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LOCALIZATION PHENOMENA IN THE RANDOM XXZ SPIN CHAIN
ALEXANDER ELGART AND ABEL KLEIN

ABSTRACT. It is shown that the infinite random Heisenberg XXZ spin—% chain exhibits,
with probability one, spectral, eigenstate, and weak dynamical localization in an arbi-
trary (but fixed) energy interval in a non-trivial parameters range. The crucial step in
the argument is a proof that if the Green functions for the associated finite systems
Hamiltonians exhibit certain (volume-dependent) decay properties in a fixed energy in-
terval, then the infinite volume Green function decays in the same interval as well. The
pertinent finite systems decay properties for the random XXZ model had been previously
verified by the authors.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. The model and (informal) main result. A quantum model is associated with
a Hamiltonian (self-adjoint operator) on the state space (Hilbert space). Primary goals
include studying its spectrum, eigenstates, and associated dynamics.

1

The simplest non-trivial quantum system is a single spin-3, characterized by a two-

dimensional complex state space C2, spanned by two orthonormal vectors called qubits:
. 1 . ..
the spin-up 1) = <0) and the spin-down |) = <(1)) states. The self-adjoint operators on

this space are real linear combinations of the identity 1¢2 and the three Pauli matrices,

(01 (0 =\ ._ (10
“\to) 77\ o0) 7 7\ 1)

Spin chains are arrays of spins indexed by subsets A < Z. If A is finite, the corre-
sponding state space is the tensor product Hilbert space Hy = ®;epaH;i, where each H; is
a copy of C*. For infinite A, we let H, o be the vector subspace of ), , H; spanned by
tensor products of the form X),_, i, @i € {1)i, |)i}, with a finite number of spin-downs,
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equipped with the tensor product inner product, and let H, be its Hilbert space comple-
tion. A single spin operator of acting on the i-th spin is lifted to H by identifying it with
od®1 A}, Where 15\ denotes the identity operator on Ha g, i.e., it acts non-trivially
only in the tensor product’s i-th component. To stress the i-th dependence, we will de-
note such single spin operator by af. More generally, If S < A, and Ag is an operator on
Hs, we often identify it with its natural embedding on H,, namely with Ag ® Tas.

The original motivation to study quantum spin systems goes back to the 1920s when
their usefulness in explaining ferromagnetism was realized by Lenz, Ising, Dirac, and
Heisenberg, among others. They are now playing a role in explaining various phenom-
ena in a plethora of physics, computer science, chemistry, and biology topics. The rich
structure associated with these systems is related to their complexity: While a single
spin has a very simple state space, the dimensionality of n spins grows exponentially
fast with n. On the flip side, even for modestly sized spin systems where n ranges in
dozens, the computational cost of their numerical analysis is prohibitive. This problem is
colloquially known in physics as the curse of dimensionality and is the main cause of our
very limited theoretical understanding of such models, especially of their thermodynamic
limit A — Z.

In this work, we study spectral and dynamical properties of the random XXZ quantum
spin—% chain. The random Hamiltonian H* = H2 on H, is given by@

HY =3 Y (ofomtoiofn) + 1 Ni— Y NN +A 3wl ()

{ii+1}cA ieA {ii+1}cA ieA

where 0 = 2(0” + io¥) are called the ladder operators and N = 1(1¢2 — 07) is known
as the number operator. The constant A is the anisotropy parameter; we assume A > 1
(the Ising phase). The parameter A > 0 determines the strength of a random transversal
field ).\ wiN;, where w = {w;},_, is a family of random variables. Throughout this work
we assume that {w;},., are independent, identically distributed random variables, whose
common probability distribution p is absolutely continuous with a bounded density and
satisfies {0,1} < supp pu < [0, 1].

H" is a well defined positive bounded self-adjoint operator for finite sets A. For infinite
sets H”® is understood as an unbounded positive self-adjoint operator on H,. Alterna-
tively,, one can exploit the fact that H* commutes with the total number of particles
operator NA = Dien i to represent it as a direct sum of bounded Hamiltonians of sys-
tems with a fixed number N of particles. The corresponding N-particles Hamiltonian
HY is a random Schrodinger operator on a certain subgraph of AV,

The free (A = 0) XXZ system is a special variant of the famous Heisenberg model. For
A = 7Z, its spectrum can be determined using the method, introduced by Bethe in 1931,
known as the Bethe ansatz. Its ground state energy 0 is separated by a gap of size 1 — %
from the rest of the spectrum, which is expected to be absolutely continuous due to the
translation invariance of the underlying Hamiltonian. This feature has been verified for
some energy intervals [19, [16].

Starting from the first decade of the new millennium, the randomized version of this
operator (A > 0) has been proposed as a prototypical model for study of the many-
body localization (MBL) phenomenon in solid state physics. The initial investigations (of
numerical and heuristic nature) in the physics community seemed to indicate that for large
values of A a completely different system’s behavior emerges: The spectrum becomes pure
point almost surely and the system’s dynamics changes drastically, with thermalization
not occurring even in the asymptotic limit of infinite system size and evolution time.

1Our definition of H® incorporates a choice of boundary condition if A # Z .
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Such behavior is called the MBL phase. While localization phenomenon for single-particle
systems is well understood, and indeed persists in infinite volume systems for all times,
it is an open question in physics whether the MBL phase does occur. It is also not clear
what is its precise characterizations, see [23] for the recent review (other physics reviews
on this topic include [20, 5, [1]).

For single-particle systems, one usually distinguishes three types of localization: Spec-
tral, eigenstate, and dynamical localization. We will now briefly describe these forms
of localization to put our results for the random XX7 model in that context; a more
detailed description can be found in Appendix [Al We will use the same nomenclature for
the many-body case as well, but we warn the reader that single-particle localization and
MBL describe different phenomena.

Spectral localization for a random operator H,, in a prescribed energy interval I man-
ifests itself as pure point spectrum in I, almost surely. This type of localization is
informative only for infinite systems, but it is necessary for formulation of the subsequent
types of localization in such models.

Figenstate localization is described at the level of the eigenvectors for H,,, and reflects
their spatial confinement. A strong form of eigenstate localization is exponential decay
of the eigencorrelator, see (2.20) below for its definition.

Dynamical localization is the non-spreading of initially localized wave packets (in the
Schrodinger picture) or of local observables (in the Heisenberg picture), in the course of
the time evolution generated by H,,. Eigenstate localization is typically not sufficient to
guarantee dynamical localization. The decay of the eigencorrelator can be seen as a weak
(in the operator-topological sense) form of dynamical localization. Since local observables
for a single-particle system are either compact (in the discrete case) or relatively compact
(in the continuum case), weak dynamical localization implies dynamical localization for
such systems. As the result, for single-particle models the decay of the eigencorrelator
is essentially synonymous with dynamical localization. This is no longer the case for
many-body systems, where local observables are full rank operators.

The existing mathematical results for few-particles systems (e.g., [8, 13, 18, [17]) show
that for sufficiently large parameters A and A the infinite volume Hamiltonian Hy ob-
tained by restricting the full Hamiltonian to the N particle sector is spectrally, eigenstate,
and weakly dynamically localized for all energies, provided N < Ny(A,\) < 0. These
methods could not be significantly improved by considering energies in a fixed interval
[07 EO] :

Our main result, stated informally below, shows that the infinite volume random XXZ
model is spectrally, eigenstate, and weakly dynamically localized in a fixed energy interval
[0, Eo], uniformly in N, as long as AA? is sufficiently large. This regime is sometimes
referred in physics as zero temperature MBL. We sketch both few-particles and zero
temperature localization regimes in Figure [[l The precise mathematical formulation is
given in Theorem 2.1

Theorem 1.1 (Informal formulation). Let HZ be the the random XXZ Hamiltonian on
Hz, with parameters A > land A > 0. Fiz the energy interval I(Ey) = [0, Eo], where
Ey > 0. Then, if NA? is sufficiently large, we have:

(i) Spectral and eigenstate localization in the interval I(Ey): The spectrum of HZ in
I(Ey) is almost surely pure point, and the corresponding eigenvectors in I(FEy)
decay exponentially fast away from their localization centers (in a suitable sense).

(ii) Weak dynamical localization in the interval I(Ey): The expectation of the absolute
value of the matriz elements of X1y (H?)eé"™" decays exponentially fast (in a
suitable sense), uniformly in t € R.
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N

F1GURE 1. A localization cartoon for the infinite volume XXZ model in
strong disorder/weak interaction regimes. The blue region A is the few-
particles localization N € [0, No|, the green region B is the zero temperature
localization E € [0, Ey] (our result). The total region of localization can be
extended to include the pink sector C' using existing methods. The white
region D is currently not understood.

1.2. Relation with existing research results and open problems. As we already
mentioned, despite intensive efforts in the condensed physics community in the past two
decades, even the very existence of the MBL phase remains a point of debate in the
physics literature. On the mathematical level, limited progress in understanding this
phenomenon has been made, mostly related to the random XXZ model. As far as we
are aware, Theorem [LI] is the first result establishing localization properties for not
exactly solvable infinite spin systems in this generality. That being said, from the physics
perspective results of this kind constitute a clear indication of the MBL phase only if the
energy intervals are allowed to grow with the system size.

