
Emergence of single-particle mobility edge (SPME) in a ladder network under a
modified Aubrey-Andre-Harper (AAH) kind distortion

Arpita Goswami∗

Indian Institute of Technology Tirupati, India, 517619

This research examines the localization and delocalization phenomena in a two-strand ladder
network incorporating a generalized Aubrey-Andre-Harper (AAH) model in different parametric
regions. In our model, we have introduced a distortion that is neither periodic (Bloch-type) nor
random (Anderson-type) but instead has a slowly varying pseudorandom pattern described by Γn =
λcos(2πQnν), where 0 < ν < 1. We have demonstrated that in the generalized ladder network in
the 0 < ν < 1 limit, it is not possible to see a pure metal-insulator transition due to the presence
of a single particle mobility edge (SPME) state. We have shown that at ν = 0.908 (and in its
immediate neighborhood), the energy states maintain delocalization up to a considerable distortion
strength and that a pure metal-to-insulator transition occurs at ν = 1 as λ increases. We have
also demonstrated the phase diagram for the ladder network in the parametric region ν-λ. We
extensively studied wave packet dynamics by examining different quantities to establish the claim
satisfactorily. We also have studied the multifractality of the quantum network. These findings
suggest that this ladder network could serve as a valuable platform for investigating the interplay
between localized and extended states.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Aubry-Andre model [1] is renowned for its simplic-
ity and rich electronic and topological transport prop-
erties, which constitute a central area of interest in
condensed matter physics. The periodic incommensu-
rate [2–7] diagonal term renders it a significant subject
for researchers investigating quantum phase transitions
(QPT). This non-interacting nearest-neighbor hopping
model exhibits a symmetric spectrum about zero energy
and demonstrates self-duality, extending to the local-
ization transition at a critical point [8]. The symmet-
ric property of the spectra is eliminated in the presence
of non-hermiticity [9–11], next-nearest neighbor hopping
[12], and quasiperiodic site energies [13, 14]. In addi-
tion to theoretical studies, numerous experiments have
been conducted to realize this model. It has been im-
plemented in ultracold atoms [15, 16], photonic crystals
[17], and polariton condensates [18]. The experimen-
tal realization of the quantum critical phase transition
has recently been reported in a generalized Aubry-Andre
model with superconducting circuits [19]. The mobility
edges [4, 5, 20–22] can be characterized as the coexis-
tent state of delocalized and localized phases, facilitat-
ing understanding of electronic properties in disordered
systems. The self-duality of the one-dimensional (1D)
Aubry-Andre model [1, 23] under the Fourier transforma-
tion at the critical quasiperiodic potential [24], which in-
duces the quantum phase transition, is a well-established
phenomenon. In the Aubry-Andre model, the transition
occurs without mobility edges. However, the general-
ized [5, 21] Aubry-Andre (or SSH) model exhibits a self-
duality relation with mobility edges for a fixed incom-
mensurate potential strength. Recently, a self-duality
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with exact mobility edges has been reported in a two-
dimensional non-Hermitian [9, 10] quasicrystal model
with parity-time symmetry. The mobility edge system
demonstrates a notably high thermoelectric effect, which
has potential applications in thermoelectric devices. In a
non-equilibrium setting, quantum phase transitions can
be observed under the effect of a quench. The study of
quantum quench involves the abrupt change in system
parameters. If this abrupt change governs time evolu-
tion, it leads to dynamical quantum phase transitions
(DQPTs), which the non-analyticity of the Loschmidt
echo can probe. A Loschmidt echo represents the ground
state’s survival probability during the initial state’s time
evolution. This measure is particularly significant for
defining non-equilibrium phase transitions. This quench-
ing occurs in atomic Mott insulators, Aubry-Andre mod-
els, the Lipkin-Meshkov-Glick model, standard Anderson
models, and other systems. DQPTs were achieved under
the quench dynamics of out-of-time-ordered correlators
in a recent experimental configuration of a nuclear mag-
netic resonance simulator.

