
ar
X

iv
:2

21
0.

14
87

3v
3 

 [
m

at
h-

ph
] 

 2
6 

Ja
n 

20
24

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- 1

2
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
[38, 9, 1] for the general description of this phenomenon. MBL-type behavior has been
observed in cold atoms experiments [41, 31]. The stability of the MBL phase for infinite
systems and all times remains a topic of intense debate [44, 25, 43, 35, 45].

In this paper we consider the random spin-1
2
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 [47,
39]). 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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2 ALEXANDER ELGART AND ABEL KLEIN

electronic and magnetic properties of materials. One interesting feature of the random
one-dimensionalXXZ quantum spin system is the emergence of a many-body localization-
delocalization transition. (In contrast, prototypical non-interacting one-dimensional ran-
dom Schrödinger 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, 30, 39, 10, 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 ℓ2pZdq, 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, 32]), 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 Schrödinger operators on the fermionic subspaces of ZN [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 I1 in (2.14) below)
using methods that resemble the fractional moment method for random Schrödinger
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 Schrödinger 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 HA, which is a self-adjoint operator acting on the Hilbert space
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H “ ℓ2pZdq of the form HA “ ´∆ ` λVω. Here ∆ is the (discrete) Laplacian describing
the kinetic hopping, Vω is a randomly generated multiplication operator (ω is the random
parameter) describing the electric potential, and λ is a parameter measuring the strength
of the disorder.

Let us denote by δx P H the indicator of x P Zd, and fix the random parameter ω.
An important feature of HA as a map on ℓ2pZdq is its locality, meaning xδx, HAδyy “ 0
if |x ´ y| ą 1. As a consequence, the resolvent pHA ´ zq´1 retain a measure of locality,
which we will call quasi-locality, given by the Combes-Thomas estimate

∣

∣xδx, pHA ´ zq´1δyy
∣

∣ ď Cze
´mz |x´y|, (1.1)

where Cz and mz are constants independent of ω such that Cz ă 8 and mz ą 0 if z P C

is outside the spectrum of HA. Maps given by smooth functions of HA also express a
measure of quasi-locality, namely

|xδx, fpHAqδyy| ď Cf,n p1 ` |x ´ y|q´n
, (1.2)

where Cf,n ă 8 for all n P N and infinitely differentiable functions f . Moreover, these
quasi-locality estimate hold with the same constants for the restriction HΛ

A of HA to a
finite volume Λ Ă Zd. (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 HA by proving quasi-locality estimates for the finite volume resolvent
inside the spectrum of HA. In particular, the fractional moment method shows that,
fixing s P p0, 1q, for large disorder λ we have

E
 ∣
∣

@
δx, pHΛ

A ´ Eq´1δy
D∣
∣

s( ď Ce´m|x´y|, (1.3)

for all finite Λ Ă Zd, x, y P Λ, and energies E P R, where the constants C ă 8 and
m ą 0 are in dependent of Λ. Moreover, one also gets a quasi-locality estimate for Borel
functions of HA (dynamical localization),

E

"
sup
f

∣

∣

@
δx, fpHΛ

Aqδy
D∣
∣

*
ď Ce´m|x´y|, (1.4)

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 Schrödinger 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
Γ “ pV, Eq (where V is the set of vertices and E is the set of edges) and a family tHiuiPV
of Hilbert spaces. The Hilbert space of the subsystem associated with a set X Ă V is
given by HX “ Â

iPX Hi, and the full Hilbert space (we ignore particles’ statistics) is
HV . For each X Ă V one introduces the algebra of observables AX measurable in this
subsystem, which is the collection BpHXq of bounded linear operators on the Hilbert space
HX . An observable O P AV is said to be supported by X Ă V if O “ OX b1HVzX

, where
OX P AX, i.e., if O acts trivially on HVzX . 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
Hi will be only of marginal importance for us. So we will be considering the simplest
possible realization of such system, where each Hi is the two dimensional vector space
C

2 describing a spin-1
2
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 pi, jq P V that share an edge (i.e., ti, ju P
E), we pick an observable (called an interaction) hi,j P Ati,ju such that hi,j “ h˚

i,j, an
observable (called a local transverse field) vi “ v˚

i P Atiu, and associate a Hamiltonian
HV “ ř

ti,juPE hi,j ` ř
iPV vi with our spin system. In particular, HV is the sum of local

observables and is consequently referred to as a local Hamiltonian. Locality is manifested
by rrHV ,Os,O1s “ 0 for any pair of observables O P AX , O1 P AY , with distpX, Y q ą 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 ℓ2pZdq. We will say that an observable O P
Lpℓ2pZdqq has support X Ă Zd if O “ OX ‘ 0ℓ2pZdzXq with OX P Lpℓ2pXqq. With this
definition locality of the map HA, i.e., the property xδx, HAδyy “ 0 whenever |x ´ y| ą 1
is equivalent to the statement that rrHA,Os,O1s “ 0 for any pair of observables O,O1

with distpsupppOq, supppO1qq ą 1.)
The XXZ spin chain is defined as above on finite subgraphs Λ of the graph Z (see

Section 2.1). Consider Λ Ă Z connected, and let |Λ| be its cardinality. We say we
have a particle at the site i P Λ if we have spin down in the copy Hi of C2. Let Ni

be the orthogonal projection onto configurations with a particle at the site i, and set
risΛp “ tj P Λ, |j ´ i| ď pu for p “ 0, 1, . . .. Given B Ă Λ, let PB

` be the orthogonal

projection onto configurations with no particles in B. In the Ising phase HΛ is a 2-local,
gapped, frustration-free system, and PΛ

` describes the projection onto the ground state
of HΛ (see Remark 2.3).

We can now informally state our main results. We first prove that the resolvent RΛ
z “

pHΛ ´ zq´1 exhibits quasi-locality in the form (see Lemma 3.1 and Remark 3.2)
∥

∥

∥
NiR

Λ

z P
risΛp
`

∥

∥

∥
ď Cze

´mzp, (1.5)

where Cz and mz are constants, independent of Λ and of the transverse field, such that
Cz ă 8 and mz ą 0 if z P C is outside the spectrum of HΛ. We also establish the
many-body analogue of (1.2):

∥

∥

∥
NifpHΛqP risΛp

`

∥

∥

∥
ď Cf,n p1 ` pq´n

, (1.6)

where Cf,n ă 8 for all n P N and infinitely differentiable functions f on R with compact
support. (See Appendix B.)
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We next consider the random XXZ spin chain (see Definition 2.2). The relations (1.5)-
(1.6) suggest, by analogy with random Schrödinger operators, that localization should be
manifested as quasi-locality inside the spectrum of HΛ. This is indeed what we prove in
Theorem 2.4. We introduce increasing energy intervals Iďk, k “ 0, 1, 2, . . ., in (2.14) and
prove that quasi-locality of the form given in (1.5) holds for the resolvent for energies
in Iďk for any fixed k. In particular, given s P p0, 1

3
q we prove, in the appropriate (k

dependent) parameter region, that

E

!∥
∥

∥
NiR

Λ

EP
risΛp
`

∥

∥

∥

s)
ď Ck |Λ|

ξk e´mkp for all E P Iďk, (1.7)

where the constants Ck ă 8, ξk ą 0, mk ą 0 do not depend on Λ. As a consequence we
derive a quasi-locality estimate for Borel functions of HΛ (Corollary 2.6):

E

ˆ
sup
f

∥

∥

∥
NifpHΛqP risΛp

`

∥

∥

∥

˙
ď Ck |Λ|

ξk e´mkp, (1.8)

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

While the estimates (1.7) and (1.8) 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 2.6, for any
k P N.

In the droplet spectrum, [19, Theorem 2.1] imply Corollary 2.6 (with k “ 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 ě 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 |Λ|. 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 Schrödinger
operators.

The model description and main results (Theorem 2.4 and Corollary 2.6) are presented
in Section 2.1. In Section 3 we outline the main ideas used in the proof of Theorem
2.4, which is completed in Section 4. Corollary 2.6 is proven in Section 5. Appendix A
contains some useful identities. Appendix B contains the proof of of the many-body
quasi-locality estimate (1.6).

Throughout the paper, we will use generic constants C, 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 2.1 (such as µ, k, ∆0, λ0, and s). When necessary, we will
indicate the dependence of a constant on k explicitly by writing it as Ck, mk, 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-1
2
chain on an finite subset

Λ of Z is given by a self-adjoint Hamiltonian HΛ acting on the finite dimensional Hilbert
space HΛ “ biPΛHi, where Hi “ C2 for each i P Λ. For a vector φ P C2 we let φi denote
the vector as an element of Hi; for an operator (2 ˆ 2 matrix) A on C2 we let Ai denote
the operator acting on Hi.

We consider only finite subsets of Z, so by a subset of Z we will always mean a finite
subset. If S Ă T Ă Z, and AS is an operator on HS, we consider AS as operator on HT

by identifying it with AS b1T zS, where 1R denotes the identity operator on HR. We thus
identify AS with a subset of AT , where AR denotes the algebra of bounded operators on
HR.

We now fix Λ Ă Z, and consider Λ as a subgraph of Z. We denote by distΛ the
graph distance in Λ, which can be infinite if Λ is not a connected subset of Z. We write
Kc “ ΛzK for K Ă Λ. To define HΛ we introduce some notation and definitons.

(i) By σx,y,z and σ˘ “ 1

2
pσx ˘ iσyq we will denote the standard Pauli matrices and

ladder operators, respectively.

(ii) By Òy :“
ˆ
1
0

˙
and Óy “

ˆ
0
1

˙
we will denote the elements of the canonical basis

of C2, called spin-up and spin-down, respectively. Letting N “ 1

2
p1 ´ σzq, we

note that N Òy “ 0 and N Óy “Óy, and interpret Óy as a particle.
(iii) Ni, the matrix N acting on Hi, is the projection onto the spin-down state (also

called the local number operator) at site i. Given S Ă Λ, NS “ ř
iPS Ni is the

total (spin-down) number operator in S.
(iv) The total number operator NΛ has eigenvalues 0, 1, 2, . . . , |Λ|. (|S| denotes the

cardinality of S Ă Z.) We set HpNq
Λ

“ Ran pχNpNΛqq, obtaining the Hilbert space

decomposition HΛ “ À|Λ|
N“0

HpNq
Λ

. We will use the notation χΛ
N “ χtNupNΛq.

(v) The canonical (orthonormal) basis ΦΛ for HΛ is constructed as follows: Let
ΩΛ “ φH “ biPΛ Òyi be the vacuum state. Then

ΦΛ “
#
φA “

˜ź

iPA

σ´
i

¸
ΩΛ : A Ă Λ

+
“

|Λ|ď

N“0

Φ
pNq
Λ

, (2.1)

where Φ
pNq
Λ

“ tφA : A Ă Λ, |A| “ Nu. Note that Φ
p0q
Λ

“ tΩΛu.
We now define the free XXZ quantum spin-1

2
Hamiltonian on Λ Ă Z by

HΛ

0
“ HΛ

0
p∆q “ ´ 1

2∆
∆Λ ` WΛ on HΛ, (2.2)

where

∆Λ “
ÿ

ti,i`1uĂΛ

`
σ`
i σ

´
i`1

` σ´
i σ

`
i`1

˘
, (2.3)

WΛ “ NΛ ´
ÿ

ti,i`1uĂΛ

NiNi`1, (2.4)

and ∆ ą 1 is the anisotropy parameter, specifying the Ising phase (∆ “ 1 selects the
Heisenberg chain and ∆ “ 8 corresponds to the the Ising chain).

We will consider the XXZ model in the presence of a transversal field λV Λ
ω , given by

V Λ
ω “ ř

iPΛ ωiNi, where ωi ě 0, and the parameter λ ą 0 is used to modulate the strength
of the field. The full Hamiltonian is then

HΛ “ HΛ

ω “ HΛ

ω p∆, λq “ HΛ

0 p∆q ` λV Λ

ω “ ´ 1

2∆
∆Λ ` WΛ ` λV Λ

ω . (2.5)
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Remark 2.1. (i) The operator ∆Λ can be viewed as the analog of the Laplacian
operator on HΛ.