Up to a few years ago, rigorous MBL-related results were restricted to the class of
exactly solvable models (see the review [2]). More recently, for the random XXZ model,
spectral and dynamical localization in the special energy interval [1 — i,Z (1 — i)),
called the droplet spectrum, was established in [7, [L5]. These results led to the validation
of other important many-body features associated with MBL in the droplet spectrum,
among them the exponential clustering properties for associated eigenfunctions and non-
propagation of information [14], and the area law for the entanglement entropy [6].

The finite volumes bound obtained in [12] for a fixed energy interval provides a crit-
ical input for the current paper, and were used to obtain dynamical (rather than weak
dynamical) localization type results for finite systems in the same regime [13]. However,
the bounds in [13] depend on the system’s volume, precluding any conclusions for infinite
system. If the volume dependence could be suppressed, one could use these results in
establishing the stability of the logarithmic light cone against generic local perturbations
[24]. Tt would be interesting to see whether the estimates developed in this paper could
yield significantly stronger version of the result established in [13], but it is an open
question if this volume dependence can be completely removed using these methods.

Most of the MBL attributes would be achieved if one can show the existence of a
quasi-local unitary U such that with large probability U* HU is a diagonal Hamiltonian,
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in the sense that it commutes with every o7 operator. The implication is that U*HU
can be represented as a sum of weighted products [],. o7 over subsets X € A which
are referred to as local integrals of motions (LIOM) in the physics literature. The LIOM
representation was first proposed in [22] as a possible mechanism explaining MBL, and
became a popular physics tool for the heuristic derivation of the majority of MBL features.
In particular, the existence of such U implies that one can construct an eigenbasis for H
consisting of vectors of the form U1, where v is a product state.

For the Anderson model in the strong disorder regime, in any finite volume one can
construct a (semi-uniformly) quasi-local U that diagonalizes the Hamiltonian. (This
follows from the results in |11].) The construction relies on eigenstate localization for all
energies and the possibility to label the underlying eigenfunctions according to the spatial
position of their localization centers. Such labeling is attainable for the Anderson model
due to the fact that one can show that with large probability the spectrum of H is level
spaced for sufficiently regular distribution of the random potential. The methods used in
the present work are not sufficient to establish LIOM localization for two reasons: (a) We
can only prove localization in a fixed energy interval and not on the whole spectrum of H;
and (b) It is not known whether the spectrum of H is level spaced with large probability.
It is not clear whether it is reasonable (even from the physics perspective) to expect that
such U exists in the first place.

The recent preprint [9] considers a weak deterministic perturbation of a diagonal (and
thus exactly solvable) random model, namely the Ising model in a random longitudinal
field, on intervals A of size y~¢, where v is the perturbation strength and ¢ > 0 is a small
but nonzero exponent. One of the main results announced there is the construction of
a uniformly quasi-local unitary U such that U*HU is a diagonal operator. The authors
exploit it to extract a useful information about this spin chain consistent with MBL,
namely that the spin transport is anomalous in this system. It will be interesting to
consider the analogue of this scaling type result in the XXZ setting. Namely, one would
want to consider A fixed and A large, and investigate a possible existence of a quasi-local
U that diagonalizes H on scales |A| ~ A€,

From the technical point of view, the proof of Theorem [I.I] uses the finite volume
results developed in [12] as the input to obtain results for infinite systems, suppressing
the volume dependence in these estimates. In the next section we introduce the necessary
technical notation, state the precise formulation of Theorem [I.Tl and present the technical
results that establish it.

2. MAIN RESULT AND TECHNICAL STEPS

We fix A > 1 and A > 0. Let |S| stand for the cardinality of S < Z. Given A c Z, we
let Pr(A) = {x < A, |x| < o0} be the collection of finite subsets of A, and let Py(A) =
{x © A, x| = N} for N € N be the subset of P;(A) consisting of sets with cardinality
N. We will use notation P, (A) for the set Pr(A)\{T}.

Given A  Z, let H* be the Hamiltonian given in (L)), and consider the canonical

orthonormal basis &, = {¢x}xepf ) for Ha, where

g = ¢% = Qiea Diy  Ox = ¢ = (Ho[) gb% for x € PL(A). (2.1)

1EX
Note that ¢, the vacuum state, is an eigenvector for H* with the simple eigenvalue 0.
(It is the ground state for H*, as we shall see later.) Note also that ¢} = ¢7 ® gbg\s for
x < S < A. (We will suppress the A dependence from ¢, for ease of notation when it is
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clear from the context.) ®, can be decomposed as the disjoint union

[A]
Oy = ) )", where (" = {¢y,x € Py(A)}. (2.2)
N=0
If x € Py(A) with N > 1, we identify x with (z1,...,2y5) € AN, where 21 < 29 < ... <

zy, and set |z|, = Z@]L |z;] and |x]|, = (Zf\il xf>§
Given S c Z finite, we set
P’ =®s(1; —N;) and PS=14—P5 if S+,

2.3
PP =13 and P9 =14- PP —q. (23)

Note N; = P! for all i e Z.
For a unit vector ¢ € Ha, we denote by 7, the orthogonal projection onto ¢. If
u e Py(A), we write m, = my,. We have

Ty = Pf\uHueuNu for all ueP,(A), (2.4)

We denote by RY = (H A z)_l the resolvent operator, which is well defined for
z € C\R (and for almost all z € R if A is finite), and use the Green function notation,

GA(x,y) = (¢x, R2py) for finite x,y < A. (2.5)

More generally, for an operator 7' on H, we denote by T'(x,y) its matrix elements with
respect to the standard basis, i.e.,

T(x,y) ={¢x, Tdy); mote |T(x,y)| = |lmxTmy|. (2.6)
In addition, we set
P(x) = (Px, ) forall ¢ eH,y and x e Pr(A). (2.7)

We let B(I) denote the collection of all bounded Borel measurable functions f sup-
ported on the interval I, and set By(I) = {f € B(I), sup,, |f(t)| < 1}.

We equip Z with the usual graph distance dz(z,y) = |z —y| for z,y € Z. We will
consider A < Z as a subgraph of Z, and denote by dists(-,-) the graph distance in
A, which can be infinite if A is not a connected subset of Z. Given S ¢ A < Z and
pe N’ = {0} UN, we set

[S]) = {z € A : disty (z, S) < p},
AS ={reA: dy(z,5) =1} =[S ]:\S,

A (2.8)
0y S ={xre: disty (x,A\S) = 1},
ArS =0rSuadts.
We also consider the Hausdorff distance between subsets of A, given by
d%(U,V) = max {maUXdA(u, V),ma‘u/xd,\(v, U)} for U,V c A, (2.9)
ue vE
and observe that
d3 (U, V) =dy(U, V) if UVcScA. (2.10)

Due to the conservation of the total magnetization in the XXZ spin chain (see the next
section), for any z € C and, more generally, for any bounded Borel measurable function
f, we have

GA(x,y) = f(HM)(x,y) =0 forall x,ye Ps(A)with |x| # |y|. (2.11)
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This justifies the introduction of a modified Hausdorff distance between finite subsets
x,y of A:

5 dy(x,y) if |x| =y
d = { H . 2.12
(%) { o0 otherwise ( )

We consider the following energy intervals, labeled by t € R, and defined by
Igt:(—oc,(tﬁ—i)(l—i)), th{ZE(C:ReZE]@},
= [(1=4) .+ H (- 1),

We will denote by E, the expectation with respect to the random variables {w;},.,. In
this paper we will use generic constants C| ¢, etc., whose values will be allowed to change
from line to line, even in the same line in a displayed equation. These constants will,
in general, depend on the fixed parameters of the model such as p, A, A\, and on the
fractional moment exponent s, but (critically) they will be volume-independent. We will
not indicate the dependence on the fixed parameters and on s, but, when necessary, we
will indicate the dependence of a constant on other parameters, say ¢, N, ..., explicitly
by writing the constant as Cy, Cy n, . ... If we write C, it does not depend on N. These
constants can always be estimated from the arguments, but we will not track the changes
to avoid complicating the arguments. We will use C' to indicate that the constant should
be sufficiently large for a bound to hold, and ¢ to indicate that the constant should be
sufficiently small, but still requiring ¢ > 0 . We generally use the same C and ¢ for
different constants in the same equation.

We are now ready to give the mathematically precise formulation of Theorem [l

(2.13)

Theorem 2.1. Fix parameters Ay > 1 and N\g > 0. Given q € %NO, there exists a
constant Y (which depends on Ay, Ao, i, and q) such that, for all A = Ay and XA = Ag
satisfying AA? =Y the following holds:

(i) H? exhibits spectral and eigenstate localization in the interval I<,, more precisely,
there exists an event £, with Pz(E) = 1, such that for w € € the spectrum of H”
in I<, is pure point, and if 1 = 1, is an eigenfunction of H” with corresponding
eigenvalue in I<,, so N%p = Ny, where N, € N°, it decays exponentially in the
following sense:

()] < Cun, [yl e @) for all y e PL(2), (2.14)
where x, € Py, (Z) is a center of localization for ¢, that is, it satisfies
(el + 1)~

() =

S, o (uly + 1)) (2.15)

(ii) H? exhibits weak dynamical localization in the interval I<,, more precisely,

feBi(l<q)

Ez { sup | f(H)(x, y)]} < Cpeediy)  for all x,y e P.(Z). (2.16)

Remark 2.2. The result above is not vacuous as the spectrum o(H*) = {0} U [1 — %, 0)
with probability one. (See, e.g., the discussion in [15]). Note also that 0 is a simple
eigenvalue.

