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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- 1
2
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.

The simplest non-trivial quantum system is a single spin-1
2
, characterized by a two-

dimensional complex state space C
2, spanned by two orthonormal vectors called qubits:

the spin-up Òy “
ˆ
1
0

˙
and the spin-down Óy “

ˆ
0
1

˙
states. The self-adjoint operators on

this space are real linear combinations of the identity 1C2 and the three Pauli matrices,

σx “
ˆ
0 1
1 0

˙
, σy “

ˆ
0 ´i
i 0

˙
, σz “

ˆ
1 0
0 ´1

˙
.

Spin chains are arrays of spins indexed by subsets Λ Ă Z. If Λ is finite, the corre-
sponding state space is the tensor product Hilbert space HΛ “ biPΛHi, where each Hi is
a copy of C2. For infinite Λ, we let HΛ,0 be the vector subspace of

Â
iPΛ Hi spanned by

tensor products of the form
Â

iPZ ϕi, ϕi P tÒyi, Óyiu, with a finite number of spin-downs,
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equipped with the tensor product inner product, and let HΛ be its Hilbert space comple-
tion. A single spin operator σ7 acting on the i-th spin is lifted to HΛ by identifying it with
σ7 b 1Λztiu, where 1Λztiu denotes the identity operator on HΛztiu, 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 σ7

i . More generally, If S Ă Λ, and AS is an operator on
HS, we often identify it with its natural embedding on HΛ, namely with AS b 1ΛzS.

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 Λ Ñ Z.

In this work, we study spectral and dynamical properties of the random XXZ quantum
spin-1

2
chain. The random Hamiltonian HΛ “ HΛ

ω on HΛ is given by1

HΛ “ ´ 1

2∆

ÿ

ti,i`1uĂΛ

`
σ`
i σ

´
i`1

` σ´
i σ

`
i`1

˘
`
ÿ

iPΛ
Ni ´

ÿ

ti,i`1uĂΛ

NiNi`1 ` λ
ÿ

iPΛ
ωiNi, (1.1)

where σ˘ “ 1

2
pσx ˘ iσyq are called the ladder operators and N “ 1

2
p1C2 ´ σzq is known

as the number operator. The constant ∆ is the anisotropy parameter; we assume ∆ ą 1
(the Ising phase). The parameter λ ą 0 determines the strength of a random transversal
field

ř
iPΛ ωiNi, where ω “ tωiuiPZ is a family of random variables. Throughout this work

we assume that tωiuiPZ are independent, identically distributed random variables, whose
common probability distribution µ is absolutely continuous with a bounded density and
satisfies t0, 1u Ă supp µ Ă r0, 1s.
HΛ is a well defined positive bounded self-adjoint operator for finite sets Λ. For infinite

sets HΛ is understood as an unbounded positive self-adjoint operator on HΛ. Alterna-
tively,, one can exploit the fact that HΛ commutes with the total number of particles
operator N Λ “ ř

iPΛ Ni 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
HΛ
N is a random Schrödinger operator on a certain subgraph of ΛN .
The free (λ “ 0) XXZ system is a special variant of the famous Heisenberg model. For

Λ “ Z, 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´ 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 (λ ą 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 λ 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 HΛ incorporates a choice of boundary condition if Λ ‰ Z .
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Such behavior is called theMBL 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 XXZ model in that context; a more
detailed description can be found in Appendix A. 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 Hω 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.

Eigenstate localization is described at the level of the eigenvectors for Hω, 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
Schrödinger picture) or of local observables (in the Heisenberg picture), in the course of
the time evolution generated by Hω. 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, 3, 18, 17]) show
that for sufficiently large parameters ∆ and λ the infinite volume Hamiltonian HN ob-
tained by restricting the full Hamiltonian to the N particle sector is spectrally, eigenstate,
and weakly dynamically localized for all energies, provided N ď N0p∆, λq ă 8. These
methods could not be significantly improved by considering energies in a fixed interval
r0, E0s.

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
r0, E0s, uniformly in N , as long as λ∆2 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 1. 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 ∆ ą 1and λ ą 0. Fix the energy interval IpE0q “ r0, E0s, where
E0 ą 0. Then, if λ∆2 is sufficiently large, we have:

(i) Spectral and eigenstate localization in the interval IpE0q: The spectrum of HZ in
IpE0q is almost surely pure point, and the corresponding eigenvectors in IpE0q
decay exponentially fast away from their localization centers (in a suitable sense).

(ii) Weak dynamical localization in the interval IpE0q: The expectation of the absolute

value of the matrix elements of χIpE0qpHZqeitHZ

decays exponentially fast (in a
suitable sense), uniformly in t P R.
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A D
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Figure 1. A localization cartoon for the infinite volume XXZ model in
strong disorder/weak interaction regimes. The blue region A is the few-
particles localizationN P r0, N0s, the green regionB is the zero temperature
localization E P r0, E0s (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 1.1 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 r1 ´ 1

∆
, 2

`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
q,

called the droplet spectrum, was established in [7, 15]. 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]. It 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 σzi operator. The implication is that U˚HU
can be represented as a sum of weighted products

ś
iPX σ

z
i over subsets X P Λ 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 Uψ, where ψ 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 Λ of size γ´c, where γ is the perturbation strength and c ą 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 λ fixed and ∆ large, and investigate a possible existence of a quasi-local
U that diagonalizes H on scales |Λ| „ ∆c.

From the technical point of view, the proof of Theorem 1.1 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 1.1, and present the technical
results that establish it.

2. Main result and technical steps

We fix ∆ ą 1 and λ ą 0. Let |S| stand for the cardinality of S Ă Z. Given Λ Ă Z, we
let Pf pΛq “ tx Ă Λ, |x| ă 8u be the collection of finite subsets of Λ, and let PNpΛq “
tx Ă Λ, |x| “ Nu for N P N0 be the subset of Pf pΛq consisting of sets with cardinality
N . We will use notation P`pΛq for the set PfpΛqz tHu.

Given Λ Ă Z, let HΛ be the Hamiltonian given in (1.1), and consider the canonical
orthonormal basis ΦΛ “ tφxu

xPPf pΛq for HΛ, where

φH “ φΛ

H “ biPΛ Òyi, φx “ φΛ

x
“
˜
ź

iPx
σ´
i

¸
φΛ

H for x P P`pΛq. (2.1)

Note that φH, the vacuum state, is an eigenvector for HΛ with the simple eigenvalue 0.

(It is the ground state for HΛ, as we shall see later.) Note also that φΛ
x

“ φS
x

b φ
ΛzS
H for

x Ă S Ă Λ. (We will suppress the Λ dependence from φx for ease of notation when it is
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clear from the context.) ΦΛ can be decomposed as the disjoint union

ΦΛ “
|Λ|ď

N“0

Φ
pNq
Λ
, where Φ

pNq
Λ

“ tφx,x P PN pΛqu . (2.2)

If x P PNpΛq with N ě 1, we identify x with px1, . . . , xNq P ΛN , where x1 ă x2 ă . . . ă
xN , and set |x|

1
“ řN

i“1
|xi| and |x|

2
“
´řN

i“1
x2i

¯ 1

2

.

Given S Ă Z finite, we set

P S
` “ biPS p1i ´ Niq and P S

´ “ 1S ´ P S
` , if S ‰ H,

P
pHq
` “ 1S and P

pHq
´ “ 1S ´ P

pHq
` “ 0.

(2.3)

Note Ni “ P
tiu
´ for all i P Z.

For a unit vector ϕ P HΛ, we denote by πϕ the orthogonal projection onto ϕ. If
u P Pf pΛq, we write πu “ πφu . We have

πu “ P
Λzu
` ΠuPuNu for all u P P`pΛq, (2.4)

We denote by RΛ
z “

`
HΛ ´ z

˘´1
the resolvent operator, which is well defined for

z P CzR (and for almost all z P R if Λ is finite), and use the Green function notation,

GΛ

z px,yq “ xφx, R
Λ

z φyy for finite x,y Ă Λ. (2.5)

More generally, for an operator T on HΛ we denote by T px,yq its matrix elements with
respect to the standard basis, i.e.,

T px,yq “ xφx, Tφyy; note |T px,yq| “ ‖πxTπy‖ . (2.6)

In addition, we set

ψpxq “ xφx, ψy for all ψ P HΛ and x P PfpΛq. (2.7)

We let BpIq denote the collection of all bounded Borel measurable functions f sup-
ported on the interval I, and set B1pIq “ tf P BpIq, suptPI |fptq| ď 1u.

We equip Z with the usual graph distance dZpx, yq “ |x´ y| for x, y P Z. We will
consider Λ Ă Z as a subgraph of Z, and denote by distΛp¨, ¨q the graph distance in
Λ, which can be infinite if Λ is not a connected subset of Z. Given S Ă Λ Ă Z and
p P N0 “ t0u Y N, we set

rSsΛp “ tx P Λ : distΛ px, Sq ď pu ,
BΛ

exS “ tx P Λ : dΛ px, Sq “ 1u “ rSΛs1zS,
BΛ

inS “ tx P Λ : distΛ px,ΛzSq “ 1u ,
BΛS “ BΛ

inS Y BΛ

exS.

(2.8)

We also consider the Hausdorff distance between subsets of Λ, given by

dΛHpU, V q “ max
!
max
uPU

dΛpu, V q,max
vPV

dΛpv, Uq
)

for U, V Ă Λ, (2.9)

and observe that

dSHpU, V q ě dΛHpU, V q if U, V Ă S Ă Λ. (2.10)

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

GΛ

z px,yq “ fpHΛqpx,yq “ 0 for all x,y P Pf pΛq with |x| ‰ |y| . (2.11)
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This justifies the introduction of a modified Hausdorff distance between finite subsets
x,y of Λ:

rdΛHpx,yq “
#
dΛHpx,yq if |x| “ |y|

8 otherwise
. (2.12)

We consider the following energy intervals, labeled by t P R, and defined by

Iďt “
`
´8, pt` 1

4
q
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘˘
, Ht “ tz P C : Re z P Iďtu ,

It “
“`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
, pt` 1

4
q
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘˘
.

