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SHARP ARITHMETIC DELOCALIZATION FOR QUASIPERIODIC

OPERATORS WITH POTENTIALS OF SEMI-BOUNDED

VARIATION.

SVETLANA JITOMIRSKAYA AND ILYA KACHKOVSKIY

Abstract. We obtain the sharp arithmetic Gordon’s theorem: that is, absence of
eigenvalues on the set of energies with Lyapunov exponent bounded by the expo-
nential rate of approximation of frequency by the rationals, for a large class of one-
dimensional quasiperiodic Schrödinger operators, with no (modulus of) continuity
required. The class includes all unbounded monotone potentials with finite Lya-
punov exponents and all potentials of bounded variation. The main tool is a new
uniform upper bound on iterates of cocycles of bounded variation.

1. Introduction and the main result

Gordon’s trick [7] has been used to prove absence of point spectra for one-dimensional
differential and finite difference operators since [3] (see also [5]). Roughly, it requires
infinitely many pinned triple almost repetitions of growing blocks of the potential. It
has been particularly useful for the study of quasiperiodic operators H(x) on ℓ2(Z)
given by

(1.1) (H(x)ψ)(n) = ψ(n + 1) + ψ(n− 1) + f(x+ nα)ψ(n).

For these operators, such almost repetitions are guaranteed, for all x, for frequencies
α ∈ R \ Q that are sufficiently well approximated by the rationals1 if f is uniformly
continuous. Since for α ∈ R \ Q the spectrum of H(x) is absolutely continuous and
absence of point spectrum is Baire generic [21], for continuous f it of course immediately
follows that there is no point spectrum for α satisfying some Liouville-type condition.
The advantage of a Gordon-type argument is that it quantifies the Liouvilleness.

Moreover, Gordon’s trick has also been successfully applied to operators (1.1) with
discontinuous f, where the Baire generic argument of [21] does not directly apply. For
discontinuous f, other than in the Sturmian case where there are additional considera-
tions [6], the results usually hold only for a full Lebesgue measure set of phases x rather
than all values of x, see, for example, [20]. An ultimate result of this kind was proved
by Gordon [8] who showed absence of point spectrum for generic α for any measurable

f. The result of [8] also specifies the required Liouvilleness, but in a rather implicit
way that, importantly, depends substantially on f, through the measure-theoretic rate
of it’s growth and its measure-theoretic modulus of continuity.

At the same time, for Lipschitz f already the original Gordon’s trick gives the
Liouvilleness requirement fully in terms of the Lyapunov exponent.

1Conditions of this type are usually called Liouville.
1
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Let f : R → [−∞,+∞) be a 1-periodic measurable function, satisfying

(1.2)

∫ 1

0

log(1 + |f(x)|) dx < +∞.

Define the one-step and n-step transfer matrices associated to the Schrödinger eigen-
value equation H(x)ψ = Eψ by

Sf,E(x) :=

(

E − f(x) −1
1 0

)

, Sf,E
n (x) :=

0
∏

k=n−1

Sf,E(x+ kα).

Let

(1.3) L(E) := L(α, Sf,E) = lim
n→∞

1

n

∫

[0,1)

log
∥

∥Sf,E
n (x)

∥

∥ dx.

be the Lyapunov exponent of the corresponding Schrödinger cocycle (α, Sf,E). Due to
(1.2) (see also (3.1)), L(E) is well defined and finite2.

Let pk
qk

→ α be the sequence of the continued fraction approximants. Define the

measure of Liouvilleness3 β(α) ∈ [0,∞] by

(1.4) β(α) := lim sup
k→+∞

log qk+1

qk
.

