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ANDERSON LOCALIZATION FOR THE MARYLAND MODEL WITH
LONG RANGE INTERACTIONS

JIA SHI AND XIAOPING YUAN

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we establish Anderson localization for the Maryland model with
long range interactions.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULT
Quasi-periodic Schrodinger operators arise in physics. For example, we can study
(1.1) H = 0,600 + A,
where v, is a quasi-periodic potential and A is the lattice Laplacian on Z
An,n')=1,n—-n'|=1, A(n,n')=0,|n—n'| #1.

Anderson localization means that H has pure point spectrum with exponentially decaying
eigenfunctions. Since there are many papers on this topic, we only mention some results here.
For more about dynamics and spectral theory of quasi-periodic Schrodinger-type operators,
see the survey [14].

Let

(1.2) Uy, = Av(z 4 nw),

where v is a nonconstant real analytic potential on T. Fix x = zy, Bourgain and Goldstein E]
proved that if A > \g, for almost all w, H will satisfy Anderson localization. Their argument
is based on a combination of large deviation estimates and general facts on semi-algebraic sets.
The method there depends explicitly on the fundamental matrix and Lyapounov exponent.
Their result is non-perturbative, which means that Ag does not depend on w. By multi-scale
method, Bourgain, Goldstein and Schlag ﬂa] proved Anderson localization for Schrodinger
operators on Z?2
H(wl, wa; 91, 92) = /\v(91 =+ niwi, 92 + 7’L2w2) =+ A
Later, Bourgain ﬂa] proved Anderson localization for quasi-periodic lattice Schrédinger oper-
ators on Z%, d arbitrary. Recently, using more elaborate semi-algebraic arguments, Bourgain
and Kachkovskiy ﬂﬂ] proved Anderson localization for two interacting quasi-periodic particles.
More generally, we can consider the long range model

(1.3) H = v(z + nw)dpn + €Sy,

where Sy is a Toeplitz operator

(1.4) So(n,n') = d(n —n')

and v is real analytic, nonconstant on T. Assume ¢ real analytic satisfying
(1.5) lp(n)] < e Pl VneZ
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for some p > 0, Bourgain |1] proved that there is €y = eg(p) > 0, such that if 0 < € < ¢,
H satisfies Anderson localization. This result is non-perturbative, since ¢y does not depend
on w. Note that in the long range case, we cannot use the fundamental matrix formalism.
The method in [1] can also be used to establish Anderson localization for band Schréodinger
operators [4]

H(n)s)7(n/)s/)(w, 9) = g (9 + nw)énn/555/ + A,

where {vs|1 < s < b} are real analytic, nonconstant on T. Recently, this method was used to
prove Anderson localization for the long-range quasi-periodic block operators [13]

(H(:E)/J)n = EZ Wk"/_;n—k + V(.’II + TLW)’lEn,
kEZ
where
V(z) = diag(vi(2), ..., v(z)),

v;(z) (1 < <) are nonconstant real analytic functions on T and Wy, (k € Z) are I x [ matrices
satisfying W = W_y, |[Wi| < e ?I¥ p > 0.

Note that in the cases above, v is a bounded potential and H is a bounded operator.

Now let

(1.6) vp = Atanw(z + nw),

we have the Maryland model

(1.7) H = Man7(z + nw)dpn + A,

originally proposed by Grempel, Fishman and Prange |9]. In this case, v, is unbounded and
H is an unbounded operator. We will always assume

1
(1.8) x+nw—§¢Z, Vn € Z

to make the operator well defined. In [7], Bellissard, Lima and Scoppola used essentially
techniques based on KAM method to prove Anderson localization for the Maryland model.
Recently, using transfer matrix and Lyapounov exponent, Jitomirskaya and Yang [12] devel-
oped a constructive method to prove Anderson localization for the Maryland model.

