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On the spectrum of critical almost Mathieu operators in
the rational case

S. Jitomirskaya, L. Konstantinov, I. Krasovsky

Abstract

We derive a new Chambers-type formula and prove sharper upper bounds on the
measure of the spectrum of critical almost Mathieu operators with rational frequencies.

1 Introduction

The Harper operator, a.k.a. the discrete magnetic LaplacianEL is a tight-binding model of an
electron confined to a 2D square lattice in a uniform magnetic field orthogonal to the lattice
plane and with flux 2ra through an elementary cell. It acts on £?(Z?) and is usually given
in the Landau gauge representation

(H(a)¢)m,n = 1/}m,n—1 + wm,n—i-l + 6_2127mm¢m—1,n + eizmlnwm—i-l,nu (1>

first considered by Peierls [I7], who noticed that it makes the Hamiltonian separable and
turns it into the direct integral in § of operators on ¢?(Z) given by:

(Hopp)(n) =p(n—1) + @(n+ 1)+ 2cos2r(an + 0)p(n), a,0€0,1). (2)

In physics literature, it also appears under the names Harper’s or the Azbel-Hofstadter
model, with both names used also for the discrete magnetic Laplacian H (a)). In mathematics,
it is universally called the critical almost Mathieu operator/d In addition to importance in
physics, this model is of special interest, being at the boundary of two reasonably well
understood regimes: (almost) localization and (almost) reducibility, and not being amenable
to methods of either side. Recently, there has been some progress in the study of the fine
structure of its spectrum [6l [7], 9, 13| [15].

Denote the spectrum of an operator H, as a set, by o(H). An important object is
the union of o(H,e) over ¢, which coincides with the spectrum of H(a). We denote it
S(a) :== o(H(cr)) = Upejo,1y0(Hap). Note that by the general theory of ergodic operators, if
« is irrational, 0(H, ) is independent of §. We denote the Lebesgue measure of a set A by
|Al.

For irrational a, the Lebesgue measure |S(a)| = 0, and S(a) is a set of Hausdorff di-
mension no greater than 1/2 [14, 2, 8]. The proof of the Hausdorff dimension result in [§]

!The name “discrete magnetic Laplacian” was first introduced by M. Shubin in [I8].
2This name was originally introduced by Barry Simon [19].
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(which was a conjecture of D. J. Thouless) is based on upper bounds of the measure of the
spectrum for a € Q and a strong continuity. For rational a = f}’—g, where pg, qo are coprime
positive integers, Last obtained the bounds [14, Lemma 1]:

2 p(e)| %

qo0 qo qo0

where e = exp(1) = 2.71.... While the upper bound in (B]) was sufficient for the argument
of [8], the measure of the spectrum is subject to another conjecture of Thouless [20] 21]:
that in the limit p, /¢, — «, we have ¢,|S(pn/q.)| — ¢, where ¢ = 32C./m = 9.32...,
C. = o(—=1)*(2k+1)72 being the Catalan constant. Thouless provided a partly heuristic
argument in the case p, = 1, ¢, — oo. A rigorous proof for « = 0 and p, =1 or p, = 2, ¢,
odd, was given in [5].

The purpose of this note is to present a sharper upper bound, for all a € Q:

Theorem 1. For all positive coprime integers py and qqg,

(@)l

Thus, the upper bound is reduced from 8¢ = 21.74... to 4m = 12.56.... The way we
prove Theorem 1 is very different from that of [14]; we use the chiral gauge representation [§]
and Lidskii’s inequalities. The chiral gauge representation of the almost Mathieu operator
also leads to a new type of Chambers’ relation (equations (I4)), (I5]) below).

2 Proof of Theorem 1

Consider the following operator on (?(Z):
(Hap0)(n) = 2sin 27 (a(n—1)+0)p(n—1)+2sin 2r(an+0)o(n+1),  «,0 € [0,1),
(4)

and define g(a) = U96[071)U(f[a79). It was shown in [8 Theorem 3.1] that the operators
My = @gepo,1)Haa, and Ma = @96[071)1;[%9 are unitarily equivalent, so that S(«) = g(a/Q).
(Note that o(Hang) # U(ﬁaﬂ), in general.) See also related partly non-rigorous consider-
ations in [16] 10, 22 11], 12], and an application of the rational case in [I3]. Operator ()
corresponds to the chiral gauge representation of the Harper operator.

From now on, we always consider the case of rational a. Furthemore, the analysis below
for gy = 1, o = 2 becomes especially elementary, and gives [S(1)] = 8, |S(1/2)| = 4v/2, so
that Theorem [I] obviously holds in these cases. From now on, we assume ¢o > 3.