For Lipschitz f, the Gordon-based arguments provide a proof that E cannot be an
eigenvalue of H(x) entirely though the interplay between L(E) and β(α). Classical
results [3] showed, effectively, that E cannot be an eigenvalue if L(E) < Cβ(α). It
has been conjectured in [10, 20] and proved in [4, 15, 16] that for the Maryland and
almost Mathieu models the sharp arithmetic condition is L(E) < β(α). It is indeed
“sharp” because for the almost Mathieu operator, there exist examples of eigenvalues
with L(E) = β(α) [2], and it was proved that the spectrum is pure point for a.e. x
if L(E) > β(α). The latter result was recently established for all type I operators,
a large open set of analytic potentials [9] and is conjectured to be universal for all
analytic potentials. The sharp arithmetic condition for singular continuous spectrum
(i.e. absence of eigenvalues in the regime of positive Lyapunov exponents) was proved,
effectively, for all Lipschitz f, in [4] (see also [1, footnote 3]). However, as soon as
the Lipschitz modulus of continuity is relaxed, the current results become less effective
[13], for example depending also on the Hölder exponent for Hölder f .

However, the same sharp arithmetic condition works for a.e. x for the Maryland
model [15] and some other discontinuous f [5]. Moreover, for all Lipschitz monotone f
pure point spectrum was proved in the authors’ recent work under the complementary
arithmetic condition L(E) > β(α), all this suggesting that the sharp arithmetic condi-
tion for absence of point spectrum of the form L(E) < β(α) is universal for operators
(1.1).

This universality is what we prove in this paper, for a large class of f.

2One can also check that (1.2) is necessary for L(E) to be finite for all E ∈ R.
3The quantity β(α) + 1 is sometimes referred to as the irrationality measure of α.
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For a 1-periodic f : R → R, define

(1.5) Var f := sup

{

n−1
∑

j=0

|f(xj+1)− f(xj)| : 0 = x0 < x1 . . . < xn = 1

}

.

For B > 0, let also

(1.6) [f ]B(x) :=

{

f(x), |f(x)| 6 B;

B, |f(x)| > B.

We say that a 1-periodic function f : R → [−∞,+∞) is of of semi-bounded variation

if

(1.7) V(f) := sup
B>1

1

B
Var[f ]B < +∞.

In particular, all 1-periodic functions monotone on [0, 1) are of semi-bounded variation.
For α ∈ R \Q, let H(x) be defined by (1.1). Our main result is

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that f : R → [−∞,+∞) is a 1-periodic function of semi-

bounded variation and satisfies (1.2). Then, for almost every x ∈ [0, 1), the set

{E ∈ R : 0 < L(E) < β(α)}

can only support singular continuous spectrum of H(x).

We have two immediate corollaries

Corollary 1.2. Suppose that f : R → [−∞,+∞) is 1-periodic, non-decreasing on

[0, 1), and satisfying (1.2). Then the conclusion of Theorem 1.1 holds.

Corollary 1.3. Suppose that f : R → R is 1-periodic with Var(f) < +∞. Then, the

conclusion of Theorem 1.1 holds.

Corollary 1.2 is the second part of the arithmetic phase transition theorem for
quasiperiodic operators with γ-monotone potentials, in which case it establishes also
the singular continuous spectrum for a.e. x, since a large class of discontinuous f, we
have L(E) > 0 for on a set of full spectral measure [22,23]. The pure point part of the
transition theorem has been recently obtained in [11]. The fact that L(E) = β(α) is
the exact transition point (at least, for a full measure set of phases) justifies the word
“sharp” in the title.

1.1. Acknowledgements. SJ’s work was supported by NSF DMS–2052899, DMS–
2155211, and Simons 896624. IK’s work was supported by NSF DMS–1846114, DMS–
2052519, and the 2022 Sloan Research Fellowship.

2. Some preliminaries: discrepancy and sufficient conditions for the

Gordon’s argument

2.1. Discrepancy and Koksma’s inequaltiy. Let x1, . . . , xn ∈ [0, 1] be real num-
bers. Following [14, Definition 1.2], define their discrepancy by

(2.1) D∗
n(x1, . . . , xn) = sup

0<t61

∣

∣

∣

∣

#{k : xk ∈ [0, t)}

n
− t

∣

∣

∣

∣

.
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Koksma’s inequality (see, for example, [14, Theorem 2.5.1]) states that, for any function
f on [0, 1] of bounded variation, we have

(2.2)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

0

f(x) dx−
1

n

n
∑

k=1

f(xk)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 Var(f)D∗
n(x1, . . . , xn).

