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ULTRA-GENERALIZED WANNIER BASES:

ARE THEY RELEVANT TO TOPOLOGICAL TRANSPORT?

MASSIMO MOSCOLARI AND GIANLUCA PANATI

Abstract. We generalize Prodan’s construction of radially localized generalized
Wannier bases [E. Prodan, On the generalized Wannier functions. J. Math. Phys.

56(11), 113511 (2015)] to gapped quantum systems without time-reversal symme-
try, including in particular magnetic Schrödinger operators, and we prove some
basic properties of such bases. We investigate whether this notion might be rel-
evant to topological transport by considering the explicitly solvable case of the
Landau operator.

1. Introduction

Wannier functions, and their generalizations, are nowadays a fundamental tool
in solid-state physics [23]. Whenever a basis of well-localized generalized Wannier
functions exists, it allows computational methods whose cost scales only linearly with
respect to the system size [14], as well as an intuitive understanding of polarization
and orbital magnetization in solids [8].

A few years ago, it has been noticed that Wannier bases can be used to “detect”
topological phases of matter, in the sense that they allow to discriminate between
ordinary and Chern insulators. In other words, Wannier bases are special orthonor-
mal bases for the range of the Fermi projection of a gapped quantum system, that
are able to distinguish whether the Chern number of the projection is vanishing or
not. This follows from the so-called Localization Dichotomy, initially stated and
proved for gapped Zd-periodic systems [24], d = 2 or 3:

(i) either there exists a composite Wannier basis whose elements are exponen-
tially localized in space and, correspondingly, the Chern number of the Fermi
projection vanishes;

(ii) or any composite Wannier basis is such that the expectation value of the
squared position operator diverges, in the sense that

sup
γ∈Γ0,1≤a≤m

∫

Rd

‖x− γ‖2 |wγ,a(x)|2 dx = +∞

where Γ0 ≃ Z
d is a Bravais lattice.

Date: December 6, 2023. Final version for arXiv. Paper published in J. Math. Phys. 64,
071901 (2023). DOI: 10.1063/5.0137320 .

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2312.02307v1


2 MASSIMO MOSCOLARI AND GIANLUCA PANATI

In view of such importance of Wannier bases, it is much desirable to have a
corresponding object that can be defined also for non-periodic systems. Indeed, since
the early ’70, several works have been devoted to the subject. We just mention here
the pioneering works of Kohn and Onffroy [16] and Kivelson [15] for non-periodic one-
dimensional systems, and the more mathematically oriented works by A. Nenciu and
G. Nenciu [27, 28]. Following this stream of ideas, in [22, 25] the notion of generalized
Wannier basis for any orthogonal projection has been formalized. Without entering
into the details of the definition, we say, for example, that an orthogonal projection
P acting on L2(Rd), d ≥ 1, admits a generalized Wannier basis (GWB) that is
exponentially localized if there exist a discrete set D ⊂ Rd, a constant m∗ > 0 and
a set {ψγ,a}γ∈D,1≤a≤m(γ) ⊂ L2(Rd) with m(γ) ≤ m∗ for every γ ∈ D, such that:

(i) {ψγ,a}γ∈D,1≤a≤m(γ) is an orthonormal basis for RanP ;
(ii) the functions ψγ,a are uniformly exponentially localized around the points of

D, i. e. there exist α > 0 and M <∞ such that

∫

Rd

|ψγ,a(x)|2e2α‖x−γ‖ dx ≤M ∀γ ∈ D, 1 ≤ a ≤ m(γ).

In [22] it is shown that GWBs can be used to investigate topological and transport
properties of non-periodic gapped quantum systems. In particular, the Fermi pro-
jections that admit an exponentially localized (or just a well-localized [22]) GWB
with a uniformly discrete set D, are Chern trivial in the sense that their Chern
character is zero. As well known, the Chern character is proportional to the Hall
conductivity, thus showing that topological quantum transport and well-localized
generalized Wannier bases cannot coexist.

This point of view has been pushed forward and generalized in several directions.
Ludewig and Thiang [18] considered systems which are periodic with respect to
a suitable non-abelian discrete group, while Bourne and Mesland generalized [22]
to a broader C∗-algebraic setting [6]. Lu and Stubbs enlarged the class of well-
localized GWB for which the Chern character of the Fermi projection vanishes [19,
20]. Finally, Ludewig and Thiang realized that Wannier localizability is a property
of the closed subspaces of a Hilbert space L2(X) for suitable X (i. e. not only of the
spectral subspaces of a Schrödinger-type operator) corresponding to the triviality of
the corresponding orthogonal projection in the K-theory of the Roe C∗-algebra of
X [21], thus paving the way to further developments.

Following a parallel and independent line of thought, Prodan constructed, for
the spectral subspaces of gapped time-reversal-symmetric Schrödinger operators,
a radially localized sort of generalized Wannier basis [29], which hereafter we call
Ultra-Generalized Wannier basis (UGWB) to avoid any risk of confusion with the
definition of GWB recalled above.
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In this paper we first show in Section 2 that Prodan’s construction [29] of an
UGWB can be extended to any gapped quantum system, without assuming time-
reversal symmetry (Theorem 2.4), and we prove some additional properties of such
bases (Proposition 2.7). At a first look, the previous Theorem seems to contra-
dict the Localization Dichotomy mentioned above, as the existence of a UGWB is
unrestricted, up to minor technical assumptions on the kernel of the correspond-
ing projector, which are typically satisfied by the spectral projections of magnetic
Schrödinger operators. However, even though UGWB might be useful to analyze
systems with crystalline defects of particular forms as emphasized in [29], the crucial
point is that UGWB are not capable to encode the transport properties of physi-
cal systems. Indeed, in Section 3 we consider the explicit example of the Landau
operator: for the orthogonal projection Pn on the n-th Landau level, whose Chern
number is well-know to be 1 (up to a sign convention), we explicitly construct an
UGWB, elaborating on a result of Raikov and Warzel [30]. As a consequence, it
appears that the existence of an exponentially localized UGWB does not encode
relevant information about the transport or topological properties of the physical
system.

