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Abstract

We study spectral properties of partial differential operators modelling composite mater-
ials with highly contrasting constituents, comprised of soft spherical inclusions with random
radii dispersed in a stiff matrix. Such operators have recently attracted significant interest
from the research community, including in the context of stochastic homogenization. In
particular, it has been proved that the spectrum of these operators may feature a band-gap
structure in the regime where heterogeneities take place on a sufficiently small scale. How-
ever, the nature of the limiting (as the small scale tends to zero) spectrum in the above
setting is non-classical and not completely understood. In this paper we prove for the
first time that Anderson localization occurs near band edges, thus shedding light on the
limiting spectral behaviour. Our results rely on recent nontrivial advancements in quant-
itative unique continuation for PDEs, in combination with assumptions on the model that
are standard in the Anderson localization literature, and which we plan to relax in future
works.
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1 Introduction

The goal of this paper is to make a first step towards a rigorous mathematical understanding of
Anderson localization in the context of high-contrast random media.

Over the years, high-contrast media, that is, composite materials whose constituents possess
very different (or “highly contrasting”) physical properties, have attracted the attention of both
mathematicians and applied scientists, because, unlike more traditional composites, they possess
special features allowing for effective manipulation of propagating waves. Indeed, in this class
of materials, often modelled as a collection of “soft” inclusions dispersed in a “stiff” matrix,
the interplay between the characteristic size ε of heterogeneities and the ratio ε2 between the
diffusion coefficients of inclusions and matrix brings about resonances at the microscopic scale
which yield a spectrum with band-gap structure. This particular relative scaling is often referred
to as double-porosity resonant regime.

From a mathematical perspective, the traditional approach to study composite materials
with small heterogeneities is via homogenisation theory. An immediate mathematical challange
one encounters when trying to do so for high-contrast media is that the family of operators
Aε := −div aε∇ (aε being the diffusion coefficients) describing them is not uniformly elliptic as
ε→ 0, ultimately leading to a loss of compactness in the limit. Hence, classical homogenisation
does not work.

In the high-contrast periodic setting — that is, when inclusions are arranged periodically in
space — pioneering works by Allaire first [All92] and by Zhikov shortly thereafter [Zhi00, Zhi04]
demonstrated that one can still define a limiting “homogenised” operator in the sense of the
so-called two-scale convergence. This limiting operator possesses a two-scale nature, in that it
accounts for both macroscopic and microscopic properties of the material, coupled in a particular
way. Remarkably, Zhikov showed that the two-scale limit yields convergence of spectra in the
sense of Hausdorff, thus making this technique well-suited for the spectral analysis of high-
contrast media.

From the point of view of applications, requiring perfect periodicity is often too strong a
constraint, and one would like to allow for some randomness in the coefficients, the geometry of
the inclusions, or both. Whilst there exists extensive literature on high-contrast periodic media,
see, e.g., [CSZ06, CC15, CC18, CKVv25, CKS23, CK+25], a systematic study of the random
setting was initiated only recently, so that the literature is limited and much less is known. It
should be mentioned that this is not accidental: moving from periodic to random operators
involves a significant step change in both conceptual and technical challenges.

Building upon earlier work by Zhikov and Piatnitski [ZP06], Cherdantsev, Cherednichenko
and Velčić in [CCV18] proved that on bounded domains one has stochastic two-scale resolvent
convergence as well as Hausdorff spectral convergence for high-contrast operators with random
coefficients. In the whole space Rd the picture is rather different: indeed, a few years later
the same set of authors showed in [CCV21] that, although one still has two-scale convergence,
in general the spectrum of the limiting operator is a proper subset of the limiting spectrum
limε→0 σ(Aε). That is, the operators Aε shortly before the limit possess spectrum that ‘is not
seen’ by the limiting operator. Nevertheless, by examining a range of physically meaningful
examples, they showed that the limiting spectrum (and, thus, the spectrum of the homogenised
operator) can exhibit infinitely many gaps.

So as not to overload the paper and disperse the focus, we refrain here from discussing
subsequent literature on high-contrast stochastic homogenisation (mostly qualitative so far, with
a couple of very recent quantitative results), limiting ourselves to listing those references closest
to the setting of our paper, for the benefit of the reader: [CCV23, CCV25, BC+25, BDG25,
APZ23].

Informal, non-rigorous examination of specific examples where Hausdorff convergence of
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spectra fails in the stochastic setting seems to suggest that this type of materials may exhibit
dense pure point spectrum with well localized eigenfunctions near the edges of the spectral bands
— a phenomenon known under the name of Anderson localization.

The theory of Anderson localization goes back to Anderson’s pioneering work [And58] who
identified it as absence of diffusion in certain random lattice operators. Since then, the mathem-
atical treatment of Anderson localization has had a long history with numerous contributions.
We highlight [GMP77] as the first mathematically rigorous work proving localization in con-
tinuum models in one dimension, and [HM84] for the first proof of Anderson localization in
continuum models in Rd at the bottom of the spectrum. Furthermore, we should like to men-
tion [FS84] where the most common technique to prove localization, that is, multiscale analysis,
has been developed (albeit for the special case of discrete Laplacians), and refer the reader to
the monographs [CL90, Sto01, Ves08, AW15] for more details and references.

The bulk of works on Anderson localization for operators in L2(Rd) treat the alloy-type or
continuum Anderson model

Hω = −∆+ Vω where Vω(x) =
∑
j∈Zd

ωj , u(x− j) (1.1)

where ω = (ωj)j∈Zd is a family of (usually bounded) independent and identically distributed
random variables and u is a (usually bounded, nonnegative, and compactly supported) profile
function, modeling the influence of a single atom. The advantage of this model is that it gives
rise to linear perturbation theory: changes to the elementary random variables correspond to
linear perturbations of the operator Hω.

There are some exceptions to this in which localization has been proved, the most noteworthy
being the Poisson model [GHK07]

Vω(x) =
∑

y∈P(ω)

u(x− y) ,

where P ⊂ Rd is a Poisson point process, the random displacement model [KLNS12]

Vω(x) =
∑
j∈Zd

u(x− j − ηj) ,

where the family (ηj)j∈Rd is a family of independent and identically distributed, Rd-valued
random displacements, the random breather model [TV15, NTTV18]

Vω(x) =
∑
j∈Zd

1Bωj (j)
,

where Bωj (j) are balls, centered at j with independent and identically distributed random radii
(ωj)j∈Zd — amongst others, including Gaussian random potentials [FLM00]. A reasonably
systematic understanding of random operators where the randomness does not enter linearly
has only recently been developed [TV15, NTTV18] and has required significant progress in
quantitative unique continuation principles [BK05, RMV13, Kle13].

All the models discussed so far have in common is that the randomness affects the potential,
that is the zeroth-order term of a second-order elliptic differential operator. Proofs of Anderson
localization in models where the randomness affects higher-order terms of the operator are even
rarer. For perturbations affecting first order terms of the differential operators, the most notable
ones are examples of localization by random magnetic fields [EH12], as well as some examples
of abstract perturbations under technical positivity assumptions [BTV21].

As for randomness affecting the second-order term of a differential operator, the analysis is
more challenging still, and necessitates a more delicate spectral analysis. The only examples of
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proofs of Anderson localization in Rd we are aware of are [Sto98, CHT99] where the randomness
again enters linearly in an Alloy-type fashion, i.e.

