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SPECTRAL AND DYNAMICAL CONTRAST ON HIGHLY CORRELATED
ANDERSON-TYPE MODELS.

RODRIGO MATOS, RAJINDER MAVI, AND JEFFREY SCHENKER

ABSTRACT. We study spectral and dynamical properties of random Schrédinger operators
Hvery = —Agy,,, + Vo and Hpiag = _AGDiag + V., on certain two dimensional graphs Gvert
and Gpiag. Differently from the standard Anderson model, the random potentials are not
independent but, instead, are constant along any vertical line, i.e Vi, (n) = w(ni), for n =
(n1,n2). In particular, the potentials studied here exhibit long range correlations. We present
examples where geometric changes to the underlying graph, combined with high disorder, have
a significant impact on the spectral and dynamical properties of the operators, leading to
contrasting behaviors for the “diagonal” and “vertical” models. Moreover, the “vertical” model
exhibits a sharp phase transition within its (purely) absolutely continuous spectrum. This is
captured by the notions of transient and recurrent components of the absolutely continuous
spectrum, introduced by Avron and Simon in [8].

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

In this paper, we present and analyze examples of random Schrodinger operators for which
contrasting dynamical and spectral behaviors can be observed. In comparison to the well
established theory of Anderson localization, discussed below in detail, the systems studied here
exhibit some form of long range correlations. Depending on the geometry of the underlying
graph, the dynamical and spectral properties of the models can change significantly. Indeed, the
first of the models described below, which we call the vertical model, exhibits purely absolutely
continuous spectrum and a ballistic lower bound for the time averaged second moments of the
position operator. Furthermore, its absolutely continuous spectrum splits into a transient and
a recurrent component, in the sense of Avron and Simon [8]. The transient spectrum for the
vertical model is shown to appear only at the spectral edges and, for small values of a vertical
hopping parameter, is much smaller (in the sense of Lebesgue measure) than the recurrent
component. The notions of transient and recurrent absolutely continuous spectrum will be
reviewed below in section 1.4. On the other hand, the second model presented here, referred to
as the diagonal model, exhibits dynamical localization and has pure point spectrum.

The nature of transport can be markedly different for strongly correlated potentials from
what is familiar from the weakly correlated context. For instance, in [37] two of us considered
a system consisting of a particle in a random potential and a spin-1/2 which can flip only when
the particle visits the origin. This model can be viewed as an Anderson model on two lines
connected at the origin, viewing the up and down spin states as distinct horizontal layers:

In this geometric picture, the potential is identical on the two layers, and thus has long range

correlations in the graph metric. In [37] it was shown that resonant tunneling is compatible with

correlated pure point spectrum since the model exhibits Green’s function decay in the graph

metric, has pure point spectrum, but its eigenfunctions are only localized in the particle position

[37, Theorems I1.2 and I1.5]. The present paper explores the consequences of correlations along

the lines of those considered in [37], but of a longer range nature. The key observation is that
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FIGURE 1. The graph Gvert

the geometry of the hopping matters a great deal to dynamics in the presence of long range
correlations.

1.1. Overview of the models. We now present a brief description of the graphs and random
operators studied in this note. A detailed description is given below in section 3.

Let Z>o = {0,1,2,...}. The graph Gvey+ has vertex set equal to Z>¢ x Z>¢ with nearest
neighbor connections which are either horizontal or vertical (in the y-axis only); see figure 1.
Contrasting to Gvert is the following family {Gpiag ¢}j2, of “diagonal” graphs indexed by an
integer £ > 0. For £ = 0, let Gpjag,0 denote the graph whose the vertex set lies on or below
the diagonal of the first quadrant with nearest neighbors connected horizontally or through the
diagonal {(n,n) : n € Z>o} (see Figure 2). For ¢ > 1, the graph Gpjag¢ is an “interpolation”
between Gvery and Gpiagr—o obtained by alternating ¢ vertical connections among different
layers with one “diagonal” connection (see Figure 2 for the cases ¢ = 1 and ¢ = 2). Somewhat
more precisely, the graph Gpjag ¢ has as its vertex set the portion of Z>q x Z>q on or to the right
of the path D = Upez. {(n,n(¢ +1)+r):7r=0,1,...,¢}, with vertices connected horizontally
or along @. To simplify notation, we often suppress the parameter ¢ in the discussion below,
writing Gpjag for Gpiag,¢ with the understanding that we are considering an arbitrary but fixed
value of £. A more detailed description of these graphs can be found in section 3.

We now describe the operators of interest for this work,

Hyery = _AVert,'y+Vw and HDiag = _ADiag,'y+Vw :

Here Ay, for § = Vert or Diag, ¢, denotes the weighted adjacency operator for the graph Gy,
with hopping equal to 1 along horizontal edges and to v > 0 along vertical edges (f = Vert)
or diagonal edges (f = Diag). We take the hopping equal to 1 along vertical edges of Gpjag,
although analogous results could be obtained for other values. The operator V,, is a “random
potential” of the form (V,,4) (n) = V,,(n)y(n) with V,,(n) random variables indexed by n € Gy.
The random potentials we consider depend only on the horizontal coordinate, and thus are
perfectly correlated in the vertical direction. More precisely, we assume that

Vo(n) = w(ng) for n=(ni,ng) € Gy. (1.1)
Our main assumption is the following

Assumption 1. The random variables {w(n1)}n, ez, are non-negative, independent and identically
distributed, with a common density p. Furthermore, p(v) > 0 for almost every v € [0, wpax]
and p(v) vanishes for v < 0 and v > wWyax.

Remark. Note that 0 < w(n) < wpax almost surely and Prob[v —e < w(n) < v+¢€] > 0 for every
0 < v <wmax and € > 0.

The restriction of Hy, § = Vert or Diag, to a single layer Z>,,, x {no} of G4 is a copy of the
Anderson model on the half-line Z>,,, = {m € Z : m > myg}:

A (m) = —p(m+1) — I[m > mo + 1Jib(m — 1) + w(m)p(m) m >my . (1.2)
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FIGURE 2. The graphs Gpjag with £ =0, /=1 and ¢ = 2.

The spectrum of this Anderson model is a(/ing)) = [-2,2 4+ wpax) almost surely (see, for

(mo)

example, [5, Corollary 3.13]). Furthermore, with probability one, /i, ; exhibits Anderson
localization and exponential dynamical localization (these concepts are reviewed below in §2).
The operator Hy has identical samples of the disorder on each layer and, in general, has some
spectrum induced by the diagonal /vertical hopping that falls outside the interval [—2, 2 4+ wpax].
As will become apparent from our main results, there are fundamental differences in the spectral
and dynamical properties of the operators obtained by connecting these horizontal components
in distinct ways.

Remark. The assumption that p(v) > 0 for almost every v € [0, wmax] is purely for convenience,
as it allows us to identify the spectrum of the Anderson model with a single interval. Most of
what we do below would carry over to the more general case, even to unbounded potentials,
with some modifications to Theorem 8 in case there are additional boundaries in the spectrum.

1.2. Dynamical contrast between the vertical and diagonal models. For ¢ > 0, the
time-averaged g-moments of a self-adjoint operator H on ¢*(Gy) are defined by

9 [0 _ ) )
ML(H, X;) = T/o e T E (5o, €™ | X, |9~ 50) dt | (1.3)

where |Xj|, j = 1,2, acts as a multiplication operator on ¢* (Gy) via (|X;|%¢) (n) := |n;|%¢(n)
for n = (n1,n2) € Gy. We also introduce

92 [ _ ) )
ML(H) = ?/0 e T E(do, 7| X |9~ ) dt (1.4)

where | X| = | Xi| + | X2| (note that, up to g-dependent constants, M7 (H) § ML(H, X1) +
M (X5)).
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Our first result concerns Hyert, where a combination of the symmetry and localization in the
horizontal direction induces ballistic transport in the vertical direction.

Theorem 1. For all v > 0 there is Ty > 0 such that the averaged moments satisfy
M. (Hvert, X2) > CoT? (1.5)
for all times T' > Ty and some positive constant Cy which depends on ||p|lec and 7.

Perspectives and open problems related to Theorem 1 are discussed in §4.1. The proof of
Theorem 1, which appears in §5.3 below, is based on the following outline:

(1) We show that Hvyert has purely absolutely continuous spectrum. This follows from the
vertical structure of the graph Gyer along with the fact that the random potential
depends only on the first coordinate.

(2) The Guarnieri bound [20], specialized to the two dimensional case, implies that M7, (Hvert) >

Co (T )% . This is a general fact which does not rely on the randomness at all, only on
the absolute continuity of the spectral measure g for Hvyert associated to dg.
(3) In Lemma 11 below, we show that Hyey exhibits exponential dynamical localization
in the horizontal direction, from which it follows that M7 (Hvet, | X1|) is bounded as
T — oco. Therefore, it is possible to improve upon the Guarneri bound for M7, (Hvyert).
The intuitive idea is that transport may only occur in the vertical direction (since the
horizontal direction essentially consists of an one-dimensional Anderson model). Thus
one should obtain a result consistent with the Guarnieri bound in one dimension, namely
M’Jq“ (H\/'ert) ~ qu“ (HVerta |X2|) > COTq-
The above arguments are implemented through several technical steps in sections 5.1, 5.2 and
5.3. We emphasize that theorem 1 is valid for all v > 0. We keep the vertical hopping parameter
here for consistency, since it plays an important role in our results for Hpjag.
Our second result concerns Hpiag = —Apiag,y + Vi, Which we show exhibits a strong form of
dynamical localization in the horizontal direction:

Theorem 2. For each { € Z>q there exist vo > 0 and Ty > 0 such that whenever v < 7o, we
have
E (sup|<5n ,e_itHDiagémH) < Crevimmml (1.6)
teR
with C1 < oo and v > 0 depending on £ and .

