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Abstract: We consider the Laplacian on a rooted metric tree graph wisimdhing
numberk 2 and random edge lengths given by independent and idegtidisH
tributed bounded variables. Our main result is the statulithe absolutely continuous
spectrum for weak disorder. A useful tool in the discusssomfunction which expresses
a directional transmission amplitude to infinity and forngeaeralization of the Weyl-
Titchmarsh function to trees. The proof of the main reswudts®n upper bounds on the
range of fluctuations of this quantity in the limit of weak alider.

Contents

1. Introduction

A quantum graph (QG) is a metric graph with an associateddcaplike operator acting
on theL2-space of the union of the graph edges. The spectral and dyalpnoper-

ties of such operators have been of interest both becawsmtdel mimics situations
realizable with quantum dots and wires, and because QGs m&idp a simple setup
elucidating issues which are also of relevance for Scingeli operators and Lapla-
cians on manifolds (seE [10]19]11, 8] and references thetekamples of such topics
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are the Gutzwiller trace formula and the transition asgediavith the spectral and dy-
namical localization due to disorder. The main results & Work pertain to quantum
tree graphswvhose edge lengths are randomly stretched, but remain t@eommon
value. The goal is to present new results concerning thespemse of absolutely con-
tinuous spectra under weak disorder. A secondary goal i®teodstrate, in the QG
context, a new technique for the proof of absolutely corgiraispectrum which is also
effective for discrete random Schrodinger operators eastias was proven inl [2].

1.1. Random quantum trees and their specttarooted metric tree graph with branch-
ing numberk consists, for us, of a countably infinite set of vertices, ohehich is
being labeled as the roat, and a set of edges, each joining a pair of vertices, such
that: 1. the graph is edge connectetl,there are no closed loop3, each vertex has
K + 1edges except for the root which has only one edge. Eachedgeis assigned
a positive finite lengtiL. 2 (0;1 ) and is parametrized by a variable with values in
0;L.] Thus, the union of the edges has the natural coordinate®;L.] The orien-
tation for the latter is chosen so thdhcreases away from the root, and we denoté by
the derivative with respect to those coordinates.

Our discussion concerns the spectral properties of theacapi

T e ™ (eZO; (11)
which acts in the Hilbert space? (r) = " o L? D;L.]of complex-valued square-
integrable functions = .,z . defined over the union of the graph edges. The
Laplacian is rendered essentially self-adjoint throughithposition of boundary con-
ditions (BC) on the functions in its domain; here we take ¢h&esbe the Kirchhoff
conditions at internal vertices andBC at the root. More precisely, the domain con-
sists of functions such that, 2 H? p;L.]foralle 2 E and

1. at each vertex is continuous.
2. atinternal vertices the net flux defined by the directiaggivatives vanishes, i.e.,
X
dLe) = ) (1.2)

f2N 0

whereN [ is the collection of edges which are forwarddas seen from the root.
3. at the root
cs() o) sh() g =0 (1.3)

with some 2 D; ).

An extensive discussion of other boundary conditions whield self adjointness can
be found in [7I.12]. Among those is the class of symmetric B@; adaptation of the
argument to this case is discussed in Sedflon 6.

1.2. Statement of the main resuf@ur discussion will focus on the absolutely continu-
ous (AC) component of the spectrum of the Laplacian on deédrmetric trees. Before
presenting the main result let us note the following facticlwhmay, for instance, be
deduced from Theorel1A.2 in AppendX A.

Proposition 1.1.The AC spectrum of ; is independent of the boundary condition at
the root, i.e., of 2 D; ).
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For the regular tree with constant edge lengtiis 2 (0;1 ) and branching number
K 2 N one has[[21, Example 6.3]

—
N
N

ac ( T)= 7 (14)

where = arctan K172 K 172 =2 .In particular, this implies that the AC spec-
trum of ¢ has band structure i 2. As an aside, we note that far 2 there
occur infinitely degenerate eigenvalues in the band dafjs [21

The main object of interest in this paper is the AC spectruthelaplacian on random
deformations off.

Definition 1.1. A random deformatiom ( ;! ) of the regular rooted metric tree is a
rooted metric tree graph, which has the same vertex set aigthbering relations ag,
but the edge lengths are given by

Le(;!)=Lexp( o) (1.5)

with a collection of real-valued, independent, and ideaticdistributed (iid) bounded
random variables = f!.g_,.. The parameter 2 [D;1]controls the strength of the
disorder and. > 0 stands for the edge length of

Our main result is

Theorem 1.1.For a random deformationt ( ;!), of a regular tree graphr with
branching numbek 2 the AC spectrum of ;( ,,, is continuous at = 0in
the sense that for any interval R and almostall! ;

o LI\ sl ropn) =TIN sl 1) (1.6)

whereL ( ) denotes the Lebesgue measure.

Remarks 1.1. (i) Asis generally known by ergodicity argument$[3/17 did in
our case also by the 1 law for the sigma-algebra of events measurable at infinityclv
is applicable through TheordlA.2, for almost althe AC spectrumof . ,,, is
given by a certain non-random set.

