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1 Introduction

The Anderson Model is a random Hamiltonian H* on ¢*(Z%) defined by

HY=A+ V¥, weq, (1.1)
(Au)(n) = Y ulk), u={u(n)}ez € (2%,
|[k—n|=1

(V¥u)(n) = wpu(n),

where {wy,},eze are i.i.d real random variables whose common distribution
is ;o = py * po. Here py be the Cauchy distribution whose density is given

by duqi(x) = mdx, A > 0 and py can be any probability measure on
R. Consider the probability space (]de, BRZd,IP), where P = ® p is con-

nezd
structed via the Kolmogorov theorem. We refer to this probability space as

(Q, BQ,IP) and denote w = (wy)peza € 2. The operator A is known as the
discrete Laplacian and the potential V* is the multiplication operator on
(*(Z%) by the sequence {w,},cze. We note that the operators { H*},cq are
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self-adjoint and have common core domain consisting of vectors with finite
support. It is well known (see [I, Theorem 3.9]) that the spectrum of the
operator H¥ is full real line i.e o(H¥) = R a.e w, as the support of yu, the
single site distribution (SSD) is R.

Denote y, to be the orthogonal projection onto (*(Az). Here A C Z2
denote the cube center at origin of side length 2L + 1, namely

A = {n:(nl,ng,--- ng) €Z: |n;| <L, 1 §i§d}.
We define the matrix HY of (2L + 1) as
HY =AL+ V7, Ap=x,Ax,. V' =x,.V“,- (1.2)

Since the spectrum of H} consists of discrete eigenvalues we can define the
eigenvalue counting function as

N¥(E) :#{j:Ej <E, E, Ea(Hf)}, E€R. (1.3)

Let A (+) is the integrated density of states (IDS) and v(-) denote the density
of states measure (DOSm) of H*, then the definition of the IDS will give

L NE(E) _
ng{)lom =N(E)aew and N(E)=v(—o0,E], E€R. (1.4)

Since the single site distribution (SSD) is given by p = pq * g and gy is the
Cauchy distribution then it is easy to verify that p is absolutely continuous
w.r.t the Lebesgue measure on R with bounded density. Now the Wegner
estimate (given in (Z.I3])) will ensure that v, the density of states measure
(DOSm) is also absolutely continuous w.r.t the Lebesgue measure and it has
a bounded density say p, i.e dv(z) = p(x)dz or in other words p(z) = N'(x)
a.e ¢ (w.r.t Lebesgue measure). The density p(-) of the measure v(-) is known
as the density of states function (DOSf) of H*.

We also define another random Schrodinger operator h*? on (2(Z%) as

(h2u)(n) = Y ulk) +wa u(n), {u(n)}neze € C(Z7), (1.5)

|[k—n|=1



where {ws ,, },eza are 1.i.d real random variables distributed by je. Here also,

we consider the product probability space ((supp ,ug)Zd, B, ® ,u2) and de-
nezd
note wy = (Wan)nezt € (supp pa)™ .

With all these notations in place, we state our main results.

Theorem 1.1. The Fourier transformation of v, the density of states mea-
sure (DOSm) of HY is given by

o(t) = e M E(<eo, it eo>), (1.6)

here {ep }neza denote the standard basis of (*(Z4) and h*? as in ([I3).

Since v(-), the DOSm of H“ is absolutely continuous, i.e dv(z) = p(z)dz,
then the properties of the Fourier transform of convolution will give the
differentiability of p.

Corollary 1.2. The density of states function (DOSf ) p(x) of H* can be
written as

plx) = (g 12)(x), (1.7)
here vy is the DOSm of h*2, defined by (L) and g(z) = + 25, A > 0 is

T TTAT
the density of the Cauchy distribution. Now the infinite differentiability of p
is immediate from (LT).

Let’s define the two functions spaces F,. and F.,n, as

Foe = {h € L*(R) : his the DOSf of H* with absolutely continuous SSD}.