By contrast, the definition of GWB, while very general and independent of pe-
riodicity, still contains relevant topological information as, under the additional
assumption that the set D is uniformly discrete, the existence of a well-localized
GWB implies the Chern triviality of the corresponding projection [22].

2. Prodan’s Ultra-Generalized Wannier Bases

The construction of a generalized Wannier basis in dimension d = 1 is based on
the spectral theory of the reduced position operator X̃ = PXP [15, 28] (see also
the more recent generalization to quasi-one dimensional systems [11]), where P is
the projection onto an isolated component of the spectrum of a one-dimensional
Schrödinger operator of the type −∆+ V . In particular, the eigenvalues and eigen-

vectors of X̃ are interpreted as points in the position space R and, respectively,
generalized Wannier functions for the spectral projection P . While the operator
X is an unbounded operator whose spectrum is purely absolutely continuous and
covers the entire real line R, the projection of the action of X onto the spectral sub-
space associated to P creates discrete spectrum [28]. Since P 2 = P , we have that

ϕ ∈ PL2(R) is an eigenvector for X̃ if and only if ϕ is in the kernel of P (X − λ)P .

Therefore, in the range of P , one interprets the eigenvalues of X̃ as points in the
space, since

XPϕ = λPϕ+ ϕ⊥

where Pϕ⊥ = 0. This fundamental idea is behind both the construction of the
one-dimensional generalized Wannier basis and the ultra-generalized Wannier basis.
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Notice that the same argument holds true if we consider f(X) in place of X . How-
ever, it is necessary for f to be invertible in order to recover a true lattice from the
spectrum of the operator f(X).

It is well-known that in d > 1 the operator PXjP is not necessarily compact.
However, if one considers a suitable function of the position operators, namely
f(X1, . . . , Xd) = f(X), it is possible to overcome the compactness problem. This is
exactly the simple but successful key idea in the paper by Prodan. We notice that
more recently there has been another proposal by Stubbs, Lu and Watson to over-
come such lack of compactness under further spectral assumptions on the operator
PXjP (namely the uniformity of spectral gaps), see [34, 33].

In [29] the author considers Schrödinger operators of the type −∆ + V , namely
only non-magnetic Schrödinger operators. The proof in [29] is based on Combes-
Thomas estimates and the trace class properties of operators which are of the form
(−∆ − z)−1f(X), and it can be easily generalized to the magnetic case, see Re-
mark 2.1. However, instead of doing so, we take here a slightly different route. We
extend Prodan’s construction to the case of orthogonal projections that have an
integral kernel that decays sufficiently fast. As it is well-known, in dimension d ≤ 3,
spectral projections onto an isolated component of the spectrum of a “reasonable”
Schrödinger operator have an integral kernel that is exponentially localized, see for
example [22] and the references therein. Since the argument in [22, Proposition 2.4]
is only sketched, we give in Appendix A a short proof for the sake of completeness.

Remark 2.1. In this remark we briefly explain how the proof in [29] can be gener-
alized to the case of magnetic Schrödinger operators. First, the proof of the optimal
Combes-Thomas norm estimates given in [29] is based on the results presented in
[4], where the magnetic field is already taken into account. Then, it is not difficult to
get the optimal Combes-Thomas norm estimates also in the magnetic case. Further-
more, by exploiting the diamagnetic inequality one can show that (−∆A−z)−1f(X)
is compact (where ∆A denotes the magnetic Laplacian) whenever (−∆− z)−1f(X)
is compact, see for example [2]. By using these two facts, one can generalize the
proof [29] to magnetic Schrödinger operators. ⋄

As anticipated, we consider in this paper a general setting. Let us start with a
few definitions.

Definition 2.2 (Localization function). We say that a continuous function

G : [0,+∞) → [1,+∞)

is a localization function if limx→∞G(x) = +∞ and there exists a constant CG > 0
such that

G(‖x− y‖) ≤ CGG(‖x− z‖)G(‖z− y‖) ∀x,y, z ∈ R
d. (2.1)

For G as above, we say that a measurable function f : Rd → C is G-localized if the
function x 7→ G(‖x‖)f(x), hereafter denoted by Gf , is in L2(Rd).
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Definition 2.3 (G-localized projection). We say that an orthogonal projection P
acting on L2(Rd) is G-localized if P is an integral operator with a measurable integral
kernel P (· , ·) : Rd×R

d → C and there exists a G-localized function g : R → R such
that

|P (x,y)| ≤ g(‖x− y‖) ∀x,y ∈ R
d. (2.2)

Furthermore, we say that P is exponentially localized with rate β if there exist two
constants C, β > 0 such that g(‖x− y‖) ≤ Ce−β‖x−y‖ for all x,y ∈ Rd.

Notice that we do not need any regularity, e.g. continuity, of the integral kernels,
what matters is the decay at infinity of the kernels. We are now ready to state our
main result.

Theorem 2.4 (Generalization of [29]). Let P be an orthogonal projection that is
G-localized in the sense of Definition 2.3. For f : Rd → R positive and G-localized,
let Wf be the operator

Wf := Pf(X)P . (2.3)

Then:

(i) Wf is a non-negative Hilbert-Schmidt operator, hence its spectrum consists
of positive eigenvalues of finite multiplicity that can possibly accumulate at
zero, and zero. Moreover, every eigenfunction ψλ corresponding to a positive
eigenvalue λ is G-localized, namely Gψλ ∈ L2(Rd).