(2.13)

We will denote by EΛ the expectation with respect to the random variables tωiuiPΛ. In
this paper we will use generic constants C, 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 µ, ∆, λ, 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 q, N, . . . , explicitly
by writing the constant as Cq, Cq,N , . . .. If we write Cq, 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 c to indicate that the constant should be
sufficiently small, but still requiring c ą 0 . We generally use the same C and c for
different constants in the same equation.

We are now ready to give the mathematically precise formulation of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 2.1. Fix parameters ∆0 ą 1 and λ0 ą 0. Given q P 1

2
N0, there exists a

constant Y (which depends on ∆0 , λ0, µ, and q) such that, for all ∆ ě ∆0 and λ ě λ0
satisfying λ∆2 ě Y the following holds:

(i) HZ exhibits spectral and eigenstate localization in the interval Iďq, more precisely,
there exists an event E , with PZpEq “ 1, such that for ω P E the spectrum of HZ

in Iďq is pure point, and if ψ “ ψω is an eigenfunction of HZ with corresponding
eigenvalue in Iďq, so N Zψ “ Nψψ, where Nψ P N0, it decays exponentially in the
following sense:

|ψpyq| ď Cω,Nψ |xψ|
Nψ`1

2
e´cq rdZH py,xψq for all y P P`pZq, (2.14)

where xψ P PNψpZq is a center of localization for ψ, that is, it satisfies

|ψpxψq|2 ě
`
|xψ|2 ` 1

˘´pNψ`1q
ř

uPPNψ pZq p|u|
2

` 1q´pNψ`1q . (2.15)

(ii) HZ exhibits weak dynamical localization in the interval Iďq, more precisely,

EZ

#
sup

fPB1pIďqq

∣

∣fpHZqpx,yq
∣

∣

+
ď Cqe

´cq rdZH px,yq for all x,y P P`pZq. (2.16)

Remark 2.2. The result above is not vacuous as the spectrum σpHZq “ t0u Y r1´ 1

∆
,8q

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. Fix parameters ∆0 ą 1 and λ0 ą 0. Let q P 1

2
N0 and s P p0, 1

3
q. Then

there exists a constant Y (which depends on ∆0 , λ0, µ, q, and s) such that, for all ∆ ě ∆0

and λ ě λ0 satisfying λ∆2 ě Y the following holds: For all finite D Ă Z we have

sup
zPHq

ED

 ∣
∣GD

z px,yq
∣

∣

s( ď Cq |D|Cq e´cq rdDH px,yq for all x,y P P`pDq. (2.17)

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 ∆0,
λ0, µ, s, and q) such that, for all ∆ ě ∆0 and λ ě λ0 satisfying λ∆2 ě Y , for all D Ă Z

finite we have
sup
zPHq

ED

 ∥
∥PA

´R
D
z P

B
`
∥

∥

s( ď Cq |D|C
1
q e´cq distDpA,ΛzBq, (2.18)

for all A Ă B Ă D with A connected in D. ([12, Theorem 2.4] is stated and proved
for real energies in the intervals p´8, k ` 3

4
s, where k P N

0. The proof is also valid for

complex energies z with Re z ď pk ` 3

4
q
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
, with the same constants. The above

result follows.)
Given x,y P P`pDq with |x| “ |y|, and letting r “ dDHpx,yq, then either r “ dDpx,yq

for some x P x, or r “ dDpy,xq for some y P y. Both cases being similar, we assume the
former. In this case, using (2.6) and (2.4), we have

∣

∣GD
z px,yq

∣

∣ “
∥

∥πxR
D
z πy

∥

∥ ď
∥

∥

∥

NxR
D
z P

rxsDr´1

`

∥

∥

∥

, (2.19)

and hence (2.17) follows from (2.18) as dD
`
txu ,ΛzrxsDr´1

˘
ě r. �

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

Let S Ă Z. Given an energy interval I, we set σIpHSq “ σpHSq X I. If ν P R, we set
πSν “ χtνupHSq, the spectral projection of HS on the set tνu.

The eigencorrelator QS
I for HS in the energy interval I is given by

QS
I px,yq “

ÿ

νPσIpHSq
|πνpx,yq| for x,y P Pf pSq. (2.20)

If S is finite, or, more generally, if HS has pure point spectrum in I, we have

QS
I px,yq “ sup

fPB1pIq

∣

∣fpHSqpx,yq
∣

∣ for x,y P Pf pSq. (2.21)

We will write σqpHSq “ σIqpHSq and QS
q pu,vq “ QS

Iďqpu,vq for q P 1

2
N0.

Theorem 2.4 (Finite volumes criterion). Fix ∆ ą 1 and λ ą 0. Let s P p0, 1
3
q and

q P 1

2
N0. Suppose that for all finite D Ă Z we have

sup
zPHq

ED

 ∣
∣GD

z px,yq
∣

∣

s( ď Cq |D|Cq e´cq rdDH px,yq for all x,y P P`pDq. (2.22)

Then for all Λ Ă Z we have

sup
zPHq

EΛ

 ∣
∣GΛ

z px,yq
∣

∣

s( ď Cqe
´cq rdΛH px,yq for all x,y P P`pΛq. (2.23)

Furthermore, for all D Ă Z finite we have

ED

 
QD
q px,yq

(
ď Cqe

´cq rdDH px,yq for all x,y P P`pDq. (2.24)

We only consider x,y P P`pΛq because GΛ
z pH,Hq “ ´1

z
for z ‰ 0 and and GΛ

z pH,xq “
0 for x P P`pΛq. More generally, given a bounded Borel measurable function f , we have
fpHΛqpH,Hq “ fp0q and fpHΛqpH,xq “ 0 for x P P`pΛq.
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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
2.4. In addition, the output of the theorem is also valid for infinite subsets Λ of Z.

The proof of Theorem 2.4, given in Section 4, proceeds by induction over q P 1

2
N

0, with
constants Cq and cq in (2.23) that deteriorate with q, rending the method unpractical
beyond fixed energy intervals. Similarly to the situation with random Schrödinger 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, 2.4, and Theorem 2.6 bellow.

Theorem 2.6. Let q P 1

2
N0, and suppose that for all D Ă Z finite we have

ED

 
QD
q px,yq

(
ď Cqe

´cq rdDH px,yq for all x,y P P`pDq. (2.25)

Then

EZ

#
sup

fPB1pIďqq

∣

∣fpHZqpx,yq
∣

∣

+
ď Cqe

´cq rdZH px,yq for all x,y P P`pZq. (2.26)

Moreover, there exists an event E , with PZpEq “ 1, such that for ω P E the spectrum of HZ

in Iďq is pure point, and if ψω is an eigenfunction of HZ with corresponding eigenvalue

in Iq, so ψ P H
Nψ
Z

for some Nψ P N, it decays exponentially in the following sense:

|ψpyq| ď Cω,Nψ |xψ|
Nψ`1

2
e´ cq

2
rdZH py,xψq, (2.27)

where xψ P H
pNψq
Z

is a center of localization for ψ, that is,

|ψpxψq|2 ě
`
|xψ|2 ` 1

˘´pNψ`1q
ř

uPHpNψ q
Z

p|u|
2

` 1q´pNψ`1q . (2.28)

Theorem 2.6 is proven in Section 5, 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 2.4 and 2.6 in Sections 4 and 5, respectively. In Appendix A we 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 C we discuss useful properties of the so-called filter function that
appears in the proof of Theorem 2.4.

3. Basic features of the XXZ spin chain

When working with a fixed Λ Ă Z, we write Kc “ ΛzK for K Ă Λ.
We note that Ni is the projection onto the spin-down state (also called the local number

operator) at site i. Given S Ă Λ, N S “ ř
iPS Ni is the total (spin-down) number operator

in S. The total number operator N Λ has eigenvalues 0, 1, 2, . . . , |Λ|. We set HpNq
Λ

“
RanχtNupN Λq, obtaining the Hilbert space decomposition HΛ “ À|Λ|

N“0
HpNq

Λ
.
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The operator HΛ is the sum of three operators,

HΛ “ ´ 1

2∆
∆Λ ` WΛ ` λV Λ

ω , where

∆Λ “
ÿ

ti,i`1uĂΛ

`
σ`
i σ

´
i`1

` σ´
i σ

`
i`1

˘
, WΛ “ N Λ ´

ÿ

ti,i`1uĂΛ

NiNi`1, V Λ

ω “
ÿ

iPΛ
ωiNi.

(3.1)
We note that the operators tNiu (and thusWΛ and Vω) are diagonal in the canonical basis:
Niφx “ φx if i P x and 0 otherwise. WΛ is the number of clusters operator : WΛφx “
WΛ

x
φx for x Ă Λ finite, where WΛ

x
is the number of clusters (connected components) of

x as a subset of Λ, so σ
`
WΛ

˘
Ă t0, 1, 2, . . . , |Λ|u. V Λ

ω is the random potential :

V Λ

ω φx “ Vωpxqφx for x Ă Λ finite, where Vωpxq “
˜
ÿ

iPx
ωi

¸
. (3.2)

An important feature of the XXZ Hamiltonian HΛ is total particle number (or mag-
netization) preservation: the operators ∆Λand the total number of particles operator
N Λ “ ř

iPΛ Ni commute (all bounded functions of these operators commute), and hence
HΛ and N Λ also commute. If Λ is finite, this is equivalent to

rHΛ,N Λs “ ´ 1

2∆
r∆Λ,N Λs “ 0. (3.3)

It can be verified (e.g., [12]) that

´2WΛ ď ´∆Λ ď 2WΛ. (3.4)

Since λ ě 0, and Vω ě 0 by our assumption on the random variables, it follows that

HΛ ě
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
WΛ, (3.5)

and, as a consequence, the spectrum of HΛ is of the form

σpHΛq “ t0u Y
`“
1 ´ 1

∆
,8

˘
X σpHΛq

˘
. (3.6)

We will denote by d1px,yq the ℓ1 distance between x and y in ZN , that is,

d1px,yq “ |x ´ y|
1

“
Nÿ

i“1

|xi ´ yi| . (3.7)

In view of (2.11), we also introduce a modified ℓ1 distance between subsets of Z:

rd1px,yq “
#
d1px,yq if |x| “ |y|

8 otherwise
. (3.8)

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

sup
zPHm

∣

∣GΛ

z px,yq
∣

∣ ď Cme
´cm rd1px,yq for m ă 3

4
and x,y P P`pΛq. (3.9)

Remark 3.1. [15, Proposition 4.1] gives a Combes-Thomas bound for HΛ with constants
independent of N and Λ, so combined with the definition (3.8) it clearly implies (3.9).

