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LOCALIZATION IN THE RANDOM XXZ QUANTUM SPIN CHAIN
ALEXANDER ELGART AND ABEL KLEIN

ABSTRACT. We study the many-body localization (MBL) properties of the Heisenberg
XXZ spin—% chain in a random magnetic field. We prove that the system exhibits lo-
calization in any given energy interval at the bottom of the spectrum in a nontrivial
region of the parameter space. This region, which includes weak interaction and strong
disorder regimes, is independent of the size of the system and depends only on the en-
ergy interval. Our approach is based on the reformulation of the localization problem
as an expression of quasi-locality for functions of the random many-body XXZ Hamil-
tonian. This allows us to extend the fractional moment method for proving localization,
previously derived in a single-particle localization context, to the many-body setting.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The last two decades have seen an explosion of physics research on the behavior of
isolated quantum systems in which both disorder and interactions are present. The ap-
pearance of these two features has been linked to the existence of materials that fail to
thermalize and consequently cannot be described using equilibrium statistical mechanics.
These materials are presumed to remain insulators at non-zero temperature, a phenom-
enon called many-body localization (MBL). We refer the reader to the physics reviews
@, @, m] for the general description of this phenomenon. MBL-type behavior has been
observed in cold atoms experiments ﬂéL_lL |3__l|] The stability of the MBL phase for infinite
systems and all times remains a topic of intense debate 44, @, , @, @]

In this paper we consider the random spin—% Heisenberg XXZ chain in the Ising phase,
a one-dimensional random quantum spin system. This is the most studied model in
the context of MBL both in the physics and mathematics literature (going back to @,

@]) It can be mapped by the Jordan-Wigner transformation into an interacting spin-

less fermionic model closely related to the disordered Fermi-Hubbard Hamiltonian, a
paradigmatic model in condensed matter physics that provides crucial insights into the
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electronic and magnetic properties of materials. One interesting feature of the random
one-dimensional XX7 quantum spin system is the emergence of a many-body localization-
delocalization transition. (In contrast, prototypical non-interacting one-dimensional ran-
dom Schrodinger operators do not exhibit a phase transition and are completely localized.)
Numerical evidence for this transition in the disordered XXZ model has been provided
in a number of simulations (e.g., |3, 130, 139, [L0, [11]), but remains contested on theoretical
grounds (e.g., [14]).

Until quite recently, mathematical results related to the proposed MBL characteristics,
including zero-velocity Lieb-Robinson bounds, exponential clustering, quasi-locality, slow
spreading of information, and area laws, have been confined to quasi-free systems. The
latter are models whose study can effectively be reduced to one of a (disordered) one-
particle Hamiltonian. Examples of such systems include the XY spin chain in a random
transversal field (going back to [29]; see [2] for a review on this topic), the disordered
Tonks-Girardeau gas [42], and systems of quantum harmonic oscillators |36]. Another
direction of research considers the effect of many-body interaction on a single-particle
localization (rather than MBL) within the framework of the effective field theories. This
allows to consider a realistic Hilbert space for a single particle, such as ¢*(Z%), rather
than finite dimensional ones that are typically used in the MBL context. In particular,
the persistence of the dynamical localization in the Hartree-Fock approximation for the
disordered Hubbard model has been established in [16, |34].

In the last few years, there has been some (modest) progress in understanding genuine
many-body systems, all of which is concerned with the XXZ model, either in the quasi-
periodic setting (where the exponential clustering property for the ground state of the
André-Aubry model has been established [33, 132]), or in the droplet spectrum regime
in the random case [12, [19]. In the latter case several MBL manifestations have been
established, including some that have never been previously discussed in the physics
literature [18].

While not exactly solvable, the XXZ spin chain does have a symmetry, namely it
preserves the particle number. This enables a reduction to an infinite system of discrete
N-body Schrodinger operators on the fermionic subspaces of ZY [37, 21]. For the XXZ
spin chain in the Ising phase, in the absence of a magnetic field the low energy eigenstates
above the ground state are characterized by a droplet regime. In this regime spins form a
droplet, i.e., a single cluster of down spins (particles) in a sea of up spins. This reduction
has been effectively exploited inside the droplet spectrum (the interval I; in (2.14)) below)
using methods that resemble the fractional moment method for random Schrédinger
operators, yielding the small number of rigorous results [12, [19]. However, these methods
seem to be inadequate above this energy interval (i.e, inside the multi-cluster spectrum),
and a new set of ideas that do not rely on a reduction to Schrodinger operators are
required to tackle this case.

In this paper we extend the energy interval for which MBL holds well beyond the
droplet spectrum, deep inside the multi-cluster spectrum. We develop a suitable method,
formulated and proved in terms of spin systems concepts. In particular, our method
does not rely on the reduction of the XXZ Hamiltonian to a direct sum of Schrodinger
operators (and the subsequent analysis that uses single-particle tools).

Localization phenomenon in condensed matter physics is usually associated with non-
spreading of wave packets in a disordered medium. Experimentally, it is observed in
semiconductors whose properties are predominantly caused by crystal defects or impuri-
ties, as well as in the variety of other systems. This phenomenon is by now well understood
for quantum single particle models. A prototypical system studied in this context is the
Anderson Hamiltonian H 4, which is a self-adjoint operator acting on the Hilbert space
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H = (?(Z?) of the form Hy = —A + AV,,. Here A is the (discrete) Laplacian describing
the kinetic hopping, V,, is a randomly generated multiplication operator (w is the random
parameter) describing the electric potential, and A is a parameter measuring the strength
of the disorder.

Let us denote by d, € H the indicator of x € Z¢, and fix the random parameter w.
An important feature of H4 as a map on (*(Z%) is its locality, meaning (4,, Had,) = 0
if |z —y| > 1. As a consequence, the resolvent (H4 — z)~! retain a measure of locality,
which we will call quasi-locality, given by the Combes-Thomas estimate

(62, (Ha — 2) 716, )| < Coe7 ™10 (1.1)

where C, and m, are constants independent of w such that C, < oo and m, > 0if ze C
is outside the spectrum of H4. Maps given by smooth functions of H4 also express a
measure of quasi-locality, namely

[0y f(HA)OW| < Cpn (1 + [z —yl) ", (1.2)

where Cy,, < oo for all n € N and infinitely differentiable functions f. Moreover, these
quasi-locality estimate hold with the same constants for the restriction H% of H4 to a
finite volume A < Z%. (See, e.g., [26, 40, 24].)

The two mainstream approaches for proving localization in the single particle setting,
namely the multi-scale analysis (MSA) and the fractional moment method (FMM), go-
ing back to [23, 22, [15] and [6, 4], respectively, establish localization for the (random)
Anderson model H4 by proving quasi-locality estimates for the finite volume resolvent
inside the spectrum of H,. In particular, the fractional moment method shows that,
fixing s € (0,1), for large disorder A we have

E {|{6,, (HY — B)7'6,)|"} < Cemmll, (1.3)

for all finite A < Z¢, x,y € A, and energies £ € R, where the constants C' < o and
m > (0 are in dependent of A. Moreover, one also gets a quasi-locality estimate for Borel
functions of H# (dynamical localization),

E {sup }<5x, f(H£)5y>}} < Ce eyl (1.4)
f

where the supremum is taken over all Borel functions on R bounded by one. Various
manifestations of one-particle localization, such as non-spreading of wave packets; van-
ishing of conductivity in response to electric field; statistics of the spacing between nearby
energy levels, can be derived from these quasi-locality estimates. (See, e.g., [8].) On the
mathematical level, the quasi-locality estimates provides an effective description of single
particle localization.

The MSA and the FMM prove localization for random Schrédinger operators, both in
the discrete and continuum settings. We refer the reader to the lecture notes 26, 27]
and the monograph [8] for an introduction to the multi-scale analysis and the fractional
moment method, respectively.

Both methods have been extended to quantum system consisting of an arbitrary, but
fixed, number of interacting particles, showing that many characteristics of single-particle
localization remain valid in this case (e.g., [13, [7, 28]). But truly many-body systems
(where the number of particles is proportional to the system’s size) present new challenges.
A major difficulty lies in the fact that the concepts of MBL proposed in the physics
literature are not easily tractable on the mathematical level and it is not clear what
could be chosen as the fundamental description of the theory from which other properties
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can be derived, as in a single particle case. For example, the available concept of quasi-
locality in the many-body systems looks very different from the one for single particle
quantum systems.

To introduce a simple many-body system Hamiltonian, we consider a finite graph
I' = (V,€) (where V is the set of vertices and £ is the set of edges) and a family {H,},.,
of Hilbert spaces. The Hilbert space of the subsystem associated with a set X < V is
given by Hx = &)..x Hi, and the full Hilbert space (we ignore particles’ statistics) is
‘Hy. For each X < V one introduces the algebra of observables Ax measurable in this
subsystem, which is the collection B(H x ) of bounded linear operators on the Hilbert space
Hx. An observable O € Ay, is said to be supported by X < V if O = Ox ® 1y, ., where
Ox € Ax, i.e., if O acts trivially on Hy\ x. Slightly abusing the notation, we will usually
identify O with Ox, and call X a support for O. Since we are primarily interested here in
understanding the way particles interact, the structure of a single particle Hilbert space
‘H; will be only of marginal importance for us. So we will be considering the simplest
possible realization of such system, where each H; is the two dimensional vector space
C? describing a spin—% particle.

