
ar
X

iv
:2

20
1.

00
17

3v
1 

 [
m

at
h-

ph
] 

 1
 J

an
 2

02
2

NONLINEAR ANDERSON LOCALIZED

STATES AT ARBITRARY DISORDER

WENCAI LIU AND W.-M. WANG

Abstract. It is classical, following Furstenberg’s theorem on positive Lya-
punov exponent for products of random SL(2,R) matrices, that the one di-
mensional random Schrödinger operator has Anderson localization at arbi-
trary disorder. This paper proves a nonlinear analogue, thereby establishing
a KAM-type persistence result for a non-integrable system.

1. Introduction and the main theorem

We study the discrete nonlinear random Schrödinger equation (NLRS) in one
dimension:

(1) i
∂u

∂t
= −∆u + V u+ δ|u|2pu, p ∈ N,

where ∆ is the discrete Laplacian:

(∆u)(x) = u(x+ 1) + u(x− 1),

and V = {vx} is a family of independent identically distributed random variables
on [0, 1], with distribution density g. Assume that g is bounded, g ∈ L∞.

Let

(2) H = −∆+ V,

be the random Schrödinger operator. It is well-known, as a consequence of
Furstenberg’s theorem on positive Lyapunov exponent for products of random
SL(2,R) matrices [15], that with probability 1, H has Anderson localization,
namely, pure point spectrum with exponentially decaying eigenfunctions [19, 22].
(See also [9, 16, 20, 21, 24].) In higher dimensions and for large disorder, i.e.,
replacing V by λV , λ ≫ 1, Anderson localization has been established using
multiscale analysis [13], see also [26], or fractional moment method [1].

Assume that H has Anderson localization. Let {φV
j }j∈Z be the (real) eigen-

basis of H . Assume that ℓVj satisfies

|φV
j (ℓ

V
j )| = max

x
|φV

j (x)|.
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(If it is not unique, one may choose a maximum arbitrarily.) We call ℓVj , the
localization center. It suffices to say here that as a consequence of localization,
there is an eigenfunction labelling such that when j1 < j2, ℓ

V
j1 ≤ ℓVj2 (see sect. 3

and appendix A for details), and that we use this labelling.
So for a given V such that H has Anderson localization, let j ∈ Z, and denote

by φV
j and µV

j the eigenfunctions and corresponding eigenvalues of H . When
δ = 0, all solutions to (1) are of the form

∑

j∈Z
cje

−iµV
j tφV

j ,

with appropriate cj , which decay to 0, as j → ±∞. This paper is concerned
with the case cj 6= 0 for finite (but arbitrary) number of j.

Denote by P(·) the measure of a set. We prove the following nonlinear ana-
logue:

Theorem 1.1. Consider the discrete NLRS in one dimension:

(3) i
∂u

∂t
= −∆u + V u+ δ|u|2pu, p ∈ N.

Let a = (a1, a2, · · · , ab) ∈ [1, 2]b. For any ǫ > 0, there exists lǫ such that the
following holds. Fix any L ≥ ℓǫ and βk ∈ Z, k = 1, 2, · · · , b satisfying 10L ≤
|βk| ≤ L3 and |βk − βk′| ≥ 10L for any distinct k, k′ ∈ {1, 2, · · · , b}, there exist
a probability space Xǫ with P(Xǫ) ≥ 1 − ǫ and δ0 > 0 (depending on g, ǫ and
L) such that for any V ∈ Xǫ and 0 < δ ≤ δ0, there exists a set Aδ ⊂ [1, 2]b of

measure at least 1− e−| log δ|1/2, such that for any a ∈ Aδ, any eigenfunction φV
αk

with ℓVαk
∈ Bk = {l ∈ Z : |l− βk| ≤ L}, k = 1, 2, · · · , b, the solution to the linear

equation:

u0(t, x) =
b∑

k=1

ake
−iµV

αk
tφV

αk
(x),

bifurcates to a solution to the nonlinear equation (3):

u(t, x) =
∑

(n,j)∈Zb×Z

û(n, j)ein·ωtφV
j (x) =

b∑

k=1

ake
−iωktφV

αk
(x) +O(δ1/2),

satisfying ω = (ω1, ω2, · · · , ωb) = (µV
α1
, µV

α2
, · · · , µV

αb
) + O(δ), and û(n, j) decay

exponentially as |(n, j)| → ∞.

Remark 1. (1) For any Bk, k = 1, 2, · · · , b, there are at least 2(1 − ǫ)L
normalized eigenfunctions φV

αk
such that the localization centers ℓVαk

lie
in Bk.

(2) We could replace L3 with eL
κ
, 0 < κ < 1. We could also replace 1 −

e−| log δ|1/2 with 1− e−| log δ|κ , 0 < κ < 1.
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1.1. About Theorem 1.1. The linear solution u0 is localized in space, and
quasi-periodic in time, with frequencies the b eigenvalues of the linear random
Schrödinger operator. Theorem 1.1 shows that under small nonlinear perturba-
tions, for a large set of amplitudes, there is a solution to the nonlinear equation
nearby. This nonlinear solution u remains localized in space and quasi-periodic
in time; moreover the frequencies are harmonics of the modulated b Fourier
modes of the linear random Schrödinger equation.

Theorem 1.1 is a KAM-type persistence result. Most such results pertain
to perturbations of integrable systems. The random Schrödinger equation is,
however, non-integrable. Nonetheless, Theorem 1.1 shows persistence of time
quasi-periodic, localized solutions. Moreover there is an abundance of such so-
lutions. This is the main novelty.

Remark 2. Previously the paper [8] established existence of quasi-periodic so-
lutions at large disorder. It perturbs about the diagonal operator λV , λ ≫ 1, in
the canonical Zd basis. The method is not applicable here. For d = 1 and large
disorder, see also [30]. For other nonlinear random models, see e.g., [14].

Remark 3. The symbol û is merely a notation here and does not carry the
connotation of being the dual of u.

1.2. Ideas of the proof. One of the main ideas is to fix a “good” random po-
tential, and work in the eigenfunction basis provided by the random Schrödinger
operator. We give the requirements to be good in sect. 1.3 below. Fixing a
potential circumvents the lack of control of the eigenfunctions as the potentials
vary. Note moreover that generally it is not possible to know precisely the eigen-
functions of the random Schrödinger operators, even for large disorder, see [12].

So fix indeed such a good potential V , and let

(4) u0(t, x) =

b∑

k=1

ake
−iµV

αk
tφV

αk
(x),

be a solution to the linear equation, as in Theorem 1.1. As an ansatz, we seek
solutions of the form:

(5) u(t, x) =
∑

(n,j)∈Zb×Z

û(n, j)ein·ωtφV
j (x).

Note that u(t, x) of the above form are closed under multiplication and complex
conjugation. So we may seek solutions to (1) in this form.

Using (5) in (1) leads to the following nonlinear system of equations on Z
b×Z:

(6) (n · ω + µV
j )û(n, j) + δWû(n, j) = 0, (n, j) ∈ Z

b × Z,
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where, to give an idea, when p = 1,

Wû(n, j) =
∑

n1+n2−n3=n

n1,n2,n3∈Zb

∑

j1,j2,j3∈Z
û(n1, j1)û(n2, j2)û(n3, j3)

(
∑

x∈Z
φV
j (x)φ

V
j1
(x)φV

j2
(x)φV

j3
(x)

)
;(7)

while for general p,

Wû(n, j) =
∑

n′+
∑p

m=1
(nm−n′

m)=n

n′,nm,n′
m∈Zb

∑

j′,lm,l′m∈Z
û(n′, j′)

p∏

m=1

û(nm, lm)û(n′
m, l

′
m)

(
∑

x∈Z
φV
j (x)φ

V
j′(x)

p∏

m=1

φV
lm(x)φ

V
l′m
(x)

)
.(8)

1.3. The good potentials. The linear solution u0 solves (1) to order δ. One
may write u0 in the form (5), with û(−ek, αk) = ak, k = 1, 2, · · · , b, where
ek is the kth basis vector of Z

b, û(n, j) = 0 otherwise, and ωk = µV
αk
, k =

1, 2, · · · , b. The vector Wû in (6) depends on ak, k = 1, 2, · · · , b. Generally
speaking, one would need parameters to solve the nonlinear equation (6) using
a Newton scheme, starting from the approximate solution u0. Since V is fixed,
the ak’s are the parameters in the problem. There is however, a δ factor in front
of Wû.

The small O(δ) parameters pose difficulties mainly at small scales: |(n, j)| ≪
δ−1, when estimating the inverse of the linearized operators. The key new idea is
that we can overcome this difficulty if the diagonals of the linear operator in (6)
satisfy a clustering property. Roughly speaking, this means that if two diagonal
elements are “not close”, then they are “far apart”. (One may think of the
integers, which have this property: if two integers are not equal, then they are
at least of distance 1.) This then permits localizing about the diagonals in O(δ)
intervals, which compensates for the small O(δ) parameters. The potentials V
that lead to clustering properties, in addition to Anderson localization, are good
potentials.

It should be emphasized that the clustering property is only needed at small
scales, and not large ones. This makes the approach robust, potentially applica-
ble to many problems.

Remark 4. See papers [27] and [28], which use deterministic clustering proper-
ties. In [28], this was established using number theory.

1.4. Anderson localization and clustering property of the diagonals.

We use Anderson localization to establish probabilistic clustering at small scales.
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So one may set ω to be the frequencies of the u0 in (4), which are b eigenvalues
of the H in (2). The diagonals in (6) then correspond to a family of harmonics,
i.e., certain linear combinations of the eigenvalues of H .

The proof of the clustering of these (low lying) harmonics is rather delicate.
The Minami estimate [25] on eigenvalue spacing plays a fundamental role. Uni-
form property of Anderson localization, see [11, 17], is essential. Wegner es-
timate [29] comes into play as well. This is done in sects. 2 and 3, and the
conclusion is summarized in Theorem 3.5, which also provides lower bounds on
the diagonals. The clustering property permits the analysis to go beyond small
perturbative scales, and is one of the main points of the paper.

1.5. Small scale analysis. The clustering property indicates that at small
scales the spectrum of the diagonal operator has many gaps. Using perturbation
theory, the linearized operators are invertible in the gaps; while away from the
gaps, one may work locally in intervals of size O(δ). This greatly reduces the
number of resonances, and consequently O(δ) parameters suffice for the analysis.
This is the case for the proof of the large deviation theorem applying Cartan
estimates in sect. 4, as well as for the semi-algebraic projection in sect. 6.

1.6. Large scale analysis. Large scale analysis is related to what has been done
before in [8], cf. also Chap. 18 [5], which are a priori tailored for parameters
of order 1. However, after incorporating the local argument recounted above, it
can be adapted and used to prove Theorem 1.1.

1.7. Organization of the paper. Sect. 2 establishes the good potential space;
sect. 3 makes linear estimates for small scales; sect. 4 proves a large deviation
theorem, to be used for the nonlinear analysis at large scales; sects. 5 and 6
finally solve (6) and hence (1), using a Lyapunov-Schmidt decomposition and
Theorems 3.5 and 4.1.

2. One dimensional random Schrödinger operators

in finite volumes

For an operator H on ℓ2(Zd) and Λ ⊂ Z
d, let HΛ = RΛHRΛ, where RΛ is the

restriction. For n = (n1, n2, · · · , nd) ∈ Z
d, let |n| = maxj∈{1,2,··· ,d} |nj | denote the

ℓ∞ norm. In this paper d equals either 1 or b+ 1.
In this section, we study the one dimensional random Schrödinger operator

H = −∆ + V restricted to finite volumes. For Λ ⊂ Z, denote by µ̃Λ
j , j ∈ Λ,

eigenvalues of HΛ = RΛHRΛ, with corresponding normalized eigenvectors φ̃Λ
j .

Remark 5. Note that µ̃Λ
j and φ̃Λ

j depend on the realization of the potentials in
Λ. It is convenient here to label the eigenvalues and normalized eigenvectors by
j ∈ Λ, instead of j ∈ {1, 2, · · · , |Λ|}.
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For a ball B = {n ∈ Z : |n− n0| ≤ l} of size l with center n0, denote by rB,

the dilation: rB = {n ∈ Z : |n − n0| ≤ rl}. Fix L > 0. Let B̃(k,L) be a ball of
size L, k = 1, 2, · · · , b. Assume that

L ≤ dist(B̃(k,L), 0) ≤ L4,

and for any distinct k and k′,

(9) dist(B̃(k,L), B̃(k′,L)) ≥ 6L.

