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ABSTRACT. Electronic properties of amorphous or non-crystallingodiered solids are
often modelled by one-particle Schrodinger operators wandom potentials, which are
ergodic with respect to Euclidean translations. We giveatsheasonably self-contained
survey of rigorous results on such operators, where we dtowthe presence of a con-
stant magnetic field. We first compile robust properties efittiegrated density of states
like its self-averaging, uniqueness and leading highgngrowth. Results on its lead-
ing low-energy fall-off, that is, on its Lifshits tail, aréén discussed in case of Gaussian
and Poissonian random potentials. Moreover, in the Gaussiae with a non-negative
covariance function we point out that the integrated dgrwitstates is locally Lipschitz
continuous and present explicit upper bounds on its dér@athe density of states. Fi-
nally, available results on Anderson localization condemalmost-sure pure-point nature
of the low-energy spectrum in case of certain Gaussian rangatentials for arbitrary
space dimension. In case of one dimension and a Poissomdomapotential with re-
pelling impurities of short range, it is known that the wheleergy spectrum is almost
surely only pure point.
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1. Introduction

Over the last three decades a considerable amount of rigagesults on random
Schrodinger operators have been achieved by many resesrc¢bood general overviews
of such results can be found in the review articte®2Z, 100, 72, 11J0and the monographs
[34, 30, 111, 12b We also recommend these sources for the general backgjinuhe
field.

Most works concern Schrodinger operators with randomnii@is that possess an
underlying lattice structure even if they are defined on icoaus space. As against
that, the present survey aims to collect rigorous resultsone-particle Schrodinger
operators with (and only withfruly continuumrandom potentials modellingmorphous
solids For the sake of simplicity we will refrain from stating tleesesults under the
weakest assumptions available for their validity, but optgvide sufficient conditions
which are easy to check. For weaker assumptions and relbggndlys stronger results
the interested reader is referred to the original cited wavkere also the corresponding
proofs can be found, which will be omitted here. As far as Iteday the present authors
are mentioned, they have been obtained in collaboratidn eian-Marie Barbaroux, Kurt
Broderix (1962-2000), Werner Fischer, Nils Heldt, Dirk Hientmark, Thomas Hupfer
and/or Werner Kirsch.

It is a pleasure to dedicate this survey to Leonid A. Pastune af the founding
fathers of the rigorous theory of disordered systems. Henigtnematical physicist who
masterly knows how to convert physical intuition into mattatical theorems and vice
versa. Many of his contributions to the theory of random 8dhrger operators have been
ground breaking. Here we only mention the early pap&rs 105, 106, 108, 59, 1Dhis
survey articles107, 110 and the monograph95, 111.

1.1. Motivation and models

More than 40 years after Anderson’s pioneering papgrdne-particle Schrodinger
operators with random potentials continue to play a prontiri@de for understanding elec-
tronic properties of disordered solids. While perfectdsbr crystals are characterized by
the periodic arrangement of identical atoms (or ions) onsites of a lattice, disordered
solids lack any kind of long-range order, but may exhibit sorastige of short-range or-
der. In some disordered solids, like in random alloys, aredgthg lattice structure may
still exist so that on average the solid remains homogeneidhgespect to lattice transla-
tions. Accordingly, the random potentials employed to niedeh solids should be lattice-
homogeneous, or even lattice-ergodic, in order to alsoitdkeaccount that different parts
of the solid are practically decoupled at large separa@@n99. In extremely disordered
materials, like liquids, glasses or amorphous solidkl| 79, 58, 8B an underlying lattice
structure is no longer available and the correspondingarmnplotentials should even be
ergodic with respect tall Euclidean translations, not only lattice ones.

The present survey is concerned with one-particle Schgatioperators with random
potentials modelling amorphous solids. More generallywidieconsider a single quantum
particle ind-dimensional Euclidean configuration spd&é, d € N, subject to a random
potential in the sense of

Definition 1.1. By arandom potentialve mean a random scalar figld: Q x R —
R, = — V) (z) on a complete probability spa¢e, A, I?), such thafi is jointly mea-
surable with respect to the product of the sigma-algebdd (event) subsets a2 and the
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sigma-algebrd3(IR?) of Borel sets inR<. We further suppose thaf is R?-ergodic and
that it has one of the following two properties:

(V=) V has a finitepth absolute moment, that i [ [V (0)[" ] < oo with some real
p > max {3,d+ 1}.

(V+) Vs non-negative and has a finjith moment, thatisE [V (0)?] < oo with p = 2
if d € {1,2,3} or with some reap > d/2 if d > 4.

HereE[] := [, P(dw) (-) denotes thexpectatior(in other words: ensemble averaging)
induced by the probability measuie

The precise definition olR?-ergodicity of V' requires 85, 79 the existence of a
group{T.}.cra Of probability-preserving transformations ¢f, A, IP) such that (i) the
group is ergodic in the sense that every ev&rg A which is invariant under the whole
group is either almost impossible or almost sufd£) € {0,1}, and that (i) V is
R-homogeneotis the sense that (7=« (y) = V() (y — z) for (Lebesgue-) almost all,

y € R? and allw € Q. Roughly speakingy is R?-ergodic if its fluctuations in different
regions become sufficiently fast decorrelated with ingegdistance between the regions.

The quantum particle subject to the random potential may laésexposed to eon-
stant magnetic fiel&haracterized by a skew-symmetricx d-matrix with real entries
B;; = —Bj;, wherei, j € {1,...,d}. The components of the corresponding vector po-
tential A : R — R* in the Poincaré gauge are definedby(z) := S, 2;B;; forall
r=(z1,...,74) € RL

Choosing physical units such that the mass and electrigehafrthe particle as well
as Planck’s constant (divided Ryr) are all equal to one, the Schrddinger operator for the
guantum particle subject toraalizationV“) : R¢ — R, z — V®)(z) of a random
potentiallV and a constant magnetic field is informally given by the défdial expression

d
1 ) 2
(1.1) H(A, V@) .= = i— 4+ A ) +V©),

wherei = /—1 is the imaginary unit. This expression has to be well defired aelf-
adjoint operator acting on a dense domairL.#{IR?), the Hilbert space of all complex-
valued, Lebesgue square-integrable functiondRdn which is equipped with the usual
scalar producty, 1) := [, dz ¢(z)*¥(x), for ¢, ¥ € L*(R?). In fact, our assumptions
onV guarantee the existence of some subket A of 2 with full probability, P(Q) =

1, such that for every € € the right-hand side of (1.1) is essentially self-adjointloa
dense subspacg®(R?) c L2(IR9) of all complex-valued, arbitrarily often differentiable
functions with compact supports, see for examiglg [72, 30, 5 This justifies

Definition 1.2. By arandom Schiddinger operatord (A, V') with a random potential
V' and a constant magnetic field, corresponding to the vectmmgal A, we mean the
family Qo > w — H(A, V) of Schrodinger operators given by (1.1).

