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We investigate the probable extension-localization transition in open quantum systems with disor-
der. The disorder can induce localization in isolated quantum systems and it is generally recognized
that localization is fragile under the action of dissipations from the external environment due to its
interfering nature. Recent work [Y. Liu, et al, Phys. Rev. Lett. 132, 216301 (2024)] found that a
one-dimensional quasiperiodic system can be driven into the localization phase by a tailored local
dissipation where a dissipation-induced extended-localized transition is proposed. Based on this, we
consider a more realistic system and show that a dissipation-induced transition between extension
and localization appears in the three-dimensional (3D) Anderson model. By tuning local dissipative
operators acting on nearest neighboring sites, we find that the system can relax to localized states
dominated steady state instead of the choice of initial conditions and dissipation strengths. More-
over, we can also realize an extended states predominated steady state from a localized initial state
by using a kind of dissipation operators acting on next nearest neighboring sites. Our results enrich
the applicability of dissipation-induced localization and identify the transition between extended

and localized phases in 3D disordered systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Disorder plays a vital role and permeates almost all
fields in condensed matter physics. A significant physical
consequence caused by the disorder is the renowned An-
derson localization [1]. The 3D Anderson model provides
a paradigmatic example to display the Anderson transi-
tion that localization transition occurs in a lattice as long
as the degree of disorder strength is sufficiently large.
Near the transition point, mobility edges (MEs) emerge,
positioning the energy threshold separating localized and
extended states, which is one of the notable features of
the 3D Anderson model. The disorder and associated
ME can have a great impact on transport properties and
are useful for understanding the electronic conductivity
and heat conduction of the system. The existence of MEs
depends on the spatial dimension and the disorder type
[2, 3]. For example, MEs are absent in one- and two-
dimensional random disordered systems, where all wave
functions are localized with arbitrary disorder strength.
But MEs may occur in some one-dimensional (1D) sys-
tems with the quasiperiodic potential [4-15].

Realistically, a system always inevitably interacts with
external environments. The coupling between the system
and degrees of freedom of the environment leads to dissi-
pation, which makes the system relax to a specific steady
state. A quantum system with a coupled reservoir con-
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stitutes an open quantum system whose time-evolution is
determined by non-unitary dissipative dynamics instead
of the unitary dynamics of closed systems. The research
of open quantum systems has a long history of research
which aroused renewed interest and received fast-growing
attention in recent years, principally profits from rapid
experimental advances in accurately manipulating dissi-
pations and controlling parameters of the system [16-
27]. Related theoretical works about the issue of open
quantum systems have become increasingly integrated.
Researches in recent years show that the interplay be-
tween dissipations and inter-particle interactions can cre-
ate rich phenomena [28-53]. Moreover, open quantum
systems with disordered or quasiperiodic potential have
also attracted widespread attention [54-71]. Previous
studies on the interplay between dissipations and trans-
ports found that environment-induced dephasing can de-
stroy localization and assist transport [65-67].

Hence, it is generally believed that the Anderson lo-
calization is fragile in the presence of dissipations caused
by environments due to its coherence nature and the
stationary state driven by the dissipation presenting de-
localization. However, the above traditional conclusion
has been challenging. In the reference [72], Yusipov and
coauthors found that the Anderson localization can be re-
tained when the system relaxes to a steady state, preserv-
ing localized properties by appropriately choosing dissi-
pative operators. And lately, Y. Liu [73] et al. have
carried forward this theory on 1D quasiperiodic systems
with MEs. They found that particular dissipation has
the ability to drive the system into extended or localized
steady states, meaning the dissipation can give rise to
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extended-localized transition, not merely spoiling the lo-
calization. Therefore, it possesses very important value
in open quantum systems with disorder, both in theory
and practice.

This paper further promotes previous significant re-
sults by exploring a more realistic model, i.e., the 3D
Anderson model. The rest of this paper is organized as
follows. We begin with a brief synopsis of the localization
property of the 3D Anderson model in the Sec. II. Then,
we briefly introduce the dissipative 3D Anderson model
as an open system with selected dissipation operators in
Sec. III. In Sec. IV, we discuss the dissipation-induced
localization and then the dissipation-induced extension
in Sec. V. And finally, we summarize in Sec. VI.

