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Abstract

We review ergodic properties of one-dimensional incommensurate bilayer materials, especially the

convergence of the density of states in the large-volume limit, from the perspective of the theory of ergodic

Schrödinger operators. More precisely, we first provide a short introduction to ergodic Schrödinger

operators as a unifying concept in spectral theory at a level accessible for nonspecialists. We then

present two natural tight-binding models of incommensurate bilayer materials in one dimension and

prove convergence of their density of states measures in the large volume limit using ideas from the

theory of ergodic Schrödinger operators.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Motivation

The field of two-dimensional materials began in 2005 with the isolation and characterization of graphene,
a single layer of carbon atoms [24]. Since then, many other two-dimensional materials have been isolated,
such as hexagonal Boron Nitride (hBN), and the transition metal dichalcogenides (TMDCs). The family of
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two-dimensional materials displays a rich variety of material properties. For example, while graphene is a
semimetal (gapless at the Fermi level, but with a small Fermi surface), hBN is an insulator (large band gap),
and the TMDCs are generally semiconductors (small band gap) [15].

In recent years, attention has shifted to stackings of such materials with a relative twist. For general
twist angles, such materials may be aperiodic at the atomic scale because of incommensurability of the
layer Bravais lattices. However, for relatively small twist angles, many properties of such materials can be
captured by effective periodic models over the lattice of interlayer disregistry oscillation known as the moiré
pattern. For this reason, such materials are known as moiré materials.

Moiré materials have especially attracted attention since the observation of correlated insulating and
superconducting electronic phases in twisted bilayer graphene twisted to the “magic angle” ≈ 1◦ [8, 9] in
2018. This discovery was anticipated in 2011 with the observation that the Floquet-Bloch “moiré bands”
of twisted bilayer graphene become nearly flat at this twist angle [6]. Recent years have seen many other
quantum many-body electronic phases realized in moiré materials [18].

The present work is concerned with fundamental atomic-scale models of moiré materials. More precisely,
we are concerned with the case where the individual layer Bravais lattices are incommensurate, so that the
model has no exact periodic cell. For example, we could consider twisted bilayer graphene at an irrational
relative twist angle [17, 22].

Models involving incommensurate periodicities have long been known to display rich spectral properties.
Perhaps the canonical model of this type is the almost-Mathieu operator (also known as Harper’s operator);
see, e.g., [27]. This operator arises in the study of the quantum Hall effect, where a two-dimensional material
is subjected to a perpendicular magnetic field [4]. The model depends on two independent lengthscales: the
magnetic length (proportional to the strength of the magnetic field), and the material’s lattice constant. The
study of this operator when the ratio of these lengthscales is irrational has inspired many deep mathematical
works; see, e.g., [3].

The conceptual similarities between atomic-scale models of incommensurate moiré materials and the
almost-Mathieu operator suggest that the theory developed for understanding the almost-Mathieu operator
may have applications in the study of incommensurate moiré materials. In fact, such a link is already known:
both models have an ergodic structure which allows, for example, for proof of convergence of the density of
states measure in the large-volume limit [7, 22].

The goal of this work is to further clarify this connection by, first, reviewing the general concept of an
ergodic Schrödinger operator [1, 14], and, then, establishing the sense in which models of incommensurate
bilayer materials share this structure. This structure allows, for example, for a very straightforward proof
of convergence of the density of states measure in the thermodynamic limit [1, 14]. We hope that this
contribution will stimulate further interactions between the mathematical theories of ergodic Schrödinger
operators and of incommensurate bilayer materials.

For the sake of clarity, we restrict attention in this work to one-dimensional models, where the same
effect as an interlayer twist can be obtained by shifting the lattice constants of each layer with respect to
each other. Our results do not depend on this restriction and would readily generalize to two-dimensional
models, such as the tight-binding models of twisted bilayer graphene considered in [7, 22].

1.2 Structure of work and description of results

The structure of this work, and a brief description of our results, are as follows. In Section 2, we review the
basic concepts of ergodic Schrödinger operators for the benefit of nonspecialists. We provide the rigorous
definition of such operators, provide examples of such operators, and then show how the properties of an
ergodic Schrödinger operator allow for a straightforward proof of convergence of the density of states measure.

In Section 3, we describe a typical tight-binding model of an incommensurate moiré material specialized
to one dimension. In such a case, incommensurability of the layers is guaranteed by choosing the ratio of
layer lattice constants to be an irrational number. We refer to this model as the incommensurate coupled
chain model. We then introduce a simplification of this model where electrons in a single layer can “hop”
along the layer via interaction with a fictitious second layer with an irrationally-related lattice constant. We
term this model the reduced incommensurate coupled chain model.

In Section 4, we investigate the ergodic properties of these models. First, we prove that the reduced
incommensurate coupled chain model is an ergodic Schrödinger operator in sense of the definition provided
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in Section 2. Then, we clarify the ergodic structure of the full incommensurate coupled chain model (which
does not satisfy the definition of an ergodic Schrödinger operator) to the point that we can prove existence
of the density of states measure by a similar argument as in the case of an ergodic Schrödinger operator.

1.3 Related work and perspectives

We emphasize that we are not the first to recognize the ergodic structure of incommensurate bilayer materials,
or even to prove convergence of the density of states of such materials in the large-volume limit; see [7, 22].
The work [7], in particular, considered the ergodic properties of the same coupled chain model we consider
here, although we believe that the reduced coupled chain model we also consider is original to the present
work. Other works which exploit ergodicity to obtain efficient numerical methods for computing properties
of moiré materials include [10–12,19–21].

Nevertheless, we hope that the particular formulation of these ergodic properties in the present work
will be useful in connecting the mathematical theories of incommensurate bilayer materials and of ergodic
Schrödinger operators. Such a connection should facilitate, for example, the study of localization properties
of the models considered here. Such results have already been obtained for a model of bilayer graphene
where one layer is strained with respect to the other, creating an effectively one-dimensional moiré pattern;
see [5, 28].

Acknowledgements

This work began as an independent study project by NJE during Summer and Fall 2023 supervised by
ABW. ABW’s research was supported in part by DMREF Award No. 1922165 through the National Science
Foundation. ABW would like to thank Daniel Massatt, Eric Cancès and Simon Becker for stimulating
conversations.

2 Ergodic operators: basic concepts

2.1 Definition of an ergodic operator

In this section, we recall the theory and terminology necessary to provide the rigorous definition of an ergodic
operator following [1].

First, recall that matrix elements of real-valued and measurable functions f of self-adjoint operators H
acting in a Hilbert space H can be conveniently defined through the spectral measure

〈ϕ, f(H)ψ〉 :=
∫

f(λ)dµϕ,ψ, (2.1)

where µϕ,ψ is the spectral measure of H associated to the vectors ϕ, ψ ∈ H, and 〈, 〉 denotes the H-inner
product [1]. We then say that a function ω 7→ H(ω) mapping a probability space (Ω,A,P) to the set of
self-adjoint operators on H is weakly measurable if, for all f ∈ L∞(R) and all ϕ, ψ ∈ H, the functions
ω 7→ 〈ϕ, f(H(ω))ψ〉 are P-measurable [1]. We can now define a random operator.

Definition 2.1. A self-adjoint random operator is an operator-valued weakly measurable function defined
on a probability space (Ω,A,P) which assigns to every ω ∈ Ω a self-adjoint operator H(ω) acting in some
common (separable) Hilbert space H.

Recall that a transformation T : X → X on a measure space (X,A, µ) is called measure-preserving if for
all A ∈ A, µ(T−1A) = µ(A). We can now define an ergodic group action.

