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CONTINUUM SCHROEDINGER OPERATORS FOR SHARPLY
TERMINATED GRAPHENE-LIKE STRUCTURES

C.L. FEFFERMAN AND M. I. WEINSTEIN

ABSTRACT. We study the single electron model of a semi-infinite graphene sheet interfaced
with the vacuum and terminated along a zigzag edge. The model is a Schroedinger operator

acting on L*(R?): Hjy,, = —A + A\?V;, with a potential V; given by a sum of translates

an atomic potential well, Vy, of depth A2, centered on a subset of the vertices of a discrete
honeycomb structure with a zigzag edge. We give a complete analysis of the low-lying
energy spectrum of Hé\dge in the strong binding regime (A large). In particular, we prove

scaled resolvent convergence of He)‘dge acting on L?(R?), to the (appropriately conjugated)

resolvent of a limiting discrete tight-binding Hamiltonian acting in [2(Ng; C%). We also

prove the existence of edge states: solutions of the eigenvalue problem for Hgdge which

are localized transverse to the edge and pseudo-periodic (propagating or plane-wave like)
parallel to the edge. These edge states arise from a “flat-band” of eigenstates the tight-
binding Hamiltonian.

1. INTRODUCTION

Tight binding models are discrete models which are central to the modeling of spatially
periodic and more general crystalline structures in condensed matter physics. These models
apply when the the quantum state of the system is well-approximated by superpositions of
translates of highly-localized quantum states (orbitals) within deep atomic potential wells
centered at lattice sites [3]. An important example is the tight-binding model of graphene, a
planar honeycomb arrangement of carbon atoms with two atoms per unit cell. The two-band
tight-binding model yields an explicit approximation for its lowest two dispersion surfaces,
which touch conically at Dirac points over the vertices of the Brillouin zone [66]. Such
Dirac points are central to the remarkable electronic properties of graphene [27,50,52,(69]
and its artificial (electronic, photonic, acoustic, mechanical,. .. ) analogues; see, for example,
8,:38,44,49,57,63] and the survey [54]. The existence of Dirac points for generic honeycomb
Schroedinger operators was proved in [24,25]; see also [6]. That the two-band tight-binding
model gives an accurate approximation of the low-lying dispersion surfaces in the regime of
strong binding was proved in [26]; see also Section [I.3] Other results on Dirac points for
Schroedinger operators on R? may be found in [1,[2,/14,[29,40], coupled oscillator models [45]
and on quantum graphs in [17,39).

Edge states are modes which are propagating (plane-wave like) parallel to an interface
and which are localized transverse to the interface. In condensed matter physics edge states
describe the phenomenon of electrical conduction along an interface. Two types of interfaces
of great physical interest are a sharp terminations of a bulk structure structure studied in this
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2 Strong binding for sharply terminated periodic structure

article (see [15,28,47,48]) and domain wall / line-defects within the bulk (see [8}38]51}/64]
and studied, for example, in [18,20}22,23,43] ). The role of edge or surface modes in the
spectral theory of Schroedinger operators with potentials which model, for example, the
interface between a general periodic medium and a vacuum is studied in e.g. [13,37].

In this paper we study the low-lying energy spectrum (discrete and continuous spectrum) of
a sharply terminated honeycomb structure, corresponding to a semi-infinite sheet of graphene
joined to the vacuum along a sharp interface. We prove convergence of the operator resolvent
to that of a discrete tight-binding model and construct the continuous spectrum of edge states.

Edge states in honeycomb structures such as graphene are of particular interest as foun-
dational building blocks in the field topological insulators (TT). TT’s are materials which
are insulating in their bulk and conduction along boundaries, which is robust against large
localized perturbations. When graphene is subjected to a magnetic field, its edge currents
become unidirectional and acquire such robustness. This phenomenon has an explanation in
terms of topological invariants associated with a bulk Floquet-Bloch vector bundle, which
takes on non-trivial values when time-reversal symmetry is broken [31.|35,36].

A key difference between the types of interfaces is that the sharply terminated structure
has no spectral gap, resulting in certain edge orientations supporting edge states and others
not. In contrast, the domain wall structures perturbations studied in [18,20}22}23,43] have
edge states which localize along arbitrary rational edges. For a discussion of the roles played
by edge orientation and the type of symmetry breaking in the existence and robustness of
edge states for domain wall / line-defects, see [20].

Specifically, for the tight-binding model, edge states exist at sharp terminations along a
zigzag edge for a subinterval of parallel quasi-momenta, kj € [0,27) associated with the
direction of translation invariance parallel to the edge. They do not exist at the sharp
termination along an armchair edge; see, for example, [15,[28/[47,[48] and Section 2l Such
results may be interpreted as consequences of the non-vanishing of the Berry-Zak phase,
Z(ky), defined as the integral of the Berry connection over the one-dimensional Brillouin
zone associated with the type of edge [15/47].

1.1. Mathematical setup. In this paper we initiate a study of these phenomena in the
context of the underlying continuum equations of quantum physics, in particular the single-
electron model of bulk (infinite) graphene and its terminations. In particular, we study
Schroedinger operators on R? for a sharp termination of a honeycomb structure along a
zigzag edge.

We denote the equilateral triangular lattice in R? by .

(1.1) A = Zv, ® 7oy,
where v; and v, are given by
V3 0
2
(12) Ul - 9 02 =
1 1
2

The dual lattice, A*, is given by
(1.3) N = ZR BZR, ,



C.L. Fefferman, M.I. Weinstein 3

where & and K, are given by

2v3 _V3
(1.4) G=o| |, ®=2|
0 1
Note that
(1.5) K0, =270,.

To generate the honeycomb structure, we first fix base points in R2:
(1.6) va=(0,0), vp= (1/2, 1/(2\/5)) .
The honeycomb structure, H, is the union of the two interpenetrating sublattices

(17) AA:VA+A, AB:VB+A .
(1.8) H = Ay U Ap.

Let Vp(x) be an atomic potential well which may be considered, for the present discussion,
to be radially symmetric, compactly supported with supp Vy C B,,(0), the open disc of
radius rg about 0. We discuss more general and physically reasonable conditions on V
below in Section [3

Our bulk Hamiltonian is the honeycomb Schroedinger operator:

(1.9) H) = —A+X\V(x) acting on L*(R?),
where V' (x) is a superposition identical atomic potential wells, centered at the vertices of H:
(1.10) Vix)=> W(x-v), xR,

veH

The potential V(x) satisfies the conditions of a honeycomb lattice potential in the sense
of Definition 2.1 of [25]. For all but a discrete subset of values of A (including A = 0), the
operator Hp,, has Dirac points at energy / quasi-momentum pairs, (E3),K,), where K,,
varies over the vertices of the Brillouin zone [24]25]; see also [6]. Moreover, for A large
(strong binding), the low-lying Floquet-Bloch dispersion surfaces of H’ A .» When rescaled,
are uniformly approximated by the dispersion surfaces of the two-band tlght binding model
[26].

Consider now a “half-plane” of vertices Hy C H, whose extreme points trace out a zigzag
pattern:

(111) Hﬁ E{VA -+ Nobl@Zbg} U {VB + Nobl@ZUg}, Ny = {0,1,2,...},

The set Hjy is invariant with respect to translations by v, and is the subset of sites in H to
the right of an infinite zigzag edge; see Figure [l The set of zigzag edge (boundary) sites,
also translation invariant by v, is given by: {v4 + Zvs} U {vp + Zvs} .

We define the potential

(1.12) Vix) =) Volx—v), xeR? .
VEHu

The operator
HY = A+ \V(x)

edge



4 Strong binding for sharply terminated periodic structure

FIGURE 1. (a) H: Bulk honeycomb structure consists of all vertices (circles, light
and dark). (b) Hy: Honeycomb structure terminated along a zigzag edge consists of
vertices indicated by dark circles; see (1.11]). (c) Qx: Indicated strip is a choice of
fundamental cell for the cylinder ¥ = R%/Zvy. Oy =Q_1UQoUQ U---UQ,U---.
Sites: v'j, v in finite parallelograms €2,, n > 0, are sites in Hy. {21 denotes the
infinite parallelogram containing no vertices of the terminated structure, Hy.

models a half-plane of graphene interfaced with the vacuum along a zigzag edge. Note the
translation invariance: Vj(x + vy) = V4(x) for all x € R?.

Let (E},py(x)), with py > 0 and L?— normalized, denote the ground state eigenpair of
the atomic Hamiltonian

H;tom =-A + AQ%(X)
Let p) denote the hopping coefficient, given by:
(113) o= [ RON N Ry ) dy
yI<ro

where e is any vector from one lattice site in H to a nearest neighbor in H, e.g. vg — v4.
The potential Vy(y) and ground state p)(y) are localized around y = 0, while pj(y — e),
is localized at any nearest neighbor site e € H. Recall that supp Vj is contained in the set

where |x| < 7y. For X large py is exponentially small (see (3.3))) [26].
The key accomplishments of this paper are the following:
(1) Theorem (Scaled resolvent convergence): We prove for A > A, sufficiently large »
(the strong binding regime), that the re-centered and scaled resolvent ( (H = E})/px— 21 )

has a universal limit (in the uniform operator norm) described by a discrete (tight-
binding) Hamiltonian, defined on a truncated honeycomb structure. The band struc-
ture of this limiting operator is displayed in Figure
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(2) Theorem (Zigzag edge states): We construct a continuum of edge state modes.
These are eigenstates of H :(‘ige, which are propagating (plane-wave like) parallel to and
localized transverse to the zigzag edge. Upon appropriate A— dependent rescaling,
these edge-states are close to (and converge as A tends to infinity to) the flat band
of zero energy edge states of the tight-binding model; see Figure [2|

(3) Resolvent kernel bounds on arbitrary discrete sets: The methods of this article go
considerably beyond those our previous article on the strong binding regime [26],
which established convergence to the (universal) two-band tight binding spectrum for
the bulk graphene-like structures. Since Theorems and involve convergence
of operators and eigenstates on an infinite cylinder (Figure D we required pointwise
decay properties of the resolvent kernel H A for energies near E}. These bounds are
stated in Theorem [10.1] In Proposition [I0.15 we establish these kernel estimates for
potentials which are a sum of atomic potentlals centered on an arbitrary discrete set
of lattice sites T’ C R? (not necessarily translation invariant) whose minimal pairwise
distance is My, where rg is the radius of the support of V and M > 2 is some positive
constant. We then specialize to a translation invariant set to obtain Theorem [10.1}
We believe the technique we have developed will be quite broadly applicable.

We next introduce the edge state eigenvalue problem. Associated with the translation
invariance of —A + A*V4(x) by v, is a parallel quasi-momentum, denoted kj € [0,2m). The
condition that an edge state, ®, is propagating parallel to the zigzag edge is:

(1.14) d(x +10y) = ¥l d(x), x € R? .
We introduce the cylinder
(1.15) Y = R?/Zv,.

The space L?(X) consists of functions which are square integrable over a fundamental cell of
¥, e.g. the strip Qy shown in Figure [T} and which satisfy the periodic boundary condition
with respect to by @(x + 0y) = ¢(x) for almost all x € Qy and all v € A.

We enforce the condition that (i) ® is kj— pseudo-periodic parallel to the zigzag edge,
, and (ii) decaying to zero transverse to the zigzag edge as x tends to infinity by
requiring

TR (x) € [2(T).

For such functions we write ® € Lkn (3) or just ® € L%”. We can now formulate the

k| —Zigzag Edge State Eigenvalue Problem for Hi‘ige = —A+ Vi(x):

(1.16)  H) ¥(x) = (-A+MW(x)) ¥(x) = E¥(x), xR’ Ue Ly (2).

k
Defining ¥(x) = ezflﬁz‘xw(x), we may formulate ((1.16]) equivalently as:
(1.17)

HA (k)¢ = ( (V—i—zk ﬁ) —I—)\QW(X)) Y(x) = Ey(x), xeR* el Y).

edge



6 Strong binding for sharply terminated periodic structure

We refer to non-trivial solutions of the eigenvalue problem (equivalently (1.17)) as
zigzag edge states.

Before stating our main results Theorems and [I.2], we recall a key observation used
in [26] to obtain the low-lying dispersion surfaces (energies near the atomic ground state
energy, E7) of the bulk honeycomb Schroedinger operator, H s‘ulk. That is, for A large, the
k— pseudo-periodic Floquet-Bloch eigenmodes which are associated with the two lowest
spectral bands of H ;‘ulk, acting in L?*(R?), can be uniformly approximated by appropriate
linear combinations of the two k— pseudo-periodic functions: P@’I(x), I = A,B. These
functions are constructed as k— pseudo-periodic weighted sums of translates, py(x + v), of
the atomic ground state, where v varies over the sublattices: A; =v;+ A, [ = A, B .

In the present work, to study the low-lying spectral bands associated with eigenvalue
problem He’\dge(k”)l/zlg\” = EAky)iw, 1/1,?}“ € L*(X) with E*(k) near E} and we find it very

natural to approximate eigenstates by superpositions of the infinite family of functions

which are constructed as kj— dependent and periodized (infinite) sums of translates of the
ground state p()\(x) over the one-dimensional sublattices: vy +nv; 4+ Zvy of A;, [ = A, B
and n > 0; see (|1.7)). The states p}k” [n](x) are introduced in Definition {4.1|in Section |4l For

A sufficiently large, any F' € L?(X) has the expansion

(1.19) F=3" 3ol p}y n)(x) + F.

I=A,B n>0

where {al} € I?(Np;C?) and F, is L*(X)— orthogonal to the span of the functions p}‘}k“ [n];

see Proposition . The tight-binding (discrete) edge Hamiltonian, HﬂTB(k”) acting in

I2(Np; C?), arises via translation and rescaling, of the operator whose matrix elements are

<pj},/,CH [m], H (l{:||)p}"kH [n]>L2 , for JJI = A, B and m,n > 0. The tight-binding model is
k

edge
I

studied in Section [2| and its band spectrum is displayed in Figure

1.2. Main results. The relation of Hiige(k\\) to the tight-binding Hamiltonian H;B(k”) is
given by the following result on scaled resolvent convergence.

Theorem 1.1 (Scaled resolvent convergence). As in Theorem assume that Ep, the

ground state energy of the atomic Hamiltonian, HJ = —A + \2Vy, satisfies the conditions

(GS) and (EG) on the ground state energy and energy-gap, respectively.

Let € denote a compact subset OfC\O'(HﬁTB(/{ZH)), the resolvent set of HﬁTB(kH). There exist
constants A\, C, and c, which are independent of X\ but which depend on C and conditions
(GS) and (EG), such that for all X > X\, the following holds:

Let Jy, : L*(X) = 1*(No; CQ)@span{pik” [n]}* be defined, via ([1.19), F — ({[F]}, FL)T.
Then, uniformly in ky € [0, 2], we have
(1.20)

H (pil (Hilge(ku) - ES) - 21d>_1 - J£‘|<H§B(/f||) - 21d>

1
Jk” < C, e,

L2(2)—L2(%)
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In preparation for our theorem on edge states, we introduce the functions:
(1.21) Clhy) =14 €™, Suap(ky) = ‘1 = |C(’<f||)|’ >0, Omax(ky) =1+ [C(ky)| -
We note that for & € [0, 27] that dgap(ky) = 0 if and only if & € {27/3,47/3}.

Theorem 1.2 (Zigzag Edge States). Assume that E}, the ground state energy of the atomic
Hamiltonian, H)\,,, = —A + N2V}, satisfies the conditions (GS) and (EG) on
the ground state energy and energy-gap, respectively. Let J denote an arbitrary compact
subinterval of quasi-momenta:

(1.22) Jcc (2n/3,47/3) \ {n}.
Thus, ming, g 6gap (k) > 0.
There exists A, = A\(J) > 0 sufficiently large, such that for all X\ > A, the following holds:

(1) There is a mapping k) € J (E)‘(k:”),wl’g\u), from parallel quasimomenta ky to
simple eigenpairs of the family of the kj— edge state eigenvalue problem (1.16)):

(1.23) H (k)n, = EMkp) 0d, by, € LA(E)
EMNky) = Eg + px Q(k),
where | Q)‘(k”) ’ < e with ¢ > 0 independent of \. Correspondingly, the eigen-
value problem is solved by the states \112“ (x) = eigﬁ?xwﬁ“ (x).

(2) The edge states w,;\” € Liu (%) are approzimated to within O(e=) error in L*(X) as:

120 w60 = Y @k phe 00 + Y 0 by 00 + Ore(e),
n>0 n>0
. TB,bd __ n n\! 2 L2
where ¢ > 0 is independent of A. Here, ¢ = { (o}, a) }aso € P(Np; C?),

TB,bd
||1/Jk‘| ||l2(N0;C2)

binding edge Hamiltonian; HﬁTB(kH) ngB’bd = 0. See Theorem in Section @

= 1 is a zero energy normalized eigenstate of the limiting tight-

Remark 1.3 (Symmetry of edge state curves). Let kj € [0,7]. If (EA(k:”),\I/gH (x)) is an

eigenpair of the kj— edge state eigenvalue problem, then (E’\(k:”), \112H (x)) is an eigenpair
of the 2m — k) edge state eigenvalue problem.

Remark 1.4 (Non-flatness of band). The large A edge states of eigenfrequencies, E*(k)), in
Theorem arise from the flat band of edge states, Q(kj) = 0 for 27/3 < k| < 4m/3,
of the tight-binding Hamiltonian, HﬁT B(k:H). Although E*(kj) has only exponentially small
variation, we do not expect E’\(k:H) to be identically constant. Indeed, numerical simulations
illustrate the weak variation in Ay [65].

Remark 1.5 (Regularity). We do not address the question of smoothness of kj € J
(Ek(k”),w,?‘l) € R x L*(X) in the present article. We believe however that the methods

of [26] may be adapted to show that this mapping extends as an analytic mapping in a
complex neighborhood of J from which derivative bounds, e.g. on E*(k|) (k| € J) can be
derived via Cauchy estimates.
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-
Remark 1.6. In Theorem [2.2f we find: w,?HB’bd =1- \C(k||)\2< [—C(k)]™, 0 > . Therefore,

at leading order, \IIQH (x) is concentrated about the A— sublattice, A4:

125) W0 = 1= R S ¢ Phalnlx) + Op ().

n>0
Remark 1.7. As noted in our discussion of the tight-binding model in Section [2] (Remark [2.3)
the constraint of Theorem on parallel quasimomenta: ky € (2m/3,47/3) (|C(k))] < 1)
corresponds to the non-vanishing of the Zak phase. This is discussed further in Remark [2.3]

Remark 1.8. In work in progress we show, for a sharp termination of the bulk honeycomb
structure along an armchair edge, that there are no edge states in an energy range about
Ej. In this case, the relevant Zak phase vanishes for all kj € [0, 27].

1.3. Relation to previous work. Tight-binding limits arising from general distributions
of potential wells has been discussed in the book of [16] as well as [9,53]. There is extensive
related earlier work on the semiclassical limits and methods e.g. [10-12,32,133,/46,/60-62].
The above works are based on detailed semiclassical (WKB) approximations for potential
wells which are assumed to have non-degenerate local minima. In contrast, in the present
article our essential assumptions are only on the ground state energy (GS) and spectral gap
(EG) of the atomic Hamiltonian, H?, = for large A. The relation of the continuum periodic
Schroedinger operator with a magnetic field to tight-binding models, such as the Harper
model, is studied for example in [34].

For convenience we have restricted attention here to C'° potentials. However, we believe
it will be easy to make small changes in our proofs, to apply our results to nonsmooth
potentials of interest. In particular, the atomic potential may be taken to have a Coulomb
singularity at the origin, or to have the form Vp(x) = —1 for x in a ball B, Vy(z) = 0
otherwise. Here the radius of B is taken small enough to satisfy the hypothesis (PW5) of
Section below. Examples of artificial graphene, in which experiments are performed,
are periodic honeycomb arrays of identical microfeatures, say small discs, with one dielectric
constant inside the discs and a second dielectric constant outside the discs. Hence, compactly
supported atomic potentials are a natural model; see, for example, [8,38,144}49| 54}, 57,63].

For smooth atomic potentials V[, with nondegenerate minima, the general semiclassical
works in [9,/16,53] lead to an “interaction matrix”, which defines an operator. In the case
of periodic potentials, this can be used to compute relevant dispersion surfaces modulo
exponentially small errors. These works do not assert that Dirac points form; indeed, much
of the work is in the setting of a square lattice, which does not give rise to Dirac points.
However, we believe that these methods are powerful enough to deal with Dirac points
of honeycomb lattice potentials, when they are combined with the consequences of special
symmetry properties of the honeycomb. The essential requirement for the semiclassical
analysis approach is that the atomic potential is smooth and has a nondegenerate minimum.
Another aspect of the general work of this semiclassical work is that atomic potentials are
not assumed to be of compact support and the interaction matrix (hopping coefficients) are
obtained in terms of the Agmon metric. Finally, the consideration of edge states and the
spectrum for honeycombs with line defects is not within the scope of [9,/16,53].

Remark 1.9. A different class of line-defects of great interest in the study of topologically
protected edge states is the class of domain walls. In our previous work, motivated by
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Spectrum E vs k for Tight Binding Model for Zigzag Edge

parallel

Energy, E

) 1 2 3 4 5 6

Parallel quasimomentum, 0 < k <2
parallel

FIGURE 2. Spectrum of tight-binding Hamiltonian H;B (ky), for 0 < Ky < 2m,
described in Theorem [2.2] This spectrum contains a flat band of zero energy states;
Hﬁ/\(k”) has an isolated simple 0— energy eigenstate for 27/3 < k| < 47 /3. Shaded
regions consist of continuous spectrum. For sufficiently large A, the low-lying part of
the spectrum of —A —1—)\2Vﬁ — Eé‘, after rescaling by p,, is approximated by spectrum
of the 2-band model HﬁT B; see Theorem

. . . domain walls are realized by starting with two periodic structures at “ 400 ” and

‘ —o0 7, with a common spectral gap and phase-shifted from one another, and connecting
them across a line-defect at which there is no phase-distortion. See the analytlcal work in
1D [19,[21}24] and 2D [22,[23,[43] as well as theoretical and experimental work on photonic

realizations , )

Remark 1.10. Quantum graphs [7] are another class of discrete models in condensed matter,
electromagnetic and other systems; see also, for example, ,. An extensive discussion
of edge states for nanotube structures in the setting of quantum graphs is given in [17,[39].
It would be of interest to investigate a relation between the edge modes of these models and
continuum models.

1.4. Outline of the paper. We present a brief outline.

Section [2| discusses tight binding models; first, the tight binding model for bulk, and
then the tight binding model for a honeycomb structure terminated along a zigzag
edge.
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Som = —A + Vy, where Vj is a
potential well whose support in a sufficiently small disc about the origin, and such
that V{ satisfies some basic general assumptions (PW;) — (PW}). The bulk honey-
comb structure is defined by Hp = —A+ AV, where V is the periodic potential by
summing Vj over translates of the atomic potential, Vj, over the honeycomb struc-
ture. Thus V' consists of a potential well V[, centered at each site of the honeycomb.
Finally the edge Hamiltonian, Heqee = —A + A2V}, which acts on L?(R?), has po-
tential V; which is identically equal to V' on a half-space with a zigzag edge and
zero on the other side of this zigzag edge. (We shall also work with the translated
edge Hamiltonian Hﬁ)‘ = Heage — E7.) The edge state eigenvalue problem for paral-
lel quasi-momentum kj is then stated on L?(X), where ¥ is the infinite cylinder (1.15]).

Section I first introduces the atomic Hamiltonian H?

Sectionintroduces a natural basis for approximating the 2 lowest lying bands of Hﬁ’\
for X sufficiently large. This basis consists of functions, {p}\k“ n](x):1=A,B,n>0}

on Y, which are pseudo-periodic (with respect to the direction parallel to the edge)
infinite sums of atomic orbitals.

Section |5| establishes energy estimates on Hj which imply invertibility of H} on
Xap(ky), the orthogonal complement of the orbital subspace: span{p}\k“ n] :n >
0,1 = A, B}. This implies that the resolvent of Hg‘ is well-defined and bounded on
:X:AB(kH) .

Section @ implements a Lyapunov-Schmidt / Schur complement reduction strategy:
The spectral problem on L*(3) = span{pik” n] :n > 0,1 = A B} ® Xap(k)) is
reduced, using the resolvent bounds on Xap(k|), to an equivalent problem on the
space span{p}k“ [n] :n >0, = A, B}. This problem depends nonlinearly on the
eigenvalue parameter E = E3 + pyQ and is of the form of an infinite algebraic
system:

SN MY mnl(Q k) ol = 0; J=AB, m>0

I=A,B n>0

for (Q, ), where o = {al },,507=a.5 € 1?(Np; C?) are coordinates relative to the basis
{p?k” n]:n>0,I=A,B}.

Section @ summarizes the required properties of M*(Q, k) acting in [*(Ny; C?). We
write MAFI(Q, k) = MRL(Q, k) — MM (2, k), separating matrix elements contibu-
tions which are linear in H(ky) and those which are nonlinear in Hy(kj). We have
M (k) = pAHEB(k’”) + Op_pp(pre™) (Proposition and M, (Q, k) =
Op_2(pre~) (Proposition . These propositions are proved in later sections.

