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HEAT EQUATION FROM A DETERMINISTIC DYNAMICS
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ABSTRACT. We derive the heat equation for the thermal energy un-
der diffusive space-time scaling for a purely deterministic microscopic
dynamics satisfying Newton’s equations perturbed by an external de-
terministic chaotic force acting like a magnetic field.
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1. INTRODUCTION

An outstanding conceptual issue, going back, at least, to Zeno and
Democritus 2400 years ago, stems from the fact that the world around us
behaves like a continuum (we describe it using partial differential equations),
yet it consists of atoms, hence it is discrete in nature (as conclusively proven
by Einstein [32] who showed how Brownian motion may emerge from the
microscopic dynamics).

The derivation of macroscopic PDE evolution laws from microscopic ones
has finally become a well-posed problem with the foundation of statistical
mechanics by Boltzmann, Gibbs, and Maxwell. Thanks to the axiomatiza-
tion of probability by Kolmogorov, this problem can now be seen as a purely
mathematical one. The relevance of this line of research in mathematics has
been acknowledged by Hilbert in his famous sixth problem [41].

The mathematical problem is outlined as follows: for dynamics with a
large number of degrees of freedom, some conserved quantities (e.g. en-
ergy, momentum, density of particles) evolve slowly and, properly rescaling
space and time, the evolution of their distributions is expected to converge
to the solution of macroscopic hydrodynamic equations (such as Euler or
heat equations). In contrast, all other observables are expected to exhibit
fast fluctuations for generic systems. The observed macroscopic equation
depends on the space-time scaling chosen. In dynamics where momentum is
conserved, the first natural space-time scale is the hyperbolic one, and in this
limit arises the Euler system of equations for a compressible gas. The first
formal derivation of the Euler equation from the microscopic Hamiltonian
dynamics of interacting particles was done by Morrey [52].

Currently, there is no rigorous derivation of the Euler equation from a
completely deterministic Hamiltonian dynamics. The main problem is the
lack of good ergodic properties of the large microscopic dynamics that guar-
antee that energy, momentum, and density of particles are the only con-
served quantities that evolve on the macroscopic scale. Progress has been
made only by adding to the dynamics conservative noise terms that destroy
all other integrals of motion, like local random exchanges of velocities among
particles [53, 36, 50, 37].

The mathematical problem is even more difficult in diffusive scaling. This
arises in dynamics that do not conserve momentum or have initial conditions
with null momentum. In this scaling, if density is fixed and energy is the only
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conserved quantity, the expected macroscopic equation is the heat equation
(1.1) oe = VD(e)Ve,

where D(e) is the thermal diffusivity given by the Green-Kubo formula as-
sociated with the space-time correlations of the microscopic energy currents.
For completely deterministic models, even the proof of the existence of the
thermal diffusivity D is missing. In fact, (1.1) is not always valid, and in
one dimensional systems with momentum conservation it is expected a su-
perdiffusion of the energy driven by a fractional Laplacian, as confirmed
by numerical simulation and similar superdiffusion proven with conservative
noise (cf. [48, 5] and references within).

Important progress has been achieved in the so-called kinetic theory of
gases through rarefaction density limits (the so-called Grad limit). We can
mention the derivation of the Boltzmann equation for a gas in the low-
density regime [47], the derivation of the hydrodynamic limit from the
Boltzmann equation [19, 3, 56] and important recent progress concerning
the direct derivation of the heat equation and fluctuations in the kinetic
limit (cf. [11, 13, 12, 21] and references within). However, these results are
relevant only for extremely rarefied gases.

For systems at fixed particle densities, some important results have been
obtained in diffusive limits assuming the microscopic dynamics to be sto-
chastic. This has led to a well-developed theory of hydrodynamic limit for
stochastic microscopic dynamics, starting with the work of Fritz [35], Pre-
sutti and collaborators [18] and Varadhan et al. [39, 60]. See [58] for a
more complete description of the large-scale limits and the main results and
[44] for an exposition of some of the main relevant mathematical techniques.
Still, when interactions are non-linear, the non-equilibrium diffusive behav-
ior of energy remains an open problem even for stochastic dynamics. One
of the main difficulties is that known methods often rely on entropy esti-
mates that fail to control quadratic non-linearities (in particular energy).
When stochastic perturbations are present, some results on the existence of
thermal diffusivity D(e) exist [9], and equilibrium fluctuations of the energy
following linearized heat equations [54] are established.

Diffusive scaling limits have also been established for the densities of
independent particles with very chaotic dynamics, starting with the seminal
work of Bunimovich and Sinai on the evolution of the density of a periodic
Lorentz gas [29]. See also [4, 16].

Even more special are (deterministic) extended completely integrable sys-
tems [59]. In particular, for a one dimensional system of hard rods, hy-
drodynamic limits have been proved in hyperbolic and diffusive timescale
([26, 27, 28, 34]). Since in these integrable extended systems there are in-
finitely many conserved quantities, in the diffusing scaling, after recentering
on the hyperbolic evolution, a diffusive system of infinitely many equations
arises for the evolution of the energies associated with each conserved quan-
tity.
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Another example of an extended, completely integrable system is a chain
of harmonic oscillators. When this dynamics is perturbed by an energy con-
serving noise (like the random flip of the sign of the velocities), completely
integrability is destroyed, and it is possible to prove the diffusive behavior
of the energy (1.1) with a thermal diffusivity D independent of e and ex-
plicitly computable [8, 6, 45]. Such noise is multiplicative, but the linearity
of the dynamics allows to perform the proof by computing the covariances.
Unfortunately, this yields a result only on the asymptotic behavior of the
average density of the energy, and not as a law of large numbers, as no
known technique allows the control of higher moments.

To date, no direct hydrodynamic result for the heat equation (energy con-
servation) at high-density is available for purely deterministic (Hamiltonian)
interacting systems. In this paper, we introduce a mechanical model for
which we can perform a diffusive scaling and show that, on average, the
energy density evolves according to the heat Equation (1.1).

To our knowledge, this is the first proof that a mechanical model yields
the heat equation in some appropriate scaling limit (without rarefaction),
thereby showing that the heat equation can indeed be a consequence of
deterministic microscopic classical mechanics.

The model is a harmonic chain in which each particle is subjected to a
fast evolving external force acting like a magnetic field. Such a field has
a deterministic but chaotic evolution. In particular, each particle has two
degrees of freedom, and the external force acts by rotating the velocity vec-
tor. In this way, it does not change the energy of the particles. The basic
idea is to consider a system with three time scales: the macroscopic scale
in which we establish the heat equation, the microscopic one in which the
evolution of the positions and velocities of the particles takes place, and a
faster timescale describing the evolution of the external field (the environ-
ment). Hence, the microscopic dynamics can be seen as a fast-slow system.
This particular mechanical model was suggested to us by Cedric Bernardin.

Our key idea is that the fast chaotic external forcing acts on the harmonic
chain similarly to a stochastic noise that randomly rotates the velocities
(similar to the noise in [8, 6, 45]). This phenomenon is intensively studied
in fast-slow dynamical systems (under the name of averaging or homoge-
nization for fast-slow systems), and some powerful techniques have been
developed [30, 23, 42, 17]. In fact, we prove that, under proper scaling on
the fast external field, in the diffusive limit the covariance matrix converges
to the one of the corresponding stochastic dynamics. A main obstacle is the
need to control, uniformly in the size of the system, the difference between
the two time evolutions for a time much longer than that achieved in any
existing result.

To obtain our result, we combine ideas inspired by the work of Dolgopyat
[30] (see [23] for a simple presentation) and techniques coming from the
theory of hydrodynamic limits of stochastic dynamics [45]. In particular,
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we succeeded in controlling the speed at which the deterministic dynamics
converges to the stochastic one in a precise quantitative manner and for
times that increase with the size of the system (since we take a diffusive
scaling). In a different context, a related point of view has been explored
in [24, 22, 25, 49, 15]. Note, however, that in all previous work the fast-
slow systems were always systems with few degrees of freedom, with the
notable exception of [31], for which, however, no estimate of the speed of
convergence is available. In contrast, here we succeed in controlling the
speed of convergence uniformly in the size of the system. This is necessary
in order to perform a hydrodynamic limit.

Although we could model the exterior force evolution by any sufficiently
chaotic system, to simplify the presentation, we chose the simplest possible
model (a smooth expanding map of the circle). This has the disadvantage
that the dynamics is not reversible, but it has the big advantage of con-
siderably reducing the technicalities, hence making the argument accessible
also to people with no prior knowledge of dynamical systems. Indeed, this
allowed us to make the paper essentially self-contained by adding only a
couple of appendices; hence catering to a much larger audience. The al-
ternative to having the evolution of the magnetic-like field modeled by a
reversible Anosov map or an Anosov flow would have required the intro-
duction of many other technical ideas, which would have clouded the main
argument without changing the conceptual relevance of the result.

For the same reasons, we use periodic boundary conditions, the simplest
possibility. However, our results can be extended to different boundary
conditions, such as open systems in contact with a heat bath or periodic
forcing, where proofs already exist for the corresponding stochastic dynamics
[45]. The result can also be extended to the unpinned dynamics (wy =
0 in (2.1)), where more conserved quantities will appear, cf. [46] for the
corresponding stochastic dynamics.

The effect of stationary magnetic fields acting on harmonic chains has also
been studied in [57, 14, 10]. Our situation is very different, as the forcing is
time-dependent but does not exchange energy with the system. Hence, con-
trary to the constant case, we do not consider the energy of this exterior field
as part of the system. Finally, in [38] is proposed and numerically studied
a discrete time dynamics where a time-dependent external field exchanges
chaotically the momentum between nearest-neighbor particles conserving
the energy, but without any other interaction in the dynamics.
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2. THE DETERMINISTIC MODEL AND THE RESULT

For each N € N, 2 € Zy,! 0 = (6,) € TV, ¢ € (0,1), we denote by
qév’g(t), p;],;v’s(t) € R? the solution of the following ODE on R*V x R2V|

(2.1) qga =7 .

P = (Agy — wd)gd e + e 2b(05(t)) Tpl e,
where?

beC®(T,R), J= (_01 é) ,

Aznah® = 4005 + 4005 =245 wo >0,
and
(2.2) 05(t) = 1 (6a),

where f € C®(T,T), f' > A > 1.

Equation (2.1) corresponds to the classical evolution of a periodic harmonic
chain in which each particle is subject to a fast evolving external magnetic-
like field. In particular, each particle has two degrees of freedom, and its
motion is restricted to a plane, while the external “magnetic” field is per-
pendicular to the planes of the particles.

The choice of an expanding map is motivated by its strong statistical
properties. In particular, by the fast decay of correlations. Moreover, the
discrete-time dynamical system (f,T) has a unique absolutely continuous
invariant probability measure (called SRB measure); see Appendix A, e.g.
Lemma A.3 and Remark A.4, for details. That is, calling p, the invariant
density, for each ¢ € C°(T,R),

(2.3) /T o(F(0))p(6)d0 = /T (004 (0)d6.

For simplicity, we assume that

(2.4) / b(6)p. (6)d6 = 0,

i.e, the fluctuations of the external field are zero-average.

Remark 2.1. If b were not zero average, this would be equivalent to the
presence of an additional very strong static magnetic field. Hence, the par-
ticles would move in very tight spirals. This would not change the essence
of the result, as it would not contribute to the energy transport, but would
substantially complicate the exposition.

lWe assume periodic boundary conditions, in the sense that the site x = N +1 coincides
with the site z = 1.
2To simplify notations, we set T = T*.
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The following sum of correlations will play an essential role
(2.5) v = /Tb(Q)Qp*(G)d@+22/Tb(0)b(fk(9))p*(0)d0.
k=1

Since b € C*(T,R), Lemma A.3 (with p = bp, and g = b), and Equation
(2.4) imply that v < co. Notice that 7 is a variance (see Lemma B.1).

In addition, if we assume that there exists a periodic orbit {z,}!_,, p € N,
Zn+1 = f(zn), xp = 0, such that

(2.6) Z b(xy,) # 0,
n=1

then Lemma B.2 (see also the subsequent discussion in Appendix B) implies
that v > 0.

Notation 2.1. In the following we will drop N,e from the notation, and
we denote p = (Dg)wezy, 4 = (¢u)zezy and z = (q,p), unless it creates
ambiguities.

We define the single particle energy and the total energy,

2 2.2
py 1 wyas;
(2.7) ex(2) = o + 5(%0 - mel)Q + 402 ;o En(z) = § ez (2).
TELN

Here and below, given any vectors v, w € R?, we often write v? for ||v||? and
vu for (v, u).

Since Equations (2.1) are linear, we can rescale ¢,p so that £y = N. Con-
sequently, given that the total energy is conserved (see Lemma 3.1), the

evolution takes place on the energy shell
(2.8) Yy ={z e RY¥W : &n(2) = N}.
Notation 2.2. Let (2(t,Z, 5),9@,?)) = ¢'(z, ) be defined by (2.1) and (2.2)
with initial conditions (2(0,%,6),0(0,0)) = (%,0). If the initial conditions
are clear from the context, we may write z(t),0(t) to simplify the notation.
Also, given A € CO(Xn x TV, R) we will write

A(t) = A(2(1),0(t)) = A(2(t,%,0),0(t,0)) = Ao ¢'(2,0),

and, given a measure v on X X TN, we use the notions
BL(AW®) = v(A®) = [ A(:(t.2.0),6(.)w(dz, dD).
ENXTN

Finally, ¢tv is the usual push forward of the measure v by the map ¢'.

The last crucial ingredient to specify is the class of initial conditions. As
we are looking for statistical properties, we have to start with an initial
condition described by a probability measure. This is necessary since the
dynamics is deterministic and if one considers a deterministic initial condi-
tion, there would be no stochastic behavior whatsoever. Moreover, we want
measures that behave reasonably well in the thermodynamic limit.
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Definition 2.2. Let M@mt = Mim’t(N, Cp), Cy > 0, N € N, be the weak
closure of the probability measures py on X x TV, N € N, such that

(2.9) dun (g, p,0) = in(dg, dp)pn (0)do,
where py (0) = [L,ez, P2.N(02), with pz N € CY(T) such that
(2.10) sup sup 196, P (0:)] < Cy,

2E€ZN 0:ET Px,N(ex)

and fi 15 any probability measure on X . Furthermore, we denote by E,,
the expectation with respect to .

