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GLOBAL BOUNDS FOR THE LYAPUNQOV EXPONENT AND THE INTEGRATED
DENSITY OF STATES OF RANDOM SCHR ODINGER OPERATORS IN ONE
DIMENSION

V. KOSTRYKIN AND R. SCHRADER

ABSTRACT. In this article we prove an upper bound for the Lyapunov eemb~(E) and a
two-sided bound for the integrated density of stad&&%) at an arbitrary energ¥y > 0 of
random Schrodinger operators in one dimension. Theseb8itiyer operators are given by
potentials of identical shape centered at every lattieetsit with non-overlapping supports and
with randomly varying coupling constants. Both types oftdsionly involve scattering data for
the single-site potential. They show in particular thatbetE) and N (E) — v E /= decay at
infinity at least likel /+/E. As an example we consider the random Kronig-Penney model.

1. INTRODUCTION
In this article we will consider random Schrodinger opersi (w) in L?(R) of the form
2
® H() = Hy+ Ve, Ho=—on V=Y )i~ j)
JEL
where{a;(w)}; ez is a sequence of i.i.d. (independent, identically disted) variables on a
complete probability spac&?, F,P) having a common distribution measue(i.e. P{o; €
A} = k(A) for any Borel setA C R). In what follows we always suppose thats supported
on a compact interval and the single-site potenfias integrable with support in the interval
[-1/2,1/2]. Moreover, the random variables are assumedrto & stationary, metrically transi-
tive random field, i.e. there are measure preserving ergoalisformations7; } jcz such that
oj(Tyw) = aj_k(w) for all w € Q. The spectral properties of the operatr (1) were studied
in detail in [9,[7.[IL[T6[ 22]. The results are most completetlie case whetf is the point
interaction (see[J1]).

The integrated density of statd§ £) and the Lyapunov exponent E) are important quan-
tities associated with operators of the foriff (1) (see €[y 4 particular, according to Ishii-
Pastur-Kotani theoren [IL5] the sgE : v(E) = 0} is the essential support of the absolute
continuous part of the spectral measure fjw).

The main idea of our approach is to approximate the oper@jdsy( means of the sequence

HOW) = Ho+ S ay(@)f-—J)

j=—n

with unchanged(, which converges t@i (w) in the strong resolvent sense. This differs from
the usual approach where one puts the whole system in a bach wien tends to infinity (see
e.g. [41). In [12] (see alsd[13]) we used this approximatiornvoke scattering theory for the
study the spectral properties of the limiting operafpr @)me other applications of scattering
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theory to the study of spectral properties of such type @tihger operators in one dimension
can be found in[[A1] and [p2].

One of the important ingredients of our approach developeffl2] is the Lifshitz-Krein
spectral shift function. The spectral shift function natlyr replaces the eigenvalue counting
function usually used to construct the density of statestieroperator[{1). The celebrated
Birman-Krein theorem (see e.d] [3]) relates the spectrifl &mction to scattering theory. In
fact, up to a factor-7—! it may be identified with the scattering phase for the p&if'{ (w),
Hp), i.e. £ (F;w) = —n~ 1M (E;w) whenE > 0,

1 1 (n) (n)

(e 1V(E)

Here|T(™(E)|? and|R™ (E)|?> = |L™(E)|? have the meaning of transmission and reflection
coefficients, respectively, such tha@™ (E)|? + |[R™(E)|?> = 1. For E < 0 the quantity
¢ (E;w) equals minus the counting function f&F™ (w).

In particular in [LR] we proved the almost sure existenceheflimit

i EOE)
@ = et

which we called the spectral shift density. Also we proved #guality$(E) = No(FE) —
N(E), whereN(E) and No(E) = «~'[max(0, E)]'/? are the integrated density of states of
the HamiltoniansH (w) and Hy respectively. This result also extends to higher dimensgion
the continuous[[14] and discretg [5] cases. Also we showatlamost surely the Lyapunov
exponenty(E) at energyE > 0 is given as

)

log [T (E;w

whereT") (E, w) is the transmission amplitude for the pair of HamiltoniaB&"{ (w), Hy) at
energyE. We recall thaty(E) is defined as the upper Lyapunov exponent for the fundamental
matrix at energyE' of the Schrodinger operatdi (w). The connection between the Lyapunov

exponent and the transmission coefficiéﬁ&”) (E)| was recognized long agp J1[7] 18]. A com-
plete proof has appeared jnJ12].

We note that the theory of the spectral shift function wae agently used to show that the
integrated density of states is independent of the choibewfidary conditiong[]9] on the sides
of a large box, in which the system is put.

The conditions on the random variables and the single-site potentigl stated above are
slightly weaker than those ifi [[L2]. However the resultd @ fzhich will be used below remain
valid also in this more general case.