Frony i= {p € L'(R) : p is the DOSf of H* with SSD p = puq * po,
here p; is the Cauchy distribution with parameter A > 0
and s is any probability measure}.

From the above definitions it is clear that Fopn, C Fae C LY(R). Also, as
a corollary to the above theorem we observe that any DOSf of H“ with

absolutely continuous SSD can be approximate by a sequence of infinite dif-
ferentiable DOSfs, in L'(R).



Corollary 1.3. The space Feony is dense subset of Fu. in L*(R) norm and
also we have Fopn, C C(R).

We can also apply our method to show the regularity properties of expected
empirical spectral distribution (EESD) of certain kind of random matrices.

Let Ay = (aij)l <ij<N is a symmetric matrix of order N whose elements
are real random variables. Let Dy = diag{d;}1<;<n be a diagonal matrix
of order N and its diagonal entries {d;}1<;<y are i.i.d random variables dis-
tributed by the Cauchy distribution with parameter A > 0.

Let Fiy(-) denote the empirical spectral distribution (ESD) of Ay and Fy(-)
denote the same for the matrix Ay + Dy. Therefore, we set

Fy(z): = #id: By < x}vEJ € o(An)}

F’N(;L') - #{]EJ SZIZ’, Ej\]e O'(AN—}—DN)}’

, r€eR
(1.8)

z € R.

Let Ly(-) and Ly(-) denote the measures corresponding to the expected
empirical spectral distribution of Ay and Ay + Dy, respectively and they
are given by

Ly(—o0,z] :=E(Fy(z)) and Ly(—o0, 1] := E(FN(x)) (1.9)

Corollary 1.4. Let Ay and Dy are two independent random matrices as
defined above. Then the expected empirical spectral distribution (EESD) of
AN + Dy is infinite differentiable and it is given by

“px () = (@ * LN) () VEeNU{0}, pn(x) = iIE<IT(}7}V(:(7)), (1.10)

dx* dx* dx
here the measure Ly/(-) is given in (I9) and g(z) = 52, A > 0.

T 2420

Remark 1.5. The above corollary also guarantee that if the limit of E(Fy(-))
exists, as N gets larger, then the same is true for E(FN()) and in that case
the limit ofE(FN(-)) will be infinite differentiable.

In other words any real symmetric random matriz of the form Ax + Dy
always have infinite smooth expected empirical spectral distribution (EESD),
as long as Ay, Dy are independent and Dy is a diagonal matriz whose
entries are i.i.d Cauchy. We also note that there is no restriction on the
distributions of the elements of Ay .



Now we consider the rescale matrix
“pr=2L+1)(Hf —E), v>0, E€R. (1.11)

We intend to study the limit of the sequence of random measures {u% 1 (*)}1
as L gets large, where the random measure is defined as

um«):ﬁw(@m(-)), 1B

2L—|—1 Z 5(2L+1)7(E E)( )a E eR. (1.12)

Ejeo(HY)

In the above E4(-) denote the spectral measure of a self adjoint operator A
and d,(+) be the Dirac measure at the point b.

Now we will describe the convergence of the sequence of random measures

{5 ()} as defined in (LIZ), associated with eigenvalues of the matrix

Hf. We observe that the total mass u% ;(R) increases to infinity as L gets

larger, but the Wegner estimate (ZIF) imply sup E(uf (K)) < oo for each
L

compact set K C R. Therefore, we will talk about the vague convergence of
the sequence of random measures {1 (-)} and try to find its limit.

Theorem 1.6. Consider the random measure u% 1 (+) defined in (L14) with
the parameters 0 < v < % and B =d —~, then for d > 2 we have

we () vaguely, p(E)L(:) a.e w, whenever p(E) > 0, (1.13)

L—o0

where L(-) denote the Lebesgue measure on R.

Remark 1.7. We say the sequence of measure {,un}n converges vaguely to a
measure ji on R iff [ f(x)dp,(x LA — fo f( ), for all f € C.(R), the
set of all continuous function on ]R with compact support.