Hω = −div aω(x)∇ with aω(x) = 1+
∑
j∈Zd

ωju(x− j). (1.2)

There is an additional difficulty in second-order random operators in Rd: localization is not
expected near the bottom of the spectrum, since it is not a so-called fluctuation boundary [Sto98],
but rather near the edges of spectral band gaps. Anderson localization has indeed been proved
near higher spectral band edges but only in cases where the randomness enters linearly, that is
either in Alloy-type models of the form (1.1)

Hω = H0 + Vω, Vω(x) =
∑
j∈Zd

ωju(x− j) ,

where H0 is an operator with a band-gap structure — e.g., of the form −∆+Vper for a periodic
potential Vper, see [BCH97, KSS98, Klo99, Ves02, KW02], or the Landau operator [CH96] — or in
divergence-type operators where the conductivity is of alloy-type form (1.2), see [Sto98, CHT99].

Indeed, since spectral perturbation theory is inherently easier near the bottom of the spec-
trum, the treatment of Anderson localization near higher band edges has required more technical
effort. We are aware of three main approaches in the literature.

The first, most classic approach relies on a condition of thinness of random variables near
their extrema. This has been a standing assumption in the first proofs of localization near internal
band edges [BCH97, KSS98, Sto98], and is still being adopted in recent literature [ZBC19]. We
shall also rely on this assumption.

The second method to deal with band edge localization has arisen in the 2000s and is based
on Floquet theory. It leverages on the periodicity of the background operatorH0, thus allowing to
refine the perturbation theory of the random operatorHω around spectral band edges. While this
has led to significant progress — and has in particular allowed to drop the assumption of thinness
of random variables near their extreme in Anderson localization for band-edge localization in the
alloy type model — the proofs rely on the so-called “regularity of Floquet edges”, which is still
only conjectured to be universal (i.e., counterexamples are supposed to be rare). Furthermore,
Floquet-theory-based proofs of Anderson localization near band edges have been limited to the
Alloy-type model, see [Ves02] for a discussion.

The third method, proposed in [ST20] (see also [RM12] where similar ideas are already used
at the bottom of the spectrum), builds upon years of progress on quantitative unique continu-
ation, initiated in [BK05] and further developed in [RMV13, Kle13, NTTV15, NTTV18]. This
method uses quantitative unique continuation estimates with sufficient information on geometric
dependence in combination with large deviation estimates. The latter has allowed to universally
prove Anderson localization near band edges for alloy-type models, but also to show band-edge
localization for other random operators where the disorder only affects the potential, such as
the random breather model, cf. [ST20, Remark 3.3(4)].

In this paper, which fits into the above broader landscape, we examine the issue of localiz-
ation in a simplified model of high contrast random media, with two main objectives in mind:
(i) to show that high-contrast random media do indeed exhibit localization and (ii) to do so
in a way that is accessible to different research communities which are unfamiliar with either
multiscale analysis tools (in the sense of [FS84]) or with high-contrast stochastic homogenisa-
tion. Whilst there has been recent and interesting progress in the understanding of localization
in sub-wavelength resonators (see, e.g., [ADH24, AHR25]), Anderson localization has not — to
the best of our knowledge — yet been studied or observed in the setting of the current paper,
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which builds upon the analysis of the aforementioned [CCV21, CCV23]. A rigorous understand-
ing of localization in such framework is an exciting prospect, because potentially conducive to
applications, and because unravelling the connection between mathematical techniques and the
underlying physical mechanism that brings about localization (micro-resonances) may provide
fresh insight into the former and lead to further “purely mathematical” advances.

In order to close the arguments, we shall need to impose here additional assumptions on
our stochastic model, see Assumptions 2.3 and 2.4, which we plan to relax in future works,
upon developing novel analytical tools required to tackle the mathematical obstacles offered
by the general framework. Indeed, there are a number of nontrivial challenges in attempting
to undertake the above programme, mostly stemming from the nature of the operator under
analysis which differs in significant ways what has traditionally been studied in the context of
Anderson localization. Namely:

(i) The randomness only affects the second-order, that is the principal part of a random
operator. This has been treated but only with linear influence of elementary random
variables [Sto98, FK97].

(ii) Randomness enters in non-linear way, that is in the radii of inclusions. Such a mechanism
of randomness has only recently been treated for a random potential [TV15], which already
had required a breakthrough in quantitative unique continuation [NTTV18].

(iii) We no longer work at the bottom of the spectrum but at internal band edges where the
perturbation theory becomes more complicated.

(iv) In the classical high-contrast case, we want to be able to deal with eventually, the coeffi-
cients are non-Lipschitz, so that even the above mentioned recent advancements will not
be sufficient.

This justifies the simplifications introduced in this first paper on the subject. At a conceptual
level, the key ingredient in our proof of Anderson localization are recent scale-free quantitat-
ive unique continuation estimates for the gradient with explicit dependence on the geometry,
obtained in [Dic21, DV23], which allow us to prove a Wegner and an initial scale estimate for
model at hand. They also appear to constitute, at present, the main bottleneck for generalisa-
tions of our results on localization, e.g. to non-Lipschitz continuous diffusivity functions and
more singular random variables.

For the sake of completeness, let us finally point out that there have been other important
developments in Anderson localization in the last decades which do not directly pertain to this
paper, such as the proof of localization in the discrete Anderson-Bernoulli model in Z2 [DS19], the
development of the fractional moment method for localization [AEN+06], the proof of Poisson
statistics of eigenvalues [DE20], as well as the connection between Anderson localization and
the torsional rigidity or landscape function [FM12]. Overall, despite many years have passed
since Anderson’s seminal paper, Anderson localization is still a very active field of cutting-edge
mathematical research, which testifies to the highly nontrivial challenges in rigorously capturing
this very elusive phenomenon.

Structure of the paper

Our paper is structured as follows.

In Section 2 we introduce the mathematical framework of our work and rigorously formulate
the problem we set out to address. Section 3 summarises the main results of the paper in the
form of five theorems, the proofs of which are postponed until later sections. In Section 4 we
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demonstrate that our setting is meaningful, namely, that the spectrum of our family of operators
has a band-gap structure. The remaining three sections are concerned with the proofs of our
main results: Section 5 focusses on the Wegner estimate, Section 6 on the initial scale estimate,
whereas in Section 7 we carry out the multiscale analysis and prove our main result — Anderson
localization (in fact, we prove a bit more than that).

For the convenience of the readers, the paper is complemented by a list of notation, which
can be found at the end of Section 1.

List of notation

Symbol Description

⟨ · , · ⟩ (resp. ∥ · ∥) Inner product (resp. norm) in L2

aεω (resp. âεω) Diffusion coefficients (2.9) (resp. (4.1))
Aε

ω, Aε
ω,L,x, Aε

ω,L Definition 2.2

Âε
ω High-contrast operator without boundary layer, defined by (4.2)

αε Constant (2.11)
Br (resp. Br(x)) Open ball of radius r > 0 centred at 0 (resp. x)
d Space dimension
D(A) Domain of the opeartor A
e Unit sequence (2.1)
E0 Lower band edge (2.1)
E[ · ] Expectation
γ Parameter ≥ 2 determining thickness of boundary layer, see (2.7)
I Identity matrix
Iε
ω Collection of (spherical) inclusions (2.6)

Lε
ω Collection of boundary layers of inclusions (2.7)

ΛL (resp. ΛL(x)) Open box (0, L)d (resp. open box x+ (0, L)d)
Mε

ω Matrix (2.8)
µ Probability measure
ηµ Probability density
sc Shift vector (2.1), c ∈ R
σ(A) Spectrum of the operator A
tr[ · ] Operator trace
χΛ Characteristic function of the set Λ

ω Collection of radii of inclusions, an element of the probability space
[ω−, ω+] Support of the probability density, subject to the constraint (2.2)
(Ω,F ,P) Probability space — see (2.3)–(2.5)

2 Statement of the problem

We work in Euclidean space Rd, where d ≥ 2. We denote by Br(x) the open ball of radius r > 0
centred at x ∈ Rd and by ΛL(x) := x+ (0, L)d the open box (0, L)d of side length L shifted by
x. When x = 0 we simply write Br and ΛL for Br(0) and ΛL(0), respectively. Furthermore, we
denote by χS the characteristic function of the set S ⊂ Rd. For later notational convenience, we
introduce the following definition.