(ii) Ni is diagonalized by the canonical basis for all i P Λ: NiφA “ φA if i P A and
0 otherwise. It follows that the total number operator NΛ is also diagonalized by
the canonical basis: NΛφA “ |A|φA.

(iii) WΛ, the number of clusters operator, is diagonalized by the canonical basis:
WΛφA “ WΛ

AφA, where WΛ
A P r0, |A|s X Z is the number of clusters of A in

Λ, i.e., the number of connected components of A in Λ (considered as a subgraph
of Z).

(iv) V Λ
ω is diagonalized by the canonical basis: V Λ

ω φA “ ωpAqφA, where ω
pAq “ ř

iPA ωi.
(v) The operators NΛ, WΛ, and V Λ

ω commute.
(vi) The XXZ Hamiltonian HΛ preserves the total particle number,

rHΛ,NΛs “ ´ 1

2∆
r∆Λ,NΛs “ 0. (2.6)

We will consider the XXZ model in the presence of a random transversal field, that
is, ω “ tωiuiPZ is a family of random variables. More precisely, we make the following
definition.

Definition 2.2. The random XXZ spin Hamiltonian on Λ Ă Z is the operator HΛ “
HΛ

ω p∆, λq given in (2.5), where ∆ ą 1, λ ą 0, and ω “ tωiuiPZ is a family of independent
identically distributed random variables, whose common probability distribution µ satisfies

t0, 1u Ă supp µ Ă r0, 1s, (2.7)

and is assumed to be absolutely continuous with a bounded density.

From now on HΛ always denotes the random XXZ spin Hamiltonian on Λ. The corre-

sponding resolvent is given by RΛ
E “

`
HΛ ´ E

˘´1
, which is well defined for almost every

energy E P R. We set ωS “ tωiuiPS for S Ă Z, and denote the corresponding expectation
and probability by ES and PS.

It is convenient to introduce the local interaction terms

hi,i`1 “ ´NiNi`1 ´ 1

2∆

`
σ`
i σ

´
i`1

` σ´
i σ

`
i`1

˘
, (2.8)

which allows us to rewrite
HΛ

0
“

ÿ

ti,i`1uĂΛ

hi,i`1 ` NΛ. (2.9)

It can be verified that on Hti,i`1u “ H2
i b H2

i`1
we have

1

2
pNi ` Ni`1q ´ NiNi`1 ¯ 1

2

`
σ`
i σ

´
i`1

` σ´
i σ

`
i`1

˘
ě 0, (2.10)

which implies that WΛ ˘ 1

2
∆Λ ě 0, that is,

´2WΛ ď ´∆Λ ď 2WΛ. (2.11)

It follows that
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
WΛ ď HΛ

0 ď
`
1 ` 1

∆

˘
WΛ, so

`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
WΛ ď HΛ. (2.12)

We conclude that the spectrum of HΛ is of the form

σpHΛq “ t0u Y
`“
1 ´ 1

∆
,8

˘
X σpHΛq

˘
. (2.13)

The lower bound in (2.12) suggests the introduction of the energy thresholds k
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
,

k “ 0, 1, 2 . . .. We define the energy intervals

pIďk “
`
´8, pk ` 1q

`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘˘
, pIk “

“
1 ´ 1

∆
, pk ` 1q

`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘˘
,

Iďk “
`
´8, pk ` 3

4
q
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘˘
, Ik “

“
1 ´ 1

∆
, pk ` 3

4
q
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘˘
.

(2.14)
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We call pIk the k-cluster spectrum.
Given H ‰ S Ă Λ , we define the orthogonal projections P S

˘ on HΛ by

P S
` “

â
iPS

p1Hi
´ Niq “ χt0u pNSq and P S

´ “ 1HΛ
´ P S

` “ χN pNSq . (2.15)

P S
` is the orthogonal projection onto states with no particles in the set S; P S

´ is the
orthogonal projection onto states with at least one particle in S. We also set

P
H
` “ 1HΛ

and P
H
´ “ 0. (2.16)

Remark 2.3. In the Ising phase, i.e., ∆ ą 1, we have (2.12) and (2.13) for all Λ Ă Z.
It follows that the XXZ chain Hamiltonian HΛ has ground state ΩΛ and the ground state
energy is 0 (HΛΩΛ=0), and, moreover, the ground state energy is gapped. This makes HΛ

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 HΛ in the intervals Iďk grows only polynomially in the volume
of Λ (not exponentially as the dimension of HΛ) as shown in Lemma 3.5 below.

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

Theorem 2.4 (Quasi-locality for resolvents). Fix ∆0 ą 1, λ0 ą 0, and let s P p0, 1

3
q.

Then for all k P N0 there exist constants Dk, Fk, ξk, θk ą 0 (depending on k, ∆0, λ0 and
s) such that, for all ∆ ě ∆0 and λ ě λ0 with λ∆2 ě Dk, Λ Ă Z finite, and energy
E P Iďk, we have

E
 ∥
∥PA

´RΛ

EP
B
`

∥

∥

s( ď Fk |Λ|
ξk e´θk distΛpA,Bcq, (2.17)

for A Ă B Ă Λ with A connected in Λ.

The theorem is proven in Section 4.

Remark 2.5. If A is not connected in Λ, the theorem still holds with (2.17) replaced by

E
 ∥
∥PA

´RΛ

EP
B
`

∥

∥

s( ď FkΥ
Λ

A |Λ|ξk e´θk distΛpA,Bcq, (2.18)

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

(2.17) and

PA
´ “

ΥΛ

Aÿ

j“1

P
Ťj´1

i“i Ai

` P
Aj

´ , (2.19)

where Aj, j “ 1, 2, . . . ,ΥΛ

A, are the connected components of A in Λ .

As a consequence of Theorem 2.4 we prove the following quasi-locality estimate for
Borel functions of HΛ. By BpIďkq we denote the collection of Borel functions on R that
are equal to zero outside the interval Iďk.

Corollary 2.6 (Quasi-locality for Borel functions). Assume the hypotheses and conclu-

sions of Theorem 2.4, Then for all k P N0 there exist constants rFk, rξk, rθk ą 0 (depending
on k, ∆0, λ0 and s) such that, for all ∆ ě ∆0 and λ ě λ0 with λ∆2 ě Dk, and Λ Ă Z

finite, we have

EΛ

¨
˚̋

sup
fPBpIďkq:

}f}8ď1

∥

∥PA
´ fpHΛqPB

`

∥

∥

˛
‹‚ď rFk |Λ|

rξk e´rθk distΛpA,Bcq, (2.20)

for all A Ă B Ă Λ, A connected in Λ.
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The proof of the Corollary is given in Section 5.

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.

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

3.1. Some definitions.

‚ Given M Ă Λ and q P Z, we define enlarged (for q ě 0) and trimmed (for q ă 0)
set rMsΛq by

rMsΛq :“

$
’&
’%

tx P Λ : distΛ px,Mq ď qu if q P N0 “ t0u Y N

tx P Λ : distΛ px,M cq ě 1 ´ qu “ MzrM csΛ´q if q P ´N

tx P Λ : distΛ px,Mq ă 8u “ Ť
pPN0rMsΛp if q “ 8

. (3.1)

Note that rMsΛ´|M | “ H. Moreover, rMsΛ8 “ rMsΛ|Λ|´1
is the connected component

of Λ containing M , and we have

rHΛ, P
rMsΛ8
˘ s “ 0. (3.2)

We define BΛ
exM (the external boundary of M in Λ) , BΛ

inM (the inner boundary
of M in Λ), and BΛM (the boundary of M in Λ), by

BΛ

exM :“ tx P Λ : distΛ px,Mq “ 1u “ rMsΛ1 zM,

BΛ

inM :“ tx P Λ : distΛ px,M cq “ 1u “ MzrMsΛ´1,

BΛM :“ BΛ

inM Y BΛ

exM.

(3.3)

It follows that

sMrΛq :“ rMsΛq`1
zrMsΛq “

#
BΛ
exrMsΛq , q P N

0

BΛ
inrMsΛq`1

q P ´N
, (3.4)

and we have
sMrΛp “sM crΛ´p´1 for p P Z. (3.5)

If M “ tju we write rjsΛq “ rtjusΛq .
‚ Given A Ă B Ă Λ, we let ρΛpA,Bq be the largest q P N0 Y t8u such that

rAsΛq Ă B, that is,

ρΛpA,Bq “ sup
 
q P N

0 : rAsΛq Ă B
(

“ distΛpA,Bcq ´ 1. (3.6)

It will be more convenient to use ρΛpA,Bq instead of distΛpA,Bcq in the proofs.
Note that

ρΛpA,Bq “ 8 ðñ distΛpA,Bcq “ 8 ðñ rAsΛ8 Ă B. (3.7)

‚ It follows from (3.2) and (3.7) that

PA
´RΛ

EP
B
` “ 0 if A Ă B Ă Λ and ρΛpA,Bq “ 8, (3.8)

so it suffices to prove Theorem 2.4 for ρΛpA,Bq ă 8. Moreover, since A Ă B we
have rAsΛ

ρΛpA,Bq Ă B, and hence

∥

∥PA
´RΛ

EP
B
`

∥

∥ ď
∥

∥

∥

∥

PA
´RΛ

EP
rAsΛ

ρΛpA,Bq

`

∥

∥

∥

∥

, (3.9)

so without loss of generality it suffices to prove (2.17) for B “ rAsΛρ with ρ P N0.
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‚ Given K Ă Λ, we consider the operator HK “ HK b 1HKc acting on HΛ. We
also consider the operators on HΛ given by

HK,Kc “ HK ` HKc

, R
K,Kc

E “
`
HK,Kc ´ E

˘´1
, ΓK “ HΛ ´ HK,Kc

. (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 HΛ.

Lemma 3.1. Let Θ Ă Λ, and consider the Hilbert space HΛ. Let the operator T P AΛ be
of the form

T “ TΘ ` TΘc

; where TΘ P AΘ and TΘc P AΘc, (3.11)

and let X P AΛ be a projection such that rX , T s “ 0 and rX , PK
˘ s “ 0 for all K Ă Θ.

Suppose

(i) For all K Ă Θ we have rPK
´ , T sP rKsΘ

1

` “ 0.
(ii) For all K Ă Θ, with K connected in Θ, we have

∥

∥rPK
´ , T s

∥

∥ ď γ.

(iii) TX , the restriction of the operator T to RanX , is invertible with
∥

∥T´1

X

∥

∥

RanX
ď

η´1, where η ą 0.

