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QUANTUM DYNAMICAL BOUNDS FOR ERGODIC POTENTIALS WITH
UNDERLYING DYNAMICS OF ZERO TOPOLOGICAL ENTROPY

RUI HAN AND SVETLANA JITOMIRSKAYA

We show that positive Lyapunov exponents imply upper quantum dynamical bounds for Schrodinger
operators Hygu(n) =u(n + 1) +u@m —1) + ¢ (f"0)u(n), where ¢ : M — R is a piecewise Holder
function on a compact Riemannian manifold M, and f : M — M is a uniquely ergodic volume-preserving
map with zero topological entropy. As corollaries we also obtain localization-type statements for shifts
and skew-shifts on higher-dimensional tori with arithmetic conditions on the parameters. These are the
first localization-type results with precise arithmetic conditions for multifrequency quasiperiodic and
skew-shift potentials.

1. Introduction

Positive Lyapunov exponents are generally viewed as a signature of localization. While it is known
that they can coexist even with almost ballistic transport [Last 1996; del Rio et al. 1996], vanishing of
certain dynamical exponents has been identified as a reasonable expected consequence of hyperbolicity
of the corresponding transfer-matrix cocycle. Results in this direction were obtained in [Damanik and
Tcheremchantsev 2007; 2008] for one-frequency trigonometric polynomials, and recently in [Jitomirskaya
and Mavi 2017] for one-frequency quasiperiodic potentials under very mild assumptions on regularity of
the sampling function. In this paper we identify a general property responsible for positive Lyapunov
exponents implying vanishing of the dynamical quantities in the rather general case of underlying dynamics
defined by volume-preserving maps of Riemannian manifolds with zero topological entropy, and under
very minimal regularity assumptions. This work presents the first localization-type results that hold in
such generality. We expect that positive topological entropy should also lead to vanishing of the dynamical
quantities for a.e. (but not every!) phase, but this should be approached by completely different methods
and will be explored in a future work.

Our general results allow us, in particular, to obtain localization-type statements for potentials defined
by shifts and skew-shifts of higher-dimensional tori. Pure point spectrum with exponentially decaying
eigenfunctions has been obtained for almost all multifrequency shifts in the regime of positive Lyapunov
exponents in [Bourgain and Goldstein 2000] and for the skew-shift on T2 with a perturbative condition
in [Bourgain et al. 2001], both very delicate results. While bounds on transport exponents are certainly
weaker than dynamical localization that often (albeit not always [Jitomirskaya et al. 2003]) accompanies
pure point spectrum [Bourgain and Jitomirskaya 2000], we note that pure point spectrum can be destroyed
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by generic rank-1 perturbations [Del Rio et al. 1994], while vanishing of the transport exponents is robust
in this respect [Damanik and Tcheremchantsev 2007]. Finally, our results are the first ones for both of these
families that hold under purely arithmetic conditions and the first nonperturbative ones for the skew-shift.

Let (M, g) be a d-dimensional compact (smooth) Riemannian manifold with a metric g. Let Volg be
its Riemannian volume density; see (2-1). Let f be a uniquely ergodic volume-preserving map on M,
which means Vol is its unique invariant probability measure. We will study the dynamical properties of
the Schrodinger operator acting on [2(Z),

Hegu(m) =u(m+1)+u@n—1)+¢(f"0)u(n), (1-1)

where 6 € M is the phase.
The time-dependent Schrédinger equation

i d;u = Hyu,
leads to a unitary dynamical evolution
u(t) = e "oy 0).

Under the time evolution, the wavepacket will in general spread out with time. For operators with
absolutely continuous spectrum, scattering theory leads to a good understanding of the quantum dynamics.
In this paper we will study the spreading of the wavepacket under the assumption of positive Lyapunov
exponent, which automatically implies the absence of absolutely continuous spectrum.

Let e ~1tHo §, be the time evolution with the localized initial state 8. Let

ae(n, t) = |(e_itH980, 8n>|2;

ag(n, t) describes the probability of finding the wavepacket at site n at time . We denote the p-th moment
of ag(n,t) by
(IX15(0) =D (1 + [n)Pag(n.1).
n

Dynamical localization is defined as boundedness of (| X |g (z)) in time ¢. This implies purely point
spectrum; therefore for general operators with positive Lyapunov exponent such a strong control of the
wavepacket is not possible. Thus we need to define proper transport exponents which describe the rate of
the spreading of the wavepacket. For p > 0 define the upper and lower transport exponents

In (| X |5 In (| X5

5 () = timeup IO g RIXEO)
t—00 plnt t—00 plnt

Obtaining upper bounds for the two transport exponents above implies a power-law control of the spreading

rate of the entire wavepacket.

It is also interesting to consider a portion of the wavepacket. For a nonnegative function A(¢) of time, let

(4N =2 /0 eI 4y i
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be its time average. Set

Por(L)= ) (ag(n.n)r.

|n|<L

Roughly speaking, Py 7(T%) > v means that, in average, over time 7, a portion of the wavepacket stays
inside a box of size T Let us consider two other scaling exponents
- Ininf{L : Py (L) + Prg,7(L) > 7}

= lim li
bo =l limsup T

... ninf{L: Py (L) + Prg (L) > 1}
£p = lim liminf : :
= >0 T—o0 InT

introduced, in the half-line case, in [Killip et al. 2003].

The vanishing of 8% and E, & can be viewed as localization-type statements. If M = T is the
1-dimensional torus and f : 6 — 6 + « is the irrational rotation, the Lebesgue measure m is the unique
invariant probability measure of f. It was first proved in [Damanik and Tcheremchantsev 2007; 2008]
that in this case, for ¢ a trigonometric polynomial, under the assumption of positive Lyapunov exponent,
,B;F(p) = 0 for all p > 0, all & and Diophantine «, and B, (p) = 0 for all p > 0, all 6 and all a. It was
recently proved in [Jitomirskaya and Mavi 2017] that under very mild restrictions on the regularity of the
potential, under the assumption of positivity and continuity of the Lyapunov exponent, ,B(j( p) =0 for all
p >0, all 6 and Diophantine &, and B4 (p) = 0 for all p > 0, all 6 and all «. It was also proved in that
paper that for piecewise Holder functions, under the assumption of positive Lyapunov exponent, £g = 0
for a.e. 6 and Diophantine «, and §g = 0 for a.e. 6 and all o

Remark 1.1. The two Diophantine sets of ¢ are different between [Damanik and Tcheremchantsev 2007;
2008] and [Jitomirskaya and Mavi 2017]. They are both full-measure sets, but [Jitomirskaya and Mavi
2017] covers a slightly thinner set of frequencies because of the need to handle potentials with weaker
regularity.

In this paper we consider a d-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold M and a uniquely ergodic
volume-preserving map f. We consider maps with the following volume-scaling property. For 1 </ <d,
for a smooth map o : 0/ — M, where 0% = [0, 1]/, let

Volg ;(0) ::/ V_olg,l(da),
Ql

where Wg,;(d o) is the volume form on Ql induced by o from the given Riemannian metric g on M.
Let X(/) be the set of all C® mappings 0 : Q) —> M. Forn=1,2,... and 1 <l <d, let

Vi(f):= sup limsupilogVolg,l(f”U) and V(f)::mlale(f). (1-2)

oeXx(l) n—>o0

A volume-preserving f always satisfies V;(f) = Vz(f~!) = 0. Here we need to make an extra
assumption that V(f) = V(f~!) = 0. It is known that for a smooth invertible map f, V(f) = V(f™!)
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is equal to the topological entropy of f [Yomdin 1987]; thus our class of maps includes all smooth maps
with zero topological entropy. In particular, it includes both the irrational rotation and the skew-shift.

For such maps we will assume that f has a bounded discrepancy.

Let Jy(6) = J(8, f6,..., fN710), see (2-16), be the isotropic discrepancy function of the sequence
{f ”9},11\]:_01. For § > 0, we will say f has strongly §-bounded isotropic discrepancy if Jy (6) < |N |8
uniformly in 6 for |N| > No; f has weakly §-bounded isotropic discrepancy if there exists a sequence {N; }
such that Jy, () < |N; | =% uniformly in @. It turns out many concrete dynamical systems feature these
properties. We will show in Lemmas 3.7-3.9 that the following hold:

e A shift of higher-dimensional tori, f : & — 6 + «, has strongly bounded isotropic discrepancy for
Diophantine «.

e A skew-shift, f : (y1,¥y2,...,Yq4) > 1+ &, Y2+ ¥1,-.., Y4 + Ya—_1), has strongly bounded
isotropic discrepancy for Diophantine ¢, and weakly bounded isotropic discrepancy for Liouvillean c.

Under the assumption of boundedness of discrepancy and a scaling property of f, we are ready to
formulate the following two abstract results.

Let j1g be the spectral measure of Hy corresponding to §o. Let N = [ Mg d Volg be the integrated
density of states. Let L(E) be the Lyapunov exponent; see (2-6).

Theorem 1. Let ¢ be a piecewise Holder function. Suppose L(E) is positive on a Borel subset U with
N(U) > 0. Suppose f is a uniquely ergodic volume-preserving map satisfying V(f) = V(f~1) =0. We
have:
o If, for some § >0, f has weakly §-bounded isotropic discrepancy, then §g = 0, for Volg-a.e. 6 € M,
o If, for some 8 >0, f has strongly §-bounded isotropic discrepancy, then g = 0 for Volg-a.e. 6 € M.
Remark 1.2. The full-measure set of ¢ appearing in Theorem 1 is precisely the set {6 : g + g (U) > 0}.

Theorem 2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1, assume also L(E) is continuous in E and L(E) > 0
for every E € R. We have:

o If, for some § >0, f has weakly §-bounded isotropic discrepancy, then B, (p) = 0 for all § € M
and p > 0;

o If, for some 6 > 0, f has strongly §-bounded isotropic discrepancy, then ,Bg'( p)=0foralld e M
and p > 0.