(i) The assumption on the distribution 6t .g_, . can be relaxed: the present proof
readily extends to the class of random graphs where thetditon of these variables
is stationaryunder the endomorphisms of the treandweakly correlatedn the sense
of [2, Def. 1.1].

(iii) To better appreciate the continuity asserted in Tleed1, one may note that
the analogous statement is not expected to be true in cadestirder is restricted to be
radially symmetric, i.e.! « = aqiscre;04 With fa, ga collection of iid random variables.
In this case, the AC spectrum coincides with that of a oneedsional Sturm-Liouville
operator. In view of related results about Anderson loadilin in one dimension{B,17,
15/16] one may expect (though we are not aware of a publishmaf)that also here
localization sets in at any non-zero level of disorder.
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2. An outline of the argument

A generally useful tool for the study of the spectral and dyital properties of any
guantum graph is provided by the Green function. For treplggawe find it particu-

larly useful to consider a related quantity, which is an egten of the Weyl-Titchmarsh
function familiar from the context of Sturm-Liouville or Bddinger operators on a
line. Before outlining the main steps in the derivation oedhen{LIL, we shall intro-
duce this function and its key properties, first somewhatrim&lly through its appear-
ance in a scattering problem.

2.1. A scattering perspectivéds noted by Miller and Derride[ [14], one may obtain a
scattering perspective on extended states by considersegug in which a wirev

is attached to a tree grapghat an interior pointx of an edge. Particles of energy
and decay rate are sent at a steady rate down this wire. In the corresporstéazgly
state, the quantum amplitudefor observing a particle at a point is given by a function
satisfying( riw, =z = O,werez=E + i and [y, isa self adjoint
Laplacian on the union of the graph and the wire, defined wittable BC for thethree
segments meeting at the point of contact. For the latter,ssarae here that it will be
appropriate to take the Kirchhoff conditions.

As follows from Theoreni 2]1 below, on the two subgraghsandT, , produced
by cuttingT at x, the above differential equation has a unique — up to a nlighitive
constant — square-integrable solution and correspondingly . Thus takes the
form:

et z(y Xx) + r(x;z)e izly x) along the wire
giz) = ) (2.1)
V;iz) along the graph

wherer (x; z) is the reflection coefficient, and the three branches areditkrough the
Kirchhoff conditions:

T xjz) = ®;z) = 1+ rix;z)
E * ®;z) g x;z) = ipE 1 r&;z) (2.2)
@x @x

with the differentiation taken in the direction away fronettoot ofT. The above rela-
tions yield
P-1 rk;z)
7

z T T62) = R" ®;z) + R (¥;2) (2.3)

whereR = @ =@x)=

From the scattering perspective the graph absorbs some ofithent directed at it,
i.e., conducts it to infinity, if and only ifr <;z)j< 1. A simple consequence di{2.3)
is the equivalence

T GE)I< 1 , In R x;E)+ R ®K;E) > 0: (2.4)

As itturns outR also plays a direct role in the spectral theory of ;: the diagonal
of its Green function is given by

Gr (Xjx;z) = R* (xjz) + R (;z) (2.5)
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By the theorem of de la Vallée Poussin, the AC component efsfrectral measure,
associated with the function iR{2.5), is ! m G; &;x;E + i0)dE. Therefore, there
is a relation between the occurrence of the AC spectrum, biigyaof the graph to
conduct current to infinity, and the non-vanishingiefR  (x;E ).

Let us note that the reflection coefficient for the versionhef above experiment in
which the particles are sent towards only the forward setatte, is given by a version
of Z3) with onlyr* (x;z) on the right side, and similarly far,, .

2.2. Tree extension of the Weyl-Titchmarsh functidfe shall now follow the some-
what informal introduction above with a more careful defaritof the functionk
For this purpose the following statement plays an impontaliet

Theorem 2.1.Let G be a connected metric graph with a selected “open” ventex
which has exactly one adjacent edge. Let;,, be the symmetric Laplacian defined
with self-adjoint BC on all vertices excepting the openeertvhere it is required that
both @)= 0and °w)= 0. Then:

() Foranyz 2 c* = fz 2 C : Im z > 0Og, the space of square-integrable
solutions of ( z) = 0,with .  the adjoint operator, is one di-
mensional.

(i) The solution x;z)and its derivative °(x;z) do notvanish on any point which
disconnects .

(iii) Normalized so that (u;z) = 1, both (x;z) and °;z) are analytic for
z2 C*andallx 2 G.

Gu

We note that ¢, is not self-adjoint. The proof of this theorem is given in Ap-
pendixA.

The following corollary is a relevant implication for treeBhroughout, we denote
by ¢;z31) the functions described in Theordm]2.1 which correspondh¢otivo
subtreesT , , into whichT is split atu, with u serving as the open vertex. We fix their
normalization such that @;z1) = 1.

Corollary 2.1. Along the edges of a metric trae the ratio
1 @
&;jzj) @x

does not depend amas long asx stays inT, .

