arXiv:2112.14662v2 [math.SP] 8 Jul 2022

On the Hausdorft measure of sets of non-Lyapunov
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Abstract

We consider the growth of the norms of transfer matrices of discrete Schrédinger operators
with independent, identically distributed potential in one dimension. It is known that the set
of energies at which the rate of exponential growth is slower than prescribed by the Lyapunov
exponent is residual in the part of the spectrum at which the Lyapunov exponent is positive.
On the other hand, this exceptional set is of vanishing Hausdorff measure with respect to any
gauge function p(t) such that p(t)/t is integrable at zero.

Here we show that this condition on p(t) is optimal: for potentials of sufficiently regular
distribution, the set of energies at which the rate of exponential growth is arbitrarily slow
has infinite Hausdorff measure with respect to any gauge function p(t) such that p(t)/t is
non-increasing and not integrable at zero.

The main technical ingredient, possibly of independent interest, is a Jarnik-type theorem
describing the Hausdorff measure of the set of real numbers well-approximated by the eigen-
values of the Schrodinger operator. The proof of this result relies on the theory of Anderson
localisation, and on the mass transference principle of Beresnevich—Velani.

1 Introduction

Sets of non-Lyapunov behaviour Let (vg)r>1 be an ergodic sequence, i.e.
v = vp(w) = F(T"w) ,

where (€2, B, P, T') is a probability space equipped with an ergodic transformation 7', and F': Q@ — R
is a measurable function which we assume to satisfy Elog, F/(w) < co. We are interested in the
Schrodinger operator H defined by the random Jacobi matrix

(%1 1 0
1 V2 1 0
H = 0 1 w3 1 0 ’ (1)
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and in the associated transfer matrices
E—v, -1
nE) = (F1" ) B =T REnE)  (BeR).
Let 1
Y(E) = lim ~Elog ||®,(E)]|
n—oo N

be the Lyapunov exponent. A theorem of Furstenberg—Kesten [12] implies that for any given
E € R one has almost surely

1
i —log |[0,(E)]| = 1(E) )

and consequently the set A of E' € R for which () fails is almost surely of zero measure. This leads
to the question whether this exceptional set A is in fact empty. A positive result of Craig—Simon
[8] asserts that almost surely

1
VE € R limsup — log ||®,(E)| < v(E) ,

n—oo 1

which rules out deviations in one direction (“up”). On the other hand, deviations in the opposite
direction (“down”) do occur when the Lyapunov exponent is positive. For 0 < 7 < 1, let

AT = {E eR: liminfllogH(I)n(E)H < T’}/(E)} ,

)

and let S be the essential spectrum of H. In [I3] [14], Goldsheid proved that for 7 > 1/2 the set
A7 is almost surely residual in SN {FE : v(F) > 0}. Subsequently, he showed that this is in fact
true for all 7 > 0 (see [15, Theorem 2]). Recently, a similar result was established by Gorodetski
and Kleptsyn [16] for products of independent, identically distributed (i.i.d.) random matrices
in SLy(R), allowing for more complicated (non-linear) dependence of T,,(E) on the parameter E.
Thus the exceptional set A is very thick in topological sense.

On the metric side, Gorodetski-Kleptsyn [16] proved that in the i.i.d. case the exceptional set is
almost surely of zero Hausdorff dimension. In the companion paper [15] (devoted to the properties
of exceptional sets for operators of the form (II) as well as their block matrix generalisations) we
show, motivated by an idea of Simon [23], that the p-Hausdorff measure

e——+0

mes, A = lim {Zp(ej) A C U(aj —€,a;+€),0<¢ < e}
j=1 j=1
vanishes for any gauge function p(t) (i.e. a non-decreasing continuous function p : [0, 1] — R, with

p(0) = 0) such that

1

t)dt

/ plydt < 00 . (3)
0 t

The goal of the current paper is to demonstrate that the condition (3] is sharp. We assume:

vi are independent, identically distributed random variables
supported on a compact interval J, with density bounded from above on J, (4)

and bounded from zero on any proper subinterval of J ;

in this case,
S=[-22+J=|]JIE-2E+2.