Since L will be fixed, we omit the dependence on L of B̃(k,L) and write simply

B̃k.
Recall that ek, k = 1, 2, · · · , b, are the canonical basis vectors of Z

b. Let
C0 > 0, γ0 > 0, q0 > 0 be three fixed constants, which will be determined later.
Assume that HΛ has b eigen-pairs µ̃Λ

α̃k
and φ̃Λ

α̃k
, k = 1, 2, · · · , b such that for any

k = 1, 2, · · · , b, there exists ℓ̃Λα̃k
∈ B̃k such that

(10) |φ̃Λ
α̃k
(ℓ)| ≤ C0(1 + |ℓ̃Λα̃k

|)q0e−γ0|ℓ−ℓ̃Λα̃k
|
, ℓ ∈ Λ.

Let ω̃Λ
k = µ̃Λ

α̃k
, k = 1, 2, · · · , b and ω̃Λ = (ω̃Λ

1 , ω̃
Λ
2 , · · · , ω̃Λ

b ) ∈ R
b. When there is no

ambiguity, we omit the dependence on Λ. In the following, δ > 0 is sufficiently
small.

Remark 6. Condition (10) is motivated by uniform properties of Anderson
localization in infinite volume, see Theorem 3.1.

2.1. Estimates on the diagonals. Let Λ1 =
[
−2
⌊
e| log δ|

3
4

⌋
, 2
⌊
e| log δ|

3
4

⌋]
, where

⌊x⌋ is the integer part of x. (The choice of scales is in view of the later nonlinear
analysis.) Denote by S1 the probability space on which HΛ1 has eigen-pairs µ̃Λ1

α̃k

and φ̃Λ1
α̃k
, k = 1, 2, · · · , b satisfying (10) (with Λ = Λ1), and there exists either

(11) (n, j) ∈
[
−2
⌊
e| log δ|

3
4
⌋
, 2
⌊
e| log δ|

3
4
⌋]b+1

\{−ek, α̃k}bk=1,

such that

(12) |n · ω̃Λ1 + µ̃Λ1
j | ≤ 4δ

1
8

or

(13) (n, j) ∈
[
−2
⌊
e| log δ|

3
4

⌋
, 2
⌊
e| log δ|

3
4

⌋]b+1

\{ek, α̃k}bk=1,

such that

(14) | − n · ω̃Λ1 + µ̃Λ1
j | ≤ 4δ

1
8

and the normalized eigenvector corresponding to µ̃Λ1
j satisfies for some ℓ̃Λ1

j ∈ Λ1,

(15) |φ̃Λ1
j (ℓ)| ≤ C0(1 + |ℓ̃Λ1

j |)q0e−γ0|ℓ−ℓ̃
Λ1
j |, ℓ ∈ Λ1.
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Fix a large constant q1 > 0. Denote by SN the probability space such that for
any j ∈ [−N,N ], j′ ∈ [−N,N ] and j 6= j′,

(16) |µ̃Λ
j − µ̃Λ

j′| ≥
1

N q1
,Λ = [−N,N ].

Denote by P the measure as before, and E the expectation.

Theorem 2.1. For small δ, we have

P(S1) ≤ eC| log δ|
3
4 δ

1
8 ,

where C is a large constant independent of δ.

We will use the following three lemmas to prove Theorem 2.1.

Lemma 2.2 (Wegner estimate [29]). Let Λ ⊂ Z. For any E ∈ R and ε > 0,

E(dist(E, σ(HΛ)) ≤ ε) ≤ C|Λ|ε.

Lemma 2.3 (Minami estimate [25]). Let Λ ⊂ Z and J ⊂ R be an interval.
Then we have

E([tr(1J(HΛ))] · [tr(1J(HΛ))− 1]) ≤ C|Λ|2|J |2,
where 1J is the characteristic function of the interval J . In particular, we have
that

P(there exist distinct j, j′ ∈ Λ such that |µ̃Λ
j − µ̃Λ

j′| ≤ ε) ≤ Cε|Λ|2,
and hence

P(SN) ≤ CN−q1+2.

Lemma 2.4. Let Λ ⊂ Z. Assume that eigenvalues µ̃j, j ∈ Λ, of HΛ are simple
and let

(17) d = min
j 6=j′,j∈Λ,j′∈Λ

|µ̃j − µ̃j′| > 0.

Let (µ̃, φ̃) be an eigen-pair of HΛ. Let l ∈ Λ, and (µ̃s, φ̃s) (depending continuously
on s) be an eigenpair of HΛ + sI{l} with |s| ≤ d

10
satisfying µ̃s|s=0 = µ̃ and

φ̃s|s=0 = φ̃. Then

dµ̃s

ds
= |φ̃(l)|2 + |s|2O

( |Λ|
d2

)
,

and hence

µ̃s − µ̃ = s|φ̃(l)|2 + |s|3O
( |Λ|
d2

)
.
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Proof. Let {(µ̃j, φ̃j), j ∈ Λ} be the complete set of eigen-pairs of HΛ. Without

loss of generality, assume that µ̃ = µ̃1 and φ̃ = φ̃1.
By a standard perturbation argument and (17), one has that for any |s| ≤ d

10
,

|µ̃s − µ̃1| ≤
d

2

and

(18) |µ̃s − µ̃j′| ≥
d

2
, j′ ∈ Λ\{1}.

Let

φ̃s =
∑

j∈Λ
csjφ̃j .

Then

(19) (HΛ + sI{l})φ̃
s = µ̃sφ̃s =

∑

j∈Λ
µ̃scsjφ̃j

and

(20) HΛφ̃
s =

∑

j∈Λ
csjµ̃jφ̃j.

Since ||(HΛ + sI{l})φ̃
s −HΛφ̃

s|| = O(s), by (18), (19) and (20), one has that for
any j ∈ Λ\{1},

|csj | ≤ O
(s
d

)
.

This implies that 1− O
(

|Λ|s2
d2

)
≤ (cs1)

2 ≤ 1. Therefore, one has that

(21) |φ̃s(l)|2 = |φ̃(l)|2 +O

( |Λ|s2
d2

)
.

By eigenvalue variations and (21), one has that

dµ̃s

ds
= 〈φ̃s,

d(HΛ + sI{l})

ds
φ̃s〉

= |φ̃s(l)|2

= |φ̃(l)|2 +O

( |Λ|s2
d2

)
.

We conclude that

µ̃s − µ̃ = s|φ̃(l)|2 + |s|3O
( |Λ|
d2

)
.

�
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For any n = (n1, n2, · · · , nb) ∈ Z
b, denote by

supp n = #{nk : nk 6= 0, k = 1, 2, · · · , b},
where # denotes the number of elements in a set.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Let N = 2
⌊
e| log δ|

3
4

⌋
and S̃1 = SN . By Lemma 2.3

(Minami estimate), it suffices to prove that

P(S1 ∩ S̃1) ≤ eC| log δ|
3
4 δ

1
8 .

Since the total number of (n, j) in (11) and (13) is bounded by (2N + 1)b+1,
it suffices to prove that for a fixed (n, j) in the set, with probability at most

eC| log δ|
3
4 δ

1
8 , either (12) or (14) holds. Without loss of generality, we only consider

probability space Pn,j (P for simplicity) such that (15) holds, and

(22) |n · ω̃ + µ̃j| ≤ 4δ
1
8 .

Our goal is to show that

(23) P(Pn,j ∩ S̃1) ≤ eC| log δ|
3
4 δ

1
8 .

Case 1: n = 0. In this case, Wegner estimate implies (23).
Case 2: supp n = 1
Case 21: supp n = 1 and n = −ek, k = 1, 2, · · · , b.
Without loss of generality, assume that n = (−1, 0, · · · , 0). In this case,

n · ω̃ + µ̃j = −µ̃α̃1 + µ̃j and j 6= α̃1. This is impossible by (16).
Case 22: supp n = 1, n = ek, k = 1, 2, · · · , b or n = rek, k = 1, 2, · · · , b with

|r| ≥ 2.
Without loss of generality, assume that n = (n1, 0, · · · , 0) with n1 = 1 or

|n1| ≥ 2.

Denote by φ̃α̃1 and φ̃j eigenvectors of eigenvalues µ̃α̃1 = ω̃1 and µ̃j. For any

l ∈ 2B̃1, denote by Pl the probability space such that

(24) |φ̃α̃1(l)|2 ≥
4

5
|φ̃j(l)|2 +

1

L10
.

By (10), one has that ∑

ℓ/∈2B̃1

|φ̃α̃1(ℓ)|2 ≤ e−
γ0
2
L,

and hence

(25)
∑

ℓ∈2B̃1

|φ̃α̃1(ℓ)|2 ≥ 1− e−
γ0
2
L.
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By (24) and (25), one has that

(26) Pn,j ⊂
⋃

l∈2B̃1

Pl.

Take any l ∈ 2B̃1 such that (24) holds. Split [0, 1] into N4q1 intervals of size
N−4q1 and take any interval I = [f1, f2]. Define the probability space Pl,I to
be Pl,I = {V ∈ Pl : Vl ∈ I}. Applying Lemma 2.4, one has that if we fix Vℓ,
ℓ ∈ Λ1\{l}, then for any f ∈ I,

(27)
dµ̃Vl=f

α̃1

df
= |φ̃Vl=f1

α̃1
(l)|2 +N−5q1O(1),

and

(28)
dµ̃Vl=f

j

df
= |φ̃Vl=f1

j (l)|2 +N−5q1O(1),

where µ̃Vl=f
i is the eigenvalue with the potential Vl = f and fixed Vℓ, ℓ ∈ Λ1\{l}.

Obviously,

(29)
dµ̃Vl=f

j

df
≥ 0.

By (24), (27), (28) and (29), one has that
∣∣∣∣∣
d(n · ω̃Vl=f + µ̃Vl=f

j )

df

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥
3

4
|φ̃Vl=f1

α̃1
(l)|2 −N−5q1O(1)

≥ 3

4L10
−N−5q1O(1)

≥ 1

2L10
.(30)

Since g ∈ L∞[0, 1], by (22) and (30), one has that for any l ∈ 2B̃1,

(31) P(Pn,j ∩ Pl ∩ S̃1) ≤ O(1)N4q1L10δ
1
8 .

By (26) and (31), one has that

(32) P(Pn,j ∩ S̃1) ≤ O(1)N4q1L11δ
1
8 .

It implies (23) since δ is sufficiently small (depending on L).
Case 3: supp n ≥ 2
Let ni be such that |ni| = maxi∈{1,2,··· ,b} |ni|.
Case 31: |ni| ≥ 2
Without loss of generality, assume that ni = n1. It is easy to see that for any

ℓ ∈ 2B̃1

(33) |φ̃α̃k
(ℓ)|2 ≤ e−γ0L, k = 2, 3, · · · , b.
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For any l ∈ 2B̃1, denote by P 1
l the probability space such that

(34) |φ̃α̃1(ℓ)|2 ≥
4

5
|φ̃j(ℓ)|2 + L2

(
b∑

k=2

φ̃α̃k
(ℓ)|2

)
+

1

L10
.

By (25), (33) and (34), one has that

(35) Pn,j ⊂
⋃

l∈2B̃1

P 1
l .

Replacing (26) with (35), and following the proof of Case 22 (using Lemma 2.4),
we still have (23) .

Case 32: |ni| ≤ 1, namely nk = 0,±1, k = 1, 2, · · · , b.
In this case, clearly, there exist at least two non-zero nk, k = 1, 2, · · · , b.
Without loss of generality, assume that n1 6= 0 and n2 6= 0. In this case, if

ℓ̃j ≥ 2L4, by (15), one has that for any ℓ ∈ ∪b
k=12B̃k,

(36) |φ̃j(ℓ)| ≤ e−γ0L.

If ℓ̃j ≤ 2L4, by (9) and (15), one has that either for any ℓ ∈ 2B̃1,

(37) |φ̃j(ℓ)| ≤ e−γ0L,

or for any ℓ ∈ 2B̃2,

(38) |φ̃j(ℓ)| ≤ e−γ0L.