The one-dimensional Anderson model does not have
the metal-to-disorder transition because all single-
particle states can be localized with minimal potential.
However, the aforementioned transition can be observed
in the parameter space’s 1D Aubry-Andre-Harper (AAH)
model. This transition can be observed for specific cri-
teria (h = 2t) between the values of hopping strength
(t) and the onsite potential’s strength (h). However, the
eigenstates at the transition points can be characterized
neither as extended nor localized states. Consequently,
states at that point can be termed critical. The system is
expected to exhibit a broad range of different exponents
at this point. This property of the system that demon-
strates the aforementioned behavior is also known as mul-
tifractality. In recent years, AAH modulation studies
have received considerable scholarly attention. Most of
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FIG. 1: Schematic diagram for a two-strand ladder
network with random modulation

these studies are confined to purely one-dimensional sys-
tems with no width. A recent study used minimal

AnAn−1 An+1

BnBn−1 Bn+1

AnAn−1 An+1

BnBn−1 Bn+1

AnAn−1 An+1

BnBn−1 Bn+1

AnAn−1 An+1

BnBn−1 Bn+1

AnAn−1 An+1

BnBn−1 Bn+1

Γn

Γn−1 Γn+1

Γn

Γn−1 Γn+1

Γn

Γn−1 Γn+1

Γn

Γn−1 Γn+1

FIG. 2: Schematic diagram for a two-strand ladder
network

width using a geometrically distorted ladder (GDL) [25].
The geometrically distorted ladder (GDL) with deter-
ministic distortion was achieved by assigning different
hopping parameters along the ladder’s rungs. We ex-
tended this work by introducing a general GDL along
the rungs. The additional motivation for selecting this
topic for investigation is understanding the dynamics of
an isolated quantum system. A primary question that
has been extensively studied for decades is whether a
generic isolated quantum many-body system can achieve
thermalization under its own dynamics. It is generally
posited that an interacting many-body system may fail
to thermalize through its own dynamics if it is not cou-
pled to any external bath (closed system) in the presence
of strong disorder [26–28]. The failure of thermalization
results in a nonthermal phase, also known as stable dy-
namical non-ergodicity at a finite energy density (non-
zero temperature). This phenomenon is referred to as
many-body-localization (MBL) [29–31]. One character-
istic of the MBL phase is that it significantly violates
the eigenstate thermalization hypothesis (ETH) [32, 33].
From an experimental perspective, some quantum many-
body systems exhibit strong isolation from the environ-
ment, such as ultra-cold atoms [34] and trapped ions [35].
An important inquiry is what occurs in a system when
coupling is introduced between localized and extended
degrees of freedom in a many-body system. Moreover, if
the bath is small compared to the system size, whether
the system will thermalize becomes a non-trivial ques-
tion. This question can be reformulated as follows: Does
an MBL system thermalize if coupled with one possessing
completely ergodic states and a comparatively smaller
system size? The key question is whether the MBL sys-

tem will localize the bath or if the bath will thermal-
ize the MBL states. Despite extensive theoretical [26–
31, 36] and experimental studies [37–39], the question
remains unresolved. The possibility of achieving a sys-
tem that coexists with MBL and ETH states remains
controversial. This coexistence can potentially lead to a
state known as the nonergodic metallic phase [40, 41],
which exhibits properties of both MBL and ETH. Some
numerical results indicate that the aforementioned phase
can be observed under certain conditions, while others
suggest the existence of a many-body mobility edge (im-
plying that the system contains MBL states up to a cer-
tain energy level, beyond which it contains ETH states).
Recent work has argued that obtaining a many-body mo-
bility edge in a truly random disorder system within the
thermodynamic limit is impossible due to rare-region ef-
fects [42, 43]. It is noteworthy that the mobility edge
allows the system to function as its own bath at finite
temperature; the extended states exchange energy with
the MBL states and ultimately act as a bath for those
MBL states.

Our model can be considered two tight-binding mod-
els coupled via an aperiodic and deterministic modula-
tion. So it is interesting to see whether the presence of
this kind of distortion fully localizes the states or the ex-
tended states of a tight-binding type system will be able
to act like a bath for the system and help the system
to thermalize (keep the states extended in single-particle
limit), or the system gives rise to SPME. So, our model
can be considered one of the potential testing grounds
for studying the emergence of nonergodic intermediate
phases in a 2D model.

The main focus of our study is to motivate the experi-
mental studies to establish the stability of SPME in this
system. Eventually, it can be particularly useful in future
investigations of non-ergodic metallic phases. In this pa-
per, we discuss one modified version of the geometrically
distorted ladder. Here, we have introduced generalized
deterministic distortion, which depends on the site index.
Moreover, the distortion is generalized with the help of
one parameter; we studied the limiting case behaviors.
In this paper, we will see how the introduction of uneven
hopping and generalization of distortion changes the sys-
tem’s wave function dynamics.