Remark 1.3. Strongly §-bounded isotropic discrepancy is essential for vanishing of & and ; (p), see
Remarks 1.6 and 1.9. However, it is not yet clear whether weakly §-bounded isotropic discrepancy (or
any condition at all other than mere positivity of the Lyapunov exponent) is essential for vanishing of the
§orof f,.

Theorems 1 and 2 extend the results of [Damanik and Tcheremchantsev 2007; 2008; Jitomirskaya and
Mavi 2017] from irrational rotations of the circle to general uniquely ergodic maps of compact Riemannian
manifolds with zero topological entropy and bounded discrepancy. One key to achieving such generality
is a new argument that does not rely on harmonic analysis/approximation by trigonometric polynomials.
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By [Damanik and Tcheremchantsev 2003], B, (p) > p dimp (g), where dimg () is the Hausdorff
dimension of . Thus as a consequence of S, (p) = 0 we have the following.

Corollary 1.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2, dimg (ug) = 0 for all 8 € M.

Remark 1.5. The point here is that we obtain zero Hausdorff dimension of the spectral measure for all
rather than a.e. 8 € M (the latter is known for general ergodic potentials [Simon 2007]). The statement
for all § has only been known for irrational rotations of T! (proved for trigonometric polynomials in
[Jitomirskaya and Last 2000], and follows easily for piecewise functions from the results of [Jitomirskaya
and Mavi 2017]).

The following Theorems 3—6 are all corollaries of our abstract results. Theorems 7 and 8 depend on
a somewhat different technique (bypassing the discrepancy considerations), which allows us to cover
more frequencies in the case of the shift of T2 To our knowledge, Theorems 3-8 are the first arithmetic
localization-type results.

Let us introduce the Diophantine condition (DC) and the weak Diophantine condition (WDC) on 4.

c

pe = pote ) = U .- a0) s 1)z =

c>0 c>0

= foranyﬁ;é()},
r(h)®
where r(ﬁ) = 1—[;1:1 max (|A;], 1) (it is well known that when t > 1, DC(7) is a full-measure set), and

C
|h|*

WDC(z) = | ] WDC(c, 1) = U{(al, cag) s maxd || hey l|gyz) >

c>0 c>0

foranyh;éO}, hez

(it is well known that when t > 1/d, WDC(7) is a full-measure set).
Theorem 1 reduces vanishing of (upper or lower) &y to bounds on the isotropic discrepancy. As
corollaries, we obtain:

Theorem 3. Let [ be an irrational shift on T4, For piecewise Holder ¢, suppose L(E) is positive on a
Borel subset U with N(U) > 0. Then if « € DC(t) C T4, © > 1, we have §9 =0forae 0 eTq

Remark 1.6. The Diophantine condition is essential for the vanishing of § [Jitomirskaya and Zhang
2015].

Theorem 4. Let f be a skew-shift. For piecewise Holder ¢, suppose L(E) is positive on a Borel subset U
with N(U) > 0. Then:

e For all irrational o, we have §)7 =0forae. y€ <.
e If a € DC(7) for some t > 1, then g; =0 forae y T4
Remark 1.7. The full-measure set appearing in Theorems 3 and 4 is precisely the set {0 : g+ 9 (U)>0}.

Similarly, for systems with continuous Lyapunov exponent, Theorem 2 reduces vanishing of 5’:( p) to
the same discrepancy bounds, and we obtain:

Theorem 5. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3, assume in addition that L(E) is continuous in E and
L(E) > 0 for every E € R. Then if & € DC(r) C T¢, we have B (p) =0 forall 6 € T4, p > 0.
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Corollary 1.8. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5, if a € DC(t), then dimpg (ug) = 0 for all 6 € T4
Remark 1.9. The Diophantine condition is essential for 87 = 0 [Jitomirskaya and Zhang 2015].

Theorem 6. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4, assume in addition that L(E) is continuous in E and
L(E) > 0 forevery E € R. Then:

e For all irrational o, we have ,3; (p)=0 forall 3 €T, p>0.
e If o € DC(7) for some t > 1, then ,B;(p) =0 forall j € T4, p>0.

Corollary 1.10. Under the assumptions of Theorem 6, for all irrational o, we have dimp (13) = 0 for
all j € T4,

Finally, for the case of an irrational shift on T? we can make two more delicate statements, using a
different technique to obtain arithmetic estimates.

Theorem 7. Let f be an irrational shift on T2. For piecewise Holder ¢, suppose L(E) is positive on a
Borel subset U with N(U) > 0. Then if « = (a1, a2) € | J,;~; WDC(7), we have §9g=0forae. 0 € T2

Remark 1.11. The full-measure set appearing in Theorem 7 is precisely the set {6 : g + urg(U) > 0}.

Theorem 8. Under the assumptions of Theorem 7, assume in addition that L(E) is continuous in E and
L(E) >0 for every E € R. Then if « = (a1,22) € | J,~1 WDC(7), we have B, (p) =0 forall 6 € T2,
p>0.

Corollary 1.12. Under the assumptions of Theorem 8, if a € | )., WDC(7), we have dimg (j19) = 0
forall 6 € T2

The most technically complex part of the paper consists in obtaining arithmetic estimates on the
covering of the torus by the trajectory of a small ball in a polynomial (in the inverse radius) time, which
we obtain by estimating the discrepancy in Theorems 3-6, and by the bounded remainder set technique in
Theorems 7 and 8. The discrepancy estimates are standard for the Diophantine shifts and are ideologically
similar to the known results on the equidistribution of nka for the case of higher-dimensional Diophantine
skew-shifts. We still develop the proof for the Diophantine skew-shift case in full detail because we
did not find it in the literature and also because it serves as a good preparation for the Liouville higher-
dimensional skew-shift, for which, to the best of our knowledge, our estimates are new. We note that
for the Diophantine skew-shift of T2 and shifts of T4 the results on the covering of the torus by the
trajectory of a ball are shown in [Avila et al. 2014] by a completely different technique. The authors
therein considered smoothed-out indicator functions of small disks, and converted the covering problem
to solving cohomological equations. It is unclear to us if that technique is extendable to the Liouville or
weakly Diophantine case.

We organize this paper as follows: In Section 2 we introduce some basic definitions. Some of them
have been mentioned in the Introduction but not in detail. In Section 3 we will present some key lemmas
and prove Theorems 1-8. In Sections 4—7 we prove the key lemmas that are listed in Section 3.
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2. Preparation

Riemannian manifolds. Let M be a d-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold with a Riemannian
metric g.
Let K be a compact set in some coordinate patch (U, x1 .. ,xd ). We define the volume of K to be

Volg (K) := / VIGoxVdx -+ dx¥?,
x(K)

where G = detg;;, gi; = g(9/0x;,0/dx;) and dx!--. dx? is the Lebesgue measure on R?. This
definition is free of the choice of coordinate. If K is not contained in a single coordinate patch, one could
apply a partition of unity to define Volg (K). More precisely, we pick an atlas (Uy, xlo ,xg ) of M
and a partition of unity {py} subordinate to this atlas. Now we can set

Vole (k)= Y [ (016G 0 (x*) ™V dxl-+ dxd.
a YXx%(KNUy)
The Riemannian volume density, see, e.g., [Nicolaescu 2007, Section 3.4], on (M, g) is

dVolg =Y "(pav/|G¥]) o (x*) " dx) -+ dxd. (2-1)
o

With a rescaling, we could always assume d Vol is a probability measure on M. In the above definition,
we do not assume M to be oriented. If M is oriented, then the volume density is actually a positive
n-form, called the volume form.

If o : [a, b] — M is a continuously differentiable curve in the Riemannian manifold M, then we define
its length /(o) by

b
(o) = [ Ve @) 6(0) d.

where g,(;) is the inner product g at the point o(¢). One could define the distance between any two points
X,y € Mas

dist(x,y)=inf{l(p):0 is a continuous, piecewise continuously differentiable curve connecting x and y}.

With the definition of distance, geodesics in a Riemannian manifold are then the locally distance-
minimizing paths.

Let v € Ty M be a tangent vector to the manifold M at x. Then there is a unique geodesic g, satisfying
0v(0) = x with initial tangent vector 9,(0) = v. The corresponding exponential map is defined by
expy (1) = 0u(1).

Let By (x) ={y € M :dist(x, y) < r} be a geodesic ball centered at x € M with radius r. It is known
that B, (x) = exp, (B(0,r)), where B(0,r) ={v e TyM : gx(v,v) <r}.

Proposition 2.1. There exists rg > 0 such that, for all r < rg, there exist positive constants Cg and cg
which are independent of x € M so that

cgrd < Volg (Br(x)) < Cgrd for any x € M. (2-2)
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Proof. We will discuss the proof briefly. We can identify the tangent space Ty M isometrically with RA.
Now exp, : RY > Misa diffeomorphism on some small ball B (0, 7). On this ball, straight lines
are mapped to length-minimizing geodesics [do Carmo 1992, Proposition 3.6], and thus Euclidean
balls are mapped to geodesic balls of the same radius. Taking r smaller if necessary, we can assume
the Jacobian of exp, is bounded away from 0 and oo on By« (0,r); thus for r < ry we have that
g 7% < Volg (B, (x)) < Cg,r?. Since M is a compact manifold, we can take 7y, cg,, Cg, independent
of x € M. O

A subset C of M is said to be a geodesically convex set if, given any two points in C, there is a
minimizing geodesic contained within C that joins those two points.

The convexity radius at a point x € M 1is the supremum (which may be +o00) of r, € R such that
for all r < ry the geodesic ball By, (x) is geodesically convex. The convexity radius of (M, g) is the
infimum over the points x € M of the convexity radii at these points.

Proposition 2.2 [Berger 2003]. For a compact manifold M, the convexity radius ré, of (M, g) is positive.

This clearly implies that for any x € M and any r < rg,, B, (x) is geodesically convex.