If po is even, define p := & and ¢ := g (note that g is necessarily odd in this case). This
corresponds to case I below. If po is odd, define p := py and g := 2qo. This corresponds to
case II below. We note that in either case p and ¢ are coprime and S(py/q0) = S(p/q).

Let b(x) := 2sin(2mx), and further identify b,(0) := b((p/q)n+6). For the operator Hz g,
Floquet theory states that £ € U(ﬁg’g) if and only if the equation (f[g,@gp)(n) = Fy(n) has
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a solution {¢(n)},ez satisfying p(n+ q) = e*p(n) for all n, and for some real k. Therefore,
for a fixed k, there exist ¢ values of E satisfying the eigenvalue equation

o(0) ©(l)
By k. : =FK : (5)
ol +q—1) o(l+q—1)
for any ¢, where
0 by 0 0 - 0 0 e hap,,
by 0 byt O 0 0 0
0 bes1 0 byy --- 0 0 0
Boe=| 0L ; (6)
0 0 0 0 - bygs O bsg2
e*b o 0 0 0 o 0 bpgs 0

Thus, the eigenvalues of By ¢ are independent of /.

2.1 Chambers-type formula

The celebrated Chambers’ formula presents the dependence of the determinant of the al-
most Mathieu operator with a = py/qo restricted to the period gy with Floquet boundary
conditions, on the phase f and quasimomentum k. In the critical case it is given by (see,

e.g., [14])

det(Agre— E) = A(E) — 2(—1)%(cos(2mqo) + cos(kqo)), (7)
where
ay 1 o 0 --- 0 0 e~ ika
1 a1 0 0 0 0
0 1 a 1 --- 0 0 0
Apwe=1 ; f:+2 Coel ; ; , LEZ, (8)
0 0 0 0 - 1 ages 1
ek 0 0 0 - 0 1 apg
a(zx) := 2cos(2mx), an(0) :== a((po/qo)n + 6), 9)

and A, the discriminan, is independent of # and k. An immediate corollary of this formula
is that S (g—) = AY([~4,4)), e.g., [14].
Here we obtain a formula of this type for det(Byy, — E). Indeed, as usual, separating

the terms containing k£ in the determinant, we obtain, for the characteristic polynomial
D97k(E) = det(Bngj - E) .

Dy i(E) = DP(E) — (—1)%g - - - by - 2 cos(kq), (10)

where Déo)(E) is independent of k and equal therefore to D97k:%(E).
For the product of b;’s we have:

3In [14], the discriminant differs from A(E) by the factor (—1)%.
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Lemma 1.

q—1
by -b,_1 = 281n27r<—]—|—9)
! ]1:[0 q (11)
= 4sin(mqf) sinmq(0 + 1/2) = 2(cos(rq/2) — cos mq(20 + 1/2)).

Proof. To evaluate the product of b;’s, we expand sine in terms of exponentials and use the

formula 1 — 277 = ;1.;(1)(1 — P ). An alternative derivation can go along the lines of
the proof of Lemma 9.6 in [1]. |

Substituting (1) into (I0), we have
Dy x(E) = DV (E) — 8(—1)?sin(mqf) sin wq(8 + 1/2) cos(kq). (12)
We can further obtain the dependence of Déo)(E) on 0:

Lemma 2.

Oy _ X 0, q odd
Dy (E) = AE) + { 4(cos(2mql) — 1), q even,

where the discriminant A(E) := Déoz)o(E) is independent of 0.

Proof. Since Dy (E) is independent of /, it is 1/¢ periodic in 0, i.e., Dy x(E) = Dot1/q%(E),
and by (I0) so is Déo)(E). Therefore, since, clearly, Déo)(E) =317 c,(E)e* " the terms

n=—q

¢ other than £ = mgq vanish, and Déo)(E) has the following Fourier expansion:
Déo)(E) =co(E) + cqe%iq@ + c_qe_z’”qe.