R (x;z) = ;z31) (2.6)

Definition 2.1. We shall refer to the above as the(generalized) Weyl-Titchmarsh
(WT) functions

These functions have a number of properties which are ushé proof of our main
result. If not obvious, their derivation is given in Appexil

1. (Relation with the Green functipihe generalized WT function may be related to
the diagonal elements of the Green function which is defimeto with the € 0

BC atx, as
1
RY x;z) = oot _ (2.7)
G . &ix;z)

and similarly forr
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2. (Boundary valuesThe function has the Herglotz-Nevanlinna propeliy [5is iana-
lyticfor z 2 ¢* with m R (x;z) > Owhenn z > 0. By a standard implication,
for eachx the limit

R (GE + i0) = IEPOR 6GE + 1) (2.8)
exists for Lebesgue almost every2 R.

3. (Evolution along the treeThe valueR [ ( ;z) at two opposite ends of an edgare
related by a Mdbius transformation, which integrates tlee&i equation:

£ ®;z)+ z+ R" (x;2)°=0: (2.9)
@x
Over each verter * ( ;z) is additive thanks 0T12):
X
R! Lejz = R; 0;z : (2.10)
£2N &

4. (Relation with the currentFor eacha, the quantity

+ . . @ . .
J" x;zj) = Im * x;zH) — &;zi)
@x

= 3" &izi)f mRY &;2) 0 (2.11)

represents a current. It is additive at the vertices anderwad along the edges for
realz. Forz 2 Cc* the currentis decreasing in the direction away from the:root

@EJ+ &;zi)= ' &;z)F In z 0: (2.12)
X

At interior vertices the net current flux is zero.

2.3. The core of the argumentVe now have the requisite tools to outline the proof of
the persistence of the AC spectrum under weak disorder. Ale@yent in our analysis
is to show that for small ; ), the WT functionR* ;E + i ; ;!) does notdepend
much on! . At each point its distribution is narrowly peaked aroundibue which may
only dependon ; ), and the relative location of the point within the edge. Byithles
of the evolution ofR * along an edge, which are described above, it follows that for
( ;) ! (0;0) thelimit of the “typical” value olR} 0;z; ;! , or more precisely any
accumulation point of such, obeys a Modbius evolution whasigue periodic solution
is given by the WT function of the regular trae The continuity then readily follows,
though some care is needed in the presentation of the arguimémis part, we employ
the strategy which was presentediih [2].

It should be appreciated that the asymptotic lack of deper®lefR * x;z; ;!)
on ! is not just a trivial consequence of the smallness since this parameter affects
an infinite number of random terms. As commented above, iaiaral to expect the
corresponding statement to fail when the disorder is radigh ! given by radially
symmetric but otherwise iid random variables. To streaentlme notation, in various
places the dependence of andrR* on and! will be suppressed.
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The first statement establishing a reduction of fluctuatimmscernsm R* (x;z).
For that the starting point iE{Z111) by whigh* ;z9)¥ IIn B (x;z) gives the flux
atx of a conserved current. The currentis injected at the radarach vertex it is split
among the forward directions. It is significant that the fiastor takes a common value
among the different forward directions, the second facandependently distributed,
and, furthermore, it has the same distribution as the tofaéatm R * (0;z). It follows
that P

1 + ere e 2
% ecn: IMRE 0iz; ;! o 0iz; ;! P
. - S (2.13)
R, 0;z; ;! K ¢ 0jz; ;!9

This expresses current conservation/attrition, andifior = 0 holds as equality. Here
f 2 N, is an arbitrary edge forward to that of the root, and due toptieicular
normalization chosen (before Corolldryl2.1) the numeratothe right side is actually
one. Our argument proceeds by combining two essential wdisems:

1. By the Jensen inequality the expectation value of therithga of the left side of
(ZI3) is non-negative. The inequality can be strengthénesthow that the above
expectation value provides an upper bound on a positivetifuavhich expresses
the relative width of the distribution afn R; 0;z; ;! .

2. The expectation of the logarithm of the right side[of (B.i63a quantity which it is
natural to regard as a Lyapunov exponent,

" #
P—  Ojz; ;
z) = E g K f—jo ; (2.14)
o 0;z; ; D
For = 0, this Lyapunov exponent vanishes for almost everg ..( ).

Furthermore, the average of & + i ) over any energy interval is continuous in

(i)

The above mentioned improvement of the Jensen inequal@yrismarized in the
following statement, which is a consequence 6f [2, LemmaBd.Lemma D.2].

Lemma 2.1.Let X ;g5_, be a collection ok  2iid positive random variables, and
X a variable of the same distribution. Then for ang (0;1=21

2 0 13
1)@ a2 5
E4log@K— x5  E[ogX ]+ 5 & (2.15)
Jj=1

where  ;a) is the relativea-width ofX , which is defined below.

Definition 2.2. The relativea-width of the distribution of a positive random variable
X ,ata2 (0;1=2]is

X ;a)
K;a)=1 —— 2.16
+ X ja) ( )
with K;a)=supf :P® < ) agand, X;a)=ihff :P® > ) aq.

A number of useful rules of estimates of the the relative widf a distribution are
compiled in [2, Appendix D].

We shall now turn to the two key properties of the Lyapunovasmgnt which were
mentioned above.
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3. A Lyapunov exponent and its continuity

We shall refer to  (z) which is defined by[{214) as the Lyapunov exponent of the
randomly deformed tree ( ;! ). The following theorem collects some of its properties.
Of particular relevance is that the integral of & + i ) overE 2 . (T)is small for
small and .