Definition 2.2. The action of a group of measure-preserving transformations (Tx)x∈I on a probability space
(Ω,A,P) is ergodic if all events A ∈ A which are invariant under the group, T−1

x A = A for all x ∈ I, are of
probability zero or one.

Recall that a graph is a pair G = (V,E), where V is the set of vertices, and E is a set of pairs of vertices,
known as the set of edges. A graph automorphism is a permutation σ of the graph’s vertices such that, for
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all vertices v1, v2 ∈ V , if (v1, v2) ∈ E then (σ(v1), σ(v2)) ∈ E. A graph G is called vertex-transitive if, for
any vertices v1, v2 ∈ V , there exists a graph automorphism f : G → G such that f(v1) = v2. Below, we will
abuse notation to write G both for the graph and for the set of vertices of G.

We can now define an ergodic operator.

Definition 2.3. From [1], an ergodic operator is a random operator H(ω) such that

1. The operators act in H = ℓ2(G) where G is a vertex set of a graph endowed with a vertex-transitive
group of graph automorphisms S = (Sx)x∈I .

2. The group S can be represented by a group of measure-preserving transformations (Tx)x∈I whose
action on a probability space (Ω,A,P) is ergodic. Moreover, for every x ∈ I and ω ∈ Ω,

H(Txω) = Ux,ωH(ω)U †
x,ω (2.2)

with a unitary operator Ux,ω for which all ψ ∈ ℓ2(G)

(Ux,ωψ)(ξ) = ψ(Sxξ)e
iφx,ω(ξ) (2.3)

having some real-valued phase φx,ω(ξ).

In what follows, we will discuss various examples of ergodic operators and of operators with similar
properties. We will standardize notation so that, in each case, the relevant graph automorphisms will
be denoted by S, the transformations of the operator’s parameter space by T , and the unitary operators
transforming the random operator by U .

Remark 2.4. The above definition of an ergodic operator is technically a “standard ergodic operator” as
in [1]. Meanwhile, an “ergodic operator” is a random operator without the additional structure of each
lattice shift corresponding to each transformation of the probability space. The focus of study will not be on
this weaker definition of “ergodic operators.” Although, despite the weaker condition, the ergodic random
operators in [1] still have some of the desirable properties that relate to the discussion below.

2.2 Examples of ergodic Schrödinger operators

In this section, we give two examples of commonly studied ergodic operators, the almost-Mathieu operator
and the Anderson model. For simplicity, we consider the Anderson model only in dimension one.

Both of these models act in H = ℓ2(Z), where we consider the lattice G = Z as endowed with the
automorphism group of shifts x ∈ I = Z so that

Sxn := n− x ∀n ∈ Z, (2.4)

which is clearly vertex-transitive. We will write wave-functions ψ ∈ H as ψ = (ψn)n∈Z, and the discrete
Laplacian ∆ acting on wave-functions by

(∆ψ)n = ψn+1 + ψn−1. (2.5)

Note that we define the discrete Laplacian without the diagonal term −2ψn which does not affect the
operator’s spectral properties.

2.2.1 The almost-Mathieu operator

The almost-Mathieu operator is famous for its remarkable spectral properties, such as the Hofstadter butterfly
[16], and Aubry–André duality [1].

Definition 2.5. Let θ ∈ [0, 2π). For a fixed irrational α ∈ (0, 1) and λ > 0, the almost-Mathieu operator is
the deterministic operator

(H(θ)ψ)n = −(∆ψ)n + λ cos(2παn+ θ)ψn, n ∈ Z. (2.6)
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The almost-Mathieu operator is an ergodic operator in the following sense.

Theorem 2.6. For each x ∈ Z, let

Txθ := θ − 2παx mod 2π, (Uxψ)n = ψn−x, n ∈ Z. (2.7)

Then, {Tx}x∈Z is a group of measure-preserving transformations whose action on the probability space
([0, 2π),B,P), where B denotes the Borel sets, and P denotes the normalized Lebesgue measure, is ergodic.
In addition, we have that {Ux}x∈Z is a group of unitary operators such that

H(Txθ) = UxH(θ)U †
x. (2.8)

Thus, the almost-Mathieu operator is ergodic in the sense of Definition 2.3.

The most difficult step in the proof of Theorem 2.6 is the proof that “irrational rotations” of the circle,
i.e., the transformations {Tx}x∈Z in (2.7), are ergodic. We prove this in Appendix A. The irrational rotations
are notable here since we will use a similar form of ergodic transformations to discuss the ergodic properties
of almost-periodic operators coming from incommensurate lattice shifts.

2.2.2 The Anderson model

The Anderson model is another famous ergodic operator, introduced by Anderson [2] to model the effect of
disorder on electrical conductivity.

Definition 2.7. Consider the probability space (Ω,A,P), where Ω = RZ, A is the Borel sets generated by
the product topology, and P is a probability measure on this space. The Anderson model is the random
Schrödinger operator

(H(ω)ψ)n = −(∆ψ)n + Vn(ω)ψn, (2.9)

where Vn(ω) = ωn, where ω = (ωn)n∈Z ∈ Ω.

The following establishes sufficient conditions such that the Anderson model is ergodic.

Theorem 2.8. Fix a probability measure P0 on the probability space (R,B,P0), where B is the Borel sets
in R. Then, suppose that the probability measure P in Definition 2.7 is the product measure corresponding
to P0. For each x ∈ Z, let

(Txω)n := ωn−x, (Uxψ)n := ψn−x, n ∈ Z. (2.10)

Then, {Tx}x∈Z is a group of measure-preserving transformations whose action on the probability space
(Ω,A,P) is ergodic, and {Ux}x∈Z is a group of unitary operators such that

H(Txω) = UxH(ω)U †
x. (2.11)

Thus, the Anderson model is ergodic in the sense of Definition 2.3.

As concrete examples, P0 could be taken as the uniform measure on any interval, or corresponding to
the Gaussian distribution. The proof of ergodicity of the transformations {Tx}x∈Z (2.10) follows from the
observation that the transformations are mixing on the probability space; see [23, 26], or Exercise 3.2 of [1]
for the specific application to the Anderson model.

2.3 Existence of density of states measure for ergodic Schrödinger operators

In order to demonstrate the power of the concepts introduced in the previous section, we now show that
they suffice to prove convergence of the density of states measure in the thermodynamic limit. The density
of states measure is a key concept when studying electronic properties of materials.

We start by recalling the Riesz representation theorem. Recall that a linear functional I on Cc(R)
(continuous functions on R with compact support) is called positive if I(f) ≥ 0 whenever f ≥ 0. A Borel
measure is called outer regular on a set E if

µ(E) = inf{µ(U) : U ⊃ E,U open}, (2.12)
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and inner regular on E if
µ(E) = sup{µ(K) : K ⊂ E,K compact}. (2.13)

A Borel measure is called a Radon measure if it is finite on compact sets, outer regular on Borel sets, and
inner regular on all open sets. The Riesz representation theorem states that if I is a positive linear functional
on Cc(R), there is a unique Radon measure µ on R such that

I(f) =

∫

R

f dµ, ∀f ∈ Cc(R). (2.14)

In particular, Radon measures can be defined via their action on test functions, and vice versa.
Throughout this section, let H(ω) be an ergodic Schrödinger operator in the sense of Definition 2.3,

acting on the lattice Z endowed with the automorphism group (2.4), with probability space (Ω,A,P). Our
goal is to define the density of states measure for this operator. It is straightforward to define the density of
states measure for finite truncations of this operator as follows.