Anderson localization in high-contrast random media
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Definition 2.1. Let G, δ > 0. A sequence of points X = {xz}z∈Zd is (G, δ)-equidistributed if

Bδ(xz) ⊂ ΛG(Gz) for all z ∈ Zd.

Note that (G, δ)-equidistributed sets are a special class of so-called thick or relatively dense
sets [EV18] and seem to be the appropriate class for unique quantitative continuation principles
for Schrödinger operators [NTTV18, TT18, DV23].

The symbol σ(A) denotes the spectrum of an operator A. If A is self-adjoint and lower semi-
bounded with purely discrete spectrum, we denote by λk(A) its k-th eigenvalue, with account
of multiplicity.

We shall also adopt the notation

e := {1}Zd
, and sc :=

( c
2
, · · · , c

2

)
∈ Rd . (2.1)

In particular, x+ sc is the centre point of ΛL(x).
Moreover, L2(S), H1(S), and H1

0 (S), with S ⊆ Rd, denote the usual Lebesgue and Sobolev
spaces. We denote by ⟨ · , · ⟩ and ∥ · ∥ the inner product and norm in L2, respectively.

For
0 < ω− < ω+ <

1

4
, (2.2)

let µ be a probability measure supported in [ω−, ω+] with bounded probability density ηµ and
such that ω− = min suppµ. We define a probability space (Ω,Σ,P) as

Ω := [0,+∞)Z
d
, (2.3)

F := ×
z∈Zd

B([0,+∞)) , (2.4)

P :=
⊗
z∈Zd

ηµ , (2.5)

where B([0,+∞)) denotes the Borel σ-algebra on [0,+∞).

For ω = (ωz) ∈
(
0, 14
)Zd

, ε ∈ (0, 1), and γ ≥ 2, define

Iε
ω :=

⋃
z∈εZd

Bεωz(z + sε) , Iω := I1
ω, (2.6)

Lε
ω :=

⋃
z∈εZd

Bεωz+εγ/4(z + sε) \Bεωz(z + sε) , (2.7)

Mε
ω := Rd \ (Iε

ω ∪ Lε
ω) . (2.8)

The set Iε
ω models a collection of spherical inclusions with centres in εZd + sε, of characteristic

size of order ε and radii ranging from 0 to ε/4, the set Mε
ω models a material matrix, and

Lε
ω is a boundary layer connecting the two. Note that Bεωz+

εγ

4
⊂ B ε

2
for all ε ∈ (0, 1) and

ω ∈ [ω−, ω+]
Zd , which implies that inclusions and their boundary layers are fully contained in

the interior of the boxes Λε(z), z ∈ εZd, see Figure 1.

The geometric structure of our heterogeneous medium is described by the above sets, whereas
its material properties are described by the diffusion coefficients

aεω(x) :=


1 x ∈ Mε

ω ,

ε2 x ∈ Iε
ω ,

1− (1− ε2)dist(x,M
ε
ω)

εγ/4
x ∈ Lε

ω .

(2.9)

Anderson localization in high-contrast random media
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Figure 1: The sets Iε
ω (white), Lε

ω (light grey) and Mε
ω (dark grey) in two dimensions (left). On

the right-hand side, the same sets for a Delone-configuration.

More precisely, the coefficients (2.9) describe a high-contrast composite, in that we have soft
inclusions with diffusivity ε2, dispersed in a stiff matrix of diffusivity 1, with a linear transition
between the two phases taking place in a boundary layer of thickness εγ/4. The parameter ε > 0
is a model parameter which should be thought of as a fixed number, close to zero. Indeed, it
arises from considerations on homogenization and choosing ε sufficiently small will ensure that
the operators we consider have gapped spectrum, see Section 4.

It is not hard to see that the coefficients satisfy the following properties.

(a) We have
ε2 ≤ aεω ≤ 1 . (2.10)

(b) Let

αε :=
2(1− ε2)

εγ−1
. (2.11)

Then there exists an (ε, ε
γ

10 )-equidistributed sequence X = {xz}z∈εZd , see Definition (2.1),
such that

aεω − aεω+se ≥ αε s
∑
z∈εZd

χB εγ
10 s

(xz) (2.12)

for all 0 ≤ s ≤ s0 :=
1
4ε

γ−1. In particular, we have

∥aεω − aεω+se∥∞ ≥ αε s ∀s ∈ [0, s0].

(c) The random function aεω is uniformly Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant

CL = CL(ε) ≤
4

εγ

uniformly in ω.

Definition 2.2. We define Aε
ω to be the self-adjoint linear operator in L2(Rd) associated with

the bilinear form ˆ
Rd

aεω∇u · ∇v , u, v ∈ H1(Rd) .

Similarly, for L > 0 and x ∈ Rd we define the operator Aε
ω,L,x to be the self-adjoint linear

operator in L2(ΛL(x)) associated with the bilinear form
ˆ
ΛL(x)

aεω∇u · ∇v , u, v ∈ H1
0 (ΛL(x)) .

In other words, Aε
ω,L,x is the restriction of Aε

ω to ΛL(x) with Dirichlet boundary conditions.

Anderson localization in high-contrast random media
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Of course, the operator Aε
ω can be understood as the operator given by div(aεω∇). The goal

of this paper is to show that, almost surely and for sufficiently small ε > 0, the operator Aε
ω has

gapped spectrum and exhibits Anderson localization in the vicinity of spectral band edges.

In order to be able to prove Anderson localization, we will need to impose additional as-
sumptions on the probability measure µ. We collect these assumptions below; they will appear,
in different combinations, in the statements of our main results.

Assumption 2.3 (Bounded density). The measure µ has a bounded density ηµ with respect to
the Lebesgue measure.

Assumption 2.4 (Thinness near the maximum). There exists κ > 0 such that

µ([ω+ − s, ω+]) ≤ sκ

for all sufficiently small s > 0.

Remark 2.5. Below, in the proof of Theorem 3.3, we will require Assumption 2.4 to hold for some
(implicit) κ > 0. However, we emphasise that this is not an empty assumption. For instance, if
the density ηµ is exponentially thin near the maximum of its support then Assumption 2.4 will
hold for all κ > 0.

Remark 2.6. Note that property (2.12) tells us that the family of differential operators {Aω}
is “antitone in the randomness”. Thus, Assumption 2.4 will influence the density of eigenvalues
near the minima of spectral bands. With obvious modifications, maxima of spectral bands can
be considered as well and the results of this article hold there analogously.

Assumption 2.7. The parameters ε > 0 and 0 < ω− < ω+ < 1
4 are chosen in such a way that

Aε
ω has at least one gap in its spectrum, almost surely.

Assumption (2.7) can always be achieved for sufficiently small ε and sufficiently small range
of radii ω+ − ω−. This will be the subject of Section 4.

We conclude this section by introducing some notation which will be useful further on.

Definition 2.8 (Lower and upper band edges). We call E0 ∈ R a lower (upper) band edge
of σ(Aε

ω,L) if E0 is the minimum (maximum) of a connected component of σ(Aε
ω,L), P-almost

surely.

