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Abstract: We introduce a model whose thermal conductivity diverges in dimension
1 and 2, while it remains finite in dimension 3. We consider a system of oscillators
perturbed by a stochastic dynamics conserving momentum and energy. We compute
thermal conductivity via Green-Kubo formula. In the harmonic case we compute the
current-current time correlation function, that decay like 7 ~%/2 in the unpinned case and
like #~¢/2~1 if an on-site harmonic potential is present. This implies a finite conductivity
in d > 3 or in pinned cases, and we compute it explicitly. For general anharmonic
strictly convex interactions we prove some upper bounds for the conductivity that behave
qualitatively as in the harmonic cases.

1. Introduction

The mathematical deduction of Fourier’s law and heat equation for the diffusion of
energy from a microscopic Hamiltonian deterministic dynamics is one of the major
open problems in non-equilibrium statistical mechanics [6]. Even the existence of the
thermal conductivity defined by the Green-Kubo formula, is a challenging mathematical
problem and it may be infinite in some low dimensional cases [13]. Let us consider the
problem in a generic lattice system where dynamics conserves energy (between other
quantities like momentum, etc.). For x € Z¢, denote by &(t) the energy of atom x. To
simplify notations let us consider the 1-dimensional case. Since the dynamics conserves
the total energy, there exist energy currents jy x+1 (local functions of the coordinates of
the system), such that

Le)=j ' 1
E x(t) - ]x—l,x(t) - ]x,x+1(t)- ( )

Another consequence of the conservation of energy is that there exists a family of
stationary equilibrium measures parametrized by temperature value 7' (between other
possible parameters). Let us denote by < - > = < - >r the expectation of the



G. Basile, C. Bernardin, S. Olla

system starting from this equilibrium measure, and assume that parameters are set so
that < j, y > =0 (for example if total momentum is fixed to be null). Typically these
measures are Gibbs measure with sufficiently fast decay of space correlations so that
energy has static fluctuation that are Gaussian distributed if properly rescaled in space.
Let us define the space-time correlations of the energy as

S(x, 1) =< E()E0) > — < E > .

If thermal conductivity is finite, S(x, #) should be solution of the diffusion equation (in
a proper large space-time scale) and thermal conductivity (TC) can be defined as

. 1 2
K(T) = tgngoﬁéx S(x,1). 2)
XE

By using the energy conservation law (1), time and space invariance (see Sect. 3), one
can rewrite

t t
. 1 . . / /
K(T) = lim W2< / Jre1(s)ds / jo(s"ds >

xeZ 0 0

l o0
== Z/(jx,x+l(t) jo,1(0)) dt, 3)
XEZO

which is the celebrated Green-Kubo formula for the thermal conductivity (cf. [17]).

One can see from (3) why the problem is so difficult for deterministic dynamics: one
needs some control of time decay of the current-current correlations, a difficult problem
even for finite dimensional dynamical systems. Furthermore in some one—dimensional
systems, like the Fermi-Pasta-Ulam chain of unpinned oscillators, if total momentum is
conserved by the dynamics, thermal conductivity is expected to be infinite (cf. [13] for
a review of numerical results on this topic). Very few mathematically rigorous results
exist for deterministic systems ([8,15]).

In this paper we consider stochastic perturbations of a deterministic Hamiltonian
dynamics on a multidimensional lattice and we study the corresponding thermal con-
ductivity as defined by (3). The stochastic perturbations are such that they exchange
momentum between particles with alocal random mechanism that conserves total energy
and total momentum.

Thermal conductivity of Hamiltonian systems with stochastic dynamical perturba-
tions have been studied for harmonic chains. In [5,7] the stochastic perturbation does
not conserve energy, and in [3] only energy is conserved. The novelty of our work is
that our stochastic perturbations conserve also momentum, with dramatic consequences
in low dimensional systems. In fact we prove that for unpinned systems (where also the
Hamiltonian dynamics conserve momentum, see the next section for a precise defini-
tion) with harmonic interactions, thermal conductivity is infinite in 1 and 2 dimensions,
while it is finite for d > 3 or for pinned systems. Notice that for stochastic perturbations
of harmonic systems that do not conserve momentum, thermal conductivity is always
finite [3,7].

This divergence of TC in dimension 1 and 2 is expected generically for a deterministic
Hamiltonian non-linear system when unpinned. So TC in our model behaves qualitatively
like in a deterministic non-linear system, i.e. these stochastic interactions reproduce some
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of the features of the non-linear deterministic hamiltonian interactions. Also notice that
because of the conservation laws, the noise that we introduce is of multiplicative type, i.e.
intrinsically non-linear (cf. (6) and (7)). On the other hand, purely deterministic harmonic
chains (pinned or unpinned and in any dimension) have always infinite conductivity [15].
In fact in these linear systems energy fluctuations are transported ballistically by waves
that do not interact with each other. Consequently, in the harmonic case, our noise is
entirely responsible for the finiteness of the TC in dimension 3 and for pinned systems.
Also in dimension 1 and 2, the divergence of TC for unpinned harmonic systems is due
to a superdiffusion of the energy fluctuations, not to ballistic transport (see [2,12] where
this behavior is explained with a kinetic argument).

For anharmonic systems, even with the stochastic noise we are not able to prove the
existence of thermal conductivity (finite or infinite). If the dimension d is greater than 3
and the system is pinned, we get a uniform bound on the finite size system conductivity.
For low dimensional pinned systems (d = 1, 2), we can show the conductivity is finite if
the interaction potential is quadratic and the pinning is generic. For the unpinned system
we have to assume that the interaction between nearest-neighbor particles is strictly
convex and quadratically bounded at infinity. This is because we need some information
on the spatial decay of correlations in the stationary equilibrium measure, that decay
slow in the unpinned system [9]. In this case, we prove the conductivity is finite in
dimension d > 3 and we obtain upper bounds in the size N of the system of the form
VNind =1and (log N )2 ind = 2 (see Theorem 3 for precise statements).

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted to the precise description of
the dynamics. In Sects. 3, we present our results. The proofs of the harmonic case are
in Sect. 4 and 5 while the proofs of the anharmonic case are stated in Sect. 6. The final
section contains technical lemmas related to equivalence of ensembles.

Notations. The canonical basis of R? is noted (e1, ey, ..., ey) and the coordinates of a
vector u € R? are noted (ul, R ud). Its Euclidean norm |u| is given by
lul = @) + ... + (u?)2 and the scalar product of u and vis u - v.

If N is a positive integer, Z?’V denotes the d-dimensional discrete torus of length N
and we identify x = x+kNe; forany j =1,...,d and k € Z.

If F is a function from Z<¢ (or Zj’v) into R then the (discrete) gradient of F in the
direction e; is defined by (Ve F)(x) = F(x + ¢j) — F(x) and the Laplacian of F'is
given by (AF)(x) = ZG;:I {F(x +ej)+F(x—ej) — 2F(X)}.

2. The Dynamics

In order to avoid difficulties with definitions of the dynamics and its stationary Gibbs
measures, we start with a finite system and we will define thermal conductivity through
an infinite volume limit procedure (see sect. 3).