Section [§] proves Theorem [I.2] the existence of edge states, bifurcating from the flat
band of eigenstates of HﬁT ® via our formulation of the eigenvalue in 12(Ny; C2).
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Section [0] proves Theorem [I.1] the convergence of a translation and scaling of the
resolvent of H} (k) to that of H;B(kzu).

Section [10]is the most technically involved and introduces techniques not present in
our earlier work. Theorem is a pointwise estimate on the resolvent kernel of
Hti)\ — 2 = H) . — (E} +2), z small, when restricted to the orthogonal complement of
Span{pﬁ‘,,CH [n] :n >0, = A, B}. These bounds are stated in Theorem |10.1} We first,

in Proposition [10.15] establish these kernel estimates for potentials which are a sum
of atomic potentials centered on an arbitrary discrete set of lattice sites T' C R? (not
necessarily translation invariant), whose minimal pairwise distance is Mry, where rq
is the radius of the support of Vj and M > 2 is some positive constant. We then
specialize to a translation invariant set to obtain Theorem [10.1]

Section (11| expands the linear matrix elements, Mg, (€2, k), in terms of HﬁTB(k:H) and
estimates the corrections, proving Proposition

Section [12] estimates the nonlinear matrix elements, M. (2, k), proving Proposi-

tion [T.2]

Finally, there are two appendices. Appendix [A] introduces a technical tool used to
construct the resolvent of Hﬁ’\ on X% (k)). Appendix [B| contains general results on

overlap integrals enabling expansion of M} (€, k), for A large, estimate corrections.

1.5. Notation.

(1) N={1,2,3,...}, No={0,1,2,3,...} .

(2) When we write the expression g. = Ox(7:) as € = €9 € RU {00}, we mean that
there exists C' > 0, independent of ¢, such that ||g.||x < Cv. as € — &.

(3) We shall be concerned with the asymptotic behavior of many expressions, a(\), b(A), . .
in the regime where the parameter A\ sufficiently large. The relation a(\)
means that there is a constant C', which can be taken to be independent of
that for all A sufficiently large: a(\) < Cb()).

(4) A = Zv, @® Zv,, the equilateral triangular lattice, is generated by the basis vectors
v; and vy, displayed in (L.2).

(5) MB = m v + Mmaby, where m = (my, my) € Z2.

(6) A* = ZK, & ZK,, the dual lattice, spanned by the dual basis vectors £ and K,
displayed in . Note that K/ - vy = 271'(554/.

(7) We remark that alternative bases for A and A* (used for example in [25]26]) are:

S b(A)
A, such

Vi =01, Va=0;—0y
k1 - ﬁl + ﬁg, k2 == —ﬁz.

We have A = Zv, @ Zvy, N* = Zk, ® Zks and ky - vy = 2701
(8) H, Honeycomb structure; see .
(9) Hy, Zigzag-truncated honeycomb structure; see (|1.11)).
(10) £ =R?/Zv,, the cylinder with 5, a choice of fundamental cell for ; see Figure [1]
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(11) Liﬂ = Li”(E), functions f such that f(x + by) = €™ f(x) for almost all x, and

If12, = | < o0.
kn /n >~

P

H® = L2(R?; eI dx), exponentially weighted L? space.

(X)) denotes the space of bounded linear operators on X.

free( y) denotes the free Green’s function defined in @ .
™(x,y) denotes the atomic Green’s function defined in ((10.7).

Hamﬂtomans

= —A + \V;(x), the atomic Hamiltonian with ground state energy E?

(12) I
(13) B
(14) G
(15) Gate
(16)

H)\

atom
H) =—A+XV(x)and H:;ge = —A+ \?V,(x), denote bulk and edge Hamiltonians
acting in L?(R?)
H} = H) o = E}, the centered edge Hamiltonian, acting in L2

ﬁﬁ)‘ = (pA)~" Hj ?, the scaled and centered edge Hamiltonian actlng in Lk“
H;B (ky), the tight-binding edge Hamiltonian, acting in *(Ny; C?); see Definition .

Acknowledgements: The authors wish to thank Gian Michele Graf and Alexis Drouot for
very stimulating discussions. We would also like to thank Bernard Helffer for correspondence
concerning previous general results on tight-binding limits. Part of this research was done
while MIW was Bergman Visiting Professor at Stanford University. CLF and MIW wish
to thank the Department of Mathematics at Stanford University for its hospitality. This
research was supported in part by National Science Foundation grants DMS-1265524 (CLF)
and DMS-1412560, DMS-1620418 and Simons Foundation Math + X Investigator Award
#376319 (MIW).

2. TIGHT-BINDING

Consider a tiling of the entire plane, R?, by parallelograms of the sort shown in Figure
Each parallelogram has exactly two points of H. This is a particular dimerization of H. We

assign the label (n1,n2) to the parallelogram which contains VX”’M) =v4+ni9; +ny9by and

V(m,m) = vp + n1v; + navy. To the sites VXL“"Q) and v (n1,m2)
wA

- and @/Jfl n and form the tight binding wave functlon:

wA
b= (13)

ny,n9

we assign complex amplitudes

2.1. Hb .» the tight-binding bulk Hamiltonian. The bulk tight binding Hamiltonian
can be represented with respect to the above dimerization. Starting with any dimerization
would give a unitarily equivalent operator on [2(Z?; C?). The nearest neighbor tight binding

bulk Hamiltonian, relative to the dimerization of H in Figure (1] is:

HTB A
(2.1) A (o) (‘”B U U )
. . — Tél,nZ Al_l D) 71141”2 1 7174171
pulk ny,ng ( Hbulkw ) w”l“'l n + w"l ng+1 T wm n

ny,n2
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where ny,ny € Z. The operator H'" is a bounded self-adjoint linear operator on *(Z?*; C?)

and was introduced in [66]. The spectrum of H:jk consists of two spectral bands which
touch conically at Dirac points over the vertices of B. The approximation and convergence
as A increases of the low-lying dispersion surfaces and the resolvent H bAulk acting on L?(R?)
to those of H'" acting on [?(Z?*; C?) was studied in [26] .

k
2.2. Tight-binding Hamiltonian for the zigzag edge.

Our goal in this section is to introduce a tight-binding edge Hamiltonian which will act
on functions ¢ € [ ((Ny x Z); C?) defined on the vertices of Hy. We shall do this by first
expressing H,.., as a direct integral over k) of fiber operators Hgflk(k\\) acting on states
which are “kj- pseudo-periodic” with respect to one lattice direction and square-summable

with respect to the other lattice direction. The edge Hamiltonian H; " is then obtained from

ngk(k”) by appropriate restriction to functions defined on Hj.

Since the truncated structure Hy and its subset edge vertices are invariant with respect to
translation by v,, we introduce kj € S' = R/27Z, the parallel quasi-momentum associated
with this translation invariance. For each kj € [0,27], we refer to a state as being kj—
pseudo-periodic if:

(22) ¢n1,n2+1 - eik”/w’ruﬂ’bg? n 2 07 no S Z
Functions ¢ = {¢, , } € I?(Z;C?) may be expressed via the discrete Fourier transform
as
2w )
2. Gy = 07 [ e, () diy
0

as a superposition over states {e”*?*1¢, (k))} which are square-summable over Z with respect
to n; and which satisfy .

Therefore, the tight binding bulk Hamiltonian H,, may be reduced to the k) — dependent
fiber (Bloch) Hamiltonians, H . (k) : 1*(Z; C?) — 1?(Z; C?), defined by

. (WP (Ten) B
[Hbulk( ||)¢:|"1 = (77[};41“ + (1+e+z‘k|\) 77[]:?1 )

0 1\ [v* | 0 1+e ki (o2 0 0\ (v},
(2.4) - (0 0) (¢) + <1+6+ik” 0 )(1/},;) + (1 0> <@/’§+1) .

Finally, we define the tight-binding edge Hamiltonian, H,"®. For ¢ = (Yo, ¢1,¢2,...) €
I2(Ny; C?), introduce the extension operator:

v I2(Ny; C?) — I(Z; C?)
1wy = (...,0,0,0,%0,%1,1s,...) € I*(Z;C?) .

The adjoint of ¢ is the restriction operator defined on ¢ = (..., ¢p_2,0_1, ¢g, P1, P2,...) €
12(Z; C?) by:

o P(Z;C?) — P(Ny; C?)
L*(b = (¢07¢17¢27' . ) € l2(N0acz) .
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Definition 2.1. The tight-binding edge fiber operators, H;B(k:”), and edge Hamiltonian
H/® are given by

(2.5) H (k) = o H_ (k) ¢« 12(Np:C?) — 12(Np; C?)
and
TB @ TB
(2.6) Hﬁ = /[‘ } Hﬁ (k”) dk” : 12<N0 X Z) — lz(NO X Z) .
0,27

2.3. Spectrum of HuTB(kH). Define, for k € [0, 2], the functions

(2.7) C(kp) =1+ €™
(2.8) Snplkt) = min (14 e = | 1= (k) |
(2.9) Sma(ky) = 14 (k)|

Note dgap(27/3) = 0gap(47/3) = 0, dgap(ky) > 0 otherwise in [0, 27], and that |((k))| < 1 for

k€ (2m/3,4m/3). We next prove that the spectrum of HﬁTB(k:H) is as displayed in Figure
A

. Let us enumerate the coordinates of the vector in [2(Ny;C?), ¢ = { (g%) } , by
n n>0

= (g, w8 vt B .. .)T. We denote the corresponding unit vectors by &, = (1,0,0,...),

é =(0,1,0,...), etc.

Theorem 2.2 ( O'(H;B(k?“», the spectrum of H;B(k”) in [?(Ny; C?)).

For each ky € [0,2n], o(H, " (k) = op(o(H," (k) U oes(a(H, " (k).
(1) Point spectrum of HﬁTB (kyp):

. {0} iof ]{?H c (27T/3,47T/3)
op(Hy (k) = ¢{-1,0,1}  ifk=m
0 if by € [0,2n] \ (2m/3,47/3) :

In particular,
HﬁTB has a zero energy “flat-band” of eigenstates over the range 2w /3 < ky < 4m/3.

For ky € (2m/3,4m/3)\ {m} the point spectrum, which consists eigenvalue E = 0 is

simple. The corresponding normalized 0— energy eigenstate, Y TPPd = {wEB’bd}mO,

s given by -

(2.10) w;FB,bd(k”) _ 1 — ’C(W)P ((_Q(Okll)) ) , n>0.

For ky =7, /' = 0 is a simple eigenvalue with corresponding normalized 0— energy
eigenstate is given by:

(2.11) PPy = (é) PIBP(r) = (8), n>1.
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The eigenvalues E = +1 and E = —1 have infinite multiplicity. The corresponding
eigenspaces are:

kernel(H;B(ﬂ) —Id) = { (€2j41 +€9j12) 17 =0,1,2,... },

1
V2
TB 1 N N .

kernel(Hﬂ (77') + Id) = {E <82j+1 - e2j+2) Y 0, ]., 2, c. }
(2) Essential spectrum of HﬁTB(k”):

2 € R : dgap(Ky) < |21 < Saslhy) } Ry € 10,27\ {1}

(212)  ous(H, (ky) = {{ )

ky=m.

(8) Resolvent expansion:
(a) Let ky € (2n/3,4r/3) \ {n}. Then, for z € C\ UGSS(H;B(/CH)) and z # 0 we

have

(2.13) (HﬁTB(ku)—zl)lf = %(wTB’bd(k‘n)ﬂ VPR 4 Sreg(23 ) -

12(Ng;C2)

TB

Here, 2 v Greg(2; ky)) is an analytic mapping from C\ ous(Hy " (k))) to the space of
bounded linear operators on 1*(No; C?). If (2, k) varies over a compact set T CC
R x [0,27] for which distance <z,aess <H§B(k5”)>) > b > 0, where b is a positive
constant depending on Y, then ||Greg(2; ky)|| < B(b) < o0.

B(12 (Ng:C2))
- -1
(b) Let kyy = m. Then, (Hﬁ B(/{H) — z[) f has an expression analogous to ([2.13])

with poles at z =10, z =41 and z = —1.
c) Let ky € 10,27] \ (27/3,4nw/3). Then, for z € C \ Oess H, " (ki) we have
[ g\

(2.14) (HﬁTB(’fn)—ﬂ)_lf = Greg(2; Ky f,

where z — Gyeg(2; kyp) 45 as in part (a).
(4) For ky € (2r/3,4m/3), the equation HﬁTB(k”)w = f, where f € [?(Ny; C?), is solvable
for ¢ € 12(Ny; C?) if and only if <1/JTB’bd(k||)7 f> =0.

12 (Ng;C2)

Remark 2.3. We remark on the connection between the condition ky € (27/3,4m/3) (equiva-
lently [((ky)| < 1) and the non-vanishing of a winding number, known as the Zak phase. For
fixed K, consider the normalized bulk Floquet-Bloch modes of H:jk(ku); see (2.4). There

are two families of eigenpairs: (u*(ky)), U (k1;ky)), where

(k) = £|C(ky) + e+, (C(ky) = 14€™),
ikng . . _ 1 1
Un, (kusky) = e™mes(kusky), €5 (keiky) = 2 (ij(k:g > ’

C(k?”) + etkL —

jle™) = (k) + ei*e]’ J(2)j(z) = 1.
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For either family of modes (say +), we consider the Berry connection defined by A(k; k) =
( &(kysky), 20, E(kys ky)) and the Zak phase by Z(k) = OZW A(ky;ky) dky . We have

2T
Z(/{ZH) = —Z/ ](elkl;k”) —_— (6 kL;kn) dk |
0 ok

= _i/ll jlw; ky) Oz5(w; ky) dw
w|=1

Oy (w; k
_ _Z./ Jwiky) o

w1 J(w; k)
= 27 x Winding number of w € S* ~ j(w; kj)eC.

If |C(ky)| < 1, then Z(kj) = 2m and if |((ky)| > 1, then Z(kj) = 0. This is an example of
the bulk-edge correspondence (see, for example, [15,28,47]) and Theorem establishes its
validity in the strong-binding regime.

Proof of Theorem : Fix ky € [0,27) and set ¢ = (k) = 1 + e"I. We study the operator
H;B(k:”) in the Hilbert space [?(Np; C?). An energy z is in the point spectrum of H;B(/c”) if

there exists 1) # 0, ¥ € [?(Ng; C?) such that HﬁTB(kH)w = z1p. Written out componentwise,
the eigenvalue problem is:

(2.15) B4yl = 2 n>0,
(2.16) Wi+ = 2l n >0,

and v, = (ZJ;‘;) = (8) for all n < —1.

We begin by showing that for kj € (27/3,47/3), we have that 0 € apt(HﬁTB(k”)) and
that for kj € [0,27] \ (27/3,47/3), 2 = 0 is not in the point spectrum. Set £ = 0 and
observe that equations and become decoupled first order difference equations:

rI?Jrl = (_C) 11’?7 n >0 and wf—l = (_C*) f? n = 0.

The equation for ¢# has the solution: 2 = (=¢)")¢', n > 0, where 9§' can be set
arbitrarily. If k € (2m/3,47/3), then |((kj)] < 1 and hence ¢ — 0 exponentially as
n — oo. Turning to B, let us first assume that k # m so that ((k)) # 0. In this case,
Y8 = (=¢)""WE | n > 0. Since Y&, = 0, we have 7 = 0 for all n > 0. If kj = 7 then we
have from that 2 | =0 for all n > 0.

Now suppose kj € [0,2n] \ (27/3,4m/3). Then, the above discussion also implies that if
¥ € 12(Np; C?) solves the eigenvalue equation with z = 0, then ¢ = 0.

We conclude: E = 0 is a point eigenvalue of H;B(ku) acting in [*(No; C?) if and only
if ky € (2r/3,4w/3). For ky € (2m/3,4w/3) \ {r}, the I*(No; C?)- normalized eigenstate is
gen by:

(217 aei) = i=lewre (COG), nzo

(2.18) C(ky) = 1+e™.
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For ky =m (C(kj) = 0), the eigenstate is given by the expression:

(2.19) o) = (5). wmm = (5). ezt

and is supported strictly at the edge.
We now assume that z is complex and z # 0, and explore the invertibility of H; ° (ky)—=1

on [*(Ny; C?). Written out componentwise, the system (H;B(k:”) —z 1)y = f, where f €
12(Np; C?) is:

(2:20) R = 2+ fi >0

(2:21) Upr +C8 = 207 + [, n >0,

(2.22) Un = (Zﬁ) = (8) R (ﬁ) = <8> , foralln < -1
(2.23) and |¢,| — 0 asn — oo.

We focus on the case k| € [0,27] \ {7}, so that ((kj) =1+ eI #£ 0.

Remark 2.4. For kj = 7, the system (2.22) is of the form (H;B (m) — 2)1b = f, where ¢ =
(W w8, vt B T f = (f FE A )T and HuTB(W) is a block-diagonal matrix
consisting of a 1 x 1 block, 0 in the (1, 1) entry, followed by an infinite sequence of identical

2 x 2 blocks, each equal to o1 = <(1) é) , filling out the diagonal. The statements in Theorem
ﬁ on the spectrum of HﬂTB(ﬂ) and the mapping z +— (HﬁTB () — 2)~1 are easily verified.

For kj # 7, we next rewrite (2.20)-(2.21)) as a first order recursion. Consider ([2.20]) with
n replaced by n + 1:

(2.24) wf +C*¢f+1 = waJrl + f;:‘+1’ n>-1.
For n = —1, equation ([2.24)) implies the boundary condition at site n = 0:
(2.25) Cuf — g = S
For n > 0, we use ¢ # 0 and (2.21)) in (2.24) and obtain:
21 1
(2.26) erl = <_é> z w;? + ZT wf + éff + E r?ﬂa n =0

Summarizing, we have that the system: (2.20), (2.21)) and (2.22)) is equivalent to the first
A
order system (2.21)), (2.26) for ¢, = (i%), n > 0, with the boundary condition (2.25) at

n = 0. We write this more compactly as:

(2.27) Unir = M(2,0) ¥n + Fu(2,¢), n 20,

(2.28) (‘gf)T do = (‘Cf)T (j) v

(2.29) |Ym| — 0, m — 0.
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where
(230) M(Z,C) = <—_£Z z2z—1) )
¢* ¢*
hEs
(2.31) Fo(z,¢ f) = (Ci*ff Y i fﬂ) , n>0.

We next solve (2.27))-(2.28) by diagonalizing the matrix M (z, ().

The eigenvalues A of M(z, () are solutions of the quadratic equation
(2.32) N+ (I+CP=-2)A + ¢ =0,

whose solutions are:

S [C = 22) (1[G - 22)P -

(2.33) Mz, C0) = >
— (14 ¢ = 22) = /(1 +[¢]2 = 22)* — 4[¢)?
. o) = {2 éé 2 — 22 4

When convenient, we suppress the dependence of \; and A\ on ( and E and occasionally
write A; or Aj(z). These expressions depend on k| through ((kj) =1+ e™i.

Note that [A\; A\a] = |det M(z,¢)] = |{/{*| =1 and hence M(z, () may have at most one
eigenvalue strictly inside the unit circle in C.

Recall the definitions: dgap(kj) = ‘1 - |C(k||)|‘ and max (k) = 14 |C(ky)|-

Remark 2.5. We shall see just below that for fixed kj # 27 /3,7 or 47/3: if (a) |2] < Ogap(K)|)
or (b) |z] > Omax(ky) then the discriminant in (2.33)-(2.34), (1 + |C(ky)|* — 22)* — 4]¢(ky) |2,

is strictly positive and uniformly bounded away from zero. Therefore, in each of these
cases the expressions in — define single-valued functions A;(z,¢) and Ay(z,().
This property continues to hold for ky € J; CC [0,2n] \ {27/3,7,47/3} and either (a')
1Rz < dgap(ky) and |Sz| < n(J1) or (M) |Rz| > dnax(ky) and |Sz| < n(Jy), for some
n(J1) > 0 chosen sufficiently small. In the case where z is real and dgap (k) < 2] < dmax(K)
the discriminant is nonpositive and we do not distinguish between the roots of ; they
comprise a two element set on the unit circle in C.

Lemma 2.6. Assume 0 < |((ky)| # 1, i.e. kj # 2n/3, 7 or 4mw/3. Then, the following hold:
(1) Let z € R and assume that either

(2.35) 2] < Ogap(ky) o [2] > Omax(Fy)-

Then, M (z, C(k”)) has one eigenvalue inside the unit circle and one eigenvalue out-
side the unit circle.

(2) Let A\i(z) and Ay(z) denote be the expressions for the eigenvalues of M (Z,C(k‘H))
displayed in -2.34.
(i) If z € R and |z| < dgap(ky), then [Mi (2 k)| <1 < |Xa(z; Kyl
(it) If z € R and |z| > Omax(ky), then |Xa(2; k)| <1 < |Ai(z; kyp)l.
(iii) If z € R and 6gap(k)) < |2] < Omax(k)), then equation has two roots,
A, satisfying |A| = 1.
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(3) Let 31 denote a compact subset of [0,2n] \ {27/3, 7,47 /3}. There ezists a constant
n > 0, which depends on Jy, such that for all ky € J; the following hold:
(a) If z is in the complex open neighborhood

(2.36) Oo(ky) : [Rz| < dgap(ky) and [Sz] < n(Jy),

then holds. Moreover, A\i(z,() and \o(z,() satisfy the strict inequalities of
(2.1), and their magnitudes are uniformly bounded away from 1, provided z remains
in a compact subset of Og(k)).

(b) If z is in the complex open neighborhood

(2.37) Or(ky) : [Rz| > Omax(ky) and [Sz| < n(Jy),

then (2.35)) holds and moreover \i(z,() and \o(z,() satisfy the inequalities of (2.1i)
and their magnitudes are uniformly bounded away from 1, provided z remains in a
compact subset of O (k).

Proof of Lemmal[2.6: Part 3 of the Lemma follows from parts (1) and (2) and the expressions
(2.33), (2.34) for Ai(z;ky), and Aa(z; k). We now proceed with the proof of assertions (1)
and (2), which assume z € R.

We consider the two cases delineated by the sign of the discriminant:
Case 1: (1+ |¢]2 — 22)> — 4¢|* > 0 and Case 2: (1+|¢[2—22)° —4[¢]2 <0.
Case 1: In this case, |1+ [¢|* — 2%| > 2|¢|. There are two subcases:
(la) 1+ |¢|? — 22 > 2|¢] and (1b) 2% — 1 — [¢|* > 2[¢|.

In subcase (la), we have z? < (1 — [¢])* and therefore |z| < Ogap(ky) = |1 — |||, where
Ogap (k) > 0 since ky # 27 /3, 4w /3. In this subcase we also have: —(1+|¢]*—2?) < —2|(| < 0.
Therefore,

0> (2C) = — (1+[¢[2 = 22) + /(1 + [P — 22)° — 4l¢P

> = (LG = 22) = /(14 [ — 22)% — 4] = (2¢").

Let Ay = r1/(2¢*) and Ay = 1/(2¢*). Therefore, |ri| = [(2C*)A1] < [(2C%) o] = |ral.
Therefore, |Ai|/|X2| = |r1]/|r2| < 1. Since || [Ao| =1,

(2.38) in subcase (1a), we have |z| < 6gap(k), and [Ai(2)] < 1 < [A2(2)].

In subcase (1b) we have |z| > 14| (k))| = dmax(ky). Hence, 1+[(|*—2% < 14| —(1+[¢])? =
—2|¢] < 0 since kj # m. Therefore,

(2.39) in subcase (1b), we have |z| > dmax(k)) and [Ae(2)] <1 < [Ai(2)].

Case 2: Here we have gup(kj) < |2| < Omax(ky). In this case, Ay = (a + ib)/(2¢*) and
Ay = (a —ib)/(2¢*) , where a and b are real. Therefore, |A1|/|A2] = 1 and hence |A;| = |Aq]
implying that

(2.40) in case (2), we have dgap (k) < 2] < dmax(ky) and [Ai(2)] = [A2(2)] = 1.
We note the assertions (2.38), (2.39) and ([2.40)), hold for any ky ¢ {27/3, 7,47 /3}.

The proof of Lemma [2.6|is now complete.
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We continue now with the proof of Theorem Assume that k| € [0,27]\{27/3, 7,47 /3},
and hence 0 < [((k))| # 1, so that Lemma applies. Corresponding to the eigenvalues,
A1(z) and Ay(z) of M(z,() we can take the corresponding eigenvectors to be of the form:

(2.1 ae) = () &0 = ()

Due to the hypothesized constraints on kjj, in particular that kj # 2m/3,47/3, we have
¢ # 0. For small z we find the following asymptotic expansions for \;(z, (), which are valid
uniformly in Ay varying over any prescribed compact subset, J, of [0, 27]\ {27/3, 7, 4m/3}:

kyedycc (2n/3,4n/3) \ {n} (hence, 0 < |C(ky)| < 1)

A=X(z0) = ~C+O(zP)
(242) - {Azzw,o = —() + O(2P).

and
kj€Jy CcCl0,2n]\ [27/3,4m/3] (equivalently, |C(ky)| > 1)
Ar=M(z0) = —(¢) 7+ O(|z)
(2.43) {)\22/\2(2,() = —( + O(]z)?).

