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ON FLUCTUATIONS AND LOCALIZATION LENGTH FOR THE ANDERSON
MODEL ON A STRIP

ILIA BINDER, MICHAEL GOLDSTEIN, AND MIRCEA VODA

ABSTRACT. We consider the Anderson model on a strip. Assuming that potentials have bounded
density with considerable tails we get a lower bound for the fluctuations of the logarithm of the
Green’s function in a finite box. This implies an effective estimate by exp(CW?) for the localization
length of the Anderson model on the strip of width W. The results are obtained, actually, for a
more general model with a non-local operator in the vertical direction.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We consider random operators on the strip Zy = Z x {1,...,W} defined by

(Hw)n - _wn—l - wn—i—l + Snwna

where ¢ € 12(Z,CV) = 1*(Zw), Sp = S+diag(V(n1),---,Vin,w)), with S a Hermitian matrix and V;,
1 € Zyy, i.i.d. random variables. We assume that V; have bounded density function v and we let

Ap :=supv(z) < +o0. (1.1)

Furthermore we assume that
P(|V;| > T) < Ay/T, (1.2)
for T'>1.

The problem of estimating the localization length for this model and for the random band matrix
model is well-known. In the latter case a polynomial bound was established by Schenker [Sch09].
Very recently, Bourgain [Bou13] established a bound by exp(CW (logW)?) for the Anderson model,
provided that the potentials V; have bounded density. We will obtain an explicit estimate for the
localization length by a method different from [Boul3]. Our approach is via explicit lower bounds
for the fluctuations of the Green’s function. This idea has been previously used by Schenker [Sch09],
but our implementation is different.

We introduce some notation needed to state our results. Let A C Zy,. For Ag C A we let A, =
A\ Ag and we use dpyAg to denote the boundary of Ag relative to A, which is the set of pairs (4,7’)
such that i € Ag, ¢ € Aj), and [i—i'| =1, where |j| = max(|j1],|j2]). If A =Zw we will just write
0. If (i,4") € OnAp we may also write i € O\Ag and i’ € IyAg. By Pp we denote the orthogonal
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projection onto the subspace of all vectors in C* vanishing off A. The restriction of H to A with
Dirichlet boundary conditions is the operator Hy : C* — C?, defined by Hy := P\HP). For EC Z
we use Ey do denote E x {1,...,W}. We will use Az (a) to denote [a— L,a+ L]y . Finally, let
SRe= > IGRGI)P
4,J€0Ni1<j1
where G¥ = (Hy — E)~'. Note that for A = [a,b]y the above sum is over i € {a}y and j € {b}w .
Our estimate on the fluctuations of the resolvent, which will be proved in section 3, is as follows.

Theorem 1.1. There exist constants Cy,Cy = C1(Ao,|E|,||S||) such that for any A =[a,blyw we
have

Var(logx¥) > (b—a—1)(inf;0)",
where I = [exp(CK),texp((C+Cy)K)] , with C > Cy.

The above estimate would work with G¥(i,5), i € {a}w, j € {b}w, instead of ¥, but we need
the result as is to be able to deduce exponential decay. Indeed, employing standard multi-scale
analysis, as in [vDK89], we show in Theorem 4.4 that if Var(X¥) > (b—a+ 1)y, do = do(W), then
the localization length is roughly &y ©. Thus, in principle, estimating the fluctuations of EE can
lead to polynomial bounds on the localization length. In this paper we only manage to obtain
exponential bounds on the localization length. Concretely, Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 4.4 imply
the following estimate on the off-diagonal decay of Green’s function.

Theorem 1.2. Fiz B >0 and 8> 1. There exists a constant
Co = Co(Ao,A1,B,B,|E,|S]))
such that if inf;v > exp(—BW) for some I as in Theorem 1.1 then

P (10g|GF, (4 (i:1)] < —exp(~CoW?)Li € {a}w,j € DAr(a)) > 1- L7,
for any L > exp(2CoW?) and a € Z.

Remark. It is well-known, and otherwise straightforward to deduce, that the above estimate im-
plies exponential decay of the extended eigenvectors of H, and a lower bound on the mon-negative
Lyapunov exponents. Namely, we have that if ’vaV is the lowest non-negative Lyapunov exponent
then ’y{?v > exp(—CW?2), and if ¢ is an extended eigenvector of H then
limsup(log|t(i)|)/]i| < —exp(—CW?).
|i]—o00
Let us discuss some of the ideas behind the proof of Theorem 1.1. The strategy is to take
advantage of the fact that GE (i,7) is the ratio of two polynomials of different degrees in (V;);cn.-
We illustrate this idea in a simpler setting. If P(x),Q(z) are two monic polynomials of one variable
then log|P(z)/Q(x)| ~ (deg P —deg@)log|z|, provided |z| is large enough. If degP # deg@ and
large values of |x| are taken with non-zero probability then the previous remark should be enough
to capture some of the fluctuations of log|P(x)/Q(z)|.
The above idea is not sufficient to generate the crucial (b—a—1) factor in the lower bound on
variance. Let {Ax} be a partition of A and let

hi(V) =E (log|GE (1.)(V,1)]), V € R

(we keep the potentials on Ay fixed and we average the rest). Then we have the following Bessel
type inequality (see Lemma 2.1 (ii)):

Var(log |G (i,1)]) = > Var ().
k
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So, the problem is reduced to estimating the fluctuations of hy. We get the (b—a—1) factor by
just choosing a fine enough partition. Ideally we would choose Ay = {k}, but this turns out to be
incompatible with our first idea. Using hyper-spherical coordinates we can write G¥ (i,5)(V,V') =
GR(i,j)(r,&, V'), V eRM V'€ R, r e R, € € SIMI=1 Let dy,ds be the degrees of the numerator
and denominator of Gf (r,£,V') as polynomials in 7. It is then not hard to see that the problem of
finding a lower bound for Var(hy) can be reduced to the problem of estimating the variance of a
function of the form

dy /(C log|r — ¢|dp (€) —da /(C log|r — C|dpa(C),

where pq,pus are probability measures. Note that if we would have p;(|¢| > R) =0, i =1,2 then
the above function is approximately (dy —dg)logr, for r > R, which leads us back to our first
idea. Clearly, we want dj # dy. This is false for Ay ={k},k € A, but it turns out to be true for
Ax ={k}w,k € (a,b). The conditions p;(|¢|> R)=0, ¢ =1,2 turn out be roughly equivalent to
the polynomials on the top and bottom of G¥(i,5)(V,V’) not vanishing for V outside the ball of
radius R in C* and all V/ € RM. Unfortunately we can establish such a property only for the
denominator of G¥(i,5) (see Proposition 3.2). This is because the denominator is the determinant
of a self-adjoint matrix, but the numerator is the determinant of a non-self-adjoint matrix. We
circumvent this problem at the cost of a worse lower bound on variance. At a technical level this
is a accounted for by the difference between statements (iii) and (v) of Proposition 2.2.