Without loss of generality assume that (37) holds. Therefore, for any ℓ ∈ 2B̃1,

(39) |φ̃i(ℓ)|2 ≤ e−γ0L, i = α̃2, α̃3, · · · , α̃b, and i = j.

For any l ∈ 2B̃1, denote by P 2
l the probability space such that

(40) |φ̃α̃1(l)|2 ≥ L2|φ̃j(l)|2 + L2

(
b∑

k=2

φ̃αk
(l)|2

)
+

1

L10
.

By (25), (39) and (40), one has that

(41) Pn,j ⊂
⋃

l∈2B̃1

P 2
l .

Replacing (26) with (41), and following the proof of Case 22 or Case 31 (also
using Lemma 2.4), we have (23) . �
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2.2. Spacing of the diagonals. For the purpose of nonlinear analysis, it suf-
fices to work with scales | log δ|s, s > 1. So let Λs

2 = [−2 ⌊| log δ|s⌋ , 2 ⌊| log δ|s⌋].
Denote by Ss

2 the probability space such that there exist ω̃Λs
2 satisfying (10), and

m ∈ Z
b with |m| ≤ |2 log δ|s, either |mk| ≥ 2 for some k ∈ {1, 2, · · · , b} or supp

m ≥ 3, and j, j′ ∈ Λs
2 satisfying

(42) |m · ω̃Λs
2 + µ̃

Λs
2

j − µ̃
Λs
2

j′ | ≤ 4δ
1
8 ,

and the eigenvectors corresponding to µ̃
Λs
2

j and µ̃
Λs
2

j′ satisfy that there exist ℓ̃
Λs
2

j ∈
Λs

2 and ℓ̃
Λs
2

j′ ∈ Λs
2 such that for any ℓ ∈ Λs

2,

(43) |φ̃Λs
2

j (ℓ)| ≤ C0(1 + |ℓ̃Λ
s
2

j |)q0e−γ0|ℓ−ℓ̃
Λs
2

j |, |φ̃Λs
2

j′ (ℓ)| ≤ C0(1 + |ℓ̃Λ
s
2

j′ |)q0e
−γ0|ℓ−ℓ̃

Λs
2

j′
|
.

We should mention that we allow j = j′.

Theorem 2.5. For small δ, we have

P(Ss
2) ≤ (| log δ|)Csδ

1
8 .

Proof. Let N = 2 ⌊| log δ|s⌋ and S̃s
2 = SN . By Lemma 2.3 (Minami estimate), it

suffices to prove that

P(Ss
2 ∩ S̃s

2) ≤ (| log δ|)Csδ
1
8 .

Denote by Pm,j,j′ the probability space such that (10) and (42) hold. Let mi be
such that |mi| = max{|mk|, k = 1, 2, · · · , b}. Without loss of generality, assume
that mi = m1. Let us prove the case |m1| ≥ 2 first. Without loss of generality,

assume that m1 ≥ 0. It is easy to see that for any ℓ ∈ 2B̃1,

(44) |φ̃α̃k
(ℓ)|2 ≤ e−γ0L, k = 2, 3, · · · , b.

For any l ∈ 2B̃1, denote by P 3
l the probability space such that

(45) |φ̃α̃1(l)|2 ≥
4

5
|φ̃j′(l)|2 + L2(

b∑

k=2

φ̃α̃k
(l)|2) + 1

L10
.

By (25), (44) and (45), one has that

(46) Pm,j,j′ ⊂
⋃

l∈2B̃1

P 3
l .

Now the proof follows from Lemma 2.4, which is similar to the proof of Case
22 or Case 31. Here are the details. Take any l ∈ 2B̃1 such that (45) holds. Split
[0, 1] into N4q1 intervals of size N−4q1 and take any interval I = [f1, f2]. Denote
by the probability space P 3

l,I = {V ∈ Pl : Vl ∈ I}. Applying Lemma 2.4, one has
that if we fix Vℓ, ℓ ∈ Λ1\{l}, then for any f ∈ I,

(47)
dµ̃Vl=f

α̃1

df
= |φ̃Vl=f1

α̃1
(l)|2 +N−5q1O(1),
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and

(48)
dµ̃Vl=f

j′

df
= |φ̃Vl=f1

j′ (l)|2 +N−5q1O(1).

By (47), (48) and (29), one has that

d(m · ω̃Vl=f + µ̃Vl=f
j − µ̃Vl=f

j′ )

df
≥ 3

4
|φ̃Vl=f1

α̃1
(l)|2 +N−5q1O(1)

≥ 3

4L10
+N−5q1O(1)

≥ 1

2L10
.(49)

Now the proof follows that of Case 22 or Case 31 of Theorem 2.1.
Let us proceed to the case supp m ≥ 3. Without loss of generality, assume

that mi 6= 0, i = 1, 2, 3. In this case, if ℓ̃j ≥ 2L4, by (43), one has that for any

ℓ ∈ ∪b
k=12B̃k,

(50) |φ̃j(ℓ)| ≤ e−γ0L.

If ℓ̃j ≤ 2L4, by (9) and (43), one has that either for any ℓ ∈ 2B̃1 ∪ 2B̃2,

(51) |φ̃j(ℓ)| ≤ e−γ0L,

or for any ℓ ∈ 2B̃2 ∪ 2B̃3,

(52) |φ̃j(ℓ)| ≤ e−γ0L,

or for any ℓ ∈ 2B̃1 ∪ 2B̃3,

(53) |φ̃j(ℓ)| ≤ e−γ0L.

Clearly, (50)-(53) also hold for j′. Therefore, we have that there exists i ∈
{1, 2, 3}, such that for any m ∈ {α̃1, α̃2, · · · , α̃b}\{α̃i} and m = j, j′,

(54) |φ̃m(ℓ)| ≤ e−γ0L, ℓ ∈ 2B̃i.

Now the proof follows that of Case 32 of Theorem 2.1.
�

Denote by Ŝs
2 the probability space such that there exist ω̃Λs

2 satisfying (10),

m ∈ Z
b with

∑b
k=1mk 6= 0, |mk| ≤ 1, k = 1, 2, · · · , b, and j ∈ Λs

2, j
′ ∈ Λs

2

satisfying

(55) |m · ω̃Λs
2 + µ̃

Λs
2

j − µ̃
Λs
2

j′ | ≤ 4δ
1
8 .

Theorem 2.6. For small δ, we have

P(Ŝs
2) ≤ (| log δ|)Csδ

1
8 .
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Proof. Again, let N = 2 ⌊| log δ|s⌋ and S̃s
2 = SN . By Lemma 2.3 (Minami esti-

mate), it suffices to prove that

P(Ŝs
2 ∩ S̃s

2) ≤ (| log δ|)Csδ
1
8 .

Since
∑b

k=1mk 6= 0, there exists l ∈ [−N,N ], such that

(56) |(
b∑

k=1

mk|φ̃α̃k
(l)|2) + |φ̃j(l)|2 − |φ̃j′(l)|2| ≥

1

N10
.

Now we use Lemma 2.4 to conclude as in the proof of Case 22 of Theorem 2.1.
�

Remark 7. We could replace the constant 4 in (12), (14), (42) and (55) with
any fixed constant and all theorems in this section still hold.

3. One dimensional random Schrödinger operators

We now proceed to the infinite volume random Schrödinger operator,

H = −∆+ V.

Let {ϕV
j }j be the eigen-basis and assume that ιVj satisfies

|ϕV
j (ι

V
j )| = max

x∈Z
|ϕV

j (x)|.

(If it is not unique, one may choose a maximum arbitrarily.) We have

Theorem 3.1. (See e.g., [16] or [18, sect. 1.6]) There exist some q > 0 and
γ1 > 0 such that, with probability 1,

(57) |ϕV
j (ℓ)| ≤ CV (1 + |ιVj |)qe−γ1|ℓ−ιVj |,

where E(CV ) < ∞.

Remark 8. • Recall that ιVj is called the localization center.
• γ1 and q only depend on the distribution g. γ1 can be arbitrarily close
to the Lyapunov exponent.

By Theorem 3.1 and following a similar proof of Theorem 7.1 in [11], one has
the following Lemma concerning the localization centers.

Lemma 3.2. For any ǫ, there exist Vǫ with P(Vǫ) > 1− ǫ and a constant lǫ such
that the following holds. For any V ∈ Vǫ and k ∈ [−L4, L4] with L ≥ lǫ,

(58) (1− ǫ)L ≤ #{j : ιVj ∈ [k, k + L]} ≤ (1 + ǫ)L.

See appendix B for a proof. �

Basing on (58), one may (re)label the eigenfunctions so that if j > j′, then
the localization centers of the corresponding eigenfunctions φV

j and φV
j′ satisfy

ℓVj′ ≥ ℓVj . The construction of such a map is presented in appendix A. Here after
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relabelling, we use the notations φV
j instead of ϕV

j and ℓVj instead of ιVj . Recall

that µV
j is the eigenvalue corresponding to eigenfunction φV

j . When there is no
ambiguity, we omit the dependence on V .

Below we summarize properties of the eigenfunction basis in this labelling.

Lemma 3.3. There exist q > 0 and γ > 0 such that for any ǫ, there exist Vǫ with
P(Vǫ) > 1 − ǫ and constants Cǫ and ℓǫ such that for any V ∈ Vǫ, the following
statements hold:

• for any ℓ ∈ Z,

(59) |φV
j (ℓ)| ≤ Cǫ(1 + |ℓVj |)qe−γ|ℓ−ℓVj |,

• for any |ℓVj | ≥ ℓǫ,

(60) |ℓVj − j| ≤ ǫ|j|,
• for any k ∈ [−L4, L4],

(61) (1− ǫ)L ≤ #{j : ℓVj ∈ [k, k + L]} ≤ (1 + ǫ)L.

Lemma 3.4. Choose any V ∈ Vǫ ∩ S2N . Let Λ = [−2N, 2N ]. Consider two
distinct eigen-pairs (µj, φj) and (µj′, φj′), |j|, |j′| ≤ N , of H = −∆ + V . Then

there exist two distinct eigen-pairs (µ̃Λ
j̃
, φ̃Λ

j̃
) and (µ̃Λ

j̃′
, φ̃Λ

j̃′
), j̃ ∈ Λ, j̃′ ∈ Λ of HΛ

such that
|µj − µ̃Λ

j̃
| ≤ e−

γ
2
N , |µj′ − µ̃Λ

j̃′
| ≤ e−

γ
2
N ,

and
||φj − φ̃Λ

j̃
|| ≤ e−

γ
2
N , ||φj′ − φ̃Λ

j̃′
|| ≤ e−

γ
2
N .

Proof. By (60), one has that |ℓj| ≤ (1 + ǫ)N and |ℓj′| ≤ (1 + ǫ)N . Then
∑

|ℓ|≥2N+1

|φj(ℓ)|2 ≤ e−
3γ
2
N ,

∑

|ℓ|≥2N+1

|φj′(ℓ)|2 ≤ e−
3γ
2
N ,

and

(62) ||HΛφj − µjφj|| ≤ e−
3γ
4
N , ||HΛφj′ − µjφj′|| ≤ e−

3γ
4
N .

Therefore, there exist j̃ ∈ Λ and j̃′ ∈ Λ such that

|µj − µ̃Λ
j̃
| ≤ e−

3γ
4
N , |µj′ − µ̃Λ

j̃′
| ≤ e−

3γ
4
N .

Since V ∈ S2N , one has that for any distinct j1 and j2 in Λ,

|µ̃Λ
j1
− µ̃Λ

j2
| ≥ 1

(2N)q1
,

and hence for any m 6= j̃ (or m 6= j̃′),

(63) |µ̃Λ
m − µj | ≥

1

2q1+1N q1
(or |µ̃Λ

m − µj′| ≥
1

2q1+1N q1
).
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Let φ̃m and µ̃m (as usual, for simplicity we have dropped the dependence on Λ

from φ̃Λ
m and µ̃Λ

m, m ∈ Λ), be the eigen-pairs of HΛ. Let

(64) IΛφj =
∑

m∈Λ
cmφ̃m.

