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ON THE INVERSE SPECTRAL PROBLEM FOR THE QUASI-PERIODIC
SCHRODINGER EQUATION

DAVID DAMANIK AND MICHAEL GOLDSTEIN

ABSTRACT. We study the quasi-periodic Schrédinger equation

—¢" () + V(2)¥(x) = EY(z), z€R
in the regime of “small” V. Let (E/,, E/l), m € Z”, be the standard labeled gaps in the spectrum. Our
main result says that if E/, — E], < eexp(—ko|m|) for all m € Z”, with € being small enough, depending on
ko > 0 and the frequency vector involved, then the Fourier coefficients of V obey |c(m)| < €1/2 exp(— L ml)

for all m € Z¥. On the other hand we prove that if |e¢(m)| < eexp(—ko|m|) with & being small enough,
depending on ko > 0 and the frequency vector involved, then E;/, — E;, < 2eexp(—"g|m]|).
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1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULT

EEE 8 @ 8 oEEEz=m

In the last thirty five years after the classical pioneering work [DiSi] by Dinaburg and Sinai the theory of

PrROBLEM 1 Consider the Schrodinger equations

(1.1)

— " (x) + [e1 cos(2mz) + 2 cos(2maz)|h(x) = Ev(z) , reR,

1

quasi-periodic Schrodinger equations has been extensively developed. Despite that there are still a number
of basic problems which seem to be hard to access. Here are a few such problems:
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where a is irrational with “nice” Dipohantine properties and ci,co are constants. Describe the eigenfunctions
and the instability intervals of the equation.

PROBLEM 2 Find all functions of the form
(1.2) V(z)= Y c(m,n)e’mtmtons
n,mez
such that the equation
(1.3) —¢"(2) + V(2)y(z) = Ey()
has the same instability intervals as equation ().

PROBLEM 3 Give a sufficient condition for a subset & C R to be the spectrum of the equation [L3]) with
some function V as in (L2).

PROBLEM 4 Solve the KdV equation

(1.4) Opu + O2u + udyu = 0
with the initial data
(1.5) u(xz,0) = ¢1 cos(2mx) + ¢ cos(2max).

Here are two comments regarding these problems.

(1) It is known that for ¢1, co small, all generalized eigenfunctions are Floquet-like. On the other hand,
for c¢1,co large, there is a collection of exponentially decaying eigenfunctions with eigenvalues which are
dense in a Cantor set of positive measure. The problem is to find a method that will work for all values of
1, co. In the discrete case, Avila has recently made significant progress in this direction in a series of papers
[Av1] [Av2] [Av3].

(2) We state the problems for the function ¢; cos(2mx) 4 co cos(2raz) just for the sake of simplicity of the
statement. In fact the problems are as hard for this function as for any quasi-periodic function

(1.6) Viz)= Z c(n)e(znw),

nezv

w=(w1,...,wy) €RY, nw=">" njwj, e(x) := exp(2mix). In this work we study the latter case.

Let us state the main results of this work. We consider the Schrodinger equation

(1.7) — ") + V(@)Y (z) = EY(z),  z€R,
where V(z) is a real quasi-periodic function as in (L€]). We assume that the Fourier coefficients ¢(m) obey
(1.8) |e(m)] < € exp(—ro|m])

with £ being small. We assume that the vector w satisfies the following Diophantine condition:
(1.9) [nw| > agln|~%, ne€Z”\ {0}
with some 0 < ag < 1,7 —1 < by < 00. Set
kn =—nw/2, neZ’\{0}, Kw)={k,:neZ" \{0}},
(1.10) In = (kn —8(n), kn +3(n)), d(n) =ao(1+n|)" 3, nez”\{0},
R(k)={neZ"\{0}: ke Jn}, &={k:|R(k)| <oo},
where ag, by are as in the Diophantine condition (L9). Let k& € & be such that |9R(k)| > 0. Due to the

Diophantine condition, one can enumerate the points of (k) as n()(k), £ = 0,...,0(k), 1 + (k) = |R(k)|,
so that [n(®) (k)| < [n“+D(k)|; see Lemma [I0.9 in Section [T Set

Tn(n)=m-—-n, mneZ’,

(1.11) mO (k) = (0,00 k)}, mOk) = mE (k) UT,0 0 @D (R), £=1,...0Fk).
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Theorem A. There exists €9 = €o(ko, ao,bo) > 0 such that if € < eq, then for any k € &\ £(Z" \ {0}),
there exist E(k) € R and o(k) := (@(n; k))nezr such that the following conditions hold:

(a) p(0s5k) =1,
psk)| <& 3 exp ( B g“om - m|)a n ¢ mERD) k),
(1.12) ——®
lo(ms; k)| <2,  for any m € m“) (k).
(b) The function
Yk, ) =Y p(nsk)e(z(nw + k)

new”
is well-defined and obeys equation (1) with E = E(k), that is,
(1.13) Hyj(k,x) = =" (k, z) + V(2)p(k, 2) = E(k)y(k, o).

(c)
E(k) = E(=k), @(n;—k) =¢p(-n;k), (=k,x) =Pk, z),
(1.14) (K°)*(k — k1)* < E(k) — E(ky) < 2k(k— k1) +2c > 6(n), 0<k—k <1/4, ki >0,
k1<kn<k
where k() := min(eg, k/1024).
(d) The spectrum of H consists of the following set,

8 =[£(0),00) \ U (B~ (km), E* (km)),
meZY\{0}:E~ (km)<ET (km)
where

(km) k—)kmio,lrkneﬁ\x(w) *) for

One of the central results of the current work is the following:

Theorem B. (1) The gaps (E~ (km), E*(kp)) in Theorem A obey E% (k) — E~ (km) < 2e exp(—52|m]).

(2) Using the notation from Theorem A, there exists €9 such that if the gaps (E~ (km), E* (kn)) obey
Et(km) — B~ (kp) < eexp(—k|m|) with e < ), k > drq, then, in fact, the Fourier coefficients c(m) obey
le(m)| < '/2 exp(—~5|ml).

Remark 1.1. (1) In a companion paper, [DGl, we apply Theorem B to establish the existence of a global
solution of the KdV equation

(1.15) 8tu+8§’u+u8mu: 0

with small quasi-periodic initial data. This application is the main objective of Theorem B. We would
like to explain in this remark why the estimate in part 2 of Theorem B is crucial for the existence of a global
solution of (LID) with quasi-periodic data. Recall the following fundamental result by P. Lax |Lax]: Let
u(t,z) be a function defined for 0 <t < tg, v € R such that 0%u exist and are continuous and bounded in
both variables for 0 < a < 3. Assume that u obeys equation (LIT). Consider the Schridinger operators

(1.16) [Hi|(z) = =" () + u(t, )y (z), z €R,
Then o(H;) = o(Hy) for all t. Assume that
(1.17) u(t,m) = Y clt,n)e™",
nezv
with

le(t,n)| < eexp(—k1|n|)for all 0 < t < to,
where e < gg(ag, bo, K1). Assume in addition that fort = 0, the estimates are better: |c(0,n)| < € exp(—ko|n|),
e < e(ag, by, k1). Applying Theorems A and B, one concludes that in fact |c(t,n)| < e¥/? exp(—%|n|). In
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other words, there is no blow up of the estimates for the Fourier coefficients of the solution. Thus, due to
Theorems A,B, to prove the existence of a global solution of the KdV equation (IH) with quasi-periodic
initial data

(1.18) up(z) = Y co(n)e™™,

nezv

with |co(n)| < eexp(—ko|n|), € < @, one only has to establish the existence of a local solution.

(2) An estimate similar in spirit to the one in the first part of Theorem B was established by Hadj Amor
[HA].

(3) The problem of “keeping the exponential decay of the Fourier coefficients in check” is also well known
in the KAM theory of perturbations of integrable PDE’s; see for instance the paper |[EK| by Eliasson and
Kuksin on periodic non-linear Schrodinger equations.

The existence of solutions ¢ (k, z) as in Theorem A was discovered for a large set of k’s in the paper [DiSi]
by Dinaburg and Sinai. Such solutions are called Floquet-Bloch or just Floquet solutions and the parameter
k is called quasi-momentum. In [El], Eliasson proved the existence of Floquet solutions for k£ € & and also
the fact that the spectrum is purely absolutely continuous.

Our approach is completely different from Eliasson’s approach. We prove exponential localization of the
eigenfunctions of the dual operator. The duality underlying this approach is called Aubry duality. In [BoJil,
Bourgain and Jitomirskaya used this approach to study discrete quasi-periodic Schrédinger operators for
small values of the coupling constant; see also [Bo]. Let us introduce the dual operators for (7). Given
k € R and a function ¢(n), n € Z" such that |¢(n)| < Cy,|n|~*~1, where C,, is a constant, set
(1.19) Yor(x) = Y @(n)e((nw + k)z).

nez”
The function y, 1 (z) satisfies equation (7)) if and only if
(1.20) (27)*(nw + k)*p(n) + Y c(n—m)p(m) = Ep(n)

mezr

for any n € Z¥. Put
(1.21) h(m,n; k) = (27)*(mw + k) if m =n,
' h(m,n; k) = c¢(n—m) if m # n.
Consider Hy, = (h(m,n; k))m neZo

Theorem C. There exists eg = €o(ko,a0,bo) > 0 such that for ¢ < g and any k € &\ $Z, there exists
E(k) € R and ¢(k) := (p(n; k))nezr such that the following conditions hold:

(1) p(0;k) =1,

7
lplnik) < €/ 37 exp (= groln—ml). n ¢ w0 ),
(1.22) mem(®

lo(ms; k)| <2, for any m € m“) (k)

(1.23) Hyp(k) = E(k)e(k).
(2)
(1.24) E(k) = E(-k), ©(n;—k) = o(-n;k),
(1.25) (KO (k = k1)* < E(k) — E(kr) < 2k(k — k1) +2¢ Y ()5, 0<k—k <1/4, ky >0,
ki1<kn<k

where k©) := min(eg, k/1024).
(3) Set E*(ky) = limg_x, 40, keo E(e, k). Assume that EY (k) > E~(k,o). Let E=(ky,o0) < E <
E* (k). Then (E — Hy) is invertible for every k.
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Let us give a short description of our method and the central technical difficulty we resolve. The proof
of Theorem C is built upon an abstract multi-scale analysis scheme. We estimate the Green function
(E — Hy)(m,n) of the matrix Hy := (h(m,n; k))m,neA’ A C Z¥ moving up on the “size scale” of A. This
approach was introduced in the theory of Anderson localization in the fundamental work [FrSp| of Frohlich
and Spencer on random potentials and later by Frohlich, Spencer and Wittwer in [FSW] for quasi-periodic
potentials. Our multi-scale scheme is based on the Schur complement formula:

—1 _ _ e _ _ T —
(1.26) 3G Tip] (3R T Hy T 0 0 T Hy
' Iyn He —Hy Ty ;'

)

with
(1.27) Hy' = (Hy —TonHy 'Tio) ™"

The main piece here is f{{l The iteration of (LZ0) over the scales builds up a “continued-fraction-function”
of the spectral parameter E and the quasi-momentum k. To estimate H{l on a given scale, say s, one has to
study the roots of the determinant of Hy — I'y 1 7 11"172 which is the previous continued-fraction-function.

These roots are close to B\ ") (k) — the eigenvalues of the matrix of the previous scale set A’ parameterized

against k. The major problem here is that E/(\Sfl)(k) and El(xs,fl)(k) can be “extremely” close for a finite (if
k € &), but large number of times. These are the so-called essential resonances. The eigenfunction ¢(n; k)
in fact “typically” assumes values ~ 1 for all n € m(9) (k); see(IT)). The sets “around” n € m(®) (k) produce
these resonance effects. This fact gives an idea of the complexity of the central technical problem one faces
in this approach. The advantage of this approach is that it eventually gives a system of equations relating
the gaps in the spectrum and the Fourier coefficients. The central technical tool we develop to resolve the
resonance problem consists of “continued-fraction-functions” and their roots. This is done in Section Ml
To give the reader an idea what this is about, consider the problem for the simplest “continued-fraction-
function”:

b(e, k, E)?
u—az(e, k, E)
The new variable € is introduced here by considering ec(n) instead of ¢(n). This variable plays a crucial role
since we build the solutions via analytic continuation in e, starting at ¢ = 0. Note that the fact that the
numerator b? here is non-negative reflects the self-adjointness of the problem, which is also crucial for the
derivation. Technically, the problem here is that a; and as can be arbitrarily close due to resonances. A
direct application of the implicit function theorem to

(1.29) x(e,k,E) := (E —a1(e, k, E)) (E — az(¢,k, E)) —b(e, k, E)* =0

fails (0px may have zeros). What comes to the rescue is that the symmetries in the structure of Hp, with
A built appropriately, allow for the comparison

(1.30) ai(e, k, E) > az(e, k, E)

for all values of € € (—eq,€0) and for k, E close to the ones in question. Due to this fact, one has two
solutions E* (e, k) > E~(g,k). For k = — 757, these are very close to the two edges of the corresponding gap.
One of the crucial estimates we develop says that the margins E(*2)(k) — E(51)(k) can be estimated via the
quantities |k + Z2[. The symmetries in the structure of Hy with A built appropriately play a crucial role in
this. Let us mention here that the next level “continued-fraction-functions” look as follows,

b2

(1.31) f=h-+,
f2

where f1, fo are like in (IL.28). We are interested in the solution of the equation f = 0. An important detail
here is that although f1, fo are assumed to be “small on the next scale,” their derivatives are of magnitude
~ 1. This accommodates the above mentioned fact that the eigenfunction p(n; k) assumes values ~ 1 at all
resonant points involved. In general the construction iterates a large number of times.

(1.28) E—ay(e,k, E) — =0.
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Let us say a few words about these symmetries. Given k, we define an increasing sequence A,(:) of subsets

of Z, |, A®) = 7" which allows us to analyze inductively the eigenvalues F (A,(:), k) and the eigenvectors.

The construction of the sets A,(CS) requires involved combinatorial arguments. The set A,(CS) is a relatively
“small” perturbation of a union of two “large” cubes, one centered at the origin and another at n(l)(k);
see (LI0). The boundary of the set is of “fractal nature” built on the scale basis. The purpose of this
“fractal” boundary is as follows. We need the set A,(:) to be invariant under the map T'(n) = n(® (k) — n,

(s)

htme With s’ < s and with

and at the same time we want the boundary 8A,(f) to avoid each subset m + A

|E(ASD, Lk +mw) — E(AS ™ k)| being “small.”

Finally, let us say a few words about the structure of the work. First of all we split the technical difficulties
into two major parts. In the first one, we develop a general theory of matrices which by definition have the
needed structures. These matrices do not depend on the quasi-momentum k. We start with a general multi-
scale analysis scheme and then inductively introduce more and more complex matrices under consideration.
This is done in Sections 2H3] and BHEl As already mentioned, in Section [4] we develop the necessary theory
of “continued-fraction-functions.” In the second part, which consists of Sections [[HIOQ we verify that the
matrices dual to the quasi-periodic Schrodinger equation, with appropriate A,(f), fit into the definitions from
Sections BHAl Finally, in Section [[T] we prove the main theorems.

Remark 1.2. The fact that our presentation separates the general theory from the application to small
quasi-periodic potentials with Diophantine frequency vector also has the additional benefit that in subsequent
applications of the general theory, one merely needs to verify all its necessary assumptions in a given situation.
We envision a number of additional applications of the general theory, such as an extension of the quasi-
periodic results beyond the case of small coupling, and more generally a version of them for suitable non-zero
background potentials. We intend to address these additional applications in future works.

2. A GENERAL MULTI-SCALE ANALYSIS SCHEME BASED ON THE SCHUR COMPLEMENT FORMULA

Let A C Z” and let H = (H(m,n))mnea be an arbitrary matrix. For A’ C A, denote by Pas the
orthogonal projection onto the subspace CA" of all functions 1 = {(n) : n € Z*} vanishing off A’. The
restriction of H to A’ is the operator H,: : CcA |

Hpr := Py HPy.
Let Ag C A be an arbitrary subset and set A; = A\ Ag. Then,
H = PryHAPA, + PayFHAPA, + PayJHAPa, + Pa,Hp Py,
By viewing C* as C* @ C%0, one has the following matrix representation of Hy,
Ha,  Taine

3

(2.1) Ty = [

FAO AL j{AD

where
FAiﬁAj(k,é):g{(k,é), kEAi,KEAj.
Recall the following fact, known as the Schur complement formula.
Lemma 2.1. Let
Fo T
(2.2) H= ,
o Ho

where H; is an (N; x Nj)-matriz, j = 1,2, and T; ; is an (N; x N;)-matriz. Assume that Hy is invertible.
Let Hy = Ho — l"g,li}(fll"m. Then, J is invertible if and only if Hy is invertible; and in this case, we have

H 4 H T o Hy T ! —%;1r1,2ﬁ2—1]

(2.3) H! = . N
—H; Ty H! Hy*
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Definition 2.2. (1) For each m, let v(m) := (m) be the sequence which consists of one point m. Set
D, 1, A) = {y(m)}, Tm,m: 1, A) = 0 for n # m,

L(k,A)={y=(m,....nk) :n; €A, njp1 #n;}, k> 2,
L(m,n;k,A) ={yeT(k,A), ni=m,nr=n}, mnel, k>2,

(2.4)
Ty(m,n;A) = | T(m,n;k,A), Ti(A) = |J Ti(m,n;A).
k>1 m,neA
Let vy = (n1,...,n), v = (n3,...,np), ng,n; € Z". Set

(25) YU = (n1,...,ng, 0, ..., np)  if ng #nf,

' ' (n1,...,ng,nh,...,ny) if np =nj.

(2) Let w(m,n), D(m) be functions obeying w(m,n) >0, D(m) > 1, m,n € A. For vy = (n1,...,ng),
set

(2.6) wp o) = I wingnsn)]exo (S D))

1<j<k-1 1<j<k

Wherever we apply wp ., (71 U y2), we assume that we are in the second case in (2.X). For that

matter, wp (/71 U 72) = WD,k (Vl)wD,Ho (/72)'
Let 0 < ko < 1. We always assume that w(m,m) =1 and

(27) w(m, n) < eXp(—Iio|m - n|)a
and we set

Wooo(7) = exp (= rolln + Y D(ny),

1<j<k
vl ==Y |ni—nisal, D(y):=maxD(n;).
1<i<k—1 J

Here, ||| =0 if k = 1. Obviously, wp .e(7) < Wp ko (7).
(3) Let T > 8. We say that v = (n1,...,n%), nj € A, k > 1 belongs to I'p 1y (n1,nk; k, A) if the
following condition holds:

(2.9)  min(D(n;), D(n;)) < Tl|(ni,...,n;)|V/°  for any i < j such that min(D(n;), D(n;)) > 4Tkg .

(2.8)

Note that FD’T’KO (nl’nl; 1’A) = {(nl)} Set FD,T,KO (man7A) = Uk FD,T,Iio (m,n;k,A)a
FD’T’HO (A) = Um,n I‘D,T,m, (mu n; A)
(4) Set
sprsmAlmn) =3, wng(),
(2.10) YET b, 1, g (M,n3k,A)
Soriatmn = Y Wou()

YEL D, T kg (m,n;k,A)
Note that sp T ke:1,4(M, M) = Sp T k9:1,40(Mm, M) = exp(D(m)).
(5) Let AC A CZ". Set pp z(m) := dist(m, A\ A). We say that the function D(m), m € A belongs to
AR, Tk, Uf the following condition holds:
(2.11) D(m) < T,uA)]\(m)l/5 for any m such that D(m) > 4Tk "

(6) Let D € Sp 1., We say that v = (n1,...,nx), nj € A, k> 1 belongs to I'p 1k, (01,715 k, A, R) if
the following conditions hold:

min(D(n;), D(ny)) < T|(ni - .. ,ny)|'/°

2.12
(2.12) for any i < j such that min(D(n;), D(n;)) > 4Tky", unless j =i+ 1.
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Moreover,

if min(D(n;), D(ni1)) > T)(ni — niy1)|Y/°  for some i, then
min(D(nj’)7 D(nl)) < T”(”j’? e 7ni)”1/57 min(D(ni)v D(nj”)) < T||(ni7 e 7nj”)||1/57

(2.13)
min(D(n;), D(niz1)) < T||(ngr, ..., nig)[|M?, min(D(nig1), D)) < Tl(niga,- .m0,
forany i <i<i+1<j".
Set FD7T71€0 (mv U A, %) = Uk FD7T71€0 (mv n; k, A, m); FD,TJio (Aa m) = Um,n FD,T,KO (mv U A, %)
Given vy = (n1,...,nk) € Uprwe (1, s ky A, R)\ T D 1o (1, nk; ky A), we denote by P(vy) the set of
all i for which min(D(n;), D(niy1)) > T|(n; — nip1)|*/°. Set
8D, T k0;k,A,% (M, M) = Z WD 0 (7)),
er wp (Mmun;k, AR
(2.14) TEFD Tona )
SD, T kosk, A, (M, 0) = Z WD o (7)-

YEL D, T, ko (M,n3k,ADR)

Remark 2.3. (1). Everywhere in this section the set A is fixed. For this reason we suppress
A from the notation. We always assume in all statements that each subset A C 7" under
consideration is a subset of A. The complement A° always means A\ A. When we apply the
statements from the current section in Sections[3 and[3, we will assume A = Z¥. On the other hand, we will
use different subsets in the role of A starting from Section[@. Note for that matter that GAAT o C AR, Toko
if AC Ay C A

(2) The sets of trajectories T'p 1 o (N1, ni; by A), T 1o (01, nis by, A, R) are designed to estimate the in-
verse for two different types of matrices we study in this work. We introduce these two types of matrices in
Section [d and Section[d, respectively. We estimate the inverse via the functions

8D.T ko,c0:A(M, M) 1= Z 67 8D, Tomosk, A (M, 1),
k>1

D, Trocon (M, ) := > &6 8D 1mosk A (M, ),

(2.15) k2t

SD T ,ro.co:n (M, M) 1= Z e SD T roika (M, 1),
k>1

SD.T ko .e0:n0 (M, 1) 1= Z 6 SD. T ykosk A (M, 1),
k>1

respectively. One of the important properties of these functions is “functoriality” with respect to the Schur
complement formula. The precise meaning of this “functoriality” is formulated in Lemmal213, Its derivation
is based on the mutiplicativity property of the functions wp x,(7), Wp.ke(77) with respect to the operation
7 U2

(3) In Sections [HIO we will use the function Wp ., () and the corresponding sums. We will use the
function wp ., () and the corresponding sums in Section [Tl

Lemma 2.4. Let v = (n1,...,n%) € I'prw,(ni,ne; k, A, R). Set M = 4T/£51, tp(y) = %, Y =
ZO<s§t275S'
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Iftp(y) <5, then Wp o (7) < exp(—kol|y|| + kM?®). Otherwise, with ¢ chosen such that D(ny) = D(v),
we have

(2.16)
e m0(1=Pep ) I7II+-D() if (,0 —1¢ P(v) and max,x D(n;) < D]\%e),
W () < e~ ro(1=9: 5 ) IVl if 0,0 —1 ¢ P(y) and max;.o D(n;) > D]\(}ge),
DurolV) = ] g=ro(1=dp () I1I+2D(7) if £ € P(y) or £ — 1€ P(y) and max;ggr_1,04 D(ng) < DI\(/[Z’Z),
e~ 0(1=F:p e+l if £ € P(y) or £ —1¢€ P(y) and max g1, D(ny) > D]\(ﬁ).

Here, by convention, a maximum taken over the empty set is set to be —oo.

Proof. The verification of the estimate goes by induction in k = 1,2,.... The estimate obviously holds for
k = 1. Note also that if tp(y) < 5, the estimate holds for obvious reasons. So, we assume henceforth that
tp(y) > 5. Assume that the estimate [2.I6]) holds for any trajectory v = (nf,...,n}) witht <k —1, k > 2.
Recall that £ is chosen such that D(n;) = D(7). There are several cases to be considered.

Case (I). Assume first that £ — 1,¢ ¢ P(y). Assume also that 2 < ¢ < k — 1, so that v1 = (n1,...,n¢-1),
Yo = (n¢41,...,nk) are defined. Let £; be such that D(ny,) = D(v;), i = 1,2. Note that v = (n1,...,nx) €
Tp.r(n1,nk; A, R) implies T||(ne,, . .., ne)||}/® > D(ny,), since otherwise £; = ¢ — 1 € P(y). In particular,
(|[y2ll + [ne—1 — ne|)Y® > T2 D(ng,) = T~ M 1) > Mtp(1)=1 Let us consider the following sub-cases.

(a) Assume that M?maxj<s j2¢, D(n;) < D(ng,) < M~2D(ng). This implies in particular D(ng, ) > M?2,
that is, tp(v1) > 2. In particular, 4¢p(y1) — 5 > ¢tp(y1) + 1. It implies also that ¢p(y1) + 2 < tp(7y). Recall
that due to the inductive assumption, we have Wp ., (71) < exp(—ro(1 — D¢, (v,)) 71|l +2D(n,)). Hence,

W o (1) exp(—#o|ne—1 — mel) < exp(—ro(1 = Dip () (7]l + [me—1 — 10]) + 2D (ne,))

< exp(—ro(1 = D (3)) (10l + 101 = nal) + 2T (|72 ]| + [ne—1 — ne])'/?)

< exp(—[ko(1 = V() — 2760 (Il + Ine—1 = ne) =) (Il + [re—1 = nel))

< exp(=[ro(1 = Vrp (y0) = 2Tro "M PO (||| + ey — ne]))

< exp(—ro(1 =D (yy) = 4PN (I || + g1 — nal))

< exp(—ro(1 = Dip (o)1) (Il + [ne—1 = ne])) < exp(—ro(1 = Vi) (|72l + [0—1 = ne])).-

(2.17)

(b) Assume that D(ng, ) < M~2maxj<e jze, D(n;), D(ng,) < M~2D(n;). Once again, tp(y1)+2 < tp(7).
Due to the inductive assumption, this time one has Wp ., (71) < exp(—ro(1 — V¢, (y)+1)[71]])- So

Wp ko (1) exp(—rone—1 — nel) < exp(—=ro(1 = Ve () 41) (72l + o1 — )
< exp(=ro(L = Vip () (Il + -1 = 70]))-
(¢) Assume D(ng,) < M~2D(ng). Obviously, (a) or (b) applies. Thus, in any event, we have
W ko (1) €xp(—ro|ne—1 — ne|) < exp(=ro(1 = e, ) (11l + 101 = mel))-

(d) Assume D(ng,) > M~2D(ny). Since we assumed that tp(y) > 5, we have D(ng,) > M~2M° = M3.
So, tp(y1) > 3. In particular, 4¢p(y1) — 7 > tp(y1) + 1. Using the inductive assumption, we obtain

(2.18)

WD ko (m1) exp(—£Kolne—1 — ne| + 2D (ng)

< exp(—ro(1 = Fip (30 (I7all + [0—1 = el) + (2 +2M) D(ny, )

(2.19) < exp(—ro(l — Dy () — g (2 + 2MH)M A2V (| 4 gy — ]
<€XP(—RO( i) — AP0V (| + [ne—r = ne)

< exp(—ko(1 = Dip )+ 1) (Il + [ne—1 = ne])) < exp(—=ro(L = Doy gy 41) (7l 4 [ne—1 = 1e])).-

— — ~— ~—

Now we prove the statement in case (I). Obviously, the cases (¢) and (d) complement each other. Note
also that since £ ¢ P, one can similarly identify the cases (a)—(d) for 72 and establish estimates similar to
EI0)-ZT39). Assume that case (¢) applies for both 4; and 5. Combining the estimates for v; and ~,, we
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obtain the desired estimate in the first line case in (2.16). Assume now that we have case (d) for v; and case
(c) for v2. Then,
Wb ko (V) = Wb .ko (71) exp(—ro|ne—1 — ne + D(ne)) exp(=ro|ners — ne )Wp ko (72)
(2.20) < exp(—ko(1 = Dip ()+1) (Ml + Ine—1 — el = Ko (1 = e 40)) (2]l + |11 = 1e]))
< exp(—no(l - 1975D(’Y)+1)H'7H)7
which is the estimate in the second line case in (2.I6). The same estimate holds if we have case (c) for v,
and case (d) for ;. Finally, assume we have case (d) for both v; and 7,. Since D(z) > 1 for any z, it follows
that
Wb,so(Y) = W,y (1) €xp(—ro|ne—1 — ne| + D(ne)) exp(=rolnesr — ne)Wp s, (12)
(2.21) < exp(—ro(1 = Dop ()4 1) (Il + [ne—1 = mel = Ko (1 = Dy (3)41) (12l + [e-1 — nel))
< exp(—ko(1 — iy (1) 1715
which is again the estimate in the second line case in (2.16]).

This finishes the verification in the case (I) with 2 < ¢ < k — 1. One can see that the estimates hold for
the rest of sub-cases in the case (I).

Case (II). Assume now that ¢ € P(v). Then, in particular, £ +1 < k. Assume in addition that
2<{¢<k-—2, s0that vy = (n1,...,n0-1), 75 = (Net2,...,ni) are defined. Due to (ZI3) in Definition 22
the arguments from case (I) apply to ;1. For the same reason very similar arguments apply also to 5. The
estimates for 75 are as follows:

W, (,Yé)e*fcd|("e-,m+1,ne+2)|| < 6*50(1*19@(*7))(”’71||+|"ef1*ne|), if D(Vé) < M72D(n2),

(2.22) Wp ,.m('yé)e_'“o”("2’"“1’"“2”|+2D("£) < 6_50(1_"9tD('y)+1)(”’71”+|n£—1_n£|)7if D(Vé) > M_zD(ng).

Combining the estimates for v; and ~4, one obtains the desired estimate in the third and forth line cases in
(2I6). One can see that the estimates hold for the rest of sub-cases in the case (I71).

Case (III). Finally, assume that £ — 1 € P(). Then, in particular £ — 1 > 1. Assume in addition that
3 < ¢ <k—1,sothat v{ = (n1,...,n0—2), Y2 = (Ne41,...,nx) are defined. The argument for this case is
completely similar to the one in case (I7). O

Corollary 2.5. Let D € GA 7.4y, ¥ € I'D1oko (M, k, A, R), k> 1. Then,

(2.23)
W0 (1) < exp(—roly ||+ H(AT#)°) < exp(—Lrolm — nl) exp(~ ol + k(4Th5 ) i tp(2) <5
Wi xa ) < exp(~1amoll7]| +2D(7))
< i [exp(—L rolm |-+ 2T (min () ia (n)) /%) expl(—roll ] + 2T 2),
exp(—%mﬂm —n|+2D)|, D:= mng(:E) if tp(y) > 5.

Proof. If tp(y) < 5, then the estimate follows from Lemma [Z4 since ||7y|| > |m —n|. Assume that tp(y) > 5.
Let ¢ be such that D(ng) = D(y). Recall that D(n;) < Tua(ng)'/®. Furthermore, pa(ng) < pa(m) +
m — el < pa(m) +[lyll. So, D(v) < T(pa(m) + [YI)V> < T(ua(m)*/® + |7][*/). Similarly, D(y) <
T(ua(n)Y® + ||7]|*/?). Note also that 1 —9; > 1 —1/31 > 15/16 for any . Due to Lemma 24} one has in
any event

_ 15 _
20 Wb, (7) < exp(—ro(1 = Vi, () I17]l + 2D(7)) < exp(=grollyll +2D(7))
2.24

7 . 1
< exp(—griolm — n| + 2T (min pr(m), p1a (n))/%) exp(— g woll1]] + 2T [[7]]'/?)-

It follows also from Lemma 24 that Wp ., (v) < exp(—1gko|m — n| 4+ 2D). O
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To proceed we need the following elementary estimate.

Lemma 2.6. (1) For any o, B,k > 0 and 0 < g9 < min(271?~4a? exp(—8B)), we have
Y. ep(—alll) < (8a7HFD,

~eT'(m,n;k,Z")

1
Z et exp(kB) Z exp(—al|y|]) <eg.

k>2 ~yel(m,n;k,Z")

(2.25)

(2) For any C,T > 1 and g9 < min(exp(—87C/%),274+1(C + 1)~ we have

(2.26) ng_l Z exp(2T||y)|/%) < Zs exp(2TCY2)(2(C + 1)) —D¥ < sé.

k22 yel(mmnik,A),|v]I<C k>2

Proof. One has

Z exp(—al|v]]) < Zexp a|r| ( Z exp(_m))(kﬂ)y

~yel(m,n;k,Z") rezv reZ,r>0
(2.27) = (2(1 — exp(—a)) ) < (8o~ ),
ZE exp(kB) Z exp(—allv|]) < ZE exp(kB) (8 H)F—Dv < eé.
k>2 ~yel (m,n;k,A,R) k>2
This verifies (1). Part (2) follows from (1). O

Lemma 2.7. Let D € Go 7., Let 0 < g9 < min(272 4537 exp(—(8Try 1)?), 27100 HDT=8) . Then,

S Tomoseosa o (M, n) < min [3e/

exp(— ol — | + 21 (min ua (m). i (1)),
(2.28) 2e4/? exp(—imdm —n|+2D)] ifm#n,

SD.Tk0,20:0,9 (M, m) < min [exp(D(m)) + 35(1)/2 exp(2T pua (m)'/%), 2exp(2D)].
Proof. Let m # n. Using (2Z23]), one obtains

7 _ 1
5D, T ok, a3 (M, 1) < exp(=gkolm —n| + k(4T kg %) > exp(—grollvll)
~yel(m,n;k,A,R)

7
(2.29) + exp(—§/£0|m — n| + 27 (min pp (m), pa (n)) /) x
1
[ Y ew(-mmoll + > exp(2T 1)
vel(m,nsk,A,R) vEL (m,nsk, A R), |71 <25(Trg )3/2

Combining (2:29), (223)), and ([2.26]), one obtains

7 .
.o (1, 1) < 32/ exp(— ol — ] + 27 (min ux (), ua (1))
The derivation of the other estimates is completely similar. O
Remark 2.8. In the last lemma we estimate the functions Sp 7 kgeo:n,x(m,n) only. Clearly,

5D, T k0,e0;0 (M5 1) < SD T 1g,20:0,: (M, ).

Later in this work we will need also the following estimates:
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Lemma 2.9. Let D € Gp 1y, Let 0 < g9 < min(272 k37 exp(—(8Tky1)%), 2710 HDT=8) " Let 0 <
a(m,n) <1, m,n € A be arbitrary. Then, for any mo,ng € A¢, we have

G D, 7,000 (M0, 10) 1= €0 Y almo, m) exp(—rolmo —m| + [mo = m|"/*)Sp,1 g cin,9(m, n)

m,neA
2.30 1/2
( ) exp(—ko|no — n| + |no — n|1/5)a(n,n0) < 50/ exp(—kro|mo — nol/4),
QD,T,I{o,EQ;A,m(mO) = 60®D,T,Iio,€o;/\,%(m07m0) < 63/2;
@(1) (m e _ _ _ 1/5
D Toro.c0: AR 0,M0) = €p Z a(mg, my) exp(—ko|mo — m1| + |mg — ma|/°)
m;,n; EA
2.31
(2.31) SD.T o, coin 1 (1, 1) exp(—ko|ny — ma| + |ny — ma|Y® + [ma — 10Y°)SD 7 k0 c0:n 08 (M2, 12)
exp(—ko|no — na2| + [no — n2|1/5)a(n2,n0) < 5(1)/2 exp(—ro|mo — no|/8),
(2) ._ _ _ _ 1/5
@D)Tﬁwo;Am(mo,no) = g9 Z a(mo, my) exp(—ko|mo — ma| + |mg — mq|/°)
mi,niGA
SD.T o coi ot (11, 11) exp(—kip|n1 — ma| + [ma — 11 Y + |ma — mo|*®)Sp.7 o co:n 5 (2, 122)
(2.32)

(-
exp(—ko|ms — na| + |m3 — ?”L2|1/5 + |ms3 — mO|1/5>SD,T,/<0,50;A,9‘§(m3; ns)
exp(—ko|ns — ma| + |ma — 7”03|1/5 + |my — mo|1/5)SD,T,50,50;A,9%(m47n4)

/2

exp(—ko|ng — ng| + |no — n4|1/5)a(n4,n0) < aé exp(—ko|mo — ng|/16).

Proof. Using ([Z28)) from Lemma 27 and (ZI1)) from Definition [Z2] one obtains

2 1/2
Qb Troconm(mo) <eg Y 3’ "%
m,neA,m#n

1 .
exp(—zkao|m —n| — kglmo — m| — ko|mo — n| + T(min up (m), uA(n))l/5

+|m —n|"" + jmo — m|Y® + |mo — n|*/°) + &2 Z exp(—2ko|mo — m| 4 2lmg — m|*/?)
meA

(2.33) lexp(Tpun (m)*/®) + 353/2 exp(2T pa (m)'/%)] < 2 Z 355/2 X

m,neA,m#n
1
exp(—1ﬁ0|m —n| — kglmo — m| — ko|mo — n|
+T (min(|mo — ml, lmo — )/ + |m —n|'/® + [mo — m['/® + |mo — n|'/?)

+el Z exp(—2ko|mo — m| + 2|mo — m|"/®)[exp(T|mo — m|*/®) + 353/2 exp(2T |mgo — m|*/?)].
meA

Combining this estimate with ([225), one obtains [230). The derivation of the rest of the estimates is
completely similar. 0

Lemma 2.10. Assume that A = Ay U Ay, Ay N Ay = 0. Then, pa(m) > pa;(m) if m € A;. In particular,
let Dj € Ga, T,ro, J = 1,2. Set D(m) := Dj(m) if m € Aj. Then, D € Go,1 x,-

Proof. Let m € A;. It follows from the definition of the functions pas that pa(m) > pa;(m). The second
statement follows from the first one, just due to the definition of G 7 x,- O
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Lemma 2.11. Assume that A = Ay U Ay, Ay N Ay =0. Let Dj € Ga, 1.xo, j = 1,2. Set D(m) := D;(m) if
m € Aj. Let m,n € Aq,
y=mnUre-Uretr, o=71Uy Uy
(2.34)  Y2ir1 = (M12i415 -+ Mhgyir 2i41) € U0y (10,2041, Mgy 20013 A1, R), M1 =M, Mgy 0y =10
Y2i = (N1,2i5 -+ Moy 2i) € DDy, 7(10,205 Nkeyy 20415 A2, R), g, = 1.
Then,
(1) Y, 0 S FD,T,KQ (A7 %)
(2) If U2 Uyaetr = 71U Uy g, 68 >0, thent =t/ v = ). Similarly, if y1Uryz -+ -Uyze =
MUYy Uy, t, 8 >0, thent =t', v; =77
Proof. (1) We verify the statement for 7. The verification for ¢ is completely similar. Re-denote v as
v = (no,n1,...,nk). We need to verify conditions (ZI12)), (2.13) for any ¢ < j such that min(D(n;), D(n;)) >
4T kg L Clearly these conditions hold if n;, ... ,n; are consecutive points in some ;. Assume that n; € Ay,
n; € Ag. Assume also that D(n;), D(n;) > 4Ty ". One has

Dy (n;) < Tpun, (ni)'/?, Da(nj) < T, (ny)'/?,
(2.35) (R - mg) [l > [ — ni| > max(ua, (n:), pa, (7)),
max(D(n;), D(n;)) < T||(ni, ..., n;)||"/>.

So, conditions (212), (ZI3) hold in this case. Assume now that n, € Ay, np, € Ao, n; € Ay, i < h < j.
Assume also that D(n;), D(ny,), D(n;) > 4Ty *. Then, due to 35), one has D(n;) < T|(ni,...,nu)|*?,
D(n;) < T|(nn,...,n;)||'/®. This of course implies conditions (ZI2), (ZI3) in this case. The Verlﬁcatlon
for the rest of the cases is completely similar. This finishes the first statement.

(2) The proof goes by induction in max(t,t') = 0,1,.... We will prove the statement regarding v = 4'. The
proof for ¢ = ¢’ is completely similar. If ¢,# = 0, then the statement is trivial. Assume that the statement
holds if max(¢,t') < s—1, where s > 1. If t > 1, then v Uy - - U72t+1 ¢ I‘(m n; A1) since Ay N Ay = 0. So,
one can assume t,t" > 1. Note that n1 2141, .., My 2041 € A1, 1) PYARTORS k%/ Lov41 € Aq, Ny, 2t € Ao,
n;cw)%, € Ay. Since v = v/, one concludes that koiy1 = ko1 and ;0041 = nz,2t’+1 for all 4. This implies
v Uz Uy =y Uvs - - - U~d,. Repeating this argument, one concludes that ko, = ko and n; 0, = ng,Qt’
for all 4. This implies v3 U2+ U~v2—1 =71 U5+~ U5, ;. Due to the inductive assumption, one has
thent —1=1%—1,v; =9}, 1 <j <t— 1. This finishes the proof. O

Lemma 2.12. (1) Assume that A = Ay UAg, Ay N Ay = 0. Let Dy € Gp, 1y Let Do(z) > 1, z € Ay be
such that Da(z) < Tua(z)'/® for any x € Ay. Set D(m) := D;(m) if m € Aj, m € A;. Then, D € Gp 1., -
(2) Let m,n € Ag and v; = (N1, -y Nky i) € Dporre (A1, R), @ = 1,2, be arbitrary. Set v = (m,n) if
m#mn, v =(m)if m=n,v; =(m), v =n. Then, 11U, 7" Uy2,711 U7 Uv2,71 U1 U € T'p 1o (A, R).
Proof. The first part is clear. For the second part, we cannot just refer to Lemma 2.11] since it may happen
that Dy ¢ Ga, 1.x,- However, a part of the argument from the proof of Lemma [ZTT] still works. We need to
verify conditions (212), 2I3) for any ¢ < j. We will do this for v := (n1,...,nx) := v1 Uy U2 with m # n.
The verification for the rest of the cases is similar. If i < j < ky or k1 +3 <14 < j < k, then (212), ZI3)
hold since v; € T'p 1k, (A1,R). The argument from the proof of Lemma [2.17] still works in the following
cases: (a)igkl,kl—i-?)gjgk, (b)lgkl,k1+1§j§]€1+2, (C) ki+1<i1<k+2k+3<73<k
since D1 € G, 7,k Let k1 +1<i<j<k;+2. Theni=+k; +1,j =k +2, that is, j =i+ 1. Obviously,
in this case (ZI3) holds. O

Lemma 2.13. Let A = Al U AQ, A1 ﬂAQ =0{. Let Dj S 9Aj7T7,£0, j = 1,2 Let
Ha, Tipo
Ha = .
Ta1  Ha,
Liji=Ta, 0, (k0) =H(k,£), ke lel;. Assume that the following conditions hold:
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eow(m,n) := ggwp(m,n) := |Ha(m,n)| < egexp(—ko|lm —nl|), m#n,

0<ro<1,0<er<min(2 2" 4kl exp(—(8Tky 1)®, 27 10D —8Y),
(ii) The matriz s, is invertible; moreover,

(2'36) |:}CX]1 (mv n)| < S$D;,T,ko,e0;A;,R (m, n)

Then, Hy = [Ha, — F211}CX3F112](m,n) is invertible, Ha is invertible, and

33 (mn) <) e > WD, o (7)

k>1 ’yGFDl’T’ND(m,n;k,Al,%)
+y ed! > WD, 10 (V) < 8D, T ko,e0ik,0,% (M 1), mum € Ag,
q>3 ’yGFg:;{KO(m,n;q,A)
3G (mon)| = [Hy H(man)| < e > WD, (7)
(237) k>1 YET D, T, 1o (M,15k, A2, R)
+> et > WD, (V) £ DT k0 ,c0ik, A1 (M, 1), M, m € Ag,
k23 verG R (monik, A R)
|35 (m, m)]
< k-1 < A A
< €0 WP, ko ("Y) < SD,T,KQ,Eo;k,A,f)‘\‘(mvn)a meE Np, N € Ng, P 5& q,
k>3 ’YEF(DP ;L;dd)(m n;k,A,R)
where Fg:gp{ﬁo(m,n;k,/&,%) = Ut>11"g’£qp’%(m,n; kA R), l"g’gp’g (m,n;k,A,iR) stands  for
the set of all v € Tpre,(m,nik,A,R) such that v = v U~ - U yq1 with v, €

,q,0dd ,q,0dd,
T, 70 (Aps R), ) € T, tina (M), p # @ THE 00" (mymik, A, %) = Uy, T (momi b, A, ),
I‘%’:gp,;a[l)d t)( m,n; k, A, R) stands for the set of ally € T' p 1k, (m,n; k, A, R) such that v = v Uy - - Uy
with v; € Tp, 7.x0(Ap), Vi € Up, 1k (Ng), p # q, and D(m) = Dj(m) if m € A;.

Proof. Let m,n € As. For any ¢ > 1, one has

(2.38)
_ _ Z1nt
|[F, (T2 3y, 1230, ) 1(myn)| < >
n;EAg;n, €A i=1,...,t
e5!|H, (m,ma)| exp(—rolna — 0 [)[H ] (], nh)| . [H5, (ne,n)| < >

n;€An, €A1 i=1,... L
Z (3, ki) +(2, k)—1 Z Z Z
60 e
ki ki >1,5=1,... Y ET Dy, T g (Myn15k1,A2,R) 7] €T Dy, 1,1 (n2,m33K] ,A1,R) Yt4+1€0 Dy, T kg (ne, 5kt 1,A2,0R)
/
WD, ko (V1) €XP(—koln1 = 12| )Wb, ko (1) - - - WD ko (Ye41)

-y

n;€A;n, €A1 i=1,.. L
Z : (3, ki) + (2, k)—1 Z : Z : 2 :
60 e
ki ki >1,5=1,... Y1 €L Dy, T,k (Myn13k1,A2,R) V] €L Dy 7,k (R2,133K] ,A1,97) Vt+1€L0 Dy, T kg (Pt,m5ke41,A2,R)

WD o (Y1 UYL -+ - Uyig1).



ON THE INVERSE SPECTRAL PROBLEM FOR THE QUASI-PERIODIC SCHRODINGER EQUATION 15

Combing ([238) with Lemma 21T], one obtains

(239) |[j‘fA (PQ 1j‘fA11F1 Q}CAZ m n | < ZE Z wD,m)(’Y)-

k>1 GFg;tﬁ) (m,n;k,AR)

Due to Lemma [2.17] I‘g;;o (m,n; k, A, R) N I‘(ngpt,;z (m,n; k', A,R) =0, unless ¢t = t’. Hence,

(2.40) D [FH A (T M T o3 ) Tm, )| <> ep ™ > Wp o (7)-
t=1 k=1 ~eTTa) . (monik,AR)
) A

Note that I‘g:gp)ﬁo (m,n;k, A, R) N I‘D2 Toro (M, my Ky Ao, R) = 0. Thus,
=[(Ha, — T2 15{X11F1 2) " (m, )| < [[F, ] (m,n) |+

1 t
E |9{A Fglg{A Flgj{A mn |< E 5 E wDJ@o(’Y)
(2.41) t>1 k>1 YEL Dy, T,k (MK, A2,R)
k—1
+ E :50 E WD, ko (7) < SD,T,HO@(J;]C,A,W(mvn)'
k>1 GF(; ;.)No(m,n;k,l\,%)

Due to the Schur complement formula, 3, is invertible and [H,'](m,n) = [H, '](m,n)|. This finishes the
proof of the statement when m,n € As.
Let now m,n € Ay. Using the Schur complement formula and (2:39), one obtains

|36 (my )| = |[3€5) J(mm)| + [[33) Ta2Hy ' Tan 3! (m,n)]

< ZEO Z WDy ,ko (7)

E>1 YET D, T g (M,n3k, A1, R)
k+0+k—1
4 E € E Z
(2.42) — 0
kol E>1 n1,na€A1n2,n3€EA2 YEL D, 7,k (M,n13k,A1,R)

[ > +> > ] >
AELDy 1o (n2,m336,82) - 121 \erF 0D (om0, )  TET D1 Torg (Ra,nik, A1, )
WD ko (V)W(N1, M2)WD o (N W(N3, N4)WD ke (7)-
Note that here
WD ko (V)W(N1, M2)WD ko (N)W(N3, M) WD o (V) = WD ,ke (YU AUA).

Let 7 € Tpy 7m0 (ky A1, %), 7 € Ty 1y (, Az, ), A € TH2!) (6,A,9%). One has A = A; UN, -~ U\41 with
Aj € Ty 7oy (M, 13 A2, R), X. € T, 1o (A1, R). Therefore, y UAUF € T2 (mynsk + €+ k, A, ).
Furthermore, let 7' € T'p, 1.k, (', A1,R), 7" € D, T.k0 (I;’, A,R),0 € Fg;t’;z (', A,R), 0 = o1Uo] - -Uop 11
with 0; € I'p, 7.6, (M, n; A2, R), 0 € Tpy 1k (A1, R). HyUANUA =+"Uo U7, then, due to Lemma 2T1]
t=t,y=9, =%, M =01, =01,... M1 = 0t41. If X € T'p, 1.0 (n2,n3; ¢, A2, R), then yUAUF €
I‘g:;’;)o (myn;k+ £+ k, A, ). Therefore,

M (mom) <D eg > W, o (7)Y Y eT! > WD ko (7)

E>1 YEL D, 1, ro (M,n3k, A1, R) t21 923 'yng,’;’fio (m,n;q,A,R)
(2.43) 1 .
= E :EO E : thNo(/Y) + E el § wDﬁo(V)?
k>1 YEL Dy, T,k (M,n;E,A1,R) q=>3 GFg ?mo(mvnﬂl#\ﬁ“)
(1,2) . _ (1,2,t) . (1,2) .
where I'py'7 (m,n; k, A, R) = Ut>1 D.Toro (m,n; k, A,9R). Note that I'p7. (m,n; k, A,R) N

PDl,T,Ho(mvn; k,Al, m) = @ ThU.S,

(2.44) |H (M, )| < D T owo.coik, a1 (M, ).
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This finishes the proof of the statement when m,n € A;. The proof for the cases m € A, n € Ay and
m € Ay, n € Ay is completely similar. O
Lemma 2.14. Let A C Z¥. Assume that
eow(m,n) := gqwa(m,n) := |[Ha(m,n)| < egexp(—kolm —n|), m #n,
0<ro<1,0<ep<min2 2454 exp(—2°Tky '), 270 HDT =8 Let Ay UAy = A, Ay N Ay =0,
Ha, T
Hp =
Foq Ha,

Assume that
(1) The matriz Hp, is invertible and there exists Dy € Ga, 1.k, Such that

(2.45) |9'CX11 (m,n)| < Spy T ko,e0:A1,% (10, ).
(i) Hy = Ha, — Fgﬁﬂ'fX}FLz obeys | det I~{2|’1 < exp(Dy), where Dy < T mingea, uA(:E)l/5.
Set D(x) = D1(z) if v € A1, D(z) = Do if v € Ay. Then, D € Gp 1 ko, Ha is invertible and
(2.46) |FC (M, n)| < 8D T ko con ot (M, 7).
Proof. Note that condition (i) implies in particular D € G5 7 ,,. Furthermore,
(2.47) [Ha(m,n)| < [H(m,n)| + > |H(m,m)|sp, 7,000, :(m 1) [FH (0 m)].
m’,n' €Ay

Let m/,n’ € Ay and v € T'p 1,4, (A1, R) be arbitrary. Set 44 = (m) if v = (n). Then, due to Lemma 2.12]
YUy U, € Tp 1ok, (A1, ). Using Cramer’s rule, condition (i), and (Z47), one obtains

(2.48) [Hy ' (m,n)| < 5D,7,m0,00:0,9(m, ).

Similarly, let m,n € A;. Using the Schur complement formula, Lemma 212 (236), and ([2.47)), one obtains
(2.49) |33 (m, )| = [[3 T (m,n)| + |[H4 T Hy ' To1 Ky N (m, n)| < 8D7mg coin,(m, ).

The same estimate holds for m € Ay, n € As. ]

Lemma 2.15. Assume that the following conditions hold:
gow(m,n) := |H(m,n)| < eoexp(—kolm —n|), m,neAm#n

(2.50) min [$(m, m)| > exp(~4T;y "),
me

0 < g9 < min(27 24453 exp(—(8T kg 1)®), 27 W HDT=8Y) " Then, Hy is invertible and
(2.51) }.’Hxl(m,n)’ < SD Towo.e0ik,A (M, 1).
Proof. Set D(m) = 4Tky "', m € A. Note that D € Gp 1, Set also A(m,n) = H(m, m)dm n, B(m,n) =

H(m,n) — A(m,n), m,n € A. Then, A is invertible with [A~"(m, m)| < exp(4Tky ") and A~ (m,n) = 0 if
m # n. Just as in (Z38)-(240), one obtains
_ 1\t _
(2.52) DA (BAT [(mn) <Y g > WD ko (7)-
t>1 k>1 YEL D, 1,1 (M3, A)
Hence,

(2.53) |33 (m,m)| < A7 m,n) + D [[ATH(BA™) J(m,n)| = 8D,7,m0,e050,0 (7).

t>1

O

Now it is very easy to derive the main result of this section which is the “general multi-scale analysis
scheme based on the Schur complement formula” mentioned in the section title.
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Proposition 2.16. Let (H(z,y))s,yer, A C Z” be a matriz, which obeys
eow(m, n) == |H(z,y)| < eo exp(—ro|z — yl)

for any x # y, 0 < g9 < min(272"~4K3Y, exp(—(8Tky 1)?), 27 0WHVT=8) Let A;, j € J be subsets of A,
ANiNAj=0ifi#j. Let Dj € Ga, 1, Assume that the following conditions hold:

(a) Each Hy; is invertible and

(2.54) |5‘CX],1 (m,n)| < $p; T ko,c0ik,0;,:(M, 1), for any m,n € A; and any j.
(b) For each n & U;c s A, [H(n,n)| > exp(—4Tky ).

Then,

(2.55) |H (M, n)| < 5D 1w coik,a (M, 1),

where D(m) = D;(m) if m € A, for some j, and D(m) = 4Tk, " otherwise.

Proof. Note that D € G 1,,- Set Ag := A\ UjesA;. Due to Lemma [ZT5]

(2.56) |3{X01 (m,n)| < $D. 7,k 0k, A0 (110 ).

Applying repeatedly Lemma [2.T3] one obtains the statement. a

Remark 2.17. In the last three lemmas and in Proposition [2.10 we analyze the cases based on the functions
SD Toro.c0:0,% (M, ) only. The analysis of the cases based on the functions Sp T .g.e0:a(M,M) is completely
similar.