EeJd
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Theorem 1. Assume (4), and let I C S be an interval. Then almost surely mes, A™ = oo for any
7 >0 and any gauge function p(t) such that p(t)/t is non-increasing and non-integrable on (0, 1].

Remark 1.1. [t is likely that the statement is also true for T = 0. A proof along the lines of
this paper would require a stronger version of the results on Anderson localisation than what is
currently available in the literature.

Remark 1.2. While the assumptions ({{]) on the distribution of vy are quite restrictive, we do
not believe that the result remains valid for general ergodic sequences (say, with uniformly positive
Lyapunov exponent).

Remark 1.3. Kleptsyn and Quintino [20, [22] conjecture that the exceptional sets are of positive
logarithmic capacity. If true, this conjecture (combined with a criterion of Frostman [10]) would
imply Theorem [1.

Approximability by the eigenvalues of H To state the next results, we first summarise a
few mostly known facts concerning the spectral properties of the random Schrodinger operator H.
From now on, we assume that v, are independent, identically distributed and non-constant. In
this case, a theorem of Furstenberg [I1] ensures that v(F) > 0 for any E € R; moreover, y(F) is
continuous and tends to infinity at oo, whence infgeg y(E) > 0.

Proposition 1.4. Assume that vy are independent, identically distributed, mon-constant, and
bounded. There exists C' > 0 such that for any T € (0,1) there exist almost surely

(Ex,¥x) ERxly (k€N)
and K < oo (all of them dependent on w € Q and, possibly, also on T) such that
(L1) (x) form an orthonormal basis of ls;
(L2) Hipp = Eyiby;
(L3) |Yn(x)] < exp(—(1 — 7)y(Ep)|x — k|) for € N such that |z — k| > max(vVk, K);
(L4) for 1 <K <k, |Ex — Ep| > max(k, K)=°.

That is, there is a basis of eigenfunctions such that the k-th one is exponentially localised at
the site k, and eigenvalues with close labels can not be too close to one another. For completeness,
we sketch a proof in Section [Bl

It turns out that the exceptional sets A™ contain those E which are well-approximable by the
eigenvalues Ej. In the same Section Bl we use Proposition [L4] to prove:

Proposition 1.5. Assume that vy are independent, identically distributed, mon-constant, and
bounded. Let I C S be a finite interval, and let 7; = maxge;y(E). Then almost surely

AN"NI>{Eel : #{k>1: |E-E|<e?"} =00} . (5)

This leads us to the study of the metric properties of the set on the right-hand side of ().
More generally, let aj ™\ 0, and let

Ao ={FeR: #{k>1:|EF—E; <ai} =00}

be the set of E well-approximable by the eigenvalues Ej. We prove the following Jarnik-type
theorem which is perhaps of independent interest.
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Theorem 2. Assume (), and let I C S be an interval, and ag \, 0.
1. If p(t) is a gauge function such thaty .-, plag) < oo, then almost surely mes,(A, NI) = 0;

2. If p(t) is a gauge function such that p(t)/t is non-increasing and Y -, p(ay) = oo, then
almost surely mes,(Ay, N 1) =mes, .

Remark 1.6. The classical Jarnik theorem provides a similar-looking statement for the case when
Ey are replaced with the rational numbers, numbered so that p/q < p'/q" if ¢ < ¢'. See Beresnevich—
Dickinson—Velani [3] and references therein.

Remark 1.7. Quintino [22] provides a sufficient condition for sets of the form appearing in the
right-hand side of () to be of positive logarithmic capacity. In view of Remark [L.3 and Propo-
sition [1.3, it would be interesting to check whether this condition is satisfied by the eigenvalues
Ej.

