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Abstract

We prove persistence of absolutely continuous spectrum for the Ander-
son model on a general class of tree-like graphs.
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1 Introduction

Random Schrédinger Operators are used as models for disordered quantum me-
chanical systems. Their investigation goes back to the late 1950s. The Anderson
Model was introduced to describe the motion of a quantum-mechanical electron in
a crystal with impurities. For this model, the states corresponding to an absolutely
continuous spectrum describe mobile electrons. Thus, an interval of absolutely
continuous spectrum is an energy range in which the material is a conductor.

An outstanding open problem, the extended states conjecture, is to prove ex-
istence of absolutely continuous spectrum for the lattice Z¢ with d > 2. Until
now, it is only for the Bethe lattice that this has been established. A first result on
the topic was obtained by A. Klein, [5], in 1998; he proved that for weak disor-
der, on the Bethe lattice, there exists absolutely continuous spectrum for almost
all potentials. More recently, Aizenman, Sims and Warzel proved similar results
for the Bethe lattice using a different method (see [1]). Their method establishes
the persistence of absolutely continuous spectrum under weak disorder and also
in the presence of a periodic background potential. During the same time, Froese,
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Figure 1: The general tree, T

Hasler and Spitzer introduced a geometric method for proving the existence of ac
spectrum on graphs (see [2]). In their second paper on the topic, [3]], they proved
delocalization for the Bethe lattice of degree 3 using this geometric approach.

In this work, we provide a simplified version of the geometric method, and
its extension to more general trees. We prove the existence of some absolutely
continuous spectrum for the Anderson Model on a tree-like graph, T, defined as
follows (see Figure[I]). We start with an infinite full binary tree in which each node
has degree 3 except for the origin, 0, which has degree 2. On the top edge, coming
out of each node in the binary tree, we add m new vertices; subsequently we add
n, m # n, new vertices on each lower edge thus obtaining our new tree. In fact, if
we start with a k-nary tree, the results in this paper still hold by similar arguments.
We present the binary case, for simplicity. Also, the proof for the m = n case is a
straightforward generalization of the one for the Bethe lattice presented in [4].

Using the terminology established in [[1]], we will use the symbol T for both
our tree graph and its set of vertices. For each x € T we have at most one neighbor
towards the root and one or more in what we refer to as the forward direction.
We say that y € T is in the future of x € T if the path connecting y and the root
runs through x. The subtree consisting of all the vertices in the future of x, with x
regarded as its root, is denoted by T*.



2 Statement of the Main Result

The Anderson Model on T is given by the random Hamiltonian, H, on the Hilbert
space ¢2(T). This operator is of the form

H = A+g¢q
where:

1.
AT = {9:T>C; ) p)f < oo}

xeT

2. The free Laplacian A is defined by
A = > (90— ¢() , forallg € E(T),
yid(x,y)=1

where d defines the distance between sites.
3. The operator g is a random potential,

(qe)(x) = q(x)e(x),

where {g(x)}.cr is a family of independent, identically distributed real ran-
dom variables with common probability distribution v.

Our main theorem is the following:

Theorem 1. Let F be the largest open set included in the spectrum of A (this
spectrum depends on m and n). For any closed subinterval E, E C F, there exist
0<p<1,n >0andn, >0, such that for all v with

f (14162 dvg) < s
lg1=m1

the spectrum of H is purely absolutely continuous in E with probability one.

The following theorem together with the criterion from Section 5 will give us the
proof of Theorem |}

Theorem 2. Let 6, € £*(T) be the indicator function supported at the site x € T.
Under the hypothesis of the previous theorem, we have

sup E(|{0. (H - 7'8,)1'"") < o0,

A€ER(E €)

for some € > 0 and all x € T. Here R(E,€) = {z € H : Re(z) € E,0 < Im(z) < €}
and H={x+1y: x,y € R and y > 0} denotes the complex upper half plane.



Figure 2: The nodes in the recurrence relation for the Green’s function.

3 Outline of the Proof

The analysis on trees is generally more accessible than on other graphs since var-
ious quantities computed at the tree root satisfy recursion relations. One of these
quantities is the Green’s function. We write H* for the restriction of H to T* and
define the Green’s function for the truncated graph as follows:

G'(1) = <5x,(H"—/l)‘16x>.

