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CONVERGENCE OF THE DENSITY OF STATES AND
DELOCALIZATION OF EIGENVECTORS
ON RANDOM REGULAR GRAPHS

LEANDER GEISINGER

ABSTRACT. Consider a random regular graph of fixed degree d with n vertices. We study
spectral properties of the adjacency matrix and of random Schrodinger operators on such
a graph as n tends to infinity.

We prove that the integrated density of states on the graph converges to the integrated
density of states on the infinite regular tree and we give uniform bounds on the rate of con-
vergence. This allows to estimate the number of eigenvalues in intervals of size comparable
to log;}l(n). Based on related estimates for the Green function we derive results about
delocalization of eigenvectors.

1. INTRODUCTION

In his seminal work from 1955, Wigner showed that the density of states of random
matrices with independent identically distributed entries converges — as the size of the matrix
tends to infinity — to a universal deterministic probability measure, the semicircle law [49].
This result was gradually improved and today it is known that universality of spectral
properties of Wigner matrices goes far beyond that. Even the local eigenvalue statistics,
studied via the eigenvalue gap distribution, is given by universal laws [19-21.[44]. These
laws can be calculated explicitly from Gaussian ensembles and are characterized by local
repulsion of the eigenvalues. We refer to the textbooks [7,[8,136] and the review [13] for
general results about random matrices and further references.

One field where random matrices arise is the study of random graphs. Along with a
graph of n labeled vertices one considers the adjacency matrix which is the symmetric n x n
matrix with entry ij equal to 1, if vertex ¢ is connected by an edge to vertex j, and equal
to 0 otherwise. The spectrum of this matrix bears information about the geometry of the
graph, however determining spectral properties is often a difficult task.

For Erdés-Rényi graphs, where every edge is chosen independently with probability p
(see [10] for details concerning random graph models), universality of the local eigenvalue
statistics for the corresponding adjacency matrix has recently been proved under suitable
conditions on p [I7L[I8]. Two of the steps towards universality are proving local convergence
of the density of states and delocalization of eigenvectors. The former refers to the fact that
the average number of eigenvalues in small intervals converges to a universal law. (Ideally
this holds for intervals of size comparable to 1/n, up to logarithmic corrections.) The latter
means that eigenvectors are typically uniformly distributed over the whole graph. Let us
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emphasize that the mentioned results, for Wigner matrices as well as for Erdés-Rényi graphs,
rely on independence of the entries.

In this note we investigate the spectrum on random regular graphs with fixed degree d.
In a regular graph of degree d each vertex is connected to d other vertices. Thus in the
corresponding adjacency matrix each row and each column contains d entries that are 1 and
n — d entries that are 0. Such a graph, or equivalently such a matrix, is chosen at random
with uniform probability. These random matrices are sparse: only few entries are non-zero
so that moments of the distribution of the entries decay slowly. More importantly the entries
lack independence. Therefore it is not clear how to apply the methods developed to study
Wigner matrices and Erd6s-Rényi graphs.

While there are results concerning extreme eigenvalues at the edge of the spectrum [231[42]
not much seems to been known about eigenvalues in the bulk of the spectrum. However, it
is conjectured that the local statistics is universal and governed by repulsion of eigenvalues,
see for example [161[17,26]37].

In this article a small step is made in this direction by studying convergence of the density
of states and delocalization of eigenvectors. First we analyze the density of states. The
analogue of Wigner’s result for random regular graphs was proved by McKay [33]: The
density of states of the adjacency matrix of a random regular graph converges in distribution
to a probability measure, known as the Kesten-McKay law.

In Theorem [2.1] we refine this result by giving uniform bounds on the rate of convergence.
This allows us to deduce local convergence of the number of eigenvalues in intervals of
size comparable to log;_ll(n). Our approach is based on the fact that a random regular
graph coincides locally with a regular tree. This explains the rate log;_ll(n) since this
approximation typically works well up to distances comparable to log;_;(n). While this
rate is far from the desired 1/n, our results are strong enough to deduce statements about
convergence of the Green function and delocalization of eigenvectors.

Our findings are similar to results recently obtained by Dumitriu and Pal [15] and by
Tran, Vu, and Wang [46]. They also study spectral properties of random regular graphs
and consider the case where the degree d is not fixed but tends to infinity together with
the number of vertices n. The main results also include delocalization of eigenvectors and
local convergence of the number of eigenvalues. Again the size of the allowed intervals
is comparable to log;nl_l(n). Let us remark that our methods — even though they are
tailored for regular graphs with fixed degree — also extend to graphs with growing degree. In
Theorem 2.2 we recover results from [I5] and [46] and we slightly improve them in a certain
sense that is made precise below.

After this prelude, the main purpose of this article is to derive similar results for ran-
dom Schrédinger operators and to deduce delocalization of eigenvectors. Motivated by re-
cent physical and numerical considerations about eigenvalue statistics [9,32] we study the
Anderson model of random Schrédinger operators on random regular graphs: A random
Schrédinger operator consists of the adjacency matrix perturbed by a random potential,
that means one adds independent identically distributed entries on the diagonal of the ma-
trix. Again we explore the density of states by comparing with the Anderson model on the
infinite regular tree. The strength of our approach lies in the fact that it depends only on
local properties of the graph, therefore it extends to general local operators such as random
Schrédinger operators.
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The Anderson model on the tree is one of the most studied models of random Schrédinger
operators, see [47] for an overview of results and references. It is a natural question in
what way spectral properties on the infinite tree extend to the corresponding finite-volume
operator on a random regular graph. However, for Schrédinger operators the analysis of
spectrum and eigenvectors is more challenging since the corresponding spectral measure
on the infinite tree is not purely absolutely continuous but it also contains a pure-point
component.

This should influence the behavior of eigenvectors of the finite-volume operator. In spec-
tral regimes that correspond to pure-point spectrum of the infinite-volume operator one
expects to find exponential localization while eigenvectors with eigenvalues within the abso-
lutely continuous spectrum are expected to be delocalized. In turn, properties of eigenvectors
are conjectured to determine whether the local eigenvalue statistics is Poisson or governed
by level repulsion [9,[32,47] .

Again we are able to make a small step in this direction. In Theorem 23] we show that
the mean density of states of a random Schrodinger operator on a random regular graph
converges to the density of states on the infinite tree. We give bounds on the rate of
convergence and show that the mean number of eigenvalues in intervals of size comparable
to log;_ll(n) converges. Finally, in Theorem [5.3] we apply these results and combine them
with recent results about random Schrddinger operators on the infinite tree [3] to prove that
typically eigenvectors on a random regular graph with eigenvalues within the absolutely
continuous spectrum of the infinite-volume operator are not localized.

The article is organized as follows. In the next section we explain the relevant nota-
tion concerning random regular graphs and spectral measures. Then we give the precise
statements of the main results about convergence of the density of states.

In Section [3] we provide the main tools: The fact that a random regular graph coincides
locally with a tree implies that low moments of the spectral measure on the graph agree
with the respective moments on the tree. Therefore also the expectation of polynomials
of low degree (typically up to log;_;(n)) is the same. Thus to obtain uniform estimates
on the rate of convergence of the density of states one needs to approximate the Heaviside
function by polynomials. As was noticed by Chebyshev, Markov, and Stieltjes orthogonal
polynomials are well suited for this purpose. In Theorem [B.1] we use this approach to prove
a deterministic estimate for the density of states valid for all regular graphs.

In Section @] we study the distribution of cycles in a random regular graph and we show
that it is justified to approximate a random regular graph locally by a tree. We use that to
complete the proof of the results from Section 2L

In the final section we apply the developed techniques to prove convergence of the Green
function and to deduce results about delocalization of eigenvectors.

2. NOTATION AND RESULTS

Consider the set G, 4 of simple regular graphs with n vertices and degree d > 3. Let P, 4
denote the uniform probability measure on this set and let &, 4 denote the expectation with
respect to P, 4. We study this ensemble as n tends to infinity. We say that an event happens
asymptotically almost surely if the probability P, 4 of the event tends to one as n tends to
infinity.
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We assume that the degree d is fixed unless stated otherwise. However, the methods that
are employed here are not limited to this case. In particular in Theorem we consider the
case where d = d,, tends to infinity with n.

2.1. The adjacency matrix. First we study the spectrum of the adjacency matrix A, of
a random regular graph G,, € G, 4. The adjacency matrix is the self-adjoint operator on the
Hilbert space ¢2(G,,) defined by

(Ang) (z) = > oly), ¢e€lP(Gn), x€GCy,.

yeGy :d(z,y)=1

Here the distance d(x,y) of two vertices x,y € G, is the length of the shortest path connect-
ing x and y. The adjacency matrix is the discrete Laplace operator on G,, with the diagonal
terms removed.

