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CHARACTERIZATION OF THE ANDERSON
METAL-INSULATOR TRANSITION FOR NON ERGODIC
OPERATORS AND APPLICATION

CONSTANZA ROJAS-MOLINA

ABSTRACT. We study the Anderson metal-insulator transition for non ergodic
random Schrdinger operators in both annealed and quenched regimes, based
on a dynamical approach of localization, improving known results for ergodic
operators into this more general setting. In the procedure, we reformulate the
Bootstrap Multiscale Analysis of Germinet and Klein to fit the non ergodic
setting. We obtain uniform Wegner Estimates needed to perform this adapted
Multiscale Analysis in the case of Delone-Anderson type potentials, that is,
Anderson potentials modeling aperiodic solids, where the impurities lie on a
Delone set rather than a lattice, yielding a break of ergodicity. As an appli-
cation we study the Landau operator with a Delone-Anderson potential and
show the existence of a mobility edge between regions of dynamical localization
and dynamical delocalization.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Under the effect of a random pertubation, the spectrum of an ergodic Schrédinger
operator is expected to undergo a transition where we can identify two distinct
regimes: the insulator region, characterized by localized states and the metallic
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2 Anderson metal-insulator transition for non ergodic operators

region, characterized by extended states. The passage from one to the other under
a certain disorder regime is known as the Anderson metal-insulator transition. Al-
though a precise spectral description of this phenomena is still out of reach, this
transition is better characterized in terms of its dynamical properties. Germinet
and Klein tackled this problem in [GK3| by introducing a local transport exponent
B(E) to measure the spreading of a wave packet initially localized in space and in
energy evolving under the effect of the random operator. This provides a proper
dynamical characterization of the metal-insulator transition, and the mobility edge,
i.e. the energy where the transition occurs, is shown to be a discontinuity point of
B(E).

Since ergodicity is a basic feature in the theory of random Schriédinger opera-
tors, Germinet and Klein’s work was done in that framework. However, more real
models may lack this fundamental property, examples of this kind of systems are
Schrodinger operators with Anderson-type potentials where the random variables
are not i.i.d. or where impurities are located in aperiodic discrete sets. The first
case (sparse models, decaying randomness, surfacic potentials) has been studied in
[BKS], [BAMSS], [KV], [S], while the second case (Delone-Anderson type poten-
tials) has been treated in [BAMNSS]|. In the deterministic case, Delone operators
have been studied with a dynamical systems appproach in [KLS|] and [MR].

We aim to study the Anderson metal-insulator characterization in a general non
ergodic setting, with minimal requirements on the model to fit the dynamical char-
acterization of localization/delocalization using the local transport exponent §(E),
extending the results of [GK3| to the non ergodic models mentioned above. The
main tool in the study of the transport transition is the Multiscale Analysis (MSA),
initially developped by Frolich and Spencer [ETS], it has been improved over the last
three decades to its strongest version so far, the Bootstrap MSA by Germinet and
Klein [GK1]. The Bootstrap MSA yields among other features strong dynamical
localization in the Hilbert-Schmidt norm, and so it can be used to characterize the
set of energies where the transport exponent is zero, that is associated to dynami-
cally localized states [GK3], but since it was originally developped in the frame of
ergodic operators it is not suitable when there is lack of ergodicity, so we adapt
it to our model. What completes the dynamical characterization is the fact that,
in the ergodic case, slow transport in average over the randomness, the so-called
annealed regime, implies dynamical localization. This holds in our new setting and,
moreover, this can be improved and it can be shown that it is enough to have slow
transport with a good probability, that is, in a quenched regime, to obtain dy-
namical localization, so in both quenched and annealed regimes the metal-insulator
transition can be characterized in an analog way. There are examples related to
the Parabolic Anderson model where the behavior of the solution in both regimes
differ from each other and this can depend on the density of the random variables
[GaKol.

We obtain uniform Wegner estimates nedeed for the adapted version of the Boot-
strap MSA for both the Laplacian and the Landau operator with Delone-Anderson
potentials, that is, Anderson potentials where the impurities are placed in an a
priori aperiodic set, called a Delone set. It is known that a way to obtain Wegner
estimate is to “lift” the spectrum by considering the random Hamiltonian as a neg-
ative perturbation of a periodic Hamiltonian whose spectrum starts above a certain
energy above the bottom of the spectrum of the original free Hamiltonian (called
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fluctuation boundary). In this way the Wegner estimate is obtained “outside® the
spectrum of the periodic operator, as in [BAMLS|]. We stress the fact that this
approach is not convenient in our case since we have no information on where the
fluctuation boundary lies. On the other hand, [CHK] and [CHK2| take a differ-
ent approach by using a unique continuation property to prove Wegner estimates
without a covering condition on the single-site potential, and not using fluctuation
boundaries. The results in [CHK] rely strongly on the periodicity of the lattice and
the use of Floquet theory, which, again, cannot be used in our model since our set
of impurities is aperiodic. However, this was improved in [CHKR] to obtain a pos-
itivity estimate for the Landau Hamiltonian that does not rely on Floquet theory,
which makes it convenient for our setting. In the case of the free Laplacian (see [G])
we use a spatial averaging method as in [GKH], [BoK] to prove the required posi-
tivity estimate, thus bypassing the use of Floquet theory. As a result we obtain a
uniform Wegner estimate at the bottom of the spectrum in an interval whose lenght
depends only on the Delone set parameters and not in the disorder parameter .
We also obtain Wegner estimates in the case where the background hamiltonian
is either periodic or the Landau operator. For the latter, and as an application
of the main results, we can show the existence of a metal-insulator transition, as
expected from the ergodic case [GKS|. Since the lattice is a particular case of a
Delone set, these results imply in particular those of the ergodic setting. By the
lack of ergodicity we cannot make use of the Integrated Density of States to prove
the existence of a non random spectrum for H,,, nor use the characterization of the
spectrum in terms of the spectra of periodic operators as done in [GKS2] to locate
the spectrum in the Landau band. Therefore, to show our results are not empty we
need to prove that we can almost surely find spectrum near the band edges, which
is done adapting an argument in [CH, Appendix B] in a not necesarily perturbative
regime of the disorder parameter A. We stress that we consider a general Delone
set and do not assume any geometric property, like repetitivity or finite local com-
plexity. These features, however, might be needed for further results, for example,
related to the Integrated Density of States (see [MR], [LS3], [LV]).

The present note is organized as follows: in Section 2 we adapt the Bootstrap
MSA to fit our new setting. In Section 3 we prove the results on the dynamics
in both annealed and quenched regimes. In Section 4 we prove uniform Wegner
estimates for Delone-Anderson random Schrédinger operators. In Section 5, in the
lines of |[GKS|] we proof the existence of a metal-insulator transition for a Landau
Hamiltonian with a Delone-Anderson potential and the existence of alsmot sure
spectrum near the band edges, that has non empty intersection with the localization
region.

2. MAIN RESULTS

For € R? we denote by ||z|| the usual euclidean norm while the supremum
norm is defined as |z| = max, |z;|, where |-| stands for absolute value.
z_

Given z € R? and L > 0 we denote by B(z, L) the ball of center 2 and radius L
in the || - ||-norm, while the set

L
Me) = {ye Rty - ol < 5 |
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defines the cube of side L centered at x, also denoted as A 1, . We denote the volume
of a Borel set A C R? with respect to the Lebesgue measure as [A] = [o. xa(7)d%z,
where x is the characteristic function of the set A. We will often write x, 1 for
XAy (z) and denote by || f|[z,r or [|f][a, ) the norm of f in L2(Ax7L).

We denote by C2°(A) the vector space of real-valued infinitely differentiable func-
tions with compact support contained in A, with CZ° (A) being the subclass of
nonnegative functions.

We denote by B(H) the Banach space of bounded linear operators on the Hilbert
space H. For a closed, densely defined operator A with adjoint A*, we denote its
domain by D(A) C L*(A) and by ||A|| = sup{||A¢|; ||¢[lz = 1} its (uniform)
norm if bounded. We define its absolute value by |A| = vV A*A and, for p > 1, we
define its (Schatten) p-norm in the Banach space J,(L?(A)) as || A, = (tr|A|?)Y/P.
In particular, J; is the space of trace-class operators and Js, the space of Hilbert-
Schmidt operators. We write (z) = /(1 + ||z]|?) and use (X)) to denote the operator
given by multiplication by the function (z).

For convenience we denote a constant C' depending only on the parameters a,b,...
by Ca,b,... .

We consider a random Schédinger operator of the form

H, = Ho+ AV, on L3(R), (2.1)
where Hj is the free Hamiltonian, A measures the disorder strength which in the
following we consider fix, and V,, called random potential, is the operator multipli-
cation by V,,, such that {V,(x) : € R?} is a real-valued measurable process on a
complete probability space (£2, F,P) having the following properties:

(R) V,, = V.F + V7, where VI and V are real valued measurable processes
on Q such that for P—a.e. w: 0 < V. € L. (R?) and V is relatively
form-bounded with respect to —A, with relative bound < 1, i.e. there are

nonegative constants @1 < 1 and O, independent of w such that for all
1 € D(V) we have

(0, Vo v) | < 01]|VY|* + ©2]|¢])* for P-ace. w

(IAD) There exists ¢ > 0 such that for any bounded sets Bj, By C R¢ with
dist(B1, B2)> o, the processes {V,,(z) : x € B1} and {V,,(x) : © € B} are
independent.

In the case Hy = Hp, the unperturbed Landau Hamiltonian on L?(R?)

