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ANDERSON LOCALIZATION FOR LONG-RANGE OPERATORS WITH SINGULAR
POTENTIALS

WENWEN JIAN, JIA SHI, AND XIAOPING YUAN

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we use Cartan estimate for meromorphic functions to prove Anderson local-
ization for a class of long-range operators with singular potenials.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULT

In this paper, we study quasi-periodic operators. Start with the almost Mathieu operator
(1.1) H=Hgy) g=Acos2m(0+nw)s,, +A,
where A is the lattice Laplacian on Z

1, |n—rn|=1,

A(n,n’)_{ 0 [n—n|£1.

A > 0 is the coupling, 6 € T = R/Z is the phase and ® € R\Q is the frequency. Jitomirskaya [1T]]
proved that for Diophantine @ and almost every 0, the almost Mathieu operator H (I.1)) satisfies An-
derson localization for A > 2. Anderson localization means that H has pure point spectrum with
exponentially decaying eigenfunctions. Bourgain and Goldstein [3]] proved Anderson localization for
quasi-periodic Schrodinger operators

(1.2) H=Hy o= 2v(0+n0)8,, +A

when A > Ay(v), where v is a nonconstant real analytic potential on T. Their results is non-perturbative,
which means that Ay does not depend on @. The proof was based on fundamental matrix and Lya-
pounov exponent.

If the Laplacian A is replaced by a Toeplitz operator

(1.3) Se(n,n') =¢(n—n')
with ¢ real analytic, we obtain the long-range operators
(1.4) H=Hgy 9= Acos2m(0+nw)s,, +Sy.

Bourgain and Jitomirskaya [5]] proved that there exists Ag(¢) such that for any Diophantine ® and
almost every 0, H (I.4) satisfies Anderson localization when A > Aj.
More generally, we can study the long-range operators of the form

(1.5) H = Hy(x) =v(x+nw)s,, + €Sy,

where v is non-constant and real analytic on T. Using Green’s function estimates, Bourgain [1]] proved
that when 0 < € < &) = &(v,9), Hy(x) satisfies Anderson localization for (x, @) € T? in a set of full
measure. Note that in the long range case, we cannot use the fundamental matrix formalism.

Recently, using more elaborate semi-algebraic arguments, Bourgain and Kachkovskiy [6] proved
Anderson localization for two interacting quasi-periodic particles. For the Anderson localization results
of quasi-periodic operators on Z¢, we refer to [8] [13]].
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In the cases above, the potentials v are bounded functions and the operators H are bounded. Now we
consider quasi-periodic operators with unbounded potentials. For example, we can study the Maryland
model

(1.6) H:val’g zltann(6+nw)6,,,,/+A,
where

1
(1.7) 6+nw—§¢Z, Vn € Z.

For Diophantine frequencies ®, the Maryland model (I.6) satisfies Anderson localization for all 6 [18].
Jitomirskaya and Liu [[12] proved arithmetic spectral transitions for the Maryland model. Recently, us-
ing transfer matrix and Lyapounov exponent, Jitomirskaya and Yang developed a constructive
method to prove Anderson localization for the Maryland model. We can also prove Anderson localiza-
tion for the Maryland model with long range interactions [19].

Now we replace tan by more general singular potentials. Kachkovskiy [16] proved Anderson local-
ization for the following class of quasi-periodic Schrodinger operators

H(x) = f(x+n®)8,y + A, x € R\(Z+ 0Z),

for Diophantine @ and almost everywhere x, where f is defined on R\Z, 1-periodic, continuous on
(0,1), f(04) = —oo, f(1—) = +oo,log|f| € L'(0,1), and Lipschitz monotone. That is, there exists
¥ > 0 such that f(y) — f(x) > y(y —x) for all 0 < x < y < 1. Jitomirskaya and Yang study the
singular continuous spectrum for operators of the form

~ g(6+now)
@0 " 70+ no)

where f is an analytic function and g is Lipschitz.
In this paper, we will consider the following class of long-range operators with singular potentials

5rm' + A,

(1.8) Ho(x) = %&MI N

where f, g are real analytic on T. This extends the Maryland model.
We will prove the following result:

Theorem 1.1. Consider the following long-range operators with singular potentials
(1.9 Hy(x) =v(x+nw)d,,, + €Sy,

where v = %, [, g are real analytic on'T, f,v are nonconstant, Z(f) = {x € T : f(x) =0} #£ 0. We will
always assume

(1.10) x+no ¢ Z(f), Vnelk.
Assume ® € DC (diophantine condition),

(1.11) lkol|| > alk|™, VkeZ\{0}

and ¢ real analytic satisfying

(1.12) d(n)| <e P vnez

for some p > 0. Fix xo € T. Then there is €y = &(f,g,0) > 0, such that if 0 < € < &, for almost all
® € DC, Hy(xp) satisfies Anderson localization.