Proof of Theorem [ (using Theorem[d). Let oy, = e~27%, so that

° 17 p(t)dt
Sotan) 2 [ oterms= o [ 2% oo
- 1 27 Jo t

By the second item of Theorem 2l almost surely mes,(A, N I) = mes, ] = oo, whereas by Propo-
sition [[L5 almost surely A" N1 D (A, NI). Thus mes,(A% NI) =mes, I = oo for any 7 > 0, as
claimed. O

The mass transference principle of Beresnevich and Velani [2] allows to reduce the proof of
Theorem 2] to the special case of the Lebesgue measure, p(t) = 2t (a Khinchin-type theorem). We
state this special case as a separate theorem.

Theorem 3. Assume ({]), and let I C S be a finite interval, and ax 0.
1. If Y ag < o0, then almost surely mes(A, NI)=0;
2. If > ay, = 00, then almost surely mes(A, N I) = mes]I.
Theorem [3 is the main technical result of the current paper; its proof occupies Section 2] below.

Proof of Theorem[3 (using Theorem[3). The first item is standard and does not rely on any prop-
erties of Ej. For any €¢,0 > 0, let k(e) be such that age) < €, and let £'(0) be such that

> ksw(s) Plar) < 0. Then

Ac U (Be—an Bt o)
k=max(k(¢),k’(9))

is a covering of A, by intervals of length < e with
Z plag) <9 .
k=max(k(e),k (5))

Thus mes,(A,) < § for any § > 0, whence mes,(A,) = 0 and in particular mes,(A, N 1) = 0.
The second item follows from the second item of Theorem [3]and the mass transference principle
of Beresnevich and Velani |2, Theorem 2]. O



2 Proof of Theorem [3

Preliminary reductions The first item of Theorem [3is a special case of the first item (proved
above) of Theorem 2 therefore we turn to the second item of Theorem [l

Next, the following standard lemma allows us to assume that oy < 1/k, and we shall indeed
make this assumption in the remainder of this section.

Lemma 2.1. Let oy, \(0, >y = 00. Then ), - min(ay, 1/k) = oo.

Proof. We have:

> min(a,1/k) > Y min(ex, 277 > 2" min(agm, 277

2m<fp<2mtl 2m<k<2mtl

2m+1

= 5 mln( Qlom+1, 1) .

If 2™aom > 1 for infinitely many values of m, then clearly

. , 1 .
me(ak, 1/k) = Z Z min(ayg, 1/k) > 5 Z min (2™ agmi1, 1) = 00 ;

k>1 m>02m<k<om+1 m>1

otherwise,
E min (2" agmi1, 1) = oo

m>0

by the Cauchy condensation test, whence again

Zmin(ak,l//ﬁ) =00 . O

k>1

Finally, recall that the integrated density of states of H is defined as the limit

1
N(E) = lim —E# {eigenvalues of H[; ) in (—oo, E]} |
n—oo N
where Hp ;) is the restriction of H to [1,7n] (the submatrix formed by the first n rows and columns
of ({)). The Wegner estimate [24] (presented in textbook form in [1]) asserts that if the distribution
of v; is absolutely continuous with density bounded by A, then so is N:

E
N(EB) = / N'(ENE | N'<A.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that A > 1.

Further, a lower Wegner estimate [24) [19, [I7] asserts that under the assumptions ) N is
bounded from 0 on any interval I contained in the interior of S. It is sufficient to prove the
theorem for such intervals I; thus in the sequel we assume that [ is contained in the interior of S
and we denote a; = infpcy N'(I).



Reduction to two main claims Let H,, be the restriction of H to the interval [4™,2 x 4™),
i.e. the submatrix of ([Il) formed by the rows and columns with indices 4™ < k < 2 x 4™, and let
o(H,,) be the spectrum of H,,. Denote

Br={FEe€l: #{k:|E—E <ar} <oo}

and

1
B = U B, ;, where B, ;= {E el :Vm' >m : dist(E,0(H,)) > §a2x4mr} :

m>1
We shall prove:
Claim 2.2. Almost surely mes(B; \ By) = 0.

