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On the analogues of Szeg6’s theorem for ergodic operators

W. Kirsch and L. A. Pastur

Abstract. Szegd’s theorem on the asymptotic behaviour of the determi-
nants of large Toeplitz matrices is generalized to the class of ergodic oper-
ators. The generalization is formulated in terms of a triple consisting of an
ergodic operator and two functions, the symbol and the test function. It is
shown that in the case of the one-dimensional discrete Schrédinger opera-
tor with random ergodic or quasiperiodic potential and various choices of
the symbol and the test function this generalization leads to asymptotic
formulae which have no analogues in the situation of Toeplitz operators.
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§ 1. Introduction

Szegd’s theorem is an important result in analysis with a number of links and
applications, see, for instance, [1]-[3] and the references there. Its original form is
as follows. Let

{Ajdjez, A=A, Y |4l <o, (L.1)
JEZL
be a sequence and
A={Aj i}jnez,  (Au); =) A jug, (1.2)
keZ

be the corresponding bounded selfadjoint (discrete convolution) operator in [2(Z).
Choose a positive integer L and consider the interval

A=[-L,—-L+1,....L]CZ (1.3)
and the restriction of A to A,
Ax ={Aj-r}jken, (1.4)

that is, the finite dimensional operator defined by the central (2L + 1) x (2L + 1)
block of the doubly infinite matrix {A;_j};rez. Also let

alp) = A;e¥™P peT=]0,1), (1.5)
JEZ
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be the Fourier transform of (1.1), which is called the symbol of A in this context.
Assume that
ap) >0, aeLi(T), (16)

and denote by {l;};cz the Fourier coefficients of loga. Then we have the two term
asymptotic formula (see, for instance, [3], Theorem 1.6.2)

logDet Ay = [Allg + > jljlj+o(1),  |A] — oo, (1.7)
j=1
where
|A| = 2L + 1. (1.8)

The one term asymptotic formula
log Det Ax = |Allp + o(|A)), |A] — oo, (1.9)

is known as Szeg@’s theorem (or the first Szegd theorem), while the two term asymp-
totic formula (1.7) is called the strong Szegd theorem.

Note that the traditional setting for Szegs’s theorem uses the Toeplitz opera-
tors defined by the semi-infinite matrix {A;_j};rez,. and acting in 1(Zy). The
restrictions of the Toeplitz operators are the upper left blocks {Aj_k}ﬁ w—o of the
semi-infinite matrix. On the other hand, in this paper we use the convolution oper-
ators (1.2) defined by the doubly infinite matrix {A;_x}; kez, acting in I>(Z) and
having the central blocks (1.4) as their restrictions. The latter setting seems more
appropriate for our goal in this paper of dealing with ergodic operators, where the
setting is standard. The same setting is widely used in multidimensional analogues
of Szeg&’s theorem.

Using the identity log Det Ay = Trlog Ax we can rewrite (1.7) as

1 [oe)
Trlog Ap = |A|/ log a(p) dp + Zjljl_j +o(1), |A] — oo, (1.10)
0

j=1

that is, as a two term asymptotic trace formula for the operator A,, written via
the ‘limiting’ operator A. This suggests a generalization of the formula, in which
log is replaced by a function ¢: R — C of a certain class.

The one term asymptotic formula generalizing (1.9) is well known (see, for
instance, [4], §5.2):

Tro(Ay) = (Al / oa@)dp+o(A]), A - oo. (L11)

The formula is valid for any bounded continuous ¢.
For the corresponding two-term asymptotic formula

Tro(Ay) = [A] / pap)dp+Ts+o(1), Al —oo,  (L12)

where T5 is a functional of ¢ and a which is independent of A, see, for instance, [1],
[3], [5] and the references there.
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Analogous formulae hold in the continuous case, that is, for the convolution
operators in L?(R) and their restrictions, as well as in the multidimensional case,
that is, for the convolution operators in [2(Z?) and L?(R?) and their restrictions
to the family {Ar} of compact domains that expand homothetically into the whole
space, see [5],

AL:{!EGZdiieAl},

where A; € R? has a C! boundary. In this case the leading term is proportional to
the volume |Az| of Az, that is, to L%, while the subleading term is proportional
to L9~ that is, to the area |0A 1| of the surface A, of Ay, see, for instance, [1], [3]
and [5]).

It is important to stress that while the leading term, proportional to L, of (1.12)
is fairly insensitive to the smoothness of ¢ and a, the subleading term is propor-
tional to L1 if ¢ and a are smooth enough, for instance, if a has Holder continuous
derivative and ¢ is C'*° on the spectrum of A. If, however, the symbol has singulari-
ties and/or zeros, the order of the subleading term can grow more rapidly, see [2], [6]
and [7]. An important example is when the symbol is the indicator of an interval A
of the spectrum of A. In this case, if d =1 the two-term asymptotic formula is

Trp(An) = AI((1 = |AD(0) + [Alp(1)) + Sz log|A| + o(log[Al), A o
1.13
where Ss is a functional of ¢, independent of |A| [7]. Likewise, for d > 1 the leading
term is analogous to that for d = 1 and, in particular, is proportional to L%, while
the subleading term is proportional to L4~ 1og L [6]-[8].

This sensitivity of the subleading term to the smoothness of ¢ and a can be
compared with the sensitivity of the subleading term in the Euler-Maclaurin formula
for approximating the integral of a continuous function by its integral sum.

Thus, the two term asymptotic formula for Tr ¢(Ay ), where Ay is the restriction
of a convolution operator A to a bounded domain, is determined by the functional
parameters a and .

Note now that the convolution operators in 12(Z%) and L?*(R%), d > 1 admit
a natural generalization, known as ergodic (or metrically transitive) operators [9].
We recall their definition in the technically simple case of 2(Z).

Let

(Q,.7,P) (1.14)

be a probability space and T' be a measure preserving automorphism of €.

It is worth mentioning two important cases of the structure (Q, %, P,T) known
as an abstract dynamical system. The first corresponds to the sequence {&;};ez of
i.i.d. random variables. Here Q) = R?, .Z is the o-algebra generated by the cylinders
in R%, P is the product measure corresponding to the common probability law F'
of the ¢; and

T{¢}jez = {€j+1}jez (1.15)

is the right shift for sequences.
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In the second case Q = T, .# is the Borel algebra of T, P is the Lebesgue measure
on T and

Tw=w+a (mod 1), (1.16)

where a € [0, 1) is an irrational number.

An important property, common to both cases, is that there is no set in %,
apart from ) and @, invariant with respect to 7. An abstract dynamical system
possessing this property is called ergodic (or metrically transitive). The property
is elementary in the second case and follows from Kolmogorov’s zero-one law in the
first case. From now on we will consider only ergodic dynamical systems, although
certain results below are also valid without this assumption.

