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BALLISTIC TRANSPORT FOR ONE-DIMENSIONAL QUASIPERIODIC
SCHRODINGER OPERATORS

LINGRUI GE AND ILYA KACHKOVSKIY

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we show that one-dimensional discrete multi-frequency quasiperi-
odic Schrodinger operators with smooth potentials demonstrate ballistic motion on the set
of energies on which the corresponding Schrédinger cocycles are smoothly reducible to con-
stant rotations. The proof is performed by establishing a local version of strong ballistic
transport on an exhausting sequence of subsets on which reducibility can be achieved by
a conjugation uniformly bounded in the Cf-norm. We also establish global strong ballistic
transport under an additional integral condition on the norms of conjugation matrices. The
latter condition is quite mild and is satisfied in many known examples.

1. INTRODUCTION
1.1. Types of ballistic motion. Let H be a discrete Schrodinger operator on (?(Z):
(1.1) (HY)(n) =¢(n—1)+¢(n+1)+ Voib(n), neZ.

where {V}, } .z is a sequence of real numbers (the potential). The operator H is a Hamiltonian
of a single quantum particle with wave function ¢ : Z — C, whose time evolution is described
by the time-dependent Schrodinger equation:

0
(1.2) z’a—lf = Hy, ¥(0) € (*(Z).
Using the spectral theorem, one may explicitly solve (1.2) via
(1.3) b(t) = e 0).

Let B be a self-adjoint operator associated to an observable quantity. The Heisenberg evo-
lution of B is described by

B(T) — eiTHBe_iTH.
In the present paper, we will be interested in spatial transport properties of a quantum
particle on the lattice Z. The relevant observable quantity is the position operator

(X¢)(n) :=ny(n), neLZ,
which is an unbounded self-adjoint operator with the natural domain of definition
Dom X = {¢ € (*(Z): Y _ |n’[¢o(n)|* < +00}.
nez

One can check by direct calculation that the Heisenberg evolution of the position operator
can be expressed in the following form:

T
(1.4) X(T) :=eTHXe T = X + / M Ae™ ™ gt T e R,
0
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where

(1.5) Ap(n) = i(P(n +1) —¢(n - 1))

is sometimes known as the current operator (a tight binding analogue of the gradient operator
iV). Since A is bounded, (1.4) implies that X = X (0) and X(7") have the same domain.
We will be interested in the phenomenon of ballistic motion, which states, informally, that
the position of the particle grows linearly with time (“X(T") =~ T"). More precisely, we will
address the following limits:

(1.6) lim =X (T)y,

where, initially, )9 € Dom X. One can consider the limit (1.6), if it exists, as the “asymptotic
velocity” of the state vy at infinite time. The asymptotic velocity operator can therefore be
defined by

T
(1.7) Q = s-lim lX(T) = s-lim 1 e Ae~ " g,
T—+o00 T—+4o00 0

The first limit can only be considered on Dom X, but, since the term +.X(0) of (1.4) dis-
appears as T — oo, it is natural to drop it from consideration. We say that a Schrodinger
operator H demonstrates strong ballistic transport, if the strong limit in the right hand side
of (1.7) exists, is defined on the whole ¢*(Z) and, moreover, ker @ = {0}.

An immediate consequence of (1.4) and (1.7) is that all of the moments of the position
operator grow ballistically in time. More specifically, for any p > 2 and 0 # 1y € Dom | X |7,
we have

(18) i (X (T) P, o) = (QPYo, o) > 0

If we take p = 2, (1.8) immediately implies that H has ballistic motion. More precisely, we
say H has ballistic motion if
(1.9) liminf 772(| X (T)|*0, %) > 0, o € Dom X, 1y # 0.

T—-+00
Note that (1.9) is weaker than (1.8) with p = 2. One can also consider (1.9) for p # 2.

Ballistic motion is one of the examples of wave packet spreading, which indicates absence
of localization. The fundamental work in this aspect is the RAGE Theorem [16] which states
for a Schrodinger operator H, if ¢ € ¢2(H), then for any N > 0,

(1.10) lim —/ Z (6, e THY) 2dt = 0,
0

where

C(H) = {p € C(Z) : py = pye} = G (H)*
is the subspace corresponding to the continuous spectrum of H. In other words, a wavepacket
in the continuous subspace of H will spend most of the time outside of any fixed compact
subset of Z. In the case of the absolutely continuous subspace, (1.10) can be further improved
to a version that does not involve time averaging:

(1.11) lim Y (0, ) Pdt =0, ¢ € £ (H).

T—+oo
In|<N



Both (1.10) and (1.11) imply the following growth conditions on the moments:

1 T

(112 lim - [ (X OF v de =400, 00 € ()

T—>+ooT 0
(1.13) Jim ([X(T)["po, o) = +00, 0 £ € L, (H).
However, it is harder to estimate the exact rate of growth. In fact, this rate can be related
to the Hausdorff dimension of the spectrum and spectral measures of H, see [16]. For the
absolutely continuous case, the Guarneri-Combes-Last Theorem [16] states that, for any
p =2,

(L14) - lm inf 7o

T
/ (| X (t)[P2po, o) dt >0, Vi € Dom |X [P, 0# €2 (H).
0

One can compare the above versions of transport as follows:
existence of (1.7) with trivial kernel = (1.8) = (1.9) for all p = (1.14) = (1.12)

(1.15) \
(1.13).

Thus, strong ballistic transport (as defined in (1.7)) can be viewed as the strongest version
of ballistic motion. Note that, since the operator A is bounded, (1.4) implies an elementary
ballistic upper bound on the wave packet spreading. In other words, no transport can be
stronger than ballistic.

In general, ballistic transport is not expected on any spectra other than purely absolutely
continuous. In particular, it was shown in [19] that point spectrum cannot support any
ballistic motion. However, one can still expect it after restricting the operator to a subspace
that supports purely absolutely continuous spectrum. In this regard, we will need a version
of the above definition that would be local in energy. Let K C R be a Borel subset. We will
say that H has strong ballistic transport on K if there exists a self-adjoint operator () such
that

1
(1.16) s-lim

T
- itH —itH —
et /0 (& 1K(H)A1K(H)€ dt 1ICQ11C

and ker Q = Ran(1x)*. While we will be able to establish (1.16) in a range of situations,
a significant gain in generality can be achieved by slightly relaxing the above definition.
We will say that H has local ballistic transport on K if there exists a self-adjoint operator
Q and a sequence of Borel subsets {K;}32, such that K = U;K; and H satisfies (1.16) on
each IC;. As a part of the definition, we require that () is the same operator for all K,
and ker Q(K) = Ran(1x)*. For the purpose of the diagram (1.15), local ballistic transport
implies lower bounds on wavepacket spreading just as good as strong ballistic transport.
More precisely, if ¢» € Ran 1x(H), then, for large j, we have

1 (T .
(1.17) T / e Ae™™Mpdt = 1, Qv + v (T) + o(1),
0

where ¢ (T) is orthogonal to 1x;Q1, and hence can only increase the norm. Note that we
are using the right hand side of (1.6) instead of £ X (T")t, since we cannot guarantee that the
intersection Ran 1x(H)NDom X is large enough. However, if ¢ € Dom X is sufficiently close
to Ran1xc(H) (for example, ||(1 — 1c(H))Y| < 3[1cQ]), then (1.17) implies a ballistic
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lower bound on || X (T)%||. The set of such ¢ is dense in Ran 1xc(H). The difference between
(1.16) and (1.17) is that the latter may have a non-trivial “tail” which stays within the range
of 1x(H), but eventually escapes any Ran(1x,(/)) with finite j. However, this tail can only
strengthen the ballistic lower bound. As a consequence, local ballistic transport still implies
(1.8) and (1.9).

Unlike (1.14) and (1.13), we are not aware of any results of the form (1.7)—(1.9) for general
Schrodinger operators with absolutely continuous spectra.! Instead, all known results only
apply to potentials of special structure. First results of this type were obtained in [9] for
periodic operators in the continuum. Later, a tight binding analogue was obtained in [20]
for discrete periodic Jacobi matrices, motivated by applications to XY spin chains. See also
related paper [19] about anomalous (non-ballistic) transport for Fibonacci-type operators
with singular continuous spectra. The limit-periodic case was studied in [23] where an
analogue of (1.6) was proved by periodic approximations.