That is, the set B; of numbers poorly approximable by the eigenvalues of H is almost contained
in the set B} of numbers poorly approximable by the eigenvalues of the chunks H,,. The advantage
of B} over By is that the spectra o(H,,) appearing in the definition of the former one are jointly
independent, whence for any given E € I the event {E € B}} lies in the tail sigma-algebra and
thus satisfies the zero-one law. Consider the deterministic set

Bi={Eel:P{FeB}=1};

then almost surely mes(B;ABY) = 0. Thus we need to show that mes Bf = 0. We shall prove that
typically either the measure of B),  , is already small, or the measure of B, C B, ., is significantly
smaller than that of B/, i.e. a sizeable fraction of the numbers poorly approximable by o(H,,)
with indices m’ > m is well approximable by o(H,,). Formally,

Claim 2.3. There exists co(ar, A) > 0 (not dependent on mes1!) such that for any 0 < ¢ <
colar, A), and any m > mq (a deterministic number possibly depending on all the parameters,
including C),

P {mes B;n-i—l,[ 2 (1 - C) mes [ ) mes(B;n-i—l,I \ B;n’l) S CmeSI4mO{2X4m} S 6—Co(aI,A) mes [ 4™ )

The claim implies that almost surely we have mes B;, ; < (1 — ¢{)mes[ for all m. Indeed, if
this inequality would fail for a certain m = my, it would definitely fail for all m > my. By the first
Borel-Cantelli lemma, this would imply that

mes(B,, 1\ By, ;) > (mes 4™ agym

for all sufficiently large m. But then an application of the Cauchy condensation test would yield

mes B, ; < mes [ — Z Cmes [ 4" qgypm = —00 |
m=m1
which can not be true. Thus indeed mes B;, ; < (1 — ¢)mes [ for all m, and by similar reasoning
also mes B! - < (1 —() mes [ for any (deterministic) subinterval I C I.

Now we can prove that mes B = 0. If this were not the case, B} would have a Lebesgue point
E*, and then we would be able to find a (deterministic) neighbourhoood I C I of E* such that
mes B > (1 — ()mes . But then almost surely we would have mes B; > (1 — () mes [, whence

mes B:n P> (1-2¢) mes I for sufficiently large m, which contradicts what we have proved. Thus
the theorem is reduced to Claims and [2.3] stated above and proved below.
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Proof of Claim First, observe that almost surely for m large enough (depending on the
realisation)

m 1
max dist(Ey, o(H,,)) < e " < g % g8~ . (6)

4m +2m <k<2 X 4m _92m

Indeed, for 4™ 4 2™ < k < 2 x 4™ — 2™ let Y* be the restriction of ¢, (the eigenfunction of H
corresponding to the eigenvalue Ej) to [4™,2 x 4™). Then by item (L3) of Proposition [[.4]

[ ] = 1 = exp(=c2™) , [[(Hm — Ex)¢3|| < exp(=c2™) ,

which implies (@).
Let
09 (Hy) = {E € 0(H,) : 34" 42" <k <2x 4™ =27 |E— B[ <e "} |

and let o®(H,,) = o(H,) \ 09(H,,). By item (L4) of Proposition 1.4, for any E € 09(H,,)
the index k appearing in the definition of ¢9(H,,) is unique; hence #09(H,,) > 4™ — 2™+ and
#o°(H,,) < 2mtL

Denote:

1
A} = {E el # {m D Qgygm < 87 dist(E, 0(H,,)) < 50{2X47n} = oo} ,

A7

4m42m <k<2x4m—2m

{EGI : #{m D Qgygm > 87 min \E—Ek|§0é2x4m}200} ,
1
A} = {E el : # {m - dist(E, 0®(H,,)) < §a2x4m} = oo} .

Then almost surely I\ B} C Aj U A? U A3. We have: A7 N B; = @, while the convergence of the
series

Z #O’(Hm) X Qoyam < Z4m x & ™ < 00

Moy gm <2X8~M

Z#Ub(Hm) X Qigyqm < ZQmH X !

