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Abstract. We introduce the concept of dual Lyapunov exponents, leading to a multiplicative
version of the classical Jensen’s formula for one-frequency analytic Schrödinger cocycles. This
formula, in particular, gives a new proof and a quantitative version of the fundamentals of Avila’s
global theory [3], fully explaining the behavior of complexified Lyapunov exponent through the
dynamics of the dual cocycle. The key concepts of (sub/super) critical regimes and acceleration are
all explained (in a quantitative way) through the duality approach. In particular, for trigonometric
polynomial potentials, we establish partial hyperbolicity of the dual symplectic cocycle and show
that the acceleration is equal to half the dimension of its center, this holding also in the appropriate
sense for the general analytic case. These results lead to a number of powerful spectral and physics
applications.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Multiplicative Jensen’s formula. Let f(z) be an analytic function given by f(z) =
∑

k f̂(k)z
k

in D := {x : |z| < r}. Suppose that z1, z2, · · · , zn are the zeros of f in the interior of D repeated
according to multiplicity.

The classical Jensen’s formula, says that for any 0 ≤ ε < ln r,

(1.1) Iε(f) :=
1

2π

∫ 2π

0
ln |f(eεeix)|dx = I0(f)−

∑
{i:0≤ln |zi|<ε}

ln |zi|+#{i : 0 ≤ ln |zi| < ε})ε.

Using the ergodic theorem, the logarithmic integral on the left hand side can be interpreted dy-
namically, as the limit of time averages along the trajectory of an ergodic dynamical system. In
particular, given any irrational α, one can rewrite (1.1) as

lim
n→∞

1

2πn

∫ 2π

0
ln |f(eεei(x+(n−1)α)) · · · f(eεeix)|dx

=I0(f)−
∑

{i:0≤ln |zi|<ε}

ln |zi|+#{i : 0 ≤ ln |zi| < ε})ε.(1.2)

The left hand side of (1.2) can now be further interpreted as the complexified Lyapunov exponent
of an analytic quasiperiodic SL(1,C) cocycle (α, f) : T × C → T × C that acts via (α, f)(x, v) =
(x+ α, f(x)v).

It is then natural to ask whether there is an analogous formula for the Lyapunov exponents of
matrix-valued cocycles (α,A) where A is an analytic matrix, the situation that is of course much
more complicated since the commutativity is lost. The most intriguing question in this regard is
what plays the role of zeros of analytic function f in the matrix-valued case.

In this paper, we establish such formula for analytic Schrödinger cocycles. In reference to the
relation between Birkhoff ergodic theorem and Kingman’s multiplicative ergodic theorem, we call
it multiplicative Jensen’s formula.

Schrödinger cocycles play a central role in the analysis of one dimensional discrete ergodic
Schrödinger operators, a topic with origins in and a strong ongoing connection to physics and
significant exciting recent advances, particularly in the analytic one-frequency quasiperiodic case.

Let α ∈ R\Q, x ∈ R, and V be a 1-periodic real analytic function which can be analytically
extended to the strip {z||ℑz| < h}. A one-dimensional quasiperiodic Schrödinger operator HV,x,α :
ℓ2(Z) → ℓ2(Z) with one-frequency analytic potential is given by

(1.3) (HV,x,αu)n = un+1 + un−1 + V (x+ nα)un,

The corresponding family of Schrödinger cocycles (α,AE) : T×C2 → T×C2, E ∈ R is defined by
(α,AE)(x, v) = (x+ α,AE(x)v) where

AE(x) =

(
E − V (x) −1

1 0

)
.

It governs the behavior of solutions to

HV,x,αu = Eu.
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The complexified Lyapunov exponent is given by

(1.4) Lε(E) = lim
n→∞

1

n

∫
ln ∥A(x+ iε+ (n− 1)α) · · ·A(x+ iε)∥dx.

The limit existing, as usual, by the Kingman’s subadditive ergodic theorem. Complexified Lyapunov
exponents were first studied by M. Herman [46], were crucial in the proofs of positivity of Lyapunov
exponents at large couplings [21, 23, 76] and played a central role in Avila’s global theory [3].

We establish an analogue of (1.2) for Lε(E), where it turns out that the role of zeros of f in (1.1)
is played by the (appropriate limits of) the Lyapunov exponents of the dual cocycles, an object
that we prove to exist and call dual Lyapunov exponents.

The Aubry dual of the one-frequency Schrödinger operator (1.3) is

(1.5) (ĤV,θ,αu)n =
∞∑

k=−∞
Vkun+k + 2 cos 2π(θ + nα)un, n ∈ Z.

where Vk is the k-th Fourier coefficient of V, see Sec 4.5 for details. For general analytic V, operator

(1.5) is infinite-range, so its eigenequation ĤV,θ,αu = Eu does not define any cocycle. However,

if V (x) is a trigonometric polynomial of degree d, the eigenequation ĤV,θ,αu = Eu leads to a

symplectic 2d-dimensional cocycle that we denote by (α, ÂE). We denote its Lyapunov exponents

by ±L̂d
1(E), · · · ,±L̂d

d(E) according to multiplicity 1. We may assume 0 ≤ L̂d
1(E) ≤ · · · ≤ L̂d

d(E).
We have

Theorem 1.1. Assume V (x) is a trigonometric polynomial of degree d. For α ∈ R\Q and (E, ε) ∈
R2, we have

Lε(E) = L0(E)−
∑

{i:L̂d
i (E)<2π|ε|}

L̂d
i (E) + 2π(#{i : L̂d

i (E) < 2π|ε|})|ε|.

In fact, the multiplicative Jensen’s formula (1.1) is not merely an analogue of the classical Jensen’s
formula but a proper generalization, because zeros of an analytic function f can also be interpreted
as the Lyapunov exponents of the dual cocycle. Indeed, consider the diagonal operator acting on
ℓ2(Z)

(1.6) (Mxu)n = V (x+ nα)un, n ∈ Z,

where V is a 1-periodic real trigonometric polynomial of degree d. Its Aubry dual is given by the
Töplitz operator

(1.7) (M̂u)(n) =
d∑

k=−d

Vkun+k, n ∈ Z.

It turns out that if {z1(E), · · · , zd(E)} are zeros of V (z) = E with 1 ≤ |zi(E)|, 2 then ± ln |zi|
are precisely the Lyapunov exponents of the cocycle (α, M̂) 3 of the eigenequation M̂u = Eu, while

Iε(E) :=
∫ 1
0 ln |E − V (x + i|ε|)|dx is the complexified Lyapunov exponent of the SL(1,C) cocycle

(α, V ) : T× C → T× C acting via (α, V )(x, v) = (x+ α, V (x)v).
If V has infinitely many harmonics, we will use trigonometric polynomial approximation. Let

V d(x) =
∑d

k=−d V̂ke
2πikx and let L̂d

i (E) be the Lyapunov exponents of the corresponding dual
Sp2d(C) cocycle. We have

1See Section 4.1 for the definitions and discussion.
2The zeros come in pairs because V is real.
3Since (α, M̂) is a constant cocycle, its Lyapunov can be easily calculated.
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Theorem 1.2. [The multiplicative Jensen’s formula] For α ∈ R\Q and V ∈ Cω
h (T,R), there

exist non-negative {L̂i(E)}mi=1 such that for any E ∈ R

L̂i(E) = lim
d→∞

L̂d
i (E), 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

Moreover,

Lε(E) = L0(E)−
∑

{i:L̂i(E)<2π|ε|}

L̂i(E) + 2π(#{i : L̂i(E) < 2π|ε|})|ε|

for |ε| < h.

Remark 1.1. Note that the cocycle itself changes dramatically when d changes, with no limit in
any of its components, however the Lyapunov exponents do converge to their limits, that we call
dual Lyapunov exponents of (1.3).

Remark 1.2. One of the fundamental results in [3] is that Lε(E) is a piecewise affine function in ε
for each E, and the slope of each piece is an integer. Theorem 1.2 quantifies this result, identifying
the turning points with distinct L̂i’s, and the increments in the integer slopes with multiplicities of
distinct L̂i’s.

Indeed, for a fixed E ∈ R, assume that

0 ≤ L̂k1 < L̂k2 < · · · < L̂kℓ

and the multiplicity of each L̂ki is {ki − ki−1}ℓi=1 with k0 = 0 and kℓ = m. One may rewrite Lε(E)
in Theorem 1.2 as the following piecewise affine function,

Lε(E) =



L0(E) |ε| ∈

[
0,

L̂k1

2π

]
,

L L̂ki
2π

(E) + 2πki

(
|ε| − L̂ki

(E)

2π

)
|ε| ∈

(
L̂ki

2π
,
L̂ki+1

2π

]
,

L L̂kℓ
2π

(E) + 2πkℓ

(
|ε| − L̂kℓ

(E)

2π

)
|ε| ∈

(
L̂kℓ

2π
, h

)
.

(1.8)

where 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ− 1. See pictures I-III for three different cases.

1.2. Quantitative version of Avila’s global theory. The multiplicative Jensen’s formula not
only sheds the light on the global theory of one-frequency Schrödinger cocycles, but allows crucial
advances in the study of the spectral theory of one-frequency Schrödinger operators (1.3).

In the past 40 years after the groundbreaking paper [29] the theory of quasiperiodic Schrödinger
operators has been developed extensively, see [22, 27, 53, 68, 78] for surveys of more recent results.
For the one-frequency case, starting with [50] and then [23, 52] the main thread has been to establish
resuts non-perturbatively, i.e. either in the regime of almost reducibility [4, 5, 8, 10, 48, 69, 70, 78]
or in the regime of positive Lyapunov exponent [9, 22, 23, 25, 40–42, 52, 57, 58]. In 2015, Avila [3]
gave a qualitative spectral picture, covering both regimes, based on the analysis of the asymptotic
behavior of Lε(E). The central concept in Avila’s global theory [3] is the acceleration

ω(E) = lim
ε→0+

Lε(E)− L0(E)

2πε
.

The global theory divided the spectra of one-frequency Schrödinger operator into three regimes
based on the Lyapunov exponent and acceleration:

(1) The subcritical regime: L(E) = 0 and ω(E) = 0.
(2) The critical regime: L(E) = 0 and ω(E) > 0.
(3) The supercritical regime: L(E) > 0 and ω(E) > 0.
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Moreover, the subcritical regime is equivalent to the almost reducible regime [4, 5]. The critical
regime is rare in the sense that it is a set of zero Lebesgue measure [3, 12, 56]. We will use the
(sub/super)critical terminology both when referring to the energies E and to the corresponding
cocycles (α,AE).

Note that the global theory terminology was motivated by the study of the almost Mathieu
operator (AMO), the central model in one-frequency quasiperiodic Schrödinger operators,

(1.9) (Hλ,x,αu)n = un+1 + un−1 + 2λ cos 2π(x+ nα)un, n ∈ Z,
where explicit computation [3, 24] shows that for all E in the spectrum, we have

(1) |λ| < 1: L(E) = 0 and ω(E) = 0.
(2) |λ| = 1: L(E) = 0 and ω(E) = 1.
(3) |λ| > 1: L(E) = ln |λ| and ω(E) = 1.

Roughly speaking, Avila’s global theory is based on the picture of Lε(E) for ε small enough. Our
multiplicative Jensen’s formula actually not only gives the full picture of Lε(E) for any |ε| < h, but
also gives quantitative characterizations of several quantities in [3], such as the acceleration and
the subcritical radius defined below.

In particular, we can recharacterize Avila’s (sub/super)critical regimes in terms of the Lyapunov
exponents L(E) 4 and the smallest non-negative “dual Lyapunov exponent”, without using the
concept of acceleration:

Theorem 1.3. Assume α ∈ R\Q and V ∈ Cω
h (T,R), then E ∈ R is

(1) Outside the spectrum 5 if L(E) > 0 and L̂1(E) > 0,

(2) Supercritical if L(E) > 0 and L̂1(E) = 0,

(3) Critical if L(E) = 0 and L̂1(E) = 0,

(4) Subcritical if L(E) = 0 and L̂1(E) > 0.

4We sometimes identify L0(E) and L(E).
5I.e. uniformly hyperbolic. See Section 4.2 for the definition of uniform hyperbolicity.
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Remark 1.3. (4) implies that the Schrödinger cocycle (α,AE) is subcritical if and only if its “dual
Lyapunov exponents” are all positive, which serves as the basis for the first author’s new proof of
the almost reducibility conjecture [30].

We also give a new quantitative characterization of Avila’s acceleration:

Corollary 1.1. For α ∈ R\Q, V ∈ Cω
h (T,R), and any E ∈ R we have

ω(E) =

{
0 L̂1(E) > 0

#
{
j|L̂j(E) = 0

}
L̂1(E) = 0

.

Remark 1.4. The acceleration plays a crucial role in the study of supercritical Schrödinger opera-
tors. Corollary 1.1 shows that it is equal to the number of dual Lyapunov exponents that are equal
to zero, or, for trigonometric polynomial V , to the dimension of the center of the corresponding
cocycle. Generally speaking, although the definition of acceleration is neat, it’s not easy to see why
the acceleration is an integer outside the uniformly hyperbolic regime where it is simply equal to the
winding number of a certain function. It is also difficult to compute the acceleration for specific
cocycles. Corollary 1.1 provides another point of view which is more convenient, at least in the
perturbative case (see Section 2.3 for further discussion).

In the study of subscritical Schrödinger operator, an important quantity is the so-called subcritical
radius defined by

h(E) = sup{|ε| : Lε(E) = 0}.
It turns out it is also linked to dual Lyapunov exponents.

Corollary 1.2. For all α ∈ R\Q, V ∈ Cω
h (T,R), and E ∈ R, we have h(E) = L̂1(E)

2π .

Remark 1.5. For subcritical almost Mathieu operators, it’s explicitly computed in [3] that

h(E) =
L̂1(E)

2π
= − ln |λ|

2π

for all E in the spectrum, which plays an important role in several optimal estimates [38, 39].
Corollary 1.2 is a generalization of this fact to general one-frequency Schrödinger operators.

1.3. Aubry duality. Our work can be viewed in a nutshell as the duality approach to Avila’s global
theory. Aubry duality: a Fourier-type transform that links the direct integral in x of operators
(1.3) to the direct integral in θ of operators (1.5) has had a long history since its original discovery
by Aubry-Andre [2] and has been explored and applied at many levels. Representing a certain
gauge invariance of the underlying two-dimensional discrete operator in a perpendicular magnetic
field [66], it has been understood at the level of integrated density of states, Lyapunov exponents,
individual eigenfunctions and dynamics of individual cocycles, and explored in various qualitative
and quantitative ways.

The almost Mathieu family stands out among other quasiperiodic operators (1.3) precisely be-

cause it is self-dual with respect to the Aubry duality, with Ĥλ,x,α = λH 1
λ
,x,α, e.g [16]. In particular,

the subcritical regime (|λ| < 1) and the supercritical regime (|λ| > 1) are dual to each other, and this
has been fruitfully explored in both directions. Aubry duality enables one to use the supercritical
techniques (localization method) to deal with the subcritical problems [9, 10, 34, 52, 69, 70], as well
as the subcritical methods (almost reducibility) to study the supercritical problems [14, 15, 35, 37–
39, 78]. Even though the self-duality is destroyed when going beyond the almost Mathieu operator,
many of the sub(super)critical results for the almost Mathieu operator can be generalized to (1.3)
or (1.5). Based on the localization method for operator (1.5), one can get (almost) reducibility
results for operators (1.3), see [10, 25, 69]. Almost reducibility for operator (1.3) in turn implies
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localization results for operator (1.5), see [14, 35, 38, 39, 54]. Aubry duality therefore serves as a
powerful bridge between (1.3) and (1.5).

All these methods and connections so far stayed firmly on the real territory, where both the
operator and its dual are self-adjoint, so one can enjoy all the benefits of the spectral theory. Here
we, for the first time, find the way to complexify the Aubry duality, or, alternatively, extend it
to the non-self-adjoint setting, leading both to a new manifestation of it and a new empirical
understanding, as well as a much deeper understanding of the existing manifestations.