In this diagonal model, transport in the vertical direction is constrained by horizontal transport.
As a consequence we have a bound on all position moments:

Corollary 3. When v < 79, with vy as in Theorem 2, we have supp M3 (Hpiag) < o0 for all
q.

Perspectives and open problems related to the above results are discussed in section §4.1.
The main elements of the proof of Theorem 2 are the following

(1) The model Hpiag exhibits, for small v, exponential decay for the fractional moments
of the Green’s function; see lemma 23 below. This follows from an argument similar
to the one in [5, Theorem 6.3] adapted to the present context. The main ingredient is
Feenberg’s loop-erased expansion for the Green’s function ([5, Theorem 6.2]) combined
with the geometry of the graph Gpjag¢. In particular, it is crucial that for ns =
ko(€ 4+ 1) + ro, 72 € {0,...,¢} and nh > (ko + 1)(£ + 1), the restriction of Hpiag to
02 (Gpiage N (Zso x {nh})) is independent of w(ks), while the restriction of this operator
to 0% (Gpiage N (Z>o x {n2})) depends on this variable.

(2) Once decay of fractional moments of the Green’s function is known, one expects to find
upper bounds on the quantum dynamics. In the present context, we obtain exponential
dynamical localization by a proof similar to that used in the context of continuum
random Schrédinger operators [3, Theorem Al].

The details of the above outline are completed in sections 6.1 and 6.2.
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1.3. Spectral contrast between Hyey and Hpi,s. The following is a simple consequence of
Theorem 2 and the RAGE theorem.

Corollary 4. Whenever v < vy, Hpiag has pure point spectrum with probability one.
The spectral contrast between the two models is evident from the result below.

Theorem 5. With probability one, Hvery has simple, purely absolutely continuous spectrum.
Furthermore, dg is a cyclic vector and the associated spectral measure pg has a bounded density
and is supported on a set of Lebesque measure 4.

Remark. That is, duo(F) = f(E)dE with supg f(E) < oo and |{f > 0}| = 4~.

A notable feature of Theorem 5 is that, for small values of v, the support of g has Lebesgue
measure much smaller than the spectrum of Hysy, since the later contains the interval [0,2 +
Wmax). While such behavior is necessary in systems exhibiting spectral localization (for which
the support has measure zero), we are not aware of explicit examples of it in the context of
random operators exhibiting transport and AC spectrum, as in the case of Hyer. As we shall
see in the following section, this phenomenon is linked to the fact that Hvet has recurrent AC
spectrum in [0, 2 + wmax|-

The proof of Theorem 5 may be found in §5.4 below. In calculating the Lebesgue measure of
the support for pug, we make use of a generalization of Boole’s identity which is of independent
interest. As we could not find a reference in the literature with the exact statement needed, we
present the result here and give the details of the proof in the Appendix. Let u be a finite Borel
measure and let F(z) = [ —— du(u) be its Borel transform, defined whenever z € C*. Then
the limit

F(E +i0) = lim F(E +i0)
—0

exists and is finite for Lebesgue almost every F and is furthermore real for almost every E if u
is purely singular (see, e.g., [43, Theorem 5.9.1]). For the Borel transform of a singular measure
there is a beautiful equality of Boole:

Proposition 6 (Boole’s identity [9]). Let i be a finite, purely singular Borel measure on R and
let F(2) = [ —L-du(u) be its Borel transform. Then

u—z

R
{EeR :F(E+z'0)>t}\:—”(t ), (1.7)
Remarks. 1) Here |S | denotes the Lebesgue measure of S. 2) Boole’s identity and its extensions
have been rediscovered or studied in various contexts by different authors ([35], [45], [13], [14],
[22], [16], [39]). For further historical notes we refer to [43, Chapter 5] and [5, Chapter 8§].

To prove Theorem 5 we require the following generalization of Boole’s identity:

Proposition 7. Let u and F' be as in Proposition 6. Then
HEER :a<E+F(E+i0) <p} =8-a (1.8)
for every real o < 3.

1.4. Phase transition within o (Hyet). Our next result sheds light on Theorem 5, providing
further information on the dynamics e~ ®#Vvert by describing the splitting of the spectrum of
Hyert into transient and recurrent components, in the sense of Avron and Simon [8]. This may
be interpreted as a phase transition within the purely absolutely continuous spectrum of Hyert.
Before stating this result, it is useful to recall the notions of transient and recurrent AC
spectrum. A key observation of [8] was that the absolutely continuous subspace #,. of a self-
adjoint operator H can be further decomposed into its transient and recurrent subspaces. The
subspace #' is defined to be the closure of the set of all 1) € #? such that, for all N € N

[, e ™) =0 (t); (1.9)

such vectors are called “transient vectors”. By the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma, for any v € #?¢
we have that limg o |(¥, e=®4))| = 0. For a transient vector ¢ € #', we require the limit
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to converge faster than any inverse power of t. As a result, the Radon-Nikodym derivative
fu(E) = % of the spectral measure associated to v is a C'™ function (see [8, Proposition
3.1]). The recurrent AC subspace #™° is defined to be the orthogonal complement of the
transient space #'2 within the AC subspace: #'3¢ = #3¢ © #'3°. As explained in [8], one of
their motivations is that in case py = xc dx, where C is a Cantor-like set of positive Lebesgue
measure, the measure p, resembles a singular measure, despite its absolute continuity; and
indeed this is a typical situation in which ¢ belongs to the recurrent subspace #"2°.

The transient and recurrent AC subspaces associated to a self-adjoint operator H are seen
to be invariant subspaces for H [8, Theorem 3.4]. The transient and recurrent AC spectra of
H, denoted o%(H) and o' (H) respectively, are the spectra of the restriction of H to the
corresponding subspaces, #'¢ and Fa€.

Theorem 8. For all v > 0 we have

(a) 0% (Hvert) is a non-deterministic closed subset of [—2—27y, —2]U[2+wmax, 2+ Wmax+27]-
(b) JraC(HVert) = [_23 2+ Wmax]

The points —2 and 2 4 wyax in 0(Hyert) are “mobility edges” separating two distinct types of
spectra. The recurrent spectrum o"°(Hyet) is equal to the bulk spectrum of the 1D Anderson
model on the horizontal lines of Gyert, whereas the transient spectrum o*¢(Hyet) falls outside
the bulk spectrum. Further comments on the transient and recurrent subspaces of Hyer are
given in §4. Theorem 8 follows from Corollary 20 in §5.5 below.

1.5. Organization of the paper. The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: §2
consists of a brief review of Anderson localization, §3 includes the precise definitions of the
graphs Gvery and Gpiag, further perspectives and open problems are given in §4. The proofs of
results for Hyet (Theorems 1, 5 and 8) are given in §5. The proof of Theorem 2 (dynamical
localization for Hpiag) is given in §6. A proof of Proposition 7, a generalization of Boole’s
lemma, is given in Appendix A. In further appendices, we derive horizontal localization for
Hvert and review the harmonic analysis leading to boundedness of fractional moments of the
Green’s functions for Hvers and Hpiag.

2. A SHORT REVIEW OF ANDERSON LOCALIZATION

We now discuss the relevant background on Anderson localization, as many of the specific
results and different notions of localization will play a key role in the subsequent analysis.

The effects of disorder on transport properties of quantum systems have drawn a significant
amount of attention in the mathematics and physics communities since their introduction in 1958
in the celebrated paper [7] by the physicist Anderson. The efforts to encode Anderson’s claim
that randomness localizes waves in disordered media into a rigorous mathematical statement
and to obtain a proof for it gave rise to a beautiful theory. For a more complete historical
picture we refer to the survey [46] and the book [5].

In the present paper we make extensive use of known bounds for the 1D Anderson model

flgﬁg) on the half-line ¢*(Z>, ), defined above in eq. (1.2). More generally, the Anderson model
may be defined on £2(Q), with Q C Z?, as the random operator R = —Aq + AV, where

(i) Agq is the adjacency operator acting on ¢ € £? (Q) through

(Ao@)(n)= > @(m), neQ, |nj=|ml+ -+ nd.

[m—n|1=1
meR

(ii) The random potential V,, acts as a multiplication operator on 2 (2) via
(Vop) (n) = wn)p(n), n e

(ili) w = {w(n)}neq is a list of independent, identically distributed random variables.
(iv) A > 0 denotes the disorder strength.
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Let {6, }neq be the canonical basis of £2 (), with 6,,(m) = 6, the Kronecker delta. Dynamical

localization is defined as averaged decay of the matrix elements |(d,, e—ith'™ do)|, made explicit
through a bound such as

E <sup (5, e 1A 50>|> < Cr(n), (2.1)
teR

where C' > 0 and ) ;4 7(n) < oc. If the bound is obtained with r(n) = eIl for some v > 0,

this is called ezponential dynamical localization. If Cq := 3", ;4 |n|9r?(n) < oo, then dynamical

localization in the sense of (2.1) implies the bound

E(sup <50,eitHW\X]qeitH“50>> < C; < oo,
teR

which in turn shows a bound on the disorder and time averaged moment (see eq. (1.4))
E(ML(H)) < Cy < o0. (2.2)

The inequality (2.2) is a signature of localization whereas its counterpart, M7.(H) > CT* for
a > 0, indicates non-trivial transport which is called ballistic when @ = ¢ and diffusive in case
a=q/2.