As mentioned in Section 1, HΛ

N is a random Schrödinger operator on a certain subgraph
of ΛN , 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 HpNq
Λ

, the proof
uses the special structure of HΛ

N to obtain constants independent of N .
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Unfortunately, we cannot use the Combes-Thomas bound directly for energies lying in
Hm for m ě 3

4
. The way around is to lift the spectrum of the operator HΛ, and note that

the Combes-Thomas bound holds for the lifted operator.
Given m P N0, we set QΛ

m “ χtmu
`
WΛ

˘
, the orthogonal projection onto configurations

x with exactly m clusters, and let QΛ

B “ χB
`
WΛ

˘
“ ř

mPB Q
Λ
m for B Ă N

0. For k P N,
we set

QΛ

ďk “ QΛ

t1,2,...,ku “
kÿ

m“1

QΛ

m and pQΛ

ďk “ QΛ

ďk ` k`1

k
QΛ

0
. (3.10)

and recall that [12, Lemma 3.5]
∥

∥QΛ

ďk
∥

∥

HS
ď

?
k |Λ|k , (3.11)

trχpIďk
pHΛq ď k |Λ|2k ` 1. (3.12)

Given q P 1

2
N0, we set

pHΛ

q “
#
HΛ `

`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
QΛ

0
if q “ 0, 1

2

HΛ ` rqs
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘ pQΛ

ďrqs otherwise
. (3.13)

The basic feature of these operators is that we have

pHΛ

q ě
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
for q “ 0, 1

2
and pHΛ

q ě prqs ` 1q
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
otherwise,

pHΛ

q ´ E ě 1

4

`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
for all E P Iďq .

(3.14)

Given z R σp pHΛ
q q, we set

pRΛ

q,z “
´
pHΛ

q ´ z
¯´1

and pGΛ

q,zpx,yq “ xφx, pRΛ

q,zφyy. (3.15)

The Combes-Thomas bound of [15, Proposition 4.1] then holds for the modified Green
functions: For all q P 1

2
N0 we have

sup
zPHq

∣

∣

∣

pGΛ

q,zpx,yq
∣

∣

∣
ď Cqe

´cq rd1px,yq for all x,y P P`pΛq. (3.16)

We observe that, given S Ă Z, q P 1

2
N0, and ν P σqpHSq, it follows from (3.13) that

πSν “ rqs
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘ pRS
q,ν

pQS
ďrqsπ

S
ν “ rqs2

`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘2 pRS
q,ν

pQS
ďrqsπ

S
ν
pRS
pq,ν

pQS
ďrqs. (3.17)

Since our arguments rely on a certain decoupling idea, we need to introduce yet another
variety of Green functions. Given K Ă Λ, we consider the operator HK “ HK b 1HKc

acting on HΛ. Then the decoupled Hamiltonian and resolvent on HΛ are given by

HK,Kc “ HK ` HKc

, RK,Kc

z “
`
HK,Kc ´ z

˘´1
, ΓK “ HΛ ´ HK,Kc

. (3.18)

The corresponding decoupled Green function is then

GK,Kc

z px,yq “ xφx, R
K,Kc

z φyy. (3.19)

The corresponding modified Hamiltonian is pHK,Kc

m “ pHK
m ` pHKc

m acting on HΛ, and the
modified Green function,

pGK,Kc

m,z px,yq “ xφx, pRK,Kc

m,z φyy, (3.20)

satisfies (3.16) as well. We note that GK,Kc

z px,yq (and its modified analogue) vanishes
unless |x X K| “ |y X K| and |x X Kc| “ |y X Kc|.
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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]):

Eti,ju

´
∥

∥T1NiR
Λ

zNjT2
∥

∥

s1

2

¯
ď Cs1λ´s1

‖T1‖
s1

2
‖T2‖

s1

2
for all z P C and s1 P p0, 1q, (3.21)

where ‖¨‖
2
denotes the Hilbert-Scmidt norm, which implies that

sup
zPC

EΛ

!
∣

∣GΛ

z px,yq
∣

∣

s1)
ď Cs1 for all x,y P P`pΛq and s1 P p0, 1q. (3.22)

We note that for real valued z, GΛ
z px,yq is understood here and below as GΛ

z`i0px,yq.
If x Ă Λ and S Ă Λ, we write xS “ x X S. If P is an orthogonal projection, we write

P̄ “ 1 ´ P .

4. Proof of Theorem 2.4

In this Section we prove Theorem 2.4. We fix ∆ ą 1, λ ą 0, and s P p0, 1
3
q.

We will use the following lemma. For k P t1, 2, . . . , Nu we let

PN,kpΛq “
 
x P PN pΛq, 1 ď WΛ

x
ď k

(
“
 
x P PN pΛq, φx P RanQΛ

ďk
(
. (4.1)

Lemma 4.1. Let q P 1

2
N, 1 ď q, and N P N. Fix Λ Ă Z, and and suppose (2.23) holds

for all x,y P PN,rqspΛq. Then (2.23) holds for all x,y P PNpΛq (with different constants,
independent of Λ and N).

Proof. We use the following resolvent identity:

RΛ

z “ pRΛ

q,z ` rqs
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
RΛ

z
pQΛ

ďrqs
pRΛ

q,z “ pRΛ

q,z ` rqs
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘ pRΛ

q,z
pQΛ

ďrqsR
Λ

z . (4.2)

Using Applying it twice, we get

RΛ

z “ pRΛ

q,z ` rqs
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘ pRΛ

q,z
pQΛ

ďrqs
pRΛ

q,z ` rqs2
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘2 pRΛ

q,z
pQΛ

ďrqsR
Λ

z
pQΛ

ďrqs
pRΛ

q,z. (4.3)

Suppose now that (2.23) holds for all u,v P PN,rqspΛq. Then, using also (4.3) and
(3.16), we can bound

sup
zPHq

sup
ΛĂZ

EΛ

 ∣
∣GΛ

z px,yq
∣

∣

s( ď Cqe
´cq|x´y|

1 ` Cq
ÿ

uPPN,rqspΛq
e´cq|x´u|

1e´cq|u´y|
1

` Cq
ÿ

u,vPPN,rqspΛq
e´cq|x´u|

1e´cqdΛH pu,vqe´cq|v´y|
1

ď Cqe
´cqdΛH px,yq,

(4.4)

where in the last step we used properties of exponential sums, see (B.2) below. �

Proof of Theorem 2.4. We take q P 1

2
N0, and assume that (2.22) holds for all finiteD Ă Z.

Given Λ Ă Z, in view of (2.11) we only have to prove (2.23) for x,y P P`pΛq with
|x| “ |y|.

The proof will proceed by induction on q P 1

2
N0. For q “ 0, 1

2
, the theorem (i.e., (2.23))

follows from the Combes Thomas bound (3.9). Given q P 1

2
N0, q ě 1, we l assume the

theorem holds for q ´ 1

2
, and will prove it then holds for q.

The proof proceeds by a series of Lemmas. In view of Lemma 4.1, it suffices to prove
(2.23) for all x,y P PN,rqspΛq.
Lemma 4.2. Let D Ă Z be finite, let N P N, and assume

sup
zPHq

ED

 ∣
∣GD

z px,yq
∣

∣

s( ď Cqe
´cqdDH px,yq for all x,y P PN,rqspDq. (4.5)

Then
ED

 
QD
q px,yq

(
ď Cqe

´cqdDH px,yq for all x,y P PN pDq. (4.6)
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Proof. Let D Ă Z finite, N P N, and x,y P PN . We assume that there is x P x such that

distDpx,yq “ dDHpx,yq, (4.7)

the other case being similar.
We first prove the lemma for x,y P PN,rqspDq. 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 P p0, 1q, N P N, and let I Ă R be an interval. Then for all finite D Ă Z and
x,y P PN pDq we have

ED

 
QD
I px,yq

(
ď Cr

ÿ

uPPN pDq:xPu

ż

I

ED

 ∣
∣GD

E pu,yq
∣

∣

r(
dE for any x P x. (4.8)

Note that that dDHpu,yq ě dDHpx,yq if x P u Ă D.
Given x,y P PN,rqs, we estimate ED

 
QD
q px,yq

(
by (4.8), and estimate the term

ED

 ∣
∣GD

E pu,yq
∣

∣

s(
inside the integral as in (4.4), using (4.5) , getting

ED

 
QD
q px,yq

(
ď Cq

ÿ

uPPN pDq:xPu
e´cq|u´y|

1 ` Cq
ÿ

uPPN pDq:xPu

ÿ

vPPN,rqspDq
e´cq|u´v|

1e´cq|v´y|
1

` Cq
ÿ

uPPN pDq:xPu

ÿ

v,wPPN,rqspDq
e´cq|u´v|

1e´cqdDH pv,wqe´cq|w´y|
1 .

(4.9)
To bound the first sum, we note that

|u ´ y|
1

ě dHpu,yq ě distDpx,yq “ dDHpx,yq, (4.10)

using (4.7). Hence
ÿ

uPPN pDq:xPu
e´cq|u´y|

1 ď e´ cq
2
dD
H

px,yq
ÿ

uPPN pDq
e´ cq

2
|u´y|

1 ď Cqe
´ cq

2
dD
H

px,yq, (4.11)

where in the last step we used (B.3) and y P PN,rqspDq.
To estimate the second sum in (4.9), we use the triangle inequality to conclude that

|u ´ v|
1

` |v ´ y|
1

ě |u ´ y|
1

ě dDHpx,yq,
|u ´ v|

1
` |v ´ y|

1
ě 1

2
p|u ´ y|

1
` |v ´ y|

1
q .