Our result is non-perturbative, since & does not depend on w. In the long range case here, the
transfer matrix formalism is not applicable. Our basic strategy is the same as that in [1]], which is
based on a combination of large deviation estimates and semi-algebraic set theory. The key point is the
Green’s function estimates for

(1.13) Gion|(x.E) = (R (H(x) —E)Rjon) ™'

where R is the restriction operator to A C Z. The main difficulty here is that v is singular. We will first
prove Cartan estimate for meromorphic functions in Section 2, then we can obtain Lojasiewicz type
lemma in Section 3, which is needed for Green’s function estimates in Section 4. Finally, we recall
some facts about semi-algebraic sets and give the proof of Anderson localization in Section 5.
We will use the following notations. For positive numbers a,b,a < b means Ca < b for some
constant C > 0. a < b means C is large. a ~ b means a S band b S a. Forx € R, [|x|| = irele |x —m|.
m

2. CARTAN ESTIMATE FOR MEROMORPHIC FUNCTIONS

In this section, we will prove Cartan estimate for meromorphic functions. We need the following
lower bounds for analytic functions.

Theorem 2.1 (Theorem 11.2 in [17)). If an analytic function f(z) has no zeros in a disk {z € C : |z| <
R} and if |f(0)| = 1, then

2r

log|f(2)| > — = logM;(R),¥|z| =r <R,

—r
where My (R) = ‘n‘laﬁ |f(z)]-
=

Theorem 2.2. Tuke 0 < Ry < Ry =R <1, f(z) is a meromorphic function in the disk {z € C : |z]| <R}
with neither zeros nor poles on {z € C: |z| = R} and | f(0)| = 1. Let ay,...,ay be the zeros of f(z) in
{z€C: |zl <R} and by,...,by be the poles of f(z) in {z € C:|z| <R}, where we write down each
zero and pole as many times as its multiplicity. Assume |by,| > 6 >0,1<m<n'. Given 0 <H < 1,0 <
H' <1, then there exists a system of disks Cj,C;.,, 1<j<n1<j <nwithradiir;= H,r;., = H' such
that the estimate

2
log|f(z)] -2

R R+R
;zlong(R)—nlog —I:z—n/

2R 1 R(R+R,)
log <= +log ——
[R—Rz oes e

is valid in {z € C: |z| < Ry} outside these disks.

Proof. The proof of Cartan estimate for analytic functions can be found in [17]]. Following the same
idea as in with minor modification, we give the proof for meromorphic functions.
Let

-1
R(z—bp) R(z—am) R am
2.1 ‘I’(Z):f(z)[n T}[H R II - II %)
wi< B2 =bnz | | < R =2 omf= P ) \jani<r R
then y/(z) is an analytic function without zeros in {z € C : |z| < R} and |y(0)| = 1. By Theorem[2.1]
we have

2R
(2.2) log|y(z)| > R 2 logMy(R),V|z| <R,.
—Ry
Hence
2R, R|z—ap| R|z— by
2.3 lo > — logMy(R) + 1o —— 1o _—
(2.3) elf (@) 2 — g ¢, logMy(R) +log I T I1 ® ]

lam|<R [bm|<R
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R ||
—log [] m—log I Tm,V|z|§R2.