There is a close relationship between dynamical localization, as in (2.1), and decay of matrix
elements of the Green’s function

G(n,m;z) = (6, (A = 2)716,,) (2.3)

as |n — m| — oo. For random potentials of the type considered here, with variables having an
absolutely continuous distribution with a bounded density, a convenient signature of exponential
localization is given by exponential decay of the fractional moments of the Green’s function,
namely

sup limsup E (‘G(Q) (n,m; E + ie)|®

E e—0

with 0 < s < 1, pgang > 0 and Cpang < 00. See [5, Chapter 7] for a full discussion of the relation
between fractional moments and dynamical localization. The key fact for the purposes of the
present paper is that:

Egs. (2.1) and (2.4) hold for the one dimensional Anderson model fLXﬁ?l) on the
half line Z>y,, with non-constant random variables satisfying Assumption 1.

See, e.g., [5, Chapter 12| for further details.

More generally, in the one dimensional setting, exponential dynamical localization has been
shown for any A > 0 whenever the support of the random variables {w(n)},ez contains at least
two points. This is the result of many efforts, starting with [32]; see also [19] for the analysis
of a related one-dimensional model. For singular distributions, complete spectral localization
in one dimension was first showed in [10], and the recent works [11] and [28] establish complete
exponential dynamical localization. In dimension d > 2, exponential dynamical localization has
been proved at large disorder, meaning that X is taken sufficiently large, or at weak disorder at
the edges of spectral bands, see [5, Theorems 10.2 and 10.4 | for precise statements.

Finally, we recall the notion of spectral localization. Associated to any self-adjoint operator
H on a Hilbert space #, there is a decomposition # = HPP & H O #?° into the pure point,
singular continuous, and absolutely continuous sub-spaces, such that the spectral measure 1,
associated to a vector ¢ € #y is of the corresponding type (pure point for § =pp, singular
continuous for § =sc, etc.). The RAGE theorem (after Ruelle, Amrein, Georgescu and Enss;
see [5, Theorem 2.6]) provides dynamical characterizations for these subspaces. One of its
consequences is that dynamical localization as in eq. (2.1) implies that £ has pure point
spectrum, meaning that # = #PP and the spectrum J(/’z(Q)) is the closure of the set of
cigenvalues for A, When A has pure point spectrum, we say that (Y exhibits spectral
localization. If the associated eigenfunctions decay exponentially, the operator A(Y is said
to exhibit exponential localization. Neither spectral localization nor exponential localization

) < Cangetamin=m 2.0
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implies dynamical localization in general; see, e.g., [15, 26]. We say that /Y exhibits exponential
decay of eigenfunction correlators when

E <sup ]<5n,g(ﬁ(ﬂ))5o>]> < CeHn (2.5)
lgl<1

holds for positive constants C' and u, where the above supremum is taken over all Borel

measurable functions g : R — C bounded by one. Exponential decay of eigenfunction correlators

follows from fractional moment localization (2.4) and implies exponential dynamical localization

and exponential localization. For a proof of these facts and more detailed statements we refer

to [5, Theorems 7.2 and 7.4].

3. DEFINITION OF THE MODELS

We now proceed to define the graphs of interest for this work, starting with Gvyery — see
Figure 1 above. The vertex set of Gyt is given by
Wert = Z>0 X L0 (3.1)

where Z>o = NU{0}. Given m = (my, mz) and n = (n1,n2) in Wer, we write m ~ n whenever
m and n are connected by an edge. The edge set of Gvert is then given by m ~ m such that
either {mg = ng and |my — n1| = 1} or {my = ny = 0 and |mg — na| = 1}, with m,n € Gyer.
Thus, the adjacency operator of Gyert 18 Xvert + Yvert with
1 if mg =ng, |m1 —n1| =1 and m,n € Wer.
Xvert(m,n) = (3.2)
0 otherwise.

and
1if mi=ny =0, |ma—mne|=1and m,n € W.
YVert(ma ’I’L) = (33)
0 otherwise.
We are interested in a weighted adjacency operator, namely Averty = Xvert + YYvert. More
explicitly,
v if mi=mn1 =0, |mg—ng|=1and m,n € V.
Avaty(m,n) = ¢ 1 if mg =no, |my —ni1| =1 and m,n € Wyer. (3.4)
0 otherwise.
We turn now to the graphs Gpiag,e for £ € Z>o — see Figure 2 above. For each ¢ € Zxq,
Gpiag,¢ is defined as follows. Its vertex set is

Diag,e = U U]glig;gj (3.5)
k€Z>g
with
U = {(m1,ma) € Zoo x Zso | m1 > k and k((+1) <mp < (k+1)(+1}  (3.6)
Two vertices m = (m1,m2) and n = (n1,n2) in Gpiae are adjacent, m ~ n, if (m,n) belongs

any of the following three sets, which represent horizontal, vertical and “diagonal” connections,
respectively:

glgli)ag ={(m,n) | ma=ny, Imi —ni|=1and m,n € Upisg ¢} ,
8](321)ag = {(m,n) ‘ my=n1 =k |ng—mg|=1and m,n € Ulg]f;g,f for some k > 0}
and
5]()31)% ={(m,n), (n,m) | n=m+ (1,1) with m = (k, k(¢ + 1)) for some k > 0} .

In Figure 3, this decomposition is illustrated for Gpjag,2, with the connections of types Ggi)ag,

6(2) and 8(3)

Diag Diag colored in black, red and blue, respectively. The adjacency operator of Gpjag,e
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GDiag’Q ............... 8D1ag71
I ‘gDiag,Q
— 8Dia
g,3
(O: RIS S S S S S

FIGURE 3. Types of edges in Gpjag,¢ with £ = 2.

is then Xpiag + YDiag + Dbiag, With

1 if (m,n) S gDiag,l
XDiag(m’ n) = (37)
0 otherwise,

1 if (m,n) < gDiag,Q
YDiag(m,n) = (3.8)
0 otherwise,
and
1 if (m,n) S (co)Diag,g
Dpiag(m,n) = (3.9)
0 otherwise.

We shall study a weighted version of this, namely Apiag = XDiag + YDiag + YDDiag-

4. PERSPECTIVES AND OPEN PROBLEMS

4.1. On the ballistic bound of Theorem 1. The notion of ballistic transport employed
here means that MJ(H) ~ T7 with M} (H) as in (1.4). Note that this requires averaging
over time and disorder. Such double averaging is important here, as our methods rely heavily
on the Guarnieri bound [20], which requires time averaging, and on localization bounds in the
horizontal direction which rely on disorder averaging. See sections 5.2 and 5.3 for further details.
It is an interesting question whether ballistic bounds hold without time averaging.

We now mention a number of prior results on ballistic transport for various Schrodinger
operators. A general ballistic upper bound, without time averaging, holds for discrete operators
with finite range or exponentially bounded hopping terms, see, e.g., [4, Appendix B] for a
proof. This bound corresponds to the single-particle version of the more general Lieb-Robinson
bound [33]. In the context of random operators on a tree with independent single-site potentials,
Aizenman and Warzel showed that absolutely continuous spectrum implies ballistic transport for
time averaged moments, see [4]. A ballistic upper bound for operators of the form H = —A+V
on L? (R"), where V is relatively bounded with respect to A with relative bound less than
one, was obtained in [41]. Finally, the work [29] establishes ballistic transport for certain limit
periodic and quasi-periodic potentials in two dimensions.

4.2. On the localization bound of Theorem 2. As explained in the introduction, our
proof of Theorem 2 connects bounds on time-averaged moments to exponential decay of the
Green’s function fractional moments, see sections 6.1 and 6.2. For independent potentials (more
generally, potentials with a bounded conditional single-site distribution), decay of the Green’s
function fractional moments implies dynamical localization, see, for instance, [3, Theorem Al].
This perspective also allows to show dynamical localization in certain “weakly” interacting
systems as the ones considered by two of us in [36].
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An alternative to fractional moments, the multiscale analysis technique, usually relies on the
assumption of independence at distance, meaning that there exists a R > 0 such that events
based on boxes Ay, (m) are independent of events based on boxes Ay, (n) if dist (A, (m), Az, (n)) >
R. Here Ar(m) = {m’ € Z¢ : |m — m'|c < £}. This assumption is not fulfilled in strongly
correlated systems.

4.3. On the surface states of Hyc. The states 1) € #' are surface modes, exponentially
localized near the line {n; = 0}. Such states are analogous to surface modes found in other
disordered models [23, 25, 24, 34| (though of a different dynamical character). By way of
contrast, the states in #'° are bulk states whose propagation, intuitively speaking, can be
conceived of as resonant tunneling between states of the 1D Anderson model on the horizontal
strips of the graph Gy, enabled by virtual transitions to the edge.

Both the surface and bulk modes can be formally described through separation of variables
as generalized eigenfunctions of the form

$(ni,n2) = sin(p(ng +1))e(n1)

where p € [0,27) and ¢ = (hEAOI?Id — E)~ 16y with E the eigenvalue and hESI)l

satisfy the eigenfunction equation, p and F must be related by
—2ycos(p) = X(E) , (4.1)

where ¥(E) denotes the Weyl function of the one-dimensional Anderson model on the half-line,

. R 1
ie, X(F) = o 50 o)

Outside of o(fipna) = [—2, 2+ wmax], the Weyl function ¥(F) is a smooth, monotonic function
of E. There are two smooth maps p — E(p) satisfying (4.1), with ranges

Jo ={E<-2:|E(E) <2y} and J- = {E>2+wna * [B(E)| <2y},

q asin (1.2). For ¢ to

respectively. The transient spectrum of Hvert i 0tac = J— U Jy. The sets Ji are non-
deterministic, and for small v one or both may be empty. The maps F(p) give dispersion
relations for the edge states, which decay exponentially away from {n; = 0} by the Combes-
Thomas bound (see [5, Theorem 10.5]).

