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THE FIBERED ROTATION NUMBER

PEDRO DUARTE, ANTON GORODETSKI, AND VICTOR KLEPTSYN

ABSTRACT. We provide an explicit formula for an increment of the fibered
rotation number of a one-parameter family of circle cocycles over any ergodic
transformation in terms of invariant measures. As an application, for a family
of random dynamical systems on the circle, this gives a formula for an incre-
ment of the rotation number in terms of the stationary measures. In the case
of projective Schrodinger cocycles associated with the Anderson Model, that
provides a relation between the properties of the stationary measures on the
projective space and the integrated density of states (IDS) of the correspond-
ing family of operators. In particular, it gives a dynamical proof of Hélder
regularity of the IDS in Anderson Model. Finally, we prove that the IDS for
the Anderson Model with an ergodic background must be Hélder continuous.

1. INTRODUCTION

Since 1885, when H. Poincare introduced the notion of the rotation number of
a homeomorphism f : St — S! of the circle [Po], it turned into one of the most
basic tools in dynamical systems. Usually it is defined via time averaged shift by
a homeomorphism along its orbits, i.e. p(f) = lim, W, where f: R—R
is a lift of the homeomorphism f : S' — S!. Due to Birkhoff Ergodic Theorem, it
can also be defined via space average of such shifts with respect to an f-invariant
measure v:

o) = [ (F@) - davta).

The main result of this paper is an explicit formula for an increment of the fibered
rotation number in terms of invariant measures of the corresponding cocycle, pre-
sented in Theorem below. The fibered rotation number, see Section [2] for the
formal definition, appears naturally in many models, and was studied or used
in a variety of specific cases [AK| [Goul, [HA]. In particu-
lar, it plays an important role in the spectral theory of ergodic Schrédiger op-
erators, where it is closely related to the integrated density of states (IDS), see
[ABD} ADG} [CST, [CS2, ML [LW].

We provide also two applications of this formula. The first one is an explicit
expression for an increment of the rotation number of a one parameter family of
random dynamical systems on the circle, Theorem[2.4] and, as a corollary, the state-
ment on Holder continuity of the rotation number as a function of the parameter in
this case, Theorem [2.6] The latter statement should be considered as a non-linear
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analog of the well known in spectral theory result on Holder regularity of the IDS
in Anderson Model, as we discuss in detail in Remark

We would like to mention that the main initial motivation for this paper came
from an observation that there are many parallel results on regularity of IDS of ran-
dom Schrédinger operators, e.g. see [L1], [CKM], [Bol, [SVW], [HV], and regularity
of stationary measures of smooth random dynamical systems, e.g. see [GKM]|, [M].
Theorems and provide an explanation of these similaritiesﬂ

As a second application mentioned above, we use Theorem to show that for
the Anderson Model with ergodic background the IDS must be Hélder continuous,
see Theorem [2.12] Regularity of the IDS is a classical question in the theory of
ergodic Schrédinger operators. In general, it is known to be log-Hélder, see [CS1]
for the classical theorem and [GK4] for a dynamical proof that also allows a non-
linear generalization of the Craig and Simon’s result. For specific classes of ergodic
operators, a better regularity of the IDS can be shown in many cases. The case
of Anderson Model (random iid potentials) will be discussed in Remark below.
For the Fibonacci Hamiltonian, the IDS must be Holder continuous [DG], while
it is not always the case for operators with Sturmian potentials, see [Mun] for
details. Holder continuity of the IDS for some types of quasiperiodic potentials was
established in [AJ], [GoS|, [HA], [GJ], while it is also known that it does not always
hold in this case [ALSZ]. Theorem adds another series of examples to this list.

Plan of the paper. In Section [2| we provide the setting and the formal statements
of all three main results. Section 2] deals with the new formula for the increment
of the rotation number of a one-parameter family of cocycles with the circle dif-
feomorphisms on the fiber, see Theorem Section [2.2] is devoted to rotation
numbers of random dynamical systems on the circle, see Theorems and In
Section [2.3] we formulate the result on Holder continuity of the IDS for Anderson
Model with ergodic background potential, see Theorem [2.12}

In Section [3] we prove the main result, Theorem [2:3] Section [] begins with
the proofs of Theorems and (see Section . We then discuss a possible
alternative approach in Section [£.2] and present an example showing that the as-
sumption of absence of invariant measure in Theorem cannot be removed (see
Section [4.3)). Finally, in Section [f| we prove Theorem

2. MAIN RESULTS

Let (X, ) be a measure space, and T': X — X be an invertible ergodic transfor-
mation, preserving the measure y. Assume that we are given a skew product map
Fg over this transformation with the circle as the fiber, continuously depending on
parameter E € J, where J C R is a compact interval:

