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ISOSPECTRUM OF NON-SELF-ADJOINT ALMOST-PERIODIC
SCHRÖDINGER OPERATORS

XUEYIN WANG, JIANGONG YOU, AND QI ZHOU

Abstract. For non-self-adjoint almost-periodic Schrödinger operators, a criterion

is given to guarantee that they have both the same spectrum and same Lyapunov

exponents with the discrete free Laplacian. As a byproduct, we show that the Moser-

Pöschel argument for opening gaps may not be valid for non-self-adjoint operators.

1. Introduction

Benefiting from methods of dynamical systems and harmonic analysis, enormous
breakthroughs have been made in recent years [2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9, 10, 11, 12, 20, 21, 28, 29,
30, 34, 36, 38, 58] in the study of self-adjoint almost-periodic Schrödinger operators on
ℓ2(Z) (resp. L2(R))

HV = ∆+ V (·), (1.1)

where V (·) are almost-periodic on Z (resp. R). However, little progress has been made
for non-self-adjoint almost-periodic operators (non-Hermitian quasicrystals in physical
literature), and even the fundamental spectral theorem has not been established so far
(may not be possible). In comparison, non-Hermitian Hamiltonians received wide atten-
tion from physicists in recent years [1, 13, 31, 46, 48, 52, 63], because the recent experi-
mental advances in controlling dissipation have brought about unprecedented flexibility
in engineering non-Hermitian Hamiltonians in open classical and quantum systems [31];
non-Hermitian Hamiltonians exhibit rich phenomena without Hermitian counterparts,
e.g. PT (parity-time) symmetry breaking, topological phase transition, non-Hermitian
skin effects [1, 14, 35, 50, 51]. Of course, these observations and predictions in physical
literature deserve rigorous mathematical proofs.

There are also other motivations for the mathematical study of the non-self-adjoint
almost-periodic operators. Firstly, a striking result worth highlighting is Avila’s global
theory of the one-frequency quasi-periodic Schrödinger operators [2]. However, if one
wants to establish the quantitative global theory [27], the core is to study

(Hψ)n = ψn+1 + ψn−1 + v(x+ nα+ iǫ)ψn,

which is a family of non-self-adjoint operators. Secondly, the spectrum of non-self-adjoint
Schrödinger operators has deep connection with problems of the elliptic operators, such
as ground states, steady states and averaging theory [45, 49].

1.1. Isospectrum. In this paper, we study the spectrum of the following non-self-
adjoint almost-periodic Schrödinger operator on ℓ2(Z):

(Hλv,α,xψ)n = ψn+1 + ψn−1 + λv(x+ nα)ψn, (1.2)

where λ ∈ R is the coupling constant, x ∈ Td = (R/2πZ)d is called the phase with
d ∈ N+ ∪ {∞}, v : Td → C is the potential, α ∈ Td is the frequency satisfying that
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(1, α) is independent among Q. In this case, the spectrum of Hλv,α,x is independent of
x [27, 40], and thus we denote it by Σλv,α.

PT symmetric operators constitute an important class of non-self-adjoint operators
coming from quantum mechanics [44]. Recall that (1.1) is PT symmetric, if V (n) =
V (−n) [13]. In the almost-periodic setting where the potential v : Td → C, one can
extend the definition to v(x) = v(−x), since the spectrum Σv,α is independent of x.

It was first observed by Bender and Boettcher [13] that a large class of PT symmetric
operators have real spectrum. This observation has a profound significance in that it not
only suggests a possibility of PT symmetric modification of the conventional quantum
mechanics that considers observables as self-adjoint operators [44], but also goes far
beyond quantum mechanics and has spread to many branches of physics [57]. Thus, a
basic mathematical question is to ask which class of PT symmetric operators have real
spectrum.

As a warming up example, let us first look at the heuristic example

(Hλ exp,αψ)n = ψn+1 + ψn−1 + λei(x+nα)ψn, (1.3)

proposed by Sarnak [59], whose spectrum has already been completely known.

Theorem 1.1 ([16, 18, 59]). For any α ∈ R\Q, we have the following:

(1) If |λ| ≤ 1, then the spectrum of (1.3) is a real interval:

Σλ exp,α = [−2, 2].

(2) If |λ| > 1, denote ξ = ln |λ|, then the spectrum of (1.3) is an ellipse given by

Σλ exp,α =

{
E ∈ C :

( ReE

cosh ξ

)2
+
( ImE

sinh ξ

)2
= 4

}
.

Theorem 1.1 was proved by Sarnak [59] in the case |λ| 6= 1 and α is Diophantine. It
was generalized to all λ ∈ R and α ∈ R\Q by Boca [16] and Borisov-Fedotov [18] (the
proof didn’t appear yet) independently. In this paper, we will give a simple proof of
Theorem 1.1 by Avila’s global theory of one-frequency analytic SL(2,C) cocycles [2].

The phenomenon of being isospectral to the free Laplacian H0, described by Theorem
1.1(1), is of particular interest. It has roots in the study of the non-self-adjoint differential
operator with periodic potential, where the study is relatively complete now [41, 61, 62].
The famous Borg’s uniqueness theorem [17] for the Hill operator

(Hvψ)(t) = −ψ′′(t) + v(t)ψ(t),

states that if v ∈ L2
loc(R) is real-valued, then Σv = [0,∞) if and only if v ≡ 0 a.e..

However, in the case of a complex-valued periodic potential v, the situation is very
different. As it was proved by Gasymov [26] (see also [33]) that if the Hill operator
satisfies

v(t) =

∞∑

k=1

v̂ke
ikt with

∞∑

k=1

|v̂k| <∞, (1.4)

then Σv = [0,∞) or say Hv is isospectral to H0. However, it is still open whether, under
some smoothness requirements, any operator with periodic potential v(x) isospectral
to H0 must be a “Gasymov potential”, i.e. of the form given by (1.4), or the complex
conjugate of a Gasymov potential [55].
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In the non-periodic setting, Killip-Simon [43] largely extended Borg’s uniqueness the-
orem [17], and proved that for self-adjoint discrete Schrödinger operator (1.1) with
V : Z → R, HV is isospectral to H0 if and only if V ≡ 0. Theorem 1.1 shows that
being isospectral to H0 does not imply v ≡ 0 for complex quasi-periodic potential (1.2).

The main ambition of this paper is to explore the structure of complex potential (not
necessary to be PT symmetric), and to give a criterion to ensure the corresponding
operators (1.2) are isospectral to H0. Before stating the results, we first introduce some
notations. For any k ∈ Zd, we define |k|η =

∑
j∈N〈j〉η |kj |, where 〈j〉 := max{1, j}

and η > 0 is a fixed constant. Let Zd
∗ be the set of integer vectors with finite support

Zd
∗ = {k : 0 < |k|η < ∞}. Clearly if d ∈ N+, then Zd

∗ = Zd\{0}. Let Td
h be the

complexified torus defined by

Td
h :=

{
x ∈ Cd : Rexj ∈ T, |Imxj | < h〈j〉η

}
,

and denote by Cω(Td
h,C) the space of bounded analytic complex-valued functions equipped

with norm ‖v‖h =
∑

k
|v̂k|eh|k|η .

Let d ∈ N+ ∪ {∞}. We assume that the frequency α = (αj) belongs to the d

dimensional cube R0 := [1, 2]d, which is endowed with the probability measure P induced
by the product measure of the d dimensional cube R0. The following almost-periodic
Diophantine frequencies were first defined by Bourgain [19]:

Definition 1.1 ([19]). Given γ ∈ (0, 1), τ > 1, we denote by DCd
γ,τ the set of Diophan-

tine frequencies

inf
n∈Z

|〈k, α〉 − n| ≥ γ
∏

j∈N

1

1 + 〈j〉τ |kj |τ
, ∀ k ∈ Zd

∗, (1.5)

and denote DCd = ∪γ>0DCd
γ,τ .

As proved in [19, 15], for any τ > 1, Diophantine frequencies DCd
γ,τ are typical in the

set R0 in the sense that there exists a positive constant C(τ) such that

P(R0\DCd
γ,τ ) ≤ C(τ)γ.

We also denote

Γr = Zd
∗ ∩
{
k :
∑

j

〈j〉ηkjwj ≥ r|k|η, with
∑

j

wj = 1, wj > 0

}
, (1.6)

where Γr is an integer cone whose angle is less than π strictly, as shown in Figure 1.
Once we have these, now we are ready to state our main theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Let d ∈ N+ ∪ {∞}, η > 0, h > 0, r ∈ (0, 1], α ∈ DCd. Suppose that

v(x) =
∑

k∈Γr

v̂ke
i〈k,x〉 ∈ Cω(Td

h,C).

Then there exists λ0 = λ0(η, h, r, α, ‖v‖h) such that Σλv,α = [−2, 2] if |λ| < λ0.

Remark 1.1. The smallness condition of the coupling constant |λ| is necessary due to

Theorem 1.1.
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Γr

Figure 1. Integer cone

Remark 1.2. If d <∞, the assumption (1.5) can be replaced by the standard Diophan-

tine condition

DCd
γ,τ ′ :=

{
α ∈ Rd : inf

n∈Z
|〈k, α〉 − n| > γ

|k|τ ′ , ∀ k ∈ Zd\{0}
}
.

Remark 1.3. If v̂k ∈ R for any k ∈ Γr, then the potential v is PT symmetric. However,

the key assumption for us is the cone structure Γr, whether v̂k is real or not is not

important.

Note that Sarnak [59] also extended his result to multi-frequency case: for any Dio-
phantine frequency α, he constructed one PT symmetric v, and showed that Hλv,α,x is

isospectral to the discrete free Laplacian if |λ| is small enough1. Our result not only gen-
eralizes Sarnak’s result [59] to the almost-periodic case, but also (more importantly) finds
that the cone structure Γr in (1.6) for the Fourier coefficients of v is a sufficient (almost
optimal) condition to ensure that Hλv,α,x is isospectral to the discrete free Laplacian.

To understand Theorem 1.2 more clearly, we look at the case d = 1, where Γr = Z+,
consequently we have the following:

Corollary 1.1. Suppose that h > 0, α ∈ DC1, v(x) =
∑

k>0 v̂ke
ikx. If |λ| < λ1(h, α, ‖v‖h)

which is small enough, then Σλv,α = [−2, 2].

We remark that the phenomenon described in Theorem 1.2 is totally different from
the self-adjoint case where having open gaps is a typical phenomenon [3, 24, 29, 30, 56].
The most important example is the almost Mathieu operator:

(H2λ cos,α,xψ)n = ψn+1 + ψn−1 + 2λ cos(x+ nα)ψn,

whose spectrum is a Cantor set for all λ 6= 0, α ∈ R\Q and all x ∈ T [5]. We also remark
that the cone structure assumption (1.6) is necessary due to the following counter-
example where the angle of the cone is π.