More generally, we can consider the long range case of the Maryland model. In this paper,
we study

(1.9) H(x) = tan7(z + nw)dpns + €S,

which is the one-dimensional tight-binding model proposed by Grempel, Fishman and Prange,
see Equation (1) in [9].
We will prove the following result:

Theorem 1.1. Consider a lattice operator H,(x) of the form (I.9). Assume w € DC (dio-
phantine condition),

(1.10) kw| > clk|~*, Vkez\{0}
and ¢ real analytic satisfying
(1.11) lp(n)| < e™?"l WneZ

for some p > 0. Fix xg € T. Then there is €9 = eo(p) > 0, such that if 0 < € < €, for almost
all w e DC, Hy,(xo) satisfies Anderson localization.
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Our result is non-perturbative, since €y does not depend on w. In the long range case here,
the transfer matrix formalism is not applicable. Our basic strategy is the same as that in [1],
but as mentioned above, the main difficulty is that the potential tan is an unbounded function
and the operator H is unbounded. In order to prove Anderson localization, we need Green’s
function estimates for

(1.12) Go,n(z, E) = (Rjo,n)(H (z) — E)R[O,N])ila
where Ry is the restriction operator to A C Z. Write tan = % the singularity comes from

S
L Note that

cos’

(1.13) Ry, ny(H(z) — E)Rjo,n) = A(z) B(),
where

. 1 1
(1.14) A(z) = diag (cosww’”"cosw(:v—i—Nw)) .
Hence
(1.15) Go,n)(z, E) = B(z) " A(z) ™.

In A(x)~*, the singularity % vanishes. This observation helps us to deal with the unbounded
potential.

By Shnol’s theorem |10], to establish Anderson localization for H, it suffices to show that
if £ = (§n)nez and E € R satisfy

(1.16) &nl < Cnl, n — oo,
(1.17) H¢ = FE,

then

(1.18) 160 < el = 0.

Note that in our case, the operator H is unbounded and the energy F is unbounded. To
overcome this difficulty, we first establish Green’s function estimates for energy |E| < Cj and
prove (LI8)) for energy |E| < Cy. Then we let Cp — oo to obtain (ILI8) for all energy E € R.

We summarize the structure of this paper. We will prove a large deviation theorem for
subharmonic functions in Section 2, which is needed for Green’s function estimates in Section
3. Then we recall some facts about semi-algebraic sets in Section 4 and give the proof of
Anderson localization in Section 5.

We will use the following notations. For positive numbers a, b, a < b means Ca < b for some
constant C' > 0. a < b means C is large. a ~ b means a < b and b < a. N'~ means N1~¢
with some small € > 0. For z € R, ||z| = ;lréfz | — m].

2. A LARGE DEVIATION THEOREM FOR SUBHARMONIC FUNCTIONS

In this section, we will prove a large deviation theorem for subharmonic functions, which is
needed for Green’s function estimates in Section 3.

Lemma 2.1 (Corollary 4.7 in [1]). Assume u = u(x) I-periodic with subharmonic extension
@ =u(z) to the strip |Imz| < 1 satisfying

(2.1) lul <1, a| < B,
then
(2.2) la(k)| < 2k Vk € Z\ {0}.
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Lemma 2.2 (Corollary 4.10 in [1]). Assume u in Lemma 2] satisfying

(2.3) mes [,T € T|ju(z) — a(0)| > 60} < €1,
then
(2.4) mes [:E € T“u(x) —a(0)| > \/5} < e_c(‘/aﬂ/?)il.

Now we can prove the following large deviation theorem.
Theorem 2.3. Assume w € T satisfies a DC (diophantine condition)
(2.5) kw| > clk|~4, Vkez\{0}.

Let u: T — R be periodic with bounded subharmonic extension @ to |Imz| < 1. Then

M — |m|

(2.6) mes |x € 'H“ Z Tu(m +mw) —a(0)| >M 7| <e M 50
0<|m|<M
for some o = a(A) > 0.
Proof. Let
M — |m|
(2.7) v(x) = Z Wu(x + mw),
0<|m|<M

then we have

(28)  8(0)=a(0), wv(@)—a©) =Y ak) | Y M]&lm|62ﬂ'imkw ik

k#£0 0<|m|<M
Since
M —1m| orimk 1
(2.9) — M
0§|;<M M? 14+ M?||kw||?
by Lemma 2]
1 1 ak
(2.10) [v—1a(0)]l2 < TAE] (7)
kgo|k|2 1+ M?||kw||?
By @2.3),
1 1 2 |k|4A—2 K4A-1
2.11 | — ) < < .
2.11) > i lmmer) = 2 B shn
0<|k|<K 0<|k|<K
By 2.10), @11,
1
. 1 K4A—1 2 e
(212) ||’U—’U,(0)||2§ (E—Fw) SM 104,

where we take K = M7x.
By [212), if = M~ a,e; = M~ 24, then

(2.13) mes [x € T‘|v(x) —0(0)] > 60} < €.