Lemma 2.18. Assume that (3(m,n))m nezr obeys
|H(m,n)| < egexp(—kolm —nl), m#*n, m,neZ’.
Given A such that Hy is invertible, set

(2.57) G(mg,ng, A) := Z .’H(mo,m)ﬂ-(xl(m,n)ﬂ-((n,no), mo,ng € Z¥.

m,neA
Assume that A, A are such that all conditions of LemmalZI3 hold. Assume also that R := dist({mo,no}, A2)
obeys max(max,ep D(x), 4Tk ") < koR/8. Then,
(2.58) [Glmo,mo, A) = Glmo, no, Au)| < 4leo[*/? exp(~—2R).

Proof. We write

G(mo,no,A):[ Z + Z + Z + Z ]

(2.59) mnEA1T  m,nEA>  mEAI,NEA>  mEAINEA;
H(mo, m)H " (m, n)H(n,no) = Q11+ Q2.2 + Q12 + Q21

Due to the Schur complement formula (23], one has for z,y € Aq,

(2.60) H (@, y) = [F (@, y) + [ T2 Hy ' Tan M, (2, ),

where Hy := Hx, — [, T 5. This implies

|G(mo, no, A) — G(mo,no, Ar)| < Z H(mo, m)H(n,no)x
(2.61) m,nen;

[Hy T Hy 'Ta a3 m,n)| + [Q2,2] + Q| + 1Q21] = |Qua| + Q22| + [Q12] + |Q2,1].
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Since all conditions of Lemma [2.13] hold, one can invoke (237). Using the estimate (2Z37) combined with
the estimate (2I6]), one obtains

|Q1.1] <€ Z exp(—ko|lmo — m| — Ko|ln — ng|) X

m,n€Nm,

ngfl Z Wp o () < €8 Z exp(—ko|mo — m| — ko|n — ngl) x

(2.62) q>3 WEFE:;{KO (m,n;q,A,R) m,n€Ay
— 1 _ B
ng ' Z exp(—§;10||~y|| + max(D(v),4Tky 1)),
q>3 (1,2)

’YEFD,T,NO (m,n;q,A,9R)

where Fg:%),no (m,n;k, A, R) = U, I‘gﬁ’%’zo (m,n; k, A, R), ng’%’ﬁzo (m,n;k, A,R) stands for the set of all
v € I'p ke (m,n; k, A, R) such that v = v U~ - Uygpr with v € Tp 1o (Ap, R), vF € Tp 1wy (Ag, R),
p # q. Note that for any m,n and any v € l"g:?m(m,n;q,/&,%), we have |mo — m| + ||| + [n — no| >
2 dist({mo, no}, A2) = 2R. Due to the assumptions of the lemma, max(D(v), 4Tk, ")) < koR/8. Combining
these estimates, one obtains

i - 1
Q1] < |50|2;3 leo|?™? . +2Z/\:m) ” ”>2RGXP(—ZHO||’Y||)
a> mo,no;q+2,A,9%), >
(2.63) - Y 0,1034 . v -
<ol Y _leol M exp(=FR) 30 exp(—grollyl) < Jeol* exp(= T R).
q=>3 Y€ (mo,n03q+2,A,R)
The estimation of the rest of the terms in (Z61]) is completely similar. O

Remark 2.19. We remark here that Lemma 218 applies to any mg,ng € Z¥, regardless of whether A = Z
or A # 7V in Remark [2.3, provided of course the conditions of the lemma hold. The same applies to
Lemma [2Z2]] below.

Lemma 2.20. (1) Let He = (h(z,y;€))ayen be a matriz-function, £ € U C R Assume that Hgl exists

for all . If He is C*-smooth, then Hgl is Cl-smooth, and

(2.64) O, He ' = He (0, He)H, '

If He is C?*-smooth, then Hgl is C%-smooth, and

(2.65)  OF ¢ He''= H (e, He)Hy '(0g, He)He ' + He '(0F, ¢, He)H ' + H (O, He) H ' (Og, He ) H '
(2) Assume that for any & and any x,y € A, we have

(266) |Hgl($7y)| < SD(-;A),T,HO,EO;A,W(Ia y)v T,y € A,

where D € GATw,. Assume that h(m,n;€) are C?-smooth and for m # n obey |0%h(m,n;&)| <
Bexp(—ko|m — n|) for |a] <2, where B > 0 is a constant. Furthermore, assume that there is mg € A such
that |0%h(m, m; €)| < B’ exp(ko|m—mpo|'/?) for anym € A, 0 < |a| < 2, where B' > 0 is a constant. Finally,
assume that |h(m,m;&)| < B” for any m € A, where B"” > 0 is a constant. Set By = max(1, B, B’, B").
Then, for any |8 < 2, and any n € A, we have

(2.67) |85Hgl(m,n)| < (3Bo)m| exp(|B|ko|m — m0|1/5)©‘gl, (m,n), z,y € A;

), T,k0,€05A

compare [230) in Lemma 29

Proof. (1) To verify (2.64), assume for convenience d = 1, £ € (§1,&2). Let & € (&1,&2). For sufficiently
small | — &|, one has ||He — He,|| < M(&0)|€ — &o|, where M (&) = 1 + ||OcHele=¢, || In particular,
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|He — H50||||H;1|| < 1/2 for sufficiently small |£ — &y|. Hence,

H'—H'= H.'[(He, — He)H,')'

o

t>1

= He,'(He, — Ho)He,' + R(E, &),

(268) IR o)l < D I1HE | | He — Heg |
t>2

113 2 —t 2

< g IPIHe — Heo|* Y27 < C(%0) (€ = &),

>0
where C'(&) = M(§0)2||H_01||3. This implies (Z.64)). The derivation of the rest of the identities is similar.
(2) This part follows from part (1) combined with Lemma 2.9] O

Lemma 2.21. Let He = (h(z,y;€))wyezr, € € U CR? be as in part (2) of LemmalZ20. Given A C A, set
Har = Har e = (B — h(m,1;€))monear. Provided ﬂ'fxl exists, set

(2.69) G(mo,no, A; E &) = Z h(mo,m;f)i}(xl(m,n)h(n,no;ﬁ), mg, g € Z¥.
m,neA

Assume that A = Ay U Ay, Ay N Ay = 0, and for any E € (E',E"), §, Ha, Ha, obey all conditions of
Lemma[ZI3. Assume also that R := dist({mo,no}, A2) obeys max(max,ecp D(z),4Tky ") < koR/8. Finally,
assume that (E', E") C (—=Bo, By). Then, for any multi-index |5 < 2, we have

(270) |86G(m07 no, A; E7 5) - 66G(m07 no, Al; E7 5)' S 7803388/2 exp(—%R).

Proof. We use the notation from the proof of Lemma 218 with E, £ being suppressed. Using the notation
from (2:61]), one obtains

(2.71) |5B(G(m07n07/\) — G(mo,no, A1))| < 10°Q1.1| + 10°Qa.2| + 10°Q1.2] + 10°Q2.1|.

Using (2.67) from part (2) of Lemma 220, one obtains

079¢3 " (m, )|, 10° Hy  (m,n)| < (3B0)P1Dp] 1 (mn),

107 (33 D12 Hy T 135 (mm))| < (195B0) 1DV ().

(2.72)

Now, using (Z72) just like in ([262), ([Z63), one obtains [3°Q; 1| < 1953088/2 exp(—"£R). The estimation
of the rest of the terms in (Z7T]) is similar. O

3. EIGENVALUES AND EIGENVECTORS OF MATRICES WITH INESSENTIAL RESONANCES OF ARBITRARY
ORDER
Let A be a non-empty subset of Z”. Let v(n), n € A, ho(m,n), m,n € A, m # n be some complex

functions. Consider Hy . = (h(m, n; 5))m nen Where € € C,

(3.1) h(n,n;e) =v(n), n € A,
h(m,n;e) =cho(m,n), m,n €A, m+#n.

Assume that the following conditions are valid,

(3.2) v(n) = v(n),
(3.3) ho(m,n) = ho(n,m),

(3.4) |[ho(m,n)| < Brexp(—kolm —n|), m,n€A, m#n,
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where 0 < B; < 00, kg > 0 are constants, |(z1,22, . .,z,,)‘ = Zj |zj], z; € C. For convenience we always
assume that 0 < By <1, 0 < ko < 1/2.

Take an arbitrary mg € A. For € = 0, the matrix Hj . has an eigenvalue Ey = v(my), and ¢o(n) = dmg.n,
n € A is the corresponding eigenvector. Assume that

(3.5) inf {|Jv(n) —v(me)| :m € A, n#mo} > o > 0.
In this case, elementary perturbation theory yields the following:

There exist €9 > 0 and analytic functions E(g), p(n,e) defined in the disc D(0,e9) = {e € C: |e] < o},
n € A such that

(3.6) Z lp(n,e)|* =1, for e € (—eo,0),
neA

3.7) Hep(n,e) = E(e)p(n, €),

(3.8) E(0)=Eo, ¢(n,0)=po(n).

Let Hy . = (h(m,n; 5))m nea be defined as in BI)) In this section we will analyze some cases where the
basic non-resonance condition (33 does not hold for the matrix Hp o, but it does hold for some smaller
matrices Hy o, A1 C A More specifically, we will assume that there is some structure of such smaller

matrices. This idea leads to an inductive definition of classes of matrices N (mg, A 50) , which we introduce
here.

The idea of analytic continuation in the parameter € is absolutely crucial in the further development of the
method. This development addresses the so-called cases of pairs of resonances. In this section we establish
all estimates related to the analytic dependence on the parameter ¢ needed later in the applications. On the
other hand, the analytic dependence itself helps to avoid certain ambiguities in the very definitions in this
section. Let us first recall Rellich’s theorem on the analytic dependence of the eigenvalues of self-adjoint
matrices:

o Let Ac = (amn(€))1<m.n<n be an analytic matrix function defined in a neighborhood of the interval
g1 < € < g2. Assume that for € € (e1,e3), the matrix A, is self-adjoint. Then, there exist real analytic
functions E,(¢), € € (e1,e2), such that for each ¢, specA. = {E,(¢) : 1 < n < N}. In particular,
assume that for some £(°), the matrix has a simple eigenvalue F(°). Then, there is unique E,,(g) such that
Ep, () = E©),

Definition 3.1. Assume that Ha . obeys B.1)—B.3),

(3.9) le] < €0, €0 :=¢c0(do, ko) := (50)%, &o:= min(2~ 24v—4 4” 529 2 10( ”+1)(4AO 1og50_1)78”).

For these values of €, we say that Hy . belongs to the class N 1) (mO,A; (50).

Let 0 < By < 1 be a constant. We assume that 1og551 > 232[35110g /@51. Introduce the following
quantities:

(3.10)  BRM = (5) ", R = (58 V) " u=2,3,..., & =exp(—(log R™)?), u=1,2,....

Assume that the classes NG (mg, N 50) are already defined for s' =1,...,s — 1, where s > 2.

Assume that Ha. obeys BI)-B4). Let mo € Z". Assume that there exist subsets M) (A) C A,
s =1,...,5s—1, some of which may be empty, and a collection of subsets A(S,)(m) c A, me M), such
that the following conditions hold:

(a) mo € MED(A), m e A6 (m) for any m € ME)(A), ' <s—1.
(b) MEV(A)NMED(A) =0 for any s' < s"'. For any (m’,s') # (m”,s"), we have

A(S/)(m/) ﬁ A(S//)(m//) — 0
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(c) For any & = 1,...,s — 1 and any m € ME)(A), the matriz Hp ) (e
N(Sl)(m,A(Sl)(m);éo). Note that, in particular, this means that for the set A(Sl)(m), a system of
subsets M(Sl)(A(S/)(m)) C A(S/)(m), s"=1,...,¢, and A(S//)(m) C A(S/)(m), m € M(S/)(A(Sl)(m)) is
defined so that all the conditions stated above and below are valid for HA(S/)( in the role of Hp ¢,
s’ in the role of s, and m in the role of myg.

belongs to

m),e

(m + B(R(S/))) C A(S/)(m'), for any m’ € M(S/)(A), s’ <s.

(mo + B(R™)) C A.

(e) For anyn € A\ {mo}, we have v(n) # v(mg). So, E®) (mg, A;0) := v(mg) is a simple eigenvalue of
Hppo. Let E() (mO,A;a), e € R, be the real analytic function such that E() (mO,A;E) € spec Hy
for any e, E® (mg, A;0) = v(myg). Similarly, for any m € MEV(A), and n € A (m)\ {m},
we have v(n) # v(m). So, ES)(m, A (m);0) := v(m) is a simple eigenvalue of Hp ) (my 0
Let E(Sl)(m,A(sl)(m);E), e € R, be the real analytic function such that E(S/)(m,A(S/)(m);E) €

for any €, E(S/)(m,A(S/)(m);O) =wv(m). Set

Es = EQ — Z 5(()8/), s> 1.

1<s'<s

spec HA(S/)(

m),e

If s =1, we will show in Proposition 33 that E™") (mo, A; 5) can be extended analytically in the disk
le] < eq. For s =2, it is required by the current definition that for all complex €, |e| < g9, we have

(3.11) 3561) < ‘E(l)(m,A(l)(m);s) - E(l)(mo,A(l)(mo);a)‘ < (5(80) = dp/8.

We show in Proposition that in this case, E) (mo, A; 5) can be extended analytically in the disk
le] < ea. Using induction we prove in Proposition[3.3 that this is true for all s. For s > 3, we require
that for all e € C with |e] < e5_2, we have

35(()5*1) < ’E(sfl) (m7 A(sfl)(m);g) _ E(sfl) (mo’ A(sfl)(mo);g)‘ < 6(8872)7 for m # mo,
(3.12) 56

OT < |E(5l) (m,A(SI)(m); 5) — EG-D (mo, A(S_l)(mo);a)‘ < 5(()5/71), fors' =1,...,5—2.

(f) Fors =1, we have [v(n)—v(mg)| > do/4 for every m # mq. Fors > 2, we have [v(n)—v(mo)| > (60)*
for every n € AN\ (Uy<v<om1 Uneatey A7 ().
In this case we say that Hp . belongs to the class N() (mo, A; (50). We call mg the principal point. We set
s(mo) = s. We call mq the principal point. We call A~V (mg) the (s — 1)-set for my.

Remark 3.2. Note that in particular
ko (R)/16 > log(éés))_l,é(s) < (6671)8, (5(81) < eo/2.

Proposition 3.3. Let E(sl)(m,A(sl)(m);e) be the same as in Definition [31, m € MED ¢ =1, ..
The following statements hold:

(1) Define inductively the functions D(AG)(m)), 1 < s < s —1, m € M(s'), D(-;A) by setting
for s = 1, D(z;A) = 4logdyt for x € A\ {mo}, D(mo;A) = 4log(6M))~1; and by setting for
s> 2, D(x;A) = D(x; A (m)) if z € A6 (m) for some s < s —1 and some m € M(s') \ {mo},
D(x; A) = D(; A (mg)) if o € A~ (mg)\ {mo}, D(mo; A) = 2log(8§”) ", D(z; A) = 4log d; !
if & € A\ (Urcy<s Umentsy A (m)). Then, D(50)(m)) € Spenmymme: 1 < 8 < s — 1,
m € M(s'), D(-;A) € Ga1no, T = 4kolog oy, max, m, D(z;A) < 410g(56571))_1. We will denote
by D(-; A\ {mq}) the restriction of D(-;A) to A\ {mo}.

.,8—1.
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(2) For s = 1, the matriz (E — Hp\{mo},e) s invertible for any || < &, |E —v(mo)| < do/4. For
s > 2, [e| < es2, and |E — EC™Y (mo, ALY (my);e)| < 25(()5_1), the matrices (E' — H ) (n).c)s

¢ <s—1,me M), m #£mg and the matrices (E — H 1) (mo)\{mo}.e)s (B — Hp\{mo},e) are
invertible. Moreover,

(B~ Hp (my.e) 1@ 9] S8 pae (my) Tomos 546" ) (25 9):
(3.13) (B = Ha— (mo\{mo )~ 1@ )] < 8D(AG1 (mo)\ {mo }) Tk el AG—D (mo)\ {mo} (£5 ),
(B = H\{moy.e) ™ 1@ 0] < SDGAN o)), oo elid\ fmo} (25 9)-
(3) Set Ay := A\ {mo}. The functions
K (m,n, Amy;e, E) = (E — Ha,, o) " (m,n), m,n € Ap,,
Q¥ (mo, A;e, E) = Z h(mo,m’;e) K (m!,n'; Ay e, EYh(n', mo; €),

(314) m/,n'€Am,
F® (mg,n, Apy; &, E) = Z K (n,m, Ao, E)h(m, mo;€), 1 € Ay
MEANn,,

are well-defined and analytic in the following domain,

le] < &0, |E—v(mo)| <do/4, in cases=1,

(3.15) le] < es—2:=€0 — Z 588/), |E - E(Sfl)(mo,/\(sfl)(mo);sﬂ < 25(()5_1), s> 2.
1<s’'<s5—2
The following estimates hold,
Q) (mo, Ase, B) = QU1 (mo, A~ D (mo)se, B)| < 4lef*/2 exp (—oRED) < Jel (55 )°
for el < es—a, |E — E(Sfl)(mo,A(sfl)(mo);E)‘ < 25(()5_1), 5> 2,
(316) ’aaQ(l)(m07 A;E7 E)’ S |€|1/27 ‘a%Q(l)(mf)u A;E7 E)’ S |€|
for a <2 and any le| < g9, |E —v(mo)| < do/8 ,
|0:Q) (mo, Ase, B)| < |e]', |03Q") (mo, Ase, B)| < [e|
for o <2 and any |e| < g5y, |E — E(S_l)(mo,A(S_l)(mo);E)‘ < 35(()5_1)/2 ,
(s) 1/2 TKo
}F (mo,n,A;s,E)} < 4le|*/* exp —?|n —mol |,
‘F(S) (mg,n,A;e, FE) — F(Sfl)(mo, n,A(Sfl)(mo); g, E)‘ < |6|1/2 exp (—AOR(S*D) ,
le| < esa,  |E = EC D (mg, A6~V (mg);e)| < 2687, s> 2,
K
(317) ‘F(l)(m07 TL,A, &, E)‘ S 4|€|1/2 exXp (_?Oln - mol) 3

|0-FD (mo,n, Ase, B)| < &%, |0aFW (mg,n, Ase, B)| < |2
for a <2 and any || < g9, |E — v(mg)| < 0/8
|0-F®) (mo,n, Ase, E)| < 5,2, |9F® (mo,n, Ase, B)| < |e]'/?
Jor o <2 and any |e| < es_1, |E — E(s_l)(mO,A(s_l)(mo);E)‘ < 358571)/2.
(4) For s =1 and |e| < g9, the equation
(3.18) E =v(mo) + Q¥ (mo, A;e, E)
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has a unique solution E = EW(mg,Aje) in the disk |E — v(mg)| < 60/8. For s > 2 and
le] < es—1, the equation BIR) has a unique solution E = E®)(mg,A;e) in the disk |E —
EC= (mo, A= (myg); )| < 36&571)/2. This solution is a simple zero of det(E — Hp ). Fur-
thermore, det(E — Ha ) has no other zeros in the disk |E — E®=1 (m, A=Y (m);¢)| < 26(8371). The
function E®)(mg, A;¢) is analytic in the disk |e| < e5_1 and obeys

(319) ‘E(S)(mo,A;E) _ E(S_l)(m07A(s_l)(m0);5)| < |5|(56571))5=

’E(S)(mo,/\;f) - U(mo)H < el.

Finally,
(3.20) |v(mo) + Q¥ (mg, A;e, E) — B (mo, Ase)| < ]| E — E®) (mo, Ase)l.
(5) Fors=1, |e] <eo, and (6(81))4 < |E = EMW(my, A;e)| < 60/16, the matriz (E — Hy.) is invertible.
For s > 2, |e| < es5_1, and (6(()5))4 < |E = E®(mg, Ase)| < 25(()571), the matriz (E — Hp ) is

invertible. Moreover,

|[(E - HA,E)_l](xay” < SD(~;A),T,KO,\5|;k,A(x7y)-

(6) The wvector ¢ (Aje) = () (n,A;€))nen, given by ) (mg,Ase) = 1 and ¢ (n,Ase) =
_F(S) (m07 n, A7 &, E(S) (m07 A? E)) for n 7& mo, obeys
(3.21) Ha 9 (Ase) = B (mo, Ase)p™™ (Ase),
0, 839) < e exp (=T~ mal ) £ o
(3.22) 8
QD(S) (mOa A7E) =1
Furthermore, let P(mg, A;€) be the Riesz projector onto the one-dimensional subspace Co®)(A;e)
(see BER)), and let dpmy := (Omo,z)wen- Then, ||[P(mo, A;€)0m,ll > 2/3. Finally,
(3.23) ) (n, A e) = otV (n, AV (mg);e) < 20e|(55 )%, n € ATV (mg).

Proof. The proof of (1)—(5) goes simultaneously by induction over s, starting with s = 1.
We will prove now (1)—(5) in the case s = 1. Let E € C be such that

(3.24) |E—v(mo)| < 00/4.
Set
(3.25) Hy,, = E— H,, ..

Clearly, D(;;Amy) € G, Toro- Set D(z;A) = D(x;Ap,) = 2log 5ot if ¥ € Ay, and D(mg;A) =
210g(55")~1. Due to condition (d) in Definition B} one has jz (mg) > RM). So,
D(mo; A) = 210g(681))’1 = 210gexp((logR(1))2) = (log RM)? < (RMYY5 < i (mo)'/°.
Hence, D(-;A) € Ga 1,5, This finishes the proof of (1) in case s = 1.
One has [Ha,, (n,n)| > do/4 for each n € Ayy,. Due to Lemma 215 we have for |e| < &,
|j{1§i0 (m7 TL)| S SD(-;AmO),T,HOJE\;AmO (m7 n)

Due to 230) from Lemma E3, one has [Q™M (mo, A;e, E)| < |¢>/2. Tt follows from Cramer’s rule that
K(l)(m,n,Amo;s,E) is analytic wherever it is defined. Thus, K(l)(m,n,Amo;s,E), Q(l)(mo,A;a,E) are
analytic in the domain

(326) |<€| < &op, |E - v(m0)| < 50/4
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Using Cauchy estimates for analytic functions, one obtains

1
(3.27) 10.QM) (mo, Ase, )| < 550—1|€|3/2 < le]V/?,
provided
(328) |E| < €p, |E — v(m0| < 50/8

The verification of the rest of BI8) and (BI7) with s = 1 is completely similar. This finishes the proof of
(2) and (3) in the case s = 1.
Let |E — v(mg)| < dp/4. Due to the Schur complement formula, Hy := E — Hy . is invertible if and only

if

(3.29) Hy=FE — v(mg) — Z (_Eh(movm))K(l)(man,AmU;E,E)(—Eh(n,mO)) £0.
m,n€NAm

Moreover,
—1 —1 r—1 1 1 =1

(3.30) 91 = Hiy,, A, TroHy TonHy - =3 TioH,

—Hy'Taa 00y, Hy!

In other words, if |E — v(mg)| < do/4, then E € spec Hy  if and only if it obeys
(3.31) E =v(mo) + QW (mg, A e, E).

To solve the equation ([B31]), we invoke part (2) of Lemma 4] with

¢0(2) =0, 20=0, oo = ¢y,

(3.32)
f(zw) = QW (mo, A; 2,0(mo) + w),  |w— o(2)] < do/4, po = 0o /4.
Note that
(3.33) f(z,w) =w if and only if F = v(mg) + w obeys equation (3.31).
One has
(3.34) £ (z,w) = do(2)] = |QM (mo, As z,0(mo) + w)| < |e/* for any |w — ¢o(2)] < do/4.

Using Cauchy inequalities for the derivatives, one obtains
(3.35) |0 f(2,w)] < (80/8) " e[*? < 1/2 for any |w — ¢o(z)| < Jo/8.
As in part (2) of Lemma [44] set

Mo = sup |¢o(2)| + po + sup | f(z, w)],

o202

My = 1, M, = L :

1= max(L,Mo). €1 = T E T og (max(100, 31,)))2

We have My < 1, M; = 1. This implies &1 > &3 = 9 > |¢[*/2. On the other hand, |f(z,¢o(z)) —
do(2)| < |e|*/2. Thus, conditions (), (3) from the part (2) of Lemma @4 both hold. Therefore the equation
f(z,w) = w has a unique solution w = w(z). Set EM (mq, A; 2) := v(mg)+w(z). The function EM (mg, A; 2)
is defined and analytic for |z — 29| < 9. Moreover,

’U(mo) + Q(l)(mOa A7 2, E(l)(m()vAv Z)) = E(l) (m07A; Z)a

(3.36)
|ED) (mg, A; 2) — v(mo)| < [e]*/? < [e](6)°.
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Clearly, EM (mg, A;¢) is a zero of det(E — Hy ), and at € = 0 it obeys E™ (mg, A®M (mg);0) = v(mo).
Furthermore, det(E — Hy ) has no other zeros in the disk |E — v(myg)| < 3560)/2. Note that
|E = v(mo) = QM (mo, Ase, B)| = [w = f(g,w)| = |[w = f(&,w)] — [wo — f(e,wo)]|
(3.37) > min Oy [w — f(e,w)]|w — wo| > %|w —wo| = %|E — EW(mg, A;€))]
wo = EM (mo, Aje) —v(mg), w=E —v(my).

Combining (3.30) with (337), one concludes that ||(E — Hp )7t < Cp, . |E — E®(mo, A;e))| 7. Hence,
|det(E—Hy .)|7! < Cu, . |[E—EW(mg, Aje))| L. Therefore, B (mg, A; ) is a simple zero of det(E—Hy ).
To verify (3:20)) note that

|v(m0) + Q(l)(mOa A7 &, E) - E(l) (mOa A7 5) | = }Q(l)(mOa A7 &, E) - Q(l)(mOa A7 & E(l) (mOa A7 E))|
< [sup |8EQ(1)(m0,A; e, B)|]|E — E(l)(mo, A;£)|.
Recall that |05Q™) (mo, Ase, E)| < |e| if |[E — v(myg)| < do/8. This proves (4) in case s = 1.

Let (6(81))4 < |E — EM(mg, A;e)| < 6/16. To verify (5), we apply Lemma 14 with Ay := {mo},
A1 = Ap,,. One has

lu(mo) — E| < |[v(mo) — EM (mg, ;)| + |E — ED (mog, Ase)| < e + 0/16 < /8.
Therefore, the matrix Hy,, —is invertible and

(3'39) |:}(X1 (mv n)' < SD1,T,k0,|el;Amg (m7 n)

mQ

(3.38)

Furthermore, using ([B:20]), one obtains
|Ha| == [3(mo, mo) — To M Tral = [E = v(mo) — QW (mo, Ase, B)

> |E = EW (mo, A;e)| = [o(mo) + QM (mo, Ase, E) — EM (mo, Ase)|
(3.40) 1
> B~ EW (mo, Ase)| — [e]| B~ BV (mo, Ase)| > 5|E — EW (mo, Ase)| > (55)/2.

|Ha| ™" < 2exp(D(mo; A)).
Thus, all conditions of Lemma [2.14 hold. So, H, is invertible and
(341) |}(X1(m7n)| < SD,T,H07€0;A(m7n)'
This proves (5) in case s = 1.
Assume now that s > 2 and statements (1)—(5) hold for any matrix of class N (m, A (m); 6y) with
1<s' <s—1.
Note first of all the following. Let ¢, E € C be such that |e| < e,_5 and |[E¢=Y (mg, AG=D (mg);e) — E| <

206~V Assume that s > 3. Let m € M~ be arbitrary, m # mg. Then, using 3.12) from condition (e)
in Definition B.1] one obtains

|E(571)(m7A(571)(m);5) _ E| < 6(()8—2) + 25(().9—1) < 25(().9—2)7
|ECD (m, AU (m);e) — B > 365" — 26070 = 67 > (6772

Similarly, let 1 < s’ < s—2, m € M(s’) be arbitrary. Then, using [BI2]) from condition (e) in Definition B]
one obtains

(3.42)

1B (m, A (m); ) — Bl < 6870 + 2061 < 350"V /2,
IEC) (m, A (m);e) — E| > 6§ /2 — 26070 > 6§ ja > (65)2.

This means that the inductive assumption applies to H AG) (m),e I the role of Hj . and to the value E, so
that (1)-(5) hold. In particular, each ()< ( = E = Hpywe m # my is invertible. Furthermore,

(3.43)

m).c m).e
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obviously, the inductive assumptions apply t0 3y -1 (), 1n the role of Hx . and to the value E, so that
(1)-(4) hold. In particular, Hx 1) (mo)\{mo}.e = £ = HAG1 (mg)\ {mo},« 15 invertible. Moreover,

(3 44) |:H:/:(ls')(m)7€ (I5 y)| < SD(-;A(S’)(m)),T,m)JE\;AmO (I5 y)v

1FC a1 (o frmo e (B )] S SDEAGD (mo)\ fmo}), Tomor el A~ (mo)\ (mo (%5 4)-

For s = 2, one arrives at the same conclusions using (BII) instead of BIZ). Due to BI9),
|EC=1 (mo, A= (mg);e) — v(mo)| < [e] < 60/64. Recall also that [v(n) — v(mg)] > &o/16 for
any n € A\ (U1<S,<s UmeM( " A(Sl)(m)). This implies |E — v(n)| > 6/32 > & for any n €
AN (Ur<yr<s Umenisn A (m)) since [ECD (mo, AG=D(mg);e) — B] < 266D < §,/64. Let again
Ay = A\ {mo}, D(x,Amo) = D(z; A6 (m)) if 2 € A (m) for some s < s — 1 and some m € M(s'),
m # mg orif x € A~V (mo)\{mo}, D(x; Apm,) = 4logdy *; otherwise just as in part (1) of the current propo-
sition. Due to the inductive assumptions, D(-; A¢") (m)) € SACH (m) Tomer 1 S 8" < s=1,m € M(s"), m # m,
and also D(-; A=Y (mg) \ {mo}) € GAG—1 (mo)\{mo}, Tyro- Due to Lemma ZI0 D(5 Ayy) € G, Tmo- Due
to condition (d) in Definition BI} one has ua(mo) > R®). So,

D(mg; A) = 4log(5és))*1 = 4logexp((log R(S))Q) =4(log R®)? < (R®)Y < pup(mo)'/5.
Hence, D(+;A) € Ga 1., Due to the inductive assumption, max,., D(z; A®) (m)) < 10g4(5(()5/_1))*1 for
any s’ and any m € M(s'). Due to the definition, D(m;A®)(m)) = log 4(5(()S 71))_1 if m € M(s"). Thus,
MaX,4m, D(z; A (m)) < log 4(6&571))_1. This finishes the proof of (1),(2).
Due to Proposition 216, Ha,, - = £ — Ha,,, ¢ is invertible and

(345) |:H:X1 (Ia y)| < SD(+5Amg)sTsK0,60;Amg (‘Tv y)

mo €
Just like in the case s = 1 one concludes that

Q™ (mo, Ase, B)| < [e*?,
where Q(S)(m07A;€aE) = 52 Z h(mo,m)K(S)(m,n,Amo;s,E)h(n,mo),

m,n€Am,

(3.46)
K®(z,y, Ay e, E) == i}(xio (x,y).
The functions K (m,n, Ay e, E), Q¥ (mg, Ase, E) are analytic in the domain
(3.47) le| < es—a,  |ECD (mo, AC™ D (myg);e) — E| < 2667,
To verify the first estimate in (310, we write

Q¥ (mg, A;e, E) := &* Z Z + Z + Z ]

(3_48) m,n€EA1  mnENs mEAI,NEA2 mEAINEA;
h(mo, m)f]‘inO (m,n)h(n,mo) := Q11+ Q22 + Q12 + Q2,1,

where A1 := A=Y (mg)\ {mo}, A := Ay \ A1 = A\ ACD(mg). We invoke the Schur complement formula
@3) with these A1, Ao,

Gl Hi + H D o Hy T HY —H ' T o HS Y
Amo —Hy 'y 3! Hy*
For z,y € A1, one has

1 — _
(3-49) }CAmO (‘Tu y) [fH (=1 (mo)\{mo}, 8]( ) [:HA( s=1) (mo)\{mo}, El—‘l 2H2 1—‘2 1:}(1\( s=1) (mo)\{mo}, E]( z,Y),
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where HQ = :}CA\A(S—I) (mo),e FQ 1:]{ F1)2. This implies

AG=D (mo)\{mo},e
|Q(S)(m0, A;e, E) — Q(Sfl)(mo, A(Sfl)(mo);s, E) < e? Z exp(—ko|mo — m| — koln — mo|) x

m,neN;
|[J‘CX(S 1)(mo)\{mo},5F1>2£’2_11—‘271}C/:(15*1)(mo)\{mo},a](m’ TL)| + |Q2,2| + |Q1,2| + |Q2,1|
= Ri1+ Q22| + Q12| + Q2.1

Once again, since all conditions of Lemma 214 hold, one can invoke (Z37).
Using the estimate ([2.3T), combined with the estimate ([2.10]), one obtains

(3.50)

Ry, < le|? Z exp(—ko|mo — m| — ko|ln — mg|) %

m,nEN
> lele? > Wk (1) < lel* D exp(—rolmo — m| — koln — mo)x
(351) q>3 WGFS’?ND(m,n;q,A) m,n€N
_ 15 ~ _
SECT Y e (-EHOHWH +max<Dw>,4Tnol>) ,
q>3 Ef‘g ,?.) . (m,n;q,Amg)

where 1"53 T)Ho(m,n;k,A) = Ut>1l"g%tno(m n;k,A), [I,’f}t’zo(m,n;k,A) stands for the set of all v €

D1 ro(m,nyk, A) such that v = v, U] --- Uvyqr with v € Tp, 7.x0(Ap), 7 € Tp, 100 (Ag), P # @

Note that for any m,n and any v € I‘%’;)KO (m,n;q, Am, ), we have

D(y) < max D(z) < log 4551 = (R 4 21082,
xFmo

mo = ml+ [+ In = mol > 2prce-1 gy (mo) = 2RO
(the second estimate here is due to condition (d) in Definition B]). Combining these estimates with (331]),

one obtains
15
2 qg—1 _
Rig < e el > exp ( 16f€ollvll>

q>3 y€D(mo,mo3q+2,A),  [lv]|>2RG—1
B _ 1
(3.52) < el 3 [el7 L exp (—KOR@ 1>) > exp (—ZmHvII)
>3 €T (mo,mo3q+2,A)

< Je[*2 exp (—roRC) < Jel (85 )°

(here we used (225) from Lemma and |e] < gp). The estimation of the rest of the terms in (B50) is
completely similar. So, the first estimate in ([BI6]) holds. The second estimate in (B16) follows from the first
one combined with the inductive assumption and Cauchy estimates for analytic functions. This finishes the
verification of (3).

Let us turn to part (4). Suppose |[EC— (mg, A= (mg);e) — E| < 26¢~D. Due to the Schur complement
formula, 3 := E — H) is invertible if and only if
(3.53) Hy=E—v(mo)— > (=ch(mo,m))K®(m,n, Ay, E)(—eh(n, mg)) # 0.

m,n€Nm,

In this case,
L [HRL AR TuoHy T3 ! T Hy
(3.54) Hy = 0 - . 0 2
—Hy T3y H,

In other words, if |[E¢=1 (mg, AG=D (my);¢) — E| < 8¢~ then E € spec Hy . if and only if it obeys
(3.55) E = v(mg) + Q¥ (mo, As e, E).
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To solve the equation (3.55), we again invoke part (2) of Lemma [£4l We set
$0(2) :== B Y (mg, AC™V (mg);e) —v(myg), z:=e,
f(z,w) = Q) (mo, Ase,w + v(mp)), |w — ¢o(2)| < 26071, po =671,
Note that due to equation (BI8) with (s — 1) in the role of s and the first estimate in (I0]), one has
£ (2, 60(2)) = ¢o(2)]
= [v(mo) + Q' (mo, A; 2, EC ™D (mo, A7V (my); 2)) — BV (mo, A~V (mg); 2)]
= [v(mo) + Q) (mo, A; z, EC™Y (mg, A (mg); 2))
— [Jo(mo) + Q¥ (mo, A~V (mg); z, B¢~ (mo, A~V (my); 2))]|
< Jel 35",
As in part (2) of Lemma[44] set
Mo = sup |¢o(2)| + po +sup|f(z, w)l,

z0:=0,w:=FE —v(mg), o0¢:=¢€s_1,
(3.56) (mo)

2 2
90P0

M == 1M frg .
v=max(l,Mo). €1 = T E T og (max(100, 31)))2

(s—1)\5 _
One has My < €9 + po + €9 < 1. This implies 1 > 501.#2) > (5(()s 1))6. Due to part (2) of Lemma [4.4]
the equation f(z,w) = w has a unique solution, which we denote by w = E®)(mg, A;z) — v(mg). The
function E®)(mg, A; 2) is defined and analytic for |z — zo| < o9 — 1, and it obeys equation ([3.55). Note that

00 — €1 > €. Due to part (2) of Lemma [£4] one has

B (mo, A; 2)— B (mog, A (mo); 2)| < 10°(1-+log(max(100, M1)))2[f (2, do(2) —do(2)| < |e|(55° V).
This validates (319). Next,

(357) |v(mao) + Q¥ (mo,A;e,E) — E® (mo, Ase)| = |Q(S)(mo,A; g, E) — Q¥ (mo,A;e, E® (mo, Ase))|

< [sup|02Q®) (mo, As e, B)[]|E — E® (n(o),A(S);£)| < |el|E - E® (n(o), A e)l,

which validates ([B.20).
The validation of part (5) goes just the same way as for s = 1. Thus, (1)—(5) hold for any s.
We will now verify (6). Since E = E®®)(mq, A;¢) is a simple zero of det(E — Hy ), the operator

(3.58) P(mo, Ase) == Res(E — Hp o)™ p= o

mo,Aze)

is a one-dimensional projector on the eigenspace corresponding to E(*) (mo, A; ), which is called Riesz pro-
jector. Due to (B.54), one has

(E — Hp )"t (n,mo) = =3,

mq €

== Z H{X}no,g(”vm)h(m, mo; €)(E —v(mo) — Q(S)(mo, Ase, E)!
(3.59) mEAm,

= —F(S)(mo, Ny Ay €, E)(E — v(mg) — Q(S)(mo, Ase, E))_l, n # mo,
(E — Ha )"t (mo, mo) = (E — v(mg) — Q™) (mo, As e, E)) 7L

Ty oH, !

Hence,
(3.60) P(mo, A;€)dm,,. = Res[(E — v(mo) — Q™ (mo, Ase, E)) " 0 (Ase, E)]| g o) (mo.Ace)

where ) (A;e, E) := (o) (n, A;e, E))nen, 0¥ (mo, Aje, E) = 1, o) (n,Aje, E) = —F©)(mg,n, A;e, E),
n # mo. Recall that (E — v(mo) — Q) (mqg, A;e, E))~! has a simple pole at E = E®)(mg, A; ). Therefore,

(3.61) P(mo, A;€)8m,,. = Res[(E — v(mo) = Q) (mo, As &, B)) | p=pe) (mo. i) (A5 ),
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where ©(*)(A;¢) is defined as in part (6). Since Res[(E — v(mq) — Q) (mo, As €, E) Ml p= 5 (o, ase) 7 05
P(mo, A;€)0m,.. # 0. Hence, P(mq,A;&)0m,.. is an eigenvector of Hy . corresponding to E()(mg, A;e).
Therefore, p(*)(A; ) is an eigenvector of Hy . corresponding to E(*)(mg, A; ). The estimate in ([3.22)) follows
from BI7). The identity in [22) is just the definition of ©(*) (mg, A; ). To verify || P(mo, A; €)dm, |l > 2/3,
note that |0g(E — v(mg) — Q) (mo, A; e, E))| < 3/2. Hence,

| Res[(E — v(mo) — Q) (mo, Ase, E) ™l p=56) (mo,As0)|
= |aE(E - ’U(mo) - Q(S) (m07 Ase, E))lE:E(S)(mo,A;5)|71 > 2/3
This implies the desired estimate. Finally, using (8.17) and (8:19), one obtains
(3.63)

|gp(s) (n,A;e) — ga(sfl)(n, A(Sfl)(mo); )] < sup |F(S) (mo,n,A;e, E) — S (mo, n, A(Sfl)(mo); g, E)|
E

(3.62)

O F | |E® (mo, Ase) — ECY (mo, A~ (mo); ¢)|

+2 sup
E,s’
< Jel"2 exp(—roR ) + [el (05" 7)° < 2lel (g™ )?
for any n € A1 (mg), as claimed in B23). a
Using the notation of BII)-34), assume that the functions h(m,n,e), m,n € A depend also on some
parameter k € (k1, ko), that is, h(m,n;e) = h(m,n;e, k). Let
(3.64) Hp e := (h(m,n;e, k)

m,neN’

Assume that Ha.j belongs to the class N (mo, A; 60). Denote by K®)(m,n, Ap,;e, k, E),
QY (mo, Ase, k, E), E® (mg,A;e, k) the functions introduced in Proposition with Hj . in the role
of Hy .. Later in this work we will need estimates for the partial derivatives of these functions with respect
to the parameter k.

Lemma 3.4. (1) Let Hy = (h(z,y;k))syea be a matriz-function, k € (ki,k2). Let E € C\
Uke (1 ko) SPEC Hie, 50 that (E — Hy)™ ! is well defined for k € (k1,k2). If Hy, is Ct-smooth, then (E — Hy) ™
is a C'-smooth function of E, k

Op(E — Hy,) ' = (E — Hy,) ' 0p Hp(E — Hy) ™,
Op(E — Hy) ™' = —(E — H,) "2
If Hy is C%-smooth, then (E — Hy)™ ! is a C?-smooth function of E,k and
OE — Hy) ™t =2(E — Hy) ' OnHy(E — Hy) ' 0p Hi(E — Hy,) ™' + (B — Hy) 0} . Ho(E — Hi) ™,
(3.66) 0% p(E—Hy)™' = (E— Hy) "0pHy(E — Hy) > + (E — Hy) 0p Hp(E — Hy) ™',
0%4(E — Hy) ' =2(F — Hy) 2.
(2) Let Hp . be as in (B.64). Assume that for any E € (E',E"), we have
(3.67) (B = Ha ) (@, 9)| < Spiinyrmolelia(@:y), 2,y € A,

where D € Gar.,. Assume also that h(m,n;e k) are C*-smooth functions that for m # n obey
|0%h(m,n;e, k)| < Boexp(—kolm — nl|) for |a| < 2. Furthermore, assume that there is mg € A such that
|0“h(m, m;e, k)| < Boexp(ro|m — mo|'/?) for any m € A, 0 < |a| < 2. Then, for any multi-index |3 < 2,
we have

(3.68)  |07(B — Hac k)" (m,n)| < (3B0)?! exp(|lso|m — mo|'/*)DI1 |

(3.65)

1T1,<07|5‘;A(m5n)7 m,n € Aa

see Lemma [2.200
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Proof. (1) Let ko € (k1, k2) be arbitrary. For sufficiently small |k — ko, one has ||H — Hy, || < M (ko)|k — ko|,
where M (ko) = 1 + ||OxHg|k=ko||- In particular, |[Hy — Hy,|||(E — Hy,) || < 1/2 for sufficiently small
|k — ko|. Hence,

(E—Hy)™' = (B — Hyy)) "' =Y (E — Hy,) "' [(Hyy — Hi)(E — Hy,) ™)'

t>1

= (E - Hko)_l(Hko - Hk)(E - Hko)_l + R(ka ko),

(3.69) IR (k, ko)l < 7 (B — Hiy) ™ Y| Hye — Hi |
t>2

< (B = Hiy) P Hx — Hi > Y278 < Clho) (k — ko)?,

>0

where C(ko) = 2M (ko)?||(E — Hy, )~ !||>. This implies the first identity in ([3.65). The derivation of the other
identities is similar.

(2) This part follows from part (1) combined with Lemma and with the definitions in (230) of
Lemma 0

Lemma 3.5. Assume that Hy ¢\, € N() (mO,A; 50). Then,

(1) If h(m,n;e, k) are Ct-smooth functions of k, then K (m,n,Apn,;e k, E), Q) (mg,A;e,k, E),
E() (mo, As e, k) are Ct-smooth functions of all variables involved.

(2) Assume that h(m,n;e, k) obeys conditions in part (2) of Lemma[34. Then, for oo = 1,2, we have

(3.70) |3?Q(S) (mo, Ase, k, B)| < (3BO)Q|5|®%(.;A\{mo,mo}),Tm,|a\;A\{mo}(m0) < (3Bo)a|5|3/27

(3.71) |0R B (mo, As e, k) — Ofv(mo, k)| < (3Bo)*|e|*/>.

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma B4l that K)(m,n, Ap,;e, k, E) is a Ct-smooth functions of all variables
involved. Therefore, Q%) (mo, A; e, k, E) is C*-smooth. Due to the implicit function theorem, E(S)(mo, A;e k)
is C'*-smooth.

Using (3.63) from Lemma B4 313]) from Proposition B3] and ([2.30) from Lemma 2.9 one obtains
0:Q" (mo, Ase, k, E)| = \ak > h(mo,maie, k)(E = Ha,, cx) " (m1,m1)h(ny, nose, k)
(3.72) 0 €A

< 3B,DY) (mo) < 3Boe|*/2.

A\ {mo}),T;ko,lel;A\{mo}

This verifies (B70) for o = 1. The verification for o = 2 is completely similar.
Differentiating equation (31])), one obtains

[0k E) (mo, As e, k) — Okv(mo, k)] (1 — 05Q™ (mo, As &, &, B)| = o) (mo Ace. k)
= 8EQ(S) (mo, A; g, k’, E)|E:E(s)(m0_’A;E)k)8kv(mo, k)

Combining [B73) with B70), and taking into account the estimate for |[0pQ) (mo, A; ¢, k, E)| from (B10),
one obtains the estimate [B71]) for & = 1. The derivation for a = 2 is completely similar. O

(3.73)

Let Hy, e, j = 1,2, be two matrices belonging to the class N (my, Aj, 60) with the same principal point
mg. Let v(n,j) be the diagonal entries of Hy,; .. We assume that v(n,1) = v(n,2) for n € Ay N Ay. Let
E®) (Aj; 5) be the eigenvalue defined by Proposition with Hp, . in the role of Hy ¢, j = 1,2. One has
the following:

Corollary 3.6.
(3:74) B (mo, Asse) = B (mo, Asie) | < [el(65)".
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Proof. Note first of all that mg + B(R®)) C Ay N A;. Let p®)(A1;¢) be the vector defined in part (6)
of Proposition B3 with Hy, . in the role of Ha .. Set () (Ag;e)(n) = ) (A1;¢)(n) if n € Ay N Ay, and
) (Ag;€)(n) = 0 otherwise. Since mg + B(R®)) C Ay N Ay, one obtains using [B:22) from Proposition B3
[(E®)(Ar;e) — Hay )™ (Agse)|| < exp(—%52 R()). This, along with (3:22) again for normalization purposes,
implies

(3.75) dist(E® (mg, A €),spec Hy, ) < exp (—T—SR(S)) .

Recall that due to Definition Bl and (319) from Proposition B3] there exists Agsil) such that H, -1 _ €
7Y,

N(s—1) (mo, A;S_l), 50), and

(3.76) |E(5) (mo, Ajie) — E(S_l)(mo,AESfl);EH < |(5|((5((J371))57 j=1,2.
Using induction and combining B70) with part (4) of Proposition and with (B70), one obtains the
statement. g

4. IMPLICIT FUNCTIONS DEFINED BY CONTINUED-FRACTION-FUNCTIONS

In this section and later in this paper we use the following notation:

(4.1) D(z(o),R(O)), 2(0) = (z§0),z§0), . .,z,(co)), zJ(-O) eCl, j=1,2,...,k
(4.2) RO = (R RY,...,R"), R >0
for the polydisk [] CD(ZJ(-O),RE-O)) C C*, where D(¢,7) ={z€C': |z~ (| <r}, C€C r>0;
1<5<k
(4.3) S(a,B;p) = {z € C' :Rez € (o, B), |Imz| < p},
a < B;p>0;
(44) L(guplupo) = {(Z,’LU) € (C2 HEAS S(auﬁ;pl)u |’LU - g(%zﬂ < pO} )
(4.5) Lr(g:p0) = £(g,p1,p0) N (R x R),
where g(x) is a real function defined on the interval (o, 5) (Lr (g, po) obviously does not depend on p;);
(4.6) £(9,D,p) = {(z,w) €C*: 2 €D, |w—g(2)| < p},

where g(z) is a complex function defined on the domain D.
We start with the following quantitative version of the implicit function theorem for complex analytic
functions.

Lemma 4.1. Let F(z,w) be an analytic function defined in the polydisk P(zo,wo;r0,70) := D(20,70) X
D(wp,r0). Assume that the following conditions hold: (a) F(zo,wo) = 0, (b) 7 := ‘&UF‘(ZOMO)‘ > 0. Set
r=72r3/(16My), r' = 113 /(2My), where My := SUDD (20, woir0,m0) |1 (2, W)[. Then, for any |z — 20| <r, there
exists a unique w = P(2), |p(z) — wo| < v’ such that F(z,¢(z)) = 0. Moreover, ¢(z) is analytic in the disk
D(zo,7) ={z: ]2 — 20| <1}

Proof. Due to Cauchy estimates for the derivatives, one has |02, F| < 8 Mory? for any (z,w) € D(20,70) X
D(wp,r0/2). This implies

|F' (20, w)| = |F (20, w) = F(20, wo)|

Jw—wo|<To

1
Z |6wF‘|(zo,w0)||w - w0| - 5 < sup /2 |a’in|> |w — Wo 2

> 7lw — wpl/2
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for any |w — wo| < 7r¢/2My. This implies, in particular, that wq is the only root of F(zp,-) in the disk
|w — wo| < 7r¢/2Mp. Once again, due to Cauchy estimates for the derivatives, one has |9, F| < 2Myry* for
any (z,w) € D(z0,70/2) x D(wo,r0). Hence, for any |z — 20| < r and any |w — wo| = 713 /(2My), one has

|F(z,w) = F(z0,w)| < sup [0:-F1 | |2 = 2ol
|z—z0|<7T0/2,|lw—w0|<ro
< 2M07°7°0_1
=71%2/8
= Tlw — wo|/4 < |F (20, w)|/2 < |F (20, w)|.
Due to Rouché’s Theorem, the function F(z,-) has exactly one root in the disk |w — wq| < 778 /2Mj for any
|z — 20| < 7. Denote this root by ¢(z). By the residue theorem with r’ = 773 /2My, one has

1 Fy,(z,w) B

and the analyticity of ¢(z) follows. O

w—wo|=r'

We proceed with the derivation of a somewhat stronger version of this statement, where condition (a) is
being replaced by (a’) |F(20,wo)| < € with sufficiently small e. For that we need the following version of the
Harnack inequality.

Lemma 4.2. Let f(z) be analytic in D(zg,r0) and non-vanishing in D(zg,m1) with 0 < r1 < rg. Assume
that
K :=sup{|f(z)| : 2 € D(z0,70)} < o0.
Assume also that
(4.7) f(z0)] > K~

Then,
|F(O)] < exp(4)[f(2)]
for any z,( € D(z0,72), r2 = (1 + log(max(100, K)))~2r;.

Proof. Assume first that K > 100. The function u(z) := log K — log|f(z)| is harmonic and non-negative in
D(z0,70). Applying Harnack’s inequality to it in D(zg,71) yields
[1—2(1 +1log K)~*|(log K —log|f(20)]) < log K —log |f(2)|
< [143(1 +log K)~*(log K — log | f(20)])
for any z € D(z0,72). Hence, using (1) and K > 100, this implies that
—2—log|f(20)| < —log|f(2)] <2 —log|f(z0)|

for any 2 € D(zo,72), and the lemma follows.
Assume now that K < 100. Set f(z) = Af(z) and A = 100/ K, so that

K = sup{|f(z)| : 2 € D(z20,70) } = 100.

Then, |f(z0)| > 100/K? > 1/100 = 1/K. Thus, f(z) obeys the condition of the lemma with K = 100. By
what we saw above, this implies

7O < exp@) )]
for any z,¢ € D(z9,72), 72 = (1 +10g100)~2r1. Replacing here f(-) by Af(-), one obtains the statement. [J
Corollary 4.3. Let F'(w) be an analytic function defined in the disk D(wo,70). Assume that 7o := 0w F],, ‘ >
0. Assume also that Mo := supp,, .y |[F(w)| < co.

(1) If |F(wo)| < ro70/(200(1 + log(max(100, My)))?), then there exists wy € D(wpg,2r1) with ry =
100(1 + log(max (100, My)))?7y *|F(wo)| such that F(w}) = 0.
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(2) If |F(wo)| < (min(1,79))?(min(1,70))?/(200 max(1, Mp)(1 + log(max(100, My))))?, then F(w) # 0
for any w € D(wo,rp) \ {wh} with rj) = min(1,79)(min(1,70))?/(8 max(1, My)). Moreover, w} is a
simple zero of F'.

Proof. (1) Set ro = r1(1 + log(max(100,Mp)))~2. One has r1 < 79/2, ro < 71/8. Set M) =
MAX |y —pg|=ry [F(w)|, MY = max|y_y,|=r, |[F(w)|. Due to the Cauchy inequality, one has My > ro.
So, |F(w1)| > ro7g for some |wy — wo| = r9. Set Ao = (1219 M) ~'/2, g(w) := Ao F(w). Then,

My:= sup |g(w)| = Mo M,
weD(wo,r1)

lg(wi1)] > Aoramo = 1/(AeM{) = 1/ M.
Note that,
lg(w1)|lg(wo)| ™" = |F(w1)||F(wo)| ™" > ramo| F(wo)| ™" =100 > exp(4).