The key input for proving Theorem 2.1]is an immediate corollary to [12, Theorem 2.4],
which we now state.
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Theorem 2.3. Fiz parameters Ao > 1 and Mg > 0. Let g € 3N° and s € (0,3). Then
there exists a constant’Y (which depends on Ao, Mo, 1, q, and s) such that, for all A = Aq
and X = \g satisfying A\A? =Y the following holds: For all finite D < 7 we have

sup Ep {|GD(x, y)}s} < C,|D|“ eCadir () for all x,y € P.(D). (2.17)
zeM,

Proof. We proved a slightly stronger result in [12, Theorem 2.4], where it is shown that
under the hypotheses of the theorem there exists a constant Y (which depends on Ay,
Ao, i, s, and ¢) such that, for all A > Ay and A > )¢ satisfying AA? > Y, for all D < Z
finite we have ,
Slg) E, {HPﬁlprst} <, ‘D‘Cq o—Ca diStD(A,A\B)’ (2.18)
zeHy

for all A ¢ B < D with A connected in D. (|12, Theorem 2.4] is stated and proved
for real energies in the intervals (—co, k + %], where k € N°. The proof is also valid for
complex energies z with Rez < (k + %) (1 — i), with the same constants. The above
result follows.)

Given x,y € P, (D) with |x| = |y|, and letting r = dB(x,y), then either r = dp(z,y)
for some z € x, or 7 = dp(y,x) for some y € y. Both cases being similar, we assume the
former. In this case, using (2.6) and (2.4]), we have

G20x,y)| = | meRlmy || < | Vo RDPEV
and hence (217) follows from ZI8) as dp ({z},A\[z]? ) = r. O

We now state our main technical result, Theorem [2.4] bellow. But first we need to
introduce some additional notation and observations.

Let S < Z. Given an energy interval I, we set o7 (H®) = o(H%) n I. If v € R, we set
T = xpy (H?), the spectral projection of H® on the set {v}.

The eigencorrelator Q7 for H® in the energy interval I is given by

Qf(xy) = Y, Imxy)l for xyePy(s). (2.20)

VGO'](HS)

, (2.19)

If S is finite, or, more generally, if H* has pure point spectrum in I, we have
Q7 (x,y) = sup [f(H%)(x,y)| for x,yePs(S). (2.21)

feBi(I)
We will write o,(H*) = o7,(H®) and Q) (u,v) = Qiq(u, v) for ¢ € INC.

Theorem 2.4 (Finite volumes criterion). Fiz A > 1 and A > 0. Let s € (0,%) and

3
q € IN". Suppose that for all finite D < Z we have

sup Ep {|GD(x,y)['} < C, |D| o~ Cody (<) for all x,y € P+(D). (2.22)
zelHy
Then for all A  Z we have
sup B {|G2(x%,y)|} < Coe Y for all x,y € Py (). (2.23)
zeH4

Furthermore, for all D c 7Z finite we have
Ep {QP(x,y)} < Coe 1Y) for all x,y € P, (D). (2.24)

We only consider x,y € P, (A) because G, &) = —1 for z # 0 and and G2 (I, x) =
0 for x € P,.(A). More generally, given a bounded Borel measurable function f, we have

FUHMN (D, @) = f(0) and f(H*)(F, x) = 0 for x € P (A).
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Remark 2.5. The input in the theorem, the estimate ([2.22)) (the finite volumes crite-
rion), allows for volume dependence, whereas the output (2.23) completely suppresses this
dependence. From the technical point of view, this is one of the delicate points in the anal-

ysis, and the supression of the volume dependence is a crucial step in proving Theorem
24 In addition, the output of the theorem is also valid for infinite subsets A of Z.

The proof of Theorem 2.4] given in Section [, proceeds by induction over ¢ € %NO, with
constants C, and ¢, in (2.23) that deteriorate with ¢, rending the method unpractical
beyond fixed energy intervals. Similarly to the situation with random Schrodinger oper-
ators in dimension higher than one, it is not clear whether this restriction is a technical
shortcoming or a feature (i.e., there is a phase transition for high energies for this model).
There is no consensus among physicists whether such phase transition occurs or not in

the infinite volume systems.
Theorem 2.1 follows immediately from Theorems 2.3] 2.4l and Theorem bellow.

Theorem 2.6. Let g € %NO, and suppose that for all D < Z finite we have

Ep {QP(x,y)} < Che i) for all x,y e Py (D). (2.25)
Then
Ey { sup | f(H)(x, y)’} < qu*%%(x’y) forall x,y € Py(Z). (2.26)
feBi(I<q)

Moreover, there exists an event £, with Pz(E) = 1, such that for w € € the spectrum of HZ
in I, is pure point, and if 1, is an eigenfunction of H” with corresponding eigenvalue
inl,, soe HJZV“’ for some Ny, € N, it decays exponentially in the following sense:

[(y)] < Cun, [xp|de e Faalyx), (2.27)

(V)

where Xy € H,, is a center of localization for 1, that is,

(|Xw|2 n 1)—(Nw+1)

S ey (1l + )70t

ue

| (xp)]” = (2.28)

Theorem is proven in Section [ where it is derived from [3, Theorem 4.1].

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: In Section [3] we introduce notation and
collect some basic properties of the XXZ spin chain that are used in our arguments. We
prove Theorems 2.4l and 2.6 in Sections [ and [B], respectively. In Appendix [Alwe provide a
more detailed discussion of localization types for single-particle and many-body systems.
Appendix [B] provides bounds on exponential sums that will be encountered throughout
the paper. In Appendix [Clwe discuss useful properties of the so-called filter function that
appears in the proof of Theorem [2.41

3. BASIC FEATURES OF THE XXZ SPIN CHAIN

When working with a fixed A ¢ Z, we write K¢ = A\K for K < A.
We note that A; is the projection onto the spin-down state (also called the local number
operator) at site 7. Given S < A, N° =Y. o N is the total (spin-down) number operator

in S. The total number operator A™* has eigenvalues 0,1,2,...,|A]. We set HE\N) =
Ran xn} (N M), obtaining the Hilbert space decomposition Hy = %LO HE\N).
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The operator H” is the sum of three operators,
H = —iAA + WA+ AVA where
At = Z (U;rai;l + U;U;-l) ) wh = NN — Z N:Nii1, VwA = Zw,/\/’,

{iji+1}cA {ii+1}cA ieA
(3.1)
We note that the operators {N;} (and thus W* and V,,) are diagonal in the canonical basis:
Niox = ¢ if i € x and 0 otherwise. W is the number of clusters operator: Wh¢y =
WA, for x = A finite, where W2 is the number of clusters (connected components) of
x as a subset of A, so o (WA) < {0,1,2,...,|A|}. VA is the random potential:

VAy = Viu(x)py for x < A finite, where V,,(x) = (Z wi> . (3.2)
1€X
An important feature of the XXZ Hamiltonian H” is total particle number (or mag-
netization) preservation: the operators Aand the total number of particles operator
NA =3\ N; commute (all bounded functions of these operators commute), and hence
H" and N also commute. If A is finite, this is equivalent to

[HY N = =L [AYN N = 0. (3.3)
It can be verified (e.g., [12]) that
WA < AN <M (3.4)

Since A = 0, and V, > 0 by our assumption on the random variables, it follows that
H* > (1- ) Wh, (3.5)
and, as a consequence, the spectrum of H” is of the form
o(HY) ={0}u ([1 - %,0) na(H"Y)). (3.6)
We will denote by d;(x,y) the ¢! distance between x and y in Z", that is,

N
di(x,y) =[x =yl = > |w —uil. (3.7)
i=1
In view of (ZI1)), we also introduce a modified ¢! distance between subsets of Z:
5 di(x,y) if x| =1yl
di(x,y) = . 3.8
1Y) {oo otherwise (3:8)

An important property of Green functions is the Combes-Thomas bound [15, Proposi-
tion 4.1],

sup }GQ(X, y)| < Coe B Y)  for m < 3 and x,y e Py(A). (3.9)

zeH,,

Remark 3.1. [14, Proposition 4.1] gives a Combes-Thomas bound for H® with constants

independent of N and A, so combined with the definition [B.8) it clearly implies (3.9).
As mentioned in Section, H¥ is a random Schrédinger operator on a certain subgraph

of AN, but the standard Combes-Thomas bounds will only yield [3.9) with N dependent

constants. Although [15, Proposition 4.1] is stated and proven on each ’H&N), the proof
uses the special structure of HY to obtain constants independent of N.
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Unfortunately, we cannot use the Combes-Thomas bound directly for energies lying in
H,, for m > %. The way around is to lift the spectrum of the operator H”, and note that
the Combes-Thomas bound holds for the lifted operator.