(ii) Let 〈x〉 :=
√

1 + ‖x‖2. Set f(x) = e−q〈x〉 for some q > 0, and assume that P
is exponentially localized with rate β > q. Let {λi, {ψi,j}j≤mi<∞}i∈N be the set
of eigenpairs for Wf , with eigenvalues {λi}i∈N ordered decreasingly. Define

ri :=

√(
ln(λi)

q

)2

− 1. (2.4)

Then, all the eigenvectors decay exponentially at infinity with a rate q and are
radially localized in the sense that ∃M ∈ R such that

sup
i,j

∫

Rd

eq|〈x〉−〈ri〉||ψi,j(x)|2dx ≤M. (2.5)

Proof. The proof of Theorem 2.4 basically follows the argument of [29], with the
exception of step (i) which is considerably simplified in our setting.

(i) Since P is a G-localized projection, we have that Wf is an integral operator
with integral kernel given by

Wf (x,y) :=

∫

Rd

P (x,x′)f(x′)P (x′,y)dx′.
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Moreover, Wf is the product of three bounded operators, hence also bounded.
Considering the integral kernel of Pf(X), one has

| (Pf(X)) (x,y)| ≤ | (G(‖X‖)Pf(X)) (x,y)|
≤ CGG(‖x− y‖)g(‖x− y‖)f(y)G(‖y‖) , (2.6)

where we used that P is G-localized, (2.1) and that G(‖x‖) ≥ 1 for every
x ∈ R

d. The estimate (2.6) implies that the integral kernel of Pf(X) is in
L2(Rd×Rd), thus Pf(X) is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator. Since Hilbert-Schmidt
operators are an ideal, Wf is also a Hilbert-Schmidt operator. Then, let ψλ

be a normalized eigenvector, Wfψλ = λψλ for ψλ = Pψλ. We have that

λ = 〈ψλ |Wfψλ〉 =

∫

Rd

f(x)|ψλ(x)|2dx > 0 . (2.7)

After that, consider the integral kernel of the operator G(‖X‖)Pf(X). As a
by-product of the second inequality of (2.6), we get that G(‖X‖)Pf(X) is a
Hilbert-Schmidt operator. Thus, we have

(∫

Rd

|(Gψλ)(x)|2dx
) 1

2

= λ−1 ‖G(‖X‖)Wfψλ‖2
= λ−1 ‖G(‖X‖)Pf(X)ψλ‖2 ≤ λ−1 ‖G(‖X‖)Pf(X)‖HS ,

(2.8)

where ‖G(‖X‖)Pf(X)‖HS denotes the Hilbert-Schmidt norm and we have
used that ‖G(‖X‖)Pf(X)‖ ≤ ‖G(‖X‖)Pf(X)‖HS. Therefore the eigenfunc-
tions of Wf are such that Gψλ ∈ L2(Rd).

(ii) Here the proof follows the strategy used in [29]. We have that ri is a sequence
of positive numbers which increases monotonically to infinity. Let ψi,j be an
eigenvector for Wf relative to the eigenvalue λi. Then, by choosing G(x) =
eq〈x〉 in (2.8) we get that

∫

Rd

e2q(〈x〉−〈ri〉)|ψi,j(x)|2dx ≤ ‖G(‖X‖)Pf(X)‖2HS . (2.9)

On the other hand

1 = λ−1
i 〈ψi,j |Wfψi,j〉 =

∫

Rd

eq(〈ri〉−〈x〉)|ψi,j(x)|2dx . (2.10)
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Thus, we have
∫

Rd

eq|〈x〉−〈ri〉||ψi,j(x)|2dx =

∫

Rd

χ〈x〉≥〈ri〉(x)e
q(〈x〉−〈ri〉)|ψi,j(x)|2dx

+

∫

Rd

χ〈x〉<〈ri〉(x)e
q(〈ri〉−〈x〉)|ψi,j(x)|2dx

≤
∫

Rd

e2q(〈x〉−〈ri〉)|ψi,j(x)|2dx +

∫

Rd

eq(〈ri〉−〈x〉)|ψi,j(x)|2dx

≤ ‖G(‖X‖)Pf(X)‖2HS + 1.
(2.11)

By defining M = ‖G(‖X‖)Pf(X)‖2HS +1, we obtain the radial localization of
the theorem.

�

Definition 2.5. We call Ultra-Generalized Wannier Basis (UGWB) for the range
of P the set of eigenfunctions {ψi,j}1≤j≤mi<∞;i∈N of the operator P e−q〈x〉P described
in Theorem 2.4.(ii). In particular, the functions ψi,j, 1 ≤ j ≤ mi < ∞, are radially
localized around the sphere of radius ri in the sense of (2.5).

Remark 2.6. Consider Wf with f(x) = e−q〈x〉 like in Theorem 2.4.(ii). Since f
depends on the norm of x it is not possible to uniquely associate to the spectrum
of Wf a d-dimensional lattice. Nevertheless, it is possible to identify a sequence
of concentric d-dimensional spheres, around which each ultra-generalized Wannier
function is concentrated. Although on the one hand this particular localization
shape can be useful for some radially symmetric problems [29], on the other hand
the radial localization clearly breaks the translation symmetry, that is, even in the
case of a periodic system the UGWB cannot be built by acting with the translation
group on a finite set of functions. ⋄

In [22] the authors showed that if a projection P admits an exponentially localized
generalized Wannier basis localized around a uniformly discrete set Γ, then the
Chern character of the projection is zero. The proof in [22] relies on two important
ingredients: (i) the fact that the generalized Wannier functions are (uniformly)
localized around a uniformly discrete set and, (ii) the existence of an upper bound
on the number of generalized Wannier functions localized around each point γ ∈ Γ.
As it has been already pointed out in [29], the construction in Theorem 2.4 does
not give much information on the structure of the spectrum of Wf , in particular it
might be that there is no upper bound on the dimension of the eigenspaces associated
with each λi, or it might happen that the radii of the annuli are not a uniformly
discrete subset of R+. In the next proposition we show that the previous situation
corresponds to the generic case: if P has a non-vanishing trace per unit volume,
then either the set of radii {ri} ⊂ R+ is not uniformly discrete, or there is no upper
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bound on the multiplicity of the eigenfunctions of Wf , i. e. there is no upper bound
on the number of ultra-generalized Wannier functions localized around a certain
d-dimensional annulus of radius ri.