The resolvent (H, " (k) — 2 I)~' on [*(Ny; C?): Let us now restrict kj to vary over the set

(27/3,4m/3)\ {7}, and assume 0 < |2| < dgap(k); and construct the resolvent of H;B(k:”) by
solving (2.27)), (2.28)). The construction of the resolvent for |z| > dmax(ky|) for all &y € [0, 27]
and all z such that |z| < 0gap(k)), where kj € [0,27] \ (27/3,47/3) can be carried out
similarly (see remarks below).

For k| € (2m/3,47/3) \ {n}, the expansions ({2.42)) are valid and we have

CHh o= O(2P),  CHh = C‘Zl* + O,

and we have by that the eigenvectors satisfy
1 1 1 0
(2.44) Sal) = () + Oullz), &) = (¢~ o))t O, (I2])
for all z small. Hence,
1
{;51@),52(@} is a basis of C? for 0 < |2| < 0gp(ky) and ky € (27/3,47/3) \ {r}

which does not degenerate in the limit z — 0. Indeed, by (2.41)) for z # 0 this set is linearly
independent if and only if A\; # Xo. However, for 0 < |2| < 0gap(k)) we have [A1] <1 < |Ag|.
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To solve (12.27)), (2.28)) we next express F,, = F,,(z,(; f) in the non-degenerate basis (2.44).

We shall, when convenient, suppress the dependence of F),, on ¢ and f:

fB
Fo(f;2,¢) = ( =B Y " 1 A )
& n+1

(2.45) = FV(f:2.0) ; &(2) + FP(fEQ) &(2) -
We also seek a solution as an expansion in the basis (2.44)):
1
(2.46) v = ) - &(2) + Y &l2),
where @Z)(l) S)( ) and ¢ (2)( ) are to be determined. Then, we obtain the two
decoupled first order difference equatlons.
(2.47) Ui = MEED + FPG), 2o,
(2.48) 2 = Ma(2)w® + FP(2), n>0,
with boundary condition - to be expressed in terms of @/} , and Fo(j ), 1=12:
1 [ -z —z
(2.49) z ( ¢ ) &1(2) 9 + ( ¢ ) &) o = 1

We now proceed to solve the decoupled system — and then impose the boundary
condition (2.49). Recall our assumption that 0 < [¢| < 1, ie. ky € (2r/3,47/3) \ {n}
and therefore for z real and |z| < dgap(k)), we have that |Ai(2)| <1 < |Ag(2)|. In this case,
the most general solution of , which decays as n — +o0 is:

n—1
(2.50) e = 30 )" B + o (a2)”
=0
where p is an arbitrary constant to be determined and F ( f;2,0), F ( f;2,¢) are defined

by @79

Furthermore, the most general solution of (2.48) which decays as n — +o0 is:

(251) W) = =0 @) EG).

Finally, we now turn to the boundary condition . Using ([2.50) and ({ - ) forn =10
in (2.49) we find:

(2.52) u% ( _Cf)T 1(2) — (_Cf)T &(2) i Me(2) 77 FP (2, ) = S

7=0
By (2.32)), the quadratic equation for the roots \;, we find:

(2.53) (_C’f)T (z) = (_Cf)T (C+§j(2)) = _CJAFJ—?;;Z) j=1,2.

Claim: Assume z # 0 and z € R. If A\(z) is any root of (2.32)), then %Z()Z) # 0.
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It follows from this claim and (2.53)) that the coefficient of u in (2.52) is non-zero and hence

if z # 0 we can solve ([2.49) for u = u(z,¢; f) .

To prove the above Claim we first note that A # 0. Indeed, if A = 0 then (2.32) would
then imply ¢ = 1 + eI = 0; this contradicts our assumption that kj # 7. Thus, A(z) # 0.
Furthermore, we claim that ¢ + A(z) # 0. Again, using we have that if ( + X = 0 then
¢ 22 = 0. This contradicts the assumptions that z # 0 and ¢ # 0.

It follows from this discussion that for z # 0 and kj #

@5 p(fizQ) = -2 T SERE S )t B0 ]

Therefore if 0 < [2| < 6gap(ky) and ky € (27/3,47/3) \ {7}, we can solve for u = u(z, ¢; f).
We obtain for any f € [2(Ny; C?), the unique solution of (2.27)), (2.28) and (2.29)

= {n}tn>0, Wwith ¢, tending to zero as n — oo, is given by

[ Mzc“ﬂﬂWwwwum<ﬁ<<<W];w@

j=0

(2.55) [ ST e(z0) T FP(f2,0)| &), n>0,

=n

where = p(z,¢; f) is obtained from . By (2.45 - we may express F M and F(2)
(256) £ =a (Of%%MCM&7ﬂ”=&@Of+6ﬂOﬂw

where the coefficients are bounded and smooth over the ranges of z and kj under consider-
ation.
Next, introduce the discrete vector-valued kernel, depending on parameters a and f3:

a A(z, Q) % &(2,0), 0<j<n-1
(2.57) K(n,j;a,8) =

—B X2, )" &(2,(), n<j<oo.
Then, we have

= Z K(n,j;al,ﬂl)ff + Z K(naj§042752)fﬁ1
j=0 Jj=0

1
where u(f;z,() is given by the linear functional of f, displayed in ([2.54]).

Proposition 2.7. Let J; denote a compact subset of (2m/3,4w/3) \ {n} and let n(J;) > 0,
denote the constant appearing in part (3) of Lemma .

(1) There is a constant, C, depending on Iy such that for all complex energies, z €

Oo(ky) \ {0} ( see ), the resolvent operator:
(2.59) FeEPMNyC?) st = {Ynlnzo = (H,fB(k;H) —~ z)_l f,
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given by the expression in (2.58)), defines a bounded linear operator on 1*(Ny; C?) with

(2.60) H ( (k) — Z) 71f

where the constant, C', is independent of depends on the compact set Jy.
-1
(2) The mapping z (HﬁTB(kH) — z) is meromorphic for z varying in the open set
Oo(ky) into B(1*(No; C?)), the space of bounded linear operators on 1*(No; C?), with
only pole at z = 0. For z € Oo(k”) \ {0} we have

(2.61) (HﬁTB(ku)—zf)_lf <wTBbd(kn) f) I R) + Greg(z3 k) S

12(Ng;C2)

1
C— 2y
12(No;C2) — ’Zl ||f||l2(No,(C2)

where z — Syeg(2; k) is an analytic map from Og(ky) to B(1*(Ny; C?)).
(3) H;B(k‘”)@/) =f € l2(NO,C2) has a solution in the space 1*(No;C?) if and only if
<¢TB bd kH f>2 .
12(Ng;C -

Proof of Proposition : We fix J; CC (27/3,4n/3) \ {7} and take £ € Oy(ky) \ {0}. To
bound the resolvent we estimate the expression in {,},>¢ displayed in (2.58) in [*(Ny; C?).
We begin with an estimate of the latter term in (2.58): u(f;z,¢) (Ai(z, )" 2&i(2,¢). From

the expression for p in (2.54) and the definition of Fj(z) in (2.45) (recall Fj(l) and Fj(2)
coordinates of F; € C?, also given in (2.45))) with respect to the basis {%{1(2’),52(2)}), we

have that [u(f; 2, Q)| S [fg'] + 2720 Pl 7~ (171 + 1£A4l) < Ci(z.Q) [1fllemoicz), where
C4(z,() is a finite constant which depends on z and ¢ in the ranges specified above. The
constant Cy(z, () is bounded for z bounded away from z = 0 and kj € J;. As we shall see
below, for k| € Ji, there is pole of order one as E — 0.

Therefore, applying Young’s inequality to the first two terms in we obtain:

[l ey < (CO 20 + Cr20) ) I gy

where

(2.62) C(X,z,¢) :max( supz |K(n,J, 00, Br)] + supz 1K (n j,ar,@«)’) :

T:172 n>0

and we recall from (2.56) that «, and [, are smooth and bounded functions of z and (.
Estimating the first sum in (2.62)), we have for r = 1,2:

D 1K (n g an, B S lon(z IZIM O + [B:(2,9)] ZMz Ot
§=0

(2.63) S lan(z,0)] (1 — iz ON T +18:(2, ) (‘)‘2(27C)| -1

The bound ((2.63) holds, for » = 1,2 and any fixed z € Og(ky) \ {0}, uniform in &k € J;.
The second sum in (2.62)) is bounded similarly. Therefore, we have for all k| € J; and any

-1
z € Og(ky), the resolvent operator: f — (HﬁTB(kH) - Z) f (see (2.59)) is a bounded linear

operator on [?(Ny; C?). The next step in the proof of Proposition requires us to consider
the resolvent for small complex z in Og(kyj) \ {0}.
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-1
2.4. The resolvent <H1;FB (k) — 2 I) for z near zero energy. Since there is a simple

zero energy eigenstate for each ky € (27/3,4m/3), we expect a simple pole of the resolvent
at z = 0. We now make this explicit by expanding the resolvent in a neighborhood of z = 0
for k) € (2n/3,4n/3). In order to work with the above detailed calculations, we restrict
our discussion to the case where k| # 7 (( # 0). Consider first the relation (2.52)), which
determined the free parameter p = pu(f; z,¢). We shall simplify using the following
expansions which hold for |z| small:

(2.64)

() ta0= () 1 (i) = 2502 = gomg +otd
(2.65)

(?)T &lz) = (?)T (c+§2(z)) = —Cl—t)@ = |2 — 1+ O(z])

We also have from ([2.45)) that

fB
Fn(f;z,C) = <Cﬁan _,_nci* f;‘+1>

12 266) + g (0o 5) @) + Ol LA+ 1ful D

Therefore, for |z| small
EN(fi2,0) = fi + Ozl [Ifal + [ fasal D,
1
(2.66) EAf20) = g f + Ol [l 1wl 1) -

Substitution of the expansions (2.64), (2.65) and ([2.66]) into (2.52)), we obtain:

z - IRNAR 1 A
g W (p)

§=0
(2.67) + O (l2l Ifllegoez) + Ol u) = fi'

Hence,

2 &0 1 -(G+1)
= A (<5) i+ Oel I leewen)
=0
(269 = 3 ¢V 1+ O W)
7=0

Recall that we have assumed ky € J; CC (27/3,47/3) \ {n} (thus |((k))]* — 1 # 0) and
z € Oo(ky) \ {0}. Solving (2.68) for p(f; 2, () and using the expression for { ijB’bd(k:”) }iso,
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the zero energy eigenstate of H; " in (2.17), we obtain:
1 — b
wzGf) = - VI-[CP Do) £+ O (I lepees)
=0

(2.69) = S VIE (W), 1), O (o).

12(Ng;C2)
The error bound in (2.69) is uniform in & € J; \ {7} and bounds an expression which is
analytic in z € Og(kj) \ {0}. From the previous discussion we conclude the following. Fix
any kj € Jy CC (2r/3,47/3) \ {7}. Let Oy(kj) denote the open neighborhood in C defined
in . Then, for all z in Og(k)), the mapping

-1
z € Og(ky) — <H§B(k||) - z]) is meromorphic with values in  [?(Ny; C?)

with only one pole, located at z = 0. Moreover, for z € Og(ky) \ {0} we have

(2.70) (H;B(kll) —ZI)_lf = %(wTB’bd(kJ),ﬁ WP E)) 4 Gregl(zi Ky f,

12(Ng;C2)
where z — Greq(2; k) is an analytic map from Oy (k) to B(I1*(Np; C?)). Thus we have proved
part (3a) of Theorem , except for the case kj = m. We leave this as an exercise for the
reader.

Note that for all k € (27/3,47/3), we have that
(2.71)

H," (k) = f € 2(No;C?) is solvable in 1*(Np; C?) <= (¢™B™(ky), f) =0.

12(Ng;C2)

Thus we have proved all assertions of Theorem for k € J; ( Iy arbitrary compact subset
of (2m/3,4n/3), and all E in the open complex neighborhood Og(kj), defined in ([2.36]).

It remains to address the cases:

(A) k€ (0,27 \ (27/3,47/3) and z € Oy(ky), defined in (2.36) and
(B) ky € [0,27] and z € O (ky), defined in (2.37).

In case (A), Lemma [2.6] tells us that [A;(2)] < 1 < |A2(z)|. Hence, the construction of the
resolvent is as above, and gives the map f ~— 1 defined by ([2.55). However now, since
z = 0 is not an eigenvalue, u = u(f;z,() does not have a pole, as was the case in for for

k€ (2n/3,4m/3); s.

In case (B), Lemma [2.6] tells us that |A2(2)| < 1 < |A1(2)]. The construction of the resolvent
is analogous with the roles of the eigenpairs: (A,&;) and (\g, &) interchanged. Since in
O4(ky) |2] > |R2z| > dmax(k) > 1 and the only possible eigenvalue is at z = 0, the analogue
of the u(f;z,()— term in does not have a pole in this case as well. Therefore, in both

-1
cases (A) and (B) the mapping z — HﬁTB — 21 ) is analytic with values in B(1?(Np; C?)).

Finally, using part (2) of Lemma|2.6, one can check that HﬁT ? (k) — 2 I is not invertible for
Ogap (By) < |2] < Omax(ky) since the eigenvalues of M (z, () satisfy: [Ai(z, Q)| = [Xa2(2, Q)| = 1.

TB

Such energies z comprise the essential spectrum of HﬁT B(kH), Tess (Hﬁ (kH)). The details are
left to the reader. This completes the proof of Theorem [2.2]
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3. SETUP FOR THE CONTINUUM PROBLEM; ZIGZAG EDGE HAMILTONIAN AND THE
ZIGZAG EDGE-STATE EIGENVALUE PROBLEM

In this section we begin our detailed formulation and discussion of the continuum edge state
eigenvalue problem. For this we must first discuss the atomic, bulk and edge Hamiltonians:
H\ oy Hie and Hﬁ’\.

atom?

3.1. The atomic Hamiltonian and its ground state. We work with the class of “atomic

potential wells ” introduced in [26]. Fix a smooth potential V(x) on R? with the following

properties.

(PW1) —1 < Vy(x) <0, x € R

(PWy) supp Vy C {x € R? : |[x| < ro}, where ry < 1. Here, r, is a universal constant
defined in [26] satisfying 0.33|e| < ro < 0.5]e|, and |e| = |[vp — va| = 1/V/3 is the
distance between one vertex in H and any nearest neighbor.

(PW3) Vh(x) is invariant under a 27/3 (120°) rotation about the origin, x = 0.

(PW,) Vo(x) is inversion-symmetric with respect to the origin; Vo(—x) = Vj(x).

Consider the “atomic” Hamiltonian: H2 = —A + AVy(x) acting in L?(R?). Let
py(x), B3, respectively, be the ground state eigenfunction and its strictly negative ground
state eigenvalue:

(3.1) (—A + NV(x) — B))ph(x) =0, p} e LR, Ep <0.

This eigenpair is simple and, by the symmetries of Vj(x), the ground state pj(x) is invariant
under a 7/3 (60°) rotation about the origin. We choose pj(x) so that py(x) > 0 for all
x € R? and [, [pj(x)]* dx = 1. Since Vj € L®(R?) and —Apy = (E — X*Vy)pp, it follows
that py € H%(R?).

Recall the hopping coefficient p) given by:

(3.2) o = /| RN ) By @) dy

By Proposition 4.1 of [26] we have, under hypotheses (PW), ..., (PW,) on Vy(x) the upper
and lower bounds for large A :

(3.3) S S
for some constants: 0 < ¢, < c¢_ which depend on Vj but not on A .

Remark 3.1. The edge states we construct will have energies E* = E}+Q*, with p'|Q*| < 1.
In preparation for our later discussion, it is useful at this stage to introduce a positive
constant, ¢, such that ¢ > c¢_ (see (3.3))) and to observe that

0N <e® = p N <e @A L0 as AT oo
In addition to hypotheses (PW;), ..., (PW}) on Vj(x), we assume the following two spec-
tral properties of H2 ., = —A + A*V; acting on L?(R?):

atom

GS) Ground state energy upper bound: For )\ large, E)‘, the ground state energy of
0
—A+ )2 Vo(x), satisfies the upper bound

(3.4) E} < —cg A
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Here, ¢4 is a strictly positive constant depending on V4. A simple consequence of the
variational characterization of Ej is the lower bound Ej > —||[Vp|,..A? = —A%. However,
the upper bound requires further restrictions on V4. Using the condition (GS), we can
show that pj, satisfies the following pointwise bound:

(3.5) Ipa(x)] < C ( AL+ p—C1Ax] )

where supp(Vy) C B(0,rp), dp > 0 is arbitrary, and C; and ¢; are constants that depend on
Vo, 7o and dg; see Corollary 15.5 of [26].

(EG) Energy gap property: For A > 0 sufficiently large, there exists cg,, > 0, indepen-
dent of A, such that if v € H*(R?) and (p}, v) = 0, then

L2(R2)

(3.6) ((CA+XVo— Eg) v, ) > Cgap |1V

L2(R2) L2(R2)’
In Section 4.1 of [26] we discuss examples of potentials for which —A + A\?V} satisfies (GS)
and (EG).
3.2. Review of terminology and formulation. We conclude this section with a review
of some terminology and the formulation of the edge state eigenvalue problem.

(1) Continuum bulk Hamiltonian, H{ -

(3.7) H) = —A+ NV (x) acting on L*(R?) .
Here, V(x), the bulk periodic potential, is defined to be the sum of all translates of
atomic wells, Vo(x —v), where v ranges over H: V(x) = Yy Vo(x—V); see (1.10).

The potential V(x) is a honeycomb lattice potential in the sense of Definition 2.1
of [25]; V is real-valued, and with respect to an origin placed at the center of a regular
hexagon of the tiling of R2: V is inversion symmetric and rotationally invariant by
27/3.

(2) Continuum zigzag edge Hamiltonian, H e’\d o’ The potential for a honeycomb structure
interfaced with the vacuum along a sharp interface with direction v, € A (parallel to

the zigzag edge) is obtained by summing translates of V4 over the truncated structure,
Hy, defined in (|1.11]):

(38) Vix) = Y Volx—v).

The Hamiltonian for the truncated structure is given by

(3.9) H;\dge = —A + NV(x), acting on L*(R?) ,
and its centering at the ground state energy, Ej}, of H}  is denoted:
(3.10) H} = —-A+ NVi(x)— E}  actingon L*(R?).

Since H ); " and Hﬂ)\ are invariant under the translation invariance: x — X+ v, these
operators act in Li” (%), X =R?/Zv,.
3) The ky— dependent Edge Hamiltonian, H} (ky), acting in L?(X) is given by:
l g\l

k 2
(3.11) H (k) = — (v +i%ﬁ2) +AV(x) — E) .
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Finally we recall that the Zigzag Fdge state Figenvalue Problem is given by (|1.16|), or
equivalently, (1.17). With E = E} + €, we have:

(3.12) (Hy (k) — Qv =0, velf.
4. A NATURAL SUBSPACE OF Li” ()

Define, for all n > 0]
(4.1) Vi = va+nvy, vV = vp+noy,
where v = v4 and v% = vp. The cylinder ¥ = R?/Zv, has fundamental domain Qx C R?,
which may be expressed as the union of paralleograms:
(4.2) Qe =Up>o 2, U Q1 asin Figure[]].

Each parallelogram €2, with n > 0 contains two atomic sites: v’ and v%. The infinite
parallelogram, €)_;, contains no atomic sites. A fundamental cell of the cylinder X, Q5 and
its decomposition into parallelograms 2,, for n > —1 is depicted in Figure [I} The zigzag
sharp truncation of H may be expressed as a union over “vertical translates” (translates with
respect to vy) of sites within Qy:

Hﬁ = UnQEZ Un120 { Vzl +n202 y V%l +n202 } .

We next introduce approximate kj— pseudo-periodic solutions of Hﬁ)“l/ = 0 via kj— pseudo-
periodization of the atomic ground state, p;:

Definition 4.1. Fix &k € [0,27] and I = A, B. For each n € Ny = {0,1,2,...}, define

—iﬂ (x—vi-m
(4.3) P ) = N P — Vi = maby) e e OV
mo€Z
.k .
_ efzfllrﬁg-(vaﬁ Z elkag pg‘(X—V?—mgbg)
mo€Z

and

zﬂ (x—v ik m n
@8 P ) = R P g = 3D ehm = v — mavs)

mo€Z

The function x — p:H ,[n](x) is defined on the cylinder ¥, i.e. p:H nl(x+10y) = p;l L[n](x).
To see this, replace x by x + vy and redefine the summation index. Furthermore, we note
that: P* [n](x + vs) = €™ Pkf\H [n](x).

!
by
ks

The functions: p? [n], I = A, B, n > 0, form a nearly orthonormal set in L3(X) for large

A. In particular, we have:

Proposition 4.2. Fiz k € [0,2n] and X > 0.
(1) For all n € Ny, we have piu [n] € L*(X) and P} [n] € Liu.

kot

Furthermore, there exist constants Ay, c > 0 such that for all X > \,:

IThe labeling convention of A— points and B— sublattice points used in the present article differs from
that used in [26]. This has no effect on the results in this article or in [26].



C.L. Fefferman, M.I. Weinstein 29

(2) Forne Ny, I = A,B

(45) (e ) = b | s e

L2(x)

where 6, , denotes the Kronecker delta symbol.
(8) For I = A, B, m,n € Ny with m # n and all A > 0 sufficiently large:

(4.6) ‘ <p2”’1[m],p;\”’J[n]>

‘ < e—c)\\m—n\ ]

L2(x)

Assertions (4.5)) and (4.6) hold as well with pi‘” ,Im] replaced by P;:\” m], defined in (4.4),
and with L*(X) replaced by Li“ (R?). Here, A\, depends only on V.

This proposition follows from the normalization and decay properties of the atomic ground
state, py; the details are omitted.
We conclude this section by showing that the functions p* nl, I = A, B, n >0, are

I
nearly annihilated by Hy (k).

Proposition 4.3. There exist positive constants A\, (large) and ¢ > 0, such that for all
A> N and all I = A, B and n > 0:

(4.7) ) ) | S el e xe oy
48 | wpey ] s e
(4.8) kg ll| Lo S e

Proof of Proposition[4.5: We first note that (4.8)) follows from ([4.7) by integrating the square
of bound (4.7)) over a fundamental domain (strip), {2sx. Thus we focus on the pointwise bound

& &
(4.7). The identity V4 = eian X (V + i%ﬁg)e"?“rf‘?x and (3.1)) imply that for arbitrary
v e R%
K ’ 2 - A ol g, ), A -
(49) —(V+ ’l%ﬁg + A %(X — V) — EO e ‘e 2-(x7v)p0 (X — V) =0;

we shall apply (4.9) for v € Hj.
As a first step toward obtaining the bound (4.7)) for Hg‘(ku)pi‘” ,[n](x), we observe that

for x € Qy, Vi(x) = Z Z Vo(x — vy —niby).

J=A,B n1>0
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Therefore, for x € {2y, we have

H (k)py P = Y H)Mky)e Cemvimmae) pi(x — Vi — maby)

mo€Z

— H)(ky) e 0D A x — v

ky
© 8 () - )b v
ma€Z\ {0}
+ Z AVi(x) e —ighfa (xvj —mavz) P(x — Vi —myuy) .

mo€Z\{0}

In the second equality just above we have split off the my = 0 and my # 0 contributions. The
first term of the ms # 0 contribution vanishes identically for x € Qy. Indeed, equation (4.9))
for pé implies that this term is a sum of terms, each containing a factor )\2%(X — VI —msy0s)
for some my € Z \ {0}. Each of these terms vanishes since the constraint: my # 0 implies
they are all supported outside of (2y,. Therefore,

7im 2-(x—Vv7} n
H(k)py [ [n)(x) = H(ky) e 5= 0 p(x — vy

(4.10) + Z NV (x) e~ian Re-(x—v}—mavs) po(x — Vi — maby) .
mo€Z\{0}

We may now use (4.9) with v = v} = v; + nv; to simplify the first term on the right hand
side of the previous equation. For all x € Qy with n > 0 and I,J € {A, B} with I # J, we

obtain:

,iﬂ (x—v7} n
B ) 00 = | N 32 Vole— vt | e - v
7‘L1>0
ni1#n
" ( Y Valx = v ) RO i — V)
TL1>0
"Il g

+ Z NVy(x) e 'zn 2 (x=v—mavs) po(x — VI — mayby) .
mo€Z\{0}

Thus,
| HM k) n](x) |

IN

MY Volx = Vi)l | pp(x —vE) + (/\22 Vo(x = v7')] )pS(X—V?)

n1>0
ni#n

2 NIl p(x = vi - maws)
m2€Z\{0}
(4.11) = Ti(x;n) + To(x;n) + Tiz(x;n) .
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To bound the first term of (4.11)), we note that for ny # n

Vo(x = vi) po(x = Vi) < [[Volloo Loyrtjar, PO (% = VT)

—cA|x—v7|

e —§A|x—v7| féA\n17n| .

