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It is well known that translational symmetry-breaking disorder will disrupt ARPES spectra up
to the point where they become invisible. However, a theoretical framework to capture this phe-
nomenon has been largely missing. Here, based on a rigorous theory of the ARPES process, we
provide this much-needed framework. In particular, we show how the frequently used sudden elec-
tron approximation has to be modified in this situation. Our main result is an argument that links
the photoemission line broadening with an operator content of a disorder operator and so with the
criticality of the corresponding order-disorder phase transition. For concreteness, we focus here
on the frustrated 2D trigonal (pseudo-)spin model, with Ising order-disorder operators behind the
transition. Still, our formalism is general and can be applied in a much broader context.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Angle-Resolved Photoemission Spectroscopy (ARPES)
is one of the most important methods to study the elec-
tronic properties of materials. Its ability to probe at
the same time the energy and momentum of electrons
has granted the method a primary role in contemporary
experimental solid-state physics. Indeed, over the last
few decades, it has led us to some of the most impor-
tant discoveries in the field1–8. The method is defined
in reciprocal momentum space. Although it can cope
with broken translational invariance in the direction per-
pendicular to the surface, its ability to deliver informa-
tion diminishes when in-plane translational invariance is
severely broken, for instance, in disordered systems. This
naturally leads to a question: can ARPES be useful at
all in the case of a strongly disordered system? This is
a very pertinent question, especially considering recent
developments in the fields such as many-body localiza-
tion (MBL)9,10 or dirty d-wave superconductors11. The
MBL plays a particularly important role in contempo-
rary solid-state physics. Recently given exact proof of its
existence12,13 inspired many numerical and experimental
papers including experimental studies that showed both
its realization14,15 and the slowdown of electron prop-
agation in its vicinity16. The disordered systems thus
entered the forefront of experimental materials research.
In this work, we would like to provide the theoretical
framework to describe an outcome of ARPES experiment
in the situation where the band structure is gradually di-
minished with the increasingly strong disorder.

For simplicity, we will consider a situation of two coex-
isting phases on a surface of a material. In one of these
phases, the carriers can easily propagate. This is our

dominant “parent” state, possibly the system’s ground
state. The second phase provides us with a strong disor-
der. Within this phase, the mobile carriers are trapped.
The two phases are nearly orthogonal, i.e., the tunneling
between them is the slowest process during carriers prop-
agation through the sample. Moreover, this implies that
the growth/recombination of one phase into another is
also prolonged. One should note that this is a realization
of a strong disorder, contrary to weak scattering on im-
purities which may be tackled employing an additional
self-energy17 e.g., in Born approximation. Here the large
disorder strength invalidates these perturbative approx-
imations. Since the two phases are drastically different
and impenetrable one also cannot use any method of ef-
fective averaging medium18,19. The aim of this work is to
derive formalism that will capture diminishing coherent
band amplitude as the disorder strength increases.

The outline of this work is as follows. First, in Sec. II
we introduce a specific model where our phenomenol-
ogy can be realized. In Sec. III, we critically analyze
the canonical theory of ARPES to extract elements that
need to be re-defined. In Sec. IV, we derive formulas for
ARPES spectra in the presence of disorder. Finally, in
Sec. V, we provide a broader context of our study and
give examples of other possible realizations.

II. MODEL

A. The idea of dimensional cross-over

As mentioned in the introduction the idea is to intro-
duce some external control parameter, that will govern
the strength of the disorder, such that one can gradu-
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FIG. 1: Possible realization of our model for strong disorder.
At low temperature there is a ”clean” system which host a
well defined bands – dispersive energy states of pseudo-spins.
At higher temperature (bottom panel) the coherence along a-
axis is gradually lost and 1D regions that appears are able to
trap photo-holes impeding their immediate propagation after
the photo-emission event.

ally ramp it up. The most natural candidates would be
either surface irradiation or mechanically induced plastic-
ity. The issue is whether, in an arbitrarily chosen mate-
rial, the disorder induced by these two tools fulfills other
criteria mentioned in the introduction. We then decided
to focus on a dimensional cross-over between two insu-
lating phases.

