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Preface

In August 1974, for my first time I attended a summer school, which happened to be number
three in the series on “Fundamental Problems in Statistical Mechanics”. The school took
place at the Agricultural University of Wageningen. We were approximately 70 participants
from 25 countries. The school lasted nearly three weeks with 11 lecture courses, each four
hours long, and various more specialized seminars. As to be expected, present were the big
shots, as Eddy Cohen who with moderate success tried to slow down the speaker through
posing questions. Besides lectures, the truly exciting part of the school was to meet fellow
youngsters who had similar interests and struggled more or less with the same difficulties.

At the time, critical phenomena and the just invented RG methods were the overwhelming
topic. Fortunately the Dutch physics community has a long tradition in Statistical Mechanics
and thus a wide range of topics were covered. I vividly recall the lectures by Nico van Kampen
on “Stochastic differential equations”. Joe Ford lectured on “The statistical mechanics of
classical analytic dynamics”, the early days of deterministic chaos. In fact, at the end of his
lectures Joe mentioned the Toda lattice describing the just confirmed integrability. Perhaps
I should have had listened with more care. For me the strongest impact had the lectures
presented by Piet Kasteleyn on “Exactly solvable lattice models”, explaining the fascinating
link between equilibrium statistical mechanics and models from quantum many-body physics.

My second encounter with integrable systems is related to the study of Dyson Brownian
motion, which is an integrable stochastic particle system. At the time, the model was
to me an intriguing example for the hydrodynamics of a many-particle system with long
range forces. The third encounter was triggered by the KPZ revolution, which brought
me in contact with other corners of integrable systems. Around 2016 I first learned about
the activities investigating the hydrodynamic equations for integrable many-body quantum
systems. I could not resist. Of course, major insights had been accomplished already. But,
apparently, the classical Toda lattice was in a state of dormancy. This is how my project
got started.

During the ongoing project, I had many insightful comments and good advice. Gratefully
acknowledged are Vir Bulchandani, Xiangyu Cao, Percy Deift, Jacopo De Nardis, Atharv
Deokule, Kedar Damle, Avijit Das, Abhishek Dhar, Maurizio Fagotti, Patrik Ferrari, Pablo
Ferrari, Alice Guionnet, David Huse, Thomas Kappeler, Manas Kulkarni, Christian Mendl,
Joel Moore, Fumihiko Nakano, Neil O’Connell, Stefano Olla, Lorenzo Piroli, Balazs Pozs-
gay, Michael Prahofer, Tomaz Prosen, Keiji Saito, Makiko Sasada,Tomohiro Sasamoto, Jorg
Teschner, Khan Duy Trinh, Simone Warzel, and Takato Yoshimura. Special thanks are due
to Benjamin Doyon. Our encounter at Pont-a-Mousson is well remembered.



1 Introduction

Hydrodynamics is based on the observation that the motion of a large assembly of strongly
interacting particles is constrained by local conservation laws. As a result, local equilibrium
is established over an initial time span and followed by a much longer time window when the
local equilibrium parameters are governed by the hydrodynamic evolution equations. The
initial time span could shrink to microscopic times when the system starts out already in
local equilibrium. It is a matter of fact that a vast amount of interesting physics is covered
by the hydrodynamic approach. Historically the best known example are simple fluids for
which hydrodynamics is synonymous with fluid dynamics. Even for fluids the hydrodynamic
approach already carries the seed for further extensions, since the equilibrium phase diagram
is richly structured. Most commonly there is a liquid-gas phase transition. This discrete or-
der parameter has now to be included as part of local equilibrium. For example, gas and fluid
phase may spatially coexist and the respective interface is then an additional slow degree of
motion, to be included in the macroscopic dynamics. Close to the critical point, conventional
hydrodynamics has to be augmented by more refined theories. At lower temperatures, there
will be a solid phase. Because of slow relaxation of solids, for the dynamics of the solid-gas
interface mostly non-hydrodynamic modelling is used. Bosonic particles at low temperatures
will form a condensate. One then employs a hydrodynamic two-fluid model, which governs
the superfluid interacting with the normal fluid. Going beyond short-range interactions,
magneto-hydrodynamics describes the motion of fluids made up of charged particles, also
including the Maxwell field as additional dynamical degrees of freedom. Relativistic hydro-
dynamics becomes relevant for extreme events such as the formation of superdense neutron
stars, relativistic jets, and Gamma ray bursts. Each mentioned topic is part of ongoing
research.

Approximately five years ago a novel item was added to our list under the name of gener-
alized hydrodynamics. Perhaps not as far reaching as other examples mentioned, generalized
hydrodynamics relies on an amazing novel twist. The added topic is concerned with inte-
grable systems for which the number of conserved fields is proportional to system size, in
sharp contrast to the items listed above which have only a few conserved fields, as number,
momentum, energy, plus broken symmetries. At first glance the mere idea of a hydrodynamic
description of the time evolution of an integrable system sounds like an intrinsic contradic-
tion. After all, establishing local equilibrium relies on chaotic dynamics which is just the
opposite of integrability. But the large number of degrees of freedom helps. A convincing
and easily accessible example is the classical fluid of hard rods in one space dimension, which
will be discussed in Section Bl Since integrable systems have such a large number of local
conservation laws, local equilibrium must now be characterized by a correspondingly large
number of chemical potentials. It is this feature which is called “generalized”. In the limit
of infinite system size, the hydrodynamic fields are labelled by a parameter taking a contin-
uum of values, or possibly by more complicated schemes. As a consequence, even writing
down the coupled set of hyperbolic conservation laws is a major obstacle. As the title of
our treatise indicates, the main focus will be to figure out the structure of the hydrody-
namic equations. While a few predictions will be discussed, for numerical confirmations and



experimental results the reader is asked to consult the original literature.

Integrable systems fall into two classes, interacting and non-interacting. In the latter
case, particles, or quasiparticles, just pass through each other. The system of hyperbolic
conservation laws decouples and each mode separately is governed by a linear equation. In
contrast, interacting models have a non-vanishing two-particle scattering shift, which is the
mechanism behind the nonlinearity in the equations of generalized hydrodynamics. While
a focussed research started only say roughly six years ago, there have been precursors. In
the early 1980ies Roland Dobrushin analyzed in great detail the system of hard rods. He
well understood the hydrodynamic perspective. But at the time no tools for handling more
intricate models were available. In retrospect, the true simplification of hard rods is a
two-particle scattering shift which is independent of the incoming quasiparticle velocities.
Another early work concerns the Korteweg-de-Vries equation which is an integrable nonlinear
wave equation. In the mid 1990ies Vladimir E. Zhakarov obtained the kinetic equation for a
low density gas of solitons. The hydrodynamic equation, claimed to be valid at any density,
has been derived by Gennady El in 2005.

The advance in 2016 established a general rule of how to write down the average currents,
thereby covering classical field theories, as the sinh-Gordon model, and many-body quantum
systems, as the Lieb-Liniger §-Bose gas, the XXZ spin chain, and the one-dimensional Fermi-
Hubbard model. Only with such an input the equations of generalized hydrodynamics could
be written, herewith opening the door to applications of physical interest. As a result of such
detailed studies, step by step one arrived at the conclusion that all integrable interacting
models have a structurally identical generalized hydrodynamics.

My exposition is not a review, even though much of the relevant literature will be cited.
I will focus exclusively on the Toda lattice, both classical and quantum, with random initial
data. The larger part of the article will deal with the classical chain, simply because our
understanding is more complete. The two-particle scattering shift of the classical Toda
lattice equals 2log|v — v'|, hence the model is interacting. Since the classical Toda lattice
is a Hamiltonian system of interacting particles, rather modest prerequisites are required.
My goal is to have a text, where the reader can follow each argument without having to
consult the original literature. As to be anticipated, this rule can be followed only partially,
and additional inserts on more advanced topics are added. I allowed myself one further
exception. In Section [ mean-field Dyson Brownian motion will be explained, since its
stationary measure in essence coincides with a generalized Gibbs ensemble of the Toda lattice.
The quantum Toda chain will be taken up only in Section [[I. While somewhat hidden, its
structure has surprising similarities with the Lieb-Liniger §-Bose gas. As preparation, we
will thus first discuss at some length the hydrodynamic equations of the d-Bose gas.

Achieving familiarity with one very particular model may help, I hope, to understand as
well the structure of hydrodynamics for other integrable models.

