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POWER LAW LOGARITHMIC BOUNDS OF MOMENTS FOR

LONG RANGE OPERATORS IN ARBITRARY DIMENSION

WENCAI LIU

Dedicated to Abel Klein on the occasion of his 75th birthday

Abstract. We show that the sublinear bound of the bad Green’s functions
implies explicit logarithmic bounds of moments for long range operators in
arbitrary dimension.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we are interested in the quantum dynamics of long range oper-
ators on the lattice Zd. For a self-adjoint operator H on ℓ2(Zd), φ ∈ ℓ2(Zd) and
p > 0, let 〈|XH |

p
φ〉(t) be the pth moment of the position operator

(1) 〈|XH|
p
φ〉(t) =

∑

n∈Zd

|n|p|(e−itHφ, δn)|
2,

and 〈|X̃H|
p
φ〉(T ) be the time-averaged pth moment of the position operator

(2) 〈|X̃H |
p
φ〉(T ) =

2

T

∫ ∞

0

e−2t/T
∑

n∈Zd

|n|p|(e−itHφ, δn)|
2dt.

The moments 〈|X̃H |
p
φ〉(T ) and 〈|XH |

p
φ〉(t) characterize how fast does e−itHφ

spread out, which are closely related to the spectral measure µφ. For example,
dynamical localization, namely for any φ, 〈|XH|

p
φ〉(t) is uniformly bounded, im-

plies only pure point spectrum of H [16] and continuity (with respect to the
Hausdorff measure) of the spectral measure µφ leads to a power law lower bound

of 〈|X̃|pφ〉(T ) (see [63] and references therein).
For Anderson model with large disorder or the spectral edges (for one di-

mensional case, it holds for the full spectrum), Anderson/dynamical localization
holds [1, 3, 13–15, 17, 20, 24–26, 29–31, 34, 35, 37, 40, 54, 56, 57, 61, 62, 64, 71].
For other random models, localization/delocalization has been extensively stud-
ied as well [2, 23, 27, 28, 32, 38, 39, 60]. It has been conjectured that Anderson
model in any dimension d ≥ 3 has the localization (pure point spectrum)-the
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extended state (absolutely continuous spectrum) transition, which is still quite
open. The transitions of moments are usually easier to study [36, 50, 51, 58,
59, 67]. For the random operators, the work of Abel Klein has been crucial in
establishing the current state of the art.

Unlike random operators, spectral types (singular continuous spectrum or pure
point spectrum) of one dimensional quasi-periodic Schrödinger operators in the
positive Lyapunov exponent regime depend on the arithmetics of frequencies
and phases [4, 5, 42, 44, 45, 52, 68]. The estimates on moments are often more
stable, namely less sensitive to arithmetics of frequencies and phases. Study in
this line expects to obtain asymptotics of moments for all phases under suitable
conditions on frequencies [18, 19, 43, 48, 49, 70] (restrictions on frequencies are
necessary due to the work of Jitomirskaya and Zhang [53]). In this paper, we
will study upper bounds of moments of long range operators, particularly when
H is a quasi-periodic operator (defined on the lattice Zd and driven by base
dynamics on the torus Tb).

For one-dimensional (d = 1) quasi-periodic Schrödingers with the shift dynam-
ics on the torus T, the celebrated work of Damanik-Tcheremchantsev implies
that when the Lyapunov exponents are positive (in their setting, the poten-
tial is a trigonometric function), the moments have sub-polynomial growth in
time [18, 19]. Jitomirskaya and Mavi [48] improved their results to rough po-
tentials. Han and Jitomirskaya [43] generalized earlier works to the torus in
arbitrary dimension with more general base dynamics. In [49], Jitomirskaya and
Powell combined techniques of Damanik-Tcheremchantsev [18] with estimates
developed from the proof of Anderson localization for quasi-periodic Schrödinger
operators and obtained a logarithmic bound of moments (related to an earlier
work of Landrigan-Powell about logarithmic dimensions of spectral measures).
In all their work, the transfer matrices and an idea from Jitomirskaya-Last de-
veloped to study spectral dimensions [55] play crucial roles.

Recently, Jitomirskaya and the author [46] introduced a new approach-Green’s
function estimates and show the sub-polynomial growth of moments (by modifi-
cation, their arguments could lead to logarithmic bounds), which works for long
range operators as well.

