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We consider the random Dirac operators for which we have proved Anderson localization in [J.-M. Barbaroux, H.D.
Cornean, and S. Zalczer. Localization for Gapped Dirac Hamiltonians with Random Perturbations: Application to
Graphene Antidot Lattices. Doc. Math., 24:65-93, 2019]. We use the Wegner estimate we have got in that paper
to prove Lipschitz regularity of the density of states. We use a method based on the Helffer-Sjostrand formula to get
information on the density of states from the Wegner estimate we have proven in the first article.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The density of states is a major concept in condensed matter physics. It aims at measuring the number of energy levels by
unit of volume near a given energy. Since operators used in solid-state physics typically have absolutely continuous or dense
pure point spectrum, it is not possible to count the eigenvalues. Instead, we have to use a finite volume operator, the spectrum
of which is discrete at least in some region of interest. More information about the general theory of the density of states for
random Schrodinger operators can be found in 1 and 2. Note that, in these references, all results are about Schridinger operators,
i.e. with the energy given by a Laplacian. The density of states of random Dirac operators have been studied in a recent paper
of Prado, de Oliveira and de Oliveira?; they consider the case of a discrete one-dimensional operator while, in the present paper,
we consider a continuous model in arbitrary dimension.

In this paper, we consider the random Dirac-like operators for which we proved Anderson localization in the gap of the
unperturbed operator in 4. One important physical meaning of these operators is the study of graphene. Indeed, the dispersion
surface of the Hamiltonian describing an electron in graphene has a conical singularity, at a point which is called Dirac point>.
Models with Dirac operators are used by physicists in numerical simulations and give results in accordance with the ones given
by discrete models®-®. Mathematically speaking, Fefferman and Weinstein prove that the Dirac equation governs the effective
dynamics of electrons in graphene, when the initial data are spectrally concentrated near the singularity’. Note that the density
of states of graphene models is studied by physicists (see 10 and references therein).

We look again at the model of 4. We assume that a periodic potential creates an energy bandgap, so that the graphene is a
semiconductor'!. We perturb this gapped Hamiltonian with a random potential, which represents the effect of impurities in the
sample. We use the Wegner estimate proven in 4 to get the Lipschitz regularity of the density of states. As we will explain in
Remark II1.2, several standard methods used for the density of states cannot be directly adapted to the case of Dirac operators. We
use the Helffer-Sjostrand formula to get the result, as it has been used in different settings by Klopp and Raikov'?, Germinet and
Klein'3, or Hislop'*. We prove that this method can be adapted to the case of random Dirac operators, which implies to prove
an adapted Combes-Thomas inequality (Property I1.4). Such a result is usually called “Lipschitz regularity of the integrated
density of states”, the integrated density of states being the cumulative distribution function of the density of states measure.
Nevertheless, our operator is not bounded from below and, conversely to Schrédinger operators with Gaussian potentials'>1017|
finite -volume operators have infinitely many eigenvalues below any real number. It is thus not possible to define the cumulative
distribution function in the usual way. Hence, our results will be formulated in terms of the density of states measure.

In Section II, we present the model and give the result. In Section III is given the proof of the theorem. In Section IV, we
prove that another way to define the density of states gives the same value. In Appendix A, we give a proof of a Combes-Thomas
estimate.

II. MODEL AND IMPORTANT PROPERTIES

In this first part, we recall the model we have already used in 4. We use the terminology introduced by Klein and Koines in 18.


mailto:szalczer@bcamath.org
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0078383
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0078383

2

Definition IL1. Let {0;}% , be a family of n x n Hermitian matrices where n,d > 1. We consider the following first-order linear
operator with constant coefficients:

d
d
(=iV) = Y 6j(—ia), 1)
o (—iV) J;Gj( 18xj> (

densely defined in L?(R¢,C"). It is elliptic if there exists C > 0 such that for all p € R? and ¢ € C" we have

I(o - p)glicr = Cllpliga Ilicr- 2

Definition IL.2. We say that an operator on L>(R¢,C") is a coefficient positive operator if it is a bounded invertible operator
given by the multiplication by an n x n Hermitian matrix-valued measurable function S(x) such that there exist two positive
constants S+ such that:

0<S_I, <S(x) <S4y, 3)
where I, is the n x n identity matrix.