1.2. Quasiperiodic operators. The next natural class of operators with absolutely con-
tinuous spectra, where one can expect ballistic motion/ballistic transport, is quasiperiodic
Schrédinger operators, which will be the subject of the present paper. Let v € C*(T%R) be a
smooth function. We will identify Z?periodic functions on R? with functions on T¢. Let also
a € RY be a frequency vector. We will always assume that {1, a1, ..., a4} are independent
over Q. An smooth multi-frequency quasiperiodic Schrédinger operator is an operator of the
form

(1.18) (H,Y)(n) =v(n—1)+Y(n+1)+v(r 4+ na)(n), neZ.

Here x € T is the quasiperiodic phase, and one usually considers the whole family { H, },cra.

Quasiperiodic operators (1.18) with small analytic potentials v are often known to have
purely absolutely continuous spectra, see [2, 7, 10, 11, 14, 22]. In [12], it was shown that
a large class of such operators (in all cited regimes, except for the Liouville case in [10])
satisfies x-averaged strong ballistic transport. In other words, instead of (1.6), one has the
following convergence statement in the direct integral space L2(T? x Z):

1 5 D
%Jirglo (T y X(z,T) dx) = /. Q(x) dx.
where X (z,T) := T+ Xe=H=_ The proof used the duality method based on [37]. Like [20],
the work [12] was motivated by applications to the XY spin chains. The z-averaged version
of ballistic transport implies existence of the limit (1.7) on a subsequence of time scales for
almost every x and hence is sufficient for the conclusion on the XY spin chain. However, it
does not imply any of the claims (1.7)—(1.9) in full. In the same year, a KAM-type approach
was developed in [51] in order to obtain bounds of type (1.9) in the perturbative setting.
The advantage is that it works for all x and does not require to take a subsequence of time
scales. However, it falls short of establishing existence of (1.7). The KAM method of [51]
was later expanded in [52] to treat the one-frequency Liouvillean case, by further weakening
(1.9) to a lower bound on some transport exponents.

1Except for potentials decaying on infinity, where one can obtain these bounds using scattering theory.
In general, ballistic transport is expected to be stable under decaying perturbations. We do not go into the
details in the present paper.
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1.3. Outline of the approach. The goal of the present paper is to obtain a result which
has the advantages of both [12] and [51]. One can see it as a refinement of either of the
papers, however, the general line of the argument is closer to [12]. In the quasiperiodic case,
one of the results of [12] is the calculation of the asymptotic velocity operator Q(z), but,
since it is only obtained on a sequence of time scales, one cannot exclude the possibility of
large oscillations around the limiting value. Moreover, [12] predicts a possible mechanism
of convergence: after applying duality, it becomes a procedure of diagonal truncation of an
operator dual to (1.5) in the basis of the eigenvectors of the dual Hamiltonian with purely
point spectrum. The convergence of the truncation is only obtained in the Fourier dual direct
integral space L2(T x Z%), which is not enough to guarantee pointwise strong convergence
in the original direct integral space. A natural question arises: can extra information on
the dual operator family improve the rate of convergence in (1.7)? If yes, what kind of
information can be used?

In order to obtain a pointwise bound, we would like to replace L?(T?x Z) by L>(T4; ¢*(Z))
or by C(T¢; ¢%(Z)). One can try to obtain that by improving convergence in the dual space:
for example, to ¢1(Z4;12(T)). On any finite box, /! and f?>-norms are equivalent (with the
constants depending on the size of the box). Therefore, one possible way of obtaining ¢!-
convergence would be to obtain a uniform ¢! bound on the tails. The latter can be achieved
by investigating quantitative character of the localization for the dual model. For example,
one can take advantage of exponential dynamical localization in expectation which has been
obtained in [31] and [27] under some assumptions. Along these lines, one can obtain the
desired control on the tails, which would imply strong ballistic transport for almost every
x € T?. This approach was partially implemented in the preprint [11], which is no longer
intended for publication since the current paper supersedes it in several ways.

The main results of the present paper are Theorem 2.1 (the local result) and Theorem
2.2 (the global result). In Theorem 2.1, we state that the operators (1.18) have local bal-
listic transport on the set of energies on which the corresponding Schrodinger cocycles are
C*-reducible with s > d (see Section 2.1 for precise definitions). We do not require any
quantitative information on the conjugating matrices and do not care about Diophantine
properties of the frequency vector. While the result falls short of the complete strong ballis-
tic transport, most of its conclusions (such as ballistic motion) also hold, as described above.
In Theorem 2.2, we state that one can obtain strong ballistic transport under an additional
integral condition on the norms of the conjugating matrices. Several known examples, in-
cluding the settings of [541] and [27], satisfy this condition.

The proof of the local result is based on the following observation: suppose that R is the
set of energies under consideration, and

KicKyC...CR

is a sequence of Borel subsets such that R\ (U;K;) has zero spectral measure with respect to
H,. Then, it is sufficient to check that the limit (1.16) exists on each K;. The main problem
in obtaining “nice” localization bounds for the dual model is the fact that regularity of
the conjugation matrices (Bloch waves) is not uniform in the energy and depends on the
Diophantine properties of the rotation number. Quantitative estimates, such as in [27], can
be quite delicate. On the other hand, if one is allowed to restrict to a subset of energies, we
can get, basically, as good control of the localization parameters as desired. In particular,
we can get a ridiculously strong version of uniform localization, which is not even remotely
available on the whole spectrum. As expected, the constants will get worse as one increases
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the set of energies under consideration. Since we only need ¢! control of the tails, we also
do not require Anderson (exponential) localization, and are satisfied with polynomial decay
of eigenfunctions, which allows us to consider smooth potentials rather than analytic. The
idea of restricting to an exhausting subset of energies/rotation numbers while maintaining
control on the regularity is not unlike the argument in [20].

The global result is somewhat more delicate. While we cannot expect any uniform re-
ducibility bounds, the desired bound still contains an integral in 6, and hence, just as in the
proofs of dynamical localization, one can hope for a quantitative result “in expectation”.
Using a variant of the covariant representation for the eigenfunctions of the dual operator
by duality such as in [37], we reduce the integral

(1.19) / (5o, €196, dB
T

that appears in the proof of dynamical localization, to a convolution-type bound on the
eigenfunctions which, in turn, can be controlled in terms of C® or Sobolev norms of the
conjugating matrices, averaged over the rotation number. Unfortunately, in order to obtain
better bounds, we would ideally want to estimate a different, smaller integral

/|<5m,eitL95n)|T dg, r>1,
T

and we were not able to find any way to take advantage of » > 1, which actually appears
in our desired bounds. Still, by taking some losses, we were able to obtain a bound by a
series of convolution-type estimates for expressions of the form (1.19). As a result, in the
global theorem, the smoothness requirement is of the form C*® with s > 5d/2, rather than
s > d as in the local result. Still, our integral condition is satisfied by a large margin in the
models where exponential dynamical localization is obtained such as [27]. It is also easy to
reformulate our global result as a conditional one: for example, strong ballistic transport will
hold on K if we assume C'-reducibility on K (without any quantitative control) and power
law dynamical localization on K:

C
(1+|m—n|)’

/ | (O, 1 (Lg)e™6,)| df < s> 4d,
T

which is weaker than, say, exponential dynamical localization in expectation.

In both cases, the stated arguments would only imply the corresponding version of ballistic
transport for almost every & € T, since the duality ignores measure zero subsets of phases.
In the case of the dual operator, this can be a real issue: for example, one cannot expect
localization for all # € T [10]. However, quantities related to the absolutely continuous
spectrum are known to be more phase stable. We were able to recover continuity in x by
comparing the pre-limit expressions in the definition of (x) and the alternative definition of
Q(z) and showing that they are both uniformly continuous in the strong operator topology.
In the latter case, we had to use quantitative continuity of the absolutely continuous spectral
measures discussed in Section 5. As stated, one can only obtain it in the setting of local
ballistic transport, since one has to restrict the operator to one of the subsets K;. However,
that particular part survives after passing to the union of K;, and thus is also applicable to
the global case.
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2. PRELIMINARIES AND STATEMENTS OF THE RESULTS
2.1. Schrédinger cocycles and reducibility. Let A € C*(T¢;SL(2,R)), and consider a

frequency vector o € R? such that {1, a4, ..., ay} are independent over Q. By definition, a
quasiperiodic C*-smooth SL(2,R)-cocycle is a map
']Td 2 Td 2.
(o, A): x C* — T* x C~
(,0) = (z+ o, A(x)v).
The iterates of (a, A) are of the form (o, A)” = (na, A,,), where

A (z) = Az 4+ (n—1)a)--- Az + a)A(x), n > 0:;
AN e+ na) A o+ (n+Da) - A7z —a), n<0.