Remark 2.3. In Definition 2.2 we only demand some reqularity in the ini-
tial distribution of 0, while we can choose iy (dq, dp) as singular as desired,
even deterministic. The product structure of the measure is used only to
sitmplify the presentation. In fact, since product measures are not invariant
by the dynamics, we will be forced to introduce a much larger class of initial
conditions. Unfortunately, its introduction requires several technical defini-
tions. Hence, here we prefer to present a simple, but already quite general,
class of measures and postpone to Definition 4.7 the precise definition of the
set Minit O Minit of measures for which our results are valid (the inclusion
is proven in Lemma 4.8). Notably, we will have ¢t Mipyy C Mipi, for all
t >0, (Theorem 4.9).

Let P(T) be the set of probability measures on T, endowed with the
weak topology. We are interested in sequences of initial distributions uy €
Minit (N') corresponding to a macroscopic energy distribution & (du) € P(T).
See Definition 4.7 for the precise definition of M, D Mvinit, and Remark
4.10 for our use of the notation.

Definition 2.4. The class of initial conditions M, consists of the se-
quences (UN)NeN, PN € Mini(N), such that

(2.11) lim E,, % > e (2) et = /T () Eo(du),

N—o0
TELN

for some & € P(T) and any ¢ € C°(T,R).

We need to introduce a quantitative version of (2.11) to state our result.
Given (un)neny € M7 .., for k € Z, N € N, we set

wnat?

1 oo )
@ (b, N in) = By | 7 D €™ N ea(2(0))| - / TREY (du)]
N T
(2.12) €Ly
\IJ<N7MN): Z ki?W(vahu’N)’

keZ\{0}
We call U(N; uy) the convergence rate to the energy profile associated with

the sequence of measures (un)nen € M,



HEAT EQUATION FROM A DETERMINISTIC DYNAMICS 9

Remark 2.5. If the initial profile of energies has a smooth density, i.e.
&o(du) = eo(u)du, and the initial distribution satisfies B, (¢2(0)) = eo (%),
then W(N; un) < %, with a constant C' depending on the regqularity of eg.

More generally, Equation (2.11), with the choice p(z) = €™ implies
that limy_, @ (k, N, un) = 0 and, consequently,

(2.13) lim ¥(N;puy) =0.
N—o0

However, the convergence in (2.11) could be arbitrarily slow. Since we aim
for a quantitative result, we need to quantify the speed of convergence, and
hence the utility of V.

In order to formulate our main result, we introduce the measure-valued heat
equation with initial condition & € P(T),

D
o€ =—0%, wue(0,1),
(2.14) &= 3 0, ue01)

£(0,du) = &y(du),

2
2+wg+wo\ /w§+4 ’
Definition 2.6. We say that a function £ : [0,4+00) — P(T) is a (weak,
measure-valued) solution of (2.14) if: it belongs to C°([0,4+00),P(T)) and
for any ¢ € C*(T,R), we have

(2.15) /T o(u)E(t, du) — /T (1) Eo (du) / ds / (s, du).

It is also well known that for any ¢ > 0 the measure (¢, du) has a smooth
density, and that the solution of (2.15) is unique. Consequently, for ¢ > 0,
E(t,du) = E(t,u)du, where E(t,u) is a strong solution of (2.14).

We can finally state our main result.

where ~ is given by (2.5) and D = see Appendix F.

Theorem 2.7 (Main Theorem). For each sequence (en)nen, such that
en < N™%, a > 6, and for any sequence of initial probability measures
(uN)Nen € M3, there exist Cy, D € Ry such that, for each N € N and
¢ € C"(T,R), we have

swp B, |1 3 0 (5) alc0)| = [ pwet.du)

t> TELN
< Cullpller {e PIO(N; ) + N5 (I N)?}

where E(t,du) is the unique solution of (2.14), with initial data & € P(T);
z(t) is the solution of (2.1) with initial measures (un)nen that satisfy (2.11)
with the same E; W(N; un) is defined in (2.12) and B, = min {1,% — 1}.

The rest of the paper is devoted to the proof of Theorem 2.7. Such a
proof, after several preliminaries, is concluded in section 6.1.
Before starting, let us state an important corollary of Theorem 2.7.
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The corollary states that on time scales shorter than N? the energy does
not evolve; on the time scale N2 the energy evolves according to the heat
equation, and on longer time scales the energy is uniformly distributed.

Corollary 2.8. For any (un)y € M}, en < N7% a>6,t e Ry, and
B > 0 we have

where the limits are meant in the weak topology.

Proof. For each ¢ € C%(T,R) and § > 0 let @5 € C7(T,R) be such that
|l — ¥slloo < 6. By Theorem 2.7, for each 5 € R,

By | 2 ¢ () v | = [ pteve.du)| <2

TELN

+ C LW (N3 ) + NP (N s

Therefore, recalling (2.13) and the arbitrariness of ¢, we have

lim |E,, % > o (%) e ) | - /qr () E(NP, du)| = 0.

N—oo
TELN

If 8 =0, the second statement of the Lemma follows. If § < 0, then

lim | o(w)E(NPL, du) = / () o (du)

N—oo JT T
yielding the first statement. If 8 > 0, then the last statement follows, since®
lim [ p(u)E(NPt, du) = / o(u)du. 0
N—oo T T

30ne can easily check it by studying the behavior of Equation (2.14) when applied to
the Fourier modes e?7%*2,
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2.1. Comments on the results.

We conclude this section with some comments on the ideas behind the result
and its possible generalizations.

The microscopic Equation (2.1) depends on two parameters e, N. The ther-
modynamics limit corresponds to the limit N — oo, therefore the final
objective would be to study the evolution of the energy at time N2t in the
limit N — oo for € small, but fixed. This is an extremely hard problem that
we do not know how to tackle. On the other extreme, there is the possibility
of first taking the limit ¢ — 0 at N fixed and then the limit N — co. The
first limit should yield the stochastic differential equations

(2.16)  dg, = Dpdt, APy = (A — W) Gudt — VPudt + /27T Ppdw,(t),

where AGy = Got1 + Ge—1 — 2, with periodic boundary, and {w,(t)}_, are
independent one-dimensional standard Wiener processes. The SDEs (2.16)
are written in the Ito’s formulation. In the Stratonovitch formulation, they
read

(2.17) Ay = pedt, dpz = (A — wi) Gudt + /27 Py © dwy(t).

which is more suggestive of the relation with (2.1). The study of the hydro-
dynamic limit for (2.16) is similar to existing works in the hydrodynamic
limit (for example, in [45] the hydrodynamic limit is proven for a related
stochastic dynamics with a different noise term). Such a strategy has been
pursued in more general models (e.g. [31, 51]). Unfortunately, for such mod-
els, the limit N — oo still presents obstacles, even the Green-Kubo relation
can be obtained only formally [7].

However, the latter limit is rather non-physical. One can interpolate between
the above two cases by choosing ¢ = N~ this is what we do. Clearly, the
smaller a the closer to the ideal goal.

The condition a > 6 in Theorem 2.7 is not optimal. Including more terms
in the expansion stated in Lemma 3.5 one could probably establish the same
result for a smaller a, at the cost of considerably more work. However, to
have a result in which ¢ does not vanish when N — oo seems to require
substantially new ideas. So, at this point, we did not push for optimality.
Our results would also apply to a model where f,b depend on x, as long as
they all satisfy some obvious uniformity conditions (e.g. (2.4) and (2.5) with
vz = ). We refrain from such a generalization to simplify the exposition.
In contrast, choosing a specific f, e.g., a doubling map, would not simplify
the paper in any relevant way.

Another valid critique is that the results contained in Theorem 2.7 and its
corollary concern only the expected value of the energy density field. In
order to obtain a law of large numbers (i.e. a convergence in probability),
we would need some control of higher moments, while we only have bounds
on the second moments. This problem affects all existing results of diffusive
hydrodynamic limits with energy conservation, even for stochastic dynamics

(e.g. [45]).
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3. DYNAMICS: BASIC FACTS
Recalling z=(q, p), ¢, p€R?*N,0c T we can write Equation (2.1) as
(3.1) (t) = (—A t 3Bt 9)) (1),

where

0 -1 0 0
39 A:< > , Bgt,9:< ) .
(3:2) —A+wil 0 AN X4AN (4.6) 0 B:(t,0)) jnan

Here, 0 is the null 2N x 2N matrix, A and B.(t, ) are 2N x 2N dimensional,
and 1 is the identity matrix of the appropriate dimension. More precisely,

—21 1 0 o --- 0 1
1 —21 1 o --- 0 0
A=l 0 1 -2 1 - 0 o0 |
1 0 0 0 1 -21
b(fl=" e, 0 0
0 b(flem gy g - 0
Bao-| WO .
0 0 e b(flET )T

Recall the configuration set ¥y defined by (2.8), and denote by
2(t,%z,0) = (q(t,%,0),p(t,z,0))
the solution of (3.1) with initial conditions Z € Xy and § € TV.
Lemma 3.1. For allz€ Xy, 0 € TV and t € R*, we have 2(t,%,0) € Sy.

Proof. We define the current as

(3'3) jm,:p+1 = _px(qg:Jrl - Qx)'

Recalling the definition of the energy (2.7) and the Equations (2.1), we have
d . .

(3'4) %ex = Ja—1,2 — Jz,x+1-

Note that the above local energy balance does not depend explicitly on
the magnetic field. The above implies % erZN ¢; = 0 and consequently

5]\[(2(75,5,5)) ZSN(f) = N. O

3.1. Functions controlled by the energy.
Given the usual norm in R4V

Izl = V{a,q) + (p,p),

where (-, -) is the standard scalar product, we have, for z € Xy,

(3.5) C'VN < 2] < CyV/N.
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Let A € C®°(Xy,R) and define the following seminorms,*
[Allo = sup [A(z)],

ZGZN
All1 = sup ||DA(2)|,
56 4l = sup [DAC)]
D?A
1Al = sup sup [ DA(2)v|
ZEX N vERAN ||’U||

Definition 3.2. Let €y be the set of degree-two polynomials on . For
each A € En we define

[Allo 1Al }
3.7 Al = m , JIA .
(3.7 il = mae { 1510, 1200 g,

Denote by Sy = Sn(z) the covariance matrix

S(Q) S(‘Lp)
(3.8) Sy = (ﬁq) A([p) ’
SN S N 2N x2N
where
|:S](\([1)} = <qgc>Qy>a |:S](\?’p)} = <qgcapy>a
T,y x,y
(3.9)
T
{S](\Z,))Ly = (pz,py) and S](\I,O’q) = [S](\?’p)] .

We will need to consider only the following subset of elements of &y.
Given any 2N x 2N constant matrix 3, let

(3.10) Apn(z) = Trace(BySn(2)),
clearly Ay € €y. In addition,
1Anllo < CxIBNIN,  Ax]1 < ClIBNIVN,  [Ax]lz < CyllByl.
Thus,
(3.11) AN < CyllBNII-

Remark 3.3. By the linearity of (3.10), the bound (3.11) also holds for
Ay = [An(2)du(z), for any probability measure p1 on L.

We conclude the subsection with a simple fact.
Lemma 3.4. For all N € N, t € Ry, 6 € TV, max{[|A||,||B:(t,0)[|} < Cx.
Proof. Since (qz+1 + ge—1 — (W§ +2)¢2)* <3 (4541 + a1 + (w5 +2)%a2),

2
1A2)2 = D" P2+ (o1 + o1 — (wWE +2) g2)” < 9w +2)%]12]%
TELN

4DA = (9.,A) and D*A = (9:,0:; A).
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~ 2
Also, since (b(ft’3 lex)Jp:B> < [[6l2%p3,

o0

Bt 0)=]* = > (b(f1102)Tpa)* < IIb]1% 121

TELN

3.2. Short time dynamics.
The next Lemma is a boring, but useful, expansion.

NI

Lemma 3.5. Forany A€ €y, Z2€ Xy, 0 €TV, he (e

)

A(2(h,z,0)) = A(z) — (DA(z),AZ)h
h

h s _ _
(3.12) 4o /0 [ (DAG) B 018 (0,02 s

+O <H\A|y| N (5—%h3)) :

Proof. Since the initial condition @ will not play any role in this proof, we
will omit it. By the fundamental theorem of calculus and the chain rule,

(3.13) A(2(h,7)) = A(z) + /0 h<DA(z(s,z)), (~A+e8Bu(s)) 2(5.2) ) ds.

Using the previous equation for A;(z) = z;, i € {1,...,4N}, by Lemma 3.4,
we have

(3.14) |2(h,Z) — 7| < Cuhe 2VN.
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Next, for A € €y, we apply again the chain rule to DA(2(s,z)) and use
that D2 A is constant, obtaining

h
A(z(h,z)) = A(Z) —/0 (DA(Z),Az(s,Z))ds
1 h
b / (DA(Z), B.(s)2(s,7))ds
h ps
+5_1/0 /0<D2AB5(u)z(u,z),BE(S)z(sjz»dsdu

(3.15) hooes
+/ /<D2AAz(u,z),Az(s,z)>dsdu

NH

/ / (D2A Az (u,3), B(s)2(s, %)) dsdu

w\»—‘

/ / (D?AB.(u)z(u, %), Az(s, Z))dsdu.

Let us study each term separately. First, note that
h
/ (DA(2), Az(s,2))ds = (DA(z), Ax)h + O(h%~ N Al
0

where we have used (3.14) and Lemma 3.4. The second line of (3.15) is
equal to

e

MM—‘
>
G
N
A
\/
@
/-\
»
~—
I
—
\'Cln
N
~—
~
QU
»
I
m\
[NIES
S~
>
—~
>
b
—~
N
~—
&
o
—~
»
~—
N
~
QU
»

w\»—t

// DA )( A+e—%Be(u))z(u,z)>dsdu

/ (DA(Z),B(s)AZ))ds + ¢~ / / (DA(Z),B.(s)B:(u)z)dsdu
0

+O (|||AH| Nh3e_5> .
The third line of (3.15) is equal to, by (3.14),

1/ / (D?AB.(u)2(u, z), Be(s5)2(s, 2)) dsdu

l\)\»—l

=—c~

_ ot / / (D2AB, (u)z, B.(s)2)dsdu + O(| A|sNhie2),
0 0

h prs
- 5—1/ / (D?AB.(u)7, B.(s)2)dsdu + O(|| Al| Nh3e—%),
0 0

where, in the last line, we have used h € (E,E%). The remaining terms of
(3.15) can be estimated similarly and yield smaller errors. g

We conclude the section with a simple consequence.
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Corollary 3.6. Forany Ac €y, Z€ SN, 0TV, teR,, h e (5,5%),

t+h . . 1
A(=(u,7,8))du = A(=(t,2,0)h + O (|| A]| N2 )
t

4. TIME EVOLUTION OF AVERAGES

Our goal is to study the evolution of energy averages. To this end, it is
useful to have a class of measures that behaves well under the dynamics and
allows us to do something equivalent to conditioning for stochastic processes.