Piecewise Holder functions. Let L, (M) be the space of y-Lipschitz functions on M. For ¢ € Ly, (M)
define

_ |9 (01) — ¢ (62)] )
I¢lL, = ¢l +91,S£EM dist (01.60)7 (2-3)

We say ¢ is piecewise Holder if there exists y > 0, a positive integer K and {¢; }jK 1 € Ly (M) such that

K

$(0) =D xs; ()9 (6),

j=1
where {S; }jM= , are sets with “good boundary”, namely {9 JK=1 are (d —1)-dimensional smooth sub-

manifolds of M. Clearly the discontinuity set J4 of ¢ is U]K=1 0S;, and

K
Volg.g—1(Jg) < Y Volg 4_1(3S) < oo. (2-4)
Jj=1
Clearly for any two points 61, 6> such that dist(6;, Jg) > r, if dist(8;, 62) < r then we have
K

|6(61) — ¢ (62)] < dist(61.62)” > I, (2-5)

Jj=1

Cocycles and Lyapunov exponent. We now introduce the Lyapunov exponent. For a given z € C, a
formal solution u of Hu = zu can be reconstructed using the transfer matrix

A0, 2) = (Z _f’(e) _(1))
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u(n+1)\ n u(n)
( u(n) )_A(f 0.2) (u(n—l))'

Indeed, let Ay (6, z) be the product of consecutive transfer matrices:
A(f*10,2)--- A(f0,2)A0,2) ifk >0,
Ar(0,2) = (1 if k =0,
(A_r(f*0,2))! if k < 0.

Then for any k € Z we have the relation

u(k) \ _ 1(0)
(u(k - 1)) = 4 (6.2) (u(—l)) '

We define the Lyapunov exponent

via the equation

L(z):liml[ In ||Ak(9,z)||dV01g(e)=infl/ In | Ag (8. 2)|| d Volg (8). (2-6)
k k M k k M
Furthermore, L(z) = limg (1/k)In ||Ax (0, z)|| for Volg-a.e. 8 € M.

Spectral measure and integrated density of states. Let j1g be the spectral measure of Hy corresponding
to &¢ defined by

((Hg —2)" 80, 80) =/ M.

R X—2Z

Then clearly j1rg is the spectral measure of Hy corresponding to 1. Let N = / m Mg d Volg (0) be the
integrated density of states. Then N = [ M %(/1,9 + irg) d Volg (8), so N(U) > 0 for some set U implies
%([Lg + urg)(U) > 0 for Volg-a.e. 6 € M.

Rational approximation.

Single frequency. Let o be an irrational number and let {p, /¢, } be its continued fraction approximants.
We have the following properties; see, e.g., [Khinchin 1964]:

3 < llgne|r = (2-7)
dn+1 qn+1
kel > lgnexll  for gn <k < gn+1. (2-8)
(1) If « € DC(c, 7) for some ¢ > 0, we have
lkallr > ﬁ for any k # 0. (2-9)
In particular, combining (2-7) with (2-9) we have
cqn+1 = 4qy. (2-10)

(2) If o ¢ DC(7), there exists a subsequence of the continued fraction approximants { py, /qn, } such that

Ang+1> G- (2-11)
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Multiple frequencies. Let @ = (a1, s, ..., ag) be a set of irrational frequencies. Let { p, /g, } be its best
simultaneous approximation with respect to the Euclidean norm on T4, namely,

d d
Y llanejlly < D llkeyll7  for any [k| < gn.
j=1 j=1

Clearly by the pigeonhole principle, we have

1/d
\/leqnajllv < (dt/ld) : (2-12)
ﬁqn—i—l

We say that
(1) « € DC(c, 1) if
Ik, )|+ > for any k € 74\ {0}, (2-13)
r(k)®
(2) @ e WDC(c, 1) if
max [lkas |y = |ki| for any k € Z\{0}. (2-14)

Discrepancy. Let Xq,...,Xn € M. For a subset C of M, let A(C;{X,}) be the counting function

N
ACiHZnin=1) = ) xc(Zn). (2-15)

n=1

The isotropic discrepancy Jy ({x, },11\’:1) is defined as

A(C; {xn} 1)

v —Volg (C)], (2-16)

IN({Zn}pn=1) = sup
Cev
where ¢ is the family of all geodesically convex subsets of M.

For a point 8 € M, let Jy(0) = J({f”@},]yz_ol). We say a map f : M — M has strongly §-bounded
isotropic discrepancy if, for some N > Ny, we have Jy(0) < N~% uniformly in 6 € M. We say f
has weakly §-bounded isotropic discrepancy if there is a subsequence {N;} such that Jy; () < N ]._5
uniformly in 6 € M.

If M =T¥ is the d-dimensional torus, we define the discrepancy D N ({Xn },1:]:1) as

AC
D({xn} _,) = sup M

m(C)|, (2-17)
cerl N

where ¢ is the family of boxes C of the form C = {(0;,...,60y) € T¢:B; <6; <kjforl<i<d).
For a point 6 € T4, let Dy (0) = D({f”@}fq\’:_ol). We say amap f :T¢ — T4 has strongly §-bounded dis-

crepancy if for some Ng and all N > Ng, we have Dy (6) < N % uniformly in § € T9. We say f has weakly

8-bounded discrepancy if there is a subsequence {N; } such that Dy, (6) < N j_g uniformly in 6 € T4,
When M = T¥, the isotropic discrepancy and discrepancy can be tightly controlled by each other:
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Lemma 2.3 [Kuipers and Niederreiter 1974, Theorem 1.6 in Chapter 2]. For any sequence {Xy }flv:l
in Td, we have

DN ({Fn}h_)) < IN(Fn}hy)) < (4dVd + D)Dy ((Fn V4. (2-18)
Therefore, by (2-18), when M = T4

Proposition 2.4. A map f has strongly (weakly) 5-bounded zsotropzc discrepancy for some 6 > 0 if and
only if f has strongly (weakly) §-bounded discrepancy for some §>0.

In Section 5 and the Appendix we are going to apply the following two inequalities to estimate the
discrepancy from above. Recall that r (h) = ]_[;1:1 max(|h;], 1).
Lemma 2.5 (Erd6s—Turan—Koksma [Koksma 1950]). For any positive integer Hy, we have

N

= 1 1|1 e
D({Xn},]lvzl) <C; (H_o + Z — N Z eZm(h,xn)
n=1

0<lk|<Ho r(h)

), (2-19)

where |h| = mralx]‘?;1 |hj.

Lemma 2.6 (Van der Corput’s fundamental inequality; see, e.g., [Kuipers and Niederreiter 1974],
Lemma 3.1 in Chapter 1). For any integer 1 < H < N, we have

N 2 N—-k
1 _N+H- N+H-1)1
‘ﬁ E Un| = —ag E lunl* + t gz E (H k)Re E UnUntk-  (2-20)
n=1 n=1

3. Key lemmas and proofs of Theorems 1-8

Covering M with the orbit of a geodesic ball and proofs of Theorems 1, 7, 2 and 8.

Lemma 3.1. Let ¢ be a piecewise Holder function with 1 >y > 0. Suppose L(E) is positive on a Borel
subset U with N(U) > 0:

(1) If there exists a sequence ry — 0 such that any geodesic ball in M with radius ry. covers the whole M
in ri™ steps, then €9 = 0 for Volg-a.e. § € M.

(2) If, for any small r > 0, any geodesic ball with radius r covers the whole M in r—M steps, then
Eg =0 for Volg-a.e. 6 € M.

Lemma 3.2. Let ¢ be a piecewise Holder function with 1 >y > 0. Suppose L(E) is continuous in E and
L(E) > 0 forevery E € R:

(1) If there exists a sequence ry — O such that any geodesic ball in M with radius ry covers the whole M
in ri™ steps, then B (p) =0 forall § € M and p > 0.

(2) If, for any small r > 0, any geodesic ball with radius r covers the whole M in r~M steps, then
,33_(1?) =0 forall € M and p > 0.
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Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 are key to our abstract argument. They are proved in Section 4. The connection
to bounded discrepancy comes in the following:
Let ¢ be as in Proposition 2.1 and r, as in Proposition 2.2.

Lemma 3.3. If f has weakly §-bounded isotropic discrepancy, then there exists r — 0 as k — oo such

2d/§

that any geodesic ball in M with radius ry will cover the whole M in rk_ steps.

Proof. There exists a sequence { Ni } and k¢ > 0 such that for any k > ko we have Jy, ({ f "9},11\'2_01) <N,/ 8,
This means for any geodesically convex set C C M,

Ny —
Yonko xc(S"0)
Ni
holds for all § € M. Thus if we take ry = Nk_S/(Zd) < min (rg, ré,), then by Proposition 2.2, we know

By, (0) is geodesically convex. By Proposition 2.1, Volg (B, (6)) > cgr,f = cgNk_‘g/2 > Nk_s. Thus
r2d/8

k
Y. 1B, @("0)>0
n=0

—Volg (C) > —N®

for any 6 € M. O

Lemma 3.4. If f has strongly 5-bounded isotropic discrepancy, then for any 0 < r < min (rg, ré,), any

—2d/§

geodesic ball in M with radius r will cover the whole M in r steps.

Proof. There exists Ny such that for any N > Ny we have Jy ({f”@}fy:_ol) < N3 for all § € M. This
means for any 0 < r < min (rg, ré,), any geodesic ball B, (0) (it is geodesically convex by Proposition 2.2)
and N = r =24/ we have

—2d/8_1

Y=o XB.®)(f"0)

—dh — Vol (B, (6)) = —r?4.

Since by Proposition 2.1, Volg (B, (0)) > cgrd > 124 we have

F—2d/8_q

Y xB,@(f"0)>0

n=0
for any 6 € M. O
In the case of 2-dimensional irrational rotation, we also have:

Lemma 3.5. For any (a1, a2) € | J,~1 WDC(), there exists ri (a1, 02, T) — 0 as k — oo such that any

1 ; ; A 4
Euclidean ball with radius ry covers the whole T? in e 8007

steps.
Remark 3.6. This lemma will be proved in Section 7.
We are now ready to complete the proofs of the main theorems.
Proof of Theorem 1. Combine Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4 with Lemma 3.1. U

Proof of Theorem 7. Combine Lemma 3.5 with Lemma 3.1. O
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Proof of Theorem 2. Combine Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4 with Lemma 3.2. O
Proof of Theorem 8. Combine Lemma 3.5 with Lemma 3.2. O
Estimation of discrepancy and proofs of Theorems 3, 5, 4 and 6. We have the following control of the
discrepancies of irrational rotation and skew-shift.

