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Sparse one-dimensional discrete Dirac operators II:
Spectral properties
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2Departamento de Matemdtica, Estatistica e Computagcdo — UNESP, Presidente Prudente,
SP 19060-900, Brazil

(Received 14 March 2011; accepted 24 May 2011; published online 5 July 2011)

We study spectral properties of some discrete Dirac operators with nonzero potential
only at some sparse and suitably randomly distributed positions. As observed in
the corresponding Schrodinger operators, we determine the Hausdorff dimension of
its spectral measure and identify a sharp spectral transition from point to singular
continuous. © 2011 American Institute of Physics. [doi:10.1063/1.3600536]

. INTRODUCTION

Sparse potentials have played a special role in the context of discrete (also called “tight-
binding”) Schrddinger operators, particularly due to the possibility of rather detailed spectral
and dynamical analysis, which makes such investigations especially interesting (see, for instance,
Refs. 1, 4, 12, 16, 20, 28, and 31). Pearson?' was the first to recognize the utility of this kind
of potential on the construction of Schrodinger operators with singular continuous spectrum (see
Chapter 13 in Ref. 6 for dynamical interpretations of different spectral types). There are many works
that deal with sparse potentials, related to distinct sparseness conditions and “barriers” with distinct
growing rate (see the above mentioned references and Ref. 18 for a brief discussion and a collection
of results).

In the works,”*® two of the present authors have proposed a discrete version of the unidimensional
Dirac operator, now defined on / 2(Z, C?), which can be considered a relativistic version of the usual
discrete Schrodinger operator (with Planck’s constant & = 1),

1 1
(st)n = _2_(Aw)n + Vnwn = 5~ (wn+l + I/fn—l - an) + an/fns (11)
m 2m

where (V) is the potential given by a real sequence and m > 0 denotes the particle mass. Explicitly,
the action of the discrete Dirac operator is given by

(Hp)(m,c) = Hy(m,c)+ V1 = cB+mc’os + V1, (1.2)

where ¢ > 0 represents the speed of light,

0 d
B= ,

o3 is the Pauli matrix ( (1) _01 ) ,Ir isthe 2 x 2 identity matrix, and d is the finite difference operator

(a discrete version of the first derivative),

(dllf)n = 1[/11+1 - wn’
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with its adjoint given by (d*¥), = ¥, — ¥,—1; thus, Ho(m, c¢) is a bounded self-adjoint operator
with the mass parameter taking values m > 0, an important difference with respect to nonrelativistic
models.

The resulting Dirac evolution equation can be written in the compact form,

mc* + 'V, cd*
) v,
cd —mc-+V,

W,
l
ot

= (Hp(m, 0)¥), = ( (1.3)

with the “spinorial” wave function ¥ = (W), with ¥, = <:Zl’" ) where ¥, and v, , are the
2.n

solutions associated, respectively, with positive and negative energy values (see, for instance, Chapter
3 in Refs. 25 or 29). It is possible to show’"® that the nonrelativistic limit (¢ — o00) of such Dirac
operator is the corresponding Schrédinger operator (1.1), as one would expect.

In a previous work,?> some lower bounds of the dynamics generated by Hp(m, c) with sparse
potentials have been obtained. In the present work, we continue our investigations on the discrete
Dirac operator with sparse potentials by presenting a detailed analysis of spectral properties of (1.2)
defined in lz(Z+, C?) (here Z . represents the set of all non-negative integers n > 0), satisfying the
boundary condition,

Ya_1cos¢p — Y osing =0, (1.4)

with ¢ € [0, 7], and subject to randomly sparse perturbations composed of infinitely many vertical
“barriers” whose distances from consecutive barriers are rapidly growing. These barriers may assume
distinct sizes, that grow, diminish, or remain constant. The randomness in the distribution will play a
fundamental role in the determination of the exact Hausdorff dimension of the spectral measure. We
will consider a set {a;} ;> of a rapidly increasing sequence of natural numbers, so that the potential
Vi =0ifn ¢ {a;};>1 and nonzero V,,; see ahead for precise statements.

We, nevertheless, emphasize the results obtained by Zlato®' in the context of Schrédinger
operators, who has proved the existence of a transition between pure point and singular continuous
spectra for a class of sparse operators such that {V,, };?‘;1 is a constant sequence. Depending on the
sparseness and on the intensity of the barriers, it is possible to have pure point or singular continuous
spectrum, and with an explicit determination of the Hausdorff dimension of the spectral measure.

A similar deterministic model was proposed in Ref. 20, but with off-diagonal perturbations.
Carvalho et al.! extended this operator to the strip A := Z, x {0, 1, ..., L — 1} of width L in the
Zi plane, obtaining the Hausdorff dimension associated with its spectral measure with arbitrary
precision. In Ref. 2, the same authors have dealt with a modification of the (unidimensional)
Schrodinger model proposed in Ref. 20, in which they have considered some randomness in the
position of the barriers, and this has allowed the determination of the exact Hausdorff dimension of
the spectral measure.

Hence, by taking into account our previous study,?” it is natural to try to extend these spectral
results obtained for Schrodinger operators to the Dirac model. In order to achieve our goal, we apply
and extend to this new situation the main techniques discussed in Refs. 1 and 2. This work is to be
considered a natural continuation of Ref. 22.

Despite some results obtained here are valid for a rather general class of potentials, we deal
essentially with the sequence (V,(w)) of barriers given by

{v if n=a%ec A,
Vv, = J

0 if ndA, (15

where v #0, —00 < v < oo and A = (ajf’) j>1 is a random sequence of natural numbers written in

the form a = a; + w; such that a; satisfies

aj—aj_, =2, j=2.3.... (1.6)
and
lim &% — g~ 1,
J—>00 aj
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o = (w1, ws, . . .) represents a sequence of independent random variables defined on a probability
space (&, B, v), so that there is some 1 > 0 with @; uniformly distributed over the finite set
{0,1,2,...,[j"]}, for all j (here, [x] denotes the integer part of x € R).

Condition (1.6) makes each barriers placed at a unique point, with 8 the “sparseness parameter.”
In order to simplify our analysis, we follow?® and restrict the separation between barriers by the
identity

aj—aj_1=p, j=2,3,... (1.7)

with a; +1 = B > 2 an integer (we might have considered any real number 8 > 1 and rewrite
(L7 asa; —aj_ = [,Bf], j =2,3,...). Summing up, the distance between (average) consecutive
nonzero potential positions grows exponentially with an additional power-law randomness; thus,
there is no superpositions among the barriers, for any n > 0 (this is an improvement with respect to
Zlatos’s work that has considered n = 1).

Definition 1.1: Denote by H, 4(m, c), the Dirac operator (1.2) acting on 1(Z,, C?), with
potential (V,(®)),>o satisfying (1.5) and (1.7), and the ¢-boundary condition (1.4) at n = —1. This
will be the main object of study here.