Hp = (—iV —A)? with A = g(xg, —21), (2.2)

where A is the vector potential and B is the strength of the magnetic field, we ask
A(z) € L} (R%R?) to satisfy the diamagnetic inequality so we can obtain trace
estimates for the Landau Hamiltonian from those of the Laplacian.
It follows that H,, is a semibounded selfadjoint operator for P-a.e. w. Moreover,
the mapping w — H,, is measurable for P-a.e. w, we denote its spectrum by o,,.
In the usual setting for (ergodic) random Hamiltonians, H,, satisfies a covariance

condition with respect to the action of a family of unitary (translation) operators
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U, , and its associated ergodic group of translations 7,, on the probability space (2.
Throughout this paper we do not make any assumption on the ergodicity of H,,,
so this covariance condition, a priori, does not hold , i.e.

H, () # U HUZ, (2.3)

which makes H,, a non-ergodic random operator.

For the following assumption we need the notion of a finite volume operator, the
restriction of H,, to either an open box A (x) with Dirichlet boundary condition or
to the closed box Ay (z) with periodic boundary conditions. In this way, we obtain
a well defined random operator H, . acting on L*(A(x)) defined by

Hw,w,L = HO,J:,L + AVLA),JJ,L'
we denote its spectrum by oy, 5 1 and by Ry 2.1(2) = (Hu .z — 2)~1 its resolvent
operator. We define the spectral projections P,(J) = x;(H,) and P, 5 1(J) =
XJ(Hy,z,) for J C R a Borel set. When stressing the dependence on A, it will be
added to the subscript.

Definition 1.

(UWE) We say that H,, satisfies a uniform Wegner estimate with Holder exponent
s in an open interval 7, i.e., for every E € J there exists a constant Qg,
bounded on compact subintervals of 7 and 0 < s < 1 such that

supd E{tr(Pys(E—nE+n)} < Qrn*Le, (2.4)
z€R

for all » > 0 and L € 2N. It satisfies a uniform Wegner estimate at an

energy FE if it satisfies a uniform Wegner estimate in an open interval J
such that £ € J.

To describe the dynamics, we consider the random moment of order p > 0 at time
t for the time evolution in the Hilbert-Schmidt norm, initially spatially localized
in a square of side one around u € Z? and localized in energy by the function

X € O, (R), Le.,

Myo(p, X, 1) = (X = w)P/Pe e X (Hy ) xul3- (2.5)
We next consider its time average,

2 oo
Muslp. 2T) = 7 [ /MM, .t (26)
0

Definition 2.

1. We say that H, exhibits strong Hilbert-Schmidt (HS-) dynamical localiza-
tion in the open interval I if for all X € C2° (I) we have

sup E{sup M, .,(p, X,t)} < oo forall p > 0.
u€eZ? teR
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We say that H,, exhibits strong Hilbert-Schmidt (HS-) dynamical localiza-
tion at an energy F if there exists an open interval I with F € I, such that
there is strong HS-dynamical localization in the open interval.

2. The strong insulator region for H,, is defined as

Y1 = {FE € R: H, exhibits strong HS-dynamical localization at E'} (2.7)

Note that if there exists a 6 > 0 such that dist(E, o,,) > 0 for almost every
w, then F € Xgy.

As we shall see, the existence of such a region for random Schrédinger operators
is the consequence of the applicability of the Bootstrap MSA adapted to the non
ergodic setting (Theorem [2.1]).

Given § > 0, E € R, x € Z% and L € 6N, we say that the box Ar(x) is
(0, E)-suitable for H, if E ¢ o, 5,1, and

1
T2,z Rz, L (E)Xa,L /3|2, < 0

where I'y 1, = Xz, | (@)\A,_s(z)- 1 we replace the polynomial decay 1/L° by e~ mL/2

we say that the box Ay (x) is (m, E)-regular for H,.

The following theorem is a reformulation of Theorem 3.4 and Corollary 3.10
[GKI] in a non ergodic setting,

Theorem 2.1. Let H, be a random Schrddinger operator satisfying a uniform
Wegner estimate in an open interval J with Holder exponent s and assumptions
(R), (IAD). Given 0 > d, for each E € J there exists a finite scale Lo(E) =
L(O,E,QE,d,s), bounded in compact subintervals of J, such that if for L > L¢(E)
the following holds

1
inf P{A ] E)-sut 1——— 2.
g {Az(x) is (0, FE)-suitable} > 414’ (2.8)
then there exists 6o > 0 and C¢ > 0 such that
TS
sup E ( sup X:t+uf(HW)Pw(I(50))Xu|§> < Cee T, (2.9)
u€Z? Ir1<1

for 0 < ¢ <1, where I(6g) = [E — 0o, E + do]. Moreover, E € ¥sr and we have the
following properties,
(SUDEC) Summable uniform decay of eigenfunction correlations: for a.e. w € ), the
Hamiltonian H,, has pure point spectrum in I C gy with finite multiplicity.
Let {€n,w}nen be an enumeration of the distinct eigenvalues of H,, in I
Then for each ¢ €]0,1[ and € > 0 we have, for every x,u € Z%,

d+te dte

IXo+udllixugll < Crecwll Ty OIIT @l (e +u) = (u) 2
for all ¢, € Ran P,({€nw}) (see Section @

emlelt, (2.10)
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(DFP) Decay of the Fermi projections: for E € Ygr and for any ¢ €]0,1[ we have

TS
sup E{ [ XotuPo((—00, E)xull3} < Cex,pe ! (2.11)
ue

where the constant C¢ g is locally bounded in E.

Remark 2.1. The condition (2.8) is called the initial length scale estimate (ILSE)
of the Bootstrap MSA. In practice is often useful to prove the equivalent estimate
[GK3, Theorem 4.2]: For some 6 > d, we have

limsup inf P{A.(z) is (0, E)-suitable} = 1. (2.12)

L—oco TELY

Definition 3. The multiscale analysis region for H,, is defined as the set of energies
where we can perform the bootstrap MSA, i.e.

Yusa ={F € R: H, satisfies a uniform Wegner estimate at E and
(ILSE) holds for some £ > Ly(E)} (2.13)

By Theorem [2.1} we have Xpr54 C Zg.

We introduce the (lower) transport exponent in the annealed regime:

IOng sup E(Mu,w (pa X7 T))

B(p, X) = liTrgioréf (2.14)

plogT
for p > 0, & € C (R), where log, t = max{0,logt}, and define the p-th local
transport exponent at the energy F, by

B(p,E)=inf sup PB(p,X), (2.15)
I3E xece, (1)

where I denotes an open interval. The exponents 3(p, E) provide a measure of the

rate of transport in wave packets with spectral support near E. Since they are
increasing in p, we define the local (lower) transport exponent 3(E) by

B(B) = lim 3(p. E) = sup B(p, E). (2.16)

p>0
With the help of this transport rate we can define two complementary sets in
the energy axis for fixed B > 0, A > 0, the region of dynamical localization

=Pl —(EcR: B(E) =0}, (2.17)
also called the trivial transport region (TT) in [GK3] and the region of dynamical
delocalization

EPP ={E€R: B(E)>0}, (2.18)
also called the weak metallic transport region (WMT), in [GK3|. Recalling Theorem
We have that Y94 C Bgr € EPL.

The following result is an improvement of |[GK3, Theorem 2.11] for the non
ergodic setting
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Theorem 2.2. Let H, be a Schrodinger operator satisfying a uniform Wegner
estimate with Holder exponent s in an open interval J and assumptions (R), (IAD).
Let X € C%(R) with X = 1 on some open interval J C J, a > 0 and p >

pa, s) =129 4+ 20, If

1
lim inf sup WE (Myw(p, X,T)) < 00, (2.19)

T—o0 wezZd

then J C Xprsa- In particular, it follows that holds for any p > 0.

Moreover, we can extend this result to a quenched regime, a new feature in both
ergodic and non-ergodic situations:

Theorem 2.3. Let H, be a Schridinger operator satisfying a uniform Wegner
estimate with Holder exponent s in an open interval J and assumptions (R), (IAD).
Let X € C%(R) with X = 1 on some open interval J C J, o > 0 and p >

p(a, s) =154 +2a. If

lim inf sup TaP(M, ., (p, X, T) > T*) =0, (2.20)

T—o0 weZd

then J C Xprsa- In particular, it follows that holds for any p > 0.

Remark 2.2. If the moment increases almost surely at any other rate less than
polynomial, this tmplies in particular condition for some a > 0, and the
result follows.

Moreover, if condition (2.28) in [GK3l Theorem 2.11] holds for o > 0 and
p > pla, s) + d, then condition holds for o/ = o+ and the same p, where

0<s/2<d< w and p > p(d/, s), since by Chebyshev’s inequality we have

s ’ 1
TdasupP(My,,(p, X, T) >T) < TaTs=52 supE(M,, o (p, X, T)) for all T > 0.
u u
(2.21)

This also shows that is indeed a weaker condition than .

By Theoremwe have that ZP% C /54, so Theorems 2.8 and 2.10 of [GK3]
hold in our setting. Thus, the local transport exponent S(E) gives a character-
ization of the metal-insulator transport transition for non ergodic models as for
the usual ergodic setting. Moreover, if we consider only the random moments in a
quenched regime to behave asymptotically slow, we see the same behavior for the
ergodic and non ergodic setting, in agreement with the annealed regime.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.1]

3.1. Generalized eigenfunction expansion. We have to construct a generalized
eigenfunction expansion adapted to the non ergodic case. Compared to [GK3], Sec-
tion 2.3] we shall use a family of weighted spaces rather than just one in particular,
using translations in u € Z? of the operator 7" defined there and thus without using
translation invariance in the proofs.

Let T, be the operator in H given by multiplication by the function (14 |z—wu|?)¥,
where v > d/4, u € Z%. We define the weighted spaces HY as
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HL = LR, (1 + |z — ul?)**dx; C). (3.1)

The sequilinear form

O 02)g e = [Bioa(o)ds for oy e My L o€

makes HY and H* conjugates dual to each other and we denote by 1 the conjugation
with respect to this duality. The natural injections ¢% : HY — H and (¥ : H — H*
are continuous with dense range, with (Li)T =". The operators Ty, 4 : H{ — H
and Ty, — : H — H" defined by T, + = Ty, Ty~ = * T, on D(T},) are unitary
with T, - = TJ)_F Note that

XL 220 = IXa, 2l 30 < Cran(1+ |z —ul?)”, (3.2)

for all x € R? and L > 0.