Now, a sequence {{;};cz of real valued measurable functions on an abstract
dynamical system is called an ergodic process if for every t € Z we have

§i(Tw) = &ju(w) ViEZ (1.17)

with probability 1. The standard way to represent an ergodic process is via a mea-
surable function Z": 2 — R and the shift operator

§j(w) = 2 (TMw). (1.18)

Likewise, a measurable function A = {A4;1}; rez whose values are bounded opera-
tors in 1%(Z) is called an ergodic operator if for every t € Z we have

with probability 1. Choosing @ = {0} in (1.14), we obtain from (1.19) that A is
a convolution operator (1.2). Thus, ergodic operators comprise a generalization
of convolution operators, while the latter can be viewed as nonrandom ergodic
operators.

Analogous definitions can be given in the multidimensional discrete case of Z?
and the continuous case of R?, see [9], § 1D.

An important example of an ergodic operator is the one-dimensional discrete
Schrédinger operator in [?(Z) defined as

H=Hy+YV, (H()’U,)j = —Uj—1 — Uj+1, (V’LL)J = VjUy, J €7, (1.20)
and having an ergodic process {v;};ez as its potential V', that is (see (1.18)),
vj(w) =Y (Tw), jELTI, (1.21)

for some measurable 7': 2 — R.

The two most widely studied cases of ergodic potentials (1.21) correspond to
the two ergodic systems and processes mentioned above, that is, a sequence of
i.i.d. random variables and a sequence, defined by a continuous periodic function
¥ : T — R and an irrational number a € (0, 1) via the formula (see (1.16))

vj(w) =¥ (aj +w). (1.22)
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These two classes of ergodic potentials (processes) can be viewed as the ‘extreme’
cases of the set of all ergodic processes with respect to the intuitive notion of ‘ran-
domness’, since the i.i.d. case is intuitively the ‘most random’, while the quasiperi-
odic case is intuitively ‘least random’.

An analogue of Szegd’s theorems for ergodic operators could be viewed as follows.
Let H be a selfadjoint ergodic operator in I2(R) and let a: R — C and ¢: C — C
be sufficiently ‘good’ functions. Then

A= a(H) (1.23)

is a normal ergodic operator (see 9], Theorem 2.7). Denote its matrix by {4z} kez
and the restriction of A to A by Ax = {Ajr}jren (cf. (1.4)) where A is given
by (1.3). We are again interested in the asymptotic behaviour of the quantity

TY‘P(AA) = Trap(aA(H))7 ‘Al — 00, (1'24)

determined by the triple
(H,a, ), (1.25)

consisting of an underlying ergodic operator H and functions a: R — C and
@: C — C, which we call the symbol and the test function.

In the case of discrete convolution operators corresponding to € = {0} in (1.14)
the role of H is played by the selfadjoint operator p related to the unitary shift
operator

U); =i+, {¥i}jez € (D),
by the formula U = €. In the case of continuous (integral) convolution operators
in L?(R) id/dz plays the role of H. The operator p is not widely used in this
context. However, if the symbol (1.5) is even (the matrix of A in (1.2) is real and
symmetric), then a(p) = t(cos 2mp) where

t(x) = a;T(x),
=0

and {7} are the Tchebyshev polynomials of the first kind: Tj(cos 2mp) = cos 27jp.
Since cos 27p is the symbol of the second finite difference, that is, the Schrédinger
operator Hy of (1.20) with zero potential, we can choose this operator as H in the
representation (1.23) of convolution operators. This illustrates an analogy between
the Szegd’s theorems for convolution and ergodic operators, according to which, in
order to pass from convolution to ergodic operators, we just have to replace the
Schrodinger operator Hy with zero potential by the Schrédinger operator (1.20)
with a nontrivial ergodic potential.

The leading term of (1.24) for ergodic operators is known and is a natural ana-
logue of the leading term of (1.11)— (1.12) for convolution operators. To write
down this term we need the notion of the integrated density of states of ergodic
operators. Let {/\l(A)}lL:7 ., be the eigenvalues (counting their multiplicity) of the
restriction A of an ergodic operator A, let d, be the atomic measure of unit mass
at x € R and let

L
M= dyw,  Na= IA|7r A (1.26)
l=—L
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be the counting measure and the normalized counting measure of eigenvalues of A, .
Then there exists a nonrandom nonnegative measure N of total mass 1,

N(R) = 1, (1.27)

such that for any piece-wise continuous bounded function ¢: R — C we have

lim [ ¢(A)Na (d)) = / (AN (d)) (1.28)

|A|—o0
with probability 1, and for any interval A C R
N(A) = E{(€ 4(A))oo}, (1.29)

where E{...} denotes the expectation with respect the probability measure P
of (1.14) and &4 = {(&4)jk}jkez is the resolution of identity for A. The oper-
ator &4(A) is also ergodic for any A C R, see [9], Theorem 2.7.

The expression (1.24) can obviously be written as

L
3 oAV = / PONWACY (1.30)

l=—L

and is known in statistics as the linear statistics of the random variables {)\I(A)}IL:L
and ¢ is called the test function. It follows from (1.26), (1.28) and (1.29) that, with
probability 1,

Trp(An) = [A] /90(/\)N (dA) + o(|A]) = [A[E{poo(A)} +o(|A]),  |A] — oo

(1.31)
Note that if A is a convolution operator, then

(4@ = [ 0Py () d (1.32)
T
where ya is the indicator function of A, and (1.29) implies
N(A) =mes{p € T : a(p) € A}.

As a result the right-hand side of (1.31) becomes the right-hand side of (1.11).
We conclude that (1.31) can be viewed as a generalization of (1.11).

To understand the order of magnitude of the subleading term in (1.31) for ergodic
operators we note first that if A is a convolution operator, then roughly speaking
)\l(A) = a(2nl/|A]), if A is large enough (see, for instance, [4], §§5.2-5.3). Thus,
recalling the Euler-Maclaurin formula we can hope that the subleading term will
be independent of A if a is smooth enough. This is indeed the case according
to (1.7)—(1.12). On the other hand, if A is ergodic and ‘sufficiently’ random, then
it is reasonable to suppose that its eigenvalues will also be ‘sufficiently’ random
and then one would guess that the leading term of (1.30) has to be given by the
Law of Large Numbers, that is, it has to be nonrandom and proportional to |A|,
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while the subleading term has to be given by the Central Limit Theorem, that is,
it has to be |A|'/? times a Gaussian random variable. According to (1.31) this
heuristic argument predicts the correct form of the leading term. Moreover, it was
shown in [10] and [11] that the counting measure (1.26) for A = (—oo, u], p € R, of
the discrete Schrodinger operator (1.20) with an i.i.d. potential and its continuous
analogue with a random Markov potential satisfies the Central Limit Theorem.
This is a particular case of (1.24), in which H is the given Schrédinger operator,
a(A) = XA and ©(A) = X(—oo,u (), the indicator of (—oco, ], u € R. Likewise, we
prove below the Central Limit Theorem for Tr ¢(aa (H)), in which H is again (1.20)
with random i.i.d. potential, a(A) = XA and ¢(\) = (A — x)~% or p(A) = log(\ — z)
for some = € R (see Theorems 2.1 and 2.2). We conclude that the above heuristic
argument applied to certain random operators correctly predicts the form of the
subleading term of the two term trace formula on the left of (1.31), which can differ
from that for convolution operators (that is, nonrandom ergodic operators), given
by Szegé’s theorem.