In this survey we basically focus on two examples of randonemtals, namely
Gaussian and non-negative Poissonian ones. Both are gtpeatar in the physics lit-
erature 142, 22,118, 95, 70, 44see also84] and references therein.

Definition 1.3. By aGaussian random potentiale mean a Gaussian random field [
96] which is R?-ergodic. It has zero meai [V (0)] = 0, and its covariance function
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C:R*—= R,z — C(x) := E[V(2)V(0)] is continuous at the origin where it obeys
0 < C(0) < o0.

The covariance functio@' of a Gaussian random potential is bounded and uniformly
continuous orR? by definition. Consequently4B, Thm. 3.2.2] implies the existence of
a separable version of this field which is jointly measuraBleferring to a Gaussian ran-
dom potential, we will tacitly assume that only this versisitl be dealt with. By the
Bochner-Khintchine theorem there is a one-to-one cormedpoce between Gaussian ran-
dom potentials and finite positive (and even) Borel measondR?. A simple sufficient
criterion ensuringR¢-ergodicity is the mixing conditioim,,|_,., C(x) = 0. Further-
more, the explicit formula

p/2
(1_2) IE[ |V(O)|p] — (27_‘.0(0))71/2 /dv 67712/20(0) |v|p =T p+1 [20(0)] ,
R 2 Tl/2
wherel stands for Euler’s gamma functiofi(], shows that a Gaussian random potential
has property\-) and is therefore a random potential in the sense of Definitid.

The second example of a random potential considered substyis a non-negative
Poissonian one, which we define as follows.

Definition 1.4. By a non-negativ€oissonian random potentialith single-impurity
potentiallU' andmean concentration > 0 we mean a random field with realizations given

by
(1.3) V@) = [ ) Ve~ ).
Rd

Here s, denotes the (random) Poissonian measur&6mwith parametep > 0 and the
functionU : R? — [0, oo[ is supposed to be non-negative and strictly positive on some
non-empty open set ilk?. Moreover, we assume théat satisfies the Birman-Solomyak
conditiony . (fAm dz U(a:)”)l/p < ocowithp =2if d € {1, 2,3} or with some real

p > d/2if d > 4. HereA,, denotes the unit cell of thé-dimensional simple cubiattice

Z¢ c R which is centred at the site, ¢ Z<.

Since the Poissonian measure is a random Borel measure iglunoly pure point and
positive integer-valued, each realization of a non-negaRioissonian random potential is
informally given by

(1.4) V@ (z) = Z Uz — plgw)).
J

It can therefore be interpreted as the potential generatéchimobile impurities located

at {p§“)} c R4, each of which is characterized by the same repulsive gatdint The
random variablg:,(A) then equals the number of impurities in the bounded Borel set
A C R4 Itis Poissonian distributed according to

! (olA)" -
15 P ({w € Q| p)(A) :n}) =St neNU{oh
where|A| := [, dz denotes the (Lebesgue-) volume /bf so thatp is indeed the mean
(spatial) concentration of impurities. Employing for exalm[69, Lemma 3.10] one makes
sure that a non-negative Poissonian random potentiafisatigroperty ¥+). Since it is
alsoR?-ergodic, it is therefore a random potential in the senseadiriition 1.1.
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1.2. Interesting quantities and basic questions

A quantity of primary interest in the theory and applicasaf random Schrodinger
operators is the (specific) integrated density of statets knowledge allows one to com-
pute the specific free energy of the corresponding nondnterg many-particle system in
the thermodynamic limit, see for example (1.10) below. $ba¢nters formulae for trans-
port coefficients.

For its definition we first introduc®(E — H (A, V(“))), the spectral projection oper-
ator of H(A, V() associated with the open half-lihe- oo, E [ C IR up to a given energy
E € R. This notation complies with the functional calculus folfseljoint operators in
that® : R — {0,1} stands for Heaviside’s left-continuous unit-step furtibor a ran-
dom potential in the sense of Definition 1.1, this spectrajqmtion possesses a complex-
valued integral kernel (in other words: position repreatan)© (E — H (A, V) (z,y),
which is a jointly continuous function of, y € R¢ and an integrable function of € Qg
with respect tdP, see 119, 28, 29 This justifies

Definition 1.5. The integrated density of statdés the functionNV : F — N(E)
defined through the expectation value
P(dw) © (E — H(A, v<W>)) (z,z).

(1.6) N(E) :=E [0(E — H(A,V))(z,z)] :/Q

Thanks to the unitary invariance @f (A, 0) under magnetic translation44Q and
to theIR?-homogeneity of’, N is independent of the chosenc R?. Moreover,N is
non-negative, non-decreasing and left-continuous.

There are some other universally valid properties of thegrdted density of states
N which do not depend on the specific choice of the random patenfor example,
for theoretical and experimental reasons it is a comfortagy to learn thatV, which
is defined above as an ensemble average involving the infioitane random operator
H(A,V), may be viewed as a spatial average for a given typical @iz} () of V.
This property, often dubbesklf-averagind95], and the arisinginiquenesgroblem will
be made more precise in Section 2 below. Basically, selfegirg is a consequence of
the assumed ergodicity of the random potential. The lagtaalso responsible for the
almost-sure non-randomness of the spectrurff ofi, V') and of its spectral components
in the Lebesgue decompositiohd9, 73. By (1.6), the location of the almost-sure spec-
trum of H(A, V), as a closed subset of the real liRe coincides with theset of growth
points{E € R|N(E +¢) — N(E) > 0 forall ¢ > 0} of N. But the location of the
spectral components (in other words: the nature of the gpagtcannot be inferred from
N alone. In any case, the spectrum depends on the choice Bbr example, due to the
unboundedness of the negative fluctuations of a Gaussidomapotential/, the almost-
sure spectrum of the correspondifd A, V') coincides with the whole real line. In case
of a non-negative Poissonian potential the spectruff @4, ') is almost surely equal to
the half-line starting at the ground-state energy#f4, 0), that is, at the infimum of its
spectrum.

Another universally valid property oWV is its leading high-energy growth which is
given by

/2
(1.7) N(E) ~ m (%) (E = o).
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see[/2, 30, 111, 101, 132Here we use the notatigh( E) ~ g(E) asFE — E’ to indicate
thatlimg_, g f(E)/g(E) = 1 for someE’ € [—oo,00]. Remarkably, the asymptotics
(1.7) is purely classical in the sense thétF) ~ N.(F) asE — oo, where

(1.8)  N.(E):= lTll E Mw% OB~ 4k A@)* - V(:v))}

1 E—V(0)\*?
T T(1+d/2) ( o ) O(E-V(0)

defines th€quasi-) classical integrated density of statese also{1]. In accordance with

a theorem of Bohr and van Leeuwen on the non-existence ofadjagtism in classical
physics [L0Z, the integration with respect to the canonical momentueR? shows that

N, does not depend oA and hence not on the magnetic fi€l8;;). Furthermore, the
R?-homogeneity ofi” ensures thatV, is independent of the chosen bounded Borel set
A C R? of strictly positive voluméA|. The asymptotics (1.7) does not even depend on
the random potential. Rather it is consistent with a famessit of Weyl [L3§.