Besides the verification of a huge amount of technical details and suitable adaptations, the main
difficulties we have found in such extension to the (Dirac) relativistic framework were as follows:

e The nonlinearities in the Dirac transfer matrices entries (as functions of energy and potential
values) when compared with the Schrodinger case; see Eq. (3.2).

e In contrast to the block-Jacobi matrices in Ref. 1, the spectral matrix €2 in the Dirac case (see
Proposition 2.3) reflects the impossibility of decoupling the upper and lower spinor components.

e Finding explicit expressions for the Green’s function; see Eq. (2.5) (it has involved a trial and
error process while handling the exact matrix form and indices!).

e Finding a formula for variation of parameters (Lemma 4.4) was nontrivial and it also involved a
trial and error process, and this was fundamental for an appropriate version of the Jitomirskaya-
Last inequalities for Dirac operators (Theorem 4.3).

e Checking the validity of the spectral criteria of Last-Simon (see Proposition 4.5 and
Corollary 4.8 for examples of application of these criteria), whose long details are not reported
here.

We note that in the process of adaptation of known results to the relativistic setting, we will
avoid repeating the arguments and just present references when a proof turns out to be quite similar
to the corresponding one for Schrodinger operators (e.g., the spectral criteria of Last-Simon just
mentioned).

Remark 1.2: The operator H, 4(m, ¢) with ¢-phase boundary condition (1.4) may be treated as
a rank-one perturbation of the same Dirac operator with Dirichlet boundary condition,

Yo,—1 =0. (1.8)
As a matter of fact, if H, ¢(m, c) represents the operator which satisfies (1.8), we have
H, y(m,c) = H,o(m,c)+ Eptan¢,

0

where E is an operator on [*(Z,, C?) given by (EqW), = (‘ﬂ s
2,n9n,0

), 8p0 = 1if n = 0 and zero

otherwise.

A. Main results

In this subsection, we state the main results and conclusions of this work. Their proofs will
be discussed in Secs. II-IV. Such results can be shortly described as follows: determination of the
essential spectrum of H, 4(m, c) along with the exact Hausdorff dimension of the spectral measure
and proving the existence of a spectral transition.
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What happens with the essential spectrum of Hy o(m, ¢) (obtained in Proposition (2.13)) when
we consider the sparse barriers? This question is settled by the following theorem, whose proof is
presented in Subsection 11 B.

Theorem 1.3: Let H, 4(m, c) be the Dirac operator in Definition 1.1 and let
Hg o(m, ¢) = Hoo(m, ¢) 4 v, (1.9)
where (SoW)n, = 8,.0Wn for any ¢ € ZZ(Z+, C). Then, oess(Hy ¢(m, ¢)) = G(Hé,o(m, 0)).
For the Hausdorff dimension, we have

Theorem 1.4: Let Q be the spectral matrix measure of H, 4(m, c), given by Definition 1.1,
and the sparseness parameter B > 2. Then 2 is absolutely continuous with respect to the spectral
measure p introduced in (2.7). Given ¢ > 0 and a closed interval of energies

LcCl= [—\/m, —mcz] U [mcz, \/rrzzc’4——|-4€2], (1.10)

for almost every ¢ € [0, ] and almost every w € E, the spectral measure p restrict to L has
Hausdorff dimension

ozp(E)zmax{O, 1 — ln_r} (1.11)
Ing

withr = r(v, E) given by (3.16).

With respect to the existence of spectral transitions, now we state a result parallel to
Theorem 2.4 in Ref. 2.

Theorem 1.5: Write
Iy ={E € o(Hoo(m,c))\ A:r < B} (1.12)

with € N, B > 2 and A as in (4.13). Then, for v-almost every w € B, there exists a set Ay of
Lebesgue measure zero such that:

(a) the spectrum of H, 4(m, c) restricted to the set 1)\ A, is purely singular continuous;

(b) the spectrum of H, 4(m, c) is pure point when restricted to o (Hyo(m, c)) \ I, for almost
every ¢ € [0, ).

Theorem 1.5 shows that there exists a sharp transition between singular continuous and pure
point spectrum. Note from (1.11) that the condition for the Hausdorff dimension to be positive is the
same for the existence of singular continuous spectrum, i.e., § > r. In fact, the set of energies for
which the Hausdorff dimension is zero coincides with the set where the pure point spectrum is
supported. This result, due to Theorem 1.5 is, nevertheless, far from trivial. Note also that there is
no absolutely continuous spectrum for this class of sparse potentials.

The proofs of Theorems 1.4 and 1.5 are both presented in Subsection IV B. Despite some
obvious differences due to the intrinsic nature of the Schrodinger and Dirac tight-binding models,
if we compare the results just stated with those obtained in Refs. 1,2, and 31 for sparse potentials
satisfying relations (1.5)—(1.7), we have got quite similar statements; this does not seem to be clear
from the actions of the corresponding operators and the different forms of their transfer matrices. In
any event, recall that only in the relativistic case it is meaningful to consider m = 0.

Il. THE SPECTRUM OF H, ,(m, c)
A. Green function and the spectral matrix

It is well known that the spectral properties of any other self-adjoint operator are directly related
to the behavior of the Green function G(z), for z = E + ie, in the limit & | 0.
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In the case of the discrete Dirac operator, the expression of the Green function G(z) we introduce
here is nothing but the 2 x 2 matrix G(0, 0; z), whose elements are given by

Gnn(0,0;2) = (e ® 80, (Hy 0 — z12) ', ® &), 2.1

m,n = 1,2, where the sequence {,},>0 represents the canonical basis for 12(Z+, C), while ¢;

0
a basis for />(Z, C?), a linear space with scalar product denoted by (-, -).

= < ! ), e = (?) is the canonical basis for C2; thus, the sequence {e; ® &, €2 @ 3, },>0 constitutes

Remark 2.1: The results presented in this subsection refer to the operator H, o(m,c), with
Dirichlet boundary condition (1.8). See Remark 2.7 for a discussion of the results regarding the
operator H, 4(m, c).

Explicitly, G(z) is given by
o) = % (u?o(Z)Xl,o(Z) ”lD,o(Z)Xz,o(Z)) |

. . (2.2)
upo(2)x2.0(2) Uy 0(2)x2.0(2)

where x,(z) = (;”Eg) = —ul(z) + m(z)uP(z) is al*(Z, C?) is the solution to the Dirac equa-
2.n
tion

H, oW =zV¥; (2.3)

for some fixed z, the set of all solutions to (2.3) is a linear space of dimension 2 (the Dirac equation
(2.3) is in fact a system of two differential equations of first order), whose appropriate basis is given
by the functions u?”(z) and u" (z) satisfying the initial conditions,

uP =0, uP =1,

2,1 1,0 2.4)

ué\ffl:l, uf{O:O,
which correspond to Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions, respectively; finally, m(z) is the
well-known Weyl-Titchmarsh function.?