FE : X % Sl — X x Sl, (x,y) — (T(x)7fE,w(y))a

where all the maps fg, : S — S! are orientation-preserving homeomorphisms of
the circle. Each map fg . can be lifted from the circle S = R/Z to its universal
cover; such a lift is defined up to a shift by an integer. We choose (and fix) the lifts

fez :R>R

1For Anderson Model, an explicit formula that relates the stationary measure of the projective
Schrédinger cocycle and the IDS of the corresponding family of random Schrodinger operators,
was provided in [Sch| and [ST) Theorem 2.3]. Nevertheless, that formula does not immediately
provide a connection between regularity of the stationary measure and regularity of the IDS.
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of the maps fg , continuously in £/ and measurably in z; for instance, for a given
point yo = 0 and a given Ey € J we can require fg, .(yo) € [0, 1), then extending
to other parameter values by continuity. Denote by

(1) Snipa(y) = (fE,T"*l(:c) 0---0 fE,T(z) o wa)(g) -y

the shift of the lift 7/ € R of the initial point y € S! after n iterations of lifted maps,
corresponding to the parameter . We can now define the rotation number:

Proposition 2.1. For every E there exists a constant p(E) such that for p-a.e.
x € X and for every y € S* one has

(2) % nk,z(y) = p(E), n— oco.

Propositionis a consequence of the Birkhoff Ergodic Theorem, e.g. see [GKI],
Proposition A.1] or [LLJ.

Remark 2.2. The exact value of the fibered rotation number does not have much
meaning, since it depends on the choice of the lifts. Indeed, for each point z € X
the lift fg , of the map fg , is defined up to an integer k(x) that can depend on
the point 2 € X. For a different choice of lifts {fg » + k(z)} the fibered rotation
number will shift by [y k(x)dpu(x), which, for a measurable function k(z), can take
any value. One way to assign a specific value to the fibered rotation number would
be to equip X with some additional structure, e.g. to assume that X is a compact
metric space, and to require the lifts to depend continuously on the point € X in
the base, e.g. see [AK| Section 4.5] as an example of a setting where this approach
is convenient. Alternatively, and this is the approach we will use in this paper, one
can notice that an increment of the fibered rotation number p(FE3) — p(E7) does
not depend on the choice of the lifts, and therefore all the properties of the fibered
rotation number that can be expressed only in terms of such increments (being
constant on a given sub-interval of J, being Lipschitz or Holder function, or having
any other specific modulus of continuity, etc) are well defined.

2.1. Explicit formula for the fibered rotation number. Note that for every £
there exists at least one invariant measure vg of the skew product Fg that projects
to p under the first coordinate projection 7 : X x S' — X e.g. see [Ar, Theorem
1.5.10].

Let vg , be the fibered conditional measures (defined for p-a.e. z € X):

ve(4) = [ veL(An s (o) duto).
X
Note that due to the invariance of v (and invertibility of the base map T') we have

(fE2)+VE2 = VET(2)

for p-a.e. x € X.

Now, choose and fix any two parameter values F1, F» € J and any two invariant
measures Vg, , Vg, of the corresponding skew products Fg,, Fr,. Let vg, », VB, o
be the corresponding conditional (probability) measures (defined for p-a.e. x € X).
For a probability measure v on the circle let  to be its (infinite total mass) lift on
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R, and let for a,b € R
7(la,b)), a<b
3) 2,000 = [ (o0 ~ Tpow)) 7= 40, a=b
® —([b,a)), b<a

be the result of measuring the “oriented half-interval” from a to b with the lifted
measure . Finally, define

(4) 0E1,Ez,x;V(y) = (I)V(fEl,ﬂc(@7fE2,$(m)v

where 3 € R is a lift of y € S!; it is easy to see that the right hand side of does
not depend on the choice of this lift.
Our first main result is then the following formula:

Theorem 2.3. For any E1,FEs € J, and any corresponding invariant measures

Vg, ,VE, We have

(5) p(Ea) — pl(Er) = / O, 2 v, 2y () A, (2,),
X xSt

where O, g, 2., (y) is given by .

X D’E‘ZAVT.T
fEl,/'/J?];J
v

FIGURE 1. The expression under the integral in : the (signed)
Vg, To-measure of the half-interval drawn in bold.

2.2. The rotation number for random dynamical system on the circle.
Random dynamical systems on the circle can have highly non-trivial dynamics, e.g.
see [Al [KN| [GS| [LL]. The statement of Theorem applied to a one-parameter
ii.d. random dynamical systems on the circle (that can be seen as a one parame-
ter family of skew products over the Bernoulli shift) can be essentially simplified.
Namely, assume that g, are orientation-preserving circle homeomorphisms, de-
pending continuously on the parameter £ € J C R and measurably on w € €,
where (€, P) is some probability space. For every E € J, choose a stationary
measure VE, as well as a stationary measure vy for the inverse maps:

V;E = E(gE’w)*u]iE, Vg = E(gg}w)*yg.