We will usually simply call the above maps cocycles. Similarly, one can talk about SL(2, C)-
cocycles. The Lyapunov exponent of the cocycle («, A) is defined by

L(a, A) := lim 1 In ||A,(2z)||dz.

n—oo 1 Jd
A cocycle (o, A) is called uniformly hyperbolic if, for every 2 € T?, there exists a continuous
splitting C* = E*(z) & E*“(z) such that for every n > 0,
|An(x)v] < Ce= |, ve E*(x),
|A,(z) '] < Cem|v|, v € E%(z+ na),
for some constants C, ¢ > 0. This splitting is invariant under the dynamics, i.e.,
A(r)E*(z) = ES(z 4+ ), A(@)E"(z) = E*(x+a), YrecT.

Assume that A € C°(T?; SL(2,R)) is homotopic to the identity. It induces the projective
skew-product Fju: T? x S* — T¢ x S! with

Fa(z,w) = (:c+a, Alz) - w ) .

|A(2) - wl

In other words, Fi4: T? x T — T x T can be expressed as (z,y) — (z+ a,y + p.(y)), where
vz: R — R is a 1-periodic continuous function (defined modulo translations by integers on
both copies of R). Let u be any probability measure on T? x T invariant under F4 and whose
projection onto the coordinate x is given by the Lebesgue measure. The number

(2.1) pla, A) = / Ya(y) du(z,y) mod Z

TdxT
depends neither on the lift ¢ nor on the measure u, and is called the fibered rotation number
of (a, A) (see [29, 39] for more details; see also [11, Appendix A] for a detailed exposition).

Let Ry denote the rotation matrix

cos2mf  —sin 27l
(2:2) By = (sin 2w cos2ml ) , 9eT.
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Any continuous map A: T? — SL(2,R) is homotopic to  — R,,, for a unique n € Z¢. We
call n the degree of A and denote it by deg A. The fibered rotation number is invariant under
real conjugacies which are homotopic to the identity. More generally, if («, A1) is conjugated
to (a, As), i.e., B(z+a) 1A (2)B(z) = Ay(z), for some B: T¢ — PSL(2,R) with deg B = n,
then

(2.3) pla, Ay) = p(a, A2) +n - a.
A typical example of a quasiperiodic cocycle is a Schridinger cocycle (o, Sg—,), where

Sp_o(r) = (E _1”(‘C> _01) , E€R

Any formal solution 1 = {1)(n)},ez of the eigenvalue equation H,y = E1, where H, is the
quasiperiodic Schrédinger operator (1.18)

(Ho)(n) = v(n — 1) + $(n+ 1) + v(@ +na)p(n), n€Z, zeT,

satisfies the following relation with Sg_,(z):

<¢QZ:1) = Sp_(x + na) <¢2€:) , VnelZ.

It is well known that the spectrum o(H,), denoted by 3., is a compact subset of R,
independent of x if {1,a4,..., a4} are rationally independent. The spectral properties of
H, and the dynamics of (o, Sg_,) are related by the Johnson’s theorem [38]: E € ¥, if
and only if (o, Sg_,) is not uniformly hyperbolic. Throughout the paper, we will use the
notation L(E) = L(a, Sg_,) and p(E) = p(«a, Sg_,,) for brevity.

2.2. Reducibility of quasiperiodic cocycles. We will only consider cocycles («, A) with
deg A = 0. A quasiperiodic C*-cocycle (o, A) with {1, ,..., a4} rationally independent is
called C*-rotations reducible if there exists B € C*(T¢;SL(2,R)) and # € C*(T% R) such that

(2.4) B(z + o) A(2) B(z) = Ro.

We will call a cocycle reducible if it is rotations reducible to a constant rotation. In this case,
one can choose 0 = p(«, A). For reducible cocycles, it will be more convenient diagonalize
the rotation matrix and consider B € C*(T%; SL(2, C)) satisfying

2mip(a,A) 0 )

(2.5) B(z + o) A(z)B(z) = (6 0 o—2min(a,A)

Note that our use of the definition is more narrow than usual. More accurately, we should
have used the wording “reducible to a constant rotation”. Usually, one considers reducibility
to a general constant matrix in the right hand side of (2.4).

Let {H,},cre be a quasiperiodic operator family, and («, Sg_,) be the corresponding
Schrodinger cocycle. Define the following subset:

Ren =1F € R: (a,Sp_,) is C*-reducible}
CRR;,=1{F € R: (a,Sg_,) is C*-rotations reducible}.

We will sometimes drop the indices and simply use R or R'R, if the values of the indices are
clear from the context.
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From Shnol’s theorem [13, 25, 50, 51], it follows that RR;, , C ¥,,. Moreover, subordinacy
theory [32, 33, 43] implies that the restriction of the spectral measure of H, into RR;,, is
purely absolutely continuous for any s > 0. The same also holds for R, .

We will also need some conventions about normalizations of the cocycles in L?(T¢). Let
us rewrite the reducibility equation (3.1) as

<(E —v(z))b11(z) — ba1(z) (E —v(z))bio(x) — bgg(az)> _ <62’”:9611(x + ) e—2m:9b12(x + a)>
bll(x) bio (a;) ez’rlebgl(x + a) 6_27”91)22 (a; + a) )

One can see that the columns of B(x) are not intertwined, and one can multiply one
column and divide another by the same constant without affecting the determinant. Note
also that [|b11||r2(rey = [|b21|[L2(ra), [|b12]lr2(rey = [|b22][r2(ray. As a consequence, we can choose
a constant so that the columns are “balanced”:

1b11][2eray = [1barllrzcray = [br2llLz(ray = [[b2z([r2(ra),
without affecting the regularity of the matrix B in the variable x. So, we would have
(2.6) 1B 2pay = 400517 2rays Vi, € {1,2},

where in the left hand side we are using the Hilbert—Schmidt matrix norm. In the statements
of the main results, we will always assume that the conjugation matrix B is balanced in the
above sense. Also, we will not always require det B(z) = 1, but sometimes instead choose B
to be L?*normalized (and balanced).

2.3. Statements of the results. In order to formulate the main result, we will need the
definition of the density of states measure of the operator family { H, } cra: for a Borel subset
B C R, define

2.7) N(B) = / (Lp(H.)y, 6 d

In other words, the density of states measure is the expectation value of the spectral measures.
We also introduce the integrated density of states (denoted by the same symbol with a slight
abuse of notation):

(2.8) N(E) := N((—o0, E]) = N((—00, E)),

the cumulative distribution function of the density of states measure. It is well known
that N is a non-decreasing continuous function of E. Clearly, if the spectral measures
are absolutely continuous, then the IDS is also absolutely continuous (with respect to the
Lebesgue measure). The IDS is related to the fibered rotation number defined above in (2.1)
in the following way [21]:

N(E)=1-2p(E).

Let I C R be a Borel subset. The following function will be important:

S — Eek
2.9 E) ={ "™NVE)’
(2.9) gx(E) {0’ EeR\K

Note that g (E) is well defined (Lebesgue) almost everywhere on KNX, ,. As a consequence,
the operator gi(H,) is well defined as long as H, has purely absolutely continuous spectrum
on K.

For a (Borel) subset £ C R, denote by 1x(x) the indicator function of K. If H is
a self-adjoint operator on ¢*(Z), denote by H(K) the restriction of H into the subspace
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Ran1x(H) C (*(Z). Here, 1x(H) is considered in the standard sense of functional calculus
for self-adjoint operators. For the current operator A defined in (1.5), let

In the case of A(z, ), it is convenient not to restrict it into Ran 1xc(H,) and instead let it
have a zero block.
We are ready to formulate the first (local) main result of the paper.

Theorem 2.1. Let {H,},cra be a quasiperiodic operator family with v € C*(T%R), s > d.
Denote by R the set of energies on which the corresponding Schréodinger cocycle is C*-
reducible. Then H, has local ballistic transport on R. In other words, there exists a repre-
sentation R = U;K; such that the following limit exist for all x € T and all IC;:

1 [T .
Qz, ;) = s lim — "M A, KCj)e M= dt = gic,(H,).

T— o0 T 0

As a consequence,
ker Q(z, K;) = (Ran 1, (H,))™ .