More details about the vague convergence of measures on complete, separa-
ble metric space can be found in Kallenberg [40, Section 4.1].

The above theorem also assure that if we count the number of eigenval-
ues of H{ in an interval around a point £ and normalized it by the size of
the matrix H{, now if we shrink the interval as L gets larger then in the
limit we will capture p(E), the value of the density of states at the point F.
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Corollary 1.8. Let E € R such that p(E) > 0, then for 0 <y < <L d>2
and —oo < a < b < 0o we have

#{j : Ej € [a,b,La Ej < O'(Hf)}

li =p(F e w. 1.14
P (b—a)(2L + 1) pLE) aew (1.14)
Here 1,1, denote the interval [E + m, E+ ﬁ}

Remark 1.9. We observe that the proofs of all the above results will also
work when the single site distribution (SSD) is only the Cauchy distribution,
i.e v = pi. In that case the operator, h*?, in (I1) is nothing but the free
Laplacian, i.e wo = 0 and h*? = h® == A.

Remark 1.10. We note that all the methods which will be used in the proofs
will also work for the Anderson model on Bethe lattice with the same single
site distribution (SSD) p = py * po, here py is the Cauchy distribution and
o can be any probability measure on R.

The above theorem is motivated by the local statistics of the spectrum con-
sidered for the Anderson model in the region of exponential localization. The
study of eigenvalue statistics was done by Molchanov [15] in one-dimension
and by Minami [31] in higher dimensional Anderson model. They showed
that if we consider the random measure p% ;(-) with v = d, 8 = 0 and E lies
in the localization region then u3 ; converges weakly to the Poisson point pro-
cess as L — oo, provided p(E) > 0. On the other hand, for v = 0 and § = d,
the convergence of f p(+) is the definition of the integrated density of states
(IDS). Klopp [30] proved the Poisson limit theorem for unfolded eigenvalues
of random operators in localized regime, see also Germinet-Klopp [I3]. Sub-
sequently the Poisson statistics was shown for the trees by Aizenman-Warzel
in [II] and for the regular graphs by Geisinger [12]. In [I§] Kirsch-Krishna-
Hislop considered the Anderson model on L*(R?) in d < 3 and obtained the
Poisson statistics, where potentials is formed from the delta interactions at
lattice points of Z? and random coupling constants. For continuum alloy-
type model on L?(R?), we refer to Dietlein-Elgart [29] .

All the results described above need assumption on the localization proper-
ties to show the eigenvalue statistics is Poisson.

For the decaying model on ¢?(Z%), Dolai-Krishna [32] considered the ran-
dom measure p% ;(-) with @ = 1, 8 = d — 1, here E lies in the absolutely
continuous spectrum [—2d,2d] and for d > 3 they proved that % ;(-) and



(% 1 (-) has same limit point, a.e w. It was also shown that the sequence of
measures {4 ()} admits non-trivial limit points, here u% ;(-) denote the
non-random measure associated with the free Laplacian A.

For one dimensional decaying model some statistics were known inside the
continuous spectrum. Krichevski-Valké-Virdg [35] showed the Sine-f process
when the exponent for the decaying coefficient, o = % and Dolai-Mallick [14]
proved the clock process for a > % For one-dimensional continuum decaying
model, Nakano [5] showed that the statistics for a > % is clock and for @ = %,
it is circular S-ensemble, see also Kotani [38]. Avila-Last-Simon [34] showed
quasi-clock behaviour for ergodic Jacobi operator in region of absolutely con-
tinuous spectrum and Breuer-Weissman [§] showed the strong level repulsion
(uniform clock behaviour) for one dimensional continuum model with purely
singular continuous spectrum.

However, in the absence of localization no statistics was investigated for the
higher dimensional Schrodinger operator with stationary potential.

As far as smoothness of IDS is concern, various results are known in the
localized regime. Most recently, Dolai-Krishna-Mallick [4] proved that the
IDS is as smooth as the single site distribution (SSD) of the Anderson Model
on L?(R%), in the presence of localization.

