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A REVIEW OF LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY
FOR GENERAL DIFFERENTIABLE DYNAM ICAL SYSTEM S.

by D avid Ruelle*.

Abstract. The classical theory of linear response applies to
statistical m echanics close to equilbriim . Away from equi-
lbrium , one m ay describe the m icroscopic tin e evolution by
a general di erentiable dynam ical system , identify nonequilib—
rium steady states (NESS), and study how these vary under
perturbations of the dynam ics. Rem arkably, it tums out that
forunifom Iy hyperbolic dynam icalsystem s (those satisfying the
"chaotic hypothesis"), the linear response aw ay from equiliorium

is very sim ilar to the linear response close to equilbrium : the
K ram ersK ronig dispersion relations hold, and the uctuation-
dispersion theorem survivesin am odi ed form @ hich takes into
acoount the oscillations around the "attractor" corresoonding to
the NESS). If the chaotic hypothesis does not hold, two new

phenom ena m ay arise. The rst isa violation of linear response
In the sense that the NESS does not depend di erentiably on
param eters (out this nondi erentiability m ay be hard to see ex—
perim entally). The second phenom enon is a violation of the
dispersion relations: the susceptibility has singularities in the
upper half com plex plane. T hese "acausal” singularities are ac—
tually due to "energy nonconservation": for a an all periodic
perturbation of the system , the am plitude of the linear response
is arbitrarily Jarge. T hism eans that the NE SS ofthe dynam ical
system under study is not "inert" but can give energy to the
outside world. An "active" NESS of this sort is very di erent
from an equilbrium state, and it would be interesting to see
w hat happens for active states to the G allavotti-C ohen uctua-
tion theorem .
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0. Introduction.

T he purpose of the present paper is to review the m athem atics of linear response in
the fram ew ork of the theory of di erentiable dynam ical system s.

Linear response theory deals w ith the way a physical system reacts to a an all change

In the applied forces or the control param eters. T he system starts in an equilbruim or a

steady state , and is sub fcted to a an all perturbation X , which m ay depend on time. In
rst approxin ation, the change of isassum ed to be linear in the perturbation X .

Apart from the linearity of the response X 7 , one can m ake various physical
assum ptions: tin e translation invariance, tim e reversibility, causality (the cause precedes
the e ect), energy conservation, closeness to equilbrium . One can also nd relations
between the response to extemal perturbations and the spontaneous uctuations of the
system . Studying the consequences of the above assum ptions or bulk m atter has yielded
the O nsager recjprocity relations, the K ram ersK ronig dispersion relations, the G reen-
Kubo form ula and the uctuation-dissipation theorem . N ote that sin ilar ideas have been
used in the study of electrical circuits, in optics, and in particle scattering theory. It is
also possible to discuss higher order, ie., nonlinear response.

If the physical system in which we are Interested is descrlbed by classical m echanics
(W ith extemal forces, and a detemm inistic them ostat [17], RO]), is @m icroscopic) tim e
evolution is given by an equation
d}< —
dt
In phase space M . W e want to discuss the corresponding m athem atical situation of a
an ooth (=di erentiable) dynam icalsystem (£%) on a com pact m anild M . In the case of
continuous tin e, (f%) iscalled a ow and is determ ined by (0:) and x (t) = £*x (0), but we
shall also consider the case of discrete tin €, where £ is the n-th iterate ofa di erentiable
mapf:M ! M.

X (%) 01)

T he study of linear response for general an ooth dynam ical system s (£%) encounters a
num ber of di culties, and we shallobtain both positive and negative resuls. In Section 1
we discuss how physicalnotions (ke equilbbrium , entropy production, etc.) and principles
(likke causality, energy conservation, etc.) can be related to m athem atical conospts per-
taining to am ooth dynam ics. Then we shall analyze linear response for am ooth dynam ical
system s In a number of di erent situations, both inform ally (Section 2), and rigorously
(Sections 3, 4).

Ifwe have quantum system s instead of classical system s as considered here, the theory
ofnonequilbbrium isin part sin ilarand in part very di erent (one cannotuse nite system s,
and one looses the an ooth dynam ics on a com pact m anifold). W e refer to V . Jaksic and
cow orkers (work in progress) for a com parison of classical and quantum nonequilbbrim .
N ote that there is a vast literature on linear response that we have not quoted. Relevant
to the approach discussed here iswork by J-P .Eckm ann, C /A .Pillet, G .G allavotti, JL.
Lebow itz, H . Spohn, D J.Evans, G P.M orriss, W G . H oover, am ong others.
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1. Sm ooth dynam ics and physical interpretation.