In contrast to the high-energy growth (1.7), the low-enefaltoff of N near the
almost-sure ground-state energyfdfA, V) is not universal, more complicated and harder
to obtain. It typically stems from exponentially rare lowezgy fluctuations of the random
potential, which compete with the quantum fluctuationstesldo the kinetic energy. As a
result, N exhibits a much faster low-energy fall-off in comparisorthe non-random case
V = 0. Thisis commonly referred to adéshits tailin honour of the theoretical physicist
I. M. Lifshits (1917-1982) who was the first to develop a qitatite theory P2, 93 in
caseA = 0. Lifshits’ arguments can be summarized in terms of the dlec@ptimal-
fluctuation ideology[61, 143, 94 (see also 118, 95, 11]) according to which the low-
energy fall-off of N near the almost-sure ground-state endrgye [—oo, oo[ of H(A, V)
is (universally) given by the formula

(1.9) log N(E) ~ inf [tE + sup log IE(e*tw’H(A’V)w)} (E | Eyp).
=0 YEL(RY)
(¥, )=1
Here and in the following we suppress suitable constantaramgsdimensionless argu-
ments of the natural logarithm because they become irnelémahe limit. Actually all
Lifshits tails we know of, in particular the ones caused byi§&san and Poissonian ran-
dom potentials presented in Sections 3 and 4 below, arestensivith (1.9).

As an unbounded left-continuous distribution functidhhas at most countably many
discontinuity points. For one space dimensidhis known to be even globally continuous
[109. If this is also true in the multi-dimensional case (of a toaum with A = 0), is
an open problem. In any case, under more specific assumptidigegularity properties
of N beyond continuity are expected. For example, in case of &ausandom potentials
with a non-negative covariance functia¥,turns out to be at least locally Lipschitz contin-
uous, which implies that theensity of state®(FE) := dN(F)/dE exists for (Lebesgue-)
almost all energie® € IR, see Theorem 3.3 below. Such regularity propertied aire
physically relevant, for instance, for the thermal equilin properties of the correspond-
ing macroscopic system of non-interacting (spinless) fenswith specific free energy

(1.10) F(T,n) := sup {uﬁ - T/dN(E) log (1 + e<ﬂE>/T)}
pneER R

as a function of the absolute temperatiife> 0 (multiplied by Boltzmann’s constant),
the fermion concentration > 0 and (possibly) the magnetic field. In fact, Sommerfeld’s
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ubiquitous asymptotic low-temperature expansioi’'qfresupposes a sufficiently smooth
integrated density of state$31], [86, Chap. 4]. In particular, one then h&¥7T,n) ~

f_EOFO dED(E)E — T?D(Ep)72/6 asT | 0, where theFermi energyEr € R is the
solution of the equatiotV (Er) = 7.

In perfect solids or crystals the (generalized) one-ebecénergy eigenfunctions are
given by Bloch-Floquet functions dR?, which are (time-independent) plane waves mod-
ulated by lattice-periodic functiong9, 87. Accordingly these eigenfunctions are delo-
calized over the whole solid, hence not square-integralolé the whole energy spectrum
is only (absolutely) continuous. That this holds true ewethe low-energy regime, may
be viewed as a consequence of the tunnelling effect. Acagrtdi classical mechanics
the electron would be localized in one of the identical atoputential wells making up
the crystal. Since even small differences in the potentilsamay suppress “quantum
coherence” and hence tunnelling, localized states givesgbgre-integrable energy eigen-
functions associated with pure-point spectrum should geer disordered solids at least
at low energies. In particular, this should be true for arhors solids. As we will see
in Theorem 3.7 below, localization at low energies can iddee proven in case of cer-
tain Gaussian random potentials. Yet, in casé®fergodic random potentials, there are
considerably stronger localization results available,fee example 125, 53 and the ref-
erences in$0].

Since by their very nature, localized states are not capaEhdentributing to macro-
scopic charge transportyaobility edgemay occur in an amorphous solid which separates
localized states in the Lifshits-tail regime from delozall ones at higher energies. At zero
temperature, the passing of the Fermi energy through a iyokilge from delocalized to
localized states results in a metal-insulator transitioovin as the Anderson transition.
Likewise, the phenomenon of localization by disorder isecbiAnderson localizatiof9],
see also4] and references therein.

In order to better understand the suppression of chargspoahin disordered solids
by Anderson localization, both spectral and dynamicakdat for localization are com-
monly studied.Spectral localizationmeans that there is only (dense) pure-point spectrum
in certain energy regimes. In addition, the correspondiggrdunctions are often required
to decay not slower than exponentially at infinity insteateihg merely square integrable.
One criterion fordynamical localizatiornis a sufficiently slow spatial spreading of initially
localized wave functions which evolve under the unitaryetiewolution in the spectral sub-
spaceX;(H (A, V®))L?(IR%) corresponding to a certain (Borel) energy regime R.
More precisely, one requires the finiteness

(1.11) sup/ dz ‘1/)5“1)(1:)’2 |z|? < oo
teR JR4 ’

of the gth absolute spatial moment gf) := = itH(AV“)x (H(A,V(©)))p, for all
times, allyyy € C5°(R?) and, for example, a real> 2. Usually (1.11) is demanded either
for P-almost allw € € or even upon integration over with respect taP, see p4, 15,
35, 59. While this type of dynamical localization implies spedtiocalization inl by the
RAGE theorem@, Sec. 5.1] (see als@{l], [125 Sec. 4.1.5]), the converse is not generally
true, since pure-point spectrum may occur together withallistic long-time behaviour
[114. Even more physical is another criterion for dynamicaldlaation, namely the
vanishing of the direct-current conductivity of the copesding non-interacting fermion
system at zero temperature. The interrelations betweediffeeent localization criteria
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are not yet understood in sufficient generality; in this eahsee also]20, 115, 91, 14,
78, 13Q.

1.3. Random Landau Hamiltonian and its single-band approxination

In recent decades the physics of (quasi-) two-dimensioeatrenic structures has
attracted considerable attentiohOf 81, 88, 128 Some of the occurring phenomena,
like the integer quantum Hall effect, are believed to be pscopically explainable in
terms of a system of non-interacting electrically chargediions in the Euclidean plane
R? subject to a perpendicular constant magnetic field of streBy:= B, > 0 and a
random potential {0, 139. The underlying one-particle Schrodinger operator isvkn
as therandom Landau Hamiltoniamvhich acts on the Hilbert spade®(IR?). Apart
from numerous theoretical and numerical studies in the iphyiserature, there are nowa-
days quite a lot of rigorous results available for this ardtesl models, see for example
[89, 98, 16, 33,13, 134, 3, 41, 12, 45]&nd references therein.

