DECORRELATION ESTIMATES FOR RANDOM
SCHRODINGER OPERATORS WITH NON RANK ONE
PERTURBATIONS

PETER D. HISLOP AND M. KRISHNA

ABSTRACT. We prove decorrelation estimates for generalized lattice Ander-
son models on Z¢ constructed with finite-rank perturbations in the spirit of
Klopp [7]. These are applied to prove that the local eigenvalue statistics £3
and &%/, associated with two energies E and E’ satisfying |E — E’| > 4d,
are independent. That is, if I,J are two bounded intervals, the random
variables £%(I) and &%/ (J), are independent and distributed according to
a compound Poisson distribution whose Lévy measure has finite support.
We also prove that the extended Minami estimate implies that the eigen-
values in the localization region have multiplicity at most the rank of the
perturbation.
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1. STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM AND RESULTS

We consider random Schrodinger operators H¥Y = L + V,, on the lattice
Hilbert space ¢2(Z%) (or, for matrix-valued potentials, on ¢*(Z%) @ C™*), and
prove that certain natural random variables associated with the local eigenvalue
statistics around two distinct energies £ and E’, in the region of complete
localization Xy, and with |E — E’| > 4d, are independent. From previous
work [§], these random variables distributed according to a compound Poisson
distribution. The operator £ is the discrete Laplacian on Z?, although this can
be generalized. For these lattice models, the random potential V, has the form

eJ

where { P, };c .7 is a family of finite-rank projections with the same rank my > 1,
the set J is a sublattice of Zd, and ZZEJPZ- = I. We assume that P, =
U,-POUZ-_l, for ¢ € J, where U; is the unitary implementation of the translation
group (U;f)(k) = f(k + i), for i,k € Z?. The coefficients {w;} are a family
of independent, identically distributed (iid) random variables with a bounded
density of compact support on a product probability space 2 with probability
measure P. It follows from the conditions above that the family of random
Schrédinger operators HY is ergodic with respect to the translations generated
by J.

One example on the lattice is the polymer model. For this model, the pro-
jector P; = x,, (i) is the characteristic function on the cube A(i) of side length
k centered at i € Z9. The rank of P; is (k + 1)? and the set J is chosen so
that U;e7AL(i) = Z% Another example is a matrix-valued model for which
P;, i € Z% projects onto an my-dimensional subspace, and J = Z?% The
corresponding Schrodinger operator is

HY =L+) wP, (1.2)
ieJ

where £ is the discrete lattice Laplacian A on £2(Z%), or A ® I on (*(Z%) ®
C™ (or, more generally, A ® A, where A is a nonsingular my, X mj matrix),
respectively. In the following, we denote by H,, ¢ (or simply as H, omitting the
w) the matrices xa,H*“xa, and similarly H, 1, Hy, by replacing ¢ with L, for
positive integers £ and L.

A lot is known about the eigenvalue statistics for random Schrédinger op-
erators on Kz(Rd). When the projectors P; are rank one projectors, the local
eigenvalue statistics in the localization regime has been proved to be given by
a Poisson process by Minami [9] (see also Molchanov [10] for a model on R and
Germinet-Klopp [5] for a comprehensive discussion and additional results). For
the non rank one case, Tautenhahn and Veseli¢ [I3] proved a Minami estimate
for certain models that may be described as weak perturbations of the rank
one case. The general non finite rank case was studied by the authors in [§]
who proved that, roughly speaking, the local eigenvalue statistics are compound
Poisson. This result also holds for random Schrédinger operators on RY.
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In this paper, we further refine these results for lattice models with non rank
one projections and prove, roughly speaking, that the processes associated with
two distinct energies are independent. Klopp [7] proved decorrelation estimates
for lattice models in any dimension. He applied them to show that the local
eigenvalue point processes at distinct energies converge to independent Poisson
processes (in dimensions d > 1 the energies need to be far apart as is the
case for the models studied here). Shirley [I2] extended the family of one-
dimensional lattice models for which the decorrelation estimate may be proved
to include alloy-type models with correlated random variables, hopping models,
and certain one-dimensional quantum graphs.

