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Large-scale geometry obstructs localization
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Abstract

We explain the coarse geometric origin of the fact that certain spectral subspaces

of topological insulator Hamiltonians are delocalized, in the sense that they cannot

admit an orthonormal basis of localized wavefunctions, with respect to any uniformly

discrete set of localization centers. This is a robust result requiring neither spatial

homogeneity nor symmetries, and applies to Landau levels of disordered quantum

Hall systems on general Riemannian manifolds.

1 Introduction

Schrödinger operators on Euclidean space R
d with a lattice-periodic potential typically

have absolutely continuous spectrum, comprising a sequence of possibly overlapping bands
Si = [ai, bi]. Although there are no normalizable eigenfunctions, the spectral subspace of
an isolated band Si is an invariant subspace for the lattice Z

d of translations, and does
admit an orthonormal basis {γ∗w}γ∈Zd comprising the Z

d-translates of some reference
Wannier wavefunction w ∈ L2(Rd). Such a basis is called a periodic Wannier basis for
the spectral subspace, and is a fundamental tool in solid-state physics.

The choice of w is highly non-unique, and usually a localization criterion with respect
to a localization center x0 ∈ R

d is requested of it. Then the Z
d-orbit of x0 is the set of

localization centers for the Wannier basis functions. Remarkably, in d = 2, exponential
(and also much milder) localization is obstructed [4] by the first Chern class of the eigen-
bundle over the Pontrjagin dual T2 obtained via Bloch–Floquet transform [12]. Therefore,
there exist spectral subspaces of periodic Schrödinger operators which are not periodic-
Wannier-localizable. Concrete examples include Landau level eigenspaces of magnetic
Laplacians [2, 3, 13, 14] and discrete model analogues such as Chern insulators [7].
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In [14], we initiated the study of Wannier bases {γ∗w}γ∈G for (magnetic) Schrödinger
operators on general Riemannian manifolds X, invariant under non-abelian discrete groups
G of isometries. We found that G-periodic-Wannier-localizability is obstructed by an el-
ement of the K-theory of C∗

r (G), where C∗
r (G) denotes the reduced group C∗-algebra of

G. The special case C∗
r (Z

2) ∼= C(T2) reduces to the familiar Chern class obstruction
encountered when X is the Euclidean plane R

2.
The K0(C

∗
r (G)) obstruction is still deficient in several ways:

(1) G-invariance is lost when disorder is present, so no G-periodic Wannier bases are
available, localized or otherwise.

(2) X may be very inhomogeneous, with no notion of isometric G-action at all. For
example, a 2D quantum Hall or Chern topological insulator is usually modelled
with X a Euclidean plane, but it is robust against non-isometric deformations of
the embedding of X within the laboratory Euclidean R

3. Other examples with
inhomogeneous metric space X are amorphous topological insulators [17].

(3) In quantum Hall systems, the externally applied magnetic field strength is realisti-
cally non-uniform, so there are no exact magnetic translational symmetries even if
X is assumed to be a simple geometric space like R

2.

These deficiencies prompt us to drop the periodicity condition on Wannier bases entirely,
and allow their localization centers to come from an arbitrary uniformly discrete subset
Γ ⊂ X. We are led to the general notion of a uniformly localized Wannier basis, made
precise in Definition 3.1 below. For X a Euclidean space, a similar relaxation has been
considered in [16, 18].

Main Question. Does a given subspace H ⊆ L2(X) admit a uniformly localized Wannier
basis, whose localization centers come from some uniformly discrete Γ ⊂ X? If not, what
is the obstruction?

Our main result (Theorem 3.6 in the main text) works under certain geometric con-
ditions on X, which are in particular satisfied for X = R

d. The result states that if the
orthogonal projection onto H lies in the Roe C∗-algebra C∗(X), then the existence of a
uniformly localized Wannier basis is obstructed by the corresponding K-theory class:

Main Theorem. Let H ⊆ L2(X) be a subspace such that the corresponding projection
defines a non-trivial element in the K-theory of the Roe algebra C∗(X). Then H does not
admit a uniformly localized Wannier basis with localization centers Γ ⊂ X, for any choice
of uniformly discrete Γ ⊂ X whatsoever.

In Section 4, we prove that the Landau bands of disordered Landau Hamiltonians
encounter this obstruction, so they are not Wannier-localizable in any reasonable sense.