This class of measures has a long history and multiple incarnations, start-
ing at least with the work of Pesin and Sinai [55]. However, it has reached
maturity in the formulation of Dolgopyat [30], under the name of standard
pairs. In Section 4.3 we introduce the idea of standard pairs and show how
to adapt it to the present context.

We will show that the evolution of the average with respect to a standard
pair is similar to a stochastic evolution. Hence, to state the result, we need
first to describe the generator of such a stochastic process.

4.1. The stochastic generator and the main estimate.
The stochastic generator associated with the process defined by (2.16) is

G=A+~S
A= Z (pacaqgc + (Aqgc - wgqg:) 8pz)
(41) IgZN
S = Z (Px,Qapm —px713p1’2)2 = Z (Jpx8p1)2,
TELN TELN

where v > 0 is given by (2.5). We will not directly use the SDEs (2.16) or
(2.17), but only the generator G. A useful first estimate on the generator is
provided by the following Lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let A € €y, then GA € Ex and [|GA]| < Cx ||| Al
Proof. By Equations (4.1) we can write

(12) G4() =AE) 42 1 T (225 ) 40 5 (S mmnns).

TELN TELN

and the Lemma follows noticing that GA is still a degree two polynomial
and recalling Definition 3.2 and Lemma 3.4. ]

The main result of this section is the following theorem, whose proof is
postponed to Section 4.4. Note that the result is stated for the set of initial
conditions Minit O Minit that will be defined in Definition 4.7.



HEAT EQUATION FROM A DETERMINISTIC DYNAMICS 17

Theorem 4.2. For all N € N, ¢ € (0,N79), h € (5%,26%), UN € Mpit,
t>h, and A € Ey,°

t+h
v (At + 1)) — iy (A()) — / i (GA(s)) ds

< C#%A(h, &, N)ha

where
(4.3) Ralh,e,N) = | A]| N(h%—% + 5(ln5_1)2h_1>.

The above theorem quantifies the sense in which the deterministic process
is close to the stochastic process (2.16) determined by the generator G.
Indeed, if R 4 were zero for all A in the domain of G, then Dynkin’s formula
would imply that the process is exactly (2.16).

Before proving Theorem 4.2, we first explain how it will be used and then
introduce the basic tool needed in the proof.

Corollary 4.3. Let uy, A and € be as in Theorem 4.2. For any t € Ry,

t 9 B
/0 i (GA(N2s))ds =Y AN t))w i (A(0))

+O <\|\A|H (tsé(lne—l)%v + e%N—l)) :

Proof. For each h € (5%,25%), we can write

t min{h,tN?}
/0 pn (GA(N?s))ds =13 ( /0 v (GA(s))ds

tN?
+/ ,uN(gA(s))ds) .

min{h,tN2}

(4.4)

Using Lemma 4.1, we have

min{h,tN2}
/ MN(]g\é(S))ds < N72||GA||so min{h, tN?}
0

(4.5) 5
1 . 2 2¢e6
< NTIAllfminh, tNT} < = [[|A[] -

By (3.5) we have ||z(s,Z)|| < CxVN. By Equations (3.13) and (3.7), one
gets that

(4.6) ‘“N (A(minh, U]\’V 22})) — pun (A(0))

A A
‘ < C#hs—émN“' < c#séw.

Ift <es N2 < hN~2, Equations (4.5) and (4.6) prove the statement.
Ift > sgN_2, then we can choose h € (6%,25%) such that Nth =K e N.

5Recall notation 2.2.
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Then, by Theorem 4.2, the second term of (4.4) is equal to

1 K-1 .(k+1)h
— un(GA(s))ds =
D | @A)

@7 _ = (A + DR) — pn(A(kD)) + hO(Ra(h,e, N))]
NZ
k=1
2 — p—
= (AW t)])\m i (Ah)) + 0O (h(ljf\ﬂ 1)9%A(h, €, N)) i

Equation (4.3) implies
h(K —1)

(4.8) vz Ralhe, N) < t|AflN (h25‘3/2 +e(ln 5—1)%—1)

< t[|Al| Nes (lne=")2.
Therefore, by (4.7) and (4.5),
t N2t
| (@A snds =N [ @ a(s)ds
0 0

(4.9) _ un(AN?Y)) — pn (A(h))
_ o
+0 ([l All (t8(me"12N + N7 ) ),

concluding the proof. O

4.2. On the strategy for the proof of Theorem 4.2. s

Suppose that we start, at ¢ = 0, with an initial distribution uy € Minit
of the type (2.9) but with a deterministic configuration z = (q,p) € Xn,
ie. pun(dq,dp) = 0z. Thanks to the regularity of py(#), we can prove
Theorem 4.2 even if the support of py(0) is very small, let’s say of the order
of £!6. This happens because the time interval (0, %) is much longer than
e (since we choose h ~ £%/0), so that there is plenty of time for the fast
dynamics to converge to its invariant measure and produce the correlations
appearing in (3.12) (this will happen in a time of order € Ine~!, since f is a
smooth expanding map, see Lemma A.3). On the other hand h < el/2 50
that the configuration of (q, p) at time h changes very little from the initial
configuration.

To extend the argument at time of order N2, we have to iterate the
estimate for N2h~! time intervals of length h, as we have done in the proof of
Corollary 4.3, see (4.7). The difficulty is that at the time A the configuration
of the positions and velocities is a function of the initial 6:

(4.10) 2(h) = G(z,0) € Sy.

Although G(Z, 6) is very close to z, to iterate, we would need the distribution
of 6 conditioned to a particular configuration in z(h) to have the density with
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regularity as the original py. This is false, in general. So, to iterate, we
cannot simply condition on the (q, p) configuration.

Accordingly, we need to find a set of probability measures p on Xy x TV
that have some regularity properties (so we can prove Theorem 4.2), and
are invariant for the dynamics. In addition, it seems natural that such a
set of probability measures should contain measures obtained by iterating a
measure in which the (q, p) are fixed, as above. That is, measures supported
on graphs of the form G(z, 6), as in (4.10). In the next Section, we construct
exactly such a class of measures.

4.3. Standard pairs and their evolution.

The main problem in dealing with deterministic systems stems from the
fact that the only randomness comes from the initial conditions. As already
explained, conditioning on the (q,p) configuration may completely kill the
randomness of the initial conditions.

However, conditioning is a basic tool for dealing with stochastic processes.
Thus, it is necessary to introduce some form of conditioning that does not
kill the randomness of the initial conditions.

This can be done in various ways; one possibility is to introduce Markov par-
titions. This has the disadvantage of obliterating the differential structure of
the dynamics since the conjugation with the associated symbolic dynamics
is, typically, only Holder. In addition, Markov partitions are a very rigid
structure that is often not simple to use or generalize.

The latter problems can be avoided by employing standard pairs. The sup-
ports of standard pairs are, roughly speaking, the finest class of events on
which it is possible to condition the evolution without killing the random-
ness present in the initial conditions. They do not form a o-algebra, but
can be combined to create standard families. To each standard family is
associated a measure which (in some loose sense) takes the place of con-
ditional expectation. In particular, standard families retain a Markov-like
structure, thanks to their invariant properties with respect to the dynam-
ics, that makes it possible to implement iterative arguments. Finally, they
can be used in very general systems for which Markov partitions are not
available.

4.3.1. Standard pairs: definitions.

Our first goal is to define measures as close as possible to a § function for
which the deterministic dynamics still exhibit good statistical properties.
Choose 9 € Ry so that the function f, see (2.2), is invertible on each
interval of size §p and set®

(4.11) 8. = 00e't.
For each number a,,b, € T, by — a; € [0:/2,0¢], x € Zy, we define the

domain I(a,b) = Xzezy [z, by], where X stands for the Cartesian product

6The choice of 16 is arbitrary, any power large enough would do.
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and a = (az)zezy and b = (by)zez,. We consider the surfaces defined
by the graph of functions G € C? (I(a,b),R*") with Im(G) C Sy, whose
components are denoted by

= {Ga(0) = (G2 (), G2(0), G, (0), G2 (6)) }

€N’

and set,

2 2
SRR
TELN Gxe[ax,bx

9G,(0)\ > a0 G, (0)\
( 00, ) 221:2( 2, > +< 09,

]: )

) ,
105Gl = sup  sup Z(
Y=

We can now define the set of graphs that we will use: for Cy € Ry, € € (0,1),
and N € N, consider the set of functions

G(N,E,C()):{GECZ( ( ) EN) bx_a$€[5€/2758];

(4.12)
106G |loo < CoV NE}.

To construct a class of measures supported on such surfaces, we need to
define a set of densities: we define the standard probability densities as

D¢y (a,b) = {P e ¢! (I(a,b), R+) ‘ = T »=(0
(4.13) . vELN
z /
/ pz(ez)dea: = 17 pi < CO}
(o Px Co

Remark 4.4. The choice to restrict p to be a product is not necessary, we
make it only to simplify some of the following arguments.

We will call the graphs in (4.12) the support of the standard pair. Since
the precise values of a and b do not play any role in the estimates, we will
write D¢, instead of D¢, (a,b), if there is no ambiguity. Similarly, we may
write & instead of &(N, ¢, Cy).

Definition 4.5. A standard pair ¢ is given by £ = (I, Gy, pg), where Gy €
S(N,e,Co) and py € Dc, are defined on the same domain Iy = I(ay, by).
A standard pair ¢ induces the probability measure py on X x TN by

nelg) = / 9(G(0),0)pe(6)do,

I,

for any continuous function g € C°(Xn x TN, R). Here, df is the Lebesgue
measure on TN.
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The measure py is supported on the graph of Gy, see Figure 1.
Since the diameter of I, is bounded by §oN2'6, the condition 106G |00 <
CoV/Ne implies that if Ne'® < 1, then the surfaces are almost flat. In other
words, the measures u, almost fix the positions of the particles but do not
precisely fix the state of the external field.”

Let 6*(N, e, Cp) be the set of standard pairs (6* if no confusion can arise).

RAN / support of py
o~
H(a7 b) =1 ™

Figure 1: The graph of Gy (in cyan) supporting the measure p.

Next, we define “convex combination” of standard pairs.

Definition 4.6. A standard family is a finite collection of standard pairs
{fj}]Kzl C 6*(N,e,Cy), together with a probability measure p = (p1, ..., DK ),
on {1,...,K}. Any standard family f = {(¢;,p;) JK:1 naturally induces a
probability measure  on Xn x TN through the convexr combination

K
(4.14) pi(g) = > pine,(9), g€C(En x TV, R).
=1

We call Fy . ¢, the set of standard families and §n ¢ c, the set of proba-
bility measures determined by a standard family using the formula (4.14).
Note that different standard families may define the same measure.

4.3.2. Standard pairs: properties.
The first relevant fact concerning standard families is that they are general
enough to describe a wide range of measures.

Definition 4.7. Let M,y (N, e, Cy) be the weak closure of the set Fn ¢ c,-

Recall that M .. (Cp) consists of the sequences (un) nen, un € Minit(IV, Co),

init

satisfying Equation (2.11) in Definition 2.4.

Lemma 4.8. For any ¢ > 0 and N € N the set Minit(N, Co) (see 2.2 for
the definition) is contained in Mni(N, e, Cp).

If 9yG = 0, then the positions and velocities of the particles are completely fixed.
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The proof can be found in Appendix C.
Recall that ¢! is the flow defined by (2.1), (2.2) and the push-forward of
measures is ¢L. In Appendix C we prove the following fundamental fact
that justifies our choice of Myt (N, e, Cp).

Theorem 4.9. There exist Cy. > 0 large enough and g > 0 small enough,
depending only on wo,b, and f, such that, for all Cy > Cy, ¢ € (0,¢0),
t € RT and N € N we have ¢t Mit(N, e, Co) C Mniu(N,e,Co).

Remark 4.10. Let é*ibe the inf of Cy for which Theorem 4.9 applies. From
now on, we fix Co = 2C; hence, we will remove it from the notation. Since
e and N are often clear from the context, we may simply write Mp;z or

Minit(N) for Minit(N,e,Co).

4.4. Proof of Theorem 4.2.

It suffices to prove Theorem 4.2 for an initial condition consisting of the
measure associated to a generic standard pair £ € G*. Indeed, by Definition
4.7 of Mipit, for each N € N, uny € Minit, and any € > 0, there exists a
sequence (fp)neN, With elements in §n ., of standard families such that the
associated measures p;, converge weakly to py as n — oo. Accordingly,
assuming that the theorem is true when uy = g, for an arbitrary standard
pair £, we have®

pn(At+h) = lm > pyue(A(t + h))

n—oo
(Z»pé)efn

t+h
—tim 3w {0+ [ ne(GAG) ds+ Oz N

(&PZ) ef"

t+h
— v (A(®) + / i (GA(s)) ds + O(Ra(h, e, N))h,

where R4(h,e, N) is defined by (4.3). Since GA(s) is bounded, we can
exchange the limit and the integral on the second line of the above equation.
It remains to prove the statement for the case in which uy = uy for a
standard pair £ € &*. By Theorem 4.9, for all s > 0, the push-forward ¢,
is equal to p;, for some standard family fs € Fy .. We can then use py5, , as
an initial condition and write, for any ¢t > h,

pe(A(z(t+h) = s, (A(z(20) = D pepe (A(2(2h))).
(2 ,ppr)€EFt—n

8See Notation 2.2 for the meaning of A(t) and z(t).
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If the statement is true for ¢ = h, then the equation above is equal to

S e (W«A(z(h))) +

(Zlupé’)eftfh h

2h
s (GA(=(s))) ds + OFRa(h e, N))h)

2h

— je(A(=(1)) + /h ne (GA(=(t — h + 5))) ds + O(SRa(h,e, N))h

t+h
= (A + [ pe (A=) ds + OWRalhe, N

which yields the statement for all ¢ > h. We are then left with the study of
e (A(z(2h))) which, by Theorem 4.9 again, can be written as

pe(A(z20) = Y pene (A(z(h))

(zlvp[/ ) efh

- Y w / = (h, Gu (6),9)) pu(6)db.
(€' ,pyr)EFn
Remark 4.11. The integrals appearing in the above equation are nothing
else than the deterministic evolution starting with initial conditions dis-
tributed according to the standard pair ¢'. The problem is thus reduced to
compare the deterministic evolution with the stochastic one for a time h,
when starting from the measure associated to a standard pair.