Let (f%) be a an ooth dynam icalsystem on the com pactm aniold M . Interpreting (£*)

as tin e evolution, we describe a physical state by an (f%)-invariant probability m easure

, and we assum e that is ergodic*. The invariance of expresses the tim e transkhtion
invariance of our physical system . Certain sim ple tin e evolutions (com pletely integrable,
for instance) tum out to be pathological from the physical point of view that interests us
[48], and it isnecessary tom ake som e chaoticity assum ption saying that the tim e evolution
is su ciently com plicated to avoid the pathologies. Let usbem ore soeci c. O ne can show
that an In nitesin al change x (0) In initial condition gives a later change x (t) exp t
where is called a Lyapunov exponent (ifdinM = d, there are d Lyapunov exponents
associated wih an ergodic measure ). A weak chaoticity assum ption is that there is
at least one Lyapunov exponent > 0. A strong assum ption of this sort is the chaotic
hypothesis of G allavoti-€ chen [19], which says that (f%) is uniform Iy hyperbolic. This
w illbe explained In Section 3 (put we shall also consider system s that are not uniform ly
hyperbolic) .

For general (f') there is usually no invariant m easure absolutely continuous w ith
resgoect to Lebesgueon M (ie., such that hasdensity () with respect to the Lebesgue
m easure dx In localcharts ofM ). Ifthere isan invariant m easure an oothly equivalent**
to Lebesgue in local charts, and if it is ergodic, we say that is an equilibrium state
(this generalizes the situation where M is an "energy shell" H (p;q) = constant for som e
Ham iltonian H , and is the corresponding nom alized Liouville m easure on M , assum ed
to be ergodic;  is also known as the m icrocanonical ensemble). A chaotic dynam ical
system (f%) typically has uncountably m any ergodic m easures. W hich one should one
choose to describe a physical system ? A physically observed invariant state is known
as a nonequilibbrium steady state (NESS), and one can argue that it can be identi ed
m athem atically as an SRB probability m easure, or SRB state. The SRB states have been
de ned st In the uniform 7 hyperbolic case [46], 35], [L0], and then In general R5], R6].
Atthispoint we do not give a orm alde nition but state a consequence (which holdsunder
som e extra condition***): if the ergodicm easure is SRB, there is a probability m easure

* ie., there is no nontrivial invariant decom position = 1+ @ ) 2. Suppos—
ing that t%e -integral of continuous functions A is given by tine averages: @) =
lmp, 1 = OT dtA (f%xp), then is alm ost certainly ergodic by BogolyubovK rylov the—
ory (see for nstance Jacobs R1] Section 11.3).

** Thism eans that the density (x), and 1= (x) are di erentiable functions ofx in local
charts.
*** The extra condition is, In the discrete tim e case ofa system generated by a di eom or-
phisn f, that hasno vanishing Lyapunov exponent, in the continuous tim e case ( ow)
that there is only one vanishing Lyapunov exponent, corresoonding to the direction of the
ow . See L -8.Young [b1l] for further discussion.
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Y absolutely continuous w ith respect to Lebesgue (but in generalnot invariant) such that

z (% 2
m — dt  “(dx)A (f'x) (1:)
Tt1 T |
when A isa com plex continuous function on M (A is physically interpreted as an observ-
abk). This says that an SRB measure is obtained from Lebesgue m easure by a tine
average when the tine tendsto +1 . The choice of+1 (ot 1 ) Introduces a time
asymm etry which will tum out to play in the m athem atical theory the role played by
causality as a physical principle. N ote that equilbrium states are SRB states, and general
SRB states com e as close to equilbrium states as is possible w hen there are no absolutely
continuous invariant probability m easures.

Ifdx denotesthe volum e elem ent orsomeRiem ann metricon M (or ifdx is sm oothly
equivalent to Lebesgue In local charts), we de ne the entropy of an absolutely continuous
probability m easure ‘(dx) = ‘(x)dx by

S ()= dx *(x) log *(x)

[ the fom alisn of equilbbrium statisticalm echanics, where dx is the Liouville volum e
elem ent, S (V) is the G ibs entropy associated w ith the density ‘( )].De ne £ ‘such that
€ vYa)= ‘@ f)andwrte (f* ') dx) = Y x)dx, then S (}) depends on t, and in the
case of the tin e evolution (0:1) one nds

—S (%) = dx % (x)divX

w here the divergence is taken w ith respect to the volum e elem ent dx. O ne can argue that
m inus the above quantity is the rate at which our system gives entropy to the rest of the
universe. In other words, the entropy production e(%) by our system is the expectation
value of diwX , ie., the mate of voluim e contraction in M . This de nition extends to
probability m easures that are not absolutely continuous. In particular, (1:1) show s that
e( )= ( dwX ) isthe approprate de nition of the entropy production in the SRB state

. Note that, since is nvarant, e( ) does not depend on the choice of the volum e
elem ent dx (contrary to S (Y)). The identi cation of the entropy production rate e( ) @
physical quantity) w ith the expectation valie ofthe phase space volum e contraction rate (@
m athem atical quantity) is im portant*. It pemmn its in particular a study ofthe uctuations
ofthe entropy production, lrading to the uctuation theorem ofG allavottiand C ohen [19].

W e perturb the tim e evolution (£%) in the continuous tim e case by w riting

a= X )+ X¢x)

* The rst reference we have for this identi cation isAndrey [1]
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instead of (0:1). In the discrete tim e case, the snooth map f is replaced by £ + X+ £
(ie., £x is replaced by fx + X (£x), t integer). The perturbation X ¢ is assum ed to be
In nitesim al, and m ay depend on the tin e t.