Notice that the choice of the stationary measures 1/;5 and vy in general is not
unique. The result below is independent of this choice.

Theorem 2.4. For any Ei,FEs € J, and any corresponding stationary measures
1/]'5*'1 and vy, we have

plEz) (B =2 |

St

¢y52 (gEl W (y)7 gEg,w (y)) dyj.;l (y)7
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where @, is given by .

To simplify the statement of Theorem [2.4] assume further that for any fixed
w € €, y € St the function g. ,(y) of the parameter E € J is monotone increasing
and its image is a proper sub-arc of the circle. Then, we have the following formula:

Corollary 2.5. In the setting above, for any Fq < E5 one has
p(E2) — p(Er) = E/51 Vi, (Uey Baw(¥) dvig, (y) = E(vg, X v, ) (KB, Baw),

where I, py(®) = 95, w(¥), Gm2(y)) and K, py is the projection from R?
on (SY)? of the set

KE1,E2;W = {(yv'z) | §E1,w(y) <z< §E27w(y)}'

FIGURE 2. Set Kg, g, and a point (y, z) inside it.

Theorem [2.4] allows to estimate the regularity of the fibered rotation number as
a function of the parameter.

Theorem 2.6. Assume that in the setting of Theorem or Corollary the
maps gg . ore diffeomorphisms of the circle that additionally satisfy the following
properties:

o For any E € J there is no measure v on the circle that would be P-almost
surely gg . -invariant.
e There exists a constant Coy > 0 such that for allw € Q, y € S, and E € J

we have Bt (y)
9E,w\Y
—ZE M < O,
5 =
e There are constants Cq > 0 and v > 0 such that for every E € J we have

| (€top) ) < 0.
where
Lgp.) = maxmax (|9 )], (95) W)])

Then the fibered rotation number p(E) is Holder continuous: there exist C,a > 0
such that for any E1,Ey € J

|p(E2) — p(E1)| < C|Ey — Ey[.
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The proof of this statement is a straightforward combination of Theorem [2.4]
and the results on Holder continuity of the stationary measures from [GKM]; it is
presented in Section

Remark 2.7. Theorem can be considered as a non-linear analog of a well
known statement from spectral theory of discrete Schrodinger operators. Namely,
consider a family of random Schrédinger operators H : (2(Z) — (*(Z),

[Hipl(n) = ¥(n+1) +(n — 1) + W(n)i(n),

where {WW(n)} is a sequence of iid random variables distributed with respect to a
probability measure £ on R that have some finite moments, i.e. for some v > 0
we have [ |2]7d¢ < co. This family of operators is known as 1D Anderson Model,
and it was heavily studied, see [DE2l Chapter 5], [AW], and references therein.
One of the spectral characteristics of an ergodic family of Shrodinger operators,
besides spectrum and spectral measures, is the integrated density of states (IDS).
The IDS is the distribution function of the density of states measure Ny, which is
the limiting distribution of the eigenvalues of restrictions H|[; 1) of the operator to
finite intervals (which explains the terminology), with Dirichlet boundary condition:

1
Nw (a,b) = ngrolo Z#{eigenvalues of H|1,z) that lie in (a,b)},

for any interval (a,b) C R. See [DFI] for different equivalent definitions of the IDS
and a detailed discussion of its properties. It is well known that the IDS in the
Anderson Model must be (locally) Hélder continuous, see [L1], [CKM], [Bo], [SVW],
[HV]. For a closely related statement on Holder continuity of Lyapunov exponents in
Anderson Model or, more generally, random projective cocycles, see [DGrll, [DGr2,
L2]. At the same time, if one considers a projectivized Schrédinger cocycle that
corresponds to this family of ergodic Schrodinger operators parameterized by the
energy E (see [DF1] for a definition of a Schrédinger cocycle and results that connect
its dynamics with spectral properties of the operator), then a natural choice of lifts
lead to the following relation between the rotation number of the cocycle and the
IDS:

IDS(E) = 1 — 2p(E),

e.g. see [DS| Theorem 1.6]. Therefore, Holder continuity of the IDS in 1D Anderson
Model can be considered as a partial case of Theorem

Remark 2.8. In Theorem smoothness of the maps and smooth dependence
on the parameter are used only to extract Lipschitz properties of those maps. One
can rewrite the statement of Theorem requesting only that the maps gg ., are
Lipschitz in the parameter E with uniform Lipschitz constant, and that the moment
condition holds for £(gg ) = max(Lip(9g.w), Lip(gg}w)).