Let

α = [a0, a1, a2, . . .] = a0 +
1

a1 +
1

a2+
1
...

be an irrational number represented by a continued fraction expansion. As usual,
denote the continued fraction approximants to α by truncating the above continued
fraction:

pk
qk

:= [a0, a1, a2, . . . , ak] = a0 +
1

a1 +
1

a2+
1

...+ 1
ak

.

The following well known estimate is contained in [14, Section 2.3], see also [18, 19].

Proposition 2.1. In the above notation, for irrational α we have

(2.3) Dqk({x}, {x+ α}, . . . , {x+ (qk − 1)α}) 6
2

qk
.

As a consequence,

(2.4) Dn({x}, {x+ α}, . . . , {x+ (n− 1)α}) = o(1), n→ +∞.

The rate of decay in (2.4) highly depends on α (but can be chosen uniformly in
x). It can be obtained by finding a sequence qk → +∞ such that n = skqk + rk with
rk = o(n) (for example, making a choice in a way that sk → +∞).

2.2. An abstract Gordon’s theorem. A sharp Gordon’s theorem (that is, the one
that involves the condition β(α) > L(E) rather than, say, β(α) > CL(E)) was first
presented in [4] to treat the singular continuous part of the arithmetic spectral transi-
tion for the almost Mathieu operator (see also [1, footnote 3]). In this subsection, we
will state Proposition 2.2, which is an abstract versions of such theorem. For the con-
venience of the reader, we also include the proof, even though it can be easily extracted
from the cited results. The proof of Theorem 1.1, therefore, reduces to verifying the
assumptions of Proposition 2.2.

Let V : Z → C, and qn → +∞. We will say that V has β-repetitions along {qn} if,
for n large enough,

(2.5) max
16s<qn

|V (s)− V (s+ qn)| 6 e−βqn, max
16s<qn

|V (s)− V (s− qn)| 6 e−βqn .

For a Schrödinger operator on ℓ2(Z) with the potential V

(2.6) (Hψ)(n) = ψ(n+ 1) + ψ(n− 1) + V (n)ψ(n),

define one-step transfer matrices

An(E) :=

(

E − V (n) −1
1 0

)
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and the multi-step transfer matrices by

Mn,k(E) :=

{

An−1(E)An−2(E) · · ·Ak(E), k 6 n;

M−1
k,n(E), k > n.

Note that we have

Mn,k(E) =Mn,ℓ(E)Mℓ,k(E), for k, ℓ, n ∈ Z.

Define also

Mn(E) :=Mn,0(E).

A sequence qn → +∞ will be called λ-telescopic for V at E if the following bounds are
satisfied for large enough n:

(2.7) ‖M2qn,qn+s+1‖‖Ms,0‖ 6 eλqn, for s = 0, . . . , qn − 1;

(2.8) ‖M−qn,−qn+s−1‖‖Ms,qn‖ 6 eλqn , for s = 0, . . . , qn − 1.

Proposition 2.2. Suppose that V has β-repetitions along a λ-telescopic sequence at

E with β > λ > 0. Then E is not an eigenvalue of H.

Proof. The argument in the proof is by now standard (see [4, 13, 17]). While most of
the proofs involve additional assumptions, the actual arguments can be stated in terms
of β-repetitions and λ-telescopic sequences defined above. For the convenience of the
reader, we include the complete argument. Since E is fixed, we will drop it from the

notation. Let also P :=

(

−1 0
0 0

)

. We have

M−qn −M−1
qn =M−qn,0 −M0,qn =

qn−1
∑

s=0

(V (s− qn)− V (s))M−qn,−qn+s−1PMs,qn,

M2qn −M2
qn = (M2qn,qn −Mqn)Mqn =

qn−1
∑

s=0

(V (s+ qn)− V (s))M2qn,qn+s+1PMs,0Mqn .

Using (2.5), (2.7), and (2.8), we arrive to, for every v ∈ C2:

(2.9) ‖M−qn −M−1
qn ‖ 6 qne

−(β−λ)qn ; ‖(M2qn −M2
qn)v‖ 6 qne

−(β−λ)qn‖Mqnv‖.

