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Abstract

Electric resistance in conducting media is relatetlgat(or entropy production
in presence of electric fields. In this paper, by using Asakélative entropy for
states, we mathematically define and analyze the heat giodwaf free fermions
within external potentials. More precisely, we investigtie heat production of the
non-autonomoug’*—dynamical system obtained from the fermionic second dguant
zation of a discrete Schrodinger operator with boundeticgatential in presence
of an electric field that is time— and space—dependent. Iffiistapreliminary step
towards a mathematical description of transport propedfdermions from thermal
considerations. This program will be carried out in sevpagers. The regime of
small and slowly varying in space electric fields is impottanthis context, and is
studied the present paper. We use tree—decay bounds of-fuént,n € 2N, cor-
relations of the many—fermion system to analyze this regiwve verify below the
1st law of thermodynamics for the system under consideratiche latter implies,
for systems doing no work, that the heat produced by therelaetgnetic field is
exactly the increase of the internal energy resulting froermhodification of the (in-
finite volume) state of the fermion system. The identificatdd heat production with
an energy increment is, among other things, technicallyeaient. We initially fo-
cus our study on non-interacting (or free) fermions, butapproach will be later
applied to weakly interacting fermions.
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1 Introduction

Ohm and Joule’s laws, respectively derived in 1827 and 1840among the most re-
silient laws of (classical) electricity theory. In stand#&extbooks, the microscopic theory
presented to explain Ohm'’s law is based on the Drude modeloged in 1900, before
the emergence of quantum mechanics. In this model, the mofielectrons and ions
is treated classically and the interaction between thesespecies is modeled by per-
fectly elastic random collisions. This quite elementarydelexplains very well DC—- and
AC—conductivities in metals, qualitatively. There arecalsiprovements of the Drude
model taking into account quantum corrections. Neversl® our knowledge, there is
no rigorous microscopic (complete) description of the mmeanon of linear conductivity
from first principles of quantum mechanics. It is a highly ativial question. Indeed,
problems are in this case doubled because the electricaresesof conductors results
from both the presence of disorder in the host material atetantions between charge
carriers.

Rigorous quantum many—body theory is a notoriously diffisubject. The hurdles
that have to be overcome in order to arrive at important nethemaatical results involve
many different fields of mathematics such as probabilitptireoperator algebras, differ-
ential equations or functional analysis. Disorder lead®wsnsider random Schrodinger
operators like the celebrated Anderson model. It is an amhdi@and relatively mature
branch of mathematics. For instance, it is known that, ineganthe one—dimensional



Anderson model only has purely point spectrum with a conepdet of localized eigen-
states (Anderson localization) and it is thus believed tlmasteady current can exist in
this case. For more details, see, elg!, [K]. Neverthele®gs) | absence of interactions,
there are, to our knowledge, only few mathematical resultsansport properties of such
models that yield Ohm’s law in some form.

Indeed, Klein, Lenoble and Mdller introduced for the finsheé in [KLM] the con-
cept of a “conductivity measure” for a system of non—intérecfermions subjected to
a random potential. More precisely, the authors considéredinderson tight—binding
model in presence of a time—dependent spatially homogeneleatric field that is adi-
abatically switched on. See also [BGKS] for further detaifslinear response theory
of such a model. The fermionic nature of charge carriers et@as or holes in crys-
tals — was implemented by choosing the Fermi—Dirac didtidbuas the initial density
matrix of particles. In[[KLM] only systems at zero temperatwith Fermi energy ly-
ing in the localization regime are considered, but it is shaw[KM] that a conductivity
measure can also be defined without the localization assomgud at any positive tem-
perature. Their study can thus be seen as a mathematicehtitmni of Ohm’s law for
space—homogeneous electric fields having a specific timevimh|B] is another mathe-
matical result on free fermions proving Ohm’s law for grapielike materials subjected
to space—homogeneous and time—periodic electric fieldse®b however that Joule’s
law and heat production are not considered in [KLLM, KM, B].

We propose in a companion paper a different approach to théuobvity measure
based on a natural thermodynamic principle, the positivitthe heat (or entropy) pro-
duction, together with the Bochner—Schwartz theorem [R&2prem 1X.10]. Our aim is
to derive both Ohm and Joule’s laws for the Fourier compaehtime—dependent elec-
tric fields from the analysis of the heat production in a staimany—fermion system.
We first focus our study onon—interacting(or free) fermions in presence of disorder,
here a static external potential, while keeping in mind dsgble extension to interacting
fermions. Indeed, the possibility of naturally extendiegults to systems with interaction
is one of the main advantages and motivations of the appnagiropose here. This will
be discussed in more details in subsequent papers. Thereftrough there is no inter-
action between fermions, we aotrestrict our analyses to the one—particle Hilbert space
to study transport properties. Instead, our approach isthas the algebraic formulation
of many—fermion systems on lattices.

As observed by J. P. Joule in its original papér [J], the alentsistance is associated
with a heat production in the conducting system. Therefiiefirst step is to rigorously
define and analyze the concepbefatproduction induced by electric fields on the fermion
system. This study is the main subject of the present papgerodstant temperature, the
heat production is, by definition, a quantity that is projmorél to theentropyproduction.
The proportionality coefficient is the temperature of thsteyn. In order to give a precise
mathematical definition of this quantity, we use in Secfioh Braki’s relative entropy
[A1] /A2, [OF] which, in our case, turns out to be finite for athés. The latter uses the
concept of spacial derivative operatdrs [C], see Sectidh Rart of the paper is devoted
to recover the 1st law of thermodynamics for the system undesideration, implying
that the heat production generated by the electromagnetit i exactly the increase

1This corresponds tb— —oc in their approach.



of theinternal energy resulting from the modification of the (infinite volejstate of the
system. An increment of internal energy of the system is ddfirere as being the increase
of total energy minus the increase of potential energy astatwith the external electric
field. See Sectioris 3.2. The 1st law of thermodynamics is @oitant outcome in our
context because it leads to more explicit expressions ®h#at production. Moreover,
the increase ofotal energy (i.e., internal plus potential energy) of thénite system
obeys a principle of conservation and is exactly the workiquared by the electric field
on the charged particles. See Secfiod 3.2. This is well-knfmw dynamics onC*—
algebras generated by time—dependent bounded symmaeiratdms. See for instance
discussions in[[BR2, Section 5.4.4.]. Here, we prove a wersif that result for our
particularunboundedase.

Note that Ohm'’s law corresponds to a linear response tagéields. We thus rescale
the strength of the electromagnetic potential by a realpatary € R and will eventually
take the limity — 0 (in a subsequent paper). Understanding the behavior ofeaepno-
duction as a function af is a necessary step in order to obtain Ohm and Joule’s laws. By
using the fact mentioned above that the heat production eaxpressed in terms of an
energy increment (Sectidn 8.2), it can be shown that thegredtuction is a real analytic
function of the scaling parametgr The coefficients of the (absolutely convergent) power
series iy for the heat production have the following important prapeihey behave,
at any ordett € N, like the volume of the support (in space) of the appliedteleéeld,
as physically expected. Such a behavior permits us, inquéatti to define densities (like
heat production per unit volume). Remark that naive boumdlg predict that thek—the
coefficient of the power series for the heat production shdeahave like thé—power
of the volume of the support of the applied electric field. Heer, the heat production
is proven to behave like? times the volume of the support of the applied electric field,
provided|n| is sufficiently small. This is done in Sectibnb.5. See alstti6r[3.3. More-
over, this result makes possible the study of non—quadir&sp. non-linear) corrections
to Joule’s law (resp. Ohm’s law).

To obtain the properties described above for the powerserigrepresenting the heat
production, we use a pivotal ingredient, namege—decay bounds multi—-commutators.
These bounds are derived in Sectidn 4 and are useful to analyiti—-commutators of
monomials in annihilation and creation operators. They ado be necessary in subse-
quent papers.

To conclude, our main assertions are Theorems 3.2 ahd 314Carollaryl4.8. This
paper is organized as follows:

¢ In Sectiori 2 we describe non—autonomaolisdynamical systems for (free) fermions
associated to discrete Schrodinger operators with balifstatic) potentials in
presence of an electric field that is time— and space—depénde

e Sectior B introduces the concept of heat production andisli&s its main proper-
ties.

e Sectiori4 is devoted to tree—decay bounds for expectatiaryaf multi-commutators.

e All technical proofs related to Sectiéh 3 are postponed tiSe5.



e SectiorA is an appendix containing two parts: Sedtiod Ad ®ncise overview
on the quantum relative entrogy [A1, A2, OP]. In SecfionlA.Bishown that all
properties of the infinite system we use here result from timeesponding ones of
finite systems, at large volume. Note that Seclion A.2 is eatly used in other
sections and has a supplementary character, only.

Notation 1.1 (Generic constants)
To simplify notation, we denote by any generic positive and finite constant. These
constants do not need to be the same from one statement teeanot

2 C*-Dynamical Systems for Free Fermions

2.1 CAR(C*-Algebra

The host material for conducting fermions is assumed to héa crystal. Other crystal
families could also be studied in the same way, but, for diitp] we refrain from con-
sidering them. The unit of length is chosen such that theeéagipacing is exactly. We
thus use the@—dimensional cubic lattic& := Z< (d € N) to represent the crystal and we
defineP;(£) C 2° to be the set of alfinite subsets of..

Within this framework, we consider anfinite system of charged fermions. To sim-
plify notation we only consider spinless fermions witkgativecharge. The cases of
particles with spin and/or positively charged particles ba treated by exactly the same
methods. We denote iy the CAR algebra of the infinite system. More precisely, the
(separable*—algebral/ is the inductive limit of the finite dimensiondl*—algebras
{Ur}aep; (o) With identity 1 and generatorga, } .4 satisfying the canonical anti-commutation
relations: For any:, y € £,

Az Qy + aya, =0, amaz + CLZCLm = 0yl . Q)

2.2 Dynamics in Presence of Static External Potentials

It is widely accepted that electric resistance of condsctesults from both the presence
of disorder in the host material and interactions betweengghcarriers. Here, we only
consider effects of disorder for non—interacting fermiohisat means physically that the
particles obey the Pauli exclusion principle but do notraté with each other via some
mutual force. This setup corresponds for example to the chk®v electron densities.
Our approach can be applied to weakly interacting fermiarthe lattice, but the analysis
would be — from the technical point of view — much more demagdif course.

Disorder in the crystal will be modeled in subsequent papgra random external
potential coming from a probability spa¢@, g, ag) with  := [—1,1]*. In the present
work, however, all studies are performed at any fixede 2 and all the results will
be uniform with respect to (w.r.t.) the choice of € 2. Note that, for anyw € ,
V., € B(¢*(£)) is by definition the self-adjoint multiplication operatoitfwthe function
w: £ — [—1,1]. The static external potenti&{, is of orderO(1) and we rescale its
strength by an additional parametee R (i.e., A > 0), seel(%).



For any functionv € €2, we define the dynamics of the lattice fermion system via a
strongly continuous (quasi—free) group of automorphisinthe C*—algebral/. To set
up this time evolution, we first define annihilation and ci@atoperators of (spinless)
fermions with wave functiong € (?(£) by

a(@) ==Y d@)a, €U, a’(¢) = p(x)a; U (2)
el el
These operators are well-defined becauskglof (1). Indeed,
la()I%, la* (DI = ll0ll; , @ € (2), 3)

and thus, the anti-linear (resp. linear) map- a(v) (resp.v — a*()) from (?(£) to
U is norm—continuous. Clearly; () = a(y)* for all » € /%(£).

Now, for any functionv € Q and strength\ € R{ of the static (external) potential,
we define the free dynamics via the unitary grdif“> },cr, where

UEN = exp(—it(Aq 4+ AV,)) € B((3(£)) . ()
Here,Aq € B(/%(£)) is (up to a minus sign) the usuatdimensional discrete Laplacian:
[Aa(@)](@) :=2dp(x) = Y Ple+z), weL pel(g. (5
zeg, |z|=1

In particular, for an independent identically distribut@dl.d.) random potential/,,,
(Aq+\V,,) is the Anderson tight—binding model acting on the Hilbeee?(£). [Note
that we could add some constant (chemical) potential to b&ete Laplacian without
changing our proofs.]

For allw € Q and\ € R{, the condition

TV a()) = a(UEV) ), teR, e ?(L), (6)

uniquely defines a family©@ := {7(“Y},.; of (Bogoliubov) automorphisms &f, see
[BR2, Theorem 5.2.5]. The one—parameter gretip is strongly continuous and we
denote its (unbounded) generatordyy”).