The aim of the present paper is to praylebal bounds for the Lyapunov exponent and the
integrated density of states, i.e. bounds which hold forFalt> 0 and describe the correct
asymptotic behavior in the limiZ — oo. These results are formulated as Theor¢ms 1 and
below. To the best of our knowledge the first article to lookthe asymptotic behavior of
v(E) andN(E) in the limit E — oc is [J]]. The best known estimate for the integrated density
of states is due to Kirsch and Martinel[i 10, Corollary 3.1IThis bound however does not
reproduce the correct asymptotic behavio\gfE) in the large energy limit. Another estimate,
which is due to Pastur and Figotin (s¢€][20, Sec. V.11.Bjjai&l for anR-metrically transitive
random field. Since our potenti&, (z) is aZ-metrically transitive field this estimate does not
apply directly to the present situation. Our two-sidedreate leads to the bounfl {23) below
which is very close to that of Pastur and Figotin.

In what followsC' will denote a finite positive generic constant varying whie tontext, but
which depends only o andk.

We are indebted to Leonid Pastur for reading the preliminargion of this article.

)
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2. THE LYAPUNOV EXPONENT

We recall that the scattering matri E) for a pair of Hamiltonians , Ho) on L?(R) at
fixed energyFE > 0is a2 x 2 unitary matrix

_(T(B) R(E)
@ s© = (1 1B )

whereL(F) andR(E) denote the left and right reflection amplitudes respegtivEthe transmis-
sion amplitudel’(E) can vanish only folZ = 0 (see [8[F]). To any S-matri](4) we associate
the unimodular matrix

i

T(E T(E

ME)=1om)
T(E) T(B)

LetT,(E), Ro(E), Lo(E) be the elements of the S-matrix at enefgyor the pair of operators
(Hy + af, Ho) and A,(E) the corresponding\-matrix. Also letA,(E) = g/%/xa(}E)U,é/2

with
iVE
Up = (e 0 f> .
0 et E

Explicitly we have

eVE __ Ra(E)
Y To(E) To(E)
AQ(E) = L(X(E) efi\/E

Ta(E) T(E)

Consider the matrix
AE) = B {Ro( (B) Ry (B)} = [ Ra(B) Ra(B)dn(a) = 0.

where for brevity we writex(w) instead ofo;(w) with some;j € Z. Let 3 (E) be the largest
eigenvalue ofA(FE) and _(E) the smallest. It will turn out below that,(E) > 1. Set

Y(E) = (log 8+(E))/2 > 0.
The first main result of the present article is

Theorem 1. Given the Hamiltoniar{fl) and the distributior for the coupling constant, for
all £ > 0 the resulting Lyapunov exponent satisfies the upper bound

®) V(E) < F(E).
In particular v(E) decays at least liké/+/E at infinity.

Proof. Let A (E; w) denote the\-matrix for the pair ™ (w), Hy), which by the factoriza-
tion property can be represented in the form

(6) A (B w) = UR" " ] Ay (B) - U5" 2

j=—n

In fact, this factorization property is a consequence ofrthatiplicativity property of the fun-
damental matrix (sed [[L2] for a proof and for references tbesavork). A short calculation
gives

1 1

@) T (Brw)| > = e (A (B;w)T A (B w)) + 5
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With E denoting the expectation with respect to the mea&utey Jensen’s inequality anf] (7)
we therefore have the estimate

¢~ 2E{log [T (Bw)l} < | {|T(")(E; w)|_2}
(®) = B {r (AP(Ew) AW (B0} +

From the factorization property](6) it follows that

©) tr(A<"><E;w>*A<"><E;w>)=tr<ﬁ Aoy B TT Ry )

j=n :—

1
5

We will now make use of the fact that thg,(w) are i.i.d. random variables. For this purpose
define the2 x 2 matricesA;(E) > 0 recursively byA, = I and

(10) E) = [ RalB)! Aj1(B)Ra(E)dr(a),
such that in particulad (E) = A;(FE). Now it is easy to see that

E {tr (A™ (B;0) AM (B;w)) }
(11) = tr (B (A(Bw0) A (Bw))) = Agnia (B).

We now use the fact that the operator inequalitx A < A’ implies0 < tr A < tr A’ and
BTAB < BTA'B for all B. In particular we havel(E) < B+(E) I from which we obtain the
recursive estimated;(E) < 5 (E)A;_1(E) < --- < B+(E) I and hence

(12) E {tr (A™(EB;w)fA™ (B;w)) } < 28, (B)2.