II. 3D ANDERSON MODEL

We begin by introducing the 3D Anderson model and
required dissipation operators needed for this paper. The
Hamiltonian of the 3D Anderson model is written as

Hg = ZEjC;Cj +J Z (c;rcj + H.c.) , (1)

J (i,5)

where c;- and c; are the creation and annihilation op-
erators of a particle on the j-th site. The first term
is the on-site term with uncorrelated random energies
¢; which are chosen as a standard uniform distribution
€ € [—%, %} with the disorder strength W. The second
term is the hopping term with strength J where (i, j) rep-
resents nearest-neighbor sites. As the disorder strength
increases, the Anderson transition occurs at a critical
value W, = 16.5 [74, 75]. Beyond this critical value,
all wave functions become exponentially localized. Near,
but just below this critical value, there exist MEs where
wave functions close to the center of the energy spectrum
are spatially extended, while those at the edges of the
spectrum are spatially localized. To provide an under-
standing of the Anderson transition, we take advantage
of the inverse participation ratio (IPR) as a criterion to
distinguish between extended and localized states. The
IPR is defined as
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with the eigen-function (7). The inverse of IPR is a
measure of how many localized bases participate in the
eigenstate of the system. For extended states, the IPR is
the order of magnitude I ~ 1/Niot with a total number of
sites Niot meaning the IPR tends to zero in the thermo-
dynamics. In contrast, for localized states, the wavefunc-
tion occupies only a few sites and is independent of the
system size, resulting in I being a finite non-zero value
even as the size approaches infinity. To show the Ander-
son transition, in Fig.1(a), we plot the IPR of the 3D An-
derson model on a cubic lattice (with side length L) as a

function of disorder strength W and energy E with disor-
der average. One can see that for weak disorder regimes,
eigenstates in the whole energy spectrum are extended
with I ~ 1/L3. As we increase the disorder strength to
nearly the critical value W, the corresponding IPR be-
comes three orders of magnitude larger, which exhibits
the transition from metal to insulator phase. Moreover,
it also shows that localized states have already emerged
in both edges of the energy spectrum below the critical
value W < W,. The energy threshold E. that separates
extended and localized states for a fixed disorder strength
is referred to as the ME.

To further discuss properties of eigenstates, we then ex-
plore the phase difference between two lattice sites. For
any eigenstate [¢,) = > ¥,(r)cl|@), we compute the
phase difference AQS?J between two sites at » and r + [
along each direction as A¢y; = (AQS?,lz»AQS?,lyqubﬁ,Lm)
where Ay, = arg(Yn(r)) — arg(¥n(r + 1)) with A =
z,y,z. We refer to the phase difference A¢y, = 0
(A¢y,, = m) as in-phase (out-of-phase) and meanwhile
compute calculate the number of in-phase pairs NN, ; with
distance [. Then we obtain the proportion of in-phase
pairs Pii‘l = Ni:jl /N; where N; denotes the total num-

n
ber of pairing sites along three axes. Fig.1(b) plots T‘lnl
of eigenstates for [ = 1 which illustrates that the higher
(lower) energy has larger (smaller) P, for W < W..

III. DISSIPATIVE THREE DIMENSIONAL
ANDERSON MODEL

To investigate behaviors of the 3D Anderson model un-
der dissipation, we consider the system couples a reser-
voir whose total Hamiltonian Hp is given by

Hr =Hgs+ Hr+ Hgsgr (3)

where Hg, Hr are Hamiltonians respectively belonging
to the system and reservoir, and Hggr denotes the cou-
pling between them. After tracing the reservoir’s degrees
of freedom under the Born-Markov approximation, the
dynamical evolution of the system can be expressed by
the following Lindblad form [76, 77]

dp(t
W) _ 2lp(e) = ~ilHs. ) + Do) (@
where p(t) is the reduced density matrix and £ is referred
to as the Liouvillian superoperator. The first term in the
right hand side of Eq.(4) is the coherent evolution and
the second term represents dissipative evolution, which
is given by