With this redefinition we can follow [GKI], restating assumption GEE for non
ergodic operators. We consider a fixed open interval Z and we recall that P, (J) =
xJ(H,) is the spectral projection of the operator H, on a Borel set J C R.

(UGEE) For some v > d/4, the set D = {¢ € D(H,) NHL : Hy¢p € HY} is
dense in Hy and an operator core for H,, for P—a.e. w and all u. There exists a
bounded function f, strictly positive on the spectrum of H,, such that, }

sup try (T, ' f(Ho)P.(D)T, ") < o0, (3.3)

for P—a.e. w.
If UGEE holds, for almost every w and all u we have

try (T, ' Puo(J NT)T, ') < oo, (3.4)
for all bounded sets J. Thus with probability one, for all u

tuw(J) = try (T, ' Pu(J NT)T, ) (3.5)
is a spectral measure for the restriction of H, to the Hilbert space P, (Z)H, and
for every bounded set J,

P () < 00. (3.6)

Then, we have a generalized eigenfunction expansion as in [GKIl Section 2]:

for every wu, there exists a p, -locally integrable function PWJ(S\) from R into
Ti(HY,H™), the space of trace class operators from H! to H*, with

Puw(A) =Puw(A) (3.7)
and
tryg (T;iPuM(/\)Tu_,i) =1 for pyu-a.e. A, (3.8)
such that
P, (JNI)Y = / PN dpu,(N)  for bounded Borel sets J (3.9)
J

where the integral is the Bochner integral of 77 (H!L, H" )-valued functions.
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The following (a restatement of assumption SGEE), is a stronger version of
UGEE:
(USGEE) We have that (UGEE) holds with

SIipIE ([tra (T, f(HL)Po (DT, )]?) < 0. (3.10)

u

So for every bounded set J,
sup E(fiy o, (J)?) < o0. (3.11)

3.2. Kernel Decay and Dynamical Localization. Following the arguments in
[GK1] for ergodic operators, we can show that HS-strong dynamical localization is a
consequence of the applicability of the Bootstrap MSA for the non ergodic setting
(IGK1l Theorem 3.4] with the stronger initial ILSE (2.8)) instead of the original
one).

We can restate Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 4.1 [GK1] as follows, extending the proofs
to our new definitions,

Lemma 3.1. Let H, be a random operator satisfying assumption GEE. We have
with probability one, for all u, that for i, .-almost every A,

IXePuwNxyll < CA+ |z —ul?)"(1+ |y — uf?)” (3.12)

for all z,y € RY, with C a finite constant independent of \,w and .

Suppose, moreover, that assumption EDI in [GK1] is satisfied in some compact
interval Iy C Z. Given I C I, m >0, L € 6N and z,y € Z%, ifw € R(m, L, I,x,y),
with R(m, L, I, x,y) defined as in , then

IXaPuwNxyllz < Cem™ 41+ |z —ul?) (1 + [y — )", (3.13)

for puy ,-almost all X e I, with C = C(m,d,v,71,), where 4y, is the constant on
assumption EDI.

Proof of Theorem[2.1. To apply the MSA in the non ergodic case we first need
to verify for an operator satisfying only properties (R), (IAD) and (UWE), the
standard assumptions (SLI), (EDI) [GKI], plus (UNE) and (USGEE), which are
stronger assumptions than those stated in the mentioned article.

As for (SLI) and (EDI), these are deterministic assumptions that hold for each
w € Q and their proof, done in [GK3, Appendix A], relies on property (R), with no
use of ergodicity. In the same appendix we see that assumption (NE) is uniform on
cubes centered in z € R? and relies on property (R) so it holds in our more general
setting. The same is true for [GK3| Lemma A.3], and can be extended in an analog
way to the case Hy = Hp [BGKS] Section 2.1], proving the first part of (USGEE)
(and (UGEE)).

As for the trace estimate , for the case Hy = —A it follows from [GK3]
Lemma A.4] and [KKS|, Theorem 1.1], taking V = (X —u)~2” there, the result being
uniform in u. It can be extended to the case Hy = Hp as in [BGKS, Proposition
2.1].

To obtain the basic result of MSA [GKI1l, Theorem 3.4] we need conditions (IAD),
(SLI), (UNE) and (UWE) to follow an analog iteration procedure. Recall that in
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their article, Germinet and Klein take two versions of MSA by Figotin and Klein,
improve their estimates yielding other two MSA and then bootstrapping them to
obtain the strongest result out of the weakest hypothesis, so in order to extend this
results to the non ergodic setting we reformulate this methods. Each step consists
of a purely geometric deterministic part where we use SLI, and therefore it does
not depend on the placement of the boxes were we perform the procedure, and a
probabilistic part, where we use (UWE) instead of (WE) to obtain an estimate on
the probability of having bad events, in a stronger sense than the usual, that is,
uniform with respect to the placement of the box in space.

We begin with the single energy multiscale analyses, Theorems 5.1 and 5.6 [GK1],
which in our non-ergodic setting consists in estimating the decay of

PL = SUD Pa,L, (3.14)
z€Z4
where
po, . = P{A(z) is bad} (3.15)

(here a box is bad if it is not (0, E)-suitable for H,). In the ergodic case we need
only to consider po 1. Hypothesis ensures we can follow the same iteration
procedure in all boxes centered in = € Z¢, where po,r, is thus replaced by pr. We
use properties SLI and (UWE) instead of WE, and the deterministic arguments
remain the same, since they do not depend on the location of the box. Considering
a Holder exponent s in WE implies that the choice of the initial length scale will
also depend on s.

Next we consider the energy interval multiscale analyses, Theorems 5.2 and 5.7
[GK1], which in our general setting consists in estimating

DL = sup ﬁac,y,La (316)
z,y€end
|z—y|>L+e
with
Py, = P{R(m, L, 1(do),z,y)} (3.17)

where I(do) = [E — do, E + o), for some dp > 0 and

R(m, L,I(8),x,y) ={w: for every E € I(do), Ar(x) or Ap(y) is good} (3.18)

(here a box is good if it is (m, E)-regular for H,, with m to be specified later).
In the ergodic case it suffices to consider p,, . We can thus follow the original
iteration procedure on this estimate, replacing p; , 1 by pr, obtaining an analog
of [GK1l Eq. 3.4], i.e., there exists d9 > 0 such that given any ¢, 0 < ¢ < 1
there is a length scale Ly < oo and a mass m¢ = m((, Lg) > 0 such that if we set
L1 =[L{en, 0 < < ¢! ,k=0,1,2,... we have

inf  P{R(m¢, Ly, I(00),z,)} > 1 — e Li. (3.19)
x,YyEL
|z—y|>L+o

To derive results on the spectrum and the dynamics of the operator from this
estimate we need to consider also conditions EDI and USGEE. Thus, with Lemma
in hand, (3.19) and USGEE we can follow the proof of [GKIl Theorem 3.8] with
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minor modifications. We want to show that if (3.19) holds we have that for any
0 < ¢ < 1, there is a finite constant C; such that

sup E <|§1|1£1 |Xr+uf(Hw)Pw(I(50))Xu”g> < Cee ™t (3.20)

For this, we consider the pair of points z,y as the pair z 4 u, u, and fix 2 € Z? and
k such that Lii1 + 0 > || > Ly + 0. We split the expectation in (3.20) in two
parts: the first one over the set R(mc, Lg, I(do), z + u,u) and the second one over

its complement, which has probability less than e_Li, uniformly in u, by 1’
We follow the arguments in [GKIl, Eq. 4.8-4.13]. By (3.9) and Lemma we can
write, for a positive constant Cf,

_76
P, X f (Ho) P (1(80))xullz < Cre™" py (). (3.21)

This implies,

sup <|§I|II<)1 X f (Heo) P (1(80)) xu |33 R(mg, Ly, 1(80), x + U)>
< CF sup E{ (jtu, (1(80))) e 2% (3.22)
As for the expectation over R(m¢, Ly, I(do), x + u,u)®, (3.19) implies that

sup P(R(m¢, Li, I(d0),  + u,u)¢) < e~ Lk
u

this yields,

[£1l
< 4" sup Bt (I(60)))*} 2 14 (3.23)

sup E < SUI<)1 HX:v+uf<Hw)Pw(I(50))XuHg; R<m47 L, 1(60)7 T+ U, u)c>

where we use the fact that by (3.5) we can write

||Xx+uf(Hw)Pw(I(50))XuH% < ||f||2||Pw(I(5O))XuH§ < C”f”ﬂu,w(I(CSO)) (3.24)

Combining (3.22)) and (3.23)), using USGEE we obtain the desired decay, namely
[3-20).

Now we can prove a strong version of dynamical localization as in [GK1l Corol-
lary 3.10]. Notice that, if p > 2

(X —uw)? =Y (14 lly —ull)**xaly) < Ca Y (1 + Iz —ul*)"2xa(y)

TEZ €74

=Ca Y (L+ 2l *xaruly), (3:25)

TEZL

so we have,
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X — )2 f (o) Peo (1 (60) ) xulI3
= tr[xuf (Ho) P (1(00) (X — w)P P (1(80)) f (Ho) xu]

< Ca Y (4 Nl P telxu f (Ho) P (1(80)) Xa+u P (1(80)) f (Ha) Xl

z€Z3

=Cqy Z (1+ HxHQ)p/Q||Xx+uf(Hw)Pw(I(60))Xu”% (3.26)
z€Z3
Taking the expectation and then the supremum over u € Z2, by we obtain
strong HS-dynamical localization in the energy interval I(dp).