We notice that since H is random, at each x € T the Green’s function, G¥, is an
H-valued random variable. We denote by p the probability distribution of G°.
The fundamental recurrence relation for these Green’s functions is given by

Gx(/l) = ¢(GXI (/1)’ ze(/l)’ ql LRI QM, /l)a (1)
where
¢ H*xRYxH - H
is defined by
-1
(z1,22,91---qu, A) =
¢ b Q1 QM ¢n(zla (]1 .. Qm /1) + ¢m(Z2, Q}'L+1, ceey qn+m’ /l) + /1 - CIM(Z)
with
oz, ) = z
-1
) ’/l = - - 4
$1(z.q1, ) P pp——
-1
¢n(Z, ql o Qn, /l) =

¢n—1(Z,611 ce -1, /1) +A4- qn +1
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and M = m + n + 1. The nodes x, x{, x, and the potentials ¢, - - - , gy involved in
the recurrence (I)) are shown in Figure 2]

If Im(1) > 0, z = ¢(z,2,0,...,0,4) is a cubic equation with a unique root, z,,
in the upper half plane, i.e. Im(z;) > 0. The map H > A +— z, extends continuously
onto the real axis. The set {z,},c£ 1S a compact curve strictly contained in H.

Thus, when A4 lies in the strip

R(E,e)={z€eH:Re(z) € E,0 <Im(z) < €}

with E C F closed and e sufficiently small, Im(z,) is bounded below and |z,] is
bounded above.

To measure the distance between the Green’s function of the free Laplacian
and the perturbed Green’s function on T we will use a weight function defined by

|z — zal?
Im(z)
Up to constants, w(z) is the hyperbolic cosine of the hyperbolic distance from z to
z,. Note: we have dropped the A-dependence from the notation.
For the proof of Theorem 2 we need a few lemmas about the following quan-
tity:

w(z) = 2Im(z,)(cosh(disty(z,z3)) — 1) =

W1+p(¢(Zl,Z2, qi-.-qu, D)) + WHP(‘P(Zz, 2491 - qms )

222,41 -Gy, A) =
Hap(215 22,41 - - - Gur> D) WP (zy) + WP (z)

Lemma 3. For any closed subinterval E, E C F and some 0 < p < 1, there exist
positive constants €, 1, € and a compact set K ¢ H? such that

Mo plocext—mmMxrEe) < 1—€ (3)
Here K¢ denotes the complement H? \ K.

Lemma 4. For any closed subinterval E, E C F and any 0 < p < 1, there exist
positive constants €, C and a compact set K C H? such that

M
po pliceinreey < C | |0+ 1gd). @)
k=1

Given these two Lemmas we can prove that the decay of the probability distri-
bution function of the Green’s function at infinity is preserved as Im(1) becomes
small, provided that v has a finite moment of order 2(1 + p).
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Theorem S. For any closed subinterval E, E C F and some 0 < p < 1, there exist
m > 0,17, > 0and € > 0, such that for all v satisfying

f (1+1gP"P)dviq) < m,
lg1=m1

we have
sup B (w'7(G"(1))) < oo .
A€R(E,€)
Proof. Letn, and p be given by Lemma[3] and choose € and K that work in both
Lemma [3|and Lemmald] For any (z;,z,) € K° and A € R(E, €), we estimate

f M2.p(21,22,q1 - - qu, DdV(qy) - .. dv(gy)
RM

M
<(l-e dv(qy) . ..dv(gu) + Cf n (1+1g:P) dv(q) ...
[=n.m M RA-mm ™ oy
dv(gm)
< (1 - 6) + C’?]z
<l-¢/2

provided 7, is sufficiently small. The probability distributions on the hyperbolic
plane are defined by

p(A) = Prob{G*(1) € A} = Prob{G°(1) € A},

where x is any site that had degree 3 in T.
The recursion formula for the Green’s function implies that the distributions
dp are related by

p(A) = Prob{¢(z1, 22,1 - - - qu> A) € A} = Prob{(z1,22,q1 - - - qus» D) € ¢ (A)}

_ f dp(z1) dp(z2) d¥(q1) . .. dV(qu))
¢~1(A)

= f xa(@(z1,22,q1 .. qu, V) dp(z1) dp(z2) dv(qy) - . . dv(gm)
HZxRM



which gives us that for any continuous function f(z)

fH f(@dp(z) = fH . f(@(z1,22,q1 - .. qu, D) dp(z1) dp(z2) dv(qy) . . . dv(gm).