M
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FIG. 1. (a) The Inverse Participation Ratio (IPR) of the 3D
Anderson model. The IPR is plotted as a function of en-
ergy eigenvalues and disorder strength, with the numerical
values of IPR represented by color distribution. The figure
depicts the transition between localized and extended states
as the disorder strength varies from 0 to 20. When the dis-
order strength is small, eigenstates of the system are pre-
dominantly composed of an extended state. As the disorder
strength increases, states with larger absolute energy eigenval-
ues correspond to localized states, while states with smaller
absolute energy eigenvalues correspond to extended states.
(b) The proportion of in-phase site pairs P,ifjl for each eigen-
state where the low-energy (high-energy) state has a larger
(smaller) value.

Here {, } denotes the anticommutator, and Ogm) is jump
operator. j is the lattice site index and M represents the
number of dissipation channels on the site with dissipa-
tion strength I‘;m)
Using the Choi-Jamiotkowski isomorphism [78, 79], the

on each channel.

Lindblad equation can be written as an equivalent form
41p) = Z|p) where |p) = Y, , pili) @ |j) is vectorized
density matrix with matrix element p; ;. In this way, the
Liouvillian superoperator would be expressed as

L=—i(HoI-I®H)
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As with the Hamiltonian determining dynamics of a
closed quantum system, for an open quantum system,
the dissipative dynamics is determined by the spectrum
of Liouvillian superoperator (6) and the formal solution
is [p(t)) = eZ|p(0)) An open quantum system reaches its
steady state |pss) = limy— oo |p(t)) being the eigenstate
with zero eigenvalue of .Z. The steady state is closely
related to the choice of jump operators in the Liouvillian
superoperator. Here we consider jump operators of the
following form

1 T —ix
O = (e +e el ) (5 — e ).
2 i —1
0 = (C; te ﬁc;uy) (i —e Pejp,),  (7)
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This type of operators first were introduced in Refs.[80,
81]. The physical implementation is based on a 1D Bose-
Hubbard chain [82], and another setup is proposed on
optical Raman lattices for 0 or m phases [73]. Physically,
above each jump operator acts on a pair of sites along
an axis and changes the relative phase between them.
In particular, these operator tends to synchronize two
sites from an in-phase (out-of-phase) mode to an out-
of-phase (in-phase) one for the dissipation phase «, 3, v
being set to m (0). Such property is crucial for under-
standing localization properties of the steady state and
dissipation-induced transition, as will discussed in the
following sections.

IV. DISSIPATION INDUCED TRANSITION
FROM EXTENSION TO LOCALIZATION

In this section, we will see that the dissipation opera-
tors introduced in Eq. (7) can induce a transition from
extension to localization where the steady state primar-
ily consists of localized states. To show this, we begin
by examining the dissipation operators in Eq. (7) for
l. =1, =1, =1 and first adjust relative phases as o =
B = =0. In this case, the dissipation operator in each

channel reduces to the form Oj(-m) = (c;+c;.+1)(cj —Cj+1),
which drives an anti-symmetric out-of-phase mode to a



symmetric in-phase mode. Then we compute the steady-
state distribution of density matrix in this kind of dis-
sipation by diagonalizing the corresponding Liouvillian
superoperator. The related results are shown in the
Fig.2. Fig.2(a) plots the density matrix’s steady state
distribution on eigenstates of the system Hamiltonian for
W < W,.. One can see that the steady state of the density
matrix is mainly located in the low-energy region, com-
posed of localized states. The localization property of the
steady state can be visualized by the density distribution
in real space as plotted in Fig.2(b). The density mainly
distributes on a few lattice sites, displaying the localiza-
tion nature of the steady state. To reveal why the steady
state predominantly concentrates on low-energy localized
eigenstates for « = 0,8 = 0,7 = 0, we investigate rela-
tive phases of neighboring lattice sites for eigenstates of
the system Hamiltonian. Fig.1(b) plots the proportion
of in-phase site pairs P,}L’}l which is monotone decreasing
as the energy growth from which we can see clearly that
the localized states in the low-energy side of the spectrum
have more in-phase site pairs. In contrast, the extended
states in the middle of the spectrum tend to obtain more
(less) out-of-phase (in-phase) site pairs. Since dissipation
operators tend to drive the system to symmetric in-phase
modes, the distribution P}" illustrates the physical ori-
gin of the steady state distribution favoring those eigen-
states with lower energies.