We consider the dynamics of the system of length N with periodic boundary con-
ditions. The atoms are labeled by x € Z‘f\,. Momentum of atom x is py € R? and its

displacement from its equilibrium position is q, € R?. The Hamiltonian is given by

2 1
Hy= > %+W(qx)+§ > Vg —ay)

d —X|=
xeZd, ly—xI=1
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We assume that V and W have the following form:
d ' ' d '
Vigx —qy) = D Vilgl —q7). W) =D Wigd),
j=1 j=1

and that V;, W; are smooth and even. We call V the interaction potential, and W the
pinning potential. The case where W = 0 will be called unpinned.
We consider the stochastic dynamics generated by the operator

L = A+yS. @)
The operator A is the usual Hamiltonian vector field

A=3 {px - Ogy — Og, Hn - 3px}7
X

while S is the generator of the stochastic perturbation and y > 0 is a positive parameter
that regulates its strength. The operator S acts only on the momentums {py } and generates
a diffusion on the surface of constant kinetic energy and constant momentum. This is
defined as follows. If d > 2, for every nearest neighbor atoms x and z, consider the d — 1
dimensional surface of constant kinetic energy and momentum

1
Sep = (o P) €R¥: S (lpxl2 + |Pz|2) =¢; pxtpr = p] :
The following vector fields are tangent to S, p:

Xxz =Pz = PO@, = 8,0 — (= P@ ) =3 1),

SO Z?,j:l (ng_é)2 generates a diffusion on S, ;, (see [11]). Ind > 2 we define
S 3 ()’
S 2d - L e TR
s 2 2 (x)
S 4d -1 )

d i
xzelfy bJ

[x—z|=1

where ey, ..., e; is canonical basis of 74.
Observe that this noise conserves the total momentum » " px and energy Hy, i.e.

S > px=0, SHy=0.
X

In dimension 1, in order to conserve total momentum and total kinetic energy, we
have to consider a random exchange of momentum between three consecutive atoms
(because if d = 1, S, p has dimension 0), and we define

S = é D ()%

d
xeZy,
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where

Y, = (Px - Px+])8px_| + (px+l - Pxfl)apx + (Pxfl - Px)apxﬂ

which is vector field tangent to the surface of constant energy and momentum of the
three particles involved.

The corresponding Fokker-Planck equation for the time evolution of the probability
distribution P(q, p, ¢), given an initial distribution P(q, p, 0) is given by

oP N
55 =(CA+ySP=L"P, (5)
where L* is the adjoint of L with respect to the Lebesgue measure.
Let {wyy; X,y € Z4; i,j = 1,....d; |y — x| = 1} be independent standard
Wiener processes, such that wyy = wy%. Equation (5) corresponds to the law at time
of the solution of the following stochastic differential equations:

dqx = px dt,
dpx = —0q, Hy dt +2y Apx dt
d
VY i ij
+ﬁ Z Z (Xx,sz) dwx,z(t)~ (6)

z:|z—x|=11,j=1
Ind =1 these are:

4
dpy = =3, Hy di + £ A(4py + px—1 + prs))d

+\/g D Fewpo) dwei (1), @)

k=—1,0,1

where here {w, (), x = 1, ..., N} are independent standard Wiener processes.
Defining the energy of the atom x as

| |
&= Epi + W(gy) + EWZXH V(gqy — qx),

the energy conservation law can be read locally as

U

Ex(t) = Ex(0) = D (Ix—erx ([0, 1) = Jxxse, (10, 1)) ,

k=1

where Jx x4e, ([0, t]) is the total energy current between x and x + €, up to time ¢. This
can be written as

t

Jx x+e, ([0, 2]) = /jx,x+ek (s) ds + Mx xie, (1). (8)
0
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In the above My x4e, () are martingales that can be written explicitly as Ito stochastic

integrals
My xre, (1) = v/ (d Z/ x x+eA (S) dwx xtey (5)- )

In d = 1 these martingales are written explicitly as

xx+1<r)—[ / D Fewo) dwyar (). (10)

k=-1,0,1

The instantaneous energy currents jx x+e, satisfy the equation

d
= z (jxfek,x - jx,x+ek) s
k=1

and it can be written as

Jxx+ep = j)?,x+ek + ijf,x+ek : €3Y)

The first term in (11) is the Hamiltonian contribution to the energy current

(v V)(qx+ek qx) (px+ek +Ppx)

.a _
Jx,x+ep —

l\)l'—k l\JI'—‘

d
Z (Gre; — 43) (Pire, + PY) (12)

while the noise contribution in d > 2 is
Vitsre, = =7 (Ve P)x (13)
andind = 11is
Virasr = VY V@(Px—1, Px, Prs1),
@(Px—1, Pxs Px+1) = é[pfﬂ +4p7 + Pi_| + Pxs1Px—1 — 2Px+1Px — 2PxPr—1l.

In the unpinned case (W = 0), given any values of £ > 0, the uniform probability
measure on the constant energy-momentum shell

Eve={@@:Hy=NE D p=0, > ax=0

d d
xeZy xeZy

is stationary for the dynamics, and A and S are respectively antisymmetric and symmetric
with respect to this measure. For the stochastic dynamics, we believe that these measures
are also ergodic, i.e. total energy, total momentum and center of mass are the only
conserved quantities. Notice that because of the periodic boundary conditions, no other
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conserved quantities associated to the distortion of the lattice exist. For exampleind = 1
the total length of the chain >" (gx+1 — ¢x) is automatically null.

In the pinned case, total momentum is not conserved, and the ergodic stationary
measures are given by the uniform probability measures on the energy shells

Eye=1{Pp,q@:Hy=NE}.

In both cases we refer to these measures as microcanonical Gibbs measures. We
denote by < - >y ¢ the expectation with respect to these microcanonical measures.
We will also consider the dynamics starting from the canonical Gibbs measure

< - >y 7 with temperature T > 0 defined on the phase space (R2? )Zﬁ, by

e—HN/T

< ->nN1= Z—dqdp.
N.T

To avoid confusion between these measures we restrict the use of the subscript £ for the
microcanonical measure and the subscript 7 for the canonical measure.

3. Green-Kubo Formula and Statement of the Results

In the physical literature several variations of the Green-Kubo formula (3) can be found
([13,7]). As in (3), one can start with the infinite system and sum over all x € Z4. One
can also start working with the finite system with periodic boundary conditions and sum
over X € Af\,, where A]d\, is a finite box of size N and take the thermodynamic limit
N — oo (before sending the time to infinity). In the finite case there is a choice of the
equilibrium measure. If < - > is the canonical measure at temperature 7', one refers to
the derivation & la Kubo. If < - > is the microcanonical measure at energy EN?, one
refers to the derivation a la Green. Because of the equivalence of ensembles one expects
that these different definitions give all the same value of the conductivity, provided that
temperature 7 and energy £ are suitably related by the corresponding thermodynamis
relation. Nevertheless a rigorous justification is absent in the literature.

In the sequel we will consider the microcanonical Green-Kubo formula (noted «)
and the canonical Green-Kubo formula (noted «) starting from our finite system.

In the harmonic case we work out the microcanonical Green-Kubo version that we
compute explicitly. Similar computations are valid (with less work) for the canonical
version of the Green-Kubo formula and will give the same result. In the anharmonic case
equivalence of ensembles is less developed and we deal only with the canonical version
of the Green-Kubo formula.

