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MAGNETIC PSEUDODIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS REPRESENTED AS
GENERALIZED HOFSTADTER-LIKE MATRICES
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ABSTRACT. First, we reconsider the magnetic pseudodifferential calculus and show that for a
large class of non-decaying symbols, their corresponding magnetic pseudodifferential operators
can be represented, up to a global gauge transform, as generalized Hofstadter-like, bounded
matrices. As a by-product, we prove a Calderén—Vaillancourt type result. Second, we make
use of this matrix representation and prove sharp results on the spectrum location when the
magnetic field strength b varies. Namely, when the operators are self-adjoint, we show that
their spectrum (as a set) is at least 1/2-Holder continuous with respect to b in the Hausdorff
distance. Third, when the magnetic perturbation comes from a constant magnetic field we show
that their spectral edges are Lipschitz continuous in b. The same Lipschitz continuity holds true
for spectral gap edges as long as the gaps do not close.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

1.1. The general setting. Let d > 2 and if z € R? we denote (z) := (1 + |z|>)"/2. Let
BC>(R?) := {fGC"O(Rd R) : sup |0“f(z)| < o0, VaeNg}.
z€R?

We consider a magnetic field given by a 2-form B(z) =}, ; Bij(v) dz; Adz; with B;; = —Bj;,
Bi; € BC®(R?) and 0y B;j + 9Bk + 0;Bj; = 0, i.e. dB = 0. Since B is closed, we may
write B = dA for some (non unique) 1-form A. We will only work with the so-called transverse
gauge [10], defined as follows: for every =’ € R? let

Aj( Z/ )Bji (2’ + s(z —2')) ds,

and observe that B = dA(-,2’) independently of 2’. Let I';, ,» denote the oriented segment linking
a’ with . The 1-form A(-,0) — A(-,2’) is closed and

/ A(- A( o) = /Fm/ A(-,0

Oz, 0(x,x") = Aj(z,0) — Aj(x, 2).

satisfies

Using Stokes’ theorem we see that ¢(x, 2’) equals the magnetic flux through the oriented triangle
having vertices at 0, z and 2’. We now list three important properties of ¢. For all z, 2, y, z € R?
and , o/, B € N we have:

(1) There exists a constant Cy o such that
10202 p(2,2")| < Coorll|2]; (1.1)

(2) w(z,2) = —p(a’, z);
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(3) If A(x,y,2) denotes the area of the triangle with vertices z,y,z € R? then the map
f: R3 — R given by

f(I, Y, Z) = @(Ia y) + <P(ya Z) - @(Ia Z)
is the magnetic flux through the triangle with vertices x,y, z and satisfies
1020y §(z,y,2)| < Co,ar A2, 9, 2), (1.2)
for some constant Cq o .

Given such a ¢ we define the magnetic symbol class M,(R3?) to be the set of all functions on the
form

ap(z,2’,€) = 7 a(x, 2',6),
where b € R and a € C*°(R39) is any function for which there exists M > 0 such that
0202 0¢ (@, 2’ €)] < Caer plw — 2, (1.3)

for every a,a’, 3 € N¢ and some constant C, o, g- Note that we allow a polynomial growth in
the “relative coordinate” direction z — /. We associate to each magnetic symbol a, € M, (R3?) a
magnetic pseudodifferential operator Op(ap): & (R?) — .#'(R?) given by

(Op(as)f.9) = o3 /R e ez, of, € f(a)g (@) da’ dx dg,  (14)

for f,g € #(R?). By (L3) and (L) it follows that Op(as) is well-defined. Note that this is not
the usual magnetic Weyl quantisation procedure [20, [2I], which associates a Hérmander symbol
[18,19] a € 5§ o(R*?) to the following operator

O @)1.0) = gz [ O i ()2, 6000 e da e (1)
(27T)d R3d

In Theorem [T we will show that Op(a,) can be extended to a bounded operator on L%(R?),
provided a, € M,(R3?). We immediately see that the magnetic Weyl operators belong to our
class of magnetic pseudodifferential operators. On the other hand (see Remark for more
details), one can also prove that the opposite inclusion holds, in the sense that given one of ”our”
bounded operators one can construct via the magnetic Beals criterion [I0, 21] a magnetic Weyl
symbol which generates the same operator. Nevertheless, working with our class seems to be more
convenient when one shows that certain commutators can be extended to bounded operators on
L?(RY).

The first goal of our paper is to show that, up to a global unitary gauge transformation, any
such object can be identified with a bounded generalized matrix acting on ¢?(Z%; L2(Q2)) where
Q:=]-1/2,1/2[¢ is the open unit d-hypercube.

The second goal is to study how their spectrum varies with b (as a set) when the operators are
self-adjoint.

1.2. Recent developments. Magnetic Schrodinger operators of the type Hj := E;l:l(—i@zj —
bA;)? +V where V is a scalar potential play a central role in both atomic and solid-state physics.
When the magnetic field is long-range (i.e. it does not decay fast enough at infinity), the corre-
sponding magnetic potentials are no longer bounded perturbations and the spectral analysis is
more involved.

There is a substantial amount of literature dedicated to such operators, especially on the prob-
lem of obtaining effective magnetic Hamiltonians. From the physics literature we only mention
the pioneering works of Peierls [34] and Luttinger [26]. The mathematical community became
interested in the problem during the Eighties and gradually put it on a firm mathematical foun-
dation. The works by Nenciu [30], and Helffer and Sjostrand [15, [16], B5] were probably the first
ones where the existence of magnetic tight-binding models was rigorously established. Nenciu [31]
then showed that the resolvent (H, — z)~! can be seen as a twisted magnetic integral operator
and that the singular behaviour comes from a phase factor like eibe(@a’),
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Moreover, it was observed [24] 28] that in the presence of a non-constant magnetic field, the usual
Weyl pseudodifferential calculus based on the minimal coupling principle at the level of classical
symbols does not lead to gauge invariant formulas. Iftimie, M&ntoiu and Purice [20, 21| 22] 23]
introduced the so-called magnetic Weyl pseudodifferential calculus in which they treated operators
like in (LH). The case m = p = § = 0 was inherently more difficult, but in [2I] they managed
to prove a magnetic version of the Calderén-Vaillancourt theorem and they also generalized the
Beals criterion [2] [6] to the magnetic case.

Several aspects of spectral and scattering theory using magnetic Weyl pseudodifferential calculus
were analysed in [27], 29]. Lein and De Nittis [I3], Panati, Spohn and Teufel [33], and Freund and
Teufel [14] developed a pseudodifferential calculus adapted for magnetic Bloch systems and applied
it to various problems coming from the space-adiabatic perturbation theory.