The group K0(C
∗(X)) is a computable coarse, or large-scale, geometric invariant of X,

and makes sense for a large class of metric spaces. Also, a large class of spectral projections
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of geometric operators on X belong to C∗(X), and this has been exploited in [5, 11, 15].
Of particular conceptual importance is the fact that X need not be rigidly fixed — small-
scale geometric deformations and even topology changes (such as puncturing holes in the
sample) are allowed. Therefore, the property of non-Wannier-localizability is extremely
robust and widely applicable, and is justified as a possible organizing principle for the
study of topological phases in physics.

2 Projections in Roe algebras

Let X be a Riemannian manifold with distance function d(·, ·). The Hilbert space L2(X)
is defined with respect to the measure induced from the Riemannian volume element. The
algebra C0(X) is represented on L2(X) by pointwise-multiplication operators.

The following two definitions may be found in [5, 10, 21].

Definition 2.1. A bounded operator T ∈ B(L2(X)) is locally compact if the operators
Tf, fT are compact whenever f has compact support. It has finite propagation if there
exists some R > 0 such that fTg = 0 whenever the supports of f, g ∈ C0(X) are a
distance R or more apart. It is supported near a subset Y ⊂ X if there exists R > 0 such
that fT = 0 = Tf whenever f ∈ C0(X) has d(supp f, Y ) ≥ R.

Definition 2.2. The Roe C∗-algebra C∗(X) is the norm-completion of the ∗-algebra of
locally compact, finite propagation operators on L2(X). For a closed subset Y ⊂ X, the
Roe C∗-algebra localized near Y , denoted C∗

X(Y ), is the closed ideal in C∗(X) generated
by those T ∈ C∗(X) supported near Y .

A subset Γ ⊂ X is uniformly discrete if there exists r > 0 such that the open balls
Br(γ), γ ∈ Γ are disjoint. The largest such r is its packing radius.

Definition 2.3. Let Γ be a uniformly discrete subset of X, and H a Hilbert subspace of
L2(X). A Γ-compactly supported Wannier basis for H is an orthonormal basis {wγ}γ∈Γ
for H, such that supp(wγ) ⊂ Br(γ) for all γ ∈ Γ, where r is the packing radius of Γ.

A Γ-compactly supported Wannier basis is a “classical” decomposition of H, in the
sense that the wavefunctions wγ are “pointlike” with no spatial overlaps whatsoever.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose H ⊂ L2(X) admits a Γ-compactly supported Wannier basis for
some uniformly discrete Γ ⊂ X. Then the orthogonal projection p = pH onto H belongs
to C∗(X).

Proof. For f ∈ C0(X), both pf and fp are of finite rank, hence compact. Moreover, p
has propagation at most the packing radius r, by assumption. �

Any projection p in the Roe algebra determines an element [p] in the K-theory group
K0(C

∗(X)). The following proposition shows that if such a projection is the orthogonal
projection onto a subspace H ⊂ L2(X) admitting a Γ-compactly supported Wannier basis,
then its K-theory class is automatically trivial for a large class of spaces X.
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Proposition 2.5. Suppose X admits a decomposition X = X1∪X2 into closed subspaces
Xi, such that K0(C

∗(Xi)) = 0, i = 1, 2. Suppose the range H of a projection p ∈ C∗(X)
admits a Γ-compactly supported Wannier basis for some uniformly discrete Γ ⊂ X. Then
[p] = 0 in K0(C

∗(X)).

Proof. Set Γ1 = X1 ∩ Γ. Given a Γ-compactly supported Wannier basis {wγ}γ∈Γ for H,
set

H1 = span{wγ : γ ∈ Γ1}, H2 = span{wγ : γ ∈ Γ \ Γ1}.

Let pi be the respective orthogonal projections onto Hi, i = 1, 2. By Lemma 2.4, we have
p = pH ∈ C∗(X), while pi lies in the Roe algebra C∗

X(Xi) localized near Xi.
For i = 1, 2, write ji : C

∗
X(Xi) → C∗(X) for the inclusion map. By construction, we

have an orthogonal sum

p = pH = j1(p1) + j2(p2) ∈ C∗(X).