Remark 2.9. The condition on absence of invariant measures in Theorem [2.6]
cannot be removed. We provide an explicit example to demonstrate it in Section
4.9

Remark 2.10. It is interesting to observe similarities between the regularity results
on Lyapunov exponents and the fibered rotation number. In the case of Schrodinger
cocycles those similarities can be explained by the so called Thouless formula [T}, [AS|
CS1]. In the case of more general projective cocycles of special form a generalized
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Thouless formula [BCDFK] is also available. We are not aware of a simple non-
linear analog of Thouless formula that would explain, for example, the similarities
between [GK4] and [TV].

Remark 2.11. After this work was completed, we learned about the recent preprint
[BM]; Proposition V from there claims that a stationary measure of a mostly con-
tracting random map depends Hélder continuously on a parameter. This should
allow to provide an alternative proof of Theorem [2.6|in this case.

2.3. Regularity of the IDS of the Anderson Model with ergodic back-
ground potential. The formula provided by Theorem [2:3] can be used to extend
the results on Holder continuity of the IDS in Anderson Model, as discussed in Re-
mark above, to a larger class of ergodic Schrodinger operators with iid random
noise.

Given a compact metric space M, a homeomorphism G : M — M, an ergodic
Borel probability measure m with full topological support, suppm = M, and a
sampling function ¢ € C(X,R), we generate potentials

Va(n) =(G"z), x€e M, ne€Z
and Schrodinger operators

[Hy¢](n) = Y(n+1) +¢(n —1) + Va(n)i(n)

on (%(Z). The spectrum of H,, denoted by o(H,), is almost surely independent
of x, e.g. see [Pal] or [DF1]. That is, there is a compact set Xy such that

(6) Yo = o(H,) for p-almost every z € X.
The random perturbation is given by
W (n) = w,, @ € QF, n €7,

where € = supp& and £ is a probability measure on R with topological support
satisfying # > 2. We will also assume that ¢ has finite exponential moment, i.e.
for some v > 0 we have [, [z|7d{ < oc.

Theorem 2.12. In the setting above, the integrated density of states of the family of
operators {Hy + W, }wex wea is Holder continuous on any compact interval J C R
of energies.

While most likely Theorem [2.12] can be obtained by some spectral methods, it
does not seem to be currently available in the spectral theory literature. In Sectionf]
we provide a purely dynamical proof of Theorem [2.12] based on Theorem [2.3] and
the results from [GKM].

3. PROOF OF THE EXPLICIT FORMULA FOR THE ROTATION NUMBER

The proof of our main result is based on an (exact) formula for the translation
number of a skew product, Theorem below, that could be of independent inter-
est. Prior to stating it, let us consider a basic example of the rotation number of
a single homeomorphism. Namely, let g : S' — S! be a homeomorphism without
fixed points; then it has a lift g satisfying ¥ < g(y) < y+1 for all € R. Let vy, 14
be two probability measures on the circle, and consider the integral

@ Tn.m) = [ maI@)dn(y) = 01 x 22 (),
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where I(y) = [y,g(y)) and K is the projection on (S')? of the set {(7,2) |7 < z <
d(¥)} on the plane.

Proposition 3.1. If at least one of two measures vyi,vs is g-invariant, then
Z(v1,12) = p(g).

Proof. If v is g-invariant, then it is a corollary of Birkhoff ergodic theorem. Namely,

we have
n—1

7[5, 5" @) = >_ v (I(g’ ());
j=0
after division by n and passing to the limit the left hand side converges to the rota-
tion number p(g), while the right hand side by Birkhoff ergodic theorem converges
to I(l/l, 1/2).
If vy is g-invariant, then actually for any y one has v2(I(y)) = p(g), so in
we're integrating a constant function. (Il

Now, consider a skew product F(z,y) = (T, f,(y)) and its lift F(z,7) =
(T'z, f;(y)) Given two measures v, 2 on X x S! that project to u on the first co-
ordinate, let us define the translation value associated to these measures. To do so,
for any two compactly supported probability measures m,mo on R and a measure
v on the circle, define the signed shift of measure ms with respect to measure my,
measured with v by

B, (11, mz) = / (1 ((—00. 9]) — ma((~o0,4])) di(y),

where 7 is the infinite mass lift of v, i.e. a unique infinite measure of R such that
for any ¢ € R, a projection of the restriction v c41) to St gives v. Note that for
the point masses my = d,, ma = 0p, this shift is equal to @, (a,b) defined by .
In general, @, (mq,ms) is equal to the result of the averaging of ®,(a,b):

Lemma 3.2. For any probability measure m on pairs (a,b) with marginals my and
ma, one has

®,(my,my) = /q)l,(a,b) dm(a,b).
Proof. Consider a function D(a, b;y) on R3, given by
D(a,b;y) = Xjg 100)(¥) = Iy 400y (¥)-

It then suffices to calculate the integral of D(a, b;y) with respect to m x v with two
different orders of integration. Indeed, on one hand,

/ Dl(a, bsy) dm(a, b) di(y) = / B, (a, b) dm(a,b),

while on the other, integrating over m(a,b) first gives

[ Dtabiy) dm(a,) = (=20, ~ ma((~oc. 1),
and integration over v concludes the proof. O

Next, let {v1 4 }zex be the decomposition of the measure v; into the conditional
measures on the circle, and let {l/iz} be a family of compactly supported probability
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measures on R with uniformly bounded supports such that V{L projects to vy ;.
We define the translation value

(8) T(Fivnm) = [ @ (Fo)ord ) dula).
Remark 3.3. It is not hard to see that the quantity 7T (ﬁ; vy, ) is well defined,
i.e. does not depend on the choice of the lifts v/ .