2.3 Electromagnetic Fields

The electromagnetic potential is defined by a compactly stipd time—dependent vector
potentialA € CJ°, where

cr = | {A 'R x R? — (RY)* | 3B € C(R x R% (RY)*)
leR+t
with A(t,z) = B(t, 2)1[x € [, 1] } .
Here,(R%)* is the set of one—forf®onR? that take values if®. In other words, as-1,1]"
is a compact subset &¢, C° is the union
G = JOr®x [-L1% ®RY)")

leRT

2In a strict sense, one should take the dual space of the tesgared’(RY),, z € R%.
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of the space of smooth compactly supported functigns [/, 1]* — (R%)* for [ € R™.
The smoothness &k is not really necessary at this stage but will be technicalyenient
in subsequent papers. Here, only the continuously diffexkifity of the mapt — A(¢, )
is really crucial to define below the electric field and the-rautonomous dynamics.

SinceA € C, A(t,x) = 0forall t < ty, wheret, € R is some initial time. We
use the Weyl gauge (also named temporal gauge) for the @heatmetic field and as a
consequence,

Ea(t,z) = —0,A(t,r), tcR, zcR?, (7)

is the electric field associated wit.

Note that the timg; > t, when the electric field is turned off can be chosen as
arbitrarily large and one recovers the DC—regime by taking> 1. However, for electric
fields slowly varying in time, charge carriers have time tovmand significantly change
the charge density, producing an additional, self—geadranternal electric field. This
contribution is not taken into account in our model.

Finally, observe that space—dependent electromagnegaials imply magnetic fields
which interact with fermion spins. We neglect this conttibn because such a term will
become negligible for electromagnetic potentials slowdyying in space. This justifies
the assumption of fermions with zero—spin. In any case, tugtyscan be performed for
non-zero fermion spins exactly in the same way. We omit thigegalization for simplic-

ity.

2.4 Dynamics in Presence of Time-Dependent Electromagnetrields

Recall that we only consideregativelycharged fermions. We choose units such that the
charge of fermions is-1. The (minimal) coupling of the vector potential € C° to the
fermion system is achieved through a redefinition of therdigecLaplacian. Indeed, we

define the time—dependent self-adjoint operéigﬂ') € B(/*(L)) by

(e, APe,) = exp (—z’ /0 [A(t,ay + (1 — a)z)] (y — :c)da) (ez; Aqe,)  (8)

forall z,y € £, where(-, -) is here the canonical scalar productfi£) and{e,},q is
the canonical orthonormal basis(y) = 4., of *(£). In Equation[(8)ay + (1 — o)z
andy — x are seen as vectorsRt.

Observe that there ig € R* such that

AP — Ag € B ([~lo. 1o N £)) € B(E(£))

for all timest € R, because&\ is by definition compactly supported. Note also that, for
simplicity, the time dependence is often omitted in the tiota

AM = ABGY R

but one has to keep in mind that the dynamiasaa—autonomous



Indeed, the Schrodinger equation on the one—particlegktikpace?(£) with time—
dependent Hamiltonia(‘AéA) + AV,,) and initial valuey € ¢*(£) at¢ = t, has a unique
squtionU,Ef;(’)A’A)zp for anyt > ¢,. Here, foranyw € Q, A € Rj andA € C,

{U "}z € BIC(2))

is the two—parameter group of unitary operators/&it) generated by the (anti-self—
adjoint) operator—z’(AéA) + AV,):
Vst €R, t>5: UM = —i(APED LAy Ul | Ul =1 (9)

$,8

Since the map
t (AP LAV) € B(2(2)) (10)

from R to the spacé(¢*(£)) of bounded operators acting ¢f(£) is continuously dif-
ferentiable for evenA € C°, {U,ﬁf‘;)}tZS IS a norm—continuous two—parameter group of
unitary operators. For more details, see Sedfioh 5.2.

Therefore, for allb € O, A € RJ andA € Cg°, the condition

MM (@) = a(UEMNY ), t>s, v e 3(9), (11)

uniquely defines a famllxjrt“ AA) }tzs of Bogoliubov automorphisms of thé*—algebra
U, seel[BR2, Theorem 5.2.5]. It is a strongly continuous tvarameter family which
obeys the non—autonomous evolution equation

wAA) (WA A) o 5§w,)\,A) (w MA)

Vs,teR, t>s: 8ﬂts =Tis =1

Y S ,S * )

(12)
with 1 being the identity ot/. Here, at anyixedtimet € R, 5(“ *4) s the infinitesimal
generator of the (Bogoliubov) grOL{p(“ AA) }SeR = {Tg“ MG ))}SeR of automorphisms

defined by replacing\y with A Vin (4), seel(6B). For more details on the properties of

(“ AA) }t>s, see also Sections 5[2-5.3.

Observe that one can equivalently use either (11) dr (12¢fimel the dynamics, see
also Propositioh 5/4. However, only the second formulafiid) is appropriate to study
transport properties of systems of interacting fermionshenlattice in its algebraic for-
mulation.

Remark 2.1 (Heisenberg picture)

The initial value problem(12) can easily be understood i teisenberg picture. The
time—evolution of any observablg, € B(¢*(£)) at initial timet = s € R equalsB, =
(UMY B UM for t > 5, which yields

Vtzs: o 0B, = (U )AL + AV BJUEAY

The action of the symmetric derivati(iSE‘f Jin (12) is related to the above commuta-
tor whereas the ma@® — (Ugf;’A’A)) BU,ﬁ‘éAA) leads to the famll){rt AAN L inthe

second quantization. See also Theotem 5.3.
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2.5 Time-Dependent State of the System

States on thé’*—algebrd/ are, by definition, continuous linear functionalg /* which
are normalized and positive, i.@(1) = 1 andp(A*A) > 0 forall A € U.

It is well-known that, at finite volume, the thermodynamicigi@rium of the system
is described by the corresponding Gibbs state, which is tigue state minimizing the
free—energy. It is stationary and satisfies the so—callecsKddndition. The latter also
makes sense in infinite volume and is thus used to define thadynamic equilibrium
of the infinite system. See, e.g., SectionlA.2, in particlileeoreni A.B.

Therefore, we assume that, for any functiore 2 and strength\ € R of the static
potential, the state of the system before the electric fieldwitched on is the unique
(7N B)-KMS stateo®~V, see[BR2, Example 5.3.2.] dr [AUP, Theorem 5.9]. Here,
B € Rt (i.e., 8 > 0) is the inverse temperature of the fermion system at eqjiihi.

SinceA(t,z) = 0 for all t < t,, the time evolution of the state of the system thus
equals

(BwAA) olBw) ) t<to,
Pt = { o5V o TE:;(,)A,A) ’ £> 1y

Remark that the definition does not depend on the partictiaice of initial timet,
because of the stationarity of the KMS staté« w.r.t. the unperturbed dynamics (cf.
(54)). The state!”“*) is, by construction, a quasi—free state.

(13)

3 Heat Production

3.1 Heat Production as Quantum Relative Entropy

Joule’s law describes the rate at which resistance comslattric energy intdeat That
quantity of heat is not characterized here bioeal increase of temperature, but it is
proportional to arentropyproduction. The proportionality coefficient is of course th
temperaturgg—! € R*, which is is seen asglobal parameter of thnfinite system. The
heat production is thus, by definition, a relative quantitytwthe reference state of the
system, that is, the thermal (or equilibrium) staté~ for 3 € R*, w € Q and\ € R.
Its mathematical formulation requires Araki’s notionrefative entropyfAl, /A2, [OF].

The latter takes a simple form for finite dimensio6atalgebras like the local fermion
algebras{Us }acp, (o) Let A € Py(£) and denote byr the normalized trace iy, also
named the tracial state ofy. By [AM] Lemma 3.1 (i)], for any state < U/}, there is a
unique adjusted density matril € U, thatis,d, > 0, tr (d,) = 1 andp(A) = tr (d,A)
forall A € U,. We define bysupp (p) the smallest projectioR € U, such thap(P) = 1.
Then, the relative entropy of a statee U w.r.t. p, € U} is defined byl[(104) fo’ = U,
and, by finite dimensionality, it equals

Ind, —Ind,. ) € RS | if supp = supp )
S (pilp) = { 1 {0 ) €9 f supp (02) 2 supp (11) 1

under the conventiomln z|,—o := 0, see LemmaAll. It is always a non—negative quan-
tity. See for instance [OP, Eq. (1.3) and Proposition 1.1].



For more general’*—algebras like the CARC*—algebral{ of the infinite system,
Araki's definition of relative entropy [Al, A2, OP] invoketi¢ modular theory. This
definition is rather abstract, albeit standard, and for #geder's convenience we thus
postpone it until Section Al1. Indeed, using the boxes

Ap={(z1,...,2q) € £ : |21],...,|zal < L} € Pr(L) (15)

for any L € R*, we observe thafity, }cr+ IS an increasing net af'*—subalgebras of
theC*—algebrd/. Moreover, the~—algebra

Uy = | Jur, cUU (16)

LeRT

of local elements is, by construction, densé/in(Indeed// is by definition the comple-
tion of the normec—algebrd{,.) We thus define the relative entropy of any sigte: /*
wW.r.t. p, € U* by

S (p1lp2) == LILIEOSMAL (pl,AL|p2,AL) = ES@SMAL (pl,AL‘pQ,AL) € [0, oc] 17)
with p; o, andp, ,, being the restrictions ttr,, of the stategp, and p,, respectively.
By [OP, Proposition 5.23 (vi)], this limit exists and equélsaki’s relative entropy, i.e.,
S (p11p2) = Su (p1lp2) with Sy, defined by[(104) fort' = U. In particular, it is a non—
negative (possibly infinite) quantity. Sinée = S;;, note that the second equality in
(d2) follows from [OP, Proposition 5.23 (iv)], which in tumesults from the Uhlmann
monotonicity theorem for Schwarz mappings [OP, Propasii].

Therefore, thdneat productions defined from[(13) and (17) as follows:

Definition 3.1 (Heat production)
Foranys € RY,w € Q, A € Rf andA € C, Q@A) = Q¥4 js defined as a map
fromR to R by

QU (1) := 5'S(p" Mo "V) € [0,00] .

The heat productio®“4) (¢) may a priori be infinite for some time < R. We prove
in the next section tha®“?) is finite for all times. In particular, the state&’*~») and

piP ) are globally similar.

3.2 Heat Production and 1st Law of Thermodynamics

In a thermodynamic process of a closed system, the increiméné internal energy is
equal to the difference between the increment of heat adeti@alby the system and the
increment of work done by. it

[Clausius, English translation, 1850]

This is the celebratedlst law of thermodynamicsee [C]. For an historical and math-
ematical account on thermodynamics, see, €.9.) [EL]. Sz [8F] for an interesting
derivation of this law from quantum statistical mechanics.

10



In the system considered here, the incremenotafl energy follows from the interac-
tion between electromagnetic fields and charged fermioag. d? this increment results
from the change of internal state of fermions. It is intetpdebelow as an increment of
internal energy of the system. The other part is an electromagnegiggrhat is gener-
ally non—vanishing even if the internal state of fermionaulgicstay at equilibrium. By
this reason, this part is seen below as an increase of aiegtyoeticpotential energy
of charged particles within the electromagnetic field. Aes $lgstem under consideration
does not interact with surroundings and thus can neithéomemvork nor exchange heat,
all the increase of internal energy is expected to be coegento heat, by the 1st law of
thermodynamics. Therefore, the heat product@ti) should be related to the incre-
ment of the internal energy of the system. This is far frormge&ixplicit in Definitior 3.1
We show that it is indeed the case for the fermion system densd here.

To this end, we first need to give precise definitions of theaments ofotal, internal
and (electromagnetig)otentialenergies. In quantum mechanics, these energies should
be associated with total, internal and potential energyeiables, that is in our case,
self-adjoint elements @f. They are defined as follows: For afyc R, [L] € N being
its integer part, thénternal energy observable in the bay, (15) of side lengti2[L] + 1
is defined by

HEY = 37 (e, (Aq + AVo)ey)aka, €U . (18)
z,yEAL
It is the second quantization of the one—patrticle operatps- AV, restricted to the sub-
space’?(A;) C (*(£). When the electromagnetic field is switched on, i.e.zfort,, the
(time—dependantiptal energy observable in the bdy;, is then equal tcH(L“’A) + WA,
where, for anyA € C° andt € R,

W = (e, (AP — Ag)ey)ata, €U (19)

vaEAL

is the electromagnetjootentialenergy observable.
As a consequence, for afye RT, w € Q, A € R}, A € C andt € R, thetotal
energy increment engendered by the interaction with thetrel@magnetic field equals

lim {pgﬂa%)\,A)(HéM)\) + WtA) _ 9(67M’A)(H£W7)\))} — QwA) (t) + pP«@A) (t) . (20)

L—o0

Here,S«A) = S(B«AA) is theinternal energy increment defined as a map frBno R
by
S (1) o= Tim { oMW (HEY) = o PN ) ] (21)

whereas the electromagnefiotentialenergy (incrementp @A) = P(#«AA) is defined
as a map fronR to R by

Pt (1) i= 7MWW = pP VW) = P (@2)
foranys € R*,w € Q, ) € R} andA € Cg. In particular,S“4) is only non-vanishing

if the state of the fermion system changes, wheRas®) vanishes in absence of external
electromagnetic potential.
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Remark that
P (1) = {piﬁ’“*“(wﬁ) - Q“vw’”(WtA)} + PN WA (23)

The last part is the raw electromagnetic energy given toykem at equilibrium. Itis the
so—calleddiamagneticenergy, which will be studied in subsequent papers. Theggner
increment between brackets in the right hand side (r.hf§23) will also be analyzed in
detail later and is part of a so—callpdramagnetienergy increment. It is the amount of
electromagnetic potential energy absorbed or releasetidbfetmion system to change
its internal state.