Proposition 2.7. Let P be an exponentially localized projection with rate β in
L2(Rd), for d ≥ 2. Assume that P admits an UGWB in the sense of Definition 2.5.
Moreover, assume that supimi = m∗ < +∞ and that inf i,j |ri − rj | = δ > 0. Then,
χLP is a trace class operator and the trace per unit volume of P is equal to zero,
that is

lim
L→∞

Tr(χΛL
P )

|ΛL|
= 0,

where χΛL
, for L > 0, denotes the characteristic function of the set ΛL := [−L, L]d

and |ΛL| is the d-dimensional volume of ΛL.

Proof. First of all note that χΛL
P being trace class follows from the exponential

localization of the integral kernel of P , see for example [22]. Then, we have that

Tr(χΛL
P ) =

∑

i∈N

mi∑

j=1

〈ψi,j |χΛL
ψi,j〉

=
∑

i s.t. 〈ri〉≤〈
√
2L〉

mi∑

j=1

〈ψi,j |χΛL
ψi,j〉+

∑

i s.t. 〈ri〉>〈
√
2L〉

mi∑

j=1

〈ψi,j |χΛL
ψi,j〉 =: A+B.

Since inf i,j |ri − rj | = δ > 0, we have that the number of radii such that 〈ri〉 ≤
〈
√
2L〉 is bounded by

√
2L/δ. Thus we get by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that

|A| ≤ (m∗
√
2L)/δ.

Moreover, assume that 〈ri〉 > 〈
√
2L〉, then we have

sup
1≤j≤mi

‖χΛL
ψi,j‖2 ≤

(
sup
x∈ΛL

e−q|〈ri〉−〈x〉|
)∫

Rd

eq|〈x〉−〈ri〉||ψi,j(x)|2dx ≤ e−q|〈ri〉−〈
√
2L〉|M.

Therefore we get that

|B| ≤ m∗M
∑

i s.t. 〈ri〉>〈
√
2L〉

e−q|〈ri〉−〈
√
2L〉| ≤ 2m∗C

q
.

Thus we showed that Tr(χΛL
P ) grows at most linearly in L, and since |ΛL| = (2L)d,

for d ≥ 2 the thesis follows. �

3. UGWB for the Landau operator

In the previous section we showed the existence of an ultra-generalized Wannier
basis for every orthogonal projection with an exponentially localized integral kernel.
In particular, this shows that a UGWB exists for every projection associated to
an isolated component of the spectrum of a Schrödinger operator, irrespectively of
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the Chern character of the projection, as detailed in the Appendix. As an explicit
example, in the following we construct the UGWB for the projection on any Landau
level, thus showing that the existence of a UGWB is insensitive to the topology of the
Fermi projection. Since the operator considered in Theorem2.4.(ii) is constructed
using a function f that is radially symmetric, Wf reduces in the special setting of the
Landau Hamiltonian to a Toeplitz operator, a class of operators extensively studied
in the literature [30], see also the recent review [35].

The Landau Hamiltonian, describing a charged point particle moving under the
influence of a constant magnetic field b > 0 perpendicular to the xy plane, is defined
by

HL := 1

2
(−i∇− bAL)

2 (3.1)

where AL is the magnetic potential corresponding to a constant magnetic field in
the symmetric gauge, that is AL(x) =

1
2
(−x2, x1). HL is essentially selfadjoint on

the dense domain C∞
0 (R2) in L2(R2), its spectrum is purely point spectrum given

by the eigenvalues

En =
b

2
(2n+ 1) , n ∈ N, (3.2)

where each En is infinitely degenerate. With a little abuse of terminology, the name
nth Landau level refers to both the eigenvalue En and the corresponding eigenspace.
A special orthonormal basis for the nth Landau level can be written in terms of the
Laguerre polynomial. For x ∈ R2, n ∈ N, and k ∈ Z+ − n := {−n,−n + 1, . . .} one
defines

ϕn,k(x) :=

√
n!

(k + n)!

[√
b

2
(x1 + ix2)

]k

L(k)
n

(
b‖x‖2
2

)√
b

2π
e−

b‖x‖2

4

where

L(α)
n (ξ) :=

n∑

m=0

(
n + α
n−m

)
(−ξ)m
m!

, ξ ≥ 0

are the generalized Laguerre polynomials which are defined using the binomial co-

efficients

(
α
m

)
:= α(α− 1) · . . . · (α−m+ 1)/m! if m ∈ Z+\{0}, and

(
α
0

)
:= 1

for all α ∈ R.

Let Pn be the projection on the nth Landau level. We consider the operator

Wn := Pne
−q〈X〉Pn , q > 0.

In this setting Theorem 2.4 forWf ≡Wn, reduces to [30, Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3],
in which the corresponding eigenfunctions and eigenvalues are provided. For com-
pleteness we repeat here the explicit construction, which is just a simple compu-
tation. Notice that we can choose any q > 0 in the definition of the operator Wn

because each of the integral kernels of the projections Pn has a Gaussian decay.
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Proposition 3.1. The eigenpairs
{
λn,k, {ϕn,k}k∈Z+−n

}
provide an ultra-generalized

Wannier basis for the projection onto the nth Landau level, and each of the eigen-
values λn,k is explicitly given by

λn,k =
n!