W e discuss st the continuous tin e case, assum ing that a lnear response : is
de ned, and proceeding w ith the usual physical argum ents (see Toll 49]). W e take the
expectation value ¢ @A) of an observable A and assum e for sin plicity that X x) =
X (x) (t).Linearity and tim e translation invariance then im ply the existence of a response
function such that 7

ca)y= a® & O ©

T he Fourer transform of ¢ (@) isthen
Z

deett L @)= ()" ()

w here the Fourdier transform ~ of the response function is called the susceptibility. N ote
that, since the right-hand side is a product, there are no frequencies in the linear response
that arenot present In the signal . N onlinear response, by contrast, introduces hamm onics
and other ]'ﬁ‘lear com binations of the frequencies present in the signal). If is square-
Integrable, d! jA(! )¥ may, n many physical situations, be interpreted as the energy
contained in the Ingoing signal. Ifwe assum e that our system doesnot increase the energy
in the signal (conservation of energy) we see that the susceptibbility must be bounded:
T ( )Jj< constant. Note that our physical assum ption of "energy conservation" need not
apply to a general dynam ical system . In the discrete tin e case, the situation is analogous
to that juist described, Fourer transfom s are replaced by Fourer series and it is convenient
to introduce the variable = e" so that the susceptibility is replaced by a finction ().

In our physical discussion, causality is expressed by the fact that (t tY) vanishes
when t < t°. This, together w ith the boundedness of the susceptibility, in plies that ~ ( )
extends to a bounded analytic finction in the upper half com plex plane, and that the real
and In aghary partsof * (! ) (br! 2 R ) satisfy integral relations known as the K ram ers—
K ronig dispersion relhtions (see the discussion in [49]). W hen dealing wih a general
dynam ical system , causality is replaced by the assum ption that the state ofour system
is an SRB state. To clarify this point we shall In the next section m ake a nonrigorous
calculation of  , and see how causality appears. W e shall also discuss the special case
when isan equilbrium state (perturbation close to equilibrium ) and understand how the

uctuation—-dissipation relation arises. Away from equilbrium only part ofthe uctuation-
dissjpation relation w ill survive.

2. Linear response: an inform al discussion.

W e shallnow evaluate the linear response by a nonrigorous calculation (using what
is called rst order perturbation theory in physics). Le us consider a discrete dynam ical
system (f") wheref :M ! M isa anooth map, and the formula (1:) is replaced by
Z Z
1 k 1 X k
@)= lm — ‘Ax)A (E7x) = lm — (" Y ax)A x) @:1)

n! 1 n n! 1 n
k=1 k=1

’s



In 1), we assum e that ‘(dx) = ‘(x)dx is an absolutely continuous probability m easure
onM .The omula 2:1) hods if isan SRB measure for a di eom orphian £ ofM , and
also if isan absolutely continuous invariant m easure (@.cdm .) Pramap £ ofan interval
B;b] R .Replacing fx by fx = fx+ X (fx) wehave to rst order In X

x = %+ (Tei, £F )X (Ex)
=1

where T, £ denotes the tangent m ap to £ at the point x. T hus

Xk , ,
A (f*x) = A %)+ A% %) (T £5 )X (Ex)
=1

Xk
=A@ )+ X (%) n,a £ 9)
3=1

hence
1 x %k 2 , .
@)= Im — ‘dx)X (fIx) i, @ £ )
k=13=1
1 oxk 2 .
= Im - € "x)NX ® na £ 9)
k=13=1
1X x 2 |
= m - ) "x)X ®) n@ )

i03=1
P
Ifwe interchange in the right-hand side lim,, ; and ; , (wihout a good m athem atical

P C
jisti cation!), and use Iim ; 1 = I;:ff] ‘= we obtain form ally
2 2 2z
@)= Ax)X &) n@ f£)= @)X (£ "x) r.,@ f£) @22)

n=0 n=0

T he physicalm eaning of this form ula is that the change of @A) due to the perturbation
X isa sum over n of tem s corresponding to the perturbation acting at tine n. The
fact that the sum extendsovern 0 m ay be interpreted as causality, and resuls from the
asymm etry in tin e of the ormula (2:1) de ning the SRB measure .ReplacingX (f "x)
by e X (f "x) In the right-hand side of 22) we obtain the susceptbility which, as a
finction of = &', is

()= ; @)X ®) @ ) @:3)



Since £ has bounded derivatives on M , the power series In  de ned by the right-hand
side of (2:3) has nonzero radius of convergence. Fom ally, @)= (1), butwe are not
assured that (1) m akes sense.

In the continuous tin e case (2:3) is replaced by
Z z

Ay = dte''t @)X ) @ ) 2:4)
0

and form ally A) = ") (this corresponds to taking Xy x) = X (x) or () = 1 in
Section 1) but we are not assured that ” (0) m akes sense. Com paring w ith the physical
discussion of Section 1, we note that (t) B 0 ort < 0, ie., causality is satis ed. But
it m ay happen (see Section 4) that (&) = dx)X ®) %@ ) grows exponentially
w ih t, so that * (! ) does not extend analytically to the upper half plane. T his apparent
"violation of causality" in fact m eans that "conservation of energy"” is violated: when hit
by the periodic perturbation e'' X , the system m ay give out (much) m ore energy than it
receives.