Moreover, in § 2 we argue that for random ergodic operators in [?(Z%), d > 1, the
following two term asymptotic trace formula is valid in the sense of distributions:

Trp(Ay) = Ld/go()\)N (d\) + LY%¢ + O(L47Y), L — oo, (1.33)

where L is a length parameter of the domain A (that is, |A| is proportional to L%
and |OA| is proportional to L¢1), say the length of an edge of a cube centred at
the origin, and ¢ is the Gaussian random variable. Thus, for d = 1 the subleading
term in (1.33) is the second term on the right, for d = 2 the second and the third
terms are of the same order of magnitude in |A|, although the second term seems
more important, since its Gaussian fluctuations have unbounded amplitude. Then,
starting from d = 3 the term of the order of L?~!, that is, the contribution of
surface of A, becomes subleading (and has to be found explicitly), while the second
term on the right-hand side of (1.33), which is due to the ‘volume’ fluctuations of
the whole sum (1.30), has a lower order of magnitude than the surface term.

The above is reminiscent of the well known Larkin-Imry-Ma criterion in statis-
tical physics on the lower critical dimension of phase transition in the ferromag-
netic n-vector (or classical Heisenberg) model with short range interaction and
a (quenched) random i.i.d. external field of zero mean [12], [13]. In this case the
surface term O(L?71) is the energy of the flip of a domain wall of length L, while
the energy of orientation of spins along the field is O(L%?). If this energy domi-
nates, then the spins are chaotically oriented and there is no ferromagnetic order.
An argument similar to the above implies that this is the case for d = 1, 2.

We have said that for smooth test functions and discontinuous symbols (for exam-
ple, a = xa, the indicator of a spectral interval A) the subleading term in Szegd’s
asymptotic formula is logarithmic in L in the one-dimensional case (see (1.13)
and [6]-[8]). On the other hand, in Theorem 2.4 we show that for p(A\) = A(1 — X)
and a = ya, where A is an interval in the spectrum of the Schrédinger opera-
tor (1.20) with an i.i.d. potential, an analogue of Szegd’s asymptotic formula con-
tains neither the leading term O(|A), nor the Gaussian subleading term O(|A['/?)
from (1.33), more precisely, it is the sum of two ergodic processes, bounded with
probability 1, with respect to L in (1.3). While it is natural to expect that there
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will be no nonrandom ‘volume’ contribution O(]A|) to (1.23) (in this case a(H) is
the spectral projection &g (A) and for ergodic projections the support of measure
N of (1.27)—(1.29) is {0,1}, cf. the first term on the right of (1.13), the absence
of the random fluctuating O(JA|'/?) term is one more new phenomenon indicating
how sensitively the term depends on the test function. Likewise, the boundedness
of the ‘surface term’ in the case of discontinuous symbols (instead of its logarith-
mic form for convolution operators, see (1.13) for d = 1) is also new and is closely
related to the pure point character of the spectrum, which is quite common for
one-dimensional random operators and multidimensional operators for a sufficiently
large potential but is absent for the convolution operators.

We have discussed the form of the two term asymptotic trace formula in the case
of random ergodic operators. There is, however, another widely studied class of
both continuous and discrete ergodic operators, which we mentioned above, whose
coefficients are almost periodic. Even though the stochastic properties of almost
periodic coefficients are rather poor, the existence of ergodic structure proves to
be rather useful in the spectral analysis of the corresponding operators. See, for
instance, [14] and [9]. In §2.2 we consider the one-dimensional Schrodinger oper-
ator (1.20) with quasiperiodic potential (1.22), where ¥ is a sufficiently smooth
periodic function of period 1 and a € (0,1) is a Diophantine irrational number.
We show (see Theorem 2.6) that for a(A) = A and p()\) = (A — x) 71, where x does
not lie in the spectrum of H, that is, for the same case of smooth symbol and test
function as in Theorem 2.1 for the Schrédinger operator with i.i.d. potential, the
two term asymptotic formula again differs from that for the convolution operators,
although this time the difference is ‘minimal’: the leading term O(|A|) of the for-
mula is a natural analogue of the leading term of (1.12) and (1.21), however the
O(1) subleading term is not constant but quasiperiodic in L from (1.3). Moreover,
for ¢(A) = A(1 — A) and a = xa, that is, for the same case of discontinuous symbol
and smooth test function as in Theorem 2.4 for the Schrédinger operator with i.i.d.
potential, the trace formula is similar to that in Theorem 2.4, provided that A is
in the pure point spectrum of the quasiperiodic operator in question. This is again
different from the logarithmic growth in |A] in the corresponding trace formula for
convolution operators (see more in Remark 2.5).

§ 2. The main results

In this section we present the main results of the paper and make some comments.
The technical results used in the proofs are given in §3. We stress that in what
follows we will always use the ergodic Schrodinger operator (1.20) as the underlying
operator H in the triple (1.25). Since the goal of the paper is to discuss new
phenomena for ergodic operators in the setting of Szegdé’s theorem, we confine
ourselves to the technically simple cases with symbols a(A) = A and a(\) = xa(N),
where A is an interval in the spectrum of H and test functions p(\) = (A — z) 71,
©(A) = log(A — x), where z is outside the spectrum of H, and p(A) = A(1 —X). We
will also comment on several other choices of the pair (a, ). Note that the case
©(A) = log(A — x) corresponds to the original setting for Szeg@’s theorem, see the
left-hand side of (1.10)).
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We will assume for technical simplicity that the ergodic potential {v;};ez in the
Schrodinger operator (1.20) is bounded:

lvj| < Vo < o0, jEZ. (2.1)

2.1. Random operators. We will consider here the case of the intuitively ‘most
random’ i.i.d. potentials (see the text after formula (1.22)).
Let o(H) C R be the spectrum of H and let

G=(H—-2)"" ={G}jren reR\o(H), (2.2)

be the resolvent of H. Denote by Hy the restriction of H to the interval A of (1.3)
and by
Gr = (Ha —2)7" = {(G)ji}sken (2.3)

the resolvent of Hy. The bounds

1 1

| < <——r k| < S Tl ooy
Gl <I9S Gty O S IOS G Gy

(2.4)

are valid for the resolvent of any selfadjoint operator. It is important that the
bounds depend only on dist(z,o(H)) and, in particular, are independent of the
potential and A.

It follows from (1.20) and (2.1) that [|H| < [|Hol| + [|V] < 2 + Vo, hence
o(H)C[-2—-Vp,2+ Vo] and

dist(z,0(H)) > max{0, |z| — (2+ V) }. (2.5)

Theorem 2.1. Let H be the Schriodinger operator (1.20) whose potential is
a sequence of i.i.d. random variables satisfying (2.1) and let G and G be defined
in (2.2) and (2.3). Fiz x € R and assume that

2

Then the random variable
[A|7Y2(Tx G — |A|E{Goo}) (2.7)

converges in distribution to the Gaussian random variable of zero mean and nonzero
finite variance 0 < 02 < oo (its form is given in (3.14)).