Equation (2.1) is in fact a special case derived from the general formula

(ufj(Z)XI,i(Z) uy ;(2)x1,:(2) ) " <
s 1 J <1,
up j(Dx2,i(2) up [(2)x2,(2)
. 1 up (Dx1,;@  ui(Dx2,(2) , o
g(ls J>Z)= - D D ) if J =1, (25)
¢ uy(2)x1.j(z)  uy(2x2.(2)
(ufi(Z)Xl,i(Z) up;(2)x2.i(2) ) " o
, i j=i
upi (@ x2i(2)  ud(2)x2.i(2)

(note that the matricial function defined above is continuous at j = i).

Remark 2.2: The matrix G(i, j;z) is nothing but the integral kernel of the resolvent operator
(Hy,.0 — zIp)~"; therefore, it must satisfy the identity

(Z (Hv.O(m, c))ik Gk, j; Z)) = 8i;6im>
Im

k=0

i,j € Zy,l,m=1,2. This assertion can be checked by direct substitution.

If { Pr} is a family of spectral projections with respect to the Borel subsets I' C R, it follows by

the spectral theorem that
© dQ(A)
o) = [ ,

00 )‘_Z
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where Q,, , = (e, ® 8o, Pre, ® do), m, n = 1, 2 are the elements of the spectral matrix Q2 of H, .

Since e ® §p = (%) ), e ® 8 = ((;) ) are cyclic vectors in 12(Z+, C?), it is sufficient to deal with
0

this spectral measure, since any other will be absolutely continuous with respect to (£2,, ,,)
Explicitly, we have

1 m(z) -1+ m(z)@

‘0= —1 4 m(g)neith meozth (—1 - m(z)—mcz_fwo)

c

2
m,n=1"

’

and the imaginary part of G(z) is

2.6)

3G(e) %( Sm(z) —229im(z) + Radm(z) )

—E%Rm(z) + RadSm(z) —= + Rm(2)Ia® + Im(z)Ra>

with @ = (mc* — z + Vp)/c. Hence, we conclude that the most important spectral properties of
H, o(m, c) depend on the boundary behavior of the function Sm(E 4+ i¢) as ¢ | 0 (since lim, o Ja
= limew Jz = 0)

It follows from the definition of m(z) and Theorem 3.1 in Chapter 9 of Ref. 3 that

m(z) = / dp) @7

or—2Z

with p(X) denoting a nondecreasing function of bounded variation, continuous to the right and
that satisfies the limits lim;_, _o, p(A) = 0 and lim,_, o, p(A) = 1. The next result is crucial to our
analysis.

Proposition 2.3: The spectral matrix measure 2 is absolutely continuous with respect to the
Borel-Stieltjes measure p. Furthermore, there exists a symmetric and non-negative matrix Y (E)
such that

dQUE) = Y(E)dp(E), 2.8)

with

1 mc*—E+V,
c

1
Y(E)= - (2.9)

mc2—E+Vy mc>—E+V, 2
C c

Proof: By the Radon—Nikodym theorem, €2 is absolutely continuous with respect to p if, and
only if, there exists a symmetric integrable matrix Y (E) such that (2.8) is valid for every E. Moreover,
the elements of the matrix Y (E) are given by

do(E) <10 Im(E +ie)’
where the last equality comes from the Borel-Stieltjes inversion formula applied to €2 and p (see the
Appendix of Ref. 30).

We obtain (2.9) simply plugging (2.6) into (2.10). Observe that Y (E) is a symmetric integrable
matrix (i.e., Y(E) € L'(R, dp)). This concludes the proof of the proposition. O

Yi;(E) =

(2.10)

Proposition 2.3 shows that the most important features of the spectral matrix measure €2,
such as its continuity or singularity with respect to Lebesgue and Hausdorff measures, are entirely
determined by the Borel-Stieltjes measure p.

To deal with the spectral multiplicity issues, we need the following

Definition 2.4: The sesquilinear form

2
(f,g) = / > (BN (EYdQ;(E), @.11)

ij=1
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defined for f;, g; € L2 (R, C,dp) is non-negative provided |[f||> = (f,f) >0 holds in this
space.

Let us consider the sesquilinear form (2.11). Suppose that f is a simple function, that is,

f(E) = Z x8,(E)(f1.1, fi.2), where (f1.1, fi2) € C? and B, are disjoint Borel sets. For this class of
I=1

functions, (2.11) is a non-negative sesquilinear form. If f is such that f; € L2(R, C, dp), we can

approximate f by simple functions in order to obtain ||f|| > 0. We have, as a consequence, a separable

Hilbert space L2(R, C?2, d2) with scalar product (2.11).

Next, since the operator H,o(m,c) satisfies Weyl’s limit point case (see also Ref. 30),
there exists a unitary transformation U :[*(Z,, C?) — L*(R, C?,dQ) such that H, o(m,c)
= lj’ll:lv,o(m, c)U, where I:Iv,o(m, ¢) : L2(R, C?,dQ) — L*(R, C?, d) is a multiplication op-
erator (see, e.g., Theorem 2.12 of Ref. 30).

As for Schrodinger operators, we have the following result, whose proof is a direct extension
of Lemma B.13 of Ref. 30:

Lemma 2.5: The set o(p) :={E € R: p((E — ¢, E 4+ ¢)) > 0forall ¢ > 0} is precisely the
spectrum J(I:IU,O(m,c)) of the multiplication operator I:Iv,o(m,c)f(E) = Ef(E), with domain
D(H, o(m, c)) = {f e LAR, C2,dQ) | Ef(E) € L*(R, C?,dQ)}.

Next, there exists a measurable unitary matrix F'(E) which diagonalizes Y (E); that is,

(E) 0
Y(E)=F'(E) (' F(E),
(E) ()( 0 y2(E)> (E)

where y;(E), i = 1, 2, are the integrable eigenvalues of Y (E). The matrix F(E) provides a unitary
operator

LA(R, C%,dQ) — L*(R, y;dp) ® L*(R, y,dp), f(E) —~ Ff(E),

which leaves H, o(m, c) invariant (with respect to the scalar product defined in L2(R, C2, d$2)). This
permits us to investigate the spectral multiplicity of H, o(m, c).

Lemma 2.6: The spectral multiplicity of H, o(m, c) is 1.

Proof: Evaluating y|(E) and y,(E) explicitly, we obtain y;(E) = 0 and y,(E) = (1 + a®)/c,
where a = (mc? — E + Vy)/c. Thus,

L* (R, C%,dQ) = {0} ® L*(R, y»dp) = L*(R, y»dp).

Hence, ﬁvqo(m, ¢) is equivalent to multiplication by E on L%(R, dp), since y,(E)dp(E) and
dp(E) are mutually absolutely continuous. O

Remark 2.7: Tt is possible to show that we obtain similar results for the operator H, 4(m, c¢), i.e.,
with boundary condition (1.4). For this problem, we must adopt as a basis of the space of solutions
the functions u?(z) and u?"(z) (with ¢* = ¢ + 7 /2), which satisfy the initial conditions

ufﬁlzsinq&, u‘fozcosq&,

u‘f_l =cos¢, ”({),*0 = —sing.