We consider operators of the type
Hy :=8SDyS+ V) 4@

where Dy is a first-order elliptic operator with constant coefficients like in (1), and S is a coefficient positive operator as in (3).
We assume that the function § € W= (R¢ J#,(C)), where 7, is the space of n x n Hermitian matrices, is Z?-periodic. We
denote

Dy := SDgS.

The potential V; is Z¢-periodic and belongs to L= (R¢, ).
With the above definitions and assumptions, the operator Hy is self-adjoint on H'(R?,C").

Assumption 1 (gap assumption). The spectrum of Hy contains a finite open gap, which will be denoted (B_,B.).

Examples of operators satisfying these conditions can be found in 4, pp. 68—69. They include the free Dirac operator with a
positive mass and the periodic operators modelling graphene antidot lattices studied in 19.

For operators fulfilling Assumption 1, we want to study the effect of random perturbations on the spectral gap (B_,B..).

The random matrix-valued perturbation V,, describing local defects is defined by

Vo= Y, Ao~ &(w) ~i),

i€zt
for some u, A; and &; satisfying Assumption 2 below. The total Hamiltonian is thus

Assumption 2. (i) The real-valued random variables {1;(®),i € Z¢} are independent and identically distributed. Their common
distribution is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure, with a density h such that ||h||1= < oo. We assume that
supp(h) =: [—m, M| # {0} for some finite non-negative m and M.

(ii) The variables {&;(®), i € Z4Y are independent and identically distributed, and they are also independent from the Aj’s. They
take values in Bg with 0 < R < % where By is the ball in RY with radius R and centered at the origin.

(iii) The single-site matrix potential u is compactly supported with supp(u) C [—2, 2]‘1 . In addition, u is assumed to be continuous
almost everywhere, with u € L™ (R, "), where " is the space of n x n non-negative Hermitian matrices.

As stated in 4, Remark 2.6(ii), Hy, is an ergodic family of operators and then has an almost surely deterministic spectrum.
Throughout this article we use the sup norm in R? : |x| := max{|x;| : i = 1,...,d}. By Az we denote the open box of side
L > 0 centered at O:

L
AL={yeR% |y < 5}*



Given a box Az, we define the localized operator

Hor:=Ho+ Y A(ou(-—&(w))=Ho+Vor, (6)
iEALﬂZ’l

where we denote u; := u(- —i). This operator is a self-adjoint unbounded operator on L?(R%,C").

We can then define Ry, 1.(z) := (He —z) ! the resolvent of Hy, ; and Eg 1(-) its spectral projection.

The two most important properties used in the proof are the following. The first one is the Wegner estimate proven in 4,
Theorem 4.2.

Property I1.3 (Wegner estimate). Suppose Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. For any compact subinterval J of (B—,B.), there exists
a constant Cy such that for alla < b € J and all L > 0

E (t(Eo([a,b])) < € (b—a) L.

The second property is similar to Lemma 4.6 of 4. Its proof is given in appendix. Recall that, for a positive self-adjoint
operator,

+oo

tr(A) ==Y (e, Aei), (N

n=0

where (e;);cn is any orthonormal basis. The value of the trace is independent of the orthonormal basis, see Theorem VI.18 of
Reed and Simon”’. We say that an operator A is trace class if

[A][1 == tr(|A]) <ee.
We denote the ideal of trace class operators by 7].

Property I1.4 (Combes-Thomas estimate). Fix E,, andY > 0. For all E, y such that |E| < E,,, |y| <Y and any pair of bounded
Sunctions 1 and xp with || Xill« < 1 for i = 1,2 and 1 compactly supported, such that the distance between their supports is
a > 10, the operator y1(Hgy — E —iy) ™! xy is trace class.