By Lemma 221
1

(2.14) mes [a: e T|jo(z) — 5(0)| > M—ﬁ} < e TMTT L as ),

This proves Theorem if we take o = 5(+A.

Remark 2.4. In the proof of Theorem[Z.3, we only need to assume
(2.15) |kw|| > clk|=*, V0 < |k| < M.

3. GREEN’S FUNCTION ESTIMATES

In this section, we will prove Green’s function estimates using the large deviation theorem
in Section 2. We will follow the method in |1], but as mentioned in Section 1, the operator H
is unbounded and the energy E is unbounded. We will prove Green’s function estimates for
energy |F| < Cp.

Proposition 3.1. Let

(3.1) H(z) = tan7(z + nw)opns + €S.
Assume ¢ real analytic satisfying
(3.2) lp(n)| < e Pl vneZ

for some p > 0. Then there is ey = €o(p) > 0, such that if 0 < € < €p, the following holds:
Let N be sufficiently large and

(3.3) |kw| > clk|~*, V0 < |k| < N.
For energy |E| < Cy, there is Q = Qn(E) C T satisfying
(3.4) mesQ) < e~N7 o =0(A) >0

(¢ > 0 depends on Cy) such that if © ¢ Q, then for some |m| < VN, we have the Green’s
function estimate

1
(3.5) |Go,n)(x + mw, E)(n,n")| < e=colln=n'l=ed” N) -y n’ € [0, N)
for some ¢y = co(p) > 0.

Proof. By Cramer’s rule,

det A, ()]
3.6 G z,E)(n,n)| = | oL , n,n €[0,N
where A,, ., () refers to the (n,n’)-minor of Hy(z) — E.
Let
(3.7) By (x)(n,n") = [cos7(z + nw)][Hn (x) — E](n,n'), n,n’ €[0,N),
we have
N-1 -t
(3.8) |det[Hn(z) — E]| = | [ ] cosm(z+ jw)| |det By(z)].
3=0
We need to establish a lower bound for |det By ().
Since
(3.9) By (x)(n,n) = sinw(z + nw) + (¢4(0) — E) cos w(z + nw),

(3.10) By(z)(n,n') = edp(n —n') cosm(x + nw), n#n/,
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the function

1
(3.11) u(zr) = N log(| det By (z)] +10~)
admits a subharmonic extension to the complex plane, 4(z), satisfying
(3.12) —1og 10 < 4(z) < log }(||¢3||1 + C)emlmal|
Hence,
t1 1
(3.13) 4(0) > / — log | det By (x)|dx = — log|det By (2)], z=
o N N Jjzj=1
By B.9), @B.10),
(3.14) | det By (z)| = | det B1(2)],
where
1 ; 1 . .
(3.15) Bi(z)(n,n) = Z(e%m“z -1)+ 5(e¢>(0) — E)(e*™ 2 1),
1 . ,
(3.16) By (2)(n,n') = 56(]5(71 —n) (2™ 4+ 1), n#n
Since log | det B1(z)]| is subharmonic, by Jensen inequality,
(3.17) / log | det B1(z)| > log | det B1(0)].
|z|=1
By @.15), B.16),
B —il\"
(3.18) | det B1(0)| = 5 | det[I — Bs]],
where
ed(n—n/
(3.19) By(n,n') = ¢(E — )

Since || Ba|| < eol|d|l1 < 1, we have

(3.20) | det[] — By] ™| < ||[I — Bo] 7MY < (1 — eolloll) ™.
By mv Gm)v mv mv M)7
(3.21) (0) > 3 Toa(1+ B%) — log2 + log(1 ~ co|3]1).
Let
M — |m|
3.22 v(x) = ——u(x + mw), MZ\/N,
(3.22) 0= 3 Rt

by Theorem 2.3] and Remark 2.4]
(3.23) mes [,’E € T“’U(ZE) —4(0)| > N_U} <e N G >0.