We next describe the interactions between our spins. We again are going to consider
the simplest possible arrangement, where only nearest neighboring spins are allowed to
interact. Explicitly, for each pair of vertices (7,j) € V that share an edge (i.e., {i,j} €
&), we pick an observable (called an interaction) h;; € Ay ;) such that h;; = hf;, an
observable (called a local transverse field) v; = vj € Ayy, and associate a Hamiltonian
HY = Z{i,j}eg hij + ey vi with our spin system. In particular, HY is the sum of local
observables and is consequently referred to as a local Hamiltonian. Locality is manifested
by [[HY,O],O'] = 0 for any pair of observables O € Ax, O’ € Ay, with dist(X,Y) > 1.
(To compare it with the concept of (single particle) locality for the map Ha, we need
to define a local observable for the space (?(Z?). We will say that an observable O €
L(0*(Z)) has support X < Z% if O = Ox @ Oz x) with Ox € L(¢*(X)). With this
definition locality of the map Hg4, i.e., the property (d,, Had,) = 0 whenever |z —y| > 1
is equivalent to the statement that [[Ha, O], O] = 0 for any pair of observables O, O’
with dist(supp(O), supp(0’)) > 1.)

The XXZ spin chain is defined as above on finite subgraphs A of the graph Z (see
Section 21)). Consider A < Z connected, and let |A| be its cardinality. We say we
have a particle at the site i € A if we have spin down in the copy H,; of C2. Let N
be the orthogonal projection onto configurations with a particle at the site ¢, and set
[i]5> = {jeA|j—i|<p}for p = 0,1,.... Given B < A, let PP be the orthogonal
projection onto configurations with no particles in B. In the Ising phase H” is a 2-local,
gapped, frustration-free system, and P? describes the projection onto the ground state
of H® (see Remark 2.3).

We can now informally state our main results. We first prove that the resolvent R} =
(HA — 2)7! exhibits quasi-locality in the form (see Lemma [B.1] and Remark 3.2)

|nvir2 P

< Ce ™, (1.5)

where C, and m, are constants, independent of A and of the transverse field, such that
C, < w and m, > 0 if z € C is outside the spectrum of H*. We also establish the
many-body analogue of (L2):

| peary Pl

< Cpn(L4+p) ™", (1.6)

where C,, < oo for all n € N and infinitely differentiable functions f on R with compact
support. (See Appendix [Bl)



LOCALIZATION IN THE RANDOM XXZ SPIN CHAIN 5

We next consider the random XXZ spin chain (see Definition 2.2]). The relations (L5])-
(L6) suggest, by analogy with random Schrédinger operators, that localization should be
manifested as quasi-locality inside the spectrum of H*. This is indeed what we prove in
Theorem 2.4l We introduce increasing energy intervals I, k =0,1,2,..., in (2I4) and
prove that quasi-locality of the form given in (LH) holds for the resolvent for energies
in Iy for any fixed k. In particular, given s € (0, %) we prove, in the appropriate (k
dependent) parameter region, that

iA
¢ { st

where the constants Cy < o0, & > 0, my, > 0 do not depend on A. As a consequence we
derive a quasi-locality estimate for Borel functions of H* (Corollary 2.6)):

b<Culpfe™ forall Be g, (1.7)

A
P

E (sup |werea P
f

) < Cp |A[F e7mwr, (1.8)

where the supremum is taken over all Borel functions Borel functions on R that are equal
to zero outside the interval I<; and bounded by one.

While the estimates (7)) and (L.8]) are very natural from the mathematical perspective,
it is far from obvious whether they yield any of the MBL-type features proposed by
physicists. Nevertheless, in a sequel to this paper [17], we derive slow propagation of
information, a putative MBL manifestation, from Theorem [2.4] and Corollary 2.6l for any
ke N.

In the droplet spectrum, [19, Theorem 2.1] imply Corollary (with £ = 1), and
a converse can established using [17, Remark 3.3]. While |19] and the follow-up paper
[18] contain several MBL-type properties such as the (dynamical) exponential clustering
property, (properly defined) zero-velocity Lieb-Robinson bounds, and slow propagation
(non-spreading) of information, they are all derived using |19, Theorem 2.1] as the starting
point. We stress that [19, Theorem 2.1], by its very nature, can only hold in the droplet
regime, so, while it provides us with very strong consequences in the k = 1 case, we do
not expect the methods of |19, 18] to be of any use in the multi-cluster case, that is, for
k= 2.

Although the methods derived in this work are not universal (which is typical for many-
body results), they are sufficiently powerful for investigation of MBL phenomena in this
context, as shown in [17]. We have to admit however that in the physics literature MBL
is usually associated with energies that are not fixed (as we assumed in this work) but
are comparable with the system size |A|. We do not expect that our techniques will be
sufficient to probe such energies. To be able to do so would require non-perturbative tech-
niques similar to the ones use in the investigations of one dimensional random Schrédinger
operators.

The model description and main results (Theorem 2.4 and Corollary [2.6]) are presented
in Section 2.Jl  In Section B] we outline the main ideas used in the proof of Theorem
2.4l which is completed in Section 4l Corollary is proven in Section Bl Appendix [A]
contains some useful identities. Appendix [Bl contains the proof of of the many-body
quasi-locality estimate (L.8]).

Throughout the paper, we will use generic constants C, ¢, m, etc., whose values will be
allowed to change from line to line, even in a displayed equation. These constants will
not depend on subsets of Z, but they will, in general depend on the parameters of the
model introduced in Section 2] (such as p, k, Ay, Ao, and s). When necessary, we will
indicate the dependence of a constant on k explicitly by writing it as C}, my, etc. These
constants can always be estimated from the arguments, but we will not track the changes
to avoid complicating the arguments.
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2. MODEL DESCRIPTION AND MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Model description. The random XXZ quantum spin—% chain on an finite subset
A of Z is given by a self-adjoint Hamiltonian H* acting on the finite dimensional Hilbert
space Ha = ®;eaHi, where H; = C? for each i € A. For a vector ¢ € C? we let ¢; denote
the vector as an element of H;; for an operator (2 x 2 matrix) A on C? we let A; denote
the operator acting on H,.

We consider only finite subsets of Z, so by a subset of Z we will always mean a finite
subset. If S ¢ T < Z, and Ag is an operator on Hg, we consider Ag as operator on Hyp
by identifying it with Ag® 17\g, where 1 denotes the identity operator on Hp. We thus
identify Ag with a subset of Ar, where Ag denotes the algebra of bounded operators on
Hr.

We now fix A < Z, and consider A as a subgraph of Z. We denote by dist, the
graph distance in A, which can be infinite if A is not a connected subset of Z. We write
K¢ = A\K for K = A. To define H* we introduce some notation and definitons.

(i) By 0™¥%% and o* = £(0” + io¥) we will denote the standard Pauli matrices and

ladder operators, respectively.
11 = an = we Wl enote the elements of the canonical basis
(i) By 1) <é) d ] (?) il d he el f th ical basi

of C?, called spin-up and spin-down, respectively. Letting N = %(]1 — 0%), we
note that N 1) = 0 and A/ |) =|), and interpret |) as a particle.

(iii) N;, the matrix A acting on H;, is the projection onto the spin-down state (also
called the local number operator) at site . Given S < A, Ng = >}, o N is the
total (spin-down) number operator in S.

(iv) The total number operator Ny has eigenvalues 0,1,2,...,|A|. (|S| denotes the
cardinality of S < Z.) We set ”H&N) = Ran (xn(Na)), obtaining the Hilbert space
decomposition Hy = |1/\>|=0 ’H&N). We will use the notation x& = x{n}(Na).

(v) The canonical (orthonormal) basis ®, for #H, is constructed as follows: Let
QA = ¢z = ®iea 1); be the vacuum state. Then

Al
o) = {¢A: (HU;) Qnp : ACA} = U (IDXN), (2.1)
€A N=0
where @gN) ={pa: Ac A, |A] = N}. Note that CDE\O) = {Qr}.
We now define the free XXZ quantum spin-3 Hamiltonian on A < Z by

HY = H}(A) = LAY+ WY on Hy, (2.2)
where
AN = Z (o) 071 +0;0/4), (2.3)
{ii+1}cA
WA = Ny — 2 NiNis1, (2.4)
{ii+1}cA

and A > 1 is the anisotropy parameter, specifying the Ising phase (A = 1 selects the
Heisenberg chain and A = oo corresponds to the the Ising chain).

We will consider the XXZ model in the presence of a transversal field AV, given by
VwA = Dicr w;N;, where w; = 0, and the parameter A\ > 0 is used to modulate the strength
of the field. The full Hamiltonian is then

oY = HY = HY (AN = HYNA) + AV = — LAY + WA 4 VA, (2.5)
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Remark 2.1. (i) The operator A™ can be viewed as the analog of the Laplacian
operator on Hy.

(il) N; is diagonalized by the canonical basis for all i € A: Nigpa = ¢pa ifi € A and
0 otherwise. It follows that the total number operator Ny is also diagonalized by
the canonical basis: Naga = |A| ¢pa.

(iii) W2, the number of clusters operator, is diagonalized by the canonical basis:
Whos = Whoa, where W4 € [0,]A]] 0 Z is the number of clusters of A in
A, i.e., the number of connected components of A in A (considered as a subgraph
of Z).

(iv) V2 is diagonalized by the canonical basis: VAga = wWda, where w =3 w;.

(v) The operators Ny, W2, and VA commute.

(vi) The XXZ Hamiltonian H" preserves the total particle number,

[H NA] = —5x[AM Ny = 0. (2.6)

We will consider the XXZ model in the presence of a random transversal field, that
is, w = {w;},.; is a family of random variables. More precisely, we make the following
definition.