(4.12)

Hence
ÿ

uPPN pDq:xPu

ÿ

vPPN,rqspDq
e´cq|u´v|

1e´cq|v´y|
1

ď e´ cq
2
dD
H

ppx,yq
ÿ

uPPN pDq

ÿ

vPPN,rqspDq
e´ cq

4
|u´y|

1e´ cq
2
|v´y|

1 ď Cqe
´ cq

2
dD
H

px,yq,
(4.13)

using y P PN,rqspDq and (B.3) twice in the last step.
Finally, to estimate the last sum in (4.9), we use the triangle inequality and (4.10) to

conclude that

|u ´ v|
1

` dDH pv,wq ` |w ´ y|
1

ě dDHpx,yq,

|u ´ v|
1

` dDH pv,wq ` |w ´ y|
1

ě |u ´ v|
1

` 1

2

`
dDH pv,yq ` |w ´ y|

1

˘
.

(4.14)
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Hence ÿ

uPPN pDq:xPu

ÿ

v,wPPN,rqspDq
e´cq |u´v|

1e´cqdDH pv,wqe´cq |w´y|
1

ď e´ cq
2
dD
H

px,yq
ÿ

uPPN pDq:

ÿ

v,wPPN,rqspDq
e´ cq

2
|u´v|

1e´ cq
4
dD
H

pv,wqe´ cq
4
|w´y|

1

ď CqN
2rqse´ cq

2
dDH px,yq,

(4.15)

using y P PN,rqs, (B.10) and (B.3) in the last step.
Putting together (4.9), (4.11), (4.13), and (4.15) , we get

ED

 
QD
q px,yq

(
ď CqN

2rqse´cqdDH px,yq for all x,y P PN,rqspDq. (4.16)

To remove the N dependence in (4.16), we will show

ED

 
QD
q px,yq

(
ď Cqe

´cqN for all x,y P PN,rqspDq, (4.17)

using a large deviation estimate.
Let µ̄ “ E tω0u, and assume Nλµ̄ ą 2rqs

`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
. Then the standard large deviations

estimate (recall (3.2)) gives

P
 
λVωpuq ă rqs

`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘(
ď P

 
Vωpuq ă N µ̄

2

(
ď e´cµN for all u P PN,rqspZq. (4.18)

Thus, for any N P N, letting S “ rxsDN , and defining the event

ESN “
 
λVωpuq ă rqs

`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
for some u P PN,rqspSq

(
, (4.19)

we have

P
 
ESN

(
ď Cµ,q

∣

∣PN,rqspSq
∣

∣ e´cµN ď Cµ,qrqs pNp2N ` 1qq2rqs e´cµN ď C 1
µ,qe

´c1
µ,qN , (4.20)

where we used
∣

∣PN,rqspSq
∣

∣ “ trQS
ďk, (3.11), and |S| ď Np2N ` 1q. Moreover, on the

complimentary event
`
ESN

˘c
we have

χNpN SqHS ě prqs ` 1q
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘
χN pN Sq, (4.21)

so we can use [15, Proposition 4.1] to obtain the Combes-Thomas bound

sup
zPHrqs

∣

∣GS
z px,yq

∣

∣ ď Cqe
´cq|x´y|

1 for all x,y P PN,rqspSq. (4.22)

To show (4.17), we start by observing that for ν P σqpHDq we have

π
ν
φx “ πν

`
HS,Sc ´ ν

˘
RS,Sc

ν φx “ πνΓ
SRS,Sc

ν φx. (4.23)

By the construction of S we have

RS,Sc

ν φx “ P Sc

` RS
ν φx. (4.24)

It follows that on the complimentary event
`
ESN

˘c
we have

ÿ

νPσqpHDq
|xφy, πνφxy| ď

ÿ

νPσqpHDq

ÿ

uPPBex
N

pDq

|xφy, πνφuy|
∣

∣xφu,Γ
SRS

ν φxy
∣

∣

ď Cq
ÿ

νPσqpHDq

ÿ

uPPBex
N

pDq

e´cq|u´x|
1 |xφy, πνφuy| ,

(4.25)

where we used (4.22), and

PBex
N pDq “ PN pD, BΛ

exDq “
 
u P PNpDq,u X BDexS ‰ H

(
. (4.26)
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We next observe that by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
¨
˝ ÿ

νPσqpHDq
|xφy, πνφuy|

˛
‚

2

ď
ÿ

νPσqpHDq
xφy, πνφyy

ÿ

νPσqpHDq
xφu, πνφuy

“ xφy, χIqpHDqφyy xφu, χIqpHDqφuy ď 1.

(4.27)

Plugging this into (4.25), we see that
ÿ

νPσqpHDq
|xφy, πνφxy| ď Cq

ÿ

uPΨN
e´cq|u´x|

1 . (4.28)

Since for any u P PBex
N pDq we have |u ´ x|

1
ě N , we deduce from (4.28) and (B.3)

(recall y P PN,rqspDq), that on E cN we have

QD
q px,yq “

ÿ

νPσqpHDq
|xφy, πνφxy| ď Cqe

´cqN . (4.29)

Hence

ED

 
QD
q px,yq

(
“ ED

!
χES

N
QD
q px,yq

)
` ED

!
χpESNqcQ

D
q px,yq

)

ď P
`
ESN

˘
` Cqe

´cqN ď Cqe
´cqN ,

(4.30)

where we have used (4.20) and (4.30). The relation (4.17) follows.
Using (4.16) for dDHpx,yq ě N and (4.17) for dDHpx,yq ă N we get

ED

 
QD
q px,yq

(
ď Cqe

´cqdDH px,yq for all x,y P PN,rqspDq. (4.31)

We now consider the general case x,y P PN pDq. For any ν P σrqspDq, using (3.17), we
have

πDν px,yq “ Cq
ÿ

u,vPPN,rqspDq

pGrqs,νpx,uqπDν pu,vq pGrqs,νpv,yq
(4.32)

It follows that

QDpx,yq ď
ÿ

u,vPPN,rqspDq

∣

∣

∣

pGrqs,νpx,uq
∣

∣

∣
QDpu,vq

∣

∣

∣

pGrqs,νpv,yq
∣

∣

∣

ď Cq
ÿ

u,vPPN,rqspDq
e´cq|x´u|

1QDpu,vqe´cq|v´y|
1,

(4.33)

where we used (3.16). Using (4.31), we conclude that

ED

 
QDpx,y

(
ď CqN

2rqs
ÿ

u,vPPN,rqspDq
e´cq|x´u|

1e´cqdDH pu,vqe´cq|v´y|
1

ď Cqe
´c1

qd
D
H px,yq

ÿ

u,vPPN,rqspDq
e´c1

q|x´u|
1e´c1

q|v´y|
1

ď Cqe
´cqdDH px,yq,

(4.34)

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

Lemma 4.3. Let q P 1

2
N, 1 ď q, and assume the the induction hypothesis, that is,

Theorem 2.4 is proven for q ´ 1

2
. Let Λ Ă Z and N P N. Then for all x,y P PN,rqs and

any finite connected set D Ă Λ satisfying px Y yqD ‰ H and px Y yqDc ‰ H we have

sup
zPHq

EΛ

 ∣
∣GD,Dc

z px,yq
∣

∣

s( ď Cq |D|2rqs e
´c

q´ 1
2

dΛH px,yq
for all x,y P PN,rqspDq. (4.35)
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Proof. Let D Ă Λ be finite and connected, and let x,y P PN,rqspΛq, with px Y yqD ‰ H
and px Y yqDc ‰ H. We only need to consider the case 1 ď |xD| “ |yD| ď N ´ 1, as
otherwise GD,Dc

z px,yq “ 0.
To do so, given a P R, let Fa be the analytic function on R given by

Fξ,apxq “ 1 ´ e´ξx2

x ´ ia
for x P R if a ‰ 0,

Fξ,0pxq “ 1 ´ e´ξx2

x
for x P Rz t0u and Fξ,0p0q “ 0.

(4.36)

Given z P Hq, let E “ Re z and a “ Im z. Setting r “ dΛH px,yq ´ 1, and taking

Fapxq “ Fξ,apxq with ξ “ ∆2

200
r, we have the following bound (recall (2.6)):

∣

∣GD,Dc

z px,yq
∣

∣ ď
∣

∣

∣

´
RD,Dc

z PIďq´ 1
2

pHDq
¯

px,yq
∣

∣

∣
`
∣

∣

∣

´
RD,Dc

z P̄Iďq´ 1
2

pHDq
¯

px,yq
∣

∣

∣

ď
∣

∣

∣

´
RD,Dc

z PIďq´1
2

pHDq
¯

px,yq
∣

∣

∣
`
∣

∣

∣

´
FapHD,Dc ´ EqP̄Iďq´ 1

2

pHDq
¯

px,yq
∣

∣

∣

`
∣

∣

∣

´
RD,Dc

z exp
`
´rpHD,Dc ´ Eq2

˘
PIďq` 1

2

pHD,DcqP̄Iďq´ 1
2

pHDq
¯

px,yq
∣

∣

∣

`
∣

∣

∣

´
RD,Dc

z exp
`
´rpHD,Dc ´ Eq2

˘
P̄Iďq` 1

2

pHD,DcqP̄Iďq´ 1
2

pHDq
¯

px,yq
∣

∣

∣
.

