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Abstract. Let V! and V!? be two ergodic random potentials on IR%. We
consider the Schrédinger operator H,=H,+V,, with Hy=—A4 and for
X=(Xy1, . Xg)

Vix) if x,<0
V(=12 .
wl%) {V;,”(x) if x,20

We prove certain ergodic properties of the spectrum for this model, and express
the integrated density of states in terms of the density of states of the stationary
potentials V" and V{?. Finally we prove the existence of the density of surface
states for H,,

1. Introduction

In this paper we consider Schrédinger operators H,=H,+ V, with random
potential ¥, on L[*(R%. The random potential ¥, we consider has different
behavior in the left and right half space. More precisely, there are two ergodic
random fields V,F and V,;” onR?such that V, agrees with ¥} in one half space and
with ¥, in the complementary half space. To be specific we assume V,(x)=V,;" for
x,20 and V (x)=V, (x) for x, <O.

Thus V,, is not an ergodic potential (unless V,* happen to agree). Consequently,
the general theory of ergodic potentials (see e.g. [4, 2, 10] and references therein)
does not apply. For example, a priori the spectrum o(H,,) may depend on . In fact,
Molcanov and Seidel [ 15] consider the one dimensional case in detail. They prove
that, in their special case, the spectrum o(H ,) consists of the half line [0, c0) plus an
additional isolated negative eigenvalue. This eigenvalue depends on the random
parameters.

We will prove in the next section that in the higher dimensional case (d>1)
the spectrum is non-random under very mild assumptions. The main difference
between d =1 and d > 1 lies in the “ergodicity” of the potential under shifts parallel
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to the surface of the half space, which clearly does not apply to the one dimensional
case.

Carmona [3] also considers the one dimensional case. He looks at the measure
theoretic nature of the spectrum. Carmona proved the remarkable fact that, under
suitable assumptions, H,=H,+ V, has absolutely continuous resp. p.p. spec-
trum if H} has ac. resp. p.p. spectrum near E and E ¢ o(H,).

The only paper about the multidimensional case we are aware of is the paper
[5] by Davies and Simon. While they treat only periodic V,* this paper was one of
our main motivations.

Our paper is organized as follows: In Sect. 2 we give some basic results about
the spectrum of H,,. We prove that ¢(H,) is non-random and contains the spectra
o(H})uo(H,). In general, however, o(H,,) is bigger than ¢(H;)uad(H,) and we
give a class of examples for this phenomenon. We call the energies in 6(H,} )ua(H,;)
the bulk spectrum and the other energies in o(H ) surface spectrum. This notation
is justified by proving that points in the surface spectrum correspond to Weyl
sequences concentrated near the surface {x; =0}.

Section 3 discusses the density of states for H,. We show that the integrated
density of states for H,, is nothing but the arithmetic mean of the density of states of
H} and H_ . Therefore the density of states is unable to detect the surface states. It
is rather straightforward to conjecture that this is due to the fact that we normalize
by a volume in the density of states while we should normalize by a surface term to
grasp the surface states. This conjecture is proven in Sect. 3 and 4. In fact, we prove
that there is a density of surface state which exists as a measure in the gaps of the
bulk spectrum. Inside the bulk spectrum, the density of surface states exists in the
sense of a next order correction to the (bulk) density of state. In this case, however,
we can only prove existence in the sense of a (Schwarz) distribution.

The result about the density of surface states was already obtained for the
Anderson model by two of the authors [7]. See also [8] and references therein for
the consideration of special cases. Our results have been announced in [6].

In Sect. 5 we discuss some extensions and modifications of our results.

2. Basic Definitions and Results

Throughout this paper, we take d=2. Let V,(x), xeR? be a random field on a
probability space (2, TF, P). V, is called R%-stationary (respectively Z%-stationary) if
there is a family {T;};., of measure-preserving transformations on (2, #, P) with
index set I =IR? (respectively Z¢), such that Vr ,(x)="V,(x—i). We call a random
field stationary if it is IR%stationary or Z‘-stationary. V, is called ergodic
(respectively R%ergodic, respectively Z%-ergodic) if the corresponding measure
preserving transformations are ergodic, i.e. if any set A € # invariant under all T;
has probability zero or one. There is an easy procedure, the “suspension
technique,” to transfer results from the IR%ergodic case to the Z%ergodic case
almost automatically (see [9]). We will use suspension freely in what follows.
The general situation we consider in this paper is the following: V" and V,~ are
two ergodic random fields on RY independent of each other. We set for
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x=(xy,...,x) €eR*:
V.S (x) for x,=0

V,(x) for x;<0° @1

Volx)= {
V., is obviously not an ergodic potential. In fact, it is not even stationary. However,
it is stationary with respect to those T; with i, =0, i.e. for shifts perpendicular to the
x,-axis. While some of our results below remain true in a more general situation,
we will suppose a further condition on the ergodic potentials ¥, which roughly
speaking, ensures that no direction in space is distinguished by the process.