In particular, if E0 is a lower band edge of σ(Aε
ω,L), there is E− < E0 such that P-almost

surely
σ(Aε

ω) ∩ [E−, E0) = ∅ .

3 Main results

The main result of our paper is the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1 (Anderson localization). Suppose that Assumptions 2.3 and 2.7 hold, and let
E0 > 0 be a lower band edge of σ(Aε

ω). Then there exist κ > 0 and E+ > E0 such that, if
Assumption 2.4 with exponent κ is satisfied, the spectrum of Aε

ω in [E0, E+] is pure point with
exponentially decaying eigenfunctions P-almost surely.

This will be achieved via a sequence of intermediate steps, captured by the following key
results.

Anderson localization in high-contrast random media
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The first two ingredients are a Wegner estimate and an initial scale estimate, which concern
spectral properties of our operator restricted to boxes. The former provides an estimate from
above for the expected number of eigenvalues thereof in a given spectral window; the latter
ensures that for sufficiently large boxes eigenvalues near the bottom of the spectral bands are
rare.

Theorem 3.2 (Wegner estimate). Let ε > 0. Under Assumption 2.3, for all 0 < E− <
E+ < +∞, there exist constants δmax > 0, Lmin ∈ εN, C1 > 0 and C2 > 1, depending only on
ε, γ, E−, E+, ∥ηµ∥∞, such that for all 0 < δ ≤ δmax, all E ∈ [E−, E+] such that [E−3δ, E+3δ] ⊂
[E−, E+], and all L ∈ εN with L ≥ Lmin, we have

E
[
Tr
[
χ[E−δ,E+δ](Aε

ω,L)
]]

≤ C1δ
1/C2 |ΛL|2. (3.1)

Theorem 3.3 (Initial scale estimate (ISE)). Suppose Assumption 2.7 holds, and let E0 > 0 be
a lower band edge of σ(Aε

ω,L). For all C3, C4 > 0 there exists κ > 0 such that, if Assumption 2.4
with exponent κ is satisfied, then there exists Lmin ∈ εN such that for all L ∈ εN with L ≥ Lmin

we have
P
[
σ(Aε

ω,L) ∩ [E0, E0 + L−C3 ] ̸= ∅
]
≤ L−C4 . (3.2)

Remark 3.4. Note that, on the one hand, the Wegner estimate does not require any additional
constraints on the model parameters ε and ω± (Assumption 2.7), whereas Theorem 3.3 does,
because to state the latter one needs to know a priori that the spectrum of the operator has
gaps. On the other hand, Theorem 3.2 requires the probability density ηµ to be bounded
(Assumption 2.3), whereas the ISE requires thinness of the probability measure µ near the
maximum ω+ of its support (Assumption 2.4). All subsequent results, as well as Theorem 3.1,
rely on both of the above theorems, and therefore they will require the union of all assumptions
to hold.

The two results above will represent the starting point of a multiscale analysis argument,
eventually leading to the proof of localization. In fact, we shall prove the strongest form of
localization, namely strong sub-exponential Hilbert-Schmidt-kernel decay [Kle07, Definition 3.1]:

Theorem 3.5 (Strong sub-exponential Hilbert-Schmidt-kernel decay). Suppose that Assump-
tions 2.3, 2.4 and 2.7 hold, and let E0 > 0 be a lower band edge of σ(Aε

ω,L). Then there exists
E+ > E0 such that for all ζ ∈ (0, 1) we have

E

[
sup

∥f∥∞≤1

∥∥χΛ1(x)χ[E0,E+](Aε
ω)f(Aε

ω)χΛ1(y)

∥∥2
HS

]
≤ Cζ e

−|x−y|ζ

for some constant Cζ > 0 and all x, y ∈ εZd, where the supremum is taken over all Borel-
measurable functions. Here ∥ · ∥HS denotes the Hilbert-Schmidt norm.

More precisely, Theorems 3.3 and 3.2 imply Theorem 3.5 via a Boostrap multiscale analysis
in the spirit of [GK01], which will be the subject of Section 7. It is then well-known that
strong sub-exponential Hilbert-Schmidt-kernel decay implies weaker notions of localization —
in particular, (strong) dynamical localization (formulated below), as well as spectral localization
with exponentially decaying eigenfunctions, commonly referred to as Anderson localization (the
claim of our main Theorem 3.1) — so that Theorems 3.1 and 3.6 now follow from Theorem 3.5
as a corollary, see [Kle07, Remark 3.3].

Theorem 3.6 (Strong dynamical localization). Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.5 we have

E

[
sup

∥f∥∞≤1

∥∥∥|X|n/2χ[E0,E+](Aε
ω)e

−itAε
ωψ
∥∥∥2] <∞

for all n ∈ N and all ψ ∈ L2(Rd) with compact support, where |X| denotes the operator of
multiplication by x.
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4 Gaps in the spectrum of Aε
ω

Before addressing the proof of our main results, let us show that the problem we are studying
is meaningful, in that the spectrum of the operator Aε

ω has gaps almost surely, provided the
parameter ε is sufficiently small. With this knowledge at hand, in the remainder of the paper
we will assume to have fixed an ε such that the latter property holds (see Assumption 2.7).

Before discussing the technical details, let us outline our strategy in plain English. The main
issue we need to address is the presence the boundary layer Lε

ω, which was required in order
to make the coefficients of the operator Lipschitz continuous and apply quantitative unique
continuation results. The existence of gaps for sufficiently small ε has been proven in recent
works on homogenization, cf. [CCV21] in the absence of a boundary layer. However, upon
observing that the operator Aε

ω can still be lower and upper bounded by operators with a sharp
transition between the two phases, one can use continuity and monotonicity of the spectra with
respect of the size of the inclusions in order to see that also in the presence of a boundary layer,
gaps remain. To exploit this continuity, we shall have to resort to finite-volume approximation
of the infinite volume operator.

In more technical terms, in this section we prove the following result.

Theorem 4.1 (Existence of gaps). There exists ε0 > 0 such that for all 0 < ε < ε0 the operator
Aε

ω has gapped spectrum. Namely, there are 0 < a < b such that

(a, b) ∩ σ(Aε
ω) = ∅ ∀ε ∈ (0, ε0)

almost surely.

To this end, let

âεω :=

{
1 x ∈ Mε

ω ∪ Lε
ω ,

ε2 x ∈ Iε
ω ,

(4.1)

and define Âε
ω to be the self-adjoint linear operator in L2(Rd) associated with the bilinear form

ˆ
Rd

âεω∇u · ∇v , u, v ∈ H1(Rd) . (4.2)

For L > 0, we denote by Âε
ω,L the restriction of Âε

ω to ΛL with Dirichlet boundary conditions.
It was shown in [CCV21, § 5.6.4] that σ(Âε

ω) has band-gap spectrum almost surely for
sufficiently small ε and range of radii ω+ − ω−. This ensures in particular that Assumption 2.7
can be fulfilled for Âε

ω.

Next, we recall the following well known result, which tells us that the spectra of our operators
Âε

ω and Aε
ω are contained in the union of the spectra of the corresponding restrictions to boxes

of integer side.

Lemma 4.2. We have
σ(Âε

ω) ⊆
⋃
n∈N

σ(Âε
ω,n) (4.3)

and
σ(Aε

ω) ⊆
⋃
n∈N

σ(Aε
ω,n) (4.4)

almost surely.

Proof. The proof of the first part of [Sto98, Proposition 2.1] applies unchanged to our setting.