Notes and references

ad Preface: The Proceedings of the summer school have been edited by E.D.G. Cohen [31].
My work on Dyson Brownian motion is published in [145]. The KPZ revolution is covered
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in many articles from which only [33|[131,148] are quoted.

ad 1: The upswing of generalized hydrodynamics can be traced back to the two independent
seminal contributions [ITL28], in which a general prescription for the GGE averaged currents
is presented, GGE being the standard acronym for “generalized Gibbs ensemble”. Thus, for
the first time the Euler type equations could be written down with confidence. Boldrighini,
Dobrushin, and Suhov [13] prove, under fairly general assumptions on the initial probability
measure, the validity of the Euler equation starting from hard rods under ballistic scaling.
They also established that the hydrodynamic equation has smooth solutions. Dobrushin’s
vision is outlined in [44]. Zakharov [170] assumed a low density gas of solitons with Poisson
distributed centers and a general velocity distribution. He argued for a Boltzmann type ki-
netic equation. The hydrodynamic extension to a dense soliton fluid has been accomplished
in [59], see also [26,58,[60]. Interestingly enough, their proposal agrees with the general
scheme developed later in [I1,28] upon implementing the appropriate adaptions.

A useful account on the developments prior to generalized hydrodynamics can be found
in a special volume on “Quantum Integrability in Out-of-Equilibrium Systems” [24]. Its
central theme are quantum quenches starting from a spatially homogeneous initial state and
their long time equilibration.

The notion “scattering shift” is convenient but not so widely used. It refers to the fact
that, when two particles undergo a scattering, each trajectory is asymptotically of the form
vit + k;, J = 1,2, i.e. free motion linear in time and on top a constant displacement as
first order correction, which by definition is the scattering shift. In quantum mechanical
two-body scattering, the wave function for the relative motion has asymptotically the form
exp [i(—kz + $k%* + 6(k))]. Then a narrow wave packet, centered at ko, travels with velocity
ko and is displaced by €' (ko). 6 is the phase shift, while its derivative, ¢, is the scattering
shift.

2 Dynamics of the classical Toda lattice

As well known at the time when Morikazu Toda started his studies on the lattice with expo-
nential interactions, shallow water waves in long channels have peculiar dynamical proper-
ties. One observes solitary waves and soliton collisions. In the latter, two incoming solitons
emerge with their original shape after an intricate dynamical process. The Korteweg-de Vries
(KdV) equation, a one-dimensional nonlinear wave equation, provides an accurate theoret-
ical description of these phenomena. In 1967 Toda investigated whether also discrete wave
equations might have solitary type dynamics. A point in case is the wave equation and its
discretization the harmonic lattice, both of them linear equations. With an ingenious insight
Toda discovered that a lattice with exponential interactions, later known as Toda lattice,
exhibits the same dynamical features as the KdV equation. It took another seven years until
it had been firmly established that the N-particle Toda lattice is indeed integrable with
N + 1 conservation laws.



In the usual dimensionless form, the hamiltonian of the Toda lattice reads

Hiods = Z (%pg + e_(Qj+1—‘Ij))’ (2.1)
JEZ

where j € Z is the particle label and (g;, p;) are position and momentum of the j-th particle.
One could introduce a particle mass, coupling strength, and decay rate for the potential.
But through rescaling spacetime the standard form (2.I]) is recovered. The model has no
free parameter. The equations of motion are

d2

wqj = o (@—gj-1) _ e_(Qj+1_Qj)’ jeZ. (2.2)

Physically this equation can be naturally viewed in two ways. (i) The displacements ¢;(t),j €
Z, are regarded as the lattice discretization of a continuum wave field ¢(z,t), = € R.
We call this the lattice (field theory) picture. (ii) The fluid picture is to literally regard
q;(t),j = 1,..., N, as positions of particles moving on the real line. However they do not
interact pairwise as would be the case for a real fluid. Toda was mostly thinking of a lattice
discretization. But the fluid picture is easier to visualize. Of course, there is only a single
set of equations of motion and one can switch back and forth between the two options.

At this stage, a review of the vast research on the Toda lattice can neither be supplied nor
is intended. I have to refer to monographs, reviews, and textbooks. However, it can be safely
summarized that almost exclusively problems have been studied for which physically the
chain is at zero temperature. Examples are multi-soliton solutions and the spatial spreading
of local perturbations of an initially periodic particle configuration. In contrast, our focus
are random initial data with an energy proportional to the system size and away from a
ground state energy. A paradigmatic set-up would be the thermal state at some non-zero
temperature. For such an enterprise novel techniques are required. In particular, the issue
of large system size has to be properly understood.

2.1 Locally conserved fields and their currents

Our first task is to elucidate the integrable structure of the Toda lattice. For this purpose
we introduce the stretch

i = Qi1 — G (2.3)
also the free distance between particles j and j + 1, and the Flaschka variables

aj = e*"j/2, bj = pj’ (24)

The stretch can have either sign, while a; > 0. The a’s and b’s are a conventional notation,
but we will avoid the duplication of symbols by using only the momentum p;. In principle,
we could have set a; = ke "/ and bj = kpj, which amounts to a mere time change. Flaschka
picked Kk = % Below we will explain why « = 1 is singled out for our purposes. In terms of
the variables in (2.4]) the equations of motion read

d d
7% = 50;(Dj — Pi1), i = aj_, —as. (2.5)



Hence a; couples to the right neighbor and p; to the left one. We consider the finite volume
[1,..., N] and impose periodic boundary conditions as

-1 =ayn, PN+1 = P1- (2-6)

This choice is also called the closed or periodic chain. Note that

d N
N =0, (2.7)

implying N
Diri(t) =¢ (2.8)
j=1

with some constant ¢, which can have either sign. An equivalent description is to consider
the infinite Toda lattice and to impose the initial condition

gji+N = q; + L, pjsn = Dj (2.9)

for all j € Z, which then holds at any time. Cutting the lattice into cells, each of size N,
in every cell there is the same dynamics of stretches. In the literature, periodic boundary
conditions are often stated as qyy1 = ¢, which corresponds to the special case ¢ = 0.
Physically the parameter / is of crucial importance because through it the stretch per particle,
¢/N, is controlled. In the fluid picture the unit cell has length ¢ and contains N particles.
The physical particle density is N/|¢|. But often it is more natural to work with the signed
particle density N /¢, which could be negative.

Out of the Flaschka variables one forms the tridiagonal Lax matriz, Ly, N > 3, and its
companion matrix By as

P 0 te an 0 —aq 0 cee an
ay P2 as . 0 1 ay 0 —Q9 . 0
Lyv=10 a p;3 . : ; By = 5 0 s 0
: . ' . an-—1 . —an-1
ay 0 -+ an-1 pn —ay 0 - an_g 0
(2.10)
Clearly, Ly is symmetric and By skew symmetric, (Ly)T = Ly, (By)T = —By, with T

denoting the transpose of a matrix. Later on for the adjoint of an operator also the more
common * will be used. From the equations of motion (2.3]), one verifies that

d
Ly = [By, Ly] (2.11)

with [+, ] denoting the commutator, [By, Ly| = ByLy — LyBy. Since By is skew symmet-
ric, Ly(t) is isospectral to Ly = Ly (0). Hence the eigenvalues of Ly are conserved.
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o¢ Vector notation. In our text various N-vectors will appear. The standard notation
reRY 2= (zq,...,25), is adopted. The N-dimensional volume element is denoted by du.
Also x € R will be used. The distinction should be obvious from the context. o

Let us write the eigenvalue problem for Ly as
Lyt = ANtbo, a=1,... N. (2.12)

Then A, (a,p) is some function on phase space, which does not change under the Toda time
evolution. However ), is a highly nonlocal function, in general. For example, considering the
dependence of A, only on p; and py /s, this will not split into a sum as g(p1) + §(pn/2) even
approximately. Physically more relevant are local conservation laws. For the Toda lattice
they are easily obtained through forming the trace as

N N

QN = tr[(Ly)"] = Y1) = D (L)) = D Q. (2.13)

J=1 J=1 J=1

The second identity confirms that QY'Y is conserved and the third identity that QE-"]’N is
local. Indeed, taking n < N/2 and expanding as

N N
QYN = 3 Y (L) (L) - - (I (2.14)

Jji=1 Jn—1=1

the density QE-"]’N depends only on the variables {a;_;, pj_i, ..., @j4i, Pj+i,t = 0,...,n — 1},
modulo N.

The two-sided infinite volume limit of Ly is the tridiagonal Lax matrix L, and corre-
spondingly its companion matrix B, which are operators acting on the Hilbert space ¢5(7Z)
of square-integrable two-sided sequences over the lattice Z. They still satisfy

d
ZL=[B.L] (2.15)

Of course tr[L"] makes no sense, literally. But the infinite volume density

QM =L, (2.16)

J

is well defined. QE"] is a finite polynomial in the variables {a;, p;, |i — j| < n — 1}, which can
more easily grasped by using the random walk expansion derived from the N = oo version
of (ZI4). The walk is on Z with n steps, starting and ending at j, of step size 0,+1. A
step from ¢ to ¢ carries the variable p; and the step from either i to i + 1 or from 7 + 1 to
1 carries the variable a;. For a given walk one forms the product along the path, which is
a monomial of degree n. QE-"] is then obtained by summing over all admissible walks. By

translation invariance of the model, QE-"] and QEZ]Z are identical polynomials, except that the
particle label is shifted by . Just as for the hamiltonian (2.1]), formally we still write

QM =@M, (2.17)

JEZ
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where the index n ranges over the positive integers.