Let (A;)7_; denote the eigenvalues of A,, and let (¢;)}_; be the corresponding 2(Gp)-
normalized eigenvectors. If an eigenvalue has multiplicity higher than one we repeat the
value according to its multiplicity and we choose the eigenvectors as an orthonormal basis
of the eigenspace. Since G, has n vertices, A, is a symmetric n by n matrix and we obtain
n eigenvalues and n eigenvectors. To study the distribution of the eigenvalues we introduce
the following spectral measures.

For a vertex x € G,, we write &, € (?(G,,) for its characteristic function: d,(z) = 1 and
d:(y) = 0 for y # x. Also, for a set I C R let x; denote its characteristic function: x(¢) =1
for t € I and x7(t) = 0 for t ¢ I. We write |I| for the length of the set. The local spectral
measure /i, ; With respect to a vertex x € G, is given by

(D) = G Xt (An) 62) iy = O s (@) (2.1)
A€l

With N7(G,,) we denote the counting measure that counts the number of eigenvalues \; in
the set 1,

Ni(Gr) =Y xi(N) = Tr [xr (Ap)]
j=1

and we remark the identity
Ni(Gn) = Z fne (L) . (2.2)
zeGn
Our main tool in the analysis of the spectral distribution of A,, is the fact that a typical
regular graph locally resembles a tree in the sense that it contains large regions without
cycles. (A cycle is a closed path without repetitions of vertices and edges other than the
starting and ending vertex.) So we also consider the infinite regular tree 7; of degree d. On
the tree the adjacency matrix Ar, is again defined by

(A7,0) (@)= Y. oy, 6€l(Ta), =z€Ta.
y€Tqd(z,y)=1

Since the degree d is finite A7, is a bounded and self-adjoint operator with domain ¢(73). In
analogy with the local spectral measure (2.1) we define the local density of states measure

oo(I) = (62, X1 (Aﬁ) 590)12(7&) (2.3)
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which is independent of x € 7. On the tree this can be calculated explicitly and is given by
the Kesten-McKay measure:

\/ﬁ
oo(dA) = % 4(32 _12\2 A X(—2va=1,2va=T)(A)dA. (2.4)
The fact that a random regular graph is locally identical to a tree has already been used
by McKay to determine the limiting distribution of eigenvalues of the adjacency matrix.
Assume that for each fixed & > 3 the number of cycles of length k in G, is of order o(n)
as n tends to infinity. Then it is shown in [33] that the measure N()(G,)/n converges in
distribution to og. This local convergence was generalized in [39] to the much richer class
of self-adjoint graphs that includes trees and, in particular, regular trees. Since we aim at
comparing with results on regular trees we restrict ourselves here to local convergence of
random regular graphs to regular trees.
We refine the result of McKay by giving an estimate on the rate of convergence. Note
that the measure o is supported in the interval [—2v/d — 1,2+/d — 1] and that its density is
bounded by ~4, where

d 1 vd—1
= — if d < d =
= g g 4S8 ed w= g

Theorem 2.1. The local density of states of the adjacency matriz of a random regular graph
satisfies the estimate

ifd>7.

sup [l Z |:un,:v((_oovt]) - JO((_OO7t])| < C’Yd» d— 110g€?—11(n)

teR ze€Gpn

asymptotically almost surely for any constant C' > 8.
In particular, the estimate

NG~ oD < o1 25)

holds asymptotically almost surely, for all § > 0 and all intervals I C R satisfying

1> 20 g )

Remark. As mentioned in the introduction this result can be seen as a generalization of
recent results found in [15,46], where the spectral distribution of the adjacency matrix is
analyzed on random regular graphs with degree d = d,, that tends to infinity as n — oo. In
fact from [15, Lemma 10] one can also derive a result for fixed degree d, namely that (2.5])
holds if the size of the interval I is larger than log(log(n))log=!(n).

To emphasize that our approach can be applied in various situations let us now briefly
consider the case where the degree d = d,, depends on the number of vertices and tends to
infinity as n — oo, as studied in [I5l[46]. To confine the spectrum to a finite interval one
considers the rescaled operator

~ 1

Apy=——_A,
2v/d, — 1
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on ¢(G,,) and the correspondingly rescaled operator 1217&” on £?(Ty,). Then the local density
of states measure () = (0, XI(Ann)éx)gz(n y is given by

Go(dr) = 2 ot NS (2.6)

Td2 —4(d, —1A2

As n tends to infinity this measure converges to the semicircle measure
USC d)\ \/ 1-— )\ZX( 1,1) (27)

In the same way as above we define the local spectral measure fi,, () = (6, X[(An)ém)ﬁ(gn)
and the counting measure

Ni(Ga) = T [rer(An)| = 37 finalD) (2.8)

Z‘EG'!L

and we obtain the following local semicircle law.

Theorem 2.2. Let d,, — oo as n — oo with d,, < (n/In(n))Y/3. Then the local density of
states of the operator A,, satisfies the estimate
<C <ln(dn -1) n i)

ek | S In(n) d,

sup [1 S Jfima((—00,1)) = sel(—00, 1))

asymptotically almost surely for any constant C > 8.
In particular, the estimate

(G~ ()| < 1 29)

holds asymptotically almost surely, for all § > 0 and all intervals I C R satisfying

2C (In(d, — 1) 1
|I| > 5 (7111(71) + a) .

Remark. This theorem is similar to recent results from [15,146]. In [I5, Theorem 2] it is
shown that (2.9]) holds with probability at least 1 —o(1/n), if d, = In”(n) and the size of the
considered interval I is comparable to In"?7(n) for 0 < 4 < 1 and comparable to In~?(n) for
~ > 1 both with 8 < 1. Theorem above improves this in the sense that one can consider
slightly smaller intervals I.

In [46, Theorem 1.6] a similar estimate is shown to hold with probability at least 1 —

O(exp(—cny/dy, In(dy,))) if the size of the considered interval I is comparable to In'/®(d,)
d, /10 As far as the size of the interval is concerned Theorem 2] above gives better bounds
if d,, is less than In'%(n). For d, larger than that the result in [46] is stronger.

2.2. Random Schrédinger operators. Now we study the distribution of eigenvalues of a
random Schrédinger operator on a random regular graph G,, € G, 4 with fixed degree d > 3.
We define the operator

H,(V)=A,+V

on ¢%(G,). The operator V denotes a random potential, a multiplication operator,

(Vo) (x) = wed(x), ¢ €L*(Gr), x€Gy,
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where (w;),cq, stands for a collection of independent identically distributed real random
variables with density p. We assume that p has bounded support such that supp p C (—po, po)
for some 0 < pp < 0o and we write ||p||occ = sup;er p(%).

For random Schroédinger operators we apply the same notation as above for eigenvalues
and eigenvectors. Here the eigenvalues ()‘j)?zl and eigenvectors (cpj)?zl are random objects
even for a fixed graph G,, since they depend on the potential V. So for z € G,, we consider
the random spectral measure

pna(I;V) = (o, x1 (Ha(V) 62) 2y = D | (@ (2.10)
A el
that corresponds to (Z.I)). As in ([Z.2)), with N7(G,; V) we denote the random variable that
counts the number of eigenvalues A; in the set I,

Ni(G; V) = ZXI = Tr[xs ( Z fn,z(L; V). (2.11)
z€Gn

In the same way we deﬁne the corresponding objects on the tree T4: First the operator
H%(V) = A7E +V

on (*(Ty). Here V = (wy)ze7, denotes again a collection of independent identically dis-
tributed real random variables with density p. We write P and E for the probability and
expectation with respect to the distribution of (wy)ze7,. We recall that the density of the
random potential has finite support. Hence, Hr, is a bounded self-adjoint operator with
domain £2(Ty).

For x € T; we define the local density of states measure

:qu,w(I; V) = (5myXI (HTd(V)) 5m)g2(7—d) .

This measure depends on the potential V' and thus on the vertex x € 7T3. To obtain an
invariant measure we take the expectation with respect to the random potential and set

op(I) = E 7y (I; V)] (2.12)
By translation invariance of the operator Hr,(V') the measure o, is independent of z € Ty
and thus depends only on the density p. We refer to Appendix[A.2] where we state selected
properties of 7, , and 0.

To identify the random potential on the graph G,, with the random potential on the tree
T4 we consider the tree as the universal cover of the graph. To construct the universal cover
one starts with an arbitrary vertex o € GG,, and the set of non-backtracking walks in G,, that
start at 0. This is the set of finite sequences (xj);?zl such that x1 = o, z; is adjacent to ;11
in G, forj=1,...,k—1, and xj_1 # ;11 for j = 2,...,k — 1. Two such walks are said
to be adjacent if their lengths differ by one and if they agree except for the last vertex of
the longer walk. The set of non-backtracking walks in G,, starting at o with this notion of
adjacency is isomorphic to the tree Ty and forms the universal cover of the graph G,,.