Anderson localization in high-contrast random media



M. Capoferri and M. Täufer Page 12

Remark 4.3. One actually has identity in (4.3) and (4.4). Strictly speaking, equality holds
true, in higher generality, for restrictions with periodic (as opposed to Dirichlet) boundary
conditions, see [Sto98, Proposition 2.1]. However, since our coefficient matrices are diagonal,
one can continue eigenfunctions of the restricted operators beyond ΛL(x) by antisymmetric
reflections of the eigenfunctions and symmetric reflections of aεωI and obtain eigenfunctions with
periodic boundary conditions on larger boxes. Then, [Sto98, Proposition 2.1] yields an equality
in (4.3) and (4.4).

An immediate, useful consequence of the above lemma is that that one is guaranteed that
an interval I ⊂ R lies in the resolvent set of the full-space operators as soon as one can ensure
that for all n the restrictions of our operators to Λn have no eigenvalues in I.

Corollary 4.4. Let I ⊂ R. Then

σ(Âε
ω,n) ∩ I = ∅ ∀n ∈ N ⇒ σ(Âε

ω) ∩ I = ∅

and
σ(Aε

ω,n) ∩ I = ∅ ∀n ∈ N ⇒ σ(Aε
ω) ∩ I = ∅

almost surely.

Before supplying the main technical ingredient entering the proof of Theorem 4.1, let us
state and prove a simple lemma.

Lemma 4.5. Let δ > 0 be a fixed small parameter. The map

[0, 1] ∋ t 7→ λk(Âε
ω+tδe,n) (4.5)

is continuous for all k ∈ N.

Proof. Fix a threshold Emax ∈ (0,+∞) and suppose λk(Âε
ω,n) < Emax. Let 0 ≤ t1 < t2 ≤ 1. For

j ∈ {1, . . . , k}, let φ(2)
j be the orthonormalised eigenfunctions corresponding to the eigenvalues

λj(Âε
ω+t2δe,n

). By the Min-Max Theorem we have

λk(Âε
ω+t1δe,n) = min

dimV=k
max
φ∈V,

V⊂H1
0 (Λn),

∥φ∥=1

⟨χΛn â
ε
ω+t1δe∇φ,∇φ⟩

≤ max
φ∈span{φ(2)

1 ,...,φ
(2)
k },

∥φ∥=1

⟨χΛn â
ε
ω+t2δe∇φ,∇φ⟩+ max

φ∈span{φ(2)
1 ,...,φ

(2)
k },

∥φ∥=1

⟨χΛn(â
ε
ω+t1δe − âεω+t2δe)∇φ,∇φ⟩

= λk(Âε
ω+t2δe,n) + max

φ∈span{φ(2)
1 ,...,φ

(2)
k },

∥φ∥=1

⟨χΛn(â
ε
ω+t1δe − âεω+t2δe)∇φ,∇φ⟩ . (4.6)

Since

ε2
⋃

z∈sε+εZd

χBεωz+δt2
(z)\Bεωz+δt1

(z) ≤ âεω+t1δe − âεω+t2δe ≤
⋃

z∈sε+εZd

χBεωz+δt2
(z)\Bεωz+δt1

(z)

by (4.1), then

⟨χΛn(â
ε
ω+t1δe − âεω+t2δe)∇φ,∇φ⟩ ≤ C(d, n,Emax) o(|t2 − t1|) . (4.7)

Formulae (4.6) and (4.7), in conjunction with the fact that (4.5) is monotonically decreasing1,
yield the claim.

1This follows once again from (4.1) and the Min-Max Theorem.
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Theorem 4.6. Let I := (I−, I+) ⊂ R be an interval. Fix ε ∈ (0, 1) and let δ := εγ/4. Suppose
that

σ(Âε
ω+tδe) ∩ I = ∅ ∀t ∈ [0, 1] (4.8)

almost surely. Then we have
σ(Aε

ω) ∩ I = ∅

almost surely.

Remark 4.7. From a geometric perspective, the above theorem tells us the following: if we know
that, by simultaneously and continuously increasing the radii of all sharp (i.e., without boundary
layer) inclusions by an amount between 0 and δ, the spectrum of the resulting (sharp) operator
never falls in the interval I — the content of formula (4.8), then no spectrum of the operator
Aε

ω can fall in I either. Note that δ is precisely the size of the boundary layer of ‘smoothened’
inclusions, so that the perturbation of radii of sharp inclusions ranges between the inner and
the outer boundary of the boundary layer of ‘smoothened’ inclusions. We refer to Figure 2 for
an illustration.

ε2

1
aεω
âεω
âεω+tδe

âεω+δe

Figure 2: Geometric visualisation of Theorem 4.6.

Proof of Theorem 4.6. In view of Corollary 4.4, it suffices to show that

σ(Aε
ω,n) ∩ I = ∅ ∀n ∈ N (4.9)

almost surely.
To this end, let us begin by observing that the explicit formulae (2.9) and (4.1) for our

coefficients imply Âε
ω+δe,n ≤ Aε

ω,n ≤ Âε
ω,n , which, in turn, gives us

λk(Âε
ω+δe,n) ≤ λk(Aε

ω,n) ≤ λk(Âε
ω,n) . (4.10)

Arguing by contradiction, suppose there exists k ∈ N such that

λk(Aε
ω,n) ∈ I . (4.11)

Then formulae (4.8), (4.10), and (4.11) imply

λk(Âε
ω+δe,n) ≤ I− and λk(Âε

ω,n) ≥ I+.

But Lemma 4.5 would then imply λk(Âε
ω+tδe,n) ∈ I = (I−, I+) for some t ∈ [0, 1], thus contra-

dicting (4.8). Hence (4.11) cannot hold and we must have (4.9).

Equipped with the above results, we are finally in a position to prove Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. It follows from [CCV21, § 5.6.4] that, for sufficiently small ε, the spectra
of both Âε

ω and Âε
ω+δe, δ := εγ/4, have gaps. By Lemma 4.5 we then have (4.8), so that

Theorem 4.6 yields the claim.
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5 Wegner estimate

This section is devoted to the proof of the Weger estimate (3.1).

Let us begin by stating and proving a helpful lemma on eigenvalue lifting.

Lemma 5.1. Let ε > 0 and 0 < Ẽ− < Ẽ+ <∞. There exists constants τ > 1 and s0 > 0 such
that we have

λk(Aε
ω−se,L) ≥ λk(Aε

ω,L) + sτ ∀s ∈ [0, s0] , (5.1)

for all k ∈ N, L ∈ εN, and ω ∈ [ω−, ω+]
Zd for which

Ẽ− ≤ λk(Aε
ω,L) ≤ λk(Aε

ω−s0e,L) ≤ Ẽ+ .

Proof. For s = 0 the claim (5.1) is trivially true; therefore, in the remainder of the proof we will
assume s > 0.

Let X = {xz}z∈εZd be the equidistributed family of points from (2.12) and put

Sρ,X(L) :=
⋃

z∈εZd : z+sε∈ΛL

Bρ(xz) . (5.2)

Formula (2.12) (with ω replaced by ω − se in the RHS) together with (5.2) and the Min-max
Lemma imply that

λk(Aε
ω−se,L) ≥ λk

(
−∇(aεω + αε s χS εγ

10 s,X
(L))∇

∣∣∣∣
ΛL

)
.

Hence, in order to prove (5.1) it suffices to show that, for sufficiently small s, one has

λk

(
−∇(aεω + αε s χS εγ

10 s,X
(L))∇

∣∣∣∣
ΛL

)
≥ λk(Aε

ω,L) + sτ . (5.3)

Although (5.3) follows, in principle, rather easily from [Dic21, Lemma 4.2], we provide a full
proof in our setting for the reader’s convenience, as the latter demonstrates the role played by
our assumptions on the regularity of the diffusion coefficients.