The microcanonical Green-Kubo formula for the conductivity in the direction ey is
defined as the limit (when it exists)

1

1,1 T .
T = lim ngnoomZZdEN,E[Jx,m,([o,r])Jo,e,qo,r])], (14)
XELiy

where E ¢ is the expectation starting with the microcanonical distribution < - > ¢, and
the energy £ = £(T') is chosen such that it corresponds to the thermodynamic energy
at temperature 7 (i.e. the average of the kinetic energy in the canonical measure). In the
harmonic case T = £.
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Similarly the canonical version of the Green-Kubo formula is given by

RUNT) = Jim Tim 2T2 D Evr [V, (0. 1D Jo.e, 10D ] (15)
erd

when this limit exists. Here Ey ; indicates the expectation with respect to the equilib-
rium dynamics starting with the canonical measure < - >y r at temperature 7. These
definitions are consistent with (2)—(3) as we show at the end of this section.

Our first results concern the (o, v)-harmonic case:

Vi) =ar’, Wi(@)=vq¢®, a>0, v>0. (16)

Theorem 1. In the (o, v)-harmonic case (16), the limits defining kb1 and &1 exist.
They are finite if d > 3 or if the on-site harmonic potential is present (v > 0), and are
infinite in the other cases. When finite, « (T) and k (T) are independent of T, coincide
and the following formula holds:

1 O )2 (k

RUT) = (T = (Og10)°( )dk+ Z’ (17)
872dy v (k) d
(0,114
where w (K) is the dispertion relation

4 | 1/2

oK) = |v+4a Z sin?(rk’) (18)
j=1

and

19)

w(k) — [EZ?lesinz(nkj)7 zlf d > o) |
/3 sin“ (k) (1 + 2 cos=(k)), if d=1.

Consequently in the unpinned harmonic cases in dimension d = 1 and 2, the con-
ductivity of our model diverges. In order to understand the nature of this divergence we
define the (microcanonical) conductivity of the finite system of size N as

2

D Jxee (0, 08]) | ] (20)

d
xeZy

1 1

iy (T) = TR

where ty = N /vy with vy = limg_.¢ |3, (k)| = 2a!/? the sound velocity. This defini-

tion of the conductivity of the finite system is motivated by the following consideration:
Viw(K) is the group velocity of the k-mode waves, and typically v, is an upper bound

for these velocities. Consequently ¢y is the typical time a low k (acoustic) mode takes

to cross around the system once. One defines similarly & ]1\;1 (T) by

2

D Jxee (0, 08D | ] @1

d
xeZ§,

1 1

~1,1
Ky (T) = —=——-—E
N ( ) ZTZtN Nd N.T
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We conjecture that xy (resp. k) has the same asymptotic behavior as the conducti-
vity defined in the non-equilibrium stationary state on the open system with thermostats
at the boundary at different temperature, as defined in eg. [3,6,15].

With these definitions we have the following theorem:

Theorem 2. In the harmonic case, if W = 0O:

(1) ky ~NV2if d=1,
2) ky ~logN if d=2.

In all other cases ky is bounded in N and converges to k. Same results are valid for K y.

In fact we show that, in the harmonic case, we have

~1,1
im Kflvl—(T) — 1. 22)
N—o00 KN* (T)
This is a consequence of Eq. (51) that one can easily check is also valid if the micro-
canonical measure is replaced by the canonical measure.

In the anharmonic case we cannot prove the existence of either ! (T) or «'1(T),
but we can establish upper bounds for the canonical version of the finite size Green-
Kubo formula (21). Extra assumptions on the potentials V and W assuring a uniform
control on the canonical static correlations (see (86—89)) have to be done. In the unpinned
case W = 0, (89) is valid as soon as V is strictly convex. In the pinned case W > 0,
(86) is “morally” valid as soon as the infinite volume Gibbs measure is unique. Exact
assumptions are given in [4], Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 3.2. In the sequel, “the general
anharmonic case” will refer to potentials V and W such that (86) (or (89)) is valid.

Theorem 3. Consider the general anharmonic case. There exists a constant C (depend-
ing on the temperature T ) such that

e Ford >3,
(1) either W > 0 is general
(2) orif W=0and0 < c_ < V]{’ < C4 < oo for any j, then

ky'(T) < C.
o Ford=2,ifW=0and0 <c_ < Vl” < Cy < oo forany j, then
iy (T) < Cllog N)2.
o Ford=1,if W=0and0 <c_ <V" <Cy < o0, then

ky'(T) < CVN.

e Moreover, in any dimension, if V; are quadratic and W > 0 is general then
iy (T) < C.
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The proof of this statement is in Sect. 6.

We now relate the definition of the Green-Kubo (14) and (15) to the variance of the
energy-energy correlations function (2).

Consider the infinite volume dynamics on Z¢ under the infinite volume canonical
Gibbs measure with temperature 7 > 0. The expectation is denoted by E;. Fix t > 0
and assume that the following sum makes sense:

DY (1) = D" XIXE [(&(1) = T)EO) —T)] = D x'x/Sx.1).  (23)

xeZd xeZ4

If x # 0, by space and time invariance of the dynamics, we have

1
Er [(Ex (1) = T)(E0(0) = T)] = _EET [ (Ex(1) — &(0)) (Eo(2) — E0(0))]. (24)

By definition of the current, we have for any y € Z¢:

QU

Ey(t) = Ey(0) = D (Jy—e,.y (10, £1) = Jy yse (10, 1])) . (25)
k=1

By two discrete integration by parts one obtains

D (1) = > By [Jgxse (10 11) Joe, (10, 1] (26)

xeZ4

so that the thermal conductivity is equal to the space-time correlations of the total current

- 1
CHIT) = 80l = ) lim oo S By [Jxse, (10.1) Jog (0.0D] . (27)

xeZ4

Of course this derivation is only formal even for fixed time # > 0. The problem is to
define the infinite volume dynamics and to show S(X, t) has a sufficiently fast decay in
x. For the purely Hamiltonian dynamics, it is a challenging problem. For the stochastic
dynamics it seems less difficult but remains technical. To avoid these difficulties we
adopt a finite volume limit procedure starting from (3). This explains the definitions (14)
and (15).

Consider now the closed dynamics on Zj{, starting from the microcanonical state.
The rest of the section is devoted to the proof of the following formula:

2
1 1
2T W]ENVE Z Jx x+e; ([0, £])
erj’V
2
t (0]
_ ) N
= (2T?*tN%) 1EN,5 Z /],‘:,Hel(s)ds + g + N (28)

er‘,{, 0

and an identical formula in the canonical case (with E ¢ substituted by Ey 7).
The term y /d in (28) is the direct contribution of the stochastic dynamics to the
thermal conductivity. In the microcaconical case we actually prove that is equal to
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y /d only for the harmonic case. A complete proof of (28) for anharmonic interaction
demands an extension of the equivalence of ensembles estimates proven in Sect. 7. In
the grancanonical case this problem does not appear.

