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Abstract

We study the hydrodynamic limit, in the hyperbolic space-time scaling, for a one-dimensional
unpinned chain of quantum harmonic oscillators with random masses. To the best of our
knowledge, this is among the first examples where one can prove the hydrodynamic limit for a
quantum system rigorously. In fact, we prove that after hyperbolic rescaling of time and space,
the distribution of the elongation, momentum, and energy averaged under the proper locally
Gibbs state converges to the solution of the Euler equation. Moreover, our result indicates that
the temperature profile is frozen in any space-time scale; in particular, the thermal diffusion
coefficient vanishes. There are two main phenomena in this chain that enable us to deduce this
result. First is the Anderson localization, which decouples the mechanical and thermal energy,
providing the closure of the equation for energy. The second phenomenon is similar to some
sort of decay of correlation phenomena, which let us circumvent the difficulties arising from the
fact that our Gibbs state is not a product state due to the quantum nature of the system.

Keywords— Anderson Localization, Hydrodynamic Limits, Disordered Quantum Har-
monic Chain, Euler equation

1 Introduction

Obtaining the macroscopic evolution of conserved quantities and their corresponding cur-
rents for a "physical" system from its microscopic dynamics, also known as hydrodynamic limit,
is a matter of interest both in Physics and Mathematics communities. In physics literature,
heuristic arguments as well as general assumptions such as ergodicity, linear response, and local
equilibrium lead to the formal derivation of such equations (see [36] and references therein).
In recent years the former idea has been adapted to integrable systems with infinite conserved
quantities via the theory of generalized hydrodynamic and introducing the generalized Gibbs
ensemble (GGE) [6],[11],[37].
Rigorous mathematical treatment of this problem is usually much harder due to difficulties in
proving the ergodic properties of the system, and it has been subjected to much research in
recent decades. (see [24], [14] and references therein). One of the most interesting cases of
this program is when the underlying microscopic dynamics is given by the fundamental law of
nature, i.e., either Newtonian/Hamiltonian dynamics or Schrödinger/Heisenberg dynamics for
classical and quantum systems, respectively. In classical systems, having a mathematical proof
is still quite challenging; in fact, one of the main strategies in the case of classical systems is to
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obtain ergodicity by adding certain stochastic noise to kill all the conserved quantities except
the desired ones (see [33],[9], [25] as examples of this strategy). One of the main mathemat-
ical tools for controlling the macroscopic evolution in these examples is the relative entropy
method [24]. It is worth mentioning that in certain limits when we have energy conservation,
this method does not work, and methods based on Wigner distributions can be exploited (see
e.g., [26]).

The situation is different when the underlying dynamics is given by quantum mechanics.
Although there are several works where one derives the effective macroscopic evolution equa-
tion for a many-body quantum system such as proving the Non-linear Schrödinger equation
from Quantum many-body dynamics, usually assuming low-density regime, (see e.g., [18], [19],
and [4] and references therein), these body of works are different from "Hydrodynamic Limits".
In fact, to the best of our knowledge, there are no examples where one rigorously proves a
hydrodynamic limit for a deterministic quantum system, except in [32], where they adapted
the relative entropy method to quantum systems. However, their work is based on an ergodic-
ity assumption (assumption III), which is quite challenging to prove for physical systems. We
should also mention the recent progress in studying the Euler space-time scale of Hamiltonian
quantum systems in [16], where the author shows the linearised Euler equation (the Euler
equation for correlation functions, in contrast to our case, where here we show the full Euler
equation), in its most general form, involving all conserved quantities admitted by the model
for a general class of one-dimensional spin chains with short-range interactions. Note that con-
trary to our situation, the problem of closing the equation, i.e., showing that there are finite
(in our case three) conserved quantities in the macroscopic equation, remains open.

One of the main purposes and novelties of this work is proving the hydrodynamic limit
for a simple interacting quantum system (one dimensional unpinned chain of quantum har-
monic oscillator with random masses). Formally, this system can be described by the following
Hamiltonian :

Hn =
1

2

n∑

x=1

( p2x
mx

+ (qx+1 − qx)
2
)

, (1.1)

where qx is the position (multiplication) operator acting on particle x, px is the corresponding
momentum operator with [qx, px] = i, where we take ~ = 1. Moreover, mx denotes the mass of
particle x, where they will be taken as i.i.d random variables. Finally, we have free boundary
conditions q0 = q1 and qn = qn+1.

The time evolution is given by the Heisenberg dynamics generated by Hn, i.e.

ṗx = i[Hn, px] = (∆q)x, q̇x = i[Hn, qx] =
px
mx

, (1.2)

where ∆ is the discrete gradient defined in(2.8).

This dynamic has n conserved quantities; however, we are only interested in the following
three main ones: Total energy: Hn :=

∑n
x=1 ex, total momentum:

∑n
x=1 px, and total elon-

gation
∑n−1

x=1 rx, where rx = qx+1 − qx and ex = 1
2(

p2x
mx

+ r2x). Notice that total energy Hn

and total momentum
∑n

x=1 px are truly conserved. In contrast, total elongation
∑n−1

x=1 rx is
locally conserved, and global conservation of elongation breaks at the boundary due to bound-
ary conditions q0 = q1, and qn = qn+1. We discuss the other conserved quantities in Remark 1.4.

First, we let the chain be in a locally Gibbs state corresponding to the aforementioned
conserved quantities. This state is out of thermal equilibrium with a smooth temperature
profile β ∈ C0([0, 1]), and out of mechanical equilibrium with a smooth profile of momentum
and elongation p̄, r̄ ∈ C1([0, 1]), with r̄(0) = r̄(1) = 0. Furthermore, we assume the chain’s
macroscopic center of the mass is fixed i.e.,

∫ 1
0 p̄(y)dy = 0 (We discuss this assumption in
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Appendix B and Remark B.1). The density operator of this state is denoted by ρnβ,p̄,r̄, and is
defined in (2.9). Then, we let the chain evolve in time, according to the Heisenberg equation
of motion and denote rx(t), px(t), ex(t) to be the solution of this equation, i.e. the solution to
the following local conservation laws corresponding to our conserved quantities:

ṙx(t) =
px+1(t)

mx+1
− px(t)

mx
, ṗx(t) = rx(t)− rx−1(t),

ėx(t) =
px+1(t)rx(t) + rx(t)px+1(t)

2mx+1
− px(t)rx−1(t) + rx−1(t)px(t)

2mx
,

(1.3)

where in the second equation, we emphasized the fact that px+1rx 6= rxpx+1.
Correspondingly, denoting m̄ = E(mx), the macroscopic profiles evolve according to the fol-
lowing conservation laws with proper boundary conditions:

∂tr(y, t) =
1

m̄
∂yp(y, t), ∂tp(y, t) = ∂yr(y, t), ∂te(y, t) =

1

m̄
∂y(r(y, t)p(y, t)),

r(y, 0) = r̄(y), p(y, 0) = p̄(y), e(y, 0) =
1

2

( p̄(y)2

m̄
+ r̄(y)

)

+ fµβ (y),

r(0, t) = r(1, t) = 0,

(1.4)

where fµβ (y) is uniquely determined by the profile of temperature and the distribution of the
masses, we discuss about this function in Section 5.1 and Appendix A, in particular its defini-
tion is given in (5.5) (See Remark (1.2) as well).
Notice that total momentum

∫ 1
0 p(y, t)dy, is conserved by the evolution equation (1.4), thanks

to the boundary condition r(0, t) = r(1, t) = 0. This fact further justifies our assumption
∫ 1
0 p̄(y)dy = 0.

The main result of this manuscript is that, after hyperbolic rescaling of time and space, the
empirical density of elongation, momentum, and energy, i.e. r, p, e, averaged under the locally
Gibbs state ρnp̄,r̄,β, converge to the solution of the macroscopic equation (1.4). The precise
statement of the result is given in Theorem 2.1.

A similar result has been obtained for the classical counterpart of this system in [5]. The
first feature of the system which permits us to close the equation for the energy and prove the
hydrodynamic limit is the localization phenomena expressed in Lemma 6.2 mathematically. In
fact, models of disordered chains (both classical and quantum mechanical) have been studied
extensively in the literature (see e.g., [2], [38], [10], [15], [35] for classical and [31] for quantum
mechanical). Most of these models exhibit properties similar to the Anderson Insulator [3] i.e.
certain eigenmodes of these chains are spatially localized. In our case, the random matrix ap-
pearing in the analysis of our system is M−1∆, where M is the diagonal matrix of the masses.
We denote the set of eigenvectors of M−1∆ by {ψk}n−1

k=0 , where they are ordered according to
their corresponding eigenvalues. One can deduce from the conservation of momentum that the
ground state of this matrix is fixed, also known as "symmetry protected mode" [22]. Conse-
quently, the localization length diverges as we approach the ground state, namely for k ∼ nγ ,
such that γ ∈ [0, 12) is chosen properly. In fact, one can observe that the localization length ξk
behaves asymptotically as ξk ∼ ω2

k ∼ ( kn)
2, as we take the limit k

n → 0 properly (see e.g. [2],

[38]), where ωk denotes the eigenvalue of the clean chain with unit mass 1, i.e. ωk = |2 sin
(
π k
n

)
|.

Moreover, high modes (when k is not close to zero) are completely localized.
In the microscopic level, the modes with k ≪ √

n remain extended, i.e., similar to the eigen-
modes of the clean chain (Fourier modes). First, the macroscopic evolution of r, p follows this
low modes, this is proven via a mass homogenization in Section 4. Moreover, in the microscopic
and macroscopic level, we decompose the energy into the thermal and mechanical part. In the
macroscopic level, by solving (1.4), the evolution of the energy is purely mechanical; in the
microscopic level low modes transport the mechanical energy, this fact is proven in Lemma
6.1. In fact, the convergence of the microscopic mechanical energy to the macroscopic one

1By "clean" we refer to the chain with all the masses are equal.
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can be deduced from the results of Section 4; in particular, the pointwise convergence of the
momentum and elongation in Step 4 of Section 4. In the macroscopic scale, the thermal part
of the energy does not evolve in time, since the macroscopic evolution of the energy is purely
mechanical. In the microscopic level, the similar phenomenon can be proven thanks to the lo-
calization phenomena where we expressed in lemma 6.2, 6.3, exploiting the estimates appeared
in [5], [2], [38]. In fact, since the high modes, i.e. k ≫ √

n are localized, the thermal part of
the energy (Thermal fluctuations) does not evolve in time, this has been proven in Lemma 6.4.
Notice that the following Remark is a direct consequence of this lemma:

Remark 1.1. In Lemma 6.4, the proof can be adapted easily for other time scales, where, we
rescale time by a factor nα with α ≥ 1. Therefore, the temperature’s profile does not evolve in
time at any time scale nαt for α ≥ 1, including diffusive timescale, which means the thermal
diffusion coefficient vanishes.

The main difference of our model with the classical counterpart [5] stems from the fact that
the Gibbs state ρnp̄,r̄,β (2.9) is not a product state, since the energies of nearest neighbor particles
do not commute with each other in the quantum case. This issue leads to some technical diffi-
culties for obtaining certain bounds, which is treated by diagonalizing the pseudo-Hamiltonian
Hn

β (2.10), appearing in the definition of ρnp̄,r̄,β.
However, the more fundamental issue arising here is that for a fixed realization of the masses,
〈ẽx〉ρn , i.e., the average of the thermal energy of the particle x, which is computed in (3.47) and
(3.46), depends on the whole configuration of the masses and the whole profile of the temper-
ature (β( 1n ), . . . , β(

n
n)). In contrast, in the classical case it was simply equal to β−1

x = β(xn)
−1.

This difference also reflects in the macroscopic equation (1.4) in the function fµβ , which is de-

fined in (5.5). In contrast to the classical case, where it was equal to 1
β(y) . Notice that the

quantum nature of our system survives in the macroscopic limit only through this function. In
fact, in the limit ~ → 0, this function converges to its classical counterpart 1

β(y) .

Since for a fixed realization of the masses the microscopic average
〈
ẽ[ny]

〉

ρn
depends on the

whole configuration of the masses, one should think of it as a random variable. Moreover, a
priori, it is not clear that the desired limiting object limn→∞

1
n

∑n
x=1 f(

x
n)
〈
ẽ[ny]

〉

ρn
, will be

deterministic. We devote Section 5.1 and Appendix A to this issue. In order to show that
this limit is deterministic, we prove that at each point x, the average energy’s dependence on
the mass of a particle y, far away from x, decays sufficiently fast. Then we use the Strong
Law of Large Numbers for weakly dependent random variables. In order to prove this fact,
we use arguments similar to the decay of correlation. Here, we use the fact that the function√
z coth

√
z is analytic in a certain domain, then we expand the average expression, which can

be represented in terms of this function, and we use the fact that the matrices Aβ
p , A

β
r appearing

in the expansion are local, i.e. the mass of particle x only appears on the entries close to the
diagonal term (Aβ

p )xx; hence, the expectation of the first |x−y|
2 terms is factorized, and the rest

is small.

Remark 1.2. Notice that when n is finite,
〈
ẽ[ny]

〉

ρ
depends on the whole profile of temperature

(β( 1n), . . . , β(1)). We prove that as n → ∞, for any y ∈ (0, 1), fµβ (y) depends only on the

macroscopic temperature β(y). In fact, in Proposition A.1.2, we prove that fµβ (y) = fµ(β(y))
for all y ∈ (0, 1). Here, fµ(βeq) is the corresponding function in thermal equilibrium at inverse
temperature βeq, i.e., the case where β(y) = βeq, for all y ∈ [0, 1]. We define this function
in (A.1.2), and we observe that it is well defined (does not depend on y) in Corollary A.20.
Finally, notice that in the classical case fµ(βeq) =

1
βeq

, while in the quantum case one can observe
that this function depends on all the moments of the probability distribution of the masses µ.
Thanks to this observation, it is worth mentioning that in the classical case, the macroscopic
equations only reflects the expectation of the masses E(mx), whereas in the quantum case the
whole distribution appears in the macroscopic picture through the function fµ.

Remark 1.3. In the classical case, for a clean chain (all the masses are equal to m), in thermal
equilibrium (constant profile of temperature) the microscopic dynamic converges to the solution
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of the Euler equation (1.4), with fβ(y) =
1
β (see [5] Section 1.1). This fact is still true in the

quantum case, where one should modify the value of this constant function (See Remark 3.3
and Remark 6.5):

fβ = β−1

∫ 1

0

β~√
m

sin(πk) coth

(
β~√
m

sin(πk)

)

dk. (1.5)

Notice that the later expression in the classical limit ~ → 0, converges to the previous value of
fβ = β−1. Moreover, the asymptotic of fβ for large masses or high temperatures (m ≫ 1 or
β−1 ≫ 1) is equal to β−1 as well.
On the other hand, out of thermal equilibrium with an inhomogenous temperature’s profile, one
can observe that the randomness of the masses is essential. In fact, one can easily adapt the
argument in Section 1.1 of [5] to observe that for a clean chain, with a varying (inhomogenous)
temperature’s profile, although we have the wave equation, the evolution of the thermal energy
is not autonomous. This is in contrast to the disordered case where thermal energy does not
evolve in time. (See (1.22) in [5] for more details in the classical case).

Remark 1.4. Since other conserved quantities can be written as further gradients of p and
r (See In in (4.6) as an example), by using the same strategy as we used for the energy, we
can decompose them into two parts: one involving mechanical contributions, and the other
involving thermal contributions, similar to (6.47). The thermal terms will be constant in time,
using the similar argument we used for the thermal energy, thanks to the localization. However,
since the conserved quantities have been obtained by taking further gradient from r and p,
the mechanical terms vanish in hyperbolic scaling of time and space, and consequently, their
macroscopic transport will be suppressed in this scaling.

We conclude our introduction by mentioning that our result shed light on the transport
properties of disordered unpinned chain in the hyperbolic space time scale; mechanical energy’s
transport is ballistic, while thermal energy transport will be suppressed thanks to Anderson

Localization. In addition, concerning the other scaling, we observe that the transport of the
thermal energy will be suppressed at any larger time-scale.

2 Model Description And Results

We set the following conventions:

• In := {1, . . . , n}.
• I

0
n := {0, 1, . . . , n}.

• Denote the set of n × n real matrices by Mn(R), for A ∈ Mn(R) define A† to be the
transpose of A.

• We denote the inner product in R
n by 〈,〉n. Moreover, for x ∈ In, |x〉 stands for the

following member of the canonical basis of Rn: (0, . . . , 0, 1, 0, . . . , 0), where 1 appears in
the xth position. We usually denote vectors of Rn by Greek letters |ψ〉 , |φ〉 , |ϕ〉 , ....

• Let a be an operator (possibly unbounded), defined on a dense subset of the Hilbert space
Hn = L2(Rn−1), we denote the adjoint of a by a∗.

• diag(λ1, . . . , λn) denotes the diagonal matrix with values λi, i ∈ In on the diagonal.

The finite volume system of size n is defined as follows: Let Hn be the Hilbert space
Hn = L2(Rn−1) =

⊗n−1
x=1 L

2(R), denote the elements of Hn by bold ket notation: |ψ〉|ψ〉|ψ〉, and
〈ψ|φ〉〈ψ|φ〉〈ψ|φ〉 stands for the usual inner product in Hn.

We denote the space variable by ξξξ ∈ R
n−1. Let S(Rn−1) be the Schwartz space of functions

from R
n−1 to C, which is dense in Hn. For each x ∈ In−1, define the elongation operator rx on

S(Rn−1) as follows: ∀ξξξ ∈ R
n−1, and |ψ〉|ψ〉|ψ〉 ∈ S(Rn−1), we have

rx|ψ(ξ1, . . . , ξx, . . . , ξn−1)〉|ψ(ξ1, . . . , ξx, . . . , ξn−1)〉|ψ(ξ1, . . . , ξx, . . . , ξn−1)〉 = ξxξxξx|ψ(ξ1, . . . , ξx, . . . , ξn−1)〉|ψ(ξ1, . . . , ξx, . . . , ξn−1)〉|ψ(ξ1, . . . , ξx, . . . , ξn−1)〉.
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One could think of rx as the operator denoting the elongation of the spring between the particle
x and (x + 1). Moreover, for each x ∈ In, define the momentum operator px on S(Rn) as:
px = −i( ∂

∂ξξξx−1
− ∂

∂ξξξx
) i.e. for |ψ〉|ψ〉|ψ〉 ∈ S(Rn−1),

px|ψ(ξ1, . . . , ξx, . . . , ξn−1)〉|ψ(ξ1, . . . , ξx, . . . , ξn−1)〉|ψ(ξ1, . . . , ξx, . . . , ξn−1)〉 = −i
( ∂

∂ξξξx−1
− ∂

∂ξξξx

)

|ψ(ξ1, . . . , ξx, . . . , ξn−1)〉|ψ(ξ1, . . . , ξx, . . . , ξn−1)〉|ψ(ξ1, . . . , ξx, . . . , ξn−1)〉,

where, we assume the free boundary condition r0 = rn = 0. This means p1 = i ∂
∂ξξξ1

, and

pn = −i ∂
∂ξξξn−1

, or ∂
∂ξ0

= ∂
∂ξn

= 0. This condition means that the center of mass momentum

vanishes, i.e. p̂o :=
∑n

x=1 px = 0. Notice that this boundary condition can be understood as
q0 = q1, and qn = qn+1, in the position picture (See Appendix B).

Although this system is usually described in terms of the position and momentum operators
as in (1.1), it is more convenient to work with elongation operators instead of position opera-
tors. For the reader’s convenience, in Appendix B we illustrate the relation between these two
pictures.

The canonical commutation relations (CCR) in this coordinates read:

[rx, ry] = [px, py] = 0, [rx, py] = i
(
δx,(y−1) − δx,y

)
, ∀x ∈ In−1, y ∈ In, (2.1)

where [a, b] = ab− ba.
In terms of these operators, Hamiltonian operator is defined on S(Rn−1) by

Hn =
1

2

n∑

x=1

( p2x
mx

+ r2x

)

, (2.2)

where {mx}∞x=1 are i.i.d positive random variables, defined on a probability space (Ω,F ,P).
We assume that the the law of these random variables have a smooth density µ(x), compactly
supported on the set [mmin,mmax], where mmin > 0. We denote the expectation with respect
to P by E, and E(mx) = m̄. These assumptions inspired from [5], [2], in order to facilitate the
application of the results concerning Anderson Localization.

Furthermore, for any x ∈ In, define the operator ex = 1
2(

p2x
mx

+ r2x) as the energy of the
particle x. It is well known that px, rx, hence ex and Hn are essentially self-adjoint [34].
Consequently we can consider their closure on Hn, that we denote with the same symbols (see
e.g., [34], [31]). The domain of Hn will be denoted by D(Hn) ⊂ L2(Rn−1).

The time evolution of the chain is given by the so-called Heisenberg dynamics generated
by the Hamiltonian Hn. Since Hn is self-adjoint, by spectral theory e−iHnt is well defined
for any t ∈ R. Furthermore, using Stone’s theorem, we define the one parameter group of
authomorphism τnt on B(Hn) as follows:

a(t) := τnt (a) = eitHnae−itHn , ∀a ∈ B(Hn), (2.3)

where B(Hn) denotes the set of bounded operators on Hn. Notice that a(t) is the solution of
Heisenberg equation:

ȧ = i[Hn, a], a(0) = a0, (2.4)

where [a, b] = ab−ba, and we use the notation ȧ(t) := ∂ta(t). This equation holds in the strong
sense on the proper domain.
Again by using Stone’s theorem, one can extend the domain of this dynamic to certain un-

bounded operators. Here we can do this task for operators such as rx, qx, and ex = 1
2(

p2x
mx

+ r2x)
(see e.g. [31],[34],[7] [8]). We denote τnt (rx), τ

n
t (px), and τnt (ex) by rx(t), px(t), ex(t), respec-

tively. In particular, using the canonical commutation relations (CCR), these operators satisfy
the following equations:

ṗx(t) = rx(t)− rx−1(t), ∀x ∈ In,

ṙx(t) =
px+1(t)

mx+1
− px(t)

mx
, ∀x ∈ In−1,

(2.5)

6



where one should recall the boundary condition r0 = rn = 0, in the first equation.

Let M = diag(m1, . . . ,mn)) denotes matrix of masses, ∇− ∈ R
n×(n−1) be the matrix of

discrete gradient with fixed boundary condition, and ∇+ ∈ R
(n−1)×n be the discrete gradient

with free boundary condition. These matrices have the following explicit form:

M(x, y) = mxδx,y 1 ≤ x, y ≤ n,

∇−(x, y) =







1 x = y, 1 ≤ x, y ≤ n− 1,

−1 x = y + 1, 1 ≤ y ≤ n− 1,

0 otherwise, 1 ≤ x ≤ n, 1 ≤ y ≤ n− 1,

∇+ = −(∇−)
†,

(2.6)

where (.)† represents the transpose (in case of complex matrices complex conjugate) of a ma-
trix. Formally, we have: for f ∈ R

n−1, (∇−f)x = fx − fx−1, for x ∈ In with fn = 0, and for
f ∈ R

n, (∇+f)x = fx+1 − fx, for every x ∈ In−1.

Taking advantage of these matrices, one can write the equation of motion (2.5) in the
following form:

ṗ = ∇−r, ṙ = ∇+M
−1p, (2.7)

where p and r denote the vector of momentum and elongation operators, i.e. p = p(t) =
(p1(t), p2(t), . . . , pn(t)), and r(t) = (r1(t), r2(t), . . . , rn−1(t)). Notice that this equation can be
solved explicitly, we do this task in the next section. In fact, given the explicit expression for
p(t) and r(t) from (3.22), one can check that (2.7) holds in strong sense on D(Hn), and this
solution can be extended to the proper domain 2 by linearity.
Finally, define ∆, the discrete Laplacian matrix with free boundary condition, as

∆ = ∇−∇+. (2.8)

Hence, we have ∀f ∈ R
n, (∆f)x = fx+1 − 2fx + fx−1, for x ∈ In, with free boundary condition

fn+1 = fn, f0 = f1.
Given p̄, r̄ ∈ C1([0, 1]), such that r̄(0) = r̄(1) = 0,

∫ 1
0 p̄(y)dy = 0, and β ∈ C0([0, 1]), such

that ∀y ∈ [0, 1], 0 < βmin ≤ β(y) ≤ βmax, correspondingly, we define the locally Gibbs state as
the density matrix operator acting on Hn given by

ρnp̄,r̄,β =
1

Zn
exp

(

−1

2

n∑

x=1

[β(xn)

mx
(px − p̄(

x

n
)
mx

m̄
)2 + β(

x

n
)(rx − r̄(

x

n
))2
]
)

. (2.9)

This means initially we let the chain to be in the locally Gibbs state such that the elongation
and momentum be out of mechanical equilibrium, and their initial "average" coming from a
smooth profile. Moreover, we have a smooth profile of temperature. We drop the subscript
and superscripts of ρ whenever it makes no confusion. Here Zn is a normalizing constant such

that Tr
(

ρnp̄,r̄,β

)

= 1. Note that in this expression p̄(xn ), r̄(
x
n) have been multiplied by the

identity operator. It is more convenient to define the density operator in terms of the following
pseudo-Hamiltonian:

Hn
β =

1

2

n∑

x=1

( βx
mx

(
px − (

mx

m̄
)p̄x
)2

+ βx(rx − r̄x)
2
)

, (2.10)

where we wrote the following terms in shorthanded manner: βx := β(xn), p̄x := p̄(xn ), r̄x := r̄(xn).
Note that it would be more appropriate to write this operator as Hn

β(.), since it actually depends

2One can take ∩n−1
k=1 (D(b̂k) ∩ D(b̂∗k)) as the proper domain, which is dense in Hn.
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on the function β(.). However, we use the notation Hn
β , whenever it does not make any

confusion. Then we have

ρnp̄,r̄,β = exp
(
−Hn

β

)
. (2.11)

First, observe that Hn
β is essentially self-adjoint on S(Rn−1) (see e.g. [34], [31], [8]), and denote

its closure with the same symbol. Furthermore, one can check that Hn
β has a discrete spectrum

with non-negative eigenvalues. In fact, we can write Hn
β in terms of the sum of free bosonic

operators, and we can obtain the spectrum explicitly. We do this task in details in Section 3 .
Hence, using spectral theory and properties of β(.) in our assumption, one can observe that ρ
is well defined and trace-class.
Therefore, for every operator a, if aρ is a trace class operator, we can define the "average of
the observable a in the state ρ", i.e. 〈a〉ρ as:

〈a〉ρ = Tr(ρa). (2.12)

In particular, one can observe that 〈px〉ρ, 〈rx〉ρ, and 〈ex〉ρ are well defined.
Fix T > 0, and consider the following system of conservation laws:

∂tr(y, t) =
1

m̄
∂yp(y, t),

∂tp(y, t) = ∂yr(y, t),

∂te(y, t) =
1

m̄
∂y(r(y, t)p(y, t)),

(2.13)

where r(y, t) ∈ C1([0, 1] × [0, T ]), p(y, t), e(y, t) ∈ C1([0, 1] × [0, T ]). We impose the following
boundary condition

∀t ∈ [0, T ], r(0, t) = r(1, t) = 0, (2.14)

and we add the following initial datum:

r(y, 0) = r̄(y), p(y, 0) = p̄(y), e(y, 0) =
1

2

( p̄(y)2

m̄
+ r̄(y)2

)

+ fµβ (y). (2.15)

Here p̄ and r̄ are the same functions that appeared in the definition of the Gibbs state (2.9),
and fµβ (y) = fµ(β(y)), where fµ(βeq) for βeq ∈ (0,∞), is a function which can be determined
uniquely by the law of the distribution of the masses µ. (See (5.5), (5.34) for the definition,
Section 5.1 and Appendix A).
One should recall

∫ 1
0 p̄(y)dy = 0, and r̄(0) = r̄(1). Observe that

∫ 1
0 p(y, t)dy is conserved by

(2.13), thanks to the boundary condition (2.14), justifying the assumption
∫ 1
0 p̄(y)dy = 0 (See

Remark B.2, B.1).

Note that since the initial datum for r and p is regular, this equation has a unique classical
solution in r and p, (see e.g. [20], Section 7).

Now we are prepared to present the main theorem of this manuscript, which states that the
empirical distribution of the average of (r, p, e) with respect to initial state ρ, after hyperbolic
scaling of time and space converges to the solution of (2.13) with (2.14) and initial datum
(2.15). Precisely, we have:

Theorem 2.1. Let f ∈ C0([0, 1]) be an arbitrary test function. Fix T > 0 and let t ∈ [0, T ].
Recall the definition of the initial state ρ (2.9), and let p̄, r̄, and β satisfy the assumptions
stated in the definition of (2.9). Then, let (r(nt), p(nt), e(nt)) be the evolved operators in
the Heisenberg picture with the dynamics generated by the Hamiltonian (2.2). Moreover, let
the (r(y, t),p(y, t), e(y, t)) be the solution to (2.13) with boundary condition (2.14) and initial
datum (2.15). Then as n → ∞, we have the following almost sure convergence with respect to
distribution of the masses:
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1

n

n∑

x=1

f(
x

n
) 〈rx(nt)〉ρ →

∫ 1

0
f(y)r(y, t)dy, (2.16)

1

n

n∑

x=1

f(
x

n
) 〈px(nt)〉ρ →

∫ 1

0
f(y)p(y, t)dy, (2.17)

1

n

n∑

x=1

f(
x

n
) 〈ex(nt)〉ρ →

∫ 1

0
f(y)e(y, t)dy. (2.18)

The rest of this paper is devoted to the proof of Theorem 2.1. The sketch of the proof
and organization of the paper is as follows: One can recall a similar theorem for the classical
harmonic chain from ([5], Theorem 1), the main difference here lies in the fact that we cannot
write our Gibbs state ρ as a product state, since the energy of each site does not commute with
its neighbors. In order to deal with this difficulty, we write Hn

β , which appeared in the definition

of ρ = exp
(

−Hn
β

)

, in terms of free bosonic operators (using Bogoliubov or quantum canonical

transformation), and then compute the average of suitable operators in this new basis. These
computations enable us to obtain appropriate bounds in order to prove 2.1.

Moreover, we use the explicit form of the solution to the equation of motion (2.7) in our
proof; hence, we use another Bogoliubov transformation in order to solve the equation of
motion. We devote Section 3 to these transformations and corresponding bounds.

Then we deal with the evolution of (r, p) in Section 4. This part is similar in spirit to
the classical case, since all the operators can be written as the linear combination of bosonic
operators. However, our proof will be different from the one in [5].

We devote the last two sections to prove (2.18). As we sketched before, to prove (2.18) at
t = 0, we need SLLN (Strong Law of Large Numbers) for 〈ex〉ρ. In order to prove the SLLN,
we need to show that the dependence of 〈ex〉 on mz is exponentially decaying for z being far
away from x, we devote Section 5.1 to prove this fact.

