arXiv:2304.02486v1 [math-ph] 5 Apr 2023

WINDING NUMBER, DENSITY OF STATES AND ACCELERATION

XUEYIN WANG, ZHENFU WANG, JIANGONG YOU, AND QI ZHOU

Abstract. Winding number and density of states are two fundamental physical quantities for non-self-adjoint quasi-periodic Schrödinger operators, which reflect the asymptotic distribution of zeros of the characteristic determinants of the truncated operators under Dirichlet boundary condition, with respect to complexified phase and the energy respectively. We will prove that the winding number is in fact Avila’s acceleration and it is also closely related to the density of states by a generalized Thouless formula for non-self-adjoint Schrödinger operators and Avila’s global theory.

1. Introduction

We study the analytic quasi-periodic Schrödinger operators

pHψq_n “ ψ_{n`1} ` ψ_{n´1} ` vpx ` nαqψ_n “ Eψ_n, (1.1)

where x P T^d :“ R^d {p2πZq^d is the phase, v P C^ωpT^d, ˚q is the potential, α is the frequency with p1, αq rationally independent. Here ˚ denotes R or C , then (1.1) defines a self-adjoint or non-self-adjoint quasi-periodic Schrödinger operator (non-Hermitian quasi-crystals in physical literature) on ℓ^2pZq.

In the self-adjoint case, ever since the almost-periodic flu around the 1980s [42], due to its importance in physics [8, 46] and surprising spectral richness [2, 3, 5, 7, 13, 24, 31, 33], many breakthroughs have appeared in recent years (readers are invited to consult [32] and the reference therein for details). On the other hand, while Hermiticity lies at the heart of quantum mechanics, recent experimental advances in controlling dissipation have brought about unprecedented flexibility in engineering non-Hermitian Hamiltonians in open classical and quantum systems [27]; Non-Hermitian Hamiltonians exhibits rich phenomena without Hermitian counterparts [1, 10], while all of these phenomena can be exhibited in non-Hermitian quasi-crystals [40, 30]. In this paper, we are more interested in the non-self-adjoint case.

A fruitful way to study (1.1) is by method of quasi-periodic SLp2, C q cocycle. Recall that the eigenvalue equations Hψ “ Eψ are equivalent to a certain family of the discrete dynamical systems, so called Schrödinger cocycle pα, Aq P T^d ^ C^ωpT^d, SLp2, C qq, i.e., ^ ψ_{n`1} ψ_n ˙ “ Apx ` nαq ^ ψ_n ψ_{n´1} ˙ , where Apxq “ S_{E,v}pxq “ ^ E ´ vpxq ´1 1 0 ˙ . The celebrated Avila’s global theory gives a classification of one-frequency analytic quasiperiodic SLp2, C q cocycles by two dynamical invariants: Lyapunov exponent and acceleration. Let us introduce these two invariants: Lyapunov exponent is defined by

LpE, iyq :“ Lpα, Ap¨ ` iyqq :“ lim_{nÑ8} 1 p2πq^d ż T^d 1 n log }M_npx ` iyq}dx, 1

where M_n is the n-step transfer matrix given by

M_npx ` iyq “ Apx ` iy ` nαq ¨ ¨ ¨ Apx ` iy ` αq.

In the one-frequency case pd “ 1q, according to Avila’s global theory [2], Lyapunov exponent is a piecewise linear and convex function in y, and one can define the acceleration of pα, A_{iy} q :“ pα, Ap¨ ` iyqq as:

ω^˘pE, iyq :“ ω^˘pα, A_{iy} q :“ lim_{ϵÑ0˘} 1 ϵ pLpα, A_{ipy`ϵq}q ´ Lpα, A_{iy} qq, i.e. the right (left) derivatives of LpE, iyq with respect to y. The key observation of Avila is that the acceleration is quantized: ωpα, A_{iy} q P Z. This observation plays a fundamental role in his global theory [2].

On the other hand, in studying (1.1), no matter in the physical setting [1, 10, 27, 30, 39, 40] or in the mathematical setting [3, 4, 13, 23, 24, 26, 31, 33], a key object is the determinant of truncation with Dirichlet boundary condition

f_npx, Eq :“ detpH_npxq ´ Eq

:“ det

¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ vpx ` αq ´ E 1 0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 1 vpx ` 2αq ´ E 1 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 . . ... ... ... . . 0 . . ... ... 1 0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 1 vpx ` nαq ´ E

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ .

If v is complex, then in studying the distribution of the zeros of f_npx, Eq, two fundamental physical quantities appears, i.e. winding number and density of states. In this paper, we will prove that the winding number and the density of states are closely related and Avila’s acceleration establishes the bridge between them.

1.1. Winding number and topological phase transition. Let us introduce the first physical quantity called winding number [27, 39, 40]:

ν^˘pE, iyq “ lim_{ϵÑ0˘} lim_{nÑ8} ν_npE, ipy ` ϵqq,

where ν_npE, iyq “ ´1 2πin ż_{2π} 0 B Bx log detpH_npx ` iyq ´ Eqdx.

One can prove that the winding number is an integer, which represents the topological phase in one-dimensional non-Hermitian lattices. Therefore, topological phase transition of the non-Hermitian systems can be observed via detecting the variation of winding number [35].

Let us first explain the physical meaning of winding number. Let E_j px ` iyq, j “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n be the eigenvalues of H_npx ` iyq. Then detpH_npx ` iyq ´ Eq “ ś_n j“1pE_j px ` iyq ´ Eq implies that the winding number can be expressed as ν_npE, iyq “ 1 n nÿ j“1 ´1 2π ż_{2π} 0 B Bx argpE_j px ` iyq ´ Eqdx,

where argpE_j px ` iyq ´ Eq is the argument of the complex energy E_j px ` iyq ´ E. In this sense, a non-trivial winding number gives the number of times the complex eigenenergies encircle the base point E.

To make clearly the relation of winding number and acceleration, we consider the complex extension of (1.1):

pH_{v,y}ψq_n “ ψ_{n`1} ` ψ_{n´1} ` vpx ` iy ` nαqψ_n, (1.2)

and denote by Σ_{v,y} the spectrum of H_{v,y}. As explained in [27], the winding number ν^´pE, iyq “ ν^`pE, iyq if the base point E R Σ_{v,y}, i.e. pα, S_{E,v}q is uniformly hyperbolic^1. For E P Σ_{v,y} with positive Lyapunov exponent, we have

Theorem 1.1. For any pα, vq P RzQ ^ C^ωpT, C q, if LpE, iyq ą 0, then

ν^`pE, iyq “ ω^`pE, iyq, ν^´pE, iyq “ ω^´pE, iyq.

(1.3)

In particular, if E R Σ_{v,y}, then

ν^`pE, iyq “ ν^´pE, iyq “ ω^`pE, iyq “ ω^´pE, iyq.

Remark 1.1. (1.3) was first observed in [39], with a physics level of proof, here we provide a rigorous proof.

As we said, the significance of winding number indicates the topological phase transition in non-Hermitian Hamiltonian. For some models, the transition points can be exactly located. For example, consider the following simple but well-studied physical model [30, 39, 40]:

pH_{2λ cos,y}ψq_n “ ψ_{n`1} ` ψ_{n´1} ` 2λ cospx ` iy ` nαqψ_n, (1.4)

i.e. almost Mathieu operator with complex extension. Then we have the following:

Corollary 1.1. Let α P RzQ , λ P p0, 1q. Then ´ log λ is the topological transition point of (1.4). More precisely, we have the following:

(1) If 0 ă y ă ´ log λ, then ν^`pE, iyq “ ν^´pE, iyq “ 0 for any E R Σ_{2λ cos,0}. (2) If y ą ´ log λ, then there exists E R Σ_{2λ cos,0} with ν^`pE, iyq “ ν^´pE, iyq “ 1.

Remark 1.2. It was previously proved in [48] that if 0 ă y ă ´ log λ, then Σ_{2λ cos,0} “ Σ_{2λ cos,y}.

To analyze the topological transition for the general one-frequency analytic quasi-periodic Schrödinger operators, one can apply the quantitative global theory developed by Ge- Jitomirskaya-You-Zhou [20] to study the transition points.

Our second application concerns the distribution of zeros of detpH_npzq ´ Eq with respect to the phase z. As was first claimed by Goldstein-Schlag [23]: “In fact, these zeros turn out to be relatively uniformly distributed along certain circles.” Here, we exactly give the location of these circles. Denote by Apr_1, r_2q the annulus tz P C : r_1 ă |z| ă r_2u, then f_npE, zq is holomorphic in z on the annulus Ape^{´h}, e^hq if v is analytic on the strip T_h where T_h “ tx ` iy : x P T, y P p´h, hqu. Let Z_{fn} “ tz P C : f_npzq “ 0u, and denote the number of zeros (counted with multiplicities) by

N_npr_1, r_2q “ #tz P Z_{fn} : z P Apr_1, r_2qu.

Then we show the winding number actually counts the averaged number of zeros in the annulus:

1One may consult Proposition 2.1 for this.

Corollary 1.2. Let pα, vq P RzQ ^ C^ωpT_h, C q. Suppose LpE, iyq ą 0 for any y P ry_1, y_2s. Then we have (1) lim_{ϵÑ0`} lim_{nÑ8} 1 n N_npe^{´py2`ϵq}, e^{´py1 ´ϵq}q “ ν^`pE, iy_2q ´ ν^´pE, iy_1q. (1.5) Especially,

lim_{ϵÑ0`} lim_{nÑ8} 1 n N_npe^{´py`ϵq}, e^{´py´ϵq}q “ ν^`pE, iyq ´ ν^´pE, iyq.

(2) Furthermore, lim_{ϵÑ0`} lim_{nÑ8} 1 n N_npe^{´ϵ}, e^ϵq “ 2ν^`pE, i0q,

if v P C^ωpT, Rq, E P R with LpE, i0q ą 0. Indeed, simple calculation shows that

ν_npE, iy_2q ´ ν_npE, iy_1q “ 1 2πin ¿ |z|“e^{´y}1

f^1_npzq f_npzq dz´ 1 2πin ¿ |z|“e^{´y}2

f^1_npzq f_npzq dz

“ 1 n N_npe^{´y2} , e^{´y1} q` 1 2n #tz P Z_{fn} : z P BApe^{´y2} , e^{´y1} qu.

(1.6)

Then Corollary 1.2 follows immediately from (1.6) and Theorem 1.1.