Definition 2.9. For positive integers L, let ΛL := [−L,L]∩Z, so that |ΛL| = 2L+1. Then, for each ω ∈ Ω,
define the truncated operator HL(ω) = 1ΛL

H(ω)1ΛL
, where 1ΛL

is the characteristic function for the set
ΛL. We define the density of states measure for HL(ω) as the unique Radon measure dkω,L corresponding
to the linear functional

g 7→ 1

|ΛL|
∑

x∈ΛL

〈δx, g(HL(ω))δx〉 =
∫

R

g dkω,L, (2.15)

where, for each x ∈ Z, δx is the vector whose xth entry is 1 and all others are 0.

We can derive a more intuitive formula for the density of states measure (2.15) as follows. Using the
spectral theorem for Hermitian matrices [25] we have that

g(HL(ω)) =

2L+1
∑

j=1

g(Ej,ω,L)Pj,ω,L, ∀g ∈ Cc(R), (2.16)

where Ej,ω,L and Pj,ω,L denote the eigenvalues and associated eigenprojections of HL(ω). But now we have

1

|ΛL|
∑

x∈ΛL

〈δx, g(HL(ω))δx〉 =
1

|ΛL|
∑

x∈ΛL

2L+1
∑

j=1

g(Ej,ω,L)〈δx, Pj,ω,Lδx〉 =
1

|ΛL|

2L+1
∑

j=1

g(Ej,ω,L), (2.17)

where we used the fact that the trace of a projection matrix equals its rank, and hence we have

dkω,L =
1

|ΛL|

2L+1
∑

j=1

δEj,ω,L
, (2.18)

where δEj,ω,L
denotes the Dirac measure for the point Ej,ω,L. In short, the density of states measure for the

finite-dimensional matrix HL(ω) is a normalized sum of delta measures at each of its eigenvalues.
Our goal is to prove convergence of this measure for truncations of ergodic operators in the limit L→ ∞.

The limiting measure is as follows.

Definition 2.10. The density of states measure (DOSM) is the measure dk defined by the linear functional
∫

R

g dk := E(〈δ0, g(H(ω))δ0〉) =
∫

Ω

〈δ0, g(H(ω))δ0〉dP, ∀g ∈ Cc(R). (2.19)

Note that the measure (2.15) depends on ω but the limiting measure (2.19) does not. To show this is the
correct limit, we first need the following result called Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem.

Theorem 2.11 (Birkhoff’s Ergodic Theorem). Let (Ω,A,P) be a probability space equipped with a group
of measuring preserving transformation, {Ti}i∈N, which acts ergodically. Then for each f ∈ L1(Ω,P) the
following limit exists for P-almost all ω ∈ Ω and satisfies

lim
N→∞

1

N

N−1
∑

n=0

f(Tnω) = E[f ], (2.20)
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where E denotes the expectation of f with respect to P, i.e.,

E[f ] :=

∫

Ω

f dP. (2.21)

We refer to the full proof of Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem to that of Theorem 3.3.1 in [14]. Following [22], we
provide a proof in Appendix A for the simple case of Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem below where f is smooth
on the circle T = [0, 1) and Tn are irrational rotations of the circle.

Proposition 2.12. Let Ω = T be the circle with A the Borel sets and P the uniform probability measure
on Ω. Further, let {Ti}i∈Z be the irrational rotations of the circle. Then if f ∈ C∞(T) (smooth functions),
the following limit exists for all ω ⊂ Ω and satisfies

lim
N→∞

1

2N + 1

N
∑

n=−N

f(Tnω) = E[f ]. (2.22)

With such choice of functions f , note that the above proposition removes the stipulation that only ω up
to a full measure set in Ω may satisfy the convergence. Furthermore, the proof mechanism uses the Fourier
series of f to show the desired equality, which by uniform density of C∞(T) in C(T), it further suffices that
f need only be continuous and periodic.

Another result needed in the proof technique is the use of the Stone-Weierstrass theorem for dense subsets
of C0(R), continuous functions decaying at infinity. We present the following form referenced in [1] relevant
to our functions of an operator. Recall an involutive subalgebra A of C0(R) is a linear subspace and if
f, g ∈ A, then the (pointwise) product f · g and the f are in A. Further, a subalgebra A ⊂ C0(R) separates
points if for any x, y ∈ R, there is a function f ∈ A such that f(x) 6= f(y) with f(x) and f(y) non-zero.

Theorem 2.13. If A is an involutive subalgebra of C0(R) which separates points, then A is dense in C0(R)
with respect to the topology of uniform convergence.

Equipped with Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem and the above form of Stone-Weierstrass, we now state the
theorem for the convergence of the truncated density of states for ergodic operators on ℓ2(Z).

Theorem 2.14. Assume that H(ω) is such that HL(ω)− 1ΛL
H(ω) is trace-class, and that

tr |HL(ω)− 1ΛL
H(ω)| ≤ ε(L)|ΛL|, (2.23)

where ε(L) → 0 as L → ∞. Then there exists a full measure set Ω0 ⊂ Ω such that for all ω ∈ Ω0 and all
functions g ∈ C0(R) the following limit exists and satisfies

lim
L→∞

1

|ΛL|
∑

x∈ΛL

〈δx, g(HL(ω))δx〉 = E (〈δ0, g(H(ω))δ0〉) . (2.24)

The condition that HL(ω) − 1ΛL
H(ω) must be trace-class is satisfied as long as the matrix elements of

H(ω) decay sufficiently rapidly away from the diagonal, e.g., exponentially fast. Before proving Theorem
2.14, note that it clearly implies the following corollary.

Corollary 2.15. For almost-all ω ∈ Ω, the measures dkω,L converge weakly to dk, i.e.,

lim
L→∞

∫

f dkω,L =

∫

f dk (2.25)

for all f ∈ Cb(R) (continuous and uniformly bounded functions), as L→ ∞.

Proof of Theorem 2.14. The following proof is similar to those of Theorem 3.15 of [1] and Theorem 4.3.8
in [14].
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We start by establishing (2.24) for the specific function g(x) = 1/(x − z) for fixed z ∈ C \ R. Later we
will apply Stone-Weierstrass to obtain convergence for general g ∈ C0(R). First, note that one can use the
resolvent identity to get that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

|ΛL|
∑

x∈ΛL

〈δx, g(HL(ω))δx〉 −
1

|ΛL|
∑

x∈ΛL

〈δx, g(H(ω))δx〉
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
1

|ΛL|

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

x∈ΛL

〈

δx,
(

(HL(ω)− z)−1 − (H(ω)− z)−1
)

δx
〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
1

|ΛL|

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

x∈ΛL

〈δx, (HL(ω)− z)−1(H(ω)−HL(ω))(H(ω)− z)−1δx〉
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Using the triangle inequality, we can estimate

1

|ΛL|

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

x∈ΛL

〈δx, (HL(ω)− z)−1(H(ω)−HL(ω))(H(ω)− z)−1δx〉
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 1

|ΛL|
∑

x∈ΛL

∣

∣〈δx, (HL(ω)− z)−1(H(ω)−HL(ω))(H(ω)− z)−1δx〉
∣

∣ .

We now estimate the right-hand side by the trace norm (2.23) multiplied by the operator norms of the
resolvents [13], using the fact that |(A− z)−1| ≤ | Im(z)|−1 for a self-adjoint operator A with z ∈ C \ R [1],

1

|ΛL|
∑

x∈ΛL

∣

∣〈δx, (HL(ω)− z)−1(H(ω)−HL(ω))(H(ω)− z)−1δx〉
∣

∣

≤ 1

|ΛL| · | Im(z)|2 tr |HL(ω)− 1ΛL
H(ω)| ≤ ε(L)

| Im(z)|2 .