W e consider now the situation where is an equilorium state. Thus (dx)= (x)dx
In a bcalchart and wem ay de nediv X by

, 1 X e
div X )= ——
x) @x;

i=1

( X3)

Tt is convenient to w rite sim ply dx forthe volum eelem ent (x)dx and div, X fordiv X x).
W e ocbtain then
Z Z

@)X ®) @ £)= dx ([div, X )A (£"x)

N otice that the right-hand side is a correlation function in the tine variable n. Ifwe
assum e that this correlation function tends exponentially* to O when n ! 1 i ollows
that the radius of convergence of () is> 1, and (2:3) becom es
3 Z
()= Todx divgX )A (E7x)

which m akes sense for = 1. Sim ilarly we obtain from (2:4) in the continuous tin e case:
zZ . z

Ay = ate't dx @i, X )A (ftx) 2:5)
0

T he susceptibility ” (! ) appearing in the left-hand side of (2:5) gives the linear response of
our dynam ical system to a perdodic signalwhich puts the system outside of equilborium ,

n
N

* Note that (dx)diyX x) = 0 so that the correlation function tends to 0 when
n! 1 ifthe tin e evolution ism ixing.




ie., In a socalled dissipative regin e. The right-hand side is constructed from a time
correlation fiinction which describbesthe uctuationsofour system in the equillbbriuim state.
T he relation between dissipation and uctuations expressed by (2:5) isa form of the so-
called uctuation-dissipation theorem ((2:5) is also related to the G reen-K ubo formula).
A physical interpretation ofthe uctuation-dissipation theoram isthat kicking the system
outside of equilbrium by the perturbation X is equivalent to waiting for a soontaneous

uctuation that has the sam e e ect as the kick. The reason that this is possbl is the
absolute continuity of

Ifwe assum e that the correlation function in the right-hand side tends exponentially*
toOwhent! 1 ,weseethat *( ) extendsto an analytic function in £! 2 C :Im ! > g
forsome > 0 and that the realand in agihary partsof ~ ( ) on R are related by H ibert
transformm s: these relations are the K ram ersK ronig dispersion relhtions (see Toll A9]).

W e retum now to the study of the susoeptibility 2.3) or 2.4) when isan SRB but
not necessarily an equilbbrium state. At thispoint we need a briefdescription ofthe ergodic
theory of an ooth dynam ical system s follow ing the ideas of O seledec (see [B1], [B6]), Pesin
331, B4], Ledrappier, Strelcyn, and Young (see R5], R6]). For de niteness we discuss the
discrete tim e case of a di eom orxphism £ :M ! M where M has dinension d. G ven an
ergodic m easure for £, there are d Lyapunov exponents ; - q which give the
possible rates of exponential separation of nearby orbits (alm ost everyw here w ith respect
to ). For -alnostevery x, there are a stable (or contracting) sm ooth m anifold Vi and
an unstabk (or expanding) am ooth m anifold V! through x. The dim ension ofV{ is the
num ber of Lyapunov exponents < 0, and the din ension ofV; is the num ber of Lyapunov
exponents > 0. The m anifold V$ is shrunk exponentially under iterates of £ while V; is
shrunk exponentially under iterates of f '. The ergodic measure is SRB if and only
if it is am ooth along unstabk directions. Thism ay be taken as a general de nition of an
SRB measure, and m eans that there isa st S with (S) = 1, and a partition of S into
pieces V" of unstable m anifolds such that the conditionalm easure of on
is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue on V" . The m anifolds V$;V; do not
depend continuously on x (only m easurably). IfV, and Vg are unstablem anifoldsw ith y
close to x, one can de ne a holonomy map ofpart of\/;,J to part of V; along the stable
m anifolds (@ stable m anifolds through a point of Vg may \curve back" before it hits vV,
but, in tem s of Lebesgue m easure, m ost of V' ism apped tom ost of V' ify issu ciently
closeto x),and themap isabsolutely continuous**: sets of Lebesgue m easure 0 are sent
to sets of Lebesgue m easure O.

* E xponentialdecay of correlations doesnot alw ayshold for sam ooth dynam icalsystem s,
even ifthey are uniform ly hyperbolic, but is stilla naturalassum ption [L5]. In the statisti-
calm echanics of bulk m atter, tin e correlation filnctions decay m ore slow Iy, say ket =2
which holds fordi usion in  din ensions, and it isnaturalto assum e absolute integrability
in tim e, so that the susoeptibility is analytic only in the upper half plane. Incidentally,
this m eans that bulk m atter with din ension < 3 is expected to behave pathologically
w ith respect to linear response.