Historically, Aubry duality was first formulated at the level of the integrated density of states,
and thus, using the Thouless formula, the Lyapunov exponents. Namely, it was shown in [2] (with
the argument made rigorous in [16]) that for the almost Mathieu operator Hλ,x.α given by (1.9),
the following relation holds

(1.10) L(E) = L̂(E) + log |λ|

A similar argument based on the Thouless formula for the strip [62] leads to the beautiful Haro-
Puig formula [45] for operators (1.3) with trigonometric polynomial V (x)

(1.11) L(E) =
∑

{i:L̂d
i (E)>0}

L̂d
i (E) + ln |Vd|,

which specializes to (1.10) when V (x) = 2 cos 2πx, since in this case Vd = V−d = λ. The multi-
plicative Jensen’s formula that we discover can be manipulated into the Haro-Puig formula (1.11)
for complexified Lyapunov exponents, but the latter cannot be seen in the framework of the ex-
isting proof, in absence of self-adjointness and the related spectral theory based invariance of the
integrated density of states, and in itself presents no compelling reason for it to hold.

We discover, however, that Aubry duality can be understood in a way that does not require any
self-adjointness, leading to a new dynamical perspective on it and playing an important role in
enabling various spectral applications.

We show that the fundamental way to see Aubry duality is through the invariance of the averaged
Green’s function∫

T
⟨δ0, (HV (·+iε),x,α − E)−1δ0⟩dx =

∫
T
⟨δ0, (ĤV (·+iε),θ,α − EI)−1δ0⟩dθ,

something that can then be approached dynamically and combined with a non-self-adjoint version
of the Johnson-Moser’s theorem [61] that links averaged Green’s function to the derivative of the
Lyapunov exponent, a strategy that we discuss more in Section 3.

The classical empirical understanding of Aubry duality is that Fourier transform takes nice
normalizable eigenfunctions into Bloch waves and vice versa. Alternatively, (almost) localized
eigenfunctions correspond to (almost) reducibility for the dual cocycle, and vice versa, something
that by now has almost became a folklore. Here we present a similarly complelling heuristics - a
new perspective - that was behind our discovery of the multiplicative Jensen’s formula.

Assume that (α, ÂE) is analytically conjugated to the form:

(1.12) Z(θ + α)−1ÂE(θ)Z(θ) =

 eγ 0
0 e−γ

D(θ)

 .

By the Aubry duality, it implies that

(HV,x+iγ,αu)n = un+1 + un−1 + V (x+ iγ + nα)un,

has a localized eigenfunction. Therefore the Schrödinger cocycle (α,AE(x + iγ)) is nonuniformly
hyperbolic, so Lε(E) cannot be affine at ε = γ, therefore γ must be the turning point of Lε(E).

But of course (1.12) just means γ is the Lyapunov exponent of the dual cocycle (α, ÂE). While
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not fully rigorous, we see this argument as inspirational to our approach, and in fact it plays an
important role both in the final proof and a physics application [63, 64].

1.4. Bochi-Viana Theorem for dual cocycles and partial hyperbolicity. Both our proof of
Theorem 1.1 and an important starting point for the most interesting corollaries is based on the
study of the dynamics of dual cocycles, which turn out to have a remarkable universal property.

It is a general program, first outlined by Mañé [67] and developed by Bochi-Viana [19] that, when
applied to linear cocycles, states that for C0 generic GLd(C) cocycles over any measure preserving
transformation the Oseledets splitting (see section 4.2 for the definitions in this setting) is either
trivial or dominated. While this result definitely hinges on low regularity considerations (and
counterexamples in higher regularity do exist), it was shown in [11] that Bochi-Viana theorem also
holds - and in a much stronger form - for analytic one-frequency cocycles: the Oseledec splitting is
either trivial or dominated on an open and dense set of such cocycles.

Here we show that something stronger yet holds for the dual cocycles. Let C+ denote {E ∈
C|ℑE > 0}. For V (x) a trigonometric polynomial of degree d, let

0 ≤ L̂k1 < L̂k2 < · · · < L̂kℓ

be the listing of all nonnegative dual Lyapunov esponents, where the multiplicity of each L̂ki is
{ki − ki−1}ℓi=1 with k0 = 0 and kℓ = d.

Theorem 1.4. Let V (x) be a trigonometric polynomial of degree d. Then the dual cocycle (α, ÂE)
is always

(1) (d− ki)-dominated for all 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, for E ∈ C+;
(2) either trivial or (d− ki)-dominated for all 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, for E ∈ R.

Remark 1.6. For E ∈ C+ the cocycle is obviously uniformly hyperbolic, so d-dominated, but the
domination in all other k is a nontrivial statement.

In particular, we have

Corollary 1.3. The acceleration ω(E) > 0 if and only if the dual Sp2d(C) cocycle (α, ÂE) is
partially hyperbolic with zero center Lyapunov exponents.

1.5. A spectral application. In this subsection, we give a sample direct spectral application
of our quantitative global theory: a new neat characterization of the spectrum of HV,x,α and a
criterion for uniformity of corresponding Schrödinger cocycles.

It is well-known that the spectrum of HV,x,α, denoted ΣV,α, is an x-independent set [16]. The
classical Johnson’s theorem [60] characterizes the spectrum as

ΣV,α = {E ∈ R : L(E) = 0 or (α,AE) is non uniformly hyperbolic}.
Non-uniform hyperbolicity is generally difficult to capture. It turns out however that it is deter-

mined precisely by the lowest dual Lyapunov exponent. We have

Corollary 1.4. For any α ∈ R\Q and V ∈ Cω
h (T,R), then

ΣV,α = {E ∈ R : L(E) · L̂1(E) = 0}.

An equivalent formulation of Corollary 1.4 is the following criterion for uniformity of Schrödinger
cocycles. We recall that an SL(2,C) cocycle (α,A) is uniform if the convergence

lim
n→∞

1

n
ln ∥A(x+ (n− 1)α) · · ·A(x)∥ = L(α,A)

holds for all x ∈ T and is uniform (see, e.g. [28] for a discussion). Since Schrödinger cocycles
(α,AE) are uniform for E outside the spectrum or in the set where L(E) = 0 (e.g. [28, Corollary
A.3]), an immediate consequence of Corollary 1.4 is
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Corollary 1.5. A Schrödinger cocycle (α,AE) with L̂1(E) > 0 is always uniform.

Remark 1.7. If V is a trigonometric polynomial, this can be neatly reformulated as “ A Schrödinger
cocycle with hyperbolic dual cocycle is always uniform”.

Most excitingly however, our analysis enables to extend some of the most famous almost Mathieu
results to large classes of quasiperiodic operators.

In particular, in the companion paper [33] we develop machinery to prove the Ten Martini
problem (that is Cantor spectrum without any parameter exclusion) for a large explicitly defined
open set of both sub and super critical quasiperiodic operators, so called operators of type 1. The
Ten Martini problem has so far only been established for the almost Mathieu operator through a
combination of Liouville and Diophantine approaches that were both almost Mathieu specific and
only quite miraculously met in the middle. It has not even been universally expected that it holds
for all parameters for anything other than the almost Mathieu operator.

In [32] we prove sharp arithmetic spectral transition, as in [14, 57, 58] for all operators of type 1,
without further assumptions.

Finally, these results enable a new and simple proof of Avila’s almost reducibility conjecture
for Schrödinger cocycles [30]. With subciticality guaranteeing L̂1 > 0, the proof proceeds through
establishing non-perturbative almost localization for the dual operator and is optimal for the case
of trigonometric polynomial V (i.e. does not require shrinking of the band).

This paper is a result of a long-term effort. Our results, have been obtained and proofs fully
written several years ago, with this release delayed by our quest to obtain the strongest applications.
The latter is an ongoing and expanding project. The results, as well as some of the applications,
have already been presented and discussed, with many details, at multiple venues, including the
Anosov-85 meeting, November 2021, BIRS workshop on almost-periodic spectral problems, April
2022, ICM 2022, and QMath 15, 2022, as well as announced in [53] 6. Several physics-related
applications of our results [63, 64], with [64] made rigorous in [77], have already appeared and the
applications to the ten martini problem [33] and the almost reducibility conjecture [30] are being
released simultaneously.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 contains further spectral and physics
applications. In Section 3, we introduce the main ideas of the proof. Section 4 contains the prelim-
inaries. In Section 5, we study the Green’s function of general finite-range Schrödinger operators,
while in Section 6 we study the Green’s function for non-self-adjoint quasiperiodic operators. In
Section 7, we prove the main results, postponing proofs of the remaining results to Section 8. Fi-
nally, we prove Johnson-Moser’s theorem for Schrödinger operators on the strip (Proposition 5.3) in
Section 9, and prove the representation of the Green’s function for general strip operators (Lemma
6.2) in Section 10.

2. Other applications

2.1. Arithmetic Anderson localization. Our results allow us to make spectral conclusions both

for HV,x,α and ĤV,θ,α. Here we present a sample result on Anderson localization for ĤV,θ,α, which
was extensively studied [10, 22, 24, 26, 35, 38, 54] since the 1980s. All the existing results are
“local” in the sense that one needs to assume there is a large coupling constant λ before the cos
potential. moreover most of the results cannot go beyond the Diophantine frequencies. We give a
global result, starting from the positivity of the Lyapunov exponents. Let

β = β(α) = lim sup
k→∞

−
ln ∥kα∥R/Z

|k|
.

6A preprint was made available to the community in January 2022.
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For a given irrational number α, we say θ ∈ (0, 1) is α-Diophantine if there exist κ > 0 and τ > 1
such that

∥2θ + kα∥R/Z >
κ

(|k|+ 1)τ
,

for any k ∈ Z, where ∥x∥R/Z = dist(x,Z). Clearly, for any fixed irrational number α, the set of
phases which are α-Diophantine is of full Lebesgue measure.

Corollary 2.1. If L̂1(E) > β > 0 for all E ∈ R, then ĤV,α,θ has Anderson localization for
α-Diophantine θ.

Remark 2.1. For the almost Mathieu operator, Corollary 2.1 is what is now sometimes called the
Andre-Aubry-Jitomirskaya conjecture [2, 51] which was proved in [57], see also [37] for a new proof.

Remark 2.2. The limitation β > 0 comes from our reliance in the proof on a theorem of [37], who
in turn rely on Avila’s proof of the almost reducibility conjecture for Liouville α [4]. This limitation
has been removed in the follow-up paper by the first author [30] through a direct localization-side
proof for β = 0.

Remark 2.3. We present the result for α-Diophantine θ rather than a slightly weaker optimal [57]
condition δ(α, θ) = 0 where

δ(α, θ) = lim sup
k→∞

−
ln ||2θ + kα||R/Z

|k|
,

because the authors of [37] choose a similar limitation. The theorem in fact holds under the δ(α, θ) =
0 condition with a little more technical effort.

2.2. An application to the Soukoulis-Economou’s model. We can also make immediate
conclusions for the Soukoulis-Economou’s model (SEM)

(2.1) (Hα,xu)(n) = u(n+ 1) + u(n− 1) + 2λ1 cos 2π(x+ nα)u(n) + 2λ2 cos 4π(x+ nα)u(n).

It is also known in physics literature as generalized Harper’s model (e.g. [47, 75]), which is of
special interest because of its connection to the three dimensional quantum Hall effect [47, 75].
The Lyapunov exponents for this model have been studied in [59, 74].

The Aubry dual of (2.1) is

(2.2) (Ĥθ,αu)(n) = λ2u(n−2)+λ1u(n−1)+λ1u(n+1)+λ2u(n+2)+2 cos 2π(θ+nα)un, n ∈ Z.

The operator (2.2) is a 4-th order difference operator, and we denote the non-negative Lyapunov

exponent of the associated cocycle by L̂2(E) ≥ L̂1(E) ≥ 0.

Corollary 2.2. For SEM operator with α ∈ R\Q, for any E ∈ R, ω(E) = 2 if and only if
L(E) = ln |λ2| and |λ2| ≥ 1.

Corollary 2.3. For α ∈ R\Q and |λ2| < 1, the energies in the spectrum of SEM are in one of the
following three regimes:

(1) Subcrtical regime: L(E) = 0 and ω(E) = 0.
(2) Critical regime: L(E) = 0 and ω(E) = 1.
(3) Supercritical regime: L(E) > 0 and ω(E) = 1.

Remark 2.4. In this case, the crucial point is that the acceleration is always no more than 1, which
is also a key feature of the almost Mathieu operator. In particular, this means that supercritical
SEM with |λ2| < 1 is of type 1 in the sense of [33], and it makes it possible to generalize many
almost Mathieu results to this case. We note that the supercritical regime is known to hold under
explicit conditions on λ1, λ2 with |λ2| < 1 [59] requiring, in particular, λ1 > 100λ2. Our analysis
of type 1 operators applies to the entire regime |λ2| < 1.
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2.3. A further characterization of the acceleration. Let V be a trigonometric polynomial of

degree d such that ÂE is almost reducible to some constant matrix Ã in the sense that there exists
Bn ∈ Cω

rn(T,GL2d(C)) for some rn > 0 such that

∥Bn(θ + α)−1ÂE(θ)Bn(θ)− Ã∥rn → 0.

Note that this assumption is always satisfied for a positive measure set of α if V = λf and λ is
sufficiently small. In this case, the dual Lyapunov exponents can be computed explicitly, and the
multiplicative Jensen’s formula takes a particularly neat form

Corollary 2.4. Suppose that E ∈ R, α ∈ R\Q and (α, ÂE) is almost reducible to some constant

matrix Ã. Let λ1, · · · , λd be the eigenvalues of Ã, counting the multiplicity, with 1 ≤ |λ1| ≤ · · · ≤
|λd|. Then

Lε(E) = L0(E)−
∑

{i:ln |λi|<2π|ε|}

ln |λi|+ 2π(#{i : ln |λi| < 2π|ε|})|ε|.

Corollary 2.5. Under the assumptions of Corollary 2.4, we have

ω(E) =

{
0 |λ1| > 1

# {j||λj | = 1} |λ1| = 1
.

Remark 2.5. The acceleration is nothing but the number of pairs of eigenvalues of Ã lying in the
unit circle.

2.4. A physics application. Our results allow a number of interesting physics applications. Here
we mention the application of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 to non-Hermitian crystals. While
Hermiticity lies at the heart of quantum mechanics, recent experimental advances in controlling
dissipation have brought about unprecedented flexibility in engineering non-Hermitian Hamiltoni-
ans in open classical and quantum systems [43]. Non-Hermitian Hamiltonians exhibit rich phenom-
ena without Hermitian analogues: e.g. parity-time (PT ) symmetry breaking, topological phase
transition, non-Hermitian skin effects, e.t.c [1, 18], and all of these phenomena can be observed in
non-Hermitian crystals [49, 65].

Here, we consider the non-Hermitian crystals of the form

(2.3) (HV,x+iε,αu)n = un+1 + un−1 + V (x+ iε+ nα)un.

This defines a non-self adjoint operator on ℓ2(Z). An important class of non-Hermitian Hamilto-
nians which have recently attracted a significant attention in physics is called parity-time (PT )
symmetry Hamiltonian (i.e. v(n) = v(−n), [17]). Indeed, if V is even with x = 0, (2.3) is a PT
symmetry Hamiltonian. Different from the self-adjoint operators, the spectra of non-self-adjoint
operators may not always consist of real numbers, and physicists are interested in the phase tran-
sition from real energy spectrum (unbroken PT phase) to complex energy spectrum (broken PT
phase), i.e. PT symmetry breaking phase transition [65]. As first discovered in [63], this kind of
transition can be studied through the analysis of Lyapunov exponents Lε(E). Theorem 1.2 allows
to easily deduce that subcritical radius

min
E∈ΣV,α

h(E) =
1

2π
min

E∈ΣV,α

L̂1(E)

is the PT symmetry breaking parameter (one may consult [63, 64] for the detailed reasoning).
Another way to understand parity-time (PT ) symmetry breaking is topological phase transition.