Proof. Note first that (2.5) and (2.6) imply that

2-2
dist(x, o (H) > 6 := —— = >0, (2.8)
and, in view of (2.4), we have the bounds
Gl S NG <67 <00, |Gl < [IGall <671 < oo, (2.9)

showing that the resolvents G and G are well defined.
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Denote by Hzy s the restriction of H to the complement Z\ A of A. Writing the
resolvent formula for the pair G and (Hz\x ® Hy —x) ™" = Ga(x) & (Hpp — )7,
we obtain

(Gr)jr = Gji + (Ra) jks Jk €A, (2.10)

where
(RA)jk = —(GA)jrGr+1.6 — (GA)j—LG—L—1- (2.11)

Thus
TrGa:=Y» (Ga)j; =Y Gjj+7a, (2.12)

JEA JEA

where

ra =Tr Rj. (2.13)

Using the inequalities

2
<Y IGA)LP Y 1GLs1 5 < (GRGA)LL(GG)Lg1.L41,

JEA JEA

> (Gr)jGrin

JEA

analogous inequalities with —L and —(L + 1) instead of L and L + 1 and (2.9),

we obtain
2

52’
that is, the second term on the right of (2.12) is O(1), |A| — oo for every realization
of the random potential, since our argument is in fact deterministic.

Since the potential V' = {v; };ez of (1.20) is a collection of i.i.d. random variables,
H is an ergodic operator (see [9], Corollary 2.6). It then follows from Theorem 2.7
and Lemma 2.8 of [9] that the resolvent (H — 2)~1 is also ergodic for 2z ¢ o(H),
hence {G;},ecz is an ergodic sequence (see (1.19)), in particular,

[ral < (2.14)

E{Gj;} =E{Guw} VjELZ.
This and (2.12) imply for (2.7)

A7V (Tr Ga — |AIB{Goo}) = [A]7Y2 D (G5 — B{G;}) + 7, (2.15)
JEA

where
4

e 4

sl < o7 (2.16)

Thus the proof of the theorem reduces to the proof of the Central Limit Theorem

for the diagonal entries of the resolvent of the one-dimensional Schrédinger opera-

tor (1.20) with i.i.d. potential. This is proved in Lemma 3.3 under condition (2.6).
The proof is complete.

Here is one more example of the validity of the general formula (1.33) for d = 1,
an analogue of Szegd’s original theorem (1.10).
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Theorem 2.2. Let H be the Schridinger operator (1.20) whose potential is
a sequence of i.i.d. random variables satisfying (2.1), let Hy be its restriction to A
given in (1.3) and set

L =log(H — z) = {Ljk}j rez, (2.17)
Ly =log(Hy —x) = {(La)jr}jken, (2.18)

where x is bounded, nonpositive and satisfies (2.6). Then the random variable
A7 (T Ly — |AE{Loo})

converges in distribution to the Gaussian random variable of zero mean and nonzero
finite variance 0 < 5% < oo (see (3.41)).

Proof. Note first that according to (2.8) we have

— 2¢

2
H—-xz>z|—(V+2) > > 0,

hence the operators (2.17) and (2.18) are well defined (cf. (1.6)).
We will use the representation

1
log(H — z) = log |z —|—/ H(sH —z) 'ds (2.19)
0
and its analogue for Hy @ Hyz\ . This implies (cf. (2.10)-(2.13))

TI'LA = Zij + Z<§A)j7

jeA JEA

where (cf. (2.10), (2.11))
(Rp)j = — x/o ((SHA — x)_l)LL((SH — m)_l)LHJ ds

_ x/ol((sHA — :z:)*l)j

Since the integrand in the last formula is similar to the right-hand side of (2.11),
we obtain analogues of (2.15) and (2.16):

ATV " ((La)j; — BAL; ) = (A7) (L5 — B{Gj;}) + 7,

JEA JEA

L((sH - z)fl)_L_Lj ds.

,—

where
4x 0

|?A| < 5727
and ¢ is defined in (2.8).
Thus the proof of the theorem reduces to the proof of the Cental Limit Theorem

for the diagonal entries of the operator L in (2.17). This is proved in Lemma 3.3.
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Remark 2.3. (i) In Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 we consider triples (1.25) in which H is
the one-dimensional Schrédinger operator with random potential, a(A) = A and ¢
is a smooth function on the spectrum of H. In this connection it must be noted
that the case with the same H and a and with ¢(A) = xg_ (A — p), 4 € R, that
is, with a discontinuous test function, was examined in the papers [10] and [11]
mentioned above. It corresponds to the linear statistic (1.30) equal to the counting
function for the eigenvalues (1.26). It was shown in [10] and [11] that the random
variable

(A4 (1) — [AIN((—o0, u])) A2,

where .4 is defined in (1.28) and (1.29), converges in distribution to a Gaussian
random variable with zero mean and positive variance, so that the Central Limit
Theorem holds in this case too.

(ii) The multidimensional case d > 1 of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 is similar and will
be presented elsewhere. In this case we have

(Hu); = — Z Ug + VjU;, jEZd,
|k—jl=1

instead of (1.20) and

(Ba)jk = > (Ga)jtGsk

[t—s|=1, teA, s€ZI\A
instead of (2.11). Thus, an argument similar to that leading to (2.14) yields

- |OA]

Il <

in this case, where now A is, say, a cube in Z? centred at the origin and |OA] is
the number of points in Z? satisfying the conditions |t —s| =1, t € A, s € Z¢\ A.
The Central Limit Theorem for the ergodic sequence {G;},cza is also valid in
this case.

Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 present two cases of the general setting (1.25) for the two
term asymptotic trace formula (see (1.33)) analogous to Szeg@’s theorem where H
is the one-dimensional Schrédinger operator with random i.i.d. potential and a and
 are smooth (even real analytic). In both cases the subleading term is given by the
Central Limit Theorem. It is then reasonable to believe that the same is true for a
sufficiently large class of smooth symbols and test functions. Moreover, according
to [10] and [11] it is also true for certain discontinuous test functions and smooth
symbols. It is also easy to show that the counting measure of the convolution
operator Hy satisfies A3 (A) = ¢(A)|A|+O(1) as |A| — oo. These cases demonstrate
the robustness of the order of magnitude of the subleading terms in the two term
asymptotic formula for (1.24) with respect to the smoothness of the test functions
in the triple (1.25) (provided that the symbol is smooth) both for convolution and
random ergodic operators. On the other hand, it follows from the next theorem
that the asymptotic form of the trace (1.24) is sensitive to the smoothness of the
symbol. Namely, we consider the triple (1.25) with ¢(A) = A(1 — X), the same
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H and a = xa, the indicator function of an interval A, that is, the case where
a(H) = &y (A) is the spectral projection of H corresponding to a spectral interval
A. This case proves to be different from both the case of convolution operators and
of a discontinuous symbol (see (1.13) and [6]-[8]) and the case of random operators
and smooth symbols, in particular those of [10], [11] and Theorems 2.1 and 2.2.