** Thisisa form ofPesin’s theoram ofabsolute continuity of foliations. See for instance
6]p302.



Suppose now that the SRB measure for £ has no vanishing Lyapunov exponent.
We can then write (br -almost allx) X xX) = X%®) + X" (x) where X ° (x) is In the
stable direction (tangent to VZ) while X " (x) is In the unstable direction (tangent to V).
Inserting thisin 23) we nd

The X *-integralm ay be rew ritten as
Z
@x) ((T¢ =, £)X°(f "x)) KA

where (T f")X ° decreases exponentially with n. Since is an SRB measure, the X V-
Integral m ay be rew ritten in tem s of integrals w ith respect to (@x) on pieces of
unstablem anifolds VY, where  (dx) isabsolutely continuousw ith respect to Lebesgue on
VY. Introducing a divergence div” in the unstable direction one m ay hope to rew rite the
X “-integral as 7

(dx) @i X" x))A (E"x)
T his isa correlation function w ith respect to the tin e variable n, and onem ay hope that it

tendstoOwhenn ! 1 . In conclusion onem ay hope that ( ) has radius of convergence
> land that @)= ().

In the continuous tin e case, the hope is that wem ay rew rite (2.4) as

/\(!):/\S(!)+/\CU(!)
7 z
AS (1) = dte @x) ((Tr £9X S(f %)) nA
0
7 . z
ACE (1) = dtet' ® (@dx) @& X ¥ (x))A (£'x)

0

where X ¥ is the com ponent of X in the centerunstable direction corresponding to the
Lyapunov exponents 0 (one zero exponent for the \ ow direction", ie., the direction
of X' ). An optim istic guess would be that " (! ) extends to a holom orphic function for
Im! > wih > 0, and @)= ~(0).Note that® is form ally the Fourier transform

ofa tim e correlation function (cuttot 0), ie. ¥ fom ally confom s to the uctuation-—
dissjpation theoram (as in the case where isan equilbrium state). In order to interpret
~S ram em ber that, if isnot an equilbrium state, is singular w ith respect to Lebesgue.
Onem ight say that isoconcentrated on an attractor* € M . A perturbation that kicksthe

* The idea that is concentrated on an attractor M is geom etrically appealing, but
in fact the support of m ay be the whole ofM . T he geom etric notion of an attractor in
M should thusbe replaced by the idea of as a m easure-theoretic attracting point.



system in the stable direction away from the attractor is not equivalent to a spontaneous
uctuation. The e ect of such a perturbation (the system oscillates and tends to the
attractor) is described by ~° [39], R8].

In Section 3 we shall see that in the uniform ly hyperbolic case thingsw ork out basically
as indicated above. In general however, (A ) is not expected to depend di erentiably
on the dynam ical system . In order to understand what happens to linear response in
nonhyperbolic situations we shall discuss in Section 4 the case ofunim odalm aps £ ofthe
Interval and see how (A ) m ay depend nondi erentiably on f, yet look di erentiable for
the purposes of physics.

3. Linear response: the uniform ly hyperbolic case.

In this Section we shall discuss the case of a dynam ical system (f%) restricted to a
neighborhood U of a hyperolic attractor* K M . (This lnclides the situation that
f is an Anosov di eom orphism of M or (f%) an Anosov ow on M , in those situations
K = U = M ). For complteness we now give a certain num ber of de nitions. These
de niionsm ake use of a Riem ann m etric on M , but do not depend on the choice of the
m etric.

If f isa di eom orphisn , we say that K isa hyperolic set for £ if Tk M (the tangent
bundle restricted to K ) has a continuous T f-nvariant splitting Ty M = E® EY, and
there are constants ¢; > 0 such that

vy ce ® v if v2E®;n 0
Irf "viy ce " v if v2EYn 0
E*° and E"Y are called the stable and unstable subbundles of Ty M ).

If (f%) isthe ow associated w ith a vector eld X (see (0.1)),weassum e (or sim plicity)
that X does not vanish on K and we say that K is a hyperbolic set for (f%) if Tx M has
a continuous invariant splitting Ty M = E€¢ E® EY, and there are constantsc; > 0
such that

E € isonedinensionaland E; = RX (x)

vy ce "y I  v2ES;t 0

it g oce "vp if  v2EY;t 0
W e say that K is a lasic hyperbolic set (for a di eom orphism or ow) if
(@) K isa com pact Invariant set as above,

(b) the periodic orbits of f*K aredense n K ,
©) £*K istopologically transitive, ie., the orbit (f*x) of somex 2 K isdense in K ,

* Hyperbolic attractorsare also called A xiom A attractors [A7]. H yperbolicity asde ned
here is uniform hyperbolicity. W eaker form s of hyperbolicity are not considered in this
Section.
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(d) the open st U K can be chosen such that \f*'U = K .

In particular we say that K is a hyperolic attractor (or Axiom A attractor in the
term inology of Sm ale 47]) if one can chose U such that £*U U for allsu ciently large
t.Wehavethen K = \. (f'U.