Starting in the microcanonical case, remark that the first term on the RHS of (28) can
be written as

2
t
QT*NY 'Ey ¢ z /j,?,XJrel (s)ds
erﬁ, 0
o
1 s\ " . ‘
- ﬁ/ (1 B ?) Z Ey.e (Jx xre; (5)JG.e, (0)) ds. (29)
0 er‘}{,

If y = 0, which corresponds to the purely Hamiltonian system, as N and then ¢
goes to infinity, and if one can prove that the current-current correlation function has a
sufficiently fast decay, then one recovers the usual Green-Kubo formula (3).

To prove (29) one uses space and time translation invariance of the dynamics

2
t
QTN Eye | | D] / JE sre, (5)ds
X
0

t

t
= (ZthNd)_l Z/dS/dM EN,&' (j;(l,x+91 (S) j;’y_'_e] (M))

¥ 0 0
t s
— (T2 ND)™! Z/ds/du Eye (j;{ml (s)j;{yﬂ,l(u))
o oo

s

t
(T?tNH™! Z/ds/d” Eye (j;‘_y’x_yﬂl(s - u)j(‘)’,el(O))

XY 0 0

1

e +
s .a .a
= ﬁ/ (1 - ;) ZEN,E (Jx‘x+e1 (S)JO,el (0)) ds.
0 X

We now give the proof of (28). Because of the periodic boundary conditions, since
j* if a gradient (cf. (13)), the corresponding terms cancel, and we can write

13
D Txre, (10.1]) = / D ik srer (8) ds + D My xie (1)
X 0 X X

t

- / Je, (5) ds + Me, (1) (30)
0
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so that

2
tND " Eye [Z Jx e (10, r])}

¢ 2
=N B [ | [Sads | |+ N B (9 0)
0
, /
+2(tN) "By /3el(s)ds Me, (1) | - 31)
0 .

The third term on the RHS of (31) is shown to be zero by a time reversal argument
and the second term on the RHS of (31) gives in the limit a contribution equal to y /d.

To see the first claim let us denote by {w(s)}o<s<; the process {(px(s), qx(s));
X € Z‘fv, 0 < s < t} arising in (6) or in (7) for the one-dimensional case. The
reversed process {w}}o<s<; is defined as w] = w;—;. Under the microcanonical mea-
sure, the time reversed process is still Markov with generator —A +y S. The total current
Ji(@.) = 2 Jx xre; ([0, 1]) is a functional of {w;}o<s<;. By (6-7), we have in fact that
J;(+) is an anti-symmetric functional of {ws}o<s<;, meaning

Jt({w;k}OSsgt) = —Jt({ws}OSsst) (32)

In fact, similarly to (8), we have
N
5@ = [ Qo) @ @)dv s M 01, 05 <1, (33)
0

where (Mg (5))o<s< is a martingale with respect to the natural filtration of (w{)o<s<

and (3e1)* = Zx(ja);x%l is equal to —J¢; = — Zx j;(l,x+e1'
‘We have then by time reversal

Ey elJi(@)Je, (@(1)] = —Ey e[/ (@) Je, (07(0))]

t
— _Eys / e (@ ())ds + T (1) | Fe (@*(0))
0

B 13
= —Eye /Gel*(w*(S))ds Je (@*(0) | (34)
L \o

where the last equality follows from the martingale property of 2t*. Recall now that
(Je;)* = —Je,- By variables change s — ¢ — s in the time integral, we get

t

EyelJi(@)Je (@ (1))] = Ey e /3e1(w(S))dS Jey (@ (D) | - (35)
0
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It follows that

t t

Eye / Je (@($)ds | Me, (1) | = Ene / Je, ((5)Me, (5)ds

0 0
t

_ / ds Ex.e | 3o, @) [ Js(@) - / Je@wdv ] |.=0 36

0 0

For the second term on the RHS of (31) we have

(N By (MG, () = = 1)Nd ZZ<( Ve, @3/2) >N,g
B m 2 Z<(P”4Pi+el ) ”i"’{+el)2>
(d I)Nd ZZ<(pxpx+e1 >N,£

X ]

N.E

_r i i
T d ZZ<(pxpx+e Pxpx+e1)> .
(d—-1)N ety 1 N.E

Thanks to the equivalence of ensembles (cf. Lemma 7), this last quantity is equal to

TZ
2y — N~0y, (37)

where Oy remains bounded as N — oo. The calculation in d = 1 is similar. The
contribution of the martingale term for the conductivity is hence y /d and we have shown
(28). Notice this is the only point where we have used the equivalence of ensembles
results of Sect. 7 that we have proven only in the harmonic case. We conjecture these
are true also for the anharmonic cases.

Observe that all the arguments above between (30) and (37) apply directly also to the
canonical definition of the Green-Kubo but without the small error in N (because for the
canonical measure momentums pyx are independently distributed and the equivalence of
ensembles approximations are in fact equalities). Therefore we have the similar formula
to (28):

2T2 ZEM Jxxser ([0, 1) Jo ¢, (10, 11))

= (2T2th)7lEN.T Z/j:?,x%l (s)ds + g (38)
X
0

In the next sections we will consider the (¢, v)-harmonic case and we will compute
explicitly the limit (as N — oo and then 1 — o0) of the two first term on the RHS of
(31).
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4. Correlation Function of the Energy Current in the Harmonic Case

We consider the («, v)-harmonic case (16). We recall that Je, = Dy jx.x+e, - Because
of the periodic boundary conditions, and being jg y.e, @ spatial gradient (cf. (13)), we
have that Je, = D" Jy xte,- We are interested in the decay of the correlation function:

1 o . o
CLi) = Jim 7By e (e (03¢ (0) = N@OOEEN,E(J&&(0>J,f,x+el<t)), (39)

where Ey, ¢ is the expectation starting with the microcanonical distribution defined above.
For A > 0, let u, y be the solution of the Poisson equation

-a
Ay N — Luy y = — E Jx,x+e|
X

given explicitly in Lemma 2 of Sect. 5. By Lemma 1, we can write the Laplace transform
of C1,1(¢) as

o0

—\ _ . .
/dte Ci.1(t) dt—ngnooUé”elu,\,N)N,g. (40)
0

Substituting in (40) the explicit form of u; y given in Lemma 2, we have:

2
) o
— (6o ur.N)y = 2y D o nE =) {(@e — q0) - (Pe; +Po)(Px - Gy)),
X,y

2
o
3 > enE =) (@ - Po— Q0 Pe))(Px - ),
x’y

2
+g_y ng,zv(x —¥)((@e; - Pe; — G0 - PO)(Px - Ay)),, ¢ -

X,y
(41)

Observe that the last term on the RHS of (41) is null by the translation invariance property.
So we have (using again the translation invariance and the antisymmetry of g, n)

2
X o
(g tan),, = % D e n& =) (@e; — qe;) - PO)(Px - Gy}, -
X,y
Define
1
Kn(q) = N€ — szqu (I — aA)gy.

In the unpinned case v = 0, conditionally to the positions configuration q, the law of p
is g = My;KNi(q) (defined in Lemma 6), meaning the uniform measure on the surface

{(px)xem; %Z)pi:m(q); ZX)pX=0}.
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By using properties (i),(ii) and (iii) of Lemma 6, one has for x # 0,
((@e; — Ge)) - PO)(Px - @), , = Z<Mq (pépi) G >N .
ij '

= Z<Mq (pf)pi) (g8, — qiel)q§>N .