From (62) and (64), one has that

(65) HΛφj =
∑

m∈Λ
µ̃mcmφ̃m,

and

(66) ||
∑

m∈Λ
µ̃mcmφ̃m −

∑

m∈Λ
µjcmφ̃m|| = O(1)e−

3γ
4
N .

By (63), (65) and (66), one has that for any m 6= j̃,

|cm| ≤ O(1)N q1e−
3γ
4
N .

Therefore, 1−O(1)N3q1e−
3γ
2
N ≤ c2

j̃
≤ 1. We conclude that

||φj − φ̃j̃ || ≤ ||φj − IΛφj ||+ ||IΛφj − φ̃j̃|| ≤ e−
γ
2
N .

Similarly,

||φj′ − φ̃j̃′|| ≤ e−
γ
2
N .

Since φj and φj′ are ortho-normal eigenfunctions, we have that j̃ 6= j̃′. �

We now state the conclusion:

Theorem 3.5. For any ǫ > 0, there exists lǫ such that the following statements
hold. Fix any L ≥ ℓǫ and βk ∈ Z, k = 1, 2, · · · , b satisfying 10L ≤ |βk| ≤ L3 and
|βk − βk′| ≥ 10L, for any distinct k, k′ ∈ {1, 2, · · · , b}, there exists a probability
space Xǫ with P(Xǫ) ≥ 1− ǫ and δ0 > 0 (depending on g, ǫ and L) such that for
any V ∈ Xǫ and 0 < δ ≤ δ0,

(1)

(67) |φj(ℓ)| ≤ Cǫ(1 + |ℓj|)qe−γ|ℓ−ℓj |,

(2) for any |ℓj| ≥ lǫ,

(68) |ℓj − j| ≤ ǫ|j|,
(3) for large N (depending on ǫ), |j|, |j′| ≤ N and j 6= j′,

(69) |µj − µj′| ≥
1

2q1+1N q1
,

and

(70) |µj| ≥
1

2N q1
,
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(4) for any eigenfunction φαk
with ℓαk

∈ Bk = {l ∈ Z : |l − βk| ≤ L}, k =

1, 2, · · · , b, we have that for any (n, j) ∈ [−e| log δ|
3
4 , e| log δ|

3
4 ]b+1\{(−ek, αk)}bk=1,

(71) |n · ω(0) + µj | ≥ 2δ
1
8 ,

where ω(0) = (ω
(0)
1 , · · · , ω(0)

b ) = (µα1 , · · · , µαb
), and for any (n, j) ∈

[−e| log δ|
3
4 , e| log δ|

3
4 ]b+1\{(ek, αk)}bk=1,

(72) | − n · ω(0) + µj| ≥ 2δ
1
8 ,

(5) for any θ ∈ R, there are at most b vertices (n, j) ∈ [−| log δ|s, | log δ|s]b+1,
such that

(73) |(n · ω(0) + θ) + µj| ≤ δ
1
8 ,

for any θ ∈ R, there are at most b vertices (n, j) ∈ [−| log δ|s, | log δ|s]b+1,
such that

(74) | − (n · ω(0) + θ) + µj| ≤ δ
1
8 .

Proof. By Lemmas 2.2 (Wegner estimate), 2.3 (Minami estimate), 3.3, 3.4 and
Borel-Cantelli type arugments,, we have (67)-(70).

We apply the Theorems (with Remark 7) in the previous section with B̃k =
Bk, k = 1, 2, · · · , b and δ = 2−n, n = 1, 2, · · · . Then by Borel-Cantelli type
arugments, we have that there exists Xǫ with P(Xǫ) ≥ 1− ǫ and Xǫ ∩ (S̃1 ∪Ss

2 ∪
Ŝs
2) = ∅ for any small δ.

(71) and (72) follow from Lemma 3.4 with N =
⌊
e| log δ|

3
4

⌋
.

The proof of (73) and (74) takes more time. Without loss of generality, we
only prove (73). Assume that there are (n(m), j(m)) ∈ [−| log δ|s, | log δ|s]b+1,
m = 1, 2, · · · , b+ 1, satisfying

(75) |(n(m) · ω(0) + θ) + µj(m)| ≤ δ
1
8 .

By Lemma 3.4, one has that there exist ω̃Λs
2 satisfying (10) and (n(m), j̃(m)) ∈

[−| log δ|s, | log δ|s]b × [−2| log δ|s, 2| log δ|]s, m = 1, 2, · · · , b+ 1 such that

(76) |(n(m) · ω̃Λs
2 + θ) + µ̃

Λs
2

j̃(m)| ≤ 2δ
1
8 .

We can assume that n(m), m = 1, 2, · · · , b+1 are distinct, otherwise Lemma 2.3
(Minami estimate) gives the proof.

Choose any m1, m2 ∈ {1, 2, · · · , b + 1} such that (76) holds. When |n(m1)
k −

n
(m2)
k | ≥ 2 for some k ∈ {1, 2, · · · , b} or supp (n(m1) − n(m2)) ≥ 3, the proof

follows from Theorem 2.5. When
∑b

k=1(n
(m1)
k −n

(m2)
k ) 6= 0 and |n(m1)

k −n
(m2)
k | ≤ 1,

k = 1, 2, · · · , b, the proof follows from Theorem 2.6.
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So the only exceptional case is when for allm1, m2 ∈ {1, 2, · · · , b+1}, n(m1) and

n(m2) satisfy supp (n(m1)−n(m2)) = 2,
∑b

k=1(n
(m1)
k −n

(m2)
k ) = 0 and n

(m1)
k −n

(m2)
k =

±1, 0, k = 1, 2, · · · , b. We will show that this is not possible. Shifting n(m) by
n(1), one may assume that n(1) = (0, 0, · · · , 0). When b = 2, it is obvious.
So let b ≥ 3. Without loss of generality, assume that n(2) = (1,−1, 0, · · · , 0).
Thus either n

(m)
1 = 1 or n

(m)
2 = −1 for all m ∈ {3, 4, · · · , b + 1}. Without

loss of generality, assume that n(3) = (1, 0,−1, 0, 0, · · · , 0). Therefore, for all

m ∈ {2, 3, · · · , b+1}, n(m)
1 = 1. This contradicts with n(m), m ∈ {1, 2, · · · , b+1}

being distinct.
�

4. Large deviation theorem

Assume that H̃ is an operator on ℓ2(Zb+1 × {0, 1}), Töplitz with respect to
n ∈ Z

b. We now write Zb+1 interchangeably with Z
b×Z. Assume that there exist

functions hr,r′(n, j, j
′), r, r′ ∈ {0, 1}, on Z

b × Z × Z, such that for any ur(n, j),
r ∈ {0, 1} and (n, j) ∈ Z

b+1,

(77) (H̃u)r(n, j) : =
∑

(n′,j′)∈Zb×Z, r′∈{0,1}

hr,r′(n− n′, j, j′)ur′(n
′, j′).

Assume that there exist C1 > 0 and c1 > 0 such that

(78) |hr,r′(n, j, j
′)| ≤ C1e

−c1(|n|+|j|+|j′|).

Let D(θ) be a family of operators from R to Op[ℓ2(Zb+1 × {0, 1})]:

(79) D(θ) =

[
D+ 0
0 D−

]
,

where D± = diag(±(n · ω + θ) + µj), (n, j) ∈ Z
b+1. Define T = T (θ): R →

Op[ℓ2(Zb+1 × {0, 1})] as
(80) T (θ) = D(θ) + δH̃.

Denote by QN an elementary region of size N centered at 0, which is one of
the following regions,

QN = [−N,N ]b+1

or

QN = [−N,N ]b+1 \ {n ∈ Z
b+1 : niςi0, 1 ≤ i ≤ b+ 1},

where for i = 1, 2, · · · , b+ 1, ςi ∈ {<,>, ∅} and at least two ςi are not ∅.
Denote by E0

N the set of all elementary regions of size N centered at 0. Let
EN be the set of all translates of elementary regions with center at 0, namely,

EN := {n+QN : n ∈ Z
b+1, QN ∈ E0

N}.
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For simplicity, we call elements in EN elementary regions. Let QN (j0) = {(n, j) ∈
Z
b × Z : (n, j − j0) ∈ QN}.
The width of a subset Λ ⊂ Z

b+1, is defined as the maximum of M ∈ N such
that for any n ∈ Λ, there exists M̂ ∈ EM such that

n ∈ M̂ ⊂ Λ

and

dist (n,Λ\M̂) ≥ M/2.

A generalized elementary region is defined to be a subset Λ ⊂ Z
b+1 of the form

Λ := R\(R + z),

where z ∈ Z
b+1 is arbitrary and R is a rectangle,

R = {(n1, n2, · · · , nb+1) ∈ Z
d : |n1 − n′

1| ≤ M1, · · · , |nb+1 − n′
b+1| ≤ Mb+1}.

For Λ ⊂ Z
b+1, we introduce its diameter,

diam(Λ) = sup
n,n′∈Λ

|n− n′|.

Denote by RN all generalized elementary regions with diameters less than or
equal to N . Denote by RM

N all generalized elementary regions in RN with width
larger than or equal to M .

With a slight abuse of notation, we also use EN , E0
N , QN , QN (j0), RN and RM

N

to denote EN × {0, 1}, E0
N × {0, 1}, QN × {0, 1}, QN (j0) × {0, 1}, RN × {0, 1}

and RM
N × {0, 1} respectively. Similarly for any Λ ⊂ Z

b+1, denote by RΛ the
restriction to Λ× {0, 1}.

We say that T (given by (80)) satisfies the large deviation theorem (LDT) at
scale N with parameter c̃1 if there exists a subset ΘN ⊂ R such that

Leb(ΘN) ≤ e−N
1
30 ,

and for any j0 ∈ [−2N, 2N ], QN ∈ E0
N , and θ /∈ ΘN ,

(81) ||(RQN (j0)T (θ)RQN (j0))
−1|| ≤ eN

9
10 ,

and for any (n, j) and (n′, j′) satisfying max{|n− n′|, |j − j′|} ≥ N
10
,

(82) |(RQN (j0)T (θ)RQN (j0))
−1(n, j;n′, j′)| ≤ e−c̃1 max{|n−n′|,|j−j′|}).

Let K1 be a large constant depending only on b. Let K = K100
1 , K2 = K5

1 .

Theorem 4.1. Assume that ω satisfies

(1) |ωk − µαk
| ≤ C2δ, k = 1, 2, · · · , b;
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(2) for any fixed N ≥ (log 1
δ
)K, and any Ñ with (log 1

δ
)K ≤ Ñ ≤ N and

0 6= |n| ≤ 2Ñ ,

(83) |n · ω| ≥ e−Ñ
1

K2 ,

and for any |j| ≤ 3Ñ , |j′| ≤ 3Ñ, |n| ≤ 2Ñ with (n, j − j′) 6= 0,

(84) |n · ω − µj + µj′| ≥ e−Ñ
1

K2 .

Then for small enough δ, the LDT holds at any scale Ñ ≤ N with parameter
1
2
c1.

Remark 9. (1) The proof of Theorem 4.1 uses ideas from the work of Bour-
gain, Goldstein and Schlag [7]. The implementation follows, however, the
more recent paper [23], which streamlined and quantified some of their
arguments.

(2) From (83) and (84), in order to have LDT at all scales, we only need to

remove measure (with respect to ω) less than e−
1
2
(log 1

δ
)

K
K2 ≤ e−(log 1

δ
)K

90
1 ≪

δ.
(3) Theorem 4.1 holds for any parameter c̃1 with c̃1 < c1.

4.1. Preparations.

Lemma 4.2. [5, Prop. 14.1] Let T (x) be a N ×N matrix function of a param-
eter x ∈ [−τ, τ ] satisfying the following conditions:

(i) T (x) is real analytic in x ∈ [−τ, τ ] and has a holomorphic extension to

Dτ,τ1 = {z : |ℜz| ≤ τ, |ℑz| ≤ τ1}
satisfying

(85) sup
z∈Dτ,τ1

‖T (z)‖ ≤ B1, B1 ≥ 1.

(ii) For all x ∈ [−τ, τ ], there is a subset Λ ⊂ [1, N ] with

|Λ| ≤ M,

and

(86) ‖(R[1,N ]\ΛT (x)R[1,N ]\Λ)
−1‖ ≤ B2, B2 ≥ 1.