The non-random part of the random Landau Hamiltonian is tBkéwnderstood.an-
dau Hamiltonian

(1.12) H(A,0) = % [(1i — EZUQ)Q-F (1% + E:ﬁ) =B Z (H— )Pl,

Its spectral resolution expressed by the second equaliés deack to FockE[l] and Lan-
dau PQ]. The energy eigenvalug + 1/2)B is called theth Landau levebnd the corre-
sponding orthogonal eigenprojectidh is an integral operator with continuous complex-
valued kernel

B .B B B
Q1) Rlo) = e [iDean — o)~ 2o~ o | 1 (Sle - o)

2 2

given in terms of théth Laguerre polynomial;(¢) := 7¢® ddé.l (€e™*), £ > 0[60. The
diagonalP,(z,2) = B/2r is naturally interpreted as the degeneracy per area dfttthe
Landau level.

Accordingly, the corresponding integrated density ofestas the well-known discon-

tinuous staircase function
1.14 @ 1+1/2 V =0.
(1.14) = Z +1/2) B),

Informally, the associated den5|ty of state$(F)/dE is a series of Dirac delta functions
supported at the Landau levels. By adding a random potetati§l.12) these peaks
are expected to be smeared out. In fact, in case of Gaussidomapotentials with a
non-negative covariance function they are smeared out lztetyy see Theorem 3.3 in
cased = 2 and Figure 1 below.

In the limit of a strong magnetic field the spacifgof successive Landau levels ap-
proaches infinity and the so-calledagnetic length /+/B tends to zero. Therefore the
effect of so-called level mixing should be negligible iffat the strength of the random
potentialV is small compared to the level spacing or if the (smallest)etation length of
V' is much larger than the magnetic length. In both cases amabdapproximation tov
should then read

(1.15) ZR, —(1+1/2)B).
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Here thelth term of the infinite series stems from the probability misttion functionR;
onIR defined by

(1.16) Ri(FE) := %T [(P©(E—-PRVP)P)(z,), r € R%

We refer to it as the (centred and normalizéti)restricted integrated density of statds
describes the broadening of ttth Landau level by the random potential to ftteLandau
band when considered in isolation. Assuming (without loss afigyality) that the mean
of the R2-homogeneous random potentialis zero,E [V (0)] = 0, the variance of the
energy in theth Landau band is given b§)

2T

(1.17) o} ::/ dR(E)E* = = [ dz |P(0,)" C(x)

R B R2
in terms of the covariance functi@®i(z) := E [V (2)V (0)] of V. The standard deviation
op = \/0_12 is physically interpreted as thgidth of the /th Landau band. The gener-
ally valid expression (1.17) first appeared in approximaito i;, like the so-called self-

consistent Born approximation, s8] and references therein. In case of tRaussian
covariance function

2X2

the Ith band width can be calculated exactly and explicitly asrecfion of the squared
length ratioBA2. The results is

BX2 (BX2—1\' (BA2)® +1
2* _— = 2
(1.19) o7 =C(0) B 1 (B)\2+1) P, (( 71 : fi (BA?) >0,

(1.18) C(z) = C(0)exp (—w> ) A >0,

whereP;(¢) := %dd—gl(ﬁ - 1)1, ¢ € R, is thelth Legendre polynomial(Q].

Neglecting effects of level mixing by only dealing with thegsience of restricted
random operator§ P,V P}, is a simplifying approximation which is often made. The
interest in these operators relates to spectral locaza2, 38, 39, 40, 112, 113
and to properties of their (restricted) integrated deneitystatesR;, see for example
[137, 23, 80, 19, 18, 11, 117, 25, 21,]67From the physical point of view most in-
teresting is the restriction to the lowest Landau bane-(0). For strong enough mag-
netic fields all fermions may be accommodated in the lowesd lvéthout conflicting with
Pauli’'s exclusion principle, since the degeneracy (pea)airgcreases with the magnetic
field. The contribution o, in the series (1.15) should then already be a good approxima-
tion to IV, since the effects of higher Landau bands are negligibie ig large compared
to the strength,/C(0) of the random potential. For Gaussian and non-negatives&ois
nian random potentials, rigorous statements in suppottisfiteuristics can be found in
[98, 27, 13%

Remark 1.6. A sufficient condition B8, 2§ for the almost-sure self-adjointness of
the restricted random operatByV’ P, on P,L%2(IR?) is the following growth limitation for
the even moments of the random potential,

(1.20) E [[V(0)]*"] < (2n)! M>"

for all n € N with some constand/ < oo. While (1.20) is satisfied for all Gaussian
random potentials witd/ = /C(0) (see (1.2)), its validity for non-negative Poissonian
random potential is ensuredg] by the additional (Lebesgue-essential) boundednes®of th
single-impurity potentiall/ € L>°(IR?). Moreover,R; in (1.16) is well defined, because
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the integral kerne(P,O(E — P,V P)P,)(z,y) of the spectral projectiod,© (E —
PlV(“’)Pl)Pl is jointly continuous inz, y € R? and integrable with respect 8 as a
function ofw € Q. Thanks to magnetic translation invarianégs independent of € R2.

2. Self-averaging and uniqueness of the integrated densitf states

Since spatially separated, large parts of a macroscopiplsashan amorphous solid
become decoupled rather fast with increasing distanceg dffiectively correspond to dif-
ferent realizations of the ergodic random potential madglihe solid. As a consequence,
it should make no difference whether the integrated demdistates/V is defined as an
ensemble average or as a spatial average for a given typalaation.

To specify the notion of a spatial average associated Witlone first has to con-
sider a restriction of the (infinite-volume) random Schnigr operatord (A, V) to a
bounded open cub&é c RY. The resultinginite-volume random Schdinger operator
Hax(A, V) is rendered almost surely self-adjoint on the Hilbert sgatg\) by impos-
ing, for example, DirichletX = D, or NeumannX = N, boundary conditions on the wave
functions in its domain of definition, see for exampr] 30, 68. Since the spectrum of
Hp x(A,V) almost surely consists only of isolated eigenvalues ofdiniultiplicity, the

finite-volume integrated density of staﬂ&ﬁg{ is well defined as the (specific) eigenvalue
counting-function

(2.1) N@ (E) 1 f number of eigenvalues @5 x(A, V), counting
' AX " |A| | multiplicity, which are strictly smaller thak’ € R

:|%| /Ada: O(E - HA,X(A,V(M)))(%I)

for both boundary conditionX = D andX = N, andP-almost allw € Q. The next

theorem shows that in the infinite-volume I|rmt1(\“>)< coincides with the above-defined
ensemble average (1.6), and therefore becomes indepafdeandP-almost allw.

Theorem 2.1. Let V' be a random potential in the sense of Definition 1.1. Morgover
let A ¢ R? stand for bounded open cubes centred at the origin. Thee thersef), ¢ A
of full probability,I? (Qy) = 1, such that
2.2 N(E) = lim N\(E
(2.2) (E) A%I{ld A,X( )
holds for both boundary conditions = D andX = N, all w € ( and all energies
E € R except for the (at most countably many) discontinuity godftV.