2Kn(q)
= _Z de(Nd )( €] —6] el)qy

N.E
1 d
_ N i ;
R 12<<p5) G4 —d"e)ds), - @)
1=
For x = 0, one gets

(((e; — Ge)) - PO) (PO - @y)),, . = Z<uq (pépé) (qé, — qiel)q§'>N,£

i,

~.

d
= > (1a (Pbrb) (@i, - q"_el)q§>N1£
i=1
= §<(p6)2 (e, — q"e, )q§>NY£ . 43)

In the pinned case v > 0, conditionally to the positions configuration q, the law of p
isAq = m (defined in Lemma 5), meaning the uniform measure on the surface

1
[(pﬂxem DS = KN<q)] :

We proceed in a similar way and we observe that if x # 0, Aq( p6 p;) = 0 (cf. ii) of
Lemma 5)

Since gy, v is antisymmetric (see (64—65)) and such that 3, g, n(z) = 0, one obtains
easily in both cases (pinned and unpinned)

2 2
o , . , ,
5> e X () @l - )
Yy i v.e
2
a 1,-9 N2 . .
T > Ny X (pé) (G, — 9 )4}
2y N4 —1 -
x£0,y ; N.E

Lo \ o ) @l o)
() S ) ]

(44)

- (jg,el MA,N)N‘e

LetI'y(x),x € 74, be the unique solution of
(Wl —aA)Ty =8¢, — ¢, (45)
such that erz% I'y(x)=0.
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By (iii) of Lemma 7 and (77), we have

1,9 ) a2

2
~(J§etaN)y g — (1 N1 ZgA,N(Y)FN(Y)
y

2yd

1/2
ClogN ClogN 5 C'log N
= Nd Zy: |gA,N(Y)’ = Nd/2 (ZX:(gA,N(X)) ) = TN (46)

Hence the last term of (46) goes to 0.
Taking the limit as N — oo we obtain (see (80))

a?&?
2dy

/ MO dt =SS g @), (7
0 z

where g, are solutions of the same equations as g, y buton 74 and T is the solution of
the same equation as Iy but on Z4.

Using Parseval relation and the explicit form of the Fourier transform of g, (cf. (74))
and I', one gets the following formula for the Laplace transform of Cy 1 (¢) ford > 2:

a?e? sin?(27k!) 1
y, / dk pR— , yR—— —. (48)
v+ 4o Zj:l sin“(7k/) ] A + 8y ijl sin“(wk/)

0,114

By injectivity of Laplace tranform, Cy ;1 (¢) is given by:

22 sin(27k!)
Ci1a(t) = T dk

v+ 4da Zle sin? (k)

[0, 134
d
exp 1 —8yt > sin*(rk/) . (49)
j=1
For the one dimensional case, the equation for g, n (resp. g ) is different (see (75) )

and we get the following integral representation of the correlation function of the energy
current:

1
Cr1(1) :aé’z/dkcosz(nk) exp[—%sinz(nk)(l+20052(nk)]. (50)

In any dimension, we have the following unified formula for Cy (¢)

52
CLi) = = / (O (k))Ze VO gk, (51)
[0,114



Thermal Conductivity for a Momentum Conservative Model

where w (K) is defined by (18) and v (K) by (19). Observe that the same formula holds if
we replace Ey ¢ by Ey 7. In this last case, the situation is simpler since we do not need
equivalence of ensembles.

Standard analysis shows the behavior of C 1 () as ¢ goes to infinity is governed by the
behavior of the function (dy1 @ (k))? and v (k) around the minimal value of ¥ which is 0.
Infact, (k) = Oifandonlyifk = Oork = (1, ..., 1). By symmetry, we can treat only
the case k = 0. Around k = 0, ¥ (k) ~ alk|? and (8,10(k))> ~ b(v + [k|>) "' (k!)?,
where a and b are positive constants depending on v and «. Essentially, C; 1(¢) has the
same behavior as

1\2 ,—ayt|k|? 1\2 ,—ay k|
/ dk(k)e v 1 / (ke 52)

v+ k|2 /2] v+r1Kk[2
ke[0,1]¢ [0,4/71¢

Hence, we have proved the following theorem:

Theorem 4. In the (a, v)-harmonic case, the current-current time correlation function
C1,1(t) decays like

o Cy1(t) ~ t792 in the unpinned case (v = 0)
o Cy1(t) ~t=27Vin the pinned case (v > 0)

5. Conductivity in the Harmonic Case

Lemma 1. Consider the («, v)-harmonic case. For any time t, the following limit exists:

. 1 N N
Cr1(t) = Iggnw WEN,g(JeI (1)Je; (0)). (53)
and
o
— At _ . .
/dte C1.1(t) dt—Nll_r)noo<]S’e]M)hN)N’£. (54)
0

The same result holds with Ey ¢ replaced by Ey 1.

Proof. We only prove this lemma in the microcanonical setting. Let us define

1
In@) = WEN.S(SQ (1)Je, (0)). (55)

We first prove the sequence (fx)y is uniformly bounded. By Cauchy-Schwarz and
stationarity, we have

1
O = 573, 0), /32,0,

el
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We now use symmetry properties of the microcanonical ensemble to show this last term
is bounded above by a constant independent of N,

—d ~2 - e
N < del >NEe= Z < ]O,e] ]x,x+e1 >N.E

X

2 d
o 4 L L L .
=722 <(qé1 — 40) (@se, — 4R (Pl + PO (Pie, + p£>N .
X ij=I ’
In the unpinned case v = 0, conditionally to the positions configuration q, the law

of pis ugq = “%IQVW (defined in Lemma 6).
By using properties (i), (ii) and (iii) of Lemma 6, one has

o2

d
N7 <3 mve= 7 2 (@l — a0 @he, — e, — 34k +3aD)(P0)?) - (5T)
i=1

N.E

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the modulus of this last quantity is bounded above by

2 1 2 17 2
O{[8<50 >NeE +§<(€el >Nyg]=?<(€0 >N.E, (58)

where the last equality is a consequence of the invariance by translation of < - >, ¢. Let
. d . .

(X1, ..., Xya) be arandom vector with law Aiv/w, meaning the uniform measure on

the N“-dimensional sphere of radius +/ N9€. The vector of energies (Ex, X € Z‘,{,) has

the same law as (X2, ..., Xzzvd)' By Lemma 4, E(X‘l‘) =< 53 > v.¢ 1s bounded above

by a constant independent of N. Hence there exists a positive constant C such that

[fn@)] <C. (59)

Similarly, inequality (59) can be proved in the pinned case v > 0. Let f(¢) be any limit
point of the sequence (fy(¢))n>1 and choose a subsequence (Ny)r>o such that (fy,)
converges to f (for the pointwise convergence topology). By Lebesgue’s theorem, we
have

o0 o0
lim / e fy ()dt = / e M f(t)dr. (60)
k—o00
0 0
But we have that
o0
/f/’_MfN(l)dt = — < joe;s Ua,N >n.e (61)
0

and we have seen in Sect. 4 this last quantity converges as N goes to infinity to

oo

/ e M foo(t)dt, (62)

0
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where f is given by (see (18—19) for the notations)

52
Jool) = / (O (k))2e VB gk, (63)
[0,11

By injectivity of the Laplace transform, we get f (f) = foo(¢). Uniqueness of limit points
implies (fn (t))n>1 converges to foo(t) for any ¢. It follows also we can inverse time
integral and infinite volume limit in the left hand side of (54) and the lemma is proved.