As noted already before, in addition the stretch is locally conserved, which carries the
label 0,
QY — .. (2.18)

J
The three lowest order fields have an immediate physical interpretation as stretch, momen-
tum, and energy density,

Q' =ry QM =py 3@ =30+ +al). (2.19)

Obviously, there cannot be physical names for the higher orders. In the community of quan-
tum integrable systems, Q" is called the n-th conserved charge or merely the n-th charge,
which serves as a concise notion but carries no specific physical meaning. Notwithstanding
we stick to the more bulky “conserved field” in the tradition of the theory of fluids.

Since the Toda hamiltonian has a local energy density, any locally conserved field must
satisfy a continuity equation, in other words the lattice version of a local conservation law.
We consider the infinite lattice and compute

d ol
dt 7

Hence J][i]l is the current of the n-th conserved field from 5 to 7 + 1 and J]["] the current

from j — 1 to j. Defining the lower triangular matrix L' by (L');41; = a; and (L');; = 0
otherwise, a more concise expression is

= (BL" = L"B)j; = aj (L") 01 — (L") jany = I = T (2.20)

M= (LML), n=1,2,.... (2.21)
For the stretch
d o] [0]
%Qj = —p; +pj+1,  J; = —pj, (2.22)
and hence
0 1
T = QM. (2.23)

This innocent looking equation will have surprising consequences.

oo Ambiguity of densities. As presented, the densities, both for field and current, seem to be
unique. This is not the case, however. We have made a particular choice which will be useful
when investigating the hydrodynamics of the Toda lattice. A further common scheme is to
require the density to depend on a minimal number of lattice sites. In terms of the random
walk representation described above, this amounts to a density QE"]’N defined by summing
over all closed admissible paths with minimum equal to j. As an example, for n = 4 the
minimal version of the density is given by

A4
QE‘ = pj + 40} + pipjer + P )a; + 205 + dajal, . (2.24)

Rather than trying to dwell on generalities, we illustrate the issue by considering the
energy density, n = 2. From (ZI6) we have

2
QW =p? a2 +a? (2.25)

=
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with the current density
TP = a2 (o1 +pj). (2.26)

J

The minimal version of the energy density would be

Q¥ = p? + 242, (2.27)

J

having the current density
TP =242 p;. (2.28)

J

At infinite volume, we consider the spatial sum Z;V:l, denoted by QRN and QRN They
differ only by a boundary term and hence the spatial average N~'(QPNe — Q[z]’NQ) =
O(1/N). On the other hand, the corresponding total currents, J2-Ne and J2Ve  differ by
O(N), but

(J][2],No . jj[2]7N<>) _ %(%1)2- (229>
The difference is a total time derivative and thus vanishes when averaged over a time-
stationary probability measure, e.g. thermal average. As conclusion, while there is ambiguity
on the microscopic scale, upon averaging over large spacetime cells this amounts to only
small correction terms. In particular, the hydrodynamic equations for the Toda lattice do
not depend on the particular choice of microscopic densities. .

2.2 Action-angle variables, notions of integrability

A cornerstone of hamiltonian dynamics is the abstract characterization of integrable sys-
tems. Just to recall, given is some hamiltonian H on a phase space I, of dimension 2n. The
dynamics generated by H is called integrable, if there are n differentiable functions, Iy, ..., I,,,
the action variables, on phase space which have the following properties: (i) They span an
n-dimensional hypersurface in I',, (ii) they are conserved, which means that the Poisson
brackets {I;, H} = 0, (iii) they are in involution, i.e. {I;,;} =0 for all 4,5 = 1,...,n. There
exists then a canonical transformation to the action variables (I, ..., 1,) and the canoni-
cally conjugate angle variables (91, ..., 9,) € (S1)" such that the transformed hamiltonian H
depends only on I. In these variables the dynamics trivializes as

d .
%ﬁj = Wj, wj = (%H(I), j = 1, ceey N (230)

This characterization applies also to the Toda chain. We consider a lattice of IV sites,
the phase space I'y = (R, x R)", and the evolution (Z3)) in terms of the Flaschka variables
a = (ay,...,ay) and p = (p1, ..., pn). These are not canonical variables. However, instead of
the usual Poisson bracket, one can introduce a nonstandard Poisson bracket by first defining

12



the N x N matrix

—a; 0 - 0 an
] ap —ay O 0
Ay = 5| 0 a2 —as : (2.31)
. . . - 0
0 0 anx_1 —apn
and adjusting the Poisson bracket to
{£:9} = (Vpf, AnVag) = (Vaf, (AN) V0 (2.32)

with (-, ) denoting the inner product in RY. For the usual Poisson bracket, Ay would be
the identity matrix. In the Flaschka variables

N
Htoda,N = Z (%p§ + a?) (233)
j=1

and the equations of motion (Z.1]) can be written in hamiltonian form as

d

d
pridie {1, Hioda,N } —a; = {aj, Hioda N }- (2.34)

dt

The matrix Ay is of rank N — 1, the oblique projection for the eigenvalue 0 being
lart,ay?t, . a1, 1,01, (2.35)

i.e. the corresponding left eigenvector of Ay equals V,QI"V and the right one V,QU. The
Poisson structure (2.32) is degenerate. But it can be turned non-degenerate simply by fixing
the two conservation laws as QN = ¢y, QN = ¢ with an arbitrary choice of the real
parameters cg, ¢;. The new phase space becomes ['y_; and the dynamical evolution equations
involve only the variables (ay,...,an_1,p1, ..., PN—1), Which are a hamiltonian system with a
non-degenerate Poisson bracket structure. The phase space for the action-angle variables is
(R))N-1 = I',, with coordinates (21, ..., 2x_1, ¥1, ..., yv—1) and action-angle variables as

z; =+/Ijcosd;, y;=+/Ijsind;, j=1,..,N—1, (2.36)

which are known as global Birkhoff coordinates. As proved in 2008 by A. Henrici and T.
Kappeler, there is a canonical transformation ® : I'yy_; — I',, such that the transformed
hamiltonian, H,,, depends only on the action variables, H,, = H,. (I3, ..., Ix_1). In fact, the
for us crucial property, H,, is a strictly convex, real-analytic function. This means that the
phases w; = 0, H,, are incommensurate Lebesgue almost surely. In other words, H,, has
no linear pieces, as would be the case for a system of harmonic oscillators. The Toda lattice
is phase-mixing: starting with a probability measure on I'y_; with a continuous density
function, in the long time limit the density will become uniform on each torus of dimension
N — 1 with an amplitude computed from the initial density.
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The Toda lattice is a very peculiar dynamical system in the sense that it is integrable for
every system size N, which we call many-body integrable. Now the large N limit is in focus
and from a physics perspective the conventional definition might have to be reconsidered. In
particular one would like to have a notion which refers directly to the infinite lattice. From
a hydrodynamic perspective the central building block are local conservation laws. Because
of locality, for N larger than the range of the density, the notion of local conservation
law becomes independent of N and refers only to phase spaces of finite dimensions. Note
that local conservation laws have a linear structure, in the sense that the sum of two local
conservation laws are again a local conservation law. We thus propose to call an infinitely
extended system nonintegrable, if it admits only for a few strictly local conservation laws.
The system is called integrable, if it possesses an infinite number of linearly independent local
conservation laws. The condition of being in involution is dropped, although it seems to hold
in most examples. A concrete example for which the involution property fails is the Landau-
Lifshitz chain of classical spins with isotropic nearest neighbor interactions. For a particular
choice of the interaction potential, the chain is integrable in both the conventional and our
sense. The three components of spin are locally conserved, but they are not in involution.

o+ Local conservation laws. The Toda chain is integrable in our sense with the densities of
the locally conserved fields stated in (2.16]). But, as a stronger property, one would like to
establish that there are no further local conservation laws. Currently this is a conjecture
and more studies would be needed. Still, a precise formulation is worthwhile. As before,
periodic boundary conditions are understood. We assume some general density function f
of support s, in other words f(p1,as, ..., ps, ax). Then the shifted densities are f;(a,p) =
f(pj,aj, ... Djtr—1,aj1x—1) and the conditions for being a local conservation law read

N N
QN =>"fi.  D{fi Hownt =0, N >2k (2.37)
j=1

j=1

If so, each of the Poisson brackets is a local function. By translation invariance the sum has
to be telescoping and thus necessarily there exists a strictly local current function, J;, such
that {f;, Hiodan} = Jj — Jj+1. According to the already proven conventional integrability
there exists some function, GG, such that

QUIN — G(Q[OLN’ M’Q[N]JV). (2.38)

Our conjecture claims that G is necessarily linear.