The graph G, induces an equivalence relation on its universal cover and thus on the tree:
Two vertices of T; are equivalent if the corresponding non-backtracking walks in G, have
the same endpoints. Hence, the graph G,, can be recovered from the universal cover as the
set of equivalence classes. This induces a map

L:Tg— Gy
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which is onto and preserves the local geometry in the sense explained in the following.

For a vertex z € G,, and k € N let By(z) = {y € G,, : d(z,y) < k} denote the k-
neighborhood of x, including all edges of G, that are incident with at least one vertex y
with d(z,y) < k. If Bg(z) is acyclic then By(z) is a finite tree of depth k. To compare the
graph G, locally to the tree we define

R(z) = max{k € N : By(z) is acyclic}. (2.13)

(Since Gy, does not contain double edges we have R(z) > 1 for all z € G,,.) Let & € T; be
an arbitrary vertex from the preimage of x under the map ¢ and let

Lz BR(x)(j) CTq — BR(:(:) (a;) C G, (2.14)

be the restriction of ¢ to the neighborhood Br,) (%) = {9 € Tg : d(Z,9) < R(z)}. By 2.13)
the map ¢; is an isomorphism from Bp(,) (%) to Br(y)(z).

Given a realization of the random potential V' = (w;)ze7, on the tree, this map generates
a realization of the potential on the graph: For x € G,, we choose & € T4 as above and for
Y € Bp(y)(z) we set w, = wy, where § € Bp(,)(#) is the unique preimage of y under ¢;.
For y ¢ B R(z) () we set wy = wy, where § € Ty is an arbitrary vertex from the preimage
of y under . This procedure yields a collection of independent and identically distributed
random variables (wy)yeq, with density p. In fact, this realization of the random potential
depends on z € GG, and on the choice of preimages. However, by independence of the random
variables (wy)ye7, this dependence disappears after taking expectations. Thus we denote the
resulting random potential on G, again by V.

With this construction the local geometry and the random potential in Bp,) (z) C Gy, and
Bp(z)(2) C Ty coincide. By induction in k € N, it is easy to see that (6x,Hn(V)k6x)gz(Gn)
and (dz, HE(V)kéf)gz(Td) only depend on the local geometry and on the random potential
in By,(z) and B,,(Z) respectively, where m = k/2 for k even and m = (k + 1)/2 for k odd.
In particular, it follows that

(02 Hn(V)*02) 2(Gy = (635 Hry (V) 62) 27y (2.15)

for all k = 0,1,...,2R(z). This identity is a key ingredient in the proof of the following
result.

Theorem 2.3. Assume that the density p of the random potential V satisfies ||p|loc < 00
and supp(p) C (—po, po) with 0 < py < co. Then the local density of states of the operator
H, (V) on a random regular graph satisfies the estimate

1
teR [T weln

< Cllplloo (2Vd =1+ o) log, (n)

asymptotically almost surely for any constant C' > 4.
In particular, the estimate

LE NG V)] — 0p(1)| <

holds asymptotically almost surely, for all § > 0 and all intervals I C R satisfying

2ol (2VT—T + o)
- )

log;_l1 (n).

1|
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In Section Bl we apply the developed methods to deduce estimates for the Green function.
We establish convergence of the imaginary part of the Green function on a random regular
graph to the respective quantity on the infinite regular tree, see Corollary 5.1l Based on
these bounds we prove statements about delocalization of eigenvectors. In particular, in
Theorem [5.3] we show that eigenvectors of the operator H, (V') with eigenvalues within the
absolutely continuous spectrum of the infinite-volume operator Hr, (V') are not localized.
Since these results require more notation and since they ask for some discussion we state
these results in Section B

3. A DETERMINISTIC ESTIMATE FOR THE INTEGRATED DENSITY OF STATES

In this section we fix a graph G,, € G,, 4 and a vertex x € G,,. We derive an estimate for
the difference between the spectral measure on GG, and the respective measure on the tree
T4 that depends on the local geometry of the graph.

Recall the definition of R(x) from ([2I3) and set R(z)* = R(x) for R(z) odd and R(z)* =
R(z) — 1 for R(x) even. As in Theorem 2.3] we write & € T for a vertex from the preimage
of x € GG, under the universal cover.

Theorem 3.1. For all G,, € G,, q and all x € G,, the local density of states of A, satisfies

up [ ((~00,1]) = 00 (~00, )] < Am9ay/d— T
teR (z)

Moreover, under the conditions of Theorem[2.3, the local density of states of H, (V') satisfies

s [E 1, (=005 V) = i (=011 V)] < 2ol (VA= + p0) s

for all G,, € Gy, g4 and all x € G,,.

Remark. For the adjacency matrix A, there is a variant of this result. In [41] it is shown
that there is a constant C' > 0 such that, for all m € N,

) 2m—2 1/2
up ([ ((—00,]) — a0 (=00, )] < O | -4 m ( > Wiz, Gn>2> :
te k=1

where Wy (x,G,,) is related to the number of closed non-backtracking walks of length k& in
G, that start at z. For m < R(z) the second summand is zero. More generally, Wi (x, G},)
can be estimated in terms of the number of cycles in G, and the resulting bounds are similar
to Theorem 2.1

In the remainder of this section we prove Theorem Bl The proof is based on a general
estimate for measures on the real line that we give in the next subsection. In Subsection
we show how the theorem can be deduced from Proposition

3.1. A general estimate. The following result is related to the classical moment problem
and the Chebyshev-Markov-Stieltjes inequality; it is based on an approximation of the Heav-
iside function by orthogonal polynomials. We refer to the books [5,30,43] for background
information regarding this approach.
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Proposition 3.2. Let ¢ be a measure on the real line with bounded density w and with
support in the finite interval (— wo,wo) Let N € N and assume that p is another measure
on the real line such that, for all k =0, .

/Ak (d)) /A’f (d)). (3.1)

suplo(~oc. ) — (-0, < 2

holds with N* = N for N odd and with N* = N — 1 for N even.

Then the estimate

[[]|oowo

Proof. First we note that for ¢ < —wg we have

|7 ((=00,]) = p((=00, )] < |p((—=00, —wol)| = |o (=00, —wo]) — p((—00, —wo])|
and for ¢t > wp (by BI)) with k& = 0),

|7 (=00, t]) = u((—00,1])| = o ((—00,wo]) — p((—00,1]) < [o((—00, wo]) — p((—00,wo]) -
Hence, we can assume ¢ € (—wq, wp).

For n € Ny, let P, denote the orthonormal polynomial of degree n with respect to the
measure o. We claim that

1
o ((—00,t]) = p (=00, )| € =77 -
2 n—o Fn(t)?

Combining this bound with Lemma [B.3] below proves the proposition.

To establish ([3.2]) let us first assume that ¢ is a zero of the polynomial Py. We remark
that these zeros are real and simple [5] and we denote them by A\ < A9 < -+ < Ay. Then

(3.2)

this assumption means that ¢t = A; for an index j € {1,..., N}. We construct a polynomial
Ron_o of degree 2N — 2 that satisfies

Ron_2(M) == Ron—2(Nj) =1, Ron—2(Nj1) =+ = Ron—2(An) =0,
and

R/2N—2()‘i) =0
for all 4 # j. These 2N — 1 assumptions determine the polynomial Ron_o uniquely and we
see that Ron—2(A) > X(—oo,z,)(A) for all A € R. In the same way we construct a polynomial
Qan—2 of degree 2N — 2 by changing only the condition at A; to Qan—2(A;) = 0. Then we
get Qan—2(A) < X(—oo,r,](A) for all A € R. Hence, we can estimate

7((=2e ) = [ XN < [ Fav-ao(ay).
(=00, Aj]) = /R X(=o0,p; 1 (dN) > /R Qan—2(A)p(dX) (3.3)

and
o ((=00, Aj]) = p (=00, Aj]) < / Ron—2(A)o(dA) /Q2N 2(A)p(dA) . (3.4)
To bound the right-hand side we invoke the Gaussian quadrature formula from Lemma[AT]
in Appendix [A. Ik With M = N — 1 and s = 0 we find
N

Ly Ravalw) 1
/RR2N—2()\)U(d>‘) = Z 2111\’:—01 Po(\)2 a Z 21]1\7:_01 Pa(A)?

k=1 k=1
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By assumption, the first 2NV moments of the measures ¢ and p agree, so we also get

Qav—2(\) L
/RQ2N—2()\)N(CD\) Z/RQzN—2 Z nNz];i; (;k) _Z -

N-1
k=1 Enzo Pn()‘k)2
Combining these identities with the estimate ([3.4]) yields the upper bound

1 1
o ((—oo, \;]) — 00, A\j =
(=00, Aj]) = (=00, Aj]) < ST O SN A

where we used the assumption Py(A;) = 0 in the last step. The lower bound is proved in
the same way by exchanging the roles of o and p in (33]) and (3:4]). This proves B.2)) if ¢ is
a zero of Py.