We remark that with the same arguments one proves the lowdbo

268 (E) 1 <E (tr (AC(B;w)TAM(B;w))) .
The relation [[B), the estimatf {12) combined w[ih (8) andb&atiemma imply now

log E {]T(”) (E; w)\_z}

1
E _
v(E) < g lim on 1
1 log (By(E)™1/2+41/2) 1
< =1 =—_1 E
< g5 lim ] 5 og 4+ (E),

which proves the clain{}5).
To establish the last claim of the theorem we recall the Wahg well known estimates (see

e.g. [[6))

1
13 To(E) =1+ |Ro(E)| £ C—=
(13) Ta(B) = 1]+ [Ra(B)| < C——
valid for all large £ > 0 uniformly for all « in the (compact) support of for fixed f. Using
the estimate[(13) i (14) gives the estimatg(E) < 1+ C/+/E for all large E. Sincey(E) =
(log B+(E))/2, this concludes the proof of the theorem. O

Sincey(E) > 0, we obviously have the inequalify, (£) > 1 for almost allE. We will give
now a direct independent proof of this fact and simultaniooistain an expression fgi, (E).
The matrixA(E) may be written in the form

a(E) H(E)
Al = <b<E> a(E))
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with
(14) a(E) = /(ﬁ - 1) dr ()
(15) WE) = —VE / %dﬁ(a).

This gives the two eigenvalues df £') in the form
(16) Bi(E) = a(E) £ [b(E)]

Obviouslya(F) > 1 and hence3(E) > 1. In fact, a(E) = 1 is possible if and only if
R,(E) = 0 for almost all« in the support ofx. Then alsob(E) = 0 and 5 (E) = 1.
Actually (if supp x has at least one non-isolated point) we do not believe threraantrivial f
and E for which this holds but in any case for suéhs the Lyapunov exponent vanishes as is
easily verified (see als [IL2]), so this is a trivial confirioatof estimate[(5) in this case. In the
remaining case we trivially have, (E) > 1.

As an example we consider the random Kronig - Penney modadhaikiformally obtained
from H (w) by replacingf with the Diracé-function at the origin. Then we have (correcting for
a misprint on page 232 dflL2))

o 7!

a7 T, (E) = <1+Zﬁ>

e .« -1
(18) R.(E) = _ZVE (1+Zﬁ)
and our method still applies. This gives

_ (@?)
(19) a(B) = 1+

_ (e (@)
(20) b(E) = Zﬁ_ﬁ'

Here for brevity by( ) we denote the mean with respect to the probability meaBusiech that

(o) = E{a(w)} = /ad/{(a), (?) = E{a(w)?} = /azdﬁ(a).
In particular [1P) gives

a2 a2 1/2
(21) B+(E):1—|—<4E>—|—2\}E<<4E>—|—(oz>2> .

So also in this case(E) decays at least like/+/E asE — oo and at least liké / E if the mean
() of a vanishes, i.e. if on average the coupling constant is zero.

3. THE INTEGRATED DENSITY OF STATES

We denote by, (E) the spectral shift function for the pdifl, + o f, Hy). The second main
result of this article is given by

Theorem 2. For all E > 0 the spectral shift densitg(E) for the operator(fl) satisfies the
following two-side bound

(22) E{&a@w)(E)} = r(E) < &(E) < E{éaw)(E)} +r(E),

where
r(E) = mln{?;E{W}} .
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In particular E{¢,.,)(E)} andr(E) decays at least like/v/E at infinity.

Remarks1. One can easily prove the following estimate

E{ga(w) (E)} -1< g(E) < E{ga(w)(E)} + 1,

which is valid for allE € R.

2. By the monotonicity of the spectral shift function wittspect to perturbatiog(E) > 0 if
supp £ C Ry and{(F) < 0if supp x C R_ for almost allE' > 0.

3. For largeE > 0 by ([I3)

B — i d L Lg [ 1Ba@)(B) }} 1 { |Ragw) (E) } c
o {2’ wE{l T @) [ | T TN\ B (B = VE
4. In [I2] we proved the relatiof(E) = No(E) — N(E) = VE/m — N(E), whereNy(E)

is the integrated density of states for the free operaligr Theoren{P then gives the following
two-sided bound for the integrated density of states

VE VE

(23) ~ Eféa()(B)} —1(E) S N(E) < — ~ E{éa()(B)} +7(E), E>0.

ES
There are some other upper bounds on the integrated defnsifytes. A well-known result is a
one-sided bound due to Kirsch and Martindlli|[10, Corollarg],

C 1/2
N(E) < NG E {/_1/2(E +1 - Vw(x))+dw}

for anyn > 0 and allE € R. This bound however does not reproduce the correct asyimmptot
behavior of N (FE) in the large energy limit.
5. The bounds[[5) and (22) are of interest in the context ofTthauless formula (see e.g.

)}
(24 1E) = (B) = = [ log| B~ | d(E'),  BeR

wherevy(E) = [max(0, —E)]'/? is the Lyapunov exponent fdi,. The Thouless formula in
the form (24) can be viewed as a subtracted dispersionaeléee e.g[]12]).