By way of contrast, in the spectrum of fip,q there is no smooth map p — E(p). Instead, for
each p there is a countable set S, of energies, dense in o(fignq), at which (4.1) holds. There
is no meaningful dispersion relation for these states, since the set S, varies non-smoothly with
p. As we show below, the set {E € [=2,2 4+ wax] : a solution to (4.1) exists for some p} is a
dense set of positive Lebesgue measure, whose complement is also dense and of positive measure
in [—2,2 + wmax|. However, with probability one, the resulting states still decay exponentially
into the bulk due to the localization of the Anderson model Green’s function.

4.4. Open Questions. We end this section with some open questions. As a starting point,

one may wonder whether the result of Theorem 1 can be improved to show the existence of the
q

limit lim7_, 4 oo W for each ¢ > 0. More generally, we pose the following question:

Problem 1. Ast — oo, does %eitHVe“X e~ tHvert conuerge, in the strong sense, to an operator

acting in 02 (Gyer) ?

Existence of the limit V = lim, %eitHVe“X e~ tHvert i called strong ballistic transport and is
known to occur for limit periodic Schrodinger operators, e.g., see [12]. The resulting limit V'
plays the role of a velocity operator, which would typically be related to the derivative E’(p) of
the dispersion relation. For this reason we expect a negative answer to the above question, but
it is not obvious how to prove that the limit does not exist.

It is natural to ask for generalizations of Theorem 2 on various graphs that extend Gpjag-
Due to the increased number of vertices, these models can be significantly more correlated than
the ones covered by Theorem 2. For example, one may consider “quarter-spaces”, for which
the underlying graph contains all vertices in Z>o X Z>q, see figure 4 below. More precisely,
let Gqs = (Vgs, 8qs) where Vs = Z>o X Z>p and (m,n) € 8gs when m and n are related
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(0, n) . Y . o o e  ennnnnn

(0,0) (m,0)

FIGURE 4. The diagonal model in the quarter-space

by one of the following conditions: 8(58 = {m =n=x(1,0), m,n € Vgs} or S(QQS ={m =
n=£(1,1), m,n € Vgs}. Let Hos = —A; —vAz + V., with A, o the adjacency operators of the
edge sets é’é;, respectively, and V,, as in (1.1).

Problem 2. Is there a value vy > 0 for which v < vy implies at least one of the following?
(a) o (Hqg) is pure point.
(b) supy M7 (Hqs) < oo with M1 (Hqs) defined as in (1.4).
(c)
E <su£‘(5n ,e_itHQS(Smﬂ) < Cpevimenl (4.2)
te
for positive constants C and v?

In a similar way, one can define “half-space” and “full-space” versions of Hpj,e. For all of
these extensions, the proof of Green’s function decay given below fails due to the more extensive
correlations of the potential.

5. ANALYSIS OF Hyery — PROOFS OF THEOREMS 1, 5 AND 8

5.1. Absolute continuity of ug. In this section, we take the first step toward proving the
three theorems on Hyyt:

Lemma 9. The spectral measure pg for Hyert associated to dg is absolutely continuous.

To prove Lemma 9 a useful tool is the Green’s function, defined for z € C\ R by (2.3). In
particular,
GVert (07 O; Z) = <507 (HVert - Z)_1(50>. (51)
Its boundary values Gvyert (0, 0; E + i0) := lim,_,g+ Gvyert (0,0; E + ic) are well defined for Lebesgue
almost every F € R by a theorem of de la Vallé-Poussin, see [5, Proposition B.3| and references
therein. Moreover, by [5, Proposition B.4], the singular component of o with respect to
Lebesgue measure is supported on the set

{E€R: Im Gy (0,0; E +i0) = oo} (5.2)

We will prove that ug is absolutely continuous by showing that the above set is empty.
Let G{F,ert be the component of Gyery which contains (0,1) and is obtained from Gvery by

deleting the edge connecting (0, 0) to (0, 1). Denote by H\J,re]rt the restriction of Hyert to £2 (G{rfert)

and define U : €2 (GY,) = *(Gver) by (U%) (m,n) = ¢(m,n — 1). It follows from the
geometric resolvent identity that

G\ (0,05 2)
1= 2G40, 052) Gy ((0,1),(0,1);2)

GVert (07 O; Z) - (53)
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where Gsf)d(O 0;z) = (do, (ﬁg)r)ld — 2)715g) is the Green’s function of the Anderson model (1.2)
and GVert denotes the Green’s function of HVert However, since the random potential depends
only on the first coordinate of the position, we have

U*HyertU = ert (5.4)
Therefore GY,_, ((0,1),(0,1); 2) = Gvert (0,05 2) from which it follows, using (5.3), that
42\ 12
2 c o) — oy _ ; — 1
29*Gvert (0,0;2) = w — w <1 3 > , with w 007 (5.5)

In (5.5) we take the principal branch of the square root since Im Gvert (0,0;2) > 0 whenever

Imz > 0 and, on the other hand, Imw = Im (0)7 <
And(O 0; Z)

1/2
The function F(w) = w( - %) — w satisfies |F(w)| < 27v in the upper half plane
{Imw > 0}. Therefore, letting Imz — 0 in (5.5), we see that |Gvyer (0,0; E +i0) | < % for all
E € R. In particular, the set in (5.2) is empty and the spectral measure pg is purely absolutely
continuous with a bounded density; see [5, Appendix B, Proposition B.4].1 This completes the
proof of Lemma 9.

5.2. Floquet Theory and horizontal localization for Hyet. The vertical symmetry (5.4)
of the graph Gvert and the deﬁnition of the operator Hyert suggest the use of a Fourier transform
to help study the dynamics e~#Hvert,| Given 1) € £1(Gyert), let

(FY) (ny,p \/7 Z ¥(ny,ng)sin (p(ng + 1)) . (5.6)

no=0

Initially defined for 1) € £!(Gyert), F may be extended to £2(Gyert) since {\/E sin(mp) : meN }

is a complete orthonormal system in L?[0,7]. One shows that

FHg)(n1,nz) \f/ g(ny,p)sin (p(ng + 1)) dp (5.7)

is a unitary map from L? ([0, 7]; ¢* (Z>0)) onto £*(Gvert) and satisfies F1F¢ = 1 for ¢ €
Y (Gvert). Therefore F given by (5.6) may be extended to a unitary map

F 02 (Gvery) — L? ([0, 7); € (Z>0))

with inverse given by (5.7). For simplicity of notation, we let 1//1\(n1,p) =5 (¥)(n1,p). Tt is
immediate from the above argument that the following version of Plancherel’s identity holds

(@, @Lz([o,ﬂ;gz(zzo)) = (0, ) 2(Gere)- (5.8)
From the definition of Hy,rt one readily sees that
Hyerto(m,p) = K qtb(m, p) — 2y 008 pooth(m, p) , (5.9)
where the Anderson model /’zg)r)ld (see (1.2)) acts on the first coordinate m, namely
Rina0(m.p) = =0(m +1,p) = Ilm > 1 (m — 1,p) + w(m)d(m.p) . (5.10)

Equation (5.9) shows that Hye is unitarily equivalent to the direct integral f[ng} fi,, on

L? ([0,7]; £ (Z0)) = /[@ C(Zo) |

0,7]
1t is worth noting that this argument does not depend on the fact that we take the Anderson model on the
horizontal layers. Indeed, the same argument shows that if H is of the form
Hy(ni,n2) =vIn = 0] [¥(0,n2 + 1) + I[ne > 1](0,ne — 1)] + £ ® Ip(n1, n2)
with A any self-adjoint operator on ¢?(Zso), then the Green’s function of H is bounded by % and the spectral

measure uo for H is absolutely continuous.



SPECTRAL AND DYNAMICAL CONTRAST ON HIGHLY CORRELATED ANDERSON-TYPE MODELS. 13

with the operators /i, on each fiber given by a rank-one perturbation of the Anderson model:

fipp = Ring — 27 cosp{do, 9)00 (5.11)
for ¢ € ¢2 (Z>0). The following result on dynamical localization for /i), will be technically useful.

Lemma 10. Given s € (0,1) there exist positive constants Cand(s) and pang = pand(s) such
that, for all m,n € Z>,

-
E sup ’<5maf(ﬁp) 5n>’ < Ae” 2 s (512)

|fI<1

with A = ((2wmax + 27)°||pllco (4 + 47 + Wmax) C’And(s))ﬁ and the supremum taken over all
Borel measurable functions bounded by one.

Remark: This result follows easily from known results for the one-dimensional Anderson model,
e.g., see [5, Chapter 12], via rank-one perturbation formulas. For completeness, we give a sketch
of the proof in Appendix B. We note that the constants Capq and panq are as in (2.4).

The localization for A, described in Lemma 10 can immediately be translated into a strong
form of horizontal localization for Hvey. For each m; € Zs¢ let P, denote the orthogonal
projection of £2(Gyer) onto Span{d(m, my) | M2 € Z>o}. We have the following

Lemma 11. For s € (0,1) let Cana(s), tand(s) and A be as in Lemma 10. Then for all
mi,n1 € Zso and ¢ € £*(Gyer) we have

__FAnd _
E(“ﬁp HPmlf<Hvert>meHZ> < Allp|2e” B Imml (5.13)
flI<1

where the supremum is taken over all Borel measurable functions bounded by one.