By Lemma 3.5, with 2(0) = G (0) , we can write the above as

Soe [ o0 (A@,(e)) —(DAGH(0)), AGH O
h
+<7 [ DAG () Bu(s.0)Gu(0))ds
(4.15) bt / ' / (DA(Gy(0)), Bo(s, 0)Be(u, )Gy (6))dsdu
0 0
h s
+e7t /O /0 <D2AIB%E(u,G)Gg/(Q),IB%E(s,H)Gl,(0)>dsdu)d0
+0 (5_%h3\|\AH\N> .

We want to recognize in (4.15) the action of the generator; see (4.2). To this
end, we analyze the terms one by one. The second term in the first line is
part of the generator. The second line of (4.15) turns out to be negligible.
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Indeed, since ) e porpur = ®" 11, Lemma 4.12 in Section 4.5, imply

Efn
h
s%ghm /H | (DAG).Be(5.0)Ge ) po0)asit

4.16 1 2h
O b ([ oacm) B0 )

= Ol AIIN(e(tne? + ),

4.4.1. Ito drift.
The third line of (4.15) yields the second term of (4.2) plus an error. To see

this, it is convenient to set, for each z,y € Zy, m;(q,p) = <%,px> and
2
lby(g,p) = <%pr, Jpz>. Observe that mg, [, , € €y, and”

3
> eyl SCIANNZ, D7 el + [me| < CyIIAJIN,
(4.17) T, YELN TEZN

el + ey lll < ClllAl-

In addition, by (4.1) and (4.2),

(4'18) YSA =~ Z ([m,:p - mm) .

TELN
Using (3.2), one has
(DA(Gy(9)),Be(s, 0)B. (u, 0)Gp ()
== > bl 0)b( 1 0, ma (G (0)),

TELN

so that the expression in the third line of the Equation (4.15) is equal to

Y Y /]I /0 ' /0 . (Gp(6)

(4.19) 0el,  weln
> b(fLSE*lJGx)b(ftuafljem)pg/(9) do ds du.

9Setting Be.y = sgn(le.y)(Jpy) ® (Jpz) and o, = 85;754%, we have

5 3 ool = Tred) < VT < ol | 3 (5200 )

T€ELN YELN z,y

< 2N3||All2,

since ||p||> < 2N and the Frobenius norm is bounded by v/N the operator norm.
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Since |I;| < d., see (4.11), the intermediate value theorem yields

A /h /OS m, (Gé’ (9))b(f\_55—1j Hx)b(ftuf‘lj em)pé/(e)dgdsdu

4 h s
:/ / / b(f1=0)b( £ 0,) pp (0)dOdsdu
I, Jo Jo

m(Go(6)))po (0')d0/ + O (21%5.N | A]])

L

/ / / o1 0,) ppr 2 (6,)dOydsdu

x| ma(Go(0))pe (0)d0) + O (5%h25€N\HAH\) :
L

where we first used Lemma C.3, and then the fact that py is a product of
probability densities.
Accordingly, (4.19) equals

-1 Zpe, Z / / / b f\_sa 1J9 fLus ),04/ ( )d@xdsdu
vef,  wezy

x| my(Ge(0))pe(6)d0’ + O (N?e5R?||A]]) .

L,

By Lemma D.1 and the first line of (4.17),
! / / (DA(Gy (6)), B (s, 0)B-(u, 0)Gp (60)) dsdu

_ —hfy/ " e (Ger(8)per(8)d0 + O (e[| AN (Ine)?)
L,

TELN

(4.20)

4.4.2. Ito-like diffusion.
Finally, the fourth line of (4.15) yields the last term of (4.2). We can write

it as
Sy [ [

lefp, TELN

X [x’x(Gg/ (9))pg/ (H)dﬁdsdu

e [

ST T yEZ

(4.21)

X [x,y(GZ’ (9))pgl (G)dﬁdsdu
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We start with the second term of (4.21). We step back in time and use again
S wey, Petier = @i, obtaining

hoogs b(flee g )bl o
S S [as [ /H BT 200, (0o (0)a0 =

U efp, T, YELN
T#Y

h s b L(u—l—h)a*ljez b L(S""h)i*l]g
- Z /0/0/]14 i M y)[%y(z(ha G(0)))pe(0)dOdsdu.

g
w,yEZN
TFY

Using Lemma 3.5 for any z,y, and (4.17) we have

h
Ly 2 GolO)~Ue(Gol0) = [ (TLay (Gu(0)). (~h e HBe(5)Go(0)) s

< ClIA|IN(R?e™" + hPe™%) < Cy||A||NR2™Y,

where we have used that h € (
an error, the second term of (4

h S u 571 s 571
S [ s [ [ MO, (G0 pu(0)
¥4

6%,25%). Treating the term containing A as
.21) then becomes

T, YELN
7Y
h s h
(4.22) te2 Z / ds/ du/dT/ b(fu“Jrh)E_lJex)b(fL(SJrh)E_lJ@y)
T,Y,2ELN 0 0 0 I,
7Y

X (Opluy(Ge(0)), JGop. (0))0(f 17=7110.) pe(0)dO
+ |A[IN3O(R*e™2 + h3e™ ).

By Lemma C.3, the first term in (4.22) can be written as

h s
Y / ds/ d“{ / b(f =0, pg o (00,
0 0 IF

CE,yEZN
TFY
(4.23)

x /IQ(fL(SJrh)aljey)Pf,y(ey)de}/ﬂ L2,y (Ge(0))pe(6)
2 v
+ O(||Al[h>N334.)

Moreover, by Lemma A.3 and C.2, for any v > 0,

/ b(f[(quh)s—lJQx)pz@(@z)dex < C# Hpg’m]lI;HBv V[(thu)z-:—lJ
(4.24) Iy

o=

< Cypotve °.
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Hence, using the second of (4.17), we estimate the first term of (4.21) as

pg/ Z /// (fLuth)e z)gb(fL(erh)s_ljgy)

(425) ¢ wyiy

% Ly (G (0)) per (0)dOdsdu = O(|[| Al h2N3e~26.).
Next, we can treat the second term of (4.22) similarly and write it as

3 s _
2 Z Z/ deT/Odu{ Heb(fL(quh)a 1J9x)

[0,h]2
T YELN 2€ELN
TFY

(4.26) x b<ft<s+h>€‘”%)b(f“f‘”ezm(e)d"}

< [ O 12(GH(0)), TG (6))pr(0) 0
I,
+ O h3N35.) = O(e 7 h3N36,)

where, in the last equality, we have used (4.24) again since either x or y must
be different from z. Collecting the estimates in (4.22), (4.25) and (4.26) we
have

lue™1) Lse™1)
Sy / ds [ du / [0, (G (8))pe(6)d0

(427) Cein myeix
= O(\I!AIIIN3h4€‘2) < O(Al|NK2),

where, in the last inequality, we have used h < %6 and ¢ < N6,
It remains to consider the first term in (4.21). Using again Lemma C.3,

lue=1] lse=1]
2 / | / 0T 0e)y, (G 0))o0 (0) a0

TELN

(4.28) Z/ / / . el (f ljgx)pe/,x(ez)degcdsdu

TELN

x / Lo o (G (6))pe (6)d6 + O(NP1 12| A]|).

L,

Finally, by Lemma D.1 and the first of (4.17), Equation (4.28) is equal to

hv/ﬂ Y Lwl(Gu(9))pe(8)d0 + O(Ne(lne™")?)||[All)

CEGZN

(4.29)
+O(N?R? (|| All).
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We now collect all the estimates (4.16), (4.20), (4.27) and (4.29) together.
Recalling (4.18), yields

pe(A(2(2h))) = pe (A (2(R))) + pe (GA (2(h))) h + Ra(h, e, N)h,

where we have used h € (6%, 25%) and ¢ € (0, N=%). Hence, by Lemma 4.1
and Corollary 3.6,

2h
(4.30) pe(A(2(2h))) =pe (A (2(h))) + /h 10 (GA (2(s))) ds
+Ra(h,e,N)h,
concluding the proof.

4.5. Average of a first order term.
Here, we show that the contribution of the second line of (4.15) is negligible.

Lemma 4.12. Fore € (0,N~%), h € (5%,25%), ¢ e &*(N,e), and A € €y,
we have

€73 g (/hm(lDA(z(h)),BE(s)z(h» ds> =0 (yHAmN [5(1116*1)2 + h35*%D .
Proof. Expanding DA(z(h)) and z(h) as in (3. 13) for s € [h,2h],
(DA(2(h)), B(5)2(h)) = <DA + /0 D24 < )

Be(s)<z+/oh< Bf>> (u)du>>.

By (3.14) and Lemma 3.4 we can estimate the difference between z(u) and
the initial condition z(0) = z, and write

e (J (DA <h>> Bo(s)2(h))ds)  pue ([ (DA(2).Bc(5)2) ds)

(4.31) ey <// DA Be(h + s) <—A+€_5BE(U))z>dsdu>
ey </0/0 (D2 ( —A+g%Ea(u))z,ﬁa(h+s)z>d8du)

+0 (y||A\|\Nh3g—%) .

By

We analyze the above terms one by one. Let us set g.(q,p) = (05, A(q, D), JDz),
x € Zpy. Note that g, € €y, moreover

(4.32) > lgal <[IANN  and [lgall < [lAIl.

TELN
Furthermore,

(DA(G(8)),B(h + 5)Go(0)) = > b(fL+970,)g,(Go(6)).

Z‘GZN
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Using the second of (4.32), (4.11) and Lemma C.3, the first term of (4.31)
equals

P> / /TN b(fL )16, ) 0, (Ge(9)) 11, (6) pe(6)d0 =

TELN

(4.33) Z / / b(FLH970,) 112 () pe,o (0)db

.TEZN

y /]I 02(Ge(0))pe(0)d0 + O(hS.N2|| Al|),

and by (4.24) the sum above integrals is exponentially small in . Therefore,
also using the first of (4.32), it follows that

1 2h
(431 e ( / <DA<z>,<Bg<s>>z>ds)‘gc#aahNQmAu.

Using (3.14), the second term of (4.31) reads

e <// (DA(2), Be(h + 5) (—A+s—%B€(u))z>dsdu>
_ W<// (DA(2),B.(h + s)B ()z>dsdu>+O(s—3h3N|||A|y|),

where, in the last equality, we have used h > e. Let ny(q,p) = —(pz, Op, A),
x € Zn. Note that n, € €y, and,

(4.35) Y e AN and [lng| < [IAJl.

TELN

We have
h rh
e! / / e ((DA(z),Be(h + s)Be(u)z)) dsdu
_1 xgzj / / /]I h+5)571JGm)b(ftufuHx)nz(Gg(e))pg(H)dﬁdsdu.

Using Lemma C.3 and the second of (4.35), this is equal to

1 Z/ / / h+s)e*1Jgw)b(ftuaflJex)p&x(gx)dgmdsdu

(4.36) a€ly

X/Hnz(Gg(Q))pg(Q)dG—i—(’)(dss_lthz\HAH\).
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By Lemma D.2 and the first of (4.35), the first term of the above is bounded
by Cyl|Al|[Ne(Ine~1)2. Hence,

1 (/ / DA J(h+s) (A + 5_%]B3€(u)) z(u)> dsdu)

sc#Nnmm( (Ine")? +s—%h3).

w\»—A

e
(4.37)

Next, we analyze the third term in (4.31). By (3.14), we can write it as

e g (/Oh /Oh (D?AB.(s)z,B.(h + u)z) dsdu)

+O(|Alle"2h3N).

(4.38)

For xz,y € Zy, recall that [, = <8§2£)y pr,Jpx> and the estimates in

(4.17). With the above notation we can write the first line of (4.38) as
DYDY / / / e (Ge(0))b(£15= 710, (L= 0,) 0, (0) dOd sdlu.
TELN YELN

By Lemma C.3 and the second of (4.17), this is equal to

=S Z/// b(£15 70, )b(FLE=" g, py(0)dOdsdu

(4‘39) TELN YELN
x/ﬂ oy (G(0))pe(0)dO + O (N5~ 1| Al||n?) .
£

For z # y, since py is a product measure,

/b(flselJey)b(fL(quh)elJex)pZ(a)de

I,

N /1 b(f1=00,)pea(0y)d0y [ b(FLOE0,0) 0y 0(0) B,
[

Iy

However, by Lemma A.3 and C.2, for any u > 0,

/ b(fL(“Jrh)E_lJHx)pe,x(ex)dex = / b(@x)ﬁl(h-&-u)s—ﬂ (Pz,a;(%)ﬂlg(@x)) b,
x T
L

1

< C# pr,xﬂI;HBV I/L(h"'u)EAJ < C#(Sa—lya 3

For x =y,

h h
1 / / / b £15= 00, )b L= 00,) pp(0) s =
o Jo Jy

h rh
:6_1/ / / b1 0)b(f 110, po o (02) Bl
0 Jo JIy
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and by Lemma D.2 this is of order O(g(lne™1)?).
Therefore, recalling the definition (4.11) of ., Equations (4.38), (4.39) and
using the ﬁrst of (4.17), we have

(/ / D2A —A+ e 2B(s )) (s ),Bg(h+u)z>dsdu>
(4.40)

§0#|||AH|N( (Ine )2 4 e~ 2h3>.
Collecting the estimates (4.34), (4.37) e (4.40) the lemma follows. O

5. HYDRODYNAMIC LIMIT

For any test function ¢ € C%(T,R), we define

(1) Entte) = 3 v () Bun(eaN?))