O
Lemma 2 (Resolvent equation).
_ } o
wy=0—L)" (— > 1) == > aNE=Y)Px-qy.
X 4 X,y
where g, n(2) is the solution (such that 3, g, n(z) = 0) of the equation
2\
?&,N(Z) —4Ag . N(2) = (8(z+e;) —8(z—ey)) (64)
ford > 2, or
2 1
7gk,N(Z)_§A [4onv@+onG@+ D+ nE—D]=0@E+ D=8z —1)
(65)

ford = 1. Moreover, Au, ny = 0 and Luy y = ySu, .

Proof. We only give the proof for the dimension d > 2 since the proof for the one
dimensional case is similar. Let u; y = % Zx,y &1, N (X —¥)Px - qy. The generator L is
equal to the sum of the Liouville operator A and of the noise operator y S. The action of

A on u, y is null. Indeed, we have:

o o
AMA,N=;Z[((¥A—U1)‘1x]' > anEx—yay +;Z§A,N(X—Y)Px'l)y-
X y y.x

(66)

Here, and in the sequel of the proof, sums indexed by x, y, z are indexed by Z y and sums
indexed by i, j, k, £ are indexed by {1, ..., d}. Summation by parts can be performed
(without outcoming boundary terms since we are on the torus) and we get

o o
Aup N = ;Z[(«m — D2 NI(X = Y)qqy + ;ng,N(x —Y)Px Py (67)
X y.x

Remark now that the function (- — e1) — §(- + e;) is antisymmetric. Hence g, v, and
consequently Agj n, is still antisymmetric. We have therefore Au, y which is of the
form:

Aup.y = D {a1(x = y)Px - Py + a2(X — ) - @y} (68)
X,y
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with aj, ap antisymmetric. Using the antisymmetricity of a; and ay, it is easy to show
that the last two sums are zero and hence Au) y = 0.

A simple computation shows thatif £ € {1, ..., d} then
1 .
SO0 = 57— 2 2 Kihee) 00
Y i#jk

—2 L 32 0E _2 ik \2, ¢

= 2(d — 1) Z (XX,X+ek) (px) + 2(d — 1) Z (XX—ek,X) (px)
£k Py
1
=77 [(Ploe, = PO = (pi = Phee))
i~k

= 2A(py).

Since the action of S is only on the p’s, we have

ySurn = Y g n&—y)SPpy) - gy

X,y
=20 ) &i.n(X—Y)(Apy) - @y
X,y
=20 > (Agr.n)(X—Y)Px - Gy,
X,y

where in the last line, we performed a summation by parts. Since g,y is a solution of
(64), we have

a .
Aup, N — ySupN = Egpx  (Qx+e; — Qx—e;) = — ;]z,xﬂﬁ . (69)
O
Let us define the Fourier transform 0(§), & € 74 , of the function v on Z?\, as
H(E) = z v(z) expinE - z/N). (70)
zeZﬁ,
The inverse transform is given by
1 . :
v(@) =~ D 0(E) exp(=2in& - z/N) (71)
éeZ%
On Z? we define similarly:

bk) = > v(@expirk-2), ke l[0,1]%. (72)

zeZ4

and its inverse by

v(z) = / (k) exp(—2ink - z).

(0,11
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For A > 0, the function g : 74 — R is the solution on Z? of the equation

21
781(1) —4Ag(z) =dp(z+ey) —dp(z+ey), d=>2,

2A 1

7&(1) - gA g +ez+D+g(z—1) =3d((z+1) —do(z—1), d=1
(73)

Then we have

—2iw sin(2wk!
(k) = LELICL DT (74)
— 16 39_, sin? (k)

and

—2im sinQ2mk
g (k) = im sin@rk) , ifd=1. (75)

—+ gsinz(nk) (1+2cos?(k))
14

Since g; y is the solution of the same equation as g; buton Z‘f\,, we have the following
formula for g, n:

SN E) = &.E/N). (76)
The following bound follows easily from Parseval relation:
2
> @)’ =y (77)
er‘fV

Similarly, the function Iy defined in (45) has Fourier transform given by
Py =TE/N), (78)
where
—2i sin(2wk})
v+ 4o Z‘;zl sin(zkJ)

I(k) = (79)

Let us denote by z* the conjugate of the complex number z and observe that the func-

A *
tionk € [0, 117 — $,(k) [F(k)] € R* is continuous. Hence we have the following
convergence of Riemann sums:

1 A
2 NN = 77 D v@IFNET

yeZd, geZq,
o dkg, RN ®)]* = D" g.(y).0 ). (80)
[0,114 yez!

The limits as A — 0 of the above expressions give the values for the conductivity
(up to a multiplicative constant) when this is finite. If v = 0 it diverges if d = 1 or 2.
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6. Anharmonic Case: Bounds on the Thermal Conductivity

We consider in this section the general anharmonic case and we prove Theorem 3. Recall
(38), then all we need to estimate is

N 2
QTN R, Z/ J e, s | ] (81)
X
0
Let us define > j{ (1, = Je,» then we have the general bound ([16], Lemma 3.9)
N 2
Bur || [3ads | | <108 (a0, v - 1700

) :

<IN (3. VT =y ) 8D

1
Recall that S(px) = 2A(py) if d > 2and S(py) = cA@px+ prat + pa-1) ifd = 1,

d
(N =y 3e, = DD GNE = V)LV (@re, — a9)- (83)
j=1y

where Gy (z) is the solution of the resolvent equation
N7'Gn(2) =27 (AGN)(2) = —%[30(1) +8e,(@)], d=>=2
N7 'Gy(z) — %[4(AGN)(Z) +(AGpN)(Z+ 1)+ (AGN)(z — 1)] (34)
1
= —5[80(2) +81(m)], d=1.

The left-hand side of (82) is equal to

d
= STN IS (G (0 + G s+ e) (V] @oe, — 6DV (@ —a) . 89)

j=i X
o Pinned case.

In the pinned case, the correlations <V]’ (q,{+e1 - q,{)VJf (qg1 — qé )> decay expo-
N, T

nentially in X,

< Ce M, (86)

‘(V; @aer — 4DV (0l — a))

N, T

It follows that the previous expression is bounded by

CT?*tN? Z |IGN(X) + Gy (x+ep)|e ™.
X
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Since Gy is bounded in d > 3, it follows that (81) is uniformly bounded in N. In low
dimensions, our estimates are too rough and we obtain only diverging upper-bounds.
Nevertheless, if V;(r) = « jr2 are quadratics and W; are general but strictly positive
then

<V,{(‘]){+e1 — V(g — qé)>N .

= {2 < ‘]){C]é >yr — < %Leﬂ(/) >Nt — < C]:€+eIQé >N‘T} . (87)

As a function of x, this quantity is a Laplacian in the first direction and by integration
by parts, the left-hand side of (81) is upper bounded by

C O IAGK)(X) + (AGN)(x +ep)| e~ M. (88)

By Lemma 3, this quantity is uniformly bounded in N.
Unpinned case.