Given m € N°, we set QA = X {m} (WA), the orthogonal projection onto configurations
x with exactly m clusters, and let Q% = x5 (WA) = B QA for B < N° For k e N,
we set

k
L= Qfomy = ), Qn and QL = Q% + 5 Q. (3.10)
m=1
and recall that [12, Lemma 3.5]
k
Q%I < VEIAIF, (3.11)
tryx;  (HY) < kAP + 1. (3.12)

Given q € %NO, we set

A = HA+(1_i)Q6\A if qzo,%' (3.13)
1 H* + [q| (1 — %) Qé[q] otherwise
The basic feature of these operators is that we have
]/-\Ié\ >(1—-%) forg=0,1 and ﬁ]cf > ([q] +1)(1— %) otherwise, (3.14)
A —E>1(1-1) forall Fel,. '
Given z ¢ o( Aé\), we set
~ ~ -1 ~ ~
B = () =2) and Gh(xy) = (on Bhay). (3.15)

The Combes-Thomas bound of [15, Proposition 4.1] then holds for the modified Green
functions: For all ¢ € $N° we have

sup CA;C/;Z(X, y)’ < qu_c‘lgl(x’w for all x,y € P, (A). (3.16)
zeHy
We observe that, given S < Z, ¢ € $N°, and v € o,(H?), it follows from (BI3) that
~ ~ 2 A~ A~ ~ ~
m = lal (1 - %) B.Q%m) = [a* (1 - 3)" Ry, Q%m0 Rpy Q- (3.17)

Since our arguments rely on a certain decoupling idea, we need to introduce yet another
variety of Green functions. Given K < A, we consider the operator H* = HX @ 14,,..
acting on H,. Then the decoupled Hamiltonian and resolvent on H, are given by

HRKS = gf 4 K REKS _ (RS _)TH pE J A gRES (3.8

Y

The corresponding decoupled Green function is then
G (x,y) = (¢x, BRI 0y). (3.19)

The corresponding modified Hamiltonian is I;T,ferC = I;T,fﬂ( + ]Tlfrfc acting on H,, and the
modified Green function,

GEK(x,y) = {px, REK p)), (3.20)

satisfies ([B.16) as well. We note that GEX“(x,y) (and its modified analogue) vanishes
unless [x N K| = |y n K| and |x n K¢| = |y n K°|.
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The proof of Theorem 2.4] will be facilitated by the following a-priori estimate (see,
e.g., [12, Lemma 3.4]):

Egigy (INRNGT][; ) < Corx™ T35 I forall z€ Cand s’ € (0,1),  (321)
where ||-||, denotes the Hilbert-Scmidt norm, which implies that
sup Ex {’GQ(X, y)}SI} < Cy forall x,y e P,(A) and s €(0,1). (3.22)
zeC

We note that for real valued z, G2(x,y) is understood here and below as G2, ,,(x,y).
Ifxc Aand S < A, we write xg = x 0 S. If P is an orthogonal projection, we write
P=1-P.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.4]

In this Section we prove Theorem 24l We fix A > 1, A > 0, and s € (0, %)
We will use the following lemma. For k€ {1,2,... N} we let

Pri(A) = {xePy(A), 1 < W2 <k} ={xePy(A),¢x € RanQ2,}. (4.1)

Lemma 4.1. Let ¢ € 1N, 1< g, and N € N. Fiz A  Z, and and suppose [Z23)) holds
for all x,y € Py q(A). Then (223) holds for all x,y € Pn(A) (with different constants,
independent of A and N ).

Proof. We use the following resolvent identity:
A _ DA AAA DA DA DA AA A
Rz = Rq,z + [Q] (1 - i) Rz Qs[q]Rq,z = Rq,z + [Q] (]- - i) Rq,ng[q]Rz : (42)
Using Applying it twice, we get
A _ DA DA AA DA 2 DA AA AAA DA
R: = Ry + 14l (1= 3) BpQepq By + [a (1= 5)" Rp.Qe RIQ%q By (43)
Suppose now that (Z23) holds for all u,v € Py g(A). Then, using also (&3) and
(B.16), we can bound

sup sup Ex {}G?(X, y)’s} < Cpe P vh 1 Z e~ caPx—uhgmedu=yly
2€Hq, ACZ uePy [q1(A)
_|_ Cq Z e—cq|x—u\1e—ch%(u,v)e—cq\v—yh (44)
u,vE'PN’[q] (A)
< C’qefchjl}](xvy)7
where in the last step we used properties of exponential sums, see (B.2) below. O
Proof of Theorem [2.]]. We take q € %NO, and assume that (2.22)) holds for all finite D c Z.
Given A < Z, in view of (2II) we only have to prove ([223) for x,y € P, (A) with
x| =yl
The proof will proceed by induction on ¢ € %NO. For ¢ = 0, %, the theorem (i.e., (223))
follows from the Combes Thomas bound ([B.9). Given g € %NO, g = 1, we 1 assume the
theorem holds for ¢ — %, and will prove it then holds for q.
The proof proceeds by a series of Lemmas. In view of Lemma [£1] it suffices to prove

(223) for all x,y € Pnjq(A).
Lemma 4.2. Let D < Z be finite, let N € N, and assume

sulg) Ep {|G?(x, y)}s} < qu_c‘ldg(x”") for all x,y € Pnjq(D). (4.5)
zeH,

Then
Ep {QP(x,y)} < Cpe ™) for all x,y € Pn(D). (4.6)
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Proof. Let D c Z finite, N € N, and x,y € Py. We assume that there is x € x such that
distp(z,y) = db(x,y), (4.7)

the other case being similar.

We first prove the lemma for x,y € Py q(D). This is done using the reduction to
resolvents achieved by using the estimate [4, Eq. (7.44)] and the spectral averaging as in
[3, Theorem 4.5]. The final result can be re-formulated in our setting as:

Let r € (0,1), N € N, and let I < R be an interval. Then for all finite D < Z and
X,y € Pn(D) we have

ED{Q?(X,y)} < (), Z JED }GD u,y ‘ }dE for any x € x. (4.8)

uePy (D):xzeu

Note that that dB(u,y) = db(x,y) if zeuc D.
Given x,y € Pyjq, We estimate ED{QqD(X, y)} by (48), and estimate the term

Ep {}Gg(u, y)’s} inside the integral as in ([4.4]), using (4.5) , getting

ED {QqD (X, y)} < Cq Z e_CQIu_y‘l + Cq Z Z e_CQ‘u_V‘le_CQIV_y‘I
uePn (D):xzeu uePy (D):xzeu vePy [q) (D)
+ Cq Z Z e—cq|u—V|1e—chg(v,w)e—cq\w—yh.
uePy(D):xeu v,wePy j4(D)
(4.9)
To bound the first sum, we note that
‘u_y|1 = dH<u7y) = dlStD<x7y) = dg(X,y), (410)
using (4.7). Hence
Z e—Calu=yl < o= Fdf(xy) 2 e~ Fluyh < Cue” qu(xvy) (4.11)

uePy (D):zeu uePy (D)

where in the last step we used (B.3)) and y € P jq(D).
To estimate the second sum in (£9]), we use the triangle inequality to conclude that

lu—v], + v -yl = u—-yl|, = dp(x,y), (412)
\u—v|1+\v—y|1 = %(|u Y‘1+|V |1)
Hence
Z Z efcq‘ufvhefcqw*}"l
uePy (D):zeu vePy [q](D) (413)

cq D I _ %y _ % 4D
< e d (Xy Z Z e 4 |11 y|1€ 2 |V y‘l < qu 2 dH(ny)’
uE’PN (D) VEPN ql (D)

using y € Py jq(D) and (B.3) twice in the last step.
Finally, to estimate the last sum in (£9), we use the triangle inequality and (ZI0) to
conclude that

|ll - V|1 + dg (V,W) + |W - y|1 > dg(X, y)7
1 (4.14)
ju— v, +dj (v,w) +|w -yl = [u—vl+3 (di (v,y) +[w —=yl,).
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Hence

2 2 efcq‘u*"h e*quﬁ (Vyw)e*0q|W*Y|1

uePy (D):zeu v,wePp j4(D)
cq 1D c cq 1D c
<o HRe) Y S e Huvhem PR - v,

uePy (D): v,wePy. 4 (D) (4.15)
< C, N2l —Fdp (xy)7
using y € Pu[q]; (Iml) and (B.3)) in the last step.
Putting together (4.9), (411)), (£13), and (£I7) , we get
Ep {Q(I;(X, y)} < CqN2[q]e’cf1deI(x’Y) for all x,y € Py (D). (4.16)
To remove the N dependence in (£T6]), we will show
Ep {Q,?(X, y)} < Cye N for all x,y € Py q(D), (4.17)

using a large deviation estimate.
Let ji = E{wo}, and assume NAji > 2[q] (1 —
estimate (recall (32)) gives

P{AV,(u) <[q] (1= 1)} <P{V,(u) < N&} <e " forallue Pyyy(Z). (4.18)
Thus, for any N € N, letting S = [x]¥, and defining the event

%). Then the standard large deviations

5}?, = {)\Vw(u) < q] (1 — i) for some u € PN,M(S)}, (4.19)
we have
P{ES} < Crug |Prjal(S)| €N < Cuglgl (NN + 1) e < 1 e, (4.20)
where we used |Pyq(S)| = trQ%,, BII), and |S| < N(2N + 1). Moreover, on the
complimentary event (5 N) we have
XN HT = ([g] + 1) (1 - 5) xw(V), (4.21)
so we can use [15, Proposition 4.1] to obtain the Combes-Thomas bound
zi%l[)] G2 (x,y)| < Cpe ™Y forall x,y € Puq(S). (4.22)