Suppose that ψ ∈ ℓ2(Z) is a non-trivial solution to Hu = Eu. Let v :=

(

ψ(0)
ψ(−1)

)

, and

assume that ‖v‖ = 1. Since |ψ(n)| → 0 as n→ +∞, we have

(2.10) ‖Mqnv‖, ‖M−qnv‖, ‖M2qnv‖ < 1/2

for n large enough. The characteristic equation

Mqn − (trMqn)I +M−1
qn = 0,

applied to v, implies

(2.11) | trMqn | 6 ‖Mqnv‖+ ‖M−qnv‖+ ‖M−qn −M−1
qn ‖ < 1
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for n large enough, in view of (2.9) and (2.10). However, another characteristic equation

M2
qn − (trMqn)Mqn + I = 0,

also applied to v, implies

‖M2qnv‖ > ‖M2
qnv‖−‖(M2qn −M

2
qn)v‖ > 1−| trMqn|‖Mqnv‖−‖(M2qn −M

2
qn)v‖ > 1/2,

again, for n large enough in view of (2.9), (2.11), (2.10), which contradicts the last
estimate in (2.10).

3. A uniform upper bound for cocycles of bounded variation

LetM : R → MN(C) be a 1-periodic matrix-valued measurable function. A quasiperi-
odic cocycle (over an irrational rotation) is a pair (α,M), where α ∈ R \Q. The n-th
iteration of the cocycle (α,M) is defined by

(α,M)n = (nα,Mn), where Mn(x) =
0
∏

k=n−1

M(x+ kα),

and the (maximal) Lyapunov exponent is defined by

(3.1) L(α,M) := lim
n→∞

1

n

∫

[0,1)

log ‖Mn(x)‖ dx = inf
n∈N

1

n

∫

[0,1)

log ‖Mn(x)‖ dx.

We will say that M is of bounded variation if all its matrix elements Mij = Mij(x)
satisfy VarMij < +∞, see (1.5). Our goal is to establish the following uniform upper
bound on the iterates of linear cocycles of bounded variation.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that M : R → MN (C) is 1-periodic and of bounded variation.

Then, for every ε > 0, there exists n0 = n0(ε, α,M) > 0 such that for every n > n0

one has
1

n
log ‖Mn(x)‖ 6 L(α,M) + ε, ∀x ∈ [0, 1).

Remark 3.2. In the continuous case, the result follows in a standard way by subad-
ditivity, unique ergodicity of the irrational rotation, and compactness. In the case of
bounded almost continuous cocycles4, the bound was obtained in [12]. Here we show
that bounded variation is sufficient.

We will need several preliminaries in order to proceed with the proof. The se-

quence log ‖Mn(x)‖ forms a sub-additive cocycle with 1
n

∫ 1

0
log ‖Mn(x)‖ dx converging

to L(α,M). We will consider iterations of this cocycle over pieces of the trajectory
of length m as a subadditive cocycle over the rotation x 7→ x + mα. For large m,
the interaction between these iterations behaves like an additive cocycle, for which
uniform upper bounds follow from applying Koksma’s inequality and monotonicity un-
der truncations. It will be convenient to state the following straightforward lemma
separately.

4that is, continuous outside a set whose closure has measure zero
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Lemma 3.3. Let

h ∈ L1[0, 1); −∞ 6 h(x) 6 B, ∀x ∈ [0, 1).

Let also

{r0, . . . , rn−1} ⊂ [0, 1), D := D∗
n(r0, . . . , rn−1).

Suppose that, for some A > B, we have Var[h]A < +∞. Then

(3.2)
1

n

n−1
∑

j=0

h(rj) 6
1

n

n−1
∑

j=0

[h]A(rj) 6

∫ 1

0

[h]A(x) dx+DVar[h]A.

Proof. The first inequality in (3.2) follow from the definition of hA and the fact that
A > B. The second inequality follows from Koksma’s inequality (2.2).

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Let gm(x) :=
1
m
log ‖Mm(x)‖. From subadditivity of the original

cocycle, we have (in the first inequality, without loss of generality)

+∞ >

∫ 1

0

gm(x) dx >

∫ 1

0

g2m(x) dx > L(α,M), ∀m ∈ N.