The result of Lemma 2.5 extends naturally, as well as the result of Proposition 2.3, except for the
Radon-Nikodym derivative, now given by

1 cos? ¢ cos ¢ (M + cos ¢ sin ¢>)
Y(E) = - L @212)

2
2 . 2_ .
cos ¢ (m +cos¢51n¢) (M cos¢+sm¢)

the same situation holds for Lemma 2.6, with the eigenvalues of (2.12) given now by y; = 0 and
Vo = [cos® ¢ + ((mc2 —E+Vy)/c+ sin¢)2]/c.
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B. The essential spectrum

Before we deal with the essential spectrum of H, 4(m, c), it would be interesting to characterize
the spectrum of the free operator Hy o(m, c) (Ref. 8) and its spectral matrix measure.

Proposition 2.8: The spectrum of the free operator is given by the intervals
o (Hoo(m, c)) = [—\/mzc4 + 42, —mc2] U [mcz, Vm?e* + 4c2] ) (2.13)

Moreover, the spectral matrix measure 2 is purely absolutely continuous (with respect to the
Lebesgue measure £) in these intervals.

Proof: In order to prove this proposition, we will determine the exact behavior of the function
m(E +ig)ase | 0.
After some manipulations, it follows by (1.3) that

2.4 2

m-c’ —z

(-7 m0, nez.
C

where v, j =1, 2, are the components of the spinor W.
Since m(z) is uniquely defined imposing that ¥ = —u" + m(z)u® is I*(Z ., C?), it is simple to

obtain
2
w w
= —— _—— 1,
m(z) > +4/ 1

with w = [m%c* — 22 + 2¢?]/c?. Now, put

Sm(E) =limsup3Im(z), z=FE+is,
el0
and let L(p) be the set of all E € R for which this limit exists. It is known (see Appendix B of
Ref. 30) that the minimal (or essential) supports M, M,., and M; of p, the absolutely continuous
part p,. and the singular part pg of p, with respect to the Lebesgue measure in R, are, respectively,
givenby E € L(p)suchthat) < Im(E) < 00,0 < I m(E) < ooand I m(E) = oo. These criteria
can be obtained by de la Vallée-Poussin’s decomposition theorem,?* the Radon-Nikodym theorem
and the following application of Lemma 3 in Ref. 11.

Lemma 2.9: If the Radon—Nikodym derivative (dp/d{)(E) exists and takes values in [0, 0o],
then I m(E) also exists and (dp/dL)(E) = (1/7)Im(E) (£ is the Lebesgue measure on R).

Since

E?2 — m2chH(m?c* + 4c2 — E? .
Iim3Im(E +ie) = \/( )(2C2 ), if E? e [m?c*, m?c* + 4¢%),
el0

0, otherwise,

it follows by the above criteria and Proposition 2.3 that the spectral matrix measure €2 is purely ab-
solutely continuous on the interval defined by (2.13); moreover, the essential spectrum of Hy o(m, ¢)
coincides with its own spectrum. This conclude the proof of the proposition. m|

Remark 2.10: As we have discussed in Remark 1.2, the operator H, 4(m, c) with bound-
ary condition (1.4) at n = —1 may be written as a rank-one perturbation of H, ¢(m, c); hence,
Ocss(Hy, (M, ¢)) = 0ess(Hy,0(m, c)), by Weyl’s criterion (see, for instance, Sec. 11.3 of Ref. 6). Thus,
it is sufficient to deal with H, o(m, c) in order to determine the essential spectrum of H, 4(m, ¢).

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.3.

Proof: (Theorem 1.3) By taking into account the above results and Remark 2.10, the proof
of Theorem 1.3 reduces to a direct extension of Theorem 3.13 in Ref. 5 to the discrete Dirac
operator. a

The eigenvalues of Hé’o(m, ¢) are isolated points of the essential spectrum of H, ¢(m, c); hence,
they cannot belong to the continuous spectrum of H, (m, c), neither be eigenvalues of infinite
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multiplicity (since we have a unidimensional problem). Thus, they must be accumulation points of
the discrete spectrum of H, o(m, c).

Since the operator Héyo(m, c)is arank-one perturbation of Hy o(m, c), it follows that its spectrum
is the union of the interval (2.13) with the possible addition of a finite number of isolated points.
Thus, it follows by Theorem 1.3 that the essential spectrum of H, 4(m, c) has the same structure.

ll. TRANSFER MATRICES AND PRUFER VARIABLES

In order to determine the exact Hausdorff dimension of the spectral matrix measure 2 and,
consequently, the spectral nature of H, 4(m, c), we study the exact asymptotic behavior of the
solutions to the Dirac eigenvalue equation

H, y(m, o)W = EW, 3.1

with E € R; this is an important step in our approach. It is here that the concepts of transfer matrix
and Priifer variables play a fundamental role. What follows is an adaptation of the material presented
in Sects. 2 and 4 of Ref. 20 to the Dirac operator setting.

For E € C, let
m*c* —(E - V,)> mc*+E -V,
1+ )
T(n,n— LE)= ¢ ¢ (3.2)
mc* — E +V, |
Cc

be the 2 x 2 transfer matrix associated with the [ 2(ZJF, C?) solution to the Dirac equation (3.1) (see

Refs. 7 and 8).
wl,n-‘rl _ T(n, n— 1,E) I,lfl,n
Yo Y2n-1

The equation
holds for n > 0, with (;f/fl’o ) = <C?SZ:) satisfying (1.4) for some ¢ € [0, 7]. Another important
2,—1 sin

tool is the product of the n 4 1 first transfer matrices, denoted by
T EyY=Tn,n—1,EYTm—1,n—2,E)... T, —1; E). 3.3)

Given the values (1.5) of the potential V,, and the sparseness condition (1.7), only two different
2 x 2 matrices appear on the rhs of (3.3): that is,

m?*c* —(E —v)> mc*+E—v
1+

c? c
T,(E) = )
mec-— E+v 1
c
and
mic* — E* mc2+E
1+ 5
c c
To(E) = 5
mc”- — FE |

c

occur depending on the entry n in (3.2) being or not af € A.

Let E = +,/m2c* + 2¢2(1 — cos ¢), with¢ € [0, ), be parametrizations of the intervals (2.13).
Now note that, for such energies, the free matrix Ty(E) is similar to a purely clockwise rotation
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R(p), that is,

cosg sing

UT(E)U™" = ' = R(yp), (3.4)
—sing cosg
where
mc? — E 1 —cosg
v=| csing B sin @
0 1

Note also that U is not uniquely defined since any other matrix U’ = HU, with H commuting with
R, satisfies (3.4).
Since the product of rotation matrices is also a rotation, we obtain
UT(n; E)U™" = R((n — a?)p) P(E)R((a — ai’_)@) - - P(E)R((af + 1)g) (3.5)
as the conjugation of (3.3) by U, for everyn € Nand w; €{0,,1,2,...,[j"]}, j > 1; kisan
integer such thata’ < n < a,‘;jr 15 P(E) is defined by

P(E)R(p) = UT(E)U™!

vE, v? v [ELE_ 4c?
I+55 -2 —sayF \E+— 5 —2v

= , (3.6)
—v [EF 1 — YE:
2¢? E_ 2¢?
where E, = E +mc?, E_ = E —mc?, and F = m*c* + 4¢* — E2.
Next we consider the following change of variables, known as EFGP transform:

Ry cos 6 (E-me)yi/c—(1—cos )i
we=| o) =U ) S : 3.7)
Ry sin 6 Y k-1 Yok

The variables Ry and 6;” are called, respectively, Priifer radii and angles. Observe that the Priifer
angles are random variables, since w; are randomly distributed. The Priifer radii, on the other hand,
are random variables only as a function of the Priifer angles, and their dependence on @ will be
omitted.