Definition 2.2. The random XXZ spin Hamiltonian on A < 7 is the operator H* =
HX(A,N) given in [25), where A > 1, A > 0, and w = {w;},., is a family of independent
identically distributed random variables, whose common probability distribution u satisfies

{0,1} = supp p = [0, 1], (2.7)
and 1s assumed to be absolutely continuous with a bounded density.

From now on H”* always denotes the random XXZ spin Hamiltonian on A. The corre-
sponding resolvent is given by RY = (H A E)fl, which is well defined for almost every
energy E € R. We set wg = {w;},.¢ for S < Z, and denote the corresponding expectation
and probability by Eg and Pg.

It is convenient to introduce the local interaction terms

hi7i+1 = —MM+1 — i (U;_Uz’_—i-l + 0';0';_1) s (28)

which allows us to rewrite

H = >0 higy + Ny (2.9)
{ii+1}cA
It can be verified that on Hy; 41y = H?® ’Hfﬂ we have
% (N; + Nig1) = NN F % (a;raijrl + ai_o;;l) >0, (2.10)
which implies that Wy + %AA > 0, that is,
—2Wh < —Ap < 2W,. (2.11)
It follows that
I-x)WA<HI<(1+x)W" so (1-x)Wh<HN (2.12)
We conclude that the spectrum of H* is of the form
o(HY) ={0}u ([1 - £,0) na(HY)). (2.13)

The lower bound in (2.12]) suggests the introduction of the energy thresholds k (1 — i),
k=0,1,2.... We define the energy intervals

~

= (o, (k+1)(1-1)), L=[1-
Igo=(~o,(k+3)(1-1)), Li=[1-

 (k+1) (

(k+3)

D>l= Pl

- %)) ’ (2.14)
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We call :fk the k-cluster spectrum.
Given ¢ # S < A , we define the orthogonal projections Pf on Hy by
PY =) (1w, = Ni) = xqop Ns) and P =1y, — P} = xn (Ng). (2.15)
€S
P? is the orthogonal projection onto states with no particles in the set S; P?3 is the
orthogonal projection onto states with at least one particle in .S. We also set

P? =14, and PZ=0. (2.16)

Remark 2.3. In the Ising phase, i.e., A > 1, we have (2Z12) and 2I3) for all A c Z.
It follows that the XXZ chain Hamiltonian H™ has ground state Q5 and the ground state
energy is 0 (HAQA=0), and, moreover, the ground state energy is gapped. This makes H*
a 2-local, gapped, frustration-free system. These features, plus the preservation of the total
particle number, make the XXZ model especially amenable to analysis. In particular, the
number of eigenstates of H® in the intervals I<;, grows only polynomially in the volume
of A (not exponentially as the dimension of Ha) as shown in Lemmal3.3 below.

2.2. Main results. Our main result establishes quasi-locality for the resolvent of the
random XXZ chain inside the spectrum of H”.

Theorem 2.4 (Quasi-locality for resolvents). Fiz Ag > 1, Ao > 0, and let s € (0,3).
Then for all k € N° there exist constants Dy, Fy,, &, 0p > 0 (depending on k, Ag, \o and
s) such that, for all A = Ay and X = X\g with NA®> > Dy, A < Z finite, and energy
E e I¢k, we have

E{||[PARLPZ||"} < Fi |A[* e 0k dista(4.5%) (2.17)

for Ac B < A with A connected in A.

The theorem is proven in Section [l
Remark 2.5. If A is not connected in A, the theorem still holds with (2IT) replaced by
E{||PAREPE||"} < FL Y [A[ e O distalad B9 (2.18)

where T4 denotes the number of connected components of A in A. This follows from

ZI7) and

T4 L
pA =N pY=tph, (2.19)
j=1
where Aj, 7 =1,2,..., Y4, are the connected components of A in A .

As a consequence of Theorem 2.4 we prove the following quasi-locality estimate for
Borel functions of H*. By B(l<;) we denote the collection of Borel functions on R that
are equal to zero outside the interval I¢y.

Corollary 2.6 (Quasi-locality for Borel functions). Assume the hypotheses and conclu-
sions of Theorem[2.4, Then for all k € N° there exist constants ﬁk,gk, 5k > 0 (depending
on k, Ao, \o and s) such that, for all A = Ay and X = Xy with AA%2 > Dy, and A = Z
finite, we have

Ea sup ||[PAF(HMPY| | < E | Al e 0 dista(4,8%) (2.20)
feB(I<k):
I flleo<1

for all Ac Bc A, A connected in A.
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The proof of the Corollary is given in Section

3. KEY INGREDIENTS FOR THE PROOFS

In this section we collect a number of definitions, statements and lemmas that will
facilitate the proof of Theorem 2.4

A will always denote a finite subset of Z and A < A will always denote a nonempty
subset connected in A. (B < A, S c A, etc., may not be connected in A.)

3.1. Some definitions.
e Given M < A and q € Z, we define enlarged (for ¢ > 0) and trimmed (for ¢ < 0)
set [M]2 by
{xeA:disty (z, M) < q} ifgeN°={0}UN
[M]2 = { {we A:disty (x, M°) =1 —q} = M\[Me]A, ifge —-N . (31
{xe A:disty (z, M) < o0} = UpeNO[M]A

p

<
=
ifg=o00
Note that [M]/_“M‘ = . Moreover, [M]3 = [M]f}\‘_l is the connected component
of A containing M, and we have
(a2, PR = . (3.2)
We define 04 M (the external boundary of M in A) , 0} M (the inner boundary

) m

of M in A), and 0*M (the boundary of M in A), by

OAM = {zxeA: disty (x, M) =1} = [M]M\M,
OMM = {xeA: disty (x, M) = 1} = M\[M]*,, (3.3)
oMM = 0A M U 0% M.

It follows that

oA [M]A e N0
M= (At = ) Gl Mg g 3.4
and we have

IM[=]M[*,_, for peZ. (3.5)

I M = {j} we write [j]2 = [{j}]2.

q
e Given A ¢ B < A, we let p*(A, B) be the largest ¢ € N° U {00} such that

[A]} < B, that is,

p*(A,B) = sup {ge N°: [A](/; < B} = dista(A, B®) — 1. (3.6)
It will be more convenient to use p*(A, B) instead of dists (A, B¢) in the proofs.
Note that
pMA,B) = 0 «— disty(A4, BY) = 0 < [A]} < B. (3.7)
e It follows from (B.2]) and (37) that
PARAPE =0 if AcBcA and p*(A, B) = o, (3.8)

so it suffices to prove Theorem 2.4 for p*(A, B) < c0. Moreover, since A = B we

have [A]SA( 4.p) © B, and hence

(A1

[PARLPY| < |[PAREP ™|, (3.9)

so without loss of generality it suffices to prove (217 for B = [A]ﬁ with p e NY.
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e Given K < A, we consider the operator H* = H® ® 14,. acting on H,. We
also consider the operators on H, given by

HK = HE ¢ B RSN = (HSF —p)™ DK = HA - HRRC (3.10)

3.2. Quasi-locality for resolvents. The following lemma and remark yields (determin-
istic) quasi-locality for the resolvent of the XXZ chain outside the spectrum of H™*.

Lemma 3.1. Let © c A, and consider the Hilbert space Hy. Let the operator T € Ay be
of the form

T=T°+T°; where T®e Ag and T° € Ao, (3.11)

and let X € Ay be a projection such that [X,T] =0 and [X, PE] =0 for all K < ©.
Suppose

(i) For all K < © we have [Pf(,T]PJ[FK]? = 0.

(ii) For all K < ©, with K connected in ©, we have ||[PX, T]|| < .

(iii) T, the restriction of the operator T to Ran X, is invertible with HT;lHRanX <
n~t, where n > 0.
Then for all A < B < ©, with A connected in ©, we have
HP_A T, Pf} Renx S 'r]_le_’”pe(A’B), with m = In (7_177) . (3.12)

Proof. We consider first the case X = 14,. Let A = B < O, with A connected in ©. Let
1<t <p®(A, B), so [A]° = B. We have

PAT=! PB = T[T, PAYT PB = T[T, PA| P 71 pB, (3.13)
using condition (i) of the Lemma. Proceeding recursively, we get
t—1 o R
pPATIpPB = (H TT, p{“q) pAi—1 pB. (3.14)
p=0
Since A is connected in O, [A]9, r =1,2,...,t, are also connected in ©. Using assump-
tions (ii) and (iii), we get
|PATLPE|| < (yn ) 7t (3.15)
Since (B.IH) holds for all 1 <t < p°®(A, B), we get
|PATL PE|| <y le ™" AB) | with m =1In (v ). (3.16)

If condition (iii) holds with a projection X' € A, such that [X,T] = 0 and [X, PE] =0
for all K < ©, then T'= TX + n(1 — &) satisfies conditions (i), (ii), and condition (iii)
with X = 14,, and the estimate ([B.I6]) for 7" implies (3.12]). O

Remark 3.2. Lemma 31 yields quasi-locality for the resolvent of the operator H®. The
operator H® — 2 satisfies the hypotheses of Lemmal3l for z ¢ o(H"), with © = A, v = i
(use (A8)), X = 1y,, and n = dist(z,c(H")). It follows that, with RY = (H* — 2)71,
for all Ac B c A, we have

|PARMPE|| < (dist(z, o(H™))) " e AP withm = In (Adist(z, o (HY))) . (3.17)

From now on we fix Ay > 5, \g > 0, and assume A > Ay and A\ > \g. The constants
will depend on Ay and Aq.
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Given m e N°, we set QA = X{m} (WA), the orthogonal projection onto configurations
with exactly m clusters, and let Q% = x5 (WA) = DB QA for B < N°. Note that
QY = P} and Qf = xn(N?). For k € N, we set