Due to Lemma L2 g(w) must vanish at some point wj € D(wq,r1). Clearly, wy € D(wo, 2r1).
(2) Assume now that |F(wg)| < min(1,79)? min(1,70)?(200 max(1, My)(1 +log(max(100, Mp))))~2. Then,
ry < ro/2. Using Cauchy inequalities, one gets for any w € D(wp, 1),

|0w F| > 10w F |w=w,| — D(sup/2) |8in||w —wp| > 70 — 4T62M0T6 > 70/2
Z0,7T0

and
|02 W F| < drg* M.
Let |w' — wp| < 1(. One has

[F(w')] = |F(w') = F(wp)]

1
> 0w F | w=w; ||w/ - w6| — 5 Sup ) ‘a?u,wF‘ |w/ - w(/J 2

0 2 D (wo,r,
> Tolw’ — wl/2 — —[w' — wp|?
o
T Mo
> ' — w12 ’
| 0 (2 7"(2) 0
>0,
provided that w’ # wj. Moreover, this calculation shows that wy is a simple zero of F. O

Lemma 4.4. (1) Let F(z,w) be an analytic function defined in the poly-disk D(zo,wo;po,70) := {2 €
C:|z—z0| <po} x{weC:|w—wy| <ro}. Assume that the following conditions hold:
(a) 10 := |8wF|(zo,wo)| >0,
(b)

72 (min(1,rg))?

F <e€ = L :

|F'(20,wo)| < €1 10502 (1 + log(max(100, Mo)))2’
7 = min(l,79), M1 = max(l,My), where Mo = SUDp(.s wopo,ro) [F(2:w)|. Set 7 =
e1(min(1,po,70))?/M1. Then, for any |z — 20| < r, there exists a unique ¢(z) = w, |w — wp| <
r1 = 400(1 + log(max(100, My)))?(r1) " te1, such that F(z,w) = 0. For z = zy, we have
|¢(20) — wo| < 400(1 + log(max(100, My)))?(71) " F (20, wo)|. Finally, ¢(z) is analytic in the disk
D(zg,7).

(2) Let ¢o(z) be an analytic function defined in the disk D(zg,00), 0 < o9 < 1, and let f(z,w) be an
analytic function defined in the domain L(do, D(20,00), po), 0 < po < 1. Assume that the following
conditions hold,

(@) sup, , 0w f| <1/2,
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(8)
£z, 0(2) — dol2)] < i
z,¢0(2)) — do(z € =
P 0 1T 101003 (1 + log(max (100, My)))2
for any z € D(z0,e0), where g9 < oo — po, M1 := max(1l,My), My := sup, |¢po(z)| + po +
sup, ., |f (2, w)].
Then, for any |z — zo| < €0, there exists w = ¢(z),
|6(2) = do(2)] < 10°(1 + log(max(100, M1)))?| f (2, ¢o(2)) — do(2)],
such that f(z,¢(z)) = ¢(z). Furthermore, ¢(z) is analytic in the disk D(z9,e0 — €1). Finally,
w # f(z,w) if |z — 20| <eo, [w—do(2)] < po and w # ¢(z).
Proof. Let |z — zo| < r. Due to Cauchy inequalities, [0, F| < My/po, |02, F| < Mi/poro. This implies
(48) |F(Z,’w0)|§€1+M1|Z—ZQ|/]?Q<261, |awF|z)w0|>TQ—M1|Z—Z()|/]90TQ>T1/2.
Therefore, Corollary may be applied and it follows that there exists w € D(wy, 2F) with 7 = 100(1 +
log(max (100, Mo)))?(11/2) " F(z,w)| < r1/2 such that F(z,w) = 0. Moreover, F(z,w') # 0 for any
w' € D(wo,ry) \ {w}, where r{, = (71/2) min(1,79)?/(8M1) > r1. Set ¢(z) = w. To finish part (1) we have
to show that ¢ is analytic. By the residue theorem,
1 Fy(z,
- w Fe&w) o(2),

270 Jjw—wo|=r F(z,w)

and analyticity follows.

To prove part (2), set F(z,w) := w — f(z,w). Then, |0,F| > 1/2 for any (z,w). Further-
more, sup, ,, |[F(z,w)| < sup, |¢o(z)| + po + sup, , [f(z,w)] < M;. Let z5 € D(z0,60) be arbitrary,
wh = ¢o(z). For z € D(z},p0/2), one has |0.¢9] < 2p5' My, due to Cauchy estimates. Hence,
lw—¢o(2)] < |w—wp|+|Po(z) —po(24)] < oo, provided that |w—wj| < o0/2 =: 14, |z2— 24| < copo/4 M1 =: py.
So, the function F(z,w) is well-defined and analytic in the poly-disk P(z{, w(, pp, (). Due to condition (5),
one has |F(z{, w()| < €1, where 7y = min(7,1) > 1/2. Due to part (1) of the lemma, applied to the function
F(z,w) in the poly-disk D(zy, wi; pp, 1), for any |z — 2| < r with some r > 0, there exists a unique w = ¢(z)
such that ¢(z) = f(z,¢(2)) and |¢(z) — wp| < 103(1 + log(max (100, M1)))?|f (2, po(2)) — ¢o(z)|. Moreover,
@(z) is analytic in the disk D(z{,r). Assume that w; = f(z,w) for some |z — zo| < €9, |w1 — Po(2)| < po.
Then )

iy =92 = | [ 2wt ) du] < (sup e )l = 621  glon = 0021}
Hence, wy = ¢(z). This finishes part (2). O

Let a1 (z,u), az(x,u), b(z,u), g(x) be real functions such that:

(i) g(z) is a C?-function on some interval (—ap, ag).
(ii) a1(z,u), az(z,u), b?(z,u) are C*-functions in the domain Lg (g, p0), po < 1.
(ili) a1(x,u) > az(x,u) for any (z,u); b(0,u) = 0 for any u € (g(0) — po, g(0) + po).
(iv) |as(w,u) — g(z)| < po/4, for any (z,u), i = 1,2; [b(z,u)| < po/4 for any =, u.

(v) 0w ai| < 1/2 for any (z,u), i = 1,2; |9, b*| < |b|/4 for any (x,u).

Consider the following equation

(4.9) x(@,u) == (u—a1(z,u)) (u—az(z,u) — b(x,u)? = 0.

Lemma 4.5. For any © € (—ap, o), the equation [@I9) has exactly two solutions, (4(x) and (_(x). The
functions (4 (x), (—(x) are continuously differentiable on (—ao, ap) and obey

(4.10) max(a1 (2, (4 (2)), a2 (2, (4 (2)) + [b(z, (- (2))]) < G () < ar (@, () + [bla, G (2))],
(4.11) az (2, ¢~ () — b(z, ¢~ (2))] < ¢~ (2) < min(az(w, (- (2)), a1 (2, ¢+ (2)) — [b(x, (4 (2)]),
(4.12) 9(@) = po/2 < Cx(x) < g(@) + po/2.
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Proof. Consider the following equations,

(4.13) u=(1/2) {al(x, u) + az(x,u) + ((al(x, u) — a2($7u))2 + 4b2($,u))1/2} ,

(4.14) u=(1/2) {al(x, u) + az(z,u) — ((a1(z, u) — az(z,u))* + 4b2($,u))1/2} .

Note that x(z,u) = 0if and only if (£I3) or (L.I4]) holds. Denote by ¢ (x,u) (resp., ¢_(x,u)) the expression

on the right-hand side of (AI3) (resp., (£I4)) and by r(x,u) the square root in (II3) (and (EI4))). Note
the following relations,

(4.15) max{ (a1(z, u) — az(z, u)), 2|b(x,u)|} < r(z,u) < (a1 (z,u) — az(z,u) + 2|b(z, u)|),
(4.16) max{al(:t, ), (1/2)[a1(z, w) + az(z,u) + 2[b(z, u)|]} < pi(z,u) <ay(z,u) + |b(z,u)l,
(4.17) as(z,u) — |b(z, u)| < p_(z,u) < min{ag(x,u), (1/2)[(a1 (z, u) + az(z, u)) — 2[b(, u)[] }

Assume that x(zg,uo) = 0 for some (g, ug) € L(g,po). Then, either ug = @ (20, up) or ug = @— (o, up).
Assume ug = ¢4 (29, ug). Then, due to ([@I8) and conditions (i)—(v), we obtain

DuX = {(1 — Oyar)(u —a2) + (1 — Oyaz)(u—ay) — 8ub2}

(zo,u0) (zo,u0)

(1.18) > (1-1/2)(ps — az) + (1 - 1/2) (5 — az) — [b]/4

> (1/4)((a1 — az) + [b])

(wo,u0)

> 0.

(wo,u0)
Thus x(z,u) satisfies all conditions of the implicit function theorem in some neighborhood of (zg,ug).
Consider the equation

(4.19) u=a1(0,u),

u € (g(0) — po,9(0) + po). Due to condition (iv), a1(0,u) € Iy = [g(0) — po/4,9(0) + po/4] for any
u € (g(0) = po,g(0) + po). Hence, u — a1(0,u) maps Iy into itself. Since |d,a1] < 1/2, this map is
contracting. Therefore, the equation (£I9) has a unique solution in Iy, which we denote by (4 (0). Clearly,
ug = (4+(0) satisfies ug = ¢4 (0, up). Due to [@IF)), for any = in some neighborhood of z¢ = 0, the equation
(#3) has a unique solution {4 (z) belonging to some small neighborhood of ug. Clearly, (4 () = ¢4 (x, (4 (2)).
Assume that x(z1,u;) = 0 for some (21, u1) € Lr (g, (—0, ), po). Then, due to (@I0) and (EI7),

(420) a2($1,ul) — |b($1, U1)| S Ul S CLl(Il, Ul) + |b(3:1,u1)|.
Combining (#20) with condition (iv), we obtain
(4.21) g(x1) = po/2 < w1 < g(x1) + po/2.

It follows from (2] and the above arguments that, given (z,4) € Lr(g, (—ao, o), po) such that u =
¢+ (z, 1), there exists a unique C'-function (4 (z) defined on (—ag, ap) such that x(z, (4 (z)) =0, (4 (x) =
o4 (z, (4 (), (4(T) = 4. In a similar way we define (_(z), z € (—ap, ap). Let u; = (4(0) and ug = (_(0).
Then, u; = a;(0,u;), ¢ = 1,2. Since u — a1(0,u) is a contraction, |u; — uz| > |a1(0,u1) — a1(0,usz)| =
|ur —a1(0,u2)|. Due to (iii), a1(0,u2) > a2(0,uz) = ug. Therefore, ug > uy is impossible. So, (1 (0) > ¢_(0).
Since ¢+(0) # ¢-(0), ¢4+(z) # ¢—(z) for any = € (—ap, ap). Hence, (4 (x) > (_(z) for any = € (—ap, x).
The estimates (LI0), (@II) follow from (@I0) and (@IT). The estimate [@I2) follows from EI0),
. 0

Remark 4.6. For our applications of Lemmal[].0] we need to generalize its statement for some cases when
the crucial conditions |0ya;| < 1/2 in (v), due to which we can apply the implicit function theorem, fail. In
Definition [{.9 below we introduce inductively the classes of functions for which we need the statement. We
need also to accommodate the case when the functions depend on some parameter 6.
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Before we proceed with the definition of the cases mentioned in the previous remark we need the following
lemma which solves the inequality |x(z,u)| < € rather than the equation x(z,u) = 0 from Lemma 5]

Lemma 4.7. Let a1 > as and b be reals. Let u be a solution of the quadratic inequality

(4.22) l(u—a1)(u —az) — b?| < (a1 — az)?/4.

Let A = MNu) := (a1 — a2)?[(u — a1)(u — az) — b2], v = v(u) := (V1 +4X —1)/2. Either
(4.23) u > max{a1 — |y|(a1 — a2), (1/2)[a1 + a2 + 2|b|] } > a2 + (1/2) (a1 — a2) + [b],
(4.24) u < min{az + |[v[(a1 — az), (1/2)[(a1 + a2) — 2[b|]} < a1 — (1/2)(a1 — az) — |b].

In any event, as — |y|(a1 —az2) — |b] < u < ay + |v|(a1 — a2) + |b].
Proof. One has

(4.25) u? — (a1 + ao)u + ajaz — b* — Nay — as)* = 0.

Therefore, u obeys one of the following equations

(4.26) =i () = (1/2) [a1 + az + (a1 — 2)*(1 +43) +46%) 7]

(4.27) = (u,N) = (1/2) [a1 +az = (01 = @2)*(1 +43) +46%)"?].

Note that [@.22) implies, in particular, that 1 4+ 4X > 0. One has

(4.28) max{a; +v(a1 — a2), (1/2)[a1 + a2 + 2/b|] } < o4 < a1 +7(a1 — a2) + |b],

(4.29) az — v(ar — a2) — |b] < o— <min{as — y(a1 — az), (1/2)[(a1 + a2) — 2[b|] },

and the statement follows. O

Remark 4.8. In the definition below we refer to the cases in the last lemma as the +-case and the —-case,
respectively.

Definition 4.9. (1) Let go(z) be a C?-function on (—ag,ap). Let 0 < A\ < 1. Let a1(x,u,9), as(x,u,0),
b%(z,u,0) be C%-functions which obey the conditions (i)—(iii) before Lemma [f.5, po < 1/32 for each fized
0 € ©. Assume in addition that [u—ag|, b, 0, > ail, [0, **b?| < \/64 for any x,u,0 and any |(ay, as)| < 2.
Set
b2 b2
flz,u,0,1) =u—aq — flz,u,0,2) =u—ay — (z,u) € LR(g,pO),
(

(430) Sél(z);(l),)\(alanvbQ) = {f(v]) ] = 15 2}7 g b ‘= 4go, t(l) = po,
pdOD) = (u—ay), p0D) = (u—ay), VO = TCDp )
T(-f("i))(aj,u, 0) = ai(z,u,0) — az(x,u,0), i=1,2.

Here, f(-,1) is defined if u — az(z,u,0) # 0, and f(-,2) if v — a1(x,u,0) # 0. Set 3;1(3) oy =

Ua, a0 3;1(2)’t(1)}(a1,a2,b2). With some abuse of notation we will write f € ggﬂ)yt(m(fl,f%b?) for
fe gél(z)ﬂ(lw\(al,ag,bQ) with f; :== uw—a;, i = 1,2. Note here that we do not need g to be dependent
on 0. Furthermore, our “main” variables are x,u, and we view 8 as a parameter. Below we will sometimes
drop 6 from the notation. Requirements on 0-dependent quantities are then implicitly assumed to hold for all

6.

(2) Let go(x), g1(x) be C*-functions on (—ap, ag) and 0 < p1 < po. Assume that LR(go,po) D Lr (gl,pl).
Assume also that go(0) = g1(0). Set g@ = (90,91), @ = (po,p1). Let f; € 3;1(3)7t(1))/\(ai71,ai)2,bf),

i = 1,2. Let b(-,0) be C?-smooth in Lg (go,po). Assume that the following conditions hold: (a) x1) <
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X2 for all (z,u) € Lr(g1,p1), (b) |fs] < (ming ArUD)0 for all (z,u) € Lr(g1,p1). (c) the inequality
|(u — a;1)(u — a;2) — b2| < (ai1 — ai2)?/4, which holds for all z,u due to condition (b), is either in
the +-case for all (z,u) € LR(gl,pl), i = 1,2, or in the —-case for all (z,u) € LR(gl,pl), 1 =1,2;
furthermore, f; = (u —a;1) — b3 (u —a;2)~ ! in the + case, respectively, f; = (u — a;2) — b?(u — a; 1)t for
all (z,u) € Lr(g1,p1), i = 1,2, in the —-case, (d) |b| < (minj Ar()10[9,b%],]0pb%| < (min; Ar(f))100p),
10262, 107b?| < (min; ArU)0 for any (z,u) € Lr(g1,p1) and any 0, (e) fi(0,u) = u—g1(0), b(0,u) =0 for
any u, i =1,2. Set

f(wvuvevl):fl_;j7 f(x,u,9,2):f2_;_j7
(4.31) S a@ @ ,\(flaf2v ) ={f(-j):7=1,2},

pFCD) = () (2 gy um»:Mhmmfh XD = (U0 £ 4)
TUCD (3, u,0) = U2 — D) =12

Let f € Sg@) @, \(f1, fa, 7). We say that f € 392(;1(2))\“1,]“2, 2), according to the dichotomy in

(2,%) 2 o _ .
(c). Set %,g(z) ()2 Uj1 fa,b2 %,g(z) (@), k(fluf?ab ) gg(z) () %,g(z) @) A U gg(z) NEOPY o(f) = £1 if

fes 2(2?1(2) )\(fl,fz, %). We introduce also the following sequence 6(f) = (o(f)), consisting just of one
term.
(3) We define the classes of functions 532) \ inductively. Assume that S;t()t) are already defined for t =

1,....0 — 1, where £ > 3. Let g;(x) be a C?*-function on (—ag, ), 0 < prp1 < pr < 1,t=0,...,0—1.
Assume that Lg(ge—2,pe—2) O Lr(ge—1,pe-1). Set g = (go,.--,9t-1), t D = (po,...,pi_1). Let fi €
Sff;[ 11)) D) /\(fz 1, fi,02), i = 1,2. Assume that the following conditions hold: (a) x/*) < x\2), for all
(z,u) € LR(gg_l,pg_l) () |fi] < (min, )\T(fj))lo for all (z,u) € LR(gg_l,pg_l), (c) with i) =y — Qi j,
the inequality |(u — a;1)(u — a;2) — pIDb2| < (a1 — ai2)?/4, which holds for all x,u due to condition
(b), see the verification in (E30), is either in the +-case for all (x,u) € LR(gg,l,pg,l), i = 1,2, or
in the —-case for all (x, u) S LR(gg 1, Po— 1) i = 1,2; furthermore, f; = fi1 — bff{; in the + case,
respectively, fi = fia—bja;; ! for all (z,u) € Lr(ge—1,pe-1), i = 1,2, in the —-case. (d) [b] < (Amin; 7(f))10,
|0,b?], |0pb?| < (Amin; () 1101B], 0262, 1026 < (Amin,; TUD)IO (e) 6(f1) = 6(f2). Here 7, o(f) and
6(f) ) are defined inductively see part (4) below. Set

b2 b2
(4.32) fawb ) =fi—2. flau62)=f-

30w (fr Fonb?) = {f(5) 15 = 1,2},

We say that f € S;l;}z)i)t([)A(fl,fg,b%, according to the dichotomy in (c). Set g;@ﬂ([u =

L 4, (¢
Uf17f27b Sg(z) +(2) )\(flaf27 ) S;(Z)ﬁt(e)d(flaf%lﬁ) S;(e—)i_t(e) )\(flaf2ab2) U Sg(z) ))\(flvaa ); g(l) MOBY =
4, £,—
5;@?1(0,,\ S;m,)t(f),,\-

(4) Let f € 3;1(2)(a1,a2,b2). With f; = u — a;, we introduce for convenience x?) = f;, plfi) =
) =1, 0(f;):=1,i=1,2.

—_
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Let f € §U0 i \(F1, fo,b%). Set
uh = pIOp ) gy if f = fi - %,
pIOp 2 fif f = fo =5

(4.33) X =puty,
) = (X(fz) _ X(fl))q—(fl)T(fQ),

o(f) = £o(f1) = +o(f2) according to f € g;ﬁ:)t))t([)’)\(fl,fg,b2).

The sequence 6(f) is defined just by attaching o(f) to 6(f;) from the left, that is, 6(f) = (o(f),5(fi)). Due
to condition (e) in the definition in part (3), the result does not depend on i =1,2.

Remark 4.10. (1) The parameter X is introduced in the definitions above only for the sake of stability under
small perturbations which we establish in Lemmal[].16] at the very end of this section. Clearly, 3( o) )\ - 3 ([) 1
Everywhere in this section, with the exception of Lemma [{-16] we always assume A =1 and we suppress A
from the notation.

We remark here also that the quantities 0 < p, t =0,...,£ — 1 do not enter any inequalities in Defini-

tion[{-9 Let0 < pi1 < p, t=0,...,0—1 be such that LR(gg,Q, pg7211) D LR(gg,l,pg,l,l). If f € 3;%’3[)1(01”

then also f € Sg(l) TRV where t(t1) = (Po,1s---,pt—11). We suppress ) from the notation, everywhere
except Lemma | We will use it later on, starting from Section [

(2) Let f € 5;1) (f1, f2,b%). We remark here that Definition[.9 implies in particular that f; is a C*-smooth

function in LR(gg,l,pg,l) x 6.
(3) Once again, note we do not need g; to be dependent on 6 and, to simplify notations, we suppress 6
wherever it does not cause ambiguity.

Lemma 4.11. Suppose f € 3;2)(]”1, f2,b%). Then, the following statements hold:

(1) max;|f;], |7, [uD], x| < 9-2* for all (z,u) € Lr(ge-1,pe—1). Furthermore, Ixf)]
(min; |75 for all (z,u,0) € Lr(ge—1,pe—1) x O.

(2) The functions pf), x) are C2-smooth, |0*u |, |10%x )| < 9-2¢" V43, la| < 2.

( ) Let £ > 2. Either fl S g(ﬁe llj»)(fi,lufiﬂub%); 1= 1727 or fi S g;ﬁ;—llﬁ)i)(fi,lufiﬂub%% 1= 172 In the
first case, X(fz,l) —(mlnj T(f])) (X(fi,Q) _ X(fi,l))7 X(fi,2) > (1/2)(X(f12) _ X(fi,l)) + (HJ M(fi,j))l/2|bi| for
all (z,u) € Lr(ge—1,pe—1), i = 1,2. In the second case, x'¥#2) < (min; 7U))8(yfi2) — y(fia)) y(fin) <
—(1/2) (xU52) — o)) — ([T, p0e) 2 ] for all (2, 0) € £ (901, po1), i = 1,2.

(4) Let £ > 2 and f; € § ‘;,Z ) (fir, fi b2). Then o(fi;) = o(firjr), for any i, 5,4, 5.

(5) o(f)duxT) > (1 (fl)) pi=1,2.

(6) Assume XY (w0, u0) = 0. Then, sgn f1(zo,u0)0ux |zg.me > (752|000 -
(7) 02x'H > (1/2)(min; 7 for all (z,u) € Lr(ge—1,pe-1).

(8) Let f €3V (a1, as,b?). Assume that the following condition (k(©)) holds:

() dgar > k@, Gpas < =K |fi| < (K()2/8,19202| < (k(©)2/8, where k© > 0 is a constant.

Then, ng(f) < — (k2. Purthermore, assume in addition that X (z,u,0) = x)(z,u,—0), § € © =
(=60,0) U (0,60). Then,
(4.34) DX < (K20 if0>0, x> k)20 ifo<o.

(9) Let £ > 2. Assume that [0pxf)| > (7)1 i = 1,2, and sgn(9gx7)) = —sgn(Gpx/?)). Then,
) < —(min; 7Ui))3. Furthermore, assume in addition that X' (z,u,0) = xU)(x,u,—0), § € © =
( 0o, )U(O,Ho). Then,

(4.35) dox) < —(min7U)®0 if0 >0, x> —(mintF)¥0  if 6 < 0.
J J
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Proof. (1) Let us first consider the case £ = 1 and assume f € 3;1(2) (a1,az,b?). Tt follows from Definition F9]

that |fi| = Ju —a;| < 1/16 = 272, [7D] [uD)], [x(D]| < 272 for any (z,u) € Lr(g0,p0). Recall that
by convention x1) := f;, 7(/i) .= 1. Therefore, ' (min; [7U3)))10 obviously holds. Using the
notation from Definition 9 assume now that £ > 2 and f € SL@Q (f1, f2,0%), fi € Sl;[ 11)), i = 1,2.
Then, |f;], [b] < (min; 7UD)10, 7D < 2(max; | £;])(max; 7020)2, ul)] < (max; | f;]) (max; [nUD])?, [x ] <
(mae [XU))2 + b (masey [, O] = [£][n0)] < (ami, 7401000
the claim.

(2) For £ = 1, the statement follows from ([30) and the conditions [0%a;|,|0%b?| < 1/64 for any x,u and
any 1 < a < 2 in Definition L9 Using induction over £ = 1,... and ({33), one proves the claim for any ¢.

(3) Due to Definition B9 6(f1) = 6(f2). Due to the definition of the sequences 6(-) this implies that

cither f; € s% U (Fins fiosb2), i = 1,2, or f; € sg‘;;};ﬁ(fi,l,fi,z,bg), i =1,2. Assume £ > 2, f; €
gl;,z 11)+ (fi1, fi2,b2), i = 1,2. Recall that due to condition (b) |f;| < (min; 7(1))10 < (y(fi2) —(fi1))2 /4 for

all (z,u) € Lr(ge—1,pe—1), i = 1,2. As in Definition B0 set a; ; = u — x/i5). Since |plfi0)||ulfi2)||f; 5] < 1,
one has

. Using induction one obtains

(ai,l — ai,2)2/4 = (X(fi,2) _ (f1 1)) /4> |'u(f1 1)||,u(f1 2)||f 2|( (fi2) _ X(fi,l))2/4 >

4. . . .
(4.36) | (||| £ o fil =[x xFez) — H/L(j” b2 = |(u—a;1)(u— a;z2) H/L(j” b2|
J
Due to Definition we are in the +-case in Lemma 7l So, (£23) applies. In particular, (23] implies
XU = w —ain > —Pyl(ain — aig) = —y|(x2) — xUi), xUie2) = w —azo > (1/2)(ain — ai2) +

(I 1) 2 0] = (1/2)(c2) = 3U50) (T, w0e)) /2o for all () € Lalgrpe). i = 1,2. Here,
y=W1T+4N—=1)/2, A = (a;1 — ai2) 2[(u — a;1)(u — a;2) — I, pi3)b2]. One has due to conditions (b)
and (d) in Definition B |\| < (ai1 — a;2) 2 (min; 7U))10/2 < (min; 7(3)8 /2, || < 2|A| < (min; 7(3))8,
This finishes the proof of the claim in the first case in (3). The verification for the second case is completely
similar. The verification in case £ = 1 is also completely similar and we omit it.

(4) Due to Definition 9 6(f1) = 6(f2). That implies the statement in part (4).

(5) The proof goes by induction over £ =1.... Let f € V) (a1, a2,b?), f = (u—a1)—b*(u—az)~'. Then,
by convention, f; := u — a;, X9 = fi, p) =1, 7 .= 1, o(f;) = 1, i = 1,2. Hence, o(f;)0ux?) =
1—0ua; >1/2= (T(fi))z/Q, as claimed. Assume that the statement holds for any h € S;t()t), 1<t<e-1,
¢ > 2. Assume, for instance, [ € 3;2) (f1, f2,0%), fi € %;;[ 11’) )(fi,l,fi,z,b?), ¢ = 1,2. Due to the inductive
assumption, o(fi ;)0uxY9) > (7(fi;))?, 4,5 = 1,2. Due to to (4), o(fi;) = o(fir ) for any 4, j,i’,j’. Due
to part (3), one has y/i1) < —(1/2)(xi2) — x(Fi)) y(fi2) < (min; I8 (x(fi2) — y(fin)) < (min; T(Fi))8,
i = 1,2. Due to part (1), |uUed)|, |uFi)] < 2727 due to part (2), |0%uFed)|,|9oxFen)| < 272277
Finally, due to Definition B0, one has |b;| < (min; 7(/:3))1019,b2| < (min; 7(f:5))10|b;|. Using all these
estimates, one obtains

o(f)Oux fi) — =o(fi )5u[x(fi,1)x(fi,2) _ M(fi,l)u(fm)b?] —

= lo(fu1)(Oux fm)] X 4 [0 2) Our ) o)
_[(auu(fi,l))u(fiﬂ)b? 4 (auu(fz‘,z )t (fin b2 + (8, b2)M(f¢ 1)/1/(f1 2)]
o (i) @ux )] (min 7N o (fi ) B2 () — i) 2
J
~[10ua P a2 B2 4 (| [0 4 10,03 a0 a2
22(£—2) (mln T(j]))g + (X(fz,2) _ X(fl,l))( fl 2 ) /2
J

(4.37)

> 2"

_2*22 (m_inT(fi’j))ﬁ > (X(fi,2) _ X(fi,l))( (fs, 2)) /4> (x (fi2) _ X(fi,l))2(T(fi,l))2(7-(fi,2))2 — (T(fi))z'
J
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This finishes the proof in case f; € 3;‘;;}1’; ). The case fi€ gé’i;};j ) is completely similar.

(6) Assume xF)(z9,ug) = 0. Set a; :=ug — X (20, u0), i = 1,2, b:= ([], x'/)/2b(z0, uo). Recall that
x = [, p99) f; — 02T, u9). Due to part (4), [T, n) # 0. Hence one has (ug — a1) (ug — az) — [b|> = 0.
One can apply Lemma .71 Assume for instance ug — ai(xg,ug) > 0. Then [@23) applies. Note that here
A =0, v = 0. So, X(fl)(x()vuo) > 0, X(f2)($07u0) > [(1/2)(X(j'2)($07u0) - X(fl) + (Hix(fi))l/2|b|]|zo,ur)'
From this point, the derivation of the estimate in (7) goes exactly the same way as in (£37). The case
ug — a1(xo,up) < 0 is completely similar.

(7) Consider the case £ > 2. Due to part (5), [0.x?)| > (7U)?] sgn(8,x")) = sgn(8,x?)). Due to
part (1), x| < (min; |7()])1°. Due to part (2), [9%u],10%xP)| < 9-2""V+3, |a| < 2. Finally, due to
Definition @3] one has |92b%| < (min; 7(/))10. Using these estimates, one obtains

aZX(f) > |aux(f1)||aux(f2)| _ {lagx(fl)nx(fz” 4 |6ZX(f2)||X(fl)| 4 |33[u(.f1)ﬂ(f2)b2]|}

2 H(T(f’))z _9. 2_22(2—2)+3 (mln |T(fj)|)10 _6. 2_22(2—2)+3 ) 2_22(2—2)+3 . (HllIl |T(fj)|)10
; J

(4.38)

> (1/2)(min 73))%,

The estimation for £ =1 is similar.

(8) Let f € 3V (a1,a2,b?), f = (u—a1) — b*(u — az)~"'. By convention, f; := u — a;, x') := f1fo — b>.
Due to part (2), |97 f1] < 1. Due to condition (k(o)), Ipfi = —0gar < =k, 9pfo = —0pas > k), and
moreover, | f;| < (k(©)2/8, [920%| < (k(®)?/8. One has
(4.39) Fpx\ P < =2k 105 filfol + 105 ol 1] + [056%] < —(K)?,
as claimed. Assume now in addition that xf)(z,u,0) = x)(x,u, —6). This implies dpx |0 = 0, and
Dox ) < — (k)20 if 0 > 0, Dpx) > — (k)20 if 0 < 0.

(9) The estimation is similar to the one in (8). Recall that we assume here £ > 2. Due to part (1),

x| < (min; [ )10, Due to part (2), [9%uP)],10%xP)| < 2-2"V43 o] < 2. Due to Definition A0,
|05b?| < (min; 7f1))10. Using these estimates and the assumption sgn(dx 1)) = — sgn(dx(72)), one obtains

agx(f) < _2|89X(f1)||60X(f2)| 4 {|392X(f1)||x(f2)| 4 |63X(f2)||x(f1)| 4 |892[M(f1)u(f2)b2]|}

< _9 (f:)\4 n 9. 2_22(2—2)_,’_3 min (f5)1\6 + 6. 2_22(2—2)_,’_3 . 2_22(2—2)_;’_3 . (min (£i)1\6
aay =200 (min 747 (min 7442

< —(min7))8,
The second statement in (10) follows from the first one just like in (8). O

We need the following elementary calculus statements.

Lemma 4.12. Let f(u) be a C?-function, u € (to — po,to + po). Assume that og = inf f” > 0.
(0) The function f has at most two zeros.
(1) Assume that sgn(f’(v1))sgn(f’'(v2)) > 0 for some vy < va. Then,

(v2 —v1)? < 200 fv1) — flv2)].

(2) Let |vg — to| < 2. Assume —222 < f'(vg) < 0. Then there exists vo < ug < vo + a5 '|f'(vo)| such
t/}?t f'(uo) = 0. Similarly, if 222 > f'(vg) > 0, then there exists v > ug > vo — 0y | f'(vo)| such that
f UQ) =0.

(3) Let lvg —to] < &, 0 < p < po. Assume —02%5%2 < f(v) <0, f'(vg) <0, o1 :=min(cg,1). Then there

2 2
exists to — po < vo — § < v < wg such that f(v) = 0. Similarly, assume —%= < f(vg) <0, f'(vo) > 0. Then
there exists vo < v < wvo + § < tg+ po such that f(v) = 0.
Assume in addition that sup |f'| < 1.
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2 2 2 2
(4) Let g —to| < 2,0 < p < po. Assume —FL= < f(vg) <0, —FE < f'(vo) < 0. Then there exist
to—po <vo—%§ <v1 <vg <wva <vo+§ <to+ po such that f(v;) =0 j = 1,2. Similarly, assume that
2 2 2 2
— G < f(wo) <0, F& > f'(vo) > 0. Then there exist to — po < v — § < w1 <wo <y <vo+ & <to+ po
such that f(v;) =0, j=1,2.

(5) If f has two zeros vy < va, |v; —vo| < &, then —f'(v1), f'(v2) > %.

Proof. (0) Follows from Rolle’s Theorem.
(1) Assume f’(v;) > 0,7 =1,2. Then,

flvz) = f(v1) = /:2 fv)dv = /: [/: 1 (@) d$+f/(vl)} dv
> oo /U /v dz dv = oo(ve — v1)? /2.

Assume f’(v;) <0, i=1,2. Then,

s = S0 = [ poyae= [ [T s )
< —09 /1:2 /: dx dv = —oo(vy — v1)?/2.

(2) Let us verify the first statement. One has f'(u) > f'(vo)+0o(u—vo) > 0if vo+og £ (vo)| < u < to+po.
Hence there exists v < ug < vo+ 0y *|f(vo)| such that f’(up) = 0. The verification of the second statement
is completely similar.

(3) Let us verify the first statement. Since f’(vo) < 0, integrating like in part (1), one obtains f(u) >
f(vo) + ao(u —vp)?/2 for tg — po < u < vg. So, f(vg — p/8) > 0. Hence, there exists vg — p/8 < v < vy such
that f(v) = 0. The verification of the second statement is completely similar.

(4) Let us verify the first statement. Using the notation from part (2), one has —o1p?/128 < f(vo) —
oo 1 (vo)| < f(vo) — (up — vo) < flug) < 0, since sup |f’| < 1. Note also that ug < vy + oy [ f"(vo)] <
vo + 019?256 < to + 33po/64. Like in part (1), one obtains f(u) > f(ug) + oo(u — ug)?/2 > 0 if ug + p/8 <
u < to + po. Hence, there exists ug < ve < ug + po/8 < to + po such that f(ve) = 0. The existence of vy is
due to part (3). The verification of the second statement is completely similar.

(5) Since f” > 0, one has f'(v1) <0, f'(ve) > 0. Set p := vy — vy. Then, p < po. It follows from part (4)

2 2

that — f'(v1), f'(v2) > G, since otherwise f would have at least three zeros. O

Lemma 4.13. Let f € 3;2)7#).

(1) For any = € (—ag, ap), the equation x'f) = 0 has at most two solutions () < (4 ().

(2) Let £ > 2. Assume that the following conditions hold: (a) ¢4 (0) and ¢_(0) exist, x'/1)(0,¢.(0)) = 0,
XY2(0,¢-(0) = 0, (b) [V (2, ge—1(2))]. X2 (2, ge-1(2))| < (10)°pe—1 for all z, (¢) |b] < (70)°pe-1 for all
x,u, where 7o = inf, ,(min; 7)), Then, ¢, () and ¢_(x) exist for all x € (—ag, ap). The functions (4 (z),
¢_(x) are C%-smooth on (—ag,ap) and obey the estimates [@EI0), @II), where a; = u — fi, and also the

following estimates:

(4.41) ¢t () — ge—1(2)| < pe-1/2,
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aux(f)|m,gl(z) < _(T(f)|ac,g“,(z))2 < 07 6uX(f)|z,<j+(m) > (T(f)|m,g+(m))2 > 07
1

Ci(w) = (- () > g[—aux(f)h,c,(m) + 0uX e, ()]s

(4.42) o2(Cy(z) — ¢ (x))?
- uX(f)|m,C,(m)aauX(f)|m,C+(m) > 1( +( ) ( ))

XD w)| = min( T (= ¢ (2)), T (u = G(2))?).

where oy := (1/8)(inf, ,, (min; 7(F)))4.

Proof. Due to part (7) of Lemma EIT, 02xY) > 0 everywhere. Therefore, for any = € (—ap, ), the
equation x(/) = 0 has at most two solutions ¢, (x) and ¢_(z). Assume ¢, (0) and ¢_(0) exist. Due to part
(6) in Lemma BT} |00 X )| | 29,00 > 0, provided x) (xg,ug) = 0. Therefore, ¢4 (x) and ¢_(x) can be defined
via continuation and the standard implicit function theorem as long as the point (x, {4 (z)) does not leave
the domain Lg (g¢—1, pe—1). Let us verify that as long as (4 (x) and (_(x) are defined, (@41) holds. Recall
that x/) = x () x(2) — () pl20p2. Since (44| < 1, one has [x1) (2, (o (2))|[x P2 (2, ¢ (2))] < (10)"2p7 1,
due to (c) in the current lemma. Hence, min(|x") (z, ¢+ (2))], [x2) (x, (£ (2))]) < (70)%pe_1. Recall that due
to part (5) of Lemma ETIT] one has [0, x| > (7(/))2. Combining this with condition (b) in the current
lemma, one concludes that ([@41]) holds. Note that (£41]) says in particular that the point (x, (s (z)) does
not leave the domain Lg(ge—1,pe—1) ever. Hence (4 (z) and (_(z) exist for all 2 € (—ag, ). Due to the
standard implicit function theorem, the functions (4 (), (_(z) are C%-smooth. Recall that due to part (7) in
Lemma [Tl one has 8§x(f) > (0. Therefore, Bux(f)|m7<7(z) <0, 8ux(f)|11<+(z) > 0. On the other hand, due
to part (6) in Lemma [.TT], one has |8ux(f)||m)<i(z) > (T(f))2|zﬁci(m). Thus, Bux(f)|11<7(m) < —(T(f))2|m,<7(z),
OuX sy > (T9)2, ¢, (x), that is, the first line in (Z42) holds. Due to part (2) in Lemma EIT]
|02x )| < 8 for any £. Therefore the second line in [@Z2) holds. Recall that due to part (7) in Lemma ETT]
92x) > o everywhere. Therefore the third line in (ZZZ) holds due to part (4) of Lemma @12l Finally, the
last line in (£42) is due to part (1) of Lemma T2
Recall that ¢+ (2) obeys the equation (u — a;)(u — ag) — b? = 0 with a; = u — x/?), i = 1,2. Let

prlu) = (1/2) [an a2 + (1 — a2)? + 4) 2]

o) = (1/2) [or 5 02— (= 2)? 4 487) ]

be as in the proof of Lemma Due to condition (a) in the current lemma, one concludes that (4 (0) =
a1(0,¢+(0)) = ¢4(0,¢4(0)), ¢-(0) = a2(0,¢-(0)) = v—(0,¢—(0)). Note that due to part (2) in Lemma [£TT]
the functions ¢4 (z, (4 (x)) are continuous. Since ¢4 (z,u) > p_(x,u), by continuity, (+(x) = ¢+ (z,(+(x))
for all z. Now just as in the proof of Lemma [L5] one verifies that (4 (x), (—(x) obey the estimates ([I0),

EID). 0

For our applications, we will also need a certain generalization of the last lemma in the case when condition
(c) fails, that is, |b] £ (70)p¢_1. This happens when p;_1 is too small. The specific situation is as follows. Let
gi.+ () be C*-functions on (—ag, ), 0 < prp1 < pr < 1,t=0,...,£—1. Assume that g, _(x) < g¢ +(z) for
every . Assume that LR(gg/yi,pg/) D LR(QEUrl,:I:a pg/+1), U= 0,1,.... Set g(it) e (gO,:I:; ce agtfl,:t)- Using
these notations assume that f € S;@) (f1, f2,b) and also f € S;@ (f1, f2,b). This means in particular that if
(z,u) € Lp (gg_L_, pg_l) NLR (gg_17+, pg_l), then f(x,u), f1, f2, b, and also the rest of the functions involved

in the definition are the same no matter which way one defines them. We use the notation x/)(z,u) for the
corresponding function. Note that it is well-defined and smooth in Lg (gg,L,, pg,l) U LR(gg,LJr, pg,l).

Assume that the following conditions hold: () |[xY)(x,g-1.+(x))| < 0;58, with o7 =
O’G 4
(1/8)(inf o (min; 7U0))E, 0 < p < peeay (B) TLxPlogeos w0y = 00 (1) ge-1.4(2) = ge1,-(2) + 3

Y
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0'2 2 .
min (g[10uxag, 4 @) 10X D0 g, _ @)l pe-1), (8) T +min(=0uXx P2 g,y (s OuXPargo_y () =

o3 (ge—1.4(x)—ge—1,— (2))* UfP2)
256 64 :

min (

Lemma 4.14. For any = € (—ao, ), the equation ) (x,u) = 0 has exactly two solutions (_(z) < ¢_(x).
The functions (4 (z), (—(z) are C*-smooth on (—ao, ag), obey the estimates [EIQ), (@EII), where a; = u— f;,
and also the following estimates,

2 2
(4.43) C2(2) = gemr.2(@)] < T
(4.44) DX c @) < —(FINP(2,¢ (@) <0, XDy = (T (@, ¢4 () > 0,
1 . .
(4.45) G () = () > min(g[—aux(j)b,g,(z) + 0 X oy ()] Pe—1)

o1 (¢ (@) = ¢ (2))? U%p2)7

_ (f) (f) > mi
(446) u X |z,§,(m)7aux |m,(+(m) = mln( 256 " 128

2 2
(447)  XD(w)| > min(G (= ¢ (@)% T = G (@), if min(lu = ¢ (@), Ju = G (2)]) < T
Proof. Note that x/)(0,g,-1.+(0)) = Hix(fi)|0)g£71’i(0) = 0. So, (+(0) exist. Like in the proof of
Lemma T3] (4 (x) can be defined via continuation, starting at z = 0, and the standard implicit func-
tion theorem, as long as the point (x, {1 (z)) does not leave the domain Lg (92717,, pg,l) ULgr (gg,lnL, pg,l).
Due to condition (), [@43) holds for |z| sufficiently small.

Assume that ¢4 (x) and (_(z) are defined and obey (£43) for all z € [0,z0). The standard implicit
function theorem arguments apply to show that (4 (x) are well defined for = € [0, 1) with 21 — 20 > 0 being
small. We claim that in fact (£43), (£44) hold for any = € [0,z1). Let = € [0,21) be arbitrary. Note first
of all that since (_(0) < {4(0), the implicit function theorem arguments imply that {_(z) < (4 () for any
x € [0,21). Assume first go_1 4 (z) — go—1,—(2) < 2pr—1. Then, x)(x,-) is a C%-smooth function defined
n (go—1,—(x) — pr—1,90-1.+(x) + pe—1). Due to part (7) of Lemma BTl 92x) > oy everywhere. Since
X (2, ¢ (2)) = 0, ((z) < (4(x), one concludes that duxP|, ¢ ) < 0, JuX|sc. () > 0. Combined
with part (6) of Lemma [EI1] this implies (ZZ4). Furthermore, x()(z, -) has exactly two zeros. Due to part
(1) of Lemma A2 one concludes that min, _ (4 (z) — go—1,— ()] < (207" |x (x,gg,ly,(x))|)1/2 < 02?4’;4.
Similarly, miny _ (4 (z) — gr—1.—(2)] < agff. Assume first maxy _ |(—(z) — gr—1,+(2)] < 02?’34. Then,

4
6 4 6 4
ge—1,4+(2) — ge—1,—(z) < 0213@ . Due to condition (v), one obtains 0213’; > ge—1,4(2) — ge—1,—(z) + 0213@ >

p p . o_()' 4 .
210X Pz ges 4 @) +10uX Pl gp - (@] I particular, G > [0uxDllsg, ., . @) Since [95x V] <8,

one concludes [0, x|, ¢ () < ;44. Due to part (4) of Lemma .12 one concludes that (4 (z) — (_(z) <

Ujlp;. Since max+ IC—(2) — ge—1,+(2)| < 5, @A) follows. Slmllarly, #Z3)) follows if maxy _ |(4(x) —
ge-1,+(0)| < %h-. Assume now max _ [¢(z) — ge—1,+ ()| > G4 and miy € (+) — g1+ (0)] 2
SifingeC—( ) < C(x), ge—1,-(2) < ge-1,4(2), min+ Ki( )= ge-1,+(z)| < 02641 sming _ | () —ge—1,-(2)] <
%, one concludes that [¢+(x) — ge—1,+(x)| < F4. In particular, (Z43) holds. This finishes the proof of

the claim in case g—1 +(z) — gr—1,—(z) < 2pp—1.
Assume now gr_14(x) — ge—1,—(x) > 2pe_q. In this case, due to condition  (§),

2 2

min(—@ux(-mz’geily ()5 Ouxf |z Goor 4 (2) = 0112% Recall that |¢s(x) — ge—1,+(2)| < F5 and |02x )| < 8.

This implies in particular —d, x|, ¢ (2)> Dux’ )|1y4+(1) > Tpﬁz. Combined with part (6) of Lemma ATT]
this implies (£44). S1nce go—1,+(x) — ge—1,—(x) > 2py_1, it follows from part (1) of Lemma that

ICx () — go—1,+(2)] < 241 . Thus, ([@43) holds. This finishes the verification of the claim.
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It follows from the claim that (4 (x) and (_(x) can be defined for all z. These functions are C%2-smooth
and obey ([@43), @Z4). Let us verify @ZH). Assume first go1 () — go_1,_ (z) < 2pr_1. Then, x)(z,-) is
a C?-smooth function defined in (g¢—1,—(z) — pe—1,9e—1.+(x) + pe—1). Therefore, [EZH) follows from (E44)
since [02x(f)| < 8. The estimate ([@.40) follows from part (5) of LemmalI2l The estimate ([@47) follows from
part (1) of Lemma[£I2 and in fact, in this case it holds for any u. Assume go—1,+(x) — go—1,—(x ) > 2p0-1.
In this case, (£45) follows from [@43). Above we verified that —9uX], ¢ (1), OuX P |zc\ () > 256 . Note
also that M > 1‘7—% This verifies (£40) for this case. Assume |u — (_(x)] < gllp . Then

28 211
ADux S (1) in Lemma T2 applies and ([@.47) follows. The case [u—(y(x)|) < S
is similar. 0

Lemma 4.15. Let (1 be as in Lemma[{.13 or as in Lemma[{.14] If £ =1, assume that [@34) from (9) of
Lemma [{-11] holds. If £ > 2, assume that [&33) from (10) of Lemma[{.1]] holds. Then,

DoCr > (K20, 9p¢ < —(K)20 ifr=1,0>0,
(448) dpCy > (minTU)®0,  9p¢_ < —(min7i))80 if£>2, 6> 0.
J J

Proof. Take an arbitrary xo and let § > 0. Set up = (4 (z0,6). Due to part (7) of Lemma FTI] one has
DuX 20w > (TY)2| 4040 > 0. On the other hand, due to part (2) of Lemma EIT] one has [0%x)| < 1
for all x,u, 0. Consider for instance the case £ > 2 and 6 > 0. Then the assumption is that for 8 > 0,

(4.49) doxH) < —(min7))%.
J
Hence,
- (%X . (f) 8
(4.50) 0p(y = —=— > (min7"7))°0,
duXx J
as claimed. The proof for the rest of the cases is similar. O

Lemma 4.16. Using the notation from Definition [{.9, assume f € ng )\(f1,f2,b2). Let r;, h? be C?-
functions of (x,u) € Lgr (gg_l,pg_l). Let f; = fi +ri, b2 = b2 + h2. Assume that the following conditions
hold for (z,u) € Lr(ge—1,pe—1): (i) fi < fa, (i1) |0274],102h% < ming (SATUD)6, 0 < o < 2,4 = 1,2,
with some & < (1 — \)/4X, (i) h2(0,u) = 0. Set f = fy — b*/fo. Then, f € §\9) (f1, f2,0%),

a0, (14+45)A
7D > (1 - 8)rUa),
Proof. The proof goes by induction in £ = 2,.... Assume for instance f € 3( e )\(fl, f2,0?) and u—a; 2 > 0,
i =1,2. One has in this case f; = fi+r; = (u a;, 1)+rl—b (u—a;9)~t = (u aiq1)—bi(u—a;2)"t, a1 =
a1 — Ti, Gi2 = G2, 7D > 7 — |rj] > (1 — 07D | fil < |fil + |r) < min; (A7F3))6 4+ min; (§A7 (/)6

min; ((1 + AT < min; (1 4 48)A7 () )6, The verification of the rest of the conditions (b)—(d) in

part (2) of Definition 9] is similar. Condition (a) is due to condition (¢) in the current lemma. Let

F €y f20?), 023, fi € Fy) \(fin: fi2,b7). Assume for instance fiz > 0. fi = fir = 02f;5,

i = 1,2. Then, fz = f;l - b%fl-;l, fhl = fi1+ i, fi,g = fi,2. Since (i) < min; g r(fi.k)  one can verify

all conditions in part (3) of Definition just like above. Induction is needed just to make sure that
(e-1 g

fzegg(l 1)) 1+45))\(fi,17fi,27b12)- U
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5. MATRICES WITH ORDERED PAIRS OF RESONANCES

Let us now return to the setting of Section Bl Let A be a subset of Z”. Let v(n), n € A, ho(m,n),
m,n € A, m # n be some complex functions. Consider Hp . = (h(m,n; 5))m nens Where e € C,

(5.1) h(n,n;e) =v(n) , n €A,

h(m,n;e) =cho(m,n) , m,n €A, m#n.

Assume that the following conditions are valid,

(5.2) v(n) = v(n),
(5.3) ho(m,n) = ho(n, m),
(5.4) |[ho(m,n)| < By exp(—kolm —nl|), m,n €A, m#n,

where 0 < By <1, 0 < kg < 1/2.

Definition 5.1. Assume that Ha ¢ obeys (5.1)—(G54). Assume also that there exist mg,my € A, mg # mg
such that [v(mg) —v(mg)| < 63 and [v(n) —v(mg)| > 8o for any n € A\ {mg,my }. Assume also that

(5.5) (mg + B(RM)) C A.

We say in this case that Hp . € OPRM (mg,mg, A; o).

Let s > 2. Let mg,mo_ €A, ma' # my . Assume that there exist subsets MED A s=1,...,5s—1,
some of which may be empty, and a collection of subsets A(sl)(m) C A, meME), defined only for those s’
for which M) # (). Assume that m§,my € ME=D . Assume that all conditions in Definition[31 hold with
mo :=mg and with the following exception. The estimate BI2) holds for any m # mg , and moreover,

(5.6) 12(565*1))1/8 < }E(S_l)(m,A(s_l)(m);E) _ E(S_l)(maL,A(s_l)(maL);E)’ < 565*2)_
For m = my , we have

(5.7) |EC™D (mg , A (mg )se) — BC™D (md, ALY (mg);¢)| < (65 V)5,
Assume also that

(5.8) (mg + B(R™)) C A.

In this case, we say that Hp . belongs to the class OPR®) (mg,mg,A;80). We set s(mE) = s. We call

mg,mg the principal points. We call A=Y (mZ) the (s — 1)-set for mi.

Remark 5.2. (1) We remark here that if Hy . € OPR(®) (mb",ma,/\;%), then some of the statements in
Proposition [3.3 still hold for obvious reasons, the lower estimate in BI2) for m = mg does not affect these
statements. In Proposition [5.3 below, these statements are made explicit.

(2) Note that the classes OPR(s) (mg,mo_,A;&o) and N) (mO,A;éo) may intersect since (1) does not
exclude such a possibility, that is, it is possible that one has
(5.9) 365571) < ’E(S_l) (ma,A(s_l)(ma);a) 5 CaY (maL,A(s_l)(mar); 5)’ < (56571))1/8.

In fact, in Section[§ we will have examples for which this happens.

Proposition 5.3. Let Hy. € OPR®) (mg,mg,A;80). For any m € ME) and n e A (m) \ {m}, we
have v(n) #v(m), s =1,...,s — 1. So, ES)(m, A)(m);0) := v(m) is a simple eigenvalue of Hy ) (my 0-
Let E(Sl)(m,A(S/)(m);s) be the analytic function such that E") (m, A(S,)(m);s) € spec H )
E(Sl)(m,A(sl)(m); 0) = v(m).

m),e Jor any g,
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(1) Define inductively the functions D( A (m)), 1<s <s—1,meM(s), ( A), by setting:
fors=1, D(z;A) =4logdy*, x € A\ {mZ}, D(mat,A) = 4log(§ 1))
for s > 1, D(x;A) = D(z; A (m)) if 2 € AS)(m) for some s' S s —1 and some m €
M(s') \ {mZ}, or if z € AG— 1)(m0) \ {mZ}, D(mE;A) = 410g(6(S )=Y, D(x;A) = 4logdy ' if

S A\ (U1<s’<s 1 UmGM A(S ( ))
Then’ D(vA(S (m)) € 9A(s)(m),T,m)7 1< s’ < s - 1) m € M(S/)) D(aA) € 9A7T,l€o; T =

4kglog oy, max, g+ oy D(x) < log(5 )1

(2) If s =1, the matriz (E — Hy\ fmdom= }e ) is invertible for any complex |e| < eo, |E —v(mg)| < do/4.

Let s > 2. For any complex |e| < e5—2, |E — ECD(md, A= (m{);e)| < 10(56571))1/8, each

matriz (B — Hyey ) 8 < s =1, m € M) m ¢ {md,mg} is invertible. The matrices
(E—HA(S,I)(W[%)\{W?})E) and the matriz (E_HA\{mj,m;},a) are invertible. Here, E©)(m/, A’;0) :=
v(m’) for any A’ and any m’ € A’. Moreover,

(B - HA(S,)(m)15>71]($7y)| < 8D(AG) (m)), Toko, \5|~A(s’>(m)($vy),
(5.10) 1B = Hyomn i fmiy.e) @] 806 (mib )\ (i ), TG0 i fomit} (B9
(B = Hy\ fon i y.0) ™ 1@ 0SS DA\ (i ami 1), oo el A\ (e am y (5 9)-

Lemma 5.4. Using the notation from Proposition [5.3, the following statements hold.