Note, by Avila’s global theory [2], LpE, iyq is convex, piecewise linear in y, and we denote by tγ_j u the set of turning points. Corollary 1.2 implies that these so-called “certain circles” are concentric circles and the radii of the circles are just te^{´γj} u, see the diagram in Figure 1. Moreover, if v P C^ωpT, Rq, then by the symmetry of zeros the number of the concentric circles is odd when E P Σ_{v,y} and it is even when E P RzΣ_{v,y} .

1e^{´γ1} e^{´γ2}

y LpE, iyq γ_1γ_20

Figure 1. Location of the circles.

Remark 1.3. A prior to us, by developing potential theory on annulus, Han-Schlag [28] gave a quantitative estimates of (1.5) assuming α P SDC^2 : ˇ ˇ ˇ 1 n N_npe^{´py2 `ϵq}, e^{´py1´ϵq}q ´ ν^`pE, iy_2q ` ν^´pE, iy_1q ˇ ˇ ˇ ď Cϵ^{´2}n^{´c}.

2If there exists κ ą 0 and τ ą 1, such that

}kα}_T ě κ |k|plog |k|q^τ

, for all k ‰ 0.

1.2. Density of states and Thouless formula. Let us consider the second physical quantity: the density of states, which describes the limit distribution of the energy spectrum. For any x P T^d, the determinant f_npE, x ` iyq is a polynomial in E of degree n. Its roots E_j px ` iyq, j “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n are exactly the eigenvalues of the truncated operator H_npx ` iyq. Denote the normalized eigenvalues counting measure of H_npx ` iyq by

dN^{x`iy}_n “ 1 n nÿ j“1 δ_{Ej px`iyq}. Then the density of states measure is defined as the weak limit of dN^{x`iy}_n as n Ñ 8, which exists and is same for a full Lebesgue measure set of x P T^d, we denote it by dN^{iy}. In the self-adjoint case (v is real-valued and y “ 0), we denote it as dN .

In the early 1970s, for the one-dimensional Anderson model, Thouless [45] observed that (with a physical level proof) LpEq “ ż C log |Ẽ ´ E|dN pẼq,

which is known as Thouless formula in the literature. This formula relates a mathematical physics object, the density of states, and a dynamical systems object, the Lyapunov exponent of the Schrödinger cocycle, via Hilbert transform. In this paper, we extend the Thouless formula for the non-self-adjoint quasi-periodic Schrödinger operators. To state the result, we denote by dm the Lebesgue measure in complex plane C and

Z_{L,y} “ tE P C : LpE, iyq “ 0u.

Let T^d_h “ T_h ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ T_h be the product torus with analytic extension. Then we have the following:

Theorem 1.2. Let v P C^ωpT^d_h, C q, α P T^d with p1, αq rationally independent. Suppose that mpZ_{L,y}q “ 0. Then

(1) (Weak convergence) For a.e. x P T^d,

dN^{x`iy}_n á dN^{iy} :“ 1 2π ΔLpE, iyqdm, as n Ñ 8, where Δ is the distributional Laplacian with respect to E.

(2) (Thouless formula) For every E P C , LpE, iyq “ ż C log |Ẽ ´ E|dN^{iy}pẼq. (1.7)

Remark 1.4. The two-dimensional spectrum, i.e. mpZ_{L,y}q ą 0, does exist for some nonself-adjoint quasi-periodic Jacobi operators and the Thouless formula (1.7) does not hold in this case. See our forthcoming paper [47].

Let us first explain motivations for establishing the Thouless formula for non-self-adjoint operators.

First, in non-Hermitian physics, Thouless formula is important, since it provides an approximated expression of localization length (inverse of Lyapunov exponent) at complex spectrum [40, 16], i.e., for sufficiently large n LpE, iyq « 1 n nÿ j“1 log |E_j px ` iyq ´ E|, where E_j px ` iyq are eigenvalues of H_npx ` iyq.

The second motivation comes from the recent study of quantitative global theory of onefrequency Schrödinger operators [20], i.e. studying (1.2) by studying its dual operator pLuqpnq “ dÿ k“´d e^{´ky}v̂_ku_{n`k} ` 2 cospθ ` nαqu_n, n P Z.

The core analysis is reduced to establish the Thouless-type formula for (1.2) and dual operator simultaneously. In the self-adjoint case (i.e. y “ 0), it was studied by Haro-Puig [29], however their method can’t be generalized to the non-self-adjoint setting due to lack of spectral theorem.

Now let us back to the progress of Thouless formula. In the one-dimensional case, the first rigorous proof of the Thouless formula was given by Avron-Simon [9]. Later Craig-Simon [19] provided a simple proof by using subharmonicity of the Lyapunov exponent. In the multi-dimensional case, Craig-Simon [18] proved the Thouless formula for the Schrödinger operators with bounded ergodic stationary potential on a strip. In [36], Kotani-Simon proved the Thouless formula for the general bounded measurable ergodic Schrödinger operators on a strip. Finally, a more general version of the Thouless formula for the self-adjoint block Jacobi matrices with dynamically defined entries was obtained by Chapman-Stolz [17]. Thouless formula automatically implies the density of states measure is log-Hölder [19] continuous, which turns out to be optimal for self-adjoint quasi-periodic Schrödinger operator [6].

All the above results focus on the self-adjoint Schrödinger operators, i.e., the potential is real. If the potential of the Schrödinger operator is complex, as far as we know, the only existed result was due to Goldsheid-Khoruzhenko [22], where they assumed the potential is a complex i.i.d. random sequence.

1.3. Relationship, methods of the proof. Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 describe the distribution of zeros of detpH_npzq ´ Eq with respect to the phase z and the energy E. These two kinds of distribution are nicely related in the following formula:

Corollary 1.3. Let pα, vq P RzQ ^ C^ωpT_h, Rq. Suppose |y| ă h and LpE, i0q ą 0. Then ż_y 0 ν^`pE, iỹqdỹ ` LpE, i0q “ ż C log |Ẽ ´ E|dN^{iy}pẼq. (1.8)

One can view LpE, iyq as a function with two variables E and y. The L.H.S. of (1.8) is in fact the integral representation of LpE, iyq as a piecewise linear convex function in y, while the R.H.S. of (1.8) is in fact the Riesz representation of the LpE, iyq as a subharmonic function in E.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 are reduced to the following theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Let v P C^ωpT^d_h, C q, α P T^d with p1, αq rationally independent. Suppose that LpE, iyq ą 0. Then for a.e. x P T^d,

lim_{nÑ8} 1 n log |f_npE, x ` iyq| “ lim_{nÑ8} 1 p2πq^d ż T^d 1 n log |f_npE, x ` iyq|dx “ LpE, iyq. (1.9)

Before explaining more on Theorem 1.3, let us first comment on the main ideas of how to use Theorem 1.3 to prove Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2.

Concerning the winding number, one of our main motivations comes from [20], where they proved that besides convexity and piecewise linearity, LpE, iyq satisfies Jensen’s formula. Thus the zeros in Jensen’s formula should be related to the acceleration. It is more transparent by the following well-known Jensen’s formula [43] on the annulus: 1 2π ż_{2π} 0 log |gpr_2e^{ix}q|dx´ 1 2π ż_{2π} 0 log |gpr_1e^{ix}q|dx “ ÿ r_1ă|z_i|ăr_2 log r_2 |z_i|

` log r_2 r_1 1 2πi ¿ |z|“r_1

g^1pzq gpzq dz,

where g is holomorphic on Apr_1, r_2q and continuous on Apr_1, r_2q, and tz_iu are the zeros of g such that r_1 ă |z_i| ď r_2. Take g “ f_npE, x ` iyq, then Theorem 1.1 essentially follows from Theorem 1.3.

Turning to the density of states measure, let us first recall the key point for the proof of the Thouless formula in the self-adjoint case. In the self-adjoint case, Thouless formula follow from the fact that dN_n converges weakly to a limiting measure dN [9, 18, 19], which depends on functional calculus. However, in the non-self-adjoint case, this method fails due to the non-uniqueness of the spectral measure. To overcome this difficulty, we first prove (1.9), then prove the weak convergence of dN_n from (1.9). In fact, once (1.9) holds, then according to the subharmonicity of logarithmic potential, the convergence of dN_n is ensured by Widom lemma from potential theory. To apply the Widom lemma, the only technical barrier comes from the convergence of n^{´1} log |f_npE, xq| for all rationally independent α P T^d and for a.e. x P T^d and a.e. E P C , which is established by using Theorem 1.3 and Fubini theorem.

Finally, let us make a comment on Theorem 1.3. Usually, one can only anticipate

LpE, iyq “ lim_{nÑ8} 1 2|n| logp|f_npE, x ` iyq|^2 ` |f_{n´1}pE, x ` iyq|^2q, a.e. x P T^d. (1.10)

However, it is completely non-trivial to get (1.9) from (1.10). For v P C^ωpT^d, C q, Goldstein- Schlag [23] proved that (1.9) is true for the quasi-periodic shift x ÞÑ x ` α with α P SDC. If v is a trigonometric polynomial on T^d, they also proved (1.9) in [23] for the skew shift px, yq ÞÑ px ` y, y ` αq for a.e. α P T^{d´1}. Geng-Tao [21] proved (1.9) for Jacobi operators with Brjuno-Rüssmann frequency. We emphasize that “a.e.” in Theorem 1.3 can not be improved to “all” by a counter-example of Jitomirskaya-Liu [33]. We also mention in the random case, Goldsheid-Khoruzhenko [22] proved that if tv_nu is a sequence of complex i.i.d. random sequence, then

lim_{nÑ8} 1 n log |f_npEq| “ LpEq, with probability one.

Concerning the proof of Theorem 1.3, we will give more comments in Section 3.

2. Preliminary

Denote by C^ωpT^d, ˚q the set of all ˚-valued analytic functions (˚ will usually denote C ,

SLp2, C q and etc.). For any F P C^ωpT^d, ˚q, we let xF y :“ 1 p2πq^d ż T^d F pxqdx and define the

norm }F }_h :“ sup_{xPT}d_h }F pxq}, where } ¨ } denotes the usual matrix norm. For any k P Z^d, we define |k| “ |k_1| ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` |k_d|.