Lemma 3.7. If o € DC(7), then for some constant § > 0 we have Dy ({6 + na},{lvz_ol) < N8 uniformly
infheT<

Let

- n n n n n

Yp = (y1 + (1)“’ y2 + (1)y1 + (2)01, coes Yat (1)yd—1 oot (d)oe) = f"1. . va)s
where f is the skew-shift.
Lemma 3.8. If « € DC(t), then for some constant § > 0 we have D N({)-;n }r]lv=1) < N8 uniformly in
(y1.---.ya) €TY
Lemma 3.9. If o ¢ DC(d), then for some constant § > 0 there exists a sequence {N;} such that
Dy, ({¥n}nZy) < N7 uniformly in (y1..... ya) € T%.
Remark 3.10. Lemma 3.7 is standard. Its proof will be given in the Appendix. Proofs of Lemmas 3.8
and 3.9 will be given in Section 5.

Proof of Theorems 3, 5. These follow from Lemma 3.7 and Theorems 1 and 2. O
Proof of Theorems 4, 6. These follow from Lemmas 3.8 and 3.9 and Theorems 1 and 2. O

4. Proofs of Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2

Upper and lower bounds on transfer matrices. The following lemma on the uniform upper bound of the
transfer matrix is essentially from [Jitomirskaya and Mavi 2017]. We have adapted it into the following
form for convenience.

Lemma 4.1 [Jitomirskaya and Mavi 2017, Theorem 3.1]. Let ¢ be a function whose discontinuity set has
measure O and [ be a uniquely ergodic map on M. Then:

4.1.1. Let L(E) be positive on a Borel set U and . be a measure with w(U) > 0. Then for any { > 0
there exists a number D¢ > 0, and for any € > 0 there exists a set By ¢ with 0 < u(B¢ () < ¢, and an
integer N¢ ¢ such that for any E € U \ B ¢

() L(E) = D¢,
(2) forn > N¢g, |z—E| < e 4" and 6 € M, we have (1/n)1In ||4,(0,z2)|| < L(E) +e.

4.1.2. Furthermore, if L(E) is continuous in E and U is a compact set, there exists D > 0 and for any
€ > 0 there exists an integer N such that for any E € U

(1) L(E) = D,
(2) forn > Ne, |z—E| <e™" and 6 € M, we have (1/n)In || 4,(0,z)|| < L(E) + €.
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We are also able to formulate the following lower bound for the norm of transfer matrices.

Lemma 4.2. Let ¢ be a piecewise Holder function with 1 >y > 0 and f be a uniquely ergodic volume-
preserving map on M with V(f) = V(f~1) = 0. Then:

4.2.1. Let L(E) be positive on a Borel set U and yu be a measure with u(U) > 0. Then for any {, € > 0,
let D¢, Be ¢ and N¢ ¢ be defined as in Lemma 4.1.1:

(1) If there exists a sequence ry — 0 such that any geodesic ball in M with radius ry covers the
whole M in rk_M steps, then there exists a sequence {ny (€)} such that for k > k¢ ¢, any E € U\ B¢ ,
|z — E| < e™#€" and 0 € M we have

min max Ap, (70, 2)| > e"c L(E)=3€)
te{=1,1} (j=0,...,eCMe/Mni ” " (f =
(2) If, for any small r > 0, any geodesic ball with radius r covers the whole M in r—M steps, then for

n>Né€,anyEeU\B§’e, |z—E| < e " and 0 € M we have

min max |4, (f70,z2)| > e"LEI=3),
L€{—1,1} (j=0,...,c(Me/vn

4.2.2. Furthermore, if L(E) is continuous in E and U is a compact set, let D be defined as in Lemma 4.1.2
and for any € > 0 let N¢ be defined as in Lemma 4.1.2. Then for any E € U we have L(E) > D and for

4€n e have:

any |z—E|<e”
(1) If there exists a sequence ry — O such that any geodesic ball in M with radius ry, covers the whole M
inrg M steps, then there exists a sequence {ny (€)} such that for k > ke and any 6 € M,

min max A je, 2)|| > ok (L(E)=3¢€)
te{=1,1} j=0,...,eOMe/Mng I An (1 =

(2) If, for any small r > 0, any geodesic ball with radius r covers the whole M in r—™ steps, then for
n> N/ and any 0 € M,

min max | An (fj 0,2)| > oM(L(E)=3¢)
t€{—1,1} (j=0,...,eGMe/yIn

Proof of Lemma 4.2. We will focus on the proof of part (1) of Lemma 4.2.1. The other three proofs will
be discussed briefly at the end of this section.

Forany E € U \ B¢ and n > N¢ ., by Lemma 4.1.1 we have (1/n)|4,(0, E)|| < L(E) + €. Since
S (1/n)In || An (6, E)|| d Volg (6) > L(E), we have

1 1
Volg (My. g 1.(E).c) i= Volg({e € M: - In | 4x(6. B)| > L(E) —e}) >0 (4-1)

Now we take any 6 € M,, g 1.(E),e and |z — E| < e~ 4" When n > 2N¢ ¢ + 3, by standard telescoping

we have
42 (0, 2) || = | 4n (0, E)|| = [|An(0, 2) — An (0, E)||

> en(L(E)—e) _ (n + 2(N§,€ + I)HAHIOVOZ,e)en(L(E)—Se)
> en(L(E)—Ze)
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for large enough n > N é .- This means

Mn,E,L(E),e C Mn,z,L(E),Ze- (4'2)

We know the discontinuity set of (1/n)1In||A4,(0,z)| is J, = U}:éf_l (Jg), where Jp = U]K:laSj is
defined in the subsection on piecewise Holder functions on page 874. By our assumption (2-4) and the
fact the V;_;(f~1) = 0 (by the definition (1-2) of V(£ 1)), for n large enough, we have

Volg 4—1(Jn) <" Volg g_1(Jg); (4-3)

note that the largeness depends only on f. Define

Mn,Z,L(E),Ze = Mp 7z L(E),2¢ \ F2e—5€”/1’ (Jn)’
where a neighborhood is defined as
Fr(A) ={60 € M :dist(d, A) <r}.
Then by (4-3),
VOlg (Mn,z,L(E),Ze) = VOlg (Mn,z,L(E),2e) - 46_56"” VOlg,d—l (Jn)
> Volg (M 2 1(E).2¢) — 4 " C/Y™ Vol 41 (Jg) > 2.

In particular, it is a nonempty set. Now we take any 6 € Mn,z,L(E),Ze and 0 € B,—sen/y (6). We have, by
telescoping, (2-5) and the fact that V1 (f) = 0 (by the definition (1-2) of V(f)),

1400, 2)11 )
> 408 2)]| = 1 4n(8, 2) — An(6. )|

K
_ N € . . . o~
> en(L(E) 2€) (Z ||¢l||L1’) (n+ 2(N§’€ + I)HA”OOC )en(L(E)-I—e)j_gna);_l(dlst(fj 0, f] 9))7
= =0,...,

K

> e (LE)=2e) _ (Z [t ||u) (dist(6. )" (1 + 2(Ng.e + D[ A & )en EEN +et7)
=1

> en(L(E)—Se)

forn > N ;H .- This means
Fe—5€”/1/ (MH,Z,L(E),ZE) C Mn,Z,L(E),3e-

Hence for E € U\ B¢ ¢, n> Né:e and |z—E| <e™*€" we know M, ; 1.(E),3¢ contains a geodesic ball with
radius e ~(5¢/Y)"_Then there exists a sequence {1y (¢)} such that a geodesic ball with radius e ~5€/V)1& ~ pp
covers the whole M in at most e SM€/Y)k gteps. Thus for E € U \ Bg e, k > k¢ ¢ such that ng (e) > Né:e,
any |z — E| < e™*€"« and any 6 € T¢ we have

min max A 79, 2)|| > "k L(E)=3€)
te{-1,1} (j=0,...,eCMe/VIng I An (1 )l
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Remark 4.3. Notice that part (2) of Lemma 4.2.1 follows without taking a subsequence {ng(€)}. Also,
Lemma 4.2.2 follows without excluding the set B . O

Dynamical bounds on £g. The key to estimating £y is to apply the following lemma by Killip, Kiselev
and Last.

Following [Jitomirskaya and Last 1999], for f : Z — H where H is a Banach space, the truncated />
norms in the positive and negative directions are defined by

L]
1A =D 1f P+ @L—=LLDIf(L]+ D> for L >0,
n=1

[L]+1

1A12= Y [f@P+ (L] +1-L)f(LDI> for L <O0.

n=0
The truncated /% norm in both directions is defined by

[L2]

IA1Z, .= Z | f)P+(L1— L1 f(=1L1]=DP+(La—[ L2 )| f(LL2]+ D> for Ly, La>1.

n=—|L]
With Ae(0, z) being a function on Z, define Zj(@ z) € Rt and ZE_(G, z) € R™ by requiring
Ao (0, Z)”Zél:(g’z) = 2||A(, Z)”E_l-

Lemma 4.4 [Killip et al. 2003, Theorem 1.5]. Let Hg be a Schridinger operator and jig be the spectral
measure of Hyg and 8g. Let T > 0 and Ly, Ly > 2. Then

(5(lle ™ 080017, 1, + e 08107, 1)) > Caug+iur){E | Ly | <Ly, L}, < La}), (4-4)
where C is an universal constant.!

This lemma directly implies
Po.r(L)+ Pro.r(L) > C5(uo + itro)(E : |40, 2) | 1 > 21|46, 2) | T}).

The plan is to show that for any > 1 and any 0 satisfying (g, + trg,)(U) > 0, we have

(oo + iro)LE : [|Ae(Bo. 2) |21 > T"}) Z (1o, + 1 r6,)(U).

Proof of Lemma 3.1. We will prove part (1) in detail. Part (2) will be discussed briefly at the end of this
proof.