1.1. Asymptotic independence and decorrelation estimates. The main
result is the asymptotic independence of random variables associated with the
local eigenvalue statistics centered at two distinct energies E and E’ satisfying
|E — E'| > 4d.

We note that in one-dimension there are stronger results and the condition
|E — E'| > 4d is not needed. Our results are inspired by the work of Klopp
[7] for the Anderson models on Z¢ and of Shirley [I2] for related models on
Z%. The condition |E — E'| > 4d requires that the two energies be fairly
far apart. For example, if wy € [—K, K] so that the deterministic spectrum
Y = [-2d — K,2d + K], the region of complete localization 3¢, is near the
band edges +(2d + K). In this case, one can consider E and E’ near each of
the band edges. Our main result on asymptotic independence is the following
theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let E, E' € X¢y, be two distinct energies with |E—E'| > 4d. Let
§w, B, respectively, &, g, be a limit point of the local eigenvalue statistics cen-
tered at E, respectively, at E'. Then these two processes are independent. For
any bounded intervals I,J € B(R), the random variables &, (1) and &, g(J)
are independent random variables distributed according to a compound Poisson
Process.

We refer to [5] for a description of the region of complete localization Xcr,.
For information on Lévy processes, we refer to the books by Applebaum [I]
and by Bertoin [2]. Theorem [[] follows (see section M) from the following
decorrelation estimate. We assume that L > 0 is a positive integer, and that
¢ := [L?] is the greatest integer less than L for an exponent 0 < a < 1. For
polymer type models, we assume that my divides L and /.

Proposition 1.1. We choose positive numbers (o, ) satisfying B3.32) and
length scales L and ¢ := [L®] as described above. For a pair of energies E, E' €
YcL, the region of complete localization, with |E — E'| > 4d, and bounded in-
tervals I,J C R, we define I(E) := L™ + E and J,(E') := L=%J + E' as
two scaled energy intervals centered at E and E', respectively. We then have

PUT By, (IL()) > 1) N (B (1(E) > D} < 2

m. (1.3)

The extended Minami estimate [8] implies that we need to estimate:
B{(TrEn, ,(I(E)) < m) O (BB, (JL(E) <my)}  (14)
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In fact, we consider the more general estimate:
P{(TrEn,, ,(IL(E)) = k1) N (TrEp, , (JL(E')) = k2)}, (1.5)

where k1, ko are positive integers independent of L.

We allow that there may be several eigenvalues in I, (F) and Jr(E’) with
nontrivial multiplicities. To deal with this, we introduce the mean trace of the
eigenvalues Ej(w) of H, ¢ in the interval I7,(E):

_ Tr(HotBr, (IL(E) 1K
T(w) = TT(EHW,Z(IL(E))) Tk ;E](w), (1.6)

where k; := Tr(Ep, ,(IL(E))) is the number of eigenvalues, including multi-
plicity, of H,, ¢ in I1,(E). Similarly, we define

/ L TT(leEHw,z(JL(E/))) .
T = G, (e (B))

We will show in section ] that these weighted sums behave like an effective
eigenvalues in each scaled interval.

As another application of the extended Minami estimate, we prove that the
multiplicity of eigenvalues in ¢y, is at most the multiplicity of the perturbations
my, in dimensions d > 1. The proof of this fact follows the argument of Klein
and Molchanov [6]. For d = 1, Shirley [12] proved that the usual Minami
estimate holds for the dimer model so the eigenvalues are almost surely simple.

1 &
T ;Ej(w). (1.7)

1.2. Contents. We present properties of the weighted average of eigenvalues
in section 2] including gradients and Hessian estimates. The proof of the main
technical result, Proposition [[LT] is presented in section Bl The proof of asymp-
totic independence is given in section[d. We show in section Blthat the argument
of Klein-Molchanov [6] applies to higher rank perturbations and implies that
the multiplicity of eigenvalues in ¢y, is at most my, the uniform rank of the
perturbations.

2. ESTIMATES ON WEIGHTED SUMS OF EIGENVALUES

In this section, we present some technical results on weighted sums of eigen-
values of H, ¢ defined in (CG)-(L7). These are used in section @ to prove the
main technical result (L3)).