Proposition 1.1. Let α ∈ R\Q, |λ| ∈ (0, 1), |ǫ| < − log |λ|, and

vǫ(x) = 2λ cos(x+ iǫ).

Then Σvǫ,α = Σ2λ cos,α is a Cantor set.

1While Sarnak stated the result in the continuous setting, the method can clearly be carried out in

the discrete case, as point out by him at the end of Section 2 [59].
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1.2. Lyapunov exponent. In addition, the Lyapunov exponents of Hλv,α,x in Theorem
1.2 can be exactly calculated. Recall that the eigenvalue equations Hλv,α,xψ = Eψ are
equivalent to a certain family of the discrete dynamical systems, so called Schrödinger
cocycle (α, SE,λv) ∈ Td × SL(2,C), i.e.,

(
ψn+1

ψn

)
= SE,λv(x+ nα)

(
ψn

ψn−1

)
, where SE,λv(x) =

(
E − λv(x) −1

1 0

)
.

Any formal solution (ψn)n∈Z can be reconstructed from the transfer matrix Sn, which
is defined by S0 = id, and for n ≥ 1, by

Sn(x) = SE,λv(x+ (n − 1)α) · · · SE,λv(x), S−n(x) = Sn(x− nα)−1.

The Lyapunov exponent of (α, SE,λv), denoted by L(E), is defined by

L(E) = lim
n→∞

1

n

∫

Td

log ‖Sn(x)‖dx.

In general, it is hard to give a precise expression of the Lyapunov exponent L(E)
except for some very special examples. It is well-known that L(E) = max{0, log |λ|} in
the spectrum [2, 21] for the almost Mathieu operator, however, the formula of L(E) for
E outside the spectrum is not known. For other analytic quasi-periodic operators, it is
almost impossible to have a precise expression of L(E) even though E is in the spectrum
[2]. Up to now, the only quasi-periodic Schrödinger operator whose Lyapunov exponent
can be calculated explicitly for all E ∈ C is the Maryland model, but this is due to the
unboundedness and monotonicity of the potential [32, 37].

In the following, for any E ∈ C, we give the exact expression of L(E) for the operators
defined in Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2. For Sarnak’s example (1.3), we have

Theorem 1.3. Let α ∈ R\Q and v(x) = λeix. Then for any λ ∈ R\{0}, its Lyapunov

exponent satisfies

L(E) = max{0, log |λ|}, ∀ E ∈ Σλ exp,α. (1.7)

Moreover, we have the following:

L(E) = max

{
log
∣∣∣E
2
+

√
E2 − 4

2

∣∣∣, log |λ|
}
, ∀ E ∈ C. (1.8)

Remark 1.4. (1.7) was also announced by Borisov-Fedotov [18], while (1.8) is totally

new. Our proofs are new and based on Avila’s global theory [2].

If the potential has cone structure Γr, Theorem 1.2 states that the corresponding
Schrödinger operator is isospectral to the discrete free Laplacian. The following theorem
shows that they also share the same Lyapunov exponent with the discrete free Laplacian.

Theorem 1.4. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 1.2, we have

L(E) = log
∣∣∣E
2
+

√
E2 − 4

2

∣∣∣, ∀ E ∈ C.

In particular,

L(E) = 0, ∀ E ∈ Σλv,α.
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1.3. Failure of Moser-Pöschel argument. Almost reducibility is an effective ap-
proach to deal with the spectral problems of almost-periodic operators, especially for
the small potentials [6, 22, 23, 24, 47, 53]. Recall that two cocycles (α,A), (α,A′) ∈
Td ×Cω(Td,SL(2,C)) are analytically conjugated if there exists B ∈ Cω(2Td,SL(2,C))
such that

B(x+ α)−1A(x)B(x) = A′(x).

The almost-periodic cocycle (α,A) is almost reducible if the closure of its analytic con-
jugates contains a constant matrix. Moreover, the cocycle is reducible if it is analytically
conjugated to a constant matrix. In the self-adjoint setting, if the potential is small,
and the frequency α ∈ DCd with d ∈ N+, Eliasson’s famous result [24] states that for
all E ∈ Σλv,α the cocycle (α, SE,λv) is almost reducible. If, furthermore, the rotation
number is Diophantine with respect to α or rational dependent, then (α, SE,λv) is in
fact reducible. For the non-self-adjoint operator, the rotation number is not well-defined
since the projection of SL(2,C) cocycle is not a circle diffeomorphism. However, we can
find another object that plays the same role as the rotation number. Indeed, for any
E ∈ [−2, 2], if we define

ρ = ρ(E) := arccos
(E
2

)
mod π,

then we have the following:

Theorem 1.5. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 1.2, we have

(1) If ρ ∈ DC(α) = ∪κ>0DCκ,τ (α), where

DCκ,τ (α) :=

{
ρ ∈ R : ‖2ρ− 〈k, α〉‖T > κ

∏

j∈N

1

1 + 〈j〉τ |kj |τ
, ∀ k ∈ Zd

∗

}
,

then (α, SE,λv) is reducible to
(
α,

(
eiρ 0
0 e−iρ

))
.

(2) If 2ρ = 〈k, α〉 mod 2π for some k ∈ Zd
∗, then (α, SE,λv) is reducible to (α,A)

where A =

(
1 0
0 1

)
or A =

(
1 ζ
0 1

)
with ζ 6= 0.

In the self-adjoint case, by the well-known Moser-Pöschel argument [53], it is known
that (α, SE,λv) is reducible to identity if and only if E is located at the edges of the
collapsed gaps. However, in the non-self-adjoint case, one may need more caution due
to the following result.

Theorem 1.6. Let d ∈ N+ ∪ {∞}, α ∈ DCd, and v(x) = ei〈m,x〉. Then there exists

E ∈ (−2, 2) such that (α, SE,λv) is reducible to

(
1 ζ
0 1

)
with ζ 6= 0, provided that |λ| is

sufficiently small.

By Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.6, we see that even though all gaps are collapsed,
the cocycle (α, SE,λv) may still not be reducible to identity. Therefore, Moser-Pöschel
argument [53] does not work for non-self-adjoint almost-periodic operators.
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1.4. Methods and mechanism. Although Theorem 1.2 is an extension of Sarnak’s
result [59], our method is completely different. In fact, the operator (1.3) is very special,
as taking Fourier transforms in trying to solve (Hλ exp,α − E)ψ = 0, one finds

λψ̂(p + α) = (E − 2 cos p)ψ̂(p),

which is easily iterated. Sarnak [59] studied the behavior of
∏n

p=0(E − 2 cos(p+ α)) by
combining Birkhoff ergodic theorem and nature of αβ-sets studied initially by Engelking
[25] and Katznelson [42]. As we can see, the method of [59] depends on the duality
transformation, clearly fails if α ∈ Td with d = ∞, i.e. the true almost-periodic case.

We know that the spectrum of self-adjoint operators always stays in the real axis, and
the non-self-adjointness would push the spectrum out. In this paper, we give a criterion
for non-self-adjoint almost-periodic Schrödinger operators (1.2) to have real interval
spectrum. More importantly, one can see the mechanism of the spectrum being real and
staying an interval from our proof. Let us explain the main ideas. Our approach is based
on the quantitative almost reducibility of the Schrödinger cocycle. In the self-adjoint
case [24, 47], the potential v is real (v̂−k = v̂k) which implies that double resonances2

‖〈k, α〉 ± 2ρ‖T ∼ 0

must occur, which causes the uniform hyperbolicity of the Schrödinger cocycle and
makes the corresponding gap open. In the non-self-adjoint case, the potential is not real
anymore, which gives us a chance to avoid the double resonances. For the potential v
defined in Theorem 1.2, we have v̂k · v̂−k = 0. During the KAM iteration steps, we will
prove that at the cost of shrinking r, the cone structure Γr is preserved and there exists
only single resonance (k or −k) in each iteration step. Thus, the interval spectrum may
survive.

More precisely, we can prove that the Schrödinger cocycle is reducible to (α,Ane
Fn)

where An ∈ SL(2,C) with eigenvalues e±iξn and Fn goes to zero. The structure of Γr

guarantees that the average of the perturbation Fn is always zero, and thus Imξn is fixed
during the KAM iteration, this is the reason why the Schrödinger operator (1.2) has real
spectrum. In addition, we will prove that the Schrödinger cocycle (α, SE,λv) is always
almost reducible to the Laplace cocycle (α, SE,0), which implies that the Schrödinger
operator shares both the spectrum and the Lyapunov exponent with the discrete free
Laplacian.

1.5. Organization of the paper. The rest of this paper is organized in the following
way. Some basic definitions are given in Section 2. In Section 3, we study the one step
of KAM iteration for SL(2,C)-valued cocycle with integer cone condition. In Section
4, we obtain the reducibility of SL(2,C)-valued cocycle. In Section 5, as applications,
we prove Theorem 1.2, Theorem 1.4, Theorem 1.5 and Theorem 1.6. Finally, we prove
Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.3 and Proposition 1.1 in Section 6. In Appendix, we give the
proof of Lemma 3.1.

2. Preliminary

2.1. Almost-periodic cocycle, Lyapunov exponent. Let Ω be a compact metric
space and (Ω, ν, T ) be ergodic. A cocycle (α,A) ∈ R\Q × Cω(Ω,SL(2,C)) is a linear

2Second Melnikov condition in Hamiltonian systems.
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skew-product:

(T,A) : Ω×C2 → Ω× C2,

(x, φ) 7→ (Tx,A(x)φ).

For n ∈ Z, An is defined by (T,A)n = (T n, An). Thus, A0(x) = id,

An(x) =

0∏

j=n−1

A(T jx) = A(T n−1x) · · ·A(Tx)A(x), ∀ n ≥ 1,

and A−n(x) = An(T
−nx)−1. The Lyapunov exponent is defined as

L(T,A) = lim
n→∞

1

n

∫

Ω
log ‖An(x)‖dν(x).

We are mainly interested in the case Ω = Td, dν = dx is Lebesgue measure, and
T = Rα, with (1, α) rational independent. If d ∈ N+, then (α,A) =: (Rα, A) defines a
quasi-periodic cocycle. If d = ∞, then (α,A) defines an almost-periodic cocycle.

We say (α,A) is uniformly hyperbolic if there exist two continuous functions u, s :
Td → PC2, called the unstable and stable directions such that for any n ≥ 0,

‖An(x)φ‖ ≤ Ce−cn‖φ‖, ∀ φ ∈ s(x),

‖A−n(x)φ‖ ≤ Ce−cn‖φ‖, ∀ φ ∈ u(x),

for some constants C, c > 0. Moreover, u(·), s(·) are invariant under the dynamics:

A(x) · u(x) = u(x+ α), A(x) · s(x) = s(x+ α),

where A·x denoted the SL(2,C) action on the projective space PC2. If (α,A) is uniformly
hyperbolic, then L(A) > 0. From now on, (α,A) ∈ UH means (α,A) is uniformly
hyperbolic.