lbw| <R | <R
Let
Rl|z— _
(2.4) si=1log [] |R|2 — —nlogR+log I1 lz—aml—log T] IR*—amzl.
|am|<R lam|<R |am|<R
Since [] |z—am| > H" outside disks C;,1 < j<nwithradii r; = H, we have
|am|<R
R+R
(2.5) s1 > nlogR+nlogH — nlogR(R+R;) = —nlog R
holds in {z € C: |z] < R,} outside disks Cj, 1 < j <n with radii r; = H.
Let
(2.6)
R|z— by
5o = —log — === —n'logR—log [] |z—bu|+log [T [bml+log ] |Z——|
(b <R [R* = bz | <R | <R bul<k  bm
Since [ |z— —| > (H')" outside disks Cy,1 < j' <n' withradii r/, = H', we have
|bm \<R
1 R(R+R
(2.7 5o > —n'logR —n'log(R+R,) +n'log§ +n'logH’ = —n’ {logg +log%
holdsin {z € C: |z] < R,} outside disks ', 1 < j' < n’ with radii ¥, = H'.
By @.D.
R |am|
2.8) MyR) =M;®R) [ IT o= || TI & |
\b,,,\<R| m| | <R
Using 2.3), 2.5, 2.1, 2.3).
2R, R+R; R
1 > — logM¢(R) — ———1 —
o8 /(0 2 g toaty )l os T1 41
_RiRy i GRER: 1 R(R+Ry)
Gl _ 1 log "2 T2
TRR IIRR H {OgS“LOg H
2R, R+ Rz [ 2R R(R+R»)
> — logM —nl 1 log——=
Z &, 8 #(R) —nlog i 0g5+ 0g =

holds in {z € C: |z| < R»} outside disks C}, C;.,,l <j<n,1<j <n withradiir; =H, r;., =H. O

3. LOJASIEWICZ TYPE LEMMAS
For real analytic functions, we have the following Lojasiewicz type inequality.

Lemma 3.1 (Lemma 7.3 in [1l]). Let vy be non-constant real analytic on T, there is a constant co =
co(vo) > 0 such that

mes{x €T :|vo(x) —E| < 8} < &
for all E € R and sufficiently small § > 0.

Using the Cartan estimate in Section 2, we can prove Lojasiewicz type inequality for meromorphic
functions.



Lemma3.2. Letv= %
There is a constant co = co(v) > 0 such that

mes{x e T: |v(x)

for all E € R and sufficiently small € > 0.

Proof. Consider a covering [0,1] C U}", (p;

7 [, g are real analytic on'T, f,v are nonconstant, Z(f) =

5
{xeT: f(x)=0}#0.

—E|<e}<eD

—r,p1+ 1), where 0 < |V/(p;)| < e. By Theorem 2.2

1. L . .
{xe€(pi—ri,pi+nr):|V(x)] <e2} is contained in a union of at most C intervals of total measure at

most Ce¢, where C = C(v),c = ¢(v). Hence
mes{x € T: |v(x)

+mes{x €T :|v(x)

By Lemma[3.]] Lemma[3.2] we have

—E| <&} <mes{xeT: | (x)| Se%}

—E| <g [V (x)] >8%} < Ce® +Ce? < g9,

Lemma 3.3. Let v, f,g as in Lemma[32) there is a constant ¢ = c(f,g) > 0 such that

mes{x e T: |g(x)—

for all E € R and sufficiently small € > 0.
Proof.

mes{xeT:|g(x)—E

+mes{xeT:|f(x)] < 8%} <mes{xeT: |v(x)

Fx)|<e} <mes{xeT:|g(x)

(]
Ef(x)| <e} <e”
—Ef()| <&,[f() > e}
—E| <8%}+800 < €.
(]

We introduce the uniform Lojasiewicz inequality.

Lemma 3.4 (Lemma 6.1 in [9]). We denote by C®(T,R) the Banach space of real analytic functions

with continuous extension to A, = {z € C: 1—r < |z| < 1+ r} and norm ||f||, = sup|f(2)|

z)|. Let

€A,

0+ f € CO(T,R). Then there are constants & = 6(f) > 0,8 = S(f) > 0,b = b(f) > 0 such that if

g € CP(T,R) with ||g— f||» < 6, then

mes{x € T: |g(x)| <1} < StP,vr > 0.

Now, we can prove the following lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Let f,g as in Lemma32 there is a constant ¢ = c(f,g) > 0 such that

mes{xeT:

for all E € R and sufficiently small € > 0.
Proof. If E > 0, consider

3.1

1
Vel

)] <£} <&

Since VE > C;

(3.2) mes {x eT:

H \/1+E2 \/1—|—E2
=Ci(f,g) > 0,51 < 8(f), by Lemma[3.4l

1
Mz

Hfllr+||g||r
V1+4+E?