Finally, the ideas discussed above are synthesized in the following theorem, which will be proved
in section 2. If P is a polynomial of N variables and J C {1,...,N} then deg;P denotes the
cumulative degree of P with respect to the variables indexed by J. We will use J’' to denote
{1,...,N}\J. By (z,2'), xR/, 2/ € R/ we denote the vector in R/%/" with the components
indexed by J given by x and the components indexed by J’ given by x’.

Theorem 1.3. Let P and Q) be two polynomials of N variables. Assume that the following condi-
tions hold:

(a) There exist Jy C{1,....N}, k=1,....N', JxNJ =0 for k £k, |Jx| = K such that
OédngkP<dngkQ:K

(b) For each k and each T > 1 there exists B(k,T) C R’k with P(B(k,T)) < BoK*T~', such that
for any «' € R7\ B(k,T) and any x € C’¢ with min;|z;| > T we have Q(z,z') # 0.
Then there exist Cy, Cy = C1(D) such that
Var(log(|P|/|Ql)) = N'(infrv)*,

for any I = [exp(CK),£exp((C+Cy)K)], with C > C4.

Acknowledgements. The authors are grateful to the anonymous referee for his helpful comments.

2. LOWER BOUND FOR THE VARIANCE OF THE LOGARITHM OF A RATIONAL FUNCTION OF
SEVERAL VARIABLES

In this section we will prove Theorem 1.3. The main idea for the proof is to reduce the analysis of
the variance to the case of a one dimensional logarithmic potential for which we have the estimates
from Proposition 2.2. But first we collect some elementary facts concerning the variance. We leave
the proofs as an exercise for the reader.

Lemma 2.1. Let (Q2,F,u) be a probability space.
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(i) If X, Y are square summable random variables then

|Var'/2(X) — Var'/2(Y)| < Var'/2(X £Y) (2.1)

and
|Var(X) — Var(Y)| <E ((X —Y)2)1/2 <IE (X2) iR (Y2) 1/2> (2.2)

(it) If X is a square summable random variable and F;, i =1,...,n are pairwise independent o-
subalgebras of F then

n

Var(X Z E(X|F)) (2.3)

(iii) If X is a square summable random varzable and pg s a probability measure such that > cuog,
with ¢ € (0,1), then

Var(X) > cVar,,(X). (2.4)

() If i, i =1,...,n are probability measures and X;, j=1,...,m are square summable random
variables then

zi:\/arm (Zﬁij) < <Z|ﬁj|)2mﬁxzijvarm(xj). (2.5)

(v) If (U, F' 1) is a probability space and X is a square summable random variable on € x Q'
then

Var 0 (X) > essingaru(X(-,w’)). (2.6)
w'eY

From now on we will reserve dv for the joint probability distribution of (V;);ca, where A will
be clear from the context. We use dmg for the uniform distribution on Q C R¢ (with d clear from
the context) and Varq(-), Eq(-) will be computed with respect to dmgq. The statement of the next

result exposes the main steps of its proof. We note that the statements relevant for the proof of
Theorem 1.3 are (iii) and (v).

Proposition 2.2. Let i be a Borel probability measure on C and set

= [ Jogle=Cldu(c).
We assume that p is such that w,, is locally square summable.

(1) If p({|¢| > R}) =0 for some R >0, then for any M >0 one has
9 4min(1,M)(log(min(1,M)) —1)% + Mlog?(M + R)

E[O,M} (Uu) < M .
(i3) Varag, ) (up) = Var[MOMf’l] (w, ) ), for any My > Mo > 0, where p MO () = (M),
117 > =0 for some R >0, then for an 1> 2My > one has
(iii) If p({[¢| = R}) =0 f R hen for any My > 2Mo > 4R one h

[Var(ag, ) () — ((RM7Y)Y2 4 (Mo M),
(i) If n({|¢| < R}) =0 for some R >0, then for any 0 <2My < M; < R/2 one has
Varp,, ary) (up) < 8(M1R_1)2.

(v) For any My >0 we have

ZVar[MO,Mk] (uu) <m+10°,

k=1
with My = 2FAg, Ag >0, Ag > My. In particular, for any m > 1, there exists M € [2A0,2™ Ag)
such that Varpy, v(uy) < 14+10°m™t



Proof. Recall that for A > 0 we have
A A
/ logarde = A(log A—1), / log?ad = Al(log A—1)2+1].
0 0
(i)
Bow () <27 [ [ (ogle—Cldu(C)de
TN T Mo Jig<r

= — log |z — dx
M |<|<R< xe[o,M1,|x—<\<1( gle=¢)

+ <logrx—<\>2dx> Au(¢)
z€[0,M],|z—¢(|>1
1

< o ™M (ogy)2dy+ M(log(M + R))? | d
Sarfe2f T tomPdy M os( 4 B))? ) a0

< 4min(1,M)(log(min(1,M)) —1)2 4+ Mlog*(M + R)

—_ M .
(ii) By a change of variables we have

Var(ag, vy (Up) = Var(y a1 (up(My)).
Now the conclusion follows from the fact that
up(Myz) = tyqan (2) +log M.
(iii) First note that
|log|z —¢| —log|a|| < 2la|~H¢], ] 7'¢] < 1/2, (2.7)

[u, ) () —logz| < 2/ RM{', @ € [\ RM; ' ,1].