The key ingredient is the quantitative unique continuation principle for gradients of eigen-
functions proved in [DV23], in the form of [DV23, Corollary 6.5], which one would like to apply

to the operator −∇((aεω + αε s χS εγ
10 s,X

(L))∇)

∣∣∣∣
ΛL

. Now, [DV23, Corollary 6.5] requires the coef-

ficients the operator to be Lipschitz. Our assumptions on the diffusion coefficients ensure that
the contribution from aεω is such. Furthermore, it is not hard to see that one can find a Lipschitz
continuous function g satisfying

αε s χS εγ
20 s,X

(L) ≤ g ≤ αε s χS εγ
10 s,X

(L) (5.4)

with Lipschitz constant of the order of αεε
−γ . Then, upon resorting to the Min-max Lemma once

more with account of (5.4), [DV23, Corollary 6.5] applied to the operator −∇((aεω + g)∇)|ΛL

yields

λk

(
−∇(aεω + tαε s χS εγ

10 s,X
(L)∇) |ΛL

)
≥ λk(Aε

ω,L) + tẼ2
−αε s

(
εγ−1

40
s

)N(1+Ẽ
2/3
+ )

= λk(Aε
ω,L) + t cε s

N(1+Ẽ
2/3
+ )+1 (5.5)
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for all t ∈ [0, 1] and some constants N > 0 depending on ε, Ẽ+ and Ẽ−. In (5.5) we defined

cε := Ẽ2
−αε

(
εγ−1

40

)N(1+Ẽ
2/3
+ )

. Recalling (2.11) and the fact that ε ∈ (0, 1), by choosing N

sufficiently large, one can make cε arbitrarily small, and certainly smaller than 1. Therefore, for
0 < s ≤ s0 < 1, one has

(s
1

| ln s| )| ln cε| ≥ (s
1

| ln s0| )| ln cε|

so that
cε = s

| ln cε|
| ln s| ≥ sC(ε,d,Ẽ±) . (5.6)

By combining (5.5) and (5.6) one obtains (5.3) for an appropriate choice of a sufficiently large
τ , thus proving the claim.

Equipped with the above result, we can move on to the proof of the Wegner estimate.

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Let us fix 0 < E− < E+ < +∞.
Let ρδ ∈ C∞(Rd, [−1, 0]), δ > 0, be a non-decreasing function such that:

(i) ρε = −1 for x ≤ δ, ρ = 0 for x ≥ δ;

(ii) ∥ρ′∥∞ ≤ δ−1;

(iii) we have

χ[E−δ,E+δ](x) ≤ ρ(x− (E − 2ρ))− ρ(x− (E + 2ρ)) ≤ χ[E−3δ,E+3δ](x) (5.7)

for all x ∈ Rd.

Here we assume δ to be sufficiently small (a more explicit constraint will be imposed later on)
and fixed, and E ∈ (E−, E+) to be such that minℵ∈{+,−} dist(E,Eℵ) < 3δ. Note that middle
quantity in the inequality (5.7) has compact support as a function of x.

−1

ε ε x

ρ(x)

−1

1
E − 2ε E E + 2ε

x

ρ(x − E + 2ε) − ρ(x − E − 2ε)

ρ(x − E + 2ε)

ρ(x − E − 2ε)

The inequality (5.7) implies

E
[
Tr
[
χ[E−δ,E+δ](Aε

ω,L)
]]
≤ E

[∑
k∈N

[
ρ(λk(Aε

ω,L)− (E − 2ρ))− ρ(λk(Aε
ω,L)− (E + 2ρ))

]]
. (5.8)

Hence, the task at hand reduces to estimating the sum in the RHS of (5.8).
We observe that the latter sum is, in fact, finite. Indeed, because of (5.7), only eigenvalues

λk(Aε
ω,L) such that

λk(Aε
ω,L) ∈ [E − 3δ, E + 3δ] ⊂ [E−, E+] (5.9)

give a nonzero contribution to the RHS of (5.7).
We would like to find an upper bound on λk(Aε

ω−s0e,L
) for sufficiently small s0 > 0. In other

words, we would like to establish how much individual eigenvalues can lift if one simultaneously
decreases the radii of all inclusions by s0. For this purpose, note that by assumption we have

λk(−ε2∆ |ΛL
) ≤ λk(Aε

ω−s0e,L) ≤ E+ ,
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whence, by (inverse) Weyl’s asymptotics, for all k contributing to the sum in (5.9) we obtain

k ≤ K1

(
E+

ε

) d
2

Ld , (5.10)

K1 being a universal constant. At the same time, denoting by ∆L the (negative) Laplacian on
ΛL with Dirichlet boundary conditions and resorting to Weyl’s asymptotics once again, we get

λk(Aε
(ω−−s0)e,L

)
(2.10)
≤ λk(−∆L) ≤ K2

k
2
d

L2

(5.10)
≤ K

2/d
1 K2

ε
E+ , (5.11)

where K2 is another universal constant. All in all, we conclude

Ẽ− := E− ≤ λk(Aε
ω,L) ≤ λk(Aε

ω−s0e,L) ≤
K

2/d
1 K2

ε
E+ =: Ẽ+.

This allows one to apply Lemma 5.1 with s = (4ρ)1/τ , where τ is the parameter from Lemma 5.1
(depending on E+, E− and thus also on ε), and we conclude

λk(Aε
ω−se,L) ≥ λk(Aε

ω,L) + 4ρ. (5.12)

for all ρ ≤ ρ0 and 0 < s ≤ s0, where ρ0 :=
sτ0
4 , s0 being the second parameter from Lemma 5.1.

Note that 0 < ρ ≤ ρ0 < s0 < 1, as one can easily establish by direct inspection.
Formulae (5.7) and (5.12) then imply

E

[∑
k∈N

[
ρ(λk(Aε

ω,L)− (E − 2ρ))− ρ(λk(Aε
ω,L)− (E + 2ρ))

]]

≤ E

[∑
k∈N

[
ρ(λk(Aε

ω−se,L)− (E + 2ρ))− ρ(λk(Aε
ω,L)− (E + 2ρ))

]]
. (5.13)

The rest of the proof consists in estimating the RHS of 5.13 from above, and retraces argu-
ments from [Dic21, Theorem 3.1], see also [HKN+05, NTTV18]:

• First, one notes that, by a Weyl-type bound, since supp ρ ⊂ (−∞, δ] ⊂ (−∞, δmax], only
∼ Ld many k ∈ N can contribute to the sum in the RHS of (5.13).
This yields a factor Ld in the upper bound.

• The differences in the RHS of (5.13) are between a function of an eigenvalue of the operator
Aε

ω,L, that is the standard configuration, and a function of an eigenvalue of Aε
ω−se,L, that

is the configuration where all ∼ Ld many inclusion in ΛL are shrunk. By changing the
radius of one inclusion at a time, the sum can be recast as a telescopic sum of ∼ Ld many
differences of functions of eigenvalues of operators differing in only one site.
This yields another factor Ld in the upper bound.

• In each of these differences, we first evaluate the expectation with respect to the one site
where the change takes place. This is a one-dimensional integral over an interval of length
s = ρ1/κ. Using an integration-by-parts argument as in [Dic21, Proof of Lemma 4.5] and
the boundedness of the probability density ηµ, the latter integral can be estimated from
above by a term proportional to ρ1/κ.
This will contribute a factor ρ1/κ in the upper bound.

• The expectation over the remaining random variables are estimated uniformly, leveraging
on the boundedness of ρ, which concludes the proof.