(iii)

(87) Leb{x ∈ [−τ, τ ] : ‖T−1(x)‖ ≥ B3} ≤ 10−3τ1(1 +B1)
−1(1 +B2)

−1.

Let

(88) 0 < ǫ ≤ (1 +B1 +B2)
−10M .
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Then

(89) Leb
{
x ∈ [−τ/2, τ/2] : ‖T−1(x)‖ ≥ ǫ−1

}
≤ Cτe

−c

(
log ǫ−1

M log(B1+B2+B3)

)

,

where C and c are absolute constants.

To apply Lemma 4.2, we also need to introduce semi-algebraic sets. A set S ⊂
R

d is called semi-algebraic if it is a finite union of sets defined by a finite number
of polynomial equalities and inequalities. More precisely, let {P1, · · · , Ps} ⊂
R[x1, · · · , xd] be a family of real polynomials whose degrees are bounded by κ.
A (closed) semi-algebraic set S is given by an expression

(90) S =
⋃

l

⋂

ℓ∈Ll

{
x ∈ R

d : Pℓ(x)ςlℓ0
}
,

where Ll ⊂ {1, · · · , s} and ςlℓ ∈ {≥,≤,=}. Then we say that S has degree at
most sκ. In fact, the degree of S which is denoted by deg(S), means the smallest
sκ over all representations as in (90).

Following are some basic properties of these sets. They are special cases of
that in [2], and restated in [5].
Lemma 4.3. [5, Theorem 9.3] [2, Theorem 1] Let S ⊂ [0, 1]d be a semi-algebraic
set of degree B. Then the number of connected components of S does not exceed
(1 +B)C(d).
Lemma 4.4. [5, Theorem 9.3] [2, Theorem 1] Let S ⊂ [0, 1]d1+d2 be a semi-
algebraic set of degree B. Let (x, y) ∈ R

d1 × R
d2. Then the projection projx1

(S)

is a semi-algebraic set of degree at most (1 +B)C(d1,d2).

4.2. Large deviation theorem for small scales: N ≤ (log 1
δ
)10.

Proof. In this case, let

Θ̃N = {θ ∈ R : there exists (n, j) ∈ [−N,N ]b × [−3N, 3N ] such that either

|(n · ω + θ) + µj| ≤ 2e−N
1
20 or |(−n · ω − θ) + µj| ≤ 2e−N

1
20 }.

Clearly, Leb(Θ̃N) ≤ NC(b)e−N
1
20 . When N ≤ (log 1

δ
)10, δ is much smaller than

e−N
1
20 . Now (81) and (82) follow from standard perturbation arguments.

�

4.3. Large deviation theorem for intermediate scales: (log 1
δ
)10 ≤ N ≤

(log 1
δ
)K.

Proof. Let ΘN be such that at least one of (81) and (82) does not hold for
θ ∈ ΘN . Choose any N ∈ [(log 1

δ
)10, (log 1

δ
)K ].

Assume that (81) and (82) do not hold for some θ. Then we must have
for some (n, j) ∈ [−N,N ]b × [−3N, 3N ], either |θ + n · ω(0) + µj| ≤ Cδ or
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|θ+ n · ω(0) − µj | ≤ Cδ. Otherwise, standard perturbation arguments yield that
for any j0 with |j0| ≤ 2N ,

||(RQN (j0)TRQN (j0))
−1|| ≤ 1

Cδ
≤ eN

9
10 ,

and for any (n, j) and (n′, j′) such that max{|n− n′|, |j − j′|} ≥ N
10
,

|(RQN (j0)TRQN (j0))
−1(n, j;n′, j′)| ≤ e−c̃1 max{n−n′|,|j−j′|}|,

where c̃1 can be any constant smaller than c1.
Therefore, we can restrict θ to be in 10b+1N b+1 intervals of size Cδ. Denote

all the intervals by {Ii} and take one of them, I0, into consideration. Without
loss of generality, assume that I0 comes from the + sector, namely

I0 = {θ : |θ + n0 · ω(0) + µj0| ≤ Cδ and (n0, j0) ∈ [−N,N ]b × [−3N, 3N ]}.
For the − sector I0 = {θ : |θ + n0 · ω(0) − µj0| ≤ Cδ and (n0, j0) ∈ [−N,N ]b ×
[−3N, 3N ]}, the proof is similar.

Let

Aθ
1 = {(n, j) ∈ [−N,N ]b × [−3N, 3N ] : |θ + n · ω(0) + µj| ≤ δ

1
8},

and

Aθ
2 = {(n, j) ∈ [−N,N ]b × [−3N, 3N ] : |θ + n · ω(0) − µj| ≤ δ

1
8}.

By (5) of Theorem 3.5, one has that for any θ,

(91) #Aθ
1 ≤ b,#Aθ

2 ≤ b.

Since the size of I0 is Cδ, we have that there exist A1 and A2 independent of
θ ∈ I0 such that

(92) #A1 ≤ b,#A2 ≤ b,

and for any (n, j) ∈ [−N,N ]b × [−3N, 3N ]\(A1 ∪ A2) and θ ∈ I0

(93) |θ + n · ω(0) ± µj | ≥
1

2
δ

1
8 .

Take any Λ̃ ∈ R
√
N

N1
with N1 ∈ [

√
N, 6N ] and Λ̃ ⊂ [−N,N ]b × [−3N, 3N ]. By

perturbation arguments, we have that for any θ ∈ I0,

(94) ‖(RΛ̃\(A1∪A2)
T (θ)RΛ̃\(A1∪A2)

)−1‖ ≤ 3δ−
1
8 .

We are going to apply Cartan’s estimate, Lemma 4.2. For this reason, let
τ = Cδ, τ1 = 1, Λ = A1 ∪ A2, M = 2b, B1 = O(1)(log 1

δ
)K , B2 = 3δ−

1
8 , B3 = 1

and ǫ = e−N1
3/4

. We note that since I0 has size Cδ, (87) holds automatically.
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Applying Cartan’s estimate (Lemma 4.2) in all possible Λ̃ ∈ R
√
N

N1
(in total NC),

there exists a subset Θ̃N1 ⊂ R such that

Leb(Θ̃N1) ≤ e
− N1

3
4

| log δ|2 ,

and for any θ /∈ Θ̃N1 and any Λ̃ ∈ R
√
N

N1
with Λ̃ ⊂ [−N,N ]b × [−3N, 3N ],

(95) ||(RΛ̃TRΛ̃)
−1|| ≤ eN

3
4
1 .

Let N0 =
√
N. We call a box (n1, j1) + QN0 ∈ EN0 , (n1, j1) ∈ [−N,N ]b ×

[−3N, 3N ] good if

||(R(n1,j1)+QN0
TR(n1,j1)+QN0

)−1|| ≤ eN
9
10
0

and for any (n, j) and (n′, j′) such that max{|n− n′|, |j − j′|} ≥ N0

10
,

|(R(n1,j1)+QN0
TR(n1,j1)+QN0

)−1(n, j;n′, j′)| ≤ e−c̃1 max{|n−n′|,|j−j′|}.

Otherwise, we call (n1, j1)+QN0 ∈ [−N,N ]b× [−3N, 3N ] bad. By (92), (93) and
perturbation arguments, we have that there are at most 2b disjoint bad boxes of
size N0 = N1/2 contained in [−N,N ]b × [−3N, 3N ].

We have sublinear bound and (95). By [23, Theorem 2.1], for any θ /∈⋃
{Ii}
⋃

N1∈[
√
N,6N ] Θ̃N1, (81) and (82) hold for the scale N . Therefore,

ΘN ⊂
⋃

{Ii}

⋃

N1∈[
√
N,6N ]

Θ̃N1

and hence

Leb(ΘN) ≤ e−N
1
10 .

�

4.4. Large deviation theorem for large scales: N ≥ (log 1
δ
)K .

Proof. Let N2 = NK1
1 and N4 = NK1

2 . Assume that N4 ≥ (log 1
δ
)K and that the

LDT holds at both scales N1 and N2 with parameter c̃1.
We will show that there are at most NC

1 bad disjoint boxes of size N1 contained
in [−N4, N4]

b×[−3N4, 3N4]. Let (n1, l1) ∈ [−N4, N4]
b×[−3N4, 3N4] be such that

(n1, l1) +QN1 is bad for some QN1 ∈ E0
N1
.

We first bound the case when |l1| ≤ 2N1. By the LDT at scale N1, there

exists a set ΘN1 with Leb(ΘN1) ≤ e−N
1/30
1 such that for any θ /∈ ΘN1 and any

QN1 ∈ E0
N1
, QN1 is good. Since the operator is Töplitz with respect to n ∈ Z

b,
one has that for any (n1, l1) with θ+ n1 · ω /∈ ΘN1, (n1, l1) +QN1 is good for any
QN1 ∈ E0

N1
. By standard arguments, we can assume that ΘN1 is a semi-algebraic

set of degree at most NC
1 , namely, there exist NC

1 intervals Ii of size e−N
1/30
1 ,
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such that ΘN1 ⊂ ∪iIi. The assumption on ω indicates that, for any nonzero n
with |n| ≤ 2N4,

(96) |n · ω| ≥ e−(2N4)
1

K2 ≥ e−N
1
30
1 .

Therefore, for any |l1| ≤ 2N1, there is at most one bad box (n1, l1) such that
n1 · ω ∈ Ii. This leads to at most NC

1 bad boxes in this case.
When |l1| ≥ 2N1, we will show that there are at most three disjoint bad

boxes of size N1. First, if a box (n, j) + QN1 is bad, by (78) and perturbation
arguments, we must have that for some (n1, l1) ∈ (n, j) +QN1 , either

(97) |θ + n1 · ω + µl1 | ≤ 2e−N
9/10
1

or

(98) |θ + n1 · ω − µl1| ≤ 2e−N
9/10
1 .

Assume that indeed there are three bad boxes. We have that there are two from
D+, namely (97) (or D−, namely (98)). Therefore, we have that for two distinct
vertices (n, j) ∈ [−N4, N4]

b×[−3N4, 3N4] and (n′, j′) ∈ [−N4, N4]
b×[−3N4, 3N4],

|m · ω − µj + µj′| ≤ 4e−N
9/10
1 , m = n− n′.

This contradicts the assumption (84).

Let Θ̃N2 ⊂ R be such that for some (n, j) ∈ [−N4, N4]
b × [−3N4, 3N4] such

that either |θ + n · ω + µj| ≤ 2e−N
9/10
2 or |θ + n · ω − µj| ≤ 2e−N

9/10
2 . Since for

any |l1| ≥ 2N2, the matrix is essentially diagonal, we have that for any θ /∈ Θ̃N2 ,
(n1, l1) ∈ [−N4, N4]

b× [−3N4, 3N4] with |l1| ≥ 2N2 and QN2 ∈ E0
N2
, (n1, l1)+QN2

is good. Let Θ̂N2 = {θ : for some n ∈ [−N4, N4]
b, θ+n·ω ∈ ΘN2}. Therefore, for

any θ /∈ Θ̂N2, (n1, l1) ∈ [−N4, N4]
b × [−2N2, 2N2] and QN2 ∈ E0

N2
, (n1, l1) + QN2

is good. Clearly

Leb(Θ̃N2 ∩ Θ̂N2) ≤ e−N
1/31
2 ,

and for any θ /∈ Θ̃N2 ∩ Θ̂N2 , (n1, l1) ∈ [−N4, N4]
b × [−3N4, 3N4] and QN2 ∈ E0

N2
,

(n1, l1) +QN2 is good.
Applying Lemma 4.2 (see proof of [23, Theorem 2.2] for details), for any

N3 ∈ [N
1/2
4 , N4], there exists a subset Θ̃N3 ⊂ R such that

Leb(Θ̃N3) ≤ e−N3
1
4 ,

and for any N ∈ [N
1/2
3 , N3], Λ̃ ∈ R

N
1/2
3

6N with Λ̃ ⊂ [−N3, N3]
b × [−3N3, 3N3], and

for any θ /∈ Θ̃N3 ,

(99) ||(RΛ̃TRΛ̃)
−1|| ≤ eN

3
4 .
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Let N0 = N3
1/2. We call a box (n1, l1) + QN0 ∈ E0

N0
, (n1, l1) ∈ [−N3, N3]

b ×
[−3N3, 3N3] good if

||(R(n1,l1)+QN0
TR(n1,l1)+QN0

)−1|| ≤ eN
9
10
0 ,

and for any (n, j) and (n′, j′) such that max{|n− n′|, |j − j′|} ≥ N0

10
,

|(R(n1,l1)+QN0
TR(n1,l1)+QN0

)−1(n, j;n′, j′)| ≤ e−c2 max{|n−n′|,|j−j′|},

where c2 = c̃1 − N−κ
4 with a proper κ > 0. Otherwise, we call (n1, l1) + QN0 ∈

[−N3, N3]
b× [−3N3, 3N3] bad. Since there are at most NC

1 bad boxes of size N1,
by resolvent identity, we have that there are at most NC

1 disjoint bad boxes of

size N0 = N
1/2
3 contained in [−N3, N3]

b × [−3N3, 3N3].
We have achieved the sublinear bound and (99). By [23, Theorem 2.1], we

have that the LDT holds for any scale N3 ∈ [N
1/2
4 , N4] with parameter c̃1−N−κ

4 ,
where κ is a proper small positive constant. Now the proof follows from standard
inductions. �

5. The nonlinear analysis

Fix V ∈ Xǫ, so that the conclusions of Theorem 3.5 hold and Theorem 4.1 is
available. (As before, we omit the superscript V , as it is fixed.) We can now
solve the nonlinear matrix equation (6) and therfore the NLRS equation (1).