TELN

Alternatively, we can see {x(t) as a probability measure on T.
In order to shorten notations, we denote the error terms as

(5.2) R(N,e,t) =t [N‘l +N5%(1ns—1)2] +NL

Theorem 5.1. For each ¢ € (0,N~9), N € N, and initial probability mea-
sure iy € Mniy we have, for any s,t € Ry, s <t, and ¢ € C°(T,R),

Enlt.g) — En(s ) = / en (") + [ pllesO (RN, &,t — 5))

Proof. Equations (3.3), (3.4) imply,

(1)~ €35:0) =N [ 30 () B (- 1008%0) ~ s (V2 )
TELN
N [ Ve (%) Bunlawrs (V)
s TELN

where, for g : Zny — R,
Vayg(z) = gz +1) — g(x).

In Proposition 5.3, Section 5.1, we use a fluctuation-dissipation relation to
obtain that

(5.3) Enlt ) = e (s ) 27NIEZZN @ ()/ Epuy (e (N?w))du

+ O(ll¢lles R(N, e,t — 5)),
where
Uy = P — W@ + (at1 — @) (e — gu1)-
Next, we want to establish a local equilibrium results. This means that
locally the distribution of the (g, ps) is close to the equilibrium measure of
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the infinite dynamics on Z at the temperature 1" corresponding to the local
average of the kinetic energy p2. This equilibrium measure v is given by the
Gibbs—Gaussian measure on Z with covariance, for x,y € Z and i,j = 1,2,

By (qgcqz];) = T6i,;Guy(z — y),
(5.4) Eo. (php}) = T6i iy,
Lo (q;p;) =0,

where G, (z) is the Green function of the operator (w§ — A)_l, that is

(5.5) (@3 = 2) "] (@) = D" Gunl@ — m)ev),

YEL

see Appendix F for more details. The expectation of u, with respect to vp
is then given by

T [1 — w§Guy (0) + 2Guyy (1) — Gy (0) — Gy (2)] =

=T [1 - w% (GUJO(O) + GWO(]'))] )
where we have used Equation F.5. This identifies the diffusion coefficient
(5'7) D = [1 - wg (Gwo (0) + Gwo(l))] :
Proposition 5.4 in Section 5.2, together with (5.3), (5.7) and (5.6), implies

En(t, o) —En(s, @) = QVIN 2 (%)
TELN

x / By (1 86 0) + 26y (1) — Gusy (0) — Guy(2)] p2(N0)
+ O(lplles R(N, e, — s))

(5.6)

D t T
:wv/s sz " (%) By (P2(N?w)) du+ O[lglles RN, &, = 9)).
TCLN

It remains to show that the expectation of p? equals the expectation of e,.
This is a form of equipartition, and it is proven in Proposition 5.7, Section
5.4, yielding

X

enlt.9) = en(s.9) =55 [ 3 9" () By (o)
S x€ly
—|—O(H(pHc5R(N,€,t—S))

D t
= 27/ En(N?u, " Ydu + O(||¢|lcs R(N, &, t — 5))

which concludes the proof. O

The rest of the section is devoted to proving the building blocks that we
have used in the proof of Theorem 5.1.
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5.1. The fluctuation-dissipation relation.
Our first result is the following fluctuation-dissipation relation.

Lemma 5.2. For each x € Zy, we have'®

) 1
Jzx+1 = _EVZN’JQJ - nga

(58) Uy = pg: - W(Q)qg + (qy:+1 - Q:r)(Qx - szl)
1 1
Fo = 5= (@or1 = @) (asr + i) + 7 (g1 - @)’
Proof. A direct computation yields
1 . 1
VSE = =5 (@et1 = 4z) (Pot +02) = —Jrwrt = 5 (41 = Go) (Por1 = Pa),
and
AF, = > (o1 = 22) + 5 (@1 = @) (Prt1 = p2)
1
+ 5 (Get1 — 4z) [(AZN - W(Q)) (Qus1 + Qx)]
1
= EVZN (pgzg - wgqg —+ (q38+1 - q;r)(CIx - %—1))
1
+5 (¢et1 — Gz) (Pet1 — P2)
from which the statement follows. O

Due to the above decomposition, we obtain the following result, in which
the second derivative of the test function appears.

Proposition 5.3. For each ¢ € C3(T,R), s,t € Ry, s <t, NN, e €
(0, N=%), and initial probability measure piny € Minit, we have

v/ "3 Ve () B G (N25))ds =

§ TELN
1 T t
v 2 (%) [ B (V29)ds + Ofllelles RN 2. = ).
v TELN S
Proof. By Lemma 5.2 we have

N/t 3 Vine (%) Epy (ows1 (N25))ds =

s JJGZN

(5.9) = 271]\, > Nze () /:E#N(um(st))ds

TELN

~ 3 NV (%) /StIEMN(QFx(NQS))ds.

TELN

10Recall that (Vzn9)z = Got+1 — g and by (Azy 9)e = got1 + go—1 — 292
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Defining Ay =), F, we have [|An||| < C4 for all N. Hence, by Theorem
4.9, we can apply Corollary 4.3 to the last term of (5.9) obtaining

t
(5.10) ]| / E,. (GAN(N2s))ds| < CuR(N,e,t —s).

That is, the last term of (5.9) is negligible. The Proposition follows since
IN?Az,0 — ¢l < llellesN " and 3, Ju| < CyN. 0

5.2. Local equilibrium.

The goal of this section is to prove that the space correlation of the positions
is determined, modulo an error, by the Gaussian equilibrium distributions
(5.4) in which the Green function (5.5) appears.

Proposition 5.4. For each p € C°(T,R),t >s€R,, NN, e € (0, N79),
w,w’ € {0,1}, and initial probability measure uy € Mny we have

1 t
N Z QO” <;)/ E,U«N (QI+w(N2u)Qz—w’(N2u) - G’wo (w + ’w,)pi(NQU)) du =
Z‘GZN s

= O(llgllcs R(N, &, (t — 5))).

Proof. Since by Theorem 4.9 ¢ Miniy C Mipniy it is enough to prove the
statement in the case s = 0. The space correlations between ¢ at time

s are elements of the covariance matrices S](\?)(s) = S](\‘,I)(z(s)) defined in

Equations (3.9). We must study the time integral of S](\‘,Z)(s). To this end, it
is necessary to consider the full covariance matrix:

5(t) = /0 B, (S3(N%9))ds,  (0) € {() ). (@.0): (0, )}

S(a) S(ap)
S(t) = <S(p,q)(2) 5(1))(%))

In this proof the time ¢ is fixed, hence we will suppress it if no confusion
arises, e.g. we will write S for S(t).

It turns out to be convenient to compute using the Fourier transform. We
use the orthonormal base of eigenvectors of Az, : for all j € Zy,

(5.11)

ei27rjm/N e*iQij/N ) j
() = ——=—, ¥ (2) = —F7=—, v =w +4sin2<>a
10]( ) \/N w]( ) \/N J 0 N
(Wi — Az )y = vty
In other words, the Laplacian is diagonalized by the discrete Fourier trans-
form N x N unitary matrix U defined, for each ¢ : Zn — C, by

0 =(Ug); = > dut}()

TELN

6o = (U0 =Y o).

JELN

(5.12)

(5.13)
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For any N x N matrix A: Zy X Zy — C, let

"4],]' = (U lAU Jj = Z A:cx’wj( W (z )
z,x' €LN
(5.14)
Ax,m’ - (UAU Z -’4 7,7 % ( )
J.J'€LN

Note that if ¢ € C*(T,C), then, for each N € N, it induces naturally func-
tions from Zy — C, which we call with the same name, i.e. ¢, = ¢ (%)
Remark that, in the limit N — oo, we obtain

li 127rjud
Ngnoo \/>¢] / ¢ b

the usual Fourier transform of ¢. Note also that, for any q € Zy,
1
(5.15) D () = N26g0.
TEZLN

To simplify the notation, let ¢ = ¢”. Our objective is then to compute, for
w,w’ € {0,1},

) %
> ()5 = X X S+ wie )
z€LN z€LN j,5',j" €ELN
where we have set ¢, = ¢ (ﬁ) for x € Zx. We must then compute

NT Z¢< ) z+wx w

TELN

(5.16) =Nty @AH/Z% g (@) (W) (w')

J:3"3" €LN 2€LN

=N S S8y w).

JsJ '€LN

)

The key step is to relate S U v to Ség), This is achieved in Proposition 5.5

which allows us to write

(@) -~ =~
(5.17) de'/ = Hj’j/ + Bj,j’a
where
~ 1 20(vj,vir)
Hjjy =N . ’ ] %—J”(y)sé,z)/
v+ vy
YELN

. )2 -

sup > [Bj | < CuR(N,e,t).
ZEZNJGZ
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The last of (5.18) implies that the contribution to (5.16) of B ;¢ is negligible,
indeed we have

_1 >~ D * *
N2 Z ¢]BJ/’]/,J¢],(w)w],_](w’)
(5.19) PIEEN
_3 n -
< C#N QR(N,E,t) Z ‘(Z)j‘ < C#N 1R(N757t)||¢”(227
JE€ELZN

C SN
SNiﬁ > 1e5l1Bjr il

? ji'€ln

where, in the last inequality, we have used Lemma E.1.
Using Equations (5.17), (5.18) and (5.19) into Equation (5.16) yields

1§£:¢)( )‘Sgiﬂ;m w’ =N" j{: ¢] 7J— ] )¢g,f(u/)

TELN ,] EZN
+O(N'R(N,e,t)|4]lc2)

1 N 20(vj,vi—ir) .

= D D bty w)sgy | 3= w )
YELN j'ELN jezn 7 J—J
+O(NTIR(N, &, 1) 6]c2)-

Note that, recalling (5.18) and (5.12), for j € {-N/2,...,N/2} mod N
and since O(vj,v;) = 1,

(5.20)

Z 20 (v, vj— J)T/)J(UH'U’) Z Vi (w +w') <

(5.21) jemy VT ety
< N_% 2@(’1)]',16',]'/) _ 2@(Uj,’[)j) < C#b,’N_%
Vi + Vj—j Vi + v;

JELN

It is then natural to define G, n(z) = N—2 > d}]v—(f) =N > w;;im) (see
also (F.1)). Which allows us to write (5.20) as

N7 Z(b( ) x—‘rwx w’ =N~ Z Z %% y+w) p)GwaN(w—i—w/)

IEEZN yGZN] ELN

_5 -~ .
+O N2 > oulli'| D> SP) | + O(R(N,&,1)[]c2)

€y yeZy
_ +w
N Y g (‘”N) )G (w + ) + O(R(N, 2, 1) 9] c5)
YELN

where we have used Lemma E.1. To conclude the proof note that

o (15) -6 (L) <ol
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so that, recalling (F.4), |w + w'|

N

< 2 and that ¢ = ¢”,
( ) rtwa—w =NV Z ! (*) z(/p@)/Gwo(w+w/)

TELN YELN
+ O(R(N, g, t)[|¢lles)-
The above, recalling Equations (5.11), (3.9), proves the proposition. O

5.3. The dynamics of the covariance matrix.

Since the final time ¢ is fixed in this section, we remove the dependence
of S on t. Before starting our study of the covariance matrix, we need to
introduce some notation.

In analogy to (3.2), we define the matrix 2N x 2N

0 -1

Also, we define

(5.23)

[1]

(S®) = [ g Dlagq(I)S( P)) ] ;

where 0 is N X N null matrix and for each N x N matrix M

(M7 0 0 0 |

0 My 0 0
(5.24) Diag(M)= | 0 0  Msgs 0

0 0 0 MyN |

The following result controls the Fourier transform of the covariance matrix.

Proposition 5.5. We have the representation'!
20(vj, vjr) 5 = 5

~ 5
i = oy 4 v, Loa T Biy = Hig + By

= 3" G )SY)
YELN

where

and the matriz B satisfies

(5.25) sup Y [ Byl <

lez N jeZy

C#R(N 9 t)
Proof. By a straightforward computation:
(5.26) GSN(t) = —ASN(t) — Sn(t) AT + 292(SP(1)).

1gee Equation (5.18) for the definition of © (v;, v;7), (5.12) for the definition of v;, and
Equations (5.12), (5.13) and (5.14) for the Fourier coefficients.
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It is then convenient to define, recall also definition (5.11),
(5.27) R = AS + SAT — 2= (s@)),
which, remembering (3.8), can be written in components as
R@ — _gPa) _ g(ap)
Rap) — g(a) (W21 — Az,) + vSar) — g»)
(5.28) RPD = (W21 — Ay, )8V + 8P _ )
RP) = (W21 — Az, )S8@P) + SPD (21 — Ay,
+2vS® — 2yDiag (S@)).
Using the notation (5.14), we can rewrite Equations (5.28) as

5@ aler)  sa)
Rjy==S —Sjj

(»)
g3’

28
(5.29)

5(a.p) _ H(P.9) 5(q) aler) a0
RV =RV — AR =278 07 = 85 (vj — vy)
(p)

33’

(g,p)

R;-p-)/ + /UJIRE?) (’U] — Uj/) Sj,j/

J i = —2Fy + 298
In fact, the second line of Equation (5.29) follows from the first three lines

of (5.28) and the fact that, for any N x N matrix A,

(5.30) (UM Wi = Az )AV) = vy
(U_lA(wg]l — AZN)U)]‘,]‘/ = Uj’Aj,j’-

The third line of Equation (5.29) is obtained similarly by the first three lines

of (5.28), and the fourth equation follows from the fourth line of (5.28) and

the first of (5.29).