Because of the isomorphism K0(C
∗
X(Xi)) ∼= K0(C

∗(Xi)) (see §5, Lemma 1 in [10]), we
have [pi] ∈ K0(C

∗
X(Xi)) ∼= K0(C

∗(Xi)) = 0 by assumption. Hence

[p] = [j1(p1)] + [j2(p2)] = (j1)∗[p1] + (j2)∗[p2] = 0 ∈ K0(C
∗(X)). �

Remark 2.6. A standard example satisfying the assumptions of Prop. 2.5 is X a Eu-
clidean space, with X1, X2 the upper and lower Euclidean half-spaces. But there are many
more examples, and in fact, the results of this section may be applied to the general coarse
geometric setting where X is a proper metric space, and L2(X) is replaced by an ample
X-module, i.e., a Hilbert space H equipped with a non-degenerate ∗-representation of
C0(X) such that no non-zero f ∈ C0(X) acts as a compact operator. In later sections,
we will deal with differential operators on X, so we eschew such generality.

3 Non-existence of localized Wannier bases

From now on, let X be a Riemannian manifold of dimension d. We assume that X has
polynomial volume growth in the sense that there exist constants A, ν > 0 such that for
all x ∈ X and R ≥ 0,

vol(BR(x)) ≤ A(1 +R)ν . (1)

We moreover assume that the volume of small balls is bounded from below, i.e., there
exist v, r0 > 0 such that for all 0 ≤ ρ ≤ r0 and x ∈ X,

vol(Bρ(x)) ≥ vρd. (2)

As discussed below, we are interested in the existence of Wannier bases for spectral
subspaces associated to Schrödinger operators. For purely analytic reasons, in most cases
of interest, there is no hope of finding compactly supported Wannier basis functions wγ,
so we loosen the localization criterion as follows.
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Definition 3.1. Let Γ ⊂ X be a uniformly discrete subset. A set of normalized functions
{wγ}γ∈Γ ⊂ L2(X) is Γ-uniformly localized if for all µ > 0, there exists a constant Cµ > 0
such that

|wγ(x)| ≤ Cµ(1 + d(x, γ))−µ, ∀γ ∈ Γ, x ∈ X. (3)

A Γ-uniformly localized orthonormal basis for a Hilbert subspace H ⊂ L2(X) is called a
Γ-uniformly localized Wannier basis for H.

Remark 3.2. In [16], each localization center γ ∈ Γ is allowed to have a degeneracy
m(γ) ≥ 1, uniformly bounded by some m∗. By enlarging the set Γ of centers, e.g. by
replacing each γ with m∗ distinct points in Br(γ), we may remove the degeneracy at the
expense of reducing the packing radius. This is possible while maintaining a positive
packing radius because the numbers m(γ) are uniformly bounded by m∗.

Remark 3.3. With the assumption that X has polynomial growth, the condition of (3)
implies the L2-condition

∫

X

|wγ(x)|
2(1 + d(x, γ))µ ≤ C̃µ, ∀γ ∈ Γ,

for any µ ≥ 0. L2-decay conditions are sometimes preferred in studies of Wannier bases.
For X = R

d, the projection for a spectral subspace H is often known to have exponentially-
decaying kernel away from the diagonal (Combes–Thomas estimates). In such situations,
if H admits a Γ-uniformly localized Wannier basis with decay condition in the above L2

sense, then it also admits one with the L∞ decay condition; see, e.g., Lemma 2.6 of [16].

Proposition 3.4. Suppose a Hilbert subspace H ⊂ L2(X) admits a Γ-uniformly localized
Wannier basis. Then its spectral projection pH is contained in C∗(X) and, as an element
of this algebra, is Murray–von Neumann equivalent to a projection onto the span of some
Γ-compactly supported orthonormal set.

We need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Let ν be the volume growth exponent of X from (1). Then for all µ > ν,
there exists C1, C2 > 0 such that for all x ∈ X and R ≥ 0,

∫

X\BR(x)

(1 + d(x, y))−µdy ≤ C1(1 +R)ν−µ (4)

and
∑

γ∈Γ
d(x,γ)≥R

(1 + d(x, γ))−µ ≤ C2(1 +R)ν−µ. (5)

Proof. By the coarea formula, we get
∫

X\BR(x)

(1 + d(x, y))−µdy =

∫ ∞

R

(1 + s)−µ d

ds
vol(Bs(x))ds ≤

Aν

µ− ν
(1 +R)ν−µ,
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where in the second step, we integrated by parts, used (1) and evaluated the integral.
This gives the estimate (4) with C1 =

Aµ

µ−ν
.