Fix n> 1 and 6 such that (ug, + prg,)(U) > 0. Let { = %(,ugo +urg,)(U), D= D¢ from Lemma 4.1,
and € = min (yD/(40Mn), D/6). Then by Lemma 4.1, there exists a set B, 0 < |B| < %(/LQO +uye,)(U),
and a sequence {ny} such that L(E) > D on U \ B and for E e U\ B, k > kg, |z — E| < e~ *¢"k and

1Here we formulate this lemma for operators with potential V(n) = ¢( f"6). This covers arbitrary bounded potentials by
taking f to be a corresponding subshift.
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any 6 € M,

min max A (f78.2)] > " EEIT,
e{—1,1} 1 =0,...,eCMe/VIng

Using that Ag4+:(0,z) = A¢(f5(0), z)As(0, z), this implies, by the condition on ¢,

A0 (6. 2) | 4 p100e/vmy > €2k LEI=36) > (AOMe/y)ni
If we take Ty = e(10Me/")nk then U\ B C{E : || As(0. E)|| 7, > T}'} for any 6, in particular 6. Then
by (4-4),
Poo. 77 (Ti) + Proy 7r(Tk) = C 2 (e, + ira)AE : | Ae(B0. E)ll £, > T} = C 2 (g, + 1re,) (V).
This implies §¢ = 0 for all ) € M such that (g + prg)(U) > 0.

Remark 4.5. Using Lemmas 4.1.1(2) and 4.2.1(2) instead of 4.1.1(1) and 4.2.1(1), part (2) can be proved
without taking a subsequence 7y ; therefore the conclusion holds for all 7" large enough rather than a
sequence 7. O

Bounds on B. The key to the bounds on 8 is to apply the following lemma.

Lemma 4.6 [Damanik and Tcheremchantsev 2007, Theorem 1; 2008, Corollary 1]. Let H be the
Schrodinger operator, with f real-valued and bounded, and K > 4 such thato(H) C[-K + 1, K —1].

Suppose for all p € (0, 1) we have
i

K
/ ( min max
Kk \ue{—-1,1} 1<un<T»
forany n>1. Then B+ (p) =0 forall p > 0. If (4-5) is satisfied for a sequence Ty, — oo, then B~ (p) =0
forall p > 0.

2\ —1
) dE = O(T™") (4-5)

Proof of Lemma 3.2. We will prove part (1) in detail. A modification needed for part (2) is discussed
briefly at the end of this proof.

It suffices to consider small p € (0,1). Fix any p € (0,1) small and n > 1. Assume o(H) C
[-K 4+ 1, K —1]. Since L(E) is continuous in £ on a compact set [—K, K], we have L(E) > D > 0 on
[-K. K]. Fix €y = min (oyD/(20Mn), D/6). By Lemma 4.2.2 there exists a sequence {1, x } such that
forany E € [-K, K], k > ky, any |z — E| < e~ *¢n"n.k and any 6 € M,

min max An  (F70,2)| > e"nk(LE)=3en)
(89

.....

Thus

min max |1 4;(6, 2)? > ek (L(E)=3¢€n) > ,(10Men/(yp))nn.in
1e{—1,1} j=0,m’e(10Mén/)/)nn'k

holds for any § € M, any E € [-K, K] and |z — E| < e~#¢n"n.k_ Now we take Tyx = e(10Men/(yo)mn i

‘E+—i —E‘: L et

Ty k Ty k
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i
Ail0,E+—
'/( +Tn,k)

Thus
2

>T"

min max 2T,k

le{=L1} (j=0,..,T)

holds for any E € [-K, K]. Therefore

2\—1
-n
) dE <2KT, .

K .
/ ( min max | A, (9, E + l—)
—K \tei-L1} 1<in<Ty, Tk

Now take a sequence {k; } such that 77 g < T g, <---. Let Tj, = T}, . Then

K .
/ ( min max | An (9, E + l—)
—K \ue{-1,1} 1<in<Tf, Tm
By (4-5), we have B, (p) < p forall 6 € M, any p € (0, 1) and any p > 0; thus B, (p) = 0 for all 6 € M
and any p > 0.

2\—1
) dE <2KT,;™.

Remark 4.7. Using Lemmas 4.1.2(2) and 4.2.2(2), part (2) follows without taking a subsequence {n,  }.
Therefore the conclusion holds for all T large rather than a sequence 7}. O

5. Skew-shift: proofs of Lemmas 3.8 and 3.9

In this section, we obtain the discrepancy bounds for the skew-shift. While the Diophantine case is likely
known, we didn’t find this in the literature. We thus present a detailed proof, especially since we build
our proof for the Liouvillean case on some of the same considerations.

Skew-shift. Let f: T9 — T be defined as
SO 32 va) = +a,y2+ Y1, Vd + Ya-1)-
Let Y, = f"(y1,...,yq); then
~ n n n n n
Yn=(y1+( )a, y2+( )y1+( )a,...,yd+( )yd_1+---+( )a) (5-1)
1 1 2 1 d
where () = 0if n < m.

Preparation: combinatorial identities.

Lemma 5.1. Letr; €N for 1 <t <s. Then we have

1[20,1

S
2 (—l)s‘2f=1”(z’sz_lll’r’) =0, (5-2)
1<t<s
l[=0,1 Ky N
=Y 1 (2op=1 lere
> (Rl (=) S T (5-3)
1<t<s t=1
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Proof. Let us consider the coefficient C, of x? in the product (1 + x)" (1 + x)™2---(1 + x)"s =
1+ x)Zf=1 "i, Let us define

N Iy
A(a) = (jl»jZ’---’js):jt = (jt,l’jt,2a-"vjl,rt)’ jt,k € {Ov 1}’ Z Zjl,k :a}' (5-4)
t=1k=1

Each element in 4@ corresponds to one way of choosing 1 or x in each term of the product (1 + x)"! -
(I+x)"2---(14x)" in order to get x% where j; x = 0 means we choose 1 out of the k-th (1 + x) from
(1 +x)", and j; x = 1 means we choose x instead of 1. Thus the capacity of A@_ denoted by |4@)], is
equal to Cy = (Z’ 7! rt ) Let us further define

AD = A@ (f, =0} (5-5)

For a = 5 — 1, since it is impossible to obtain x*~1 with ft #* 0 for any 1 <t <, we have

AGTD (U AEH)) = 2. (5-6)

=1

Fora =,
N
A(S)\(U <s)) = (5-7)
where
ry
={(jl,jz,...,jt):th,k=1for1§t5s}- (5-8)
k=1
Clearly,
s s '
UAga) :Z(_l)l—l Z mA(a) ’ (5-9)
t=1 i=1 I<ti<tr<-<ti<s 'I=
in which
lt:(),l S
(@) D=1 lere
)3 ﬂA - X () 10
I1<ti<tr<-<tj<s '|= Yo li=s—i
Thus

lt=0,1

() = 5 )

i=1 Yot li=s—i
1;=0,1
- Yt=1lire
_ Z (=1)* Yioil (5-11)
Py (=)

For a = s — 1, (5-2) follows directly from (5-6) and (5-11). For a = s, (5-3) follows from (5-7), (5-11)
and the fact that |[D| = [];_; ¢ O
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Diophantine o.

Proof of Lemma 3.8. For o € DC(t), we take integers

Hy~ N /@D foro < j<d 1. (5-12)
By Lemma 2.5,
= > 1
D(Yl,...,YN)fcd(—+ Z __Z 2m(hY,, )
Ho o o N
0<|h|<Hp
1 1 N
=Cg| o+ — ‘_ 4 © ) (5-13)
Hy Z V(h) N ,;1 n
o<|h|<Ho
where
d d—j .
u,(10) — exp{Zm' Z( o+ Z hj-i—ryr)( )} (5-14)
Jj=1 r=1
Let
y e n+l k
”,(Cl)n—eXP{Z”iZ(1“+ZhJ+ryr) Z( 1)1 11( 1 1)} (5-15)

Jj=2 I=

In general, if d > 3, we define the following for 1 <s <d —2:

d 1;=0,1 ) n+zs Ik
e ,ks,n_exp{27Ti > (!a+zhj+ryr) > (= 1)S‘Z?=1”( o ’)% (5-16)
j=s+1 1<t<s

Next, we illustrate the steps of the proof without details for two simple cases d = 2 and d = 3. After
that, we give a detailed derivation for arbitrary d.
Applying Lemma 2.6 to the ‘Zn | Un ) /N } term in (5-13), we obtain
N—k;

0 0 (0)
LS o,
N-— k1 (0), (0)

The d = 2 case: Estimating the ‘Z Un Up L, { term on the right-hand-side of (5-17) (see (5-27)
with d = 2) we have

(5-17)

A 77 NH2 Z(Hl k1)

N—kq 1

<__ 5-18
S Tkl -18)

(0) (0)
n+k1

The Diophantine condition on « implies that, see (5-28),

H,

1 I Ti—o H
- <H HETe 5-19
Z okl ™ Zl j 0 ( )
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Thus combining (5-17), (5-18) with (5-19), we have
1 N
P
n=1

Plugging this estimate into (5-13) yields the claimed result for d = 2.

1

S
~H  HZ

The d = 3 case: The difference between the cases d > 3 and d = 2 is that for d = 2 we can directly
estimate (5-17) via (5-18). However, for d > 3, we need to iteratively apply Lemma 2.6 to reduce the
dimension. Now let us illustrate the proof for d = 3.
To estimate the right-hand-side of (5-17), we compute as in (5-23),
N—ki _ N—ky
> =3
n=1

n=1

. (5-20)

Applying Lemma 2.6 to the right-hand-side of the equation above, we obtain
YRR
1 1
Z ukl,nukl,n+k2 :

n=1

N—k
1 1

M
N —k n; Yein

2 l 1 H>
St s 2 (Ha—k2)
Hy (N —ky)H3 k22=1

As in (5-27), we compute
N-Y7_ ki

O O < 1
u u —_.
‘ ; Kontkunta] = sk kool

Proceeding as in the d = 2 case via the Diophantine condition, we arrive at
N—k

1 )
‘N 2 Y

| 1
< =

Y Hy H?