(x)] < 8} < Se’ VE > (.
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If E < 0, consider

1 E
" H\/1+E2g_ VI+E?
Since VE < —Cy,s50 < 6(f), by Lemma[3.4]

_ 71+ Dl

3.3 .
(33) Ry

f=r

1
(3.4) mes{xE’IF:i x)—Ef(x <e}<Se”,VE§—c.
This proves Lemma[B3lfor |E| > Cy. If |E| < C;, Lemma[3.3l follows from Lemma 3.3l O

4. GREEN’S FUNCTION ESTIMATES

In this section, we will prove Green’s function estimates for

(4.1) Gn(x,E) = (R v (H(x) —E)Rjo ),
where
(4.2) H(x) =v(x+nw)d,, + €Sy,

with the potential v = %, f,g arereal analytic on T, f,v are nonconstant, Z(f) ={x e T: f(x) =0} #0
and ¢ real analytic satisfying

(4.3) (n)| <e P, vnez

for some p > 0. Without loss, we assume ¢ (0) = 0 and || f||. < 1.
We will follow the method in [[I], but as mentioned in Section 1, the operator H is unbounded and
the energy E is unbounded. Write

4.4 Hy(x) —E = Fy(x,E)By(x,E),
where
N VI+E?
4.5) Fy(x,E)(n,n") = Pt o)
@6 By (0 E) (1) = s (a4 n00) — Ef (x+ 1))
4.7 Bn(x,E)(n,n') = \/:’_Wf(x—i-nw)(ﬁ(n—n’),n#n/.
Then
4.8) Gn(x,E) = Bn(x,E) " Fy(x,E) .
We will prove estimates for
4.9) Bu(e2) ()] = 2B OB o),

~ |detBy(x,E)|’
where B, ,, (x, E) refers to the (n,n")-minor of By (x,E).

Lemma 4.1. Under the assumptions above, for ® € DC, if 0 < € < &),

1 () — Ef (x| i
— [ log|detBy(x,E dx>/10 e dx— (K+¢&}),
y Lozl detBy(x E)lax> [ 1og U ZE x4 )

where &9 = & (9, f,g) > 0,x = k(¢,f,g) > 0.
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Proof. Assume f(z),g(z) are analyticin {r=x+iye C:|y| <p;}. Fix0 < a < &L 7 by analyticity,
there is 19 > 0 such that

+ive) — Ef(x+i
(4.10) inf sup inf lg(xt iyo) — Ef(x ’y°)|>n0.
E€R 2oy, <a¥€R V1+E?

Take 0 < € < & < 13 . For z=x+iy,|y| < &', by Hadamard inequality,

lg(z+nw)—Ef(z+no)| }
4.11 d .
(4.11) |detBy(z,E)| < O§|n<IN { R +Cg

By Denjoy-Koksma type inequality (Lemma 12 in [11]),

lg(x+iy+nw)—Ef(x+iy+nw)| }
4.12 —lo detBy(z,E)| lo [ +Cég
(12 ldetB( Z ViiE
£ .
/0 10g[|g(x+ly)—1+b{2(x+ly)|+C80} dx+N~% <C,

where 8; = §;(w) >0
Consider the diagonal matrix D
glx+ivo+nw)—Ef(x+iyo+nm)

(4.13) D =

and non-diagonal matrix S

f(x+iyo+nw)d(n—n')

(4.14) S, = ntn.
n,n /1+E2 #
Since
(4.15) By(x+iyp,E) =D +eS= (I+&eSD "D
we have
1 , 1 1
(4.16) Nlog|detBN(x+ly0,E)| = Nlog|det(1+eSD )|+ ﬁ10g|detD|.
By (4.10) and Denjoy-Koksma type inequality, we have
1 1 N—1 1 N—1 1 N—1 &
4.17) N10g|detD| =5 n;)log |Dn| = N r;)log(|Dnn| +&)— N n;)log (1 + m)
Z o Pg (x+iyo+now)—Ef(x+iyo+no)| e ] &
VI+E? ‘I
' |g(x+iyo) — Ef (x+ iyo)| ] & &
> lo +&|dx—N % — —
/ g[ V14 E? Mo
/1 glx+iyo) Ef(x+l)’0)|dx_2ﬂ'
V1+E? Mo
1 -1 1 —1y-1
(4.18) N10g|det(l—|—SSD )| :—N10g|det(l+8SD )
€
:——log det I+Z —eSD 1| | > ——logH 1—1—2” (eSD™ e, || >-—c2,
s>1 5>1 Mo