Anderson localization in high-contrast random media



M. Capoferri and M. Täufer Page 17

6 Proof of initial scale estimate

In this section, we prove our initial scale estimate, that is Theorem 3.3. We emphasise that
we rely on Assumption 2.4 on thinness of the density νµ of the random variables near their
maximum. Indeed, if one had more detailed information on the behaviour of the quantitative
unique continuation principle in [DV23] under scaling (more precisely, if the dependence of the
constant N in [DV23, Corollary 6.2] on GϑLip were explicit and polynomial) this would allow
one to resort to more modern techniques as used in [ST20] and drop Assumption 2.4.

Proof of Theorem 3.3. We follow a strategy similar to that in [BCH97, KSS98].
For 0 < s < ω+ − ω− and L ∈ εN, consider the event

As,L :=
{
ω ∈ Ω : ωz < ω+ − s for all z ∈ Zd with εz + sε ∈ ΛL

}
. (6.1)

Using Assumption 2.4, one can estimate the probability of the event (6.1) as

P [As,L] = 1− P

 ⋃
εz+sε∈ΛL

{ω ∈ Ω : ωz ≥ ω+ − s}


≥ 1−#

{
z ∈ Zd : εz + sε ∈ ΛL

}
· P [{ω ∈ Ω : ω0 ≥ ω+ − s}]

≥ 1−
(
L

ε

)d

sκ , (6.2)

where the constant κ > 0 will be chosen later.
In light of Remark 4.3 the restrictions Aε

ω,L have no spectrum in gaps of Aε
ω, almost surely. In

particular, since E0 is a lower spectral band edge of Aε
ω, there exists a unique k ∈ N (depending

on L) such that λk(Aε
ω,L) = inf{σ(Aε

ω,L) ∩ [E0,∞)} for all ω ∈ Ω.
Furthermore, there exist a positive real number Emax > E0 and an L̃max > 0 such that

λk(Aε
ω,L) ∈ [E0, Emax] for all L > L̃min and all ω ∈ Ω, (6.3)

as one can establish by a similar Weyl type argument as in (5.11). In particular, for L > L̃min

we have that

λk(Aε
ω,L) ≥ λk(Aε

ω+ e,L) + L−C3 ⇒ σ(Aε
ω,L) ∩ [E0, E0 + L−C3 ] = ∅ , (6.4)

because λk(Aε
ω+e,L) ∈ [E0, Emax] by (6.3) and λk(Aε

ω,L) is the smallest eigenvalue of Aε
ω,L in

[E0,+∞).
Thanks to Lemma 5.1, there exist τ > 0 and 0 < s0 < ω+ − ω− such that

λk(Aε
(ω+−s) e,L) ≥ λk(Aε

ω+ e,L) + sτ ∀s ∈ [0, s0] .

Thus, for ω ∈ As,L and s ∈ [0, s0] we have

λk(Aε
ω,L) ≥ λk(Aε

(ω+−s) e,L) ≥ λk(Aε
ω+ e,L) + sτ . (6.5)

Formulae (6.2), (6.4) and (6.5) then imply

P
[
σ(Aε

ω,L) ∩ [E0, E0 + sτ ] = ∅
]
≥ P[As,L] ≥ 1−

(
L

ε

)d

sκ. (6.6)

By choosing Lmin ≥ L̃min sufficiently large depending on ε, s0, C3 and τ , one can ensure that
ε−d ≤ L and that there is a unique sL ∈ [0, s0] such that sL = L−C3/τ for all L ≥ Lmin.
Formula (6.6) with s = sL then implies

P
[
σ(Aε

ω,L) ∩ [E0, E0 + L−C3 ] ̸= ∅
]
≤ ε−dLd+1−κC3

τ ∀L ≥ Lmin.
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x

x+ sε

x+ s3ε

ΛL(x)

ΓL(x)

Figure 3: Illustration of the sets ΛL(x) and ΓL(x) in Definition 7.1.

By choosing κ such that

d+ 1− κC3

τ
< −C4 ⇔ κ >

τ(d+ 1 + C4)

C3

we arrive at (3.2).

7 Multiscale analysis

The purpose of this section is to provide the proof of Theorem 3.5, that is to show that the
initial scale estimate, Theorem 3.3, and the Wegner estimate, Theorem 3.2, imply strong sub-
exponential Hilbert-Schmidt kernel decay in the sense of Theorem 3.5 and thus dynamical and
Anderson localization in the sense of Theorems 3.6 and 3.1.

For this, we shall resort to the Bootstrap Multiscale Analysis. Before citing [GK01, Theorem
and 3.8], we have to introduce a number of assumptions on the random family of operators
(Aε

ω)ω∈Ω and their restrictions Aε
ω,L,x to boxes ΛL(x) with Dirichlet boundary conditions, and

verify that these are fulfilled.
Recalling that ΛL(x) denotes the box x+ (0, L)d, and sL = (L2 , . . . ,

L
2 ) ∈ Rd, we shall adopt

the following definitions and notation.

Definition 7.1 (Boundary of boxes). Given x ∈ εZd and L ∈ εN, we define ΓL(x) as the inner
boundary belt of thickness ε and at distance ε/2 to the boundary of ΛL(x), that is

ΓL(x) := ΛL−ε(x+ sε)\ΛL−3ε (x+ s3ε) ,

see Figure 3 for an illustration.

Definition 7.2 (Simon-Lieb inequality (SLI)). We say that the family of operators (Aε
ω)ω∈Ω

satisfies the Simon-Lieb inequality in I0 ⊂ R if there exists γI0 < +∞ such that for all L, ℓ′, ℓ′′ ∈
2εN and x, y, y′ ∈ Zd with Λℓ′′(y) ⊂ Λℓ′(y

′) and Λℓ′(y′) ⊂ ΛL(x), and for all E ∈ I0 and ω ∈ Ω
such that E ̸∈ σ(Aε

ω) we have∥∥∥χΓL(x)(A
ε
ω,L,x − E)−1χΛℓ′′(y)

∥∥∥
≤γI0

∥∥∥χΓℓ′ (y
′)(Aε

ω,ℓ′,y′ − E)−1χΛℓ′′(y)

∥∥∥∥∥∥χΓL(x)(A
ε
ω,L,x − E)−1χΛℓ′(y′)

∥∥∥ .
The SLI is satisfied for our class or operators, cf. [GK01, Section 2.2.1].
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Definition 7.3 (Independence at distance (IAD)). We say that the family of operators (Aε
ω)ω∈Ω

satisfies Independence at distance if there exists ρ > 0 such that restrictions boxes with distance
larger or equal than ρ are P-independent.

It is straightforward to check that this is the case for our family of operators with, say,
ρ = 2ε.

Definition 7.4 (A-priori bound on the number of eigenvalues (NE)). Wwe say that the family
of operators (Aε

ω)ω∈Ω satisfies an (a priori) bound on the number of eigenvalues in I0 ⊂ R if
there exists a constant CI0 > 0 such that for almost all ω ∈ Ω, all x ∈ εZd, and all L ∈ εN we
have

#
{
j ∈ N : λj(Aε

ω,L,x) ∈ I0
}
≤ CI0 L

d.

We observe that, since −ε2∆L,x ≤ Aε
ω,L,x ≤ −∆L,x, where ∆L,x denotes the Laplacian in

L2(ΛL(x)) with Dirichlet boundary conditions, property (NE) for our family of operators follows
from a straightforward Weyl estimate.