Definition. We call a family {T;};.; (I=Z* or IR isotropically ergodic, if the
families Ty ; for v=1,...,d are ergodic, where II, is the projection onto the v
coordinate axis.

Remark. 1t is easy to see that any mixing family is isotropically ergodic.

Examples. 1. Any periodic potential is an isotropic Z“-ergodic process (on a finite
probability space).
2. Suppose that g; are i.i.d. random variables and that

Jel @)= o] 3 ({ obemifdx)™ <co]
ieZq \Co
(where Cy={xeR?| —/2<x,<1/2, v=1,...,d}). Then the alloy-type potential
Volx)= 2. gdw)f(x—i)

is isotropically Z’ergodic.
3. A homogeneous Gaussian process with correlation function vanishing at
infinitely is isotropically ergodic.

Henceforth we assume d >2 and that V' are isotropically ergodic.

Theorem 1. The spectrum o(H ) of H , is a non-random set (i.e. thereis a set ZCR,
s.t. Z=0(H,) P-a.s.). The same is true for the pure point, singular continuous, and
absolutely continuous part of the spectrum. The discrete spectrum of H, is a.s.
empty.

The proof is a not too difficult adjustment of the proof in [11] (see also Pastur
[17] and Kunz-Souillard [14]). Another consequence of the ergodicity is the
following result. Let us denote by X* the (a.s. constant) spectra of HX. Set
To=2 02",

Theorem 2. The spectrum, X, of H, contains X,,.

Proof. Suppose EeZX*. Then there is a Weyl sequence vy, |v,l=1,
(IH} —Ep,|| »0and y, e CP(IR%. Take ¢ > 0 arbitrary. Denote by K, the compact
support of y,. Consider the set

Q.= {w ’ ( Kj |Vo(x) — Vi (x + (i, O))lzdx>1/2<s for infinitely many i go}.

By Poincaré’s recurrence theorem this event has probability one. Thus for
P-almost all w there exist $,(x) =, (x + i) such that supp P, C {x, >0}, | §,|| =1 and
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(H} —Eyp,—0. Consequently ¢, is a Weyl sequence for H, and E, i.e.
Eeo(H,). O

This result, of course, raises the question whether X, is already all of X. The
question was considered in [5] for the special case of periodic V.. These authors
found, in fact, additional spectrum in general. They called the corresponding states
surface states, a notion we adopt. We call the corresponding energies in 2\ X, the
“surface energies,” while we sometimes refer to X, as the “bulk spectrum.”

To construct additional examples of H, with 2\, ¢ we consider more
closely the spectrum of H, in the case of alloy-type potentials, i.e.:

Vaf(x)= 2, g e) f P x—1). 2.2

We assume that the g;", g; are independent with distributions P§ and that the
measures Py have compact support. Moreover, we assume that

f®ely(r)= {f .sz (Cjo |f(x—i)|de>1/p <oo}

le

with Co={x|0=x;<1;i=1,...,d} and some p>max <1,§>. By 2 we denote the

class of all potentials W of the form:

_ 24 fT(x—i) for x;<0
Wolx)= {Zlf’f*(x—i) for x;=0’

with A7 periodic sequences (with some period) and A7 € supp P5. Following [7] or
[12] it is not difficult to show:

Theorem 3. Y= WU‘@ o(Ho+W). 2.2

Take now periodic potentials V* =A% f*(x—i) and V(x)=V*(x) for +x,>0,
such that o(Hy+ V)\(a(H *)ua(H 7)) % ¢. Potentials ¥* with this property can be
constructed by the methods in [5]. Now we choose distribution P§ concentrated
close to A* and consider V,(x) as in (2.2) with these distributions. Then, by the
above theorem we have o(H, + V) C 2(=o(H ,)). But by shrinking supp P we can
make o(HZ) arbitrarily close to o(H*). Thus by taking supp P& small enough we
get Z\(o(H})ua(H,)) + ¢ (—almost surely).

