arXiv:2307.01608v1 [math-ph] 4 Jul 2023

DYNAMICAL LOCALIZATION FOR THE SINGULAR ANDERSON MODEL IN Z^d

NISHANT RANGAMANI AND XIAOWEN ZHU

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

Abstract

We prove that once one has the ingredients of a “single-energy multiscale analysis (MSA) result” on the Z^d lattice, several spectral and dynamical localization results can be derived, the most prominent being strong dynamical localization (SDL). In particular, given the recent progress at the bottom of the spectrum for the Z^2 and Z^3 cases with Bernoulli single site probability distribution, our results imply SDL in these regimes.

1. Introduction

We consider the d-dimensional Anderson model, a random Schrödinger operator on ℓ^2pZ^dq given by:

(1.1) pH_ωϕqpnq :“ ÿ |m´n|“1 pϕpmq ´ ϕpnqq ` V_ω pnqϕpnq. Here, the V_ω pnq are independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) real-valued random variables with common distribution μ, @n P Z^d. We will assume that S Ă R, the topological support of μ, is compact and contains at least two points. The underlying probability space is the infinite product space pΩ, F, Pq “ pS^{Zd}, BpR^{Zd}q, μ^{Zd}q, where we denote ω P Ω by tω_nu_{nPZ}d. Given Λ Ă Z^d, we denote the restriction of the probability space pΩ, F, Pq to Λ by pΩ_Λ, F_Λ, P_Λq.

In this paper, we provide a comprehensive, self-contained proof that extracts localization results from the single-energy multi-scale analysis (MSA) result. In order to properly contextualize this paper, it is necessary to briefly describe some chronological background.

Soon after the MSA had taken a firm foothold in the literature and community, Germinet and De Bièvre [9] provided an axiomatic treatment of extracting dynamical localization results from an energy-interval MSA by checking the so-called SULE condition that was originally proposed in [5, 6]. Later, [4] improved the result by extracting strong dynamical localization up to a certain order from the same energyinterval MSA. On the one hand, such an energy-interval MSA can be established for many random models when the single site distribution μ is absolutely continuous, e.g. [16, 11] and the references therein, so that localization results can be extracted using [9, 4]. On the other hand, for the continuous Bernoulli-Anderson model (μ is Bernoulli) in high dimensions (d ě 2), only a single-energy MSA is available due to a weak probability estimate, as shown in [2]. As a result, additional efforts are required to extract localization information from the single-energy MSA. In 1

[14], Germinet and Klein addressed this issue by introducing a new infinite volume localization description. Nonetheless, while the proof in [2, 14] contains the key ideas, it is not directly applicable to the discrete Bernoulli-Anderson model in high dimensions due to the absence of a quantitative unique continuation principle in the discrete regime.

Recently, inspired by a probabilistic unique continuation principle developed for the Z^2 lattice, Ding and Smart [7] obtained the single-energy MSA result with weak probability estimates for the 2d discrete Bernoulli-Anderson model, i.e. (1.1) with d “ 2 and μ being Bernoulli. This work was then extended to the Z^3 lattice by Li and Zhang [15]. As with the continuous Bernoulli-Anderson model, no energy-interval MSA is available under these regimes due to the weak probability estimate. Thus it is our aim to tackle this problem and extract (strong) dynamical localization results from the single-site MSA result derived in [7, 15] by following the method developed in [14]. It is worth mentioning that our proof works for arbitrary dimension d. If a single-energy MSA can be established at the bottom of the spectrum when d ą 3, or for the entire spectrum when d “ 2, as anticipated by physicists (which remains an open question in the field), then our results would indicate strong dynamical localization in those regions.

While the techniques presented in this paper closely follow the work of [14], there are some features worth mentioning. Firstly, the approach of [14] is developed in the continuum and applies to more general operators, leading to technical difficulties that can be avoided or simplified in the discrete setting. For instance, the generalized eigenfunction expansion (GEE) can be constructed more directly in the discrete regime without referring to more general GEE theory and other references (but we still need the BGKM-decomposition theorem [1, Theorem 15.2.1]). Secondly, the extraction of localization from MSA had undergone several revisions before [14] and resulted in a form that is perceived as user-friendly but difficult to comprehend, as demonstrated in Definition 5 and Theorem 2 below. Hence, we attempt to offer some clarification on the evolution of the definition that may provide insight into why it is defined and stated in such a way. Finally, as mentioned above, we formulate our results in a more axiomatic way that we hope will provide help for potential use in the future.

The paper is organized as follows:

‚ Section 2 includes preliminaries, introduction of main result (Theorem 1), key concept and key Theorem (Theorem 2).

‚ Section 3 and 4 proves Theorem 1 assuming the key Theorem 2. ‚ Section 5 and 6 proves Theorem 2 using two spectral reductions.

2. Preliminaries and Main results

2.1. Preliminaries. For x P Z^d, let |x|_1 “ max_{i“1,...,d} |x_i| and |x| “ p ř |x_i|^2q^{1{2}. Let

xxy “ p1`|x|^2q^{1{2}. Let xXy^p denote the multiplication operator xxy^p on ℓ^2pZ^dq. Fix some ν ą d{2 through out the paper, for x_0 P Z^d, let pT_{x0} ϕqpxq “ xx ´ x_0y^ν ϕpxq.

Let Λ_Lpxq “ ty P Z^d : |y ´ x| ă L{2u and Λ_{L2,L1} pxq “ Λ_{L2} pxqzΛ_{L1} pxq. We omit x if it is clear in the context. Let } ¨ }_ℓ2_{pΛq} denote the ℓ^2 norm on ℓ^2pΛq for any Λ Ă Z^d. We omit Λ if it is clear in the context.

Let P_Λ denote the projection from ℓ^2pZq Ñ ℓ^2pΛq. Let H_{ω,Λ} :“ P_ΛH_ωP_Λ and G_{ω,Λ,E} :“ pH_{ω,Λ} ´ Eq^{´1}. Let χ_B pxq denote the characteristic function of a Borel set B Ă R and χ_B pHq denote the spectral projection of H.

For an operator A : ℓ^2pZ^dq Ñ ℓ^2pZ^dq, let }A} denote the operator norm and let }A}_p “ Trp|A|^pq^{1{p} denote the Schatten norm. In particular, }A}_1 and }A}_2 are the trace and Hilbert-Schmidt norm respectively.

2.2. Main results. Our main result is to extract “localization” from “single-energy MSA result”. In order to be more explicit, we need some preparations: Definition 1 (Good boxes, scales). We say that:

(1) The box Λ “ Λ_Lpx_0q is pω, E, mq-regular if @x, y P Λ with |y ´ x| ě^L_{100} , we have |G_{ω,Λ,E} px, yq| ď e^{´m|y´x|}. (2) The box Λ “ Λ_Lpx_0q is pω, E, m, ηq-good if Λ is pω, m, Eq-regular and }G_{ω,Λ,E}} ď e^{L1´η} . (3) The box Λ “ Λ_Lpx_0q is pω, E, m, ηq-jgood (just as good) if Λ is pω, m, Eqregular and }G_{ω,Λ,E} } ď 2e^{L1´η} .