Furthermore, there exist two constants D > 0 and o > 0 such that for all E, y, X1, X2 satisfying these hypotheses and all
o € Q, we have

o D o
%1 (Ho —E —iy) ' gall1 < TR Isupp(x1)| e~ M. (8)

Our goal being a result on the density of states, we have to define it.
For any nonnegative bounded measurable compactly supported function ¢ on the real line, ® € Q and L € N, we denote by
x1 the characteristic function of Az and define

1
Vo.r(9) = gt (X9 (Ho)xL).-
Lemma IL5. For almost all o, all L and ¢ satisfying the above conditions, Ve 1.(9) is finite. Moreover, we have that

lim vy 1 (@) =E(tr(x19 (Ho)X1)),

L—e
where the convergence is both almost surely and in L' ().

Proof. We can write Y1 as ¥.yczdna, Xy Where Xy is the characteristic function of A;(y), defined as {y € R4 |y — 1] < %} Then,

XOHo)xe= Y,  xy9(Ho)xy
’}’,’)/GZ‘{FIAL

Let us prove that y,¢(Hy) is trace class.
Obviously, we have that for A > 0

X9 (Ho) = Xy(Ho +il) 2 (Hy +il)* ¢ (Ho).

Since ¢ is compactly supported, it is easy to see that for A > 0 the operator (Hy +iA)*¢(Hy,) is bounded. Let 7! be the
multiplication by (x)~2¢. We prove as in the proof of (SGEE) in 4, pp. 78-79 that for A large enough T~ (H, +iA) "2 € 7
with a trace norm almost surely independent of @. Hence, xy¢(Hy) € 71 and its trace norm is almost surely independent of @.



We can then use the cyclicity of the trace (¢f. 20, Theorem VI.25) to write
1
Vo,L(9) = 7d E tr (%y‘P(Hw)Xy)-
YEZANAL

But ergodicity makes it possible to write xy¢ (Ho) Xy = 20Uy ¢ (Ho)UyXo = X0 (Hy,(w)) Xo Where Uy is the translation operator
associated with y on L?(R?,C") and Ty the corresponding operator on Q. We have then.

vor@) =75 L (200 (He)0).

YEZANAL

Since the family (tr (x()(p( ) x())) » is ergodic with respect to translations and because E (|tr (10¢(Hry(w)) x()) |) <
ve
according to Birkhoff’s ergod1c theorem (cf. for example 21, Theorem 1.14 and Corollary 1.14.1), we get the result. [

We denote by v(¢) the almost sure limit of v, 7, as L tends to infinity, it can be defined for functions which are not nonnegative
too. It is easy to see that v is a positive linear form on €.(R (R) and thus, through Riesz-Markov theorem, comes from a Borel
measure. This measure will be called the density of states and called v too.

Our result is then the following:

Theorem IL.6 (Lipschitz continuity). For any compact subinterval J C (B_,B.), there exists some constant C; > 0 such that
foranya,beJ, a<b,

v([a,b]) < Cs(b—a).

Ill. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

Since our Wegner estimate concerns H, 7, we begin by showing that we can use this operator instead of Hy, in the density of
states.

Lemma IIL1. Let ¢ € 6;5°(R) with support in (B_,B.), as defined in Assumption 1. Then, uniformly in o,

Jim 2 (9 (Ho 1) — 1209 (Hor.115)22)) = . ©)

Proof. According to the Helffer-Sjostrand formula (cf. for example 22, Proposition 4.8, or 23, Section 2.2), there exists ¢ €
¢ (C) ; a%(f;(z)‘ < C|3(z)|*¥+2. Moreover, we have for any
self-adjoint operator A

¢(A):%/Rz9¢~)(x+iy)(A—x—iy)’ldxdy. (10)

Let L > 0. According to this formula and resolvent equation, we have that for all @ € Q

1
. <tr<xL¢<Hm>xL>tr<xL¢<HwL+1s>xL>>\ (1)
1 aPS 1 exi
<W R2\8¢(x+1y)\||XL( —iy)~ 1VwL+15(HwL+15— x—1iy) XLH dxdy (12)
1 6 1 3 ext
N pd Rz“m(’””y)‘||7CL(H0>*X*1Y) A% +15H |(Ho L 415 —x—1y) 1JcLHd.xdy (13)