Using this relation, for A € R(E, &), we obtain

B(w' (') = f W' (@) dp(2)

H

= f w21, 22,1 - - - qus D) dp(z1) dp(z2) dv(qy) - . . dV(gu)
H2xRM

1
= f E(Wl+p(¢(zl 532 CII e CIM, /1)) + w1+p(¢(Z2, 21 CII LRI QM’ /l))) dp(Z])
H2xRM
dp(z2) dv(q1) - . . dv(gm)

1
= 5 f’K (fMIuZ,p(Zl’ZZ, QI .. ~qMa /l) dv(q1) “e dV(qM)) X (W1+p(Z1) + W1+p(Z2))

R
dp(z1) dp(z2) + C

<(1- e/2)fw1+p(z)dp(z) +C,
H

where C is some finite constant, only depending on the choice of K. This implies
that for all A € R(E, ),

E(w'(G°(1) < ¢
€

Theorem 2. Under the hypotheses of Theorem [5 we have

sup B ([(6.ICH ~ 076]'"") < o0

AER(E )

for some € > 0 and all x € T.

Proof. 1t is an immediate consequence of Theorem [5| Lemma [§] from the Ap-
pendix and the following inequality which holds for any two complex numbers z
and s in H:

=5
|Z|<4|

=) + 2|s| . 5)



The inequality clearly holds for |z| < 2|s|. In the complementary case, we have
|z| > 2|s| and thus |z — s| > ||z] — |s]| > |s], implying

l2llm(z) < |2 < 20z = s + 2Is]* < 4fz - s

and further |z| < 4|z — sI>/Im(z). This proves (3)).
By using (5) with s = z; we obtain that for 1 € R(E, €)

lz| <4w(z) + C,

where C depends only on E and €. O
Now, the proof of our main theorem follows:

Theorem 1. Let F be the largest open set included in the spectrum of A (this

spectrum depends on the values of m and n). For any closed subinterval E, E C F,

there exist 0 < p < 1, m; > 0 and n, > 0O, such that for all v with

f (0 +1g2 Py dvg) < s
lgl=m1

the spectrum of H is purely absolutely continuous in E with probability one.

Proof. Let us consider 4 = a + i8. Using Fatou’s lemma, Fubini’s theorem and
Theorem 2, we obtain

E(liminf f (6., (H - A)-‘5x>|“”) da
A0 g
< liminffE(kéx, (H - 76| ™ ) dar < oo
B0 )i
Therefore we must have

1+p

lim inf f (60 (H = D)7'60] " da < o0,
BNO g

with probability one. Since (., (H — 1)"'6,) is the Stieltjes transform of the mea-
sure du,, it follows from Proposition [/ Section 5 that the restriction of u, to E
is purely absolutely continuous with probability one. In other words, the spectral
measure for H corresponding to ¢,, for any x € T is purely absolutely continu-
ous in E with probability one. Therefore the operator H has purely absolutely
continuous spectrum on E. O.



4 Proof of Lemmas 3 and 4

For the proof of Lemma [3] we need the following result:

Proposition 6. Forall 7,2, € ﬁz \ (z1,21) and A € R,
H20(21,22,0...0,4) < 1. (6)

Proof. For computation purposes we define

I+A+z2)A+A+¢1(z1,0...0,0)...(1 + A+ ¢,_1(21,0...0,2)
(I+A+2)0+A+¢1(22,0...0,0)...(1 + A+ ¢,_1(22,0...0,2))
A+2+2)A1+A+¢1(z,0...0,))...(1 + A+ ¢,1(21,0...0,2) = C,

([
>~
N N

we also have

7 = X +iy

2 = Xp+iys.
With all these simplifications, u,0(z1,22,0...0,4) < N/D, with
N = ((lz1 = 2allBuConl + 22 = 2l AnCul)* GlAul® + 11Bu) + (122 = ZallAnCol
+lz1 = ZallBuCol > 01 Bul” + y2lAP))y1y2
and
D = (ICul” +IC,PYGalAnl® + y11BAPY01IBl + yalAnP) 21 = 24Py + 122 = 2aPy1) -
Proving w0 < 1 is equivalent to proving that the polynomial
P(X,Y) =X*ys(y132lAnBuCul> + y1320ABuCol” + 3|A AW (Cl? + 1C,P))+
Y231(31320AnBuCl® + 132140 BuCol” + ¥11B. B (ICl* +1C.1)) -
2XYy1y2|CnCol (4Bl 52lAnl” + 311BaP) + 1An Bl (31 Bul + 2l A,)

is strictly positive for X = |z; — z3/ and Y = |z — z,|. This can be easily verified.