We thus conclude that

lim
L→∞

1

|ΛL|
∑

x∈ΛL

〈δx, g(HL(ω))δx〉 = lim
L→∞

1

|ΛL|
∑

x∈ΛL

〈δx, g(H(ω))δx〉. (2.26)

To calculate the limit on the right-hand side, we note that, using (2.2)-(2.3),

〈δx, g(H(ω))δx〉 = 〈Uxδ0, g(H(ω))Uxδ0〉 = 〈δ0, U−1
x g(H(ω))Uxδ0〉 = 〈δ0, g(H(Txω))δ0〉. (2.27)

But now Theorem 2.11 implies that

lim
L→∞

1

|ΛL|
∑

x∈ΛL

〈δx, g(H(ω))δx〉 = lim
L→∞

1

|ΛL|
∑

x∈ΛL

〈δ0, g(H(Txω))δ0〉 = E (〈δ0, g(H(ω))δ0〉) (2.28)

for all ω in a full measure subset Ωz ⊂ Ω depending on z.
Let B := Q + iQ 6=0 ⊂ C \ R, where Q denotes the set of rational numbers and Q 6=0 denotes the set of

rational numbers omitting 0. Since B is countable, the set Ω0 :=
⋂

z∈B Ωz is still of full measure in Ω with
respect to P. Then, let A denote the involutive subalgebra generated by the functions (i.e., the smallest
involutive subalgebra containing the functions)

{x 7→ 1/(x− z) : z ∈ B} .

Note that (2.24) holds for all g ∈ A and ω ∈ Ω0 since g only involves finite linear combinations and/or finite
products of resolvent functions, and the argument above for a single resolvent generalizes easily to these
cases. Moreover, the set A is dense with respect to the uniform topology within the involutive subalgebra
generated by the functions {x 7→ 1/(x − z) : z ∈ C \ R}. Since the latter subalgebra separates points, it
follows from Stone-Weierstrass that A is dense with respect to the uniform topology within C0(R). But now
it follows that (2.24) holds for all g ∈ C0(R) for all ω ∈ Ω0.
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3 Incommensurate bilayer materials: 1D tight-binding models

3.1 Model of incommensurate coupled chains

In this section, we introduce the incommensurate coupled chain model, a 1D model which shares many of the
features of tight-binding models of twisted bilayer graphene and other moiré materials. The model describes
an electron hopping along two 1D chains, one with lattice constant 1, and another with lattice constant 1−θ,
where 0 < θ < 1 is irrational. Irrationality of θ implies that the system has no exact periodic cell, so we call
the chains incommensurate.

The coupled chain Hilbert space consists of infinite vectors defined on the lattices

φ =

(

φ1
φ2

)

, φi = (φni
)ni∈Z, φni

∈ C, (3.1)

with the natural inner product

〈φ | ψ〉 =
∑

n1∈Z

φn1
ψn1

+
∑

n2∈Z

φn2
ψn2

. (3.2)

We define the coupled chain Hamiltonian as follows.

Definition 3.1. For each b ∈ R, known as the interlayer shift, let H(b) be the self-adjoint operator

H(b)ψ =

(

(H(b)ψ)1
(H(b)ψ)2

)

, (H(b)ψ)i = ((H(b)ψ)ni
)ni∈Z, (3.3)

where

(H(b)ψ)n1
= ψn1+1 + ψn1−1 +

∑

n2∈Z

h(n1 − (1 − θ)n2 − b)ψn2

(H(b)ψ)n2
= ψn2+1 + ψn2−1 +

∑

n1∈Z

h(n1 − (1 − θ)n2 − b)ψn1
,

(3.4)

where h is the interlayer hopping function: an even (h(−η) = h(η)), real, smooth, exponentially-decaying
function.

A physically realistic choice for the interlayer hopping function is

h(η) := Ae−B
√
η2+L2

, (3.5)

where A,B,L > 0 are constants. Here, L > 0 represents the interchain distance. With this choice, the
hopping amplitude between site n1 on chain 1, and site n2 on chain 2, depends only on the intersite distance
√

(n1 − (1− θ)n2 − b)2 + L2. However, we do not expect the specific form of h to modify the essential
features of the model. We restrict to nearest-neighbor hopping for the intralayer hopping for simplicity.

For fixed b, the model (3.4)-(3.5) describes an electron hopping along a chain of atoms with positions
{

(

n, L2
)⊤
}

n∈Z

, which can hop to a second chain of atoms with positions
{

(

(1− θ)n+ b,−L
2

)⊤
}

n∈Z

. Note

that we fix the origin in the x direction to coincide with the position of an atom in the top layer without
loss of generality.

3.2 Reduced model of incommensurate coupled chains

We will also consider a simplified, or reduced, incommensurate coupled chain model defined as follows. In
this model, we consider a single chain with lattice constant 1, such that electrons can hop along the chain
directly or via a fictitious second chain with lattice constant 1−θ. More precisely, the reduced incommensurate
coupled chain model is as follows.
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Definition 3.2. For each b ∈ R, let Hr(b) be the self-adjoint operator

Hr(b)ψ = (Hr(b)ψn)n∈Z

≡
(

ψn+1 + ψn−1 +
∑

n′∈Z

(

h(n− (1− θ)n′ − b)
∑

n′′∈Z

h(n′′ − (1− θ)n′ − b)ψn′′

))

n∈Z

(3.6)

=

(

ψn+1 + ψn−1 +
∑

n′∈Z

∑

n′′∈Z

h(n− (1− θ)n′ − b)h(n′′ − (1 − θ)n′ − b)ψn′′

)

n∈Z

,

where h is an even, smooth, exponentially-decaying function.

We consider Definition 3.2 as a simplified version of Definition 3.1. Thus, the discussion below Definition
3.1 applies to the interlayer hopping function here as well.

4 Incommensurate bilayer materials: ergodic properties

4.1 Reduced incommensurate coupled chain model as an ergodic operator

The following theorem asserts that the reduced incommensurate coupled chain model is an ergodic operator
in the sense of Definition 2.3.

Theorem 4.1. For each x ∈ Z, let

Txb = b− x mod (1− θ), (Uxψ)n = ψn−x, n ∈ Z. (4.1)

Then, {Tx}x∈Z is a group of measure-preserving transformations whose action on the probability space
([0, 1− θ),A,P), where A denotes the Borel sets and P denotes the normalized Lebesgue measure, is ergodic,
and {Ux}x∈Z is a group of unitary operators such that

Hr(Txb) = UxHr(b)U
†
x. (4.2)

Thus, the reduced incommensurate coupled chain model is an ergodic operator in the sense of Definition 2.3.

We provide the proof of Theorem 4.1 in Appendix B. The argument is similar to the proof that the almost-
Mathieu family of operators is ergodic. In fact, the argument uses that n′ in (3.6) can be reordered under
its summation to get b shifted by an integer multiple of (1− θ), akin to cosine being equivalent up to a shift
of 2π used in Definition 2.5.

With ergodicity established, we can apply Theorem 2.14 to obtain weak convergence of the truncated
density of states measure.