While we believe the notion of “surface energies” for points in X\ X, is rather
intuitive, we will “justify” this notion further in various ways in the following.
Recall that according to Weyl’s criterion (see e.g. [18]) for any E € 6(H) there is a
sequence y, € I?(IR?) (“Weyl sequence”) with |y,|| =1 and Hy, — Eyp,—0. The next
result tells us that a Weyl sequence for a surface energy remains close to the surface
{x,=0}. Here we can work in the following general setting: Suppose V* are
operator bounded potential (with relative bounds less than 1). Set

_JV7(x) for x;<0
V)= {V”(x) for x,=0

and X*=g(Hy+V*),Z,=2"0uX",X=0d(H,+ V). Let us, furthermore, denote by
xr the characteristic function of the set Sp={x||x;|<R}.
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Theorem 4. If E€ 2\X and if p,€ CY is a Weyl sequence for H=H,+ V at energy
E, then for any R>0,

lim || xgp,|| >0.

n—oo

Proof. Suppose the assertion is wrong. By going over to a subsequence, if

necessary, we may assume that
XrWn—0

It follows that also yx;gVy,—0. This can be seen as follows: Take ge C®,
0=<g(x)<1 such that Ag is bounded and g(x)=1 for |x,| <2R, g(x)=0 for |x,|=R.
Integrating by parts we get

[8(x) [Pyl dx < [14g(x)l [yl *dx + | g(x) lwal |4 ldx

=M 1 (0] *dx + [| 4, | <‘ I Iwn(x)lzdx)”z-

|x1]= x1| =
Choose now a C*-function g, 0<9 <1 with g(x)=1 for |x;|=2R and ¢(x)=0 for

R
[x,] = > such that Ag and Vg are bounded. Then

I(H = E)ew, || = I(H— Eyp,l +2[[VeVy,l + | (40wl - 2.3)

Since both Vg and 4g have support in Sg = {x| |x,| < R}, the right side of (2.3) goes
to zero. Consequently gy, gives a Weyl sequence for H* or H™ associated to E,
hence E€ X, in contrast to our assumption. []

Corollary. For any ¢>0 there is an R>0 such that
lim [yl 21—e.

Remark. Intuitively speaking, this corollary means that “surface states” are
localized around the surface x; =0.

Proof. Suppose the corollary is wrong for an ¢>0, then (by going over to a
subsequence) eventually

(1= xn)pal > ¢
for all n. Let g be a C*-function on R, such that 0 < g(1) <1, g(1)=1fort =1, g(t)=0

for t£1/2 and set o(x)=g(x,), 0.(x)=0 % . Then [[(1 —o,)p,l| =&>0 for all n and

I(H = E)(1 = @.)¥all 11 — ) (H — Eyp, |l + 211V e,V wall + [(A2)wall . (24)

Since both Vg, and 4g, go to zero in sup-norm the right-hand side of (2.4) goes to
zero, hence (1 —g,)w, is a Weyl sequence.

3. The Density of Surface States

There are two equivalent ways to define the (integrated) density of states for an
ergodic quantum mechanical disordered system. Let H, be a random Hamil-
tonian, with ergodic potential V,,,, a cube of side length 2L centered at the origin.
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We denote by (H,,), respectively (H,)Y, the operator H,, restricted to L*(4,) with
Dirichlet, respectively Neumann boundary conditions. It is easy to see that the
functional

fo—tuf(H)5) for feCoR)

1

[ ALl
on the continuous functions of compact support defines a Borel measure vP on R.
Under mild assumptions on the potential ¥, it can be shown that v? converges
vaguely to a measure v as L—oo0. Moreover, if we define vY in the same way
replacing Dirichlet with Neumann boundary conditions, vy converges to the same
limit. The measure v is called the density of state measure for H,,.

The other method to define the density of states starts from the measures v,
given by

fo o (S (Hy)) -

1
4]
Again, it can be shown that ¥, converges vaguely as L— oo and the limit is v. As one
might expect from physical intuition the support, suppv, of the density of states
measure coincides with the spectrum X(=o(H,)). For technical details we refer to
[16, 1, 2, 13, 4].