It is not a priori obvious that the limit§ (20) arld (21) exisiclhuse, in general,

WA A w,A
pP(HEN) = O(LY) .

We show below that these limits have nevertheless finite-vahles. Indeed, we infer
from Theoreni 58 that, for any € R™, w € Q, A € R} andA € C, the energy sum
(20) is thework performed on the system by the electromagnetic field at titre,:

S
to

t
S (1) 4 P (1) = [0t (2 ds. (24)

Here,pﬁﬁ’“’A’A)(atWtA) is interpreted as the infinitesimal work of the electromaigne

field at timet € R. See for instance discussions(in [BR2, Section 5.4.4.] eNlwat this
conservation law is not completely obvious in our case beedloe considered system is
infinitely extended

We derive now the 1st law of thermodynamics:

Theorem 3.2 (1st law of thermodynamics)
ForanyB e Rt,we Q, A e Rj, A € C¥ andt € R,

QW (1) = SWA (1) e Ry .

In particular, the map€“*) andS“4) respectively defined by Definitibn B.1 and](21)
take always positive and finite values for all times.

Proof: Allarguments are given in Section’b.4, see Thedremn 5.5 anoli@oed 5.6E517.
Note also that, by definition,

P (1) = 8N (1) = QN (1) = 0
whenevet < t,. [ |

Observe that the stapéﬁ «“AA) of the fermion system still evolves for> t; when the
electromagnetic field is turned off. Indeed, for ahy RT, w € 2, X € R}, A € C¥

andt > ¢,
_ (Bw,A\A) o T(w,)\,A)

(B7W7A7A)
Pt = Py t—t1

Despite that, the total heat created by the electromagfieltt staysconstantas soon
as the electromagnetic field is turned off: By Theotem S2;*) is the heat production
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due to the interaction with the electromagnetic field andf{@4) we deduce that, for all
BERT,weNNeRS, Aec CPandt >t,

t1
Q(M,A) (t) — S(UJ,A) (t) — / pgﬁvwv)‘vA) (aSW;A) dS = S(wvA) (t1> = Q(UJ,A) <t1> .

to

t1
QWA () = / plPer A (D WA) ds > 0
to

for anyt > t;, a strictly positive amount of electromagnetic work is absa by the
infinite volume fermion system. We will show in a subsequeayqy that this situation
(almost surely) appears for> 0, as expected from Joule’s law.

For specific static potentialg, like constant ones, the heat conduction in the infinite
system still implies a dissipation of energy, or thermdi@a, in the sense that, for any
fixedL € R,

. WA A w,A w w,\
lim { AN () = g () ) = 0. (25)

The latter can be verified by explicit computations. Beslig gpecial case of constant
potentialsl/,, the situation is more complicated. Indeed, the self—atljgperatorA, +
AV, acting on/?(£) can have eigenvalues. In particular, the engdgy®) (¢,) for t > ¢,
could be stored in bound states, in contrast with the pedectiucting casé (25). As a
consequence, we can only hope for an asymptotic versioredlibve result:

lim sup lim {pgﬂ’w”\’A)(Héwv)‘)) _ Q(ﬁvwv)‘)<H£w=>‘))} —0

A—0 170

foranys e RT,w € Q, A € C¥ and each. € R*.

Remark 3.3 (Internal energies)

The internal energy as defined in [SF, Eq. (15)] rather cop@3ds in our case to the total
energy increment. Them, (24) is, in SalenBiiich’s interpretation, the expression of the
1st law of thermodynamics. Indeed, we have a closed systern @dnnot exchange heat
energy with its surrounding like in [SF, Eq. (16)]. In theilew point,P(4) should be
seen as a Helmholtz free—energy, i.e., the available enghggh can perform work. In
fact, the authors in[[SF, Eq. (16)] focus on the heat exchdng#éh the surrounding,
whereas we do not consider it and concentrate our study omela¢ production within
the fermion system.

3.3 Heat Production at Small Electromagnetic Fields

The physical situation we will use to investigate Joule ariun@®@ laws is as follows:
We start with a macroscopic bulk containing conducting ferma. This is idealized by
taking an infinite system of non—interacting fermions adared above. Then, the heat
production or the conductivity is measured in a region whschery small w.r.t. the size
of the bulk, but very large w.r.t. the lattice spacing of tingstal.

We implement this hierarchy of space scales by rescalintpvgmtentials. That
means, for any € R™ andA € Cg°, we consider the space—rescaled vector potential

A(t,x):=A(t, 1 ), teR, zeR?. (26)
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Then, to ensure that a macroscopic number of lattice sit@svedved, we eventually
perform the limitl — co. Indeed, the scaling factér! used in[(26) means, at fixédthat
the space scale of the electric field (7) is infinitesimaltwthe macroscopic bulk (which
is the whole space), whereas the lattice spacing gets esgimial w.r.t. the space scale of
the vector potential wheh— oc.

Furthermore, Ohm’s law is a linear response to electric diel@iherefore, we also
rescale the strength of the electromagnetic poterjaby a real parametejy € R and
will eventually take the limity) — 0 in a subsequent paper.

In the limit (n,1~%) — (0,0) it turns out that the heat producti@“-"4!) or, equiv-
alently, the internal energy incremesit’ A1), respectively defined by Definitidn 3.1 and
(21), are of orde® (nQZd). This can be understood in a physical sense by the fact that
the energy contained in the electromagnetic field, thatds.3—norm, is also of order
@) (n2ld), by classical electrodynamics. Then, in order to get Jonte@hm'’s laws, we
need to give an explicit expression for the term of oré@kr?1¢) of QA uniformly
w.r.t. some parameters. This is performed in Sedtioh 5.5dygutwo important tools,
also used several times in subsequent papers:

e A Dyson-Phillips expansion in terms of multi-commutatdréhe strongly contin-
uous two—parameter famlliyr(“ MANY -, defined by[(TL). See Sectibnb.2.

e Tree—decay bounds on multi-commutators as explained itoBé&t
Recall that multi-commutators are defined by induction devis:
(B, Bo]® = [By, By] := BBy — BsBy,  Bi,BoelU, (27)
and, for all integerg > 2,
[B1, B, ..., Be]"™ = [B1,[Ba, ..., Besa]®], Bi,....BuacU.  (28)

In fact, providedy € R is sufficiently small, we get in Sectidn 5.5 a representation
of S@nA) as a power series in such that all—order terms im are of order©O(1?%), as
[ — 0, i.e., they behave as the volume of the support of the electgmetic field.

Theorem 3.4 (Heat production at small fields)

Let A € CJ°. Then the heat production has the following properties:

(i) Multi-commutator series. There exisis= 7, , € R" such that, for alln| € [0, 7],
I, eR, we N \eRS andt > 1,

QWM () = > > iF e, (Mg + AVL) eaps / dsy - - /

keN z,zef,|z|<1

oFe ) (WA WIS T (@ ax+z>]<’“+1>) (29)

Sp—t0,8k " s1—t0,81)
with Wt’jfl = 7N (WnAY e i for anyt, s € R. The above sum is absolutely conver-

gent.
(i) Uniform analyticity atp = 0. The functiom) — Q44 is real analytic onR and
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there exist); = n; , € RT andD = D € R* such that, for alll, 3 € R", w € €,
AERS,t>tyandm € N,

7 QA (1) < DI (57 m) <0

In particular, the Taylor series i of [=¢Q« A is absolutely convergent in a neighbor-
hood ofy = 0, uniformly in the parameters 3 € R™,w € Q, A € R} andt > .

Proof: To prove (i), combine Theorem 3.2 with Equatiénl(95). See absmmd5.1D0.
The second assertion (ii) is a direct consequence of Coyd&@ and Lemma5.11 to-
gether with Theorerh 3/2. Note that Lemima 5.11 shows sligéttignger bounds than

(30). m
Note thatQ“ (¢) = 0 and thus,[(24) directly gives the estimate

QU (1) — QU (1) = O(In| 1)

for the rest of order one of the Taylor expansion@f 7). This is a special case of
Theoreni 3.1 (i) which implies, for all/ € N andn € [0, 7,], that

M
(w,nAy) Z% 8mQ(w,nAz) (t) |n:0) _ O(|n|M+1 ld) . (31)

By explicit computations, the Taylor coefficients of order@and one of the function
n +— QWnA) (¢) always vanish. Hence, using Theorem 3.4 (i), one shows that

QW) = O(n?) + O(In)) - (32)

The termO (n?) can be made explicit whereas the correction term of ocdey®) is
uniformly bounded i, 3 € R, w € Q, A € R} andt > t,. The detailed analysis of the
leading termO(n?) is postponed to a subsequent paper.

As a consequence, for anye RT, w € O, A € R}, A € C andt € R, one can
analyze the densityy = q#«**) of heat production by the limits

a(t)=_ tim ()7 Qlra (1)}

(1)~ (0.0)
= i ()T s = s(t)
(n’lfll)ril(o’o) (77 ) ( ) S ( )

see Theorern 3.2. This study will lead to Joule’s law, whickaties the rate at which
resistance in the fermion system converts electric enertyyheat energy. The details
of such a study, like for instance the existence of the abiowis|, are the subject of a
companion paper.

By (31), the density of heat production should be a real ditalynction atny = 0.
Hence, Theorem 3.4 makes also possible the study of nonrafi@aftesp. non-linear)
corrections to Joule’s law (resp. Ohm’s law).
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4 Tree—Decay Bounds

Remark that
Wikt = r N WA = 0 (n| 1)

foranyt,s € RandA € C3°, see alsd(26). Thus, using Equatibnl(29), naive bounds on
its r.h.s. predict that, for some constdnt> 1,

QWA (t) = (DM .
To obtain the much more accurate estimate
QLW (1) = O (n1%) (33)

and to prove Theorem 3.4, we need good bounds on the multmctators in the series
(29). This is achieved by using the so—calteek—decay boundsn the expectation of
such multi-commutators. Indeed, tree—decay bounds weedkeare are a useful tool
to control multi-commutators of products of annihilatiamdecreation operators. This
technique will also be used many times in subsequent papersléer to derive Joule and
Ohm’s laws.

Observe that (33) implies thermodynamic behavior of theé peaduction w.r.t.I €
R*, i.e., QwnA) is proportional to the volumé. This kind of issue is well-known in
statistical physics of interacting systems where clustegraph expansions are used to
obtain such a behavior for quantities like the free—energthe ground—state energy at
large volumes. In the langage of construtive physics, thie negult of the present section,
that is, Corollary 4.3, yields the convergence of a treeaagon for the heat production.

The proof of Corollary 413 uses Theoréml4.1 as an importagredient. The latter
is a tree—expansion for multi—commutators of monomialsninilalation and creation
operators. Such kind of combinatorial result was alreadydusefore, for instance in
[EMU]. In fact, Theoreni 41 is very similar to arguments ugefFMU] Section 4].

Before going into details, let us first illustrate what wil proven in Theorein 4.1. The
aim is to simplify N—fold multi-commutators of monomials in annihilation arndation
operators, as for example

[a™(¥y)a(y)a™(¥3)a™ (¥y), a* (¥5)a(te), - - -](N) (34)

with 1,15, ... € (2(£). Seel(2lF)E(28) for the precise definition of multi—commaitsit
At a first glance one expects sums over monomials contaifingcaurring annihila-
tion and creation operators. Because of the structure ahtllé—commutator, there are
certain terms that can be summed up, getting then mononwataiaing all occurring an-
nihilation and creation operators except two, times the-aatnmutator of those two, see
(40). This is useful because the anti-commutator is a nleltifthe identity, c.f.[(lL). This
procedure can be iteratéd — 1 times in order to reduce the number of annihilation and
creation operators in the remaining monomials. As one negpect, only pairs of cre-
ation and annihilation operators that come frdiffierententries of the multiccommutator
can be removed. This is why we consider in the following a faraf trees, similar to
[EMU]. The N — 1 edges (bonds) of those trees (containivigrertices) represent the

16



contractions of annihilation and creation operators imt-@ommutators. The vertices
of such trees stand for th€ entries of theV—fold multi—commutator.