Summing over n; > 0 with n; # n we obtain Ty (x;n) < e~ e A*VIl Very similarly we

obtain: Ty(x;n) < e~9* e Ax=Vil We finally consider T5(x;n). For x € Qy,

Tg(X;TL) ,S )\2 H%HOO Z e—c/\\x v e—c)\|m2| S 6—0’)\ e—c”)\\x vy )
mo€Z\{0}

This completes the proof of Proposition [4.3]

4.1. The subspace X} (k). We introduce the closed subspace of L*(X):
(4.12)

X\ 5(k)) = the orthogonal complement in L*(X) of spam{]oA n]: 1 =AB; n> O} :

We shall sometimes suppress the dependence on A and write X4p(kj). The space L?(X) may
be decomposed as the orthogonal sum of subspaces:

A

(4.13) 2(D) = span{pk“‘[[n] I=AB; n> o} & Xap(ky) .

We also introduce the orthogonal projection onto Xag(k)):

(4.14) L =L (k) : L*(2) = Xap(ky).

AB

Since the set {pk” n]: I =AB; n> 0} is only nearly-orthonormal for A large (Propo-
sition , we make use of the following:

Proposition 4.4. There exists A\, > 0 such that for all A > X\, the following holds. Fix
]{:H S [O,Q?T].

(1) Then, for F € L*(X) we have that

F=0 <= TLps(k)F=0 and <pA [n],F> =0, n>0, [=AB.

oy T
L2(x)

(2) Any v € L*(X) may be expressed in the form:

(4.15) = D doaln nl + 4,

J=A,B n>0

where o = {(a, o) }s0 € 2(Ny; C?) and HAB(k:||)¢ v e Xhp(ky)-

The proof is similar to that of Lemma 8.2 on page 31 of [26] and is omitted.
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5. ENERGY ESTIMATES AND THE RESOLVENT

The following proposition concerns the invertibility of IT,, (ky) ( H (k) — Q) I, (k) on
Xap(ky) for A sufficiently large. This will facilitate reduction of the edge state eigenvalue
problem, (|1.16)) or (1.17]), to a problem on the linear space Span{p?H Jn] c I=A,B, n> 0};
see (4.12)). The proof uses arguments analogous to those in [26]. The necessary modifications
in the strategy are discussed at the end of this section.

Proposition 5.1. There ezist constants A, > 0 (sufficiently large) and ¢ > 0 (sufficiently
small), such that for all A\ > X, k € [0,27] and |2 < ¢ the following hold:
(1) For all p € X, (k)), the equation

(5.1) I, (k) (H(kp) —Q) v = ¢,
has a unique solution

o= K ke €X,, NHA(D).

Thus, K}Q,ky) is the inverse of 11, (k) ( HMky) —Q )L, , (k) or equivalently
II,, (k) ( Hﬁ’\(ku) - Q ) acting on X, ,.
(2) The mapping ¢ — IC&\(Q, )y is a bounded linear operator :

(5'2) /C&\(Q, kll) : XAB(]{;‘O — Hz(z) N xAB<k”)'
(3) We have the following operator norm bounds on K3 (S, ky):
A <
(5.3) | K29, ky) \\XAB%AB S1
-1 A <
(5.4) MV @k, L S
(5.5) | K5 (2, Fy) || <O Ry) -

XAB%HZ(Z)F‘IXAB

(4) Furthermore, this mapping depends analytically on Q € C for |Q| < ¢, and for all
such §2:

(5.6) | 00 K22 k) <1

AB~¥aB -
(5) For real Q € (—c,c), K?(Q,k”) is self-adjoint on the Hilbert space X5, endowed
with the L*(3) inner product.

X

A key step to proving Proposition is the following energy estimate on the space X ap(kj):

Proposition 5.2 (Energy Estimate). Fiz k € [0,2n]. There exists A\, > 0, independent of
Ky, and a constant C, > 0 such that the following holds for all X > X,. Let ¢ € Xap(kj) N
H?(X). That is,

(5.7) <pk,,J[n],¢>L2(E) 0, n>0, J=A4,
Then,
A\ 9 2 -2 2
(58) || Hjj (kH>2/} HLQ(E) Z Cx < HwHLQ(E) + A vaHLQ(E) ) '
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The constant c, can be taken independent of ky but it does depend on properties of the atomic
potential, Vj, in particular on the constants cgs and cgap; see (3.4) and (3.6)).

The proof of Proposition follows the general structure of the proof of the energy
estimates in [26] . We now discuss the modifications in these arguments, which are required to
prove Propositions|5.2land . We follow the discussion of Section 9 of [26] with ¥ = R?/Zv,
playing the role of R?/A, and with the approximate eigenfunctions pQH,I[n] € L?(X) playing
the role of p} € L*(R*/A) in [26] .

For n > 0, let x7, I = A, B denote the two atomic sites in €2,,, where n > 0. Recall Qy is
the union, for n > —1, over all €2,,; see Figure . In place of the partitions of unity (9.11) in
[26] on R?/A, we introduce here analogous partitions on X:

1=03+ > 02, 1=6+ Y €2,
e e

where ©,, 1 and én ; are supported near x7. All the arguments in Sections 9.1 through 9.4
of |26] go through in the above setting, with minimal changes. This gives Proposition .

We seek to show that the inverse of IT, , (ky) ( H{ (k) — Q) 11, (ky), is a bounded linear
operator on X _(k|), satisfying the bound and and furthermore that ICB\(Q, k)
maps X\ (k) to H*(X) N X% (k) and satisfies the operator bound (5.5).

To adapt Section 9.5 of [26] to our setting requires an additional argument which we now
supply. Suppose we have ILag(ky) [ H} (k) — Q1 ] = f, where ¢ € L*(X)NXA, (k) and
f € L*(X). Then, for some {a;,}, (I = A, B n >0), in [*(Ny; C?):

(5.9) [HMEy) — QI|v = f+ > o, pi‘HJ[n],
8P

where the right hand sum is convergent in L?*(X) and the left hand side is interpreted as a
distribution on 3. Taking the inner product in L*(X) of (9.1)) with pi‘” _[m], we find that

Z XLn <p2\”,J[m]’p:H,1[n]> = 5;‘,J[m]7 where

510 8w = (B ) — () 1)
We have
(5.11) & | < | (e o) |+ | () i) |

and summing over J = A, B and m > 0 yields

6120 Y [ | £ X | (Bee ) |+ X | (2 mlf)

J=A,B J=A,B J=A,B
m>0 m>0 m>0

In order to bound the second term on the right in (5.12)), note that the near-orthonormality
of the set {p:H m] : J = A, B, m >0} for A large (Proposition implies the Bessel-type
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inequality:

S ]S s,

J=A,B
m>0

Consider next the first term on the right in (5.12)). Thanks to the pointwise bound on
Hjj (ky)p) Py ,[m](x) from Proposition , a Young-type inequality yields:

> ‘ <H:¢ (k) Py lm ],w> ‘2 e IR, -

J=A,B
m>0

Again, by Proposition [£.2] we have

ST ladl? g ST 1€ P

J=A,B J=A,B

m>0 m>0
(5.13) S e Wl + C Iz
And finally one more application of Proposition gives
o1 H I;B a7 pzu’f[n]‘ L) e Wl + Clfllzem
n>0

The estimates (5.13)) and (5.14)) allow us to argue as in Section 9.5 of [26], using our energy
estimates, that the operator K}(Q, k), the inverse of HAB(k:”) ( H) (k) — Q) I, (ky), is a
bounded linear operator on DCiB(k“) satisfying the bounds ) and .

To complete the proof of Proposition must show that IC)‘(Q ky) maps XA (k) to
H?*(R*) N X%, (ky). To bound AP 4y, We use (9.1) to obtain an expression for Ay in
terms of ¢ and V. Then, the energy estimate for H¢||L2(E> and ||V¢||L2(E , and the bound
(5.14)) imply that for A sufficiently large, the L?(X) norm of each term in the expression A
can be bounded by C()\) x ||f||L2(E)7 where C()\) denotes a A— dependent constant.

6. LYAPUNOV-SCHMIDT REDUCTION; FORMULATION AS A PROBLEM IN f)CjB(k;H)

The resolvent bounds of Proposition [5.1|ensure that on the subspace X, (kj|), the operator
H (k)= is invertible in a neighborhood of © = 0, 7.e. the spectrum of IT , , (ky ) H (k)T , , ()
is bounded away from zero, uniformly in A > 1. In this section, we make use of this spectral
separation to obtain a reduction of the Liu eigenvalue problem to a problem on the subspace

of L?(X) given by: span{pk” n]: I =A B; n> 0}.

Consider the eigenvalue problem:

(6.1) ( (V+zk ﬁ) +A2w(x)>¢ = Ev, ¥ e H*(X).

Let
(6.2) E=E)+Q
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Recall the centered edge-Hamiltonian:
A k| 2 A
(6.3) Hﬂ (kH) V—{—Z ﬁ —1—)\ W(X) — LE§

see also (3.10). Then, the eigenvalue problem may be rewritten as:
(6.4) (H}MNE) — Q)y =0, peH (D).

By Proposition any ¢ € H?*(X) may be written in the form:

(6.5) =3 Y aup [l +

[=AB >0
where o = {(a, aP) }ns0 € 2(Ng; C2) and 1, (k)¢ = ¢. We adopt the convention
ol =0, n< -1, I=AB.
Substitution of (6.5)) into (6.4]) yields:

(6.6) > Za H)ky) — Q) p P 0+ (Hylky) — Q) 9 = 0.

I=A,B n>0

By part (1) of Proposition , the eigenvalue problem (6.4 is seen to be equivalent to
the system obtained by: (i) applying the orthogonal projection II,, (k) to (6.6)):

(6.7)
W (k) (MR = Q) 0+ Y Y an Wy (ky) (HMky) — Q) p) ] = 0

I=A,B n>0

and (ii) taking the inner product of with the states: piu Jml; m>0, J=A,B:

(6.8)

< k“ Z ZO& Hﬁ k‘” — Q) kH [n]> + <(H§\(/{IH) — ﬁ)p;‘lw[m],@z> =0

I=A,B n>0

where m =0,1,2,....

Using Proposition we solve (|6.7)) for @Z as a function of a = (a?,a®?)" € 1?(Ny; C?):

(6.9) Oo= = 3 Sl KOk Ty () HA ) 2l

I=A,B n>0

Here we have used that II, , (k) p;\Hyl[n] = (. Substitution of into yields

(6.10) SN MY monl( k) ol = 0, J=AB, m>0,

I1=A,B n>0
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where
MJI[m7 n] (Q7 kH)
= () ml. (H} (k) — ) 2 )
- <H€(kn) pi‘l,J[m] s T (k) KR (9, Ky) TL,  (Ry) HZ () pQHJ[n]>
L2(s)
(6.11)

Remark 6.1. For fixed J = A or B and fixed m > 0, the equation (6.10) expresses the
interaction of all atomic A— and B— sites within the cylinder, X, with the atomic site J in
cell m. In particular, the M j4[m,n| are interaction coefficients between site J in 2, and
all sites v, n > 0, and M ;g[m, n] are interaction coefficients between site J in cell €, and
all sites vz, n > 0.

Due to their dependence on the Hamilitonian, Hﬁ)‘, we refer to the first term on the right
in (6.11) as the linear matrix elements, M [m,n](2, k) and second term on the right in

(6.11) as the non-linear matrix elements, M [m, n}(Q, ky). Thus,
Alin A,nl
(6.12) M m,n)(Q k) = M [myn)(Q,k)) — M myn]( k) -

In the subsequent sections we compute highly accurate approximations to the linear (Sec-
tion [7)) and non-linear (Section matrix elements. This will enable us to recast and solve
(6.10) as a perturbation of a tight-binding model for \ sufficiently large (Section [g)).

7. MATRIX ELEMENTS Mi’;i“ [m, n] (£, k) AND /\/li’lnl [m, n] (€2, k)

In this section we provide expansions of the matrix entries of /\/li’;in [m, n](2, k). Recall
that

zm (x—v ik m n
M) Pl = R ) = 3D e = v — mava)
m2€Z
(see also (4.4)) and that H} = —A+ NVi(x) — Ej .

In preparation for our expansions, introduce the nearest-neighbor hopping coefficient:
(72) pr = /B o pe()N* Vo(y)| po(y +e) dy = /RQ po()N [Vo(y)| po(y + e) dy,
v (0

where e = v — v4. The latter equality holds since V4 has compact support in B, (0). We
further recall the bounds (3.3)) :

(7.3) e < py S et

~ ~

for some constants c_,cy > 0 and all A > 0 sufficiently large; this was proved in [26].

The main results of this section (Propositions and are the following two proposi-
tions which (i) isolate the dominant (nearest neighbor) behavior of the linear matrix elements
and provide estimates on the corrections, and (ii) estimate the nonlinear matrix elements.

Proposition 7.1 (Expansion of linear matrix elements).
For all X > X, (sufficiently large), and all k € [0,27], we have:
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(1) Form >0,
(7.4)

<P;‘1B[m]’HﬂA P:”,A[m]> = <PZ”,B[mLH,?(kn)pz”,A[mD = —px (1+e™1) + O™ py) .
L2(3) L2(2)

(7.5)

(P )i} P, ml) = (B [l H} P} [ml) = —px (1+e7M) + O™ py).

I I L2(s) I I L2(x)
(2) Form >0,
A N ¢
(7.6) <Pk”73[m],ﬁrﬁA Pkl"A[m+1]> = —pr + O py),
L2(%)
and form > 1
Y A A . _ —cA

(7.7) <PkH7A[m],Hﬁ P ,m 1]>L2® pr + O py) .

(3)
(7.8) <P:H73[m],Hﬁ’\ P:”’A[n]> =0 ( e~ Am=nl ) ,m,n>0, n#*mm+1,

L2(x)
(79) <P:”,A[m]7 Hﬁ)\ Pk)\H,B[n]> = 0 ( e*CMm*m p>\) y M, n 2 07 n # m,m — 1.
L2()
(4) Form,n >0 and I = A or B
A A A —cA _—cAlm—n

(7.10) <13,C||J[7n],111ji PkllJ[n]>L2(E) = O e el )

The implied constants in the O(-) estimates and the constants A\, and ¢ are independent of

We note, by part (4) of Proposition that the function

Qe (CHN o gln] - IO, ) K Ry) T, ) (o ilm] ),

is analytic for |Q] < ¢
Proposition 7.2 (Estimation of nonlinear matrix element contributions). There exists \ >

A\ (sufficiently large), such that for all ky € [0,27] and |Q| < e~ (¢, a sufficiently small
constant determined by Vy) the following holds for j =0, 1:

R ) T, (k) O k) T, (k) G (R il )

(7.11) < py e el

~Y

L2(3) ’

The implied constants in the O(-) estimates and the constants A\, and ¢ are independent of
Proposition is proved in Section [11] and Proposition in Section [I2 The proof of
Proposition requires detailed information on the resolvent, which we need to control in

weighted spaces. We obtain this control by constructing the resolvent kernel and obtaining
pointwise bounds for it. The construction is carried out in Section
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8. EXISTENCE OF ZIGZAG EDGE STATES IN THE STRONG BINDING REGIME

In this section we apply Propositions and to rewrite the edge state eigenvalue
problem as a perturbation of the eigenvalue problem for the tight-binding limiting operator
studied in Section 2] We then use this reformulation to construct zigzag edge states for
arbitrary A > \,, where ), is fixed and sufficiently large.

Recall our reduction, for kj € § CC (27/3,47/3), of the edge state eigenvalue problem for
H(kj) to the discrete eigenvalue problem for {(a;), ) }m>o in ?(No; C?):

(8.1) Y Mymn](Qky) af = 0; J=AB, m>0,
I=A,B n>0

Let’s cast (8.1]) in a form in which the tight-binding operator HﬁT ? (k) is made explicit. First,
(8.1]) is equivalent to the following system for m > 0:

> Moalm,n)(Q k) o + Y Miglmon](Q k) af = 0,

n>0 n>0
(82) > Mipalmnl(Q k) off + > Miplm,n](Q k) af = 0.
n>0 n>0

To isolate the dominant terms (see Propositions and , we rearrange the expressions
and obtain for m > 0:

Miiglm,m =1 k) ap_y + Migm, m](Q ki) i + Mialm,m)(Q2 k) a
Z Miglm, n)(Q, k) a ZMAAmn (k) a
n>0 n>0
n#m,m—1 n#m
M alm,m](Q, ky) g, + Mialm,m + ](Q ki) mer + Miplm, mj(Q, k‘n)
(8.3) = > Mpalmonl(Q k) an = Y Myglm,n)(Q k) oy
n>0 n>0
n#m,m+1 n#m
Here, M?;[m,n] is given by (6.11]), where we take M, [m,m — 1] = 0 for m = 0. The

system (8.3)) is equivalent to (8.1)).

Our next step will be to express the matrix elements on the left hand side of (8.3)), using
Proposition [4.2] Proposition [7.1]and Proposition [7.2] Since the leading order expressions are
proportional to p,, it is natural to introduce the rescaled energy:

(8.4) Q= py Q.

Recall our general upper and lower bounds on py: e A < py < e ¢ (see or (3.3))
and let ¢ > ¢_ > 0 denote the positive constant introduced in Remark 3.1 We now constrain
Q to satisfy || < e, Then, [Q| = [p;'Q| < e < ="A where ¢” is a small positive
constant, for any finite A sufficiently large.
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Using Proposition 1.2 Proposition [7.1]and Proposition[7.2]in (8.3) we obtain after dividing
by —pa:

(-1+0(™™) ol + (—-(1+e™ ) +0(™)) af + (-1+0(™?)) Qo

m

_ Z O(e—c)\ €—c|m—n|> Oéf + Z O(e—c)\ e—c\m—n\) Oéﬁ;

n>0 n>0
n#m,m—1

(8.5)

where a2 | =0 for m = 0, and

(—A+e™)+0™™)) am + (=1+0(e™)) apyy + (=140 ) Qaf,
_ Z O(efc)\ efc|mfn|> a;;l + Z (r)(efc)\ efc\mfn\) Oéfa

n>0 n>0
n#m,m-+1

(8.6)

where |Q| < ¢".

Remark 8.1. By Proposition (part 4) and Proposition [7.2] the expressions in (8.5)-(8.6)
of the form O(g(\)) are analytic functions of Q for Q varying in the open subset of C:

Q| < e®. Moreover, these expressions are all uniformly bounded by g(\) for all Q such
that |Q2| < ¢’, a small positive constant.

We obtain, for m > 0 and |Q] < ¢:

m

—apy — (L+e™)an — Qay,
(8.7) = Z O(e= g=clm=nl) af + Z O(e= e_c‘m_m) ol
n>0 n>0
where a2 | =0 for m = 0, and

Sy ol —af, - o
(8.8) = Z Oe= e’c|m’”|) o + Z O(e™ e’c‘m’m) ol
n>0 n>0

Again we remark, as in Remark 8.1] that in (8.7)-(8.8) expressions of the form O(g()\)) are
analytic in © and uniformly bounded by g()\) for |Q] < ¢”.

The system (8.7)-(8.8]) is of the form:

so) [ (w0 - ) (5] = [reed) (G) ] o meo
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where H, B (k) is the tight binding Hamiltonian for a zigzag termination of H, studied in
Section ,

- see, in particular, (2.4)), (2.5) Note that our definition of HﬁT B(k'”) implies that
the scaled spectral parameter, ), appears with a plus rather than a minus sign in .
Furthermore, using that the mapping {7V, }m>0 — { > om0 e—clm=nl 'yn} is bounded on

m>
I2(Np), we have that the mapping Q PN, p;fl) is an analytic mapping foor |§| < E// with
values in the space of bounded linear operators on [?(Ny; C?). We also have, for all |Q] < ¢/,
(d<d):

(8.10) I P pxQ) e S e,

where the implied constant is independent of Q but depends on ¢’. Recall that k| varies in
a compact subinterval of (27/3,47/3), where dgup (k) = ‘1 — |C(ky) |) = ‘1 — |1+ €| > 0.

We will further restrict Q to satisfy |Q] < ¢ < dgap(K|)-
Our goal is to construct, for all A sufficiently large, a solution of :

A= ad) = (a?(N),aP(\)) € P(Ny; C?)
(8.11) A Q()), such that \Q()\)| <e </,

Given the mappings (|8 , equations (6.5| , and the relation E=E}+ p,\ﬁ define a
solution to the Lk” (%) edge state eigenvahie problem, \I/k“( X) = e'ar o o xwku( x), where

(8.12) ) = > > an(A P, [n]() + PlaM)](x) |
I=A,B n>0
Eky) = Eg+pQ(iky),
and the map @ — @Z[&] (x) is given in (6.9). We shall succeed in this construction for
ky€Jcc (2n/3,4m/3) and A > A, (J) sufficiently large.

The first step in this construction is to note that as A tends to infinity the system (8.7)-
(8.8)) formally reduces to the edge state eigenvalue problem for the tight-binding Hamiltonian,

(see (2.1), (2.4)) given by:
o L+ (Q+e™)al — Qat =0, m>0
(8.13) (1+ef)yat + a2, — Qaf =0, m>0, with o =0.
By Theorem. 2.2] if ky € (2m/3,47/3) the system (8.13)) has an isolated and simple eigenvalue
at QT8 = ( with corresponding vector @ = = { OéTB Fmso € 12(Ny; C?) given by:

TB,A . ik
(8.14) o’ = (aTB,B> = Y (( Ol (10+6 ”) ), for m>0,

(07

where we take 7, = /1 — (k)2 # 0 so that @~ has I?(Ny; C?)— norm equal to one.

2 Actually, the operator which emerges in — is anT B(k”), minus one times the operator studied
in Section However, since UQH;B(kH)ag = —H;B (k)), the spectrum of HJB(k”) is symmetric about zero
energy and —HﬁTB (k) — zId has the same invertibility properties of HﬁTB (k) — zId. Hence, in this and the
following section we take HﬁT ° (k) to denote the negative of the operator studied in Section
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To prove that has a solution in [?(Ny, C?) which for A large is approximately equal
to &'TB, we seek a solution of of the form:

an=a" + 90 = (%) + (50))

~ ~ _TB =

8.15 Q= QA h tak =0.
(8.15) (A),  where we take <a ) >l2(NO;C2)

L
Introduce the orthogonal projection HOTB : 2(Ng; C?) — ( span{&TB} ) . Substituting
(8.15)) into and projecting onto span{&’TB} and its orthogonal complement, we obtain

the equivalent system for ﬁ and €

(8.16) (HﬁTB(k”) —’fz) G =17 P Q) a"

B ~

+ H:B PN Q)3

(8.17) QO + <07TB,1P()\; Q) &TB> + <o7TB,CP()\; Q) 5> — 0.

TB =~

Let R™(Q; kj) denote the inverse of HOTB <Hﬂ (k) — Q) HIB, which for |Q] < ¢ is well-

defined as a bounded operator on the I?(Ny; C?)— orthogonal complement of span{d " (kj)}.
Moreover, |R™(Q; k)| < 1 for |Q < ¢ < d(ky), by Theorem . For A sufficiently large
we may solve (8.16) for 8 [2; A] € Range HOTB and obtain:

. - -1 -
Fia = [ 1 = RP@mIL 2P| TP 08 @

(8.18) = AN IL P Q) @

This follows by the bound 1PA; pAQ) |2z < €7 see (B.10). Therefore, the construction
of B(A), Q(A) (see (8.11))) boils down to solving the following scalar nonlinear equation for
2 as a function of A:

(8.19)

O+ <&TB,1P()\; Q) 07“3> + <o7TB,ﬂ>(>\; ) A N) TEPP(A; 2 Q) aTB> ~ 0.
Using analyticity in Q and previous bounds, we may write as

(8.20) O+ <o7TB,ﬂ>()\;O) 07“3> 4500 = 0.