Conjecture: For fixed k and N sufficiently large, there exists coefficients cg, ¢y, ..., ¢, such
that

QUIN = Z cm QN (2.39)
m=0
One argument in favor of the conjecture comes from a simple observation. Consider some

locally conserved field, QM. Then (Q"V)? is also conserved, but no longer local. The
condition of locality should be strong enough to force a linear function in (2.38)).
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The reader might find the evidence for linking integrability with conservation laws not
so convincing. Agreed, but it should be noted that our definition translates one-to-one to
quantum spin chains, and also continuum quantum models. In the former case there are two
concrete results, with their wider validity to be expected. Considered is the XYZ spin chain
with external magnetic field, h, pointing in the z-direction. In terms of the Pauli spin—%
matrices, %, 0¥, 0%, the hamiltonian reads

Hxyz = Y (Jo020%y + Jyolol,y + Jotoi,, — ho?). (2.40)

JEZ

Now, in case of non-zero coupling constants and h # 0, J, # J,, it is proved that there is
only one local conservation law, namely the hamiltonian Hxyy itself. This is, so to speak,
the fully chaotic case. Only energy is transported and the chain thermalizes, in the sense
that expectations of local observables converge to the thermal average in the long time limit.
On the other hand for h = 0 the model is integrable. The strictly local conserved quantities
can be computed from the transfer matrix, compare with Section [[1.2] or through the boost
operator. The second result states that, if the coupling constants are non-vanishing, then
any local conservation law is a finite linear combination of the already known conservation
laws. This is the precise analogue of our conjecture. .

Our discussion raises some difficult issues. From the available evidence, there is a di-
chotomy, either a few conservation laws or infinitely many. One does not know whether
there is a deep reason behind or merely reflects the limited class of models studied. Person-
ally I believe in the first option. In this context, particularly intriguing are nearly integrable
systems. For finite N, the KAM theorem provides information on the stability of the in-
variant tori, confirming the coexistence of chaotic and integrable regions in phase space.
But in our definition the limit N — oo is taken first. Another point, strict locality is used
here in an essential way. From a physics perspective also exponential tails should be ad-
missible. For sure, they would have to be included in the hydrodynamic equations. For the
Toda lattice there is no indication of additional conservation laws. On the other hand, it
seems difficult to exclude such quasilocal conservation laws on abstract grounds. A famous,
well-understood case, is the XXZ model for which only the strictly local conservation laws
were listed originally. Through numerical and theoretical studies it became clear that addi-
tional conservation laws had been missed, which are now included in the correct Euler scale
hydrodynamics.

2.3 Scattering theory

In hydrodynamics the system is confined and thus interactions persist without interruption,
which in the long time limit then leads to some sort of statistical equilibrium. A dynamically
less intricate set-up is scattering: in the distant past particles are in the incoming configu-
ration, for which they are far apart and do not interact. A time span of multiple collision
processes follows. In the far future the outgoing particles move freely again. To illustrate
the special features of scattering for a many-body integrable systems, we first discuss a fluid
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consisting of hard rods, which will serve as an instructive example also later on.

Hard rod fluid. We consider N hard rods, rod length a, moving on the real line. The
hamiltonian reads

N N-1
Hiw = 3505+ ), Vin(gje1 — 4)), (2.41)
=1 =1

with the hard rod potential Vi, (z) = o for |z| < a/2 and Vj,(z) = 0 for |z| > a/2. Hard
rods collide elastically with their two neighbors. Obviously, the system is integrable with
one-particle sum functions, Zjvzl ¢(p;), being conserved.

For scattering it is customary to order the incoming momenta as p; < ... < pn, p; =
p;(—o0). Then in the distant past ¢;(t) = p;t and gy(—0) < ... < ¢1(—00). In the course of
time there are exactly N (/N — 1)/2 collisions leading to the outgoing configuration p;(c0) =
pn—j+1(—00), in particular p;(00) > ... > py(0). Because of collisions, on top of the free
motion the asymptotic positions are shifted by a distance of order 1, which we call the
scattering shift. For the j-th particle it is defined by

i = (a5 1(8) — P saf) = (g5(=) + 1)) = ;. (2.42)

t—00

For N = 2, particle 1 is shifted by —a and particle 2 by a. For N particles it suffices to
study the intersections of N freely moving particles to obtain

kj= . sgu(i—j)éy (2.43)

1<i<N,i#j

with ¢;; = —a independent of the index. The scattering shifts of the N-particle system are
the sum of two-particle scattering shifts. Surprisingly, this property also holds for the Toda
lattice despite much more intricate many-body collisions. In fact, the additivity of scattering
shifts seems to be a general property of many-body integrable systems, both classical and
quantum. However, except for hard rods, the scattering shift will depend on the incoming
momenta.

Two-particle Toda lattice. The equations of motion are
Q) = e, plt) = e (240

with the asymptotic condition p;(—o0) = py, p2(—00) = pa, and p; < py. The solution is still
explicit,

G (t) = %((pl + pa)t — log(27)* + log(e™* + e"yt)),
@ (t) = 2((p1 + p2)t + log(27)* — log(e™ + 7)), (2.45)

with v = 3 (p1 — p2) < 0. Hence the large time asymptotics is given by

pit — log [p1 — pal, pat +log|p1 — pal, t — -0,
a(t) = P(t) = (2.46)
pat —log [p1 — pal, pit + log |p1 — pal, t — 0.
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We conclude that the Toda two-particle scattering shift is given by

The scattering shift has no definite sign. For |p; — ps| = 1 the scattering shift vanishes. For
Ip1 — p2| < 1 the scattering shift is negative, just as for hard rods. The trajectories of the
two Toda particles look similar to the ones of hard rods, but the hard rod zero collision time
is smeared to an exponential with rate v = [ps — p1|/2. For |p1 — pa| > 1 the scattering
shift is positive. The trajectories cross each other, still approaching their asymptotic motion
exponentially fast.

N-particle Toda lattice. For free boundary conditions, also called the open chain, the
N-particle hamiltonian reads

l\’)l)—l

N N—
Z Z ~(@r1=a5), (2.48)
where for this section only we omit the index N and put the superscript © to avoid any
potential ambiguities. In the Flaschka variables the equations of motion become

d a
dt
d

%pj = a?_l — CL2-

¥i )
with the boundary conditions ay = 0,ay = 0. The Lax matrix L° equals Ly except for
ay = 0, correspondingly for the companion matrix By. The time evolution is still encoded
as P
—L° =[B° L°]. 2.50
SL° =B, I (2.50)
Thus the dynamics of the open chain is also integrable which is a special feature of the Toda
lattice. In general, modifying boundary conditions would break integrability.
As before, the eigenvalue problem is L°); = A4, j = 1,..., N. Since the eigenvalues are
time-independent, the eigenvectors are governed by
d
5 ¥i(t) = B2 (0)¢(t). (2.51)

Particularly simple are the equations for the boundary values 1;(1),,;(N). We choose the
first entry with the result

— La;(pj —pjs1); G =1, N—1,

j=1,..,N, (2.49)

d
a1¥(2) + proo(1) = Ay (1), (1) = —5a195(2). (2.52)
By the completeness of eigenvectors
N
D i (m);(m') = Gy (2.53)
j=1
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which by (2.52)), left hand side, implies

Z Ajbi(1)% = py. (2.54)

Thus rewriting (2.52), right hand side, one obtains
d
S0 = 5 (% Z A (1,07 5(1,) (2.55)

whose solution preserves Z;VZI 1v;(1,t)* as required by (Z53). It is convenient to simplify
our notation by setting 1;(1,¢) = n;(t). Then (Z5H) is solved through
et
n;(t)* = ]—,,, n; = n;(0). (2.56)
Z M 177)2 At

To step back, in the original problem the p’s and the a’s build the phase space I'S, =
RY x RY~!. But we now introduced the new phase space

N
A= {)\1, ....)\N,’Ul, wy N with )\1 <. < )‘N777j > 0,27’]]2 = ]_} (257)

J=1

It is a general fact about symmetric Jacobi matrices with strictly positive off-digonal matrix
elements, that the map ® : I'j, — A is one-to-one and onto. In our context the map is
smooth. In the old variables the dynamics is complicated, but the observables of interest are
simple. The new variables trivialize the dynamics, see (256), but the functions of interest
might have become convoluted. This is a familiar theme in dynamical systems. An obvious
example are action-angle variables. Their dynamics is simple, but the invariant tori might
have a complicated shape in the physical phase space. The scattering map ® is rather
analogous to action-angle variables. J. Moser provides continued fraction type formulas
for & and manages to extract the scattering shift for general N. More specifically, for the
N-particle Toda system with open boundary conditions he proves the asymptotics (2.42)
with exponentially small errors. The scattering shifts «; are still given by Eq. (2.43) upon
inserting the Toda scattering shift ¢,; = 2log|p; — pj|.