For our proof to be complete, we still have to check (6)) on the boundary of Ez.
A few cases are to be considered.



e Both z; and z; are approaching the real axis. After the first necessary blow-

up:
i = nwi
Y2 = nw;
and
Wk =1,

12.0(21,22,0...0,2) < N/D where N and D became
N = ((IZ1 — ZlIBuCol + 122 = ZAlALCol) (w2l Al + w1l B, )+

(122 = ZallAnCol + l21 = ZAlBLCo (@1 B+l A w12

D = (IC,f* + ICH) (alAI + 1B, )i Bl* + wilA,[%)
(21 — zalws + |22 — 2l w)) .

Extra blow-ups are needed when |[A;| — 0 or |B;| — 0, for i = m, n. Since
these four cases are similar, we will just look at one of them:

A

w1

r, sin(a)

r, cos(a) .
In this particular case,
|Bu*ICoul cos(@)
—
(ICwP? + ICuPP)(w: sin(@) + |B,[* cos(a))

The very special case when both |A;| and |B;|— 0 does not imply any extra
difficulty.

The discussion outside these four blow-up points is the same as the one
inside H2.

H2

e Both z; and z, go to ico. For simplicity we use a change of variables, u; =
—é and u, = —é. With these new variables, in the condition u>o < N/D, N
and D are given by

N = ((I1 + 112211 BuCnl + 11 + sz |A,Coal)* G2lAnl® + y11BP)+
(1 + urzallA, Gl + 11 + MIZ/IHBnCnl)Z(yl|Bm|2+y2|An|2))y1y2 ,
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D= (|C‘m|2 + |Cn|2)(y2|Am|2 + ylanlz)(yl|Bm|2 + y2|An|2)

(1 + w232y + 11 + upza*y1)

where
u = x1+ 1y1
u = X+ iy2
and
An = M]An
Bn = Man .

Since both u; and u, are approaching 0, we can write u; = rcos(y)e" and
u, = rsin(y)e”, with y, x,y € [0,7/2]. Asr — 0, o < N/D, with N and
D given by
N = ((lecml + |A,C,l)* (sin(y) sin()|A,, > + cos(y) sin(x)| B, )+
(1AnCul + IB,C,)*(sin(y) sin(IA,[* + cos(y) Sin(X)IBmlz))-
- sin(x) sin(y) sin(y) cos(y),

D = (ICl* + IC,)((sin(y) sin(y)|A,[* + cos(y) sin(x)|B,[*)
(sin(y) sin(y)lfinl2 + cos(y) sin(x)lelz)(sin(x) cos(y) + sin(y) sin(y)) .

Since extra problems can appear, we also have to consider the following
blow-up:

sin(y) r3 sin(f)
sin(x) = r3cos(f).

or similarly for cos(y) and sin(y). These type of blow-ups imply po9 < N/D
with new values for N and D:

N = ((lecml + |A,C)*(sin(B) sin()IA,|* + cos(y) cos(B)|B, ")+
(AnCol + 1B, C,)*(sin(B) sin(y)|A,[* + cos(y) COS(ﬁ)IEmIZ))-
- cos(B) sin(y) sin(B) cos(y),
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D = (IC,” + C,)((sin(B) sin()IA,[* + cos(y) cos(B)B,I*)
(sin(B) sin(y)| A, + cos(y) cos(B)|B,u[*)(cos(B) cos(y) + sin(y) sin(B)) .

Now ;o looks similar to the previous case for |z; — 23| = |z —zal = 1.

e One of them approaches the real axis and the other one approaches ico. We
will use the same substitution as in the previous case and let us assume that
u; — R and u, — 0. We still need the first blow-up from the previous
case and afterwards the discussion is very similar.

A more detailed proof of this proposition can be found in [4]]. O

Proof of Lemma 3| We can extend u, , to an upper semi-continuous function on
=2 = ..
H x RM x R by defining it as

H2.p(Zo, Qo, Adg) = limsup w,(Z, 0,1,
2—2p,0— Q0,4

at points Zy, Qy, 4o where it is not already defined. Here, the points Z = (z1, 22),

0 =(qi ...qu) and A are approaching their limits in the topology of H xRM xR,
To prove the lemma it is enough to show that

pop(Z, 0,0 < 1

for (Z, Q, 1) in the compact set 8m(ﬁ2) x {0} x E, since this implies that for some
€ > 0, the upper semi-continuous function u, ,(Z, Q, 1) is bounded by 1 — 2€ on
the set, and by 1 — € in some neighborhood.