8 WENWEN JTAN, JIA SHI, AND XTAOPING YUAN

By @.16), @17, @13,
|g(x+iyo) — Ef (x+ iyo)| &
4.19 —10 det By (x + iyo, >/ log dx—C— ,Vx eR.
( ) g| N( vo, E | \/H—E ™
Since
1
(4.20) u(z) = —10g|detBN(z,E)|
is subharmonic in {z=x+iy € C: |y| < p; }, we have for y; = &,
1 1
“.21) / u(x + iyo)dx < 21— yo/ (x)dx+y—°/ u(x+ iy )dx.
0 yi Jo y1Jo
By @.12), .19, @21,
1 1 . .
Y1 |g(x+ iyo) — Ef (x+iyo)| o &
4.22 / u(x)dx > /10 dx—C(—+—).
*-22) Jo ® y1—YoJo & VI1I+E? (Pl 770)
By Lemma[3.3]
o [N lg) —EF ()|
4.23 f /1 7(1 > —Cro,Cro>0.
( ) l%IEI]R 0 0og \/I—F—E X f8%f8

By subharmonicity,

1 _
0 1+E2
—E —E ]
- /1 glx+iyo) — Ef(x+iyo)| drs t /10 —iyo) —Ef(x ly0)|dx'
2 V1+E? V1+E?
By @23), @24),
(4.25) /1 glx+ iyo) Ef(x+’y°)|dx>—c,c>o.
V1+E?

Using (@.22), (@.23), we obtain

—E
(4.26) / dx>/1 g(x+ivo) f(”’y(’)'d _ M oo E By
V1+E? Y1—Yo P Mo

Replace yg by —yq, using (@:24), (#28), we have

! L ls() —Ef() ( o 1>
dx > / log=——~——"dx—C|—+¢€} ).
/0 u(x)dx A og = X o %
This proves Lemma 1] O

We also need the following large deviation theorem.

Theorem 4.2 (Theorem 2.3 in [19]). Let u: T — R be periodic with bounded subharmonic extension
i to |Imz| < 1. Assume @ € DC . Then

mes{xET:

for some 6 = o(w) > 0.

M — |m|

2
0<|m|<M M

u(x+me) — i(0)

>M"} <e ™M >0

Now we can prove Green’s function estimates.
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Proposition 4.3. Under the assumptions of Lemma we have for € DC, 0 < € < &), there is
Q= Qy(E) C T satisfying

NO
mesQ<e N, ¢,6>0

such that if x ¢ Q, then for some |m| < /N, we have the Green’s function estimate
|Gl (x+ma, E) (n,n')] < e ln=I=0&N) -y e 0, N),

where ¢y = co(p) > 0,k = k(9, f,g) > 0,6 =3(f,g) >0

Proof. Take C > 10(Cy 4+ 1), where Cy 4 is in (£:23). The function

427) u(x) = %logﬂ detBy (x,E)| + V]

admits a bounded subharmonic extension u(z) to |Imz| < p;. By Theorem B.2] for x ¢ Q. mesQ <
e~N? there is |m| < /N, such that u(x + m®) > @(0) — N~°. By Lemma[&.1]

lo 7Ef()”)‘d N— Nl o
(4.28) |detBy (x+mo, E)| > & 0 8 Vi & (ere) .

We want to obtain an upper bound on |detB,, , (x,E)| uniformly in x. Express detB,, ,(x,E) as a
sum over paths y as

s—1g—1
429 Y Y +det[Rg ) By (x.E)Rp gl (L) H [0(yis1 — W) fx+ B 0)]

> s VIHE) i
where Y= (V1,...,%) is a sequence in [0,N) with y; = n, ¥, =n'.
Hence
P Z %1%l
(4.30) |detB, (v, E)| <Y ) & 'e |det[Rjo v\ yBN (X, E)Rio v\ -

s |yl=s

s—1
If we denote b = i§1 %41 — %] > |n—n'| and use the fact that there are at most 2° ' (. ) (s, b)-paths,

then
i b _
(431) |detB,y(x,E)|< Y ) 2 ‘(s_ 1>es le=pb I‘n‘ax|det[ o)\ yBN (5. E)Rg vy 4]
b>|n—n'| s<b+1
By Hadamard inequality,
lg(x+ ko) —Ef(x+ ko) R