Theorem 2.4. Let H be the Schridinger operator (1.20) whose potential is
a sequence of i.i.d. random variables satisfying (2.1) and having bounded proba-
bility density, let Ex(A) be the spectral projection of H corresponding to a spectral
interval A € o(H) such that

N(A) €(0,1), (2.20)

where N is defined in (1.27)—(1.29). Then there exist nonzero random variables t ,
measurable with respect to the o-algebra F% ., generated by {v;}cz (see (2.22),
(2.26) and (2.28)) and with probability 1 giving the asymptotic formula

Tr (1 (A))a (1a — (S (D)) =ty (TEw) +t (T~ w)+0(1), L — oo, (2.21)

for the restriction (&g (A))a of Eu(A) to the interval A = [-L, L].

Proof. Denoting
En(A) = {Pji}jrez, (2.22)
we can write the left-hand side of (2.21) as

zL:PJk( XL:( = 1P+ D 1P )

Jk=—=L j=-L keZ |k|>L
L
Z SOIP + Z > PP, (2.23)
j=—L k>L j=—L k<-—L
where we have used
Z|ij| Pjj,

kEZ

which is valid for any orthogonal projection. The first sum on the right of (2.23) is

L L
= Y Pkl = D0 D IPRP D Y Pkl =+ (224)

j=—L k>L j=—o00 k>L j<—L k>L

We will now use a basic result from the spectral analysis of the one-dimensional
Schrodinger operator with an i.i.d. potential, according to which there exist C' < oo
and v > 0 providing the bound

E{|Pjr(w)[} < Ce 7V, (2.25)

see, for instance, the recent surveys [15] and [16]. The bound is a manifestation
of complete localization, that is, the pure point character of the spectrum and the
exponential decay of the eigenfunctions of the one-dimensional Schrédinger operator
with i.i.d. potential.
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It follows from the bound and the inequality |Pj;| < 1, which is valid for any
orthogonal projection, that
E{s7} < Cie Mk,

where C; < oo and 7; > 0 do not depend on L. This and the Borel-Cantelli lemma
imply that s7 of (2.24) vanishes with probability 1 as L — oo, that is,

t(f) =s7 +o(1), L — oco.

As for the term s} in (2.24), recall that {P;,(w)}; kez is the matrix of the ergodic
operator &y (A). Thus, its entries satisfy (1.19), in particular, Pr_;pir(w) =
P_; 1(T*w), and we can write

sp =Y Y Pl =t (THw),
e

where

=> Y|Pk (2.26)

=0 k=1

The terms in the above series are nonnegative measurable functions, thus the series
is convergent with probability 1 if the series of expectations of its terms is conver-

gent, that is, if
S S EB(P) < .
=0 k=1

This is again guaranteed by (2.25) and we conclude that ¢ (w) in (2.26) is a well-
defined measurable function and that with probability 1 we have

1 =, (TPw) +0(1), L — oo (2.27)

An analogous argument shows that the second sum on the right-hand side of (2.23)
is t_(T~Lw) + o(1) as L — oo with probability 1, where

=SSP (2.28)

=0 k=1

We will show that ¢4 are not identically zero. Assume the converse, that is, say,
that ¢4 (w) = 0 with probability 1. It then follows from (2.26) that P_;;(w) = 0
with probability 1 for j =0,1,... and k = 1,2,... . This, together with the relation
P_; k+s(w) = P_; y(T°w), which is valid for every s € Z (see (1.19)), and the fact
that &u(A) = {Pjr}; kez is Hermitian, imply that Pj,(w) = 0, j # k, that is, the
spectral projection & (A) is diagonal. Since & (A) commutes with H, it can be
either zero or the identity, so that, in view of (1.29)), N(A) € {0,1}. However, this
is incompatible with (2.20).

The same argument applies to the random variable ¢_ in (2.28). The proof is
complete.
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Remark 2.5. The argument leading to (2.23) is valid for any orthogonal projection
in [2(Z). In addition, it follows from (1.32) for the spectral projection (2.22) of
a convolution operator that

|sin k(5 — k)|

|Pjx| = : ;
! lj—Fk

j ke, (2.29)

where k is determined by a and A. As a result, the right-hand side of (2.23) is
const - log |A| as |A| — oo. This is a simple example of logarithmic terms in Szegd’s
theorem with a discontinuous symbol, which have been mentioned more than once
above (see, for instance, (1.13)).

2.2. Quasiperiodic operators. We will consider here the case where the
one-dimensional discrete Schrédinger operator (1.20) with quasiperiodic poten-
tial (1.22) plays the role of H in (1.25); it is intuitively the ‘least random’ ergodic
potential (1.18) (see the text after (1.22)).

Theorem 2.6. Let H be the one-dimensional discrete Schriodinger operator (1.20)
in 12(Z) with quasiperiodic potential (1.22) satisfying (2.1). Assume that the func-
tion ¥ in (1.22) has [B] + 3 bounded derivatives and that the frequency o € (0,1)
of (1.22) is Diophantine, that is, it admits the bound

C

TR (2.30)

ladl —m| >

valid for all integers m and all positive integers I. Then the resolvent Gp(w) =
(Ha — 2)71, where Hy is the restriction of to A of (1.3),

dist{z,0(H)} = no > 2, (2.31)

and o(H) is the spectrum of H, satisfies:

> (Gaw))j; = (2L + U/quOO(w) dw

l7I<L
+ri(al+w)+7r_(—aLl +w)+o(1), L — o0, (2.32)

where ry are continuous 1-periodic functions (see (2.40) for explicit formulae
forry).

Remark 2.7. The Diophantine numbers have Lebesgue measure 1 in T, see [17],
Theorem 32, for instance.

Proof of Theorem 2.6. From Lemma 3.5 we have

D (GaW)y= Y Giilw) = D> GrGir(l+Grr)™

l7I<L lFI<L l7I<L
— Z G—L,jGj,—L—l(l + G—L,—L—l)_l + 0(6_2bL)
l7I<L
=T+ T+ T3+ 0 2), L - . (2.33)
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It follows from (1.16), (1.19) and Lemma 3.1 that
GitrLpk+L(w) = Gir(al +w), (2.34)

in particular, G, r4+1(w) = Go1(aL+w). In addition, we have from (3.1) and (2.34)
(cf. (2.27))

S GG = 3 Grs()Gy ) + 0
JeEA Jj=—o0
0
= Z Goj(aL + w)Gji(al +w) +0(e™F), L — oco.
j=—00

Thus the term 75 in (2.33) is

Ty = g4(aL +w) + Oe *2“% L — oo,

(2.35)
g+(w) = (1= Goi(w Z Go,j(w)Gja(w),
j=—00
that is, T is quasiperiodic in L up to an exponentially small error.
The term T3 on the right of (2.33) has an analogous asymptotic form
T3 = g_(—aL +w) + 0(e™ 1), L — oo,
(2.36)

g-(w) = (1= Go,—1(w ZGOJ Gj—1(w).

