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Abstract

We consider free lattice fermions subjected to a static dedrpotential and a
time— and space—dependent electric field. For any boundadxaoegionR c R4
(d > 1) of space, electric field§ within R drive currents. At leading order, uni-
formly with respect to the volumgR| of R and the particular choice of the static
potential, the dependency @hof the current is linear and described by a conduc-
tivity (tempered, operator-valued) distribution. Be@uo$the positivity of the heat
production, the real part of its Fourier transform is a pesitneasure, named here
(microscopic) conductivity measure &, in accordance with Ohm’s law in Fourier
space. This finite measure is the Fourier transform of a timeelation function of
current fluctuations, i.e., the conductivity distributisatisfies Green—Kubo relations.
We additionally show that this measure can also be seen astimelary value of the
Laplace—Fourier transform of a so—called quantum curresttogity. The real and
imaginary parts of conductivity distributions are relatecach other via the Hilbert
transform, i.e., they satisfy Kramers—Kronig relationd. Iéading order, uniformly
with respect to parameters, the heat production is theickssork performed by
electric fields on the system in presence of currents. Thduwgiivity measure is
uniformly bounded with respect to parameters of the systednitas never the triv-
ial measuré) dv. Therefore, electric fields generally produce heat in syskesns.
In fact, the conductivity measure defines a quadratic fortihénspace of Schwartz
functions, the Legendre—Fenchel transform of which dbssrihe resistivity of the
system. This leads to Joule’s law, i.e., the heat produceclbents is proportional
to the resistivity and the square of currents.
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1 Introduction

The present paper belongs to a succession of works on OhmoaiteisJlaws starting
with [BPH1], where heat production of free lattice fermiaubjected to a static bounded
potential and a time— and space—dependent electric fielddesanalyzed in detalil.
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Note that there are mathematical results, previous to [BPétiltransport properties
of different models that yield Ohm’s law in some form. Thesdst results to ours are
[KM1| KM2] KLM], where the concept of a “conductivity meagiris introduced for a
system of non—interacting fermions subjected to a randowenpial. [BC] proves Ohm'’s
law for free fermions in graphene—like materials subjettesbace—homogeneous time—
periodic electric fields. In_ [FMU], Ohm’s law in the DC—regéms stated for contact
interactions between two quasi—free reservoirs with teadst current being a function
of the chemical potential difference between the resesvdihis corresponds to an open
quantum system approach to transport properties &s in [JOPR2] JOE3, CMP]. In
particular, in contrast to our approach, the conductivigyived in [FMU] is not a bulk
property. We rather consider the current response of actiofaite system of fermions to
time—dependent electric fields so that properties of buétfments can be studied in the
AC-regime [BPH2]. For previous results on heat productiomfinite non—autonomous
(closed) quantum systems, see, e.g., [FMSU].

Ohms law is also valid at microscopic scales. Indeed, inemarork [W] the authors
experimentally verified the validity of Ohm'’s law at the atierecale for a purely quantum
system. Such a behavior was unexpedted [F]:

...Inthe 1920s and 1930s, it was expected that classica\wehwould operate at macro-
scopic scales but would break down at the microscopic sediere it would be replaced
by the new quantum mechanics. The pointlike electron matidhe classical world
would be replaced by the spread out quantum waves. Theséuwmpavaves would lead
to very different behavior. ... Ohm’s law remains valid,rea¢ very low temperatures, a
surprising result that reveals classical behavior in theagtum regime.

[D. K. Ferry, 2012]

One aim of the present paper is to establish a form of Ohm aunlg’§daws atmi-
croscopicscales, by introducing the concept of microscamaoductivity distributiongor
bounded region® C R¢ of space, whose existence and basic properties follow from
rather general properties of fermion systems at equilibriu

More precisely, consider any arbitrary smooth compactlgpsuted functionf
R — R which yields a space—homogeneous electric figld € R] &, @ at timet € R
oriented along the normalized vectar := (wy,...,wy) € R? in some open convex
domainR C R? For free lattice fermions at thermal equilibrium subjecte a static
bounded potential, we show the existence of finite symmetgasureg iz } xcre ONR
taking values in the sd, (R?) of positive linear operators oR? such that, uniformly
with respect to (w.r.t.) the volum&| and the choice of the static potential, the induced

mean current responﬁ%) (t) at timet within R obeys:
1 4 L1 4 S
10 =5 [ & @)@+ 5 [ HED) @) e (@) 5+ O (JE]) |
with £ being the Fourier transform &f, £ := e&,, and wherél is the Hilbert trans-

form. This expression allows us to defiféR?)-valued tempered distributions, , /15
satisfying Kramers—Kronig relations and such that

12 (1) = (nk(€D) +ing(E9)) @+ O (IE]12) .
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see Equation$ (54)=(b5). BY(R¢)—valued tempered distributions, we mean a map from
the spaceS (R; C) of Schwartz functions to the spaé¥R?) of linear operators ofiR?
where each entry w.r.t. the canonical orthonormal basik<a$ a (tempered) distribution.
ML‘Q is the linear response in—phase component of the total @birdy in Fourier space
andu'J2 + iux is named the (microscopis(R?)—valued)conductivity distributiorof the
regionR, while pir is the (in—phase) conductivity measure, similar to [KLM].

We show four important properties pf;:

e Itis the Fourier transform of a time—correlation functidrcorrent fluctuations, i.e.,
the microscopic conductivity measures satiStgen—Kubo relationsSee Theorem
[3.1 and Equatior (46).

¢ |ur (R)|,, is uniformly bounded w.r.tR anduz (R\{0}) > 0. See Theorerin 3.1.

e Ifacyclic representation of the equilibrium state of theteyn is denoted b, 7, V),
thenux is the spectral measure of the Liouville&nof the system w.r.t. a vector
Ur € H. We show thatugz (R\{0}) = 0 if and only if ¥z € ker L. Thus,
pur (R\{0}) > 0 is equivalent to the geometric conditidn; ¢ ker £ which is
easily verified in the present case. See Equalion|(111),rén@6.6 and Corollary
5.1

e L can also be constructed & {0} as the boundary value of the Laplace—Fourier
transform of a so—called quantum current viscosity. Seafigus [32) and(40) as
well as Theorerh 519.

If the first law of thermodynamics holds true for the systerdenconsideration, then
the existence and basic properties of the microscopic aivity measures are, roughly
speaking, consequences of very general properties of KM®d¢kMartin—Schwinger)
states and decay bounds of space—time correlation fusabiotine equilibrium state.

Indeed, the existence of the (in—phase) conductivity medsuelated to the positivity
of the heat production induced by the electric field on thenfen system at thermal
equilibrium. When the so—called AC—condition

/R Edt =0 (1)

holds, the total heat production per unit of volumeTfas the electric field is switched
off turns out to be equal to

[ &t @)+ 0 (Jel) = [ (8 (€ ar+ 0 (el

uniformly w.r.t. |R| and the choice of the static potential. Since

/R <5tw, ,ﬁz(é(ﬂ)@ dt =0,

this expression is the classical work performed by the etefoeld on the fermion system
in the presence of currenﬂéf):

[ (.38 @) ar+ 0 (el @
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As ur (R\{0}) > 0, this implies that electric fields generally produce heatunh sys-
tems and heat production is directly related to the electri@uctivity.

Note that the elements of the dugj of the spaceS, of Schwartz function® — R
satisfying the AC—conditior’{1) are restrictions & of tempered distributionsS; is
interpreted here as a space of AC—currents @dS;) is a dual pair. To obtain Joule’s
law in its original formulation, which relates the heat puoton with currents rather
than with electric fields, we consider the Legendre—FenithasformQ, of the positive
quadratic form

Qu (€)= [ (et b (E)) e .

Let0Qx (£) C S; be the subdifferential 0% at the poin€ € S,.The multifunction
1

from S, to S (i.e., the set-valued map fro, to 2%) is single-valued with domain
Dom(ogr) = Sp. Itis interpreted as thAC—conductivityof the regionR. Similarly, the
multifunction

T 5 pr () = 59Q5 (7)

from S; to S (i.e., the set—valued map fro8y to 2°°) is the AC—resistivityof the region
R. Indeed, for all7 € Dom(pr) # 0 and€ € Dom(or) = S,

or(pr (7)) ={J} and  pr(or(€)) D{}.

Moreover, the multifunctiomy, is linear, in the sense described in Sectionl 4.5, and, for
anyJ € Dom(pr),

{Qr ()} = (T, pr (J)) = Qr (pr (J)) - ®3)

Thus,(J, pr (J)) is the heat production (per unit of volume) in presence ofcilneent
J € Dom(pr). In other words [(B) is an expression of Joule’s law in itgioal formula-
tion, that is, the heat produced by currents is proportitm#tie resistivity and the square
of currents.

Remark that we use the Weyl gauge for whi€ls minus the time derivative of the
potentialA. Thus, the quantity, £,dt is the total shift of the electromagnetic potentitl
between the times where the figfds turned on and off. For this reason, we impose the
AC—condition[[1) to identify the total electromagnetic Wwavith the totalinternal energy
change of the system, which turns out to be the heat prodydby [BPH1, Theorem
3.2]. This condition is however not used in our proofs and aegal expression of the
heat production as a function of the applied electric fieldrat time is obtained.

Indeed, based on Araki’s notion of relative entropy, [BPlgigves for the fermion
system under consideration that the first law of thermodyecsimolds at any time: We
identify the heat production with anternal energy increment and define an electromag-
netic potentialenergy as being the difference between the total and theaitenergy
increments. Both energies are studied in detail here tohgelhé¢at production at micro-
scopic scales for all times.



Besides the internal energy increment we introduc@#ramagneti@anddiamagnetic
energy increments. The first one is the part of electromagwetrk implying a change of
the internal state of the system, whereas the diamagnetigers the raw electromagnetic
energy given to the system at thermal equilibrium. The pagaratic energy increment
is associated to the presence of paramagnetic currentseagtihe second one is caused
by thermal and diamagnetic currents. We show that thesemsrhave different physical
origins:

e Thermalcurrents are currents coming from the space inhomogenkditesystem.
They exist, in general, even at thermal equilibrium.

e Diamagneticcurrents correspond to the raw ballistic flow of chargedipled due
to the electric field, starting at thermal equilibrium.

e Diamagnetic currents produced by the electric field credtima of “propagating
wave front” that destabilizes the whole system by changisgniternal state. In
presence of inhomogeneities the system opposes itseletprthpagation of that
front by progressively creating so—callpdramagneticurrents. Such induced cur-
rents act as a sort of friction (cf. current viscosity) to themagnetic current and
produce heat as well as a modification of the electromagpetential energy.

We thus analyze the linear response in terms of diamagnetigaramagnetic cur-
rents, which form altogether the total current of the systamd yield the conductivity
distribution. For more details on the features of such ausiesee Sections 3.5 andl4.4.

For the sake of technical simplicity and without loss of gaifigy, note that we only
consider in the sequel an increasing sequdnigé®, of boxes instead of general convex
regionsk where the electric field is non—vanishing. We obtamiformbounds permitting
to control the behavior ofi,, at large sizé > 1 of the boxes{A;}{°,. The uniformity
of our results w.r.t/ and the choice of the static potential is a consequence&fdieray
bounds of thei—point,n € 2N, correlations of the many—fermion system [BPH1, Section
4]. Such uniform bounds are crucial in our next paper [BPHRDim's law to construct
the macroscopic conductivity distribution in the case eéffermions subjected to random
static potentials (i.e., in the presence of disorder).

The validity of Ohm'’s law at atomic scales mentioned.in [W sbpgests a fast con-
vergence oft,,, asl — co. Hence, we expect that the famify.y, }7°, of measures o
obeys a large deviation principle, for some relevant cldssteractions between lattice
fermions. This question is, however, not addressed here.

To conclude, our main assertions are Theorembk 3.1 (exestehthe conductivity
measure),_3]3 (cf. Ohm'’s law) ahd ¥4.1,14.7 (cf. Joule’s laW)is paper is organized as
follows:

e In Section[2 we briefly describe the non—autonomé6tisdynamical system for
(free) fermions associated to a discrete Schrodingerabpewith bounded static
potential in presence of an electric field that is time— anacepdependent. For
more details, see also [BPH1, Section 2].



e Section 8 introduces Ohm’s law at microscopic scales viampagnetic and dia-
magnetic currents. Mathematical properties of the comedjmg conductivities are
explained in detail and a notion of current viscosity is d&sed.

e Sectiorl 4 is devoted to the derivation of Joule’s law at nscopic scales. In par-
ticular, we introduce there four kinds of energy incremettie internal energy in-
crement or heat production, the electromagnetic potesiaigy, the paramagnetic
energy increment and the diamagnetic energy. The AC—resiss also described.

¢ All technical proofs are postponed to Sectidn 5. Additigmalperties on the con-
ductivity measure are also proven, see Se¢tion}5.1.2.

¢ Finally, Sectior A is an appendix on the Duhamel two—poimiction. It is indeed
an important mathematical tool used here which frequermtpears in the context
of linear response theory.

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 Setup of the Problem

The aim of this section is to describe the non—autonondiGuslynamical system under
consideration. Since almost everything is already desdrib detail in [BPHIL, Section
2], we only focus on the specific concepts or definitions thai@portant in the sequel.

2.1 Free Fermion Systems on Lattices
2.1.1 Algebraic Formulation of Fermion Systems on Lattices

The d—dimensional lattice? := Z? (d € N) represents the (cubic) crystal and we define
P;(L) C 2° to be the set of alfinite subsets of2. We denote by/ the CARC*-algebra

of the infinite system and define annihilation and creatiograjors of (spinless) fermions
with wave functions) € ¢%(£) by

a() =Y Y(@a, €U, a'(¥):= d(z)a; €U,
el el
Here,a,,a’, x € £, and the identityl are generators dff and satisfy the canonical
anti—-commutation relations: For anyy € £,

Azy + aya, = 0, amaz + aZCL:r = 0z41 . 4)

2.1.2 Static External Potentials

Let Q := [-1,1]%. For anyw € Q, V,, € B(¢*(£)) is defined to be the self-adjoint
multiplication operator with the function : £ — [—1, 1]. The static external potential
V,, is of orderO(1) and we rescale below its strength by an additional parameteR
(i.e., A >0).



2.1.3 Dynamics on the One—Particle Hilbert Space

Let Ay € B(/%(£)) be (up to a minus sign) the usuatdimensional discrete Laplacian
defined by

[Aa@)](2) :=2dp(@) = Y Ple+z), =zeL pel(g. (5

zeg, |z|=1

Then, forw € 2 and\ € R}, the dynamics in the one—particle Hilbert spétee) is im-
plemented by the unitary groqﬂjg“””}tek generated by the (anti—self—adjoint) operator
—i(Ad + )\Vw):

UEY = exp(—it(Ag + AV,)) € B(*(£)), teR. (6)

2.1.4 Dynamics on the CARC*—Algebra

For allw € Q2 and) € Ry, the condition

V@) = a(UEV) (),  teR, b e (L), (7)

uniquely defines a family @ := {7“Y},.z of (Bogoliubov)+—automorphisms df,
see[BR2, Theorem 5.2.5]. The one—parameter grétip is strongly continuous and we
denote its generator by~V. Clearly,

Tt(wv)\)(B1B2) = Tt(wv)\)(Bl)Tt(WJ\)(BQ) ) Bl? Byel st e R. (8)

In the following, we will need théime—reversabperation©. It is the unique ma® :
U — U satisfying the following properties:

e O is antilinear and continuous.

e O(1) =1andO (a,) = a, forallz € £.

e O(B1By) =0 (B,)0O (By) forall By, B, € U.
e O(B*)=0(B) forall BeU.

In particular,© is involutive, i.e.,© o © = Id;,. This operation can be explicitly defined
by using the Fock representationidf It is calledtime—reversabf the dynamic&t(“””

because of the following identity
Oo Tt(w’)‘) = TS*;’A) 00O,

which is valid for allw € 2, A € RJ andt € R, see Lemm&BSl1. This feature is important
to obtain a symmetric conductivity measure.



2.1.5 Thermal Equilibrium State

For any realization € 2 and strength € R/ of the static external potential, the thermal
equilibrium state of the system at inverse temperatueeR " (i.e., 3 > 0) is by definition
the uniqug(T@V, 3)-KMS statep®«V), see[BR2, Example 5.3.2.] drl[P, Theorem 5.9].
It is well-known that such a state is stationary with respectv.r.t.) the dynamics, that
is,

o) o 7N =y B e RY weQ, AeRS, tER. (9)

The statep®~) is gauge—invariant and quasi—fre€uch states are uniquely character-
ized by bounded positive operatatse B(¢*(£)) obeyingd < d < 1. These operators
are namedymbolsof the corresponding states. The symbob@fV is given by

1
(Bw,A) . _ 2
dfermi T 1 +eB(Ad+)\Vw) S B(E (2)) . (10)

Let us remark here that’~) is time—reversal invariant, i.e., for all parametgrs R,
weNERY,
0PN 0 @ (B) = BN (B) , Bel.

See Lemmabll.