Finally, in Section 6, we exploit the localization phenomenon in order to prove (2.18) for
any t ∈ (0, T ], as we explained in Section 1.

3 Preliminary Bounds

3.1 Hamiltonain Diagonalization

Recall the Hamiltonian Hn (2.2), and the operator Hn
β(.) acting on L2(Rn−1). These op-

erators have discrete spectrums, and the full set of their eigenvalues and eigenfunctions can
be represented rather explicitly, thanks to the quantum canonical transformation also known
as Bugoliubov Transformation, (see e.g. [7],[13],[31] for a through discussion). We recall here
these transformations in details. The solution to the equation of motion is expressed in terms
of this new coordinates. Furthermore, these transformations have the localization properties,
enabling us to close the equation and prove the hydrodynamic limit.

Let 〈, 〉n denotes the inner product in R
n, we drop the subscript whenever it does not make

any confusion. We express the canonical basis of Rn by |x〉, for x ∈ In. By abusing the notation,
we use the same symbol for a linear combination of operators or for the product of two vector
of commuting operators. Using this notation we have:

Hn =
1

2

(
〈p,M−1p〉n + 〈r, r〉n−1

)
. (3.1)

Consider the following matrix:

A0
p :=M− 1

2 (−∆)M− 1
2 ∈ R

n×n, (3.2)

this matrix is symmetric, positive semidefinite and almost surely, it has a non-degenerate
spectrum (it is evident by using proposition II.1 of [27]). Let 0 = ω2

0 < ω2
1 < · · · < ω2

n−1, be the
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set of eigenvalues of this matrix in the increasing order, and let {ϕk}n−1
k=0 be their corresponding

eigenvectors, such that they form an orthonormal basis for Rn, where we have 〈ϕk, ϕj〉 = δk,j.

Observe that we have ϕ0 = (
∑n

x=1mx)
− 1

2M
1
2 |1〉, where |1〉 denotes the vector (1, 1, . . . , 1)†.

Define the operators p̂k,∀k ∈ I
0
n−1 to be the following linear combination of px:

p̂k = 〈ϕk,M− 1
2 p〉n =

n∑

x=1

ϕk
x√
mx

px. (3.3)

Taking into account the definition of ϕ0, one can check that p̂o :=
∑n

x=1 px = 0 =

(
∑n

x=1mx)
1
2 p̂0, thanks to the imposed boundary condition.

On the other hand let
A0

r := −∇+M
−1∇−, (3.4)

due to the positivity assumption on M , one can observe that A0
r is a (n− 1)× (n− 1) positive

symmetric matrix. Moreover, if we let for k ∈ In−1, φ
k := 1

ωk
∇+M

− 1
2ϕk, we have:

A0
rφ

k = − 1

ωk
∇+M

−1∇−
(
∇+M

− 1
2ϕk

)
=

1

ωk
∇+M

− 1
2
(
M− 1

2 (−∆)M− 1
2
)
ϕk

=
1

ωk
∇+M

− 1
2 (ω2

k)ϕ
k = ω2

kφ
k,

〈φk, φk′〉n−1 =
1

ωkωk′
〈∇+M

− 1
2ϕk,∇+M

− 1
2ϕk′〉n−1 =

1

ωkωk′
〈ϕk,M− 1

2 (−∆)M− 1
2ϕk′〉n

=
ωk′

ωk
〈ϕk, ϕk′〉n = δk,k′ .

(3.5)

Hence, {φk}n−1
k=1 is the full set of eigenvectors for A0

r with the same set of eigenvalues as A0
p:

{ω2
1 , . . . ω

2
n−1}. Therefore, they form an orthonormal basis for R

n−1. Now define r̂k, for every
k ∈ In−1 as

r̂k := 〈φk, r〉n−1. (3.6)

Let us denote the operator sx := −i∂/∂ξξξx , so we have px = −(sx − sx−1), more precisely,
thanks to the definition of ∇− and the boundary condition r0 = rn = 0, we have:

p = −∇−s. (3.7)

The canonical commutation relation in the s coordinates reads:

∀x, y ∈ In−1, [rx, sy] = iδx,y. (3.8)

Therefore, one can compute [rk, pk′ ]:

[rk, p
′
k] =

[ 〈

φk, r
〉

n−1
,
〈

ϕk′ ,M− 1
2 p
〉

n

]

=
[ 〈

φk, r
〉

n−1
,−
〈

ϕk′ ,M− 1
2∇−s

〉

n

]

=
[ 〈

φk, r
〉

n−1
,
〈

ωk′∇+M
− 1

2ϕk′ , s
〉

n−1

]

= ωk′

[ 〈

φk, r
〉

n−1
,
〈

φk
′

, s
〉

n−1

]

= ωk′

n−1∑

x,y=1

φkxφ
k′

y [rx, sy] = ωk′

n−1∑

x,y=1

φkxφ
k′

y iδx,y = iωk′

n−1∑

x=1

φkxφ
k′

x = iωkδk,k′ ,

(3.9)

where we used the identities (∇−)† = −∇+ and ∇+M
− 1

2ϕk = ωkφ
k as well as the fact that

{φk}(n−1)
k=1 is an orthonormal basis. Since [rx, ry] = [px, py] = 0, we can sum up the commutation

relation for our new coordinates as follows:

∀k, k′ ∈ I
0
n−1, [r̂k, p̂k′ ] = iωkδk,k′ , [r̂k, r̂k′ ] = [p̂k, p̂k′ ] = 0. (3.10)

Later, we benefit from the inverse of (3.3) and (3.6). Let O and Õ be orthogonal matrices
of eigenvectors of A0

p and A0
r , respectively. Hence, O†O = OO† = In, Õ†Õ = ÕÕ† = In−1. In
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other words:
∑n−1

k=0 ϕ
k
xϕ

k
y =

∑n−1
k=1 φ

k
xφ

k
y = δx,y. Therefore, the inverse expressions read:

p =M
1
2Op̂, px =

√
mx

n−1∑

k=0

ϕk
xp̂k,

r = Õr̂, rx =
n−1∑

k=0

φkxr̂k.

(3.11)

Here, p̂, r̂ denote the vector of corresponding operators in the transformed coordinate.
The Hamiltonian Hn can be written in terms of these new coordinates:

Hn =
1

2
(〈p,M−1p〉n + 〈r, r〉n−1) =

1

2

(
〈M 1

2Op̂,M− 1
2Op̂〉n + 〈Õr̂, Õr̂〉n−1

)

=
1

2
(〈p̂, p̂〉n + 〈r̂, r̂〉n−1) =

1

2
p̂20 +

1

2

n−1∑

k=1

(p̂2k + r̂2k) =
1

2

n−1∑

k=1

(p̂2k + r̂2k),
(3.12)

where we used the identities O†O = OO† = In, Õ
†Õ = ÕÕ† = In−1 and the fact that p̂0 = 0.

We introduce the operators b̂k with their adjoints b̂∗k as follows:

b̂k =
1√
2ωk

(r̂k + ip̂k), (3.13)

b̂∗k =
1√
2ωk

(r̂k − ip̂k). (3.14)

Notice that (3.14) was deduced from the fact that p̂k, r̂k are self-adjoint. These operators
are the bosonic creation and annihilation operators. Using (3.10), one can verify that they
satisfy the annihilation-creation form of the canonical commutation relation:

[b̂k, b̂
∗
k′ ] = δk,k′ [b̂k, b̂k′ ] = [b̂∗k, b̂

∗
k′ ] = 0. (3.15)

Furthermore, we can express the Hamiltonian as follows, using the identity ωk b̂
∗
kb̂k = 1

2(r̂
2
k +

p̂2k − ωk

2 ), thanks to (3.10):

Hn =
n−1∑

k=1

ωk(b̂
∗
k b̂k +

1

2
). (3.16)

Having (3.16), with the commutation relation (3.15), full spectrum of Hn (which is discrete)
and the corresponding eigenfunctions are quite well known (see e.g. [21] Section 9 or [31]).
We describe this spectrum and its corresponding eigenfunctions as follows: recall the space
variable ξξξ ∈ R

n−1, similar to (3.6), define the new space coordinate ξ̂ξξk :=
〈
φk, ξξξ

〉

n−1
for

k ∈ I
0
n−1. Let |Φ0〉|Φ0〉|Φ0〉 ∈ L2(Rn−1) be the unique normalized solution of

∀k ∈ In−1, b̂k|Φ0〉|Φ0〉|Φ0〉 =
1√
2

( r̂k√
ωk

+
√
ωk∂/∂ξ̂ξξk

)∣
∣
∣Φ0(ξ̂ξξ1, . . . , ξ̂ξξn−1)

〉∣
∣
∣Φ0(ξ̂ξξ1, . . . , ξ̂ξξn−1)

〉∣
∣
∣Φ0(ξ̂ξξ1, . . . , ξ̂ξξn−1)

〉

= 0.

Then, |Φ0〉|Φ0〉|Φ0〉 will be the ground state of Hn with the corresponding eigenvalue (energy) E0 =
1
2

∑n−1
k=1 ωk = 1

2 Tr
(

ω
1
2

)

= 1
2 Tr

(

(−∆M−1)
1
2

)

, where ω = diag(ω2
1 , . . . , ω

2
n−1). Let N be the set

of nonnegative integers, for every θ̄ ∈ N
n−1, θ̄ = (θ1, . . . , θn−1) define Eθ̄ as:

Eθ̄ = E0 +
n−1∑

k=1

ωkθk. (3.17)

Then E = {Eθ̄|θ̄ ∈ N
n−1} is the set of eigenvalues of Hn with the corresponding eigenfunctions

|Φθ̄〉|Φθ̄〉|Φθ̄〉, where they form an orthonormal basis for Hn. One can write these eigenfunctions as
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follows:3:

|Φθ̄〉|Φθ̄〉|Φθ̄〉 =
n−1∏

k=1

(b̂∗k)
θk

√
θk!

|Φ0〉|Φ0〉|Φ0〉. (3.18)

Finally, we address the time evolution of the momentum and elongation operator. First,
the time evolution of the bosonic operators b̂k and b̂∗k, i.e. the action of the Heisenberg dynamic
τnt (2.3) on these operators is given by:

τnt (b̂k) =: b̂k(t) = e−iωktb̂k(0), τnt (b̂
∗
k) =: b̂∗k(t) = eiωktb∗k(0), (3.19)

where the current form of the Hamiltonian (3.16), and the commutation relations (3.15), have
been used, with b̂k(0) = b̂k and b̂∗k(0) = b̂∗k. Note that τnt (b̂k) =: b̂k(t) = e−iωktb̂k(0) is the

unique solution of the Heisenberg evolution equation
˙̂
bk = i[Hn, b̂

k] = −iωkb̂k, where we used
(3.15). This equation holds in the strong sense on D(Hn) and the solution can be extended to
D(b̂k) by linearity.
Rewriting p̂k(0), r̂k(0), for k ∈ In−1 in terms of creation and annihilation operators from (3.13)
and (3.14) gives:

p̂k(0) = i

√
ωk

2
(b̂∗k(0)− b̂k(0)), r̂k(t) =

√
ωk

2
(b̂k(0) + b̂∗k(0)). (3.20)

By applying (3.19), we end up with:

p̂k(t) = i

√
ωk

2
(b̂∗k(0)e

−iωkt − b̂k(0)e
iωkt) = cos(ωkt)p̂k(0)− sin(ωkt)r̂k(0)

= 〈M− 1
2ϕk, p(0)〉 cos(ωkt)− 〈φk, r(0)〉 sin(ωkt),

r̂k(t) =

√
ωk

2
(b̂k(0)e

−iωkt + b̂∗k(0)e
iωkt) = cos(ωkt)r̂k(0) + sin(ωkt)p̂k(0)

= 〈φk, r(0)〉 cos(ωkt) + 〈M− 1
2ϕk, p(0)〉 sin(ωkt),

(3.21)

Lastly, exploiting the relation (3.11) the time evolution of p and r i.e. p(t) := τnt (p) and
r(t) := τnt (r) is given by:

p(t) =

n−1∑

k=0

M
1
2ϕkp̂k(t) =

n−1∑

k=0

(
cos(ωkt)p̂k(0) − sin(ωkt)r̂k(0)

)
M

1
2ϕk

=

n−1∑

k=0

(
〈M− 1

2ϕk, p(0)〉 cos(ωkt)− 〈φk, r(0)〉 sin(ωkt)
)
M

1
2ϕk,

px(t) =

n−1∑

k=0

√
mxϕ

k
xp̂k(t) =

n−1∑

k=0

(
cos(ωkt)p̂k(0) − sin(ωkt)r̂k(0)

)√
mxϕ

k
x,

r(t) =
n−1∑

k=1

φkrk(t) =
n−1∑

k=1

(
cos(ωkt)r̂k(0) + sin(ωkt)p̂k(0)

)
φk

=
n−1∑

k=1

(
〈φk, r(0)〉 cos(ωkt) + 〈M− 1

2ϕk, p(0)〉 sin(ωkt)
)
φk,

rx(t) =
n−1∑

k=1

φkxrk(t) =
n−1∑

k=1

(
cos(ωkt)r̂k(0) + sin(ωkt)p̂k(0)

)
φkx.

(3.22)

3One can describe |Φθ̄〉|Φθ̄〉|Φθ̄〉 more precisely as
∣
∣
∣Φθ̄(ξ̂ξξ1, . . . , ξ̂ξξn−1)

〉∣
∣
∣Φθ̄(ξ̂ξξ1, . . . , ξ̂ξξn−1)

〉∣
∣
∣Φθ̄(ξ̂ξξ1, . . . , ξ̂ξξn−1)

〉

=
∏

k fθk(ξ̂ξξk), where fθk(x) =

1√
θk!

(ωk

π
)

1

4 e−
ω
k
x
2

2 Hθk(
√
2ωkx), and Hj stands or the jth hermite polynomial. Note that the aforementioned set

E is the full spectrum of Hn, since the collection of their corresponding eigenfunctions create a complete orthonormal
basis for L2(Rn−1).
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Remark 3.1. It is worth mentioning that following [31], the process of rewriting a quadratic
Hamiltonian in terms of free bosons can be done in a more general setting. In fact, this task
is doable for any Hamiltonian of the form H = 1

2 〈(q, p), A(q, p)〉2n, such that A ∈ M2n(R) is
a positive symmetric matrix. This fact is a direct consequence of Williamson’s theorem (see,
[13] section 8.3). This theorem states that any positive symmetric matrix A ∈ M2n(R) can
be diagonalized via a sympletic matrix S. Recall that S is sympletic, if and only if we have
SJS† = J , where

J =

[
0 In

−In 0

]

.

Using this theorem, one can define the new coordinates (p̂, q̂)† = S−1(p, q)†. Here v† denotes
the transpose of the vector v. Thanks to the properties of S (see Remark 2.4 of [13]) the
canonical commutation relation for these new coordinates is evident i.e. ∀x, y ∈ In, [p̂x, p̂y] =
[q̂x, q̂y] = 0, and [q̂x, p̂y] = iδx,y. Moreover, S diagonalizes A, i.e. SAS† = λ2, where λ2 =
diag(λ21, . . . , λ

2
n, (λ

′
1)

2, . . . , (λ′n)
2). And the Hamiltonian reads: H = 1

2

∑n
x=1(λ

′
x)

2(p̂2x + γ2xq̂
2
x),

with γx = λx

λ′

x
. Finally, the bosonic operators are given by Bx = 1√

2
(
√
γxq̂x + ip̂x√

γx
), where

[Bx, By] = [B∗
x, B

∗
y ] = 0, and [Bx, B

∗
y ] = δx,y. Moreover, the Hamiltonian can be written as

H =
∑n

x=1(λ
′
x)

2γx(B
∗
xBx +

1
2), which is sum of free bosons as we desired.

In a more physical setup, we have H = 1
2(〈p, Vpp〉n + 〈q, Vqq〉n), such that Vp, Vq ∈ Mn(R)

are positive and symmetric. In this situation, we can express the desired transformation in the

following explicit manner: In this case since V
1
2
q VpV

1
2
q is positive and symmetric, let O be the

orthogonal matrix such that O†V
1
2
p VqV

1
2
p O = γ2 =: diag(γ21 , . . . , γ

2
n). Then S (the sympletic

transformation introduced above) has the following form:

S =

[

V
1
2
p O 0

0 V
− 1

2
p O

]

.

Moreover, the Hamiltonian can be written as:

H =
1

2

n∑

k=1

p̂2k + γ2k q̂
2
k =

n∑

k=1

γk(B
∗
kBk +

1

2
),

where the bosonic operators are defined as before: Bk := 1√
2
(
√
γkq̂k + i p̂k√

γk
). In this remark,

we followed the notation in [12]. Notice that in order to diagonalize Hn and Hβ
n , we adapted

the same strategy to our setup, where we have the Hamiltonian in terms of r coordinates. 4

3.2 Density operator diagonalisation

Recall the definition (2.9) of locally Gibbs state ρ = exp
(

−Hn
β

)

, where Hn
β is defined in

(2.10). In this section, we recall the necessary transformation for rewriting Hn
β in terms of

free bosons, following the lines of Remark 3.1. This helps us to compute certain averages with
respect to ρ.
We begin by defining the following operators:

p̃x := px −
mx

m̄
p̄x, ∀x ∈ In,

r̃x = rx − r̄x, ∀x ∈ In−1,
(3.23)

Observe that Hn
β can be written as:

Hn
β =

1

2

(
〈p̃,M−1

β p̃〉n + 〈r̃, βor̃〉n−1

)
, (3.24)

4This modification stems from the fact that in our case Vx is not positive definite and has a zero eigenvalue.
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where Mβ =Mβ̃−1, with β̃ := diag(β( 1n ), . . . , β(
n
n)) and βo := diag(β( 1n), . . . , β(

n−1
n )). Define

Aβ
p and Aβ

r , similar to A0
r and A0

p as:

Aβ
p =M

− 1
2

β (−∇−β
0∇+)M

− 1
2

β , Aβ
r = (βo)

1
2 (−∇+M

−1
β ∇−)(β

o)
1
2 . (3.25)

Since Aβ
p is symmetric positive semidefinite with almost sure non-degenerate spectrum, let

{ψk}n−1
k=0 be the orthonormal set of eigenvectors for Aβ

p , such that they form a basis for R
n.

Then the corresponding set of increasing eigenvalues is given by {0 = γ20 < γ21 < · · · < γ2n−1}.
Denote the matrix of these eigenvectors by Oβ . We have OβO

†
β = O†

βOβ = In, 〈ψk, ψk′〉 =
∑n

x=1 ψ
k
xψ

k′
x = δk,k′ , and

∑n−1
k=0 ψ

k
xψ

k′
y = δx,y. Note that we have ψ0 = (

∑n
x=1

mx

βx
)−

1
2M

1
2
β |1〉.

Moreover, Aβ
r is symmetric positive definite, and one can see if for k ∈ In−1,

ψ̃k :=
1

γk
(βo)

1
2∇+M

− 1
2

β ψk,

then {ψ̃k}n−1
k=1 is the set of eigenvectors of Aβ

r with similar eigenvalues γ21 < · · · < γ2n−1. Hence,

they form an orthonormal basis for Rn−1. Denote the matrix of these eigenvectors by Õβ, with

ÕβÕ
†
β = Õ†

βÕβ = In−1. This claim follows from the following computation:

Aβ
r ψ̃k =

1

γk
(βo)

1
2 (−∇+M

−1
β ∇−)(β

o)
1
2 (βo)

1
2∇+M

− 1
2

β ψk =
1

γk
(βo)

1
2∇+M

− 1
2

β Aβ
pψ

k = γ2kψ̃
k.

Define another set of coordinates p̃k, r̃k, similar to 3.3, 3.6, for k ∈ I
0
n−1:

p̃ = O†
βM

− 1
2

β p̃, p̃k = 〈ψk,M
− 1

2
β p̃〉n =

n∑

x=1

√

βx
mx

ψk
xp̃x,

r̃ = Õ†
β(β

o)
1
2 r̃, r̃k = 〈(βo) 1

2 ψ̃k, r̃〉n−1.

(3.26)

Let us define pk, rk as

pk = 〈ψk,M
− 1

2
β p〉n, rk = 〈(βo) 1

2 ψ̃k, r〉n−1. (3.27)

Notice that pk and rk, differs with p̃ and r̃k only by a constant, respectively. In particular,
thanks to the expression of ψ0 we have:

p̃0 =

(
n∑

x=1

mx

βx

)− 1
2
(

n∑

x=1

px −
n∑

x=1

p̄(
x

n
)
mx

m̄

)

=: −λΠ0, (3.28)

where we take advantage of the fact
∑n

x=1 px = 0, and we defined the (random) constants

λ :=

(
n∑

x=1

mx

βx

)− 1
2

, Π0 :=

n∑

x=1

p̄(
x

n
)
mx

m̄
. (3.29)

Similar to the previous section, we have the inverse transformations:

p̃ =M
1
2
β Oβ p̃, p̃x =

√
mx

βx

n−1∑

k=0

ψk
xp̃k,

r̃ = (βo)−
1
2 Õβ r̃, r̃x =

1√
βx

n−1∑

k=1

ψ̃k
x r̃k.

(3.30)

We express Hn
β in terms of these new coordinates, and obtain the desired diagonalization in

terms of independent oscillators:

Hn
β =

1

2
(〈p̃,M−1

β p̃〉n + 〈r̃, βor̃〉n−1) =
1

2

(

〈M
1
2
β Oβ p̃,M

− 1
2

β Oβ p̃〉+
〈

(βo)−
1
2 Õβ r̃, (β

o)
1
2 Õβ r̃

〉

n−1

)

=
1

2
(〈p̃, p̃〉n + 〈r̃, r̃〉n−1) =

p̃20
2

+
1

2

n−1∑

k=1

(p̃2k + r̃2k) =
λ2Π2

0

2
+

1

2

n−1∑

k=1

(p̃2k + r̃2k),

(3.31)
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where we used the identities OβO
†
β = In and ÕβÕ

†
β = In−1. Moreover, we take advantage of

(3.28) to replace p̃20 with a constant. The fact that (3.31) is sum of free uncoupled oscillators
is a direct consequence of the following commutation relations:

[p̃k, p̃k′ ] = [̃rk, r̃k′ ] = 0, [̃rk, p̃k′ ] = iγkδk,k′ , ∀k, k′ ∈ In−1. (3.32)

The first relation in (3.32) is evident from the definition. The second relation can be justified as
follows: Recall the operator sx = −i∂/∂ξξξx , where we had [rx, sy] = iδx,y. For any v,w ∈ R

n−1

we have (here we drop the subscript n− 1 in the 〈〉n−1 ):

[〈v, r〉 , 〈w, s〉] =
n−1∑

x,y=1

vxwy[rx, sy] =

n−1∑

x,y=1

vxwyiδx,y = i

n−1∑

x=1

vxwx = i 〈v,w〉n−1 . (3.33)

Therefore, by using the relation p = −∇−s, and thanks to(3.33), the definition of Aβ
p and its

eigenvectors ψk, we compute:

[̃rk, p̃k′ ] = [〈(βo) 1
2 ψ̃k, r〉n−1, 〈ψk′ ,M

− 1
2

β p〉n] = −[〈(βo) 1
2 ψ̃k, r〉n−1, 〈ψk′ ,M

− 1
2

β ∇−s〉n]

= [〈(βo) 1
2 ψ̃k, r〉n−1, 〈∇+M

− 1
2

β ψk′ , s〉n−1] = i〈(βo) 1
2 ψ̃k,∇+M

− 1
2

β ψk′〉n−1

= i
1

γk
〈M− 1

2
β (−∇−β

o∇+)M
− 1

2
β ψk, ψk′〉n =

i

γk
〈Aβ

pψ
k, ψk′〉n = iγkδk,k′ .

(3.34)

In the first equality we substitute r̃ and p̃ with r and p, since they only differ in a constant.

Now designate the bosonic operators b̃k, b̃
∗
k for k ∈ In−1 similar to (3.13). Their commuta-

tion relations, which can be deduced from (3.32), reads:

b̃k =
1√
2γk

(r̃k + ip̃k), b̃∗k =
1√
2γk

(r̃k − ip̃k),

[b̃k, b̃
∗
k′ ] = δk,k′ , [b̃k, b̃k′ ] = [b̃∗k, b̃

∗
k′ ] = 0.

(3.35)

The expression of Hn
β in terms of these operators is as follows:

Hn
β =

λ2Π2
0

2
+

n−1∑

k=1

γk(b̃
∗
kb̃k +

1

2
). (3.36)

Let us denote the constant
λ2Π2

0
2 by E0. Owing to (3.36), and the commutator relations in

(3.35), we can treat Hn
β as sum of independent oscillator. Therefore, we can deduce that this

operator has a full discrete spectrum, which can be described along with their corresponding
eigenfunctions explicitly; Let |Ψ0〉|Ψ0〉|Ψ0〉 ∈ L2(Rn−1) be the the ground state of Hn

β , with correspond-

ing energy (eigenvalue) Ẽ0 = E0 +
1
2

∑n−1
k=1 γk. Then the set of eigenvalues and eigenfunctions

can be labeled by θ̄ := (θ1, . . . , θn−1) ∈ N
n−1
0 :

Eθ̄ = Ẽ0 +

n−1∑

k=1

θkγk, |Ψθ̄〉|Ψθ̄〉|Ψθ̄〉 =
n−1∏

k=1

(b̃∗k)
θk

√
θk!

|Ψ0〉|Ψ0〉|Ψ0〉. (3.37)

By abusing the notation, we write
∣
∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉
≡ |(θ1, . . . , θn−1)〉|(θ1, . . . , θn−1)〉|(θ1, . . . , θn−1)〉 instead of |Ψθ̄〉|Ψθ̄〉|Ψθ̄〉. Here the eigenfunction

∣
∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉

corresponds to the eigenvalue Eθ̄. Moreover, {
∣
∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉
|θ̄ ∈ N

n−1} forms an orthonormal basis
for L2(Rn−1). Notice that these functions can be obtained rather explicitly, similar to |Φθ̄〉|Φθ̄〉|Φθ̄〉.
Here, they are functions of ξ̃ξξ1, . . . ξ̃ξξn−1, where ∀k ∈ In−1, ξ̃ξξk can be defined similar to (3.26) as:

ξ̃ξξk := 〈(βo) 1
2 ψ̃k, ξ̃ξξ〉n−1, while in the previous case they are written as a function of ξ̂ξξ1, . . . , ξ̂ξξn−1.

Let us mention the fact that (3.36) is sum of "shifted" harmonic oscillators, rather than normal
harmonic oscillators, since all the bosonic operators are shifted by a constant. Therefore,
obtaining the ground state |Ψ0〉|Ψ0〉|Ψ0〉, and other eigenstates of this operator is slightly different from
|Φ0〉|Φ0〉|Φ0〉 and other eigenstates of Hn. Notice that, this shift does not change the spectrum, and

15



consequently it does not affect our computation.
In fact, if one construct bk, and b∗k from (3.27), similar to (3.35), then Hn

β is shifted version

of H̃n
β = E0 +

∑

k γk(b
∗
kbk + 1

2 ). The ground state of the later is well-understood and can

be obtained similar to |Φ0〉|Φ0〉|Φ0〉. Let us denote the ground state of H̃n
β by

∣
∣
∣Ψ̃0

〉∣
∣
∣Ψ̃0

〉∣
∣
∣Ψ̃0

〉

, then applying

the displacement operator we obtain
∣
∣
∣Ψ̃0

〉∣
∣
∣Ψ̃0

〉∣
∣
∣Ψ̃0

〉

= D
∣
∣
∣Ψ̃0

〉∣
∣
∣Ψ̃0

〉∣
∣
∣Ψ̃0

〉

. Here the displacement operator D is a

unitary operator which can be define as follow: let bk := b̃k − bk be the displacement constant
for k-th oscillator. Then Dk = exp(bkb

∗
k − b∗kbk) and D = D1 . . .Dn−1.

3.3 Ensemble average

Since we established the eigenfunctions and eigenvalues of Hn
β , using spectral theory one

can write Hn
β =

∑

θ̄∈Nn−1
0

Eθ̄

∣
∣θ̄
〉〈
θ̄
∣
∣

∣
∣θ̄
〉〈
θ̄
∣
∣

∣
∣θ̄
〉〈
θ̄
∣
∣, where

∣
∣θ̄
〉〈
θ̄
∣
∣

∣
∣θ̄
〉〈
θ̄
∣
∣

∣
∣θ̄
〉〈
θ̄
∣
∣ is the projection operator on the subspace

generated by {
∣
∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉
}, for θ̄ ∈ N

n−1
0 . Moreover, one can observe that exp

(

−Hn
β

)

is trace-class,

thanks to the properties of γks, and can be written as exp
(

−Hn
β

)

=
∑

θ̄∈Nn−1 e−Eθ̄

∣
∣θ̄
〉〈
θ̄
∣
∣

∣
∣θ̄
〉〈
θ̄
∣
∣

∣
∣θ̄
〉〈
θ̄
∣
∣,

thanks to spectral theory. Recall the number operator b̃∗kb̃k, then we can compute the average
of the bosonic operators and number operators in the locally Gibbs state ρ (also known as
thermal state). This computation is classical and one can see (Proposition 5.2.28 of [8]).

Lemma 3.2. Recall the density state ρ (2.9), and the operators b̃∗k, b̃k defined in (3.35). More-
over, recall the definition of 〈〉ρ (2.12). Then, we have the followings ∀k ∈ In−1:

〈

b̃∗k
〉

ρ
=
〈

b̃k

〉

ρ
=
〈

b̃kb̃k′
〉

ρ
=
〈

b̃∗kb̃
∗
k′

〉

ρ
= 0,

〈

b̃∗kb̃k′
〉

ρ
=

δk,k′

eγk − 1
,
〈

b̃kb̃
∗
k′

〉

ρ
=

δk,k′

eγk − 1
+ 1.

(3.38)

Proof. One can find the rather straightforward computation of this lemma in Appendix C.

In the rest of this section, we compute the average of certain observables namely momentum,
elongation, and energy at each site at time zero, as an application of (3.38). Before proceeding,
let us define for x ∈ In:

E
x
n :=

mx

βx
λ2Π0 =

mx

βx

(
n∑

x=1

mx

βx

)−1( n∑

x=1

p̄(
x

n
)
mx

m̄

)

, (3.39)

Note that mx

βx

(
∑n

x=1
mx

βx

)−1
≤ C

n , where C = mmaxβmax

βminmmin
is a constant independent of n. There-

fore, thanks to the Strong Law of Large numbers and the assumption
∫ 1
0 p̄(y)dy = 0, we have

for y ∈ [0, 1], E
[ny]
n → 0 almost surely:

|E[ny]
n | ≤ C

∣
∣
∣
1

n

n∑

x=1

p̄(
x

n
)
mx

m̄

∣
∣
∣ = C

Π0

n
→
∫ 1

0
p̄(y)dy = 0, (3.40)

almost surely as n→ ∞.