This result leaves us with a puzzle. In generalized hydrodynamics the two-particle scat-
tering shift plays a central role and, in the context quantum models, is tightly linked to the
Bethe ansatz for the eigenvectors of the hamiltonian. So how does the logarithmic scattering
shift show up in static properties of the Toda lattice?

Notes and references

ad 2.0: The discovery by Toda goes back to [I61,162]. The second edition of Toda’s book
“Theory of Nonlinear Lattices” [163] is still the most complete account up to 1989. A stan-
dard reference on classical integrable systems is [63]. More specifically on the Toda lattice is
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the review [95]. Closer to hydrodynamics is the study of a particular shock problem [165].
The anniversary volume [§] provides a glimpse on research in vastly different directions.

Toda’s work also motivated the search for integrable super-discrete wave equations. A
much studied model is called box-ball [I57], referring to the fact that lattice sites can be
either empty or occupied. The dynamics is given through a deterministic map iterated
many times. The hydrodynamics of the box-ball system has been studied in considerable
detail [341165,096,198].

Early molecular dynamics simulations of the Toda lattice are [137,[13§].

ad 2.1: Based on explicit soliton solutions, Toda conjectured integrability. For the case of
three particles, Ford [68] obtained very supporting Poincaré plots. The integrals of motion
in full generality were obtained by Hénon [83] by a tricky enumerative argument. Hénon was
worried about locality. Flaschka [66] had the advantage of working at the Courant Institute.
Once the Lax matrix had been discovered, locally conserved fields are easily constructed.
Independently, the Lax matrix for the Toda lattice has been reported in [105]. Apparently,
at the time and later on, currents were hardly in focus, one exception being [140], which
studies the energy Drude weight in thermal equilibrium.

ad 2.2: To find out the canonically conjugate angles is a much more technical enterprise,
which was accomplished in a series of papers by Henrici and Kappeler [84H86], starting from
an early proposal by Flaschka and McLaughlin [67], see also [64] for a complimentary aspects.
For classical Hamiltonian systems with a few degrees of freedom, the conventional definition
of integrability works fine. For an extensive system one simply requires the conventional def-
inition to hold for every N. The Landau-Lifshitz chain consists of classical three-component
spins, §j, of unit length, |§]| = 1. The integrable version of the isotropic chain is governed
by the hamiltonian

HLL = —ZlOg (1 + S_;j : §j+1). (258)
J

As canonical variables one chooses amplitude and phase of the spin components 1 and 2.
By isotropy all three components are conserved, but their mutual Poisson brackets do not
vanish, see [36,[37] for more details.

For quantum systems, the notion of integrability is controversial, since the naive tran-
scription of the classical notion would mean that every eigenprojection of the Hamiltonian
is conserved, in itself not such a helpful observation. I refer to Caux and Mossel [29] for an
exhaustive discussion. The link between integrability and local conservation laws has been
mostly pushed by the quantum community, see [76,77] for early work. For classical systems,
in general, this particular avenue still needs to be further developed. The mentioned results
for the XYZ chain are prototypical for what one would like to achieve. The nonintegrable
case is a result of N. Shiraishi [I42]. The integrable case, h = 0, has been studied already
in [76,[77] with recent progress [120]. Using the strictly local charges of the XXZ spin chain,
one computes the spin Drude weight at zero magnetization, i.e. the persistent spin current,
by using the Mazur formula. By spin inversion symmetry this weight turns out to be identi-
cally 0. On the other hand for 0 < A < 1, numerical evidence and exact steady state results
for the boundary driven chain indicate that the Drude weight does not vanish. The puzzle
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is resolved by the construction of quasilocal conserved charges [113].

ad 2.3: In a beautiful piece of analysis Jiirgen Moser [117] proves the scattering shift for
the N-particle Toda lattice. An account of his work can be found in [I63]. From a different
perspective, a more recent discussion are the notes of Percy Deift [40] from his course at the
Courant Institute in Spring 2019.

3 Static properties

Considering the Toda lattice with periodic boundary conditions and a highly excited initial
condition ¢, p, one would expect that in the long time limit a statistically stationary state
is reached. For a simple fluid, this state would be thermal equilibrium. But the motion of
the Toda lattice is highly constrained through the conservation laws. Still, there are lots
and lots of random like collisions. Following Boltzmann, a natural guess for the statistically
stationary state is a generalized microcanonical ensemble, namely the uniform measure on the
(N —1)-dimensional torus defined by ¢ and the Lax eigenvalues Ay, ..., Ay, see the discussion in
Section2.2] The corresponding thermodynamics thus depends on N+1 extensive parameters.
As for a simple fluid, the first step towards hydrodynamics is a study of such generalized
thermodynamics.

3.1 Generalized Gibbs ensembles

For fixed number of lattice sites, the phase space is (r,p) € (R x R)Y = [y with the a priori

weight
N N
[Tdrdpo( Y ri—¢),  (eR, (3.1)
j=1 j=1

where we included already the microcanonical constraint resulting from the boundary condi-
tions (2.9). This measure is invariant under the flow generated by Eq. (2.5]). Since particles
are distinguishable, there is no factor of 1/N!. The other conserved fields are taken into
account through the grand canonical type Boltzmann weight

exp( — i ,unQ["]’N). (3.2)
n—1

Here piq, ..., iy are the intensive parameters. Only the low order ones have a physical inter-
pretation, specifically ps = %5 with § the inverse temperature and p; as control parameter
for the average total momentum. As common in Statistical Mechanics we invoke the equiv-
alence of ensembles to lift the delta constraint by the substitution

S(QUIN — ) = exp( - PQUIMNY). (3.3)

This equivalence has been extensively studied in rigorous statistical mechanics and presum-
ably some of the techniques can be used also for the Toda lattice. Along with other items,
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we have to leave this problem for future studies. For a general anharmonic chain the physi-
cal pressure, Pppys, is defined as the average force between neighboring particles in thermal
equilibrium. Using a simple integration by parts, one obtains the relation Py = 871 P.
We still refer to P as pressure, since it is the thermodynamic dual of the stretch. To have
an integrable Boltzmann weight, P > 0 is required. In combination the generalized Gibbs
ensemble (GGE) is defined through

N N
H dr;dp, exp( — PQUMY _ Z ,unQ["]’N>, (3.4)
n=1

j=1

which still has to be normalized. The GGE is invariant under our dynamical flow.

As for the dynamical evolution, a priori measure and Boltzmann weight are transformed
to Flaschka variables. But before, our notation is improved by introducing the confining
potential

V(w) = > pnw”, (3.5)

which is required to be independent of N. We assume that V' is smooth and has a lower
bound as V(w) = ¢y + c¢1|w| with ¢; > 0, hence the label “confining”. Instead of the
chemical potentials p,, the primary object will be the confining potential. The quadratic
confining potential, V' (w) = %ﬁwQ, corresponds to thermal equilibrium. Using (8.5) and the
representation (ZI3]) for the conserved fields, the Boltzmann weight transforms to

exp( =tV (L)) | [ dpydy = (a2 (3.6)

which is defined on the phase space of the Flaschka variables, namely I'y = (R, x R)¥.

o¢ Infinite volume limit, exponential mizing. As for other Gibbs measures, one might want
to know about the existence of the infinite volume limit for the sequence of measures in (B.6),
the limit measure being independent of boundary conditions, and the qualitative decay of
correlations. If the confining potential is a finite polynomial, bounded from below, such
questions can be answered by using transfer matrix techniques. In the language of statistical
mechanics, Q™ has a range of size n. By assumption the leading coefficient of V' is even, say
2k, and strictly positive. One cuts [1,..., N] in blocks of size 2x. The density in (3.6 can
then be written as an (NN /2k)-fold power of the transfer matrix. This is just like the familiar
case of the one-dimensional Ising model, in which case the transfer matrix is a 2 x 2 matrix.
For the Toda lattice the transfer matrix is given by an integral kernel with arguments in
'y, x I'y.. By the Perron-Frobenius theorem, the transfer matrix has a unique maximal
eigenvalue, which is separated by a gap from the rest of the spectrum. With this input,
one concludes that there is a unique limit measure. In one dimension, phase transitions
would occur only if the interaction potential has a decay slower than (range)~2, much slower
than the case under consideration here. The spectral gap also implies exponential decay
of correlations. If kK = o0 such methods fail completely. Other techniques will have to be
developed. .
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3.2 Generalized free energy

The Toda partition function is defined by

Ziodan(P,V) Hdp]daj 2P exp(— tr[V(Ly)]). (3.7)

Fle

Accordingly, normalizing the expression in (3.06)), one arrives at the probability measure

1 N 2
GGE (dad — | ldp;da; =(a;)?" —tr[V(LM)]). .
MPVN( a p) ZtodaN<P v) E p.] a]aj (a]) eXp( r[ ( N)]) (3 8)

This measure is time-stationary under the dynamics (2.5]), since the a priori measure and
the eigenvalues of Ly do not change in time. The expectations of u%f/jEN will be denoted by

(-)pv,n. As central thermodynamic object, the free energy per lattice site is defined by
1
Fioaa(P,V) = — lim —log Ziogqan (P, V). (3.9)
N—w N ’

For hydrodynamics, a basic input is the GGE average of the conserved fields. They are
computed as derivative with respect to P and as variational derivative with respect to V' of
the free energy. In terms of the eigenvalues of the Lax matrix, the averages can be written
as

Qv = 5 N ey = | dw v (whmn, (3.10)
where

pa(w 2 (3.11)

is the empirical density of states (DOS) of the Lax matrix Ly. Here empirical refers to the
fact that the DOS is defined for every collection of eigenvalues {Ay, ..., Ay }. Thus pq n(w) is
a random function under p%G¥.