2.2 Fermion Systems in Presence of Electromagnetic Fields
2.2.1 Electric Fields

Using the Weyl gauge (also named temporal gauge), the ieléetd is defined from a
compactly supported potential

AeCy=JCr®x [0 RY))
leR+
by
Ea(t,z) = —0,A(t,r), tecR, zcR*, (11)

Here,(R%)* is the set of one—fordonR that take values il andA(t,z) = 0 whenever
z ¢ [~ 17 andA € CP(Rx [—1,1]"; (RY)*). SinceA € CF, A(t,z) = Oforallt < t,
wheret, € R is some initial time. We also define the integrated electatdfbetween
+@ ¢ gandz € ¢ attimet € R by

EA (x) = /1 [Ealt, az® + (1 - a)x(l))} (z® — zW)da (12)
0

wherex := (z(V, 2(?)) € £2,

1In a strict sense, one should take the dual space of the tasgaresd (R?),,, x € RY.



2.2.2 Discrete Magnetic Laplacian

We consider without loss of generalitggativelycharged fermions. Thus, using the (min-
imal) coupling ofA € C{* to the discrete Laplacian A4, the discretdime—dependent
magnetic Laplacian is (up to a minus sign) the self—adjopetrator

AP = ABED e B2(g)), teR,

defined by

(e, APe,) = exp <z /0 [A(t,ay + (1 — a)z)] (y — :c)da) (ez, Age,) (13)

forallt € R andz,y € £. Here,(,-) is the scalar product iff (£) and{e, },, is the
canonical orthonormal basis(y) = 4, , of 2(£). In (I3),ay + (1 — a)z andy — = are
seen as vectors iR

2.2.3 Perturbed Dynamics on the One—Particle Hilbert Space

The dynamics of the system under the influence of an elecgoeie potential is defined
via the two—parameter groqmgﬂ’A’A)}tZS of unitary operators of?(£) generated by the
(time—dependent anti—self—-adjoint) operam(AfjA) +AV,) foranyw € Q, A € R} and
A e Cf:

Vs,teR, t>s5: UM = (AP LA )uit ™ vl =1, (14)

S S

The dynamics is well-defined because the map
t (ARED L AVL) € B(2(8))

from R to the setB(¢?(£)) of bounded operators acting ¢f(£) is continuously differ-
entiable for evenA € C{°.

Note that, as explained in [BPH1, Section 2.3], the intéoacbetween magnetic
fields and electron spins is here neglected because suchaniirbecome negligible
for electromagnetic potentials slowly varying in spaces Sectiori 2.3]11. This justifies
the assumption of fermions with zero—spin.

2.2.4 Perturbed Dynamics on the CARC*—Algebra

Forallw € 2, A\ € Rf andA € CZ, the condition

M () = a((UEMM) (), t>s, v e (L), (15)

uniquely defines a family of Bogoliubov automorphisms of €lfe-algebra/, seel[BR2,
Theorem 5.2.5]. The famil){rt(“’A’A)}tZS Is itself the solution of a non—autonomous

,S

evolution equation, see [BPH1, Sections 5.2-5.3].

20bserve that the sign of the coupling between the electrastagpotentiald ¢ C5° and the laplacian
is wrong in [BPH1, Eqg. (2.8)].
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2.2.5 Time-Dependent State

Sinceo®« is stationary (cf.[(9)) and\ (¢, z) = 0 for all ¢ < t,, the time evolution of
the state of the system equals

(Bw,A) t <t
BwrA) ) O ) =~ o,
Py T { Q(ﬁ,w,)\) (w,\A) t Z t(] ) (16)

O Tt )

This state is gauge—invariant and quasi—free for all tirnggonstruction.

2.3 Space-Scale of Fields, Linear Response Theory and Scamn
Gate Microscopy

2.3.1 From Microscopic to Macroscopic Electromagnetic Fikels

For space scales large compared ®o'* m, electron and nuclei are usually treated as
point systems and electromagnetic phenomena are govegneddposcopicMaxwell
equations. However, the electromagnetic fields producetidse point charges fluctuate
very much in space and time and macroscopic devices generalisure averages over
intervals in space and time much larger than the scale oétthestuations. This implies
relatively smooth and slowly varying macroscopic quaesitiAs explained in [Ja, Section
6.6], “only a spatial averaging is necessaiyhe macroscopi@lectromagnetic fields are
thus coarse—grainings of microscopic ones and satisfyotheadled macroscopic Maxwell
equations. In particular, their spacial variations becowgligible on the atomic scale.

Similarly, we consider that the infinite bulk containing doieting fermions only ex-
periences mesoscopic electromagnetic fields, which adupsal by mesoscopic devices.
In other words, the heat production or the conductivity imswed in a local region which
is very small w.r.t. the size of the bulk, but very large wihie lattice spacing of the crys-
tal. We implement this hierarchy of space scales by resgalactor potentials. That
means, for any € R™ andA € C5°, we consider the space-rescaled vector poteAtial
defined by

At,z) =A@t 1'2), teR, zeR?. (17)

Then, to ensure that an infinite number of lattice sites islwed, we eventually perform
the limit/ — oco. See[[BPH2] for more details.

Indeed, the scaling factdr! used in[(1V) means, at fixédthat the space scale of the
electric field [11) is infinitesimal w.r.t. the macroscopidl(which is the whole space),
whereas the lattice spacing gets infinitesimal w.r.t. thecepscale of the electric field
whenl — oo.

2.3.2 Linear Response Theory

Linear response theory refers here to linearized non-ibquiin statistical mechanics and
has been initiated by Kubo [K] and Mofi[M]. Ohm’s law is onetbk first and certainly
one of the most important examples thereof. It is indeed @aliresponse to electric
fields. Therefore, we also rescale the strength of the el@etgnetic potential\; by a
real parameten € R and eventually take the limit — 0.
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When |n| < 1 andl > 1, it turns out that, uniformly w.r.t./, the mean currents
(wnds) andej”’”Al), defined below by(42)E(43), are of ord8r(n). Similarly, the energy
incrementss (w4 pwnan 30140 angy 40 respectively defined bz (58] (59). (62)
and [63), are all of orde® (1*I*). Such results are derived in the next sections by using

tree—decay bounds of the-point,n € 2N, correlations of the many—fermion system
[BPH1, Section 4].

2.3.3 Experimental Setting of Scanning Gate Microscopy

Our setting is reminiscent of the so—called scanning gatzascopy used to perform
imaging of electron transport in two—dimensional semicandr quantum structures.
See, e.g.[[S]. In this experimental situation, the two-atisional electron system on a lat-
tice experiences a time—periodic space—homogeneousastegnetic potential perturbed
by a mesoscopic or microscogime—independerdectric potential. Physically speaking,
this situation is, mutatis mutandis, analogous to the omsidered here. Therefore, we
expect that our setting can also be implemented in expetsr®nsimilar technics com-
bined with calorimetry to measure the heat production.

3 Microscopic Ohm’s Law

In his original work [Q] G.S. Ohm states that the current ie steady regime is propor-
tional to the voltage applied to the conducting materiale phoportionality coefficient is
the conductivity of the physical system. Ohm’s laws is amtihregmost resilient laws of
(classical) electricity theory and is usually justifiedrfr@ microscopic point of view by
the Drude model or some of its improvements that take into@aioquantum corrections.
[Cf. the Landau theory of Fermi liquids.] As in the Drude mbae do not consider here
interactions between charge carriers, but our approadtbeilso applied to interacting
fermions in subsequent papers.

In this section, we study, among other things, (microsgo@icm’s law in Fourier
space for the system of free fermions described in SeCliaithout loss of generality,
we only consider space—homogeneous (though time—depgmdiectric fields in the box

ANo=A{(z1,...,2q) € L o], ...y |wal <1} € Pr(L) (18)
with [ € R*. More precisely, leti := (wy,...,wy) € R? be any (normalized) vector,
A € C&(R;R) and setf, := —9,A; for allt € R. Then,A € Cg is defined to be

the electromagnetic potential such that the value of thetrédefield equalst,w at time
teRforallz € [-1,1]and(0,0,...,0) for ¢ € R andz ¢ [—1,1]%. This choice yields
rescaled electromagnetic potentigl§; as defined by[(17) for € R* andn € R.

Before stating Ohm’s law for the system under consideratietiirst need some defi-
nitions.
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3.1 Current Observables

For any pairx := (z(V), 2(?)) € £2, we define theparamagneti@anddiamagneticcurrent
observableg, = I; andI2 = (I2)* for A € C° attimet € R by

[X = —2Im(a:(2) ax(l)) = i(a;(g)am(l) — a;(l)ax@)) (19)
and
Ii = —2Im ((ei JolA(taa®+(1-a)eM))(@® —z()da 1) a2 ax(1)> . (20)
These are seen as currents becausé, by (14)—(15), thdy gagidiscrete continuity equa-
tion
(w,\,A)
atnll?( ) = Ty t() (Z 1 [(JE x+2z) =+ I(:c x+z))> (21)
zeL

for x € £ andt¢ > ¢,, where
na(t) = 7o (aa,) (22)

is the density observable at lattice sitec £ and timet > ¢,. The notions of param-
agnetic and diamagnetic current observables come fromhy&igs literature, see, e.g.,
[GV| Eq. (A2.14)]. The paramagnetic current observable:| = 1] [, ;) is intrin-
sic to the system whereas the diamagnetic ghes only non—vanishing in presence of
electromagnetic potentials.

Observe that the minus sign in the right hand sidé df (21) adfinoen the fact that the
particles are negatively charged, ,y being the observable related to the flow of particles
from the lattice siter to the lattice sitey or the current fromy to x without external
electromagnetic potential. [Positively charged pariatan of course be treated in the
same way.] As one can see from|(21), current observablesfshaf nearest neighbors
are especially important. Thus, we define the subset

Ri={x:= 2@y e |2 — 2| =1} (23)

of bonds of nearest neighbors.

In fact, by using the canonical orthonormal bakis}{_, of the Euclidian spaci&?,
we define the current sums in the bax (18) for anyl € Rf, A € C°, ¢ € R and
ke{l,...,d} by

I[k,l = Zj(a:—i—ek,ar) - Q(BM’)\) ([(x-l-ek,x)) 1 and kl = ZI(:EJrek x) * (24)

TEN; zEN

In particular,o®« (I,,;) = 0, while I, = 0 whenA/(¢, ) = 0.

3.2 Adjacency Observables

Let P, x = (2™, 2®), be the second—quantization of théjacency matriof the ori-
ented graph contalnlng exactly the paies?, zV) and(zV), 2(?), i.e.,

Py = —a  oa,0) — a,1ya,e , X = (:c(l),a:(z)) € £, (25)

13



The observablé’, is related to the current observallgin the following way: For any
x = (zW,2) € £2,

20} 1) aye) = — Py + il , [Py, I) = 2i (0% ) 0,0 — @y a,0) - (26)

The importance of the adjacency observaBlen the linear response regime results from
the fact that

1
A = an/ [A(t,az® + (1 — a)z2W))(2® — 2M)da + O (n*) - (27)
0
Then, similar to theliamagneticurrent sunikAJ (24), we define the observables

Prii=Y Pltens €U, leRY, ke{l,...,d}. (28)

TEN;

3.3 Microscopic Transport Coefficients

Now, for any3 € R*, w € Q and\ € R} we define two important functions associated
with the observables, and P;:

(p) Theparamagnetid¢ransport coefficierttréw) = al(f “ s defined by

¢
Ué“) (x,y,t) := / oB) (i[Iy, TS(“’)‘)(IX)]) ds, x,yef®, teR. (29)
0

(d) Thediamagnetidransport coefficiemré“) = aff «) s defined by

o) (x) = g# N (R, xeg?. (30)

At x € £2, aé”) (x) is obviously the expectation value of the adjacency obdeva,
in the thermal state®~*V of the fermion system. This coefficient is diamagnetic beeau
of (24). For any bon& € R, it can be interpreted as being the kinetic energy:imhe
total kinetic energy observable in the baxequals

2dZa;ax — Z a’ o) a,0) = 2dZa;ax + % Z P .

xEN x:(a:(l),x@))eﬁﬂ/\lz xEN xEﬁﬂAlz

The particle number observables:,., x € A, are rather related to the (kinetic) energy
in the lattice sites.

The physical meaning Qféw) is less obvious. We motivate in the following that it is
a linear coupling between the diamagnetic current in thedloand the paramagnetic
current in the bone: Indeed, define by the generator of the groug“V, see[(¥).
Then, for any fixed3 € R*, w € O, A € R, n € Randy € K, let the symmetric
derivation

oY) = §@N (I, -] (31)
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be the generator of the (perturbed) grc{&b”’y)}teR of automorphisms of th€*—algebra

U. Note that this perturbation corresponds at leading onderto an electromagnetic
potentialnA®) of ordern along the bong. See, e.g., Lemnia5111. This small electro-
magnetic potential yields a diamagnetic current obseevabthe order, P, on the same
bondy, cf. (27). Sincel, < U (cf. (19)), we may use a Dyson—Phillips series to obtain
for small|n| < 1 that

t
203 (B) = 74N (B 1 / 7N (L, 7@V (B)]) ds + O (n?)
0

foranyB € U. If || < 1, then the diamagnetic current behaves as

) w ~\7, ) w
I3 = o PN TA)) = 0o (Py) + O (o 1)

with 0@« (P)) = O (1), seel(2b) and(27). On the other hand, By (9) (29), the
so—called paramagnetic current

I (1) o= @V (7 (1) = o7 (1)

satisfies
QTP (x,1) = 170 (1) + 0 (1071 1]
foranyx,y € 8 andt € R, where

_ 8ta§f”> (x,¥y,1)
ot (y)

In other wordsyp can be interpreted as a (time—dependgogntum current viscosity
Foranyl, 3 € RT,w € Q and\ € RS we define two further important functions, the

analogues of) ando—é“), associated with the observablgs andPy ;:

o™ (x,t) =

o7 (ifly, 7 (1)) (32)

o5 (Fy)

(p) The space—averagpdramagnetidransport coefficient
—(w —(B,w,A
t 29 (1) = 259V (1) € BRY)

is defined, w.r.t. the canonical orthonormal basi®&6éf by

w U o e
{:I(J,l) <t)}kq = m/o Q(B’ ) (Z[Hk,lﬂ}g ,A)(qu)]) ds (33)

foranyk,q € {1,...,d} andt € R.
(d) The space—averagdthmagnetidransport coefficient
—(w —(B,w,\
:il,l) = :Efl ) e B(RY)

corresponds to the diagonal matrix defined by

. Sea (oo
{:S,l)} = o Q(B7 ) (Pk,l) ) ka qc {17 SRR d} . (34)
k,q |Al|
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Of course, by[(24) an(ﬂI9E(BO),

:(W)
{_‘pl }kq ‘Al‘ Z O' x+eq7x7y+ekuy7t) (35)

z,yeN;

foranyl,ﬁeR+,weQ,AeR*,k,qe{1,...,d}andteR,while

{H(w)}kk |Al Zg (x + ek, ) . (36)

Both coefficients are typically the paramagnetic and diametig conductivity one ex-
perimentally measures for large samples, i.e., large émbogesA,;. Indeed, we show
in [BPH2] that the limits] — oo of Effl) andEEffl) generally exist and define so—called
macroscopic paramagnetic and diamagnetic conductiviBie®re going further, we first
discuss some important mathematical properties t?fandudl

By using the scalar produét, -) in ¢*(£), the canonical orthonormal badis, }

2(£) and the symbofl\’“") defined by[(ZD), we observe frof{36) that

fermi

—(w 2 B,w,A
{:‘((i,l)}k k = m ZR‘G {(exJFek? dgermi )217)} S [_27 2] (37)
’ TEN;

3&62

foranyl,f € R*,w e Q, A € Rf andk € {1,...,d}.
The main property of the paramagnetic transport coeffic%ﬁtis proven in Section

and given in the next theorem. To present it, we inttedbe notatiorB, (R?) C
B(R?) for the set of positive linear operators BA. For any3(R?¢)—valued measurg on
R, we additionally denote by ||, the measure oR taking values irR{ that is defined,
for any Borel setY, by

4] op (X) := sup {Z”“ ) llop : {Xi}ics is afinite Borel partition ofX} . (38)

el

We, moreover, say thatis symmetric ifu(X’) = u(—X') for any Borel sett’ C R. With
these definitions we have the following assertion:

Theorem 3.1 (Microscopic paramagnetic conductivity meases)
For anyl, ﬁ e R*,w € Qand) € R, there exists a non-zero symmefsic(R¢)—valued

measureupl = /,ngl“) onRR such that

/R (4 ) 1) op () < o0, (39)
uniformly w.rt.l, 3 € RT,w € Q, A € R}, and

Epr (1) = /R (cos (tv) — 1) ) (dv),  tEeR.

Proof: The assertions follow from Theorems15.4 5.5 combineld Garollary[5.7
and Lemma’5.10. |
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Corollary 3.2 (Properties of the microscopic paramagneticonductivity)
Fori,f e RT,we Qand) e RO , = l ) has the following properties:

(i) Time—reversal symmetry?p’l (0)=0and

=9 () =29 (), teR.