The next Lemma, whose proof is briefly postponed, shows that the matrices

R are negligible in the limit.
Lemma 5.6. For any o € {(q), (p), (¢,p), (p,q)} we have the estimates
sup Z ]ﬁj‘,j,l\ < CyR(N,e,t).
l€EZN JE€ZN
By simple algebraic manipulations, Equation (5.29) implies
§;q]> = Mﬁm' + B,

v+ vy

where the matrix B is a linear combination of the R® with uniformly
bounded coefficients. Hence, the bound (5.25) follows then from Lemma
5.6 concluding the proof. O
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Proof of Lemma 5.6. We need to treat appropriate linear combinations
of the elements of S, to this end we consider 2N x 2N constant real matrices

B(q) (g:p)
(5.31) By = (%‘Z) ]zfp)
/BN N »

where 3% are N x N matrices such that supy ||By|| < co. By (3.11),
(5.32) ITe(SnB)II < C4llBwll-

Integrating in time and averaging with respect to the initial conditions
Equation (5.26), using Corollary 4.3 with A(t) = Tr(Sn(¢)By), and Equa-
tions (5.32), (5.27), we obtain,

Tr (ByR) = Tt (gN [AS +SAT - 275(5@)})

(5.33) Tr (ByE,y (Sn(0) — Sy (N2t
- T (BB (SO0 = SV | 51, v,
Denote
1
RYS =~ (RY, +R%, _
(5.34) N -

S, 1 Sa Sa Sa
R17} = 5 (Rl,j + R_L_j) = %Q(Rl,j)'

To deal with the absolute value of the Fourier coefficients, we must make the
appropriate choices of 3. For any fixed [ € Z and « € {(q), (p), (¢,p), (p,q)},
we choose By = B4, with the following block components

“ = Z dﬁ](m)@!)_]“(y) Sign(Rl ’j ]) T,y € ZNv
JEZN
for the a block and 8- = 0 for o/ # a. Note that, for all w,v € RV,

(w, B 0)[ = D0 3 V@) ly)wey sign(RY )

< @l Bl < N@IB] = wllllv],
JELN
which implies that [|3"%|| < 1. Moreover, for any R® in (5.28),
Tr (RQ,S/BZ,OZ,OL) Z Z ¢ ’IJZ)]// ?,’j//@bij (y)1/1_j+l(x) Sign(R?_";’_j)
z,y€LN 3,5'.5" €Ln

1 . A~
- N Z Z w]-i—g’—l 1/’]-5-]"( )Slgn(R;" ‘37 )R?/’;u

J,3"3"€LN xyELn
a,S
= E (5]1 J/(S 5! 51gn(Rl -3, ])R]/ R

J:3'3" €Ln

= Z sign(Rla_"} —J l ] -5 = Z |RJ] N

JELN JELN
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where in the line next to the last we have used (5.15).
Denote ng =Ry Biogf,a = Bﬁi;‘iy and ,Bl’a the matrix with all zero
blocks apart from £5®®. Then, by the above equality and (5.34) we obtain
) ? El l7 I
3 IR =T (R
JELN

T (Reghee) + 5 T (R gh)

Tr (Raﬁl,a,a) LI (RaBl,a,a)

1
(5.35 2

) 1
2 2
1
2

LT (R@lva> + %Tr (RB““) .

By (5.33), and ||3"%| < 1, HBZ’QH < 1, the right-hand side is less than

Tr (3(8" + B")Eyy (Sn(0) — Sn(N21))
7 N2
1€y

+ O (R(N,e,t)).

Note that, by (5.32), for any ¢t € R,

sup [Tr (837, (Sv®))| = s [Byy (10 (B sn(®)))| < CeN.

The Lemma follows by estimating similarly the imaginary part. U

5.4. Equipartition.
In this section, we present an equipartition result which allows to connect
the expectation of p? to the expectation of e.

Proposition 5.7. For any ¢ € C3(T), N € N, e € (0,N7%), t > s € RT,
and initial probability measure pun € Mnis we have,

% Z o (%) /: E.n [pi(l\ﬂu) — ex(NQU)}du

QCEZN

< Cyllelles R(N, &, (t — 5)).

Proof. Since by Theorem 4.9 ¢ Miniy C Miniy it is enough to prove the
statement in the case s = 0. A direct computation yields, setting @, =

Gr—1 (QI - Qxfl),

(536) 2]72 — 2ep = — (VZNQ)J? +G (qupaz + %%2:) .

Since

1 T ¥
~ 2 ¢ (N) [qux+§qﬂ < Cyllelie,

TELN
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we can apply again Corollary 4.3 and write

2 Z % ()/ e [P (V25) — ea(N7s)] ds
= 3 Ve (3) [ Eun [0 ds

TELN

e 3 (5 B [ V() + D20

TELN

(5.37)

L > () B [ O0) + 3200
+ 116" 10 (RN, &,1)) .

We have, for each s € R4,

1 x 2 2 Y 2,2 o] 2
N3 ezZ: SO” (N) By [qgc(N s)pz(N“s) + 5(]1(]\[ S):| <Cyu N2
TELN

While for the term in the second line of (5.37) we have

o |5 3 Ve (i) v (e s <oy lelet

6. PROOF OF MAIN THEOREM 2.7

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 2.7.
Given a sequence (€5 )pen such that ey < N7 « > 6, Theorem 5.1 implies
that, for all o € C%, t € R,

60 m et —ex.0) - 2 [ exto.sis] <o

For each t, > 0, let C? := C%([0,t.], P(T)) where P(T) is endowed with
the metric defined in (G.1), which metrizes the weak topology. Note that,
for all N € N, &y € CO. Let (un)nven € My, & be given by (2.11) and
E(+) € C? be solution of the heat equation with initial condition &.

Since P(T) is compact, the relative compactness of the sequence ({y) fol-
lows from the equicontinuity in time of &y proved in Appendix G and by
Ascoli’s theorem [43, pag. 223, Theorem 17]. Consequently, there exist
accumulation points &(-) € CY of the sequence (£n(-)). By (6.1) such ac-
cumulation points satisfy the weak heat Equation (2.14). Furthermore, by
(2.11), limy—00 En(0) = &. Therefore, since the heat equation has a unique
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2

solution,'? one has

(6.2) lim &x(t) = E(t)

N—o0
uniformly in [0, t,] in the weak topology.
To extend the result in time, note that
(@), 56),8(1)) = (q(t + Nt.), plt + N*t.),0(t + N*.)

satisfies Equations (2.1). Moreover, the distribution u%; of (g(0),p(0),8(0))
belongs to Miuit by Theorem 4.9. In addition, we have just seen that uy
satisfies (2.11), that is, its energy profile converges to E(t.). It follows that
we can apply our results to such a process and extend it for another time
t.. Iterating the argument yields

(6.3) Jim en(t) =£(H)  VteRs.

6.1. Error estimate.
To conclude the proof of Theorem 2.7, we must compute the difference

nn(t, @) =En(t o) —E(tp), tEeR,.
Theorem 5.1 yields

D t
(64) nv(t.9) = (s ) + 5 / o (s ")+ O (@l es RN, £, — 5))..

Evaluating (6.4) on 1, (u) = €™ k # 0, we obtain'?

t
i (b ) = w(s,wk)—%%?f / i (7, ) dr

+O (KFR(N,e,t - 5)),

(6.5)

while nx(£,1) = 0 for all times.
Since € € (0, N™%), a > 6, and, from Equation (5.2), 5, = min {1, 5 1}7
one has, for N > 2,

(6.6) R(N,e,t) < Cymax {t,1} N~ (In N)2.
Iterating once (6.5) for t —s < min {1, ;-35k"?}, yields

(b4 < <1 — 224t s>) In (5, )

2 t
(6.7) +4w4k41;/ (t = 7)lnn (7, %) |dr

+ Cu(K7(t — 5) + E°)N =P (In N)2.
Let C($7 u, k) = SUPr¢(s,s54u] ’77N(T» ¢k)|7 and t; = min {17 ﬁki2}) then

1
C(Satka k) < |77N(5a wk)| + gg(satk‘a k) + C#kﬁN_ﬁ* (ln N)2

123ust compute its Fourier coefficients & (t) := Jr e?m kT et dx).
L3Note that, by linearity, Equation (6.4) holds as well for complex functions.
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Using the above in (6.7) yields

1 _
v (s + te, ¥p) < Sl (s, i) | + Cyk® N~ (In N )*ty,
4 4D2 2 8 5a7—f 2

_14|77N( )| + Cyk NP (In V).
For each t € Ry, we write t = mty +7, m € N, 7 € [0,t;). Iterating
Equation (6.8), and setting D = @ In(41), we obtain

(6.9 lnv(t. )] < 2e” P nn(0,9)| + Ok NP (In V).

Recall 1‘55hat Inn(0,%,)| = @w(N,k,uxn)."* Thus, for any ¢ € C7(T,R) and
L e N,

sup [En(t, @) = E(t )l < sup D |B(R)Inw (¢, )]

reRs R+ pezn {0}
G100 < oylplery o ke PNk, py) + N7 (In N)?
keZ\{0}
< Cylleller {e_Dt‘I’(N; py) + NP+ (In N)Q}

which proves the theorem.

14gee (2.12) for the definition of w.
15Getting P(k) = Jr e 2™*% 5(9)df for the Fourier coefficients.
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APPENDIX A. DECAY OF CORRELATIONS FOR EXPANDING MAP

In this section, we quickly recap the facts used in this paper pertaining
to the statistical properties of smooth expanding maps. For simplicity, we
confine ourselves to one dimensional maps, but the same theory holds in
higher dimensions and for hyperbolic maps, see [20] for a quick exposition
or [1, 2] for exhaustive details.

Expanding maps have lots of invariant probability measures, but they have
the remarkable property of having only one absolutely continuous invariant
probability measure (see Remark A.4). Moreover, correlations with respect
to such measure decay exponentially if tested on smooth functions. Such
properties follow from Theorem A.2 and its consequence Lemma A.3.

Let f € C*(T, T) such that f/ > X\ > 1. A trivial consequence of expansivity
is the following.

Lemma A.1. For any 8 € T, (f7"(8))nen is dense.

Proof. Let (a,b) C T. Note that f*, n € N, belongs to C*(T,T), and
infjo1)(f")" = A". Therefore, for any n € N, either f"((a,b)) =T or

b
1> | ((a))] = / (FY(6)d0 > [b— al\™,

which can happen only for finitely many n. Hence, there exists m € N such
that f™((a,b)) =T, so f~"(0) N (a,b) # 0, thus proving the Lemma. 0O

We are interested in studying the decay of correlation for observables of
bounded variation. To this end, it is useful to introduce the concept of
transfer operator defined as, for each g € C°,p € L!,16

(A1) /T p(0)(g 0 £)(0)d0 = /T 9(6)Lp(6)do.

Note that, by definition, [ £p(6)df = [1. p(6)d6 for each p € L'. A simple
change of variables shows that

()
£p(0) = B
e'e;(e) F@)

this is usually called SRB (Sinai, Ruelle, Bowen) transfer operator. Note
also that |Lp(0)| < L|p|(0), that implies || Lp||r1 < ||p||r:- All the properties
used in this paper are summarized as follows. We recall that the space BV
of functions from T to C of bounded variation is defined as

BV = {g € L'(d9) : sup /@'(0)9(0) < +oo},
{eeC!(T,C): llpllco<1} /T
and, for g € BV, the BV norm is defined as

lollsy = lgllz: + sup / 7 (0)9(6).
{@Ecl(T,C): H<P||c0§1} T

16By g o f(0) we mean, as usual, the composition g(f(0)).



HEAT EQUATION FROM A DETERMINISTIC DYNAMICS 45
Theorem A.2. L is a bounded operator when acting on BV (we write L €
L(BV,BV)). Moreover, there exists v € (0,1) such that the spectrum
O'Bv(ﬁ) C {1} U {Z eC: ‘Z‘ < V},
and 1 is a simple eigenvalue of L with eigenvector p, € Ct, p, > 0.

The above theorem, together with Equation (A.1), implies that there
exists a unique p, € BV such that Lp, = p, [ p. =1, and that £, n € N,
has the spectral decomposition

(A.2) L"p = px /T p(0)dd + Q" p
where @@ € L(BV, BV) has spectral radius strictly smaller than v, hence
(A.3) 1Q" sy < Cyr™.

The above decomposition allows us to establish the following basic result on
the decay of correlations.

Lemma A.3. For each p € BV, g € L' and n € N, we have

L ooae 00~ [ a0)p.0)a6 [ piorie

Moreover, if p,g € L?, then

Tim ‘ [ eoae @0~ [ g@p.0)a0 [ o010

Proof. Let p € BV and g € L'. We just compute, recalling (A.2),

] [ oo 00~ [ o). 0)a0 [ pio)ao
=| [oorzp01a0 - [ ato10.000 [ pt0)00

_ /T gw)@"p(e)de‘ < Cur™ gl lpllsv-

< Cp"|lgllrllpll By

=0.

To prove the second statement, first note that, for any n € N, p € L?,

1£7plI72 = /pr) (L%p) o f(0)d0 < [|(L"p) o f*[| 2]l L2,
and, since (A.2) and (A.3) imply
£ Uloo < [IL71 = pullBv + llpsllBv =1Q" 1| BV + [lpxll BV < T,
we have

I(£"p) 0 f*II72 = /T L7 pP L™ < (L oo | L7 Pl 72 < Ol L7172

These above inequalities imply that £ is power-bounded on L?, i.e.,

(A.4) |IL"pll 2 < Cxllp||r2, for any n € N.
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For each g,p € L%, ¢ > 0, let p. €BV such that ||p—p.||;2 < e. Using (A.4),
and the first part of the Lemma,

lim ‘/gﬁnp—/p/gp* < lim /gﬁ”pe—/ps/gp* + Cxllgliz2e
= Cyllglir2e,
which by the arbitrariness of & concludes the proof. O

Similar results, that will be used in the main text, can be obtained for
multiple times correlations.

Remark A.4. If we apply Lemma A.3 to p = 1, it implies that p, > 0,
hence p.df is indeed a probability measure. Moreover, if p € L' is the
density of an invariant probability measure, then it can be approrimated in
L' by functions p. € C'(T,R). Then, Lemma A.3 implies

[pe=tin [steor=tim [ pioo ) +0Cll)
T T T

n—oo

=Am¢+@ﬂ@@)

That is, by the arbitrariness of €, p = px. In other words, f has a unique
absolutely continuous invariant probability measure.

Theorem A.2 is well-known (e.g. see [20, Chapter 1]). However, we pro-
vide a brief proof for the reader’s convenience.

Proof of Theorem A.2. For all p € C' we have, by a direct computation,

w0 eree(f)-elf)

This implies
e = e (7)],, < ()
(A.6) B:Hf"

i
(f)?
More generally, Equation (A.5) implies the following basic property of L:
for each p € C', we have!”

1 <A e + Bllpl e
L

where

o0

1ol <ol

(A-7) / -1
[Lpllwra = [I(Lo) |1 + [[(Lp)[ 1 < A7 lpllwn + (B + 1) [[pllL

7Recall that [|pflw1 = [lollp + 16/l 1.
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these are the so-called Lasota-Yorke, or Doeblin-Fortet, inequalities. Hence,
L£e L(L', LYY N L(WYH, Wh!) and, iterating, Equations (A.7) imply that

1£7pllwra < A" lpllwrn + (B +1)(1 =AY ol
< ATHBHDA =2 pllwa
Thus o111 (L) C {z € C : |2| <1}, and by (A.8) the sequence

(A.8)

n—1
1 k
(A.9) - kzo £k

is compact in L' and hence has accumulation points, which belong to W11,
Since £F1 > 0, if p, is one such accumulation point, then p, > 0 and
Lpy = ps, that is 1 € oy1,1(L). To prove that p, is strictly positive, note
that if there exists § such that p,(6) = 0, then, for any n € N,

73 7 «(y)
(A.10) 0=p0) =L"p(O) = > fi
S )

The right-hand side is a sum of non-negative terms, hence p,(y) = 0 for
any y € f~"(0), n € N, which, by Lemma A.1, forms a dense set. Since
px € WHT C €O, this means that p, = 0, which is a contradiction.