To convince the reader that the peculiar situation of
two impenetrable, topologically incompatible phases, can
be realized, we shall focus on a strongly anisotropic 2D
triangular anti-ferromagnet. In this system, there are
two possible phases20: 1) the 2D phase, later called the
uud phase, where natural excitation are vertexes on each
triangle21, and 2) the quasi-1D phase where natural ex-
citations are solitons22. Since the natural excitations
are topologically incompatible, it is impossible that one
phase will easily recombine into another. Moreover, from
the theory of dimensional crossover, we know that, when
perpendicular coupling V⊥ depends on an internal degree
of freedom, by increasing temperature we should reduce
the perpendicular coherence and increase the amount of
the secondary 1D phase. Hence, by creating a thermal
mixed state, one increases the amount of disorder in the
system. We see that this offers one practical platform to
realize our theoretical model, and so, for concreteness,
we shall stick to it in this work.

B. The Hamiltonian

ARPES measures the propagation of fermions and so
we need a model where a full fermion is present. We
consider a 2D surface described by Hubbard-type U − V
model on a 2D triangular lattice:

Heff =
∑

k∈1st.BZ

ε̃ (k)c̃+k c̃k +
∑
i

Unm,inm,i +
∑

i,j∈ chain m

V‖ (j)nm,inm,i+j +
∑
i,m

V⊥nm,inm±1,i±1/2 + . . . (1)

Instead of working with a single particle description

ε̃ (k) we now consider a strongly correlated system dom-
inated by interactions. When U is by far the largest
energy scale in the problem, so we can exclude double
occupancies and map the problem onto a pseudo-spin
system where V⊥ and V|| take the role of an anisotropic
Ising-interaction. The inter-site hybridization takes the

role of an equally anisotropic Heisenberg term. A self-
localized hole’s occupancy (or lack of it) translates into
a pseudo-spin up (or down) state. Therefore, by taking
the limit U →∞ we arrive at an effective description in
terms of pseudo-spins. The 2D pseudo-spin XXZ model
reads:

HXXZ =
∑
i

Jxy(S+
i S
−
i+1 + h.c.) +

∑
i,j∈ in - chain

J‖zSz,iSz,i+j +
∑

i∈in-chain,n∈n.n chain

J⊥z Sz,i(n)Sz,i(n+ 1) (2)

This 2D XXZ model on the triangular lattice is the simplest model example of frustrated magnetism and, as
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such, has been a subject of many, primarily numerical
studies (see Ref. 20 and references therein, also Ref.
23 and Ref. 24) . It is known that for a magnetic
field (chemical potential) close to 1/3 the model has two
phases depending on the anisotropy. One of them is the
2D uud phase and another quasi-1D phase that can be
distinguished by the presence of ×2×4 solitons. We are
interested in a situation where ARPES probes a mixed
state, e.g. thermal state, where both these phases coex-
ist.

The J⊥z or to be more precise ∆1 ∼ J⊥z , the energy of
screened (effective) perpendicular coupling, sets the en-
ergy scale at which perpendicular coherence is gradually
lost. Then there exists a low-temperature phase where
the system is in a purely uud state and at T1 = ∆1 the
system is in a mixed state of the two phases.

III. THE THEORY OF THE ARPES PROCESS

A canonical way of obtaining the photo-electron inten-
sity is to assume that it is proportional to the single-
particle propagator inside the sample and compute its
self-energy from the momentum-conserving interactions.
Here we show that when retardation effects are present
in the coupling between electronic liquid and light, then
the spectral characteristics of this coupling will affect the
photo-electron intensity. In this section we shall first re-
visit the general ARPES theory to tackle this situation,
particularly the sudden approximation (Sec.III A). Then,
we can give a precise statement of the disorder problem
(Sec.III B). In the following, we perform calculations for
LT and HT regimes. In the first case (Sec.III C), the
translational invariance holds, enabling us to link to stan-
dard formalism. In the second case (Sec.IV), we employ
our findings to incorporate the effect of N-1 particles on
the top of the single-particle propagator.