To show (&IT), we start by observing that for v € o,(H”) we have
T, = m, (H> = V) RS> ¢ = m, I Ry ¢y (4.23)
By the construction of S we have
R3¢y = PY RSy (4.24)

It follows that on the complimentary event (5 N )c we have

D Kby mool < D D, Koy mobw| [(du, TR ¢l

veoq(HP) veo(HP) ueple® (D)

<G ) XN Gyl

veog(HP) uepler (D)

(4.25)

where we used (£.22]), and
P (D) = P(D.0AD) = fue Pu(DLundBS # o). (420)

? 6:)3
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We next observe that by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
2

2 [Py, mdu)| | < Z (y, 7Tu¢y> 2 (Pu, T Pu)

veoq(HP) veoq(HP) veoq(HP)

= <¢ya XI, (HD)¢y> <¢U7 X1, (HD>¢u> < L
Plugging this into (4.28), we see that

> Kby mool <Cy Y e, (4.28)

veog(HP) ue¥y
Since for any u € Py (D) we have |[u —x|, = N, we deduce from ([@28) and (B3)
recall y € Py (D)), that on £5 we have
( y Jlal N

Q(l])(xa y) = Z |<¢y> 7TV¢X>| < quich' (429)

veoq(HP)

(4.27)

Hence
Ep {QF(x.¥)} = Ep {xeg QP (x,¥)} + E {x(e5)-0P (x.¥)}
<SP (EY) + Cpe N < Cpe N,
where we have used (£20) and (£30). The relation ([EIT) follows.
Using (AI6) for d5(x,y) = N and ({I7) for d5(x,y) < N we get

Ep {Q?(X, y)} < qufchg(x’y) for all x,y € Py q(D). (4.31)

(4.30)

We now consider the general case x,y € Py (D). For any v € o74(D), using (3.17), we
have

WE(X, y)=C, 2 é[qLV(Xv 11)71'5(11, V)é[qLV(VJ’) (4.32)

u,VEPN’[q] (D)
It follows that
QD(X7 Y) < Z ’G[q],u(xa u)’ QD(u7 V) ’G[q],u(va Y)’

u,VEPNy[q] (D)
< Cq Z e—cq|x_u\1 QD(u’ V)e_cq|V—Y\1’
u,VEPNy[q] (D)
where we used (B.16). Using (431), we conclude that
D
ED {QD(X7 y} < CqN2[q] Z eicq|xiu‘1eichH(l‘Lv)eicq‘viy'l
u,VE'PN’[q] (D)

< qufcgdg(x,y) Z efcg|x7u\lefcf1|v7y\l (434)

u,VE'PN,[q] (D)

_ D
< qu chH(xvy) ,

(4.33)

where we used (B.2)) twice. The Lemma is proven. O

Lemma 4.3. Let q € %N, 1 < q, and assume the the induction hypothesis, that 1is,
Theorem s proven for q — % Let A = Z and N € N. Then for all x,y € Pn,q and
any finite connected set D < A satisfying (X Oy)p # & and (x Uy)pe # & we have

c _ld‘}{(x

s%Hp Ex {}G?’DC(X, y)}s} < C, |D\2m o gl 0Y) for all x,y € Pnq(D). (4.35)
zeHq
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Proof. Let D < A be finite and connected, and let x,y € Py q(A), with (x Uy)p # &
and (x Uy)pe # . We only need to Con51der the case 1 < |xp| = |yp| < N —1, as
otherwise GP'P*(x,y) = 0.

To do so, given a € R, let F,, be the analytic function on R given by

1—e & .
Feolr) = ———— for zeR if a#0,
xr —ia
I (4.36)
Feo(z) = — for zeR\{0} and F;o(0)=0.

Given z € H,, let £ = Rez and @ = Imz. Setting r = d¥ (x,y) — 1, and taking
F,(x) = F¢o(x) with € = we have the following bound (recall (2.6])):

200 T,

G2 ey)| < | (RPD P (HD) (3| + (B2 Py, (7)) (x.9)
<|(r2"Pr,, <HD>)< )|+

+ | (RPP exp (=r(HPP" = B)*) Py

<q

’(RDD exp (—r(HPP" — BY?) Py

Since z € H,, we have

‘ (RZD’DC exp (—r(H”"" — E)*) P

< |RPP exp (—r(HPP" — B?) Py, (HPP)

Moreover, since |xpe

= |lype| = 1, we have P;
<q+

(PP~ B)P | (HP)) (x.9)

<q—§

< |(BRPP P (HP)) ey)| + (R = B)P_ (D)) (x.y)|. -
we obtain the estimate
G2 (x,y)| < | (RO Pr, (HP)) ()| + | (Ful PP = B)) (x,)]
(RD;ZA:I(HD)) iﬂij(ézzfiiw ;2; D)) ()| o
C (et +et),

where we used (C.3]) to get the last inequality.
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We first estimate the second term in the last line of (£40). Given v € oq_%(HD), we
get, using (3.17)),
(Fu(HPP" = E = 0)7P) (x,y)
~lo=31(1= D) | (R = =R, 05, 47 (x¥)]
<q Z Z }F(HDD E —v)(x,up Uype)
uD€7)ND (D) VDEP Dila— %]( ) (441)

X

Gf,; ,,(UD, VD)’ ’W{?(VD, YD)’
27

—cd® (x,u —c,_1lup—vply | _p
< Cq Z Z e H( DUYDC)e =3 }7‘(1/ (VD’yD)} ,
uDGPND (D) VDE'PNDqu%](D)

where we used ([3.16) and (C.3)) for the last inequality and Np = |[xp].
It follows that

)(FQ(HD’DC - E)Pr_ (HD)> (x, y)’

< Cq Z Z e_Cd%(x’uDUyDC)eicqf% up—vpl;
upePnp, (D) VDE,PNDJ‘Z*%](D)
x > |m(vp.yp)] (4.42)
veo ,l(HD)
-2
< Cq Z 2 e*Cd%(X,UDuyDc)e q_1|uD vD|1QD (VD’yD)
upePnp (D) VDE,PNDv[‘Z*%](D)
We have
dyy(x,up U ype) + [up — vpl, + di(vp,yp) = dy(x,y), (4.43)
since
di(up,yp) = dy(up U ype, yp U ype) = diy(up U ype,y), (4.44)
and hence

dy(x,up Uype) + [up — vpl|, +db(vp Uyp) = dy(x,up Uype) + dh(up,yp)

(4.45)
= dy(x,up Uype) + dj(up Uype,y) = dy(x,y),
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Taking expectations in (£.42]), using Lemma [1.2] for q—% (the hypotheses of the Lemma
are satisfied for ¢— 1 by the induction hypothesis), and using (£43)), we obtain the bound

E, {’ F(HPP — EYP; (HD)> (%, y)’}

<q-1
< Z 2 e—cdfy (xupuUype) , "%} uD—VD\le—Cq,%d?I(VD,YD)
up€Pnp, (D) VDG/PND’[Q_%](D)
< qu—qu%d?[(XJ) Z Z e_Cd?I(xv“DUYDC)e_qu% uD_VD|1e—Cq7%d2(VD,yD)
up€Pnp, (D) VDE'PND’[Q_%](D)
< qu—c%%d‘}[(x,y) Z Z oS- tlup=vol | —¢, 1 dR(vDyD)
VDEIPND,[q—%-](D) upePnp (D)
< Cqu_%e_CQ*%d%(xy) Z e—cqi%dg(vD,yD)
VDEPND,[q—%](D)

< CqNgQ]e_cq—%d[I;(wi < Cq |D|2[‘ﬂ e_cq—%d%(wi’

(4.46)

where in the last two steps we used (B.3) and (B.I0). The use of the latter is justified as
YD € Py [q/(D) since y € Py jq(A) and D is connected.

It remains to estimate the first term in (£40). We use the decomposition (recall that

D is assumed to be finite)

RPP" = Z R, @) on Ha=Hp ®Hp, (4.47)

veo(HP) .