Proof. By Plancherel’s identity (5.8) and (5.9), we have

(0, Py | (Hert) Py p) = /0 Py 0, [ (i) Py o) dp = /0 b(m1, p)P(n1, ) Gy s [ (fp)ony) dp |

for any 9, € ¢*(Gver). Taking absolute values and the supremum over ¢ with |[1[|, < 1
yields, by Cauchy-Schwarz and (5.8),

1 Pons f (Hvert) Py o] / [ Gns £ ()b} 213 (1, p) 2.

We find after taking the expectation that
E ( sup [P, f (Hvert) Pn130||2 < / E ( sup [(0m,, f(fip)dn, )| |@(n1,p)|2dp )
[f1<1 0 If1<1

where we noted that [(0y,,, f(fip)dn,)] < 1 for |f| < 1. Using Plancherel’s identity (5.8) one
more time, the result now follows from Lemma 10. O

Corollary 12. For each q, we have supp M (Hyert, | X1|) < o0
Proof. Observe that

M7 (Hver, |X1]) = —/ Y Il E (|(Gn, e Hverdo) ) dt
neGVert
= —/ e T Z ’nl‘QE HP efthVertpoéou )
n1=0
<3 mlE (sup 1P e s P2 < o,
n1=0

where Lemma 11 was used in the last step. O
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5.3. Lower Bound on M7 (Hvyey): Proof of Theorem 1. For a self-adjoint operator H on
0%(Gvert ), the Guarneri bound [20] states that if the spectral measure g is uniformly a-Holder
continuous then

MY (H) > CT% (5.14)
holds for some C' > 0. Recall that a finite Borel measure p is said to be uniformly a-Hoélder
continuous if there exists a constant C' < oo such that for all intervals I with |I| < 1 we have
w(I) < C|I|%; see [5, Definition 2.2]. In particular, if the spectral measure pg for H is purely
absolutely continuous with a bounded density, then we have M7 (H) > CT:.

To bound MZ(Hyert, | X2|), we will use an adaptation of the proof of the Guarneri bound,
incorporating improvements due to the disorder which are specific to our context. To begin,
we reproduce the derivation of (5.14). The starting point is the following estimate on averaged
quantum dynamics in an abstract context.

Theorem 13 (Strichartz-Last). Let H be a self-adjoint operator on a Hilbert space # and
assume the spectral measure of H with respect to v is uniformly a-Hoélder continuous for some
a € [0,1]. Then, there exists a constant Cy, < oo such that for all ¢ € # and all T > 0

- _ Cullel?
This result, which may be found in [5, Theorem 2.3], can be used to prove the Guarnieri

bound (5.14) as follows. Suppose that the spectral measure pg for H is uniformly a-Holder
continuous. Writing M4 (H) = 23", [n|? [;° e (6, e~ 50)[2 dt, we obtain

M{(H) > 2¢72N® / On, e M50V 2 dt

|n|>N

— oy (1o % / B 8o di

[n|<N

Applying the Strichartz-Last Theorem to each term in the sum on the right hand side, we see

that
N(N+1)C o
MY(H) > 2e 2N¢ <1—%T—‘f§> > CT%

N(N+1)
2
N? comparable to T® and adjusted the constant accordingly.

For H = Hyeyt, we now follow the proof of (5.14) to estimate E(M(H, | X2]|)). First, we have

E (M} (H,|Xa|)) > 2¢72 (1— > Z / S(nrmayr € 0)|?) dt) . (5.16)

n1=0mn9=0

where counts the number of sites in Gyert with |n| < N and in the last step we chose

Let K > 0 be a sufficiently large integer to be specified below. Applying the localization bound
of Lemma 11 for nqy > K and the Strichartz-Last Theorem 13 for ny < K, we find that

N + 1 As 7N2A7nde
T - 1 _ /"‘QAnd €
—e —s

E (M}(H,|X5])) > 2 2N4 (1 - CK

for s € (0,1). Choosing K sufficiently large and then taking N o % (for T sufficiently large)
yields the desired bound, equation (1.5), and completes the proof of Theorem 1.

5.4. A formula for spectral measures: proof of Theorem 5. The proof of Theorem 5 is
based on an exact formula for spectral measures of Hvyet which is also crucial to the analysis
of the transient and recurrent components in the next section. Let

1
HE) (0. () — E — i0)~1d) 17

n
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denote the Weyl function for the Anderson model (1.2), where the boundary values exists for
Lebesgue almost every E € R (see, e.g., [43, Theorem 5.9.1]).

Lemma 14. Denote by fi,, n, the spectral measure of Hyer associated to 0.,y and 6( ) -
Then, for na,nb € Z>o we have that

1 Y(E)? Y(E Y(E
™y s 14 2y 2y
where [x]; := max(z,0) denotes the positive part and Uy,(z), m = 0,1,2,..., denote the

Chebyshev polynomials of second kind.

Proof. Let L € N be given and let H¥_, denote the restriction of Hyert to €2 ({0, ..., L} x Zx().
Since

—~ 2 )
5(0,n2)(m1,p) = = do(mq) sin (p(n2 + 1)),
T

it follows from Plancherel’s identity (5.8) that if f is, for example, a bounded continuous
function, then

(6(0.n2)> F (HVert) Soms)) = 2 / (80, f () Go) sin ((nz + 1)p) sin ((ny + 1)p) dp.
— / / d,uo’ (E )) sin ((n2 + 1)p) sin ((ny + 1)p) dp.

where MO’L is the spectral measure for fzz% associated to dp and fzz% is the restriction of A, to
2({0,...,L}) (see eq. (5.11)). Recalling that U,,(cosp) = sin((mnt1p) ' e obtain

sinp
(00,n0)5 f (HVert d0, n2 / / d,uo’ (E )) UnQ(Cosp)Ung(cosp) sin® pdp (5.19)

Let ﬁg&ﬁ) denote the restriction of the Anderson model ﬁfr)ld to 2 ({0,...,L}). Since flll)’ is a

rank-one perturbation of /’15&?, it follows from [5, Theorem 5.3] that

d,uO’L(E) =0 (XL(F) +2vycosp) dE (5.20)

-1
where #(E) = —(do, (ﬁg&ﬁ) - E> dp). As explained in [5], the distributional identity (5.20) is
equivalent to stating that ,uO’L is supported on the set {E €R: ¥ (E) = —2vycosp}, assigning

to each point is this set the mass pb ({E}) = . Given F € R with X1 (F) € (—2v,27),
let ¢ = gq(F) denote the unique value in (0, ) for Wthh —2vcos(q) = (F). We have that

d(ZL(E)+2 dp = ———d(q — p)d 21

(XL(E) + 27 cosp) dp 2 sin(g) (g —p)dp, (5.21)

see equation (5.11) in [5].
In particular, letting P, n; (2) = Un,(2)Uy; (2) it follows from Fubini’s theorem along with

equations (5.19), (5.20) and (5 21) that

1 [ YL(E)? Yr(F
<5(O,n2)af (H\Illert) 5(0,n/2)> = E e f(E)\/[l - %] +Pn2,n/2 (%) dE (522)

where we have used that foﬂ 0(p —q)dp = 1 holds for ¢ € (0,7). Letting L — oo, eq. (5.18)
follows from the dominated convergence theorem:. O

A first consequence of the prior lemma is the cyclicity of dg:

Lemma 15. dg is a cyclic vector for Hvyert.
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Proof. Denote by #g the cyclic subspace of Hyery associated to dg. Let ng € Z>p and let
P 00(0,n,) be the orthogonal projection of d(g ,,) onto #p. By lemma 14, we have

Y(E
dpons (E) = Up, <#> dpo(E)
g
where dyig n, is the spectral measure associated to the pair of vectors (4, 0y, do) and
1 Y(E)?
dpo(E) = —4/ |1 - dE 2
o) = 1= 53| (5.2

is the spectral measure associated to dg. It follows from the spectral theorem that

> S(E
1Psab0,n) I = / U, (%) dpo(E) -

— 00

Applying Lemma 14 a second time with ny = n}, we conclude that
1 [ Y(E) Y (F)? 2
2 2 _ —
| Psto00,na)ll” = p— /_OO U, <W> [1 e M [80.n0 || = 1-

Thus d(g n,) € #Ho for each ny € Z>g. It readily follows from the definition of Hver that

0% (Gvert) = Span{H\(/je)rté(Qm) : Jyn2 € Z>o}. Therefore dg is a cyclic vector for Hyert. O

We are now ready to complete the proof of Theorem 5. Since dg is cyclic and pg is absolutely
continuous, it follows that Hvyet has simple, purely absolutely continuous spectrum. By Lemma
14, po is supported on {E : |X(F)| < 27} and its density is bounded by ﬂ—ly (see eq. (5.23)).
To compute the Lebesgue measure of the support, we use the following

Lemma 16. The Weyl function ©(E) satisfies
S(E) = E —w(0) + (61, () — E—i0)"16,) (5.24)
with /’1&1)

n

4 the Anderson model (1.2) on (*(Z>1).

Proof. Letting ¢ = (ﬁsfr)l 4 — #) 100, we have by definition of ﬁfr)l

—p(1) + (w(0) = 2) p(0) = 1.

Since, by the geometric resolvent identity,
P(1) = (1, (Rhg — B —i0)100) = (31, (fl)y — B —i0)"51)(0) ,
eq. (5.24) follows by taking z = E +ic and € — 0. O

q that

Returning to the proof of Theorem 5, we see that
HE : [B(E) <27} = {E : |[E—-w(0)+ F(E+i0)] <27y},

where F(z) = (01, (ﬁgr)ld — 2)7101) = [p 7idpa(u), with 4y the spectral measure for ﬁgr)ld

associated to d1. Almost surely, p; is pure-point, hence purely singular (see, e.g., [28]). Thus,
with probability one, we have [{E : |X(F)| < 2v}| = 4, by Proposition 7. This completes the
proof.