Let EB ∈ R be a base energy which is not in the spectrum of H. We introduce a topological winding
number as

(2.4) ν(EB, ε) = lim
ϵ→0

lim
N→∞

1

2πi

1

N

∫ 2π

0
∂θ ln det[HN (θ, ε+ ϵ)− EB]dθ,
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whereHN = P[1,N ]HP[1,N ]. The winding number ν counts the number of times the complex spectral
trajectory encircles the base point EB when the real phase θ varies from zero to 2π [43, 65]. It was
shown in [64, 77] that topological winding number is precisely equal to the acceleration:

(2.5) ν(EB, ε) = − 1

2π

∂Lε(E)

∂ε
.

Note that the fact that EB doesn’t belongs to the spectrum of HV,x+iε,α just means that ε is not
a turning point of Lε(EB).

For a concrete example, one can take a non-Hermitian SEM

(Hα,x+iϵu)(n) = u(n+ 1) + u(n− 1) + 2λ1 cos 2π(x+ iε+ nα)u(n) + 2λ2 cos 2π(x+ iε+ nα)u(n).

As a consequence of (2.5) and Theorem 1.1, we have the following characterization of its topological
winding number:

(2.6) ν(EB, ε) =


0, 0 < ε < L̂1(EB)

2π ,

−1, L̂1(EB)
2π < ε < L̂2(EB)

2π ,

−2, ε > L̂2(EB)
2π .

where L̂2(E) ≥ L̂1(E) ≥ 0 are the Lyapunov exponents of the dual operator (2.2). One can consult
[64] for more detail.

3. Our approach

Once discovered and formulated, the multiplicative Jensen’s formula can ostensibly be proved
in different ways, some possibly being a matter of pure technique. Here, however, we believe our
method itself is almost as valuable as the resulting formula, as we develop a dynamical perspective
on the non-self-adjoint duality, several components of which are very general and of independent
interest.

While if trying to mimic the Aubry-Andre-Avron-Kotani-Simon-Haro-Puig approach, one can
still define the IDS and prove a non-self-adjoint Thouless formula for ergodic Schrödinger operators
(also in the strip) following [77], it is not clear if the invariance of the IDS holds.

Our approach starts instead with the invariance of the Green’s function:∫
T
⟨δ0, (HV (·+iε),x,α − E)−1δ0⟩dx =

∫
T
⟨δ0, (ĤV (·+iε),θ,α − EI)−1δ0⟩dθ

Other than the Thouless formula, another important link between the Lyapunov exponent and
operator-theoretic properties of H is the Johnson-Moser’s theorem [61]:

∂L0(E)

∂ℑE
= −ℑ

∫
T
⟨δ0, (HV,x,α − E)−1δ0⟩dx,

which connects the derivative of the Lyapunov exponent and the averaged Green’s function. The
big advantage is that it has a non-self-adjoint version,

∂Lε(E)

∂ℑE
= −ℑ

∫
T
⟨δ0, (HV (·+iε),x,α − E)−1δ0⟩dx

and also the strip version for individual distinct Lyapunov exponents (counting multiplicity),

(3.1) 2π
∂(
∑ni

j=ni−1+1 γj)

∂ℑE
(E) =

−1

d
trℑ

∫
T
Gi(θ,E)dθ.

Finally, we develop a new general method to calculate the Green’s function of strip operators in a
purely dynamical way. This enables us to link the dual averaged Green’s function∫

T
⟨δ0, (ĤV (·+iε),θ,α − EI)−1δ0⟩dθ
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to the sums of individual averaged Green’s functions in (3.1), which then links the derivative of
Lε(E) and the derivative of the right hand side of (1.8).

Overall, our approach has three key ingredients, each of independent value and the last two also
of a significantly higher generality

(1) Partial hyperbolicity of the dual cocycle (Corollaries 5.1, 5.2). It turns out that duals of
Schrödinger cocycles, are either trivial or hyperbolic or partially hyperbolic, and in fact,
a stronger domination statement holds (Theorem 1.4). Note that dynamics of partially
hyperbolic diffeomorphisms with 1D (or 2D)-center, is an important and difficult topic in
ergodic theory and smooth dynamical systems [6, 7, 13, 71, 72]. This crucial discovery here
in particular confirms the importance of the acceleration, which is exactly half the dimension
of the center, on the dynamical systems side, and is also important to our further results on
the Cantor spectrum [33] and sharp phase transition conjecture [32] for type I operators.
We expect it to play a central role in investigating other spectral problems.

(2) Johnson-Moser’s theorem for Schrödinger operators on the strip (Proposition 5.3). We de-
velop a purely dynamical method to prove the classical Johnson-Moser’s theorem. This
method is of high generality and works for any finite-range operator whose cocycle is par-
tially hyperbolic. Our method gives the relation between the individual Lyapunov exponents
and the Green function, - a correspondence which was not known before. This has already
allowed the first author [31] to solve a major open problem formulated by Kotani and Simon
[62] on partial reflectionless of the M matrices of strip operators in presence of some positive
Lyapunov exponents 7.

(3) A representation of the Green’s function for general strip operators (Lemma 6.2). We
develop a way to construct the Green’s function of the strip operator via the half-line
decaying solutions in a pure dynamical way. The key is that our method effectively works
for any non-self-adjoint operator. For example, we apply it to construct the Green’s function
for the complexified Schrödinger operators and its dual strip operators which are out of reach
via spectral methods.

4. Preliminaries

4.1. Complex one-frequency cocycles. Let (Ω, d̃) be a compact metric space with metric d̃,
T : Ω → Ω a homeomorphism, and let Mm(C) be the set of all m × m matrices. Given any
A ∈ C0(Ω,Mm(C)), a cocycle (T,A) is a linear skew product:

(T,A) :

{
Ω× Cm → Ω× Cm

(x, v) 7→ (Tx,A(x) · v)
.

For n ∈ Z, An is defined by (T,A)n = (Tn, An). Thus A0(x) = id,

An(x) =

0∏
j=n−1

A(T jx) = A(Tn−1x) · · ·A(Tx)A(x), for n ≥ 1,

and A−n(x) = An(T
−nx)−1.

Here we are mainly interested in the case where Ω = T is the torus, and Tx = x + α, where
α ∈ R\Q is an irrational number. We call (α,A) a complex one-frequency cocycle. We denote by
L1(α,A) ≥ L2(α,A) ≥ ... ≥ Lm(α,A) the Lyapunov exponents of (α,A) repeated according to
their multiplicities, i.e.,

Lk(α,A) = lim
n→∞

1

n

∫
T
ln(σk(An(x)))dx,

7We would like to thank Professor Kotani who pointed this out to us.
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where for any matrix B ∈ Mm(C), we denote by σ1(B) ≥ ... ≥ σm(B) its singular values (eigenvalues

of
√
B∗B). Note that since the k-th exterior product ΛkB of B satisfies σ1(Λ

kB) = ∥ΛkB∥, we

have that Lk(α,A) =
k∑

j=1
Lj(α,A) satisfies

(4.1) Lk(α,A) = lim
n→∞

1

n

∫
T
ln(∥ΛkAn(x)∥)dx.

Note that for A ∈ C0(T,GLm(C)), where GLm(C) is the set of all m ×m invertible matrices, we
have Lm(α,A) > −∞.

Remark 4.1. We note that the order we choose here, as well as in the proofs in the next two
sections is L1(α,A) ≥ L2(α,A) ≥ ... ≥ Lm(α,A) while we use the opposite order when we talk
about dual Lyapunov exponents in the context of Theorem 1.2.

A basic fact about complex one-frequency cocycles is continuity of the Lyapunov exponents:

Theorem 4.1 ([11, 24, 55]). The functions R × Cω(T,Mm(C)) ∋ (α,A) 7→ Lk(α,A) ∈ [−∞,∞)
are continuous at any (α′, A′) with α′ ∈ R\Q.

Remark 4.2. If A ∈ Sp2d(C) where Sp2d(C) denotes the set of 2d×2d complex symplectic matrices,
then the Lyapunov exponents come in pairs {±Li(α,A)}di=1.

4.2. Uniform hyperbolicity and dominated splitting. Given any A ∈ C0(Ω, Sp2d(C)), we
say the cocycle (T,A) is uniformly hyperbolic if for every x ∈ Ω, there exists a continuous splitting
C2m = Es(x)⊕ Eu(x) such that for some constants C > 0, c > 0, and for every n ⩾ 0,

|An(x)v| ⩽ Ce−cn|v|, v ∈ Es(x),

|An(x)
−1v| ⩽ Ce−cn|v|, v ∈ Eu(Tnx).

This splitting is invariant by the dynamics, which means that for every x ∈ Ω, A(x)E∗(x) = E∗(Tx),
for ∗ = s, u. The set of uniformly hyperbolic cocycles is open in the C0-topology.

A related concept, dominated splitting, is defined the following way. Recall that for complex one-
frequency cocycles (α,A) ∈ C0(T,Mm(C)) Oseledets theorem provides us with strictly decreasing
sequence of Lyapunov exponents Lj ∈ [−∞,∞) of multiplicity mj ∈ N, 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ with

∑
j mj = m,

and for a.e. x, there exists a measurable invariant decomposition

Cm = E1
x ⊕ E2

x ⊕ · · · ⊕ Eℓ
x

with dimEj
x = mj for 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ such that

lim
n→∞

1

n
ln ∥An(x)v∥ = Lj , ∀v ∈ Ej

x\{0}.

An invariant decomposition Cm = E1
x⊕E2

x⊕· · ·⊕Eℓ
x is dominated if for any unit vector vj ∈ Ej

x\{0},
we have

∥An(x)vj∥ > ∥An(x)vj+1∥.

Oseledets decomposition is a priori only measurable, however if an invariant decomposition Cm =

E1
x ⊕ E2

x ⊕ · · · ⊕ Eℓ
x is dominated, then Ej

x depends continuously on x [20].
A cocycle (α,A) is called k-dominated (for some 1 ≤ k ≤ m − 1) if there exists a dominated

decomposition Cm = E+ ⊕ E− with dimE+ = k. If α ∈ R\Q, then it follows from the definitions
that the Oseledets splitting is dominated if and only if (α,A) is k-dominated for each k such that
Lk(α,A) > Lk+1(α,A).
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4.3. Global theory of one-frequency quasiperiodic cocycles. We briefly introduce the global
theory of one-frequency quasiperiodic cocycles, first developed for SL(2,C)-cocycles [3], and later
generalized to any Mm(C)-cocycles [11]. The most important concept of the global theory is the
acceleration. If A ∈ Cω(T,Mm(C)) admits a holomorphic extension to |ℑz| < δ, then for |ε| < δ
we can define Aε ∈ Cω(T,Mm(C)) by Aε(x) = A(x+ iε). The accelerations of (α,A) are defined as

ωk(α,A) = lim
ε→0+

1

2πε
(Lk(α,Aε)− Lk(α,A)), ωk(α,A) = ωk(α,A)− ωk−1(α,A).

The key ingredient to the global theory is that the acceleration is quantized.

Theorem 4.2 ([3, 11]). There exist 1 ≤ l ≤ m, l ∈ N, such that lωk and lωk are integers. In
particular, if A ∈ Cω(T, SL(2,C)), then ω1(α,A) is an integer.

Remark 4.3. If Lj(α,A) > Lj+1(α,A), then ωj(α,A) is an integer. This is contained in the proof
of Theorem 1.4 in [11], see also footnote 17 in [11].

By subharmonicity, we know that Lk(α,A(· + iε)) is a convex function of ε in a neighborhood
of 0, unless it is identically equal to −∞. We say that (α,A) is k-regular if ε → Lk(α,A(·+ iε)) is
an affine function of ε in a neighborhood of 0. In general, one can relate regularity and dominated
splitting as follows.

Theorem 4.3 ([3, 11]). Let α ∈ R\Q and A ∈ Cω(T,Mm(C)). If 1 ≤ j ≤ m − 1 is such that
Lj(α,A) > Lj+1(α,A), then (α,A) is j-regular if and only if (α,A) is j-dominated. In particular,
if A ∈ Cω(T, SL(2,C)) with L(α,A) > 0, then (α,A) is 1-regular (or regular) if and only if (α,A)
is uniformly hyperbolic.

4.4. Schrödinger operators and Schrödinger cocycles. Let (Ω, d̃) be a compact metric space

with distance d̃, T : Ω → Ω a homeomorphism, and V : Ω → C a complex-valued continuous
function. (Ω, T ) is said to be minimal if each T -orbit is dense. We consider the following complex-
valued dynamically defined Schrödinger operators:

(4.2) (Hxu)n = un+1 + un−1 + V (Tnx)un, n ∈ Z,
and denote by Σx the spectrum of Hx. We have the following:

Lemma 4.1. There is some Σ ⊂ C such that Σx = Σ for all x ∈ Ω.

Remark 4.4. This is a standard fact for real-valued V (so self-adjoint H). We provide here a
brief argument that does not require self-adjointness.

Proof. We only need to prove that for any x, y ∈ Ω, Σx = Σy. Assume E /∈ Σx, that is (Hx −E)−1

exists and is bounded. Since (Ω, T ) is minimal, there is a subsequence {ni}∞i=1 such that Tniy → x.
Since Ω is compact, T is uniformly continuous which implies that HTniy → Hx in operator norm.
Hence (HTniy − E)−1 exists and is bounded for i sufficiently large, which implies E /∈ ΣTniy for
i sufficiently large. Since Hy and HTniy are unitary equivalent, we have E /∈ Σy, thus Σy ⊂ Σx.
Similarly, Σx ⊂ Σy. □

Note that any formal solution u = (un)n∈Z of Hxu = Eu satisfies(
un+1

un

)
= AE(T

nx)

(
un
un−1

)
, ∀ n ∈ Z,

where

AE(x) :=

(
E − V (x) −1

1 0

)
, E ∈ R.

We call (T,AE) Schrödinger cocycles. The spectrum Σ is closely related to the dynamical behavior
of the Schrödinger cocycle (T,AE). In the self-adjoint case, i.e. the potential V is real valued, then
by the celebrated Johnson’s theorem [60], E /∈ Σ if and only if (T,AE) is uniformly hyperbolic. It
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turns out that it is not difficult to extend Johnson’s theorem [60] to the non self-adjoint case. We
will give a proof in the appendix.

Theorem 4.4. Suppose that V : Ω → C a complex-valued continuous function and (Ω, T ) is
minimal, then E /∈ Σ if and only if (T,AE) is uniformly hyperbolic.

In this paper, we are mainly interested in the following complex-valued quasiperiodic Schrödinger
operators

(HV,x+iε,αu)n = un+1 + un−1 + V (x+ iε+ nα)un,

and corresponding Schrödinger cocycles (α,AE(· + iε)). Throughout the paper, we will denote
Lε(E) = L(α,AE(·+ iε)) for short.

4.5. Quasiperiodic Schrödinger operators on the strip. We recall that quasiperiodic finite-
range operator

(ĤV,θ,αu)(n) =
d∑

k=−d

Vkun+k + 2 cos 2π(θ + nα)un, n ∈ Z.

naturally induces a quasiperiodic cocycle (α, ÂE) where

ÂE(θ) =
1

Vd



−Vd−1 ··· −V1 E−2 cos 2π(θ)−V0 −V−1 ··· −V−d+1 −V−d

Vd

. . .

Vd


.

We can write it as a second order 2d-dimensional difference equation by introducing the auxiliary
variables

u⃗k = (udk+d−1 · · · udk+1 udk)
T

for k ∈ Z. It is easy to check that (u⃗k)k satisfies

(4.3) Cu⃗k+1 +B(θdk)u⃗k + C∗u⃗k−1 = Eu⃗k,

where

C =

Vd · · · V1

0
. . .