The second estimate follows from the first. Indeed, let 0 < ε < min{1, r} and R ≥ 0.
Then for any γ ∈ Γ with d(x, γ) ≥ R and any y ∈ Bε(γ), we have

d(x, y) > R− ε, and 1 + d(x, γ) > 1 + d(x, y)− ε > 0. (6)

With these, we can estimate the following sum for any x ∈ X,

∑

γ∈Γ
d(x,γ)≥R

(1 + d(x, γ))−µ =
∑

γ∈Γ
d(x,γ)≥R

1

vol(Bε(γ))

∫

Bε(γ)

(1 + d(x, γ))−µ
dy

≤
∑

γ∈Γ
d(x,γ)≥R

1

vol(Bε(γ))

∫

Bε(γ)

(1 + d(x, y)− ε)−µ
dy by (6)

≤
1

vεd

∑

γ∈Γ
d(x,γ)≥R

∫

Bε(γ)

(1 + d(x, y)− ε)−µ
dy by (2)

≤
1

vεd

∫

X\BR−ε(x)

(1 + d(x, y)− ε)−µ
dy by (6)

=
1

vεd

∫

X\BR−ε(x)

(1 + d(x, y))−µ

(

1−
ε

1 + d(x, y)

)−µ

dy

≤
(1− ε)−µ

vεd

∫

X\BR−ε(x)

(1 + d(x, y))−µ dy

≤
(1− ε)−µC1

vεd
(1 +R− ε)ν−µ. by (4)

We may replace (1 + R − ε)ν−µ by (1 + R)ν−µ at the expense of further increasing the
constant, thus arriving at the estimate (5). �

Proof (of Prop. 3.4). Let {wγ}γ∈Γ be a Γ-uniformly localized Wannier basis for H. As
usual, r denotes the packing radius of Γ, while r0 is the constant in (2) controlling the
volume of small balls in X. Choose a Γ-compactly supported orthonormal set {vγ}γ∈Γ
such that each vγ is supported in Bρ(γ), where ρ < min{r0, r}. Due to (2), we may assume
that the vγ have been chosen such that a bound |vγ(x)| ≤ c0 holds for all γ ∈ Γ, x ∈ X.

Set
V =

∑

γ∈Γ

wγ ⊗ v∗γ, (7)

where the sum converges strongly. Then V is a Murray–von Neumann equivalence between
the orthogonal projection pH onto H, and the projection onto the span of the vγ .

We claim that V is contained in C∗(X). To this end, for R > 0, let wR
γ be the function

that coincides with wγ on BR(γ) and vanishes on X \ BR(γ). Let V R be the operator
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defined by the same formula (7) but using wR
γ instead of wγ. Clearly, V R is locally finite

rank and has propagation at most max{R, r}, hence V R ∈ C∗(X).
We need to estimate the operator norm of V − V R. Write KR(x, y) for the kernel of

V − V R. Fix a µ > ν, where ν is the volume growth exponent of X from (1). For those
y ∈ X that lie inside Br(γ) for some γ ∈ Γ, we calculate

∫

X

|KR(x, y)| dx =

∫

X

|wγ(x)− wR
γ (x)||vγ(y)| dx

≤ |vγ(y)| ·

∫

X\BR(γ)

(1 + d(x, γ))−µ dx

≤ c0C1(1 +R)ν−µ =: δ1(R). by (4)

As for those y ∈ X which are not contained in any Br(γ), the above inequality still holds
since the integrand vanishes.

Next, by supp(vγ) ⊂ Bρ(γ) ⊂ Br(γ), the bound |vγ(x)| ≤ c0, the Hölder inequality,
and the estimate (1),

∫

X

|vγ(y)|dy =

∫

Br(γ)

|vγ(y)|dy ≤ c0 · vol(Br(γ)) ≤ c0A(1 + r)ν.