Consider now the term 73 in (2.33). According to Lemma 3.6, Goo has [G] + 3
continuous derivatives in w € T. Thus its Fourier coefficients

a :/672’“le00(&}) dw
T

admit the bound
C

[71S [T °

] > 1, (2.37)

for some C' < oo. This and the Fourier series in w for Ggp imply that

sinTal(2L 4+ 1) 940
Ty = ZG]J (2L +1)go + Z glwe
jeA leZ\{0}
— 2L+ 1) / Goo(w) dw + fu(al +w) — f(—aL +w), (2.38)
T
where g
_ l 2mil(wEo/2) 2
F=(@) Z isinmal ' (2.39)

lez\{0}
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According to (2.30), for I # 0 we have

2C
|sinmal| = |[sin7(al — m)| = 2|lal — m| > Tk
and then (2.37) implies that the Fourier series on the right of (2.39) is abso-
lutely convergent and the functions fi are continuous. This, (2.33), (2.35), (2.36)
and (2.39) imply (2.32) with

re(w) = £f1 (W) + g+ (w). (2.40)

Remark 2.8. (i) The conditions of Theorem 2.6 are not optimal. Without discussing
this point in detail we just mention that the theorem is also valid for the unbounded
quasiperiodic potential

v; = gtanm(aj + w).

The corresponding proof can be obtained using the techniques presented in [19],
Ch. 18.

(ii) Consider the case a = m/n in (1.22), where n is positive integer and
0 < m < n, that is, the case of periodic potential of period n. Note that any
periodic potential can be viewed as ergodic just by randomizing the origin of the
interval of periodicity by the uniform measure. Hence, in (1.22) it suffices to con-
sider w = 0,1/n,2/n,...,(n — 1)/n. Here, using the same argument as in the
quasiperiodic case, the terms T» and T3 in (2.33) are periodic in L up to an expo-
nentially small error. To obtain the first term 77 we write

A A
Al =2L+1=wvn+pn, uz[u]eN, p= {l |}6Q,

and p is n-periodic in |A|. Taking into account the periodicity of the diagonal
matrix elements {G};}, for w = m/n we obtain

pun—1

n—1
Y Giw) =v> G+ Y Giw)
=0 =1

JEA
n—1 j pun—1 n—1
= |A‘n—1 Z Goo (TL +w> + Z Gjj(w) — ,uz Gjj(w),
j=0 j=1

where the second and the third terms on the right are periodic in |A| with period n,
since i has this property. To interpret this result in parallel with the quasiperiodic
case we recall that w = m/n for some m € [0,n — 1] and omit w in the first term
on the right. An analogous argument applies for any periodic sequence in place
of (1.22) with a = m/n.

(iii) The argument proving the asymptotic behaviour (2.35) and (2.36) is applica-
ble for any ergodic potential. Thus, in general the resolvent of the one-dimensional
Schrodinger equation with ergodic potential (cf. (2.21)) satisfies

ST (Gaw))ji= Y. Gjj(w) + g4 (Thw) + g_(T7Fw) + O(e™2F), L — oo,

i<t iI<L
(2.41)
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where g+ are given by (2.35) and (2.36). Furthermore, the leading term of the
asymptotics for the first term on the right of (2.41) as L — oo is again general and
equals (2L +1)E{Goo(w)} by the ergodic theorem. As for the subleading term, it is
either O(L'/?) in the case of random potential (see Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 or O(1) in
the case of quasiperiodic potential (see (2.38)). In particular, if the potential is zero,
then G is a convolution operator with the symbol @(p) = (2cos 2rp—2)~1. Thus, it
is natural to expect that the right-hand side of (2.41) coincides with the derivative
with respect to z of the right-hand side of Szegd’s formula (1.10), in which {l;};ez
are the Fourier coefficients of log a(p). A standard but rather tedious calculation
shows that this is indeed the case.

(iv) The main ingredient in the proof of Theorem 2.4 for the random Schrodinger
operator is the bound (2.25). An analogous bound is valid for certain almost peri-
odic operators and is closely related to the existence of the pure point component
in their spectrum, typical if the potential is large enough [14], [18], [9]. Thus, the
results of Theorem 2.4 are also valid for these quasiperiodic operators, which points
to the rather general nature of the asymptotic formula (2.21), that is, the bound-
edness of the expression (1.24) for certain discontinuous symbols and Schrodinger
operators with pure point spectrum. On the other hand, the absolutely continuous
component of the spectrum typical for one-dimensional Schrédinger operators with
quasiperiodic potentials of small amplitude is often nowhere dense (Cantor). This,
with the results of [19], encourage us to believe that in this case the growth of the
right-hand side of (2.23) can be quite close to linear. Note that for any orthogonal
projection in 1%(Z) the right-hand side is o(|A|) as |A| — co.

§ 3. Auxiliary results

We begin with the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let H be the one-dimensional Schrédinger operator (1.20) with 4.i.d.
random potential and G and L be defined by (2.2) and (2.17). Assume that (2.6)
holds. Then

(i) there exist C < oo and b > 0 depending only on € from (2.6) and such that
<Ce ik ke, (3.1)

|
|Ljn| < Ce Pkl jkez x<0; (3.2)
(ii) for any positive integer P we have the representation
Gj;=GL+ R, jel, (3.3)
Ly; = Lj; + R}, j €L, (3.4)

93’

where ij and ij depend only on {vi}|j_k<p (that is, they are measurable with

respect to the o-algebra ﬁff}; generated by {vi};—ki<p) and

. IR
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Proof. Writing out the Neumann-Liouville series for G

oo

G =Y _(-D((V =) (Ho(V —2) 1)), (3.7)

1=0
and taking the inequalities ||Hp|| < 2 and

IV = 2) 7Y < (dist{z, [-Vo, Vol}) " <[] = Vo|

into account, we conclude that the series is convergent, since in view of (2.6),
(V= 2) (Ho(V — 2) )] < [[(V — ) (Ho(V —2) )] < <L

In addition, (V — z)~! is a multiplication operator and (Hp); is not zero only if
|j — k| = 1, thus the term (V — 2)"Y(Ho(V — 2)71)!);1 in the series (3.7) is not
zero only if [ > |j — k|. Hence, the series starts from [ = |j — k| and is bounded by
li=kl(1 — ¢)~1. This is equivalent to (3.1) with

C=(1-¢)"1, e=e" (3.8)

Likewise, the first P terms of (3.7) contain (V; — 2)~! with |j — t| < P, the sum
from [ =0tol= P —1is bounded by (1 —¢)~! and the sum from [ = P to [ = oo
is bounded by £”(1 —¢)~'. Denoting the first sum by G};(z) and the second by
Rfj(z) and using (3.8), we obtain (3.3) and (3.5).