For the Anderson model on ¢?*(Z%), Constantinescu-Frohlich-Spencer [16]
showed that the IDS is analytic whenever SSD is analytic, see also Car-
mona [2, Corollary VI.3.2]. In [I7], Kaminaga-Krishna-Nakamura showed
local analyticity of IDS whenever the SSD has an analytic component. If
the Fourier transform of SSD is C'*™° function and its derivative decay first
enough, then smoothness of IDS was proved by Bovier-Campanino-Klein-
Perez [19], see also Bellissard-Hislop [20].

There are many results on the smoothness of IDS for one-dimensional case,
we refer to Companino-Klein [22], March-Sznitman [33] and Simon-Taylor [6]
for more details. Smoothness results were shown by Speis [23], Klein-Speis
[241125], Klein-Lacroix-Speis [26] and Glaffig [27] for the Anderson model on
one dimensional strip.

In all the results mentioned above, the higher order differentiability of N'(E)
is shown when E varies in the pure point spectrum.

On the other hand, without any localization or high disorder assumptions
very few results are known so far about the smoothness of IDS. In [10],
Acosta-Klein proved the smoothness of IDS on Bethe lattice in the region of
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absolutely continuous spectrum when the SSD is Cauchy or close to Cauchy,
in a function space. On ¢*(Z?*), Lloyd [7] computed the exact expression
of IDS with Cauchy distribution as the SSD. The same expression of IDS
on ¢*(Z%) is given in the book of Carmona-Lacroix, see [2, problem VI.5.5].
Kirsch-Krishna [21] showed that the exact expressions of the IDS is also valid
for some continuous models and as well as in Bethe lattice whenever SSD is
given by the Cauchy distribution.

2 Proof of the results

In this section we give the proofs of the Theorem [Tl and [LG Before go-
ing to the proofs we will show that local density of states function (¢DOST)
converges uniformly to the density of states function (DOSf). This uniform
convergence of local density will play a crucial role to show the vague con-
vergence of the sequence of measures {u% ()} ;- as defined in (LI2). Let’s
begins by defining the local density of states measure (/DOSm) as

v () = ﬁﬂz(w(%(.))). (2.1)

The Wegner estimate, [9, Theorem 2.3] ensure that the measure, vz (-) on
R is absolutely continuous (w.r.t Lebesgue measure) and it has a bounded
density pr, in other words dvp(x) = pp(x)dx. The density function py is
known as the local density of states function ((DOSf). Since v converges
weakly to v, so we have the pointwise convergence of the Fourier transform
of their respective densities i.e pr(t) — p(t) as L — oo. Therefore to show
the expression (L6 in Theorem [[1] first we calculate the py(¢) then we will
take the limit.

Proof of Theorem [I.Il.  Since {w,} ez are i.i.d real random variables
distributed by v = iy * puo, therefore V* = Z Wn }en><en} can be viewed as

neAy
Viu == Z (wl,n+w2,n) ‘en><en‘
neAy
=V + Ve (2.2)

Here {wyn}tnen, and {wa, tnea, are ii.d real random variables distributed
by p1 and ps, respectively. Also, we assume that the collection of random
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variables {wﬂl =1, 2}ne AL is mutually independent.
In view of (Z2) and the definition of h*? as in (LX), we write

HY = Ay + V¥ =2 + V& on (2(Ap), (2.3)

where h4$? is the restriction of h*? onto ¢*(Ar). Note that h%? and V;** are
two independent random matrix of order (2L + 1)%.
Now we use the Trotter product [39, Theorem VIIIL.3| to write

E(<en, e HHE en>)
:T}LEI;OE<<€”’ (e 'mhi?e—z',ivfl) en>) (2.4)

—amE( Y etmlamnten) ga )

m—ro0
k1,k2--km_1€AL

The term Q7 Kok, i0side the above summation is given by

— —iLhY? it pw2
Qk17k27 ckm—1 T <€k17 e ‘mL €n 6k27€ m L €k1
it pv2 it 2
X €hs, € Yl Cly ) * v En, € to=hp €h