In the unpinned case, we assume that 0 < ¢ < ij’(q) < C < +00. We have (cf. [9],
Theorem 6.2, that can be proved in finite volume uniformly)

< Clx|™. (89)

'<V}(q§+e1 —q)Vi(gd, — qé)>

N,T

In the one dimensional case, the random variables ry = @41 — g, are i.i.d. and
< V'(ry) >y =0. Only the term corresponding to x = 0 remains in the sum of
(85). By Lemma 3, we get the upper bound

(GuO+Gy() (VD) = CYN. (90)

N,T
For the unpinned two dimensional case, we obtain the upper bound

C D IGNX) +Gy(x+eplx| ™

2
xeZy

< ClogN Z x| 2

XEZ?V
~ C(log N)2. (C29)

For the case d > 3, we use the first point of Lemma 3, (89) and the fact that

Z Ix|™¢ ~ log N. (92)

d
xeZy

Lemma 3. Let Gy be the solution of the discrete equation (84). There exists a constant
C > 0 independent of N such that

Gyx) < C(x|“2+N"1?), d=>3

GyXx) <ClogN, d=2

Gy(x) <C+/N, d=1

IGN(x+e)+Gy(x—e) —2GyXx)| <C, d=>1
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Proof. In the proof, C is a constant independent of N but which can change from line
to line. We first treat the case d > 3. We use Fourier’s transform representation of G y:

—2ink-x/N

_ 2171k /N
Gn(x) = — ZN"kezzd(H )—9 oM (93)

where Oy(u) = N~ + 8y Z‘;:] sin?(ru’/). Gy can also be written in the following
form:

1
Gn(x) = —E[FN(X) + Fy(x—ep], (94)
where
e—2l7‘[k x/N
Fy(x) = Nd ZZ m (95)

N

Let us introduce the continuous Fourier’s transform representation of the Green func-
tion Fo, on Z¢ given by:

Fo(x) = / %m (96)
[0,1]14

where 6(u) = 8y 27:1 sin? (ru/). Remark that F,, is well defined because d > 3. We
have to prove there exists a constant C > 0 independent of N such that

Fy(x) < C(x["2+ N7/, (97)

Observe that by symmetries of Fiy, we can restrict our study to the case x € [0, N /2]¢.
We want to show that Fiy (x) is well approximated by F,(x). We have

Fy(X) — Fso(X) = Fy(x) — FY (%) + FY (x) — Foo (%), (98)
where
FNx) = / %Zju)du. (99)
[0,14 N

For each k € Z‘I{,, we introduce the hypercube Qk = H?:l (k//N, (k/ +1)/N) and
we divide [0, 1]¢ following the partition Uy ez, QOk. By using this partition, we get

2ink~x/N _ 62i7ru~x

Fyx)— FYx) = > / du’ G

keZ‘,{,Qk

+ / duezi”“'x( b1 ) (100)
J On(k/N) Oy(u)
k
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Remark that
) eZtnk x/N
/due2”m'x = Tfﬂ(X/N), (101)
Ok
where
d Dimu sm(nu/)
_ i
) = 1'[1 e 1'[1 o) (102)
j= j=

It follows that the first term on the right-hand side of (100) is equal to
(I = @(x/N))Fn(x) (103)

so that

FY Foo® |

Fy(x) = ! > / duezl'"“"‘( b1 ) (104)
N (X/N) (X/N)keZd P On(k/N) Oym)/)’
N Yk

The next step consists to show that the second term on the right-hand side of (104) is
small. In the sequel, C is a positive constant independent of N but which can change
from line to line. For each u € Qk, we have

sin?(ru’/) — sin®(7k/ /N) = 7 sinQne;)(w/ —k//N). (105)

for some ¢; € [k//N, (k/ + 1)/N). Consequently, we have

. . C .
| sin®(ru’/) — sin®(rk/ /N)| < ﬁ' sin(rk’ /N)|. (106)
Moreover, there exists a positive constant C such that

Vk € Z4,Yu € Qk, Oy(u) > COy(k/N). (107)

It follows that the modulus of the second term on the right-hand side of (104) is bounded
by

¢ 1 N~ sin(zk//N)|
|¢(X/N)|;Wk§l on(k/N)2 (108)

Since the modulus of the function ¢(u) is bounded below by a positive constant on
[0, 1 /Z]d , this last term is of the same order as

1 |s1n(nu1)|
Z / o du. (109)
Jj= 1[0 1]d

Elementary standard analysis shows that this term is of the same order as

N"/ a d (110)
(N—T+r22"
0
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For d > 4, this term is clearly of order N -1 Ford = 3, the change of variables
r = N~1/2y gives an integral of order N~ ! log N. In conclusion, we proved

Fy(x) = Foe® +0(10gN). 111
@(x/N) N
Moreover, it is not difficult to show that
|Foo(x) — F¥(x)| < CN7!/2, (112)
Since we have (cf. [14], Theorem 4.5)
Foo(x) < CIx|*™ (113)

we obtained the first point of the lemma.
For the 1- and 2-dimensional estimates, we have that |Gy (x)] < Gy (0) and by
standard analysis, there exists a constant C > 0 independent of N such that

1
Gn(0) < C dk . 114
V= / N1+ > sin?(rk) (D

[0,1/21

By using the inequality sin?(ru) > 4u?, one gets G y(0) is of same order as

1
Ak 115
/ N1+ k|2 (>

[0,1/2)

This last quantity is of order /N if d = 1 and log N if d = 2.
Let us now prove the final statement. Assume d > 2 (the case d = 1 can be proved
in a similar way). We have

IGN(x+e) +Gy(x—e) —2GN(X)]
e—Zink-x/N

_ i 2irk! /Ny 5.2
=% Z (1+e ysin®(ki/N) )

keZd

51n2(7tk1/N)
Nd Z HN(k/N)

Q2y)~ 1. (116)

IA
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7. Appendix: Equivalence of Ensembles

In this part, we establish a result of equivalence of ensembles for the microcanonical
measure < - >y ¢, since it does not seem to appear in the literature. The decomposition in
normal modes permits to obtain easily the results we need from the classical equivalence
of the ensemble for the uniform measure on the sphere. This last result proved in [10]
says that the expectation of a local function in the microcanonical ensemble (the uniform
measure on the sphere of radius /% in this context) is equal to the expectation of the same
function in the canonical ensemble (the standard gaussian measure on R°°) with an error
of order k~!. In fact, the equivalence of ensembles of Diaconis and Freedman is expressed
in terms of a very precise estimate of variation distance between the microcanonical
ensemble and the canonical ensemble. In this paper, we need to consider equivalence of
ensembles for unbounded functions and to be self-contained we prove in the following
lemma a slight modification of estimates of [10].