We then study the situation of relative phases as
a = f =~ = in dissipation operators [, =1, =1, =1
where the dissipation operator in each channel reduces to
the form O(m) (cJ - (‘;_H)(cj +¢j+1). In this case, the
dissipation drlves the system from an in-phase mode to
an out-of-phase mode. The corresponding steady-state
distribution of the density matrix on the eigenbasis of
the Hamiltonian is shown in Fig.3. From Fig.3(a), one
can see that the steady state of the density matrix is
mainly located in the high-energy region composed of
localized states. Similar to discussions about the case
of « = 0,8 = 0,7 = 0, the localization property can
be visualized in real space as plotted in Fig.3(b) where
the steady state mainly distributes on a few lattice sites.
To understand the mechanism of steady state dibtribu—
tion, we also employ the proportion of in-phase pairs P
for eigenstates as discussed above. As stated above, the
states in low-energy side of the spectrum tend to obtain
more in-phase site pairs. In contrast, those states on the
high-energy side of the spectrum tend to have more out-
of-phase site pairs. This is because the relative phase of
each eigenstate for any site pair is either 0 (in phase) or
7 (out of phase). Thus, the steady state predominantly
concentrates on high-energy regions consisting of local-
ized states for relative phases as a« = 8 =y = 7.

Therefore, if the initial state is prepared on an ex-
tended state, the system can be driven to a steady state
predominantly consisting of localized states, meaning
that a localization transition is implemented by using a
tailored dissipation a = =y =0ora=8=~v=n7
for I = 1. On the other hand, the Anderson localization
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FIG. 2. (a) Absolute values of the density matrix for steady
state with the dissipative phases a = 0,8 = 0,7 = 0 and
I = 1 in the eigenbasis of Hamiltonian and real space (b)
The probability densities of particles appearing on each lattice
point for steady state. Here the parameters are taken as L =
10, W =15 and I' = 0.1.

is maintained if we prepare a localized initial state un-
der the above dissipation. It is important to note that
the above consequence is highly non-trivial because the
Anderson localization is generally fragile under dissipa-
tion. For instance, if the system couples with reservoirs
via local density O; = n;, which describes pure dephas-
ing at lattice site j, the Anderson localization will be
destroyed and enhance transport. The fragility can also
be seen clearly if one simply chooses relative phases as
a=p=~=m/2in Eq. (7), and each dissipation opera-
tor is hermitian O(m) (c Jrzc;_H)(C] icjy1) = O](-"L)T.
Since all dissipation operators are hermitian, one can eas-
ily prove that the system will relax to the maximally
mixed state where the density matrix (as shown in Fig.4)
is proportional to identity as its steady state, leading to
the destruction of the Anderson localization.
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FIG. 3. (a) Absolute values of the density matrix for steady

state with the dissipative phases « = 7,8 = 7,7 = 7w and
I = 1 in the eigenbasis of Hamiltonian. (b) The probability
densities of particles appearing on each lattice site for steady
state. Here the parameters are taken as L = 10, W = 15 and
r=0.1.