(4.37)
Since z P Hq, we have

∣

∣

∣

´
RD,Dc

z exp
`
´rpHD,Dc ´ Eq2

˘
P̄Iďq`1

2

pHD,DcqP̄Iďq´ 1
2

pHDq
¯

px,yq
∣

∣

∣

ď
∥

∥

∥
RD,Dc

z exp
`
´rpHD,Dc ´ Eq2

˘
P̄Iďq` 1

2

pHD,Dcq
∥

∥

∥
ď 2e´ r

4 .
(4.38)

Moreover, since |xDc | “ |yDc| ě 1, we have PIďq` 1
2

pHD,DcqP̄Iďq´1
2

pHDq “ 0. Since

∣

∣

∣

´
FapHD,Dc ´ EqP̄Iďq´ 1

2

pHDq
¯

px,yq
∣

∣

∣

ď
∣

∣

∣

´
RD,Dc

z PIďq´ 1
2

pHDq
¯

px,yq
∣

∣

∣
`
∣

∣

∣

´
FapHD,Dc ´ EqPIďq´ 1

2

pHDq
¯

px,yq
∣

∣

∣
,

(4.39)

we obtain the estimate

∣

∣GD,Dc

z px,yq
∣

∣ ď
∣

∣

∣

´
RD,Dc

z PIďq´ 1
2

pHDq
¯

px,yq
∣

∣

∣
`
∣

∣

`
FapHD,Dc ´ Eq

˘
px,yq

∣

∣

`
∣

∣

∣

´
FapHD,Dc ´ EqPIďq´ 1

2

pHDq
¯

px,yq
∣

∣

∣
` 2e´ r

4

ď
∣

∣

∣

´
RD,Dc

z PIďq´ 1
2

pHDq
¯

px,yq
∣

∣

∣
`
∣

∣

∣

´
FapHD,Dc ´ EqPIďq´ 1

2

pHDq
¯

px,yq
∣

∣

∣

` C
`
e´ r

2 ` e´ r
4

˘
,

(4.40)

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 (4.40). Given ν P σq´ 1

2

pHDq, we
get, using (3.17),

∣

∣

`
FapHD,Dc ´ E ´ νqπDν

˘
px,yq

∣

∣

“ rq ´ 1

2
s
`
1 ´ 1

∆

˘ ∣
∣

∣

´
FapHD,Dc ´ E ´ νq pRD

q´ 1

2
,ν
pQD

ďrq´ 1

2
s
πDν

¯
px,yq

∣

∣

∣

ď q
ÿ

uDPPND pDq

ÿ

vDPP
ND,rq´ 1

2
s
pDq

∣

∣FapHD,Dc ´ E ´ νqpx,uD Y yDcq
∣

∣

ˆ
∣

∣

∣

pGD
q´ 1

2
,ν

puD,vDq
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣πDν pvD,yDq
∣

∣

ď Cq
ÿ

uDPPND pDq

ÿ

vDPP
ND,rq´ 1

2
s
pDq

e´cdΛH px,uDYyDcqe
´c

q´ 1
2

|uD´vD|
1
∣

∣πDν pvD,yDq
∣

∣ ,

(4.41)

where we used (3.16) and (C.3) for the last inequality and ND “ |xD|.
It follows that

∣

∣

∣

´
FapHD,Dc ´ EqPIďq´ 1

2

pHDq
¯

px,yq
∣

∣

∣

ď Cq
ÿ

uDPPND pDq

ÿ

vDPP
ND,rq´ 1

2
s
pDq

e´cdΛ
H

px,uDYyDcqe
´c

q´ 1
2

|uD´vD|
1

ˆ
ÿ

νPσ
q´ 1

2

pHDq

∣

∣πDν pvD,yDq
∣

∣

ď Cq
ÿ

uDPPND pDq

ÿ

vDPP
ND,rq´ 1

2
s
pDq

e´cdΛ
H

px,uDYyDcqe
´c

q´ 1
2

|uD´vD|
1QD

q´ 1

2

pvD,yDq.

(4.42)

We have

dΛHpx,uD Y yDcq ` |uD ´ vD|1 ` dDHpvD,yDq ě dΛHpx,yq, (4.43)

since

dDHpuD,yDq “ dΛHpuD Y yDc ,yD Y yDcq “ dΛHpuD Y yDc ,yq, (4.44)

and hence

dΛHpx,uD Y yDcq ` |uD ´ vD|1 ` dDHpvD Y yDq ě dΛHpx,uD Y yDcq ` dDHpuD,yDq
“ dΛHpx,uD Y yDcq ` dΛHpuD Y yDc ,yq ě dΛHpx,yq,

(4.45)
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Taking expectations in (4.42), using Lemma 4.2 for q´ 1

2
(the hypotheses of the Lemma

are satisfied for q´ 1

2
by the induction hypothesis), and using (4.43), we obtain the bound

EΛ

!∣
∣

∣

´
FapHD,Dc ´ EqPIďq´ 1

2

pHDq
¯

px,yq
∣

∣

∣

)

ď Cq
ÿ

uDPPND pDq

ÿ

vDPP
ND,rq´ 1

2
s
pDq

e´cdΛ
H

px,uDYyDcqe
´c

q´ 1
2

|uD´vD |
1e

´c
q´ 1

2

dD
H

pvD ,yDq

ď Cqe
´c

q´ 1
2

dΛ
H

px,yq ÿ

uDPPND pDq

ÿ

vDPP
ND,rq´ 1

2
s
pDq

e´cdΛ
H

px,uDYyDcqe
´c

q´ 1
2

|uD´vD|
1e

´c
q´ 1

2

dD
H

pvD ,yDq

ď Cqe
´c

q´ 1
2

dΛ
H

px,yq ÿ

vDPP
ND,rq´ 1

2
s
pDq

¨
˝ ÿ

uDPPND pDq
e

´c
q´ 1

2

|uD´vD |
1

˛
‚e

´c
q´ 1

2

dD
H

pvD ,yDq

ď CqCq´ 1

2

e
´c

q´ 1
2

dΛ
H

px,yq ÿ

vDPP
ND,rq´ 1

2
s
pDq

e
´c

q´ 1
2

dD
H

pvD,yDq

ď CqN
2rqs
D e

´c
q´ 1

2

dΛ
H

px,yq ď Cq |D|2rqs e
´c

q´ 1
2

dΛ
H

px,yq
,

(4.46)
where in the last two steps we used (B.3) and (B.10). The use of the latter is justified as
yD P PND ,rqspDq since y P PN,rqspΛq and D is connected.

It remains to estimate the first term in (4.40). We use the decomposition (recall that
D is assumed to be finite)

RD,Dc

z “
ÿ

νPσpHDq
RDc

z´ν b πDν on HΛ “ HDc b HD, (4.47)

Since 1 ď |xD| “ |yD| ď N ´ 1, we have

´
RD,Dc

z PIďq´ 1
2

pHDq
¯

px,yq “
ÿ

νPσ
q´ 1

2

pHDq
GDc

z´νpxDc ,yDcq πDν pxD,yDq,
(4.48)

so

∣

∣

∣

´
RD,Dc

z PIďq´ 1
2

pHDq
¯

px,yq
∣

∣

∣

s

ď
ÿ

νPσ
q´ 1

2

pHDq

∣

∣GDc

z´νpxDc ,yDcq
∣

∣

s ∣
∣πDν pxD,yDq

∣

∣

s
.

(4.49)

If z P Hq, we have z ´ ν P Hďq´ 1

2

for ν P σq´ 1

2

pHDq, so it follows from the induction

hypothesis that

sup
ζPH

q´ 1
2

EDc
∣

∣GDc

ζ pxDc ,yDcq
∣

∣

s ď Cq´ 1

2

e
´c

q´ 1
2

dD
c

H
pxDc ,yDcq

. (4.50)
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Thus, for z P Hq, using also Hölder’s inequality and the deterministic estimate (3.12). we
get

EDc

!∣
∣

∣

´
RD,Dc

z PIďq´ 1
2

pHDq
¯

px,yq
∣

∣

∣

s)

ď Cq´1e
´cq´1d

Dc

H pxDc ,yDcq
ÿ

νPσ
q´ 1

2

pHDq

∣

∣πDν pxD,yDq
∣

∣

s

ď Cq´1e
´cq´1d

Dc

H pxDc ,yDcq

¨
˚̋ ÿ

νPσ
q´ 1

2

pHDq

∣

∣πDν pxD,yDq
∣

∣

˛
‹‚

s

´
trχI

q´ 1
2

pHDq
¯1´s

“ Cq´1e
´cq´1d

Dc

H pxDc ,yDcq
´
trχI

q´ 1
2

pHDq
¯1´s

QD
q´ 1

2

pxD,yDqs

ď Cq´1

ˆ
rq ´ 1

2
s |D|2rq´1

2
s ` 1

˙1´s
e´cq´1d

Dc

H pxDc ,yDcqQD
q´ 1

2

pxD,yDqs

ď Cq |D|2p1´sqrq´1

2
s e´cq´1d

Dc

H
pxDc ,yDcqQD

q´ 1

2

pxD,yDqs.

(4.51)

It follows from Hölder’s inequality, the induction hypothesis, and Lemma 4.2 for q ´ 1

2

that

ED

!´
QD
q´ 1

2

pxD,yDq
¯s)

ď
´
ED

!
QD
q´ 1

2

pxD,yDq
)¯s

ď Cs
q´ 1

2

e
´sc

q´ 1
2

dDH pxD ,yDq
.

(4.52)

Combining (4.51) and (4.52) we get

EΛ

!∣
∣

∣

´
RD,Dc

z PIďq´ 1
2

pHDq
¯

px,yq
∣

∣

∣

s)
ď Cq|D|2rq´ 1

2
se

´sc
q´ 1

2
pdDcH pxDc ,yDcq`dD

H
pxD ,yDqq

ď Cq|D|2rq´ 1

2
se

´sc
q´ 1

2

dΛH px,yq
,

(4.53)

where we used

dΛHpx,yq ď max
`
dDHpxD,yDq, dDcH pxDc ,yDcq

˘
. (4.54)

It now follows from (4.40), (4.46), and (4.53) that, incorporating s into the constants,
that

EΛ

 ∣
∣GD,Dc

z px,yq
∣

∣

s( ď Cq |D|2rqs e
´c

q´ 1
2

dΛ
H

px,yq
, (4.55)

and the lemma is proved. �

Lemma 4.4. Let q P 1

2
N, 1 ď q, and assume the the induction hypothesis, that is,

Theorem 2.4 is proven for q ´ 1

2
. Let Λ Ă Z and N P N. Then

sup
zPHq

EΛ

 ∣
∣GΛ

z px,yq
∣

∣

s( ď Cqe
´cqdΛH px,yq for x,y P PN,rqspΛq, (4.56)

Proof. Fix z P Hq and x,y P PN,rqspΛq. We assume dΛHpx,yq “ dΛpx,yq for some x P x,
with the other case being similar.