Theorem 2.1 is “soft” and requires very little regularity. As a consequence, we can only get
local bounds. Still, as stated in the Introduction, even these bounds imply ballistic motion
such as in [54]. If R has

If one has some control over the dependence of ||B||cs in the E variable, the result can
be improved to “true” strong ballistic transport. Unfortunately, there is no hope in getting
any kind of estimates that are uniform in energy, since regularity of the reducibility matrix
depends on Diophantine properties of the rotation number (see, for example, [27]). However,
we can formulate a sufficient integral-type condition. We will say that («,S,_g) is C*-
reducible in expectation on K if it’s C*-reducible for every E € K, and there exists a choice
of L?(T%)-normalized conjugations B(E;z) such that

(2.10) / |1 B(E;

We can now formulate the second (global) main result.

[ (ray dp(E) < +o0.

Theorem 2.2. Let {H,},c1a be a quasiperiodic operator family whose cocycles are is C*-
reducible in expectation on K for some s > 5d/2. Then the family {H,},cre has strong
ballistic transport on K. In other words, the following limit exists for all x € T:

Q. K) = 5 lim / eitle A, K)etHe dt = gye(H,)
As a consequence,

ker Q(z,K) = (Ran 1x(H,))™".

We will also state a version of Theorem 2.2 in terms of the localization property of the
dual operator

(Low))(n Z Op—mt(m) + 2cos2m(n - a + O)p(n), n ezl

meZzZd
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We will say that the family {Lg}oer has s-power law dynamical localization (sPDL) on K, if
the spectra of Ly(K) are purely point for almost every # € T, and there are C' > 0, s > 0

such that

- C
S 1ic(Lg)ei™05,)| df < .
/T|< L)) db €

The following is a corollary of the proof of Theorem 2.2.

Corollary 2.3. Let {H,},c1e be a quasiperiodic operator family whose cocycles are C!-
reducible on IC, and the dual family {Lg}ger satisfies s-power law dynamical localization on
IC with some s > 4d. Then the family {H,},cra has strong ballistic transport on K.

The assumptions of Theorems 2.1 and/or 2.2 are satisfied for several different classes of
operators. In order to formulate some of them, recall that a frequency vector o € R? is
called Diophantine (denoted oo € DCy(7y, 7) for some v > 0,7 > d — 1) if

(2.11) dist(k - o, Z) > y|k|™7, Vk € Z\{0}.

We will use the notation

DCy = U DC(vy, 7).

v>0; 7>d—1

In the one-frequency case o € R\Q, denote also

In
B(a) = lim sup ﬂ,
k—o0 qk
where Z—: — « are the continued fraction approximants. Note that a € DCj implies 5(a) = 0,

but not vice versa.

Remark 2.4. Condition (2.10) is formulated in terms of C*-norms in order to avoid over-
loading this section with terminology. In fact, in the proof we will use (weaker) Sobolev
H?-norms, since they behave better under some convolution-type operations appearing in
the process.

2.4. Applications of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2. As stated earlier, Theorem 2.1 falls in the
middle between ballistic motion and strong ballistic transport. Its advantage is that it is
applicable in a wide range of situations.

(1) Let v € C¥(T;R) be an analytic one-frequency potential, and f(a) = 0. Then
there exists a Borel subset > C R such that X supports the absolutely continuous
components of the spectral measures of H, for all x € T, and the corresponding
Schrodinger cocycle Sg_, is analytically rotations reducible for all £ € X due to
[10, Theorem 1.2]. Since S(«) = 0, by solving the cohomological equation, one can
improve rotations reducibility to reducibility for all £ € 3. Thus, Theorem 2.1
applies. One can state its conclusion in the following way: if { H,},er is an analytic
one-frequency quasiperiodic operator family with f(a) = 0 and ¥ does not support
singular spectral measures of H,, then H, has local ballistic transport and, as a
consequence, has ballistic motion on .

(2) In [53], some of the results [10, 11] were extended to the case of finitely smooth
cocycles. As a consequence, the results from the previous case also extend to finitely
differentiable potentials.
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(3) In [12], it was shown that almost Mathieu operators with potentials v(z) = 2\ cos(27x)
with log A < —f(«) satisfy full measure analytic reducibility. As a consequence, they
also satisfy local ballistic transport (and hence ballistic motion) on the whole spec-
trum. The corresponding quantitative localization results for the dual operator exist
[31-30] exist, but are very delicate.

Let us now discuss applications of the more precise Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.3.

(1) In [2, 22] it was shown that if « € DCy, v € C¥(T%R), and 0 < € < g¢(a, v), then the
operators H, with the potential ev have purely absolutely continuous spectra (see also
[51]), and their Schrodinger cocycles are reducible on a set of energies of full spectral
measure. In [27], exponential dynamical localization in expectation (which is stronger
that sSPDL for all s) was established for the corresponding dual operators. Therefore,
Corollary 2.3 applies. The proof of [27] is based on quantitative reducibility estimates.
It can be checked that these estimates, actually, guarantee convergence of the integral
(2.10) (within a significant margin), and therefore one can also apply Theorem 2.2
directly. Therefore, in the setting of [51], we actually have strong ballistic transport
on the whole spectrum, rather than just ballistic motion.

(2) A combination of [10] and [7] implies that, if v € C¥(T;R), f(a) < +00,and 0 < € <
eo(v, B(a)), then the operators {H,}.er with potentials ev have purely absolutely
continuous spectrum, and the corresponding Schrédinger cocycles are reducible for
almost every energy. Exponential dynamical localization for the dual operators has
been established in [31] (as stated, only for the almost Mathieu operator, but the
argument easily extends to the general long range case, since it relies on [7, Theorem
5.1] which is established for the long range case; see also [27] for the Diophantine
case). Therefore, again, Corollary 2.3 implies strong ballistic transport on the whole
(*(Z). Note that, for 8 = 0, it gives a non-perturbative version of the result of [54],
also with strong ballistic transport.

3. ON REDUCIBILITY AND LOCALIZATION

In this section, we will refine some of the results from [37] in order to extend them to a
local quantitative setting. For a function f € L?(T?), denote the Sobolev norm by

1 ey = D (L Iml)> | F(m)[,

mezZ4

where f(m) are the Fourier coefficients:
f) = 32 Fmpee,
meZ4

We will only consider s > d/2, in which case H* is embedded into C(T9) and its elements
are ordinary continuous functions, rather than equivalence classes. Coincidentally, the same
condition is sufficient for H* being an algebra with respect to the pointwise multiplication,
which will also be important; see, for example [I, Theorem 4.39].

Proposition 3.1. Let s > d/2 and f,g € H*(T?). Then fg € H¥(T%), and
| fgl Hs(Td) < C(d,s)| f|

HS(Td)Hg’ Hs(T4)-
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Let v € C(T?% R), and o € R? such that {1,q,, ..., a4} are independent over Q. Consider
the following quasiperiodic Schrédinger cocycle (o, Sg_,), where

Spou() = (E —1U(x) —01) '

Adapting the definition from Section 1, we will say that («, Sgp_,) is H*-reducible if there
exists B € H*(T% GL(2,C)) such that

e2mip(E)
(3.1) Bz +a)"'Sp_(2)B(x) = < 0

0 e—27rip(E)

), Yz e T,

where p(E) is the fibered rotation number of (a, Sg_,), as defined in Section 1. As a
consequence, deg B = 0.

Definition 3.2. Let £ C R be a Borel subset. We will say that («, Sg—,) is H*-reducible
on K if there exists and an L?-normalized balanced family of conjugating matrix functions
{B(E)}Egex, satisfying (3.1) for all E € K, and the following bound:

(3.2) / IB(E. )

At this moment, we also do not assume any regularity of Bg in the variable E. For
example, B(FE) itself may not be measurable in E, as long as there is an upper norm bound
by a measurable function satisfying (3.2). However, one can obtain the following:

e (ra) Ap(E) < +00

(1) Assuming that B(E) with above properties exist on /C, one can pick a measurable
parametrization of B(E) in E.

(2) Asin Section 1, let R be the set of energies such that (a, Sg_,) is C*-reducible. Then,
for a given ¢; > 0, the set of £ € R such there exists B(FE) satisfying (3.1) with, say,
| B(E)||cs(rasn2,r)) < c1, is measurable.

Claims (1) and (2) can be obtained from the following fact: selecting a B satisfying (3.1)
is the same as selecting two linearly independent Bloch wave solutions of the Schrodinger
equation which, in turn, are completely determined by their initial data. These solutions
determine the values of B(x) on a dense subset of z, and therefore contain all information
on the regularity of the corresponding Bloch functions, as well as the matrix elements of
B (as long as the latter are continuous). One can also independently obtain measurability
for almost every E (which is equally good in our case) from the duality arguments below,
similarly to [37].