Example 3.4. If vq is a measure supported on a section y = y(x), and v =
X Lebgi, then T(F;v1,1v2) is exactly the average shift between the lift of the
section and its F-image, see Fig.|5

¢

FIGURE 3. The case of a measure v; supported on a section 7: the
translation value T is equal to the average measure of the half-open

interval between the lift of the section v and its image F .

Lemma 3.5. For any probability measures vi,vs on S, one has

I -
Jm ST (v, v) = p(F)
Proof. Take the lifts v] , to be supported on [0, 1] for all # € X. Then for any n
and every z € X the push-forward measure
(Fro-1p 00 fro 0 fa)u]

is supported on the interval

(frn-ia 0w 0 fra o f2)([0,1]).

As the dvs z-measure of every half-open interval of length 1 is exactly equal to 1,
one has

’(I)V2,T"w (Vi,T"wa (J?T"*lz O---0 fNTx © J?af)*l/i,au> - S"7E7£(0)’ <2

Integrating over z € X, we get

T )~ [ SO duto)] <2
X

)

dividing by n and passing to the limit using Proposition we complete the proof.
|

Lemma 3.6. The translation value satisfies a cocycle relation:

(9) T(ﬁn;ylvl/Q) = T(ﬁ;ylaVQ) +T(ﬁn71;F*V17V2)
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Proof. Let us first rewrite the definition . Namely, let | be the measure on
X x R such that its conditional measure on a.e. fiber {z} x R is vj ,. Then, the
change of variables y = Tz transforms (8] into

/X B, (Fd)y) ds(y),

where (-), stays for the conditional measure on the corresponding fiber. We then
get

T(F";v1,v) = . s, (U (F1)y) duly)

= /X s, (V1 (Feh)y) dpaly) + /X O, ((Fr)y, (FI'),) duly)
= T(ﬁ; v1,va) + T(ﬁn_l; F.vy, 1),
where for the second equality we have used the additivity relation
(10) ¢, (my,m3) = ,(m1, ma) + @, (mz, m3).
d

Theorem 3.7. If at least one of the measures vy, vo is F-invariant, then the
translation number is exactly equal to the translation value:

p(ﬁ) = T(ﬁ; Vi, V2).

Proof. Take an arbitrary n, and let us use the cocycle relation @D from Lemma
Namely, if 14 is invariant, one has

T(E" v, v0) = T(Fivr,v) + TE Y01, m),
so by induction
T(E" v1,1) = 0T (Fivn, ).

Dividing by n and applying Lemma we get the desired conclusion.
On the other hand, if v, is invariant, we can rewrite the second summand in the
right hand side of (9) by applying F~':

T(F"v1,vs) = T(Fivi,v) + T(E" 0y, F ).
Thus in this case we also get by induction
T(ﬁn’ v, 1/2) = nT(ﬁ, v, VQ);

again, dividing by n and passing to the limit, we obtain the desired relation. (Il
Theorem [2.3] now follows from Theorem

Proof of Theorem[2.3 As measures vg, and vg, are invariant for Fp, and Fp,
respectively, from Theorem [3.7] we have

p(El):T(ﬁEl;VENVEz)’ p(EQ):T(ﬁEz;VEUVEz)'
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Using the definition of the translation value T, we get
(11)  p(Bs) = p(Br) = T(Fiyive,,ve,) — T(F,i s, ve,)

= /X ((I)VEQ,Tz (VIEl,va (fE27$)*V/El,w) - (I)VEQ,Tz (VlEl,Tacv (fEhw)*ylE'l,w)) dﬂ(x)

:/X(‘PVEQ,M((J?EI,I)*V}EW,(sz,x)*V’El,w)) dpu(z)

where we have used the additivity relation ((10)). Finally, using Lemma the value
under the integral in the right hand side of (11]) can be written as

(bVEz,Tw((fEl;a:)*UlEl,aj’(fE2>$>*V/E1,I> = /]R(bVEQ,Tw(fElyw(@/)7fE27w<@/)) dyji‘l,m(g)

= /1 (9E17E2;w,z/Ez,Tz (y) dVEl,I(y)'
S

Substituting it to , and recalling that vg, , are the conditional measures of vg,
w.r.t. pt, we obtain the desired

plEz) - (Er) = [

X

([ #5260 ) ) i)

= /X - eEle2§I7VE2,Tz (y) dVE1 (l‘,y)
X
O

4. THE FIBERED ROTATION NUMBER FOR RANDOM DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS

Here we provide the proofs of Theorems and and discuss an alternative
argument that could a better intuition behind the statement of Theorems [2.4]
Finally, in the section [£:3] we give an example of a one parameter family of random
dynamical systems on the circle that shows that the assumption of absence of
invariant measures in Theorem 2.6] cannot be removed.