2 x 4m

< 00

(where in the second display we have used that ap < 1/k) implies, with the help of the first
Borel-Cantelli lemma, that mes A} = mes A3 = 0. O

Proof of Claim 2.3] The random sets o(H,,) and B, ,, ; are independent, hence it suffices to
show that for any (given) B C I of measure mes B > (1 — () mes [

P {mes(B\ An;) < (mesT 4™y, qm} < e-olanA)mesla™ (7)
where

2

Once this is proved, we can take B = B’ while conditioning on this set.) We need the
m—+1,1 g
elementary

1
AmJ == {E S I dlSt(E,O'(Hm)> < _Oé2><4m} .

Lemma 2.4. Let I be an interval, and let B C I be a measurable set. Then for any 60 > 0

mes A? < 4(mes(I\ B) +0) , where A’={E €I :mes((E—-0,E+0)NB)<0} .
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Proof. Let
ay=inf{la € A%, ay=inf{lac A’  a>a;+6}, as=inflac A’ ,a>ay+6},---
Then

mes A’ < mes U(aj —0,a;+0) < Zmes(aj —0,a;+0)
J

J
§22mes((aj—9,aj+9)\3)§4mes(I\B)+49. 0O
J

Now we proceed with the proof of the claim. Applying Lemma[2.4]to our set B with § = %O&2X4m,
we have (for sufficiently large m) mes A% < 5 mesI.
Divide I into [4™™! mes I intervals of length < 47! 50 that all the intervals except for the
last one are exactly of length 4=™71. As § < 4 ™71 each interval containing a point of o(H,,)\ A’
1

contributes at least %6’ = ;Qax4m to the measure of BN A, 1 (the factor 1/2 appears since a point

of B can be covered at most twice). Thus if
mes(B\ A7) < (mes 4™ agyqm |

then o(H,,) has to be contained in a set U which is the union of A’ and D = [4™F1( mes ] of
these intervals. The number of possible sets U obtained by this construction is

D ytimii mi1 [4m+1¢ mes 11 [4m+1¢ mes 11
SZ(M mesﬂ) < <10><4 mes[) < (E)
=0 ¢

d 4m+1¢ mes [

while the measure of each of these sets is mes U < 8( mes [.
Now we claim that for each of these U

P {U(Hm) ﬂ I C U} S e—Cl(a],A) mes [ 4™ (8)

(for m large enough, and ¢; depending only on a; and A, but not on mes 7). Having (§) at hand,
we deduce that

P {mes(A,,; \ B) < (mesI4"asyqm} <P{3U as above : o(H,,)NI C U}
(9)

< e—co(aI,A) mes [ 4™

<e @ (ar,A) mes I 4™ (E
¢

(provided that ¢ is small enough in terms of a; and A, and m is large enough), which is what we
claimed in ().
It remains to prove (8), which is a consequence of the following two estimates:

) [4m+1¢ mes T

)

P{#(o(Hy)NI) < colar, A) mes 4™} e
emc2lanAmesIA™ 4 yeg 7 < cy(ar, A) ,  (11)

P{#(c(H,,) NU) > co(ay, A) mes I 4™}

< —cs(ar,A) mes I 4™ (1())
<

both valid for sufficiently large m. To prove (I0), let ¢ to be the smallest natural number such
that
min(1, a%)

Y mes [ 4° > 100 . (12)



We claim that

(13)

P{#(O—(Hg) ni > ‘”meSIzﬁ} > Y

2 ~ 154
To prove (I3)), we first choose a large natural M and compare H)j; with the direct sum of 4~*
independent copies of Hy. Then by interlacing

E#(o(Hy) N 1) = 4~ (E#(o(H) N 1) —2) (14)

whence, letting M — oo and using (12)),
¢ 49 ¢
E#(o(Hy) N 1) > amesl4 —22%a1mes]4 . (15)

By the Minami bound ([21]; see Combes-Germinet—Klein [6] for the form we use here),

(Ames I 4°)"

r!