...
0 0 Vd

 ,

C∗ is the transposed and conjugated matrix of C, and B(θ) is the Hermitian matrix

(4.4) B(θ) =


2 cos 2π(θd−1) V−1 · · · V−d+1

V1
. . .

. . .
...

...
. . . 2 cos 2π(θ1) V−1

Vd−1 · · · V1 2 cos 2π(θ)


where θj = θ + jα. Note that equation (4.3) is an eigenequation of the following Schrödinger
operator on the strip

(HC,B,θ,dαu⃗)k = Cu⃗k+1 +B(T kθ)u⃗k + C∗u⃗k−1,

acting on ℓ2(Z,Cd), which is an ergodic operator with the dynamics given by Tθ = θ + dα.
To obtain a first order system and the corresponding linear skew product we use the fact that

C is invertible (since Vd ̸= 0 because the degree of V is exactly d) and write(
u⃗k+1

u⃗k

)
=

(
C−1(EI −B(T kθ)) −C−1C∗

Id Od

)(
u⃗k
u⃗k−1

)
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where Id and Od are the d-dimensional identity and zero matrices, respectively. Denote

(4.5) Âd,E(θ) =

(
C−1(EI −B(θ)) −C−1C∗

Id Od

)
An important ingredient for our results is the complex symplectic structure

Ω =

(
0 −C∗

C 0

)
which satisfies Ω∗ = −Ω, and the fact that our Schrödinger skew-products (dα, Âd,E) are complex

symplectic for real E with respect to Ω. However, if E is complex, then (dα, Âd,E) are not complex
symplectic anymore. For more details, see [45].

We denote γi(E) = Li(α,ÂE)
2π for 1 ≤ i ≤ d for short. Then using the Kotani-Simon [62] version

of the Thouless formula for the strip, one can prove the following beautiful Haro-Puig’s formula

Theorem 4.5 ([45]). For any E ∈ C, we have

(4.6) L(E) = 2π

(
d∑

i=1

γi(E)

)
+ ln |Vd|.

5. Green’s function of finite-range Schrödinger operator

In this section, we explore the M matrix and Green’s matrix for the following Schrödinger
operators on the strip

(5.1) (HC,B,θ,dαu⃗)k = Cu⃗k+1 +B(T kθ)u⃗k + C∗u⃗k−1,

where T kθ = θ + kdα.

5.1. The M matrix and the Green’s matrix. In the following, C+ will denote {E ∈ C|ℑE > 0}.
For any energy in C+, one can define the M matrix and Green’s matrix with the help of the following
result:

Lemma 5.1 ([45],[62]). For any E ∈ C+, there exist unique sequences of d × d matrix valued
functions {F±(k, θ, E)}k∈Z that satisfy the following properties:

(1) F±(0, θ, E) = Id,
(2)

C∗F±(k − 1, θ, E) + CF±(k + 1, θ, E) +B(T kθ)F±(k, θ, E) = EF±(k, θ, E),

(3)
∞∑
k=0

∥F+(k, θ, E)∥2 < ∞,

0∑
k=−∞

∥F−(k, θ, E)∥2 < ∞.

Once we have F±(k, θ, E), we can define the M matrices

M+(θ,E) = −F+(1, θ, E),

M−(θ,E) = −F−(−1, θ, E),

as in [62], and note that the M matrices satisfy the following Ricatti equations.

Lemma 5.2. For any n ∈ Z, we have

CM+(T
nθ,E) + C∗M−1

+ (Tn−1θ,E) + (E −B(Tnθ)) = 0.(5.2)

C∗M−(T
nθ,E) + CM−1

− (Tn+1θ,E) + (E −B(Tnθ)) = 0.(5.3)
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Proof. We only prove (5.2), since (5.3) can be proved similarly. Note that F+(n, θ, E) satisfies

C∗F+(n− 1, θ, E) + CF+(n+ 1, θ, E) +B(Tnθ)F+(n, θ, E) = EF+(n, θ, E),

and by the fact that

F+(m+ n, θ, E) = F+(m,Tnθ, E)F+(n, θ, E),

we have

C∗M−1
+ (Tn−1θ,E) + CM+(T

nθ, E) + (E −B(Tnθ)) = 0.

□

Similarly as in [62], one can define the Green’s Matrix as

G(θ,E) = ⟨δ⃗0, (HC,B,θ,dα − E)−1δ⃗0⟩,
where

δ⃗j(n) =

{
0 n ̸= j

Id n = j
.

The Green’s matrix can be expressed as the following:

Lemma 5.3. For any E ∈ C+, we have

G(θ,E) = (−CM+(θ,E)− C∗M−(θ, E) +B(θ)− E)−1

Proof. It is easy to check that

⟨δ⃗m, (HC,B,θ,dα − E)−1δ⃗n⟩

=

{
F+(m, θ,E)(CF+(n+ 1, θ, E) + C∗F−(n− 1, θ, E) + (B(Tnθ)− E)F+(n, θ, E))−1 m ≥ n

F−(m, θ,E)(CF+(n+ 1, θ, E) + C∗F−(n− 1, θ, E) + (B(Tnθ)− E)F+(n, θ, E))−1 m < n
.

□

The following Lemma gives the relation between the M matrix and the Green’s matrix.

Lemma 5.4. For any E ∈ C+, the following relation holds:

G(θ,E) = (−CM+(θ,E) + CM−1
− (Tθ,E))−1,

G(Tθ,E) = (C∗M−1
+ (θ,E)− C∗M−(Tθ,E))−1,

G(θ,E)CM−1
− (Tθ,E) = M−(Tθ,E)G(Tθ,E)C∗ + Id.(5.4)

Proof. By Lemma 5.3, (5.2) and (5.3), one has

G(Tθ,E) = (−CM+(Tθ,E)− C∗M−(Tθ,E) +B(Tθ)− E)−1

= (C∗M−1
+ (θ,E)− C∗M−(Tθ,E))−1.

G(θ,E) = (−CM+(θ,E)− C∗M−(θ,E) +B(θ)− E)−1

= (−CM+(θ,E) + CM−1
− (Tθ,E))−1.

Consequently, we have the following

G(θ, E)CM−1
− (Tθ,E) =(Id −M−(Tθ,E)M+(θ,E))−1

=M−1
+ (θ,E)(M−1

+ (θ,E)−M−(Tθ,E))−1

=M−(Tθ,E)(M−1
+ (θ,E)−M−(Tθ,E))−1 + Id

=M−(Tθ,E)G(Tθ,E)C∗ + Id.

□



19

5.2. A dynamical consequence: dominated splitting.
For any E ∈ C, we group {γi(E)}di=1 as γn1 , · · · , γnℓ

with multiplicities {ni−ni−1}ℓi=1 respectively,
where n0 = 0 and we assume that

γn1 > γn2 > · · · > γnℓ
≥ 0.

Note that (dα, Âd,E) is the d-th iteration of (α, ÂE), we have Li(dα, Âd,E) = 2πdγi(E). Hence

{Lni(dα, Âd,E)}ℓi=1 are the distinct Lyapunov exponents of (dα, Âd,E). Note that we always have

nℓ(E)(E) = d.

Indeed, if E ∈ R, (dα, Âd,E) are complex symplectic, thus by Remark 4.2, the Lyapunov exponents

of (α, ÂE) come into pairs {±γi(E)}di=1. If E ∈ C\R, (dα, Âd,E) is uniformly hyperbolic [45], thus

Ld(dα, Âd,E) > 0. A key observation of our proof is the following:

Proposition 5.1. For E ∈ C+, the cocycle (dα, Âd,E) is ni-dominated for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ.

Remark 5.1. By Theorem 4.3, this is essentially the same as part 1 of Theorem 1.4.

Proof. We divide the proof into two cases:

Case 1: i = ℓ. Since E ∈ C+, we have (dα, Âd,E) is uniformly hyperbolic [45], which implies

that nℓ = d and (dα, Âd,E) is d-dominated.
Case 2: 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ− 1. Recall that

Âd,E(θ) =

(
C−1(EI −B(θ)) −C−1C∗

Id Od

)
where

B(θ) =


2 cos(θd−1) V−1 · · · V−d+1

V1
. . .

. . .
...

...
. . . 2 cos(θ1) V−1

Vd−1 · · · V1 2 cos(θ)

 .

Thus if we let (ℓij)1≤i,j≤d = (Âd,E)n(θ), then it is easy to check that each ℓij is a polynomial of

cos 2π(θ) with degree ≤ n. Similarly, if we let Lij be the ij-th entry of Λni(Âd,E)n(θ), by the
definition of wedge, Lij is a polynomial of cos 2π(θ) with degree ≤ nni. Hence one can compute

|ωni(dα, Âd,E)| =
∣∣∣∣ lim
ε→0+

1

2πε
(Lni(dα, Âd,E(·+ iε))− Lni(dα, Âd,E)

∣∣∣∣
=

1

2π

∣∣∣∣ limn→∞

1

n

∫
T
ln(∥Λni(Âd,E)n(θ + iε)∥)dθ − lim

n→∞

1

n

∫
T
ln(∥Λni(Âd,E)n(θ)∥)dθ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ni.

It follows that

|ωni(α, ÂE)| =

∣∣∣∣∣ωni(dα, Âd,E)

d

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ni

d
< 1.

On the other hand, since γni(E) > γni+1(E), by Remark 4.3, ωni(α, ÂE) is an integer. Together

with the fact that |ωni(α, ÂE)| is strictly smaller than 1, we have ωni(α, ÂE) = 0. This implies
that

Lni(α, ÂE(·+ iε)) = Lni(α, ÂE)

for ε > 0 which is sufficiently small. Similar argument works for ε < 0 which is also sufficiently

small. This means (α, ÂE) is ni-regular. Notice that

dLni(α, ÂE(·+ iε)) = Lni(dα, Âd,E(·+ iε)).
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so (α, ÂE) is ni-regular if and only if (dα, Âd,E) is ni-regular. Hence (dα, Âd,E) is ni-dominated by
Theorem 4.3. □

Corollary 5.1. Assume α ∈ R\Q, E ∈ R, and γd = 0. Then (dα, Âd,E) is partially hyperbolic with
center of dimension 2(nℓ − nℓ−1).

Proof. For any E ∈ R, by the same argument as in Proposition 5.1, (dα, Âd,E) is ni-dominated for

any 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−1. Together with the fact that (dα, Âd,E) is complex symplectic, we have (dα, Âd,E)
is partially hyperbolic with a center of dimension 2(nℓ − nℓ−1). □

Remark 5.2. ByTheorem 4.3, this also provides a proof of part 2 of Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Corollary 1.3: It follows directly from the combination of Corollaries 1.1 and 5.1. □

Notice that Proposition 5.1 gives an enhancement of Lemma 5.1. As a consequence, we obtain:

Corollary 5.2. For any E ∈ C+, there are sequences of d×d matrix valued functions {F̃±(k, θ, E)}k∈Z
and B(θ,E) ∈ Cω(T× C+,GLd×d(C)), with F̃±(0, θ, E) = B(θ,E), obeying

C∗F̃±(k − 1, θ, E) + CF̃±(k + 1, θ, E) +B(T kθ)F̃±(k, θ, E) = EF̃±(k, θ, E),

∞∑
k=0

∥F̃+(k, θ, E)∥2 < ∞,

0∑
k=−∞

∥F̃−(k, θ, E)∥2 < ∞.

Moreover, if we denote

F̃±(k, θ, E) =
(
f⃗±
1 (k, θ, E) f⃗±

2 (k, θ, E) · · · f⃗±
d (k, θ, E)

)
,

then for any θ ∈ T,

lim sup
k→∞

1

2k
ln
(
∥f⃗−

j (k, θ, E)∥2 + ∥f⃗−
j (k + 1, θ, E)∥2

)
= 2πdγni(E), ni−1 + 1 ≤ j ≤ ni,

Proof. By Proposition 5.1, (dα, Âd,E) is ni-dominated for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ. Thus by Appendix B in [20],

there exist continuous invariant decompositions Es(θ) and Eu(θ) = E1
u(θ) ⊕ E2

u(θ) ⊕ · · · ⊕ Eℓ
u(θ)

such that C2d = Es(θ)⊕ Eu(θ). Moreover, we have

(5.5) lim sup
k→∞

1

k
ln ∥(Âd,E)k(θ)v⃗∥ = dγni(E) > 0, ∀v⃗ ∈ Ei

u(θ)\{0}, ∀θ ∈ T.

Note that Es(θ) and {Ei
u(θ)}ℓi=1 depend continuously on θ. Actually, by Theorem 6.1 in [11],

if the cocycle is analytic, Es(θ) and {Ei
u(θ)}ℓi=1 can be chosen to depend holomorphically on both

E ∈ C+ and θ ∈ T. i.e., there exists F̃−(θ,E) ∈ Cω(T × C+,M2d×d(C)) and M i
−(θ,E) ∈ Cω(T ×

C+,GLni−ni−1(C)) such that

(Âd,E(θ))
−1F̃−(θ,E) = F̃−(T

−1θ,E)diag
{
−M1

−(θ, E),−M2
−(θ,E), · · · ,−M ℓ

−(θ,E)
}
.(5.6)

Now, we define (
F̃−(k, θ, E)

F̃−(k − 1, θ, E)

)
= (Âd,E)k(θ)F̃−(θ,E).

It follows from (5.5), for any θ ∈ T,

(5.7) lim sup
k→∞

1

2k
ln
(
∥f⃗−

j (k, θ, E)∥2 + ∥f⃗−
j (k + 1, θ, E)∥2

)
= 2πdγni(E), ni−1 + 1 ≤ j ≤ ni,

Finally, we take B(θ,E) = F̃−(0, θ, E) and

F̃+(θ,E) =

(
Id

F+(−1, θ, E)

)
·B(θ,E),

(
F̃+(k, θ, E)

F̃+(k − 1, θ, E)

)
= (Âd,E)k(θ)F̃+(θ,E).
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Then by (5.7) and Lemma 5.1, we have

∞∑
k=0

∥F̃+(k, θ, E)∥2 < ∞,
0∑

k=−∞
∥F̃−(k, θ, E)∥2 < ∞.

□

Remark 5.3. By the uniqueness of F±(k, θ, E), it is standard that F̃±(k, θ, E) and F±(k, θ, E)
have the following relations

F̃±(k, θ, E) = F±(k, θ, E)B(θ,E).

It follows directly that

Corollary 5.3. For any E ∈ C+, we have

G(θ, E) = F̃−(0, θ, E)(CF̃+(1, θ, E)− CF̃−(1, θ, E))−1.

Proof. By Lemma 5.3 and Remark 5.3, we have

G(θ, E) = F+(0, θ, E)(CF+(1, θ, E) + C∗F−(−1, θ, E) + (B(θ)− E)F+(0, θ, E))−1

= F+(0, θ, E)(CF+(1, θ, E)− CF−(1, θ, E))−1

= F̃+(0, θ, E)B−1(θ,E)(CF̃+(1, θ, E)B−1(θ,E)− CF̃−(1, θ, E)B−1(θ,E))−1

= F̃−(0, θ, E)(CF̃+(1, θ, E)− CF̃−(1, θ, E))−1.

□

Corollary 5.2 also implies that the M−(θ,E) is conjugated to a block diagonal matrix.

Proposition 5.2. There exist B ∈ Cω(T×C+,GLd(C)) and M i
−(θ,E) ∈ Cω(T×C+,GLni−ni−1(C))

for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ such that

M̃−(θ,E) := B−1(T−1θ, E)M−(θ,E)B(θ,E) = diag{M1
−(θ, E),M2

−(θ,E), · · · ,M ℓ
−(θ,E)}.

Moreover, for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, if we denote by

ωi(E) =

∫
T
ln detM i

−(θ,E)dθ,

then

(5.8) ℜωi(E) = 2πd(ni − ni−1)γni(E).