2.1. Quasi-periodic cocycle and uniform hyperbolicity. Given A P C^ωpT^d, SLp2, C qq and p1, αq rationally independent, one can define the quasi-periodic cocycle pα, Aq: pα, Aq : " T^d ^ C^2 Ñ T^d ^ C^2 , px, vq ÞÑ px ` α, Apxq ¨ vq. We say that pα, Aq is uniformly hyperbolic if there exist continuous functions u, s : T^d Ñ PC^2, called the unstable and stable directions, and n ě 1 such that

(1) for every x P T^d we have Apxq ¨ upxq “ upx ` αq and Apxq ¨ spxq “ spx ` αq, (2) for every unit vector w P spxq we have }A_npxq ¨ w} ă 1, (3) for every unit vector w P upxq we have }A_npxq ¨ w} ą 1.

It is clear that if pα, Aq is uniformly hyperbolic then Lpα, Aq ą 0. From now on, pα, Aq P UH means pα, Aq is uniformly hyperbolic.

2.2. Schrödinger operators and Schrödinger cocycles. We consider the following complex-valued quasi-periodic Schrödinger operators:

pHpxqψq_n “ ψ_{n`1} ` ψ_{n´1} ` vpx ` nαqψ_n, n P Z.

Given the initial data pψ_1, ψ_0q^T, the solution of the difference equation Hpxqψ “ Eψ for n ą 0 can be expressed in the form ^ ψ_{n`1} ψ_n ˙ “ M_npE, xq ^ ψ_1 ψ_0 ˙ , where M_npE, xq “ 1ź k“n S_{E,v}px ` kαq with S_{E,v}pxq “ ^ E ´ vpxq ´1 1 0 ˙ . We call pα, S_{E,v}q the Schrödinger cocycle. The matrix M_npxq is called the n-step transfer matrix. Denote f_npE, xq :“ detpR_{r1,ns}pHpxq ´ EqR_{r1,ns}q, where R_Λ denoting the restriction operator to Λ Ă Z. Then the n-step transfer matrix can be written as M_npE, xq “ ^ f_npE, xq ´f_{n´1}pE, x ` αq f_{n´1}pE, xq ´f_{n´2}pE, x ` αq ˙ . The spectrum, denote by Σ_x, of Hpxq is closely related with the dynamical behavior of the Schrödinger cocycle pα, S_{E,v}q. In the self-adjoint case, i.e. the potential v is real-valued, then by the well-known result of Johnson [34], E R Σ_x if and only if pα, S_{E,v}q P UH. The following result extends Johnson’s result [34] to the non-self-adjoint case.

Proposition 2.1. [20] Suppose that v : T^d Ñ C a complex-valued continuous function, then there is some Σ Ă C such that Σ_x “ Σ for all x P T^d. Moreover, E R Σ if and only if pα, S_{E,v}q P UH. 2.3. Global theory of one-frequency quasi-periodic cocycles.

Definition 2.1. We say that pα, Aq P RzQ ^C^ω pT, SLp2, C qq is regular if Lpα, A_{iy} q is affine for y in a neighborhood of 0.

Let us recall the following two fundamental results in Avila’s global theory of onefrequency quasi-periodic SLp2, C q cocycles.

Theorem 2.1. [2] Let pα, Aq P RzQ ^ C^ωpT, SLp2, C qq. Suppose that LpEq ą 0. Then Lpα, Aq is regular if and only if pα, Aq P UH.

Theorem 2.2. [2] For any pα, Aq P RzQ ^ C^ωpT, SLp2, C qq, there exists h^1 ą 0 such that either

(1) Lpα, A_{iy} q “ 0 pand ω^`pα, A_{iy} q “ 0q for every 0 ă y ă h^1, or (2) pα, A_{iy} q is uniformly hyperbolic for every 0 ă y ă h^1.

2.4. Some facts on subharmonic functions. Subharmonic functions play a crucial role in potential theory. We collect some of the basic properties of subharmonic functions.

Lemma 2.1 (Riesz decomposition theorem [23]). Let u : Ω Ñ R be a subharmonic function on a domain Ω Ă C . Suppose that BΩ consists of finitely many piecewise C^1 curves. There exists a positive measure μ on Ω such that for any Ω_1 Ť Ω(i.e. Ω_1 is a compactly contained subregion of Ω), upzq “ ż Ω_1

log |z ´ ζ|dμpζq ` gpzq, (2.1)

where g is harmonic on Ω_1 and μ is unique with this property. Moreover, for any Ω_2 Ť Ω_1, μ and g satisfy the bounds

μpΩ_1q ď CpΩ, Ω_1q ^ sup_Ω u ´ sup_{Ω1} u ˙ , › ›g ´ sup

Ω_1 u › › L^8pΩ_2q

ď CpΩ, Ω_1, Ω_2q ^ sup_Ω u ´ sup_{Ω1} u ˙ . Definition 2.2. Suppose that u : Ω_1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ Ω_d Ñ R Y t´8u is continuous. Then u is said to be separately subharmonic, if for any 1 ď j ď d and z_k P Ω_k for k ‰ j the function z ÞÑ upz_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , z_{k´1}, z, z_{k`1}, ¨ ¨ ¨ , z_dq is subharmonic in z P Ω_j.

We recall the definition of Cartan’s sets and the definition is motivated by the following Cartan’s estimate of analytic function with several variables.

Definition 2.3 (Cartan’s set [23]). Let H " 1. For any arbitrary subset B Ă D pz_0 , 1q Ă C , we say B P Car_1pH, Jq if B Ă Y^{j0}_{j“1}D pz_j , r_j q with j_0 ă J and ř j r_j ă e^{´H} . Here D pz, rq means the complex disk center at z with radius r. If d is a positive integer greater than one and B Ă ś_d j“1 D pz_{j,0} , 1q Ă C^d then one can define inductively that B P Car_dpH, Jq if for any 1 ď j ď d there exists B_j Ă D pz_{j,0} , 1q Ă C , B_j P Car_1pH, Jq so that B^{pjq}_z P Car_{d´1}pH, Jq for any z P C zB_j , here B^{pjq}_z “ tpz_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , z_dq P B : z_j “ zu.

Lemma 2.2 (Cartan’s estimate [24]). Let φpz_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , z_dq be an analytic function defined in a polydisk P “ ś_d j“1 D pz_{j,0} , 1q with z_{j,0} P C . Let M ě sup_{zPP} log |φpzq|, m ď log |φpz_0q|, z_0 “ pz_{1,0}, ¨ ¨ ¨ , z_{d,0}q. Given H " 1, there exists a set B Ă P, B P Car_dpH^{1{d}, Jq, J “ C_dHpM ´ mq, such that log |φpzq| ą M ´ C_dHpM ´ mq for any z P ś_d

j“1 D pz_{j,0} , 1{6qzB.

Remark 2.1. The radius 1{6 in Lemma 2.2 was chosen to allow the use of Theorem 4 in [38] as stated. However, it is straightforward to obtain the following stronger statement: Given γ P p0, 1q, the lower bound is valid for all z P ś_d j“1 D pz_{j,0} , 1 ´ γq. The influence of γ is only felt in the constants C_d and thus C_d should be replaced by C_{d,γ} .

The definition of the Cartan’s sets give implicit information about their measures.

Lemma 2.3. [26] If B P Car_dpH, Jq then we have mespB X R^d q ď Cpdqe^{´H} .

3. Large deviation theorem In this section, we are going to prove a large deviation theorem for the entries of the transfer matrix for the fixed rationally independent frequency. To simplify the notation we suppress the dependence on E sometimes. We define L_npE, x ` iyq “ 1 n log }M_npx ` iyq} and L_npE, iyq “ 1 p2πq^d ż T^d L_npE, x ` iyqdx. In what follows, the dependence on E, y is locally uniform, and all the constants that depend on v will only depend on the norm of v in various complexified torus. The main result of this section is the following.

Theorem 3.1. Let d P N^` , h^1 P p0, hq, v P C^ωpT^d_h, C q, E P C , y P R^d with |y_j| ă h^1p1 ď j ď dq. Assume LpE, iyq ą γ ą 0. Then there exist l_0 “ l_0pE, v, γ, h, h^1 , dq, σ_1 “ σ_1pdq, C_1 “ C_1pE, v, h, h^1, dq, K_1 “ K_1pE, v, γ, h, h^1 , dq such that the following hold.

(1) For any l ě l_0 and 1 ď p ă 8, there exists C_2 “ C_2pE, v, h, h^1, d, pq such that } log |f_lp¨ ` iyq|}_Lp_{pT}d_q ď C_2l.

(2) Let K ą K_1 and assume α P T^d with }xk, αy}_T ą δ for all 0 ă |k| ă K.

Then for any n ą Kδ^{´1},

mestx P T^d : | 1 n log |f_npE, x ` iyq| ´ L_npE, iyq| ą K^{´σ1} u ă e^{´C1Kσ1} . (3.1)

(3) Moreover, if n ą K^2δ^{´1}, ˇ ˇ 1 p2πq^d ż T^d 1 n log |f_npE, x ` iyq|dx ´ LpE, iyq ˇ ˇ ă C_1K^{´σ}1 .

As direct consequence of Theorem 3.1, we can finish the proof of Theorem 1.3: Proof of Theorem 1.3: Fix E P C and y P R^d with |y_j | ă hp1 ď j ď dq such that LpE, iyq ą 0. Denote by Θ_K the set in the R.H.S. of (3.1). By Theorem 3.1(2), we have ř_8

K“1 mespΘ_K q ă 8. Thus by Borel-Cantelli Lemma, mesplim sup_{KÑ8} Θ_K q “ 0. Moreover if n ą Kδ^{´1}, we have δ Ñ 0 and n Ñ 8 as K Ñ 8. Therefore there exists a full measure set Θ “ T^dz lim sup Θ_K depending on E and y such that for any x P Θ,

lim_{KÑ8} 1 n log |f_npE, x ` iyq| “ lim_{nÑ8} 1 n log |f_npE, x ` iyq| “ LpE, iyq.

Combining the above with Theorem 3.1(3) proves the Theorem 1.3. □

Before giving its full proof of Theorem 3.1, we first review previous results. If α P SDC, Goldstein-Schlag [23] proved that } log |f_l|}_Lp À l^{1`ε} for any ε ą 0. Later, Tao-Voda [44] improved the bound to } log |f_l|}_Lp À l. So Theorem 3.1(1) extends this L^p estimate to rationally independent frequency. This fact will be crucial to establish the large deviation theorem of the determinant for rationally independent frequency.

Let us recall the large deviation theorem by Bourgain [12] where α P T^d satisfies a certain restricted Diophantine condition assumed in Theorem 3.1(2).

Theorem 3.2. [12] Let d P N^` , h ą 0, v P C^ωpT^d_h, C q, E P C . Assume α P T^d with

}xk, αy}_T ą δ for all 0 ă |k| ă K.