All the aforementioned work focuses on the lattice Z. Very recently, Shamis
and Sodin [70] developed an approach to establish power law logarithmic bounds
of moments based on large deviation estimates of Green’s functions in arbitrary
dimension. Using the author’s earlier results on large deviation theorems of
Green’s functions [65], they obtained power law logarithmic bounds for various
long range operators on the lattice Z

d.
In the present work, we introduce a different approach to study the power

law logarithmic bounds of moments. Our idea is inspired by the localization
proof of quasi-periodic Schrödinger operators developed by Bourgain and his
collaborators [6, 8, 9, 11, 12] (see a recent survey [69] for more details) and a
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generalization by the author [65]. Research in this direction starts with the work
of Bourgain and Goldstein [9], where the authors studied the one-dimensional
quasi-periodic Schrödinger operators. With the development in the subsequent
work by Bourgain, Goldstein and Schlag [6, 8–11, 41], it becomes a robust ap-
proach to study many spectral problems of quasi-periodic operators. Recently,
Jitomirskaya, Shi and the author [47] extended (also streamlined Bourgain’s
proof) Bourgain’s results in [8] to arbitrary dimension of frequencies, and the
author proved a quantitative and non-self-adjoint version of the work in [11] in
arbitrary lattice dimension [65]. Thanks to all previous works such as Cartan’s
estimates and techniques from semi-algebraic sets, the localization proof boils
down to establish a sublinear bound (a discrepancy problem) of the bad Green’s
functions. Our main result shows that the sublinear bound immediately implies
explicit power law logarithmic bounds of moments.

Finally, we want to compare logarithmic bounds obtained in this paper, and
by Jitomirskaya-Powell [49] and Shamis-Sodin [70]. Assume that the sublinear
bound is N1−δ (see (13) below for the precise definition). Roughly speaking (see
Corollary 2.3), our main theorem says that the rate of power law logarithmic
bounds is 1

δ
. The rate of power law logarithmic bounds in [70] by Shamis-Sodin

comes from large deviation estimates of Green’s functions, which is usually bigger
than ours because of the extra dimension loss (see Remark 10 in [65] for the
details of dimension loss). See item 2 in Remark 4 and item 2 in Remark 6.
We should point out that results in [49] only work for Schrödinger operators
(not long range operators) on the lattice Z. As mentioned in [49, Remark 6],

they obtain the (implicit) rate C(b)
δ
, where C(b) is a constant depending on the

dimension of the torus. Our rate shows that C(b) can be 1.

2. Main results

Let H be a long range operator acting on u = {un}n∈Zd in the following form:

(3) (Hu)n =

(

∑

n′∈Zd

H(n, n′)un′

)

.

Assume that H satisfies

a. for any n, n′ ∈ Zd,

(4) |H(n, n′)| ≤ C1e
−c1|n−n′|, C1 > 0, c1 > 0,

where |n| := max
1≤i≤d

|ni| for n = (n1, n2, · · · , nd) ∈ Zd;

b. for any n, n′ ∈ Zd,

(5) H(n, n′) = H(n′, n).
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For d = 1, the elementary region of size N centered at 0 is given by

QN = [−N,N ].

For d ≥ 2, denote by QN an elementary region of size N centered at 0, which
is one of the following regions,

QN = [−N,N ]d

or
QN = [−N,N ]d \ {n ∈ Z

d : niςi0, 1 ≤ i ≤ d},

where for i = 1, 2, · · · , d, 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 := {n+QN : n ∈ Z
d, QN ∈ E0

N}.

We call elements in EN elementary regions.
Let RΛ be the operator of restriction to Λ ⊂ Z

d. Define the Green’s function
by

(6) GΛ(z) = (RΛ(H − zI)RΛ)
−1.

Set G(z) = (H − zI)−1. Clearly, both GΛ(z) and G(z) are always well defined
for z ∈ C+ ≡ {z ∈ C : ℑz > 0}. Sometimes, we drop the dependence on z for
simplicity.

We say an elementary region Λ ∈ EN is in class G (Good) if

(7) |GΛ(n, n
′)| ≤ e−c2|n−n′|, for |n− n′| ≥

N

10
,

where 0 < c2 ≤ c1.
Since the self-adjoint operator H given by (3) is bounded, there exists a large

K > 0 such that σ(H) ⊂ [−K + 1, K − 1].
For Λ ⊂ Zd, denote by ∂Λ its boundary.