Proof. In [[L4] we proved (see Theorem 3.3 there and its proof) thaaifty two potentiald/;
andV; with (compact) disjoint supports one has

E(E;Hy+ Vi + Vo, Hy) = £(E; Hy + Vi, Hy) + £(E; Hy + Va, Hy) + &12(F)
with

L 1= Ri(B) Ly(E)
§12(E) = 2m'1 &1 Ry (E) Ly(E)’

whereR;(E) and L (E) are the right and left reflection coefficients for the Scimgdr equa-
tion with the potentialV;,, k = 1,2. Actually Theorem 3.3 in[[12] states thigt2(F)| < 1/2
for all E > 0. Now we improve on this estimate. As in]12] we set

Ly(B) = ax(B)e™ | Ry(E) = ap(B)e™ | k=12
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with 0 < ay(E) < 1. Moreovera(E) = 1 only whenTy(E) = 0, which we recall can happen
only if £ = 0. Therefore
op L7 B1(E) La(E)

1 = Ri(E) Ly(E)

1 — oy (E)ag(E)el” +05")
1 — a1 (B)ag(E)e~ 01 +57)

ay(E)az(E) sin(6% + 688

1 — a1(E)az(E) cos(6 + 6{1)
By means of the inequalityarctan | < |z| we immediately obtain

(25) €&12(E)| < min {; 71T 1 ﬂigﬁi)fg) }

Since0 < ax(E) < 1 we can replace; (E)az(E)(1 — a1(E)az(E))~! either bya; (E)(1 —
a1(E))~torbyas(E)(1 —az(E))~ .
Now let us consider the operat&(™ (w) for finite n. Applying the inequality[(35) we obtain

€ (B5w) = €0 (B) = b (B) = €7D (Brw)|

11 |Ran(w)(E)| } . {1 1 |Ra7n(w)(E)| }
< min 4+ min<{ -, —
{2 ﬂ-l_’Ranw( )‘ 2 Wl_’Rafn(w)(E)’

Repeating this procedure recursively we obtain

- ’Ra](w)(E)‘
—Zgaj(w) me{ 1—|R ( )|}

j:—n j——n

From the existence of the spectral shift dendity (2) by thétiff ergodic theorem it follows

that
.11 |Ryw)(B)]
_ < S i A T SN
\g(E) E {5a(w)(E)H <E {mm { 5 T R ()
From the obvious inequality

E{ {2’W1_|Ra(w)(E)| = 2 1= [Rogu) (B)]

the bound[(72) follows.
For largeE we have the following asymptotic§ [6] uniformly inon compact sets:

= log

= —27arctan

RQ(E) — 2@\/_tf dt—i—O( )

22\/—/
Lo(E) = e 2VELE () dt + O
(E) 22\/— f(t) (E7Y)
such thatR,(E) = O(1/VE) andL,(E) = O(1/VE). If the single-site potentiaf hasp
derivatives inL'(R) thenL,(E) = O(E~®*+Y/2) and R,(E) = O(E~®*tD/2) asE — oo
[f]. The estimatéi{¢, ., (E)} = O(1/VE) is Propositior] 3 below. O

As an example we consider again the random Kronig-Pennegindle single-site spectral
shift function is given in this case by

¢a(E) = %arctan (%) ., E>0.
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Therefore
E {aw (B)} = % /R arctan (%) ax(a)
and thus
B {&aw)(B)}] < %

Using the explicit expression for the reflection amplitude gan easily show that

(lal) = (o?) | Raw) (E)] (lal) = (?)
N SE{l—mmEn} <ovE T oE

We complete this section with an estimatelfg,, ., (£) } in the general case. We will prove

Proposition 3. There is a constant > 0 independent oF, f, andx such that for allE > 0

E{ua®)] < 5oz (a1} [ i1

Let!'/2(L') denote the Birman-Solomyak class of measurable funclibfer which

[e.e]

j+1/2 1/2]?
IVllprzay = Z (/ ]V(ac)]dm) < 0.
j

N -1/2
Jj=—00
The claim of the proposition immediately follows from thdldaving

Lemma 4. LetV € I'/2(L'). There is a constant; independent o’ and E such that

c1
‘g(E7 Ho + ‘/JHO)‘ < 2\/E”VHI1/2(L1)

forall £ > 0.

Proof. As proved in [2B] there is a constast > 0 independent of andV such that
(B Ho + V. Hy)| < CL|VY2Ro(E +i0)|V [/ 7,

whereV1/2 = signV |V|"/2, Ry(z) = (Hy — z)~!, and|| - || 5, denotes the trace class norm
(see e.g.[[21]). From the proof of Proposition 5.6[in| [21biidws that

VY2 Ro(E +0)VIY27 < 2V iy

forall E > 0. O
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