Corollary 4.2. For positive integers L, let ΛL := [−L,L] ∩ Z. Then, for each b ∈ [0, 1 − θ), define the
truncated reduced coupled chain operator Hr,L(b) = 1ΛL

Hr(b)1ΛL
, where 1ΛL

is the characteristic function
for the set ΛL. Then

lim
L→∞

1

|ΛL|
∑

x∈ΛL

〈δx, g(Hr,L(b))δx〉 = E(〈δ0, g(Hr(b))δ0〉), (4.3)

where E denotes expectation with respect to the normalized Lebesgue measure, i.e.,

E(〈δ0, g(Hr(b))δ0〉) :=
1

|1− θ|

∫ 1−θ

0

〈δ0, g(Hr(b))δ0〉db. (4.4)

Result (4.4) has a simple interpretation: the density of states for the reduced incommensurate coupled
chain model is obtained by averaging the inter-layer shift b over the unit cell of the fictitious second layer.
We will see the same idea in the following section.
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4.2 Convergence of the density of states measure for the incommensurate cou-

pled chain model

In this section, we will prove convergence of the truncated density of states measure for the full incommen-
surate coupled chain model. The fact that the model has two chains makes the proof slightly more involved
than the case of the reduced coupled chain model. In particular, we will not prove this model is ergodic in
the sense of Definition 2.3 as an intermediate step. However, we will see that the proof follows from the
same essential ideas.

We start by defining the density of states for the incommensurate coupled chain truncated to the interval
[−L,L] for L > 0 simultaneously for each chain, subject to Dirichlet boundary conditions.

Definition 4.3. For each fixed b ∈ R, and each positive L > 0, let Λ1
L := Z ∩ [−L,L] and Λ2

L := Z ∩
[

−L+b
1−θ ,

L−b
1−θ

]

. For L > |b|, we have

|ΛL| := |Λ1
L|+ |Λ2

L|, where |Λ1
L| = 1 + 2 ⌊L⌋ , |Λ2

L| = 1 +

⌊

L+ b

1− θ

⌋

+

⌊

L− b

1− θ

⌋

, (4.5)

where ⌊·⌋ denotes the floor function, i.e., the mapping of a positive number η to the largest integer less than
or equal to η. Let

1ΛL
ψ :=

(

(1ΛL
ψ)1

(1ΛL
ψ)2

)

, (1ΛL
ψ)i = ((1ΛL

ψ)ni
)ni∈Z

, i ∈ {1, 2}, (4.6)

where

(1ΛL
ψ)n1

=

{

ψn1
n1 ∈ Λ1

L

0 else,
(1ΛL

ψ)n2
=

{

ψn2
n2 ∈ Λ2

L

0 else.
(4.7)

Then, let HL(b) := 1ΛL
H(b)1ΛL

. We define the density of states measure for HL(b) as the unique Radon
measure dkb,L corresponding to the linear functional

g 7→ 1

|ΛL|





∑

x1∈Λ1

L

〈δx1
, g(HL(b))δx1

〉+
∑

x2∈Λ2

L

〈δx2
, g(HL(b))δx2

〉



 =

∫

R

g dkb,L, (4.8)

where, for each x1 ∈ Z, δx1
is the vector defined by

δx1
:=

(

(δx1
)1

(δx1
)2

)

, (δx1
)i = ((δx1

)ni
)ni∈Z

, i ∈ {1, 2}, (4.9)

where
(δx1

)n1
= δn1,x1

, n1 ∈ Z, (δx1
)n2

= 0, n2 ∈ Z, (4.10)

where δn1,x1
is the Kronecker delta, and δx2

is defined similarly, but for the other layer.

An identical calculation to the calculation below Definition 2.9 shows that the measure (4.8) is exactly a
normalized sum of delta functions at the eigenvalues of the truncated operator HL(b).

We now introduce the ergodic structure which will allow us to prove convergence of the density of states
measure (4.8) in the limit L→ ∞. We start with the following lemma, which follows immediately from the
definitions.

Lemma 4.4. For each x ∈ Z, define the operator U1
x , which shifts in layer 1 by x while leaving layer 2

unchanged, as

U1
xψ =

(

(U1
xψ)1

(U1
xψ)2

)

, (U1
xψ)i =

(

(U1
xψ)ni

)

ni∈Z
, i ∈ {1, 2}, (4.11)

where
(U1

xψ)n1
= ψn1−x, (U1

xψ)n2
= ψn2

, n1, n2 ∈ Z. (4.12)
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Define operators U2
x which shift by x in layer 2 and leave layer 1 unchanged analogously. Then, for each

x ∈ Z and b ∈ R, let
T 1
xb := b+ x, T 2

xb := b− (1− θ)x. (4.13)

Then, we have
H(T 1

x b) = U1
xH(b)(U1

x)
†, H(T 2

x b) = U2
xH(b)(U2

x)
†. (4.14)

Identities (4.14) parallel (2.2) in Definition 2.3. We next require the following lemma, which establishes
that the transformations (4.13) act ergodically when restricted to the unit cells of the other lattice with the
uniform probability measure.

Lemma 4.5. Let T̃ 1
x and T̃ 2

x denote the transformations (4.14) restricted to the unit cells of layers 2 and 1
respectively, i.e.,

T̃ 1
xb = b+ x mod (1− θ),

T̃ 2
xb = b− (1− θ)x mod 1

(4.15)

for each b ∈ R and x ∈ Z. Then, if 0 < θ < 1 is irrational, the operators (T̃ 1
x )x∈Z form a group of measure-

preserving transformations which acts ergodically on the probability space ([0, 1−θ),A,P2), where A denotes
the Borel sets and P2 is the normalized Lebesgue measure on [0, 1− θ). Similarly, the operators (T̃ 2

x )x∈Z act
ergodically on the probability space ([0, 1),A,P1), where P1 is the normalized Lebesgue measure on [0, 1).

Proof. The proof follows from ergodicity of irrational rotations of the circle; see Appendix A.

Note that the notation P1 for the measure on [0, 1) and P2 for the measure on [0, 1− θ) is natural given
that these are the unit cells of layers 1 and 2, respectively.

We can now define the limiting density of states measure concisely as follows.

Definition 4.6. The density of states measure for H(b) is the measure dk defined by the linear functional

g 7→ 1− θ

1 + (1 − θ)
E2[〈δ01 , g(H(·))δ01〉] +

1

1 + (1 − θ)
E1[〈δ02 , g(H(·))δ02〉] =

∫

R

g dk, (4.16)

where

E2[〈δ01 , g(H(·))δ01〉] =
∫

[0,1−θ)

〈δ01 , g(H(b2))δ01〉dP2 =
1

1− θ

∫

[0,1−θ)

〈δ01 , g(H(b2))δ01 〉db2, (4.17)

and

E1[〈δ02 , g(H(·))δ02〉] =
∫

[0,1)

〈δ02 , g(H(b1))δ02〉dP1 =

∫

[0,1)

〈δ02 , g(H(b1))δ02〉db1. (4.18)

In short, the limiting density of states measure is obtained by averaging the interlayer shift b over the
unit cells of each layer, up to normalization factors reflecting the excess of atoms in layer 2 compared with
layer 1 within any interval [−L,L].

We now state the theorem for the convergence of traces to the desired integral using Birkhoff’s theorem
for the incommensurate chain operators.

Theorem 4.7. Let H(b) be the incommensurate chain operators defined in (3.3) equipped with the chain-
shifting operators U1

x and U2
x in Lemma 4.4. If the difference HΛL

− 1ΛL
H(b) is trace-class and

tr |HL(b)− 1ΛL
H(b)| ≤ ε(L)|ΛL| (4.19)

with ε(L) → 0 as L→ ∞, then

1

|ΛL|





∑

x1∈Λ1

L

〈δx1
, g(HL(b))δx1

〉+
∑

x2∈Λ2

L

〈δx2
, g(HL(b))δx2

〉



→

1− θ

1 + (1 − θ)

∫

[0,1−θ)

〈δ01 , g(H(b2))δ01〉dP2 +
1

1 + (1 − θ)

∫

[0,1)

〈δ02 , g(H(b1))δ02〉dP1 (4.20)

for almost-all b ∈ R with respect to the Lebesgue measure and all g ∈ C0(R) as L→ ∞.
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As an immediate consequence, this may be restated in the following form concerning the convergence of
measures for the truncated operators.