(1) The functions

K@) (m,n,A;e,E) = (E — Hy . ) Ym,n), m,nEAmJ7ma = A\ {mg,mg },

mUm

Q¥ (mE Ae,E) = Z h(mE,m’;e) K (m!,n; Ase, E)h(n',mE; e),
(5.11) i
070
GO (mE, mT, \;e, E) = h(mE, mT;e) + Z h(mE,m'; ) K (m/,n'; A e, BEYh(n',mT;€)
m’,n’EAm[T’mo,
are well-defined and analytic in the following domain,
le] < &0, |E—v(mo)| <do/4, in cases=1,
(5.12) [l <esi=co— S, |E-EBETY g, ALY (md)2)| < 10(50T )Y, s> 2,

1<s/<s—1

e =85, &= min(2 24kl 6% 271004 (4 log 6y 1) ).

The following estimates hold with 0 < a < 2:
_ o RO (s s—
OB (mi, As e, B) — QO (mi, AC i) e, B)]| < 4lef®/? exp(~ "L ROD) < Je](5Y) 2
(5.13) 05Q") (mg, Aje, E)| < |el,

3

G (it m Ase, E)| < 4le/ exp(="Lmif = mg |) < 41ef’/2 exp(= L RED) < [el (67 )2

For e, E € R, the following identities hold:

K®(m,n,A;e, E) = K& (n,m, A;e, E),

(5.14)
Q) (m(jf, Ne, E) = QW (m(jf, Ae, E), G (mg,mgy, Ase, E) = GG (mg ,md A e, F).
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(2) Let |E — EC=D(md, A=Y (mg);e)| < 4661, Set Hp := E — Hp.. Let Ho be as in the Schur
complement formula with Ay := Am0+7m5 , Ay := A\ Ay. Then,

det Hy = x(¢, E) := (E—v(mg) — Q¥ (mg, Ase, E))-(E—v(mg) — Q(S)(ma,A;s,E))

(5.15)
- G(S)(mg—a mo_a A;Ev E)G(S)(mo IRUN) aA;Ev E)
In particular, E € spec Hp . if and only if E obeys
(5.16) x(g, E) = 0.

Proof. The proof of all statements in (1) is completely similar to the proof of (3) in Proposition B3l The
first identity in (BI4) is due to the fact that F — Hy _ is self-adjoint if €, E are real. Furthermore, one

h m0+,7n0
as
QW(mi Aie, By = > h(mif,m’e) KO (!, n/; Ase, E)h(n/,mg;€)
m/n'eEN 4 _
mO,W‘LO
(5.17) - > h(mg,mie) KO/, n/;Aie, E) h(n',mg;e)
m/n'€N 4 _
mO,W‘LO

= Z h(m(jf,n’;s)K(S)(n/,m’;A;s,E)h(m’,m(jf;s) =QW (m(jJ[,A;E,E).
A

+ —
0 ™o

This verifies the second identity in (G.14]). The verification of the third identity in (5.I4)) is similar.
Due to the Schur complement formula with A; = Am+ mg Ay = A\ A1, Hp = E — Hp . is invertible if
and only if

. E—v(m Q¥ (mg, Ase, G (m$,mg,A;e, E
51 o [E = o) = @O ce. ) (m g, A )
~G¥ (mg,mg, Ase, E) E —v(mg) = Q¥ (my , A;e, E)
is invertible. Note that det Hy = x(e, E). In particular, E € spec Hy . if and only if it obeys (5.18). O

Definition 5.5. Using the notation of Lemma assume that for every e € (—es_1,€5s—1) and every
|E — ECD(md, A=Y (md);e)| < 10(56571))1/8, we have

(5.19) v(mg) + Q¥ (mg, Ase, E) > v(mg ) + QW (my , Ase, B) + 77,

where 79 > 0. Then we say that Hx e € OPR (mo ,mg A bo, 7'(0)). We always assume here for conve-
(0) (s—1)y3
nience that 7% < (55" )3,

Proposition 5.6. Assume Hy . € OPR®) (ma', myg , A; do, T(O)),
or e € (—€s-1,€s-1), — - m < , the equation
(1) F ( ), |E = EG=D(md A=Y (m);e)| < 8(8% 5ls— 1))1/8 he equati

x(e, E) = (E - v(mo ) — QW (mo JA e, E)) (E —v(mg ) — Q(S)(ma,A;E,E))

(5.20)
— }G(S)(m0 ,ma,A;s,E)} =0
has exactly two solutions E = EH) (md | A;¢), obeying E7)(md, Aje) < ECH) (m, Ase),
(5.21) [BCS (mg, Ase) — B (md, ACD (i )se)] < 4lel (862,

The functions E®%) (md, A;e) are C%-smooth on the interval (—es_1,€5-1).
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(2) The following estimates hold:
0x| <8, fora <2, Opx>1/8,

aEX|€ (B2 (m{ Ase) < _(T(O))z’ aEX'a,E(S#)(mJ,A;a‘) > (T(O))2u

S S 1
E ’+)(m8r, Ae) - E®~ (mo Ase) > 8[—8EX|E,E(s,—)(mD+,A;5) + aEX|g,E(s,+)(m+,A;5)]a

1 S S,—
_8EX|5,E(31*)(m(J{,A;5)’aEX|5,E(S~+)(mO+,A;s) > W(E( & (mO A 5) ( ’ )(mO A 5)) )

(5.22) N émm((E — B (md, Ase))2, (B — ECH (md, As€))?),

[a1(e, E) + 1b(, E)[]| g ps ) (it ase) = ED (md, Ase)
> max(a1 (2, B),2(6, B) + b=, E)Dl e +>0m ey
laz(e, E) — |b(‘€’E)|]|E:E(Sﬁ)(mg,A;s) < EG ) (mf, Ase)
< min(az(e, ), a1(2, E) — b, B)Dl gt acey
where
ai(e, E) = v(md) + Q¥ (mg, A;e, E), as(e, E) = v(mg ) + Q¥ (mg , A, E),
b(e,E) = |bi(e, E)|, bi(e, E) =G® (mg,mg, Ase, E).
(3) We have
spec Hy e N {E : |E — E¢D(mg ACD (mg):e)| <865 )"/1)
(5.23) ={EED (md, Ase), EC ) (md, As )},
ESE) (md, A;0) = v(mI).
(4) Using the notation from part (1) of Proposition[23, for any
(5.24) EC) (m, Ase) — (65 V)8 < E < EGD (g, Ase) + (55 )V,

the matriz (E — HA\{m(T,mg},s) is invertible and

(5.25) B = Hy\ gt g y.2) ™ 1@ 9] S 80 (g 1, oo elA o mg 1 (20 9)-
If

(5.26) (057)" < min|E— B¢ (ng, Ase)] < 656" )%,
then the matriz (E — Hp ) is invertible. Moreover,

(5.27) [(E = Ha o)™ (@, 9)| < $D(;0),7,m0, ek, 5 ()

Proof. To prove (1), we apply Lemma [£13] Consider the case s > 2. Set

fi=E—a, f—fl—%, go(e) = BC D (md AV (m i), po = 10(65V)VE,

fi(e, B) = B = v(mg) = QU (m, A"V (m{)s e, B),
fae, B) = E = v(mg) = Q¥ (mg , A"V (mg): ¢, E).
P

We apply Lemma to y) = (B — a1)(E — az) — b2. We also verify that f € &' (1)(f1,f2,b2) Let
us verify conditions (i)—(iii) before Lemma The functions aj, b are analytic in the complex domain
le| < es—1, |[E — BV (md, A=V (md); )| < 10(6&571))1/8, due to Lemma 5.4l So, conditions (i) and (ii)
hold. Due to the second identity in (5.14), a; assumes real values if €, E' are real. Due to Definition 5.5
we have a; (e, E) — aa(e, E) > 7 for any € € (—e,_1,65-1) and any E € (B¢~ (m$, A=Y (m);¢e) —
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10(56571))1/8,E(S_l)(mg,A(S_l)(maL);E) + 10((5&371))1/8). One has also G®)(mE, mT,A;0,E) = 0. Thus,
both requirements in condition (iii) hold. Due to EI3), [0%ai| < || < 1/64, i = 1,2, a = 1,2, [0“b?| <
4|e¥? exp(— 52 R(5~V) < 1/64, a < 2. Furthermore,

(5.28)
031 — Jl < max [OR1Q) (m, Ase, 1) — QU (mif ACD(mi e, B))| < A2 exp(~ LR, a <2,
Fule, B D (md, ACD(md)ie) =0, fole, B (my , ACD(mg );e) = 0,
B i, A (i ;) — (8 )YE < BED (g A Dy i) < B (mig, A ()
Here we used (5.13). Since |0z f;| < 1, (5:28) implies in particular
(5.29) |E —ai| = |fil <|E—=EC™Y(md, A~V (md);e)| < po < 1/64.

Moreover, all conditions in Definition £.9 hold, and hence f € Sglg) (f1, f2,0%), x = x). Lemma E.I3 implies
parts (1), (2) of the current proposition.

The first identity in (23] follows from part (2) of Lemma [5.4l The second identity in ([B.23]) follows from
the first one since v(mg),v(my ) are the only eigenvalues of Hy o which belong to the interval in the first
line, and v(mg)) > v(mg ). This finishes part (3).

We will now verify (4). The estimate (5.28) is due to (BI3). For E in the domain (526), we invoke
Lemma 2. T4 with Ay = {m¢,my}. We need to verify conditions (4), (i7) in Lemmal[2.14l Condition (i) holds
due to (B.25). Let Hy = Hay, — T2 I, Fl 2. Recall that det Hy = x(e, E), due to part (2) of Lemma (4]
Due to (5.22), one obtains

- 1
Dy :=log | det Hy|™* = log|x(e, E)| 7! < i log(6¢~1)™ 4+ 3log2 < D(mg; A);

see the notation from part (1) of Proposition 53l Furthermore, due to condition (G8), ua(mi) > R®). Due
to Remark B2 one obtains Dy < [min(ua(mg), ua(mg))]"/?. Thus, condition (ii) in Lemma 214 holds.
Due to Lemma 214 (527) holds. This finishes the case s > 2. The verification in case s = 1 is completely
similar. O

Remark 5.7. Here we want to comment on a stronger version of the estimate (5.21)) in the statement of the

last proposition. Namely, in some of our applications we will consider cases where some additional conditions
hold. Namely, the sets A=Y (mZ) will obey

(5.30) ACY(mE) > mE + B(R)
with R > R~V Furthermore,
(5.31) |E(571)(ma,A(571)(m6);6) — E(Sfl)( AL 1)(mo )‘ < exp(—R),

compare with (57). In this case, a revision of the proof of (B21) shows that the following stronger estimate
holds,

(5.32) [BCH (g, Ase) = BC7Y (mg, AC (m); )|<2|6|exp(——R)

Definition 5.8. Let Hp. be as in @I)—-@A). Let s > 0, ¢ > 0 be integers. Assume that the
classes of matrices OPR(S’SI)(mSF,ma,A;éo,TO) are defined for s < s < s+ q — 1, starting with
OPR(:9) (mg, Mg , A; 8, TQ) := OPR®) (mg, my A; 6o, T()) being as in Definition[5.8. Let m{, my € A. As-
sume that there are subsets M 1) = {mj 1j € J(S,)}, M) = {m]_ 1j € J(S,)}, A(S,)(mj) = A(Sl)(mj_)’
jeJE) withs<s' <s+q—1, and also subsets M), A(S/)(m), meME), 1<s <s+q—1 such that
the following conditions are valid:

(i) mE e MEtae=LE) (50, by convention, 0 € JE+=1 ) m e AV (m) C A for any m.
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(i)
MEVA) N MED(A) =0,  for any possible superscript indices s' # 5",
A )Y NAC ) (") =0,  unless s' = ", and m’ =m” orm' = mj[, m" =m].
(iii) For 7% > 0 and any m} € MG s > s, Hy ) (mt).e € OPR(' Y(m},m; ,AGD( m7); 80, 7).

For any m € M), H, Y(m),e € NG (m, A (m), 50).

(iv) Let 5(()5 ) R be as in Deﬁmtwnﬂﬂl Then,

(m + B(R® )) c AV (m!),  for any m/, &,
(m +B(R )) c AG) (m ;‘), for any j, s < s <s+gq,
(m + B(RC+0)) € A.

(v) Given m;_ e MEH) | et E(Sl*i)(mj,A(S/)(m;');e), Q(Sl)(m;t,A(Sl)(mj);e,E), ete. be the func-
tions defined for the matric Hy .+ .- ( Here, E(>%) (m;-',A(S)(m;-');s) are just as in Proposi-
tion[5.8. Below in Proposition [0 we will give the construction of these functions for s’ > s, which
Jjustifies the use of these functions in our inductive definition. ) Similarly, given m € MED | et
E®) (m, A(S,)(m);a) be the functions defined for the matriz H ) () - € NG (m, A (m), &). For
each mj e M), m;r ¢ {mg,mg}, s<s <s+gq, anye € (—s_1,€5-1), we have

(5:33) 305D < |BEFII (i AT (b 2) - BEHL) (it AGTID (i) )| < 65,
(5.34) 36((JS+11—1) < |E(S+q*11$)(m;}-jA(SJrq*l)(m;ﬁ-);E) _ E(SJrqui)(mEJF’A(SJrq*l)(mS-);E)L
(5.35)
(s') ,
—502 < |BGHH) (m}",A(S )(m;r); €) — Elsta1.%) (mg,A(”q*l)(mg); e)] < 588 . fors<s <s+q-—1,
(s
(5.36) 52 < |BY (m}L,A(s )(mj);s) — pleta-13) (mg, A(S+q_1)(m3L);5)|, fors<s' <s+q—1

Furthermore, for any m e M), 1< <s+q—1 and any ¢ € (—e5_1,65_1), we have
5"

< B (m, A€ (m); ) — BT (md AG+a=D () ¢)| < ISl

(Vl) |’U(TL) - U(mBL)| > 253 fOT any n € A \ ([Ulgs’gerqfl UmEM(s/) A(S/)(m)} U
[Usgs/gsqufl UjeJ(S') A(S )(mj)} ) .
(vii) In Proposition we will show inductively that the functions

K(S""J)(m,n,A;s,E):(E—HA N 7)_1(m,n), m,neAmxmg ::A\{mg,mg},
mit mo ,

(5:37) QUTV(miy, Ne, E)= Y hmg,m'ie) KT (!, n's s, E)h(n',miys€)

m/',n'eN + _
my,mg

are well-defined for any € € (—e5-1,€5-1) and any

Ec U(E(erqfl,:t)(ma-,A(Snqul) (m(—)i-)75) _ 25(()s+q—l),E(s+q71,:|:)( + A (s+q— 1)( ) )_|_ 25 (s+q— 1))
+

We require that for these e, E and with 7(9) from (iii), we have
(5.38) v(mg) + QT (md A, E) 2 v(mg) + QU (mg , Ase, E) + 7).

Then we say that Hp . € OPR(579) (mg,mg , A; b, 7(0) ). We set s(mg) =s+q. We call m{, my the

principal points. We call A0 (mZ) the (s + q — 1)-set for mg.
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Proposition 5.9. For each q and any Hy . € OPR(5+a) (mar, mq , A; do, 7'(0)), one can define the functions
E(sta®) (mg, A; 5) so that the following conditions hold.

(0) ECHeE) (md, Aje) are C?-smooth in € € (—e5—1,5-1)-

(1) Let D(;AG)(m)), 1 < &' < s+q—1, m € M) be defined as in Proposition[33. Define inductively

(2)

(5.39)

(3)
(5.40)

the functions D(~;A(5/)(mj)), s<s <s+q-1, 7€ J(s), and the function D(-;A) as follows.
For s’ = s, let D(-;A(S,)(mj)) be just D(-; A) from Proposition [5.3 with A(S/)(m;') in the role of
A and m;L in the role of m(;L. Similarly, for s’ > s, let D(~;A(S/)(m;r)) be just D(-;A) from the
current proposition with A )(mj-') in the role of A and m;-' in the role of mg. Set D(z;A) =
D(x;A(Sl)(m)) if v € A(S/)(m) for some s’ < s—1, orifx € A(S/)(m), m = m;r, J € JE,
s' > s, ml ¢ {mg,mg}. Set D(z;A) = 4logdyt if x € A\ ([Ur<sr<stq1 Umentsn A(S,)(m)] U
[USSS/SS+Q_1 Ujesen A(S,)(mj)}). Finally, set D(mT; A) = Dy := 410g(5(()5+q))’1
Then, D(-;A) € GA T.ry, T = 4riglogdy *, and
max  D(z) < 4log(65™ )71, max D(z) < 4log(55)
ag{mg mg} zEA

Let ¢ > 1, LOte-1H) = fp(EGTaLE) (m A(S"’q_l)(mar);s),26&“‘171)). For any (¢,FE) €
Llta=14) y glsta=12) the matriz (B — HA\{m0 mg }e ) is invertible. Moreover,

B = Hy\ g mg 1.2) ™ @S D00 g ). Tonfelih\ (i smg 8 (T 9)-

The functions
K(S+q)(m7naA;EvE): (E_HAmgyma)_l(man)v m, HEA + - _A\{mOamO}
Q(SJrq)(mg:,A; e, E)= Z h(m(jf, m’; E)K(”q) (m’,n'; Ase, E)h(n/, m(jf; £),
m/,n'eN 4

mg ,mg

GUTD(mE, mT, Ae, E) = h(mE, mT,e) + Z h(mE,m';e) KT (m! n/; Ase, EYh(n',mg ; €)

(5.41)

(5.42)

’ !
m/,n'eN _
m'e Tno+ mg

are well-defined and C?-smooth in LET4=LH) U L6+T9-L2)  These functions obey the following
estimates for (e, F) € LEe+ta=1H) y £6T4=17) gnd 0 < a < 2: 2 ¢]>/2 and some more regarding G

05QUT) (mg, Ase, E) = 9gQF ™ (my, A7) (mg); e, ) |
< 4|€|3/2 exp(—k R(erqfl)) < lel(8 (S+q—1))12,
’8% S'“1)(m .mg,\;e, E) — 905G (stq— 1)(1”1"L(jf,1”lfF Alsta- 1)( ey E)‘
§4|5|3/2exp( KJQR(SJ’_q 1)) < |€|( (s+q— 1))12,
05QCH ) (my, Ase, E)| < |el,  |E —v(mg) = Q¥+ (mg, Ase, B)| < el
(s TKo _ s—
03G9 (mi m§ Ase, B)| < 8lef exp(——g2Imyf —my |) < [e](657)"
The following identities hold:
QD (my, Ase, B) = QUT(mi Ase, B), GO (mi,mg, Ase, B) = GG+ (mg ,mf Ase, B).

(4) Let (¢, F) € LGsta=1H) y £6+ta=12) Then, E € spec Hy . if and only if E obeys

(5.43)

X6 B) = (B —v(m) — QU0(ms Ase, B)) - (B — vfmy) — Q0 (g, Asc, B))
— GUTo (mg, mg , Ase, E)G(SJ”I) (mg ,mg T Ae, E) =0.
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(5) Fore € (—es-1,€5-1), the equation
(5.44) x(e,E)=0

has exactly two solutions E = ECTOE) (md A;¢), obeying ECTE™) (md, Ase) < ECHaH) (md A ¢)
and

(5.45) [ECTEB) (m, Aje) — ECTHE) (mg, ACT) (my);6)] < Jel (5577 7Y)%,

The functions ECt4E) (mi, Ase) are C?-smooth on the interval (—es—1,65—1). The following esti-
mates hold:

0px| <8, fora<2, 0px>1/8,
N I L) SN IS L0
E(”q’”(mg, Ase) — E(S‘Lq’*)(mg, A;e)
” min(é[_8EX|51E<S~*><mo*,A;s> O o 4 205,
_aEX|51E(s+q,f)(m0+1A;s), aEX|s,E<S+Q~+>(mg,A;g)

(5(()s+q—1))2

211 ?
( (S+ZI*1))2

> mln( !

Ix(e, E)| > (E ECH (md, Ase))? ifmin|E — BB (mi A e)| <

1

(5.46) 16 o
F(sta+) (mo Ase) —v(my) — Q(s-i-q) (mg , Ase, E(S+q>+)(m0 i)
> max (7 /2, |G (m, mg , Ase, ECTED) (md, Ase)])

ECTE) (g, Ase) — o(mg) — QUH) (md, Ase, ECT47) (md Ase))
< —max(7?/2,|GH) (md ,my , Ae, B9 (mf, Ase))),

[a1(5, B) + bl B)l| e gttt ey = ECT00 (m, As)

> max(ai (e, E), az(e, E) + |b(e, E)|)|E7E<S+Qv+>(m0+,/\;s)’

[az(e, E) = [b(€, E)[]|l = ptat) (mi pse) < ECT) (g, Ase)

< min(ag(E,E),a ( ) |b(€aE)|)|E:E(s+q,*)(m0+,1\;5)'

where
ai(e, E) = v(md) + QU (mf , Aje, E),  as(e, B) = v(mg ) + Q¥ (my, Ase, E),
b(e, E) = |bi(e, B)|, bi(e, E) = G (m$,mg, Ase, E).

spec Hy . N {E : n1i1n|E _ E(s+q—1,i)(mg,A(571 (mo) e) < 8(6§ slsta— 1))1/4}
(5.47) = {ECHet) (mT, Ase), ECHO) (md Ase)},
ECT9P) (mg, A;0) = v(mg).
Let
(5.48) ((5((Js+q))4 < min |E — Blsta=b®) (mg,A(”q_l)(mS‘); e)] < (565+q_1))1/2, E eR.
Then the matriz (E — Hp ) is invertible. Moreover, with D(x; A) as in part (1),
(5.49) [(E — Hae) " 1@, 9)| < Spe;n), 1m0, leliknn (@, 9)-
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(7) Set
ﬂi = G(S+q) (m0$7 mg:7 A’ E’ E(S+q7i) (mg7 A’ E))
EGta®) (mg, Ase) —v(md ) — QU+ (m, Ase, ECHa®) (mg, Ase))’
(5 50) @(Squ’i) (naA;E) = Z (E(Squ’:t) (mS_aA7E) - HA\{mg,mg})il(nax)x

IGA\{mJ,mE}
[A(z,myse) + bz, md;€)B5), n ¢ {mg,mg},
PETID (my, Aye) =1, D (T Ase) = BE.

Then the vector pTEH) (A;e) = (pB+2H) (n Ase))pen is well-defined and obeys Ha oot (Ae) =
EGHaE) (md | A; )ttt (A e),

s 7K 7K _ _
(551 D, A2)| < Je* [ exp (= n = mif )+ exp(—gtn = mg|) |, ¢ {mifumg ),
(4 (g, Ase)] < 1.

Proof. The proof of all statements goes simultaneously by induction over ¢ = 0,1,.... For ¢ = 0, all
statements except (7) are due to Proposition[5.3] Lemma[5.4] and Proposition[5.60l We discuss (7) for ¢ > 1;
the derivation for ¢ = 0 is completely similar. Let ¢ > 1. Assume that the statements hold for any ¢’ < g—1
in the role of q. The derivation of (1)—(4) is completely similar to the derivation of these properties in
Proposition (.3, Lemma [5.4] and Proposition We discuss the proof of these statements very briefly. A
very important difference in (5) is that this time we invoke Lemma [£14] instead of Lemma

Note first of all the following. Let (g, E) € £LE+a=14) Let j € J(T9=D \ {0} be arbitrary. Then, using
conditions (B:33)), (534) in Definition 5.8 one obtains
(5.52)

B0 (AT ) ) — B < [BOF79) (A ) ) — B0 i, A () )

+| B (gt ACHD (Y 6) — B| < 665972 gglsta=D) < g5(sta=2) o,
BT (i ACTD () e) — B| > (BT (mf AT () e) — ECTND (g, AT (mg ) e)|
—| B+ (it A+ (). o) — B > 36(s+amD)  gglsta—) 5 (gleta-Dy4,
| BT (i AT (mt)se) — B| > |[ECTT) (i AT (m)se) — ECTTED (md, ALTOD (m ) 6))|
_|E(s+q—1,+)(m8L’A(s+q—1)(m;r);6) —E|> 3§(sta=1) _ 95(sta=1) § (5(s+q—1))4'

Let s <s' <s+q—2,j€ J) be arbitrary. Then, using conditions (35), (.30) in Definition 5.8 one
obtains

|ECD (mif, A (m);e) — BI < [EC D (], AW (m);e) — ECTI700 (g, ACTTD () e)|
+| BT (md AT (imd ) e) — B| < 607D 4 250+ < 3561 /9,
|ECD (mf, A (m);e) — BI = [EC D (m ], A (m);e) — ECTI700 (g, ACTTD (myf ) e)|

5"

(5.53) —|E(S+q_l’+)(m3_,A(SJ'_q_l)(mg_);5) _ El > 5 _ 26(s+q—1) > ((5(5/))47

[EC D (mf, A (m)se) = Bl 2 [EC D (mf, A®) (m);e) — BCH1 0 (g, ALHI=D () )|
5" ,
—|BCr L) (it At (mE)e) — B > — - 26(sHa=1) > (5004,

Similar estimates hold if (¢, E) € LG+a=12)  For this reason, the inductive assumption applies to
H () (+),c i the role of Hy e and to (e, E) so that (1)—(6) of the current proposition hold for Hy ) () e

In particular, for any (e, E) € £(s+a=1+) y £5+a-1.7) each matrix (E — H () (m),e) 18 invertible for any



54 DAVID DAMANIK AND MICHAEL GOLDSTEIN

;itierénjo;f] —2 and any m, m ¢ {mg,mgy }. The matrix (F — HA<S+qf1>(m0+)\{mg,mg},s) is also invertible.
(B = Hpor (my,e) " 1@ 0] < Speach m) Tomo el (), 01 (5 4

(5.54) (£ - HA(3+Q*1)(mJ)\{mJ,ma},a)_l](‘r7 y)|
< S D(AGCHD (m N\ [md ymy ) Tomolel:ACH=D (md \ fmg ;my 1.5 (%5 Y):

Similar estimates can be shown for s’ < s and for s’ = s + ¢ — 1.
Recall also that [v(n) — v(mg )| > 245 for any

neA\([ U U A®mul U U A m))
1<s’'<s+q—1 meM(s’) s<s’'<s+q—1 jeJs")

due to condition (vi) in Definition This implies |E — v(n)| > 3 for any such n.
Taking into account condition (1v) in Definition 5.8 and Remark BZL one obtains D(mg) < Tua(mg)'/3.
Just as in the proof of Proposition [5.6] one concludes that D(-; A) € Ga 7,x,. Furthermore, due to Pr0p031—

tion 216l Hy , _ :=FE—Hy , _ . isinvertible. Moreover,
ma Mg mqg Mg
-1
_ < spy. . .
(5 55) |fHAm0+,ma (‘Ta y)' > SD("AmOJﬁmE )7T7K01\€|,Am$ma ,9*(‘%'7 y)

Thus, in particular, parts (1), (2) of the current proposition hold.
The estimates in (5.41]) are due to Lemma [Z2T] This finishes the verification of (1)—(4).
As we have mentioned, to verify (5) we invoke Lemma B4l For (¢, E) € LOFa-1H) y glsta—1E) et

ai(e, B) = o(mif) + QU0 (i, Ase, B), as(e, E) = v(my ) + QU (my , Ase, E),

bi(e, E) = GCTD(m$ my, Ase, E), b(e, E) = |bi (e, E)),

fi=E—ai, f=hH-bf",

(5.56) go.+(e) = BT 1) (AT (mo4): ), po = 2565+q71),

fi = E—v(mg) = QU (md , AV (i ):e, E),

fo=E —v(mg) = Q™Y (mg , AV (my); <, B),

b = |GUTT ) (md g, AP () e, E)P, xa(e, B) = fifo B
Due to (541), one has |0ga;|, |0%a;], b1, |0sb1],|0%b1], |E — aj| < 1/64. So, f € 5;13)) (1, f2,b), and also
fe 3;1(2) (f1, f2,b), as required in Lemma BI4l Note that x = x(f). Let us verify conditions (a)—(6) needed

for an J;Lpplication of Lemma [L14 We set p := po. Using (5.41l), one obtains |0%x(e, E) — 0%x1(e, E)| <
él|(5|(6(()s+‘171))127 a < 2. Recall that x;(e, ECTI=15) (mE AG+e-D(mF);e)) = 0, and (EA6) applies to
X1 in the role of x and ¢ — 1 in the role of ¢q. This implies conditions («), (v), and (§) with o1 :=
(1/8)(inf, , (min; 7U)))* = 1/8. Note that x1(0, E) = x(0, E). This implies condition (3). Part (5) follows
straight from Lemma [LT4] (the last two lines in (5.48]) are due to (@I0)), (#IT]), respectively).

(6) The proof of this part goes word for word as the proof of part (3) of Proposition [£.6l

(7) Let 0 < |E — E(5%) (mo JAse)| < (6 gt~ 1))1/2. We invoke the Schur complement formula (Z2]) with
Ha =FE — Hpe, Ay :={m$,mg}, Ay := A\ Aa. Provided x(e, E) # 0, one has (see (5.18))

Ha, Tipo
I\ =
Ta1  Ha,
1 [(B—v(mg)— QT (mg, Ase, E)) —GEFD(mf,my, Ase, E)

X(E’E) _G(S+q)(maam37A;€aE) (E_v(m(}L) _Q(S+q)(m(JJraA;57E))
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_ - 1

(E— Hpe) H(nymd) = —[H'T1 o Hy Y (n,mT) = — = §
x(g, E) «
zeA\{mgJ mg }

(B~ Hy\ gtz 1,e) (0, 0)[h(,mg 5 €) (B = v(mg) = QU9 (m, Ase, B))+

(5.58) B, mT ;)G (nF mE Ase, B)], n ¢ {mf,mp)
(E HA 8) (matvmo) H2 (mO 7m0i) (alE) (E_’U(mgz) _Q(S+q)(m(q):7A;€7E))7
X\&,
- 1 . _
(B = Hae)™ (mg,mf) = Hy (mg,m§) = - GO0 (mg my  Ase, B).

Note also that due to part (7) of Lemma [TT] 5EX|E(s+q,i>(m+ ey # 0. Set
ECreE) (m, Ase) —v(mg) — QUH (mf, Ase, ECT9H) (g, A; e)
8EX|E(S+Qvi)(mO+1A;5)

It follows from (5.46) that a® # 0, |3%]| < 1. One has

Res[(E — Hae)™ '(n, My )”E EG+aE) (mi Ase) = —a* Z
mEA\{mJ,mJ}

(B0 (i Ase) = Hy (s mey.0) (0 0) [, mig 5 €) + bz, m2)8%], n e A\ {myf,my },
Res[(E — Hpe)™

RES[(E Hy 5) (mg:’ (T)“E E(s+a, i)(771Jr Ae) — = ﬂi

Res[(E — Hy.)™" m§]|E:E(s+q’i)(mJ7A;€) = at T (. Aje).

This implies Hy . T0H) (A;) = ECHoH) (md A; )94 (A;¢). Combining (5:50) with (539) and with
the estimate (228) from Lemma [277 one obtains (G.51). O

(5.59) ot =

5.60
( ) (m s My )]|E EG+a.E) (md Ae) = =at,

Using the notation from Proposition B9 assume that the functions h(m,n,e), m,n € A
depend also on some parameter k € (kl,kg), that is, h(m,n;e) = h(m,n;s,k). Assume
that Hacr = (h(m,n;e,k)) mmen € OPR (549 (md mg, A3 60, 7). Let QU+ (mT, Aje, k, E),
GG+ (mE mT, Aje, k, E), EST95) (md, A;e, k) be the functions introduced in Proposition 5.9 with Hy . &
in the role of Hj .

Lemma 5.10. (1) If h(m,n;e k) are C-smooth functions of k, then Q(S+q)(m(j)t,A;5,k,E),
G(s+a) mi,mx,A;e,k,E . and EGCT0E) (md Ase k) are Ct-smooth functions of all variables involved.
0> Mo 0
(2) Assume also that h(m,n;e,k) are C*-smooth functions and for m # n obey |0%h(m,n;e, k)| <
By exp(—ko|lm — n|) for |a| < 2. Furthermore, assume that |0%h(m,m;e, k)| < Byexp(ro|m — mg|*/?)
foranym e A, 0 < |a] <2. Then, for |a| <2, we have

1 agyo
|a ( A\{mo ;mg b, k) ](‘rvy)| < (330) QD(.;A\{mOi)m;})7T7N07|5‘4A\{m0+ mg}(x’y)’
a(s+q) E= « + 3/2
(5.61) |0*Q (mg, Aje, k, E)| < (3Bo)” |5|© D(A\{m{ ,mg }).T,k0, \s|;A\{m;r,m0*}(m0 7m0) (3Bo) el
' o x(s+q) apya + T
G mg, m, Ase, ks E)] < (3B0) DB 0\ o amz o (o } (72770
< (38Bo)”[e['/? exp(—ro|my — mg /16]),
(5.62) |09 ECHE) (md As e, k, E) — 0% (mo, k)| < (3Bo)*|e]*/2.
Here, D, (miE, mg) is defined as in Lemma[Z9

D(:A\{z,y}),T\ro,|elsA\{m{ ,mg }

The proof of this statement is completely similar to the proof of Lemma and we skip it.
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6. SELF-ADJOINT MATRICES WITH A GRADED SYSTEM OF ORDERED PAIRS OF RESONANCES

This section is to large extent an “upgrade” of Section [l We explain only the new ingredients. We skip
the rest of the proofs because up to the new notation, they go almost word for word as the proofs of the
corresponding statements in Section Bl Lemma [6.4] explains how the main transition to the “upgraded” case
goes. After that, ultimately the main difference is that we use Lemma instead of Lemma [£5] and in
Lemma [£.14] we have this time £ > 1.

Definition 6.1. Let s > 0, ¢ > 0 be integers and let 70 > (5(()S+q_l))1/4. Using the notation from
Definition[5.8, assume that conditions (i)—(iv) and (vi) of Definition[5.8 hold. Assume also that there exists
m} € MEFTa=1H) such that

(6.1)

(565-1-(1—1))1/2 < |E(S+q*11ﬂ:)(m;-,A(SnLq*l)(m;-);E) _ E(SJrq*l’i)(mS‘,A(”q*l)(mb’");gﬂ < 565-1-(1—2), 3 % jo,

(6.2) (5és+q71))1/2 < |E(S+q_1)_)(m;_,A(S+q_l)(m);<€) _ plstg—1,%) (mS_,A(SJ’_q_l) (mg—);g)L § % jo,
s+q— s+q— s+q— s+q— s+q—1

(6.3) |E( +q—-1,%) (m;g,A( +q 1)(m;g);g) _ E(sta 1’i)(m5r,A( +q 1)(m6r);€)| < (56 +q ))5/8'

Assume that the rest of condition (v) of Definition [Z.8 holds.
Due to Proposition below, the functions

K(S+q’i)(m,n,A;£,E)=(E—HA . ) Hmyn), mmneAM i i :=A\{m3[,mjz ,

m e
0 "o 0

Jo
64) Qerad(m Ase, B) = 3 h(mm;e) KB (! 0l Ase, E)a(n/ i), m e {md,m},

’ /
m’,n EAm$ mt

Jo

are well-defined for any € € (—€s4q—2,Es4q—2) and any
B € £ (e) im (ECH1 (o ACHD ) 2) - 260170 EEH18) (it ACHD () 2) 4 280,

We require that for all €, we have

(6.5) v(md) + QU (mg, A, E) > v(m},) + QU (m}, Ase, B)+ 7D, Ee&t(e),

or, alternatively,

(6.6) v(mg) + QT (mg, A, B) > v(my) + QU (my  Ase, E) + 7, Ee & (e),

where 7Y > 0. We introduce the following notation:

(6.7)

m(l) =me= ((ma_amo_)u (mj(_,amg_o))? S(O) =S 78(1) = s+q, 5(1) =50= (S(O)u 8(1))7 T = (T(O),T(l)).

With some abuse of notation, we set

mti=m$, m =ml if 63) holds,

Jo
(6.8) or alternatively
mti=mgy, m :=m; if 6.8) holds.

Jo
We say that Hy . € GSRI! (m,m*,m~,A;00,7) . We set s(m*) = s We call m*, m~ the principal
points. We call A(s(l)_l)(mi) the (s —1)-set for m*.

Remark 6.2. We introduce the cases (G5l and ([G.6) to address all possible cases for our applications
in Section [I0. In fact, in Section these cases exclude each other. This property is inessential for the
development in the current section. For this reason, we do not include it in the definitions, and we consider
these two cases as two alternatives.
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Remark 6.3. In the next statement we will use for the first time part (5) of Definition
with A # 7V, see Rem_ark Im Here and later in this work, Ga/ 1k, = GA/,2v Tke- Recall also that
SART o C 908 ke U A1 CA

Lemma 6.4. (1) Let Hy o € OPR(S’”‘I/)(mb”,m&,A’;dO,T(O)). Assume that (5(()S+q/))1/4 < 7O, Let
Hari=E — Hpo, Ay = N\ {mg ,mg }, Ay = {mg }, 3 :=Ha,, Tij(k,0) :=Tp, a,(k,0) :=H(k, (), ke
Al € Aj. For |E — EGH®) (md AL, )| < (& gt ) VW48, the quantity HEY = HE(md,mf) = [Hy —
Do 1 KTy (md,md) is well deﬁned Hi = E—v(mo) QU (mF, N;e, E), and

@9 - B ) > (657

Furthermore, set D(z; N\ {mZ}) = D(z;\'), 2 € A"\ {mg,mg }, where D(x; A\ {mg,mg }) is defined as

in Proposition .9 with A’ in the role of A, D(mT; A\ {mF}) = 410g(588+q,_1))’1. Then, D(-; A\ {mZ}) €
9A’ \{mZE}.2\ {mZE}, T,ro . The matrizc £ — HA’\{m(:)t} 1s tnvertible and

(6.10) I = Hyn (i y,0) 1@ 9] S 8y i) oo elsar (i 1,038 9)-
(2) Set
(6.11) QUF ) (mi, Nie, B)= > h(mi,mie)(E = Hy ey ) (myn)h(n, mgse).
771,716/\’\7710i
Then,
. , , G(s—i—q') AI E 2
012 QE(mE Ko, B) = QU e, B) + O Mg mE N2, )

E_U(mo) Q(S+q (m05A765E).
(3) Using the notation from part (2), set go(e, E) = go+(e, E) = EGH=LE) (md N ¢), po = 2(5(S+qlfl),
fi(e,B) = B —v(m§) — QU )(mE Nie E), b2(c, B) = |G (mg,mi, Ne, E)[?,

6.13 2
| | f(E,E)—f+(s,E)_%_

Then, f € 3;1(3) 1/2(f+, fo,b%), 7 > 14; see Definition {39

Proof. (1) Let |E — EGH{ ) (md Ae)| < (5(S+q ))1/4/8. Due to part (2) of Proposition [0,
QU*) (my, N;e, E) is well-defined. One can see that H = E — v(mgy) — Q¥4 (my,A';¢, E). Due
to (5.40]) from Proposmlonm one obtains

(6.14)

ﬁ;|E:E(s+q',+)(mJ,A';a) = Bt (mg,A'se) —v(mg ) — Q(Hq/)(mga/\l; &, E(S+q/’+)(mgaAl§5)) 2 T(O)/z-

Combining (6.14]) with the estimates (5.4]]) from Proposition 5.9 and taking into account that (5(()5“/))1/ 1<
7). one obtains for HY. The derivation for H, is completely similar. Furthermore, due to

2 2 p y
from Proposition [5.9] one has

(6.15) B = Hyr\ g gy, ) 1@ 9] S S i ) Lo lelia A m 138 (T 9)-
Due to Proposition 216, the estimate (GI0) follows from (G.9) combined with (GI5). The case |E —
EGT ) (md N e)| < (5(()S+q/))1/4/8 is completely similar.

(2) One has

QUF(mg M\ {mihe B)=[ > + >+ >+ > ]

m,n€EN m,n€ENs meA; ,nEA2 meAa,neEN

h(mg,m;e)(E — HA,\{mg}ﬁ)_l(m,n)h(n mT;e) : Z S;.
1<5<4

(6.16)
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Using the Schur complement formula and the definition (5.40), one obtains
S, = Z h(mE, m; e)[HY + H Ty o Hy 'To 1 K (m, n)h(n, mT; ),

m,neEN;
(6.17) = QU (mg, N2, B) + (Ha(mg ,mg)) 90, |2,
M= Y hmg,m;e)H; " (m,n)h(n,mT;e);
m,neEN;

see Lemma 2] Similarly,
&y = (Ha(mg,m{)) " [h(md,mg;e)l%,
&3 = (Ha(mg,md)) ' Mih(md ,mgse), &4 = (Ha(md,m§)) "' Mih(mg,mg;e).

Due to (6I71), (GI8), and the definition (540, one has

(6.18)

(6.19) Y 8, =QUT ) (mig, e, B) + (Ha(mi,m)) G (mg,m , N e, )P,
1<j<4
as claimed in (G12)).
(3) Due to (B38) in Definition 58], one has f. > f_ for any e, E. It follows from the estimates (5.41)) in
Proposition 5.9 that f € 3;1(2) 1/2(f+, f—,b?). Furthermore, due to Definition [5.8, one has 7(/) > 7. O

Proposition 6.5. Using the notation from Definition [0, the following statements hold.

(1) Let D(-; A(m)) be as in Proposition[5.9. Set D(x; A) = D(z; A\{m™,m~}) = D(z; A\m) = D(z; A(m))
if v € Am)\ m, D(a;A) = DA\ {m*,m~}) = 4log(6{ N1 if & € m\ {m*,m™}, and
D(x;A) = 4log(65" )1 if @ € {m*,m~}. Then, D(;A\m) € Gavmaine, DA\ {m*,m™}) €
9A\{m+,m*},ZV\{m+,m*},T,m,7 D(;A) € GA,T ko -

(2) Set g1 = E(S(l)fl*i)(m+,A(S(1)71)(m+);E) if [638) or ([68) holds, respectively. Set

e

(6.20) PG {(E,E) te€ (—es1s65m1), [E— gie)] < 5
For any (¢, F) € L(S(l)fl), the matriz (E — H\ {m+ m-},c) 5 invertible and
(6.21) [(E = Ha\tmtm—1.0) 1@ 9)] < DA\ mtm— 1), Tomonelia\ {mtm—} 52 (2, 9)-
(3) Set
Q(S(l))(miaA;EvE) = Z h(mi,m;s)(E— HA\{m*,m*})il(man)h(nvmi;s)v
m,ne€A\{mt m—}
(6.22) G (m® m¥, AN {m*t,m” }ie, B) = h(m*,m¥;¢)
+ Z h(mi,m;s)(E — HA\{mtmf})_l(m,n)h(n,m:F;E).

m,neA\{m*t ,m—}
Let Q(S(l)_l) (mi, A(S(l)_l)(mi); g, E) be defined as in Lemmal6.4) with A" = A(S(l)_l)(mi). Then, for a < 2,
05QC ") (m*, Ase, E) — 03Q0" D (m* A "D (m* )6, B))|

< 4|5|3/2 exp (—KQR(S(I)_1)> < |E|(6(()S<1>71))127

(6.23)
085G D (m*m™, Ase, B)| < 4l exp (—%m* - m|>

< P2 exp (—moRET V) < el ).
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sM_1

Furthermore, set po = 5“” D, pr = (68 T8, gole, B) = goile, E) = BC =2 (mt, A(m*)se),

g1(e, E) =q1,4(e, F) = (s -1, j:)( T, A(m™T);e) if @8) or @.6) holds, respectively, and
file, ) =E —v(m") — Q(S(l))(m+,A; e, E), fao(e,E)=FE—v(m™)— Q(S(l))(mﬂA; e, E),
(6.24) @ b (e, E)
b(e, E) = |GC ) (m*, mT, e, E)|?, e, E)= fi(e,E) — S
(€. ) = 6" B, feB) = hieB) - HED)
Then, [ € %g%;?)’/zl(fl,fg,bz) if @3) or ©.8) holds, respectively, T(3) > 70 /2 75 > 7+ (702 /4. see
Definition[{.9 .

(4) Let (e,E) € £6V=D Then, E € spec Hy . if and only if E obeys
Gapy  XEB) = (E-vm) = QU mt Aie B)) - (B - v(m™) - QT (m Ase, B))
' — G (m*,m™, A, B)2 = 0.

(5) Let f be as in part (3) and let X9 be as in Definition[J-9 Then, x(¢, E) = 0 if and only if x'/) = 0.
Fore € (—es_1,e5-1), the equation

(6.26) e, E)y=0
has ezactly two solutions E(S(l)"")(m"’,A; g) > E(5(1)>_)(m+,A; £),
(6.27) [ECT ) (m*, Ase) — g1 < 453" YR

The functions E(S(l)’i)(m"’,A; g) are smooth on the interval (—es_1,es—1). The following estimates hold:

(6.28)
08X <8 fora<2, 95 >1/8,

a%X(f)|5,E(3(1)**)(er,A;fs) < _(T(f))2’ X(f)|a,E(3(l)*+)(m+,A;a) - (T(f))z’

E(S“)ﬁ*)(m*,A;a) _ E(s<1>,—)(m+,A;E) > é[_agx(ma B0 ) (s A + agx(f)|a,E(5(1)’+)(m+,A;a)]’
_8%)((1")|51E(S(1),7)(m+1A;6),8%X(f)|E)E(s(1),+)(m+)A;€) > W(E(sh) B (m*, Ase) — E(S(l)’f)(er,A;g))z,
|X(j')(€,E)| > %min((E _ E(S(l)f)(m*,A;s)V, (E — E(Su)’*)(m*,/\;s))Q),

[a1(2, B) + b, B))l p_ ) by (s ey = EE D (mF, Ase)

> max(ai (g, E), az(e, E) + |b(€’E)|)|E:E(5(1)’+)(m+,j\;a)’

022, B) — (. B} 0 oyt ey < B (m* )

< min(az(e, E),a:1(¢, E) — |b(€’E)D|E:E(S(1)’*)(m+,1\;a)'

where
a(e, E) = v(m™) + Q) (mt Ase, B),  as(e, B) = v(m™) + Q) (m™, Ase, E),
be, B) = [bi(e, B)l, bi(e, E) = G (m*,m™ Ase, E).

S _
spec Hx . N {E : |E_E(s(1) 1) ( + A(S(l) 1) ( 3_),6)| < 8(56 1))1/4}
(6.29) = {EC D (mg, Ase), B (g, Ase)),
E(S(l),i) (mg7A’ O) — fu(mg:)
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Let

(6.30) (6"

a_
< m£n|E - E(S(l)’i)(m+,A;£)| < (565 ' 1))1/2, E eR.
Then, the matriz (E — Hy ) is invertible. Moreover,

(6'31) |[(E - HA,E)_I](% y)' < SD(~;A),T,F~01\El;k,A,%(xvy)v
where D(x,A) is as in part (1).
Proof. (1) The verification of this part is the same as for part (1) of Proposition 5.9
(2) Let (¢, F) € L6 =1 Assume that (@3) holds. If (66) holds, the arguments are completely similar.
Let j € JV+a-1) \ {0, jo} be arbitrary. Then, using conditions (G.I)) and (G.2]), one obtains
(6.32)
s s s (s S S
[ECT I i AT )e) = Bl < [ECT TN (), AT (my)ie) — BCT N (mg, AT (mg ) e)|

BV 1D (it ACY D () ) — EB| < 505()72)‘*‘(5(5()71))1/2 95(s-2),

ECY 1D AT D b)) — B > (BT i, ACYT D (m)e) — BV (g, ACY D (i) )
B o A B> 6y 6

[BCT 1 (i AT D () e) — B > [ECT 1) (md, AT D (m ) e) — BCY N0 (g, AT D () )|
B D) B> 05

Due to part (6) of Proposition 5.9 applied to H in the role of Hy ., one has

(1)1 +
AGDO -1 (mt) e

(6.33) (B = Hpeory (my,e) 1@ 9)] < S paate m) Tomo e (), 91 (5 4)

for & = s+ ¢—1 and any m = m;r, j € Jeta=1\ {0, jo}. Similarly, -33) holds for any s’ < s +¢q — 1.
Note that

s — s — s _ S _
(B = BCY 70 (m ACY (g )ee)| < B = B0 (g AT D )|
(6.34) +|E(s(1) 1,4) ( + A(S(l) 1) (mg%g) . E(S(1)711+)( A (s —1) (m__,_);g)l

Jo’ Jo

s s s _
< @54 T < (o) 2
Due to (6.10) from Lemma 6.4 applied to Hp(s+a-1) (%), in the role of Hps ., one has

(635) |[(E - HA(s(l)—1)(mi)\{mi})7l](xv y)' < SD(»;A(S(I)*1)(mi)\{mi}),T,no,\ahA(s(l)*1)(mi)\{mi},m(x’ y)

Recall that |v(n) —v(mg)| > 263 for any n € A\ Us'm A6 (m), due to condition (vi) in Definition 5.8 This
implies |E — v(n)| > §3 for any such n. Due to Proposition 216 6.21)) follows from ([6.33) and (6.35).
(3) The estimates in ([6.23) follow from Lemma 2211 Let f;, f be as in ([@24). Assume for instance that

(5) holds. Due to part (3) of Lemmal[B64} one has f* := E —v(m¥*) — Q(s(l)_l)(mi,A(s(l)_l)(mi);a, E) e
5(1) with g+ = (ggt) — (E(S“)—L*)( A S(l)_l)(mi);g))’ D = (2pp), and with (%) >

gl (1) 1/20
70, Due té [3) in Definition B.I} this implies f* € 39(1) w1/ With g = (go) = (g8), t™ = (po).
Due to (23), one has |aa(f1 — FOL10%(f2 — F) < (68T min 7, 0 < o < 2. Tt follows from
Lemma .16 that f; € Sg(l) (1) 347 ) > 70 /2. Due to @5), fo — f1 > 71, Due to ([6.23)), one obtains
b < ((3/4) min; 7U))5 0,02 < ((3/4) min; 7(3))8(p|, |92b?| < ((3/4) min; A\71))6 since (/1) > 7(0) /2 >
(5(()5(1)_1))1/4. Thus, f € S;?;f)g/4(f1,f2,b2), () > 7 (7(0)2/4, The case when (G.6) holds is completely

similar. This finishes part (3).
(4) Follows from the Schur complement formula.
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(5) It follows from Definition that x(e, E) = 0 if and only if x/) = 0. All statements follow from
Lemma 413

(6) The proof is completely similar to the proof of parts (3) and (4) of Proposition One can see
that the proof of this part has nothing to do with the fact that we use part (5) of the Definition with
A#£7". O

Definition 6.6. Assume that the classes of matrices GSRls'l (m, m+,m_,A;50,T) are defined for s <
s < sM 4 ¢M —1, ¢ > 0, starting with GS’R[s’S(l)](m, m*,m=,A; b, 7) = GSR!*! (m,m*,m~, A; 60,7)
being as in Definition 6. Let m{, my € A. Assume there are subsets MG+ = {m]Jr 1j € J(S,)},
ME ) = {m; RS J(S/)}, A(S/)(m;r) = A(S/)(m;), jE JE) with s < s' < sM 4+¢M —1, and also subsets
MED, A(S,)(m), meME), 1< <s+q—1 such that the following conditions are valid:
(i) mi € MED+aY=1E) (50, by convention, 1 € JE 4V =D ) m e A(m) for any m.
(ii) For any m, Hp(m),. belongs to one of the classes we have introduced before with m being a principal
point, s(m) < s + ¢ — 1 ( for the notation s(m), see Definitions [31, (5.8, 61 ). Furthermore,
Hy iy o € GSRIE 01 (m it my, A(m); 6o, 7).
(i) For any m,m', either A(m) N A(m') = 0, or A(m) = A(m’), in which case m,m’ are the principal
points for Hp(p).e-
(iv) Let 5ésl), RS be as in Definition [31. Then, (m + B(R(S/))) c A (m) for any A (m), and
(miE + B(RE"+4™))) c A.
(v) Let E(S(l)*i)(m"',A; €) be as in Proposition [6.3. Below in Proposition [6.7 we define inductively the
functions E(S(l)+‘7>i)(ﬁ1,1~\;a). We require that for each mj e MG, mj ¢ {mf,m7}, m €

M(S/)(A), s<s§ <s+4gq, and any € € (—e5-1,€5-1), we have

m

(6.36)

307 Y < (BT (o, ACT D ) ) — BT (i ACT D )

(1) (1) _
S(S(()S +q 2)

)

(6.37)
37 T < D) (NG D b)) - pOUH ) (g ACTH D ) e)),
5(5/) ’ ’ s —
39 < B o A ) — B o A i) < 6
fors<s <s+q-—1,
(6.39)
(s")
507 < |EG ?)(m;r,A(s )(mj);s) - E(”q*l’i)(mf,A(s‘Lq*l)(mE{);sﬂ fors <s < s 4¢M 1,
5(51) , , o
(6.40) OT < |E® )(m,A(S )(m);e) — pleta14) (mf,A(s"'q_l)(mf);sﬂ < 5(() Vo ¢ <s.

(vi) |v(n) —v(m])| > 263 for anyn € A\ Usm AGD (m).
(vii) Due to Proposition[67, the functions

(6.41) QU H (i, Ase, B) = S hmEme) (B = Hy s g o) (0 0)R( mie)

m/ €A\ {m] ,my}



62 DAVID DAMANIK AND MICHAEL GOLDSTEIN

are well-defined for all € € (—e5-1,€5-1),

B e (JEe 7 AT () g,

(6.42)
E(S(l)“l’q(l)*lai)( + A(S(1)+q(1) 1)( ) ) + 25(5(1)4’_(1(1) 1))
We require that for these (e, E),
(643) ’U(m"‘ — 1) -+ Q(S(1)+q(l))(mf, A, E) > v(mf) + Q(s(1)+q(l))(mI7A; g, E) + 7_(1)'

Then we say that Hp . € GSRlss"+d] (m, mf, mi, A; 50,7(1)). We call mf, mj the principal points. We
set s(mi) = s 4+ ¢, We call A(S(l)Jrq(l)*l)(mf) the (s + ¢V — 1)-set for mf.
Proposition 6.7. Using the notation from Definition[6.0, the following statements hold:

(1) Define inductively D(x; A) := D(z; A\ {m],m;}) := D(z; A(m)) if x € A(m) with m ¢ {m],m]},
and D(mi;A) = 410g(588(1)+q(1)))’1.