This observation suggests a novel perspective. The Lax matrix becomes a random matrix
under p%“E. Thermal equilibrium is particularly simple. Since tr[(Ly)?] = Zj\[:l(p? +2a3),
the diagonal and off-diagonal matrix elements of Ly are families of independent identically
distributed (i.i.d.) random variables. For all other GGEs the matrix elements are correlated.
The DOS encodes the complete statistical information on the conserved fields. In fact
po.n(w) is self-averaging with fluctuations of order 1/4/N and the limit

Jim po v (w) = po(w) (3.12)
exists with some nonrandom limiting density pq.

¢ The Dumitriu-FEdelman identity. In 2002 I. Dumitriu and A. Edelman studied the g-
ensembles of random matrix theory. To ease a comparison, I describe their result in the
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original notation, in which some symbols will reappear with a different meaning. The proper
translation will be obvious, however. Their starting point is a n x n, symmetric, tridiagonal
matrix 7" with real matrix elements Tj; = a;, Tj ;41 = b; > 0, and zero otherwise, compare
with L° from Section L2 in particularly, (a,b) € TS = RY x RY"' The eigenvalues
are ordered as A\ < .... < A, and the first component of an eigenvector is denoted by
wﬂl)ij>0xmﬂ1M|=]Jnm0%d.Wksﬂuﬂzzlqlﬂdqbdbzlqnld@,dA [T, X,
and dq is the surface element of the unit n-sphere. As mentioned in Section there is
the one-to-one and onto map ® : (a,b) — (), ¢). Dumitriu and Edelman managed to obtain
some information on the Jacobian of ®. Their identity has a free parameter S > 0 and reads

1:1 j)77")dadb = (C ]ﬁl<b - 1dQ) G, (B)A(N) dN). (3.13)

Here ¢ = 2" 'T'(36n)0'(33) " normalizes the first factor to 1. In the second factor, A()) is

the Vandermonde determinant

AN =TT A-2) (3.14)

1<i<j<n
and (, (/) a nomalization constant given by

F

F1+2ﬁ) (3.15)

G(B) =T T+ 38" | [ st 157

Below Eq. (24) we mentioned the free multiplicative factor in the definition of the
Flaschka variables. To use the identity (3.13) constrained by the condition that V remains
unchanged fixes our choice in (2.4)). .

We insert the Dumitriu-Edelman identity into our partition function ([B.7]) and use the
spectral representation of [V (Ly)]|. The integration over the n-sphere is normalized to 1.
The integration over eigenvalues is unordered, which takes care of the factor n!. The free
parameter § is now chosen specifically as

2P
B==- (3.16)
Then
N N-1 9
Zae V) = [ exp(— oV (@) [ Tan [T day 2 (a2
N =1 =1
N 1 N
:CN(P)J dhexp| — V()\')—i—P— 10g|)\i—)\'| . (3.17)
RN < 92—1 ’ N Z-jzl;i#» ’ >

(3.18)



In the first identity, except for a boundary term, we note the Toda partition function with
a pressure changing linearly with slope 1/N. This is not exactly what is required, since for
the Toda chain the pressure is constant. But in a large segment, with size <« N, the pressure
is constant to a very good approximation. Since GGEs have good spatial mixing properties,
local free energies merely add up and one concludes that

1 1
~ lim - log Zao (P, V) :f duFoun (P, V). (3.19)
Now N ’ 0
The term on the right side of ([8I7) requires more explanations. For the normalization
one obtains

i 1
— ]\lflirclxz N log(n(P) = log P — 1. (3.20)

Otherwise the partition function is the one of the repulsive one-dimensional log gas. V turns
out to be the confining potential of the log gas, which is the real reason for our original
choice of name. The standard log gas has an interaction term of strength 1, which implies
that the free energy is dominated by the interaction energy. But in our case the interaction
strength is 1/N, which is the standard mean-field scaling. In terms of the DOS, compare
with ([B.I1]), except for the diagonal contribution, the energy in (8.I7]) can be expressed as

N( JR dwV (w)poy(w) — P JR dw JR w'log |w — w/|pQ,N(w)pQ,N(w')>. (3.21)

One has to add the usual entropy term resulting from the d\ measure. This then leads to
the mean-field free energy functional

P - |

i dwo(w)V (w) — P JR dw JR dw’log |w — w'|o(w)o(w’) + JR dwo(w) log o(w).

(3.22)
The free energy is obtained by minimizing over all ¢ with ¢ > 0 and {; dwo(w) = 1. As will
be discussed below, there is a unique minimizer, o*, and thus

1
— lim —log Zgen(P,V) = FM(0*) +log P — 1. (3.23)
N—w N ’

To obtain the Toda free energy we use

1
FM(0") +1log P —1 = J duFioqa(uP, V) (3.24)
0

and hence
Fioaa(P.V) = 2p(PFM(¢")) + log P. (3.25)

It turns out to be more convenient to absorb P into p by setting p = Pp. Then
PFM¥(P~1p) = F(p) — Plog P with the transformed free energy functional
Fp) = f dwp(w)V(w) — f dwf dw'log |w — w'|p(w)p(w") + J dwp(w) log p(w). (3.26)
R R R R
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JF has to be minimized under the constraint

p(w) =0, J dwp(w) = P (3.27)
R
with minimizer denoted by p*. Then
Fioaa(P, V) = 0pF(p*) — 1. (3.28)
The constraint ([B.27)) is removed by introducing the Lagrange multiplier p as
Fle) = Flp) ~ | dup(w) (3.20)
R

A minimizer of F,(p) is denoted by p, and determined as solution of the Euler-Lagrange
equation

V(w) — p— QJ dw'log |w — w'|p,(w') + log p,(w) = 0. (3.30)
R
The Lagrange parameter p has to be adjusted such that
P f duwpy(w). (3.31)
R

To obtain the Toda free energy, we differentiate as

OpF(p*) = f dwdpp* (w)V(w) — 2[ dwf dw'log |w — w'|p*(w)dpp* (W)
R R

R
+J dw(2pp*(w)) log p*(w) + 1. (3.32)
R
Integrating (B.30) against dpp* one arrives at
opF(pu) = p+1 (3.33)
and thus
Fioaa(P, V) = u(P,V). (3.34)

Sharing with other integrable models, the Toda lattice has the property that its free energy
is determined by a variational problem for densities over R, in our case normalized to P.

3.3 Lax density of states, TBA equation

To obtain the hydrodynamic equations required is the GGE average of the conserved fields,
<Q([]n]>P,V, for which purpose there are two equivalent methods. One can start from the
microscopic definition and use that Q") depends only on the eigenvalues of the Lax matrix.
The other method, employed here, is to simply differentiate the free energy. We start with
n = 0 and note that the average stretch

v = QM py = 0pFroaa(P,V) = dpu(P,V) = ( fR dwé’upu(w)>_l, (3.35)
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where the last equality results from differentiating Eq. @B.31) as 1 = ({0,p,)p/(P). For
n =1 we perturb V as V,(w) = V(w) + kw™ and differentiate the free energy at k = 0. Then

<Q([)n]>P,V = amF’todaL(Pa Vn)}ﬁzo = aPamF(p*(Pa VH))‘H=Q (336)

and, first introducing the linearization of p* as
Oxp” (P, VH)‘H:O = p*, (3.37)

one obtains

O0xF (p*(P, VH))‘,«FO = fRdwp*(w, P V)w"™ + fR dwV (w)p*' (w) (3.38)

—QJ de dw'log |w — w'|p* (w)p* (W', P, V) + J dwp* (w) log p*(w, P, V),
R R R

using that {dwp*(w) = 0. Integrating the Euler-Lagrange equation (3.30) at p = u(P)
against p*’, the terms on the right side of (3.38) vanish and

Q" = f dwdpp*(w, P, V). (3.39)
R

Thus the Lax DOS is given by
p(w) = 2pp*(w), (3.40)

Naively one might have guessed that the Lax DOS equals p*. But the linear variation of the
pressure in the Dumitriu-Edelman identity amounts to a slightly deviating result.