Combining (5-17), (5-20) with the estimate above, we obtain
1 N
P
n=1

This proves the claimed result for d = 3.

1 1
~Hy H}

The general case: As we explained above, the general strategy is to use Lemma 2.6 to reduce

u©® -y @ @D

We stop when we reach u@=2) a5 we can apply (5-27) to these terms.
With the u® terms, 0 < s < d — 3, defined in (5-16), Lemma 2.6 implies,
| N-Yi_1k

S
N=S"_ ki K1 seeeskis,n

n=1

N_Zii}kt .
) ®
Do UE otk kentks | 52D

n=1

Hs4q

Y (Hsi1—ksi1)

ksy1=1

1 1
< + H{
Hsy1 (N =3 -1 ki) o
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Here
N— ZY+1
‘ S O
k] ..... ks.n"ky,..., ks.n+kgi1
n=1
N— ZY-’,—] d
n=1 Jj=s+1
1;=0,1 s s
Z (_l)s—Z‘lel, ((n+zt.=1ltkt)_(”‘i‘ks—i-l'i‘.zt:lltkt ))} ‘
J J
1<t<s
N-Y3 L1k d 1;=0,1 +1
y s Ik
= exp{27'ri Z (jOH-Zh +rYr) (— 1)s+1 Z+ll,<n+Zt 1 t)%'
n=1 j=s+1 1<t<s+1 J
N-Y3E ke d 1,=0,1 s+1
s l Tilik
= exp{2m’ Z (Joz+Zh]+ryr) (_1)s+2_2ti(l)lt( 0”+Z_t_1 t t)}
n=1 j=s+1 o<t<s+1 J
N-Y7E ke d 1=0,1 s+1
s / Tk
= exp{2ni > (h,a+Zhj+ryr) Z (_1)s+2—2tiélt( on+ =1l t)}
n=1 J=s+2 0<t<s+1 J
(5-22)
N_Zfi}kt d—j 1;=0,1 s+1
Y s Tilik
= Z exp{2m Z (h]a-l—Zh]Jrryr) Z (_1)s+1—ZtI}l,(n+Zt_—1 t t)H
n=1 J=s+2 r=1 1<t<s+1 J
N Z.&-‘rl
_ (s+1)
= Z Uk okgsin | (5-23)
n=1
Notice that in (5-22), we applied (5-3),
d—s—1 1,=0,1 +1
s+l lon+ Ik
r=1 0<t<s+1
Combining (5-21) with (5-23), we get for any 0 <s <d — 3,
1 N=Yi_1k )
S
—_—— u
'N_Zizlks y,2=:1 ki,..ks,n
1 1 Hsq1 s+1
< + (Hs+1—ks+1)(N— kt)
Hs1 (N_Zizlkt)Hs2+1k+Zl_1 ,Z
‘ 1 N Z.S-Fl ( )
s+1
11 Z P P )
N Zs n=1 ! i
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By (5-21), for s =d —2,
N-Y{ZPk

1 (@-2) :
d— Z Ukt yeskg—2,
N-YiZthk g Tt
1 1 Hdz_l N_Zidz_ll “ d-2) @-2)
< + (Hg—1—ka-1) Up, U
d— K1sees kag—o.,n ki,...kqg—2.n+kg_
H; 4 (N_Zl=12kl)H5_1 ke — 1 d—2,n" ki a—2:n+ka—1
1 1 Hay (N-Xisi ki (d—2) d-2)
S + S wiT ' (5-25)
~ d— kiseeskg—o,n " ki,cskg—on+kg—_1|’
H; 4 (N_Zl:fkl)Hd—l Wt — Leokg—2.n " ki,kg—o.n+ka—1
and
N-S{C ki ) —
‘ Z ukl,...,kdfz,nukl ..... ka'z,n-l-kd]‘
n=1
N_Z;i;l ki Jji1=0,1 d—1 .
_ . -1 g (T =1 Jiki
= exp{2mhdoz Z (=1 =1 '( 4
n=1 1<l<d-1
N-S{Z1 ki Jjr=0,1 d-1 .
_ . nd=Yel (lol’l—i-Zj:l ]lkl)
= exp{thda Z (-1 1=0JI p
n=1 0<l<d-1
N-Y 1k d—1
= Z exp{2m’hdna l_[ kl} (5-26)
n=1 =1
1
< (5-27)

~ d_l b
thoz [Ti=1 ki “TF
where in (5-26) we used (5-3).
Since & € DC(7), by the property of the Diophantine condition (2-9) and since |h;| < Ho, 1 <k; < H;,
we have

(O | =/
< == L <mgtte | HE. (5-28)
_ ~ ; = Ha- 1
ky_1=1 tho‘ H;i=11 ki HT j=1 J : 1=0

Thus combining (5-25), (5-27) with (5-28), we have

N-Y9"2k -
R RN 11 = 1/ A B
- Krykaom| ~ o S =—.
N—Zl:fkl n—=1 ! a=2:n Hg—y Hd—l(N_lelel) Hg—y Hd—2
Lemma 5.2. Forany o €T, if, for any 1 < ks < Hj,
1 N—Zf=1k1 ©) 2 1
N
N s 1 u ’S _9
‘N _Z?=1 k; ngl Kkiseks,n s2
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then forany 0 <t <s—1, 1 <k, < Hy, we have

1 N-Yi_i1k © 2 1
— u s —.
'N_Z;ZI kl n;l ki,..., k:.n th

Proof. For t = s — 1, by (5-24),
N-YiZiki

1 3 (s—1) 2
_— M

—1 ki, ks—1,
N-=Yi"1ki 1o : o

ZN Zl lklu(s)

1 Kiyeks,n
§—+ ( —k)( kl) 15:-05Ks,
HS (N Zf HSZ kX_:I * Z N Zl 1 kl)
1 1
<— =
Ay " HZ,
Then we proceed by reverse induction. O
At the final step we obtain
1L o1
(0)
FONAETS
n=1 0
Plugging it into (5-13), we have
- - 1 1 1 1 d
D(Yy,...,VN) S —+ S ~ N/ D ) O
Hp Z r(h) Ho Hj~¢

0<|il|§H()
Liouvillean «.
Proof of Lemma 3.9. For o ¢ DC(d), by property (2-11), we can find a subsequence {p,/qn} of the
continued fraction approximants of « such that g, 1 > q,‘f . In the following we will use ¢ instead of ¢y,

and g instead of g, 41 for simplicity. Here we would like to show D, (17 Tovees I?q) < ¢~ % for some § > 0.
Take

Hi~¢* " for0<j<d-2 and  Hg_y~gq* 079/ (5-29)

where € > 0 is small enough such that

d—1
[ Hi=q® 127192 <y, (5-30)
=0
Now by Lemma 2.5,
D(Yy,....Y,)
1 BEIES n
<Cq4 74— Z Zexp 2mi Z(h]a+h]+1y1+ -+hdyd_j)(.) . (5-31)
0 o<lhl<Ho (h) j=1 /



QUANTUM DYNAMICAL BOUNDS FOR ERGODIC POTENTIALS 891

Consider the difference

. Zexp{Zm Z(h a+hjpiyi+-+hgya- ])( )%

n=1 j=
q
n
ZGXP{27”Z(hjg‘i'hj-i-l)ﬂ+"‘+hdJ’d—j)(j)}'
1 & d p\/n
< - expl 2 hila—= () —1
<y el L= F) ()} -1
n=1 j=
1 q
<o ()]
n=1;=1
H
<=, (5-32)
q
where in the last step we use (2-7),
p 1
o——| = — < —7/—
q‘ a4 q4t!
Then combining (5-31) with (5-32), we have
- - 1 1 |1 H
D(Yl,...,Yq)scd(—+ Y, — Z ff”) +=2 (5-33)
Ho &= rh)ld q
0<|h|<Hy
where
d
~(0) _ . P _ n
U, —CXP{QWZ(hjg‘*'hjﬂyl+"'+hdycl—j)(j)}»
j=1
that is, u( ) as in (5-14) with « replaced with p/q. Thus with u() ke defined as in (5-16) with «

replaced with p/g, similar to (5-25) and (5-26), we have

‘ 1 _N_Zld;fkl (d—2)
p D 0 Tk
N‘Zl:lzkl n=1 1 a2
1 1 Haoy \N=Xici ki (d—2) @—2)
~(d—2 ~d—2
< + i i . (5-34)
Hy 4 (N — Z;i=_12 kl)Hd—l kd§=1 n;l kiskg—on"ki,.skqg—2,n+kq—
and
a->{=! ki @2 a3 a->i{= ki » d—1
Z Ukerskg—onky,kgontkg_y| — eXPP”ihd”g l_[ kl} ‘
n=1 n=1 =1
1
(5-35)

< .
" ra(p/o) TS kil
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Since |hg| < Ho, 1 <k; < H;, and by (5-30), for any 1 <k < H;_; we have

» d-2 1
it ITa] 25
=1 'R/Z
Thus
H;_, 1 H;— q
> — S Y S <qlnHy, (5-36)
kg—1=1 th(p/Q) ]_[lzl kl”R/Z j=1 J
Then combining (5-34), (5-35) with (5-36), we get
a-i=r k
1 S 1 gInHy_,
d—2 Z ukla-"ykd—an ~ H + d—2
a—2i=1 ki .o d-1 (q—=2127 Hi)Hg—
1 1
< = . (5-37)
~ 2
Hy T T H
By Lemma 5.2,
I & o _ 1
DI IS
q,=1 0
Plugging it into (5-33), we get
y 5 1 (logHo)? Hy 1
DYy,....Yp)f —+—F—7—"+—=5 ——. O
041 7) Ho + Ho + p q(l—e)/zd

6. Bounded remainder sets

Most of the material covered in this section comes from [Grepstad and Lev 2015]. We briefly discuss
it here for completeness and readers’ convenience. From now on we restrict our attention to irrational
rotation on T¢. For a measurable set U C Td, consider the function

N—-1

ANU.X)=N|U|:= AU X +na}}-) = N|U| = > yu(X +na)—N|U|.

n=0
We will say U is a bounded remainder set (BRS) with respect to « if there exists a constant C(U, @) > 0
such that

for any N and a.e. X € T4, We will call a measurable function g on T¢ a transfer function for U if its
characteristic function satisfies

xu(X) —|Ul=g(X)—g(X —a) ae.
Obviously if g is a transfer function for U, then its Fourier coefficients satisfy

() = Xu ()



QUANTUM DYNAMICAL BOUNDS FOR ERGODIC POTENTIALS 893

Proposition 6.1 [Grepstad and Lev 2015]. For a measurable set U C T4, the following are equivalent:

e U is a bounded remainder set.

e U has a bounded transfer function g.