Let us rewrite u5 , in terms of 1.

Wl+p(¢(zl’ 22, QI .o qu /l)) + Wl+p(¢(Z25 21 C]l “ee QM, /l))

Hap (2 0 ) = wlP(z;) + wi*P(z,)
(G121 G D) + WGz g D)
B w(z1) + w(z2)
' 1
viﬂ’ + V;er ,
where
Vi = LZ') fori=1, 2.

w(z1) + w(z2)

12



Since we are concentrating on the boundary of Ez, we need the following blow-up

= R1Q1

1
x(z1) = W)

= R]Qz

1
Xx(22) = @)

where R, Q; and ©, are defined as functions of Z with the property Q7 + Q3 = 1.
Using the result in Proposition [6| we have

1+p (.Ql + Qg)”p

M2 plo @psiopise < (’u2’0|600(ﬁ2)><{0}’”><E) Q}+p N Q;+p
< (1-¢€2?
< 1,
for the right choice of p. O

Proof of Lemma[d Each term in the sum appearing in u, , can be estimated

wHP(d(21, 22, q1 - - - qus D)) _ (w(z1) + w(z)'*? (W(¢(Zl,22,6]1 - qum, /U))Hp
witP(z) + wltr(z;) witP(z)) + wltr(z;) w(z1) + w(z2)

(W(¢(21,Zz’ qi - --QM,/U))HP

P
<2 w(z1) + w(z2)

Now it is enough to prove

w((z1, 22,41 - - - qu> )
w(z1) + w(z2)

M
<c[ [a+iap,
k=1

since this bounds each term in u, , by the desired quantity.
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We have
W(¢(Z]a 22, QI e QM’ /1))
w(z1) + w(z2)
— |1 + Z/l¢n(z19 qi .- -4, /1) + Zﬂ¢m(z2a qn+l - - - Yntms /1) + Z/l(/l - (ZM)lz_

Im(¢n(zl9 qi---4n, /l)) + Im(¢m(z2’ dn+1 - - - Yn+ms /l)) + Im(/l)
1

lei=zal*
Z T
_ |Aan - Z/lAn—le - Z/le—lAn + AanZ/l(/l B QM)l2 . 1
Im(z) + DIB,P + Im(z + DAL + Im(D)IA, B, Z Limzal?
Im(z;)

Aan|2 + IAn—le + Aan—l - Aan(/l - CIM)| 1
<A+ ab) :
Im(z; + DIB,I> +Im(zz + DIA,? + Im(D)IA, B2 % [
Im(z;)

< (1 + |Z/1|2)( |Aan|2
Im(z1)|B,,* + Im(z)|A,[?
(1 + gy — AP) 1
Im(z))|B,? + Im(z2)|A, 2/ [
Z Im(z;)

+ (lAanlz + |An—le + Aan—llz)'

A, B, 22 + gy — AP At 1By P 1
| 1( |f]M 1) +2(| il +| 1l ))

<(1+]z |2)(
Y\ Im(z)[B, 2 + Im(z0)A, P Im(z;) Im(z) Z'Z’ —P
Im(z;)

A2 - AP Anal* 1B 1
S(1+|ZA|2)(||<+|qM n+20 P n»

Im(z;) Im(z;) Im(zp) 2 [
Im(z;)

Using the following inequality (details of its proof can be found in [4]),

AP<n-1 [] n+a-alit+apP

k=1
|[1+A—qk|>1

<(n-1) n(l +lgiP)(1 + lz1)
k=1

14



we obtain

w(d(z1,22:91 - - - qm» /1)) 1+ |z

< C(Ci(1 + Igul )]_[a ) ——-

W(zn) + w(z2) Im(z))
1+ |z
+c2<1+|qM|>]_[<1 4 Ty
+C3(1 + lquP) ]—[<1 R OR.c
3 i Im(Zz) i lzi—zal? —za?
Im(z;)

2

Choose the compact set K such that 3 |z; — z;|*/Im(z;) > C > 0 for some constant
i=1

C and (z;,22) € K°. Then we can estimate each term depending on whether z; is

close to z;. If all z; are sufficiently close, then Im(z;) is bounded below and |z;| is

bounded above by a constant. Thus
2
Im(z;) ) lzi = 24 /Im(z;) = Im(z;)C = €' > 0
i=1
and 1 + |zj|2 < C, so we are done. If all z; are far from z,,