1 _ 1
where we have denoted Vi 15 := Vo — Vo115 = Voe)’fLHS(l — XL+10)-

The operator norm in the integral is bounded by |y|~!. The first factor |0 (x +iy)| is bounded by C|y|?¢*2. The product is
hence bounded by some constant independent of L, x and y multiplied by [y|>¢*!.
Let us consider the trace-norm factor. We have that

22 (Ho = x=iy) Vet sl < Moo (|| (Fo = x = 19) ™ (e = 20010) | (14)

s 1101,



where M., denotes the supremum of |V,|.
Thanks to (8), (14) is bounded by

c C aan
B |supp (X 7 — Xr+12)| < mEE /
and (15) by

—ahVL _ € ja,-ahvL
2d+1 :

€ supp(z)le
T Tl L
|y|2d+1 Iyl

Since there exist a compact set K and M > 0 independent of L such that supp(¢) C K x [~M,M], we can bound

M
/ / Ceily‘ﬁdydx
KJ-M

by C' —e™ ﬁ) for some constant C’'. We have then that there exists C such that for all L > 0

et

% (r(xe9 (Ho)xr) —tr(xe¢ (Ho)21)) | <

gl

which tends to 0 as L tends to infinity.

Remark III.2. Several methods to make appear the finite volume operator in the calculation, described in 1 and 2, are specific
to Schrodinger operators: one of them uses the Feynman-Kac formula and the other one Dirichlet-Neumann bracketing, which is
not possible in our case because the Dirac operator is not self-adjoint neither with Dirichlet nor Neumann boundary conditions.
Another method, close to ours, is presented in 24 but works only for discrete models since it uses the fact that (Hy, — z)*l XL 18

trace-class for all z € C\R and L > 0, which is not the case on the continuum.

Conversely, the method we present here, which had already been used for generalized Anderson Hamiltonians'? or perturbed

12

Landau Hamiltonians'~, works for a large class of operators.

Proof of Theorem I1.6. Let J be a compact subinterval of (B_,B.). We want to prove that there exists some constant C; > 0

such that for all a,b € J, a < b,
V(1jap) < Ci(b—a).

Let ¢ be as in Lemma III.1 with 0 < ¢ < 11, ). Then, for L € N and almost every @,

tr (X9 (Ho rv15)XL) < tr(XLEw r115([a,b]) xL)
<tr(Egpriis([a,b])).

Then, the Wegner estimate (Property I1.3) gives us that there exists C; such that, for all ¢, a,b € J and L large enough, we

have

E (tr (229 (Ho r+15)11)) < E(tt(Ewr415([a, b)) < C; (b—a) (L+15)
<C)(b—a) L’

We have that
1
vig) = Jim e (10 (o))

1
= lim E]E (tr(x2¢(HoL+15)XL)) -

L—so0

But we know that for all L

B (00 (Ho15)10)) < C(b—a)

soVv(9) <Cs(b—a).

By taking the supremum on 0 < ¢ < 1y, ;) through monotone convergence, we get the result on the density of states.



IV. ALTERNATIVE DEFINITION

Another way to define the density of states is to spatially cut off the operator before taking a function of it. Typically, if we
are interested in the density of states of an operator H, we look at limits such as

lim %tr(q)(HL))

L—so0

where Hj, is the operator H restricted to Ay with good boundary conditions.

In our case, we will denote by H?, the operator H, restricted to the box A, with periodic boundary condition.

We begin by proving a technical lemma similar to the one of Birman and Solomyak given in 25, Theorem 4.1. Recall that a
self-adjoint operator is in the Schatten class .7, if its pth Schatten norm is finite, namely

Al == ((JA]P)) P < o,

Lemma IV.1. Let L > 0 and Vi the gradient with periodic boundary conditions on Ay. Let H = f(x)g(—iV7‘") on L*(Ar)
with f € LP(AL) and ¥,,c74 |8(2Z)|P < oo for some 2 < p < . Then, H is in 7}, and

HI < 1 2nw » p 16
1#1p < ol | Xl ) (16)

nezd

Proof. Let us begin by the case p = 2. For y € L?>(Ar), we recall that we can define for all n € Z¢ its Fourier coefficient by
1 _ 2imnx
)= gz [ v