Corollary 4.8. For almost-all b ∈ R, the measures dkb,L defined in (4.8) converge weakly to dk as L→ ∞,
i.e.

lim
L→∞

∫

g dkb,L =

∫

g dk,

for all g ∈ Cb(R).

Proof of Theorem 4.7. Similar to the proof of Theorem 2.14, the goal will be to first establish (4.20) for the
choices of g(x) = 1/(x − z) with z ∈ C \ R, then extending the choice of functions to g ∈ C0(R) from a
countable set of such resolvent functions by Stone-Weierstrass.

However, there are extra considerations needed for the incommensurate coupled chain operators above
those for ergodic operators. First, a determination of the relevant probability spaces and the ergodic trans-
formations is needed. The choice of these is made in Lemma 4.5. Further, the calculation of the limiting
constants in Definition 4.6 is required to convert from the finite density of states in (4.8) to a form on which
Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem will apply. Finally, there is an technical issue to resolve for simultaneously ap-
plying Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem on each chain, restricting the choice of the b interlayer shift to probability
spaces of different periodicites.

To start, we again consider the choice of function g : R → C to exploit the resolvent formula with
g(x) = 1/(x− z) with fixed z ∈ C \R. Thus, one can similarly produce the following estimate

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

|ΛL|
∑

x∈ΛL

〈δx, g(HL(b))δx〉 −
1

|ΛL|
∑

x∈ΛL

〈δx, g(H(b))δx〉
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ε(L)

| Im(z)|2 , (4.21)

where we use the shorthand notation
∑

x∈ΛL

〈δx, (·)δx〉 =
∑

x1∈Λ1

L

〈δx1
, (·)δx1

〉+
∑

x2∈Λ2

L

〈δx2
, (·)δx2

〉.

Indeed, this once again follows from a successive application of the resolvent identity, the triangle inequality,
and passing to simple estimates on the operator and trace norms, using (4.19) for this last step. From this,
we may conclude

lim
L→∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

|ΛL|
∑

x∈ΛL

〈δx, g(HL(b))δx〉 −
1

|ΛL|
∑

x∈ΛL

〈δx, g(H(b))δx〉
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0 (4.22)

for any choice of z ∈ C \ R.
Next, the second limit of (4.22) can be factored into a usable form for the application of Birkhoff’s ergodic

theorem: note that we have that

1

|ΛL|
∑

x∈ΛL

〈δx, g(H(b))δx〉 =
|Λ1
L|

|Λ1
L|+ |Λ2

L|





1

|Λ1
L|

∑

x1∈Λ1

L

〈δx1
, g(H(b))δx1

〉





+
|Λ2
L|

|Λ1
L|+ |Λ2

L|





1

|Λ2
L|

∑

x2∈Λ2

L

〈δx2
, g(H(b))δx2

〉



 . (4.23)

The terms in parentheses are the expressions we will use Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem on.
First calculating the prefactors of the parentheses terms in (4.23) above, we may simply calculate express

the size of each truncation to each chain in (4.5) as

|Λ1
L| = 1 + 2L+ η(L) and |Λ2

L| = 1 +
2L

1− θ
+ ν(L),
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where η : R → R and ν : R → R are bounded functions of L. The limit of the size ratio can be calculated
using these bounded functions to get

lim
L→∞

|Λ1
L|

|Λ2
L|

= lim
L→∞

2 + 1+η(L)
L

2
1−θ +

1+ν(L)
L

= 1− θ,

from which it can be derived that

lim
L→∞

|Λ1
L|

|Λ1
L|+ |Λ2

L|
=

1− θ

1 + (1− θ)
and lim

L→∞

|Λ2
L|

|Λ1
L|+ |Λ2

L|
=

1

1 + (1− θ)
. (4.24)

This gives the prefactors of the summands on the right-hand side of (4.23) in the limit as L→ ∞.
Meanwhile, the limits of each summand in (4.23) can be modified by shifting the δx-vectors to a chosen

fixed point, say to δ01 and δ02 :
∑

x1∈Λ1

L

〈δx1
, g(H(b))δx1

〉 =
∑

x1∈Λ1

L

〈U1
xδ01 , g(H(b))U1

xδ01〉

=
∑

x1∈Λ1

L

〈δ01 , (U1
x)

†g(H(b))U1
xδ01〉,

where U ix is defined in Lemma 4.4 and satisfies (U ix)
† = U i−x for each x ∈ Z. Furthermore, since the δx1

(any
x ∈ Z) vectors are fixed under U2

y for all y ∈ Z, we have
∑

x1∈Λ1

L

〈δx1
, g(H(b))δx1

〉 =
∑

x1∈Λ1

L

〈δ01 , (U2
yU

1
x)

†g(H(b))U1
xU

2
y δ01〉 (4.25)

for any y ∈ Z. In particular, note that for any b ∈ R and any x ∈ Z, there is a y(x) ∈ Z such that
b− x+ (1− θ)y(x) ∈ [0, 1− θ). We now set y in (4.25) to equal this y(x). Since g is a resolvent function, we
get

∑

x1∈Λ1

L

〈δx1
, g(H(b))δx1

〉 =
∑

x1∈Λ1

L

〈δ01 , g
(

(U1
xU

2
y(x))

†H(b)U1
xU

2
y(x)

)

δ01〉

=
∑

x1∈Λ1

L

〈δ01 , g(H(T̃ 1
xb))δ01〉. (4.26)

Note that because we chose y to equal y(x), in the argument of H we can replace T 1
xb, which appeared in

(4.13), by T̃ 1
xb, the ergodic transformation of the unit cell of layer 2 appearing in Lemma 4.5. Likewise,

∑

x2∈Λ2

L

〈δx2
, g(H(b))δx2

〉 =
∑

x2∈Λ2

L

〈δ02 , g(H(T̃ 2
xb))δ02〉 (4.27)

for the summation over the second chain.
We may now combine (4.24), (4.26), and (4.27) into (4.23), getting

lim
L→∞

1

|ΛL|
∑

x∈ΛL

〈δx, g(H(b))δx〉 =
1− θ

1 + (1 − θ)



 lim
L→∞

1

|Λ1
L|

∑

x1∈Λ1

L

〈δ01 , g(H(T̃ 1
x b))δ01〉





+
1

1 + (1− θ)



 lim
L→∞

1

|Λ2
L|

∑

x2∈Λ2

L

〈δ02 , g(H(T̃ 2
xb))δ02〉



 .

Ignoring for a moment the question of the set of b for which this holds, Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem may be
applied to each limit in the above expression to yield, together with (4.22),

lim
L→∞

1

|ΛL|
∑

x∈ΛL

〈δx, g(HL(b))δx〉 =
1− θ

1 + (1 − θ)

∫

[0,1−θ)

〈δ01 , g(H(b2))δ01〉dP2

+
1

1 + (1 − θ)

∫

[0,1)

〈δ02 , g(H(b1))δ02〉dP1, (4.28)
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which is the desired expression in (4.20) but with the choice of g(x) = 1/(x− z) for any z ∈ C \ R.
To expand the expression in (4.28) to all g ∈ C0(R), let b2 ∈ Ω2

z ⊂ [0, 1 − θ) and b1 ∈ Ω1
z ⊂ [0, 1) be

the sets afforded by Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem such that (4.28) holds for all b ∈ R such that b mod 1 ∈ Ω1
z

and b mod (1 − θ) ∈ Ω2
z with g(x) = 1/(x − z) for some z ∈ C \ R. Through choosing a dense countable

subset B ⊂ C \ R (e.g. B = {a+ bi : a, b ∈ Q, b 6= 0} as in Theorem 2.14), let A be an involutive subalgebra
generated by the set of resolvents according to B:

{x 7→ 1/(x− z) : z ∈ B}.