Since M is bounded, we have

(3.3) gm(x) 6 C1 = C1(M), ∀x ∈ [0, 1), ∀m ∈ N.

and, since ‖Mm(·)‖ is of bounded variation and [log | · |]A is a Lipschitz function, we
also have

(3.4) Var[gm0 ]A 6 C2 = C2(m0, α,M,A).

We will prove the upper bound by an ε/4-argument. Fix ε > 0 and find some m0 > 0
and A = A(m0) > C1 such that

(3.5)

∫ 1

0

gm0(x) dx− L(α,M) < ε/4,

∫ 1

0

[gm0 ]A(x) dx−

∫ 1

0

gm0(x) dx 6 ε/4.

Note that the left hand sides of both inequalities are non-negative, and all terms are
finite. Use Proposition 2.1 to find k0 = k0(A,m0, α,M) large enough so that
(3.6)
Dk := D∗

k(x, x+m0α, x+2m0α, . . . , x+(k−1)m0α) < C−1
2 ε/4, ∀k > k0, ∀x ∈ [0, 1).

Let n = km0 with k > k0. Then, by expressing Mn(x) as a product of Mk(·), one can
apply Lemma 3.3 combined with (3.5), (3.6) and obtain

(3.7)
1

n
log ‖Mn(x)‖ 6

1

k

k−1
∑

j=0

gm0(x+ km0α) 6

∫ 1

0

[gm0 ]A(x) dx+ C2Dk

6 L(α,M) + 3ε/4.

This completes the proof of the theorem for n divisible by m0. In order to consider the
general case, let n = km0 +m large enough so that k > k0 and 0 6 m < m0. Then

log ‖Mn(x)‖ 6 log ‖Mkm0(x)‖+mgm(x+ km0α) 6 km0(L(α,M) + 3ε/4) +m0C1.
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After dividing by n and using the fact that n > km0, one obtains

1

n
log ‖Mn(x)‖ 6 L(α,M) + 3ε/4 +

m0C1

n
6 L(α,M) + 3ε/4 +

C1

k
.

The proof can now be completed by choosing k > 4C1/ε.

Remark 3.4. In Theorem 3.1, we only used the properties of the scalar sub-additive
cocycle gm. It is easy to restate the result completely in these terms. Let {gm}m∈Z be
a sub-additive real scalar cocycle over a circle rotation. Suppose that g0(x) is bounded
from above and Var[gm]A < +∞ for all m ∈ Z, A ∈ R. Suppose also that L(g) > −∞.
Then the same conclusion holds: for every ε > 0, there exists n0 = n0(ε, α, g) > 0 such
that for every n > n0 one has

1

n
gn(x) 6 L(α, g) + ε, ∀x ∈ [0, 1).

Since we only used the fact that Dk → 0, the arguments apply to all ergodic circle
maps, rather than just rotations.

4. Estimates for scalar functions of semi-bounded variation

In this section, we obtain some estimates for scalar functions of bounded variation,
which will be used in obtaining β-repetitions and the λ-telescopic property later for
Schrödinger cocycles.

4.1. Finite difference estimates. The original proofs of Gordon’s theorem for quasiperi-
odic operators require some kind of uniform differentiability (e. g. Lipschitz property)
of f in order produce β-repetitions. The following lemma, as well as Corollaries 4.2
and 4.3, are motivated by the fact that every function of bounded variation is almost
everywhere differentiable.

Lemma 4.1. Let f be a 1-periodic function on R, non-decreasing on [0, 1), with

|f(x)| 6 B, ∀x ∈ R.

For every δ ∈ (0, 1) and A > 0, we have

(4.1) |{x ∈ [0, 1) : |f(x+ δ)− f(x)| > Aδ}| 6 2δ + 6BA−1.

Proof. The set
S := {x ∈ (δ, 1− δ) : f(x) < f(x) + Aδ}

satisfies the trivial inclusion

S ⊂ ∪x∈S[x, x+ δ] ⊂ [0, 1).