Corollary 3.2.1. Recall the coordinates p̃x(0) and r̃x(0) from (3.23), as a direct consequence
of Lemma 3.2 we have:

∀x ∈ In, 〈p̃x(0)〉ρ = 〈p̃x〉ρ = −E
x
n,

〈r̃x(0)〉ρ = 〈r̃x〉ρ = 0.
(3.41)

Note that these expressions denote the average of momentum and elongation at time zero. This
also implies:

〈px〉ρ =
mx

m̄
p̄x − E

x
n, 〈rx〉ρ = r̄x. (3.42)
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Proof. By (3.35), and (3.30) ∀x ∈ In, we can write p̃x and r̃x as linear combination of b̃ks and
b̃∗ks; moreover, p̃0 appears in case of p̃x as well. Then, since 〈.〉ρ is a linear operator, we can
deduce (3.41).
To be more precise, from (3.35) we have:

p̃k = i

√
γk
2
(b̃∗k − b̃k), r̃k =

√
γk
2
(b̃∗k + b̃k). (3.43)

Hence, if we substitute p̃k and r̃k with the later in (3.30), use the definition ψ0
x = λ

√
mx

βx
as

well as the expression (3.28), we obtain

p̃x =

√
mx

βx

[

ψ0
xp̃0 +

n−1∑

k=1

ψk
x

(

i

√
γk
2
(b̃∗k − b̃k)

)
]

= −mx

βx
λ2Π0 +

n−1∑

k=1

ψk
x

(

i

√
γk
2
(b̃∗k − b̃k)

)

,

r̃x =
1√
βx

n−1∑

k=1

ψ̃k
x

(
√
γk
2
(b̃∗k + b̃k)

)

.

(3.44)

Since 〈.〉ρ is linear, thanks to identities
〈

b̃∗k

〉

ρ
=
〈

b̃k

〉

ρ
= 0 (3.38), we get (3.41). In order to

obtain (3.42) from (3.41) it’s enough to recall these definitions: p̃x = px− mx

m̄ p̄x, r̃x = rx− r̄x.

The average of momentum and elongation in our thermal state is understood in (3.42).
Later we need their fluctuation as well. Hence, we define the following operators, we may refer
to them as thermal coordinate, since they correspond to the thermal fluctuation:

p̃x := px − 〈px〉ρ = px − p̄x
mx

m̄
+ E

x
n = p̃x + E

x
n, ∀x ∈ In,

r̃x := rx − 〈rx〉ρ = rx − r̄x = r̃x, ∀x ∈ In−1,
(3.45)

Notice that these coordinate are similar to p̃, and r̃ up to a vanishing error.
Let us compute the fluctuation of px and rx in the state ρ:

Corollary 3.2.2. As another straightforward consequence of Lemma 3.2 we have:

〈
p̃2x
〉

ρ

mx
=

1

βx

n−1∑

k=1

(ψk
x)

2 γk
2

coth
(γk
2

)

, (3.46)

〈
r̃2x
〉

ρ
=

1

βx

n−1∑

k=1

(ψ̃k
x)

2 γk
2

coth
(γk
2

)

. (3.47)

Proof. From (3.43) and (3.38) one can observe:

〈p̃ip̃j〉ρ = 〈r̃ir̃j〉ρ = δi,jγi

( 1

eγi − 1
+

1

2

)

= δi,j
γi
2
coth

(γi
2

)

, ∀i, j ∈ In−1,

〈p̃ip̃0〉ρ = δi,0λ
2Π2

0, ∀i ∈ In,
(3.48)

where in the second expression we take advantage of the fact that p̃0 is a constant given in
(3.28), and 〈p̃i〉ρ = 0 for i > 0.
Thanks to (3.45), we have p̃x = p̃x + E

x
n, and r̃x = r̃x. If one replace p̃x, and r̃x with

corresponding expressions from (3.30) and use the definition of Ex
n, and p̃0 it is clear that:

p̃x =

√
mx

βx

n−1∑

k=1

ψk
xp̃k, r̃x =

1√
βx

n−1∑

k=1

ψ̃k
x r̃k. (3.49)
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We compute
〈p̃2x〉
mx ρ

and
〈
r̃2x
〉

ρ
by squaring these expressions, and then taking the ensemble

average 〈〉ρ. Therefore, the linearity of the trace and the identities in (3.48) give us the result:

p̃2x =
mx

βx

n−1∑

k,k′=1

ψk
xψ

k′

x p̃kp̃k′ , =⇒
〈
p̃2x
〉

ρ
=
mx

βx

n−1∑

k,k′=1

ψk
xψ

k′

x 〈p̃kp̃k′〉ρ .
〈
p̃2x
〉

ρ

mx
=

1

βx

n−1∑

k,k′=1

ψk
xψ

k′
x δk,k′

γk
2

coth
(γk
2

)

=
1

βx

n−1∑

k=1

(ψk
x)

2γk
2

coth
(γk
2

)

.

(3.50)

The exact same computation using (3.30) and (3.48), gives us corresponding expression in
(3.47) for 〈r̃x〉ρ.

Remark 3.3. Notice that for a clean chain (all masses equal to m), in thermal equilibrium
at temperature β−1

eq , with periodic boundary conditions, we can obtain ψk by discrete Fourier

transform. In this case, γk = ωk = 2| sin
(
π( kn)

)
|. Therefore, since boundary effects disappear

in the limit as n→ ∞, we get up to a vanishing error:

〈
r̃2x
〉

ρ
=

1

βeq

1

2n

n−1∑

k=1

βeqωk

2
√
m

coth

(
ωkβeq
2
√
m

)

+ ǫn. (3.51)

The same expression can be obtained for
〈p̃x〉ρ
m , for a clean chain in thermal equilibrium. Taking

the limit of n→ ∞, we obtain the constant fβ in (1.5).

Notice the difference of (3.47) and (3.46) with the classical case, where these averages are
simply equal to 1

βx
. Moreover observe that since γk and ψk(ψ̃k) are eigenvalues and eigenvectors

of Aβ
p = M

− 1
2

β (−∇−β0∇+)M
− 1

2
β (Aβ

r = (βo)
1
2 (−∇+M

−1
β ∇−)(βo)

1
2 ), it is obvious that for each

configuration of the masses the averages
〈p̃2x〉ρ
mx

and
〈
r̃2x
〉

ρ
depend on the whole configuration of

the masses.

For our purposes, in particular, in Section 5.1, it would be useful to rewrite (3.46),(3.47)
in the following form: Recall the definition of |x〉n5 for x ∈ In, as the canonical basis of Rn,
i.e |x〉 = (0, . . . , 0, 1, 0 . . . , 0)†, where 1 is at the xth position. So we can write ψk

x = 〈x, ψk〉n.
Similarly, let |x〉 for x ∈ In−1, denotes the canonical basis for R

n−1. Then we have:

〈
r̃2x
〉

ρ
=

1

βx

〈

x,
(Aβ

r )
1
2

2
coth

(

(Aβ
r )

1
2

2

)

x

〉

n−1

,

〈
p̃2x
〉

ρ

mx
=

1

βx

〈

x,
(Aβ

p )
1
2

2
coth

(

(Aβ
p )

1
2

2

)

x

〉

n

.

(3.52)
Here by convention, formally we denote 0 coth(0) = 0.6

Since Aβ
p (Aβ

r ) is positive semidefinite (definite) one can define by spectral theorem the following
matrices

Ap :=
(Aβ

p )
1
2

2
coth

(

(Aβ
p )

1
2

2

)

, Ar =
(Aβ

r )
1
2

2
coth

(

(Aβ
r )

1
2

2

)

.

So if we expand (3.52) in the basis of ψk, and use the identity
∑n−1

k=0

∣
∣ψk
〉〈
ψk
∣
∣ = In, we get the

exact same expression as in (3.46):

〈x,Apx〉 =
n−1∑

k=0

〈

x, ψk
〉〈

ψk,Apx
〉

=
n−1∑

k=0

γk
2

coth
(γk
2

)〈

x, ψk
〉〈

ψk, x
〉

=
n−1∑

k=1

γk
2

coth
(γk
2

)

(ψk
x)

2.

(3.53)

5Notice the difference between the notation |Ψ〉|Ψ〉|Ψ〉 which is used for denoting the member of the Hilbert space, and
|ψ〉 which denotes the finite dimensional vector spaces.

6We will modify this convention later.
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Similarly, we can justify the expression in (3.52) for
〈
r̃2x
〉
. Using spectral properties of Ar.

Recall the canonical transformations (3.3), (3.6), (3.11), we define yet another set of oper-
ators: let ˆ̃p and ˆ̃r to be the transformed form of r̃ and p̃, respectively:

ˆ̃p := O†M− 1
2 p̃, ˆ̃pk := 〈M− 1

2ϕk, p̃〉n,
ˆ̃r := Õ†r̃, ˆ̃rk := 〈φk, r̃〉n−1.

(3.54)

Since we use the explicit solution of equations of motion, terms like
〈

(ˆ̃pk)
2
〉

ρ
and

〈

(ˆ̃rk)
2
〉

ρ
arise in our calculations, and the following lemma permits us to deal with them. Note that this
lemma reflects one of the technical differences of this model with its classical counterpart.

Lemma 3.4. Considering the above definitions, there exists a deterministic constant C > 0
independent of n, such that for any realization of the masses and any k ∈ In:

〈

(ˆ̃pk)
2
〉

ρ
< C,

〈

(ˆ̃rk)
2
〉

ρ
< C,

〈

ˆ̃pk

〉

ρ
=
〈

ˆ̃rk

〉

ρ
= 0. (3.55)

Proof. Plugging p̃x and r̃x from (3.49) into the definition (3.54), we get the following linear
relation between these two sets of transformed operators:

ˆ̃pk =
n−1∑

i=1

〈ϕk, β−
1
2ψi〉p̃i, ∀k ∈ I

0
n−1,

ˆ̃rk =
n−1∑

i=1

〈φk, β− 1
2 ψ̃i〉r̃i, ∀k ∈ In−1.

(3.56)

Since p̃i and r̃i are linear combinations of bosonic operators b̃i, b̃
∗
i ; obviously we have 〈r̃i〉ρ =

〈p̃i〉ρ = 0. Hence, by linearity of 〈.〉ρ, we have
〈

ˆ̃pk

〉

ρ
=
〈

ˆ̃rk

〉

ρ
= 0. For the purpose of

establishing the bounds in (3.55), we square the expression (3.56) and by using (3.48), we have:

〈

(ˆ̃pk)
2
〉

ρ
=

n−1∑

i,j=1

〈ϕk, β−
1
2ψi〉〈β− 1

2ψj , ϕk〉 〈pipj〉ρ =
n−1∑

i,j=1

〈ϕk, β−
1
2ψi〉〈β− 1

2ψj , ϕk〉δi,j
γi
2
coth

(γi
2

)

=
n−1∑

i=1

∣
∣〈β− 1

2ϕk, ψi〉
∣
∣2
γi
2
coth

(γi
2

)

.

(3.57)

Since γi are the eigenvalues of Aβ
p = M

− 1
2

β (−∇−β0∇+)M
− 1

2
β , ∀i, γi ≤ ||Aβ

p ||2, where ||.||2
denotes the matrix norm induced by the Euclidean norm.7 However, the following bound is evi-

dent from the definition of the matrices appearing inAβ
p : ||Aβ

p ||2 ≤ ||M− 1
2

β ||22||βo||2||∇−||2||∇+||2 ≤
4β2

max

mmin
. This bound holds uniformly in n, for any realization of the masses, since the distribution

of the masses is bounded, and β is continuous. Therefore, we deduce that there is a determinis-
tic c > 0, independent of n such that for any realization of the masses ||Aβ

p ||2 ≤ c. Furthermore,
since the function f(x) = x coth x is continuous in (0, c), the expression γi

2 coth
(γi
2

)
is nonneg-

ative and bounded by a constant c′, independent of n, so we have for any realization of the
masses:

〈

(ˆ̃pk)
2
〉

≤ c′
n−1∑

i=1

|〈β− 1
2ϕk, ψi〉|2 = c′|β− 1

2ϕk|2 ≤ c′||β− 1
2 ||22|ϕk|2 ≤ c′βmin ≤ C. (3.58)

7For every linear function f : Rn → Rm with corresponding m × n matrix A, we define ||A||2 = sup|x|n=1
|Ax|m
|x|n ,

where |.| denotes the Euclidean norm in Rn: |x|n = (
∑n

i=1 x
2
i )

1

2 .
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The sum in this expression is the expansion of the vector β−
1
2ϕk in the basis of ψi. We also

used the fact that |ϕk|2 = 1, and norm of β−
1
2 is bounded by β

− 1
2

min. For
〈

(ˆ̃rk)
2
〉

ρ
, we proceed

similarly and get the following expression:

〈

(ˆ̃rk)
2
〉

ρ
=

n−1∑

i=1

|〈β− 1
2φk, ψ̃i〉|2 γi

2
coth

(γi
2

)

, (3.59)

which can be treated exactly similar to the previous bound.

Remark 3.5. Recall the averages
〈
r̃2x
〉

ρ
and

〈p̃2x〉ρ
mx

from (3.52):

〈
r̃2x
〉

ρ
=

1

βx

〈

x,
(Aβ

r )
1
2

2
coth

(

(Aβ
r )

1
2

2

)

x

〉

n−1

,

〈
p̃2x
〉

ρ

mx
=

1

βx

〈

x,
(Aβ

p )
1
2

2
coth

(

(Aβ
p )

1
2

2

)

x

〉

n

.

In the proof of lemma 3.4, we observed that the the norm of the matrices
(Aβ

p )
1
2

2 coth

(

(Aβ
p )

1
2

2

)

,

and (Aβ
r )

1
2

2 coth

(

(Aβ
r )

1
2

2

)

are bounded by a constant c′, uniformly in n. Therefore, we can deduce

that there exists a constant C uniform in n such that for any realization of the masses:

〈
r̃2x
〉
≤ C,

〈
p̃2x
〉

mx
≤ C, (3.60)

where we used the fact that β is continuous, with βmin ≤ β(y) for all y ∈ [0, 1], with βmin

strictly positive.

4 Wave equation

In this section, we are going to show the limits (2.16) and (2.17). Since our system is
harmonic, the dynamic is linear. As we already observed our chain evolves in time according
to the Heisenberg dynamics generated by the Hamiltonian (3.16). Recall the definition of the
dynamic: ∀a ∈ B(Hn) define a(t) as follows:

a(t) := eiHntae−iHnt. (4.1)

Since Hn is self-adjoint, using Stone’s theorem, (4.1) is the continuous one parameter group of
authomorphisms. Moreover, we can extend the definition of this evolution to certain unbounded
operators, such as bk and b∗k, where we have:

bk(t) = e−iωktbk, b∗k(t) = eiωktb∗k. (4.2)

By using linearity, we obtain the explicit time evolution for elongation and momentum operators
in (3.22). One may use this explicit solutions in order to demonstrate the limits (2.17) and
(2.16). However, we proceed using the equation of motions and certain homogenization lemmas.
Recall the definition of the thermal state ρn (2.9), and the thermal average: 〈a〉ρn := Tr(ρna)

for an observable a, such that aρn be trace class. Since ρn = exp
(

−Hn
β

)

, thanks to the spectral

theory we observed that ∀x, ρnpx, rxρn, ρnr2x, and ρnp2x are trace class. Since the solution in
(3.22) is linear, we can deduce that ∀x,∀t,∈ [0, T ], px(nt), rx(nt), p

2
x(nt), and r2x(nt) are trace

class. Hence, we can introduce the following notation:

p̄x(nt) := 〈px(nt)〉ρn , r̄x(t) := 〈rx(t)〉ρn . (4.3)

Recall that according to (3.42), we have ∀x ∈ In:

p̄x(0) =
mx

m̄
p̄x − E

x
n, r̄x(0) = r̄x. (4.4)
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Moreover, the time evolution of p̄x(nt) and r̄x(nt) can be represented as a system of coupled
ODEs. First, observe that the dynamic defined in (4.1), gives us the equations of motions as
(2.7), then by the following simple computation we have:

d

dt
p̄x(t) = 〈ṗx(t)〉ρn = 〈rx(t)− rx−1(t)〉ρn = (r̄x(t)− r̄x−1(t)) = (∇−r̄(t))x,

d

dt
r̄x(t) = 〈ṙx(t)〉ρn =

〈
px+1(t)

mx+1
− px(t)

mx

〉

ρn
=
( p̄x+1(t)

mx+1
− p̄x(t)

mx

)

= (∇+M
−1p̄(t))x,

(4.5)

where, ∇− and ∇+ were defined in (2.6). The justification for this computation is as follows:
the operator ρnpx(nt) is bounded, and the time derivative exists in the operator norm (for this
bounded operator) and we can change the trace and derivative by a simple argument.

Comparing the functions p̄(nt) : Rn → R, and r̄(nt) : Rn−1 → R for t ∈ [0, T ], with their
classical counterpart in [5], it is evident that they satisfiy the same coupled system of linear
ODEs, with the same initial conditions up to a vanishing purturbation E

x
n (for each realization

of the masses). Therefore, these functions are very similar, and we can adapt the method of
section 3 of [5], and prove (2.16) and (2.17) in theorem 2.1. This conclusion is obtained from
the fact that in the harmonic systems, both the classical and quantum evolutions are linear.
Although, the result of [5] is applicable here, their proof is not optimal and has a certain gap8.
Moreover, we need to take care of E

x
n separately, hence we state a modified version of that

proof here. In fact, we prove this theorem assuming the function β is Lipschitz continuous,
since this proof is shorter and better illustrate the idea, then we bring the proof of general case
β ∈ C0([0, 1]) afterwards.

Proof of (2.16), and (2.17) with β Lipschitz. We divide the proof into two steps:
Step1. A priori bound:
Define H̄n(t) and Īn(t) as follows:

H̄n(t) :=
n∑

x=1

p̄2x(t)

2mx
+

n−1∑

x=1

r̄2x(t)

2
=

1

2

〈
p̄(t),M−1p̄(t)

〉

n
+

1

2
〈r̄(t), r̄(t)〉n−1 ,

Īn(t) :=
1

2

n∑

x=1

(
r̄x(t)− r̄x−1(t)

)2

mx
+

1

2

n−1∑

x=1

( p̄x+1(t)

mx+1
− p̄x(t)

mx

)2
=

1

2

〈
∇−r̄(t),M

−1∇−r̄(t)
〉

n

+
1

2

〈
∇+M

−1p̄(t),∇+M
−1p̄(t)

〉

n−1
.

(4.6)

From the time evolution (4.5), it is evident that ∀n ∈ N the quantities in (4.6) are conserved.
The first quantity H̄n(t), can be viewed as the mechanical energy. We will see later that the
average of the energy 〈Hn〉ρn , can be decomposed into the mechanical and thermal parts, where

H̄n is the mechanical part. The second quantity Īn, shows us a typical way of constructing the
other conserved quantities by taking further gradients (See Remark 1.4).

The conservation of Īn(t) and H̄n(t) in (4.6), the regularity assumptions, where r̄, p̄ ∈
C1([0, 1]), and the properties of the masses, give us the following bounds: there exists a deter-
ministic C > 0, such that for every n ∈ N and t ∈ [0, T ], we have:

n∑

x=1

(
p̄2x(nt) + r̄2x(nt)

)
≤ Cn, (4.7)

n∑

x=1

(
r̄x(nt)− r̄x−1(nt)

)2 ≤ C

n
,

n−1∑

x=1

( p̄x+1(nt)

mx+1
− p̄x(nt)

mx

)2
≤ C

n
. (4.8)

Notice that these bounds hold for every time scale nαt, for α > 0. First, observe that (4.7), is
bounded by 2(1+mmax)H̄n(nt), and expressions in (4.8) are bounded by and 2(1+mmax)Īn(nt).

8The gap is as follows: comparing the relations (3.11), (3.12) with (3.14),(3.15) is not sufficient to close the
argument, since the derivative of f and g appears in the RHS instead of f and g.
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By the conservation of Īn(t) and H̄n(t) in (4.6), it is enough to show H̄n(nt) ≤ Cn, and
Īn(nt) ≤ C

n for t = 0. But this is obvious: Since r̄, p̄ ∈ C1([0, 1]), p̄2x and r̄2x are bounded for
every x, which gives (4.7). Moreover, (r̄x− r̄x−1)

2 = (r̄(xn)− r̄(x−1
n ))2 ≤ c2

n2 , since r̄ ∈ C1([0, 1])
(choose c2 = ||r̄′||L∞). Moreover, thanks to (4.4) we have

( p̄x+1(0)

mx+1
− p̄x(0)

mx

)2
≤ 2

m̄2

(

p̄
(x+ 1

n

)
− p̄
(x

n

)
)2

+ 2
( E

x+1
n

mx+1
− E

x
n

mx

)2 ≤ c3
n
. (4.9)

Note that in (4.9), first, we apply the property p̄ ∈ C1([0, 1]). Then we take advantage of

the identity E
x
n

mx
= (β(xn ))

−1(
∑n

x=1
mx

βx
)−1(

∑n
x=1 p̄(

x
n)

mx

m̄ ) and we bounded | 1
βx

− 1
βx−1

| ≤ c′3
n by

using the assumption that β is Lipschitz and 0 < βmin < β(y) < βmax. Finally, we bounded
the rest by a constant thanks to the properties of p̄ and mx. (Note that this is the only place
where we use the assumption that β is Lipschitz.

From (4.7), (4.8) by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality we can deduce that r̄x(nt), p̄x(nt) are
Hölder regular and bounded, in the following sense: there exists a deterministic constant C > 0,
such that for every n and every x, x′ ∈ In we have:

|r̄x(nt)− r̄x′(nt)| ≤ C|x− x′| 12√
n

,
∣
∣
∣
p̄x(nt)

mx
− p̄x′(nt)

mx′

∣
∣
∣ ≤ C|x− x′| 12√

n
. (4.10)

Moreover thanks to (4.7) and (4.10), there exists C ′ > 0, such that ∀n and ∀x ∈ In, we have:

|r̄x(nt)| ≤ C ′, |p̄x(nt)| ≤ C ′, (4.11)

Step2. Mass Homogenization
For every f ∈ C0([0, 1]) and t ∈ [0, T ], as N → ∞ we have:

1

N

N∑

x=1

f(
x

N
)
p̄x(Nt)

mx
(mx − m̄) → 0, (4.12)

1

N

N∑

x=1

f(
x

N
)
( p̄x(Nt)

mx

)2
(mx − m̄) → 0, (4.13)

almost surely with respect to the distribution of the masses, where m̄ = E(mx). This step
permits us to deal with the randomness of the masses by homogenizing them. The second limit
(4.13) will be used in the next section.

Proof. For the proof of this step, one can see Lemma 2 in [5]. Let us emphasize the fact that
this lemma’s proof only need estimates (4.10), and (4.7). Therefore, we can use Lemma 2 of
[5] here.

Step3. Weak Convergence to the solution of the wave equation with a C2 test function.
In this step, we prove the convergences (2.16), (2.17), for a special class of test functions. In
the next step, we complete the proof by using the Hölder bounds in (4.10). Notice that here,
we follow a different path in comparison to [5]. Let ∀t ∈ [0, T ], and f, g ∈ C2([0, 1]), such that
f(0) = f(1) = 0, g(0) = g(1). Moreover, f and g are continuously differentiable at 0 and 1,
with g′(0) = g′(1) = 0 and f ′(0) = f ′(1) (f, g are periodic, with Dirichlet boundary condition
for f , and Neumann boundary condition for g). Then, we have:

1

n

n∑

x=1

f(
x

n
) 〈rx(nt)〉ρ =

1

n

n∑

x=1

f(
x

n
)r̄x(nt) →

∫ 1

0
f(y)r(y, t)dy, (4.14)

1

n

n∑

x=1

g(
x

n
) 〈px(nt)〉ρ =

1

n

n∑

x=1

g(
x

n
)p̄x(nt) →

∫ 1

0
g(y)p(y, t)dy, (4.15)

almost surely, with respect to the distribution of the masses as n → ∞, where r(y, t) and
p(y, t) are the unique strong solutions to the following system of conservation laws (2.13),
(2.14), and (2.15).
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Proof of Step 3. First, for every f, g ∈ C0([0, 1]), such that f(0) = f(1) = 0, g(0) = g(1),
define the following kernels:

R(f, t) :=

∫ 1

0
r(y, t)f(y)dy, P (g, t) :=

∫ 1

0
p(y, t)g(y)dy. (4.16)

In particular, if we assume f, g ∈ C2([0, 1]) satisfying the assumption of this Step, we can argue
as follows: Since the solutions of (2.13) are explicit, and the unique weak solution coincide with
the strong solution (See e.g. [20]), by using the explicit form of the solution, we have a uniform
bound on the time derivative of r and p. Therefore, by using the dominated convergence
theorem we have:

∂sR(f, s) =

∫ 1

0
∂sr(y, t)f(y)dy =

1

m̄

∫ 1

0
∂yp(y, t)f(y)dy = − 1

m̄

∫ 1

0
p(y, t)f ′(y)dy

= − 1

m
P (f ′, t),

(4.17)

where we integrated by parts, and used the property f(0) = f(1) = 0. Similarly, using the
boundary condition r(1, s) = r(0, s), implies:

∂sP (g, s) =

∫ 1

0
∂sp(y, s)g(y) =

∫ 1

0
∂yr(y, t)g(y)dy = −

∫ 1

0
r(y, t)g′(y)dy

= R(g′, t).

(4.18)

Therefore, by using (4.17), (4.18), we can characterize R(f, t) and P (g, t), for the aforemen-
tioned f, g ∈ C2([0, 1]), with proper boundary conditions, as follows:

R(f, t) = R(f, 0)− 1

m̄

∫ t

0
P (f ′, s)ds,

P (g, t) = P (g, 0) −
∫ t

0
R(g′, s)ds.

(4.19)

Notice that we have:

R(f, 0) =

∫ 1

0
r̄(y)f(y)dy, P (g, 0) =

∫ 1

0
p̄(y)g(y)dy. (4.20)

In the microscopic level, for n ∈ N, we define the kernels Rn(f, t) and Pn(g, t), for t ∈ [0, T ]
and f, g ∈ C0([0, 1]):

Rn(f, t) =
1

n

n∑

x=1

f(
x

n
) 〈rx(nt)〉ρ =

1

n

n∑

x=1

f(
x

n
)r̄x(nt),

Pn(g, t) =
1

n

n∑

x=1

g(
x

n
) 〈px(nt)〉ρ =

1

n

n∑

x=1

g(
x

n
)p̄x(nt).

(4.21)

In particular, for f, g ∈ C2([0, 1]), satisfying the assumptions of this step, we can characterize
Rn(f, t), Pn(f, t) as follows:

Rn(f, t) = Rn(f, 0) +

∫ t

0
∂sRn(f, s)ds = Rn(f, 0) +

∫ t

0

1

n

n∑

x=1

f(
x

n
)∂s
(
r̄x(ns)

)
ds =

Rn(f, 0) +

∫ t

0

n∑

x=1

f(
x

n
)
( p̄x+1(ns)

mx+1
− p̄x(ns)

mx

)

ds = Rn(f, 0)−
∫ t

0

n∑

x=1

(

f(
x

n
)− f(

x− 1

n
)
) p̄x(ns)

mx
ds,

(4.22)

where we used the time evolution of r̄(t) from (4.5) in the second line, then we performed a
summation by parts, using the assumption f(0) = f(1) = 0. Since f ∈ C2([0, 1]),
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f(xn) − f(x−1
n ) = 1

nf
′(xn) +

ǫxn
n2 , where ǫxn is bounded by a constant C > 0, uniformly in x and

n. Hence, we have:

Rn(f, t) = Rn(f, 0)−
∫ t

0

1

n

n∑

x=1

f ′(
x

n
)
p̄x(ns)

mx
ds+ ǫn, (4.23)

where ǫn is the remainder term and one can observe ǫn → 0 in a deterministic way, as n→ ∞.
Moreover, we can use the result of Step 2, namely (4.12), in order to replace mx by m̄ and

get 1
n

∑n
x=1 f

′(xn)
p̄x(ns)
mx

− 1
n

∑n
x=1 f

′(xn)
p̄x(ns)

m̄ = ǫ′n(s), where ǫ′n → 0, almost surely as n→ ∞.
Note that ǫ′(s) is bounded thanks to (4.11), and by dominated convergence theorem, ǭn =
∫ t
0 ǫ

′(s)ds → 0, almost surely. Hence, by using the definition of Pn(g, s), we have:

Rn(f, t) = Rn(f, 0)−
1

m̄

∫ t

0
Pn(f

′, s)ds + ǭn, (4.24)

where ǭn → 0, as n → ∞, almost surely. We can proceed similarly in order to obtain the
counterpart of (4.24) for Pn(f, t). Notice that for Pn(g, t), homogenization over the masses is
not necessary.

Pn(g, t) =Pn(g, 0) +

∫ t

0
∂sPn(g, s)ds = Pn(g, 0) +

∫ t

0

1

n

n∑

x=1

g(
x

n
)
(
∂sp̄x(ns)

)
ds = Pn(g, 0)+

∫ t

0

n∑

x=1

g(
x

n
)
(
r̄x(ns)− r̄x−1(ns)

)
ds = Pn(g, 0) −

∫ t

0

n∑

x=1

r̄x(ns)
(

g
(x+ 1

n

)
− g
(x

n

))

ds,

(4.25)

where we advanced similar to (4.19), using (4.5) and the microscopic boundary condition
r̄0(s) = r̄n(s) = 0, for the summation by parts. Again, since g ∈ C2([0, 1]), we shall write
g(x+1

n ) − g(xn) = 1
ng

′(xn) + ǫ̃nx, where |ǫ̃nx| ≤ C′

n2 , for a C ′, uniform in x and n. Therefore, by
using the bound |r̄x(ns)| ≤ C, and the definition of Rn(g

′, s), we have:

Pn(g, t) = Pn(g, 0) −
∫ t

0

1

n

n∑

x=1

r̄x(ns)g
′(
x

n
) + ǫ̃n = Pn(g, 0) −

∫ t

0
Rn(g

′, s)ds + ǫ̃n, (4.26)

such that ǫ̃n → 0 as n→ ∞.
For every continuous f, g (therefore, for f, g satisfying our assumptions), we have the fol-

lowing observation: One can obtain the solution to the system of ODEs (4.5) explicitly 9 and
observe that for any fixed continuous (f, g): ∀n,Rn(f, t), Pn(g, t) are smooth in time (at least
C1). Moreover, by computing their derivatives, we obtain a uniform bound C̄ > 0 (uniform in
t and n):

|∂tRn(f, t)| =
∣
∣
∣

n−1∑

x=1

f(
x

n
)
( p̄x+1(nt)

mx+1
− p̄x(nt)

mx

)∣
∣
∣ ≤ C1

n∑

x=1

∣
∣
∣
p̄x+1(nt)

mx+1
− p̄x(nt)

mx

∣
∣
∣ ≤

C1(

n∑

x=1

∣
∣
∣
p̄x+1(nt)

mx+1
− p̄x(nt)

mx

∣
∣
∣

2
)
1
2 (n)

1
2 ≤ C1n

1
2 (
C

n
)
1
2 ≤ C̄,

(4.27)

where we used the Cauchy Schwartz inequality and the bound in (4.8). Similarly, using the
other inequality in (4.8), we have the similar uniform bound C̄ for |∂tPn(g, t)|.