Moreover, suppose that n ą Kδ^{´1}.

There exist σ_2 “ σ_2pdq and C_3 “ C_3pE, v, h, dq such that

mestx P T^d : |L_npE, xq ´ L_npEq| ą C_3K^{´σ2} u ă e^{´C3Kσ2} .

Moreover, the large deviation theorem is valid in the complex region T^d_h1 via replacing M_npxq by M_npx ` iyq since its proof only involves the subharmonicity. More precisely, we have the following:

Corollary 3.1. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 3.2, for any h^1 P p0, hq there exist σ_3 “ σ_3pdq and C_4 “ C_4pE, v, h, h^1 , dq such that for any |y| ă h^1p1 ď j ď dq,

mestx P T^d : |L_npE, x ` iyq ´ L_npE, iyq| ą C_4K^{´σ3} u ă e^{´C4Kσ3} .

The large deviation theorem was first established by Bourgain-Goldstein [13] for v P C^ωpT^d, Rq, assuming α is Diophantine. For any rationally independent frequency, and d “ 1, the result was previously proved by Bourgain-Jitomirskaya [15]. For d ą 1, Powell [41] extended [12] to the analytic Mp2, C q-valued cocycles. However, giving a large deviation theorem for the first entry instead of the norm of M_n is more challenging. This was first done by Goldstein-Schlag [23], who proved that for α P SDC, in the regime of positive Lyapunov exponent, the large deviations estimate extends to the entries of the transfer matrix, i.e., for any sufficiently large n,

mestx P T^d : | log |f_npxq| ´ nL_npEq| ą n^{´c}u ă e^{´nc} .

Thus, compare to [12, 15, 41], Theorem 3.1(2) generalizes the large deviation theorem from the transfer matrix to its first entry. And compare to [23], Theorem 3.1(2) remove the assumption of α P SDC so that it works for all α P T^d rationally independent.

3.1. Proof of Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1(1). The main difficulty is estimating the measure of x P T^d that makes f_lpx ` iyq close to zero. Thus the Łojasiewicz-type estimate will help us.

The following Lemma 3.1 proved by Goldstein-Schlag in [23] relates the supremum of a separately subharmonic function over T^d_h to that over T^d, which is used to establish the Łojasiewicz-type estimate, see the following (3.4).

Lemma 3.1. [23] Let upz_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , z_dq be a separately subharmonic function on T^d_h satisfying sup_{zPT}d_h upzq ď M. There exist C_d, C_{h,d} such that, if for some ϱ P p0, 1q and some S ą 0,

mestx P T^d : upxq ă ´Su ą ϱ, then we have sup_{xPTd} upxq ď C_{h,d}M´ S C_{h,d} log^dpC_d{ϱq . To shortern the notation, we define a constant C_‹ “ C_‹pE, v, h, h^1 , dq by a C_‹ :“ maxtC_4, 4pd ` 1qC^v_E , C^2_{h´h}1_{,d}C^v_E plog C_dq^du, (3.2) where C_d and C_{h´h}1_{,d} are defined in Lemma 3.1, and C^v_E :“ logp|E| ` }v}_h ` 2q.

It is obviously that for any E P C , sup_{xPTd} L_npE, x ` iyq ď C^v_E . (3.3) Let us show that there exists constant l_0 such for any K ě 1 and l ě l_0, mestx P T^d : |f_lpx ` iyq| ď e^{´C‹Kl}u ď e^{´K 1d} . (3.4) Assume that the statement (3.4) fails for some l and K. Since upxq :“ log |f_lpx ` iyq| is a separately subharmonic function on T^d_{h´h}1 , we apply Lemma 3.1 to upxq with M “ C^v_E l, S “ C_‹Kl, ϱ “ e^{´K 1d} .

Then by Lemma 3.1 and the choice of C_‹ in (3.2), one can get that sup_{xPTd} upxq ď C_{h´h}1_{,d}M´ S C_{h´h}1_{,d} log^dpC_d{ϱq ď ^ C_{h´h}1_{,d}C^v_E´

C_‹ C_{h´h}1_{,d}plog C_dq^d ˙ l ď´ a C_‹l, which means sup_Td |f_lpx ` iyq| ď expp´ ? C_‹lq. Recall that det M_lpx ` iyq “ 1 with M_lpx ` iyq “ ^ f_lpx ` iyq ´f_{l´1}px ` iy ` αq f_{l´1}px ` iyq ´f_{l´2}px ` iy ` αq ˙ . By (3.3), we have sup_{xPT}d log |f_lpx ` iyq| ď C^v_El, thus sup_{xPTd} |f_{l´1}px ` iyq ¨ f_{l´1}px ` iy ` αq ´ 1| ď expp´ a C_‹l{2q,

where we use ? C_‹ ě 4pd ` 1qC^v_E .

To obtain the contradiction, we use the following result.

Lemma 3.2. [23] Suppose that f P C^1pT^d, C q satisfies |f| ` |∇f| ď H for some H ě 1. Let 0 ă ϵ ă H^{´2pd`1q} and assume that sup_{xPTd} |fpxqfpx ` αq ´ 1| ď ϵ.

Then there exists a constant C_5 “ C_5pdq such that

sup_{xPTd} |fpxq^2 ´ 1| ď C_5 ´ ϵH^{2pd`1q}

¯ 1_{2`d} .

Now we apply Lemma 3.2 to f_{l´1}p¨ ` iyq with

H “ exppC^v_E lq, ϵ “ expp´ a C_‹l{2q

to conclude that sup_{xPT}d |f_{l´1}px ` iyq| ď 2 for the sufficiently large l. Thus the iteration of

f_lpx ` iyq “ pE ´ vpx ` iy ` lαqq ¨ f_{l´1}px ` iyq ´ f_{l´2}px ` iyq

implies that sup_{xPT}d |f_{l´2}px ` iyq| ď 1 ` 2p|E| ` }v}_hq, and thus

sup_{xPTd} }M_lpx ` iyq} ď 6 ` 2p|E| ` }v}_hq.

However, it contradicts to the assumption that LpE, iyq ą γ. This proves (3.4).

With the help of (3.4) one can finish the proof. We decompose T^d “ pY_{Kě0}Q_K pyqqYQpyq, where Qpyq “ tx P T^d : |f_lpx ` iyq| ą 1u, Q_K pyq “ tx P T^d : e^{´C‹pK`1ql} ă |f_lpx ` iyq| ď e^{´C‹Kl}u.

If x P Qpyq, then ^ 1 p2πq^d ż Q ˇ ˇ log |flpx ` iyq| ˇ ˇ^pdx

˙_{1{p} ď log }f_lp¨ ` iyq}_8 ď C^v_El. (3.5)

If x P Q_K pyq with K ě 1, by (3.4), we have mespQ_K pyqq ď e^{´K 1d} . By calculation, ÿ Kě0 1 p2πq^d ż Q_K ˇ ˇ log |f_lpx ` iyq| ˇ ˇ^pdx ď pC_‹lq_p ` ÿ Ką0 e^{´K 1d} pC_‹pK ` 1qlq^p. (3.6)

Hence we finish the proof of Theorem 3.1(1) by combining p3.5q with p3.6q and letting

C_2 :“ C^v_E ` C_‹ ` C_‹ ` ÿ Ką0 e^{´K 1d} pK ` 1q^p

˘ 1_p . □ Proof of Theorem 3.1(2). To obtain Theorem 3.1(2), we need to estimate the uniform upper bound and the average lower bound of log |f_np¨`iyq| respectively. The following Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 3.2 provide what we need and we will first use these two propositions, and postpone the proofs to subsection 3.2 and subsection 3.3.

Proposition 3.1. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 3.2, let h^1 P p0, hq and y P R^d with |y_j| ă h^1p1 ď j ď dq. There exist constants σ_4 “ σ_4pdq, C_6 “ C_6pE, v, h, h^1, dq, K_2 “ K_2pE, v, h, h^1 , dq such that for any K ą K_2, we have sup_{xPTd} 1 n log }M_npx ` iyq} ď L_npE, iyq ` C_6K^{´σ4} .

Proposition 3.2. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 3.2, let h^1 P p0, hq and y P R^d with |y_j| ă h^1p1 ď j ď dq. Assume LpE, iyq ą γ ą 0. There exist constants σ_5 “ σ_5pdq, C_7 “ C_7pE, v, h, h^1, dq, K_3 “ K_3pE, v, γ, h, h^1 , dq such that for any K ą K_3, we have 1 p2πq^d ż T^d 1 n log |f_npx ` iyq|dx ą L_npE, iyq ´ C_7K^{´σ5} .

Now we prove Theorem 3.1(2). For simplicity, we shall set d “ 2. Fix |y_1| ă h^1, |y_2| ă h^1 and let upx_1, x_2q “ 1 n log |f_npx_1 ` iy_1, x_2 ` iy_2q|. It follows from Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 3.2 that for any K ą maxtK_2, K_3u, # xuy ą L_npE, iyq ´ C_7K^{´σ5} , sup_T2 u ă L_npE, iyq ` C_6K^{´σ4} .

To use tools from one-variable subharmonic functions, we let vpx_1q “ 1 2π ż T upx_1, x_2qdx_2 and choose σ_6 “ mintσ_4, σ_5u. Then we have # xvy ą L_npE, iyq ´ C_7K^{´σ6} , sup_T v ă L_npE, iyq ` C_6K^{´σ6} .

Denote P “ tx_1 P T : vpx_1q ą xvyu. Then by using ż T pv ´ xvyqdx_1 “ 0, we have

}v ´ xvy}_L1_{pTq} “ 1 2π ż P |v ´ xvy|dx_1` 1 2π ż TzP |v ´ xvy|dx_1 ď ż P |v ´ xvy|dx_1 ď sup_{x1PT} vpx_1q ´ xvy ă pC_6 ` C_7qK^{´σ6} .

(3.7)

To apply the John-Nirenberg inequality, we need to use the following lemma to control the BMO norm of subharmonic functions.

Lemma 3.3. [14] Suppose that φ is subharmonic on T_h and has Riesz decomposition as (2.1) on T_{h{2} with μpT_{h{2}q ` }g}_L8_{pTh{4q} ă 8. (3.8) Then }φ}_{BMOpTq} ď C_h}φ ´ xφy}^{1{2}_{L1pTq}, where }φ}_{BMOpTq} :“ sup_{IĂT} 1 |I| ż I |φ ´ xφy_I |dx, with xφy_I “ 1 |I| ż I φpxqdx. Remark 3.1. Lemma 3.3 was proved essentially in [14] named by “BMO splitting lemma” under the assumption of boundedness of the subharmonic function. However, all that was used in the proof of that lemma was assuming (3.8).