(k + n)!

∫ ∞

0

e−q〈
√

2ξ/b〉e−ξξk L(k)
n (ξ)2dξ, k ∈ Z+ − n . (3.3)

Proof. From Theorem 2.4 we have that Wn is selfadjoint and bounded. Moreover,
it is a standard fact that {ϕn,k}k∈Z+−n are an orthonormal basis for the range of
Pn. Furthermore, we can explicitly compute the action of Wn on such orthornomal
basis, that is

C−1
n,k,k′ 〈ϕn,k |Wnϕn,k′〉

=

∫

R2

b
(k+k′)

2

2
(k+k′)

2

[(x1 − ix2)]
k[(x1 + ix2)]

k′e−q〈‖x‖〉L(k)
n

(
b‖x‖2
2

)
L(k′)
n

(
b‖x‖2
2

)
e−

b‖x‖2

2 dx

=
1

b

∫ 2π

0

ei(k
′−k)θdθ

∫ ∞

0

e−q〈
√

2ξ/b〉ξ
k+k′

2 L(k)
n (ξ) L(k′)

n (ξ)e−ξdξ = δk,k′λn,k

where Cn,k,k′ :=
(

b
2π

)√
n!

(k+n)!

√
n!

(k′+n)!
and in the second to last equality we have

used polar coordinates and the change of variable ξ = b‖x‖2
2

. �

It is interesting to obtain an estimate of the growth of the localization radii rn,k
of the ultra-generalized Wannier basis exhibited above. For simplicity we consider
the case of the lowest Landau level. First, we notice that

λ0,k ≤
e−q

k!

∫ ∞

0

e−ξξkdξ = e−q , (3.4)

λ0,k ≥ 1

k!

∫ ∞

0

e−q(1+ 2ξ
b
)e−ξξkdξ =

e−q

k!

∫ ∞

0

e−ξ(1+ 2q
b
)ξkdξ . (3.5)

Thus we get

λ0,k ≥
e−q

k!(1 + 2q
b
)k+1

∫ ∞

0

e−sskds = e−q(1 +
2q

b
)−(k+1) . (3.6)

Summing up we obtain

1 ≤ 〈r0,k〉 ≤ 1 +
(k + 1)

q
ln(1 +

2q

b
) . (3.7)

As it is well-known, every Landau level has a Chern number equal to one (in
suitable units) see for example [3, 12] for explicit computations. Therefore, Propo-
sition 3.1 provides an explicit example of a UGWB for a system that is not time-
symmetric and with non trivial topological features. Furthermore, since each of the
eigenspaces associated with λn,k is one-dimensional and the integrated density of
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states of Pn is proportional to the magnetic field b, Proposition 2.7 implies that
inf i,j |rn,i − rn,j| = 0, hence the set of radii is not uniformly discrete.

The strikingly simple structure of the operator Wn described in Proposition 3.1
is due to the fact that such operator reduces exactly to a Toeplitz operator in the
Segal-Bargmann representation [13] (see also [26] for a recent review on the subject).
Let us briefly show this reduction in the simpler setting of the lowest Landau level.

Consider the Gaussian measure dµ := Ne−
b
4
|z|2dz, with N positive constant, and

define the weighted L2-space

L2(C, dµ) :=

{
g : C → C :

∫

C

|g(z)|2dµ <∞
}

endowed with the scalar product

〈f, g〉SB :=

∫

C

f(z)g(z)dµ .

Then, the Segal-Bargamm space is defined as follows.

Definition 3.2 (Segal [31], Bargmann [5]). Let Hol(C) be the space of entire
functions. The Segal-Bargmann space SB(C) is defined as

SB(C) :=

{
g ∈ Hol(C) :

∫

C

|g(z)|2dµ <∞
}

= L2(C, dµ) ∩ Hol(C) .

The unitary operator U : P0L
2(R2) → SB(C) that maps the lowest Landau level

onto the Segal-Bargmann space is given by

(Uψ)(z) = f(z)

where ψ(x) = f(x)ϕ0,0(x) via the usual identification of R2 with the complex plane,
z = x1+ix2. We denote by Π0 the projection in L2(C, dµ) onto the Segal-Bargmann
space SB(C). Notice that by setting b = 4, N = 1

π
we recover the standard definition

of the Segal-Bargmann space.

In this setting, the operator W0, is a particular restriction of a Toeplitz operator
[35].

Definition 3.3 (Toeplitz operator). Let F be a bounded measurable function on
the complex plane C, and MF the multiplication operator in L2(C, dµ) associated
with the function F , that is (MF g)(z) = F (z)g(z). The operator

TF := Π0MF (3.8)

is called Toeplitz operator associated with the symbol F .

Therefore, W0 is unitarily equivalent to the restriction to RanΠ0 of the Toeplitz
operator associated with the symbol ℓ(z) := e−q〈z〉:

UW0U
∗ = Π0 Tℓ Π0 . (3.9)
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Appendix A. Combes-Thomas estimates

Combes-Thomas estimates are ubiquitous in the analysis of Schrödinger operators
and several proofs can be found in the literature, see for example [9, 32, 4, 10]. In
this appendix we adapt the proofs presented in [10] for Schrödinger operators with
smooth potentials and in dimension d = 3 to our more general setting. We consider
magnetic Schrödinger operators in L2(Rd), with d = 2, 3, namely

H = (−i∇−A)2 + V = −∆A + V (A.1)

where we assume that the magnetic vector potential A : Rd → Rd is in L4
loc(R

d,Rd)
with distributional derivative ∇ · A ∈ L2

loc(R
d) and that V is in L2

uloc(R
d), which

means that V is uniformly locally square-integrable, i. e.

sup
x∈Rd

∫

‖x−y‖≤1

|V (y)|2dy < ∞. (A.2)

From general results on Schrödinger operators it follows that H is essentially self-
ajoint on C∞

c (Rd) [17, Theorem 3]. In the following we make use of the notation

−∆A =
∑d

i=1(PA)
2
i , where (PA)i := (−i∇−A)i, and es〈·−x0〉 to denote the multipli-

cation operator by the function x 7→ es〈x−x0〉, s ∈ R, x0 ∈ Rd.