Recall that the rotation number of the Schrédinger cocycle («, Sp—,) is a continuous non-
increasing map p: R — [0, 1/2], which maps ¥, , onto [0,1/2]. The relation

N(E) = 1 - 2p(E)

implies that the pre-image of the Lebesgue measure on [0, 1/2] under p is half of the density of
states measure. For 0 € [0,1/2]\ (Z+«-Z%), denote by E(6) the unique value E € %,,,, such
that p(E) = 0 (note that the uniqueness is violated at the endpoints of spectral gaps, which
correspond to the removed values of #). Extend it as an even function into [—1/2, 0], and then
extend it into R by 1-periodicity. Denote the resulting function, defined on R \ (Z + « - Z%),
by the same symbol E(f). Let

O = (p(K) U (=p(K))) N (Z/2 + o - 2°)2).
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Then F: © — %,, is a measurable map which takes each of its values twice, and whose
range is equal to I except, at most, for a countable subset. Note that we only needed to
remove Z + o - Z% for the above argument. However, the further construction will require
removal of half-a-rational frequencies.

Let us recall the definition of the dual operator family.

(3.3) (Loy)(n Z Up—m®(m) +2cos2n(n-a+0)Y(n), 6eT.
mezZ?
In order to formulate the main result of this section, introduce the translation operator:
T: 2(Z%) — (2(Z%), (TY)(n) :==p(n + a).

An important property of the eigenvectors of the operators (3.3) is the following covariance
relation. Suppose that Lyt = Ev, ¢ € (*(Z%) Then

(3.4) Lore.oT(0) = E(O) T (0), VL€ Z°

As a consequence, if one wants to study localization properties of the family {Lg}er, it
may be beneficial to pick only one representative from each “equivalence class” defined by
(3.4). There are obvious difficulties with this approach, as it dangerously resembles the
procedure of constructing a non-measurable subset of the circle. However, in our setting it is
possible and is discussed, for example, in [37]. The main result of this section is the following
refinement of [37].

Theorem 3.3. Suppose that the family of Schrédinger cocycles (o, Sg_,) is H*-reducible on
K C R with sone s > d/2. Construct the subset © C [0,1] and the function E(-) as above.
Then there exists a measurable function f: © x T¢ — C, such that the following claims hold.

(1) For each 6 € ©, || f(0,)|[r2(rey = 1, and

[ s

(2) For each 6 € ©, the vector ¥)(0;m) = f(0,m) (the Fourier transform in the second
variable) is an eigenvector of the dual operator:

Loyp(8) = E(0)¥(0).
(3) For { € Z% such that § — (- o € O, construct additional eigenvectors of Ly by
bo(0) = TP(0 — € - ),
so that, using (3.4), we have
Loteate(0) = E(0)10(0).

Then, for almost every 0 € T, the spectrum of Lyg(K) is purely point, and the con-
structed eigenfunctions

(3.5) (0e(0): 0— (- a € O,

form a complete system for Ly(K).
(4) Denote by 1,(0) the following convolution vector:

Uu(B3p) = D [(0;m)e(6;m+p)].

meZd

H5 (T4) d9 < +00.
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Then the following Sobolev localization property holds:

(36) S+ [ [0.(6:0)db < .

p
Proof. Most of the the argument is very close to [37]. See also a similar argument in [20,
Section 3]. Let E(f) be constructed as above. The arguments of [37] imply that one can
take
By (x, E(0

B, E( Dllez(re)

for € ©N[0,1/2] and extend it by the relation f(z, —6) = f(z,#) into ©. Then, for each
0 €0, ¢Y(0;n) = f(0;n) would be an ¢?(Z?)-normalized eigenfunction of Ly:

(3.7) Lyip(0) = E(0)1(0),
which implies the first two claims. Let us establish completeness. Again, the argument is
similar to [37]: we calculate the “partial density of states measure”, using the expression

(2.7) with the spectral projection of Ly replaced by the projection onto the subspace spanned
by eigenfunctions (3.5). If that measure coincides with the complete IDS, this would indicate
completeness of the eigenfunctions (for almost every ). The calculation is straightforward
if we assume () to be measurable. One can recover measurability from that of B(E), but
there is also a more direct argument as follows.

Let P,(#) be the spectral projection of Ly onto the eigenspace corresponding to the eigen-
value E(0—(-«a), for 0 —-a € ©. The above construction implies P(#) # 0 for § € O+ (- .
Let ¢(#) be a measurable branch of an element from Py(), ||¢(0)] = 1. Eventually, we will
show that p(0) = c¢(0)y(0) for almost every 6. However, at this point we cannot state that
the spectrum of Ly is simple. Fortunately, for the following calculations () is just as good
as 1(6). Denote

pe(0) :=Thp(0 — L - ).
Then, by covariance, we have the following eigenvalue equation similar to (3.7).
Lopi(0) = E(0 — ba)pe(0), if -0 -ac€0O.
As a consequence, we have ¢,(f) € Ran P,(6), and

Z/(Pg(e)éo,éoﬂe(@—ﬁ.a) d@zZ/|(<pg(9),50>\21@(9—£.a) d

P T

=Zﬂw%hn>MWan—Z/| _)ML6(6) db = 6] = N(K).
/ T

Since the left hand side cannot be larger than |N(K)|, all inequalities are actually equal-
ities, which also implies simplicity of the spectrum for almost every 6. Since measurable
parametrization of eigenvectors was obtained independently of measurability of B(F) and
that the eigenvalues of Ly are simple on ©, this gives us measurability of B(FE) in retrospec-
tive.

It remains to establish Claim (4). We will obtain it as a consequence of Claim 1. Let

.fl 6) ZIZ' Z |w 6) m)|e2mmx’ f2 6) ZIZ' Z |w 6) m |627rzmx

meZd meZd
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Clearly, we have
1 f1(6, )esray = || f2(0, )]
Then one can express 1, as a convolution:
v (0;) = (f1(6,) * f2(6,)(p),
and hence, by definition of the Sobolev norm and Proposition 3.1, we have

D W+ D10 (0: p)1° = 1100, ) 200, )F < 1£(0,-)IIF

p

Hs(Td) — ||f(9a )|

HS(Td) .

ER)

One can now get Claim (4) by integrating in 6. O
We will also need a Sobolev version of the dynamical localization.

Theorem 3.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.3, there exists h € H*(T?) such that

/T (S Lie(Lo)e 26,y dB = (g — p).

Proof. We have, using the notation of the previous theorem,

38) i [ 1 el 50 < Y [ 10al0.p)vn(6.0)]do

tezd” Otta

_Z/ WO —C-a,p+ 00— aq+€|d9—2/|¢9p+€)¢(9 ¢+ 0)] do
O+l

ez (e7a

<(/ |w*<e,q—p>|2d9)l/2-

Due to covariance, h,, only depends on ¢ —p. We have the following thanks to the last claim
in Theorem 3.3:

S0+ ol < [ S0+ )@ < [ 10 D
pEZA pEZA

Suppose that, instead of a Sobolev bound, we have a uniform bound
sup || f(6; )| os(rey < 400
0cO

In this case, the dual operator family demonstrates an extremely strong form of uniform
localization, which would allow us, ultimately, to relax regularity requirements on the re-
ducibility.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that, in the notation of Theorem 3.3, we have

sup || f(6; )]
[USC)

Cs(T4) =M< “+00.
Then, for almost every 68 € T, we have the following uniform dynamical localization bound.:

C(s, M)
ess—sup |(4,, 1,cete§
eeTp|<p . ol < (I+1[p—ql)*4
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Proof. Using the representation from Theorem 3.3, we have
C(M)
(L+ g+ )

The rest follows from Lemma 6.1. O

(0 q)| = |f(0 — - as;q+0)] <

4. FROM LOCALIZATION TO STRONG BALLISTIC TRANSPORT

In this section, we will prove Theorem 2.2 by studying the consequences of the results
from the previous section to the operator (1.18):

(Hy)(n) =9¢(n—1)+¢v(n+1)+v(x+na)p(n), n e Z.