Theorem 3.1.The Lyapunov exponent (z) has the following properties:

(i) As afunction ofz 2 c™, it is positive and harmonic with G )= ! 0 for
1.
(i) For = 0,itvanishes onthe AC spectrum; £ + i0) = 0for Lebesgue-almost
ale 2 (1)

(i) Foranyz2c*, (z+ i )isjointlycontinuousin( ; )2 R ;1 ).
(IV) For any Ea;b] ac ( T ):
zZ b
lin E + i)dE = 0: (3.1)

Proof. (i) From [ZI%) and(Z]6) it follows that (z) is the negative of the real part
of the Herglotz-Nevanlinna function
P— Z Lo() #
w (z) = log K +E Ry Lz; dl; (3.2)
0

and hence it is harmonic. The positivity of (z) follows from {ZI1) and the Jensen
inequality, which yield

J, 0;zP)
2 @ E bg—2 " s 3.3
gJJ Co(; Jizd) 33

due to the current losE{Z112) on every edgeAar c* . The statement of asymptotics
derives from[[A¥) and the boundTA.2) in Appenfik A.

(i) The vanishing of 4 along ..( 1) is a consequence of the z # 0 limit
of @I3) and the fact that (0;z;0) is independent o&, with 0 < m R? (0;E +
i0;0) < 1 for Lebesgue-almostall 2 ..( ).

(i) From @ZI4) andl[A}) together with the dominated cerpence theorem, which
is applicable due td{Al5) and Theor€mM.1, we conclude theatbntinuity of (z +
i ) follows from that ofRo (0;z+ i ; ;!). The latter is derived using the argumentin
the proof of TheorefAl1(iv).

(iv) By virtue of (ii) it suffices to prove that

Z b Z b

Iin € +1i)dE = 0@ + 10)dE : (3.4)

.
"Oa a

To do so, we note that the integrals [0{3.4) can be associgitedhe (unique) Borel
measure ( . , corresponding to the positive harmonic function, ;@)= (z+ 1)
(cf. (8) below). Sincer ( + i ) has the Herglotz-Nevanlinna property, the harmonic
conjugateoh, ; y= Rew ( + i )hasa definite sign and hence locally integrable
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boundary values[5, Thm. 1.1]. Therefore, the measyre , is purely AC [$, Thm 3.1
& Corollary 1] forall ( ; )2 p;1f and given by
z b
( ;) Bibl= E+1)dE : (3.5)

a

The assertion thus follows from (iii) and Lemial3.1 below.

The last part of the preceding proof was based on the follgwgigneral convergence
result for sequences of harmonic functions. Recall [¢{Q]Bthat every positive har-

monic functionh : c* ! (0;1 ) which satisfieslim , ; hd )= = 0 admits the
representation 7
Im z
h(z) = ©E) (3.6)
r P ZRJQ
with some positive Borel measureonr with . @2+ 1) ' @E)< 1.
Lemma3.1l.Leth,,h :C* ! (0;1 ) be positive harmonic functions wittn ,
h, @ )= = 0and similarly forh. Suppose that for alt 2 c*
]ljm1 h, z) = h(z): (3.7)

Then their associated Borel measures converge vagliely, ; , =

The proof is an immediate consequence of the represeni@@nand [6, Prop. 4.1]
(see also[[1l7, Lemma 5.22]).

4. Fluctuation bounds

Proceeding along the lines outlined in Subsediioh 2.3, vé sbw show that a small
Lyapunov exponent (z) implies the sharpness of the distribution of both the imagi-
nary part and the modulus of a certain linear functiog §f(0;z; ;!).

Theorem4.1.Forany 2 R,z 2 C* anda2 (0;1=2]

8
WmR) Oizi ; )ia  — @) (4.1)
a
. b-—
_ L ; 2 2
oosszo( i+ 2 Zho )RS O;z; ; )ia
® + 1)
Proof. The derivation of[(4]1) starts from the relation
h 1 X i
2 @ E by mR} 0;z; ; E Iog InR; 0;z; ; (4.3)

+

£2N

which is obtained by taking the expectation of the logaritfrif.I3). Applying the im-
proved Jensen inequalify{2115), and using the facttha ; 0;z; ;! areiidfort 2

N, , the right side of[(Z13) is bounded from below By I R ©0;z; ; );a =4,
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This implies [Z11).
The proof of [£R) starts by observing that the quantity sriéft side can be identified
with the right side of[(Z113):

. P-
P_ sin © zLg( ;!) .
s  zLg( ;!) + = Ry ©O;z; ;7!)