(i) Negativity of='")

(iii) Cesaro mean oESfl)
N Y @)
lim — [ =77 (s)ds = —p, 7 (R\{0}) <0
0

(iv) Equicontinuity: The famlly{”(ﬁwA)}LBGRWEQ,AGRJ of maps fromR to B(R?) is
equicontinuous.

(v) Macroscopic paramagnetic conductivity measures: Thelﬁa{‘aifjfl)}lew has weak—
accumulation points.

Proof:  (i)—(iii) are direct consequences of Theorém] 3.1 and Lebe&sgdominated
convergence theorem. To prove (iv), observe that the umifosund [(39) implies that, for
anyy, € R7,

i) (R\ [=wg, 1)) = O ()
uniformly w.rt. 1,3 € RY, w € Q, A € R{. (v) follows from Theoreni-3]1 and the

weak—compactness of the unit ball in the set of measurdR taking values in the set of
positive elements oB(R?). |

TheB, (RY)-valued measur ‘:’l) can be represented in terms of the spectral measure
of an explicit self-adjoint operator w.r.t. explicitly ga vectors, see Equation (111).
From this representation, one concludes for instanceittibg operatof A4 + AV,,) has
purely (absolutely) continuous spectrum (asXot 0) then, for anyk, g € {1,...,d},

v 1 .
{md @D}, = e Lo

Here, (-,-)“ is the Duhamel two—point functiof, -)“), which is studied in detail in
SectiorfA. In fact, the constangl (R\ {0}) is the so— caIIed static admittance of linear

response theory, see Theorem 5.8. Moreover, Thebordm SIBirprWME:}) can also be
constructed from thepace—averageduantum current viscosity

-1
Vi) = (25) oy (1) e BRY) (40)

foranyl,3 € RT,w € O, A € R} andt € R. Compare with[(32). More precisely, it is
the boundary value of the (imaginary part of the) Laplacesieo transform oEé”l “).

Recall that, as asserted in Theoriem 3.1, the meaét@)res never the zero—measure.
Nevertheless, it is a priori not clear Whether the wealccumulation points of the family

17



{MI(:,JZ)}IGM also have this property. We show in a companion paper thdt—aso, the
measurmfjjl) converges to the zero—measure if= 0 but, for A\ € R*, there is generally
a unique weak-accumulation point o{u;“fl)},ew, which is not the zero—measure.

3.4 Paramagnetic and Diamagnetic Currents

Recall that we assume in this section that the current ieBolin a space—homogeneous
electric fieldn&w at timet € R in the boxA;, wherew = (wy,...,wy) € R4, & =
-0 A forallt € R, andA € Cg° (R; R). This electric field corresponds to the (rescaled)
electromagnetic potentiglA;. We also remind thafe, }¢_, is the canonical orthonormal
basis of the Euclidian spad¥’.

Generally, even in the absence of electromagnetic fields,if.n = 0, there exist
(thermal) currents coming from the inhomogeneity of thenien system for\ € R*.
Foranyl,3 e Rt,we Q, )\ e Rf andk € {1,...,d},

J = J ﬂ ) = ZQ(B ‘[(1‘+6k x)) (41)

TEN;

is the density of current along the directie,pin the boxA;. In the space—homogeneous
case, by symmetr)h’,kl = 0butin generaIJ = 0. We prove in[[BPH2] that

i (w) —
e Jer =0
almost surely itv € 2 is the realization of some ergodic random potential.
Then, foranyl,f € RY,w € Q, A e Rf,n € R, @ € RY, A € C° (R;R) and
t > to, the (increment of) current density resulting from the gpdomogeneous electric

perturbatiore in the boxA; is the sum of two current densities defined framl (24):

(p) The paramagnetic current density
Jl()w,nl_&z) (t) = Jéﬁ,w,%nﬁz) (t) e R?

is defined by the space average of the current incrementnestide the box\,,
thatis for anyk € {1,...,d},

(3B )} = (A PR () (42)

P
(d) The diamagnetic (or ballistic) current density
I (1) = JPMAY (1) € RY
is defined analogously, for artye {1, ...,d}, by

{J(W mAY) (t )} = |A, | ﬂw)\nAz)(InAz) ' (43)
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The paramagnetic current density is only related tati@ge of internal stateéﬁ’“’A’A)

produced by the electromagnetic field. We will show belowt thase currents carry the
paramagnetic energy increment defined in Sedtioh 4.3. Tdraafjnetic current density
corresponds to a raw ballistic flow of charged particles edusy the electric field, at
thermal equilibrium. It directly comes from the change of #lectromagnetic potential
expressed in terms of the observalile] (57) defined below. Weshow that it yields
the diamagnetic energy defined in Secfion 4.3. With thisndignetic and paramagnetic
currents are respectively “first order” and “second ordeithwespect to changes of the
electromagnetic potentials and thus have different playsimperties. See for instance
Theorem§ 3]3 arld 4.1.

3.5 Current Linear Response

We are now in position to derive a microscopic version of Ghlawv. We use the space—
averaged paramagnetic and diamagnetic transport coefﬁﬁéﬁl) 33) and:fj“l (34) to
define theR?—valued functions

JI(:Z,A) _ Jéi,w,A,w,A) and Jc(lfJ’A) _ J({sl,w,A,w,A)
by
t
Jlgf;’““)(t) = / (Eé‘j} (t—s)w) E.ds, t>1, (44)
to
t
I = (25w) / Eds, t>1, (45)
to

foranyl,f € RT,w € Q, A € RS, w € R?and A € C5° (R;R). They are the linear
responses of the paramagnetic and diamagnetic currentidsnsespectively:

Theorem 3.3 (Microscopic Ohm'’s law)
For anyw € R? and A € C° (R; R), there isn, € RT such that, forn| € [0, 7],

I (1) = @) + 0 () and I (8) = a0 + O ()
uniformly forl, 3 € R, w € Q, A € RJ andt > t.

Proof: See Lemmata’5.14=5]15. ]

The fact that the asymptotics obtained are uniform wit.f € R*, w € Q, A € R{
andt > t, is a crucial property to get macroscopic Ohm’s law. in [BPHRfte also that
TheorenT 3.8 can easily be extended to macroscopically sppdeenogeneous electro-
magnetic fields, that is, for all space—rescaled vectomtiatis A; (17) with A € C&°, by
exactly the same methods as in the proof of Thedrein 4.1. \Wamdéfom doing it at this
point, for technical simplicity. The result above can indide deduced from Theorem
4.1, see Equations (65)—(66).

=(w)

As a consequencéf:’l) and=y; can be interpreted ashargetransport coefficients.
Observe thaEI(:jl) (0) = 0, by Corollary[3.2 (i). Therefore, when the electric field is

19



switched on, it accelerates the charged particles and flidsices diamagnetic currents,
cf. (48). This creates a kind of “wave front” that destal@zhe whole system by chang-
ing its internal state. By the phenomenon of current viggaiscussed in Sectidn 3.3, the
presence of such diamagnetic currents leads to the progreggpearance of paramag-
netic currents. We prove in Sectibh 4 that these paramagnatients are responsible for
heat production and modify as well the electromagneticii@kenergy of charge carri-
ers. Indeed, the positive measures of Thedrem 3.1 are Igliretdted to heat production
(cf. Section’4.4) and are the boundary values of the (imagipart of the) Laplace—
Fourier transforms of the current viscosities as discugs#tk previous section.
Note that Theorerh 3.3 also leads to (finite—volur@e@en—Kubo relationsby (33)

and [44). Indeed, bﬂ24l)4\z|_% I, is acurrent fluctuatiorand [33) gives:

t 1 1
{EI(DWI) (t)}k = / gt (Z [|Al\7 T |72 7 (Hq,l)D ds (46)
q 0

foranyl,f e RT,w € Q, A € Rj,t € Randk,q € {1,...,d}. Inthe limiti — oo
we show in [BPH2] thaEI(jjl) is related to a quasi—free dynamics on the CCR algebra of
(current) fluctuations.
Theoreni 3.B together with (#4)—(45) gives a natural notiblinear conductivity of
the fermion system in the bak;: It is the map

t— 2 = PN (1) e BRY
defined by

0 t<0
@) 5y . ) <0,
2 = { =) +=¥ @) t>0, (47)

forl,p € RT,w e Q, A € R{. Thetotal current
TN = T O+ I, =t

which as in[[GV, Eq. (A2.14)] is the sum of paramagnetic arah@ignetic current den-
sities, has the following linear response:

(=W} x€
TN () = /R (=) (¢ = 5) ) £.ds = - (48)

(B} +E

In particular, if the electric field stays constant for suéfittly large times, i.e.£;, = D
for arbitrary large timeg € [T, c0) with T' > ¢, then in the situation where> T, i.e.,
in the DC—regime, we deduce from Corollary]3.2 (iii) ahdl (4#B) that

- w, A —(w w
[t~ (1) = DES — iy ®R\{0}) +0(1) . (49)
It is not a priori clear whethep;“fl) (R\{0}) = Eéf}) or not. We prove in[[BPH2] that

this last equality actually holds in the limit— oco. [Recall thatA € Cg° is compactly
supported in space and time, but it can be switched off atrarpilarge times.]
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In order to express the—phase currenfrom (48), we define by:l(“ﬁ the symmetriza-
tion of £\, that is,

25’“) (t) := Z(W) (It]) = E ) + _( w) (t) : teR, (50)
see Corollary 312 (i). Similarly, the anti—symmetrizatﬁffﬁ_) of 21(“) is given by

B =sign()Z (|t)) ,  teR, (51)

With these definitions the current linear responsé (48) lsqua

Jl(w,.A) (t) = % /R (21(1) (t—s) w) E.ds + %/R (21(“_) (t —s) u7> Eds.  (52)

The first part in the right hand side of this equality is by défim the in—phase current.
This last equation is directly related to Ohm’s law in Fouspace: Similar ta [KLM],

it is indeed natural to define tle®nductivity measurg(“) = ,u(f “ 3s being the Fourier

transform olegfi) (t). By Theoreni:31 and (50),

() = () + (EY) — 1 ®)1[0 € ]

with X C R being any Borel set. Therefore, we can rewrite the curreedli response

(B2) as
JA (¢t / ED P (dv) b + - / H(EY) (v) ul (dv) @ (53)

with &€ being the Fourier transform f, S,Et = e’”tSV, and whereH is the Hilbert
transform, i.e.,

]I-]I(f)(lj)::—l lim de, velR.

T e—0t [—e—1,—€]Ule,e1] X

Here, f : R — C belongs to the spac¥ of functions which are the Fourier trans-
forms of compactly supported and piece—wise smooth funsffo— R. Equation [[5B)
corresponds to Ohm’s law in Fourier space at microscopitescan accordance with
experimental results of [F, W].

Moreover, by Corollary 3]2 (v) together with Equatidnl(3Theoren( 3.1l and the
Bolzano—Weierstrass theorem, the fan{i};&j)}lew has weak-accumulation points. As
a consequence, the current linear response convergesvsamong a subsequence to

1 w
J@A () = é/ﬂ%gt)uﬁw) (dv) @ + - /H (EY) (v) pgd (dv) @

with M belng some wedkaccumulation point o{,uA ber+- M( “) can be interpreted
as amacroscopic conductivity measuaad is under reasonable circumstances unique. In
fact, we give in[[BPH2] a detailed analysis of such limits lmnsidering random static
external potentials.
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Observe thatH (T) € T andH o H = —1 on Y. In particular, the two functionals

ph, © TRl /f vy (dv) |
px 2 YR, g (f /]HI Wi (dv)

satisfy Kramers—Kronig relations:

/”Llll\z oH :,ukl and ,ukl oH = _Mle (54)
Note that, w.r.t. the usual topology of the spagéR; C) of Schwartz functionsY N

S (R;C) is dense inS (R; C) anduk, 113, are continuous off N S (R; C). Hence, each
entry oqu , iy, W.r.t. the canonical orthonormal basis®f can be seen as a tempered
distribution. Moreover,[(E3) yields

TN ) = (il (E9) + it (ED)) @ (55)

Therefore, the3(R¢)-valued distributiom','\l is the linear response in—phase component

of the total conductivity in Fourier space. For this reagd/b,Jr Wt is named here the
(microscopic B(R?)—valued)conductivity distributiorof the boxA;. Similarly, the limit
©4) obeys[[(5b) W|tm(“) replacmgu(“).

4 Microscopic Joule’s Law

..the calorific effects of equal quantities of transmittecieity are proportional to the
resistances opposed to its passage, whatever may be thab |#mgkness, shape, or kind
of metal which closes the circuit : and also that, coeteriglpss, these effects are in the
duplicate ratio of the quantities of transmitted electiycj and consequently also in the
duplicate ratio of the velocity of transmission.

[Joule, 1840]

In other words, as originally observed [J] by the physicigt Joule, the heat (per second)
produced within an electric circuit is proportional to theatric resistance and the square
of the current.

The aim of this section is to prove such a phenomenology ferféhmion system
under consideration. Before studying Joule’s effect walriealefine energy observables
and increments:

4.1 Energy Observables
For anyL € R, theinternal energy observable in the bax, (18) is defined by

Héw’/\) = Z (62, (Ad + AVi)ey)aza, €U . (56)

z,yEAL
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It is the second quantization of the one—particle operatps AV, restricted to the sub-
space/?(Ar) C (*(£). When the electromagnetic field is switched on, i.e.tfort,, the
(time—dependentptal energy observable in the bady, is then equal td{f’” + WA,
where, for anyA € C5° andt € R,

Wh = Z (s, (ASA) — Ag)ey)ara, €U (57)

z,y€Ar,

is the electromagnetjgotentialenergy observable.
We define below four types of energies because we have thelimxeanergy ob-
servables as well as two relevant states, the thermal bquith statep!®~») and its time

evolutionp!” <),

4.2 Time—dependent Thermodynamic View Point

In [BPH1], we investigate thleatproduction of the (hon—autonomouSy—dynamical
systemi, ;M) forany § € R*, w € 2, A € R} andA € C°. We show in[[BPHL,
Theorem 3.2] that the fermion system under considerati@y®the first law of thermo-
dynamics. It means that the heat production due to the elaaignetic field is equal to an
internalenergy increment. The latter is directly related to the fwﬁHﬁ”’”}LeW of in-
ternal energy observables. We also consider an electratiagrotential energy defined
from the observabl®&/’A. Hence, we define the following energy increments:

(Q) 'kl)'heinternal energy incremer§@4) = S« A) is a map fronR to R} defined
y
SEA) (1) = Tim LN (HEY) = PN mEN) L (58)

L—o0

It takes positive finite values becauselof [BPH1, Theorer 3.2

(P) The electromagnetipotential energy (incrementp@4) = P@«AA) is a map
from R to R defined by

w WA A WA A w
P@A) (1) i= plPOAA (A = P (Y pBeN Ay - (59)

In other wordsS“4) is the increase of internal energy of the fermion system due t
the change of its internal state, wher@is*) is the electromagnetic potential energy of
the fermion system in the stat&™**). By [BPHI, Theorem 3.25“4) equals the heat
production of the fermion system. Moreover, by [BPH1, E){2the increase ototal
energy of thenfinite system

lim {pgﬁ,w,A,A)(HéwA) +WA) - Q(ﬁ,W,A)(Hg*’?)‘))} — glw.A) (t) + pwA) (t)  (60)

L—oo

is exactly the work performed by the electromagnetic fieldna& ¢ > ¢,:

t
S (1) + PO (1) = / P (0 E) ds (61)

to
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4.3 Electromagnetic View Point

In the previous subsection thatal energy increment is decomposed into two components
(60) that can be identified with heat production and potéeti@rgy. This total energy
increment can also be decomposed in two other componenthwhve interesting fea-
tures in terms of currents. Indeed, for afiye R™, w € O, A € R} andA € CF, we
define:

(p) The paramagneticenergy mcremenﬁ(“A = (B“A) is the map fromR to R
defined by

36 (1) = lim {pP M HED 1 W) = B (1N L WAL (62)

(d) Thediamagneticenergy (increment)iff”A) = (5” *A) s the map fromR to R
defined by

I (1) = o PN WA) = gPN WA — o) . (63)

Note that the limit[(6R) exists at all times because_of (681} In particular,

t
IR 0+ 30N () = [ (@1 2) ds (64)
to

p

foranys € R*,w € Q, A € Rf, A € C and times > t,.

The termﬁg“ A s the part of electromagnetic work implying a change of titernal
state of the system, whereas the diamagnetic energy is thelegtromagnetic energy
given to the system at thermal equilibrium. Indeed, becafiske second law of ther-
modynamics, in presence of non—zero electromagnetic fib&lsystem constantly tends
to minimize the (instantaneous) free—energy associattthﬁ“’A) + WA and it is thus
forced to change its state as time evolves.

We show below thag'* and3"* cannotbe identified with eitheP -4) or S(-4)
but are directly related to paramagnetic and diamagnetients, respectively.