Theorems 9, 10 and Corollary 6.2 are presented in [Grepstad and Lev 2015] without explicit bounds
on the transfer functions. We present the proofs in order to extract the needed estimates.

Theorem 9. Any interval I C T of length 0 < |qa — p| < 1 is a BRS with respect to o. Furthermore its
transfer function g satisfies ||g|lco < |4/

Proof. Without loss of generality, we consider an interval I = [0, k], where k = go — p > 0. Then

x1(x) = 1] = —{x} +{x -}

= —{x}+{x —qa}
= (—{x} = —{x—(g— Do) + ((x—a} + - + {x —qa})
=g(x)—glx—a),

where g(x) = — YI_({x — jl, llglloo < lgl- O

Theorem 10. Let ¥ = (v, va,...,v7) =qoa— p € Za+ 7%, v ¢ 7%, and let T € T4~ be a BRS with
respect to the vector (v1/vg,V2/Vq,...,Vq—_1/vg) with transfer function h. Then the set

U=UZ,0)={(X,00+10:X€eX, 0<t<1}
is a BRS with respect to a, whose transfer function g satisfies ||g|loo < |q|(|1]loo + 1)

Proof. Let vg = (v1,...,v4—1) be the vector in T9—1 which consists of the first d — 1 entries of . First,
we wish to find a bounded function g on T4 satisfying the cohomological equation

xuX,y)—|Ul =g, y)—g(x —vo,y —vg) forae. (X,y)e€ T-1 & T.
This means the Fourier coefficients satisfy the equation
§(n_’)l’ n)(l — e_ZNi(("_:l,ﬁo)+nvd))

= /Ud/ e—2ni(r71,7c+()//vd)50) dx e~ 2miny dy, (m,n)# (6, 0), (6-2)
0 JEZ+(y/va)vo

which implies
YO Xx () . - )
g(m,n) = 2 (. o) Jog +1)° (m,n) # (0,0). (6-3)

We know ¥ is a BRS with respect to Tg/vg; by (6-1) its transfer function 4 : T¢~! — R satisfies

- 1— e—2ﬂi<ﬁ1,17o)/vd ’

£ 0,
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It is straightforward to check that the bounded function g defined by
- . o
g(x,y)=h|x— E{y} — X[y}

satisfies the cohomological equation (6-3). Hence g is a bounded transfer function for U with respect
to v.

Indeed, [|g]loo < |#]lco + 1. Since ¥ = g — p, letting g(X) = g(X) + (X —a) +---+g(x¥—(¢—Da)
we have that U is a BRS with respect to o with bounded transfer function g satisfying ||gloo < |¢|l|€|lco <
lg1([I7]loo + 1). O

The following corollary will be used several times in Section 7.

Corollary 6.2. Let U C T? be the parallelogram spanned by two vectors
mo — 11
m(ay,o2)—(l1,012) and (q— - D, 0).
mop — 12
Then U is a BRS with respect to (a1, ap) with transfer function g satisfying ||g||co < |m|(|q| + 1) <2|mgq|.

Proof. In this case
v=(v1,v2) =m(ay,a2)—(l1,12) € Za +72, T = [O,qv—1 —p] x {0}.
U2

We know the transfer function & of ¥ with respect to vy /vy satisfies ||1]loo < |¢|. Thus ||g]lec <
im|(lg| + 1) < 2|mq|. O

7. 2-dimensional irrational rotation with weak Diophantine frequencies

In this section we deal with 2-dimensional weakly Diophantine frequencies. Our goal is to prove
Lemma 3.5.

Proof of Lemma 3.5. Assume (a1,a2) € WDC(cg, t/4), for some 7 > 4 and ¢o > 0. We divide the
discussion into two parts.
First, we introduce the coprime Diophantine condition:

PDC(7) = |_J PDC(c. 7)

c>0

= U { (a1,02) : ||(l;,a)||1r > ; for any ged(hy,hy) =1 or hihy =0 but h 756 . (7-1)
>0 |hl*
Obviously if @ € PDC(c, ), both o1 and «, belong to DC(c, 7).

Next we will distinguish two different cases: PDC or non-PDC. Roughly speaking, in the PDC setting,
we use bounded remainder sets technique presented in Section 6 and work directly with the 2-dimensional
problem. In the non-PDC but WDC setting, we are able to reduce the 2-dimensional problem to the
1-dimensional problem, which is much easier to analyze.
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Case A: (a1,a) € PDC(cy, 1) for some c¢; > 0. Let’s take the best simultaneous approximation
{(l1,n/mu,l2 n/mp)} of (a1, a2). It has the following property.

Lemma 7.1 [Lagarias 1982, Theorem 3.5]. If {1, o1, oz} is linearly independent over Q, then there are
infinitely many ny, such that

M linge Doy
Mu+1 ng+1 l2pg+1| #0.
Mue+2 ling+2 D2ng+2

Now we take r; > 0 such that
4 _
My, §;rk2<mnk+1. (7-2)

By (2-12), the choice of r; guarantees that for n > ny,

(mpoy — ll,n, mpdz — lz,n) € Brk 0,0), (7-3)
where
Br(x1.x2) :={y = (y1.y2) € T : |y1 —x1llF + l[y2 — x2llF < 7}
Let {pn,s/qn,s} 5= be the continued fraction approximants of (mpay —11,,)/(mpaz — 12 ,). For each n
choose s, such that

Gnsn =T ' <dns,+1- (7-4)
By (2-7), the choice of s,, guarantees that

mpdq _ll,n
s, ————

qn,sp — Pn,sp» 0) € B, (0,0). (7-5)
muyQy — lZ,n

By (2-12) and (2-14) we have

0 2
<max{|muo; —Il1 5|, |[Mpotz —l2 |} < ————, (7-6)
m;/4 n n n n = Mt
and by (7-2) we have my, < (4/7r)rk_2. Thus
< Coperi ™2 7-7
max (mnkvmnk+1’mnk+2) = CO,rrk . ( )

We have:

4
Lemma 7.2. For some n € {ny,ny + 1,ny + 2}, we have qn 5, +1 < rk_2r )

Let us postpone the proof of this lemma and finish the proof of Case A first.
Let U be the parallelogram spanned by the two vectors

mpoq —11,
mn(ahaz)_(ll,n,lz,n) and (Qn,snu_Pn,sna O)-
mna2_12,n
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By (7-3) and (7-5), U C By, (0,0). Corollary 6.2 implies
M—1

> v+ jor.y + jaa) — M|U|| < 4lmagn.s,|
j=0

fora.e. (x, y). Thus as long as M > 4|mpqy s, |/|U|, we have U —0 - (joy, jaz) covers the whole T2
up to a measure zero set. Then

M—-1
4
2c | Bang(—jar,—jaz) for M > % (7-8)
j=0

Now we want to estimate |U|. Since o € DC(cq, 7), by (2-9) we have

muay —Il1p c1 1
U| = |mna2_12,n|‘ n.sy——————— — Pn.sy| = P —
muoz — I A |mn| 2qn sn—l—l
Thus by (7-4) and (7-7),
4lmnlgn,s, _ 8 34
Mf_lmnp—i_ dn,s,49n,sp+1 = Cco c1, trk3r .

S|
. . _3.4
This means it takes By, (0, 0) at most Co, 5,77 377 steps to cover the whole T2.

Proof of Lemma 7.2. We will show it is impossible to have g, s, +1 > rk_zr4 foralln € {nj,np+1,n;+2}.
In this case by (2-7), (2-12) and (7-2), we have

. ] mpay — Iy
|Qn,snmn051 — Pn,s,Mn02 + Mnl = |mn052 - 2,n| “|9n,sy —l — Pn,s,
Mpla —1Li2.n
4
<7 21’ +1 (7_9)

«/_\/ mn—H dn,sy ’

where M), = Pn,sy, lz,n _Qn,snll,n-
We have the following estimates on the upper bounds of p, s, and M. Combining (2-9), (7-2), (7-4),
(7-6) with (7-7),

mupoy — 1, 1 2qn s, |Im 4 _3
| Prsn| < dnsn| — 2+ ns || P25 < Copererit 2 (7-10)
muQa _lz,n Qn,sn—f-l C1 \/_\/ |mn+1
By (7-9), (7-2), (7-7), (7-4) and (7-10),
3
|Myu| < |qn,s,Mnot1 — Pn,s,Mn2| + rkr < Cepoey, rrk . (7-11)

Case 1: If p, 5, = 0 for some n € {ng,ng + 1, nx + 2}, then by (2-7), (2-12) and (7-1), (2-9),(7-2), (7-7),
we have

3/2+1

21; S 1 > g Mu1 —l1,n Cl\/_\/ |mp41]
Tk Z |9n.s z 7

> Ceooer .t
dn,sp+1 " "mupa — lz,n 2mg 0:cr.tlk

which is a contradiction.
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Case 2: If M,, = 0 for some n € {ng,n; + 1,n; + 2}, then by (7-9), (7-2), (7-10), and the fact that
(o1, 2) € PDC(cy, ), we have

c1|mpy]

max (Pn,sn »4n »Sn

4
/2
)1— > Cco,cl,rrk s

4
r}?r > |mp| |‘In,sn051 —Pn,s,,Olzl >

again a contradiction.
Case 3: If pp 5, 70 and M, #0 for any n € {ng,nyx +1,nx +2}, thenforany i, j € {ng,nx +1,nx 42},
we have
[(gi,s;miMj —qj,s,m; M)y — (pis;mi Mj — pjs.mj M;)oo|