We first assume dΛHpx,yq ą 6rqsN . In this case, we claim there exists r ă dΛHpx,yq,
such that, setting D “ rxsΛr , we have

dΛpx, BΛDq ě 1

6rqs
dΛHpx,yq ´ 1 and dΛpy, BΛDq ě 1

6rqs
dΛHpx,yq ´ 1. (4.57)

Note that it follows that xD ‰ H and yD “ H, which implies GD,Dc

z px,yq “ 0.
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The claim can be proven as follows. If rqs “ 1, or if x consists of one cluster, simply
take r “ 3N . If rqs ě 2, and x consists of p clusters where 2 ď p ď rqs, we must have

N ě 2. let b “
Y

1

6rqs
dΛpx,yq

]
ą N ´ 1, and set

S1 “ rxsΛb and Sj “ rxsΛjbzrxsΛpj´1qb for j “ 2, 3, , . . . 6rqs. (4.58)

Since x P PN,rqspΛq, x has at most rqs clusters of length ď N´1, so a cluster can intersect
at most two of the Sj ’s (as b ą N ´ 1), hence x can intersect at most 2rqs of the Sj ,
j “ 2, 3, . . . 6rqs. It follows that there exists j˚ P t2, 3, . . . 6rqs ´ 2u such that

x X pSj˚ Y Sj˚`1q “ H, (4.59)

Setting r “ j˚b, we get (4.57).
The resolvent identity and GD,Dc

z px,yq “ 0 give

GΛ

z px,yq “
`
RD,Dc

z ΓDRΛ

z

˘
px,yq, (4.60)

so using (4.2) and inserting partitions of identity, we get
∣

∣GΛ

z px,yq
∣

∣ ď C
ÿ

uPPD
N

pΛq

∣

∣

∣

pGD,Dc

z,q px,uq
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

`
ΓDRΛ

z

˘
pu,yq

∣

∣

` C
ÿ

uPPD
N

pΛq

ÿ

vPPN,rqspΛq

∣

∣GD,Dc

z px,vq
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

pGD,Dc

z,q pv,uq
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

`
ΓDRΛ

z

˘
pu,yq

∣

∣ ,
(4.61)

where PD
N pΛq “ tu P PN pΛq, uBΛD ‰ Hu.

For all u1,v1 P PN pΛq we have

E

!
∣

∣

`
ΓDRΛ

z

˘
pu1,v1q

∣

∣

s1)
ď Cs1 for all s1 P p0, 1q,

∣

∣

∣

pGD,Dc

z,q pu1,v1q
∣

∣

∣
ď Cqe

´cq|u1´v
1|
1,

(4.62)

where the first bound follows from (3.22) since ΓDφu1 can be decomposed into a linear
combination of at most 4 canonical basis vectors, and the second is just (3.16).

We also have the inequality

EΛ

 ∣
∣GD,Dc

z px,vq
∣

∣

s( ď Cq |D|Cq e´cqdΛH px,vq for all v P PN,rqspΛq. (4.63)

If xDc ‰ H, this inequality follows from Lemma 4.3. On the other hand, if xDc “
H, GD,Dc

z px,vq “ 0 unless vDc “ H, and in this case GD,Dc

z px,vq “ GD
z px,vq and

dΛHpx,vq “ dDHpx,vq, and hence (4.63) follows from the hypothesis (2.22). Moreover,
since 0 ă s ă 2s ă 2

3
, using the Riesz-Thorin Interpolation Theorem, it follows from

(4.63) and (3.22) (with s1 “ 2

3
) that

EΛ

!
∣

∣GD,Dc

z px,vq
∣

∣

2s
)

ď C 1
q|D|C

1
qe´c1

qd
Λ

H
px,vq. (4.64)

It then follows from (4.61),(4.62), (4.64), and |D| ď 2r`1, using also Hölder’s inequality
that

sup
zPHq

EΛ

 ∣
∣GΛ

z px,yq
∣

∣

s( ď Cq
ÿ

uPPD
N

e´cq|x´u|
1

` Cqr
Cq

ÿ

uPPD
N

pΛq

ÿ

vPPN,rqs

e´cqdΛH px,vqe´cq|u´v|
1 .

(4.65)

Since |x ´ u|
1

ě 1

6rqs
dΛHpx,yq ´ 1 for any u P PD

N pΛq by (4.57), we can bound
ÿ

uPPD
N

e´cq|x´u|
1 ď Cqe

´ cq
12rqs

dΛ
H

px,yq ÿ

uPPN
e´ cq

2
|x´u|

1 ď Cqe
´c1

qd
Λ

H
px,yq, (4.66)
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where in the last step we used (B.3). On the other hand, since it follows from (4.57) that

dΛHpx,vq ` |u ´ v|
1

ě dΛHpx,uq ě 1

6rqs
dΛHpx,yq ´ 1 (4.67)

for u P PD
N pΛq, we can bound

ÿ

uPPD
N

pΛq

ÿ

vPPN,rqs

e´cqdH px,vqe´cq|u´v|
1 ď Cqr

C1
qe´c1

qd
Λ

H
px,yq

ÿ

uPPD
N

pΛq

ÿ

vPPN,rqs

e´ cq
2
dH px,vqe´ cq

2
|u´v|

1

ď Cqr
C1
qN2rqse´c2

qd
Λ

H
px,yq ď Cq

`
dΛHpx,yq

˘Cq
e´c2

qd
Λ

H
px,yq ď Cqe

´cqdΛH px,yq,
(4.68)

using (B.10) and (B.3). Using these bounds in (4.65) yields (4.56) if dΛHpx,yq ą 6rqsN .
It remains consider the case dΛHpx,yq ď 6rqsN . To do so we will prove

sup
zPHq

EΛ

 ∣
∣GΛ

z px,yq
∣

∣

s( ď Cqe
´cq|x´y|

1 ` Cqe
´cqN for all N P N, (4.69)

which yields, for dΛHpx,yq ď 6rqsN ,

sup
zPHq

EΛ

 ∣
∣GΛ

z px,yq
∣

∣

s( ď Cqe
´cq|x´y|

1 ` Cqe
´cqdΛH px,yq ď Cqe

´cqdΛH px,yq, (4.70)

which is (4.56).
To prove (4.69) we use a large deviation argument. For N P N, letting S “ rxsΛN , let ESN

be the event defined in (4.19), so we have (4.20), and (4.22) holds on the complimentary
event

`
ESN

˘c
.

For z P Hrqs we also have, using Hölder’s inequality and the a-priori bound (3.22),

EΛ

!
χES

N

∣

∣GΛ

z px,yq
∣

∣

s
)

ď
´
P

!
χES

N

)¯ 1

2

´
EΛ

!
∣

∣GΛ

z px,yq
∣

∣

2s
)¯

ď Cqe
´cqN . (4.71)

On the complimentary event
`
ESN

˘c
we use

GΛ

z px,yq “ GS,Sc

z px,yq ´
`
RΛ

z ΓR
S,Sc

z

˘
px,yq, (4.72)

where Γ “ HΛ ´ HS,Sc. Since x Ă S, we have GS,Sc

z px,yq “ 0 unless y Ă S, in which
case GS,Sc

z px,yq “ GS
z px,yq. Thus (4.22) implies that in this case we have

sup
zPHq

∣

∣GS,Sc

z px,yq
∣

∣

s ď Cqe
´cq|x´y|

1. (4.73)

On the other hand, setting PB
N pSq “ tu P PN pSq : u X BS ‰ Hu, we have, for ω R ESN

and z P Hq,
∣

∣

`
RΛ

z ΓR
S,Sc

z

˘
px,yq

∣

∣

s ď
ÿ

uPPB
N

pSq

∣

∣

`
RΛ

z Γ
˘

px,uq
∣

∣

s ∣
∣GS,Sc

z pu,yq
∣

∣

s

ď Cq
ÿ

uPPB
N

pSq
e´cq|u´y|

1

∣

∣

`
RΛ

z Γ
˘

px,uq
∣

∣

s
.

(4.74)

It follows, using (4.62), that

sup
zPHq

EΛ

!
χpESNqc

∣

∣

`
RΛ

z ΓR
S,Sc

z

˘
px,yq

∣

∣

s
)

ď Cq
ÿ

uPPB
N

pSq
e´cq|u´y|

1e´cqdΛH px,uq. (4.75)

Since u P PB
NpSq, we have dΛHpx,uq ě N , and hence

sup
zPHq

EΛ

!
χpESNqc

∣

∣

`
RΛ

z ΓR
S,Sc

z

˘
px,yq

∣

∣

s
)

ď Cqe
´cqN

ÿ

uPPB
N

pSq
e´cq|u´y|

1 ď Cqe
´cqN , (4.76)

where we used (B.3) (recall y P PN,rqspΛq) to get the last inequality.
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Combining (4.72), (4.73), and (4.76) we get

sup
zPHq

EΛ

!
χpESNqc

∣

∣GΛ

z px,yq
∣

∣

s
)

ď Cqe
´cq|x´y|

1 ` Cqe
´cqN . (4.77)

The estimate (4.69) now follows from (4.71) and (4.77). �

The first statement of the theorem (i.e., (2.23)) now follows from Lemmas 4.4 and 4.1.
The second statement (i.e., (2.24)) then follows from the first statement and Lemma 4.2.

�

5. Proof of Theorem 2.6

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

As discussed in Section 3, given Λ Ă Z, we have the the Hilbert space decomposition

HΛ “ À|Λ|
N“0

HpNq
Λ

, where HpNq
Λ

“ RanχNpN Λq. We define

Z
pNq “

 
px1, x2, . . . , xN q P Z

N : x1 ă x2 ă . . . ă xN
(

and ΛpNq “ ΛN X Z
pNq. (5.1)

Since HpNq
Λ

has the orthonormal basis Φ
pNq
Λ

, identifying x P PN pΛq with px1, . . . , xN q P
ΛpNq yields the identification of HpNq

Λ
with ℓ2pΛpNqq.