A special class of results concerns the resolvent set stability of magnetic Schrédinger opera-
tors and the Hausdorff regularity of the spectrum when b varies. Continuity of the spectrum
can be proved under quite general conditions on the Hamiltonians [T}, B} [], while more refined
properties like the Lipschitz behaviour of spectral edges were first proved by Bellissard [5] for
discrete Hofstadter-like models [I7]. Cornean, Purice and Helffer [7} 8, [9] [TT], T2] extended this to
continuous magnetic Schrodinger operators, and the magnetic Weyl calculus played a crucial role.

1.3. Main results. Recall that  =]—1/2,1/2[* and define:
H = @ L2(Q) = {(fv)'yezd - L2(Q) | Z HfVH%Z(Q) < 00}7

v€Z? yezZd

which is a Hilbert space when equipped with the inner product

((f4)s (gy)) e = Z (f4,99) L2(0)-

€L
Furthermore, for any b € R, let Uy: L?(R?) — J# be given by
(Usf) () = e Dxq () f(- + ), (1.6)

for all f € L?(R?), where xq denotes the characteristic function on Q. The operator U, is unitary
and

Uy (fy)vezal(r) = Z eibw("V)XQ(' =) (=)
y€eZd
We say that an operator A on J¢ is a generalized matriz of the operators (A, )y yeza C
B(L?*(Q)) when:
A= {A%'y’}w,w/ezdv (Af)y = Z Ay fy
’Y,EZd

for all f = (fy),eze € # . One may also see that A acts on ¢2(Z%; L*(1)).
The Hausdorff distance between two compact sets X,Y C R is defined as:

du(X,Y) := max{sup dist(z,Y), sup dist(y, X)}.
reX yey

We are now ready to state our main theorem.

Theorem 1.1. If a, € M,(R3?) with b € [0, bmax) for some bmax > 0, then:

(1) The operator Op(ap) in (LA) extends to a bounded operator on L*(R?) and for each ~y,~' €
Z% there exists Ay, € B(L*(2)) such that (see (L))

UyOp(as) Uy = {07 A} reza (1.7)
Moreover, for every N € N there exists a constant Cn such that
[ Ayl < Oy =), (1.8)

and
| Ay b — Ay | < Only =Y N [b =], for bt € [0, biax], (1.9)
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for all v,~' € Z4.
Additionally, if a(x,2’, &) = a(a’, x,&) then Op(ap) is self-adjoint and in this case:
(2) The spectrum of Op(ay) is 3-Hélder continuous in b on the interval [0,bmax], i.c. there
exists a constant C such that

du(0(Op(a)), o(Op(ar))) < Clb — b'['/2, (1.10)

for all b,b" € [0, bpax]-

(3) Assume that @ comes from a constant magnetic field, i.e. ¢(z,z') = 2" Ba' where B is
an antisymmetric matriz. If Ey denotes the mazimum (minimum) of o(Op(ap)), then it is
Lipschitz continuous in b on [0, byax|. Furthermore, if e, denotes an edge of a spectral gap
which remains open when b varies in some interval [by,ba] C [0, bmax], then ey is Lipschitz
continuous on [by, ba].

Remark 1.2. The representation (7)) justifies the name “generalized Hofstadter matrix” [I7, [].
In the “classical” Hofstadter-like setting one deals with a discrete operator acting on ¢2(Z%; C)
where the matrix entries are complex numbers. In our case they are bounded operators on L?(2).
Furthermore, the matrix elements are strongly localized around the diagonal as in ([L8]). We also
note that after rotating Op(ap) with Up, the only singular behaviour in b is left in the “Peierls”-
like phase €(v7) | gince the entries A are Lipschitz in b in the norm topology, see (L3).
For nearest-neighbor Hofstadter-like operators it is known from the works of Bellissard, Helffer—
Sjostrand and Nenciu that the spectrum is %—Hélder continuous and that the exponent % is optimal
in the sense that gaps of order |b — ¥'|'/? may open in the spectrum (for more details see [7] [32]
and references within).

Remark 1.3. Our class M, (R3?) of symbols which obey (L3) is more convenient to work with, but
it does not generate “more” operators than the “usual” magnetic Weyl quantisation (IH]). Let us
show that given any operator Op(as) as in (L) one may find a Hérmander symbol @ € Sg o(R*®)
such that Op(as) = Opy" (@), where OpY (@) is as in (IZ5). In order to prove this we use the Beals
criterion for magnetic pseudodifferential operators [21, [I0]. Namely, let us denote Wy, = X}, if
k=1,2,...,d and Wy, = —i0y,_, — bAj_aq(-,0) if k = d+1,...,2d. Then we will show using

Theorem [LT[(1) that all the commutators of the form
Wiy, (W, (W5, Op(as)] - . )],

jo € {1,2,...,2d}, m > 1, can be extended to bounded operators on L?(R%), hence (LH) holds
due to the magnetic Beals criterion. We only show this for m = 1, the general case follows by
induction.

Indeed, integration by parts gives
([Xr, Op(an)]f. 9) = 7 / o€ (et (1) (9, a) (2,27, €) f(a')g(x) da’ d dg,
(27T)d R3d
which by Theorem [LI(1) can be extended to a bounded operator on L?(R?). Using again inte-
gration by parts together with the fact that 0,,¢(x,2') = A;(x,0) — A;j(z,2") we obtain after a
straightforward computation that the commutator [(—id,;, — bA;), Op(as)] is a magnetic pseudo-
differential operator with magnetic symbol

PP (DA (o, w) — bAj (2, 2') = i(D; + Oar))alw, 2, €) € My(R).

Here we see the advantage of allowing polynomial growth in z — z’, because even though A;(x, z")
and A;(z’,x) have a linear growth in | — 2’| we can directly apply Theorem [[LI(1) and the
commutator can be extended to a bounded operator on L?(R?).
Remark 1.4. If it is possible to choose a vector potential A such that

105 Aj()] < Ca, (1.11)
for all multiindices o with || > 0, then every magnetic pseudodifferential operator would corre-
spond to a non-magnetic Weyl type pseudodifferential operator. In order to show this we use the
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non-magnetic Beals criterion. First, note that the commutator [—bA;(-), Op(as)] is a magnetic
pseudodifferential operator with magnetic symbol

eibw(m’ml)b(Aj (il?l) - Aj (I))a(xv ‘T/7 5)

By Theorem [[LT(1) the above commutator extends to a bounded operator in L?(R?). Using
Remark we obtain that [—id,,, Op(as)] extends to a bounded operator on L?(R?). After an
induction argument we obtain that Op(ap) satisfies the classical non-magnetic Beals criterion.

However, we note that (ILTI)) does not necessarily hold for the transverse gauge, although the
constant magnetic field obeys this condition. Furthermore, to obtain sharp results on the behaviour
of o(Op(ap)) as the magnetic field strength varies, using the non-magnetic Weyl quantisation is
not convenient when one works with nonconstant magnetic fields.