(4) The scale L P Z is pE, m, η, pq-good if for any x P Z^d, we have Ptω : Λ_Lpxq is pω, E, m, ηq-goodu ě 1 ´ L^{´pd}.

Definition 2 (Single-energy MSA result). We say H_ω has the “single-energy MSA result” on an interval I Ă R if there are m_0 ą 0, 0 ă η_0 ă 1, p_0 ą 0, and some L_0 s.t. any scale L ě L_0 is pE, m_0, η_0, p_0q-good for any E P I.

We are interested in the following types of localization: Definition 3. (localization) We say H_ω exhibits

(1) Anderson localization (AL) in an interval I Ă R if for a.e. ω, H_ω has pure point spectrum and its eigenfunctions decay exponentially.

(2) Dynamical localization (DL) of order p in I if for a.e. ω, sup_{tPR} }xXy^pe^{´itHω} χ_I pH_ωqδ_0}_ℓ2 ă 8

(3) Strong dynamical localization (SDL) in expectation of order pp, sq in I if E " sup_{tPR} }xXy^pe^{´itHω} χ_I pH_ω qδ_0}^s_ℓ2 * ă 8 Remark 1. It is well-known that SDL implies DL by definition and DL implies AL by the RAGE theorem [3]. But AL does not imply DL, c.f. [5, 6].

Once the “single-energy MSA result” is built on some interval I, our main result below provides a blackbox for people to use to extract SDL, thus DL and AL, on I. Recall that ν ą d{2.

Theorem 1 (SDL). Let I Ă R be a bounded open interval. Assume there is m_0 ą 0, 0 ă η_0 ă 1, p_0 ą 0, and some L_0 “ L_0pm_0, η_0, p_0, Iq ą 0, s.t. any L ě L_0 is pE, m_0, η_0, p_0q-good for all E P I. Then for any b ą 0, for all s P ´ 0,^{p0 d}_{bd`ν} ¯ , H_ω exhibits strong dynamical localization of order pbd, sq on I, i.e. E " sup_{tě0} › ›xX ´ x_0y^{bd}e^{´itH}ω χ_I pH_ωqδ_{x0} › ›^s_{ℓ2} * ď C ă 8.

As a result, H_ω also exhibits dynamical and Anderson localization on I.

In particular, since [7, 15] has derived the “single-energy MSA result” when d “ 2, 3 near the bottom of the spectrum with Bernoulli distribution μ, our result implies SDL in the corresponding setup.

Corollary 2.1. Let d “ 2, 3. For any 0 ă p_0 ă 1{2, there is E_0 ą 0, s.t. for any b ą 0, for any s P p0,^{p0 d}_{bd`ν} q, H_ω exhibits strong dynamical localization of order pbd, sq on r0, E_0s.

2.3. Key concept and key theorem. Here we also want to introduce the key concept (Definition 5) and key theorem (Theorem 2) in the proof of Theorem 1 since they may seem unintuitive at first sight. Recall that ν ą d{2 is fixed through out the paper.

Definition 4. If Hψ_E “ Eψ_E and 0 ‰ ψ_E pxq ď Cxxy^ν for some C ą 0, then we say ψ_E is a generalized eigenfunction (g.e.f.) of H w.r.t. the generalized eigenvalue (g.e.v.) E. Let Θ_{ω,E} denote the set of all g.e.f.’s of H_ω w.r.t. E and set Θ̃_{ω,E} “ Θ_{ω,E} Y t0u.

Recall that T_aϕpxq “ xx ´ ay^ν ϕpxq. Thus

ψ_E pxq ď Cxxy^ν ô }T^{´1}ψ_E }_ℓ2 ă 8.

Furthermore, xby ď ? 2xayxa ´ by, thus }T^{´1}_a } ď 2^{ν2} xa ´ by^ν }T^{´1}_b } and vice versa.

Thus

(2.1) ψ_E pxq ď Cxxy^ν ô }T^{´1}ψ_E }_ℓ2 ă 8 ô }T^{´1}_a ψ_E }_ℓ2 ă 8, @a P Z^d.

Key concept. Now we can introduce a key definition, originally introduced in [12] and further developed in [14], that plays an important role in our proof of localization results. It is well-defined by the argument above.

Definition 5. Given ω P Ω, E P R and x P Z^d, we define two quantities

W_ω px; Eq :“ $ & % sup ψ_E PΘ_{ω,E} |ψ_E pxq| }T^{´1}_x ψ_E }_{ℓ2} , if Θω,E ‰ H,

0, otherwise.

W_{ω,L}px; Eq :“ $ & % sup ψ_E PΘ_{ω,E} }ψ_E }_{ℓ2pΛ2L,Lq}

}T^{´1}_x ψ_E }_{ℓ2} , if Θω,E ‰ H,

0, otherwise.

Notice that W_ωpx; Eq is not a normalized g.e.f. w.r.t. E since the denominator changes with x. To see the intuition behind this definition, one has to refer back to [8], where the author introduces a WULE condition in order to prove dynamical localization. Similar idea is also used in [10] to prove strong dynamical localization. This key idea in [8, 10] is to normalize eigenfunction ψ_E pxq by considering rψ_E pxq “

ψ_E pxq }T^{´1}ψ_E }_{ℓ2} . Then one obtains two nice properties of

rψ_E pxq that ψ_E pxq does not

have: The first one is uniform (in E) upper-bound control

(2.2) | rψ_E pxq| ď xxy^ν , @x P Z^d, E P R.

In fact, having certain “uniformity in E” of eigenfunctions is essential in the proof of dynamical localization as discussed in [5].

The second benefit helps overcome the “summability in E” issues that are involved in the proof of dynamical localization. Let us illustrate this issue by assuming H_ω already has an orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions tψ_{ω,E}u_E . Then a common estimate used to derive DL or SDL is

|xδ_x, e^{´itHω} δ_yy| ď ÿ E |ψ_{ω,E} pxq||ψ_{ω,E} pyq|, which requires summability in E in a certain sense if one want to bound it. This is also resolved through the normalized rψ_E pxq because ÿ E } rψ_E }^2_ℓ2 “ ÿ xPZ^d 1 xxy^{2ν} ÿ E |xδ_x, ψ_E y|^2 “ › › › 1 xxy^ν › › › 2 ℓ^2

ă 8.

These two nice properties play an important role in the proof of (strong) dynamical localization in [8, 10]. However, this argument requires the a priori existence of a complete basis of eigenfunctions ψ_E pxq. This will hold for a.e. ω if one can prove AL first. In the more general case, where AL is not a priori known, e.g. [2, 14] and our case, one may turn to the g.e.f. ψ_E pxq P Θ_{ω,E} and use the generalized eigenfunction expansion (see Sec 3) to derive SDL directly (see Sec 4).

Returning to the definition of W_ωpx; Eq, it can be thought of as a “locally normalized ψ_E pxq” so that the uniform upper bound (2.2) becomes even stronger

(2.3) W_ωpx; Eq ď 1, and W_{ω,L}px; Eq ď x2Ly^ν, @x P Z^d, @E, ω.