For each index (ki, ko, -, km_1), k; € A in the sum (2Z4)), the exponential
term can be written as

(2.5)

e—z’%(m,n-i-z;-";ll wl,kj> _ e—i%(ZkEAL Oék;wl,k)’ Zak =m, o >0. (2.6)

Since {wy , }» are i.i.d whose common distribution is Cauchy with parameter

A > 0, we have
E(€_i;akka) _)\(:,If ‘t| (27)

The exponential and the expression le Kooy, 111 €aCh term of the summa-
tion inside the expectation (2 are independent of each other. We use (2.7,

(Z6) and 23] in ([Z4) to write
—itHY =t
E<<en, e "HE en>) =e TrlLL)IIcl)OE< Z le,kz, kml)
k1,ka-km—1€AL



= e E(<en, e ith? en>). (2.8)

We use the above expression to calculate the Fourier transform of the IDS of
H* in terms of the Fourier transform of the IDS of h*? as

) = [ e (o)

2L+1dZ <<e" ¢ f€”>)

P —— 2L+ AL Z <<en ith? en>) (2.9)

The definition of IDS of h*? will give the (LG), once we take the limit, as
L — oo in both side of the above equation. O

Now the Corollary is a immediate extension of the above theorem and it
is described below.

Proof of Corollary M2l The r.h.s of (LG) is the pointwise multiplica-
tion of Fourier transform of the Cauchy distribution and Fourier transform
of the density of states measure (DOSm) of h*2. As dv(x) = p(x)dz, the
inverse Fourier transform of (LG) will give (L7). Consequently we have

%(;p) (fk )(g;) vk eN,

here g is the density of the Cauchy distribution with parameter A > 0. O

Proof of Corollary The fact Feony € C(R) will follow from (L7).
Now assume h is the DOSf of H¥ whose SSD is an absolutely continuous
distribution py. Denote p to be the DOSt of H¥ with SSD v = py * uo, here
w1 is the Cauchy distribution with parameter A > 0. Using (7)) we can
write the expression of p(z) := py(x) as

pa(x) = %/}R%d?} (2.10)

Now the properties of approximate identity will give the result. O
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The same techniques used in the proofs of Theorem [I.I] and Corollary
will be applied here to prove the Corollary [[.4l so we are omitting the details.

Proof of Corollary .4l Using the spectral theorem of self-adjoint op-
erator, the Fourier transform of the measure Ly() can be written as

La(t) = /R e~ q Ly ()

B (s}

Since Dy = Z dnlen)(enl, here {d,}N_, are i.i.d Cauchy distribution with
n=1

parameter A > 0 and {e,})_; is the standard basis for CV. Therefore,
exactly the same way as it is done in (2.9]) (with the assumptions wy = 0 and
hY = Ap) we write

N

2 1 .
N —itA

Ly(t)=¢e N n§:1E<<en,e Nen>)
= e MLy ().

Now the measure Ly(-) can be written as the convolution

~ 1A

Ly(-) = (p *Ly)(-), dm(z) = - Cp ———dz, A >0. (2.11)

Now from the above expression it is immediate that the measure Ly(-) is
absolutely continuous w.r.t the Lebesgue measure on R and we denote its
density as dLy(z) = py(z)dz. Now (LI0) will follow from the fact that

I/N(t) = 5N(t)- [

The uniform convergence of py, the local density of states functions (¢DOSf)
is very important to calculate the exact limit of the sequence of random
measures {4 z(-)}2. We use the inverse Fourier transform to do that.