Since 1 < |xp| = |yp| < N — 1, we have

<R£7DCPI<q_l (HD)) (X’ y) = Z Gi)jy(XDca YDC) WI?(XD, yD)’ (4 48)

2 VEO'qi%(HD) .

SO
D,De D B De 5D s
‘(RZ Plsqf%(H )) (x,y)| < 2 |G, (xpesyoe)| |7/ (xp,y0)]| - (4.49)
UGO’q_%(HD)

If z € Hy, we have z —v e H,, 1 for veo (HP), so it follows from the induction

hypothesis that

=3

—C

c
e la- % dﬁ (xpe,ype)

S
< Cq_%

sup EDC G?C (XDC’ yDc)

CeH,_

(4.50)

Nl
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Thus, for z € H,, using also Hélder’s inequality and the deterministic estimate (3.12). we
get

s {| (2, 7)o

< Cq_le—Cqﬂdgc(xDmyDC) Z }WE(XD,YD)}S

veo 1 (HD)
=3

<q—%

S

. 1-s
< qulefcq—ldjj?[ (xpe,ype) Z }ﬂll/)(XD, YD)} (tr qu—% (HD)>
o) (4.51)

veo

c 1—8
—Cg— D™ (xpe c S
= Cq—le q 1dH (xpe,ype) <tI’ qu_%(HD)) qu%(XDny)

A

1 2g— 2] e db° D
< qul <[q _ §‘| |D‘ a—35 + 1) equ—l H (XDCJDC)Qq_%(XD’yD)s

1 c
< Cq ‘D|2(1_8)[q_5] efcq_ldg (*pe.ye) Qf—% <XD7 YD>S'

It follows from Holder’s inequality, the induction hypothesis, and Lemma for ¢ — %
that

Ep { <Qf,%(XD,YD)) } < <ED {Q(?,%(XDQ’D)})
s —sc_1dP(xp,yp) (4'52)
< qule 972 .
2

Combining (L51]) and ([A52]) we get

(48" (xpe,ype)+dR (xp,yp))

B {|(ROP" P, (HP)) (x.y)| | < ClDPHHle™ o
STz (4.53)
< G| D3l 41
where we used
d%(x,y) < max (d5(xp,¥p). df (Xpe,¥pe)) - (4.54)

It now follows from (4.40), (£.40), and (4£53)) that, incorporating s into the constants,
that

c s —c  1dA X,
Er{|GPP (x,3)|'} < €y [ DTl Cod WY, (4.55)
and the lemma is proved. O

Lemma 4.4. Let q € %N, 1 < q, and assume the the induction hypothesis, that 1is,
Theorem is proven for q — % Let A< Z and N € N. Then

sup By {|G2(x,y)] *} < Cpe %) forx,y € Py o (A), (4.56)

zeHq

Proof. Fix z € H, and x,y € Py (). We assume dfy(x,y) = da(z,y) for some z € x,
with the other case being similar.

We first assume d5(x,y) > 6[¢|N. In this case, we claim there exists r < d¥(x,y),
such that, setting D = [z]2, we have

dp(x,0"D) = ﬁd%(x, y)—1 and du(y,dD) > ﬁd%(x, y)— L (4.57)

Note that it follows that xp # & and yp = ¢, which implies G'ZD’DC (x,y)=0.
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The claim can be proven as follows. If [¢] = 1, or if x consists of one cluster, simply
take 7 = 3N. If [¢| = 2, and x consists of p clusters where 2 < p < [¢], we must have

N =2 letb= { a7 da (xy)J>N—1,andset

Sy =[z]} and S; = [x];-\b\[:p]%fl)b for j=2,3,,...6[q] (4.58)

Since x € Py [q(A), x has at most [¢| clusters of length < NV —1, so a cluster can intersect
at most two of the S;’s (as b > N — 1), hence x can intersect at most 2[q| of the S;,
Jj=2,3,...6[q]|. Tt follows that there exists j, € {2,3,...6[¢q| — 2} such that

XN (Sj* U Sj*+1) = @, (459)

Setting r = j.b, we get (A57).
The resolvent identity and GPP*(x,y) = 0 give

G2(xy) = (RPPTPR?) (x.y), (4.60)
so using (£2]) and inserting partitions of identity, we get
ey <c Y |G o w][(TPRY) (uy)]

uePL(A)

(4.61)
+C Z Z ’Gf’DC(X,V)}’GDD Vu“ FDRA) (u,y)|,
uePR (A) VPN, [q1(A)
where PL(A) = {ue Py(A), upp # &}
For all u’, v’ € Py(A) we have
E {’(TDR?) (u, V')’Sl} <Cy forall s €(0,1),
(4.62)

GO ()

—cq|u’—v/
<qu al |1’

where the first bound follows from ([B.22)) since I'? ¢ can be decomposed into a linear
combination of at most 4 canonical basis vectors, and the second is just (3.10).
We also have the inequality

Ex {‘G?’DC(X, V)}S} < C, | D[ e el V) forall ve Pwjq(A). (4.63)
If xpe # &, this inequality follows from Lemma 3 On the other hand, if xp. =
&, GPP*(x,v) = 0 unless vpe = ¢, and in this case GPP°(x,v) = GP(x,v) and

d%(x,v) = db(x,v), and hence ([AG3) follows from the hypothesis ([Z22). Moreover,
since 0 < 5 < 25 < usmg the Riesz-Thorin Interpolation Theorem, it follows from

2
3
([@63) and B.22) (with s = 2) that
Ex {‘G?’DC(X, v)}zs} < C'\D\C‘;e’cfzdll\f(x"’). (4.64)
It then follows from (L.61)),([d.62), (4.64), and | D| < 2r+1, using also Hélder’s inequality

that .
ZsEuEE Ex {}G?(X, y)} } < C, Z o—Calx—ul;

uePD

4.65
+ C rCa Z Z —cq H(xv —cqlu—v|; ( )
uePR (A) VEPN [q]
Since |x —ul|, > ﬁd%(x, y) — 1 for any u e PZ(A) by [@57), we can bound
Z efcq\xfu|1 < ng*%ﬁﬂd%(x,y) Z 9 |x—ul, < Ce chdy; (xy)’ (4 66)

D
uePy uePn



LOCALIZATION IN THE RANDOM XXZ SPIN CHAIN 21

where in the last step we used (B.3]). On the other hand, since it follows from (£57) that
dy(x,v) + [u—v|, = dy(x,u) = 1 dA n(xy)—1 (4.67)
for ue PL(A), we can bound
Z Z chH(xv —cqlu—vl|y < CqTC(’Iefcgd/}\I(xy Z Z dH(xv 2'1 lu—v],
uePR (A) VEPN [q] uePL (A) VEPN,[q]

< CqTC’(’ZNZ[q]e—cgd[I‘{(x,y) < Cq (d%(X, y))Cq e—cgd[}{(x,y) < qu_chll\{(x’y),
(4.68)
using (BI0) and (B3). Using these bounds in (GH) yields [@56) if dy(x,y) > 6[q|N.

It remains consider the case d(x,y) < 6[¢|N. To do so we will prove

sup Ea {|G2(x,y)[} < Cpe™ ¥l 4 G forall NeN, (4.69)
zeHy
which yields, for d%(x,y) < 6[q]N,
oup B G20, )['} € Cpom ¥l 4 Gpemssth) < Cuemethsn), o
zeHq

which is (d.50).

To prove (£.69) we use a large deviation argument. For N € N, letting S = [x]4, let £X
be the event defined in ([@TI9)), so we have ([A20), and (£22) holds on the complimentary
event (5}?,)6.

For z € H, we also have, using Hélder’s inequality and the a-priori bound (B3.22]),

Ea {ijsv }G?(X7 )’)‘S} < (]P {Xgﬁ})i <EA {‘GQ(Xa Y)}QSD < Cye . (4.71)
On the complimentary event (c‘ff,)c we use
Gl (x,y) = G2 (x,y) — (RATR>) (x,y), (4.72)

where I' = H* — H55". Since x < S, we have G99 (x,y) = 0 unless y = S, in which
case G99 (x,y) = GJ(x,y). Thus ([£22) implies that in this case we have

sup G2 (x,y)|" < Gge™ P b, (4.73)

z€Hq

On the other hand, setting P%(S) = {ue Py(S): un oS # I}, we have, for w ¢ ¥
and z € H,

[(RATRSS) (x,y)]" < D) [(RT) (x,w)]” |G (u,y)°

uePf (S) (4 74)
C Z —cqlu—yly RAF) (X, u)}s . .
uePy (S)
It follows, using (£.62), that
c A 5,5¢ *Cq|u*§"1 *quA (x,u)
up B gy [(RTAE) oy f <€y 3 emmosheson g
uePy;
Since u € P4 (S), we have d(x,u) = N, and hence
sup EA {X(g]%)c (R?PR§7SC) (X’ y)}s} < qu—ch Z e—cq‘u—Y‘l < qu—CqN’ (476)

=ty ueP?, (S)

where we used (B.3)) (recall y € Py [4(A)) to get the last inequality.
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Combining (4.72), ([A73), and (L76) we get
GA(x, y)}s} < Cge~ PV 4 Cpeeal, (4.77)

up Ex e

zelHy

The estimate (£.69) now follows from (L.71]) and (4.77). O

The first statement of the theorem (i.e., (2:23])) now follows from Lemmas 4] and .11
The second statement (i.e., (Z24])) then follows from the first statement and Lemma
U

5. PROOF OF THEOREM

Proof. We will show that the theorem can be derived from [3, Theorem 4.1]. We start
by reviewing the representation of the XX7Z quantum spin chain Hamiltonian by a direct
sum of discrete Schrodinger-like operators.

As discussed in Section Bl given A = Z, we have the the Hilbert space decomposition

Hp = %LO HE\N), where HEXN) = Ran XN(NA)- We define
Z(N):{(.Tl,l’g,...,.TN)EZNI X1 <.I‘2<...<.I‘N} and A(N)ZAN(\Z(N)_ (51)

Since ’H&N) has the orthonormal basis <I>§\N), identifying x € Py (A) with (z1,...,25) €
A™) yields the identification of ’Hg\N) with £2(AM).