By a suitable ergodic theoren8 the existenceand almost-sur@on-randomness
of both infinite-volume limits in (2.2) are basically due teetassumedR?-ergodicity of
V. Under slightly different hypotheses the actual proof waslimed in [L0]1]. It uses
functional-analytic arguments first presentedd][for the cased = 0. A different ap-
proach to the existence of these limits fér+# 0, using Feynman-Kac(-1td) functional-
integral representations of Schrodinger semigrodd®] 2§, can be found in 132, 27.

It dates back toJ05, 104 for the cased = 0 and, to our knowledge, works straightfor-
wardly in the cased # 0 for X = D only. For A # 0 uniquenessf the infinite-volume
limit in (2.2), that is, its independence of the boundaryditan X (previously claimed
without proof in [LO]]) follows from [103 if the random potential/ is bounded and from
[36, 64 if V is bounded from below. For random potentitlyielding Schrodinger oper-
atorsH (A, V) which are almost surely unbounded from below, the proof d@)(2an be
found in [69, 29, see also11, Thm. 5.20] forA = 0.
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Remark 2.2. Similar as in equilibrium statistical-mechanidsf there are more gen-
eral sequences of regions expandinditd than centred open cubdsfor which (2.2) is
true, see for exampld 1, p. 105], BO, p. 304] or B6].

3. Results in case of Gaussian random potentials

This section compiles rigorous results on Lifshits taite tensity of states and spec-
tral localization in case of Gaussian random potentialse @trresponding theorems are
formulated under increasingly stronger conditions on theadance function.

3.1. Lifshits tails

Since Gaussian random potentiflrave unbounded negative Gaussian fluctuations,
it is not surprising that the low-energy fall-off of the igtated density of states is also
Gaussian, even in the presence of a magnetic field. In phatjcthis type of fall-off
ensures that/ (A, V'), although almost surely unbounded from below, may servéaas t
one-particle Schrodinger operator of a macroscopic systenon-interacting fermions in
a random environment with well-defined specific free enetgiq) and related thermody-
namic quantities.

Theorem 3.1. Let V be a Gaussian random potential with covariance function
Then the leading low-energy fall-off of the integrated digrf statesV is Gaussian in the
sense that

(3.1) log N(E) ~ — (E — —0).

20(0)

Theorem 3.1 dates back to PastLd$, 108, see also]04, 74, and 24, 27,101, 13p
for the magnetic case, where the last two references ewem tilke presence of certaian-
dommagnetic fields. The by now standard way of proving (3.1gady used by Pastur, is
in the spirit of (1.9) (setting therEy = —oo). One first determines the leading asymptotic
behaviour of the Laplace-Stieltjes transfori(t) := Jr AN(E) exp(—tE), t > 0, of N
ast — oo and then applies an appropriate Tauberian theoB&n [

The Lifshits tail (3.1) in case of Gaussian random potesitiglhighly universal. It
only depends on the single-site variancéd) = £ [V(O)Q} > 0, but not on further
details of the covariance function, the space dimensioh@ntagnetic field. As physical
heuristics and formula (1.9) already suggest, the (noratia® kinetic-energy operator
H(A,0) becomes irrelevant at extremely negative energies andath¢€3tl) is purely
classical in the sense that; N(F) ~ log N.(F) asE — —oo.

In contrast to the universal classical Lifshits tail (3.1)/, the corresponding tail of
the restricted integrated density of stafgsexhibits non-universal quantum behaviour in
that it depends on the magnetic field and the details of tharévce function.

Theorem 3.2([25]). Letd = 2 and B > 0. Suppose thal” is a Gaussian random
potential with covariance functio'. Moreover, letz? > 0, see (1.17). Then the leading
low-energy fall-off of the restricted integrated densifystatesR; is Gaussian in the sense
that

E2
(3.2) log Ri(E) ~ —or2 (F — —0).
l
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Here thefall-off energyl’; > 0 is given by a solution of the maximization problem

(3.3) M= s / /dyw J2C( - y) o).
weP L R2
saga}l

A proof of Theorem 3.2 follows the lines of reasoning #5], which amounts to es-

tablish the appropriate version of (1.9). The symmd¥yE) = 1 — R;(—E), for all
E € R, then immediately gives the high-energy growdh (1 — R;(E)) ~ —E?/(2T'?)
asE — oo. For the Gaussian covariance (1.18) a maximizer in (3.3)inengby

= /B/(127) [\/B/2 (x1 — ixg)]lexp(—B |z|%/4) and the squared fall-off energy
is explicitly found to be
(3.4) I'7 = [BA?/(BXN’ +1)] fi(BX* +1),
see P5] and (1.19), and alsalfl] for [ = 0. For a comparison of the fall-off energies in
(3.1) and (3.2), we offer the chain of inequalitie/C(0) < I'? < o7 < C(0) which is
actually valid for generaR?-homogeneous random potentias];

3.2. Existence of the density of states

The continuity and non-negativity of the covariance fuoietof a Gaussian random
potential already imply that the corresponding integratedsity of statesV is locally
Lipschitz continuous, equivalently, that is absolutely continuous on any bounded inter-
val and its (Lebesgue-) derivative(E) = dN(FE)/dE, thedensity of statess locally
bounded.

Theorem 3.3([49, 69). LetV be a Gaussian random potential with non-negative co-
variance functiorC'. Then the integrated density of staf€ss locally Lipschitz continuous
and the inequality
dN(E)

dE
holds for Lebesgue-almost all energiese R with some non-negativie’ € L (R),
which is independent of the magnetic field.

(3.5) <W(E)

A simple, but not optimal choice for the Lipschitz constangiven by
d exp{tE +t2C(0) [1 — 52 /2]}

27w C(0) .
Herer,t €]0, 00| are arbitrary except that, := inf, _,, 5 C(z)/C(0) > 0 must be
strictly positive. By the assumed continuity of the covada function, the latter condition
is fulfilled at least for all sufficiently smal. Figure 1, which is taken fron6f], contains
the graph ofW (after a certain numerical minimization) for the case of Gaussian

covariance function (1.18) antil= 2. The upper bound reveals that the density of states
has no infinities for arbitrarily weak disorder, that is, &bitrarily smallC'(0) > 0.