4.1. Proof of Theorems [2.4] and 2.6l

Proof of Theorem[2.]] Theorem [2.4] can be deduced from Theorem [2:3] Indeed, for
given E7, E5 choose the corresponding stationary measures I/El and vp, . Existence
of the stationary measures is guaranteed by [Ar, Theorem 1.7.5 and Theorem 2.1.8].

Denote X =Q% x=...w_p...Wow1 ...wn ... € X, and let o : Q% — Q% be the

left shift, and p = PZ. Also, set X = Q% = Q™ x Qg x QF, where
QO ={(..wpeow1) | w €QLOT={(w1...0p...) | wi €Q},Q = Q.

Foranyz e X,z =...w_pn...wow1...Wp ..., denote 2~ = (... w_p...w_1) € Q7
t=(w1...wp...) €QT, 1o =wp € .
Consider the cocycle

Fr: X xS'—= X x SI,FE(x,y) = (0%, 98.2,(Y)),

and denote by mg1 : X x S' — S' a natural projection. There is a one-to-one
correspondence between stationary measures and invariant measures of Fg that
“depend only on the past” (called forward Markov measures in [Ax]), and stationary
measures for inverse maps and invariant measures of Fig that “depend only on the
future” (called backward Markov measures in [Ar]). Namely, there are invariant
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measures 75, and 1 with (mg1).n5 = vh, (71).ng, = vg,, and such that

measures {ngl w} in the decomposition of ngl depend only on 7, and measures
’ zeX

{7752 w} in the decomposition of 75, depend only on (g, z").
lrxeX
Application of Theorem to the cocycle Fg and measures ngl and ng, gives:

(12)  p(E2) — p(Er) :/ (G52 00 (1), G200 () s, (2, y) =

xxst  TE2o@

L s (90 (@), - () ()P 0P (a) =

Eg,zt

/5; /le @VEQ (EEhI(J (37)7 gEz,wo (@)dvgl (y)d]P)(JjO) =

E [ 0, @50 G0 0) do, ()
(I

Proof of Theorem[2.6. To simplify the exposition, we provide the proof in the set-
ting of Corollary 2.5} the proof in a more general setting of Theorem [2.4)is analogous.

By Lipchitz continuity of the maps fg ., in parameter, there exists Cy > 0 such
that, in the notations of Corollary for any y € R, w € Q, and F1,Fy € J we
have

g, 0w (y)| < ColEy — Ey.

The conditions (measure condition and moments condition) in Theorem allow
to apply Theorem 1.1 from [GKM], which implies that the stationary measures 1/;51

and vy, are Holder continuous, i.e. for some a > 0, ¢’ > 0, and any interval I C St
one has

v, (I) < C'I|1%, vy, (I) <O,
Therefore, by Theorem [2.4] we have

(13) |p(E2) — p(E1)| <

E / v, (Ips mrs(9)) A, (y) < E / O\ )| dv () <
St st

]E/ C/CS|E2 - E1|a dVEl (y) = C’/C(?|E2 - E1|a = C|E2 - E1|a,
st
with C = C'Cg.

]

4.2. Alternative construction. It can be interesting to notice that Corollary
admits also a different interpretation from the random dynamical point of view.
Here we give a “hand waiving” explanation of this alternative approach; by filling
out the details it can be turned into an alternative rigorous proof, at least under
some extra assumptions on the random dynamical system.

Consider the increment between the long random images of a given initial
point yo as the parameter varies between E7, Fs. It can be represented as a sum
of the increments, when among n composed maps only for one the parameter is
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varied:

(14) (§E2,wn 00 EE%UJI)(yO) - (ngElvwn 00 gElawl)(yO) =
n
= I:(gEQywn ©---0 §E27w1+1 © §E27Wj © §E17wj—1 $et0 §E17w1)(y0)7
j=1
(gEngn ©---0 §E2,wj+1 © §E1,w]‘ o gElywj—l *-- 0 §E1,w1)(y0)}
Now, the expectation of this increment is equal to (p(Es) — p(E1))-n+o(n). On

the other hand, the expectation of increments in the right hand side of can
be analysed separately for different j. Namely, under quite general assumptions
on the system, a long random composition sends all the circle, except for a small
neighbourhood of a (random) “repelling” point, to a small neighbourhood of a
(random) “attracting” point, see [Al [KN]; this can be viewed as a non-linear analog
of positivity of Lyapunov exponents in Furstenberg Theorem on random matrix
products and its variations [Furl [FurKl [FurKifl (GK2]. The “attracting” point is
distributed w.r.t v, the “repelling” one w.r.t. v—.