< (gi,s;mior — pis;mioa + Mi) Mj| + [(qj,s;mjor — pjs;mjoa + Mj)M;]|

4

< (|M;| + |Mj|)r]§r . (7-12)
Case 3.1: (qi,s;mi Mj—qj.s;mjM;, pis;miMj—pjs,m;M;)#(0,0) forsomei, j € {ng,ng+1,ng+2}.
In this case let h = ged(q;,5;,mi M; —4qj,s;mjiM;, pismiM;— pj,sjiji) be the greatest common
divisor of the two numbers if they are both nonzero, and & = 1 otherwise. Then by (7-12),

Gi,simiMj—qj,s;m;M; PisimiMj — pjs,mjMi M|+ M| 5.4
o1 — | < ry .
h h h
However on one hand by (7-11),
|M;| + M,

| 5p4 274 2t4—13
A res =Ml + M = Cegrereril” -

On the other hand, by the fact that (o1, @2) € PDC(cy, 7) and (7-2), (7-7), (7-10), (7-11),
Gi,simiMj —qj,s,mjMi PisimiM; — pj s, mjM;
h e K

o

Clhr

>
= (qi,simiM; —qj.s;miM;, pis;miM; — pjs.m; M;)|*

7t4/4
= Cco,cl,rrk )

a contradiction.

Case 3.2: Forany i, j € {ng,n; + 1,n; +2}
gi.simiMj = qj,s;m;j M,
PisimiMj = pj.s;mjM;.

Then for n = ng,
Pns,  Pntlsypr  Pnd2,.s,40

qn,sp, dn+1,sn+1 dn+2,5p42

Hence we can let p = pn s, = Pn+1,5p41 = Pn+2.5n4> A § =qn.s, = qn+1,sp11 = dn+2,5,4>- Lhen
we have (after plugging in M,, = ql1,, — pla.n)

gmulyp+1—mut1l1,n) = p(Mula py1 —Mmpt1l2,n), (7-13)
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q(mpliny2 —mpi2l1,n) = p(Mnlz ny2 —Mpt2l2.0), (7-14)
qMmpt1li,n+2 —Mps2li,n41) = p(Mny1l2,n42 —Muy2l2 n41). (7-15)
Then considering (7-13) - (=11 n+2) + (7-14) - 1 py1 + (7-15) - (—11,4), we get
Mp, g lang

P \Mug1 ling+1 lopg+1|=¢q-0=0,
Mue+2 n+2 L2ng+2

a contradiction with the choice of ny. O

Case B: (a1, a2) ¢ PDC(7). By the definition of PDC(7), the sequence En = (h1,n, h2,,) for which (7-1)
fails has to satisfy either gcd (h1,,, h2,,) = 1 (Case B.1) or hy ,ha , = 0 (Case B.2).

Case B.1: We can find a sequence {n;} such that |ﬁnj| = max (|h1,n;],|h2,n;]) — 00 as j — oo,
ged (hy,n;,hon;) =1 and
[A1,n; Q1 + hop, |l < 41
|hn |
Without loss of generality, we can assume |hy ;| = |l;nj |. In this case we can take rp; = 1/[hy1 4, |

For simplicity we will denote n; by n.

Now that ||hy no1 + hopoz|lt < 1/|h1,,]%, we can find [y 5,12, € Z such that |hy (01 —11,0) +
ha n(aa—I2 )| <1/|h1,|*. Since replacing (o1, a2) with (a1 + /1,5, @2 +12 ) does not change anything,
we will assume |7y po1 + ha poz| < 1/|h1,|*. Then

(0%) hl n 1
— |- < . (7-16)
(051 ( hz,n)‘ |h1,n|ta1

We consider the following two lines on T2:

ll(z)z({t},{z—?z}) and lz(t)z({t},{—Z;’nl}).

These two lines are close to each other in the sense that for || < |h1,, |37/4 by (7-16),

[t = o i
o1 ha.n

<
T hialTar T by ey

The graph of [5(¢) is the hypotenuse of a right triangle with two legs of lengths |k ,| and |/ ,| (mod Z?).

We consider the orbit of (a1, —(h1,,/ h2,n)1) under the rotation (g, —(h1,n/ ha n)or). These points lie

on [5(¢). Under this rotation the point moves a distance (v hin + h%,n/|h2,n |)a1 at each step by a big

interval with length +/ hin + h%}n. Let {pm/qm}5 -, be the continued fraction approximants of 1 /A2 .

Choose m such that
dm—1 < |hin| VA3, + 13, < dm. (7-17)

Then it would take a point on T at most ¢, + ¢m—1 steps (under the (ct;/ h2 »)-rotation) to enter each
interval of length 1/(|/1,,|V hin + h%,n) on T, see, e.g., [Jitomirskaya and Last 2000], which means it

o h
< 21 + 1,n
h2,n

T

o1
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would take a point on /5 (¢) at most ¢, + ¢m—1 — 1 steps (under the (v h%’n + h%,nal/lhz,n |)-rotation)
to enter each interval of length 1/|hy 5| = r,, on the graph of [5(¢). Moreover, it is easy to see that the
distance from any x € T2 to [5(¢) is bounded by l/vhin + h%,n < ry. Thus

e BZrn(kal,— ’"kal). (7-18)
k=0 h2.n

By (2-7) and (7-16),

(25
hl,n

This implies, by (2-7) and (7-17),

Pm—1+ dm—1

o a1 ar 1 dm—1
Pm—1—qm-17— 14 —1( + )‘S—Jr—_-
m & h2,n " hz,n hl,n dm |h1,n|r 1

|h2,n|
lgm—11lT < |gm—-121 —h2ppm—1] < —2,
dm
|h1 n| 2
lgm—102|t < —— + )
" dm |h1,n|r_4
Then by the fact that « € WDC(cy, t/4) and (7-17),
|h2nl |h1,nl 2 Co co
2 > > >
This implies
t/4+2
Gm + dm—1 < 2qm < |y 20 (7-19)

Since
/442

0<k< |h1,n|r/2+1 < rn—3r/4’

€o

by (7-16) the points (koy, ko) and (kay, —(h1,n/ h2,n)kay) differ at most by r,f/4, S0 we obtain using
(7-18) and (7-19),

r;3r/4

T2 C U B3y, (kay, kas).
k=0

Case B.2: We can find a sequence {n; } such that 1 ,; =0 and |h; »,| — oo such that

1A1,n; 01T < (7-20)

|h1,nj |1: '

For simplicity we will replace n; with n. We can find M, such that |h ,01 — My| < 1/|h1,|". Let
dp = ged(hy,,, My) be the greatest common divisor. Let 4y, = h1,,/d, and M, = M, /d,. We have

1
<
|hl,n|r+1

o — —0. (7-21)

M,
ﬁl,n




900 RUI HAN AND SVETLANA JITOMIRSKAYA

If h~1,n is bounded in 7, then o can be approximated arbitrarily closely by rationals with bounded
denominators, which is impossible. Thus |ﬁ1n| — o0o. Now take radius r, = 1/ |l;1n| For each
0<ic< ﬁLn — 1 consider {(io + kﬁl,nal, ioy + kﬁl,naz)}?zo- Let { pm/qm}o—, be the continued
fraction approximants of /11 ,a2. Choose m such that

Gm—1 < |h1nl =17 < qm. (7-22)

Then it takes any point on T at most ¢, + gm—1 — 1 steps (under the Elanaz—rotation) to enter each
interval of length r,; see, e.g., [Jitomirskaya and Last 2000]. By (2-7),

~ 1
|Pm—1—qm-1h1,n02] < i (7-23)

m
By (7-20), (7-22) and since t > 4, we have
dm=-1_ _ 0 )
[h1nl* (Qm—1|h1,n|)r/4

|gm—1h1,no1] <

By the fact that « € WDC(cy, t/4),
co

||Qm—1]/~ll,na2|| > .
(gm—1lh1,a])7/*

By (7-23) and (7-22), we have
1 ~
am = - lhal 2. (7-24)

Now for 0 <k < gm + gm—1 — 1, by (7-21), (7-20) and (7-24),

- i M C
iozl—i-khl,noq—l~ 2l < — =Cr,f/2.
T |h1|T?

1,n

Since ged (ﬁl,n, Mn) =1, any interval of length r, = 1/|le,n| contains iﬂn/ﬁl,n forsome 0<i < le,n—l.

Thus ~
@m+qm—1) k1l

T2 C g By, (kay, kas).
k=0

By (7-24), (gm + qm_1)|l;1,n| <r, ", so we have

r—'L'

12 < | Br, (k. kaz), (7-25)
k=0
completing the proof of Case B.2 and thus of Lemma 3.5. O
Appendix

Proof of Lemma 3.7. For sufficiently small € > 0, fix an integer Hy ~ N/(@@=D+1+de) " define
g(n) =1/(n(n+ 1)) for 1 <n < Hy and g(Hy) = 1/Hy. For (n1,...,ng) € 7% with 1 < n; < Hy,
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define f(ny,...,ng4) = ]_[?zlg(ni). By Lemma 2.5, we have

Dn()<C L - 27n(ha )
v d(H +0<|h|<H r(hy I N Z
< ~d (L + i Lﬁ_);)
T \Ho N gy r() (R a) v
~ (1 1 1
= d(_+ﬁ Z fny,....ng) Z q—)
0 ni,....ng=1 ﬁ=(h1,...,hd)756, hjl<n; ||<h,0(>”‘[
- 1 1 Ho 34 r(7) ( )‘E
< d(—o+ﬁ >, Sfnng) Z )
ny,...,ng=1
~ (1 1 &
< d(—+— > f(nl,...,nd)r(ﬁ)flogr(ﬁ))
HO N ni,....ng=1
5501(1% HOd(Jtv 1+6))
0
SN 1/(d(z— 1)+1+d€) O
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