(3.6) W(E) = (r‘l + (27rt)—1/2)

Theorem 3.3 relies on a so-callgdegner estimatfl 36, which bounds the average
number of eigenvalues of the finite-volume random Schrgelimperatofi x (A, V) in
the energy intervalE;, E»[ C R from above. More precisely, under the assumptions of
Theorem 3.3 one had9, 69 the inequality

(3.7) E [Nax(E2) — Nax(E1)] < W(E) |E2 — EA|
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T/

3B/2 5B/2

FIGURE 1. Plot of an upper boun® (E) on D(F) as a function of
the energyE. Here D(E) = dN(E)/dFE is the density of states of
the Landau Hamiltonian with a Gaussian random potentidl @iauss-
ian covariance function (1.18). The dashed line is a plohefgraph
of an approximation td(E). When zooming in, its bell-shaped parts
near the Landau-level energies exhibit asymmetries. ThetéX(F) is
unknown. Vertical lines indicate the delta peaks which mftee non-
existence of the density of states without random poteritiak 0. The
single-step functio®(F) /27 (not shown) is the free density of states
characterized by = 0 andB = 0, confer (1.8).

for both boundary conditionX = D andX = N, and all E > FE,, provided the

bounded open cub& c RR? is not too small. The proof of (3.7) uses the one-parameter
decompositionV’ @) (z) =: V“)(z) + V) (0)C(x)/C(0) of the Gaussian random
potentiallV with covariance functiod'. By definition} is a non-homogeneous Gaussian
random field which is stochastically independent of the Giaumsrandom variabl& (0).

A second essential ingredient of the proof is the abstragtgarameter spectral-averaging
estimate of Combes and HisloBZ, Cor. 4.2] (for an equivalent formulation se@7[
Lemma 1]). Finally, the independence &f of the magnetic field arises from the
diamagnetic inequality for Neumann partition functio68,[App. A], see also§4].

The analogue of Theorem 3.3 for the single-band approxamatithe random Landau
Hamiltonian yields the existence of the probability densi?;(E)/dF, the restricted
density of states

Theorem 3.4([67]). Letd = 2 and B > 0. Suppose thal’ is a Gaussian random
potential with non-negative covariance functiéh Then the restricted integrated density
of statesR, is Lipschitz continuous and the inequality

dR(E) _ 1

dE — \/27T1—‘l2

(3.8)
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holds for Lebesgue-almost all energiEs= IR, where the constait; is the fall-off energy
of thelth Landau band, see (3.3). If additionallyis centrally symmetric, one also has

dR(E) _C(0) 1 B2
AE = o7 JomC0) eXp<_—)’

2C(0)
whereg; is the width of théth Landau band, see (1.17).

(3.9)

In the physics literatureld3, 44, 128 one often considers the limit of delta-
correlatedGaussian random potential informally characterizedffy) = u? 6(z) with
some constant > 0. It emerges from the Gaussian random potential with the Sans
covariance function (1.18) by choosiaf0) = u2(27\?)~%/2 and letting) | 0. In partic-
ular, several simplifications occur in this limit for the chom Landau Hamiltoniani(= 2)
in its single-band approximation. For example, the bandwml&comes independent of the
Landau-level indexg? = o = u?B/(2), and the squared fall-off energy (3.4) takes the
formI'? = (u?B/4) (21)!/(1! 2")%. More interestingly, there is an explicit expression for
dRy(F)/dE in this limit and also fordR;(E)/dE, if the subsequent high Landau-level
limit | — oo is performed. The first result is due to Wegn&87] and reads

2
(3.10) d}?]gE) - 3/22 eXpi” ) o=
7200 1 4 [27-1/2 [TdE exp(€?)] o0

see also 23, 80, 98 As for the second result, it is knowd9, 117 that dR;(F)/dE
becomes semi-elliptic,

(3.11) lim dR(E) _ 1 O (4—n*) Va—n2, n= £
-0 dF 271'0'0 ao

While the right-hand side of (3.8) remains finite in the deltarelated limit, it diverges

asymptotically ag'/*/(z'/%0y) in the additional limitl — oo, which is in accordance

with [18].

The existence of a bounded restricted density of stafeg( £)/dF in the delta-
correlated limit of a Gaussian random potential stands imrast to certain situations with
randompointimpurities. In all of the considered cas&3[ 40, 112, 46, 113it has been
shown that the restricted random operatl’ P, has almost surely an infinitely degener-
ate eigenvalue at zero energy, if the magnetic-field streBgs sufficiently large; see also
(4.6) below. Part of these results have been unifie@1h [

)

3.3. Spectral localization

Since even weak disorder should be able to suppress quanagahanical tunnelling
at sufficiently negative energies, bound states shouldgeriarsuch energy (or disorder)
regimes in case of Gaussian random potentials. Therefogedntent of the subsequent
theorem is often taken for granted in the physics literatke its precise formulation we
first need to define a property the covariance funcfiomay have.

Definition 3.5. A covariance functior©' : R¢ — R of a (Gaussian) random potential
is said to haveproperty (R) if it admits the representatiofi(z) = fRddy v(x + y)v(y)
for all z € R? with some non-zerg € L?(IR?) which is both

(i) Holder continuous of order, thatis, there exist constantsc] 0, 1] anda > 0 such

that|y(z +y) — v(z)| < aly|® for all z € R¢ and ally in some neighbourhood of
the origin0 € R¢, and
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(i) non-negative and has sufficiently rapid decay at infinit the sense thabt <
y(z) < 7o (1+ |z|)~# for Lebesgue-almost all € R with some constanyy > 0
and some exponept> 13d/2 + 1.

Remarks 3.6. (i) In accordance with the Wiener-Khintchine criterione tfep-
resentation in Definition 3.5 (without requiring (i) and))iis equivalent to the assump-
tion that the (non-negative) spectral measurd’af absolutely continuous with respect
to Lebesgue measure. A prominent example having prop&Xyjs the Gaussian co-
variance function (1.18) with arbitrary correlation lengt > 0 for which v(z) =
(2/ (%)) \/TT0) exp (—|x|2/22).

(i) Property R) in particular ensures the non-negativity@f It also implies 8] the
IP-almost sure continuity, and hence local boundednesseattiizations of/. The decay
of ~ at infinity yields the mixing property oV, hence ergodicity. In fact, propertR}
requires a compromise between local dependence and ghalegiéndence df. From a
physical point of view, both requirements are plausiblee &ffective one-particle potential
should be smooth due to screening. By the same token it iscesgbéhat impurities only
weakly influence each other over long distances.

Theorem 3.7([50]). LetV be a Gaussian random potential with covariance function
C having propertyR). Then

(i) for every coupling constargt > 0 there exists an energk,, < 0 such that the
spectrum offf (A, (V) is only pure point in the half-ling — oo, E,,] for IP-
almost allw € Q.

(if) for every energyy < 0 there exists a coupling constagy, > 0 such that for
every( €]0, ¢,p) there exists2c € A with P(Q¢) = 1 and the spectrum of
H(A,¢V“@)is only pure pointin — oo, E] for all w € Q.