The price to pay is that W_ωpx; Eq is no longer a g.e.f.. Thus, the traditional Poisson formula that connects the g.e.f. with the Green’s function need to be adapted. Nevertheless, since W_ωpx; Eq and rψ_E pxq are equivalent up to a polynomial, i.e. rψ_E pxq ď 2^ν2 xxy^ν W_ω px; Eq ď 2^ν xxy^{2ν} sup ψ_E PΘ_{ω,E} | rψ_E pxq|,

their exponential/subexponential decay will not be influenced. In other words, there is no intrinsic difference between using W_ω px; Eq or rψ_E to state the result but we choose to use W_ω px; Eq following the argument in [14]. Key Theorem. The following theorem is the key to extract localization from “single-energy MSA result”. Once we have “single energy MSA result”, the theorem states that with high probability, if some g.e.f. is subexponentially localized near x_0, then all g.e.f. will decay exponentially away from x_0 for all E.

Theorem 2 (Key Theorem). Let I Ă R be a bounded open interval, m_0 ą 0, p_0 ą 0, η_0 P p0, 1q. Assume there is a scale L, s.t. any L ě L is pE, m_0, η_0, p_0q-good for all energies E P I. Let M “^{m0}_{30n̂`2} , where n̂ “ n̂pp_0q :“ tn P N : 2^{1n} ´ 1 ă p_0u. Fix p P p0, p_0q, let μ “ β{2, with β “ ρ^{n1} where ρ ą 0 and n_1 P N s.t.

p1 ` p_0q^{´1} ă ρ ă 1 and pn_1 ` 1qβ ă p_0 ´ p. Let I_L :“ tE P I : dist pE, RzIq ą e^{´MLμ} u.

Then given a sufficiently large L, for any x_0 P Z^d, there exists an event U_{L,x0} s.t.

(1) U_{L,x0} P F_{ΛLpx0q} and PtU_{L,x0} u ě 1 ´ L^{´pd}. (2) If ω P U_{L,x0} , E P I_L, we have

(2.4) W_{ω,x0} pEq ą e^{´MLμ} ñ W_{ω,x0,L}pEq ď e^{´ M40 L}

and thus

(2.5) W_{ω,x0} pEqW_{ω,x0 ,L}pEq ă e^{´ 12 MLμ} , for large enough L.

The idea of the proof is the following: We want to find a large set of configurations ω (i.e. with high probability) such that p2q, in particular, W_{ω,L}px; Eq ď e^{´ML}, holds for all E P I. This is not hard to achieve for a given E_0 and its exponentially small neighborhood |E ´ E_0| ď e^{´m0L}, c.f. Lemma 5.2. However, to cover a fixed interval I Ă R, we need to apply Lemma 5.2 to e^{mL}-many evenly distributed E_0 over I. But this would destroy the probability estimate since e^{mL}L^{´pd} ąą 1. Thus, we need to control the number of E_0 for which we invoke Lemma 5.2 in order to control the probability. This is done by the so-called “spectral reduction”. In particular, if p ą 1, we only need the “first spectral reduction”, see Subsec. 6.1, where we (roughly speaking) apply Lemma 5.2 to L^d-many E_0 P σpH_{ω,Λ}q. If p ă 1, we will also need the “second spectral reduction”, see Subsec. 6.2, where we need to turn to even more sparsely-distributed, L^{pp0´pqd}-many “reduced spectrum” E_0 P σ^{predq}pH_ωq for some 0 ă p ă p_0. In both reductions, assumption like W_ω px; Eq ě e^{´MLμ} in p2q is there to guarantee E is close to one of the chosen E_0 correspondingly.

We will do some preparation in Sec. 3; extract localization (Theorem 1) from Theorem 2 in Sec. 4 and finally prove Theorem 2 in Sec. 5 and 6.

3. Generalized eigenfunction expansion

We give a short introduction of generalized eigenfunction expansions (GEE) needed for the proof of Theorem 1 in Sec 4.

The idea is the following: Not every self-adjoint operator has eigenfunctions, e.g. those with continuous spectrum, and so, one cannot decompose them via eigenspaces. However, if one could enlarge the domain (using rigged Hilbert space) and allow generalized functions (functions belonging to some larger space) to be the“generalized eigenfunctions”, then every self-adjoint operator could have decomposed w.r.t. such “generalized eigenspaces”. This procedure is rigorously done for general appropriate operators and rigged spaces in [1, Sec 10.3, 10.4, 14.1, 15.1, 15.2] and is eventually summarized as [1, Theorem 15.2.1], the so-called BGKMdecompostion or GEE. Here, in the discrete regime, we will do most of the construction more directly. It can be directly verified that the construction here coincides with [1]. We will borrow the Bochner theorem and BGKM-decomposition from [1, Theorem 15.1.1, 15.2.1] without proof.

Rigged spaces. Let H_`, H_´ be weighted ℓ^2 spaces:

H_` “ ℓ^2pZ^d, xxy^{2ν} dxq, H “ ℓ^2pZ^d, dxq, H_´ “ ℓ^2pZ^d, xxy^{´2ν} dxq.

with inner product and norm being

xu, vy_˘ “ ÿ xPZ^d upxqvpxqxxy^{˘2ν} , }u}_` “ }xxy^ν u}_ℓ2 , }u}_´ “ › › › u xxy^ν › › › ℓ^2 .

Since } ¨ }_´ ď } ¨ }_ℓ2 ď } ¨ }_`, we have H_` Ă H Ă H_´ in a both continuous and dense sense. This chain is a chain of rigged Hilbert spaces, cf [1, Sec 14.1]. The definition there is more general and involved, but in our discrete setting, it coincides with the H_˘ we give above.

Since the embeddings are dense, the inner product x¨, ¨y_ℓ2 defined on H ^ H extends continuously to H_´ ^ H_`. More specifically, for u P H_` “ xxy^{´ν} H, v P H_´ “ xxy^ν H, the formula for extended inner product (which we still denote as x¨, ¨y_ℓ2 ) is still xu, vy_ℓ2 “ ř x upxqvpxq. Operators in BpH_`, H_´q. Given a bounded operator A P BpH_`, H_´q, we say A is positive if xAu, uy_ℓ2 ě 0 for u P H^`. We define the trace of a positive operator A P BpH_`, H_´q to be

Tr_˘pAq :“ ÿ n xAu_n, u_ny_ℓ2

when the sum is finite, where tu_nu_n is an orthonormal basis (ONB) in H_` and the inner product is actually the extended inner product on H_´ ^ H_`.

In particular, let ppxq “ xxy^ν . Since

!_1 ppxq δx ) xPZ^d forms an ONB of H_`, we have

Tr_˘pAq “ ÿ xPZ^d xAppxq^{´1}δ_x, ppxq^{´1}δ_xy_ℓ2 “ ÿ xPZ^d xppxq^{´1}Appxq^{´1}δ_x, δ_xy

“ Trppp¨q^{´1}App¨q^{´1}q “ TrpT^{´1}AT^{´1}q

where Tr denotes the usual trace of a trace class operator in BpH, Hq. This sheds the light of the consideration of TrpT^{´1}fpHqT^{´1}q in [11, Assumption GEE, SGEE] and [14, Sec 5.4].

Embeddings and the Bochner Theorem. Let i_` : H_` Ñ H, and i_´ : H Ñ H_´ be the embedding maps i_`u “ u, i_´v “ v.