V. DISSIPATION INDUCED TRANSITION
FROM LOCALIZATION TO EXTENSION

As described in the previous section, it has shown that
the dissipation for [ = 1 can drive the system into a
steady state mainly composed of localized states. It nat-
urally raises a question of how to make the system relax
to a steady state exhibiting extension instead of localiza-
tion property. In the previous work [73], a dissipation-
induced transition from extension to localization is re-
alized by setting | = 2 where the steady state primar-
ily concentrates on the middle of the spectrum with ex-
tended eigenstates. Inspired by the work, we further ex-
plore the effect of dissipation operators in Eq.(7) with
Il = 2. To determine the relative phases in the dissi-
pation operators, we first investigate the proportion of

in

in-phase lattice site pairs, i.e., P}5. From the Fig.5 (left
panel), we can see that Pi%, exhibits a shallow U-shaped
pattern where the localized states on both sides of the
spectrum exhibit more in-phase pairs, while the extended
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FIG. 4. Absolute values of the density matrix for steady state
with the dissipative phases a = 7/2,8 = 7/2,v = 7/2 and
I = 1 in the eigenbasis of Hamiltonian. The parameters are
taken as L =10, W =15 and I' = 0.1.

states in the middle of spectrum have more (less) out-of-
phase (in-phase) site pairs which obviously differ from
P, in the case of | = 2 (see Fig.1(b)). This conse-
quence prompts us to investigate and select the dissipa-
tive phases as @ = § = v = 7 and survey the steady-
state distribution of the density matrix. As shown in
Fig. 5 (middle panel), the system is anticipated to reach
a steady state predominantly composed of those states
associated with out-of-phase site pairs, thereby primarily
favoring the dominance of extended eigenstates in middle
energy regions.

Since the steady state here is predominately com-
posed of extended eigenstates, it should be anticipated
to exhibit extension property. To show this, we visual-
ize the density distribution of the steady state in real
space as plotted in Fig. 5 (right panel), where the
distribution spread over the whole lattice instead of a
few sites. Therefore, by choosing the dissipation phase
o = =y = m and the distance [ = 2, we can realize the
transition from localization to extension.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have investigated the impact of dissipation on the
3D Anderson model, which possesses mobility edges sep-
arating extended and localized states. By calculating
distributions of the density matrix for steady-states, we
revealed that dissipation can make the system occupy
specific states mainly composed of localized or extended
states, regardless of the choice of initial states. The prop-
erties of specific steady states are linked to dissipative
phases in dissipation operators. Specifically, for dissipa-
tion operators coupling nearest neighbor site pair (I = 1)
with phases « = 8 =7 =0 or a = f =y = 7 causes the
system to be in specific localized state, while other dis-
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FIG. 5. Left panel: The proportion of in-phase site pairs Pﬁfz for each eigenstate with 100 disorder average. Middle panel:
Absolute values of the density matrix for steady state with the dissipative phases a = m,8 = 7,y = 7 in the eigenbasis of
Hamiltonian. The inset plots diagonal elements of the density matrix for a steady state. Right panel: The probability densities
of particles appearing on each lattice point for the steady state. Here we take [ =2, L =10, W =10 and I" = 0.1.

sipation operators with next nearest neighbor site pairs
(I = 2) with phases @ = 8 = v = 7 will drive the system
to extended states. That is to say, by properly tuning the
parameters, dissipation can drive the system into a local-
ized phase or extended phase. Therefore, dissipation can
be utilized to generate transitions between localized and
extended states and manipulate transport properties.
The present study has confirmed that dissipation can
drive the 3D disorder system into a special steady state
predominantly characterized by extended or localized
states instead of simply spoiling them. The findings re-
ported here shed new light on manipulating quantum
systems via dissipation. Inspired by the microscopic con-
trol over dissipation in quantum systems, including con-
densed matter and cold atom experiments, our findings
have potential applications in quantum technology and
simulation. In addition to single-particle disordered sys-
tems, those many-body systems exhibiting non-thermal
properties are also worth studying. Our results also pro-
vide possible avenues to manipulate the transition be-

tween thermalized states and many-body localized states
or other non-thermal states violating the eigenstate ther-
malization hypothesis (ETH). Further, the dissipation
operators in the present work utilize the phase distri-
bution, which provides a new perspective to explore
other experimentally feasible dissipations to realize spe-
cific quantum states.
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