To be specific, we will assume throughout that for all £ >0,
E <I e"V5‘x)dx) <.

Co
This ensures the existence of the density of states measures v* of H;.

It is remarkably easy to prove the existence of the density of states v also for the
operator H,=H,+ V,, with V, given by (2.1) and to express it in terms of v* and
V.

Theorem 5. The density of state measure v of H,=H,+V,

V(%)= th(x) for x,<0

Vw (X) for X1 go
exists and is given by v=%4v* +1v".
Proof. Let us set Af ={xed,; x,=20}4; ={xeA,; x;<0}. By Dirichlet-
Neumann bracketing (see [20, 13]) we have
(Ho)a, S(H)R, +(Ho)3, =(Ho)ap +(HZ)2,

and
Consequently, the distribution functions N3 , N, of v} and v} admit the estimate
(|4] denotes the Lebesgue measure of the set A4):

1

m ND (,{) tI'X( o, 1)((Hw)A;)

II/\

1.1 1
2 {ay) Tt A H YA+ [ i n(HO Y } (1)
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and similarly

1 1(1 _ 1
m NZL(A)g 2 {m tr ¥ o0, »(Ho )ﬁ{,)'}‘ m‘, trX(—oo,z)((H;)z,:)}-
L L

(3.2)

1/ * 2
The right-hand side of (3.1) and (3.2) both converge to 3 ( { dvi+ § dvg ) atall

continuity points of the latter function; thus both N’ (1) and NG (1) converge to
this limit. It is well known that the vague convergence of the measure follows from
the convergence of the distribution functions (at all continuity points of the
limit). [

The above result has as an immediate consequence that supp(v)= X, which is
(strictly) smaller than X in general. This should not be too surprising from a
physical point of view. It only tells us that the density of state is too rough a
quantity to “see” the surface states. In fact, for an energy interval, I, to have non-
trivial density of states measure, it is necessary that the number of states with
energy in I grows like the volume of the sample. For surface states it is however
intuitively clear that their number should grow like a surface term.

Thus, instead of normalizing by the volume term |4, |=(2L)? we should rather
normalize by a surface term (2L)? ! which is just the area of the (hyper-)surface
{x, =0} inside 4;. This is precisely how we define the density of surface states in
(T{L)tl;—l—l ¥, cannot converge
since ¥, converges to a nonzero limit. Therefore, inside the bulk spectrum, X, we
define the density of surface states as the order I~ ! correction to the bulk density
of states (see below).

2\2,. Obviously, for an interval I C X, the measures

Definition. For a bounded function of compact support we set

1 _
vi(f):= GDFT tr{xa; (f(Ho) = fHZ)) + 14:(f(Ho)— f(H))} -
In other words v§ just measures the deviation of f(H ) on A, from the direct sum of
f(H})on A and f(H,) on Aj.
We state our main result about the density of surface states:
Theorem 6. Suppose f € C3(R) and f(x)=0(e ™) for some a>0. Then the limit
vi(f)= lim vi(f)
L— o
exists P-almost surely and is non-random. v3 is a distribution of order (at most) 3.

The above defined vS is called the density of surface states (distribution). Before
we begin the proof of Theorem 6 we turn to the behavior of v’ in the “gaps” of Z°.

Corollary 7. v° restricted to R\Z, is a positive measure which is finite on any
compact subset of R\Z,,.
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Remarks. 1. Because, as is intuitively clear, Dirichlet and Neumann boundary
conditions introduce surface terms, we cannot use Dirichlet-Neumann breaketing
to define a surface density of states.

2. Sometimes we will apply v3 to functions of non-compact support, provided they
decay sufficiently rapidly at infinity. We use this extension of the definition without
further comment.

Itis reasonable to call the limit of v§ the density of surface states, provided this limit
exists. In fact, below we will prove the existence of the limits v$ (as L— o) for
functions f that are sufficiently smooth. Therefore, we do not know whether the
limit is a measure; we know, it is a distribution (of a certain order). We will however
prove that it is a measure if restricted to the complement of X,. We have no clear
intuition whether this limitation is a drawback of our proof or whether v* is really
not a measure. Let us, however, remark that v5 certainly is not a positive measure,
in general. In fact, it is not difficult to construct, in the spirit of Theorem 3,
examples where v5( f) is negative for certain positive f. Thisis to be expected from
physical reasoning and we might speak of “surface holes” in this case instead of
surface states.