In the literature the Euler-Lagrange equation (3.30) is written differently by formally
introducing a Boltzmann weight through

pulw) = <) (3.41)

with quasi-energy ¢(w). Then

e(w) =V(w) —p— 2J dw'log |w — w'|e =", (3.42)
R

The structure uncovered is very familiar from the Yang-Yang thermodynamics of the Lieb-
Liniger d-Bose gas, which is a quantum many-body integrable system and solved by Bethe
ansatz. Yang and Yang considered the thermal state, hence only a quadratic V' appears in
their equations. But the extension to a general confining potential is fairly straightforward.
In Section [0, we will compare Toda lattice and 6-Bose gas in considerable detail. For
quantum integrable systems the analogue of (3.42)) is called TBA (thermodynamic Bethe
ansatz) equation. Because of the similarities still to be discussed, we call [342) classical
TBA equation or simply TBA, despite the fact that no Bethe ansatz had been used in its
derivation.
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Later on we will use identities based on TBA. We collect them here, together with
introducing standard notations. The Hilbert space of square integrable functions on the real
line is denoted by L?(R, dw) with scalar product

<ﬂg>=\def@0%Kw) (3.43)

Since we work only with real functions, the complex conjugation in (3.43)) can be omitted.
There will be many integrals over R and a convenient shorthand is simply

=1 = | dwfw) .44

To distinguish, an average over some probability measure is denoted by {-)py.y, carrying
suitable subscripts. Starting from the QI"’s, so far a discrete basis has been used. Obviously
any linear combination of conserved fields is still conserved and, as in other linear problems,
the choice of basis is an important consideration. From the viewpoint of Lax DOS, the label
n corresponds to the monomial w”, which will be still used and is denoted by

Gn(w) = w". (3.45)

Let us define the integral operator
T(w) = QJ dw'log |w — w'[tp(w'), weR. (3.46)
R

Then the TBA equation can be rewritten as
e(w) =V(w) —p— (Te™")(w). (3.47)
One introduces the dressing of a function 1 through
I =+ Tp, 0¥, ¥ = (1-Tp,) . (3.48)

where p, is regarded as multiplication operator, i.e. (p,¢)(w) = pu(w)(w). With our
improved notation the Lax DOS in (3.40) can be written as

PQ = Oppu = (OPI)0upp = VPp,  Oupyu = pp, Vpp) = 1, (3.49)
compare with ([3.35]). Differentiating TBA with respect to p we conclude
po = (1= pT) " pu = pu(1 = Tpp)~'s0 = pusy” (3.50)

with the convention ¢y(w) = 1. The relation dpp, = vp, seems to be special for the Toda
lattice. But the identity p, = p,si* generalizes to other models, compare with Sections
and [I0. For later purposes, in we state

In = <Q([)n]>P,V = V{PpSn,)- (3.51)
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Of physical relevance are v and vp,, since they encode the GGE average of the conserved
fields.

o+ Uniqueness of solutions of the TBA equation. For the Toda lattice at given u the TBA
equation has two solutions. At first glance this looks surprising. In fact, in a standard
numerical solution scheme one follows a particular branch and encounters an end-point at
which instabilities arise. So, some explanations are in demand.

Firstly u(P) is convex down and its derivative, v(P), is strictly decreasing. For example,
in the case of thermal equilibrium p(P) = log+/8/27 + Plog 5 —log I'( P), which has a single
maximum at P = P.. The physics is rather obvious. At very small P the average stretch
is huge and diverges as P — 0. By increasing the pressure the stretch is decreased. Since
there is no hard core, increasing P even further the stretch becomes negative. In physical
space, for small P, up to small random errors, the labelling of particles is increasing. But
at large P the labelling is reversed. At P, the stretch vanishes and the typical distance
between particles with adjacent index is of order 1/+/N. The function inverse to p(P) has
two branches, meaning that for given p there are two values of P.

Now considering the densities, by construction p, = 0, vp, = 0, v{py) = 1. p, = 0 is
pointwise increasing in P and varies smoothly through P, so does vp,. On the other hand,
pp(w) diverges to +oo as P approaches P. from the left, globally flips to —oo, and then
flattens out as P — 0. .

Thermal equilibrium. Thermal equilibrium corresponds to the quadratic confining po-
tential V(w) = %ﬁwz with g the inverse temperature. Only for this particular case the
diagonal entries of the Lax matrix, {p;, j € Z}, are independent with p; a Gaussian random
variable of mean zero and variance S~!. Hence {(p;)")ps = 0 for odd n and {(p;)")ps =
(n — 1)!1(B)~™?2 for even n. The off-diagonal entries, {a;,j € Z}, are also independent with
a; a x distributed random variable with parameter 2P. In particular for the even moments
{a;)*)psg=P(P+1)..(P+n—1),n=1,2,... Because of independence, the free energy
of the chain is easily computed with the result

Foo(P, B) =log+/B/2m 4+ Plog 8 —log I'(P). (3.52)

However to figure out the entire DOS requires the TBA machinery.
We start from the Euler-Lagrange equation for (3.22), set V(w) = 1pw?, differentiate
with respect to w, and multiply the resulting expression by ¢*. Then

¢"(w)e*(w') = 0. (3.53)

w —w'

(Bw + 0y)o* (w) — 2P JR dw’

Note that [ scales by setting

QPB \/79131 \/711’ (3.54)

For simplicity we drop P and denote by p* the solution to (3.53) upon setting 5 = 1.
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Taking the Stieltjes transform,

g(z)szdwg*(w) L (3.55)

w—z

yields the equation

d
zg(z) + %g(z) + Pg(2)? = —1. (3.56)
Setting ¢g(z) = u/(2)/u(z), Eq. (3.56]) is transformed to the linear second order differential

equation

u"(z) + zu/(2) + Pu(z) = 0. (3.57)
Since ¢* is a probability density, the |z| — oo asymptotics,
&1
u(z) ~ P (3.58)

#*/4y(2) one arrives at the Schrédinger

follows. Finally changing to the function u(z) = e
type equation

y'(2) + (P -1 —12%)y(2) =0, (3.59)
which can be solved in terms of parabolic cylinder functions. The appropriate linear combi-
nation is determined by the asymptotic condition (3.58)). Somewhat unusually, the Stieltjes

transform can be still inverted and yields the fairly explicit expression
0
o' (w) = f dtfp(t)e™, fp(t) = (P/T(P))2t" e 2" (3.60)
0

For small P, the Lax off-diagonal matrix elements a; — 0 and hence in leading order
0*(w) = (2m)~ Y2 exp[—3w?]. On the other hand, one can integrate ([353) against ¢,(w) to
obtain a recursion relation for the even moments of ¢*, ¢, = {o*(w)w?*),

n—1

Gn=(2n—1)cu1 + P Y cairjej, =1, n=12 .. (3.61)

j=0

For large P, the second term dominates implying the asymptotic result

1 2n
= P . 3.62
‘ n+1(n) (362)

On the right side one notes the Catalan numbers. Hence o* is the normalized Wigner semi-
circle probability distribution function

1
o (w) = %—P\/ALP —w?, w?<A4P. (3.63)

To obtain the Lax DOS one still has to act with dpP. The low pressure Gaussian does not
change, while the high pressure density becomes

1 2
po(w) ~ P TP =) w” < 4P. (3.64)
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The Lax eigenvalues concentrate close to +2P.
Notes and references

ad 3.0: At age twenty-four Ludwig Boltzmann wrote his fundamental contribution [I5] on
the microcanonical ensemble. He argued that this ensemble provides the natural description
of the long time behavior of a mechanical system and, in addition, has close links to ther-
modynamics. Recommended is his very readable letter-style account [16]. The way how we
teach equilibrium statistical mechanics today goes back to the must-read book by J. Williard
Gibbs [75].

ad 3.1: The generalized Gibbs ensemble came naturally into focus when studying the quench
of integrable systems starting from a translation invariant state, see the reviews [128,[166],
the special volume [24], and the more recent short review with many references [2]. In this
context the conserved charges averaged over the initial state determine the parameters of
the GGE obtained in the long time limit. In some circles the notion “generalized” was
initially not so welcome, since there is a long tradition in the study of Gibbs measures for
a general class of potentials [7TT,T00,135]. In our context “generalized” means that for the
given mechanical system one has a high dimensional set of time-invariant measures all of
them having the form anticipated by Statistical Mechanics. Equivalence of ensembles in
its original meaning refers to the property that the resulting thermodynamic potentials are
related to each other through the respective Legendre transform. This is a widely studied
subject, with close relations to the theory of large deviations. In our context we mostly use
a much stronger version: In the limit of infinite volume, two distinct ensembles constructed
from the same bulk hamiltonian yield identical distributions of strictly local observables. In
other words, provided the respective parameters are transformed according to the rules of
thermodynamics, the local correlations are identical. Such a stricter version fails at phase
transitions and is thus a more subtle notion.