By what we already established we have

and consequently

lvar[MmMﬂ (U’M) - Va’r[Mo,Mﬂ (log)‘

= ]Var[MOMfl,l] (w,1)) — Var a1 1 (log)|

<o ~loglzs (Hum)anMOW +1og]l 2 1])

[MoMy =, 11 [MoM =1

< 2fjuy, ) —IOgHL[?OJ] <||uu(M1) ||L[20,1] + HlOgHL[ZO»l])

<5

VR
J

1/2
<10 <4RM1_1 + ; Z(Ui(Ml)(:E)+10g2l‘)d$)

1/2
<10 <4RM1‘1 —1—350\/RM1_110g2\/RM1‘1)

< 100(RM; MY 4 og (M R™Y) < 2000( RM;1)Y/°,



Now we just have to estimate Var(y, as,1(log) = Vary, 1j(log), where we let m = MOMI_1

| Varp,, 1(log) — 1| = |Epy, 1 (logz) — ﬁE[OJ} (logz)

m2
- (E[m,l] (10g)) g ﬁ (E[o,u (10g))2 T

1—m)?
1 m 1 1
+72/ logxdx /logmdm—i—/ logxdz
(1—m)2|Jo 0 m
2

m < 5m(1—logm)?
(1-m)2 = (1-m)?
(iv) Note that based on (2.7) we have

| o) (@) —w,0r) (0)] < 2MIRTY, w e [Mo My 1],

1
<
—1-m

/m(logm)zdaj

0

+

< 500mlog?m < 10*m!/2. (2.8)

and hence
Var[Mo,Ml](uu) = Var[MOMfl,l] (uu(Mﬁ) < HUH(MH) _uu(M1)( )HLZ L
(Mo M, 1,1
AM R
1 MoM;t —
(V) Let D; = {Ml < |C| < Ml+l}7 I=1,....m—1, Dy= {|<| < M1}7 and Dy, = {|C| > Mm} We
have w, = 3512 p(Di)uyy,, , where pp = w(D) pu|p (we set pup =0 if (D) = 0). We will verify the
estimate in (v) for each measure pp,. The estimate for p will follow by (2.5). So, fix arbitrary
1 €{0,...,m}. One has due to part (iv) that

<8(M R

-1 -1 -1
ZVar[Mka} (uuDl) < ZS(Mle_1)2 = 824k_l <8.
k=1 k=1

On the other hand due to part (iii) one has

Z Var(yg gy (W, ) Z (1100 (Mo M) 2+ (Miga 7))
k=133 k=143

e¢] e}
<m+10" <Z2—k/2+22—k/5> <m+5-10".
k=1 k=1

Now we just have to evaluate the variance for [ <k <[+2. For [ <m we use (i) to get

142 1+2

M
Zvar[MO:Mk](u“‘Dl) = Zvar[MoMk?l,l] (ufmf))
k=l k=1

42 1 H—Z( ) . )
_27_”; ul; HL2 <2Z 4+log?(14 M M, 1)) < 40.
11— MyM, b T

When [ =m we just need to evaluate Var(ag, i) (Upp,, )- Let DY ={My, <|¢| <2M,,} and D2, =
{I¢| > 2M,,}. Using (2.5), (i) (for Upipyy > 35 above), and (iv) (for uuD%L) we get

Var[Mo,Mm](uqu) < maX(Var[Mova](uuD}n),Var[MmMm](u“D%l))

< max (4+10g2(1+2My /My, 8(Mp /(2M;))?) < 10.
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This concludes the proof. O
Before we proceed with the proof of Theorem 1.3 we need the two following auxiliary results.

Lemma 2.3. If P(z) = ZMSDaa:EO‘ is a polynomial of N wariables such that max||<plaa| =1,
and Q C {z € RN : ||z|| € Ro}, Ro > e, is such that mes(Q) > 1, then

Eq (log?|P|) S D*NZlog?(N +1)log” Ry.

Proof. The polynomial P has at most (N +1)” monomials, so for R > e we have

sup log|P(z)| <log(RP(N +1)?) < Dlog(N +1)logR.
llzlI<R

Lemma A.2 implies that

mes{z € R : ||z|| < R, log|P(z)| < —CHDlog(N +1)log(20R)} < CY RN exp(—H),
for H > 1. The conclusion follows from Lemma A.3. O
Lemma 2.4. Let o be the spherical measure on the (n—1)-sphere S™"71.

c({ce st miin\gi] >e}) >n2"(1—+/ne)".

Proof. Let © be the set whose measure we want to estimate and let
Q={xeR": 1 <min|z;|, max|z;| <1/(v/ne)}.
7 (2
Then we have

Qc{ré: €€0,re(l,1/(vne)l},

and the conclusion follows from

2" <ﬁ - 1)n =mes(2) < /@/11/(\/56)7""_1(17"(10(5) < % <ﬁ)na(@).

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Set h(x) :=log(|P(z)|/|Q(z)|). Due to (2.3) one has
Var(h) > > Var(E(h|Jy)) =Y Var(hy), (2.9)
k k

where Jj, is the o-algebra corresponding to fixing the components with indices in Ji, and hi(z) =
E(h(z,-)), z € Rk

To provide a lower bound for Var(hj) we will pass to a uniform distribution and we will use
hyper-spherical coordinates to pass to a one-dimensional problem. Let I = [My/(2v'K),M], with
M =2 KMy, My=2VKT, T = Byexp(CK), C > 10°. We define

O ={¢eSE1: ming >1/(2VK)}
and
Q={zecRE :z=r¢ re[My,M], ¢cO}.

The peculiar choice of © is so that we will be able to use the assumptions on ). Note that

for x € Q we have x; € I. Furthermore, by Lemma 2.4 we have ¢(0) > K2~ and consequently
mes () > 27K (MK — M{). By (2.4) we have

Var(hy) > (infv)% mes(Q) Varg(hy) > (inf o)X 275 (M — M) Varg(hy).
Changing variables to hyper-spherical coordinates we have

Varq(hy) = Var, (hy),
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where
dn = (K5 Ydr ) (ME — M) x (do /o (©))
is the probability measure on R = [My,M] x ©. Using (2.4) we can pass to the uniform distribution
on R:
Varg(hy) > K(M — Mo) ME=1 /(M5 — ME)Varg (hy).
Finally, due to (2.6) we have