A. ARPES theory: the principle of sudden
approximation

The general photoemission process can be described by
a triangular Feynman-diagram, see Fig. 2 (upper panel)
and compare with e.g. Ref. 25,26. It consists of the
photoemission corner, the detection corner, and the re-
combination corner at the sample exit. There are three
creation and three annihilation operators and the elec-

tromagnetic field with vector potential ~A (r) acts at the
photoemission and recombination corners. Usually, one
splits the six-fermion correlator into three propagators
between these corners requiring altogether three Green
functions (symbolized by the G’s in Fig. 1) to describe
the complete process. In the most general case (e.g., to
account for intrinsic and extrinsic losses), instead of the
empty PES triangle (bottom panel), one has to deal with
a filled triangle where there is a correlation between the
propagators; For example, as the photo-electron leaves

FIG. 2: (Upper Panel) Triangular Feynman-diagram in order
to explain the photoemission process. The electron is emit-
ted at (r1, t = 0), then it goes into detector located at R and,
finally at r2 and t = td + τ , it recombines with the photo-hole
that was propagating through the many-body system. The
overlap of these processes contributes to the signal visible at
detection. (Lower Panel) Reduction of the upper diagram ac-
cording to the sudden approximation. Both vertices at the
detection corner are simplified by spherical harmonics with
well-defined k and ω. Any long-distance electron-electron ver-
tex corrections are neglected. (adapted from Ref. 25)

the sample, it keeps interacting with the photo-hole in-
side the sample. These vertex corrections are symbolized
in the upper Fig.1 by the dark blue hexagon. The PES
current intensity I (k, ω) is proportional to a quantum su-
perposition of all these processes. Hence, a large I (k, ω)
is equivalent to a constructive quantum interference es-
tablished on the entire diagram. In a simplified manner,
one can think of it as Einstein’s “spooky interaction on
a distance” between free carriers going into the detector
and a photo-hole left in the sample. Only one specific
photo-hole is selected.

To simplify and reduce the description to a single cor-
relation function, one uses the so-called sudden approxi-
mation, see the lower panel of Fig. 1. It is based on the
assumption that the photoemission process is so fast that
the rest of the many-body system is unaltered when ex-
actly one electron is excited and removed. This is equiva-
lent to neglecting any long-distance electron-electron ver-
tex corrections at the photoemission corner. If one ne-
glects the same vertex corrections at the recombination
corner, then the time evolution in the sample decouples;
and we arrive at an expression for the photocurrent that
is close to Fermi’s-golden-rule expression:
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I =

∫ ∫
dr1dr2

〈
ΨN−1

f (r2)
∣∣∣ ~A(r)∇r=r2

∣∣∣ΨN−1
f (r2)

〉 〈
ΨN−1

i (r1)
∣∣ ~A(r)∇r=r1

∣∣ΨN−1
i (r1)

〉
(3)

where the wave-functions above are many-body wave
functions, and we integrate over all possible locations of
photoemission-recombination events. In the sudden ap-
proximation, one furthermore declares a simple tensor
product:

ΨN−1
i (r1) = |ψi(r1)〉 ⊗ |N − 1〉 (4)

which effectively decouples the propagation of theN−1
many-body system from the photo-electrons propaga-
tion. It is important to note that this single-particle
wave-function ψi (r1) can only be strictly speaking de-
fined near the space point of the instantaneous event.
The ψi (r1) can be obtained either in the three-step ap-
proximation or (more accurate) in the single-step approx-
imation.