It remains to prove ([B.2)) if ¢ is not a zero of Py. For s € R we define a polynomial of
degree N + 1 by

pN—i—l()\) = PN+1()\) + SPN()\) .

Since Py (t) # 0 we can choose s in such a way that I:’NH(t) = 0. Thus we can argue in the
same way as before, with N replaced by N + 1.
This establishes (3.:2]) and completes the proof. O

The proof of Proposition is based on the following estimate of the so-called Christoffel
numbers (ZTJLO P,(t)*)~ L

Lemma 3.3. Assume that o is a measure on the real line with bounded density w and with
support in the finite interval (—wq,wg). Let P,, n € Ny, denote the orthonormal polynomial
of degree n with respect to o.

Then for all N € N and all t € (—wo,wo) the estimate

1 < 27w ||w]| s

Yoo Pat)? T N7
holds with N* = N for N odd and with N* = N — 1 for N even.

Proof. We fix N € N and t € (—wq,wp). Below we construct a polynomial Sg}z,_Q of degree

less or equal than 2N — 2 with the properties

S (V) =0 (3.5)
for all A € R,
SW () =1, (3.6)
and
s (Nd < 27\;1}0 (3.7)

—wo
To estimate Zﬁfzo P,(t)? in terms of this polynomial let us first assume that t is a zero
of Py. Let A1 < Ay <--- < Ay denote the zeros of Py and assume that ¢ = A; for an index
j€{l,...,N}. Then the assumption Py ();) = 0 together with (B.5) and (3.6]) implies
t N t
L S 5 Syn—a(Me)
Zgzo Pn(t)2 Zf:—ol Pn()‘j)Q Zg:_ol Pn()‘j)2 B k=1 Zf:—ol Pn()‘k)z
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We combine this estimate with the quadrature formula from Lemma [A.1] and get
1 / ®)
< | Sonv_oN)a(dN). 3.8
DTN S &9

If t € (—wq,wp) is not a zero of Py we define, for s € R, a polynomial
Pni1(A) = Py (A) + sPy(A).

Since Py(t) # 0 we can choose s such that Py.;(t) = 0. Now we can argue similarly as
above: Again let \; < --- < An41 denote the zeros of Py41 so that t = A; for an index
j€e{l,...,N+1}. Now we apply Lemma [A]] directly to

t N t
1 _ Sin_a () - f Si_a ()
Yo Pa(t)? nlo Pa(\)? T D o PalA)?
and we obtain (B.8]). We have shown that the estimate (B8.8) is valid for all ¢t € (—wq,wo).
Now we combine this estimate with (3.7) and arrive at

1 (t) Yo L 2mwo | w || 0o
Zg:o Po(t)? < /RS2N—2()‘)U(CD‘) < wlloo /—wo S2N—2()‘)d)‘ < N

which is the claimed estimate.
It remains to construct the polynomial ng,_? Let T}, denote the Chebysheff polynomial
of degree m € Ny that is defined by the equation T}, (cos #) = cos(mf). For N € N, let n € N

denote the largest integer satisfying 4n < 2N — 2. Then, for x € R, we set

1
2n+1 2n—|—12z

Fon_o(z) = —m+ 1) (=1)"Ton(z).
This defines a polynomial of degree 4n < 2N — 2.

Let us note the following relation to the Fejér kernel. For = € (—1,1) write x = cos § with
6 € (0,7) and calculate

FQN_Q(:E) = FQN_Q(COS 9)

2n
1 2 i
Tontl @ntp mZ::l (2n —m +1) (=1)™ cos(2m)

L1 (s (na@-5) s (2040 +3)
2(2n +1)2 sin? (0 — %) sin? (0 + %) '

This identity shows that Fon_2(0) = Foy_2(cos(m/2)) = 1, that Fon_o(x) > 0 for = €
(—=1,1), and that

s
F. < .
/ 2y -2(@ _2n—|—1_N*

To see that Fon_o(x) is non-negative for all x € R note that it vanishes together with its
derivative at the points zp = cos(w/2+ kn/(2n+ 1)), k = 1,2,...,n. Together with the
condition Fon_2(0) = 1 these are 2n + 1 conditions. Since Fhy_9 is by definition an even
polynomial of exact degree 4n these conditions determine the polynomial uniquely and show
that it is non-negative.
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Thus, for t € (—wp,wp) and X € R, we set

A—t
Sé%_2()\) = IoN—2 < 2uwp >

and the properties (3.5), (3.6), and [B.7) follow directly from the properties of Foy_o. This
completes the proof. O

3.2. Proof of Theorem [B.1l Let us first consider the adjacency matrix A,. For this
operator the claim follows directly from Proposition We only have to show that the
measures [, , and o satisfy the conditions of the proposition with N = R(z): Recall that
the measure oy is supported in the finite interval (—2v/d — 1,2v/d — 1) and that its density
is bounded by 74. Hence it remains to establish that the k-th moments of o and p,, , agree
for k=0,...,2R(x).

For z € GG,, we pick a vertex & € T4 from the preimage of x under the universal cover and
consider the map ¢ from (2.I4). It maps the neighborhood Bg(,) () C 74 isomorphically
to Br(y(r) C Gy and as in ([2I5) we find (5x,Aﬁ5x)gz(Gn) = (5;%,%1’7“&5@)@2(771) for k =
0,1,...,2R(z). By definition of the measures p,, » and og, see (ZI]) and (2.3]), this implies

)
[ Nt o) = (e, A8 = G Ay = [ No(an

for k=0,1,...,2R(x). Hence, these measures satisfy the conditions of Proposition and
the proof of the first statement is complete.

To prove the second claim we have to argue a bit more carefully. For the random operator
H,,(V') the spectral measure pr, »(I; V') is not necessarily absolutely continuous, hence we
cannot apply Proposition directly. (We note that o, has bounded density by the Wegner
estimate (A.2), so we can apply the proposition to the measures o, and E[u,,]. This
immediately yields a similar estimate for the difference of E [p1, ] and o,, however, we want
to prove a stronger statement.)

From identity (2.I5]) we see that

/IR Nt (N5 V) = (8, Ha(V)F8,) ) = (8, Hry(V)*83) oy = /IR Nepir, s (AN V)
is valid for all £ = 0,...,2R(x). Hence, we can apply estimate ([B.2) to the measures i, 4
and p7, 2 and obtain
.t
R(z ’
Sl Palt)?

where P, denotes the orthonormal polynomial of degree n with respect to the random

’Nnﬁv ((—OO,t];V) —IU/Td,j((—OO,t];V)’ < (39)

measure /7, ;-

From the general property (A.J]) we learn the the support of this measure is almost surely
contained in the interval (—2v/d — 1 — pg,2v/d — 1 + pg). Hence, in the same way as in the
beginning of the proof of Proposition we can reduce the problem to t € (—2v/d—1 —
00,2V d — 1+ pg). For such t estimate (3.8]) is valid and combining it with ([3.9) we find that
the bound

e (=00, 8 V) — s (—00, 8 V)] < / SO ) 2 Niira(dn; V)
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holds almost surely. Hence, recalling definition (ZI2]), the Wegner estimate (A.2]), and the
bound (B.71), we obtain

E lttna ((—00, V) — 7 a (00, 8] V |</s“ 0, (dN) <

This proves the second claim and completes the proof of Theorem [B.11

2 lpllo (2v/d — 1 + po)
R () '

4. ASYMPTOTICALLY ALMOST SURE BOUNDS ON THE RATE OF CONVERGENCE

In this section we combine the deterministic estimates of Theorem [B.1I] with bounds on
the number of cycles in random regular graphs to prove the results from Section

4.1. Acyclic regions in random regular graphs. Here we collect information about
cycles in random regular graphs based on results from [341[35]. We establish the fact that
typically at most sites the graph looks locally like a tree. This is made precise in Lemma [4.2]
below.

For a set A we write |A| for the number of elements, in particular for a subset F' C G,
of a graph, |F| denotes the number of vertices. For a graph G,, € G, 4 and k € N let C(k)
denote the set of cycles of length k in G,,.

Lemma 4.1. For 3 < k < nd/4 — 2d* one has

£ alCt] < (d ;l:)k ( 8 <d+ 2kd>>k .