Now we check v satisfying the conditions in Lemma 3.3. Since v is subharmonic on T_{h´h}1 , by Lemma 2.1, one can decompose vpzq “ ż T_{ph´h}1_{q{2}

log |z ´ ζ|dμpζq ` gpzq,

with the estimate μpT_{ph´h}1_{q{2}q ` }g}_L8_{pTph´h1q{4q} ď C_8ph, h^1qp2 sup_{zPT} h´h1 vpzq ´ xvyq. Hence by Lemma 3.3 and (3.7), there exists constant C_9 “ C_9pE, v, h, h^1, dq such that for any K ą maxtK_2, K_3u, }v}_{BMOpTq} ď C_{h´h}1 }v ´ xvy}^{1{2}_{L1pTq} ď C_9K^{´ σ62} . (3.9)

Recall the John-Nirenberg inequality that for any f P BMOpTq there exist constants Č, č ą 0 (independent of f) such that

mestx P T : |f ´ xfy| ą εu ă Če^{´č ε}f }}BMO . Combining (3.9) with John-Nirenberg inequality gives

mestx P T : |v ´ xvy| ą K^{´ σ64} u ă Če^{´C10K} σ6 4 (3.10) for some constant C_{10} “ C_{10}pE, v, h, h^1, dq.

Let V “ tx_1 P T : vpx_1q ą L_npE, iyq ´ K^{´ σ6}4 u. Then mespTzVq ă Č expp´C_{10}K^{σ6}4 q according to (3.10). To study the second variable of upx_1, x_2q, we fix some x_1 P V and let wpx_2q “ upx_1, x_2q. Then there exists K_4 “ K_4pE, v, γ, h, h^1 , dq such that for any K ą K_4, # xwy ą L_npE, iyq ´ K^{´ σ6}4 , sup_T w ă L_npE, iyq ` C_6K^{´σ6} ă L_npE, iyq ` K^{´ σ6}4 .

As similar as (3.7), one can use Lemma 2.1, Lemma 3.3 and John-Nirenberg inequality again to get that for any x_1 P V,

mestx_2 P T : |w ´ xwy| ą K^{´ σ616} u ă Če^{´C11 K} σ6 16 for some constant C_{11} “ C_{11}pE, v, h, h^1, dq.

Denote R_{x1} “ tx_2 P T : |w ´ xwy| ą K^{´ σ6}16 u and let K_5 “ maxtK_2, K_3, K_4u, σ_7 “^{σ6}_{16} . Denote by Θ_K the set in (3.1). Then by Fubini theorem, there exists C_{12} “ C_{12}pE, v, h, h^1, dq such that

mespΘ_K q “ 1 p2πq^2 ^ ż V mespR_{x1} qdx_1` ż TzV mespR_{x1} qdx_1 ˙ ă e^{´C12Kσ7} .

For the general case of d ě 2, one can choose σ_7 “ 4^{´d}σ_6. This proves Theorem 3.1(2). □ Proof of Theorem 3.1(3). We will use the convergence result of Lyapunov exponent [12]. Proposition 3.3 ([12]). Let d P N^` , v P C^ωpT^d_h, C q, E P C . Assume α P T^d with }xk, αy}_T ą δ for all 0 ă |k| ă K. Moreover, suppose n ą K^2δ^{´1}. h ą K^{´σ8} , where σ_8 “ σ_8pdq. Then |LpEq ´ L_npEq| ă K^{´σ8} .

It follows from Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 3.2 that for any K ą K_5,

´C_7K^{´σ6} ď 1 p2πq^d ż T^d 1 n log |f_npx ` iyq|dx ´ L_npE, iyq ď C_6K^{´σ6} .

Let C_1 “ 2 maxtC_6, C_7, C_{12}u and σ_1 “ mint^{σ7}_2 , σ_8u. We choose K_1 ą K_5 sufficiently large such that for K ą K_1, h ´ h^1 ą K^{´σ8} and e^{´C12Kσ7} ă e^{´C1Kσ1} .

Then by Proposition 3.3, ˇ ˇ 1 p2πq^d ż T^d 1 n log |f_npx ` iyq|dx ´ LpE, iyq ˇ ˇ ď maxtC_6, C_7uK^{´σ}6 ` K^{´σ}8 ď C_1K^{´σ}1 .

This proves Theorem 3.1(3). □

3.2. Proof of Proposition 3.1. The main idea of the proof is using the large deviation theorem of the transfer matrix and the submean value property of separately subharmonic function on T^d_h to give the explicit estimate for the dynamics of the base, so that we can get the uniform upper bound of the log }M_npx ` iyq}, so does log |f_npx ` iyq|.

To obtain the large deviation theorem for |L_npx ` iyq ´ L_n|, we need to compare L_npiyq and L_n. The following lemma claims that L_npiyq is in fact Lipschitz continuous with respect to y provided that |y| is sufficiently small.

Lemma 3.4. [25] Let d P N^` , v P C^ωpT^d_h, C q, E P C . Assume α P T^d, then there exists C_{13} “ C_{13}pE, v, hq such that

|L_npE, iyq ´ L_npEq| ď C_{13} dÿ j“1 |y_j|, for any |y_j| ď h.

Now we finish the proof of Proposition 3.1. By Corollary 3.1 and Lemma 3.4, we have

mestx P T^d : | 1 n log }M_npx ` iy ` iỹq} ´ L_npiyq| ą 2C_4K^{´σ3} u ă e^{´C4Kσ3} (3.11) provided that for every 1 ď j ď d,

|ỹ_j| ď r :“

C_4d^{´1}K^{´σ3} C_{13}pE, v, h ´ h^1q . Due to the submean value property for the separately subharmonic function, for any x “ px_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , x_dq, the following holds

log }M_npx ` iyq} ď 1 pπr^2q^d ż D^d log }M_npξ ` iy ` iỹq}dξdỹ,

where D^d “ ś_d j“1 D px_j , rq. Denote by B_ỹ Ă T^d the set in (3.11). Let B “ tpξ, ỹq P T^d ^ p´r, rq^d : ξ P B_ỹu.

It follows from (3.11) that mespBq ď mespB_ỹq ď e^{´C4Kσ3} . On the one hand, 1 pπr^2q^d ż D^d zB 1 n log }M_npξ ` iy ` iỹq}dξdỹ ď L_npiyq ` 2C_4K^{´σ3} . (3.12)

On the other hand, by the definition of C^v_E , for sufficiently large K, 1 pπr^2q^d ż D^d XB 1 n log }M_npξ ` iy ` iỹq}dξdỹ ď C^v_E pπr^2q^{´d}mespBq

ď e^{´ C42 Kσ3} .

(3.13)

The proof is completed by (3.12) and (3.13) and letting C_6 “ 3C_4, σ_4 “ σ_3. □ 3.3. Proof of Proposition 3.2. Now we shall study the average lower bound of log |f_np¨` iyq|. The following lemma provides the estimate over three determinants, and its proof is slightly modified versions of [23]. We give the proof in Appendix A. In what follows we will show how to use it to obtain the average lower bound for a single determinant. Lemma 3.5. Suppose that l_0 ď j_1 ď j_1 ` l_0 ď j_2 ď K^{1´σ3}2 . Let F_K :“ tx P T^d : |f_npx ` iyq| ` |f_npT^{j1} x ` iyq| ` |f_npT^{j2} x ` iyq| ď e^{nLnpiyq´5C‹ nK´σ3} u.

Then there exist σ_9 “ σ_9pdq and K_6 “ K_6pE, v, γ, h, h^1 , dq such that for any K ě K_6, mespF_K q ď e^{´Kσ9} .

We are going to finish the proof of Proposition 3.2. Let G_K be the set of x P T^d such that for any |j| ď K^{1´σ3}2 , |L_npx ` iy ` jαq ´ L_npiyq| ă C_4K^{´σ3} .

By Corollary 3.1 we have mespT^dzG_K q ď Ke^{´C4Kσ3} . For any j_1, j_2, j_3 with 0 ď j_1 ď j_1 ` l_0 ď j_2 ď j_2 ` l_0 ď j_3 ď K^{1´σ32} , we define Ω_K be the set of x P G_K such that min j_1,j_2,j_3 ^ |f_npT^{j1} x ` iyq| ` |f_npT^{j2} x ` iyq| ` |f_npT^{j3} x ` iyq| ˙

ą e^{nLnpiyq´5C‹ nK´σ3} . Then by Lemma 3.5, for K ą K_6, mespT^dzΩ_K q ď Ke^{´Kσ9} . (3.14) Let upxq “^1_n log |f_npx ` iyq| and choose R “ rK^{1´σ3}2 {l_0s. To apply Cartan’s estimate to f_np¨ ` iyq, we choose x_0 P T^d such that xuyn ď log |f_npx_0 ` iyq|. By Lemma 2.2, Remark 2.1 and Lemma 2.3, we can choose M “ C^v_E n, m “ xuyn, H “ K^{1´σ34} .

Then there exists C_{14} “ C_{14}pE, v, h, h^1 , dq such that inf 1ďkďR upT^{kl0} xq ą C^v_E ´ C_{d,h´h}1 K^{1´σ34} pC^v_E ´ xuyq ą ´C_{14}K^{1´σ34} (3.15) except a set R_K Ă T^d of measure mespR_K q ď CpdqK^{1´σ32} e^{´K}

1´σ3 4d . Rewrite

xuy “ 1 p2πq^d ^ ż Ω_K ` ż T^dzΩ_K ˙ 1 R Rÿ k“1 upT^{kl0} xqdx “: pIq ` pIIq. By the definition of Ω_K , there exist at most two terms of upT^{kl0} xq for 1 ď k ď R that does not obey upT^{kl0} xq ą L_npiyq ´ 5C_‹K^{´σ3} , thus

pIq ě 1 p2πq^d ż Ω_K

R ´ 2 R pL_npiyq ´ 5C_‹K^{´σ3} qdx` 1 p2πq^d ż Ω_K 2 R inf 1ďkďR upT^{kl0} xqdx “: pIIIq ` pIV q. By (3.14) and the choice of R, if we choose σ_{10} “ mintσ_3,^{1´σ3}_2 ,^{σ9}_2 u, then there exists C_{15} “ C_{15}pE, v, h, h^1 , dq such that for any sufficiently large K,

pIIIq ě L_npiyq ´ 5C_‹K^{´σ3}´ 2C^v_E R ´ mespT^dzΩ_K qp2C^v_E ` 5C_‹K^{´σ3} q ě L_npiyq ´ C_{15}K^{´σ10} .