Remark 3.1: The convention we have employed here differs from the convention in Ref. 14,
since the functions cos 6 and sin 6; are exchanged. Nevertheless, the behavior of the Priifer variables
are identical in both conventions.

We nonetheless use a slightly different expression of (3.7), more adequate to relation (3.5).
Given the vectors

Vi = (Re—1 cos 6, Re_y sin6y’) Vi = (Recos B, Ry sinfy)

the Priifer variables (Rk, 9,?’) satisfy a recurrence relation induced by

Vi = R((ay — ay_))@)Vi—1 (3.8)

k>0

and
Vi = P(E)vg, (3.9
with vi = R((a{ + D)V,

y cos 6y cos ¢ (E—mcz)/ccos‘fﬁ—(l—cos @)sin¢
Vo(Bo) = Ro | . =U| . = sme ,
sin 6, sin ¢ cos ¢

RS _ <((E —mc?)cosd)/c — (1 — cos @) sinqﬁ)2 + cos?s.

sin ¢
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Thus, if ¥, = (wl,,,, wz,n,l) represents a solution to (3.1) satisfying the initial conditions
uy = (cos @, sin ¢), then

R(@)Vi = Unug41.

By equivalence of norms, the growth of T'(n; E) may be controlled by the euclidean norm (see
Sec. 4 of Ref. 20 for details)

IUT (n; EYU " wol> = |UT (@ + 1; E)U ' vlI> = Ry,

where the equality holds for any unit vector vy = (cos 6y, sin ) and for each n such that ay; < n
< ajy,,- Thus, from Egs. (3.8), (3.9), and (3.6), R12v can be written as

N
(Ry) = (R[] (
n=1

N

2 1 N
) = (Ry)? <exp{ﬁ;lnf(0,‘;’,q))}) . (3.10)

R,
Rnfl
with

0%, ) := (A(p) cos 0“ + B(p) sin 6°) + (C(p) cos 68“ + D(p)sin 6°)?, 3.11)

mec* 2 2
where A(p) =1 + % — 2. Dp)=1- UE+me)

2c2

B(p) v [__Eromit E + mc? —4cz 2
= —— mc- — —Zv ),
¥ 2¢2\ m2c* 4+ 4c¢2 — E2 E +mc?

and

Clgp) = —

v [ (E +mc?)(m2c* + 4c? — E?)
2¢2 E — mc?
are the entries of P(E).

The Priifer angles (6;°)x>1 are, on the other hand, obtained recursively by

09 — tan—! (C + Dtan6’
@ =

A+ Btan6
for k > 1, with 6 given by 6; = 6y — (a; + w)g.
Hence, the determination of the exact asymptotic behavior of the sequence (R, (6p)),; involves
an estimate of the Birkhoff-like sum

)— B+ o — or_1)g (3.12)

1 N
N;mf(v,en), (3.13)

for N large, which, on the other hand, depends on the distribution properties of the sequence (0,‘[")”>|
of the Priifer angles. The tool that intertwines these elements is the following theorem (recall that
a sequence w = (x,),>; is said to be uniformly distributed modulo 7 (u.d. mod ) if it is equally
distributed, in fractional portions, over half open subintervals of [0, 7)).

Theorem 3.2 (Theorem 1.1 in Ref. 15): The sequence w = (x,)n>1 of real numbers x,, € [0, )
is u.d. modm, if and only if, for every continuous real function h defined on the closed interval
I = [0, ], we have

Y 1 [
ngnooﬁng;h({xn})z—/o h(x)dx. (3.14)

T

Theorem 3.2 provides a criterion that permits the substitution, on the asymptotic limit N — oo,
of the average (3.13) by the integral

l g
—/ In f(v, 6)d6,
T Jo
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in case the sequence (9,‘;))n>1 of the Priifer angles is u.d. mod 7 and In f(v, 8), with f(v, 8) given
by (3.11), is a periodic Riemann integrable function of period 7.

Lemma 3.3: The function h(0) := In f (v, 0) is a periodic Riemann integrable function of period
7, whose average is given by

1 b
—/ h(®)dd =Inr(v, E), (3.15)
T Jo
with
1 v? [(E? — m?c*)? + 4m>2c®
JE)y=1 — — 4vE 4+ 20%|. 3.16
r, ) + (m2c* +4c2 — E?) 2 |: (E?2 —m2%c%) vE 2y j| (3-16)

Proof: The proof of the lemma is an adaptation of some results presented in Sec. IV in
Ref. 20. =

Lemma 3.3 and Theorem 3.2 provide a precise estimate for the asymptotic limit of the “time
average” (3.13) under the hypothesis of the u. d. mod 7 of the sequence (9,3")n>1 of Priifer angles.

Lemma 3.4: Let (R, (00)),>1 be the sequence of the Priifer radii which satisfy the initial conditions
vy = (cos B, sin ¥). Suppose there is a set A C R of null Lebesgue measure so that the sequence
(0,‘,”)n>1 of the Priifer angles is u.d. mod &t for ¢ € [0, w)\A. Then,

Cy'rY < (Ry(60))* < Cyr", (3.17)

where Cy is a real number such that Cy > 1 and limy_, C,lv/N = (Ro)z, with r given by (3.16).

Proof: The inequalities (3.17) follow from the hypotheses of the lemma, by Egs. (3.10) and
(3.15) and the estimate

N
1 T *
N;lnf(v,é’n)—;/; In f(v,0)d6| < CDy,
where
d({k : xmod 7w € [0,6),1 <k <N
D5®) = D@, ... o) = sup |4 kmonfv[ ) D,
0<d<m

is the so-called discrepancy of the sequence (0,),-; (see Ref. 15 for an ample discussion on
discrepancy) and C is some positive constant. For the second part of the lemma, we need

Theorem 3.5 (Corollary 1.1 of Chapter 2 in Ref. 15): A sequence w is u.d. mod 7 if, and
only if, limy_, o D} (w) = 0.

It follows by the hypothesis of uniform distribution and Theorem 3.5 that

N1—r>noo N(G) 0’

hence, limy_, o Cllv/ N = (Ro(60))?, and the proof of Lemma 3.4 is complete. O
Now we finally deal with the uniform distribution of the sequence (9,‘;’)

n>1"

Theorem 3.6: The sequence of Priifer angles (67),>1 isu.d.mod  forall ¢ /7 € [0, 1\Q and
all w € A, apart from a set with null v measure.