Proof. Let Gy, be an arbitrary graph from G, 4 and let e(G),) denote the set of edges of G,,.
We also introduce K,,, the complete graph of n vertices and the set e(K,,) of edges of K,.
We consider a cycle ¢ C K, of length k and its set of edges e(c). To estimate the expectation
of |C(k)| we use the following relation to the number of cycles ¢ of length £k in K,;:

EnallCk)) = 3 Paale(c) C e(Gn)] < [{c C Kn}| max Prale() Ce(Gn)] . (41)

CCKn

From [35, Theorem 3] (see also [34, Theorem 2.10]) it follows that for k < nd/4 — 2d* one

has
d*(d — 1)* 2 fod-1t nd ’
Pn,d [e(C) CC(Gn)] < 2k <nd—4d2—2k> - nk <nd_4d2—2k> .

Moreover, a counting argument shows that

=

n! n
Kn}| = g < 57

We combine these estimates with (4.1]) and get

(d—1)* nd )
EnallCR)ll = —7 (nd—4d2 — 2k:> '

A simple estimate using the fact that k& < nd/4 — 2d? yields the claim. O

Remark. A similar argument leads to a lower bound on &, 4[|C(k)|] with the same leading
term (d — 1) /2k. In this sense the estimate in Lemma Bl is sharp.

The following result is a simplified version of [I5, Lemma 4]. It quantifies how well one
can approximate a graph G, € G, 4 by a tree.
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Lemma 4.2. For k € N let F,, (k) C G,, denote the set of vertices v € G,, such that By(z)
is acyclic. Then for all e > 0 and k < n/4d — 2d* we have

_1)\2k+1/2 2k
S LTCTI P RTE T Y PR Nl
’ n n d

“2ne Ji—1-1
Proof. We apply the Markov inequality, namely that for all € > 0,
| Fn ()] 1
Pna|l— — > €| =PndallGn\ Fn(k)| > nel < Egn’d [|Gn \ Fr(k)]] - (4.2)

Hence, we have to estimate &, 4 [|Gy \ Fn(k)]].

Consider ¢ € C(m), i.e. a cycle ¢ C G, of length m € N. For k € N set N (k) = {x € G, :
¢ C Bi(x)}. For k < m/2 the set N(k) is empty. For k > m/2 it is included in the set of
vertices that are at distance less or equal than k£ —m/2 from ¢. Hence, we have [N (k)| =0
for k <m/2 and

[Ne(k)| < m(d —1)F=m/2
for k > m/2. For each vertex x € G, \ Fy,(k) the neighborhood By (z) contains at least one
cycle so that Gy, \ Fy,(k) C |, Nc(k). Hence,

2k
G\ Fu(B) < D D IN(R)[ < D m(d—1)*"2(C(m)].
m2>3 ceC(m) m=3

We combine this estimate with Lemma 1] and conclude that

m=3

1 (d_ 1)2k+1/2 8 L 2k
g————————<1+—<d+—>> |
2 Jd-1-1 n d

Inserting this into (£.2]) finishes the proof. O

4.2. Proof of the main results. With Lemma at hand we can deduce the results of
Section 2] from Theorem [B.Il Here we give the proofs of Theorem 2.3] and Theorem The
proof of Theorem [2.1]is similar.

Proof of Theorem [2.3. Recall the definition of R(x) from the beginning of Section [3]and the
definition of F, (k) from Lemma We can always estimate R(z) > 1 and for =z € F, (k)
we have R(x) > k. Thus Theorem B.1] implies that, for all k£ € N,

S Bltne((—00, 11 V) — (o0, 11 V)
x€Gn

sup
teR

1 1
< 27llplloo (VA= 1+ p0) - (== 1Fu(k)] + G \ Fu(h)
n\k—1
1 1
< 2rlole (2T ) (2 + H1Ga \ 09 ) (1.3
- n
We apply Lemma to estimate the second term. For e > 0 let Q(¢, k) denote the event
{IGn \ Fn(k)| <ne/(k—1)} and note that by Lemma [£.2]

o _1)\2k+1/2 2k
Pr.alQe, k)] >1 - an; (‘f/% — <1 - % (d - Z)) : (4.4)
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Now we choose k = klog,_;(n)+1 with k < 1/2. Then we see that for fixed € > 0 the event
Q(e, klogy_q(n)+1) holds asymptotically almost surely. With this choice of k estimate (£.3))
shows that the bound

1
sup [ = > E|pn2((—00,1; V) — pigy 2((—00, )5 V)]
teR n ze€Gn

1+€)2n
< %HPHm (2\/(1 -1 +Po>

Ayl (V= T+ o)

~ klogy 4(

holds on the event Q(e,xlog,;_;(n) + 1), so the bound holds asymptotically almost surely.
This proves the first part of the theorem. In view of (ZI1]) and (ZI2) the second statement
is a direct consequence of the first. O

Proof of Theorem [2.2. Note that the measure ¢, given in (2.6]), is supported in (—1,1) and
that its density is bounded by

dva— 1 ! ifd<6 and 4= 2dld—1)

ifd>7.
27 d?2—4(d—1) T d? rd=7

Ya =

Thus we can argue as in Section to obtain the estimate

) ~ 2Ty
sup [in,o((—0. ]) = o((—ee. )] < Frs

Hence, on the event Q(e, k) = {|G,, \ Fr.(k)| < ne/(k— 1)} we find that

(4.5)

sup |+ Y I ((=00,1]) —&o((—ooat])!] < 2194, <%+ =|Gn \ Fr(k )!)

. 27
<(1+ E)Vdnm

The probability of (e, k) is bounded by (£4)). So we can again choose k = k1n(n)/In(d,, —
1) 4+ 1 with x < 1/2 and we note that the assumption d,, < (n/In(n))!/® ensures that the
condition of Lemma [£.2] is satisfied. We deduce that the event (e, kIn(n)/In(d, — 1) + 1)
holds, for all € > 0, asymptotically almost surely. Thus the estimate

sp 3 fn(=00.1]) = Fo(( =20, ) 54(122€)ln(1f§751)

n
teR 2€G,

holds, for all € > 0, asymptotically almost surely. Here we used the fact that 74, tends to
2/7 as d,, tends to infinity. It remains to note that

sup (|50 ((—00, 1]) — e (—00, )] < (14 €)—

4.
teR mdy ( 6)

for d, large enough. Thus applying the triangle inequality yields the first claim. By (2.8)
the second claim follows from the first. O
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5. ESTIMATES FOR THE GREEN FUNCTION AND DELOCALIZATION OF EIGENVECTORS

Here we apply the results of the previous sections to compare Green functions on the
finite graph G,, with the respective Green functions on the infinite tree. Then we deduce
delocalization of eigenvectors for the adjacency matrix and for random Schrodinger operators.
In particular, we show that eigenvectors of the operator H,, (V') with eigenvalues in the regime
of absolutely continuous spectrum of the infinite-volume operator H, (V') are not uniformly
localized as n tends to infinity.

5.1. Convergence of the Green function. Let us first introduce some notation. For
z € C4 and x € G, we consider diagonal elements of the Green function, the Stieltjes
transform of the local spectral measures:

L (z,2) = (04, (Ap — z)_léx)gz(gn) = /R()\ —2) M (dN)
fn(x7z) = (5967 (An - Z)_léx)fz(Gn) = /]R()\ - Z)_llan,x(d)‘) >
FA%@V):wmunﬂﬂ—zY%@@@U:[;A—@*mmuxvy (5.1)

In the same way, we define the corresponding Green function on the infinite tree 75. One
can either use resolvent expansions and the geometric structure of the tree or the explicit
representations of the measures oy and oy (see (Z4)) and ([27)) to derive that, for any & € Ty,

d—2)—dy/Z—4d—1)
2(22 — d?)

Pry(62) = Tl = [ (3= 2)on(an) = = (5.2)

and lim,, o f%n (2, 2z) = Dye(z) with

Too(2) = /R(A ) low(d\) = —% (:-v22-4).

Here we specify the root of a complex number as the one with positive imaginary part. As in
Theorem 23] for given x € G,,, we choose & € T; from the preimage of x under the universal
cover.

Corollary 5.1. Let (e,)nen be a sequence of positive numbers such that €, = o(1) asn — oo.
Then the following estimates hold asymptotically almost surely.