4.4 Joule’s Effect and Energy Increments

By Theoreni 3B, for each3 € RT, w € 2, A € R} and any electromagnetic potential
A € C{, the electric field in its integrated forl/*! (cf. (I1)-{12) and[(17)) implies

paramagnetic and diamagnetic currents with linear coefftsi being respectively equal
to

JEW (t x) = / ) (x,y,d — s) EM(y)ds | (65)
to yER
JEN (1 x) = / o) (x) BA (x)ds (66)
to

atany bonc € £ (seel(2B)) and time> t,. Recall thabf)“) ando—é“) are the microscopic
charge transport coefficients defined byl (2014-(30).
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Provided|n| < 1, the electric work produced at any time> ¢, by paramagnetic
currents is then equal to

/ J(WA (s,x)EA1(x)ds , (67)

t0 xcq

whereas the diamagnetic work equals

/ S I (5, x)EA (x)ds = - Ty TN (tx / E4(x)ds.  (68)
to

to XER XER

Remark that the factoy? /2 (instead of;?) in (674)—{68) is due to the fact thatis a set of
orientedbonds and thus each bond is counted twice.
As explained in Section 3.4, there exist alkermalcurrents

0PN (L) X € R, (69)

coming from the inhomogeneity of the fermion system foe R*. Thermal currents
imply an additional raw electromagnetic work

— I ol / EA (x)ds (70)

XER

at any timet > t,.
Since A is by assumption compactly supported in time, the corredipgnelectric
field satisfies thdC—condition

t
/ Ea(s,z)ds =0, x¢cR%, (71)

to

for timest > ¢, > t,. Here,

to

t/
t1 := min {t >ty / Ea(s,z)ds =0 forallz € R andt’ > t}

is the time at which the electric field is definitively turneff. dn this case, the electric
works (68) and(70) vanish far> ¢, and [67) stays constant. Following Joule’s effect, for
t > t1, this energy should correspond tb@at productioras defined in [BPH1, Definition
3.1]. The latter equals the energy incremgfit”2), by [BPH1, Theorem 3.2].

We prove this heuristics in Section 5.2.1 and obtain thefalg theorem:

Theorem 4.1 (Microscopic Joule’s law — 1)

For any A € C{°, there isn, € R™ such that, for alln| € (0,7], , € RT,w € Q,
A € R andt > 1, the following assertions hold true:

(p) Paramagnetic energy increment:

JIE,W’"AZ / J wA) (5,x)E2(x)ds + O(n*1%) .

to xeq
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(d) Diamagnetic energy:

() = =301 ( /t : B <X)d8)

XER
77 ZJwA) / EAL( )dS+O(773ld).
xea to

(Q) Heat production — Internal energy increment:

Smal (1) = Zﬂ“‘ (/t EA (x )d)

xeﬁ

+35 A () + O (1)
(P) Electromagnetic potential energy:

plrsi () = T3 jen (/ B (x >d)
to

xeﬁ

+3WA) () + O (Pl

The correction terms of ordeP(3(?) in assertions (p), (d),@) and () are uniformly
bounded in3 € R™,w € O, A € R} andt > t,.

Proof:  The first two assertions are Theorem 5.12, wher€gsa(d @) are direct con-
sequences of (58)=(b9)), (624)=[63), Theofem15.12 and Lemida 5 n

We emphasize the fact that the asymptotics obtained areromif.r.t.[, 3 € R™, w € Q,
A € Ry andt > t,. This is a crucial property to get macroscopic Joule’s lavemwh
[ — oo. Seel[BPH2].

Remark 4.2 (Total energy)
One can easily deduce from Lemma .11 the asymptotics dftdentork performed by
the electric field, which is equal to

t
/ pPwAA) (8SW?) ds,
to

similar to what is done in Theorem 4.1.
Theorem 4.1l describes, among other things, how resistantieeifermion system

converts electric energy into heat. Indeed, by [BPH1, Téeo8.2], for anyA € C°,
there isny € R such that, for alln| € (0,70), 1,8 € RT,w € Q, A € Ry andt > ¢,

/ > T4 (s, x) B (x) Zﬂ“‘ (/t EA (x)d 5) > 0>l .

o xcq xeﬁ
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The latter is the positivity of the heat production, i8%74) (t) € R}, which for times
t >t >ty equals, at leading order, the work of paramagnetic curi@ils that is,

_/ dsl/ dssy Z oy (X,y,51 — S2) E2(x)E2 (y) > O(r%1%) . (72)

X,yER

This is nothing but Joule’s law expressed w.r.t. electrid§eand conductivity (instead
of currents and resistance). Indeed, Joule’s law in itsmaigorm describes a quadratic
relation between heat production and currents. The lasttrgives a quadratic relation
between heat production and electric fields, instead (s®e(@B) and[(76)). Joule’s law
for currents follows from its version for electric fields afeg by taking the Legendre—
Fenchel transform. For more details, see Section 4.5.

In fact, for any space—homogeneous electric field C3° (R;R) in the boxA, for
[ € R* (as described at the beginning of Secfidon 3), the left haael sf Equation[(72)
can be rewritten by using (B85) and Theorem 3.1 as

T] ‘Al| d81/ d82 EI(J l)(sl — 82)w>532531

to to
A
= ' d / &7 (0, pi) (dv)w) > 0 (73)

forall ¢t > t;, with éu being the Fourier transform &}. In particular,
Uy @)
TIEP (@, ) (dv)a)

is, at leading order, the heat production per unit volumetdtiee component of frequency
v of the electric field, in accordance with Joule’s law in the-A€gime.

In presence of electromagnetic fields, i.e., at times [t,, ¢;] for which the AC-
condition [Z1) does not hold, the situation is more compleseed, at these timeSf,f’A)
andJ3%) annot be identified with eithd?“4) or S«A), From Theoreni 4]1 (p), the
energyfjp Vis generated by paramagnetic currents, lsee (65). By cartiiasaw elec-
tromagnetic energyﬁf’A) is carried by diamagnetic and thermal currents, sek (66) and
(69) and compare Theordm 4.1 (d) with](68) and (70). Thesewts are physically dif-
ferent: Diamagnetic currents correspond to the raw ballftdw of charged particles
due to the electric field, whereas only paramagnetic cuseantially participates to the
heat productiors“-4), a portion of paramagnetic currents being also respongiblde
modification of the electromagnetic potential energy:

e Part of the electric work performed by paramagnetic cusguarticipates to the
electromagnetic potential energy as explained in The@rdhP}. The same phe-
nomenon appears for thermal currents defined by (69). Inddezkrve that any
currentJ (¢, x) on the boundk at timet yields a contribution

0 [ B2 o)
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to the electromagnetic potential energy. Compareé (70)RindA) — 3474 vig
Theorenl 4.1LR) . This potential energy disappears as soon as the elearatia
potential is switched off.

e Then, the remaining energy coming from the whole paramaixgaebrgyj](f’”Al)
is a heat energy or quantity of heat, by Theofem @)la4nd [BPH1, Theorem 3.2].
It survives even after turning off the electromagnetic pttd.

4.5 Resistivity and Joule’s Law

Joule’s observation inl[J] associates heat productionaatet circuits with currents and
resistance, rather than electric fields and conductivitg.thMs explain in this subsection
how to get such a relation between heat production and dsrfeom (72)-(78), which
express the total heat production as a function of elec&iddiand conductivity.

Note that the concept oésistivityis less natural as the oneadnductivity Indeed, the
current is an effect of the imposed electric field (and notither way around). Moreover,
from the mathematical point of view, the resistivity is adiof inverse of the conductivity,
which is a measure, as shown above. See Thebrém 3.1. To greeiagomathematical
meaning to such an inverse of the conductivity measure wéhadellowing observation:
Take the function, : e — ae?/2 fromR to R with @ > 0. Its Legendre—Fenchel transform
is the functiong* from R to R defined by

+2

. . . J .
a"(j) =sup{je—ale)} = je; —ale) = -, jeR.
ecR a
Similarly,
q(e) = S_llﬂ}g{ej—q*(j)}zeje—q* (Je) ecR.
VIS

Their derivatives are respectively equal to
‘ s J
0eq(€) = ae = j, and 0;q" (j) = c=6
Hence, for anyj, e € R,

0.4 (0;q47 (j)) = O (ej) = Je; =3,  0;4" (Oeq (€)) = 05q" (Je) = ¢j, =e.  (74)

In our construction below; corresponds to a curregt, whereas refers to an electric
field £. Thus, the derivative.q (e) can be seen as a function that maps each electric field
e in the currentj, produced by it, i.e.0.q is the conductivity (map) of the system. By
(74), 0;q* gives thus the corresponding resistivity (map).

Below, the functionq is replaced by the heat producti@,,, which is a quadratic
functional of the electric field, seel(75)-£(76). The derivativesq andd;q* define usual
functions. In the case of the Legendre—Fenchel transf@imof Q,,, we do not have
usual derivatives, but only subdifferentid@®} . Hence, in general, the resistivity is a
set-valued map (i.e., a multifunction), seel(84). This reake mathematical statement
of Joule’s law in its original formulation more abstracte Seheoreni 4]7.
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For the sake of simplicity, we restrict our analysis to sphcenogeneous electric
fields £ in the boxA; for I € R*, as described at the beginning of Secfibn 3. Here,
£ € Cr(R;R) andw = (wy,...,wg) € R% In this subsection, we fix 5 € RT,

w € 2, A € Rf. Now, we are position to perform the construction heuralycpresented
above.

By Corollary(3.2 (i), observe that, for times> t; > t,,

t S1
/ dSl/ dSQ(U_j, EI(JU:)Z)(Sl — 82)’117>532531
to to
1 w »
= = / ds; / dso (W, EI(J l)(sl — )W) E,E5, dsadsy .
2 Jr R ’
Therefore, we define the subspace
Sp = {5 e S(R;R): /Esds = O}
R

of R—valued Schwartz functions satisfying the AC—conditioniedl as the functional
Qp = Q(Aﬁl’“’” on Sy, thetotal heat production per unit of volume, by

1 w S
Qu, (€) =5 /R ds; /R dso (@, 2 (51 — 82)W)E,,E dsadsy, £€8,.  (75)
It is a finite, positive quadratic form afy. Indeed, by Theorein 3.1,
1 5 — w —
Qu (€)= 5 [ & (@) @) eRY | €€, (76)

()
p,!

w) is a positive measure. It thus defines a semi-nfyfy, = |- on

1€]ls, =/ Q. (E),  E€8. (77)

Note thatS, is a closed subspace of the locally convex (Fréchet) sfdéeR). Let
S; be the dual space d, i.e., the set of all continuous linear functionals&n S; is
equipped with the weéktopology. By the Hahn—Banach theorem, the elements of the
dual §; are restrictions t&, of tempered distributionsS; is in fact a space of in—phase
AC—currents.

Let 0Qy, () C 8§ be the subdifferential 0,, at the point€ € S;. The multi-

functiono,, = aﬁf’“’” from Sy to S (i.e., the set—valued map fro& to 25) is defined

by

and (W,
So by

1
€ an, (€) = 50Qu, (€)
It is single—valued with domaibom(oy,) = Sp:

Lemma 4.3 (Properties of the AC—conductivity)
The multifunctiorr,, has domain

Dom(oy,) :={€ € Sp : 9Qn, (£) # 0} =S
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and, for all€ € Sy, 0y, (£) = {Je} with
jg, // 5,2 (51 — s2)W)E, Exydsads,, E€S,. (78)

[We use the standard notation for distributionsZ:, £) = J¢(£).]

Proof: We prove that, for alt € S, 2J¢ is the unique tangent functional 6f,, at the
point&. Indeed,

QAL (5 + 51) - QAI (5) =2 <\75751> + QAI (51) (79)

forall & € Sp. SinceQ,, (&€1) > 0, the functionaRJ¢ is tangent taQ,, at€ € Sp. In
particular,Dom(c,,) = Sp. The uniqueness of the tangent functional follows from the
fact that27; is the Gateaux derivative @,, at€ € S,. To see this, replac& with e£;
in (79) and take the limi¢ — 0. n

Equation [(78) is directly related to Ohm’s law in Fourier spaFor this reasons,, is
named here thAC—conductivityf the region\;.

By Ohm and Joule’s laws, a more resistive system produceskst at fixed electric
field. We thus define AC—resistivity ordefrom the total heat productioQ,, = Q (B )
(per unit of volume) on the spacy of electric fields:

Definition 4.4 (AC—Resistivity order)
Forall [ € R, we define the partial order relatior for the system parametefs, w, \) €
R x Q x R by

(Brwi, i) < (Boywa, o) i QUMM > Q™)

This definition is reminiscent of the approachlof [LY] to therepy. Observe also that

. A
(Br, w1, A1) = (B2, wa, A2) iff Ml() F o 1)| R\{0} = M(B e 2)|1R\{0} .

Furthermore, this partial order can be rewritten in terma gluadratic function of cur-
rents, in accordance with Joule’s law in its original form.

To see this, observe théas,, S;) is a dual pair, by[[R, Theorem 3.10]. Therefore,
Qy, : So — [0,00) has a well-defined Legendre—Fenchel transfQi = (QX@’“”A))*
which is the convex lower semi—continuous functional frégnto (—oo, co] defined in
our setting by

Qi (7)=2s0p {(7.6) - JQu @) . Tes), (80)

PASEN)

The square root o, (J) can be seen as the norm of the linear rgap (So, [|-[l,,) —
R:

Lemma 4.5 Q}, as a semi—nhorm onS;)
Assume thaQ,, is not identically zero. Then,

Q3 (7) = (sup {[(T.€)] : € € So, [€]ln, = 13)"
If Q,, is identically zeroQj}, (J) = oc forall 7 € S5\{0} andQj, (0) = 0.
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Proof: The assertion foQ,, = 0 is a direct consequence 6f (80). Assume Qaf is
not identically zero. For any € S, define the map

{L‘2
o fyo= s {ga-5)
EE€SoilIE] =2
from R} to R. By rescaling, observe that, for amyc R*,
I‘Q
faw = s ez ol-51 )
£€So:|I€]l, =1

In particular, for anyJ € S, f7 is clearly continuous. Therefore, we infer from80)
that

Qj, (J) =2sup f7 (x) =2sup f7(z) , (82)

$ER(T z€Rt

which, combined with[(81) and straightforward computasideads to the assertion.m
The above lemma implies that the domain
Dom (Qzl) = {j €S Q) (J) < oo}

of the functionalQ}, is a subspace of;. Similar to [7T), we define the semi—norm

* *,8,w,\
IS = 1155 by

1718 = /Qx, (F) = sup {|{(T.E)| : € € So. I€], = 1} (83)

foranyJ € ;.
Let 9Q}, (J) C S be the subdifferential of}, at the point7 € S;. The multi-

functionp,, = p%’“’” from S; to S, (i.e., the set—valued map fro8y to 25) is defined
by
1
T+ pn, () = 3005, () (84

It is named here thAC—resistivityof the regionA; because it is a sort of inverse of the
AC-conductivity:

Lemma 4.6 (Properties of the AC—resistivity)
The multifunctiorp,, has non—-empty domain equal to

Dom(py,) :={J €S;: 0Q4, (T) #0} = [ Jon, (€) -

£eSy

Furthermore, for all7 € Dom(p,,) and€ € Dom(oy,) = Sy,

on (o, (7)) ={J}t and  pa, (oa, (£)) D {E} (85)
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Proof: Young’s inequality asserts that
1 1
Qi (7) +5Qn, () 2 (7€)

with equality iff 27 € 0Qa, (£). AsQ,, = QX

1 1
QQZZ (J)+ §QAZ (&) =(T,€)
iff 2 € 0Qj}, (J). In other words,
5EpAl(j)<:>jEUAl(5). (86)

As a consequencels € oy, (£) (cf. Lemmd4.B) yieldE € py, (J¢). It follows that

and
PA, (UAL (5)) ) {5} .

Now, let7 € Dom(p,,) and€ € py, (). Then, by[(86),7 € oy, (£) and we infer from
the uniqueness of the tangent functional (Lenima 4.3)fhat 7.. Therefore,

on (pa (T) ={T}

and

DOHl(pAl) - U oA (5) .
£eSy

Note thatQ,, : Sy — [0, 00) is a convex continuous functional, by positivity of the
conductivity measure, see Theorem/ 3.1 (76). In paaticul

Qu (©)i=25 {(7.6) - 503, ()} 7)

JEeS§

Therefore, we deduce from (80) and](87) that

(Br,wi, A1) < (B, wa, A2) iff (Q(A’fl’””“)* < (QE\BZQ’%AQ))* :

Furthermore, by using (¥7) and similar arguments as in Le@iaif Q,, is not identi-
cally zero, then:

I€lly, =sup { (7.8} : T €85, 1715 =1} -

We are now in position to obtain Joule’s law in its originairfo To this end, we say
that a multifunctiorp from S; to S, is linear if:

(a) Its domainDom(p) is a subspace @&;.
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(b) Fora € R\{0} andJ € Dom(p), p(aJ) = ap(J) and0 € p(0).
(c) Fordy, J> € Dom(p), p(J1 + Jo) = p (1) + p (o).