Since HΛ,∆Λ,WΛ, V Λ
ω commute with the number of particles operator N Λ, they leaves

each HpNq
Λ

invariant. Let TΛ

N be the restriction of TΛ to HpNq
Λ

“ ℓ2pΛpNqq, where TΛ “
HΛ,∆Λ,WΛ, V Λ

ω . We still have the decomposition given in (3.1):

HΛ

N “ ´ 1

2∆
∆Λ

N ` WΛ

N ` λV Λ

N,ω acting on ℓ2pΛpNqq, (5.2)

where ∆Λ

N is the adjacency operator on the graph ΛpNq, WΛ
N is a deterministic bounded

potential, and V Λ
N,ω is a random potential. In other words, HΛ

N is a random Schrödinger

operator on ℓ2pΛpNqq. For a fixed N P N, HΛ
N satisfies all the hypothesis of the operators

studied on [3] except that it is a Schrödinger operator on ℓ2pΛpNqq, not on ℓ2pΛNq. This
does not affect the analysis in [3], and all the results of [3] hold for HΛ

N for a fixed N .
Given S Ă Z, we define the eigencorrelator QS

N,qpx,yq for HΛ
N similarly as we did for

HS in Section 2. The hypothesis of the theorem can then be rewritten as:
Let q P 1

2
N0, and suppose that for all D Ă Z finite and all N P N we have

ED

 
QD
N,qpx,yq

(
ď Cqe

´cqdDH px,yq for all x,y P ℓ2pDpNqq. (5.3)

where the constants Cq and cq are independent of N .
We can then apply [3, Theorem 4.1] to HΛ

N for all N P N. We obtain the conclusions of
the theorem for HZ

N for all N P N, with the constants independent of N unless explicitly
stated. It follows that the theorem holds as stated. �

Appendix A. Localization types and nomenclature

Localization is a very rich phenomenon that manifests itself in variety of ways. As
discussed in Section 1, 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 Hω in a prescribed
energy interval I is pure point, almost surely. When I “ R, we say that Hω is
completely spectrally localized.
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(ii) Eigenstate localization: Consider the Hilbert space ℓ2pΛq where Λ is a subset
of Zd, the infinite system corresponding to Λ “ Zd, and finite systems corre-
sponding to bounded subsets Λ. 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 ω, one can construct an orthonormal basis ψn,ω for the range of
the spectral projection PI of Hω onto I, such that, for each n we can find a site
kn P Λ so

|ψn,ωpxq| ď Cωxknype´m|x´kn|, x P Λ, xkny “ |kn| ` 1, (A.1)

with parameters p,m ą 0 that do not depend on the choice of the configuration.
That is, the normalized eigenfunction ψn,ω is exponentially confined near its lo-
calization center kn, 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 Schrödinger operators) [10].
A related form of the eigenstate localization is exponential decay of the eigen-

correlator (in expectation), already discussed in Section 2. 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 ψ is a normalized eigenvector for Hω, the IPR for ψ is

given by
ř
xPΛ |ψpxq|4. Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it is easy to see that

1 ě IPRpψq ě 1

|Λ|
, where the maximum is achieved when ψ is a standard basis

vector (that is maximally localized), and the minimum is achieved when ψ is
uniformly spread on Λ, i.e., ψpxq “ 1?

|Λ|
for every x P Λ (maximally delocalized

state). We note that SULE implies that IPRpψn,ωq ě C ą 0, where the constant
C is volume-independent and only depends (logarithmically) on the position of
localization center for a given random configuration ω.
If Hω is completely spectrally localized, one can construct an orthonormal

eigenbasis for ℓ2pΛq, that is, there exists a unitary operatoe Uω that diagonalizes
Hω, i.e., U

˚
ωHωUω is a diagonal matrix in the standard basis for ℓ2pΛq. It turns out

that for the Anderson model in the strong disorder regime, for any finite volume
Λ Ă Zd, with high probability one can construct Uω which is semi-uniformly
quasi-local, meaning that the matrix elements Uωpx, yq of Uω satisfy the bound
|Uωpx, yq| ď Cωxxype´m|x´y| for some p,m ą 0 that do not depend on the choice
of the configuration. (This follows from the results in [11].) The existence of such
Uω 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 Hω 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 1.2, 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.



24 ALEXANDER ELGART AND ABEL KLEIN

(iii) Dynamical localization: In quantum mechanics, the dynamics can be given in
either Schrödinger or Heisenberg pictures. For single-particle systems, the Schrö-
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´itHωδ0
∥

∥ „ xtyq, where δ0 is the standard basis vector for ℓ2pΛq
located at the origin, and X is a multiplication operator of the form pXψqpxq “
xψpxq. The q “ 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 q “ 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 1.2,
dynamical localization in the many-body context does not follow from eigenstate or weak
dynamical localization.

Dynamical localization can be expressed as non-propagation of information: For any
observable Ou supported at site u P Z, t P R, and ℓ P N there exists m ą 0 and an
observable Ou,ℓ,t supported on rusℓ such that

∥

∥τHt pOuq ´ Ou,ℓ,t

∥

∥ ď C ‖Ou‖ e
´mℓ, (A.2)

where τHt pOuq “ eitHOue
´itH is the Heisenberg evolution of Ou.

Let S “ řL

n“1
σzn with an arbitrary L P 4N and H “ Sσz

0
on HZ, then H is diagonal in

the canonical basis ΦZ, and hence so is fpHq 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 ptq “ τHt pσx0 q with F p0q “ σx0 , we we have

F 1ptq “ ´2SτHt pσy0q, with F 1p0q “ ´2Sσy0 ‰ 0,

F 2ptq “ ´4S2τHt pσx
0
q “ ´4S2F ptq

(A.3)

It follows that

F ptq “ cosp2Stqσx
0

´ sinp2Stqσy
0
. (A.4)

Since eitS “ śL

n“1
eitσ

z
n and ei

π
2
σz “ iσz, we deduce that F pπ

2
q “ śL

n“1
σznσ

x
0 . So τHt pσxo q

cannot satisfy (A.2) for say t “ π
2
. Thus H does not satisfy dynamical localization.

We conclude that weak dynamical localization ofH 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,N P N, k ď N , α ą 0, and let

Cα “ p1 ´ e´αq´1

˜
8ź

n“1

p1 ´ e´αnq´1

¸2

. (B.1)
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Then

sup
yPPN pZq

ÿ

xPPN,kpZq
e´α|x´y|

1 ď Ck`1

α , (B.2)

and

sup
xPPN,kpZq

ÿ

yPPN pZq
e´α|x´y|

1 ď Ck
α, (B.3)

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 P PN,kpZq, and suppose that x has m “ mx clusters (where m P t1, . . . , ku).
Then x “ px1, . . . , xNq, where x1 ă . . . ă xN , and let xj1 ă . . . ă xj2m , where j1 “ 1,
j2m “ N , are the end points for its m clusters. (Note that m and j2, , . . . , j2m´1 are
x-dependent.) Given y P PNpZq with y “ py1, . . . , yNq, where y1 ă . . . ă yN , we set
ti “ yi ´ xi, i “ 1, . . . , N . Then the finite sequences τq “ ptj2q´1

, . . . , tj2qq are monotone
non-decreasing for each q “ 1, . . . , m. Let Tq denote the collection of such monotone
non-decreasing finite sequences τq. Let T pNq denote the collection of all monotone non-
decreasing finite sequences τ pNq “ pt1, . . . , tNq.

To prove (B.2), fix y P PNpZq. Then each x P PN,kpZq is determined uniquely by the

corresponding ttiuNi“1
, so we have

ÿ

xPPN,kpZq
e´α|x´y|

1 “
ÿ

xPPN,kpZq

mxź

q“1

e´αř2q
j“2q´1

|xj´yj |ď
kÿ

m“1

ÿ

τ1PT1,τ2PT1,...,τmPTm

mź

q“1

e
´αř

tPτq |t|

ď
kÿ

m“1

ÿ

τ
pNq
1

,τ
pNq
2

,...,τ
pNq
m PT pNq

mź

q“1

e
´αř

tPτpNq
q

|t|
ď

kÿ

m“1

˜
ÿ

τ pNqPT pNq

e´αř
tPτpNq |t|

¸m

.

(B.4)
Given τ pNq P T pNq, since τ pNq is monotone nondecreasing there exists an index 0 ď p ď

N ` 1, such that such that tj ă 0 for 1 ď j ď p and tj ě 0 for p` 1 ď j ď N . (Note that
sets are allowed to be empty). Thus,

ÿ

τPT pNq

e´αřN
j“1

|tj |

“
N`1ÿ

p“0

˜
ÿ

t1ďt2ď...ďtpď´1

eαpt1`t2`...`tpq

¸˜
ÿ

0ďtp`1ďtp`2ď...ďtN
e´αptp`1`tp`2`...`tN q

¸

“
N`1ÿ

p“0

e´αp

˜
ÿ

0ďt1ďt2ď...ďtp
e´αpt1`t2`...`tpq

¸˜
ÿ

0ďtp`1ďtp`2ď...ďtN
e´αptp`1`tp`2`...`tN q

¸

ď
˜

8ÿ

p“0

e´αp

¸˜
8ÿ

n“0

P pnqe´αn

¸2

“ p1 ´ e´αq´1

˜
8ź

n“1

p1 ´ e´αnq´1

¸2

“ Cα,

(B.5)
where P pnq is the number of integer partitions of n, and we used the formula for the
generating function for P pnq.

It follows from (B.4) and (B.5) that

ÿ

xPPN,kpZq
e´α|x´y|

1 ď
kÿ

m“1

Cm
α “ Ck`1

α ´Cα
Cα´1

ď Ck`1

α , (B.6)

which yields (B.2).
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To establish (B.3), we modify the above argument. We fix x P PN,kpZq, and note that

every y P PNpZq is determined uniquely by the corresponding ttiuNi“1
, so we have

ÿ

yPPN pZq
e´α|x´y|

1 “
ÿ

yPPN pZq

mź

q“1

e´αř2q
j“2q´1

|xj´yj | ď
mź

q“1

ÿ

τqPTq
e

´αřj2q
j“j2q´1

|tj |

“
mź

q“1

ÿ

τpnqqPT pnqq
e´αřnq

j“1
|tj |.

(B.7)

where nq“ nqpxq “ j2q ´ j2q´1 for q “ 1, 2, . . . , m.
Let n P N, then

ÿ

τPT pnq

e´αřn
j“1

|tj |

“
N`1ÿ

p“0

˜
ÿ

t1ďt2ď...ďtpď´1

eαpt1`t2`...`tpq

¸˜
ÿ

0ďtp`1ďtp`2ď...ďtN
e´αptp`1`tp`2`...`tN q

¸

“
N`1ÿ

p“0

e´αp

˜
ÿ

0ďt1ďt2ď...ďtp
e´αpt1`t2`...`tpq

¸˜
ÿ

0ďtp`1ďtp`2ď...ďtN
e´αptp`1`tp`2`...`tN q

¸

ď
˜

8ÿ

p“0

e´αp

¸˜
8ÿ

n“0

P pnqe´αn

¸2

“ Cα,

(B.8)
as in (B.5).