For proving this step, we show that Rn(f, t) → R(f, t) and Pn(g, t) → P (g, t), almost surely
as n → ∞, for every f and g, satisfying the smoothness and boundary condition assumption,
and every t ∈ [0, T ]. First, notice that for t = 0, we have Rn(f, 0) =

1
n

∑n
x=1 f(

x
n)r̄(

x
n), hence,

the convergence to R(f, 0) =
∫ 1
0 f(y)r̄(y)dy is evident.

9These solutions are exactly similar to (3.22), where the operators at time zero replaced by the averaged function
at time zero.
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For Pn(g, 0) =
1
n

∑n
x=1 g(

x
n)p̄x(0) =

1
n

∑n
x=1 g(

x
n )

mx

m̄ (p̄x − E
x
n), where we used the definition of

p̄x(0) from (4.4), we can deduce 1
n

∑n
x=1 g(

x
n)

mx

m̄ (p̄x) → P (g, 0) =
∫ 1
0 g(y)p̄(y) almost surely,

by the Strong Law of Large Numbers. Moreover,

∣
∣
∣
1

n

n∑

x=1

g(
x

n
)Ex

n

∣
∣
∣ ≤ C

n

n∑

x=1

|Ex
n| =

C

n

∣
∣
∣

n∑

x=1

p̄(
x

n
)
mx

m̄

∣
∣
∣→ 0,

almost surely, where we use the definition of Ex
n (3.39), and the fact that Π0

n → 0 almost
surely (3.40). Combining the last two convergences we obtain Pn(g, 0) → P (g, 0) almost surely
for any continuous g.

We use the characterizations (4.19), (4.24), and (4.26) in order to prove the result for
t ∈ (0, T ].

Fix proper f and g, and consider the families of functions {(Rn(f, .)}n, {Pn(g, .))}n. These
families are equicontinuous, since we established a uniform bound on their derivatives10. Hence,
by Arzelà-Ascoli theorem, there exist continuous functions ϕ̃f

r (t), ϕ̃
g
p(t) on [0, T ], such that a

subsequence of Rn(f, t) and Pn(g, t) converges to these functions, respectively.

In particular, we can take fk(y) = sin(kπy) and gk(y) = cos(kπy), for every k ∈ N0. Denote
R(fk, t) and P (fk, t) by ϕk

r (t) and ϕk
p(t), respectively. Since R and P are linear in their first

arguments, f ′k = πkgk and g′k = −πkfk, by using the characterization (4.19), we have ϕk
p and

ϕk
r for every k ∈ N0, satisfy the following system of ODEs:

ϕk
r (t) = ϕk

r (0)−
πk

m̄

∫ t

0
ϕk
p(s)ds, ϕk

p(t) = ϕk
p(0) + πk

∫ t

0
ϕk
r (s)ds. (4.28)

Recall the continuous functions ϕ̃fk
r and ϕ̃gk

p as the limit of a subsequence of Rn(fk, t) and
Pn(fk, t) and denote them by ϕ̃k

r and ϕ̃k
p , respectively. Recall the characterizations (4.24) and

(4.26), observe that Pn and Rn are linear in their first argument and take the limit of these
characterizations for the subsequences converging to ϕ̃k

r and ϕ̃k
p . By using the dominated con-

vergence theorem (since these functions are bounded on a compact domain), we deduce that
ϕ̃k
r and ϕ̃k

p satisfy the exact same system of ODEs as (4.28), almost surely. Moreover, we ob-

served earlier the convergence at time zero i.e ϕ̃k
r (0) = ϕk

r (0) and ϕ̃k
p(0) = ϕk

p(0) almost surely.

Therefore, by a uniqueness argument, we have ϕ̃k
r (t) = ϕk

r (t) and ϕ̃k
p(t) = ϕk

p(t), for every t in
[0, T ] almost surely.
Notice that this argument is valid for any limiting point of Rn(fk, t) and Pn(fk, t). Hence,
∀k ∈ N0, and ∀t ∈ [0, T ], we have Rn(fk, t) → R(fk, t) and Pn(gk, t) → P (gk, t), as n → ∞,
almost surely.

Finally, using the fact that the sets {fk}∞k=0 and {gk}∞k=0 are orthonormal (Fourier) basis
of L2([0, 1]), we can finish the proof with an ǫ

3 argument, thanks to the fact that Rn(., t) and
Pn(., t) are linear in their first argument.

Step4: The pointwise convergence of r̄ and p̄:
In this step, we prove the pointwise convergence r̄[ny](nt) → r(y, t) and

p̄[ny]

m[ny]
→ p(y,t)

m̄ , almost

surely, exploiting the "Hölder" bounds in (4.10). Concretely, ∀y ∈ (0, 1) and t ∈ [0, T ] we have:

r̄[ny](nt) → r(y, t),
p̄[ny](nt)

m[ny]
→ p(y, t)

m̄
, (4.29)

almost surely, with respect to the distribution of the masses.

Proof. Fix y ∈ (0, 1), and take ǫ1 > 0 such that y ∈ (2ǫ1, 1−2ǫ1). Let ζ be a positive symmetric
mollifier i.e. ζ ∈ C∞

c (R) (infinitely differentible, compactly supported, with supp(ζ) = [−1, 1]),

10For every ǫ > 0, take δ = ǫ
C̄

, then for every φ in this family, and t, t′ ∈ [0, T ], if |t − t′| < δ, we have

|φ(t) − φ(t′)| ≤ |t − t′||φ′(t∗)| ≤ C̄|t − t′| ≤ ǫ, for t < t∗ < t′, since all the functions in this family are smooth, and
their derivative are uniformly bounded.
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∫

R
ζ(y′)dy′ = 1, ζ(y) ≥ 0, and ζ(y) = ζ(−y). Let ζǫ :=

1
ǫ ζ(

y
ǫ ), for 0 < ǫ < ǫ1, be a regularizing

family, notice that we have ζǫ ∈ C∞
c (R), supp(ζǫ) = [−ǫ, ǫ], and

∫

R
ζǫ(y

′)dy′ = 1, as well as
ζǫ(y) ≥ 0. Since

∫

R
ζǫ(y

′)dy′ = 1, multiplying by r̄[ny](nt), we have ∀ǫ1 > ǫ > 0:

r̄[ny](nt) = r̄[ny](nt)

∫

R

ζǫ(y − y′)dy′ =
∫

R

ζǫ(y − y′)r̄[ny](nt)dy
′ =

∫

R

ζǫ(y − y′)
(
r̄[ny](nt)− r̄[ny′](nt)

)
dy′ +

∫

R

ζǫ(y − y′)r̄[ny′](nt)dy
′.

(4.30)

Since ζǫ(y − y′) is supported on (y − ǫ, y + ǫ), we have:

∣
∣
∣

∫

R

ζǫ(y − y′)(r̄[ny](nt)− r̄[ny′](nt))dy
′
∣
∣
∣ ≤ sup

y′∈(y−ǫ,y+ǫ)
|r̄[ny](nt)− r̄[ny′](nt)|

∫

R

ζǫ(y
′)dy′ =

sup
y′∈(y−ǫ,y+ǫ)

|r̄[ny](nt)− r̄[ny′](nt)| ≤ C
√
ǫ,

(4.31)

where the last bound is deduced from (4.10), since |y−y′| ≤ ǫ. In order to deal with the second
term in (4.30), notice that by the choice of ǫ1, supp(ζǫ) ⊂ (0, 1), hence we have

∫

R

ζǫ(y − y′)r̄[ny′](nt)dy
′ =

∫ 1

0
ζǫ(y − y′)r̄[ny′](nt)dy

′ =
n−1∑

x=0

∫ x+1
n

x
n

ζǫ(y − y′)r̄[ny′](nt)dy
′

=

n∑

x=1

r̄x(nt)

∫ x+1
n

x
n

ζǫ(y − y′)dy′ =
1

n

n∑

x=1

r̄x(nt)ζǫ(y −
x

n
)

+
n∑

x=1

r̄x(nt)

∫ x+1
n

x
n

(
ζǫ(y − y′)− ζǫ(y −

x

n
)
)
dy′,

(4.32)

where we used the fact that ζǫ is smooth, and r̄[ny′](nt) is a step function. Since ζǫ is smooth

(C∞) and compactly supported, |
∫ x+1

n
x
n

(ζǫ(y− y′)− ζǫ(y− x
n))dy

′| ≤ M
n2 , where M is a constant

independent of n (for example, one can take M as sup |ζ ′ǫ|). Therefore, thanks to the bound on
r̄x(nt) in (4.11), the last term is bounded by c′

n , where c′ is a constant uniform in y and n 11.
After all, we have ∀ 0 < ǫ < ǫ1:

r̄[ny](nt) =
1

n

n∑

x=1

r̄x(nt)ζǫ(y −
x

n
) + ǫ′(ǫ) + ǫ′′(n), (4.33)

where |ǫ′(ǫ)| is bounded by C
√
ǫ, and |ǫ′′(n)| is bounded by c′

n .
However, observe that thanks to the choice of ǫ, ∀ǫ, ζǫ(y − .) satisfies the properties of the

test function f , in the step 3. Therefore, by using (4.14), and (4.15), for f(.) = ζǫ(y − .) and
taking the limit n→ ∞ in (4.33), we get ∀ǫ > 0, as n→ ∞:

r̄[ny](nt) →
∫ 1

0
ζǫ(y − y′)r(y′, t) + ǫ′(ǫ), (4.34)

almost surely. Taking the limit ǫ → 0, in (4.34), since the left hand side is independent of ǫ,
thanks to the continuity of r(y, t), and properties of ζǫ, the first term converges to r(y, t). The
second term converges to zero, thanks to the bound ǫ′(ǫ) ≤ C

√
ǫ. This finishes the proof of

r̄[ny](nt) → r(y, t).
In order to deal with p̄[ny](nt), we can proceed similarly. First, for the sake of obtaining the

counterpart of (4.31), we may use the second bound in (4.10), where | p̄x(nt)mx
− p̄x′(nt)

mx′
| ≤ C |x−x′|

1
2√

n
.

11Notice that we misuse the bound of the sums in the last expression thanks to the support of ζǫ.
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Then we will get the following expression, similar to (4.33) (where we used the bound p̄x
mx

≤ C,
as well):

p̄[ny](nt)

m[ny]
=

1

n

n∑

x=1

p̄x(nt)

mx
ζǫ(y −

x

n
) + ǫ̃′(ǫ) + ǫ̃′′(n), (4.35)

where similar to the previous case, |ǫ̃′(ǫ)| ≤ C
√
ǫ, and |ǫ̃′′(n)| ≤ c′

n . Here, since

1

n

n∑

x=1

ζǫ(y −
x

n
)
p̄x(nt)

mx
=

1

nm̄

n∑

x=1

ζǫ(y −
x

n
)
p̄x(nt)

mx
(m̄−mx) +

1

n

n∑

x=1

ζǫ(y −
x

n
)
px(nt)

m̄
,

we can replace mx with m̄ in (4.35), with the cost of an error term (the first term in the last
relation), that goes to zero almost surely, thanks to the result (4.12) from Step 2. Since ζǫ(y− .)
satisfies the criteria of g in Step 3, by using the result of this step and taking n→ ∞ in (4.35),
we have:

p̄[ny]

m[ny]
→
∫ 1

0

p(y′, t)
m̄

ζǫ(y − y′)dy′ + ǫ̃′(ǫ), (4.36)

almost surely. Taking ǫ→ 0 similar to the previous case, the continuity of p(y, t), and the fact
that ǫ̃′(ǫ) ≤ C

√
ǫ, finish the proof of this step.

Step 5. Finishing the proof
In this step, we finish the proof of the first part of 2.1, namely the convergences (2.16), (2.17).
Take f ∈ C0([0, 1]), then as n→ ∞ we have:

1

n

n∑

x=1

f(
x

n
) 〈rx(nt)〉ρ =

1

n

n∑

x=1

f(
x

n
)r̄x(nt) →

∫ 1

0
f(y)r(y, t)dy, (4.37)

1

n

n∑

x=1

f(
x

n
) 〈px(nt)〉ρ =

1

n

n∑

x=1

f(
x

n
)p̄x(nt) →

∫ 1

0
f(y)p(y, t)dy, (4.38)

almost surely, with respect to the distribution of the masses.

Proof. In order order to prove (4.37), notice that we have:

1

n

n∑

x=1

r̄x(nt)f
(x

n

)

=

∫ 1

0
f
( [ny]

n

)
r̄[ny](nt)dy.

Using the pointwise convergence result (4.29), from the previous step, and the continuity of f ,

we have the pointwise convergence: f( [ny]n )r̄[ny](nt) → f(y)r(y, t), almost surely. Thanks to the
bound |r̄[ny](nt)| ≤ C, in (4.11), we deduce the result i.e. (4.37), by dominated convergence
theorem. Finally, to prove (4.38), we write the right hand side as:

1

n

n∑

x=1

f(
x

n
)p̄x(nt) =

1

n

n∑

x=1

f(
x

n
)
p̄x(nt)

mx
(mx − m̄) +

m̄

n

n∑

x=1

f(
x

n
)
p̄x(nt)

mx
. (4.39)

The first term in the latter goes to zero almost surely, thanks to (4.12). For the second term
we can argue similar to the term corresponding to r: it converges to

∫ 1
0 f(y)p(y, t), almost

surely, thanks to the pointwise convergence: f( [ny]n )
p̄[ny](nt)

m[ny]
→ f(y)p(y,t)m̄ in (4.29), the bound

|p̄x(nt)| ≤ C in (4.11), and the dominated convergence theorem. This finishes the proof.

Remark 4.1. Notice that we only use the fact that β : R → [0, 1] is Lipschitz in the bound
(4.9). In particular, if we have E

x
n = 0 for all x, the same result (4.37), (4.38) holds with

β ∈ C0([0, 1]). In fact, if p̄x(nt) and r̄x(nt) denote the solution of time evolution (4.5) with
initial condition p̄x(0) =

mx

m̄ and r̄x(0) = r̄x then we can deduce (4.37), (4.38), and (4.29) with
β ∈ C0([0, 1]).
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Proof of (2.16) and (2.17) in general case. As we observed in Remark 4.1, in case E
x
n = 0 for

all x, we have (4.37), and (4.38). Since the evolution of p̄(nt), r̄(nt) (4.5) is linear, to prove
(2.16) and (2.17) it is sufficient to prove the following: For any n, let π(nt) ∈ R

n ̺(nt) ∈ R
n−1

be the solution of (4.5) with initial datum

πx(0) = −E
n
x, ̺x(0) = 0.

Then for any test function f ∈ C0([0, 1]), we have:

1

n

n∑

x=1

f
(x

n

)
πx(nt) → 0,

1

n

n∑

x=1

f
(x

n

)
̺x(nt) → 0,

(4.40)

almost surely as n → ∞. Since πx(nt), ρx(nt) solves (4.5) we have the conservation of the
mechanical energy H̄n(t):

H̄n(t) =
1

2

n∑

x=1

(
(πx(nt))

2

mx
+ (̺x(nt))

2

)

.

By a Cauchy-Schwartz inequality we get:

∣
∣
∣
1

n

n∑

x=1

f
(x

n

)
πx(nt)

∣
∣
∣ ≤

(

1

n

n∑

x=1

f2
(x

n

)

) 1
2
(

1

n

n∑

x=1

π2x(nt)

) 1
2

≤

∣
∣
∣
C

n
H̄n(t)

∣
∣
∣

1
2
=
∣
∣
∣
C

n
H̄n(0)

∣
∣
∣

1
2
=
∣
∣
∣
C

n

n∑

x=1

(Ex
n)

2
∣
∣
∣

1
2 → 0,

(4.41)

almost surely, where we used the initial datum, as well as the fact that E
[ny]
n → 0 almost surely

thanks to its definition (3.39), and (3.40). We can proceed similarly for ̺(nt), and this finishes
the proof.

5 Energy at time zero

5.1 Strong Law of Large Numbers for Energy at time zero

In order to prove the convergence of the distribution of the energy to the solution of the
Euler equation (2.18), first, we need to show this convergence at time zero, for any test function
g ∈ C0([0, 1]), almost surely i.e.

1

n

n∑

x=1

g(
x

n
) 〈ex〉ρ →

∫ 1

0
g(y)

( p̄(y)2

2m̄
+
r̄(y)2

2
+ fµβ (y)

)

dy. (5.1)

First, we decompose the energy into the mechanical and thermal (fluctuation) part: Recall
the definition of p̃x and r̃x as p̃x = px−〈px〉ρ = px− mx

m̄ p̄x+E
x
n, and r̃x = rx−〈rx〉ρ = rx− r̄x,

respectively. Then we have:

〈ex〉ρ =
〈
p2x
2mx

+
r2x
2

〉

ρ

=
1

2
(
〈px〉2ρ
mx

+ 〈rx〉2ρ +
〈
p̃2x
〉

ρ

mx
+
〈
r̃2x
〉

ρ
). (5.2)

Moreover, observe that

1

n

n∑

x=1

1

2
g(
x

n
)
( 〈px〉2ρ
mx

+ 〈rx〉2ρ
)

→
∫ 1

0
g(y)

( p̄(y)2

2m̄
+
r̄(y)2

2

)

dy, (5.3)
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almost surely, with respect to the distribution of the masses. Notice that (5.3) is a direct
consequence of Corollary (3.2.1), where we have 〈rx〉ρ = r̄x = r̄(xn) and 〈px〉ρ = mx

m̄ p̄x − En
x .

Then we applied the Strong Law of Large Numbers for {mx} and take advantage of the fact that
p, r, g are continuous. Moreover, we use the fact that terms corresponding to E

x
n are vanishing

(3.39), (3.40). Therefore, in order to deduce (5.1), we shall show the following convergence:

1

n

n∑

x=1

g(
x

n
)
1

2

(
〈
p̃2x
〉

ρ

mx
+
〈
r̃2x
〉

ρ

)

→
∫ 1

0
g(y)fµβ (y), (5.4)

almost surely. Before proceeding, we define the function fµβ (y) as follows: denote ẽ[ny] :=

1
2(

p̃2
[ny]

mx
+ r̃2[ny]) and define:

fµβ (y) := lim
n→∞

E
( 〈
ẽ[ny]

〉

ρ

)
. (5.5)

We prove the existence of this limit in the Appendix A. Moreover, we show that fµβ is
continuous.

In pursuance of establishing the limit (5.1), it is sufficient to prove a sufficient decay of
the following covariance: E(〈ẽx〉ρ 〈ẽx′〉ρ) − E(〈ẽx〉ρ)E(〈ẽx′〉ρ). The rest will be the proof of
SLLN for weakly correlated random variables, where we will follow the line of [28]. Precisely,
we express this decay in the following lemma: First, for every random variables X,Y , define
Cov(X,Y ) := E(XY )− E(X)E(Y ),

Lemma 5.1. There exists 0 < c,C, C < ∞, independent of n, such that for every n we have
∀ x, x′ ∈ In:

|Cov(〈ẽx〉ρ , 〈ẽy〉ρ)| =
∣
∣E
(
〈ẽx〉ρ 〈ẽx′〉ρ

)
− E

(
〈ẽx〉ρ

)
E
(
〈ẽx′〉ρ

)∣
∣ < C exp

(
−c|x− x′|

)
+

C
n
. (5.6)

In order to proof (5.1), first, we rewrite 〈ẽx〉ρ as:

〈ẽx〉ρ =
1

2

( 〈
r̃2x
〉

ρ
+

〈
p̃2x
〉

ρ

mx

)

=
1

2βx

(〈

x,

√

Aβ
r

2
coth





√

Aβ
r

2



x

〉

n−1

+

〈

x,
(Aβ

p )
1
2

2
coth

(

(Aβ
p )

1
2

2

)

x

〉

n

)

,

thanks to (3.46). Then, we use the analyticity of the function f(y) =
√
y coth

(√
y
)
, and expand

the matrix

√

Aβ
p

2 coth

(
√

Aβ
p

2

)

, in terms of its Taylor series around an appropriate point. By

using the fact that Aβ
p is tridiagonal, and mass terms appear locally in this matrix, we observe

that first |x − x′| terms in E(〈ex〉ρ 〈e′x〉ρ), can be factorized, and the rest of the expansion is
exponentially small. This proves (5.6). In the rest of this section, first, we make this argument
rigorous, and then, we prove the SLLN, by using the results form [28].

In the succeeding lemma we observe that ((Aβ
p )k)xx = 〈x, (Aβ

p )kx〉, only depends on the
masses in the interval [x− [k2 ], x+ [k2 ]] ∩ N.

Lemma 5.2. Fix n, and recall the definition of the matrix Aβ
p =M

− 1
2

β (−∇−β0∇+)M
− 1

2
β , where

Mβ =Mβ−1, M = diag(m1, . . . ,mn), and {mx} are i.i.d random variables with smooth (w.r.t
Lebesgue) density, dµ = µ(x)dx. Moreover, recall the notation of the canonical basis of Rn i.e.

|x〉 for x ∈ In. Take x ∈ In, then for any k ∈ In, denote the xth diagonal element of (Aβ
p )k by

ϑk(x) := (Ap
β)

k
xx = 〈x, (Aβ

p )kx〉, as a function of masses m1, . . . mn. Then, ϑk(x) only depends
on mi, for i ∈ I(x, k), where I(x, k) is defined as follows:

I(x, k) =
[
min{x− [

k

2
], 1},max{x+ [

k

2
], n}

]
∩ N. (5.7)

In other words, for a fixed realization of the masses, the function ϑ̃(y) := ∂ϑk(x)
∂my

is supported

on I(x, k).
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Before proving lemma 5.2, we deduce the following corollary:

Corollary 5.2.1. For x, y ∈ In, and k + k′ < 2|x− y|, we have:

E
(
〈x, (Aβ

p )
kx〉〈y, (Aβ

p )
k′y〉

)
= E

(
〈x, (Aβ

p )
kx〉
)
E
(
〈y, (Aβ

p )
k′y〉

)
. (5.8)

Proof. We deduce this corollary directly from (5.7), since the assumption k + k′ < 2|x − y|,
implies that I(x, k) ∩ I(y, k′) = ∅. Therefore, 〈x, (Aβ

p )kx〉, and 〈y, (Aβ
p )k

′

y〉, are functions of
two disjoint set of random variables, and we get the result (5.8).

Before proceeding, we state the proof of Lemma 5.2:

Proof of Lemma 5.2. Recall the definition of Aβ
p = M

− 1
2

β (−∇−β0∇+)M
− 1

2
β , and observe that

it’s a symmetric matrix, which can be expressed in the following explicit way (Here βn+1 = 0):

(Aβ
p )11 =

β21
m1

, (Aβ
p )xx =

βx(βx + βx+1)

mx
, 1 < x ≤ n,

(Aβ
p )x(x+1) = −βx

√

βxβx+1√
mxmx+1

, 1 ≤ x ≤ n− 1.

(5.9)

Now, consider the expression 〈x, (Aβ
p )kx〉, we rewrite this expression by multiplying the identity

matrix for k − 1 times. Denote these k − 1 matrices by
∑n

xj=1 |xj〉〈xj|, for j = 1, . . . , k − 1:

〈x, (Aβ
p )

kx〉 =
n∑

x1,...xk−1=1

〈x,Aβ
px1〉〈x1, Aβ

px2〉 . . . 〈xk−1, A
β
px〉. (5.10)

Since Aβ
p is tridiagonal, each term of the form 〈xj , Aβ

pxj+1〉 is zero, unless xj = xj+1, or
xj = xj+1 ± 1. Hence, each non-zero term in the sum (5.10), is corresponding to a sequence
(x, x1, . . . , xk−1, x). This sequence can be interpreted as a discrete random walk path from point
x, at time zero, to the same point x, at time k, where at each time-step, one can choose to go
right i.e., z → z + 1, or left, i.e., z → z − 1, or stay at the same position, i.e., z → z. However,
since the path should return to point x, it is supported on the interval I(x, k). Furthermore,

using the explicit form of Aβ
p from (5.9), each term 〈xj, Aβ

pxj′〉, depends on 1√
mjmj′

, for j = j′,

or j = j′ ± 1. Hence, for each path, the corresponding contribution to (5.10) only depends on

the masses of the points where the path is crossing. Therefore, 〈x, (Aβ
p )kx〉 only depends on

the following set of masses: {mi|i ∈ I(x, k)}.

Note that the same line of reasoning can be done for Aβ
r . Since Aβ

r is symmetric, and can
be expressed as follows:

(Aβ
r )xx = βx

( βx
mx

+
βx+ 1

mx+1

)

,

(Aβ
r )xx+1 =

βx+1

mx+1

√

βxβx+1.

(5.11)

By using the similar argument as in the previous lemma, we deduce that ∀x ∈ In−1, and
k < n− 1, 〈x, (Aβ

r )kx〉, only depends on the masses mi, for i ∈ Ĩ(x, k), where we have:

Ĩ(x, k) =
[
min{1, x− [

k

2
]},max{n, x+ [

k

2
] + 1}

]
. (5.12)

Similar to the corollary 5.2.1, with the exact same argument we deduce the following:

Corollary 5.2.2. For x, y ∈ In, and k + k′ < 2|x− y| − 2, we have:

Cov
(
〈x, (Aβ

r )
kx〉, 〈y, (Aβ

r )
k′y〉

)
= 0,

Cov
(
〈x, (Aβ

p )
kx〉, 〈y, (Aβ

r )
k′y〉

)
= 0.

(5.13)
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Remark 5.3. One can observe that in (5.13), and (5.8), we can substitute Aβ
p and Aβ

r , respec-

tively with Aβ
p − cIn and Aβ

r − cIn−1, for some constant c. This is straightforward, since adding
a constant to the diagonal elements does not change the support of ϑ(y) and ϑ̃(y). Therefore,
we can repeat the same argument with these new set of matrices, and obtain for any x, y ∈ In,
and k + k′ < |x− y|+ 1:

Cov
(
〈x, (Aβ

p − cIn)
kx〉, 〈y, (Aβ

r − cIn−1)
k′y〉

)
= 0,

Cov
(
〈x, (Aβ

p − cIn)
kx〉, 〈y, (Aβ

p − cIn)
k′y〉

)
= 0,

Cov
(
〈x, (Aβ

r − cIn−1)
kx〉, 〈y, (Aβ

r − cIn−1)
k′y〉

)
= 0.

(5.14)

In order to proof lemma 5.1, define the function f : C → C as follows:

f(z) =

{

z
1
2 coth

(

z
1
2

)

, z 6= 0,

1, z = 0.
(5.15)

One can easily observe that the poles of the function z
1
2 coth

(

z
1
2

)

is the following set:

{z ∈ C|z = −k2π2, k ∈ Z}, and this function is analytic on the rest of the complex plane.
However, the point zero is a removable pole, and by redefining the function at zero, we can
remove this pole: It is well known that the function coth(z) has the following Taylor series

expression for 0 < |z| < π: coth(z) = z−1 +
∑∞

n=1 anz
2n−1, where an = 22nB2n

(2n)! , and B2n are

Bernoulli numbers. Hence, we have z coth(z) = 1 +
∑∞

n=1 anz
2n, and z

1
2 coth

(

z
1
2

)

is given by

the following Taylor series: 1 +
∑∞

n=1 anz
n for 0 < |z| < π2. Hence, the pole of f is given by

the set {z ∈ C|z = −k2π2, k ∈ N, k > 0}.
Finally, we can state the proof of Lemma 5.1:

Proof of Lemma 5.1. First, from Section 3.3, recall that there is a constant c0 > 0, uniform in
n12, such that for any configuration of the masses, we have ||Aβ

p ||2, ||Aβ
r ||2 ≤ c0. Define α :=

1
2(c0+1), let R := α+π2, by the above argument f(z) is analytic in the open disk |z−α| < R,
and R is the radius of convergence for the Taylor expansion of f, f(z) =

∑∞
k=0 ak(z − α)k.

Moreover, by the choice of α and c0, one can easily observe that all the eigenvalues of Aβ
p and

Aβ
r lies in the disk |z − α| < R. Explicitly, ∀k ∈ In−1, we have |γ2k − α| < R. Hence, we can

write the following Taylor expansions for f(Aβ
p ) and f(Aβ

r ) (For the proof of this fact one can
see Theorem 4.7 of [23]).

f(Aβ
p ) =

∞∑

k=0

ak(A
β
p − αIn)

k, f(Aβ
r ) =

∞∑

k=0

ak(A
β
r − αIn−1)

k. (5.16)

Comparing the definition of f in (5.15), where f(0) = 1, with the expression (3.52), where we
had 0 coth(0) = 0 by convention, we deduce the following expression for 〈ẽx〉ρ:

〈ẽx〉ρ =
1

βx

(
〈x, f(Aβ

r )x〉n−1 + 〈x, f(Aβ
p )x〉n − (ψ0

x)
2
)

=
1

βx

(
〈x, f(Aβ

r )x〉n−1 + 〈x, f(Aβ
p )x〉n −

mx

βx
∑n

x=1
mx

βx

)
,

(5.17)

where we used the equality ψ0 = (
∑n

x=1
mx

βx
)−

1
2M

1
2
β |1〉. We denote

mx
βx

∑n
x=1

mx
βx

by ǫxn. Notice

that |ǫxn| is bounded by C0
n , where C0 is independent from n 13, thanks to the assumptions

on the distribution of the masses, and temperature profile β(y). Moreover, since ||Aβ
p ||2 and

||Aβ
r ||2 are bounded by c0, uniformly in n for any realization of the masses. By using the

fact that f is continuous and increasing in the interval [0, c0], ||f(Aβ
r )||2 and ||f(Aβ

p )||2 are

12This constant can be taken equal to 4
β2

max

mmin

.
13Precisely, one can choose C0 to be equal to mmaxβmax

mminβmin
.
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bounded by a constant c1
14, independent of n, for any realization of the masses. Therefore,

|〈x, f(Aβ
r )x〉n−1 + 〈x, f(Aβ

p )x〉n| is bounded by 2c1. Taking advantage of the aforementioned
bounds, we can deduce the following inequality:

∣
∣Cov(〈ẽx〉ρ , 〈ẽx′〉ρ)

∣
∣ =

1

βxβx′

∣
∣Cov

(
(〈x, f(Aβ

r )x〉n−1 + 〈x, f(Aβ
p )x〉n − ǫnx), (〈x′, f(Aβ

r )x
′〉n−1〈x′, f(Aβ

p )x
′〉n − ǫnx′)

)∣
∣ ≤

1

β2min

[∣
∣Cov

(
(〈x, f(Aβ

r )x〉n−1 + 〈x, f(Aβ
p )x〉n), (〈x′, f(Aβ

r )x
′〉n−1 + 〈x′, f(Aβ

p )x
′〉n)
)∣
∣+

∣
∣Cov

(
ǫnx, (〈x′, f(Aβ

r )x
′〉n−1 + 〈x′, f(Aβ

p )x
′〉n
)∣
∣+
∣
∣Cov

(
ǫnx′ , (〈x, f(Aβ

r )x〉n−1 + 〈x, f(Aβ
p )x〉n

)∣
∣+
∣
∣ǫnx,x′

∣
∣
]
,

(5.18)

where we denote ǫnx,x′ := Cov(ǫnx , ǫ
n
x′). Since |ǫnx|, |ǫnx′ | ≤ C0

n , and |〈x, f(Aβ
r )x〉n−1+ 〈x, f(Aβ

p )x〉n|,
|〈x, f(Aβ

r )x′〉n−1 + 〈x′, f(Aβ
p )x′〉n| ≤ 2c1, |ǫnx,x′| is bounded by 1

β2
min

8c1
C0
n + o( 1

n2 ). Therefore,

there exists C independent of n, such that

∣
∣Cov(〈ẽx〉ρ , 〈ẽx′〉ρ)

∣
∣ ≤

1

β2min

∣
∣Cov

(
(〈x, f(Aβ

r )x〉n−1 + 〈x, f(Aβ
p )x〉n), (〈x′, f(Aβ

r )x
′〉n−1 + 〈x′, f(Aβ

p )x
′〉n)
)∣
∣+

C
n
.