Our description in the sample has been real space.
However, we apply a monochromatic beam of photons

given by the vector-potential ~A (ω, k) with a well-defined

angle of impact, with real-space description, e.g., ~A(r1) =

exp (ir1k) ~A (ω, k). The detection counts electrons with a
well-defined ω in the basis of spherical harmonics. When
we further assume no interactions (no vertex corrections)
on the detector and free-electron propagators out of the
sample G2 (ω, k) = G3 (ω, k) = G0 (ω, k) then from the
ortho-normality relation of spherical harmonics

∫
dR exp (−ik′R) exp (ikR) = δ(k − k′) (5)

it follows that only that electron with the specific, well-
defined momentum k can be selected to give a signal at
detection. This also implies that the final state at the
recombination point has to be a simple tensor product

∣∣∣ΨN−1
f (r2)

〉
= |ψf (r2; k)〉 ⊗ |N − 1〉 (6)

So the final state, after propagating through detection
and recombination corners, has been identified as a sim-
ple tensor product of a single particle in a state ψf with
a well-defined momentum k. In a system with where the
translational invariance is obeyed, one can also express
the initial state:

ψi (r1) =

∫
dk ψk 〈k|r1〉 (7)

And since the action of the dipole operators ~A(r)∇r1

and ~A (r)∇r2 is the same at every point of a transla-
tionally invariant system, one arrives at Fermi’s golden
rule:

I =
∣∣∣〈ψf (k)| ~A(r)∇ |ψi(r)〉

∣∣∣2 (8)

This formula is commonly used as a starting point for
ARPES analysis. By substituting Eq.(7) into Eq.(3), we
see that only one combination of phases/amplitudes of
events at various points r1 gives the desired construc-
tive interference on the entire diagram, the one with
a well-defined momentum k. Hence we conclude that
ARPES measures the single-particle spectral function
Im [G1 (ω, k)] with a well-defined k and ω.

At this point, it is convenient to think about one se-
lected, distinguishable particle in the k-mode that enjoys
a coherent propagation through the sample, sometimes27

called the “blue particle”, as it does not suffer any red-
shifting incoherent losses. An example of the projection
procedure on the plane wave final state is performed in
Sec.III C.

B. The validity of the sudden approximation in a
disordered system

The translational invariance is clearly broken in a
strongly disordered sample, and the reasoning described
above, e.g., Eq.(7), does not hold anymore. Rooted in
the general aspects described above, the problems of a
description of ARPES in the disordered medium of uud
and ×2×4 regions are twofold. The first is to assure
the validity of the sudden approximation as much too
frequently26 all the steps leading to Eq.(8) are assumed
to be straightforward implications of the sudden approx-
imation. The second one is to find a way to compute
G1 in the situation where the system’s response to
incoming photons depends on the exact place where
the emission event took place. In particular, since the
assumption still holds, we need to find a way to form a
constructive interference with the spherical-harmonically
single-electron wave-functions |ψf (r2; k)〉. There are
two equivalent ways of tackling our problem:

(1) We take the basis where the ARPES triangle-
diagram in Fig.2 is empty. The photo-electron is
suddenly removed from the sample, and we can safely
assume that it does not interact (no long-distance
retardation effects) with a photo-hole left inside the
point r1 of the sample (so Eq.(4) holds). Photo-hole
acquires non-local self energy, an attempt to compute
this quantity has been given in Ref.28 but in a simpler
translationally invariant case. Within the disordered
sample, we need to consider a time evolution of an
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object that depends strongly on the position where the
photoemission event took place. While Eq. (3) holds, we
do not know how to perform the real-space integral, and
then, Eq. (8) does not hold. The G1(r1, r2) becomes a
real-space-only object that would be extremely tedious
to time-evolve along all possible paths, all possible
realizations of disorder. The analytical progress of
such a theory is hard, and here we will not follow this
route. However, this picture proves that it is possible
to construct the so-called “blue particle” of the sudden
approximation, albeit very complicated and dressed up
with a time-evolving disorder.