Then, D(;A) € Ga, 1m0, D(s A\ {mf,m7}) € Ia\{mt my F T

(2) Let LU0 15 o g (BEO Y1) (g AGDHO D () ) 258 D) Ror any
(e,E) e L (s -1, +) we have
(6.44) 1B = Hy gt g y.0) 1@ 9] < 8000 o etia (mf my 3,0 (@5)-

(3) The functions

QU+ (mif Ace,E) = > (i, m's€)(B = Hy, (s mmy)~ (m,n)h(n/,mise),
m’,n’GA\{mf,mf}

(6.45) G mE AN {mf m7 }ie, B) = h(mE, mFe)

+ Z h(mi,m;e)(E — HA\{mf)m;})_l(m, n)h(n,m7;e)

m,nEA\{mf,m;}
are well-defined and C?%-smooth in LD+ —14) L(S(I)Jrq(l)fl*’),
02QC 1 i, Ase, B) — QU (mi ACTHY D (i, )|
< 2 exp (—mo R+ D) < fefof T D 12,
|8%G(S(1)+q(1) (m ,m] ,A e, E) a%G(S(l)Jrq(l),l)(m%,mT,A(S(l)Jrq(l),l)(mi,_);E’E)|
)(mif

(646) < e 2 exp (=R DY < ool )2

)

M) gy

a (s s 4
|8EQ( )‘ < |‘€|7 |E - ’U(mli) - Q( +a )(mliaAvst” < |E|a

o (s gD Tk _ S _
Rt ><mimiA;s,E>|ss|s|1/2exp<‘?°|mf—mll)Sle|<5é D)2

with o < 2. Furthermore, for ¢V > 0, set py = 5(5(1)+q(1) 2 , p1L = 565(1)“(1)71), go+(&,E):=g14(,E) :=
B a1, jE)(m1 7A(m1 )i€),

(6.47)

1i(qWie.B) = E—v(my) = QU (mf Aie B), falqVse, B) = B —v(my) = QU (imy, Ase, B),
v2(¢V;e, E)

205, — 1P +d ) E . 2 1. - 1. _Z M =)
b (q 7€7E)_|G 1 (mlamT7A7€7E)| ) f(q 7€7E)_f1(q 757E) f2(q(1);5,E)'
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Then ( see Definition B3) f(aM):-) € Fiih o gy (f1(a5), falg®s),02(g 1)), 7B @D > 201 —
&(s,qM)), 7 > 7D (r )2 (1 = ¢(s,4M))2, with A(s,q) = (1+87EFD)\(s,¢—1), A(5,0) = 3/4, A(s,q) < 1
(4) Let (e, F) € £V =14 6P+ 1) Then, E € spec Hy . if and only if E obeys

X E) i= (E—v(m® —1) = QU+ ) (mf, Ase, B)) - (E — v(m7) — QU+ ) (my, Ase, B))
- G(S(I)J’_q(l))(mf’ m;’ A7 57 E)G(S(l) +q(l))(m; ) mi‘” A7 57 E) = O

(5) Fore € (—es—1,€5—1), the equation

(6.48)

(6.49) x(e, E)=0
. _ (sW4q™ 1) + Q. (s 441 -y + AL (sM4¢M ) + AL
has exactly two solutions £ = F 5 (mi, Ae), B 5 (m,Aje) < E 5 (m T, A e),
s 4 g _
(6.50) |E(S(1)+q(1)’i)(mf,A; E) . E(S(l)"'q(l)_l’i)(m{t, A(S(l)_,_q(l)_l)(mii_); €)| < |€|(5((J 1 +q 1 1))37

(D4 (D
[a1(e, E) + |b(e, B)| |E:E(s(1)+q(1)’+>(m1+,A;a) > Bl 7+)(mii_7A;€)

]
2 max(a1 (Ea E)7 0’2(55 E) + |b(€7 E)|)|E:E(s(1)+q(1),+)(mT1A;E)7

(6.51) (CONINRCH)
[az(e, B) = b, E)}] p_ g 440 ) n+ ae) < ECTH ) (m, Ase)
< min(a2(57 E),a; (57 E) - |b(57 E)')lE:E(s(l)+q(1),7)(m;r,A;g)7
where

a1(e, E) = o(m}) + QU ) (mt Aie B),  as(e, B) = v(my) + QU (my Ase, E),
b(e, E) = [bi(e, B)|, bi(e, E) = GV (mf mp, Ase, E).

The functions E(S(l)"'q(l)’i)(mi", A;€) are smooth on the interval (—es_1,€5-1).

(6)
(6 52) spec HA)6 N {E : HEH |E _ E(s(1)+q(1),:|:)(m‘li‘, A(S(l)“'q(l)_l)(mf);gﬂ < 8(6;5(1)4"1(1)_1))1/4}
= {ECTH N il Ase), BT (i Ase)).

If

(6.53) (67Tt <min | B — BEYHY 1) (it ACT D ) ) <305 V2, B e,

then the matriz (E — Hp o) is invertible. Moreover,
(6.54) (B — Ha o)™ @, 9)| < 8D(:a), 7m0, el 0,52 (25 9),
where D(x; A) is as in part (1).

The proof of each statement in this proposition is completely similar to the proof of either a statement
from Proposition or a statement from Proposition We skip the proofs.

We need yet two more upgrades of the classes of matrices under consideration. We skip the proofs for
the first upgrade and most of the proofs for the second one since they are completely similar to the proof of
Proposition and Proposition [6.3], respectively. Here is the first one:

Definition 6.8. Assume that the classes GSRIs"] (m(h), m*t,m™, A;d, t(h)) ,
GSRI" s +d] (m(h),m+,m_,A;50,t(h)) are defined for all h = 1,...,0, £ > 2, starting with
GSR["‘(I)](m(l),m+,m_,A;(50,t(1)), GSRI" s +dl (m(l),m+,m_,A;50,t(l)) being as in Definition [6.1]
and Definition [6.0, respectively. Here, m < A, [m| = 2h+1 5 — (50 s () sk ¢ N,
s < gD () = (7O )y 7)) 5 2+ 5 0. Let Hy . be as in (B1)-(G4) and let (5(85/), RGD pe
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as in Definition [34. Let q be such that 7©) > (5(()5“)-1-(;—1))1/4. Let m*,m~ € A. Assume that there are
subsets M C A, A(m) C A, m € M, such that the following conditions hold
(i) m* € M, m € A(m) for any m.

(ii) For any m € M, Hp(m), belongs to one of the classes we have introduced before with s(m) <
s + ¢ — 1 ( for the notation s(m), see Definitions 31}, [5.8, [6.1, ). Furthermore, Hy(m+),c €
GSRI s +a-1] (m(e’i),A(mi);(So,t(l)) with some m%) ¢ A(m*), m* € m&H) . Given m € M
such that Hy (), € GSRI s + 4] (m([),A(m);éo,t([)), we set s(m) := s + ¢, which is the
largest integer involved in the latter notation.

(iii) For any m,m/', either A(m) N A(m') = 0, or A(m) = A(m’), in which case m,m’ are the principal
points for Hy(y,c. We use the notation m’ = em for the latter case. In the former case we say that
em does not exist and {m,em} = {m}. Finally, em™ % m™, that is, A(m™) # A(m™).

(iv) Let m € M. There exists a unique real-analytic function E(m,A(m);e), € € (—€s-1,5-1) such
that E(m, A(m);e) is a simple eigenvalue of Hp(p).. and E(m,A(m);0) = v(m). Furthermore, let
m € M\ {m™,em™, m~ em~} be arbitrary. The following estimates hold:

(6.55)
(§5 a2 o IFin }|E(m+,A(m+); ) — E(m/,A(m);¢)| < 57D if s(m) = 5O 4 -1,
m/e{m,em

(6.56) |E(m™, A(m™);¢) — E(m*, A(m*);¢)| < (66 HamDyo/s
5
0

< min B(m*,Am*)ie) — B(m', Am');e)| < 6707 if s(m) < s 4 q - 1.

2 T m’e{m,em}
(v)
(m+ B(R(S(m))) C A(m).

(vi) Jo(n) —v(mo)| > 265 for any n € A\ U,,cn Alm).
(vil) Due to the inductive argument from Proposition [6.9 below, for any € € (—e5-1,€5-1) and any

(6.57) B e (B(m™, A(m™);e) — (682 Blmt A(m*t);e) + (0§ D)),
the functions

(658) Q(miaA;EvE) = Z h(mi,m/;s)(E— HA\{m*,m*})il(m/an/)h’(n/vmi;s)

m’,n’eA\{m+,m~}

are well-defined. We require that for these €, E and some 7tV > 0, we have

(6.59) v(mt) +Q(m*, A E) > v(m™) + Q(m™, Aje, B) + 7+,
In this case we say that Hp. € GSR[S(””](m(€+l)7A;507t(€+1))7 m+)  — Uim(g’i); S(0H) —
(s, sEHD) gD = 5O 4 g (D) = (70 7EFD) - We call m*Y) the principal set for Hy . and

mt, m~ the principal points for Hy .. We set s(m*) = s+, We call A(S(mi)fl)(mi) the (s(m*) —1)-set

for m*.

Proposition 6.9. Using the notation from Definition[6.8, the following statements hold:

(1) Define inductively D(x;A) = D(x; A\ {m*,m~}) = D(x;A \ m+D) = D(x;A(m)) if = €
A(m) \ mED, D(z;A) = D(a: A\ {m*,m~}) = 4log(6¢® V)1 if 2 € mED N\ {mt,m), and
D(z;A) = 410g(5(()8(”1)))71 if v € {m*T,m~}. Then, D(-;A\m(lJrl)) € GA\mE+D Ty D(;A\{mT,m™}) €
Sa\{m+,m-},2\{m+m~},Toror D(5A) € SA T k-
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(2) Set g1 = E(m"’,A(S(Hl)_l)(m"’);a) and

s 1y
5t 1/2
(6.60) L T (O T R B 5) P —

For any (¢, F) € L(S(Hl)’l), the matriz (E — H\ {m+ m~},e) i invertible. Moreover,

(6.61) (B = Hp\fm+m-1.6) @ 9)| < Spesaim+m— 1), Toro e[ A\ {mtm— 1.2 (2, Y).
(3) Set for (e, E) € L"),
(6.62)
Q(S(e+1) ( i,A;S,E) = Z h(mivm;s)(E_HA\{m*,m*})il(mvn)h’(nami;e)a
m,neA\{mt m—}
G(S(Hl))(mi,mﬁ/&; e, E) = h(m*®,m¥;¢) + Z h(m®,m;e)(E — Ha\ (et m—1) " (m,n)h(n,mT; ),
m,neA\{m+t m—}
Q(mivA(mi);EvE) = Z h(miam;e)(E_HA(mi)\{mi},S)_l(mvn)h’(nami;a)'

m,neA(mE)\{m*}

The functions in [6.62) are well-defined and C?-smooth. For a < 2, we have

(6.63)
|8%Q(S(£+l))(mi,A;s,E) _ 8%Q(mi,A(mi);€,E)‘ < 4|€|3/2 exp (_KOR(S(HU_U) < |E|(5(()5(2+1)_1))12,

a (Y 4+ 3/2 Tho, - 3/2 (D 1) (s¢FTD—1)y12
|0%G (m*,m™, Aje, E)| < 4[e|*? exp —T|m —m~| | <4e]*?exp (—KaoR )§|5|(5O ).

Furthermore, set pg = 6(S(Hl)_1), Pi=po, 95 =90, j=1,...,¢,

file, B) = E—o(m®) = Q" (m* Ase, B),  fole, B) = E—v(m™) = Q") (m™, Ase, B),
- 2 B) = G A )R, () = £l ) - ),
Then, f € %;;:11) . Jf1s f2,0%), 7D > b2 7 () > pHU D yhere U = 70D (7274, 5 > 0,
200 . (0 gop D
( (4)) Zet (7:6E6) :ﬁ?ﬁf}fgil). Then, E € spec Hp . if and only if E obeys
6.65

(£+1) (Hl) (Hl)

X(e, B) = (E—v(m")=Q"" (m™, Ase, E))-(B—v(m™)=Q" ) (m™, Ase, B))—|G™ D (m* m™, Ase, E)* = 0.
(5) Let f be as in part (3) and let x'I) be as in Definition[[-9 Then, x(¢, E) = 0 if and only if x') = 0.

Fore € (—es-1,65-1), the equation
(6.66) e, E)=0

has exactly two solutions E(m™,A;e) > E(m™, A;€), which obey

e+ _q)

(6.67) |E(m*, Aje) — BE(m™, A(m*);e)| < 4(55° )1/8.
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The functions E(m™*, A;e) are C?-smooth on the interval (—ezw)_1,€40 1) The following estimates hold,
gy <8 fora<2, 93X >1/8,
05X pm- ) < —(2 95X DLt 4 > (792,

E(m+, A; 5) - E(miv A; 5) > g [_8%X(f) |s,E(m*,A;5) =+ 3%X(f) |s,E(m+,A;5)]a

(6.68)
le% 1e% 1 _ 2
_aEX(f)|5>E(m7>A;€)aaEX(f)|5,E(m+,A;s) > W(E(eraA;E) - E(m 7A;5)) s
XV, B)| > g in((E — E(m*,A;¢))?, (E — E(m™, A;¢))?),
la1(e, E) + [b(e, E)| E=p(m+,ae) = E(m™, Ase)
(6.69) > max(ai (e, E), az(e, E) + |b(e, E)|) | p=g(m+,Ae)»
[az(e, E) — |be, B)||lE=p(m* ae) < E(m™, Aj€)
< min(az(e, £),a1(e, E) — |b(e, E)|)|[p=p(m- Ae):
where
o + (s +oa. - _ (s — AL
a’l(EvE)_v(m )+Q (m 7A355E)7 CLQ(E,E)—U(m )+Q ( aAvng)a
b(e, B) = [bi(e, B)l, bi(e, E) = G (m* m Ase, B).
(6)
( (s(”l)*l))1/2
specHA@ﬂ{|E—E(m+,A(m+);6,E)| <L 5
(6.70)

={E(m", Ase), E(m™, Ase)},
E(m™*, A;0) = v(m®).

Furthermore, let

S(f+1)) (2+1)_1)

(6.71) 68N < min |E — E(m™*, Ase)| < 25 JEER.
Then the matriz (E — Hp ) is invertible. Moreover,
(6.72) (B — Hae) '@, 9)| < Spsa) Tomo el a,n (2, 9).

Here is the second and last upgrade of the classes of matrices.
Definition 6.10. Let ¢ € N be  fized. Assume  that  the classes
GSRIET s 4] (MY mt m= A5 60,t Y are defined for all ¢ = 0,...,q — 1, starting with
GSR[E(HU’S(HU](m(“l),m m~, A'; 6, ¢+ ) = GSR[E(HU](m(“l),m+,m’,A’;5O,t(“1)) being as in

Definition[6.8. Let A and m™,m~ € A be given.
Assume that there are subsets M C A, A(m) C A, m € M, such that the following conditions hold

(i) m* € M, m € A(m) for any m, A(m*) = A(m™).

(ii) For any m € M, Hp(n) belongs to one of the classes we have introduced before with s(m) <
s+ —1 ( for the notation s(m), see Definitions[31),[5.8,[6.1, 6.6, 6.8 ). Furthermore, Hp(mty,e €
GSRI s ] (D m* m=, A(m™b); 6o, 8D with some mUFH C A(m™).

(iii) For any m,m’, either A(m) N A(m’) =0, or A(m) = A(m'), in which case m,m’ are the principal
points for Hp(m),.. We use the notation m’ = em for the latter case. In particular, emT=m~. In
the former case we say that em does not exist and {m,em} = {m}.
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(iv) Let m € M. There exists a unique real-analytic function E(m,A(m);e), € € (—€5-1,5-1) such
that E(m, A(m);e) is a simple eigenvalue of Hp(p).. and E(m,A(m);0) = v(m). Furthermore, let
m € M\ {m™,m™} be arbitrary. The following estimates hold:

(C+1) 4 0
36 V< min min |[E(m”,A(m");e) — E(m/,A(m');¢)| <
0 - m”E{m*,m*}m/G{m,om}| ( ( ) ) ( ( ) )| >
?1a+x , IFin }IE(m”,A(m”);E) —E(m/,A(m/);e)| < 5(()S<£+1)+q—2) if s(m) = s 4 g1,
m”e{mt m=}m'€{m,em
Ssm)
0 5 S m”e?,r],i*r’l,m*}m/ergl’ri{l.m} |E(m//7A(m”); E) _ E(mI,A(m/)7 E)l S
max min |[E(m”,A(m");e) — E(m/,A(m);¢)| < 5(()5(’”)—1) if s(m) < s© 4 q—1.

me{mt m=} m'€{m,em}
(v)
(m+ B(R(S(m))) C A(m)  for any A(m),
(m* + B(RCTVH0) A,
(vi) |v(n) —v(mg)| > 263 for anyn € A\ UmEM A(m).

(vii) Due to the inductive argument, for any € € (—€40)_1,E40_1) and any

(6.73) E e U(E(mi,A(m"_);g) . 2565(e+1)+q71),E(mi,A(m-f-);E) n 2565(@+1)+q,1)),
+

the functions
(674) QUTIOmE e By = 3T h(mE,m5e)(B — Hyygr )" (0 (0, m s e)
m’,n’€A\{m*t,m~}
are well-defined. We require that
(6.75) w(m™) + QU (mt A E) > v(m ™) + QU (m Ase, B) + 7+,

In this case we say that Hp . € GSRE s+l (m(“l),er,m_,A;éo,t(“l)). We call m™,m~ the
principal points. We set s(m*) = s+ 4 ¢. We call A(S(mi)’l)(mi) the (s(m*) — 1)-set for m*.
Theorem 6.11. Let Hy . € GPR[s“ s 4] (m(“l),m+,m_,A;(50,t(f+1)). The following statements
hold:

(1) Define inductively D(x;A) = D(x; A\ {mT,m~}) = D(x;A \ m+D) = D(z;A(m)) if = €

£
A(m) \ mEHD) D(z;A) = D(a; A\ {mt,m~}) = 410g((5és( +1)+q71))_1 if v € mEEDN\ {mt m~}, and
D(z;A) = 4log sy ifx € {m*t,m~}. Then, D(-; A\m‘tD) € G\ newrv) 7. D A\{mT,m™}) €
0 \m 1Ko
9A\{m+,m*},Z”\{m+,m*},T,no7 D(7 A) € 9A7T7N0' )
(2) Let £ 4015 = £ (E(m*, A(mT)e), 265 V). For any (e, E) € L6V ra-14),

(6.76) [(E = Hp\fm+ m-1.e) " @ 9)] < Sy mtm— 1), Tosor e[ A\ {mtom— 1.3 (25 Y).
(3) The functions

Q(S(Hl)ﬂLq) (mi,A; e, E)=
> h(m™,m;€)(E = Hy\gm+ m-}) " (m,n)h(n,m*;¢),

m,neA\{m*t,m—}

(6.77)

GG +a) (m*,mT,A;e, E) = h(m™, mT;e)+

Z h(m™, m;e)(E — Hy\ {m+,m-1) " (m,n)h(n,m¥;e)

m,neA\{m+,m~}
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are well-defined and and C2-smooth in the domain £V +a=14) U 6T +a-1,-)
[05QU" N (m* Ase, B) — 93QU" I (i, AV ); e, )|
< 4fef*2 exp (—moRCT D) < (o),
05GC D (E T, A, B) — 035G D (nF m T A(m*)se, B)|
678) < Ale]*/? exp (—ROR S<f+1)+q_1)> < |a|(565(e+1)+q*1))12,
[05Q" O m* Ao B) < fel, |E —v(mg) = QO (m* Ase, B)| < e,
|8%G(s(@+1)+q) (m*,m™, Aje, E)| < 8|32 exp < 7/£o|m —m |) < [e[*2 exp (_HOR(SMHLD)
<fel(as ).

Furthermore, set pg = 5(S(Hl)+q71), pi=po, 9 =90, 5=1,...,¢,

(6.79)
fi(e, E) = E—o(m®) = QU0 (mt Ao E), fa(e, E) = E—v(m™) — Q¥ T (m Ase, E),
1 2
V(e E) = |GC4) (mE, mF Ao, )2, f(e,E) = fu(e, B) — D)
fa(e, E)

Then, | € 3;;211) |4 J(f1, f2,02), U > 7l 74 7 > 7l /4 where T4 s the same as in Proposi-
tion [6.9.

(4) Let (e, F) € L6V H1E)  Then, E € spec Hp. if and only if E obeys
6so) EE= (B —v(m*) = QU+ (mt Ae, B)) - (E —vo(m™) — QU0 (m~, Ase, B))
' — G (mt m A, B2 = 0.

(5) Let f be as in part (3) and let x'Y) be as in Definition [£-9 Then, x(e, E) =0 if and only if P =o0.
Fore € (—e40)_1,€50)_1), the equation

(6.81) (e, E)=0

has exactly two solutions E(m™,A;e) > E(m™, A;€), which obey

(6.82) \E(m*, Ase) — E(m®, A(m™);e)| < e a1/,
[a1(e, E) + [b(e, E)[]| p=p(m+ ase) > E(m™, Ase)

)
(6 83) 2 max(a1 (65 E)7 0’2(55 E) + |b(57 E)|)|E:E (mt,Ase)»
' [a2(5aE) |b(‘€aE)|]|E:E'(m+,A;s) < E(mf,A;s)
< min(aQ(Ev E)5 a (Ea E) - |b(‘€a E)|)|E:E(m*,/\;€)a
where

ai(e, E) = v(m™) + Q(S(l+l)+q) (m™, Ase, E), as(e, E) = v(m™) + Q(s(“UH)(m_,A;a,E),
be,E) = |bi(e, B)|, bi(e, E) = G T (mT m~, Ase, E).
The functions E(m*, A;e) are C%-smooth on the interval (—s,—1,€s,—1) and obey the estimates (G.68).

(6)

(6(S(z+1)+q,1))1/2
specHA,aﬁ{|E—E(m+,A(m+);5,E)| <0 5 } ={E(m™*,A;e), E(m~,A;¢)},

E(m*, A;0) = v(m®).

(6.84)
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Furthermore, assume
( ) ( ) _
(6.85) (65" TO) < min|E — E(m*, Ase)| <208 TV EeR.

Then the matriz (E — Ha ¢) is invertible. Moreover,
(6.86) (B — Hae) 7@ 9)| < 8D(in) oo felskon 2 (2, 9).

(7) Let o) (Ase) := oF) (-, Ase) be the eigenvector corresponding to E(m*,A;e) and normalized by
©oF) (m* A;e) = 1. Then,

7
| E) (n, Ase)| < |e|/? Z exp (—§ﬁ0|n - m|> . né¢m®,
(6.87) mem()
o) (m, Ase)| <1+ Z 47t for any m € m.

0<t<st+l) +q

For any n € A(m™), we have

(6:88) ) (n, As) = ) (m, Atz )| < 2fel(a5” T

Proof. The proof of each of the statements (1)—(6) is completely similar to the proof of either a statement
from Proposition 5.9 or a statement from Proposition [6.5, and we omit them. Let us prove (7). We discuss
the cases £ < 2. For ¢ > 2, the proof is completely similar. Let ¢ = 1. We follow for this case the
notation from Proposition [0 In particular m®) = (mg,mg ). Due to part (7) in Proposition 5.9, the
eigenvectors cp(s(l)i)(A;s), normalized by cp(s(l)i)(m(jf,A;a) = 1, obey ([G87) with £ = 1, ¢ = 0. Let

¢(5<1>,1)(A(s<1>71)(m8r); g) be the vector defined in part (6) of Proposition B3 with H, . 1) (gt e in the
role of Hy .. Set p(n) = (=) (n,A;¢),n € A s D(mg). Recall that m —l—B(R(S( -1 ) C A(s(l)_l)(mg)

)
and mg ¢ A" =D (m7). Therefore, using (6:87), one obtains

(6.89) IEC D (Ase) = Hy 11y gy B < exp (—ro R0
It follows from part (4) of Proposition B3] that
(6.90)
1
spec H, ) B(m ﬁ{|E(s() 1)( + A(S(”*”(mf{);s)—m < 5(()4 J_1)} _ {E(S(”*”( + A(S“) 1) (mé);s)}-

Clearly, [l =D (-, A" =D (m);&)||, [|5]| > 1. Combining (6R8Y), (60) with standard perturbation theory
arguments, one concludes that there exists ¢ with |[¢| = 1 such that

S _ S S
Pl TDAET D (m ) e) ? < o &XP(—RoRC 1) exp (_@Rmu)) _
= 2

691 2
[T AETD i) Tl 5T

Note that ||g0(s(l)_1)(-,A(S(l)_l)( ;)| < 2. Since cp(s(l)_l)( &AGY - D(md);e) = 1, (md) = 1, one
concludes that [|o"" =D (AG" - 1)( md);e) — @l < exp(—%R(S( 2 1)), as claimed. This finishes part (7) for
£=1,q=0. The case £ =1, ¢ > 0 is similar.

Let £ = 2, ¢ = 0. Using the notation from Definition 6.1} assume that (65 holds, m* :=mg, m~ = m] .

Jo
Recall that m® = m = ((m{,myg ), (m},m; )). Due to Proposition 6.5 ([E2I) holds. As above, ([6.37)
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follows from (6.2I]) and Lemma 2771 As in the proof of part (7) of Proposition [5.9] one obtains
-1 + +
Res[(E — Hp)™ " (n,m )]|E:E(s(1)yi)(m$/\;€) = —a Z
zeA\{mt,m—}
6.92)  (BC Dt Ase) = Hypr m-y) " (. 2) [z, mF58) + h(z,mF;e)%], ne A\ {m*, m™},
Res|[(E — HA)il(mivmi)”E:E(S(l)i)(m*,A;a) = o,

Res[(E — Ha) ™ (m* m ¥ g o) s ey = 050

with 0 < o] < 1, |8%], |¢+*] < 1. In particular,
Hy o@D (A e) = ECV D (mt A o)t B (A ),
(6.93) QD(S(I)’i) (A; 5)(mi) _ 1, @(S(l)’i) (A; E)(mq:) _ Li,

e _ _
90( ’i)(AQE) = (ai) I(Res[(E — Ha) l(nvmi)]|E:E(s(1),i)(mg,A;E))neA'

The rest of the arguments for part (7) is completely similar to case £ = 1. O

Remark 6.12. Assume Hp . € GSRE s+ (MY m* m=, A; 6o, t+Y)) . Definitions 6.8 and 610
do not require any upper estimate for the quantity diam(m(“l)). This estimate is needed for an effective
application of the estimate B87) on | (n, A;e)| from Theorem [EI1. In applications we always assume
the following condition,

mt —m~| < R(S(HUH)/AL7
(6.94) m(g_,_l) C U (mi + B(R(S(£+1)_1)/4))-
+7_

Although the first line implies the second one, it is convenient to keep it this way for the sake of referring to

them. Recall that due to Definition 610, (m* + B(R(S(HI)J”I)) C A. Therefore, (687) combined with (694)
yields

(6.95) |<p(i)(n,A;€)| < |E|1/22E+2 exp (_gKOR(S(@+1)+q)> 7 ne A\ U (m:t + B(R(S([+l)+q))-
+)7

Let Hy, . € GSRIs“T s 4] (mEFD mt m=, Aj; 60, tHY), j = 1,2, with the same principal set m(¢+1)
and with the same principal points m™*,m~. We denote by v(n, j) the diagonal entries of H, Aj,e- We assume
that v(n,1) = v(n,2) for n € Ay N As. Let E(m*,Aj;¢) be the eigenvalue defined in Theorem with
Hy, e in the role of Hp ., j =1,2.

Corollary 6.13. Assume that condition ([6.94) holds for A = A;, j =1,2. Then,
(6.96) |E(m*, Ayie) — B(m*, Ase)| < [e](65+0)5.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Corollary However, since the eigenvalues E (mi, Aj; 5) are
almost double degenerate, some additional arguments are required. Let gp(i)(AJ—; €) be the vector defined in
part (7) of Theorem .11 with Hy, . in the role of Hy .. Set 3% (Az;e)(n) = o) (A1;e)(n) if n € Ay N Ay,
$*(Ag;¢)(n) = 0 otherwise. It follows from Remark that

~ 7
(6.97) I(Bn* Avi) — H ) < exp (2R 40)).
Since ||g*| > [T (m*)| = 1, one has

7
(6.98) dist(E(m™*, Ay;€),spec Hp, -) < exp (—%R(S(Hl)ﬂ)) .
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Since the principal set m(*1) is the same for both A;, one can use induction, like in the proof of Corollary[3.6]
to verify that in fact

(6.99) dist(E(mi,Al;a), {E(m+,A2;£),E(m_, As; 5)}) < exp (—%R(S(HU“)) )

If E(m™,Ag;e) — E(m™,Agse) < exp(—%R(s(Hl)*‘q)), then we are done. Assume E(m™, Ag;e) —
E(m™,Ag;e) > exp(—%R(s(Hl)""J)). Assume |E(m*, Ay;e) — E(m™, Ag;e)| < exp(—%R(s(l)""J)). Since
(o) (Ag;e), 07 (Ag;€)) = 0, it follows from RemarkB.12that (5T (Ag;e), 3 (Ag;e))| < exp(—%’:oR(sm*‘q)).
Since [[¢T(A2;e)| > 1, combined with ([@37) this implies |(spec Ha, ) N {|E — E(m™,Age)| <
exp(—%R(S([)+q))}| > 2. However, E(m"%, Ay;e) is the only eigenvalue of Hy,. different from
E(m™,As;¢e) that may belong to {|E — E(m™,As;e)| < exp(—%R(sm*‘q))}. This contradicts the as-
sumption |E(mTAge) — E(m™, Agje)| > exp(—%R(sm*‘q)). Thus, |E(m*, Ay;e) — E(m™,Ag;e)| <
exp(—%R(sm*“Z)) is impossible. Similarly, |E(m*,Aj;e) — E(m™*, Ag;e)| < exp(—%R(S(l)""J)) is im-
possible. Since E(m+,Aj;£) > E(m_, Ay 5), the statement follows from (G.99]). |

Using the notation from Theorem [6.11] assume that the functions h(m,n,e), m,n € A, depend also on

some parameter k € (ki1, k2), that is, h(m,n;e) = h(m,n; e, k). Assume that Hp o j = (h(m, n;e, k))m nen €

GSRI" sl (D) it i A 6, 46D for all k. Let QG4 (mE Ase, k, E) ete. be the func-
tions introduced in Theorem [6.1T] with Hj . 5 in the role of Hy .

Lemma 6.14. (1) If h(m,n;¢e, k) are Ct-smooth functions of k, then Q(5(2+1)+q) (m*,A;e,E) ete. are C*-
smooth functions of all variables involved.

(2) Assume also that h(m,n;e, k) are C*-smooth functions that for m # n obey |0%h(m,n;e, k)| <
Boexp(—ko|lm — n|) for |a| < 2. Furthermore, assume that |0“h(m,m;e, k)| < Bgexp(ko|lm — mt|1/?)
for anym € A, 0 < |a|] <2. Then, for |a| <2, we have

0%(E = Ha\fmtm—1.k) ™ 1@ 9)] < (3B0) DB a\ it im 1) Tomo A frmt s} (5 )5
0°QUT) (m*, A e, k, B)| < (3Bo)*|E1D A\ frt s 1), 7m0, e A\ {3 (05 mF) < (3Bo)*|e[*/?,

(6.100) o 4D (it =
0°GETY (m™,mT, A6,k E)| < (3B0)* DD a\ fmt 1) oo e\ {m+m—y (M7 M)
< (3By)%e|"/? exp(—ko|m™* — m™/16|),

(6.101) |0%E(m*, Ase, k, E) — 0%v(m*, k)| < (3Bo)*|e|*/2.

The proof of this statement is completely similar to the proof of Lemma and we skip it.

7. MATRICES WITH INESSENTIAL RESONANCES ASSOCIATED WITH 1-DIMENSIONAL QUASI-PERIODIC
SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS
Let ¢(n), n € Z¥ \ {0} obey
) )=l e
le(n)| < exp(—koln|) , n€Z,

where 0 < K9 < 1/2 is a constant.
Fix an arbitrary v > 1. Given v — 1 < |k| < v and € > 0, set A = 256+ and consider € with |g| = A" te.
With

v(ny k) = (nw—l—k) nez’,
(72) ho(n,m) = A"te(n —m),
h(n,m;e, k)—v(n k) if m =n,
h(n,m;e, k) =€ ho(n,m) if m # n,
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consider H, = (h(m,n;e,k)) This is consistent with the notation in (BI)-(B.4) of Section Bl with

m,nezv’
(7.3) By =A%
We denote by Ha.e ; the submatrices (h(m, n;e, k))m,nEA” A C 7Z¥. We assume that the vector w satisfies
the following Diophantine condition,
(7.4) [nw| > agln|~%, neZ"\ {0},

with some 0 < ag < 1, v < by < co. Just for the sake of normalization of some estimates in this section, we
assume that ||w|| <1, so that |[mw| < |m| for any m € Z".
Let ag, bo be as in ([T4). Set by = 32by, f1 = bl_1 = (32bp)~!. Fix an arbitrary R; with log Ry >
max(log(100ay '), 2348,  log kg ). Fix also k € R. Set
(7.5)
RO =Ry, 68:=60 = (RM)77, 6" =exp(—(log R* ™)), w=2,..., R®™:=(5{"D)""

Let us remark here that the definition (TH) is consistent with (I0). In particular, logdy ' > 2326,  log kg .
Another remark is that, due to the Diophantine condition, one has

(7.6) Imw| > aglm| ™% > ag(48RM™) b0 > (R()=2b0 — (§{*"I/16 if 0 < |m| < 48R™.
Define
(7.7)
ki = =5 o(m) with o(m) =32(8¢")"/° it 1207 < |m]| < 12R and o(0) = 32(66)°,
Kum,s = ko, £ 64 > BTNV s> 1, khg =k,

r<s—1, (6[()T))1/2§U(m)
where R(®) := 0. Note the following identities,

kS, = —ki, kS, =k,

Lemma 7.1. (1) For |m| < 12RW), the intervals (B 25 k:{lz) are disjoint. We denote by I;(s) the connected
components of R\ Uy« <12r (ks 5115 k:1/75+1)~

(2) For s > 2, each I;(s) is a subinterval of some Ii(s — 1).

(3) For j # k, dist(I;(s), Ix(s)) > 64(55)1/6,

Proof. All statements follow readily from the definitions (T71). O

Lemma 7.2. (1) Letm € Z", 0 < § < 1/16 be arbitrary. If [v(m, k)—v(0, k)| < 62, then min(|mw|, |2k+
mw|) < 326 if v < 4 and min(|mw|, |2k + mw|) < 25662 if v > 4.
(2) If min(jmw|, |2k + mw|) < d < 1, then |v(m, k) — v(0,k)| < 4.
Assume s > 2 and k € R\ Uo< || <12r0 (kry k;,)s). Then,

(3) If min(jmwl, |2k +mw|) < 32(55571))1/2, then k+mw € R\U,,,,/j<12re (K -1 k;;,ﬂsil). Moreover,
if in addition sgn(k + mw) = sguk, then k,k + mw belong to the same connected component of
R\ U\m/|§12R(S)(k;1’,sfl7k:ﬂ,sfl)' In particular, if lv(m, k) —v(0,k)| < 6(8571), then k + mw €
R\ Ujmri<1266 (Frnr 5215 K s—1)-
(4) If0 < |m1—ma| < 12R®) | then max; |v(m;, k1)—v(0, k)| > (6&571))1/2 for any |k1—k| < (6&371))1/2.
In particular, if 0 < |mg| < 12R®), then |v(ma, ki) — v(0, k)| > (5(()5_1))1/2.
Proof. (1) One has |v(m, k) —v(0,k)| = A" mw| - |2k + mw|. Hence min(A~2|mw|, \"/22k + mw|) < 6.
So, if ¥ < 4, A < 2'9 and the claim holds. Assume now ~ > 4. Assume for instance \~'/2|2k + mw| < 4.
In this case, [mw| > 2|k| — 0AY/2 > 2y — 2 — 41/2 > ~. Hence, |2k + mw| < $|U(m, k) —v(0,k)| < 25652, If
A2 mw| < 4, then |2k + mw| > 2|k| — SAY/2 > 2y — 2 — 41/2 > 4. As before it follows that [mw| < 25652
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(2) Assume that |mw| < 6. Then, since A > 4 max(|k|, 1), one has
lvo(m, k) —v(0, k)| < X1 (2|k| +6)0 < 6.
This verifies (2) in this case. The verification in the second possible case is similar.
(3) Assume that [mw| < 32005 )2, k € R\ Upeim<izreo ko b ). Recall that o(m’) >
32(5)1/6 > 32(55 V)12 if 0 < |m/| < 12R). Hence,
ktmweR\ | (ko +3205 Y2 kKL 3208 ) e RN | (s ki),

' Vm/ s m’,s—12"m’ s—1
0<|m/|<12R(s) 0<|m’|<12R(s)
Assume that |(k + mw) — (k)] < 32(565_1))1/2. Since = Uy |mr|<12re) (K kb, =

m’,87"7"m’,s

Uo<imr|<12re (b, kT, ), one has —k € R\UO<|m’\S12R(S)(k;’,s’k:l’,s)' Therefore, k + mw € R\

m’, s "Vm/,s

Uo<im <12z (K, kt, ). Moreover, if sgn(k + mw) = sgnk, then k,k + mw belong to the same

s—17"Ym/,s—1
connected component of R\ U,/ <12re (K - Lkt s—1)- This finishes the proof of the first statement
in (3). The last statement in (3) follows from the first one with part (1) of the current lemma taken into
account.

(4) Recall that due to the Diophantine condition, |(ma — m1)w| > ag(1 + |ma — m1|)~% > o(mg — my).
Let k € R\ Ug<jnj<1zre (kn s kip ). We prove (4) first for ki = k. Assume that max; [v(my, k) — v(0, k)| <
9(55™V)1/2. Then, due to part (1), one has min(|m;w|, |2k + mjw|) < 32 - 3(6°V)1/4 < 128(551)1/4,
Jj=12 If mw| < 128(5(()8_1))1/4, j=1,2, then 256(5(()5_1))1/4 > |(ma—m1)w| > o(ma—mq). Due to (1),
this implies [mg —m1| > 12R(®), contrary to the assumption in (4). Similarly, if |2k +m,w| < 128(6(8571))1/4,
j =1,2, then |mg —my| > 12R(®). Assume now that, for instance, |mw| < 128(55°"V)1/4 and |2k + maow| <
128(56571))1/4. Then, |2k + (m2 —m1)w| < 256(6&571))1/4 < o((mg —my)), since |ma —m1| < 12R(*). Hence,

mw

/
ke (—% —128(s5 e S 9856 ))1/4) c

mw o(m) mw alm) 4
<_2 Ty g g ) k)

with m’ = my — m;. Combined with the assumption k& € R\ U0<‘m,|§12R(3)(k kt

n.s), this implies

|m/| > 12R(®). This contradicts |mg — my| < 12R"). Let now |k; — k| < (6&571))1/2. It follows from the
above arguments that in any event |k+m;w| < A+ 1. In particular, A= (|k +m jw|+|k1 +mjw|) < 5. Hence,

o(my, k) — v(my, k)| = A"k — ki |([k +myw + ki +myw]) <585 9)V2,
[0(0, k1) — v(0, k)] = Ak — Ea|(|k] + [ka) < 3(35°)/2,
and the statement follows. O

Remark 7.3. (1) For any A C Z¥, the matriz Hp ¢ obeys conditions B2)-B4) from Section[d Due to
statement (1) of Lemma[73, Hacr € N (ng, A, 8)) with &y = 5h(A, no, k) = A7 ming, e p\ fno} min(|(m —
no)wl, |2k + (m — no)w|)|?, provided k ¢ $Z" and € is sufficiently small.

(2) For the rest of this work we use the notation v, A\ without reference to v > 1, v —1 < |k| < 7,
A = 256~. It is convenient for technical reasons not to assume here that v is an integer.

We will repeatedly use the following basic properties of the matrices Hp ¢ k.

Lemma 7.4. Let A CZY, m € Z" be arbitrary.
(1) Consider the map S : A — m+A, S(n) =n+m, n € A. Given(-) € C*, set S*()(n') = (n'—m),
n' € (m+ A). The map S* : ¢ — S*(¢) is a unitary operator, which conjugates Hpyn c with
HA,s,k+mw-
(2) Consider the map 8 : A — —A, 8(n) = —n, n € A. Given ¥(-) € CA, set 8*(¢)(n') = (—n'),
n' € —A. The map 8* : ¢ — 8*(¢) is a unitary operator, which conjugates Hp ¢ with H_p . _j.
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(3) Using the notation from (1) and (2), one has for any no € A, k ¢ $77 and sufficiently small €,
Q(S(ng), S(A);e,k, E) = Q(no, As e,k + mw, E),
EMW(S(ng), S(A);e, k) = EM(ng, Ase, k + mw),
Q(8(n0),8(A); &, k, E) = Q(no, Ase, =k, E),
EW(8(no),8(A); e, k) = EM(ng, Ay, —k).

(7.8)

Assume that Hp 1, with some given subsets MED A s=1,...,5—1, A(Sl)(m) CA me M) belongs
to N (n(0 A, 60) (resp., Hp. € GSRE [s¢0] ( (1) A g, tEHD )) Let mg be arbitrary. Then,

(4) The matric HA—mg e k+mow With the subsets M ) —mg C A — mg, s =1,...,5s—1, A(S,)(m —
mo) = AV (m) —mog € A —mg, m € ME) belongs to N (n© — mg, A — mg,dy) (resp.,
GSRE] ( (1) A g, tEHD )). Furthermore, let EG) (O Ase k) (resp., E(m™, A;e,k)) be de-
fined as in Proposztzon [Z3 (resp., Theorem [6I1) with Ha .y in the role of Hpe. Then,
E® O Ase k) = EG(n® —mg, A — mo; e,k + mow) (resp., BE(mt,A;e,k) = E(m* —mg, A —
mo; €, k + mow)).

(5) The matriz H_x .y with the subsets —MG) € —A, s’ =1,...,5—1, A (=m) := —AE)(m) € —A,
m € M) belongs to N (—n(0 —A, &) (resp., Hpe € GSR[E(HU (mEFD A 50 e+ )) Further-
more, E®)(n(®) A;e, k) = EG) (- n(o ,—A;e,—Fk) (resp., E(m™,A;e,k) = E( t —Aje, —k)).

Proof. (1) Both statements follow from the definition of the matrices Hj ¢ k.

(2) The statements follow from the definition of the matrices Hp . and the symmetry v(n,k) =
v(—n,—k),n€Z’, keR.

(3) For k ¢ 27", any A, nj € A’, and sufficiently small |e|, Hy . € NW(ng, A',5)) with &) =
66(A ng, k) := A7 Hming, e an fnoy min(|(m — ny)wl, 2k + (m — nf)w|)]?. In particular, all functions in (Z.8)
are well-defined for sufficiently small |¢|. The identities in (Z.8]) follow from Proposition B3 and (1), (2) of
the present lemma.

(4)&(5) Assume that Hy . with some given subsets M) c A, s’ =1,...,s—1, A)(m) C A, m € M)
belongs to N(*) (n(o),A, d0). Let mg be arbitrary. We will verify that Ha_mg e k+mow € N (n(o) —mg, A —
mo,dp). The proof goes by induction over s = 1,2,.... Note first that v(n,k) = v(n — mo, k + mow)
for any k,n,mg. Furthermore, due to part (1), Ha.r and Ha_mg.e k+mow are unitarily conjugate. In
particular, these matrices have the same eigenvalues. Secondly, recall that since Hj .\ € N() (n(o),A, o),
EG)(n Ak, ¢) is the only eigenvalue of Hy . which is analytic in e and obeys E®)(n(® A;k,0) =
(O k). T Ha e btmow € N (O —mg, A — myg, dp), then EG)(n(®) —mg, A — mo; k + mow, €) is the
only eigenvalue of Ha g .cktmow that is analytic in ¢ and obeys E®)(n(®) —mg, A — mo; k + mow,0) =
v(n© —mg, k + mow) = v(n®, k). Since the matrices have the same eigenvalues, these two functions are
equal. We use these remarks for an induction argument over s = 1,2,.... If Hy . € N (nO A §y),
then Ha_mg.chtmw € N (00 —mg, A —mg, dp); see Definition Bl Assume that the statement holds for
s'=1,2,...,s—1intheroleof s. Clearly, conditions (a), (b), (d), (f) of DefinitionBIlhold for HaA_ g e k+mow
since they hold for Hy . . Condition (¢) of Definition Bl holds due to the inductive assumption applied to
each H( ., with » < s —1. Due to the previous remarks, we see that condition (e) of Definition 3.1l holds
for HA_mg.ek+mow Since it holds for Hy . ;. This finishes the proof of (4) in case Hp 1 € N (n(o),A, 00)-
The proof of (5) in case Hp .. € N (n(®, A, &) is completely similar ( of course, one should again use the
fact that the matrices have the same eigenvalues and are self-adjoint ). The proof of both (4) and (5) in case
Hy. € GSRls (Hl)]( (1) A; 6, D) is completely similar. O

Given two sets A’, A” C Z", we introduce the following relation:

(7.9) N QYA A NA A0 and AN (Z7 \A") £ 0.
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Set

AP0 =BERY), keR\ | (kno ki)

0<|m’/|<12RM
M) = {m:fu(m,k) —v(0,K) < 80/16}, keR\ | (ko Kfy),

0<|m/|<12R(®)
AP (m) =m+ ALY (0), mem,
AP (0) = BERD)\ ( U A ),

m/ €M) AL (m)IB(BR®))

M) = {m: [o(m, k) —v(0,k)] <36V /4}, keR\ | (ko ki),

0<|m’|<12R®)
AP (m) =m+ AL L0), meMP), keR\ | (knakiho),

0<|m/|<12R(3)
(7.10) M = {m: Jo(m, k) —0(0, k)] < 36077 /4}, keR)\ U (o1 1),

0<|m/|<12R(s=1)

s’ s’ —1 s 1

M)y = {m: om, k) —o(0, k)| < (365 D/ — ST 68T,
s'<s"<s—1

m¢ U U A m"), 1< <s—2,

’ " _ "
§'<s"<s 1m,,€MI(cS,sll

M) = {m: |o(m, k) —0(0,k) < (857 /16)— Y 85V

1<s"<s—1

m ¢ U U AI(CSN)(mH)}’ ke R\ U (kr:/,s—l’ k;’,s—l)v

" 0<|m/|<12R(—1)

)

1<s”"<s—1 m//eM;i371

A ) =m+AP) L0), meMP), keR\ | (ki k)
0<|m/|<12R(s=1)
AP ©0) = BERON (U U A ),

T=heo ST e AL (m)IBBRE))

ke R\ U (k;/,s—hkr—;/,s—l)'
0<|m/|<12R(s)

Remark 7.5. It follows from the definitions in (CI0) that
() 0€ M.

b M(S/)_ N M(S“z =0 for any s’ < s” <s—1.
k,s—1 k,s—1

75

(¢) Due to ([TI0), for any r, we have B2R™M) C A,(;)(O) C B(3R™M). In particular, A;gs_l)(()) C A,(:)(O).

Furthermore, we use the notation A,(: )(m) and not A,(fs)_l(m). This is because if m € M(Ss)l for some 51 < s,

the set m + A,(;/_lnw(()) is still the same.
(d) Ifss <s—1,me M,(;/S)_l, then

@6/ — 3 &Y < Jolm,k) —u(0,k) < (3654 - 3D 6T

s'+1<s"<s—1 s'<s"<s—1
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Furthermore, it follows from the definition of the set M,(f:% and part (4) of Lemma [7.4 that for any m €
M)\ {0} with [m] < 12R(), we have

(65~ < fo(m, k) — v(0, k)| < 356 /4.
Lemma 7.6. Let s > 2 and k € R\ Uy |, |<12r6-1 (K,

m’,s—1

k+

m,7s_1). Then,
(1) If my € M;:Q_l, 1 < s < s—1,7 = 1,2 and my # ma, then |m; — ma| > 12R(5/),
dist(A;S,)(ml),A,(j/)(mg)) > 6R").
(2) Assume that for some my,mg € Z”, 81 < S2, we have
[o(ma, k) —v(0, k)| < 305/ = S oFTTY, i=1,2
§;<8"<s—1

Then,
(7.11) [o(ma = ma, k +mow) — v(0,k +maw)| < 360" /a3 g,

s1<8""<s5—1
(3) Assume that for every 2 < s’ < s — 1, the following condition holds:
(65) If k € R\ Upejmrj<rzrer Ky —1s it 1), ma € MELY_ L sy < 8 = 1, |ma| < 12RE),
then either A,(fl)(ml) C A,(: )(0) or A,(:l)(ml) N A,(f )(0) = 0.
Then, for every s > 2, the following statement holds. Assume that for some s1 < s —1, |mq| <
12R) | we have

[olma, k) w0, R) < (305" 74— D 6.
s1<s""<s—1
Then:
either (o) my € A,(CSZ)(mg) for some s1 <53 <s—1,mg € M,is)z)_l,
or (B) my € M,is);)_l and A,(Csl)(ml)) N A,(:2)(m2) = 0 for any ma € M,(:;_l mo # my with
s1<s9<s—1.
In case (o), one has my + A,(:L)nlw(O) C A](:2)(m2).
(4) The condition (&4 ) holds for each s’ =2,...,s.
Proof. (1) Since k € R\ U0<|m,‘S12R(S,1)(k;,75_1, k;,75_1) CR\ U0<\m/|§12R(5/)(k;L’,s” k:;,)s,), part (4) of
Lemma [72 applies. Therefore, |m; — mg| > 12R). Tt follows from the definition of the sets Al(;)(m) that
A,(:)(m) C (m + B(3R™)) for any m,r. Thus the second statement in (1) also holds.
(2) We have
[v(my —ma, k +maw) —v(0,k + maw)| < |v(ma, k) —v(0,k)| + |v(0, k) — v(ma, k)]

o L S B S S 1 S DY ' S
(712) s1<8""<s—1 82<s""<s—1
<35 V- ST s,
s1<8""<s5—1
as claimed.

(3) The proof goes via induction over s = 2,3,.... Note first of all that due to part (3) of Lemma [[2]
E+muw € R\ UO<‘m,|§12R(31)(k;,751_1,k:l/751_1), S0 A,(gs_iznlw(O) is well-defined in any event. Let s = 2.
The only possibility here is s; = 1 and there is no room for case (). Due to part (1) of the current lemma,
one has dist(A,il)(ml),A,(cl)(mz)) > 6R™M for any msy € M,(Cli, mz # my. This proves part (3) for s = 2. It is
important to note here, for the sake of the proof of (4), that for s = 2, the proof of (3) does not require any
additional condition; in particular, the condition (&2) is not required. Let s > 2 be arbitrary. Assume that
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(3) holds for any s’ < s in the role of s. Assume that («) fails. Then, m € Mk <_1, just due to the definition
(ZI0). With part (1) of the current lemma taken into account, it suffices to consider |m; — mso| < 12R(52)
with 51 < 89 <s—1,ms € Mksz) 1- Note that

(7.13) —ma ¢ ASE) L (0).
Indeed, otherwise m; € (mg + Aks_iznw(())) = AE:Q)(mz), contrary to the assumption that («) fails for m;.
Note also that due to part (3) in Lemma [[2] k + mow € R\ U0<‘m/|§12R(52)(k;,ysrbk;,75271). Since

|m1 — ma| < 12R(%2) and (TII) holds, one can apply the inductive assumption for part (3) of the current
lemma to k + mow in the role of k, (m; — m2) in the role of my, and 32 in the role of s. So, either (a) or

(8) hold. Consider first case (), that is, assume that m; —mg € Al /) for some 51 < 8’ < 59— 1,

k+m2w (

m' € Mk Vmaw.ss—1- Lhe inductive assumption for the very last statement in part (3) implies that in this
case one has

(7.14) (m1 = m2) + AL, (0) € AL ('),

It follows from (ZI3) that

(715) k+m2w % Aksjznmu

It follows from (Z.I3) and condition (&,,) that

(7.16) ACD ')y Al (0) = 0.

Combining (ZI4) with ([TI6]), one obtains

(7.17) (ma + AL, (00) 1 (2 + AT (0)) =0,

which is what is claimed for m; in (8). This finishes the proof if («) holds for m; — ms. Assume now that
(8) holds for my — ma, that is,

(7.18) ((my — ) +ALH (0) ﬂAHmzw(m’) =

k+m2w sy_1- Since [my —ma| < 12R(*2) and (ZII) holds, one has
Since (T.I3) holds, condition (&,,) implies

for any s1 < 8 < s9 — 1, m’ c M
(m1 —ma) € MY

k+mow,s0—1"

(7.19) ((m1 —ma) + AP (0) A2 (0) = 0.
The relation (.19) implies (ZI7). This finishes the inductive verification of the dichotomy in (3). To finish

part (3), assume that («) holds for my. So, m; € mg + A2 (0) for some s1 < s9 < s—1,mg € M,(ji)_l

k+mow
Recall that (IT)) holds. Due to the inductive assumption, either ( ) or (B) holds for (my — mz). Consider
first the case (8). Then, (m1 ma) € M,(:_iznw sp_1- Oince (M1 —ma) € Aks_izn »(0), due to condition (S, ),

c A (0). This implies the second statement in part (3) in this case.

one has (m1 —msg) + A ht g

k+m1w( )

Consider now case («), that is, my —mg € Ak+m2w( m’) for some 51 < 8’ < s9—1, m' € Mkergw sy 1
Since (myq — mg) € A,(:_izn .(0), due to condition (&,,), one has Ak+m L(m') C A,(:_imw( ). Furthermore,

Im1 — ma| < 12RG) < 12R(2). Due to part (2) of the current lemma, (ZII) holds and one can apply the
inductive assumption for the second statement in part (3) of the current lemma with m1 mg in the role of
mq, m’ in the role of mo, and s9 in the role of s. Hence, (m1 —ma) + Ak+m1w( ) C Ak+m2w( ). This finishes
the inductive proof of (3).