5.1. Lyapunov-Schmidt decomposition. To simplify notations, we write u
for û, namely u(n, j) = û(n, j). Let v be the complex conjugate of u, more

precisely, v(n, j) = û(−n, j).
By (8), Wu is a vector on ℓ2(Zb+1), which is now given by

Wu(n, j) =
∑

n′+
∑p

m=1
(nm+n′

m)=n

n′,nm,n′
m∈Zb

∑

lm,l′m,j′∈Z
u(n′, j′)

p∏

m=1

u(nm, lm)v(n
′
m, l

′
m)

(
∑

x∈Z
φj(x)φj′(x)

p∏

m=1

φlm(x)φl′m(x)

)
.(100)

Let W̃u be a vector on ℓ2(Zb+1), which is given by

W̃u(n, j) =
∑

n′+
∑p

m=1
(nm+n′

m)=n

n′,nm,n′
m∈Zb

∑

j′,lm,l′m∈Z
v(n′, j′)

p∏

m=1

v(nm, lm)u(n
′
m, l

′
m)

(
∑

x∈Z
φj(x)φj′(x)

p∏

m=1

φlm(x)φl′m(x)

)
.(101)
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We remark that W̃u and Wu are functions of u and v. We only indicate the
dependence on u for simplicity and the fact that v is the conjugate of u.

Writing the equation for v as well, leads to the system of nonlinear equations
on Z

b+1 × {0, 1}:

(102)
(D+u)(n, j) + δWu(n, j) = 0,

(D−u)(n, j) + δW̃u(n, j) = 0,

where D± are the diagonal matrices with entries

(103) D±(n, j) := D±(n, j;n, j) = ±n · ω + µj.

Define

(104) S = {(−ek, αk)× {0}, (ek, αk)× {1}, k = 1, 2, · · · , b},
and denote the complement by Sc:

(105) Sc = Z
b+1 × {0, 1}\S.

Write D for the diagonal matrix composed of the diagonal blocks D± and write
(102) in the form F (u, v) = 0. Since v is the conjugate of u, we simply write
F (u) = 0 for F (u, v) = 0. We make a Lyapunov-Schmidt decomposition of (102)
into the P -equations:

(106) F (u)|Sc = 0.

and the Q-equations:

(107) F (u)|S = 0.

5.2. The P -equations. The P -equations are infinite dimensional. They are
solved using a Newton scheme, starting from the initial approximation u(0) = u0.
Let F ′ be the linearized operator on ℓ2(Zb+1)× {0, 1},

F ′(u) = D + δWu,

where

Wu =

(∂Wu

∂u
∂Wu

∂v
∂W̃u

∂u
∂W̃u

∂v

)
.

It is easy to see that W = Wu satisfies

(1) W is Töplitz with respect to n ∈ Z
b, namely for any j ∈ Z, j′ ∈ Z, k ∈

Z
b, n ∈ Z

b, n′ ∈ Z
b, r ∈ {0, 1}, r′ ∈ {0, 1}

Wr,r′(n, j;n
′, j′) = Wr,r′(n+ k, j;n′ + k, j′).

(2) Assume that |u(n, j)| ≤ e−c(|n|+|j|). Direct computation implies that

|Wr,r′(n, j;n
′, j′)| ≤ Ce−c′(|n−n′|+|j|+|j′|).
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The operator F ′ is to be evaluated near ω = ω(0) = (µα1 , µα2, · · · , µαb
), the linear

frequency, and u = u(0) and v = v(0). As earlier, we have that u(0)(−ek, αk) = ak,
k = 1, 2, · · · , b; u(0)(n, j) = 0, otherwise.

Recall next the formal Newton scheme:

∆

(
u
v

)
= −[F ′

Sc(u)]−1F (u)|Sc,

where the left side denotes the correction to

(
u
v

)
, F ′

Sc(u) is the linearized oper-

ator evaluated at (u, v) : F ′(u), and restricted to Sc:

F ′
Sc(u)(x, y) = F ′(u)(x, y),

for x, y ∈ Sc; likewise F (u)|Sc is F (u) restricted to Sc:

[F (u)|Sc](x) = F (u)(x),

for x ∈ Sc.
Since we seek solutions close to (u(0), v(0)), which has compact support in

Z
b+1 × {0, 1}, we adopt a multiscale Newton scheme as follows:

At iteration step (r + 1), choose an appropriate scale N and estimate [F ′
N ]

−1,
where F ′

N is F ′ restricted to

[−N,N ]b+1 × {0, 1}\S ⊂ Z
b+1 × {0, 1},

and evaluated at u(r) and v(r): F ′
N = F ′

N (u
(r)). Define the (r + 1)-th correction

to be:

∆

(
u(r+1)

v(r+1)

)
= −[F ′

N (u
(r))]−1F (u(r)),

and
u(r+1) = u(r) +∆u(r+1),

v(r+1) = v(r) +∆v(r+1),

for all r = 0, 1, 2, · · · .
At step r, Wu(r)(ω,a) (depending on u(r)(ω, a)) is a function of ω and a. We

write Tu(r)(θ, ω, a) for the operator F ′ = D(θ) + δWu(r)(ω,a), and T̃ (θ, ω, a) the

operator F ′ = D(θ) + δWu(r)(ω,a), restricted to Z
b+1 × {0, 1}\S, where

(108) D(θ) =

[
diag (n · ω + θ + µj) 0

0 diag (−n · ω − θ + µj)

]
, (n, j) ∈ Z

b+1.

For simplicity, write T̃u(r)(ω, a) for T̃u(r)(0, ω, a) and Tu(r)(ω, a) for Tu(r)(0, ω, a).
The analysis of the linearized operators F ′

N uses Theorem 3.5 for small scales;
for large scales, it also uses Theorem 4.1 and semi-algebraic projection to convert
estimates in θ into that of ω, and finally a.
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5.3. The Q-equations. The Q-equations are 2b dimensional, but due to sym-
metry leading to b equations only. They are used to relate ω with a. The
amplitudes u(n, j) are fixed on S, i.e., u(−eαk

, αk) = ak, k = 1, 2, · · · , b, and the
same for the complex conjugate. So we have

(109) ωk = µαk
+ δ

Wu(−ek, αk)

ak
, k = 1, 2, · · · , b.

When u = u(0), let us compute the terms in the Q-equations (109). For
k ∈ {1, 2, · · · , b}, we have

Wu(0)(−ek, αk) =
∑

n′+
∑p

m=1 nm−n′
m=−ek

u(0)(n′, l′)

p∏

m=1

u(0)(nm, lm)v
(0)(n′

m, l
′
m)

(110)

(
∑

x∈Z
φαk

(x)φl′(x)

p∏

m=1

φlm(x)φl′m(x)

)
.

The sum in (110) runs over lm ∈ Z, l′m ∈ Z, n′
m ∈ Z

b, nm ∈ Z
b, n′ ∈ Z

b, l′ ∈ Z,
m = 1, 2, · · · , p.

Since u(0) has support {(−ek, αk)}bk=1, in order to contribute to (110), one has
that

(111) lm ∈ {αk}bk=1, l
′
m ∈ {αk}bk=1, m = 1, 2, · · · , b and l′ ∈ {αk}bk=1.

Take
∑

x∈Z φαk
(x)φl′(x)

∏p
m=1 φlm(x)φl′m(x) into consideration. Assume l′ = αk

and lm = l′m = αk, m = 1, 2, · · · , b. It is easy to see that (similar to the proof of
(25)),

(112)
∑

ℓ∈Z,|ℓ−ℓαk
|≤L

2

|φαk
(ℓ)|2 ≥ 1− e−

γ
4
L.

This implies that there exists ℓ ∈ Z with |ℓ− ℓαk
| ≤ L

2
such that

(113) |φαk
(ℓ)| ≥ 1

L3
.

Therefore, in this case,

∑

x∈Z
φαk

(x)φl′(x)

p∏

m=1

φlm(x)φl′m(x) =
∑

x∈Z
|φαk

(x)|2p+2

≥ 1

L10p
.(114)



29

Except for the case l′ = αk and lm = l′m = αk, m = 1, 2, · · · , b, by (111), we
have that

(115) |
∑

x∈Z
φαk

(x)φl′(x)

p∏

m=1

φlm(x)φl′m(x)| ≤ e−cL.

Denote by Ak =
∑

x∈Z |φαk
(x)|2p+2. By (110), (114) and (115) (the lead-

ing contribution in the sum of (110) is when (n′, l′) = (n′
m, l

′
m) = (nm, lm) =

(−ek, αk)), we have that

ω
(0)
k = µαk

+ δ(Aka
2p
k +O(1)e−cL),

and 1
L10p ≤ Ak ≤ 1.

Denote by Ω0 = [µα1 , µα1+22p+1δ]×[µα2 , µα2+22p+1δ]×[µαb
, µαb

+22p+1δ] ⊂ R
b.

Assume that after r steps, we obtain a C1 function u(r)(ω, a) on Ω0 × [1, 2]b.
Substituting u(r)(ω, a) and v(r)(ω, a) into (109), the implicit function theorem
yields,

(116)
ω = ω(r+1)(a),

a = a(r+1)(ω).

Moreover, for some C1 functions fk, k = 1, 2, · · · , b,
(117) ωk = µαk

+ δ(Aka
2p
k + fk(a1, a2, · · · , ab).

Denote by Γr, the graph of (ω, a) at step r. Denote by Px the projection onto
the x-variable, where x = a, ω or (ω, a).

5.4. The induction hypothesis. Let M be a large integer, and denote by
B(0, R) the ℓ∞ ball on Z

b+1 centered at the origin with radius R. Set

r0 =

⌊
| log δ| 34
logM

⌋
.

The proof of the Theorem is an induction. So we first lay down the induction
hypothesis, which we prove in sect. 6. In the following C is a large constant
(much larger than K2, which appears in Theorem 4.1) and c > 0 is a small
constant.

For r ≥ 1, we assume that the following holds:

Hi. u(r)(ω, a) is a C1 map on Ω0×[1, 2]b, and supp u(r) ⊆ B(0,M r) (supp u(0) ⊂
B(0,M)).

Hii. ‖∆u(r)‖ ≤ δr, ‖∂∆u(r)‖ ≤ δ̄r, where ∂ denotes ∂x, x stands for ωi, ai,
i = 1, 2, · · · , b and ‖ ‖ := sup(ω,a) ‖ ‖ℓ2(Zb+1).