Varg (hy) > ezséiélfVar[Mo,M}(hk(',é)),

where hg(r,€) = hi(r€). In conclusion we have

Var(hy) > K (M — MO)MOK_12_K(inf1U)Ke%siélfVar[MmM} (hy(+,6)). (2.10)
€

To be able to use the assumption on ) we want to work with a truncated version of hj obtained
by averaging only on Gj := R \B(k,T'), Passing from the variance of hj; to the variance of the
truncated function will depend on having an explicit bound on the second moment of h;. The bound
will follow using Lemma 2.3 after an appropriate normalization. We know P and @ are polynomials
in 7 and we can write P(r,&,2') = 3;a;(€,2")rt, Q(z) = 3;b;(€,2")r'. Let A(€,2") = max;|a;(€,2')],

B(&.a') = max;|bi(€,2')|, and define P(r.¢,2') = P(r&a")/A(E)), Q(réa') = Q(r&a")/B(Ea),
and R

h=log|P/Q)|.
These functions are well-defined for o x v-almost all (£,2"). From now on we fix £ such that the func-
tions are well-defined for v-almost all 2. Of course, this means £ must be outside a set of measure 0,
but this doesn’t affect the essential infimum in (2.10). Since E (|log|A(&,-)|]),E(|log|B(&,-)||) < oo
we have

A~

Var[Mo,M}(hk('aé)) = Var[Mo,M](hk('vg))y
where R
Using Lemma 2.3 we obtain

E{nto,m] (ﬁi(,{)) = /[MO,M] ( R E(vavx/)dy(x/))2dm[Mo,M] (r)

</, ( [ Rga)dmg, <r>) dv(a') < Klog! M.
Rk \ J[Mo,M]
We now introduce the truncated version of ﬁk:

Bk(’rv&): G E(T,f@,)]}p(gk .
3

By the same argument as for ﬁk(-,ﬁ) we have Eyz, ] (h%(-, )

E sy a1y ((h(6) = P(Gi) i (-.€))?) SP(B(k,T)) K2log" M.

We now get
| Var(agg a1 (e (+,€)) = Var (a0 (P(G) i (-,€) )|
< Bpnan (o)~ PG )) " (Baan (70.0) "+ Basoan (7.9)) )
<P(B(k,T))"? K?log* M.



We claim that Var[MO7M}(i~1k(-,§)) >92710°K Since we chose
T = Byexp(CK),C > 10°
it follows that
Vargugy (e (-€)) 2 B(Gr)* Varpag, an (hi(-6)) — CP(B(k. 7))/ K*log* M
> Varqagy ar) (e (6)) /2 2 27108 /2.
From this, (2.10), and (2.9) it follows that
Var(h) > N'K (M — M) ME 12~ (K+1)g=10°K (g ) K.
Note that by our choice of My, M,T we have
K (M —Mg)ME 12~ (E+1g=10°K _ oxp(CK?) > 1,
so the desired lower bound on variance follows. The case
I=[=M,=Mo/(2VEK)]

follows analogously. Note that in fact we obtained a better estimate than the one stated in the
theorem. However, it can be seen that (inf;v)* < exp(—C’'K?) with C' > C, so the estimate won’t
be substantially better than the stated one.

Now we just have to show that Var[MO,M](iNLk(-,f)) >92710°K  {ging (2.4) we get

Var a1 (P (+,€)) > (Mg — Mo) /(M — Mo) Var pgo, g (i (+56)), (2.11)

with M € (Mo, M) to be chosen later. We provide a lower bound for Var(ys, ar,] (hi(-,€)) by applying

Proposition 2.2. We first need to set-up hy, as the difference of two logarithmic potentials. Without
loss of generality we may assume that P and Q are monic polynomials in r (we can force them to
be so, without changing the variance). Let Dy be the degree in r of ﬁ(r,fo,x’). If Dy, =0 then the
term corresponding to P won’t contribute to the variance. So, we only deal with the case Dy > 1.
It is well-known that there exist measurable functions (; such that

Dy,

Prea)=T[(r—¢)).

j=1
Let 11; be the push-forward of the measure (v|g,)/P(G;) under the map z’ — (;(z’). Let ug(r) =
Jelog|r—(ldup(¢), where pp is the probability measure defined by pp = Dk_lzj fj. Analogously,

we define vy (1) = [clog|r —(|dpg(¢) to be the logarithmic potential corresponding to @(7‘,{0,:17’).
Note that both u and v are square summable, and furthermore by the choice of G and © we
have pg(|¢| > 2V KT) =0 (this is equivalent to saying that Q(r,¢,2’) # 0, for |r| > 2V/KT, € €O,
x’ € Gk, which is true by assumption (ii) of the theorem). We have

hie(r,€) = Dyug(r) — Kvg(r).
By part (iii) of Proposition 2.2 we get
Varug, a) (vk) > 1— (4K)™,
for any Mg > 45100 K5 My. Using part (v) of Proposition 2.2 we choose
M € [2-4°10%° K5 My, 219" K 451020 K5 My) < (Mo, M),
such that
Var[Mo,Md (uk) <1+ (4K)_1.
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Using (2.1) we have

7 1/2 1/2 2
Var o a) (P (,€)) > (Varm//[O’Md(Dkuk)—Varm//lo’Md(Kvk))

2
> (K(1—(K) ™2 = (K =1)(1+ (4K))2)" > 1/4.
Plugging the above estimate in (2.11) yields that
Mo(2-4510°°K5—1) _ 106K
8 > 2 .
AMy(210°K —1)
This concludes the proof. O

Var(ug, ar (e (+€)) >

3. ANALYSIS OF THE DETERMINANT AND OF THE MINORS AS POLYNOMIALS IN TERMS OF THE
POTENTIALS

Let fF=det(Hy—E) and let g¥(i,j) be the (i,j) minor of Hy—E. In this section we are
interested in f 1{3 and gf (1,7) as polynomials in (V;);cx. We will prove Theorem 1.1, as a consequence
of Theorem 1.3, and we will provide bounds on the moments of ¥%, which will be needed in section

4. The properties of ff and gf (7,7) that are needed for these results are established in the next
two propositions.

In the following it is useful to keep in mind that if we order the points of Zy lexicographically,
ie. i< jifig <jp, or iy =j1 and iy < jo, then the matrix of Hy, A = [a,b]w, is

Se —I 0 0 ........
T Sesr =TI 0 .........

......... 0 -1 Sy, —1I
......... 0 0 —1I Sb_

For the application of Theorem 1.3 we will only need the first part of the following result. The
second part will be needed for establishing the Cartan type estimate for logEE in Lemma 3.3.