(4) Once again the proof goes via induction over s = 2,3,.... Let us verify (&3). The only possibility
here is s1 = 1 and m; € M;ﬂlz Assume A,(Cl)(ml) N A,(f) (0) # 0. Then, clearly, A;ﬂl)(ml) N B(3R®) #£ (.
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Note that A,(cl)(ml) N (z" \ B(3R®)) = . Indeed, otherwise A,(cl)(ml) 0 B(3R®)). Since

(7.20) AP (0) = BER)\ U A ).
m’GMECI’)I:Ag) (m")§B(3R(2)))

that would imply A,(Cl)(ml) N A;f)(()) = [, contrary to the assumption. Let m’ be an arbitrary vector in the
union in (Z20). Since m4 is not included in the union in ([T20), m’ # m;. Due to part (3) of the current
lemma, A,(Cl)(m’) N Ag)(ml) = (). Combining this fact with A,(Cl)(ml) N (Z" \ B(3R®)) =, one concludes
that A,(Cl)(ml) C A,(f) (0). This finishes the case s = 2. Assume that (S, ) holds for any s’ < s — 1. Let us
verify (&4). Using the notation from (&), one can assume that (mq + A,(szmw(o)) N A,(f) (0) # 0. Since we
assume that (&) holds for any s’ < s— 1, we can apply part (3) to m;. Consider first the case (). In this

case, my € M,(f;)_l, (m1+ A,is_ﬁznlw(())) =AYV (my). Recall that
r=1

(7.21) AP(0) = BER™)\ ( U U A;”(m/)).

----- SThmreny) A (m)IBERE))

Clearly, this implies A" (my) N B(3R®)) # . Note that A™ (my)N(Z*\ B(3R®))) = §). Indeed, otherwise
A,(fl)(ml) 0 B(3R®))). This would imply A,(Csl)(ml) ﬁA,(f) (0) = @, contrary to the assumption. Let m’ be an
arbitrary vector in the union in (Z.21]). Since m; is not included in the union in (.21]), m’ # m;. Due to part
(3) of the current lemma, A,(f/) (m’)ﬂA,(:l)(ml) = (). Combining this fact with A,(:l) (m1)N(Z"\B(3R®)) = 0),
one concludes that A,(fl)(ml) C A,(CS)(O). Consider now the case («). Using the notation from case («), one
has mp + A,(f_izmw(O) C A,(CSZ)(mg). Note that for ma, case (8) takes place. Clearly A,(CSQ)(mQ) N A,(f)(()) # 0.
Hence, A,(CSZ)(mg) C A](CS)(O) and we are done. O

Remark 7.7. (1) We remark here that in the proof of part (3) in Lemma[7.6, we did not use the definition
of the set A,(gs)(()) from ([CI0). We did use the definition of the sets Ag: )(m’), s’ < s—1 from [I0), part (1)
of Lemma [7.6] and condition (Ss_1) only. We will invoke this fact in Remark[7.200 We use the latter in
Sections[8 and [A

(2) For technical reasons related to small values of |k|, we need to introduce for those k some auxiliary
sets A,(jiym(m) C A,(f) (m), which give a very good “approzimation” of Al(:)(m) and at the same time obey

Ay (1) = ALy () see Lemma 715

Lemma 7.8. For any k € R, r, s, we have M(_T,)C = —M,(CT), Af%(—m) = —A,(CS)(m).

Proof. One has v(—m, —k) = v(m, k) for any m, k. This implies the first statement, J\/[(_T,)~C = —M,(:). Using

this, one can easily verify the second statement using induction in s. O
To proceed with the definition of A,(:lum(m), we need some combinatorics.
Definition 7.9. Let s > 0 be an arbitrary integer. Let A = (ai,...,a,) be an arbitrary word over the

alphabet {1,2,...,s}. We say that the word A is correct if it has no sub-word A= (aj,...,a5) with j <k,
a; = ay, and max;jcic a; < a;. Otherwise, the word is called incorrect. By convention, each one letter word
A = (a1) is correct. We denote by A(s) the collection of all words over the alphabet {1,2,...,s} and by
Ac(s) the collection of all correct words in A(s). We also say that the word A = (a1, ...,ay) has length n.

Lemma 7.10. If A = (a1,...,ay) € Ac(s), thenn < 2° — 1.

Proof. The proof goes by induction on s. For s = 1, the only correct word is A = (1). Assume that the
statement holds for the alphabet {1,...,s—1}. If a; < s for every j, then A € A (s — 1) and the statement
holds due to the inductive assumption. Assume that a; = s for some j. Then, a; < s for every k # j since
otherwise A ¢ A.(s). Let A1 = (a1,...,a;-1), A2 = (aj41,...,a,). Then, clearly, Ay, Ay € Ac(s —1). Due
to the inductive assumption j — 1 < 25711, n -7 < 25—1 _ 1. Hence, n < 2% — 1. O
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Lemma 7.11. Suppose A = (a1,...,a,) ¢ Ac(s). Let A = (aj,...,ax) be a minimal length incorrect
sub-word of A. Then, a; = ay, a; < a; forany j <i<k and k—j <2% —1.

Proof. Obviously, a minimal length incorrect sub-word A = (aj,...,ax) ¢ Ac(s) exists. Due to the min-
imality, the words A1 = (aj41,...,ax) and Ay = (a;,...,ax—1) are correct. On the other hand, A has a
sub-word (a;1¢, .. .,0k—m) such that a1y = ak—m, a; < aj4¢ for any j+ £ < i < k —m. Since both A; and
A, are correct, £ =0 and m = 0. So, aj = ag, a; < a; for any j < i < k. In particular, 4; € A.(a;). Due to
Lemma[7I0 k — j < 2% — 1. O

Definition 7.12. (1) Consider arbitrary subsets ', A" C Z". Assume that A'NA" #0, A" T A", A" ¢ N'.
In this case, we say that A’ and A" are chained. A sequence A9, £ =1,...,n withn > 2 is called a chain
if A© and AYTY are chained for every £ =1,...,n — 1.

(2) Let £ be a system of sets A C Z". Let t(A) be a function A € £ with values in N. We
say that (£,t) is a proper subtraction system if the following conditions hold: (i) For any a € N,
Ry := minps avegit(ar)=a, t(A")=a, Ar2ar dist(A';A”) >0, (i4) Let A € £ be arbitrary, a = t(A) + 1. There
exist subsets Z; C A, j =1,... such that diam(Z;) < 27"R,, A = U;E;, and if for some for some A’ € £,
ANAN #0, thenZ;NA #0 for any j.

(3) Let (£,t) be a proper subtraction system. Given an arbitrary set Ao, C Z¥, we set

(7.22) Ao = Ao 1\ ( U A).

AELAE A o1

Lemma 7.13. Let (£,t) be a proper subtraction system.

(1) Let A, A € £, ANAN #0. Let a =t(A)+ 1. For any x € A, we have dist(z,A’) < 27°R,,.

(2) Let a € N and let A9, ¢ = 1,...,n be a chain, A € &, t(AY) < a, £ = 1,...,n. Then,
dist(AM,AM) < (n — 1)27°R,.

Proof. (1) Let 25 C A, j = 1,... be as in (i7) of part (2) of Definition Since AN A’ # 0, one has
E;NA #0 for any j. Given & € A, there exists j such that x € ;. Since diam(Z;) < 27%R,, the claim
follows.

(2) The proof goes by induction in n = 2,.... For n = 2, the claim is clear since A N A®) £ 0,
Let n > 2. Assume the claim holds for any chain with n — 1 sets. Clearly, A®, ¢ =1,....n—1isa
chain. Hence, dist(A(M, A(»=D) < (n — 2)27?R,. Therefore there exist z € A1) y € A= such that
|z —y| < (n —2)27°R,. By part (1) of the current lemma, dist(y, A(™) < 27%R,,. Hence, dist(z, A) <
|z — y| + dist(y, AT™) < (n — 1)27°R,,. O

Lemma 7.14. Let Ao be as in (22)). Let
Ny = {A [SEVE: AﬁAoyg_l £0, AN (ZV\AQ7Z_1)# (Z)}

(1) Assume that Aoy # Nog—1, £ =1,...,01. Let A € Ny,. There exists a chain AO, £ =0,...,0; such
that A© = Ago, A = A, AO e Ny, £ =1,...,41, and in particular, O # AE) if ¢ < 0.

(2) Assume that s = supy o t(A) < co. There exists by < 2° such that Ao = Ao ¢, for any £ > L.

(3) Let o be such such that Ao gy+1 = Aog,- Then, for any A € £, we have either A C Agg, or

Ac (Z” \ Ao,go).

Proof. (1) The proof of the first statement goes by induction over ¢; = 1,2,.... Assume that Ag1 # Ao o.
Then, My # 0. Just by the definition, A € M if and only if A is chained with Ago. Assume that the
statement holds for any ¢/ = 1,2,...,¢; — 1 in the role of ¢;. Assume that A € 91,. One has the following
cases.

(a): AN (Z” \ Aoygl_g)# (. Since A € 9y, one has AN Age,—1 # 0, AN Ag,—2 # 0. Together with the
assumption of the case, this implies A € My, _1, which in turn implies A N Ag¢,—1 = 0, which contradicts
A € 9, . Thus, this case is impossible.
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(8): An (UA/eml,l A\ Ag—2)# 0. In this case, there exists A’ € 9Ny, _1 such that ANA’ # 0. Note that
A C A’ is impossible, since in this case one would have AN Ag¢,—1 = ), contrary to the assumption that
A € 9, . Assume that A’ C A. Since A € DMy, _1, this would imply ANAg s, —2 # @ and AN (Z”\Awl_g) £ 0.
This means A € 9, 1. This is again impossible, since in this case one would have A N Ag¢,—1 = 0. Thus,
A is chained with A’. Applying the inductive assumption to A’, one obtains the statement for A. Assume
A = A(é/), ¢ < ¢'. Then A € 91, and at the same time A € 9,. This is inconsistent with the definition
of the sets Ag¢—1 and .

(2) Assume that Ag e # Aoe—1, £ =1,...,¢; for some ¢; > 2°. Due to part (1) of the current lemma, there
exists a chain A, £ =0,...,¢; such that A € N, £ =1,...,¢,. Consider the word A = (ay,...,as),
a; = t(AY)) over the alphabet {1,...,s}. Since ¢; > 2°, due to Lemma[lI0, A ¢ A.(s). Due to Lemmal[Z.1T]
Ahas asub-word A = (aj,...,ax)such that a; = ag, a; < a; forany j < i < kand k—j < 2% —1. Due to part
(2) of Lemmal[7.T3] there exist z € AUTD y € A= with [z—y| < (k—j—2)2"Y R,,. Since AUINAUFD £ (),
due to part (1) of Lemma [7.I3 one has dist(z,AW)) < 27% R, . Similarly, dist(y,A®)) < 27% R, . Hence
dist (AW, A®)) < (k—j)27% Ry, < Ra,. On the other hand, due to part (1) of the current lemma, AU # A
Since t(AW)) = ¢(A®)) = a;, this contradicts the definition of the quantities R,. Thus, there exists £5 < 2°
such that Ag ¢, = Ao,¢o+1. It follows from the definition (T.22]) that Age = Ao, for any £ > 4.

(3) This follows from the definition (T22]). O

Set §(n) = —n, n € Z".

Lemma 7.15. Let s > 2 and k € R\ Ug< | |<12r6-0 (K 1 kit oq). Assume |k| < 5(()5_2).
(1) If [u(m, k) — v(0, k)| < &, with 6572 /2 < § < 1/64, then |v(S(m), k) — v(0, k)| < 45/3.
(2) Let & < s, m; € M,(;S)_l, j = 1,2, and assume that 8(mi) # ma. Then,
dist(S(AL (m1)), AL (my)) > 6RE).
Proof. (1) Note first of all that v = 1, A = 256. Since |[v(m, k) —v(0, k)| < 4, it follows from (1) in Lemma[7.2]
that min(|mwl, |2k + mw|) < 326'/2. In particular, |mw| < 326"/2 + 2|k| < 326'/2 4 25. One has
[v(8(m), k) — v(0, k)| = [v(=m, k) —v(0,k)] = A" mw||2k — mw| < X7 mw]|(]2k 4+ mw| + 4|k|)
(7.23) 1
= v(m, k) — v(0, k)| + 42" mw]||k| < 6 + a(3251/2 +20)(20) < 40/3.
(2) One has [v(m;, k) —v(0,k)| < 35(()5/_1)/4, j =1,2. Note that 35(()5/_1)/4 > 64" /2, since we assume
s’ < s. Due to part (1), one also obtains |[v(8(m1),k) —v(0,k)| < 5(()5 Y. Due to part (4) of Lemma [T.2]
one has [8(my) — ma| > 12R®"), since S(my) # mg. This implies dist(S(A,(cS )(ml)), A,(: )(mg)) >6RGD. O

Definition 7.16. Assume s > 2, |k| < 6(()572). It follows from (L8) and ([TA) that k € R\
U0<|m,‘S12R<S,1)(k;l,)s_l,k:;,’s_l). Let & be the collection of all sets A(m) := A,(f)(m) u S(A,(cS )(m)),
1<s <s—1,me M;:Q_l We say that A(my) «~ A(ms) if s1 = s2, and either my = mg or 8(m1) = ma.
Clearly, this is an equivalence relation on £'. Let 9 be the set of equivalence classes. Clearly, each class has
at most two elements in it. For each m € M, set A(m) = Up(n,)em Alm1). Set £ = {A(m):m € M}. Let

A(m) € £, AV (m)US(AG)(m)) € m. Set t(A(m)) = s'. This defines an N-valued function on £. Set also
pm = {m,8(m)}. Clearly, the set pn, depends only on m.
Lemma 7.17. Using the notation from Definition[7.10, the following statements hold.

(1) For any A(m;) € £, j =1,2, such that t(A(my)) = t(A(m2)), my # ma, we have dist(A(mq), A(mg)) >
GRIAm))

(2) For any m, we have

(7.24) U (m+BERY™D)) c A(m)c | ((m+ BERUA™D))).

MmeEpPm meEpPm
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Furthermore, A(m) = Z(m) U 8(Z(m)), where diam(Z(m)) < 6REAM)),
(3) If my # m,, then A(my) # A(my).
(4) The pair (£,t) is a proper subtraction system.
(5) For any m, we have A(m) = 8§(A(m)).

Proof. (1) Let A®)(m;) U 8(AG)(m;)) € m j =12 Since m, # M,, Pm, Npm, = 0. Therefore,
dist (A (my), A (mg)) > 6RE) | dist(S(A ( 1)), 8(A%) (my))) > 6R*"). Furthermore, due to part (2)
of Lemma [7.I5, dist(S(AG") (1)), A (my)) > 6RE), dist(S(A) (my)), A (my)) > 6RE). This implies
the statement in (1).

(2) Let A (m’) US(AG) (m/)) € m. One has

(7.25) (m' + BREAM™N)) « ACY (/) ¢ (m’ + BERHAM™Y),

Furthermore, {m’,8(m’)} = pm. This implies the first statement in (2). The second statement in (2) follows
from Definition

(3) Let my # m,. If t(A(m1)) = ¢(A(mg)), then (3) follows from (1). If ¢(A(m1)) # t(A(mg)), then (3)
follows from (2).

(4) Assume that t(A") = t(A”), N #A". Tt follows from (3) and (1) that dist(A/, A”) > REA)) . So, (1)
from part (2) of Definition [12 holds with R, > R(®). Let A(m) be arbitrary, and set a = t(A(m)) 4+ 1. Due
to part (2), one has A(m) = E(m) U §(ZE(m)) with dlam( (m)) < 6RUAM)) = gR(a~1) < 9-aR(@) < 9-aR .
Furthermore, let A(m’) be arbitrary. Assume A(m) N A(m’) # (. Once again, due to part (2), one has
A(w') = E(m )US( ( "}). This implies Z2(m) N A(m’) # 0 and 8(E(m)) N A(m’) # 0. Hence, (i7) from part
(2) of Definition [[.T2 holds as well. This finishes the proof of (4).

(5) This follows readily from the definition of the sets A(m). O

Assume |k| < 56572). For £ =1,2,..., set

(7.26) B(s,0) := B3RY), B(s,0) = B(s,0—1)\ ( U A(m)).
meNM:A(m)§B(s,4—1)

Lemma 7.18. (1) There exists ly < 2° such that B(s,l) = B(s,l+ 1) for any £ > ly.

(2) For any A € £, we have either A C B(s,ly) or A C (Z” \ %(s,éo)).

(3) Set Aksiym( ) = B(s,l). Then, for any A;S,)(m), we have either Agj (m) N A,(jsum
AL (m) € A (0):

(4) 8(B(s,£)) = B(s,£) for any L. In particular, S(Ak Sym( ) = A,(fsym( ).

(5) For any £ > 1, we have

(7.27) {n e B(s,t—1)): dist(n,Z" \ B(s,£ —1)) > 6RE"V} € B(s,£) C B(s, L —1)).

(0) = 0 or

In particular, B(2R®®)) Aksiym
(6) AL, (0) € ALY (0).

k,sym

Proof. Parts (1), (2) follow from Lemmam

Let A,(C )( ) be such that A]C (m) NB(s, ) # . Let m be the equivalence class containing A,(: )(m) U
S(Al(:,)(m)). Then, just by definition, A,(:,)(m) C A(m). In particular, A(m) N B(s, £y) # @. This implies
A(m) C B(s, Ly). Therefore, A,(f )(m) C B(s,¥p). This finishes the proof of (3).

To verify (4) note that 8(B(s,0)) = B(s,0). Combining this with part (5) of Lemma [[.I7, one obtains
T(B(s, ) = B(s,{) for any ¢, as claimed.

Consider an arbitrary A(m). It follows from (T24) and Definition that there exists m such that

A(m) C ((m+ B(6R(t(A(m)))))) U8((m+ B(6RMAM)Y),

(0) € B(3R®™)).
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Assume that A(m) () B(s,£ —1). Due to part (4) of the current lemma, 8(B(s,£ — 1)) = B(s,¢ — 1). Hence,

{neB(s,£—1)):dist(n, 2" \ B(s, £ — 1)) > 6RE"V} € B(s,£ — 1)\ A(m).
This implies (T27). The second statement in (5) follows from (7.27) since £y < 2°.

Statement (6) follows from the definition of the sets A;;?Sym(O), A,(:) (0). O
Proposition 7.19. Let s > 1 and k € R\U0<|m‘S12R(S)(k;)571,k:{lﬁsfl), do = (5(()0))1/2. Let g, €5 be as

in Definition[31l For e € (—es,€5), the following statements hold.
(1) For s =1 and any 0 < |m| < 12RWM) | |k; — k| < §(1) := 25(()0), we have |v(m, k1) —v(0,k1)| > 6. If

§>2,0<|m| <12R®, m ¢ U cpea Uprenet A,ir)(m’), then |v(m, k) — v(0, k)| > &a.
="= k,s—1

(o). elongs to N(S)(O,A,(CS)(O)JO). If s > 2 and |k| < 56572), then the matriz

belongs to N (O,A(S) (0),80). We introduce an additional notation A,(cle(O), which

(2) The matriz HAECS>
H

Al(cs,)sym(o)751k k,sym
means AL(0) if [K] = 05, and cither of AL(0), A, (0) i K] < 6. For s > 2, the

subsets from Definition [31] are as follows: MI(CT)(AECSI)I(O)) = Mlgfi_l n AI(:ZZ(O)’ A;T)(m/), e
Mgcr,i—l(/\gcs,l)l(o)), r=1,...,s—1.

(3) Assume that k € R\ U, <12re (k50 ko

m,s)'

(s) i
Then for any m € Mk,s: the matrix HA;:L(m),s,k

with the subsets m + M,(Qmw (A,(jzmwya(O)), A,(f)(m’) =m' + A,(Qm,w(O), r=1,...,8—1 belongs to
N (am, AL (m), 557).
(4) For |k — k1| < 6(1), the matriz HAS)(O),a,kl belongs to the class N(l)(O,A](Cl)(O),(so). For s > 2,
k1 € (k—0(s),k+4(s)) with 6(s) := 2588_2), the matriz HA;S,ZI(O)@WI with the subsets MEJ)(AﬁL(O)),
Aér)(m’), m' € MEJ)(AE:BI(O)), r = 1,...,8 — 1 belongs to the class N (0, A;:l)l(()), do). Let
Q(s)(O,Al(j()l(O);a,kl,E), E®) (O,A,(cfl(O);g, k1) be defined as in Proposition [3.3 with HAifl(O),s,kl

the role of Hy . The following estimates hold for s =1, |k1 — k| < 560)/4 ors>2,|ki—k| <d(s)/8:

m,s?

m

(7.28) 105 B (0, AL (0); 6, k1) — 05 0(0, k1)| < [e['7/10, o < 2.
7|k
(sgn k1)9g BV (0, A1) (0); ¢, k1) > L;' 0<a<?
7.29 s 7|k s’
sgn k1 1 ; €, k1) 2 —— — € ;822 <a<2
(-29) k1)0%k B (0, AL (0); ¢, k L;' 35))° 2, 0 2
5’21:|k|>6[()5/)/2
(7.30) B (0, AL (0); 8, k1) — B (0, AL (0); 2, k)| < 3]k — |-
Furthermore, if ky € (k—0(s),k+6(s)) and kz € R\U,,;; <12r0) (K515 k', o_1), so that the current
proposition applies to ko, then
(7.31) [EO(0,AL,(0); 2, k1) — E© (0, AL (0): 2, k)| < 3lel(35°)°.

(5) Let ky € (k— 6(s),k +6(s)). Let QU (0,A)(0):e, k1, E), ECD(0,A(0);e, k1) be defined as in
Proposition [3.3 with HA(S/)(O) ey in the role of Hp .. Then, for |a| <2,

k I
(7.32) 10, B (0, A (0); 2, 1) — 0, B~ (0, ALV (05, k)| < [l (56 )7.

Here, EO(m/, ;K ¢) := v(m', k'), as usual.
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(6) Let 0 < k < K < ~, kK € R\ U|m\§12R(5)(k;,s’kﬁl,s)' Define k ~s k' if k, k' are in the same
connected component of R\ Uy<|mi<12re (Fmsr kit s)s k s k' otherwise.

m,s’ Vm,s

Then,
E®(0,A%(0);e, k) — B (0, A (0);2, k) < i—];l(k’ — k) + 3] (5§)°
foranyO<k <k <~vifs=1, andfork'—k<5és_2) if s> 2,
(7.33) E@0,A8)(0);¢, k') — E®(0,A(0); ¢, k)
(k)2 — k2) = 32 (567 ifs=1,
> § & ((K)? = k2) = 3Je|(687)" if s> 2 and k ~, K,
Z((K)? — k) — 8[| Zs,szlzmin(k_kﬁk)%éy)(5§S'>)4 ifs>2 and k 4 k'
(7)
E®0,A(0);¢,k) = E©(0,A%) (0);¢, k),
(7.34) EW(0, A7 (0);2, k1) = B0, AL (0);,—k1) if K], [kr| < 8,
B (0,AL),n (0):2, k1) = (0, AL, (0)ie,—k1) if s = 2, [kl, k| < 66" /2.
Proof. In the proofs below we verify the statements for HAS)(O),E,IC' The verification for HAEf,lym(O)xavk is

completely similar. Let £k € R (k= o,k ) and suppose |k1 — k| < §(1). Consider m satisfyin
p y |m|<12RM) pp ymg

m,0° "Ym,0
0 < |m| < 12RM. Tt follows from part (4) of Lemma [[2 that |v(m, k1) — v(0, k1)| > (560))1/2 = dp. This
verifies the first statement in (1); see Definition [l The second statement in (1) follows immediately from
the definition of the sets M,(:i_l.
The proof of parts (2)—(7) goes by induction in s = 1,2,.... Let s = 1 and let &k € R\
U\m|§12R(1)(k;1,07k;7L1,0)' First of all, part (5) is due to (BT7I) from Lemma B part (7) is due to part

(5) of Lemma [ 4] and Lemma [.8 It follows from part (1) that for |k; — k| < §(1), the matrix HAS)(O),a,kl

belongs to the class N(l)(O,Ag)(O), d0). This gives the base of the induction for part (2) and for the first
statement in part (4). The second statement in part (4) is due to BXI) from Lemma Taking into
account that Ogh(m,n; k,e) = 0 if m # n, and

|0gh(m,m; k,e)| = 227 |k + mw| < 8exp(|m[*/?),

so that By = 8 in the notation of the lemma, one obtains the estimate (T.28). Assume |k| < 5(()0) /2. Note that
A,(cl)(O) = —A,(Cl)(O). Due to parts (4) and (7) of the current proposition, the function E(l)(O,AS)(O);E, k1)
is well defined, C*-smooth, obeys E(l)(O,A,(gl)(O);s, k) = E(l)(O,A,(Cl)(O);s, —k1) for k1| < 5(()0) and
82 EM(0,A{"(0);e,k1) > 7/4A with A = 256. This implies (Z20). Assume 1 > k > 6", Note that
A = 256 in this case. Since E™M(0, A,(gl)(()); g, k1) = E(l)(O,A,(Cll)(O); g, k1), one obtains using (28],

O BV (0. A7 (0):, k1) 2 D, 00, k) — [/
(7.35) 7k
= (2/A\)k1 — |e|'T/16 > 4—; > (60)?
for |k — k| < 5(()0)/4 in case k > 0. A similar estimate holds for ¥ > 1 and for k¥ < 0. So, (Z.29)

holds in any event. The estimate (30) follows from (Z.28)). The estimate (3T is trivial for s = 1 since
A,(c%iym(O) = A,(cl)(O) = A,(cz (0). This finishes part (4) for s = 1.

Assume that k € R\U,,,, <12r@ (K, 2, krh, »). Then, due to Lemmall2 k+mw € R\U,,, <12r@ (K15 k1)
for any m € M,(f; Therefore, due to part (2) of the current lemma with s = 1 and part (4) of Lemma [7.4]



84 DAVID DAMANIK AND MICHAEL GOLDSTEIN

the matrix HA<1>(m) . belongs to the class N (m, Al(cl)(m), d0). This is the base of the induction for part
L (m).e,
(3)-
We will now verify (6). The upper estimate follows from ([28]). Let us verify the lower estimate. Let

[k}, k7] be the connected components of the set R\ Uy ,,|<12r0) (K k', 5), enumerated so that & <k}, ;.

Assume k] < k < k' < kI for some i. Assume also that &' — k > 5(()0). Set 0, = k + té(()o), t=0,...,t' -1,
where ¢ = [(6")~1(k' — k)] — 1, 6y = k. Combining (Z29) with (Z3), one obtains
7

(7.36) B (0, A0 (0):,0,) = ED(0, A5 (0):2,0,-1) > (62 = 02_1) = 3[e](6”)".

m,2)

Adding up ([C36) over r = 1,...,t, one obtains

(7.37) ED0,AD; e, k) — EW (0, A (0):¢, k) > —((K)* — k) — 3t'|e|(6{)?.

£~

Recall that in (6) we assume &' < v. So, t/ < (6(()0))_1. Hence, (Z31) implies in particular the lower

estimate in (C33). The argument for the case k' — k < (5(80) is completely similar. Consider now an arbitrary

k+~ >k > k. Recall that K}, — k7 > miny,, 1950 o(m) > dey/>. Let [K},k/] be arbitrary such that

k} > k. It follows from the definitions in (Z.7) that (—5(80), 5&0)) C [kp, k] for some £. Since k belongs to one
of the [k;,, ky,], one concludes that k7 > 5(()0) > 6(1)/2. Due to part (5), one has

m? ' m

7
(7.38) BD(0,A) (0, K1) =BV (0, AL (0);,K)) = [0(0, kn) —0(0. k)] =2le] > o (K41)* = (K))?).

Combining the estimates (Z38)) with the estimates (Z31), and taking into account k—k’ < 1, one concludes
that
(7.39) EW(0,AP(0);, k) — EW(0,AM(0);e, k) > E(W — k2) = 12e|(8™)*

. s L PSS) s Ak ) =3\ 0 .
So, the lower estimate in (733) holds in any event.

This finishes the case s = 1.

Let s > 2 be arbitrary. Once again, part (5) is due to (BI9) from Proposition B3 and part (7) is due
to part (5) of Lemma [[4l Assume that statements (2)—(4) hold for any s’ = 1,...,s — 1 in the role of s.

We will now verify that Hy oy en € N0, A,(:)(O), dp). Condition (a) of Definition B holds. Due to the
1(0).,

definition, one has M,(f) N M,(f) =0 if r < s. Due to Lemma [[.6, the second part in (b) of Definition B.1]
holds. To verify condition (c) of Definition B.] note that k& € R\ Uy <12re) (Krpr 515 k:ﬂ,sq) Cc R\
UO<|m’\§12R(S’)(k;L’,s“ka?rz’,s’) for any s’ < s — 1. In particular, due to the inductive assumption, part (3)
of the current proposition applies with s’ in the role of s. This implies condition (¢) of Definition BI for
s'=s—1 Let s <s—1,meM(AD(0). Then, |v(m, k) — v(0, k)| < 5. Part (3) of Lemma 72
applies. So, k+mw € R\ UO<‘m,|§12R(3/) (k EF ). Therefore, the inductive assumptions apply to

771/,5/—17 m’,s'—1
e NE(0,A8)(0),80). Due

k+ mw in the role of k and s’ in the role of s. In particular, H, It

e (0),8,k+mw
to part (4) of Lemma [4] this implies condition (¢) of Deﬁnitiokg Bl for s
Recall that m’ + B(2R(")) ¢ A" (m’) for any m’ and 7. Therefore, condition (d) in Definition B holds.
Condition (f) in Definition Bl follows readily from the definition of the sets M,(:).
We will now verify condition (e) in Definition Bl Let s’ < s — 1 be arbitrary. Using the inductive
assumption, and combining the estimate of part (5) with s” = s’,...,s — 1 in the role of s, one obtains

(7.40) [ECTD(0, ALV (0);, k) = B (0,A87 (0);2, k)] < 2] (557"
Let m € M,(:,) be arbitrary. Due to part (4) of Lemma [7.4] one has

(7.41) B (m, A (m)se, k) = B¢ (0, A

k+mw(0);£, k+ mw).
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Let us verify first the lower estimate in condition (e) in Definition Bl Consider the case s’ < s — 1. Recall
that due to (d) in Remark [T.5]

(7.42) 11657 /16 < (3657 /)= 3 6T < Julm k) —u(0. k)] < (355 /- 30 s
s'+1<s""<s—1 s <5 <s—1

Note that k + mw € R\ Ugcjp<12re) (B, kt, ), due to Lemma [[2l Note also that |k + mwl|, |k| €

R\ UO<|m’\§12R(5')(k;m’,s“k:wrz’ «). By Lemma IE[I, |k|, |k + mw| belong to the same connected com-
ponent of R\ U,,,/j<12re (ks 12k o1). Using the inductive assumption for parts (6), (7) of the
current proposition, (42) and the fact that k,k + mw belong to the same connected component of
R\ U j<izre B -1 k. 4_1), one obtains

B (0,48 (0);e,k +muw) — B0, A8 (0):2,K)] > — (k:+mw)2 — k2| — 12[e| (55
(7.43) 8

7 s’ s s
= Jo(m, k) — 00, k)] 120el(657) 2 s — 1255

— 12870
Combining (7.40) with (41 and (743]), one obtains
IECD(0,AV(0);6, k) — B (m, AL (m); e, k)|

55
> T

(7.44) o o

> T0 5 120e](65)* — 2lel (66
This verifies the lower estimate in condition (e) in Definition Bl for s’ < s — 1. The derivation of the upper
estimate is completely similar and we omit it. This finishes the verification of condition (e) in Definition B

for s < s — 1. The verification in case s’ = s — 1 is completely similar. So, we have HA<S>(O) ox €
ke [
N() (O,A,(:)(O), o), that is, part (2) of the proposition holds.
The verification of part (3) is completely similar to the one in case s’ = 1.
We will now verify the first statement in (4), that is, for k1 € (k —d(s),k +d(s)), the matrix H (. @ (0) e k1

with the subsets M,(:)(A,(f) (0)), A,(:)(m’), m' € M (A S)( 0)), r=1,...,s — 1 obeys conditions (a)f(f) of
Definition 3.1l Conditions (a), (b), (d) hold for obvious reasons. Let s’ < s—1,m € M,(f )(AE:)(O)). Then, as
we explained above, k+mw € R\U0<|m'\g12R<s’) (K 11 k;,7s,_l), and the inductive assumptions apply to
k+muw in the role of k and s’ in the role of s. Since |(k1 +mw)—(k+mw)| < §(s) < 6(s'), H

A(s »(0),8,k1+mw =
NG (0, A,(cimw( ),60). Due to part (4) of Lemma[T.4 H (. ) myerden € N(Sl)(m,A,(cS )( ),50), that is, condi-

tion (¢) of Definition Bl holds. The verification of condition (e) is completely similar to the one we did for

HAECS)(O)@]C. Thus the first statement in part (4) holds.

The estimate (Z28) is due to BTI) from Lemma Let us verify (29). Assume k| <

5(572)/2 Recall that A,(fsym( ) = A,(fsym(O). Due to parts (4) and (7) of the current proposi-
tion, the function E()(0, Aksiym( );e, k1) is well defined, C2-smooth, obeys E()(0, Ak Sym( );e, k1) =
E@(0,A) .(0);¢, —k1) for [ky] < 67 and 87 E®)(0,Af) ,.(0);e, k1) > 7/4. This implies (ZZ) for

|k| < 5(()5 2)/2. For |k| > 5(()572)/2, (T29) follows from the inductive assumption regarding (7.29) with s — 1
in the role of s combined with part (5).

The estimate ([Z30) follows from (T28). The estimate (T3] is due to Corollary This finishes the
proof of part (4).

Let us verify part (6). The upper estimate follows from (.28) and (31]). Let us verify the lower estimate.
Let [k, k:;’] be the the connected components of the set R\ U, <12re) (K o415 k;ys_kl), enumerated so that

k) <Ky If kK € [k}, k}] for some j, then the proof goes just as for s = 1 with use of (Z29). So, assume
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ke k), k)], K € [k, k"], £ < m. Note first of all that

m? Tt m

7
8

o (B = (K,)%) = 12l (557)".

Using part (5) and the inductive assumption for part (6) Wlth (s — 1) in the role of s, one obtains
E<S><o A (0)ie,3,) = B (0, A3 (0); 6, K7)

> (B0 (0, (0):2, k) — B0, A7 (0):, k)] — 20el (07

s)(O AI;’)( 0); 6,]4;2’) — E(S)(O’Al(cS)( 0);e, k) > — ((k ) kQ) _ 12|5|(5((JS))4,

>

(7.45)
E@(0,A(0);2, k") — B (0, A (0);,k,,) >

>«|\'

(7.46) .
s’ s—1
> (P = (R =26l D0 (&) - 20el6 )
s’gsflzk;nfké/>5(()s/)
Combining (T45) with (48], one obtains the lower estimate in part (6). O

Remark 7.20. (0) Using the notation from the last proposition, let A > 1)( 0) be such that for any A,(:,)(m)
with 8" < s, we have either A(s (m) C A > 1)( ) or A(s (m) N Ag: 1) (0) = 0. Assume also that B(R®)) C
A,(:’l)(()). Then, Proposition[7.19 applies with A > 1)( 0) in the role of AE: (0). In particular, HAECS,D €
N (m, A (m), 877,

(1) Here we want to remark again that the condition |k| > (9
part (6) of the last proposition.

(2) Let 12RG"YD < m® < 12R®) be arbitrary. Assume that k € R \
Uo<imi<12r@, mom© (B 1,k;’,’” 1). Then, obviously, Proposition [T.19 applies with s — 1 in the
role of s. Furthermore, let Mk 17 A;ﬂ )(m) be defined as in (CI0). Due to part (2) of Remark[7], part (3)
of Lemma[7.0] applies. Therefore conditions (a)—(d) in Definition[31 hold. The derivation of ((43), ((44)
for s’ < s—1,m #m® goes the same way as in the proof of Proposition [719 Assume that m(©® e M,(ss__li
Then, for |ki — k| < 2588_2), we have

(7.47) [ECDm AT m)se k) = BCT(0, A7V (02 k)| < B[y A+ m O] — [l + (55

and
(7.48)

— Ss— s— S— 7 Ss—
BT @, AL (m ;e k) = BCTD 0,48 (0)52, k)l 2 g1k + m©Ow)? = k| - 120e] (65"

(m),e,k

(()0))1/2 has not been used anywhere except for

(3) Note that Proposition [7.21] applies to k = 0. For the proof of Theorem A in Section[I, we also need
to consider the matrices (Hpr .o — E) with —5(1)/2 < E < 0; see B3) in Definition [31l The analysis of
these matrices goes almost word for word as the one for the matrices in Proposition [7.19 Moreover, the
same subsets Aés)(O) can be employed. In Proposition [T.21] we just state the result needed for the proof of
Theorem A. We omit the proof the proposition.

Proposition 7.21. . Let —¢'/2 < E < 0 be arbitrary. For each s = 1,2, ..., the matriz (H

A (0) e,k E)
belongs to N)(0, A(S (0), do)-

8. MATRICES WITH AN ORDERED PAIR OF RESONANCES ASSOCIATED WITH 1-DIMENSIONAL
QUASI-PERIODIC SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS

Definition 8.1. Let s > 1, ¢ > 0 ng € Z¥, 0 < |ng| < 12RW if s = 1, and 12RE~V) < |ng| < 12R®) if
s > 2. Assume that

(8.1) (kno = 20(n0), kny, + 20(n0)) C R\ U (B s— 15 Kr 1)
0<|m/|<12R() | m/#ng
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with kp, = —now/2 and o(ng) as defined in [T7). We set R (w,ng) := (kny — 20(n0), kny, + 20(n0)).

k+

Remark 8.2. (1) The intersection of R*) (w,ng) and R \ Uo<imr<i2re (ki i s—1) 18 @ non-empty

m’,s—1

set fKnSO) = (kny — 20(n0), kny, + 20(n0)) \ (k,, kT ). In particular, Proposition [7.19 applies to

ng,s—17 "Yng,s—1
ke IK,(ZSO). For technical reasons, we need to verify that in fact Proposition [7.19 applies on a slightly bigger
set; see part (3) of Lemma[84) below.
(2) If k € R (w,ng), then —k € R (w, —ng).
(3) Since |ng| < 12R®), one has due to ([T0), |kn,| > %(58571))1/16.

Lemma 8.3. Let k € R (w,ng), 0 < [m| < 12R®), m # ng. Then, ||k +mw| — |k|| > (6 )1/16/2.
Proof. Assume kp, > 0, kK + mw < 0. Then,
(8.2) ||k +mw| — [k|| = |2k + mw| > |(m — no)w| — 2/k — kny| = (616 — dg(ng) > (5 V)1/16/2.

The verification for the rest of the cases is similar. O

Lemma 8.4. Let k € R (w,ng). Then,
(0) mo € M)
(1) The subsets in (CI0) are well-defined. For |k’ — k| < 25(()5_2), each matriz HAECM
belongs to the class N(T)(m,A,(:) (m), 5(()0)).
(2) Let m§ =0, mg = ng. For [k —k| < (5(()5_1))1/6, the matrices H

AL (m) e b
stated in Definition[51] ( except for the fact that the set A is not defined ).

(m)ek " ss-1

obey all conditions

(3) Assume that |k — kn,| > (66~D)7/8.  Let A,(:)(O) be as in ([@I0). Then, HAS)(O),S,I@ €
N (0, AL (0); 8o).
Proof. Clearly, k € R\ UO<\m/|§12R(S*1)(k;@’,sfh k;;’,sfl)' One has
Inow| < 2|k|+1,

8.3
®.3) [u(no, k) — v(0, k)| = 2A"now| - |k — kny| < 4AA"1(2]k] + D)o (ng) < 256(55° )6 < 3672 /4,

which means ng € M,(:S__li, due to the definitions in (TI0I).
Part (1) is due to part (2) of Remark [[.20] after Proposition [T
To prove (2), note that all conditions except (5:6) and (57) are due to part (2) of Remark [[2200 Further-

more, due to part (2) of Remark [[.20] one has for any m € M,(Css__li,
s— — 5— 7 S—
(8.4) [ECTD(m, AT (m)se ) = BOTD 0,47V (0)s0, k)] 2 g |(K -+ mw)? — ()] = 1206l (55 )*

Take here m # 0,ng. Then, combining (84 with with Lemma [83] one obtains condition (&.6]). Once again,
due to part (2) of Remark [[220], one has

[ECD(no, AL (no); 2, 1) = BC7D(0, ALV (032, 1)

(8.5) / o se=Ds - (s=1\5 _ (s(s—1)\1/8
< 3[|E + now| — [K'|[ + (057 7)” < 60(no) + 6|k — kno| + (69 7)” < (69 )77,

as required in condition (G7)).
Assume that |k — k.| > (6¢=1)7/8. To prove part (3), we need to verify the lower estimate in the first
line in condition (BI2) in Definition Bl only. Assume for instance, |k| < 1. In this case, A\ = 256. Recall
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that due to (Z8), [now| > (55 )1/16. Due to part (2) of Remark 720, one has
(8.6)

s— s— 7 5— s—
B0 (o, AT (mo) e k) = BC7D(0, A7V (0)s6, k)| 2 g (b + mow)? — K7 — (65" )° > 355
7 s—1 s—1
= g2k = ku| = (67 > 35577,
as required. The case |k| > 1 is completely similar. O

Remark 8.5. From this point to the end of Proposition [811l, we always assume that k € R (w,ng); and
moreover,

(8.7) [k = ko | < (807D)/1.

On the set (5C~)/8 < |k — kp, | < (6©7Y)3/4 we will be able to apply both Proposition [7.19 and Proposi-
tion [8 11l

Let T be the reflection map T'(n) = —n + ng. For s > 1, due to Lemma B4] the subsets in (ZI0) are

well-defined, and each matrix H, r < s — 1 belongs to the class N(T)(m,A,(CT)(m), 5(()0)). Assume
k

(m),e,k’
ek € OPR®) (O,no,Al(:)(O);éo). We will now re-define the set A](CS)(O)
() ek € OPR®) (O,no,A,(f) (0); 60, 7(®). To this end we will define the set A,(f) (0) so that
1 (0).,

T(A](CS)(O)) = A,(f) (0), where T'(n) = —n + ng. Provided that k # ky,, this symmetry will imply condition
GI9) in Definition 53 with some 70 = 7O (k) > 0. For s = 1, set

that ng € A,(:)(O). Then, H, )
k
so that H,

(8.8) A (0) = BBRW) U T(BBRM)).
For s > 1, the “new” set A;ﬂs)(()) will be a “relatively small perturbation” of the set
B(ng, s) == B(3R®)) UT(B(3R™)).

Lemma 8.6. (1) If [u(m, k)—v(0, k)| < &, with (6{°)1/2/4 < § < 1/256, then [v(T(m), k)—v(0, k)| < 45/3.
(2) Let s > 2,1 < ¢ < s—1,m; € M,(;s)_l, Jj = 1,2, and assume that T(m1) # ma. Then,
dist(T (A (my)), AGD (my)) > 6R.
Proof. (1) Since k € R*)(w, ng), one has |now| < 2|k| + 1. Since |[v(m, k) — v(0,k)| < J, it follows from (1)
in Lemma [72 that |mw| < 2|k| 4+ 1. One has
|U(T(m)7 k) - U(07 k)l < |U(T(m)7 k) - U(mv k)' + |U(m7 k) - U(07 k)l

8.9
(8.9) <A H(|now| + 2|mw|)|2k + now| + 6 < SATH(|E[ 4+ 1)(8¢7D)3/1 1§ < 45/3.

(2) One has |v(m;, k) — v(0,k)| < 36¢"~1 /4 < (66"=D)1/2/4, j = 1,2. Due to part (1), one also obtains
lo(T(my), k) —v(0, k)| < (6¢~D)/2. Due to part (4) of Lemma[7.2 one has |T'(m;) — ma| > 12R*"), since
T(my) # mg. This implies dist(T(A®) (my)), A (my)) > 6RE). O

Definition 8.7. Let £ be the collection of all sets A(m) = A)(m) UT(AC)(m)), 1 < s’ < s—1,
m € M;:S)_l. We say that A(mq) ~ A(mz) if s1 = s2, and either m1 = mg or T(m1) = mo. Clearly,
this is an equivalence relation on £'. Let 9 be the set of equivalence classes. Clearly, each class has at
most two elements in it. For each m € M, set A(m) = Up(m,)em Alm1). Set £ = {A(m) : m € M}. Let

A(m) € &, A (m) UT(AC) (m)) € m. Set t(A(m)) = s'. This defines an N-valued function on £. Set also
pm = {m,T(m)}. Clearly, the set pyn depends only on m.
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Lemma 8.8. Using the notation from Definition [8.7, the following statements hold.
(1) For any A(m;) € £, j =1,2, such that t(A(my)) = t(A(m2)), my # ma, we have dist(A(my), A(mg)) >
REAm1)))

(2) For any m, we have

(8.10) U (m+BERUA™D)) c A(m) c | ((m+ BERUA™D))).

MmeEPm meEpPm

Furthermore, A(m) = Z(m) UT(E(m)), where diam(Z(m)) < 6REAM),
(3) ]f my }é m,, then A(ml) }é A(mg)
(4) The pair (£,t) is a proper subtraction system; see Definition[7.13
(5) For any m, we have A(m) = T(A(m)).

Proof. (1) Let A®)(m;) U T(A®)(m;)) € mj, 5 = 1,2. Since m, # m,, pm, N pm, = 0. Therefore,
dist(AG) (my), A (mg)) > 6RE"), dist(T(AC) (my)), T(AS) (my))) > 6RE). Furthermore, due to part (2)
of Lemma B8, dist(T'(A®) (m1)), A6 (mga)) > 6RE), dist(T(A®) (mg)), AG) (m1)) > 6RE). This implies
the statement in (1).

(2) Let A (m’) UT(AG) (m’)) € m. One has

(8.11) (m' + BRUAM™N)) « A (m/) ¢ (m/ + B(3RUA™N)Y),

NN

Furthermore, {m/,T(m')} = pm. This implies the first statement in (2). The second statement in (2) follows
from Definition 87

(3) Let my # m,. If t(A(my)) = ¢(A(m2)), then (3) follows from (1). If ¢(A(mq)) # t(A(mg)), then (3)
follows from (2).

Now we will verify (4). Assume that ¢(A’) = t(A”), A’ # A”. Tt follows from (3) and (1) that dist(A’, A”) >
R So, (i) from part (2) of Definition [ZI2 holds with R, > R(®). Let A(m) be arbitrary, a = t(A(m)+1.
Due to part (2), one has A(m) = Z(m) U T(E(m)) with diam(Z(m)) < 6RUAM)) = R~ < 27aR(a) <
27*R,. Furthermore, let A(m’) be arbitrary. Assume A(m) N A(m’) # 0. Once again, due to part (2), one
has A(m) = E(m’) U T(E(m’)). This implies E(m) N A(m’) # @ and T'(E(m)) N A(m’) # 0. Hence, (i7) from
part (2) of the Definition holds as well. This finishes (4).

Part (5) follows from the definition of the sets A(m). O

Set
B(ng, s) == B(3R®)) UT(B(3R™)),
(8.12) B(no, 5, ) = Blno, s, £~ 1)\ U Am))
meN:A(m)(§B(no,s,£—1)

for{=1,2,...
Lemma 8.9. (1) There exists by < 2° such that B(no, s,l) = B(ng, s, L + 1) for any £ > L.

(2) For any A € £, we have either A C B(ng, s,ly) or A C (Z” \ B(ng, 5,50)>.

(3) Set A (O) = B(no,s,l). Then, for any AC)(m), we have either A& (m) N A,(f’l)(O) =0 or
A (m) CA(SI (0).

(4) T(B(no, s,¢)) = B(ng, s,£) for any L. In particular, T(A,(f’l)(O)) = A,(f’l)(O).
(5) For any £ > 1, we have

(8.13)  {n € B(no,s,{— 1)) : dist(n, Z" \ B(ng, s,£ — 1)) > 6RE"V} C B(ng, s,£) C B(ng,s,L — 1)).
In particular, B(2R®)) U (ng + B(2R®)) C A,(f’l)(O) C B(BR®) U (ng + B(3R®)).
Proof. Parts (1), (2) follow from Lemma [7.14l
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Let A" (1) be such that AC) (m)NB(ng, s, Lo) # 0. Let m be the equivalence class containing A" (m)U
T(A) (m)). Then, just by definition, A" (m) c A(m). In particular, A(m) N B(no, s, o) # 0. This implies
A(m) € B(no, s, o). Therefore, A (m) c B(no, s, £y). This finishes the proof of (3).

To verify (4) note that T'(B(ng,s,0)) = B(ng, s,0). Combining this with part (5) of Lemma .8 one
obtains T'(B(no, s,£)) = B(no, s, £) for any ¢, as claimed.

It follows from (8I0) that diam(A(m)) < 6R~1 for any m. Combining this with (8IZ), one obtains
([BI3). The second statement in (5) follows from ([BI3]) since ¢y < 2°. O

Remark 8.10. (1) If k € R (w, ng), then —k € R (w, —ng), | — k — k_ny| = |k — kn|, and A}M(0) =

s,1
—ABY(0).

(2) Let (6C=NT/E < |k — k| < (6~Y)3/4. Due to part (3) in Lemma [§]} the subset A,(:) is well-
defined by (C.I0); moreover, Hye gyen € N (O,A,(CS)(O); 80). The notation Al(:’l)(O) is introduced to avoid
1 (0)e,
ambiguity.
Proposition 8.11. Assume that k € R (w,ng), |k — kny| < (6671)3/4,
Assume ky, > 0. Let €q, €5 be as in Definition[31l Let € € (—eg,e5).

(1) If s = 1, then for any 0 < |m| < 12RM), m # ng, and any |k — k| < 6(1) := |¢|(6)®, we have
fo(m, k1) = 0(0,k1)| = 8. If s 2 2,0 < |m| < 12R®), m ¢ Upyeumy Upene) A7 (m), then
[v(m, k) —v(0,k)| > /2.

(2) For any kn, < k' < kpy + (07D)3/% we have HAIES,l)(O)yE’k, € OPR®) (O,nO,A,(:’l)(O);(50,7'(0)),
70 = [min(2£g/4, Eng/256)] k" — kny|. For any kn, — (66134 < k' < k,,, we have HAIES,l)(O)’EVk, €
OPR® (ng, 0, A1(0); 65, 7).

(3) For kp, < k' < kyy + (6679)3/4 we denote by E(S’i)(O,A,(f’l)(O);s,k’) the functions defined in
Proposition with HAﬁj’l)(O),a,k/ in the role of Hp . Similarly, for kyp, — (5(571))3/4 <K < kg,
we denote by E(S*i)(no,A,(:’l)(O);a, k') the functions defined in Proposition [5.0. Then, with k(©) =
min(sg/4, kn,/512), one has

QB (0, A (0):6, kg +0) > (KO)6, 0> 0,

(8.14) )

Do B (0, A7V (0); €,k +0) < —(K©)%0, 0 >0,
(8.15) ESH (0, A1 (0); ¢, kny + 0) = ESF (ng, AV (0);6, by — ), 6> 0,
(8.16) 106 B (0, AL (0); 8, kg + )] < 2,

(8.17)  |EGH (0, (0);e, k1) — BCH 0, A8V (0);6, k)| < [el(65)°, 0 < [ky — k| < [e](8¢D)3/

(8.18) ESD0,A5D(0);6,k) — S0, A8 (0):6, k) > (K OIK — ko |)?/2.
(4)
(8.19) [ECE (0, AP (0);e, k) — EC™D(0,AFTV(0):6, k)| < 4fe] (a5 )5.

Here, EO(m/,\';e, k') := v(m', k'), as usual. In particular,

(8.20) |ECH (0, AP (0);6, k) — ECD (0, AL (0);, k)] < 9] (85 )V2.
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(5) Let b € R\Ujuj<12rer, momg (Fimes K o) (86~D)78 < [k, | < (6C~D)3/4. Then, H

ACD (0) ek €
N() (0, A,(CS’I)(O); 50) . Furthermore,

ECDOALD )i, k) if (507 < k= oy < (007D)4

E@ 0, AP (0) e, k) =
(0437 0):e.K) EG(0,A7V(0)6,k) i (007D)T/8 <k — k < (867 D)3/,

(6) For any kn, < k' < kn, + (66~9)3/% we have H,

any kpy, — (634 < k' < k. we have H,
more, §

(1) (0) e, b7 € OPR®) (0,no,A,(:’l)(O);(SO,T(O)). For

O € OPR®) (no,O,A](CS)(O);(So,T(O)). Further-

E(S’i)(o, Al(ﬂs,l)(o);57 kl) _ E(S’i)(O,A](j’l)(O); e —kl).

Proof. The verification of part (1) goes the same way as in Proposition [[.19

It follows from (2) in Lemma [B4] that Hycn g € OPR®) (O’nO’A;(:’l)(O);%)- Now we will verify
5 £

in Definition 5.5l As we mentioned before, the symmetry T AV (0)) = A®Y(0) plays a crucial role
G193 y y T(A " play

for that matter. Set for convenience A = A,(:’l)(O), mg =0, my = no, At e = Al(:’l)(O) \ {0,n0}. Asin
(EI1)), consider the functions

K® (myn,A;e,kp, +6,E) = (E — HAmoﬁmg 157kn0+9)_1(m,n), m,n € Amoﬂmg’

Q(S)(ma’[,A;s, kn, + 6, E)

= Z h(mE,m'se, kny + 0K (m!,n'; As €, kny + 0, E)h(n',mE; e, kny + 6),

(8.21) moah
G (mE mT, Ase,kny + 0, E) = h(mE, mT; ¢, kn, +6)

+ Z h(mE,m's e, kny +0) K (m/,0'; As e, kny + 0, EYa(n',mT s €, kny + 6)

m/,n'eN L

mg ,mg

with 0] < (6§°)3/4,
(8.22)
le] <o, |E—v(md)| <do/4, incases=1,

le] < es—2:=¢¢ — Z 6(85,), |E — E(S_l)(mar,A,(f*l)(mar);s, kny 4 0)| < po := 26(8371), s> 2.

1<s'<s—2

One can estimate 9gQ(®) (m(jf, Ae kny +6,E), ag)eQ@(ng, A;e, kny + 60, F) using Lemma BE Like in the
proof of Proposition [7.19] taking into account that

Ooh(m,n;e kn, +60) =0, if m#£mn,
(8.23) |Bph(m, m; e, kny + 0)| = 2A7 ki, + 0 + mw| < 8exp(|m|'/?),
Oph(m,m; e, kn, +0) =224
one obtains for o < 2,
|05Q (miy, As e, kny + 6, E)| < [e]*/? = (eA™1)*/?,
(8.24) 05 Q) (i, Ase. kng + 6, E) = 05QU 1 (mig, Ami)s e, kng + 6, E)| < [e|(55°")°,
105G (m, T, As &, hng + 6, E) < [e 7 exp (= “nol) = (A7) exp (= T Inol).