Following the proof of [GK4l Corollary 3|, after adapting [GK4, Theorem 1] to
our setting we obtain the summable uniform decay of eigenfunction correlations
SUDEC. As for property DFP, it is a consequence of combined with [BGK],
Theorem 1.4], which is a deterministic result also valid in our setting, in the lines
of [GK4, Theorem 3] .

O

4. PROOFS OF THEOREMS AND 2.3

Here we can proceed as in [GK3|. First we state the following Lemma, which is
an intermediate result in the proof of [GK3| Lemma 6.4], adapted to the (UWE)
with Holder exponent s. We consider a cube A (x) with arbitrary x so we omit it
from the notation.

Lemma 4.1. Let H, be a random Schrodinger operator satisfying a uniform Weg-
ner estimate in an open interval Z, with Wegner constant Qg and Holder exponent
s. Let pg > 0 and v > d. For each E € I, there exists L = L(d, E,Qg,Y,Do,S)
bounded on compact subsets of T, such that, given L € 2N with L > L, and subsets
B1 and By of A, (not necessarily disjoint) with By C Ar,_5,9 and Ar_1\Ar_3 C By,
then for each a > 0 and 0 < € < 1 we have

. a . a
P (IxeRus(B+ioale > §) <P (IxeRu(E +ioxal > 15) + 15

4.1
B @

and

a a 4e\*? Do
P ( w E 7) <P ( o E ) 7) - Ld =
IeRos Bl > §) <P (IheRu(® +iopall > 15) +@s (o) 2442
(4.2)

where x; stands for xp,, i =1,2.

Proof of Theorem[2.3. By the same arguments used in [GK3| Theorem 4.2], it suf-
fices to show that, under condition (2.20)), for each E € J there is some 6 > d/s
such that

L—oco YEZ?
i.e. the starting condition for the bootstrap MSA, (2.8)), in its strong version, holds
at some finite scale L > Ly(FE).

. . 1
isup inf P (10 2Rt (Bnrpllon € 45) =10 (43
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Let E € J,0>d/s and L € 6N. We start by estimating

Pgp = SUPP <||Fy,LR wy. L (B)Xy,L/3

We decompose as in [GKS, Eq. 6.26-6.28], using

1
|y7L > L0> (4.4)

Xy,L = Xy,2L/3 T Xy,L\2L/3,  Where Xy 1\2r/3 = Xy,Az\Asr 5

so (for simplicity we omit the subscript y from the norm)

1 .
Ppr < bupIF’ <4L9 < ||Fy,LRw7L(E—|—ze)xy,L/3||L> (4.5)

1 .
+ supP <2Lg < é||Ru,L(E + ZE)||L||Fy,LRw,L(E)Xy,2L/3|L) (4.6)
Yy

1 .
+ supP <4L9 < €| R, (E)|LlIXy,c\21/3 R0, (E + Z€)><y,L/3||L> (4.7)
Y

To estimate the first term we use (4.1) with a = L= As for the rest, we use
(4.2) and (4.1), respectively, with a = 1, plus the uniform Wegner estimate. We
obtain

PE,L < SupIP’ ( < ||Fy,LRw(E + ie)Xy,L/B') (48)
+ swr ( <7y L Ru(E + iE)Xy,zL/3||> (4.9)
+ s ( < Ixy.ar s Bu(E + z'e)xy,L/sn) (4.10)

3po

+ Qr(4e)*/2Le + 2Qret LI H ¢ (4.11)

10’
for L > L, with £ as in Lemma where v > d/s, 0 < e < 1,0 < py < 1 and
Qr =sup Qg < oo . Set

Eel
0 1/(0s+d)
L=L(Ie) := 4.12
1 K?OQIES) ] ’ i

6N

so that
Ql(4€)s/2Ld < % and 2QeL% < %.
We first estimate,

1
supP (s < Iu BB + i) l). (4.13)

To do this, we decompose the norm using the function X'(H,) that localizes in
energy , yielding

1
st;p]P’ <2L9+7 <||Ty,LR,(E +ze)X(Hw)Xy7L/3> (4.14)

1
+Sl;pIP (2L9+“f < ||Ty,LRu(E +i€)(1 — X(Hw))xy,L/:g”) . (4.15)
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For the second term we use Chebyshev’s inequality and follow [GK3, Eq. 6.32 -
6.34], so we can bound it by pg/12.

Estimating in the same way the terms (4.9) and (4.10) we obtain that for L big
enough,

1 .
Pe1 SSI;PP (2L9+7 <|ITy, LR (E + ZG)X(Hw)Xy,LBH) (4.16)
1 .
#oup (51 <0 BB+ (. 0 (1.17)
1 . 3po
+ SSP]P’ 3 < Xy, 2\21 /300 (E + €)X (Ho) Xy, /3 | + o (4.18)
As for the first term,
1 .
P 310+ < Ty, LR (E +ie) X (Hy) Xy, /3]
<2LPE (|Ty,L R (B + i€)X (Hy)xy 13 (4.19)
<217 N E(TypRu(E +ie) X (Ho)xal) . (4.20)

uEAL/S(y)

For any u fixed, given a compact subinterval I C J and M > 0 we set :

Aunre={E €t E(|(X —u)?Ro(E +i0) X (Ho)xu[3) < M.

We have, taking T = ¢! and using [GK3, Lemma 6.3]

1

INAysite < ———— [ E(|{X = uw)P?R,(E +ie)X(H,)xul?) dE

I\ Avard < =y [ B (100 =02 Ru(B + 0.2 ) B)
2w

= 2T [T TR (I — P et X (H) ) d
MTo+1 /0 ( 2)

s
<
- MT«

SlipE (Mu,w(pa Xv T)) :
(4.21)

Remark 4.1. Notice that the analogous sets Ay 1 in the proof [GK3, Theorem
2.11] do not work in the non ergodic setting, so we need to consider a family of sets
Au, M 1, indezed by u.

By hypothesis we can pick a sequence T, — oo such that for &£ big enough, we
have sup E (M, ,(p, X,T})) < CT}, then for the corresponding sequence e — 0T
u

we have

C
I\ Auprred < 47 (4.22)

Notice that this bound is uniform in w.
Thus, for an E € [ fixed and ¢, = Tk_l, either E € Ay 1 am,e, in which case we
have,
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E (T, 1, R (B + i) X (Ho)xull) < CpaLy "B ((X = w2 Ry (E + iex) X (Ho)xull2)

-p/2 . A\DP/2 . 2 1/2
< CP,de E ([(X —w)PZ Ry (E + iexr) X (Hy) Xull2
< Cp’dLgP/2M1/26;(a+1)/27 (4.23)

where we write Ly = L(I,¢€;), or else, E € I\ Ay pm.1.e,, S0 by (4.22)) there exists
E. € Ay 1,0, such that

C
EF-F,|<—
E- B <1

and so, by the resolvent identity and the definition of A, as 1.,

E ([[Ty, 0, Bo(E + i) X (Ho)xul]) < E(Ty,0, R (Eu + i€r) X (Ho) Xul])

+|E = ByE (| Ru(E + ien)|[| Rl By + i€
<
Mei

< Cpal PP M2 TV (4.24)

Therefore,

1 - —(o
P (W < |Fy,Lka(E+i€k)X(Hw)Xy,Lk/3||> < C;I;,dLZH p/2+dM1/2€k( =
k

70+r+d

C//
t Me2

(4.25)

The remaining terms and ([4.18]) are estimated in the same way, using the

fact that dist(Ap_; \ Ap_ 3,A2L) > 2 — 32 and dist(Apy 2, Aze) > L For these

terms we obtain an estimate as (4.25)) with constants C/(Z),C” 2) and C;(:;)7 ng),

respectively, and with no @ in the exponent of L. Denote by C’p 4 the maximal

constant, and since LY < L9%7, the estimate on (4.25) using C, 4 will imply the
g Cp, y

same estimate on (4.17)) and on (4.18]).

Now, for p such that p > p'(«, s) = a% + 12%, we can find 6,y > d/s for which

p>50+3y+2d+ (a+1)(0s+d)/s, (4.26)
so if we set
M = L¥ (4.27)
and recall
—(a+1)/2 _ C,p07 o ’(€Q+1)(98+d)/23, 6;2 _ ;O,QIL;2(95+d)/S~ (428)

we obtain, for k big enough depending on d, I, p, «, 6,7, s, po, @1,

Ol GL PP 2¢ (0 194 (4.29)
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and
0+y+d
n i
Cp,d Mez < p(]/24, (430)

so there exists a sequence Ly — oo such that for £ big enough,

1 . Po
P <2LZ+7 <|IPy,r, Ro(E + Zek)X(Hw)Xy,Lk/i’)l) < (4.31)

The same argument shows that the terms (4.17)) and (4.18) are smaller than py/12,
for k big enough.

Inserting this in (4.16])-(4.18]) we see that

. 1
lim sup sup P <9 < ||F97LkayyaLk(E)Xy,Lk/?)”Lk) < Po, (4.32)
k—oo Yy Lk

Since 0 < pp < 1 is arbitrary, we conclude that (4.3)) holds for each E € I.
|

Proof of Theorem[2.3 From equation (4.3) to equation (4.18) the previous proof

remains valid in the current setting. We will only estimate (4.16), since the remain-
ing terms (4.17)) and (4.18]) can be estimated in the same way. Notice that

1 .
P (2L9+w <Py, LR (E + ze)X(Hw)nyL/gn)

<P\ 577 < Z [Ty, Re(E + i€) X (Hey)Xul
u€Ar/3(y)
1 ;
< Y Py < IDeRAE X)) 43
u€AL /3(y)

To estimate the r.h.s of the last inequality, the following following lemma is
crucial,

Ijemma 4.2. There exists L = L(I,p,0,7,d,«,s,po, Q1) such that for any u €
Apss(y) with L = L(I,€) as in , L>L and E € [ fized, if

(0s + d)

d
p>pld,v,d,a,s) =« +90+3y+2d+ - (4.34)
s

then, for T =€ 1,

{w : Ty, LRy (E +i€) X (Hy) Xu| > } C{w: My uwlp, X, T)>T}.