Proposition 3.1. Let i,j € A =[a,blw be such that i1 < j1 and let n € (i1,71).
(i) The degree of g% (i,7) as a polynomial of (Vi )kefnyw s at most W —1.
(ii) If iy = jo then the polynomial [g¥ (i,5)](V) has a monomial whose coefficient is =1. Purther-
more, the degree of [g% (i,7)](V) as a polynomial of (Vi)kefn}y, is W —1.

Proof. 1t is enough to prove the result for £ = 0.
(i) g¥(i,j) is the determinant of a matrix of the form

* 0
Sn *|,
*

*

*
*
0

where the top-right corner entry is a (p—1) x (¢— 1) matrix and the lower-left corner entry is a

g % p matrix, with p=(n—a)W and ¢ = (b—n)W. The coefficient of the monomial [[;c(ny,, Vi
is (up to sign) the determinant of the matrix obtained by removing the rows and and the columns
corresponding to S,. This matrix is of the form

* *x 0
0 0 x|,
0 0 =
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where the entries on the diagonal are blocks of size (p—1)x (p—1), 1x1, and (¢g—1)x(¢—1)
respectively. Hence the determinant is zero and the conclusion follows.

(ii) For fixed i,j € A let HY be the operator corresponding the matrix obtained from Hj by
making all entries on the i-th row and on the j-th column zero, except for the (4,7)-th entry which

is set to 1. Up to sign, gf (,7) is the determinant of Hf\j We will use h to denote the entries of
the matrix representation of H/Z\] By the Leibniz formula for determinants

gx (i) = sen(o) [ hioqy

leA

where o runs over all permutations of A. We are interested in the non-zero terms from the above
sum that are divisible by V* where o € {0,1}* and

o — 1 if Iy & [ix,51), or Iy € [i1,51] and Iz # j2
: 0 otherwise ’

For each [ there are at most W +2 values for o(l) such that h; () is not zero. The permutations o
corresponding to non-zero terms divisible by V* must satisfy o(l) =1 when oy = 1. It follows that

for such permutations we have o([i1,51] X {j2}) = [i1,j1] X {j2}. Note that by our definition of H}
we must have o(i1,72) = (j1,j2). Hence we must have o((4,j2)) = (i —1,72), for any i € (i1,j1]. So
h; -y = =1, whenever oy = 0.

This shows that the monomial V¢ has coefficient +1. From this it also follows that the degree
of [g% (i,4)](V)) as a polynomial of (Vi)kefn},, is at least W —1. Now the conclusion follows from
part (i). O

Remark. The second part of the previous proposition doesn’t necessarily hold when is # jo. In
particular, it can be seen that gf(i,j) is identically zero for any i,j € A, with is # jo, provided that
S=0.

For the next result we will need some bounds on the probability distribution of the resolvent.
From [AM93, Theorem II.1] we have

P(IGE(0.5)| > T) S Ao/ T, (3.1)
for any 4,7 € A. For future use we also note that in our setting the Wegner estimate

P(IGRI > T) S AolAl/T, (3:2)
follows, for example, from [CGKO09, (2.4)].
Proposition 3.2. Let Ao ={n}w C A = [a,blw. For any

T = max(|EL|[S])
there exists a set B=B(n,T) C R, with P(B) <W Ao/T, such that
FRVV') #0
for any V € CM mingep, |Vi| > 10WT, V' € R\ B.
Proof. Using (B.1) and Lemma B.1 we have
fX = det(Hy/Hyy — E)det(Hy, — E),

where

Hp/Hpy = Hy, — POGE,OP(’; = diag(Vi,1),- - Vi) +5 — POGE,OP(’;. (3.3)
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If \sz) (k,0)] <T for any k,l € OyAo then ](Fonbfé)(i,j)] < AT for any i,j € Ag, and consequently
HFOG&FF]H <AWT'. Furthermore, if we also have that min;ep, |V;| > 10WT and T' > max(|E|,||S),
then Hy/Hy, — E is invertible since

6WT
. _1 E py
I diag(Vin,1ys-+++ Vi) ™1+ | =B+ —ToGH Till < 757 < 1.

The conclusion follows by setting
B={V'eR%M: |G (kD) > Tkl € Ao} ULV € R : det(Hy, — E) = 0}.
The bound on P(B) follows from (3.1). O
We can now prove Theorem 1.1

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The result follows by applying Theorem 1.3 with
P(V)=3 llgX(@.)](V)2.Q(V) = [f (V) Je = {k}w. k € (a,b).

Note that P and @Q are polynomials of real variables, but with possibly complex coefficients. The
assumptions on P and @) are satisfied due to Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 3.2. O

To establish the bounds on the moments we need the following Cartan’s estimate for Green’s
function.

Lemma 3.3. There exist absolute constants Cy and C1 such that for any R>e and H>1 we
have

mes{V €RY: |[V]| <R, log=f < —CoH Mg} < O} RIMexp(—H),
where Mg = |A|max(1,log|E|,log|S||)log R.

Proof. We have
[HY (V)= E| < 1+ HA(V) - E|| < 1+|E[+ R+ S|,

for any V€ CM, ||[V|| < R, and any i,j € A (recall that H/Z{ was defined in the proof of Proposi-
tion 3.1). Consequently, there exists an absolute constant B such that

||51||12310g’ff(v)’ < |Aflog(|E|+ R+ |[S]) < B|A|max(1,log|E],log]|S[|)log R (3.4)
and
||§W2310g|[gf(i’j)](v)| < [Allog(1+[E|+ R+||S]]) < B|A|max(1,log|E|,log||S])log R, (3.5)
for R >e. Let

M = B|A|max(1,log|E|,log]||S||)log R
and Cj as in Lemma, A.2. If
logn¥ < —3CoHM
then

g 1 3
tog][95 (¢',1)]| < 5105 +1og | ££]) < -3

where we chose i’ € {a}w,j’ € {b}w (assuming A = [a,b]y) such that i, = j5. The conclusion follows
by applying Lemma A.2 to log|[g¥ (i',5")]|. This is possible due to Proposition 3.1 (ii). Note that
the constant Cy from the result is not the same as in Lemma A.2. O

1
CoH M + log| f{'| < —CoH M,

12



Proposition 3.4. Given s > 1 there exists a constant
CO = CO(A07A17 ’E‘,S, ”S”)
such that
E (log*2F ) < Co(|A[log|Al)>, [A] > 1.