Definition 2.1. Fix ς ∈ (0, 1). Let Λ0 ∈ EN be an elementary region. Given ξ
with 0 < ξ < 1, we say Λ0 satisfies sublinear bound property with the parameter
ξ if for any family F of pairwise disjoint elementary regions in Λ0 with size
M = ⌊N ξ⌋,

(8) #{Λ ∈ F : Λ is not in class G } ≤
N ς

N ξ
.

Theorem 2.2. Suppose there exist ǫ0 > 0 and N0 > 0 such that the following
is true. Let z = E + iǫ with |E| ≤ K and 0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ0. For any n ∈ Zd with

|n| ≥ N0 there exists Λ0 ∈ EN such that |n|
100

≤ N ≤ |n|
10
, n ∈ Λ0, dist(n, ∂Λ0) ≥

N
5

and Λ0 satisfies sublinear bound property with the parameter ξ. Then for any φ
with compact support and any ε > 0 there exists T0 > 0 (depending on d, p, φ,K,
ς, ξ, ǫ0, c1, c2, C1, N0 and ε) such that for any T ≥ T0

(9) 〈|X̃H |
p
φ〉(T ) ≤ (lnT )

p
ξ
+ε
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and for any t ≥ T0

(10) 〈|XH |
p
φ〉(t) ≤ (ln t)

p
ξ
+ε.

Fixed 0 < σ < 1, we say an elementary region Λ ∈ EN is in class SGN (strongly
good with size N) if

(11) ||GΛ|| ≤ eN
σ

,

and

(12) |GΛ(n, n
′)| ≤ e−c2|n−n′|, for |n− n′| ≥

N

10
,

where 0 < c2 ≤ c1.

Corollary 2.3. Define BN,N1 as

BN,N1 = {n ∈ [−N,N ]d : there exists QN1 ∈ E0
N1

such that n+QN1 /∈ SGN1}

Assume that there exists ǫ0 > 0 such that for any z = E + iǫ with |E| ≤ K and
0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ0, and arbitrarily small ε > 0,

(13) #BN,⌊Nε⌋ ≤ N1−δ when N ≥ N0

(N0 may depend on ε). Then for any φ with compact support and any ε > 0
there exists T0 > 0 (depending on d, p, φ,K, σ, δ, ǫ0, c1, c2, C1, N0 and ε) such
that for any T ≥ T0

(14) 〈|X̃H |
p
φ〉(T ) ≤ (lnT )

p
δ
+ε

and for any t ≥ T0

(15) 〈|XH |
p
φ〉(t) ≤ (ln t)

p
δ
+ε.

Remark 1. In applications, ς = 1 − ε with arbitrarily small ε > 0. Then the
upper bound in (8) equals N1−ξ−ε. Both N1−ξ−ε and N1−δ in (13) are referred
to as the sublinear bound property of (bad) Green’s functions.

3. Proof of Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.3

Let us first recall some notations from [65].
The width of a subset Λ ⊂ Zd, is defined by maximum 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 ⊂ Zd of the form

Λ := R\(R + y),
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where y ∈ Zd is arbitrary and R is a rectangle,

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

1| ≤ M1, · · · , |nd − n′
d| ≤ Md}.

For Λ ⊂ Zd, denote by diam(Λ) = supn,n′∈Λ |n− n′| its diameter.
Denote by RN all generalized elementary regions with diameter less than or

equal to N . Denote by RM
N all generalized elementary regions in RN with width

larger than or equal to M .
Let us collect and define some notations which will be used throughout the

proof:

• σ(H) ⊂ [−K + 1, K − 1].
• z = E + ǫi, |E| ≤ K and 0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ0.
• ǫ = 1

T
.

• GΛ = GΛ(z) = (RΛ(H − z)RΛ)
−1 = (RΛ(H − E − ǫi)RΛ)

−1

• G = (H − zI)−1.
• supp φ ⊂ [−K1, K1]

d

• C(c) is a large (small) constant.

Theorem 3.1. Let ς, σ, ξ ∈ (0, 1). Let Λ0 ∈ EN be an elementary region with the

property that for all Λ ⊂ Λ0, Λ ∈ RNξ

L with N ξ ≤ L ≤ 2N , the Green’s function
GΛ satisfies

(16) ||GΛ|| ≤ eL
σ

.