@3 fdelRon Al PRl < T] [ A e

Let

[g(x+ ko) — Ef(x+kw)| R
(4.33) Si= ) log +a(lolh+1)]-
keony L V1+E?
By Denjoy-Koksma type inequality and Lemma[3.3]
b le) —Ef() N ] -5

434 SgN/ log | B ZES 1, +1) | dx+ N1

1 X) —
gN/O log%d +NeP, 81 = 81(0) > 0,8, = &(f.8) >0
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Let

lg(x+ko) —Ef(x+ko)| A }
4.35 log + +1)], —s.
(4.35) gy N g0l +1)|. Ir=s

By Lemma[33] using the method of Lemma 11.29 in []], we can prove that if |y| = 5 > egoN, the for

allx, S, > %slog&‘o, where & = 8 (f,g) >0
By @31)-@.33),

b
436) |detB,y(E)< Y Y zsl(s_1>g 1—pb(80)s

o
b2n=rl s <p i1 5<e20N

b 1 3
s—1 s—1 _—pb 75
+ E E 2 (S 1>8 e (_8()) e

!
b2l <p i1 560N

Nfo log %d}f“’[\/f

N Ji1og %dx+Ns§2

Follow the proof of Proposition 3.1 in [19], we have

50
N DI g Neg? +Ney? — B In—n'
4.37) |detB, (v, E)| < e Jolo g drNe +Ng? —hln n\'

Using #.28), @37), we have for x ¢ Q, there is |m| < /N, such that

(4.38) By(x+mw,E) " (n,n)| < e~ ZIn=nI+ (k€N

This proves the Green’s function estimate. (]
Remark 4.4. In the proof of Proposition[4.3] we only need to assume

|ko| > V0 < |k] <N.

IklA ’
5. PROOF OF ANDERSON LOCALIZATION

In this section, we give the proof of Anderson localization as in [3]].
We first recall some basic facts of semi-algebraic sets . Let

P = {Pl,...,Rg} CR[Xl,...,Xn]

be a family of real polynomials whose degrees are bounded by d. A semi-algebraic set is given by

(5.1) S=J () {R": Ps;0},

J lGLj

where L; C {1,...,s},s;; € {<,>,=} are arbitrary. We say that S has degree at most sd and its degree
is the inf of sd over all representations as in (5.1)).
We need the following quantitative version of the Tarski-Seidenberg principle.

Proposition 5.1 ([7]). Let S C R" be a semi-algebraic set of degree B, then any projection of S is
semi-algebraic of degree at most B¢,C = C(n).

Next fact deals with the intersection of a semi-algebraic set of small measure and the orbit of a
diophantine shift.

Proposition 5.2 (Corollary 9.7 in [1l]). Ler S C [0,1]" be semi-algebraic of degree B and mes,S < 1.
Let w € T" satisfy a DC and

1
logB < logN < log E



Then for any xy € T",
#{k=1,... N:xo+koeS} <N'®
for some § = &(w) > 0.

We will make essential use of the following transversality property.

Lemma 5.3 (Lemma 9.9 in [1]). Let S C [0,1]*" be a semi-algebraic set of degree B and mesy,S <
n,logB < log%. We denote (w,x) € [0,1]" x [0,1]" the product variable and {e; : 0 < j <n— 1} the

w-coordinate vectors. Fix € > N %. Then there is a decomposition S = S| US», S satisfying
mes, (Proj,,S1) < B e
and S, satisfying the transversality property
Cpo1pyA
mes, (S, NL) < B¢ ‘N

. . . £
for any n-dimensional hyperplane L such that ogl}lgr)f—l |Proj (e;)| < 150-

By application of the resolvent identity, we have the following

Lemma 5.4. Let I C 7 be an interval of size N and {Iy} subintervals of size M = N*, Tt > 0 is small.
Assume Yk € I, there is some o such that