+

= o Lo(;il)iz; ;! : (4.4)

This follows from [A3) in AppendifA. Settingg = J; ©o( ; );zP)=J ©0;zF)
and using the definition of the current, the left sidelinl(4t@refore equals
|

m R; 0;z; ;

n X ;a
£2n Im Ry 07z; ;5 | |
m R, 0;z; ; a' a'
2t iz ot Xz (4.5)
gan s IM Ry 0;zj i 2 2

where the inequality results from the additivity of the tieda width under multiplica-
tion [2, Lemma D.1]. This additivity and the invariance unthwersion [2, Lemma D.1]
ensures that the first term on the right side[afl(4.5) is bodriden above by

i a X + aK

Ry 0;z; ;j——— WmR; 0;z; jo———

2K + 1) 2K + 1)

f2N
& 2K + 1P
a -
2 MRy 0;z; ; (z) : (4.6)
2K + 1) a

Here the first inequality results from the rules of additidnid random variables(|2,
Lemma D.1]. The second one is a consequenc€&af (4.1). Thelgeecm in on the
right side of [£b) is bounded from above according t& ;a=2) 2 (z)=a. This
follows from (3:3) and the simple bound

®;af @ X ;a))? h X ;a) EDZX]; (4.7)

valid for all random variables taking values in(©; 11 Combining the above estimates,
we arrive at[ZPR). 4

5. Stability of the Weyl-Titchmarsh function under weak disorder

5.1. The main stability resultOur goal in this section is to show that the boundary
values of the WT function are continuous at= 0 in a certain distributional sense
aslongas 2 ..( 1). Here the distribution refers to the joint dependence on the
energy and the randomness. The result to be derived is:

Theorem 5.1.Let I ac (1) be an interval. Then the WT function converges in
L; P-measure,i.e., forall > 0:

m Ly P RS (OE+1i0; ;1) Ry (O;E +10;0) > " =0  (5.1)
o

whereL; denotes the Lebesgue measurelon
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The above statement will be derived in this section by prgyimTheoreni 512 which
appears below, that for atl> 0 and all sequences ; ) converging to zero
im Ly P Ry(O;E+1i; ;!) RSOE+1i0;0) > " =0: (5.2)
;1o
Before we delve into the proof of the statements which lea@heoren{ L1 let us
note that it implies our main claim.

Proof (of TheoreriLTl1; assuming THM15.Bpce .. (¢ ;1)) coincides almost-
surely with a non-random set, it suffices to show that

]J;mOELI\ acl 1¢(;) =LTI: (5.3)

We start the proof of this relation by observing that

LI ELI\ ol 1(;)
Ly P 0< mWmRy (O;E +i0; ;1)< 1 (5.4)

where the second inequality is due to Theofen A.2.

For any" > 0the set on the right side includes the collection®f; ! ) for which
"< ImR, (0;E+1i0;0)< 1 and In Ry (O;E +1i0; ;!) ImR; (O;E+10;0) ™
Accordingly, the right side of{8l4) is bounded below by tliffedence of

Ly P MR, (O;E +10; ;!) ™Ry (O;E + i0;0) " (5.5)

and
Ly WmR, (O;E + 10;0)2 O;"1[ f1 g : (5.6)

As | 0the measure if{9.5) convergesitdr) by TheorenL511. Moreover, &s# 0
the measure if{3.6) converges to zera.

5.2. Convergence in measurtn order to derive Theorem3.1, we shall consider the dis-
tribution under the measure; P ofthe jointvaluesof, fR (O;E + 1 ; ;!)q,z.
andfL. ( ;!)g_, . In the following, L .x stands for some uniform upper bound on
Le ( ;!), which exists due to the boundedness of the random variabtessetup is
similar to that employed iri]2].

Definition 5.1.Let ( ; ) 2 P;1f andI ac (7). The Borel measure , , on
I C®  D;LnaxF isthe measureinduced ly: P under the mapping

€;1)7 E; RIOGE+1; 50 o ifLe(il)gyy ¢ (5.7)
Moreover, itsk -conditional distribution oc® ;L. 2« F is abbreviated by‘? .y

Remarks 5.1. (i) The above definition relies on the fact that one may idertie
edge setg& of T ( ;! ) corresponding to different values ofand/or! .

(i) Incase( ; )= (0;0)the measure , ,is a product of the Lebesgue measure
and products of Dirac measures:
0 o]
00 = dE RY (O +10;0) L: (5.8)
e2E e2E
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(i) The family of finite measures  , , is tight. Indeed, the boun@{A.2) in Ap-
pendiXA and arguments as I [2, Prop. B.1 & Lemma B.1] show tha

nf  sup (
S0 (;)2pntf

.) Re >t =0 (5.9

foralle 2 E. Accordingly, every sequence of measures | correspondingtq ; ) !
(0;0) has weak accumulation points.

The issue now is to show that all of the above mentioned actation points coincide.

Theorem 5.2.In the sense of weak convergence:

Iim (;) = (0;0) * (510)

;10

The proof of this theorem closely follows ideas lin [2], andtgseon the following two
lemmas.

We first show that all accumulation points of the sequencElIR) are supported
on points satisfying the limiting recursion relation.

Lemma5.1.Let be a (weak) accumulation point for the family of measures ,,
with the parameterg ; )in D;1]1 (0;1]converging to(0;0). Then

(i) the limiting recursion relation

. P—
p— sin  EL,g X
COs EL. + —P——R¢ Re¢
E +
f2N ¢
Pp— P—  P_
= cos ELe Re E sih ELe (5.11)

holds for -almostall @ ;R;L)2 I C® D;LpaxF.
(ii) the lengths are -almost surely constant,, = L forall e 2 E.
(iii) the variablesfr .qg.,x are identically distributed -almost surely.