Then for all A Ă B Ă Θ, with A connected in Θ, we have
∥

∥PA
´ T´1

X PB
`

∥

∥

RanX
ď η´1e´mρΘpA,Bq, with m “ ln

`
γ´1η

˘
. (3.12)

Proof. We consider first the case X “ 1HΛ
. Let A Ă B Ă Θ, with A connected in Θ. Let

1 ď t ď ρΘpA,Bq, so rAsΘt Ă B. We have

PA
´ T´1 PB

` “ T´1rT, PA
´ sT´1 PB

` “ T´1rT, PA
´ sP rAsΘ

1

´ T´1 PB
` , (3.13)

using condition (i) of the Lemma. Proceeding recursively, we get

PA
´ T´1 PB

` “
˜

t´1ź

p“0

T´1rT, P rAsΘp
´ s

¸
P

rAsΘt
´ T´1 PB

` . (3.14)

Since A is connected in Θ, rAsΘr , r “ 1, 2, . . . , t, are also connected in Θ. Using assump-
tions (ii) and (iii), we get

∥

∥PA
´ T´1 PB

`

∥

∥ ď
`
γη´1

˘t
η´1. (3.15)

Since (3.15) holds for all 1 ď t ď ρΘpA,Bq, we get
∥

∥PA
´ T´1 PB

`

∥

∥ ď η´1e´mρΘpA,Bq, with m “ ln
`
γ´1η

˘
. (3.16)

If condition (iii) holds with a projection X P AΛ such that rX , T s “ 0 and rX , PK
˘ s “ 0

for all K Ă Θ, then rT “ TX ` ηp1 ´ X q satisfies conditions (i), (ii), and condition (iii)

with X “ 1HΛ
, and the estimate (3.16) for rT implies (3.12). �

Remark 3.2. Lemma 3.1 yields quasi-locality for the resolvent of the operator HΛ. The
operator HΛ ´z satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma 3.1 for z R σpHΛq, with Θ “ Λ, γ “ 1

∆

(use (A.6)), X “ 1HΛ
, and η “ distpz, σpHΛqq. It follows that, with RΛ

z “ pHΛ ´ zq´1,
for all A Ă B Ă Λ, we have

∥

∥PA
´RΛ

z P
B
`

∥

∥ ď
`
distpz, σpHΛqq

˘´1
e´mρΘpA,Bq, with m “ ln

`
∆distpz, σpHΛqq

˘
. (3.17)

From now on we fix ∆0 ą 5, λ0 ą 0, and assume ∆ ě ∆0 and λ ě λ0. The constants
will depend on ∆0 and λ0.
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Given m P N0, we set QΛ
m “ χtmu

`
WΛ

˘
, the orthogonal projection onto configurations

with exactly m clusters, and let QΛ

B “ χB

`
WΛ

˘
“ ř

mPB QΛ
m for B Ă N

0. Note that
QΛ

0
“ PΛ

` and QΛ

N
“ χNpN Λq. For k P N, we set

QΛ

ďk “ QΛ

t1,2,...,ku “
kÿ

m“1

QΛ

m and pQΛ

ďk “ QΛ

ďk ` k`1

k
QΛ

0
. (3.18)

We also set
pHΛ

0
“ HΛ `

`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
QΛ

0
,

pHΛ

k “ HΛ ` k
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘ pQΛ

ďk for k P N.
(3.19)

We use the notation

pRΛ

k,E “
´
pHΛ

k ´ E
¯´1

for E R σp pHΛ

k q, k P N
0. (3.20)

It follows from (2.12) and (2.14) that for k P N0 we have

pHΛ

k ě pk ` 1q
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
and

´
pHΛ

k ´ E
¯

ě 1

4

`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
for E P Iďk. (3.21)

For k P N0 and E P Iďk, the operator T “ pHΛ

k ´ E satisfies the assumptions of
Lemma 3.1 with Θ “ Λ, γ “ 1

∆
, X “ 1HΛ

, and η “ 1

4

`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
(see (3.21)). In this case

m “ ln ∆´1

4
, and hence for A Ă B Ă Λ, (3.12) yields

∥

∥

∥
PA

´
pRΛ

k,EP
B
`

∥

∥

∥
ď 4

1´ 1

∆

e´pln ∆´1

4 qρΛpA,Bq. (3.22)

To have decay in (3.22), we need ∆´1

4
ą 1, that is, ∆ ą 5. In the proof of Theorem 2.4,

we will fix ∆0 ą 5 and λ0 ą 0, and require ∆ ě ∆0 and λ ě λ0. In this case, we have
4

1´ 1

∆

ď 4

1´ 1

∆0

and ln ∆´1

4
ě ln ∆0´1

4
, so we have

∥

∥

∥
PA

´
pRΛ

k,EP
B
`

∥

∥

∥
ď C0e

´m0ρ
ΛpA,Bq, with C0 “ 4

1´ 1

∆0

, m0 “ ln ∆0´1

4
ą 0. (3.23)

It follows from (3.2), which also holds for the operator pHΛ

k , that

PM
´ RΛ

EP
rMsΛ8
` “ 0 and PM

´
pRΛ

k,EP
rMsΛ8
` “ 0 for M Ă Λ. (3.24)

Remark 3.3. We will prove Theorem 2.4 with ∆0 ą 5 to simplify our analysis. The proof
can be extended to arbitrary ∆0 ą 1 with minor modifications. Specifically, for 1 ă ∆0 ď 5
we need to improve the decay rate in (3.22), which is derived from the lower bound in

(3.21). To do so, we would replace pHΛ

k in the proof by pHΛ

k`r, where r P N, so (3.21) yields
pHΛ

k`r ´ E ě pr ` 1

4
q
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
for E P Iďk, leading to m0 “ ln

`
pr ` 1

4
q p∆0 ´ 1q

˘
ą 0 for

an appropriate choice 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 (2.17) is actually finite. A useful
technical device for this purpose is the following bound, where ‖T‖HS denotes the Hilbert-
Schmidt norm of the operator T .

Lemma 3.4 (A-priori estimate). Let i, j P Λ (i “ j is allowed) and let T1, T2 be a pair
of Hilbert-Schmidt operators on HΛ that are ωti,ju-independent. Then we have

Eti,ju

`∥
∥T1NiR

Λ

ENjT2

∥

∥

s

HS

˘
ď Cλ´s ‖T1‖

s

HS ‖T2‖
s

HS for all E P R and s P p0, 1q. (3.25)

The lemma follows from [5, Proposition 3.2], used with U1 “ Nj, U2 “ Nk there, and
the layer-cake representation for a non-negative random variableXω: EpXs

ωq “
ş8

0
PpXω ą

t1{sq dt for s P p0, 1q.
The Hilbert-Schmidt operators for Lemma 3.4 are provided by the following result.
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Lemma 3.5. Let k P N. Then
∥

∥QΛ

ďk

∥

∥

HS
ď

?
k |Λ|k , (3.26)

trχpIďk
pHΛq ď k |Λ|2k ` 1. (3.27)

Proof. For m ě 1 and N ě 1 we have the rough estimate

trχΛ

NQ
Λ

m ď |Λ|mNm´1. (3.28)

Thus

trχΛ

NQ
Λ

ďk ď
kÿ

m“1

|Λ|mNm´1 “ 1

N

p|Λ|Nqk`1´p|Λ|Nq
p|Λ|Nq´1

ď k |Λ|k Nk´1. (3.29)

It follows that

trQΛ

ďk ď k |Λ|k
|Λ|ÿ

N“1

Nk´1 ď k |Λ|2k . (3.30)

To prove (3.27), let pHΛ

k be as in (3.19), and note that (3.21) implies trχpIďk
p pHΛ

k q “ 0.

Since the spectral shift is bounded by the rank of the perturbation, it follows from (3.19)
that

trχpIďk
pHΛq ď trχpIďk

p pHΛ

k q ` Rank
´
k
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘ pQΛ

ďk

¯
“ tr pQΛ

ďk “ trQΛ

ďk ` 1. (3.31)

�

Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5 yield the a priori estimate

Eti,ju

∥

∥QΛ

ďkNiR
Λ

ENjQ
Λ

ďk

∥

∥

s

HS
ď Cλ´sks |Λ|2sk for all i, j P Λ and s P p0, 1q. (3.32)

More generally, we have

EtAYBu

∥

∥QΛ

ďkP
A
´RΛ

EP
B
´ QΛ

ďk

∥

∥

s

HS
ď Cλ´sks |Λ|2sk |A| |B| for H ‰ A,B Ă Λ. (3.33)

Those a priori estimates are only useful if we can ”dress” the resolvent with factors of
QΛ

ďk on both sides. To be able to do so, we will decorate RΛ
E with resolvents of positive

operators that satisfy the quasi-locality property.

3.4. Dressing resolvents with Hilbert-Schmidt operators. For k “ 1, 2, . . ., and
E P Iďk, we use the resolvent identity

RΛ

E “ pRΛ

k,E ` k
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
RΛ

E
pQΛ

ďk
pRΛ

k,E “ pRΛ

k,E ` k
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘ pRΛ

k,E
pQΛ

ďkR
Λ

E . (3.34)

Using it twice we get

RΛ

E “ pRΛ

k,E ` k
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘ pRΛ

k,E
pQΛ

ďk
pRΛ

k,E ` k2
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘2 pRΛ

k,E
pQΛ

ďkR
Λ

E
pQΛ

ďk
pRΛ

k,E. (3.35)

We use the notation ppq` “ max pp, 0q for p P R.

Lemma 3.6. Let X denote a spectral projection of NΛ (say, X “ 1HΛ
or X “ χΛ

N ). Let
A Ă B Ă Λ, and 1 ď t “ ρΛ pA,Bq ă 8. Let E P Iďk and let m0 be as in (3.23).

(i) We have the following estimate on operator norms:

∥

∥XPA
´RΛ

EP
B
`

∥

∥ ď Ck

´
|Λ| e´m0t `

|Λ|ÿ

p“´|A|

|Λ|ÿ

q“´|A|

e´m0ppq`e´m0pt´q´1q`

∥

∥XFΛ

p,qpE,Aq
∥

∥

¯
,

where FΛ

p,qpE,Aq “ QΛ

ďkP
rAsΛp
` P

sArΛp
´ RΛ

EP
rAsΛq
` P

sArΛq
´ QΛ

ďk for p, q P Z.

(3.36)
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(ii) We have the following estimates on Hilbert-Schmidt norms:

∥

∥XPA
´RΛ

EP
B
` QΛ

ďk

∥

∥

HS
ď Ck

´
|Λ|k e´m0t `

|Λ|ÿ

q“´|A|

e´m0pqq`

∥

∥

∥
XQΛ

ďkP
sArq
´ RΛ

EP
B
` QΛ

ďk

∥

∥

∥

HS

¯
.

(3.37)
Moreover, for s P p0, 1q we have

E
`∥
∥XPA

´RΛ

EP
B
` QΛ

ďk

∥

∥

s

HS

˘
ď Ck,s |Λ|

2sk`3
. (3.38)

Proof. Let A Ă B Ă Λ, A connected in Λ. Since X commutes with all the relevants
operators, we will just do the proof for X “ I.

Using (3.35), (3.18), and (3.23) we get
∥

∥PA
´RΛ

EP
B
`

∥

∥ ď C0e
´m0t ` k

∥

∥

∥
PA

´
pRΛ

k,EQ
Λ

ďk
pRΛ

k,EP
B
`

∥

∥

∥
` k2

∥

∥

∥
PA

´
pRΛ

k,EQ
Λ

ďkR
Λ

EQ
Λ

ďk
pRΛ

k,EP
B
`

∥

∥

∥
.

(3.39)
Using (3.24) , (A.7), and the fact that QΛ

ďk commutes with P˘ operators, we get

∥

∥

∥
PA

´
pRΛ

k,EQ
Λ

ďk`1
pRΛ

k,EP
B
`

∥

∥

∥
ď

|Λ|ÿ

q“´|A|

‖Dq‖‖Eq‖, (3.40)

where
Dq “ PA

´
pRΛ

k,EP
rAsq
` and Eq “ P

sArq
´

pRΛ

k,EP
B
` . (3.41)

Using (3.21), (3.23), and sArqĂ B for q ` 1 ď t, we get

‖Dq‖ ď C0e
´m0pqq` and ‖Eq‖ ď C0e

´m0pt´q´1q` for all q P Z. (3.42)

It follows that
∥

∥

∥

PA
´
pRΛ

k,EQ
Λ

ďk`1
pRΛ

k,EP
B
`

∥

∥

∥

ď C2

0

|Λ|ÿ

q“´|A|

e´m0pqq`e´m0pt´q´1q` ď C 1
0
|Λ| e´m0t. (3.43)

This leaves us with the estimation of the last term in (3.39). To this end, we use (3.24),
(A.7), and (3.42) to obtain

∥

∥

∥
PA

´
pRΛ

k,EQ
Λ

ďk`1
RΛ

EQ
Λ

ďk`1
pRΛ

k,EP
B
`

∥

∥

∥
ď

|Λ|ÿ

p“´|A|

|Λ|ÿ

q“´|A|

‖Dp‖ ‖Fp,q‖ ‖Eq‖

ď C2

0

|Λ|ÿ

p“´|A|

|Λ|ÿ

q“´|A|

e´m0ppq`e´m0pt´q´1q` ‖Fp,q‖ ,

(3.44)

where Fp,q “ FΛ
p,qpE,Aq is as in (3.36) for p, q P Z.