Proposition A.1. Assume that z ∈ Dη := {z ∈ C | dist(z, σ(H)) > η > 0}, η < 1.
Then for i ∈ {1, . . . d} there exists a constant C such that

sup
z∈Dη

〈z〉−1
∥∥(PA)i (H − z)−1

∥∥ ≤ C

η
. (A.3)

Proof. Consider λ ∈ R, for every ψ ∈ L2(Rd), ‖ψ‖ = 1, we have

d∑

i=1

∥∥(PA)i (−∆A − iλ)−1 ψ
∥∥2

= Re
(〈
(−∆A − iλ)−1 ψ |ψ

〉)
≤ C

|λ| .
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Since V is relatively bounded with respect to H , there exists a λ such that ( see [1,
Proposition 2.42])

∥∥V (H − iλ)−1
∥∥ ≤ 1

2
. (A.4)

By using the resolvent identity

(H − z)−1 = (H − iλ)−1 + (z − iλ) (H − iλ)−1 (H − z)−1

together with (A.4) we get

∥∥(−∆A − iλ) (H − z)−1
∥∥ ≤ 2

(
1 +

|z|+ |λ|
η

)
. (A.5)

Therefore, by writing
∥∥(PA)i (H − z)−1

∥∥ ≤
∥∥(PA)i (−∆A − iλ)−1

∥∥ ∥∥(−∆A − iλ) (H − z)−1
∥∥

we obtain the estimate (A.3). �

Proposition A.2 (Combes–Thomas estimates). Assume that z ∈ K where K
is a compact subset of Dη. Denote by r̄ = supz∈K〈z〉. Then there exist a δ0 and a
constant C such that for every 0 ≤ δ ≤ δ0 we have

sup
z∈K

sup
x0∈Rd

∥∥∥e±
δ
r̄
〈·−x0〉 (H − z)−1 e∓

δ
r̄
〈·−x0〉

∥∥∥ ≤ C

η
, (A.6)

sup
z∈K

sup
x0∈Rd

{
r̄−1

∥∥∥(PA)i e
± δ

r̄
〈·−x0〉 (H − z)−1 e∓

δ
r̄
〈·−x0〉

∥∥∥
}
≤ C

η
. (A.7)

Proof. For s ∈ R the well-known Combes–Thomas rotation gives

es〈·−x0〉 (H − z) e−s〈·−x0〉 = H − z + s

d∑

i=1

wi (PA)i + sW1 + s2W2

where wi, W1 and W2 are bounded functions uniformly in x0. Consider now s = δ
r̄
.

Using (A.3) and taking δ small enough, we obtain

sup
z∈K

sup
x0∈Rd

∥∥∥∥∥

[
s

d∑

i=1

wi (PA)i + sW1 + s2W2

]
(H − z)−1

∥∥∥∥∥ ≤ δC

η

(
1 +

1

r̄
+

δ

r̄2

)
≤ 1

2
.

Therefore we have

es〈·−x0〉 (H − z)−1 e−s〈·−x0〉

= (H − z)−1

{
1 +

[
s

d∑

i=1

wi (PA)i + sW1 + s2W2

]
(H − z)−1

}−1

.
(A.8)

which implies (A.6). Coupling (A.6) together with (A.3) we also obtain the proof
of (A.7). �
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Consider now λ ≥ 0 large enough. At the price of enlarging the compact K we
can assume that λ ∈ K. From (A.8) we get for |s| small enough

∥∥(−∆A + λ) es〈·−x0〉 (H + λ)−1 e−s〈·−x0〉
∥∥

=

∥∥∥∥∥∥
(
1− V (H + λ)−1)

{
1 +

[
s

2∑

i=1

wi (PA)i + sW1 + s2W2

]
(H + λ)−1

}−1
∥∥∥∥∥∥

≤ Cλ ,
(A.9)

where the constant Cλ depends on the λ chosen. By commuting twice we get

(−∆A + λ) es〈·−x0〉 = es〈·−x0〉 (−∆A + λ) +

d∑

i=1

2 (PA)i
[
(−i∇)i , e

s〈·−x0〉]

−
d∑

i=1

[
(−i∇)i ,

[
(−i∇)i , e

s〈·−x0〉]] .
(A.10)

Since
[
(−i∇)i , e

s〈x−x0〉
]
= −is∂i〈x − x0〉es〈x−x0〉, using (A.10) together with (A.9),

(A.7), and setting s = δ
r̄
with δ small enough we obtain

∥∥∥e±
δ
r̄
〈·−x0〉 (−∆A + λ) (H + λ)−1 e∓

δ
r̄
〈·−x0〉

∥∥∥ ≤ Cη,λ , (A.11)

where Cη,λ is a positive constant that depends only on η and λ. In the same way,
we can show that for c small enough we have∥∥∥e±c

√
λ〈·−x0〉 (−∆A + λ) (H + λ)−1 e∓c

√
λ〈·−x0〉

∥∥∥ ≤ Cλ , (A.12)

where the positive constant Cλ depends only on λ. We now use these norm estimates
to get the exponential decay of the integral kernel of the resolvent of H . Consider
λ > 0 large enough. Notice that in the following we do not keep track of the λ-
dependence of the constants, while we denote by C any generic positive constant.
By using the diamagnetic inequality, see for example [32, 7], we get that

∣∣(−∆A + λ)−1 (x,x′)
∣∣ ≤ (−∆+ λ)−1 (x,x′). (A.13)

In dimensions d = 2 and d = 3, the integral kernel of the resolvent of the Laplacian
decays exponentially far from the diagonal and has an L2-integrable singularity on
the diagonal, for example in d = 2 we have

(−∆+ λ)−1 (x,x′) ≤ Ce−
√
λ‖x−x′‖ (2 + |ln ‖x− x′‖|) .