Proof: The proof is exactly the same of Theorem 3.2 in Ref. 2. m|
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IV. HAUSDORFF DIMENSION OF THE SPECTRAL MEASURE

This section is devoted to the determination of the Hausdorff dimension of the spectral measure
of H, 4(m, c). At the end, the proofs of Theorems 1.4 and 1.5 are presented.

A. Basic definitions and generalized subordinacy theory

First, we recall some useful definitions. An almost complete description is found in Ref. 17.
Given a Borel set S C R and « € [0, 1], consider the number

[e¢]

Qa,g(S)zinf{Zwm D |by| < 858 C Ubv}, (4.1)

v=1 v=1

with the infimum taken over all covers by intervals of size at most §. The limit
h*(S) = lim Q4 5(S), 4.2
($) im Qq.5(5) (4.2)

is called a-dimensional Hausdorff (outer) measure. The counting measure, at o« = 0, and the
Lebesgue measure, at o = 1, are important particular cases. It is clear by the definitions (4.1)
and (4.2) that A%(S) is an outer measure on R (see Ref. 10). For § < a < y,

8770, 5(5) < Qus(S) <8P 0p5(9),

holds for any § > 0 and S C R. So, if 1*(S) < oo, then h"(S) = 0 for y > «; if h*(S) > 0, then

hP(S) = oo for B < a. Thus, for every Borel set S, there is a unique g such that 2%(S) = 0 if

o > ag and h*(S) = oo if g < «. The number «y is called the Hausdorff dimension of the set S.
Another useful concept is the exact dimension of a measure, taken from Ref. 23.

Definition 4.1: A Borel measure u in R is said to be of exact dimension «, o € [0, 1], if two
requirements hold: (1) for every 8 € [0, 1] with 8 < « and S a set of dimension 8, u(S) = 0 (which
means that ©(S) gives zero weight to any set S with 2%(S) = 0); (2) there is a set Sy of dimension «
which supports w in the sense that (R\.Sp) = 0.

Finally, we recall the notions of continuity and singularity of a measure with respect to the
Hausdorff measure. Given « € [0, 1], a measure p is called a-continuous if ©«(S) = 0 for every set
S with h*(S) = 0; it is called «-singular if it is supported on some set S with 2*(S) = 0.

Remark4.2: It is possible to reformulate Definition 4.1 in this context: a measure p is said to have
exact dimension « if, for every € > 0, it is simultaneously (o — €)-continuous and (« + €)-singular.

Jitomirskaya and Last'? extended, to Hausdorff measures, the Gilbert-Pearson theory of
subordinacy'! for Lebesgue measures, which relates the spectral property of p to the rate of growth
of the solutions to the Schrodinger equation. Now we describe the extension of these results to Dirac
operators (1.2).

A solution W to (3.1) is said to be subordinate if

1l
im — =
1=o0 || P]|;

holds for any linearly independent solution ® to (3.1), where ||-||, denotes the [>(Z, C*)-norm
truncated at the length / € R, i.e.,

[1]
117 = [1W1al® + W]+ @ = 1D (W P + W ) -

n=0

[/] the integer part of /.
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Following Jitomirskaya-Last,'> for any given € > 0 introduce a length [(€) € (0, c0) by the
equality

c
””D”z(e) H”an(e) = e 4.3)

(see Eq. (1.12) in Ref. 12), where u? and u" are the solutions to (3.1) which satisfy the initial
conditions (2.4).

At most one of the solutions { } to (3.1) belongs to IZ(ZJr C?), thanks to the constancy
of the Wronskian, which follows by the Green’s identity; that is, forn > —1,

N
Z (Y (Hp®), — (HpW);®,) = W[®, W](N) — W[, W](=1) =0
n=0
(where W[®, ¥](n) = C(¢1,n+1¢§‘,” — ¢2,n¢f‘.n+1); see also Chapter 9 in Ref. 3). Hence, the left-
hand side of (4.3) is a monotone increasing function of / which vanishes at [ = 0 and diverges as
I — o00. On the other hand, the right-hand side of (4.3) is a monotone decreasing function of € which
diverges as € — 0. It is then concluded that the function I(¢) is a well-defined monotone decreasing
and continuous function of € which diverges as € — 0.
What follows is the version of Jitomirskaya-Last inequalities for the discrete Dirac operators.

Theorem 4.3: Let Hp(m, ¢) be the Dirac operator (1.2) that satisfies the boundary condition
(1.8). Given € > 0, we obtain

524 ”uD“l(e) 5+/24
< <

m(E +ie) ~ ””N”/(e) ~ m(E +ie)

In order to prove this theorem, we only need the following lemma, which is an adaptation of
Lemma 3.1 in Ref. 12; with such result at hand, the proof of Theorem 4.3 follows the same lines as
the proof of Theorem 1.1 in Ref. 12.

The function yx,(z) in Lemma 4.4 is nothing but the unique 12(Z+, C?) solution of the Dirac
equation (2.3), the one associated with the definition of m(z) (see Sec. II).

Lemma 4.4 (Variation of Parameters): For every n > 0, x,(z) satisfies the identity
X1n+1(2) uy 41 (E) ut, 1 (E)
=- +m@) |
X2.n(2) uy (E) uy,(E)

Uy g1 (E)
B L( ;2:(1E) )kz (Ul i1 (E)x1.4(2) + ud (E)x2.x(2)}

Sl

P

1 (E)
4l Z WY (Ea@ + i (Byos@) . (44
u2yn(E) P

Proof: We denote by (*: "*‘(E)) the right-hand side of (4.4), and let (”‘ 0(?)) = ("%). Regarding
the Wronskian constancy, it is easy to verify that
(al,m(E)) B ( B a(E) + 20EE ) L (E) 4 1£x0,(2) )
U2 (E) U2,n— l(E)‘I'mvl n(E) = £ x14(2)
holds for every n > —1. Since

2V, +E4i€) xon(z
(xl_,m(z)) ~ ( X1 (@) o D )

2__ I -
Xx2,1(2) Xon1(z) + BV EZiONaG)

c
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and (ﬁ?fl((EE?)) = (’"_(?) = (X’;‘ff(Eg)), it follows by induction that #,(z) = x,(z) for every

n=>0. O

It is a direct consequence of Theorem 4.3 that Theorem 1.2 in Ref. 12 and its corollaries also
hold true: if p is defined by (2.7), then, with b = «/(2 — «),

w1 PUE—-—€ E+e)
D, (E) := 11r£1¢soup ey =

if, and only if,

lim inf |21, =
L —
oo fut,

3

and D7 (E) is the so-called Hausdorff upper derivative of p at E (see Ref. 17 for a detailed discussion
of this concept).

Before we proceed, we need some important results regarding the behavior of the generalized
eigenfunction u”. Next we present a version of Theorem 3.10 in Ref. 19.