Combining (3.39), (3.43), and (3.44) we get (3.36).
To prove (3.37), we proceed as in (3.39) using (3.34), exploit ‖T1T2‖HS ď ‖T1‖ ‖T2‖HS,

and use (3.26), obtaining
∥

∥PA
´RΛ

EP
B
` QΛ

ďk

∥

∥

HS
ď Cke

´m0t |Λ|k ` k
∥

∥

∥
PA

´
pRΛ

k,EQ
Λ

ďkR
Λ

EP
B
` QΛ

ďk

∥

∥

∥

HS
. (3.45)

We then use (3.24), (A.7), and (3.42) to get

∥

∥

∥
PA

´
pRΛ

k,EQ
Λ

ďkR
Λ

EP
B
` QΛ

ďk

∥

∥

∥

HS
ď

|Λ|ÿ

q“´|A|

‖Dq‖
∥

∥

∥
QΛ

ďkP
sArq
´ RΛ

EP
B
` QΛ

ďk

∥

∥

∥

HS

ď
|Λ|ÿ

q“´|A|

C0e
´m0pqq`

∥

∥

∥
QΛ

ďkP
sArq
´ RΛ

EP
B
` QΛ

ďk

∥

∥

∥

HS
.

(3.46)
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Given s P p0, 1q, it follows from (3.37) and (3.33) that

E
`∥
∥XPA

´RΛ

EP
B
` QΛ

ďk

∥

∥

s

HS

˘
ď Ck,s |Λ|

2sk`3
. (3.47)

�

3.5. Large deviation estimate. Using a large deviation argument we get the following
refinement of (3.33). Recall we may assume ρΛpA,Bq ă 8 in view of (3.8).

Lemma 3.7. Let k P N. Let A Ă B Ă Λ, with ρΛpA,Bq ă 8. Given s P p0, 1
2
q, there

exist constants Ck,s, cµ ą 0 such that for all E P Iďk we have

E
`∥
∥χΛ

NQ
Λ

ďkP
A
´RΛ

EP
B
` QΛ

ďk

∥

∥

s

HS

˘
ď Ck,s |Λ|

2psk`1q
´
e´cµN ` e´m0ρ

ΛpA,Bq
¯
. (3.48)

In particular,

E
∥

∥χΛ

NQ
Λ

ďkP
A
´RΛ

EP
B
` QΛ

ďk

∥

∥

s ď Ck,s |Λ|
2psk`1q e´m0,µρ

ΛpA,Bq if 8kN ě ρΛpA,Bq, (3.49)

where m0,µ ą 0.

Proof. Recall HpNq
Λ

“ RanχΛ

N , and let HpN,kq
Λ

“ RanχΛ

NQ
Λ

ďk. Recall also that the restric-

tion of V Λ
ω to HpNq

Λ
is diagonalized by the canonical basis Φ

pNq
Λ

as in Remark 2.1(iii).
Let us first assume that N is such that Nλµ̄ ě 2k

`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
, where µ̄ denotes the mean of

the probability distribution µ (see Definition 2.2). The standard large deviation estimate
(Cramer’s Theorem) gives

P
 
λωpMq ă k

`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘(
ď P

 
ωpMq ă N µ̄

2

(
ď e´cµN for all M Ă Λ with |M | “ N,

(3.50)
where cµ is a constant depending only on the probability distribution µ. This implies
that there exists Ck ą 0 such that

P
 
λωpMq ă k

`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘(
ď Cke

´cµN for all N P N and M Ă Λ with |M | “ N. (3.51)

It follows that for the event

BN
k “

 
DM Ă Λ with |M | “ N, WΛ

M “ k and λωpMq ă k
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘(
, (3.52)

we have

PΛ

`
BN
k

˘
ď Cke

´cµN trQΛ,N
ďk ď Ck |Λ|

2k e´cµN for N “ 1, 2 . . . , |Λ| , (3.53)

where we also used Lemma 3.5. On the complementary event
`
BN
k

˘c
we have

λVωχ
Λ

NQ
Λ

ďk ě k
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
χΛ

NQ
Λ

ďk. (3.54)

If (3.54) holds we conclude that

HΛ,N ě
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
WΛ ` λVω “

´
Q

Λ,N
ďk ` Q

Λ,N
ěk`1

¯ ``
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
WΛ ` λVω

˘

ě
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
Q

Λ,N
ěk`1

WΛ ` Q
Λ,N
ďk

``
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
WΛ ` λVω

˘
ě pk ` 1q

`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
.

(3.55)

We deduce that for ω P
`
BN
k

˘c
and E P Iďk we have

HΛ,N ´ E ě pk ` 1q
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
´ pk ` 3

4
q
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
“ 1

4

`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
. (3.56)

Proceeding as in the derivation of (3.23), it follows from Lemma 3.1 and Remark 3.2,
that for ω P

`
BN
k

˘c
we have, for A Ă B Ă Λ with A connected in Λ that

∥

∥χΛ

NP
A
´RΛ

EP
B
`

∥

∥ ď C0e
´m0ρ

ΛpA,Bq. (3.57)
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Given E P Iďk, and letting T “ χNQ
Λ

ďkP
A
´RΛ

EP
B
` QΛ

ďk, we obtain

E p‖T‖sHSq ď E

´
χBN

k
‖T‖sHS

¯
` E

´
χpBN

k qc ‖T‖sHS

¯

ď
`
P
`
BN
k

˘˘ 1

2

`
E
`
‖T‖2sHS

˘˘ 1

2 ` C0e
´m0ρ

ΛpA,Bq
∥

∥χNQ
Λ

ďk

∥

∥

s

HS

ď Ck,s |Λ|
2psk`1q

´
e´ 1

2
cµN ` e´m0ρ

ΛpA,Bq
¯
,

(3.58)

where we used (3.53), Lemma 3.5, and (3.33) with 2s instead of s. This estimate is (3.48),
up to a redefinition of the constant cµ.

The estimate (3.49) follows immediately from (3.48). �

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 (2.17), 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 (2.17). To do so, let A Ă M Ă B Ă Λ, and
consider PMc

` PA
´RΛ

EP
B
` . Let K Ă Z be such that M Ă rKs´1 Ă K Ă rKs1 Ă B. The

resolvent identity yields (recall (3.10))

PMc

` PA
´RΛ

EP
B
` “ ´PMc

` PA
´R

K,Kc

E ΓKRΛ

EP
B
` “ ´PMc

` PA
´R

K,Kc

E PKc

` ΓKRΛ

EP
B
`

“ ´PMc

` PA
´RK

EP
Kc

` ΓKRΛ

EP
B
` ,

(3.59)

where we used that PA
´R

K,Kc

E PK
` “ 0 by (3.2) since rAsK8 Ă K, PMc

` R
K,Kc

E “ PMc

` R
K,Kc

E PKc

`

by (3.2) since Kc Ă M c, and R
K,Kc

E PKc

` “ RK
EP

Kc

` . Using the specific structure of

the XXZ Hamiltonian, that is, (A.3)-(A.5), we have PKc

` ΓK “ PKc

` P BΛK
´ ΓKP BΛK

´ “
PKc

` P
BΛ
inK

´ ΓKP
BΛ
exK

´ , so it follows from (3.59) that

PMc

` PA
´RΛ

EP
B
` “ ´PMc

` PA
´RK

EP
BΛ
inK

´ PKc

` ΓKP
BΛ
exK

´ RΛ

EP
B
` . (3.60)

We now use the resolvent identity for the operator H rKsΛ
1
,prKsΛ

1
qc and (A.3), obtaining

P
BΛ
exK

´ RΛ

EP
B
` “ ´P

BΛ
exK

´ RΛ

EP
BΛ
exK

´ ΓrKs1P
BΛ
exrKs1

´ P
rKs1
` R

rKsc
1

E PB
` . (3.61)

Combining (3.60)–(3.61), we obtain

PMc

` PA
´RΛ

EP
B
` “

pPA
´PMcXK

` RK
EP

BΛ
inK

´ qPKc

` ΓK
´
P

BΛ
exK

´ RΛ

EP
BΛ
exK

´

¯
ΓrKs1P

rKs1
`

´
P

BΛ
exrKs1

´ R
rKsc

1

E P
BXrKsc

1

`

¯
.

(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 (2.17). So, if we can perform the averaging over the random variables
at sites r P BΛ

exK to get rid of the middle resolvent, we will effectively decouple the
system into pieces supported by the disjoint subsets K and rKsc

1
. (Note that these pieces

do not depend on the random variables at sites r P BΛ
exK.) 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 3.6. 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 RanQΛ

ďk. Since QΛ

ďk is a multiplication operator in the canonical

basis
!
Φ

pNq
Λ

)|Λ|

N“0

introduced in (2.1), we just need to consider the elements ϕM of this basis

with M that belong to a set SΛ

N,k :“
 
M Ă Λ : |M | “ N, 1 ď WΛ

M ď k
(
, N ě 1. (Recall

that WΛ
M is the number of clusters of the configuration M , i.e., the number of connected

components of M in the graph Λ.) Denoting by πϕ the orthogonal projection onto Cϕ,

given M P SΛ

N,k, we abuse the notation and write πM for πϕM
, so πM “

´ś
jPM Nj

¯
PMc

` ,

and note that χΛ
NQ

Λ

ďk “ ř
MPSΛ

N,k
πM .

Given A Ă Λ , we set SΛ,A
N,k “

 
M P SΛ

N,k : M X A ‰ H
(
, and note that χΛ

NQ
Λ

ďkP
A
´ “ř

MPSΛ,A
N,k

πM . We set

γApMq “ max
xPM

distΛpx,Aq ď diamΛpMq “ max
x,yPM

distΛpx, yq for M P SΛ,A
N,k . (3.63)

Note that diamΛpMq “ N ´ 1 for k “ 1 and diamΛpMq ě N ě 2 for k ě 2.
If 8kN ă ρΛpA,Bq we will use the following lemma.

Lemma 3.8. Fix k ě 2. Let A Ă B Ă Λ be such that 8kN ă ρΛpA,Bq ă 8, and let

M P SΛ,A
N,k .

(i) Suppose γApMq ă 4kN . Then setting Z “ rAsΛ
6kN , we have

A Y M Ă rZs´1 Ă Z Ă rZs1 Ă B; ρΛpA Y M,Zq ě 2kN ; ρΛpZ,Bq ě 2kN. (3.64)

(ii) Suppose ρΛpA,Bq ď 2γApMq. Let dρ :“
Y
ρΛpA,Bq

6k

]
. Then there exists a P

t1, 2, . . . , 3k ´ 1u, such that, letting K “ rAsΛadρ, we have

ρΛ
`
BΛK,ΛzM

˘
ě dρ ´ 1. (3.65)

Moreover, letting M1 “ M XK and M2 “ M XKc, we have K Ă B and Mi ‰ H
for i “ 1, 2.

(iii) Suppose 8kN ă 2γApMq ă ρΛpA,Bq. Let dγ :“
Y
γApMq

3k

]
. Then there exists

a P t1, 2, . . . , 3k ´ 1u, such that, letting

K “ rAsΛadγ Y
´

rAsΛγApMq`dγ
zrAsΛadγ`1

¯
, (3.66)

we have

ρΛ
`
BΛK,ΛzM

˘
ě dγ ´ 1. (3.67)

Moreover, letting M1 “ M X rAsΛjdγ and M2 “ M X rAsΛγApMqzrAsΛjdγ`1
, we have

M1 Y M2 “ M Ă K Ă B and Mi ‰ H for i “ 1, 2.