In order to formulate the main result, we will need to introduce the dual operator family.
Define the Fourier coefficients of v by ©0,,, where

v(z) = Z Dy 2T

nezd
Let {Lg}ocr be the dual family on ¢?(Z%):
(4.1) (Lop)(n) = Z Up—mP(m) + 2 cos2m(n - a + 0)(n).
mezd

As stated in the introduction, denote by A the current operator on (%(Z):
(AP)(n) = i((n +1) —(n = 1)).
For a Borel subset K C R, we defined
Az, K) = 1x(Hz) Al (Hy).
Recall also that, by definition,
Ho(K) = Le(Ho)|jan 1, (11,

It is convenient to assume that A(z, K) acts on the whole ¢*(Z) and H,(K) is restricted to
Ran 1x(H,), since, in the latter case, the wording “o(H,(K)) is purely absolutely continuous”
has intended meaning and does not need to account for the large kernel of Ran 1, (H,)".
Recall the definition of the function gx(F) :

—— Eek
gx(E) = § ™)
0, E €R\K.

Definition 4.1. An analytic quasiperiodic operator family { H,} cre will called K-regular if
the following properties are satisfied:

(1) The spectra of H,(K) are purely absolutely continuous.
(2) The families 1x(H,) and gx(H,) are strongly continuous in the parameter z € T

The results of [17] imply that, under the above assumptions, ||gi(H,)|| < 2.

Theorem 4.2. Let {H.(K)},ere be a K-regular family such that the dual operator family
{Lo}yer satisfies H*-localization in expectation on K for some s > 5d/2, or s-uniform power
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law localization in expectation on K for some s > d. Then the conclusion of Theorem 2.1
holds. In other words, for every x € T¢ the limit

Q(z, K) =5 Jir?o = / el (Hy) Al (Hy)e ™He dt,
exists and

ker Q(z, K) = (Ran 1x(H,))" .

Remark 4.3. In Section 6, we obtain K-regularity as a consequence of local C' rotations
reducibility for the corresponding Schrodinger cocycles. Therefore, it holds in all considered
cases.

In order to prove Theorem 4.2, we will need several additional calculations with duality
involving direct integrals. Each of the families { H,},cre and {Lg}eer can be considered as
a single operator in the appropriate direct integral space:

@ _ @

9= [ *(Z)dz, $H= / *(Z%) db
Td T

Denote the unitary duality operator U: § — § on functions U = U(z,n) by

(4.2) UY)(H,m) =TV(0 +m-a,m),

where ¥ denotes the Fourier transform in both discrete and continuous variables:
(4.3) W(O,m)=> / 2= (1 ) d.
nez Td

In the notation, we will always write the continuous variables before discrete variables in
the arguments of functions, even when they roles are switched under duality. As mentioned
above, the operator families { H, } cra and {Lg}ger can be represented by direct integrals

- &
H = H,dx, L:= / Lo db.
Td T
Aubry duality (see, for example, [21]) can be formulated as the unitary equivalence of the
above direct integrals:
(4.4) UHU = L.

One can apply duality to other operators and operator families on ¢*(Z). For example,
the operator family corresponding to the operator A (constant in x) has the following dual

family:
@ & _
U </ Adg;) Ut :/ A(6) db,
Td T
where

(4.5) (A(0)1)(m) = 2sin 27 (m - o + 0)p(m), m e Z°.

Note that an xz-independent family may become #-dependent after the duality transforma-
tion, and vice versa. For any (Borel) function f, we have
(4.6)

Uf(H)Z/{‘lzuf</T®H dx) (/ f(H. dx)ul ;f(Lg)dﬁzf(L).
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For a Borel subset K, denote
A(0, K) = 1ic(Lg) A(0)1xc(Lo).
Then, one can check that A(0,K) is dual to A(z, K):

1 [T/ e . L (T~ :
U= / < / eZHztA(x,IC)e_ZHztd:c) dtuU™' = = / < / elot A(f, IC) e~ ot de) dt.
T 0 Td T 0 T

The following proposition is, essentially, established in [12] for the case K = o(H,) in a
slightly different form. We include most of the proof for the convenience of the reader.

Proposition 4.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.2, denote by Ey(0), 1« (0) the eigen-
values and eigenfunctions of Lg(KC) (the exact choice of parametrization does not matter).
Then, for almost every 6 € T, the following limit

T

@(9, IC) = S—hm l eitng(97 IC)e—itLg dt

T—+o0 0

exists and is a diagonal operator in the representation of eigenvectors of Lg(K). More pre-
cisely,
1

(4.7) Q(0, ) (0) = AN (E(0)
As a consequence, for almost every 6 € T we have
@(97 ]C) = g/C(L€>

Proof. We only sketch the main ideas, since most of the argument is contained in [12]. The
existence of the limit and the fact that it is diagonal in the basis of eigenvectors of Ly follows
from the following standard calculation:

% /OT <6m g(e,K)e—itLe¢k(9),¢g(9)> dt — (% /OT Sit(EL(O) -1 (0)) dt) (A(0)00(8). 1n(0))

and the fact that

T T .
'l/ (it(Ee(6)—Ex(0)) dt' lim l/ GHEO)~E(0) gy — 1, Ek(ﬁ) = Ey(0);
T/, T—to0o T J 0, Ex(0) # Ei(0).

Vi (0).

As a consequence, we obtain
(4.8)  (Q(O,K)thi(0),vi(0)) = (A(0)bi(0), v (0)) = > 2sin2m(6 +m - )|y (0,m)|>.
meZd
In order to establish (4.7), consider the Fourier transforms of the eigenvectors of Ly(K):
fk z, 6) Z 627r2nm
nezd

where 1,6, n) is the nth component of ¢, (0) (the latter is considered as a vector from ¢?(7Z)).
If 0 ¢ Z+ - Z% then (see Appendix C of [3], and also Remark 5.1 in [37])

(4.9) di(0) := ™ fi.(2,0) fr(x — a, 0) — e 2™ fi.(,0) fu(x — a, 0) # 0.

By direct calculation and (4.8), we also have

(4.10) di(0) = (Q(0, K)yw(0), ¥ (6)),
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which implies that ker @ = {0}. Let
E—v(zr) -1
S () = ( 1 () ! )

be the Schrodinger cocycle, and consider a matrix function B(z,6) defined by

B(2,0) = —— ( fi(,0) Julz,0) );

|dp(0)]2/2 \e 2™ fi(z — @, 0) 2™ fi(z — , 0)

note that the matrix is invertible since dy(0) # 0. Then

. e27ri€ 0
Blo+ 0.0 S5 0)80) = (0 D).

Kotani’s theory (see the argument in [12] with additional references) implies that there exists
a subset £ C K of full Lebesgue measure (as a consequence, full spectral measure for each
H,(K)) such that, if Ej(0) is constructed above and Fy(f) € &, then

1
mN'(Ey(0))
Comparing the last equality with (4.10), both of which hold for almost every 6 € T, we
complete the proof. Note that the function ¢ is only defined Lebesgue almost everywhere on
K. However, for almost every 6 € T, all eigenvalues Ej(0) will be at differentiability points
of N, and hence g(Ly) will be well defined. As a consequence, using (4.6), we have

® ®

(4.11) Q(K) = y Q(m,lC)dx:/ grc(H,) dx

’]Td

=y (/f Q(0,K) de) U=U" (/T@ gic(Lg) d:c) U:=U"9(K)U. O

Denote by Q(z,T,K) the pre-limit expression:

di(0) =

T ®
(412) Q. T.K) = % / e A, K)e e 4, Q(T,K) = | Q(a,T,K) du
0 Td
We would like to show the following, for all p € Z:
(4.13) Qz, T, K)6, = Q(x, K)oy,

where {0,},cz denote the standard basis vectors in ¢*(Z). Let

fp,T(x) = Q(vav IC>5P7 fp(x) = Q(Iv IC>5P
Denote by f,r(xz,n) and f,(z,n) the n-th components of f,r(x), f,(z) respectively, where
n € Z. One can treat f,7 and f, as elements of L2(T? x Z). Denote also by f,7(6,m),
};(9, m) the Fourier transforms of f, r, f, in both variables defined as in (4.3):

pr ‘9 m Z/ 2minf— 27r2mxpr(x n)

ne”

Lemma 4.5. For anyp € Z, x € T¢, and T > 0, we have

(4.14) V(@) = fol@) ) < / (Zuﬂem ﬁ(e,mn) .

meZd
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Proof. First, let us note that both x +— f,r(z) and z — f,(z) are continuous as maps from
T? to ¢2(Z). In particular, they are continuous component-wise. Denote by f,r(z,6) the

Fourier transform only in the variable n, and same for fp(x, 0). Using the Parseval’s identity,
continuity in z, and ¢! bound for the Fourier transform, we have the following:

(4.15)
sup | for () = fo(@)IE2z) = sup Y _ | for(w,n) = fo(a,n)]” = sup /T | for(x,0)— fo(x,0)d0
nez i )
—sup | £, 0) — f,(z,0) ) do £or(0,m) — £.(0 do.
S/T<essxsuP|fp,T(x> ) fp(if, )|) S[T(r’%anT( >m) fp( ,m)|>

O
Remark 4.6. It is crucial that the left hand side of (4.14) is continuous in x, otherwise we
would not have been able to obtain convergence for all # € T?, as the right hand side of

(4.14) does not allow to recover any data about measure zero subsets of T? in the variable
x. The said continuity, ultimately, reduces to the assumption of K-regularity of the family

{Hx}xe']l'-
Remark 4.7. Let U be the duality operator. Then
For(8,m) = Ufpr)(0 —m-a,m),  f,(6,m) = Uf,)(O —m-a,m).