Then, one gets that the heat produced by currents is propattio the resistivity and the
square of currents:

Theorem 4.7 (Microscopic Joule’s law — 11)
(i) pa, is a linear multifunction andr, (pa, (J)) = {J} forall 7 € Dom(py,).
(i) Forany J € Dom(py,),

{Qh, (T} = (T, o0, (T)) = Qu, (P, (T)) -

(iii) There is a bilinear symmetric positive map-)ﬁ\"l) onDom(p,,) such that

Qi ()= (7, 7)Y and  (Ji,pn () = {(T. o)V}
forall 71, J> € Dom(py, ).

Proof:  (i.a) The fact thatDom(p,,) is a subspace of; is a direct consequence of
Lemmatd 4.8 and 4.6.

(i.b) Leta € RandJ € Dom(py,). Take anye; € p,, (J) and observe thaf = J¢,,
by using Lemmata 413 aind 4.6. Then,

aJ = TJae, € op, (0€7) .

From (86) it follows thatvp,, (J) C pa, (). If « # 0 then, by replacind.7, «) with

(aJ,a 1), one gets thaty, () C apa, (T).

(i.c) Let J1, J> € Dom(p,,) and take any ;, € pa, (J1) andE4, € py, (J2). As above,
1 = Je;, andJy = Je,, . Then,

T+ T = j€j1+5j2 € on (5J1 + SJQ) :
Hence, using agaif (86), we arrive at
o, (Jh) + pa, (J2) C pa, (T + To) -

Now, letJ:, 7> € Dom(py,) and take an¥ sz, 7, € pa, (71 + J2). Then,Je, ., =
Ji + Jo. Similarly, choose alsé, € pa, (J1) and€y, € py, (J2) with 71 = T, and
Ja = T, - Obviously, by Equatiori(78),

Jo=Tezy = Tes5, — Tz, = Teg,7,-€7, +
which together with[(86) yields the converse inclusion
pa, (T + J2) C pa, (Th) + pa, (J2) -
(i) Take anyJ € Dom(p,,) and€s € py, (J). We infer from [/5) and Lemnia 4.3 that
(T Eq) = (Te; 67) = Qu, (&) -
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Since . .

S QL () +5Qu (E9) = (T.65) .
we also deduce th&}, (J) = Qu, (€7).
(iii) For all 71, 7> € Dom(Qy},), define

* 1 * *
(jhjz)f\l) =7 (QAl (1 +J2) — Qp, (T — j2)) : (88)
This quantity is clearly symmetric w.r.¢f;, /> and

(J7.9)=Q; (7) >0, JeDom(Q}),

by Lemma4.b. Using the linearity gfy, and the fact that.7, pa,(J)) C R contains
exactly one elementfor alf € Dom(p,, ), we compute that, for any;, J> € Dom(py,),

Q3 (o 22) = Q, (i = )} = (oo () + (oo, ()

Again by linearity ofp,,, this implies that[(88) defines a bilinear form Dom(p,,). We
also infer from the above equation that the &&t, pa,(J1)) C R contains exactly one
element. Le€,, € py, (J1) and€4, € pa, (J2) with 7 = Je, andJy = Je, . Then,
by Lemmd4.B,

(F2s o, () = {(Tes, En) } = {{ Tty Em) } = (T1s 00, (T2)) -

5 Technical Proofs

This section is divided in two parts: Sectibn|5.1 gives a itetgproof of Theoreni 3]1

as well as additional properties of paramagnetic transpm@fficients defined in Section
[3.3. In Sectiori5]2 we prove Theorems|3.3 4.1. Note thattaré in this second

subsection with the proof of Theorém#.1 because the othesis@impler and uses similar
arguments.

5.1 Paramagnetic Transport Coefficients
5.1.1 Microscopic Paramagnetic Transport Coefficients

We study in this subsection the microscopic paramagnetisport coefficientff) which
is defined by[(29), that is,

¢
Ulgw) (x,y,t) = / pBw) (i[ly, Ts(w’”(lx)]) ds, x,yef’ teR.
0

Recall thatZ, is the paramagnetic current observable defined Dy (19)ighat

Iy = i(a) 2 a0 — a;ayauo) X 1= (:c(l),a:(z)) e 82, (89)
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The coefficiento—é”) can explicitly be written in terms of a scalar product invoty

current observables. To show this, we introduce the Duhareelpoint function(-, -)“)
defined by

B
(B1, Bz)~ = (B, 32)&6’%/\) = / Q(ﬁ’w’/\) (BTTZ-(;}’/\)(Bz)> da (90)
0

for any By, B, € U. The properties of this sesquilinear form are describedetaitin
Appendix[A. In particular, by Theorem A.1 fo¥ = U, 7 = 7Y andp = P,
(B1, B2) — (B, By)~. is a positive sesquilinear form @f. We then infer from Lemma
[A.14 that
ot (x,3,1) = (Iys 70 (L)~ = (Iys L)~ (92)

forall € RY,w e O, A € RT, x,y € £2andt € R. By Theoreni A.1b, it follows that
aff) is symmetric w.r.t. time—reversal and permutation of bonds

Indeed, by using the time—reversal operationl/ — U defined in Section 2.1.4, one
proves:

Lemma 5.1 (Time-reversal symmetry of the fermion system)
Let3 € R, w € QandX € R. Then,

QorN =7VNog  teR, (92)

and

0B (B) = gBeN 0 0 ( B) , BelUu. (93)

Proof: By continuity of the map® anth ) as well as the density of polynomials
in the creation and annihilation operatordinit suffices to prove the first assertion for
monomials ina,,a*, v € £. Now, since®(H “)) = H“) (see [[(56)), by[[BPH1,

€T

Theorem A.3 (i)],
Oor“MB)=7“YoO(B), Bely teR,

which implies [92). The second assertion is a consequentleofiniqueness of the
(7@ B)—KMS statep®+~ together with LemmBaA2. ]

SinceO (I,) = —I, for anyx € £2, we deduce from Lemnia5.1 and Theoflem A.16 for
X =U,1=1@Y andp = o# that the functiorr) from £ x R to R is symmetric
w.r.t. time-reversal and permutation of bonds:

Uéw) (x,y,t) = 01(3“) (x,y,—t) = 01(3“) (v,x,1) , x,ycf’ teR.

Thermal equilibrium stateg”+) are by construction quasi—free and gauge—invariant.
This fact implies thatr ) can be expressed in terms of complex—time two—point correla
tion functionsC), = Ct(f;; ) defined by

CY) (%) = 0PV (@ N (a,0)),  xo= (2D, 2P) e £, (94)

forall 3 e RY,w e Q, XA € Rf,t € Randa € [0,]. This is shown in the following
assertion:
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Lemma 5.2 bé“) in terms of two—point correlation functions)
Lets € RT,w e Qand) € R{. Then, for allx,y € £* andt € R,

B
(w) (x,y,t) = / (Q(gi)m(x y) — Qg:)(x,y)> da € R,
0

wherec\?) = ¢!”“ is the map from:* to C defined by

ng_)m (x,y) Z 5W5,T/Ct+m /(1 2 ))C(—L;)H(B—a) (x”@),y”/@)) (95)

7, €S2

for anyx = (2, 2?) € €2 andy := (yV,y?) € £2 Here,n, 7’ € S, are by
definition permutatlons ofl, 2} with signatures ., . € {—1,1}.

Proof: Fixg e RtY,we QN eR], t€R, ac]0p],x:= @V 2?)ec £2and
y := (yV,y?) € £2. From Equation{91) together with (166),

B
USOOQYJ)=:A (QWW“)(GE$£VIQ>-—9“““’(®ﬂ$ARLJ))da- (96)
Direct computations using|(8) arid (19) yield
]yTt(:éi)(Ix) = - (a’;;(l)ay(?) — ay(1)> Tt(iég)(a;u))Tt(iég)(%@)) (97)
+ (aZu)%@) — ) a’y(l)) i (k) (a,m) -
Note that, for allx € £2 andz € £, the maps
Z > Tz(w”\)(lx) . 2 7'(“ )\)(%) . 2 Tz(w”\)(ax) , (98)

defined oriR have unique analytic continuations fore C and [97) makes sense.
Recall that, (y) = 4., is the canonical orthonormal basis®f£) and, as usual,

{By, By} := B1Bs + ByBy By,ByelU.
Therefore, using the anti-commutator relation
{aye, 750 (@)} = (e, (U)o,
seel(4) and(7), we get the equality
Q(ﬁ’w’A) (a*u) Qy(2) Tt(:—};i) (a;u) )Tt(:ég) (aye ))
= —pPe (a’y(l)Tt(-i—zi)( (1)) Ay (2) Tt(:éi)(%@)))
+07Y ({aym, 780 (@)} 87 (@) (@) - (99)
Sincep®+V is by construction a quasi—free state, we Use [BR2, p. 481,ishhere,

o *e N (a* (fr) a* (f2)a(g1) a(gz))
= 07N (a* (fi) al(g2) oM (a" (f2) algr)
="M@ (fi) a(gr)e PN (@ (f2) al(ge))
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to infer from Equation[(99) that
Q(ﬁ’w’A) (CLZ(I) Ay (2) Tt(:ég) (a;u) )Tt(j:%;\é) (aze ))
0PN (@) a,0) 0V () (@ ) (a,0)
+olPe N ( T (a x(2))> o) (ay(Q)Tt(+£g\¢)(a’;(1))> - (100)
Remark that the KMS propertly (164) together with (9) and theaBmén-Lindelof theo-
rem [BR2, Proposition 5.3.5] yields
PN () (B)) = P N(B),  BelU. (101)

See also[[BR2, Proposition 5.3.7]. We thus combine](101)(@&6d) with Equation[(B)
and the analyticity of the maps (98) to deduce frém (94) that

w w, w,A *
C) 5wy (®) = 0PV (a1 (@) -

Using this together with (94)[_(101) and again the analigtiof the maps[(98), we get
from Equation[(100) that

w * w,\ * w,\
Q(B’ ) (ayu) Qy(2) Tt(Jria) (as) )Tt(Jrz'a) (az ))
Co” (™, y) 057 (@, ) + Oy, ey ()
Then we use this last equality together with](97) to get

)

Y e (LGOI 07

7, €Sy

_'_C(()w)(yﬂ/(l)’ y”/(Z))Céw) (2™, xw(2))> ) (102)

Therefore, the assertion follows by combiningl(96) withZ)Léor anys € R, w € €,
NeERS, teR, ac0,p],x:= (M, 2?) € £2 andy := (yV,y?) € £2. [ |

LemmaXb.2 is a useful technical result because the comphes-ttvo—point correla-
tion functionsCt(jza can be expressed in terms of the one—particle bounded dilirt
operator(Aq + AV,) € B(¢%(£)) to which the spectral theorem can be applied. Indeed,
forall e RT,w e Q, X\ € RS, t € Randa € [0, 3], one gets from{7)[(10) and(94)
that

Ol (%) = (g, e AV ES (Ay £ AV,) e,) | (103)
whereF” is the real function defined, for evefyc R* anda € R, by

ea%

Equation [(10B) provides useful estimates like space—dpoagerties of complex—time
two—point correlation functioné,‘t(ﬁa, see[BPH2]. An important consequence[of (103)

is the fact that the coefficienitgﬁ)m defined by[(9b) can be seen as the kernel (w.r.t. the
canonical basige, ® ex '}2ce) Of @ bounded operator ofi(£) @ ¢2(£). This operator

is again denoted b@ma'
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Lemma 5.3 (Q:ﬁi)m as a bounded operator)
Let3 € RY,w € O, A € Rf,t € Randa € [0, 3]. Then, there is a unique bounded

operator€?) on(2(£) © (2(£) with
(ex) ® ey, thi)ia(ey(l) ® ey<2))>z2(£)®zz(s) = Qgi)m((x(l)wm), (y(l), y(Q)))
for all (2, 2?), (yM,4?) € £2, and
leallep <4 and  lim €5 — €6 lop = 0.
a—0t
where|| - ||, is the operator norm.

Proof: By (@5) and[(10B), the bounded operaféﬂa exists, is unique, and one directly

gets

it+a)(Ag+AVL) olit+8—0)(Aq+AVL,)

1 _|_ eB(Ad‘f’)\Vw)

e(_

1 -+ eB(Ad‘f’)\Vw) <1

op

L
e hallop <

foranyg e RT,w e O, A € R, t € Randa € [0, 3]. Moreover, in the same way, (95)
and [1038) also lead to

i”gz(:) . Q:((]w)”op < Hea(Ad+)\Vw) . 1” + Hefa(AdJrAVw) . 1Hop (104)

op

foranys € R, w € Q, A € R, anda € [0, 5]. Recall that the self-adjoint operator
A4 + AV, is bounded, i.e.Aq + AV, € B(¢*(£)). It follows that the one—parameter
group{e*(®a+AVe)l o is uniformly continuous (norm continuous). Therefore,skeond
assertion is deduced from (104) in the limit— 0*. [ |

5.1.2 Space—Averaged Paramagnetic Transport Coefficients

Equation[(3B) and LemmaAll4 for = U, 7 = 7Y andp = 0%+ yield
1
=(w) _ (w,\)
{“p,l (t)}k,q = A [(Hk,lth (Ig))~ — (Hk,laﬂq,l%] (105)

foranyl,f e R, w € Q, A€ Ry, k,q € {1,...,d} andt € R. Since® (I,) = —I, for
anyx € £2, by Theoreni’A.Tb, the operatﬁfj}) (t) is symmetric at any fixed timee R
while the B(R¢)—valued functiorEI(:jl) is symmetric w.r.t. time—reversal. In other words,

{29 (t)}k’q —{=Y (—t)}m —{=% (t)}qk €R (106)

foranyl,B e R, we L, Ne RS, k,qe {1,...,d} andt € R.
Because of (105) it is convenient to use Bighamel GN§Gelfand-Naimark-Segal))
representation
(H, 7, 0) = (KON 700N gBe)

of the (7, 3)—-KMS statep®«V for any 8 € R*, w € Q andA € R]. See Definition
with X = U/ andp = 0. Note that we identify here the Duhamel two—point
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function defined by[(90) on the CAR algebtawith the scalar product:, -).. of the
Hilbert spaceH, see Remark A.11. Other cyclic representations could be imstead,
but the Duhamel one makes the proofs involving the reprasientof the paramagnetic
conductivity as a spectral measure more transparent vigeshdts of [NVW].

The CAR C*—algebralf is the inductive limit of (finite dimensional) simpl€*—
algebras{Uy }aep,(¢), Seel[Si, Lemma IV.1.2]. By [BR1, Corollary 2.6.191}, is thus
simple This property has some important consequences: (Fhe), 3)-KMS state
0B is faithful. In particular,7 is injective. Remark tha = 1 € ¢/ andi/ is a
dense set of{, but7 (B) ¥ is generally not equal t& € I/, in contrast to the usual GNS
representation. For this reason, we do not ideritif§/) with &/. Moreover, by Theorem
A9 for X = U andp = p®~N, thex—automorphism group = 7« can be extended
to a unitary group on the whole Hilbert spake

“NBy=e"“B, teR,BeUCH, (107)

with £ = £V being a self-adjoint operator acting @ The domain ofC includes
the domain of the generatéf*) of the one—parameter group”, i.e., Dom(£) D
Dom(5@V), while

L(B)=—-i6“Y(B), BeDom(6“N)ycuUcCH. (108)

Equation [(10I7) is an important representation of the dynarbecause we can deduce
from (103) the existence of the paramagnetic conductivisasure from the spectral the-
orem.

To present this result, recall th&t. (RY) c B(R?) denotes the set of positive linear
operators ofiR? and anyB(R¢)-valued measure onR is symmetric iffu(X) = pu(—X)
for any Borel sett’ C R. Then, we derive the paramagnetic conductivity measure:

Theorem 5.4 (Conductivity measures as spectral measures)
Foranyl,3 € RT,w € Qand\ € R, there exists a finite symmetrit, (R?)-valued

measurg.*) = 11’ onR such that

=5 (1) = / (cos (tv) — 1)l (dv),  teR. (109)
R

Proof: Fixl, 8 € Rt,w € Qand) € R{. Let E = £« pe the (projection—valued)
spectral measure of the self-adjoint operaforThen, by combining[{(Z05)=(106) with
(107), we directly arrive at the equality

—=(w) _ 1 itv B
=0 = T L =) (e Bt

R
1 > ~
1A /R (" = 1) (Tq, E(dv)Ti)~
1 ~
*1 IA] /R (e = 1) (T, E(dv)Tg1)~
1 —itv ~
7 A Jw (e = 1) (Igs, B(dv)Ii )~ (110)



forany k,q € {1,...,d} andt € R. Note that, for any Borel set’ C R and all
k,qge{l,...,d},

(I[kJ, FE (X) HqJ)N + (Hq,la FE (X) Hk,l)w eR.