2.1. Properties of the weighted trace. When the total number of eigenval-
ues of H, ¢ in J,(F) := L=+ E is k;, we get,

T(w) 1= Ta(B, k1) o= To(B byw) = — S By (w), (2.8)

for eigenvalues E;(w) € Jr(E). Properties (1)-(3) below are valid for the similar
expression obtained by replacing k; with kg, the interval I with J, and the
energy I/ with E'. We will write

T’(w) = H(E,, k’g) = T(E,, k’g,w).
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The weighted eigenvalue average behaves like an effective eigenvalue in the
following sense:
(1) Te(E, k1,w) € JL(E), so the weighted average of the eigenvalue cluster

in Jr(E) behaves as an eigenvalue in Jg(E).
(2) Let Ej(w) € J(F) be an eigenvalue of multiplicity m;. Then a deriv-

ative may be computed as follows. Let ¢;;, for i = 1,...,m; , be an
orthonormal basis of the eigenspace for F;(w). Then,
0
0= o Z(‘Pj,ia (Hue — Ej(w))@j,i): (2.9)
i=1

so we obtain

OF;
aw ZHPSQDJ 2” (2.10)

where P; is the projector ass001ated with the random variable w;.
(3) Suppose there are ky distinct eigenvalues in J,(E) each with multiplicity

m;j so Z;“:l m; = k1. Then, we have

O, k) _ ZZ | Pagyal® > (2.11)

W
as ]121

This shows that Ty(F, k1,w) is non-decreasing as a function of wj.
(4) It follows from (2II) that the w-gradient of the weighted trace is nor-
malized: ||V,7T (w)|p = 1.

Remark 1. Tt follows from property (1) above and the fact that the intervals
I (E) and Ji(E) are O(L~%), that if |E — E'| > 4d, then |T(w) — T ()] >
4d — c¢L=?, for some ¢ > 0. We will use this result below.

2.2. Variational formulae. We can estimate the variation of the mean trace
with respect to the random variables as follows. The w-directional derivative is

k1 ko
W V(T (w) - T'(w)) = k_ll Zw VuFEi(w) — %2 Zw - VuEj(w)
i=1 =1
1 & j
= T =T - Yoo (-A)e)
i=1

,32 > (e (=) (212

On the lattice, the absolute value of each sum involving the Laplacian may
be bounded above by 2d. If we assume that
T (w) = T'(w)| > AE
then we obtain from (Z12]),
AE — 4d 1T (w) = T'(w)| — 4d

<
< |w- V(T (W) = T'(w))|. (2.13)
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As the number of components of w is bounded by ¢¢ and lw;| < K, it follows
by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality that

AFE — 4d 1
w ' > . 2.14
IValT () - Tl > S o (214)
We also obtain an ¢! lower bound:
AE — 4d
IVulT ()~ T @)l > S5 (215)

2.3. Hessian estimate. The Hessian of 7 (w) has i;j'" matrix elements given
by

Hess(T)i; = T Z awl&u] (w). (2.16)

It is convenient to compute this using trace notation. Let Pg denote the spectral
projection onto the eigenspace of H,, ¢ corresponding to the eigenvalues E,,(w)
in Jr(F). Let vg be a simple closed contour containing only these eigenvalues
of H,, with a counter-clockwise orientation. Since the weighted mean of the
eigenvalues may be expressed as

1

T(w) = —TI‘Hw gPE,
k1
and the projection has the representation
1
Pp=— d = (Hyp—2)7"
E 27TZ e R(Z) 27 R(Z) ( 7Z Z) ?
it follows that
0 -1
— = T P; 2.1
5T = 5y | THRGIPAC) = (217)

where P; is the finite-rank projector associated with site j or block j, depending
on the model. Computing the second derivative, the matrix elements of the
Hessian of T (w) are

Hess(T);; — zﬂlz,k Te{R(z) PR ()P, R(2)
+R(2)PjR(z)PjR(2)} zdz (2.18)

This formula will provide the equivalent of Lemma 2.3 [7], for both
Hess(T)ij, Hess(T")ij.