Assume B : H Ñ H is a bounded operator. It can be easily checked that B_˘ :“ i_´Bi_` : H_` Ñ H_´ induced by B is also bounded. In particular, from the spectral projection χ_I pH_ω q P BpH, Hq, we can induce a family of operators

χ_{I,˘}pH_ω q :“ i_´χ_I pH_ω qi_` P BpH_`, H_´q,

for all Borel set I Ă R, we get a BpH_`, H_´q-operator-valued measure, cf. [1, Sec 15.1]. Furthermore,

Tr_˘pχ_{R,˘}pH_ωqq :“ TrpT^{´1}i_´i_`T^{´1}q “ ÿ x ppxq^{´2} ă 8, @ω.

Thus tχ_{I,˘}pH_ωqu_I is a BpH_`, H_´q-operator-valued measure with finite trace, for which we can apply the Bochner theorem [1, Theorem 15.1.1] below.

Theorem 3 ( [1, Theorem 15.1.1]). Let θ : BpRq Ñ BpH_`, H_´q be an operatorvalued measure with finite trace, i.e.

(1) θpIq is non-negative for any Borel set I Ă R, (2) Tr_˘pθpRqq ă 8, (3) θp Ů j I_j q “ ř j θpI_j q, with convergence in the weak sense.

Then θ can be differentiated w.r.t. the trace measure ρpIq :“ Tr_˘pθpIqq and there exists P pEq : H_` Ñ H_´ with $ ’& ’% 0 ď P pEq “ Tr_˘pP pEqq “ 1, ρ-a.e. E, P pEq is weakly measurable w.r.t. BpRq, The integral converges in the Hilbert-Schmidt norm.

such that θpIq “ ż I QpEqdρpEq. Generalized eigenfunction decomposition. Applying Theorem 3 to χ_{I,˘}pH_ωq, we obtain part of the BGKM decomposition, or GEE, see [1, Theorem 15.2.1]: There exists weakly measurable operators P_ω pEq : H_` Ñ H_´, and

μ_ωpBq :“ Tr_˘pi_´χ_I pH_ω qI_`q “ TrpT^{´1}χ_I pH_ωqT^{´1}q “ ÿ x xppxq^{´1}δ_x, χ_I pH_ωqppxq^{´1}δ_xy “ ÿ x xχ_I pH_ω qppxq^{´1}δ_x, χ_I pH_ωqppxq^{´1}δ_xy

“}T^{´1}χ_I pH_ωq}^2,

such that

(3.1) i_´χ_I pH_ω qi_` “ ż I P_ωpEqdμ_ω pEq with Tr_˘pP_ω pEqq “ 1, for μ_ω-a.e. E.

Furthermore, assume u P H_`, f P B_{1,b}pRq is a bounded Borel function, [1, Theorem 15.2.1] stated that

χ_I pH_ωqu “ ^ż B P_ω pEqdμ_ω pEq ˙ u, fpH_ωqχ_I pH_ωqu “ ^ż B fpEqP_ωpEqdμ_ω pEq ˙ u, (3.2)

and (3.3) RangepP_ωpEqq “ rΘ_{ω,E}, for μ_ω-a.e.E.

This is precisely the decomposition of χ_I pH_ωq w.r.t. “generalized eigenspaces” (since RangepP_ω pEqq “ rΘ_{ω,E}), i.e. the generalized eigenfunction expansion. Applications. The first application of GEE is an alternative derivation of Schnol’s theorem: Since μ_ω is indeed a spectral measure of H_ω by definition, to prove pure point spectrum, it is enough to show that RangepP_ω pEqq Ă H; because then all generalized eigenfunctions are bona fide eigenfunctions. This argument is widely used in the proof of localization for random or quasiperiodic operators, although we do not need it for this paper, since we prove SDL directly using the next application.

The second application follows by direct computation using (3.2), definition 5 and (3.3). It is used in the proof of localization in next section.

Lemma 3.1. We have }χ_{Λ2L,Lpx0q}fpH_ωqP_ω pIqδ_{x0} }_1 ď ż I fpEq}χ_{Λ2L,Lpx0q}P_ω pEqδ_{x0} }_1dμ_ωpEq, }χ_{Λ2L,Lpx0q}P_ωpEqδ_{x0} }_1 ď }χ_{Λ2L,Lpx0q}P_ωpEq}_2}δ_{x0} P_ωpEq}_2 ď |W_ωpx_0; EqW_{ω,L}px_0; Eq|}T^{´1}_x P_ω pEq}_2}T^{´1}_x P_ωpEq}_2.

Remark 2. Notice that [14, Sec 5.4] introduced W_ωpx; Eq and W_ωpx; Eq with the only difference being the range of ϕ_E considered when taking the supremum. W_ωpx; Eq was defined for all ϕ_E P Θ_{ω,E} while W_ωpx; Eq was defined for ϕ_E P RangepP_ω pEqqzt0u. This is not necessary in our setting due to (3.3).

4. Proof of Theorem 1 In this section, we extract localization results, i.e. Theorem 1, from Theorem 2.

Proof of Theorem 1. By Lemma 3.1, we have

}χ_{x,L}fpH_ωqP_ω pIqδ_{x0} }_1 ď ż I |fpEq|}χ_{x,L}P_ωpEqδ_x}_1dμ_ωpEq ď ż I |fpEq|}χ_{x,L}P_ωpEq}_2}δ_xP_ω pEq}_2dμ_ωpEq ď ż I |fpEq||W_ω px; EqW_{ω,L}px; Eq|μ_{ω,x}ptEuqdμ_ω pEq ď μ_ωpIq}f}_L8_{pI,dμω q} sup_{EPI} |W_ω px; EqW_{ω,L}px; Eq|

where by Theorem 2, we have E ! }W_{ω,x0} pEqW_{ω,x0,L}pEq}^s_{L8pI,dμω pEqq} ) ď Ce^{´ s2 Lμ} PtU^c_{x0,L}u ` C2^{sν} L^{sν} PtU_{x0,L}u ď Ce^{´ s2 Lμ} ` C2^{sν} L^{sν} L^{pd} ď CL^{psν´pdq} Thus E � }χ_{x,L}fpH_ωqP_ω pIqδ_x}^s_1 ( ď C}f}_L8_{pI,dμω q}L^{´ppd´sνq} By taking L “ 2^k above and taking the sum over k, we get E " sup_t › ›xX ´ xy^{bd}e^{´itH}ω P_ω pIqδ_x › ›^s * ď C ÿ k 2^{sbd2 `pk`1qsbd´kppd´sνq} ď C ÿ k ` 2^{sbd´pd`sν} ˘_k ă 8.

where s ă^{pd}_{bd`ν} . □

5. Preliminary Lemmas In this section, we make some preparations for the proof of Theorem 2 in the next section.

5.1. Poisson formula. Given Λ Ă Z^d, let

BΛ “ tpy, y^1q P Z^d ^ Z^d : |y ´ y^1|_1 “ 1, either y P Λ, y^1 R Λ, or y^1 P Λ, y R Λ. Assume H_ωψ “ Eψ. Recall H_{ω,Λ} “ P_ΛH_ωP_Λ, G_{ω,Λ,E} :“ pH_{ω,Λ} ´ Eq^{´1}. Then the famous Poisson’s formula (c.f. [13, (9.10)]) states that (5.1) ψpxq “´ ÿ py,y^1qPBΛ yPΛ,y^1RΛ G_{ω,Λ,E} px, yqψpy^1q.