By (3.15) and Hölder inequality, there exists C_{16} “ C_{16}pE, v, h, h^1 , dq such that for sufficiently large K,

pIV q ą 1 p2πq^d 2 R ż Ω_K zR_K

´C_{14}K^{1´σ34} dx` 1 p2πq^d 2 R ż Ω_K XR_K inf 1ďkďR upT^{kl0} xqdx

ą´ 2C_{14} R K^{1´σ34}´ 1 p2πq^d 2 R Rÿ k“1 ż Ω_K XR_K |upT^{kl0} xq|dx ě ´2C_{14}l_0K^{´ 1´σ34} ´ 2mespΩ_K X R_K q^{12} }u}_L2_{pT}d_q

ě ´C_{16}K^{´ 1´σ38d} ,

where we use }u}_L2_{pT}d_q ď C_2pE, v, h, h^1, d, 2q via Theorem 3.1(1). Similarly, by Hölder inequality and Theorem 3.1(1) again, there exists C_{17} “ C_{17}pE, v, h, h^1 , dq such that for sufficiently large K,

pIIq ě ´mespT^dzΩ_K q^{12} }u}_L2_{pT}d_q ě ´C_{17} ? Ke^{´ 12 Kσ9} .

This finishes the proof by letting σ_5 “ mint^{1´σ3}_{8d} ,^{σ10}_2 u and combining pIq ´ pIV q. □

4. Winding number Note that the winding number is closely related to the number of zeros of the holomorphic function on the annulus, as explained in the Introduction, to prove the existence of the winding number, the key is to establish Jensen’s formula on the annulus. However, noting the determinant detpH_npzq ´ Eq could be zero on the boundary of the annulus, this kind of Jensen’s formula must include the effect from the boundary.

4.1. Jensen’s formula on the closed annulus.

Proposition 4.1 (Jensen’s formula). Let f be holomorphic in a neighborhood of Apr_1, r_2q, and let tz_iu be the zeros of f (counted with multiplicities) in Apr_1, r_2q. Then 1 2π ż_{2π} 0 log|fpr_2e^{ix}q|dx´ 1 2π ż_{2π} 0 log |fpr_1e^{ix}q|dx “ ÿ r_1ă|z_i|ăr_2 log r_2 |z_i| ` 1 2 ÿ |z_i|“r_1 log r_2 r_1

` log r_2 r_1 1 2πi ¿ |z|“r_1

f^1pzq fpzq dz. (4.1)

As a consequence, we have log r_2 r_1 1 2πi ¿ |z|“r_1

f^1pzq fpzq dz

ď 1 2π ż_{2π} 0 ^ log |fpr_2e^{ix}q| ´ log |fpr_1e^{ix}q| ˙ dx ď log r_2 r_1 1 2πi ¿ |z|“r_2

f^1pzq fpzq dz. (4.2)

Proof. Let us first recall the following Jensen’s formula on the semi-open annulus [43]:

Lemma 4.1 ([43]). Let g be holomorphic on Apr_1, r_2q and continuous on Apr_1, r_2q, and let tz_iu be the zeros of g such that r_1 ă |z_i| ď r_2. Then 1 2π ż_{2π} 0 log |gpr_2e^{ix}q|dx´ 1 2π ż_{2π} 0 log |gpr_1e^{ix}q|dx “ ÿ r_1ă|z_i|ăr_2 log r_2 |z_i|

` log r_2 r_1 1 2πi ¿ |z|“r_1

g^1pzq gpzq dz.

Since f is holomorphic in a neighborhood of Apr_1, r_2q, then there exists δ ą 0 such that in Apr_1 ´ δ, r_2 ` δq, fpzq “ hpzq ź r_1 ă|z_i|ďr_2

pz ´ z_iq ź |z_i|“r_1

pz ´ z_iq “: gpzq ź |z_i|“r_1

pz ´ z_iq

for some holomorphic function h defined in Apr_1 ´ δ, r_2 ` δq without zeros and holomorphic function g that has no zeros on the circle |z| “ r_1.

Applying Lemma 4.1 to gpzq shows that 1 2π ż_{2π} 0 log|fpr_2e^{ix}q|dx´ 1 2π ż_{2π} 0 log |fpr_1e^{ix}q|dx “ ÿ r_1ă|z_i|ăr_2 log r_2 |z_i|

` log r_2 r_1 1 2πi ¿ |z|“r_1

g^1pzq gpzq dz` ÿ |z_i|“r_1 log r_2 r_1 , (4.3)

where we use the well-known formula 1 2π ż_{2π} 0 log |a ´ be^{ix}|dx “ maxtlog |a|, log |b|u.

Recall the principle value integral that 1 2πi ¿ |z|“r_1

f^1pzq fpzq dz´ 1 2πi ¿ |z|“r_1

g^1pzq gpzq dz “ ÿ |z_i|“r_1 1 2πi ¿ |z|“r_1 1 z ´ z_i dz “ 1 2 #t|z_i| “ r_1u. (4.4)

Combining (4.4) with (4.3) gives (4.1).

On other hand, by noting the principle value integral that 1 2πi ¿ |z|“r_2

f^1pzq fpzq dz´ 1 2πi ¿ |z|“r_1

f^1pzq fpzq dz “ 1 2 #tz_i P BApr_1, r_2qu ` #tz_i P Apr_1, r_2qu,

then (4.2) follows immediately from (4.1). □

4.2. Quantization of winding number.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We only need to prove ν^`pE, iyq “ ω^`pE, iyq, the proof of the other case is similar. Fix |y| ă h such that LpE, iyq ą 0. By Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.2, there exists h^1 P p0, hq such that LpE, ipy ` ϵqq ą 0 for all 0 ă ϵ ă h^1 and

ω^`pE, iyq “

LpE, iy_2q ´ LpE, iy_1q y_2 ´ y_1

, if ry_1, y_2s Ă py, y ` h^1q. (4.5)

Note direct computation shows that ν_npE, iỹq “ ´1 2πin ¿ |z|“e^{´ỹ}

f^1_npzq f_npzq dz, for |ỹ| ă h.

By (4.2) of Proposition 4.1, if ry_1, y_2s Ă py, y ` h^1q, then

ν_npE, iy_1q ď ´1 2πnpy_2 ´ y_1q ż_{2π} 0 ^ log |f_npe^{ipx`iy1 q}q| ´ log |f_npe^{ipx`iy2 q}q| ˙ dx ď ν_npE, iy_2q.

Applying Theorem 1.3 to the above inequality gives lim sup nÑ8 ν_npE, iy_1q ď

LpE, iy_2q ´ LpE, iy_1q y_2 ´ y_1

, (4.6) and lim inf nÑ8 ν_npE, iy_2q ě

LpE, iy_2q ´ LpE, iy_1q y_2 ´ y_1

. (4.7) Let ϵ P p0, h^1{10q. Choosing y_1 “ y ` 2ϵ and y_2 “ y ` 3ϵ in (4.6) and using (4.5) gives lim sup nÑ8 ν_npE, ipy ` 2ϵqq ď 1 ϵ pLpE, ipy ` 3ϵqq ´ LpE, ipy ` 2ϵqqq “ ω^`pE, iyq. (4.8) On the other hand, choosing y_1 “ y ` ϵ and y_2 “ y ` 2ϵ in (4.7) and using (4.5) gives lim inf nÑ8 ν_npE, ipy ` 2ϵqq ě 1 ϵ pLpE, ipy ` 2ϵqq ´ LpE, ipy ` ϵqqq “ ω^`pE, iyq. (4.9) Combine (4.8) with (4.9), we have ν^`pE, iyq “ lim_{ϵÑ0`} lim_{nÑ8} ν_npE, ipy ` 2ϵqq “ ω^`pE, iyq.

If E R Σ_{v,y}, then pα, S_{E,v}p¨ ` iyqq P UH according to Proposition 2.1. By Theorem 2.1, we have ω^`pE, iyq “ ω^´pE, iyq and thus the proof finishes. □ 4.3. Application of winding number. In this subsection, we give the applications of winding number:

Proof of Corollary 1.1. Avila [2] proved that for any E P C , any y ě 0, LpE, iyq “ maxtlog λ ` y, LpE, i0qu. (4.10) Then for any E R Σ_{2λ cos,0}, the Schrödinger cocycle pα, S_{E,2λ cos}pxqq P UH, in particular LpE, i0q ą 0, and it is easy to see the turning point being γ_˚ “ LpE, i0q ´ log λ. Hence the result follows directly from (4.10) and Theorem 1.1. □ Proof of Corollary 1.2. Denote the number of zeros (counted with multiplicities) by pN_npr_1, r_2q :“ #tz P Z_{fn} : z P Apr_1, r_2qu ` 1 2 #tz P Z_{fn} : z P BApr_1, r_2qu.

By (1.6), it follows that ν_npE, iy_2q ´ ν_npE, iy_1q “ 1 n pN_npe^{´y}2 , e^{´y}1 q.

On the other hand, it is obvious that for y_1 ď y_2,

pN_npe^{´py}2^{`ϵq}, e^{´py}1^{´ϵq}q ď N_npe^{´py}2^{`2ϵq}, e^{´py}1^{´2ϵq}q ď pN_npe^{´py}2^{`3ϵq}, e^{´py}1^{´3ϵq}q. Hence Corollary 1.2 follows directly from Theorem 1.1. □

5. Density of states In this section, we investigate the density of states measure of the non-self-adjoint quasiperiodic Schrödinger operators and establish Thouless formula. Recall the following famous Widom’s lemma.

Lemma 5.1 (Widom’s lemma [49, 50]). Suppose that tdμ_nu_{ně1} has compact support in C . If p_npzq “ ż C log |ζ ´ z|dμ_npζq converges to ppzq almost everywhere in C , then p is local integrable, Δp ě 0, and dμ_n converges weakly to^1_{2π} pΔpqdm as n Ñ 8.