The proofs of (3.2), (3.4) and (3.6) reduce to the above upon using (2.19). The
proof is complete.

Remark 3.2. The bound in (3.1) is rather simple and rough. For more sophisticated
bounds see [20].

Lemma 3.3. Let the sequence {G;;}jcz be defined in (2.2), where G is the resol-
vent of the one-dimensional Schridinger operator (1.20) with random i.i.d. potential
satisfying (2.1) and (2.6). Then:
(i) if
G;j = ij — E{ij}, (39)

and
Cj—r = E{G};G}} (3.10)

is the covariance of {Gj;}jez, then there exist C < oo and b > 0 such that

|C)_x| < Ce b=kl (3.11)
(i) if
YA = Z Gjj, (3.12)
JEA
and

Var{[A|7"2ya} = [A]7'E{ [ — B{m}*} (3.13)
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is its variance, then

0% = A131;ovarmrl/2%} = %Cj € (0, 00); (3.14)
JjE

(iii) the random wvariable

[AI72(7a — E{m})

converges in distribution to the Gaussian random variable with zero mean and
variance 0% > 0.

Proof. (i). The dependence of the covariance on the difference j — k follows from
the fact that for any dist{z,o(H)} > 0 (see (2.9) and (2.8)) the sequence {G; };jez
is ergodic. Using Lemma 3.1 and (3.3)—(3.5) with P = |j — k|/3, we obtain that
the corresponding (ij)O and (GL,)° are independent random variables with zero
mean, thus

E{(G5;Gh} = E{(G]))°(B)°} + B{(R])°(G{x)°} + B{(R]})° (Rix)°}.

Now, (3.3)-(3.5) imply (3.11) with C = 12(1 —¢)~2 and e~ = £!/3.

(ii) the expression for o2 in (3.14) and the bound 0% < oo follows from (3.12)
and (3.9)—(3.13). We will prove now that o2 is positive.

Note first that o2 is a real analytic function of x outside the spectrum of H.
In addition, it is easy to establish the asymptotic formula

1
Gjj=—x 'tz 2+ O<x3>’ |x| — oo,

and this, together with (3.9), (3.10) and (3.13), implies that
o? = Var{vo}z~*(1 + O(z™1)), |z| — oo.

We conclude that there exists x1 € (0,00) such that o2 > 0 if |z| > x; and o2 has
at most a finite number of zeros if |z| € (2o, 1), zo = 2(Vo + 1) (see (2.6)).
We will now show that o2 is strictly positive for all |z| > zo. Here, it is convenient
to consider
T = Tr Gy (3.15)

instead of 5 of (3.12). Indeed, from (2.12), (2.14) and (3.9)—(3.13) we have
A" Var{ya} — [A| 7" Var{ra} = O(IA[71?),  |A] = cc. (3.16)

To deal with Var{7,} we will use a simple version of the martingale techniques (see,
for instance, [21], Proposition 18.1.1), according to which if {X;}%__, are random
variables, ®: R?22+! — R is bounded and ¥ = ®(X_1, X _r.1,...,X), then

Var{V} := E{|V — E{U}|*} = ZL: E{|T" — g+h2} (3.17)
lI=—L
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where

v =g{w|zl}, oD =w o) = E{D}, (3.18)

and .Z? is the o-algebra generated by {X;}a<j<b-
We choose X; = vj, |j] < L, and ® = 7, and we obtain

L

_ — l l l l
A|7'Var{m} = (A0 Y EB{l.0P), ) =0 - (3.19)
l=—L
where
7'/(\ = E{n\|.F}, T/(\_L)ZTA, T{(\L+1) E{m\}. (3.20)

We will now make the dependence of TI(\Z) on v; explicit. To this end we use the
rank one perturbation formula for the resolvents Gy and G of a pair of selfadjoint
operators Ay and Ay + vP, where v € R and P is an orthogonal projection on a
unit vector e:

G =Gy *UGQPG0(1+’U(G0€,6))71, (321)

hence
TrG = TrGo — v(Gae,e)(1 4+ v(Goe,e)) L. (3.22)

We take H|,,—o as Ag, v; as v and the vector ¢; in the canonical basis of [(Z) as e.
Setting

GAlu=0 = %; (3.23)
from (3.21), (3.22) and (3.15) we obtain:
(GA) ik = (D) ik — vi(D) 1 (D)1 (1 + v (G)u) (3.24)
u (97 )u
=TrY - —— 3.25
E it u@ (8:25)

Since 91 7, and the o-algebra 7, generated by v; are independent and ¥ does not
depend on vy, using (3.25) we have

(l) oL “l (G7)u
=E{nl|F'} =E{Tr 4|7/} - / 1+ 0@ Fit pF(dvy),
f
(H—l) _ (97 )u L
E{TA| l+1} E{Tr%| l+1} E 71-#”1(%)11 3Zl+1 )

where F' is the common probability law of {v;};cz. This and (3.19) yield

G v (G
//l(l)_{vl(l _/ 1\ Fdv!
14+ v(%)u 14+ v(%)u (dvi)

~ } (3.26)

Since %; in (3.23) does not depend on {v;};ez\a, We can replace EZLH in the above
expression by .#7,. Further, recall that throughout this proof we use the finite
volume resolvent G of (2.3). It follows from (2.9), (2.10) and (3.1) that we can
replace G in the above formulae, in particular in (3.26), by G from (2.2) with an
error that vanishes as A — oo and this results in the relation

MO =4V +0o(1),  A— oo,
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valid with probability 1, where

GHu v (G
%(Z):_E{ v (G _/ (G Fldu!
14+ u(Gru 14+ v(G))u (dvi)

Fmf G

G| = G|y,—0, and G is the infinite-volume resolvent (2.2). This, with (3.16), allows
us to write

L
2 _ -1 1 -1 (1))2
7t = Jm A7 Var{) = Jim A7 YD BIAOPY (@29

Note now that the sequence {.Z"},cy of (3.27) is ergodic. A simple way to see
this is to use the identity
w(GHu  _ w(Gu
1+u(Ghu 1-u(Gu

(3.29)

(see (3.24), (3.25)), and the general relations (1.17) and (1.19). The identity follows
easily from the analogue of (3.24) for the infinite volume resolvents G; = G|,, and G.