Here, G(Q; \) is analytic with \8%9(?2; A < e (j =1,2) for all Q in the complex neigh-

borhood of zero, |§| < . Since ’<O7TB,1P()\; 0) o?TB>‘ < e~ for )\ sufficiently large,

equation (8.20) may be solved for ﬁ()\) by using a contraction mapping argument on the
disc: |Q] < 2Ce~. Therefore, modulo Propositionsandwhich are proved in Sections
[10] [I1) and [12] we have proved our main result, Theorem

9. RESOLVENT CONVERGENCE; PROOF OF THEOREM [I.1]

We study the scaled resolvent:
~1 —1
(p}lHﬁA—zld> = (p;l(—A‘i“/ﬁ—Eé\)—Zld)
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as an operator on L?(IR?). We consider the scaled non-homogeneous equation

(9.1) (P HM k) —21d )y = ¢, pe L)
or equivalently
(9:2) (HMk) —pazld )0 = prp, @€ LX(D),

We express ¢ as:

(9:3) = D> D A, + &, I (k)P=0

J=A,B n>0

and seek a solution of ((9.1)) in the form

(9'4) Z Z ’n,pk In + 127 HAB<k||)1Z:1Z'

I=A,B n>0

where a = {(a,a) "}z € lQ(Nm C?) and zZ =1L, (k)¢ € Xhp(k))-
Substitution of 1 and into and projecting the resulting equation with
II,,(k) and I — HAB(k:H) (Whose range is span{p:“ n] I = A B, n>0}), yields the

coupled system for a = {al : n > 0,1 = A, B} € I*(Ny; C?) and ¢ € X 5(k)):

(95)  TL,(Ry) ( H (k) — pazld) Z o T, (k) H (k) py, ] + pr@
©.6) > (n ,ml. (H0) = paz Id) > R AN AM IR
:pkz<k“ P, [n]) Bh, for J = A, B and m > 0,

where the sums Z[,n are over I = A, B and n > 0.
We next use Proposition to solve ((9.5) for J € L*(¥) and obtain:

(9.7) Vo= =) ol Kmz, kH (k)py, ]+ px K (paz, k)@

In

Substitution of the expression in ({9.7)) for 1; into the left hand side of yields the closed
non-homogeneous system for « € 1?(Ny; C?):

(9.8)
> Mylmnlal = o 3o (p) Imlp) ) 81— (HMkRY ). Koz k) |-

s

for each J = A, B and m > 0. The matrix elements M?%;[m, n| are displayed in (6.11]). As in
our study of the edge state eigenvalue problem (Section [8)) we expand the M?;[m,n] using
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Proposition and obtain the following system, which is equivalent to E| :

[(H;B(kﬂ) — zld — iPO‘;PAZ)) <32>]m

S (P m)p) ) 8 )\ (AR L) K oaz k)7
- _ + , m=>0.
S (2 ) el 1Y)\ (2R ] K (a2, k)
(9.9)

Recalling the bound || P(\; pAQ) [lzoe < e (see (8.10), Proposition and Proposition
[4.3 we solve for a* and find

-1
ot = (H;B(k”) - zId) B 4+ a3, where
(9.10) e L P | ST =

We therefore have that ¢ = ( p}lHﬁA(k”) —zId )_1 ¢ € L?(X) is given by:

(( oy H (k) — 21d )_1<p = Z [ (H;B(kﬂ) — zId>_1ﬁ + ay ]pi‘“‘[[n]

In
(9.11) + 01w (€ MBlagyear + € Mg ()l

Introduce Hﬁ):ku’ the restriction of H7, to the space H,%H. Since H; commutes with x —
X + 4 it follows that Hﬁ’\k“ maps the space H,f into Lzu Let P 4px, denote the projection of

Li‘ onto the orthogonal complement of the subspace of Lk” spanned by the states: Pk’\H [n] =

elor o2 (e v ph In] € L , where I = A, B and n > 0; see . Therefore, for any F' € Lk”'

k.1

(o3, - zId>_1F = > (m o) - zId) B + a) ]P;I[n]

v

(9.12) + Ora(s) ( e—ck||ﬁ||12(N0£2) + e‘cA||ﬂ>AB,kHF||Li ) .
I

Any F € Lk” has the representation F' = >, « [F]P’\ [n] + F1, where {al[F]};, €

I?(Np; C?) and F, € Range(Pag ). Define the map Jj, Liu — 1?(No; C?) © Range(Pag , )
by:

(90.13)  Jy: F o (“‘%f”) — <{ <P3u [”]’F> ;O(“A”F”Li)} )

3As in Section (see the footnote after (8.9)), based on the observation agHﬁTB (ky)o2 = —H;B (ky)) we
let HﬁTB (k) denote the negative of the operator studied in Section
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We therefore have from (9.12)) that

—1
_ -1 . H, (k) — z1d 0 e
(p)\lH]i):kH —ZId> — Jk“ (( i ( )0 z > 0 Jk“ = OL% —)L% (6 A).
II [I

This completes the proof of Theorem [1.1]

10. THE RESOLVENT KERNEL AND WEIGHTED RESOLVENT BOUNDS

It remains for us to prove Propositions and on the expansion and estimation of
matrix elements. The proof of Proposition concerning the linear matrix elements uses
the energy estimates on the resolvent obtained in Section [5]

To prove Proposition [7.2] we require exponentially weighted estimates, which we obtain by
constructing the resolvent kernel and obtaining pointwise bounds on it. We carry this out in
the present section. In Section [II] we then give the proof of Proposition [7.1] and in Section

[12] we prove Proposition [7.2]

In Section [5| we obtained energy estimates for ICB\(Q, ky), the inverse of

k 2
g (k) (HR (k) = Q) I, (ky) = Wag | - (Vx+i27'rﬁ2> + NV(x) — Ey —Q | Tlag,

defined as a bounded operator from Xap(ky) to Xap(ky) N H(X); see Proposition [5.1]
which holds for all || < ¢, where ¢’ is a sufficiently small positive constant. We may extend
K2(€, k) to an operator acting on all of L?(X), not just Xap(kj), by composing it with
IT,, (ky), i.e. we require K2 (Q, k)¢ = 0 if IT, , (k) = 0.

In this section we shall prove, under the more stringent restriction on Q: |Q < e~ for
some ¢ > 0 and A > 1, that this operator derives from a kernel ICB\(X, y; Q, k). Specifically,
we have

Theorem 10.1. There exist constants \,,c > 0 such that for A > \,, |Q] < e~ and for
each ky € [0,2x] the following holds for the operator K3 (2, k), which is bounded on L*(%):

(1) IC;‘(Q, ky) is arises from an integral kernel ng‘(X,y; Q, kyp):

(10.1)  KH(Q kD) = M K(Q k) iplfl(x) = / K (%, y: Q. k) f(y) dy -

Qs
(2) The integral kernel ng‘(X,y; Q. k) satisfies the following bound: there exist positive
constants R, Cy, Cs, independent of k and Q, such that for all x,y € R%:

(10.2) | K=y Qky) | < G [ A+ ‘ log [x — y| H 1 + Gy et eyl

[x—y|<R

Theorem [I0.1] is at the heart of the proof of Proposition [7.2] which provides bounds on
the nonlinear matrix elements of M*(€2, k). The remainder of this section is devoted to the
proof of Theorem The construction and estimation ICB\ is based on a strategy, in which
we piece together localized atomic Green’s functions with appropriate corrections.
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10.1. The free Green’s function and bounds on the atomic ground state. Denote
by G¢(x) the fundamental solution of —A — EJ:

(10.3) (A - B) G5(x) = 5(x).

where §(x) is the Dirac delta function. Here, E; denotes the ground state of H2 =
—A + \2Vp; see hypothesis (GS), (3.4). Note that GT**(x) = Gfree< | B3| X), where
Gree(x) satisfies ( —Ay, + 1) G'e(x) = §(x), x € R2. GF°(x) = Ky(|]x|) is the modified
Bessel function of order zero, which decays to zero exponentially as |x| — oo [68]. The
following lemma summarizes important standard properties of G**(x); see 26,59

Lemma 10.2. For x € R?,
(1) Gr*°(x) = G™°(|x|) is positive and strictly decreasing for |x| > 0.
(2) There exist entire functions f and g and constants C1,co, such that
(10.4) G'*(x) = f(lx)loglx| + g(|x]) .
where f(0) = —1/2m and |09 f(s)],]07g(s)| < Cre=2%, for j = 0,1 and all s € [0, 0).
(3) Giree(x) < |x|"ze ™ for x| large.
The bounds on f(s) and g(s) are proved, for the case j = 0, in [59]. This proof can
be extended to a derivation of the bounds for j = 1. Alternatively, these bounds may be
deduced directly from the integral representation for G°°(x) used in the proof of Lemma

15.3 of [26].
We shall apply the following consequence of Lemma and (3.4)):

There exist ¢, ¢’ > 0, and for each R > 0, additional constants Cr, C; > 0, such that
(10.5)

0 < Gio(x) = Ghee (,/\E@] x) < G e ([ 10g(AXD)| 1yper, + 1) xERZ
(10.6)
Tee —cA\|x 1
|VXG§\ (x)] < Cge A ( m 1{A|x\§R} + 1>

10.2. The atomic Green’s function.

In this section we establish bounds (integral and then pointwise) on the Green’s function
associated with HJ, , — Eg = —A+\Vy(x) — Ej. Since HJ,,,, has a one dimensional kernel
spanned by p)(x), and a spectral gap (see (3.6)), the operator H7\,. — Ej is invertible on
the orthogonal complement of span{py}.

We denote by G§°™(x,y) the associated Green’s kernel, which solves

(10.7) (—Ax+ XVo(x) — B} ) G¥™(x,y) = d(x—y) — pd(x)po(y)
and which satisfies
(10.8) / Gim(x,y) py(y) dy = 0, for all x € R?,

RQ

(10.9) Giom(x,y) = Gy"(y,x) forx, y € R*with x#y.
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For fixed x, the function y — G3"°™(x, y) belongs to L*(R?2), and we have for any f € L*(R?)
that the function

(10.10) ux) = | Gy (x,y) f(y) dy

solves

(10.11) (—A+XVo(x) = By ) u(x) = f(x) = (50 f) oy P00
(10.12) (py , u >L2(R2) =0.

10.2.1. L? bounds on x — G3*™(x,y) and y — G§*°"(x,y).
By the spectral gap hypothesis on H2 _, (3.6]), we have that u satisfies the bound:
(1013) ||u||L2(]R2) S C ||f||L2(]R2)~

We may next obtain pointwise bounds on u(x) in terms of || f||;22). In particular, we
claim that

(10.14) lux)| < C N | fllrzwe -
We prove this as follows:

lu(x)| < C (NAull2Bx) + lullz2isix)

< c< | =22y + 1 = @ 1)mt |

+ Jull 228, (x) >

L2(B1(x))
< O N[ fllezee
which implies the bound ([10.14]).
Therefore, by (10.10)), for all f € L?(R?):
(10.15) [ Gy 1) dy | < O8Il
R
Consequently,
3
(10.16) ( / |G (x, y)|* dy ) < 0N, x€R?
R2
and by symmetry of G5o™
3
(10.17) ( / |G5™ (x, y)|* dx ) < CN, yeR?.
RQ

We now use these L? bounds on G3™(x,y) to obtain pointwise bounds.

10.2.2. Pointwise bounds on G5§*°™(x,y). Recall that suppVy C B,,(0).

Theorem 10.3 (Pointwise bounds on G5*™(x,y)). (1) For all R > 0, there exist \g =
Mo(R) and positive constants ¢, Cr and Dg such that for all X > X\g:

(10.18) Gyom(xy) — ¢ loglx —y| | < Cr A* for |x—y| < R,

where cog = —(2m) 7.



C.L. Fefferman, M.I. Weinstein 47

(2) There exist R > 10ro and positive constants X', C' and ¢, which depend on R but not
on A, such that for all A > N (R):

(10.19) GEm(x,y)| < Ce eV x—y| > R.

(3) Choose rj, j = 1,2,3, such that ro <11 < 19 <73 < %R. Assume 'y € B, (0) and
x ¢ B,,(0). Then,

(10.20) ‘ Go™(x,y) ) < e em Ayl
where the implied constants depend on rq, 11, T9 and rs.

Proof of bound (|10.18)):

Fix y € R?. By (10.7) we have

—AGYM(x,y) = d(x—y) — py(x) pply) + (Ey — NVo(x) ) GY™(x,y)

(10.21) = —Accloglx—y| — p(x) po(y) + (B} — NV(x) ) Gy (x,y) .
Hence,
(10.22)
—Ax [GYM(x,y) — cologlx—y|] = —py(x) po(y) + ( By — MW(x) ) G (x,y) -

Therefore, using that |f(x)| S [|Af(2)||22(81(x)saz) + [/ (2) || 22(B1 (x)5az) We have for arbitrary
fixed y € R? and all x € R? satisfying |x — y| < R:

| GX°"(x,y) — colog|x —y] |
< =m0 ) + (B — XV2)) G5 1 i
(10.23) + [|G5m (2, y) — colog |z =¥ || (s, oam)
To continue this bound, we use that

o)l S A (see BA)), pollee =1, |Ey — NVo(2)] S A%,
(10.24) G (2, )| L2(Br ) S A and || 1og |z = ¥ || 123, pamy < Ch -

The bounds ([10.24]) follow since |E}| < A2 (since ||Vo|lso < 00) and by (3.5]) and (10.17). We

obtain for any R > 0 that there exists C'r < oo such that
(10.25) | GY™(x,y) — cologlx—y|| < Cr A, forall |x—y| <R, withx#y .

Proof of bound (|10.19)): Recall that the support of V; is contained in B, (0). Assume
|x —y| > R, and choose constants:

1
(1026) T’0<7’1<T2<7”3<1—0R.

Thus, we require R > 10ry. Without any loss of generality, we assume |y| < |x|. Therefore,
R <|x —y| < x|+ |y| < 2|x| and therefore

1 1
(10.27) x| > §|X —y| > iR > 3.
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Let Ogut = Oout(x) denote a smooth function of r = |x|, defined for all x € R?, such that
0 < Ouue(x) <1 and

17 ‘X’ZTQ
07 |X|§T1

(10.28) Oout(X) = {

We note that O, - Vo = 0.
Using the defining equation for G3*™, ([10.7)), we obtain:

(=2 = Ey) [ Oou(z) G3"(2,y) |
= Oou(z) { —1)(2) PY(Y) } + Oous(z) 6(z—y)
+ 2V,00u(2) - Vo.GL"(2,y) + ( D2Oou(z) ) GY"(2,Y) -
(10.29)

We next use the Green’s function G (see (10.3))) to represent Ouu(x) G5°™(x,y). Multi-
plication of (10.29) by G'**(x — z) and integration with respect to z yields

Ouu(x) G3(xy) = [ GIv(x—2) (~u B} ) [ Ouulz) G (a.y) ] da
R2
— OuCI(x—y) — [ GI(x—2) Ousla) rb(2) dz ()
b2 [ GEx - 2) Viuula) - V.GY ™ ay) da
R2

+ / G (x — 2) ( AOuui(z) ) G (z,y) da,
RQ

which, since Ogu(x) = 1 for |x| > ro, we write as

(10.30)
GEo(%,y) = Oun(y)GE™(x —y) + Termu(x,y) + Terms(x,y) + Terms(x,y)

Since [x —y| > R, by (10.5) we have |Gy (y)GE(x —y)| < e=M* ¥, We next estimate
the latter three terms in ((10.30)) individually.

Bound on Term;(x,y) of (10.30): Consider the integral

(10.31) Term; (x,y) = — G&”ee(x —7) Ouu(2) pé(z) dz p(}(y) )
R2

Due to the factor of Oy, (2z) in the integrand of (10.31)), only z such that |z| > r;. are relevant.
On this set we have p)(z) < e~* e~ by (3.5)), for some constants ¢;, ¢ > 0. Furthermore,

by (10.5)), there exists ¢ > 0 such that GE**(x—z) < e~ A=l ( ‘ log A|x — z|’ 1 uey T1 >
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Therefore, for some constant ¢ (smaller than the minimum of ¢1, ¢, ¢) we have

Term; (x,y) ‘ < e / e~ Abe ( (bgMX—ZM Liyeny + 1) e~ dz p)(y)
|z|>71 N

=™ [ e ) (flog | 1, +1) de )
Z|~T1

|z|>r1 -
S e pi(y)

For |y| < ro + 0o, with small §, > 0, we have py(y) < A. Forsuch y, |x| = |x -y +y| >
x —y|—r0—08 > ix—y|+ & —rg—dy > i[x — y|. Therefore, for [x —y| > R and
ly| < ro+ dp we have ‘Terml (x,y) ) Sem e pA(y) SemA el N < e e @AY

Therefore, for |y| > o+ and [x —y| > R, we have |Term; (x,y) | < e~ e pi(y) <
€_C>‘ 6_0)‘(|x|+|y|) 5 e_c//\ e_clMx_y‘ .

Bound on Termy(x,y) of (10.30): We first note that V,0.(z) = 0 for |z| > re. Since
x| > %R > 19, the integrand of Terms(x,y) is supported away from z = x. Integration by
parts yields

(10.32) Termy(x,y) = —2 / Vo [ GY(x — 2) V,Oou(2) | GY"(2,y) dz .
RQ

We note this integration by parts can be justified even though there is a weak singularity
of the integrand at z =y, and we remark on this at the conclusion of the proof. Bounding
Termy(x,y) using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we obtain:
1
2 2
dz ) .

)Termz(x,Y)’ <2 (/R 2 dz)%'(/RQ

The second factor is bounded by a constant times A\? thanks to the L? bound on G3j*™
given in ((10.17). To bound the first factor note, due to the properties of O (z), that
the support of the integrand is contained in: r; < |z| < 7y and |x| > r3. Therefore,

|x —z| > | |x| —|z| | > r5 — 12 > 0. Therefore, by (10.5)) and (10.6)), for all |x| > r3:

’ V., - [ Gg\ree(x — Z) Vz@out(z) } ‘ < e—Ax—z| 1 < o x|

{r1<lz|<ra}
It follows from(|10.27)) that

‘Teer()gy)‘ < e =Ml (/

|z[<r2

V, - [ Giree(x —2) V,O0ut(2) } G’f\tom(z, y)

D=

G 2,y d )

(1033) S 6_6/)\ e—c’)\‘x‘ )\2 S 6—0)\ 6—0)\|x—y‘ )

The bound on Terms(x,y) is obtained in a manner similar to the bound on Termy(x,y),
but there is no need to integrate by parts.
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We conclude the proof of ((10.19)) by remarking on the technical point raised above con-
cerning the integration by parts leading to (10.32). Recall that

(—Az + \Vio(2)) GY™(2,y) = 0(z —y) + EgG*"(2,y) — 1y (2)po (¥)-
For fixed y, z +— p}(z)py(y) is C* by elliptic regularity because (—A,+\Vy(z) — E} )p) (z) =
0 and Vy € C*°. Furthermore,
(=8 + NV(2) — Ey) [GY"(2,y) — GY**(z — ¥)] = =NVo(2)GY*(2,y) — 1y (2)p5 (¥)-
Since Vy € C*, z — G**(z,y) € H'7%(R?) (¢ > 0 arbitrary), we have by elliptic regularity
that G5 (z,y) — GT*¢(z — y) € H._*(R?). Furthermore by ([10.4), for fixed y

loc
GX™™(z,y) = colog|z —y| + j(z,y) for z neary,
where z + j(z,y) € H2_°(R?). This makes it easy to justify the integration by parts. For

loc

example, replace G5 (z,y) by 1colog[|z — y|* + 72|+ (z,y), integrate by parts and pass to
the limit 7 — 0T. This concludes the proof of (10.19)). Since the proof of the bound ((10.20))
follows from a very similar argument, we omit it. This completes the proof of Theorem [10.3]

10.3. Kernels. Our goal will be to construct the Green’s kernel for a Hamiltonian H =
—A+ VFA (x) — E}, with potential VFA defined via superposition involving translates of the
atomic potential, V{, centered at the sites of a discrete set I'. The construction of this Green’s
function, G%(x,y) makes use of some technical tools developed in this section.

We work with integral operators of the form

(10.34) fo Al = [ Ay) f)dy
R

We shall use the notation A, f and A,[f] to denote such operators and occasionally omit the

A dependence.

Definition 10.4 (Main Kernel). The function A)(x,y) : R* x R? — R is called a main
kernel if there exist positive constants R, c, C;,Cy and A\ such that for all x,y € R? with
X #y we have

(10.35) AN y)l < Gy [ X+ ‘ log [x —y] H Lx_yj<r + Cye @ emAxl
for all A > ).
By Theorem the atomic Green’s function G3*°™(x,y) is a main kernel.

Definition 10.5 (Error Kernel). The function &,(x,y) : R? x R? — R is called a error
kernel if there exist positive constants ¢, C' and )y such that for all x,y € R?

(10.36) IEx(x,y)| < C e em Al
for all A > ).

If A and B are operators with kernels given by A(x,y) and B(x,y), respectively, then
AB is defined to be the operator with kernel (AB)(x,y) given by

(10.37) (AB)(x,y) = / A(x,z) B(z,y) dz

RQ
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Remark 10.6. If £(x,y) is an error kernel, then A’ £(x,y) is an error kernel for any p > 0.
To see this, replace the constant ¢ in (10.36)) by a slightly smaller positive constant, .

Lemma 10.7.

Let Ky arise from a main kernel and £, arise from an error kernel.
(1) Then,

(10.38) G=1-(I-&)" =Y &

>1

arises from an error kernel.
(2) The operators Ex Ky and Ky &\ arise from error kernels.
(3) The operator e=** K3, where ¢ > 0, arises from an error kernel.

The proof of Lemma [10.7]is presented in Appendix [A]

10.4. Green’s kernel for a set of atoms centered on points of a discrete set, I'.
Let I" denote a discrete subset of R?, which we refer to as a set of nuclei. The set I' may be
finite or infinite. We assume that

(10.39) inf{lv—w| : vyiwel, v£wW} > rpum > 2r.
At sites w € T' we center identical atoms described by the atomic potential Vj:
(10.40) V;(x) = Z NV, (x), where V,(x)=Vi(x —w) .

wel

Example 10.8. Some choices of I' which are of interest to us are:

(1) T'=H = Ay UAg, the bulk honeycomb structure.

(2) T =A;, I = A, B, the A— and B— sublattices.

(3) T =Hy = {vi+nv+nvy : ng >0, ng € Z }, the set of lattice points in a
zigzag- terminated honeycomb structure.

Our goal will be to construct the Green’s kernel G?(x, y) associated with the operator
(10.41) Hy = —A + Vi (x) — B},

where Ej is the ground state energy of H, ., = —A + A\?Vj; see (3.4)).

atom
Recall G3*™ which satisfies

(A + XW(x) — B ) Gy™(x,y) = d(x—y) —po(x) no(y),

[ ey ax = o,
R2
Gitom(x7y) — Gitom(}’?X) .
Recalling r;,j = 1,2, 3 specified in ([10.26)), we further introduce r4 such that
1
(10.42) O0<rg<ri<ro<ry<ry< 5 Tmin (Tmin > 270),

where r,;, is a lower bound for the minimum distance between points in I'; see ((10.39)).
Introduce the smooth cutoff function ©y(x) satisfying:
0 <60y <1onR? Oyx)=1for x € B.,(0), and Oy(x) = 0 for x ¢ B,,(0).
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For w € T, define ©,(x) = Oy(x — w). Finally, let
(10.43) Onee(x) = 1 — Y O,(x).

wel’
Then, 0 < Ogee < 1 on R?; O is smooth and supported away from I'. In particular for all
wE T, Ogee =0 in By (w).
We write p)(x) = pj(x — w), where p)(x) is the ground state of H) ., = —A + A\2Vj(x).
Thus, p)(x) is the ground state of —A + A2V, (x). We also express the translated atomic
Green’s kernel as

(10.44) ?\tf)m(x, y) = G¥"(x —w,y —w) .
For any f € L?(R?) we may write:
(10.45) f&) = Y0 (0uf) () + (Oneef)() ,
wel

and for each w € I', we have by ((10.7))

0.00(0) = (—Dut ¥V = F}) [ GR(xy) (0.0f() )iy
(10.46) + (P2 Ouf) poggey Pa(X)

and by
wan [ e | [ ey (e.mf) dy | ax = 0.

A
Next we express V| as:

Vix) = NV + Y Aa(x),
w' eM\{w}

and therefore by
0.0/ = (~Ac+ V- ) [ G xy)euy)- fv) dy dy
(10.48)

- Y NMW(x) / GRINXY)OuY) - f(y) dy + (P Ouf) a(gey PL(X) -

wel\{w} ®
Similarly,
O/ (x) = (=2x = B}) [ GE"(x=) (Oul)f(¥)) dy
(e + W0 - B) / G (x = ¥)Orely) - () dy
(10.49) - Vi (x) /R 2 GY(x — ¥)Oreely) - f(y) dy -

We note that Vlf (x) = 0 on the support of Ofee.
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Now summing ((10.48|) over w € I' and adding the result to ((10.49)), we have by({10.45)) the

following:
fx) = (A + W) - B )

/R2 [ D G (%, y)0uly) + Gf{ee(x—y)@free(y)] fly) dy

wel

—~ / N VLx)GEM(x,y) Ou(y) + Vi (X)GT(x — y)Oreely) | - f(y) dy
R? w,w'el
wHw’

(10.50)
+ Z <@w pi\n f>L2(R2) pi\,(X) .

wel

Introduce the kernels K and &}:

(1051)  KJ(x,y) = > GR(x,y)0u(y) + GY*(x — ¥)Ogee(y)

wel

(10.52) g(i\(xa y) = Z A Vi (x) iff}m(x, y) Ou(y) + V?(X)Ggee(X_Y)@free(Y) :
ww'el
wHw’

Equation ((10.50)) is equivalent to

[ = (A + W) - B) | Kixy) f) dy

RQ

(10.53) + > (0,1, ) ragey Po(X) — /

wel R

C&xy) fly) dy -

and in any even more compact form :
fo) = (A + W0 = B} ) K160 = E1A)
(10.54) + > (0w Pl f) oy PL(-

wel

Proposition 10.9. K (x,y) is a main kernel in the sense of Definition and £ (x,y)
is an error kernel in the sense of (10.5)).