Therefore, in order to show (4.13), we can apply Lemma 4.5 and reduce it to a convergence
statement about the images of f,r under duality.

We will use the following notation for the dual pre-limit expressions:

-~ T . ~ . ~ @ o~
Q(0,T,K) ::% / eitlo (0, K)e o dt,  O(T,K) = /T O6,T,K) do.
0

Finally, consider 8, as an element of L?(T¢ x Z) that is a constant function in the z variable.
Then, it’s Fourier transform in both variables is equal to

(3,)(6,m) = (US,)(0 — m - ym) = ™5 (m),
which implies
Fpr(0,m) = UQ(T, K)3,) (0—m-a,m) = (Q(T, K)UB,) (0 —m-a,m) = >TP™*Q(0 —m-a, T, K)do,
and similarly

Fpo(0,m) = UQ(K)3,) (O —m - a,m) = (QK)UB) (O — m - a,m) = >™P Q0 — m - a, K)o



22 LINGRUI GE AND I. KACHKOVSKIY

As a consequence, we can rewrite the conclusion of Lemma 4.5 as

(4.16) sgp | for(x) = fo(@)]le2@z) < /T <Z

meZd

1/2

ﬁ,ﬂe,m)—ﬁ(e,m))) 46

1/2

_ A(Z (GOm0, TS~ Q0 —m -0 K)5, ) (m)D d

meZd

< (/) OO —m-a,T,K)0 — O —m-a /C)50> (m)’zdﬁ)m

mezZ4

- (om0 a8, - om0 G0

meZd

(2412 (T))

The factor e?™™< was absorbed into the absolute value, and the second inequality is the
triangle inequality. Let

Im| < N
|m| > N

(0, m),
(P W) (6. m) = {0 o
be the projection onto a neighborhood of the origin in discrete Z? variable. The following is

the main technical estimate of this section that uses the localization bounds.

Lemma 4.8. Suppose that the family { Ly }ger satisfies Sobolev localization on K in the sense
of Theorem 3.4 with s > 5d/2. Then the norms

1Q(T, K)ol zese2 )
are bounded uniformly in T'. As a consequence,
1(1 = Py)Q(T, K)ol zesaqmyy < e(N),
where ¢(N) — 0 as N — 400, uniformly in T.

Proof. First, let us replace @(9, T, K) by the non-averaged expression e?L¢ g(@, K)e~#Le (thus
proving a stronger inequality). As a consequence, we would like to estimate

(4.17)

(/ (6.0 A0 K)o )| d9)1 <2} ( / (00, €0 A9, Ky E101)| de)l

nezd

(Z / (Le(Lo)e Z“tmkﬂﬁ(e)ak,1,C<L9>e—wetao>)de)
kezd

nezd

N

<4 Z <Z /} 1’C L9 ZL0t5n>5k><5kallC(L6) ZLet(So ‘ d9> ,
kezd

nezd
where in the second inequality we used the fact that the integrand is bounded by 2 in absolute

value to replace L2 norm by L! norm, and then used the fact that A(#) is a diagonal operator
acting on J; as a scalar (we also transferred 1x(Lg) to e~*¢!  and hence there is no more
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K in A(6)). In the case of sPDL, we can continue the chain of inequalities as follows, using
Lemma 6.1:

(4.17) 42(

neZd

1/2
> / |(1xc(Lo)e 045, 1) (k, Lic(Log)e 0" 5) \d@)

kezd

1/2
<Z/| 1/C _iL9t5n76k>|1/2‘<5k,1K(L9)€_iLet50>‘1/2d9>
kezd

12\ 1/2
( </\ 1x(L ‘iLetén,ékHdH/ |(5k,1K(L9)e_iL9t60)|d9) ) .
kezd T

h’" = / |<1’C(L9)6_iL6t50a 5n>| de, n e Zd.
T

| /\

Let

Then, by covariance, we have the following bound (recall that % denotes the standard con-
volution for functions on Z%):

@i <4 Y (B2 ().

nezZd: |n|>N

1/2

Therefore, in order to obtain decay, we need to verify (h'/? x h1/2)"" € (*(Z%). We will need

to use some bounds on weighted ¢2 spaces with the norms

e= Y (14>

nezd

Their properties are summarized in the Appendix. Since h € (2(Z%), we have the following
inclusions, see also Appendix (“+” means the number has to be strictly larger):

h'? e 63/2 d/a+>
h1/2 h1/2 c 65 g
wi= (WP« W'Y e )y gy
{1+ [n])*/*7*w(n) }peze € C2(Z).

In order to get w into ¢*(Z?), we can use Holder inequality, for which it would be sufficient
to have

{(L 4 [n]) 6230y, 0 € 2(2°).
This, ultimately, gives us the requirement s/2 —3d/4 > d/2, which reduces to s > 5d/2. O

Corollary 4.9. The conclusion of Lemma 4.5 also holds for é(IC)

Proof. Recall that, being a direct integral, Q(T ,IC) converges to é(IC) in the strong operator
topology on L2(T x Z%). As a consequence, there is a subsequence of time scales T}, such that
(T, K)do converges to Q(K)dy almost everywhere on T x Z¢ as k — oo (here, as before,
do is considered as an element of L2(T x Z<) constant in ). Hence, the result follows from
Fatou’s lemma. O
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Conclusion of the proof of Theorem 4.2. Since the operator norms of Q(z,T,K) are
uniformly bounded, it suffices to show that Q(x, T, K)d, — Q(z, K)J, for all p € Z. In other
words, it is sufficient to show that the right hand side of (4.16) converges to zero. Take
N > 1. Using the triangle inequality, Lemma 4.5, and Corollary 4.9, we have

| K18 - Q)

£4(Z41L2(T))

< |[Pv (ST, k)0 - Q0O)3 )

. H(l —Pw) (@(TR K)do — @(IC)(SO)

01(Z4;L2(T

< (2N>d/2 Hé(ﬂ K)do — é(lC)éo‘

£1(24L2(T))

+ 2¢(N),

L2(TxZ%)

where in the last inequality we use the fact that ¢!(Z%; L2(T)) norm is bounded by the
If(’]I‘ x Z%) norm on the range of Py (with an appropriate constant). Now, since || Q(T, K)&y—

Q(K)do || 2(rxze) — 0, the proof can be completed using the standard /2 argument. .

The proof of Theorem 4.2 in the uniform case. Suppose, instead of Theorem 3.4, we
have the conclusion of Lemma 3.5 with s > d. By covariance, we have

Py = ess—sup |(Jy, 1;¢(L9)6“L95m)|
0T

for some h which satisfies
h(n) < M(1+ |n|)~"

Similarly to (4.17), we can estimate

i con
O, €0 A(0 osy| < (h*h < ——

< , € ( 7IC>€ 0> = ( * )(n> = (1 + |n|>25_d

Therefore, the conclusion reduces to {(1 + |n|)~2=9}, 0 € (1(Z?), which is satisfied for
s >d.

4.1. On the proofs of the main results. The proof of Theorem 2.2 is complete, modulo
KC-regularity which will be established in the next section. To finish the proof of Theorem
2.1, consider

Kj={E € K: [|B(E)|cs(rey < j}
and apply the uniform result on each K;, together with K-regularity. To prove Corollary
2.3, follow the same lines as in the proof of Theorem 4.2, using Lemma 6.1 instead of the
Sobolev bounds. We did not try to optimize the condition s > 4d in this case.

5. REGULARITY OF THE ABSOLUTELY CONTINUOUS SPECTRAL MEASURES

This section is mostly expository. Let {H,},cre be a quasiperiodic operator family (1.18):
(Hy)(n) =¢(n—1)+¢(n+ 1) +v(x 4+ na)p(n), ne€Z.