Now, we need to introduce some notation to express the maisini annihilation
and creation operators in a convenient way, before fornmgatheoreni 4]1. Each of
the entries of theV—fold multi-commutator is a product of annihilation andatren
operators, which we characterize by certain finite indes 8etA,,..., Ay, Ay C N,
where the sel, refers to creation operators in entrgnd A; to annihilation operators in
the same entry. For example, we chooselfar (34) the sets

Av={1,3,4}, A =1{2}, Ay={5}, Ay={6},... (35)

The kind of products we are interested in allows us to reistric considerations to index
setsAq, Ay, ..., Ay, Ay C N that are non—empty, mutually disjoint and such that

’A]‘ + |AJ| = 2nj € 2N,

forall j € {1,...,N}. Hence, each entry in the multi-commutator contains an even
number of annihilation and creation operators. To shotiembtation we set

Q= ({+} x M) U=} x Ay),

forall j € {1,..., N}. To determine the position of annihilation and creationrafmgs
in the monomial of thgth entry we choose a numbering(@f, that is, a bijective map

m {1 2n —> Q. (36)
In the example[(34)E(35),
Q= {(+1).(+.3), (+,4), (=, 2)}
and its numbering is defined by
(1) = (+,1), 7 (2) = (=,2), 1 (3) = (+,3), 71 (4) = (+,4) .

Furthermore, for alk Uj.vzl A;UA,, lety, € (%(L) be the corresponding wave function
and denote (only in this section) the annihilation and toeabperators respectively by

a(_7$) = a(qu)m) and a’(+7$) = a’*(w:c) :
Using this notation, we then define the monomials

2nj

p; = [ [ a(m; (k) (37)
k=1

ina(+,z) forall j € {1,...,N}. Recall thatp; is thejth entry in theN—fold multi—
commutator.

To formulate Theorem 4.1, we need two more things. Recallaheee is a connected
graph that has no loops. Here, we have a finite number of ldbeddices, denoted
by 1,..., N, and (non-oriented) bonds between these vertices. Forpeathe bond
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connecting vertices andj is denoted by{i, j} = {j,i}. A tree is characterized by the
set of itsNV — 1 bonds. The family of trees we use is defined as follows: T die the set
of all trees with exactly two vertices. This set contains mua treel’ = {{1,2}} which,

in turn, contains the unique bord, 2}, i.e., 75 := {{{1,2}}}. Then, for each integer
N > 3, we recursively define the s&}; of trees with/V vertices by

TN::{{{k,N}}UT:kzl,...,N—l, TETN_l}. (38)

In other words,7y is the set of all trees with vertex s&l := {1,... N} for which
N € Vy is aleaf, and if the lealV is removed, the verteX — 1 is a leaf in the remaining
tree and so on.

Now, for every tre€l’ € Ty, we define maps,y : T — Uj.vzl (1; that choose, for
each bond{i, j} € T, a point in the sef); and one point in the s&?;, respectively.
More precisely, we assume for< j thatx({:,j}) € €, andy({i,j}) € ;. The
induced orientation of the bond is completely arbitrargdiese of the symmetry of anti—
commutators. The set of all those maps is given by

Kr = {(xy) [xy:T— UL
with x(b) € Q;, y(b) € Q;forb={i,j} €T, i <j} .

We are finally ready to expressha-fold multi-commutators of products of annihila-
tion and creation operators as a sum over tfees7, of monomials in annihilation and
creation operators:

Theorem 4.1 (Multi-commutators as sum over trees)
Let N > 2. Then, foralll’ € Ty and(x,y) € Kr, there are constants

mp(x,y) € {—1,0,1}

and injective maps
. N
mr(x,y): {1,2,..., 2N} = [ J )\ x(T) uy(T))
j=1

whereN := 3% n; — (N — 1) > 1, such that

j=1

preopl™ = 3 mrxy)pr oy [ {a x(0) a (y(®)}

TeTN (x,y)eXT beT
(39)
with { By, B,} := By By + By B; being the anti-commutator @, B, € ¢/ and

pr(x,y) = [ [ almr(x,y)(k) -
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Proof: ~We firs}observe that, for any integers n, € Nand allelement®,, ..., By, €
UandBy, ..., By, €U,

[Bl .. Bony, By ... Bon, (40)
= Y (-D""By...Biy,1Bi... By

1<k2<2n2

1<k <2ny

x{B,, By, } Biy41 - - - Ban, Biys1 - - . Bon,
see[FMU, Eq. (4.18)]. Note also that, fby = 1, one obtains
(—=1)"*'By...By_1B; ... By, _1{B1, Bi,}Bi,+1... Bon,Bs ... Bop, .
This has to be understood of course as
(—=1)" 1By ... By, 1{B1, Bi,} By, 1 ... Bon,Bo ... Bop, .

Similar remarks can be done for the cages= 1,2n; andky =2n,. We now prove the
assertion by induction.

For N = 2, the set]; := {{{1,2}}} consists of only one tre€ = {{1,2}}. Using
(37) and[(40) we get

popi] = > (DR la(m(1) . a(ma(ks — 1)a(mi(1)) .. a(mi(ky — 1))

1<k2<2n3
1<k1<2n;

x {a(ma(k2)), a(mi (k1)) ta(mi(ky 4+ 1)) ... a(m1(2ny))
X a(ma(ky +1))...a(my(2ng)) . (41)
Note that{a(ma(k2)), a(m1(k1))} is always a multiple of the identity it¥, see[(1) and

(2). Therefore, the assertion fof = 2 directly follows from the previous equality by
observing that the sum ovér and k, in (41) corresponds to the sum ovet,y) €

Kiq1,23; in (39) by choosing

P (xy) = a(ma(l))...a(ma(ke — 1))a(mi(1))...a(mi(k — 1)) (42)
x a(mi(ky +1))...a(m1(2n1))a(me(ky + 1)) ... a(m(2n2))

for

x({1,2}) = m(k) e, kred{l,...,2m}
y({1,2}) = ma(ks) € Qs ke €{1,...,2n5} .

Indeed, for(x,y) € K2y as above, the constant;( o (x,y) equals(—1)"+! €
{-1,1} c {-1,0, 1}, whereas the associated map

Ty (xy) {1,2,..., 2N} = QO U\ (x({{1,2}}) Uy({{1,2}}))

with

N:<7’I,1+7’I,2)—121

19



depends on the order of the factors in the r.h.s[_df (42):

7T2(k’) y ke{l,Q,...,kQ—l}.
) mik—ke+1)  , ked{ky .. ko + ki —2} .
Ty ¥V (R =9 kv 2) . ke{hathi—1,... 20 — 2+ k) .
mo(k —2n1+2) , ke{2n —2+k+1,...,2N} .
We assume now that the assertion holds for some fixed int€ger 2. Recall that
N—fold multi-commutators are defined ty [27)4(28). In paitc,

(N+1)

[pN-i-la"'apl] = [pN-l—la[pNa"'vpl](N)]

where, by assumption,
s =30 Y mr(oy)pr(xy) [[{a (x(0)),a(y(®)}
TeTN (x,y)EKT beT

as stated in the theorem. Therefore,

[pN—f—l, cee 7p1](N+1) = Z Z m (X7 Y) [pN-i-lv pr (Xv y)]

x [T {ax®),aly®))} (43)

beT
whereas, using agaipn (40),
e pr ()= > (D a(rya (1) a(maga (ke — 1))
1<ka<2npy41
1<k <2N

x a(mp(1)) - - a(mr(ky — 1))

x a(mp(ky + 1)) - - a(rr(2N))

X a(myia (ke +1)) - a(myia (2ny4a))

x {a(mni1(k2)), almr(ki))} (44)
Note that, for simplicity, we sometimes use (as above) thatiom 7, = 7 (x,y). To

get now the assertion fqrV + 1)—fold multi-commutators, for anyx,y) € Kr, we
define:

N
X = k) € [\ x(T)Uy(D)) , kve{l,...,2N} |
j=1
Y o= anyi(ke) € Qnya kp€{l,....2nnp1}
as well as
iy (X,Y) = (~1)*!
and
pr(x,y, X,Y) = a(mni(1)) - a(mysi(kz — 1))

% a(mr(1)) -+ -a(mr(ky — 1)alrr(k + 1)) - a(mr(2N))
X a(7TN+1(/{72 + 1)) s a(7TN+1(277,N+1)) .
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Then, by [(48)+(44), one has

[PN+17---7P1 N+1) Z Z Z Z

TeTN (x,y)eELT Xe(Q1U--UQN)\(Xx(T)Uy(T)) YEQN+1
my (x,y) iy (X,Y) pr(x,y, X, Y){a(X),a(Y)} [ [ {a (x( (y(b)} -
beT

This last equation can clearly be rewritten as

lonsts .- op] VY (45)
TeTN (x,y)GICT ke{l ..... N} X{k,N+1}EQk Y{k,N+1}eQN+1
1 [ Xy ¢ (x(T)Uy(T)] mr (x,y) My (Xgens1y, Yiev1})
X pr(x,y, X{k,N+1}s Y{k,N+1})
x {a(Xgna1y)s aYensy) [ [ {a x(0)a(y(®)} -

beT

SinceQ);, j € {1,..., N}, are, by definition, mutually disjoint sets, the latter gthe
assertion for thé N + 1)—fold multi-commutator. Indeed, one only needs to define, fo
any treel’ € Ty.1 with N + 1 vertices and fixedx,y) € Kr, an appropriate constant
mr(x,y) € {—1,0,1} and maprr (x,y). This can directly be deduced from_{38) and
(45) and we omit the detalils. [ |

Because of(45) note that, for ady > 2, all T € Ty and(x,y) € Kr, the constants
mr(x,y) of Theoreni 4.1l satisfinr (x,y) = 0 whenever

(x(T)[ + y(T)] < 2(N —1).

{z : 7p(x,y)(k) = (+,2), forke{1,...,2N}} = UJ 1A\ Ay
{z : mr(x,y)(k) = (=), forke{l,...,2N}} = U AN\Axy ,

where, for anyl’ € Ty and(x,y) € Kr,

AXy {z €L : (-2 €{x(b),y()} forsomebe T},
Ay ={z €L : (+,2) € {x(b),y(b)} forsomeb e T%

We conclude this section by the notion of tree—decay bounels € U/* be any state
andr = {7, },cr be any one—parameter group of automorphisms of'th@lgebrd/. We
say that(p, 7) satisfiedree—decay boundsith parameters € R* andty, t € R, ty < ¢,
if there is a finite constan® € R such that, for any intege¥ > 2, s1,..., sy € [to, t],
x1,...,xy € £andallzy, ..., zy € £satisfying|z;| = 1fori € {1,..., N},

* * (N) — €
‘p ([Tsl(axlawﬁzl), - TSN(axNaxNJFZN)} ) ‘ < DV 1V§V) (r1,...,zn) , (46)
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where

(©) _ 1
Vy (xl,...,xN)—Z H T+ Jor — o T1,...,Tny € L.
TeTN {kl}eT

(Recall that€ := Z? with d € N.)

Such a property is used in Sectionl5.5 and will be exploitedyntismes in the subse-
quent papers for = 7@ andp = p®«N with 8 € R*, w € Q and\ € R{. In fact,
using Theoreni 4]1 we show below that the one—parameter Bigel groupr @) of
automorphisms defined byl (6) and any stasatisfy tree—decay bounds. Indeed, observe
first the following elementary lemma:

Lemma 4.2 (Correlation decays)
ForanyT, e € R*, there is a finite constarfd € R* such that

D

}<em’eit(Ad+AVw)ey>} < W

forallw e Q, A € R}, t € [-T,T] andz,y € £. Recall that{e,},, is the canonical
orthonormal basis of?(£) defined by, (y) = 4, forall z,y € £.