Proof of Proposition .' We first prove that K3(x,y), displayed in (10.51)), is a main kernel.
Note that for each y € R? there is at most one w = wy € I with y € supp ©,, C {y:

|y —w| < r4}. Therefore, for the first term in (10.51)) we have by Theorem the bound

S Gyeuy) | < | ey |
wel’

SO + loglx—y||] 1 4 e em Ayl

{Ix—y|<R}



54 Strong binding for sharply terminated periodic structure

Furthermore by (|10.5]), the second term in (({10.51)) satisfies the bound

‘ Gg\ree(x_Y)@free<Y) ‘ < ) Ggfee(x_ y) ‘
SO + |loglx—y||] 1

[l

—c\ —cA|x—y]
(eyi<my T € €

Adding the two previous bounds we conclude that K3 (x,y) is a main kernel.

We now prove that &£(x,y) given by is an error kernel. Consider the sum in
(10.52)). This sum is non-zero at (x,y) € R? x R?, if there are distinct points wl,wy € T'
with x € supp Vi, and y € supp ©,,, . The choice of points wj,w, € I' is unique. We have
y € B,,(wy) and x ¢ B,, s (wy), where d; > 0. Therefore, part (3) of Theorem implies

| R VRGN Y) Ouly) | £ A Vg ()] 1GR(x,¥)] Oy ()
ww'el
wHw’

<)\260A€C)\|Xy‘566>\66)\|Xy‘.

For the second term in ((10.52)), if x € supp Vi and y € supp Ogee, then |[x —y| > r3—19 > 0.
Therefore, G¢(x —y) < em XY < e=A e=¢Ax=yl Tt follows that for some w = wy € I':

‘ VF)\ (X)G§66<X - y>@free<Y) ‘ ,S )\2‘ wa(X)Ggfee(X — y) ‘ < @_C’\ e—c)\|x—y|'

~

The latter two bounds imply that £(x,y), defined in (10.52)), is an error kernel. The proof

of Proposition [10.9)is now complete.

Remark 10.10. At this stage we wish to remark that if I' is translation invariant by some vec-
tor, then K and & inherit this invariance. In particular, for I' = Hy, the zigzag truncation
of the honeycomb H, we have K3 (x+b2, y+bs) = K (x,y) and £ (x+02, y+b2) = £} (X, y).

Introduce the orthogonal subspaces Xr:

L

(10.55) Xr = span{pf; tw E F} = {f c L*(R?) : <p;\J,f> =0, weTl } ,
L2(R2)

and the orthogonal projections:

(10.56) 1 LX(R2) — Xp, [A=1-11: L}(R?) — span{pg ‘we r}.

We seek the integral kernel for the inverse of the operator II} ( Hp — E3 — Q) II} on Xr.

The operator f — K3 f (see (10.51)), (10.53)) defines an approximate inverse of Hp — E3 —$
on the range of II} but we do not have that IIpK)[f] = Kj[f]. Our next step is to correct

K} in order achieve the desired projection.
Recall that the set {p} : w € T' } is not orthonormal, but only nearly so; see Proposition
. The following lemma gives a representation for II, defined in (10.56)).

Lemma 10.11. ﬁ% = I — 11}, the orthogonal projection of L*(R?) onto span{p} : w e T },
18 given by

(10.57) Mglx) = > M““(p}.g) pi(x)

w,wel’
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where M“< satisfies the estimate

(10.58) | M#2 = 0| S e e ol

Proof of Lemma : If we define TI}[g] by (10.57), then for all g € L?(R?)
<pi\;’7g> - <pi\)’a ﬁf'\‘[g]> = Z Mw,w <p2\;7.g> <pi\)’7pi\)>

w,wel’

(10.59) = ) ( > (ph.pl) M“”&J) (P2 9)

w,wel’ wel’
Therefore, I is as required provided:

Z <po/\ﬂvpi\)> M = b

wel
We claim that if w’,w € I" are distinct, then

(10.60) | hod) | S emCMw | gmeA
Indeed, if w # W’

| (Por ) |

IN

/Br » Pl (x) ply(x) dx + / Pl (x) p(x) dx

By, )

+ f P (%) () dx

RQ\BT4 (w)UB,, (w’)

/ |:efc)\\xfw’\ } _ [)\2 ] dx 4 / [)3] ' [efc)\|x7w| } dx
B, (w) B, (W)

! / ! /
+ / e—c)\|x—w\ . 6—c>\|x—w\ dx 5 e~ ¢ A|w—w’| e~ ¢ >\'

E2\B,, («)UB,, (/)

IN

Since also p(x) = py(x — w) is normalized in L?(R?), we have

(10.61) ‘ (D)) = b | S e el

Let P = ( (p).p)) ) and for any v € R?, [v| =1, let D = (™% 4, ) , with ¢

w,w'er w,w!er
smaller than the constant ¢ appearing in ((10.61]). Then, D P D~! = ( e (w—w') <p;\},,pi‘,> )
(ﬁw,w’) with

~ —ANw—w'| _—c'X
Puw — (Sw,w’ 5 € | | .

by (10.61). Hence, D P~ D' = ( DPD™')"" has an (w,w')— entry that differs from
0. Dy at most e”®. That is, | | et (w=uw') prow’ | = buw

< e~ and hence

~Y

‘eé)\y-(wfw’) |:Mw,w’ o 5w,w/]‘ < efc)\

for all w,,w’ € ' and all unit vectors v € R2. Optimizing over v gives

_ A o
< ec)\ ec)\\ww\'

~

/
w,w
’M’ G

w,w’er
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This completes the proof of Lemma [10.11]

By (10.54), after subtracting and adding II} K72, we have

F6) = (=B + W) - B ) | KA — (T3 (1] ]
(A= W) - B (TR 1]
(10.62) = U6 + X (Ou s ) ey X

wel

Here, we have arranged for the expression within the square brackets in ((10.62)):
(10.63) K = KU - (&) 17,

to be orthogonal to the translated atomic ground states p}, for all w € I'. Our next task is
to show that the remaining terms in ([10.62) comprise an error kernel.

from error kernels in the sense of Definition

Proposition 10.12. The operators I} K} and : Ay + W (x) — E ) <ﬁ’r\ K6\> derive

Proof of Proposition|10.12: By (10.57)

(10.64) (TR (A0 = > M==(p), K] ) p(x)

w,wel’

= e [ R [ K dady )

w,@wel R R?

=y Mw@/

w,@er R

) [/RQ pa(y) Ko(y.2) dy p3(x) f(z) dz

-/ [Z = [ Ky dy 120 | 1(2) s

Thus,

<ﬁ?K3> (x,2) = /RQ [Z M p(x) pi(y) | Koy, 2) dy

w,wel’

where K is given by ((10.51)):

(10.65) K}y, z) = > GY0M(y, 2)0u(2) + GY(y — 2)Oee(2) -

w'el
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Now decompose ( ﬁ%Ké\) (x,z) has follows:

(ﬁ%m) (x.2) = /Rz > M pi(x) pi(y) | Koly.z) dy

w,wel’
wHW i
/ > M pi(x) plly) | Koy, z) dy
wel’ J
(10.66) - (H%K@)l(x,z) + (H%K@)Q(x,z).

We prove that each term in ((10.66)) is an error kernel, i.e. ‘ < ﬁf:K{}) (x, z)) < e em X
j
for j = 1,2. For w # @ we have by ((10.58) that

‘Mw,&’ 5 efc’)\|w7cfj\ e~
We may therefore write:
(10.67) | M99 p3(x) ph(y) | < e e pi(x) - e TPl (y).

Next, using (3.5) we bound e=*p3(x) and e~*p(y) as follows:

7c/\pi\)< ) g ( —c' )\ ]-{|x w|<r1}+e A\ *C/\‘X UJ‘ )

(10.68) N ( e TN eI T iy e e Al )

Therefore, e=p)(x) < e~ e~ =%l and similarly e=®p)(y) < e=e~ A=<l Substituting
these bounds into (|10.67)), we obtain for some ¢ > 0

—cA —c)\\w—of)| —c)\|x—o§| —c)\|y—w\

| M9 pi(x) pi(y) | S e

IANRIA

— C — < —
e cA e —5Alx—y| X e — 5 Alw— w\ —§Alx—a| e SAly—wl ’
since |x —y| < |[x — @] + |w — @| + |y — w|. Therefore, for some ¢’ which is independent of A:

S ME ph(x) piy) | S e e A
w,wel
wHW
and therefore Zw ser M pA(x) p)(y) is therefore an error kernel. And since K is a main

kernel we have, by the expression for ( INI%KS)I (x,z) in (10.66), and by part 2 of Lemma

10.7) that < ﬁ%K@) (x,2) is an error kernel.
1
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We next prove that < ﬁ%K@) (x,z), defined in (10.66)) is an error kernel. Using ({10.65))
2

we have

(n), 0m = 30 M) [ 1200 K(v.2) dy

wer
= e [ By | Y Gaest) | dy
wer R? w'el\ {w}
£ 00 [ 1) GE(y — 2)Pnu(a) dy
wer R
(10.69) = (ﬁ%K@)h (x,2) + (ﬁ%Kg)%(x,z).

Note the absence of the w’ = w term in the inner sum just above since the atomic Green’s
function, Gifg‘,n, projects onto the orthogonal complement of the function p?,.

We prove that the kernels ( ﬁf:Ké) (x,2) and ( ﬁ%K@) (x,2), defined in ([10.69) are
2a 2b

both bounded in absolute value by e~ e=**~2l We first recall the following relations and
definitions:

atom

Aw <y7 Z) - Gitom(x —w,y — w),
( Hyom — B0 ) G (x,y) =6(x—y) — p(x) p5(y)
1 <
Op(x) =14’ x| < s : and
07 ’X| 2 T4

O,(x) = O(x—w), forwel, and Ope(x) = 1— Z@w(x) :

wel

Estimation of ( ﬁf:Ké‘) ” (x,2); see (10.69): Suppose first that |z — w'| > ry, for all W’ €
'\ {w}. Then, z is outside the support of O,/ (z) for all ' € T\ {w}. and we have:
( ﬁ%K@) ” (x,2z) =0.

Suppose now that z is such that |z — &'| < ry for some W’ = w,, € '\ {w}. Therefore, the
ﬁ%Ké‘) ” (see (10.69)) is given by: [---](y,z) =

G (y,2)O., (z). Therefore, for [z — wj| <74, we have

VRS

bracketed expression in the definition of

/ ) e dy = [ ) Gy, 2)0u,(z) dy

[ Re emea
ly—w|<r

IN

(10.70) +/| | pa(y) GXof (y.2) dy .
y—w[zr
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We bound the latter two integrals individually by using the pointwise bounds on p}(y) =
Py (y —w) given in (3.5) and the pointwise bounds on G} (y, z) = G¥™(y — wj, 2z — ) of
Theorem [10.3]

With |z — w.| < ry, we first consider the integral over the set |y — w| < 7. For such y,
we have by (B.5): [p}(y)| < A% Furthermore, note that |y — w,| > jw — wj| — |y —w| >
Pmin — T1 > T4; see. Because |y — wh| > Tmin — 71, while |z — wl| < 7y, it follows
from (part 3 of Theorem that |G (y,2)] S e ¥=7l. The first integral
in therefore satisfies

/ ( )Gatom( ,Z) dy,s )\2 / e—c)\e—c)\|y—z\ dy 5 e—c/\e—c/\|z—w\ )
ly—w|<r

ly —w|<r1

Next, with |z — w,| < 74, we consider the integral over the set |y — w| > r;. On this set,
we have |p)\(y)| < e “Ye=“¥=«l and, by the bounds of Theorem [10.3

| R e iy

S / e—c/)\e—c’)\|y—w| [ (CO |10g|z . y|| + )\4 ) 1|y—z|§R + e—cA e—c)\lz—Y\ ] dy
ly—w|>r1

—Eé\ | —CA|z—w|
S e e :

Therefore, the integral expression in the definition of ( ﬁ%K(j\) (x,z) satisfies the bound:
2a

/pﬁ(Y) [ 1(y,2)dy = / A) G (v, 2)0u; (2) dy S e Pem el = o7 pma@ilamel gmyidlawl

We next multiply this estimate by p}(x) and once again use the pointwise bound ([3.5)):

—CcA —CcA|x—w —c —laNz—w| —LléA|z—w
p)(x) /pi(y') ) (y,2) dy S (A Lpegjen + e e el ) o7 gmafilamwl pma@iemul

—cA —cA|x—z| _—LieNz—w|
< e “e e 2 .

Finally, we multiply the previous bound by M“* =1+ O(e~*) (see (10.58)) and sum over
all w € I" to obtain:

(M), 2= St [ o) b)) dy

wel

< (1+O(€—c>\)) e—c/\ e—ch—z| Z 6—%6)\|z—w| 5 e—c/\e—c/\|x—z| .

~

wel’

Therefore, the contribution to < ﬁf‘Ké‘) (x,2) from ( ﬁl’lKS‘) (x,z) is an error kernel.
2 2a

Estimation of ( ﬁl’lKé‘) (x,2); see ((10.69)): From the expression ({10.69)) we need only con-
2%

sider z € supp(Ogee), that is z bounded away from the all sites w € TI'; in particular,
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|z — w| > r3 for all w € T'. By (3.5)) and (10.5)):
pi\;(Y)Ggfee(y - Z) @free(z)
< (>\21‘y_w|gr1 + e*CAe’cMy’wl) e~ Ayl (1 + ‘log Ay — z|‘ ) Ofree(2)

< (e_C/MH' Ly—wjzn + e emdv=elq o ) ' ( 1+ ‘log Ay — Z|‘ ) Oiee(2) -

Integrating over R? with respect to y, we find that
/ p2<y)G1§“ee(y - Z) @free<z) dy 5 e—c)\|z—w| @free(z) .
R2

Now multiply this bound by M“* p)(x) and apply the pointwise bound for p}(x), implied
by (3.5, and the expansion M“* =1+ O(e=}) of ((10.58), to obtain

M=% pA(x) / PAF)CE(y — 2) Opeo(2) dy

R2

—ieAlz—w| o—jeAlz— —eA ,—cAlx—w| ,—FeA|z— —leNz—
s <)‘21|x7w|§7~16 1CAz—w] e FCeAz—w| + e c)\e cA|x L;.1|6 SCA|z w|> @free(z) e 5CA|z—w|
—EAx—w| ,—eA|z— —eA —cA|x—w| —LcA|z— Ll
S <1|x—w|§r1 e EA[x—uw] e eAz—w| T e c/\e cA|x w|€ scAz—w| ) @free(z> e 5CA|z—w|
—c'Nx—z _ledlz—w
5 € | | @free(z> e 2 | | .

Summing over w € I' and using that on the support of Oge.(z), z is uniformly bounded away
from I', we have that

S ) [ BEIGE ) Onuela) dy e e

wer R2
Hence, the contribution to <ﬁf:K6\>2 (x,z) of (ﬁl’\KO)‘) N (x,z) is also an error kernel.
Therefore, < ﬁ%K 6\> , (x,z) is an error kernel, and since we have already verfied that ( ﬁl’lK 6\)1 (x,2)
is an error kernel, we conclude that ( ﬁ%K&‘) (x,z) is an error kernel. Furthermore, it is

straightforward to show by arguments similar to those above that H; ( ﬁ%KS‘) (x,z) is an
error kernel, where Hy is defined in (0.41)). Indeed, we just replace p)(x) by Hpp)(x) in the
previous discussion. Note that Hpp)(x) = A2 D wer\fwy Yo(x — w')py(x — w) and therefore

|Hpp) (%) < X2||Voll,o pX(x). Hence, the estimates lose at worst one power of A2, which can
be absorbed by our exponentials e=*. This completes the proof of Proposition [10.12]

From ({10.62), Proposition and Proposition we have
f6) = (=0 + W) - B ) KA
(10.71) + D (Ou s f) ey Po(x) + ENfIX)

wel

where

(10.72) K} =K} — II} K} = I} K} is a main kernel |,
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(10.73) (p}, K{[f]) = 0, forallweT,
and
(10.74) & = —& + (—Ax + VA (x) — Eg) (ﬁg K@) = & + H (ﬁ% K@).

is derived from an error kernel.

Now let |Q] < e=® where ¢ is a constant that was introduced in Remark (3.1} and thus
(pA) Q| < e )X 0, as A — oo. Then, from (10.71)) we have

fx) = (B + W) - B - Q) K1)

(10.75) 3 (O B Py PO+ (€ + QD) [f()
and hence

(1 - (@+0K)) ) = (= + W) - By — 9) KX
(10.76) + > (w2l f) oy PA() -

For )\ large, the operator £ + QK7 has small norm as a bounded operator on L?(IR?).
Hence, I — (&} + QK37) is invertible. Applying (10.75) to f = (I — (& + QKY) )71f
yields

f) = (A + W60 = By = @) (K1 = (€ +0x)) "))

(10.77) + > <®w vl f>L2(R2) pa(x) .

wel

From ([10.77) we see that for all f € L?(R?) and |Q] < e~
(-2 + W) = B — ) (KNI - E+oK) ) f = f
(10.78) modulo the span of {p):w €T} .

Here, K3, defined in (10.63)), is derived from a main kernel, £} is derived from an error
kernel.
Proposition 10.13. For ) sufficiently large and Q0 such that |Q| < e~

1

(10.79) Ky = K} (I — (8} 4+QK))) = K + &.

Here, K} is derived from a main kernel, £y from an error kernel and therefore K2 is derived
from a main kernel. Moreover, for all f € L*(R?):

(10.80) modulo the span of {p}:w €T},
(10.81) KJ[f] L span{p;\J ‘w e F}.
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Proof. Proof of Proposition |10.15: Set A = Q K + &, where ) is taken sufficiently
large. First note that by Lemma that the operator A2 is derived from an error kernel.

As an operator on L2(R%) we have (I —A)™" = (I+A) (I — A2 = (I+A) (I+ 4),
where A; is an error kernel, again by Lemmam Therefore, (I —A)™'=1 + A + Ay, =
I+ Q K} + As, where A; (j = 2,3) arise from error kernels. Another application of Lemma
completes the proof that &3 is derived from an error kernel . That — hold

O

follows from ((10.78)) and ((10.73)).

Recall the subspace Xr, the orthogonal complement of span{ piwe F}:

(10.82) Xr = span{pi‘] fw € F}L = {f € L*(R?) : <p3,f> =0, weTl } ,

L2(R2)
and the orthogonal projections: IT : L2(R?) — Xp and II} : L2(R?) — span{pj‘} fw € F} ;
see ((10.55)). We now write
Ky = Ky + &
where
(10.83) K} = K}, and & = K)I)
Note that
K3[f] = 0in L*(R?) if f € span{p], : we T},
and by Proposition [10.13
(10.84) ( Ay + W(x) — B} — Q ) & € span{p;\J twE F} :
Hence, for all f € L*(R?):
< “Ay + VP (x) — B} — Q ) K3f= f modulo the span of {p}:weTl}.
We therefore have

Proposition 10.14. Let |Q| < e with X\ chosen sufficiently large. Then, the operator
IMNHP—E}—Q) =1} (—A + VP2 — E} — Q) is invertible on Xr, the orthogonal complement

of Span{po’\J fwE F}. Its inverse is given by K3|  and we write

Xr

Z:XF%XF.

IC%(Q) = K?;\

Xr Xr

The following proposition characterizes the operator kernel we seek:

Proposition 10.15. Let || < e~ with X\ chosen sufficiently large. Then, K}(Q) defined
i Proposition satisfies the following properties:

(1)

(10.85) KAQ)[f] = 0 in L*(R?) if f € span{p)} : w €T}
(2)

(10.86) KAQ)If] L span{pg Lwe r} in L2(R?) .
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(3)
(10.87) I (A+ W —E; — Q) KpNQ)[f] = f.

(4) The operator K}(Q) is derived from a kernel:
1089 KOG = [ Kyi®) fy) dy for all f € LR, where

R2
(10.89) | K2, yi ) | < O loglx =yl | + A | Tpyco + e e
for all x,y €R%

The only assertion in Proposition[L0.15]that requires proof is part (4). Recall that p(Q) =
K3 = K31 = K Kﬁ‘ﬁ% Since K3 is derived from a main kernel, it suffices to study the
kernel of K3 ’\HA. We begin with a bound on the kernel of ﬁf:, which we derive using Lemma
10.11} The kernel of I}, K%(X, y), is given by (see (10.57)):

(10.90) KA(xy) = Y M““pix)pl(y),
and we have
(10.91) MHgl(x) = | Kb y)g(y) dy.
Our goal is to bound
(10.92)
Ki(x,y;Q) = K(x,y) — (KQOKI%)(X,Y) = K)(x,y) — 5 K3 (x,2z) K3(z,y)dy
Note that
(10.93) Kiey) = 2rm) + X (M2 — G| DLORA(Y):

w,w’

_ _ !
e e ,—cA|w—u’|

Recall from ((10.58]) that ‘M w' _ dww | S e . Also, from the pointwise bounds,

(3.5), on py we have:
Ps()] S Mpgewicr+ e pa(y)] S Myy_wcr + eV,
which it follows that

‘ ZPZ\J(X)pi‘,(y) ’ S )‘21|y7w|§2R + eyl

3 [ =] RO | S e | Lpeyican + e

Substitution into (/10.93)), we obtain
(10.94) < 1pyi<or N+ A=yl

Now since Ks(x,y; ) is a main kernel we have

(10.95) 1Ko (x,y: Q)| < [x* +

—cA e—c)\|x—y|

~Y

1Og |X_y| ’] 1\x—y|§R + e
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Inserting the bounds (10.94) and (10.95)) into (10.92)) we find that K (x,y; ) satisfies the
bound:

(10.96) |Kr(x,y; Q)] S [AG + ‘ log [x — y| H L yj<an + e el
The proof is complete of Proposition [10.15[is complete.

10.5. K(Q2) for the case where T, the set of nuclei, is translation invariant. We now
suppose that our discrete set of nuclei, I, is translation invariant by a vector vy, € R2. Of
course, we have in mind, I' = Hj, the zigzag truncation of H; see . But our arguments
would apply to other rational truncations of H, for example along an armchair edge. For the
particular choice I' = Hy, we have Vi (x) = V4(x) and

Hp = H} = —A+ NVi(x) — E}.

As commented upon in Remark [10.10, all our constructions of integral operators and
kernels respect that translation invariance. Thus, at each stage our integral kernels A(x,y)
satisfy: A(x + 02,y +03) = A(x,y). It follows that

(10.97) Kp(x + 09,y +15) = Kp(x,y) for all x,y € R?.

10.5.1. K as a bounded operator acting on Li“(E).

Let I' be invariant under translation by v,. We recall the setting discussed earlier. Associated
with this translation invariance is a parallel quasi-momentum, k| € [0,27). We define the
cylinder 3 = R?/Ru, and let 5 denote a fundamental domain for ¥. The space L*(X)
consists of functions f such that f(x + vy) = f(x) for almost all x € R? and such that

1
| fllr2s) = (fQE \f(x)|2dx) * < 0o0. The space L%”(Z) consists of functions f such that

k
g(x) = f(x)e‘lz*lﬁ?x satisfies g(x + vy) = g(x) almost everywhere in x and g € L?(X).
We now show that K also gives rise to a bounded operator L%H (). For any f € Li“ (%),
we define

(109%) U = [ Kdxy) 1(3) dy

Similarly, I} may be defined on Li” (33) using Lemma [10.11}
By our bounds on K(x,y), Kp[f] is well-defined for all f € Lzu (32). Using (10.97) and our

assumption that f(x + by) = €™ f(x) almost everywhere, we obtain by change of variables:

KA o2 = [ Kt 9ay) 1) dy = [ KM+ vy 4 0a) S+ va) dy

(10.99) = / Kp(x,y) f(y +02) dy = €™ Ki(x.y) f(y) dy = "1 K3[f](x).
R2 R2
Hence, iR K[f](x) is a function defined on the cylinder Y. Similarly, one shows easily

that II} maps L(¥) into itself. Furthermore, we have

(10.100) (H% (H?—E%—Q)H%> o Kpf =T f, Kpf eLi(D)
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thanks to Proposition |10.15, That e~ 1B h K f € L*(X) is a consequence of the kernel
bounds on K (x,y) and Young’s inequality. Therefore, we have

Proposition 10.16. Let |Q] < e with \ chosen sufficiently large. Let the discrete set T’
be invariant under translation by the vector vy. Then, the kernel KR (Q)(x,y), defined in

Propotsitz'on ZO.Jf and (10.98]), gives rise to a bounded operator on L%“ (3). Furthermore, the
operator

K

(10.101) KMQ k) = 75 F KNQ) €

is a bounded operator on L*(X).