2.2. Schrödinger operators and Schrödinger cocycles. Let Ω be a compact met-
ric space, T : Ω → Ω a homeomorphism, and v : Ω → C a complex-valued continuous
function. We consider the following complex-valued dynamical defined Schrödinger op-
erators:

(Hxψ)n = ψn+1 + ψn−1 + v(T nx)ψn, n ∈ Z,

and denote Σx by the spectrum of Hx. Note that any formal solution ψ = (ψn)n∈Z of
Hxψ = Eψ satisfies

(
ψn+1

ψn

)
= SE,v(T

nx)

(
ψn

ψn−1

)
, n ∈ Z,

where

SE,v(x) :=

(
E − v(x) −1

1 0

)
, E ∈ C.

We call (T, SE,v) Schrödinger cocycles. The spectrum Σx is closely related with the
dynamical behavior of the Schrödinger cocycle (T, SE,v). In the self-adjoint case, i.e.
the potential v is real-valued, then by the well-known result of Johnson [40], E /∈ Σx if
and only if (T, SE,v) ∈ UH. The following result extends Johnson’s result [40] to the
non-self-adjoint case.
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Proposition 2.1. [27] Suppose that v : Ω → C a complex-valued continuous function,

(Ω, T ) is minimal. Then there is some Σ ⊂ C such that Σx = Σ for all x ∈ Ω. Moreover,

E /∈ Σ if and only if (T, SE,v) ∈ UH.

2.3. Global theory of one-frequency quasi-periodic cocycles. We give a short
review of Avila’s global theory of one-frequency quasi-periodic SL(2,C) cocycles [2].
Let α ∈ R\Q, suppose that A ∈ Cω(T,SL(2,C)) admits a holomorphic extension to
{|Imx| < h}. Then for |ǫ| < h, we define Aǫ ∈ Cω(T,SL(2,C)) by Aǫ(·) = A(·+ iǫ), and
define the the acceleration of (α,Aǫ) as follows:

ω(α,Aǫ) = lim
h→0+

L(α,Aǫ+h)− L(α,Aǫ)

h
.

It follows from the convexity and continuity of the Lyapunov exponent that the ac-
celeration is an upper semi-continuous function of parameter ǫ. The key property of the
acceleration is that it is quantized:

Theorem 2.1 (Quantization of acceleration [2]). Suppose that (α,A) ∈ R\Q × Cω(T,
SL(2,C)), then ω(α,Aǫ) ∈ Z.

For uniformly hyperbolic cocycles, Avila [2] proved the following equivalent charac-
terization:

Proposition 2.2. [2] Let (α,A) ∈ R\Q × Cω(T,SL(2,C)). Assume that L(α,A) > 0.
Then (α,A) ∈ UH if and only if L(α,A(·+ iǫ)) is affine with respect to ǫ around ǫ = 0.

3. Quantitative almost reducibility

As mentioned in the Introduction, our approach is based on quantitative almost re-
ducibility. The philosophy is that nice quantitative almost reducibility brings the precise
estimates of the growth on the Schrödinger cocycle.

3.1. Auxiliary Banach space. We first introduce the auxiliary Banach space related
to the integer cone Γr. Recall that the integer cone Γr is defined as

Γr = Zd
∗ ∩ {k : [[k]] ≥ r|k|η},

where [[k]] =
∑

j〈j〉ηkjwj with
∑

j wj = 1, wj > 0. For a given integer cone Γr, we
define the space

Bh,r[∗] = {F ∈ Cω(Td
h, ∗) : F̂k = 0, ∀ k ∈ Zd\Γr},

where ∗ could be C or sl(2,C), and we abbreviate Bh,r[sl(2,C)] by Bh,r without ambiguity.

Since 0 /∈ Γr, it holds that F̂0 = 0 for any F ∈ Bh,r[∗].
For any set W ⊂ Γr and N > 0, we define the truncated set and residual set of W as

TNW = {k ∈W : |k|η ≤ N}, RNW = {k ∈W : |k|η > N}.
And we also define the truncated operator TN and residual operator RN by

(TNF )(x) =
∑

k∈TNΓr

F̂ke
i〈k,x〉, (RNF )(x) =

∑

k∈RNΓr

F̂ke
i〈k,x〉.

The following are some basic properties of the space Bh,r[∗].
Proposition 3.1. For any 0 < r < r′ ≤ 1, h > 0, we have the following:
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(1) (Bh,r[∗], ‖ · ‖h) is a Banach space with Bh,r′ ⊂ Bh,r.

(2) ‖[F,G]‖h ≤ 2‖F‖h‖G‖h where [·, ·] is the Lie bracket defined by [F,G] = FG −
GF , and thus (Bh,r, [·, ·]) is a Lie algebra.

Proof. Proposition 3.1(1) follows directly from the definition, so we only need to check
the second one. Let F,G ∈ Bh,r with expansions

F (x) =
∑

k∈Γr

F̂ke
i〈k,x〉, G(x) =

∑

n∈Γr

Ĝne
i〈n,x〉,

where F̂k, Ĝn ∈ sl(2,C) for any n,k ∈ Γr. By direct calculation,

[F,G](x) =
∑

k,n∈Γr

[F̂k, Ĝn]e
i〈k+n,x〉. (3.1)

Since [[k]] > r|k|η, [[n]] > r|n|η, we have [[k+ n]] > r(|k|η + |n|η) ≥ r|k+ n|η, which
means that k+ n ∈ Γr. On the other hand, rewrite (3.1) as

[F,G](x) =
∑

m∈Γr

( ∑

n+k=m

[F̂k, Ĝn]
)
ei〈m,x〉.

Then Proposition 3.1(2) follows from [F̂k, Ĝn] ∈ sl(2,C),

‖FG‖h =
∑

n

(∑

k

|F̂kĜn−k|
)
eh|n|η

≤
∑

m

(∑

k

|F̂k||Ĝm|
)
eh|m+k|η

≤
(∑

k

|F̂k|eh|k|η
)(∑

m

|F̂m|eh|m|η
)
= ‖F‖h‖G‖h,

and the same estimate on ‖GF‖h. �

3.2. Non-resonance cancellation lemma. We give a non-resonance cancellation lemma,
which serves as the starting point of our proof. Let A ∈ SL(2,C), for any Y ∈ Bh,r, we
define the linear operator LA by

(LAY )(x) := A−1Y (x+ α)A− Y (x).

Suppose that Bh,r = Bnre
h,r (σ) ⊕ Bre

h,r(σ), where Bnre
h,r (σ) is the closed invariant subspace

in Bh,r such that LA restricted on Bnre
h,r (σ) is invertible and

‖L−1
A ‖ ≤ 1

σ
on Bnre

h,r (σ).

In the following lemma, we prove that all non-resonant terms in the perturbation can
be eliminated.

Lemma 3.1 ([22, 34]). Let d ∈ N+ ∪ {∞}, h > 0, r ∈ (0, 1], α ∈ Td, σ > 0. Suppose

that A ∈ SL(2,C), and F ∈ Bh,r with

‖F‖h < ε < min{10−8, σ2}.
Then there exist Y ∈ Bnre

h,r (σ) and F re ∈ Bre
h,r(σ) such that eY conjugates the cocycle

(α,AeF ) to (α,AeF
re
), i.e.,

e−Y (x+α)AeF (x)eY (x) = AeF
re(x),
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with ‖Y ‖h ≤ ε
1
2 , ‖F re‖h ≤ 2ε and ‖F re − PreF‖h ≤ 2ε

4
3 .

3.3. One step of KAM iteration. In this section, we give the one step of KAM
iteration for (α,AeF (x)) with A ∈ M ⊂ SL(2,C) and F (x) ∈ Bh,r, where

M :=

{(
eiξ ζ
0 e−iξ

)
: ξ, ζ ∈ C

}
∪
{(

eiξ 0
ζ e−iξ

)
: ξ, ζ ∈ C

}
.

To eliminate the perturbation F (x) in the cocycle, we need to deal with non-resonant
case and resonant case separately. Here we say A is non-resonant up to N , denoted by
A ∈ NR(N, δ), if for any k ∈ TNΓr,

|ei(〈k,α〉±2ξ) − 1| ≥ δ.

Otherwise, we say A is resonant and denoted by A ∈ RS(N, δ), which means there is a
k
∗ ∈ TNΓr such that

|ei(〈k∗,α〉+2ξ) − 1| < δ or |ei(〈k∗ ,α〉−2ξ) − 1| < δ.

In the following subsection, we always fix N = 2| log ε|
h−h+

where h+ ∈ (0, h). Once we have

these, we introduce the following key quantitative almost reducibility result, which gives
the one step of KAM iteration.

Proposition 3.2. Let d ∈ N+ ∪ {∞}, η > 0, h > 0, r ∈ (0, 1], γ ∈ (0, 1), τ > 1,
α ∈ DCd

γ,τ . Suppose that A ∈ M with |Imξ| ≤ 1
2 , F ∈ Bh,r, then for any h+ ∈ (0, h),

r+ ∈ (0, r), there exist ε = ε(η, h, h+, r, r+, γ, τ, |ζ|), c = c(η, γ, τ) such that if

‖F‖h < ε <
c

(1 + |ζ|)10 min

{
e
−( 1

h−h+
)
10
η

, e
−( 1

r−r+
)
10
η
}
, (3.2)

then there exist B ∈ Cω(2Td
h,SL(2,C)), A+ ∈ M, and F+ ∈ Bh+,r+ such that

B(x+ α)−1AeF (x)B(x) = A+e
F+(x).

Moreover, we have the following estimates:

• Non-resonant case: If A ∈ NR(N, ε
1
10 ), then B(·) = eY (·) with

‖Y ‖h ≤ ε
1
2 , ‖F+‖h+ ≤ 2ε3, A+ = A.

• Resonant case: If A ∈ RS(N, ε 1
10 ), then there exists k

∗ ∈ TNΓr such that

(1) A+ takes the form

A+ =

(
eiξ+ ζ+
0 e−iξ+

)
or A+ =

(
eiξ+ 0
ζ+ e−iξ+

)
,

where ζ+ ∈ C, ξ+ = ξ − 〈k∗,α〉
2 with estimates

|ξ+| ≤ ε
1
10 , |ζ+| ≤ ε

9
10 .

(2) It holds that

‖B‖0 ≤ e| log ε|
2

2+η
, ‖F+‖h+ ≤ ε100.
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Proof. We distinguish the proof into two cases:

Case 1: Non-resonant case. Let σ = ε
1
3 and decompose Bh,r as Bnre

h,r (σ)⊕Bre
h,r(σ),

where

Bnre
h,r (σ) =

{
F ∈ Bh,r : F (x) = TNF (x)

}
,

Bre
h,r(σ) =

{
F ∈ Bh,r : F (x) = RNF (x)

}
.