Now we can finish the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Fix y P R^d with |y_j| ă hp1 ď j ď dq. Define the set K “ tpE, xq : lim_{nÑ8} 1 n log |f_npE, x ` iyq| “ LpE, iyqu, and let L “ pC ^ T^dqzK be the bad set and the corresponding sections are L_x “ tE : pE, xq P Lu, L_E “ tx : pE, xq P Lu. For any fixed E P C zZ_{L,y} , we have mespL_Eq “ 0 by Theorem 1.3. Then it follows from Fubini theorem that |L| “ 1 p2πq^d ż T^d mpL_xqdx “ ż C mespL_EqdmpEq “ 0,

where | ¨ | stands for the product measure on C ^ T^d. Therefore for a.e. x P T^d, lim_{nÑ8} 1 n log |f_npE, x ` iyq| “ LpE, iyq for a.e. E P C . Since H_npx ` iyq is bounded for any x P T^d, dN^{x`iy}_n has compact support in C . Thus Theorem 1.2(1) follows from Lemma 5.1 with p_npEq “ 1 n log |f_npE, x ` iyq|, dμ_n “ dN^{x`iy}_n , ppEq “ LpE, iyq.

To prove Theorem 1.2(2), we recall the following:

Lemma 5.2 (Lower envelope theorem [37]). Suppose that tdμ_nu_{ně1} has compact support in C . Denote p_npzq “ ż C log |z ´ ζ|dμ_npζq. Assume that dμ_n á dμ, as n Ñ 8. Then

lim sup nÑ8 p_npzq “ ż C log |z ´ ζ|dμpζq for a.e. z P C .

Theorem 1.2(2) follows from Lemma 5.2 and the weak uniqueness of subharmonic function. □ As a consequence of the non-self-adjoint Thouless formula, we can establish the relation between the winding number and the density of states measure for the one-frequency quasiperiodic Schrödinger operators. Let us first prove a lemma that mpZ_{L,y}q “ 0 for any Schrödinger operators with real analytic potential vp¨ ` iyq. Lemma 5.3. Let pα, vq P RzQ ^ C^ωpT_h, Rq. The following hold.

(1) For any E R R, ω^`pE, i0q “ ω^´pE, i0q “ 0. (2) For any |y| ă h, Z_{L,y} Ă R.

Proof. Let us prove Lemma 5.3(1). For any E P C zR, the Schrödinger cocycle pα, S_{E,v}q P UH. It follows from Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.2 that there exists h^1 P p0, hq such that for any |ϵ| ă h^1 ω^`pE, iϵq “ ω^´pE, iϵq. (5.1) Apply Proposition 4.1 with r_1 “ 1 and r_2 “ e^ϵ with ϵ P p0, h^1{10q, we have 1 2πin ¿ |z|“1

f^1_npzq f_npzq dz ď 1 2πnϵ ż_{2π} 0 ^ log |f_npe^{ipx´iϵq}q| ´ log |f_npe^{ix}q| ˙ dx. (5.2)

Note that H_npxq is self-adjoint whose spectrum tE_j pxqu is real, which means 1 2πin ¿ |z|“1

f^1_npzq f_npzq dz “ 1 n nÿ j“1 ´1 2π ż_{2π} 0 B Bx argpE_j pxq ´ Eqdx “ 0. (5.3)

It follows from (5.2), (5.3), and Theorem 1.3 that

0 ď lim_{nÑ8} 1 2πnϵ ż_{2π} 0 ^ log |f_npe^{ipx´iϵq}q| ´ log |f_npe^{ix}q| ˙ dx “ 1 ϵ pLpE, ´iϵq ´ LpE, i0qq “ ´ω^´pE, i0q.

(5.4)

On the other hand, apply Proposition 4.1 with r_2 “ 1 and r_1 “ e^ϵ with ϵ P p´h^1{10, 0q, we have 1 2πin ¿ |z|“1

f^1_npzq f_npzq dz ě 1 2πnϵ ż_{2π} 0 ^ log |f_npe^{ix}q| ´ log |f_npe^{ipx´iϵq}q| ˙ dx. (5.5)

Hence combine (5.5) with (5.3) and Theorem 1.3 we have

0 ě lim_{nÑ8} 1 2πnϵ ż_{2π} 0 ^ log |f_npe^{ix}q| ´ log |f_npe^{ipx`iϵq}q| ˙ dx “ 1 ϵ pLpE, i0q ´ LpE, iϵqq “ ´ω^`pE, i0q.

(5.6)

Thus Lemma 5.3(1) follows from (5.1), (5.4), and (5.6).

As for Lemma 5.3(2), since LpE, iyq is convex and LpE, i0q ą 0 for E R R, we deduce that LpE, iyq ě LpE, i0q for any |y| ă h by Lemma 5.3(1), which means Z_{L,y} Ă R. □

Proof of Corollary 1.3. According to Avila’s global theory [2], LpE, iyq is convex and piecewise linear to y with right derivatives ω^`pE, iyq. Thus LpE, iyq “ ż_y 0 ω^`pE, iỹqdỹ ` LpE, i0q.

Note if E P R, since LpE, iyq is convex and even with respect to y, it follows that LpE, iyq ě LpE, i0q ą 0, for any y P p0, hq. (5.7) If E R R, by Lemma 5.3(1), we have ω^`pE, i0q “ 0, then (5.7) again follows from convexity. Therefore, we can apply Theorem 1.1 and obtain LpE, iyq “ ż_y 0 ν^`pE, iỹqdỹ ` LpE, i0q. (5.8)

Meanwhile, by Lemma 5.3(2), one can apply Theorem 1.2(2) to obtain that LpE, iyq “ ż C log |Ẽ ´ E|dN^{iy}pẼq. (5.9) So both two sides in (1.8) are equal by (5.8) and (5.9), thus Corollary 1.3 is true. □

Appendix A. Proof of Lemma 3.5 Recall that for any A P SLp2, C q there exist unit vectors u^`_A, u^´_A, v^`_A , v^´_A such that Au^`_A “ }A}v^`_A , Au^´_A “ }A}^{´1}v^´_A . Moreover, |u^`_A ^ u^´_A| “ |v^`_A ^ v^´_A | “ 1.

Now we finish the proof of Lemma 3.5. Let us first show for sufficiently large K, mespF_K X G_K q ď e^{´pK1´σ3 q 12d} . (A.1) For any x P F_K X G_K , by Corollary 3.1 and the definition of F_K , |f_npx ` iyq| ď e^{nLnpE,iyq´5C‹ nK´σ3} , }M_npx ` iyq} ě e^{nLnpE,iyq´C4 nK´σ3} . (A.2)

Since f_npx ` iyq “ M_npx ` iyq⃗e_1 ^ ⃗e_2 and |xu^`_n px ` iyq, ⃗e_1y| “ |u^´_n px ` iyq ^ ⃗e_1|, then |f_npx ` iyq| ě}M_npx ` iyq}|u^´_n px ` iyq ^ ⃗e_1||v^`_n px ` iyq ^ ⃗e_2| ´ }M_npx ` iyq}^{´1}|u^`_n px ` iyq ^ ⃗e_1||v^´_n px ` iyq ^ ⃗e_2|.

(A.3)

Combine (A.2) with (A.3) and C_‹ ě C_4 one can get that |u^´_n px ` iyq ^ ⃗e_1| ¨ |v^`_n px ` iyq ^ ⃗e_2| ď e^{´4C‹nK´σ3} .

So either |u^´_n px ` iyq ^ ⃗e_1| ď e^{´2C‹ nK´σ3} (A.4) or |v^`_n px ` iyq ^ ⃗e_2| ď e^{´2C‹ nK´σ3} . (A.5) Fix any x P F_K XG_K . By the preliminary discussion, among the three terms in F_K either two terms satisfy (A.4) or two terms satisfy (A.5) according to the pigeonhole principle. The following result was essentially proved in [23, 11]. Lemma A.1. If (A.4) occurs twice in F_K , then

|⃗e_1 ^ M_{j2´j1} pT^{j1} x ` iyq⃗e_1| ď |u^´_n pT^{j2} x ` iyq ^ M_{j2´j1} pT^{j1} x ` iyqu^´_n pT^{j1} x ` iyq| ` ? 2}M_{j2´j1} pT^{j1} x ` iyq^{´1}} ¨ |⃗e_1 ^ u^´_n pT^{j1} x ` iyq| ` ? 2}M_{j2´j1} pT^{j1} x ` iyq} ¨ |⃗e_1 ^ u^´_n pT^{j2} x ` iyq|.

If (A.5) occurs twice in F_K , then

|⃗e_2 ^ M_{j2´j1} pT^{n`j1} x ` iyq⃗e_2| ď |v^`_n pT^{j2} x ` iyq ^ M_{j2´j1} pT^{n`j1} x ` iyqv^`_n pT^{j1} x ` iyq| ` ? 2}M_{j2´j1} pT^{n`j1} x ` iyq} ¨ |⃗e_2 ^ v^`_n pT^{j2} x ` iyq| ` ? 2}M_{j2´j1} pT^{n`j1} x ` iyq^{´1}} ¨ |⃗e_2 ^ v^`_n pT^{j1} x ` iyq|.

Moreover, the same type of estimates hold if pj_1, j_2q is replaced by p0, j_1q or p0, j_2q.

By Lemma A.1, (A.4), (A.5), for sufficient large K, we have

|f_{j2´j1´1}pT^{j1} x ` iyq| “ |⃗e_1 ^ M_{j2´j1} pT^{j1} x ` iyq⃗e_1| ă e^{´C‹nK´σ3} ,

|f_{j2´j1´1}pT^{n`j1`1}x ` iyq| “ |⃗e_2 ^ M_{j2´j1} pT^{n`j1} x ` iyq⃗e_2| ă e^{´C‹ nK´σ3} .

(A.6)

Suppose (A.1) does not hold, then mespF_K X G_K q ą e^{´pK1´σ3 q 12d} . By (A.6), we deduce that for the choice of l from j_1 ´ 1, j_2 ´ 1, j_2 ´ j_1 ´ 1,

mestx P T^d : |f_lpx ` iyq| ă e^{´C‹nK´σ3} u ě mespF_K X G_K q ą e^{´pK1´σ3 q 12d} .

Recall that n ą Kδ^{´1}, we note that for any l ă K^{1´σ3}2 ,

e^{´pK1´σ3 q 12d} ą e^{´pnK´σ3 q 12d} ą e^{´pnK´σ3 l´1q 1d} .

Hence we have mestx P T^d : |f_lpx ` iyq| ă e^{´C‹nK´σ3} u ą e^{´pnK´σ3 l´1q 1d} . Apply Lemma 3.1 to upxq “ log |f_lpx ` iyq| with

M “ C^v_E l, S “ C_‹nK^{´σ3} , ϱ “ e^{´pnK´σ3 l´1q 1d} .