(4.35)

SLF

Now, if p > p(a,s) = 15% + 24, then there exist 0,7 > d/s such that p >
p(0,v,d,a,s) > p(a,s) so Lemma holds yielding, for L = L(I,¢) as in (4.12)
big enough,



18 Anderson metal-insulator transition for non ergodic operators

1 . 2 e
P (g < 1w BB + X (Ho) 170l ) < oo THs0p PMu (5, 2. T) > T°)
(4.36)

where Cp, ¢, comes from L¢ = Cp, o, T3, by (4.12).
By hypothesis ([2.20)), we can pick a sequence T — oo such that for k big enough

T supP(My(p, X, Ti) > TP < po/12. (4.37)

In an analogous way we can estimate (4.17)) and (4.18]). It follows that for all £ €
we have

. 1
imsupsup P (77 < 10y R (Eull ) <o (138)
k— oo Yy Lk
Since 0 < pp < 1 is arbitrary, we conclude that (4.3 holds for each FE € I.
|

Proof of Lemma[].3. Let w € {w: My (p, X, T) <T*}. For a given compact
subinterval I C J, M >0 and L = L(¢, 1) as in (4.12)), we set

Apwrrg ={E€l: (X —u)P?Ry(E +ie)X(H,)xu||2 < Me~ (@D},
We have, using [GK3| Lemma 6.3]

1
I\ Ay < X — w)P2R,(F +i€) X (H,) xu|>dE
I\ Avoana] < gy [ IOX =0 2R+ i) X ()

2 © _
— e €I e
v
= — M, op, X, T
a7 Muw (P )

T
Sﬁy

where the last bound is uniform on v and w.

(4.39)

Thus, for an E € [ fixed either £ € A, 4, a7 in which case we have

Ty, 2 R (E +i€) X (Ho)Xull < Cpal P2 |(X = u)P/? Ry(E + €)X (Ho)xul 2
< CpgL7P2 M2 (04 1)/2 (4.40)

orelse, E € I'\ Ayw. a1, 50 by there exists Ey, o € Ay w, 1 such that

s
E_Euw Si
B~ Buul < 7

and therefore, by the resolvent identity and the definition of A, a1,
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”Fy,LRw(E +ie) X (Hy)xul < Hry,LRw(Eu,w + €)X (Hy ) Xull
+|E — By wl|Ro(E +i€) ||| R (Bu o + ie) ||

< Cp gL P2M 2 (ot )/2 4 ﬁ (4.41)
Now, for p such that p > p(0,~,d, «, s) we have
20+v+d)<p—60—~v—(14+a)fs+d)/s (4.42)
so if we set
M = L1597, (4.43)
and recall
cH)/2 o [+e)@std)/2s, (4.44)

we obtain, for L big enough depending on d, I, p, «, 0,7, s, pg, Qr,

Cp,dL_p/2M1/2€_(a+1)/2 — Cp)d’Ql)poL—(p/2—(69+’)’)/2—(1+a)(98+d)/28)
1

and
T 60-+2v—2(0s+d)/s 1
Me2 po,QzL ! < ALO6+y+d) " (4.46)
Inserting this in (4.41]) proves the lemma.
O

5. UNIFORM WEGNER ESTIMATES FOR DELONE-ANDERSON TYPE POTENTIALS

Definition 4. A subset D of R? is called an (7,R)-Delone set if there exist reals
r and R such that for any cubes A,, Ag of sides r and R respectively, we have
f(DNA,) <1and §(DNAg) > 1, where £ stands for cardinality.

Remark 5.1. Note that in an (r, R)-Delone set there exists a minimal distance
between any two points, r/2, and a mazimal distance between neighbors, R/\/§
Such a set is said to be uniformly discrete and relatively dense. A lattice is a
particular case of a Delone set.

Take 0 < r < R < oo and consider the operator H,, = Hy + AV, with random
potential given by

Valw) = 3 wyul =), (5.1)

~yeD
where D is a (r, R)-Delone set. The measurable function w, called single-site po-

tential, is such that || Z u(- — ) |loo = 1, it has compact support and satisfies
yeD

U X0, <u<utxos,, (5.2)

for some constants 0 < €, <6, < oo and 0 < u~ < ut < oo.
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Here, (wy)yep is a family of independent random variables, with probability
distributions p., of bounded and continuous densities p. such that

P+ 1= Sup || py[lec < 00, (5.3)
yeD
0 € supp py C [—mg, Mo] (5.4)

where 0 < mg < 00, 0 < My < oc.

Under these assumptions V,, is a bounded scalar potential jointly measurable in
both w € © and € R?, and so the mapping w +— H,, is measurable.

Denote by Hy ., and Hy . g, the restriction of H, and Hy to the cube Ap(z)
with periodic boundary conditions, respectively (in the particular case of the Lan-
dau Hamiltonian, details on the finite volume operator Hp ; are stated in Section
@, with A fixed and V,, ;.1 being the restriction of V,, to Ar(x), defined by

Voer()= > wyu(-—7). (5.5)
yeEDNAL_s, (x)

and denote by V; 1, the potential defined by

Ver()= Y ul-—1) (5.6)

yeAL_s, (2)

where Az (z) = DN AL(x).

We denote by Py 41, Fo»1 the spectral projector associated to the finite
volume operators Hy , », 1, Ho.z, 1, respectively. In the particular case of the fi-
nite volume random Landau Hamiltonian and free Landau Hamiltonian, we write
Hp w21 and Hp 4 1, respectively, and we use the notation II,, , , for the spec-
tral projector associated to the n-th Landau level, and II:- for its orthogonal

n,xr,L

projector (see Section . Define s(e) = sup sup p([E, E + €]).
veD E€R

We prove several Wegner estimates that we summarize in the following theorem,

Theorem 5.1. i. Ford =2, let Hy be the Landau Hamiltonian with constant
magnetic field B > 0 fixred. For any bounded interval I € R there exist
constants Qw = Qw (B, X\, R,r,I,u,mo, My), ne.aa €]0,1] and a finite
scale L.(B,\, I, R) such that for every compact subinterval A C I, with
Al <npxa and L > L., we have

sup E{ tr Py o2r(A)} < Qwprs(JA])L. (5.7)
z€eR

ii. Let By € R\ o(Hy) for Hy = —A + Vg, where Vy is Z%-periodic. For any
bounded interval I C R\o(Hy) there exist a constant Qw = Qw (N, R,r, I, u)
and a finite scale L.(R) such that for every compact subinterval A C I,

holds.
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iii. Assume the IDS of Hy is Hélder continuous with exponent § > 0 in some
open interval I and no further assumption on s(e€). Then there exists a
constant Qv = Qy (B, X\, I,u, R,r,d) > 0 such that for all compact subin-
tervals A C I with |A] small enough, and 0 <y <1,

E{trPy .1 (A)} < Qhy max{| A, |A]2Ts(|AD} L. (5.5)
In particular, if s(¢) < CeS, for some ¢ € [0,1], then

E{trPy w0z (A)} < Qly|Al772 L. (5.9)

Since the results are uniform in x, we state them for z = 0, A fixed and for
simplicity we omit these subscripts from the notation.

For the proof we follow [CHK2], based on [CHK], plus [GKS| in the case of
the Landau Hamiltonian. In all cases we need to estimate E{trP, r(A)}. We

decompose it with respect to the free spectral projector of an interval A, such that
A C A and da = dist(A, A°) > 0, that is

trP, 1,(A) = trP, (A)Py (A) 4+ trP, 1.(A) Py 1, (A°). (5.10)

The key step in estimating the first term of the r.h.s is to prove a positivity estimate
as in [CHK2, Theorem 2.1]. In order to obtain this estimate in the case of the
Landau Hamiltonian, we need some preliminary lemmas.

Lemma 5.2. Using the notations above, there exists a positive finite constant
Cn(B,u, R), so that

M, 1 Ver 1 > Cn(B,u, R)I,, 1. (5.11)
Proof. From [CHKR] we have that for n € N, R > 0, for each 0 < e < R, k > 1
and 7 > 0 there exists a constant Cy = C,, 5, > 0 such that

HnXO,eHn > CO(HTLX07RHTL - anX07HRHn)- (512)

Because of the invariance of Hp under the magnetic translations (6.2)) we have
that the projections II,, commute with these unitary operators, which in turn gives,
for an arbitrary x € R?,

UmHnXO,eHnU; > COUI(HnXQRHn - anXo7KRHn)U; (5-13)
I, Uz x0,eUg My > CO(HTLU%XQRU:H" - WHnUmXO,nRU.:Hn) (5.14)
Han,eHn > CO(H’YLX$7RHTL - anXw,,QRHn)a (515)

since conjugation by unitary operators is a positivity preserving operation.
Now, we recall [GKS, Lemma 5.3] (which is independent of V' and, therefore,
D).

Lemma 5.3. Fix B > 0 neN,R>0,0<e<andn>O. If Kk > 1 and
L € Np (defined as in ) are such that L > 2(Lp + kR) then for all & € Ap(z),
we have
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Hn,L)A(g‘c,eHn,L > COHn,L()A(j’R - an,Ké)Hn,L + Hn,Lgn,fc,LHn,La (516)

where Cy = C.,, 5., R > 0 is a constant as before and the error operator &, z 1,
satisfies

1€nz.2ll < CnBerge” ™ 7", (5.17)

for some positivie constant m, g.