(3.3)

It is easy to see that Bnre
h,r (σ) is a closed invariant subspace of Bh,r. Moreover, we have

the following simple observation:

Lemma 3.2. The operator L−1
A : Bnre

h,r (σ) → Bnre
h,r (σ) is bounded with ‖L−1

A ‖ ≤ 1
σ
.

Proof. We only consider the case A =

(
eiξ ζ
0 e−iξ

)
, the proof for the caseA =

(
eiξ 0
ζ e−iξ

)

is similar. For any F ∈ Bnre
h,r (σ), we only need to solve

A−1Y (x+ α)A − Y (x) = F (x).

Expand Y (x) =
∑

k
Ŷke

i〈k,x〉 and F (x) =
∑

k
F̂ke

i〈k,x〉 respectively. Comparing the
Fourier coefficients, one obtains that for k ∈ Γr,

Ŷ 2,1
k

=
F̂ 2,1
k

ei(〈k,α〉+2ξ) − 1
,

Ŷ 1,1
k

= −Ŷ 2,2
k

=
F̂ 1,1
k

+ ζei(〈k,α〉+ξ)Ŷ 2,1
k

ei〈k,α〉 − 1
,

Ŷ 1,2
k

=
F̂ 1,2
k

+ ζ2ei〈k,α〉Ŷ 2,1
k

− 2ζei(〈k,α〉−ξ)Ŷ 1,1
k

ei(〈k,α〉−2ξ) − 1
.

(3.4)

Recall the following estimate for α ∈ DCd
γ,τ :

Lemma 3.3 (Small denominators [54]). Let d ∈ N+ ∪ {∞}, τ > 1, η > 0, then for any

k ∈ Zd
∗ we have the following estimate

sup
k∈Zd

∗,|k|η≤N

∏

j∈N
(1 + 〈j〉τ |kj |τ ) ≤ (1 +N)C1N

1
η+1

,

where C1 = C1(η, τ). Moreover,

∏

j∈N
(1 + 〈j〉τ |kj |τ ) ≤ (1 + |k|η)C1|k|

1
η+1
η .

Combining Lemma 3.3 with (3.2), for any k ∈ TNΓr we have

‖〈k, α〉‖T ≥ γ(1 +N)−C1N
1

η+1
> ε

1
10 .

Besides, it follows from A ∈ NR(N, ε
1
10 ) that |ei(〈k,α〉±2ξ) − 1| ≥ ε

1
10 for any k ∈ TNΓr.

Thus, the denominators in (3.4) are well controlled and Lemma 3.2 follows. �

By Lemma 3.1, there exist Y ∈ Bnre
h,r (σ) and F re ∈ Bre

h,r(σ) such that

e−Y (x+α)AeF (x)eY (x) = AeF
re(x),
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with the following estimates

‖Y ‖h ≤ ε
1
2 , ‖F re‖h ≤ 2ε.

Let B = eY , A+ = A, and F+(x) = F re(x). By the construction in (3.3), F+ can be
expressed as

F+(x) =
∑

k∈RNΓr

F̂ re
k ei〈k,x〉.

Therefore, for any h+ ∈ (0, h), we have estimate

‖F+‖h+ =
∑

k∈RNΓr

‖F̂ re
k ‖eh+|k|η ≤ e−(h−h+)N

∑

k∈RNΓr

‖F̂ re
k ‖eh|k|η

≤ 2e−(h−h+)N‖F‖h < 2ε3,

where the last inequality follows from our choice that N = 2| log ε|
h−h+

.

Case 2: Resonant case. In view of α ∈ DCd
γ,τ and A ∈ RS(N, ε 1

10 ), Lemma 3.3
and (3.2) imply

‖2Reξ‖T > ‖〈k∗, α〉‖T + 2|Imξ| − ε
1
10 ≥ γ

2
(1 +N)−C1N

1
η+1

, (3.5)

as a consequence,
(
|ei(〈k∗,α〉+2ξ) − 1| − ε

1
10

)
·
(
|ei(〈k∗,α〉−2ξ) − 1| − ε

1
10

)
< 0, (3.6)

which shows that the concept of resonance is well-defined. In fact, if |ei(〈k∗,α〉−2ξ)− 1| <
ε

1
10 , then (3.6) directly follows from (3.5) that

|ei(〈k∗,α〉+2ξ) − 1| = ‖〈k∗, α〉 − 2ξ‖T ≥ |4ξ| − ε
1
10 ≫ ε

1
10 .

Note that (3.5) also implies that in the resonant case ‖2Reξ‖T always has a lower
bound, which allows us to diagonalize the constant matrix A. Just assume A =(
eiξ ζ
0 e−iξ

)
, then there exists P =

(
1 ζ

e−iξ−eiξ

0 1

)
, such that

P−1AP =

(
eiξ 0
0 e−iξ

)
= Ã.

Moreover, just note

|e−iξ − eiξ| = | cos Reξ · (eImξ − e−Imξ)− i sinReξ · (eImξ + e−Imξ)|

≥ 1

4
‖2Reξ‖T,

then we have estimate

‖P‖ ≤ 1 +
4|ζ|

‖2Reξ‖T
≤ 1 +

8|ζ|
γ

(1 +N)C1N
1

η+1 ≤ 1

2
e| log ε|

2
2+η

.

Moreover, P−1AeF (x)P = ÃeF̃ (x), where F̃ = P−1FP ∈ Bh,r satisfies

‖F̃‖h ≤ ‖F‖h‖P‖2 ≤ e2| log ε|
2

2+η
ε =: ε̃. (3.7)

By the choice of ε in (3.2) we have ε̃ ≤ ε
9
10 .
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After the diagonalization, we are ready to solve the non-resonant terms of the pertur-
bation. For this purpose, we need to analyze the fine structure of the small denominators.
We just consider the case

|ei(〈k∗,α〉−2ξ) − 1| < ε
1
10 , (3.8)

since the other case can be dealt with similarly. The following lemma shows that the
integer cone Γr implies that the resonant site in TN ′Γr is unique under the proper
truncation N ′ ≫ N .

Lemma 3.4 (Uniqueness). Let N ′ = C2| log ε|1+
η

2 − N and C3 = 1
10C

− 2
2+η

2 , where

C2 = C2(η, γ, τ) is the constant such that

1

10

( x
C2

) 1
1+

η
2 ≥ − log(

γ

2
) + C1x

1
1+η log(1 + x), ∀ x > 0. (3.9)

Then for any k ∈ TN ′Γr we have

|ei〈k,α〉 − 1| ≥ ε
1
10 , (3.10)

|ei(〈k,α〉±2ξ) − 1| ≥ ε
1
10 , when k 6= k

∗. (3.11)

Proof. If (3.10) does not hold, then by using α ∈ DCd
γ,τ , Lemma 3.3 and (3.9),

ε
1
10 > ‖〈k, α〉‖T ≥ γ(1 + |k|η)−C1|k|

1
η+1
η ≥ e−C3|k|

2
2+η
η .

Thus, combining the above inequality with the choice of N ′, we have

|k|η > C2| log ε|1+
η

2 > N ′, (3.12)

which shows a contradiction to k ∈ TN ′Γr.

If (3.11) does not hold, then there exists k
′ 6= k

∗ such that |ei(〈k′,α〉+2ξ) − 1| < ε
1
10 or

|ei(〈k′,α〉−2ξ) − 1| < ε
1
10 . This implies that

2ε
1
10 > max{‖〈k′, α〉+ 2ξ + (〈k∗, α〉 − 2ξ)‖T, ‖〈k′, α〉 − 2ξ − (〈k∗, α〉 − 2ξ)‖T}.

Since k
′ ∈ Γr, it follows from the structure of the integer cone Γr that

[[k′ + k
∗]] ≥ r(|k′|η + |k∗|η) > 0,

which implies that k
′ + k

∗ 6= 0. Moreover, by α ∈ DCd
γ,τ and Lemma 3.3,

2ε
1
10 > ‖〈k′ ∓ k

∗, α〉‖T ≥ γ(1 + |k′ ∓ k
∗|η)−C1|k′∓k∗|

1
η+1
η .

Same as (3.12), the inequality (3.9) would imply that

|k′ ∓ k
∗|η > C2| log ε|1+

η
2 ,

and consequently

|k′|η > C2| log ε|1+
η
2 −N = N ′.

This contradicts to k
′ ∈ TN ′Γr, and thus we finish the proof. �
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Let σ = ε̃
1
3 and rewrite the k-th Fourier coefficient of F̃ by F̂k =

(
ak bk
ck −ak

)
for any

F̃ ∈ Bh,r. By (3.8) and Lemma 3.4, the space decomposition with respect to Ã, σ takes
the form as:

Bnre
h,r (σ) =

{
F̃ (x) = TN ′F̃ (x)−

(
0 bk∗

0 0

)
ei〈k

∗,x〉
}
,

Bre
h,r(σ) =

{
F̃ (x) = RN ′ F̃ (x) +

(
0 bk∗

0 0

)
ei〈k

∗,x〉
}
.

It follows directly that Bnre
h,r (σ) is a closed invariant subspace of Bh,r. Moreover, we have

the following:

Lemma 3.5. The operator L−1
Ã

: Bnre
h,r (σ) → Bnre

h,r (σ) is bounded with ‖L−1
Ã

‖ ≤ 1
σ
.

Proof. For any F̃ ∈ Bnre
h,r (σ), in order to solve F̃ (x) = LÃY (x), we only need to expand

Y (x) =
∑

k
Ŷke

i〈k,x〉 and F̃ (x) =
∑

k
F̂ke

i〈k,x〉 respectively. Direct calculation shows

Ŷk∗ =

(
ak∗/(ei〈k

∗,α〉 − 1) 0

ck∗/(ei(〈k
∗,α〉+2ξ) − 1) −ak∗/(ei〈k

∗,α〉 − 1)

)
,

Ŷk =

(
ak/(e

i〈k,α〉 − 1) bk/(e
i(〈k,α〉−2ξ) − 1)

ck/(e
i(〈k,α〉+2ξ) − 1) −ak/(ei〈k,α〉 − 1)

)
, ∀ k 6= k

∗.

Then the result follows from Lemma 3.4. �

Once we have Lemma 3.5, we then apply Lemma 3.1 to obtain Y ∈ Bnre
h,r (σ) and

F re ∈ Bre
h,r(σ) such that

e−Y (x+α)ÃeF̃ (x)eY (x) = ÃeF
re(x),

with the following estimates

‖Y ‖h ≤ ε̃
1
2 ≤ ε

9
20 , ‖F re‖h ≤ 2ε̃ ≤ 2ε

9
10 .