(iv) for Lebesgue-almostalt 2 1 there existt 2 D;1 )andM 2 ;1 ) such
thatforalle2 E

Pr—

S sin L
mR.=I and cos EL + —p——R., =M (5.12)
E

E -almost surely.

Proof. (i) The fact that the accumulation points obey the limitiegursion relation
whichisthe( ; )= (0;0) version of[[A3B) and{Z0), is a consequence of the general
principle proven inl[2, Prop. 4.1].

(i) This statement is implied by the pointwise convergehae , (Lo ( ;!) = L.

(i) The claim follows from the fact that all prelimit quaities are identically dis-
tributed.
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(iv) We fix e 2 E. Then Theoreri4l1 and Theor&€ml3.1 yield

Z
Ilim MR (OGE+1i; ; )adE =0 (5.13)
;‘OZI

I

Iim cos E+1 Le(; )
;10

I sjan+iL(-) 2

+ o ! RIGE+i; ; );a dE =0 (5.14)

e
E+1

foralla 2 (0;1=21 By [2, Lemma D.4] this implies that both random variable@i2)
are almost surely constant for Lebesgue-almostalt 1. Since they are identically
distributed for alle 2 E, the constants andM are independentef. t

. . p— p—
The explicit expressiol {1.4) showstheat  EL = E 6 0forallE 2 ..( 1)

Therefore,[[5.112) asserts that the-marginals of ® are supported on the intersection
of a line with a circle, that is, on at most two points. Next, si®w that this support
contains only one point which coincides with (0;E + 10;0).

Lemma 5.2.Assume the situation of Leminal5.1. Then for Lebesgue-adth@st I:

(i) there exists 2 C with In Osuchthatforalle 2 E
Re = E -almost surely. (5.15)
(ii) = R, (O;E + i0;0).
Proof. (i) By LemmalRl there exists 2 C with In 0 such that ther .-
marginal of ® is sypportedort *; gforall e 2 E. Suppose that* € . Then
the distribution of ., - R is supported on at least three points. This follows by

explicitly identifying three point and® 1) "+ in the support. But this
contradicts the limiting recursion relation {51 11) sinbert the distribution of the left
side is supported contains at least three points but thetdigon of the right side on at
most two points in its support.

(i) Equation [E1L) with substituted for alR ., andL. = L for all edgese, is
quadratic in . For Lebesgue almostal 2 _.( 1) this equation has a complex
non-real solution, and in this caB€g (0;E + i0;0) is its only solution in the upper half
plane. &

5.3. Section summanket us now note that the above lemmas imply the two theorems
stated in this section:

Proof of Theoreribl2.Lemmaghll and 3.2 jointly imply Theordmlb.2u

Proof of TheorerfiBl1. As is discussed ir]2], an application of Fatou’s lemma yseld

&) from[B2). &
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6. Extensions

6.1. More general vertex condition# variety of boundary conditions other thdn{]1.2)
lead to self-adjoint Laplacians on metric graphi_[7,12].txfse, the argument pre-
sented here can be readily extended to the class of symmé&rithese require at each
vertex:

1. for some fixed 2 p; 1the following is common to all the edgesadjacent to the
vertex

cos() +sh()n. r (6.1)

with n. r theoutwardderivative,
2. for some fixed 2 D; Ithe sums over all edges adjacent to the vertex satisfies

X X
cos( ) e shh() ne r = 0; (6.2)

e e

The symmetric class includes the Kirchhoff HC{1.2), forwthi = 0and = =2.

Our analysis extends to the general symmetric BC throughadioa which mixes
the function * and its derivative, where* is defined as below TheordmP.1 with the
present boundary conditions. We denote:

+ + e . T
€' x;zP) = ocot( ) x;jzP)+ — x;zP) = 7(}( Z:D); (6.3)
@x Bt x;2)

and correspondingly
B x;z) = oot( )+ RY x;2) ' : (6.4)

Under the above boundary conditions it is the funct®n;z ) which takes a com-
mon value among the forward edges of any vertex. The curi@mte expressed in
terms of the 'rotated’ quantities as

It &;zP) " x;zP) 2 mRY &;z) = € x;z29) 2 m B x;z): (6.5)

The argument, as it is outlined in Sectlonl2.3, applies warbaith * ;z9) and

R* (x;z) replaced by®* (x;z9) and®* (x;z). In this context the relevant Lyapunov
exponentis
" V4
pP_— © ©iz; ; P
e ) = E g K f—j) ; (6.6)
& ©Oizi ;i D)

wheref£ is an arbitrary edge forward to the edge emanating from tbé tbfollows

from (G3) that the above expression witi yields the same value as with , i.e.,
e ()= (z),the latter being defined bl {Z114).
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6.2. Tree graphs with decorationsBy gluing a copy of a finite metric grapa to
every vertex of the treg@ one obtains a metric graghC G which is refered to as a
decoratedree. The Laplacian ¢ is rendered self-adjoint by imposing, for exam-
ple, Kichhoff BC. Such decorations provide a mechanismterdreation of gaps in the
spectrum([200, 13].