1.4. The structure of the paper. After this introduction, in Section2lwe prove Theorem [L.T|(1)
by regularizing our magnetic symbol and writing the corresponding magnetic pseudodifferential
operator as an integral operator with a smooth integral kernel. By rewriting in a clever way the
kernel of this operator we are able to construct the right hand side of (7)) as a strong limit of a
regularized sequence of operators.

In Section Bl we prove Theorem [[LT[(2) by adapting some ideas coming from geometric pertur-
bation theory and [I1].

In Section [ we prove Theorem [[LT[3) in the case when Ej is the maximum of the spectrum.
Finally, we show how to deal with inner gap edges.

Acknowledgments. H.C. gratefully acknowledges inspiring discussions with S. Beckus, J. Bel-
lissard, B. Helffer, G. Nenciu, and R. Purice.

This research is supported by grant 8021-00084B Mathematical Analysis of Effective Models and
Critical Phenomena in Quantum Transport from The Danish Council for Independent Research |
Natural Sciences.

2. PrROOF OF THEOREM [LI](1)

For simplicity we assume that a,(z, 2/, ) = @) q(z, 2/, ) where a is a symbol of Hérmander
class Sg o(R3®) i.e. M = 0 in (L3). The proof can then be extended to any M > 0 (see Remark 7]
for more details).

2.1. Regularization of Magnetic Symbols. We begin by regularizing the symbol a; in order
to write the corresponding magnetic pseudodifferential operator as a generalized matrix of integral
operators with smooth integral kernels.

Lemma 2.1. Let a, € My (R3?). Fore >0 define ap: R* — C by
ape(z, ', &) = ap(x, 2’ &)e =

and Ky c: R? — C by
1 i
Kb,s(«r,x/) = W /Rd elE( )abys(I,I/,g) dg

Then the integral operator with kernel Ky . is a bounded operator on L*(RY) and for f € .7 (R%)
we have

(Op(av.c) f)(x) = » Ky e(z,2') f(2') da’. (2.1)

Proof. The proof is a consequence of integration by parts, Schur-Holmgren lemma [19, Lemma
18.1.12] and the identity

(@) =" Cox™, (2.2)

la|<n
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which holds for x € R%. Using Fubini’s theorem gives

(Op(ave)f,9) / Ky (z,2')f(z')g(z) da’ dx
for f,g € .7(R%) which proves ([21)). O

Next we show that the operator A . := UpOp(ap - )U; can be written as a generalized matrix of
integral operators on L?(Q). In the following we underline variables to indicate that they belong
to Q. By the definition of Uy, Uy and (2I]) we have that

(Aba(fv )) Z /Kba ,’E+’7,$ +’Y) ib(p(z'+v' ")~ (ﬂﬂ-i-V’Y))fV (£)d§/7 (23)

' €L
for (f,/) € . 1f for every 7, € Z* we define
fro(@,2) =z +7,7,9) +f@ +v,2" + 9,79
and
1
(2m)4
then we can use the identity
pl@+y,2 +9) = —e@ +9.7) +ol@+7,7) +0(1,7) + Frv (@, 2)
to write [23)) as

K, (z, 2') = /Rd eiﬁ-(z-w—&'—v')eibh,w'@@/)e—E(&)a@ +,2 44, €) de, (2.4)

(Ape(fy)) Z elte (1) /va (z,2) fy(2)) dz

v/ ezd

This shows that the operator A, is a generalized matrix i.e.

Ape = {eibtp(’Yﬁ'y’)Avw,ﬂbys}’Yw,ezd7 (2.5)

where the operators A,/ ;. are integral operators with kernel K, ,,. The next step in the proof
is to construct operators A,/ p, which are strong limits of A,/ . as e — 0.

2.2. Construction of A, ;. We rewrite the kernel of the operator A,/ ;. for each v, € z4
in a way that allows us to take € to zero. Before we construct the operators A,/ , we note, as a
consequence of (LZ), that for every a, o/ € Ng there exists C, o such that

105205 F.(w,2)] < Coar (¥ =) (2.6)
for all z,2’ € Q == [—m, 7]%.
The first step in the construction is to obtain a Fourier series (for each fixed &) of the function

QQ 5 (£7 £/) — CL(£+ 77£/ + 717§)eibf%w,(£@/),

for all ,~' € Z%. In order to circumvent the problem that this function is not necessarily periodic
let g € C§° () be such that 0 < g < 1 and g = 1 on some open set containing Q. Then for every
v,7" € Z¢ the function

0?3 (2,2') = g(2)g(2))a(z +v,2 + 7, €)elh (®:7), (2.7)

can be extended to a periodic function in x,z" and hence has a Fourier series expansion. Before
we consider this expansion we note that for any o, o/, 8 € Ng Leibniz’s rule and (2.6) gives the
existence of a constant C, o’ g, not depending on b, satisfying

020207 (9(@)g(a")alw + .2+, €)e 2 ‘ < Caarply =) (28)

This is because the left hand side depends polynomially on b, therefore by the assumption that
b € [0, bmax| it follows that the right hand side can be chosen independently of b.

We would like to obtain an explicit decay in the summation variables m,m’ for the Fourier
series of ([2.7)). To avoid cumbersome notation we will annotate functions and operators, within
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this section, which depend on the variables 7,7, m,m’ € Z? with a tilde accent. To obtain the
aforementioned decay in the Fourier series we define for every v,~',m, m’ € Z¢ the function

~ my(m’ 2d —i(m-z+m’-z’ i z,x’
ay(§) = % /S_22 e~ilmetm®a) g () g(aVa(z + v, 2 + 4/, €)er (@) dg da,

and use integration by parts together with (2.8)) to obtain the estimate
|00 (€)] < Caly — ), (2.9)

for all 3 € N¢. The Fourier series of the function in (Z7]) then becomes

. , 1(m z+m’ -z’)
g(@)g(x')a(x + 7,2+, §ehor ) = 3 W“b@

m,m’ €z
Since g = 1 on € it follows that the kernels K - in (2.4]) can be written as
1 1 H 4 ’ H ’ ’
K. . N — - i§-(z+y—z'—7") Ji(m-z+m’2) = —=(&) q¢.
)= Gp 3 e [ ‘ e s

m,m’€Z4

Since the function d;, only depends on ¢ we can use the exponential factors e'¢Z and ez’ that
appear in K. ./ to write each A,/ ; - as a series of pseudodifferential operators. Specifically, if we
for every v,7',m,m’ € Z? define the operators A, .: C5° () — .7 (R9) by

(Ayh)(z) =™ F ! {ei<*>-<7V’>ab(*)e6<*>9(ei“ﬂ-<->h(.)) (*)} (),
for all € > 0, then Fubini’s theorem implies that

Apaech)@) = S — (A h)(@), (2.10)

ey (M) (7))
for all h € C§°(Q) and € > 0. Since A, is well-defined even when ¢ = 0 we define A,/ on
C5°($2) by )
(Ayyrh) (@) = (Ayynoh) (@) = Y W(Abph)@)- (2.11)

m,m’€Z4
We will later prove that A,/ ;. converges strongly to A, ; and use this to show that A, 3
satisfy Theorem [L11

2.3. Norm Estimates: Proof of (L8) and ([9). The aim of this section is to prove the
following lemma, from which both () and (3) follow immediately.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose b,b' € [0,bmax]. Then for every N € N there exists a constant Cn such
that

1A .l 2() < Cnly =) 972V |hl| 120 (2.12)
and
(A e = Ay e)hll o) < On (y = V2N o = 0[] 120 (2.13)
for all h € C§* () and all £ € [0,1].
From Lemma 2.2 it follows that A/, extends to a bounded operator on L?(f2).