Thus outside a set Q = Qn(E), mesQ < e~N7 | using [B.21), we have

e

1 N
(3.24) v(z) > 4(0) - N7 > B log(1 + E?) —log2 + log(1 — €o|¢[|1) — N7°.

2mix



So, for = ¢ €, there is |m| < v/N, such that
(3.25) | det By (z + mw)| > ¢3 NV 108(14+E%) =N log 24N log(1—co|fl1) = N" 7

Let By, s (z) be the (n,n')-minor of By (x), by B.1),

—1
N-1

(3.26) | det Ay pr ()] = | cos(z + nw)| H cosm(x + jw)| | det By ps ()]
=0
We will obtain an upper bound on |det By, ,,/(z)| uniformly in z.
We express det By, /() as a sum over paths v as
s—1
(327) > > & (det[Rp vy B (@) Ronvnsl) € [ ] [¢(%‘+1 — %) cos (& + Yip1w)| ,
s |y|l=s =1
where v = (91,...,7s) is a sequence in [0, N) with y1 = n, v, =n’.
Hence

s—1
a1 P 2 Iyt =il
(3.28) | det By (2)] < E E e7le = |det[R[O,N)\'yBN(:E)R[O,N)\w]|-
s |yl=s

s—1
If we denote b = > |41 — 7| > |n — n/| and use the fact that there are at most

=1
2571(_* ) (s, b)-paths, then
(3.29)
s— b a1 _
|det Bn,n/ (:’E)l < Z Z 2 1( B 1)6 1o pb ma;X|det[R[OvN)\’YBN(w)R[O,N)\'yH'
b>|n—n’| s<b+1 S lv|=s

Using Hadamard inequality, we have

(3.30)
| det[Rio,n1 By (@) Ryl < [ [| sinm(z + kw) — Ecosm(z + kw)| + eo([[d]l1 + 1)] .
ke[0,N)\v
So,
(3.31)
log | det[Rjo, ny\+Bn (%) Rjo, ny\~]| < Z log[| sin m(z+kw)—F cos m(x+kw)|+eo(||@|l1+1)]-
ke€[0,N)\v

( Le)t ag € (0,1) such that sinTap = \/E%-H’ cosmap = \/%H, then by (B31)),
3.32

N R
log|det[Rm’N)\vBN(I)R[O)N)\W]|S?log(E2—|—1)—|— Z log[| cos m(z+kw—+ag)|+eo (|| @]1+1)].

ke€[0,N)\v
Let
(3.33) S = Z log[| cos (2 + kw + ag)| + eo(||d]lL + 1)],
k€[0,N)
Sy = log[|cosm(x + kw + ap)| + eo([dlL + 1)), || =s,
ke
by .32),

1
(3.34) log | det[R[O,N)\WBN(:E)R[O,N)\V]| < §N10g(E2 +1)+ 51 — Ss.
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By Denjoy-Koksma type inequality (Lemma 12 in [11]]),
1
(3.35) S < N/ log[| cos w| + eo([|d] + 1)]d + N*~°,
0

where 6 = 0(A) > 0. Using fol log | cos mx|dx = —log 2, we have

1 R 1 7 1
. ogl|| cosmx| + €o 1+ r = —log2+ og —i—M dx.
3.36 1 ol + 1)]d log 2 log |1
o 0 | cos ]
There is C' > 1, such that
(3.37) log(1+2z) <z?, VYa>C.
Let
n n
3.38 = <1, J= 0,1 C
(3.38) n=alldlh+ <1 g={eepu_>c}.
then
n n n+1
3.39 J=\1J., J.= 0,1][2"C <ontigl
(3.39) U ’ {xe[ ] < |cosmz| — }

n>0
Using [B.37) and the fact

(3.40) mes [33 € [0, 1]’|cos7r:z:| < e] <e V0O<e<l,

we have

(3.41)

e
7 |cos e

where C refers to various constants.