Furthermore, let

Ω2 =
⋂

z∈B

Ω2
z and Ω1 =

⋂

z∈B

Ω1
z,

which are the full-measure subsets [0, 1 − θ) and [0, 1) with respect to P2 and P1 such that the limits on
chain 1 and 2 converge via Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem for any g ∈ A, respectively.

To find the allowed initial choices of interlayer shift b ∈ R, consider first the following subset of R,

T 2
xΩ

2 =
{

a ∈ [0, 1) : a = T 2
xb2 for some b2 ∈ Ω2

}

for each x ∈ Z. From this set, we define

Ω̃2 = ∪x∈ZT
2
xΩ

2 ⊂ R.

Likewise,

Ω̃1 = ∪x∈ZT
1
xΩ

1 ⊂ R.

In effect, we are trying to “undo” our choice of integrating over the interlayer shifts according to the lattice
unit cells, extending the sets by periodicity from the lattice-unit interval back to the entire real numbers.
Hence, as long as b ∈ Ω := Ω̃1 ∩ Ω̃2, the convergence in (4.28) may hold for any g ∈ A. Lastly, note the set
Ω clearly has full Lebesgue measure as a subset of R (R \ Ω has zero Lebesgue measure on all intervals).

From the involutive subalgebra A, we may expand the choice of g ∈ A to g ∈ C0(R) via Stone-Weierstrass
in Theorem 2.13 as in Theorem 2.14. This gives the desired result of (4.20) for any function g ∈ C0(R) and
almost-all initial choices of interlayer shift b ∈ Ω ⊂ R, completing the proof.

Of particular note in the above proof, the condition in Lemma 4.4 and specifically (4.14) is insufficient
in creating a summation over transformations of an ergodic transformation as in (4.25) leading to (4.26). In
particular, the invariance of vectors on one chain with respect to lattice shifts on the opposite chain provides
the periodicity needed to create an ergodic transformation.

Remark 4.9. Note that one can show the respective limits in (4.20) exist and attains their correct limit
directly following the technique of Proposition 2.12 whenever the observable 〈δ0i , g(H(·))δ0i〉 is e.g. smooth
and periodic (or therefore merely continuous and periodic and using uniform density). The strategy follows
from a similar result for continuous functions over incommensurate atomic sheets, the two dimensional
analogue of the above results for the incommensurate chains (r.f. [22]). Furthermore, this strategy avoids
the loss of choice for b ∈ R from applying the full version of Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem, but needs an extra
requirement/argument to show that the observable above is continuous. The proof in 2.12 in Appendix A
can be adapted to show Theorem 4.7 under such conditions.
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A Proofs for Section 2

This section contains proofs that show the well-studied examples of random operators are ergodic. The
primary inclusion here is the almost-Mathieu operator ergodicity, contained below. To show this, we first
need the following result from [26] showing that the irrational rotations are well-defined candidates of ergodic
transformations. Let Tx for any x ∈ Z be the irrational rotation transformations defined as, similar to (2.7),

Txω = (ω − αx) mod 1, (A.1)

for ω ∈ Ω = T on the probability space (Ω,A, µ) with α ∈ (0, 1) irrational, A the Borel sets, and µ the
Lebesgue measure on [0, 1). Here, T is identified properly as R mod 1 and pointwise as [0, 1).

Lemma A.1. The irration rotation T1 generates a group of measure-preserving transformations.

Proof. Note that it suffices to check that T1 is an invertible, measure-preserving transformation on Ω, The-
orem 3.2.1 in [26]. Clearly the inverse transformation of T1, (T1)

−1, is given by

(T1)
−1ω = (ω + α) mod 1,

which is another irrational rotation in (A.1), (T1)
−1 = T−1. Furthermore, note that the transformation

(T1)
x is also an irrational rotation for any x ∈ Z and given by (T1)

x = Tx. So, one can create the group of
transformations from {Tx}x∈Z using associativity.

Next, consider any subset A ∈ A and let A0 = A∩ [0, α) and A1 = A∩ [α, 1) partition T. The sets T1(A0)
and T1(A1) are clearly measurable by constituting shifts of A0, A1 ⊂ R. Indeed, the measures are therefore
the same by the shift-invariance of µ, the Lebesgue meausure on T = [0, 1). Therefore, the constructed group
{Tx}x∈Z is measure preserving from composition, completing the proof.

Now that the irrational rotation T1 is well-defined by Lemma A.1, we next show that the orbit of any
point is dense under the action of the group {Tx}x∈Z.

Lemma A.2. From the group of irrational rotations generated by T1 with rotation α, {Tx}x∈Z, the orbit
{Txω : x ∈ Z} of any ω ∈ T is dense in T.

Proof. This proof follows from Theorem 3.2.3 in [26], which itself is due to Kronecker. First one shows that
each point in the orbit is unique. Suppose that Tnω = Tmω for any element ω ∈ T and some integers m,n.
Then by construction of T1, x+αn ≡ (x+αm) mod 1, or α(n−m) ≡ 0 mod 1. Therefore, α(n−m) being
an integer implies that n = m as α is irrational, making each point in the orbit of ω unique.

Next, consider the sequence {Tnω}n≥0 for any element ω ∈ T. By the Bolzano-Weierstrass theorem,
there is a convergent subsequence of {Tnω}n≥0 in T. Thus, given any 1/2 > ε > 0 there exists nonnegative
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integers p > q such that 0 < dT(Tpω, Tqω) < ε. (Here, dT denotes the induced metric on dT as the
infimum of the distance between any two representatives in R mod 1, which pointwise has the same definition
dT(ω1, ω2) = min{|ω1 − ω2|, 1− |ω1 − ω2|}.) Furthermore, fixed rotations of the circle preserve distances, or
dT(ω1, ω2) = dT(Txω1, Txω2) for any rotation Tx and ω1, ω2 ∈ T. Therefore,

0 < dT(Trω, ω) < ε, (A.2)

where r = p− q.
Finally, consider the sequence {Tlrω}l≥0. Then consecutive terms are the same distance apart:

dT(T(l+1)rω, Tlrω) = dT(Trω, ω) (A.3)

using the same result as above. Since each point is distinct by the first paragraph, this implies that the
points of {Tlrω}l≥0 divide [0, 1) = T at least into subintervals of length < ε. It follows that this subsequence
and, hence, the sequence {Tnω}n≥0 are dense in T.

Lastly, we can show that the irrational rotations are ergodic. There are several equivalent ways to show
this, but, for brevity without proving equivalent conditions on the measurable sets in Definition 2.2, one can
show the ergodicity using the outer regularity of the Lebesgue measure induced on T.

Lemma A.3. The group of irrational rotations {Tx}x∈Z is an ergodic group of transformations on the space
(T,A, µ).