The way (1) above would be the only way to pro-
ceed for a massively disordered system with no extra
information at hand. However, in our case, we know
that in the uud zones, which percolate (or are close to
percolation) at least at the beginning of the HT-phase,
the momentum remains a good quantum number. This
brings us to the second way

(2) We can then divide G1(r1, r2) into two components,

an effective G̃1 inside a uud zone and the rest of the time
evolution in the ×2×4 regions. To apply Eq.(7) (valid for
the uud part of evolution), the vertex corrections (that
describe a time-evolution inside ×2×4 region, immedi-
ately after the photoelectron escape) have to be located
in either the photoemission or the recombination corner
of the triangle PES diagram. As shown below, these cor-
rections capture the contribution in the photo-electron
intensity describing the path a photo-hole has to endure
in the disordered medium of the ×2×4 regions. Hence,
we work with a particle that has lost some of its energy to
propagate out of the disordered zone. This slightly red-
shifted particle still follows a coherent time-propagation,
and, thereby, it is distinguishable from the incoherent
background27,29 - by analogy, one can call it a “green
particle”.

Adding the above vertex corrections is similar to incor-
porating an extra “fourth-step” in the three-step model.
This extra step involves all N-1 particles in the Hilbert
space undergoing a coherent rotation. In this Dirac pic-

ture, the G̃1 and vertex corrections are separable as
Heisenberg and Schrodinger time evolutions. The pro-
cedure is applied in Sec. IV.

C. Description in the translationally invariant
medium (LT phase)

For illustrative purposes, let us begin with a descrip-
tion at T = 0. The state of the system before the transi-
tion is translationally invariant as it consists entirely of
the |uud〉 sites on all sites:

|ψ0〉T=0
=

N∏
i

|uud〉(i) (9)

Now, we include the action of a photon (an electro-
magnetic field A (t)), which leads to a final state where
a photo-electron has been suddenly removed. The coher-
ent band we consider, called Scoh in the following, is a
surface spectral feature. Since carriers Scoh exist on the
surface therefore, there are no issues with escape length
or penetration depth. The final state at t = 0, interme-
diately after the photoemission event, can be expressed
as a sum of Slater determinants in a real-space basis:

|ψim〉T=0
=

N∑
x0

|uud〉∗x0
⊗
∏̃
x 6=x0

|uud〉(x) (10)

Where we have singled out one particular site as the
rapid photoemission event takes place at a given site x0
containing suddenly one photo-hole, written as |· · ·〉∗x0

,

⊗ is a tensor product, and
∏̃

x 6=x0

is an anti-symmetrized

product (i.e., a Slater determinant over all other occu-
pied sites). The photo-hole now propagates through the
sample (to be precise, in the strongly correlated model
under consideration a full fermion is a fusion of fractional
particles with charge e/3 as derived in Ref.21), and, upon
exiting the sample, it re-combines with a photo-electron
on the detector. We now make a key assumption of this
reasoning: Since at T = 0 the sample is translationally
invariant (along the edge direction), hence the momen-
tum is a good quantum number and only states with
well-defined momentum emerge out of the x0-summation.
Therefore, the initial state can be written as a simple ten-
sor product

|ψi〉T=0 ∼ c+k (0) |ψf−im〉T=0 ∼ c+k (0) |ψk〉 |N − 1〉(0)uud
(11)

where the (0) subscript indicates that the N − 1 parti-
cles stay in their unaffected quantum state. It is identical
to the form of the final state that can be deduced from
the propagation on the triangle diagram.