Proof: Letw € Q, )\ € R}, t € Randx,y € £. Using the Trotter—Kato formula and
the canonical orthonormal bads, }, . of /*(£) we first observe that

<ex’eit(Ad+>\Vw)ey> —  lm <e$, [ej—fbAdef—fbAVw} ey> (47)

m—ro0
= lim lim E <em,emAdeml>---
m—00 L—00

it it it
(e 1reidae, ) x eHAEE o (AL

9

where A, is the finite box[(1b) of side lengty[L] + 1 for L € R*. Writing now the
exponentiab=2¢ as a power series and using the definitidn (5) of the discrapdaician
A4 We arrive at the upper bound

’<ex,e%Adey>’ < e%‘t‘ <ex,e’%Adey> , r,zye £, teR, meN. (48)
Therefore, we infer fron{ (47)=(48) that
(e, e BaTAV)e N < eIl (o e7lfIRag ) (49)
Note thatA, is explicitly given in Fourier space by the dispersion rielat
E(p) :==2[d - (cos(p1) + -+ - +cos(pa))] ,  p€ [~
Thus, explicit computations show that, for alE R,

1 )
sAq — sE(p)—ip-(z—y) d
<ex’ ¢ ey> (27T>d /[ﬂ-vﬂ—]d ) p ’

22



which, combined with[(49), implies the assertion. [ |

By (1) and [(6),
H{T(w)\ (w)\ ay }H _ ’<em’ i(s2—51)(Ag+AVa) >’ (50)

732

for everys;, s, € R, 2,y € £, w € Qand)\ € RI. Hence, for any € R* and
to,t € R, ty < t, we infer from Lemma 4]2 the existence of a finite constang R™
(only depending om, ¢, t) such that

{5 (@2), 75 (@) ] <

for all s;,5 € [to,t], 2,y € £, w € Qand) € R{. Using this and Theorem 4.1 we
obtain [46) with a uniform constari? < co not depending ow € Q and\ € R} :

D

(51)
1+ |z —y

|d+5

Corollary 4.3 (Uniform tree—decay bounds)

Let p be any arbitrary state ot andr = 7(“*») be the one—parameter Bogoliubov group
of automorphisms defined by (6) fore Q and\ € R;. Then, for every € R and
to,t € R, ty < t, thereisD = D.,,, € Rt such that the tree—decay bound](46) holds for
allwe Qand) e R{.

Proof:  Choose in Theoref 4.1 sets, A; containing exactly one element and note
that, in this case|Cy| = 2271 = 22(V=1_ Observe also thatpr (x,y)| < 1 as the
corresponding vectorg, have norml. The assertion then follows from (51) and Theorem
4.1. |

5 Proofs of Main Results

5.1 Preliminary

For the reader’s convenience we start by reminding a few rtapbdefinitions and some
standard mathematical results used in our proofs.

Recall thatg := Z¢ with d € N, andP;(£) C 2° is the set of all finite subsets
of £. ForanyA € P;(£), Uy is the CARC*—algebra generated by the identityand
the annihilation operatorsz, }.cx. It is isomorphic to the finite dimensionél*—algebra
B(/\ H,) of all linear operators on the fermion Fock spacé{,, whereH  := $,cnH.
is the Cartesian product of copiés,, + € A, of the one—dimensional Hilbert space
H = C. (l.e., the one—particle Hilbert spagég, is isomorphic toC*.) The CARC*—
algebral{ is the (separable)’*—algebra defined by the inductive limit §t/x }xcp, (o)-
Note here that/y, C U, whenever\’ C A. For any one—particle wave functigne ¢*(£)
we define annihilation and creation operatofs), a*(v) € U of a (spinless) fermion, see
2.

Forw € Q and) € R{, the unperturbed dynamics of the fermion system studiegl her
is given by the one—parameter grotip {rt }teR of Bogoliubov automorphisms
on the algebra/ uniquely defined by the condltloE](G), that is,

V() = a(@" @) e R g e (L), (2)
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see([BR2, Theorem 5.2.5]. Aé“) is an automorphism af/, by definition, we have in
particular that

TN (B1By) = ri V(BN (B),  Bi,By€U,tER. (53)

Physically, [52) means that the fermionic particles do nqegience any mutual force:
They interact with each other via the Pauli exclusion ppteionly, i.e., they form an
ideal lattice fermion system. Frorl(3) and the norm—coiritynaf the unitary group
{et(Aa+AVo), o it follows that the (Bogoliubov) group™-») of automorphisms is strongly
continuous (i, 7“V) is thus aC*—dynamical system.

For eachw € Q2 and\ € R, the generator of the strongly continuous graip” is
denoted by, It is a symmetric unbounded derivation. This means thatifreain
Dom(5“) of 6V is a dense—subalgebra d¥f and, for allB;, B, € Dom(5“™V),

@M (B = 6@N (B, @Y (ByBy) = §“N(By)By + Bid“N(B,) .

Recall that states on th@*—algebra/ are linear functionalg € U/* which are nor-
malized and positive, i.ep(1) = 1 andp(A*A) > 0 for all A € U. Thermal equilibrium
states of the fermion system under consideration can beedgfat inverse temperature
B € Rt and for anyw €  and) € R, through the bounded positive operator

(BN _ 1 2
dieimi = T opmanvy € BIE(L)).

Indeed, the so—callecymbold(ﬂ ) uniquely defines a (faithfuljuasi—freestateo® )

fermi

on the CAR algebra by the conditiong!*~ (1) = 1 and

PN (a*(f1) ... a*(fm)a(gn) ... a(g1)) = S det ([(gk, dﬁfrﬁ}k)fﬁ]j,k)

forall {f;}7",,{g;};_; C ¢*(£) andm,n € N. (-, -) is here the scalar product ifi(£).
The statep®« ¢ U* is the unique(r“V, 3)-KMS state of theC*—~dynamical
system(l/, 7“V). This means that, for evey,, B, € U, the map

t s F, g, (t) = 0PN (Bir“N(By))

from R to C extends uniquely to a continuous mapl®r- [0, 5] C C which is holomor-
phic onR + i(0, /3), such that

F, 5, (t +1i8) = 0PN (7“N(B,) By)

for all £ € R. The latter is name&dMS conditionor modular conditionNwhens = 1) in
the context of von Neumann algebras.

The KMS condition is usually taken as the mathematical atareation of thermal
equilibriums ofC*—dynamical systems. This definition of thermal equilibristates for
infinite systems is rather abstract. However, it can be glaylgimotivated from a maxi-
mum entropy principle by observing that) is the unique weak-limit of Gibbs states
oBwAL) (M12){118), ad. — oco. See Theorermn Al3. Moreover, KMS states are station-
ary and thusp®~ is invariant under the dynamics defined by the (Bogoliubawug
(@A of automorphisms:

PPN o ) — BN g e RY e AeRS, tER, (54)
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5.2 Series Representation of Dynamics

The assertions of this subsection are similar to [BR2, Psitjom 5.4.26.]. Note however
that the generata¥“*" of the (unperturbed) one—parameter gratip® is anunbounded
symmetric derivation, in contrast to [BR2, Proposition.264]. Herew € Q, A € R}
andA € Cg are arbitrarily fixed. See SectionsA.242.3.

We start our proofs by giving an explicit expression of thmawrphiswg’“;’A’A) of
U in terms of a series involving multi-commutators. Meanehile give an alternative
characterization of the two—parameter fanﬂl;éf;’A’A)}tZS as a solution of an abstract
Cauchy initial value problem. This last observation is vesgful in order to generalize
the present results tateractingfermion systems.

First, recall that there is a unique (norm—continuous) parameter groupUgf;’A’A)}tzs

which is norm continuous and solution of the non—autonon@auwschy initial value prob-
lem (9), that is,

Vs,t€R, t>s: QUEM = —(APCD LAy uld | gleas) =g

(The restrictiont > s is not essential here arid,ﬁf;’A’A) could also be defined for all

s,t € R.) Indeed, A4 € B(/*(£)) and the map
tes wi o= (APGY Ay e B(*(g)) (55)

from R to the setB(¢?(£)) of bounded operators acting ¢f(£) is continuously differ-
entiable for everyA € Cg&°. Hence,{Ui’“;)}tZS can explicitly be written as the Dyson—
Phillips series

U -y (56)
t Sk—1
. w,A w,A w,A w,A
= > (=it / dsy - -- / ds, U dwAuLY oyl | wauld)
keN S S

foranyt > s,w € Q, A € R} andA € C{. Since all operators are bounded, it is easy to
check thaI{Ugf;)}tZS is a family of unitary operators.

We are now in position to represent the Bogoliubov autoniembrgf;’A’A) defined by
(11) as a Dyson—Phillips series involving the unperturbgaadnics defined by the one—
parameter group@ := {r“Y1}, . seel®) and{6). To this end, for evety € CZ,
we denote the second quantizationwgt by

wA = %0 {exp (—i /0 Aoy 4 (1— )2 (g — x)doz) _ 1}

z,ycl

X (ez, Agey)asay, (57)

see[(B),[(I9) and(55). Note that there is a finite subiset P;(£) such thatV? € U,
for all t € R becauseA € C°. We also define the continuously differentiable map

ts LA =di[WH, -] e B(U) (58)

from R to the set3 (i) of bounded operators acting th
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Theorem 5.1 (Dynamics as a Dyson—Phillips series)
Foranyw € Q, A € Rf, A € C andt,s € R, t > s,

(w)\A (w)\ TN A @) (@) pA (@A)
_'_Z/ dsi - / Tsp— SLSk sp—1—sk " Tsi— 82L81 —s1 -

keN

Proof: Letw € O, )\ € R}, A € C¥ and define

R D) K O
keN
for anyt > s. This series is absolutely convergent. Indegd;V := {rt”’A)}teR is a

norm-continuous one—parameter group of contractions, i.e
17Ny <1, teR,

whereas, for anyA € Cg°, the map[(5B) is continuously differentiable and there is a
constantD € R* such that

sup|[ L2 op < D . (60)

teR

becausdVA = 0 for anyt ¢ [to,t1], i.e., there is no electromagnetic field for times
t ¢ [to,t:]. Here, the notation| - ||,, Sstands for the operator norm. By {59)-(60), it
follows that

H (w)\A

lop < P49 t,seR, t>s.

Now, straightforward computations using (55) andl (58) shbat the following “pull
through” formula holds:

LMa()) = a(iwhy),  teR, v e (L), (61)
We therefore infer from (6)[ (56) and_(59) that
A @) = a(UEMY) @), t2s e (9), (62)

forallw € O, A € Rf andA € Cg°. Direct computations show, for all> s, thatTt“;AA)

is an automorphism @f: Use the fact that, for all € R, r§ Vis an automorphisms éf

andL? is a bounded symmetric derivation dhi.e., LA (B;) = LA(B;)* and
LA(B\By) = L*(B1) By + BiLi*(By) €U B, B, elU.

By [BR2, Theorem 5.2.5], the condition (62) uniquely defiagsomorphisms af/. As
a consequence, one géﬁ‘g’A’A) (“ M) see (11). [ |

A straightforward consequence of Theoren 5.1 is that, fgriare Q and)\ € R,
the family {r**)} -, satisfies[(I2) with

5§w,>\,A) — 6@ WA, ], teR. (63)

Here, the symmetric derivatiol“" is the (unbounded) generator of the one—parameter
groupr@V . Indeed, one obtains:

26



Corollary 5.2 (Abstract Cauchy initial value problem for T(“ & A))
Foranyw € O, A € R andA € C, {r(“ AA)}tZS satisfies[(1R), that is,
Vs €R, t>s: it = M o AN T p AL

on the dense subspabem(§“V) c U.

Proof: By Theoreni5l, the famll\ﬁ(“ MA)Y -, obeys the integral equation

M) (B) = 7 (B) +/t reNLA N (BYds,,  Bel,

which directly yields the assertion becauses C5°. [ |
Recall the notation

WA = WM = VWA e,  weQ AeRf, AcCy, t,scR, (64)

and the inductive definition (27)=(28) of multi-commutator

[By, By]® := [By, By := BBy — ByB,,  Bi,Bycll, (65)
and, for all integerg > 2,
(B, Bo, ..., B ]*™ =B, [Bs,.... Biia]¥],  Bi,...,Bec€lU. (66)
Then, using[(53) we rewrite the Dyson—Phillips series oforeen5.1 as
i (B) = (3 (67)
= S [ [T W DB
keN VS

foranyB e U,w € Q, A € Rf, A € C andt > s.

5.3 Interaction Picture of Dynamics

(w,\,A)

In contrast to the two—parameter fam{lyt }tzs,
{T(w Mo tu;o)\ Ao T(? Fi>to

is a family ofinner automorphisms of the CAR algel#g i.e., it can be implemented by
conjugation with unitary elemengs, ,, of i, similar to Remark 2]1:

w,A\ w,\, A w,A *
'Tio ) Tit ) (—t ) (B) = s;ZIIf,t()BiZIt,t() ) Bel.

On the other hand, by using two times the stationarity of tS<stateo®< Y w.r.t. the
unperturbed dynamics (cf._(54)) as well &sl(53), we obsdratthe time evolutiorf (13)
of the state of the fermion system equals

W A A w w,A w,\ A
AN (B) = gPeN o rp o rit Y (B) (68)
= 0P (0, M (B) ;) = 0P (4 BLk)
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for anyt > ty, where
=79V (0,) >, (69)

This family of unitary elements dff turns out to be within the domaibom(5“V) of
the (unbounded) generat6f») of the one—parameter group» of automorphisms.
These properties are quite useful to show in Sedtioh 5.4 thetlexistence of the energy
increment[(2l1) as well as Theoréml3.2.