By Vitali’s covering lemma, there exist finitely many xj ∈ S such that the intervals
[xj , xj + δ] are disjoint, and the intervals [xj − δ, xj + 2δ] cover S. Let

S ′ := ∪j [xj , xj + δ].

We have, using the fact that the intervals [xj , xj + δ] are disjoint and that f is non-
decreasing:

|S| 6 3|S ′| = 3
∑

j

|[xj , xj + δ]| < 3A−1
∑

j

(f(xj + δ)− f(xj)) 6 6A−1B.
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Since the remaining part of the set in (4.1) is contained in [0, δ]∪[1−δ, 1), this completes
the proof.

Corollary 4.2. Let f be a 1-periodic function on R with Var f < +∞. Then a similar

conclusion holds: For every δ ∈ (0, 1) and A > 0, we have

|{x ∈ [0, 1) : |f(x+ δ)− f(x)| > Aδ}| 6 4δ + 6A−1Var f.

Proof. The function f is a difference of functions of the kind considered in Lemma 4.1
whose absolute values are bounded by 1

2
Var f .

Corollary 4.3. Let f : R → [−∞,+∞) be a 1-periodic function satisfying (1.2): that

is,
∫ 1

0

log(1 + |f(x)|) dx < +∞.

For every δ ∈ (0, 1) and A,B > 0, we have

(4.2) |{x ∈ [0, 1) : |f(x+ δ)− f(x)| > Aδ}| 6

6 4δ + 6A−1eB Var[f ]eB +
2

B

∫

{x∈[0,1): log(1+|f(x)|)>B}

log(1 + |f(x)|) dx.

Proof. If Var[f ]eB = +∞, there is nothing to prove. Otherwise, apply Corollary 4.2
to [f ]eB and estimate the measure of the set where f(x) 6= [f ]eB(x) or f(x + δ) 6=
[f ]eB(x+ δ) by Markov’s inequality.

4.2. Multiplicative upper estimates. In this subsection, we discuss some appli-
cations of Koksma’s inequality (2.2) which involve estimates of sums of functions of
bounded variation over finite sets with known bounds on discrepancies. They are re-
ferred to as “multiplicative” since later they will be applied to the function log(1+ |f |).
We start from the following restatement of Lemma 3.3. Recall, as defined in (1.6):

[h]B(x) =

{

h(x), |h(x)| 6 B;

B, |h(x)| > B.

Lemma 4.4. Let

{r0, . . . , rn−1} ⊂ [0, 1), D := D∗
n(r0, . . . , rn−1).

Suppose that h ∈ L1[0, 1) and, for some B > 0, we have V = Var[h]B < +∞. Then

(4.3)
1

n

n−1
∑

j=0

[h]B(x+ rj) 6

∫ 1

0

[h]B(x) dx+ 2DV, ∀x ∈ [0, 1).

As a consequence,

(4.4)

{

x ∈ [0, 1) :
1

n

n−1
∑

j=0

h(x+ rj) >

∫ 1

0

[h]B(x) dx+ 2DV

}

⊂

⊂

n−1
⋃

j=0

{x ∈ [0, 1) : h(x+ rj) > B} .
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As another consequence, the measure of the above set can be estimated by
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

{

x ∈ [0, 1) :
1

n

n−1
∑

j=0

h(x+ rj) >

∫ 1

0

[h]B(x) dx+ 2DV

}
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6
n

B

∫

x∈[0,1): h(x)>B

h(x) dx.

Proof. Follows from applying Lemma 3.3 to [h]B, in which case the exceptional set
would be the set where h(x+ rj) > B for some j.

The factor 2 can be omitted if one replaces the definition of discrepancy by a trans-
lationally invariant one.

As mentioned above, Lemma 4.4 will be applied to the function

h(x) = logF (x) = log(1 + |f(x)|),

where f is of semi-bounded variation. Recall that the latter means

V(f) := sup
B>1

1

B
Var[f ]B < +∞.

