting pairwise degeneracy of eigenvalues
which underlie the observed localization of eigenstates on
locally symmetric domains. We therefore consider lat-
tices that consist of isospectral cells Am,m = 1, ..., N
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coupled via off-diagonal blocks Cm, which leads to the
following Hamiltonian

H =

N∑
m=1

(|m⟩ ⟨m| ⊗Am) (1)

+

N−1∑
m=1

(|m+ 1⟩ ⟨m| ⊗Cm + h.c.)

reminescent of the dividing of the state space into in-
ternal and external degrees of freedom. An immedi-
ate way of ensuring that the cells Am are isospectral
is to choose them as orthogonal (or in general unitary)
transformations of a diagonal matrix D, i.e. we have
Am = Oϕm

DO−1
ϕm

, where ϕm indicates the (set of) an-
gles specifying the transformation. In general Am,Cm

are K×K finite sublattices residing on the diagonal and
off-diagonal of the lattice. For the purpose of providing
evidence of the richness of the spectral properties of H,
we specialize to the caseK = 2, resulting in a single angle
ϕ, and to C = Cm = ϵ

2 (σx + iσy) using open boundary
conditions for our aperiodic setup. The aperiodicity is
implemented by our choice of the values ϕm: we choose
an equidistant grid of angles centered around the value π

4 .
This choice is motivated by the fact that the eigenvectors
of Aπ

4
are, independent of D, maximally delocalized in

the m−th cell, providing a distinct starting-point for the
control of localization versus delocalization on the lattice
consisting of many coupled cells. The complete angu-
lar (or phase) range covered by the lattice reads then
[π4 − L

2 ,
π
4 + L

2 ] with L = π
4 · 1

Lf
where Lf is a scal-

ing factor of the phase range of the lattice, and we have
ϕm = π

4 −
L
2 + m−1

N−1L. Our lattice possesses, by construc-
tion, an inversion symmetry around its center ϕ = π

4 .
We note, that for the limiting case Lf → ∞ we obtain
a periodic lattice with the unit-cell being Aπ

4
whereas

for Lf = 1.0 the lattice covers the angular range [π8 ,
3π
8 ].

While we principally address the case of finite lattices in
this work they can be arbitrarily large (see below). Our
main focus will be on the weak to intermediate coupling
regime 0 < ϵ < 1.
Phenomenology of the eigenvalue spectrum - We first
analyze the eigenvalue spectrum belonging to the Hamil-
tonian H in eq.(1) for an aperiodic lattice with several
thousand sites and Lf = 1.0 for a coupling strength
ϵ = 0.3 and diagonal values d1 = 1, d2 = 2 of D, as shown
in Fig.1. We observe two bands separated by a band gap
[57], our subsequent statements holding essentially for
both bands. Each band can be divided into three distinct
energy domains marked as A, B, C in Fig.1, which corre-
spond to the lower, middle and upper energy domain of
the lower band. Obviously, the energy eigenvalues with
increasing degree of excitation show a prominent differ-
ence from the cosine-dispersion relation of the (monomer)
periodic tight-binding case. In particular we witness close
to the edges of the bands an approximately linear be-
haviour of the energies. To work this out in more detail,

the upper left inset in Fig.1 shows the spectrum of the
eigenvalue spacing clearly exposing three domains with
qualitatively different behaviour for each band. While
the region A shows a linearly decreasing spacing, region
B exhibits a highly nonlinear and nonmonotonic depen-
dence, whereas region C displays a very peaked close to
linear behaviour. The three domains can also be identi-
fied in the density of states shown as the lower right inset
in Fig. 1. In region A we observe a high density of states
which is even increasing within this domain and followed
by a steep decline of the density of states in region B
with partial recovery for higher energies, and finally, in
region C, we observe an approximately linear decrease.
This behaviour persists qualitatively with varying cou-
pling strength, noting that the energy gap between the
two bands closes for ϵ = 0.5. With increasing value of Lf

the covered phase interval shrinks and consequently the
sizes of the domains A and B also shrink.