Proof. Part (i) is obvious. To prove Parts (ii) and (iii), let d “ dρ in Part (ii), and
d “ dγ in Part (ii); note that d ě N in both cases. We set Ya “ rAsΛadzrAsΛpa´1qd Ă B for

a “ 1, 2, . . . , 3k; note 3kd ď ρΛpA,Bq
2

in both cases.
The set M consists of s clusters where 2 ď s ď k, so N ě 2. Each cluster has length

ď N ´ 1, so it can intersect at most two of the Ya’s (as d ě N), hence M can intersect
at most 2k of the distinct Ya’s. Thus there exists a˚ P t1, 2, . . . , 3k ´ 1u such that

M X pYa˚ Y Ya˚`1q “ H, (3.68)

and M1 “ M X rAsΛpa˚´1qd ‰ H since A X M ‰ H.
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To prove Part (ii) with d “ dρ, set K “ rAsΛa˚dρ
Ă B. Then M1 “ M X K ‰ H

since A X M ‰ H, and M2 “ M X pΛzKq ‰ H as ρΛpA,Bq ď 2γApMq by hypothesis.
Moreover, (3.65) holds due to (3.68).

To prove Part (iii) with d “ dγ, let K be given in (3.66). Then M1 “ M X K ‰ H
since A X M ‰ H, and M2 “ M X pΛzKq ‰ H as ρΛpA,Bq ď 2γApMq by hypothesis.
Moreover, (3.65) holds due to (3.68). �

Motivated by Lemma 3.8, given A Ă B Ă Λ with 8kN ă ρΛpA,Bq ă 8 we decompose

SΛ,A
N,k into three distinct groups:

(i) Small γApMq: M P GΛ,N
1 pA,Bq if 2γApMq ď 8kN ă ρΛpA,Bq.

(ii) Large γApMq: M P GΛ,N
2

pA,Bq if 8kN ă ρΛpA,Bq ď 2γApMq.
(iii) Intermediate γApMq: M P GΛ,N

3
pA,Bq if 8kN ă 2γApMq ă ρΛpA,Bq .

Note that for 8kN ă ρΛpA,Bq ă 8 we have

χΛ

NQ
Λ

ďkP
A
´ “

3ÿ

1“1

πGΛ,N
i pA,Bq, where πGΛ,N

i pA,Bq,“
ÿ

MPGΛ,N
i pA,Bq

πM . (3.69)

3.8. Decoupling revisited. We will need to estimate χΛ
NQ

Λ

ďkP
A
´RΛ

EP
B
` QΛ

ďk. If 8kN ě
ρΛpA,Bq we use (3.49). If 8kN ă ρΛpA,Bq, we note that

πMχΛ

NQ
Λ

ďkP
A
´RΛ

EP
B
` QΛ

ďk “ πMPA
´RΛ

EP
B
` QΛ

ďk for M P S
Λ,A
N,k . (3.70)

We will use different strategies for M P Gi “ GΛ,N
i pA,Bq, i “ 1, 2, 3.

If M P G1, we use the decoupling argument of Section 3.6, getting (3.62) with K “
rAsΛ

8kN . 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 γApMq for these type of contributions and the sub-harmonicity
argument concludes the analysis.

To handle M P G2, we consider K,M1,M2 as in Lemma 3.8(ii), set S “ rBKsΛdγ´1
, and

note that

πMPA
´RΛ

EP
B
` QΛ

ďk “ πMP S
`P

K
´ PKc

´ PA
´RΛ

EP
B
` QΛ

ďk. (3.71)

Using M1 Ă B, we get

P S
`P

K
´ PKc

´ RΛ

EP
B
` “ ´

´
P S

`P
K
´ PKc

´ R
K,Kc

E P BΛK
´

¯
ΓKP BΛK

´ RΛ

EP
B
` . (3.72)

The expression in parenthesis is estimated by reduction to lower energies E 1 P Iďk´1,
allowing the use of the induction hypothesis (in k) together with the estimate (3.65) to
obtain exponential decay in ρΛpA,Bq.

IfM P G3, we use a decoupling based on Lemma 3.8(iii), get exponential decay in γApMq
from the induction hypothesis (in k), and the sub-harmonicity argument concludes the
analysis.

3.9. Reduction to lower energies. We first observe that PA
´RΛ

EP
B
` “ PA

´
pRΛ

0,EP
B
` de-

cays exponentially in ρΛpA,Bq for E ď 3

4

`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
due to (3.23) with k “ 0, that is,

Theorem 2.4 holds for k=0. Suppose now that we already established (2.17) for all en-
ergies E P Iďk´1 and we want to push the allowable energies to the interval Iďk. The
principal idea here is to observe that if H ‰ K Ĺ Λ, then we have the nontrivial decou-
pling HK,Kc “ HK ` HKc

, and R
K,Kc

E can be decomposed as

R
K,Kc

E “
ÿ

νPσpHKc q

RK
E´ν b πκν , (3.73)
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where tκνuνPσpHKc q is an orthonormal basis for HKc that diagonalizes HKc

: HKc

κν “ νκν .
In particular, if K1 Ă K and K2 Ă Kc, we deduce that

PK1

´ PK2

´ R
K,Kc

E “
ÿ

νPσpHKc qXr1´ 1

∆
,8q

`
PK1

´ RK
E´ν

˘
b
`
PK2

´ πκν

˘
,

(3.74)

since PK2

´ πκ0
“ 0, and we have minνPσpHKc qzt0u ν ě 1 ´ 1

∆
. This is exactly the type of

setup we have in (3.71)–(3.72). It means that the factor PK1

´ PK2

´ allows us effectively to
lower the energy E P Iďk to E ´ ν P Iďk´1 and therefore use the induction hypothesis to
obtain exponential decay (we of course still need to control the summation over ν on the
right hand side of (3.74)).

4. Proof of the main theorem

In the section we prove Theorem 2.4. We fix ∆0 ą 5 and λ0 ą 0, and assume ∆ ě ∆0

and λ ě λ0. As discussed in Remark 3.3, the argument can be modified for ∆0 ą 1.
The proof proceeds by induction on k. Theorem 2.4 holds for k “ 0, since in this case

(2.17) follows from (3.23) with F0 “ C0, ξ0 “ 0 and θ0 “ m0 as PA
´RΛ

E “ PA
´RΛ

0,E . Given
k P N, we assume the theorem holds for k ´ 1, and we will prove the theorem holds for k.

We now fix k P N and Λ Ă Z, finite and nonempty . We also fix A Ă B Ă Λ, where
A is a nonempty subset connected in Λ; it follows that rAsΛp is also connected in Λ and
∣

∣sArΛp
∣

∣ ď 2 for all p P Z.

To derive the bound (2.17) from Lemma 3.6(i) we will estimate E

´
∥

∥FΛ
p,qpE,Aq

∥

∥

s

HS

¯

for p, q “ ´ |A| ,´ |A| ` 1, . . . , |Λ| for E P Iďk, where FΛ
p,qpE,Aq is given in (3.36). The

estimate (3.33) gives the a priori bound (Fp,q “ FΛ
p,qpE,Aq)

E ‖Fp,q‖
s

HS
ď Cλ´s

0
ks |Λ|2sk`2

. (4.1)

Since Fp,q “ F ˚
q,p, we may assume p ď q. If p “ q we use (4.1), if p ă q we note that

‖Fp,q‖HS
ď

∥

∥

∥
QΛ

ďkP
sArΛp
´ RΛ

EP
rAsΛq
` QΛ

ďk

∥

∥

∥

HS
ď

ÿ

jPsArΛp

∥

∥

∥
QΛ

ďkNjR
Λ

EP
rjsΛq´p´1

` QΛ

ďk

∥

∥

∥

HS
, (4.2)

where we used rsArΛp sΛq´p´1 Ă rAsΛq for p ă q.

For r P N0 and E P Iďk we set

fΛpk, E, rq “ max
ΘĂΛ

max
jPΘ

E

´∥
∥

∥
QΘ

ďkNjR
Θ

EP
rjsΘr
` QΘ

ďk

∥

∥

∥

s

HS

¯
, (4.3)

and prove the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let k P N, s P p0, 1
3
q, and assume Theorem 2.4 holds for k ´ 1. Then there

exist constants Dk, Ck, ζk, mk ą 0 (depending on k, ∆0, λ0 and s), such that such that,
for all ∆ ě ∆0 and λ ě λ0 with λ∆2 ě Dk, Λ Ă Z finite, energy E P Iďk, and r P N0, we
have

fΛpk, E, rq ď Ck |Λ|
ζk e´mkr. (4.4)

To finish the proof of the theorem, we assume that ∆ ě ∆0 and λ ě λ0 with λ∆2 ě Dk

as in the lemma. Then, since E p‖Fp,q‖qs
HS

ď 2fΛpk, E, |q ´ p| ´ 1q for |q ´ p| ě 1, and
we have (4.1) for q “ p, we obtain

E

¨
˝

|Λ|ÿ

p“´|A|

|Λ|ÿ

q“´|A|

e´m0ppq`e´m0pt´q´1q` ‖Fp,q‖

˛
‚

s

ď Ck |Λ|
ζk e´smkt. (4.5)
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The estimate (2.17) now follows from (3.36) and (4.5) (recall (3.6)), so Theorem 2.4
holds for k.

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

Lemma 4.2. Let k P N, s P p0, 1
3
q, and assume Theorem 2.4 holds for k ´ 1. Then there

exist constants Ck, ζk, mk ą 0 (depending on k, ∆0, λ0 and s), such that, for all ∆ ě ∆0

and λ ě λ0, j P Λ Ă Z finite, energy E P Iďk, N P N, and r P N0 such that 8kN ă r ,
we have

GΛ

Nprq “ E

´∥
∥

∥
χΛ

NQ
Λ

ďkNjR
Λ

EP
rjsΛr
` QΛ

ďk

∥

∥

∥

s

HS

¯

ď Ck

˜
|Λ|ζk e´mkr ` e´mkN

`
λ∆2

˘´s
rÿ

p“0

e´mkpr´pqfΛ

Nppq
¸
.

(4.6)

Proof. Let k P N, s P p0, 1

3
q, and assume Theorem 2.4 holds for k ´ 1. Let j P Λ Ă Z

finite and E P Iďk, N P N, and r P N0 such that 8kN ă r. Let GΛ

Nprq be as in (4.6). It

follows from (3.69), setting GN
i “ GΛ,N

i ptju , rjsΛr q, i “ 1, 2, 3 (see Section 3.7), that

GΛ

Nprq ď
3ÿ

i“1

Giprq, where Giprq “ G
Λ,N
i prq “ E

´∥
∥

∥
πGN

i
NjR

Λ

EP
rjsΛr
` QΛ

ďk

∥

∥

∥

s

HS

¯
. (4.7)

To estimate G1prq, we use (3.62) with M “ rjsΛ
4kN and K “ rjsΛ

6kN , (3.25), and (A.6),
obtaining

G1prq ď C
`
λ∆2

˘´s
EK p‖Y ‖sHSq EprKsΛ

1 qc p‖Z‖sHSq ;

Y :“ χK
NQ

K
ďkP

KzM
` RK

EP
BΛ
inK

´ , Z :“ P
BΛ
exrKs1

´ R
prKsΛ

1 qc

E P
rjsΛr XprKsΛ

1 qc

` Q
prKsΛ

1 qc

ďk χ
prKsΛ

1 qc

N .

(4.8)
To estimate EK p‖Y ‖sHSq, note that

‖Y ‖HS ď
ÿ

uPBΛ
inK

‖Yu‖HS, where Yu “ χK
NQ

K
ďkP

KzM
` RK

ENu, and
∣

∣BΛ

inK
∣

∣ ď 2.
(4.9)

Using (3.37) and ρKpBΛ
inK,KzMq ě 2kN , for u P BΛ

inK we get

EK p‖Yu‖
s
HSq ď Cs

k

˜
|K|sk e´sm02kN `

|K|ÿ

q“´1

e´sm0pqq`E

´›››χK
NQ

K
ďkP

surKq
´ RK

EP
KzM
` QK

ďk

s

HS

›››
¯¸

ď Ck,s

˜
|K|2sk`1 e´sm02kN ` 2

2kN´1ÿ

q“´1

e´sm0pqq`fK
N p2kN ´ q ´ 1q

¸

ď Ck,se
´m1

0,kkN .

(4.10)
where we used the a priori bounds (3.33) and (3.48).