Q% = Q... Z Qn and QY = QY + EEQy. (3.18)
We also set A A A
Hy = H*+ (1- 1) Qq, (3.19)
A =H*+k(1-1)Q%, for kel '
We use the notation
~ —1 ~
RY, = (HkA - E) for B¢ o(HDY), ke (3.20)
It follows from (ZI2)) and (2.14]) that for k¥ € N° we have
Az (k+1)(1-%) and (Af-E)>1(1-4%) for Ecly. (3.21)
For k € N and E € I, the operator T' = Hé\ — F satisfies the assumptions of
LemmaBj]With ©O=A =%, X=1y, and n =1 (1 — %) (see B2I)). In this case
= In 21, and hence for A c B c A, B12) yields
HPAR;?EPBH 1 o~ (I S71) N (AB) (3.22)

To have decay in (3.22)), we need 271 > 1, that is, A > 5. In the proof of Theorem 2.4
we will ﬁx Ag>5 and Ao > 0, and requlre A > AO and A > Ag. In this case, we have

1% S T and In2=1 > 1n AO L , SO we have
A AO

HPf‘f%Q,EPf

< Coe ™07 AP - with Cf = — mp =In 2L > 0. (3.23)
Ag

0

It follows from (B.2), which also holds for the operator H A that
PYRAPIM® — 0 and PMRMPIME — 0 for Mc A (3.24)

Remark 3.3. We will prove Theorem|[2.4 with Ay > 5 to simplify our analysis. The proof
can be extended to arbitrary Ag > 1 with minor modifications. Specifically, for 1 < Ay < 5
we need to improve the decay rate in (B.22), which is derived from the lower bound in

B21). To do so, we would replace ]TI,? in the proof by ITI,QJFT, where r € N, so (B.21]) yields
HP, —E>(r+1) (1= %) for E € I, leading to mo = In ((r + 1) (Ag — 1)) > 0 for
an appropriate chozce of r.

3.3. An a-priori estimate. The first step toward the proof of Theorem 2.4] is to un-
derstand why the expression on the left hand side of (2.I7)) is actually finite. A useful

technical device for this purpose is the following bound, where ||T'|| ;4 denotes the Hilbert-
Schmidt norm of the operator 7.

Lemma 3.4 (A-priori estimate). Let i,j € A (i = j is allowed) and let Ty, Ty be a pair
of Hilbert-Schmidt operators on H that are wy; jy-independent. Then we have

Egigy (|DN:REN, T3], 6) < CA 7 || Tull3s 1 T2 ll3s for all E € R and s € (0,1).  (3.25)

The lemma follows from [5, Proposition 3.2], used with U; = N, Uy = N, there and
the layer-cake representation for a non-negative random variable X,: E(X?) So
tY%) dt for s € (0, 1).

The Hilbert-Schmidt operators for Lemma [3.4] are provided by the following result.
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Lemma 3.5. Let ke N. Then

Q% s < VEIAL, (3.26)
A 2k
trx;_, (%) < k[A™ + 1. (3.27)
Proof. For m > 1 and N > 1 we have the rough estimate
tr X&QQL < |A™ N (3.28)
Thus
k
m m— k+1_ .
Qe < 3 A" N = B R < kAN (3.29)
m=1
It follows that
Al
QL < kA" Y N < k(A (3.30)

To prove (B.27), let I;Tl? be as in (3.19), and note that (3.2I) implies trx;_, (]/-\I,?) = 0.
Since the spectral shift is bounded by the rank of the perturbation, it follows from (B.19))
that

tr stk(HA) < tr stk(ﬁk) + Rank ( (1-4) Q<k> = tr @ék =tr@Q%, + 1. (3.31)
O
Lemmas [3.4] and 3.5 yield the a priori estimate
Eg ) | QLN REN; Qg < CA K [AP for alld,je Aand se (0,1).  (3.32)
More generally, we have
E(aon|| QL PAREPPQL, |0 < CATK* AP |A] B for @+ A B< A (3.33)

Those a priori estimates are only useful if we can ”dress” the resolvent with factors of
Qék on both sides. To be able to do so, we will decorate R4 with resolvents of positive
operators that satisfy the quasi-locality property.

3.4. Dressing resolvents with Hilbert-Schmidt operators. For £ = 1,2,..., and
E e I, we use the resolvent identity

RY=R},+k(1— L) RAQLRY, = Ry + k(1 — L) R LQ,RA. (3.34)
Using it twice we get
Ry = EQE +k(1-3%) ﬁgE@ékél{c\E + k(1 - i)Q ﬁgE@ékR% Aékﬁ)i{;E (3.35)
We use the notation (p); = max (p,0) for p € R.

Lemma 3.6. Let X denote a spectral projection of Ny (say, X = 1y, or X = xx ). Let
AcBc A and1 <t=p"(A B) <. Let E e I, and let mg be as in (3.23).
(i) We have the following estimate on operator norms:
Al A
HXP_ARJ/%PEH < Ck( |A|e—m0t + Z Z e~ m0(p)+ o—mo(t—g—1), HXFA (B, A) H)
—|Alq=- \A\
where  FX(E, A) = QY P ]”P Ry P AL g 7/
P\ ) T <k - <k JOT D,qE€ 4.
(3.36)
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(ii) We have the following estimates on Hilbert-Schmidt norms:

| X PAREPEQY ||y < Cr( IAf o™ + 2 emo(@), PHLRAPBQA,

q=—]4|

us)

(3.37)
Moreover, for s € (0,1) we have
E (| X PAREPEQY||s) < Chs A (3.38)

Proof. Let A ¢ B < A, A connected in A. Since X commutes with all the relevants
operators, we will just do the proof for X = I.

Using (3.38), (3.18), and (B.23]) we get

| PARLPE| < oo™ + k|| PARE Q2. R o PY PARM QY REQYRE,PY||.

(3.39)
Using (824) , (A7), and the fact that Q2, commutes with Py operators, we get
|A]
| PARL QY REEPE| < X IDAIIEL (3.40)
q=—]A|
where R R
D, = PAR} ;P and B, = PMlRY PE. (3.41)
Using (B21), (3:23)), and |A[,= B for ¢ + 1 < t, we get
ID,|| < Coe ™D+ and || E,| < Coe ™27V for all ¢ € Z. (3.42)
It follows that
|A]
| PARLEQY R PE| < C3 Y erm@eemmam e < G AJe™. (3.43)
q=—|4]

This leaves us with the estimation of the last term in ([3.39). To this end, we use (3.24)),

(A7), and (3:42)) to obtain
|A| |A|

| PAR QY REQA AR PE < X X Il Bl I
[A| Al '
< Cg Z Z e~ mo(P)+ o —mo(t—g—1), ||

“TlAlg=TlA
where F,, = F» (E, A) is as in (330) for p,q € Z.

Combining ([339), (B43), and (3:44) we get (3.30).
To prove (3.37), we proceed as in ([B.39) using (3.34), exploit ||T17%] ;¢ < |T1] |72 4g-
and use (3.26]), obtaining

| PARLPEQY, || g < Cre™™" A + k|| PARY LY, RAPPQY,
We then use (B:24), (A1), and (3:42) to get

pall

‘HS. (3.45)

|A]
~ Aq
RN MRPEQN|
q=—14]
R (3.46)
“m Alq
> Coe o Qb PHURYPIQY |

q=—|A|
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Given s € (0,1), it follows from (3.37) and (B.33) that

E (|| X PAREPEQY|[,s) < Chs A2 (3.47)
O

3.5. Large deviation estimate. Using a large deviation argument we get the following
refinement of (3.33). Recall we may assume p*(A, B) < oo in view of ([B.5).

Lemma 3.7. Let k € N. Let A < B < A, with p*(A, B) < w. Given s € (0,3), there
exist constants Cy, s, ¢, > 0 such that for all E € I¢;, we have

s S —c —mop
E (HX%QQJCPLL‘R%PEQ%HHS) < Cps |A|2( k+1) <e nN 4 g=mop (A’B)) ) (3.48)
In particular,
E||xNQL PARAPEQY,||° < Cry [APCRD ¢ mows™(AB) if QEN > pM(A, B),  (3.49)

where mg , > 0.

Proof. Recall HEXN) = Ran x4, and let ”HE\N’M = Ran x3Q%,. Recall also that the restric-
tion of VA to ’H&N) is diagonalized by the canonical basis <I>§\N) as in Remark 2.TJ(iii).

Let us first assume that N is such that NA\u > 2k (1 — i), where i denotes the mean of
the probability distribution p (see Definition 2.2]). The standard large deviation estimate
(Cramer’s Theorem) gives

P{)\W(M) <k(l-4%)} < IP’{w(M) < NBY <e™Nfor all M < A with |M| = N,
(3.50)

where ¢, is a constant depending only on the probability distribution p. This implies
that there exists C), > 0 such that

P{w™ <k (1-4)} <Cre " forall NeNand M < A with |[M|=N. (3.51)

A
It follows that for the event
BY = {3M < Awith [M| =N, Wy =k and \w™ <k (1 - %)}, (3.52)
we have
Py (BY) < Cre N tr QYN < Oy [AM e for N =1,2...,|A], (3.53)

where we also used Lemma 3.5l On the complementary event (B,]cv )c we have
AVoxvQ% = k (1= 3) Xy Q% (3.54)
If (3:54) holds we conclude that
HMY = (1= 5)Wh 4, = (QEY + 04, ((1- H) W +av2)
> (1= D)@V QY (L= )W+ A > (o 1) (- ).
We deduce that for w e (Bliv)c and E € I, we have
H™W -E>k+1)(1-%)-k+3H(1-%)=1(1-1). (3.56)

Proceeding as in the derivation of (3.23), it follows from Lemma B.I] and Remark [3.2]
that for w e (BY) we have, for A = B < A with A connected in A that

(3.55)

XN PARSPE|| < Cpemor"(AB), (3.57)
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Given E € I, and letting T = XNQ’éka‘R%PfQ;‘k, we obtain

E(IT131s) < E (xay 1TU3s) +E (xapye 171305
< (P B) E (T + Coe ™" O @iy (359)

< Chs ‘A‘2(8k+1) <ef%c#N n e,mOpA(AB))

Y

where we used (3.53)), Lemma 3.5 and (3.33]) with 2s instead of s. This estimate is (8.48),
up to a redefinition of the constant c,.