Next, the resonant term

(
0 bk∗

0 0

)
ei〈k

∗,x〉 in F re(x) can be eliminated by the rotation

conjugation Qk∗(x), where

Qk(x) := R 〈k,x〉
2

=

(
e

i
2
〈k,x〉 0

0 e−
i
2
〈k,x〉

)
,

which is defined on 2Td. Indeed, direct calculation shows that

Qk∗(x+ α)−1ÃQk∗(x) =

(
ei(ξ−

〈k∗,α〉
2

) 0

0 e−i(ξ− 〈k∗,α〉
2

)

)
=: Ā,

and

Qk∗(x)−1F re(x)Qk∗(x) =

(
0 bk∗

0 0

)
+Q−k∗(x)RN ′F re(x)Qk∗(x)

=: L+G(x) =: F̄ (x).

Let B = P · eY ·Qk∗ ∈ Cω(2Td
h,SL(2,C)), then

B(x+ α)−1AeF (x)B(x) = eĀeF̄ (x),
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with estimate

‖B(x)‖0 ≤ ‖P‖ · ‖eY (x)‖0 ≤ e| log ε|
2

2+η
.

Rewrite the cocycle as

ĀeF̄ (x) = ĀeLe−LeF̄ (x) =

(
eiξ+ ζ+
0 e−iξ+

)
eF+(x) =: A+e

F+(x),

where ξ+ = ξ − 〈k∗,α〉
2 , ζ+ = bk∗eiξ+ . By the decay of Fourier coefficient |bk∗ | ≤

‖F re‖he−h|k∗|η and (3.7), it follows that

|ζ+| ≤ ‖F re‖he−h|k∗|ηeε
1
10 ≤ ε

9
10 .

Furthermore, by Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff Formula, we have

F+(x) = G(x) +
1

2
[−L,G(x)] + 1

12
[−L, [−L,G(x)]] + · · · . (3.13)

The following result is important for us, which says that the rotation Qk∗(x) preserves
the cone structure, at the cost of shrinking r a little, as shown in Figure 2. Consequently,
F+ also has the cone structure. This is the key step why this modified KAM iteration
can be iterated.

Γrn+1

Γrn

Γrn−1

rn+1 < rn < rn−1

Figure 2. Integer cones in the KAM iteration

Lemma 3.6. For any F re ∈ Bre
h+,r(σ) and k

∗ ∈ TNΓr, we have

G(x) = Q−k∗(x) · (RN ′F re(x)) ·Qk∗(x) ∈ Bh+,r+.

Consequently, we have F+ ∈ Bh+,r+.

Proof. Since RN ′F re ∈ Bre
h+,r, then the k-th term in its Fourier series is

F̂ke
i〈k,x〉 =

(
ak bk
ck −ak

)
ei〈k,x〉, ∀ k ∈ RN ′Γr.

Let Dk(x) = Q−k∗(x)F̂ke
i〈k,x〉Qk∗(x). By direct calculation we have

Dk(x) =

(
ak 0
0 −ak

)
ei〈k,x〉 +

(
0 bk
0 0

)
ei〈k−k∗,x〉 +

(
0 0
ck 0

)
ei〈k+k∗,x〉.
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On the one hand, since k
∗ ∈ TNΓr and k ∈ RN ′Γr, we conclude that

[[k− k
∗]] > r|k|η − [[k∗]]

≥ r|k|η −N

= r+|k|η + (r − r+)|k|η −N

≥ r+|k|η + (r − r+)
(
C2| log ε|1+

η
2 −N

)
−N

≥ r+|k|η + C2| log ε|−
η
10 | log ε|1+ η

2 − 2N

≥ r+|k|η +N

≥ r+|k|η + r+|k∗|η
≥ r+|k− k

∗|η,

where we use the fact N ≤ | log ε|1+ η

8 and | log ε| ≥ (r − r+)
− 10

η . This just means
k− k

∗ ∈ Γr+ . On the other hand, [[k+ k
∗]] ≥ r(|k|η + |k∗|η) > r+|k+ k

∗|η means
k+ k

∗ ∈ Γr+. We conclude that k,k− k
∗,k+ k

∗ ∈ Γr+ and thus Dk(x) ∈ Bh+,r+ .
By Proposition 3.1, we have G(x) =

∑
k∈RN′Γr+

Dk(x) ∈ Bh+,r+. Rewrite G =
(
G11 G12

G21 −G11

)
, then

[−L,G(x)] =
[(

0 −bk∗

0 0

)
, G

]
=

(
−bk∗G21 2bk∗G11

0 bk∗G21

)
∈ Bh+,r+ ,

which implies that the R.H.S. in (3.13) belongs to Bh+,r+ . Therefore, we finish the proof
again by Proposition 3.1. �

By (3.13) and Lemma 3.6, we have

‖F+‖h+ ≤ 2‖G‖h+ ≤ 2‖RN ′F re(x)‖h+‖Qk∗‖2h+
≤ 4ε̃e−N ′(h−h+)eh+|k∗|η .

Since N ′ = C2| log ε|1+
η

2 −N ≫ | log ε| η

10N and k
∗ ∈ TNΓr, one can get that

‖F+‖h+ ≤ ε
9
10 e−100N(h−h+)ε

−h+
h−h+ ≤ ε100.

This finishes the proof. �

4. Reducibility of almost-periodic cocycles

By the KAM iteration developed in the last section, we now prove the reducibility
results of the almost-periodic cocycle (α,AeF ) with perturbation F ∈ Bh,r. We always
choose

A0 = A, F0 = F, ε0 = ε, h0 = h, r0 = r.

For n ≥ 0, we define the sequences

εn+1 = 2ε3n, hn+1 = hn − h− h′

(n+ 2)2
, rn+1 = rn − r − r′

(n+ 2)2
, Nn =

2| log εn|
hn − hn+1

. (∗)

Two situations need to be treated separately for A ∈ M, i.e., the eigenvalues of A are
e±iρ with ρ ∈ R (elliptic case and parabolic case) or e±iξ with ξ /∈ R (hyperbolic case).
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4.1. Elliptic case and parabolic case. Suppose that A =

(
eiρ ζ
0 e−iρ

)
with ρ ∈ R,

the following Proposition 4.1 shows that (α,AeF ) is almost reducible.

Proposition 4.1. Let d ∈ N+ ∪ {∞}, η > 0, h > 0, h′ ∈ (0, h), r ∈ (0, 1], r′ ∈
(0, r), γ ∈ (0, 1), τ > 1, α ∈ DCd

γ,τ . Suppose that F ∈ Bh,r. There exists ε =

ε(η, h, h′, r, r′, γ, τ, |ζ|), c = c(η, γ, τ) such that if

‖F‖h < ε <
c

(1 + |ζ|)10 min

{
e
−( 1

h−h′
)
10
η

, e
−( 1

r−r′
)
10
η

}
,

then there exist Φn ∈ Cω(2Td
hn
,SL(2,C)) with ‖Φn‖0 ≤ eCη | log εn|

2
2+η

, Cη := (2
2

2+η −
1)−1, and Fn ∈ Bhn,rn with ‖Fn‖hn

≤ εn such that

Φn(x+ α)−1AeF (x)Φn(x) = Ane
Fn(x),

where An =

(
eiρn ζn
0 e−iρn

)
or An =

(
eiρn 0
ζn e−iρn

)
with ρn ∈ R and |ζn| < |ζ|.

Moreover, if we denote Θn = ∪k∈TNnΓrn
Θn(k), where

Θn(k) =
{
ρ ∈ R : |ei(〈k,α〉+2ρn) − 1| ≤ ε

1
10
n

}
∪
{
ρ ∈ R : |ei(〈k,α〉−2ρn) − 1| ≤ ε

1
10
n

}
,

then we have the following:

(1) If ρ /∈ Θn, then Φn+1 = Φn · eYn with

‖Yn‖h ≤ ε
1
2
n , ρn+1 = ρn, ζn+1 = ζn.

(2) If ρ ∈ Θn(k
∗
n), then Φn+1 = Φn · Bn with

‖Bn‖0 ≤ e| log εn|
2

2+η
, ρn+1 = ρn − 〈k∗

n, α〉
2

, |ρn+1| ≤ ε
1
10
n , |ζn+1| ≤ ε

9
10
n .

(3) If ρ ∈ Θnj
(k∗

nj
) ∩Θnj+1(k

∗
nj+1

), then

|k∗
nj+1

|η ≥ |k∗
nj
|1+

η

4+η
η .

Proof. We are going to prove Proposition 4.1 inductively. Suppose that we are at n-th
step, i.e., we already construct Φn such that

Φn(x+ α)−1AeF (x)Φn(x) = Ane
Fn(x),

with following estimates

‖Φn‖0 ≤ eCη | log εn|
2

2+η
, ‖Fn‖hn

≤ εn, ρn ∈ R, |ζn| ≤ |ζ|.
By the selection of (∗) and |ζn| ≤ |ζ|, for any n ≥ 0 we have

εn <
c

(1 + |ζn|)10
min

{
e
−( 1

hn−hn+1
)
10
η

, e
−( 1

rn−rn+1
)
10
η
}
.

In fact, by Proposition 3.2 there exist Bn ∈ Cω(2Td
hn+1

,SL(2,C)), Fn+1 ∈ Bhn+1,rn+1 ,

An+1 ∈ M such that

Bn(x+ α)−1Ane
Fn(x)Bn(x) = An+1e

Fn+1(x).
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Let Φn+1 = Φn ·Bn. Then

Φn+1(x+ α)−1AeF (x)Φn+1(x) = An+1e
Fn+1(x).

To obtain the estimates of Φn+1, Fn+1, An+1, we distinguish two cases:

Non-resonant case: If ρ /∈ Θn, which means An ∈ NR(Nn, ε
1
10
n ). Then by Propo-

sition 3.2, we have Bn = eYn with estimates

‖Yn‖hn
≤ ε

1
2
n , ‖Fn+1‖hn+1 ≤ 2ε3n = εn+1, An+1 = An.

Hence ρn+1 = ρn ∈ R and |ζn+1| = |ζn| ≤ |ζ|. It is obvious that

‖Φn+1‖0 = ‖Φn ·Bn‖0 ≤ eCη | log εn+1|
2

2+η
.

This proves Proposition 4.1(1).

Resonant case: If ρ ∈ Θn(k
∗
n), which means An ∈ RS(Nn, ε

1
10
n ). Then by Proposi-

tion 3.2, we have following estimates

‖Bn‖0 ≤ e| log εn|
2

2+η
, ‖Fn+1‖hn+1 ≤ ε100n < εn+1.

Moreover, An+1 takes the form

An+1 =

(
eiρn+1 ζn+1

0 e−iρn+1

)
or An+1 =

(
eiρn+1 0
ζn+1 e−iρn+1

)
,

where ρn+1 = ρn− 〈k,α〉
2 ∈ R with |ρn+1| ≤ ε

1
10
n and |ζn+1| ≤ ε

9
10
n . This proves Proposition

4.1(2). It is easy to see that

‖Φn+1‖0 = ‖Φn ·Bn‖0 ≤ eCη | log εn|
2

2+η
e| log εn|

2
2+η ≤ eCη | log εn+1|

2
2+η

.