5.2. Stability of goodness. The first lemma below describes the stability of “goodness of boxes” under exponential perturbation of energy E_0. Lemma 5.1. Assume ω, E_0, L_0, x are fixed and @L ě L_0, Λ_Lpxq is pω, E_0, m_0, η_0qgood. Then for any m ă m^1 ă m_0, there is L_1 “ L_1pm, m^1q, s.t. @L ě L_1, @E satisfying |E ´ E_0| ď e^{´m1L}, we have Λ_Lpxq is pω, E, m, η_0q-jgood. Proof. Recall the resolvent identity: G_{ω,E,ΛLpxq} ´ G_{ω,E0,ΛLpxq} “ pE_0 ´ EqG_{ω,E,ΛL pxq}G_{ω,E0,ΛLpxq}. Thus, }G_{ω,E,ΛLpxq}} ď }G_{ω,E0,ΛLpxq}} ` |E_0 ´ E| ¨ }G_{ω,E,ΛLpxq}} ¨ }G_{ω,E0,ΛLpxq}} ď Ce^{L1´η} ` Ce^{´m1L`L1´η} }G_{ω,E,ΛLpxq}}, and so, }G_{ω,E,ΛLpxq}} ď Ce^{L1´η} 1 ´ Ce^{´m1L`L1´η} ď 2Ce^{L1´η} . Also, if m ă m^1, |G_{ω,E,ΛLpxq}pa, bq| ď |G_{ω,E0,ΛLpxq}pa, bq| ` |E ´ E_0| ¨ |G_{ω,E,ΛLpxq}pa, bq| ¨ |G_{ω,E0,ΛLpxq}pa, bq| ď e^{´m0|a´b|} ` e^{´m1L}e^{L1´η`L1´η} ď e^{´m|a´b|} when L is large enough. Denote the threshold by L_1. □ To state the other two lemmas, we need the following definitions.

Definition 6 (Coarse lattice). Fix l ą 10. Let α_l :“ t^{3l}_5 u. Let L_l be the “coarse lattice” with nodes N_l “ pα_lZq^d and sides S_l “ tpx, yq P N_l ^ N_l : |x ´ y|_1 “ α_lu.

Notice that boxes of size l centered at the coarse lattice Ť xPN_l Λ_lpxq covers the whole R^d space. We use coarse lattice when we want to use box of size l to cover some region but not too dense (like centered at Z^d).

5.3. Fixed energy trap. The following lemma is mentioned in the idea of the proof of Theorem 2 in Subsec. 2.3. Under the same assumption of “single-energy MSA result”, when L is large enough, given some E_0, with high probability, one can make W_{ω,L}px; Eq exponentially small for any |E ´ E_0| ď e^{´mL}. Lemma 5.2. Under the same assumption with Theorem 2, for any p^1 ă p_0, m ă m^1 ă m_0, when L is large enough, for any x_0 P Z^d, give any E_0, there is event M^{pEq}_{L,x0} such that

(1) M^{pEq}_{L,x0} P F_{ΛLpx0q} and PpM^{pEq}_{L,x0} q ě 1 ´ L^{´p1d}.

(2) W_{ω,L}px; Eq ď e^{´ m100 L} for any |E ´ E_0| ď e^{´ m1100 L}.

Proof. By assumption, when L is large enough, scale l :“^L_{100} is pE_0, m_0, η_0, p_0qgood. Consider the coarse lattice N_l. Let L_` “ L `^L_{100} , L_´ “ L ´^L_{100} . Set M^{pEq}_{L,x0} :“ ď xPN_lXΛ_{2L`,L´} tω : Λ_lpxq is pω, E_0, m_0, η_0q ´ goodu .

Then

(1) PpM^{pEq}_{L,x0} q ě 1 ´ p^{1000}_3 q^dp^L_{100} q^{´p0 d} ě 1 ´ L^{´p1d} when L is large enough. (2) If ω P M^{pEq}_{L,x0} , then all Λ_lpxq is pω, E_0, m_0, η_0q-good. By Lemma 5.1, for any m ă m^2 ă m^1 ă m_0, for any |E ´ E_0| ď e^{´ m1100 L}, Λ_lpxq is pω, E, m^2, η_0qjgood. Thus by (5.1), for any ψ_E P Θ_{ω,E},

}ψ_E }_ℓ2_{pΛ2L,L q} ď l^{d´1}e^{´m2l} sup_{xPΛ2L} `,L´ px0q |ψ_E pxq|

ď p^L_{100} q^{d´1}e^{´ m2100 L}p2L_`q^ν }T^{´1}_{x0} ψ_E }_ℓ2 ď e^{´ m100 L}}T^{´1}_{x0} ψ_E }_ℓ2 when L is large enough. Thus W_{ω,L}px_0; Eq ď e^{´ m100 L}. □ 5.4. Percolation argument.

Definition 7 (Good nodes and loops). Fix ω, we say

(1) x P N_l is a pω, E_0, m_0, η_0q-good (-bad) node if Λ_lpxq is a pω, E_0, m_0, η_0q-good (-bad) box.

(2) A Ă S_l is a pl, E_0, m_0, η_0q-good loop (shell) if it is a closed loop (shell) in S_l where each node x P A is a good node.

(3) P Ă S_l is a bad path if it is a non-self-intersecting path of the graph pN_l, S_lq and each node is a bad node.

Remark 3. We say a pl, E, m, sq-good shell A is totally inside a subset S Ă R^d if Ť xPA Λ_{l`2}pxq Ă S.

Lemma 5.3. Let l ą 12. For fixed ω, if there is a pl, E_0, m_0, sq-good loop A in Λ_{L2,L1} px_0q, then there is some C “ Cpdq “^{?d}_4 , s.t. @|E ´ E_0| ď e^{´m0l}, E P I, @m ă m_0, and we have distpE, σpH_{ΛL2} qqW_{ω,x}pEq ď CL^{d`ν}_2 4^de^{´ mℓ3} .

In particular, if l “ ? L, L_1 “^L_2 , L_2 “ L, then when L is large enough, If W_ωpx; Eq ě e^{´ m30} ? L ñ distpE, σpH_{ω,ΛL px0q}q ď e^{´ m30} ? L Proof. Let M “ }V }_ℓ8 ` sup_{EPI} |E|. Let l ą 12 so that^l_2 ´ 2 ą^l_3 . Note that

distpE, σpH_{Λ2} qq “ }pH_{ΛL2} ´ Eq^{´1}}^{´1} “ inf_{ψPℓ2}

}pH_{ΛL2} ´ Eqψ} }ψ} . Recall A is a closed loop in G, so it “circles” a region A Ă R^d . Let χ_A : Z^d Ñ t0, 1u be the characteristic function of A on Z^d.