(5.19)

First term can be written as the sum of the following terms:

∣
∣Cov

(
(〈x, f(Aβ

r )x〉n−1 + 〈x, f(Aβ
p )x〉n), (〈x′, f(Aβ

r )x
′〉n−1 + 〈x′, f(Aβ

p )x
′〉n)
)∣
∣ =

∣
∣Cov

(
(〈x, f(Aβ

r )x〉n−1), (〈x′, f(Aβ
r )x

′〉n−1)
)
+Cov

(
(〈x, f(Aβ

r )x〉n−1), (〈x′, f(Aβ
p )x

′〉n)
)
+

Cov
(
(〈x, f(Aβ

p )x〉n), (〈x′, f(Aβ
r )x

′〉n−1)
)
+Cov

(
(〈x, f(Aβ

p )x〉n), (〈x′, f(Aβ
p )x

′〉n)
)∣
∣ ≤

∣
∣Cov

(
(〈x, f(Aβ

r )x〉n−1), (〈x′, f(Aβ
r )x

′〉n−1)
)∣
∣+
∣
∣Cov

(
(〈x, f(Aβ

r )x〉n−1), (〈x′, f(Aβ
p )x

′〉n)
)∣
∣+

∣
∣Cov

(
(〈x, f(Aβ

p )x〉n), (〈x′, f(Aβ
r )x

′〉n−1)
)∣
∣+
∣
∣Cov

(
(〈x, f(Aβ

p )x〉n), (〈x′, f(Aβ
p )x

′〉n)
)∣
∣.

(5.20)

In order to complete the proof, we observe that each of the terms in (5.20) are exponentially
small. We show this fact for one of these terms, and the rest can be treated exactly in the
same way. We do this task, using the Taylor series (5.16). We divide the series into two parts:
The first |x− x′| terms, and the rest, which is exponentially small. Let us define f≺ and f≻, as
follows 15:

f≺(A
β
r ) :=

|x−x′|−1
∑

k=0

ak(A
β
r − αIn−1)

k, f≺(A
β
p ) :=

|x−x′|−1
∑

k=0

ak(A
β
p − αIn)

k,

f≻(A
β
r ) :=

∑

k>|x−x′|−1

ak(A
β
r − αIn−1)

k, f≻(A
β
p ) :=

∑

k>|x−x′|−1

ak(A
β
p − αIn)

k.

(5.21)

Notice that f(Aβ
r ) = f≺(A

β
r ) + f≻(A

β
r ), and f(Aβ

p ) = f≺(A
β
p ) + f≻(A

β
p ), we substitute f(Aβ

r )
in the first term of (5.20) with this expression:

∣
∣Cov

(
(〈x, f(Aβ

r )x〉n−1), (〈x′, f(Aβ
r )x

′〉n−1)
)∣
∣ =

∣
∣Cov

(
(〈x, (f≺ + f≻)(A

β
r )x〉n−1), (〈x′, (f≺ + f≻)(A

β
r )x

′〉n−1)
)∣
∣ =

∣
∣Cov

(
(〈x, f≺(Aβ

r )x〉n−1), (〈x′, f≺(Aβ
r )x

′〉n−1)
)
+Cov

(
(〈x, f≻(Aβ

r )x〉n−1), (〈x′, f≺(Aβ
r )x

′〉n−1)
)
+

Cov
(
(〈x, f≺(Aβ

r )x〉n−1), (〈x′, f≻(Aβ
r )x

′〉n−1)
)
+Cov

(
(〈x, f≺(Aβ

r )x〉n−1), (〈x′, f≺(Aβ
r )x

′〉n−1)
)∣
∣.

(5.22)

14One can choose c1 = f(c0).
15Note that these definition depends on the n, x, x′.
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The first term in (5.22) is equal to zero, thanks to the third equality in (5.14) in the remark
5.3:

Cov
(
(〈x, f≺(Aβ

r )x〉n−1), (〈x′, f≺(Aβ
r )x

′〉n−1)
)
=

∑

k,k′<|x−x′|−1

akak′Cov
(
(〈x, (Aβ

r − αIn−1)
kx〉), (〈x′, (Aβ

r − αIn−1)
k′x′〉)

)
= 0, (5.23)

where each term in the sum is equal to zero, thanks to the remark 5.3.
We take care of the remaining terms, by using the properties of Taylor series. First, observe

that by the choice of α, we have ||Aβ
r − αIn−1||2 ≤ α. Moreover, α + 1 < R so the series

∑∞
k=0 ak(α+1)k is convergent, and there exist a constant M > 0 (independent of x, x′ and n),

such that ∀k, |ak(α+ 1)k| ≤M , and by denoting ̺ = α
α+1 , we get:

||f≻(Aβ
r )||2 = ||

∑

k>|x−x′|−1

ak(A
β
r − αIn−1)

k||2 ≤
∑

k>|x−x′|−1

|ak|||Aβ
r − αIn−1||k2 ≤

∑

k>|x−x′|−1

|ak|αk

=
∑

k>|x−x′|−1

|ak|(α+ 1)k̺k ≤M
∑

k>|x−x′|−1

̺k ≤ C1̺(|x−x′|).

(5.24)

Considering the fact that ||f(Aβ
r ))||2 ≤ c1, and f(Aβ

r ) = f≺(A
β
r )+f≻(A

β
r ), as a direct consequence

of (5.24), we have: ||f≺(Aβ
r )||2 ≤ c2, where c2 is a constant uniform in n. Therefore, we have:

∣
∣Cov

(
(〈x, f≻(Aβ

r )x〉n−1), (〈x′, f≺(Aβ
r )x

′〉n−1)) + Cov((〈x, f≺(Aβ
r )x〉n−1), (〈x′, f≻(Aβ

r )x
′〉n−1)

)∣
∣ ≤

4||f≻(Aβ
r )||2||f≺(Aβ

r )||2 ≤ 4c2C1̺(|x−x′|),
∣
∣Cov

(
(〈x, f≻(Aβ

r )x〉n−1), (〈x′, f≻(Aβ
r )x

′〉n−1)
)∣
∣ ≤ 2||f≻(Aβ

r )||2||f≻(Aβ
r )||2 ≤ 2C2

1̺
2|x−x′|.

(5.25)

Notice that all the bounds here are deterministic and independent of the realization of the
masses. Combining (5.22), (5.23) and (5.25), there exists a deterministic constant independent
of n and realization of the masses, C2, such that we have:

∣
∣Cov

(
(〈x, f(Aβ

r )x〉n−1), (〈x′, f(Aβ
r )x

′〉n−1)
)∣
∣ ≤ C2̺(x−x′). (5.26)

Recall (5.20)-the other terms can be treated exactly similar to (5.26)- f can be divided as in
(5.21). Then, we obtain the same expression as in (5.22), where the first term is equal to zero,
thanks to the second and third equality in (5.14), and the remainder can be bounded with the
exact same bound. Hence, there exist a constant C > 0 uniform in n, such that:

1

β2min

∣
∣Cov

(
(〈x, f(Aβ

r )x〉n−1 + 〈x, f(Aβ
p )x〉n), (〈x′, f(Aβ

r )x
′〉n−1 + 〈x′, f(Aβ

p )x
′〉n)
)∣
∣ ≤ C̺(|x−x′|).

(5.27)
Comparing (5.27) and (5.19), and recalling the fact that 0 < ̺ = α

α+1 < 1, where α is
independent of n, we get the constants 0 < c, C, C <∞, independent of n, such that:

|Cov(〈ẽx〉ρ , 〈ẽx′〉ρ)| ≤ C exp
(
−c|x− x′|

)
+

C
n
. (5.28)

Thanks to the the exponential decay of covariances (5.6), we have the SLLN (5.1). For
proving the SLLN from this decay, we follow the lines of [28]:

Theorem 5.4. Recall the definition of density state ρn from (2.9), and the definition of the
ensemble average with respect to this state by 〈.〉ρn from (2.12). Let g ∈ C0([0, 1]), be a test
function. Then we have the following convergence, almost surely with respect to the distribution
of the masses.

lim
n→∞

1

n

n∑

x=1

g(
x

n
) 〈ẽx〉ρn →

∫ 1

0
g(y)fβµ (y)dy, (5.29)

where fβµ (y) is defined in (5.5).
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Proof. Define the random variable Y n
x := g(xn )

(
〈ẽx〉ρn −E(〈ẽx〉ρn)

)
. First, notice that E(Y n

x ) =
0, and by the definition of g, and the fact that 〈ex〉ρn is bounded (we established this fact in
Lemma 3.3), |Y n

x | is uniformly bounded by a constant C0. Moreover, thanks to the Lemma
5.1, and inequality (5.6), and the fact that g is bounded we have:

E(Y n
x Y

n
y )| ≤ C1 exp(−c|x− y|) + C

n
, (5.30)

for some constant C1, c, C, uniform in n. Let Sn = 1
n

∑n
x=1 Y

n
x , by using (5.30), we have

E(S2
n) ≤ C2

n . Hence, ∀ǫ > 0,
∑∞

n=1
1
n
E(S2

n)
ǫ2 < ∞. On the other hand, by Cauchy condensation

lemma, we know if
∑∞

n=1
bn
n < ∞, with bn ≥ 0, then there exists a sequence nk of integers,

such that
∑∞

k=1 bnk
<∞, and limk→∞

nk+1

nk
= 1, (For the proof of this fact one can see Lemma

3 in [17]). Therefore, there exists a subsequence Snk
, such that limk→∞

nk+1

nk
→ 1, and ∀ǫ > 0,

∑∞
k=1

E(S2
nk

)

ǫ2
< ∞. Hence, by Borel-Contelli lemma, since ∀ǫ > 0,

∑∞
k=1 P(|Snk

| > ǫ) ≤
∑∞

k=1

E(S2
nk

)

ǫ2
, we have limk→∞ Snk

→ 0, almost surely. Now take n such that nk ≤ n < nk+1;
then, by using the fact that ∀n, ∀x ∈ In, |Yx| ≤ C0, we have:

|Sn − Snk
| ≤ 1

nk

nk∑

x=1

|Y n
x − Y nk

x |+ 1

nk

n∑

x>nk

|Y n
x | ≤ 1

nk

nk∑

x=1

|Y n
x − Y nk

x |+ C0
n− nk
nk

. (5.31)

Since
nk+1

nk
→ 1, for any ε > 0, there exits N∗, such that if nk > N∗, then for the second term in

(5.31), we have: C0
n−nk

nk
< ε

4 . Moreover, by the Lemma A.2 in Appendix A, for nk sufficiently
large, we have ∀x ∈ Ink

, with n∗ < x < n − n∗: |Y n
x − Y nk

x | ≤ ε
2 , where n∗ is independent of

nk. Moreover, the terms corresponding to 1 ≤ x ≤ n∗ can be bounded by ε
4 , since n∗ does not

depend on nk, and Y n
x is uniformly bounded. Hence, the first term in (5.31) is bounded by

3ε
4 , for nk sufficiently large. Therefore, for every ε > 0, there exist N , such that for nk > N ,
|Sn−Snk

| < ε 16. Since limk→∞ Snk
→ 0, almost surely, we deduce that Sn → 0 almost surely.

Hence,

1

n

n∑

x=1

g(
x

n
)
(

〈ẽx〉ρn − E(〈ẽx〉ρn)
)

→ 0, (5.32)

almost surely. This gives us the result (5.29), thanks to the definition of fβµ in (5.5), Corollary
A.1.1, and dominated convergence theorem.

5.2 Thermal Equilibrium

Recall the definition (2.9) of density operator ρnβ,p̄,r̄ corresponding to our locally Gibbs state.
We denote the density operator corresponding to thermal equilibrium at inverse temperature

βeq ∈ (0,∞), by ρ
n,βeq

p̄,r̄ . Recall that by thermal equilibrium, we refer to the case where the

temperature profile β(.) is constant, i.e., ∀y ∈ [0, 1], β(y) = βeq. In this case, the matrices Aβ
p ,

and Aβ
r have the following form:

A
βeq
p = (βeq)

2M− 1
2 (−∆)M− 1

2 = β2eqA
0
p, A

βeq
r = (βeq)

2∇+M
−1∇− = β2eqA

0
r .

Therefore, in thermal equilibrium, the average of the fluctuation part of the kinetic and potential

energy (
〈
r̃2x
〉

ρ
and

〈p̃2x〉ρ
mx

) is given as follows:

〈
r̃2x
〉

ρ
=

〈

x,
(A0

r)
1
2

2
coth

(

βeq(A
0
r)

1
2

2

)

x

〉

n−1

,

〈
p̃2x
〉

ρ

mx
=

〈

x,
(A0

p)
1
2

2
coth

(

βeq(A
0
p)

1
2

2

)

x

〉

n

.

(5.33)
In the finite system, one can see from these expressions (by analyzing their Taylor expansions)
that E(

〈
ẽ[ny]

〉
) 6= E(

〈
ẽ[ny′]

〉
), for y, y′ ∈ (0, 1). However, if we take the limit as n→ ∞, thanks

16This bound is true for every configuration of masses.
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to Corollary A.1.2 in Appendix A, we recover the space homogeneity in the bulk, i.e., denoting
the limn→∞ E(

〈
ẽ[ny]

〉

ρn,βeq
) in thermal equilibrium by fµβeq

we have:

∀y, y′ ∈ (0, 1), fµβeq
(y) = fµβeq

(y′).

Take y ∈ (0, 1), since fµβeq
(y) is independent of y, we define the function fµ(βeq) to be the

thermal equilibrium average at inverse temperature βeq ∈ (0,∞):

fµ(βeq) := fµβeq
(y) = lim

n→∞
E
( 〈
ẽ[ny]

〉

ρn,βeq

)
. (5.34)

Thanks to Proposition A.1.2, out of thermal equilibrium with a proper β ∈ C0([0, 1]) satisfying
the assumption of definition (2.9), we can express the function fµβ(.) (5.5), in terms of fµ(β) as
follows:

∀y ∈ (0, 1), fµβ(.)(y) = fµ(β(y)), (5.35)

where in the second expression, the equilibrium average is computed at inverse temperature
βeq = β(y).

6 Energy Evolution

In this section, we finish the proof of Theorem 2.1 by proving (2.18). The idea is as fol-
lows: We can decompose the energy into the mechanical and thermal parts in both microscopic
(〈ex(nt)〉ρ) and macroscopic (e(y, t)) scale. The contribution of the mechanical part in the left
hand side (LHS) of (2.18) converges to the mechanical part in the right hand side, thanks to
(4.13) and (4.29). The contribution of the thermal energy in the LHS of (2.18) converges to
the thermal part of the RHS, thanks to (5.1), at time zero. Finally, the thermal energy in the
LHS of (2.18) remains constant in the limit as n→ ∞, thanks to the localization phenomena,
similar to the RHS of (2.18), where the contribution of the thermal part is given by a function
constant in time. This constant function can be obtained by solving (2.13), and finding the
explicit solution for e(y, t). We make this heuristic rigorous in this section.

6.1 Mechanical Energy

Before proceeding, we state the following lemma, in order to deal with the mechanical part.

Lemma 6.1. For any test function g ∈ C0([0, 1]), by recalling the notation p̄x(nt) = 〈px(nt)〉ρn ,
and r̄x(nt) = 〈rx(nt)〉ρn , we have:

lim
n→∞

1

n

n∑

x=1

g(
x

n
)
(〈px(nt)〉2ρn

2mx
+

〈rx(nt)〉2ρn
2

)

→
∫ 1

0
g(y)

(p(y, t)2

2m̄
+

r(y, t)2

2

)

dy, (6.1)

almost surely, w.r.t the distribution of the masses.

Proof. Denote the solution of the evolution equation (4.5), with initial datum p̄x(0) = p̄x
mx

m̄ ,
and r̄x(0) = r̄x with π̄x(nt) and ¯̺x(nt). Moreover, we denote the solution of (4.5) with initial
datum πx(0) = −E

x
n, and ̺x(0) = 0 by πx(nt), and ̺x(nt), respectively. Thanks to linearity of

the evolution equation we have for any x:

〈px(nt)〉ρ = π̄x(nt) + πx(nt), 〈rx(nt)〉ρ = ¯̺x(nt) + ̺x(nt). (6.2)

First, since ¯̺[ny](nt) → r(y, t), a.s. by (4.29), we have (¯̺[ny](nt))
2 → r2(y, t). By using the

fact that g( [ny]n ) → g(y), we get:

1

2n

n∑

x=1

g(
x

n
)(¯̺x(nt))

2 =
1

2

∫ 1

0
g(

[ny]

n
)(r̄[ny](nt))

2dy →
∫ 1

0
g(y)r2(y, t)dy, (6.3)
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almost surely, by dominated convergence theorem. The fact that ¯̺[ny](nt)
2 is bounded and

hence integrable is obvious from the conservation of the energy bounds in (4.7).
The momentum part can be treated by (4.13) as follows:

1

2n

n∑

x=1

g(
x

n
)
(π̄x(nt))

2

mx
=

1

2n

n∑

x=1

g(
x

n
)
(π̄x(nt))

2

m2
x

mx =
1

2n

n∑

x=1

g(
x

n
)(
π̄x(nt)

mx
)2m̄+

1

2n

n∑

x=1

g(
x

n
)
( π̄x(nt)

mx

)2
(mx − m̄) = m̄

∫ 1

0
g(

[ny]

n
)
( π̄[ny]

m[ny]

)2
dy +

1

2n

n∑

x=1

g(
x

n
)
( π̄x(nt)

mx

)2
(mx − m̄)

→
∫ 1

0
g(y)

p(y, t)2

2m̄
,

(6.4)
almost surely as n→ ∞, where the last sum converges to 0, almost surely, thanks to (4.13). The

last integral in the second line converges to
∫ 1
0 g(y)

p(y,t)2

2m̄ , using the convergence
π̄[ny]

m[ny]
→ p(y,t)

m̄

a.s, in (4.29), and dominated convergence theorem.
On the other hand, for πx(nt) we have:

∣
∣
∣
1

n

n∑

x=1

g
(x

n

)π2x(nt)

mx

∣
∣
∣ ≤ C

n

n∑

x=1

π2x(nt)

mx
≤ C ′

n

n∑

x=1

(Ex
n)

2 → 0, (6.5)

where we used the conservation of the energy as well as the properties of Ex
n (3.40). We can

argue similarly and obtain
∣
∣
∣
1

n

n∑

x=1

g
(x

n

)̺2(nt)

mx

∣
∣
∣→ 0. (6.6)

almost surely, as n → ∞. Using the decomposition (6.2), and combining (6.3) and (6.4), with
(6.5) and (6.6), and taking advantage of a Cauchy-Schwartz inequality yield the result (6.1).

One can think of
〈px(nt)〉2ρn

2mx
+

〈rx(nt)〉2ρn
2 as the Mechanical energy of the particle x ∈ In, and

p2(y,t)
2m̄ + r2(y,t)

2 as the Mechanical energy of the macroscopic material coordinate y ∈ I. This
lemma is basically saying that the microscopic Mechanical energy converges to the macroscopic
one, almost surely, in the sense of (6.1).

6.2 Thermal Energy and Localization

In this section, we provide the necessary tool in order to deal with the thermal energy, i.e.,
localization of the "high modes" of the chain, which enables us to close the equation in (2.18).
We state the localization in the sense of the following lemma. This lemma is a consequence
of the well known locaization phenomena in the disordered chain of harmonic ocillators (see
e.g. [27], [2], [1],[38],[5]), and we bring it here directly from ([5] Lemma 3, Section 5) without
a proof.

Lemma 6.2. Recall the definition of the random matrix A0
p = M− 1

2 (−∆)M− 1
2 , from Section

3, where M is the diagonal matrix of the masses, and ∆ is the matrix of discrete gradient
(2.8). Moreover, recall the ordered eigenvalues of A0

p : 0 = ω0 < ω1 · · · < ωn−1, and their

corresponding eigenvectors: {ϕk}n−1
k=0. Denote ϕ̃k :=M− 1

2ϕk.
Fix α, η > 0, such that 0 < 2α < η < 1. Recall the distribution of the masses P, then there
exists almost surely, n0 ∈ N such that ∀ n > n0, and ∀ k ∈ I(α) := (n(1−α), n − 1] ∩ Z, there
exists an interval J(k) ⊂ [0, n] with |J(k)| ≤ 2nη, such that:

∀x /∈ J(k), |ϕ̃k
x| ≤ n

− 1
η . (6.7)

Equivalently, |ϕk
x| ≤ n

− 1
η
√
mmax.
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Exploiting this lemma, one can deal with the contribution of the momentum to the thermal
energy. In order to deal with the contribution of the elongation, one needs to establish the
localization of the eigenvectors of A0

r . However, since the eigenvectors of A0
r i.e. φk are related

to ϕk by the following identity φk = 1
ωk

∇+M
− 1

2ϕk, we do not establish the localization directly.
Instead, we control the contribution of the elongation to the thermal energy, by using lemma
6.2 as well as the following lemma (Notice that the contribution of the elongation to the thermal
energy has not been discussed throughly in [5]):

Lemma 6.3. Recall the set-up of Lemma 6.2, for every ϕ̃k satisfying (6.7), i.e. there exists

an interval J(k) with |J(k)| ≤ 2nη, such that ∀ x /∈ J(k), |ϕ̃k
x| ≤ n−

1
η , there exists a constant c

independent of n, with 1
ωk

≤ cn
3η
2 . In particular, we have:

∀x ∈ J̃(k), |φkx| =
∣
∣
∣
1

ωk
∇+ϕ̃

k
x

∣
∣
∣ ≤ 2cn

− 1
η
+ 3η

2 , (6.8)

where J̃(k) is the interval: [min{J(k)} + 1,max{J(k)} − 1].

Proof. First, recall
∑n

x=1 |ϕk
x|2 = 1, therefore

∑n
x=1 |ϕ̃k

x|2 ≥ 1
mmax

. On the other hand, using

the assumption (6.7), since |J(k)c| < n, we have
∑

x/∈J(k) |ϕ̃k
x|2 ≤ n

− 2
η
+1

. Combining last two

inequalities, we have
∑

x∈J(k) |ϕ̃k
x|2 ≥ 1

mmax
− 1

n
2
η−1

≥ c0
mmax

, where c0 is a constant independent

of n, and the last inequality is deduced from the fact that 0 < η < 1, and mmax is bounded.
Consequently, since |J(k)| = 2nη, we can choose x0 ∈ J(k) such that:

c1

n
η
2

≤ |ϕ̃k
x0
|, (6.9)

where c1 is a constant independent of n. Now, choose x1 /∈ J(k) to be the closest member

of J(k)c to x0. Using the assumption |ϕ̃k
x| ≤ n−

1
η , and the inequality (6.9), we have(assume

x0 > x1, the other situation will be exactly similar):

c2n
− η

2 ≤ c1n
− η

2 − n−
1
η ≤ ||ϕ̃k

x0
| − |ϕ̃k

x1
|| ≤ |ϕ̃k

x0
− ϕ̃k

x1
| = |

x0−1∑

j=x1

∇+ϕ̃
k
j | ≤

x0−1∑

j=x1

|∇+ϕ̃
k
j |

≤ |x1 − x0| max
j∈[x0,x1]

|∇+ϕ̃
k
j | ≤ 2nη max

j∈[x0,x1]
|∇+ϕ̃

k
j |,

(6.10)

where ∇+ϕ̃
k
j = ϕ̃k

j+1 − ϕ̃k
j . Here, c2 is a constant independent of n, and we used the choice of

x1: since x0 ∈ J(k), |x0−x1| ≤ |J(k)| = 2nη. Therefore, there exists j0 ∈ In−1, and a constant
c3, such that:

|∇+ϕ̃
k
j0 | ≥ c3n

− 3η
2 . (6.11)

Finally, we use the fact
∑n−1

x=1 |φkx|2 =
∑n−1

x=1
|∇+ϕ̃k

x|2
ω2
k

= 1, and thanks to (6.11), we obtain:

ω2
k ≥ |∇+ϕ̃

k
j0 |2 ≥ cn−3η, (6.12)

where, this finishes the proof of the bound 1
ωk

≤ cn
3η
2 . Since we assumed ∀x /∈ J(k), |ϕ̃k

x| ≤ n
− 1

η ,

hence, ∀x /∈ J̃(k), |ϕ̃k
x+1 − ϕ̃k

x| ≤ 2n
− 1

η . Now, using the bound 1
ω2
k

≤ cn3η, and the definition

φkx = 1
ωk

(ϕ̃k
x+1 − ϕ̃k

x), give us the estimate (6.8) as well.

We finish this section, by expressing the following lemma: Recall the "thermal" operators
p̃x and r̃x, defined in (3.25). These operators can be defined at any time t:

p̃x(nt) = px(nt)− 〈px(nt)〉ρ , r̃x(nt) = rx(nt)− 〈rx(nt)〉ρ . (6.13)

Notice that here 〈px(nt)〉ρ, should be understood as the constant times the identity operator.
Then we have:
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Lemma 6.4. For any test function g ∈ C0([0, 1]), define T g
N (t) as follows:

T g
n(t) :=

1

n

n∑

x=1

g(
x

n
)
(
〈
p̃2x(nt)

〉

ρ

2mx
+

〈
r̃2x(nt)

〉

ρ

2

)

. (6.14)

Then, ∀g ∈ C1([0, 1]):
lim
n→∞

T g
n(t)− T g

n(0) → 0, (6.15)

almost surely.

One can see T g
n(t) as the contribution of the thermal energy in the LHS of (2.18). Observe

that limn→∞ T g
n(0) =

∫ 1
0 g(y)f

µ
β (y)dy, ∀g ∈ C0([0, 1]), by (5.1).

Proof. We denoted the average with respect to ρ with 〈.〉ρ, and the inner product in R
n with

〈., .〉n. Only in this proof, for the convenience and in order to prevent any confusion, we
will denote the average with respect to ρ with 〈.〉ρ〈.〉ρ〈.〉ρ, whenever these two appear in the same
expression.
We use the explicit solution of the evolution equation, since (px(nt), rx(nt)), and (〈px(nt)〉ρ,
〈rx(nt)〉ρ) are respectively solutions to the similar linear equations (2.7), and (4.5), by linearity,
p̃(nt) and r̃(nt) can be obtained directly from (3.22):

p̃(nt) =

n−1∑

k=0

(
cos(ωknt)ˆ̃pk(0)− sin(ωknt)ˆ̃rk(0))M

1
2ϕk =:

n−1∑

k=0

(ˆ̃pk(nt)
)
M

1
2ϕk,

r̃(nt) =

n−1∑

k=1

(
cos(ωknt)ˆ̃rk(0) + sin(ωknt)ˆ̃pk(0)

)
φk =:

n−1∑

k=1

ˆ̃rk(nt)φ
k,

(6.16)

where ˆ̃rk(0) =
〈
φk, r̃(0)

〉

n−1
=
〈
φk, r(0)

〉

n−1
−
〈
φk, r̄(0)

〉

n−1
, and ˆ̃pk(0) =

〈

M
1
2ϕk, p̃(0)

〉

n
=

〈

M
1
2ϕk, p(0)

〉

n
−
〈

M
1
2ϕk, p̄(0)

〉

n
, were defined in (3.54). Moreover, the definition of ˆ̃rk(nt),

and ˆ̃pk(nt) are implicit in this expression.
We prove this lemma in the following steps:

Step1. Contribution of the low modes tends to zero.
Define p̃o and r̃o to be the low mode portion of p̃ and r̃, respectively, for proper 0 < α < 1.
The choice of α will become clear later:

p̃ox(nt) :=
∑

k∈Z∩[0,n(1−α)]

ˆ̃pk(nt)
√
mxϕ

k
x, r̃ox(nt) :=

∑

k∈Z∩[1,n(1−α)]

ˆ̃rk(nt)φ
k
x. (6.17)

Then we have for any fixed t ∈ [0, T ]:

Lg
n(t) :=

1

n

n∑

x=1

g(
x

n
)
(
〈
(p̃ox(nt))

2
〉

ρ

2mx
+

〈
(r̃ox(nt))

2
〉

ρ

2

)

→ 0, (6.18)

as n→ ∞.