The above also implies that 1 must be a simple eigenvalue. Indeed, sup-
pose that Lp = p, p € WH\ {ap, : a € R}.!® Then there exists b > 0
such that p, — bp > 0 but there exists # € T such that p(f) — bp(6) = 0.
Then the same argument as before yields the contradiction p, = bp.

To study the rest of the spectrum, note that if V = {,0 e wht . fT p= ()},
then, by (A.1), LV C V. Moreover, for all p € V, ||pllp1 < |||z This
implies that, for each p € V,

(A.11) 1(Lo) I < (A +B) (1]l -

The above implies that the spectrum oy(£) C {z € C : |z| < A™! + B}
If \™! + B =: v < 1, which is the case if the map is close to linear, then
Equation (A.11) implies

(A.12) owia(L) C{1}u{ze€C : |z| <v}.

This proves the theorem apart from the fact that £ is acting on WhH!
rather than BV, an issue that we will discuss shortly.

It is necessary to make a more sophisticated argument to prove the the-
orem in the general case, in which B may be large.

From (A.7) and Hennion’s theorem ([40], but see [20, Appendix B] for
a self-contained exposition) it follows that £, when acting on W' has

18Note that if L(a+1i8) = o+ i3, then it must be La = a and LB = 3, so we can
restrict to real functions.
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essential spectral radius bounded by AL
It Lp=ep, [r]p| =1, p # ps. Then,

Ip| < Llpl

implying |p| = L|pl|, since [ (L]p| —|p|) = 0 and the integrand is non-
negative. Hence, p = p,e™ for some function v € C°([0,1],R), 1(0) —(1) =
2km, and k € N. Moreover, L(p.e™¥) = ee¥p, ie., L (eiw—iwof_w*p*) -
p = 0. Integrating and taking the real part one has

Ap*<1—cos<w—wof—9*>>=o,

which is possible only if 1) — o f — 0, = 2knw. Since f has at least one fixed
point, we have 0, = 2km and 1 is the only eigenvalue on the unit circle.

Thus, there exists v € (A™1, 1) such that o1 L\{1} C {2 € C : |z| < v}
(see [20, Proposition 1.3] for a more detailed discussion). Accordingly, we
have the spectral decomposition (A.2) (for more details, see, e.g., [20, Section
1.2]). The fact that p, € C! can be found in [20, Problem 1.7].

To extend £ to BV note that for each p € BV there exists {p,} ¢ W!
such that || pn|lwi.1 < |lpllBv, pn converges to pin L, and liminf || p,,||yy11 >
llpllBv (e.g. see [33, Section 5.2.2 Theorem 2]). This and (A.7) immediately
imply that, for each p € BV,

1ol <llplls

(A.13) !
Loy < A Hpllsy + (B +1)|pllL1,

and by Hennion’s theorem the spectral decomposition (A.2) holds also for
L e L(BV,BV). O

Note that, iterating (A.13), we have, for all n € N,

£l <ol

(A.14) _ B+1
1£"pllBv < A7"lpllBV + THHPHLL

Another very useful fact is that densities with bounded logarithmic deriva-
tives constitute an invariant set: let

(A.15) C, = {,0 ect : p(h) >0, ’/Z;((g))‘ <a, V0 € T} .
Then, since |p/| < ap if p € Cy, by (A.5), we have

(810) | 4500 <ALI0) + BLo0) < 0+ B0
so LC, C C,, provided a > %.

The next result is used multiple times in the text.
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Lemma A.5. For all K € N, {¢;}}' € BV, max; |lq;|5v > 2,

K—-1 ‘
L <qa' — P / qj(9)d9>
T 11

< Gy (ol ) n (s ) +

=0
Proof. Denote q; = q; — px J7q;(0)df. Let M = |C1ln(max; ||g;|lpv)] >
|C11n 2|, where C; € Ry will be chosen later. Then,

K-1 min{M,K—1} K—1
DG = X PGl Y 1G]
j=0 §=0 j=min{M+1,K}
Using the first of (A.7) we have
min{M,K—1}
> €G], <20 maxlg;lza.
§=0
On the other hand, by Equation (A.3),
K-1 K-1 K—1
Z HquNjHBV - Z HQjajHBV < Cy Z v gl Bv
j=min{M+1,K} j=min{M+1,K} j=M+1

1-Cylnv—1
< M gy < Cp (oo ,

and choosing C; > (In V71)71 yields the result. O

Note that, for g € L> and ¢; as in Lemma A.5, we have, for all IV,

— N-1
(A.17) 322) /ng(fjg)Qj(e)de_/qrg(e)p*(a)dejzg/TQM )do

< Cylllloe (mxloslon ) o (max gl ) + Colgl

APPENDIX B. COBOUNDARIES

In this appendix, we provide a criterion to check that v # 0. See Equation
(2.5) for the definition of ~.
We say that a function ¢ € C%(T,R) is a continuous coboundary if there
exists ¢ € C°(T,R) such that ¢ = ¢ — (o f. We call L?(p,) the L? functions
on T with respect to the measure p,(6)d6.

Lemma B.1. For alln € N,

i c
-y <=

n
LQ(P*)

n—1
1
il bo fk
i
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Proof. By a direct computation, and recalling (2.5),

n—1

§jbofk §j!/’bofk )(bo £9)(0)p.(6)d6

= L2(p,) k=0

_2/52 ) d0+222/60f’” (6)p.(0)d0

n—2n—1

7=0 k>j
n—1
/bQ(Q)p*(Q ) +23 (n— s /(bofs)(e)b(t?)p*(e)de
s=1

o) n—1
oy 2n;L/T(b o F)(0)b(0)ps(0)d0 — 2 Z_; s /T(b o F4)(0)b(0)px (6)d0.

Finally, by Lemma A.3, | [1(bo f*)bp.| < Cyur?, for some v < 1. O
Lemma B.2. v =0 if and only if b is a continuous coboundary.

Proof. If b is a continuous coboundary, then Lemma B.1 implies
2

n—1 2
. 1 k
~v = lim —Zbof = lim H (Cof"=<)
n—00 \/ﬁ =0 L2(ps) n— 00 \F L2(ps)
Conversely, if v = 0, then Lemma B.1 implies HZZ;(I) bo fk L) < Oy, for
Px

all n € N. Thus, the sequence {ZZ ! bo f } admits weakly convergent

subsequences in L?(p,). Let ¢ € L? be an accumulation point. Then,
recalling Lemma A.3 and that b is zero average, for each ¢ € Wbl c €9,
and some (n;);, we have

/Cf 0)p:( de—/c C(po)(0

n;—1
I o k+1
—jlggoZ/bf B(0)p.(0)d0
/b 6)df + lim i: bo fE(0)0(0)p.(0)do
]—>Ook 0 T

/b(e) )ox d0+/<

Since W1 is dense in L? and p, > 0 (see Theorem A.2) it follows that
(B.1) b=C—Cof,

as elements of L2, and we assume without loss of generality that J¢pe=0.
It remains to show that ¢ € C°. Multiplying by ps and applying £ to (B.1)
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yields
L(bps) = —(1 = L)(Cps)-

Hence, for all ¢» € L?, using the decay of correlation in Lemma A.3, it follows

/ v bp) = tim [0 127(Cp) = (6] = - [ 0.

Since fT p(0)d0 = 0, 322 o L¥ L (bpy) = (1 — L)~ 1L(bps). Hence,
(- L) L(bpy) = —Cp,

as elements of L?. Finally, since p, > 0, we have

= —pl(n L)\ L(bp,) € W C O,

O

The importance of Lemma B.2 is that being a continuous coboundary
is relatively easy to check. Indeed, if ¢ is a continuous coboundary, for
any f-invariant measure v, we have [pcdv = 0. In particular, if there
exists just one periodic orbit {p, f(p),..., f(p) = p}, M € N, such that
ZkM:f)l b(f*(p)) # 0, then b cannot be a coboundary and v > 0.

APPENDIX C. STANDARD PAIRS INVARIANCE

This section is mainly devoted to the proof of Lemma 4.8 and Theorem
4.9 and some other technical lemmata that are needed in the main text.

Proof of Lemma 4.8. For each N € N, we can partition TV in domains
I(aj,b;) where |bj . — aj.| € [6c,26:]." Accordingly, given any configuration
(g,p) and density py as in Definition 2.2, we can define the probability
measure

pn(A) = | A(q,p,0)pn(0)do

TN
S pn(0)
)d9] / A(g,p,0) 9
/(aj, ) ]I(llj,bj) f]l(aJ,b]) pN(e)dH

>

That is, it can be written as a standard family made of standard pairs with
a constant G(0) = (q,p) € 6*(N,e,(Cp) for any £ > 0. Since any measure
Ay on Xy is a weak limit of convex combinations of delta measures, the
statement follows. O

Proof of Theorem 4.9. Since ¢, is a continuous map, it suffices to prove
that ¢! (Fne.cy) C Fnec,- We first prove the statement for ¢ = e. Without

195¢e just after Equation (4.11) for the definition of I.
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loss of generality, we can assume that 1 € §ny ¢ ¢, consists of a single stan-
dard pair £ € &*(N, ¢, Cy).
Recall that
_1
2(2,Ge(0),0) = et 2B0eqy(p),
0:(g,0) = f(0z)

are the solutions of (3.1) and (2.2) at time e starting at (G(#),6) at time
zero. Thus, for any g € C°(Xx x TV R):

Pie(g) = pelg o ¢°)
_ / 9(z(, Ge(0).0), f(6)) pe(0)do

I,
:/Hg<e( Ate™ ma(oe))eG ) H P (6
£ TELN

We call ¢, the inverse of f|(,, s,], where Iy = I(a, b). Setting 0, = f(6,),

€ [ (e 0D 00).8) TT (Elon o) BB,

TELN
where £ is the SRB transfer operator associated to the map f: for p € BV,

(8")
Lo(6) = a0y
O’sz—:l(a) f (9 )

see Appendix A for a detailed explanation.
Note that L(pealayb.) = L(P2) L f(jas,b.))- BY Equation (A.16), choosing?’

Co > 1= )\ 21, Lpe belongs to D, (f(a), (b)), fla)s = f(az) and f(b), =

f(by). Since f is expanding, |f ([az,bs])| > d:/2. However, it can happen
that |f ([az,bs])| > dc, so the domain becomes too large to be a standard
pair. In this case we can break the image in finitely many pieces indexed by

g € 9, such that [b{ — a{?| € [, ] and define, for all § € (@), b)),

Zq:/ H pex(0

ala) b(q)) weln

p0) =z ] ('Cpf,:c(gx)> ﬂ[a;q>,bgq>] (0x)

TELN
NS 1 = -
G(q)(e) _ 6(—A+€ QBE(O’@(B)))‘SGZ(QD(Q)).
This allows to rewrite (C.1) as

57, / o9 (8)g(G (5), )8,

7en a(@) b(a) )

20Recall that B

— H% , see definition (A.6).
oo
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where pg;q) € D, (a9, b)), and > qeq Zq = 1. 1t thus remains to check that
G ¢ S(N,e,(p) for each g € g
By the conservation of energy, G(9 € C?(I(a(?, b)), ¥y). For all 9 € TV,

_1
36(_A+€ 2Be(0,19))€ - 0 O(—A + 8_535(0, ﬂ))k ok
0V h ; 00, k!
(C.2) -
o0 L3
k€2 C
k=1
)
Using the above inequality, since 85%’”(1 < A1, the chain rule yields

1 ~
= —Ate 2B (0,0(8
n e(—A+a—%Bs(o,¢(§)))a3G§q)(~¢(§)) H
a0,
< AT O VE| |Gl (B) | + A VE 3§§<9>H

<A LOLeC#VEV/Ne + A 1eC#VECHV Ne.

If ¢ is small enough, we obtain the claim by choosing Cy sufficiently large.
The statement for all times follows by writing t = Ke+¢', K € Ny, ¢’ € [0, ¢)
and applying K times the above result. As for the remaining & we observe
that the map acts as the identity on the 6-coordinates so that it does not
modify the densities. Moreover, the new graphs are given by

~ _1 ,
Gg(e) _ e(*AJrE §B5(0,9))6 Gg(e),
and ||0sGy|ls can be bound in terms of [|dpGy||o using (C.2). O

We end this section with the following useful lemmata.

Lemma C.1. Let p a probability density on T, supp(p) = I, where I = [a, b],
lb—a| =6 < 1/2 such that p € C*(I,R)NC°(I,R), and [;|p'(v)|du < C, for
some C' > 0. Then

(C.3) lpllpv <2071 +3C +1.

Proof. Since p can only have jumps at the boundaries of [a,b], its total
variation is bounded by C' plus p(a) + p(b). On the other hand, by the
mean value theorem, there exists z, € I such that p(z,) = 6~!, hence for
x € {a,b}

(@) =07 +

/ p'(y)dy‘ <5t
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and
(C4) lpllav < /p(:c)dx + p(a) + p(b) + / | (x)|dz <1+ 2571 +3C.

O

Lemma C.2. Let { € &*(N,¢) and p;» € D¢, be the associated density.
Then,

el ||y < (6Co + 3)d. L

Proof. We have | | < 2Copy, so that [} |py . (0)|d0 < 2Co, so the state-
ment follows directly from Lemma C.1 remembering (4.11). O

Lemma C.3. Let { € G*(N,¢) and let h € €. Then,

sup sup
TE€ZN O€l,

00,

e >>\ < Cos N|Ibl.

Proof. Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the definition of standard pair,
Z 3Gz(9)k
00,

4N (9 2 4N 8Ge(9)k 2\ 2
< (; (Mh(Ge(@)) ) (;( o )
< 106Gelle (IBIIVE) < CovEIIBIIN.