Thus, define th&(R?)—valued measurﬁgfl) by

(@ (@) = e 30wl B (X))

1 -
+7 > (T, E(=X) Ty)~ (111)

forany s = (u,...,uq) € R 0 = (wy,...,wy) € R? and all Borel setst C R.
Here,(-, -) denotes the usual scalar product®jt Obviously, by construction,

(a.us) () @) = (@) ()7@)  and (@) (X)T) >0,

for any, w € R? and all Borel setst’ C R. Moreover,uéj) is a symmetric measure and,

by (110), we obtain Equatiofh (109). [ |

Foranys € Rt,w € Qand\ € Ry, itis useful at this point to also consider the GNS
representation
(H, T, \I’) = (H(vav)‘)’ 71-(57‘07)\)7 \I,(B,w,)\))

of the (1Y, 3)-KMS stateo®~») and to describe its relation to the Duhamel GNS
representation. To this end, we denoteby= £« the standard Liouvillean of the
system under consideration, i.e., the self-adjoint opegatting on which implements
the dynamics as

7 (1, (B)) = e“7 (B) e € | teR, Bel, (112)

with LU = ¥. Let E = E®» be the (projection—valued) spectral measuré ofVe
also use the (Tomita—Takesaki) modular objects

A= AB@N — o=BL J = JBeN
of the pair(w ()", ¥).
Theoren Al says that
(B1, Bz)~ = (T (B1) ¥, T (By) W)y, B, B el, (113)

whereT = (¥« is the operator defined by (160) for= 7« andp = p#«V, that
is,

1— e B\

T =B 114

o () (114)
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Note that¥ is unbounded, but
7 (U) ¥ C Dom(AY?) € Dom(%) . (115)

The B, (R%)-valued measurp ) ) of Theoreni5X4, which is defined Hy (111), can also be
studied via[(1113). IndeedZC[llB) and (115) together withorem[A. 7T and[(163) imply
that
(s B (X) L) = (TE (X) w (L) W, TE (X) 7w (I0) Uy, (116)
foranyl,f € R, w € Q, A € R}, k,q € {1,...,d} and any Borel se’ C R. The
existence of the first moment pffl) is a direct consequence of the above equation.
To see this, recall théwtu Hop is the measure oR taking values iR that is defined,

for any Borel sett C R andu = M;‘fl), by (38). Then, one gets the following assertions:

Theorem 5.5 (Existence of the first moment opéf}))

Foranyl, 3 € R*,w € Qand\ € R}, the B, (R%)-valued measurpé“fl) of Theorenl 54
satisfies the following bounds:

d
w 1 y
/H/”Lé,l)HOp(dV) < ng(ﬁ, A) (Hz’l)
‘ A
9 d
/R W] 7 lop(dr) - < ng(ﬁ,w,k) (2)
k=1

d
w 2 2
/R|V| ||:u§),l)||0p(d’/) < mz o(Bw) (H%,z) \/Q(ﬂ,w,)\) ((5(w,>\) (I[M)) ) ]
k=1

Proof: Fix[,8 € Rt,w € Q and\ € R{. By positivity of the measureal(;’l) and
linearity of the trace,

||M;L,ul)||0p (X) S Tl"aceB(Rd) (MI(;‘)I) (X))

for any Borel sett C R. This implies that

[ taw) < Tracege ( [ wishian))
[ 1117 o) < Tracenas ( / \umpxdu)) .

Hence, by[(111), it suffices to prove that

/(Hk,z,E(dV)Hk,z)N < e (Hi,l) , (117)
R

and

/ V] (T, B@)To)e < 20899 () (118)
R

[ G Bl < 2ol (1) 0 (66 (14,)))
(119)
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foranyk € {1,...,d}.
Inequality [117¥) is a direct consequence of Thedrem A.4. Sdoand upper bound is
derived as follows: Fix € {1,...,d}. We infer from [114) and(116) that

~ 2
/ W] (s, B(d) L) = H(l—e’ﬁﬁ)l/zE(Rar)w(HkJ)\Il . (120)
R
e =) E®RY) 7 (1) @ i
Clearly, one has the upper bound
| =) B () m (0], < 00 (1)) (121)
while )
e -1 E(R)n I[kl v S AV I[kl v y (122)
BL 1/2 , ., 1/2 , j{

with A := e~%% being the modular operator. Using now the anti—unitarity pff> = 1
and
JA1/27T (th) \I/ =T (th)* \I/ =T (I[k,l) \I/ y

one gets that
2
HAWW (k1) ‘I’HH = [l (L) ‘I’HHQ = olPeV (Hi,z) : (123)

Therefore, by combining Equation (120) with- (121)=(123)aweve at Inequality[(118).
Finally, to prove[(11D), observe that

/R|V| (s, E@)Iy)e = (Tr (Iey) ¥, B (RY) TL7 (T51) W), (124)
— (T (L) ¥, B (R7) TL7 (T ¥),,, -
Sincel; € Uy C Dom(5«V),
L (L) U = —ir (5@ (I4,)) ¥, (125)

see[(11P). Therefore, by additionally using the Cauchyw&ch inequality of(-, -).. and
Theoreni A4, one getE (1119) similarly as above. u

Equation[(116) also leads to a characterization of the mimedity of the conductivity
measure at non—zero frequencies via a geometric condition:

Theorem 5.6 (Geometric interpretation of the AC—conductivty measure)
Let/,3 € Rt,w e Qand\ € Rj. Then,

lin{r (L) ¥ ke {l,....d}} Cker(£) iff ) (R\{0})=0.

Here,lin stands for the linear hull of some set.
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Proof: Fixl,5 € R*,w e Qand) € RY. If
lin{m (L) ¥:ke{l,...,d}} Cker (L),

then we infer from[(111) and (116) thaﬁj} (R\{0}) = 0. Observe thaf acts as the
identity on the kernel of. Assume now tham;“jl) (R\{0}) = 0. Then,

ny (R\{0}) =0,
which, by [111) fort = R\{0}, implies that

(I[kJ, E (R\{O}) I[kJ)N =0, ke {1, ceey d} .

.....

to the kernel ofZ, i.e.,

lin{l;; : ke€{l,...,d}} Cker(L).
By TheoreniAY and(163), this property in turn yields

lin{m (L) ¥:ke{l,...,d}} Cker(L) .

Corollary 5.7 (Non-triviality of the measure ufjjl))

Foranyl,3 € RT,w € Qand\ € R}, theB, (R?)-valued measurpé“fl) of Theoreni 514
satisfies.) (R\{0}) > 0.

P!

Proof: By explicit computations, for ang € {1, ..., d},
5(0.),)\) (HkJ) = )\Al(:l) —+ B]ﬁl , (126)

whereA,ﬁ“fl),IB%k,l € U are defined, fow € Q andl € RT, by

AY) =3 (Vo +er) = Vi (@) Powsen)

TEN;
and

By, = > (Llz € (A +2)\AJ =1z € AN\ (A + 2)]) Postrepis)

x,ze£,|Z|:1,z7é:|:ek

+Y (Afr € (M+e) \AJ =1z € A\ (A + e)]) (20300 — Platepamey)

el

with P, being defined by((25) for any,y € £. In particular,d“ (I ) is not zero
and hencer (I ;) ¥ ¢ ker (£), because is injective and the cyclic vectak is separating
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for 7 (U)", see[BR2, Corollary 5.3.9.]. Therefore, the assertiond&rect consequence
of Theoren 5.6. |

We now give another construction of the (AC—conductivit)easurméj) onR\{0}

from the diamagnetic transport coeﬁicieﬁi‘fl) (34) and the space—averaged quantum
current viscosity

t V(1) = VPN (1) e BRY)

see[(4D). W.r.t. the canonical orthonormal basiRof

w 1 w . w,\
R e Al (Sl 0)) B CET)

k,q

foranyk,q € {1,...,d} andt € R. Compare[(127) witH (32). Its Laplace transform

L[Vl(w)](e) = /OOO e_ESVl(w) (s)ds

exists for alle € R*, by the boundedness Ml(”). In fact, one has:

Theorem 5.8 (Static admittance)
Let/,f € RY, w € Qand X € RS. Then the limit 01L[Vl(“)](e) exists asx | 0 and
satisfies:

—() 1 w w 1 . y
=6 LIV = 1) ®\(0D) = o { G BROD L)Y |

Note thatF (R\{0}) is not the identity becaus@l = 0.

Proof: Fixl,8 € R, w € Qand\ € R;. By [NVW| Theorems I11.3-111.4], observe

that
1

= i LV = o1 {@ BE@®{O0N L)} .

On the other hand, by (1D5) arid (107),

L[ fzw (S AP, 1

- = ds = —— [ (Tpy, ™1, )ds — — (T4, Tg )~ 128

t /(; { p,l (8)}]67(] S t|Al‘ /0 ( ki, € q,l) S ‘Al‘< ks q,l) ( )
foranyt € Rt andk,q € {1,...,d}. The von Neumann or mean ergodic theorem (see,

e.g., [P, Theorem 3.13]) implies that

t

. 1 itl ~
lim — [ (TIuy, ™1, ) ds = (I, E ({0}) Tyi)~ (129)

t—o00 0

whereF ({0}) is the orthogonal projection on the kernel&fBy combining [12B)-{129)
we obviously get

N Sy G 1 3
lim — {:pJ (S)}k,q ds = _m(lk,laE (R\{0}) Ig0)~

t—oo ¢ 0
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which, by Corollary 3. (iii), implies that

) (RA(OD) = 77 { B ERUOD )},

Note that the quantity
=7 ImLV{)(e) € BRY)

is the so—calledtatic admittanceof linear response theory, which equals, in our case,
the measure dR\ {0} w.r.t. the AC—conductivity measure. In fact, the quantunret
viscosity uniquely defines the AC—conductivity measure:

Theorem 5.9 (Reconstruction otul(;’l) from the quantum current viscosity)
Let/,f € R, w € Qand\ € Ry. Then, for allw := (wy,...,ws) € R? and any
continuous and compactly supported real-valued fundfiovith &, = 0,

/ &, (. ) ()) = lim K / € cos (vs) — vsin (vs)) e~
R

el0 T V2 + €2
x &, (8, 25VI (s) @) .

Proof: Fix [, € R*,w € Qand) € RY. For anyw € R?, define the complex—valued
function

V—2Zz

1
Fz(z) = /}R <u7, ul(;’l)(dl/)zﬁ> : zeCt,

whereCT is the set of complex numbers with strictly positive imagynpart. r Y Jis the
so—called Borel transform of the positive measure

(@, 1) vy (130)
By (111), observe that

- Z wy, (JLLZ, (£= 2"+ (—£=2) D)
foranyz € C* andw := (wy, ..., wy) € RY. Using
(£L —2)7' = i/oo el zeCh,
0
as well as Theorem A6 fo¥ = U, 7 = 7@ andp = %+, we obtain

7: o
Fg(2) = 7~ > wkwq/O e (I g, 70" (Ig1))~dls
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for everyz € C* andw := (wy, ..., wy) € R Using [33) and[(105), we now integrate
by parts the r.h.s of the above equation to get

1 0o
Fz(2) = AT Z wkqu_l/ 173 plBw:A) (i[Lky, Tgw’k)(lq’l)]) ds
| l|k e{L,..d} 0
1
—m Z wkqu_l(ﬂm, I[qJ)N (131)
! k,qe{1,...,d}
foranyz € CT andw := (wy, ..., wy) € R The functionim F; is the Poisson transform

of the positive measuré (I30). Hence, we invokel[Jak, Thie@#&] to conclude that, for
any real—valued continuous compactly supported fundio® — R,

lim [ &ImFy (v + ie) dl/:/
0 Jr R

& (W, u) () )

In particular, by[[2311) and under the condition tfat= 0, we arrive at the assertion

To conclude, we show the uniformity of the upper bounds oféFem[5.5 w.r.t. to
the parameters 3 € R*, w € Q and)\ € R}. These upper bounds all depend on the

observabI¢A1|’% I ., which is acurrent fluctuationby (24).
With this aim we define the linear subspace

Z :=lin {Im(a* (¢1) a (¢2)) : Y195 € (L) C (&)} C U, (132)

which is the linear hulll{n) of short range bond currents. It is an invariant subspace
of the one—parameter grouf*" = {Tt(“’A)}teR foranyw € Q and)\ € R{. Indeed,

the unitary group{(in’A))*}teR (seel(6) and (7)) defines a strongly continuous group on
(L) < (L), 1l - Il)-
Let the positive sesquilinear forfa ->(I°jl) = (- )(B “) in T be defined by

(LINE) = oY (FO (1) FO(T)) . LTeT, (133)

foranyl, 3 € R*,w € Q and) € R]. Here,FU is the fluctuation observable defined by

1
FO (1) = Wz [xe ()= 0PV (1}, TeT, (134)
TEN;

for eachl € R*, wherey,, x € £, are the (space) translation automorphisms. Compare
(24) with (134). For instance, the first upper bound of ThedEel can be rewritten as

/Hupluopdv S e o))

k=1

ISH

Therefore, we show that the fermion system has uniformlynded fluctuations, i.e., the
quantity(7, I’>(I°jl), I,I' € Z,is uniformly bounded w.r.tl, 3 € Rt,w € Q, A € R]:
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Lemma 5.10 (Uniform boundedness of-, -)))
There is a constanD € R* such that, for any,3 € R*, w € Q, A € R and all
Ur, e, Y1, 0y € £1(L),

(Tm(a* (1) @ (), Im(a” (1) @ ()57 | < D 18 lly a1 1 s, -

Proof:  Let )y, vy, ¥, 1 € £1(L) C ¢(£) and without loss of generality assume that
the functions)y, v, ¥1, 1, are real-valued. Then, by definition,

(Im(a” (11) a (), Im(a" (¥]) a (14)))5]
- 2. 1) ()4 (20 (o)

xi=(2(1),2),y:=(y1) y())ee?

Z QBW)\ Y+Z222)I)f(1+(z1,z1))] s

21,22€0;

where
=1 — PN (Iy1, xeg?.

Recall thatl, is the paramagnetic current observable defined by (19). éJensuffices
to prove the existence of a finite constdintce R* such that, for any, 8 € R*, w € Q,
) € Rf and allx,y € £2,

Z QﬁW)\ +(22 Zz)Iﬂ (21721))

21,2260

<D. (135)

This can be shown by using Lemimal5.3.
Indeed, we infer from[{102) d@t= o = 0 that, foranyl,3 € R*,w € Q, A € R,
X,y € £2 and a”Zl, 29 € Ay,

WA fl fl _ WA
9(6 )(Iy +(22, Z2)I +(z1, Z1)) - 9(6 )(Ier(Zz,Zz)IXJr(ZLZl))

_Q(B’w’)\) (Iy+(z2vzz)) Q(BMA) (IX+(21=21))
- Q(()w) (x+ (21,21),y + (22, 22)) , (136)

wheredi’m is the map fromg* to C defined at € R anda € [0, 5] by (938). Now, take
the canonical orthonormal badie, } .c¢: of £*(£) ® ¢%(£) defined by

ex 1= ¢, ® ey , x = (zM, 2@) € g%

Recall thate, (y) = d,,, € (3(£). Then, the coefficient*) can be seen as a kernel —
w.r.t. the canonical basige, }.cc2 — Of an operator oi?(£) @ ¢%(£), again denoted by
¢l“) . Then, we observe frofiL{136) that

Z Q(ﬁ ) y+ 22 zz)IEJr(zl 21))

z1,22€0;

N 4|i\l| 2. <ex+<zm>v¢( )(ey+<zm>)> (137)

21,22€0;
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foranyl,f € R*,w € Q, A € RS andx,y € £2.
By Lemma5.3, the operatat, always satisfie§¢ ) |, < 4 and hence,

Z <ex+(z1 ,21)9 Q(OW) Cy1(22,22) >

21,226\,

1
4 |A]

<1 (138)

foranyl, 3 € RY,w € Q, A € RS andx,y € £2. By (I37), it follows that

W, ) fl
Z Q(B y+ z2, 22)[ +(z1, 21)) <1
21,22€A;
foranyl,f € R*,w e Q, A € Rf and allx,y € £2. [

5.2 Tree—Decay Bounds and Uniformity of Responses
5.2.1 Uniformity of Energy Increment Responses

For the reader’s convenience we start by reminding a few itiefis and some standard
mathematical facts used in our proofs. First of all, we rgbak in [BPH1, Section 5.2] we

give an explicit expression of the automorphls;rﬁjsA ) of U/ in terms of series involving

multi-commutatorssee [BPH1, Eqs (3.14)-(3.15)]. Indeed, in [BPH1, Eq. %% We

represent the automorphlsnj, A) as the following Dyson—Phillips series
M (B) =7 ( (3 (139)
- / sy [ AW WA A (B
keN s

forany B € U andt > s. Here, for anyt, s € R,
WA == V(WA eu (140)

is the time—evolution of the electromagnetic potentiargp@bservabléVA defined by

(57), that is,
WA= Y {exp <Z /O A ay+ (1 — a)a)] (y — x)da) _ 1}

z,yel

X (e, Aqey)asa, (141)

foranyA € C¥ ands € R.

The expressior (139) is useful because we can appbr-decay boundsn multi—
commutators. These bounds, derived in [BPH1, Section é]uaeful to analyze multi—
commutators of products of annihilation and creation ojoesa Using them, we show for
instance in[[BPH, Lemma 5.10] that, for ady € C¢°, there isn, € R* such that, for
l,e € RT, there is a ball

B(0,R):={ze £:|z| <R}
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of radiusR € R* centered a0 such that, for ally| € (0,79], 8 € RT,w € Q, X € R,
andto < S81,...,8 < t,

Z Z Z(t—k!to)k

2€AL\Bpg z€£,|2|<1 keN

}Q(B,w ) ({WnAz - WnAz Tt(wté)(a;a$+z)](k+l)) ‘ <e.