Proof. Notice that (5.6) and Remark 5.3 imply(
F−(1, θ, E)
F−(0, θ, E)

)
B(θ,E) =

(
F−(0, T

−1θ,E)
F−(−1, T−1θ,E)

)
B(T−1θ,E)

diag
{
−M1

−(θ,E),−M2
−(θ,E), · · · ,−M ℓ

−(θ,E)
}
.(5.9)

It follows that(
F−(0, θ, E)
F−(−1, θ, E)

)
B(θ,E) =

(
F−(1, T

−1θ,E)
F−(0, T

−1θ,E)

)
B(T−1θ,E)

diag
{
−M1

−(θ,E),−M2
−(θ,E), · · · ,−M ℓ

−(θ,E)
}
.(5.10)

Thus we have

B−1(T−1θ,E)M−(θ,E)B(θ,E) = diag{M1
−(θ,E),M2

−(θ,E), · · · ,M ℓ
−(θ,E)}.
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For (5.8), we only prove the case i = 1, the others follow similarly. Note

2πdn1γn1(E) = lim
n→∞

1

n

∫
T
ln
(
∥Λn1(Âd,E)n(θ)f⃗1(0, θ, E) ∧ · · · ∧ f⃗n1(0, θ, E)∥

)
dθ

= lim
n→∞

1

n

∫
T
ln
(
∥f⃗1(n− 1, θ, E) ∧ · · · ∧ f⃗n1(n− 1, θ, E)∥

)
dθ

= lim
n→∞

1

n

n−1∑
j=0

ln |detM1
−(θ + jα,E)|+

∫
T
ln
(
∥f⃗1(0, Tn−1θ,E) ∧ · · · ∧ f⃗n1(0, T

n−1θ, E)∥
)
dθ


=

∫
T
ln | detM1

−(θ,E)|dθ = ℜω1(E).

□

For any E ∈ C\R, the classical Thouless formula will imply Johnson-Moser’s type result:

∂Ld(α, ÂE)

∂ℑE
= −1

d
ℑtr

∫
G(θ,E)dθ.

We refer readers to [45, 62] for details. We now provide the following generalized version of the
Thouless formula for a Lyapunov-invariant subspace. Denote by PI the projection from Z to I. We
have the following generalization of Johnson-Moser’s theorem:

Proposition 5.3. For 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, we have

∂ωi

∂E
(E) = 2π

∂(
∑ni

j=ni−1+1 γj)

∂ℑE
(E) =

−1

d
trℑ

∫
T
Gi(θ,E)dθ.

where Gi(θ) = P[ni−1+1,ni]B
−1(θ,E)G(θ,E)B(θ,E)P[ni−1+1,ni].

We postpone the proof of Proposition 5.3 to Section 9.

6. Green’s function for non-self-adjoint quasiperiodic operators

We start with establishing Aubry duality between a non-Hermitian quasiperiodic Schrödinger
operator on ℓ2(Z):

(6.1) (HV (·+iε),x,αu)(n) = un+1 + un−1 + V (x+ iε+ nα)un, n ∈ Z,

and the finite range quasiperiodic operator L̂V (·+iε),θ,α:

(6.2) (ĤV (·+iε),θ,αu)(n) =
d∑

k=−d

e−kεVkun+k + 2 cos 2π(θ + nα)un, n ∈ Z,

where V (x) =
d∑

k=−d

Vke
2πikx is a trigonometric polynomial. Then we will analyze the Green’s

function for these non-Hermitian quasiperiodic operators.

6.1. Aubry duality. Consider the fiber direct integral,

H :=

∫ ⊕
T

ℓ2(Z)dx,

which, as usual, is defined as the space of ℓ2(Z)-valued, L2-functions over the measure space (T, dx).
The extensions of the Schödinger operators and their long-range duals to H are given in terms of
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their direct integrals, which we now define. Let α ∈ T be fixed. Interpreting HV (·+iε),x,α as fibers
of the decomposable operator,

HV (·+iε),α :=

∫ ⊕
T

HV (·+iε),x,αdx,

the family {HV (·+iε),x,α}x∈T naturally induces an operator on the space H, i.e. ,

(HV (·+iε),αΨ)(x, n) = Ψ(x, n+ 1) + Ψ(x, n− 1) + V (x+ iε+ nα)Ψ(x, n).

Similarly, the direct integral of finite-range operator ĤV (·+iε),θ,α, denoted as ĤV (·+iε),α, is given
by

(ĤV (·+iε),αΨ)(x, n) =
d∑

k=−d

e−2πkεVkΨ(x, n+ k) + 2 cos 2π(θ + nα)Ψ(x, n).

These two operators are bounded and non-Hermitian in H. Let us now see that operators (6.1) and
(6.2) are in fact unitarily equivalent. Indeed, by analogy with the heuristic and classical approach
to Aubry duality [44], let U be the following operator on H :

(Uϕ)(η,m) := ϕ̂(m, η + παm) =
∑
n∈Z

∫
T
e2πimxe2πin(mα+η)ϕ(x, n)dx.

U is clearly unitary and a direct computation show that it conjugates H and L̂

UHV (·+iε),αU
−1 = ĤV (·+iε),α.

Moreover, we have the following:

Lemma 6.1. For any z ∈ C\R, one has∫
T
⟨(HV (·+iε),x,α − z)−1δn, δn⟩dx =

∫
T
⟨(ĤV (·+iε),θ,α − z)−1δn, δn⟩dθ.

Proof. Let ϕ(θ,m) = δn for any θ ∈ T. By the unitary equivalence betweenHV (·+iε),α and L̂V (·+iε),α,
we have that∫

T
⟨(HV (·+iε),θ,α − z)−1δn, δn⟩dθ =

∫
T
⟨(HV (·+iε),α − z)−1ϕ(θ,m), ϕ(θ,m)⟩dθ

=

∫
T
⟨U(HV (·+iε),α − z)−1ϕ(θ,m),Uϕ(θ,m)⟩dθ

=

∫
T
⟨U(HV (·+iε),α − z)−1U−1Uϕ(θ,m),Uϕ(θ,m)⟩dθ

=

∫
T
⟨(ĤV (·+iε),θ,α − z)−1δ0, δ0⟩dθ

=

∫
T
⟨(ĤV (·+iε),θ,α − z)−1δn, δn⟩dθ

where we used the fact (Uϕ)(θ,m) = e2πinθδ0. □

6.2. A representation formula for the Green’s function. In this subsection, we state a general
lemma which is useful for the computation of Green’s function of finite-range operators. Its proof
can be found in Section 10.

Lemma 6.2. Consider the following 2d order difference operator,

(Lu)(n) =

d∑
k=−d

aku(n+ k) + V (n)u(n).



24 LINGRUI GE, SVETLANA JITOMIRSKAYA, JIANGONG YOU, AND QI ZHOU

If the eigenequation Lu = Eu has 2d linearly independent solutions {ϕi}2di=1 satisfying

ϕi ∈ ℓ2(Z+)(i = 1, · · · ,m) ϕi ∈ ℓ2(Z−)(i = m+ 1, · · · , 2d),
then L− EI is invertible. Moreover,

⟨δp, (L− EI)−1δq⟩ =


m∑
i=1

ϕi(p)Φ1,i(q)

ad detΦ(q) p ≥ q + 1

−

2d∑
i=m+1

ϕi(p)Φ1,i(q)

ad detΦ(q) p ≤ q

,

where

Φ(q) =


ϕ1(q + d) ϕ2(q + d) · · · ϕ2d(q + d)

ϕ1(q + d− 1) ϕ2(q + d− 1) · · · ϕ2d(q + d− 1)
...

...
...

ϕ1(q − d+ 1) ϕ2(q − d+ 1) · · · ϕ2d(q − d+ 1)


and Φi,j(q) is the (i, j)-th cofactor of Φ(q).

Remark 6.1. If for the eigenequation Lu = Eu there exist 2d independent solutions {ϕi}2di=1 with
ϕi ∈ ℓ2(Z+)(i = 1, · · · , 2d), then we have

⟨δp, (L− EI)−1δq⟩ =


m∑
i=1

ϕi(p)Φ1,i(q)

ad detΦ(q) p ≥ q + 1

0 p ≤ q

.

6.3. Green’s function of non-Hermitian Schrödinger operators. In this subsection, we
study the Green function of (6.1) for ε ̸= 0. In this case, we first have the following:

Lemma 6.3. If (α,AE(·+ iε)) is regular and Lε(E) > 0, then there are unique solutions u±(k, x+
iε, E) ∈ ℓ2(Z±), obeying

u±(k − 1, x+ iε, E) + u±(k + 1, x+ iε, E) + V (x+ iε+ kα)u±(k, x+ iε, E) = Eu±(k, x+ iε, E),

where u±(0, x+ iε, E) = 1.

Proof. By Theorem 4.3, (α,AE(· + iε)) is uniformly hyperbolic. The existence of u± follows from
the definition of uniform hyperbolicity. □

Once we have this, similar to the Hermitian case, we can define the m function as

m±(x+ iε, E) = −u±(±1, x+ iε, E),

and one can express the Green’s function defined as

g(x+ iε, E) = ⟨δ0, (HV (·+iε),x,α − E)−1δ0⟩,
by the m-function as follows:

Lemma 6.4. g(x+ iε, E) = −1
m+(x+iε,E)+m−(x+iε,E)+E−V (x+iε) .

Proof. By Proposition 6.2 and Lemma 6.3, we have

g(x+ iε, E) =
1

u+(1, x+ iε, E)− u−(1, x+ iε, E)

=
1

u+(1, x+ iε, E) + u−(−1, x+ iε, E) + V (x+ iε)− E

=
−1

m+(x+ iε, E) +m−(x+ iε, E) + E − V (x+ iε)
.

□
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One can now relate the derivative of Lyapunov exponent and Green function as follows:

Proposition 6.1. If (α,AE(·+ iε)) is regular and Lε(E) > 0, then

∂Lε(E)

∂ℑE
= −ℑ

∫
T
g(x+ iε, E)dx.

Proof. Similarly to the Hermitian case, m-function is non zero for any x ∈ T, so we can define

wε(E) =

∫
lnm−(x+ iε, E)dx.

Thus it suffices for us to prove

(6.3)
∂wε(E)

∂E
=

∫
T
g(x+ iε, E)dx.

Once we have this, then the result follows from the Cauchy-Riemann equation directly.
To prove (6.3), first note that we also have the Ricatti equation

m+(x+ α+ iε, E) +m−1
+ (x+ iε, E) + (E − V (x+ α+ iε)) = 0,

m−(x+ iε, E) +m−1
− (x+ α+ iε, E) + (E − V (x+ iε)) = 0.(6.4)

By Lemma 6.4, this implies that

g(x+ iε, E) =
−1

m+(x+ iε, E)−m−1
− (x+ α+ iε, E)

,

g(x+ α+ iε, E) =
−1

m−(x+ α+ iε, E)−m−1
+ (x+ iε, E)

,

g(x+ iε, E)m+(x+ iε, E) = g(x+ α+ iε)m−(x+ α+ iε, E).

(6.5)

We now introduce the auxiliary function 8

f(x,E) = g(x+ iε, E)
∂m−(x+ iε, E)

∂E
.

By taking the derivative of (6.4), we have

∂m−(x+ iε, E)

∂E
=

1

m2
−(x+ α+ iε, E)

∂m−(x+ α+ iε, E)

∂E
− 1.

Then by (6.5), it follows that

f(x+ α,E)− f(x,E)

=g(x+ α+ iε, E)
∂m−(x+ α+ iε, E)

∂E
− g(x+ iε, E)

(
1

m2
−(x+ α+ iε, E)

∂m−(x+ α+ iε, E)

∂E
− 1

)
=

(
g(x+ α+ iε, E)− g(x+ iε, E)

1

m2
−(x+ α+ iε, E)

)
∂m−(x+ α+ iε, E)

∂E
+ g(x+ iε, E)

=g(x+ α+ iε, E)

(
1− 1

m+(x+ iε, E)m−(x+ α+ iε, E)

)
∂m−(x+ α+ iε, E)

∂E
+ g(x+ iε, E)

=− 1

m−(x+ α+ iε, E)

∂m−(x+ α+ iε, E)

∂E
+ g(x+ iε, E).

Taking the integral over T, we get the desired result. □

8A similar idea will be used again in the proof of Proposition 5.3
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6.4. Green’s function for the duals of non-Hermitian Schrödinger operators. In this

subsection, we study the Green’s function of the operator (6.2). Note ĤV (·+iε),θ,α naturally induces

a quasiperiodic cocycle (α, Âε
E) where

Âε
E(x) =

1

e−dεVd



−e−2π(d−1)εVd−1 ··· −e−2πεV1 E−2 cos 2π(x)−V0 −e2πεV−1 ··· −e2π(d−1)εV−d+1 −e2πdεV−d

e−2πdεVd

. . .

e−2πdεVd


.

For 1 ≤ i ≤ 2d, we denote by γεi (E) = Li(α, Â
ε
E) for short. The basic observation is the following:

Lemma 6.5. We have

(6.6) γεi (E) = γi(E) + ε, 1 ≤ i ≤ 2d.

Proof. By a direct computation, one can prove that

(6.7) Âε
E = e2πεD−1

d ÂEDd,

where

Dd = diag{e2πdε, e2π(d−1)ε, · · · , e−2π(d−2)ε, e−2π(d−1)ε}.
Thus (6.6) follows from the definition of Lyapunov exponents. □

With this observation in hand, one can express the Green’s function of (6.2). Indeed, for any

E ∈ C+, recall that we assume the Lyapunov exponent of (α, ÂE) satisfy

(6.8) γn1 > γn2 > · · · > γnℓ
> 0

with multiplicity of each γni being {ni−ni−1}ℓi=1. For simplicity of the notations, in the following,
we will just denote γn0 = ∞, γnℓ+1

= 0, and rewrite (6.8) as

∞ = γn0 > γn1 > γn2 > · · · > γnℓ
> γnℓ+1

= 0.

Thus we can give the following representation of Green’s function from Proposition 6.2.

Proposition 6.2. For any fixed E ∈ C+, 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, if ε ∈ (−γni(E),−γni+1(E)), then ĤV (·+iε),θ,α−
EI is invertible for any θ ∈ T. Moreover, we have

∫
T
⟨δ0, (Ĥ2 cos

V (·+iε),θ,α − EI)−1δ0⟩dθ =


1
d

i∑
j=1

∫
T trGj(θ,E)dθ 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ

0 i = 0

.

Proof. First note that un solves

(ĤV,θ,αu)(n) =

d∑
k=−d

Vkun+k + 2 cos 2π(θ + nα)un, n ∈ Z

if and only if

u⃗k = (udk+d−1 · · · udk+1 udk)
T

solves

Cu⃗k+1 +B(T kθ)u⃗k + C∗u⃗k−1 = Eu⃗k.
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Thus by Corollary 5.2, F̃±(k, θ, E) can be written as

F̃±(k, θ, E) =
(
f⃗±
1 (k, θ, E) f⃗±

2 (k, θ, E) · · · f⃗±
d (k, θ, E)

)

=


f±
1 (kd+ d− 1, θ, E) f±

2 (kd+ d− 1, θ, E) · · · f±
d (kd+ d− 1, θ, E)

f±
1 (kd+ d− 2, θ, E) f±

2 (kd+ d− 2, θ, E) · · · f±
d (kd+ d− 2, θ, E)

...
...

...
f±
1 (kd, θ, E) f±

2 (kd, θ, E) · · · f±
d (kd, θ, E)


and {f±

j (n, θ, E)}dj=1 are 2d linearly independent solutions of ĤV,θ,au = Eu. Furthermore, we have

lim sup
n→∞

1

2n
ln
(
∥f⃗−

j (n+ 1, θ, E)∥2 + ∥f⃗−
j (n, θ, E)∥2

)
= 2πdγni(E), ni−1 + 1 ≤ j ≤ ni,

f+
j (n, θ, E) ∈ ℓ2(Z+), 1 ≤ j ≤ d.