5.5. Transient and recurrent components: proof of Theorem 8. We now turn to the
study of the transient and recurrent components of the spectrum of Hyet. We begin by recalling
some measure theoretic topology from [8]. An event is an equivalence class [S] of Borel subsets
of R under the relation S ~ T if S and T differ by a Lebesgue measure zero set, i.e., |[SAT| = 0.
The support of an absolutely continuous measure dy = f(E)dE is the event [{f > 0}]. The
essential interior of an event [S] is the open set

U={FE: |(E-t,E+t)nS| =2t for somet >0}
and the essential frontier of [S] is the event [S\ U].
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Given a self-adjoint operator H on a separable Hilbert space, a maximal spectral measure for
H is a Borel measure p such that for any Borel set A, u(A) > 0 if and only if the corresponding
spectral projection satisfies Po(H) # 0. Every self-adjoint operator H admits a maximal
spectral measure p and any other spectral measure p, is absolutely continuous with respect
to u, see [47, Lemma 3.16]. The H-event is the support of the absolutely continuous part of
a maximal spectral measure p for H. If H has a cyclic vector 1, then the H-event coincides
with the support of the absolutely continuous part of the spectral measure ji,,. A key result of
Avron and Simon is that the essential interior and essential frontier of the H-event determine
the transient and recurrent spectrum of H:

Theorem 17 ([8, Theorem 3.4]). Let H be a self-adjoint operator on #, a separable Hilbert
space. Let [A] be the H-event and let [B], [C] be its essential interior and essential frontier.
Then

Hiae = Epdlac;  FHrac = EcHac -

For Hvyet we have the following

Lemma 18. The Hyer-event is [S] where S :={FE : |X(F)| < 2v}. The essential interior of
[S] is the open set S\[—2,2+wmax| and the essential frontier of [S] is the event [SN[—2, 24wmax]]-

Proof of Lemma 18. That S is a support for dg follows from Lemma 14; we have already used
this fact in our proof of Theorem 5 above. Since, according to Lemma 15, §qg is cyclic, it follows
that [S] is the Hyert-event. Since X(FE) is continuous (analytic, in fact) on [—2,2 4 wmax] we
see that S\ [-2,2 + wmax] is open, and thus contained in the essential interior of [S].

Since the essential frontier and essential interior are essentially disjoint (see remark following
[8, Proposition 2.2]), to complete the proof it suffices to show that [SN[—2, 2+wmax]] is contained
in the essential frontier of [S]. Below we show that S€¢ is essentially dense in [—2,2 4+ wmax],
ie, |(E—t,E4+t)NS° > 0 for any F € [—2,2 + wpax] and any t > 0. It follows that
|(E—t,E+t)NS| < 2t for any E € [~2,2+4 wpax] and ¢ > 0, so [SN[—2, 2+ wimax]| is contained
in the essential frontier of [S]. O

We recall that a set T is essentially dense in an interval I C R if |JNT| > 0 for any interval
J C I (see [17, §3]). To complete the proof of Lemma 18 it remains to show the following

Lemma 19. Both S and S¢ are essentially dense in [—2,2 4+ wpax]-

Proof. Let J C [—2,2 4 wpax] be an interval. We must show that |J N S| > 0 and |J NS¢ > 0.

Let pg denote the spectral measure of the Anderson model /’zg)r)1

O)d and a(ﬁg)r)ld) = [—2,2 + Wmax], we conclude that pg(J) > 0. Because

4 on £2(Zxg) associated to do.
Since g is cyclic for ﬁgn
/isfr)l q has pure point spectrum, pg is a purely singular measure. It follows that
2
lim t|{E € J : (8, (fiana — E —i0)"'80)| > t}| = =po(J) > 0,
t—o0 s

by [40, Equation (5.4)] ([39, Theorem 1], when restated in terms of Borel measures on the real
line, would also suffice). In particular, choosing t sufficiently large yields

|SnJ| = HEGJ : \(60,(ﬁAnd—E—z'0)150>\>%}'>0.

Thus, S is essentially dense in [—2, 2+ wyax|. Similarly, letting ,ugl) denote the spectral measure

of the Anderson model ﬁgr)ld on (?(Z>1) associated to d1, we have ,ugl)(J) > 0 and

2
lim t{B € J: (01, (g — E—i0)'60)| > )| = ;ugl)u) > 0.

By choosing ¢ sufficiently large and using Lemma 16, we conclude by the triangle inequality
that
|S°nJ| = {E € J:|w(0)—E— (61, (A q— E—i0)"'61)| > 27} >0,

hence S€ is essentially dense in [—2,2 + wyax]- O
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Theorem 8 follows from the corollary below, which is a direct consequence of Theorem 5,
Theorem 17 and Lemma 18:

Corollary 20. Let P. = Pl_ootunn](Hvert) and Py := P59,y 1e(Hvert) denote the
spectral projections of Hyery onto [—2,2 4 wmax] and [—2, 2 4 wmax| respectively. Then ranP, =
Hrae and ranP, = Hyae -

Note that the transient spectrum of Hvyert, 0tac = S\ (—2,2 4 Wmax), is non-deterministic.
Since ¥(E) is monotone increasing on each component of the complement of (—2,2 + wmyax),
Otac = J— U Jy where J_ C [-2—2v,—2] and J;+ C [2+ Wnax, 2 + Wmax + 27| are intervals given
by

= {E<-2: |¥(F)<2y} and J. = {E>24wna : |Z(E)| <2v} . (5.25)
Depending on the configuration w and the hopping v, one or both of J1 can be empty. Indeed,
by monotonicity of X(FE) we have Jy # ) if and only if v > —lz(gi)‘ where F_ = —2 and
E. = 2 + wpax. For completeness we provide a proof that these numbers are non-zero and
finite almost surely. Here we commit a slight abuse of notation: since 3(F) is only defined
for Lebesgue almost-every E € [—2,2 + wpax], the values X(EL) are understood as the side
limits X(Ey) = limpg g, X(£) and X(E_) = limgyp_ X(E) (which are well defined due to
monotonicity of 3(F) in [—2,2 4 wmax|®).

Lemma 21. At the edges E_ = —2 and F; = 2 4 wmax we have that

0<X(FE1) < o0 (5.26)
almost surely.
Proof. Assume, for the sake of contradiction, that P (X(FE+) = 0) > 0. Then, Lemma 16,

P (w(0) — By — (61, (A} 4 — B+ —i0)161) =0) >0 .
Since (01, (AL, 4 — E+ —i0)~161) is independent of w(0), the above equation contradicts the fact
that the distribution of w(0) is purely absolutely continuous. We conclude that
P(X(EL) =0)=0.

By a similar argument, one sees that P (X(Ey) = c0) = 0. O

6. ANALYSIS OF Hpjag — PROOF OF THEOREM 2 AND COROLLARY 4

6.1. Green’s function decay. In this section we turn to the analysis of the operator Hpiag
on EQ(GDiag,g) for fixed £ > 0. Let Gpiag(m,n;2) = (Om, (HDiag — 2)"16,) for m,n € GDiag,¢
and z € C\ R denote the corresponding Green’s function. A preliminary observation is that
the fractional moments of Gpjag are bounded:

Lemma 22. There is Cap < oo such that for each s € (0,1), z € C\ R and m = (m1,m2),
n = (n1,n2) in Gpiage we have

CS
‘ ml,m) 1_AP ) (6-1)

(]GDlag (m,n;z) .

where E( denotes averaging with respect to the variables w(my) and w(ny).

‘ mi, nl

Remarks. (i) Due to the correlation between potentials at different sites, the rank-one
bounds of the original Aizeman-Molchanov method [2] do not work here. However,
eq. (6.1) is a straightforward consequence of the Hilbert-Schmidt fractional moment
bounds developed for continuum Schrodinger operators [1]. For completeness we give a
brief sketch of the proof of Lemma 22 in Appendix C, based on results from [1].

(ii) The a priori bound Cxp depends on s and the distribution of the random variables, but
is independent of £, m, n and z.

(iii) The average E (- |3’ iy m) is the conditional expectation with respect to the o-algebra
generated by {w(r) : r # m; and r # ny}, which explains the notation.
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The key estimate we use below to prove Theorem 2 is exponential decay of the fractional
moments of the Green’s function:
Lemma 23. Let r € (0, %) If (Capy)®" < 1 — 3r, then there exist constants Chiag < 00 and
UDiag > 0 such that for all m,n € Gpiagy and z € C\ R we have

E (|Gpiag (m,m;2) ) < CDiage_MDiangiag(mvn) ’ (6.2)
where dpiag denotes the graph distance in Gpiag ¢-

Remark. In terms of the constants pang = #and(37), Canda = Cand(3r) appearing in eq.
(CAP'Y)T)
1

(1-3r)% and Cpiag =

(2.4), with s = 3r, we have fipiag = min(%,uAnd, l%) where o = —log(

1 2 CY .
2 max (CAnd 3, CAnd 3 (1 ;\P)% e2ﬂD1ag(2+£)) .
—oTr

Lemma 23 combines two estimates: 1) localization of the 1D Anderson model in the bulk of
GDbiag,¢; see eq. (2.4), and 2) decay along the boundary of Gpjiag ¢, expressed in the following

Lemma 24. Let s € (0,1) be given. For all m,m' € Z>q, j,j’ € {0,1,...,¢} and z € C* we
have

Cip ((CAP’Y)S> fm—m’] .

E (]GDiag (m',m' (+ 1)+ '), (m,m(l + 1) + j); 2) ]8‘91%/7m]> < T G

(6.3)

where E (‘3’[‘;”, m}) denotes averaging over w(r) for each r between m' and m.

Remark. As above, E <‘9’[cm, m}) is a conditional expectation, in this case with respect to the

o-algebra generated by {w(k) : k > max(m,m’) or k < min(m,m’)}.