We are now ready to extract from the L2-norm Combes–Thomas estimate an L2 to
L∞ estimate. Let us see more precisely how it works. From the explicit estimate
(A.13), we deduce that there exists a positive constant c such that

sup
x0∈Rd

∥∥∥e∓c
√
λ〈·−x0〉 (−∆A + λ)−1 e±c

√
λ〈·−x0〉

∥∥∥
B(L2,L∞)

<∞ .
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This, together with the L2 estimate (A.12), gives

sup
x0∈Rd

∥∥∥e±c
√
λ〈·−x0〉 (H + λ)−1 e∓c

√
λ〈·−x0〉

∥∥∥
B(L2,L∞)

≤ sup
x0∈Rd

∥∥∥e±c
√
λ〈·−x0〉 (−∆A + λ)−1 e∓c

√
λ〈·−x0〉

∥∥∥
B(L2,L∞)

· sup
x0∈Rd

∥∥∥e±c
√
λ〈·−x0〉 (−∆A + λ) (H − λ)−1 e∓c

√
λ〈·−x0〉

∥∥∥
B(L2,L2)

,

hence the operator e±c
√
λ〈·−x0〉 (H + λ)−1 e∓c

√
λ〈·−x0〉 is bounded from L2 to L∞ and

it is a Carleman integral operator.

From (A.13) we have that the measurable integral kernel (−∆A + λ)−1 (·, ·) is
bounded outside the diagonal, moreover, without loss of generality we consider that
(A.13) is valid pointwise for every (and not only for almost every) x,x′ ∈ R2 (we
choose a representative for the integral kernel that is continuous outside of the
diagonal [32, 7]). Then, we have that

e−c
√
λ〈·−x0〉 (H + λ)−1 ec

√
λ〈·−x0〉 =:

(
e−c

√
λ〈·−x0〉 (−∆A + λ)−1 ec

√
λ〈·−x0〉

)
Bx0

where we have set Bx0 :=
(
e−c

√
λ〈·−x0〉 (−∆A + λ) (H − λ)−1 ec

√
λ〈·−x0〉

)
. Consider

now, for every ψ ∈ L2(Rd) the map

Fx′,x0(ψ) :=

∫

Rd

e−c
√
λ〈x′−x0〉 (−∆A + λ)−1 (x′,x)ec

√
λ〈x−x0〉 (Bx0ψ) (x)dx.

The map Fx′,x0 defines a bounded linear functional on L2 and its norm is independent
on x′,x0. Indeed

|Fx′,x0(ψ)| ≤ sup
x0∈Rd

‖e−c
√
λ〈·−x0〉 (−∆A + λ)−1 ec

√
λ〈·−x0〉‖B(L2,L∞)‖Bx0‖B(L2,L2)‖ψ‖2 .

Since from (A.12) we know that the norm of Bx0 does not depend on x0, we get that
Fx′,x0 defines a bounded linear functional on L2(Rd) whose norm is independent on
x0,x

′. From Riesz representation theorem we get that there exists a function fx′,x0

in L2(Rd) such that

Fx′,x0(ψ) =

∫

Rd

fx′,x0(x)ψ(x)dx.

Fx′,x0(ψ) can be rewritten as

Fx′,x0(ψ) =
(
e−c

√
λ〈·−x0〉 (H + λ)−1 ec

√
λ〈·−x0〉ψ

)
(x′)

which implies that

sup
x0,x′∈Rd

‖fx′,x0(·)‖2 = sup
x0,x′∈R2

∥∥∥
(
e−c

√
λ〈x′−x0〉 (H + λ)−1 (x′, ·)ec

√
λ〈·−x0〉

)∥∥∥
2
<∞ .



16 MASSIMO MOSCOLARI AND GIANLUCA PANATI

By taking x′ = x0 (namely Fx0,x0) and exploiting the selfadjointness of the operators
we also get

sup
x0∈Rd

∥∥∥(H + λ)−1 (x0, ·)ec
√
λ〈·−x0〉

∥∥∥
2
= sup

x0∈Rd

∥∥∥ec
√
λ〈·−x0〉 (H + λ)−1 (·,x0)

∥∥∥
2
<∞ .

(A.14)

Consider now the integral kernel of (H + λ)−2, which is a priori defined using the
integral kernel of the resolvent. By using (A.14), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
and the triangle inequality, we get that

sup
x,x′∈Rd

∣∣∣ec
√
λ‖x−x′‖ (H + λ)−2 (x,x′)

∣∣∣

≤ (e2c
√
λ) sup

x,x′∈Rd

∫

Rd

ec
√
λ〈y−x〉 ∣∣(H + λ)−1 (x,y)

∣∣ ∣∣(H + λ)−1 (y,x′)
∣∣ ec

√
λ〈y−x′〉dy

≤ (e2c
√
λ) sup

x∈Rd

∥∥∥(H + λ)−1 (x, ·)ec
√
λ〈·−x〉

∥∥∥
2
sup
x′∈Rd

∥∥∥ec
√
λ〈·−x′〉 (H + λ)−1 (· ,x′)

∥∥∥
2

≤ (e2c
√
λ)C .