Lemma 2.1. The Hessian of the weighted average T (w) of the eigenvalues of
Hy(w) in an interval of order L% satisfies the bound:

|Hess(T)ijllee s < |vEl sup | PiR(2)*P;|1]| P;R(2) Py ||x
ZEVE

1-2d
¢ (dist (v, o(Hy )3

(2.19)
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Since the Wegner estimate insures that dist(yg, o(Hy ¢)) ~ £~¢ with probability
greater than 1 — Cy (¢/L)?, we obtain

[ Hess(T )il ooy < CL™2403% < CL3%0~2 (2.20)

so if 0 < a < 2/3, the Hessian is vanishes as L — oo. The above statements
are also valid for T'(w).

3. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [[L1]

In this section, we prove the technical result, Proposition [ We let
XE(IL(E)) = TFEHM(IL(E)), XE(JL(E/)) = TrEHw,e(JL(E/))- Then, we show

1

P{(Xe(IL(E)) = 1) N (Xe(JL(E") 2 1)} < CoTsai—2s—a)

(3.21)

for positive numbers («, 3) satisfying (3.32]).

3.1. Reduction via the extended Minami estimate. Let ya(w) be the
characteristic function on the subset A C €. In this section, we write Jr(E) :=
L=%J + E since we are dealing with one interval. We use an extended Minami
estimate of the form

14

2d
E{X{w | X,(J1(E)zme+13 Xe(JL(E)) (X (JL(E)) —myg) 2 1} < Oy (Z) ;

as follows from [g].

Lemma 3.1. Under the condition that the projectors have uniform dimension
my > 1, we have

2d
P{X,(JL(E)) > mi} < Cas (%) . (3.22)

Proof. Recalling that X,(Jr(E)) € {0} UN, we have

P{Xy(JL(E)) > my}
< P{Xe(JL(E)) —my > 1}
= P{X((JL(E)(X((JL(E)) —mg) > 1}
= P{X{w | x,(0(B)zme+1} Xe(JL(E)(Xe(JL(E)) —my) > 1}
E{X{w | x,(71(E)zmp+13 Xe(JL(E)) (X (JL(E)) —my) = 1}

Cuy <§>2d, (3.23)

N

N

by the extended Minami estimate [8]. O
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3.2. Estimates on the joint probability. We return to considering two
scaled intervals I (F) and Jp(E'), with E # E’. Because of ([3.22]), we have

P{(Xe(IL(E)) > 1) N (X,(JL(E)) = 1)}
< P{(Xe(IL(E)) = my +1) N (Xe(JL(E')) = my + 1)}
+P{(X((IL(E)) < my) N (Xe(JL(E")) = my + 1)}
+P{(X((IL(E)) < my + 1) N (Xe(JL(E')) = my)}
FP{(Xe(IL(E)) < mg) N (Xe(JL(E')) < my)}
< P{X(IL(E)) < my) N (Xe(JL(E)) < my)}

7\ 2
+Co <E> . (3.24)
The probability on the last line of (3:24]) may be bounded above by

P{(X((IL(E)) < my) N (Xe(JL(E')) < mi)}

My

< D PUXUL(E)) = ki) N (Xo(JL(E')) = ko) }. (3.25)
k1,k2

<m
<

Since my, is independent of L, it suffices to estimate
P{(X,(IL(E)) = k1) N (X (JL(E')) = k2)}. (3:26)
The proof of the next key Proposition [3]] follows the ideas in [7].

Proposition 3.1. For ki, ko = 1,...,my and positive numbers (c, B) satisfying
B332), we have
K  ad-26-a)
P{(X,(I.(E)) = X B = <C|——— | L2877,
((XUTE)) = k) 0 (B = ko)) < € (57
(3.27)

Proof. 1. We begin with some observation concerning the eigenvalue averages.
We let Qo(¢, k1, k2) denote the event

Qo(l, k1, ko) == {w | (Xe(IL(E)) = k1) N (Xe(JL(E") = ka)} N Qwe,  (3.28)
for ki,ky = 1,...,my. The set Qy, is the set of w for which the eigenvalue
spacing for H,, in the interval I1(E) or JL(E') is O(¢~%). By the Wegner
estimate, the probability of this set is at least 1 — Cy(¢/L)™%, as discussed in
Lemma 2.1 We define the subset A C Ay x Ay by A := {(i,i) | ¢ € Ay}. For

each pair of sites (i,7) € Ay x Ay\A, the Jacobian determinant of the mapping
@ (wiswj) = (Te(E, k1), To(E', k2)), given by:

8&)7;72(E7 kl) aw]ﬁ(Ey kl) (3 29)
O, Te(E' ko) 0, To(E', k2) '
As we will show in section B3] the condition J;;(7;(E, k1), Te(E', k2)) = A(L) >
0 implies that the average of the eigenvalues in Iy (F) and JL(E’ ) effectively
vary independently with respect to any pair of independent random variables
(wi,wj), for i # j. We define the following events for pairs (i, j)inAy x Ay\A:

QF (0, k1, ko) o= Qo0 kry ko) N {w | Jij(Te( B, k), Te(E k2)) = ML)}, (3.30)

JZJ(,]Z(Ev kl)) E(E/, ]{72)) =
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where A\(L) > 0 is given by
ML) == (AE — 4d)K ' L=P4, (3.31)

where the exponent 3 > 0 satisfies
1 2
0<B<§,0<a+45<1,0<a<55. (3.32)

For example, we may take 3 = % and a < 2%.

2. We next compute P{Qé’j(ﬁ, ki, ko)}. Following Klopp [7, pg. 242], we prove
in section B3] that the positivity of the Jacobian determinant insures that the
map ¢, restricted to a certain domain, is a diffeomorphism. In particular, for
any pair (i,7) € Ay x Ap\A, if (w?,wg,wi#) € Q¢ (0, k1, k2), then it follows
from Lemma if H(w?,w?) — (wi,wj)|] > L™IA\2(L), consequently one has
(Te(E k1, w), To(E' kayw)) & IL(E) x Jr(E'). This would contradict the fact
that w € Qo (¢, k1, k2). This is key in the following computation:

P{O5 (4, k1, k2)}

= E_. {/R2 X%,j(z’khkﬂ(wi,wj,wi#)g(wi)g(wj) dw; dwj}

ij

N

E,L {/R2 X{“(wmwj)_(wg,wg)”oogL*d)\*Z}(w’iaWj,w,i;)g(wl')g(wj) dw; dwj}

ij
< CL™%\4(L). (3.33)

3. We next bound P{Qq (¢, k1, k2)} in terms of P{Qé’j (¢, k1, ko) } using [7, Lemma
2.5]. This lemma states that for (u,v) € (R*)?" normalized so that |jul|; =
|lv]]1 = 1, we have

Uj U

1 2
max S lu —vl|7. (3.34)

Ak ~ 4nd
Applying this with n = (2¢ 4+ 1)¢, and v = V7 (w) and v = V,7"(w), and
recalling the positivity (ZI1]) in point (3) and the normalization in point (4) of
section 21 we obtain from ([B.34]) and [2I5]):

23
wax TiTELTEN > () IVu(T(E) - T

i#jEN,
AE — 4d\? [/ 23
> <7K ) <€_d> (3.35)

We partition the probability space as {w | J;; > A(L) some (7,7) € Agx Af\A}U
{w | Jij < ML)V (i,4) € Ap x AJ\A}, where we write J;; for the Jacobian
Jij(Te(E), Te(E")). Suppose that the second event {w | Ji; < A(L) V (i,5) €
Ay x Ap\A} occurs, so that from (B.35]), we have:

Co\? :
ML)? = (L—Bod> > igz}ge Jij(Te(E), Te(E )?

3
> () IVulTiE) ~ TENI: (3.36)
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This implies that
IVu( T B) = Ta(E)lly < Gy L= 465072, (3.37)

So, provided 0 < a < %ﬂ, we find that the bound (B37]) implies that the
VoTi(E) is almost collinear with V,,7;(E’). This contradicts the lower bound
[2I5) as long as AE > 0. Consequently, the probability of the second event is
Zero.