Proof. From Lemma 3.3 and Lemma A.3 it follows that for any R > e we have
/ log*x¥dv < (C!Alzlong)s,
IVI<R

with C' = C (Ao, |EL || S]])-
Note that due to (1.2) we have

PV =R) < Z]P’(\Vz'! > R/‘A‘lﬂ) < A AP2/R.
ieA

Let Ry, = RE|A]*/2, with Ry > e. Using the two previous estimates we have

o
E(logszf) = / log*Sydv+ ) / log* > ¥ dv
IVI<R: i1 Be<|IVII<Ri41

() 1/2
< (CIAPIog ) + Y ( / bgzszng) B(IV] 2 Ri))”
=1 \’lIzlI<Rgk41

< (C|A[log|A])* + (C|A[log|A)** Y~ (log? Ry *1)* (A1 /) /2
k=1

C(s)(|Allog|A])*

4. LARGE FLUCTUATIONS IMPLY EXPONENTIAL DECAY

In this section we show how to pass from fluctuations of the resolvent to exponential decay.
The main result is Theorem 4.4. The basic idea, developed in Proposition 4.1, is that having
some fluctuations of Green’s function implies some exponential decay with non-zero probability.
The desired result will follow by standard multi-scale analysis. The initial estimate is provided
in Proposition 4.2 and the inductive step is implemented in Proposition 4.3 (cf. [vDK89, Lemma
4.1]). Throughout this section we assume

Var (logZE) > Loy,
with §p < 1/W, for any A = [a,blw, b—a+1= L.

Proposition 4.1. Given € € (0,1) there exists Cy = Co(Ao,A1,¢,|E|,||S||) such that

L 1+e
]P’(logEE< \/L50/2) <—°> :

Col A log[A]
for any A =la,blw, b—a+1=L> 0055110g250.
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Proof. We partition R by the sets
Q= {V: log=f < —VI3/2}.
Qo ={V: [log=F| < v/Léo/2},
Q= {V: log=¥ > vL3/2).

By our assumption on the variance we have that E (log2 Eﬁ) > Ldg. At the same time we have
Jao log?¥¥dv < Ly /4 and

>€/ (1+e)

/ lOg2EEdy é (/A10g2(1+8)/EEEdV (]P)(V c Q_l))l/(1+€)
Q1 R

< C|A[Mogt|A|(P(V € Q_y))/1+e),

1/2
log? Sk dv < (/Alog‘*zfdu) (P(V e )2 < C|A[*log* |A| (B(V € ))Y/?,
191 R

with C = C(Ap,A1,¢,|E|,||S]|), due to Proposition 3.4. We conclude

1/2 1+€
3L60/4—C|A|4log*|A| (IP’ (og2f > VI&/2) )
C|A[*log[A] '

P(log=f < —VI&/2) >

Now we just need to estimate the probability on the right-hand side. If 10g2§ > /Ldy/2 then
|G (i,5)] > exp(v/Ldop/2)/W? for some (i,5) € A, i1 < ji. Using the estimate (3.1) we have

P(log2% > v/Lo/2) $ AgW *exp(— /Lo /2).
The conclusion follows because
3L30 /4~ CIA|"log" |A] (AsW exp(~v/Zd0/2)) ' = Loo /4,
for L > C"8; 'log? 8y (recall that we are assuming dy < W—1). O
Proposition 4.2. Fixz > 1. There exists Co = Cy(Ao,A1,5,|E|,||S||) such that
P (log |G, (o) (1:5)] < 05/ "L /4, € {a}w.j € 9AL(a)) 21— L7,
for any L > 0050_6W20.
Proof. We only prove that
P (10g|GF, (o (i:1)] < =86/ * L1 /4,i € {a— L}w.j € {a}w) > 1-L77/2.

The same estimate with ¢ € {a}w and j € {a+ L} will hold by an analogous proof.
Let [ = [L'/5). We have I° < L < 2° (provided L is larger than some absolute constant). Let G,
be the event that logEfo < —V/10p/2 holds for at least one block

Ao =[nl+1,(n+1)ljw CA=[a—L,alw.
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Clearly A contains more than [*/2 such blocks. By the independence of the potentials and by
Proposition 4.1 we have that for £ small enough

P(RA \91) <(1- 0(501)1+a/(lw)4(1+2a))14/2
< exp (—c(éol)1+€/(lW)4(1+2€)l4) < exp (_65(1]+aW—4(1+25)L(1—7s)/5) < L‘5/4,
provided that L > C6; W2, Let Gy be the event that HG/P{L(G)H <T and HGf1 | <T for any
A =la—L,(n+1)llw CA,
with 7" > 1 to be chosen later. From (3.2) it follows that
P(RM\Ga) S ApL*WT ™,

For the event G; NG it follows, by using the second resolvent identity (B.3), that

GY, (@) (i:4)] = Yoo GR(R)GR (K. <TWIGE, (i,k)]
(k,k")€OA L (a) M1

—Tw| S GE (DG (10)| < TWexp(—v/10/4)|GE, (L,1)
(1,1")€A, Ao

< T?Wexp(—+/160/4) < exp(—éé/2L1/10/8),
provided T = exp(éé/ 2 /10 /16) and L > C8,°1log!®W. The conclusion follows by noticing that
with this choice of T" we have
AgLPWT < L7P/4,
for L > Céo_slong. O

Proposition 4.3. Fiz 5> 1 and € € (0,1). There exists a constant Cy = Cy(5,e,Ag) such that if
for some | > Cy we have

P (log|GF, () (i-1)] < —mul,i € {a}w,j € ONi(a)) > 1177,
with my > 157 ogW, for any Aj(a) C Zy, then for L=1%, a € [2,4], and any Ar(a) C Zyw we have
P(10g|GEL(a)(z',j)| <-mpLjic{a}lw.je aAL(a)) >1-LP,

with
my >myp > (1—61"Y*)ym; —log(2W) /1 > L~ logW.

Proof. Let I =[a—L+1,a+L—1]. We say that b € I is good if
log|GE. ) (i,5)] < —mul,i € {b}w.j € DA (D).