When ρ ∈ Θnj
(k∗

nj
) ∩Θnj+1(k

∗
nj+1

), on the one hand, it follows from

‖2ρnj+1 − 〈k∗
nj+1

, α〉‖T ≤ ε
1
10
nj+1

and Lemma 3.3 that

2|ρnj+1 | ≥ γ(1 + |k∗
nj+1

|η)−C1|k∗
nj+1

|
1

η+1
η − ε

1
10
nj+1 ≥ e−C3|knj+1 |

2
2+η
η .

On the other hand, there is no resonance between nj-th step and nj+1-th step, and

according to Proposition 3.2, we have ρ1+nj
= ρnj+1 and |ρ1+nj

| ≤ ε
1
10
nj . To sum up, we

obtain that
1

2
exp(−C3|k∗

nj+1
|

2
η+2
η ) ≤ ε

1
10
nj ≤ exp(− 1

10
|k∗

nj
|

8
8+η
η ),

where the second inequality uses |k∗
nj
|η ≤ Nnj

≤ | log εnj
|1+ η

8 , which shows that

|k∗
nj+1

|η ≥ |k∗
nj
|1+

η

4+η
η .

Hence we finish the whole proof. �
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4.1.1. Reducibility of almost-periodic cocycle. The following Corollary 4.1 shows that
(α,AeF ) is reducible provided that ρ belongs to at most finitely many sets Θn. Let
Θ̄ = lim supn→∞Θn.

Corollary 4.1. If ρ /∈ Θ̄, then there exists Ψ′ ∈ Cω(2Td,SL(2,C)) such that

Ψ′(x+ α)−1AeF (x)Ψ′(x) = A′.

Indeed, let ñ such that ρ /∈ Θn for any n ≥ ñ. Then A′ takes the precise form:

(1) If ρñ 6= 0, then A′ =

(
eiρñ 0
0 e−iρñ

)
.

(2) If ρñ = 0, then A′ =

(
1 ζñ
0 1

)
.

Proof. By Proposition 4.1, there exist Φñ, Fñ, Añ such that

Φñ(x+ α)−1AeF (x)Φñ(x) = Añe
Fñ(x).

Since no resonance occurs for any n ≥ ñ by the definition of ρ, we use Proposition 4.1(1)
iteratively to obtain Yn and Fn for n ≥ ñ such that

e−Yn(x+α)Añe
Fn(x)eYn(x) = Añe

Fn+1(x),

with ‖Yn‖hn
≤ ε

1
2
n and ‖Fn‖hn

≤ εn.
If ρñ 6= 0, then there exists P ∈ M such that

P−1AñP =

(
eiρñ 0
0 e−iρñ

)
=: A′.

We let Ψ′ = Φñ ·∏∞
n=ñ e

Yn · P .

If ρñ = 0, then we let Ψ′ = Φñ ·∏∞
n=ñ e

Yn for the case Añ =

(
1 ζñ
0 1

)
. Otherwise we

choose H =

(
0 i
i 0

)
so that

H−1

(
1 0
ζñ 1

)
H =

(
1 ζñ
0 1

)
=: A′,

which finishes the proof by letting Ψ′ = Φñ ·∏∞
n=ñ e

Yn ·H. �

4.1.2. Growth of the cocycles: Corollary 4.1 shows that the cocycle is reducible if ρ /∈ Θ̄.
In the following, we will show the cocycle has sublinear growth if ρ ∈ Θ̄.

Corollary 4.2. If ρ ∈ Θ̄, then

‖Aj‖0 ≤ o(1 + j).

where (jα,Aj(x)) := (α,AeF (x))j .

Proof. To control the growth of the cocycles, we need the following

Lemma 4.1 ([8, 64]). We have that

Ml(id+yl) · · ·M0(id+y0) =M (l)(id+y(l)),

where M (l) =Ml · · ·M0 and

‖y(l)‖ ≤ e
∑l

k=0 ‖M (k)‖2‖yk‖ − 1.



21

By Proposition 4.1, (α,AeF (x)) is almost reducible. Thus, we have

Aj(x) = Φn(x+ jα)
( 0∏

s=j−1

Ane
Fn(x+sα)

)
Φn(x)

−1.

Then by Lemma 4.1 and ‖Aj
n‖ ≤ 1 + j|ζn|, it follows that

‖Aj‖0 ≤ ‖Φn‖20 · ‖An‖ · ‖Aj−1
n ‖ · e‖Fn‖0‖An‖

∑j
l=1(1+|ζn|(j−l))

≤ (1 + 2|ζ|) · (1 + j|ζn|) · ‖Φn‖20 · e10εn(j+j2|ζn|).

For any j ∈ N, one can construct an interval In such that

j ∈ In := (ε
− 1

8
n , ε

− 1
2

n ).

Since In ∩ In+1 6= ∅, we conclude that {In}n∈N cover all the j tending to ∞, and

‖Aj‖0 ≤ 2j(1 + 2|ζ|) · ‖Φn‖20|ζn|.
Note that if ρ ∈ Θn, by Proposition 4.1(2) we have

‖Φn+1‖20 · |ζn+1| ≤ ε
1
4
n+1,

then the result follows from the assumption. �

4.2. Hyperbolic case. Recall that

M :=

{(
eiξ ζ
0 e−iξ

)
: ξ, ζ ∈ C

}
∪
{(

eiξ 0
ζ e−iξ

)
: ξ, ζ ∈ C

}
.

To obtain the reducibility result for hyperbolic A ∈ M, first we need the following simple
observation:

Lemma 4.2. Let d ∈ N+ ∪ {∞}, η > 0, h > 0, r ∈ (0, 1], γ > 0, τ > 1, α ∈ DCd
γ,τ .

Suppose that A ∈ M with Imξ 6= 0 and ζ = 0, F ∈ Bh,r with

‖F‖h < ε < min{10−8, |Imξ|3}, (4.1)

then (α,AeF ) is reducible to (α,A).

Proof. Let σ = ε
1
3 and

Λ1 = {k ∈ Γr : |ei〈k,α〉 − 1| ≥ σ},
Λ2 = {k ∈ Γr : |ei(〈k,α〉±2ξ) − 1| ≥ σ}.

Then we define the decomposition Bh,r = Bnre
h,r (σ)⊕Bre

h,r(σ) with respect to A, σ, where

Bnre
h,r (σ) is defined to be the space of all F ∈ Bh,r of the form

F (x) =
∑

k∈Λ1

(
ak 0
0 −ak

)
ei〈k,x〉 +

∑

k∈Λ2

(
0 bk
ck 0

)
ei〈k,x〉, (4.2)

and Bre
h,r(σ) is defined to be the space of all F ∈ Bh,r of the form

F (x) =
∑

k∈Γr\Λ1

(
ak 0
0 −ak

)
ei〈k,x〉 +

∑

k∈Γr\Λ2

(
0 bk
ck 0

)
ei〈k,x〉. (4.3)
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For any Y ∈ Bnre
h,r (σ), we have

(LAY )(x) =
∑

k∈Λ1

(
ak(e

i〈k,α〉 − 1) 0

0 −ak(ei〈k,α〉 − 1)

)
ei〈k,x〉

+
∑

k∈Λ2

(
0 bk(e

i〈k,α〉−2ξ − 1)

ck(e
i〈k,α〉+2ξ − 1) 0

)
ei〈k,x〉.

Thus LA is invertible on Bnre
h,r (σ) and ‖L−1

A ‖ ≤ 1
σ
, which means the decomposition for

(4.2) and (4.3) is well-defined.
Just note by the assumption (4.1), we have

|ei(〈k,α〉±2ξ) − 1| ≥ 2|Imξ| ≥ σ, ∀ k ∈ Zd
∗,

which implies Γr\Λ2 = ∅. Thus by Lemma 3.1, there exist Y ∈ Bnre
h,r (σ) and F re ∈

Bre
h,r(σ) such that

e−Y (x+α)AeF (x)eY (x) = AeF
′re(x) =:

(
eiξef(x) 0

0 e−iξe−f(x)

)
.

Since α ∈ DCd
γ,τ , and f̂0 = 0 by f ∈ Bh,r[C], then

ϕ(x+ α)− ϕ(x) = f(x), f ∈ Bh,r[C],

always has a solution ϕ ∈ Cω(Td
h′ ,C) with h′ ∈ (0, h). Let Ψ = eY ·

(
eϕ(x) 0

0 e−ϕ(x)

)
∈

Cω(Td
h′ ,SL(2,C)). It follows that

Ψ(x+ α)−1AeF (x)Ψ(x) = A.

The proof is finished. �

As a consequence, we have the following:

Proposition 4.2. Let d ∈ N+ ∪ {∞}, η > 0, h > 0, h′ ∈ (0, h), r ∈ (0, 1], r′ ∈ (0, r),

γ > 0, τ > 1, α ∈ DCd
γ,τ . Suppose that A =

(
eiξ ζ
0 e−iξ

)
with Imξ 6= 0 and F ∈ Bh,r.

There exist ε = ε(η, h, h′, r, r′, γ, τ, |ζ|) and c = c(η, γ, τ) such that if

‖F‖h < ε <
c

(1 + |ζ|)10 min

{
e
−( 1

h−h′
)
10
η

, e
−( 1

r−r′
)
10
η

}
,

then (α,AeF ) is reducible to (α,A′), where A′ =

(
eiξ

′
0

0 e−iξ′

)
with Imξ′ = Imξ.

Proof. We distinguish the proof into two cases:

Case 1: Strong hyperbolic case. If |Imξ| ≥ 1
2 , then there exists P ∈ M with

‖P − id‖ ≤ 2|ζ| such that

P−1AeF (x)P =

(
eiξ 0
0 e−iξ

)
eP

−1F (x)P =: A′eF
′(x),
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where F ′ ∈ Bh,r with ‖F ′‖h ≤ ε
9
10 . By Lemma 4.2, (α,A′eF

′
) is reducible to (α,A′)

with ξ′ = ξ.

Case 2: Weak hyperbolic case. If |Imξ| < 1
2 , by Proposition 3.2 there exist

Bn ∈ Cω(2Td
hn
,SL(2,C)), Fn ∈ Bhn,rn and An ∈ M such that

Bn(x+ α)−1Ane
Fn(x)Bn(x) = An+1e

Fn+1(x),

where An =

(
eiξn ζn
0 e−iξn

)
or An =

(
eiξn 0
ζn e−iξn

)
with Imξn = Imξ and |ζn| ≤ |ζ|.

According to the selection of (∗), the iteration is ensured by

εn <
c

(1 + |ζn|)10
min

{
e
−( 1

hn−hn+1
)
10
η

, e
−( 1

rn−rn+1
)
10
η
}
.