4. It follows from this and the partition of the probability space that

P{Qo(L, k1, k2)} < > P (k)
(i,j)EAgXAg\A
< ANHL L (3.38)
We now take £ = L* and \(L) := (AE — 4d)K~'L75? with (o, B) satisfying

[B32]). With these choices, and the fact that my is independent of L, we obtain
the probability

K ! 2d
co K\ [z |
P{Q0(l, k1,ky)} < C <AE — 4d> L (3.39)
For choices a and 8 with 0 < a + 25 < 1, this shows that

]P’{Qo(g, k1, kg)} and ]P’{(Xg([L(E)) = kl) N (Xg(JL(E/)) = kg)} — 0,as L — 0,

for any integers ki,ke = 1,...,mg. This proves, up to the proof of the diffeo-
morphism property of ¢, the main result (L3)). O

3.3. Proof of the diffeomorphism property. We prove the following

lemma on the perturbation of a set of good configurations (w?,wg). Let

Qo(l, k1, ka),k1,ka = 1,...,my be the set of configurations described in ([B.28)]).
Similarly, for any pair of sites (i,j) € Ay x Ay\A, the Jacobian determinant
Jij(Te(E, k1), To(E', k2)) is defined in equation (B.29). We also defined events
Q¢ (0, k1, ka), for pairs (i,7) € Ag x AJ\A, in (B30):

Q7 (€, k1, k2) = Qo6 b, ko) N {w | Jij(Te(B k), Te(E' k2)) > ML)}, (3.40)
where A(L) > 0 has the value

AE —4d
=07 B

K )

where o and 3 satisfy the constraints in (3.32]). The stability estimate following
from the diffeomorphism property of ¢ is given in the following lemma.

ML) : (3.41)

Lemma 3.2. [7, Lemma 2.6] Suppose that (w?,w?,wi#) € Qé’j(ﬁ, ki,ka) and

«, B) satisfy . Then for any pair (w;,w;) € R? with
( j
l(w?,wf) = (wi,wj) | > L7IA(L),

one has
(Te(E, ky,w), Te(E' ko, w)) & IL(E) x J(E'), (3.42)
where A\(L) has the value given in (B:41]).
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Proof. 1. Let us fix wj; so that (w),w?,w;) € Q7 (€, k1, ky). We consider the

Rl B
square S in two—dlmensmnal conﬁguratlon space:

S = {(wi,wj) | I(wfs o) = (wi,wi)ll < L7INL) "%} (3.43)
and the map ¢ : S — R? defined by
QO(OJZ,OJ]) - (ﬁ(E7 kl,W),n(El,kQ,W)).

The first goal is to prove that ¢ is an invertible map between S and its range
©(S).

2. To prove that ¢ is 1nJect1ve we suppose (wj,w;) and (w;, ]) both belong
to S and that p(w;, w;j) = p(w},w}). Let D;jp denote the 2 x 2 matrix that is
the derivative of ¢ with respect to (w;,w;). By the Fundamental Theorem of
Calculus, the definition of S, and the Hessian estimate (2.20]), we have

1Dij(wi,wj) — Dijep(wy, wj)|
< (||HessT (w)|| + |[HessT" (w)|)L™INL) "2 < CoL~(=3a=48)d (3 44)
The exponent is positive if 0 < 2o+ 8 < 1 that is satisfied due to (Z32). By a
Taylor’s expansion and the Hessian estimate (2:20]), we obtain
l(wi, wj) = (o, i) = Dijplwy, wf) - (w—o')|| < CLED (W —w)|?. (3.45)

As a consequence, we can bound the difference

HQO(OJZ,OJ]) ( Wis j)”
from below. Recall that the Jacobian determinant of D;jp(w?, J) is bounded

below by A(L) since (w?,wj) € S. For any pair (wi,w;), (w},w};) € S, we have

[ (wi, wj) — (wi,w))|| < CL™ (1=26)d These facts, the Hessian estimate in (3.44)),
and the Taylor expansion in (345 yield

lo(wi,wy) = p@hwpll = [Dye(w,wf) - (@ —w)| = CLE D)W — w)|?
> OL™ | ~w)| - OL™ 730729 (W —w)|
> Co(D)[(w" = w)l, (3.46)

where Cy(L) := C (L~ — [=4B=3a=28)) > ( is strictly positive for 0 < a+f <
1. This proves the injectivity of .