Ro-x
5

10.5.2. The operator K{(S2, k) acting on periodized sums.

Let T be invariant under translates by integer multiples of by. We are interested in (2, ky)
L*(X) — L*(X) (see (10.101))) applied to a sum over all v,— integer-translates of

k
(10.102) p:”’w (x) = emRltelp x4y

For w € T, let [w] denote the equivalence class of all translates of w by integer multiples
of v,. The set of such equivalence classes is

(10.103) Ay ={[w] 1w e T}

For any [w] € Ay, we set

(10.104) pjw (x) = ZZ pi‘ll,w(X—Fng) .
me

g € L?(X), and by our discussion of the

€ L*(X). Furthermore, we have

Our estimates on p} € L?(R?) imply that p;\”[

previous subsection Kp [p;\” " ]

Proposition 10.17. Let | < e~ with X chosen sufficiently large.
(1) K2(Q,k)[f] = 0 in L*(Z) for all f € span{p;l’[w] cwell.

(2) For allw €T and f € L*(2), we have < K%(Q,k”)[f],pi‘w = 0.

“ >L2<2>

Proof of claim (1) of Proposition|10.17: We claim in fact for any w € T', and for any x € R?,
we have (€, k:”)[pi‘” M](X) = 0. Indeed,

@R, ) = [ KNIy P ) dy

meZ

= lim K%(Q, kH)(Xa y) Z p:” JWw—moy <Y) dy

_ : A b\
= g I;N /R KRR YD L, (V) Y

R T A A -
= JHm > KRe KDL, oy ) (X) =0,

[m|<N
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by property ((10.85)) of Proposition [10.15. These formal manipulations are easily justified
thanks to our estimates on (€, ky)(x,y) and p)(x). This completes the proof of the first
claim of Proposition

Proof of claim (2) of Proposition[10.17: Let w € T and f € L*(X). Then,

(el ) = [ e [ G R)y) S0 dy dx

meZ

— Z ~/XEQE pi\“w(X—FmUQ) ~/yER2 ’C%(Q,k’n)(x)y) f(y) dy dx

meZ

= Z / p;\”w (x + muy) - / KR, k) (x + mba,y +muy) f(y +mos) dy dx
x€Qy y€eR?

meZ

The latter equality holds by properties of K (€2, k) and f under translation by v,. Contin-
uing, we have

< KR, ky)If], pkH >

12(%)

/(vz +mo k” /> /’GRQ ’C)\( ,kH)< /’3 /) f() /) d&/ dX/
x€R? yeER2

~ im pmw/wKWMWMﬂwwwzo

N—oo x€R2

by property ({10.86]) of Proposition(10.15{ Again, the formal manipulations are easily justified.
This completes the proof of Proposition

10.6. Green’s kernel.

We recall the cylinder ¥ = R?/Ruv, and the choice of fundamental domain Qs C R?, given
as the union of finite parallelograms, €2,,, n > 0 together with one unbounded parallelogram,
Q_q, Oy = n>oQ U Q 1, see . In each finite parallelogram, €2,,, n > 0, are two lattice
points of Hy: v " and v B . As our discrete set we take I' = Hy, our potential V;(x) and our
Hamiltonian H’\ acting on L"«‘H (2).

Next recall the subspace of L*(X) (see (4.12))):

Xg(ky) = orthogonal complement in L*(X) of span{p’\ n]:n >0, I=A, B}

kI
with orthogonal projection:
D), (k) : L*(2) = Xap(ky) -
By definition
I

where p? [n] is defined in ([4.3).

kit
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Recall that K2 (Q, ky), the inverse of IT, , (ky) ( H (k) — Q) 11, , (k) (equivalently T, , (kj)o

( H}(ky) — ) ) acting on X (ky); see Proposition . By Propositions [10.15) and (10.16|
this inverse is given by an integral operator

(10.105) e KA k)] = K (x,y; Q. k) f(y) dy |
RZ
with kernel
(10.106) K?(x,y;Q, k) = L K&\(x,y,Q) Bl
which satisfies the pointwise bounds:
(10107) [0y k) | < O loglx = y| | + A | T yzo + e e
for all x,y € R
Now applying Proposition we obtain:

Proposition 10.18. Let Q] < e~ with \ chosen sufficiently large.
(1) KXQ ky)[f] =0 in L*(X) for all f € span{piu’l[n] :I=A B, n>0}.
(2) Assume f € L*(X). Then, for alln >0 and I = A, B, we have
A

< K3 Q. ky)lfl.p, 0] >L2(E) = 0.

(3) [HM(ky) — QUC2 (2, ky)[f] = f modulo span{p} [n]: 1= A, B, n>0}.

Wk
A consequence of the forgoing discussion is:

Corollary 10.19. Let |Q] < e=* with A chosen sufficiently large. The operator K3 (€2, k),
the inverse of Iy g(ky) ( H}(ky) — Q) Ip(ky), arises from a kernel satisfying (10.105)-
(10.107). K3 (2, ky) is a bounded linear operator on L*(X).

11. EXPANSION AND ESTIMATION OF LINEAR MATRIX ELEMENTS:
PROOF OF PROPOSITION [T 1]

Our first step in the proof of Proposition is to expand the inner products:

A A A A
P [m|,H}P n> :< m|, H) (k n> ,
(P, lm), 1} P [n] o = G E )
where m,n € Ny, in terms of overlap integrals of translates of the atomic potential, 1}, and
the atomic ground state, py. We have, by the definition of the L?(X) inner product:

(P m], 1} PQI’J[nDLz(E) = / E P ml(x) H P, [n)(x) dx .

We first simplify the integrand: P, [m] H} P’ [n]. We recall the definition of H} (see

kH,I kH,J

(1.16))) and introduce the notation:
(11.1) J =Aif J=Band J =Bif J=A.
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For x € Qy, the fundamental domain (see Figure |1]), we have for J = A, B:
HE\PR_’”,J[n](X) = Z eim2k|

Mo €L

SAHN DY Vo(x— o) A2 D Vo(x—u7) — By | pp(x — vl —1iwy)

n1>0 n1>0

= \? Z Vo(x —0'}!) Z Vo(x—v0"3) | - [ Z em2kI pd(x — 0" — myby) ]

n120 TLl>O ’ﬁ’LQGZ
ni#n
(11.2) + N Vo(x—0%) > €™Fpi(x — 0l —1igwy) .
mo€Z\{0}

To obtain (11.2)) we use that (—A,+M\Vy(x) — E})py(x) = 0 and therefore (—A, + N2V (x —

v) — E})py(x —v) =0 for all v € H. From (11.2) we obtain:

P iml(x) H P nl(x)

e ks

Z Z ez ma—ma)k)

mo€Z MoEZ

pp(x =07 —mavs) | DT N Vo(x -0 )+ Y AN Vo(x—07l) | po(x— 0 —mabo)
n1>0 n1>0
ni#n

Y Y R i — o — maba) A% Valx — 0) p(x — b — o))
mo€Z 1y €Z\{0}

for all x € Q2x. Integrating the previous identity over €25, we obtain:

<P’ju [m)(x) Hﬁ P’w ig >L2(E)

= Z Z i (m2—ma)k) / Po (X — 0" —mavs) A Vo(x — 07') pd(x — 07} — 1maby) dx

mo,ma€Z n1>0 Qx5
ni#n
+ Z Z ei(ﬁw—mg)k” / pé‘(x — U}n — mgbg) /\2 VO(X — U?}) pé‘(x — 07} — ’ﬁlgbg) dx
mo,Mmo€Z n1>0 Q5

XYY e [ o mawa) A Valx - 05) px - 0] avs) dx
m2€Z ha€Z\{0} oy
(11.3)

S{J(m,n) + SQIJ(m,n) + Sé‘](m,n),

where the three expressions ST/(m,n), Si/(m,n), and Si/(m,n) denote the three sums in
(L1.3). The dependence on A and kj has been suppressed. We recall that in the expression

for S37(m,n), the index J’ is defined in (11.1)).

We now provide a general lemma, which will facilitate our determination of the leading
terms and estimation of the error terms in the above sums. In preparation for the statement

of this lemma we introduce some terminology.
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Definition 11.1. (1) For Iy, J, € {A, B}, we write b, —v;, = 0(bp—0,4) = oe, where
oc=1if; =Band J; = A, and 0 = —1if I; = A and J; = B. We therefore write:

(11.4) o(B,A)=+1, o(A,B)=—-1, and we define o(ly,I;) = 0.

(2) For 0 = +1,—1,0 we define Ny(0) = {r = (r1,7m2) € Z* : |oce + ruv| = |e|}. Therefore
Ny(+1) = {(0,0),(—1,0),(0,—1)}, Np(—1) = {(0,0),(1,0),(0,1)}, and N,(0) = 0.

Note that if m = (my, ms) € Ny(o) with 0 = £1, then there exists [ € {0, 1,2} such that
(115) oe + mivy + meby = Rle
where R denotes the 2 x 2 rotation in R? by 27/3.

Lemma 11.2. For I, Ji,I; € {A, B}, m,n,ny > 0 and my,my € Z, consider the overlap
integral

(11.6) Iy = / py(x — 0] —maby) A [Vo(x — 07)1)| pp(x — b7 — M) dx.

Recall the hopping coefficient defined by: py = [py(y) A |[Vo(y)| py(y —€) dy. Then we
have the bound

(11.7) 3 < e~ A Im=na| + [ma| + [n—na| + [ma| ) s

except in the following cases of exceptional indices (m,n,ny, mg, Msa):

(a) I, = fl =Ji, m=n=mny and my = my = 0. This case does not arise in the proof
of Proposition so we say nothing further about it .

(b) fl = Jl, [1 7& Jl, (m—nl,mg) c Nb (O'(Il,Jl)), n =ny and TNYLQ = 0,
in which case Jy = py .

(¢c) 1 =Ji, I, # Jy, (n —ny, 1) € Ny <U(I~1,J1)>; m = ny and mg = 0,
in which case Jy = py .

Furthermore, if I # Ji, I # Ji, then for all m,n,ny, my, mo:
(11.8) J S e~ Al Im=n1| + m2| + [n—n1| + |m2| ) Dr.

Lemma [11.2]is proved in Appendix [B] It makes repeated use of the following pointwise decay
estimates for the atomic ground state, py:

Lemma 11.3 (See Lemma 15.6 of [26]). There exists a constant ¢ such that for 'y €
supp(Vp) C B,,(0), i.e. |y| < ro, we have:

(11.9) po(y —nv) S e PP piy), nez?

(11.10) Ry — (e +n9) S P (v —oe), ng Ny(o), o =+1,
(11.11) po(y —oe) S e pyy), o==+1, and

(11.12) po(y —nv) S e pi(y —oe), ne Z*\ {(0,0)}.

Remark 11.4. In [26], Lemma was proved for all rg satisfying 0 < r¢ < Teritical, Where
0.33|e| < reriticar < 0.5]e|, and |e| = |vp — va| = 1/\/5
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To prove Proposition [7.1, we now apply Lemma to the expansion of the matrix
elements: < P [m](x) , H P [n] > L Where [,.J = A, B and m,n € Ny, for large \.
L2(%)

k”,I kH,J

11.1. Expansion of the inner product < P m](x) , H P [n] >L2(E)'

ky.B kA

\}Ve C;l)nsider the summations S}7(m,n),j = 1,2,3 in order (see (11.3)) with I = B and

Estimation of SlBA(m, n): The expression to be summed over my, my € Z and ny > 0,ny # n
is:

(11.13) ei(M2—ma)k) / Po(x — 0’ —mavy) A Vo(x — 0")) py(x — 0% — maby) dx.
R2

We apply Lemmawith I, =B, J, = Aand I; = A. All summands of SBA(m,n),
except for exceptional indices in case (b), defined by I, = Ji, I # Jy, are bounded by
e~ Mm=mltmo[+in—ml+lmz]) 5, The exceptional indices are characterized by the relations:
(m —ny,mg) € Ny(o(B, A)) = Ny(+1), n = ny and my = 0. Since the sum in the definition
of SB4(m,n) is over n; > 0 with n; # n, there are no relevant exceptional indices and we
conclude for all m,n > 0:

(11.14)

BA —cA( |m—n1| + |m2| + |n—m1| + |m —c'X _—c'Nm—n
P Son 33 el bl el 4 ol ) < = Al

Y

mo,mo€Z ni1>0
ni#n

for some strictly positive constant ¢’.

Expansion of S84(m,n): Since I = B, J = A and J' = B, the expression to be summed
over mg, Mo € Z and nqy > 0 is:

(1115)  eilmemah / PA(x — B — maba) A Vo(x — ) pd(x — 07 — iias) dx.
RZ

We apply Lemmawith I, = B, J; = Band I, = A. All summands of SBA(m,n),
except for exceptional indices in case (c), defined by I; = J; and I # Ji, are bounded by
e‘c’\(‘m_”l|+|m2|+‘”_”1|+~|m2‘)p,\. The exceptional indices are characterized by the relations:
(n —ny,me) € Ny(o(ly,J1)) = Ny(o(A, B)) = Ny(—1) = {(0,0),(1,0),(0,1)}, m = ny and
mo = 0. We next simplify the expression in each of these three exceptional cases.

(n —mny,ms) = (0,0), m =ny, my =0: We have n; = m = n and my = my = 0. For this
case, the expression in (11.15)) is equal to —p, and contributes to SF4(m,m).

(n —mny1,ms) = (0,1), m = ny, my = 0: We have ny =n =m, my = 0 and my = 1. For this
case, the expression (11.15) is equal to —e?I p, and contributes to SZ4(m,m).

(n —mny,ma) = (1,0), m = ny, me = 0: We have ny =m, n=m+ 1, mg = my = 0. For this
case, the expression in (11.15) is equal to —p, and contributes to SFA(m,m + 1).
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We conclude from the above discussion of S84 (m,n) that:

(11.16) SPAm,m) = —(L+e™)py + O (e py), (n=m)
(11.17) SPAm,m+1) = —py + O(e @ py), (n=m+1)
(11.18) Sy (m,n) = O (e g=eAm=nl Pr) if n#£Fmm+1.

The O(-) error terms are bounds on contributions to SF4(m,n) arising from the summation
over mq,my € Z and ny > 0 of the bound e~ Im=mal+imaltin=ml+imz)) 5, for non-exceptional

indices (as in (11.14))).

Expansion of SZ4(m,n): Since I = B and J = A, the expression to be summed over m, € Z
and my € Z \ {0} is:

(11.19) el / Py (x — 0 — mawz) A* Vo(x — 0%) p)(x — 0} — 1) dx .
]R2

We apply Lemma with I = B, J; = A, I, = A and n; = n. All summands
of SBA(m,n), except for exceptional indices in case (b), defined by I; # J; and I, = Jy,
are bounded by eAIm—nl+mal+ima) 5, (n) = ). Now exceptional indices in case (b) of
Lemma are such that /my = 0. However, in SP4(m,n) we sum over my # 0. Hence,
there are no relevant exceptional indices and therefore all expressions are bounded
by e~eAlm=nl+imzl+im2]) 5. SQumming over my € Z and 1y € Z \ {0} we obtain:

(11.20) |SBA(m,n)| < e e Amnl om0 > 0.

Putting together the expression ((11.3)) for the inner product < P: [m](x) ,Hﬁ’\ P’ [n] > .
L2(%)

I-B k. A

with the expansions and bounds in ((11.14)), (11.16[), (11.17), (11.18]) and (11.20]) we obtain:
(11.21)

—(T4e€*1) px + O (e e~ eAlm=nl pr), n=m

X A —c —cAlm—n =
<P MURICOREEE P’“H,A[n] >L2(2) = O el py), n=m+1

[
@) (e*C)‘ e~ cAlm=—n| pA) , n#m,m+ 1.
By self-adjointness,
(11.22)
—(L+e) py + O(e=r emAm=l p), n=m

A

A
(P Lm0 1Y P o) = s+ O (e emmnd ), n=m-1

> L2(s)
O (e=e* emeAlm=nl p\) n#m,m— 1.
Equations and imply assertions (1), (2) and (3) of Proposition [7.1]
Finally, we turn to the proof of part (4) of Proposition By , we have for I = A, B:

(Pl 1 P [ >L2(E) = §"(m,n) + S5 (m.n) + S¥(m,n) .

kH,I k:H,I
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We claim that [S]!(m,n)| < e e~Am=nl for j = 1,2,3 and I = A, B. We consider the
case [ = A. The case [ = B is essentially the same.

Estimation of S{‘A(m, n): The expression to be summed over mq, my € Z for ny > 0,11 #n
is:

(11.23)  etmamm2h / o (x — 0% — mabs) A Vo(x — 07}') pj(x — 0f — 1790) dx .
RQ

We apply Lemmawith I =A, J; = Aand I; = A. All summands in the expression for
SA4(m, n), except for exceptional indices are bounded by e~A(Im—mil+lmal+in=nil+mz)) 5, The
only possible exceptional indices are of case (a) in Lemma This case requires ny = n
and since the summation in S{*(m,n) is over n; > 0 with n; # n, there are no relevant

exceptional indices. We conclude for all m,n > 0:

(11.24)
1S4 (m,n)| < pa Z Z e~ A Im=mi| + [ma| + n=mi| + || ) < p=¢A o=Nm=n| ;

ma,m2E€Z n12>0
ni#n

for some strictly positive constant ¢

Estimation of S34(m,n): The expression to be summed over my, My € Z for ny > 0 is

eilmz—m2)k) / pS(X — 0"} — moby) A2 Vo(x — 0'y) pé(x — 0y —maeby) dx .

Since Iy = A, J1 = B and I, = A, we have that I # J; and I # J;. Hence, the
bound (11.8) applies. Thus, all summands in the expression for S5'4(m,n) are bounded by

e~ emeMm=mltimaltn=nil+ma)) 5, -~ Qumming over all relevant indices we have:
(11.25)
— — — — o _/ — / —
]S?A(m,n)\ 5 e cA E 2 e eA(Jm—mn1|+|me|+|n—n1|+|m2]) P S e A e ' Am—n)| Ox

ma,m2€Z n1>0
for some strictly positive constant ¢'.

Estimation of S44(m,n): The expression to be summed over my € Z and my € Z \ {0} for
n > 0is

ilm2—m2)k) / pé(x — 0 — maby) A Vo(x — %) pé‘(x — 0"} — Mmaby) dx .

Since I} = J; = I; = A, the only possible exceptional case is case (a). However, note that
ms = 0 is omitted in the summation and hence there are no relevant exceptional cases. Thus,
summands in the expression for S§4(m,n) are bounded by e~cAIm=nl+mzll+imz)) 5, “and we
have:

(11.26)  |S#mn)| S Y. Y e Mmonltmalinz < omdh el
m2€Z ma€Z\{0}

for some strictly positive constant ¢

Finally, summing the bounds ({11.24]), (11.25)) and ((11.26) implies the bound ([7.10). This

completes the proof of Proposition [7.1]
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12. ESTIMATION OF THE NONLINEAR MATRIX ELEMENTS; PROOF OF PROPOSITION [7.2]

Recall our decomposition of M*[m,n](€2, k) into its linear and nonlinear contributions:

Al A,nl
(12.1) M, n)(Q k) = M [myn](Q k) — M [m,n](Q k)
where the latter nonlinear matrix elements are given by (see (6.11))):
M7 m,n)(2: hy)
(12'2) = < Hﬁ)\(kw pi\““][m] ) HAB<k”) ’CQ(QJfH) HAB<k||) Hﬁ)\<k||) pi’l[n]>L2(E) .

Here, we recall (from Section IT,, (k) denotes the projection onto
Xap(ky) = the orthogonal complement in L*(%) of span{pzn n] : I=A,B, n> O} ,

and IT,, (k) Kys(Q, ky) I, (k) : X, (k) = X, (ky) is the inverse of
k 2
I, (k) (— (Vatisife) +Vi- B - Q) I, (k) -

Furthermore, the operator IT,, (ky)KCy(€2, k)11, , (k) arises from a kernel Ky(x,y, Q, k)); see

Corollary [10.19. And finally we recall the projection operators I} (see (10.82))) which
projects onto the orthogonal complement of the set of atomic ground states, centered at

nuclei of the discrete set I,
I
Xr = span{pfj twE F}

and I = I — II3; see and Proposition In the following discussion we shall be
interested in the choice I' = Hj, the zigzag truncation of H. Finally, we recall the notation:
F,(x) = F(x —w).

Given F(x), a rapidly decaying function on R?, define

(12.3) F,(x) = Z F(x —w+nvy) = Z F,(x + nvy).

neL neL

The functions pi‘” [m] in ([12.2)) are of this type and we now seek to bound inner products
in L*(X) of the form (12.2) .

For a constant v > 0 to be fixed, we introduce the weighted L?(R?)— spaces:
(12.4) KW = [2 ( R%: 7l gx ) .

Proposition 12.1. Fiz I' = Hy, which is translation-invariant by the vector vy € H. Let

wl, [w'] denote equivalence classes (see (10.103) with I' = Hy), and wy € [w] N Qx and
f
wh € (W] N Q.
(1) For any rapidly decaying functions F and G on R? we have

< FM ) HAB(k”) Ké\(Q’kll) HAB(kH) G[w’] >

L2(5)

(12.5) = Z /R F, (x) /]R K;(X,y+lng;Q,k”) G%(y) dy dx .
x€R2 yER2

lEeZ
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(2) The expression in (12.5) may be bounded in exponentially weighted norms as follows:

) < Fy s T (k) K3 ) T (Ry) G >L2(2) ‘

A,wo,wh,l
(12.6) < I IR ) ey | Pl Gy ey
lEZ
where
(12.7) (1) () = / e El Oy o) 3V f(y) dy
R

Note: The above may be formulated for an arbitrary discrete set T satisfying inf{|w — '] :
w,w’ € T distinct } > ry, which is translation invariant by the vector vs.

Proof of Proposition|12.1: By Corollary|10.19|we have that the operator IT, , (k) Ky(S2, ky) 11,
arises from a kernel Kp(x,y; Q, k). We have

< F[w] ) HAB(k”) ’Cﬂ<Q7k||) HAB(k”) G[w’] >L2(ZJ)

= / F,(x) / K206, y;Q, k) G, (v) dy dx
yER2
= / Z (x — wp + nby) / K?(x,y; Q) Z Gy — wy+n'vy) dy dx

2
Q5 neZ yeR n' €L

= Z / F,,(x 4+ nvy) / ICB\(X,y; Q, k) Gy (y +nvy) dy dx

2
n,n'€Z ¥ 9% yeR

“[en] Z/

y=y+n’ 02 n,n/€Z Y XE€Qx+tnog

/ K3 (% — nva,y — n'os; Q, k) Gy (y) dy dx
yER?

= by equation (/10.97))

>/

n,n e XEQy+nvg

:Z/ Fu( Z/€R2 MR, F + (1 — 0)0a; Q, ky) Gy (§) d d%

/RQICA(S(:SI (n—n")bg; QL ky) Gy (y) dy dx

neZ Y XeEQx+nvy n'€Z
= / F,, (%) / Z ICB\()NC,SI log; k) Gy (y) dy dx
%ER2 YER? 7
= Z/ / K2 (%, + 102;Q, k) Guy (y) dy dx
1€z 7 xer? yer?

This completes the proof of part (1) of Proposition [12.1, To prove part (2) of Proposition
12.1} we bound the expression in ((12.5). Write IC;"UJO’WO’Z for the operator:

(128) (k) <x>=/ e 2Pl K e,y 4 Toy) 2l f(y) dy
R2
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Then, by part (1) of Proposition [12.1], we have
‘ < F[w] y g (kH) ]C;\(kall) I, (kH) G[w/] >L2(E) ‘
<> / | edbeel Fix — wy) |
I€Z xeR?

/ i [e_%lx_wolng‘(x,y + 102, Q, k) e zIy—wol } [e_%ly_w“ G, (y) ] dy dx ‘
yeR? 0

A7 b /71
S Z HF‘UOHH(“)O> H}Cﬁ oo HLQ(RZ)—>L2(R2) HGW(I)HH(W(,))
leZ

- [

leZ

|L2(R2)_)L2(R2) ||Fw0||H(WO) ||Gw6||7-[(“’6) .