We partition I into 2141 subsets Iy={bel: b=s ( mod2/+1)}. For each s the set I has at
least n = (2L —41+1)/(21+1)—1 elements and the blocks A;(b), b € I are disjoint. By Hoeffding’s
inequality (see [Hoe63, Theorem 1]) applied to the binomial distribution with parameters n and
p=1—1"" we have that there exist at least (1—9)pn good b’s in I, with probability greater than
1 —exp(—2(pn — (1—98)pn)?/n). Let B be the number of bad u € I. By choosing § = 1~/4 it follows
that

B <2L—21+1—(20+1)(1—=8)pn = (2L —21+1)[1— (1—8)p]+ (41 +1)(1—8)p < 4LI~/4,
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with probability greater than
1—(20+1)exp(—2np?6?) > 1 — (21 +1)exp(—cLé? /1) > 1— (20 +1)exp(—cl*/?) > 1- L7 /2,

provided that | > C = C(p).

Let A; be the blocks corresponding to the connected components of the set of bad elements in I.
Clearly t < B and if I; is the length of A; then Y l; = B. Using (3.2) we know that with probability
greater than 1—C AW LT~ we have |GF|| <T, where A is any of the blocks A; or Ap(a). We
will choose T later.

Let i € {a}w and j € OAL(a). We will use the resolvent identity (B.3). If a is good then

|GX @) (1) = Yoo GRwGRGY, (K 5)] < 2Wexp(—mul)|GY, (o) (.5)],
(k,k")EOA L (a)Mi(a)

for some k € Orp(a)Mi(a). If a is bad then {a}w C A; and by our choice of A; we know that ky is
good for any k € Or,(a)A¢ (provided ky € I). So if a is bad we have

GR, @GN =] Y GRLR)GE, (K .5)| <2WTIGY, (o (k.5)]
(k,k")E€0A L ()Mt

_ E ;N E .
=2WT Z ) GAl(lgl)(kvl)GAL(a)(l/yj)
(LI)EOA (ayMi(kr)
< AWPTexp(—ml)|G, () (L5)] = |G, () (L)),
where we chose T = exp(myl)/(4W?). We can iterate these estimates as long as ki,j; € I. We
conclude that

|G§L(“) (i,5)| < T2W exp(—myl))™ < (2W exp(—myl))™ 2,
With m 2 (L_l+1_B)/(l+1)_1 SO we ha,ve

ny—2 1—51"1/4
_ >
T (myl —log(2W)) > T

for [ > C. The conclusion follows by noting that
1—CAWLATt =1—-CAW3L3exp(—myl) > 1 —CAW3L3exp(—IflogW) > 1— L7 /2,
provided | > C' = C(B,e,Aop). O

Theorem 4.4. Fiz 3> 1. If Var(X¥) > L&y, with 6o < WL, for any A = [a,blw, withb—a+1=L,
then there exists Co = Co(Ao,A1,B,|E|,||S]|) such that

P (log|GR, (o) (i-4) < —Cg'8§W L, € {a}w,j € OAr(a)) > 1~ L7,

(myl —log(2W)) > (1—61""*Ym; —log(2W) /1,

myp =

for any L > 0050_12W40 and a € Z.
Proof. Let Ly = B(SO_GWQO. If B is large enough, as in Proposition 4.2, then
P(10g|GF, (2)(i:0)| < —mroLo,i € {a}w,j € OAry(a)) > 1—Lg”,
with mp, = 85/ * L% /(4Lo) = B=9/1967° W18 /4. Note that
mr, > L(l]/loo_llogW
provided B is large enough.

16



Given L > L% we can find a sequence Ly such that Ly, = Lgk, ay, € [2,4] and L = Ly, for some
ko > 1. Applying Proposition 4.3 inductively we have

M, > (1—=L " ymp, —log(2W)/ L.
Consequently we get

mrp—mr, > —Z (mLkL,zl/4+log(2W)L,;1) > —mr,/2,
k=0

provided that B is large enough (we used the fact that mr, > my, and mp, > L(l)/ 100_llogW). The

conclusion follows immediately. O

APPENDIX A. CARTAN’S ESTIMATE

For convenience we include a statement of the Cartan estimate for analytic functions (see [Lev96,
Theorem 11.4)).

Lemma A.1. Let ¢: D — C be an analytic function such that
m < log|¢(0)[, M ziuglog\cb(é)\-
€

Then there exists an absolute constant Cy such that for any H > 1 we have
log|(C)| > M —CoH (M —m),
for all ¢ € Dy except for a set of disks with the sum of the radii less than exp(—H).
The next result is a Cartan type estimate for multivariate polynomials.

Lemma A.2. If P(z) =} ,<paa®® is a polynomial of N variables such that max,<plaal>1
and Sup| . <o0r,108|P(2)| < Mg, for some Ro > 1, then there exist absolute constants Co and Ci
such that for any H > 1 we have

mes{z € RV : |z|| < Ro,log|P(z)| < ~CoHMp,} < CNRY exp(—H).

Proof. The strategy is to apply the one dimensional Cartan’s estimate on complex lines that will
cover the set {|z| < Rop}. For this we need to find a point zg € R at which |P(zg)| is bounded
away from zero. Due to the Cauchy estimates for the derivatives of analytic functions one has

< P
laa| < Iglnegl\ ()|,

for any . It follows that there exists zg € CV, ||29]| < 1, such that |P(z)| > 1. We will use Cartan’s
estimate “centered” at zp to show the existence of zg. Let ¢(¢) = P(z0—10{Imz). This peculiar
definition is motivated by the fact that zp —10¢Imzo € RY whenever Im¢ = 1/10. We have that
log|$(0)| > 0 and sup;eplog|e(¢)| < Mg, so Cartan’s estimate guarantees, in particular, that there
exists [(o| < 1/6 with Im(y = 1/10 such that

log|¢(Co)| = —C' My,

with C' > 1. We can now choose ¢ = zg — 10{pIm 2.
Let f(z) = P(xo+12Rpz). We have that

log|f(0)] > —CMpg,, suplog|f(z)|< sup log|P(z)] < Mpg,,
Iz <1 lz]|<20Ro
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and

{z eRY: ||z|| < Ro,log|P(x)| < —CHMRg,}
C wo+12Ro {z € RV |ja]| < 1/6, log|f(x)] < ~CHMp,)}.
=B

Let & € {x € RY :||z|| = 1}. By applying Cartan’s estimate to
¢(¢) =log| f(C&o)l

we get [p1p(rzo)dr < Cexp(—H). The conclusion now follows by integrating 15 in hyper-spherical
coordinates. O

We also illustrate how to obtain explicit integrability estimates for functions satisfying a Cartan
type estimate.