Similarly,

‖Z‖HS ď
ÿ

uPBΛ
exrKs1

‖Zu‖HS, where Zu “ NuR
prKsΛ

1 qc

E P
rjsΛr XprKsΛ

1 qc

` Q
prKsΛ

1 qc

ďk χ
prKsΛ

1 qc

N , (4.11)
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and
∣

∣BΛ
exrKs1

∣

∣ ď 2. Using (3.37), for u P BexrKs1 we get

EprKsΛ
1 qc p‖Zu‖

s
HSq ď Cs

k

´
|Λ|sk e´sm0pr´6kN´2q`

|Λ|ÿ

q“´1

e´sm0pqq`E

´›››χprKsΛ
1 qc

N Q
prKsΛ

1 qc

ďk P
sur

prKsΛ
1 qc

q

´ R
prKsΛ

1 qc

E P
rjsΛr XprKsΛ

1 qc

` Q
prKsΛ

1 qc

ďk

›››
s

HS

¯¸

ď Cs
k

˜
|Λ|2sk`2 e´sm0pr´6kN´2q `

r´6kN´3ÿ

q“´1

e´sm0pqq`fΛ

Npr ´ 6kN ´ q ´ 3q
¸

“ Cs
k

˜
|Λ|2sk`2 e´sm0pr´6kN´2q `

r´6kN´2ÿ

p“0

e´sm0pr´p´6kN´3q`fΛ

Nppq
¸
.

(4.12)
Combining (4.8)-(4.12), we get

G1prq ď C
`
λ∆2

˘´s
e´m1

kkN
´
|Λ|2sk`2 e´m1

kr `
rÿ

p“0

e´m1
kpr´pqfΛ

Nppq
¯
, (4.13)

for an appropriate m1
k ą 0.

To estimate G2prq, we note that it follows from Lemma 3.8(ii), letting

Kpaq “ rjsΛadρ and Spaq “ rBΛKpaqsΛdρ´1
for a P N, (4.14)

that

G2prq ď
3k´1ÿ

a“1

G
paq
2

prq, G
paq
2

prq “ E

´∥
∥

∥
χΛ

NQ
Λ

ďkP
Spaq
` P

Kpaq
´ P

pKpaqqc

´ NjR
Λ

EP
rjsΛr
` QΛ

ďk

∥

∥

∥

s

HS

¯
.

(4.15)

To estimate G
paq
2 prq, we use (3.71) and (3.72), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and

Hölder’s inequality (recall 3s ă 1), to get (we mostly omit a from the notation)

G
paq
2 prq ď C∆´s

`
E ‖Y ‖2s

˘1{2 `
E ‖Z‖2sHS

˘1{2

ď C∆´s pE ‖Y ‖sq1{4 `
E ‖Y ‖3s

˘1{4 `
E ‖Z‖2sHS

˘1{2
,

(4.16)

where

Y “ χΛ

NQ
Λ

ďkP
Spaq
` P

Kpaq
´ P

pKpaqqc

´ NjR
Kpaq,pKpaqqc

E P
BΛKpaq
´ and Z “ P

BΛKpaq
´ RΛ

EP
rjsΛr
` QΛ

ďkχ
Λ

N .

(4.17)
It follows immediately from (3.38) that

E ‖Z‖2sHS ď C |Λ|4sk`3 and E ‖Y ‖3s ď C |Λ|6sk`3
, (4.18)

where we used
∣

∣BΛKpaq
∣

∣ ď 4 since Kpaq is connected, and hence we have

G
paq
2

prq ď C∆´s |Λ|
7

2
sk` 9

4 pE ‖Y ‖sq1{4
. (4.19)

To estimate E ‖Y ‖s, we use ( the dependence on a is being ommitted)

‖Y ‖ ď
ÿ

xPBΛK

‖Yx‖ , with Yx “ χΛ

NQ
Λ

ďkP
S
`P

K
´ PKc

´ NjR
K,Kc

E Nx. (4.20)

We consider first the case x P BΛ
inK . Using (3.74), we can further decompose Yx as

Yx “
ÿ

νPσpHKc qXr1´ 1

∆
,8q

Yx,ν, Yx,ν “ χΛ

NQ
Λ

ďkP
S
`P

K
´ PKc

´ Nj

`
RK

E´ν b πκν

˘
Nx. (4.21)
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Note that

‖Yx‖ “ max
ν

‖Yx,ν‖ ď
ÿ

νPσpHKc qXr1´ 1

∆
,kp1´ 1

∆
qq

‖Yx,ν‖ ` max
νPσpHKc qXrkp1´ 1

∆
q,8q

‖Yx,ν‖ . (4.22)

Clearly, we can bound

‖Yx,ν‖ ď
∥

∥P S
`

`
RK

E´ν b πκν

˘
Nx

∥

∥ ď
∥

∥P SXK
` RK

E´νNx

∥

∥ . (4.23)

For ν ě 1 ´ 1

∆
, we have E ´ ν P Iďk´1 for E P Iďk (recall (2.14)). For ν P σpHKcq X

r1 ´ 1

∆
, kp1 ´ 1

∆
qq, we use the induction hypothesis for Theorem 2.4 and the statistical

independence of HKc

and tωiuiPK to conclude that

E‖Yx,ν‖
s ď EK

∥

∥P SXK
` RK

E´νNx

∥

∥

s ď Ck´1 |Λ|
ξk´1 e´θk´1

r
6k , (4.24)

where we used (3.65).
For ν P σpHKcq X rkp1 ´ 1

∆
q,8q, E ´ ν ď 3

4

`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
, and in this case

P SXK
` RK

E´νNx “ P SXK
`

pRK
E´νNx, (4.25)

so it follows from (3.23) with k “ 0, using (3.65), that

‖Yx,ν‖ ď C0e
´m0

r
6k . (4.26)

Using (4.22), (4.24), (4.26), and (3.27), we get

E ‖Yx‖
s ď C |Λ|ξk´1 e´θk´1

r
6k trχr1´ 1

∆
,kp1´ 1

∆
qqpHKcq ď Ck |Λ|

ξk´1`2k e´
θk´1

6k
r. (4.27)

Similar considerations show that the estimate (4.27) holds also for x P BΛ
exK.

Combining (4.20) and (4.27) and recalling
∣

∣BΛK
∣

∣ ď 4, we get

E ‖Y ‖s ď Ck |Λ|
ξk´1`2k e´

θk´1

6k
r. (4.28)

Combining (4.19) and (4.28), we see that

G
paq
2 prq ď Ck∆

´s |Λ|ζk e´
θk´1

24k
r. (4.29)

It now follows from (4.15) and (4.29) that

G2prq ď Ck∆
´s |Λ|ζk e´

θk´1

24k
r ď Ck∆

´s |Λ|ζk e´θ2
k´1

r. (4.30)

To estimate G3prq, given 4kN ă γ ă r
2
, we let dγ :“

X
γ

3k

\
. Given a P t1, 2, . . . , 3k ´ 1u,

we let Kpa, γq be as in (3.66) with A “ tju, and let K1pa, γq “ rjsΛadγ , the connected

component ofKpa, γq that contains j. We also set K2pa, γq “ Kpa, γqzK1pa, γq, Spa, γq “
rBΛKpa, γqsΛdγ´1

, and T pa, γq “ rjsΛγtjupMq. It follows from Lemma 3.8(iii) that

πM “ πMP
T pa,γtjupMqq
` P

Spa,γtjupMqq
` P

K1pa,γtjupMqq
´ P

K2pa,γtjupMqq
´ , (4.31)

for some a P t1, 2, . . . , 3k ´ 1u, and hence

G3prq ď
t r
2
uÿ

γ“4kN`1

3k´1ÿ

a“1

G
pa,γq
3

prq, where

G
pa,γq
3 prq “ E

´∥
∥

∥
χΛ

NQ
Λ

ďkP
T pa,γq
` P

Spa,γq
` P

K1pa,γq
´ P

K2pa,γq
´ NjR

Λ

EP
rjsΛr
` QΛ

ďk

∥

∥

∥

s

HS

¯
.

(4.32)
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To estimate G
pa,γq
3 prq, we start with the following analogue of (4.8) (we mostly omit

pa, γq from the notation):

G
pa,γq
3

prq ď C
`
λ∆2

˘´s
EK p‖Y ‖sq ErKsc

1
p‖Z‖sHSq ;

Y :“ χK
NQ

K
ďkP

TXK
` P S

`P
K1

´ PK2

´ RK
EP

BΛ
inK

´ ,

Z :“ P
BΛ
exrKs1

´ R
prKsΛ

1 qc

E P
rjsΛr XprKsΛ

1 qc

` Q
prKsΛ

1 qc

ďk χ
prKsΛ

1 qc

N .

(4.33)

Proceeding exactly as in (4.11)-(4.12), we get

EprKsΛ
1 qc p‖Z‖sHSq ď Cs

k

´
|Λ|ξk e´sm0pr´γ´dγq `

r´pγ`dγ q´2ÿ

p“0

e´sm0pr´p´pγ`dγq´3q`fΛ

Nppq
¯
.

(4.34)
We estimate E ‖Y ‖s similarly to (4.20)-(4.28). We have

‖Y ‖ ď
ÿ

xPBinK

‖Yx‖ , where Yx “ χK
NQ

K
ďkP

TXK
` P S

`P
K1

´ PK2

´ RK
ENx. (4.35)

We consider first the case x “ xi P Bin

`
rKsΛ

1

˘c
Ki, i P t1, 2u , and i1 “ t1, 2u z tiu. Using

(3.74), we can further decompose Yx as

Yxi
“

ÿ

νPσpHK
i1 qXr1´ 1

∆
,8q

Yxi,ν , Yxi,ν “ P S
`P

Ki1

´

`
RKi

E´ν b πκν

˘
Nx. (4.36)

Note that

‖Yxi
‖ “ max

ν
‖Yxi,ν‖ ď

ÿ

νPσpHK
i1 qXr1´ 1

∆
,kp1´ 1

∆
qq

‖Yxi,ν‖ ` max
νPσpHK

i1 qXrkp1´ 1

∆
q,8q

‖Yxi,ν‖ . (4.37)

Clearly, we can bound

‖Yxi,ν‖ ď
∥

∥P S
`

`
RKi

E´ν b πκν

˘
Nxi

∥

∥ ď
∥

∥P SXKi
` RKi

E´νNxi

∥

∥ . (4.38)

For ν ě 1 ´ 1

∆
, we have E ´ ν P Iďk´1 for E P Iďk (recall (2.14)). For ν P σpHKi1 q X

r1 ´ 1

∆
, kp1 ´ 1

∆
qq, we use the induction hypothesis for Theorem 2.4 and the statistical

independence of HKi1 and tωiuiPKi
to conclude that

E‖Yx,ν‖
s ď EKi

∥

∥P SXKi
` RKi

E´νNxi

∥

∥

s ď Ck´1 |Ki|
ξk´1 e´θk´1dγ ď Ck´1 |γ|

ξk´1 e´θk´1dγ .

(4.39)
For ν P σpHKi1 q X rkp1 ´ 1

∆
q,8q, E ´ ν ď 3

4

`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
, and in this case

P SXKi
` RKi

E´νNx “ P SXKi
`

pRKi

E´νNxi
,

so it follows from (3.23) with k “ 0 that

‖Yxi,ν‖ ď C0e
´m0dγ . (4.40)

Using (4.37), (4.39), (4.40), and (3.27), we get

E ‖Yxi
‖s ď Cγξk´1e´

θk´1

3k
γ trχr1´ 1

∆
,kp1´ 1

∆
qqpHKi1 q ď Ckγ

ξk´1`2k e´
θk´1

3k
γ . (4.41)

Combining (4.35) and (4.41) and recalling
∣

∣BΛ
inKi

∣

∣ ď 4, we get

E ‖Y ‖s ď Ck |γ|
ξk´1`2k e´

θk´1

3k
γ ď Cke

´θ1
k´1

γ. (4.42)

Combining (4.33), (4.34), and (4.42), we get

G
pa,γq
3 prq ď Ck

`
λ∆2

˘´s
e´θ1

k´1
γ
´
|Λ|2sk`2 e´sθ1

k´1
r `

rÿ

p“0

e´sθ1
k´1

pr´pqfΛ

Nppq
¯
. (4.43)
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It follows from (4.32) and (4.43) that

G3prq ď Ck

`
λ∆2

˘´s
e´ pmN

´
|Λ|2sk`2 e´sθ1

k´1
r `

rÿ

p“0

e´sθ1
k´1

pr´pqfΛ

Nppq
¯
. (4.44)

Putting together (4.7), (4.13), (4.30) , and (4.44), we obtain (4.6). �

We can now prove Lemma 4.1.