Proof (of the Corollary given the Theorem):
Take feC3, suppf CR\Z, compact, f =0. Then

=5 Lﬂ 0 )~ 4y S OHD) = 1~ (D)}
= WT tr{xALf(Hw)} 20 . (a.s.)

Observe that f(HZ)=0 since o(HX)nsupp f = ¢. Therefore the functional v§ is
positive and so is v5. But, a positive functional on C3(IR) is in fact (the integral) with
respect to a positive measure by the Riesz representation theorem (and an
inspection of its proof). []J

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 6 modulo an
essentially deterministic result (Theorem 7 below) which is proven in the next
section. To prove Theorem 6, we may restrict ourselves to the “right” part of v§( f),
i.e. to prove the convergence of

1
vpti= QLT tr{xa; (f(H,)— f(HS))} - (33)
The other part can be handled in precisely the same way. Equation (3.3) can be

written as a sum in the following way:

1 L-1

(2L)d 1 JZO 1eALnZ“

tr{xey, o(f(Ho) = f(HS))}



Ergodic Random Hamiltonians 621
where
Ap={yeR*'|(x,y)e 4, for some xeR}

(recall that C; ,={x|j=x,;<j+1, i,Sx,<i,+1 for v=2,...,d}). To shorten
notation, we introduce

$6,0=25G. i)(f)=tr{xC(j’i)(f(Hw)_f(H;)-))} .

In the next section we will show that:

Theorem 7. E(I¢(;5) < 7

The constant C depends on f.

Proof of Theorem 6. Given Theorem 7, we may write v$* * as:

vy = — 5 P —_ é s s .
L E ! ied}nZd4-1 jZ-ZO o9 E ! ieAi?Zd"l ng v

(oo}
Let us set n;= ) &, By Theorem 7 the random variable #; exists and is
j=0
integrable. Moreover #; is invariant under the shifts T;' =T, ;. Consequently
1

d—1
L ieAlnZd-1

U

the first summand above, converges by Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem. The second
summand admits the estimate

1 ©
E < ¢t ieA}Ezd-l (ng éu’i))

It follows from this and the Birkhoff theorem again that this term goes pointwise to
zero (P-a.s.) as L goes to infinity. This finishes the proof of Theorem 6 modulo
Theorem 7.

)g T E(&)-0 as Lo,

4. Proof of Theorem 7

In this section we will prove Theorem 7 in a somewhat more general setting.
Suppose that ¥+ are two potentials on IR? in the Kato class K, (see e.g. [21] or
[4]). We set

_JV(x) for x;<0
V)= {V*(x) for x,20

and define H* =H,+ V* and H=H,+ V. As above we denote by C,; , for jeZ,
ieZ ! the cube

C(J,i)={x‘0§xl_j<1, Oéxv'_iv._1<1, V=2,...,d}.
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We define &; () =tr{xc,, ,(f(H)— f(H")} for j=0 and with H* replaced by H~
for j<O.

Theorem 7’. For any f € C3(R) with f(x)=0(e~*) (witha>0and1=0,1,2,3) as
X— 00, thereis a constant C (depending only on f and the K ;-norms of V* ) such that

C
|f(j,i)(f)|§ 1—_}_‘]—2

We start the proof of Theorem 7' by investigating the special case f(x)=e™"*
for some ¢t > 0. Since H* and H are bounded below we may assume that H* > 1 and
H =1 by adding a constant. In the rest of the proof we restrict ourselves to the case
j=0, the other one being similar.

Proposition 1. For some C, a, >0,
1€, (e ™™ SCe e F,

Proof. Set ¢(t):=¢&; 5(e™™). Since e"*# <e™’, we have for t >},
. 1,1, I
|‘P(t)|=|trXc<j,i)(e—tH_e_tH N=2e 2 e tr(xegpe 3 )Sce 2e 2.

}dx,

where IEj’, denotes expectation over the Brownian bridge starting at time zero in x
and ending at time ¢ in y (see [21] for more information). Unless the path reaches
the negative half space the exponentials cancel so

For t<j we rely on a Feymann-Kac argument,

_ g+ —JiV(b(s)+x)ds —-}V*(b(s)-*—x)ds
lp@|=Itrxc,, e~ —e )N Eéz%{‘e 0 —e o

Ci.o

1 t

|¢(t)|§ ) _[ ]Eé:g {(e-gV(h(s)+x)ds_e-bfvv-(b(s)#x)ds) X {b losgl?;t Ibl(s)l >J}} ds.