Lemma A.3. Let f be a measurable function on {x € RN : ||z|| < Ro}, Ry >0 such that
mes{z € R" : ||z[| < Ry, log|f(z)| < ~CoH Mo} < Of Ry’ exp(—H),

for some Mo > sup|,<g,log|f(z)|, and some absolute constants Co,Cy. Given s >0 there exists

an absolute constant Co such that if p is a probability measure with dy < Bévdm for some By >0,
then

/ [log|f(z)|)®du(z) < (CaMyNmax(1,log By,logRy))*,s > 1. (A1)
llz[[<Ro

Proof.
[y el dnte) = [~ o] £l = A ol < Royi
- / u(|log | £(2)[|* > (CHM)" || < Ro)sC*MgH*~"dH
+ [ ploglf(@)] < ~CHMy,|lal| < Ro)sC*MGH*arT
:

< (CMyHy)® +C* M BY / mes{log|f (z)| < —CHMy,||z|| < Ro}sH* " dH
Hop

< (CMyHp)® +CN* M BY RY exp(—Hp/2) < C* M§N*®(max(1,log By,log Ry))?,
Note that we chose Hy = C Nmax(1,log By,logRy). O

APPENDIX B. RESOLVENT IDENTITIES

Recall the following fundamental facts regarding Schur’s complement (see, for example, [Zha05,
Theorem 1.1-2]).

Lemma B.1. Let

_[Ho T
= [Fl Hl]’
where Hy is a ng X ng matriz and Hy is an invertible ny x ny matriz. Let H/H; = Hy —Fonlfl.
Then
detH = (det H/Hy)(det Hy)

and if H/Hy is invertible then

(H/Hy)™ —(H/Hy)™'ToH; "

H™ = A _ Z _
—H'Ty(H/Hy)™Y H'+ H'Ty(H/Hy) "' ToH!
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Next we set things up so that we can apply the previous lemma to our finite volume matrices.
Let A = [a,b] x [1,W] and Ao = [ag,bo] % [1,W] be so that Ag C A, and let Aj=A\Ag. By viewing
CA as Cho @ C one has the following matrix representation

Hy, T
Hy = < , B.1
A l FO HA6‘| ( )
where
1 il — il =1 and i —
To(i,j) = if iy ?1! and iz = j (B.2)
0 otherwise

(note that, implicitly, i € Ag and j € A().
We recall the second resolvent identity (see, for example, [Tes09, Lemma 6.5]) as used in [FS83,
(2.12)]. We have that Hy = Hp, ® Hpy +1T', with

[0 Ty
F‘{ra 0}

The second resolvent identity gives us that
GY =GE-GErGY,
where GE = Gfo EBG/@). We have that

F(’i ) . -1 if (Z,j) € OpAg or (],Z) € O\ Ay
)= 0  otherwise '

It follows that for any i € Ag and j € A}y we have

Gy(ij)= Y. GR(,k)GY (K .5). (B.3)
(k,k")€DA Ao

REFERENCES

[AM93] Michael Aizenman and Stanislav Molchanov, Localization at large disorder and at extreme energies: an
elementary derivation, Comm. Math. Phys. 157 (1993), no. 2, 245-278. MR 1244867 (95a:82052)

[Boul3] J. Bourgain, A lower bound for the Lyapounov exponents of the random Schridinger operator on a strip, J.
Statist. Phys. 153 (2013), no. 1, 1-9.

[CGKO09] Jean-Michel Combes, Frangois Germinet, and Abel Klein, Generalized eigenvalue-counting estimates for
the Anderson model, J. Stat. Phys. 135 (2009), no. 2, 201-216. MR 2505733 (2010j:82053)

[FS83] Jiirg Frohlich and Thomas Spencer, Absence of diffusion in the Anderson tight binding model for large
disorder or low energy, Comm. Math. Phys. 88 (1983), no. 2, 151-184. MR 696803 (85c:82004)

[Hoe63] Wassily Hoeffding, Probability inequalities for sums of bounded random variables, J. Amer. Statist. Assoc.
58 (1963), 13-30. MR 0144363 (26 #1908)

[Lev96] B. Ya. Levin, Lectures on entire functions, Translations of Mathematical Monographs, vol. 150, American
Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1996, In collaboration with and with a preface by Yu. Lyubarskii, M.
Sodin and V. Tkachenko, Translated from the Russian manuscript by Tkachenko. MR 1400006 (97j:30001)

[Sch09] Jeffrey Schenker, Figenvector localization for random band matrices with power law band width, Comm. Math.
Phys. 290 (2009), no. 3, 1065-1097. MR 2525652 (2010i:60024)

[Tes09] Gerald Teschl, Mathematical methods in quantum mechanics, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, vol. 99,
American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2009, With applications to Schrodinger operators.
MR 2499016 (2010h:81002)

[vDK89] Henrique von Dreifus and Abel Klein, A new proof of localization in the Anderson tight binding model,
Comm. Math. Phys. 124 (1989), no. 2, 285-299. MR 1012868 (90k:82056)

[Zha05] Fuzhen Zhang (ed.), The Schur complement and its applications, Numerical Methods and Algorithms, vol. 4,
Springer-Verlag, New York, 2005. MR 2160825 (2006e:15001)

19



DEPT. OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF TORONTO, TORONTO, ON, M5S 2E4, CANADA
FE-mail address: ilia@math.utoronto.ca

DEPT. OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF TORONTO, TORONTO, ON, M5S 2E4, CANADA
E-mail address: gold@math.utoronto.ca

DEPT. OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF TORONTO, TORONTO, ON, M5S 2E4, CANADA
E-mail address: mvoda@math.utoronto.ca

20



	1. Introduction
	Acknowledgements

	2. Lower bound for the variance of the logarithm of a rational function of several variables
	3. Analysis of the determinant and of the minors as polynomials in terms of the potentials
	4. Large Fluctuations Imply Exponential Decay
	Appendix A. Cartan's Estimate
	Appendix B. Resolvent Identities
	References