The paper is presented as follows. In section (II), we
define the system and its corresponding Hamiltonian. In
sections (III, III B,), we discuss localization and delocal-
ization of the model using the inverse participation ratio
(IPR) and discuss the multifractal nature of the transi-
tion point (or critical point). In section (IV), we will dis-
cuss the dynamical properties of the wavepacket by cal-
culating the spread of the wavepacket using mean square
displacement (MSD), time-dependent IPR, return prob-
ability (RP), and information entropy (IE). To check the
robustness of the presence of SPME, we studied the vari-
ation of MSD and IE in a sufficiently large time limit. In
section (V), we conclude our discussion.
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(a) (b)

FIG. 3: (a) Energy as a function of Q, (b) Energy as a function of Q for ν = 0.908 and ν = 1 respectively

(a) (b)

FIG. 4: (a) Phase diagram of the model in fig 1, (b) IPR vs. ν at λ = 4

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 5: (a), (b), and (c) are the plots of the variation of potential cos(2πQnν) over sites for ν =0.6, 0.908, and 1,
respectively

(a) (c) (e)

(b) (d) (f)

FIG. 6: (a)-(b), (c)-(d), and (e)-(f), are the plots of IPR density with E and λ and the IPR density plot with respect
to energy level index k

L , and λ respectively, for ν =0.6, 0.908, and 1
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(a) (b)

FIG. 7: |ψ| of ground state wave function vs. site index for (a) ν = 0.908 and (b), ν = 1 respectively

II. MODEL AND HAMILTONIAN

A ladder with a completely random geometrical disor-
der can be visualized as Fig. (1). For simplicity, we have
drawn the system schematically in the following Fig. (2),
which we will study in detail in the following sections. In
this model, we have two types of hopping. One is nearest-
neighbor hopping (horizontal) with strength ’t’ between
nth and (n + 1)th sites of every arm (A and B) of the
ladder. Another is vertical hopping, which takes place
between the nth sites of two arms (A to B), modulated
by Γn = λcos(2πQnν) the hopping between the nth sites.
The Hamiltonian can be written as

H = t
∑
n

(A†
n+1An+B

†
n+1Bn)+ϵ

∑
n

(A†
nAn+B

†
nBn)+∆1

(1)
where ∆1 =

∑
n Γn(A

†
nBn + B†

nAn) and Γn =
λcos(2πQnν).

So, as we can see, the vertical modulation is neither
random nor periodic but is a quasiperiodic type but does
not belong to the simple incommensurate class. The
modulation is aperiodic and deterministic and slowly
varying, which is expressed as

Γn = λcos(2πQnν)

where Q is a real number (which can be rational and

irrational), but in our work we have taken Q =
√
5−1
2 so

that ν = 1 we can recover Harper’s equation [44]. In our
work, we have used the value of the exponent ν to be
between 0 and 1, and the λ ranges from 0 to 6. In our
calculation, we kept the onsite potential (ϵ) term zero.
We take the size of the system to be N = 1002.

III. DIFFERENT MEASURES FOR PROBING
METAL-INSULATOR TRANSITIONS

A. Characterizing different phases with IPR

Before going into the detailed discussion of the
localization-delocalization character of the above variant
of quantum networks, we will try to see the distribution
of energy eigenvalues of the system as a function of Q.

We have demonstrated the famous Hofstadter butterfly
structure at ν = 0.908 and ν = 1 respectively in Fig. 3,
which represents the multifractality of the energy spec-
trum of the corresponding quantum networks. The white
spaces in the graph are energy gaps, where no allowed en-
ergy states exist. These gaps separate energy bands and
reflect the topological nature of the system. We can ob-
serve that the butterfly structure is appreciably different
in both ν = 0.908 and ν = 1. In the case of ν = 1, we
see a well-symmetric band structure maintaining reflec-
tion symmetry where we can see many landau subbands
(symmetric about Q = 0.5 and E = 0 axis). We can even
observe the energy gaps in the fractal pattern. But for
ν = 0.908, the reflection symmetry of the band structure
about Q = 0.5 axes vanishes, which represents that at
this value of ν, the square lattice (ladder network) loses
inversion symmetry. As a result, the butterfly structure
at ν = 0.908 is appreciably deformed from the actual
butterfly structure. In the energy interval [0, 2] and [-2,
0], wide band gaps can be observed for ν = 0.908, and at
ν = 1, the gaps vanish. Multifractality often arises at the
transition between localized and extended states in quan-
tum systems, such as in the metal-insulator transition.
To understand the transition more precisely, we will dis-
cuss the other quantities. One can numerically calculate
the inverse participation ratio (IPR) and the normalized
participation ratio (NPR) for the explicit verification of
the metal-insulator transition. These two quantities are
considered to be more robust theoretical tools for under-
standing the Anderson transition. For a single-particle
system, IPR can be defined as follows:

IPR =

∑N
i=1 |ψi|4

(
∑N

i=1 |ψi|2)2
(2)

where ψi is the normalized eigenstate of the system’s

Hamiltonian, so
∑N

i=1 |ψi|2 = 1. For extended (or de-
localized) state IPR is of the order of 1√

N
this eventually

goes to zero in thermodynamic limit. On the other hand,
this approach to unity when all the states are localized.

NPR is a complementary quantity of IPR, which takes
the unity value for the extended state and the zero value
for the localized state in the thermodynamic limit. The
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(a) (b)

FIG. 8: Dq vs. q for (a) ν = 0.908 and (b) ν = 1 respectively

(a) (b)

FIG. 9: Scaling property of IPR at (a) ν = 0.908 and (b) ν = 1 respectively

NPR can be defined as follows:

NPR =
1

N
∑N

i=1 |ψi|4
(3)

where N represents system size. Now we see in our Hamil-
tonian there are three parameters: One is t, which is the
magnitude of horizontal hopping; one is λ, which gives
the magnitude of the distortion; and the last one is the
exponent ν. For the sake of simplicity, we keep t = 1
throughout our calculation. For checking the system’s
behavior on the parameter space ν and λ, we have demon-
strated the phase diagram in Fig. 4 by plotting IPR as
a function of ν and λ. We can see that for ν = 1 ex-
actly at λ = 2, there is a phase transition. For a very
low value of ν, the value of IPR always remains almost
0 (at all values of λ), representing no strong metal-to-
insulator phase transitions at those values. Now, what
happens to the system in the limit 0 < ν < 1, to see that
we have plotted the IPR as a function of ν at a high value
of distortion strength λ = 4. In Fig. 4, we can see the
IPR starts decreasing near λ = 0.878 and again starts
increasing, beyond λ = 0.97 showing the indications of
the reentrance of delocalized states in that region. Now
we have chosen three points ν = 0.6, ν = 0.908 (one of
the dips of IPR at large λ 4), and ν = 1 to see their
corresponding density plots of IPR (Fig. 6), wherein the
upper panel, we can see that the density of IPR values
has been plotted as a function of λ in those three ν limits.
In the lower panel, IPR has been plotted with respect to
the normalized energy index k

L . In Fig. 6a, we can see
that the IPR value is not changing even with the increase
in the λ value for ν = 0.6; the corresponding IPR vs. nor-

malized energy index k
L plot (Fig. 6b) agrees with this

result. Now, when we increase the value ν to 0.908, a
pure metal-insulator transition is impossible, as Fig. 6c
and 6d suggest that the middle energy states remain de-
localized. Fig. 6e and 6f suggest that for ν = 1, there is a
pure transition from delocalization to localization exactly
at λ = 2.

To understand this, we can see Fig. 5, which explains
how the potential varies over the site index. We see at
ν = 0.6, the potential is fully periodic, and at ν = 1, the
potential is quasi-periodic in nature. The point ν = 0.908
point shows neither completely periodic nor completely
quasi-periodic. So, this point is supposed to show some
exclusive phenomena that differ from both the limiting
cases. Distortions as low as ν = 0.6, are not enough to
get a metal-insulator transition in 2D.