Let Φ0 = id and Φn = Φn−1 · Bn−1. Then for n ≥ 0,

Φn(x+ α)−1AeF (x)Φn(x) = Ane
Fn(x),

with ‖Fn‖hn
≤ εn. Furthermore, there exists Pn ∈ M with ‖Pn‖ ≤ e| log εn|

2
2+η

such that

P−1
n Ane

Fn(x)Pn =

(
eiξn 0
0 e−iξn

)
eP

−1
n Fn(x)Pn =: A′

ne
F ′
n(x),

with ‖F ′
n‖hn

≤ ε
9
10
n . Since Imξn = Imξ, let us choose the smallest ñ such that

ε
9
10
ñ ≤ min{10−8, |Imξñ|3}.

By Lemma 4.2, (α,A′
ñe

F ′
ñ(x)) is reducible to (α,A′

ñ). Denote A′ = A′
ñ and ξ′ = ξñ. This

finishes the proof. �

5. Applications in Schrödinger operators

In this section, we give the applications for Schrödinger operators. Let us rewrite the

Schrödinger cocycle SE,λv(x) =

(
E − λv(x) −1

1 0

)
= AEe

Fv(x), where

AE =

(
E −1
1 0

)
, Fv(x) =

(
0 0

λv(x) 0

)
.

Since AE ∈ SL(2,C) one knows that the eigenvalues of AE are E
2 ±

√
E2−4
2 .

5.1. Proof of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.4: Note that one can always conjugate
AE to the upper triangular matrix A whose upper-right term is ζ. To apply Proposition
4.1 and Proposition 4.2 for all E ∈ C, and to obtain uniform smallness condition of |λ|,
the key observation is that |ζ| is uniformly bounded with respect to E.

Case 1: E ∈ [−2, 2]. The eigenvalues of AE are e±iρ with ρ ∈ R. Let U0 =

1√
2

(
eiρ −1
1 e−iρ

)
, then we have

U−1
0 AEU0 =

(
eiρ ζ
0 e−iρ

)
=: A ∈ M,
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where ζ = −1−e−2iρ and thus |ζ| ≤ 2. Let F = U−1
0 ·Fv ·U0 ∈ Bh,r. Then ‖F‖h = λ‖v‖h.

If we choose λ0 such that

λ0‖v‖h <
c

310
min

{
e−( 2

h
)
10
η
, e−( 2

r
)
10
η

}
, (5.1)

then one can apply Proposition 4.1 to show (α, SE,λv) is almost reducible, consequently
one can use Corollary 4.1 and Corollary 4.2 to obtain that

L(E) = L(α,AeF ) = 0 = log
∣∣∣E
2
+

√
E2 − 4

2

∣∣∣,

Therefore, (α, SE,λv) /∈ UH, and by Proposition 2.1 we have E ∈ Σλv,α.

Case 2: E ∈ C\[−2, 2]. The eigenvalues of AE are e±iξ with Imξ < 0. We can choose

U0 =
1√

|e2iξ|+1

(
eiξ −1
1 eiξ

)
and ζ = −1− e−2iξ so that

U−1
0 AEU0 =

(
eiξ ζ
0 e−iξ

)
=: A ∈ M.

Let F = U−1
0 · Fv · U0. By |ζ| ≤ 2, one can also choose λ0 satisfying (5.1). It follows

from Proposition 4.2 that the cocycle (α, SE,λv) is reducible to some hyperbolic matrix
A′ ∈ SL(2,C), with

L(E) = L(α,A0e
F0) = |Imξ| = log

∣∣∣E
2
+

√
E2 − 4

2

∣∣∣.

Therefore, (α, SE,λv) ∈ UH, and by Proposition 2.1 we have E /∈ Σλv,α. �

5.2. Proof of Theorem 1.5: Suppose that (5.1) holds, then by Proposition 4.1 and
Corollary 4.1, it is enough to show that ρ /∈ Θ̄ if 2ρ = 〈k, α〉 mod 2π or ρ ∈ DCκ,τ (α).
We show ρ /∈ Θ̄ by contradiction. In fact, if ρ ∈ Θ̄, then we label the resonant steps
{nj} ⊂ N such that

‖2ρnj
− 〈k∗

nj
, α〉‖T ≤ ε

1
10
nj , k

∗
nj

∈ TNnj
Γrnj

. (5.2)

Let dj =
∑j

s=1 k
∗
ns

for each j ∈ N. By Proposition 4.1(2) and Lemma 3.3, for sufficiently
large nj,

‖2ρnj
− 〈k∗

nj
, α〉‖T = ‖2ρ− 〈dj , α〉‖T

≥ min{κ, γ}(1 + |2dj |η)−C1|2dj |
1

η+1
η .

(5.3)

By Proposition 4.1(3),

|dj |η ≤ (1 + 2| log εnj−1 |−
η

4+η )|k∗
nj
|η ≤ 2|k∗

nj
|η .

Combine the above inequality with (5.3), one has

‖2ρnj
− 〈k∗

nj
, α〉‖T ≥ C4(η, κ, γ, h, h

′)e−(2| log εnj
|)

2
η+2

,

which contradicts to (5.2). Let us choose ñ such that ρ /∈ Θñ for any n ≥ ñ.
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If ρ ∈ DC(α), we have ρñ 6= 0 and by Corollary 4.1(1),

Ψ′(x+ α)−1AeF (x)Ψ′(x) =

(
eiρñ 0
0 e−iρñ

)
.

Let {ns}J∗

s=1 be the all resonant steps with J∗ < ∞. Denote m =
∑J∗

s=1 k
∗
ns

and let
Q(x) = R 〈m,x〉

2

. Then

Q(x+ α)−1

(
eiρñ 0
0 e−iρñ

)
Q(x) =

(
eiρ 0
0 e−iρ

)
.

Let Ψ := Ψ′ ·Q. This finishes the proof.
If 2ρ = 〈k, α〉 mod 2π, the proof follows from Corollary 4.1(2) if ρñ = 0. If ρñ 6= 0,

by using Corollary 4.1(1),

Ψ′(x+ α)−1AeF (x)Ψ′(x) =

(
eiρñ 0
0 e−iρñ

)
.

Choose m ∈ Zd
∗ such that 2ρñ = 〈m, α〉 mod 2π and let Q(x) = R 〈m,x〉

2

. Then

Q(x+ α)−1

(
eiρñ 0
0 e−iρñ

)
Q(x) =

(
1 0
0 1

)
.

Let Ψ := Ψ′ ·Q. This finishes the proof. �

5.3. Proof of Theorem 1.6: Let E = 2cos 2ρ with −2ρ = 〈m, α〉 mod 2π. Choose
|λ| sufficiently small such that

|λ| < min{λ0, e−2h|m|η}. (5.4)

To prove Theorem 1.6, we only need to show resonant case only appears once in the
setting of Proposition 4.1. For simplicity, we denote ε := ‖λv‖h, and thus by (5.4),

ε < e−h|m|η . (5.5)

We sketch the proof into the following five steps:

Step 1. Let U0 =
1√
2

(
eiρ −1
1 e−iρ

)
. Then

U−1
0 AEe

Fv(x)U0 = AeF (x),

where A =

(
eiρ ζ
0 e−iρ

)
with ζ0 = −1− eiρ and F = U−1

0 FvU0. We have

F̂m = U−1
0

(
0 0
λ 0

)
U0 =

λ

2

(
eiρ −1
e2iρ −eiρ

)
,

and thus F 2,1(x) = λ
2 e

2iρei〈m,x〉 with |(F̂m)2,1| = ε
2e

−h|m|η .

Step 2. Let P =

(
1 ζ

e−iρ−eiρ

0 1

)
. By (5.5), we have |m|η ≤ N0 = 2| log ε|

h−h1
and thus

ρ ∈ Θ0(m). So by Lemma 3.3, we have ‖P‖ ≤ e| log ε|
2

2+η
. Direct calculation shows that

P−1AeF (x)P = A′eF
′(x),
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where A′ =

(
eiρ 0
0 e−iρ

)
and F ′(x) =

(
g1(x) g2(x)
F 2,1(x) −g1(x)

)
with ‖g1‖h, ‖g2‖h ≤ ‖F ′‖h ≤

ε
9
10 =: ε′.
Step 3. Let N ′ = C2| log ε|1+

η

2 − N and σ = ε′
1
3 . One can check that the space

decomposition with respect to A′, σ is well-defined:

Bnre
h,r (σ) =

{
F (x) = TN ′F (x)−

(
0 0
cm 0

)
ei〈m,x〉

}
,

Bre
h,r(σ) =

{
F (x) = RN ′F (x) +

(
0 0
cm 0

)
ei〈m,x〉

}
.

By Lemma 3.1, there exist Y ∈ Bnre
h,r (σ) and F re ∈ Bre

h,r(σ) such that

e−Y (x+α)A′eF
′(x)eY (x) = A′eF

re(x)

with ‖F re − PreF
′‖h ≤ 2ε′

4
3 ≤ 2ε

6
5 .

Step 4. Let Q(x) := R 〈m,x〉
2

. By Lemma 3.6, there exists F1 ∈ Bh1,r1 such that

Q(x+ α)−1A′eF
re(x)Q(x) =

(
1 0
cm 1

)
eF1(x) =: A1e

F1(x),

where cm = (F̂ re
m)2,1 and ‖F1‖h1 ≤ ε100. Hence,

|cm − (F̂m)2,1| = |(F̂ re
m)2,1 − (PreF̂ ′

m)2,1| ≤ ‖F re − PreF
′‖he−h|m|η ≤ 2ε

6
5 e−h|m|η ,

which shows that |cm| ≥ |(F̂m)2,1| − 2ε
6
5 e−h|m|η > 0.

Step 5. We claim that ρ /∈ Θn for any n ≥ 1. In fact, by α ∈ DCd
γ,τ , one can apply

inductively Proposition 4.1(1) to show that for n ≥ 1 and k ∈ TNnΓrn ,

ρn = 0, and ‖2ρn − 〈k, α〉‖T = ‖〈k, α〉‖T ≥ e| log εn|
2

2+η
.

Then there exist Yn ∈ Bhn,rn and Fn ∈ Bhn,rn such that for any n ≥ 1,

e−Yn(x+α)A1e
Fn(x)eYn(x) = A1e

Fn+1(x),

with ‖Yn‖hn
≤ ε

1
2
n and ‖Fn‖hn

≤ εn. Finally we choose H =

(
0 i
i 0

)
, then

H−1A1H =

(
1 ζ
0 1

)
with ζ = cm.

Let Ψ = U0 · P · eY ·Q ·∏∞
n=1 e

Yn ·H. The proof is finished by cm 6= 0. �

6. One-frequency examples

In this section, by Avila’s global theory of one-frequency analytic SL(2,C) cocy-
cles [2], we determine the spectrum of two examples of one-frequency non-self-adjoint
Schrödinger operators.
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6.1. Proof of Theorem 1.3: To calculate the Lyapunov exponent of (α, S) with S(x) =(
E − λeix −1

1 0

)
, let us complexify the phase

Sǫ(x) := S(x+ iǫ) =

(
E − λei(x+iǫ) −1

1 0

)
.