Uniform hyperbolicity has been m uch studied in relation w ith structural stability: to
a am all perturbation of (f%) corresponds a an all perturbation of the hyperbolic set K . Tn
particular, if the di eom orphism f has a hyperbolic attractorK , and f iscloseto £ in a
suitable C* topology, then £ has a hyperbolic attractor K and there is a hom eom orphisn
h :K ! K close to the identity such that fX = h f h'. In the cass ofa ow
(£%) there is a sin ilar result, but a reparam etrization of £*K is necessary. An im portant
tool in the study of uniform ly hyperbolic dynam ical system s is constituted by M arkov
partitions (Introduced by Sinai @4], 5], with in portant contrdbutionsby Bowen [/]. B],
O]). Using M arkov partitions, it is possble to replace problem s about m easures on a
hyperbolic attractor by problem s of equilbbrium statistical m echanics of one-din ensional
soin system s. T he transition is via sym bolic dynam ics, and m akes available som e e cient
tools like transfer operators (introduced by Ruelle, see in particular P] which is a good
source of references on earlier literature). The body of know ledge accum ulated In this
direction is known as them odynam ic form align (see B7], B2]).

O f interest to us here are the results conceming SRB measurgs. On a hyperbolic
attractor K there is exactly one SRB measure . W ritihg @) = (dx)A (x) wemay
characterize asfollows wWih U K asabove).

(i) For Lebesguealn ost every x 2 U,

1
11‘5(
@)= Ilm — A (f"x) (di eom orphismn case)
N!1 N o0
1ZT
@)= lin — dtA (£*x) ( ow case)
Tt1 T |

ifA isa continuous function U ! C.
(i) If ‘(x)dx is a probability m easure w ith support In U and absolutely continuous
w ith respect to Lebesgue, then

1% 12

N!'1 N
n=0

‘(x)dx A (f"x)

in the di eom orxphisn case, and sim ilarly in the ow case.

There is a rich geom etric theory of hyperbolic sets (pbeginning with B7]) which we
cannot properly describe here. Let usm ention that for every point x of a hyperbolic sst
there are a stable and an unstablem anifold V2, VY, exponentially contracted by f* or £ *
when t! 1 . IfK isa hyperbolic attractor, then V; K . In the ow case, it isusefi1l
to consider the centerunstable m anifold VS*, union over t ofthe £V . The SRB m easure
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is the only ergodic m easure on K such that its conditional m easures on unstable (or
centerunstable) m anifolds are absolutely continuous w ith respect to Lebesgue on those
m anifolds (see Section 2).

T here are other In portant characterizations ofthe SRB m easure that w ill, however,
notbeused here. O ne ofthem isthatthe invarant* hx 5 ( ) (rate of creation of inform ation
in the state ) isequalto the sum of the positive Lyapunov exponents of  (this sum is
also equalto the expectation valie in  ofthe logarithm ofthe unstable Jacobian = rate of
grow th ofthe unstable volum e elem ent) . A nother isthat is stable under sn all stochastic
perturbations of the dynam ics.

W enow have the concepts that allow usto discuss the dependence ofthe SRB m easure
on the dynam ical system (f%). W e 1st discuss the discrete tin e case.

Let K o be a hyperbolic (ie. Axiom A) attractor for the C3 di eom orphisn f,, and
suppose for sim plicity that £y K ¢ ism xing**. If £ isallowed to vary in a an allneighbor-
hood of £y, there is a hyperbolic attractor K for £, depending continuously on £ and a
unigque SRB measure for f wih support K . Furthem ore

@) therejsaC3neJ'ghborhoodN of f, such that ifA :M ! R isC?,then £ 7 @A)
isdi erentiable n N ,
o) the rst-order change @A) when f isreplaced by £ + X f isgiven by @A)=
(1), where the pow er series

()= ’ @)X ®) @ )

has a radius of convergence > 1,

(€) ifX %;X " are the com ponents of X in the stable and unstable directions, we m ay

write ()= S()+ Y (), where the power series
3 Z
()= " @x) (Tx£7)X °)  IEnyxA
n=0
] Z
()= " @dx) i, X ")A (£"x)

both have radius of convergence > 1.

T he proofof (a) appears n 24], while @), ©),(c) are proved In [38].

* See [B]. The K olm ogorov-Sinai Invariant hx g is also known as entropy, but should
not be confiised w ith the G bbs entropy discussed in Section 1.

** This is equivalent to requiring that K is connected. In general K would consist of

m connected com ponents pem uted by f, and one reduces to the m ixing situation by
considering f® restricted to one of the connected com ponents.
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T he divergence in the unstable direction div, X ¥ that appears above can be shown to
be a H older continuous function. Thegefore, the coe cients of the pow er series Y are the
values of a correlation fiinction n 7 (x)A (f"x)B (x) tending exponentially to 0. One
can also show that Y ( ) extendsm erom orphically to a circle j j< R with R > 1; its
poles are RuelleP ollicott resonances (see R])corresoonding to uctuations of the system
((£%); ) in accordance w ith the uctuation-dissipation theoram . Thepolesof °( ) would
correspond to resonances in the \oscillations of the system around its attractor". Near
equilbbrium , ie., when is absolutely continuous and wemay write (dx)= dx,we nd
that the coe cients of ° are also the values of a correlation fiinction, and the two kinds
of poles becom e the sam e. It would be interesting to discuss exam ples w here the \stabl"
resonances separate from the \unstable" resonances as one m oves away from equilbbrium .