By (6.7), it is obvious that {enεf±
j (n, θ, E)}dj=1 are 2d independent solutions of ĤV (·+iε),θ,αu = Eu.

Thus for ε ∈ (−γni(E),−γni+1(E)) and for any θ ∈ T, we have

e2πnεf+
j (n, θ, E) ∈ ℓ2(Z+), 1 ≤ j ≤ d,(6.9)

e2πnεf−
j (n, θ, E) ∈ ℓ2(Z−), 1 ≤ j ≤ ni,(6.10)

e2πnεf−
j (n, θ, E) ∈ ℓ2(Z+), ni + 1 ≤ j ≤ d.(6.11)

We divide the proof into two cases:

Case I: i = 0. In this case, enεf+
j (n, θ, E) ∈ ℓ2(Z+), enεf−

j (n, θ, E) ∈ ℓ2(Z+), where 1 ≤ j ≤ d.

Then the result follows directly from Proposition 6.2 (see also Remark 6.1).

Case II: 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ. In this case, we first denote

Φ(n, θ, E) =


f+
1 (n+d,θ,E) ··· f+

d (n+d,θ,E) f−
1 (n+d,θ,E) ··· f−

d (n+d,θ,E)

f+
1 (n+d−1,θ,E) ··· f+

d (n+d−1,θ,E) f−
1 (n+d−1,θ,E) ··· f−

d (n+d−1,θ,E)

...
...

...
...

f+
1 (n−d+1,θ,E) ··· f+

d (n−d+1,θ,E) f−
1 (n−d+1,θ,E) ··· f−

d (n−d+1,θ,E)

 .

Let Φi,j(n, θ, E) be the (i, j)-th cofactor of Φ(n, θ, E). Then the fundamental matrix of

ĤV (·+iε),θ,αu = Eu

can be rewritten as

(6.12) Φε(n, θ, E) = diag{e2π(n+d)ε, e2π(n+d−1)ε, · · · , e2π(n−d+1)ε}Φ(n, θ, E).

Let Φε
i,j(n, θ, E) be the (i, j)-th cofactor of Φε(n, θ, E). A direct computation shows that

(6.13) Φε
1,j(n, θ, E) = e2πn(2d−1)εΦ1,j(n, θ, E).
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Thus for any ε ∈ (−γni(E),−γni+1(E)), by (6.9)-(6.13) and Proposition 6.2, we have

d−1∑
j=0

⟨δj , (ĤV (·+iε),θ,α − EI)−1δj⟩(6.14)

=

d−1∑
j=0

−1

Vde−2πdε detΦε(j, θ, E)

ni∑
k=1

e2πjεf−
k (j, θ, E)Φε

1,d+k(j, θ, E)

=

d−1∑
j=0

−1

Vde4πjdε detΦ(0, θ, E)

ni∑
k=1

e2πjεf−
k (j, θ, E)e2πj(2d−1)εΦ1,d+k(j, θ, E)

=
−1

Vd detΦ(0, θ, E)

d−1∑
j=0

ni∑
k=1

f−
k (j, θ, E)Φ1,d+k(j, θ, E).

We need the following equivalent representation of the Green’s matrix.

Lemma 6.6 (Element version). For any E ∈ C+, θ ∈ T and p, q ∈ Z, we have

⟨δp, (ĤV,α,θ − EI)−1δq⟩ =


d∑

i=1
f+
i (p,θ,E)Φ1,i(q,θ,E)

Vd detΦ(0,θ,E) p ≥ q + 1

−

d∑
i=1

f−
i (p,θ,E)Φ1,d+i(q,θ,E)

Vd detΦ(0,θ,E) p ≤ q

.

As a corollary, we have

G(θ,E) =
−1

Vd detΦ(0, θ, E)


f−
1 (d− 1, θ, E) f−

2 (d− 1, θ, E) · · · f−
d (d− 1, θ, E)

f−
1 (d− 2, θ, E) f−

2 (d− 2, θ, E) · · · f−
d (d− 2, θ, E)

...
...

...
f−
1 (0, θ, E) f−

2 (0, θ, E) · · · f−
d (0, θ, E)



·


Φ1,d+1(d− 1, θ, E) Φ1,d+1(d− 2, θ, E) · · · Φ1,d+1(0, θ, E)
Φ1,d+2(d− 1, θ, E) Φ1,d+2(d− 2, θ, E) · · · Φ1,d+2(0, θ, E)

...
...

...
Φ1,2d(d− 1, θ, E) Φ1,2d(d− 2, θ, E) · · · Φ1,2d(0, θ, E)

 .

Proof. By uniqueness of the Green matrix, G(θ,E) can be written as

G(θ,E) =


⟨δd−1, (L̂V,θ,α − EI)−1δd−1⟩ · · · ⟨δd−1, (L̂V,θ,α − EI)−1δ0⟩
⟨δd−2, (L̂V,θ,α − EI)−1δd−1⟩ · · · ⟨δd−2, (L̂V,θ,α − EI)−1δ0⟩

...
...

...

⟨δ0, (L̂V,θ,α − EI)−1δd−1⟩ · · · ⟨δ0, (L̂V,θ,α − EI)−1δ0⟩

 .

Note that f+
j (n, θ, E) ∈ ℓ2(Z+) and f−

j (n, θ, E) ∈ ℓ2(Z−) for 1 ≤ i ≤ d. Thus the result follows

from Proposition 6.2, and the fact that G(θ,E) is symmetric.
□

By Corollary 5.3 and Lemma 6.6, we have

(CF̃+(1, θ, E)− CF̃−(1, θ, E))−1(6.15)

=
−1

Vd detΦ(0, θ, E)


Φ1,d+1(d−1,θ,E) Φ1,d+1(d−2,θ,E) ··· Φ1,d+1(0,θ,E)

Φ1,d+2(d−1,θ,E) Φ1,d+2(d−2,θ,E) ··· Φ1,d+2(0,θ,E)

...
...

...
Φ1,2d(d−1,θ,E) Φ1,2d(d−2,θ,E) ··· Φ1,2d(0,θ,E)

 .
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By (6.15), for any 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, we have

−1

Vd detΦ(0, θ, E)

d−1∑
j=0

ni∑
k=1

f−
k (j, θ, E)Φ1,d+k(j, θ, E)(6.16)

=
−1

Vd detΦ(0, θ, E)

ni∑
k=1

d−1∑
j=0

f−
k (j, θ, E)Φ1,d+k(j, θ, E)

=trP[1,ni](CF̃+(1, θ, E)− CF̃−(1, θ, E))−1F̃−(0, θ, E)P[1,ni]

=trP[1,ni]B
−1(θ,E)G(θ,E)B(θ,E)P[1,ni]

=
i∑

j=1

trGj(θ).

Using (6.14), (6.16) and taking the integral over T, we get the result. □

As a result of Aubry duality, we have the following corollary:

Corollary 6.1. For any fixed E ∈ C+, 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, if ε ∈ (−γni(E),−γni+1(E)), then Schrödinger
cocycle (α,AE(·+ iε)) is regular and Lε(E) > 0. Moreover,

∂Lε(E)

∂ℑE
=

−1
d

i∑
j=1

trℑ
∫
TGj(θ,E)dθ 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ

0 i = 0

.(6.17)

Proof. For any 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ and for any ε ∈ (−γni(E),−γni+1(E)), by Proposition 6.2, (E −
ĤV (·+iε),α,θ)

−1 exists and is bounded for any θ ∈ T, thus E /∈ Σ(ĤV (·+iε),α,θ)
9, moreover by

Lemma 6.1,

(6.18)

∫
T
⟨δ0, (HV (·+iε),x,α − E)−1δ0⟩dx =

∫
T
⟨δ0, (ĤV (·+iε),θ,α − EI)−1δ0⟩dθ.

Also by Lemma 4.1, we have E /∈ Σ(HV (·+iε),α,x) for any x ∈ T. By Theorem 4.4, (α,AE(· + iε))
is uniformly hyperbolic, so by Theorem 4.3, (α,AE(·+ iε)) is regular and Lε(E) > 0. Then (6.17)
follows from (6.18), Proposition 6.1 and Proposition 6.2.

□

7. The trigonometric polynomial case: Proof of Theorem 1.1

We assume that V is a trigonometric polynomial of degree d. For any E ∈ C, recall that

γni(E)(E) :=
Lni(E)(α, ÂE)

2π
, 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ(E).

We may assume that

γn1(E)(E) > γn2(E)(E) > · · · > γnℓ(E)(E)(E) ≥ 0,

with multiplicities {ni(E)−ni−1(E)}ℓ(E)
i=1 respectively where n0(E) = 0 and, by an argument at the

beginning of Section 5.1 we have nℓ(E) = d.
While Theorem 1.1 consider the energy E ∈ R, we will derive it from the following stronger

result:

9Σ(H) denotes the spectrum of H.
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Theorem 7.1. For any α ∈ R\Q and E ∈ C, we have the following:

Lε(E) =


L(E) ε ∈ (−γd(E), 0]

L−γni+1(E)(E)(E)− 2π(d− ni(E))(ε+ γni+1(E)(E)) ε ∈ (−γni(E)(E),−γni+1(E)(E)]

L−γ1(E)(E)− 2πd(ε+ γ1(E)) ε ∈ (−∞,−γ1(E)]

(7.1)

where 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ(E)− 1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1: For any E ∈ R, Lε(E) is an even function in ε. Let L̂i(E) = 2πγd−i(E).
Theorem 1.1 follows directly from Theorem 7.1. □

Proof of Theorem 7.1: To prove Theorem 7.1, we only need to prove the following:

Proposition 7.1. For α ∈ R\Q and E ∈ C, there exists a sequence En ∈ C\R, such that En → E
and (7.1) holds for each En.

Once we have this, Theorem 7.1 can be obtained by the continuity arguments as follows. We
only prove the result for ε ∈ (−γ1(E),−γd(E)], since the case ε ∈ (−γd(E), 0] ∪ (−∞,−γ1(E)]
follows directly from Proposition 7.1 and Theorem 4.1.

For any fixed E ∈ C, we fix 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ(E)− 1 and ε ∈ (−γni(E)(E),−γni+1(E)(E)). By Theorem
7.1, there exists a sequence En ∈ C\R such that En → E and (7.1) holds for each En. Based on
the Thouless formula (Theorem 4.5), we have

L(En) = 2π
d∑

j=1

γj(En) + ln |Vd| = 2π

ℓ(En)∑
i=1

(ni(En)− ni−1(En))γni(En)(En) + ln |Vd|,

thus formula (7.1) can be rewritten as

Lε(En) =



L(En) ε ∈ (−γd(En), 0],

− 2π(d− ni(En))ε+ 2π

ni(En)∑
j=1

γj(En) + ln |Vd| ε ∈ (−γni(En)(En),−γni+1(En)(En)],

− 2πdε+ ln |Vd| ε ∈ (−∞,−γ1(En)].

(7.2)

Let j(En) be such that −γj(En) < ε < −γj+1(En). Note that by our selection, γni+1(E)(E) =
γni(E)+1(E). Thus by continuity of γni(E)(E) and γni(E)+1(E) (Theorem 4.1), there exists some
N > 0, such that if n > N , then j(En) = ni(E) (independent of En). By (7.2), we have

Lε̃(En) = −2π(d− ni(E))ε̃+ 2π

ni(E)∑
j=1

γj(En) + ln |Vd|, ε̃ ∈ (−γni(E)(En),−γni(E)+1(En)).

First let En → E. By the continuity of Lyapunov exponents (Theorem 4.1), we have

Lε̃(E) = −2π(d− ni(E))ε̃+ 2π

ni(E)∑
j=1

γj(E) + ln |Vd|, ε̃ ∈ (−γni(E)(E),−γni(E)+1(E)).(7.3)

On the other hand, if we take

(En, εn) = (En,−γni(E)+1(En) +
γni(E)(En)− γni(E)+1(En)

n
),
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then by Theorem 4.1, Lε(E) is jointly continuous in (ε, E), so it follows that

L−γni(E)+1(E)(E) = 2π(d− ni(E))γni(E)+1(E) + 2π

ni(E)∑
j=1

γj(E) + ln |Vd|.(7.4)

By (7.3) and (7.4), and the fact that γni+1(E)(E) = γni(E)+1(E), we have

Lε(E) = L−γni+1(E)(E)(E)− 2π(d− ni(E))(ε+ γni+1(E)(E)), ε ∈ (−γni(E)(E),−γni+1(E)(E)].

This completes the proof. □

7.1. Proof of Proposition 7.1. Proposition 7.1 follows from

Proposition 7.2. For α ∈ R\Q and E ∈ C, there exists sequence En ∈ C\R, such that En → E
and

(1) {−γni(En)(En)}ℓ(En)
i=1 are exactly the turning points of Lε(En) for ε < 0;

(2) The variation of the slope at −γni(En)(En) is ni(En)− ni−1(En) for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ(En).

Indeed, for V (x) =
∑d

k=−d Vke
2πikx with Vk = V−k, one has

Lε(E) ≤ sup
x∈T

ln ∥AE(x+ iε)∥ ≤ dε+O(1).

Thus by convexity, for any E ∈ C, the absolute value of the slope of Lε(E) as a function of ε is less
than or equal to d. By a direct computation, for sufficiently large ε,

AE(x+ iε) = e−2πdεe−2πidx

(
−Vd 0
0 0

)
+ o(1).

By the continuity of Lyapunov exponent (Theorem 4.1), we have

Lε(E) = −2πdε+ ln |Vd|+ o(1),

thus by Theorem 4.2,
Lε(E) = −2πdε+ ln |Vd| as ε → −∞,

i.e. the slope of Lε(E) is −d, as ε → −∞. On the other hand, Lε(E) as a function of ε is a piecewise

convex affine function,
∑ℓ

i=1 (ni(En)− ni−1(En)) = d and there are no other turning points except

{−γni(En)(En)}ℓ(En)
i=1 when ε < 0. For the piecewise affine function Lε(En), we know all the turning

points {−γni(En)(En)}ℓ(En)
i=1 and the variation of the slope at each turning point and the final slope

when ε < 0, thus we have the full information on Lε(En) when ε < 0. □

7.2. Proof of Proposition 7.2. For simplicity, we only prove the result for E ∈ C+ ∪ R. We
define

I =
⋃
E∈C

ℓ(E)⋃
i=1

{[ni−1(E), ni(E)]} ,

Z =
⋃
I∈I

{
E ∈ C+|trℑ

(
PIB

−1(θ,E)G(θ,E)B(θ,E)PI

)
= 0
}
.

Notice that for any 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d, B−1(θ,E)G(θ, E)B(θ,E) ∈ Cω(T× C+), and I has finitely many
elements. Thus Z has no cluster points. Hence for any E ∈ C+ ∪ R, there is a sequence En ∈ C+

with En → E, such that En /∈ Z,

trℑ
∫
T
Gi(θ,En)dθ ̸= 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ(En).

Proof of Proposition 7.2 (1): Proposition 7.2 (1) is implied directly by the following general
fact:
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Lemma 7.1. For E /∈ Z ⊂ C+, {−γni(E)(E)}ℓ(E)
i=1 are exactly the turning points of Lε(E) for ε < 0.

Proof. We first need the following observation

Lemma 7.2. If (α,A) is regular, then ω−(α,A
′) = ω+(α,A

′) = ω+(α,A) for all A′ in a small
neighborhood of A, where

ω±(α,A) = lim
ε→0±

L(α,Aε)− L(α,A)

2πε
.