3. We next show that ¢ is an analytic diffeomorphism from S onto its range.
Estimate (3:44]) implies that the Jacobians are close:

[Jac(w,w)) — Jacp(wy, w))| < CL™C307204, (347)
Since (w),w?) € Qb7 (£, k1, kg), we know that |J;;(T(w?), 7/(w°))| = A(L). This
lower bound and ([3.47)) imply that for all (w;,w;) € S we have

Jij(T(w), T'(w)) = C[L~% — L=B=8e=20)d] 5 ¢, (3.48)

provided 0 < a + 8 < 1. Consequently, for all (w;,w;) € S and L large enough,
the Inverse Function Theorem implies that ¢ is an analytic diffeomorphism.
Furthermore, the Jacobian of ¢! satisfies the bound

[Jace™ (wi,w;)| < CLYP. (3.49)
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4. To complete the proof of the lemma, we recall that the map w — Tp(E, k1, w)
is nondecreasing as shown in section Il Hence, we can consider ||(w;,w;) —
(wy, ])Hoo = L79\72(L). Let us suppose, to the contrary, that for some such
pair (w;,w;) € R? with

I(wf, wf) = (i wy)l| = L7IAH(L) = CL~0=2,
one has
(ﬁ(E, kl,w),’]}(E',kg,w)) S IL(E) X JL(E,). (350)
Then, using the bound (B3.49]), we have

L™A(L) = L7020 < (@, w?) = (wi,wj)l
= H‘p (E(E’ kl’w)v ﬁ(E,’ k27w)) - 90_1(E, E,)H
< oL™ft = oL~i0-h), (3.51)
As L — oo, we obtain a contradiction since 3 > 0. O

4. ASYMPTOTICALLY INDEPENDENT RANDOM VARIABLES: PROOF OF
THEOREM [ 1]

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem [[LIl To prove that &% (7)
and £% (J) are independent, we recall that the limit points £} are the same
as those obtained from a certain uniformly asymptotically negligible array ([8,
Proposition 4.4]). To obtain this array, we construct a cover of Ay by non-
overlapping cubes of side length 2¢ centered at points n,. We use £ = L, where
(o, B) satisty [B32). For example, we can take 0 < o < 1/20. The number of
such cubes Ay(ny) is N, := [(2L +1)/(2¢+ 1)]. The local Hamiltonian is Hy,.

The associated eigenvalue point process is denoted by g, We define the pomt
process (y = Zév = 1y For a bounded interval I C R, we define the local
random variable i (1) := Tr(Ege, (1 .(F))) and similarly for the scaled interval

JL(E"). For p # p/, these random variables are independent. We compute

Np
P{CK, (D =1D)N (& () =D} = > P{g,(I) = )N 0g,() = 1)}
pp'=1
Np
= ) Plng,(I) = 1IP{ng,(J) > 1}
p,p'=1
+&L(E,E',1,J), (4.52)
where the error term is just the diagonal p = p’ contribution:
Np,
EL(EEL L) = ) [P{(ni,(1) = 1) N (ni,(J) = 1)}
p=1
—P{g, (1) = 13P{ng,(J) > 1}] . (4.53)

The first probability on the right side of (53] is bounded above by
CoL~24(1=26=a) due to the decorrelation estimate ([3). The bound on the
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second probability on the right of ([@53)) is C’%/L_w(l_o‘). It is obtained from
the square of the Wegner estimate

P{np(J) > 1} < Cw(¢/L)? = Cy L7407,
Since N ~ (L/0)% = LU= e find that
EL(E,E'1,J) < CE L= 4 CuL==2=48) 0 L — oo, (4.54)

because of ([3:32]). Since the set of limit points (“ and £ are the same [§], this
estimate proves that

Jim B{(CEa, (1) > 1) N (G, (7) > 1) = PEHD > DR () > 1),

(4.55)

establishing the asymptotic independence of the random variables {% (1) and
£%,(J) provided |E — E'| > 4d.

5. BOUNDS ON EIGENVALUE MULTIPLICITY

The extended Minami estimate may be used with the Klein-Molchanov ar-
gument [6] to bound the multiplicity of eigenvalues in the localization regime.
The basic argument of Klein-Molchanov is the following. If H, has at least
my, + 1 linearly independent eigenfunctions with eigenvalue F in the localiza-
tion regime, so that the eigenfunctions exhibit rapid decay, then any finite
volume operator H,, ; must have at least my + 1 eigenvalues close to E for
large L. But, by the extended Minami estimate, this event occurs with small
probability. The first lemma is a deterministic result based on perturbation
theory.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose that E € o(H) is an eigenvalue of a self adjoint operator
H with multiplicity at least my + 1. Suppose that all the associated eigenfunc-
tions decay faster than (x)~%, for some o > d/2 > 0. We define e, := CL™+5,
Then for all L >> 0, the local Hamiltonian Hy, := xa, Hxa, has at least mj,+1
eigenvalues in the interval [E — er, E + €r)].