Figure 1. Main figure: energy eigenvalue spectrum of the
equidistant ϕ lattice for d1 = 1, d2 = 2, Lf = 1.0, ϵ =
0.3, Ns = 4002, where d1, d2 are the diagonal values of D. Up-
per left inset: the corresponding energy level spacing. Lower
right inset: the density of states for Ns = 16002. The la-
bels A,B,C mark the three distinct energetical regimes of the
band which reflect itself correspondingly in the level spacing
and the density of states.

Eigenstate analysis: localization versus delocalization -
We have identified above three distinct domains within
each energy band which we analyze now in terms of the
behaviour of their eigenstates. Fig.2 shows a greyscale
eigenstate map, i.e. the magnitude of the eigenstate com-
ponents, for the complete first band. The subfigures 2
(a,b,c) correspond to the domains A,B,C in the first en-
ergy band in Fig.1, respectively. We observe that in the
domain A (Fig.2(a)) all eigenstates are localized and in-
creasingly spread with increasing degree of excitation. In
domain B the eigenstates are delocalized over the com-
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plete lattice, and, finally, in domain C localization takes
over again and the eigenstates become increasingly local-
ized with increasing degree of excitation. This behaviour
persist for varying coupling strength, in particular also
for weak couplings, and for varying angular interval L
(see below for quantitative statements) and is therefore
of generic character. It repeats in the second upper band.
We therefore encounter within each band two mobility
edges marking the transition from localized to delocal-
ized eigenstates.

Figure 2. Grey scale eigenstate map showing the absolute
values of all eigenstate components for the lower band of the
spectrum of the lattice with d1 = 1, d2 = 2, Lf = 1.0, ϵ =
0.3, Ns = 302. Note that the grey scale has been renormalized
for each eigenstate row. The sequence of eigenstates is divided
into three domains (a,b,c) according to the energy domains
A,B,C of the lower band in Fig.1. Note that the counting
of the eigenstate labels is reset to zero within each domain
providing a total of 151 eigenstate profiles.

Let us inspect the eigenstate profiles in some more detail
with the aim to understand the origin of our observed
localization. Fig. 3 shows, for the same parameter values
as in Fig. 2, the ground state as well as the first and tenth
excited states in the first band, thereby observing the
increasing spreading of the eigenstates. While our lattice
consists of Ns = 302 sites, the ground state shows a
localization length of the order of a 50 sites, whose origin
and mechanism we shall analyze in the following. A closer
inspection reveals that the envelope of the ground state
is very well described by a Gaussian wave function. The
fast oscillations from site to site can be attributed to
the fact that Aπ

4
possesses (like all Am) the eigenvectors

(1,−1), (1, 1). Resultingly, a variational ansatz for the
ground state wave function reads as follows

|Ψ⟩ = N
∑
n

exp
(
−α (n− n0)

2
)
|n⟩ ⊗ (1,−1) (2)

where N = 1√
2

(∑
n exp

(
−2α (n− n0)

2
))− 1

2

is the nor-

malization constant and α is a variational parameter to
be determined by minimizing the corresponding energy
E = ⟨Ψ|H |Ψ⟩. Evaluating this expectation value in-
volves approximating the summations by continuous in-
tegrals and leads to the final result

E =
1

2
(d1 + d2) +

1

2
(d1 − d2) exp

(
− 1

4β

)
(3)

− ϵ exp
(
−α
2

)
where β = 8αN2

π2 . Note that π
4NLf

is the phase gradi-

ent across our lattice with Lf = 1.0 in the present case.
The two competing second and third terms in the energy
eq.(3) are due to the phase change across the cells on
the diagonal and the off-diagonal coupling terms, respec-
tively.
Varying α there exists a single minimum which amounts,
for our specific case, to α0 ≈ 3.4 · 10−3. The result-
ing energy agrees with the corresponding numerical value
within one per mill. The full width half maximum for
these analytical considerations is 29 sites as compared
to the numerical value of approximately 43 sites. The
observed localization behaviour therefore emerges in our
aperiodic setup due to the competition in energy between
the phase gradient among the isospectral cells and the
coupling between the cells.

Figure 3. The localized ground (main figure) and first (top
left inset) as well as tenth (bottom right inset) excited states
of the first band in the domain A (see Figs.1,2).