M (ontioy 2
Z/log< Icos7wc|>dgcgz2nc(2 €)* =,

n>0 n>0

Let
(342)  Jao=lze[01nt < —L— <O}, J,= x601‘7<n% ,
| cos mx| | cos x|
by B.41),
(3.43)
1
1) 1
/ log 1+60(”¢H1+ / / /log( )d;ngn% <eé .
0 | cos ] I, Jia S |cos7r:z:|

Using (3:33), (30), (B23), we get

(3.44) S1< —Nlog2+e2 N.
There is always the lower bound
(3.45) Sy > slogeg.

Assume s > e(}% N, if k ~ £ then by Denjoy-Koksma type inequality (Lemma 12 in [11]),
(3.46) #{k—O,...,N—l||:E+kw+OéE—§||<li}<10/£N.
It follows that for at least 5 elements k € 7,

R 1
(3.47) log[| cos m(x + kw + ag)| + eo([|¢[l1 + 1)] > logk® > logeg .



By @.47),
1 1 13
(3.48) Sy > §slogeo + Eslogeg > Zslogeo.
By 3.34), (3.44), B.43),
1 1_
(3.49) log | det[R[O,N)\yBN(:E)R[O,N)\'y]| < ENIOg(Ez +1)—Nlog2+¢€2 N — slogeo,
and, if s > e(}%N, by B4,

1 1_ 3
(3.50)  log|det[Rjo,ny\yBn (%) Rio,ny\s]| < 5Nlog(E2 +1)—Nlog2+¢ N — 15 logco.

By B.29),
(3.51)
b 1 1 2 3
s—1 s—1_—pbr ~ \s_5Nlog(E“+1)—N log 2+e€ N
Bl < 3 Y e et e o

b>|n—n’ 1
2[n—n Is§b+1,s§5010N

1_
+ Z Z 9s—1 b es—le—pb(i)%seéNlog(E2+1)—Nlog2+602 N
s—1 €0
b>|n—n'| =

5<b+1,5>¢45" N

We need to estimate

(352 w= Y x 2( )t

b>|n—n’ 1
Z|n—n ‘sgb-l-l,sgeoloN

b 1.3
S9 = § : § 2sl< ) esflefpb(_)zs.
s —
>|n—n' L
b>|n—n'| s<bt1,5>e]0 N

1
If [n — n'| > €° N, then

1 s—1 b —pb 16%1\[ b —pb
(3.53) si< > Y, =2 (S_1>ep§ ST o )

v2lnnl _ O b>ln—n| © 0
€
By Stierling formula,
1
(3.54) ( Iy ) < ( 2 ) <O e,
€’ NV € b e°VN
where
(3.55) flx)=—(1—-2)log(l —z) —zlogz, 0<z<l.
By B.53), B.54), B.53),
1 _.10 C 20 20)_ 36 / 2lnen’
(3.56) 51 < —2% Z e PIHI(EY) < omlp=(eg?) =g log2]in—n'| . o—Fln—n|

1
€ 1
0 680 vV N bz‘n_n/‘

if we take €y = €o(p) > 0 small.
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1
If [n — n'| < e° N, then

(3.57)
1
50
_ b e P e~ rb 2e 30 N,
E E 958 1( 6sl - < E (1+_)b§ ep\n n'|
s—1 € €0 €0 €0
L s<btl L
[n—n’|<b<el’ N [n—n/|<b<el’ N
Hence
1
50 N— plnen’ _Pin—n’
(3.58) 51 < e2eo” Nopln=n| 4 p=gin—n|,

1
If [n — n'| > €¢° N, then

3

3.59 5y < e 1 e Pb(1 + 261 )b < = Bln—nl,
( 0 0
b>inn’|

If [n —n'| < eéﬁl‘)N, then
(3.60)