Proof of Lemma 4.1. For Λ Ă Z finite, E P Iďk, N P N, and r P N
0 , we set

fΛ

N prq “ fΛ

N pk, E, rq “ max
ΘĂΛ

max
jPΘ

E

´∥
∥

∥
χΘ

NQ
Θ

ďkNjR
Θ

EP
rjsΘr
` QΘ

ďk

∥

∥

∥

s

HS

¯
. (4.45)

Note that fΛ
Nprq is monotone increasing in Λ, and it follows from (3.33) that

max
rPN0

fΛ

Nprq ď Cλ´sks |Λ|2sk`1
. (4.46)

Moreover, if 8kN ě r, it follows from (3.49) that

fΛ

N prq ď Ck,s |Λ|
2psk`1q

e´m0,µr. (4.47)

If 8kN ă r we use Lemma 4.2. Since this lemma holds for arbitrary finite subsets of
Z, it follows from (4.6) that for 8kN ă r we have

fΛ

Nprq ď Ck

˜
|Λ|ζk e´mkr ` e´mkN

`
λ∆2

˘´s
rÿ

p“0

e´mkpr´pqfΛ

N ppq
¸
, (4.48)

for all Λ Ă Z finite. Combining with (4.47), we get (with possibly slightly different
constants C, mk ą 0, ζk ą 0)

fΛprq ď
|Λ|ÿ

N“1

fΛ

N prq ď C

˜
|Λ|ζk e´mkr `

`
λ∆2

˘´s
rÿ

p“0

e´mkpr´pq

¸
. (4.49)

The proof can now be completed by a standard subharmonicity argument. Let hΛprq “
fΛprq ´ 2C |Λ|ζk e´mk

r
2 , and take ∆ ě ∆0 and λ ě λ0 such that

2C
`
λ∆2

˘´s
8ÿ

q“´8

e´mk
|q|
2 ď 1. (4.50)

Then (4.49) implies that

hΛprq ď C |Λ|ζk e´mkr ´ 2C |Λ|ζk e´mk
r
2

` C
`
λ∆2

˘´s
rÿ

p“0

e´mkpr´pq
´
hΛppq ` 2C |Λ|ζk e´mk

p
2

¯

ď C |Λ|ζk
`
e´mkr ´ e´mk

r
2

˘
` C

`
λ∆2

˘´s
rÿ

p“0

e´mkpr´pqhΛppq,

(4.51)

for all r P N0. In addition, it follows from (4.46) that

R “ sup
rPN0

hΛprq ď sup
rPN0

fΛprq ď C |Λ|2sk`3 ă 8. (4.52)

We claim that R ď 0, which implies that (4.4) holds (with different constants), finishing
the proof of Lemma 4.1. Indeed, suppose that R ą 0. Then it follows from (4.51) and
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(4.50) that

R ď C
`
λ∆2

˘´s
sup
rPN0

˜
|Λ|ÿ

p“0

e´mk |r´p|

¸
R ď C

`
λ∆2

˘´s

˜
8ÿ

q“´8

e´mk
|q|
2

¸
R ď 1

2
R, (4.53)

a contradiction. �

The proof of Theorem 2.4 is complete.

5. Quasi-locality in expectation

In this section we prove Corollary 2.6. 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 P N and let s, θk, ξk be as in (2.17), slightly modified so (2.17) holds with
ρΛpA,Bq substituted for distΛpA,Bcq (recall (3.6)).

We fix a finite subset Λ of Z . Given H ‰ K Ă Λ, we let HK 1
be the restriction of

HK to RanPK
´ “ RanχNpNKq, Kc “ ΛzK (we allow Kc “ H), and consider HK 1,Kc “

HK 1 `HKc

, ΓK 1,Kc “ HΛ´HK 1,Kc

, RK 1,Kc

E “ pHK 1,Kc ´Eq´1, operators on RanPK
´ ‘HKc .

Given an interval I and an operator H , we set σIpHq “ σpHq X I.
We start by proving Wegner-like estimates for the XXZ model.

Lemma 5.1. Let H ‰ K Ă Λ.

(i) Consider the open interval I Ă Ik. Then

PK

!
σIpHK 1,Kcq ‰ H

)
ď Ckλ

´1 |I| |Λ|2k`1
. (5.1)

(ii) Let 0 ă δ ă 1

4

`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
. Then (recall (2.14))

P

!
dist

!
σpIkpHK 1,Kcq, σpIkpHKcq

)
ă δ

)
ď Ckλ

´1δ |Λ|4k`1
. (5.2)

Proof. To prove Part (i), recall (3.27) (it applies to HpK 1,Kcq), let E1 ď E2 ď . . . be the at

most Ck |Λ|2k eigenvalues of HK 1,Kc

in pIďk, counted with multiplicity, which we consider
as functions of ωK for fixed ωKc. Since NK ě 1, each EnpωKq is a monotone function on
R|K|. Let e “ p1, 1, . . . , 1q P R|K|. We have EnpωK ` teq ´ EnpωKq ě λt for all t ą 0 and
all n by the min-max principle, so we can apply Stollmann’s Lemma [46] to get

PKtEnpωKq P Iu ď C |I|λ´1 |K| . (5.3)

In view of (3.27), (5.1) follows using (5.3) for each one of the eigenvalues En.
Part (ii) follows from Part (i) and (3.27) for HKc

, since the random variables ωK and
ωKc are independent. �

Let E P R, m ą 0, r P N, H ‰ K Ă Λ, and let H7 denote either HK or HpK 1,Kcq. Then
the operator HK7

is said to be pm,E, rq-regular if
FK7

E ď e´mr and distpE, σpHK7qq ą e´mr,

where FK7

E “ max
iPK

FK7

E piq with FK7

E piq “
∥

∥

∥
NiR

K7

E P
risKr
`

∥

∥

∥
.

(5.4)

In addition, consider the probabilistic event

FΛ

k pK,m, rq “
!
E P Ik ùñ either HpK 1,Kcq or HKc

is pm,E, rq-regular
)
. (5.5)

Lemma 5.2. Let H ‰ K Ĺ Λ , and let r P N, r ě 18

θk
. Then

P
 `
FΛ

k pK, θk
9
, rq

˘c( ď C |Λ|ξ
1
k e´

θk
9
r. (5.6)
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Proof. Let H ‰ K Ĺ Λ, r ě 18

θk
, and set m “ θk

9
, so emr ě 4. Let S denote either the

pair K 1, Kc or Kc, and let S 1 “ K if S “ K 1, Kc, or S 1 “ Kc if S “ Kc. Consider the
(random) energy sets

DS “
 
E P Ik : F S

E ą e´mr
(

and JS “
 
E P Ik : F S

E ą e´2mr
(
, (5.7)

and the event

JS “
 
|JS| ą e´5mr

(
. (5.8)

Using (2.17) we get

P tJSu ď e5mr
E t|JS|u ď e5mr

E

"ż

Ik

e2smr
`
F S
E

˘s
dE

*

ď e7mr

ż

Ik

ÿ

iPS1

E
 `
F S
E piq

˘s(
dE ď Ck |Λ|

ξk`1
e´2mr.

(5.9)

We now consider the (random) energy set

YS “
 
E P Ik : distpE, σpHSqq ď e´mr

(
, (5.10)

and claim that DS Ă YS on the complementary event J c
S “ t|JS| ď e´5mru.

To see this, suppose |JS| ď e´5mr and E P DSzYS. Since E P DS, there exists i P S 1

such that F S
E piq ą e´mr. Let E 1 P Ik such that |E 1 ´ E| ď 2e´5mr. Using E P YS we get

distpE 1, σpHSq ą e´mr ´ 2e´5mr ě 1

2
e´mr. Thus, using the resolvent identity and r ě 18

θk
,

we have

F S
E1piq ě F S

E piq ´ |E 1 ´ E|
∥

∥RS
E

∥

∥

∥

∥RS
E1

∥

∥ ą e´mr ´ p2e´5mrqemrp2emrq ě e´2mr. (5.11)

It follows that rE ´ 2e´5mr, E ` 2e´5mrs X Ik Ă JS. Since |Ik| ě 2e´5mr as r ě 18

θk
, we

conclude that |JS| ě 2e´5mr ą e´5mr, a contradiction.

We proved that |JS| ď e´5mr implies DS Ă YS, so pYS “ IkzYS Ă IkzDS. In particular,

outside the event JS, E P pYS implies that HS is pm,E, rq-regular.
We now consider the event

EK “
!
IkzppYK 1,Kc Y pYKcq ‰ H

)
“ tIk X YK 1,Kc X YKc ‰ Hu

Ă
!
dist

!
σpIkpHK 1,Kcq, σpIkpHKcq

)
ď 2e´mr

)
,

(5.12)

and note that it follows from Lemma 5.1(ii) that

P tEKu ď Ck |Λ|
4k`1

e´mr. (5.13)

Since

P tEK Y JK 1,Kc Y JKcu ď Ck |Λ|
4k`1

e´mr ` 2Ck |Λ|
ξk`1

e´2mr ď C |Λ|ξ
1
k e´mr, (5.14)

and on the complementary event we have Ik “ pYK 1,Kc Y pYKc, so for E P Ik either HK 1,Kc

or HKc

is pm,E, rq-regular, the lemma is proved. �

Proof of Corollary 2.6. Let A Ă B Ă Λ, A connected in Λ, let r “ ρΛpA,Bq, and recall
∥

∥PA
´ fpHΛqPB

`

∥

∥ ď
∥

∥

∥
PA

´ fpHΛqP rAsΛr
`

∥

∥

∥
.

We set

ΘΛpA, rq “ sup
fPBpIďkq:

}f}8ď1

∥

∥

∥
PA

´ fpHΛqP rAsΛr
`

∥

∥

∥
ď 1.

(5.15)
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To estimate E
 
ΘΛpA, rq

(
, note that

ΘΛpA, rq ď
ÿ

EPσIk
pHΛq

∥

∥

∥
PA

´PtEuP
rAsΛr
`

∥

∥

∥
, where PtEu “ χtEupHΛq. (5.16)

The spectrum ofHΛ 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 P σpHΛq we let φE denote the corresponding
eigenfunction, and let NE P N0 be given by NΛφE “ NEφE.

For E P Ik we have

PtEu “ pRΛ

k,E

´
pHΛ

k ´ E
¯
PtEu “ pRΛ

k,E

´
pHΛ

k ´ HΛ ` pHΛ ´ Eq
¯
PtEu

“ k
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘ pRΛ

k,E QΛ

ďkPtEu.
(5.17)

Let r ě Rk “ 6kpr18
θk

s ` 2q. Using (A.7) and (3.23), we obtain
∥

∥

∥
PA

´PtEuP
rAsΛr
`

∥

∥

∥
“ k

`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘∥
∥

∥
PA

´
pRΛ

k,E QΛ

ďkPtEuP
rAsΛr
`

∥

∥

∥

“ k
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘ ∥
∥

∥
PA

´
pRΛ

k,EP
rAsΛ8
´ QΛ

ďkPtEuP
rAsΛr
`

∥

∥

∥

ď k

|Λ|ÿ

q“´|A|

∥

∥

∥
PA

´
pRΛ

k,EP
rAsΛq
`

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥
P

sArΛq
´ QΛ

ďkPtEuP
rAsΛr
`

∥

∥

∥

ď C0

|Λ|ÿ

q“´|A|

e´m0pqq`

∥

∥

∥
P

sArΛq
´ QΛ

ďkPtEuP
rAsΛr
`

∥

∥

∥

ď 2C0

r´1´Rkÿ

q“´|A|

e´m0pqq`

ÿ

uPsArΛq

∥

∥

∥
QΛ

ďkNuPtEuP
rusΛr´q´1

`

∥

∥

∥
` Ck |Λ| e

´m0r.