One can get that for l P pl_0, K^{1´σ3}2 q with K sufficiently large,

sup_{xPTd} upxq ď C_{h´h}1_{,d}M´ S C_{h´h}1_{,d} log^dpC_d{ϱq ď´ a C_‹l. Then it follows from Lemma 3.2 that sup_{xPT}d }M_lpx ` iyq} ă 6 ` 2p|E| ` }v}_hq, which contradicts to the assumption LpE, iyq ą γ.

We are done with the proof by choosing σ_9 “ mint^{σ3}_2 ,^{1´σ3}_{4d} u since for large enough K,

mespF_K q ď mespT^dzG_K q ` mespF_K X G_K q ď Ke^{´C4Kσ3} ` e^{´pK1´σ3 q 12d} ď e^{´Kσ9} . □ Acknowledgements

X. Wang would like to thank M. Goldstein for useful discussions on Cantan estimates. Q. Zhou also would like to thank S. Jitomirskaya for inspired discussions. This work was partially supported by National Key R&D Program of China (2020 YFA0713300) and Nankai Zhide Foundation. J. You was also partially supported by NSFC grant (11871286). Q. Zhou was supported by NSFC grant (12071232), the Science Fund for Distinguished Young Scholars of Tianjin (No. 19JCJQJC61300).

References

[1] Y. Ashida, Z. Gong, M. Ueda: Non-Hermitian physics. Adv. Phys., 69(3), 249-435 (2020). [2] A. Avila: Global theory of one-frequency Schrödinger operators, Acta Math., 215(1), 1-54 (2015). [3] A. Avila, S. Jitomirskaya: Ten Martini problem, Ann. Math., 170(1), 303-342 (2009). [4] A. Avila, S. Jitomirskaya: Almost localization and almost reducibility, J. Eur. Math. Soc., 12(1), 93-131 (2010).

[5] A. Avila, R. Krikorian: Reducibility or non-uniform hyperbolicity for quasi-periodic Schrödinger cocycles, Ann. Math., 164(3), 911-940 (2006).

[6] A. Avila, Y. Last, M. Shamis, Q. Zhou: On the abominable properties of the Almost Mathieu operator with well approximated frequencies, to appear in Duke Math. J..

[7] A. Avila, J. You, Q. Zhou: Sharp phase transitions for the almost Mathieu operator, Duke Math. J., 166(14), 2697-2718 (2017).

[8] J. Avron, D. Osadchy, R. Seiler: A topological look at the quantum Hall effect, Physics Today, 56(8), 38-42 (2003).

[9] J. Avron, B. Simon: Almost periodic Schrödinger operators II. The integrated density of states, Duke Math. J., 50(1), 369-391 (1983).

[10] Emil J. Bergholtz, Jan Carl Budich, Flore K. Kunst: Exceptional topology of non-Hermitian systems, Rev. Mod. Phys., 93(1), 015005 (2021).

[11] I. Binder, M. Voda: An estimate on the number of eigenvalues of a quasiperiodic Jacobi matrix of size n contained in an interval of size n^{´C} , J. Spectr. Theory, 3(1), 1-45 (2013).

[12] J. Bourgain: Positivity and continuity of the Lyapunov exponent for shifts on T^d with arbitrary frequency vector and real analytic potential, J. Anal. Math., 96(1), 313-355 (2005).

[13] J. Bourgain, M. Goldstein: On non-perturbative localization with quasi-periodic potential, Ann. Math., 152(3), 835-879 (2000).

[14] J. Bourgain, M. Goldstein, W. Schlag: Anderson localization for Schrödinger operators on Z with potentials given by the skew-shift, Commun. Math. Phys., 220(3), 583-621 (2001).

[15] J. Bourgain, S. Jitomirskaya: Continuity of the Lyapunov exponent for quasiperiodic operators with analytic potential, J. Stat. Phys., 108(5/6) (2002).

[16] X. Cai: Boundary-dependent self-dualities, winding numbers, and asymmetrical localization in non- Hermitian aperiodic one-dimensional models, Phys. Rev. B, 103(1), 014201 (2021).

[17] J. Chapman, G. Stolz: Localization for random block operators related to the XY spin chain, Ann.

Henri Poincaré, 16(2), 405-435 (2015).

[18] W. Craig, B. Simon: Log Hölder continuity of the integrated density of states for stochastic Jacobi matrices, Commun. Math. Phys., 90(2), 207-218 (1983).

[19] W. Craig, B. Simon: Subharmonicity of the Lyapunov index, Duke Math. J., 50(2), 551-560 (1983). [20] L. Ge, S. Jitomirskaya, J. You, Q. Zhou: Multiplicative Jensen’s formula and quantitative global theory of one-frequency Schrödinger operators, preprint.

[21] W. Geng, K. Tao: Large deviation theorems for Dirichlet determinants of analytic quasi-periodic Jacobi operators with Brjuno-Rüssmann frequency, Commun. Pure Appl. Anal., 19(12), 5305-5335 (2020).

[22] I. Goldsheid, B. Khoruzhenko: Thouless formula for random non-Hermitian Jacobi matrices, Israel J.

Math., 148(1), 331-346 (2005).

[23] M. Goldstein, W. Schlag: Fine properties of the integrated density of states and a quantitative separation property of the Dirichlet eigenvalues, Geom. Funct. Anal., 18(3), 755-869 (2008).

[24] M. Goldstein, W. Schlag: On resonances and the formation of gaps in the spectrum of quasi-periodic Schrödinger equations, Ann. Math., 173(1), 337-475 (2011).

[25] M. Goldstein, W. Schlag, M. Voda: On localization and the spectrum of multi-frequency quasi-periodic operators, arXiv: 1610.00380 (2016).

[26] M. Goldstein, W. Schlag, M. Voda: On the spectrum of multi-frequency quasiperiodic Schrödinger operators with large coupling, Invent. Math., 217(2), 603–701 (2019).

[27] Z. Gong, Y. Ashida, K. Kawabata, K. Takasan, S. Higashikawa, M. Ueda: Topological phases of non- Hermitian systems, Phys. Rev. X, 8(3), 031079 (2018).

[28] R. Han, W. Schlag: Avila’s acceleration via zeros of determinants, and applications to Schrödinger cocycles, arXiv: 2212.05988 (2022).

[29] A. Haro, J. Puig: A Thouless formula and Aubry duality for long-range Schrödinger skew-products, Nonlinearity, 26(5), 1163-1187 (2013).

[30] H. Jiang, L. J. Lang, C. Yang, S. L. Zhu, S. Chen: Interplay of non-Hermitian skin effects and Anderson localization in nonreciprocal quasiperiodic lattices, Phys. Rev. B, 100(5), 054301 (2019).

[31] S. Jitomirskaya: Metal-insulator transition for the almost Mathieu operator, Ann. Math., 150(3), 1159- 1175 (1999).

[32] S. Jitomirskaya: One-dimensional quasiperiodic operators: global theory, duality, and sharp analysis of small denominators, Proceedings of ICM (2022).

[33] S. Jitomirskaya, W. Liu: Universal hierarchical structure of quasiperiodic eigenfunctions, Ann. Math., 187(3), 721-776 (2018).

[34] R. Johnson: Exponential dichotomy, rotation number, and linear differential operators with bounded coefficients, J. Differ. Equ., 61(1), 54-78 (1986).

[35] T. Kitagawa, E. Berg, M. Rudner, E. Demler: Topological characterization of periodically driven quantum systems, Phys. Rev. B, 82(23), 235114 (2010).

[36] S. Kotani, B. Simon: Stochastic Schrödinger and Jacobi matrices on the strip, Commun. Math. Phys., 119(3), 403-429 (1988).

[37] N. S. Landkof: Foundations of modern potential theory, Vol. 180, Springer, Berlin, (1972). [38] B. Y. Levin: Lectures on entire functions, Transl. of Math., Monographs 150, AMS, Providence, RI, (1996).

[39] Y. Liu, Q. Zhou, S. Chen: Localization transition, spectrum structure, and winding numbers for onedimensional non-Hermitian quasicrystals, Phys. Rev. B, 104(2), 024201, (2021).

[40] S. Longhi: Topological phase transition in non-Hermitian quasicrystals, Phys. Rev. Lett., 122(23), 237601 (2019).

[41] M. Powell: Continuity of the Lyapunov exponent for analytic multi-frequency quasiperiodic cocycles, arXiv: 2210.09285 (2022).

[42] B. Simon: Almost periodic Schrödinger operators: A review, Adv. in App. Math., 3(4), 463-490 (1982). [43] E. Sorets, T. Spencer: Positive Lyapunov exponent for Schrödinger operators with quasi-periodic potentials, Commun. Math. Phys., 142(3), 543-566 (1991).

[44] K. Tao, M. Voda: Hölder continuity of the integrated density of states for quasi-periodic Jacobi operators, J. Spectr. Theory, 7(2), 361-386 (2017).

[45] D. Thouless: A relation between the density of states and range of localization for one-dimensional systems, J. Phys. C, 5(1), 77-81 (1972).

[46] D. Thouless, M. Kohmoto, M. Nightingale, M. Den Nijs: Quantized Hall conductance in a two dimensional periodic potential, Phys. Rev. Lett., 49(6), 405-408 (1982).

[47] X. Wang, Z. Wang, J. You, Q. Zhou: Thouless formula for quasi-periodic Hatano-Nelsen model, preprint.

[48] X. Wang, J. You, Q. Zhou: Isospectrum of non-self-adjoint almost-periodic Schrödinger operators, arXiv: 2206.02400 (2022).

[49] H. Widom: Eigenvalue distribution of nonselfadjoint Toeplitz matrices and the asymptotics of the Toeplitz determinants in the cases of nonvanishing index, Operator Theory: Advance and Application, 48, 387-421 (1990).

[50] H. Widom: Eigenvalue distribution for nonselfadjoint Toeplitz matrices, Operator Theory: Advance and Application, 71, 1-8 (1994).

Chern Institute of Mathematics and LPMC, Nankai University, Tianjin 300071, China Email address: xueyinwang@mail.nankai.edu.cn

Chern Institute of Mathematics and LPMC, Nankai University, Tianjin 300071, China Email address: zhenfuwang@mail.nankai.edu.cn

Chern Institute of Mathematics and LPMC, Nankai University, Tianjin 300071, China Email address: jyou@nankai.edu.cn

Chern Institute of Mathematics and LPMC, Nankai University, Tianjin 300071, China Email address: qizhou@nankai.edu.cn