B. Multifractality

The generalized inverse participation ratio is a mul-
tifractal scaling analysis used for Anderson transitions.
For a single-particle quantum state |ψ⟩, the generalized
inverse participation ratio can be defined as

IPR(q) =

L∑
i=1

|⟨I|ψ⟩|2q =

L∑
i=1

|ci|2q, (4)

where q is a real number. We are restricted to the q > 0
region in our discussion, although q ≤ 0 is also studied in
the literature. Also, we are focused on the average over-
trajectory discussion. q can also be considered a moment.
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 10: (a), (b), and (c) are the plots of mean square displacement as a function of time for λ = 0.5, 2, and 4,
respectively, for ν = 0.908

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 11: (a), (b), (c) are the plots of mean square displacement as a function of time for λ = 0.5, 2, 4 respectively
for ν = 1

The quantity Iq is known to have anomalous scaling be-
havior. Iq ≡ N−τq , where τq = Dq(q − 1) this Dq is
the fractal dimension. For a completely localized state,
Dq = 1; for a completely delocalized state, Dq = 0 irre-
spective of the q value. When Dq takes a constant value
between 0 and 1 for all q values, the state will be called a
fractal state with one fractal dimension. If Dq is between
0 and 1 but depends on the moment q, then that state will
be called multifractal. We investigated the multifractal
behavior of the eigenstate in the critical region (λ = 2)
for ν = 0.908 and ν = 1 points. The fractal dimension
Dq is also plotted against q in Fig. 8. It can be seen
from the graph that the fractal dimensionality decreases
with moment q. Fig. 7 represents the distribution of the
multifractal ground state with energy E0 = −2.72438889
corresponds to ν = 0.908 and E0 = −2.59751 which cor-
responds to ν = 1 respectively. So, by seeing the ground
state distribution and theDq vs. q graph, we can tell that
the corresponding network is multifractal in that critical
region. Next, we will discuss the scaling behavior of the
IPR with different system size N when the system is at
its critical region λ = 2 for ν = 1 and ν = 0.908 in Fig.
9. For completely delocalized regions, IPR decays with
system size as L−1; conversely, if the IPR is independent
of L or varies as L0, that represents completely localized
regions. In Fig. 9, we can see that for λ = 2 (critical
region) and ν = 1, the decay is of the order of L−0.51 and
for ν = 0.908 IPR varies as L−0.65, In both cases, we saw
that the IPR goes as Lx where −1 < x < 0, so that’s
why the corresponding regions of power law variation of
IPR are called multifractal regions.

IV. DYNAMICS OF GROUND STATE WAVE
FUNCTION

At any arbitrary time t (time evolution of wave func-
tion), the electronic wave function can be constructed as
follows:

ψ(t) =
∑
n

Cne
−iEnt|ψn(0)⟩, (5)

where |ψn(0)⟩ represents an electronic wave packet at
time t = 0, which can be expressed as follows:

ψ(t) =
∑
n

Cn(0)|ψn(0)⟩ (6)

where Cn(0) expresses the probability amplitude of find-
ing the particle at time t = 0 at nth site. If the electron
is initially localized at the mth site, then the amplitude
can be expressed as:

Cn(0) = ⟨ψn(0)|m⟩.

Now, we will study the different dynamical probes for
characterizing the transition and the different phases (lo-
calized or delocalized).

A. Time dependence of mean square displacement

If we consider the electron to be at the mth site ini-
tially, then the spread of the wave function at any time
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(a) (b)

FIG. 12: (a), (b) are the plots of mean square displacement as a function of (long) time for ν = 0.908, ν = 1
respectively

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 13: (a), (b), (c) are the plots of IPR as a function of time for λ = 0.5, 2, 4 respectively for system size L =
1002 and ν = 0.908

t can be expressed as follows[45]:

σ2(t) =
∑
n

(n−m)2|ψn(t)|2. (7)

The dependence of MSD on time shows power law be-
havior [45], so σ2(t) goes as tµ. Depending upon the
different µ values, the dynamics of the wave packet can
be characterized as follows: If the value is µ = 1, then
the region will be called ordinary diffusion; if the value
is, 1 < µ < 2 then the phase can be called super diffu-
sion, and if the value is, µ = 2 then the region can be
called ballistic [46, 47]. On the other hand, if µ = 0, then
the wave function can be called to be localized, whereas,
0 < µ < 1 represents subdiffusive motion [48–50].