(1) Assume that (z,)nen is a sequence of complex numbers with Sz, > C (e, logy_(n)) !
for a constant C' > 16wy4v/d — 1. Then we have

1
— E |ST, (2, 2,) — ST, (20)| < €ny -
" zeG

(2) Let d, — o0 as n — oo with d, < (n/In(n))'/3 and assume that (z,)nen is a
sequence of complex numbers with Sz, > Cet (loggnl_l(n) + dgl) for a constant
C > 16. Then we have

1 ~
E Z ’%Fn(xyzn) - %Psc(zn)’ <én-
(EGGTL
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(3) Let the random potential V' satisfy the conditions of Theorem and assume that
(2n)nen is a sequence of complexr numbers with Iz, > C (e, logy_1(n))™1 for a con-
stant C > 87||pllos (2v/d — 1+ pg). Then we have

1
— Z E QT (z, 2p; V) = ST, (2, 203 V)| < &5 -
n ze€Gn
Proof. Let us show how the first statement can be deduced from Theorem 2.1l The other
two statements follow in the same way from Theorem and Theorem 2.3 respectively.
For z € C write z = F + in, with £ € R and n > 0, and

n

— () _ 1
9En(A) = (A —2) CESCETE (5.3)
We note that
o9E n 2
LA dA=—. A4
||| ar =2 (5.4
By (5.1]) we have
ST(w20) = [ 950 Wiinald) = = [ (=50, da 1, ()
and by (5.2))
ST 20) = = | o0((=50.) d ().
Combining these identities with Theorem 2.1l and with (5.4]) yields the claim. O

Remark. The third statement of the corollary gives a partial answer to a question raised
in [24], whether
EI(0,E +in,; V) —=T'7,(0, E 4+ in,; V)| — 0

for a sequence of positive numbers 7, that is of order o(1) as n — oco. At least for the
imaginary part of the Green function, the third statement of Corollary [5.T] can be interpreted
in this way, if the vertex 0 is chosen at random with uniform probability from G,,.

5.2. Delocalization of eigenvectors. In this subsection we analyze how the behavior of
eigenvectors of the finite-volume operator H, (V') is related to spectral properties of the
infinite-volume operator Hr,(V). In the regime of absolutely continuous spectrum of the
infinite-volume operator the corresponding generalized eigenfunctions are delocalized: They
are not square-summable and in particular not localized to a bounded set (see for example
[22] for the behavior of eigenfunctions of the adjacency matrix on an infinite regular tree
and [4,29] for random Schrodinger operators).

In finite volume the spectrum is of course always pure point and eigenvectors are square-
summable. In the following we show that one can nevertheless find remnants of delocalization
for eigenvectors of the finite volume operator.

Let us first consider the rescaled adjacency matrix A,, on a random regular graph with
degree d,, tending to infinity as n — oo. In this case the spectral measure in the limit of
infinite volume n — oo is given by the semicircle measure oy defined in (2.7]). This measure
is purely absolutely continuous with bounded density. Thus eigenvectors of A,, are expected
to be delocalized for large n. Proposition [5.2]shows that this is justified. The result is similar
to [15, Theorem 3] and the remark after Theorem 2.2 applies. We include the statement and
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its proof because it serves as an illustration for the more involved result about eigenvectors
of random Schrédinger operators that is given in Theorem [5.3] below.

The proof relies on the fact that the Stieltjes transform of an absolutely continuous mea-
sure has a uniformly bounded imaginary part. In this way absolute continuous spectrum is
related to boundedness of the imaginary part of the Green function: Since the semicircle
distribution is absolutely continuous with bounded density we find, for all £ € R and n > 0,

2
QLB+ i0) = [ gaWo(d) < 2 [ g, (0ir =2, (5.5)
R R
This uniform estimate is a crucial ingredient in the proof of the following proposition.

Proposition 5.2. Let d,, satisfy the conditions of Theorem[2.2 and let A,, be a deterministic
subset from n vertices with |A,| <lIn(n).

Let Gy, € Gp.q, be a random regular graph of degree d,,. Then for any (*(Gy)-normalized
eigenvector ¢ of the operator A, the estimate

S [o(@)? < © (M i di) A

ZBEAn ln(n
holds asymptotically almost surely with a uniform constant C' > 0.

The same estimate holds asymptotically almost surely if one first chooses G, € G, 4 at
random and then the subset A,, C G,, at random with uniform probability.

Proof of Proposition [5.2. Let (goj)g‘zl and ()\j)g‘zl denote the eigenvectors and eigenvalues

of the operator A,. Then for any m € {1,...,n} and n > 0 we estimate
n
Ui = .
om(@)> <0 ——lei(@)|? = 18T w (2, A +in) (5.6)
= ()\m - )\j) +n

where in the last step we used (5. To derive an upper bound on ST, (z, Ay + i) we
compare with the Stieltjes transform of the semicircle distribution:

%fn(xa Am + “7) - %Psc()‘m + “7)‘ = ‘/ g)\m,n()‘)d,an,x()\) - / g)\m,n()\)dasc()\)‘
R R

[ G =00.0) = ol (=0, A) i )
< [ Vinal(=50.) = rcl(=00, ) 4,0 02
Inserting estimates (A0]), ([&6]), and (54 yields
- 1 1
Can m ) _Orsc m ) < 5 )
STz, Ay + 1) — STse (A —I—Z?])‘ _C<R(x)* +dn>/R‘g)‘"“"()\)‘d)\

L1 1
T on \R@)*  d,

for all x € G, and n > 0 with a constant C' > 0 independent of z and n. We combine this
bound with (5.5 and obtain

~ 2C 1 1
ST (2 A+ 1) <24 = [ ——— 4+ — ) . .
ST (z, A, + 1) + , (R(:E)* + dn> (5.7)
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Recall the definition of F,(k) C G, from Lemma and the fact that R(z) > k for
x € F, (k). Let us assume that A,, C F,(k). Under this assumption we combine (5.7)) with
(56)) and take the limit 1 | 0. This yields

> lem(@)* < 2C (ﬁ + %) Ay (5.8)

ZBEAn

for any eigenfunction ¢,,, m € {1,...,n}, on the event {A,, C F,,(k)}.
Now we estimate the probability of this event with the help of Lemma We remark
that, for |A,| < |F, (k)]
n— Ay no N\ (= A Fa(R)|!
Paaltn 5091 = 0y ) (tr) = T e
For a parameter 0 < 7, < 1—|A,|/n we introduce the event Q(7,, k) = {|F,.(k)| > n(l—7,)}
and estimate

Pn,d [An - Fn(k)] > Pn,d [An - Fn(k) ’ Q(Tna k)] Pn,d [Q(Tny k)] .
The first factor is bounded below by
(0= A (0L =)t (L = 1) = [An] ) (A
> =(1-7—
(n(l —m7,) — |An])!n! n n
and from Lemma we obtain that the second factor is bounded below by
2k
L oY (8 (g k .
2nt, vd—1-1 n d

Now we choose 7,, comparable to 1/y/n and k = klog; ;(n) + 1 with x < 1/4. Then
both lower bounds tend to 1 as n — oo and we get

Pr.d [An Cc F, (HJ logy 1(n) + 1)] =1-0(1)

as n — oo. Inserting this choice of k in the bound (E.8)) proves the claim. O

Remark. The same methods yield a similar statement for the adjacency matrix A, on
a random regular graph with fixed degree. However, for this operator better results have
recently been derived in [11]: Brooks and Lindenstrauss also investigate delocalization on
regular graphs by comparing with the regular tree. They use the explicit representation of
spherical generalized eigenfunctions on the tree and estimate the norms of certain propaga-
tion operators (also build from orthogonal polynomials). From these estimates they deduce
information about eigenvectors on regular graphs. This direct comparison of eigenvectors
leads to delocalization bounds that decay not logarithmically but with a small power of n.

Results about the behavior of eigenvectors on regular graphs related to quantum ergodicity
have also been obtained in [6], where delocalization is tested by averaging an observable.
Both results rely on explicit formulas for eigenfunctions on trees that are not available for
random Schrodinger operators.

Let us now study eigenvectors of random Schrédinger operators on random regular graphs
with fixed degree d. In this case the analysis is more complicated since the spectral mea-
sure of the corresponding infinite volume operator is not purely absolutely continuous: The
spectrum of a random Schroédinger operator on an infinite tree can consist of different com-
ponents, including absolutely continuous spectrum but also pure-point spectrum. We refer
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to [47] for an overview of spectral properties of the operator Hr,(V'), see also Appendix[A.2]
where we state selected results.

Existence of pure-point spectrum and exponential localization of the corresponding eigen-
functions of Hr, (V') was proved in [I]. Therefore one cannot expect that all eigenvectors of
the finite volume operator H, (V') on a random regular graph are delocalized. The existence
of absolutely continuous spectrum of Hr,(V) was also established, first in [29] and later
in [2/25] and the regime where absolutely continuous spectrum can be found was recently
extended in [4]. A relevant criterion for absolutely continuous spectrum is positivity of the
imaginary part of the Green function. Thus one defines

Oac(Hr)) = {)\ ER:P [%ﬁr%(az,mwn; V) > 0] > 0} :

This set is independent of x € 73, deterministic and forms the support of the absolutely
continuous component of the spectrum (almost surely with respect to the random potential),
see [3,4]. In Theorem [B.3] we show that eigenvectors of the finite volume operator H, (V)
with eigenvalues in o,.(H7,) are typically delocalized for large n.