Proposition 2.1. The local density of states function, pp converges uni-
formly to p, the density of sates function of HY.
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Proof. Using ([2.9) and (LLG), we estimate the decay of pp(t) and p.(t) as
Ipp(t)] <e ™™ and |p(t)] < e M vt (2.12)

The inverse Fourier transform formula give

pule) = ple) = [ e (m) - ﬁ(t))dt- (2.13)

Since v(-) is the weak limit of v, (-), we have the pointwise convergence of

pr(t) to p(t) and ZIZ) give the inequality |p.(t) — p(t)| < 2=,
Now the uniform convergence of py, to p follows from the dominated conver-
gence theorem, since we write (ZI3) as

pu() — pla)] < /

pu(t) — o) dr. (2.14)
U

Before moving to the next result, we recall the Wegner and Minami estimate
(see [9 Theorem 2.3 & 2.1]) for H*. For any A C Z HY = x,H“x, and
for all bounded interval I C R, we have

E(Tr (EHZ(I))) <CIA|I, C >0,

(o) (o) )= (o).

Let G*(n,m;2) denote the Green’s function of HY at the basis vectors e,
and e,,, in other words G*(n,m; 2) = <en, (Hj{’ — z)_lem>, Im z > 0.

(2.15)

Now we divide the the box Az into N¢ numbers of disjoint cubes C,, p =
1,2,- -+, N¢ with side length %, Np=(2L+1) 0<e<1. Define

9C, ={n e C,:3In € Z*\ C, such that |n —n'| = 1},

int(C,) = {n € C, : dist(n,0C,) >InL}.

Define the random measure 7 () associated with the eigenvalues H, ¢, the
restriction of H* to the box C), as

w 1
77E,p(') = m Z 5(2L+1)"/(Ej7E)(')' (2.16)

Ejeo(H,)
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We also consider the superposition of {17;;’ £(*)}p and denote it by 1% 1 (-),

(- ZnEp (2.17)

To obtain the limit of {u% ;(-)}z as in (LIZ), first we show that the limit of
%)} and {u§ 1 (-)}o are the same and then we prove that {ng ,(-)}r
converge to a deterministic measure which is nothing but the limit of its
expectation, {E(nE I )}L

Lemma 2.2. For 0 < v < 1, the two sequence of measures {usr} and

{n%.L} have the same limit points in the vague (convergence) sense, a.e w.

Pmo f. Since the set of linear combination of the functions of the form ¢, (z) =
—L Im z > 0, are dense in L'(R) and also we have Cx(R) C L'(R), here
Ck(R) denote the set of continous functions on R, with compact support,
therefore to prove the lemma it is enough to verify

/@ dy, p (x /@ dn, (r) £2%% 0, Tm 2 > 0. (2.18)

We refer to [3, Appendix: The Stone-Weierstrass Gavotte] for more details.

For n € int(C,), Im z > 0, we have the well known resolvent identity,

GMe(n,m; z) = GO (n,n; 2) + Z G (n,m;2) GR(k,n;2),  (2.19)

(m,k)€dC,

where (m, k) € dC, means m € C, and k € Z¢\ C, such that |m — k| = 1.
Denote z;, = E + (2L +1)77z, then using the above identity (2.19) we write

‘/@ ) dpig (v /@ ) dniz 1, (x)

T’/‘(HAL ZTT —ZL -

(2L 1)

2L+1 {Z Z (}GAL(n,n;zL)‘+}ch(n,n;zL)})
)

p neCp\int(Cp

+Z Z Z ‘G nmzLHG knzL‘}

p n€int(Cyp) (m,k)edCyp

(2.20)
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Now we use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in second term of the r.h.s of the
above to get,

/ 0-(2) dp () — / b:(3) di,, (2)

2L+1 {Z > <‘GAL(n7n;ZL)‘+‘GCP(H,H;ZL)‘)

P neCp\int(Cp)

2 S (5 [emal)

P (m,k)edC, neint(Cp)

x( Z \GAL(k,n;zL)\Q)é>}

neint(Cp)

2L+1 {Z Z <‘GAL(n,n;ZL)‘+‘ch(n,n;zL)‘)

P neCy\int(Cp) (2.21)

D3 |

P (m,k)edC,

1 L(20+ 1\ 1
S m (2NL (T) lnL‘Im ZL‘

2L + 1\ -
+Ng< Nj ) InL|Im 2| 2)

=2(2L+1)"'Ny(In L)(2L + 1)"Im =2

+ 2L+ 1)"'Ny(In L)(2L 4+ 1)*Im 2
(2L 4+ 1)~ 79(In L)Im 2z + L=%»~9(In L)Im 2
= (2L + 1)~ (In L)Im 2((2L + 1)77 + 1).