This completes the proof of part (2) of Proposition [12.1]

We shall apply conclusion (2) of Proposition [12.1 with F| = H; pz‘“ sl and G, =
10, (ky) HY pﬁHJ[m], J, I € {A, B}. Two more tasks remain in this section:

(1) Bound the sum of norms on the right hand side of (12.6]) using our pointwise kernel

bounds, (T0.107), on K (x,y: 2, ky), and
(2) Bound ||F, and [|G. || where F,,, = H} pj, and Goy = H} ply.

ol 2@’

This will enable us to bound the nonlinear contributions to matrix M[m,n](£2, k), dis-
played in (12.2), thereby proving Proposition [7.2]

The following two propositions will do the trick:

Proposition 12.2. Let wy and wj be as in the statement of Proposition m There exist
constants \; > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that for all X > \; and |Q| < e=:

Ajwo,wh,l _ !
(129) ZH’Cﬁ B <Q7k”)HL2(R2)HL2(R2) 5 )\10 e C|"J0 w()‘_

leZ

Proposition 12.3. Then,

H Hf,f)\ pi}O”f}((“O) S 6_0)\ VpA a‘nd ” Hﬂ)\ pz()"g{(w(r)) S./ 6_0/\ \/p)\ °

The proofs of Propositions and are presented in the following two subsections.
We first apply them to conclude the proof of Proposition which gives our bound on
nonlinear matrix elements. Estimate (12.6) with F,, = Hg\p;\,o and G, = Hg\pj}é implies

‘ < Hypy, gln] o 10, (k) KCo(Q2, k) I8, (y) H pry, 1[m] >L2(E) ‘

Aswo,wh,l AN A
(1210) S [ ZHICﬁ oo ||L2(]R2)~>L2(R2)j| ’ HHﬁ ponH(wO) ’ HHﬁ pwéH"}f(wé) :
leZ
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Now apply Propositions and to obtain

|

H iy gln] 0, (k) K90 ky) T, (y) 1 9 lm) )

< L2(%) ‘
5 )\10 6—c\wo—w6| . e—c)\ D - e—c)\ \/p—/\
S

—c\ —clwo—wy|

(12.11) pre e

We have proved Proposition for the case j = 0. From this, the case j = 1 follows by
analytic dependence of the inner product on €2; see the remark just prior to the statement
of Proposition [7.2] This completes the proof of Proposition [7.2]

12.0.1. Proof of Proposition[12.7: From the expression for the integral kernel, displayed in
(12.7]), we have

B ey < s [ e e tog)| 35 d
(BOS LR xeR2 JyeR2

+ sup / e~ 3wl K3 (x,5 + lvy))| e~ 3=l gx
yeR? JxeR2

_Yx— _Yy— —w!
= sup / e 2Pl K (x, )| e 2V temedl dy
xeR2 JyeR2

+ sup e~ 3wl K3 (x,y)] e 3y —tve—wil gy
yeR2 JxeR2

(12.12) = sup JNx;l) + sup INy;!0)
x€ER? yER?

Recall that the kernel /C;‘(X, y; 2, k) satisfies the pointwise bound ((10.107):

(1213) | K0y ky) | < C[lloglx =yl | + M| Lpeyicn + e e

for all x,y € R?.

The bounds on sup,cg: J*(x;1) and SUDy cR2 J*(y; 1) are obtained very similarly. We present
the argument for sup,cge J*(x;1). To bound J*(x;!), we bound the dy integral over R?
separately over the sets [x —y| < R and |[x —y| > R. Call these parts: J} (x;l) and

J;R(x;l).
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First assume |x —y| < R. By ((12.13))
P (xi1) < emaboel / K2 (x, 33 Q, k)| em2P=oemebl dy
N Ix—y|<R
< ezl / [| log|x —y| | + )\10] e~ 3y —loa—wpl gy
x-yl<R
s el [ flogla] | + A0 ] ity
|z|[<R
s el [ [loglal | + A0 ] e ilag
0<lz[<p
el [ gl | 4 A0 | eieoetediig
p<|z|<R

< e~ 3 x—wol g—eilx—lva—wp] / [| log|z| | + )\10] dz

0<|z|<p
+ e zhx—wol [Cp r + Alo} / e3Pzl —wgl gy
p<|zI<R

The latter two terms are each < A0 e~e2lwo=wol g=esll - Therefore,

(1214) sup f]iR(X;l) 5 )\10 6702|w07w(’)\ 6*03\” .
x€R2 ~

A similar argument yields a bound of this type for sup,g» H’;R(X; l).

Next assume |x —y| > R. By ((12.13)),

jiR(X;D 5 e_%)\ e‘C\x—wo\ / e—c)\|x—y| 6_%|y_l°2_“’6| dy .
i Ix-y|>R

Note that |x —wp| + |y — b2 —wj| > [(x —wp) — (y — 0y —w))| = [x —y — (wo — w})) + 03] >

¢3 (|wo — wol + [1]) = [x = y|. Thus,

A . —cA —cyA|x—y —c3|wo—w/, —cs3l —c\ _—c3lwo—w), —c3ll
(12.15) 2, (1) S e / e | dy ecslwowil gmeslll < gmed pmeslwo—wl pelll
Ix—y|>R

The bounds (12.14]) and (12.15)) imply that

— — / —
sup IMx;l) < e esleowol gmeslll A10,
x€R2

and similarly
sup HA(y;l) < e eslwo—wol o—eslil \10,

y€ER?
Therefore, by (12.12)) it follows that HIC;\;WO’%’IHL2<R2HL2(R2) < emeslwo—wol g=eslll \10 - Finally,

summing over [ € Z we deduce ((12.9). The proof of Proposition is now complete.
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12.0.2. Proof of Proposition[12.3 We need to verify that there are constants v, \; > 0, such
that for all w € Hy and all A > Aq:

(12.16) [ 7ol Il = 1 e (CA V) = EDPL () oy, S € Vor -
Since (—A + A2V, (x))p)(x) = E}p)(x), it follows that
Hih(x) = (A +V2(0) = E)pb(x) = D NVolx—w)pl(x) -
W' €Hy\{w}

By invariance of Hﬁ’\ under translation by v,, we may assume w € Qyx. Thus, w = vy + nv;
for ] = Aor Bandn > 0. Fix I = A; the argument for /[ = B is similar. Then,
pr(x) = p)(x — va —nvy). Recall, for [ = A, B and ny,ny € Z: vi""™ = v + njvy + ngvs.
Thus,

H)p(x) = Y NMVolx—vp™)py(x — va —noy)
n1>0, no€Z
+ Z MVo(x — viE™)po(x — va — noy) .
n1>0,n2€Z

(n17n2)7é(n70)

For the H{“) norm (w = v; + nv,) we have

|2 N = || 2 1 pi(x)
L2(RZ)
%
TS ( [t v P o va o) dx)

n12>0,n2€Z

=

DD (/ et v (x — Vi) \p3<x—vA—nu1>\2dX)

n12>0,n2€Z
(nl 777,2)75(”70)

Z Anl,m Z BT)l\l ng

n1>0,n2€Z n1>0,n2€%Z
(nl ’77)2)7&(”70)

(12.17

Consider A}

ni,n2’

for any fixed n; > 0 and ny € Z.

[ A [P = X /| i T Voo = VT Ioc = va — o) e
X—V <rg
_ )\4 /| efy\y+vgl!"2,vz70| |V( )‘2 ‘p()(y_'_vnhng _Vz,O)‘Q dy
ly|<ro
= A / Wt mvattmmmetneval Vo ()2 pi(y + v — va + (n1 — n)o1 + naty)[* dy
ly|<ro

=t [ e ) ) (y (e + (0~ oy — nava])* dy,
lyl<ro
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As in Section we divide index pairs (n — my, —ng) into those in the set N,(—1) =
{(0,0),(1,0),(0,1)} and those not in N,(—1). Those in Ny(—1), “bad index pairs” , corre-
spond to the cases: (i) (n1,n2) = (n — 1,0) with n > 1, (ii) (n1,n2) = (n,0) with n > 0 or
(iii) (n1,n2) = (n, —1) with n > 0. By the remark immediately following Definition [I1.1] we
then have for some [ = 0,1 or 2

Py (y — [—e+ (n — n1)by — nowy]) = py(y — [~ R'e]),

where R is a 27/3 rotation matrix. Therefore, by orthogonality of the matrix R and sym-
metry assumptions on Vg, we have:

A P =X [ )R iy — R P dy
lyl<ro
= R ) Ry el dy
yl<ro

v / el [Vy()2 |z + o) d |
|z|<ro
Next, applying the bound (11.11)) to one factor of p)(z + e) yields

A SN Wil [ Vi) i) (e o)

|z|<ro
—c' X\
Se o

Next consider ny > 0 and ny € Z, for which (n — ny, —ng) ¢ Npaa(—1). By Proposition
11.3] in particular (11.10]), we have

(12.18) po (y — [—e+ (n—n1)oy — ngpy)) S emMnmmlna paiy 4 e,
Therefore, for |y| < ry and \ sufficiently large:
ey =letnmvi—navall pA(v e 4 (n —n1)oy — nows))
< ly—letmmm)o=nowll  —eM(m-nktnal) Ay | )
(12.19) < e*C//\(|"1*”\+|n2|)p8(y +e)< e~ ¢ MIn1—nl+|n2]) pé(y) ’

where the last inequality uses ({L1.11]). Therefore, for good index pairs (n —ny, —ny) we have

AN LS AVl el / Vo) Ird(y) Py + ) dy

5 e~ AMIn—n1|+n2|) Dx.

Taking the square root and summing over good index pairs (ny, ng) we have:

(12.20) > A S e Vb

ni,n2
(n—n1,—n2) good

A

ni,n2

Taken together with our bound on | A
us that

(12.21) YA, S et

n1>0,n2€Z

| for the three cases of bad indices, this tells
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The proof that

(12.22) > B, S eV

n1>0,n2€Z
is similar, so this completes the proof of ((12.3)).
APPENDIX A. ERROR AND MAIN KERNELS; PROOF OF LEMMA

We prove that if £ is an operator derived from an error kernel £(x,y) in the sense of
Definition [10.5| then £ = I — (I — £)~! is an operator derived from an error kernel £(x,y).

A.1. Elementary integrals in 1d. Let f € L'(R). We define f*® = §, the Dirac delta
function and f*' = f. Let f* denote the n— fold convolution of f with itself:
For f and g in L'(R),

" /n
(A1) (f+9) > ( k) f*y
k=0
Let f(t) = ae™", where a and +y are positive constants with v > a. We may write

FO) = fe@) + (1), fr(t) =ae " Lpsoy,  fo(t) = ae " 1.

Induction on £ gives:

xk k_—~t tk_l —t - (at)l —(y—a)t
1(t) = a’e m lysoy < ae ZTl{t>0} = ae lgsoy, K2>1.
’ =0

A similar bound holds for f_. Therefore, for all 0 < a < v:
“Ft) < a 67(7*“)t1{t>0} and Rt <ae M1, g, k>1.
Therefore, for m > 1, we have from ((A.1)) that

) = (fs + f2) < a? Z ( > [0 gy * e 7M1 0y ] (8)

(A.2) + ae” T 100y + ae” T 1y

The last two terms, which sum to ae~"= correspond to k = 0 and k = m in the binomial

formula. We calculate the convolution in (A.2)). For ¢ > 0,
[0y g+ e 01,0 ] (1)

00 o} —(y—a)t
_ / 6—(7—11)5 e—('y—a)|t—s\1{t_8<0} ds = / 6—2(7—‘1)5 Q(V—Q)t ds = g
0 t

2(y —a)
Similarly, if ¢ < 0 then this convolution is Ev— ))Itl Therefore,
~(r=a)lt|
~(y=a)ltly ~(y=a)ltly N o= frallteR.
e {t>0p * € <oy | (t) 2 —a) ora

Substituting into (A.2)) we have

*m e_(v_a)lt‘ m—1 m 2m a2
£ = (ae Y (1) < 0 ( )Jrae(vant < {a+ _} -l
(1) = (ae™) 20— 2\ 20— a)
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Therefore,
(A.3) ( el >*m (t) < |4 ™a+ ﬂ eIl for m > 1.
4 - 2(y — a) -
A.2. Elementary integrals in n dimensions. For (zq,...,z,) € R", let
K(xy,...,2,) = Z_” e lerltHanl) with 0 < a < 7.

We now apply (A.3]) to the [— fold convolution of K (x1,...,z,):

2—1 2
K'Yz, ... ,0n) = KxKx---xK(x1,...,1,) < I, { [4’ a+ 20— a 1 e~ (v—allz;] }
I- arrnes (fy - CL)
] 2 qn
2(y—a)

A.3. Proof of part (1) of Lemma [10.7, For x = (z1,...,%,) € R" we write [x|n to
denote |z1| + -+ + |z,|. Suppose that F(x,y) satisfies the bound:

(A.5) E(x,y)| < (a/4)"e ¥V forall x,yeR"
and gives rise to the integral operator:
(A6) (B = [ By f3) dy

then for all [ > 1 the I power of the operator E: f — E'[f], is given by

Bl = [ By fv) dy
where by (|A.4)), E; satisfies the bound

_2__£L_] o—(1=0) Ix—¥ln_
2(y —a)
If v > 2a, then 2(;1—;) < 5. Therefore, for [ > 1:
27! a?
27—®}

Eixy) | < [4—la+

47 g +

IN

(47 a+ 20 Y] = 20 242 <27

Hence,
| EBi(x,y) | < 27Mare 00 evla 1>,

Let’s now apply these observations to F(x,y) = £(X,y), where £(x,y) is an error kernel
which by Definition satisfies |€(x,y)| < e7 e=* V| for x, y € R?; here n = 2. Note
that e~ Ax=vln < g=eAx=yl < o=¢Ax=yln  Therefore, 1E(x,y)] Se e~ Ax=yln Tt follows
that £(x,y) satisfies the bound with n = 2, (a/4)? = e~ and = /. Therefore, the
operator &' is given by a kernel &(x,y):

160 = [ abey) S dy

where & satisfies the bound
(A.7) 1Ei(x,y) | < 27%e Rem Myl 1>
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for some ¢ > 0, which is independent of [. Consequently, f gf = ( I —(I- 8)_1 ) f=
> =1 E'f is given by the kernel E(x,y) = > s1 &i(x,y), which by (A.7) satisfies the bound

IE(x,y)| < ePe=Mx¥| Thus, £ is an error kernel and

(A &= [ Exy) ) dy
R
The proof of part (1) of Lemma is now complete.

A.3.1. Proof of part (2) of Lemma . We need to prove that if £* derives from an error ker-
nel and K* from a main kernel, then K*&* and E*K* derive from error kernels (K&E*)(x,y)
and (E*K?)(x,y). We begin with the following bounds on £*(x,z) and K*(z,y):

| x) | S e e
| KMz,y) | S [ X+ [loglz =y |] Lpyimy + e e
Thus,
| (E*E)(x,) |

5 / ()\4+ ‘10g|Z _y|‘> efc)\ efc)\|x7z| dz + / efc/\ efc)\\xfz\ efc/\\zfy|dz
lz—y|<R

lz—y|zR
< 670’)\ efc/)\\xfy\
N .

Thus, (E*K*) (x,y) is an error kernel. A similar bound shows that (K*&*) (x,y) is an error
kernel.

A.3.2. Proof of part (3) of Lemma[10.7. We show that if K, arises from a main kernel, then
e~“*K?} arises from an error kernel. Since K)(x,y) is bounded by the sum of a first term: ~

cA efc)\|xfy\ (

(At + ‘ log |x—y]| ‘) lix—y|<r and a second term S e~ an error kernel), by part (2)

we need only consider the contribution to e=* (K3)(x,2z) = e [ K,\(x,y)K\(y,z)dy aris-
ing from the first term. The size of this contribution is < Age_CAl‘X_ZKQR <e A Lix—z|<2R-
Hence,

—cA 2 —c'\ —c\ _—cA|x—z —c'"\N _—c'Nx—z
e (Ky)(x,2z) Se lix—zj<2r + €T e Xzl < e e Ax—zl

Hence, e"“* K} derives from an error kernel.

APPENDIX B. OVERLAP INTEGRALS; PROOF OF LEMMA

In this section we prove Lemma [11.2) which we restate here for convenience:
For I, J1, I, € {A, B}, m,n,n; >0 and ms € Z, consider the overlap integral

(B.1) Iy = / Py (x — 0 —maby) A [Vo(x — o) po(x — 07 —1Maby) dx .

Note that the overlap integral in (B.1)), although taken over R?, has an integrand supported
on the disc By, (v7}!). Recall the hopping coefficient defined by:

oy = / PA(y) A2 [Vol)| Py —e) dy .
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We also recall from Lemma([11.1] that for I, J € {A, B}, we define o(I,J) so that: o;—b; =
o (op—vy) =oce. Thus, 0(A,B)=—1,0(B,A) =1, and 0(A,A) = o(B,B) = 0.

Further, for 0 = +1,—1,0 we define Ny(0) = {(r1,7r1) : |oe + riv; + ro09| = |e|}. Hence,
Nb(+1) = {(070)7 (_170)7 (Oa _1)}7 Nb(_l) = {<Oa 0)7 (170)7 (O’ 1)}7 and Nb(o) = @ :
Lemma [I1.2] asserts the bound:

(B.Q) Jﬁ 5 6_6)‘( |m—n1| + |m2| + |[n—n1| + || ) O,

except in the following cases of exceptional indices (m,n,ny, mg, Ms):

(a) I = 1:1 =.J;, m =n =mn, and my = my = 0. This case does not arise in the proof
of Proposition [7.1}, so we say nothing further about it.

(b) fl = Jl, I 7é Jl, (m — nl,mg) € N, (O'(Il, Jl)), n=n; and My = 0,
in which case J; = pj.

(C) L = J, fl # J1, (n - n17m2) €N, (O-(jla J1)>, m = n; and my = 0,

in which case J; = p.

Lemma further asserts that if I, # Ji, I # Jy, then
(B.3) I, < e A Imoml & imal + fnoml 4 fm2l) )

We shall occasionally use the notation: mo = m; v, + mybs, where m = (mq, m,) € Z%
To prove Lemma we begin with a change of variables: y = x — v}’ Therefore,

Jy = / po(y — [o(I1, J1)e + (m — ny)oy +mawa]) X* [Vo(y)| po (v — [o(11, J1)e + (n — ny)vy 4 1m20,]) dy.

(B.4)

Thus, our task is to consider integrals of the form

(B.5) J= / oy — [oe + 1101 +102]) A2 [Vo(y)| p)(y — [6e 4+ 7101 + 7ous)) dy .

Lemma B.1. Consider the overlap integral (B.5)), which depends on 0,6 € {0,4+1, -1} and
r = (r,r9), T = (F1,79) € Z%. The expression I satisfies the bound:

(B.6) Io,r,5,F) < e AralHralHm D)

except in the following cases:
() o=6=0,r=0,7r=0.
This case does not arise in the proof of Proposition so we say nothing further
about it.

(B) 6 =0,0#0,r € Ny(o), T =0, in which case I = p,.

(v) 6#0,0=0,F€ Ny(5), r =0, in which case I = p,.

We shall also make use of
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Lemma B.2. Suppose ¢ # 0 and 0 # 0. Then,
(1) If r € Ny(o) and T € Ny(G), then

(B.7) j(a,r,&,f) < oA o .
(2) Ifr € Ny(o) and T ¢ N,(5), then
(B.8) I(o,r,5,F) < e emeMnlHRD,

The analogous bound holds with r and Tt interchanged.

(3) If r ¢ Ny(o) and T ¢ Ny(6) (and therefore r,T # (0,0)), then
(B.9) I(o,r,0,T) < P e*C/A(|T1|+|T2\+\fl\+|f2|)p)\ )

Note that Lemma [11.2]is an immediate consequence of Lemma and Lemma since
Jy = J(o,r,5,T) (see (B.5))), for the choices: o = o(Iy,J1), ¢ = o(l1,h), (r1,7r2) = (M —
ny,mg) and (71, 73) = (n — ny,mso). Hence it suffices to prove Lemma and Lemma

B.1. Proof of Lemma and Lemma We estimate the overlap integral (B.5)) by
considering the two cases: Case 1: ¢ = 0 and Case 2: ¢ # 0, and a number of subcases
within each.

Case 1: 6 = 0. In this case, for all y € B,,(0), we have by (11.9):
(B.10)  pi(y —Ge — 1oy —Fabz) = po(y — 71wy — Fawp) e MR pa(y)
Thus,

Jo,r,5,T) = / Py (y — [oe + 1101 4 r205)) A |Vo(y)| po(y — [F101 + 7aba]) dy

(B.11) < e~ cAmI+72]) / pé(y — [oe 4+ rivy + ma0,)) A2 Vo(y)| p())\(}’) dy .

We next consider two subcases:
Subcase 1A: 6 = 0 and ¢ = 0 and Subcase 1B: ¢ =0 and 0 # 0
Subcase 1A: 6 =0 and o =0 For any (r1,72) # (0,0), we have by
(B.12)  poy —oe —riby —ryws) = pi(y — [roy +7205)) S e M iy —e)
Therefore, in subcase 1A we have after substitution of into , that
(B.13) Io,r,5,F) < e-AMnltraltintil )

Interchanging the roles of r and T in the case where & = 0 = 0, we also have that (B.13))
holds unless ¥ = 0. Hence when ¢ = 6 = 0, we have (B.13)) unless r; =1y =7 = 79 = 0.

Subcase 1B, ¢ = 0 and o # 0: Then, by (11.10]) we have
(B.14) Pé(y —oe—1ib; —Taby) I eic)\(wﬂr?')pé\(y —oe)

unless (71,72) € Ny(0). Substituting (B.14]) into (B.11]), we obtain the bound (B.13)) unless
(7’1, 7“2) € Nb(O').

Now consider the case where (ry,r2) € Ny(o). Then, for some [ € {0, 1,2} which depends
on o, r; and ry we have: pj(y — (ce + riv; +rabs)) = py(y — oR™'e), where [ = 0,1 or 2
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and R is a 27/3 rotation matrix. Substituting into (B.11]), we conclude that J(o,r,5,7) <
e~ MM+l oy - Indeed, using symmetry we obtain for (r1,73) € Ny(0):

3(o0,5,5) $ D [ RELEIRRY - o) dy
= D[Ry V(R I Ry - oe) dy
(B.15) — e~ eMTl+IT2]) /pS(Z)A2|%(Z)]p()\(Z—ae) dz — e~ MFl+lr2) Dy
Since |r1| + |re| = 0 or 1 for (r1,72) € Ny(o), it follows that (B.13) holds (with a smaller

constant, also denoted ¢, than appearing on the right hand side of (B.15))), unless 71 = 7 = 0.
Therefore, if 6 = 0 and o # 0, the bound (B.13]) holds provided (7, 75) # (0, 0).

Now consider the case where 6 = 0,0 # 0, (r1,72) € Ny(o) and (71,72) = (0,0). Then,
j(U,I‘,(},f‘) = / p())\<y - [Ue + 710+ rQU?]) X H/O(Y)’ p())\(Y) dy

= [ bl = R e X Valy)| B) dy = o
where R is a 27/3 rotation matrix and we have used the symmetry assumptions on Vj.

Summarizing, for Case 1 we have proved:

Claim 1: 6 = 0, then (B.13|) holds unless

(1) 0 =0 andr =1y =71 =7y =0, a case we address no further since it does not arise
in the proof of Proposition[7.1]

or
(2) 0 #0 and 71 =79 =0, (r1,79) € Ny(0), in which case I(o,r,5,T) = p,.

Furthermore, because ¢ and ¢ play symmetric roles as do r and r, we have

Claim 2: if 0 = 0, then the bound (B.13) on I(o,r,5,T) holds unless
(1) 6 =0 andry =ry =71 =75 =0, a case we address no further since it does not arise
in the proof of Proposition (7.1
or

(2) 6 #0 and ri =ry =0, (F1,72) € Ny(7), in which case I(o,r,5,T) = py.

We now turn to bound on J(o,r,,T) in
Case 2: 0 #0 and 7 # 0
Case 2a: r € Ny(o) and T € N,(6): We claim that

(B.16) I(o,r,5,F) < e py for € Ny(o), T € N().

~
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By (I1.5), there exist I,i € {0,1,2} such that py(y — [oe 4+ ro]) = py(y — oR'e) and
Py — [6e 4+ 6]) = pd(y — 5R'e). Therefore,

o8 = [ iy —oRle) N Vily)| iy - oRle) dy
S e [ iy - oo X i) py) v (by [TID)

< oo / PRy — 00) X [Vo(R™y)| ph(Rly) dy = ¢ py .

Case 2b: r € Ny(o) and T ¢ Ny(5): We claim that

(B.17) Ior,5,7) < e e py for re Nyo), T ¢ N,(6).

By (IT3) p(y  [oe +15]) = p(y — o), and by (T10) and (TLTT) pi(y — 5o+ F61) <
e~ pi(y — oe) < e @ e pd(y). These observations together with symmetry imply:

J(o,r,5,F) S e e / Wy —ocRe) X2 Vo(y)| paly) dy = e e N p,

This proves (B.17)). Similarly, ifr ¢ N,(c) and ¥ € Ny(6) we have J(o, 1,5, ) < e e~ py.

Case 2c: r & Ny(o) and T ¢ Ny(6): We claim that
(B.18) Io,r,5,7) S e e I 5 for v ¢ Ny(o), T ¢ Ny(5).

By (IL0) and ([T, sy — [7e + 78)) 5 % pily — ) and pily 7o + 78]) <
e~ e~ Al pM(y) . Therefore,

j(O’,I’,&,f) 5 6—c‘f‘|>\ e—c)\ 6—6>\|I'| / pé(y_a.e))\2|%(y)|p(>)\(y) dy _ e—c)\ 6—0A(|r\+|?|) Px

The bounds (B.16)), (B.17) and (B.18) imply Lemma[B.2] and together with Claim 1 and

Claim 2 above Lemma follows. This also completes the proof of Lemma [11.2]
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