§E17w;‘ @)A E§E21Wj @)

z—1 z Z+1
FIGURE 4. The graph of the composition g, w, - 0gE, w;,, and
the effect of changing the parameter at the j-th iteration.

Next, let us calculate the expectations of individual increments in the right hand
side of . When both j and n — j are large, the first j — 1 maps send the initial
point to a random point y, distributed (almost) w.r.t. the measure 1/;51, while the
last n — j define v -distributed “repelling” point z on the circle. Then, if the arc
(9B, w; (¥), 9B, .w; ()] contains 2, the image will be increased by (almost) 1, otherwise
its increment is neglectable: see Fig. |4l Hence, the expectation of this increment is
asymptotically (as j and n — j become large) given by the probability of the “arc
covering the repelling point” event, and that is given exactly by the expectation

]E(Vgl X VEQ>(KE1,E2;UJ>‘

As it does not depend on n or j, dividing by n and passing to the limit would
provide the conclusion of Corollary

4.3. Example. Let us provide an explicit example of a one parameter family of
random dynamical system on the circle with the fibered rotation number that is
not Holder. The example demonstrates that one cannot remove the condition of
absence of invariant measure in Theorem 2.6l
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Let f : S' — S! be an orientation preserving diffeomorphism of the circle that
has exactly two fixed points - one hyperbolic attractor and one hyperbolic repeller.
Set gz = Rpo fand ggo=Rgo f~h

f71

92,E

Ao i

FIGURE 5. Map f and the system {gg1,9r 2} for E >0

Consider a random dynamical system on the circle generated by {91,952}
applied randomly with equal probabilities. Choose the lifts gg 1, gr 2 such that
9e.11E=0(0) = gr 2|E=0(0) = 0. Then for the corresponding fibered rotation number
we have p(0) = 0.

At the same time, one can show that for small positive E > 0 one has

(15) p(E) Z (log E1) 7.

Indeed, consider the attractors A; g and As r and the repellers Ry p and Ro g
of 1,5 and ga g respectively (see Fig. [5). Note that at the arcs [Rg g, A1 g] and
[R1,E, A2 g], the random iterations of an initial point can move only in the pos-
itive direction, and crossing these arcs requires in average a constant number of
iterations. To study the crossing of the arc [As g, R2 g|, consider the images

pie = [ (Asp), j>0,
and let
Mg :=min{j : p; g € [Re.5, A1,E]}
Then Mg ~ clogE~!, as the points Ry g and Aj g are shifted by distance of

order E from the attractor and the repeller of f. Take the (half-open) arcs I, g =
[pj,E,Pj+1,E); we then have

Ing e C [Ro,E, AvE]

Consider now the random sequence j, ., of indices, such that the arc I;, &
contains the random image

(16) Gun,E © " O Guy,E(T0)
of the initial point zg € Iy. Now, the comparison

g1E(x) > f(2), g2p(z) > f(2)

. > jn—l,w +1, w,=1,
T = jn—l,w -1, w,=2.

implies



THE FIBERED ROTATION NUMBER 15

The sequence of indices jy ., can thus be coupled with a +1/ — 1 random walk on
the interval [0, Mg] that is reset at 0 if tries to go in the negatives: this random
walk serves as a lower bound for j, .. Next, the expected time for this random walk
to reach Mg, starting at j = 0, can be easily calculated: namely, the expectation
T}k as a function of a starting index j satisfies the difference equation

T T;
Tjp=1+2L2E —HLE ; I+LD
with the boundary conditions

Tyvpe=0, T_1g=T0E.

Solving it leads to
Tjg =Mp(Mg+1) = j(j+ 1),
that has an asymptotics ~ M2 at j = 0.
The expected number of steps for the random iterations to cross the arc
[A2 B, R2 g hence is also bounded from above by

ME ~ P(log E71)2

The same applies to the expected number of iterates to cross [A1, g, R1 g); hence,
the fibered rotation number admits a lower bound by
1 1
— ~ —(log E~1)72,
oz~ g s B
thus proving . Therefore, the fibered rotation number cannot be Holder con-
tinuous.

Remark 4.1. While Holder regularity of different structures (Lyapunov expo-
nents, rotation number, stationary measures, topological conjugacies, holonomy
maps along stable/unstable foliations, etc.) does appear in dynamics in many cases,
it is not quite universal, as the example above shows. For some other examples of
similar nature we refer the reader to [DKS|] for a construction of a random pro-
jective cocycle with non-Holder Lyapunov exponentsﬂ and to [GKM| Appendix A]
for an example of a proximal and strongly irreducible random linear cocycle with
finite polynomial but infinite exponential moments such that the corresponding
stationary measure on the projective space is not Holder.