The strategy presented here allows to establish the syedifithe AC spectrum under
random deformations of a (uniformly) decorated tree even Kfas loops. In deriving
the fluctuation bounds in this case, in the sum on the leftaid&I3) one may omit the
termsn R ; which correspond to directionsinto the decorating parts. These terms
vanish for reak since the finite grapb does not conduct current to infinity.

A. Appendix: More on the Weyl-Titchmarsh function on tree graphs

This appendix is devoted to the WT functiors on general metric tree grapls
presented in Definitioh2.1. We start by proving Theofenh 2 ivbich the definition
relies. Basic properties & are the topic of the second subsection. The third subsec-
tion deals with the Green function anand its relation to the WT functions.

A.1l. Uniqueness of square-integrable solutions on grapitis &vdangling end.We
will now give a proof of Theorei 21 1.

Proof. (i) Thatthere is at least one non identically vanishing fiorcin the kernel
of the operator .,z can be seen by elongating the dangling edge beyond

thereby creating a backward extensioh G . We set

&®iz)= ( oo z) ' &) (A1)

where’ is some non identically vanishing function compactly supga on the elon-
gation of the edge containingand . is aself-adjointLaplacian or: ° This func-
tion (A1) does not vanish identically an, since otherwise (bY{Al4) below) it would
be identically zero on the whole edge containingnd the support of .

Suppose now there is another solution which is linearly preebelent of ( ;z). Since
the solution space on the edge adjacent i® two dimensional, one can linearly com-
bine them to satisfy a self-adjoint BC (dfi_{lL.3))watThereby one produces an eigen-
function of a self-adjoint Laplacian  with eigenvaluez 2 c* . This contradicts the
self-adjointness.

(i) In fact, more generally for alk 2 G which disconnect the graph, we have that
oos( ) k;z) sh() °x;z) 6 Oforal 2 p; ). Otherwise one would have
found a square-integrable, non-trivial eigenfunctionwaigenvaluez 2 c* of a re-
striction of ., to functions on that disconnected piece, which does notagont
Since this Laplacian is rendered self-adjoint by imposiFi§C atx, this is a contradic-
tion.

(iii) Thisis an immediate consequenceRf{A.1x

A.2. Basic properties of the Weyl-Titchmarsh functioRellowing are some properties
of R* (x;z) which are of relevance in the main part of the paper. Similatesnents
apply tor , with proofs differing only in the notation.
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Theorem A.1. The WT functio®R * (x;z) has the following properties:
() R* x; ):¢ ! C* isanalytic for fixedx.
(i) Foreache2 Eandallz2 c™:

2 3
R (0; —; A.2
e Oz T mom T3 (A-2)

andR{ @Le;z)] 2Kp§j[1 exp ( 2L.Tn " 2)] ' due to@I0)

(i) Along any edge=the function obeys the Riccati equati@d). In particular its
values are related by Bbius transformations:

w1, o B Oz s P21 Pzan P A3
;2 = — — — .
© OOSIle+RJer O;zsjnyzl=yz

forall 12 p;L.landz2 C*.

(iv) Equipping the spac@., ;1 )* with the uniform topologys ; (0;z) is a con-
tinuous function ofL.gesg 2 Ll )E forallz2 Cc*.

Proof. (i) The first assertion follows from the analyticity of" x;z{) and of
its deriative (cf. Theoreriid.1). The Herglotz-Nevanlinmagerty is a consequence
of (Z12).

(i) Thisis an immediate consequenceof{A.6) and LerhimaipdH]ow.

(iii) This assertion follows from the fact that’ ( ;z9) 2 B D;L.]is a solution
of the free Schrodinger equation ® = z on the intervalp;L.]which, using the
boundary conditions at= 0, may be written as

sjn(pEl)

dizD) _ oos(pEl)+ R (0;z) —p=— (A.4)
Z

.\
s 0;z9)

forall 12 D;L.1

(iv) Suppose the metric treeis finite and has only generations, i.e., the number
of edges connecting any edge to the root is at miostn this case, the continuity of
R (0;z) follows from the explicit evolution equatiors{A.3) aldId). LemmdAlL(iii)
below showg thak o (0;z) may be uniformly approximated by its values on a finite tree
providedin = zis large enough. Henag, (0;z) is continuous for those 2 C* . Since
Ry (0;z) is analytic inz 2 C*, this implies continuity foral 2 c*. 1

Remark A.1. Another immediate consequence RI{]A.4) and its analog wigmd L.
interchanged, is the bound
| |
P R @ 'z)j. ' I Leizd) P— RY (O-z)j.
ZiLe 1+ ep .i’. e+ er e ZLe 1+ % _’
¥ e 0;z9) 3
(A.5)
which shows that * ( ;z) de- or increases at most exponentially on any eglge

e
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Instead of the WT functio® *, it is sometimes more convenient to consider its trans-
form o_
R" &;z) 1 z
R* (x;2)+ 1 z

m x;z) = (A.6)
which takes values in the complex unit disk. The evolutioritenedges takes a partic-
ularly simple form fom . In fact, from [A:3) and[[Z10) one obtains

|

Fa X 1+me052)
e2 Leme(Le;Z); and me Le;z)=g PN

me (©0;z) = i
.1 me@iz)
£2N ¢
(A.7)
whereg( ) = Ti The next lemma collects some facts which are used in the pfoo
TheorentAl.