In order to obtain a meaningful statement, we will need some estimates on [log(1 +
|f |)]B. For −∞ 6 B1 < B2 6 +∞, define

[f ]B1,B2(x) =











B1, f(x) 6 B1;

f(x), B1 < f(x) < B2;

B2, f(x) > B2.

Clearly, [f ]B = [f ]−B,B for B > 0. The following lemma is elementary and we omit the
proof.

Lemma 4.5. Suppose that f : R → R is 1-periodic, and B1 < B2 < B3. Then

Var[f ]B1,B3 = Var[f ]B1,B2 +Var[f ]B2,B3.

The next lemma shows that if f is of semi-bounded variation, then so is log(1+ |f |).

Lemma 4.6. Let F > 1, N ∈ N. Then

(4.5) Var[logF ]N 6

⌈N/ log 2⌉
∑

j=0

2−j Var[F ]2j ,2j+1 .

As a consequence,

Var[logF ]B 6 2 log(2)BV(F ), ∀B > 1.

Proof. The first inequality follows from Lemma 4.5 and the fact that log(·) has deriv-
ative bounded by 2−j on [2j , 2j+1]. The second inequality follows from the estimate

Var[F ]2j ,2j+1 6 Var[F ]2j+1 6 2j+1V(F ).

Finally, the following lemma will be useful in obtaining factorizations of Schrödinger
cocycles.

Lemma 4.7. Suppose that f is of semi-bounded variation. Then f
1+|f |

has bounded

variation.
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Proof. By considering positive and negative parts of f and in view of Lemma 4.5, one
can assume without loss of generality that f > 0. We have

Var
f

1 + f
= Var

1

1 + f
=

+∞
∑

j=0

Var

[

1

1 + f

]

2−(j+1),2−j

.

Since
(

1

1 + t

)′

= −

(

1

1 + t

)2

,

we have

Var

[

1

1 + f

]

2−(j+1),2−j

6 2−2j Var[f ]2j−1,2j+1−1 6 2−jV(f),

which completes the proof after summation.

5. Factorized cocycles and proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we will establish telescopic bounds for a class of cocycles that admit a
factorization that allows to combine Theorem 3.1 with estimates of the kind obtained
in Lemma 4.4, in order to obtain telescopic bounds. Afterwards, we will show that
Schrödinger cocycles admit such factorization and complete the proof of Theorem 1.1.

5.1. Telescopic bounds for factorized cocycles. Let M : R → MN(C) be a mea-
surable 1-periodic function. We will assume that the following factorization takes
place:

M(x) = F (x)G(x),

where G : R → MN (C) is a 1-periodic matrix-valued function of bounded variation
such that L(α,G) > −∞, and F (x) > 1 is a scalar function, satisfying

(5.1)

∫ 1

0

logF (x) dx < +∞

and the variation estimate

(5.2) Var[logF ]B < +∞, ∀B > 1.

Fix some finite subset of [0, 1) with a uniform discrepancy bound

{r0, . . . , rn−1} ⊂ [0, 1), D∗
n(x+ r0, x+ r1, . . . , x+ rn−1) 6 D, ∀x ∈ [0, 1).

Define

(5.3) Ps(x) :=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

s+1
∏

j=n−1

M(x+ rj)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

0
∏

j=s

M(x+ rj)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

.

Lemma 5.1. Let M(x), F (x), G(x), and {r0, . . . , rn−1} be as above. Define Ps(x) by
(5.3). Let n be large enough so that the conclusion of Theorem 3.1 holds for (α,G).
Suppose that 2DVar[logF ]B < ε. Then

{

x ∈ (0, 1) : Ps(x) > en(L(α,M)+2ε)
}

⊂

{

x ∈ [0, 1) :
1

n

n−1
∑

j=0

logF (x+ rj) > L(α, F ) + ε

}

.



12 S. JITOMIRSKAYA AND I. KACHKOVSKIY

The set in the right hand side is, in turn, contained in

n−1
⋃

j=0

{

x ∈ [0, 1) : F (x+ rj) > eB
}

.

Proof. Follows from the direct applications of Theorem 3.1 for (α,M) and Lemma 4.4
for (α, F ) (the scalar cocycle).