First, observe that
〈(p̃ox)2〉ρ

2mx
, and

〈(r̃ox)2〉ρ
2 are positive. This is elementary since p̃ox and r̃ox

are self-adjoint. Therefore, since g is bounded, we proceed as follows (Notice that r̃on is zero by
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boundary condition):

|Lg
n(t)| ≤

||g||∞
2n

n∑

x=1

〈
(p̃ox)

2

2mx
+

(r̃ox)
2

2

〉

ρ

≤ C

2n

(〈
n∑

x=1

1

mx

[n1−α]+1
∑

k,k′=0

ˆ̃pk(nt)ˆ̃pk′(nt)
√
mxϕ

k
x

√
mxϕ

k′
x

〉

ρn

+

〈
n−1∑

x=1

[n1−α]+1
∑

k,k′=1

ˆ̃rk(nt)ˆ̃rk′(nt)φ
k
xφ

k′
x

〉

ρ

)

=
C

2n

(〈[n1−α]+1
∑

k,k′=0

ˆ̃pk(nt)ˆ̃pk′(nt)

n∑

x=1

ϕk
xϕ

k′
x

〉

ρ

+

〈[n1−α]+1
∑

k,k′=1

ˆ̃rk(nt)ˆ̃rk′(nt)
n−1∑

x=1

φkxφ
k′

x

〉

ρ

)

=
C

2n

〈[n1−α]+1
∑

k,k′=0

(ˆ̃pk(nt)ˆ̃pk′(nt) + ˆ̃rk(nt)ˆ̃rk′(nt))(δk,k′)

〉

ρ

+
C

2n

〈[n1−α]+1
∑

k=0

(ˆ̃pk(nt))
2 + (ˆ̃rk(nt)

2)

〉

ρ

,

(6.19)
where we substitute p̃ox and r̃ox by their definitions in (6.18), and obtain the double sum, then
we benefited from the linearity of tr: 〈.〉ρ, and the fact that {ϕk} and {φk} are orthonormal

basis for R
n and R

n−1, respectively, hence
∑n

x=1 ϕ
k
xϕ

k′
x =

∑n
x=1 φ

k
xφ

k′
x = δk,k′ . Notice that by

abusing the notation, we start the last two sums from k = 0, in spite of the fact that ˆ̃r0 has
not been defined and by convention one can take ˆ̃r0 ≡ 0, at any time.
On the other hand, one can see that ˆ̃p2k + ˆ̃r2k is conserved in time, ∀k ∈ In, by the di-
rect computation from the definition (6.16): (ˆ̃pk(nt))

2 + (ˆ̃rk(nt))
2 = (ˆ̃pk(0))

2(sin2(ωknt) +
cos2(ωknt)+(ˆ̃rk(0))

2(sin2(ωknt)+cos2(ωknt)+ˆ̃pk ˆ̃rk(cos(ωknt) sin(ωknt)−sin(ωknt) cos(ωknt))+
ˆ̃rk ˆ̃pk(sin(ωknt) cos(ωknt)−cos(ωknt) sin(ωknt)) = (ˆ̃pk(0))

2+ ˆ̃rk(0))
2). Hence, using the bounds

in (3.55) i.e.
〈

(ˆ̃pk(0))
2
〉

ρ
< C,

〈

(ˆ̃rk(0))
2
〉

ρ
< C, from Lemma 3.4, we obtain:

|Lg
n(t)| ≤

C

2n

[n1−α]+1
∑

k=0

〈

(ˆ̃pk(nt))
2 + (ˆ̃rk(nt))

2
〉

ρ
=

C

2n

[n1−α]+1
∑

k=0

〈

(ˆ̃pk(0))
2 + (ˆ̃rk(0))

2
〉

ρ
≤ C ′n

(1−α)

n
,

(6.20)
which clearly goes to zero as n→ ∞, by the choice of 0 < α < 1. Hence, we get (6.18).
Step2. Localization and freezing of the high modes.
In this step, we prove that the part of thermal energy coming from high modes is frozen in
time, thanks to the localization Lemmas 6.2 and 6.3. In the same spirit of the previous step
(6.17), recall I(α) = (n(1−α), n− 1] ∩ Z, and define p̃•x(nt) and r̃•x(nt) as:

p̃•x(nt) := p̃x(nt)− p̃ox(nt) =
∑

k∈I(α)

ˆ̃pk(nt)
√
mxϕ

k
x, r̃•x := r̃x(nt)− r̃ox(nt) =

∑

k∈I(α)

ˆ̃rk(nt)φ
k
x.

(6.21)
Moreover, define Ug

n(t) as:

Ug
n(t) :=

1

n

n∑

x=1

g(
x

n
)
(
〈
(p̃•x(nt))

2
〉

ρ

2mx
+

〈
(r̃•x(nt))

2
〉

ρ

2

)

. (6.22)

Then we have for any t ∈ [0, T ], and g ∈ C1[0, 1]:

Ug
n(t)− Ug

n(0) → 0, (6.23)

almost surely.
In order to prove (6.23), we decompose Ug

n(t) into two parts, one which is constant in time,
and the other which is small.
For a fixed n, a function g : [0, 1] → R, and a vector of n operators p, let g.p denotes the
following vector of operators: g.p(x) = g(xn )px, ∀x ∈ In. Moreover, for a vector of n − 1
operators r, g.r is the following vector of operators: g.r(x) = g(xn )rx, ∀x ∈ In−1. Since n is
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fixed in our computation, this notation does not cause any confusion. Using this notation, and
linearity of the trace, one can rewrite Ug

n(t) as follows:

Ug
n(t) =

1

2n
〈〈〈

n∑

x=1

g(
x

n
)(
p̃•x(nt)

2

mx
+r̃•x(nt)

2)〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ =
1

2n
〈〈〈
〈
g.p̃•(nt),M−1p̃•(nt)

〉

n
+〈g.r̃•(nt), r̃•(nt)〉n−1 〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ.

(6.24)
By the resolution of the identity i.e. In =

∑n−1
k=0

∣
∣ϕk
〉 〈
ϕk
∣
∣, and In−1 =

∑n−1
k=1

∣
∣φk
〉 〈
φk
∣
∣ in R

n,
and R

n−1, we expand the later in the basis of φk and ϕk. We also split M−1 and recall the
definition ϕ̃k =M− 1

2ϕk:

Ug
n(t) =

1

2n

〈〈〈
n∑

k=1

〈

g.p̃•(nt), ϕ̃k
〉

n

〈

ϕ̃k, p̃•(nt)
〉

n
+

n−1∑

k=1

〈

g.r̃•, φk
〉

n−1

〈

φk, r̃•(nt)
〉

n−1

〉

ρ

〉

ρ

〉

ρ

=
1

2n

〈〈〈
∑

k∈I(α)

(〈

g.p̃•(nt), ϕ̃k
〉

n

ˆ̃pk(nt) +
〈

g.r̃•(nt), φk
〉

n−1

ˆ̃rk(nt)
)
〉

ρ

〉

ρ

〉

ρ

.

(6.25)
Notice that in order to obtain the second line, we used the identities

〈
ϕ̃k, p̃•(nt)

〉

n
= ˆ̃pk(nt) for

k ∈ I(α), and
〈
ϕ̃k, p̃•(nt)

〉

n
= 0 for k /∈ I(α), and their counterparts for r̃•(nt), thanks to the

definition of p̃•(nt) and r̃•(nt) in (6.21).
Now, let us split g for each k. For each k ∈ I(α), recall the interval J(k) given by the Lemma
6.2, and let xk be the center of this interval. Then, let gk(x) := g(xk

n ), ∀x ∈ In, be the constant
vector for each k ∈ I(α), and define g̃k(x) = g(x)−gk(x), ∀x ∈ In. We simply have: ∀k ∈ I(α),
g = g̃k + gk. By linearity of g.p, and 〈.〉n, we rewrite (6.25) as follows:

Ug
n(t) =

1

2n

〈〈〈
∑

k∈I(α)

(〈

gk.p̃
•(nt), ϕ̃k

〉

n

ˆ̃pk(nt) +
〈

gk.r̃
•(nt), φk

〉

n−1

ˆ̃rk(nt)
)
〉

ρ

〉

ρ

〉

ρ

+

1

2n

〈〈〈
∑

k∈I(α)

(〈

g̃k.p̃
•(nt), ϕ̃k

〉

n

ˆ̃pk(nt) +
〈

g̃k.r̃
•(nt), φk

〉

n−1

ˆ̃rk(nt)
)
〉

ρ

〉

ρ

〉

ρ

.

(6.26)

In the later decomposition, the first line is constant in time, and the second line vanishes as
n → ∞. Let Ug

n(t) = Ūg
n(t) + Ũg

n(t), where Ūg
n(t) is the first line in (6.26), and Ũg

n(t) is the
second line. Since for each k, gk is constant in x, we can factor it and observe:

Ūg
n(t) :=

1

2n

〈〈〈
∑

k∈I(α)
g(
xk
n
)
(〈

p̃•(nt), ϕ̃k
〉

n

ˆ̃pk(nt) +
〈

r̃•(nt), φk
〉

n−1

ˆ̃rk(nt)
)
〉

ρ

〉

ρ

〉

ρ

=
1

2n

〈〈〈 ∑

k∈I(α)
g(
xk
n
)
(
ˆ̃pk(nt)

2 + ˆ̃rk(nt)
2
)〉

ρ

〉

ρ

〉

ρ
= Ūg

n(0),

(6.27)

where we take advantage of the identity
〈
ϕ̃k, p̃•(nt)

〉

n
= ˆ̃pk(nt), for k ∈ I(α), and the similar

identity for r̃•(nt), as in (6.25). Moreover, we already observed in (6.20), that the expression
ˆ̃pk(nt)

2+ ˆ̃rk(nt)
2 for each k -which represents the thermal energy of the kth mode- is conserved

by the dynamics. Hence, Ūg
n(t) = Ūg

n(0) is constant in time.
In the rest of this step, we prove that Ũg

n → 0, almost surely as n → ∞. In preparation of
this proof, we need to use the following form of the Cauchy Schwartz inequality. For certain
operators a and b, we have:

| 〈ab∗〉ρ |2 ≤ 〈aa∗〉ρ 〈bb∗〉ρ . (6.28)

In order to deal with Ũg
n(t), first, we bound 〈〈〈

〈
g̃k.p̃

•(nt), ϕ̃k
〉2

n
〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ as follows: Recall Lemma

6.2, since this lemma is valid for any choice of 0 < 2α < η < 1, we take η < 2
3 . Then, there

exists a constant c > 0, independent of n, such that for any k ∈ I(α), and n > n0, where n0 is
given by 6.2, we have:

〈〈〈〈

g̃k.p̃
•(nt), ϕ̃k

〉2

n

〉

ρ

〉

ρ

〉

ρ
≤ c

n1−3η
,

〈〈〈〈

g̃k.r̃
•(nt), φk

〉2

n−1

〉

ρ

〉

ρ

〉

ρ
≤ c

n1−3η
, (6.29)

40



almost surely. These bounds can be achieved by expanding the inner product, and performing
the following computation:

〈〈〈〈

g̃k.p̃
•(nt), ϕ̃k

〉2

n

〉

ρ

〉

ρ

〉

ρ
=
〈〈〈

(

n∑

x=1

g̃k(
x

n
)ϕ̃k

xp̃
•
x(nt))

2
〉

ρ

〉

ρ

〉

ρ
=

n∑

x,y=1

g̃k(
x

n
)g̃(

y

n
)ϕ̃k

xϕ̃
k
y〈〈〈p̃•x(nt)p̃•y(nt)〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ ≤

n∑

x,y=1

|g̃k(
x

n
)g̃(

y

n
)ϕ̃k

xϕ̃
k
y ||〈〈〈p̃•x(nt)p̃•y(nt)〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ| ≤

n∑

x,y=1

|g̃k(
x

n
)g̃(

y

n
)ϕ̃k

xϕ̃
k
y |
(
〈〈〈p̃•x(nt))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ

) 1
2
(
〈〈〈p̃•y(nt))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ

) 1
2 =

( n∑

x=1

|g̃k(
x

n
)ϕ̃k

x|
(
〈〈〈p̃•x(nt))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ

) 1
2

)2
≤
( n∑

x=1

|g̃k(
x

n
)ϕ̃k

x|2
)( n∑

x=1

〈〈〈(p̃•x(nt))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ
)

.

(6.30)
The second inequality obtained using the aforementioned form of Cauchy Schwartz inequal-

ity in (6.28), and the last inequality is evident, using the Cauchy Schwartz inequality for finite
dimensional vectors.
In the following computation, using the definition of p̃•x(nt) (6.21), and getting a double sum,
we bound the second term in (6.30) by c0n, where c0 > 0 is a constant independent of n:

n∑

x=1

〈〈〈p̃•x(nt)2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ ≤
n∑

x=1

mmax

mx

∑

k,k′∈I(α)
mxϕ

k
xϕ

k′
x 〈〈〈 ˆ̃pk(nt)ˆ̃pk′(nt)〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ ≤

c1
∑

k,k′∈I(α)
〈〈〈 ˆ̃pk(nt)ˆ̃pk′(nt)〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ

n∑

x=1

ϕk
xϕ

k′

x =
∑

k∈I(α)
〈〈〈(ˆ̃pk(nt))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ ≤ c14C|I(α)| ≤ c0n.

(6.31)

In the last line, we bounded 〈〈〈(ˆ̃pk(nt))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ ≤ 4C (2C works as well, with conservation argument),
by using the explicit form of ˆ̃pk(nt) = cos(ωknt)ˆ̃pk − sin(ωknt)ˆ̃rk:

〈〈〈(ˆ̃pk(nt))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ =

〈〈〈 ˆ̃pk(0)2 cos2(ωknt) + ˆ̃rk(0)
2 sin2(ωk(nt))− sin(ωknt) cos(ωknt)(ˆ̃rk(0)ˆ̃pk(0) + ˆ̃pk(0)ˆ̃rk(0))〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ ≤

〈〈〈(ˆ̃pk(0))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ + 〈〈〈(ˆ̃rk(0))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ + |〈〈〈 ˆ̃pk(0)ˆ̃rk(0)〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ|+ |〈〈〈ˆ̃rk(0)ˆ̃pk(0)〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ| ≤
〈〈〈 ˆ̃pk(0))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ + 〈〈〈(ˆ̃rk(0))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ + 2〈〈〈(ˆ̃pk(0))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ

1
2〈〈〈ˆ̃rk(0))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ

1
2 ≤ 4C,

(6.32)
where we bounded | sin(.)| and | cos(.)| by one, used Cauchy Schwartz (6.28) in the second line,
and used the appropriate bound from Lemma 3.4 in the last line.
Moreover, we can bound the first term in the RHS of (6.29) by c1

n2−3η , almost surely, thanks to
(6.7), and regularity of g. Recall the definition of J(k) from lemma 6.2, then we can rewrite
the later as:

n∑

x=1

|g̃k(
x

n
)ϕ̃k

x|2 =
∑

x∈J(k)
|g̃k(

x

n
)ϕ̃k

x|2 +
∑

x/∈J(k)
|g̃k(

x

n
)ϕ̃k

x|2 ≤ c′1
∑

x∈J(k)
|g̃k(

x

n
)|2 + c′2

∑

x/∈J(k)
|ϕ̃k

x|2

≤ c′1C1

∑

x∈J(k)

|x− xk|2
n2

+ c′2n
− 2

η |J(k)c| ≤ 2c′1C1

nη
∑

j=0

j2 + c′2n
− 2

η
+1 ≤ C ′

1

n3η

n2
+ c′2n

− 2
η
+1

≤ c1
n2−3η

,

(6.33)

where in the second inequality, we bound |ϕ̃k
x|, in the second term by n

− 1
η , almost surely, for

x /∈ J(k), thanks to the bound (6.7) in Lemma (6.2). In the second inequality, for the first
term, we exploited the definition of g̃k(

x
n) = g(xn)−g(

xk

n ), as well as the fact that g ∈ C1([0, 1]),
and therefore, there exists a constant C1 > 0 17, such that |g(xn )− g(xk

n )| ≤ C1|xn − xk

n |. In the
third inequality, we applied the definition of xk as the center of the interval J(k), we also used
the fact that |J(k)| = 2nη, and |J(k)c| = n− 2nη < n.

17One can simply take C1 = ||g′||∞.
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By inserting the bounds
∑n

x=1 〈〈〈p̃•x(nt)2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ ≤ c0n, from (6.31), and
∑n

x=1 |g̃k(xn)ϕ̃k
x|2 ≤ c1

n2−3η ,
from (6.33), in the expression (6.30), we obtain the first bound in (6.29), which is the product
of these two bounds, namely:

〈〈〈〈

g̃k.p̃
•(nt), ϕ̃k

〉2

n

〉

ρ

〉

ρ

〉

ρ
≤
( n∑

x=1

〈〈〈p̃•x(nt)2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ
)( n∑

x=1

|g̃k(
x

n
)ϕ̃k

x|2
)

≤ c0n× c1
n2−3η

≤ c

n1−3η
.

The second bound in (6.29), corresponding to the elongation operator r can be treated
similarly, with a small modification (using Lemma 6.3 instead of Lemma 6.2).
Performing the exact same computation as in (6.30), one can obtain the following bound using
the Cauchy Shwartz inequality twice:

〈〈〈〈

g̃k.r̃
•(nt), φk

〉2

n−1

〉

ρ

〉

ρ

〉

ρ
≤
( n−1∑

x=1

|g̃k(
x

n
)φkx|2

)( n−1∑

x=1

〈〈〈(r̃•x(nt))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ
)

, (6.34)

Again, similar to (6.31), we have:

n∑

x=1

〈〈〈(r̃•x(nt))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ =
n−1∑

x=1

∑

k,k′∈I(α)
φkxφ

k′

x 〈〈〈ˆ̃rk(nt)ˆ̃rk′(nt)〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ =
∑

k,k′∈I(α)
〈〈〈ˆ̃rk(nt)ˆ̃rk′(nt)〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ

n−1∑

x=1

φkxφ
k′

x =

∑

k∈I(α)
〈〈〈ˆ̃rk(nt)2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ ≤ 4C|I(α)| ≤ c′0n,

(6.35)
where we bounded 〈〈〈ˆ̃rk(nt)2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ ≤ 4C, exactly similar to (6.32), using the explicit form of

ˆ̃rk(nt) = cos(ωknt)ˆ̃rk(0) + sin(ωknt)ˆ̃rk(0), and the bounds in Lemma 3.4.
Dealing with the first term in the RHS of (6.34) requires more attention (this problem have
not been addressed in [5]). We can proceed similar to (6.33), recalling J̃(k) from Lemma 6.3:

n−1∑

x=1

|g̃k(
x

n
)φkx|2 =

∑

x∈J̃(k)

|g̃k(
x

n
)φkx|2 +

∑

x/∈J̃(k)

|g̃k(
x

n
)φkx|2 ≤ c′′1

∑

x∈J̃(k)

|g̃k(
x

n
)|2 + c′′2

∑

x/∈J̃(k)

|φkx|2

≤ (c′′1C1

∑

x∈J̃(k)

|x− xk|2
n2

) + (c3n
− 2

η
+3η|J̃(k)c|) ≤ (2c′′1C1

nη
∑

j=0

j2) + (c3n
− 2

η
+3η+1)

≤ C ′
1

n3η

n2
+ c3n

− 2
η
+3η+1 ≤ c1

n2−3η
,

(6.36)
where these computation can be justified similar to (6.33), except from the fact that on the

second inequality we exploited the bound (6.8): |φkx| ≤ 2cn
− 1

η
+ 3η

2 from Lemma 6.3. Moreover,
in the last inequality, by using the assumption η ∈ (0, 23), we deduced that 3η−2 > − 2

η +3η+1,

and n3η−2 > n−
2
η
+3η+1. Hence, we have the last bound by choosing the proper constant.

Finally, notice that here we can replace J(k) by J̃(k), since |J(k)| ≥ |J̃(k)|.
By inserting (6.35) and (6.36) into (6.34), we obtain the second bound in (6.29):

〈〈〈〈

g̃k.r̃
•(nt), φk

〉2

n−1

〉

ρ

〉

ρ

〉

ρ
≤
( n−1∑

x=1

|g̃k(
x

n
)φkx|2

)( n−1∑

x=1

〈〈〈(r̃•x(nt))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ
)

≤ c1
n2−3η

× c′0n ≤ c

n1−3η
.

(6.37)
Recall the definition of Ũg

n(t)

Ũg
n(t) :=

1

2n

∑

k∈I(α)

〈〈〈〈

g̃k.p̃
•(nt), ϕ̃k

〉

n

ˆ̃pk(nt) +
〈

g̃k.r̃
•(nt), φk

〉

n−1

ˆ̃rk(nt)
〉

ρ

〉

ρ

〉

ρ
, (6.38)
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by using the Cauchy Schwartz inequality (6.28), we have18:

|Ũg
n(t)| ≤

1

2n

∑

k∈I(α)

∣
∣
∣

〈〈〈〈

g̃k.p̃
•(nt), ϕ̃k

〉

n

ˆ̃pk(nt)
〉

ρ

〉

ρ

〉

ρ

∣
∣
∣+
∣
∣
∣

〈〈〈〈

g̃k.r̃
•(nt), φk

〉

n−1

ˆ̃rk(nt)
〉

ρ

〉

ρ

〉

ρ

∣
∣
∣

≤ 1

2n

∑

k∈I(α)

〈〈〈〈

g̃k.p̃
•(nt), ϕ̃k

〉2

n

〉

ρ

〉

ρ

〉

ρ

1
2〈〈〈 ˆ̃pk(nt)2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ

1
2 +

〈〈〈〈

g̃k.r̃
•(nt), φk

〉2

n−1

〉

ρ

〉

ρ

〉

ρ

1
2〈〈〈ˆ̃rk(nt)2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ

1
2

≤
√
C

n

∑

k∈I(α)

〈〈〈〈

g̃k.p̃
•(nt), ϕ̃k

〉2

n

〉

ρ

〉

ρ

〉

ρ

1
2 +

〈〈〈〈

g̃k.r̃
•(nt), φk

〉2

n−1

〉

ρ

〉

ρ

〉

ρ

1
2 ≤

√
C

n

2
√
c

n
1
2
− 3η

2

|I(α)|

≤ C0

n
1
2
− 3η

2

→ 0,

(6.39)

where in the first inequality, we used Cauchy Schwartz (6.28). In the second inequality, we
exploited the bounds 〈〈〈 ˆ̃pk(nt)2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ ≤ 4C, 〈〈〈ˆ̃rk(nt)2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ ≤ 4C, as we already did in (6.31) and (6.35).
In the third inequality, we benefited from the bounds in (6.29). Hence, if one takes η < 1

3 , one

can deduce |Ũg
n(t)| → 0, almost surely.

Lastly, recall that we expressed Ug
n(t) = Ūg

n(t) + Ũg
n(t), we sum up the result of this step as

follows:

|Ug
n(t)− Ug

n(0)| = |Ūg
n(t) + Ũg

n(t)− (Ūg
n(t) + Ũg

n(t))| = |Ũg
n(t)− Ũg

n(0)| ≤ |Ũg
n(t))| + |Ũg

n(0))| → 0,
(6.40)

almost surely, thanks to Ūg
n(t) = Ūg

n(0) from (6.27), and (6.39). This finishes the proof of this
step (6.23).

Step3. Summing up.
In this step, we finish the proof of Lemma 6.4,(the limit (6.15)), by combining the results from
previous steps (6.18), (6.23). In fact, the later expressions let us conclude that |Ug

n(t) + Lg
n −

Ug
n(0) − Lg

n(0)| → 0, almost surely. By comparing T g
n(t), and Ug

n(t) + Lg
n, one can see it is

sufficient to control the following term in order to obtain (6.15) 19.

Eg
n(t) :=

1

n

n∑

x=1

g(
x

n
)
(〈〈〈p̃ox(nt)p̃•x(nt)〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ

mx
+ 〈〈〈r̃ox(nt)r̃•x(nt)〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ

)

. (6.41)

However, this term can be treated as usual, using the Cauchy Schwartz inequality (6.28):

|Eg
n(t)| ≤

∣
∣
∣
1

n

n∑

x=1

∣
∣
g(xn)

mx

∣
∣|〈〈〈p̃ox(nt)p̃•x(nt)〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ|

∣
∣
∣+
∣
∣
∣
1

n

n−1∑

x=1

|g(x
n
)||〈〈〈r̃ox(nt)r̃•x(nt)〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ|

∣
∣
∣

≤
∣
∣
∣
1

n

n∑

x=1

∣
∣
g(xn )

mx

∣
∣|〈〈〈(p̃ox(nt))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ

1
2〈〈〈(p̃•x(nt))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ

1
2 |
∣
∣
∣+
∣
∣
∣
1

n

n−1∑

x=1

|g(x
n
)||〈〈〈(r̃ox(nt))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ

1
2〈〈〈(r̃•x(nt))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ

1
2 |
∣
∣
∣

≤
∣
∣
∣
1

n

n∑

x=1

∣
∣
g(xn )

mx

∣
∣〈〈〈(p̃ox(nt))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ

∣
∣
∣

1
2
∣
∣
∣
1

n

n∑

x=1

|g(
x
n )

mx
|〈〈〈(p̃•x(nt))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ

∣
∣
∣

1
2

+
∣
∣
∣
1

n

n−1∑

x=1

|g(x
n
)|〈〈〈(r̃ox(nt))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ

∣
∣
∣

1
2
∣
∣
∣
1

n

n−1∑

x=1

|g(x
n
)|〈〈〈(r̃•x(nt))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ

∣
∣
∣

1
2

≤
√

2c̃0C1

(

1

n

n∑

x=1

|g(x
n
)|
(〈〈〈(p̃ox(nt))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ

mx
+ 〈〈〈(r̃ox(nt))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ

)
) 1

2

≤
( c̃0C1C

′n(1−α)

n

) 1
2 → 0,

(6.42)

18We already discussed the positivity of the terms under the square root in the second line, which can be obtained
by the fact that these operators are linear combination of bosonic operators b̃k, and their adjoints, and they are self
adjoint, hence, by using Lemma 3.38, we obtain the positivity (more abstract proof is of course possible).

19Recall that all the expressions corresponding to the nth component of the r operator is zero, and we bring them
in the same sum just to lighten the notation.
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The first inequality is obtained by (6.28). In the second inequality, the Cauchy-Schwartz has
been used. Then by taking c̃0 = max{c0, c′0}, we take advantage of the following bounds:
1
n

∑n−1
x=1 〈〈〈(r̃•x(nt))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ ≤ c′0, and 1

n

∑n
x=1 〈〈〈(p̃•x(nt))2〉ρ〉ρ〉ρ ≤ c0 from (6.35) and (6.31). Then, we

used the inequality
√
a+

√
b ≤

√

2(a+ b). The last inequality can be obtained exactly similar

to (6.19) and (6.20), where we bounded |Lg
n(t)| ≤ C ′ n(1−α)

n .

Finally, we prove |T g
n(t) − T g

n(0)| → 0, almost surely, by using (6.18), (6.23), and (6.42).
First, recall that we defined p̃ox(nt), r̃

o
x(nt) in (6.17), and p̃•x(nt), r̃

•
x(nt) in (6.21), such that

p̃x(nt) = p̃ox(nt) + p̃•x(nt), and r̃x(nt) = r̃ox(nt) + r̃•x(nt), for all x ∈ In. By using the later,
and comparing the definition of T g

n(t) (6.14), Lg
n(t) (6.18), Ug

n(t) (6.22), and Eg
n(t) (6.41), it is

evident that:
T g
n(t) = Lg

n(t) + Ug
n(t) + Eg

n(t). (6.43)

Therefore, we can conclude:

|T g
n(t)− T g

n(0)| =|Lg
n(t) + Ug

n(t) + Eg
n(t)− (Lg

n(0) + Ug
n(0) + Eg

n(0))| ≤ |Ug
n(t)− Ug

n(0)|+
|Lg

n(0)| + |Lg
n(t)|+ |Eg

n(0)| + |Eg
n(t)| → 0,

(6.44)
almost surely, where |Ug

n(t)−Ug
n(0)| → 0 almost surely, by (6.23). Moreover, |Lg

n(0)|+|Lg
n(t)| →

0, since (6.18) is valid for any t, and |Eg
n(0)| + |Eg

n(t)| → 0 as a consequence of (6.42), which
holds for all t ∈ [0, T ]. This finishes the proof of (6.15) and Lemma 6.4.

Remark 6.5. For a clean chain in thermal equilibrium, we have:
〈
ẽ[ny](nt)

〉

ρ
−
〈
ẽ[ny](0)

〉

ρ

vanishes as n→ ∞. One can observe this by using the fact that Aβ
r and A0

r can be diagonalized
in the same basis for this chain, and hence this difference can be computed explicitly. Therefore,
a simple calculation shows that in this case, we can obtain (6.15). Notice that the rest of the
proof for a clean chain in thermal equilibrium is exactly similar to the disordered case; therefore,
we can obtain the (2.1) for this chain, with corresponding fβ from (1.5).

6.3 Decomposition

In this section, we finish proof of (2.18) for any test function g ∈ C1([0, 1]). We will extend
this result to continuous test functions in the next section.

Proof of (2.18) with C1 test function. First, we can solve the macroscopic equation explicitly.
In fact, thanks to the regularity assumption: r̄(y), p̄(y) ∈ C1([0, 1]), the wave equation (two first
equation in (2.13), with boundary conditions (2.14), (2.15)) for r and p can be solved explicitly,
by expanding in the Fourier basis and, we have a smooth in time, strong solutions, such that
p(y, t), r(y, t) ∈ C1([0, 1]). Moreover, one can observe that the solution to the equation (2.13),
(2.14), and (2.15) for e is given by:

e(y, t) =
p2(y, t)

2m̄
+

r2(y, t)

2
+ fµβ (y). (6.45)

One can justify this solution by simply taking the derivative and plug-in the solution to the
wave equation. Notice that this formal argument is legitimate, thanks to the regularity of r
and p.
Fix g ∈ C1([0, 1]), then the LHS of (2.18) is given by:

∫ 1

0
g(y)e(y, t)dy =

∫ 1

0
g(y)

(p2(y, t)

2m̄
+

r2(y, t)

2

)

dy

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Kg:Macroscopic Mechanical energy

+

∫ 1

0
g(y)fµβ (y)dy

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Tg:Macroscopic Thermal energy

,
(6.46)

where we defined Kg(t) and Tg(t) ≡ Tg, to be the Macroscopic Mechanical energy, and macro-
scopic Thermal energy, respectively. At the macroscopic level, we already observed the following
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decomposition 20:

1

n

n∑

x=1

g(
x

n
) 〈ex(nt)〉ρ =

1

n

n∑

x=1

g(
x

n
)
(
〈
(px(nt))

2
〉

ρ

mx
+
〈
(rx(nt))

2
〉

ρ

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Kg
n(t):Microscopic Mechanical Energy

+
1

n

n∑

x=1

g(
x

n
)

(
〈

(px(nt)− 〈px(nt)〉ρ)2
〉

ρ

mx
+
〈

(rx(nt)− 〈rx(nt)〉ρ)2
〉

ρ

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

T g
n(t):Miscroscopic Thermal Energy

,

(6.47)
where we defined Kg

n(t) to be the microscopic Mechanical energy. Recalling the definition
p̃x(nt) = px(nt)− 〈px(nt)〉ρ, and r̃x(nt) − 〈rx(nt)〉ρ, the second term T g

n(t) is the microscopic
Thermal energy, which is defined in (6.14).
Comparing these two expressions, (6.46) and (6.47), the rest of the proof becomes clear. In
step one, we proved that the microscopic Mechanical energy converges to the macroscopic
counterpart: Kg

n(t) → Kg(t) in (6.1). In the previous section, we proved that the microscopic
Thermal energy is frozen in time i.e. T g

n(t) − T g
n(0) → 0, in (6.15). Finally, in Section 5.1, we

proved that T g
n(0) → Tg, in (5.29). All these limit are almost surely w.r.t P. Combining these

three argument finishes the proof:

1

n

n∑

x=1

g(
x

n
) 〈ex(nt)〉ρ = Kg

n(t) + T g
n(t) = Kg

n(t) + T g
n(0) + (T g

n(t)− T g
n(0)) → Kg(t) + Tg + 0 =

∫ 1

0
g(y)

((p2(y, t)

2m̄
+

r2(y, t)

2

)

+ fµβ (y)
)

dy =

∫ 1

0
g(y)e(y, t)dy,

(6.48)
almost surely, where these three limits have been deduced from (6.1), (5.29) and (6.15) respec-
tively. This finishes the proof of (2.18) for g ∈ C1([0, 1]).