In both the ν values, we have calculated mean-square
displacement at those points by taking the 1002 system
size at different modulation strengths λ = 0.5, 2, and 4
points, respectively, in Fig. 10 and 11. In our calculation,
we have considered that at time t = 0; the electron starts
at the 501th (middle) site. By calculating MSD, we can
measure the deviation of the electron from its initial posi-
tion at any later time. For modulation strength λ = 0.5,
all states are extended in nature; in that region, we got
the MSD to vary as σ2 ∝ t2.02 (Fig. 10) for ν = 0.908,
in the same λ value the picture is same for ν = 1. This
represents that the motion of the electron’s ground state
wave function is ballistic at λ = 0.5 for both ν = 0.908
and ν = 1. For λ = 2, and ν = 0.908 the MSD varies
as follows: σ2 ∝ t1.55 representing that the electronic

motion behaves super diffusively. For large distortion
strength λ = 4, the MSD at limit ν = 0.908 varies as t1,
which means the motion is still in the ordinary diffusion
region. So here we can see for ν = 0.908 point, even if the
distortion modulation is high enough, the system is not
completely localized (t0). However, for ν = 1 at λ = 2,
the MSD varies as t1.1, which is superdiffusive or near to
ordinary diffusivity, a clear indication of criticality. As
the distortion strength is increased a little beyond λ = 2,
all the states are getting localized (Fig. 6e, 6f); as a
result, the MSD is becoming time-independent, and the
fluctuation is also very high. The transition of MSD time
exponent with distortion strength (λ) at points ν = 0.908
and ν = 1 is shown in Fig. 15. For the robustness of the
three different phases in both ν = 0.908 and ν = 1, the
behavior of MSD at a very large time has been studied
in Fig. 12. We can see ν = 0.908 for all the values of λ;
the electronic wave function does not show localization
(t0). But for ν = 1 at λ = 4, a complete localization is
observed.

B. Time dependent IPR

In this section, we will talk about the time dependence
of the IPR on the system’s evolution over time. The time-
dependent IPR can be defined as follows:

IPR(t) =
∑
n

|ψn(t)|4 (8)
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 14: (a), (b), and (c) are the plots of IPR as a function of time for λ =0.5, 2, 4 respectively, for system size 1002
and ν = 1

FIG. 15: µ vs. λ

where n represents the atomic site index. At time t=0,
if the particle is at mth site, then at time t=0 we will
have |ψm(t = 0)|4 = 1 and |ψn ̸=m(t = 0)|4 = 0. That is,
IPR(t = 0) is always unity irrespective of whether the
state is delocalized, localized, or mixed. The wave packet
will be displaced from its initial position with a non-zero
probability |ψn(t)|2 on each site if the state starts de-
localizing. As a result, the amplitude |ψn(t)|2 decreases
with time on each site. Over time, the sum of the |ψn(t)|4
over atomic sites will tend to be zero. The wave packet is
limited to the area close to the initial position during the
localization. The probability |ψn(t)|2 is large around the
localization sites and zero on other sites. For this kind of
wave function distribution on the sites, the IPR(t) never
equals zero at even a large time. We have shown the
time variation of IPR(t) for different distortion modula-
tion strengths in Fig. 13 for ν = 0.908 with system size
L = 1002. In Fig. 13, we can see that at λ = 0.5 for
a long time, it immediately goes to zero as time starts
(just after t = 0). IPR for the critical point (λ = 2) at
ν = 0.908 goes to zero after a finite time (later time than
at λ = 0.5). For λ = 4, it does not reach zero completely,
and after some time, it shows little increase, represent-
ing that there is no complete localization (or presence
of mixed states). As a result, the IPR will oscillate be-
tween small finite values even after a long time. But on
the other hand, the IPR has been studied for λ = 0.5, 2,
4 respectively (Fig. 14) at the limit ν = 1, we can see the
IPR goes to zero immediately after switching on time for
λ = 0.5; however, for λ = 2 (at the critical point), IPR

oscillates in a short time region and eventually goes to
zero with little fluctuation. Finally, at λ = 4, the IPR is
always very high (close to 1) at a later time than t = 0,
representing complete localization. We have also studied
how the IPR varies with time for a critical value of dis-
tortion strength (λ) Fig. 16 with different system sizes.
For smaller system sizes, L = 602, the IPR(t) oscillates
and takes finite values as time progresses, representing
the emergence of small localization of the wave packet.
For L = 802 and L = 1002, the IPR(t) reaches zero with-
out oscillation at long times, representing the presence of
pure delocalized states.

C. Return probability (RP)

Considering the wave packet to be at position m at
time t = 0, the probability of finding the particle at its
initial position can be expressed as:

Pm(t) = |ψm(t)|2.