It is easily seen that the ¢, and c_, can be obtained from the expansion of the determinant

and that, moreover, they do not depend on E. Expanding Déo)(E) with £ = 0 in rows and
columns (cf. [13]), we obtain

©) i} |0, q odd
DO = Daseg O = (ayorag o+t 12, o (13)
q=2 p q=2 Do
This gives ¢, = c_q = 0 for ¢ odd, and ¢, = [[;Z, "™’ + [, 2, eI — 9 — ¢ for
¢ even. It remains to denote A(E) = ¢o(E) for ¢ odd, and A(E) = ¢o(E) + 4 for ¢ even, and
the proof is complete. [ |
We therefore have, by (I2) and Lemma
Lemma 3 (Chambers-type formula).
Doi(E) = A(E) +4(=1) "2 sin(2mqh) cos(kq), ¢ odd. (14)
Dy (E) = A(E) — 4(1 — cos(2mgf)) (1 + (=1)%? cos(kq)), q even. (15)
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Note that &(E) is a polynomial of degree ¢ independent of £k € R and 6 € [0,1). By
Floquet theory, the spectrum U(ﬁg’g) is the union of the eigenvalues of By, over k, a
collection of ¢ intervals.

We make the following observations.

Case I: q is odd.
By (), Dy x(E) = det(By—E) = 0if and only if A(E) = 4(—1)@)/2sin(27¢0) cos(kq).

Thus, U(ﬁg’g) is the preimage of [—4|sin(2mw¢f)|, 4| sin(2mqf)||] under the mapping A(E). If
0 =m/(2q), m € Z, a(ﬁg,%) is a collection of ¢ points where A(E) = 0. (In this case,

bo(m/(2¢)) = 0, so that H splits into the direct sum of an infinite number of copies of a
g-dimensional matrix.) We note that the spectra o(H 5,9) for different # are nested in one
another as 6 grows from 0 to 1/(4q); in particular, for each 6 € [0, 1),

o(Hy 5) = A ([~4]sin(2mqf)| 4] sin(2rqd)|]) C o(Hoyr) = A ([-4.4]).  (16)

This implies that all the maxima of K(E) are no less than 4, and all the minima are no
greater than —4. Moreover, taking the union over all 6 € [0,1) gives:

(2 =0 ~p 1 :N_l - .
5(2) = ol y) = B (-0.0) (17

Clearly, it is sufficient to consider only 6 € [0,1/(4q)].

Case II: q is even. This case is similar to case I, so we omit some details for brevity. By
(@), Dyr(E) = 0 if and only if A(E) = 4(1 — cos(2mq0))(1 + (—=1)%2 cos(kq)). Considering

the cases k = 0, 7, it is easy to see that U(H%g) is the preimage of [0, 8 — 8 cos(2mgf)] under

the mapping A(E). If 6 = m/q, m € Z, a(ﬁlgv%) is a collection of ¢ points where A(E) = 0.
We note that the spectra U(f] g’g) for different 6 are nested in one another as 6 grows from
0 to 1/(2q); in particular, for each 6 € [0, 1),

o(Hz ) = A7([0,8 — 8 cos(2mq0)]) C a(ﬁgﬁzz_z) = A71(]0,16)). (18)

This implies that all the maxima of E(E) are no less than 16, and all the minima are no
greater than 0. Moreover, taking the union over all 6 € [0,1) gives:

S (g) = o(Hy 4y ) = A71([0,16]), (19)
Clearly, it is sufficient to consider only 6 € [0,1/(2q)].

In this case of even ¢ we can say more about the form of A(E). Note that by(0) = be/2(0) =
0 and b, (0) = b_(0). Recall that by Floquet theory, Dy x(E) = det(Byx¢— E) is independent
of the choice of ¢. For convenience, choose ¢ = —q/2+1. It is easily seen that By—q k. =—q/2+1
decomposes into a direct sum, and moreover &(E) = Do_ox(E) = (—1)?P,j2(—E) P, 2(E),
where P,/5(F) is a polynomial of degree ¢/2, odd if ¢/2 is odd, and even if ¢/2 is even (as
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it is a characteristic polynomial of a tridiagonal matrix with zero main diagonal). Thus
A(E) = P,j2(E)? is a square.

The discriminants A(E) = &,,/q(E) and A(E) = Ay, /q(F) are related in the following
way:

Lemma 4. For q odd,

Apsg(E) = Dposg(E);  po=2p, q=4q (20)
For q even,
AP/Q(E) = Alzl()/qo(E)7 bPo =D, do = Q/2 (21)

Proof. Case I q is odd. Here, by our definitions at the start of the section, po = 2p and

do = q. &,,/q(E) and Ay /q,(E) are polynomials in £ of degree ¢ with the same coefficient
—1 of E7. Since A(E) = A(E) = £4 at the 2¢ > ¢ + 1 distinct edges of the bands (cf. [4,
3.3]), these polynomials coincide: A(FE) = A(FE) for each FE.