P(#(o(He) N 1I) 2 1) < : (16)

whence for ry = [2eA mes I 4]

E#(o(He) N D) Lpo(mynnyzr, <2707

Thus

4 I 12
> —9a1 mes [ 4¢ — 2770+ wﬂ > —q;mes [4°

Ed#(o(He) N DL armest oy o (nny<rs = 5 2 ~ 2

l.e.

armesI , 1 12 , ar
> > — X — > —
P{#(O’(Hg)m[)_ 5 4}_T0x25a1mesl4 TR

as claimed in (I3).

Having (), we can compare H,, with the direct sum of 4™~* independent copies of H,. With
probability > e~¢(@ A4 > g—c(ar,A) mes ] 4" at least 0 X 4m=* of these operators have > %05145
eigenvalues in I, whence H,, has at least

armes , g atmesI
4" -2 x4 >
204 T = T004

eigenvalues in this interval, thus establishing (I0) with cy(as, A) = a3/(200A).
To prove ([[II) we use the Minami bound once again:

(A 4™ mes U)CQ(GI,A) mes [4™
(co(ar, A) mes I 4m)!
eA mes U c2(as,A) mes 14™
<
B (02(@1>A) mes])

P{#(c(Hy) NU) > co(ar, A)mes 1 4™} <

< 6—cz(a1,A) mes I 4™

if mesU < % mes [, as claimed. This concludes the proof of Claim and of Theorem B O



3 Localisation and the exceptional sets
Sketch of proof of Proposition[1.7. Let 7 > 0. It is well-known that there exist (almost surely)
(Eka'ébk,ék) ER x/ly xN (k’ € N)

and K < oo such that

(L1) () form an orthonormal basis of {y;
(L2) Hypy = By

(L3) [n(2)] < exp(—(1 = 7/2)y(Ey)|z — 5x]) for |z — 3u| > max(y/51/10, K).

The first two items are explicitly stated, for example, in [16]; the third one follows from the first
two using the condition on resonant boxes as established by multi-scale analysis in [5] or by a
single-scale argument in [18].

To upgrade (L3) to (L3), it remains to show that one can reorder the eigenfunctions so that
3x = k. To this end, it is sufficient to verify that for large L

L—VL/5<#{keN: 3 <L}<L+VL/5: (17)

having (7)), we reorder v, so that 3; < 32 < 33 < ---. The proof of () follows the argument of
del Rio, Jitomirskaya, Last, and Simon [9, Theorem 7.1], replacing the input (SULE) assumed in
[9) with the stronger one given by (L3) above. We omit the details.

The proof of the lower bound (L4) on the spacings between the eigenvalues requires a lemma
that is also used in the proof of Proposition below.

Lemma 3.1. In the setting of Proposition[1.4), let Hy, o417 be the restrictions of H to the intervals
la,2k + b — 1], where a,b = 1,2. Almost surely there exists ko < oo such that for k > ko each of
these four operators has an eigenvalue E(a,b) with eigenvector iy (a,b) satisfying

| Ex(a,b) = Ei| < exp(=2(1=27)y(ER)k) , [¥k(a; b) = Prlia2ero-1ll < exp(=(1=27)y(Er)k) . (18)

The precise estimates ([I8]) will be important in the proof of Proposition [L5 here (in the proof
of Proposition [I.4) it is sufficient for us that the distances between Ey(1,1), Ep(1,1) and Ey, Ey,
respectively, decay faster than any power of k, and that ¥y (1,1) and ¥ (1,1) can not coincide
since they are close to two orthogonal functions. According to a result of Bourgain [4], almost
surely the spacings between the eigenvalues of Hy; o) are > k=¢, when k is large enough (the result
of Bourgain is stated for Bernoulli distribution, but the argument applies in the general case; see
[7]). Thus also

|Ek — Ek/| 2 k’_c — 2€Xp(—0k‘) 2 k’_c_l .