Standard manipulations on Fourier series make it possible to prove that H is an integral operator with kernel Lid Sx)gx—y)
where ¢ is the function on A;, of which the Fourier coefficients are (g(#%)), ;4. Then, according to Theorem 2.11 of 25, the

operator is Hilbert-Schmidt with a norm equal to the L? norm of its kernel.
Parseval identity gives the value of this norm.
The general case comes from interpolation as in Theorem 4.1 of 25. O

Lemma IV.2. Let ¢ be a bounded, measurable function with compact support. Uniformly in ®, we have:

i 1 er er
lim Ztr(9(Hey 1) — 2109 (Hey ) 21-10) = 0.

L—o0

Proof. We can easily see that
O (Hy'p) — xe-109 (Hpy' ) Xr—10 = 9 (Hgy 1) (Xr — Xr-10) + (X2 — Xr-10)9 (Hpy 1) X1-10-

Moreover, ¢ (H7) (xr.— xe—10) = ¢ (Hp'p ) (Ho'p —1)* (Hp [ —1) (X2 — X2—10). The factor ¢ (H}7 ) (H}7 —i)*@ is bounded
with a bound depending only on supp(¢) and || <.
According to Lemma IV.1, (0 - (—=iV}*) —i)~! = (o - (=iV]”) —i) "'y is in F5y with a 2d-norm which is smaller than
1/2d
lxzll2a (L% Yoz |g(22) 2d) where g(p) := (o - p—1i)~!. Itis easy to see that ||z ||2¢ = v/L and the second factor tends to

||g|l2a which is independent of L. Then, there exists a constant C such that the product is smaller than Cv/L. Writing the resolvent
equation as in Remark 2.6 (iii) of 4, we get the same result for (H}7 —i)~'. Then, by Holder inequality, (H,’, —i)~>*! is in
a)(24—1) With norm cLZ-1/2,

Similarly, we prove that (¥, — xz—10)(H. —1) 7' € 5y with a 2d-norm C|\xz — xr-10/la = cL% By Holder inequality,

(X — 2e-10)(Hpy [ — 1)~ is trace-class and
. 1
1(te — 22-10) (Ho —1) 72|y < CLY 2.

A fortiori, the operator (xz — xr—10)9(Hb 7 ) X110 is trace-class too and its norm is bounded by CL? 2. This completes the
proof. O



For L > 0, we will denote by RZﬁrL, (E) the resolvent (H gez, — E)~!. Furthermore, we define, for two operators A and B, the
commutator [A;B] := AB — BA.

Lemma IV.3 (Geometric resolvent equation). Let L < L' < o and J; a smooth function with support in Ay. Then, for all
E € p(H}y) Np(HGY),

KRG (E) = RG) (E) L+ RG (E)[Hy' s ZLIRG /(). (17

Proof. Let w € L*>(Ay/). Then, Ry (E)W € 9(H, ). Moreover, ZiR," (E)y € Z(H,’;,) and so

(Hyp —E)ILRy (E)y = oy + [HY s XLRY 1 (E)y. (18)

We see that XLR oL
we can project (18) on L?(Ar) to get

(Hiyp — E)ILRG  (E)W = XLy + [Hpy' LR (). (19)

The desired result is found by multiplying by R’} (E). O

",(E)y has support in Ay and, as a function in L>(Ay), it is in & (Hf;ei) Since [H¢/,: 7] has support in A,

Lemma IV4. Let ¢ € €5 (R) with support in (B_,B..), as defined in Assumption 1. Then, uniformly in o,

l}—woz (tr(XL¢(Hw)xL) o tr(¢(Hw L+10))) =0. (20)

Proof. We will use again the Helffer-Sjostrand formula: there exists ¢ € %, (C), its trace on R being ¢, such that 3C > 0,Vz €

C, a%(ﬁ(z)‘ < C|3(z)[**2. Moreover, we have for any self-adjoint operator A
| B . . LN
(])(A):;/Rza(])(x—i—ly)(A—x—ly) "dxdy. (1)