Proposition 4.5: Fix § > 0. For almost every E with respect to the measure p,

1
3 (|ufn(E)|2 + |u§n(E)|2) <Cp(nD)'*, [>2. (4.5)

n=0

~ | —

In particular, by taking § = 1,

i lu”(E)|l
im sup

e 11210 (4.6)

Proof: Define the function gi(E) = 27F Zikzo (|ufn(E)|2 + qun(E)|2). It follows from Propo-
sition 3.3 in Ref. 19 (in fact, from a straightforward adaptation of this result) that f gi(E)dpa(E) <
C < oo; thus, Y02 k™' g, (E) € L'(R, dp). This implies the inequality gi(E) < Cgk'*® for al-
most every E with respect to p. Let 28~! < < 2%, Then

l
%Z (luP B + [u2, (E)[) = 28k < Crtin))'*,
n=0

with Cp =2 (l + ﬁ) Cp. In particular, by picking the value § = 1, relation (4.6) follows from
(4.5). This completes the proof of the proposition. m|

Lemma 4.6: Let u®(E) and u™ (E) be the solutions to (3.1) that satisfy the initial conditions
(2.4). Then

luPENllu™(E); = cl.
Proof. Since the Wronskian is constant, it follows that

W, @) 1) = ¢ (up,pqud, —uy us,) = W, @™ (=1 =c

<(u€n+1<E»*> ( u ,(E) )
W, (BN )\~ (B)) [,

<“{V,n+1(E)>
ué\fn(E)

for every n > 0. Thus,

-1 -1

D= WP, @yIm <

n=0 n=0

()
uffn(E)

=

ki
-1 -1
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where we have used Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the last step. Hence,
P Bl llu™ (Bl = el

which concludes the proof of the lemma. m|

By taking into account the above adaptations to the Dirac operator, the proofs of
Corollaries 4.7(a) and 4.7(b) follow the same lines of the proofs of Corollaries 4.4 and 4.5 in
Ref. 12, respectively.

Corollary 4.7: (a) Suppose that for some «a € [0, 1) and every E in some Borel set F, every
solution \V to the Dirac eigenvalue equation (3.1) obeys

lim sup ||q,1||12
[—00 1270[
Then, the restriction p(F N ) is a-continuous.
(b) Suppose that
uP(E)|;
lim inf u = 4.7)
[— 00 [

is satisfied for every E in some Borel set F. Then the restriction p(F N -) is a-singular.

Corollary 4.7 can be rewritten in terms of the one-dimensional 2 x 2 transfer matrices T (n; E)
defined by (3.3). This approach, based on Corollary 3.7 in Ref. 1, is of particular importance in our
problem, since we have obtained in Sec. III the exact behavior of these matrices for a sparse potential
like (1.5).

Corollary 4.8: Suppose that for some o € [0, 1) and every E in some Borel set A C R,

!
. 1
limsup 7= > IT@: E)* < oo, (4.8)
- n=0

with ||-|| some matrix norm. Then the restriction p(A N -) is a-continuous.

Proof: By choosing 6 =0 and 6, = 7 /2, it follows from a straightforward adaptation of
Theorem 2.3 in Ref. 14 that there exists a constant D such that

IT(n —1; E)|| = C max {R,(0), R,(7r/2)},

cosd
where R, (0) is the Priifer radius at n starting from the initial condition vy = < . 9); explicitly,
sin

_ (E4mc>)QRc+E—mc?) q:
C= V (E—mc?)Q2c—E—mc?)" Since
4¢*(E — mc?)

R2(610) = ‘
2G1e) (E +mc?)(4c? +m2c* — E?)

2
D(N) ‘2 dc D(N)

2
u
(4c? + m2c* — E?) 2'"_1‘

4c(E — mc?) D(N), D(N) s
42+ mct — Ezm {u]*" (1) ]

(see (3.7)), we obtain the inequality

)2

2
D D”?ZM + ‘”ffﬂ‘ ] < R,(01).
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: _ 2c(E—mcH)Q2c—E—mc?)
with D = (E+mc?)(4c2+m?c*—E?) " Thus,

I

2 2
ST B = ¢ymax | |« B, [« B, | 4.9)
n=0
C| = C x D. Hypothesis (4.8), together with (4.9), imply Corollary 4.8. a

Note that the growth of the norm of the transfer matrix gives exactly the growth of the increasing
solution. This fact will be of great importance later on.

B. Hausdorff dimension and spectral transition

The last step in the determination of the Hausdorff dimension of the measure p is the following
extension of Proposition 3.9 in Ref. 1:

Proposition4.9: Let A = (ay),> be given by (1.7), E € R and assume that the sequence (9,‘;’)n>1
of Priifer angles (3.12) is u. d. mod r for every 6y € [0, ), almost every ¢ € [0, i) (with respect to
Lebesgue measure) and almost every w € E. Then, there is a generalized eigenfunction ¥V (i.e., ¥
satisfies H, y(m, c)¥V = EW and the phase boundary condition (1.4)) such that

C "2 < Ry(¢) < Cur"/? (4.10)

holds with r given by (3.16) and C,}/” N\ Ro(¢) as n — oo. In addition, there exists a subordinate
solution ® (with a*-phase boundary condition) for energy E such that, for all sufficiently large n,
the Priifer radius associated with ® satisfies

|Ru@®)| < Cor"? .11
with Cy/™ \{ Ro(a*) asn — oc.

Proof: The proof of the proposition follows the same steps of the proof of Proposition 3.9 in
Ref. 1. We, nevertheless, trace them out.

The first part of the proposition is simply Lemma 3.4. The second part follows the same steps of
Lemma 3.6 in Ref. 2, which adapts the results presented in Theorem 8.1 in Ref. 19 (the latter gives
a sufficient condition for the existence of a subordinate solution to the Dirac equation (3.1)).

The inequalities (4.10) and the results of Theorem 2.3 in Ref. 14 imply that

C,'r? <ty < Cur2, (4.12)

with t,, := ||T(a, 4+ 1; E)|| and r given by (3.16). From now on, the proof of the existence of a
subordinate solution, as well as the determination of its asymptotic behavior, follow from the proof
of Lemma 3.6 in Ref. 2. m|

Remark 4.10: The corresponding modifications of the known results for Schrodinger operators,
employed in the proof of Proposition 4.9 to the Dirac setting studied in this work, are straightforward,
being therefore omitted.

Finally, we are able to prove our main result.

Proof: (Theorem 1.4) We base the arguments on the proof of Theorem 3.11 in Ref. 1. First,
introduce the notation

A = —/m2c* 4 2¢2(1 — cos(Qm)) U vm2c* + 2¢2(1 — cos(Qn)), (4.13)

which will also be used in other occasions ahead.
Theorem 3.6 implies that the sequence (O,f))po of Priifer angles is u.d.mod m for every

6o € [0, ],every E € L' = L \ A, and almost every w € E. We obtain from (4.12) the estimates
ITk; E)| < Cur™* < Cral? < CJk"72,

which hold 1for every E €L’ and every a? <k < ay, , with y =Inr/Inp, C) >0 and

lim, . (C})) " < 0.
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It follows by the constancy of || T (k; E)|| on [a, + 1, a,,+1] (since the free matrix Tj is equivalent
to a rotation; see Sect. III) that

!
S NTR: E)P < cl™ (4.14)
k=0

holds for some ¢ > 0 and every E € L.
The application of Proposition 4.9 together with (1.10) guarantees, for these values of E, the
existence of a subordinate solution ®*"? such that its sequence of Priifer radii satisfies the estimate

IR, (6,)] < CVa,7/?,

for some constant C," > 0.
Since every solution to (3.1) has constant modulus on the interval [a, + 1, a,+1], we have

|oe|; < it (4.15)

for some ¢’ > 0.