Since HA, AN WA, VA commute with the number of particles operator A, they leaves
each ’H&N) invariant. Let T4 be the restriction of T to ’Hg\N) = 2(AM)), where T* =
HA, AN WA VA We still have the decomposition given in (B.1):

HY = —iAQ + WA+ )\VJ\[}M acting on EQ(A(N)), (5.2)

where A?V is the adjacency operator on the graph A™) WX is a deterministic bounded
potential, and VK}M is a random potential. In other words, H4 is a random Schrodinger

operator on /2(AM)). For a fixed N € N, HY satisfies all the hypothesis of the operators
studied on [3] except that it is a Schrédinger operator on £2(AM)), not on ¢2(AY). This
does not affect the analysis in [3], and all the results of [3] hold for H% for a fixed N.
Given S c Z, we define the eigencorrelator Q% (x,y) for Hy similarly as we did for
H?® in Section 2l The hypothesis of the theorem can then be rewritten as:
Let q € %NO, and suppose that for all D < Z finite and all N € N we have

Ep {QR ,(x,y)} < Cpe~ ) forall x,y e *(D™). (5:3)

where the constants C, and c, are independent of N.

We can then apply [3, Theorem 4.1] to H& for all N € N. We obtain the conclusions of
the theorem for H% for all N € N, with the constants independent of N unless explicitly
stated. It follows that the theorem holds as stated. U

APPENDIX A. LOCALIZATION TYPES AND NOMENCLATURE

Localization is a very rich phenomenon that manifests itself in variety of ways. As
discussed in Section [, for a single-particle systems one usually distinguishes between
three types of localization: Spectral, eigenstate, and dynamical localization. In this
Appendix we further describe these types, associated nomenclature, and the relationship
between them.

(i) Spectral localization: The spectrum of a random operator H, in a prescribed
energy interval [ is pure point, almost surely. When I = R, we say that H, is
completely spectrally localized.
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(ii) Eigenstate localization: Consider the Hilbert space ¢?(A) where A is a subset
of Z%, the infinite system corresponding to A = Z¢, and finite systems corre-
sponding to bounded subsets A. In the mathematical literature, a frequently
used formulation is the semi-uniformly localized eigenvectors (SULE) form of
eigenstate localization: For a given energy interval I and almost any random
configuration w, one can construct an orthonormal basis v, for the range of
the spectral projection Py of H, onto I, such that, for each n we can find a site
k,, € A so

[t ()] < CollpyPe ™kl e A (k) = Jhn| + 1, (A1)

with parameters p, m > 0 that do not depend on the choice of the configuration.
That is, the normalized eigenfunction ), is exponentially confined near its lo-
calization center k,, but the control over the confinement is only semi-uniform (it
gets worse for localization centers further away from the origin). Unfortunately,
for the Anderson model, the primary model for studying single-particle local-
ization phenomena, SULE localization cannot be upgraded to ULE (uniformly
localized eigenvectors). ULE does not occur for this model (and indeed for a
broad class of random Schrédinger operators) [10].

A related form of the eigenstate localization is exponential decay of the eigen-
correlator (in expectation), already discussed in Section 2l Roughly speaking,
eigencorrelator decay implies SULE localization almost surely (see [4]).

In physics, a popular metric for a measure of localization is the inverse par-
ticipation ratio (IPR): If ¢ is a normalized eigenvector for H,, the IPR for 1) is
given by > _, |¥(x) |4. Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it is easy to see that
1 > IPR(¢) = |Tl\7 where the maximum is achieved when 1 is a standard basis

vector (that is maximally localized), and the minimum is achieved when 1 is

uniformly spread on A, i.e., 1(z) = —— for every x € A (maximally delocalized

|A]
state). We note that SULE implies t?l/; IPR(¢,,,) = C > 0, where the constant
C' is volume-independent and only depends (logarithmically) on the position of
localization center for a given random configuration w.

If H, is completely spectrally localized, one can construct an orthonormal
eigenbasis for £2(A), that is, there exists a unitary operatoe U, that diagonalizes
H,,ie., U*H,U, is a diagonal matrix in the standard basis for £*(A). It turns out
that for the Anderson model in the strong disorder regime, for any finite volume
A < Z% with high probability one can construct U, which is semi-uniformly
quasi-local, meaning that the matrix elements U, (x,y) of U, satisfy the bound
Uy (2, y)| < C{x)Pe=™==Yl for some p,m > 0 that do not depend on the choice
of the configuration. (This follows from the results in [11].) The existence of such
U, not only yields a SULE basis, but also allows to label these eigenfunctions
according to the spatial position of their localization centers. Such labeling is
possible for the Anderson model due to the fact that one can show that with large
probability the spectrum of H,, is level spaced for sufficiently regular distribution
of the random potential. Motivated by the concept of LIOM in the many-body
context introduced in Section [LL2] we will refer to this form of the eigenstate
localization as semi-uniform LIOM localization, As we already indicated, ULE
does not occur for the Anderson model, so one can never upgrade a semi-uniform
LIOM localization to a uniform LIOM localization in this context.
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(iii) Dynamical localization: In quantum mechanics, the dynamics can be given in
either Schrodinger or Heisenberg pictures. For single-particle systems, the Schro-
dinger picture is more common, whereas in the many-body context it is more
natural to consider the Heisenberg picture. A typical object of interest in a
single-particle system is the spread, due to the dynamics, of an initially localized
wave packet. It can be characterized, for example, by the transport exponent q
defined by || Xe "H«§,|| ~ ()9, where dy is the standard basis vector for (2(A)
located at the origin, and X is a multiplication operator of the form (X¢)(z) =
x(x). The ¢ = 0 case is then associated with dynamical localization. We note
that complete spectral localization does not imply dynamical localization, even if
every eigenfunction is exponentially localized [21]. SULE and the eigencorrelator
exponential decay are sufficient conditions to guarantee that ¢ = 0.

The concepts in many-body localization quantify how much the influence of particle in-
teraction affects the eigenfunctions and the dynamics. Since for a non-interacting system
(considered perfectly many-body localized) the corresponding eigenvectors are product
states, the measures of particle confinement in a single-particle system captured by vari-
ous forms of localization are now replaced by measures of how far eigenvectors are from
the product states and how fast information can propagate in these systems. Quantifying
the former leads to the analogues of the eigenstate localization, and quantification of the
latter produces the analogues of the dynamical localization. As mentioned in Section [[.2]
dynamical localization in the many-body context does not follow from eigenstate or weak
dynamical localization.

Dynamical localization can be expressed as mon-propagation of information: For any
observable O, supported at site u € Z, t € R, and ¢ € N there exists m > 0 and an
observable O, ;; supported on [u], such that

[7(O0) = Oue]| < COu) ™™, (A.2)

where 711(0,) = ¢ O,e" is the Heisenberg evolution of O,.

Let S = 25:1 o; with an arbitrary L € 4N and H = So§ on Hyz, then H is diagonal in
the canonical basis ®Z, and hence so is f(H) for any Borel function f. It follows that H
satisfies a perfect weak dynamical localization condition in the sense that the right hand

side of (2.16) vanishes unless x =y.
Letting F(t) = 77 (08) with F(0) = o, we we have

F'(t) = =287/ (0}), with F'(0) = —2S0} # 0,

A3
F'(t) = —4S*7H (0%) = —4S*F(t) (4.3)
It follows that
F(t) = cos(2S5t)of — sin(25t)ay. (A.4)
Since ¢/ = [[~_, ¢ and €37" = io*, we deduce that F(3) = [15_, 0z08. So 7 (0?)
cannot satisfy (A.2)) for say t = Z Thus H does not satisfy dynamical localization.

We conclude that weak dynamical localization of H alone is not enough to show dynam-
ical localization, i.e., the non-spreading (or in fact even slow spreading) of information.

APPENDIX B. EXPONENTIAL SUMS
Lemma B.1. Let k, Ne N, k< N, a >0, and let

Co=(1—-e (ﬁ (1 —e ")~ ) ) (B.1)
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Then

—alx—yl; < Ck;+1
sup e <O
yE'PN(Z) XE'P%;C(Z) (BQ)

and
—alx—yl; C’k
sup e < Cf,

Proof. The lemma is proven by adapting the argument of |7, Lemma B.2], who estimate
the case k = 1 of (B.2).

Let x € Pyi(Z), and suppose that x has m = my clusters (where m € {1,...,k}).
Then x = (z1,...,2n), where 1 < ... < zy, and let z;, < ... < xj, , where j; = 1,
Jom = N, are the end points for its m clusters. (Note that m and jo,,..., jon_1 are
X—dependent) Given y € Pn(Z) with y = (y1,...,yn), where y; < ... < yn, we set

=9y; —x;, 1 =1,...,N. Then the finite sequences 7, = (¢,,_,,...,tj,,) are monotone
non-decreasing for each ¢ = 1,...,m. Let 7, denote the collection of such monotone
non-decreasing finite sequences 7,. Let T denote the collection of all monotone non-
decreasing finite sequences 7(N) = (t1,...,tNn).