Now we invoke the symmetry T'(A) = A. Note that T(mZ) = mg. In particular, T(Amg mg) =A
Note also that h(m,n;e, k) = ec(n —m) for m # n, that is, it does not depend on k. Finally, note that for

+ =
Mo ,Mg
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k' = kyn, + 0, we have — (k' + now) = (kny — (K’ — kny)) = kn, — 0. Using Lemma [T4], one obtains
K® (m,n, Ase, kny + 6, FE) = K& (T(m), T(n),As e, kn, —0,E), m,n e At s
(8.25) Q¥ (mE, Ase,kn, +0,E) = QW (mT, Ase, kyy — 0, E),
G® (mgt,mf)F,A;E,kno +0,F) = G®) (m(j)F,ng,A;E,kno —0,F).
Note also that v(mg , kn, + 0) = v(mg , kn, — 0).
Assume first k,, > 1. Note that k,, <y = \/256 < k,, + 1 < 2k,,. For —(66~D)3/4 < g < (5(=1)3/4,
we have

1/64 > 20 hing 4+ 2(6C )34 4 28/% 5 0 (v(mgt, kng + 0) + Q) (mT, As e, ki, + 0, E))

> 2N My, — 2(667 )34 — 23 S 1 /512 — 2(s0 D)3/ 243 5 171024,
So, for (§5=1)3/4 > 9 > 0, we have
(8.27) v(mg, kny + 0) + QW (me, As &, kny + 0, E) — v(mg , kny 4+ 0) — Q) (my , As &, kny + 0, E) > 6/512.
Taking here 8 = k' — k,,,, one concludes that condition (IEQI) in Definition holds with H AL (0) ek in
the role of Hy .. Thus, H, .1 € OPR(S)(O,nO, (0); 8o, ¢ D) if kpy < k' < kpy + (5< D)3/4 1f

A7 (0),6,k
kg — (86=1)3/4 < k! < ky,,, one just has to switch the roles of 0 and ny.

Assume now 1 > k,, > 256(2(6(5=1)3/4 4 53/3). Note that in this case, A = 256. Like above, one
concludes that

(8.28)
1/128 > 9p(v(mg  kny + 0) + QO (md, Ase, kng + 0, E)) > 20 Tk, — 2(56DY3/4 — g3/3 > 923/3 19| < §ls=D)3/4,
v(mg s kng +0) + QW (md, As e, kny + 0, E) —v(mg , kng +60) — Q) (my, As e, kny + 6, E)
> 2540, 0< 6 < gD/

(8.26)

Finally, assume 0 < ky,, < 256(2(55°")3/4 + £¥/*). Once again, A\ = 256. Find r such that (63")!/2 <
kng < (5(()“1))1/2. Note first of all that in this case ( see Remark ),
(8.29) Ino| > 12R™), s>, kpy > (65T,

Let for instance k > ky,, so that mg = 0. Recall that due to parts (2) and (4) of Proposition [[.I9 the
function Q) (0, A;CT);E, king + 0, E) is well defined for 0 < ky, < 67" /2, 16| < 6. Furthermore, due to
[B24)), one has

(8.30) O2(0(0, kg +0) + QU (0,A 6, kny + 6, E)) > 2271 — (eA™1)3 > 1/256.

Recall also that v(0,%") + Q(T)(O,A,(:);s,k’,E) = v(0,—k") + Q)(0, Ak e, —k',E). For kp, +6 > 0, this
implies

(8.31) 09 (0(0, kng + 0) + QU (0, A £, ks + 6, E)) > (kiny + 0)/256.

Now, we invoke the second estimate in (824, applied to Q") (0, A;ﬂrl); €,kny + 0, E)), with r1 in the role of
s, running r1 =r + 1,...,s. This yields

(8.32) 106Q) (0, A €, ko + 6, E)) — 0Q ) (0, 6, kny + 60, E)| < 2[e|(657)7 < (kny + 6)/512.
Combining (831 with ([832]), one obtains
99 (0(0, kg +0) + QW (0, A 6, kpy + 6, E)) > ko /512, (6] < (667 D)3/4,
(8.33) v(mg kng +0) + QP (m A, 0, E) — v(my , kny +0) — Q) (my , Ase, 0, E)
> kp0/256, 0 <0< (667134,
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This finishes the proof of part (2).
To prove part (3), recall that due to Proposition 5.6, E*+)(0, A,(j’l)(o); e, k), k' =k, +0,0 >0, are the
solutions of the equation

(8.34)
x(e,0,E) := (E —v(mg , kn, +0) — Q¥ (md, Ase, by + 0, E)) - (E—v(mg  kn, +6) — Q¥ (my, Ase, kn, + 0, E))

|G (i my s A, by + 60, )| = 0.

To proceed with the verification of [8I4)—(8TI9), note first of all that part (4), which is (819, is due to
B2T) from Proposition 5.6 combined with the fact that HA;S,l)(O)@k, € OPR® (0, no, AI(:’I)(O); 8o, T(O))_

To verify ([8I4]), we invoke Lemma with £ = 1, a1 = v(md, kn, + 0) + Q) (m, As e, kny + 0, E),
az = v(mg , kny —0)+ Q) (m, Ase, kny — 0, E), b= GO (md,my, Ase, kny +6,E), 0 < (67Y)3/%. For that
we first invoke part (9) of Lemma[LTIl Let us verify the validity of the needed conditions. First of all we need
the conditions |E — a;|, 0%, |03'y"* a4|, |0'y"*b?| < 1/64 from Definition The condition |E — a;| < 1/64 is
due to Proposition .6 The rest is due to (824) ( note that [0gv(mg , kn, + 0)| < 1/256 ). Now we turn to
the conditions of (9) in Lemma 11l Due to (826), (828), (833), one has dpa; < —min(sg/4, kny/512) =
—k©. Due to BZ), |95[b*| < exp(—52|no|) < exp(—ZREV) < (565_1))2, a < 2. Combining this
with [kn,| > (6°")/2, one concludes that [92b2| < (k(©))2/8. Recall also that as(e, E,6) = a1 (e, E, —6),
|b(e, E,0) = |b(e, E,—0)|. In particular, x(e,E,0) = x(¢, E,—0). Thus, all conditions needed for (9) in
Lemma . TT hold. Hence, (@34) from (9) of Lemma A.11] holds. Now (8I4) follows from Lemma .15

The identity (8I%) is due to the symmetry ([825]). The estimate [BI8]) follows from (8I4]).

To verify (8I6) we invoke the following Feynman formula, well-known in the general perturbation theory
of Hermitian matrices. Let H(6) = (H(m,n;0)mnea, |A] < 0o be a real analytic Hermitian matrix-function
of 6 € (01,02). Let E,,(0), m(n;0), m,n € A, be a real analytic parametrization of the eigenvalues and
normalized eigenvectors of H(6), respectively. Due to Rellich’s Theorem, such a parametrization always
exists. Then,

(8.35) OoEm =Y [tm(n; 0)]?0p H (n, n; 0).
neA
Thus,
(8.36) Do ECH (0, A (0); €, kng +0) = 0572 0 (ns2,0) Pgo(n, Ky +6),
neA

where (%) (n; e, §) stands for the eigenvector corresponding to E(*%) (0, A,(:’l)(()); €, kny +0). Due to (551)
from part (7) of Proposition [5.9] one has [|o(**)|| > 1 and

s K 7K
(37 iz, 0)] < JeYexp(— 2 n — 0]) + exp(—2ln —nol], 7 ¢ {0, o).

Note that [Ggv(n, kny + 0)| = 227 kny + 0 + nw| = 207 — kpy + 0 + (n — ng)w| < 1+ |n — ng|. Similarly,
|Ogv(n, kng + 0)] < 1+ |n|. Combining ([830) and (837) with these estimates and taking into account that
le] < eo, one obtains (BIG]).

The estimate (8I7) follows from Corollary [6.13

Assume (5C~D)7/8 < |k — k| < (6¢=1)3/% The proof of Hy¢n ) € N() (O,A,(:’l)(O);zio) goes the
same way as the proof of part (3) of Lemmal8.4} see also part (0) of Remark [7.20l To finish (5), consider for
instance the case ky,, + (6C~)7/8 < k < k,, + (667Y)3/4. Recall that due to (523) from Proposition [5.6,
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one has
spec Hy ) . MHIE = EC7D(0, A7 (0)se. k)] < 855 ) )
(8:38) = {E“*“(o, ASP(0);2,k), B0, A7 (0)5e, k),
EGD(0, A8V (0);0,k) = 0(0,k), ,  E®(0,A(0);0,k) = v(no, k).

On the other hand, E®*)(0, A,(:’l)(()); g, k) is the only eigenvalue of HAEj’”(O),a,k

of & and obeys E® (0, A" (0);0,k) = v(0, k). Hence E&H (0, A% (0);¢,k) = E® (0, A" (0); ¢, k). This
finishes the proof of (5) in this case. The proof for the second possible case is completely similar.

The arguments for part (6) are completely similar to the arguments for part (7) of Proposition [[.T9 and
we skip them. O

, which is an analytic function

Remark 8.12. Assume that k = kp,. Assume for instance k,, > 0. Proposition [811 says that for

any kny < k' < kny + (6C7)34 we have HA<S,1>(O)€k, € OPR®) (O,nO,A,(:’l)(O);(50,7'(0)), and for any
i €5
— (6634 < K < Ky, we have HA<S,1>(O)€k, € OPR®) (no,O,A,(f’l)(O);éo,T(o)). It does not say
0 €5
anything about k' = ky,. The only reason for that is that the expression on the left-hand side of (827
vanishes for 6 = 0. In fact, due to the symmetry 8258, one has

(8:39) 0(mg kng) + QU (i As &, kong, E) = v(mg s king) + Q) (g, A, kng, ).
In Proposition [813 we analyze the case k' = ky, via the limit k' — ky, with k' # kp,,.
Proposition 8.13. Let e € (—¢4,¢€5).

(1) The limits
(8.40) BB 0,0 (0);2,kn,) = lim  BCH(0,A (0);2, k)

kl ‘)kno

exist. Moreover,

spec H

Ss— s—1 s—1
AD @k VE B = B (0, ALV (0)s2, kng)| < 8857 )11Y
nQ

(8.41)
= {BC(0,AL (0);2, kny), B (0, A1) (052, kny)}-
Finally, B0, AL (0); €, kny) > EC(0, AL (0); 2, ki, ).
(2) E = E(S’i)(OvAgci)O (0); €, kn,) obeys the following equation,

(8.42) E = 0(0,kny) — QW (0,A (0);, B) |G (0,0, A (0); 2, E)| = 0,
where
QW0 AL (0);e, B) = QW (m{ , Ase, by, B),

(8.43)
G (0, no, A,(:n)o (0);e, E) := G(S)(mo smg s Ase kng, E);

see (BZT).

Proof. We will consider the case s > 2. For s = 1, the argument is completely simﬂar Let, for instance,

0 < kpy <k < kpy, + (6671)3/4. By Proposition B11] H, e € OPR® (0, no,A ( ); 60, 7?). Due
kng

to part (3) of Proposition [5.6] one has
spec H, © e ,N{E:|E - E(Sfl)(O,A,(C:U(O);E, K| < 8(5(()5_1))1/4}

(8.44) ) )
= {EGH(0,A}7) (0);2, k), B (0, A7) (0);¢,K)}.
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Due to Remark [7.20 E(S_l)(O,A,(ch)(O);E,k') is a C%-smooth function of k', |k — ky,| < 26&572)

Clearly, , is a C2-smooth matrix-function of &’. Finally, recall that E(1)(0, A(s e, k') >

HA;S”)O (0),e,k
E(S’_)(O,A,(ci)o (0);e,k"). Combining all that, one concludes that part (1) is valid ( of course, only conti-
nuity of the functions involved matters here ).

To prove part (2), recall that E(S’i)(O,A,(ci)o (0); e, k") are the only two solutions of the equation (834
with &' = k,, + 0. Recall also that the functions Q) (mZT, A; e, kn, + 0, E), G (mE, mT, A€, kn, + 6, F)
defined in (BZI) are C2-smooth in the domain [0] < (65°")3/4, |E— EC=D(mg A(S Y(m)ie, kng +0)| <
25(()5_1). Taking also into account ([839), one concludes that E = E(%)(0, Aksn)0 (0); €, kn, ) obeys the following
equation,

(8.45) (B = 0(0,kny) = Q(0,A (0);2, B))? = |G)(0,m0, A (0);, B)|” = 0.
Recall now that due to part (2) of Proposition 5.6 one has with k' = k,, + 6,
B (0,4 (0);2,k) = v(n0, kng) + Q) (n0, ALY (0)56,6, ECE (0, A7) (0);2, 1))

(8.46)
HIGE(0,m0, AL (0);2, B (0, A (0);2,1)].

Combining (845) with (846), one concludes that £ = E)(0, A,(ci)o (0); &, kn,) obeys (842). The argument
for £ = E(S’_)(O,A,(ci)o (0); &, kp,) is similar. O

Remark 8.14. For |k — ky,| — 0, we need a stronger version of the estimate B820) in Proposition [811]
For that we invoke Remark[5.7 from Section [l

Corollary 8.15. Using the notation from Proposition [8.11), the following estimate holds,
(8.47) B0, AL (0, k1) = BT (0,40 (0)s2, k)| < 2lel exp(— o),
provided |k1 — kno| is small enough. In particular, using the notation from Proposition[813, one has

s, S, — s, R
(8.48) B0, AL (0); 2, kng) — B (0, AL (0); 2, kg )| < 2] exp(—=|nol).

Proof. We consider the case s > 2. The case s = 1 is completely similar. Using the subsets A,(cilz (m) with s’ <
s —1, one can define a subset A’(0) so that the following conditions hold: (i) Hy gy € N1 (0, A(0); do)
if |k — kno| < (66=D)3/4 (i3) A'(0) = —A(0), (i43) A'(0) D B(R), where |no|/8 < R < |ng|/4. Set
A'(ng) = ng + A'(0). Then, Hpr(ng)ere € N7 (ng, A (no); 80) if [k — kp,| < (6¢~1)3/4. Furthermore, let
EG=D(0,A(0);¢,k), E¢~Y(ng, A'(ng); e, k) be the corresponding eigenvalues. Due to Lemma [4], one has
EG=D(0, A (0); &, kny +0) = EC™Y (ng, A (ng); €, kny, — 0). In particular,

(8.49) ‘E(Sfl)(O,A’(O);E, kn, +0) — E(Sfl)(no, N (no); e, kny + 9)’ < exp(—R),
provided 6 > 0 is small enough. Thus both conditions mentioned in Remark 5.7 hold. This implies the
claim. g

9. MATRICES WITH ORDERED PAIRS OF RESONANCES ASSOCIATED WITH 1-DIMENSIONAL
QUASI-PERIODIC SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS: GENERAL CASE

Let us start with the following
Lemma 9.1. Assume that ¢ > 1 and k € R\ Uy |, 1<12rG+a-1 mrzno Fms sq—10 kit ayqo1)- Then,
(0) [K] > (86" )1/10/4.

(1) Let 6 < 68V, If jo(m, k) — v(0,k)| < &, then either (a) |mw| < 212615/16 |2k + mw| > §1/16/4,
|(k + mw) — kn,| < 212615/16 4 |k — Ky, |, or (b) |2k + mw| < 212615/16 |mw| > 6Y/16/4,  |(k + (m —
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no)w) — kng| < 212615/16 £ 3|k — Ky, |. In both cases, ||k 4+ mw| — |kn,|| < 2'26'%/16 + 3|k — ky,,|. Finally,
ng # +2m.
(1)" Suppose [v(m, k) —v(0,k)] < < 5(88_1). In case (a), we have

[u(m + no, k) — v(0, k)| < 26655/16 1|k — K, |,
[(m +no)w| > (6T /2, Ju(m — n, k) — v(0, k)| > (6§16 /256,
and we have case (b) for m +ng. In case (b), we have
lu(m —no, k) — v(0, k)| < 2665/16 4 |k — k|,
12k + (m — no)w| > (65TN)Y6/2. Ju(m + no, k) — v(0, k)| > (65)1/1¢ /256,

(9.1)

(9.2)

and we have case (a) for m —ng.

(2) Assume |v(m,k) — v(0,k)|] < (5((J
Uo<imri<izrie-n Ko g Ko o)

(3) Assume |v(m, k) —v(0,k)| < 585,71), s<s' <s+4+q—1. Then, in case (a), one has |(k +mw) — k| <
4(56571))15/16, k+mw € R\ Uy i<i2r6, mrtng B 15 k:ﬂ,sul)' In case (b), one has |(k + mw) —

(—k)| < 4(588/_1))15/16) k+mwe R\ U0<|m'\512R<S’J, m/;ﬁ—no(k;',s'—lv k:z/,s'—l)'

(4) If1<s <s—1,0< |my —my| <12RE), then max |v(my, k) — v(0, k)| > (6&5,71))1/2. Ifs<s <
s+q—1, [v(m, k) —v(0,k)] < (6&5,71))1/2, i=1,2 and 0 < |m1 —my| < 12RE) | then my —mg € {ng, —no}.
Furthermore, if we have case (a) for my, then we have case (b) for ma.

(4)" Assume |k —kp,| < 20(ng). Then, k € R\U0<\m’|§36R<°‘), - (Bt s4q-1s k;,7s+q_1).
if lv(my, k) —v(0,k)| < (5(()571))1/2, i=1,2 and 0 < |my —ma| <36R™), then my — ma € {ng, —no}.

(5) Assume |k — kpy| > (§E=NT/E If ju(my, k) — v(0,k)| < 565/71), s<§ <s+q-—1,i=1,2, and
my # me, then |my; — ms| > 12R(D,

Proof. (0) Recall that due to (Z.8), we have |k,,| > (§¢~1)1/16 /2. This implies (0).

(1) Assume |[v(m, k) —v(0,k)] < § < 56571). Due to part (1) of Lemma [[.2] one has min(|mw]|, |2k +
mwl|) < 32642 if v < 4, min(|mw|, |2k + mw|) < 2560 if v > 4. Consider first the case v < 4. Then
A <1024, Assume |mw| < 326'/2. Then, using (0), one obtains [2k + mw| > 2|k| — |mw| > (6(88_1))1/16/4,
Imw| = Ao(m, k) — v(0,k)||2k + mw| ™ < 2126(5{")~1/16 = 212§15/16 a5 claimed in (1). Furthermore,
|(k 4 mw) — kn,| < 2'26"%/16 1|k — k,,,|. This establishes all inequalities in case (a). The estimation in case
(b) is completely similar. Note that (a) and (b) obviously exclude each other. Finally, assume ng = +2m.

Due to (Z.6), one has |now| > (56571))1/16 > §'/2. Therefore, we cannot have case (a). So, we must
have case (b). Then, |4k + tnow)| < 6'/2 for some ¢+ € {—1,1}. Recall that |2k + now| < 64(6{"")1/6.
Hence, |now| < §'/2 + 64(5(()571))1/6 < 65(5(()571))1/6. This contradiction with (Z.6]) proves that ng = £2m is
impossible. Consider now the case v > 4. Assume |mw| < 2560. Then, |2k +mw| > 2|k| — |mw| > 3k/2 > A,
|mw| = Nv(m, k)—v(0,k)||2k+mw| ™ < §. Furthermore, |(k+mw)—ky,| < 6+ |k —kp,|. This establishes all
inequalities in case (a). The estimation in case (b) is completely similar. The proof of the rest is completely
similar to the case v < 4.
(1)’ Recall first of all that A=Yk, | < 1/256, A"tk | > 1/512 if |kn,| > 1, A = 256 in case |kn,| < 1. In
case (a), one has
lu(m +no, k) — v(0, k)| = 2A7 fmw + now||k + (mw/2) — kn, | < (2565716 4|k — kp, |),
lo(m —ng, k) — v(0, k)| = 22X mw — now||k + (mw/2) — kny + 2kn, |
> 2/\71((5(()5—1))1/16 _ 212515/16)(2|kn0| _ 912515/16 _ ke — kpy|) > (5(()8—1))1/16/2567

as claimed in (@.I). Furthermore, |(m +ng)w| > |[now| — |mw| > (§6=D)1/16 _§1/2 > (5(s=1))1/16 /2 Clearly,
we have case (b) for m + ng. The verification of (@) in case (b) goes in a similar way.

s/_1>;1gs’§s—1. Then, k + mw € R\

Furthermore,
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(2) Note that k € R\ UO<\m/|§12R(571)(k;/ﬁsfl, k;;,’sfl) since ng > 12R~1). Therefore, this part follows
from part (3) in Lemma [T.2] .
(3) Assume |v(m, k) — v(0,k)| < 5(()5 s < <s+q—1. In case (a), one has |(k + mw) — k| =

Imw| < 4(6§° ~1)15/16 This implies, in particular, k + mw € R\ Uo<mr|<12r0", SN (VRS ARVERD

see the definition (7). In case (b), one has |(k + mw) — (=k)| = |2k + mw| < 4(565/71))15/16. Note
that —k € R\ Upc|m<12rc+0, m,i_no(k;“s,_l,k;,’s,_ ). This implies, in particular, k¥ + mw € R\
Uo<jm<12r60), m/i_no(k;,ys,fl,k;;/ys,fl). This finishes part (3).

(4) The proof of the first statement in (4) goes the same way as the proof of part (4) in Lemma [7.2] since
keR\ UO<‘m,|§12R(3,U (K 11 k:@us,_l). To prove the second statement, assume, for instance, that we
have case (a) for my and case (b) for mo. In this case,

! ’ ! ’
ke (_% . (565 *1))1/4’_% + (565 1))1/4) I

(_m’w olm') mlw o(m)

— — + c(k=, ., kT,
2 2 ’ 2 2 > ( m’,s’—1° "V m/, s 71)7

where m’ = mg — my. Assume |m/| < 12R(). Then the only possibility is m’ = ng, that is, ms — my = ng.
The proof for the rest of the cases is similar.

(4)" Since |k — kn,| < 20(ng), the first statement in (4) follows from (7)) combined with (Z6l). ( If
q > 1, then RG+2=1) > 48R() and therefore k € R\ Uo<|m<asre, m,¢n0(k;,7s+q_1,k;,)sﬂ_l) without
any additional condition for k. ) Applying the same arguments as in part (4), one obtains the second
statement in (4)’.

(5) Assume |k — k| > (6C~D)7/8 jw(my, k) —v(0, k)| < (6&5/71)), s§<s§ <s+q—1,i=1,2and my # mo.
Assume first that s < s’ < s+¢—1. To prove the statement in this case we again repeat the arguments from
the proof of part (4) in Lemma[7.21 Note that in this case, (5(()5/_1))1/2 < (66=1)7/8, So, the only possibility
is [m1 —mg| > 12R*"). This proves the statement for s’ > s. Consider now the case s’ = s. If we have case
(a) for both my,mg, then 213(6{*)15/16 > |(my — my )w|. Due to (Z8), this implies [my — my| > 48R().
Similarly, if we have case (b) for both my, my, then |my —my| > 48R(®). Assume now, for instance, that we
have case (a) for my and case (b) for my. Then, [myw| < 22(55V)15/16 |2k 4+ myw| < 212(551)15/16,
Assume also that |mg —mq| < 12R). Then my = mq + no, as before. But this implies

12k + maw| = |2k + maw + now| > 2/k — kno| — [maw| > 2(65 V) T/E — 212(g57V)19/16 5 (55T,
This contradiction implies |mg — my| > 12R(), as claimed. O

Remark 9.2. In this section and later in this work, when we refer to the cases (a) and (b), we mean cases

(a) and (b) of LemmalZ1l

In this section we use the same notation as in Section B We always assume that k € R(5%)(w,ng). In
particular,

(9.4) |k — kg | < 20(ng) = 64(6C~1)1/6,
Definition 9.3. For ¢ > 0, let REFTD(w,ng) be the set of k € R \
U0<|m’\§12R<S+q), mtno B sqo1 k;,7s+q_1), 0 < |k—kn,| < 20(ng). Forl <r <s—1,k" € R (w,ng)
A(0) be the sets from Proposition see also for the definitions ). For0 < |k —ky,| < sl 3/4,

k 0 0
let Al(:,’l)(O) be the set from Proposition [ 11l

Let ¢ > 2. Assume that the sets A ’1)(0) are already defined for all s < s’ < s+ q— 1, provided

(9.5) 0 <K =kl < (GGT¥0 =4 3 (&)

s—1<t<s’'—1
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and k' € R (w,ng). Assume also that the sets A,(j/)(()) are already defined for all 1 < s’ < s+q—1,
provided

(9.6) @B a3 (7)1 < [k — k| < 20(n0)

s—1<t<s’

and k' € R (w,ng). Assume the same for —ng in the role of ng. Assume also that A,(jl)(O) C A,(;N)(O) if
<" <s+q—1, andAS 1)( )CA,(j”’l)(O) ifs<s <s"<s+qg-1.
(A) Assume that for k' =k, we have (@5) with s’ = s +q and k' € RE*T97V(w, ng). Assume also that
k¢ $77, so that |k 4+ mw| # |kn,| > 0, provided ng ¢ {2m, —2m}.
(1) Let m be such that |v(m,k) — v(0,k)| < 35(()5+q_2)/4, Im| < 12RG+9) . Assume also that v(m, k) >
v(0, kny) if v(0,k) > v(0,ky,) (resp., assume that v(m, k) < v(0,kn,) if v(0,k) < v(0,kn,)). Then we say

that m € M;:_gq 11+ (resp., m € M,(::_:_Iq 11 ). Combining (@3] with (1), (3) from Lemmal9dl and with the
fact that |k +mw| # |kno| > 0, unless ng ¢ {2m, —2m}, one concludes that A,(CS;;Z;LI)(O) is well-defined. We
set A SJrq_l)( )=m+ Aks_:fwl 1)(0)

(2) Given s < s’ < s+q—2, assume that for any s’ < s"" < s+q—1, the sets Mk S+q 1 A,(:’;)Lqil(m”) are
already defined. Let m be such that |v(m, k)—v(0,k)| < (36 1) /4) D csi<siq1 565 -1 |m| < 12R(s+9)

Assume also that m & Uy gn<gyq 1 U mrem$ . A;(f”)( ). Then we say that m € Mk S+q 1 ifo(im, k) >

v(0, kn,y), v(0,k) > v(0, ky,), respectively, m € Mk S+q L ifv(m, k) < v(0,ky,), v(0,k) < v(0,ky,). We set
A,(:/)( )= m—I—A,(:_H}M( ). Asin (1) above, A,:_‘_nlw(()) is well-defined.

(3) Given s’ < s, assume that for any s’ < s"” < s+ q—1, the sets M,(fsiq 1 A,(Cf;,jrqil(m") are already
defined. Let m be such that |v(m,k) — v(0,k)| < (356571)/4) D <stg— 16(85”71) |m| < 12RG+9),
Assume also that m ¢ Uy _gr< gy g1 U
A (m) = m o+ AL (0)

(4) For s < s' < s+ q— 1, we enumerate the points oka S+q 1 as mj ,J € JE) . Set

e A,(f”)(m”). Then we say that m € M S+q 1 and we set

_ m;r +no  if v(0,k) > v(0,ky,), sgu(k + m;rw) = —sgn(now),
m. =
/ m;r —ng if v(0,k) > v(0,ky,), sgn(k + m;rw) = sgn(now),
(9.7) = m; +mno  if v(0,k) <v(0,kn,), sgn(k +m;w) = —sgn(now),
I m; —no if v(0,k) <v(0,kp, ), sgn(k +m;w) = sgn(now)

s — s s',1 s+ s, —
Al(c )(mj ) :Al(c )(mj)v Ml(c,erzI 1 _Ml(c s+3 1Y Ml(c s+q 1°

(B) Let k be as in (@Q6) with s’ = s+ q— 1. Then we define Mk g1 Aés,)(m”) Just as in (CI0).

Remark 9.4. (1) In the last definition and for the rest of this work, we do not use the notation A,(Cs+q71’1) (m)
for any m except m = 0. This simplifies the statements in what follows. For m = 0, we use the notation
A,(cs+q71’i)(m), which includes both possibilities. We use also the notation 3\/[,(C siq—1, Which includes all
possibilities. None of that will produce ambiguity since in the proofs, we always speczfy the cases the notation

applies to.
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(2) If r < s — 1, then B(2R") C A,(:) (0) € B(3R™). This property holds due to (ZI0). For r = s, we
have

B(2R") U (ng + B2R™)) ¢ A"M(0) ¢ BBR™) U (ng + BR™)) if sgn(k) = — sgn(now),
(9.8)  B(2R™)U (—=ng + B2R™)) c A"M(0) ¢ BERM)U (—ng + B3R™))  if sgn(k) = sgn(now),
B(2R™) A,(;)(O) c BBR) if part (B) in Definition [I.3 applies.

For r = s, the first two relations in (@.8), addressing the case |k — ky,| < (6=1)3/4 are due to part (5)
of Lemma[89. The third one, addressing the case |k — kyy| > (6©~D)7/8 s due to part (c) of Remark[7.3
For r > s, we will establish (O8] inductively in the corresponding domains of k. Note that (@) implies in

particular A,(:’i)(O) C A,(:l’i)(O), A,(:)(O) C A,(:l)(O) for any s <r <7

(8) My M = 0 MR = 0 M G = 00 0(0, k) > (0, K,
s1 < s2. Respectively, M;:;;])_l N ngzfq)_l =0, M,(Cs)élq_l N M;ji;;_l =, M,(Cs)élq_l N M,(;zl_q_l =0

v(0,k) < v(0,kn,), 51 < S2.
(4) 0 € M,(j:f;,l’lﬂ if v(0,k) > v(0,kp,); 0 € M,(j:fl:’f) if v(0,k) < v(0,ky,). For notational conve-
nience, we assume that 0 € J+a=1),

(5) Let s < &', v(m, k) > v(0,kn,), v(0,k) > v(0,ky,), m € MEDor v(m, k) < v(0,kp,), v(0,k) <

k,s+q—1’
v(0, kp,), m € M,(:’S’;q)il, orlet s’ <s, me M,(:S)ﬂil. Then,
s’ s —1 s'—1 s —1
99 @og /- S a8 <u(mak) —w(0,B) < B0V~ Y s,
§'+1<s <stq—1 8/ <8/ <stq—1

o5 A,(:,)(m)), we have |v(n, k) —v(0,k)| >

(
mGJ\/[,c,SJrLF1

(6) For any |n| < 5REYD such that n ¢ (Uy<ycorq U
(30)*.

Remark 9.5. In Lemma [@1 and Definition [T3 we assume that k belongs to the com-
plement  of U0<|m'\§12R<S+Q*1>, o B s g1 k£,18+q71) instead  of the  complement  of
UO<|m’\§12R(S+‘1),m’;éng(kr;’,erqfl’errg’,erqfl) because of the further development in Section [IOl  The
latter condition is needed only in Proposition [9.16.

Lemma 9.6. Assume that [@.8)) holds for all r > s.
(1) me A,(f )(m) for any s and any m € M,(:S)Jrqfl.
(2) Let k be as in [@0) with s = s+ q. Then M,(:);lq_l ﬂM,(jzi_q_l =0 for any 1 < 51 < 852 < s,

Ml(j;l-q—l N M;(fgi’fg_l =0 for any 1 < s1 <5 < s, M;(::;Lrl;_l N M,(jzjrl;_l =0 for any s < 851 < 3.

Proof. (1). The statement follows from (@.8]) and the definition (@.1).

(2) The statement follows from the condition m & Uy gr <51 q-1 U, 0 A,(:”) (m') in Definition [@0.3]

k,s4+q—1
and part (1) of the current lemma. O

Lemma 9.7. Assume that (@8] holds for all r > s.

(1) Assume that for some m1, we have

(9.10) o(ma, k) —o(0, k)] < 365 /) - S s

s'<s""<s+q—1

Let mg € M,(:;)Jrqil. Then, either my € A,(:,)(mg)) N M,(:;)(l)_l or

(9.11) Iy — ma| > 36R)  if s’ =5 and A](:,)(mg) is defined as in (A) of Definition[9.3
' ' Z 1 12RE) otherwise.
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(1)) For any s and any my, ma, either A,(:s_i_q 1(mq) = A;ﬂsy;)_‘_q_l(mg), or
dist(AL) (ma), AL, (ma)) > BRED.
(2) Assume that for some 1 < 51 < so < s+ q — 1, m1,ma, we have
(9.12) [o(ms, k) = (0, k) < 335/ — > 6TV =12,
5;<s'"<s+q—1
Then,
(9.13) lv(my — ma, k + mow) — v(0, k + mow)| < 365771 /4 — Z 565”71).

s1<8""<s5—1
(3) Assume that for any s < s’ < s+ q— 1, the following condition holds:
(&) Let k € R\ Uy <izre’—1, mrsgno K or— 1 Bty 1), M1 € Ml(cs,;/)—li s1< ' =1, [ma| < 12R™).
Then, either A,(fl)(ml) C A,(CS/)(O) or A,(fl)( 1) N Ag: (0) = 0.
Then, the following statement holds.
Assume that for some s < s1 < s+ q—1, |m1| < 5RED | we have

(9.14) [o(ma, k) = 0(0, k) < 365D/ — N a8

51<s"" <s+q—1
If
s—1
(9.15) 0.< [k —knl < (GF7P/4 = 30 (@),
s—1<t<s+qg—1

then assume also that v(my, k) > v(0,kn,) if v(0,k) > v(0,kn,), and respectively, v(my, k) < v(0,kn,) if
v(0,k) < v(0,kyn,). Then,

either (o) my € A,(CSQ (ma) for some s1 < s2 <s+q—1, my €M

(s2)
k s+q 1’

or (8) my € M,:;Zi_q , and Aksl)(ml))ﬁA,(C52 (m2) = 0 for any mo € Mk,s—l mo # mq with s1 < s < s—1.

Proof. (1) Assume s’ > s. Consider the case when (@.I8) holds, so that part (A) in Definition applies.
Assume for instance v(0,k) > v(0,k,,). Due to Definition [0.3] one can assume that A,(:/)(mg) = mg +
ALTD (), with [k + maw] > [now] /2, [v(ma, k) — v(0,k)]) < 365" /4. Due to part (4) of Lemma BT
either [mj—mg| > C(s' )R, or my—my € {0,n9, —no}, where C(s') = 36 if s’ = s and C(s') = 12 otherwise.
Assume m1 —mg € {0,109, —no}. If m; = ma, then we are done. Assume m; — mo € {ng, —ng}. Note that
due to part (1) in Lemma [0 one has ||k + miw| — |kn, || < 212(5(()5/_1))15/16 + 3k — kyy| < (588/_1))1/2.

Consider the case sgn(k+mow) = — sgn(new). Note that in this case, |k 4+ mow — now| > |now|. This implies
my # ma — ng, that is, m1 = ma + ng. Due to (@.7), @), m2 + now € A;CS )(ma) N M,(fsiq 1- The proof in

case when (@.I5) holds and sgn(k + maew) = sgn(ngw) is similar. This finishes the case when part (A) applies
and s’ > s. The verification for the rest of the cases follows straight from parts (4), (5) of Lemma [0.11

(1)’ This part follows from part (1) of the current lemma combined with (@8] and (@.7]).

(2) The proof goes word for word as the proof of (2) in Lemma [7.0l

(3) With part (1) of the current lemma in mind, the proof goes word for word as the proof of (3) in
Lemma O

Lemma 9.8. Let 0 < |k — ky,| < (J; (sta- 1))1/16

(1) If [u(m, k) — v(0, k)| < & with § > (6532, then [o(T(m), k) — v(0, k)| < 45/3.

Assume also that ([O.F]) holds foralls<r<s+q—1. / /

(2) Let s’ <'s, m; € Mk o1 _7 = 1,2. Then, either T(m1) = msg or dist(T(A,(f )(ml)),A,(f )(mg)) >
6RC). Let s < s, m; € Mk eirq_1s J = 1,2. Then, either T(A(S/)(ml)) N A (') ( 2) 75 0 or

dist(T(A,(CS/)(ml)),A,(:/)(mg)) > 5RG). In the former case, (A( )(ml) ﬁMk etgo1) = Ag: (m )ﬂMk etq1-
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Proof. (1) The proof of this part is completely similar to the proof of part (1) of Lemma

(2) It follows from (1) of the current lemma that |v(T(mq), k) — v(0,k)|) < 5(()5/_1). Applying part (1) of
Lemma 9.7 to T'(m1) and mg, one obtains the statement. O

Definition 9.9. Assume 0 < |k — ky,| < (5((Js+q_l))1/16. Using the notation from Definition [I.3, assume
that for any s < s’ < s+ q — 1, condition (&) holds. Let £ be the collection of all sets A(m) :=
A,(:)(m) U T(A;ﬂs)(m)), 1<s <s+qg—1 me M,(:s)_i_q_l. We say that A(m1) = A(msa) if s1 = $a,
and A(mq) N A(me) # 0. It follows from part (3) of Lemma[97 and part (2) of Lemma that this is
indeed an equivalence relation on £'. Let MM be the set of equivalence classes. It follows from part (2) of
Lemma[Z.8 that each class has at most two elements in it. For each m € M, set A(m) = Uy, )em Alma).
Set £={A(m):m e M}. Let A(m) € £, A,(j/)(mj) U T(A,(j/)(mj)) e m. Set t(A(m)) = s'. This defines an

A (m)) n M)

N-valued function on £. Set also pm = ksl _1-

ALY (m))em
In the next lemma we use Definition [T.12] from Section [T

Lemma 9.10. Using the notation from Definition[T.9, assume in addition that condition (Q.8)) holds. Then,
(1) For any A(m;) € £, j = 1,2, such that t(A(my)) = t(A(m2)), my # ma, we have dist(A(my), A(mg)) >
R(t(A(m1)))

(2) For any m,
(9.16) U (m+ BERIA™D))) c Am) c | ((m+ BERIA™DY)),

MEPm MEPm
(3) If my # m,, then A(my) # A(my).
(4) The pair (£,t) is a proper subtraction system.
(5) For any m, A(m) = T(A(m)).

Proof. Note first of all that part (2) is just condition (@.8]), which we assume in this lemma. The proof of
parts (1), (3), (4), (5) goes word for word as the proof of the parts (1), (3), (4), (5) of Lemma[R8 The only
detail that has to be mentioned regarding (3) is that T'(ng) = 0 and T'(B(R)) = ng — B(R) = no + B(R) for
any R. O

Using the notation from Definition @.9, assume in addition that condition ([@.8]) holds. For £ =1,2,...,
set

B(no, s + q) := BBRCTD) U (ng + B(3RGTD)),

(9.17) B(no, s+ q, ) = %(no,s+q,e—1)\( U A(m)).
meNM:A(m))B (no,s+q,£—1)
Lemma 9.11. Using the notation from the definition (@.I1), the following statements hold.
(1) There exists £y < 2579 such that B(ng, s + q,£) = B(no, s+ q,L+ 1) for any £ > Lg.
(2) For any A € £, either A C B(ng, s+ q,%) or A C (Z” \ B(ng, s + q,fo)).
(3) Set A;ﬂsﬂ) (0) = B(no, s+q,Lo). Then for any A (m), either A (m) ﬂA,(CSH) (0) =0 or A (m) C
ALt (0)
B .
(4) T(B(no, s+ q,¢)) = B(no, s + q,L) for any €. In particular, T(A;CS—HJ) 0)) = A,(:-‘_q)(()).
(5) For any £ > 1,
(9.18)
{n € B(ng,s+q, 0 —1)) : dist(n, Z" \ B(ng,s,{ —1)) > 3RETI™DY € B(ng, s+ ¢,£) C B(no,s +q, L —1)).

Proof. The proof of parts (1)—(5) goes word for word as the corresponding proof of parts (1)—(5) of Lemma[R9l
O
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Lemma 9.12. Assume k € R34 (w, ng), ¢ > 1. Assume also that 0 < |k — kno| < (9 (sta= 1))1/16

(1) Definition[2.3 and deﬁnition OI7) inductively define the sets Ak ( ) for s’ =s,...,8+q, so that
condition (&) holds for any s < s <s+q—1 and condition (O.8) holds.

(2) A;ﬂsl)(ml) N A(S2 (ma) = 0 for any m; € M,(:;+q 11 =1,2, unless s1 = s, A;ﬂsl)(ml) = A,(:Z)(mg).

Proof. (1) For ¢ = 1, the condition (&) holds due to part (3) in Lemma [B Therefore, part (3) of
Lemma 0.7 applies Wlth q = 1. Furthermore, Definition 0.9 applies and Lemma [0.10] applies. This defines
A,(fH (0) via ([@I7), and Lemma [0.11] applies. Due to part (3) in Lemma [0.11] the condition (Ss41) holds.

These arguments define A,(:Jrq/)(O)), ¢ =1,...,q. So, part (1) of the current lemma holds.
(2) Since condition (&) holds for s’ > s, part (2) follows from part (3) of Lemma [0.7] O

Definition 9.13. Using the notation from Definition [O3, assume that (6((Js+q/))1/16 < |k — kpyl
(5(()S+q _1))1/16 for some ¢ < q. Define AE: )(O) for s < & < s+ q wvia Lemma 911 If ¢ < q, define

A,(fl)(m) fors+q <s<s+q—1, and A,(:,)(O) for s+ ¢ < s’ < s+q, inductively as in (1), that is, by
setting

AL = BERON (U U AP ).
(9.19) PSS L, AL (m)§B(3REN))
AL (m) = m AL, (0).
Lemma 9.14. Assume k € R340 (w, ng), ¢ > 1. Assume also that 0 < |k — ky,| < 20(ng).
(1) Definition[23, Lemmald 11l and Definition[T 13 inductively define the sets Al(: )(O) fors' =s,...,5+¢q

so that condition (&) holds for any s < s <s+q—1. If |k — kp,| < (56T))1/16, @) holds. If |k — kn,y| >
(5(()T))1/16, then

(9.20) B(2R™) c A"(0) c B(3R™M).
(2) A;ﬂsl)(ml)) N Af: (m2) =0 for any m; € Mk orgo1s 1 =1,2, unless s1 = s2, A,(jl)(ml) = A;:2)(m2).

Proof. To prove both statements, we only need to verify condition (&4 ). Due to Lemmal[0.12] this condition
holds if |k — ky,| < (588/_1))1/16. Assume (6§16 < |k — k| < (65TTY/16 for some ¢ < g
The verification goes by induction, starting with s’ = s + ¢;. Assume that condition (&g ) holds for any
s+q1 < s’ < g—1. Then, part (3) of Lemma[@. T applies. Since A,(CSJrq)(O) is defined via (@.19), the verification

of condition (S,4,) goes the same way as in the proof of part (4) of Lemma [T.0l O
Remark 9.15. In Lemma we assume that k € R\ Uy mi<12reta-1, misno Fmr g1 Ko siq1)s
instead of k € R\ U0<|m’\§12R<S+q), i £no (k. g1 k;,7s+q_1).
Proposition 9.16. (I) Set
(9.21) I(s.q) = (K K =kl < (5570 = D0 (867)°7)

s—1<t<s+q

Assume that k € RE51D (w,ng) NI(s,q). Let ey, 5 be as in Definition 3. Let ¢ € (—¢es,€5).
(1) If k| > lknol, then for any k' € I(s,q) with |K'| > |kno|, |k — k| < 5((Js+q_l), one has

Hyioro ) o € OPRESD(0,mo, AP (0);60,7@), 7O = 7O = |k [[|K] = [Enol|-

(0
If |k| < |knol, then for any k' € J(S q) with |K'| < |knol|, |K — k| < 5(()S+q_l), one has

Hygoeo gy g € OPRES0 (0,0, AL (0):63,70).
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9) Let BGs+a®) (AT (q e, k") be the functions defined in Proposition [5.9 with H, (s+q) , in
k A (0),e,k
b e
the role of Hy .. Assume that ky, > 0. Then, with k(©) := min(sg/4, kn,/512), one has

QBT (0, AT (0); 2, ko +0) > (K@)20, 0> 0,

(9.22)
B ECHE) (0, AT (0); 6, kny + 0) < —(k()20, 6 >0,
(9.23) BT (0, ACTIY(0): ¢, kpy + 0) = ECTIE) (ng, ATV (0): 6,k — ), 6> 0,
(9.24) |06 B¢ (0, ACT(0): £, ke + 0)] < 2,
(9.25) [ECT5 (0, AP (0); 2, k) — BUF99 (0, AL (0)5 2, k)| < Je (057,

IF0 < [k = kg | < (35771)110 2,
(9.26)  ECHEB (0, AT (0);, kg +6) = BCHEH) (g, ALV (0);6,ky —0), 0< 8 < (6579711102,
(IT) Assume that k € R(551D (w,ng) and
(9.27) @B ST (0333 <k — k| < 20(no).

s—1<t<s+q—1

Then, HA<S+q,1)(O) S N(s+a) (0, Al(:ﬂ’l)(O); 80). Furthermore,
. £

B (0, ACTI Y (0):ie, k) if k> ko,

ECHD (0, APV (0); ¢, k) =
047 0)se k) Bt (0, AP (0)i6,k)  if k< Fo.-

Proof. The proof of (I) is completely similar to the proof of Proposition BT and we omit it. The proof of
(II) is completely similar to the proof of Proposition [[.I9 and we omit it as well. 0

We also need the following version of Proposition .13

Proposition 9.17. Let € € (—¢5,¢€5).
(1) The limits

(9.28) B (0, AL (0); 8, kny) i= Tim  ECT0E (0, ATV (0);2, k)

k1 —)kno

exist. Furthermore,

. s+q— s+q—1 s+q—1
SPeCHAgfntq)(O),s,kno N{E: Hliln|E _ p(staq l,i)(O,AE%J;q )(0);6,kn0)| < 8(5(() +q ))1/4}

(9.29)
= {ECD0, AT (0); 2, kng ), B (0, AL (0); 2, hny )},
(9.30) BT (0, A7 (0, hng) = BETITH5 (0,779 (0): 2, iy )| < Jeldg”™ Y,

B+ (0, AL (0) (0)s2, hng) 2 ECH07) (0, AL7(0): 2, kny )

no
. s+q— s+q—1 s+q—1 .
(1)’ Let ming |E— B0 (0, A7V (0): 2, by )| < 205771 The matria (E=H)\ (0 (0)\ {0,103 1
is invertible. Moreover,
|[(E - HAS:)")(0)\{0,n0},s,kn0)71](m7n)l
O3) _ [3le]2exp(~ Irolm — ] + ko log 55 (min(u+90) m), w19 ()/5) if m £,
= | 2 exp(8kg log 5yt (5T (m))1/9) if m=mn,

0 () o= dist(m, 22\ [AL7(0)\ {0, m0}]).
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(2) E = EGsta®) (O,A,(c:q)(O);s, kn,) obeys the following equation,
(9.32) B = (0, kny) = QU (0, ATV (0)s2, E) F | GUH9(0,m0, ALT (0); 2, E) | =

where

QU (0, AL (0); ¢, E)

= Z h(m(ﬁf, m'; e, kny ) [(E — HASH) (0)\{07"0},a,kn0)_1](m ,n')h(n’ ,mg:; €, kny),
m i €ALHD (0)\{0,m0}
(9.33) ’
GEFD(0,n0, ALTV(0)s 2, B) = h(mg,mg 3, kng)
+ Z h(mg,m/;{f,kno)[(E HA)(CS+Q)(O)\{O7HU})87]€”0)71](m/,n/)h(n/7m8:;57kn0)'
m! €A (0)\{0,mo}

Proof. The proof of (1) goes just like the proof of (1) in Proposition[RI3l Let us verify (1)’. Let, for instance,
kno, > 0. Due to part (I) of Proposition [0.16] one has HAgci:,q) ).k € OPR(sta) (O,RQ,A,(:TLJ(:‘]) (0);50,T(0))
for any 0 < k' — ky, < 5(()S+q_1). Due to part (2) of Proposition [£.9]

_1 .
(934) |[(E — HAECi;;q) (© ](m, n)| S S D(- A(s+q)(0)\{0 no}),T,ko,lel; A(S+q)(0)\{0 no}, %(m, n)7

)\{0,710},6,](5,)
see (B39). It follows from Lemma 7] that

s s <
S DAL O\(0.m0]) oo el 0\ (.m0}, (T ™) <

(9-35) 3Je[1/2 exp(—Zrolm — n| + 8o log &y " (min (u+4:0) (m), w400 (n)1%) if m £ m,

2 exp (8 log 65 1 (n5T90) (m))1/9) if m=n.
Taking k' — ky, in (@34), one obtains (@31]). This verifies (1)’. The verification of (2) goes just like the one
for (2) in Proposition B.I3l O

10. MATRICES WITH A GRADED SYSTEM OF ORDERED PAIRS OF RESONANCES ASSOCIATED WITH
1-DIMENSIONAL QUASI-PERIODIC SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS

Definition 10.1. Using the notation from Proposition [318, let ¢ > 2, ny € Z¥, 12RCTI=D < |ng| <
12RG+9) be such that
(knl - 20’(711), knl + 2U(n1)) n (kno - 20’(710), kno + O'(no)) 7£ @,
(10.1) (kn, — 20(n1), kn, 4+ 20(n1)) TR\ U Fr srqet1s Kb ssq1)-
R() <|m/|<12RG+9) |, m’¢{ng,n1}

Set 50 =5, s(1) := 54+ ¢, sV = (50 sV, Let R(E(l)*s(l))(w,nl) be the non-empty set in the first line of
0.1
Lemma 10.2. Let k 6 fR

(1) The subsets M

(1) (1))( n)
5 101

A ) (m) s" < s — 1 from Definition [T3 are well-defined. Furthermore,

ks(l) 1’
HAS,)(m),s,k S (vakT)( )76((J )) 8 < s — 1. If
(10.2) on, = Fong| < (657U a3 (@)1 — 20(ny),
s(0) —1<t<s(1) -2
then H AL (m) ek € OPR® (m m; A(T (m ;‘),6(()0),7(0)), 70 = 6éo)|k — k| for any s <" < s —1
and any m;'

( ) |k5 . kn0| (565(1)71))1/15; +(0) > (6&5(1)71))1/14~
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(3) Assume [{02) holds. Then conditions (i)—(iv) and (vi) from Definition [5.8 hold. Furthermore, ny €
M m;, } for some jo € JGE =D Conditions @©I)-©3)) from Definition[61l hold.

k,s() — 1’ Jo?

Finally, assume that |k — ky, | > ((585(1)71))7/8. Let A,(f(l) (0) be as in Definition[T 13 Then, H () €

(0),e,k
OPRG")(0, OvA(SJrq)( 0), 5(0),7(0)), just as in Proposition [J16.

PTOOf' ( ) ClearlY? keR \ UO<\m’|§12R(3(1)*1), m/;ﬁm(o)(k;/ s _1»

applies to ¢ — 1 in the role of ¢. This implies all statements in (1).
. ) (s =116 (sM=1\1/15 _(0) _
(2) Using (7.6 ir)ld (T1), one obtains |k — kny| > |kny — Eno| — 2(d; e > (4 Y 0 =
560)|k — kny| > (565 71))1/14 since 0 < |n1 — ng| < 13RG™); see 9).
(3) Assume ([I0.2) holds. Conditions (i)—(iv) and (vi) from Definition hold due to Lemma [0.12] and
Remarks@Aand B8 One has [k—kng| < [kn, —kng |41k —Fny | < (88 79374, |k t1m0,10]— g || < [, |~
s s s
ol 1K = il < ()97 Hence, o ) — (0, )] < 26~/ 42( 1 + 1) < 36521
1
Similarly, [v(n1 + no, k) — v(0, k)| < 3(5§" )—2>)/4 if it is case (a) for my and [u(ny — no, k) — v(0, k)| <
1 1
3(5(()5( )_2))/4 if it is case (b). This impliesn; € Mk ()1) 11 Let m € Mk (()1) 13, A(s( - 1)( )= m—I—A,(:_i;I;l)(O).

s _
Assume for instance that it is case (a). Recall that |m| < 12R(*T9 and in particular |mw| > ((5((J ' 1))1/16;

see (). Using ([@22)) and ([@.20) with ¢ — 1 in the role of ¢, one obtains
(1) _ 1)

that is, ny € {m}

k:rrz/,s(l)fl)' So, part Proposition [0.10]

-1 (i, A(s Y(m):e, k) — BV =10, A(s )(0);e, k)|
:E((l) 1+)OA (M _ 1) ;g,k—i—mw (sM—1,+) A(s(l) 1) O;E7k
k4+mw
s s
(10.3) > B0, AL DD (0);e, k) — BV T0(0,400 20 06,8
BT 0, AL TP )6, k) — BCV 00,48 D (0);, 8|

0 s 1 s —1 s —1 s 1
> dg” ( +me] = [K])? = (05" ) = " (Ime])” ~ (5 >>5 > (@5 TS,
This implies ([G.I)). The verification in case (b) is similar. The verification of ([6.2]), (63)) is similar. Finally,
assume that |k — ky,| > (588(1)_1))7/8 Then an estimation like (03] works for m = ny. This implies

HA(S(I))(O) . € OPR(S(U)(O,TLQ,A,(:H (0), 5(0 (0)), just as in Proposition @16 O
k ’Es

Set
(10.4) Ti(n)=n1—n, neZ"

Lemma 10.3. Assume |k — ky,| < (8 S(l)_l))3/4.

(1) If [v(m, k) — (0, k)| < § with 6 > (8" V)24, then |o(Ty(m), k) — v(0, k)| < 46/3.