2
m(z)) )" Iz = 2 /Im(z) = Iz = 2a* = C(1 + Ig,)

i=1

2
s0 1+ [z;*/ (Im(zj) 2z — zﬂlz/lm(zi)) < C again. O

i=1

S Appendix

This section contains two theorems on absolutely continuous spectrum. The first
one gives a sufficient condition for a measure to be absolutely continuous with
respect to the Lebesgue measure on an interval and the latter gives a sufficient
condition for a random Scrodinger operator to exhibit pure absolutely continuous
spectrum on some interval.
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5.1 A Criterion for Absolutely Continuous Spectrum

Let u be a finite measure on R; its Stieltjes (or Borel) transform F is given by

F(z) = f@

-z

for z = x + 1y with y > 0. The following criterion has been proven in [7]. We
reproduce the argument here for completeness.

Proposition 7. Let (a, b) be a finite interval and let p > 0. Suppose

b
lim inf f [F(x +iy)|""Pdx < oo.
AANY) a

Then u is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure on (a, b).
Proof. Since lim\ iglf fa b |F(x +iy)|"*Pdx < oo, there exists a sequence y, \, 0 such
y

that sup fa b |F(x + iy,)|'*?dx < C, where C is some constant. Define du,, (x) =

a'Im(F(x + iy,))dx. Then by [6], du,, — du weakly, as n — oo. That is,
for f a continuous function of compact support we have lim f foduy, (x) =

f J(x)du(x). Let f be a continuous function supported on (a, b), then

lim
n—oo

b
f Jf(x)duy, (x)

b
f FCOu()

b
f FOIm(F(x +1iy,))dx

1im (L1l IMCF e+ D))
Cllflh+1yp -

lim 7!
n—o0o

IA

IA

5.2 Bounds on the Green’s function at an arbitrary site.

We show here how to obtain bounds on G*(?) for an arbitrary site x € T, using the
bound on G°(1) given by Theorem 5.

Lemma 8. Let F be the largest open set included in the spectrum of A. Suppose
that

sup B (w'* ({8, (H = )7'6p))) < o0,

A€R(E,€)
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for some closed subinterval E C F, € > 0and 0 < p < 1. Then, for every arbitrary
x € T, we also have

sup E(w'*P ({6, (H = 1)7'6,))) < oo .

A€R(E €)

Proof. Suppose we pick an arbitrary vertex x in T and we consider the Green’s
function at x for the whole tree T: G (1) = <6x, (H - /1)‘16x>. If we consider x to
be the new origin of the tree and we look at the vertices in the future of x, we can
see that after a finite number of steps , on each branch, we will run into a copy of
the original tree. For all these copies of T, we know from the hypothesis that

sup E(w'*” ({80, (H = 1)7'8))) < o0 .

A€R(E €)

Starting with these copies of T, we can go back, step by step, and prove the in-
equality for the truncated Green’s function at each subsequent previous vertex.
When tracking back the Green’s function we can have either the Mobius trans-
formation ¢, (see (2))), for the step by step recurrence at a vertex of degree 2, or
¢’ (21,20,4) = —1/(z1 + 22 + 4 — g) at a vertex of degree 3. Therefore, using the
proofs of Lemma([3Jand Lemmafd] we can easily conclude that our inequality holds
step by step:
1. At a vertex y of degree 2:

E(WH‘D (Gyu))) = f

w'*P(2)dp’(z) = f w!P(p1(z1, g1, ) dp(z1) dv(qr)

H HxR
1 W1+p(Zl, 6]1,/1) .
) Efv« (IRWIT(ZI)‘M%) xw P (z) dp(z) + C

SC’fW””(zl)dp(aHC
H

<C ]E(w“" (G(/l))) +C,

hence Aes;el(lgs)E (w“” (Gy(/l))) < 0.
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2. At a vertex y of degree 3:

Ewwmwm:fwwwwm>

H

= f wP(¢' (21,22, ¢, D) dp(z1) dp(z2) dv(qy)
H2xR

1
=f —(W"P(P (21,22, 1, V) + WP (22,215 1, D)) dp(z1) dp(z2) dv(qy)
H

2%R 2

1f (f WP (21,20, 41, D) + WP (22,21, 41, D)
< \JRr

2 WP () + wi*P(z,)

dv(qy) | x (W' (z)+
+w!P(22)) dp(z1) dp(z2) + C
<C” f w'*P(2) dp(z) + C
H

<c” E(w”” (G(/l))) +C,

hence Aeskl(lge)E (w“” (Gy(/l))) < 0. o
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