M M
5.2 k——k+—|NIC]I
andVa,
(5.3) |G1a (nl,n2)| < eiCO(‘”linz‘i(K+gg)M), ny,ny € Iy.
Then
5.4) |G1(n1,n2)| < 26C0(K+€g)M, ny,ny €1,
—gcolni—na N
(5.5) |Gi(n1,m0)| < e 2 . nmy €1 —no| > 10
Proof. For m,n € I, there is some « such that
M M
(5.6) {m—Z,m—l—Z} NI Cly.
By resolvent identity,
(5.7) |Gy (m,n)| < eOCHEM LY Gy (mymy ) e Pl |Gy (o)),
my €1y ma ¢y
If [my —m| < %, then |m; —my| > ¥ hence
(5.8) Yy |Gy (m,my ) |ePIm—ml < pre=p ¥ gole+ed)M %.
Iy —m| <& my ¢ 1o
If [my —m| > %, then
(5.9) Y |G (mymy Yo PIm—ml < pre=co’¥ geolkte)M }L.
my—m| >3 my ¢l
By G, G.8). 59,
. 1
(5.10) max |Gy (m,n)| < cORHEDM 4 max |G (m,n)|.

m,nel 2 m,nel
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(&4 follows from (G-10).

Take m,n € I,|m —n| > fv—o, assume (3.6)), by resolvent identity,

(5.11) Gi(m,n)| < ) |Gy, (m,ng)|e P0G (ny,n)|

ny€lo n ¢l
S —cnlm—
< MeHQIM Y malmmml| Gy (g )|
\m7n1\>%
< MINIefCO(KJrg(()s)Me*CO(‘m*"lH"'H”Fl*”t‘)|G1(nt7n)|,

where t < 108 [m—ny| > % .. |n,_y —n/| > Y.
If |n — n;| < M, then by (&.4), 11,

(5.12) |G1(m,n)| SMINIetco(KJreg)Mefco(\mfn\7M)26L‘0(K+8(‘)3)M < eZOco(KJrSg)Nfco\mfn\ < ef%co\mfn\'

If + = 104, then by (5.4), (.10,

(513) |G1(m,n)| S MthelCO(K+Sg)MeflC0%2600(K+Sg)M S e4OC0<K‘+€g)N7%C0N < e*ZCoN < e*Co‘Wl*Vl‘ .
(&.3) follows from (3.12)), (3.13). This proves Lemmal[5.4l O
p

Now we can prove the main result.
Theorem 5.5. Consider the following long-range operators with singular potentials
(5.14) Hy(x) =v(x+nw)8,, + €Sy,

where v = % f,g are real analytic on T, f,v are nonconstant, Z(f) = {x € T : f(x) =0} # 0. Assume
o € DC (diophantine condition),

(5.15) lkol|| > alk|™, VkeZ\{0}
and ¢ real analytic satisfying
(5.16) d(n)| <e P wvnez

for some p > 0. Fix xo € T. Then there is €y = &(f,g,0) > 0, such that if 0 < € < &, for almost all
® € DC, Hy(xo) satisfies Anderson localization.

Proof. By Shnol’s theorem [[10], to establish Anderson localization, it suffices to show that if & =
(gn)nEZuE € R satisty

(5.17) o= 1,1&| < Cln|, |n] = oo,
(5.18) H(x0)¢ = EE,

then

(5.19) &l < e n| = .

By Proposition 3] there is Q = Qy(E) C T, mesQ < =N’ such that if x ¢ Q, then for some
Im| < /N,
(5.20) |G[7N7N] (x+ma),E)(n1,n2)| < e*CO(‘Vl]7”2‘*(1(1%‘(‘)5)1\7)7 |n1|7 |n2| <N.

As in Section 4,

|f(x+mo+no)

V14+E?

(5.21) |G_n N (X +m@,E)(ny,n2)| = ||B[,N7N](x+ma),E)7l(n1,n2)|.
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Truncate power series for f,g in (5.21), Q may be assumed semi-algebraic of degree at most N®. Let
= N©1, Cy is a sufficiently large constant. Then by Proposition[5.2]

(5.22) #HJI <N xo+joe QY <N % § >0.

Using (3.22), we may find an interval I C [0,N;] of size N such that

(5.23) Xt jod¢Q, Yjelu(-I).