Proof. The following proof is from [23]. Suppose E is a Borel set invariant under the group {Tx}x∈Z of
positive Lebesgue measure, µ(E) > 0. The desire is to show that µ(E) = 1. Given ε > 0, cover E-a.e. by a

sequence of disjoint open intervals C1, C2, C3, . . . such that µ(E)
1−ε >

∑∞
n=1 µ(Cn) by the outer regularity of

the Lebesgue measure. Furthermore, one may take each having Lebesgue measure less than ε. Since

(1 − ε)

∞
∑

n=1

µ(Cn) ≤ µ(E) ≤
∞
∑

n=1

µ(Cn), (A.4)

there must exist some n such that µ(E ∩ Cn) ≥ (1− ε)µ(Cn). Let C be this Cn.
Next, since E is invariant under the group and the rotations preserve the Lebesgue measure, µ(E∩TmC) ≥

(1−ε)µ(C) for all integers m. By the density of the orbit in Lemma A.2, there exists integers m1,m2, . . . ,mk

such that the sets Tm1
C, Tm2

C, . . . , Tmk
C are pairwise disjoint and their union has Lebesgue measure greater

than 1− 2ε. Therefore, the disjoint property of the Tmi
C and the condition on C by the above paragraph,

µ(E) ≥
k
∑

i=1

µ(E ∩ Tmi
C) ≥ (1− ε)

(

k
∑

i=1

Tmi
C

)

> (1− ε)(1− 2ε),

so µ(E) = 1 as ε was arbitrary.

Finally, one can prove the ergodicity of the almost-Mathieu operators. The following proof notes the
connection to the above lemmas.

Proof of Theorem 2.6. To begin, the first part is to show that the transformations

Txθ = (θ − 2παx) mod 2π

are ergodic as a group {Tx}x∈Z. This follows from applying Lemmas A.1-A.3 when α is irrational, but the
probability measure µ is scaled down by 2π for a uniform probability measure while Tx is scaled up by 2π
so as to rotate R/2π. This yields that {Tx}x∈Z is an ergodic transformation over the probability space (R
mod 2π,A, µ), where µ = dλ/2π with dλ the Lebesgue measure and A the Borel sets on [0, 2π).

Lastly, to show the almost-Mathieu operator Hα,λ is ergodic, the indeed unitary operators

(Uxψ)(ξ) = ψ(ξ − x), (A.5)
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corresponding to lattice shifts on Z given by (Uxψ)(ξ) = ψ(Sxξ), have that

(UxHα,λ(θ)U
−1
x )(ψ)(ξ) = (UxHα,λ(ω))(ψ)(ξ + x)

= (Ux) ((−∆)(ψ)(ξ + x) + λ cos(2παξ + θ)ψ(ξ + x))

= (−∆)(ψ)(ξ) + λ cos(2πα(ξ − x) + θ)ψ(ξ)

= (−∆+ λ cos(2παξ + θ − 2παx)) (ψ)(ξ)

= Hα,λ(Txθ)(ψ)(ξ),

constructing the desired unitary transformation Tx via direct correspondence with the graph automorphism
Sx for all x ∈ Z. Thus, Hα,λ(θ) is an ergodic operator.

Proof of Proposition 2.12. The following proof of the simple case of Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem which follows
the mechanism in [22] (see Remark 4.9). Recall the goal is to show that for f ∈ C∞(T) and any ω ∈ Ω = T,
we have that

lim
N→∞

1

2N + 1

N
∑

n=−N

f(Tnω) =

∫ 1

0

f(x)dx, (A.6)

with {Tn}n∈Z the irrational rotations of the circle (see (A.1)). The idea is to decompose f into its Fourier
series,

f(x) =
∑

m∈Z

cme
2πimx

with cm ∈ C and bound all m 6= 0 terms to zero on both sides of (A.6).
First, for m 6= 0, the right-hand side in (A.6) is zero by integrating over the interval of the Fourier mode.

Note that since f ∈ C∞(T), the afforded uniform convergence of the Fourier series of the left-hand side in
(A.6) allows one to independently describe each limit for each Fourier mode. To bound the left-hand side
for a fixed m 6= 0, the summation can be written explictly with each Fourier mode as

cm
2N + 1

N
∑

n=−N

e2πim(ω−αn mod 1) =
cm

2N + 1

N
∑

n=−N

e2πim(ω−αn+k)

=
cme

2πim(ω+k)

2N + 1

N
∑

n=−N

e−2πimαn

=
cme

2πim(ω+k)

2N + 1
· e

−2πimα(N+1) − e2πimαN

1− e−2πimα
,

exploiting the finite geometric series. Since α is irrational, the second denominator is nonzero 1−e−2πimα 6= 0
for every m 6= 0. Thus, there is a simple bound on each m 6= 0 Fourier mode of the left-hand side of (A.6)
as follows:

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

cm
2N + 1

N
∑

n=−N

e2πim(Tnx)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

cme
2πim(ω+k)

2N + 1
· e

−2πimα(N+1) − e2πimαN

1− e−2πimα

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 4|cm|
(2N + 1)|1− e2πimα| .

Thus, as N → ∞, the left-hand side of (A.6) vanishes for all m 6= 0 as desired. Lastly, if m = 0, then both
left-hand and right-hand sides in (A.6) are c0 = E[f ] by direct computation. As all other Fourier modes
vanish under the limit, this completes the proof.
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B Proofs for Section 4

This section contains extra proofs for ergodicity and related results for the family of operators defined with
(effective) interlayer interactions.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. First, the calculation to see how Hr(b), the reduced chain operators in (3.6), will
transform under the indeed unitary operator U1 as follows:

(U1)
†Hr(b)U1ψ = U−1Hr(b) (ψn−1)n∈Z

= U−1

(

ψn + ψn−2 +
∑

n′∈Z

∑

n′′∈Z

h(n− (1 − θ)n′ − b)h(n′′ − (1− θ)n′ − b)ψn′′−1

)

n∈Z

=

(

ψn+1 + ψn−1 +
∑

n′∈Z

∑

n′′∈Z

h(n+ 1− (1− θ)n′ − b)h(n′′ − (1− θ)n′ − b)ψn′′−1

)

n∈Z

=

(

ψn+1 + ψn−1 +
∑

n′∈Z

∑

n′′∈Z

h(n+ 1− (1− θ)n′ − b)h(n′′ + 1− (1− θ)n′ − b)ψn′′

)

n∈Z

= Hr(b− 1)ψ,

or (U1)
†Hr(b)U1 = Hr(b − 1), where (U1)

† = U−1. The above definition of the Hamiltonian in (3.6) affords
periodicity through the shifting of the n′ summation index:

Hr(b + (1− θ))ψ =

(

ψn+1 + ψn−1 +
∑

n′∈Z

∑

n′′∈Z

(

h(n− (1 − θ)n′ − (b+ (1− θ)))

· h(n′′ − (1− θ)n′ − (b + (1− θ)))ψn′′

)

)

n∈Z

=

(

ψn+1 + ψn−1 +
∑

n′∈Z

∑

n′′∈Z

(

h(n− (1 − θ)(n′ + 1)− b)

· h(n′′ − (1− θ)(n′ + 1)− b)ψn′′

)

)

n∈Z

=

(

ψn+1 + ψn−1 +
∑

n′∈Z

∑

n′′∈Z

h(n− (1 − θ)n′ − b)h(n′′ − (1− θ)n′ − b)ψn′′

)

n∈Z

= Hr(b)ψ.

From the previous two calculations, (U1)
†Hr(b)U1 = Hr(T1b). By the idenification (T1)

x = Tx, one gets
that (Ux)

†Hr(b)Ux = Hr(Txb). The choice of θ as an irrational number and [0, (1− θ)) being equipped with
the Lebesgue measure gives that the set {Tx}x∈Z constructs a vertex-transitive group of measure-preserving
ergodic transformations similar to almost-Mathieu in Theorem 2.6 (applying Lemmas A.1-A.3). Therefore,
Hr(b) is an ergodic random operator.
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