Now, by (5.2) we have

Ver()= Y ut=mzu Y R (5.18)

yeAL_s, (2) veAL_s, (z)
We fix R > 2R + §,, in which case
> Xk > XeL (5.19)
v€EAL_s, (z)

Now fix k > 1 and pick i > 0 such that

. 1
nd Xk S pXed (5.20)
YEAL _5, (x)

It follows from Lemma [5.3] (5.19) and (5.20) that

Hn,LVx,LHn,L > U_CO Z Hn,L()%%R - 77)%%,{}%)1_‘[11,[/ + Hn,Lgn,LHn,L(5-2]~)
yEAL_s, (z)

u~ C
S 0

IL, 1, + 1L, & 1T, 1(5.22)
> Cy11,,.1,,(5.23)

4

Hn,Lgn,LHn,L = Hn,L E gn,'y,LHn,L
YEAL_s, (x)

for L > L* forsome L* = L} g ., <ocand Cp = u_C since the error operator

by (5.17)), satisfies

Hgn,LH < LQC’rL,B,e,R,Tle_m”vBL.

Finally we recall,
Lemma 5.4. [CHK2, Lemma 2.1] Suppose that T is a trace class operator inde-
pendent of w and u, the single site potential . We then have

E{trP, 1 (A)u;Tu;} < 8s(|A])||wiTu;l|1- (5.24)

where we use the notation u; = u(zx — 1), i € R2.
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Proof of Theorem[5.1. To prove (i), using the preliminary lemmas we can follow
the proof in [CHK2, Theorem 4.3]. Notice that the spatial homogeneity of the
Delone set in the sense that points do not accumulate neither are too far away, so
the sums over indexes of elements of D preserves the properties of the sums over
indexes of elements of the lattice Z? as the original proofs.

Recall that we need to estimate E{trP,, (A)} as in , that is, for an arbi-
trary Eo € R , with A and A closed bounded intervals centered on Ey such that
A C A, Al <1, da >0, we need to estimate

trP, L (A) = trP, L (AL, + trPy L (AT, . (5.25)

a. Estimate on ]E{trPML(A)H#,L}.

The analysis in [CHK2, Eq. 2.6 - 2.10] for the n-th Landau band remains valid
taking, for the constants defined therein, M = 1 and the operator K defined by

H 1\° 1+ AL\
KE<B’L+> : K| < K E<1+ J; +> , (5.26)

where E,, is an eigenvalue of Hp ) .1, dn, = min{dist(I, B,_1),dist(I, By+1} and
A=]A_ AL

Then we can obtain the analog of [CHK2, Eq. 4.4],

ter,L<A)H7LL,L S [(n)\2 max{mo, M0}2 Z |tr uij,L(A)uiKijL (527)

i,jEA
where K;; = xi(Hp, +1)72x;, for x > 0 a smooth function of compact support
slightly larger than the support of u such that yu = u. Note that due to the spatial

homogeneity of D and the fact that supp w is contained in a cube of side r, the
translated supports of u do not overlap.

Now, denote by Ag = {i,] € A/Xin =0}and by A§ = {i,j € /NX/XZ-XJ' # 0}. For
1,7 € Ao, the operator K;; is trace class [BGKS, Lemma 2.2], [CHK2l, Lemma 5.1]
and it satisfies the Combes-Thomas estimate,

1Kl = xi(Hp.z + 1) "2 < Che=Colli=ill (5.28)

where € and Cj are positive constants. So we can use Lemma to obtain

B{| Y truPop(A)uiKyl} SE{L Y Jtr w; Py p(A)ui K|} (5.29)
i,j€Mo i,j€Ao
< Coss(Al) Y e—Colli—il (5.30)
i,j€No
< Cis(|A])[A]. (5.31)

where C7 also depends on 7, since lj(]\L) < C,qL% for L > R, see Eq. (6.26).
On the other hand, for i, j € A§, K;; is also trace class [BGKS, Lemma 2.2] so
we can apply Lemma [5.4] again, obtaining
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E{trP, (AT, 1} < Cos(|A])A], (5.32)
where Cy > 0 depends on u, I, A, r and M = max{mg, My} .

b. Estimate on E{trP, (A)IL, 1}
We use the spectral projector 1I,, 1, in order to control the trace. Here the key

ingredient is the positivity estimate (5.11]) and the fact that, under our hypotheses
on u, there exists a finite constant C,, depending on u only, such that

0< Vg < CU‘N/L

Now,
1 -
Po (AL, < = trP,, [ (AL, LV IT ,
trBy, L (A, < Cn(B,u,R)tr o, L (AL, L VI, 1 (5.33)
1 N L
< C (B.u.R) - . .
S B {trpw,L(A)VLHn,L ter,L(A)Hn,LVLHn’L} (5.34)

Then we can proceed as in parts (2) and (3) of the proof of [CHK2, Theorem
4.3], and we finally arrive to the desired result,

E{trPu.1(A)} < Quws(A])A]. (5.35)
where the constant Qw > 0 depends on B, u, R,r, I, A and M.

As for (i), note that in this case trPy 1 (A) = 0 if A € R\ o(Hy), so we only
need to estimate the second term in the r.h.s. of (5.10]), where we do not need the
positivity estimate (5.11)) for Py 1. The proof mimics (4)-a.

In case (iii) we can estimate the first term in the r.h.s. of (5.10) without using
the analog of (5.11)) for Py 1. Instead, the Holder continuity of the IDS of the non
perturbed operator implies that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

trPO)L(A) < C’|A|5\A|,
and so, for 0 <y <1

trP,, 1 (A)Po (A) < C|A[|A]. (5.36)
Since, as in the previous case (writing explicitly the dependence on da) we have
~ Q’
E{trP,, (A)Fo,L(A%)} < dZW s(JA[)IA],
A

by taking da = |A|” we obtain the desired result. Furthermore, if s(e) is (-Holder
continuous, we get, taking « such that v§ = ( — 2+,

E{trP, (A)} < QW max{|A|7?|A|S727} L2 (5.37)
< Qi |A[FEL?, (5.:38)
where Qf;, depends on u, I, A\, R, r and M.
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6. APPLICATIONS TO NON ERGODIC RANDOM LANDAU OPERATORS

6.1. The model. We consider the case where the free Hamiltonian in is Hp,
the Landau Hamiltonian, and the random potential represents impurities placed in
a Delone set (for the case Hy = —A see [G]). We aim to prove for this model the
existence of complementary regions of dynamical localization and delocalization in
the spectrum and therefore, the existence of a dynamical transition energy. By

doing this we extend known results for ergodic random Landau Hamiltonians [CHJ,
CH2l [GKS| [GKS2] to non-ergodic ones.

Let Hp be the unperturbed Landau Hamiltonian on L?(R?)
B
HB = (—ZV—A)Q WlthA: 5(1‘2,—371), (61)
where A is the vector potential and B is the strength of the magnetic field.

The spectrum of Hp is pure point and consists of a sequence of infinitely de-
generate eigenvalues, the Landau levels {B,, = (2n + 1)|B|; n = 0,1,...}, with
associated orthogonal projection operators IT,,. As the spectrum is independent of
the sign of B, we will always assume B > 0.

We define the magnetic translations U, for a € R? and ¢ € C°(R?), by

Usp(x) = e*i%(“‘“*““?)g@(m —a), (6.2)

obtaining a projective unitary representation of R? on LQ(RQ):

Uan _ ez%(azbl—albz)Ua+b — eiB(ale—albz)[]b[]a7 a, bhe RQ. (63)

We then have U, HgU;} = Hp for all a € R2.

We consider the perturbed family of Landau Hamiltonians given by

Hpaw=Hp+ AV, on L*(R?), (6.4)
where, as before, A is the disorder parameter which we consider fix and V,, is the
Delone-Anderson type potential given by —(5.4) with the additional condi-
tions:

(uc.) 0, < 7/10, i.e. w has compact support contained in B(0,7/10). This
implies that for ¢,j € D with ¢ # j, supp u; N supp u; = @), where we use the
notation u; = u(- — i) for i € R2.

(u0.) ||u|]loo =1 and u(0) = 1.

We denote the spectrum of this operator by op x .. By perturbation theory [Kl
Theorem V.4.10] we know that for each w €

0B Mw C U Bn(B7 )\)a

n=0
where B,,(B, \) = [Bn — Amy, By, + AMy] is called the n-th Landau band. Moreover,
by a Borel-Cantelli argument, for almost every w € 2,

0B C OB A\w (6.5)



26 Anderson metal-insulator transition for non ergodic operators

where op is the spectrum of the free Landau operator. We also show that there
exists almost surely spectrum near the band edges so our results are not empty (see

Section

For B fixed A is small enough such that

A(mo + Mp) < 2B, (6.6)

i.e., the Landau bands B, (B, \) are disjoint and hence the open intervals

gn(B,/\) :}Bn+)\MO,Bn+1 —)\mo[, n=20,1,2,..., (67)

are nonempty spectral gaps for Hp .-

We now define finite volume operators following [GKS|. For B > 0, we set

KBmin{keN:ksz} and LB:KB\/E. (6.8)
47 47

We denote Ng = LgN, Ng = Ng U {oo} and Z% = LpZ?.

We consider squares Az (z) with L € Np and x € R?, and identify them with the
torii Ty, , := R?/(LZ? + ). We denote by y, 1 the characteristic function of the

cube Az (x) and for & € Ap(z) and 7 < L we denote by A,(Z) and Yz, the cube
and characteristic function in Ty, ,.