Let ϕ_0 be a g.e.f. of H_ω w.r.t. E_0, i.e. pH_ω ´ E_0qϕ_0 “ 0. Taking ψ “ χ_Aϕ_0, we find that pH_{ΛL2} ´ E_0qψpxq will be 0 at most points x P Λ_{L2} except for those near A. distpE, σpH_{Λ2} qq ď

}pH_{ΛL2} ´ E_0 ` E_0 ´ Eqχ_Aϕ_0}

}χ_Aϕ_0} ď ř distpx,Aqď1,xPZ^d p2^d ` 1q2^{d`1}M max |y´x|ď2,yPZ^d |ϕpyq| |ϕpx_0q| ď CpL^d_2 ´ L^d_1q4^dMe^{´ m0l3} l^{d´1} max_{yPΛL2,L1} |ϕpyq| |ϕpx_0q| ď CM4^dL^d_2e^{´ ml3} max_{yPΛL2,L1} |ϕpyq|

|ϕpx_0q| . Notice max yPΛ_{L2,L1} |ϕpyq| “ max yPΛ_{L2,L1} xy ´ x_0y^{ν |ϕpyq|}_{xy´x0yν} ď xL_2y^ν }T^{´1}_ν ϕ}. Thus, by the definition of W_{ω,x}pEq, we get distpE, σpH_{ΛL2} qqW_{ω,x}pEq ď CL^{d`ν}_2 4^de^{´ mℓ3} . □ Let Y^{pEq}_{x0 ,l,L1,L2} denote the event

tω : an pω, l, E, m, sq-good loop exists totally inside Λ_{L2,L1} px_0qu. If a scale l is good, each node has a large probability of being “good”, and we expect a relatively large probability for having good loops as well. The next Lemma quantifies this intuition.

Lemma 5.4. Assume E is fixed, and the scale l is pE, m, s, pq-good. We have

(5.2) P ! Y^{pEq}_{x0,l,L1,L2} ) ě 1 ´ 2d ^ L_1 ` 3l l ˙_{d´1}

p2^dq^{L2´L1´ll} l^{´pd L2´L1´lp3d ´1ql} .

In particular, if l “ ? L, L_1 “^L_2 , L_2 “ L, when L is large enough, then (5.3) P ! Y^{pEq}_{x0,l, L2 ,L} ) ě 1 ´ L^{´cd,p?L}. Remark 4. Notice that Y^{pEq}_{x0 ,l,L1,L2} only depends on Ω_{ΛL2,L1 px0q}. Proof. Fix E P I. First notice that

pY^{pEq}_{x0 ,l,L1,L2} q^c “ tω : there is no good loop totally inside Λ_{L2,L1} u “ tω : there is a bad path escaping from BΛ^`_{L1`l`2} to BΛ^´_{L2´l´2}u Notice that each such bad path must contain at least N :“^{L2´L1´2l´4}_{6l{5} ` 1 many bad nodes starting from BΛ^`_{L1`l`2}, which means it should contain^N_{p3d´1ql} -many independent bad nodes. And the number of all such potential paths is less than

2dp^{L1`l`2}_{3l{5} q^{d´1}p2^dq^N . So we obtain

PtpY^E_{x0,l,} L_{2 ,} L_2 q^cu ď 2dp

L_1 ` l ` 2 3l{5

` 1q^{d´1}p2^dq^N ¨ l^{´pdN}

“ 2dp

L_1 ` l ` 2 3l{5

` 1q^{d´1}p2^dq^{L2´L1´2l´46l{5 `1} ¨ l^{´pdp L2´L1´2l´4p3d ´1ql `1q}

The second inequality follows from the first one by N “^{L2´L1´2l`4}_{6l{5} and letting L be sufficiently large. □

6. Multiscale to Localization We prove Theorem 2 in this section by first performing two spectral reductions:

Theorem 4 and Theorem 5.

6.1. The first spectral reduction.

Theorem 4. Given b ě 1, there exists a constant K_{d,p,b} ě 1 s.t. for any K ě K_{d,p,b}, for large enough L, for any x_0 P Z^d, there is an event Q_{L,x0} , with (1) Q_{x0,L} P F_{ΛLpx0q} and PtQ_{L,x0} u ě 1 ´ p^L_K q^{´5d} (2) for any ω P Q_{x0,L}, given E P I s.t. if there exists a g.e.f. ϕ with ϕpx_0q ‰ 0, then for L large enough

(6.1) dist ´ E, σ^{pIq}pH_{ω,ΛLpx0q}q ¯ ď e^{´m̂ LK} . Proof. The strategy here is two-fold:

(1) Construct Q_{x0,L} by layers.

(2) Estimate the probability of the event Q_{x0,L} occurring. Given L_0, we define l_0 “ ? L_0, and l_k “ l^{1`η}_{k´1}, for k “ 1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n̂, where p1`ηq^{n̂} “ 2, so l_{n̂} “ l^2_0 “ L_0. Let L_k “ L_{k´1} `2Jl_k where J is a large constant to be determined later. Then we have

L_{n̂} “ L_0 ` 2J n̂ÿ k“1 l_k ď p1 ` 2Jn̂qL_0.

Now we use an inductive construction to form the set Q_{x,L}. (1) Given m_0 ą 0. For the initial layer Λ_{L0} , we pick Y^{E0,i}_{l0 ,}^?_{L0,L0} where E_{0,i} are energies s.t. the union of rE_{0,i} ´ e^{´m0l0} , E_{0,i} ` e^{´m0l0} s covers I. We need to choose^{|I|}_{2e´m0 l0} “ Ope^{?L0} q many of them. Let Y_0 “ Ş i Y^{E0,i}_{l0 ,}^?_{L0,L0} , then we have

PtY_0u ě 1 ´ Ce^{?L0} L^{´cd,p} ? L_0

0 ě 1 ´ Ce^{´?L0} .

Recall that Y^{pEq}_{l,L1,L2} only depends on Ω_{ΛL2,L1} . In particular, Y^{E0,i}_{l0,}^?_{L0,L0} only depends on Ω_{ΛL0} .

(2) For the remaining events, we use an inductive scheme. If ω_{ΛLk´1} P Ω_{ΛLk´1} is given, we can consider all eigenvalues E_{k,j} “ E_{k,j} pω_{ΛLk´1} q of H_{ΛLk´1 ,ωΛLk´1} . For each such E_{k,j} , we can then consider Y^{Ek,j}_{Lk´1,lk ,Lk} . Notice the dependence here is only on ω P Ω_{ΛLk ,Lk´1} so there is no conflict with the previous ω_{ΛLk´1} and the induction is well-defined.

Let Y_kpω_{ΛLk´1} q “ Ş j Y^{Ek,j}_{Lk´1 ,lk ,Lk} pω_{ΛLk´1} q, where we pick J ě J_{p,d} (note that J depends on c_{d,p}). In this situation, we have PtY_ku ě 1 ´ L^{d`d´1}_{k´1} 3^{Jd}l^{´cd,p2J}_k ě 1 ´ L^{´6d}_0 .

Having obtained the box Λ_{Ln̂} and we choose the event depending on Ω_{ΛLn̂} to be Q_{x0,Ln̂} “ n̂č k“0 Y_kpω_{k´1}q

and we have PtQ_{x0,Ln̂} u ě 1 ´ L^{´5d}_0 .