Assume that c2 ≤ 4
5
c1 and for any family F of pairwise disjoint elementary

regions in Λ0 with size M = ⌊N ξ⌋,

(17) #{Λ ∈ F : Λ is not in class G } ≤
N ς

N ξ
.

Then for large N (depending on C1, c1, ς, σ, ξ and the lower bound of c2),

(18) |GΛ0(n, n
′)| ≤ e−(c2−N−ϑ)|n−n′|, for |n− n′| ≥

N

10
,

where ϑ = ϑ(σ, ξ, ς) > 0.

Remark 2. Theorem 3.1 in the settings of Schrödinger operators (∆ + V ) on
Z2 was proved in [11]. The author generalized their proof to the settings in
Theorem 3.1 in [65].

Assume Λ1 and Λ2 are two disjoint subsets of Zd. Let Λ = Λ1 ∪ Λ2. Suppose
that RΛARΛ and RΛi

ARΛi
, i = 1, 2 are invertible. Then

GΛ = GΛ1 +GΛ2 − (GΛ1 +GΛ2)(HΛ −HΛ1 −HΛ2)GΛ.

If n ∈ Λ2 and m ∈ Λ, we have
(19)

|GΛ(m,n)| ≤ |GΛ2(m,n)|χΛ2(n) +
∑

n′∈Λ1,n′′∈Λ2

e−c1|n′−n′′||GΛ(m,n′)||GΛ2(n
′′, n)|.
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Lemma 3.2. Fixed any σ ∈ (0, 1), let N ≥ (log 1
ǫ
)

1
ξσ . Assume that Λ0 ∈ EN ,

n ∈ Λ0, dist(n, ∂Λ0) ≥
N
5
and Λ0 satisfies the sublinear bound property with the

parameter ξ. Then for any j with |j| ≤ K1,

(20) |((H −E − ǫi)−1δj , δn)| ≤ Cǫ−2e−c|n|

Proof. Since H is self-adjoint, one has that for any Λ ⊂ Zd, dist(σ(HΛ), z) ≥ ǫ
and hence

||GΛ|| ≤ ǫ−1.

Then for any Λ ⊂ Λ0, Λ ∈ RNξ

L with N ξ ≤ L ≤ 2N , one has that the Green’s
function GΛ satisfies

(21) ||GΛ|| ≤ ǫ−1 ≤ eL
σ

,

where the second inequality in (21) holds by the assumption. By Theorem 3.1,
one has that

(22) |GΛ0(n, n
′)| ≤ e−c|n−n′|, for |n− n′| ≥

N

10
.

By (19) (applying Λ2 = Λ0 and Λ = Zd) and using that j /∈ Λ0, one has that

(23) |G(j, n)| ≤ C
∑

n′∈Λ\Λ0,n′′∈Λ0

e−c1|n′−n′′||G(j, n′)||GΛ0(n
′′, n)|.

If dist(n′′, ∂Λ0) ≥
N

1000
, then |n′ − n′′| ≥ N

1000
and hence e−c1|n′−n′′| ≤ e−cN .

If dist(n′′, ∂Λ0) ≤
N

1000
, then |n−n′′| ≥ N

6
. By (22), one has that |GΛ0(n

′′, n)| ≤
e−cN .

Therefore, one concludes that

|((H − E − ǫi)−1δj, δn)|

≤C
∑

n′∈Λ\Λ0,n
′′∈Λ0

dist(n′′,∂Λ0)≥
N

1000

e−c1|n′−n′′||G(j, n′)||GΛ0(n
′′, n)|

+ C
∑

n′∈Λ\Λ0,n
′′∈Λ0

dist(n′′,∂Λ0)<
N

1000

e−c1|n′−n′′||G(j, n′)||GΛ0(n
′′, n)|

≤Cǫ−2
∑

n′∈Λ\Λ0,n
′′∈Λ0

|n′−n′′|≥ N
1000

e−c|n′−n′′| + Cǫ−1e−cN
∑

n′∈Λ\Λ0,n′′∈Λ0

e−c|n′−n′′|

≤Cǫ−2e−cN ≤ Cǫ−2e−c|n|.(24)

�

The following lemma follows from Lemma 2 in [19].
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Lemma 3.3. Assume that φ has compact support. Then for any large |n|,