Case II: q is even. Here, py = p and qo = ¢/2. S (g) = <”—8> is the preimage of [0, 16]
under A, /g and of [—4, 4] under A, /4., hence also of [0, 16] under A? On the other hand,

P0/q0"

we have seen above that A(E) = P2/2(E) for some polynomial P,/,(E) of degree q/2 = qo.
Thus, P?,(E) and A*(E) coincide at the 2gy > go + 1 (for gy odd) and 2q0 — 1> qo+ 1 (for
qo even) distinct edges of the bands (cf. [4, 3.3]; the central bands merge for ¢y even), so

these polynomials of degree ¢ are equal: A(E) = A?(E) for each E. |

2.2 Measure of the spectrum

The rest of the proof follows the argument of [3], namely it uses Lidskii’s inequalities to
bound |S (2)]. The key observation is that choosing ¢ appropriately, we can make the corner
elements of the matrix By ¢ very small, of order 1/¢ when ¢ is large. This is not possible to
do in the standard representation for the almost Mathieu operator. Here are the details.

Case I: q is odd. Assume without loss that (—1)@*Y/2 > 0,0 € (0,1/(4q)]. (If (=1)(+D/2 <
0, the analysis is similar.) Then the eigenvalues {\;(0)}{_; of By r—o, labelled in decreasing
order are the edges of the spectral bands where A(E) reaches its maximum 4 sin(2mgf) on
the band; and the eigenvalues {XZ(H) 7, of Byi=r/qe labelled in decreasing order are the

edges of the spectral bands where A(FE) reaches its minimum —4sin(27gf) on the band.
Then

q (g—1)/2

o (Hr o) =D (=1)77 (N;(6) — Z (Azjm1(0) = Agg-1(0)) + D (Ags(0) = Ao (0));

j=1 J=1
(0) = X;(0) >0, if j is odd; Xj(e) — \;(0) <0, if jis even.
(22)



Now we view B x—r/q,c as Bgr—o,¢ with the added perturbation

_2b5+q—1
B j=r/q0 — Bo k=00 = ;
_Qb€+q—l
which has the eigenvalues {F;(0)}_, given by:
Eqy(0) = =2[brsq-1(0)] <0 = Eq1(0) = -+ = E5(0) = 0 < 2[bey.4-1(0)] = Ex(0).

The Lidskii inequalities (e.g., (2.51) in [3]) are:

Theorem 2. For any q X q self-adjoint matriz M, we denote is eigenvalues by F1(M) >

Ey(M) > ---> E,(M). Forq x q self-adjoint matrices A and B, we have:

E y(A+B)+---+E;, (A+ B)<E,(A)+---+E;, (A)+ E(B)+ -+ E,(B);

EZI(A+B) +.'.+E7;77L(A+B) 2 Eil(A)+'.'+E7;77L(A)+Eq_m+1(B) +.'.+EQ(B)7

forany 1 <ip < - <ip < q.

Applying these inequalities with A = Bp p—o¢, B = Bp p—r/q,¢ — Bor—o, gives:

(g+1)/2 (g+1)/2
> (Qoja(0) = Xya(@) < 30 Ei(0) = Bi(0);
(¢—1)/2 q
D7 (i(0) = Xoi(0)) < — Y E(0) = —E,(0).
j=1 j=(g=1)/2

Substituting these into (22]), we obtain:

o(Hz )| < Er(6) — Ey(6) = Albregs (9)].

Moreover, by the invariance of Dy ,(E) under the mapping b,, — b4, forn =0,1, ...

and any m, we can choose any ¢ in (23]), so that
o2 )| < 4min beyg-1(6)].

In particular,

~ p ~ .
'5 <5)‘ = |o(Hep_ )| < 4min

1
et (@)\ =4

Po)| — |S(2 dm _ 4z -
Therefore, |S(2)| = [S(E)| < °F = 7, as required.

sin27r | — )| < —.
4q q

(23)

aq_]-

(24)

(25)

Case II: q is even. This case is similar to case I, so we omit some details for brevity. This
time, the Lidskii equations of Theorem 2 show that |S (B)] < %’T. Indeed, as in (24]), we have

(note the doubling of the eigenvalues for A(E) = 0)

o (Hzg)| < Amin [beig-1(6)]-

(26)



In particular,

~ p ~ .
’S <5)‘ = ‘O'(Hg’@:Q_lq)‘ < 4m£1n

1
b i [ — ) =42
£+q1<2q)‘

Therefore, |S(2)] = [S(2)] < 8% = 4= a5 required.
(] q q q0
This completes the proof of Theorem [Il
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