The follow ing gure show s the singularities of ( ) In the com plex -plane: no pole
forj j 1,somepoles (crosses) forl < j j< R,possble essential singularitiesforj j R.

W e discuss now the ow case (continuous time).

LettheC® vector edX + aX onM de nea ow (ff) with a hyperbolic (ie., A xiom
A) attractor K ; depending continuously on a 2 ( ; ). There is then a unigue SRB
measure , for (f;) w ith support K 5 . Furthem ore

@) ifA :M ! R isC?,thena?l .,@)isClon ( ; ),
) thederivatived , A )=da isthe Imitwhen ! ! 0 for! > 0 of
Z z

()= etdt  L@x)X &) n@a £
0

where %, (! ) isholom orphic for Im ! > 0,

(c) the function ! 7 %, (! ) extends m erom orphically to £! :Im ! > g, and the
extension hasno pole at ! = 0.
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This is proved in [42], using the m achinery of M arkov partitions. A di erent proof
hasbeen given In [11] in the case ofAnosov ow s.

N ote that we did not require (fat) to be m ixing, and ", (! ) m ay thus have poles on
the real axis. If (fat) ism ixing, "5 (! ) m Ight still have poles arbitrarily close to the real
axis. To obtain a discussion analogous to that for di eom orphisn s, it is naturalto de ne
g center-unstable divergence C = div™" X €+ X "), where we take a = 0 fr sin plicity. If

dtj o (@ £)C)ji< 1 wehave

If the correlation function t 7 o (A %)C ) tends to 0 exponentially at 1 , the poles
of "o () stay a nite distance away from the real axis. A number of results are known
on the decay of correlation functions for hyperbolic ows (see in particular Chemov [13],
D olgopyat [14], [L5], Liverani R7], Fieldset al. [L8]).

The Pllow ing gure show s the singularities of * (! ) In the com plex ! plane: no poles
forim! > 0, somepolesor0 Im! > , possble essential singularities for Im !

Imw
@)
X X Rew
X X
A
To com pare w ith di eom orphisn s, rem en ber that = et

Let usm ention at thispoint a class ofdynam ical system s that are "aln ost" uniform ly
hyperbolic, nam ely the Lorenz system and related ow s (see for instance Chapter 9 in [6]).
Num erical studies R9] seem to indicate that the Lorenz systam behaves like uniform ky
hyperbolic dynam ical system s with respect to linear response. A m athem atical study
would here be very desirable. For partially hyperbolic system s see [16].

4. Linear response: the case of unim odalm aps.

Am ong dynam ical system s that are not uniform Iy hyperbolic, the unin odalm aps of
the interval have been particularly well studied. These are an ooth noninvertible m aps
f:I! I, whereI= [g;b]isa compact intervalin R . One assum es that a < ¢c< b and
that f(x) > 0 orx 2 Rj;c), &) < 0 orx 2 (c;b]: thism akes f one-hum ped (unin odal).
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Tt isknown since Jakcbson R2]thatm any unim odalm apshave an acdm . (x)dx, ie., an
Invariant m easure absolutely continuousw ith respect to Lebesgue on [g;b]. (T he concept of
an SRB m easure discussed earlier is replaced by that ofan acdm . @dx)= (x)dx in the
present 1-dim ensional situation) . C onsider the speci c exam ple ofm aps £y : [0;1]! [0;1]
de ned by fyx = kx (1 x). Thes have an acdm . | fora st S of values of k with
positive Lebesgue m easure in (0;4]. But one also know s that the com plem ent 0ofS isdense
in (0;4]. How then could the function k ! x be di erentiable? One idea [40] is to use
di erentiability in the sense of W himey [B0]: nd a di erentiable function  such that

k)= x @A) when k belongs to som e st S and de ne the derivative d @A )=dk to
be %(k) when k 2

T he above considerations suggest the follow ing program : start w ith a unin odalm ap
f wih an acdm . ,perturb £ to £+ X f and de ne the corresponding derivative of
@A) to be

a)= (@
where

()= ! @x)X (x)éA (£"x)

Then, show that (A) is indeed a W hitney derivative in som e sense. T he conclusions of
this program are as follow s:

(i) even w ith the idea of W hitney derivative, it appears that £ 7 is (m ildly) non—
di erentiable,

(i) the radiis of convergence of is< 1, ie., the susceptbility finction ! 7 (€ )
has singularties in the upper halfplane.