Proof. Let N € N be arbitrary. From (ZI0) and (ZIT]) it is clear that in order to estimate (ZI2)
we have to estimate the norm of (y — 72N A, . for ¢ € [0,1]. Applying [Z2) together with
integration by parts and Leibniz’s rule gwes the existence of a constant My € N and sequences
(C)MN €, (an)MN, (o )n ©, (Bn)MN c N¢ not depending on h such that

n=1»

(7 =N (A ch) ZC e [i<*>'<7-v/>a{i:;[ab<*>e-€<*>]3f(<->a%eim‘<'>h<->)<*>]@,

for all h € C§°(Q )andez().
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In order to show ([2I2)) it only remains to obtain a suitable estimate of the norm of the right
hand side. By applying Parseval’s identity twice we obtain

~ My , 1/2
(=) Ao bl ) sZcnna{i:;[ab<*>e-8<*>1||mm>( [ lysnap d:c') ,
n=1

for all h € C°(Q) and € > 0. Since h € C3°(Q) we have the bound |(z/)*~h(z)| < |h(z)| for
alln=1,..., My. Combining this inequality with the estimate (29) and the fact that any finite
number of derivatives of e=*(" is uniformly bounded for € € [0, 1] gives the estimate

(v — ”Y/>2N||Ab,sh||L2(Q) < On(y - ”Y/>4d||h||L2(Q),

for all h € C§°(9), e > 0 and some constant C'v not depending on b. This completes the proof

of [2I12).
To prove ([ZI3]) we need to subtract two functions as in (Z7]) but with different choices of b and
obtain an estimate similar to [2.8]). By (2.1 such a difference is given by

9(@)g(@ )+ 7,2’ 4+, e I (25 (e
for b,b’ € [0, bmax|. Using that for all y € R we have
e — 1] <y, (2.14)

together with (2.8)), (Z.8) gives for any a,a’, 3 € N& the existence of a constant Cy, o/ 5 such that

020202 (9(2)g (@ )alw + 73"+, el Fn (BNl 001 (') 11)’

< Caar glb = b|(y — )14 (2.15)

Note that when we use Leibniz’s rule on the left hand side every term will contain a factor on the
form (b—b')™ with n € N and since b, b’ € [0, byax] We can absorb the extra factors in the constant.
By using (ZI3)) in calculations similar to those that gave ([2.9]) we obtain

102 (&) — 0w ()| < Clb — b [(y — )"+,

for all 3 € N and somce constant Cg. With this estimate the proof of (ZI3) follows the same
way as the proof of ([Z12]). O

2.4. Strong convergence of A; .. In this section we prove that A, ;. converges strongly to
Ay as € goes to zero (cf. (2.11))). Furthermore, we construct an operator Hj as the generalized
matrix with entries eib‘/’(%y)Awgb. Using the strong convergence A,/ p . — Ay, p We prove that
Ap.e in [25) converges strongly to Hy. Finally, we apply this to continuously extend Op(a;) to an
operator in B(L?(R%)).

Lemma 2.3. For each v, € Z¢ the operators A1, converge strongly to A1, on C§°(£2).

Proof. Suppose that h € C§°(R2). From (2I0) and (2.II)) it suffices to consider the operators
Ape — App for all v,7',m,m’ € Z¢. Applying Parseval’s identity once gives

1 ~ —e(x* im’-(-
H(‘A’YV’;ILE - Awﬂb)hHL?(Q) < Z 2d||ab(*)(e = — 1)3(8 ()h(')>(*)||L2(Q)-

2 )

Using Parseval’s identity again shows that the L?-norm appearing on the right hand side is bounded
by a constant which is independent of m, m’ and . Therefore it is enough to prove that this norm
goes to 0 with ¢ for a fixed m and m’, which follows by an application of Lebesgue’s dominated
convergence theorem. ([

To construct the operators H, we need the following general lemma on generalized matrices of
operators.
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Lemma 2.4. Suppose that there exists a constant C and operators (Ty ')y ezt C B(L*(Q))
such that

Cllf 1l 2
(y =)’
Jor every v,+ € Z* and f € C§°(Q). Then T = {Ty }, rcza is a bounded operator on H# with
C
7)<y Ve
~ezd v

Proof. Let f € {(f,) € # | f, € C(Q)} and S: £3(Z%) — (*(Z%) an operator with matrix
elements

1Ty~ fllr2) <

C
o
Using a Schur-Holmgren estimate we get that S is bounded and [|S|| < 3. <74 W% Then:

17612 = 3| Tty < 5 (X Siorlltrlizaen) < ISP

YELE '€z YEZE ~'€Zd

S%’Y' =

Since T is linear and bounded on a dense set, it can be extended to the whole space 7. (I
By (L8) and Lemma 24 we obtain that
Hy = {eib¢(77vl)Aw’,b}%v’eld

is a bounded operator on L2(R%). Combining Lemma 24 with Lemma 22 also gives the following
corollary.

Corollary 2.5. The operators Ay . are uniformly bounded for e € 10, 1].
Next we prove that Hy, is the strong limit of A, . as e — 0.
Proposition 2.6. The operators Ay converge strongly to Hy as € goes to zero.
Proof. First one shows the strong convergence for elements in the set
KX = {(f,) € A | f, € C(Q) and f, # 0 for only finitely many v € Z¢}

by using (2.12) and Lemma23 Second one uses that 4™ is dense in ¢, and that the operators
Ay - are uniformly bounded in € to complete the proof. (]

Finally, we are ready to show that Op(a;) has a continuous extension on L?(R%). By Proposi-
tion [2:0lit follows that U} HpUs is the strong limit of Op(ayp, ) and since using Lebesgue’s dominated
convergence theorem in the definition of Op(ap ) gives

lim (Op(as,c)f; 9) = (Op(as)f, 9),
e—0
for every f,g € Z(R?) it follows that Uy HyU, is a continuous extension of Op(a,) to L?(R%).