—pb —pb ,
> oy e(t)esEs Y Sasadpeedronm
K

3
1 s<b+1 635
|n—n/|<b<e2' N =

Hence
(3.61) 59 < eég%pr‘nfnw 4o gln—n'l.
By @.51), B.58), B.6T),
(362)  |det By (z)] < AV OSE DN 82 N (@2 Noplnonf |y =gl

Using (3.6), B8), B25), (3.20), 3.62), we have for x ¢ €, there is |m| < V/N, such that
(3.63)

1 1 1
l—0o _ _ i 27 20 NN Ly —m! _ _ /| _ .30
|G[O,N) (.I + mw, E)(Tl, n/)| < €N Nlog(l—eoll¢ll1)+esd N+eid® N—5|n—n'| <e co(|n—n'|—€5° N)

)

if we take co = £. This proves the Green’s function estimate. O

4. SEMI-ALGEBRAIC SETS

We recall some basic facts of semi-algebraic sets in this section, which is needed in Section
5. Let P = {P1,..., P} C R[Xq,...,X,] be a family of real polynomials whose degrees are
bounded by d. A semi-algebraic set is given by

(4.1) s=U N {r"[psio}.
j leLy

where L; C {1,...,s},s; € {<,>,=} are arbitrary. We say that .S has degree at most sd and
its degree is the inf of sd over all representations as in ([@.1]).
We need the following quantitative version of the Tarski-Seidenberg principle.

Proposition 4.1 (|8]). Let S C R™ be a semi-algebraic set of degree B, then any projection
of S is semi-algebraic of degree at most B, C = C(n).

Next fact deals with the intersection of a semi-algebraic set of small measure and the orbit
of a diophantine shift.
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Proposition 4.2 (Corollary 9.7 in [1]). Let S C [0,1]" be semi-algebraic of degree B and
mes, S <n. Let w € T™ satisfy a DC' and

1
log B < log N < log —.
n
Then for any xo € T,

#{k=1,...,Nlzo+ kw € S} < N'7?
for some 6 = §(w) > 0.

Finally, we will make essential use of the following transversality property.

Lemma 4.3 (Lemma 9.9 in [1]). Let S C [0,1]*" be a semi-algebraic set of degree B and
meso, S < n,logB < log%. We denote (w,x) € [0,1]™ x [0,1]™ the product variable and

{e;|0 < j < n — 1} the w-coordinate vectors. Fiz e > nzw. Then there is a decomposition
S =51USs, S1 satisfying
mes,, (Proj,S1) < B
and So satisfying the transversality property
mes, (Se N L) < BCe

for any n-dimensional hyperplane L such that max [Projp(e;)| < 13-
0<j<n—1

5. PROOF OF ANDERSON LOCALIZATION

In this section, we give the proof of Anderson localization as in [3].
By application of the resolvent identity, we have the following

Lemma 5.1. Let I C Z be an interval of size N and {I,} subintervals of size M = N°,§ > 0
is small. Assume Vk € I, there is some « such that

M M
5.1 k——k+—|NICI,

4 4
and Vo,

1
(52) |G]a (nl, TL2)| < 6760(‘7117"2‘76‘;10 M), niy,ng € I,.
Then
1
(53) |G1(TL1,TL2)| < 26006301\/[, ny,ng € 1,
N

(5.4) Gr(n1,n2)| < em2olm=nal ) ny € I jng — no| > 10°
Proof. For m,n € I, there is some « such that

M M
5.5 m——,m+—|NIClI,.

4 4
By resolvent identity,

1
(5.6) Gr(m,n)| < ™M+ N |Gy, (myma) e ™ ™2 |G (ma, ).
mlefa,ﬂl2¢la
If |my —m| < &, then |my — ma| > &, hence
1
10 1

(5.7) > G, (mymy)|ePImi—mal < pfe=Pi gcoca” M < 1

my—m|<H ma¢l,
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1
If m1 — m| > 2L, then |G, (m,m1)| < e~ 0% 0% M fence