For the first order differential operator Dp = (—iV — A) restricted to C2°(AL(x))
we take its closed, densely defined extension D . 1, from L?(Ap (z)) to L*(Ap (z); C?),
with periodic boundary conditions and then set Hg ;. = D3, 1 DB,

We are left with the operator Hy, g, 1 acting on L? (AL(x)) defined by

HB,)\7w,m,L = HB,LL + )\VwJ,L- (69)

where V,, , 1, is defined as in
We write Rr,(2) = (Hp w1 — 2)" ' for the resolvent operator of Hg w21

Since Hp . 1, has a compact resolvent, its spectrum consists in the Landau Levels
but now with finite multiplicity. We denote by II,, ; the orthogonal projection
associated to the n-th Landau level and define Pp x o o.0.(J) = X7 (HB A w,z,1) for
J C R a Borel set.

This operator satisfies the compatibility conditions [GKS, Eq. 4.2]: If ¢ €
D(Dp,g,1r) with supp ¢ C Ar_s,(x), then Z, 1o € D(Dp) and

Im,LDB,m,LQD = DBIa:,L§07 (6 10)
Igc,LX:c,L—équ,x,L = Xx,L—équa '

where Z,, 1, : L*(Az(x)) — L?(R?) is the canonical injection
_ [ wly) ifyer(z)
Lepoly) = { 0 otherwise.

From this we have

Lot Hpywz,pp = HpxwZle 1,
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that is, the finite volume operators Hp ) . . 1 agree with Hp » ,, inside the square
AL (:17)

However, Hp x w21 does not satisfy the covariance condition (2.3|) so we have a
priori

Hpxwae,r #UsHp a1, (w),0,.Us,
where U, is the magnetic translation (6.2) seen as a unitary map from L? (AL(0))
to L?(AL(x)) and 7, is the translation defined as 7,(w,) = w,_, for x € R2,

6.2. Dynamical localization in Landau bands. In this section we prove

Theorem 6.1. Let H,, be as before. For anyn = 0,1,2,... there exist finite positive
constants B(n) and K, (X) depending only on n, M, u and p such that for all
B > B(n) we can perform MSA in the intervals

ZB,n,A,w = 0B \w N {E € B, |E - Bn| > Kn(/\) }7 (611)

We have strong HS-dynamical localization at energy levels up to a distance
K,(\) IOgBB from the Landau levels for large B.

log B
B

For the proof we need to verify the conditions to start the modified Multiscale
Analysis, Theorem As mentioned in the proof of Theorem this model
satisfies properties (IAD), (R), (EDI), (SLI) and (UNE). What is left to prove
is the existence of a suitable length scale Lg that satisfies and (UWE). The
latter comes from the following improvement in the Wegner estimate of the previous
section and it follows [CHl Theorem 3.1].

Theorem 6.2. There exists B > 0 and a constant Q,, = Qn,,\7u||p||oo such that for
all B> B and for any closed interval A C B,, \ o0(Hp)

B
E{trPB7A7w7I7L(A)} S QnW|A|L2 (612)

In particular, for Eg ¢ o(Hp) and all 0 < € < |Ey — By,

B
seL?. (6.13)

P{dist(o(Hp xwq.1) Eo) < €} < Qnm

Proof. Without loss of generality we work within the first Landau band By, con-
taining the Landau level By. Set M = ||V, |loc = max{mg, My}. Let A be an
interval such that A C By \ {Bo} and inf A > B, so dist (A, By) >0 .

Following the same arguments in [CH, Eq. 3.4 - 3.11], we get

E{trP,(A)} < dist(A, Bo) 2M2|pllclA] 32 T 00, (614)
i,jeD
where Pp(A) stands for Pp xu..0(A) and we use the notation A9 = u}/? Ay
for any bounded operator A.

1/2
J

To evaluate the sum we consider separately the indices , j for which ||i—j|| < 44,
and those for which [|i — j|| = 46, with 6, as in (5.2).
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Let x;; be the characteristic function of supp(u; + u;). Again, as in Thm
the translated supports of u behave in a similar way as in the lattice. Then we
follow the same arguments therein and obtain, using [CH, Lemma 2.1],

Yo Il < luli Y0 Ixilozxislh < CoBIAllsupp ul,  (6.15)

[i—j| <40 |[i—j| <40

where the constant Cy actually depends on the index n of the Landau level, which
in this case is 0.

Define X;;— to be the characteristic function of the set {x € R? : ||z —i| < ||z —j]|}
and denote x;; =1 — X;S Then we obtain

07 1/2 1/2 1/2 _ _ 1/2
I I < llay* o, x5 el Mo, 2 12 + [} * o, xi; |2l o,y -

Now, if |i — j| > 46,, condition (5.2) implies that

i—j o
=I5, = i)

dist(supp Xj_j7 supp u;) >

for some k > 0. Similarly for dist(supp X;;,supp u;). We then obtain

> I Il < Cylsupp ul|A]. (6.16)
[i—j|>404

Combining (6.14)), (6.15) and (6.16)) we obtain

E{rP(A)} < Qoldist(, Bo)) o]l e BIA],
where the constant Qo depends on A, M,||ullo and supp u. Taking A = [Ey —

€, E + €] for small € > 0 and applying Chebyshev’s inequality we obtain (6.13)).
O

As for the initial length scale estimate (2.8)) to start the multiscale analysis, we
need to verify that for some Ly € 6N sufficiently large (as specified in [GK2]), given
0>0,Fc¢€ R\O’(HB’L),

1 1
PT2, 20 BB wa,Lo(E)Xa,Loysll < =5 ¢ > 1 — 5, (6.17)
% %

for a suitable choice of p, where I'y 1 = X3, _, (2)\A,_4(a)-

To do so we follow the approach [CH] to obtain estimates that we will later state
as in [GK2]. We need to show that in the annular region between a box of side
L/3 and L, there exists a closed, connected ribbon where the potential V' satisfies
the condition |V(z) + B, — E| > a > 0, for E # B, with a good probability
(I[CH, Eq. 4.2]). To prove this, Combes and Hislop used bond percolation theory,
defining occupied bonds of the lattice as those bonds where the potential satisfies
this property. However, in our case there is no need to use percolation theory
since this fact is assured by the assumption on the single-site potential. More
precisely, we will show that there exist ribbons where the potential is zero almost
surely.
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Let us consider the Voronoi diagram associated to D [OBSC]. Since AL =DnNAL
is a discrete bounded set, we can write Ay, = {p1,...,pn}, n € N. For each site p;
we consider its Voronoi cell, defined as

V(pi) ={z € R?: |lz —pi|| < [lo = p;ll,j #i,1 < j < n},
i.e., the set of points that are closer to p; than to any other site in A;. The Voronoi
diagram associated to A L, denoted by Vor([\ 1) is a subdivision of A, into Voronoi
cells,
Vor(AL) = U V(p:).
1<i<n

The edges and vertices of Vor([\ 1) are polygonal connected lines with the prop-
erty that the minimal and maximal distances from any site p; to an edge or vertex
are 7/4 and R/2v/2, respectively.

Now, take a covering of Ay /3 by a finite collection of Voronoi cells, V5, which
is a convex polygon. Its perimeter is a polygonal line C that encloses Ay /3 such
that C N D = (). Taking L big enough with respect to R we have C C Ap_3\ Ap /3.
Moreover, assumption (uc) implies that we can always find a ribbon R associated
to C, i.e., a set

R={z€R?: dist(z,C) < g - 110},
such that V(x) =0 for all € R (see Fig.
. ] R
. : - Ap—s

FiGUrRE 1. Ribbon R in the Voronoi diagram associated to D.
Points represent the support of the Delone-Anderson potential.

Then, condition [CHL Eq. (4.2)] holds almost surely, therefore [CH, Corollary
4.1] holds almost surely, and this implies (see [CH, Proposition 5.1], [GK2l Theorem
4.3))

Theorem 6.3. Let E = B,, £ 2a for somen = 0,1,2... with 0 < 2a < B. There
exists constants Yy, By, > 0 depending only on n, M, u,d, such that for any 0 < € <
a, L € 6N and Q.,, as in the previous theorem,
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B , B
]P’{||FI,LRBMI,L(E)XI7L/3| < ane—f@nmm{a&ﬁ}} >1-— Qna—;LQ. (6.18)

Therefore, to satisfy (6.17)) we need only to verify the conditions

B . 1
y, B o—paminfanvBy o 1 6.19
aeQe - LY ( )

Be 1
Qn—1I12 < —., (6.20)

a2 0 Ly

which can be done in the same way as in the proof of [GK2, Theorem 4.1], yielding
Theorem [6.1] .

6.3. Dynamical delocalization in Landau bands.

Theorem 6.4. Under the disjoint bands condition the random Landau Hamil-
tonian Hp x., exhibits dynamical delocalization in each Landau band B, (B, ), i.e.
foralln=1,2, ..,

EPP Mo aw N Bu(B,\) # 0. (6.21)

In particular, there exists at least one energy E, ., (B,)\) € B,(B,\) such that

for every X € CZ° (R) with X = 1 on some open interval J > Ep (B, ) and
p > 0, we have

MB,A(pv)(vT) 2 Cp,XT%i()‘» (622)
for all T > 0 with Cp x» > 0.

This is a consequence of the quantization of the Hall conductance in each Landau
band and the fact that in regions of dynamical localization, the Hall conductance is
constant, as proven in [GKS| Section 3]. We recall the main lines of their strategy.