Since the restriction of the measure p to I is supported on the set of those E for which &
satisfies the boundary condition ¢ (thanks to the fact that p has no absolutely continuous part; see
Theorem 1 in Ref. 11), we have u? = ®**® for almost every E € I with respect to p and for almost
every boundary condition ¢ (by the theory of rank-one perturbation; see Theorem 1.3 in Ref. 12).

Thus, by (4.14) and (4.15), on the intervals (2.13), one has

1
, 1
hgnsup = Z T (k; E)||> < oo

and

D 2
lim inf —”” @Hl =0,

[—o00 o
provided 2 —a =14y 4+ ¢ and o' = 1 — y + &, respectively, where ¢ is an arbitrary positive
number.

It follows, by Corollary 4.8, that the spectral measure p is simultaneously (1 —y — ¢)-
continuous and (1 — y + ¢)-singular. Since ¢ is arbitrary, we have from Remark 4.2 that the re-
striction p(I’ N -) has exact Hausdorff dimension given by (1.11), where I’ C L.

Finally, from the theory of rank one perturbations (more specifically, Theorem 8.1 of?°),
we know that p (A) =0 (see (4.13)) holds for almost every ¢; therefore, for almost every ¢,
the restriction p(I N -) has (1.11) as its Hausdorff dimension. This concludes the proof of the
theorem. O

Remark 4.11: We have checked that it is possible to extend the results of Refs. 11 and 13 to the
Dirac setting, in the same way as exposed here for the results of generalized subordinacy discussed
in Ref. 12.

Despite the obtained exact Hausdorff dimension of the spectral measure p, what can we infer
from the spectral nature of the operator H, 4(m, c) on the interval (2.13)? This is a tricky question,
since we are induced to think that for «, = 0, the spectrum is simply dense pure point and for
a, > 0, the spectrum is singular continuous. There are, however, some examples in the literature 3!
where the spectrum is singular continuous with null Hausdorff dimension. Note that Theorem 1.5
settles the problem. Now we present its proof.

Proof: (Theorem 1.5) We must prove, for fixed v and B, the inclusion

L\A CIEER: Y T E)| 7> =00
n=0
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(A; is a set with zero Lebesgue measure), since (a) follows directly from an adaptation of
Theorem 2.1 in Ref. 27. Now, if

00 00 2
(h\ANC S EeR:) B0’ (Z(t,f;)2> < ool
n=1 m=n

then (b) follows from an adaptation of Lemma 4.1 in Ref. 2 and by Proposition 4.2 in Ref. 20.
We pick n such thatay <n < a%H is valid for some N € N. We obtain from (1.7) and (3.4),

YT B = Y IT@: B 8 +IT@: Bl Y. 1, (4.16)

< w
m<n k<N+1 ay <m<n

with || - ||y := ||U - U™ (see Sec. 4 of Ref. 20).
We have by Theorem 2.3 in Ref. 14 the inequalities

-2
ITon; E)I7* < CHIT (@5 B)y* < C? (»”{‘?é} Rkw,»)) (.17)
rel,
and
. -2
ITGn: E)I 7 = C2IT (s By = €2 (_rrﬁuzc} Rk(el-)) : (4.18)
terl,

for every ai <m < a’,,, with C as in the proof of Corollary 4.8 and
C = C/|sin(®r — 6,)/2]

(61, 6, € [0, ) represent a pair of initial Priifer angles such that 0 < |6; — 6| < 7/2; see
Lemma 2.2 of Ref. 14).
Introduce

M

Sy uB.9) =D CE (B! £ 2k) r (4.19)
k=N

(the term 2k is due to the uncertainty associated with the position of the kth barrier: g¥+! — 2k
<ap < ﬁk+1 4+ 2k — 1 for all w € E), with r given by (3.16). It follows by Lemma 3.4, and
Eqgs. (4.16), (4.18), and (4.19),

ay+1
C 28y < DO ITmE)| 72 < C2S5 . (4.20)

m=n

forevery M > N + 1 and E € B, with

B = —/m2c* + 2¢2(1 — cos([0, 7] \ Qm)) U v/m2c* + 2¢2(1 — cos([0, 7] \ Qm)), (4.21)

2cos(Qm N [0, 7)) representing the “energies” where the sequence (6)’),>¢ is not u. d. mod 7; see
the proof of Theorem 3.6.
It is clear by Lemma 3.4, and Eqgs. (3.16), (4.20), and (4.21) that

B |E: lim 1T E)] = oo)
n—oo

i.e., B belongs to the complement of the essential support of the absolutely continuous part of
the spectrum of H, 4(m, ¢), Xy, according to Theorem 1.1 of Ref. 19. Hence, except for the set
A =(@Qm N[0, m))UA* of Lebesgue zero measure (A* is some set of Lebesgue zero measure
presented in the definition of X,.), the set

By = —/m2c* 4+ 2¢2(1 — cos([0, 7]\ A1) U /m2c* + 2¢2(1 — cos([0, 7]\ A1) (4.22)
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belongs to the singular spectrum. It follows from (4.19) and the left-hand member of (4.20), for
M — oo, that

YT B~ =

n=0

if 8 > r. Therefore, we conclude from (4.22) and Theorem 2.2 of Ref. 14 that the essential spectrum
of H, 4(m, c) is purely singular continuous when restricted to /\ A1, and this proves part (a) of the
theorem.

We prove part (b) by assuming that 8 < r. By introducing

S=Y Cur™, (4.23)
it follows by Lemma 3.4 and Eqs. (4.16) and (4.17), that

[o.¢]
> T (@n + 1L E)| 72 < €25, (4.24)

m=n

Finally, we have from Lemma 3.4 and Eqgs. (4.17), (4.18), (4.23), and (4.24) that

o0 o0 2
Y (B"+ 0w — 0ut) IT(@n + LE | D 1T (an + 15 B))| 2
n=1 m=n

<C Z B" +2n) C,r" S

o]

Z B" +2n) (C,)°r~ (4.25)

converges for every E € I€. It follows by Lemma 3.6 in Ref. 2 and (4.25) above, that if
E € I°\ Ay, then the Dirac equation (3.1) have a 12(Z+, C?) solution. Since, by Theorem 1.3,
I¢ € 0es(H, ¢ (m, c)) for every ¢ € [0, ], the hypothesis of Proposition 4.2 of Ref. 20 is fulfilled
and consequently H, 4(m, c) have only dense pure point spectrum in /€ for almost every ¢ € [0, 7].
This concludes the proof of part (b) of the theorem. O
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