The estimate (3.49) follows immediately from (3.48]). O

3.6. Decoupling of resolvents. We now illustrate the basic idea that allows us to
obtain the exponential decay of the left hand side in (2I7), analogous to the decoupling
argument in the single particle localization literature. For this purpose, we will consider
a more convenient object than the one in (2I7)). To do so, let A < M < B < A, and
consider PM*PARAPE. Let K = Z be such that M < [K]|_; ¢ K < [K]|; =« B. The

resolvent identity yields (recall (3.10]))

PM PARAPE — _pMpARKK K RAPE — _ pM® pARIK pKDK RA pB
_ _PMCPARKPKCFKRAPB <359)
- + —+t'EL + ES 4+

where we used that PARN"™"PK =0 by B2) since [A]X ¢ K, PM'RE™" = PM REN PEC
by B2) since K¢ ¢ M¢, and Rp™ PK° = REPK®. Using the specific structure of
the XXZ Hamiltonian, that is, (A3)-(AS5), we have PETK = pKpitKpKpatK
PE “ ponI K PP 5o it follows from (B329) that

PM PARAPE — _ pM°pARK p?iK pKepK p&K pi pi (3.60)

We now use the resolvent identity for the operator HIEINIKID® and ([A3), obtaining

PfeA”‘KR%Pf _ _Pfé\xKR%Pfé\xKP[K]lPfé\x[K]l J[FK]le(HPf_ (3.61)
Combining (B.60)—(B.61]), we obtain
P PARLPE =
(PAPMOK RE pnk) pETK ( PoEE R pfézK) plKl: plKl: < PRl RIKT me[K]i>

(3.62)
This is the basic decoupling formula, in a sense that the expressions in the first and last
parentheses on the last line are statistically independent and of the same form as the
left hand side of (2.I7). So, if we can perform the averaging over the random variables
at sites 7 € 02 K to get rid of the middle resolvent, we will effectively decouple the
system into pieces supported by the disjoint subsets K and [K]{. (Note that these pieces
do not depend on the random variables at sites r € 02 K.) This decoupling will be
performed using the a-priori estimate (3.33)), after we dress the corresponding resolvents
with Hilbert-Schmidt operators on both sides as in Lemma[3.6l In broad strokes, we then
will extract the (initial) exponential decay from the expression in the first parenthesis
in ([3.62) using reduction to lower energies and obtain the full exponential decay using a
sub-harmonicity argument. We flesh out details of this process as we proceed with the
proof.
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3.7. Clusters classification. In preparation to initiate the FMM, we first inspect the
structure of states in Ran Q[S‘k Since Q[S‘k is a multiplication operator in the canonical

Al
basis {Cng)} introduced in (21]), we just need to consider the elements ¢y, of this basis
N=0

with M that belong to a set Sy, == {M < A: |[M| =N, 1 <Wj; <k}, N> 1. (Recall
that W3} is the number of clusters of the configuration M, i.e., the number of connected
components of M in the graph A.) Denoting by 7, the orthogonal projection onto Ce,

given M € Sﬁ,k, we abuse the notation and write m,, for m,,,, so Ty = (HjeM./\fj) pPM
and note that yAQ2, = ZME‘SIA“ M-

Given A c A , we set 8]/\\,’73 = {M € Sj\\,,,c : MnA# @}, and note that X%Q;‘ka‘ =
ZMGS&? . We set

ya(M) = mz]ﬁ(dist/\(:p,/l) < diamy (M) = max disty(z,y) for MeSya.  (3.63)
T€ ’

x,ye

Note that diamy (M) = N — 1 for k = 1 and diamy (M) > N > 2 for k > 2.
If 8kN < p*(A, B) we will use the following lemma.

Lemma 3.8. Fir k > 2. Let A = B < A be such that 8kN < p*(A, B) < o, and let
M e 8]/\\,’7?.
(i) Suppose ya(M) < 4kN. Then setting Z = [A]5.n, we have
AuMc[ZlacZc[ZlicB; p"(AuM,Z)=2kN; p™Z,B)=2kN. (3.64)

(ii) Suppose p*(A,B) < 2ya(M). Let d, := [pA(A’B)J. Then there exists a €

6k
{1,2,...,3k — 1}, such that, letting K = [A]é\dp, we have
p* (MK, A\M) > d, — 1. (3.65)
Moreover, letting M1 = M n K and My = M n K¢, we have K < B and M; # &
fori=1,2.

(iii) Suppose 8kN < 2v4(M) < p*(A,B). Let d, := {%J Then there exists
ae{l,2,...,3k — 1}, such that, letting

K = AL, o (141 e, AL, 1) (3.66)

we have
p* (MK, A\M) > d, — 1. (3.67)
Moreover, letting My = M N [A];‘d7 and My = M n [A]QA(M)\[A]%WH, we have

My oMy,=McKc B and M; # & fori=1,2.
Proof. Part (i) is obvious. To prove Parts (ii) and (iii), let d = d, in Part (ii), and
d = d, in Part (ii); note that d > N in both cases. We set Y, = [A]Qd\[A]?a_l)d c B for

a=1,2,...,3k; note 3kd < @ in both cases.

The set M consists of s clusters where 2 < s < k, so N > 2. Each cluster has length
< N — 1, so it can intersect at most two of the Y,’s (as d > N), hence M can intersect
at most 2k of the distinct Y,’s. Thus there exists a, € {1,2,...,3k — 1} such that

M A (Yo, 0Yain) = &, (3.68)
and My = M n [A]&*_l)d # f since An M # .



LOCALIZATION IN THE RANDOM XXZ SPIN CHAIN 17

To prove Part (ii) with d = d,, set K = [A]Q*dp c B. Then M = M n K # (J
since An M # &, and My = M n (A\K) # & as p*(A, B) < 2v4(M) by hypothesis.
Moreover, ([B.65]) holds due to (3.68)).

To prove Part (iii) with d = d,, let K be given in (3.66). Then M; = M n K # &
since An M # &, and My = M n (A\K) # & as p*(A, B) < 2v4(M) by hypothesis.
Moreover, ([B.65]) holds due to (3.68)). O

Motivated by Lemma B.8 given A = B < A with 8kN < p*(A, B) < o we decompose
S]/\\,”ﬁ into three distinct groups:

(i) Small ya(M): M € GMN(A, B) if 2y4(M) < 8kN < p(A, B).
(ii) Large ya(M): M e GIN(A, B) if 8kN < p(A, B) < 2v4(M).
(iii) Intermediate y4(M): M e GiN(A, B) if 8kN < 2y4(M) < p*(A, B) .
Note that for 8k N < p*(A, B) < co we have

3
XNQE P = Z TgAN(ap)y  WHeTe  Toan 4 gy, = Z M- (3.69)
1=1 MeGMN (A,B)

3.8. Decoupling revisited. We will need to estimate x3Q2%, PARYPEQ2,. If 8kN =
(A, B) we use ([3.49). If 8kN < p"(A, B), we note that

XN QE PARLPPQY, = my PAREPEQY, for M e Sy (3.70)

We will use different strategies for M € G; = giA’N(A, B),i=1,2,3.

If M € Gy, we use the decoupling argument of Section B.0] getting (B.62]) with K =
[A]4. 5+ The estimation for the expression in first parenthesis in (3.62)) will be performed
using directly the a-priori estimate (3.48]) and (3.64]). (No energy reduction.) This yields
exponential decay in v4(M) for these type of contributions and the sub-harmonicity
argument concludes the analysis.

To handle M € Gy, we consider K, My, My as in Lemma B.8(ii), set S = [(3[(]9771, and
note that

T PARYPEQL, = my PYPX PR PARLPEQL,. (3.71)
Using M, c B, we get

PEPRPRRLPE — — (PSPS PR RIS P2 ) TR PPN Ry PE. (3.72)

The expression in parenthesis is estimated by reduction to lower energies E' € I<,_ 1,
allowing the use of the induction hypothesis (in k) together with the estimate (.65 to
obtain exponential decay in p*(4, B).

If M € G3, we use a decoupling based on Lemma[B.8[(iii), get exponential decay in v4 (M)
from the induction hypothesis (in k), and the sub-harmonicity argument concludes the
analysis.

3.9. Reduction to lower energies. We first observe that PARAPS = PfﬁaEPf de-
cays exponentially in p*(A4,B) for E < 3 (1— 1) due to (323) with k& = 0, that is,
Theorem 2.4] holds for k=0. Suppose now that we already established (2.I7)) for all en-
ergies F' € I, and we want to push the allowable energies to the interval I<;. The

principal idea here is to observe that if J # K < A, then we have the nontrivial decou-
pling H¥X° = HX + HX and RE™" can be decomposed as

RgKC = Z Rg—y & Ty s (3.73)

veo(HK®)
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where {“v}ua,—( HES) is an orthonormal basis for H k- that diagonalizes HX": HXk, = vk,,.
In particular, if K7 ¢ K and K, ¢ K¢ we deduce that

PRPSRES = N (PRREL) @ (Pon,).