For a Borel subset K C R, we will say that the family of Schrédinger cocycles (a, Sg_,)
is C®-uniformly rotations reducible on /C, if there exists ¢ > 0 and a family of matrices
B(E;-) € C*(T% SL(2,R)), E € K, such that

(5.1)  Blz+a,E)'Sp_,(2)B(x, E) = Ry = (COS 2mf(z)  —sin %9(:6))

sin 2w0(x)  cos 2wl (x)
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where 6 € C*(T;R) and
HB(HE)||CS(W;SL(2,R)) <ec¢, VEEeK.
For a Borel subset F' C R, denote by
Niq(F) = (0p, 1L (H,)dy)

a spectral measure of H,. Clearly, ji;, = Ly in% . Hence, one simplify the computations by

assuming p = 0.
Moreover, since dy and d; form a cyclic subspace for H,, one can easily check the following
(say, by repeatedly applying H, to dy or d; and eliminating previous elements by induction):

6n = p;(pn_l) (Hm>50 + q(n_l) (Hm)517

xT

where pgc"_l), qg(cn_l) are polynomials of degree < n — 1, whose coefficients are C*-smooth in

x. As a consequence, in order to establish smoothness of spectral measures (see below), it
would sufficient to consider uf, and uf,(z).

Proposition 5.1. Suppose that a family of Schrédinger cocycles (o, Sg_,) is Ct-uniformly
rotations reducible on a Borel subset K C R. Then, for all z € T¢, and any Borel subset
F C K, we have

1

(5.2) ol F) = o /F (bar (2, E)? + bus(x, E)?) dE.

(53) ,ugl(F) = % /F (bgl(l’, E)b21 (l’ + a, E) + bgg(l’, E)bgg(l’ + a, E)) dE.

Proof. Both claims follow from some standard calculations from the Kotani theory. We will,
essentially, use the notation from [18]. For ImE > 0 and x € T¢, denote by uy(z, F) the
unique solutions of the eigenvalue equation Hu = Fu satisfying
ug(z, £;0) =1, wus(z,E;n) — 0 as n — +oo,
and the m-functions
my(z, E) = —uy(x, E; £1).

Using the eigenvalue equation, one can also obtain

u_(z,E;1) =m_(z, E) + E — v(z).
The Green’s function can be expressed through the above Jost solutions:
U_(.Z',E; n)u+(az,E,m)

Gnm(xaE) = <6"’ (Hx - E)_16m> - _m-i—(l',E) + m—(va) + B - ?}(Z’)

As a consequence,
(5.4)

B -1 B my(z, E)
G B = e E @B B O T B Y B) B o)
We can also extend my (E, z) into E € R by considering limits my (E + ie, z) as € — 0+,
which will exist for almost every E for which L(E) = 0. In particular, they will exist almost
everywhere on K. The values of my(F,x) for E € R can be calculated as follows. Any

matrix B € SL(2,R) defines the following action on the upper half plane C*:
. BHZ + Blg
Boyz + Byy’

Boz zeCt.
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Suppose that B(-, E) satisfies (5.1). Then, for almost every pair (E,z) € K x T?, we have
(5.5) my(x, E+1i0) = B(x,F)oi=—m_(z, E +i0).

The continuity arguments similar to [6] (see also [18, Footnote on page 10]) imply that (5.5)
actually holds for all x € T? and almost every E € K, where “almost every” depends on .
However, in the following considerations zero measure sets will not be important, and hence
one can use (5.5) as an alternative definition of m4 (x, £ +10). Using (5.5), we can calculate

_ bui b1y bigbyy + b1iby ; 1
ba1i + baz b31 + b3 b31 + 03,
where b;; = b;;(z, E) are the matrix elements of B(z, E). Note that (5.5) implies that the

denominators in (5.4) are purely imaginary for £ € I + i0. Therefore, one can calculate
densities of spectral measures 1, 115, as follows:

my (z, E 4 i0)

dug 1 , 1 b2, + b2

d]go T Im Goo(z, £ +10) = 2 Immy (z, £ +40) N 2127r B
dug, B 1 N Re m+(x, E+ iO) B b12b2o + b11b91
JE  n Gl B i) = e e B i0) or

We immediately obtain the following regularity claim.

Corollary 5.2. Under the assumptions of Proposition 5.1, the spectral measures p, are
absolutely continuous on IC with respect to the Lebesque measure. Moreover, their densities
are Lipschitz continuous in x:

'dqu _ Wl oo ey
— P9 )

dE dE

where C,_, depends on p — q and the constant c from the uniform rotations reducibility
assumption.

Theorem 5.3. Suppose that the family {H,},cra is Ct-uniformly rotations reducible on a
Borel subset K C R. Let g € L>°(R), suppg C K. Then, for any xo € T%, we have

thmg(H:c) = g(H:co)
T—T0

Proof. Since g(H,) are uniformly bounded, it would be sufficient to show g(H,)d,, — g(Hz,)dn
strongly. By shifting the x variable, one can assume n = 0. Since g(H,)d, are also uniformly
bounded in ¢?(7Z), it is sufficient to establish the following:

(5.6) (0, g(H)d0) = (0n, g(Hyy)do), Vn €Z

(5.7) lg(Hz)oll = llg(Hay)oll-
To establish (5.6), note

[(0n, 9(Hz)d0) = (On, 9(Hao)d0)| = < |lglleenle — oK,

/ G(B)dyito(E) - / g(E)dyis(E)

where ¢, is the constant from Corollary 5.2. Similarly, (5.7) can be established using the
fact
lg(H2)dol* = (do, lg(H.)[*60),
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and then repeating the earlier argument applied to the function |g|2. U

Corollary 5.4. Suppose that the conclusion of Theorem 5 is satisfied for a fixed function
g € L*(R) and a sequence of Borel subsets Ky C Ko . ... Then it also satisfied for K = U,;K;.

Proof. The statement follows from the Banach — Steinhaus theorem: indeed, the family
of operators {g(H,)} ere is uniformly bounded, and the convergence can be verified on the
dense set U; Ran(1x,(H,)), by applying the previous theorem with K = K;. O

6. APPENDIX

In this section, we will establish some elementary bounds which will happen to be useful
later. All functional spaces denoted by ¢ with some indices will be on Z¢. Denote by ¢* the
space of Fourier transform of functions from H*(T?) with the following norm:

2= 1+ n)>u)

nezd

lu

Recall the Holder inequality: for u € /P, v € ¢4, we have

1 1 1
(6.1) luvller < Nllelfolles, =270 T<pgr < oo

The following lemma is elementary:

Lemma 6.1. Let a € Z% and s; + so — d > 0.

Z 1 < 0(817827837d)
A Ta—al (@ = (o fart

nezd

Proof. We have

1 1
Z(l+an>81(1+n)82<(z D VRS )(1+an>81<1+n>52

nezd n|<a/2  |n—al<a/2 |n|>a/2,|n—a|>a/2

1 1 1 1 1
ST | &, T e (e 2 Tl 2 Tl

n|<a/2 n|<a/2 [n|>a/4
< cs1,82,a)(1 + Jal)71 72,
U

Finally, recall that u(p) = (1 + |n|)~® belongs to ¢" for rs > d. We will need the following
“square root” bound.

Lemma 6.2. Suppose that u € (%, and let v(n) = |u(n)|*/?. Then
d

1
Proof. The condition u € 2 is equivalent to {(1 + |n|)*u(n)},eze € ¢, which is in turn
equivalent to {(1 + [n|)*?v(n)},eze € ¢*. We can multiply it by an appropriate power of
(1+ |n])~" in order to get it back to £2: since {(1 + |n|)* }heze € £* for s’ > d/4, we have by
Holder inequality

[vlle < Clrys, d)||lullez, 0<r<

N »

{(1+ \n\)_s/(l + \n\)s/%(n)}nezd c? s >d/4

which implies the statement of the lemma. 0
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Finally, the following is the dual version of the multiplicative Sobolev inequality [I, The-
orem 4.39] on the language of convolutions. One can also prove it directly and use in the
proof of multiplicative inequalities.

Lemma 6.3. Let u € (2, v € (2,. Denote their convolution by
(wxv)(n) =Y uln—mv(m).
mezZd

Then

||U * V|2 < C(Sa S1, SQ)HU

Ug§2, O<S<$1—|—$2—d/2.

e,
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