Proof. 1. Let {¢; | j =1,..., M} be an orthonormal basis of the eigenspace for
H and eigenvalue E. We assume that the eigenvalue multiplicity M > my + 1.
We define the local functions ¢; 1 = xa,pj, for j = 1,..., M. These local
functions satisfy:

< gl <1,
[(iL, iL)l < €L, i# ] (5.56)

It is easy to check that these conditions imply that the family is linearly in-
dependent. Let V7, denote the M-dimensional subspace of £2(Ar) spanned by
these functions.

2. As in [@], it is not difficult to prove that the functions ; j, are approximate
eigenfunctions for Hrp:

1—e€p

[(He — E)gjill < erllescll- (5.57)
Furthermore, for any ¢y, € Vi, we have |[(Hy — E)Yr|| < 2e |||
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3. Let Jp := [E — 3er, E + 3er]. We write Pp for the spectral projector
P, :=xy,(Hp) and Qp, := 1— P, is the complementary projector. For any v €

Vi, we have [|Qry|l < (3er)'[(Hr — E)Qro|| < (2/3)[[¢|. Since [|[Pry|* =
0] = 1QrvlI?> = (5/9)|]%]], it follows that P : Vi — ¢?(Ag) is injective.
Consequently, we have

dimRan P;, = Tr(Pr) > dim Vi, = M > my.
Redefining the constant C' > 0 in the definition of €7, we find that H has at
least my + 1 eigenvalues in [E —er, E + €r]. O

The second lemma is a probabilistic one and the proof uses the extended
Minami estimate.

Lemma 5.2. Let I C R be a bounded interval. For q > 2d, and any interval
J C I with |J| < L™, we define the event

Erq={w | Tr(xs(Hyr)) <my VJ C1,|J] < L7, (5.58)
Then, the probability of this event satisfies
P{Er14} =1 — CoL*1. (5.59)

Proof. We cover the interval I by 2([L4|I|/2] + 1) subintervals of length 2L7¢
so that any subinterval J of length L~? is contained in one of these. We then
have

PLES 1,0} < (L] + 2P{xs(Hu) > mi). (5.60)
The probability on the right side is estimated from the extended Minami esti-
mate

P{x;(Hor) > mi} < Car(LTILY2 = O LA, (5.61)

so that
P{EF 1 b < On(LI] +2) L3 = Cy (|| + 1) L2479, (5.62)
This establishes (5.59]). O

Theorem 5.1. Let H¥ be the generalized Anderson Hamiltonian described in
section [ with perturbations P; having uniform rank my. Then the eigenvalues
in the localization regime have multiplicity at most my with probability one.

Proof. We consider a length scale L, = 2*. Tt follows from (5.5J) that the
probability of the complementary event €zk7 [q 18 summable. By the Borel-
Cantelli Theorem, that means for almost every w there is a k(q,w) so that for
all £ > k(q,w) the event &, 1, occurs with probability one. Let us suppose
that H¥ an eigenvalue with multiplicity at least my + 1 in an interval I and
that the corresponding eigenfunctions decay exponentially. Then, by Lemma
[B.1] the local Hamiltonian H,, r, has at least my + 1 eigenvalues in the interval
[E — €L, E+€r] where ¢, = cL=3=2) for any /5 > 5d/2. This contradicts the
event &1, 1, which states that there are no more than my, eigenvlaues in any
subinterval J C I with |J| < L™ since we can find ¢ > 2d so that 3—4 > ¢. O

It appears that the simplicity of eigenvalues in the localization regime might
be enough to imply a Minami estimate. Further investigations on the simplicity
of eigenvalues for Anderson-type models may be found in the article by Naboko,
Nichols, and Stolz [11]
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