(25) |(e−itHφ, δn)|
2 ≤ e−c|n| +

1

t

∫ K

−K

|((H − E −
i

t
)−1φ, δn)|

2dE

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Fix any σ in (0, 1). For any j with |j| ≤ K1, let

(26) a(j, n, T ) =
2

T

∫ ∞

0

e−2t/T |(e−itHδj , δn)|
2dt,

and then

〈|X̃H|
p
φ〉(T ) ≤ C

∑

|j|≤K1

∑

n∈Zd

|n|pa(j, n, T )(27)

By the Parseval formula

(28) a(j, n, T ) =
1

Tπ

∫ ∞

−∞

|((H −E −
i

T
)−1δj , δn)|

2dE.

Recall that σ(H) ⊂ [−K+1, K−1]. For any E ∈ (−∞,−K)∪(K,∞), dist(E+
i
T
, spec(H)) ≥ 1. The well-known Combes-Thomas estimate (e.g. A.11 in [33])

yields

(29) |((H − E −
i

T
)−1δj , δn)| ≤ Ce−c|n|.

By (28) and (29), one has that

(30) a(j, n, T ) ≤ Ce−c|n| +
1

Tπ

∫ K

−K

|((H − E −
i

T
)−1δj, δn)|

2dE.

Rewrite (27):

〈|X̃H |
p
φ〉(T ) ≤ C

∑

|j|≤K1

∑

n∈Zd

|n|pa(j, n, T )

≤ C
∑

|j|≤K1

∑

n∈Zd

|n|≥(log T )
1
ξσ

|n|pa(j, n, T ) + C
∑

|j|≤K1

∑

n∈Zd

|n|≤(log T )
1
ξσ

|n|pa(j, n, T ).(31)

By Lemma 3.2 and (30), one has that
∑

n∈Zd

|n|≥(log T )
1
ξσ

|n|p|a(j, n, T ) ≤
∑

n∈Zd

|n|≥(log T )
1
ξσ

|n|pT 3e−c|n|

≤ T 3e−c(log T )
1
ξσ

≤ C.(32)
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Direct computations imply that

C
∑

n∈Zd

|n|≤(log T )
1
ξσ

|n|pa(j, n, T ) ≤ C(log T )
p
ξσ

∑

n∈Zd

a(j, n, T )

= C(log T )
p
ξσ ,(33)

where (33) holds by the fact that
∑

n∈Zd a(j, n, T ) = 1.
By (31), (32) and (33), we conclude that

(34) 〈|X̃H |
p
φ〉(T ) ≤ C(log T )

p
ξσ .

By letting σ → 1, we complete the proof of (9) .
Replacing (28) with (25) and repeating the proof of (34), we have (10). �

Proof Corollary 2.3 . Let ξ = δ − 2C(d)ε. Let F be any pairwise disjoint
elementary regions in [−N,N ]d with size ⌊N ξ⌋. By (13), one has that (N1 =

⌊N ε⌋) there are at most N
C(d)
1 N1−δ = N1−δ+C(d)ε in F will intersect elementary

regions not in SGN1. By resolvent identity arguments (e.g. [65, Theorem 6.1]),
any elementary region in [−N,N ]d with size ⌊N ξ⌋, without intersecting any
non-SGN1 elementary regions, satisfies (7). It implies (17) is true for ς = 1− ε.
Applying Theorem 2.2 and letting ε → 0, we obtain Corollary 2.3. �

4. Applications

In this section, the long range operator S on ℓ2(Zd) satisfies

a. for any n, n′ ∈ Z
d,

(35) |S(n, n′)| ≤ C1e
−c1|n−n′|, C1 > 0, c1 > 0;

b. for any n, n′ ∈ Z
d,

(36) S(n, n′) = S(n′, n);

c. for any n ∈ Zd, n′ ∈ Zd and k ∈ Zd,

(37) S(n+ k, n′ + k) = S(n, n′).

Let f be a function from Zd ×Tb to Tb. Assume for any m1, m2, · · · , md ∈ Zd

and n1, n2, · · · , nd ∈ Zd,

f(m1 + n1, m2 + n2, · · · , md + nd, x) = f(m1, m2, · · · , md, f(n1, n2, · · · , nd, x)).

Sometimes, we write down fn(x) for f(n, x) for convenience, where n ∈ Zd and
x ∈ Tb.