Notice that the only limit among those, where we needed the stronger assumption g ∈
C1([0, 1]), rather than g ∈ C0([0, 1]), was the last one: T g

n(t)− T g
n(0) → 0. We will circumvent

this obstacle in the next section, using the energy estimate: 1
n

∑n
x=1 〈ex(nt)〉ρ ≤ C.

6.4 From C1 to C0

This section extends the previous result and omits the additional regularity assumption on
f and finish the proof of Theorem 2.1. As we already mentioned, the essential tool for this
purpose is the following energy estimate: There exists a constant C > 0 independent of n, such
that for all t ∈ [0, T ]:

1

n

n∑

x=1

〈ex(nt)〉ρ ≤ C. (6.49)

The later is rather straightforward due to our previous calculations. First, notice that
∑n

x=1 ex(nt) = H(nt) =
∑n

x=1 ex(0) =:
∑n

x=1 ex is conserved by the evolution, hence we have:
1
n

∑n
x=1 〈ex(nt)〉ρ = 1

n

∑n
x=1 〈ex〉ρ. On the other hand we have:

1

n

n∑

x=1

〈ex〉ρ =
1

n

n∑

x=1

(〈px〉2ρ
2mx

+
〈rx〉2ρ
2

)

+
1

n

n∑

x=1

(
〈
p̃2x
〉

ρ

2mx
+

〈
r̃2x
〉

ρ

2

)

, (6.50)

where p̃x = px − 〈px〉ρ, r̃x = rx − 〈rx〉ρ. The first sum in (6.50), is bounded by a constant
C1, since we have 〈px〉ρ = mx

m̄ p̄x − E
n
x, 〈rx〉ρ = r̄x from (3.42), where p̄x = p̄(xn), r̄x = r̄(xn),

and E
n
x is given in (3.39). Notice that we used the fact that |Ex

n| is bounded by a deterministic

20Notice that we come back to the notation where we denote the thermal average by 〈.〉ρ instead of 〈.〉ρ〈.〉ρ〈.〉ρ, since there
is no confusion here.
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constant, which is evident from its definition and properties of mx, β and p̄.

The second sum in (6.50), is bounded by C2 independent of n, which is given in (3.60) in
Remark 3.5. Therefore 1

n

∑n
x=1 〈ex〉ρ is bounded by another deterministic constant C, uniform

in n.

Proof of (2.18) for f ∈ C0. After all, we can state the proof of (2.18) for a test function f ∈
C0([0, 1]). Fix f ∈ C0([0, 1]) and recall the definition of the regularizing family ζǫ, for any ǫ > 0
as follows: Let ζ ∈ C∞

c (R), with (ζ) = [−1, 1],
∫

R
ζ(y′)dy′ = 1, ζ(y) ≥ 0, and ζ(y) = ζ(−y).

Let ζǫ := 1
ǫ ζ(

y
ǫ ), for 0 < ǫ < 1. Notice that we have ζǫ ∈ C∞

c (R), supp(ζǫ) = [−ǫ, ǫ],
∫

R
ζǫ(y

′)dy′ = 1, and ζǫ(y) ≥ 0 for any 0 < ǫ < 1.
For any δ > 0, let fδ : [0, 1] → R be defined as fδ(y) := (f ∗ ζδ)(y) =

∫
f(y′)ζ(y − y′)dy′. By

properties of convolution, we have fδ ∈ C1([0, 1]),∀δ > 0.
Fix t ∈ [0, T ], and ǫ > 0, we are going to introduce a proper δ: Recall the solution to the

macroscopic equation e(y, t) = p2(y,t)
2m̄ + r2(y,t)

2 + fµβ (y), as we already observed p2(y,t)
2m̄ + r2(y,t)

2 is
continuous, thanks to the regularity assumption on r̄ and p̄. Moreover, we proved the continuity
of fµβ (y) in Proposition A.1.1, hence e(y, t) is positive and continuous on [0, 1] (positivity of

fµβ (y) is evident from the construction), and
∫ 1
0 e(y, t) is bounded by a constant C0 > 0. Let

C̃ = max{C0, C}, where C is the uniform bound on 1
n

∑n
x=1 〈ex〉ρ. Since f is continuous

on [0, 1], it will be uniformly continuous, so there exists δ(ǫ) > 0, such that if y, y′ ∈ [0, 1],
|y − y′| ≤ 2δ, then |f(y) − f(y′)| ≤ ǫ

4C̃
. This choice of δ, besides the properties of ζδ, in

particular, the fact that supp(ζδ) = [−δ, δ], and
∫
ζδ(y)dy = 1, lead to the following estimate:

supy |fδ(y)− f(y)| ≤ ǫ
4C̃

, this can be observed from the definition of fδ:

|(f − fδ)(y)| =
∣
∣
∣f(y)−

∫

f(y′)ζδ(y − y′)dy′
∣
∣
∣ =

∣
∣
∣

∫

f(y)ζ(y − y′)dy′ −
∫

f(y′)ζδ(y − y′)dy′
∣
∣
∣ ≤

∫

|f(y)−f(y′)|ζδ(y−y′)dy′ =
∫ y+δ

y−δ
|f(y)−f(y′)|ζδ(y−y′)dy′ ≤ sup

|y−y′|≤2δ
(|f(y)−f(y′)|) ≤ ǫ

4C̃
.

Notice that this bound is valid for any y, so we can take the sup over y. By using the later,
again, thanks to the choice of δ, definition of ζδ, and C̃ we obtain

∣
∣
∣
1

n

n∑

x=1

(f − fδ)(
x

n
) 〈ex(nt)〉ρ

∣
∣
∣ ≤ sup

y
|(f − fδ)(y)|

1

n

n∑

x=1

〈ex(nt)〉ρ ≤ ǫ

4C̃
C ≤ ǫ

4
,

∣
∣
∣

∫ 1

0
(f − fδ)(y)

∣
∣
∣e(y, t)dy ≤ sup

y
|(f − fδ)(y)|

∫ 1

0
e(y, t)dy ≤ ǫ

4C̃
C0 ≤

ǫ

4
,

(6.51)

uniformly in n. Now let us bound:

∣
∣
∣
1

n

n∑

x=1

f(
x

n
) 〈ex(nt)〉ρ −

∫ 1

0
fδ(y)e(y, t)dy

∣
∣
∣ =

∣
∣
∣(
1

n

n∑

x=1

(f(
x

n
) 〈ex(nt)〉ρ + 〈ex(nt)〉ρ (f − fδ)(

x

n
))−

(

∫ 1

0
fδ(y)e(y, t) +

∫ 1

0
(f − fδ)(y)e(y, t)dy)

∣
∣
∣ ≤

∣
∣
∣
1

n

n∑

x=1

fδ(
x

n
) 〈ex(nt)〉ρ −

∫ 1

0
fδ(y)e(y, t)dy

∣
∣
∣ +
∣
∣
∣
1

n

n∑

x=1

(f − fδ)(
x

n
) 〈ex(nt)〉ρ

∣
∣
∣+

∣
∣
∣

∫ 1

0
(f − fδ)(y)e(y, t)dy

∣
∣
∣ ≤ ǫ

2
+
ǫ

4
+
ǫ

4
.

(6.52)
The last two term were bounded by (6.51). In order to treat the first term, note that as we

observed fδ ∈ C1([0, 1]), so we can use the result of the previous section i.e. (6.48) for fδ:

lim
n→∞

1

n

n∑

x=1

fδ(
x

n
) 〈ex(nt)〉ρ →

∫ 1

0
fδ(y)e(y, t)dy, (6.53)
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almost surely. Hence, there exists N , such that for n > N , we have | 1n
∑n

x=1 fδ(
x
n) 〈ex(nt)〉ρ −

∫ 1
0 fδ(y)e(y, t)dy| ≤ ǫ

2 , almost surely, and this finishes the proof of Theorem 2.1.
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A Properties of the Limiting Function

In this section, we study the properties of fµβ , which is defined in (5.5). We prove a couple of
lemmas to facilitate the proof of Theorem 5.4. In particular, we prove the existence of the limit
(5.5), this means that fµβ is well-defined. Moreover, we show that this function is continuous.
Furthermore, we treat the equilibrium case and demonstrate that the function fµ(βeq) is well
defined, i.e. fµβeq

(y) does not depend on y. Then we demonstrate the relation (5.35). Finally,
we prove a lemma which has been needed in 5.4. All the proofs in this section share the same
spirit: We represent 〈ẽx〉ρ in terms of the Taylor series, then cut the series similar to (5.21), and
control the expressions depending on the first part of the Taylor series, using the fact that the
number of these terms is finite, β is continuous and bounded, and the distribution of the masses
is compactly supported. Finally, we use the fact that the terms depending on the remainder of
the series is small.

Notice that since n is not fixed here, we denote the ensemble average with 〈〉ρn , in order

to emphasize the dependence on n. Before proceeding, recall the definition of Aβ
p , and Aβ

r

from (3.25), since here n is not fixed and we study matrices with different sizes, we change our
notations only in this section and denote these matrices by Ap

n, and Ar
n, respectively i.e.

Ap
n :=M

− 1
2

β (−∇−β
0∇+)M

− 1
2

β , Ar
n := (βo)

1
2 (−∇+M

−1
β ∇−)(β

o)
1
2 ,

where Mβ = Mβ−1, with M = diag(m1, . . . ,mn), β = diag(β( 1n), . . . , β(
n
n )), and βo =

diag(β( 1n), . . . , β(
n−1
n )).

Since all these proofs share the same spirit, we set a handful of notation here:
Recall the average expression 〈ẽx〉ρn from (5.17):

〈ẽx〉ρ =
1

βx

(
〈x, f(Ar

n)x〉n−1 + 〈x, f(Ap
n)x〉n + ǫxn

)
. (A.1)

Thanks to (5.16), the part corresponding to p can be written as follows:

〈x, f(Ap
n)x〉n =

∞∑

k=0

ak〈x, (Ap
n − αIn)

kx〉n. (A.2)

As we argued in Section 5.1, there exists a constant c0 > 0, such that for every realization of
the masses, and ∀n, ||An

p ||2 ≤ c0. Therefore, using the properties of Taylor series as in (5.24),
we observe that ∀ǫ > 0, there exists K∗(ǫ) ∈ N, such that ∀n, ∀x ∈ In, and any realization of
the masses we have: ∣

∣
∣

∑

k>K∗(ǫ)

ak〈x, (Ap
n − αIn)

kx〉n
∣
∣
∣ ≤ ǫ. (A.3)

Notice that we can choose K∗(ǫ), such that the same bound (A.3) holds when we substitute
Ap

n with Ar
n. Hence, given ǫ > 0 one can define fǫ≺(.) and fǫ≻(.) as follows:

fǫ≺(A
p
n) :=

K∗(ǫ)∑

k=0

ak(A
p
n − αIn)

k, fǫ≻(A
p
n) :=

∞∑

k>K∗(ǫ)

ak(A
p
n − αIn)

k. (A.4)

In particular, we can rewrite (A.3) in the following way: For any ǫ > 0 there exits K∗(ǫ) such
that for any n and x ∈ In we have:

|〈x, fǫ≻(Ap
n)x〉n| ≤ ǫ, |E(〈x, fǫ≻(Ap

n)x〉n)| ≤ ǫ,

|〈x, fǫ≻(Ar
n)x〉n−1| ≤ ǫ, |E(〈x, fǫ≻(Ar

n)x〉n−1)| ≤ ǫ.
(A.5)

Fix (k, n) ∈ N
2, denote Ap

n − αIn by Ãp
n, take x ∈ In, and consider the following term:

〈x, (Ãp
n)kx〉. Here we represent this term in a more appropriate manner, introducing following

notations. First, recall the random walk representation of 〈x, (Ãp
n)kx〉:

〈x, (Ãp
n)

kx〉 =
n∑

x1,...xk−1=1

〈x, Ãβ
px1〉〈x1, Ãβ

px2〉 . . . 〈xk−1, Ã
β
px〉. (A.6)
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Denote the set of indices with non-zero contribution, in RHS of (A.6) by Ix,p
n,k:

Ix,p
n,k := {(x1, . . . xk−1) ∈ I

k−1
n |〈x, (Ap

n − αIn)x1〉〈x1, (Ap
n − αInx2〉 . . . 〈xl−1, (A

p
n − αIn)x〉 6= 0},

(A.7)
and denote the element of Ix,p

n,k by x := (x1, . . . , xk−1). Notice that there is a bijection between

Ix,p
n,k and the set of paths in [0, k] × [0, n] ∩ Z

2 from the point (x, 0) to (x, k), consisting of

the following vectors: (−1, 1), (0, 1), (1, 1) ∈ Z
2. In fact, this bijection is given as follows:

∀x ∈ Ix,p
n,k, assign to x the path which is given by the following points: (0, x), (1, x1),. . . , (j, xj),

. . . ,(k − 1, xk−1), (k, x).
Let Ĩx,p

n,k be the set where every element of Ix,p
n,k shifted by the vector (x, . . . , x) ∈ (In)

k−1,
precisely define:

Ĩx,p
n,k := {(x1 − x, . . . , xk−1 − x)|x ∈ Ix,p

n,k}. (A.8)

We denote each element of Ĩx,p
n,k by η = (η1, . . . , ηk−1). Notice that η corresponds to a path

from (0, 0) to (0, k) in [0, k]× [−x, n−x]∩Z
2 consisting of the aforementioned vectors. Finally,

define Ĩk as follows:

Ĩk := {η ∈ Z
k−1|∀i ∈ Ik, |ηi − ηi−1| ≤ 1, with η0 = ηk = 0}. (A.9)

Observe that each η ∈ Ik, corresponds to a path from (0, 0) to (0, k) in Z
2 consisting of

(−1, 1), (0, 1), (1, 1) ∈ Z
2.

Having in mind the geometric interpretation of Ĩx,p
n,k and Ĩk, one can observe21:

Ĩx,p
n,k ⊂ Ĩk, |Ĩx,p

n,k| ⊂ |Ĩk| ≤ 3k,

Ĩx,p
n,k = Ĩk iff [

k

2
] ≤ x ≤ n− [

k

2
].

(A.10)

By using (A.8), we can rewrite the sum in (A.6), as a sum over the set Ĩx,p
n,k. Here we introduce

a set of notations in order to rewrite each term in (A.6) in a more suitable way.
Fix k ∈ N, and take η ∈ Ĩk, then consider the set of indices j = (j−[ k

2
], . . . , j0, . . . , j[ k

2
]+1) ∈

Z
2[ k

2
]+2, where ji 6= ji′ for i 6= i′. Correspondingly, let mk denotes a vector of 2[k2 ] + 2

masses indexed by j, i.e. mk = (mj
−[ k2 ]

, . . . ,mj
[k2 ]+1

), notice that we extended the set of

i.i.d random variables {mx}nx=1 to the set of i.i.d random variables {mx}x∈Z22. Moreover,

let bk ∈ [βmin, βmax]
2[ k

2
]+2 denotes the following vector: bk = (b−[ k

2
], . . . , b[ k

2
]+1). We define

Fk,η(m
k, bk) as follows:

Fk,η(m
k, bk) = θη0η1 . . . θηiηi+1 . . . θηk−1ηk ,

θηiηi+1 =







bηi(
bηi
mjηi

+
b(ηi+1)

mj(ηi+1)
)− α if ηi = ηi+1,

− bη̂i
mjη̂i

√
bη̂ib(η̂i+1) if ηi 6= ηi+1,

(A.11)

where we denoted η̂i = min{ηi, ηi+1}, and η0 = ηk = 0. The following properties of Fk,η

are straightforward, since the distribution of the masses is compactly supported and Fk,η is
continuous on a compact set:

• Fk,η(m
k, bk) is uniformly continuous in the second component, uniformly in the distribu-

tion of the masses. More precisely, ∀ǫ > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that if |bk1 − bk2 | < δ,23

then for any realization of the masses, |Fk,η(m
k, bk1)−Fk,η(m

k, bk2)| ≤ ǫ.

21This bound is obvious, since |Ĩk| is the solution to the problem of the number of path from (0, 0) to (k, 0)
consisting of the vectors (1, 1), (1,−1), (1, 0), this is equivalent to the number of solution of s1 + · · · + sk = 0, for

si ∈ {−1, 0, 1}, which is obviously bounded by 3k. This bound is not sharp and a better asymptotic will be c3k√
k

for

c around 1
2 , but 3n∗ is sufficient for our purposes.

22This extension is not necessary, it is done to make our notation coherent; however we do not use of this extension.
23Here |.| denotes the Euclidean distance in R2[k

2
]+2.
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• Consider two different set of massesmk
1 andmk

2, since masses are i.i.d, we have: E(Fk,η(m
k
1, b

k)) =

E(Fk,η(m
k
2 , b

k)). Notice that we used the assumption ji 6= ji′ for i 6= i′.

• From the above properties, it is clear that taking two set of masses mk
1 and mk

2 we
have: ∀ǫ > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that if |bk1 − bk2| < δ, then |E(Fk,η(m

k,1 b
k
1)) −

E(Fk,η(m
k
2 , b

k
2))| < ǫ.

Recall that we fixed k and η ∈ Ĩk. Let us take n ∈ N and x ∈ In, then we define the vectors

mk(x, n), bk(x, n) as follows:

mk(x, n)ji = mx+i, −[
k

2
] ≤ i ≤ [

k

2
] + 1,

bk(x, n)i =







β(x+i
n ) if 0 ≤ x+ i ≤ n,

β(1) if n < x+ i,

β(0) if 0 < x+ i,

− [
k

2
] ≤ i ≤ [

k

2
] + 1.

(A.12)

Finally, by combining the above notations and definitions, in particular (A.8), (A.11), and
(A.12), we end-up with the following identity for [k2 ] + 1 ≤ x ≤ n− [k2 ] + 1:

〈x, (Ãp
n)

kx〉n =
∑

η∈Ĩx,p
n,k

Fk,η

(
mk(x, n), bk(x, n)

)
=
∑

η∈Ĩk

Fk,η

(
mk(x, n), bk(x, n)

)
, (A.13)

where we have the second equality thanks to (A.10) and the choice of x. Notice that to check
this identity one should compare the definition of Fk,η with the definition of the matrix Ãp

n in
(5.9). Moreover, this identity holds for x < [k2 ]+1 and x > n−[k2 ]+1 if one slightly modifies the
definition of Fk,η. However, the current form of this identity is sufficient for our purposes. It is

worth mentioning that 〈x, (Ãr
n)

kx〉n−1 can be written in the similar fashion, where one should
define F̃k,η similar to Fk,η. One can check that F̃k,η has the three aforementioned properties.
Since this task is rather straightforward, we only treat the terms corresponding to p and the
terms corresponding to r can be treated similarly.
Thanks to (A.4) and (A.13), we can establish the existence of the following limit: limn→∞ E(

〈
ẽ[ny]

〉

ρn
),

for every y ∈ [0, 1]. We prove this fact by showing that the sequence E(
〈
ẽ[ny]

〉

ρn
) is a Cauchy

sequence.

Lemma A.1. Recall the assumption on the distribution of the masses, where µ(x) is smooth
and supported on [mmin,mmax], 0 < mmin < mmax < ∞. We have ∀y ∈ [0, 1], and ∀ǫ > 0,
there exists N0, such that ∀n, l > N0, we have |E(

〈
ẽ[ny]

〉

ρn
)− E(

〈
ẽ[ly]

〉

ρl
)| ≤ ǫ.

Proof. Take ǫ > 0, and recall (A.1) then we have:

∣
∣E
( 〈
ẽ[ny]

〉 )
− E

( 〈
ẽ[ly]

〉 )∣
∣ =

∣
∣
∣E

( 1

β[ny]

(
〈[ny], f(Ar

n)[ny]〉n−1 + 〈[ny], f(Ap
n)[ny]〉n + ǫ[ny]n

))

−

E

( 1

β[ly]

(
〈[ly], f(Ar

n)[ly]〉l−1 + 〈[ly], f(Ap
l )[ly]〉l + ǫ

[ly]
l

))
∣
∣
∣.

(A.14)

Since β is continuous, and 0 < βmin ≤ β(y) ≤ βmax, we have β[ny] = β( [ny]n ) and β( [ly]l ) are
sufficiently close. In addition, f(Ar

n) ,f(Ap
n) are uniformly bounded in n. Hence, it is enough to

show

∣
∣E
(
〈[ny], f(Ar

n)[ny]〉n−1+〈[ny], f(Ap
n)[ny]〉n+ǫ[ny]n

)
−E
(
〈[ly], f(Ar

l )[ly]〉l−1+〈[ly], f(Ap
l )[ly]〉l+ǫ

[ly]
l

)∣
∣ < ǫ,

for N0 large enough. But the terms |ǫ[ny]n | and |ǫ[ly]| are bounded by C
n and C

l , respectively.
Therefore, for N0 large enough, they will be small, and it is enough to show:

∣
∣E
(
〈[ny], f(Ar

n)[ny]〉n−1 + 〈[ny], f(Ap
n)[ny]〉n

)
− E

(
〈[ly], f(Ar

l )[ly]〉l−1 + 〈[ly], f(Ap
l )[ly]〉l

)∣
∣ < ǫ,
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for proper N0. Actually, we prove that there exists N0, such that for n, l > N0,

∣
∣E
(
〈[ny], f(Ap

n)[ny]〉n
)
− E

(
〈[ly], f(Ap

n)[ly]〉l
)
| < ǫ. (A.15)

The term |E(〈[ny], f(Ar
n)[ny]〉n−1 − E(〈[ly], f(Ar

l )[ly]〉l−1| can be treated exactly the same way.

In order to demonstrate (A.15), recall the definition of f
ǫ
4
≺(A

p
n) and f

ǫ
4
≻(A

r
n) from the expression

(A.4), and recall K∗(
ǫ
4 ), which is given in this definition. Taking advantage of (A.5), we get

∣
∣
∣E

(

〈[ny], f
ǫ
4
≻(A

p
n)[ny]〉n

)

− E

(

〈[ly], f
ǫ
4
≻(A

p
l )[ly]〉l

)∣
∣
∣ ≤ ǫ

2
.

By using the fact that f(Ap
n) = f

ǫ
4
≺(A

p
n) + f

ǫ
4
≻(A

p
n), and f(Ap

l ) = f
ǫ
4
≺(A

p
l ) + f

ǫ
4
≻(A

p
l ), it is sufficient

to prove that for n, l > N0:

∣
∣
∣E

(

〈[ny], f
ǫ
4
≺(A

p
n)[ny]〉

)

− E

(

〈[ly], f
ǫ
4
≺(A

p
l )[ly]〉

)∣
∣
∣ ≤ ǫ

2
. (A.16)

Since K∗(
ǫ
4) is independent of n and l, it is enough to prove that ∀ǫ̃ > 0, there exist N0 such

that ∀k ∈ {0, . . . ,K∗(
ǫ
4 )} and ∀n, l > N0:

∣
∣E
(
〈[ny], (Ap

n − αIn)
k[ny]〉

)
− E

(
〈[ly], (Ap

l − αIl)
k[ly]〉

)∣
∣ < ǫ̃. (A.17)

Then, taking ǫ̃ = ǫ
2cK∗(

ǫ
4
) , where c is the bound on |a0|, . . . , |aK∗(

ǫ
4
)|, completes the proof. We

can obtain (A.17) by using (A.13) and properties of Fk,η as follows: Let us assume y ∈ (0, 1)24,
fix k ∈ {1, . . . K∗(

ǫ
4)}, and take N ′ such that for n, l > N ′ we have: K∗(

ǫ
4 ) < [ny] < n −K∗

ǫ
4

and K∗( ǫ4 ) < [ly] < l −K∗( ǫ4). By this choice we can use (A.13) and observe:

∣
∣E
(
〈[ny], (Ap

n − αIn)
k[ny]〉n

)
− E

(
〈[ly], (Ap

l − αIl)
k[ly]〉l

)∣
∣ =

∣
∣
∣
∣

∑

η∈Ĩk

(

E

(

Fk,η

(
mk([ny], n), bk([ny], n)

))

− E

(

Fk,η

(
mk([ly], l), bk([ly], l)

))
)∣
∣
∣
∣
. (A.18)

Thanks to the third property of Fk,η, ∀ ǫ′ > 0, there exists δη(ǫ
′) such that for |bk([ly], l) −

bk([ny], n)| ≤ δη(ǫ
′), we have

∣
∣
∣E

(

Fk,η

(
mk([ny], n), bk([ny], n)

))

− E

(

Fk,η

(
mk([ly], l), bk([ly], l)

))
∣
∣
∣ ≤ ǫ′.

On the other hand, since β(.) is continuous, there exist Nk
η such that for n, l > Nk

η and for all

−[k2 ]− 1 < i < [k2 ] + 1, we have

|β( [ny] + i

n
)− β(

[ly] + i

l
)| ≤

δη(
ǫ̃

3K∗(
ǫ
4 ) )√

k + 3
.

Hence, thanks to the definition of bk (A.12), for n, l > Nk
η we get |bk([ly], l) − bk([ny], n)| ≤

δη(
ǫ̃

3K∗(
ǫ
4 ) ). Consequently, if we take Nk = max{η∈Ĩk}{N

k
η , N

′}, ∀n, l > Nk, we have ∀η ∈ Ĩk:
∣
∣
∣E

(

Fk,η(m
k([ny], n), bk([ny], n))

)

− E

(

Fk,η(m
k([ly], l), bk([ly], l))

)∣
∣
∣ ≤ ǫ̃

3K∗(
ǫ
4
)
.

Combining the later with the estimate |Ĩk| ≤ 3k ≤ 3K∗(
ǫ
4
), we get (A.17). Finally, taking

N0 = max{k∈IK∗(
ǫ
4 )}{Nk, N

′} finishes the proof.

Notice that in order to deal with the term |E(〈[ny], f(Ar
n)[ny]〉n−1 − E(〈[ly], f(Ar

l )[ly]〉l−1| one

24The case y = 0 or y = 1, corresponds to the paths which are constructed by vectors of the form (1, 0), (1,−1),
for y = 0, and (1, 0), (1, 1) for y = 1. In either case, our argument is similar, where we can modify the set Ĩk and
function F accordingly.
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should properly modify the definition of Fη,k and Ĩx,p
n,k. In particular, in this case Fη,k is given

by:

F̃n,η(m
k, bk) = θη0η1 . . . θηiηi+1 . . . θηk−1ηk ,

θηi,ηi+1 =







bkηi(
bkηi

mηi+k
+

bηi+1

(mηi+1)
− α if ηi = ηi+1,

− bkhatηi+1

mη̂i

√

bkη̂ib
k
η̂i+1 if ηi 6= ηi+1.

(A.19)

Since this function satisfies the same properties, the rest of the proof is exactly similar to the
previous case.

As an obvious consequence of Lemma A.1 we have:

Corollary A.1.1. ∀y ∈ [0, 1], the limit limn→∞ E(
〈
ẽ[ny]

〉

ρn
) exists, and the function fµβ is

well-defined.

Moreover, following the proof of Lemma A.1, we can deduce the following corollary as well:

Corollary A.1.2. In thermal equilibrium i.e. when for βeq ∈ (0,∞), β(y) = βeq is constant
in y, we have:

∀y, y′ ∈ (0, 1), fµβ (y) = fµβ (y
′). (A.20)

In particular, the function fµ(.) in (5.34) is well defined.

Proof. In order to proof (A.20) it is enough to show that limn→∞ E(
〈
ẽ[ny]

〉

ρn,βeq )−E(
〈
ẽ[ny′]

〉

ρn,βeq ) =

0. (We omit the subscript of ρ since it is clear that we are in thermal equilibrium). Take ǫ > 0,

first recall the expression of
〈
ẽ[ny]

〉

ρ
(A.1), then rewrite f(.) = f

ǫ
4
≺(.)+f

ǫ
4
≻(.) as it has been defined

in (A.4) and observe:

∣
∣E
( 〈
ẽ[ny]

〉

ρn,βeq

)
− E

( 〈
ẽ[ny′]

〉

ρn,βeq

)∣
∣ ≤

1

βeq

∣
∣
∣E

(

〈[ny], f
ǫ
4
≺(A

p
n)[ny]〉) + 〈[ny], f

ǫ
4
≺(A

r
n)[ny]〉

)

− E

(

〈[ny], f
ǫ
4
≺(A

p
n)[ny]〉+ 〈[ny′], f

ǫ
4
≺(A

r
n)[ny

′]〉
)∣
∣
∣+

ǫ

(A.21)

where we bounded the terms involving f
ǫ
4
≻ by ǫ

2 , thanks to (A.5). Moreover, |ǫ[ny]n | + |ǫ[ny
′]

n | is
bounded by C

n ; therefore, it has been bounded by ǫ
2 , by taking n > N1, for proper N1. Lastly,

recallK∗(
ǫ
4) from (A.4), and choose N2 such that for n > N2, [

K∗(
ǫ
4
)

2 ]+1 < [ny] < n−[
K∗(

ǫ
4
)

2 ]−1,

and [
K∗(

ǫ
4
)

2 ] + 1 < [ny′] < n− [
K∗(

ǫ
4
)

2 ]− 1. Thanks to this choice, and by using (A.13), for any
k ∈ {1, . . . ,K∗(

ǫ
4)} we have:

|E(〈[ny], (Ap
n − αIn)

k[ny]〉n)− E(〈[ny′], (Ap
n − αIn)

k[ny′]〉n)| =
∣
∣
∣
∣

∑

η∈Ĩk

(

E

(

Fk,η(m
k([ny], n), bk([ny], n))

)

− E

(

Fk,η(m
k([ny′], n), bk([ny′], n))

))
∣
∣
∣
∣
= 0, (A.22)

where, first, we used the fact that in thermal equilibrium we have bk([ny], n) = bk([ny′], n),
then we took advantage of the second property of Fk,η. Therefore, by using the definition of

f
ǫ
4
≺, the term in second line of (A.21) is zero, for n > N2 (the part corresponding to Ar

n is
completely analogous). Hence taking n > max{N1, N2} gives us the desirable result.