Sp—t0,5k" s1—t0,81" -

This property together with_(58) and_(139) implies that, &tir|n| € (0,70], [, 5 € R*,
we NN e RS andt > ¢,

S(“”Al) Z Z (ex, (Aq + AV,) exps)i /d31 /

keN z,zef,|z|<1

oFe ) (WA . WA Té“tj%a;am)](“”).

Sp—t0,Sk? s1—1t0,81"

(142)

See[BPHL1, Section 5.5] for more details.

These assertions are important to get uniform bounds asiegpl in Theoremis 3.3
and[4.1. Indeed, it is relatively straightforward to get #symptotics of the elements
W™ anda, WA when(n,1~') — (0,0) by using the integrated electric field

EA (x) = /1 [Eal(t, az® + (1 - a)x(l))} (z® — zW)da (143)
0

betweenz(® € € andz") e £ attimet € R (cf. (I2)) and the subset
Ri={x:=(2",2®) e & : 2V —2®| =1} (144)
of bonds of nearest neighbors (¢f.{23)).

Lemma 5.11 (Asymptotics of the potential energy observab)e
Foranyn,l € R*, A € C andt > t,, there are complex numbers

o),

and a(n, t)-independent subsag € P (L) of diameter of orde)(l) such that

w = 5 o[ B o ([ e n)

xeﬁ

+773 Z Z Dzéﬁrz a zQr+z

e, 2€8,[2]<1

with D™ (t) and 8,D"5 _(t) being uniformly bounded for al} in compact sets, all

T, x+2 x,x+z

r,z € £suchthafz| < 1,andallw € Q, A € Rf and/ € R+,
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Proof: Note that[(14B) yields

EA(x) = EA (W, 2®) = —EA 2@, 20) | x:= (W, 2@)c 22 teR.

Therefore, the statement is a straightforward consequeh&guations([(b),[(141) and
(143) together with [BPH1, Eqgs. (5.37)—(5.39), (5.41)]. [ |

By combining this lemma witH (142) one can obtain Theofem(%)1However, by
using [64), it is easier to start with the paramagnetic aadhdignetic energie}ff’A) and
344 respectively defined by (62) arld {63):

Theorem 5.12 (Microscopic paramagnetic and diamagnetic ergies)

For any A € Cg°, there isn, € R™ such that, for allln| € (0,7, [, € RT,w € Q,
A € R} andt > t,, one has:

(p) Paramagnetic energy increment:

S (¢ / ds, / dsy 57 0 (x,y,51 — 52) BA (y)EA () + O(1%)

x,yER

(d) Diamagnetic energy:

t
W) = =330 [ EMGds

xeﬁ

- / ds, / ds2 ) ot (x) B (x)E2 (x) + O(nPl?) .

XER

The correction terms of orde? (14,*) in assertions (p) and (d) are uniformly bounded in
BeRT, weN \eRS andt > t,.

Proof: (p) UsingiWA = 0 for anyt < ¢, and [9) we note that, for any> ¢,

t t
Q(B,w,/\)(thAz) — / 0B (aSWSHAz) ds = / 0B o 7. to (a WnAz) ds .

to to
Forall s € R,
A A
waist oW leuxl

for some finite subset; € Ps(L) of diameter of ordeO(l), see, e.g.,[[BPH1, Egs.
(5.41)]. As a consequence, by [62)4(64), the paramagnediQyg increment equals

’JS«%UAZ) (t) _ / (Bw.A) o ( (wAnA) wA)) (a WnAz) ds (145)

to

foranyg e R, w € Q, A € Ry, A € C¥ andt > t,.
Similar to the proof of [BPHI1, Lemma 5.10], one uses DysonHip$ expansions
(139) and tree—decay bounds on multi-commutators [BPHiglaoy 4.3] to infer from
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Lemmdb5.1ll and Equation (145) that, for ahye C5°, there isy, € R such that, for all
In| € (0,m0],1,8 € R, w € Q, A\ € RS andt > t,

e / [ sy (i sl (7)) (0,020
to
(n*1%) . (146)

This last correction term of orde?(19,?) is uniformly boundedn 3 € R*, w € Q,
A € Ry andt > t.
Note that [(8)-1(P) combined with the group property of theifan:ﬁrt“’”}te]g imply
that
0P (127 (Bo), 77 (B1)]) = 0% (Ire™) (By), 7 (By)])

Tso—to 2 Ts1—to ) '8,

forany By, B, € U and alls, s; € R. Therefore, we insert this equality and the asymp-
totics given by Lemma5.11 in Equatidn (146) to arrive at theadity

U (¢) / dsy / dsy / dss
to

X,yE€R

E?f (X)E (v)o 7N (i[ri Y (1), 75V (1)

52 7 '8t

+O %1, (147)

uniformly for 5 € R™, w € Q, A € R{ andt > .
Foranys € RY,w e Q, A€ RS, x,y € £2ands;, s, € R, let

() (s1,50) = / N 0PN (7N (I,) , 7N (1)]) ds (148)

S1

Note that the functiod.®) is a map fromR? to R. By combining [14B) with[{B)£(9) and
(29), we observe that

C(w) (51,82) = Uéw) (X,y,520 — 51) = UI(JW) (¥, X,51 — 52) (149)

Xy

foranyB e RT,w € Q, A € RT, x,y € £2 andsy, s, € R, while
OssGya (51, 82) = 0PN (i[rle (L) , 7V (I )]) (150)

S1 ) 782

As a consequence, the assertion follows from147) and agration by parts.
(d) is a direct consequence 6f{30),1(63) and Lerhmal5.11. u

It remains to study the entropic energy incremsfit") and the electromagnetic
energyP“4) defined by[(5B) and(59), respectively. To this end, it sufficestudy the
potential energy difference

w ~(w,nA WA A A w A
P (@A) t) _Jé nA;) (t) :,01(56 n l)(th Y — Q(ﬁ, ,A)(th N

for all timest > t,. This is done in the following lemma:
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Lemma 5.13 (Potential energy difference)
Forany A € C3°, there isny € R such that, for alln| € (0,7] andl € RT,

Pt (1) =35 (1)

= IS ([ Ereoas) ([ o oyt = o))

X,yER to to

+O(*lY)
uniformly forg € R*,w € Q, A € Ry andt > t,.

Proof:  The proof is very similar to the one of Theorem 5.12. In paitc to get the
asymptotics, it suffices to observe that, for ahye C7°, there isp, € R* such that, for
all [n| € (0,m0), 1,3 € RT,we Q, X € R andt > ¢,

7(/J,)\, A w
pgﬁ n l)(WtﬁAz) o Q(B, ,A)(WtﬁAz)

t
= /W” (ilrle? (wos), =D WpA)) ds + Oy, (15D)
t,

0

by (8)-(9), the Dyson—Phillips expansions (139), Lemimdl&id tree—decay bounds on
multi-commutators [BPH1, Corollary 4.3]. Note that thereation term of orde©(31%)
in (I51) is agairuniformly boundedn 3 € R, w € Q, A € R} andt > t,.

Then, we use Lemmia 511 in (151) to obtain

,w,)\, A A w A
pi AR WIA) — PN (WA

— ”{Z (/t:Efl(x)ds) /;ds1 (/: Egl(y)dSQ)

x,yER

xg®e (ifrle (1) 7 (1)) + O

uniformly for 5 € RT, w € Q, A € R} andt > t,. We then obtain

pi IR (W) — e (152)
" "gA "W A 37d
- Z Z (/ E; l(X)ds) (/ Cy,x (tv S) E; l(Y)dS) + 0(77 l ) )
x,yER to to

by using [(148),[(150) and an integration by parts. We nowkevequation[(149) if (152)
to arrive at the assertion. [ |

Therefore, Theorein 4.1)) and @) are direct consequences bf(58)1(58)] (62)-(63),
Theoreni 5.2 and Lemma5]13.

5.2.2 Uniformity of Current Linear Response

Following Sectio B we take := (wy,...,wy) € RY, A € C° (R; R) and&; := —0;.A,
for anyt € R, with £ being the space—homogeneous electric field. Ther, C° is
defined to be the electromagnetic potential such that theeva the electric field equals
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& attimet € Rforall z € [-1,1]and(0,0,...,0) fort € Randz ¢ [—1,1]%. This
choice yields rescaled electromagnetic potentjdds as defined by[{17) fof € R* and
n € R. Recall that4, := 0 for all t < ¢, wheret, € R is any fixed starting time. We also
recall that{e;, }¢_, is the canonical orthonormal basis of the Euclidian sfitte

In this case, the electromagnetic potential energy obbdefined byl (57) equals

t
WA -y Y QReKexp (i [ £05) =1) e | 0 59)
to

xeN; qe{1,...,

foranyl € R*, n € R, @ := (wy, ..., wy) € R, A € CF (R;R) andt € R.
The full current density is the sum of the paramagnetic amandgnetic currents
Jlna) andef’”Al) that are respectively defined Hy {42) and](43). These clgrans

directly related to the transport coeﬁicieﬁgj andEff,’l) (cf. (33)-[34)). We show thisin
two lemmata that yield Theorem 3.3:

Lemma 5.14 (Linear response of paramagnetic currents)
For anyw := (wy,...,ws) € R*and A € C5° (R;R), there isn, € RT such that, for
‘77‘ € [07770]1

_ t
SR (1) = / (Egy (t—s) w) Eds+ 0 (n?) |

to

uniformly forl, 3 € RT,w € Q, A € R andt > .

Proof:  The first assertion is proven by essentially the same argism@nin Section
B5.2.1. Indeed, one uses the stationafity (9) of(tHeV), 3)—-KMS statep!®~), Dyson—
Phillips expansiond (139) for the non—autonomous dynantiemamal[5.11, and tree—
decay bounds on multi-commutatars [BPH1, Corollary 4.3hgBPH1, Lemma 5.10]
in order to deduce froni_(42) the existencejpfe R such that, foin| € [0, 1],

(wnAy) B w,\) (w,\) nAL (w ) 9

uniformly for all 1,3 € R*, w € Q, A € RS, k € {1,...,d} andt € R. Then, for
In| € [0, no], we employ[(I5B) and derive an assertion similar to Lernm@ B brder to
get

{J;ww <t>}
Z / dsl/ dsy Es,wy g(ﬁw’\) ( [ ;fA)(qu) )(Hkl)D
€L,
+0(n) ,

uniformly forall, 3 € RT,w € Q, A € RY, k € {1,...,d} andt € R. It follows from
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an integration by parts that
(w777Al) t
{Jp ( )}k
R X ([ () ) e an
|Al| t

+0(n) ,
which, combined with[(33) and (1D6), yields the assertion. u

Lemma 5.15 (Linear response of diamagnetic currents)
For any @ := (wy,...,wg) € R and A € CF° (R;R), there isn, € R* such that, for
‘77‘ € [07770]1

JlenAi) 4y :f;;w /5ds+0
uniformly forl, 8 € R*, w € Q, A € RJ andt > t.

Proof: By (9), foranyk € {1,...,d}, note that

w 1 w A w,
{J nAy) ( )} _ _Q(B,w,)\) ((Tt(,t(;AWAZ) Tt( ti\))(InAl))

k Ay

1
—— oA (154)

|Al\
while t
A = ( / Ssds) D (@40, 00 + Qonre,) + O(1Y) (155)
to zEN;

uniformly forall 8 € RY, w € Q, A € R}, k € {1,...,d} andt € R. Therefore,
using again Dyson—Phillips expansions (139) for the notereamous dynamics, Lemma
[5.11, and tree—decay bounds on multi-commutators [BPHigl@oy 4.3] one deduces
the existence ofi, € R* such that, forin| € [0, 7], the first term in the right hand side
of (I54) is of ordetO (n?), uniformly forl, 3 € RT,w € Q, A e RY, k € {1,...,d} and

t > t,. Then the assertion follows by combining this property V@) and [(I54)-£(155).
[ |

A Duhamel Two—Point Functions

A.1 Duhamel Two—Point Function on the CAR Algebra
The Duhamel two—point functiofi, -)) is defined by[(90), that is,

B
(B, B2)¥) = (By, By) PV = / o#N (BN (By)) da (156)
0

54



for any By, B, € U. Its name comes from the clear relation to Duhamel’s formsee
[Si, Section 1V.4] for more details. This sesquilinear foappears in different contexts.
For instance, it has been used by Bogoliukiov [B] for finiteuwmoé quantum systems in
quantum statistical mechanics. It is an useful tool in the finathematical justification
— by Ginibre [G] in 1968 — of the Bogoliubov approximation fitre Bose gas. This
sesquilinear form is also used in the context of linear raspdheory, see for instance
[BR2, Discussion after Lemma 5.3.16 and Section 5.4]. Ity fats also named in the lit-
erature Bogoliubov or Kubo—Moscalar productas well as the canonical correlation. A
detailed analysis of this sesquilinear form for KMS statas been performed by Naudts,
Verbeure and Weder in the paper [NVW]. Their aim was to extenohfinite systems
some results of linear response theory initiated by Kubodikd Mori [M].

Note that our definition of-, -). is slightly different from the usual one because of
the missing normalization factgi~! in front of the integral in[(I56). Discussions on
Duhamel two—point functions and examples of applicaticars also be found i [MW,
H,[FB, NV, R, DLS].

A first way to study this sesquilinear form is to use finite vokisystems. This is
possible because, by using the Phragmén—-Lindelof thefB&2, Proposition 5.3.5] and
[BPH1, Theorem A.3], one checks that the formal expression

ia/2 ia)2

Q(ﬁ’w’)\) <B*Ti(aw,>\)(B)> — Q(ﬁ,w,A) ((T(M’A)<B))*T(W7A)<B)> >0

is correct for anyB € U and alla € [0, 8]. So(By, By) — (By, By).~. is a positive semi—
definite sesquilinear form a. It is however important for the study of the conductivity
measure to know that this form defines a scalar product. ®ehd, we invoke the
modular theory to have access to functional calculus aglbme in the paper [NVW].

A.2 Duhamel Two—Point Functions on von Neumann Algebras

We consider in all the following subsections an arbitrargrsgjly continuous one—parameter
groupt := {1, }1er Of automorphisms of &*—algebraXt’ as well as an arbitraryr, 5)—
KMS statep € X* for somes > 0. Similar to [156), the Duhamel two—point function
(+,-)~ on theC*—algebraY is defined by

B
(Bl, BQ)N = / Q(BTTwz(BQ)) dOé s Bl,BQ c X . (157)
0

We have in mind the exampl = U/, 7 = 7Y andp = o/#* for g € R, w € Q and
A € R{, of course.

The GNS representation ofis denoted by(#, =, ¥). There is a unique normal state
of the von Neumann algebf& := 7 (X)", also denoted by € 9t* to simplify notation,
with p = po 7 on X. By [BR2, Corollary 5.3.4], there is a uniguwe-weakly continuous
x—automorphism group dit, which is again denoted by = {7 },cg, such thatr, o 7 =
mot,t € R, onX. Moreover, the normal statec 9t* is a(r, 5)-KMS state ot and
it thus satisfies the KMS (or modular) condition, that is,d0K b, by € 91, the map

t= my, b, (1) == 0(bi7e(b2)) = (W, b173(b2) W),
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from R to C extends uniquely to a continuous map, ,, onR x [0, 5] C C which is
holomorphic orR x (0, 3) whereas

Mp, by (Zﬁ) = Q(bel) 5 bl, by € M.

Here, (-, -),, denotes the scalar product of the Hilbert spaceSee, e.g./ [BR2, Proposi-
tion 5.3.7].

Becausep is invariant with respect t@, the x—automorphism group has a unique
representation by conjugation with unitarig$, },.x C 90, i.e.,

7 (b) = UbUY teR,beM,

such that, & = W. Ast — 7, is co—weakly continuous, the map— U, is strongly
continuous. Therefore, the unitary gro{iig; },cx has an anti—self—adjoint operatdtl as
generator, i.el/; = ¢“. In particular,¥ € Dom(L£) and£ annihilates?, i.e., LV = 0.
The operatolC is known in the literature as trstandard Liouvillearof 7 associated with
0. The spectral theorem applied to the self—adjoint operatensures the existence of a
projection—valued measure on the real lineR such that

Lz/RydE(y).

We now use the (Tomita—Takesaki) modular objetts.J of the pair (9, ¥). In
particular,

JAY? (b)) = b* U | be M. (158)
By [P, Proposition 5.11], the modular operathris equal to
A =exp(—pL) = / e PP dE(v) (159)
R

andU, = A~itA7",
Now, let the (unbounded) positive operafoacting on be defined by

— al/2 1—e‘5”)1/2 AE 160
s [ (P ) B, (160)
Here,

1 —e B0

o b

The Duhamel two—point functiof, -)... is directly related to this operator:

Theorem A.1 (Duhamel two—point function in the GNS represetation)
ForanyB,, B, € X,

(By, By). = (T7 (B) ¥, Tm (By) ¥),, .