Hiii. |u(r)(n, j)| ≤ Ce−cmax{|n|,|j|}.
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Hiv. There exists Λr, a set of open sets I in (ω, a) of size M−rC when r ≥ r0
(the total number of open sets is therefore bounded above by M rC ), such
that for any (ω, a) ∈ ⋃I∈Λr

I when r ≥ r0 and (ω, a) ∈ Ω0 × [1, 2]b when
1 ≤ r ≤ r0 − 1,
(1) u(r)(ω, a) is a rational function in (ω, a) of degree at most M r3 ;
(2)

(118) ‖F (u(r))‖ ≤ κr, ‖∂F (u(r))‖ ≤ κ̄r;

(3)

(119) ‖(R[−Mr,Mr]b+1T̃u(r−1)(ω, a)R[−Mr,Mr ]b+1)−1‖ ≤ δ−
1
8M rC ,

and for max{|n− n′|, |j − j′|} > rC ,
(120)

|(R[−Mr,Mr]b+1T̃u(r−1)(ω, a)R[−Mr,Mr]b+1)−1(n, j;n′, j′)| ≤ δ−
1
8 e−cmax{|n−n′|,|j−j′|}.

(4) Each I ∈ Λr is contained in an open set I ′ ∈ Λr−1, r ≥ r0, and

(121) Leb(Pa(Γr−1 ∩ (
⋃

I′∈Λr−1

I ′\
⋃

I∈Λr

I))) ≤ e−| log δ|K90
1 +M− r0

2b , r = r0;

and

(122) Leb(Pa(Γr−1 ∩ (
⋃

I′∈Λr−1

I ′\
⋃

I∈Λr

I))) ≤ M− r

2b , r ≥ r0 + 1;

(5) for (ω, a) ∈ ⋃I∈Λr
I with r ≥ r0, ω satisfies the conditions (83), and

(84) for n 6= 0, in the scales Ñ in [(log 1
δ
)K ,M r];

(6) The iteration holds with

(123) δr = δ
1
2M−( 4

3
)r , δ̄r = δ

1
8M− 1

2
( 4
3
)r ; κr = δ

3
4M−( 4

3
)r+2

, κ̄r = δ
3
8M− 1

2
( 4
3
)r+2

.

Remark 10. As usual in multi-scale arguments, the constant c depends on r.
From step r to step r+1, c becomes slightly smaller. We ignore the dependence
since it is essentially irrelevant.

Remark 11. The Lyapunov-Schmidt approach to quasi-periodic solutions was
initiated in the paper [10], and greatly generalized by Bourgain starting from
the paper [4].

6. Proof of the Theorem

The general scheme of the proof is that, for small scales, we use (71) and (72)
of Theorem 3.5 to solve the P -equations; while for larger scales, we use (73) and
(74) of Theorem 3.5, Theorem 4.1 and semi-algebraic projection.

Let us state the projection lemma.
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Lemma 6.1. Let S ⊂ [0, 1]d1 × [0, 1]d2 := [0, 1]d, be a semi-algebraic set of
degree B and measdS < η, logB ≪ log 1/η. Denote by (x, y) ∈ [0, 1]d1 × [0, 1]d2

the product variable. Fix ǫ > η1/d. Then there is a decomposition

S = S1

⋃
S2,

with S1 satisfying
Leb(ProjxS1) ≤ BCǫ,

and S2 the transversality property

Leb(S2 ∩ L) ≤ BCǫ−1η1/d,

for any d2-dimensional hyperplane L in [0, 1]d1+d2 such that

max
1≤l≤d1

|ProjL(el)| ≤
1

100
ǫ,

where el are the basis vectors for the x-coordinates.

The above lemma is the basic tool, underlining the semi-algebraic techniques
used in the subject. It is stated as (1.5) in [6], cf., Lemma 9.9 [5] and Propo-
sition 5.1 [7], and relies on the Yomdin-Gromov triangulation theorem. For a
complete proof of the latter, see [3]. Together with Theorem 4.1, (73) and (74),
it enables us to go beyond the perturbative scales in (71) and (72).

Proof of induction hypothesis. Assume that the induction holds for all scales
up to r. We will prove that it holds for r + 1. From our construction, it is easy
to see that u(r)(ω, a) is a rational function in (ω, a) of degree at most M (r+1)3 .

For r ≤ r0 − 1, by (71), (72) and standard perturbation arguments, we have
that for any (ω, a) ∈ Ω0 × [1, 2]b,

(124) ||(R[−Mr+1,Mr+1]b+1T̃u(r)(ω, a)R[−Mr+1,Mr+1]b+1)−1|| ≤ 2δ−
1
8M (r+1)C ,

and for any (n, j) and (n′, j′) satisfying max{|n− n′|, |j − j′|} ≥ (r + 1)C ,
(125)

|(R[−Mr+1,Mr+1]b+1T̃u(r)(ω, a)R[−Mr+1,Mr+1]b+1)−1(n, j;n′, j′)| ≤ 2δ−
1
8 e−cmax{|n−n′|,|j−j′|}.

We are in a position to treat the case r ≥ r0. Let X ⊂ ∪I∈ΛrI be such that
(ω, a) ∈ X satisfies (5) of Hiv at step r + 1 and

(126) ‖(R[−Mr,Mr]b+1T̃u(r)(ω, a)R[−Mr,Mr]b+1)−1‖ ≤ δ−
1
8M rC ,

and for any (n, j) and (n′, j′) satisfying max{|n− n′|, |j − j′|} > rC,
(127)

|(R[−Mr,Mr]b+1 T̃u(r)(ω, a)R[−Mr,Mr]b+1)−1(n, j;n′, j′)| ≤ δ−
1
8 e−cmax{|n−n′|,|j−j′|}.

By perturbation arguments, we can essentially assume that X is the union of
a collection of open intervals of size M−(r+1)C . Denoting the collection by Λr+1,
we have constructed Λr+1. Except for (121) and (122), it is now routine that the
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rest of Hi-v hold for r+1, see Chap. 18, IV, (18.36)-(18.41) [5] and Lemmas 5.2
and 5.3 [27]. See appendix C for more details.

We proceed to the proof of the measure estimates (122) and (121). Let N =
M r+1 and N1 = (logN)C with a large constant C. Let

r1 =

⌊
2 logN1

log 4
3

⌋
+ 1,

so that δr1 < e−N2
1 . Consider Tu(r1). Pick one interval I ∈ Λr1 of size M−rC1 and

let I1 = Pω(I ∩ Γr1). By the Q-equation, we have that the size of I1 is smaller
than Cδ.

Solving the Q-equation at step r1−1, one has that a = a(r1)(ω), ω ∈ I1. Since
ω ∈ Ω0, one has that the first assumption of Theorem 4.1 always holds. By
Theorem 4.1, there exists XN1 (depending on ω) such that for any θ /∈ XN1,

(128) ||(RQN1
Tu(r1)(θ, ω, a

(r1)(ω))RQN1
)−1|| ≤ eN

9
10
1 ,

and for any (n, j) ∈ Z
b+1 and (n′, j′) ∈ Z

b+1 with max{|n− n′|, |j − j′|} ≥ N1

10
,

(129) |(RQN1
Tu(r1)(θ, ω, a

(r1)(ω))RQN1
)−1(n, j;n′, j′)| ≤ e−cmax{|n−n′|,|j−j′|},

and XN1 satisfies

(130) Leb(XN1) ≤ e−N
1
30
1 .

Let KN1 = {±n · ω + µj : |n| ≤ N1, |j| ≤ 3N1} and IN1 (depending on ω) be
the Cδ neighbour of KN1. Assume θ /∈ IN1 . Then the diagonal entries D+, D−
are larger than Cδ. Perturbation argument leads to, for any |j0| ≤ 2N1 and
QN1 ∈ E0

N1
,

‖(RQN1
(j0)Tu(r1)(θ, ω, a

(r1)(ω))RQN1
(j0))

−1‖ ≤ 1

δ
,

and for any (n, j) and (n′, j′) satisfying max{|n− n′|, |j − j′|} ≥ N1

10
,

|(RQN1
(j0)Tu(r1)(θ, ω, a

(r1)(ω))QQN1
(j0))

−1(n, n′)| ≤ e−cmax{|n−n′|,|j−j′|}.

Since N1 ≥ (log 1
δ
)C (C is large), 1

δ
≤ eN

1
2
1 . Therefore, (128) and (129) hold.

This implies that XN1 ⊂ IN1 . Since Ω0 has size Cδ, we can assume that XN1 is in
a union of a collection of intervals of size δ with total number NC

1 (independent
of ω). Pick one interval Θ. Let XN1(ω, θ) ⊂ I1 × Θ be such that there exists
some QN1 ∈ EN1 such that either (128) or (129) is not true. By (130) and Fubini
theorem, one has that

(131) Leb(XN1) ≤ Cδe−N
1
30
1 ≤ δe−N

1
31
1 .
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We can assume that XN1 ⊂ I1 × Θ is a semi-algebraic set of degree at most
NC

1 M
Cr31 . This can be seen as follows. Let X̃N1 ⊂ Ω0 × [1, 2]b × R be such that

there exists some QN1 ∈ EN1 such that one of the following is not true:

(132) ||(RQN1
Tu(r1)(θ, ω, a

(r1)(ω))RQN1
)−1|| ≤ eN

9
10
1 ,

and for any (n, j) ∈ Z
b+1 and (n′, j′) ∈ Z

b+1 with max{|n− n′|, |j − j′|} ≥ N1

10
,

(133) |(RQN1
Tu(r1)(θ, ω, a

(r1)(ω))RQN1
)−1(n, j;n′, j′)| ≤ e−cmax{|n−n′|,|j−j′|}.

Therefore, XN1 = P(ω,θ)(X̃N1 ∩ (Γr1 × R)). Clearly, both X̃N1 and Γr1 are semi-

algebraic sets of degree at most NC
1 M

Cr31 . Lemma 4.4 implies that XN1 is a

semi-algebraic set of degree at most NC
1 M

Cr31 .
Let

(134) ǫl = M− r

2b−l , l = 1, 2, · · · , b− 1, and ǫb = 10M−r.

Choose any |j0| ≤ 2N1. Recall that Tu(r1) is Töplitz with respect to n ∈ Z
d.

Denote by ǫb+1 = e−N
1
40
1 . Applying Lemma 6.1 in all possible directions (see

(3.26) in [6]) and also on all possible open sets and Θ (the total number is

bounded by NC
1 M

Cr31 ), there exists a set of ω, Ir1 ⊂ I1 such that

(135) Leb(Ir1) ≤ δMCr31NC
1

(
b+1∑

k=2

(
k−1∏

l=1

ǫ−1
l

)
ǫk

)
≤ δM− r

2b−1 NC
1 M

Cr31 ,

and for any ω ∈ I1\Ir1 , one has that for any (n0, j0) ∈ [−N,N ]b × [−2N1, 2N1]
with max{|n0|, |j0|} ≥ Mr

10
and (ω, a) ∈ Γr1 ,

(136) ||(R(n0,j0)+QN1
Tu(r1)(ω, a)R(n0,j0)+QN1

)−1|| ≤ eN
9
10
1 ,

and for any (n, j) and (n′, j′) satisfying max{|n− n′|, |j − j′|} ≥ N1

10
,

(137) |(R(n0,j0)+QN1
Tu(r1)(ω, a)R(n0,j0)+QN1

)−1(n, j;n′, j′)| ≤ e−cmax{|n−n′|,|j−j′|}.

Let us explain where the factor δ in (135) is from. We apply Lemma 6.1 in
I1 ×Θ, where both I1 and Θ have sizes Cδ. By scaling, we have such a δ factor.

Assume |j0| > 2N1. In this case, we can assume thatR(n0,j0)+QN1
Tu(r1)(ω, a)R(n0,j0)+QN1

is essentially a diagonal matrix. So, we only need to remove ω such that for some

(n, j) ∈ [−N,N ]b+1, |n · ω + µj | ≤ 2e−N
9
10
1 or |n · ω − µj| ≤ 2e−N

9
10
1 . This can

not happen when n = 0 because of (70). Direct compuations imply that there
exists a set of ω, Ĩr1 ⊂ I1 such that

(138) Leb(Ĩr1)) ≤ NC(b)e−N
9
10
1 < δM− r

2b−1 ,
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and for any ω ∈ I1\Ĩr1 , one has that for any (n0, j0) ∈ [−N,N ]b+1 with max{|n0|, |j0|} ≥
Mr

10
, |j0| ≥ 2N1 and (ω, a) ∈ Γr1 ,

(139) ||(R(n0,j0)+QN1
Tu(r1)(ω, a)R(n0,j0)+QN1

)−1|| ≤ eN
9
10
1 ,

and for any (n, j) and (n′, j′) such that max{|n− n′|, |j − j′|} ≥ N1

10
,

(140) |(R(n0,j0)+QN1
Tu(r1)(ω, a)R(n0,j0)+QN1

)−1(n, j;n′, j′)| ≤ e−cmax{|n−n′|,|j−j′|}.