An important ingredient in the proof of delocalization for the adjacency matrix alone is
the fact that the limiting spectral measure is absolutely continuous with uniformly bound-
edness of the density. This allows for estimate (5.5]). For random Schrédinger operators the
density of the limiting spectral measure p7,, is given by lim, o STz, (2, A + in; V). This
limit exists almost everywhere and it is finite if A lies within the absolutely continuous
spectrum [4,[45]. However, even for compact intervals I C ouc(H7,) it is not clear whether
SUPAel ;>0 QST7, (z, A +1in; V') has finite expectation. Therefore we can not treat single eigen-
vectors but we have to select a suitable combination as follows.

For a given realization of the random potential V' on the tree 74, a graph G,, € G, 4, and
a vertex zy € G, we identify the potential on the graph with the potential on the tree as
described in Section Let (Aj)j—; and (p;)7_; denote the eigenvalues and correspond-
ing ¢?(G,)-normalized eigenvectors of the operator H,(V) and let I C R be bounded and
measurable. For j = 1,2,... n we define non-negative coefficients

Cj(l‘o,[) = |(,Dj(l‘0)|2 if /\j €l and Cj(l‘o,]) =0if /\j §é I (5.9)

and we note that >"_, ¢j(zo, I) < 1.
In Lemma [5.4] below we prove the following estimate under the assumption I C oac(H7,):
For all € T3 and n > 0 we have

E | ej(wo, 1)ST7, (8, A +in; V) | < C|I| (5.10)
j=1

with a constant C' > 0 depending only on the degree d and on the density of the random
potential. In the proof of Theorem [5.3] we use this estimate in the same way as we used (5.5])
in the proof of Proposition

We remark that an eigenvector ¢; of Hy, (V') that is localized close to the vertex x leads
to a coefficient c; of order 1. The following result shows that this can not happen for large n
for eigenvectors with eigenvalues within the absolutely continuous spectrum of Hr,. Recall
that we write B,(xg) = {y € Gy, : d(xo,y) < r} and that |B,.(z¢)| denotes the number of
vertices in this neighborhood.
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Theorem 5.3. Assume that the density of the random potential is bounded and has bounded
support. Let I C oac(Hr,) be bounded and measurable. For a random reqular graph Gy, € Gy, 4
choose a vertex xg € Gy, at random with uniform probability. Let (¢;)7_; denote the 2(Gy)-
normalized eigenvectors of H,(V') and let cj(xo,1) be as defined in (5.9).

Then for any sequence (en)nen of positive numbers with e, = o(1) as n — oo the estimate

- | By (o)
¢j(@o, I)|pj (@) < — ===
xEBZT%xO)jZ:; ’ ’ Eny/ logd—l(n)

holds asymptotically almost surely (with respect to the random potential V' and the choice of

graph Gy, € Gy, 4 and vertex xg € Gyp) for all r <In (In(n)).

Proof. First we fix a graph G,, and a vertex zg € G,, and we choose x € B,.(z¢). For a given
realization of the potential V on the tree T; we consider the corresponding potential on the
graph G, as explained in Section
As in (5.6]), we have for all j € {1,...,n} and all n > 0
loj (@) < ST (z, Aj +in; V)
and therefore
n n
E ch\gpj(a:)]2 <nE ch%Fn(x, Aj+in; V) (5.11)
j=1 J=1
for all n > 0. Here and in the remainder of the proof we write ¢; = ¢;(x¢, I) for short.
To derive an upper bound on ST, (z, \; + in; V) we compare with the Green function on
the tree 7;. Consider the map ¢z, given in (2.14) and let & € T be the preimage of x € G,,

under this map. Recall the definition of gg , from (5.3). For n > 0 and any eigenvalue \; € I
we have

ST, s + i V) = ST, (&, Ay + im; V)|
- ‘/RgAj,n()\)Mn,x(d)\;V) - /Rg/\m()‘)ﬂﬁ,:%(d)\;v)

< /R (90, X V) = ({00, A V)] s ()] 2.

Note that a coefficient ¢; is non-zero only if the corresponding eigenvalue A; lies in I and
that the sum of the coefficients ¢; is bounded by one. Hence, we find

E [ ¢ [STu(w, A +in; V) — ST7, (2, A +in; V)
j=1
< /R B ({00, X V) = a7, (=00, X V)1 s, ()]

and Theorem [3.1] yields the upper bound

E [ ¢jISTn(@, A +im; V) — ST (&, Ay + in; V)|
7j=1

< 2719|100 (2\/d —1+ p0> ﬁ/ﬂ{ (séga !gé,n()\ﬂ) d\< C (1 + |—7I7|> nRi(:E) , (5.12)
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where we used the fact that the integral of the supremum is bounded by a constant times
n~1(14|I|n~1). Here p denotes the density of the random potential and we use that ||p||eo <
oo and that supp p = [—po, po] with pg < co. To shorten notation C' denotes various positive
constants that may depend only on d and p.

Combining (5.I1)) and (512]) with (510) yields, for > 0 small enough,

L, 1
B |2 aleso) < (1t + ai + ae) <0 (1 ey

Applying the Markov inequality we deduce that for any 0 < d,, < 1

ClI 1
P Z ZCJWJ )2 < 5|| Z <n+nR(x)*> >1—96,. (5.13)

z€ By (w0) j=1 " 2eB,(z0)

It remains to estimate R(x)*. Recall the definition of F, (k) C G, from Lemma and
assume that zo € F, (k). Since z is chosen from G,, at random with uniform probability we
can estimate the probability of this event with the help of Lemma Indeed, we have, for
any 0 <7, <1,

Pn,d [330 € Fn(k)]

> P[0 € Fn(k) [ |Fn (k)| > n(l —70)] Pral|Fn(k)] = n(l —7,)]
> (1

= Tn)Ppal[Fn(k)| = n(1 — 7)] .
By Lemma the latter probability is bounded below by
2k
PRSIt S A Sy PRN DA
2ny, Vd—1-—1 n d

Let us now choose k = klogy_1(n) + 1 with x < 1/4 and 7, comparable to 1/4/n. Then the
lower bound tends to 1 as n — oo and we get

Prd [0 € F (klogg_1(n) +1)] =1 —o(1) (5.14)

as n — 00.
By assumption, 7 < In (In(n)) < xklogy_;(n)+1 for n large enough. Hence, for x € B,(zy)
we have
Bnlogd,l(n)—i-l—r(x) - Bnlogd,l(n)+1($0) :

Thus zg € F,,(klogy_q(n) + 1) implies that these neighborhoods are acyclic. In particular
we find z € F,(klogy_;(n) —r + 1) so that R(z)* > klog,; {(n) —r. We choose n =
(klogy_q(n) —r)~'/2 and arrive at

1B, (20) 4B, ()
> (vt o) < <
nk(zx)

2€B,(x0) rlogg_q(n) —r rlogy_1(n)

for n large enough.
With this choice of parameters (5.13]) reads as

& ClI|  |Br(zo)
P C‘]cp-(m)ﬁg >1-0,
R R AN T
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and this estimate is valid for n large enough on the event {zg € F),(klog,_;(n)+1)}. Finally,
we choose 0, comparable to C|I|e,/+/k such that

- | Br(20))| ClI|
Pl Y Delpi@lPs ——2A] 21— e, (5.15)

€ B, (z0) j=1 eny/10ga-1(n) VE
for n large enough on the event {xg € F,(klog;_;(n)+1)}. Relations (5.14]) and (5.15]) show
that the claimed estimate holds asymptotically almost surely and the proof is complete. [

The proof of Theorem [5.3] relies on the following estimate for the Green function on the
tree. For this estimate it is essential that I C o,.(H7T,).

Lemma 5.4. Under the conditions of Theorem the bound (BI0) holds for all & € Ty
and n > 0 with a constant C' > 0 depending only on the degree d and on the density of the
random potential.

Proof. The proof is based on estimate ([A.3]), the fact that within the absolutely continuous
spectrum the imaginary part of the Green function has finite inverse moments. This was
recently proved in [3]. To apply this result we rely on recursion properties of the Green
function on trees and on results from rank-one perturbation theory.

We fix a graph G,, and a vertex x¢ € Gj,. Recall the definition of the coefficients ¢;(zo, I)
from ([B9). Again we write ¢; = ¢;(zo,I) for short. By (ZI0) we have, for any & € Ty,

n
ST eSTr (@, + i V) = D o (@o)PSTr (8, ) + i V)
7j=1 A €1

2/31“7:1(:%&“?7; V) o (dA; V) -
I

We use the Stieltjes inversion formula, see for example [45, Theorem 3.21], to write the
spectral measure fi, 4z, in terms of the Green function and we obtain

n
1

> ST (&, A + i V) = liﬁ)l — [ ST, (&, A +in; V) STy (0, A +ie; V) dA.  (5.16)
, 0T Jr
7j=1
To estimate the expectation of the right-hand side, we use the following results from rank-one
perturbation theory [I,14.40]. This allows to analyze the dependence on the single random
variable wy, .