This is called the return probability (RP). If after a long
time t, the RP remains non-zero at its initial site, then
it represents the wave packet is localized at its initial
site. On the other hand, if the wave packet spreads away
from its initial position, then the RP vanishes with time.
In our calculation, we have considered that the wave
packet is exactly at 501th position at time t = 0. In Fig.
17 we have demonstrated the RP at different distortion
strength λ = 0.5, 2 and 4 respectively for ν = 0.908 point
for system size L = 1002. We can see that at λ = 0.5, the
wave packet will spread completely over the atomic sites.
As a result, the return probability will go to zero for a
long time [51]. Almost the same kind of property can be
seen for λ = 2, but at the intermediate time, it shows a
nonzero spike representing the emergence of localization
of the wave packet at that particular distortion strength
(criticality). After that, for λ = 4, we see the probability
of finding the wave packet at 501th site oscillates with
time, but it never goes to zero. The wave packet is not
fully localized but can spread to nearby sites. On the
other hand, for ν = 1 (Fig. 18) at λ = 0.5, RP goes
to zero immediately after switching the time on. At the
critical point λ = 2, RP decreases from the value unity
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 16: (a), (b), and (c) are the plots of IPR as a function of time for critical value λ = 2 for system size L = 602,
802, and 1002, respectively, in limit ν = 0.908

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 17: (a), (b), and (c) are the plots of return probability as a function of time for λ = 0.5, 2, and 4, respectively,
for system size = 1002 and ν = 0.908

but remains almost constant over time. At large distor-
tion strength λ = 4, RP always remains close to unity,
describing strong localization.

D. Shannon / Information entropy (IE) Entropy

In this section, we will discuss delocalization and lo-
calization in light of information entropy or Shannon en-
tropy. Shannon entropy can be expressed as follows:

S(t) = −
∑
n

Pnlog(Pn). (9)

In the above equation Pn suggests the probability of find-
ing the particle at nth site at time t. Thus Pn can be
expressed as Pn = |ψn(t)|2 so that 0 ≤ Pn ≤ 1 and∑

n Pn = 1. In Fig. 19, we have studied the information
entropy as a function of time for different system sizes
at the critical value of distortion strength λ = 2 and at
ν = 0.908. The first thing to notice here is that the in-
formation entropy is a monotonic function of time at a
very early time region. After that, the entropy saturates
because of the finiteness of the system size. The initial
monotonic increase is because of the delocalization of the
wave packet. Here, as the system size increases, the sat-
uration time increases as the wave packet needs more
time to completely spread on the Hilbert space, and the
value of entropy at which it saturates also increases. For
the L = 602 size of the system, we can see some os-
cillation in the entropy graph representing the effect of
localization at a smaller system size. However, as the
system size increases for L = 802 and L = 1002, the os-

cillation (fluctuations) of the entropy decreases. In Fig.
20, we have studied information entropy of system size
L = 1002 at different distortion strengths λ = 0.5, 2, and
4 for ν = 0.908 limit. We can see that for λ = 0.5, the
system has IE monotonically increasing with time and
then having saturation. When we increase the λ value to
2, the wave packet retains its initial monotonic increase
region with saturation later with little fluctuation. In the
case of λ = 4, IE still retains the monotonic increase in
a comparatively small time limit, but the fluctuation is
larger than the case in λ = 4, representing the presence of
mixed states. As we know, for the region of localization,
the states will be localized to a small region of the atomic
sites, and the wave packet will only spread among that
small region. As a result, although we will see a small
increase in IE at a small time range, it will reach sat-
uration faster with a lower entropy value. At the end,
we also have studied IE at ν = 1 (Fig. 21) at different
λ limits. IE at λ = 0.5 goes to saturation after an ini-
tial monotonic growth with time. At the critical point
λ = 2, IE has a very small time-dependent part, and the
fluctuation has also increased. At λ = 4, IE goes as t0

with time with larger fluctuation representing strong lo-
calization. For a better understanding of the entropy in
the system, we also plotted the IE within the long time
limits for both the values of ν. In Fig. 22, we can see
the entropy of the wave packet saturates after an initial
increase with time. For ν =0.908 and 1, the entropy sat-
urates with the same entropy value at λ = 0.5. However,
when the lambda is increased to λ = 2, the fluctuation is
larger for ν = 1 compared to that of the ν = 0.908. For
λ = 4, no time dependence of entropy can be seen for
ν = 1, and the fluctuation is very high, and the entropy
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 18: (a), (b), and (c) are the plots of return probability as a function of time for λ = 0.5, 2, and 4, respectively,
for system size = 1002 and ν = 1

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 19: ((a), (b), and (c) are the plots of Shannon Entropy as a function of time for critical value λ = 2 for system
size L = 602, 802, and 1002, respectively for ν = 0.908

is very low as the wave packet will remain localized at its
initial position at all instants. But in ν = 0.908, even at
λ = 4, there is a time dependence in entropy with com-
paratively less fluctuation. And entropy saturates with a
larger value, compared to the case of ν = 1.