(HE, = 21) e

‘ (HXL — EL)_lﬁ’k

In the above we have used the fact that Ny, = (2L 4 1)¢ and we choose
0<e<1—2y. Since 0 < v < %, the convergence in (2.I8)) is immediate. [

The same calculation done in Lemma will also show that the vague limit
points of E(uf 5(-)) and E(ngp(-)) are the same.
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Corollary 2.3. For any bounded interval I C R we have
LIEEOE(ME,L(I)) = I}I_I)EOE(UEL(ID (2.22)

Proof. Using the estimate (Z21]), it can be easily shown that (2I8) is also
true for the deterministic measures E(u, ,(+)) and E(n% ,(-)). So both these
sequence of measures have the same limit points, in the sense of vague con-
vergence. Now the Wegner estimate (2.15]) will ensure that the every limit
points of E(u (-)) is absolutely continuous, therefore we have the ([222),
we refer to 40, Lemma 4.1] for more details. O

The next result shows that the limit points of the sequence of random measure
{n% () }r is deterministic. Later we will compute the exact limit explicitly.

Lemma 2.4. Under the assumption of the Theorem [L@, for any bounded
interval I C R we have

L—oo

lim g (1) = Lh_r)r(}oE(ngL(])) a.e w. (2.23)

Proof. An application of Borel-Cantelli lemma will give (2.23]), once we able
to show that for any a > 0,

o0

ZP<w: i1 (1) — (1) >a) <oor Tpn(l) =E(g (D). (2:24)

We use Markov’s inequality to write

ZIP’( g (1) = e (1) > a) < %2E<(HE,L([) —ﬁE,L(I)>2>

(2.25)
Let {E7}; be the set of all eigenvalues of H¢ and X, j(w) = x A, ( ), denote
the characteristic function of the set A, ; and the set is defined by

Ap;={w:EVel;}, I=E+(2L+1)"1

The measure 7 (-), defined in (ZI6) can be written as
w 1 w w
Nep(l) = BLE17 > X,i(w) and (1) = n%,(1). (2.26)
J P
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Let 7 (1) denote the expectation of the random variable 7 ; (I). Since the
sequence random variables {n% ()}, are independent, we rewrite the r.h.s

of (223)) as

e S (e oz

> E<Xpm(w)Xp,m(w)>.

n<m

2
MCTASVEE ;
We observe the identity

23 (X0 Xm(e)) = T30~ Dmy o @) (229

n<m j>2

Now we use the Minami estimate (2I0]) to bound the second term of the

16



rhs of @2Z7) as
5 B Xyl X))

n<m

1
= GBI T7 ZE(Tr (EHgP ([L)) (Tr (EHg (IL)) — 1))
p
c? L (2L+1\* a2
2L 1) L( N, ) (2L +1)"2|I|
=CNUIP?, B4+ry=d
=C*2L+ 1)1, Np=(2L+1)~

2
EIESiEDD

(2.29)

=

The first term of the r.h.s of (Z217) can be estimate by the Wegner estimate
[227) with help of the definitions in (2.16]) and (2.17])

1 C a2 +1\°
- e < -
(2L+1)6E(”E’L(I>) = (2L+1)26NL( N, ) L+ 17
=CQRL+1D)7P|I|, B+vy=d. (2.30)
We use (2.30) and (2.29) in [227) to get

E((nﬁL(I) — ﬁE,L(J)Y) < CQL+ 1P|+ C*2L +1)"*|I% (2.31)

d-1

From assumption of the Theorem [L.€, we have 0 < v < %5 dl , therefore we

can choose é <e<l—2yand f=d—v>1asd>2 Now we substitute

2.31) in @23) to get [2.24). O

Remark 2.5. We want to make a note that the proofs of Lemmal2.3, Corol-
lary 2.3 and Lemma[2] will also work for any single site distribution (SSD),
provided we have the Wegner and Minami estimate as in the form (217).