The eigenstates at the upper band edge can be obtained
in a similar manner. From the above analysis, the posi-

tion of the mobility edge occurs at nmob ≈ C · N2

σ2 where
σ2 is the variance of the Gaussian ground state and C
being a constant of order one.
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Figure 4. Main figure: The inverse participation ratio for
all eigenstates across both bands. Parameters are the same
as in Fig.2. Inset: The fraction of delocalized states with
varying phase gradient for a fixed lattice size. Labels A,B,C
correspond to the different energy domains (see Fig. 1).

To quantify our (de-)localization transition we deter-
mine the inverse participation ratio (IPR) for the com-
plete spectrum of eigenstates, which is defined as r =∑N

i=1 |ψi|4 ∈ [N−1, 1]. The maximal value for the IPR
is one for an eigenvector localized on a single site of
the chain and the minimal value 1

N is encountered for
a state which is uniformly extended over the chain. As
expected, the IPR is large in the domains A and C of
localized states whereas it is smallest in the regime B of
delocalized states where a plateau of low values is en-
countered. According to the increasing delocalization in
regime A with increasing degree of excitation the IPR
peaks strongly for the ground state and low excitations
but then rapidly decays when approaching the regime B.
The reverse happens at the upper edge of the first band.
A central moment analysis allows equally to distinguish
between the different domains A,B and C with all odd
moments being zero.

Some discussion concerning the fraction of localized vs.
delocalized states is in order. For a sufficiently large value
of Lf practically all eigenstates are delocalized. With a
decreasing value of Lf , i.e. an increasing phase gradient,
we observe an approximately linear decrease of the frac-
tion of delocalized states, see the inset of Fig.4. For e.g.
Lf = 1.0 corresponding to a phase gradient of 1.2 · 10−3

(for the above other parameter values) 40 % of the eigen-
states become localized. The fraction of (de-)localized
states is independent of the coupling strength ϵ. It is
also independent of the lattice size which we have verified
by varying it over three orders of magnitude in case we
keep the total angular interval constant. Our observed lo-
calization delocalization transition is robust against dis-
order, both for the coupling and for the eigenvalues in
the isospectral cells, up to the several percent level, from
which on localized structural changes in the eigenstates

are manifest.

Isospectrally patterned lattices open a new pathway of
systematically exploring and controlling the localization
delocalization transition and designing mobility edges
in aperiodic setups even without quasiperiodicity being
present. Indeed, there is several ways of generalizing the
here studied specific case: one can replace the constant
phase gradient by a spatially varying one or an even non-
monotonic phase gradient behaviour. Going beyond ro-
tations in two dimensions i.e. shaping the isospectral
cells via a ’dynamics’ in the higher dimensional angular
space represents an interesting and promising avenue to
be pursued.

Experimental platforms that might be suited to realize
the isospectrally patterned aperiodic lattices could be in-
tegrated photonic waveguide lattices [58, 59] or optical
lattice/tweezer-based ultracold atomic systems which of-
fer an astounding control of both external as well internal
atomic degrees of freedom [60, 61].
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P.S. thanks M. Röntgen for helpful discussions and Th.
Posske for a careful reading of the manuscript as well as
fruitful interactions.

∗ Peter.Schmelcher@physnet.uni-hamburg.de
[1] M. Hamermesh, Group Theory and Its Applications to

Physical Problems, Dover Books on Physics and Chem-
istry, 1989.

[2] N.W. Ashcroft and N.D. Mermin, Solid State Physics,
Holt-Saunders, 1976.

[3] J. Singleton, Band Theory and Electronic Properties
of Solids, Oxford Master Series in Condensed Matter
Physics, Oxford University Press 2001.

[4] P.A. Lee and T. V. Ramakrishnan, Disordered elctronic
systems, Rev.Mod.Phys. 57, 287 (1985).

[5] T. Brandes, and S. Kettemann, The Anderson Transi-
tion and its Ramifications - Localisation, Quantum In-
terference, and Interactions, Lect.Not.Phys. 630, Berlin:
Springer Verlag (2003).
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