(A.15)
Therefore we have obtained that the second power of the resolvent is pointwise
exponentially decaying, that is

∣∣(H + λ)−2 (x,x′)
∣∣ ≤ Ce−c

√
λ‖x−x′‖ . (A.16)

Let us analyze how estimate (A.16) propagates in the resolvent set. Since we are
interested in proving the exponential decay of the integral kernel of the projection
onto an isolated component of the spectrum, we assume that z ∈ K, withK compact
subset of Dη, as defined in Proposition A.1 and A.2. From (A.14) we get, for

δ < c
√
λr̄ small enough and for every ϕ ∈ L2(Rd)

sup
x0∈Rd

sup
x∈Rd

∣∣∣∣
∫

Rd

e−
δ
r̄
〈x−x0〉 (H + λ)−1 (x,x′)e

δ
r̄
〈x′−x0〉ϕ(x′)dx′

∣∣∣∣

≤ e3
δ
r̄ sup
x0∈Rd

sup
x∈Rd

∫

Rd

∣∣(H + λ)−1 (x,x′)
∣∣ ec

√
λ〈x′−x〉|ϕ(x′)|dx′

≤ e3
δ
r̄ sup
x0∈Rd

sup
x∈Rd

∥∥∥(H + λ)−1 (x, ·)ec
√
λ〈·−x〉

∥∥∥
2
‖ϕ‖2 .

Hence

sup
x0∈Rd

∥∥∥e−
δ
r̄
〈·−x0〉 (H + λ)−1 e

δ
r̄
〈·−x0〉

∥∥∥
B(L2,L∞)

≤ e3
δ
r̄C .



ULTRA-GENERALIZED WANNIER BASES AND TOPOLOGICAL TRANSPORT 17

This, together with the L2 bound (A.6) and the resolvent identity, implies that

sup
x0∈Rd

∥∥∥e−
δ
r̄
〈·−x0〉 (H − z)−1 e

δ
r̄
〈·−x0〉

∥∥∥
B(L2,L∞)

≤ sup
x0∈Rd

∥∥∥e−
δ
r̄
〈·−x0〉 (H + λ)−1 e

δ
r̄
〈·−x0〉

∥∥∥
B(L2,L∞)

+ (|z| + |λ|) sup
x0∈Rd

∥∥∥e−
δ
r̄
〈·−x0〉 (H + λ)−1 e

δ
r̄
〈·−x0〉

∥∥∥
B(L2,L∞)

· sup
x0∈Rd

∥∥∥e−
δ
r̄
〈·−x0〉 (H − z)−1 e

δ
r̄
〈·−x0〉

∥∥∥
B(L2,L2)

≤ Ce3
δ
r̄
r̄

η
,

(A.17)

which shows that e−
δ
r̄
〈·−x0〉 (H − z)−1 e

δ
r̄
〈·−x0〉 is also a Carleman operator. Consider

now

e−
δ
r̄
〈·−x0〉 (H − z)−1 e

δ
r̄
〈·−x0〉 = e−

δ
r̄
〈·−x0〉 (−∆A + λ)−1 e

δ
r̄
〈·−x0〉B′

x0
,

where we have defined

B′
x0

:=
(
e−

δ
r̄
〈·−x0〉 (−∆A + λ) (H + λ)−1 e

δ
r̄
〈·−x0〉

)

+
(
(z + λ)e−

δ
r̄
〈·−x0〉 (−∆A + λ) (H + λ)−1 e

δ
r̄
〈·−x0〉e−

δ
r̄
〈·−x0〉 (H − z)−1 e

δ
r̄
〈·−x0〉

)
.

We can repeat the same strategy as before by defining a new linear functional
F ′
x′,x0

: L2(Rd) → C

F ′
x′,x0

(ψ) :=

∫

Rd

e−
δ
r̄
〈x′−x0〉 (−∆A + λ)−1 (x′,x)e

δ
r̄
〈x−x0〉 (B′

x0
ψ
)
(x)dx.

Thus, we obtain

sup
x,x′∈Rd

∣∣∣e
δ
r̄
‖x−x′‖ (H − z)−2 (x,x′)

∣∣∣

≤ (e2
δ
r̄ ) sup

x,x′∈Rd

∫

Rd

e
δ
r̄
〈y−x〉 ∣∣(H − z)−1 (x,y)

∣∣ ∣∣(H − z)−1 (y,x′)
∣∣ e δ

r̄
〈y−x′〉dy

≤ (e2
δ
r̄ ) sup

x∈Rd

∥∥∥(H − z)−1 (x, ·)e δ
r̄
〈·−x〉

∥∥∥
2
sup
x′∈Rd

∥∥∥e
δ
r̄
〈·−x′〉 (H − z)−1 (· ,x′)

∥∥∥
2

≤ Cδ,r̄

η2
,

(A.18)

where Cδ,r̄ is a finite constant that depends on δ and r̄ (and λ).

Assume now that H has an isolated component of the spectrum σ0, so that we
can find a countour C ⊂ K ⊂ ρ(H) encircling σ0. The projection P onto σ0 can be



18 MASSIMO MOSCOLARI AND GIANLUCA PANATI

written using the Riesz formula together with integration by parts as

P = − i

2π

∮

C

z (H − z)−2 dz ,

which together with (A.18) implies that P is an exponentially localized projection
in the sense of Definition 2.3, that is

sup
x,x′∈Rd

∣∣∣e
δ
r̄
‖x−x′‖P (x,x′)

∣∣∣ ≤ C .
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