Definition 7.5 (Wegner’s estimate (W)). We say that the family of operators (Aε
ω)ω∈Ω satisfies

Wegner’s estimate in I0 ⊂ R if there exist constants CW > 0 and κ ∈ (0, 1) such that for all
x ∈ εZd, L ∈ N, E ∈ I0, and δ > 0 we have

P
[
dist(σ(Aε

ω,L,x, E) ≤ δ
]
≤ CW δκ |ΛL|b.

Assumption (W) follows from the Wegner’s estimate in Theorem 3.2 with b = 2 and κ = 1
C2

,
see [GK01, Remark 2.3].

Remark 7.6. Note that in [GK01] the Wegner estimate is formulated with κ = 1. However, with
minor changes, the proof therein applies to the range of parameters κ ∈ (0, 1) as well, as per
Remark 2.4 therein. Indeed, retracing the proof of [GK01, Theorem 3.8] (which we recall below
as Theorem 7.10) one realises that the parameter κ will only influence the finite scale L0(E),
thus leaving the statement of the theorem unaffected.

Definition 7.7 (Eigenfunction decay inequality (EDI)). We say that the family of operators
(Aε

ω)ω∈Ω satisfies the Eigenfunction decay inequality if there exists a constant γ̃I0 < +∞ such
that, given a generalised eigenfunction ψ corresponding to a generalised eigenvalue E ∈ I0, one
has ∥∥χΛ1(x)ψ

∥∥ ≤ γ̃I0
∥∥χΓL(x)(A

ε
ω,L,x − E)−1χΛ1(x)

∥∥∥∥χΓL(x)ψ
∥∥

for all x ∈ εZd and L ∈ N such that E ̸∈ σ(Aε
ω,L,x).

This is satisfied in our case as shown in [FK97].

Definition 7.8 (Strong generalised eigenvalue expansion (SGEE)). We say that (Aε
ω)ω∈Ω satis-

fies the strong generalised eigenvalue expansion if the following holds. Given ν > d
4 , and defining

T to be the operator of multiplication by the weight (1 + |x|2)ν in L2(Rd), then the set

D+
ω :=

{
ψ ∈ D(Aε

ω) ∩ L2(Rd, (1 + |x|2)2νdx) Aε
ωψ ∈ L2(Rd, (1 + |x|2)2νdx)

}
is dense in L2(Rd, (1 + |x|2)2νdx) and is an operator core for Aε

ω almost surely. Furthermore,
there exists a bounded continuous function f , strictly positive on σ(Aε

ω), such that

E
[(
tr
[
T−1f (Aε

ω)T
−1
])2]

< +∞ .

Here and further on, tr stands for operator trace.

The fact that (SGEE) holds in our case follows from the (more general) [KKS02, The-
orem 1.1]. Let us summarise the discussion so far in the form of a lemma as follows:
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Lemma 7.9. For any compact interval I0 ⊂ R, the random family of operators (Aε
ω)ω∈Ω satisfies

(SLI), (IAD), (NE), (W), (EDI), and (SGEE).

We are now in a position to cite the following result.

Theorem 7.10 (Bootstrap Multiscale Analysis [GK01, Theorem 3.8]). Let I ⊂ R be open and
θ > 2d. Then, for each E ∈ I, there exists a finite scale Lθ(E) = Lθ(E, d), bounded on compact
subintervals of I, such that, if for a given Ẽ ∈ Σ(Aε

ω) ∩ I we have

P
[∥∥∥∥χΓL0

(Aε
ω,L0

− Ẽ)−1χΛL0
3

∥∥∥∥ ≤ 1

Lθ
0

]
> 1− 1

841d

for some L0 ∈ 6εN, L0 > Lθ(E), then there exists δ0 > 0 such that, defining I(δ0) := [Ẽ −
δ0, Ẽ + δ0], we find for every ζ ∈ (0, 1) a constant Cζ > 0 such that

E

[
sup

∥f∥∞≤1

∥∥χΛ1(x)χI(δ0)(A
ε
ω)f(Aε

ω)χΛ1(y)

∥∥2
HS

]
≤ Cζ e

−|x−y|ζ

for all x, y ∈ εZd. The supremum is taken over all Borel-measurable functions and ∥ · ∥HS denotes
the Hilbert-Schmidt norm.

Using compactness of the interval
[
E0, E0 + L

−1/2
0 /2

]
for L0 > 0 and Lemma 7.9, we deduce:

Corollary 7.11. Let E0 ∈ R and θ > 2d. If

lim sup
L→∞

P
[∥∥∥χΓL

(Aε
ω,L − E)−1χΛL

3

∥∥∥ ≤ 1

Lθ
for all E ∈

[
E0, E0 + L

−1/2
0 /2

]]
= 1 , (7.1)

then there exists L0 ∈ εN such that, defining I0 :=
[
E0, E0 + L

−1/2
0 /2

]
, one can find for every

ζ ∈ (0, 1) a constant Cζ > 0 such that

E

[
sup

∥f∥∞≤1

∥∥χΛ1(x)χI0(Aε
ω)f(Aε

ω)χΛ1(y)

∥∥2
HS

]
≤ Cζ e

−|x−y|ζ

for all x, y ∈ εZd. The supremum is taken over all Borel-measurable functions and ∥ · ∥HS denotes
the Hilbert-Schmidt norm.

Let us emphasise that Theorem 7.10 and Corollary 7.11 rely on the knowledge that the
assumptions listed in Lemma 7.9 are fulfilled for the random family of operators (Aε

ω)ω∈Ω.

The proof of Theorem 3.5 (and thus also of Theorems 3.1 and 3.6) is complete as soon as we
have the following.

Theorem 7.12. Let E0 ∈ R be a lower band edge of σ(Aω). Then (7.1) holds.

The proof of Theorem 7.12 relies, in turn, on the initial scale estimate — i.e., Theorem 3.3
— in combination with the following Combes–Thomas estimate.

Proposition 7.13 (Combes–Thomas estimate [GK03, Theorem 2.1]). There exists a constant
CCT > 0 depending only on the dimension such that, for all L ∈ εN, all x, y ∈ εZd, and all
E ∈ R\σ(Aε

ω,L) we have

∥χΛε(x)(A
ε
ω,L − E)−1χΛε(y)∥ ≤ CCT exp

(
−
dist(σ(Aε

ω,L), E)

CCT
|x− y|

)
.
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Proof of Theorem 7.12. Proposition 7.13 implies∥∥∥χΓL
(Aε

ω,L − E)−1χΛL
3

∥∥∥ ≤
∑

j∈ΓL∩εZd

∑
k∈ΓL

3
∩εZd

∥χΛε(j)(A
ε
ω,L − E)−1χΛε(k)∥

≤ L2d

ε2d
CCT exp

(
− L

4CCT
dist(σ(Aε

ω,L), E)

)
. (7.2)

Since E0 is a lower band edge, one can find almost surely a sufficiently large L such that

σ(Aω,L) ∩ [E0, E0 + L−1/2] = ∅ , (7.3)

that is,

dist(σ(Aω,L), E) ≥ L−1/2

2
for all E ∈

[
E0, E0 +

L−1/2

2

]
. (7.4)

Combining formulae (7.2) and (7.4) one obtains for sufficiently large L the estimate

∥∥∥χΓL
(Aε

ω,L − E)−1χΛL
3

∥∥∥ ≤ L2d

ε2d
CCT exp

(
− L

1
2

8CCT

)
≤ 1

Lθ
for all E ∈

[
E0, E0 +

L−1/2

2

]
.

Now, by Theorem 3.3 for any C4 > 0 and sufficiently large L the event (7.3) has probability at
least 1− L−C4 . But the latter tends to 1 as L→ +∞, and this concludes the proof.
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