Lemma 4. Let A" , , be the uniform measure on the sphere
rn

n
) 2 2
anl/z = ’(xl,...,xn) e R"; E x; =nr ]
=1

of radius r and dimension n — 1 and \° the Gaussian product measure with mean 0
and variance r*. Let 0 > 0 and ¢ be a function on R such that

0

k
|¢(x1,...,xk)|sc(zx§) . C>o. (117)
=1

There exists a constant C' (depending on C, 0, k, r) such that

limsup n |47, () = 27°(9)] < C". (118)

n—o0
Proof. This lemma is proved in [10] for ¢ positive bounded by 1. Without loss of
generality, we can assume r = | and we simplify the notations by denoting )"rlnl ;2 with

A and A2° with A°°. The law of (x1 +. .. +xx)? under A" is n times a B[k /2, (n — k) /2]
distribution and has density (cf. [10])

1 I'(n/2) w) K2 o\ (=0 /-1
f ) = 1o<u<ny - ZTED T —50/2] (;) (1 — ;) . (119)

On the other hand, the law of (x] +. . . + x¢)? under A is X,? with density (cf. [10])

_ —u/2, (k/2)~1
g(u) = Zk/zl“(k/Z)e u . (120)
With these notations, we have
o0
A (@) — 2%(p)| < C/uglf(u) — g(u)|du. (121)

0
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The RHS of the inequality above is equal to

o + o0
ZC/MQ (g((::)) - 1) g(u)du+c/u"(g(u) — f(u)du. (122)
0 0
O

In[10], itis proved 2 (? — 1) <2(k+3)/(n—k—3)assoonask € {1,...,n—4}.
g(u
The second term of (122) can be computed explicitly and is equal to

I (26 +k)/2) 50 n’T(n/2)
T'(k/2) CTO+n/2) |

(123)

A Taylor expansion shows that this term is bounded by C’/n for n large enough. 0O

We recall here the following well known properties of the uniform measure on the
sphere.

Lemma 5 (Symmetry properties of the uniform measure on the sphere).
Let X]; be the uniform measure on the sphere

k
Sk = [(xl,...,xk) e ®DY D x; =r2}

=1
of radius r and dimension dk — 1.
1) )Jr‘ is invariant by any permutation of coordinates.

ii) Conditionally to {X1, ..., Xk }\{Xi}, the law of X; has an even density w.r.t. the
Lebesgue measure on RE.

In the same spirit, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 6. Let M/f be the uniform measure on the surface defined by

k k
MF = [(xl,...,xw e®NY D xp=r% D ox =0] :
=1

(=1
We have the following properties:

1) p,],‘ is invariant by any permutation of the coordinates.

i) Ifi £ jef{l,...,d}thenforeveryh,t € {1, ..., k} (distinct or not), uf(xﬁlxé) =
0.

i) Ifh #€e{l,... . k}andi €{1,...,d)},
I S 1 A B ¢ )
dktk—=1) k=1 k-1

1 (x,%}) = (124)

Lemma 7. (Equivalence of ensembles.) Consider the («, v)-harmonic case. There exists
a positive constant C = C(d, £) such that:
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(i), - &

N.E

C
=< W

0 Ifi#j,

i) Ifi # J,

iii) Foranyi and anyy € 74, we have

<(p6pé1 p{)pél)> .

<—.
ve| — N4

Clog N

SN”’

o S &2
(af(@le, —adDp)?) - (3) Iy o)

Proof. Let us treat only the unpinned case v = (. The pinned case is similar. We take
the Fourier transform of the positions and of the momentums (defined by (70)) and we
define

4 = (1 = 8E)NwE)QE), PE) =N -s@))pE), &ezZl, (125

where w (&) = 2N~/ 2\/ o Zzz 1 sin?(r&K/N) is the normalized dispersion relation.
The factor 1 — § in the definition above is due to the condition > px = >, qx = 0
assumed in the microcanonical state. Then the energy can be written as

23 bR+ e
§#0

1
32 {REBE) + I (B©)) + R @E) + I’ @) |
§#0

Hy

Since pyx, qx are real, Re(p), Re(q) are even and Im (p), Im(q) are odd:

Re(P)(§) = Re(p)(=5). Re(@)(§) = Re(q)(-4),
ImP)(€) = =TImP)(=§), TIm(q)(§) = —Im(q)(—$). (126)

On Z‘I{]\{O}, we define the relation & ~ &’ if and only if § = —&’. Let U‘fv be a class

of representants for ~ (U‘fv is of cardinal (N d_1) /2). With these notations and by using
(126), we have

Hy = 3[R B©) +Im? (B(E) + Re2@E) +In* @&} . (127)

Eer’V
It follows that in the microcanonical state, the random variables

(Rep)(§), (Tmp)(§), (Re@)(§), ImQ)(E))gcpe,

are distributed according to the uniform measure on the sphere of radius v N4& (which
is not true without the restriction on the set I[J‘f\,). The classical results of equivalence of
ensembles for the uniform measure on the sphere ([10]) can be applied for these random
variables.
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1) By using inverse Fourier transform and (126), we have

, : 2imey - (n+1')
<(pépél) > - X (Peieimiam) e N
e £.8 0.0 #0 '
(128)

It is easy to check by using (ii) of Lemma 5 that the only terms in this sum which
are nonzero are only for &’ = —& and n = —n’. One gets hence

(129)

<(pépé])2>N15 = ﬁ%ﬂﬁf@)(z

. 2
ﬁ’(n)‘ >

N.E

Classical equivalence of ensembles estimates of [10] show that this last sum is
equal to (£/d)> + O(N~%).
ii) Similarly, one has

(Gorkpipl) = X (F@FEP i)

&.xi'\n,n'#0

2ime , ,
xexp | — N -E+n)). (130)

N.E

It is easy to check by using (ii) of Lemma 5 that the only terms in this sum which
are nonzero are for &’ = —& and n’ = —». One gets hence

<(p6pélp(§pgl)>N‘g = ﬁ > < ﬁi(é‘))z ’ﬁf'(n)’2>
§.n#0

N.E

2i7te1
X exp -+ ). (131)
N
Using classical equivalence of ensembles estimates ([10]), one obtains
2ine1
T SN | ronh = o, (132
(PoPe, Py Pey ve 2 Wg#oe ( )= 0( ). )

iii) By using the symmetry properties, we have

(@7 ©3d B e o) =0

N.E
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for & # —&' or n # —n'. Hence one has

JoJJN2
<Qqu (py) >N,£
1 PP —2i . ".v)/N
—yw 2 (Fedepmio) ST
£.8 .0 #0 |
1 L 2 exp (—2in& - (z—y)/N)
= — J !
5 %qu ©5 )| >N?£ s
1 ~ien~io <2\ exp(=2im§-(z—y)/N)
— J J
- Nw;#:;“q @5 )| >N‘£ o ,
Estimates of [10] give
P S £\ _ ¢
(@er@en?) —(7)|=va
It follows that
o o &2 o 2imE(—e1=y)/N _ ,~2in&-(e1—y)/N
J J J JN\2
qy (e, — 9¢)(Py) = + Ry,
< y 1 1 0 >N,£ dNZd = w(‘,;:)Z
where
|sin@rEl/N)|

[Ry| < CN~2 .
N z 4o S0, sin?(mwEk/N)

£#0
To obtain iii) observe that
1 e 2inE(—e1—y)/N _ ,=2iw§-(e1—y)/N
—7 =In()
N w(§)?
and
|sin(2&! /N))| log N/N, d =1

NS /N, d=2
d ’
E¢O4O‘Zk:1 sin’ (¢ /N) 1/N?, d > 3.
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