Given the Wegner estimate (3.7), the proof of Theorem 3.7a&et on a so-called
multi-scale analysisn the spirit of the fundamental work of Frohlich and Spané&s).
This analysis invokes elements from Kolmogorov-Arnoldgdotheory for coping with
small denominators in order to bound resolvents of finitksve random Schrodinger op-
erators with high probabilities. Its applicability regesr additional assumptions on the
covariance function beyond those needed for the Wegnenatsti The technical realiza-
tion of the proof is patterned after the “fixed-energy” as&yof von Dreifus and Klein
[43] in order to handle the long-range correlations of the flatans of Gaussian random
potentials. In addition to that, different random potelstere allowed on different length
scales. The idea behind this is to replace a given long-raagelated random potential
V on the length scalé, by the element,, of a sequencéV,, },cn of random potentials
such that (i{V,,} converges td’ in a suitable sense and that (ii) edchhas short-range
correlations, but with a spatial extent that grows with @agingn. For the adaptation to
the continuous spad&? the proof follows the lines of Combes and HisI&2].

Remarks 3.8. (i) The assumptions of Theorem 3.7 also allow for so-called d
terministic random potentials, as is illustrated by the €&tan covariance (1.18) for one
space dimension.

(i) As a consequence of the strong negative fluctuationsaafgsian random poten-
tials the authors off(0] were only able to prove algebraic instead of exponentiahglef
the eigenfunctions corresponding to the pure-point specttin order to prove exponen-
tial localization, one should improve either the “variakleergy” multi-scale analysis of
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[42, 77, or the powerful bootstrap programntes, 57 in order to deal with Schrodinger
operators which are almost surely unbounded from below.

(i) It would be interesting to see whether the proof of Thema 3.7 can be simpli-
fied by adapting the announced continuum-extensibofthe Aizenman-Molchanov ap-
proach B, 2, 3, 5, § to (spectral) localization, which was originally devesapfor the
lattice Z<.

(iv) Whereas dynamical localization has been proven inoueforms in case df.¢-
ergodic random potential§3, 99, 54, 3, 15, 35, 125, 55, & would be desirable to prove
some sort of dynamical localization also in the present.cakeki [133 has announced
results along these lines.

4. Some results in case of Poissonian random potentials

In comparison to Gaussian random potentials, less is knbeutaegularity properties
of the integrated density of statdsand spectral localization in case of Poissonian random
potentials for arbitrary space dimension. Most resultsceomthe Lifshits tail ofV.

4.1. Lifshits tails

In contrast to the case of Gaussian random potentials, therbuge multiformity of
Lifshits tails in the Poissonian case.

For vanishing magnetic field and non-negative Poissoniada@ potentials with
rapidly decaying single-impurity potentials, the leadiog-energy fall-off of N was first
identified by Lifshits P2, 93. Using the strategy already described after Theorem 3.1, a
rigorous proof 108, 104 relies on Donsker and Varadhan’s celebrated large-deviag-
sult [37] on the long-time asymptotics of certain Wiener integréile summarize Lifshits’
result together with the corresponding one of Past®g] for slowly decaying single-
impurity potentials in

Theorem 4.1([37, 108, 10%). LetV be a non-negative Poissonian random potential
with mean concentration > 0. Furthermore, assume that the single-impurity potential
U > 0 has one of the following two decays at infinity:

(D1) U is compactly supported or has algebraic decay with expostittly larger
thand + 2 in the sense thatm sup |, . |z|*** U(z) = 0,

(D2) U has (definite) algebraic decay with exponent]d,d + 2| in the sense that
lim| ;| o0 |2]* U(x) = g with someg > 0.

Moreover, assume that the magnetic field vanisti&s;) = 0. Then the leading low-
energy fall-off of the integrated density of states reads

/2
-0 (;—g) for the decay(D1)

(4.1) logN(E) ~ df(ad) (E10).
—Ca(a, 0) (%) for the decay(D2)

Here k4 is the lowest eigenvalue of the negative Laplacidii(0,0), when Dirichlet
restricted to a ball inR¢ of unit volume. Moreover, we have introduced the constant

af(a—d)
. a—d d xd/2 a—d
Ca(a, 0) = *5% QEWF(T)} :
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Remarks 4.2. (i) One has, for examples; = 72, ko = a3, wherea, =
2.4048. .. is the smallest positive zero of the zeroth Bessel functidhefirst kind [B0],
andks = 72 (4n/3)2/3.

(i) Convincing arguments for the validity of Lifshits’ rak (4.1) for the decay[}1)
were also given ing2, 97. An alternative (rigorous) proof of the underlying lonigae
asymptotics is due to Sznitman who invented a coarse-giastheme called thaethod
of enlargement of obstacld429. More elementary proofs which rely on Dirichlet-
Neumann bracketing were found iif, 124, but for the prize of obtaining only the so-
calledLifshits exponenghere:d/2) and not the other constants in (4.1) for the dedad)(

For (non-negative) single-impurity potentidls with rapid decay D1), the Lifshits
tail is insensitive to the details of the decayléfand is dominated by the quantum kinetic
energy. It has therefore a quantum character. Over agdisstitU > 0 has the slow
decay D2), the Lifshits tail sensitively depends on the details af ttecay. It is classical
in character in thatbog N(E) ~ log N.(F) asE | 0. Therefore, the character of the tail
(4.1) changes from purely quantum to purely classical, vtherdecay changes frord{)
to (D2). The Lifshits tail for the borderline case of algebraicagwith exponentt = d+2
seems to be open. In view of (1.9) we have the following

Conjecture 4.3. If lim ;| |z|*2 U(x) = g with someg > 0, then

d+42

(4.2) logN<E>~—[@%+2 (;—g)%[cd(dm,gn%ﬂ(%)ﬂ (o)

This tail exhibits a mixed quantum/classical character.

A similar transition from a purely quantum to a purely classiLifshits tail can be
observed in case of the random Landau Hamiltonian with regative Poissonian po-
tential. However, since the Landau Hamiltonian possessamg-state (wave) functions
with Gaussian decay, the borderline decay turns out to bestsauand not algebraic (with
exponent! + 2 = 4).

Theorem 4.4([26, 46, 65, 66, 4]J. Letd = 2 and B > 0. Suppose thaV’ is a
non-negative Poissonian random potential with mean cotnagon o > 0. Furthermore,
assume that the single-impurity potential> 0 has one of the following three decays at
infinity:

(D3) U is compactly supported or has super-Gaussian decay in tmses¢hat
limsup, .o |7|7?log U(z) = —oc.

(D4) U has (definite) Gaussian decay in the sense thasup,,|_, . |z|7>log U(x)
= —\~2 with some lengti > 0.

(D5) U has sub-Gaussian decay in the sense thatup,,_, |z]=2log U (x) = 0.
Moreover, the decay df is integrable and regular in the sense[66, Def. 3.5]

Then the leading low-energy fall-off of the integrated digraf states reads

% log E for the decay(D3)
B
(4.3) logN (5 + E) ~N 7o (% + )\2) log E for the decay(D4) (£10).

log N.(E) for the decay(D5)
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Remarks 4.5. (i) For super-Gaussian decady3) and Gaussian decaip4) the
integrated density of states has a power-law fall-off (ongatithmic scale). The corre-
sponding exponertro/ B in (4.3) for the decay®3) is just the mean number of impurities
in a disc of radius,/2/B. Two important examples foD5) are an algebraic decay with
exponenty €] 2, 00| (see Theorem 4.1) and a stretched-Gaussian decay in the thes
lim| ;|00 |27 log U(z) = —A~# with some exponent €] 0, 2[ and some decay length
A > 0. For stretched-Gaussian decay the explicit form of (4.8)s65]

(4.4) log N(B/2 + E) ~ —mo\? |log E|*/# (E10).