In particular, (B;, By)~ > 0.

56



Proof:  The proof can be found in [NVW, Theorem II.4]. Since it is shove give it
here for completeness. Note first that, for anyb, € 9,

U 0 AV, 0 = (AY251T b0 (Jbo U, by D),
H H
= (AVPJAYh 0, 0, V), = (U, 5, A0, V),

where we have used = A*, the anti—unitarity of/, J?> = 1, andJA2J = A~1/2,
Using this fact and properties of the map, ;, fromR x [0, 5] C C to C together with the
Phragmén-Lindelof theorem [BR2, Proposition 5.3.5] sinews that, for any; , b, € 901,

. B <\I/, blAabz\I’>7{ , o € [0, 1/2] ,
My, (1501) —{ (U, by Al=0b T, ae(l/2,1].

By (157) and[(15B), it follows that
(Bl,BQ = B/ Bl \I] A W(Bg) \I]> da (161)
+5/ (JAY?m (By) U, A*JA 7 (By) V), dov .
0

Because/? = 1, JA“J = A~ andJ is anti-unitary, note that

(JAY?m (By) U, A*JA 1 (By) W),
= (JA“JAPr (B) ¥, A1 (B,) V),

= (AT A7 (B) U, A1 (By) W),

for all o € [0,1/2]. Therefore, we deduce from (160) ahd (161) that

A-1
(B1,Bo)o = BT (B) Y, ———7(B2) ¥ ) = (Tm(B1) V¥, Tm(Bz) ¥)y, ,
In A u
using that
A2 1 1— A2
/ A%V do = ————b¥ and / AT do = ————bV
0 In A 0 In A
for anyb € 9. [ |

By (I60), one checks thalom(A'/?) ¢ Dom(%) and thusg ¥ C Dom(%). Itis
therefore natural to define the Duhamel two—point functamgin denoted by, -)..., on
the von Neumann algebfa := 7 (X)" by

(bl, bz)N = <3b1\II,TbQ\I/)H y bl, b2 eMm. (162)
This sesquilinear form is a scalar product:

Theorem A.2 (Duhamel two—point function as a scalar product
The sesquilinear forr, -) . is a scalar product of the pre—Hilbert spa@8.
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Proof: The positivity of the sesquilinear forfn, -).. is clear. Therefore, it only remains
to verify that it is non—degenerated. This is proverin [NVMémma 11.2.] as follows:
First note thab is not an eigenvalue &. This follows from [160). Indeed, for all € R,

<1—eﬁ” 1/2
_ > 0.
W)

Sincey is a (1, f)-KMS state, the cyclic vecto¥ is also separating fait, by [BRZ,
Corollary 5.3.9.]. Therefore,b).. = 0 yields 6% = 0 which in turn implies that
bV = 0 andb = 0. [ |

Note that the kernel of is a closed two—sided ideal. If th&*—algebraX is simple
(like U), i.e., when{0} and X" are the only closed two-sided ideals, it then follows that

ker (w) = {0}.

Using this and Theoreim_A.2 we deduce that the Duhamel twotpanction [157) for
B, = By, € X\{0} is never zero:

Theorem A.3 (Duhamel two—point function — Strict positivity)
If the C*—algebraX’ is simple ther{ B, B).. > 0 for all non—zeroB € X'\{0}.

Finally, we observe that it is a priori not clear that the acagroducts(-, ). and
(-, )y are related to each other via some upper or lower boundscipgf@ombination of
Roepstorff's results [R, Eqg. (10)] for finite dimensionassyms with those of Naudts and
Verbeure on von Neumann Algebras yields the so—calleéd—correlation upper bounds
[NV] Theorem lll.1], also called Roepstorff’s inequalit{zor self-adjoint observables,
these upper bounds read:

Theorem A.4 (Auto—correlation upper bounds for observabls)
For any self-adjoint elemerit = b* € 9, (b,b). < (bW, b¥),,. In particular, for all
B=B"e¢ X,

(B,B)~ < o(B*) <[IB]% -

Proof:  This theorem is a particular case 0f [NV, Theorem IIl.1], Hyserving in its
proof that(u —v) log(u/v) should be replaced bywhenu = v. See alsd [BR2, Theorem
5.3.17]. n

Note that the authors derive inl[R, NV] further upper and loweunds related the
scalar products-, -).. and(-,-)3. These are however not used in the sequel. For more
details, we refer ta [NV] or [BR2, Section 5.3.1]. We only ctude this subsection by an
important equality for the Duhamel two—point functipn-).. which was widely used for
finite volume systems. See, e.q.] [G, Eq. (2.4)].

This equality does not seem to be proven before for genergd Ktdtes. Itis a straigh-
forward consequence of Theorém JA.1. To this end, denoté the generator of the
strongly continuous one—parameter graup= {7 };cg Of automorphisms of th€"*—
algebraX'.
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Theorem A.5 (Commutators and Duhamel two—point function)
Forall B; € X and B, € Dom(9),

—i(B1,0 (Ba))~ = ¢ ([B1, Ba]) -

Proof: It is a direct consequence df (158)—-(160) and {162): For Bnyc X and
BQ € DOH’I((S),

—i(By,0 (B2))~ =

(
= (7(B1) ¥, 7(By) W), — (A1 (By) U, AY?7 (By) ),
= (7 (B1) ¥, 7 (B2) V), — (7 (B3) ¥, 7 (By) ¥)y

See also TheoremA.1. ]

Corollary A.6 (Duhamel two—point function and generator of dynamics)
For any self-adjoint eleme® = B* € Dom(d) C X,

(B,6(B)).=0 and  —io([6(B),B]) = (3(B),5(B)).>0.

A.3 Duhamel GNS Representation

In view of Theoreni A2, we denote by the completion of)t w.r.t. the scalar product
(-,-)~. This Hilbert space is related to the GNS Hilbert space by a unitary transfor-
mation:

Theorem A.7 (Unitary equivalence ofH and H)
U.H = H with U. being the unitary operator defined by.b = TbW for b € M.

Proof:  Sincel|U.b||3 = [|b]~, the operatot/. defined byU.b = Tb¥ for b € 9 has
a continuous isometric extension ®h Then, one checks that the range®ois dense in
‘H and is included in the range 6f.. For more details, see [NVW, Theorem I1.3.]. &

A simple consequence of TheoremA.7 is a cyclic represemtaised on the Duhamel
two—point function:

Definition A.8 (Duhamel GNS representation)
The Duhamel GNS representation of the3)-KMS statey € X is defined by the triplet
(H,7, V) where

U =Uv=U30ecH and #(B)=Ur(B)U., BeX.

If X has an identityl, then® = 7(1) € 9 C H.
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This cyclic representation of KMS states does not seem -aat te our knowledge — to
have been previously used, even if it is a direct consequeh[féVW| Theorem I1.3.].
In particular, the nam®uhamel GNS representatias not standard and it could also be
called Bogoliubovor Kubo—Mori GNSrepresentation in reference to the scalar product
() )mn

As explained in Sectidn Al2, there is a unigueveakly continuous—automorphism
group7 = {7 },cr ON the von Neumann algebfa := 7 (X)”, such that, = 7, o m,
t € R. It has a representation by conjugation with unitaries

{eiti}tER C ma
the self-adjoint operatat being equal to
L=ULU. . (163)

Clearly,¥ € Dom(£) and£¥ = 0. The normal statg € M* is a(7, 5)-KMS state.

At the end of the previous subsection we explain that if@tiealgebrat’ is simple,
like the CAR algebrd/, thenw : X — 9 is injective and one can see thé—algebraX
as asubspacef 7. In particular, ifX’ has an identityl, then

UV=1cXCMCH.

Note additionally that, in this case, for any eleméhte X" and timet € R, one has
7(B) € X C H and itis straightforward to check (cf._[NVW, Section Ill)dtiL is the
generator of a unitary group extendingo the whole Hilbert spacg:

Theorem A.9 (Duhamel GNS representation and dynamics) .
Assume’ is simple. Then, foB € X C H andt € R, 74(B) = e"* B with (B, LB).. =

0if B € Dom(L).

Proof:  See [NVW, Section Il]: By Theore Al7, for anig ¢ X ¢ 9 c H and
t € R,

n(B) = Ul%r(n(B)) ¥ = UrZe™“n (B) W
Use™Tr (B) W = U™ U.B = "~*"~ B .

Recall that(#, 7, ¥) is the GNS representation of tlie, 3)-KMS statep and L is the
associated standard Liouvillean. See dlso|(163). The ggud, LB).. = 0 results from

Corollary[A.8. n

Note that Theoreri Al9 directly yields the invariance of tlem of B € X' C H
w.r.t. to the groupr acting on the subspace C H.

Corollary A.10 (Stationarity of the Duhamel norm)
Assumet is simple. Then, fob € X C H andt € R, ||(B)|~ = || B~ with || - ||~
denoting the (Duhamel) norm &f associated with the scalar produgt -)....

Therefore, by Theorem A.9, we can invoke the spectral tedneorder to analyze
the dynamics in relation with the scalar prodyct)... This is exploited for instance in
Theoreni 5.4 to extract the conductivity measure from a spletieasure.
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Remark A.11 (/4 as a pre—Hilbert space)

We identify in all the paper the Duhamel two—point functian).. defined by[(156) on
the CARC*—algebrai/ with the scalar product-, -).. defined by[(162) fop = o#+
andr = 7Y on9 := 7 (U)" C H. Note thatd = n(U) C M is a pre—Hilbert space
Wt (-, ).

A.4 Duhamel Two—Point Function and Time—Reversal Symmetry

Let X be aC*—algebra with unityl and assume the existence of a néap X’ — X with
the following properties:

e O is antilinear and continuous.

e O(1)=1andO o6 = Idy.

e O(B,B,) =0 (B,)O(B,)forall By, B, € X.
e O(B*)=0(B) forall B e X.

Such a map is calledtame—reversabperation of the*—algebrat’.
Observe that, for any strongly continuous one—parametengr := {7, };cr Of auto-
morphisms oft, the family7® := {7°},.r defined by

7 :=0o07,00, teR,

is again a strongly continuous one—parameter group of aurfgmsms. Similarly, for any
statep € X*, the linear functionap® defined by

°(B)=poB(B)., BeX,

is again a state. We say thaandp aretime—reversal invarianif they satisfyr® = 7,
forallt € R andp® = p.

If 7is time—reversal invariant then, for &l > 0, there is at least one time—reversal
invariant(r, 5)—KMS statep € X'*, provided the set ofr, 3)-KMS states is not empty.
This follows from the convexity of the set of KMS states:

Lemma A.12 (Existence of time—reversal invariant 7, 5)—KMS states)
Assume that is time—reversal invariant ang is a (7, 3)-KMS state. Theny® is a
(1, B)-KMS state. In particularp + 3p° is a time-reversal invariantr, 5)-KMS state.

Proof: Foranyt € RandB;, B, € X,

p° (Bimi (B2)) = p(© (B1) 7+ (O (B2))) = p (© (B3) 7 (© (BY)))

using the stationarity of KMS—states and hermiticity otasa Sincep is by assumption a
(1, B)-KMS state, the continuous function

t—mp, p, (1) :=p(O(B;) 7 (0 (B))))

61



from R to C extends uniquely to a continuous mag, 5, onR x [0, 5] € C which is
holomorphic orR x (0, ) while, again by stationarity and hermiticity pf

mp, p, (t+i8) = p(n(©(B)) O (By))
= p(O(B))O (7 (B3))) = p° (1 (B2) B1)

for anyt € RandB;, B, € X. As a consequence? is a(r, 3)-KMS state, see [BR2,
Proposition 5.3.7]. [ |

This lemma implies that, i is the uniquer, 5)—KMS state withr being time-reversal
invariant, therp is time—reversal invariant.
Let

X, ={B=B"€X:0(B)=B}, X :={B=B"€X:0(B)=-B}.

These spaces are closed real subspaces. ofurthermore, they areeal pre—Hilbert
spaces w.r.t. the Duhamel two—point function).. defined by[(157).

Lemma A.13 (Y. as real pre—Hilbert spaces)

Assume that is time—reversal invariant and is a time—reversal invariantr, 5)—-KMS
state defining the Duhamel two—point functien)... Then, for allB;, B, € X_ and all
Bs, B, € X,

(B, By). = (By,B)). € R and (Bs,By). = (By,Bs). €R.
Proof: ForanyB;, B, € X_, one clearly has
(B1, B2)~ = (O (B1),0 (B2))~ -
Thus, we have to prove that
(©(B1),0 (By))~ = (B2, B1)~,  DBi,Bye X_.

By the Phragmén-Lindelof theorem [BR2, Proposition §,3the stationarity of KMS
states and Definition (157), it suffices to show that

0 (O (B1)1(0(By))) = 0 (Bemi(By))

forall t € R and everyB,, B, € X_. In fact, by the time-reversal invariance gfthe
stationarity of KMS states and the hermiticity of states,

0(0 (B1) (O (B2))) = 0 (B17-+(B2)) = 0 (71 (B1) B2) = 0 (Ba7: (B1)) -

As (-, )~ is a sesquilinear form, we thus have

(BlaBQ)N - (327Bl)w - (327Bl)N € Ra BlaBQ e A .
The assertion fo/’, is proven in the same way. [ |

This lemma can be generalized for time—dependent Duhameglatbon functions.
To this end, we show the following assertions:
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Lemma A.14 (Commutators and Duhamel correlation function$
Let o be a(r, 5)—-KMS state defining the Duhamel two—point functjgn)... Then, for
any By, B, € X and allt € R,

/0 0 (i[By, 72(B)]) ds = (By, 7(B2)). — (B, By |

Proof: Itis an obvious consequence of Theofem/A.5. The assertivalsa be deduced
from [NVW, Theorem I1.5]. We give here another proof becassme of its arguments
are used elsewhere in the paper.

By assumption, for anys;, B, € X, the map fronR to C defined by

t— 1Y (Bth(BQ))
uniquely extends to a continuous map
2z 0(B17,(Bs))

on the stripR+[0, 4], which is holomorphic oiR+i(0, 8). The KMS property ob, that
is,
Q(Bth+Z’B<B2)> = Q(Tt(BQ)Bl) y Bl, BQ c X s t e R y (164)

implies that, for anyB;, B, € X andt € R,
o ([B1,(B2)]) = o (Bi7:(B2)) — 0 (B17s1ip(Ba)) -

As a consequence, by the Cauchy theorem for analytic fumgtive obtain that

t B
| etitBinB)as = [ o(Birnn(Ba)da - (51 B
0 0
forany By, B, € X andt € R. The group property of obviously yields

0 (Bi7i42(B2)) = 0 (B17:(7:(Bs))) (165)

for all z,¢ € R. On the other hand, the KMS property (164)xfads to Equation (165)
forall z € R + is. Therefore, we infer from the Phragmén—Lindeldf theofBR2,
Proposition 5.3.5] that, for an§,, B, € X, (168) holds true for alt € R + 4[0, 3]. In
particular,

B
/0 0 (B1Ti4ia(B2)) da = (By, 1(B2))~ - (166)

Lemma A.15 (Time—reversal symmetry of commutators)
Assume that is time—-reversal invariant and is a time—reversal invariant state. Then,
forany By, B, € X_(or X,) and allt € R,

/Og(i[Bl,Ts(BQ)])ds:/o g(i[Bl,Ts(Bg)])d:s:/O 0 (i[Ba, 72(B1)]) ds .
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Proof:  The first equality follows from the following assertions:rremy By, B, € X_
(or X,) andt € R,

/0 0(i[B1,7s(By)])ds = /0 000 (i[By, 75(Bs)])ds
= —/0_ 0 (i[B1,7_s(By)]) ds
= /0 0 (i[B1, 75(B,)]) ds .

Furthermore, by stationarity of KMS states,

/0 0 (i[By, mu(By)]) ds = — / 0 (i[By, 7o(By)]) ds = / o (i(Bym(Ba)]) ds

forany By, B, € X_ (or X,) andt € R. [ |

We are now in position to prove a generalization of LenimaA.13

Theorem A.16 (Symmetries of Duhamel correlation functiony
Assume that is time—reversal invariant and is a time—reversal invariantr, 5)—-KMS
state defining the Duhamel two—point functien)... Then, for allB;, B, € X_ (or X;)
andt € R,

(By, 7 (B2)) . = (B1, 7 (B2)) . = (B2, 7t (B1)) . €R.

Proof: By LemmdA.1%,

(Bu, m(By)).. = / 0 (i[By, 7(B2)]) ds + (B, By).-

forall By, B, € X_ (or X,) andt € R. Observe that
0(i[B1,75(B2)]) €R,

forall By, B, € X_ (or X,) ands € R, because3;, B, are self-adjoint elements d&f.
From Lemmd AR, it follows that, for ang;, B, € X_ (or X,) andt € R,

(Bl,Tt(BQ))N c R .

Moreover, by Lemmata A.13 and AJ15,

(B1,7i(B2))~ = (B1, 7-4(B2))~ = (B2, 7t(B1))~
forany By, B, € X_ (or X,) andt € R. [ |
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