5. HOLDER CONTINUITY OF THE IDS IN ANDERSON MODEL:
PROOF OF THEOREM [2.12

Proof of Theorem[2.19 Transfer matrices that correspond to the ergodic family of
Schrédinger operators

[Hot)(n) = ¥(n+1) +¢(n — 1) + Va(n)(n)

E— -1 . C e
on (?(Z) have the form ( 1<p(x) 0 ) Their pojectivizations act on the pro-
jective line that we will identify with the circle S'; we denote these maps by
ge.z : S' — S!. Therefore, the Schrodinger cocycle can be represented as a skew

product with the circle fibers:
Tg: M x S' — M x Sly TE(xay) = (G(x)7gE,m(y))

2We refer the reader to [DK1], [DK2], [V] for a general theory of Lyapunov exponents of linear
cocycles.
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Adding random noise leads to a random dynamical system with the phase space
M x St

TEw M x Sl — M x Sl, TE,w(x7y) = (G('r)agE,;E,w(y))7

B

where ¢gg.. 1S a projective map that corresponds to a random matrix

(E —o(z) =W,
1

to the measure £. Denote by my : M x S — M the natural projection. For each

E € J, there exits a (possibly not unique) stationary measure v}, on M x S* such

that (mar)«vj, = m. Similarly, there exists a stationary measure for inverse maps,

vy with (mar) vy = m.

_01), and W, is a random variable distributed with respect

Lemma 5.1. Let {Vg’x}zeM be a decomposition of the stationary measure VE into
the measures on the fibers. Then for any compact J C R, there exit C' > 0,a > 0
such that for any E € J and m-a.e. x € M the measure I/EJ on St is (C, a)-Hélder

continuous. The same holds for the decomposition {V]E,x}xeM of the measure v .

Proof. The proof is a straightforward application of the results from [GKM].
Namely, denote by M the space of all probability measures on Diff 1(Sl) equipped
with weak-* topology. For a measure v on S! and a distribution u € M denote
wxy = fDiHl(M)(f* v)du(f). The following result holds for smooth random dynam-
ical systems on arbitrary manifold, but here we formulate it specifically for the case
of the circle:

Theorem 5.2 (Theorem 2.8 from [GKM]). Let K C M be a compact, satisfying
the following conditions:

e (uniform finite moment condition) There exists v > 0, Cy such that
for any p € K one has

(17) / () dulf) < Co,

where £(f) = max,es max (|.f/(y), [(f~) (y)]) -

e (no deterministic images) For any u € K there are no probability
measures v,V on S' such that f.v =v' for u-almost all f € Diffl(Sl),

Then there exist « > 0, C, k < 1 such that for any initial measure vy, any n,
and any distributions 1, ..., u, € K the n-th image of vy satisfies (o, C)-Hélder
property on the scales up to kK™ :

Ve e M Vr>R" (n*- % x19)(Br(x)) < Cr®.

For any a € R, denote by pF the distribution on Diff'(S') formed by projec-
E—a—-W,
1
distributed with respect to the measure . Since M is compact and ¢ : M — R is
continuous, ¢ must be bounded, |¢| < B. Collection of measures {1} peyaj<n
is compact and satisfies uniform finite moment condition (since [ |z|7d¢ < o)
from Theorem Moreover, the collection of convolutions {u « uf} 4 p1<B,Ees
also satisfies no deterministic images condition (due to specific form of the transfer

matrices, see [GK3| Section 4.1]).

C . -1 . .
tivizations of the linear maps 0 ) , where W, is a random variable
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For m-almost every z € M we have

+ 7 E E +
Ve = M loGi(@) * - Hp(Gnti(2) ¥ VE,G-n(a)°

Therefore, Theorem [5.2| implies that for m-almost every x € M, the measure u;:’x

is (C, a)-Holder on any scale, hence (C, «)-Holder continuous.
By passing to the dynamics by inverse maps and applying exactly the same
arguments, we get the statement for the decomposition {vy ,.}zenm of the mea-

sure vg. O

We have the following formula for an increment of the rotation number:

(18) P(Ez) - p(El) = E/ S (I)VE ) (gEQ,m,w(mvgEl,fc,w(g))dVEl (xvy)v
M xSt 2%

which can be shown using almost verbatim the arguments used in the proof of
Theorem 2.4
Similarly to the proof of Theorem @ Lipschiz continuity of functions gg .
in the parameter £ € J, Holder continuity of the fibered stationary measures
{VEJ;}zeM and {vg . }zen guaranteed by Lemma and the formula for the
rotation number imply Holder regularity of the rotation number, and hence the
local Holder regularity of the IDS of the family of operators {H, + Wi, }zex wea-
O
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