Thus, the summands in (3.28) do not depend on [ and we obtain the following
representation for the limiting variance:

o= Alim A" Var{y,} = E{|.#?|?}. (3.30)

Assume now that the right-hand side of the formula is zero. Then .#(®) = 0 with
probability 1, in particular, the equality

vo(G3)oo } {/ v6(G3)oo /
EK————— | > =E ——F(d
{ 14+ v0(Go)oo |~ * 14+ v4(Go)oo (dvo)

950} (3.31)

holds for almost all vy in the support of F'. Fixing an event from .#{° and taking
account of the fact that our random potential {v; };cz is nontrivial we conclude that
the equality is possible only if its left-hand side is independent of vy for fixed (Gg)oo
and (G%)go (recall that Gy = G|,, is independent of vg). Denoting the left-hand
side of (3.31) for fixed (Go)oo and (G2)go as f(vo), we obtain

G3)oo (G*)oo
(v E{(O gzoo}E{ 7=l G
/o) (14v0(Go)oo)?| (1 —v0Goo)? |~ (8:32)
where we have used (3.29) in the last equality.
Taking (2.1), (2.9) and (2.6) into account we have
(1 —voGoo) =1 —Vp|Goo| = (2—¢e)e ! > 0. (3.33)

In addition, it follows from the spectral theorem that if & = {&jx};kez is the
resolution of the identity of H of (1.20), then we have with probability 1

(GQ)oo = / W > 0, (3.34)
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since the total mass of the measure (&)po is 1 with probability 1 (one can also
use (1.29)). Thus the equality f’(vo) = 0 is impossible. This proves assertion (ii)
of the lemma.

(iii) To prove the third assertion we use Theorem 18.6.3 from [22], according to
which if {X};ez are i.i.d. random variables, (Q2,.%, P) is the corresponding proba-
bility space, T is the shift automorphism of 2 given by (1.15), that is, X;11 = T X,
j € Z, and Yj is a measurable function on the space, then the Central Limit Theo-
rem is valid for the ergodic sequence Y;(w) = Yy (TVw), j € Z, w € Q (cf. (1.18)) if
Y}, is bounded and satisfies

oo

S E{Yo - E{Yy | Zp}} < o0, (3.35)

P=1

where 7, is the o-algebra generated by {X;}j1<p- We choose the i.i.d. sequence
{v;}jez of (1.20) as {X,} ez, and Gop with = satisfying (2.6) as Yj, since, as G
is an ergodic operator, we have G;;(w) = Goo(T?w). To check condition (3.35) we
use Lemma 3.1 with P = [£/2], and obtain the bound

|Goo — B{Goo| FEp} < |RE) — E{Goo| ZLp}| < 2Ce™F/2 (3.36)
implying (3.35).
The proof of the lemma is complete.

Lemma 3.4. Let the sequence {Lj;};cz be defined by (2.17), where H is the
one-dimensional Schridinger operator (1.20) with random i.i.d. potential satisfying
the conditions of Theorem 2.2. We have:

(i) o
L5 = Lj; — B{Ly;}, (3.37)
and
Dj_y = E{Lj; Ly} (3.38)
is the covariance of {Lj;}jez, then there exist C < co and b > 0 such that
|D;_| < Ce b=kl (3.39)
(i) if
A = ZLJW (3.40)
JEA
and
Var{[A|7'/?9,} = [A|7'E{7r — E{7}]*} (3.41)
is its variance, then
~2 —1/25 1 _ ‘ )
6% = lim Var{|A|""/*7,} > D;>0; (3.42)

JEZ
(iil) if (2.6) holds, then the random variable
[AI7Y2 (s — E{Aa})

converges in distribution to the Gaussian random wvariable with zero mean and
variance 52 > 0.
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Proof. We follow the scheme of proof of Lemma 3.1 and use the same notation.

(i) The proof of assertion (i) uses (2.19), (3.2), (3.4) and (3.6) instead of (3.1),
(3.3) and (3.5).

(ii) Here we repeat almost word for word the argument leading to (3.20), to
obtain

L
— ~ — 7 —( ~(1 ~ (141
A" Var{m) = A7 Y B2, "), 2,V =70 7Y,
I=—L

where Tp = Tr Ly (cf. (3.15)) and
7V =E@FL), Y =7, 70T =E{R)
Then, instead of (3.22) we have:
Trlog(Hp — ) = log Det(Hp — z) = log Det(HA|vl:O — ) +log(1 +v(9)u),
where ¥ is defined in (3.23). This leads to an analogue of (3.3) and (3.27):
6%:= lim |A|"'Var(fa} = E{.4"}, (3.43)

where (cf. (3.27) with [ = 0)
.%/\(0) = —E{log(l + ’Uo(Go)Oo) — /log(l + UO(GO)OO dUO ’ }

Assume now that the right-hand side of (3.43) is zero. Then MO = 0 with
probability 1. This implies, by the same argument as that after formula (3.31),
that the expression log(1 + v9(Go)oo) is independent of vg. On the other hand, in
view of (3.22), the derivative of the expression is

(GO)()O

0
900 log(1 + vo(Go)oo) = T+ 00(Go)oo

- GOOv

and from the spectral theorem (cf. (3.34)) we have

G~ [ Ll

since, according to the conditions of Theorem 2.2, x is to the left of the spec-
trum of H and the total mass of measure (& )oo is 1 with probability 1. Hence
log(14vo(Go)oo) is strictly monotonic in vg. The contradiction thus obtained proves
assertion (ii) of the lemma.

(iii) To prove this assertion we again use Theorem 18.6.3 from [22], according
to which we have to check condition (3.35) for Y = Lgo. This is straightforward
using (2.19) and (3.36).

The lemma is proved.
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Lemma 3.5. Let H be the Schridinger operator (1.20), let Hp be its restriction to
the interval A given in (1.3), and let {Gx(2)}jkez and {(Ga(2)) k}jken be their
resolvents satisfying (2.31). Then for all j € A and b > 0 from (3.1):
(Ga(2))jj = Gjj = GLjGiLr1(1+ Grre) ™
—G_L7jGj7_L_1(1+G_L,_L_1)71 +O(€72bL), L — oo.

Proof. Tt follows from (2.10) and (2.11) that

(Ga(2)jk = Gji = Gj+1(GA) Lk + Gj—1-1(Ga) -k, R €A (3.44)
Writing the formula for 7 = L, we obtain
(GA(2))ik =Grx(1+Gr ) '+ G 1(1+Grr1) HGA) L ks ke A.

Now relations (2.31), (3.1) and the conditions of the lemma imply that the second
term on the right is O(e™2%1), that is,

(GA(Z))L,I@ = GLJC(l + GL’L_H)_l + O(B_QbL), L — oo. (345)

Analogous argument applies to the third term in (3.44), yielding (3.45) with —L
and —(L+1) instead of L and L+1. Plugging these asymptotic relations into (3.44),
we obtain the assertion of the lemma.

Lemma 3.6. Under the conditions of Theorem 2.6 the matrix element Gog of (2.2)
has [8] + 3 continuous derivatives in w.

Proof. Denote ¥ ®),p =0,1,...,[8]+3, the multiplication operator in 1*(Z) defined
by the sequence

oP ,
{Uj(‘p)}jez, ”§p) = ﬂqf/(aj + w).

It follows from the conditions of Theorem 2.6 that

17| = sup [vl”)| < max |7 (w)] := v,
JEL weT

Now, by using the resolvent identity, (2.31) and the Schwarz inequality, we obtain

dist?(z,0(H))

0
—Goo(w) = —(G7MG)go <MY [Gyol* = v (G?)oo <

Oow
JEZ

An analogous argument applies to higher derivatives, which completes the proof.
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