Proof. Since Lε(α,A) is convex as a function of ε, we have ω+(α,A) is upper semi-continuous
and ω−(α,A) is lower semi-continuous, and (α,A) is regular if and only if ω−(α,A) = ω+(α,A).
Note that regularity is an open condition in R\Q × Cω(T, SL(2,C)). This implies ω−(α,A

′) =
ω+(α,A

′) = ω+(α,A) for all A′ in a small neighborhood of A. □

We will now prove Lemma 7.1 by contradiction. Note that Corollary 6.1 implies that if

ε ∈ (−γni(E)(E),−γni+1(E)(E))

where 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ(E), then (α,AE(·+iε)) is regular, i.e. ε is not a turning point. Thus we only need to

prove {−γni(E)(E)}ℓ(E)
i=1 are turning points of Lε(E). Otherwise, assume there exists 1 ≤ i0 ≤ ℓ(E)

such that −γni0
(E)(E) is not a turning point, so (α,AE(·− iγni0

(E)(E))) is regular. By Lemma 7.2,

there exists an open rectangle I × J containing (E,−γni0
(E)(E)), such that for any (E′, ε) ∈ I × J ,

there exists m ∈ Z (which only depends on (E,−γni0
(E)(E))), such that the accelerations satisfy

ω+(α,AE′(·+ iε)) = m,

Consequently by the same argument as in Proposition 5 in [3], there exists g ∈ Cω(I) such that for
any (E′, ε) ∈ I × J , we have

Lε(E
′) = g(E′) +mε,

which implies that

∂Lε

∂ℑE
(E′) =

∂g

∂ℑE
(E′)

i.e. ∂Lε
∂ℑE (E′) is independent of ε ∈ J .

On the other hand, for any ε ∈ (−γni0
(E)(E),−γni0+1(E)(E)), by Corollary 6.1, one has

∂Lε

∂ℑE
(E) = −1

d

i0∑
j=1

trℑ
∫
T
Gj(θ,E)dθ,

and for any ε ∈ (−γni0−1(E)(E),−γni0
(E)(E)), one has

∂Lε

∂ℑE
(E) =

−1
d

i0−1∑
j=1

trℑ
∫
TGj(θ,E)dθ 2 ≤ i0 ≤ l(E)

0 i0 = 1

.

Thus ∂Lε
∂ℑE (E) varies when ε goes through −γni0

(E)(E) since by our assumption E /∈ Z. This is a

contradiction.
□

Proof of Proposition 7.2 (2): For any E ∈ C and 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ(E), we denote

ω+
ni(E)(E) = lim

ε↘−γni(E)(E)

Lε(E)− L−γni(E)(E)(E)

2π(ε+ γni(E)(E))
,
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ω−
ni(E)(E) = lim

ε↗−γni(E)(E)

Lε(E)− L−γni(E)(E)(E)

2π(ε+ γni(E)(E))
.

We first prove a useful lemma

Lemma 7.3. Assume that E /∈ Z, 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ(E). If there exists δ > 0 such that

(7.5) γni−1(E)(E
′) > γni−1(E)+1(E

′) = · · · = γni(E)(E
′) > γni(E)+1(E

′)

for all E′ ∈ C with |E′ − E| < δ, then

ω+
ni(E)(E)− ω−

ni(E)(E) = ni(E)− ni−1(E).

Proof. Since there exists δ > 0 such that (7.5) holds for all E′ ∈ C with |E′ − E| < δ, then by the
definition of ni, there exists s(E′) ∈ Z, such that

(7.6) ni−1(E) = ns−1(E
′) ni(E) = ns(E

′),

and one can rewrite (7.5) as

γns−1(E′)(E
′) > γns−1(E′)+1(E

′) = · · · = γns(E′)(E
′) > γns(E′)+1(E

′).

Without loss of generality, we can shrink δ and assume E′ /∈ Z since Z has at most finitely points.
Then by Lemma 7.1, −γns(E′)(E

′) is the only turning point for ε ∈ (−γns−1(E′)(E
′),−γns(E′)+1(E

′)).
If we assume

ω+
ni(E)(E)− ω−

ni(E)(E) = ki(E),

then by Lemma 7.2, for any −γns−1(E′)(E
′) < ε < −γns(E′)(E

′), there is mi(E) ∈ Z (does not
depend on E′), such that

Lε(E
′)− L−γns(E′)(E

′)(E
′) = 2πmi(E)(ε+ γns(E′)(E

′)),

and for any −γns(E′)+1(E
′) > ε′ > −γns(E′)(E

′), we have

Lε′(E
′)− L−γns(E′)(E

′)(E
′) = 2π(mi(E) + ki(E))(ε′ + γns(E′)(E

′)).

Therefore, we have

Lε′(E
′)− Lε(E

′) = 2πmi(E)(ε′ − ε) + 2πki(E)γns(E′)(E
′).

By Proposition 5.3, one has

∂Lε′

∂ℑE
(E′)− ∂Lε

∂ℑE
(E′) = 2πki(E)

∂γns(E′)

∂ℑE
(E′) =

−ki(E)

d(ns(E′)− ns−1(E′))
trℑ

∫
T
Gs(θ,E

′)dθ.

On the other hand, by Corollary 6.1, we have

∂Lε′

∂ℑE
(E′)− ∂Lε

∂ℑE
(E′) = −1

d
trℑ

∫
T
Gs(θ,E

′)dθ.

Thus we obtain (
ki(E)

ns(E′)− ns−1(E′)
− 1

)
1

d
trℑ

∫
T
Gs(θ,E

′)dθ = 0.

By (7.6) and the selection E′ /∈ Z, we have

ki(E) = ns(E
′)− ns−1(E

′) = ni(E)− ni−1(E).

□
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Now we will prove that for any 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ(En),

(7.7) ω+
ni(En)

(En)− ω−
ni(En)

(En) = ni(En)− ni−1(En).

We distinguish two different cases:

Case I: There exists δ > 0 such that

γni−1(En)(E
′) > γni−1(En)+1(E

′) = · · · = γni(En)(E
′) > γni(En)+1(E

′)

for all E′ ∈ C with |E′ − En| < δ. Then (7.7) follows directly from Lemma 7.3.

Case II: There exists Ej
n → En with Ej

n /∈ Z, 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ(Ej
n), such that not all of

γni−1(En)+1(E
j
n), · · · , γni(En)(E

j
n)

are equal. In this case, we need the following observation:

Lemma 7.4. Let ai ∈ C → R be continuous with a1(E) ≥ · · · ≥ an(E) for any E ∈ C. Then for
any E0 ∈ R, there is a sequence Ej → E0 such that for each Ej, there is δj > 0 and 0 = i0 < i1 <
· · · < ik = n with

aim−1+1(E) = · · · = aim(E), 1 ≤ m ≤ k,

for any |E − Ej | < δj.

Proof. We only need to prove that for any E0 ∈ R and j ∈ Z, there is an open set Uj ⊂ B 1
j
(E0)

and 0 = i0 < i1 < · · · < ik = n such that

aim−1+1(E) = · · · = aim(E), 1 ≤ m ≤ k,

for any E ∈ Uj . Then one may take δj such that Bδj (Ej) ⊂ Uj . We notice that Bδj (Ej) doesn’t
necessary contain E0.

We prove the above by induction in n. For n = 1, it is obvious. Assume the above statement
holds for n ≤ p. We consider the case n = p+ 1. We apply the induction for a1(E) ≥ · · · ≥ ap(E),
i.e., there is an open set Up ⊂ Bδ(E0) and 0 = ip0 < ip1 < · · · < ipk = p such that

aim−1+1(E) = · · · = aim(E), 1 ≤ m ≤ k,

for any E ∈ Up.
Now we distinguish two cases:
Case I: ap+1(E) = ap(E) for all E ∈ Up. Then choose ip+1

0 = 0, ip+1
1 = ip1,..., i

p+1
k−1 = ipk−1,

ip+1
k = p+ 1 and Up+1 = Up.
Case II: ap+1(E

′) < ap(E
′) for some E′ ∈ Up. Then there is Up+1 ⊂ Up such that ap+1(E) <

ap(E) for all E ∈ Up+1. We choose ip+1
0 = 0, ip+1

1 = ip1,..., i
p+1
k = ipk and ip+1

k+1 = p+ 1.
This completes the proof. □

By Lemma 7.4, without loss of generality, we may assume there is a sequence of Ej
n such that

for each fixed j, there is δj > 0 such that

γni−1(En)(E
′) > γni−1(En)+1(E

′) = · · · = γm(j)(E
′) > γm(j)+1(E

′) = · · · = γni(En)(E
′) > γni(En)+1(E

′)

for |E′ − Ej
n| < δj . By the definition of ni, there exists s(E′) ∈ Z with

ni−1(En) = ns−1(E
′), m(j) = ns(E

′), ni(En) = ns+1(E
′),

such that
γns−1(E′)(E

′) > γns(E′)(E
′) > γns+1(E′)(E

′).

Applying Lemma 7.3 to the turning points γm(j)(E
j
n) and γni(En)(E

j
n), we have

ω+

ni(E
j
n)
(Ej

n)− ω−
ni(E

j
n)
(Ej

n) = ns+1(E
j
n)− ns(E

j
n).
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ω+
m(j)(E

j
n)− ω−

m(j)(E
j
n) = ns(E

j
n)− ns−1(E

j
n).

On the other hand, for any fixed ε with −γni−1(En)(En) < ε < −γni(En)(En), the cocycle
(α,AEn(·+ ε)) is regular, with acceleration

ω(α,AEn(·+ iε)) = ω−
ni(En)

(En),

thus by Lemma 7.2, for j sufficiently large, −γ
ns−1(E

j
n)
(Ej

n) < ε < −γ
ns(E

j
n)
(Ej

n), such that

(α,A
Ej

n
(·+ iε)) is also regular, with acceleration ω(α,AEn(·+ iε)) = ω(α,A

Ej
n
(·+ iε)), i.e.

ω−
ni(En)

(En) = ω−
ns(E

j
n)
(Ej

n) = ω−
m(j)(E

j
n).

Similarly one can obtain

ω+
ni(En)

(En) = ω+

ni(E
j
n)
(Ej

n).

Consequently, by noting ω+
m(j)(E

j
n) = ω−

ni(E
j
n)
(Ej

n), one has

ω+
ni(En)

(En)− ω−
ni(En)

(En) = ω+

ni(E
j
n)
(Ej

n)− ω−
ni(En)

(Ej
n) + ω+

m(j)(E
j
n)− ω−

m(j)(E
j
n)

= ns+1(E
j
n)− ns(E

j
n) + ns(E

j
n)− ns−1(E

j
n) = ni(En)− ni−1(En).

□

8. Proofs of the remaining results

In this section, we give proofs of the remaining results in the introduction.
Proof of Theorem 1.2: Assume that

L̂k1(E)

2π
<

L̂k2(E)

2π
< · · · < L̂kℓ(E)

2π

are the turning points of Lε(E) when ε > 0, with the variation of the slope {ki(E) − ki−1(E)}ℓi=1
respectively where k0(E) = 0 and kℓ = m. Thus we can express Lε(E) as

Lε(E) =



L0(E) |ε| ∈

[
0,

L̂k1

2π

]

L L̂ki
2π

(E) + 2πki

(
|ε| − L̂ki(E)

2π

)
|ε| ∈

(
L̂ki

2π
,
L̂ki+1

2π

]

L L̂kℓ
2π

(E) + 2πkℓ

(
|ε| − L̂kℓ(E)

2π

)
|ε| ∈

(
L̂kℓ

2π
, h

)

where 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ− 1. Thus for any sufficiently small δ > 0, and for any
L̂kℓ
2π < h′ < h we know that

(α,AE(·+ iε)) is regular if

ε ∈


[
δ,

L̂k1
2π − δ

]
∪
[
L̂kℓ
2π + δ, h′

]
∪

ℓ−1⋃
i=1

[
L̂ki
2π + δ,

L̂ki+1

2π − δ

]
L̂k1 > 0[

L̂kℓ
2π + δ, h′

]
∪

ℓ−1⋃
i=1

[
L̂ki
2π + δ,

L̂ki+1

2π − δ

]
L̂k1 = 0

.

Now we fix E ∈ R, h′ < h and V ∈ Cω
h (T,R). Let V d(x) =

d∑
k=−d

Vke
2πikx, so we have

lim
d→∞

|V d − V |h′ → 0.
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By Lemma 7.2, there exists a neighborhood I × J of (V, ε), such that if (V ′, ε′) ∈ I × J , then

(α, SV ′
E (·+ iε′)) is also regular, with acceleration

ω(α, SV
E (·+ iε)) = ω(α, SV ′

E (·+ iε′))

where

SV
E (x) =

(
E − V (x) −1

1 0

)
.

Consequently by a compactness argument, for d sufficiently large depending on δ, V , and for any
1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ− 1, we have

Case I: L̂1 > 0

ω(α, SV d

E (·+ iε)) =



0 |ε| ∈

[
δ,
L̂1

2π
− δ

]
,

ki |ε| ∈

[
L̂i

2π
+ δ,

L̂i+1

2π
− δ

]
,

km |ε| ∈

[
L̂m

2π
+ δ, h′

]
.

Case II: L̂1 = 0

ω(α, SV d

E (·+ iε)) =


ki |ε| ∈

[
L̂i

2π
+ δ,

L̂i+1

2π
− δ

]
,

km |ε| ∈

[
L̂m

2π
+ δ, h′

]
.

On the other hand, by Theorem 1.1, we have

L(α, SV d

E (·+ iε)) =



L(α, SV d

E ) |ε| ∈

[
0,

L̂d
n1

2π

]

L

(
α, SV d

E (·+ i
L̂d
ns

2π
)

)
+ 2πns

(
|ε| −

L̂d
ns
(E)

2π

)
|ε| ∈

(
L̂d
ns

2π
,
L̂d
ns+1

2π

]

L

(
α, SV d

E (·+ i
L̂d
nℓ

2π
)

)
+ 2πnℓ

(
|ε| −

L̂d
nℓ
(E)

2π

)
|ε| ∈

(
L̂d
nℓ

2π
, h

)
where 1 ≤ s ≤ ℓ− 1. Hence for any 1 ≤ i ≤ m, there exists s1, s2 ∈ Z such that

ns1 = ki−1, ns2 = ki,

and furthermore, we have ∣∣∣∣∣ L̂d
j

2π
− L̂i

2π

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2δ, ns1 + 1 ≤ j ≤ ns2 .

This actually implies that ∣∣∣∣∣ L̂d
j

2π
− L̂i

2π

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2δ, ki−1 + 1 ≤ j ≤ ki.

Letting δ → 0, we get the result. □
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Proof of Corollary 1.1: We distinguish two cases. If L̂1(E) > 0, then Lε(E) = L(E) for

|ε| ≤ L̂1(E), so ω(E) = 0 by definition. Otherwise, if L̂1(E) = 0, then by Theorem 1.2, one has

Lε(E) = L(E) + 2πk1(E)ε, ε ∈ (0, L̂2(E)),

which implies ω(E) = k1(E). □

Proof of Theorem 1.3: We only prove (4), the other statements follow similarly. Note by [3],
(α,AE) is subcritical, if and only if L(E) = 0 and ω(E) = 0. Then the result follows from Corollary
1.1. □

Proof of Corollary 1.2: It follows directly from the definition of h(E) and Theorem 1.1. □

Proof of Corollary 1.4: It follows directly from Theorem 4.4 and (1) of Theorem 1.3. □

Proof of Corollary 2.1: It follows from Corollary 1.2 and (1) of Theorem 1.2 in [37]. □

Proof of Corollary 2.4: It was proved in [36] (see Proposition 2.2 and Proposition 2.3) that if

(α, ÂE) is almost reducible to some constant matrix Ã, then

{γj}dj=1 = {ln |λj |}dj=1,

where λ1, · · · , λd are the eigenvalues of Ã outside the unit circle, counting the multiplicity. Com-
bining this fact with Theorem 1.1, we finish the proof. □

Proof of Corollary 2.2: By Theorem 4.5, we have

L(E) = γ1(E) + γ2(E) + ln |λ2|.
By Corollary 1.1, ω(E) = 2 if and only if γ1(E) = γ2(E) = 0. Thus the corollary follows. □

Proof of Corollary 2.3: Again by Theorem 4.5, we have

L(E) = γ1(E) + γ2(E) + ln |λ2|.
Thus if |λ2| < 1, we must have γ1(E) > 0, then the results follow directly. □

9. Proof of Proposition 5.3

It suffices to prove

(9.1)
∂ωi

∂E
(E) = tr

∫
T
Gi(θ)dθ.