Then for some |m;| < v/N,

(5.24) |Glap) (%0, E) (n1,m2)] < e collm=ml=G+eN) )y € [a,b),

where [a,b] = [j+mj— N, j+mj+ N]. By @I, (CI8), 324),

(5.25) gl<c Y e=c0(li=nl=(x+€})N) p=pIn—r In'| < CNpeo(KHEN o= FN =4,

n€la,b],n'¢a,b)

Let jy be the center of 7, we have

(5.26) 1= & < IG1jy.jo) 0 EMIIR( g jo H (x0) Rz [y o] EII-
For |n| < jo, by (5.23),
(5.27) |(R[*J'07J'0]H(XO)RZ\ 10710 Inl < Z e P n‘"): |
['[> jo

/ 0 / 0 N 0
< ) e Pmle=3N L ¢ ) e Pl | < CemIN 4 CNe P35 < etV

Jo<In'|<jo+% |n'|>jo+5
By (5.26), (5.27).
Q
(5.28) G jojo) (X0, E)|| > e,
hence
. _%

(5.29) dist(E, specH|_j, j,|(x0)) < e ™ N,

Denote
(5.30) Ew = U specH|_; j (xo0).

/<M
It follows from (329) thatif x ¢ |J Q(E’), then for some |m| < v/N,
E'cé&y

(5.31) |Gl_N N (X, E) (n1,12)] < eiCO(‘”P”Z‘*(KHg)N), ny,ny € [—-N,N|]+m

Let N, = N©2, G; is a sufficiently large constant. Suppose
(5.32) xo+no¢ |J QE), VVNy <|n| <2N,

E'€é&y

then by (3.31)), there are |m,| < /N such that

(5.33) |G[7N,N]+n+m,, (x0,E)(n1,ma)| < 6700(‘”17n2‘7<K+€g)N), ni,ny € [—=N,N]+n+m,,.
LetA= U ([-N,N]+n+my) D [v/N2,2N;]. By Lemmal[5.4l
VN, <n<2N,
(5.34) |GA(x0,E)(n1,m2)| < 2eC0<K+£g)N7 ni,ny €A,

< N>
(5.35) |GA(x0,E)(n1,n2)|<e770‘”‘7"2‘, ny,ny € Ay |lnp —np| > — T
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For 3N, < j < N», by (534), (533),

(5.36) &l<C Y |Galxo.E)(j,n)le Il
neAn'¢A

170 ('0 .
<e M <m0,

4>|§

0, i s

<CN, Y ezl ponGeolcteaN P
N
[n—jI>15

Now we need to prove (5.32). Consider for |j| < Ny, the set S; C T? x R of (@,x,E") where

(5.37) |kol|| > alk|™, V0 < |k| <N,
(5.38) x€QE),
(5.39) E' € specH|_; ;(xo)-
Let
(540) S = PI'OjT2Sj.

Since mesQ(E’) < e=N’,
o
2

(5.41) mesS < Nje~ N < g~V

Since S is a semi-algebraic set of degree at most Nllo, by Proposition[5.1] S is a semi-algebraic set of
degree at most NIIOC.

Taken=1,B=NCn=eV

S )

1
,€ =N, ' in Lemma[5.3] we have S = S; US>,

L L
(5.42) mesProj,S; < B <NFN, " <N, .
We study the intersection of S, and sets
(5.43) {(o,x0+nw): 0 c[0,1]}, Ny <|n| <2N,,

where xo + n are considered mod 1. (5.43)) lies in the parallel lines

(5.44) L=1"— [w:ﬂ—m:xoem, Im| < Na.
Since [Proj,ew| < 155, by Lemmal[3.3]

1 o
(5.45) mes($,NL) < Be 7 < NENjOe 2N 2

Summing over n,m,
2O, —tend —eN
(5.46)  mes{w € [0,1]: (0,x+nw) € $>,3IVN, < |n| <2N>} < N3Ny N,)%¢ 2 <e .

1 o 1
NS 1 ) ‘
From (.42), (5.46), we exclude an @-set of measure N, ™" +e~ V" <N, . Summing over | j| <N,

L
we get an @-set Zy,mesZy <N, " < N~19, such that for @ ¢ %y,

(5.47) & <e sl )| e BNCZ,NCZ]
Let
(5.48) Z= () U %,

No>1N>Ny



then mesZ = 0. If ® ¢ %, then by (3.48), there is Ny > 1 such that ® ¢ Zy,VN > Ny. By (3.47),

o ; 1 1
(5.49) &l <e S vljle | [ZN NG| = | ZNZ,e0 ).
NN L2 2
ZINQ
This proves (3.19) and Theorem 3.3 O
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