(2) Let m; € Mks(l) soJ o= L2 Then either Ty(AS)(m1)) N AV (my) # 0 or
dist(Ty (AG) (my)), A (my)) > 5RE) . In the former case, Tl(A(S (m1) N M) ) = A (my)) N

k,s(—1
(s")
Mks(l) 1°

Proof. (1) The proof of this part is completely similar to the proof of part (1) of Lemma
(2) Tt follows from (1) of the current lemma that |v(T1(m1), k) — v(0,k)]) < 565 ~U_ Applying part (1) of

Lemma 0.7 to Ty (m1) and ms, one obtains the statement. g
Definition 10.4. Assume that

0< [k —kugl < (GG™¥4 = 37 (&),
(10.5) s—1<t<s+q—1

s
Ik — kny| < (057 V)34
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Let £ be the collection of all sets A(m) := AV (m) UTL(AG)(m)), 1< s <s+q—1,me Mk erq_1- We
say that A(my) = A(ma) if s1 = s2 and A(my1) N A(mz) # 0. Tt follows from part (3) of Lemmalﬂ and part
(2) of Lemma IO that this is indeed an equivalence relation on £'. Let I be the set of equivalence classes.
1t follows from this definition and part (2) of Lemma 103 that each class has at most two elements in it.
For each m € M, set A(m) = Uy (ny)em Alma). Set €= {A(m) :m € M}. Let A(m) € £, A (m) e m. Set

t(A(m)) = s'. This defines an N-valued function on £. Set also pm = |J Ag: (m)N M)

AL (m))em kys(—1°

Lemma 10.5. (1) For any A(m;) € £, j = 1,2, such that t(A(m1)) = t(A(m2)), m1 # ma, we have
dist(A(my), A(my)) > REAm))),
(2) For any m, we have

(10.6) U ((m+B(QR(t(A(m)))) c A(m) C U ((m+B(3R(t(A(m))))_
mEPm MEPm

(3) The pair (£,t) is a proper subtraction system.
(4) For any m, we have A(m) = T1(A(m)).

Proof. The proof is completely similar to the proof of Lemma O
Set
B(n1) := BBERE")U (ny + BERE)Y),

B(n1, €)= B(n, £~ 1)\ U Am)),
meN:A(m))B(n1,0—1)

(10.7)

(=1,2,...

Lemma 10.6. (1) There exists £y < 25" such that B(ny, L) = B(ny, L —1) for any £ > bp.
(2) For any A € £, we have either A C B(n1, ) or A C (Z” \ %(n1,£0)>.
(3) Set A ( ) = B(ni, lo). Then, for any AS)(m), we have either A (m) N A J0) = 0 or
A € 45 0)
(4) T1(B(n1,£)) = B(n1, L) for any L. In particular, Tl(A( . ))(O)) = A,(:(l))(()).
(5) For any £ > 1, we have
(10.8) {n € B(ny,0—1)): dist(n, 2" \ B(ng, £ — 1)) > 3R DY € B(ny, 0) € B(ny, l — 1)).
Proof. The proof of parts (1)—(5) goes word for word as the proof of parts (1)-(5) of Lemma O

Proposition 10.7. (I) Let k be as in [IQ5). Set m™M) := {0,n9,n1,n1 — no}, s = (s, sM). If

[kl > [k, then H, o, € GSRE™) (m®,0,70, AL (0); 8, t1), 0 = (7O (D) 76) = 707 () =

Ve, 1] = o, II. IF ] < |km| then H o € GSRE™) (m® ny, 0, A8 (0); 60, tD).

(({)I) Let k € R\ [UR(S)S\m’|§12R(*+‘J), m’¢{ng,n1}(k";@’,s+q717er?rz’,erqfl) U {kny, kn, }. One can define

(s*)
A7 7(0) so that HA(,j(l))(o),s,k
the principal point or one of the two principal points.
1

(III) Let k be as in part (IT). There exists a unique real-analytic function E(O,A,(:( ))(0);6,]{3) of € €
(—€s-1,€s—1) such that E(0, A,(f(l))(()); e, k) is a simple eigenvalue OfHA(,j(l)) and E(0, A](:(l))(()); g, k)=
v(0, k). Moreover,

belongs to one of the classes introduced in Sections[3, [, [0l with O being either

(0),e,k

(10.9) E0,A8(0);2, k) = B0,A%, ) (0); 2, —k),
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(10.10)
@ ' @ e
(KO (k= kn)? = 3[el (35")" = 10| > (66" < BO,AL (02, k) — BO AL (0)ie, k1)
8/255((,5/) <min(k—k1,k1)
2k (s—1)y1/8 (s")y5
< S(k—kn)+ ST 26el@8 T2l ), 0<ki<k, y-1<k <1
k1<kn, <k
where k() := min(ag/4, kno/512) and ~y is the same as in the Definition (T.2).
Proof. The proof of (I) is completely similar to the proof of Proposition BTl and we omit it. The proof
of (II) is completely similar to the proof of Proposition and we omit it as well. The existence of
E(0, A,(:(l))(O);E, k), its analyticity and uniqueness follows from part (IT). The proof of (IOIQ) (I11]) is a
simple combination of the (814 from Proposition BTl and (T33]) from Proposition [.T9 O
Definition 10.8. Set
T = (kn — (05374 ke + (550)3/%) if 12RGD < |n| < 12RO,
R(k)={neZ"\{0}:ke€T,}, SG={k:|R(k)|l < oo}
Let k € G be such that |R(k)| > 0. We enumerate the points of R(k) as nO(k), £ =0,...,0(k), 1+ £(k) =

|R(k)|, so that |n(e)( )| < [nEHD (k)|; see Lemma [I0A below. Let s (k) be defined so that 12R6V W=D <
n® (k) < 12RE“®) ¢ =0, .. 0(k). Set

(10.11)

Tm(n)=m-—-n, m,neZ’,

(10.12) m@ (k) ={0,nO(k)}, mO (k) =mE (k) U TV (k), ¢=1,... k).

Lemma 10.9. Assume my € R(k). Let 12R1=Y < |my| < 12R6Y) . Then,

(1) Imaw| > (§Cr=D)I10 k| > (501~ 1)1/16 /2,

(2) sgn(k) = —sgn(myw).

(3) If mg € R(K), my # ma, then |my| # |ma|. If |mi1| < |mal, then, in fact, |mg| > R(111) /2.
Proof. Part (1) follows from (T.6). Part (2) follows from (1), see (I0I1)). To prove (3), one can assume that
|ma| > |mq|. Since |2k + m,;w| < 2(565i))3/4, i =1,2 and |mg| > |m1], one has |miw — maw| < 4(5651))3/4. It
follows from (Z.6) that |m; — msg| > R(*1+1Y). This implies (3). O
Lemma 10.10. Let n(¥ € Z"\{0}. Then, (1) n(9 € R(k,©), (2) [n(¥| = max,,cxx ) Iml. In particular,
ko €6, sYFa@D (ko)) = s(n©@), where 12REM)=D < ;| < 12REM)
Proof. Statement (1) is obvious. Assume m € R(k, ), m # n9, |m| > |n(®|. Then |(m—n(")w| = 2|k, © —
k| < (6(()5))3/4, where 12RG~Y < |m| < 12R(). This contradicts (Z.6)) since |m — n(®| < 2|m| < 24R().

|

This proves the first statement in (2). The other statements in (2) follow from this one.

In the next theorem we finalize the results on matrices associated with quasi-periodic Schrédinger equa-
tions. We skip the proofs since they are completely similar to those we have done before.

Theorem D. (I) Let k € G\ £(Z" \ {0}) be such that |R(k)| > 0. Let m®(k), s(k),
(k) be as in Definition [IO.8 Given q > 0, there ewists A,(f(e(k))(qu)(O) C Z" such
that H 00y € GSR[E“““”(k)ﬁs(“(k)Jrq](m(f(k))(k),m+(k)7mf(k),AECS“)(’“H'J)(O);507t(€(k))(k))’
€OE) = (FOE), ... 7O(8)), (k) = o 1] — [k, | (k) = 0, m= (k) = nCCED (k) i K] > Voo o
m™ (k) =0, mT (k) = n“E) (k) if [k] < |kno -

(II) For each k € G and each s, there exists A,(:)(O) such that HA,(CS)(O),a,k € Nis+9) (O,A;S)(O);(SO) if

R(E) =0, Hyo ., € GSRE 05 (a0 (1, (k) = (k), A B9 (0); b, €C0N (k) if R(k) 0
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and s = s (k) + q. Moreover, A,(:*l)(O) serves the role of the (s — 1)-subset in the corresponding definition,
see the definitions in Sections[3, [, [6. Let —5(1)/2 < E < 0 be arbitrary. For each s = 1,2,..., the matrix

(HA<S)(O) .1 — E) belongs to NE)(0, A((Js)(O), do), see Proposition [7.2]]
0 s€y

(III) Let k € G. There exists a unique real-analytic function E(0, A,(:)(O); e, k) of e € (—e0/2,e0/2) such
that E(O,A,(f) (0);¢,k) is a simple eigenvalue of HAﬁj)(o),s,k and E(O,A](:)(O);E, k) = v(0,k). Moreover, the
following conditions hold:

(10.13) |E(0, A (0);6, k) — v(0, k)| < £'/2
(10.14) E(0,A(0):2,k) = B0, A%)(0): 2, k),
(10.15)
()2 (k — k1)? — 3[e|(65))* — 10]e] > (65 < B(0,AL(0):2, k) — E(0,AL) (0);, k1)
655" <min(k—k1,k1)
2% .
< Sk — ko) + 3 20e|(88™MTNE L 20e|(680)5, 0<ky <k, y—1<k <n.

k1<kn,<k, s(n)<s

where s(n) is defined via 12R(™ =1 < |n| < 12REM) | k(0) .= min(sg/4,kn(0)/512) and vy is the same as in
the Definition (2.

(IV) Let n® € 72\ {0} and s > s“*.©)) . Assume, for instance, ko > 0.

(1) The limits

(s) . — : (s) .
(10.16) E*(0,A; ko (0);6,kp0) == klalklf?o)io (0, A}, o (0);e,k1)
exist,
s — s R0
(10.17) 0< EF(0,AL) (0)i2, ko) = E7(0,AL (0)i2, k) < 2] exp ( - ?|n(0)|>
Furthermore,
. s—1 s—1
spec HAECS) ).k o N{E: min |E — E%(0, Al(cnw)) 0);e,kn0)| < 8((5((J ))1/4}
(10.18) n(©)
= {EF(0.AL), (0. ko). B (0.4 (0): ko))
(10.19) [EF0,AF ) (0)52,k00) = EE(0, AL (0):, ko) < Jelog™,
EX (0,0 (02, ky0) 2 EZ(0,AL (0):e,ky0)-
(2) Provided min |E — E*(0 A](:( )(0) &, ko) < 25 , the matriz (E — H () (0)\{0)71(0)})5116"(0)) is

k
n(0)
invertible. Moreover,

(10.20)

—1
(B - H (()\{Om“’)})&kn(o)) J(m,n)|

< le|'/2 exp(—32 Ii0|m — n| 4 8kg log 8y H(min(u® (m), pCTD(n)/2) if m #n and |m —n| > 2|n©)],
2 exp(8ro log6 () (m))/®) if m=n,

M(S)( ) := dist(m, Z”\Ak ()( ). Finally, if

Be (B (0,A1 (0):e,ky0) + 6 BT (0,A7 (0):e, ky0) =),
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0 >0, then

_ exp(—2rolm —n|) if |m —n| > 8max(|n(?|,logd 1),
(10.21) (B = Hyer g ) Nmm)] S{ 2

k(o) ot for any m,n.

(3) E = E*(0,A})

n(0)

(0); €, k) obeys the following equation

(10.22) E = v(0,k,0) = Q90,4 (0);e, B) ¥ |G(0,n, AL (0);e, E)| =0,
where
(10.23)
(s) () )
Q (07 Akn(o) (O)v &, E)
_ ) -1 )
= Z h(07 m'ie, kn(o))[(E - HAS)(O) (O)\{O,n(o)},a,kn(o)) ](m/7 n/)h(nlv 0¢, kno)v
m’,n’GA,(CS)(O) (0\{0,n(®} "

G(S) (05 n(O)a AECS)(O) (0)3 €, E) = I’L(O, TL(O)7 g, kn(o))
+ Z h(O,m/;g,kn(o))[(E — HAECS) O\ {0, Y ek (0))—1](m/7n/)h(n/,n(o);g,kn(o)).
e S ON G e
V) 1If
E e (E(0,A$)(0);6,0) — e/ /2, E(0, A5 (0); ,0) — 6),
0<d< 55/2/2, then

_ exp(—2kolm —n|) if [m — n| > 8 max(|n(®],log 1),
(10.24) (B = Hy ) c0) " mym)] < { ?

61t for any m,n,

see Proposition [7.21}

11. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREMS

Consider the Schrédinger operator
(11.1) [Hy](z) == —y"(z) + V(2)y(z), xeR,

where V(z) is a quasi-periodic function,

IN

(11.2) V(z) = Z c(n)e?™mer - p e R,
nezZv\{0}

(11.3) w=(w,wa,...,w,) ERY | v >2

with

" Tn>|= e(—n), nez\ {0},

le(n)] < eexp(—ro|n[), neZ”\{0},

where €, kg > 0.
We denote by f(k) the Fourier transform of a function f(z),

(11.5) f (k) ::/Refzmkmf(x) dz,

109
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x,k € R. Let S(R) be the space of Schwartz functions f(x), z € R. Let g(k) be a measurable function that,
for any a > 0, decays faster than |k|~* as |k| — co. Let ¢» = g be its inverse Fourier transform. Then 1)
belongs to the domain of H and the following identity holds:

(11.6) H(k) = 2n)2k20 (k) + Y c(=m)d(k +mw).
meZv\{0}
In particular, this identity holds for any f € S(R). Set Hy = (h(m, n; k:))m nezvs Where

h(n,m; k) = (2m)%(nw + k)2, if m = n,
(1L1.7) h(n,m;k) = c(n —m), if m#n,

Clearly, for each k, the matrix Hj, defines a self-adjoint operator in #2(Z"). Due to ([I.7), one has for any
m,n,l €7,
(11.8) Hiyow(myn) = Hy(m +£€,n+4).

Let k > 0 be arbitrary. If k& > 3/4, pick an arbitrary v > 1 such that v — 1/4 < [k| < v —1/2. If
0 < k < 3/4, set v = 1. For k < 0, we pick the same v as for |k|. Define Hy = (h(m,n; k))mnEZ" similarly
to ([T2) from Section [7 that is, set A = 256y and

v(nsk) = A" (nw+k)?, neZ”,
(11.9) h(n,m; k) = v(n; k) if m = n,
h(n,m; k) = A"2(27) " 2e(n — m), if m # n.

with B(n, n;e, k) = ﬁ(n,n; k), ﬁ(n,m; e, k)= eﬁ(n,m; k), if m # n.

v

Define also ge,k = (i:l’(m’ n; € k))m ne”z

Proof of Theorem C. Using the notation from Theorem D, let k € G\ $Z”. Note first of all that due to
(T3), the set & in Theorem C obeys & C G. This is because the intervals J,, in Definition are smaller

than the intervals J,; see (ILI0), (C3), (Z6). By Theorem D, there exists €9 = £¢(ko,w) such that if |e] < 2
and |e| := A71e < &g, then for each s, there exists A,(:) (0) such that ﬁ/\“)(o) .

k i)
introduced in Sections Bl Bl @ with 0 being either the principal point or one of the two principal points.

Moreover, A,(:_l)(O) serves the role of the (s — 1)-subset in the corresponding definition in Sections 3] [l
S(E))

oy € GSRIE 0 (D (), m* (), m™ (k), Af TR (0); 50, L4 (k)

with s = s“F)(k) +¢q, ¢ = 1,..., m*T(k) = 0; see the notation in Theorem D. Let E’(O,A,(CS)(O);e,k) be

the eigenvalue from part (I7I) of Theorem D. Set E(O,AI(CS)(O);k) = E(O,AI(CS)(O); 1,k). Now we invoke
Theorem from Section [G Recall that due to part (5) of Theorem [611] one has

., belongs to one of the classes

Assume for instance HA(S)(
k

(11.10) (0, A7(0): k) = E(0, A~ (0); k)] < (86" )V
Therefore the limit
(11.11) E(k) = lim E(0,A(0); k)

§—00

exists. Furthermore, using the notation of part (7) of Theorem[G.11] denote by go(“‘)(A,(f); k) == o) (., A,(f); k)
the eigenvector corresponding to E(0, A,(f) (0); k) and normalized by () (0, A,(f); k)) = 1. Due to part (7) of
Theorem [6.11] one has

) AD. 1Y < |o]L/2 IR (€(k))
PO AT <> exp (= groln—ml), 0 g mE D),

(11.12) mem(“i) (k)
|g0(+)(m,A,(:); E) <1+ Z 47t for any m € mUF) (&),

0<t<s

(1L13) [P (n, A5 E) = oD (n, ALV < 20e (657
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It follows from (IT.12) and (IT.13) that for each n € Z", the limit
(11.14) pnik) = lim o) (n, AL k)
exists and obeys ¢(0; k) = 1,
7
[plni k)] < /2 37 exp (= groln—ml), 0 g m k)
(11.15) mem(®
lp(m; k)| < 2 for any m € m“5) (k).

It follows also from (IT12) and (ITIJ) that

(11.16) Hyp(k) = E(k)p(k).
Note that Hj, = A(2m)2Hj. This implies
(11.17) Hyp(k) = E(k)o(k).

with E(k) = A(27)?E(k). This finishes the proof of part (1) of Theorem C.
(2) It follows from (I0.I4) and ({I0.I5) in Theorem D that

(11.18) E(k) = B(—F),
()2 (k — k1)? — 10[e] S ) < E(k) - B(ky)
(11.19) 557" <min(k—k1 k)

2% .
< (k= k1) + 2] STOEFMTYYE 0<ki <k, y-1<k <7
ki1<kn<k
where s(n) is defined via 12RCM=1 < |n| < 12REM)| kO := min(e¥/* k) /512), and 7 is the same as

in the definition (7.2)). Note that the quantity é(n) in (I25) of Theorem C obeys d(n) > 2(565(71)71))1/8. t
follows from the first inequality in (TT.I9) that

=

(kD)2 (k — k1)
5 .
Thus, (L25) in Theorem C follows from (IIT.I9). Finally, due to Lemma [T4] one has go(i)(n,A(f,)c; —k) =
o F) (—n, A,(f); k). This implies ¢(n; —k) = @(—n; k), as claimed. This finishes the proof of part (2).
(3) We apply Theorem D. Let n(® € Z¥ \ {0} and s > s“*.@®)) Assume for instance that ko > 0.
Using ([I0.I), one has for 0 < 6 < 56571),

(11.20) E(k) — E(k1) >

(11.21) [E*(0,A7 ) (0); ko) = EO, AL (0): kyor £ 6)] < 2([kpior| +1)8 + 20el (557,
since the sum on the right-hand side of (I0LIH]) is over the empty set. Due to (I0.19),
(11.22) |E*(0, A,(j)(o) (0); k) — E=(0, A,ﬁj}))(oy k)| < 68",
Therefore the limit
(11.23) E*(ky) = lim E*(0, A,(j:w) (0); ko)
exists,
(11.24) |E* (ko) = (0, A7 D (0); ko) | < 2550,
Due to (I0.I5), one obtains also
(11.25) |E* (ko) — E(ky 0 £ 0)] < 2(kn, +1)0 + > 2 (55 MY/,

n:ky is between k(o) and k_ (o) +6
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Assume now that ET(0;k,0) > E(0;k,0) > 0. Let ET(0;k,0) > E > E (0;k,0) > 0. Let
s > sk,@)) be large enough so that o(E) := min(E*(0;k,0) — E,E — E=(0;k,0) > (5(()5). Then,

due to (II24)), one has E*(O,A,(f)(o) 0);kpo) — E,E — E’(O,A,(f)(o) (0); kp) > o(E) — ps, where p; —

0 as s — oo. Due to (I0.I8) in Theorem D, the matrix (E — H, ) (O),e.k (0)) is invertible, moreover
Fno)
IE=Hyo )5 o) < 20(E)7, provided o(E)/2 > ps. Since B(0, R) AP (0) and R®) — oo
kn(o) 1=V n

with s — 400, one has
I[(E = H,e
*,(0)
for any f supported on a finite subset of Z”. Due to part (1) of Lemma [T} (£ — Hcy ) is invertible.
Due to part (3) of Lemma [ITI] (E — H ) is invertible for any k as claimed in part (3) of Theorem C. O

(0)75176"(0)) - (E - H‘Evkn(r)) )]f” —0

Lemma 11.1. (1) Let A, As, s = 1,... be self-adjoint operators acting in the Hilbert space L, L respectively,
L D L. Let Dy, Da, be the domains of the operators A and As, respectively. Assume that (a) each As
is invertible, and moreover B = supy ||A; ]| < oo, (b) there exists a dense set D C D4 such that for any
f €D, there exists sy such that f € Da, for s > sy and ||(A— Ag)f|| = 0 as s — co. Then A is invertible,
and ||[A7]| < B.

(2) Using the notations of (1), assume in addition that the following conditions hold: (c) the set D
contains an orthonormal basis {gn}nen of the space L, (d) sup, (A gm,gn)| < p(m,n) with S? =
sup,, >, p(m,n)? < co. Then |[{A™ gm, gn)| < p(m,n) for any m,n.

(3) Assume that for some ko, E € R the operator (E — Hy,) is invertible. Then (E — Hy) is invertible for
every k.

Proof. (1) One has ||Asf|| = B~ f|| for any f € Da,. This implies ||Af|| > B~/ f| for any f € D. Since
D C Dy is dense, the statement follows.

(2) Recall that the set {z = (2,,) € £*(N) : |z,| < €(n)} is || - [|-compact, provided Y, e(n)? < co. With
m being fixed, consider the sequence A;'g,,, s = 1,2,.... Therefore, it follows from the condition (d) in
(2) that this sequence has a || - ||-convergent subsequence. Using a standard diagonalization argument, one
concludes that there exists a subsequence s; such that h,, = lim;_,« As_jlgm exists in the || - ||-sense for
every m. Let m,n, € > 0 be arbitrary. Find jy such that ||k, — A;]i gm| < € and ||Ag, — Ag; gnll < e. Then
one has

(AR gn) = (Gms gn)| = [P Agn) = (gm» gn)| < (AL gy As,y gn) — (G Gn)|

Sio

(11.26) . .
Flm = Ag, gmllll Agnll + | A, gm || Agn — As; gnll < el Agnll + Se.

Hence, Ah,, = gm, that is, by, = A~ 1g,,. Due to condition (d) one has

(11.27) A g 90} = [ g0} = | T (A7 g 90} < plom, ),
as claimed.

(3) Recall that
(11.28) Hiy+ow(m,n) = Hgo(m 4+ £,n + £)

for any ¢. Given t € Z" and f(-) € (*(Z"), set Usf(n) := f(n —t), n € Z". Clearly, U; is a unitary
operator. Furthermore, Uy(a(m,n))mneze U " = (a(m +t,n +))m.neze for any self-adjoint operator A =
(a(m,n))m, nezr whose domain contains the standard basis vectors ey, n € Z”. Combining this with (IT.28)

one concludes that Hy, 4, is unitarily conjugated to Hy,. In particular, || (E—Hgy+ew) "t = ||(E—Hy, )1 for
any ¢. Given k, there exists a sequence ¢ such that (ko+¢s)w — k. Then ||[(E — Hpy+¢.0) — (E—Hg)]f]] = 0
for any f supported on a finite subset of Z". Therefore the statement follows from part (1). g

To prove Theorem A we need the following lemma.
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Lemma 11.2. (1) Assume that for some E € R, there exist v(E) > 0, B(E) < oo such that for any k,
x,y € Z¥, we have
(11.29) (B = Hi) @, 9)| < BE) exp(—(E)lz - y)).
Then, (E — H) is invertible.
(2) Let n(® € Z¥ \ {0}. Assume, for instance, k,© > 0. Let

E* (ko) = lim E(k),  for kmy, >0,
k%kn(o) 40, keB\K(w)

as in Theorem A. Assume E~(kyo) < E* (ko). Let E € (E™ (kyo) + 0, BT (ko) — 6), 6 > 0 arbitrary.

Then, for every k, we have

_ exp(—2rolm —n|) if |m —n| > 8 max(|n(?|,logd 1),
(11.30) (B — Hy) " )(m,n)| < ¢ 70 270
) for any m,n.
(3) For every E € (E(0) — 6(1)/2/2, E(0)) and every k, we have

(1L31) (8 — H) ™) om )| < {exp“%moim —al)if lm =l > S max(jn®)| log ),

61! for any m,n.
Proof. (1) For any k, we have

> (B = Hi)(m,)||(E — Hi) ™ (z,n)|

TELY

< (k +mw)*B(E) exp(—y(E)[m — nl) + 4"e0B(E) (v1(E)) ™" exp(=m(E)lm —n|), m#n,

(11.32) > (B = Hy)(m,2)|[(E = Hy) ™ (@,m)]
TELY

< (k + mw)2B(E) + 4 B(E) (31 (E))~ exp(— () |m — n),
Z (E — Hg)(m,x)(E — H)  (2,n) = dpmn,
€LY
where 6, , is the Kronecker symbol, 71 (E) = 4 min(ko, y(E)). In particular, for any k and for any bounded
1 Z¥ — C, we have
(11.33) > (B~ Hi)(m,z)(E — Hi) " (z,n)¢(n) = &(m), me L,
TELY

and the series converges absolutely.
Let f € 8(R!) be arbitrary. Set

(11.34) g(k) = >~ (B = Hy) 7' (0,n) [ (k + nw).
nezv

Note that due to the identity (L8], one has for any k and any m,n, ¢ € Z",

(11.35) (B — Hyypw) H(m,n) = (E — Hy) Y(m +£,n +0).

Using (IT3H), one obtains for any k and any m € Z”,

~

gk +mw) = Z (E — Hypmew) H(0,0) f(k + mw + nw)

(11.36) R e R
=Y (E—Hy) (mn+m)f(k+mw+nw) =Y (E—H) " (m,n)f(k+nmw).
newv nezv
Combining this with (TT333), one obtains for any k,
(11.37) > (B = Hy)(0,m)g(k +mw) = [(k).

meZY
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It follows from the definition (TI.34) that for any h € L*(R), one has

(11.38) | [ 9toh) k| £ 2 BEYE) | Tl
R

Hence, |lg|2 < 2”B(E)(7(E))*”||f||2. In particular, there exists the inverse Fourier transform ¢ := § €
L3(R), |¢]2 = |lgll2 < M(E)| fl|l2, where M(E) is a constant. Furthermore, since f € S§(R), one obtains
using condition (IL.29), lim g |k|*|g(k)| = O for any a > 0. Therefore, (IT6) holds. Combining (IT.6])

with (II.37)), one obtains

(11.39) (B = H)wl(k) = F(k).
So,
(11.40) (E-H)p=f, |[¢ll2<ME)]f]2
Since f € $(R) is arbitrary, (E — H) is invertible.
(2) Let

Be (B (0,A17 (0):e,ky0) + 6, BT (0,A7  (0):e, kn0) =),
d > 0. Then due to (I0ZI) from part (IV) of Theorem D, one has
_ exp(—2rolm —n|) if [m —n| > 8max(|n(?|,logd 1),
(AL [E - Hyo g, ) )] < { 2

k(0 o1 for any m, n.

Since [[(E — H ) (O),e.k (0))f —(E = Hy_,,)fll = 0 as s — oo, for any f supported on a finite subset of
kL) T "

7V, part (2) of LgmmaD:EDapplies. Thus,

exp(—3kolm —n|) if |m —n| > 8max(|n(?|,log 671,

11.42 E—-H -1 <
( ) I[( ko) J(m, )| < {51 for any m, n.

Let Ui f(n) := f(n—t), n € Z” be the unitary operator defined in the proof of Lemma[ITIl Then, as we saw

in the proof of Lemma T2, U;(E—Hy)U; ' = (E—Hjy4,). This implies Uy (E—Hy) " 'U; = (E—Hp )"
Hence,

|(E - Hkn(o)+tw)(m7n)| = |(E - Hkn(o))il(m+tan+t)|

(11.43) < {exp(—%ndm —nl) if jm —n| > 8max(|n(?],log 61,

ot for any m,n.

Given k, there exists a sequence £, such that (ko + €s)w — k. Then [|[(E— H o, ) — (E—Hp)lf[| =0

for any f supported on a finite subset of Z”. Therefore the statement follows from part (2) of Lemma [TT.11
(3) The proof is completely similar to the proof of (2) with part (V') of Theorem D being invoked. O

Proof of Theorem A. Given k € R and ¢(n) : Z — C such that |¢(n)| < Cy|n|™"~t, where C,, is a constant,
set

(11.44) Yo () = Z p(n)e((nw + k)z).
nezv
The function y, 1 (z) satisfies equation (7)) if and only if
(11.45) 2m)?(nw + k)%e(n) + Y e(n—m)p(m) = Ep(n)
meZr\{0}
for any n € Z¥. Let E(k) and (¢(n; k))nezr be as in Theorem C. Then,
bk,x) =Y plnik)e((nw + k)x)

nezLv
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obeys equation (LT7) with E = E(k), that is,
(11.46) Hy =" (k,x) + V(z)v(k,z) = E(k)Y(k, z).
Due to (1) and (2) from Theorem C, conditions (a)—(c) in Theorem A hold. Due to part (2) of Lemma [IT.2]
one has
spec H N (E™ (ky), ET (k) = 0 if B~ (k) < ET (k).

Due to part (2) in Lemma one has

spec H N (E(0) — £4/% /2, E(0)) = 0.
It is well-known that

spec H C [0,00) + {eV (z) : © € R}.

It is easy to see that |V (z)| < (4kg')”. Hence, |¢||V(z)| < 5(1)/2/4 for any = and any |e| < o, see the
definition of ¢ in (B.9]) from Definition Bl Thus, one concludes that

spec H C [E(0),00) \ U (B~ (), EY (k).
meZ\{0}:E~ (km)<ET (km)

Recall the following well-known general fact in the spectral theory of Sturm-Liouville equations. If for
some E € R, there exists a bounded smooth function which obeys equation (I7), that is,

(11.47) — Y+ V(a)y(e) = By(a),

then E € spec H. For any k € G\ K(w), the function ¢(k, z) is bounded. Hence, E(k) € spec H. It follows
from (II.19) that E(k) is continuous at each point k € G\ K(w). It follows also from ([ITI9) that E(k) is
monotone for k € G\ K(w), k > 0. Recall also that E(—k) = E(k). Finally, due to (I0.13), F(k) — oo when
k — o0o. One concludes that

{E(k) : k€ G\ X(w)} = [E(0),00) \ U (B (km), BT (knm))-
MELN{O}: B~ (ko ) < B+ (k)

Hence,
spec H D [E,00) \ U (B~ (km), EY (k).
meZY\{0}:E~ (k) <E+ (,km)
This finishes the proof of Theorem A. a
Proof of part (1) of Theorem B. Let n(9) € Z¥ \ {0} be arbitrary. We assume that k, o = —"(g)w > 0. The
case ko) = —"(g)“ < 0 is similar. Due to (I0I7) of part (4) of Theorem D, one has
(11.48) 0 < B0, Askyw) = B~(0, A ko) < 2¢exp (= T n)),
where A = A,(CS)(O) (0), s = s"F @D (k) £ = L(k ). Tt follows now from (ILII) that
(11.49) 0 < Et(ky0)— E~ (kyo) < 2cexp ( — %|n(0)|),
as claimed in part (1) of Theorem B. O

To prove part (2) of Theorem B, it is convenient to establish a few lemmas first.

Lemma 11.3. Using the notation from the proof of part (1) of Theorem B, for any n(®), the Fourier
coefficient ¢(n(®)) obeys the following estimate,

le(n)] < eg ' exp(ro[n @) (ET (As ko) — B~ (Aik,o))

(11.50) ST ) s peay (om® ) T ea (0.n y (1) |e(n” — @),
m/,n’€A\{0,n(®}

Here, as usual, T = 4k¢log 50_1.
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Proof. We use equation (I0.22)) from part (I'V) of Theorem D,
(11.51) [E —v(0,kp) — Q¥(0,As 6, ko, E) F |GO(0,nV, Ase, kn(ﬂ)aE)H'E:Ei(/\;a,kn(o) =0,
where
QY (0, A ko + 6, E)
= Z h(0,m; ko) + 0)[(E — HA\{O,n(O)},kn(O) +o) (! 0 Yh(n/, 0; kpy + 0),
m/,n’€A\{0,n(®
(11:52) o GP(0,n A; k0 + 6, E) = h(0,n: k0 + 6)

+ > (0,15 Koy + O)(E = Hy\ (0,0 oy 1+0) " 1m0 )h(1, n k0 +0),
m’ ' €A\{0,n(0)}
0 < 6 < (65)3/4; see the notation in the proof of part (1) above. Set
a1 = v(0, ko 4 0) + QP (0, A; ko + 6, E),
(11.53) az = v(0, k0 — 0) + QW (0, A ko) — 0, E),
b= G (0,n0,A; ko + 0, E),
fi=E—a;,i=12 f=fi—|b*f;'. Due to Proposition B9, f € Sg@,l))l(fl,fg,bQ), provided 6 > 0.

Now we invoke Lemma EIIl Due to part (2) of that lemma, the functions p(/3), x/i) are C2-smooth,
|0 )| |0 F)| < 1, |a| < 2. Tt follows from (ILEI) that

(11.54) [f1(kno, E) = (Bl p=p+ Ak, o)) = [1(kn©, E) + b(kp©, E)]l5=5- Ak, )) = 0-
Hence,
(11.55) b(kn©, EMlE=E+ Ak, o)) < [f1(Bn© s E) B=E+ sk o)) = J1(En© E) E=p- (A, 0)]-

Recall that x (/i) = u(ff)fj. One has
|/L(f1)fl(kn(0>vE)|E:E+(A;kn(o)) 10 f1 (ko E)p=- ik o) £ BT (Aikpo) = B~ (Ask, o),

1WI) f1 (ko) B) =g+ Ak o) T (fl)|E*E+(A;kn(0))fl(kn(0)aE)|E:E*(A;kn(0))|

< ET(Ajky0) — BE-(Askyo) + [0 | popr(as ko) M(fl)|E:E*(A;kn(g))| sup | f1(k, , E)
<2(E* (A ko) — BT (A ko))

(11.56)

Recall also that due to part (4) in Lemma I one has [ul/?)| > 9-2 "1 (f) | Let ) (k,o), ¢ =
.0 = {(k, ) be as in Definition I0.8 Here n¥) (k) = n(®, see Definition [0.8 and Lemma [I0.10

By Theorem D, 7U1) = 7O (ko)) = kv |||k | = [kne-n |- (—ko|nO)).
Therefore,

(11.57) bk B E=p+ (A, o)) < €0 exp(ro[n' ) (ET (A ko)) = B~ (As k)

Recall that

(11.58) bk, E) = e¢(n9) + > c(m')[(E = Hy\ {000} ko)) 1m0 )e(n’ = n?)

m/,n’€A\{0,n(®)}

and also that
(11.59) (B = Hy\ (0.0} 1 0)) ™ 1M 1)] < S\ [0.0® ) Tomo 24\ {0,023 (M 70).
Therefore, (TT50) follows from ([T.54). O
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It is convenient to introduce the following notation: A’(n(9) = A\ {0,n(0}, A(n®) = 7"\ {0,729},

(11.60) S(n(o)' m’ n/) = {SD(';A("(O)))vTv’vaE;A(n(o)),%(mlvnl)v if mlvnl € A/(n(o))7

U0, it € An©@)\ A(n), or 0’ € An)\ A'(n®), or both.
We re-write (ILE0) in the following form,
|e(n')] < 5 exp(ro|n @) (B (A ko)) = B~ (As kyo))

(11.61) + Z |c(m')|s(n(0);m/,n’)|c(n’ _n(O))|_
m/,n'€A(n(0))

In the next lemma we recall the main properties of the sum s(n(o); m’,n') from Section[2 stated in a form
convenient for our goals.

Lemma 11.4. Let s(n(®;m/,n’) be as in (ILG0).
(1)

smmy <Y wao (),

YETL (o) (m,n)

(11.62)
Wy () {Hw Mg, Nj41 }exp( Z D, (n; )
1<;<k
Here w(m,n) := |c(n — m)|, T (m,n) stands for a set of trajectories v = (n1,...,nk), k := k(y) > 1

n; € An®), ny = m, ng = n, njr1 # nj, Dyo(x) > 0, 2 € 2%\ {0,nD}. Moreover, the following
conditions hold:
(i) Dy (2) < Ty (2)Y/° for any x such that Do) (z) > 4Tky ", where o (z) = min(|z], |z — n©]),
T = 4drplogdy
(i)
min(Dyo (n7), Doy (n5)) < Tll(ni .., 1) [|M°

11.63
( ) for any i < j such that min(D,, ) (ni), Dy (nj)) > 4Tky ", unless j =i+ 1.
Moreover,

(11.64)
if min(D,,0) (n;), Doy (nit1)) > T|(n; — ni+1)|1/5, for some i, then ,

min(D,,© (nj), Dy (1)) < Tl(ngrs ... ona)|M°, min(D,,0 (1), Dyoy () < Tl (ns, -, mgr) |7,
min(D,,0) (1), Doy (ni+1)) < Tl (ngrs i) |7, min(Dy0 (it1), Doy (njr)) < Tl (nig, - )|/,
forany i <i<i+1<j".

(2) Assume that for alln € Z", we have |c(n)| < Eexp(—Fk|n|) with € < e, &k > Ko. Lety = (n1,...,ng) €
Lo = Upn oo (m,n). Set M = A4Tky', D(vy) = max; D(nj), tp(y) == loliéjj\(]), e = oot 275,
Then,

gh()—1 ex + k(y) M5 if t <5,
3 eXp(— (1 =iy +)llVl +2D(7)  if tp(v) > 5.

Furthermore, D(v) < 2T [min(|ny], [n(®) — ng )1/ 4 [|7]|*/5].

In the next lemma we establish an estimate similar to (IT.63]) under a slightly weaker condition on |¢(n)],
and also an estimate for the sum of such terms.



118 DAVID DAMANIK AND MICHAEL GOLDSTEIN

Lemma 11.5. Let ¢ < g, & > 2K, Ry > 2%0(ky'T)2. Set Ry = 5Ri_1/4, pr1 = 27072, 1 =2,...,
oy = Z1§egt pe. Assume

gexp(—FK|p|) if 0 < |p| < Ra,
(11.66) le(p)] < . :
cexp(—12(1 — o3)&lpl)  if Re—1 < |p| < Re, 3 <t <tg.
Fort>1, let l"f:()o) be the set of trajectories v = (n1,...,nk) € Lo with ||| < 2R, and max; [nj11 —nj| <

Riy1. Then, for any v € FS()UJ with t <ty — 1, we have

15
(11.67) wyo (7) €20 exp (= 21— 0wl + 2D() + k()M ).
Furthermore,
(11.68)
. 15 -
2 Wy (7) < exp(=27 (min(|m], 0@ —n)"/7) exp (= 21 = Gty 42)Rln —m ).
YET 0y (m,n):k(7) 22,[[7[|[ <Ry,
Proof. The proof of (ILG7) goes by induction in ¢t = 1,2,.... Let v = (n1,...,n;) € 1"511(2)). Then, in

particular, max; [nj41 — nj| < Rs. Due to (ILG6), one has w(nj,n;y1) < exp(—F&|n; — njy1|). Hence
(IT63) applies. Note that 1 —;,,(y)41 > 15/16. This implies (IL6T) for ¢ = 1 in both cases in (IT.65).

Let F(t(o) o De the set of trajectories y = (ny,...,nx) € I‘S()D) with max;[njy1 — nj| < Ry, FS()U)J =
(t)
Lo \Fn(m 0
Let v = (n1,...,nk) € l"f:()(,) 1~ Then there exists jo such that |n;,+1—nj,| > R;. Note that [n;41—n;| < Ry

for any j # jo, since ||v|| < 2R;. Let y1 = (n1,...,nj,), 72 = (Njo+1, .- -, nk). Note that ||y1] + [|72] < R <
2R;_1 since ||v|| < 2R; and |nj,41 — nj,| > Ri. Therefore ;1,72 € Fff(g)l). Hence, the inductive assumption
applies,
(11.69)

k(yi)—1

- 15 - =~ )
Wy (i) <€ — (1 = ost10)R[vll +2D(vi) + k(%‘)M>, i=12,

Eexp(— 16

Wy (7) = Wy (1) e(j+1 — 1o ) W0 (2)
~ _ 15 N 15 _ _
< et exp ( - E(l — o) Rl + Irell) — 16(1 — 03t+3)K[njo+1 — njo| + 2D (1) + 2D(72) + k(W)M)-

Let D(nj,) = D(v:), i = 1,2. We have the following cases:
(a) Assume j; < jo. In this case due to (IL.G3), one has

. = P3t+4 -
(11.70) 2min(D(y1), D(72)) < 2T |l7||'/* < r Rl + el + [70+1 = ngo )

since ||v]| > Ry > 2%9(kg 'T)%(5/4)t", t > 2. Combining (TT.69) with (IT.Z0), one obtains (IT.67).

(b) Assume jo + 1 < jo. Similarly to case (a), one verifies (ITT.G7).

(¢) Assume j1 = jo, jo+ 1 =ja. Let v{ = (n1,...,nj,-1), V5 = (Njo+2,- - -, k). Once again, applying the
inductive assumption, one obtains

15 )
Wy (7)) < 00 exp (= (1= oar )RV +2D() + k(M) i =1,2,
¢

) = wno (V1) exp(D0 (140)) (Mg +1 = 14y )| €xP(Dy0) (114 11)) W0 (75)

Wy 0) 7Y

(11.71)

k() — 15 N 5
< O Vexp (= 2 (1= oars)R (I + 172) = 1o (1= Gata)Rlnge+1 — i, |) %

exp(2D(m1) + 2D(72) + Dy () + Doy (njo 1) + k() M).

One has 2D, (7) = 2min(D,,0) (1), Dpo (1j,)) < 2|75 < pseraic(ll + vzl + [njor1 — njol) /4.
Similarly, 2D,,0) (7v2) < pat+ak([[71ll + V2]l + [7jo+1 — njyl) /4. Therefore, (ILET) follows from (ILTI).
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Thus, (I1.67) holds for v € I‘S()O) | inany event. Let v = (n1,...,nx) € I‘S()O) o Assume [[(n1,...,np)| <
2R; 1. Recall that max; [nj41 — nj| < Ry since v = (n1,...,n) € Fff()o) o- Hence, in this case the inductive

assumption applies and even a stronger estimate than (IT67) holds. Assume [|(n1,...,ng)|| > 2R;—1. Then
there exists jo such that ||(7’L1, ceey njo)” < 2Rt,1, ||(7’L1, ceey nj0+1)|| > 2Rt,1. Let Y1 = (nl, . ,njo),
Yo = (nj0+1, . ,nk). Note that ||’}/2|| = ||")/|| — ||(TL1, .. .,nj0+1)|| < 2Ry —2R;_1 < 2R;_1 since R; < 2R;_1.
Therefore v1,v2 € I‘S(;)l). Hence, the inductive assumption applies,

(11.72)
wao () < E00 L exp (= %(1 — oa)Rllll + 2D () + k() M), i =1,2,
Wy, () = Wy (1) |e(Mjg+1 — Mjo) ) [wy o (12)
<& texp (- 1—2(1 — o3 DR (Il + el - 1—2(1 — O3t8)Rlnjo 1 — nio| +2D(31) +2D(32) + k(7)M ).

Let D(nj,) = D(vi), i = 1,2. We have the following cases:
() Assume j; < jo. In this case, due to (I.63]), one has

T = P -
(11.73) 2min(D(m), D(q2)) < 27 |l7]'/° < %Fé(ll%ll + 2l + [njo+1 = njol)-

Combining (IT72)) with (IT7(3]), one obtains (TT.G7]).
(8) Assume jo + 1 < jo. Similarly to case (a), one verifies (ITL.67).

(v) Assume j1 = jo, jo + 1 = j2. Let v = (n1,...,1j,-1), 75 = (Wjo+2,...,7). Once again, applying
the inductive assumption, one obtains

k(7)) — 15 _ = .
wyo (1) < 00 exp (= 21— 0w )R +2D(0) + kGHM), =12,

W0 (7) = W (71)]e(njo—1 = 14y )| exp(D 0 (124)) e 11 — 1) €xP (D0 (Mg 11))

) 15 )
(11.74) |e(Njo 42 — Tjo41) w0 (75) < EFOI7T exp(— (1= azi+1) (vl + [12l)

1 -
X eXP(—l—G(l — 03t43) R, — Njo—1] + MGgr1 — | + [Mjgr2 — Mjgr1])) X

exp(2D(y1) + 2D(74) + Dy (1) + Doy (ngo 1) + k() M).

One has 2D, (71) = 2min(D,0 (11), Doy (1)) < 279> < paerafl(lyvill + [l + [nje+2 = njo—11)/4-
Similarly, 2D,,«) (v4) < pairar(|71ll + |2l + [jo+1 — njo|) /4. Therefore, (IL6T) follows from ([II.74).
Thus (IL67) holds in any event. Recall that D(y) < 2T [(min(|m|, [n(® —n|)Y® +||~[|*/%], v € T,y (m, n);
see Lemma T4 Set w/ o (y) = exp(—27(min(|m|, [n(© — n)V%)w, (7). Note that 27||y||*/° <
p3e+sk||v]]/4 if ||v]] > R:- Recall also the elementary estimate of Lemma 2.6 for any «, k > 0,

(11.75) S exp(—alhl) < Ba DY,
~yel(m,n;k,Z")
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Set l"f:()(,) (m,n) =T (m,n) N I‘S()O). Note that if v € ') and ||v]| < Rit1, then v € I‘S()O) and (ILE7)
applies. Finally, ||7v]| > |n —m| for any v € T, ) (m, n). Taking all that into account, one obtains

W0 (7) < Z Z W (7)

YET  (0) (Mm,n):k(7)22,||7[[< Ry, t<to—1~€T (o) (m,n),k(7)22,Re<[|7||<Re41

. _ 15 - -
< ) D (MO exp(— 12 (1 = aasa) &IV + parssillyl/4)
t<to—1~€T (o) (m,n)k(7)22,Re<[|V[|[<Ret1

(11.76) 15
<MD (Mt exp( =15 (1 = 3tp+2)Rln —m|) > exp(—psto+27l[7]/4)
k>1 k(v)=k
15 - o N (h—1)p 15 -
< M exp(— 2 (1 = a2l — ml) D2 (M2 (80 ) ED < exp(— 12 (1 = a2l — ml).
k>1
Here, in the last step, a = pst+5&/4, and we have used € < &. O

Proof of part (2) of Theorem B. Set R; = 230(1151T)2, Ry = bRy _1/4, pr1 =270t72 ¢t =2,..., 0y =
> 1<o<i pe as in Lemma[IT5 Set also 580) :=exp(—2R3). One can see that 560) < g4. Assume that

(11.77) EY(Aiky©) — E=(Askyo) < e@exp(—@n9]),  for all n(® e 2"\ {0},
where e© < & k(0 > 4k, We re-write (ILBI) in the following form,
(11.78) le(n)] < €Ot exp(=3sO D))+ 7 fem)|s(n @m0 le(n’ —nV).

m/,n’ €A(n0)

Assume that with some (£(9)1/2 < ¢ < 5((30) and ko < & < (/2 we have |c¢(p)| < &exp(—F&|p|) for |p| > 0.
Set € =£/2, kK = 7k/6. We claim that in this case, in fact,

)] < {5exp<—k|p|> if 0 < |p| < Ro,

(11.79) i o
Eexp(—1g(1 —oz)Alpl) if Re—1 < |p| < Ry, t > 3.

It is important to note here that 1—2(1 — o3¢k > (%)2%k := Lk, with L > 1. This allows one to iterate the
argument and Theorem B follows.

The verification of the claim goes by induction in ¢, starting with the first line in (IT.79), and then with
the help of Lemma[IT5l The idea is to run n(?) in (ITZ8) and to combine the inequalities which we have for
different n(®). To this end it is convenient to replace n(?) in the notation. To verify the first line in (.79,
we invoke (II.68) from Lemma [IT.Hl with £ in the role of £ and & in the role of . Note that condition (IT.66])
of Lemma holds for any ¢ for trivial reasons. So,

(11.80)
> le(m)ls(p;m, n)le(p — n)

m,n€Ny

. N 15 N . N
<é? Z exp(—k|m|) exp ( - 1—6(1 — 03ty42)k|n — m| 4+ 2T (min(|m|, |n — p|))1/5) exp(—klp — nl).

m,n€N,

Using the elementary estimates of Lemma [Z.6] one obtains from (II80) that

(11.81) S letm)ls(psm,n)le(p —n)| < 69/2/4 < &)1/ /2 < (£/2) exp(—Ra).
m,ne,

It follows from (II78) combined with (IT&I]) that for any |p| > 0, we have

(11.82) le(p)| < (69)3/* exp(—3kV|p|/4) + (£/2) exp(—Ra) < & exp(—iRy).

This verifies the first line in (T1.60).
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Assume now that for some ¢ > 2, (I1.66]) holds for any 0 < |p| < R, and any ¢t < ¢. Let |¢| > Ry
be arbitrary. For ¢ > 1, let 1",(;) be the set of trajectories v = (n1,...,nx) € Iy with ||y]| < 2R; and
max; [nj41 — nj| < Ryyi1. Let Fét) (m,n) = F(t) NT4(m,n). We have

Y lelm)ls(gsm,n)le q—n|<Z|c Melg=ml Y- we()

m,nENy YELg(m,n)
(11.83) ST AN 4Ni= Y lemle@-n)l D w()
mvn:‘m|7|niq‘SR@ »Yel"((ffl) (m7n)

Z| Ne(g —n) Z we () + Xs.

el (m,n),  [IvI>2Re—

Here the sum X3 is over the cases when ||| < 2Ry—1 and either max(|m|,|¢ —n|) > R; or v = (n1,...,nk)
obeys max; [nj11 — nj| > Ry, or both.
Using (IT68) from Lemma [[T.5 with ¢ in the role of ¢y and the inductive assumption, one obtains

(11.84)
¥ <é? Zexp ( - 1—2(1 - agg)/%|m|) exp ( -

m,n

15 ~ .
T2 (1= 0ge2)flm — n| + 2T (min(|m], |g = n]))"/* ) x

15 -
exp ( - E(l — o30)R|q — n|>

Note that 27" (min(|m/, |¢ — n|))'/®) < +pses3(|m| + [m — n| + |g — n|) since |g| > R,. Estimating the sum in
([II84), one obtains ( see Lemma [2.6] )

15 1 -
(11.85) ¥ < &% exp ( - E(l — 03042 — Zp3g+3)n|q|).

To estimate the sum Y5, we use Lemma [[1.5 with € in the role of € and & in the role of &:

(11.86)
22<Z| Mle(g=n)l > > we(v) <Y Je(m)]le(q — n)[x

£20-1 y€D (mn) k(7) 22, Re <[|Y[| < Resr m.n

exp (27 (min(|m|, |g — n]))/%)eM | 3 +>° > ]

YELG(m,n),k(7)22,2Re 1 <||7[|[SRe  t2€ vE€Dg(m,n),k(7) 22, Re<[|¥[|<Rit1

. _ 15 . R . .
(M) exp (= 71— owa)fllnl| +2701"7) < 223 exp(—A(m| + lg — n]) + 27 (min(|m]. Jg — n])*/*)x

15 . 15 1 .
exp ( - E(l — 03042)k X (2Ry— 1)) < g3/2 exp ( - E(l — 03042 — Zp3g+3>l4, X (2R4,1))

R 15 1 -
< &/ exp ( - E(l — 03042 — Zpsus)ﬁReH)-

Let us now estimate 3. Given 7,5 € Ay with [s — 7| > Ry, denote by Ty, s the set of trajectories
v =(n1,...,nk) € I'y with ||7]] < 2R,—; and such that

(11.87) v=5"U"",

where 7 is the endpoint of 4" and s is the starting point of v/. Note that since ||y|| < 2R¢—_1, one has
[nj+1 —n;| < Ry for all j with one exception when n;11 = s, n; = r. In particular, the inductive assumption
applies to 7/, 7”. Denote by ¥ the part of sum 33 with v € 'y, s and with |m|, |¢ — n| < R,. Then just as
in the above derivations, one obtains

- 15 15 -
(11.88) Ty <& | Z;R exp ( T 032+2)H|’”|)| (r—s)|exp ( — 151 — o3e+2)Rla — 5|)'
r—s y)
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The estimation of the rest of the sum X3 is similar. One has

15 15
Y3 < g3/2 Z exp ( 16(1 - 034+2)/§|r|)| (r—s)lexp| — 16(1 — O3042)R|q — s
|r—s|>Ry
+28%/2 Z Jexp( — §( — o3042)R|q — 7]
16

(11.89) < &%/? Z exp ( - 16(1 — 03042)K|q — 5|

Ry<|r—s|<R¢41

15
1o (L= osesa)lr ) e(r = 5)] exp

15
- 16(1 — 03042)R|qg — 7|

[r|>R,
(-1 )
+283/2 Z |e(r)| exp ( )
Ry<|r|<Re41
R 15 1
£%/2 exp ( - E(l — 03042 — 4032+3)HR5+1)
Now we invoke (IT.78). For |q| > Ry, one obtains
le(@)] < () exp(—rDql/2) + > B < (9)3 exp(—Flql)

1<i<3
15
16
11.90 .

( ) L3/ T

Ry<|r—s|<Ret1

1 15 1 N
+&%/2 exp ( — (1 — 03042 — ZP3e+3)f€|Q|> + 263/2 exp ( — 1_6(1 — 03442 — ZP3£+3)5R4+1)

15 15
exp ( 16(1 — 0’3@+2)I€|7‘|) le(r — s)| exp ( 16(1 — o3042)R|q — s|)

15
+28¥2 N7 el exp (= o (1 — oaesa)ilg — ).
Ro<|r|<Ret1

Here we have replaced £(9/2 by & < x(9/2. Now we consider Ry < |q| < Rey1. We replace Ryqy
in the exponent by a smaller quantity |¢| and we obtain a self-contained system of inequalities for |c(q)|
with Ry < |q] < Rg+1. This allows us to iterate (IT90). It is convenient to replace the multiple sums via

summation over trajectories v = (ng,...,nx) € I'(0,q). Set
15
e =&Yt k' = (1 —o03040 — —p3rys)R, w'(m,n)=e exp(—k'|m —nl),
(11.91) 16 4

w' ((no, ..., nk) = Hw'(nj,nj+1).

Iterating (I1.90) N times, one obtains

y 15 1 i
le(q)] < &%/3( Z 4%e™) exp ( — — (1 — 03042 — —P3e+3)f<éRe+1)
0<k<N 16 4
(11.92) k=
Z 4k51k Z w/(,y) + 4N5/N.
1<k>3N ~€I'(0,q):k(v)=k
Taking here N large enough and evaluating the sums over v as before, one obtains ([T.66)). O
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