We will now describe a more concrete application relevant to Theorem 1.1. Let
pk
qk

be a continued fraction approximant to α, and suppose that δ < 1
10qk

. For s =

0, 1, . . . , qk − 1, define

Rs := {x, x+α, . . . , x+(s−1)α, x+(s+1)α+δ, x+(s+2)α+δ, . . . , x+(qk−1)α+δ}.

The set Rs has qk − 1 elements. It is easy to see that have

D∗
qk−1(Rs) 6

3

qk
.

Corollary 5.2. Under the assumptions and using the notation of Lemma 5.1, let n =
qk − 2, {r0, . . . , rqk−2} = Rs defined above. Then

qk−1
⋃

s=0

{x ∈ (0, 1) : Ps(x) > enL(α,M)+2ε} ⊂

⊂

(

qk−1
⋃

j=0

{

x ∈ [0, 1) : F (x+ jα) > eB
}

)

∪

(

qk−1
⋃

j=0

{

x ∈ [0, 1) : F (x+ jα+ δ) > eB
}

)

.

As a consequence,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

qk−1
⋃

s=0

{x ∈ (0, 1) : Ps(x) > enL(α,M)+2ε}

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6
2qk
B

∫

{x∈[0,1): F (x)>eB}

logF (x) dx.

Proof. Follows from applying Lemma 5.1 to all choices of Rs and combining all possible
cases.

5.2. Schrödinger cocycles and the proof of Theorem 1.1. We are now ready to
apply the general results to Schrödinger cocycles. Let

(5.4) Sf,E(x) :=

(

E − f(x) −1
1 0

)

=: F (x)G(x, E), where F (x) := 1 + |f(x)|.

Corollary 5.3. Define F,G as in (5.4), and that f satisfies the assumptions of Theo-

rem 1.1: that is,

V(f) = sup
B>1

1

B
Var[f ]B < +∞, logF ∈ L1[0, 1).

Let ε > 0. Assume that qnj
is a sequence of denominators of the continued fraction

expansion of α such that

+∞
∑

j=1

(

∫

{

x∈[0,1): F (x)>e
εqnj /10

}

logF (x) dx

)

< +∞.
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Then there exists a full measure subset Xtel ∈ [0, 1) such that, for every x ∈ Xtel and

every E ∈ R, the sequence {qnj
} is (L(α,E) + ε)-telescopic for V (n) = f(x+ nα).

Proof. Since | · | is Lipschitz, we have that F (x) = 1+ |f(x)| also satisfies V(F ) < +∞.
From Lemma 4.6, the same holds for logF . From Lemma 4.7, the matrix elements of
G are of bounded variation, and therefore satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 3.1.
As a consequence, one can apply Lemma 5.1 and Corollary 5.2 with, say, B = εqk

10
,

combined with the Borel–Cantelli lemma.

Remark 5.4. An important ingredient of the proof is the fact that F (x) in the factor-
ization (5.4) does not depend on E, which allows to avoid considering an intersection
of uncountably many full measure subsets. While G(x, E) will be of bounded varia-
tion for all E, we do not require any control of the dependence of n0(ε, α,M) with
M = G(·, E) in Theorem 3.1 on E.

It remains to establish β-repetitions. We will use Corollary 4.3 in the following
result.

Corollary 5.5. Suppose that f : R → [−∞,+∞) with

V(f) < +∞, logF ∈ L1[0, 1).

Let ε > 0. Assume that qnj
is a sequence of denominators of the continued fraction

expansion of α such that

+∞
∑

j=1

(

∫

{

x∈[0,1): F (x)>e
εqnj /10

}

logF (x) dx

)

< +∞, qnj+1 > eβqnj .

Then there exists a full measure subset Xrep ∈ [0, 1) such that, for every x ∈ X and

every E ∈ R, the potential V (n) = f(x+ nα) has (β − ε)-repetitions along qnj
.

Proof. Apply (4.2) from Corollary 4.3 with B =
εqnj

10
, δ = ± dist(qnj

α,Z) and, say,

A = eεqnj /5.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is now obtained directly by combining Proposition 2.2
with Corollaries 5.3 and 5.5.
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