The above heuristics is proven in the following theorem:

Theorem 5.3 (Interaction picture of dynamics)
Foranyw € Q, A € R andA € CZ, there is a family

U = LQW’A"A‘)}Q:&O C Dom(5“™V)
of unitary elements df such that, for all3 € R*, ¢t > t, andB € U,
WA A w %
p M (B) = N (1 BY,)

Proof:  The arguments to prove this theorem are relatively stanftardutonomous
perturbations of KMS states, see [BR2, Sections 5.4.1.]. ad#&gpt them to the non-—
autonomous case as suggested in [BR2, Sections 5.4.4gdfiop 5.4.26.]. However,
in contrast to[[BR2, Sections 5.4.1., 5.4.4.], the situati@ treat here requires more care
because the symmetric derivati®fi*") is unbounded

For anyw € Q, A € R} andA € C3°, we define the family{$l; .}; .cr C U by the
series

t Sk—1
Dy = B =14 / dsy - - / dspWah, - WA, (70)

keN §

where we recall thaltV2, = V[Q(;J’A’A) € U is defined by[(64) for any, s € R. The series
is well-defined in the Banach space

Y := (Dom(8“ V), |-l s) - (71)
where|-| s...» stands for the graph norm of the closed operator. In particular,
{9, }1.ser C Dom(3“V) . (72)

Indeed, the strongly continuous groufy») oni/ defines, by restriction, a strongly
continuous group opy. For more details, see, e.d., [EN, Section I1.5.a, 5.2 Psiion].
Observe also from the strong continuity and group properdy of the restriction of (")
to the spac®om(6“V) that

I

for some finite constant®;, D, € Rt and allt € R. Here,B()) is the Banach space
of bounded operators acting @h Moreover, for anyA € C°, s — WA is a smooth,

(UJ7>\

t )|Dom(6(“’>‘)) < DleDQM (73)

‘B(y)
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compactly supported map frofito ). Sinces™ is a symmetric derivation, it follows
that the series (70) absolutely converges in the Banactegpaad

t t
iUt,s = 1+Zlk/ dS,Ig N / dslwsi,sk o 'WS?,SI ?

keN $ 52

where the r.h.s. of this equation also absolutely converg@s Therefore, for any, s €
R, the operatofJ, , obeys the integral equation

t t
Vyo=1+i / B, WA, dsy =1+ / W2, By, dsy (74)

in Y. The families{tl };,cr and {WA}cr are both continuous iy and 5™ is a
symmetric derivation. As a consequence] (74) implies thagnyt, s € R,

B, =10, Wiy and 0,0, = —iWAD,, (75)
both in the Banach spacg, and thus iri/. SincelV/} = (W})*, by using the norm-
continuity of the mapB — B* onl/, we compute from[(45) that

t
1-0; 0, = / 05, {0}, D5, fdsy =0
1-9,.9;, = / 05, {Vs,,s0%, ,}ds1 =0
t

In other words {2, .} .cr is a family of unitary elements dbom(5“V) c U, by (72).

Now, we define the famil{mgﬁ’A’A)}s,teR of bounded operators acting on the Banach

spacé/ by
W (B) = 19 (BN (B)DL) . Beu. (76)
Clearly, for anyB € U, the map

(s,t) = WM (B) e U

from R? to ¢/ is continuous. Moreover, by constructiomifj’A’A) = 1andforallB €

Dom(5“) ands, t € R,

2w (B) € Dom (@) = Dom(5))

s,t s

because " preserves the (dense) subspBoen(§“) c U. Therefore, we infer from

(3), (63) and(75) that

Vs, teR: 90 = g@AA) o gl A gle A — g (77)
whereas
Vst e R 9uiM™ = qulad ) o A o aglers) — 1 (78)
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both in the strong sense ]Dnom(d(“’”) C U. In particular, by Corollary 52, the families
{ﬁ“ “ A)}tZS and{ﬁniﬁ’A’A)}&teR satisfy the equality
i (B) — MY / Do {rl MW (B)ydsi =0 (79)
forany B € Dom(d(“’”) andt > s. Remark that we use the strong continuity of the
family {T(“ & A)}tZS w.r.t. t € R to show from Corollary 512 an@(¥7) that
D i MW (B)} =0,

51,8 s1,t

for any B € Dom(6“V) andt > s. The domainDom(6“V) is dense ir/ and both
operatorsr,gf‘;’A’A) andwgﬁ’A’A) are bounded. As a consequente] (79) yields

Tgtt;,)\,A) _ w‘(:;,)\,A) (80)

foranyw € O, A € R}, A € C andt > s.

Use now Equatiori (69) to define the fam{lyt; } >, . Slnce forany € R, T(_t IS an
automorphism ot/ which preserves the domaibom(5“), we deduce froni{72) and
the unitarity ofy, ; that

{th}i>t, C Dom(6“V)
is a family of unitary elements @f. Note indeed thabom(5“*") is ax—algebra, since
6@ is a symmetric derivation. Moreover, from {13}, 69),1(76)1480) combined with

the stationarity of the KMS statg®~») w.r.t. the unperturbed dynamics (cf_{54)) we
arrive at the assertion, as explained in Equation (68). [ |

The proof of Theoremh 513 gives supplementary informationthendynamics. This
is not used in the present paper, but it can be employed taalyiglefine dynamics for
systems of interacting fermions on the lattice, as disaliaséhe end of Sectidn 2.4.

First, by [76), {QU(“ AA) }5 «er IS @ family of bounded operators acting on the Banach

spacé/ that of course extend@rt“’ M) }tzs to all s, ¢ € R, seel(8D). Moreover, it is the
uniquefundamental solutiolf a non—autonomous evolution equation. By fundamental
solution, we mean here that the fam{lyﬁ w A A) }s,teR of bounded operators acting 6h

is strongly continuous, conserves the domain

Dom(5§w’/\’A)) = Dom(5(“”\)) ,
satisfies

WM (B) € C'(R; (Dom(s “)) I-1D)
WEAN(B) € CH(R; (Dom(8“Y), |1-]))

for all B € Dom(6“), and solves the abstract Cauchy initial value problem (#7) o
Dom(cs(“”\)):
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Proposition 5.4 (Evolution equations fOI’QﬂS‘;vA,A))

Forwe Q,\ € Rf andA € Cg, {QUS;’A’A)}S,teR has the following properties:
(i) It satisfies the Chapman—Kolmogorov property

Vs eR: i) = gplerdgpleda)
(i) It is the unique fundamental solution of the Cauchy initelixe problem
Vs,t € R : aSm]gu;t,,\,A) _ _5gw,A,A) o Qng;t,A,A)7 m]g;;,,\,A) -1
(iii) It solves orDom(5“*V) the abstract Cauchy initial value problem

Vs, t € R: &twgﬁ’)"A) - Qgi‘iﬂ\A) o 5§wa/\aA)’ wg;,)\,A) —1

Proof: Use [76)-(7B) and an argument similar[fal(79). We omit thaitiet u

5.4 Internal Energy Increment and Heat Production
Recall that the internal energy increment is defined by @y, is,

S(W’A) (t) — S(B,w,)\,A) (t) — lim {pgﬂ,w,)\,A)(Héw,)\)) _ Q(ﬁ,w,k)(Hng’A))} (81)

forany3 € R*,w € O, A € RS, A € C andt € R. To show that it is well-defined
and has finite value for all times, we use the interactiorupecof the dynamics described
in Theoren 5.3:

Theorem 5.5 (Existence of the internal energy increment)
Foranys e RT,w e Q, A € Rf, A € C° andt > ¢,

S(w,A) (t) — _,L'Q(Ba“)a)‘) (L[:é(w’)\) (th)) 6 R

with {£(; };>¢, € Dom(5“*") being defined in Theorem5.3.

Proof: &, € Dom(6“V) and, by explicit computations using Equatiohs] (69%-(70)
together with the "pull through” formula (61),

6 () = Jim il )} e,
whereas one obviously has

w * w,A\ WA A w,A\ w w,\
o7 (SGTHEY 1)) = e WD) = o )

by Theoreni 5J3. We obtain the assertion by combiriing (81) thiese two equalities and
the continuity of states. [ |
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Therefore,S«“4) is a map fromR to R. Now, by the Pusz—Woronowicz theorem
(see, e.g.[[BR2, Theorem 5.3.22)), it is well-known that3)—KMS states arepassive
statesthat is,

—io(U*5(U)) >0
for all unitariesU both in the domain of definition of the generatoof the groupr of
automorphisms and in the connected component of the igiaitihe group of all unitary
elements of the CAR algebra with the norm topology. The latigether with Equations

(©69)-(70), Theorems 5.3 and b.5 directly implies the pasjtiof the internal energy
incremeniS“A):

Corollary 5.6 (Positivity of the internal energy increment)
ForanyB € RT,w e O, A € R, A € C and allt > ty, S@A) () > 0.

Moreover, forany3 € Rt,w € O, N € R}, A € C¢e andt > ¢, we also infer from
[JB, Theorem 1.1] and Theorém15.3 that

(5&))\ (u*é (ut)> :ﬁfls(pgﬁ,w,)\A ‘Qﬁw)\ )

with S being the relative entropy defined iy [17). See dlsol(104)yecall thatS = S,.
By Definition[3.1, we thus recover the heat product@ ) from Theoreni 5J5:

Corollary 5.7 (Heat production as internal energy incremert)
Forany$ € R*,w € O, A € Rf andA € CP, S&A) = Q).

Finally, Theorem$§ 513 arid 5.5 also yield a simple and comverexpression of the
total energy incremenf (20)=(22) delivered to the system by tbeteimagnetic field at
timet € R:

Theorem 5.8 (Total energy increment and electromagnetic w)
ForanyB e RT,we Q, )\ e R{, A € CF andt > t,

t
S () + P (1) = / pPer ) (9 WA) ds .

to

Proof: The proof is an extension of the one 0of [BR2, Lemma 5.4.27thémuinbounded
symmetric derivation

By (69) and the stationarity of the KMS stat€’~) w.r.t. the unperturbed dynamics
(cf. (4)), we first observe that, for afye R™,w € Q, A € R}, A € C° andt > t,,

o5 (16 (11)) = 0P (4,0 (T3, ) (82)

with the unitary elementd, ,, being defined byL(70).
The maps
te Dy, and  te 59N (07,

from R to Dom(6“V) are continuously differentiable in the Banach spa¥eandi/,
respectively. Se¢ (Y1) and (75). Therefore, the map

0 {0 (3,64 (37,,)) )
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from R to R is also continuously differentiable and, from[75) and taet thaty“ " is a
symmetric derivation, we compute that, for alt R,

0 { 0 (D140 (B1,,) ) | = =05 (Do VWD, ) - (83)
On the other hand, using again{75) we observe that
O AL s WHDT } = Vs (OWS)Dr,
for anyt € R, which, combined with the identity
SN (WE) = aWh — Y W)
yields
By 4o [0 WANDE, = 0 { DB s WADE, Y — By 7V (WD,
Using this equality together with (83) we thus find that, foya € R,
0 { o) (91,8 (357,,) ) } (84)
= =g (OB WAD;, ) + i (Buy N OB, )
Now, fort € R, we use Equation§ (1.3), (54, (76).180),1(82) dnd (84) tvauat
0 { o (6N () b = —id® (9, { B0y WD, })
i) (3, A |

We next integrate this last equality by usifig, ,, = ;,, = 1 to get

t
0B (u:cg(w)\) (th)) — 2/ pgﬁ,w,MA) (8SWSA) ds (85)

to

Sip ) (W) + g (W)

foranyf e RY,w e Q, N ERS, A € C¢° andt > ty. The assertion then follows from
(85) combined with[(22) and Theorém5.5. n

Following the terminology of [BR2, Section 5.4.4.] with thdefinition of L*, Theo-
rem[5.8 means that the total energy incremlent (20) is equbktwork performed on the
system by the electromagnetic field at time ¢,. Moreover, Theorer 5.8 leads to the
real analyticity of the internal energy increment w.r.tthe field strengthy € R:

Corollary 5.9 (Real analyticity of the internal energy increment)

Forany3 € RY,w € O, A € R}, A € CF andt > t;, S« (¢) is a real analytic
function ofn € R.
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Proof: Use Theoreri 518 and write the teri&74) (¢) and

/t pfgﬂMAmA) (angA) ds

to

as Dyson—Phillips series in terms of multi-commutatorg, €8) and[(6]7). Observe
finally that both maps

7)»—>W§7A€Z/{ and nt—)@sW;’AEU

are real analytic with infinite analyticity radius. [ ]

5.5 Behavior of the Internal Energy Increment at Small Fields

We study here the asymptotic behaviorSsf"40) = SBwAna) gt small field strength
n € R and large space scalec R*. In fact, in view of Corollary{ 5.7 saying that
SwnA) — QwnA) we prove here Theoreim 3.4. Recall thatc C is defined by[(26),
that is,

A(t,x):=A(t, 1" 2), teR, reR?, (86)

foranyA € Cj andl € R™.