Then for all x ∈ X, we have the estimate
∫

X

|KR(x, y)|dy ≤
∑

γ∈Γ

∫

X

|wγ(x)− wR
γ (x)||vγ(y)|dy

≤ Cµ ·
∑

γ∈Γ
d(x,γ)≥R

(1 + d(x, γ))−µ ·

∫

X

|vγ(y)|dy by (3)

≤ Cµ · C2(1 +R)ν−µ · c0A(1 + r)ν =: δ2(R). by (5)

For any f ∈ L2(X), we therefore obtain

‖(V − V R)f‖2 ≤

∫

X

(∫

X

|KR(x, y)||f(y)|dy

)2

dx

≤

∫

X

(∫

X

|KR(x, y)|dy

)

·

(∫

X

|KR(x, y)||f(y)|2dy

)

dx

≤ δ2(R) ·

∫

X

(∫

X

|KR(x, y)|dx

)

|f(y)|2dy

≤ δ2(R)δ1(R)‖f‖2.

Since δ1(R) and δ2(R) converge to zero as R → ∞, we obtain that ‖V − V R‖ converges
to zero in this limit. Thus V , as a limit of elements in C∗(X), is also contained in C∗(X).
We conclude that pH = V V ∗ ∈ C∗(X), and V implements the Murray–von-Neumann
equivalence between pH and V ∗V , the projection onto the subspace spanned by the vγ.�
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Finally, we arrive at our main theorem, which provides an obstruction to the existence
of Γ-uniformly localized Wannier bases for general Hilbert subspaces H ⊆ L2(X).

Theorem 3.6. Suppose X admits a decomposition as in Prop. 2.5. Let p ∈ C∗(X) be a
projection defining a non-trivial element [p] in K0(C

∗(X)). Then its range H ⊆ L2(X)
does not admit a Γ-uniformly localized Wannier basis, for any choice of uniformly discrete
Γ ⊂ X whatsoever.

Proof. Suppose H admits a Γ-uniformly localized Wannier basis. Then it follows from
Prop. 3.4 and Prop. 2.5 that p must be trivial in K0(C

∗(X)). The contrapositive yields
the theorem. �

The main source of projections to be used in Thm. 3.6 are spectral projections of
magnetic Schrödinger operators H on X, with smooth and bounded scalar potential and
curvature (magnetic field strength) terms. We assume H to be self-adjoint and bounded
from below, and write σ(H) for its spectrum. Let S ⊂ σ(H) be compact and separated
from σ(H)\S. Then its spectral projection pS, with range HS = pSL

2(X), can be defined
as pS = ϕS(H), for a suitable continuous function ϕS ∈ C0(R). As in the case of Dirac
operators [21], we then have [15]

pS = ϕS(H) ∈ C∗(X).

Thm. 3.6 implies that if pS is non-trivial in K0(C
∗(X)), then HS = pSL

2(X) cannot admit
a Γ-uniformly localized Wannier basis, for any choice of uniformly discrete Γ ⊂ X.

4 Landau band examples and further discussion

We will provide examples of pS which are non-trivial in K0(C
∗(X)), and which therefore

encounters the Wannier-localizability obstruction of Theorem 3.6.

It is a deep result that for a large class of metric spaces X, there is an assembly map
[9] implementing an isomorphism

µX : K0(X) −→ K0(C
∗(X)),

where K0(X) is the Kasparov K-homology group. For example, if X = R
2n, the isomor-

phism is Z → Z, and is given on a generator by the coarse index of the Dirac operator on
R

2n [21]. The same is true of the hyperbolic plane and helicoid, and this was exploited in
[15] and [11] respectively.

Therefore, Dirac operator kernels are natural candidate examples of spectral subspaces
that are non-Wannier-localizable. However, there is a complication because the coarse

index of a Dirac operator D =

(
0 D−

D+ 0

)

is not generally represented as

Ind(D) = [kerD+]− [cokerD+],

8



unless 0 is known to be isolated in the spectrum of D. This spectral separation can be
achieved by an appropriate twisting of the standard Dirac operator [15, 11], corresponding
to coupling it to a line bundle with non-vanishing curvature (i.e., a magnetic field).

Let us see the effect of the magnetic field on the Dirac spectrum, in the basic example
where X = R

2 is the Euclidean plane with Riemannian volume form vol = dx ∧ dy. For
b > 0, let Db be the Dirac operator acting on the spinor bundle coupled to a line bundle
with curvature b·vol. Explicitly, in an appropriate trivialization, and writing ∂ = ∂x−i∂y ,
∂̄ = ∂x + i∂y, we have

Db =

(
0 −i∂ + ibx

−i∂̄ − ibx 0

)

, D2
b =

(
Hb − b 0

0 Hb + b

)

≥ 0,

where
Hb = −∇2 + 2ibx∂y + b2x2 = −∂2

x − (∂y − ibx)2

is the free Landau Hamiltonian (magnetic Laplacian). The two summands in D2
b have the

same non-zero spectrum,

σ(Hb − b) \ {0} = σ(Hb + b
︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥b> 0

) \ {0} = σ(Hb + b).