VGU(HKC)ﬂ[l—%7OO)

(3.74)

since PE(QTF,.;O = 0, and we have min,c,grepgoy v = 1 — %. This is exactly the type of
setup we have in (370)-(372). It means that the factor P** P> allows us effectively to
lower the energy F € I, to EE — v € I¢;_1 and therefore use the induction hypothesis to

obtain exponential decay (we of course still need to control the summation over v on the

right hand side of ([B.74)).

4. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

In the section we prove Theorem 2.4l We fix Ag > 5 and Ay > 0, and assume A > Aq
and A\ > \g. As discussed in Remark [3.3] the argument can be modified for Ag > 1.

The proof proceeds by induction on k. Theorem [2.4] holds for k£ = 0, since in this case
(217) follows from [B23) with Fy = Cy, & = 0 and 0y = mg as PR = PAR{ ;. Given
k € N, we assume the theorem holds for k£ — 1, and we will prove the theorem holds for .

We now fix k € N and A c Z, finite and nonempty . We also fix A « B < A, where
A is a nonempty subset connected in A; it follows that [A]} is also connected in A and
JA[A| < 2 forall pe Z.

To derive the bound (2I7)) from Lemma B.6[i) we will estimate E <HFA E A H;S>
for p,q = —|A|,—|A] + 1,...,|A| for E € I, where F (E, A) is given in (B36). The
estimate (3.33) gives the a priori bound (F,, = F2 (E, A))

S1.8 2sk 2
E||Fpqlliys < CAG R A (4.1)
Since F, , = F} , we may assume p < ¢. If p = ¢ we use @:I:I) if p < ¢ we note that

a;p’

p [A]{z\ q p—1
1ol < |Q2PI RAPEV QL <2 |essrb P Rl L )
where we used [JA[}]2_,_, < [A]} for p < q.
For r e N’ and E € I, we set
A o e plil? He |°
P ) = e (QEAGREPET QR ), (43)

and prove the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let k€N, s € (0,3), and assume Theorem[24) holds for k —1. Then there
exist constants Dy, Cy, Ck, my > 0 (depending on k, Ag, Ao and s), such that such that,
for all A = Ay and X = \g with A\A2 > Dy, AN Z ﬁmte, energy B € Iy, and r € N°, we
have

MR, B r) < Cp |A| e™™ (4.4)

To finish the proof of the theorem, we assume that A > Ag and A > )y with AA2 > D,
as in the lemma. Then, since E (||F,4|)}¢ < 2/*(k,E,|¢—p| — 1) for |¢—p| = 1, and
we have (1)) for ¢ = p, we obtain

|A] |A]

E| Y > e @l B, || | < Cp|AlF e, (4.5)
=—|4]g=—4|
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The estimate (2.17) now follows from (B.36) and (43]) (recall ([B.6])), so Theorem [2.4]
holds for k.

To complete the proof of Theorem 2.4] we need to prove Lemma 4.1l To do so we need
the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Let k€N, s € (0,3), and assume Theorem[24) holds for k —1. Then there
exist constants Cy, (p,my > 0 (dependmg on k, Ao, A\ and s), such that, for all A = A,
and X = Ao, j € A € Z finite, energy E € ng, N e N, and r € N° such that SkN < r ,

>
HS

" (4.6)
< C <|A|C’“ e T 4 eV ()\Az)_s Z e_mk(r_p)f]/\\,(p)) )

p=0

G N(T) <HXNQ[<\1€N RA ék

Proof. Let k € N, s € (0, %), and assume Theorem 24 holds for £ — 1. Let j € A ¢ 7Z
finite and F € I, N € N, and r € N such that 8kN < r. Let GA(r) be as in (&8). It

follows from ([369), setting G~ = GV ({5}, [1]2), i = 1,2, 3 (see Section 37), that
3 SA s
M) < Z Gy(r), where G5(r) = GMN(r) = E (Hﬂg{v/\/}R%PE]T QL .

i=1

To estimate Gy(r), we use B.62) with M = [j]4y and K = []5., B25), and (A6,
obtaining

S) L@

Gr(r) < C (AA?) ™ B (¥ ll) Bygrpy e

Zll1s) ;

A ¢ 'Am A€ A€ A€
V.o XNQ K\MRKPamK 7. P_” (K] IR;J 1) PJ[FJ]T ([K19) (g[fh) XgKll) .
(4.8)
To estimate E (||Y||3), note that
Vilgs < Y, [Yallgs, where Y, = x§QEPEYREN,, and |0}, K| < 4
uedd K ( 9)
Using ([3.37) and p% (04 K, K\M) = 2kN, for u € 05 K we get
k - K\M
e (Walls) < Cf [ 1KI o 4 3 om0 (WO PIY REPIYQL, )
qg=—1
2kN—1
< Ck7s <|K|28k+1 e—stQkN +92 Z e_smo(q)Jrf]I\;(Qk'N —q— 1))
qg=—1
< Ck7s€_m6’kkN.
(4.10)

where we used the a priori bounds (3:33)) and (3.45)).
Similarly,

[K19)° L2 [K]
1Zllis < ) N Zullss where Z, = N RUT) P R T

uedl, [K1
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and |04 [K]i| < 2. Using (B317), for u € 0.,[K]; we get
s s sk —smo(r— —
E ) (1Zalliis) < Gk (A emsmolr-6e=2)

Al

AC
Cam ) () g ) (Y (K1) (KT
Y e o<q>+E(‘XJ(V ) (gk )" plul R}g )P+ ( )Q( )HS>
q=-—1

r—6kN—3
< C;i <|A|28k+2 efsmo(r76kN72) + Z emeO(q)_*_ f]{}('f’ — 6kN — q— 3))

q=-1

r—6kN—2
_ C]j <|A|2sk+2 e—smo(rkaNf2) + Z esmo(rp6kN3)+f]/\x7<p)> )

p=0
(4.12)
Combining (A.8)-([412), we get
Gi(r) <0 (AA?Y) e—mz’ﬂN(|A|28k+2 e 4 Y e—mw"’)f]%(p)), (4.13)
p=0
for an appropriate mj, > 0.
To estimate Ga(r), we note that it follows from Lemma [B.8(ii), letting
K(a) = [j]é\dp and S(a) = [(3AK(a)]dr1 for aeN, (4.14)
that
3k—1 i p .
Galr) < 3, G70). G = E (|pv@ieps@pr@ PO vy P QY || ).
(4.15)

To estimate G a( ), we use (B.71) and (B.72), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and

Holder’s inequality (recall 3s < 1), to get (we mostly omit a from the notation)
) < oa” @ IVIP)"” ®112)5) o
—s s\1/4 S 1/4 S 1/2 ’
CAT Y™ Y ™) 7 (B 12]755)
where
Y = QL pi@ plle) p(@) yp phla) (K@) potk) oq 7 - pP* K@ pA pilioa (A
(4.17)
It follows immediately from (B.38)) that
E|Z|5s < CIA®™? and E[Y|* < C[A]™*?, (4.18)
where we used |0 K (a)| < 4 since K (a) is connected, and hence we have
GE () < CA= A (E Y)Y, (4.19)
To estimate E||Y]|®, we use ( the dependence on a is being ommitted)
Vi< Y Il with Y BQLPSPEPENRESN. ()
zedrK
We consider first the case x € 02 K . Using ([3.74), we can further decompose Y, as
va = Z %,V? Yx,u = XNngPfPE(Pf(C-/\/j (Rg_y ® ﬂ-feu) Nx (421)
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Note that
1Yol = max [|Yz, || < Yool + max 1Yol -
Y uea(HKc)m[zl;%,k(l—%)) veo(HX)n[k(1-5),%0) (4.22)
Clearly, we can bound
1Yo, ll < ||PY (RE_, @7, ) No|| < || PR RE_LNG]| - (4.23)

For v > 1— %, we have E — v € I for E € I, (recall (Z14)). For v € o(HX") n
[1 -+, k(1 — %)), we use the induction hypothesis for Theorem 2] and the statistical
independence of H%" and {w;}, ;; to conclude that

E|[You |* < Ex||PE N RE_ NG| < Gy AIS e 1, (4.24)

where we used (3.69)).
For v e o(HX) n [k(1 — %),0), E—v <3 (1— 1), and in this case

meKR[E(fuNI = meKégfuNI7 <425)
so it follows from (3.23) with &£ = 0, using (3.65)), that
1Yol < Coe™™ . (4.26)

Using (£22), (E24), ([286), and (32T), we get

Or—1

E[[Yall* < CIAIS= %18 tr g gy (HF) < GeA[* % e 5, (4.27)

Similar considerations show that the estimate (Z27) holds also for x € 03 K.
Combining (4.20) and (4.27)) and recalling }&AK } < 4, we get

E[V]° < Ci A2 o, (4.28)
Combining (419) and (4.28)), we see that
o)
G(r) < LA™ A% e 2w, (4.29)

It now follows from (4.I5]) and (4£.29) that

Ga(r) < \A|<k s < CLATF A e, (4.30)

To estimate G3(r), given 4kN < v < %, we let d, := |5 |. Given a € {1,2,...,3k — 1},
we let K(a,7) be as in (3.606) with A = {j}, and let Ki(a,v) = [j]g\dv, the connected
component of K (a, ) that contains j. We also set K»(a,v) = K(a,vy)\Ki(a,v), S(a,7) =
[0AK (a, )] Ry and T(a,) = [§]* any- 1t follows from Lemma B.8(iii) that