Thus, to obtain Q_{x0,L}, we choose an L_0 s.t. L “ L_{n̂} ď p1 ` 2J_{d,p}n̂qL_0. Then for any K ě K_{d,p} “ 1 ` 2J_{d,p}n̂, we have Q_{x0,L} ě 1 ´ L^{´5d}_0 ě 1 ´ p^L_K q^{´5d}.

We now need to verify that for ω P Q_{x0,L}, E P I with some g.e.f. ϕpx_0q ‰ 0, we have (6.2) dist ´ E, σ^{pIq}pH_{ω,ΛLpx0q}q ¯ ď e^{´m̂ LK} . Notice that Lemma 5.1 applying to Y^{E0,i?}_{L0,l0,L0} implies there exists an E_{0,i} s.t. |E´ E_{0,i}| ď e^{´m0l0} . So, we have, dist ´ E, σ^{pIq}pH_{ω,ΛL0 px0q}q ¯ ď e^{´m1l0} , where we choose m_1 ă m_0. Thus, there exists an E_{1,j} P σpH_{ω,ΛL0 px0q}q s.t. |E´ E_{1,j} | ď e^{´m1l0} ď e^{´m1l1} . We now apply Lemma 5.1 to Y^{E1,j}_{L0 ,l1,L1} and repeat this process n̂ times to obtain: dist ´ E, σ^{pIq}pH_{ω,ΛLpx0q}q ¯ ď e^{´m̂ LK} . □ 6.2. Second spectral reduction.

Definition 8 (reduced spectrum). The reduced spectrum of H_ω in Λ_Lpx_0q, in the energy interval I is given by σ^{pI,redq}pH_{ω,ΛLpx0q}q :“ ! E P σ^{pIq}pH_{ω,ΛLpx0q}q : dist ´ E, σ^{pIq}pH_{ω,ΛLn px0q} ¯ ď 2e^{´ m̂K Ln} , n “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n_1 ) where L_n “ L^{ρn} for n “ 0, 1, 2, 3, ¨ ¨ ¨ , N, and ρ^N “ β.

Theorem 5 (second spectral reduction). Let b ě 1, Given large enough L, for each x P Z^d there exists an event χ_{L,x0} , with χ_{L,x0} P F_{ΛLpx0q} and Ptχ_{L,x0} u ě 1 ´ L^{´bβd}, s.t. @ω P χ_{L,x0}

(1) If E P I satisfies

(6.3) W_{ω,x0} pEq ą e^{´m̂} b_{Lβ} K and dist pE, RzIq ą 2^{´m̂} b_{Lβ} K then (6.4) distpE, σ^{pI,redq}pH_{ω,ΛLpx0q}qq ď e^{´ m̂K L}

(2) and we have

(6.5) #σ^{pI,redq}pH_{ω,ΛLpx0q}q ď CL^{pn1`1qβd}

To obtain (6.4) from (6.3), one needs Q̃_{x0,L} “

Ş_N n“0 Q_{x0,Ln} . In this case, by Theorem 4 and the definition of the reduced spectrum, the desired results follow. Proving (6.5) requires sufficiently more work.

First notice that, compared to the typical estimates on the number of eigenvalues of H_{ω,ΛLpx0q}, i.e. #σpH_{ω,ΛL px0q}q ď CL^d, we want a much tighter bound because pn_1 ` 1qβ ą 0 is too small. The reduced spectrum nomenclature stems from the fact that the number of elements in it is largely reduced (but there are still enough to obtain the required deterministic estimate). To achieve these goals, we need the notion of a “notsobad set” which helps control the number of close eigenvalues for Λ_Lpx_0q and Λ^1_Lpx_0q.

Let L^1 ă L, x_0 P R, and consider Λ_{L,L}1 , the annulus centered at x_0 (we omit x_0 from the notation for the time being). Let L_n “ L^{ρn} , for n “ 0, 1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n_1. Let R_n “ tΛ_{Ln} prqu_{rPRn} be the standard L_n-covering of Λ_{L,L}1 (see [14, Def 3.14]). Given K_2 P N (where K_2 will be chosen later), we define

Definition 9. The annulus Λ_{L,L}1 is pω, E, K_2q-notsobad if there are at most K_2 points in R_{n1} , denoted by r_i, 1 ď i ď K_2, s.t. @x P Λ_{L,L}1 zΘ, where Θ “ Ť r_i Λ3Ln_1 priq, there exists a pω, E, m, sq-good box ΛLnx prq P Rnx s.t. x P ΛLnx prq

for some n_x P t1, 2, . . . , n_1u.

An event N is pΛ_{L,L}1 , E, K_2q-notsobad if N P F_{ΛL,L1} , and Λ_{L,L}1 is pω, E, K_2qnotsobad for all ω P N .

Remark: Θ is called the singular set and the above definition captures the fact that outside of the singular set, each point is good in at least one level L_n, n P t1, 2, . . . , n_1u.

The following lemma provides a probability estimates on such a set.

Lemma 6.1 (Probability estimates). If K_2 ě K̂_2 “ K̂_2pd, p, bq and L ě L̂ “ L̂pd, p, b, K_2q, then for all E P I, there exists a pΛL, L^1, E, K_2q-notsobad event

N^{pEq}_{ΛL,L1} with

PtN_ΛpEq_{L,L1} u ą 1 ´ L^{´5bd}

We can now define the set we need to satisfy (6.5) by: N_{ΛL,L1} “ č EPσpH_{ω,ΛL1} q N^{pEq}_{ΛL,L1} P F_{ΛL}

N_{L,x0} “ n_1č

n“1 N_{ΛLn´1,Lnpx0 q} Thus, PtN_{L,x0} u ą 1 ´ Cn_1L^{´4bd}_{n1´1} ě 1 ´ Cn_1L^{´4bβd{ρ} by Lemma 6.1.

We also have:

Lemma 6.2 (Deterministic nice property). If ω P N_{L,x0} , then #σ^{pI,redq}pH_{ω,ΛL} q ď CL^{pn1`1qβd}.

Proof. First notice by definition that

#σ^{pI,redq}pH_{ω,ΛL} q ď #ttE_nu^{n1}_{n“0} : E_n P σpH_{ω,ΛLn} q & |E_i ´ E_j | ď 2e^{´ m̂K Lmax i,j} u :“ #D^{n1}_0

(6.6)

We can count the RHS by layers inductively. We start with the layer L_{n1} and omit x_0 and ω for convenience so, #D^{n1}_{n1} “ #σpH_{ω,ΛLn1} q ď CpL_{n1} q^d.

Given tE_nu^{n1}_k P D^{n1}_k , we compute #tE : if E_{k´1} “ E, then tE_nu^{n1}_{k´1} P D^{n1}_{k´1}u. Denote the previous set by B_{k´1}. Since ω P N_{ΛLn´1,Ln} for any n, Λ_{Ln´1,Ln} is an pω, L_{n´1}, L_n, E_nq-notsobad set. Let Θ_n be the corresponding singular set and set Θ^{n1}_k “

Ť_{n1} n“k Θ_n Y Λ_{Ln1} . Then we have:

|Θ^{n1}_k | ď L^d_{n1}`

n_1ÿ

n“k K_2p3pL_{k´1}q_{n1} q^d “ L^{βd} ` pn_1 ´ k ` 1qK_23^dL^{ρk´1βd} ď CL^{βd}.