Denote by L(E, ǫ) := L(α, Sǫ) the Lyapunov exponent of (α, Sǫ) and by ω(E, ǫ) :=
ω(α, Sǫ) the acceleration of that. For sufficiently large ǫ > 0,

Sǫ(x) =

(
E −1
1 0

)
+ o(1),

then by the continuity of Lyapunov exponent [21, 39],

L(E, ǫ) = log
∣∣∣E
2
+

√
E2 − 4

2

∣∣∣+ o(1).

According to the quantization of acceleration in Theorem 2.1, for ǫ > 0 large enough,

ω(E, ǫ) = 0, L(E, ǫ) = log
∣∣∣E
2
+

√
E2 − 4

2

∣∣∣. (6.1)

The similar argument works for sufficiently small ǫ < 0,

Sǫ(x) = eixe−ǫ

(
−λ 0
0 0

)
+ o(1),

and furthermore,

ω(E, ǫ) = −1, L(E, ǫ) = −ǫ+ log |λ|. (6.2)

Abbreviate the spectrum Σλ exp,α by Σ. Let us calculate L(E) for E ∈ Σ firstly. For
|λ| ≤ 1, by the convexity of L(E, ǫ) with respect to ǫ and (6.1), (6.2), we always have
ω(E, 0) = 0, then by Proposition 2.1 and Proposition 2.2, we have

L(E) = 0.

For |λ| > 1, by Proposition 2.1 and Proposition 2.2, L(E, ǫ) can not be affine, which
means ω(E, ǫ) 6= ω(E,−ǫ) for any small |ǫ|. By the convexity and (6.1), (6.2), we have
ω(E, 0) = 0 and ω(E, ǫ) = −1 for any ǫ < 0, which implies

L(E) = log |λ|.
To show L(E) for all E ∈ C, we need to add the calculation for E /∈ Σ. Note that,

by Proposition 2.1 and Proposition 2.2, ω(E, ǫ) is locally constant around ǫ = 0. By the
convexity of L(E, ǫ), it is easy to see that if ω(E, 0) = 0,

L(E) = lim
ǫ→+∞

L(E, ǫ) = log
∣∣∣E
2
+

√
E2 − 4

2

∣∣∣. (6.3)

For |λ| ≤ 1, we have ω(E, 0) = 0, then the result follows directly from (6.3). For |λ| > 1,
for better understanding the case, denote

I =

{
E ∈ C : log |λ| > log

∣∣∣E
2
+

√
E2 − 4

2

∣∣∣
}
,

O =

{
E ∈ C : log |λ| < log

∣∣∣E
2
+

√
E2 − 4

2

∣∣∣
}
.

(6.4)
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As shown in Figure 3, if ω(E, 0) = −1, by (6.2) we have

L(E) = log |λ|,
which corresponds to E ∈ I , i.e. the interior of the ellipse; if ω(E, 0) = 0, then the result
follows from (6.3) again, which corresponds to E ∈ O, i.e. the outside of the ellipse.

ǫ

L(E, ǫ)

E ∈ Σ

0log |λ|

E /∈ Σ

|λ| < 1

ǫ

L(E, ǫ)

E ∈ Σ

log |λ|

E /∈ Σ

|λ| = 1

ǫ

L(E, ǫ)

E ∈ I
log |λ|

log |λ| E ∈ Σ

0

E ∈ O

|λ| > 1

Figure 3. Lyapunov exponent L(E, ǫ) for E ∈ C.

6.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1: We need distinguish two cases.

Case 1: |λ| ≤ 1. Note that log |E2 +
√
E2−4
2 | = 0 if and only if E ∈ [−2, 2]. If E ∈ Σ,

by Theorem 1.3 we have L(E) = 0 = log |E2 +
√
E2−4
2 | which implies that E ∈ [−2, 2].

On the contrary, if E /∈ Σ, then L(E) > 0 according to (α, S) ∈ UH, which implies that

log |E2 +
√
E2−4
2 | = L(E) > 0 by Theorem 1.3 and thus E /∈ [−2, 2].

Case 2: |λ| > 1. Recall that Eλ = {E : E = λeiθ+λ−1e−iθ, θ ∈ [0, 2π]} and E ∈ Eλ if

and only if log |λ| = log |E2 +
√
E2−4
2 |. If E ∈ Σ, by Theorem 1.3 we deduce that E ∈ Eλ.

If E /∈ Σ, by Proposition 2.1 and Proposition 2.2, we have L(E) > 0 and L(E, ǫ) is affine
with respect to ǫ around ǫ = 0. Hence we have either E ∈ I or E ∈ O, see the definition
in (6.4) and the explanation in Figure 3, and thus E /∈ Eλ. �

6.3. Proof of Proposition 1.1: The proof is essentially contained in [50], we include
the proof here just for completeness.

ǫ

L(E, ǫ)

|ǫ|+ log |λ|

0 − log |λ|log |λ|

L(E, 0)

ǫ0

Figure 4. Lyapunov exponent L(E, ǫ) with |λ| ∈ (0, 1).

Denote by L(E, ǫ) the Lyapunov exponent of Hvǫ,α. As shown in Figure 4, Avila [2]
proved that for any E ∈ C, any ǫ ∈ R,

L(E, ǫ) = max{log |λ|+ |ǫ|, L(E, 0)}. (6.5)
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In particular, then

L(E, ǫ) = max{log |λ|+ |ǫ|, 0}, ∀ E ∈ Σ2λ cos,α. (6.6)

Suppose that E ∈ Σ2λ cos,α, since |λ| < 1 and |ǫ| < − log |λ|, it follows from (6.6) that
L(E, ǫ) = 0 and L(E, ǫ + t) = 0 when |t| ≤ log |λ| − |ǫ|, thus E ∈ Σvǫ,α according to
Proposition 2.1 and Proposition 2.2.

Suppose that E /∈ Σ2λ cos,α, by Proposition 2.1 we have L(E, 0) > 0 and (α, SE,v0) ∈
UH. Then it follows from (6.5) that L(E, ǫ0) = L(E, 0) for |ǫ0| ≤ L(E, 0)− log |λ|. Since
|ǫ| < − log |λ| by assumption, we have L(E, ǫ) = L(E, 0) > 0 and L(E, ǫ+ t) is affine for
|t| < L(E, 0), it follows from Proposition 2.1 and Proposition 2.2 again that E /∈ Σvǫ,α.
We thus finish the whole proof. �

Appendix A. Proof of Lemma 3.1

We are going to use induction to show

e−Yj−1(x+α)AeF
nre
j−1(x)+F re

j−1(x)eYj(x) = AeF
nre
j (x)+F re

j (x), j ≥ 1,

with estimates

‖Yj−1‖h ≤ ε
3
4
j−1, ‖F re

j − F re
j−1‖h ≤ ε

1
3 εj−1, ‖F nre

j ‖h ≤ εj , (A.1)

where the sequences are defined as

εj = ε
3
2
j−1, ε0 = ε, F0 = F, F nre

0 = PnreF, F re
0 = PreF.

Suppose that for j = n, we obtain (α,AeF
re
n +F nre

n ) and (A.1) holds. For any Y ∈
Bnre
h,r (σ), we define

J̃(Y ) := log e−Y eF
re
n + Y − F re

n ,

K̃(Y ) := log e−Y eF
re
n + log eF

re
n eY − 2F re

n ,

Let J(Y ) (resp. K(Y )) be the linear part of J̃(Y ) (resp. K̃(Y )) with respect to Y ,

J(·),K(·) : Bh,r → Bh,r.

Define the sequences for j ∈ N as

Qj+1 = (−1)jJ(Qj), Rj+1 = (−1)jJ(Rj), Q0 = K(Y ), R0 = F nre
n .

Let us consider the linear operator IA : Bnre
h,r (σ) → Bnre

h,r (σ) given by

IAY = LAY −
2n−1∑

j=0

Qj(Y ) = A−1Y (x+ α)A− Y (x)−
2n−1∑

j=0

Qj(Y (x)).

Since ‖F re
n ‖h ≤ 2ε, we have ‖IAY ‖ ≥ 3

4ε
1
2 ‖Y ‖h, and thus ‖I−1

A ‖ is bounded by 4
3ε

− 1
2 .

There exists Yn such that IAYn = Pnre
∑2n−1

j=0 Rj , i.e.,

A−1Yn(x+ α)A− Yn(x)−
2n−1∑

j=0

Qj(Yn) = Pnre

2n−1∑

j=0

Rj.
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Moreover, ‖Yn‖h ≤ 4
3ε

− 1
2 (εn + 4εεn) ≤ 2ε−

1
2 εn. Thus,

eF
nre
n+1(x)+F re

n+1(x) = e−A−1Yn(x+α)AeF
nre
n (x)+F re

n (x)eYn(x)

= e−Yn(x)−Pnre
∑2n−1

j=0 Rj−
∑2n−1

j=0 QjeF
nre
n (x)+F re

n (x)eYn(x),

Let us recall the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff Formula,

log(eXeW eZ) = X +W + Z +
1

2
[X,W ] +

1

2
[W,Z] +

1

2
[X,Z] +O3(X,Y,Z),

where O3(X,Y,Z) stands for the sum of terms whose Lie brackets involving three ele-
ments of X,W,Z. By the construction of Rj, Qj and B-C-H formula,

F re
n+1(x) = F re

n (x) + Pre

{
− 1

2
[F nre

n , F re
n ] + [F re

n , Yn] + · · ·
}
,

F nre
n+1(x) = Pnre

{
− 1

4
[Yn, [F

re, Yn]]−
1

2
[R2n−1, F

re]− 1

2
[Q2n−1, F

re] + · · ·
}
.

Since ‖Qj‖h ≤ 2ε‖Qj−1‖h and ‖Rj‖h ≤ 2ε‖Rj−1‖h, we get that

‖Q2n−1‖h ≤ (2ε)2
n−1‖Q0‖h ≤ (2ε)2

n‖Yn‖h,
‖R2n−1‖h ≤ (2ε)2

n−1‖F nre
0 ‖h ≤ (2ε)2

n

.

Thus, we deduce that

‖F re
n+1 − F re

n ‖h ≤ ε
1
3 εn, ‖F nre

n+1‖h ≤ ε
3
2
n = εn+1.

Now we let Y = log(
∏∞

n=0 e
Yn) and F re = limn→∞ F re

n . Since Bre
h,r(σ) and Bnre

h,r (σ) are

closed subspace in Bh,r, it follows from Proposition 3.1 that Y ∈ Bh,r and F re ∈ Bre
h,r(σ).

By direct calculation, we have ‖Y ‖h ≤ ε
1
2 and ‖F re − PreF‖h ≤ 2ε

4
3 . �
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