This concludes the proof of (L4). O
To complete the proof of Proposition [[.4] it remains to prove Lemma [3.11

Proof of Lemma[3]. This proof relies significantly on the arguments from the work of Cottrell 7],
to which we also refer for a detailed exposition. First observe (using the already proved item (L3)
of Proposition [L.4]) that the trimmed eigenfunctions 1, = |12 21— satisfy

1(Hia2k16-1) — Ex)t]| < Crexp(—(1 — 7)y(Ep)k) .
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This estimate ensures that the distance from Ej to the spectrum of Hi, op14-1) is at most
dist(Ek, 0 (Ha,2k45-1)) < C2exp(—(1 — 7)v(ER)k) ;

note that the exponent is almost twice smaller than what we claimed in (IS).

To upgrade the proved bound to (I8)), we first appeal (as in the proof of Proposition [[.4] above)
to a result of Bourgain [4] asserting that the spacings between the eigenvalues of Hi, op4p-1) are
lower-bounded by k¢ (for k large enough, depending on the realisation). This implies that the
eigenvectors 1(a, b) that we have constructed also satisfy

9 (a,b) = ]| < Cok® exp(—(1 = 7)y(Ep)k) < %eXp(—(l —27)y(Ewk) (19)

which proves the second part of (I]).

It remains to establish the first part of (I8)), and to this end we use first-order perturbation
theory. Choose N = 100k to ensure that Hj; nj has an eigenvalue at distance e 30 EE from E,.
Construct the operators H(t;a,b), 0 <t < 1, interpolating linarly between H(0;a,b) = H}; n) and

H(1;a,b) = Hp o1 © Hyg2k16-1 ® Higgyo,n] -

Repeating the arguments presented above for Hi, o4-1] (Which corresponds to ¢ = 1), we show
that for each 0 < ¢ < 1 the operator H(t;a,b) has an eigenfunction vy(t;a,b) satisfying the
counterpart of the bound (I9)) and an eigenvalue Fy(t, a,b) satisfying

|Ek(t;a,b) — Ex| < Caexp(—(1 — 7)y(E)k) .

Denoting by ¥ (t; a, b; -) the components of ¥y (¢; a,b), and applying the Feynman—Hellmann for-
mula, we have:

|Ex(1;a,b) — Ei(0;a,b)

< g (g H650.) ) dalt ), (e D)
< Inax [Ww(t; a,bya — 1)| x |g(t; a, by a)| + |vu(t; a, by 2k + b — 1)| x |ty (t; a, b; 2k + b)|]
< exp(—2(1 = 27)1(E)k)
as claimed. 0

Having established Lemma B we can turn to

Proof of Proposition[I.3. 1t suffices to prove that for k large enough (depending on the realisation)
B — Bl < exp(~27,k) — |91 (E)|| < 2Bk (20)

We can assume that the interval I containing the numbers F, E}, is sufficiently short to ensure that

rgg;w(E) <(+7) r]geigw(E) : (21)

Set n = 2k. The matrix entries of ®,(E) are exactly the determinants of the four matrices
Hignip-1s @, b = 1,2; Lemma [B.I shows that each of these has a zero within distance e~(1=27)7(Ex)n
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from E). Now, a locally uniform version of the result of Craig—Simon [§] discussed in the intro-
duction (see e.g. [15]) implies that for n large enough

VE €l : ||,(E)|| < exp((1+7)7(E)n) < exp((1+ 27)7(Ek)n) ,

whence by Markov’s polynomial inequality

127,(E)| < Crn® exp((1+ 27)y(Er)n) < exp((1 +37)y(Ex)n) -

Thus for any E such that

|E — Ej| < exp(=27;k) = exp(—=7n)

we have:

@, (E)|| < (e 71" + e_(1_27)7(Ek)") exp((1 + 37)v(Ex)n) < exp(61n) ,

as claimed in (20). O

Acknowledgement 1 am grateful to Anton Gorodetski for helpful comments on a preliminary
version of this note, and in particular for bringing the work [22] to my attention.

References

1]

Aizenman, Michael; Warzel, Simone. Random operators. Disorder effects on quantum spec-
tra and dynamics. Graduate Studies in Mathematics, 168. American Mathematical Society,
Providence, RI, 2015. xiv+326 pp.