First we rewrite ST, (2o, A+ie; V'): For a realization of the random potential V' = (wg)zeq,,

we denote by V the same collection of random variables with wy, replaced by zero. Then

A

H,(V)=Hp,(V) + w0z,

where 05, (z0) = 1 and 04, (x) = 0 for & # x¢. The resolvent identity yields, for z € C4,
1 1 1 1

Hn(V) —Zz Hn(V) — - Hn(V) — O.)xo(sxo m

and thus

T ( V) Fn($07 Z3 V) 1
€T ,Z; prd = = —
o 1+ we In(xo, 2, V) W — B (2)

with
S (2) = —Th(wo, 2; V)_l .
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It follows that
(Way — REzo (A +1€))2 + SE (N +i€)?

ST (z0, A+ i, V) = (5.17)
We emphasize that =, is independent of wy;,. We also note that the limit Z,,(\) =
lim, o 4, (A + 7€) exists almost everywhere with respect to Lebesgue measure, see for exam-
ple [45] Theorem 3.23].

Next, we estimate ST'7,(Z, A + in; V): If we remove the vertex & from the tree 7Ty, it is
decomposed into d disjoint infinite rooted trees that are rooted at the the nearest neighbors
of &. (We remark that these trees are no longer regular, since the degree at the root equals
d—1.) Let N(z) = {y € Tq : d(&,y) = 1} denote the set of nearest neighbors of &. For
y € N(2), let T), denote the rooted tree with root at y. In the same way as on the regular
tree we define the bounded self-adjoint operators Hr, (V) with domain ¢*(T,). For u € T,
and z € C; we write

I'r, (u,z; V) = <(5u, (HTy (V) — z)_l 6“)62@,)
for the respective Green function. The trees T, with y € N (&) are not connected to each
other, hence the random variables I'r, (y, z; V'), y € N (&), are independent.

Employing the resolvent equation one can derive the recursion formula

1

I'r(2,2,V) = .
R " S v 7

Taking the imaginary part, we see that for all z € C,.

ST7, (2,5 V) = D@, V)P | D STr(y, % V) + 9z
yEN (&)

Applying the recursion formula one also gets that

. 1 1

<% (wi, —z— ZyeN(:?:) I'r,(y, 2 V)>>2 (ZyeN(i) ST, (y, 2 V) + %z)

2

and we obtain
1

ZyeN(i) ST, (y, V)

Let again &y € T4 denote the vertex corresponding to xg € G, under the universal cover
and let us for the moment assume that & # Zy. Then there is one unique vertex y* € N(&)
such that the corresponding rooted tree T}« contains Zo. Let N*(2) = {y € N(&) : &o ¢ T,}
denote the subset of all other nearest neighbors of #. In particular, we find that N (%)
contains d — 1 vertices. For y € NT (&) the tree T}, does not contain &y, thus the collection
of random variables

ST, (2,2, V) <

(5.18)

(FTy (y7 A + iﬂ; V))yeN‘F(i‘)

is independent of w;,, the value of the random potential V' at Zo. If £ = %, then all random
variables I'r, (y, A + in, V') with y € N(#) are independent of w;, and we can continue the
proof in the same way with N T (%) replaced by N(%).
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We note that, for z € C,, the imaginary part of the Green function is positive. Hence, in
view of (B.I8)) we have

1
QT7, (2,2, V) < . (5.19)
! ZyeN+(j) ST, (y, V)
Combining (5.10), (5.I7), and (519]) we arrive at the bound
> ST (&, + i V)
j=1
1 1 3=, ;
< lim — SZap(A 1 i) dx.

el0 T /I ZyeN+(gE) SFTy (yv A+ Z'77§ V) (Wgco - §RE900 (/\ + ie))2 + %Ewo (/\ + Z'E)2

Recall that wz, = wg, and that the random variables Z;, (A + i€) and I'r, (y, A + in; V)
with y € NT(Z) are independent of w;,. Hence, we condition on the random potential
V' = (wy)yeT, at all other vertices and take the expectation with respect to w;, only. By
dominated convergence, we find

E [ > ¢ST7(&, A +in; V)| (wy), sz,
j=1

1 | S (A + i€)
< lim — 0 A p(v) dv .
~dom /R /1 S v STL G A T V) (0= RO+ 102 4 S5y (a2 PO

Now we estimate p(v) < ||p|loc and apply Fubini’s theorem to perform the integration in v.

Since
/ _ %E?O(A + KL _ do—n
R (V= RE (A +i€))2 + SE,, (A + i€)?
we obtain
& 1
E ST (z, A +in; V)| (w sl < Poo/ : d\.
223 INEACRY )| @] < Ul | S ST

Taking now the expectation with respect to (wy )2z, yields

1

- dX.
ZyeN+(i) ST, (Ys A +in, V)

n
B |30 605 +in V)| < ol [ B

j=1
Finally, we use that the set N*(z) contains d — 1 elements. Jensen’s inequality tells us that
> STrwA+ipV)>(d—=1) [ STr,(y A+ V)@Y
YENT () yeN*(2)

and using the fact that the random variables ST'7, (y, A\+in; V), y € N*(Z), are independent
we conclude

E | > ¢;STr (3, A +in; V) <%/ 11 IE[%FTy(y,)\—l—in;V)_l/(d_l)] dX.

j=1 d=1Ji yEN+(2)

Hence, applying (A.3]) yields the claim of the lemma. O
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APPENDIX A. AUXILIARY RESULTS

In the appendix we collect some known results that are used in the previous sections. We
indicate where proofs can be found in the literature.

A.1. Orthonormal polynomials and Gaussian quadrature. In SectionBlwe repeatedly
used the following quadrature formula for polynomials. A proof and further references can
be found for example in [5, Chapter 1.4.1].

Lemma A.1l. Let o be a measure on the real line with finite moments and let (Pp)nen,
denote the orthonormal polynomials with respect to o. For arbitrary M € N and s € R set
PM+1 = Pyry1+ 5Py and let Ay < Ag < --- < Apy41 denote the zeros of PMH.

Then the identity

M+1 R()\k)
No(dA) = E - -

holds for any polynomial R of degree less or equal than 2M.

A.2. Spectrum and Green function on the infinite tree. Here we mention some results
about the spectrum of the random Schrédinger operator Hp, (V) defined in Section
and about the Green function I'r(x,2z; V') defined in Section 5.Jl We refer to the books
[12128[38.[45] for more information and further references.

Recall that the random potential V is defined as a multiplication operator

(Vo) (z) = wed(z), ¢ €P(Ta), z€Ta,

where (wz),c7, are independent identically distributed real random variables with density
p. Hence one can refer to the theory of ergodic operators to determine the spectrum of
Hy,. In [27,131] it is shown that the spectrum corresponds almost surely to the set-sum of
the spectrum of the adjacency matrix and the support of p. On the tree the spectrum of
A7, is given by (—2v/d —1,2v/d —1). So under the assumption supp(p) = [—ps, ps] Wwith
ps < 0o the spectrum of Hr, (V) is almost surely given by the deterministic set [—2v/d — 1 —
ps,2¢/d — 1+ pg]. In particular, the spectral measure pr, ., satisfies, for all z € Tg,

supp(p7y,e) = [=2Vd — 1 = ps, 2Vd — 1 + p (A1)

almost surely and this implies supp(o,) = [-2vVd — 1 — ps,2v/d — 1 + ps].
It was noticed by Wegner [48] that regularity of the distribution of w, implies regularity
of the density of states measure: Under the assumption ||p|loc < oo one has
do,

‘d)\

Along with the spectrum also the spectral components, the pure-point spectrum, the
singular continuous spectrum, and the absolutely continuous spectrum form almost surely
deterministic sets. It is the subject of extensive research to determine the location of these
spectral components and we refer to [47] for an overview of results and further references.

< Jplloe - (A2)

o0

One useful criterion for absolutely continuous spectrum is that the imaginary part of the
green function does not vanish. So one considers the set

oac(HT,) = {/\ ER:P [liiggfﬁ(:n,/\ +an; V) > 0] > 0}
n
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that also forms a deterministic set that does not depend on x € 7;. For almost every
realization of the randomness o, (H7,) is the support of the absolutely continuous component
of the spectrum [3,/4]. Within this set the imaginary part of the Green function has finite
inverse moments. This fact was recently established in [3|, Theorem 2.4]: Let I C o,.(HT,)
be a bounded and measurable set. Consider an infinite rooted tree T and let 0 denote the
vertex at the root. Then there is a § > 0 such that the estimate

esssup E [(E‘SFT(O, A V)70 < oo (A.3)
Ael,n>0

holds.
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