The above shift-invariance in the spectrum of Hb implies that σ(Hb) = (2N + 1)b, with
each eigenvalue (2n+ 1)b being infinitely-degenerate.

In particular, for n = 0, we learn that the lowest Landau level (LLL) eigenspace,

ker(Hb − b) = ker(D2
b ) = ker(Db) = ker(D+

b ),

is precisely the Dirac kernel, and it is isolated in the Dirac spectrum. Therefore, the LLL
spectral projection pLLL for the Landau Hamiltonian Hb is exactly the kernel projection
for Db, so

[pLLL] = Index(Db) ∈ K0(C
∗(R2)).

In turn, this coarse Dirac index is a generator of K0(C
∗(R2)) ∼= Z, because the coarse

Baum–Connes assembly map is an isomorphism for X = R
2.

Let us now introduce to the free Landau Hamiltonian Hb, a potential function V with
supx|V (x)| < b. Then the magnetic Schrödinger operator Hb+V will have spectrum lying
within a disjoint union of bands,

σ(Hb + V ) ⊂
⊔

n∈N

Sn, Sn = (2nb, 2(n + 1)b) .

We call σ(Hb + V ) ∩ Sn the n-th Landau band (even though it may not necessarily be a
connected interval). Spectral gaps are maintained between adjacent Landau bands, so we
may still ask for the projection pn,V onto the spectral subspace for the n-th Landau band.
For instance, let ϕ be a continuous (or even smooth) bump function with ϕ(λ) = 1, λ ∈ S0,
and vanishing on the other all the other n > 0 Landau bands. Since ϕ ∈ C0(R), we have

p0,V = ϕ(Hb + V ) ∈ C∗(R2).

9



Using the resolvent identity, we observe that t 7→ Hb + tV is norm-resolvent continuous
in t, so decreasing t from 1 to 0 produces a a homotopy of projections in the Roe algebra,

p0,V = ϕ(Hb + V ) ∼h ϕ(Hb) = pLLL ∈ C∗(R2),

and therefore [p0,V ] = [pLLL] 6= 0 in K0(C
∗(R2)).

Invoking Theorem 3.6, we conclude that the spectral subspace for 0-th Landau band
is not Wannier localizable, independently of the potential V satisfying supx|V (x)| < b,
whatever the choice of uniformly discrete Γ ⊂ R

2 for the localization centers. The same
applies to the n > 0 Landau bands, because each Landau level projection also represents
the Dirac index class [15].

Discussion. On the one hand, a disordered Landau Hamiltonian should have some
energy interval I for which the spectral subspace is spanned by localized eigenstates —
this allows for invariance of Hall conductance as the Fermi energy is varied within I

(the plateaux in the famous experiments). For this effect, a weaker form of localization
(Anderson localization) where the decay rate of the eigenfunctions may not be uniform
(§7 of [20]), is enough. It is challenging to rigorously demonstrate that such localization
occurs, even for specific models of random potentials in Euclidean space, see e.g. [22].

On the other hand, it should not be the case that disorder causes an entire Landau
band to become spanned by localized eigenstates, otherwise the Hall conductance would
remain constant across the whole Landau band instead of jumping in value between the
plateaux [1, 2, 3, 6, 8, 19]. Our Theorem 3.6 gives a very quick conceptual proof of
delocalization in the Wannier sense (Eq. (3)), for much more general topological insulator
systems and geometries than the quantum Hall effect on the Euclidean plane. We should
mention that the stronger Anderson delocalization of Landau bands is known in certain
Euclidean space models [3, 6] using different analytic techniques. Whether our coarse
geometric techniques can be combined with the latter is under study.

Finally, for a possible generalization of Wannier non-localizability when no spectral
gaps are known to be available even in the V = 0 clean limit (e.g. the Landau bands
broaden and overlap due to variations in the Riemannian curvature of X and/or magnetic
field), see [11] for the notion of a delocalized coarse index.
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