Using Equationd (5)[(13), (18], (b4) and(67) we first obedhat
pgﬂwamAz) (Héw’)‘)) p(ﬁ Wi A, AY) (H(w A))

to

Z Z <ea:> Ad + >\Vw) ex-i—z) T+ z€E AL] Z Zk (87)
z€EAL z€L,|2|<1 keN
-1
/ dsy / dsgy - - / dsy,
w, w,A
Q B >\ ([WST;Alt() Spr WsnlAlto s1) Tg t()) (a’ al‘+z)](k+1))

forany L[, € Rt,w € Q, A € Rf,n € R, A € C¥ andt > t,. Recall that the
time—dependent electromagnetic perturbafigf} is defined by[(64). See also (65)-(66)
for the precise definition of multi-commutators.

Therefore, in order to writ&«74) in terms of multi-commutators, we prove the
following lemma by using tree—decay bounds:

Lemma 5.10 (Bounds on multi-commutators)
ForanyA € C3°, there isn, € R* such that, for any, e € R*, there is a ball

B(0,R) :={z € £:|z| <R} (88)

of radiusR € Rt centered ab such that, for alln| € [0,7,], 8 € RT,w € O, A € R}
andto < S81,...,8 < t,

DR DD Pl

2€AL\Bg z€£,|2|<1 keN

}Q(B,oﬂx ({WnAz - WnAz Tgwt?(a a$+z)](k+1))‘ <e.

Sp—t0,5k" s1—t0,81) -

34



Proof: We first need to bound th& -+ 1)—fold multi-commutator

WA (w, )‘)

[WSI: to,Sk? " ° s1—1t0,81° Tt to (a a’$+2)](k+1)

foranyk € N,z € Ap andz € £ so that|z| < 1. This is done by using tree—decay
bounds as explained in Sectioh 4. Indeed,[by (86), forlasyR™ andA € Cf°, there
exists a finite subset; € P(£) such thatA,(t,z) = 0 for all z € 2\A, andt € R.
Then, we infer from[(87) and (64) that, for ale R*, x,y € £, A € C¥ andt,n € R,
there are constanis}%)! (¢) € C such that

WrAL =" " DAL (s2)7N (ahaas) (89)

$EAL ZGS | |<1

foranyw € O, A € R andsy, s, € R. Here, the constant®}%(¢) are always of order
n:

sup | D ()| < K, (90)
teR | z,yel
with
Ky = [|Adll,, eXp{ Ul remr X o ‘ZKll[A(t,w)] (Z)|} - 1‘ =0(nl) . (91)

(Recall that|-|| ,, is the operator norm.) Therefore, using Corollary 4.3 weudedhat,
for everye € RT, A € CJ andt > t,, there is a constarfd € R* such that, for any
keN, Li,BeR,weULAXeER,,nER,sy,...,s; € [to, t] andR > Ry,

w A A w,A
Z Z ’Q(& ) ([Wsnk lto Sk "t Wsnl lto s1) 7_1(5 to)(a a$+z)](k+1)>’

z€AL\BR 2€£,|2|<1
k-1
~ K,D K,D
< |A — — 2
< A [T Z 1+ |z|dte [Z 1+ |x‘d+e] (92)
zel,|z|>R—R, zeL

with B(0, R) being the ball[(88) of radiug® € R* centered at and wherelA,| is the
volume of the finite subseY; € P(£) with radius

R ::max{|x\:x€1~\l}€R+, leRY. (93)
Note that there exists a finite constdntc R™ such that?; < [D forall [ € R™.
From [57) and[(84) it follows thalV’4 = 0 for anyt > t;, wheret, is the time

when the electromagnetic potential is switched off. Thamefwithout loss of generality
(w.l.0.g.) we only consider timese (to, t1] with t; > ¢,. Thus, take), € R* sufficiently

small to imply
K, D K, D 1
Zl+ﬁx|d+€gzl+7|7;:\d+€§2(t —f})
zeg zeg L=
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for all |n| € [0, n,]. Then, usind7,1| = k! and the upper boun{ (2) we arrive at

w A A w,A *
Do e (W W R e )
:EEAL\BR ZGX:,‘Z‘Sl
k! ~ K,D
= > (94)
k-1 (tl — to) 1+ |l‘| ¢

zel,|z|>R—R;

for all |n| € [0,n,) and anyL,l,3 € RT,w € Q, A € R}, k € N, t € (t, ;] and
s1,..., 8k € [to, t]. Therefore, we get the assertion frdml(94) by chooging R* such

that K D
2 (t — to) |A [
(tr —to) |4 Z 1+ |o]tFe =
zel,|z|>R—R,
for some fixed arbitrarily chosen parameter R™. [ |

For anyA € Cg°, this lemma implies the existence of a constane R such that,
forall |n| € [0,7,), 1,8 € RT,w € Q, X\ € R} andt > t,, the limit (81) equals

t Sk—1
SN () = 3" 3 (en (Ad + AVL) eapr)i” / dsy - - / dsp,
to to

keN z,ze8 |2|<1

y w,A *
Q(B, Y ([WsyicAflto,skv SRR W!léltmsl’ T’E*to) (axaerZ)](kJrl)) . (95)

This series is absolutely convergent, by Lemimal5.10. Thiggs Theorermn 314 (i) because
of Corollaryl5.7.

By Corollary[5.9, recall that, forany 8 € R*,w € Q, A € R}, A € C° andt > ¢,
SwmAd (1) is a real analytic function of € R. Now, we use[(95) to bound the Taylor
coefficients of the function — S«744 (¢) atn = 0, i.e., we prove Theorem 3.4 (ii):

Lemma 5.11 (Analytic norm of the internal energy increment)
ForanyA € C{, there exisiy,, D, € R* that depend o\ such that, for all, g € R™,
w e N\ e Ry andt > 1,

s sup ‘8:7”8(°J”7Al) )| < DI*.

|
e LIS

Proof:  Similar to the derivation of(94), for ank € Cg°, there are constantg, D, ¢ €
R* suchthat, forany., [, € R*,w e Q, A\ € RS, k € N, t € (tp,t1] andsy, ..., s, €
[tOv t]’

3 Z%{L sup

z,2€L,|2|<1m=0 © nE[—e,g]
(kD) DIdk!

nA; (W),
o Waitos Tislo (%%w)} )H =2 (t —to)* "

Now, use[(9b) together with fact that thederivativeo, is a closed operator w.r.t. to the
norm of uniform convergence to arrive at the assertion. [ |

m B,w,A A
o (e

Sk—to,Sk? " " "
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A Relative Entropy — Thermodynamic Limit

We give in the first subsection a concise account on the velatitropy inC*—algebras.
In the second subsection we show that the properties of fimt@&fermion system result
from features of the finite volume one, at large volume.

A.1 Quantum Relative Entropy
A.1.1 Spacial Derivative Operator

Although the relative entropy can be defined for states oeigét'*—algebras, it is nat-
ural to start with the special case of von Neumann algebrhasghaare (generally) non—
commutative analogues of the algebra of bounded measutatdgons. The definition
of quantum relative entropy also requires the concegpatial derivativeoperator. The
latter has been first introduced by Conries [C] as a genetializaf the relative modular
operator. It is the non—commutative analogue of the Raddmweym derivative of two
measures defined as follows.

Let p € 9* be any normal state of a von Neumann algebtaacting on a Hilbert
spaceH. We denote the so—calldideal of p by

D, :={¢ € H: (¥,bb*),, < Dyp (bb*) forall b € M and someD, € R*} . (96)

Similar to [C, Lemma 2] which is restricted to faithful stat¢his subspace 6{ is dense
in supp (p). Here, by abuse of notatiomupp (p) is defined to be either the smallest
projectionP such thap(P) = 1 or the range of this projectioB.

Let (H,,7,, ¥,) be the GNS representation of the staté-or anyy € D, there is a
bounded operatak,(v)) : H, — H such that

R,()m, (0) ¥, =by,  beM, (97)
Clearly, for anyb € M, bR, () = R,(¢)m, (b). This yields
@p(wa @7)) = Rp(@b)Rp(Qz})* e, 1, @7) €D,.

Letw be a fixed normal state aW'. For anyy, ¢ € D, andy, , ¢, € D+, we define
the quadratic forng by

Qo+ 01,0 +9.) == (6,(0,9)) - (98)

Similar to what it is done in [C, Lemmata 5 and 6], where théestas faithful, ¢, , is a
positive densely defined quadratic form. Moreover, it isalde. In particular, by [R$1,
Theorem VIII.15], there is a unique positive self-adjoiptcatord,w acting on such

that the domaifom (¢) is a core for(9,=)"/*and

QW,p (@Z)ﬂ/}) = <(apw) ?/},@/))7{ < o0 ) ’QZ) 6 DOH] (Q) .
Letsupp (0,70) be the orthogonal projection on the rangepfs. By [OP, Eq. (4.4)],

supp (0,7w) = supp (w) supp (p) . (99)
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0,w is named thepacial derivativeoperator and can be seen asan—commutative
Radon—Nikodym derivatiyesee [C]. For instance, at fixed staigit is additive inw.
SinceMt andM’ have symmetric roles, the spatial derivatizgy can be defined as well
and one finds that

Omp = (O,w) ", (100)

under the convention that, for any operatér 35— = 0 on the subspace where = 0.
Moreover, as it is explained in [OP, Chapter 4], for faith$tihtes, 0, is nothing else
than therelative modular operatoA (w, p).

A.1.2 Relative Entropy for States onC*—Algebras

Let X be aC*-algebra ang, € X* be any reference state with GNS representation
(Hpys Tp,s ¥y, ). Let py, € O* be the normal state of the von Neumann algebta=

7,, (X)" that is defined by extension from € X*. Take any statg, € X* which is
quasi—containedh p,, that is, there exists a normal statec 9t* such that

pr (74, (B)) = p1(B) BedX.
Then, by [BR1, Theorems 2.4.21 and 2.5.31], ther& jsc #,, such that
pr (70, (B) = Wy 7y, (B) W), BEX. (102)

Moreover,U, € #,, induces a vector stag on the commutarft’ of 9t. Then, from
(©6) and[(97), observe théay, = My, ,

R,(00, ), (1)U, =b (T, ), Ve, bem, (102)

and the spacial derivative operatdy p, is a well-defined positive self-adjoint operator
acting on#{,,. By (99), its support, seen as an orthogonal projectionaksqu

supp (9 p2) = supp (p7) - (103)

Then, Araki’s definition of relative entropy takes the foliog form:
Sx (p1lpa) == — <ln(a,b’1/~)2)\ppp ‘I'p1>Hp2 = —p1(In(0,p,)) € Ry, (104)
see[OP, Eqg. (5.1)]. This definition is sound becauseé of| (208)

W, =supp (p}) ¥, .

If the statep, € U* is not quasi—contained ip,, then the relative entropy @f, w.r.t. p,

is by definition infinite, i.e.Sx (p;|p,) := +00. However, this case never appears in this
paper. By the Uhlmann monotonicity theorem [OP, Theorerfy B&e that this definition
does not depend on the choice of the vedtgr € H,, representing, via (101).

The quantumrelative entropySy is the analogue of the relative entropy defined for
probability measures on a Polish space. Compare fornidli§)(@nd[(104) with[DZ, Eq.
(6.2.8)]. The positivity of the relative entropy as well &s equivalence relation between
the two assertions$'y (p,|p,) = 0 andp, = p, both follow from [OR, Theorem 5.5].
However, like for probability measures, neittey nor its symmetric version is a metric.
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A.1.3 Relative Entropy for States on Full Matrix Algebras

In the case wheré’ is a full matrix algebra3(C") for somen € N, the relative en-
tropy Sy has a simple explicit expression. Note that any finite direered C*—algebra is
isomorphic to a direct sum of full matrix algebras and Lenim# as a straighforward
generalization to that case.

We denote bytr the normalized trace df(C"). For any statep € B(C")*, there is
a unique adjusted density matiiy € B(C"), thatis,d, > 0, tr(d,) = 1 andp(A) =
tr(d,A) for all A € B(C"), see[[AM, Lemma 3.1 (i)]. Then, by using an explicit GNS
representation gf, one can explicitly compute the spatial derivative operafop, and,
under the convention In z|,—, := 0, one explicitly finds the relative entropyc» of
any statep, € B(C")* w.r.t. p, € B(C")*:

Lemma A.1 (Relative entropy - Finite dimensional case)
Letn € N. For any statep,, p, € B(C")*, the relative entropyc-) defined by((104) is
equal to

Ind, —Ind, ) e RS |, if su > su )
Se(cry (p1lp2) = { p+10(o P1 Pz) 0 | othefvsiépe?) pp (p1)

Proof: We give the proof for completeness and because it is instaiclake two states
p1s po € B(C™)*. If p, is not quasi—contained in, then clearlysupp (p,) # supp (p;)
andSB(Cn) (pl\pz) = +00.