For the final state, by invoking momentum conserva-
tion (which we assume to be obeyed), we use the state-
ment derived at the beginning of this section that only a
particular combination of real space Slater determinants
survives the quantum interference:

|ψf (t)
T=0

=
∑
s

c+k (t) |N − 1〉suud (12)

where the desired combination has been generated by
applying the c+k operator acting on the N − 1 other
fermions in the uud state. The summation over s is
over all possible trajectories that will produce the desired
state with momentum k, e.g., on its way, the photo-hole
may emit/absorb a phonon, plasmon, etc. . . . (when the
self-energy is zero, there shall be only one term left in
this sum). The expression for the photo-electron inten-
sity simplifies remarkably, especially if evaluated in the
Heisenberg picture:
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I = T=0 〈ψf |ψi〉T=0

=
∑
s

s
uud 〈N − 1| ⊗ 〈ψk| ck(t)c+k (0) |ψk〉 ⊗ |N − 1〉(0)uud

= A(k, ω)
∑
s

s
uud 〈N − 1| 1 |N − 1〉(0)uud . (13)

Where A (k, ω) = ψk|c+k (t) ck (0) |ψk is the spectral
function, a correlator whose expectation value can be
computed on a single disentangled state of the Hilbert
space since we assumed that the “blue particle” is dis-
entangled from the remaining N − 1 particles. The
time evolution of the single hole part of the final state
(U+(t) c+k U(t)) combined with the initial state c+k (t = 0)
gives (an imaginary part of) a propagator whose tempo-
ral Fourier transform is the single-particle spectral func-
tion with a given momentum k. Based on this, it is usu-
ally found that ARPES measures the spectral function
for carriers with given momentum as expressed by the
2nd equality on the r.h.s. As a result, our ARPES mea-
sures the excitation of the Scoh carriers with well-defined
energy and momentum. Please note that we are making
here a hidden assumption that the remaining bracket is
unitary: the c+k (t) electron has not changed any other
states such that the overlap between the N − 1 states is
perfect.

IV. SOLUTION FOR THE DISORDERED
MEDIUM (HT PHASE)

Based on the reasoning in Sec.III we are now ready
to tackle the photoemission process from the disordered

system.

A. Carrier propagation through the mixed state

Now we move to finite temperatures where the initial
state consists of a mixture of |uud〉- sites and single chain
|sc〉-sites (NOTE: ×2×4 region is equivalent to the |sc〉).
The latter ones presumably form a fractal structure – a
Brownian tree30. The initial state reads:

|ψ0〉T>T∗
=

n∏
i

|uud〉(i) ⊗
m∏
j

|sc〉(j) (14)

Removing a photo-electron from this state is a
non-trivial operation as the state is intrinsically non-
homogeneous. The translational invariance is not
obeyed; we cannot assume that the momentum is a good
quantum number. For the intermediate state at t = 0,
intermediately after the photoemission event, we need to
write a double sum to account for the fact that an empty
site can be either within |uud〉 or |sc〉:

|ψim〉T>T∗
=

n∑
x0

|uud∗x0
⊗

∏̃
x ∈ n
x 6= x0

|uud〉(x) +

m∑
x0

|sc〉∗x0
⊗

∏̃
x ∈ m
x 6= x0

|sc〉(x) (15)

If the disordered state would be infinitely rigid (i.e.,
the sc and uud would be described by two independent
quantum states), then the photo-hole on |sc〉∗-site would
be forever locked and would not contribute to a uud pho-
tocurrent. More precisely: a different ansatz for the N -
body wave function should then be used. Namely, each
observable would have been described by a simple sum of
signals from |uud〉 and disordered zones that contain the
|sc〉-sites. At temperatures in the transition range, we
would then expect a double peak structure (a narrow co-
herent feature with decreasing amplitude, stemming from
the |uud〉 -sites, and a much broader increasing incoher-
ent feature stemming from the |sc〉-sites.