Define a family of operators Hx on ℓ2(Zd):

(38) Hx = S + v(f(n, x))δnn′,

where v is a real analytic function on T
b.
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In [65], the author obtained the large deviation estimates for Green’s functions
of long range operators in arbitrary dimension, which generalized results in [11].
As a result, he proved the large deviation theorem of Green’s functions and
sublinear bound (13) for various models. Therefore, we can apply Corollary 2.3
to obtain logarithmic bounds for many operators studied in [65]. For simplicity,
we only discuss applications of Corollary 2.3 to several cases. In this section,
estimates on δ in (13) can be found in [65]. For readers’ convenience, we will
provide the sketch of the proof.

4.1. Discrepancy: d = 1, arbitrary b. Let x1, x2. · · · , xN ∈ [0, 1)b and S ⊂
[0, 1)b. Let A(S; {xj}

N
j=1) be the number of xj (1 ≤ j ≤ N) such that xj ∈ S.

Let DN(f) be the discrepancy of the sequence {f(n, x)}Nn=1:

DN(f) = sup
x∈Tb

sup
S∈C

∣

∣

∣

∣

A(S; {f(n, x)}Nn=1)

N
− Leb(S)

∣

∣

∣

∣

,(39)

where C is the family of all intervals in [0, 1)b, namely S has the form of

S = [̺1, β1]× [̺2, β2]× · · · × [̺b, βb]

with 0 ≤ ̺k < βk < 1, k = 1, 2, · · · , b.
Let ζ, σ ∈ (0, 1). We say the Green’s function of an operator Hx satisfies

property LDT (large deviation theorem) in complexified energies (sometimes
just say LDT for short) if there exists ǫ0 > 0 and N0 > 0 such that for any
N ≥ N0, there exists a subset XN ⊂ T

b such that

(40) Leb(XN) ≤ e−Nζ

,

and for any x /∈ XN mod Zb and QN ∈ E0
N ,

||GQN
(z)|| ≤ eN

σ

,

|GQN
(z)(n, n′)| ≤ e−c2|n−n′|, for |n− n′| ≥

N

10
,

where z = E + iǫ with E ∈ [−K,K] (recall that σ(Hx) ⊂ (−K +1, K − 1)) and
0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ0.

Theorem 4.1. Let d = 1. Assume that for any N ≥ N0, the discrepancy

(41) DN (f) ≤ N−δ1 .

Assume that Hx satisfies LDT. Then for any φ with compact support and any
ε > 0 there exists T0 > 0 (depending on p,N0, φ, S, v, f and ε) such that for any
T ≥ T0

(42) 〈|X̃Hx
|pφ〉(T ) ≤ (lnT )

p
δ1

+ε

and for any t ≥ T0

(43) 〈|XHx
|pφ〉(t) ≤ (ln t)

p
δ1

+ε
.
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Proof. By approximating the analytic function with trigonometric polynomials
and using Taylor expansions and standard perturbation arguments, we can as-
sume that XN (given by (40)) is a semi-algebraic set with degree less than NC .
By [6, Corollary 9.7] (also see [65, Theorem 8.7]), one has that (13) holds for
any δ < δ1

b
. Now Theorem 4.1 follows from Corollary 2.3. �

Remark 3. The largeness of T0 in this section does not depend on x ∈ Tb.

4.2. Shifts: d = 1, arbitrary b. Let α = (α1, α2, · · · , αb) ∈ [0, 1)b and

(44) f(x) = x+ α mod Z
b, x ∈ T

b.

We say that α = (α1, α2, · · · , αb) satisfies Diophantine condition DC(κ, τ), if

(45) ||k · α|| ≥
τ

|k|κ
, k ∈ Z

b\{(0, 0, · · · , 0)}.

Lemma 4.2. [21] Assume α ∈ DC(κ, τ). Let f be given by (44). Then

DN (f) ≤ C(b, κ, τ)N− 1
κ (logN)2.

Denote by ∆ the discrete Laplacian on ℓ2(Z), that is, for {u(n)} ∈ ℓ2(Z),

(∆u)n = un+1 + un−1

Let Hx on ℓ2(Z) be given by

(46) Hx = ∆+ v(fn(x)) = ∆ + v(x1 + nα1, x2 + nα2, · · · , xb + nαb)δnn′ ,

where n, n′ ∈ Z and v is real analytic on T
b.