Assume w.l.o.g. that, is faithful. (Otherwise, one has to take a subspadg(@f™).)
In particular, any state, is quasi—contained in,. The GNS representatiq®(,,, 7,,, V,,)
of p, is, in this case, explicitly given as followst,, corresponds to the linear space
B(C™) endowed with the Hilbert—Schmidt scalar product

(A,B),, :=Tracecs(A'B), A BeB(C"). (105)

It is convenient to define left and right multiplication opars onB(C"): For anyA €
B(C™) we define the linear operator$ and A acting onB(C™) by

B — A}B = AB and B~ éB .= BA. (106)
The representation,, is the left multiplication, i.e.,
Tpy (A) = A, AeB(C).

The cyclic vector of the GNS representationggfis defined by using the density matrix
D,, € B(C") of p, as

U, =D/ ecH, . (107)
The GNS representatidiH,,, 7,,, ¥,,) is known in the literature as tretandard repre-

sentatiorof the statep,. Seel[DF, Section 5.4].
Let the “left” and “right” von Neumann algebras be respeaiindefined by

0 = {A Ae B(C”)} = 7, (B(C™))
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and
M= {é :AeB(@”)}:g'.

For any state), € B(C")*, thereis¥, := D}f € H,, such that

p1 (B) = (¥,,,7,, (B) \I/p1>Hp2 , B e B(C"). (108)

In fact,D, € B(C") is the density matrix op,. Moreover,¥, € #, induces a vector
statep; on the commutar{pt of 90:

PA) = (T, AT, Y, = i), A e, (109)

Its GNS representation is obviously given B := supp (p,) H,, endowed with the
scalar produc{{I05)r,; := 1y and¥,, = v, = =D, MoreoverD . = MV, and,

for anyﬁ) €M, the bounded operatoﬁ‘ gkllpl ) defined by[(97) equals in thls caié,
see([(10P). Note thak,, € H,, induces a vector stajg on the commutarﬂ)t of zm

(A) = (Up, AT, ), = pa(A), Al

Then, using the cyclicity of the trace we obtain that the gatd formg;, . defined by

(98) equals o .
Qpoo, (0 + 0,0+ 01 ) = (W, Dp_lle V),
<_

for any+, ¢ € D, ~andy ), € Dl In particular, the spatial derivativé,, p,) on the
subspaceupp (pl) im\I/ . is equal to

_ -1
610/1p2 - ]i % .

Sincegt = 90V, we observe that, on the subspaagp (p1) = MY,

In (8p/1p2) = lnD4p — ln]ﬁ = lnDp% —InD,,

By combining this equality witi (104),_(108) arid (109), we\a at
Sa(cny (p1]p2) = Tracecn (D, (InD, —InD,,)) € Ry .

A.2 Infinite System as Thermodynamic Limit

We present here the infinite system considered above asdiraddynamic limit of finite
volume systems. The aim is to show that all properties oftfiaite model result from
the corresponding ones of the finite volume system, at laogjene.
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A.2.1 Finite Volume Free Fermion Systems on the Lattice

First, fix L € R* and recall that\;, is the box[(1b) of side length[Z] + 1. Let

AP @)](2) = 2dp(x) — Y w(e+z), wel, ve (M),

|z|=1,2+2€AL

be, up to a minus sign, the discrete Laplacian restricteldedoxA ;. For anyw € €2, we
denote byV,\" the restriction of/, to (2(A;) C (2(£):

VIO (e,) =1z € Af]Vi(e,), x€£L.

Recall that{e, }, .« is the canonical orthonormal basigy) = d,,, of (*(£). Then, for
anyw € Q and\ € R, define the bounded self-adjoint operator

RN = AP + AV B e B2(AL)) . (110)
Obviously, this operator can also be extended to a boundemtmﬁ(;’” on /2(£) by
defining

- (w,A)
h%}’)\)(ex) — { h’L (em) forz € AL .

0 forz e \A .

Sinceld,, is isomorphic to the algebra of all bounded linear operatarthe fermion
Fock space

F = N\(A),
the Hamiltonian[(IB), that is,
ng”\) = Z (eg, h(Lw’)‘)ey)a;ay €Uy, , (111)

z,yEAL

can be seen as tlsecond quantizationf h(L“’A) forallw € Qand)\ € R{. Itis well-

known in this case that the one—parameter (Bogoliubov)grétL) = {Tﬁw’A’L)}teR
of automorphisms uniquely defined by the condition

w,A, i 7 (w,X)
T a() = a(@TT (W), tER, e (e,
(cf. [BR2, Theorem 5.2.5]) satisfies

T,EW’A’L)(B) _ itHEY p—itH Y 7 Bel,

foreachL € R* and allw € Q and) € R{.

Let oML pe the uniquér@ME) | 3)-KMS state for anw € Q and) € R at fixed
inverse temperaturé € R*. It is again well-known that this state is directly relateithw
the Gibbs statg(®<*) associated with the Hamiltoniai ) and defined by

g(ﬁ,w,A,L) (B) := Tracer (B (W,A))> ) B ely, , (112)

Tracer(e L
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foranyL, 3 € RT,w € Q and) € R{. Indeed,
0P A)(BBy) = g M) (B))tr(By), By €Uy, , Ba € Ug\a, , (113)

wheretr is the normalized trace (state) &h Note thattr is also namedracial stateand
satisfies a product property, see [AM, Section 4.2]. Heke,, C U is theC*—algebra
generated bya,},.q ,, and the identity. In particular,

oPOAL)(BY = gBwAL)(B) | B ely, .

Let A € C. For any sufficiently largd. € R*, WA € U,,. Therefore, consider
the following finite dimensional initial value problem onetlspace3(U4,, ) of bounded
operators oi/,, for any sufficiently large. € R*:

Vs, t €R, t > 51 gria M = A o gAML AAD - (114)
with 1 being here the identity id/y,. Here, the infinitesimal generatdﬁ“’A’A’L) of
r,ﬁf;’A’A’L) equals

oA = dHEY WA, - (115)

and is of course a bounded operator acting/@n. Therefore, using the Dyson—Phillips

series one shows, analogously to Sedtioh 5.2, the existérecsetrongly continuous two—

parameter (quasi—free) fami{yr,ﬁf;’A’A’L)}tZS of automorphisms of the finite dimensional

C*—algebral,, satisfying [(114). See, e.gl, [BR2, Sections 5.4.2., Pritipas5.4.26.]
which, for the finite—volume dynamics, gives similar resutt Theoremg 51, 5.3, and
Propositiori 5.14.

A.2.2 Heat Production and Internal Energy Increment

Similar to Definition[31, for any., 3 € RT, w € Q, A € Rf andA € C, the heat
productionQ«A-L) = QW«AA.L) in the finite volume fermion system is defined, for any
t Z t(]’ by

w _ w w,\A, w
QUAN (1) 1= 715y, (gFe D o rEMAP|glPer D) € [0,00] . (116)

Here, Sy, is the quantum relative entropy defined byl(14).

Like @21)-[22), the internal energy incremegit-4-L) = S(B«AAL) gnd the electro-
magnetic potential energg«@A-L) = P@B«AAL) in the finite volume fermion system are
respectively defined by

w w w,\A,L w,\ w w,\
WAL () = g g (HEY)) — g P ()
POAD (1) = gD D wA))

forany L, € Rt,w € Q, A € RJ, A € CF andt > t,. Using [BR2, Lemma 5.4.27]
one also obtains that

t
Gw.AL) (t) + P@A.L) (t) = / g(ﬂ’w’)"L)(T(w7)\’A’L)(8SW?))dS (117)

37t0
to
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with
e VS CA )

s,t

being, as in[(24), the infinitesimal work of the electromagnfeld at timet € R on the
finite volume fermion system.

Similar to Theorend_3]2 the internal energy increment andhiegt production also
coincide at finite volume:

Theorem A.2 (Heat production as internal energy increment)
Foranyl,f e RY,we Q, A e RS, A € C¥ and allt > t,

QWAL () = SWAL (1) e Rf .
Proof: The arguments follow those of [FMSU]. Note first that
gPedD) o p @ADL e (118)

is a state with adjusted density matrix. Its von Neumannog@gtis equal, up to a minus
sign, to

Sup (8% o T ) = Sy, (g% o) (119)
forallt > t, becauser,ﬁf;(’f’A’L) is an automorphism o#,, . Recall that we denote hy

the normalized trace ad, and, by finite dimensionality, the relative entropy equa®)(
see also Lemnia’Al.1. Usinig(14), (112) ahd (119), we direchwe the equality

w w w,\ AL w w
S( JALL) (t) _ ﬁ 1SZ/{A (g(ﬁ, A, L) o Tg,to )‘g(ﬁ, ,A,L)) = Q( JALL) (t) )
]

Therefore, similar to Theoreim 3.4 (i), it is straightfordao write the heat production
in terms of multi-commutators: Foraty 3 € RT,w € Q, A € RJ, A € C andt > t,

t Sk—1
QWAL (¢) = § : / dsy - - - / dsp ul™ (51, s t) (120)
to to

keN

with the finite volume heat energy coefficianit*" = u{****") defined by

u/(:J’AvL) (51, 8k, t) == Z ik<ema h(va)\)ey> (121)

mvyEALv‘xfy‘Sl

y g(ﬁ,w,A,L) ([W(A,L)

SE—10,8K7 " " s1—to,s17 ' t—to

W(AVL) T(Wv)‘vL) (a*a )](k+1)>

Y

foranyk e N, L, €e RY,w e QXN e R, A € C¥, t > tyandsy,...,s; € [to, t].
Similar to the definition[(64) oV, note that we use above the notation

Wtﬁﬁ’L) = th’/\’A’L) = M WA ey

foranyt,s € RandA € C5°. Theoreni 34 (ii) also holds at finite volume, uniformly
w.rt. L € RT.
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A.2.3 Thermodynamic Limit of the Finite Volume System

We first summarize well-known results on the infinite volurgeaimics and thermal state:

Theorem A.3 (Infinite volume dynamics and thermal state)
Lets € RT,w e Qand) € R{. Then:
(i) For anyt € R, the localized (quasi—free) automorphist&‘i’A’L) strongly converges to
&N asl — oo

t ) .
(i) The (7@MD, 3)—KMS stateo®<*1) converges to the¢r@V, 3)-KMS stategp?«<)
in the weak-topology, ad. — oo.

Proof: Seel[BR2, Chapters 5.2 and 5.3]. [ |

Then, from Equation(117), Theorems A.3 and Lebesgue’s dated convergence
theorem, it is clear that the energy incremesits®) andP“2) respectively defined by
(27) and[(2R) result from the finite volume energy increm&its®) andP«@4.L);

Corollary A.4 (Energy increments as thermodynamic limits)
ForanyB e RT,w e Q, A € R} and allt > ¢,

SWA) (1) = lim S@AL (1)  and  P@A) (t) = lim P@AL (1)

L—oo L—oo

By combining this with Theorems 3.2 and A.2 we show the saropgty for the heat
production:

Corollary A.5 (Heat production as thermodynamic limit)
ForanyB e RT,w e Q, A € R and allt > ¢,

QWM (t) = lim QWA (1) .

L—o0

By Theoreni3}4, recall that, for any € C7°, there is a constanf, € R" such that,
forall |n| € [0,7,], 8 € RT,w € Q, A € R} andt > t,

t Sk—1
QL) (1) = Z/ dsy - / dsp u;(gw’nA) (81505 8k, t) - (122)
to to

keN

Here, the heat energy coefficient’* = u!"“**) is defined, for any: € N, 3 € R*,

weLANERS, A eCP, t>tyandsy,...,s; € [to, t], by

uﬁf’A) (51, 8k, t) == Z ik@xa (Aq +AV,)ey)

w BN *
X Q(@ ) ([Wsifto,sM R Wsj?fto,sNTl(tfto) (ama’y)](kJrl))
with W/ = r@NWAY € U for anyt, s € R, seel(64). The serieE (122) absolutely
converges for the above range of parameters.
Then, by combining these last series with (120)-(121), Tém6A.3 and Corollary
one directly obtains the following result:
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Theorem A.6 (Taylor coefficients ofQ“ ) as thermodynamic limit)
ForanyB e RT,we Q, A eR{, A € CP,t >toandm € N,

QU (1) |ymo = lim GPQUD (1) |,y

- /d /

keN
lim {8m (wnA.L) (815, 8k, 1) |n=0} )

L—oo

where the above series is absolutly convergent.

Proof: The proof uses similar arguments to those showing Lema 3\Elomit the
details. n
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