In our problem however, the photo-hole in the |sc〉∗-site
can be extracted by applying the Ising-disorder opera-

tor
sd∏
i

µ̂(i) (t) sufficiently many times. This represents an

additional time-evolution29 of the |N − 1〉-system com-
pared to the case at T = 0 discussed above. This time
evolution affects all the other states. We can incorporate
in the triangle diagram as a vertex correction at photoe-
mission corner and include this extra time evolution in
the Dirac picture by taking an sd-long sequence of Ising-

disorder operators
sd∏
i

µ̂(i) (t) for producing the additional
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time-dependent interaction and find the final form of the
initial state:

|ψi〉T>T∗
=
∑
s

|ψk〉 ⊗

(∑
sd

sd∏
i

µ̂(i) (t) |N − 1〉

)
uud

(16)
Where the summation over sd indicates various trajec-

tories over which the
sd∏
i

µ̂(i)(t) have been applied. Once

the photo-hole is in the domain of the uud states, its
further propagator towards the relaxation is known, the
momentum is now conserved, and we can follow the same
lines as those computed above for the T = 0 case. By our
reasoning, the time evolution consists now of two stages.
Hence, its Fourier transform will be a convolution of two
propagators: the |uud〉 propagator, constituting the Scoh

dispersion, and an additional propagator of the |N − 1〉-
carriers due to the application of the Ising operators.

B. Temperature dependence of ARPES in the
disordered medium

We then arrive at our main result that the photo-
electron current in momentum-frequency space, analo-
gous Eq.(13), is given by a convolution:

I = A(k, ω)⊗
〈

(N − 1)ft=td(T )
|(N–1)i

〉
(17)

where we see that standard spectral function of the
coherent part A(k, ω) is convoluted with a term that
describes the Dirac time evolution of remaining N − 1
fermions. The subscript indicates that we consider a fi-
nal state after a given time td, see below for its definition.

In our case the sc→ uud tunneling is local, hence the
momentum dependence of Dirac part drops out. Further-
more, for our immobile sc units, in 1D regime it is known
that even for interacting case the effect of scattering can
be absorbed as a purely phase factor31. In a language of
Ref.32 we can thus safely neglect the dynamics of ampli-
tudes and focus on phase evolution (as in Ref.33) of the
disorder operators µ̂. In this case the convolution can be
reduced to a simple multiplication.

To complete our analysis, we can now compute this
overlap between the initial and final |N − 1〉 states at
finite temperature, which we shall call Dirac evolution
amplitude:

AD =
〈

(N − 1)ft=td(T )
|(N − 1)i

〉
(18)

This overlap enters into the total overlap between
〈ψf |ψi〉 as an extra, non-unitary factor. We assume that
there exist a typical delay time td which is needed to
remove the photo-hole from the |sc〉 zone. Taking a
constant inter-site tunneling rate, this delay is merely
proportional to a typical escape length xd from inside

the aggregate of sc-zones which is a fractal. From the
diffusion-limited aggregation34 we know that the fractal
is a Brown tree30. By increasing the temperature T we
increase the number of ×2×4 units (as there are more
available many-body states in an energy window kBT ),
the volume of the fractal Vd (Brown tree) scales with the
number of states like NdH (where dH is the Hausdorff di-

mension) while the Xd ∼ Vd
1/d. In our case dH = 2 and

d = 2. Hence, we deduce that td ∼ T . Having this infor-
mation, we assume in the following that the convolution
of the Dirac evolution amplitude with the uud spectral
function results in a Lorentzian-like function showing a
continuous change of maximum intensity and width.

For instance, let us consider the strength of the max-
imum intensity of photo-electrons. When we increase
the temperature above T1 = ∆1 the amplitude of the
maximum shall decrease as the overlap between initial
and final Ising operators configuration degrades. This is

because close to the transition, due to
sd∏
i

µ̂(i) (t) fluctu-

ations, the Ising order is known35 to decay like 1/t1/4.
Hence, we expect 1/T 1/4 decay of the photocurrent am-
plitude that is:

AD = 1/T 1/4 (19)

simple relation that can be readily probed by experi-
ments. It should be emphasized that the temperature
dependence in Eq.19 is not due to any internal phononic-
type dynamics32 on each site, but it is a many body effect
of a coherence loss within the sc conglomerate. In other
words there is a loss of coherence between two Ising µ̂
operators applied at a certain interval of time td.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

Firstly, within our example, we would like to point
out, that the formalism proposed here is much more gen-
eral than for a transition between the uud and sc phases
only induced by temperature. One can think of other ex-
ternal parameters inducing the transition. For the spe-
cific case of screened Coulomb interaction mediated inter-
chain coupling, these can be, i.e., local chemical doping,
local tension or a local screening by an external inho-
mogeneous electrode. This richness of possible means of
control comes from the fact that the screening has an in-
ternal degrees of freedom and is a great advantage of the
proposed platform based on a dimensional-cross over.