Proof. Since Hpag is a real symmetric operator, the Green’s function is symmetric: G(m, n;z) =
G(n,m;z). Thus it suffices to consider m > m’. Fix j,57/ € {0,1,...,¢}, 2 € Ct and let
Zm,j = (m,m({+ 1)+ 7). We proceed by induction in m. When m = m/ the statement reduces
to the a priori bound of Lemma 22. Suppose that the desired conclusion holds for some m > m/.
By the geometric resolvent identity, we have the factorization

G (T jr, Tma14:2) = VG (T j1s Ty 2) G (Trmg1,0, Tma1,55 2) -
Taking absolute values, raising both sides to the power s, and averaging, we find that
E (|G ($m’,j/a LTm+1,5 Z) |S“91f71’,m+1]>
= 7°E <\G (:Bm/J/,CCm,g; z) I°|GT (®imt1,0, Tt 1,53 2) ‘s‘gafmf,mﬂ}) :

Integrating first with respect to w(0), ..., w(m), using the inductive assumption and the fact that
GT (Zm+1,0, Tmt1,5; 2) depends only on w(k) for k > m, we obtain

E (]G (:cm/,j/, Tmt1,5 2’) ‘s"gd[(r:n/,erl])

CA 5 me L=’ s [
< (%) E (G+ (Tim41,0, Tmi1432) | ‘9’[m',m+1}) :

Finally, another application of Lemma 22 concludes the proof. O

We now turn to the proof of Lemma 23. Fix 0 < r < %, z € C\ R, and let Cpanqg = Cana(3r),
HAnd = HAnd(37) be such that the Green’s function decay for the Anderson model (2.4) holds
with s = 3r. Let @ denote the boundary layer of Gpjag:

D = {(p,pl+1)+j) :p€Z>pand j€{0,...,0}}.
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Let us begin by considering the case that neither m nor n are in @. It follows that m =
m’ + (4,0) and n = n’ + (k,0) with m’,n’ € D and j,k > 1. By two applications of the
geometric resolvent identity, we find that
G _ r_ oMt
Diag (m,n) - I[m _n]GAnd (ml +J,m1 +k)

GG Gl 1) G () G (0 4 L 4R
where zezi(j’ k) = (0, (fLX:% — 2)718;) is the Green’s function of the Anderson model 4™
and we have surpressed the energy arguments from the Green’s functions to simplify notation.
It follows that

=

E(|Goiag(m,m)|") < Ilm/ = n'] [E(GLE (mh + . + k)P

1
ml+1 . r r nj+1 ry| 3
+ [BIGRE™ (i + d.mi 4+ 1)PE( G (', w)P)E(GLL ™ (0 + Lomg 4+ ) )]

where we have used Holder’s inequality. Using fractional moment decay (2.4) and Lemma 24,
it follows that

1 .
E(!GDiag(m,n)\r) < I[m/ :n/]cgnde*%ﬂAndU*k‘

. p\ Im—nal
+ CE de*%ﬂAnd(U*l\Hk*l\) Cap - (Capr7) - , (6.4)
" (1—3r)s \ (1 —3r)s

(1-3r)3

1N

where fiand = f1and(37), Cand = Cand(37). Let a = —log <M> [iDiag = min (54And, 755 )
1
3

and Cpiag = 2max(C7 4 Cﬁnd(fﬁe%mag@*@). In terms of the graph distance in Gpjag ¢,
(6.4) implies
E(|GDiag (m, n)[") < Cpjage #Diesdpias(mn) (6.5)
o (6.2) holds. Here we made use of the inequality
dpiag(m,n) < |j| + |k + |m/ —n'| + £ (6.6)

which follows from the triangle inequality and the definition of Gpjag e-
If m € D but n =n’ + (k,0) is not, then similarly we have

1
r T ni+1 ry|3
E(|Gpiag(m,m)[") < [E(|Gpiag(m,n)E(G ™ (0 + 1,05 + B)F)|

1 cr C r Im1—n
< CE de—%uAndlk—l\ AP i (Capv) i
B (1-3r)5 \(1-3r)s

thus (6.2) also holds in this case, as well as when m = m/ + (j,0) is not in D but n is, by
symmetry. Finally, If m,n € @, then (6.2) follows from Lemma 24.

6.2. Dynamical localization for Hp;,s. To conclude the proof of Theorem 2 we will need
the following bound.

Proposition 25. Let jiy,m be the spectral measure of Hpiag associated to n = (n1,n2) and
m = (my,mg) and denote its total variation norm by ||fin ml|. Let &y, = {(m1,m2) € Gpiag :
mgo € Zy}. Then, for r € (0,1) and J = [—-2 — 27,2 + wmax + 27] we have that

1+7r
2

/ > E(|Gisg(n, k; E)\Hr)d ] , (6.7)

kEEm,

(Hﬂn m”

2r
1+r

with C = || p|| oowWmax-
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Proof. Let HY be the restriction of Hpiag to {n € Gpiag : n1,n2 < L}. Let M%},,m be the
spectral measure of H' associated to n = (ny,n2) and m = (my, ms).
Fix m; and let HX = HE 4+ (3 — w(mq)) P, , where P,,, is the the projection onto £2(&m,),
which has rank
d = (mi+1)+1).
Thus AL is a a copy of H” with the random potential set to v € R at each m € &,,,. Then,
for © # w(my), we have that H' g = Evp with P, tp # 0 if and only if E ¢ o (ﬁL) and

v = (0—wm)(H" = E) Po,vp (6.8)

which implies that
Pobp = (0 —w(m)) P, (H: — B) 1Py vp (6.9)
Let A\i(E), ---, M\j(E) denote the eigenvalues of P, (H: — E)~'P,,,, with corresponding
normalized eigenvectors ¢1(E,-),...,¢z(E,-) (which we regard as functions of E € R and

k € Gpiag). Choose branches so that these functions are continuously differentiable in E away
from the finite set of poles (the eigenvalues of H LY. To simplify notation, we sometimes write
¢j(E) to denote the function k — ¢;(E, k).

From (6.9), we conclude that if 15 is a normalized eigenvector of H” with eigenvalue E, then
Py = cj(E) with ¢ # 0 and (0 — w(my))\;(E) = 1 for some j € {1,--- ,d}. By (6.8) this
implies R

Vi = (0 —w(m))(H" — B) P ¢;(E) .
The normalization constant c is given by
1 ~ 2 .
G wim)2e H(HL - E) 1Pm1¢j(E)H = (¢(E), Py (H" — E) P, 6(E)) = N(E)
where in the last step we made use of the Hellmann-Feynman Theorem.

It follows from the above considerations that the spectral measure Mﬁ,m for H" associated

to m and m is given by

d
dity m(E) = Y dp(n)yp(m)§ (0 —wmi)A;(E) —1) [0 —w(m)|X;(E) dE
j=1

d
= 3 g5(Bn)g; (B,m) 8 (5 — wmn)\ (B) — 1) [ — wimp)ldE ,  (6.10)
j=1
where g;(E,n) = (0n, (H — E)71P,,¢;(E)). Observe that
6;(B,m) = \(E)é; (B, m) = ————6.(E,m) | (6.11)

(V= w(m1))
since Py, 0m = 0m. We note that

d
]Z;/J(QJ(E,m)P5((5—w(m1))>\j(E)—1) [0 — w(my)|dE = /JdMLn,m(E) -1,

since o (Hpiag) C J = [=2 — 27,2 4+ Wmax + 27] for all realizations of the random potential.
Furthermore, we have

2
— / (d“ﬁvm (E)> A, m(E) < 1, (6.12)
R

Ak m,

since the integral on the right-hand side gives the norm-squared of the projection of d,, onto
the cyclic subspace for HL generated by dyp,.
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It follows from (6.10) and the fact that o(H') C J that the total variation norm of ,uﬁ,m is
given by

d
limmll = Z/J\gj(E,n)ng(E,m)W(@—W(ml))/\j(E)+1) [0 —w(mi)ldE . (6.13)

Let E denote averaging over w and an arbitrarily chosen distribution for v (which we will take
below to be the same as the distribution for w(my)). It follows from (6.13) and (6.12) that

E(l124s,m ) (Z/ g5 (B, m)| 757 g (12, m) | 757
1+r
2
X 3((5 — w(m)\ (B) — 1) |@—w<m1>|dE> . (6.14)
where 0 < r < 1 and we have used Holder’s inequality with exponents p = % and ¢ = %T

(applied first to the integral over J and then to the expectation).
We wish to rewrite (6.14) in terms of the normalized eigenfunctions ¢;(E) of Py, (HY —
E)7!'P,,. Noting that g;(E,n) = Zkesm G(n, k; ;E)¢;(E, k) and using (6.11), we find that

E (|l1r,mll)

(Z/ > |G(n,k; E) 1**;@]@7 k)57 |65 (B, m) | 7+

kb, [0 = w(ma) [T+

1+r
2

X 3((5 — w(m)\(E) — 1) [5 - w<m1>|dE>

Now integrate first with respect to w(m;), assuming that 0 < 9 < wpax, using

/meax 5 — w(ma)| T (0 — w(mi)A(B) — 1) p(ew(mm))dew(ma)

o0 1 2r

- /0 6 = w(m) [TH76(5 = wlma) = 55 plw(ma))dw(m) < flploo i (615)

where we have used that d(az) = |7‘1”(5(%) and that \;(E)(¥ — w(my)) = 1. Thus, letting
2r

= |lpll b, we have

1+7r
2

/ > E(\Gn k;E)| 1+rZy¢j B, k)| o (E, m)\m)] . (6.16)

T kebm,

E (|unml) <C

Since {¢;(E)} ]7 | is an orthonormal basis for £2(&,,,), we have, by Hélder’s inequality,

_r_ _1
1+7r 1+7r

d
Z|¢] (E,m)]

d d
Zw»] (B, k)7 |6 (BE;m)|[T7 < | Y |o)(E, k)
=1 j=1

= 1.