Beresnevich, Victor; Velani, Sanju. A mass transference principle and the Duffin-Schaeffer
conjecture for Hausdorff measures. Ann. of Math. (2) 164 (2006), no. 3, 971-992.

Beresnevich, Victor; Dickinson, Detta; Velani, Sanju. Measure theoretic laws for lim sup sets.
Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 179 (2006), no. 846, x+91 pp.

Bourgain, Jean. On eigenvalue spacings for the 1-D Anderson model with singular site distribu-

tion. Geometric aspects of functional analysis, 71-83, Lecture Notes in Math., 2116, Springer,
Cham, 2014.

Carmona, René; Klein, Abel; Martinelli, Fabio. Anderson localization for Bernoulli and other
singular potentials. Comm. Math. Phys. 108 (1987), no. 1, 41-66.

Combes, Jean-Michel; Germinet, Francois; Klein, Abel. Generalized eigenvalue-counting esti-
mates for the Anderson model. J. Stat. Phys. 135 (2009), no. 2, 201-216.

Cottrell, Lian. On the bandwidths of periodic approximations to discrete Schrodinger opera-
tors. Preprint.

Craig, W.; Simon, B. Subharmonicity of the Lyaponov index. Duke Math. J. 50 (1983), no. 2,
551-560.

del Rio, R.; Jitomirskaya, S.; Last, Y.; Simon, B. Operators with singular continuous spectrum.
IV. Hausdorff dimensions, rank one perturbations, and localization. J. Anal. Math. 69 (1996),
153-200.

12



[10] Frostman, O. Potentiel d’équilibre et capacité des ensembles. Avec quelques applications a la
théorie des fonctions. PhD Thesis, Lund (1935).

[11] Furstenberg, H. Noncommuting random products. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 108 (1963), 377
428.

[12] Furstenberg, H.; Kesten, H. Products of random matrices. Ann. Math. Statist. 31 (1960),
457-469.

[13] Goldsheid, I. Ya. Asymptotic behaviour of a product of random matrices that depend on a
parameter. (Russian) Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR 224 (1975), no. 6, 1248-1251.

[14] Goldsheid, 1. Ya. Asymptotic properties of the product of random matrices depending on a
parameter. Multicomponent random systems, pp. 239-283, Adv. Probab. Related Topics, 6,
Dekker, New York, 1980.

[15] Goldsheid, I.; Sodin, S. Sets of non-Lyapunov behaviour for scalar and matrix Schrodinger
cocycles. Preprint.

[16] Gorodetski, A., Kleptsyn, V. Parametric Furstenberg theorem on random products of SL(2, R)
matrices. Adv. Math. 378 (2021), Paper No. 107522, 81 pp.

[17] Hislop, Peter D.; Miiller, Peter. A lower bound for the density of states of the lattice Anderson
model. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 136 (2008), no. 8, 2887-2893.

[18] Jitomirskaya, Svetlana; Zhu, Xiaowen. Large deviations of the Lyapunov exponent and local-
ization for the 1D Anderson model. Comm. Math. Phys. 370 (2019), no. 1, 311-324.

[19] Jeske, F. Uber lokale Positivitéit der Zustandsdichte zufélliger Schrodinger-Operatoren, Ph.D.
thesis, Ruhr-Universitdt Bochum, Germany, 1992

[20] Kleptsyn, V.; Quintino, F. Phase transition of capacity for the uniform Gjs-sets. Potential
Anal. 56 (2022), no. 4, 597-622.

[21] Minami, N. Local fluctuation of the spectrum of a multidimensional Anderson tight binding
model. Commun. Math. Phys. 177 (1996), 709-725.

[22] Quintino, F. Logarithmic capacity of random Gs-sets. larXiv:2012.01593

[23] Simon, Barry. Equilibrium measures and capacities in spectral theory. Inverse Probl. Imaging 1
(2007), no. 4, 713-772.

[24] Wegner, F. Bounds on the density of states in disordered systems, Z. Phys. B 44 (1981), 9-15.

13


http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.01593

	1 Introduction
	2 Proof of Theorem 3
	3 Localisation and the exceptional sets