Remark 2.7. Note that if we had used a general magnetic symbol like in ([3)) with M > 0 then
the estimate in ([2.8]) would be on the form

2020 (g9(2)g(@)a(w + 7,2+, €)e v () ’ < Caar,ply — )M HFI,
for 2,2’ € Q. Thus the Fourier coefficient obeys
102a ()] < Caly — /)M,

instead of ([2.9]). The subsequent part of the proof would then follow in exactly the same way with
only minor changes e.g. replacing 4d with 4d + M.
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3. PROOF OF THEOREM [[.1](2)
In order to prove the second part of Theorem [[LT] we introduce the following notation. Define
Voo M) €22 Iy =+ < 17172}, t#0,
t =9
VAR t=0.
Furthermore, for s, € R define
Hp, = {ei(b“)“"(%”")Aw',b}(w,w')evt- (3.1)

If s or ¢ is 0 then we omit them in the above notation. Recall that for this part of the proof we
assume

a(x7 xl? 5) = a/(x/7 x? 6)7
for all z,2’, ¢ € R%. This is a sufficient condition for Hy, to be self-adjoint for every s, € R and
every b € [0, byax]-
An important result [25] Chapter V-§4 theorem 4.10] for proving Theorem [[LT2) is that if S
and T are bounded and self-adjoint operators on a Hilbert space then
du(0(S5),0(T)) < [|S =T (3.2)
Our strategy to prove (II0) is to show that there exists a constant C' such that if by € [0, biax]
is arbitrary and b satisfies by + db € [0, byax] then
du (o (Hbo+5b) (Hb(, ) < C16b], (3.3)
di(o(Hy)), o(Hy,)) < C|6b, (34)
dut (o (Hghy, ) o (Havpo)) < Cl8b|Y2, (3.5)
du (o (Hsp b, ), 0(Hp,)) < C|00]. (3.6)
Since |0 € [0, byax] the triangle inequality would then imply (II0). Note that the constant C' will
depend on by,ax. For the rest of this section let by € [0, bmax] be arbitrary and let §b be sufficiently
small.
For the inequality (83) note that
Hb0+5b _ Hgf — {ei(b0+6b)w(v”yl)(A’YV’,bo-H;b — A’Yﬁ”ybo)}'y,’y’ezd'

Thus it follows from Lemma 24 (L9) and [B2]) that there exists C' not depending on by or §b
such that

<
<

dy1 (0 (Hyy+50), 0 (Hpy ) < || Hyy v — Hiy || < C|6b]. 3.7)
The proofs of [B4) and ([B6]) are similar hence we only do it for [34]). Clearly,
H - HY bo = {ei(bwéb)y}(%V )Aw’,bo}(’m/)¢V5b=
thus by defining Vs, = Z4 N Bisp)-1/2(0) it follows from Lemma 2.4 (I]EI) and (IZE) that
dH(U(Hg:) o(HY b)) < ||Hg: Hy b0|| < Z Cly (3.8)
V¢ Vi
It is possible to find a constant C' such that for all v € Z¢ we have
(1) < Cla)~?

for all z € v + Q. If we dominate the sum in (3:8) by the integral of C(z)~2¢ and switch to polar
coordinates we obtain
0 rd—1
du(o(HY),0(H, ) < > Clyy i <C 5 dr < C|60]
ey o612 (1)

for sufficiently small 6b.
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3.1. Strategy for the proof of [B.35]). The proof of (3.3]) is more involved than the other three
estimates since it is not possible in general to bound ||Hg3b0 — Hgspp, || by a constant multiple of
|0b|. Our strategy is to prove the following two results:

Lemma 3.1. There exists a constant C' > 0 such that if dist(z,0(Hspp,)) > C|6b|1/? then z €

p(Hgll;,bO)'

Lemma 3.2. There exists a constant C > 0 such that if dist(z,a(Hgfybo)) > C|0b|Y/? then z €
P(Hbby )-

Then (B3] is a direct consequence of the following general lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Let T1, T, be bounded operators on some Hilbert space and C > 0 a constant. The
following assertions are equivalent:

(1) If dist(z,0(T};)) > C then z € p(T), for j, k= 1,2.

(2) du(o(T1),0(T2)) < C.
Proof. We first show by contradiction that (1) implies (2). Assume that dg(o(T1),0(T2)) > C.
Then either there exists some z such that dist(z,0(T2)) > C and z € o(T7), or there exists some
z such that dist(z,0(T1)) > C and z € o(T»). This contradicts (1).

To show that (2) implies (1), let z be such that dist(z,0(T};)) > C. Then z cannot belong to

the spectrum of Ty, without contradicting (2). (]

In what follows we only prove Lemma [3.1] since the proof of Lemma is similar (cf. Re-

mark 7).

The main idea behind the proof of Lemma Bl is showing that for every z € p(Hgspp,) there
exists some bounded operator S, such that

|6b]% )
dist(z, 0 (Hsp,p,))/

Then if the right hand side is invertible, z belongs to the resolvent set of H, gll;,bo'

(H3Ly, — 2)S. = id +O( (3.9)

3.2. Proof of Lemma 3.1l In order to construct the operator S, let g,§ € C§°(R?) and r > 0
satisfy:

(1) g(z),g(x) € [0,1] for every » € R%.

(2) suppg C B,(0) and supp g C By42(0).

(3) g=1on B,11(0).

(4) X, cza 9*(x —7) =1 for every = € R%.
Furthermore, for any n € Z? define

gnav(@) = g(|b]'?x —n) and  Gos(x) = g(|6b]' 2w —n)

and note the following properties:

(

(b)
(©) Gn.ob(x)gn.o6(y) = gn.sv(y) whenever |z —y| < |6b
(d) If for each n € Z¢ we define the set of r-neighbors to n by

Ny(n):={n"€Z*|0<|n—n'| <2r},
then gn svgn/ ob = 0 if ' &€ N,.(n) U {n} and Gn.spgn’.50 = 0 if n’ & Nyqa(n) U {n}.
(€) |7 = nldb|/2|gn,50(7") < (r +2)|0b] /2 G g0 (v") for any n,7" € Z4.
For each n,~y € Z% define the scalars

a) Supp gn,so C By jsp|-1/2 (n)6b|=1/2) and supp gn s C B 12)65]-1/2 (n|6b]=1/2).

b) |gn.56(x) — gn,eo(y)] < |5b|1/20g|x —y| for every z,y € R™
|—1/2_

+ o tibbo(y,n|sb| /2
g'y,n,éb =€ (nlebl )gn,éb(’)/)

and the operator Wy, on B(J#) by
Wep(R) = { Z gj,n,ébR%’Y'g;’,n,éb}

vy'€nd’
nezd
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for R € B().