Theorem 4.3. Let α ∈ DC(κ, τ). Let Hx be given by (46). Assume the Lya-
punov exponent L(E) is positive for all E ∈ R. Then for any φ with compact
support and any ε > 0 there exists T0 > 0 (depending on p, φ, v, α and ε) such
that for any T ≥ T0

(47) 〈|X̃Hx
|pφ〉(T ) ≤ (lnT )bκp+ε

and for any t ≥ T0

(48) 〈|XHx
|pφ〉(t) ≤ (ln t)bκp+ε.

Proof. Since L(E) > 0 for any E ∈ R, by the continuity of Lyapunov exponents
(e.g [6], [7] or [66]), one has that there exists ǫ0 > 0 such that L(E + iǫ) > 0 for
any E ∈ [−K,K] and 0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ0. This implies that Hx satisfies LDT (e.g. [6]).
Now Theorem 4.3 follows from Theorem 4.1 and Lemma 4.2. �

Remark 4. (1) Under a stronger Diophantine condition of frequencies α,
the modulus of continuity and large deviation theorem of Lyapunov ex-
ponents were first established in [41] (also see [22] for a recent general-
ization).
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(2) A larger power law logarithmic bound b3κ2p was established by Shamis-
Sodin [70].

(3) An implicit bound C(b)κp (C(b) is a constant depending on b) was ob-
tained in [49].

When the dimension of the torus is 1, we can improve Theorem 4.3.

Theorem 4.4. Let d = b = 1. Let α ∈ DC(κ, τ). Let Hx be given by (46)
(with b = 1). Assume that the Lyapunov exponent L(E) is positive for any
E ∈ R. Then for any φ with compact support and any ε > 0 there exists T0 > 0
(depending on p, φ, v, α and ε) such that for any T ≥ T0

(49) 〈|X̃Hx
|pφ〉(T ) ≤ (lnT )p+ε

and for any t ≥ T0

(50) 〈|XHx
|pφ〉(t) ≤ (ln t)p+ε.

Proof. Similar to the proof of Theorem 4.3, Hx satisfies LDT. Similar to the proof
of Theorem 4.1, we can assume that XN (given by (40)) is a semi-algebraic set
with degree less than NC . Then (13) holds for any δ < 1. Now Theorem 4.4
follows from Corollary 2.3. �

Remark 5. In Theorem 4.4, the arithmetic condition, namely Diophantine con-
dition, on frequencies α is necessary. For some non-Diophantine α, 〈|X̃Hx

|pφ〉(T )

could have the power law lower bound (〈|X̃Hx
|pφ〉(T ) ≥ T γ for some γ > 0) [53].

4.3. Shifts: b = 1, arbitrary d. Let

fn(x) = x+ nα = x+ n1α1 + n2α2 + · · ·+ ndαd mod Z,

where n = (n1, n2, · · · , nd) ∈ Z
d and x ∈ T. Let Hx on ℓ2(Zd) be given by

(51) Hx = λ−1S + v(fn(x))δnn′ = λ−1S + v(x+ n1α1 + n2α2 + · · ·+ ndαd)δnn′,

where v is a non-constant real analytic function on T.

Theorem 4.5. Let α ∈ DC(κ, τ) and Hx be given by (51). Then there exists
λ0 = λ0(κ, τ, C1, c1, v) such that for any λ > λ0 the following holds. For any
ε > 0 and any φ with compact support, there exists T0 > 0 (depending on
p, φ, S, v, α and ε) such that for any T ≥ T0

(52) 〈|X̃Hx
|pφ〉(T ) ≤ (lnT )p+ε

and for any t ≥ T0

(53) 〈|XHx
|pφ〉(t) ≤ (ln t)p+ε.

Proof. By [65, Theorem 3.11], Hx satisfies LDT. We can assume that XN (given
by (40)) is a semi-algebraic set with degree less than NC . Then (13) holds for
any δ < 1. Now Theorem 4.5 follows from Corollary 2.3. �
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4.4. Shifts: d = b = 2. Assume v is real analytic on T2. Let

fn(x) = (x1 + n1α1, x2 + n2α2) mod Z
2,

where n = (n1, n2) ∈ Z
2, α = (α1, α2) ∈ R

2 and x = (x1, x2) ∈ T
2. Let Hx on

ℓ2(Z2) be given by

(54) Hx = λ−1S + v(fn(x))δnn′ = λ−1S + v(x1 + n1α1, x2 + n2α2)δnn′.