It follows from (B.7) and (B.8) that

ÿ

yPPN pZq
e´α|x´y|

1 ď Cm
α , (B.9)

which yields (B.3). �

Lemma B.2. Let N P N, k P N, k ď N , and α ą 0. Then

sup
xPPN,kpZq

ÿ

yPPN,kpZq
e´αdH px,yq ď Cα,kN

2k. (B.10)

Proof. Fix N P N and k P N, k ď N . For m P N let Ppmq
N pZq “

 
x P PNpZq,W Z

x
“ m

(
.

In addition, for x P PNpZq, and r P N let

Sx,r “ ty P PN pZq, dHpx,yq “ ru , Spmq
x,r “

!
y P Ppmq

N pZq, dHpx,yq “ r
)

Sx,r,k “
kď

m“1

Spmq
x,r .

(B.11)

Let now x P PN,kpZq. We note that y P Sx,r implies y Ă rxsZr . Since |rxsr| ď N ` 2kr,
we deduce that

|Sx,r| ď
ˆ
N ` 2kr

N

˙
ď pN ` 2krqN . (B.12)
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As a consequence, for x P PN,kpZq and α ą 0, we obtain the estimate

ÿ

yPPN pZq
e´αdH px,yq “ 1 `

8ÿ

r“1

|Sx,r| e
´αr

ď 1 `
tN{2kuÿ

r“1

p2NqNe´αr `
8ÿ

tN{2ku`1

p4kr ` 1qNe´αr ď CN
α,kN

N`1.

(B.13)

We also have the following bounds:
∣

∣Spmq
x,r

∣

∣ ď pN ` 2krq2m, |Sx,r,k| ď kpN ` 2krq2k. (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 P Spmq
x,r implies y Ă rxsZr , and hence y is completely

determined by the 2m points in rxsZr that are the end points for its m clusters. Since
|rxsr| ď N ` 2kr, we deduce that

∣

∣Spmq
x,r

∣

∣ ď
ˆ
N ` 2kr

2m

˙
ď pN ` 2krq2m. (B.15)

As a consequence, for x P PN,kpZq and α ą 0, we obtain the estimate

ÿ

yPPN,kpZq
e´αdH px,yq “ 1 `

8ÿ

r“1

|Sx,r| e
´αr

ď 1 ` k

tN{2kuÿ

r“1

p2Nq2ke´αr ` k

8ÿ

r“tN{2ku`1

p4kr ` 1q2ke´αr ď Cα,kN
2k.

(B.16)
�

Appendix C. Quasi-locality of the filter function

We fix Λ Ă Z and consider the Hilbert space HΛ. We consider disjoint subsets K1, K2

of Λ, and let H “ HK1 ` HK2 acting on HΛ. We observe that the following holds:

(i) For all K Ă Λ and K 1 “ rKsK1

1
we have rPK

´ , HsPK 1
` “ 0.

(ii) For all K Ă K1, connected in K1, we have
∥

∥rPK
´ , Hs

∥

∥ ď γ “ ∆´1.

We also observe that H commutes with the total particle number operator, and its

restriction HN to the N-particle sector HpNq
Λ

is a well defined bounded operator for each
N P N.

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

Lemma C.1. For all A Ĺ B Ă Λ with A,B finite, A Ă K1 connected in K1, we have

∥

∥PA
´ eitHPB

`
∥

∥ ď ∆´r |t|
r

r!
for all t P R, where r “ dΛ pA,Bcq . (C.1)

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

Theorem C.2. Given t P R` and a P R, let Ft,a be the C
8 function on R given in (4.36).

Let S Ĺ T Ă Λ, S, T finite, where S Ă K1 is is connected in K1, and let ℓ “ dZ pS, T cq´1.
Then, taking β “ ∆

5
, for all t ą 1, a P R, and E P R we have

∥

∥P S
´Ft,apH ´ EqP T

`
∥

∥ ď C

ˆ
e´ 1

2
ℓ `

?
t e´β2ℓ2

8t

˙
, (C.2)
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where all constants are a-independent.

In particular, taking t “ β2

8
ℓ, we have (ℓ P N0)

∥

∥

∥
P S

´Fβ2

8
ℓ,a

pH ´ EqP T
`

∥

∥

∥
ď Ce´ 1

2
ℓ. (C.3)

We will refer to Ft,a as a filter function.

Proof. We introduce a introduce a function Ft,a,ε P SpRq, where 0 ă ε, given by

Ft,a,εpxq “ e´εx2 ´ e´tx2

x ´ ia
for x P R if a ‰ 0,

Ft,0,εpxq “ e´εx2 ´ e´tx2

x
for x P Rz t0u and Ft,0p0q “ 0.

(C.4)

Let f̂ denote the Fourier transform of the function f . We note that for a ą 0, the
Fourier transform of fapxq “ 1

x´ia exists as an L2 function, and is given by f̂apξq “
2iπeaξχp´8,0qpξq, whereas for a “ 0 it exists in a distributional sense, f̂0pξq “ ´iπ sgnpξq.
We will only consider the more delicate case a “ 0, the argument for a ‰ 0 is very similar.

A standard calculation gives

F̂t,0,εpξq “ 1?
2π

ż 8

´8

´
´i

b
π
2
sgnpξ ´ sq

¯´
1?
2ε
e´s2{4ε ´ 1?

2t
e´s2{4t

¯
ds

“ i

2
?
2

ˆż 8

ξ

´
ż ξ

´8

˙´
1?
ε
e´s2{4ε ´ 1?

t
e´s2{4t

¯
ds.

(C.5)

Since Ft,0,ε P L1, by the Riemann–Lebesgue Lemma we have

0 “ lim
ξÑ8

F̂t,0,εpξq “ ´ i

2
?
2

ż 8

´8
eiλs

ˆ
1?
ε
e´s2{4ε ´ 1?

t
e´s2{4t

˙
ds, (C.6)

so it follows that

F̂t,0,εpξq “ i?
2

ż 8

ξ

´
1?
ε
e´s2{4ε ´ 1?

t
e´s2{4t

¯
ds

“ ´ i?
2

ż ξ

´8

´
1?
ε
e´s2{4ε ´ 1?

t
e´s2{4t

¯
ds.

If ξ ą 0, we estimate
∣

∣

∣
F̂t,0,εpξq

∣

∣

∣

ď 1?
2

ż 8

ξ

1?
ε
e´s2{4ε ds ` 1?

2

ż 8

ξ

1?
t
e´s2{4t ds. (C.7)

Using the Gaussian estimate
ż 8

x

e´ y2

2 dy ď 1

x
e´x2

2 for x ą 0, (C.8)

and recalling
ş8
0
e´y2{2 dy “

a
π
2
, we conclude that

ż 8

x

e´ y2

2 dy ď
b

πe
2
e´x2

2 for all x ě 0. (C.9)

(Note that
ş8
x
e´ y2

2 dy ď e´x2

2 for x ě 1 and e´x2

2

?
e ě 1 for x P r0, 1s.) Thus

ż 8

ξ

e´s2{4b ds “
?
2b

ż 8

ξ?
2b

e´ y2

2 ds ď
b

πe
2

?
2b e´ξ2{4b

ď
?
πe b e´ξ2{4b ď 3

?
b e´ξ2{4b for ξ ě 0, b ą 0.

(C.10)



LOCALIZATION IN THE RANDOM XXZ SPIN CHAIN 29

It follows from (C.7) and (C.10) that
∣

∣

∣
F̂t,0,εpξq

∣

∣

∣
ď 3?

2
e´ξ2{4ε ` 3?

2
e´ξ2{4t ď 5e´ξ2{4t, (C.11)

for all ξ ą 0, and since the same estimate can be established for ξ ă 0, for all ξ P R.
Moreover, the same upper bound also holds for an arbitrary value of a.

We can bound
∥

∥PA
´ fpHqPB

`
∥

∥ ď
ż

R

∥

∥PA
´ eitH PB

`
∥

∥

∣

∣

∣
f̂ptq

∣

∣

∣
dt`

ż

Rc

∣

∣

∣
f̂ptq

∣

∣

∣
dt, (C.12)

where R “ r´R,Rs. Using (C.12) with R “ cℓ and Lemma C.1, we have

∥

∥P S
´fpH ´ EqP T

`
∥

∥ ď C
∥

∥

∥
f̂
∥

∥

∥

8

|∆´1c ℓ|
ℓ

ℓ!
`
ż

|t|ącℓ

∣

∣

∣
f̂ptq

∣

∣

∣
dt. (C.13)

Hence for 0 ă ε ă t and appropriately chosen value for c, say c “ ∆

5
, (C.11) implies, via

Stirling’s approximation, that
∥

∥P S
´Ft,0,εpH ´ EqP T

`
∥

∥ ď Ce´ 1

2
ℓ ` C

ż

|ξ|ą∆

5
ℓ

e´ξ2{4t dξ ď Ce´ 1

2
ℓ ` C

?
t e´∆

2ℓ2

200t
.

(C.14)

Using |pFt,0 ´ Ft,0,εqpxq| ď ε |x|, (C.14), restricting to the N-particle sector HpNq
Λ

, and
recalling thatb HN is a bounded operator, we get

∥

∥P S
´Ft,0pHN ´ EqP T

`
∥

∥ ď
∥

∥P S
´Ft,0,εpHN ´ EqP T

`
∥

∥ ` ‖pFt,0 ´ Ft,0,εqpHN ´ Eq‖

ď C
´
e´ 1

2
ℓ `

?
t e´∆

2ℓ2

200t

¯
` ε ‖HN ´ E‖ ,

(C.15)

where C is N -independent. Letting ε Ñ 0 we get
∥

∥P S
´Ft,apHN ´ EqP T

`
∥

∥ ď C
´
e´ 1

2
ℓ `

?
t e´∆

2ℓ2

200t

¯
for all N P N. (C.16)

The desired estimate (C.2) follows. �
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