Lemma 3.4. The operator Wy, is bounded with |Wsy|| < (v, + 1)Y/2, where v, = |N,.(n)| is
independent of n.

Proof. Let f = (fy) € # be arbitrary and for every n € Z% let U,, 5, € 5 be given by

(Un60)y = 9y s (3.10)
Then
S o lWnalde =Y. D g2 M2 = I1f1%- (3.11)
nezs neZd yezd

Let R € B(4) be arbitrary. By the definition of Ws, we have
Wb (B)fly = D 03 o0 (BVn,00)r,
nezd

for any v € Z%. Thus, if we write the norm of [Ws,(R)f], in L?(£2) as an inner product with the
previous expression we obtain the estimate

1
IWao(B)flallZey < D D 59,86 (N)Gn 50 (V) (1B, 50) [ 2(2) + [(BEn,50)+ 720
n€Za n' €N, (n)U{n}

<3 3 (4 2RO B+ Y s ) ),
nezd n’€N,(n)

where it suffices to sum n’ over the set N,(n) U {n} by [(d)]
For any n € Z? the second sum contains the term ||(R\IJn75b),y||2L2(Q) once for every element in

the set N,(n). Hence we obtain
W (R)fly 1220y < (0 +1) D 1(RYn60)4 [ 720y
nezd
By summing over v € Z¢, and applying the boundedness of R together with ([BI1]) we obtain
IWsb(R)f 15 < (0r +1) D IR nsllZe < (vr + DIRIPI 2,

nezd

which completes the proof. ([l

We will show that the operator Wy, ((Hspp, — 2) 1) acts as S, in 33). To show this we need
the following result.

Lemma 3.5. Let f € 7 and z € p(Hspp,) be arbitrary. For each v € Z¢ define the scalar
= GnosMI(Hsvpo = 2) " Vo)l 2,

nezd
where W, 5 is given by BI0). Then x = (z.,) € (*(Z%) with
(UT+2 + 1)
[z]le2za) < £ -

- dlSt(Z U(H[;b bo))

Proof. By using similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma [34] we obtain

_ r2 + D13
2 < (v, 1 Hspp, —2) 10, 2, o (o A
e et )gzjdn%d |(Fons =27 man iz = Gz o7

where we have used the well-known equality

(T =) = ——t

dist(z,0(T))’
which holds for T normal and z € p(T). O

We are now ready to verify (3.9)).



MAGNETIC ¥DO’S SEEN AS HOFSTADTER MATRICES 13

Lemma 3.6. There exists a constant C' such that for all z € p(Hspp,) the operator
T. = (Hgpp, — 2)Wob((Hsv,p — 2) ") —id
is bounded on € with
C|6b[*/?
IT:| < — :
dist(z, U(Hgb)bo))

Proof. To shorten our notation we write
Rsy,. = (Hsppy — 2) "

In order to prove this result we want to obtain the following decomposition

(H3p py — 2)Wsb(Rsp,z) = R1 + Ry + Rs (3.12)
where
Rl — { Z ei(sbw(v”yll)[H(sb,bo — Z]Vv')’” [W(s(l},)’y]')’”ﬂ,} o
’Y”GZd V.Y EZL
2
Ry = { Z [Heb,by — 2]y, [Wéb,)'y]’)’”ﬁ/}%v/ezdv
’Y”EZd
. (3)
R = { Z [Hsb,po — 2],y [Wéb,'y]’)’”ﬁ,}%’ylezdv
,Y//ezd

for some suitable operators Wé(;’),y, W(;(i),y, W(;(g)),y. To finish the proof we will then show that R3 = id
and that
C|ob|*/?

R Ry} <
mas{| . |Ral} < g,

(3.13)

for some constant C.
We start by constructing the operators W(;(;,)»ya Wa(li)w W(;(li),y. Since
b i5bo(v,y
H&b,bo —z= {el olry )[Hf?bybo - Z]’Yv’Y'}(%V/)EVJN

and [Hgp p, — 2]+ = 0 whenever |y — /| > |6b|~'/2 these operators must be chosen such that for
arbitrary 7/,7” € Z? we have

1 i " 2 3
(Wb (Rsv,z)]y = [Wé(b,)y]'y”ﬁ/ 4+ e 10bo(y,y )([W&(b,)y]’)’”ﬁ/ + [Wti(b,)y]'}’”v'}’/)
whenever |y — 7| < |6b|7*/2. By[(d)]and the identity

ei0( (17" ) He(v" bl 1))  idbip(y,m|bl 1) (] 4 QidbF(vy " imldbIT2) _ 1)

which hold for all v,~7” € Z, it is possible to verify that defining

1 . " —1/2 ~ —
Wik = { 37 O I g 50 (9) = Gusb (3o (V ) Rtz G}

€z 'y“,'y'eZﬂl7
n
(2) ._ idbp(v,n|db —1/2 i6bf(y,vy" ,n|6b —1/2 ~ " _
Wiyl =1 om0t (@0t ®mlOb ) — 1) g, 5 (9) ot (7) (Rb,2)v 41 9 ezt
nezd )

Wé(li)w 52{ Z eiéb“’(%nwb‘71/2)9n,5b(7)§n,5b(7n)(Réb,z)w”,wg;gn,g
nezd
gives the desired decomposition of (BI2]).

By using the definition of W(;(li),y it follows that R3 = id. To achieve estimate B.I3]) let f =
(fy) € 2 be arbitrary. Our strategy is to bound the quantity |[(R;f),lz2), j = 1,2, by a
product of an operator in B(¢%(Z%)) and a vector in ¢2(Z%).

Let S: (2(Z%) — (?(Z?) be the integral operator with kernel

b},y//7,yl Ezd ’

S(v,7") = Iv =Y [Hsbbo — 2yl 2(02)»



14 H.D. CORNEAN, H. GARDE, B. STOTTRUP, AND K.S. SORENSEN
and let = (x) € (2(Z%) be given as in Lemma 3.5 i.e.

Ty = Z Gnso(N(Hsbpo — 2) " Wi s0) | 120
nezd

By @ and the triangle inequality we get
(R f)yllz2() < [86]'/3(Sz),,

and from [(e)] (26) and (2.I4) we obtain
(B2 )~ l2() < Cr|6b/2(S),

for some appropriate constant C,.. From (L) and a Schur-Holmgren type result for ¢2(Z9) it
follows that S is bounded. By Lemma we thus obtain the bound BI3) for both R; and
Rs. O

Proof of Lemmal31l Since Hgll;,bo is self-adjoint it suffices to consider only real values of z. Sup-

pose that 2 € R with dist(x, o(Hspp,)) > 2C|6b|'/? and choose 8y > 0 such that z € p(Hgspp,)
whenever |z — x| < dp. For any § € R with 0 < || < §p we define zs = x +1). By Lemma [3.4] and
Lemma we have the estimates