If E P B_{k´1}, then @x, x P λ_{Lk´1} zΘ^{n1}_k . So there is n_x P tk, k ` 1, . . . , n_1u, s.t. x P Λ_{Lnx´1,Lnx} zΘ_{nx} and there exists a pω, E_{nx} , m, sq-good box Λ_{pLnx´1qj} containing x for some j P 1, 2, . . . , n_1, where pL_{nx´1}q_j “ L^{ρnx`j´1} . Since |E ´ E_{nx} | ď e^{´ m̂K Lnx} ď e^{´ m̂K Lρnx} ď e^{´ m̂K pLnx qj} , Λ_{pLnx´1qj} is also pω, E, m, sq-good by Lemma 5.1. Let ϕ_E be the normalized eigenfunction of E on H_{ω,ΛLk´1} , Then

|ϕ_E pxq| ď e^{´m1Lρnx`j´1} ď e^{´m1Lρ2n1´1} So we have ÿ xPΘ^{n1}_k

|ϕ_E pxq|^2 “ 1´ ÿ xPΛ_{Lk´1} zΘ^{n1}_k

|ϕ_E pxq|^2 ě 1 ´ CL^{βd}e^{´m1Lρ2n1´1} ě 1{2

when L is large enough.

#B_{k´1} ÿ xPΘ^{n1}_k

|ϕ_E pxq|^2 ď trtP_Θ^n1_k P_I pH_{ω,ΛLk´1} qu ď C|Θ^{n1}_k ď CL^{βd}

Thus #B_{k´1} ď 2CL^{βd} and using the inductive estimate from layer L_{n1} to layer L_1, we have #D^{n1}_0 ď CL_{n1} pL^{βd}q^{n1} ď CL^{pn1 `1qβd}. □ Proof of Theorem 5. χ_{L,x0} “ Q̃_{L,x0} Y N_{L,x0} provides the desired event. □ Proof of Theorem 2. Pick p^1 such that pn_1 ` 1qβ ă p^1 ´ p ă p_0 ´ p where n_1 and β is defined in the assumption of Theorem 2. Define M_{L,x0} “ č EPσ^{pI,redq} pH_{ω,ΛLpx0 q} q M^{pEq}_{L,x0} . using Lemma 5.2 with such p^1 ă p_0. By Lemma 5.2, 6.2 and the choice of β, n_1 in Theorem 2, we have PpM_{L,x0} q ě 1 ´ CL^{´pp1´pn1`1qβqd} when L is large enough.

Also by our assumptions, W_{ω,x0} ě e^{´MLβ{2} ě e^{´m̂} b_{Lβ} K whenever K ě 900, so we are free to choose K “ 900 for Theorem 4. Having done so, if we take b “ 1 `^1_β pp^1 ´ pn_1 ` 1qβq, and take U_{L,x0} “ χ_{L,x0} X M_{L,x0} , then

PtU_{L,x0} u ě 1 ´ CL^{´pp1´pn1`1qβqd} ě 1 ´ L^{´pd}.

Now if ω P U_{L,x0} , by Theorem 5, we have

distpE, σ^{pI,redq}pH_{ω,ΛLpx0q}qq ď e^{´ m̂K L} “ e^{´ m̂9 L100}

i.e. there exists E_0 P σ^{pI,redq}pH_{ω,ΛLpx0q}q s.t. |E ´ E_0| ď e^{´ m̂9 L100} . Since ω P M^{pE0q}_{L,x0} and |E ´ E_0| ď e^{´ m̂9 L100} , by Lemma 5.2, W_{ω,x0 ,L}pEq ď e^{´ m̂12 L100} “ e^{´ M40 L}. □ 7. Acknowledgments

The authors would like to thank Abel Klein for explaining the subtleties of MSA arguments and providing invaluable commentary on this work and Svetlana Jitomirskaya for providing her encouragement, support, and insight throughout this project. They would also like to thank University of California, Irvine where most of the work was done when the authors were graduate students there. N.R. and X.Z. are partially supported by Simons 681675, NSF DMS-2052899 and DMS-2155211. X.Z. is also partially supported by NSF DMS-2054589 and Simons Foundation Targeted Grant (917524) to the Pacific Institute for the Mathematical Sciences.

References

[1] Yurij M Berezansky, Zinovij G Sheftel, and GF Us. Functional analysis. vol. ii, volume 86 of.

Operator Theory: Advances and Applications, 1996.

[2] Jean Bourgain and Carlos E Kenig. On localization in the continuous Anderson-Bernoulli model in higher dimension. Inventiones mathematicae, 161:389–426, 2005.

[3] Hans L Cycon, Richard G Froese, Werner Kirsch, and Barry Simon. Schrödinger operators:

With application to quantum mechanics and global geometry. Springer, 2009. [4] DAVID Damanik and PETER Stollmann. Multi-scale analysis implies strong dynamical localization. Geometric & Functional Analysis GAFA, 11(1):11–29, 2001.

[5] Rafael del Rio, Svetlana Jitomirskaya, Yoram Last, and Barry Simon. What is localization?

Physical review letters, 75(1):117, 1995.

[6] Rafael Del Rio, Svetlana Jitomirskaya, Yoram Last, and Barry Simon. Operators with singular continuous spectrum, iv. Hausdorff dimensions, rank one perturbations, and localization. Journal d’Analyse Mathématique, 69(1):153–200, 1996.

[7] Jian Ding and Charles K Smart. Localization near the edge for the Anderson Bernoulli model on the two dimensional lattice. Inventiones mathematicae, pages 1–40, 2018.

[8] François Germinet. Dynamical localization II with an application to the almost Mathieu operator. Journal of statistical physics, 95(1-2):273–286, 1999.

[9] François Germinet and Stephan De Bievre. Dynamical localization for discrete and continuous random Schrödinger operators. Communications in mathematical physics, 194(2):323–341, 1998.

[10] François Germinet and Svetlana Jitomirskaya. Strong dynamical localization for the almost Mathieu model. Reviews in Mathematical Physics, 13(06):755–765, 2001.

[11] François Germinet and Abel Klein. Bootstrap multiscale analysis and localization in random media. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 222(2):415–448, 2001.

[12] Francois Germinet and Abel Klein. New characterizations of the region of complete localization for random Schrödinger operators. Journal of statistical physics, 122:73–94, 2006.

[13] Werner Kirsch. An invitation to random Schrödinger operators. arXiv preprint arXiv:0709.3707, 2007.

[14] Abel Klein and François Germinet. A comprehensive proof of localization for continuous Anderson models with singular random potentials. Journal of the European Mathematical Society, 15(1):53–143, 2012.

[15] Linjun Li and Lingfu Zhang. Anderson–Bernoulli localization on the three-dimensional lattice and discrete unique continuation principle. Duke Mathematical Journal, 171(2):327–415, 2022.

[16] Henrique von Dreifus and Abel Klein. A new proof of localization in the Anderson tight binding model. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 124:285–299, 1989.

(Nishant Rangamani) University of California, Irvine Email address: nrangama@uci.edu

(Xiaowen Zhu) University of Washington Email address: xiaowenz@uw.edu