Therefore, it follows from (6.16) that

147
2

< o|[ 3 B(Gmkim) )

kEEm,

E (|l11,ml)
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Choosing the distribution of ¥ to be identical to that of w(mq), and independent from w, we

find that

1+7r

/Z \GnkE)\m)] : (6.17)

kE(‘ml

E(lunml) < C

where G denotes the Green’s function of H”. Since ,u{;’m converges in the vague topology to
Hn,m, (6.7) follows from (6.17) and Fatou’s Lemma. O

Theorem 2 immediately follows from Proposition 25 and Lemma 23 since fin m, is a regular
Borel measure and thus for any Borel set F' C R we have that

‘,Unm‘ = sup ‘/f d,unm x)|,
If1<1

with the supremum taken over Borel measurable functions f bounded by one.

APPENDIX A. A VERSION OF BOOLE’S EQUALITY FOR LEVEL SETS OF HERGLOTZ
FUNCTIONS: PROOF OF PROPOSITION 7
In this appendix we prove Proposition 7, recalled here for the reader’s convenience:

Proposition 7 Let p be a finite Borel measure which is purely singular and let
F(z) = [ - du(u) be its Borel transform. Then

HEER :a<E+F(E+i0) <8} =8-a. (1.8)

It is instructive to consider first the situation when y is a pure point measure with finitely

many atoms, in which case F' is a rational function of the form F(FE) = Zgil L with real

poles {u,}N_, at the atoms of y and weights {p,})_; with p, = u(u,). For example, the
diagonal elements of the Green’s function in finite volume are of this form. For a real number
A, let @y be a polynomial of degree N + 1 given by

Q\E)=A—-E-F(E

_un

H:jz

The solutions v1(A), ..., vn+1(A) of the equation E + F( ) = A coincide with the roots of Q.
Therefore, the coefficient of EVV in Q)\(E) = — HNJrl( - vn()\)) equals Zgﬁl vp(A). On the
other hand, by definition of @y, this coefficient is A + Z 1 Uy,. Therefore,

N+1

> (M) =2+ Z Un,. (A1)
n=1

n=1

Since FE + F(FE) is monotone increasing between poles, the set {E € R: a < E+ F(F) < 8}
is a disjoint union of intervals UX ! (v, (@), v,(3)). Therefore, we conclude from equation (A.1)
that

N+1

HEER : o < E+F(E) < B} = > (va(B) —wn(@)) = B—a.
n=1
The above proof is not readily generalized to other types of measures. The following argument

is inspired by the analysis in [5, Proposition 8.2] and provides a proof which is valid for general
singular measures.

Proof of Proposition 7. The function F(z) is a Herglotz function, i.e., a holomorphic map from
the upper half plane to itself. It follows from the classical theory of such functions (see [43,
Theorem 5.9.1]) that for almost every E € R,

(1) the boundary value F(E + i0) = lim._,o F'(E + i¢) exists, and
(2) F(E +1i0) is real (because p is singular).
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Furthermore, for any A € R the level set {E : E + F(E +i0) = A} is a Lebesgue null set.
To see this note that G(z) = (A — z — F(z))~! is a Herglotz function, so its boundary value
G(FE +1i0) exists for almost every E € R. Thus F(E + i0) + E # X for almost every E.

It follows from the above considerations that the indicator function of the set {E : a <
E + F(E +i0) < S} can be represented, for almost every E, as

1
1[F : a < E+F(E+i0) < f] = liﬁ)l—ua,g(E—i—ie), (A.2)
€ ™

where uq 5(z) = Imlog(z + F'(z) — ) — Imlog(z + F'(2) — ) and log denotes the principal
branch of the logarithm. The function u, g(2) is harmonic and bounded by 7 for z in the upper
half plane. By dominated convergence and the fact that a harmonic function is reproduced by
the Poisson integral of its boundary values over a half plane (see [43, Theorem 5.9.2]), we have

1
HEeER : a<E+F(E4+10) < p} = lim— [ uyg(E +i€e)dE
=07 Jr ’

o1 n? .
= l%nli)g}o;\/émua’ﬁ(E—{—le)dE

= lim lim nuq, g(i(n +¢€))

e—0n—o0

= Jim nua,p(in) .

where the equality follows since limsup,_,olimsup,_, . €[uq g(i(n + €))| = 0, because uq g is
bounded. On the other hand, by definition of u, g we know that
p 1
in) = 1 —dFE A3

Hence, by dominated convergence again,

8 2 :
: , . n” + nlmF (in)

1 = 1

Jm muas(m) = lim | (E —ReF(in))2 + (1 + ImF (in))?

where we have used the simple facts that lim, . F'(in) = 0 and lim, o nImF(in) = p(R). O

dE = f—«

APPENDIX B. LOCALIZATION IN THE HORIZONTAL DIRECTION
In this section we sketch the proof of Lemma 10, which recall here for the reader’s convenience:

Lemma 10. Given s € (0,1) there exist positive constants Cand(s) and pana = pand(s) such
that, for all m,n € Z>o,

s 1 _HAnd |yp—n
E<|?“P|<6m,f<ﬁp>6n>l> < (20max+27) 77 ([|plloo (4 + 47 + Wmax) Cana(s)) == e~ 25 ™=l

<1
(5.12)

with the supremum taken over all Borel measurable functions bounded by one.

Proof. Recall that, according to (5.11) fi), = ﬁffr)l 4 — 27 cospPy with Py the projection onto dg.
We follow closely the proof of [3, Theorem A1]. It suffices to show that, for every L € N, (5.12)
holds with /£, replaced by its restriction to ¢? (Zy N[0, L]), denoted henceforth by /’15 . Note

that /’15 — f;, in the strong resolvent sense as L — co. Let &(0) € R be arbitrary and

fona = fona + (@(0) = w(0) + 2y cosp) Py
be a copy of ﬁffr)l 4 With the random potential at zero set to w(0). Write v, = w(0) — 2y cosp.
From rank-one perturbation formulas (see, for instance, [5, Theorem 5.3] or [3, Equation(A.7)]),

the spectral measure of fzé is given by

A (B) = (@(0) = vp) G pa (m, 15 E) 6(v, —&(0) — H(E)) dE (B.1)
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where G’ﬁnd (m,n; E) is the the Green’s function of the Anderson model f%&or)ld restricted to
¢2(Z, N[0, L]) and
1
»HE) = —— B.2
) G¥na (0.0; ) ()
Equation (B.1) implies a couple of estimates. The first one is obtained letting m = n in (B.1)
to achieve

dt (E) = 6(v, — &(0) — £H(E)) dE. (B.3)

In particular
/ 5(vy — @(0) — BH(E))dE = 1. (B.4)

A second observation is that

|(0) — vp|2/ (ngd (m,n; E) ’ §(vp — @(0) = 2H(E))dE < 1. (B.5)

Indeed, as explained in [3, Equation(A.9)], d,ufﬁ%n(E) = Q,Z)(E)d,u%b,Lm(E) with
[ 10ER it (B) = 60 Pa80) < 1.
where Ps,  is the projection onto the cyclic subspace of ftzf which contains d,,.
Combining equations (B.1), (B.5) and (B.4) with Holder’s inequality (applied to the exponents

(pyq) =(2—s, %_ )) and Jensen’s inequality for expectations, we conclude that for all intervals
ICR

B (sl () <[5 (1800 -t [ G (om0

Thus,

1

5(v, — &(0) — SL(E)) dE)} . (Be6)

1
2—s

E (|85 | (1) < (2wmax +27) 7 ( /1 E (‘égnd (m,n; E) ) 5(vp — (0) — EL(E))dE>

Recalling that v, = w(0) —27 cos p, integrating first over w(0) and choosing &(0) to be a random
variable independent of w(0) but identically distributed with it we conclude that

E (|25 | (1)) < (2wmax +27) 2 HPHQ : (/ (\GAnd m,n;E)|s) dE>ﬂ. (B.7)

Since the operator /i, has spectrum contained in [—2 — 27,2 + 277 + Wpax, the inequality (B.7)
together with (2.4) suffices to conclude the proof of lemma 10. We mention that by introducing
an integrable weight, one could also handle the case where the random potentials are unbounded.
For further details we refer to [3, Equations (A.13)-(A.18)]. O

APPENDIX C. A priori BOUNDS ON THE GREEN’S FUNCTION

Let # and #; be separable Hilbert spaces and let A : D(A) C # — # be a maximally
dissipative operator. Recall that a densely defined operator A is said to be dissipative if
Im(p, Ap) > 0 for every ¢ € D(A). A is said to be maximally dissipative when it is dissipative
and has no proper dissipative extension. Let My : # — #1 and M, : #1 — # be Hilbert-
Schmidt operators. Denoting by |.| Lebesgue measure and by || - ||zs the Hilbert-Schmidt
norm, the following weak L; bounds hold

Lemma 26. [1, Lemma 3.1]

1
{v «||My Mallgs >t} < CWHM1HHSHM2HHS; (C.1)

A—v+1i0
where the constant Cyy is independent of A,My and Ms.
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Lemma 27. [1, Proposition 3.2] Let A,M; and My be as above and let Uy, U, be nonnegative

operators.
1 1
{(o1,02) € 0,112+ |30} ——— 0" Myl us > t}| < 2Cwl|Mi|lmsl| Mallmsy  (C.2)
A—v+41i0 t
The bounds (C.1), (C.2) easily imply the apriori bound of Lemma (6.1)
s|ere &
E (|GDiag(m’n;Z)| ‘gml,nl) — 1—fFj9 ) (03)

where we recall that E (‘9}%

1,n1) denotes averaging with respect to the variables w(my) and

w(nq). For further details refer the reader to [38, appendix A].
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