< (v, + 1)1/2 o (4 1)1/2
- dlSt(25, (H(;b bo)) - dist(;v,a(Hgb,bO))’

[Wss((Hsbpy — 25) ")

and

| < Clob[' 7 <1
= dist(z5, 0(Hspp,)) 2’

1T%s
for all 0 < |4] < dp. Using these estimates together with Lemma [3.0] gives
(Hypp, — 28) " = Wap(Hsppy — 26) ) (d +T%y) 7"

and that (ngﬂ’,bo — 25)~! is bounded uniformly for such §. Factorizing

Hp by — T = (id +i5(H§zl;,b0 - 25)71)(H§ll;,b0 - z5),

and choosing ¢ sufficiently small concludes the proof. O

Remark 3.7. If we define the operator W, on B () by

W5b(R { Z g'ynébRV’Yg’y néb} ’EZd7

nezd

and interchange the roles of HZ? Sb.b, and Hspp, 1t is possible to repeat the proofs of Lemma B4
Lemma [3.5] Lemma [3.6] and Lemma .1 to obtain the result in Lemma

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [L1](3)

In this part of the proof we adopt the notation in ([B1]). Recall that we now assume that B is
a constant magnetic field. Thus ¢ is bilinear and

o(r,y) + ¢y, 2) = p(z,2) + p(z — Y,y — 2), (4.1)

for all x,y,z € R
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4.1. Regularity of extremal spectral values. Let by, by + b € [0, byax] for an arbitrary by and
sufficiently small §b. We only consider the case when Ej is the maximum of the spectrum, the
case when Ej is the minimum is similar. By ([B.3]) there exists a constant C' such that

|Epyr56 — sup o (HpY)| < dua (0(Hgy0), o(HpY)) < C|8b| (42)
and by the triangle inequality and (£2) we get
| Eo b — Ebo| < |Evgrap — supo(Hy! )| + |sup o (HpY) — Ep, |
< C|6b| + |supU(Hg(f’) —sup o(Hyp,)|.

Thus, it only remains to prove the following lemma.
Lemma 4.1. There exists some constant C' such that

supo(Hy') < supo(Hy,) + C|ob),

sup o(Hy,) < sup o(HJ®) + C|b),
hence

|sup o (H{") — sup o (Hy, )| < CJ3b].

Before we prove this proposition we consider the fundamental solution to the heat equation, as
it is an essential part of the proof. The fundamental solution is given by

1 "2

G )= ———e VY /4 4.5
(y7y Y ) (4.7Tt)d/2e ( )

which is symmetric in the spatial coordinates and by semi-group theory satisfies
Gly,y",2t) = / Gly,y )Gy, y" 1) dy'. (4.6)

R4
By letting y = " we get that
1

Gy, v, t)* dy' =G 2) = ————. 4.7
L 1G0 0F ' = G20 = oo @)

To simplify our notation we define the linear functional A, ./ ; by
Ay yraf = /Rd FWHGO, Y G A1) dy.
By @.I), @.5) and ([@.0) we get
Ay t(ei5bs&(%-)ei5bs@(w’)) =Ayu (eif;bso('m’) (eiébsa('yf-,-fw’) — 14 1))
= ()G, 4/, 2t) + PPN (eiébw(w~7~fv’) _ 1)

. ’ 1 1 72
— al0be(v,Y) —lv="17/8t _
¢ ((87Tt)d/2 + (87t)d/2 (e 1))

+ ei5bsa('y,'v/)A7 ot (eif?bsa('y*w-*'v/) _ 1)_

Rearranging the above equation gives for any éb € R and v, € Z¢
e00e(17) = (8rt)d/2A, 1, (e10bP(1)ifbe(1)) _ gidbe(r.7) [(e—v—v'lz/&f _ 1)
o+ (87)"2A g (2077 1)}

=1 — & IT + 111], (4.8)
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where
L= (87t)Y2 A, 0 (1009 (7) 00 (1)
= e =Y1/8 _q
L= (8) 20 (907020 — 1))
Proof of Lemma[{.1l Recall that for a self-adjoint operator T' on a separable Hilbert space we

have

HSLH1£1<T3:,3:> =supo(T). (4.9)

To show the first inequality, let f € 5 with || || = 1. By using (@8] we get
(Hygf flow = Y P00 (A frr, )20
v,y €LY
_ Z (I— eiéb«p(%'y’)[H + III])eibO@(V’W,)<A'y'y’,bof’y” f’Y>L2(Q)' (4.10)
v,y €L
We first consider the series involving I. Since G(v',7,t) = G(v,y’,t) we can define ®gp ¢ € H
by

(ot )y = PV NGy 7, 1) f,

to get
Z 1PN (A b0 fors ) L2 = (87Tt)d/2/ Z ((Hpo®st,y7 )7 (Pob,yrt)v) L2(2) Y
’Yv'Y/GZd Rd ’yGZd

— (8rt)1/? / (Hyo Dty 1 Bty )t Ay
]Rd

< supa ()72 [ 57 G0 O I ) d
Rd
~ezd
= Sup U(Hbo)v
where we in the inequality have used (£9) and in the last equality (4.1).
Note that by this and since the left hand side of (£I0) is real it follows that the series involving
IT and IIT must be real.
Next we note that

II <
8t

We now consider III. The antisymmetry of the matrix B in the magnetic field ¢ and the
coordinate change x =y’ — (v ++/)/2 implies that

/(2
o——1P /8t _ 1' <=

Ay yi(o(y = —7") = /Rd oy =y, v =7 )Gy )G, A t) dy
1 A A s s
B W/Rd@(v zﬂy —z,r+ %)674—2(“9 —z P+t 27 g
pu— O7

where the last equality comes from the fact that ¢ is antisymmetric and the exponential factor is
symmetric in z and 52~ Using this together with the inequality

eV — 1 —idbx| < |6bx)?,
which holds for z € R, gives that
Ay,y/,t(eiéb“’(”_"'”/) -1)< ‘Ay77/7t(ei6b9&(7_'r—v/) — 1) —16bA e (p(y = - - =)
< (0)° Mgt (lo(y = - = )P).



MAGNETIC ¥DO’S SEEN AS HOFSTADTER MATRICES 17

Since p(vy = ¢,y —v) = (v =y +7 =7y =) =y =",y —7') and
lo(v ="y =P < Clhy =7 Ply' =2
it follows that
(60)* A (= - = )P) S CO0)* [y = P Ay ey =A%)
Using that [y —~'|? < |y — ¥'|> + |’ — 7/|? and changing to polar coordinates implies

t
C(8b)|y - 7’|2/ GOy G Bl =1 dy' < C@b)* 1y =+ P
Rd

Thus we have shown that

IIT = (87) /Ay 0 (ePP907 770 — 1) < G2 (80)% |y — V’IQW = C(6b)*ly —'*t.