For an algebraic decay the explicit form of (4.3) coincidé&huhe right-hand side of (4.1)
for the decay D2) with d = 2, even ifa > 4 (= d + 2) [26]. Other examples for¥5)
causing more exotic fall-offs can be found &6].

(i) The hard part of the proof of Theorem 4.4 deals with thenpactly supported case
of (D3). It is due to Erdés who developed a versidi®][ of the method of enlargement
of obstacles 129, which takes into account the presence of a magnetic fieldh Wis
method he also confirmedT] the mixed quantum/classical character of the Lifshitkitai
case of the Gaussian decd@4(), which was conjectured ir6f.

The Gaussian Lifshits tail of the integrated density ofegaf of the random Landau
Hamiltonian with a Gaussian random potential is slower tthest of Ry, the integrated
density of states of its lowest band (sifég < C(0) unlessC(z) = C(0) for all z € R?,
which however is ruled out by ergodicity). Not unexpectettys ceases to be so in case
of a Poissonian random potential with a non-negative stirgfaurity potential.

Theorem 4.6([135). Assume the situation of Theorem 4.4. Furthermore, let the
single-impurity potential be locally bounded, e L;° (R?). Then the leading low-energy

fall-off of the restricted integrated density of staf@gs to zero near zero energy coincides
with that of N near B/2 , that is

(4.5) log Ro(E) ~ logN(g + E) (E10).

The proof of Theorem 4.6 follows from Theorem 4.4 and a twiediestimate on
the Laplace transforn®, of R,. For the lower estimate, segq, Eq. (3.7)]. The upper
estimate,Ro(t) < e'B/2 N(t) 2rr/B, stems from the Jensen-Peierls inequality applied to
the right-hand side ofgb, Eq. (3.7)]. For the case of an algebraic decay, (4.5) has bee
stated already in6], and for compactly supportdd implicitly in [ 46].

Remark 4.7. Some results on Lifshits tails of higher Landau barids (1) are avail-
able in P6, 63. The leading high-energy growth a®; (for any! > 0) correspond-
ing to a non-negative single-impurity potentialcoincides with the leading low-energy
fall-off of the ith restricted integrated density of states correspondingl/, because
P~ PO(E -~ PVP)P, = PO(PVP, - E)P,.

For all three types of decaypB)—(D5) considered in Theorems 4.4 and 418,is
continuous atB/2 and henceR, is continuous at zero energy. This stands in contrast to
the case of Poissonigwintimpurities,U(z) = ud(x), v > 0, for which Brézin, Gross
and ltzykson 23] managed to calculat&, exactly and explicitly using (non-rigorous)
supersymmetric functional integration, see al®@|.[ For the leading low-energy fall-off
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they obtained

(4.6) lim Ro(E) =1~ % if % <1,
4.7) lé% [log E| Ro(F) =1 if % =1,
(4.8) lim 71050};0;? —1- % if % > 1.

Erdés B6] has given a rigorous proof that the size of the jumgigfat zero energy in case
2mwp/B < 1is not smaller than the right-hand side of (4.6).

We close this subsection with two complementary remarks.

Remarks 4.8. (i) First rigorous results on Lifshits tails in case of thigmace
dimensiongl = 3 and a constant magnetic field of strenggh> 0 are available. For super-
Gaussian decayD@), Gaussian decayp@d) and stretched-Gaussian decay the so-called
Lifshits exponent is identifiedl35 to coincide in all three cases with the corresponding
one ford = 1,
mlog log N(B/2+ E)| 1

(4.9) B 1E1J,0 log E 2

Actually, in [135 somewhat more detailed information on the fall-offs degieg on the
actual decay can be found. For example, for algebraic ddedy With d = 3, that is,
with exponentx €] 3, 5[, the tail coincides with the corresponding one for= 0 (see
Theorem 4.1) and has therefore a classical chara@ggr [

(i) For vanishing magnetic field, the Lifshits tails haveebeinvestigated also for
non-positive single-impurity potentials] < 0. Depending on whethd¥ is singular or
not, the corresponding Lifshits tail exhibits a quantum lassical character. For details,
see [L08, 95, 111, 8R The results are again consistent with formula (1.9) isgtthere
EO = —OO).

4.2. Existence of the density of states and spectral locadition

There are only a few rigorous results on these issues fos&aiin random potentials.

For a special class of non-negative single-impurity paadst/, Tip [13]] has proven
that the integrated density of stat¥ss absolutely continuous at sufficiently high energies.

The only localization result is due to Stoltd§. It concerns the case of one space
dimension.

Theorem 4.9([12€]). Letd = 1 and letV be a non-negative Poissonian random
potential. Moreover, let the single-impurity potentidl be compactly supported. Then
the almost-sure spectrufi, oo[ of H (0, V') is only pure point with exponentially localized
eigenfunctions.

The proof builds on techniques which are available only fioe dimension and are
nicely summarized and discussed in the recent sud/2y [

Remark 4.10. To our knowledge, the only other rigorous workiOD, 32 which,
among the rest, deal with localization proofs for PoissomeEndom potentials in multi-
dimensional situations have to assume an additional randssof the impurity coupling-
strengths.
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5. Some open problems

While most rigorous works on random Schrodinger operatonserriz-ergodic ran-
dom potentials, the present survey has focusefRérergodic ones. More precisely, for
Gaussian and Poissonian random potentials, rigoroudsdmye been presented on the in-
tegrated density of states and Anderson localization. ifndbntext, a lot of issues, which
are interesting from the (theoretical-) physics point @i are still unsolved.

One major open problem concerns a proof of Anderson lodaizén case of (non-
negative) Poissonian random potentials for arbitrary sgimension. Another problem
is to isolate the weakest possible conditions forRrergodic random potential which
imply continuity of the corresponding integrated densitgtates ifd > 2 andA = 0. In
particular, one may ask: [R¢-ergodicity already enough?

Most striking is definitely the fact that there is not a singéa-zerdR?- or Z?-ergodic
random potential for which the existence of an absolutelytiooious component of the
energy spectrum has been proven, that is, spectral dedatiah in certain energy regimes.
After all, physical intuition, approximate calculationsdanumerical studies suggest the
occurrence of a mobility edgedf > 3. If d = 2 itis not yet rigorously settled whether the
whole energy spectrum is almost surely only pure point or not

Last but not least, one can hardly claim to utterly undes&lactronic properties of
disordered solids without having a more solid foundatiothefr transport theory.
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