G, 9
By the Schwarz inequality:
le@)=2 | EG%

Ciy,

-‘Vb +x)d. -2‘V+b +x)ds }1/2
{e [vew s | =21y x)s)/ ix

P§S (0852 , {1b4(s)l >j})”2.

The first factor in the above formula is bounded since ¥, V* € K, by assumption.
The second part can be estimated by:

i2

2 , s
1P<‘>’,%<sup {!bl(S)I>j}}§Me T<MesMe e 2. O
0=s=st

The idea will be to analytically continue the estimates in ¢ and then use the
Fourier transform. So, we consider the function
Y(z)= ef* f(j, i)(e )

as a function of the complex variable z(Rez =0).
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Proposition 2.

t
—ajarct.z:m'—s—I

[w(t+is)| = Ce

Proof. vy is analytic for t=Rez>0 and |y(z)] <C, for Rez=0.
Moreover, from Proposition 1 we learn that
[p(t+is)| S Ce™ .

From this we infer the assertion of the proposition by complex interpolation as
follows: The transformation &+—e® maps the strip {|0<im¢<n/2} into
{z|Rez=0,Imz 20, z+0}. By setting y(¢)=1y(e°). We define a function y analytic
in the above strip. We have

EIL£Ce™ for Imv=0,
x(@I=C, for Imé=n/2.
Thus Hadamard’s three line theorem (see e.g. [19]) implies that:
(OIS CimeCy2-Imegairiz=tms),
Since for z=¢° we have that Imé=argz, we get

IW(é)l < C:irgz C12t/2 —argze —aj(n/2 —argz)
< Ce—aj(n/l—argz)‘

s .
For z=t+is we have argz=arctan -. Thus, we obtain the result for s=0. The
argument for s <0 is the same.
The above result tells us that
—ajarctanl—:l-’

Eg.nle” TN = Ce e

We come to the proof for arbitrary f e C*(R) with f(x)=0(e ") as x— o0 (a>0).
Such a function can be written as

1
fx)= 3 8x) for x>1/2(say),
where g is of the same type. Let g be the Fourier transition of g normalized by

g(x)= [ &(s)e~"ds.
Then
SH)—f(H")=H *gH)—(H") *g(H")

+ o0
— _j‘ (H—2e—isH__H:2e—isH+)g(s)ds

+ 0 . 3 .
j‘ E(S) j’ t(e—(t+ls)H_e—(t+ls)H )dtdS.
— 00 ]
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Consequently
|é(j,k)(f)| = |tr{X(j,k)(f(H)—f(H+))}|

+ 0 0
]' g(s) ]‘ ttr{XC(j i)(e—(t+is)H__e—(t+is)H*)}dtds
- 0 ’

IA

+ <] .
< _Iw g(s) g 11, o((e™ T )\dtds

+ o @ —ajarctan
<C [ 8s) [ te Pe "Wl dsdt. @.1)
— 0
Using that
@ —ajarc anL K(1 +SZ)
e~ B T B 2V 4.2
g ¢ e = 145 42)
we conclude that
@4.n= C (18| (1 +s2)ds < C
= 1+]2 = 1+j2

for a g-dependent constant C.
Note that the regularity assumption on g is used to get [ g(s)| (1 + s?)ds finite, as
well as to justify the Fourier inversion formula. (Recall what if g, g’ € I? then §e I1.)

5. Extensions and Modifications

Let us consider once more the alloy type model with
Vo (x)=Lai (@) f*(x—i).

In the case the “mixed system” V,, consisting of the system “—” in the left half space
and of the system “+” in the right half space might be modelled by setting
V0= X a7 (@)f (x—i)+ g (@) f " (x—1),
i1<0 120
which, of course, differs significantly from the ¥V, discussed above.

Our results in the previous section still can be proven in this case by
modifications of the proofs. To get the existence of the density of surface states,
however, our proof seems to require f to decay exponentially fast. While we feel
this assumption is much stronger than necessary, we don’t see how to avoid it.
Similar considerations apply also for potentials with Poisson distributed sources.

It is not difficult to extend our theorem to cover discrete Schrodinger
operators. In place of the path integral used in the continuum case, one can use a
simple perturbation expansion in H,,.
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