Consider the switch function h(t) = X[1 .)(t) and let h; denote the multiplica-
tion by the function h(x;), j = 1,2. The Hall conductance is defined as

o, (B, A\, E) = =2mi0(Pp w.E) := tr{PB w E[[PBAw.E, M), [PBAw,E, h2]]}
(6.23)
where PB,)\,UJ,E = PBA’UJ((—OO, E])

Following the proof of |[GKS, Lemma 3.2] we see that the Hall conductance
is constant in connected components of the dynamical localization region, where
property SUDEC is valid, as consequence of Theorem On the other hand,
it is well known that for A = 0, og_ (B,\,E) = n if E € (B,, Bp4+1) for all
n = 0,1,2,... Under the disjoint bands condition (6.6), if E € G, (B, ) for A,
and some n € {0,1,2,...}, we can find some A\g > A, such that F € G, (B, \) for
all A € [0, Ag]. That is, the spectral gaps stay open as A increases. Then we prove
along the lines of [GKS, Lemma 3.3] that og_(B,\,E) = n if E € G,(B,\), for
all [0, Ag]. As the spectral gaps G, (B, \) are by definition part of the localization
region, this implies that the Hall conductance has the same value in different gaps,
which is a contradiction. Therefore, we must have ZPP Nop 5 , N B, (B, ) # 0 for
every w € €.
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By Theorems [6.1] and [6.4] we conclude that there exists a dynamical transition
energy in each Landau band as stated in Theorem

6.4. Almost sure existence of spectrum near band edges. Since we deal with
a non ergodic random operator, previous results on the nature of the spectrum
do not hold in this setting. In particular, we cannot use the characterization of
the spectra as a union of spectra of periodic operators as in [GKS]. We need a
more constructive approach and thus, to go back to the argument used in [CHJ.
We extend [CH], Theorem 7.1] to a Delone-Anderson potential to make sure that,
although the spectrum op ), is random, there exists almost surely some part of
0B,\w il the region were we can prove dynamical localization, that is, in the spectral
band edges.

We explicit the dependence on the (r, R)-Delone D set by writing VP for the
Delone-Anderson potential and HY for the corresponding random operator defined
by .

Consider the operator acting on L?(R?), HY = Hp + A\V.” where A > 0 and VP
is defined as in Recall that

VP(z) = Z WUy (6.24)
yeD

where D is an (r, R)-Delone set, the random variables w, are i.i.d. with absolute
continuous probability density p, supp p = [-M,M] and v, = u(z — 7). Assume
moreover u € C2,||ul|o = 1, supp v C A,-(0) and u(0) = 1.

Theorem 6.5. Under the disjoint bands conditions, for a random Landau Hamil-
tonian as stated before and any n = 0,1,2, ... there exists a finite positive constant
B(n) depending onn, M, u, A and K, ()\) such that for all B > B(n), the intervals
YBnaw N Theorem are almost surely non empty. More precisely, we prove
that there exist finite positive constants C,, B(n) depending on n, M, u such that
for every B > B(n), we have for all E € B,

o(H,)N[E—=XC,B™ Y2 E4+XC,B~'?] £ (6.25)

For a set A € R? we denote by A the intersection A N D. Recall that we have,
for an arbitrary box Ay (z) of side L € N centered in x:

Cral® <#(Ap) =#(DNAL) < CphqL?, (6.26)

where Cr 4 = R~% and Cra= [r=].
Take a sequence {x,} such that |2, — 2| > L for every n,m and consider the
following sets in the probability space §2:

QeL(xn) ={w: |W’Y —nl<evye ]\L(xn)}

and
Qr = | 9 (@) (6.27)
N n>N
where 1 € [~M, M]. By the choice of {z,}, the events Qf(x,) and Q(x,,) are
independent for n # m.
Since the random variables are i.i.d. and holds for every box Ap(x,), we
obtain
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P (@ (2n) =P (lon — 1l < %7 € Ap(n)) = P(lwy — | < T (6.25)

et

=p([n—en+e 6.30)

) (

> P(lwy —n| < (6.29)
(

(6.31)

Therefore
> P (Qf () = oo, (6.32)

which implies that P (Qf) = 1, by the Borel-Cantelli lemma.
Given § > 0, take ¢ = §/(rL)?. We have shown that for w € QF, a set of full

measure, there exists an infinite sequence {z,} such that for any n € [-M, M],

) ~
lwy — | < D for all v € Ap(zy) (6.33)
Fix one of these boxes and call it Ag (so Ay depends on w, but this procedure
can be done for all w € Q, the yielding result being uniform in w).

Without loss of generality, Ao contains 0. Indeed, if 0 ¢ Ar(zy) for all n, take
L > R so that Ay # 0 and take 79 € Ag. Consider now the operator

HY™" =Hg+X > wyu, (6.34)
YED—0

We have that o(HD) = o(HP~0), since, taking a translation 7., : Q x D —
Q% (D —~p) defined by 7, (wy,v) = (w4, —70), that associates the same random
variable of a point to its translated, we can see HY is unitarily equivalent to HY 0.

Moreover, by what is known for HZ | with full probability there exists a sequence

{Zn} = {x, — Y0} such that (6.33) holds. In particular, since the cube Aq is a cube
that satisfies (6.33]) for HZ, then the cube A, = Ag—~ satisfies (6.33)) for HD 0.

Define

V@) =n 3 . (6.35)

'YGA’Y()

Since 7o € Ag = Ag N D we have that 0 € /NL,O = (Ao —v0) N (D — 7). Moreover,
the assumptions on u, namely that «(0) = 1 and the supports of u, do not overlap,
imply that V., (0) = 7. Therefore, without loss of generality we can assume Ag is
centered in 0 and so we work from now on with HZ, V.2 and V; as in with
Yo = 0.

Remark 6.1. The assumption u(0) = 1 is so we can later perform a Taylor expansion
around 0.

Proof of Theorem ??7. From now on L is fixed. For the sake of completeness, we
will reproduce the details of [CH, Appendix 2] with the corresponding adaptations
and work in the 0-th Landau band. Let Il be the Landau projection in the
0-th Landau band, around the Landau level By. Take the normalized function
oo € Iy(H),defined by
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bo(x) = (QB>1/26—B|$|2. (6.36)

s

Let E € [By — AM, By + AM], that is, E = By + An for some n € [-M, M]. The
case 1) = 0 is trivial by the previous Borel-Cantelli argument, as { B, }n>0 C 0(Hy)
almost surely. Since the argument is analog for n < 0, in the following we consider
only n € (0, M], and write

I (HZ = E) ¢oll = II (HZ — Bo — \) o (6.37)
< [To(AVZ? = An)eoll + All(1 — To) V. | (6.38)

For simplicity we write V,, instead of V.©. The deterministic result [CH, Lemma
A.1] implies that

(1 = THo) Vol < AC1B™Y2, (6.39)

where C] is a constant depending only on the single-site potential u. We are left
with

o (AVe = Aol MY wyuy + Y wyuy — n)go| (6.40)
v€Ay ¥€D\Aq
MO wyuy =)ol + A D wyugdoll (6.41)
’YEZ\U ’YED\;\O
MO wyuy —n)oll +AM D" Jluygol (6.42)
"/E[\o ’YED\[\O

Recall that
{yeD: yeD\A}c{yeD: |y>r} (6.43)
The second term in (6.42) can be estimated as in [CHL Eq. 7.6], where it is

shown that

. _ .12 rli
fuscnll = [ do@)ule —)de < ulfee 2P (6a)

which is summable for v such that |y| > r, yielding that for all B > B,, for a
constant B, big enough,

AM Y luygoll < AC,B712 (6.45)
’YED\AO

where the constant is uniform in B.

As for the first term in (6.42)), recalling the definition of V; from ([6.35)), we write



34 Anderson metal-insulator transition for non ergodic operators

A wyuy = mgoll =AY wyuy = Vo + Vo =)ol (6.46)

v€Ao v€Ao
<MY wyuy =1 Y uy)doll + Al (Vo —n)éol| - (6.47)

6]\0 €/~\0

<A D (wy = muyoll + All(Vo = n)eol| (6.48)

v€ho

By the choice of Ag the first term in [6.48] is

A (wy = muygol < AS (6.49)

v€Ao

As for the second term in [6.48]

(Vo = m)¢ol|* = ( )/ Vo(z) — |2 2Bl#I" gy (6.50)

- (>/ Vo(B~1/2z) — pf2e~2I=W dg (6.51)
™ R2

Now, since V5(0) = n, we have
Vo(B™'/22) — | = [Vo(B™"/22) = Vo (0)| (6.52)

and we can perform a Taylor expansion around 0 for Vj, obtaining, since supp Vy C
Ao

Vo(B™'22) = Vo(0)] < B™2|[2]|[VVpl|ow < B7Y/2L|VVo o (6.53)
Notice that [|[VVj]le < Cs, for a constant C3 depending only on w, uniformly

with respect to ) € [0, M]. Replacing this in the integral we obtain

(Vo = n)goll* = (Cg>/62|”””2dx (6.54)

SO we obtain once more
Al(Vo = m)gol| < AC5B~/2 (6.55)

Finally, adding the estimates (6.39)),(6.45),(6.49) and (6.55) yields that for all
B > B,,

|HE — (Bo+ M)l < AC5B~Y2 +6 (6.56)
where the bound is uniform in B, w € Q¢ and in 7 € [0, M]. The same result holds
in any Landau band for all B large enough. Therefore, with probability one and
for any F = B,, + An, we have

o(HPYN[E = XCsB™Y2 =6, E+ACsB~ Y2 461 #0 (6.57)
Since § > 0 is arbitrary,
o(HPYN[E - XCsB™Y2 E + \CsB~Y/?] # 0, (6.58)

for every E € [By,, B, + AM]. This proves that any gap in the spectrum of Hf in
the Landau band cannot exceed a length of order B—1/2, O
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In particular, since we know by perturbation theory that o(HD) C [B, —
AM, B,, + AM],we have that for E = B,, + AM, that is, in the edge of the Landau
band,

o(HPY N [By +AM — \CsB~Y2 B, + AM] # 0 (6.59)

On the other hand, by Theorem we know the localization region is at a
distance Kn(/\)% from the Landau level B,,. If A is fixed and B is such that

InB AC,

K,(X\) B < \M ik (6.60)
then the region of the spectrum that is almost surely near the band edge, that is
above B,, + AM — )\Canl/z, lies in the localization region, that is above B, +
Kn()\)%. So we have shown Theorem that is, for every n =0,1,2, ...

YBnrw #0 forae we (6.61)
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