1
(5.8) Z |G1. (m,my)|e”PImi—mal < Me= % ¢coc” M < i
|m1—m|>%,mg§éla
By E.6), G.1), G.8),
1
10 1
(5.9) 7Trlx)13é<[|G1(m,n)| < e M 3 721)13@([|G1(m,n)|.
E3) follows from (E1).
Take m,n € I,|m —n| > %, assume (B.0)), by resolvent identity,
(5.10) Gr(m,n)[ < Y |G, (myno)le "o (ny, m))|
no€la,n1¢ls
1
< Meoo’ M Z e~clm=mil| G (ny,n)).
|m—ny|>2&
Repeat the argument in (510), we get
(5.11)
1
|Gr(m,n)| < Mteteoss® M Z 6760(‘7”7"1H“'Hnt*lintl)|G1(nt,n)|a

Im—nq|>2, . ne 1 —ne|>2L

where t < 10%.

If [n — ny| < M, then by (E.3), (1)),
L 1
(5.12) |G (m, n)| < M!N'etoco” Meeollm=n|=A)gcocs™ M

L L
< 620606610 N+204% log N—co(|m—n|—M) < 67c0(174006640)\m7n\ < 67%60|m7n|'

If t = 1047, then by (5.3), G.II,

(5.13)
1 1 1
|G1(m,n)| < MtNtetcoe(j“’Me—tco%2ecoe(j“’M < 640006610 N—%C[)N < e—2coN < e—co\m—n\.
E4) follows from (512), (BI3). This proves Lemma 511 O

Now we can prove the main result.
Theorem 5.2. Consider the lattice operator H,(x) of the form
(5.14) H,(z) = tanm(x + nw)dnn’ + €S4.
Assume w € DC' (diophantine condition),
(5.15) kw| > clk|~4, VkezZ\{0}
and ¢ real analytic satisfying
(5.16) lp(n)| < e™?l wneZ

for some p > 0. Fix g € T. Then there is €9 = eo(p) > 0, such that if 0 < € < €, for almost
all w e DC, Hy,(xo) satisfies Anderson localization.
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Proof. To establish Anderson localization, it suffices to show that if £ = (£,)nez, F € R satisfy

(5.17) S =111 <Cln|, |n|— oo,
(5.18) H(20)¢ = E,

then

(5.19) [énl < el In] — oo

We will first prove (519) for |E| < Cy. By Proposition3.] there is Q@ = Qn(E) C T, mesQ) <
e~®N7 such that if x ¢ Q, then for some |m| < v/N,
0
(5.20) |G- N, N (% + mw, E)(n1,n9)| < e~colIm=nal=€" N) =1y | |ng| < N.
Let
(5.21) B(x)(n1,n2) = [cosm(z + mw)|[H—n,n)(x) — E](n1,n2), n1,m2 € [=N, N]
and By, n,(x) be the (n1, ng)-minor of B(z). Then

| | det By, n, ( + mw)|

(5.22) |G- NN (% + mw, E)(n1,n2)| = | cos (x4 mw + niw) ot Bz 1 1mw)

Truncate power series for cos, sin in (5.22), we may replace (5.20) by a polynomial of degree
at most N4. Hence © may be assumed semi-algebraic of degree at most N°. Let N; = N¢1,
(1 is a sufficiently large constant. Then by Proposition [£.2]

(5.23) #{|j] < Nijzo + jw € Q} < N} 7%, 6> 0.
Using (5.23]), we may find an interval I C [0, N7] of size N such that
(5.24) xo+jw ¢ Q, VjielU(-I).

If 29 + jw ¢ Q, then for some |m;| < /N,
1

(5.25) |Gla) (@0, B)(na,ma)| < emeomml=a®™) -y ny € [a, ]
where [a’ab] = [.]+mj _Naj+mj +N] By (m’ M7 (m)a
1 1
(526) |§]| S C Z efco(|j7n‘75610 N)efp‘nfn’un/' S CNleCOe(;lo NechON < echUN'
n€la,b],n’'&[a,b]

Denoting jo the center of I, we have

(5.27) 1 =& < (|G (—jojo (0, EIR—jo,501 H (20) Rz [ jo,jo) € |-

For |n| < jo, by (E.24),
(528) |(R[*jo,jo]H(xO)RZ\[*joajo]g)n| < Z e—p\n—n'\|§nl|