Let L > 0. Lemma IV.2 will enable us to replace (b(HC’; 1+10) by X0 (H] () xL. We introduce a function ¥z19 which is

smooth and in support in Az 1o and which satisfies ¥ 10Xz = X and ||V¥r+10]l < 1. According to Helffer-Sjostrand formula
and our last two lemmas, we have that for all @ € Q

1 <tI'(XL¢(Hw)XL)_tr(XL¢( “’L“O)XL))’

Ld
| B . SN
S 2 /Rz|9¢(x+l)’)|HXL(Hw—x—IY) "2 — xe(Ho o0 —x—iy) " e, dxdy
1 5 ~ . - . N— er SN —
S R2I9¢(x+1ﬂ|HXLXL+10(Hw—x—1y) L= X (HY g —x—1y) leHldxdy

1 36 : er v~
S W/RZ |a¢(x+1y)|HXL(H£.L+10_X—ly) "i0xe
+XL( wL+lO _iy)il[Hw;)ZLHo](Hw—x—iy)*le
_XL(Hw,L+1O_x_iY)71XLH1dXdy

< nLd/ |06 (x+iy |H%L(HZ,?£+1O_x_iy)il[Ha)QZLJrlO](Hw_x_iy)71XLHldXdy

< [ 1000l (o —x =) 11 Zes o) Flo == i) 2 vy

We go from the penultimate to the last line by observing that ¥ 10Xz = XL-

The first factor is bounded by C|y|?¢*? and the operator norm by 1/|y|.

Let us consider the trace-norm factor. Since [Hg); X1 +10] = 0 - (—iVZL+10) is a function with supremum 1 and support in the
belt A7+ 10\Az. s, equation (8) makes it possible to bound the trace norm of [Hg; 1.+ 10](He —x —iy) ™' xz by MM L9 with C
independent of L and (x,y). We have then that there exists C such that for all L > 0

1 C
7 (wCuo(Ho)1) —u(uo (Y 0)m)) < 7
which tends to 0 as L tends to infinity. O
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Appendix A: Combes-Thomas estimate

Proof of Property I1.4. Since the proof is similar to the one with real energies in 4, we give only what changes.
The first step is to bound the 7, norm of the product of the resolvent and a sufficiently decaying function. According to
inequality (2), we have that for E and y in the specified intervals, p € R? and g € C",

l(e-p—E—iy)gll* > |l(c-p—E)qll* + |yPllgl? = (IyI* +max(Cl|p|| - [E],0)*)[|q]*. (A1)
Then,
1
/ (a.p_E—iy)zddeg/ dp (A2)
H R R /Iy +max(C||pl[ — |E[,0)2
1 22d

</ dp—l—/ dp (A3)

Ipll<2En/c |y[* Ipl=2Ew/c Cllp[24

C//

<C+ (A4)

| |2d

Using the result of Birman and Solomyak (25, Theorem 4.1) and resolvent identities as in 4, Remark 2.6 (iii), we can prove
that, for ¥ a compactly supported function on R4, we have for all , E, y:

. C
[Ro(E +iy)xl2a < m”%”yd (AS)

for some constant C depending only on E,,,, Y, C and d.
We now prove an estimate in operator norm. Let € > 0 and define (x —x¢)¢ := \/€ + |x —x0|2. As in 4, Lemma B.1, forz > 0,
we define on €°(R?,C") the (non self-adjoint) operator

H, ¢ = e W0l gl 0)e — H — 156 - (iV (x—xp)e)S.
Then, for all #,& > 0, y with norm 1, E and y € R, we have
[(He —E—iy)y| =Sy, (He —E—iy)y))|

=[y,150 - (V(x—x0)e)S +y)¥)|
2|yl = Ky, 180 - (Vix—x0)e)S)y)|

Choosing ¢ so small that |[zSo - (V{x —x0)¢)S)|| < |y| , we get that the norm is higher than M

Lemma B.1 of 4, we get

. Hence, by a proof similar to

2
1o — B~ i) | < (e Pz man), (A6)
y
To get the estimate in trace norm, we only have to follow the proof of Lemma 4.6 of 4 which gives

. D _aly
21 (Ho —E—iy) "' x2|1 < R |supp(x1)| =P, (A7)
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