Next we define the integral operator S: 2(Z%) — (2(Z%) by

(S’x)v = Z Iy — 71|2||-’4W’,bo||xv’=

’Y/GZd

which by a Schur-Holmgren type result is a bounded operator. ~
By inserting the previous estimates for I, 1 and III in (EI0) and using that S € B(¢2(Z%)) we
obtain

(HYYf, fow < supo(Hy,) + C[% + (6b)2t]

Choosing t = 1/|0b| finishes the proof of (£.3).
To show the second inequality ([44]), note that by complex conjugation of (L8] we obtain

<Hbo f7 f>%” = Z eibw;(%v/) <A’Y’y’,bof’y’a f’y>L2(Q)

v, 7ELY
_ Z e*i‘;b“"('y"w)ei(b”‘;b)“’hﬁ,)(Aw/,bofy/, )12
v, 7ELY
_ Z I— e—iébsa(%v/)[ﬁ+m])ei(bo-l-éb)wﬁﬁl)<_A7V,7b0f7,7fV>L2(Q)7
v,y €LY
thus the proof of (£4) is analogue to the proof of (3. O

4.2. Regularity of gap edges. Assume that the spectrum of H} has a gap i.e. o(Hp) = 01 U oo
where sup oy < inf g2, which does not close when b varies in some interval [by, ba] C [0, bax|. We

will show that e, = inf o9 is Lipschitz continuous in [by, ba]. The proof for sup oy is similar.
Without loss of generality, up to a translation in energy, we can assume that o(Hp) C | — 00, 0]
for all b € [by,bs]. Let us fix some by € |b1, bo[ and consider small variations db such that by + db €
[b1,b2]. By the fact that the gap does not close, and if |6b| is small enough, we are able to choose
a contour ¢ around oo (with oy exterior to %) which is independent of §b such that the distance
between ¢ and the spectrum of Hp, 45, remains positive, uniformly on db. We define the operator
i

Ty : 2(Hy — 2)" " dz,

whose spectrum equals o2 U {0} and hence inf o(T}) = €. Therefore it is enough to show that
the infimum of the spectrum of T} is Lipschitz continuous in b. We will do this in three steps. In
what follows, C denotes a generic positive constant.
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4.2.1. Step 1. Consider the operator H{fg’ which is defined as in (I7) but with A/, instead of
A bot6b, all other phases being left unchanged. From (37 we have
| Hyy 460 — Hiy || < C|6b].

Standard perturbation theory arguments imply that if |05 is small enough then € is at a positive
distance from the spectrum of H gf and moreover

i _
HTbo+5b o LZ(H&? —z)7hdz

Due to B2, it follows that the difference between ep, 455 and the infimum of the spectrum of
3= Jip 2(HP? — z)7! dz must be of order 6b.

< C|ob].

4.2.2. Step 2. Let flfob be defined as

[T9)r = €202 [Ty ] . (4.11)
In what follows we will prove the estimate

|z - i/ 2(HE =)™ azf| < O, (4.12)
0 271. @ 0

which when combined with Step 1 and ([B.2)) gives

leso+o0 — inf o (TE0)| < C|6b]. (4.13)

The rest of Step 2 is dedicated to the proof of [@I2)). We start with a technical result.

Lemma 4.2. Let z € € and let b= by + b as above. Seen as an operator in H# = (2(Z4; L?(1)),
the resolvent (Hy — z)~! is also written

(Hy — 2)" = {[(Hy — 2) |yy}yreza  with matriz elements  [(H, — z)~ '), € B(L*(Q)).
For every N € N there exists a constant C independent of b and z such that
I[(Hy = 2) "yl < Oy =),
Proof. Let k € {1,2,...,d} and consider the family of unitary operators Vi (t) € B(#) given by
(Ve()f)s i= €7 .
The operator Yy p(t) := Vi (t)Hp Vi (¢)* is isospectral with Hj and
Vie(t)(Hy — 2) 7' Vi (t)* = (Vip(t) — 2)
Using (1) and (L), together with the identity
Ve ()]yr = €T Hy o o,

! (4.14)

it follows that the map R 5 ¢ — Y} () is infinitely many times differentiable in the norm topology.
In particular,

V9D O)]yr = V(e = 1) [Holyrs 5> 1.

By standard arguments one now shows that the map R 3 ¢ — (Y;“b(t) — z)_l is also differentiable
and

CVaalt) —2) ™ = (Vi) = 2) ¥ip (O (Vin(t) —2)

By induction one proves that the resolvent of Yy, 5(¢) is infinitely many times differentiable. Given
N, one can express lid15—]]vv(}/;€7;)(zf) - z)fl li=o in terms only depending on (H, —z)~* and Y,C(J) (0) with
1 < j < N. Now going back to [I4]) we see that by fixing a pair ,~" and after differentiating N
times at t = 0 we have:
‘N NN -1 av -1
P =) [(Hy = 2) 7y = |37 Vea() = 2) - li=o
el
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Since the right hand side is uniformly bounded in k, v and 4/, the proof is completed by noticing
that (y —~') grows like maxy, [y — ;|- O

Define Ssp(2) to be given by:
[Ss(2))y. 1= PPN [(Hyy — 2) My
Since both Hp, — z and (Hyp, — 2)~! are strongly localized near the diagonal we get

[(Hg: - Z)Séb(z)]'y,'y” = Z eiébwww )eiébww_v v )[Hbo - Z]’Y(Y'[(Hbo - Z)_l]'v’ﬁ”
’YIEZd
= [id +O(8b)].

and for sufficiently small |0b|] we obtain
(HYY — 2)7! = Ssu(2)(id +O(6b)) ' = Ssp(z) + O(6b)
uniformly in z € ¥. By using this identity it follows that

Lo - A= — / 2 Ssp(2) dz + O(6b) = T + O(5b)
27T € 0 27T <€ 0

which finishes the proof of ([@.I12)).
4.2.3. Step 3. Due to ([@I3) it is enough to prove that
linf o(T2) — ey, | < C[6b).
We observe that when §b = 0 we have Tvl?o = T},, hence the above inequality is the same as
inf o(TP%) — inf o (T2 < C|6b).

We also observe that the family Tlfob defined in (@17 is of the same type as the one we introduced

in ([I77), where ¢®#07") is replaced with ¢**("7) and A, is replaced with [Tp,],.. These
operators are strongly localized in (y — 4') due to Lemma Thus we may apply the result
about the Lipschitz continuity in b of the ”global” infimum of the spectrum which we have already
studied in the first part of Theorem [[I}3), hence concluding the proof.
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