[n/[>jo

< Z e—p|n—n/|e—%°N +C Z e—P\n—n'\|nl| < Ce—%“N —I—CNle_p% < 6_%0N,

Jo<|n/|<jo+ & In|>jo+ 5

By (27), (5:28),

<o

(5.29) 1G=jo.jo) (X0, E)|| > €= N,
hence

(5.30) dist(E, specH|_j, joi(x0)) < e~ 3N,
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Denote
(5.31) Eo=|J (specH_j, joj(x0) N [=2Co, 2Cq]) .
l51<Ny
It follows from ([@.30) that if = ¢ EUS Q(E'), then for some |m| < v/N,
=
(5.32) |G— N N]+m (T, E)(n1,n2)| < e_co(‘"l_"zl_eé%m, ny,ng € [-N,N] + m.
Let Ny = N©2_ (5 is a sufficiently large constant. Suppose
(5.33) vo+nwéd | UE), VN2 <|n| < 2Ny,
E'e&,

then by (5.32), there are |m,| < v/N such that

1
(534) |G[_N7N]+n+mn(3:0,E)(nl,n2)| < 67C0(|n17n2|765mN), niy,Ng € [—N, N] +n+ my,.

Let A = U ([-N,N]+n+my) D [vVN2,2Nz]. By Lemma [5.1]
VN2<n<2Ny
1
(5.35) |GA (20, B)(n1,n2)| < 269" N ny ny € A,
C N

(5.36) |Ga(wo, B)(n1,na)| < e 2 1M=L ny ny € A, g — no| > 1_5

For %NQ S.] S N27 by M7 (m,
(5.37) &1<C Y |Galzo, B)Gm)le |

neAn’¢A
1
< CN Z e~ 71l L CN, Z e0ca’ Ne=p®d < o= 38Nz < =85,
In—3l>32 In—jl< 5%

Now we need to prove (5.33). Consider for |j| < Ny, the set S; C T? x R of (w, z, E’) where
(5.38) |kw| > ck|~4, V0 < |k| <N,
(5.39) x e QE),
(5.40) E' € specH|_; jj(xo) N [-2C), 2Co).

Let
(5.41) S = Projr9;.
Since mesQ(E’) < e N7,
(5.42) mesS < Nye= ™" < e737N7,

Since S; is a semi-algebraic set of degree at most N7, by Proposition 1], S is a semi-algebraic
set of degree at most NP©.

e _a
Take n =1,B = N}, n = e 2N ¢ = N, ™ in Lemma [43] we have S = 51 U Sy,
_a 1
(5.43) mesProj,S; < BYe < NUN, ™ < N, ™.
We study the intersection of So and sets

(5.44) {(w,z0 + nw)|w € [0,1]}, /N2 < |n| < 2Na,
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where xo + nw are considered mod 1. (&44) lies in the parallel lines

(5.45) L=L"M= [w:f] T, m| < Na.
n n
Since |[Proje.| < 155, by Lemma B3]
5.46 mes(Se N L) < Bcefln% < Nch_l"efiaNU.
1 4Vg

Summing over n, m,
1 ~NTO ~ATO
(5.47) mes{w € [0,1]|(w, zo+nw) € Sz, I/ Ny < |n| < 2Ny} < NZNENjo 3N < ¢=5N7

_1 N 1

From (5.43), (5.47), we exclude an w-set of measure N, ™ + e~ 5°N7 < N, ™. Summing over
1

l7] < N1, we get an w-set Ry, mesRy < N, * < N~ such that for w ¢ Ry,

c, . 1
(5.43) 6l <, il e |gNen ).
Let
(5.49) R=) U Rw
No>1 N>Ng

then mesR = 0. If w ¢ R, then by ([@49), there is Ny > 1 such that w ¢ Ry,VN > Ny. By
G.43),

oy, . 1 1. ¢
(5.50) g <e B lile | |3ne e = [ INg)
N>No
This proves (519) for |E| < Cy. Note that in (549), R = R(Cy). Let
(5.51) R=|J R(C0),
Cop>1

then mesR = 0. We restrict w ¢ R. This proves (5.19) for all E € R and Theorem [5.2 O
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