In view of the Lemma 2.4 Corollary and Lemma to prove the The-
orem [LL6] we only need to find the limit of the sequence of deterministic

measures {E (5 ,(-))}, -

Proof of the Theorem [1.6. The definition of py, the local density of
states function (/DOSf) of H* given in (2.]) together with the equivalence of

17



convergence given in the Corollary will give the limit. Now we compute,
for any bounded interval I C R

lim B(i (1)) = lim E(u5 (1)
o (2L + 1)¢
T 0% (20 + 1)P

= Llim (2L + 1)7/ pr(x)dx, v+ pF=d

Iy,

VL(IL)a IL :E+(2L+1)_'YI

= lim [ ps (E + (2L + 1)—%5) dx
I

~ (B 2:32)

In the last line of the above we have used the uniform convergence of py, to
p as L — oo, as it is shown in the Proposition 211
Now using the Lemma [2.4] we get, for any bounded interval I C R

Tim iz, (1) = p(B)I] acw.
—00

The above limit is enough ( [40, Lemma 4.1]) to claim that the sequence of
measures {n% ;(-)}1 converges vaguely to the measure p(E£)L(-) a.e w, here
L(+) denote the Lebesgue measure on R. But in the Lemma 2.2] it has al-

ready been proved that the vague limit points of the measures {n% ;(-)}. and
{1% 1 (-)}1 are the same a.e w, hence the theorem. O

Now the corollary will easily follow from the properties of vague conver-
gence of measure.

Proof of Corollary [I.8 Since the sequence of measure { 023 L()} ;, Con-
verges vaguely to p(E)L(), L(-) denote the Lebesgue measure on R, then
(LI4) will follow from the fact that

151 ([a, b)) Loes, p(E)(b—a) a.ew, Ya<b.

A Appendix

Although it is evident from the weak convergence of vy (-) (/DOSm) to v(+)
(DOSm) that pr(t), the Fourier transform of /DOSf, converges pointwise to

18



p(t), the Fourier transform DOSf . Here we can also give an explicit estimate
of the difference |p,(t) — p(t)|.

Proposition A.1. The Fourier transform of local density of states function
((DOSf) pr(t) converges compact uniformly to p(t), the Fourier transform
of the density of states function (DOSf) of H*.

Proof. We use the spectral theorem of self-adjoint operator to write

)= (t) = [ e dvla) = [ e (o)
Sl ()

Applying Duhamel’s formula, we obtain
t
(e—itH“’ . e—itHf)en _ _/ e—i(s—t)H“’ (Hw . Hz))e—isten ds (A2)
0

Now the expression in the r.h.s of (Al can be written as

Z <5n7 (e—itH“’ . e—itHf)5n>
neAy

_ Z Z /t <5k’ e_iSHf5n> <5n’ €_i(s_t)HW5m>d8. (A.3)
0

nelA; kedAp
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Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality (on sum over n) in above, we get

Rl
< > /;{(Z <6k,e—isH55n> 2>2

keoAr, neAr
m¢AL
Im—k|=1
2\ % (A.4)
><< E <5k,e_i(8_t)Hw5n> ) }ds
neAr
<l Y ()
keoAr
m¢ArL
|m—k|=1

= |t| 2d(2L + 1)

Using (A4), (A3) and (A2) in (A) we obtain the compact uniform con-

vergence of pr(t) to p(t), as we have

i

2L+ VteR. (A.5)

(1) - m)' < 2

O

Remark A.2. To prove the above Lemma, we did not assume any condition
on u, the single site distribution (SSD) of H*. Therefore estimate (A3) is
valid for any probability measure p which act as a SSD.
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