To prove (B2), fix y € Py(Z). Then each x € Py 1(Z) is determined uniquely by the
corresponding {t;}~ |, so we have

Mx ) k m
Z e*a|X*Y|1 — 2 1_[ e*aqu:m;fﬂxj*yj‘g 2 Z 1_[ e_aZterqm
X€PN,k (Z) x€PnN k(Z) =1 m=171€T1,72€T1,....7mETm g=1

k m k m
—a); |t|
< Z 2: | | terd™ T E: ( 2: eaZtET(N)It> )
(N

m=1 Tl(N)vT2(N)7"'7TT(nN)ET(N) = ! )GT

(B.4)

Given 7™ € TN since 7™V) is monotone nondecreasing there exists an index 0 < p <

N +1, such that such that t; <O for1 <j<pandt; >0forp+1<j<N. (Note that
sets are allowed to be empty). Thus,

Z e @ Z;V:1 It;]

TET(N)

N+1
_ Z Z alts+ta+...4+tp) Z —a(tpt1+tprot...+tN)
= e e
( 1 ) ( )

t1<tr<.. . <tp<— 0<tpy1<tpia<..<ty

N+1
_ Z e~ap Z e—a(t1+t2+...+tp) Z e—a(tp+1+tp+2+...+tN)
p=0 <tp

0<t) <t2<... 0<tp+1<tpt2<..<tn

(pr)( P(n)ea"> =(1—e)! (H(l—e“"V) = Ca,
r= " " (B.5)

where P(n) is the number of integer partitions of n, and we used the formula for the

generating function for P(n).
It follows from (B.4) and (B.5) that

N

k
—alx-y| m _ C&™'—Ca k+1
2 Tl 3O = S < O (B.6)
m=1

XGPN’)C(Z)

which yields (B.2]).
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To establish (B.3)), we modify the above argument. We fix x € Py x(Z), and note that
every y € Py(Z) is determined uniquely by the corresponding {ti}i\il, so we have

S oervh = S Teo Sl <] 3 o X1 1]
y€PN(Z) yePn(Z) ¢=1 q=174€Tq (B.7)
= H Z e_a2?11|tj|.
=1 (nq)e7(nq)
where ng= n,(x) = jog — jog—1 for ¢ =1,2,...,m

Let n € N, then

S el

TeT(n)

N+1
_ a(t1+t2+...+tp) e—a(tp+1+tp+2+...+tN)
Z (t < Z ) ( Z )

0 Stp<— Oétp+1<tp+2<...<t1v

p= to<..

N+1

2 e~ e~ a(titta+. . +ip) Z e~ a(tp+1ttprat..+iN)
p=0 0<tpti1<tpt2<..<tn

(2 (i e

(B.8)
s in (E3).
It follows from (B.7) and (B.8)) that
Z ey < O™, (B.9)
yePnN (Z)
which yields (B.3]). O
Lemma B.2. Let NeN, ke N, k<N, and a > 0. Then
—adyg (x,y) 2k
sup e < Co N7
x€Pn x(Z) yep% (z) (B.10)
Proof. Fix N e Nand ke N, £ < N. FormeNletPN Z) = {x € Pn(Z), WZ = m}.
In addition, for x € Py(Z), and r € N let
Ser = 1y € Pu(Z), du(xy) =1}, Su) = {y e P (@), dy(x,y) =1}
k (B.11)
S = | S
m=1

Let now x € Py (Z). We note that y € Sy, implies y < [x]%. Since |[x],| < N + 2kr,
we deduce that

N + 2k
| S| < ( }LV r) < (N + 2kr)N. (B.12)
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As a consequence, for x € Py (Z) and a > 0, we obtain the estimate

Z emdn(xy) — 1 4 i |Sx.r] €7

yGPN(Z) r=1
| N/2k| 0
<1+ Z aN)Ner o + 31 (dkr + 1)Ve " < CN NV

[N/2kJ+1

(B.13)

We also have the following bounds:
S| < (N + 2kr)®™,  [Sxpk| < k(N + 2kr)**. (B.14)

Clearly, the second bound follows immediately from the first one by summing over m. To
obtain the first bound, we note that y 8,(33) implies y < [x]|Z, and hence y is completely
determined by the 2m points in [x]|Z that are the end points for its m clusters. Since
I[x]-] < N + 2kr, we deduce that

|Sim| < (N N %r) < (N + 2kr)*™. (B.15)

As a consequence, for x € Py (Z) and a > 0, we obtain the estimate

Z e~ dn(xy) — 1 4 i |Sxr| €7

YEPN «(Z) r=1
[ V/2k| o)
<14k Y @N)*e ™ +k > (4kr+1)%e " < CopN
r=1 r=|N/2k|+1
(B.16)
O

APPENDIX C. QUASI-LOCALITY OF THE FILTER FUNCTION

We fix A © Z and consider the Hilbert space H,. We consider disjoint subsets Ky, Ko
of A, and let H = H%' + H¥2 acting on H,. We observe that the following holds:
(i) For all K < A and K’ = [K]¥* we have [PX, H]PK' =0.
(i) For all K < Kj, connected in K1, we have ||[PX, H]|| <~y = A"
We also observe that H commutes with the total particle number operator, and its

restriction Hy to the N-particle sector HE\N) is a well defined bounded operator for each
N e N.

We use the following adaptation of [12, Lemma B.1] which does not require A to be
finite.

Lemma C.1. For all A< B < A with A, B finite, A € Ky connected in K, we have
A "
HPfe’tHPfH < A_TQ forallt e R, where r =dy (A, B°). (C.1)

Proof. H satisfies the input conditions (i) and (ii) of [12, Lemma B.1], so its output (i.e.,
(C1)) is valid as well. O

Theorem C.2. Givente R, anda € R, let Fy, be the C* function on R given in (L30).
Let ST c A, S, T finite, where S < K is is connected in Ky, and let { = dz (S,T¢)—
Then, taking [ = %, forallt>1,aeR, and E € R we have

|PPF,.(H— E)Pl|| <C (e%‘f + \/ieﬁﬁf) : (C.2)
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where all constants are a-independent.
2
In particular, taking t = %ﬁ, we have (£ € N°)

VI

|P5Fe, (1~ B)PT| < et (C.3)

We will refer to Fi, as a filter function.
Proof. We introduce a introduce a function Fi,. € S(R), where 0 < ¢, given by
Fioc(x) = C "%  for zeR if a# 0,
Lo (C4)
Fioe(r) = ——— for zeR\{0} and F;o(0)=0.

Let f denote the Fourier transform of the function f. We note that for a > 0, the

Fourier transform of f,(z) = — exists as an L? function, and is given by fal&) =

2ime™ X (_o,0)(€), whereas for a = 0 it exists in a distributional sense, fo(&) = —imsgn(€).
We will only consider the more delicate case a = 0, the argument for a # 0 is very similar.
A standard calculation gives

Ft,O,e(g) = mJ‘ Sgn(f 3)) (\/%6732/48 o ﬁeﬁq?/u) ds

_ i . L —s2/4e 1 —s?/4t
=5 (J J ) 7z¢ e ) ds.
13 —00

Since F . € L', by the Riemann-Lebesgue Lemma we have

. . © o 1 2 1 2
— T; _ 1 iAs —s?/de —s% /4t
0= Jim Fio.(6) = 555 LDe (—\/ge 7 ) ds, (C.6)

so it follows that

(C.5)

Froa(€) = 2 j e1e L) gy
1 —s%/de 1 —s?/4t
ﬁ » <ﬁe 7€ ) ds.
If £ > 0, we estimate
0
Ep,g(f)’ < LQ \}gefs */e 45 + \/_J %6*32/415 ds. (C.7)
3
Using the Gaussian estimate
T2 | _a?
e 2dy<ze 2 for x>0, (C.8)
and recalling e 2y = /5, we conclude that
0 2 22
f e 2dy<,/Te 2z forall x=0. (C.9)

(Note that §” e~ El dy<e T forx 1 and e” 2\/_ 1 for z € [0,1].) Thus

J A \/Q—bf e’y7 ds <4/ % Vobe €/
3 o (C.10)
Tebe €1 < 3vhe €M for £E=0,b>0.
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It follows from (C.7)) and (C.10) that

~ _¢2 € _¢2 _ 2

Ftvo,a(f)} < Do CMe B < e/, (C.11)
for all £ > 0, and since the same estimate can be established for ¢ < 0, for all £ € R.
Moreover, the same upper bound also holds for an arbitrary value of a.

We can bound
1P f(i) PP|| < L |PA e 2| | o) at + L 7o) at. (C.12)

where R = [—R, R]. Using (C.12)) with R = ¢/ and Lemma [C.1], we have

|PSf(H — B)PT| < chHw‘A_g%N + sz f(t)‘ dt. (C.13)

Hence for 0 < ¢ < t and appropriately chosen value for ¢, say ¢ = %, (C.I1I) implies, via
Stirling’s approximation, that

|PSFio.(H — E)PT|| < Ce3' 4 C e €M de < et 4 OVite T (C.14)
€1>5¢

Using [(Fyo — Fro.)(x)| < ez|, (C14), restricting to the N-particle sector ’H&N), and
recalling thatb Hy is a bounded operator, we get

|PSFo(Hy — E)PT|| < ||PPF, 0. (Hy — E)PY|| + |(Fro — Froe)(Hy — B)|

<C(e’%3+\/¥ef%> +e||Hv — E|, (C-15)

where C' is N-independent. Letting ¢ — 0 we get
| PSFoaHy — E)PI|| < C (e7¥ +vie 5 forall NeN. (C.16)
The desired estimate (C.2)) follows. t
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