Y53

T — WMPf(a,’v{j}(M))Pf(a,’v{j}(M))Pf(l(aﬂf{j}(M))Pfﬁ(aﬂf{j}(M))’ (4.31)

for some a € {1,2,...,3k — 1}, and hence

EHRE
Gs(r) < Z Z G ), where
N=4kN+1 a=1 (4.32)
G () <H A QA pT@ pSen pitam pKa(am nr. pa plil? g’f‘gs)
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To estimate Gg‘m) (r), we start with the following analogue of (L8]) (we mostly omit
(a,~y) from the notation):

G (r) < © (A Bk (1Y) Bpe (12]515)

Y 1= yKQK, PTOK pS pi ple gE poin K (4.33)
A€ -Am A€ A€ A€
71— poalih p{I) piita (i) Qg;fql) N
Proceeding exactly as in (AIT))-([@I2), we get
r—(v+dy)—2
sy (17]55) < LA et 5 momie vt ).
p=0
(4.34)
We estimate F ||Y]|* similarly to (£20)-(428). We have
i< Y %l where Y, = SQEPIFPSPRPRREN, a0
:L‘GainK

We consider first the case z = x; € 0, ([K]2)°K;, i € {1,2} , and ' = {1,2}\ {i}. Using
(3.74), we can further decompose Y, as

S pKy K;
Yl‘i = Z }/;i,ln }/;hu = P+P— (RE_V ®7THU) N$ (436)
VEO'(HKi’)ﬁ[l—i,OO)
Note that
1V, || = max [z, .|| < > 1Yol + max [V (4.37)
veo(HS)n[1- k(1-1)) vl 2).) '

Clearly, we can bound

Yol < [|PZ(RE", ® me, ) Noy || < || P2V R NG, (4.38)

For v > 1— %, we have E — v € Iy for E € I (recall 21I4)). For v € o(HX") n
[1 -+, k(1 — %)), we use the induction hypothesis for Theorem 2.4 and the statistical
independence of H" and {w;}, . to conclude that

E|Voull” < Ex [ PEREL NG| < Crot [ e %1% < Gy [y 07,
(4.39)
For v e o(HX") n[k(1 — %),2), E—v <3 (1—1), and in this case
Sn i i SN iA i
PJr K RE_VNJ; = P+ K Rg_y-/\/’xia
so it follows from (B.23)) with &£ = 0 that
HYm,u ’ < Coeimodﬂ/- (440)
Using (E37), (39), @), and G2, we get
01 Op—1
E ||}/$l||8 < C,ng—le_g—k'y tr X[l—%,k(l_%))(HKil) < Ck,yfk—l-i-Qk‘ e~ I?Sk v (441)
Combining (4.35) and (4.41]) and recalling }8{}1Ki’ < 4, we get
E|Y[]° < C [y*** 5 < Ce 7, (4.42)

Combining (4.33), (434), and (£.42)), we get

G () < O (A2) e it (JAPH 2 et - Ml D)) (4.43)
p=0
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It follows from (4.32)) and (4.43) that

Gy(r) < Gy (AA2) e ™Y (JAPH#2esthrr 4 37 e a0 f ) ). (4.44)

p=0
Putting together (A7), (4.13), ([430) , and (4.44), we obtain (4.0). O

We can now prove Lemma F.11

Proof of Lemma[{.1. For A c Z finite, E € I, N € N, and r € N’ | we set

Al — A _ e °
fn(r) = fn(k, B,r) = maxmax B (’ XSQENREPI 92, HS) : (4.45)
Note that f4(r) is monotone increasing in A, and it follows from (3.33) that
max () < Ok AP (4.46)

Moreover, if 8k N > r, it follows from (3.49]) that
FA () < G [APEETY emmonr, (4.47)

If 8k N < r we use Lemma [£.2] Since this lemma holds for arbitrary finite subsets of
Z, it follows from (4.6]) that for 8k N < r we have

f]/\\,(r) < Ck <|A|Ck T 4 e*mkN ()\A2)—S zrl emk(rp)f]/\\[(p)) , (4.48)

p=0
for all A < Z finite. Combining with (£47), we get (with possibly slightly different
constants C, my > 0, (x > 0)

Al

Ar) < Z fary<c <|A|<’“ e ™+ (AA?)T Ze*mk“ p) : (4.49)
N=1

The proof can now be completed by a standard subharmonicity argument. Let h*(r) =
M) =20 |A|% e ™2 and take A = Ag and A = Ao such that
o0
20 (AA?) 7 Y et < 1. (4.50)

q=—0
Then (£49) implies that
hA(r) < C A e7™ " — 20 |A[F e~k

T

£ O (AA2) 7Y e (A (p) 4 20 A[* e )

= (4.51)
< CJA[* (e —e7™r2) 4+ O (AA?)” Z e =PI (),
for all r € N°. In addition, it follows from (&48]) that
R = sup h*(r) < sup fA(r) < C|AP*? < 0. (4.52)

reNO reNO

We claim that R < 0, which implies that (£.4]) holds (with different constants), finishing
the proof of Lemma [l Indeed, suppose that R > 0. Then it follows from (L5I]) and
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(4.50) that

Al ©
R < C (M%) sup (Z e—mkIT—M) R<C(AA?)™° ( > e—mk%> R<IR, (4.53)

0
reN p=0 q=—00

a contradiction. O

The proof of Theorem 2.4 is complete.

5. QUASI-LOCALITY IN EXPECTATION

In this section we prove Corollary 2.6l To do so we first extract from Theorem 2.4 a
probabilistic statement (cf. [20, Proposition 5.1] and |19, Lemma 7.2]).

We fix k € N and let s, 0, & be as in (2.17), slightly modified so (ZI7) holds with
p" (A, B) substituted for dists (A, B¢) (recall (B.6)).

We fix a finite subset A of Z . Given & # K < A, we let HX' be the restriction of
H* to Ran PX = Ran yn(Nk), K¢ = A\K (we allow K¢ = ), and consider H*"X* =
HX ¢ gK° DKOKS — gA_ gKOKS R?’KC = (HX'"K°—E)~', operators on Ran PX@H k.
Given an interval I and an operator H, we set o;(H) = o(H) n I.

We start by proving Wegner-like estimates for the XXZ model.

Lemma 5.1. Let J # K < A.
(i) Consider the open interval I < Iy. Then

Py {o—,(HK”K”) ” @} < CANLI] AR (5.1)
(ii) Let 0 < < 1(1—x). Then (recall 214))
P {dist {afk(HK’»KC), afk(HKC)} < 5} < AT |A]*F (5.2)

Proof. To prove Part (i), recall (327) (it applies to H*"K9) let E; < By < ... be the at
most Ck |A|2/LC eigenvalues of HX"X" in T. <k, counted with multiplicity, which we consider
as functions of wy for fixed wge. Since N > 1, each E,(wg) is a monotone function on
RIEL Tet e = (1,1,...,1) e REI. We have E, (wx + te) — E,(wx) = At for all t > 0 and
all n by the min-max principle, so we can apply Stollmann’s Lemma [46] to get
Pi{E,(wk)e I} < CI|\|K]|. (5.3)

In view of ([B27), (B.1)) follows using (5.3]) for each one of the eigenvalues F,,.
Part (ii) follows from Part (i) and (327) for H%", since the random variables wx and
wge are independent. U

Let EeR,m>0,reN, @ # K c A, and let H* denote either HX or H ""K) Then
the operator H*" is said to be (m, E,r)-regular if

Fgu <e ™ and dist(E,a(HKu)) >e M
; 5.4
where  FA* = max FAG) with FAG) = | WRE PO o
€

In addition, consider the probabilistic event
FMEK,m,r) = {E eI, — either HE"X) or HX is (m, E,T)—regular} . (5.5)
Lemma 5.2. Let 3 # K < A, and letre N, r > % . Then
Ok

P{(FMNK, % )} <C A5 e o, (5.6)

9
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Proof. Let & # K < A, r > 9 , and set m = %’“, so €™ > 4. Let S denote either the

pair K/, K¢ or K¢, and let 8" = K if S = K', K¢, or S’ = K¢ if S = K°. Consider the
(random) energy sets

Ds={Eely: Fg>e™} and Js={Eel,: Fj>e >}, (5.7)
and the event

Ts = {|Js| > e}, (5.8)
Using (2.17) we get

P{js} < e5mrE{|JS|} < GSmTE{J‘ eZsmr (Fg)s dE}
I

§ (5.9)
7mrf ZE{ FS } dE < C, |A|5k+1 —2mr
Ik jesr
We now consider the (random) energy set
Ys={Eel,: dist(E,o(H") <e ™}, (5.10)

and claim that Dg < Ys on the complementary event J& = {|Js| < e "™},

To see this, suppose |Jg| < e and E € Ds\Ys. Since E € Dg, there exists i € S’
such that Fg(i) > e™™". Let E’ € I, such that |[E' — E| < 2e7°™". Using E € Y5 we get
dist(E’, o (H®) > e7™" —2e7°™" > 1e¢~™". Thus, using the resolvent identity and r > 32
we have

Fp (i) = FR(i) — |E' — E| ||R3|| | %

e—mr . (26—5mr)6mr(26mr) > 6—2mr' (511)
18
6

It follows that [E — 2™ E + 2e7°™"| n I, = Jg. Since |Iy| > 2e™°™ as r >
conclude that |Jg| = 2e~ smr > 5™ a contradiction.