Theorem 4.6. Let Hx be given by (54). Suppose v is non-constant on any line
segment contained in [0, 1)2, α1 ∈ DC(κ, τ) and α2 ∈ DC(κ, τ) with 1 ≤ κ < 13

12
.

Then there exists λ0 = λ0(κ, τ, c1, C1, v) such that for any λ > λ0 the following
holds. For any φ with compact support and any ε > 0, there exists T0 > 0
(depending on p, φ, S, v, α and ε) such that for any T ≥ T0

(55) 〈|X̃Hx
|pφ〉(T ) ≤ (lnT )

4p
13−12κ

+ε

and for any t ≥ T0

(56) 〈|XHx
|pφ〉(t) ≤ (ln t)

4p
13−12κ

+ε.

Proof. Recall that under the assumption in Theorem 4.6, Hx satisfies LDT (see
[65, Theorem 3.20]). By [12, Theorem 5.1] (also item 1 of Remark 11 in [65]) ,
(13) holds for any δ with 0 < δ < 13

4
− 3κ. �

Remark 6. (1) The LDT of the operator (54) was established by the author
in [65], which builds on an earlier work of Bourgain–Kachkovskiy [12].

(2) A larger power law logarithmic bound ( 4
13−12κ

)2p was established by
Shamis-Sodin [70].
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2020.

[27] A. Elgart, A. Klein, and G. Stolz. Manifestations of dynamical localization
in the disordered XXZ spin chain. Comm. Math. Phys., 361(3):1083–1113,
2018.

[28] A. Elgart, A. Klein, and G. Stolz. Many-body localization in the droplet
spectrum of the random XXZ quantum spin chain. J. Funct. Anal.,
275(1):211–258, 2018.
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Schrödinger aléatoires. C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I Math., 326(2):261–
264, 1998.



16 WENCAI LIU

[32] F. Germinet, P. D. Hislop, and A. Klein. Localization for Schrödinger oper-
ators with Poisson random potential. J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS), 9(3):577–
607, 2007.

[33] F. Germinet, A. Kiselev, and S. Tcheremchantsev. Transfer matrices
and transport for Schrödinger operators. Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble),
54(3):787–830, 2004.

[34] F. Germinet and A. Klein. Bootstrap multiscale analysis and localization
in random media. Comm. Math. Phys., 222(2):415–448, 2001.

[35] F. Germinet and A. Klein. Explicit finite volume criteria for localiza-
tion in continuous random media and applications. Geom. Funct. Anal.,
13(6):1201–1238, 2003.

[36] F. Germinet and A. Klein. A characterization of the Anderson metal-
insulator transport transition. Duke Math. J., 124(2):309–350, 2004.

[37] F. Germinet and A. Klein. A comprehensive proof of localization for con-
tinuous Anderson models with singular random potentials. J. Eur. Math.
Soc. (JEMS), 15(1):53–143, 2013.

[38] F. Germinet, A. Klein, and J. H. Schenker. Dynamical delocalization in
random Landau Hamiltonians. Ann. of Math. (2), 166(1):215–244, 2007.

[39] F. Germinet, A. Klein, and J. H. Schenker. Quantization of the Hall con-
ductance and delocalization in ergodic Landau Hamiltonians. Rev. Math.
Phys., 21(8):1045–1080, 2009.

[40] I. J. Goldsheid, S. A. Molčanov, and L. A. Pastur. A random homoge-
neous Schrödinger operator has a pure point spectrum. Funkcional. Anal. i
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Ann. Henri Poincaré, 18(7):2327–2365, 2017.

[59] A. Klein and C. Sadel. Ballistic behavior for random Schrödinger operators
on the Bethe strip. J. Spectr. Theory, 1(4):409–442, 2011.

[60] A. Klein and C. Sadel. Absolutely continuous spectrum for random
Schrödinger operators on the Bethe strip. Math. Nachr., 285(1):5–26, 2012.

[61] A. Klein and C. S. S. Tsang. Eigensystem bootstrap multiscale analysis for
the Anderson model. J. Spectr. Theory, 8(3):1149–1197, 2018.

[62] H. Kunz and B. Souillard. Sur le spectre des opérateurs aux différences
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