V. CONCLUSION

We have done an extensive study on the eigenstate,
multi- fractality, and quantum dynamics of a wave packet
inside a ladder quantum network with a constant horizon-
tal hopping parameter and a slowly varying generalized
AAH kind of aperiodic vertical hopping with a general ex-
ponent term at its three different values: ν =0.6, 0.908,
and 1. Our analysis shows the metal-insulator transi-
tion depending on the strength of the AAH modulation,
which is applied as the vertical hopping. We have demon-
strated the phase diagram of the ladder network in ν-λ
parameter space. Our main finding in this paper is that
we have seen that the intermediate value of ν = 0.908, a
perfect metal-to-insulator phase transition, is not possi-
ble. Due to the presence of SPME, the energy region near
the center remains delocalized even at higher distortion
strength. Apart from these, it also shows a multifractal
character near their transition point (critical region) for
both ν = 0.908 and ν = 1. We also have studied the
quantum dynamics of the wave packet for this particular
network at ν = 0.908 different modulation strengths of
λ =0.5, 2, and 4, which show different characters than
the regular ladder network (with ν = 1 limit). The long-
time behavior of mean square displacement signifies that
it is obvious that the wave packet motion at ν = 0.908

is not entering into localization even at strong distortion
strength (λ = 4). The results we got for return proba-
bility and the corresponding time-dependent inverse par-
ticipation ratio are in good agreement with the results of
the MSD calculation. As discussed in detail, λ = 0.908,
the network exhibits a ballistic and, after that, ordinary
diffusive (or very close to it) character under even high
modulation strength applied as the vertical hopping. As
the near central energy region at ν = 0.908, this net-
work shows an extended nature even at strong modu-
lation strength, the wave packet contains localized and
delocalized parts. As a result, the time evolution of the
delocalized part of the wave packet spreads out, but the
localized part of the wave packet still remains at the site
of release (at t = 0). The behavior of the delocalized
part of the wave packet can be mainly observed through
the long-time behavior of the MSD. The initial site’s am-
plitude never affects the MSD calculation. In general, if
a system shows ballistic motion, the return probability
is always zero as the wave packet moves throughout the
system, and the corresponding inverse participation ratio
also immediately goes to zero as time switches on. But
in the limit ν = 0.908 case, the localized part of the wave
packet still remains in the initial location after a long
time; as a result, the system has a finite return probabil-
ity when the system enters its mixed region (both delo-
calized and localized states), and the corresponding IPR
never decays exactly to zero( even increases at a later
time). We can, therefore, conclude that the quantum
dynamics of mixed states have a unique character; the
localized portion of the wave packet controls the infor-
mation entropy, return probability, and time-dependent
inverse participation ratio, while the delocalized portion
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 20: (a), (b), and (c) are the plots of Shannon entropy as a function of time for λ = 0.5, 2, and 4, respectively,
for system size L = 1002 for ν = 0.908

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 21: (a), (b), and (c) are the plots of Shannon entropy as a function of time for λ = 0.5, 2, and 4, respectively,
for system size L = 1002 for ν = 1.

of the wave packet controls the MSD.
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VI. APPENDIX

In Fig. 4 (IPR vs. ν), we can see two major dips in
the plot. We have thoroughly investigated the ν = 0.908
(first dip), and the point ν = 0.97 (second dip) has a
comparatively larger number of delocalized states even
in the higher disorder strength (λ). The IPR results are
shown in Fig. 23. In the case of ν = 0.97, the behavior
of the wave packet is more or less the same. The MSD,
in this case, will increase with a larger exponent in the
higher distortion strengths (Fig. 24).
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aubry-andré model, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 040603 (2021).

[15] F. A. An, E. J. Meier, and B. Gadway, Engineering a
flux-dependent mobility edge in disordered zigzag chains,
Phys. Rev. X 8, 031045 (2018).
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