Once we have this, then the result follows from (5.8) and Cauchy-Riemann equation.
To prove (9.1), we first need the following simple observation:

Lemma 9.1. For A ∈ C1(C,GLn(C)), we have

∂ ln detA(t)

∂t
= tr

∂A(t)

∂t
A−1(t).

Proof. Let Aij be the (i, j)-th cofactor of the matrix A. One can compute

∂ ln detA(t)

∂t
=

1

detA(t)

∂ detA(t)

∂t
=

1

detA(t)

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

∂ detA(t)

∂aij

∂aij(t)

∂t

=
1

detA(t)

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

Aij(t)
∂aij(t)

∂t
= tr

∂A(t)

∂t
A−1(t),
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thus the result follows. □

Consequently by Proposition 5.2 and Lemma 9.1, we can compute

∂ωi

∂E
(E) =

∂
∫
T ln detM

i
−(θ,E)dθ

∂E

=tr

∫
T

∂M i
−(θ,E)

∂E
(M i

−(θ, E))−1dθ

=tr

∫
T
P[ni−1+1,ni]

∂M̃−(Tθ,E)

∂E
M̃−1

− (Tθ,E)P[ni−1+1,ni]dθ.

Thus we need to compute ∂M̃−(Tθ,E)
∂E M̃−1

− (Tθ,E). Note that by Proposition 5.2, we have

(9.2) M̃−(Tθ,E) = B−1(θ,E)M−(Tθ,E)B(Tθ,E),

therefore, we have the following:

B−1(θ,E)
∂M−(Tθ,E)

∂E
M−1

− (Tθ,E)B(θ,E)

=B−1(θ,E)
∂
(
B(θ,E)M̃−(Tθ,E)B−1(Tθ,E)

)
∂E

M−1
− (Tθ,E)B(θ,E)

=B−1(θ,E)
∂B(θ,E)

∂E
M̃−(Tθ,E)B−1(Tθ,E)M−1

− (Tθ,E)B(θ, E)

+B−1(θ,E)B(θ,E)
∂M̃−(Tθ,E)

∂E
B−1(Tθ,E)M−1

− (Tθ,E)B(θ,E)

+B−1(θ,E)B(θ,E)M̃−(Tθ,E)
∂B−1(Tθ,E)

∂E
M−1

− (Tθ,E)B(θ,E)

=
∂M̃−(Tθ,E)

∂E
M̃−1

− (Tθ,E) + E2(θ)

where we denote

(9.3) E2(θ) = −M̃−(Tθ,E)B−1(Tθ,E)
∂B(Tθ,E)

∂E
M̃−1

− (Tθ,E) +B−1(θ,E)
∂B(θ,E)

∂E
.

On the other hand, if we introduce the auxiliary function

F (θ,E) = B−1(θ,E)G(θ,E)
∂C∗M−(θ, E)

∂E
B(θ,E),

we have the following observation:

Lemma 9.2. We have

F (θ,E)− M̃−(Tθ,E)F (Tθ,E)M̃−1
− (Tθ,E)

=
∂M̃−(Tθ,E)

∂E
M̃−1

− (Tθ,E)−B−1(θ,E)G(θ, E)B(θ,E) + E2(θ).
(9.4)

Proof. By (5.3), we have

∂C∗M−(θ,E)

∂E
=−

∂CM−1
− (Tθ,E)

∂E
− Id = CM−1

− (Tθ,E)
∂M−(Tθ,E)

∂E
M−1

− (Tθ,E)− Id.



39

Combining it with (5.4), one can compute

F (θ,E) = B−1(θ,E)G(θ,E)

(
CM−1

− (Tθ,E)
∂M−(Tθ,E)

∂E
M−1

− (Tθ,E)− Id

)
B(θ, E)

= B−1(θ,E)G(θ,E)CM−1
− (Tθ,E)

∂M−(Tθ,E)

∂E
M−1

− (Tθ,E)B(θ,E)

−B−1(θ, E)G(θ,E)B(θ, E)

= B−1(θ,E)M−(Tθ,E)G(Tθ,E)
∂C∗M−(Tθ,E)

∂E
M−1

− (Tθ,E)B(θ,E)

+B−1(θ, E)
∂M−(Tθ,E)

∂E
M−1

− (Tθ,E)B(θ,E)−B−1(θ,E)G(θ,E)B(θ,E)

= M̃−(Tθ,E)F (Tθ,E)M̃−1
− (Tθ,E)

+B−1(θ,E)
∂M−(Tθ,E)

∂E
M−1

− (Tθ,E)B(θ,E)−B−1(θ,E)G(θ,E)B(θ,E)

where the last equality follows from (9.2). Thus the result follows. □

Note that M̃−(θ,E) = diag{M1
−(θ,E),M2

−(θ,E), · · · ,M ℓ
−(θ,E)} is block diagonal. A direct

computation shows that

tr

∫
T
P[ni−1+1,ni]E2(θ)P[ni−1+1,ni]dθ(9.5)

=tr

∫
T
M i

−(Tθ,E)P[ni−1+1,ni]B
−1(Tθ,E)

∂B(Tθ,E)

∂E
P[ni−1+1,ni](M

i
−(Tθ,E))−1dθ

− tr

∫
T
P[ni−1+1,ni]B

−1(θ, E)
∂B(θ,E)

∂E
P[ni−1+1,ni]dθ

=tr

∫
T
P[ni−1+1,ni]B

−1(Tθ,E)
∂B(Tθ,E)

∂E
P[ni−1+1,ni]dθ

− tr

∫
T
P[ni−1+1,ni]B

−1(θ, E)
∂B(θ,E)

∂E
P[ni−1+1,ni]dθ = 0.

The same argument shows that

tr

∫
T
P[ni−1+1,ni]M̃−(Tθ,E)F (Tθ,E)M̃−1

− (Tθ,E)P[ni−1+1,ni]dθ

= tr

∫
T
P[ni−1+1,ni]F (θ, E)P[ni−1+1,ni]dθ.

Consequently by (9.4), we get the desired result. □

10. Proof of Lemma 6.2

First we define the sequence

u(n) =


m∑
i=1

ϕi(n)Φ1,i(q)

ad detΦ(q) n ≥ q + 1

−

2d∑
i=m+1

ϕi(n)Φ1,i(q)

ad detΦ(q) n ≤ q

.

For a fixed n ∈ Z, one needs to consider the following cases:

Case I: If n ≥ q + d or n ≤ q − d, then it’s straightforward to verify that (L− EI)u(n) = 0.
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Case II: If q + 1 ≤ n < q + d, we have

(L− EI)u(n) =

q−n∑
k=−d

aku(n+ k) +
d∑

k=q−n+1

aku(n+ k) + (V (n)− E)u(n)

=−
q−n∑
k=−d

ak

2d∑
i=m+1

ϕi(n+ k)Φ1,i(q)

ad detΦ(q)
+

d∑
k=q−n+1

ak

m∑
i=1

ϕi(n+ k)Φ1,i(q)

ad detΦ(q)
+ (V (n)− E)

m∑
i=1

ϕi(n)Φ1,i(q)

ad detΦ(q)

=−

q−n∑
k=−d

2d∑
i=m+1

akϕi(n+ k)Φ1,i(q)

ad detΦ(q)
+

m∑
i=1

(
d∑

k=q−n+1

akϕi(n+ k) + (V (n)− E)ϕi(n))Φ1,i(q)

ad detΦ(q)

=−

q−n∑
k=−d

2d∑
i=m+1

akϕi(n+ k)Φ1,i(q)

ad detΦ(q)
−

m∑
i=1

q−n∑
k=−d

akϕi(n+ k)Φ1,i(q)

ad detΦ(q)

=−

q−n∑
k=−d

ak
2d∑
i=1

ϕi(n+ k)Φ1,i(q)

ad detΦ(q)

where the penultimate equality follows from the fact that ϕi is a solution of Lu = Eu.
On the other hand, by the assumption, we have q − d + 1 ≤ n + k ≤ q. Thus we always have

2d∑
i=1

ϕi(n+ k)Φ1,i(q) = 0. i. e., (L− EI)u(n) = 0.

Case III: If q − d+ 1 ≤ n ≤ q, we have

(L− EI)u(n) =

q−n∑
k=−d

aku(n+ k) +

d∑
k=q−n+1

aku(n+ k) + (V (n)− E)u(n)

=−
q−n∑
k=−d

ak

2d∑
i=m+1

ϕi(n+ k)Φ1,i(q)

ad detΦ(q)
+

d∑
k=q−n+1

ak

m∑
i=1

ϕi(n+ k)Φ1,i(q)

ad detΦ(q)
− (V (n)− E)

2d∑
i=m+1

ϕi(n)Φ1,i(q)

ad detΦ(q)

=−

2d∑
i=m+1

(
q−n∑
k=−d

akϕi(n+ k) + (V (n)− E)ϕi(n))Φ1,i(q)

ad detΦ(q)
+

m∑
i=1

d∑
k=q−n+1

akϕi(n+ k)Φ1,i(q)

ad detΦ(q)

=

2d∑
i=m+1

2d∑
k=q−n+1

akϕi(n+ k)Φ1,i(q)

ad detΦ(q)
+

m∑
i=1

d∑
k=q−n+1

akϕi(n+ k)Φ1,i(q)

ad detΦ(q)

=

d∑
k=q−n+1

ak
2d∑
i=1

ϕi(n+ k)Φ1,i(q)

ad detΦ(q)
.

Note that if n = q, then

d∑
k=q−n+1

ak
2d∑
i=1

ϕi(n+k)Φ1,i(q)

ad detΦ(q) = 1, and by the assumption if n ≤ q − 1, then

q + 1 ≤ n+ k ≤ q + d− 1, thus

d∑
k=q−n+1

ak
2d∑
i=1

ϕi(n+k)Φ1,i(q)

ad detΦ(q) = 0.
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Hence by the above discussions (L−EI)u = δq, and it is obvious that u ∈ ℓ2(Z), thus completing
the proof. □

Appendix A. Proof of Theorem 4.4

We first prove the if part. If (T, SV
E ) is uniformly hyperbolic, then by the definition, for any

x ∈ Ω, one can find two solutions u±(·, x, E) ∈ ℓ2(Z±) obeying

u±(k − 1, x, E) + u±(k + 1, x, E) + V (T kx)u±(k, x,E) = Eu±(k, x,E).

Therefore, by Proposition 6.2, (Hx −E)−1 exists and is bounded for any x ∈ Ω, so by Lemma 4.1,
E /∈ Σ.

For the only if part we need the following result of Saker-Sell [73]. The key is that the result
works for complex valued potentials:

Lemma A.1. If there are no non-trivial bounded solutions u satisfying Hxu = Eu for some x,
then (T, SV

E ) is uniformly hyperbolic.

Therefore, if (T, SV
E ) is not uniformly hyperbolic, then by Lemma A.1, we can find a bounded

vector u such that Hxu = Eu for some x ∈ Ω. Consequently, we define

uL(n) =

{
u(n) |n| ≤ L

0 |n| > L
.

A direct computation shows that∥∥∥∥(Hx − E)
uL
∥uL∥

∥∥∥∥2 = ∥uL+1∥2 − ∥uL−1∥2

∥uL∥2
≤ C

∥uL∥2
.

Note that we only need to consider the case ∥uL∥2 → ∞, otherwise E is an eigenvalue. In this case,
uL

∥uL∥ is a Weyl sequence, hence E ∈ Σx = Σ. □
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[67] R. Mañé, Oseledec’s theorem from the generic viewpoint, Procs. Intern. Congress Math.
Warszawa 2, (1983), 1259-1276.

[68] C. Marx and S. Jitomirskaya. Dynamics and spectral theory of quasi-periodic Schrödinger-type
operators. Ergodic Theory Dynam. Systems 37 (2017), no.8, 2353-2393.

[69] J. Puig. Cantor spectrum for the almost mathieu operator. Comm. Math. Phys. 244(2) (2004),
297-309.

[70] J. Puig. A nonperturbative Eliasson’s reducibility theorem. Nonlinearity 19 (2006), 355-376.
[71] F. Rodriguez-Hertz, Stable ergodicity of certain linear automorphisms of the torus; Annals of

Mathematics 162 (2005), 65-107.
[72] F.Rodriguez-Hertz, M.A. Rodriguez-Hertz and R. Ures, Accessibility and stable ergodicity for

partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms with 1D-center bundle. Invent. Math. 172 (2008), no. 2,
353-381.

[73] J. R. Saker and R. G. Sell. Existence of dichotomies and invariant splittings for linear differ-
ential systems: II. J. Diff. Eqns. 22 (1976), 478-496.

[74] C. A. Marx, L. H. Shou and J. L. Wellens. Subcritical behavior for quasi-periodic Schrödinger
cocycles with trigonometric potentials. J. Spectr. Theory 8 (2018), 123-163.

[75] C. Soukoulis and E. Economou. Localization in one-dimensional lattices in the presence of
incommensurate potentials. Phys. Rev. Lett. 48(15) (1982), 1043.

[76] E. Sorets and T. Spencer. Positive Lyapunov exponent for Schrödinger operators with quasi-
periodic potentials, Commun. Math. Phys. 142(3) (1991), 543-566.

[77] X. Wang, Z. Wang, J. You and Q. Zhou. Winding number, density of states and acceleration.
arXiv preprint arXiv:2304.02486, 2023.

[78] J. You. Quantitative almost reducibility and its applications, Proceedings of ICM 2018.



45

Beijing International Center for Mathematical Research, Peking University, Beijing, China.
Email address: gelingrui@bicmr.pku.edu.cn

Department of Mathematics, University of California, Irvine CA, 92697
Email address: szhitomi@uci.edu

Chern Institute of Mathematics and LPMC, Nankai University, Tianjin 300071, China
Email address: jyou@nju.edu.cn

Chern Institute of Mathematics and LPMC, Nankai University, Tianjin 300071, China
Email address: qizhou@nankai.edu.cn


	1. Introduction
	1.1. Multiplicative Jensen's formula
	1.2. Quantitative version of Avila's global theory
	1.3. Aubry duality
	1.4. Bochi-Viana Theorem for dual cocycles and partial hyperbolicity
	1.5. A spectral application

	2. Other applications
	2.1. Arithmetic Anderson localization
	2.2. An application to the Soukoulis-Economou's model
	2.3. A further characterization of the acceleration
	2.4. A physics application

	3. Our approach
	4. Preliminaries
	4.1. Complex one-frequency cocycles
	4.2. Uniform hyperbolicity and dominated splitting
	4.3. Global theory of one-frequency quasiperiodic cocycles
	4.4. Schrödinger operators and Schrödinger cocycles
	4.5. Quasiperiodic Schrödinger operators on the strip

	5. Green's function of finite-range Schrödinger operator
	5.1. The M matrix and the Green's matrix
	5.2. A dynamical consequence: dominated splitting

	6. Green's function for non-self-adjoint quasiperiodic operators
	6.1. Aubry duality
	6.2. A representation formula for the Green's function
	6.3. Green's function of non-Hermitian Schrödinger operators
	6.4. Green's function for the duals of non-Hermitian Schrödinger operators

	7. The trigonometric polynomial case: Proof of Theorem 1.1
	7.1. Proof of Proposition 7.1
	7.2. Proof of Proposition 7.2

	8. Proofs of the remaining results
	9. Proof of Proposition 5.3
	10. Proof of Lemma 6.2
	Appendix A. Proof of Theorem 4.4
	Acknowledgements
	References