In our example, we had certain operators that in-
duced the disorder. These were the Ising operators be-
cause these are the ones that diagonalize the strongly-
correlated Hamiltonian. An advantage of our example
was that, by construction through topological protection,
it created localized and stable disordered units. Gener-
ally, one can consider other operators that induce disor-
der. We could consider a variation of the chemical po-
tential for introducing disorder. However, this approach
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will only succeed in cases where the Hamiltonian results
in a single particle description (hence: disorder leading to
Anderson localization). Then, the critical behaviour of
the chemical-potential operator is known; it is a marginal
operator. One can also consider a model where electrons
are coupled with a local boson, e.g. an optical phonon
mode. If the disorder is then proportional to the local
density of phonons (≡ displacement), the criticality is
proportional to the scaling operator of the phononic den-
sity.

The main outcome of this work is that it provides a for-
malism to quantify how an ARPES band is disappearing
in the presence of disorder. Remarkably, from the energy
scale of its disappearance as well as from the profile of
the broadening curve, we can gather a lot of information
about the nature of a phase transition induced by that
disorder. The underlying reason, why the band broad-
ens, is the breaking of the translational symmetry. This
implies that the momentum is not any longer a good
quantum number and that the spectral weight is broadly
distributed within the reciprocal space. We have taken
here a particular model which allows for only one selected
band to be affected. It should be emphasized that, while
Eq.(17) describes how the spectral weight of the coher-
ent part of the band disappears, it does not invalidate the
ARPES-sum-rule. The ARPES sum-rule can be traced
back to the anti-commutation rules for the underlying

fermionic fields36 which, as such, still hold. It just re-
quires to include all scattering channels of fermions, i.e.,
all the ways in which the incoherent part of the propa-
gator can be generated. In the specific case of the Ising
model proposed here, that would mean including all the
possible order-disorder operators’ correlation functions.

From the experimental perspective, our theory can also
be useful in other ways, albeit more limited. Consider a
system with an unknown amount of embedded disorder.
The non-linear dependence of the amplitudes’ suppres-
sion (and the coherent band’s broadening) allows to ex-
tract, i.e. by exploring the derivative, small changes in
disorder strength. This, in turn, allows to detremine the
amplitude of the disorder. With this information, the
entire ARPES spectra can be fitted using an additional
correction that fully accounts for non-perturbative effects
of the disorder.

In conclusion we derived here a formalism that ex-
tends the standard sudden-electron approximation to
cases where carriers are localized for a finite time during
the photo-emission event. Then, the ARPES spectrum
acquires an extra broadening factor which can be inter-
preted as a vertex correction. If there is any operator that
links the ordered and disordered phases, we then showed
that the broadening of the ARPES spectrum mimics the
dynamics of this operator.
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Lüschen, M. H. Fischer, R. Vosk, E. Altman,
U. Schneider, and I. Bloch, Science 349, 842 (2015),
https://www.science.org/doi/pdf/10.1126/science.aaa7432,
URL https://www.science.org/doi/abs/10.1126/

science.aaa7432.
15 J. yoon Choi, S. Hild, J. Zeiher, P. Schauß, A. Rubio-

Abadal, T. Yefsah, V. Khemani, D. A. Huse,
I. Bloch, and C. Gross, Science 352, 1547 (2016),
https://www.science.org/doi/pdf/10.1126/science.aaf8834,
URL https://www.science.org/doi/abs/10.1126/

science.aaf8834.
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