LemmaA.l.Letz2 ¢c* andassumé&,., L,y > Oforalle2 E. Thenm ;z) has
the following properties:
() Itsatisfies:in. 0;z)3 exp ( 2L.Tm = 2).
(i) At the root the dependence on a particular vatue (L.;z) is uniformly expo-
nential in the sense that there exists a constaat 1 such that for allin = z
sufficiently large:

@m o (0;2)
@m e Le;2z)

M exp 2N meﬁan (A.8)

whereN is the number of vertices between the edtethe root.

(i) Let m g (0;z) andre, (0;z) correspond to metricptree graphs and € which
coincide up to thel th generation. Then for alin = z sufficiently large:

o 0;z) mo©;z)) 2KY "1 exp 2NLmjn]1an: (A.9)

Proof. (i) Thisis animmediate consequence of the first evolutiamegiqn [AT).

(i) Using the chain rule this can be traced back to a stréagivard differentiation
of the equationdTAl7). The edge and vertex terms are suba#lyibounded with the
help of (i).

(i) We expand the difference into a telescopic sunkof * ! differences and use
both (ii) and the fact that the valuesf( ;z) andre ( ;z) onthek*! leaves in the
N th generation differ at most by a complex number of modealust

A.3. The Green function on a tree grapAnalogously to one dimensionl[4,3], the
Green function of the Laplacian : on a metric tree graplr can be constructed
using two non-vanishing square-integrable functions.alet,fthe following lemma is

straightforward.

Lemma A.2. The Green functio ; (u;x;z) of the Laplacian ; can be expressed
as
o @;x;z37)
G ;X;2) = ; A.10
T (ixiz) W (*; )z ( )
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independently of, aslong ass 2 T \ T} .Here

i o~ izd) &jzy) for x2 T,
;x;z%) = wizy) * &izP) for x2 TF : (A.12)

+ A

andw (*; )= ‘t @ =@x @ *=@x is the Wronskian.

Remarks A.1. (i) The Wronskian is constant along any edgein. In particular,
this impliesthatw ( *; ) 6 0, since otherwise one could linarly combine to a
square-integrable solutionaf  z) = 0onthe whole tree.

(i) The right side of [AID) defines an integral kernel of tesolvent( . z) !
which is jointly continuous inw; x).
(i) Settingf, ( ;zj ) = ( ;zj )= (v;z3j ), wherev is any point on the same
edge as, the Green functiod{A0) can be rewritten in terms of WTdiions:
£~ E, WUix;iz)

Gr ;x;z) = R W+ R 2) : (A.12)

In particular, foru = x = v, we obtain[[Zb). Moreover, at the root, we obtain
G (0;0;z)= oot R* (0;2) 1; 6 0; (A.13)
becaus&k (0;z)= cot due tothe BCI(II3).

For a self-adjoint Sturm-Liouville, or more specificallg8ddinger operator on the
half-line, the WT function at the origin allows one to rectrast the spectral measure
and therefore contains all spectral informatibii{4,3]. &afly, this fails to hold for
operators on tree graphs. However, the AC spectrum of can still be detected by
the boundary value (£ * (0;z):

Theorem A.2.The AC spectrum . ( ) of the Laplacian on a rooted metric tree
graphT is concentrated on the set

E2R :0< mR, (GjE +i0)< 1 : (A.14)

Proof. Pick any edge= 2 E and let be a compactly supported function en A
straightforward but tedious computation usihg{A.12) shdkat for Lebesgue-almost
allE 2 R the AC density of the spectral measure associted withgiven by

D E
m W™ ;( ¢ E i)t

mmR. (O;E+i0)g )+ MR, (;E + 0)g" E)

- . i (A15)
Re (0;E + i0) + Re (0;E + :I.O)j?
for Lebesgue-almost every 2 R, where
g E) = ;Ref ;E 24 ;In £ ;E ? (A.16)

and £ ;E is the solution of the Schrodinger equation : E)f = 0, which
satisfies of, =dx 0;E = R, (0;E + i0) at every edgef and is normalized to
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£, 0;E = 1. By the current conservatioh{Z2]12) along each edge anddbiéiyity
and additivity of the current at each vertex, we have

mR. (O;E + 10) £, O;E T R, (0;E + i0) (A.17)

for Lebesgue-almost atl 2 Rr. Similarly, by tracing the current flow on the backward
tree emanating froraand usingin R, (0;E + i0) = 0, we obtain for Lebesgue-almost
alle 2 R

X 2
In R, (O;E + i0) = f; 0;E IR (O;E + i0) (A.18)
f

where the sum extends over all edges e, which have the same distance to the root
ase.

From the above considerations we conclude that for @ayd Lebesgue-almost all
E 2 Rif m R (0;E + 10) = Othenl. In R} (0;E + i0) = 0,and2. m R, (O;E +

i0) = 0. But this shows that,. ( 1) isindeed concentrated on the sefin(A.14}%
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