(5.18)
Let u P Λ and p ě Rk. If 8kNE ě p, it follows from (3.53)-(3.55) that

∥

∥

∥
χΛ

NE
QΛ

ďkNuPtEuP
rusΛp
`

∥

∥

∥
ď χ

B
NE
k

,

PΛ

`
BNE

k

˘
ď Ck |Λ|

2k
e´cµNE ď Ck |Λ|

2k e´
cµ
8k

p.

(5.19)

If p ą 8kNE , we set (cf. (4.14))

Kp0q “ rusΛ3p
4

and Kpaq “ rusΛ
at p

6k u for a “ 1, 2, . . . , 3k ´ 1,

Spaq “ rBΛKpaqsΛt p
6k u´1

for a “ 0, 1, . . . , 3k ´ 1.
(5.20)

Using Lemma 3.8, we get

›››χΛ

NE
QΛ

ďkNuPtEuP
rusΛp
`

››› ď
3k´1ÿ

a“0

›››χΛ

NE
QΛ

ďkNuY paqPtEuP
rusΛp
`

›››, (5.21)

where Y p0q “ P
ΛzrusΛp

2

` and Y paq “ P
Spaq
` P

Kpaq
´ P

Kcpaq
´ for a ą 0.

We now consider the event (see (5.5))

Jkpu, pq “
3k´1č

a“0

FΛ

k pKpaq, pθk, ppq, where pθk “ θk
9
and pp “

X
p

6k

\
´ 1 ě 18

θk
, (5.22)
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and note that it follows from Lemma 5.2 that

P tpJkpu, pqqcu ď 3kC |Λ|ξ
1
k e´xθk pp. (5.23)

For ω P Jkpu, pq and a P t0, 1, . . . , 3k ´ 1u, either HpKpaq,Kcpaqq or HKcpaq is ppθk, E, ppq-
regular (Kcpaq “ pKpaqqc). If HKcpaq is ppθk, E, ppq-regular, we note that

PtEuP
rusΛp
` “ PtEu

`
HKpaq ` HKcpaq ´ E

˘
R

Kcpaq
E P

rusΛp
`

“ ´PtEuΓ
pKpaq,KcpaqqP

BΛ
exKpaq

´ P
Kpaq
` R

Kcpaq
E P

rusΛp
` ,

(5.24)

where we have used R
Kcpaq
E P

rusΛp
` “ P

Kpaq
` R

Kcpaq
E P

rusΛp
` due to Kpaq Ă rusΛp . We deduce that

∥

∥

∥
χΛ

NE
QΛ

ďkNuY paqPtEuP
rusΛp
`

∥

∥

∥
ď

∥

∥

∥
PtEuP

rusΛp
`

∥

∥

∥
ď 1

∆

∥

∥

∥
P

BΛ
exKpaq

´ R
Kcpaq
E P

rusΛp XpKcpaqq
`

∥

∥

∥
ď 2e

´xθk pp

∆
,

(5.25)

using (A.3), (5.4), and the definition of Kpaq. If HpKpaq,Kcpaqq is ppθk, E, ppq-regular, we use

NuPtEuP
rusΛp
` “ NuR

pKpaq,Kcpaqq
E

`
HpKpaq,Kcpaqq ´ E

˘
PtEuP

rusΛp
`

“ ´NuR
pKpaq,Kcpaqq
E P

BΛKpaq
´ ΓpKpaq,KcpaqqPtEuP

rusΛp
` .

(5.26)

Thus
∥

∥

∥
χΛ

NE
QΛ

ďkNuY paqPtEuP
rusΛp
`

∥

∥

∥
ď

∥

∥

∥
NuY paqPtEuP

rusΛp
`

∥

∥

∥
ď 1

∆

∥

∥

∥
NuY paqRpKpaq,Kcpaqq

E P
BΛKpaq
´

∥

∥

∥

ď 1

∆

∥

∥

∥
P

Spaq
` R

pKpaq,Kcpaqq
E P

BΛKpaq
´

∥

∥

∥
ď 2

∆
e´xθkpp,

(5.27)
using (A.3), (5.4), and the definition of Spaq.

Combining (5.21), (5.25) and (5.27), we conclude that for p ą 8kNE and ω P Jkpu, pq
we have

∥

∥

∥
χΛ

NE
QΛ

ďkNuPtEuP
rusΛp
`

∥

∥

∥
ď 12k

∆
e´xθk pp. (5.28)

Since
∥

∥

∥
χΛ
NE

QΛ

ďkNuPtEuP
rusΛp
`

∥

∥

∥
ď 1, it follows that for p ą 8kNE we have

∥

∥

∥
χΛ

NE
QΛ

ďkNuPtEuP
rusΛp
`

∥

∥

∥
ď 12k

∆
e´xθk pp ` χJkpu,pqc . (5.29)

It follows that for u P Λ and p ě Rk, using (5.19) , (5.29), and (3.27), we conclude
that

E

´ ÿ

EPσIk
pHΛq

›››QΛ

ďkNuPtEuP
rusΛp
`

›››
¯

ď Ck |Λ|
ξ1
k e´θ1

kp. (5.30)

Combining with (5.16), (5.18), (3.27), we obtain

E
 
ΘΛpA, rq

(
ď Ck |Λ|

ξ1
k e´θ1

k
r. (5.31)

The estimate (5.31) holds for r ě Rk. Since E
 
ΘΛpA, rq

(
ď 1 for all r ě 0, it holds for

all r ě 0 if the constant Ck is replaced by the constant rCk “ Cke
θ1
k
pRk . �

Appendix A. Useful identities

In this appendix we list some useful identities. Their derivations are straightforward,
so we leave out the proofs.

We fix Λ Ă Z finite,
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‚ For all i, j P Λ we have (recall (2.15))

P
tiu
´ “ Ni,

P
ti,ju
´ “ Ni ` Nj ´ NiNj “ Ni p1 ´ Njq ` Nj “ P

ptjuq
` Ni ` Nj.

(A.1)

‚ Consider the self-adjoint operator hi,i`1 (recall (2.8)) on the four-dimensional
Hilbert space Hti,i`1u “ C2

i b C2
i`1

. An explicit calculation shows that hi,i`1 has
eigenvalues ´1, 0,˘ 1

∆
. It follows that if ti, i ` 1u Ă Λ we have

‖hi,i`1‖ “ 1 on HΛ. (A.2)

‚ The following identities hold on HΛ for ti, i ` 1u Ă Λ:

hi,i`1P
ti,i`1u
` “ P

ti,i`1u
` hi,i`1 “ 0,

∥

∥

∥
P

tiu
` hi,i`1

∥

∥

∥
“

∥

∥

∥
P

ti`1u
` hi,i`1

∥

∥

∥
“ 1

2∆
,

P
ptiuq
` hi,i`1P

ptiuq
` “ P

pti`1uq
` hi,i`1P

pti`1uq
` “ 0,

hi,i`1NiNi`1 “ NiNi`1hi,i`1 “ NiNi`1hi,i`1NiNi`1.

(A.3)

In particular, the first identity above implies

hi,i`1 “ hi,i`1P
ti,i`1u
´ “ P

ti,i`1u
´ hi,i`1 “ P

ti,i`1u
´ hi,i`1P

ti,i`1u
´ . (A.4)

‚ Let K Ă Λ, and recall (3.10). It follows from (A.4) that

ΓK “ P BΛK
´ ΓKP BΛK

´ . (A.5)

If K is connected in Λ, it follows from (A.5) that
∥

∥PK
` ΓK

∥

∥ ď 1

∆
and

∥

∥PKc

` ΓK
∥

∥ ď 1

∆
. (A.6)

‚ The following identities hold for any non-empty M Ă Λ (recall (2.16)):

P
rMs8

´ PM
` “

|Λ|ÿ

q“0

P
rMsΛq
` P

sMrΛq
´ “

|Λ|ÿ

q“0

P
rMsΛq
` P

BΛ
exrMsq

´ ,

PM
´ “

´1ÿ

q“´|M |

P
rMsΛq
` P

sMrΛq
´ “

´1ÿ

q“´|M |

P
rMsΛq
` P

BΛ
inrMsq`1

´ ,

P
rMsΛ8
´ “

|Λ|ÿ

q“´|M |

P
rMsΛq
` P

sMrΛq
´ .

(A.7)

Appendix B. Many-body quasi-locality

In this appendix we prove (1.6). Recall we only consider finite subsets of Z. We fix
Λ Ă Z and consider the Hilbert space HΛ.

Lemma B.1. Suppose that H P AΛ satisfies

(i) For all K Ă Λ we have rPK
´ , HsP rKsΛ

1

` “ 0.

(ii) For all connected K Ă Λ we have
∥

∥rPK
´ , Hs

∥

∥ ď γ.

Then for all A Ă B Ă Λ, A connected in Λ, we have

∥

∥PA
´ eitH PB

`

∥

∥ ď γr |t|
r

r!
, where r “ distΛ pA,Bcq ě 1. (B.1)
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Proof. We note that rAsΛs Ă B for s “ 0, 1, . . . , r ´ 1. We have

PA
´ eitH PB

` “ ieitH
ż t

0

KpsqPB
` ds, (B.2)

where Kpsq “ e´isH rPA
´ , Hs eisH. If r ě 2, condition (i) of the Lemma yields Kpsq “

e´isH rPA
´ , HsP rAsΛ

1

´ eisH . Proceeding recursively, we get

PA
´ eitH PB

` “ ir
ż t

0

ż s1

0

. . .

ż sr´1

0

rź

j“1

Kj´1psjqdsj PB
` ,

Kjpsq “ e´isH rP rAsj
´ , Hs eisH.

(B.3)

Using assumption (ii), we get

∥

∥PA
´ eitH PB

`

∥

∥ ď γr |t|
r

r!
. (B.4)

�

Lemma B.2. Let f P Cn
0
, i.e., f is compactly supported and n times differentiable

function on R (with n ě 2). Then for A,B,H as in Lemma B.1 and r “ distΛ pA,Bcq,
we have

∥

∥PA
´ fpHqPB

`

∥

∥ ď rCpf, nqr´pn´1qminp1, r
n

q ď rCpf, nqr´n. (B.5)

Proof. Let f̂ denote the Fourier transform of f , then we have
∣

∣

∣
f̂ptq

∣

∣

∣
ď Cpf, nqxty´n for

t P R (we recall that xty :“
?
1 ` t2). We can bound

∥

∥PA
´ fpHqPB

`

∥

∥ ď
ż

R

∥

∥PA
´ eitH PB

`

∥

∥

∣

∣

∣
f̂ptq

∣

∣

∣
dt `

ż

Rc

∣

∣

∣
f̂ptq

∣

∣

∣
dt, (B.6)

where R :“ r´R,Rs, where R ą 0 will be chosen later.
We can bound the first integral on the right hand side of (B.6) using (B.1) as
ż

R

∥

∥PA
´ eitH PB

`

∥

∥

∣

∣

∣
f̂ptq

∣

∣

∣
dt ď Cpf, nqγ

r

r!

ż

R

|t|r xty´ndt ď CnCpf, nqγ
rR1`pr´nq`

r!

ď C 1
nCpf, nq

´eγ
r

¯r

R1`pr´nq` ,

(B.7)

where we used r! ě e1´rrr.
On the other hand, we can bound the second integral in (B.6) asż

Rc

∣

∣

∣
f̂ptq

∣

∣

∣
dt ď Cpf, nq

ż

Rc

xty´ndt ď CnCpf, nq p1 ` Rq1´n ď CnCpf, nqR1´n. (B.8)

Choosing R “
´

r
eγ

¯ r
n`pr´nq` , we get (B.5). �
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[22] J. Fröhlich, F. Martinelli, E. Scoppola, and T. Spencer. “Constructive proof of
localization in the Anderson tight binding model”. Comm. Math. Phys. 101 (1985),
21–46.
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