S van-

eI

APPENDIX D. CORRELATION ESTIMATES

Not to disrupt the main text, we prove here two Lemmata used in Section 4.

Lemma D.1. Let I be an interval of size §, p € C*(I,R) be a probability
density such that H’J—IHOO < 2Cy. Then for h € (¢,1), and € small enough,

e1 lue™1] [se™! _ “1\2
///bf 0)b( £ 10) p(6)dbdscu — hy| < Cye(in 612,

Proof. We first divide the integral into two terms,

(D.1) / / / b 10)b(£12=10) p(0)dBdsdu,

and

h s
lue™!] lse™!]
(D.2) /0 /g . /I b(fle=" )b £l=""0) p(0)dOdsdu.
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Recalling that p, is the invariant measure of f, we can write (D.2) as,

e[he 1] .
/ (s—qg—lsj)/b(fl% 16)2p(6)11(0)d0ds + O(?)
0 T

D3 = b(F79)? (p(8)L1(8) — p.(8)) dbds + O(?)

+% > /T b(£70)2p..(8)ddds.

Note that [|p1;]|;1 = 1 and, by Lemma C.2, ||p1/||py < Cx6~!. Hence, by
(A.17) with g; = pl; — p, for all j (hence [;¢; = 0), and g = b?, we have
that the first term of (D.3) is O(e2In§~!). Hence, by the invariance of py,
the quantity (D.3) is equal to

eh

2 Jr
The term (D.1) is equal to

lhe "1=1 (41)e 571 plkt1)e » »
> / ds / du / b( =o)L= 10)p(0)do
j=1 J k=0 ke I

£

(D.4) b(0)2p5(0)d0 + O(*In ™).

h Lh€71J—1

+/ ds
elhe1]

e [ usronsio)ote)as
. I

(k+1)e
/ ’ du/b(fl“flJe)b(fl%‘”e)p(a)da
k I

£

he1|-1

L
Hh—lhe e Y [ o 0)p0)as,
k=0 1

The last line of (D.5) can be written as

_ -1 el lhe~ 1| —k k
(h—elhe™ e S [ o(f 0)b(60) | £* (p11)|(0) dB
k=0 “T

(D6) thfl

J
= (el Y [ osionm) (e8| o) s
j=1 7T
Recalling (A.14), and Lemma C.2,
IbL="79 (p11) 11 < 1[B]l oo
L™= (p11) |y < bllsv £ (1)) |y < CyoZt.
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Using Equation (A.17), with ¢; = bLlhe" =3 (p1;) and g = b, and since
(h —e|he™t]) < ¢, allows writing the expression (D.6) as

Lhe™!)

(h—e|he? Z/ (F70) pa( de/ ct’w ') J(puf)](e;)def

+0@E?Ins ) =0E% st

(D.7)

where we have used the invariance of p, and the fact that b is zero average.
The line next to the last in (D.5) can be written as

|_h5 H—-1j-1
JRROTOT O
j:l k=0""T
he™1]—1j-1
Z Z/Tb (F1750)b(0) | LF (pe — pudr) |(0) dO =
(D.8) !
lhe™1]—1
—2 S (et -1 ) / b(170)b(0)px (6)d0
j=1 T
lhe™1] -1 lhe 1] —1—j
D M LU OND SR EAyS NI D)
j=1 /T k=0

For any p € N, using Lemma A.5 with ¢; = p, — pz17,

L e

Hb Z ck (px — pz1y)

k=0

<Culn 5717
Ll

where we have used Lemma C.2 and ||px — p.11]|z1 < 2. Furthermore, using
the spectral decomposition (A.2),

lhe=1]—1—j lhe™']-1—j
D S-SR 1) N PR S D
k=0 BV k=0

< 0#5_1.

Therefore, using again (A.17) with ¢; = bz ha =t LF (py — pels) and
g = b, we can rewrite (D.8) as

(D.9) th/Tb(fjH)b(H)p*(G)dQ + 0@ (Insh)?).
j=1

The Lemma follows by summing (D.4), (D.7) and (D.9) and recalling the
definition of  in (2.5). O
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Lemma D.2. Let I be an interval of size §, p € C*(I,R) be a probability
density such that H%/Hoo < 2Cy.Then, for all € small enough and h € (g,1),

h rh
el / / /b(fL(h+s)£1J9)b(fLu£1J9)p(0)d0d8du < C#S(ln 5—1)2.
0 0 I

Proof. We assume that he™! = K € N as the general case can be treated
similarly to Lemma D.1. By adding and subtracting p,, the integral in the
statement can be written as

K-1K-1
ed. D / b(f=HRO)b( 76 (p(8)11(6) — pu(6))dO+
k=0 j=0 T
K-1K-1
DI /Tb<f““”*’w)b(fje)p*(e)de.

k=0 j=0

(D.10)

Let us consider the first term of (D.10). Setting p =k —j + K,

2K—-1 min{K—1,2K—1—p}

X0 b S £ l0)140) = pulo) do.
p=1

j=max{K—p,0}
By Lemma A.5, we have, for any p € {0,1,...,2K — 1},

min{K—1,2K—1-p}
b > LI (plr —py)|| < Cyxlné?,
j=max{K—p,0} I

and, using the spectral decomposition (A.2),

min{K—1,2K—-1-p} . 2K—1 '
b D Lpl—p)|| < CylbllaaTt Do v <Cpi
j=max{K—p,0} BV j=0

Therefore, applying (A.17), the first term of (D.10) is of order O(g(In§~1)2).
Setting p = k — j + K and noting that

min{K — 1,2K — 1 —p} —max{K —p,0} <p—1,
the second term of (D.10) can be bounded by

2K-1

(D.11) . 21 (p— 1) ‘ /T b(F20)b(0) s (6)d6)]

Note that by Lemma A.3, | [r b(fp9)b(0)p*(0)d0} < CyuP, from which the
Lemma follows. ]
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APPENDIX E. DISCRETE GRADIENT, LAPLACIAN AND FOURIER

For any g : Zy — R, N € NU {0}, © € Zy, the lattice gradient, and the
Laplacian are defined as

(E-l) (VZNQ):E = fz—l—l - fm 5 (AZNg)x = gz+1 + 9o—1 — 29z

Recall the orthonormal base of eigenvectors {v;} and eigenvalues v; of
—Ayz,, defined in (5.12).

Lemma E.1. Let ¢ € C¥(T) and @; be defined by (5.13) with ¢, = ¢ (%)
Then, for each N € N and |j| < N/2,

1
Cxllller N2

E.2 35 <

Proof. Note that,

1 1 iomi T
= P TNE

N(eiiQﬂj/N -1) oCZ N
N
1 1/ lloo
< .
A N|6—i27rj/N —1 Z N
.’EEZN

Since for 6 € [—7/2,7/2] we have |1 — ¢|> = 2|1 — cosf| > %, we have
1. 1
N72185] < —[l¢/lloo,
mJ
that proves the statement for k = 1. Then iterate for general k. O

APPENDIX F. ON THE DIFFUSION COEFFICIENT D

The Green’s function of w3 — Ay, is given by
-1 . "
(Wi — Azy) ™ (@) =D v (@)Y (y)
J
(Fl) 1 -1 i2n(z—y)j/N
= NZUJ- e = Gy, n(T — ).
J
Since vj; = v_j, this can be written as

(F.2) Guo,N(x) = % Z vj_l cos(2mxzj/N).
J

On the other hand, the Green function of —Agz + wg, where Az is the
Laplacian on the integer lattice Z, that is given by, for z € Z,

1
(F.3) Gup(z) = (—Ag +w§)fl oy +7) = / cos(2mux)
0

4sin’(mu) + wd
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As G, n(x) is a simple Riemann sum approximation of G, (),
(F.4) (Gut (&) — Gy ()] < CeN .
Using (F.3) the diffusion coefficient appearing in (5.6) reads:
D =1+2Gy)(1) — (1 + wi)Guy (0) — Gy (2)
=1+ (w§ — A) Guy (1) — wi (Guy (0) + Gy (1))
(F.5) =1 — w¢ (Guy(0) + Gy (1))
_ /01 1 — cos(4mu) du

12
4 sin®(7u) + w}

From the last line of (F.5) an explicit computation yields
2

D= .
2+ wi +wo/4+ W

The thermal diffusivity D can also be written differently. There is a kinetic
expression that relates it to the dispersion relation of the harmonic lattice
w(k) = \/wg + 4sin?(7k). In the kinetic limit, the velocity of a phonon of
wave number k is %, and the diffusion coefficient is related to the kinetic
energy of the phonons by (see Section 6 in [5] for more details)

(F.7) D= # /O [ (k)] dk,

that is valid for a generic harmonic lattice. For nearest-neighbor interaction

(F.6)

1 L SV dk — L 8sin?(7k) cos? (k)
- D=5 [ ) dk:—/o i
_ /1 1 —cos(47r/<;)dk
0 w(k)? .

APPENDIX G. COMPACTNESS

Recall that P(T) is the space of probability measures on T endowed with
the weak topology. Under this topology P(T) is complete, separable, metriz-
able, and compact. We choose the metric

G0 dut) =Y i {1 [wdn = [ o]},

keZ
where 1p,.() = €™k € 7Z, is a countable set whose span is dense in C°(T)
by the Stone-Weierstrass theorem.

We have that £y € C([0, 4], P(T)), that we endow with the uniform topol-
ogy induced by the metric (G.1). Since P(T) is compact, relative compact-
ness of the sequence ({x) follows from the following equicontinuity in time
of £, by Ascoli’s theorem [43, pg. 223, Theorem 17].
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Proposition G.1. Provided e < N™¢, a > 6, we have, for all t, >0,
(G.2) lim lim sup sup d(én(t),€én(s)) =0

=0 Nooo 0<s,t<ts,|[t—s|<6

Proof. Let ¢ € C5(T). Recalling the definition of ¢ in (5.1), by Theorem
(5.1), we have, for all 0 < s <t < t4,

1Ex (& @) < Nl lloo,

En(t o) —En(s,9) / En(u, @")du+ ||@les O ((t—s) + N71).
It follows
(G.3) [En(t,0) —En(s,9)] < Cp(lt — sl + N 7Yl s
Then using the metric (G.1) we have
1
(G.4) AEn (1), €n () < D o min {1, Cyh®(Jt — 5| + N1},
keZ
and, for any § < 1
| su|p d(En(t),En(s (Z mln{l 6k6} + N~ )
t—s|<8 e

(G5) 67ﬁ 1 00 1
SCp | D Vot Y Gt N <Cp(Vo+NTY,
k=0 k=012
from which the proposition follows. ([
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LIST OF NOTATIONS AND SYMBOLS

Euclidean scalar product in R™. Page 7

\/(v,v). Euclidean norm. Page 12

sup|y|=1 [[Mv]|. Operator norm of the matrix M. Page 13
gz+1 — gz- Discrete gradient on Zy. Pages 31, 58

gz+1 + gz—1 — 2g,. Discrete Laplacian on Zpy. Pages 6, 58
An(z(t,%,0)). Deterministic evolution of A € €y. Page 13
Energy-controlled seminorm for Ay. Page 13

Generator of the dynamics on Zjy, harmonic force. Page 12
External field; Pages 6, 6

Generator of the time-varying external field. Page 12

Generic computable constant, depending only on the model

parameters (wg, b, f) in (2.1) and on Cp in (2.10). Page 12
2

2 —i—w% +w0\/wg +4
9, 58

Gradient and Hessian of a C? function A. Page 13
Admissible densities of standard pairs. Page 20
Size of the support of standard pairs. Page 19

ﬁ (Q:v - Qxfl)Q w(%qg

2+ 2 +2
7

Effective diffusion coefficient. Pages

. Local energy of particle x. Page

Initial macroscopic energy profile (limit of microscopic pro-
files). Page 8

Macroscopic energy profile at time t. Page 9

> wez,y €x(2) total energy (conserved and equal to N). Page
7

Set of degree-two polynomials Xy — R. Page 13

Fast dynamics, uniformly expanding map. Page 6

A standard family and its associated measure. Page 21

Set of standard families. Page 21

Set of probability measures determined by a standard family.
Page 21

A+~S. Generator of the limiting stochastic dynamics. Page
16

Flow generated by the microscopic dynamics. Page 7

Push forward of measures by the flow ¢!. Page 7

Graph of standard pairs. Page 19

Green function of the operator (w% A)fl. Page 32

/b( px(0 d9+22/

Page 7
Supports for the graphs of standard pairs. Page 19

)b(£%0)p.(6) df. Self-correlations.
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jx,m+1
g/z\/ﬂe

—p2(qe+1 — gz)- Microscopic energy current. Page 12
A standard pair and its associated measure. Page 20

Minit (N, Cy)  Simple example of initial measures on ¥ x TVN. Sometimes

abbreviated M. Page 8

Minit (N, €, Cp) General class of initial measures on ¥ x TV for which the

M

init

Pz, 4z
p,q, =z
U(N; pn)
Ry

Px,N> PN

Px

results in paper hold. Sometimes abbreviated as Miyit (V)
or My, see Remark 4.10. Pages 8, 21

Initial data sequences associated with a macroscopic profile
&y. Page 8

Initial probability measure belonging to Miy;t (N, Cp). Page
21

{1,2,...}. Page 6

Quantity bounded in absolute value by Cx|a| (uniformly in
relevant parameters). Page 14

Space of probability measures on T endowed with the weak
topology. Page 8

Pz = (Px,1,P2,2), @z = (qu,1,qz,2). Momentum and position
of particle at site z € Zy. Page 6

p = (p$)$EZN? q = (Q:Jc)xEZNa =
momenta and positions. Page 7
Quantitative convergence rate of the initial profile. Page 8
{a € R:a > 0}. Page 10

Marginal of uy € Mini on T associated to particle z and
product of the marginals. Page 8

Unique absolutely continuous invariant density for (f,T).
Page 6

Covariance matrix with [S](\?)]x,y = (qz, qy), etc. Page 13

{z € R*™ : Ex(2) = N}. Energy shell of total energy N.
Page 7

Set of admissible graphs of standard pairs. Page 20

Set of standard pairs. Page 20

R"/Z" (and T = T'). n-dimensional torus. Page 6

Pinning parameter. Page 6

(q(t,%,0),p(t,z,0)). Solution of the deterministic ODE. Page
12

Z/NZ. One-dimensional discrete periodic lattice with N
sites. Page 6

(q,p). Vectors of
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