W e now give an idea of how such conclisions can be reached, referring to [41], 23],
[43]* for the detailed assum ptions and proofs. W e note rst that it is no loss of generality
to suppose that the interval [g;b] and the critical point ¢ satisfy fc= b;fb= a, and we
assume a < fa < b. Ifthedensity ( ) ofthe acdm . is di erentiable and nonzero at ¢,
the invariance of (x)dx under f inplies that (x) hasa spike (o x) ™2 nearb. In
fact, Hreach point f?b= f**lcofthe criticalorbit with n = 0;1;::3) there isa spike on
one side of £"b, w ith singularity

Chnk fibj 2

where
1

1 _
Cn = <c>j5f00(c> £2(f*p)§ 72
k=0

* Let usnote that Baladiand Sm ania 3] have m ade a detailed study of linear response
for piecew ise expanding m aps of the interval. T he theory ofthese m aps is in som e respects
very sin ilar to that of am ooth unim odalm aps, In other respects quite di erent ( hasno
singularities inside the unit circl).
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T he easiest situation to analyze is when the critical point is preperiodic. Speci cally
we assum e that ¥ cbelongs to an unstable periodic orbit of perdod * ©r som e k; *. O ne can
then prove that the radius of convergence of () is< 1. In fact has ‘poles reqularly
spaced on a circle of radius < 1 (out no singularity at = 1). The situation is thus
analogous to that of a hyperbolic attractor, but with som e poles inside the unit circle.
This gives an easy exam ple of our assertion (i) above.

W e consider now a m ore generalclass of unin odalm aps. F irst, we assum e that £ has
a com pact Invariant hyperbolic set K . This isno big deal: we can assum e that £%x)j> 1
for x away from som e neighborhood ofc, so that the points w ith orbits avoiding a suitable
neighborhood of ¢ autom atically form a hyperbolic set K . M isiurew icz [30]has shown that
if som e point of the critical orbit is in K (say f3c 2 K), then f has an acdim . Here
the singularities of inside the unit circle are expected to be worse then poles, probably
form ing a natural boundary. T he interest of the M isurew icz situation is that it can be
perturbed: replacem ent ofa M isiurew iczm ap £y (W ith hyperbolic setK o, and criticalpoint
o) by £ replacesK o by K , with a hom eom orphisan h :Ky ! K suchthatf h=h fon
Ko.Iff3c2 K ,then f isagain aM islurew iczm ap, with an a.cdim . ,and we can study the
dependence of on f. The evidence isthat doesnot depend di erentjably on £. Thisis
because the n-th spike has an am plitude decreasing exponentially like j Ez é £O(f*p)5 172,
but it m oves around at a speed that can be estim ated* to increase exponentially like

S S E2EF D)5

N ote that this evidence of nondi erentiability is not a proof! T he nondi erentiability
of £ 7 w i1l probably not be very In portant in physical situations, because the soikes
of high order (which lead to nondi erentiability) will be drowned in noise and therefore
Invisble. U sing M isurew icz m aps we have thus argued @3] that, Prsuch maps, £ 7 is
m idly nondi erentiable, In agreem ent w ith our assertion (i) above. A study of the m ore
general C ollet-F ckm ann m aps isunderway [4].

To sum m arize, the study ofunin odalm aps revealstw o new phenom ena that should be
present in m ore general dynam ical system s: (i) nondi erentiability of £ 7T, and (i) the
apparently \acausal" singularities of the susceptibility in the upper half com plex plane.
O f these phenom ena, (i) m ay be m ost easy to cbserve (see for instance the num erical
study by Cessac [12] of the Henon m ap). Both (i) and (i) can occur only for dynam ical
system sthat are not uniform ly hyperbolicbut, m ore speci cally, they are related to \energy
nonoonservation”. Thism eans that ifthe system is sub fcted to a perdodic perturbation of
an all am plitude, the expectation value of cbservables m ay undergo a change of arbitrary
large am plitude: the system is not passive or inert, it gives away energy to the outside
world. To be speci ¢, we can say that the dynam ical system (£%) wih SRB measure is
active if the corresponding susceptibility has singularitiesw ith In ! > 0. Such singularities
are expected in system s where "folding" causes tangencies between stable and unstable
m anifolds, as happens for the H enon m ap. Indeed, the unin odalm aps are a 1-din ensional
m odel or f©olding in sm ooth dynam ical system s.

* This estin ate fails if certain cancellations occur, and cancellations indeed occur when
f3c= hfic. Those £ such that f3c= hfjc, om the topological conjugacy class of fy,
and themap £ 7 can be shown to be di erentiable on a topologicalconjugacy class [43].
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5. Conclusions.

To understand linear response fora NESS away from equilbbrium , one is led to inves—
tigating linear response for a general am ooth dynam ical system on a com pact m anifold.
It tums out that for hyperbolic dynam ical system s, the theory of linear response is sim —
ilar to the classical theory close to equilbrium : T he K ram ersK ronig relations hold, and
the uctuation-dissipation theoram ism odi ed by taking into account "oscillations of the
system around its attractor". For nonhyperbolic system s, linear response m ay fail in the
sense that the NE SS does not depend di erentiably on the param eters of the system . But
thisnondi erentiability m ay not be visble in physical situations. P erhapsm ore in portant
is the failure of dispersion relations: there m ay be singularities of the susceptibility in the
upper half com plex plane. T his happens when the system under consideration is active:
physically thism eans that it can give aw ay energy to the outside world. C learly, the "close
to equilbbrium " paradigm has to be drastically revised in the case of active system s. It
appears that both m athem atical analysis and num erical sim ulations w ill be necessary to
proceed to a new paradigm covering active system s, and to see in particular what happens
to the G allavotti€ chen uctuation theorem [L9].
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