Since the distance between Γr1 and Γr is less than Cδr1 ≤ Ce−N2
1 and ||u(r1)−

u(r)|| ≤ Cδr1 ≤ Ce−N2
1 , by perturbation arguments, for any (n0, j0) ∈ [−M r+1,M r+1]b+1

with max{|n0|, |j0|} ≥ Mr

10
, (ω, a) ∈ Γr and ω ∈ I1\(Ir1 ∪ Ĩr1),

(141) ||(R(n0,j0)+QN1
Tu(r)(ω, a)R(n0,j0)+QN1

)−1|| ≤ 2eN
9
10
1 ,

and for any (n, j) and (n′, j′) such that max{|n− n′|, |j − j′|} ≥ N1

10
,

(142) |(R(n0,j0)+QN1
Tu(r)(ω, a)R(n0,j0)+QN1

)−1(n, j;n′, j′)| ≤ 2e−cmax{|n−n′|,|j−j′|}.

By (119) and (120) at step r, and using perturbation arguments, one has that
for any (ω, a) ∈ ∪I∈ΛrI,

(143) ‖(R[−Mr,Mr ]b+1T̃u(r)(ω, a)R[−Mr,Mr]b+1)−1‖ ≤ 2δ−
1
8M rC ,

and for any (n, j) and (n′, j′) such that max{|n− n′|, |j − j′|} > rC ,
(144)

|(R[−Mr,Mr]b+1T̃u(r)(ω, a)R[−Mr,Mr]b+1)−1(n, j;n′, j′)| ≤ 2δ−
1
8 e−cmax{|n−n′|,|j−j′|}.

By (141)-(144) and resolvent expansion as in Lemma 5.1 [8], one has that on

(ω, a) ∈ (∪I∈ΛrI) ∩ Γr, ω ∈ (I1\(Ir1 ∪ Ĩr1))

(145) ||(R[−Mr+1,Mr+1]b+1 T̃u(r)(ω, a)R[−Mr+1,Mr+1]b+1)−1|| ≤ δ−
1
8M (r+1)C ,

and for any (n, j) and (n′, j′) such that max{|n− n′|, |j − j′|} ≥ (r + 1)C ,
(146)

|(R[−Mr+1,Mr+1]b+1T̃u(r)(ω, a)R[−Mr+1,Mr+1]b+1)−1(n, j;n′, j′)| ≤ δ−
1
8 e−cmax{|n−n′|,|j−j′|}.

In order to have (5) in Hiv, we have to remove ω of measure less than δ2M− r
2

from scales M r to M (r+1) for r ≥ r0, and of measure less than δ2e−| log δ|K90
1 from

scales | log δ|K to M r0 . By counting all possible intervals I, and by (135), (138),
one has that for r ≥ r0,

(147) Leb(Pω(Γr ∩ (
⋃

I′∈Λr

I ′\
⋃

I∈Λr+1

I))) ≤ δM rC1 M− r

2b−1 + δ2M− r
2 ,

and for r = r0 − 1,

(148) Leb(Pω(Γr ∩ (
⋃

I′∈Λr

I ′\
⋃

I∈Λr+1

I))) ≤ δM rC1 M− r

2b−1 + δ2e−| log δ|K90
1 .
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This implies that for r ≥ r0

(149) Leb(Pa(Γr ∩ (
⋃

I′∈Λr

I ′\
⋃

I∈Λr+1

I))) ≤ M− r

2b ,

and for r = r0 − 1

(150) Leb(Pa(Γr ∩ (
⋃

I′∈Λr

I ′\
⋃

I∈Λr+1

I))) ≤ M− r

2b + e−| log δ|K90
1 .

We have completed the proof.
�

Proof of main theorem. Theorem 1.1 follows immediately from the (by now
verified) hypothesis (Hi-iv). �

Appendix A. Eigenfunction relabelling map

For a fixed V ∈ Vǫ, basing on (58), one may relabel the eigenfunctions in a
more intrinsic way. Write ϕi and ιi for ϕ

V
i and ιVi , since V is fixed. The goal is

that in the new labelling scheme, if j > j′, then the localization centers of the
corresponding eigenfunctions φj and φj′ satisfy ℓj′ ≥ ℓj . Below we provide such
a relabelling map.

For a given eigenfunction ϕi, we first select a vertex among the set of vertices,
on which ϕi achieves its maximum. (This selection could be arbitrary, but it is
practical to have a rule.) So for i ∈ Z, let

Mi = {x0 ∈ Z : |ϕi(x0)| = max
x∈Z

|ϕi(x)|}.

Define M+
i = Mi ∩ {{0} ∪ Z+}. If M+

i 6= ∅, define ιi = min x0, x0 ∈ M+
i ;

otherwise define ιi = min−x0, x0 ∈ Mi.
Define

f1 : Z 7→ Z, f1(i) = ιi.

Let L be the range of f1,

L = Ran(f1),L ⊆ Z.

For a given l ∈ L, let Il = {i|ιi = l}. Define

f2 : L 7→
⊔

l∈L
Il.

From (58): If |l| < lǫ, #{∪|l|≤lǫIl} ≤ (1 + ǫ)lǫ; and if |l| ≥ lǫ,

(1− ǫ)l ≤ #{∪|l|≤lǫIl} ≤ (1 + ǫ)l.

The upper bound gives that for all l, Il is finite. So we may define a map

f3 :
⊔

l∈L
Il 7→ Z,
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such that if x ∈ Il and y ∈ Il′, with l′ > l, then f3(y) > f3(x).
Finally define the map f to be f = f3 ◦ f2 ◦ f1,

f : Z 7→ Z.

Using the relabelling map f yields our ortho-normal eigen-basis {φj}j∈Z.

Appendix B. Proof of Lemma 3.2

Proof. By Theorem 3.1 and Chebyshev’s inequality, one has that for any ǫ1,
there exists Vǫ1 with P(Vǫ1) > 1− ǫ1 such that for any V ∈ Vǫ1,

(151) |ϕV
j (ℓ)| ≤ Cǫ1(1 + |ιVj |)qe−γ1|ℓ−ιVj |.

For simplicity, below we drop the superscript V . Clearly, we have

(152)
∑

ℓ∈Z
|ϕj(ℓ)|2 = 1.

and

(153)
∑

j∈Z
|ϕj(ℓ)|2 = 1.

Let ǫ be an arbitrarily small constant. Assume L is large enough, depending on
ǫ and ǫ1. If k ≤ ιj ≤ k + L with |k| ≤ L4, then

∑

ℓ≤k−ǫL

|ϕj(ℓ)|2 +
∑

ℓ≥k+(1+ǫ)L

|ϕj(ℓ)|2 ≤
∑

m≥ǫL

Cǫ1L
8qe−γ1m(154)

≤ Ce−ǫL,(155)

where C depends on ǫ1 and ǫ. By (152) and (155), one has that for any j with
k ≤ ιj ≤ k + L,

(156)
∑

k−ǫL≤ℓ≤k+(1+ǫ)L

|ϕj(ℓ)|2 ≥ 1− Ce−ǫL.

By (153) and (156), we have that

(1 + ǫ)L ≥
∑

k−ǫL≤ℓ≤k+(1+ǫ)L
j∈Z

|ϕj(ℓ)|2(157)

≥
∑

k−ǫL≤ℓ≤k+(1+ǫ)L
j∈Z:k≤ιj≤k+L

|ϕj(ℓ)|2(158)

≥ (1− Ce−ǫL)#{j : k ≤ ιj ≤ k + L}.(159)

This implies that for any k ∈ [−L4, L4],

(160) #{j : k ≤ ιj ≤ k + L} ≤ (1 + ǫ)L.
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For any ℓ ∈ [k + ǫL, k + (1− ǫ)L] with |k| ≤ L4, by (151), one has

∑

j∈Z:ιj /∈[k,k+L]

|ϕj(ℓ)|2 ≤
∞∑

m=0

∑

j∈Z:mL≤|ιj |≤(m+1)L

|ιj−ℓ|≥ǫL

C(1 + |ιj |)2qe−γ1|ℓ−ιj |

≤
∑

m≤10L4

∑

j∈Z:|ιj |≤20L5

CL10qe−γ1ǫL+

∞∑

m=10L4

C(1 +mL)2q#{j : |ιj | ≤ (m+ 1)L}e− 1
2
γ1mL

≤ Ce−ǫL +

∞∑

m=1

C(1 +mL)3qe−
1
2
γ1mL(161)

≤ Ce−ǫL,

where (161) holds by (160). It implies that

(162)
∑

j∈Z:ιj /∈[k,k+L]

ℓ∈[k+ǫL,k+(1−ǫ)L]

|ϕj(ℓ)|2 ≤ Ce−ǫL.

By (153) and (162), one has that

(1− ǫ)L =
∑

ℓ∈[k+ǫL,k+(1−ǫ)L],j∈Z
|ϕj(ℓ)|2

≤ Ce−ǫL +
∑

j∈Z:ιj∈[k,k+L]

ℓ∈[k+ǫL,k+(1−ǫ)L]

|ϕj(ℓ)|2

≤ Ce−ǫL +#{j : k ≤ ιj ≤ k + L}.
This yields that for any k with |k| ≤ L4,

(163) #{j : k ≤ ιj ≤ k + L} ≥ (1− ǫ)L.

Now (58) follows from (160) and (163). �

Appendix C. Bourgain’s induction estimates

Assume that Hi-v hold at step r, and that Hi-v hold at step r + 1 except for
(123). We show that (123) holds at step r + 1. This follows from Chap. 18 [5]
with minor modifications.

Let us state the difference between our setting and that of Bourgain’s. Bour-
gain assumed that

(164) ‖(R[−Mr,Mr]b+1 T̃u(r−1)R[−Mr,Mr]b+1)−1‖ ≤ M rC ,
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and that for (n, j) and (n′, j′) satisfying max{|n− n′|, |j − j′|} > rC ,

(165) |(R[−Mr,Mr]b+1T̃u(r−1)R[−Mr ,Mr]b+1)−1(n, j;n′, j′)| ≤ e−cmax{|n−n′|,|j−j′|}.

Then he proved that the induction holds if

δr+1 ≥ M (r+1)Cκr,

δ̄r+1 ≥ M2(r+1)C κ̄r +M (r+1)C δr+1,

κr+1 ≥ e−
c
3
Mr+1

κr + δ2r+1,

κ̄r+1 ≥ M2(r+1)Cκr + e−
c
3
Mr+1

κ̄r + δr+1δ̄r+1.

We assume that for a proper 0 < ν < 1,

(166) ‖(R[−Mr,Mr]b+1T̃u(r−1)R[−Mr ,Mr]b+1)−1‖ ≤ δ−νM rC ,

and that for (n, j) and (n′, j′) satisfying max{|n− n′|, |j − j′|} > rC ,
(167)

|(R[−Mr,Mr]b+1T̃u(r−1)R[−Mr,Mr ]b+1)−1(n, j;n′, j′)| ≤ δ−νe−cmax{|n−n′|+|j−j′|}.

Following Bourgain’s proof, we obtain the following new relations

δr+1 ≥ δ−νM (r+1)Cκr,

δ̄r+1 ≥ δ−2νM2(r+1)C κ̄r + δ−νM (r+1)C δr+1,

κr+1 ≥ δ1−νe−
c
3
Mr+1

κr + δ2r+1,

κ̄r+1 ≥ δ−2νM2(r+1)Cκr + δ1−νe−
c
3
Mr+1

κ̄r + δr+1δ̄r+1.

For example, we may take ν = 1
8

δr = δ
1
2M−( 4

3
)r , δ̄r = δ

1
8M− 1

2
( 4
3
)r , κr = δ

3
4M−( 4

3
)r+2

, κ̄r = δ
3
8M− 1

2
( 4
3
)r+2

.
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