Proposition A.1.1. The function fµβ (y) : (0, 1) → R is continuous.
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Proof. Fix ǫ > 0, and observe

|fµβ (y)− fµβ (y
′)| ≤ |fµβ (y)− fµβ,n(y)|+ |fµβ,n(y)− fµβ,n(y

′)|+ |fµβ,n(y′)− fµβ (y
′)|, (A.23)

where fµβ,n(y) := E(〈ẽ[ny]〉ρn). Since limn→∞ fµβ,n(y) = fµβ (y), if we take n > N1(ǫ), then

|fµβ (y)− fµβ,n(y)|+ |fµβ,n(y′)− fµβ (y
′)| ≤ ǫ

2 . Moreover, we claim that there exist N2(ǫ), such that

for n > N2(ǫ), there exists δ such that for |y−y′| < δ, |fµβ,n(y)−fµβ,n(y
′)| < ǫ

2 . Proving this claim
completes the proof, since we can take n > max{N1(ǫ), N2(ǫ)} and observe that for |y−y′| < δ,
we have |fµβ (y)− fµβ (y

′)| < ǫ.
However, the proof of this statement follows the same lines of Lemma A.1 and Corollary

(A.1.2). Similar to (A.21), we divide f(.) = f
ǫ
4
≺(.)+f

ǫ
4
≻(.), and take N3(ǫ) such that for n > N2(ǫ)

we have [
K∗(

ǫ
4
)

2 ]+1 < [ny] < n−[
K∗(

ǫ
4
)

2 ]−1, and [
K∗(

ǫ
4
)

2 ]+1 < [ny′] < n−[
K∗(

ǫ
4
)

2 ]−1. Therefore,
we have:
∣
∣E(
〈
ẽ[ny]

〉

ρn
)− E(

〈
ẽ[ny′]

〉

ρn
)
∣
∣ ≤

1

β( [ny]n )

∣
∣
∣E

(

〈[ny], f
ǫ
4
≺(A

p
n)[ny]〉) + 〈[ny], f

ǫ
4
≺(A

r
n)[ny]〉

)

− E

(

〈[ny], f
ǫ
4
≺(A

p
n)[ny]〉+ 〈[ny′], f

ǫ
4
≺(A

r
n)[ny

′]〉
)∣
∣
∣

+
ǫ

2
+ |ǫ[ny]n |+ |ǫ[ny′]n |+ C

(

β−1(
[ny′]
n

)− β−1(
[ny′]
n

)
)

,

(A.24)

where we can find N4 and δ0 such that the last line will be bounded by 3ǫ
4 , for n > N4 and

|y − y′| < δ0. Let us take N2(ǫ) = max{N3(ǫ), N4}. Recall the definition of f
ǫ
4
≺(.) (A.4) as a

Taylor sum up to K∗(
ǫ
4 ) terms. By using the choice of N2(ǫ) rewrite each term of this sum as

a sum over the paths η ∈ Ĩk as in (A.13). The rest of the proof boils down to demonstrating

the fact that for n > N2(ǫ), for all 1 ≤ k ≤ K∗(
ǫ
4), and for all η ∈ Ĩk, we have: ∀ǫ̂ > 0 there

exist δk,η(ǫ̂) > 0, such that if |y − y′| < δk,η(ǫ̂) then

∣
∣
∣E

(

Fk,η(m
k([ny], n), bk([ny], n))

)

− E

(

Fk,η(m
k([ny′], n), bk([ny′], n))

)∣
∣
∣ < ǫ̂. (A.25)

However, recalling the definition of bk([ny], n) from (A.12), since β(.) is continuous, one can
observe that if |y − y′| < δ̃, |bk([ny], n) − bk([ny′], n)| is sufficiently small for a proper choice
of δ̃. Therefore, by using the third property of Fk,η, we obtain the desired δk,η(ǫ̂). Finally,
taking ǫ̂ = ǫ

3K∗(
ǫ
4 )K∗(

ǫ
4
)4c

, and δ = min0<k≤K∗(
ǫ
4
){δ0,minη∈Ĩk{δk,η}} finishes the proof. Notice

that here c is the uniform bound on Taylor coefficients |a0|, . . . |aK∗(
ǫ
4
)|. Moreover, the choice

of ǫ̂ is justified by the bound |Ĩk| ≤ 3k. Furthermore, as usual the part corresponding to r can
be treated exactly in the same way.

The next proposition proves (5.35), and illustrates the fact that fµβ (y) is in fact a function
of inverse temperature at point y i.e. β(y). Since the proof of this proposition is similar to the
previous lemma and proposition, we just sketch the proof and only highlight the differences:

Proposition A.1.2. Let β ∈ C0([0, 1]) satisfying the assumptions stated in the definition (2.9).
Recall the definition of fµβ : [0, 1] → R from (5.5), and fµ : (0,∞) → R from (5.34), then we
have ∀y ∈ (0, 1):

fµβ (y) = fµ(β(y)). (A.26)

Proof. Fix y ∈ (0, 1) and recall that we denote the average in Gibbs state in thermal equilibrium
at inverse temperature βeq, with 〈.〉ρn,βeq . Since in thermal equilibrium, we have translation
invariance in the limit thanks to (A.20) in Corollary A.1.2, it is enough to prove that ∀ǫ > 0,
there exist N(ǫ), such that for n > N(ǫ):

∣
∣E
( 〈
ẽ[ny]

〉

ρn

)
− E

( 〈
ẽ[ny]

〉

ρn,β(y)

)∣
∣ ≤ 2ǫ. (A.27)

Let us denote the matrices corresponding to thermal averages at temperature profile β(.) (3.25)

by A
p,β(.)
n and A

r,β(.)
n , only for the sake of this proposition. Similarly, denote the same matrices
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in thermal equilibrium at temperature β(y) by A
p,β(y)
n , A

r,β(y)
n . The proof goes as follows: we

rewrite (A.27) in terms of f(A
p,β(.)
n ), f(A

r,β(.)
n ), f(A

p,β(y)
n ), and f(A

r,β(y)
n ) thanks to (A.1), up

to a vanishing error. Then we decompose f(.) = f
ǫ
4
≺(.) + f

ǫ
4
≻(.) and we bound all the terms

corresponding to f
ǫ
4
≻(.) by ǫ

2 , thanks to (A.5). Notice that the definition of f, fǫ≻ and fǫ≺ depends
on the matrices through the constants α and K∗(ǫ). Here, we take the definition which is given

by matrices A
p,β(.)
n and A

r,β(.)
n . Then it is straightforward to check that f(A

r,β(y)
n ) and f(A

p,β(y)
n ),

are well defined and they satisfy the same bounds as in (A.5), since βmin ≤ β(y) ≤ βmax, and

the same uniform bound c0 in Lemma 5.1 holds for ||Ap,β(y)
n || and ||Ar,β(y)

n ||. The terms involving

f
ǫ
4
≺ can be treated similar to Proposition A.1.1, we sketch the terms related to p, the other ones
is similar. First, we choose N0(ǫ) such that for n > N0(ǫ), K∗(

ǫ
4 ) ≤ [ny] ≤ n−K∗(

ǫ
4 ), then we

expand each term of the sum appearing in f
ǫ
4
≺(.) by using the random walk representation in

(A.13), similar to (A.25), it is enough to show that for any ǫ̂ > 0, 1 ≤ k ≤ K∗(
ǫ
4) and η ∈ Ĩk

there exists N such that for n > N , we have:

∣
∣
∣E

(

Fk,η(m
k([ny], n), bk([ny], n))

)

− E

(

Fk,η(m
k([ny], n), b̃

k
([ny], n))

)∣
∣
∣ ≤ ǫ̂, (A.28)

where b̃
k
([ny], n) is defined analogous to bk([ny], n) (A.12) for a constant profile of temperature

at inverse temperature β(y) i.e. b̃k([ny], n)i = β(y) for −[k2 ] ≤ i ≤ [k2 ] + 1. However, existence
of N such that for n > N (A.28) holds is evident from the third property of Fk,η and the fact
that β(.) is continuous.

Recall the definition of Y n
x = g(xn )(〈ẽx〉ρn −E(〈ẽx〉ρn)), and the sequence nk in the proof of

5.4, where nk → ∞ with
nk+1

nk
→ 1. The following lemma was an essential part of the proof:

Lemma A.2. Fix ǫ > 0, then for every realization of the masses, there exists N∗ such that, for
every nk > N∗ and every n with nk ≤ n < nk+1, we have: ∀x ∈ Ink

, with n∗ < x < nk − n∗,
|Y n

x − Y nk
x | ≤ ǫ. Here, n∗ is a constant only depending on ǫ.

Proof. Fix ǫ > 0, and recall the definition of Y n
x , we have

∣
∣Y x

n − Y x
nk

∣
∣ =

∣
∣
∣g(

x

n
) 〈ẽx〉ρn − g(

x

n
)E
(
〈ẽx〉ρn

)
− g(

x

nk
) 〈ẽx〉ρnk + g(

x

nk
)E
(
〈ẽx〉ρnk

)
∣
∣
∣ ≤

∣
∣
∣g(

x

n
) 〈ẽx〉ρn − g(

x

nk
) 〈ẽx〉ρnk

∣
∣
∣+
∣
∣
∣g(

x

n
)E
(
〈ẽx〉ρn

)
− g(

x

nk
)E
(
〈ẽx〉ρnk

)
∣
∣
∣.

(A.29)

The second term in (A.29) can be treated by using Lemma A.1, and continuity of g (note that
we used the choice of n and nk, where n

nk
→ 1, as well). Hence, there exits N1, such that for

nk > N1, we have:

∣
∣
∣g(

x

n
)E
(
〈ẽx〉ρn

)
− g(

x

nk
)E
(
〈ẽx〉ρnk

)
∣
∣
∣ ≤ c1

∣
∣
∣g(

x

n
)− g(

x

nk
)
∣
∣
∣+ c2

∣
∣
∣E
(
〈ẽx〉ρn

)
− E

(
〈ẽx〉ρnk

)
∣
∣
∣ ≤ ǫ

2
,

where c1 is the bound on |g|, and c2 is the bound on |E(〈ẽx〉ρnk )|.
Similarly, for the first term in (A.29) |g(xn ) 〈ẽx〉ρn − g( x

nk
) 〈ẽx〉ρnk |, it is enough to deal with

| 〈ẽx〉ρn − 〈ẽx〉ρnk |. Thanks to the expression of 〈ẽx〉ρn in (A.1), for proper N2, we have for
n > N2:

c1
∣
∣ 〈ẽx〉ρn − 〈ẽx〉ρnk

∣
∣ ≤ c1C0

(∣
∣〈x, f(Ap

n)x〉n − 〈x, f(Ap
nk
)x〉nk

∣
∣+
∣
∣〈x, f(Ar

n)x〉n−1 − 〈x, f(Ar
nk
)x〉nk−1

∣
∣

+
ǫ

6

)

,

(A.30)

where we chose N2 such that |ǫxn|+ |ǫxnk
| ≤ ǫ

6 . From now on, let us show ǫ
c1C0

by ǫ. Now it is
enough to find N3, such that for nk > N3,

∣
∣〈x, f(Ap

n)x〉n − 〈x, f(Ap
nk
)x〉nk

∣
∣ ≤ ǫ

6
.
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Let us decompose f(.) = f
ǫ
12
≺ (.)+f

ǫ
12
≻ (.) as in (A.4), recall K∗(

ǫ
12 ) from (A.4) and let n∗ = K∗(

ǫ
12 ),

notice that n∗ only depends on ǫ. Therefore, thanks to (A.5) we have:

∣
∣〈x, f(Ap

n)x〉n − 〈x, f(Ap
nk
)x〉nk

∣
∣ ≤

∣
∣〈x, f

ǫ
12
≺ (Ap

n)x〉n − 〈x, f
ǫ
12
≺ (Ap

nk
)x〉nk

∣
∣+

ǫ

12
. (A.31)

Now, it is sufficient to show that

∣
∣〈x, f

ǫ
12
≺ (Ap

n)x〉n − 〈x, f
ǫ
12
≺ (Ap

nk
)x〉nk

∣
∣ ≤ ǫ

12
, (A.32)

for nk sufficiently large. In order to control this term, recall the definition of bk from (A.12) and
notice that for any δ > 0, there exists N4(δ) such that for nk > N4(δ), |bk(x, n)−bk(x, nk)| < δ,
since β is continuous, nk ≤ n < nk+1, and

nk+1

nk
→ 1. By using the first property of Fk,η, we

choose δ > 0 such that |Fk,η(m
k(x, n), bk(x, n))−Fk,η(m

k(x, nk), b
k(x, nk))| ≤ ǫ

12c1n∗3n∗
, where

c1 is the uniform bound on coefficients a0, . . . , an∗
in (A.4).

Taking n > max{N1, N2, N3, N4(δ), n∗}, and combining this last estimate with the expression

of f
ǫ
12
≺ in (A.4) as well as the random walk representation relation (A.13), gives us (A.32) for

any n∗ < x < n− n∗. The term corresponding to r can be bounded by ǫ
6 similarly.

B Alternative Coordinates

Since it is more fashionable to treat quantum harmonic chains in terms of p and q coor-
dinates, in this section, we introduce our model in terms of these coordinates and rewrite the
main transformations in terms of q coordinates, in order to illustrate the link between our
setup and the conventional one. Define on the Hilbert space L2(Rn), the following Hamiltonian
operator:

Hn =
1

2

n∑

x=1

(
p2x
mx

+ (qx+1 − qx)
2), (B.1)

where for each x ∈ In, qx denotes the position operator of the particle x, i.e. denoting the space
variable by ζζζ ∈ R

n, for any |ψ〉|ψ〉|ψ〉 ∈ L2(Rn), qx|ψ(ζ1, . . . , ζx, . . . , ζn)〉|ψ(ζ1, . . . , ζx, . . . , ζn)〉|ψ(ζ1, . . . , ζx, . . . , ζn)〉 = ζxζxζx|ψ(ζ1, . . . , ζx, . . . , ζn)〉|ψ(ζ1, . . . , ζx, . . . , ζn)〉|ψ(ζ1, . . . , ζx, . . . , ζn)〉,
and px denotes the corresponding momentum operator px = −i∂\∂ζζζx . Moreover, we assume the
free boundary condition: q0 = q1 and qn = qn+1. Here mx are positive i.i.d random variables.
The Hamiltonian (B.1) can be diagonalized with a linear transformation and written as sum of
free bosons:

Hn = p̂20 +

n−1∑

k=1

ωk(b̂
∗
k b̂k +

1

2
), (B.2)

where bk and b∗k are bosonic annihilation and creation operators with commutation relations

[b̂∗k, b̂k′ ] = δk,k′ , [b̂
∗
k, b̂

∗
k′ ] = [b̂k, b̂k′ ] = 0. Here p̂o =

∑n
x=1 px is the total momentum operator.

Since [p̂0,Hn] = 0, and the Hamiltonian Hn is translation invariant, after a straightforward
analysis, the expression (B.2) indicates that Hn has a purely continuous spectrum (see Remark
3.3 of [30], and Remark 3.6 of [29] for more details). However, one can observe that the Heisen-
berg dynamics generated by (B.2) on L2(Rn) is similar to (3.22). Up to a p̂0 = (

∑n
x=1mx)

−1px
operator which is constant in time.
Another technical problem arising in this description, concerns the density operator ρnp̄,r̄,β =

exp
(

−H̃n
β

)

(2.9). The pseudo-Hamiltonian H̃n
β can be written as

H̃n
β =

p̃20
2

+

n−1∑

k=1

γk(b̃
∗
kb̃k +

1

2
), (B.3)

where b̃∗k and b̃k are another set of bosonic operators (3.35), (B.14), and

p̃0 = (

n∑

x=1

mx

βx
)−

1
2
(

n∑

x=1

px −Π0

)
= (

n∑

x=1

mx

βx
)−

1
2 (p̂o −Π0), (B.4)
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Thanks to the definition of p̃0 one can observe that similar to Hn, H̃n
β has a continuous spec-

trum as an operator on L2(Rn) in this coordinates. Moreover, ρnp̄,r̄,β is not trace-class in this
description, anymore. Although, ρnp̄,r̄,β seems to be a natural choice for our locally Gibbs state
corresponding to r̄, p̄, β, we need to slightly modify it, in order to circumvent the above men-
tioned technicalities. Recall that total momentum p̂o =

∑n
x=1 px is conserved by the dynamics.

Ideally, one would be tempted to fix the total momentum apriori to the value prescribed by
the macroscopic profile i.e.,

Π0 =

n∑

x=1

p̄(
x

n
)
mx

m̄
. (B.5)

However, this is not convenient for technical reasons, instead we modify our initial locally
Gibbs state as follows: Let us denote L2(Rn) by Hn, only in this section. Inspiring from

diagonalization (3.31), we decompose Hn as follows: Let ζ̃ζζ0 := (
∑n

x=1
mx

βx
)−

1
2
∑n

x=1
mx

βx
ζζζx, and

V ⊥
ζ̃ζζ0

⊂ R
n, be the orthogonal complement of Span(ζ̃ζζ0). Denote the Lebesgue measure on

V ⊥
ζ̂ζζ0

⊂ R
n, by dνn−1, then we have: Hn = L2(R, dζ̃ζζ0) ⊗ L2(V ⊥

ζ̃ζζ0
, dνn−1) ≡ Ho ⊗ H−

n−1. Again

appealing to (3.31), observe that H̃n
β = 1

2 p̃
2
0 +Hn,−

β , where

p̃0 = (

n∑

x=1

mx

βx
)−

1
2

(
n∑

x=1

px −Π0

)
= (

n∑

x=1

mx

βx
)−

1
2 (p̂o −Π0), (B.6)

only acts on Ho and

Hn,−
β := H̃n

β − 1

2
p̃20, (B.7)

only acts on H−
n−1.

Take |φ〉|φ〉|φ〉 ∈ L2(R, dζ̃ζζ0) such that 〈φ|φ〉〈φ|φ〉〈φ|φ〉 = 1, 〈φ|〈φ|〈φ|p̃0|φ〉|φ〉|φ〉 = 0, 〈φ|〈φ|〈φ|p̃20|φ〉|φ〉|φ〉 = 1, this means the total
momentum has the following average and uncertainty: 〈φ|〈φ|〈φ|p̂o|φ〉|φ〉|φ〉 = Π0 and

〈φ|〈φ|〈φ|p̂2o|φ〉|φ〉|φ〉−Π2
0 = (

∑n
x=1

mx

βx
), (See Remark B.2), then we define the locally Gibbs state with

"fixed total momentum" as:

ρnp̄,r̄,β =
1

Zn

(

|φ〉〈φ||φ〉〈φ||φ〉〈φ| ⊗ exp
(

−Hn,−
β

))

, (B.8)

where |φ〉〈φ||φ〉〈φ||φ〉〈φ| denotes the projection operator into the subspace spanned by the pure state |φ〉|φ〉|φ〉.
Observe that Hn,−

β = H̃n
β −

p̃20
2 is essentially self-adjoint on S(Rn−1) (see e.g. [34], [31], [8]), and

denote its closure with the same symbol. Notice that Hn,−
β can be mapped into Hn

β (2.10) by a

unitary transformation. Consequently, one can check that Hn,−
β has a discrete spectrum with

non-negative eigenvalues (with a process similar to Section 3). We can express Hn,−
β in terms

of the sum of free bosonic operators, and obtained the spectrum explicitly similar to what we
did in Section 3. Hence, using spectral theory, one can observe that ρnp̄,r̄,β is well defined and
trace-class.
Therefore, for every operator a, if aρ is a trace class operator, we can define the "average of
the observable a in the state ρ", i.e. 〈a〉ρ as:

〈a〉ρ = Tr(ρa). (B.9)

As before, one can observe that 〈px〉ρ, 〈rx〉ρ, and 〈ex〉ρ are well defined, this suggests that (B.8)
is an appropriate modification of (2.9) in this coordinate.
In order to avoid the aforementioned difficulties, we describe our model in terms of elongation
operators. One can argue that elongation operators are "physically" relevant, since in the
classical counterpart of our system the elongation is the "real" physical variable, rather than
the position of the particles. Let us highlight the relation between these models by a couple of
remarks:

Remark B.1. Notice that same result of Theorem 2.1 holds for this system, as well. In
fact, initially the previous description can be mapped into this new description via a unitary
transformation (See Remark 3.3 in [30]).
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The proof in this new coordinate is basically identical, except for some considerations concerning
center of mass, which makes the proof even simpler. For example En

x in (3.41) does not appear
anymore thanks to the proper choice of |φ〉|φ〉|φ〉.
In the previous description (2.2), by definition we have

∑n
x=1 px = 0. This is because we begin

the description of the system by quantizing the classical description corresponding to the observer
in center of the mass. Consequently, we should take

∫ 1
0 p̄(y)dy = 0. In this new coordinates,

since we describe the center of mass separately by |φ〉|φ〉|φ〉, we can take any p̄ ∈ C1([0, 1]) with non
zero average.

Remark B.2. Physically the initial state (B.8), means that initially we prepare our system
in the lab such that our system’s center of the mass is known and is given by the wave func-
tion |φ〉|φ〉|φ〉, such that the above mentioned averages (momentum and kinetic energy contribution)
is prescribed by the macroscopic profile of momentum and temperature, and other degrees of
freedom are subjected to the thermal and mechanical fluctuations. Mathematically, this state is
more convenient. We should emphasize that the assumption, 〈φ|〈φ|〈φ|p̂2o|φ〉|φ〉|φ〉−Π2

o = (
∑n

x=1
mx

βx
) is not

crucial. Our result holds as long as we replace (
∑n

x=1
mx

βx
) with any constant of order n. One

can replace the pure state |φ〉〈φ||φ〉〈φ||φ〉〈φ| with any mixed state ρo acting on Ho, with Tr(ρo) = 1, such
that

Tr(ρop̂o) = Π0, Tr
(
ρop̂

2
o

)
−Π2

o ∼ O(n),

and obtain the similar result in Theorem 2.1.
Notice that the aforementioned constants are random and they have been defined for a realization
of the masses. However, in the thermodynamic limit Π0

n →
∫ 1
0 p̄(y)dy, and 1

n

∑n
x=1

mx

βx
→

∫ 1
0

m̄
β(y)dy, almost surely, thanks to law of large numbers, which further justifies our choice.

Finally, one can construct such |φ〉|φ〉|φ〉 easily, via an inverse Fourier transform (in ζ̃0̃ζ0̃ζ0 variable) of
a Gaussian function.

We show our main transformations in terms of q coordinates: Rewrite the Hamiltonian in
q coordinate as:

Hn =
1

2
(〈p,M−1p〉n + 〈∇+q,∇+q〉n−1)) =

1

2
〈p,M−1p〉n + 〈q,−∆q〉n).

The proper transformation of q in order to diagonalize the Hamiltonian is

q̂k = 〈ϕk,M
1
2 q〉n =

n∑

x=1

√
mxϕ

k
xqx,

where p̂k is defined as before. We can find the following relation between q̂k and r̂k:

r̂k = ωkq̂k. (B.10)

Canonical commutation relation (CCR) in terms of q reads:

[q̂k, p̂k′ ] = iδk,k′ , [q̂k, q̂k′ ] = [p̂k, p̂k′ ] = 0. (B.11)

The inverse is given by

q =M− 1
2Oq̂, qx =

1√
mx

n−1∑

k=0

ϕk
xq̂k,

and the Hamiltonian reads

Hn =
p̂0
2

1

2

n−1∑

k=1

(p̂2k + ω2
k q̂

2
k), (B.12)

The bosonic operators have the following form in terms of q̂ coordinates:

b̂k =
1√
2
(
√
ωkq̂k + i

1√
ωk
p̂k), b̂∗k =

1√
2
(
√
ωkq̂k − i

1√
ωk
p̂k).
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In order to expose the aforementioned link further, we introduce the coordinate q̃k similar
to q̂k:

Define q̄x as follows: First, construct q̄x, for x ∈ In, from r̄x, by defining q̄1 = q̄0 = c (c is
an arbitrary constant, corresponding to the macroscopic position of the first particle) and let
q̄x =

∑x−1
y=1 r̄y + q̄1. Then, we have q̃x = qx − q̄x, which gives us:

H̃n
β =

1

2
(〈p̃,M−1

β p̃〉n + 〈∇+q̃, β
o∇+q̃〉n−1) =

1

2
(〈p̃,M−1

β p̃〉n + 〈q̃,−∇−β
o∇+q̃〉n).

Therefore, q̃k is defined as:

q̃ = O†
βM

1
2
β q̃, q̃k = 〈ψk,M

1
2
β q̃〉n =

n∑

x=1

√
mx

βx
ψk
x q̃x.

Moreover, it is illuminating to know the relation between r̃k and q̃k:

r̃k = γkq̃k.

The inverse relation for q̃k is given by:

q̃ =M
− 1

2
β Oβ q̃, q̃x =

√

βx
mx

n−1∑

k=0

ψk
xq̃k.

Finally, the pseudo-Hamiltonian is diagonalized as follows:

H̃n
β =

p̃

2
+

1

2

n−1∑

k=1

(p̃2k + γ2k q̃
2
k), (B.13)

Commutation relation is given by

[q̃k, q̃k′ ] = [p̃k, p̃k′ ] = 0, [q̃k, p̃k′ ] = iδk,k′ , ∀k ∈ I
0
n−1,

and the bosonic operators are given by:

b̃k =
1√
2
(
√
γkq̃k + i

1√
γk

p̃k), (B.14)

b̃∗k =
1√
2
(
√
γkq̃k − i

1√
γk

p̃k). (B.15)

C Average of bosonic operators

Recall the average of bosonic operators (3.38) from Lemma 3.2. One can compute these
averages and proof the lemma as follows (Notice that since E0 is a constant, we can simply
omit it from our computation and it does not change the desired averages) :

Proof. First we compute Zn := Tr
(

exp
(

−Hn
β

))

, using spectral theory, we expand the trace in

the basis of eigenvalues of Hn
β i.e. {

∣
∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉
|θ̄ ∈ N

n−1}. Then, the following computation gives us

the result: (we abbreviate
∑n−1

k=1 θkγk by θ̄.γ̄, where γ̄ stands for the vector γ̄ := (γ1, . . . , γn−1))
25

Zn = Tr
(
exp
(
−Hn

β

))
=

∑

θ̄∈Nn−1

〈
θ̄
∣
∣

〈
θ̄
∣
∣

〈
θ̄
∣
∣ exp

(
−Hn

β

)∣
∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉
=

∑

θ̄∈Nn−1

〈
θ̄
∣
∣

〈
θ̄
∣
∣

〈
θ̄
∣
∣ exp

(
−θ̄.γ̄

)∣
∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉〈
θ̄
∣
∣θ̄
〉〈

θ̄
∣
∣θ̄
〉〈

θ̄
∣
∣θ̄
〉

=
∑

θ̄∈Nn−1

exp
(
−θ̄.γ̄

)
=

n−1∏

k=1

(

∞∑

θk=0

e−θkγk) =

n−1∏

k=1

1

1− e−γk
.

(C.1)

25We do not explain the proof in details since this is a classical result one can find [8].

58



Now from (3.32), (3.37), observe that

b̃k|(θ1, . . . , θk, . . . , θn−1)〉|(θ1, . . . , θk, . . . , θn−1)〉|(θ1, . . . , θk, . . . , θn−1)〉 =
√

θk|(θ1, . . . , θk − 1, . . . , θn−1)〉|(θ1, . . . , θk − 1, . . . , θn−1)〉|(θ1, . . . , θk − 1, . . . , θn−1)〉,

b̃∗k|(θ1, . . . , θk, . . . , θn−1)〉|(θ1, . . . , θk, . . . , θn−1)〉|(θ1, . . . , θk, . . . , θn−1)〉 =
√

θk + 1|(θ1, . . . , θk + 1, . . . , θn−1)〉|(θ1, . . . , θk + 1, . . . , θn−1)〉|(θ1, . . . , θk + 1, . . . , θn−1)〉.
Therefore, since

∣
∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉

are orthonormal, we have

∀
∣
∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉
, ∀k,

〈
θ̄
∣
∣

〈
θ̄
∣
∣

〈
θ̄
∣
∣b̃k
∣
∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉
=
〈
θ̄
∣
∣

〈
θ̄
∣
∣

〈
θ̄
∣
∣b̃∗k
∣
∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉
=
〈
θ̄
∣
∣

〈
θ̄
∣
∣

〈
θ̄
∣
∣b̃kb̃k′

∣
∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉
=
〈
θ̄
∣
∣

〈
θ̄
∣
∣

〈
θ̄
∣
∣b̃∗kb̃

∗
k′
∣
∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉
= 0.

Moreover, if k 6= k′, we have
〈
θ̄
∣
∣

〈
θ̄
∣
∣

〈
θ̄
∣
∣b̃kb̃

∗
k′

∣
∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉
=
〈
θ̄
∣
∣

〈
θ̄
∣
∣

〈
θ̄
∣
∣b̃∗k′b̃k

∣
∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉
= 0. Since

∣
∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉

are orthonormal, if

we expand Tr
(

exp
(

−Hn
β

))

in the basis of Hn
β , we deduce the first set of equalities in (3.38).

Furthermore, for k 6= k′, we deduce
〈

b̃kb̃
∗
k′

〉

ρ
=
〈

b̃∗k′ b̃k
〉

ρ
= 0 as well.

On the other hand, if k = k′, the same relations (5.20), (3.32)imply:

b̃∗kb̃k|(θ1, . . . , θk, . . . , θn−1)〉|(θ1, . . . , θk, . . . , θn−1)〉|(θ1, . . . , θk, . . . , θn−1)〉 = θk|(θ1, . . . , θk, . . . , θn−1)〉|(θ1, . . . , θk, . . . , θn−1)〉|(θ1, . . . , θk, . . . , θn−1)〉,

thus, we have
〈
θ̄
∣
∣

〈
θ̄
∣
∣

〈
θ̄
∣
∣b̃∗kb̃k

∣
∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉
= θk. Consequently, we can compute

〈

b̃∗kb̃k
〉

ρ
:

〈

b̃∗kb̃k
〉

ρ
= Tr

(

ρb̃∗kb̃k′
)

=
1

Zn
Tr
(

e−Hn
β b̃∗kb̃k′

)

=
1

Zn

∑

θ̄∈Nn−1

〈
θ̄
∣
∣

〈
θ̄
∣
∣

〈
θ̄
∣
∣ exp

(
−Hn

β

)
b̃∗kb̃k′

∣
∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉

=
1

Zn

∑

θ̄∈Nn−1

θk
〈
θ̄
∣
∣

〈
θ̄
∣
∣

〈
θ̄
∣
∣ exp

(
−Hn

β

)∣
∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉∣

∣θ̄
〉
=

1

Zn

∑

θ̄∈Nn−1

θk exp



−
n−1∑

j=1

θjγj





=
1

Zn

−∂Zn

∂γk
=

1

eγk − 1
.

(C.2)

Since we have the commutator relation [b̃k, b̃
∗
k] = 1, we obtain the last equality:

〈

b̃kb̃
∗
k

〉

ρ
=

1
eγk−1 + 1.
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