We proved that |Jg| < e™5™" lmphes Dg c Yy, so YS = [;\Ys < I;\Ds. In particular,
outside the event Jg, E € YS implies that H* is (m, E, r)-regular.

We now consider the event

gK S {Ik\(?K’,KC |\ ?KC) # @} = {Ik M YK/7KC M YKC # @}

18 wwe
k

o c (5.12)
c {dist {o—fk(HK K)oy (HS )} < 26—“”‘},
and note that it follows from Lemma [B.)(ii) that
P{Ex} < Cy |A[*FF e, (5.13)

Since

P{Ex U Tirie 0 Tice} < O A/ e™™ 4 20, |A[* T e72™ < C|A[e™™,  (5.14)
and on the complementary event we have I, = ?K/,Kc U }/}Kc, so for F € I, either HE K*
or HX® is (m, E, r)-regular, the lemma is proved. O
Proof of Corollary[Z8. Let A = B = A, A connected in A, let r = p*(A, B), and recall
| PAFCENPE|| < || PA (i) P

We set

OMA,r) = sup HPAf (H™) Py pLr
fEB(I<k
(ESS

< 1

(5.15)
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To estimate E {©*(A, )}, note that

oMAr) < )]

EEO’Ik (HA)

)P—A Py PPV

,  Wwhere P{E}ZX{E}(HA)- (5.16)

The spectrum of H™ is simple almost surely, as commented in [19, Section 3], so we assume
this on what follows for simplicity. (Otherwise we just need to label the eigenvalues
taking into account multiplicity.) For E € o(H") we let ¢ denote the corresponding
eigenfunction, and let Ny € N° be given by Naop = Npdp.

For E € I, we have

Py = B (2 = B) Py = B (A2 = B + (H = B)) Py
=k (1- ) RYp QL Py,
Let r > Ry = 6k([g>] +2). Using (A7) and [B.23), we obtain

(5.17)

| P2 Py P

~ A{r\
=k(1-3%) “Pf‘RQ,E Q2 Py P H

Ry plAld Al
=ku—%whﬂ¢ﬁ%]@zamﬂﬂ

A
<k Y HPka
q=—]A|
A

<CO Z e—Mo(Q)Jr

q=—|4]

QQ kP{E}P Al H

A[A A
P, |

r—1—Ry

<200 Z e_mO(Q)+ Z

g=—14] uel A}

[ulf_
Cst\k/\/’up{f?}P+ '

+ C} |A| e mor

(5.18)
Let u e A and p > Ry. If 8kNg = p, it follows from (B53))-(B3.55]) that

HX%EQ%@MP{E}PFL’ < X
Py (BY") < Cp || e Ne < Oy [A]F e 5kP
If p > 8kNpg, we set (cf. (414))
K(0) = [u]% and K(a) = [u];\lpJ for a =1,2,...,3k —1,

6k

S(a)z[é’AK(a)]/l\&J_1 for a=0,1,...,3k— 1.

(5.19)

(5.20)
Using Lemma B.8, we get

HXNE Q<kN P{E}P

Z HXNEQ<I¢N Y( )P{E}P[]

(5.21)

A\[U] c
where Y(0) = P, 7 and Y(a) = P} PX@ PR @ g5 4 > 0.
We now consider the event (see (Im))

3k—1
ﬂ FMK a), 0, D), where 6, = % and p = | &]-1= 2 (5.22)
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and note that it follows from Lemma that

P {(Ji(u,p))°} < 3KC |A[% o=, (5.23)
For w € Ji(u,p) and a € {0,1,...,3k — 1}, either HK(@:K @) op [K @) g (Qk,E D)-
regular (K¢(a) = (K(a))°). If HX@ is (0, E, p)-regular, we note that

u]

uly a “(a “(a
Py P = Py (H*@ + ¥ — B) RE"@ Pl

p (5.24)

)

= —P{E}F(K((l),KC(Q))PEQIK(G)P—{((G)R[E(C(G)PEL]Q

cla) m[u]A
where we have used R G)P[ up PK(G)RK (Q)P[ ¥ que to K (a)  [u]}. We deduce that
ulp

PaA K(a) RIE(C(a)P-Eu]Qm(KC(a)) < 9e—0nb

HXNEQ<I@N Y (a )P{E}P

< [raret

<1
A

~ A 9
(5.25)
using (A.3)), (5.4)), and the definition of K( ). If HK(@):.K@) i (9, E, p)-regular, we use
NPy PEY = NREEOHD (@K @) ) py P (5.26)
— _N, R K(a),K(a ))PEAK(G)F(K(a),Kc(a))P{E}P_EU]S' ’
Thus
u]d a),K°(a AK(a
[, @AY (@) Py P || < ||V (@) Py P | < & [y (@) R0 poie)

S(a) (K (a),K(a)) po*K(a —0,%
<iHP+( REE ) ()P, ( é%e kp’

(5.27)
using (A.3), (54), and the definition of S(a).
Combining (5.21)), (5.28) and (5.27), we conclude that for p > 8kNg and w € Ji(u, p)
we have

u]d 0.9
b @M PP | < et (525)

Since

u A
XQEQQRNUP{E}PJ[F Iy H < 1, it follows that for p > 8k Ng we have

u A A
HX%EQékNuP{E}PJ[r N < ey g gy (5.29)

It follows that for u € A and p > Ry, using (5.19) , (5.29), and (3.27), we conclude

that
E( 3

EEU]k (HA)

Combining with (5.16), (5.18)), (3:217), we obtain
E{0A,r)} < Cy |A[F e %

The estimate (5.31)) holds for r > Ry. Since E {©"(4 r)} 1 for all » > 0, it holds for
all 7 = 0 if the constant C} is replaced by the constant Ck Cel Ry O

[u]? L o
QNP PP ]) < Cilafe o 5:0)

(5.31)

APPENDIX A. USEFUL IDENTITIES

In this appendix we list some useful identities. Their derivations are straightforward,

so we leave out the proofs.
We fix A c 7Z finite,
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e For all i, j € A we have (recall (2.15)))
PY = \;
P = Ni+ Nj = NiNj = Ni (1= Nj) + NG = PYVNG + A

e Consider the self-adjoint operator h;,,1 (recall (2.8)) on the four-dimensional
Hilbert space H; 413 = C? ® C7, ;. An explicit calculation shows that h; ;1 has
eigenvalues —1, 0, i%. It follows that if {i,7 + 1} = A we have

[hiiall =1 on  Ha. (A.2)
e The following identities hold on H, for {i,7 + 1} < A:

(A1)

hi,i+1pii7i+1} = Pf’iﬂ}hi,ﬂl =0,
O = 4] - »
Pj-{i})hi,iJrle-{i}) _ pJ(r{erl})hZ - pJ(r{iJrl}) ~0,
hiiiNiNigr = NiNigihiign = NiNigihi i NiNig.
In particular, the first identity above implies
hiiv1 = higo PO = plittip, = plettiy, o pliith, (A.4)
e Let K c A, and recall (B.I0). It follows from (A.4) that

X = p?"KpK po*K, (A.5)
If K is connected in A, it follows from (A.5) that
|PETH|| < £+ and || PETH|| < 4. (A.6)
e The following identities hold for any non-empty M < A (recall (2.10)):
|A|
PEM]"OPf”ZZP i pl! ZP Ii poe
Pﬂd: Z P—E— qP Z P qu ]q+1 (A.7)
q=—|M]| q=—|M|
4 - (Mg pIM[
PEM]oo _ Z pitla pitia
q=—|M|

APPENDIX B. MANY-BODY QUASI-LOCALITY

In this appendix we prove (L@). Recall we only consider finite subsets of Z. We fix
A < Z and consider the Hilbert space H,.

Lemma B.1. Suppose that H € Ay satisfies

(i) For all K = A we have [Pf(,H]PJ[rK]II\ = 0.

(ii) For all connected K < A we have ||[[PX, H]|| <~
Then for all Ac B < A, A connected in A, we have

‘ t"
HPL4 et Pf” < ”yrq, where 1 = disty (A, BS) > 1. (B.1)
r!
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Proof. We note that [A]* = B for s = 0,1,...,7 — 1. We have
t
pA et pB — jeith f K(s) PBds, (B.2)
0

where K (s) = e H[PA H]e®™". If r > 2, condition (i) of the Lemma yields K(s) =
e~ isH [PA H]P[A]Il\

e Proceeding recursively, we get

Sr—1 7’
Pt pB = J J J _1(sj)ds; PP,
(B.3)
Kj(S) _ efisH [P[ ]eZSH

Using assumption (ii), we get

il

| P2 e™ PP < (B.4)

n

Lemma B.2. Let f € Cf, i.e., [ is compactly supported and n times differentiable
function on R (with n > 2). Then for A, B, H as in Lemma[B.1l and r = dists (A, B),
we have

|PA f(H) PE|| < C(f,n)r- = IminD) < C(f,n)yr . (B.5)

Proof. Let f denote the Fourier transform of f, then we have ‘f(t)) < C(f,n)t)~™ for
t € R (we recall that {(t) :=+/1 + t2). We can bound

1P f(i) PP|| < Lupf et P2 |fo)| e+ |

where R := [—R, R], where R > 0 will be chosen later.
We can bound the first integral on the right hand side of (B.6]) using (B.1) as

f | P e f t)’ dt < C(f, n)%f it|" y"dt < C,C(f,n)
R IR

< GO () R,
r
where we used r! = el "r".

On the other hand, we can bound the second integral in (B.6) as

[ rofa<cus

Choosing R = <e,y> T e get (B). O
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