A very general theory for Gibbs measures in one dimension has been developed by R.L.
Dobrushin in [43].

ad 3.2: The generalized free energy of the Toda lattice has been obtained in [149], see also
[48,50] for a complimentary discussion. Originally, Dumitriu and Edelman [54] investigated
how the fully filled GUE random matrix transforms isospectrally to a tridiagonal matrix.
For this purpose they iteratively applied the Householder transform, which is a standard
numerical scheme. Once Dumitriu and Edelman had understood how this scheme works
for the GUE random matrix, they realized that their algebra holds for arbitrary values
of the parameter [, not only for § = 2. Their identity has been used to obtain a fairly
detailed information on the edge behavior of the general 5-ensemble [132], see [19] for further
developments. A standard reference on log gases is the monumental volume by Forrester [69].

ad 3.3: The particular form of the TBA formalism can be better grasped upon reading
Section [0l The double-valuedness of solutions to the TBA equation was pointed out to
me by Cao and Bulchandani [21,25]. Numerical plots of the densities as they vary through
P, can be found in [I09]. The TBA equation (8.42]) with quadratic confining potential was
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first obtained by Opper [123], who investigated the classical limit of the quantum Toda
chain. He already obtained the solution (B.60). Our discussion is based on [3], a study of
Dyson Brownian motion with weak interaction, compare with Sectiondl A related study has
been carried out for S-Wishart ensembles [4]. The recursion relation (3.61]) appears already
in [55,56].

4 Mean-field Dyson Brownian motion

In the mid-sixties Freeman Dyson pioneered the study of random matrices, as initiated by
Eugene Wigner and others as a phenomenological model for the complex energy spectra of
highly excited nuclei. More specifically, Dyson studied the statistics of eigenvalues for the
Gaussian orthogonal, unitary, and symplectic ensembles. For this purpose he introduced a
stochastic dynamics of eigenvalues with the property that its stationary distribution coin-
cides with the distribution of eigenvalues of the respective random matrix ensemble. Such
a diffusion process is now called Dyson Brownian motion. In this way, rather than focusing
on eigenvalues, one studies a physically more intuitive stochastic particle system. The par-
ticles move in one dimension, their positions being denoted by {z;(¢),j = 1,..., N}, and are
governed by the coupled stochastic differential equations

de (1) = —V'(a; (1)) dt + 28 Z L G \Rdb(), =1, N, B=0. (41)

A (D) (D)

The particles repel each other with a 1/z repulsive force and are confined by the external
potential V', which in fact will coincide with the generalized chemical potential (B5) of
the Toda lattice, which in the first place was the reason for using the same name and
symbol. {b;(t),7 = 1,..., N} is a collection of independent standard Brownian motions. For
later purposes, the generator, Ly, of the coupled diffusion processes is defined as the linear

operator
< V'(x) + 25 Z

= lz;éj Li

Lyf(x

HMZ

)@ij(x), (4.2)

acting on functions on conﬁguration space, f : RN — R, o = (x1,...,2x). The kernel of the

semigroup
eENt (g, 2 )da!, =0, (4.3)

is the transition probability, in other words, the probability density at time ¢ given the initial
configuration .

The reader might suspect a luxury detour. But this is not the case. Dyson Brownian mo-
tion is a powerful method to numerically solve the TBA equations of the Toda lattice. Even
more importantly, as will be discussed, the GGE averaged currents are linked to eigenvalue
fluctuations. To study such properties, Dyson Brownian motion is a convenient tool.

Dyson investigated the particular values § = 1,2,4, which possess a large symmetry
group. But recently there has been much progress also for general 5. In our context, we
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will have to study the case of very small 3, specifically f = «a/N. In fact, « = P in the
application to the Toda lattice. In (4I)) the drift is the gradient of a potential. Hence the
diffusion process is reversible and its unique stationary measure is given by

N
(Zavn)~ exp( Z V(x;) Z log |z; — l’j|>, (4.4)

zjzl,iqéj

which agrees with the normalized version of the probability density function in (.17). Our
strategy will be to first study the large N limit of the dynamics and then deduce information
on the stationary measure, which is our real interest.

Macroscopic equation, law of large numbers. We choose some smooth test function f
and introduce the empirical density, Yy (x,t), through

T(f) = 5 5 Fas(®) = | (e t1f (o) (45)
Then

dYn(f,t) =Yn(=V'0 f+62f, )dt (4.6)
—i—on dxf )TN(x YN (y,t %2 £))V/2db; (t).

When integrated in time, the process averaged square of the noise term becomes

%;L ASE(f (25(5))?). (4.7)

Thus the noise is of order 1/4/N and vanishes in the limit N — oo.
We assume a starting measure such that with probability one the initial empirical density
has the limit py,

Jim, 7(£.0) = | dopm(o)f(a). (48)

In the statistical physics literature this property is often referred to as “self-averaging”,
meaning that the limit is non-random and no averaging is required. Since in (4.6) only the
drift term survives, one concludes the limit

Jim T(f.1) = T(1.1) = f dap(e, ) f(2) (4.9)

for all t > 0, again with probability one. The limit density p(z,t) then satisfies

% JR dzp(z,t) f(x) (4.10)

- [t vias e o ae [ a0 0.0



together with the initial data po(z). Written pointwise, p(x,t) is governed by the nonlinear
Fokker-Planck equation

iple,t) = 0, (Vin(w, Dple, ) + 2ople, ). (4.11)
The bare confining potential V' is modified to an effective potential given by
Vs (2, 1) = V() — a(Tp)(x,1), (4.12)
T the integral operator being defined in (3.46]).

Our particular interest is the stationary Fokker-Planck equation

0. (V(@)pue) — 20 f dygffyps@)ps(x) +aup@)) =0, f dop(a) =1, (413)

which has a unique strictly positive solution ps. Since Dyson Brownian motion is time-
reversible, the large round bracket itself has to vanish. We compare to the mean-field free
energy functional FM¥(p) in Eq. ([B22), setting P = «. Its minimizer p* satisfies the
Euler-Lagrange equation

V(z) — p— QQJ da'log |z — 2'|p*(2) + log p™(x) + 1 =0, (4.14)
R

where w has been substituted by x. Differentiating with respect to x and then multiplying
by p* yields

*(2)p*(y) + Oup™(z) = 0. (4.15)

1
V'(x)p*(x) — QOéf d
(@)p" (@)~ 20 | dy—
Thus we conclude ps = p*.
The nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation depends smoothly on a and so does ps. The issue

of two-valuedness appears only in the TBA equation.

Fluctuation theory. The nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation is the result of a law of large
numbers. Thus one would expect to have a central limit type theorem which captures
the order 1/4/N fluctuations. Quite generically the fluctuations are governed by a linear
Langevin equation for the conserved field, in our case the density field. The drift term is
determined by the linearized macroscopic equation. But in addition the dynamics generates
an effective noise term, whose precise structure depends on the model.

Our interest is the stationary dynamics, hence the initial state of the N-particle system
is the one in Eq. (44]). To study the fluctuations of the density it is convenient to introduce
the fluctuation field as

1 N
on(f.t) —Tg ) = fRdxﬂx)m(x,t). (4.16)

As explained in more detail below, there is a Gaussian random field ¢(f, ), jointly in f and
t, such that in distribution

s on(f,t) = o(f,1). (4.17)
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Note that now the limit is still random. The limit field ¢ is governed by the linear Langevin

equation
0i6(x.1) = 2o(D(. ) + /20 (D)€ (2. 1)). (4.18)

Here £(x,¢) is normalized spacetime Gaussian white noise, E({(x, t)¢(a,¢')) = 6(z —a")0(t —
t') and D the linear operator
D =Vl + 0, —apT". (4.19)

Thus 0, D is the Fokker-Planck evolution operator linearized at ps. The effective potential
Ve 1s still defined as in (4.12)) upon substituting p(x,t) by ps(z).

The Gaussian process ¢(z,t) is stationary in time, has mean zero and is uniquely char-
acterized by its covariance E(¢(x,t)¢(2’,')). For the Toda lattice, of interest is the spatial
covariance E(qb(x, 0)p (2, 0)) = C%(z,2"). As a general property of linear Langevin equations
with time-independent coefficients, C* is determined by

(D*0.f, Cﬁg> + </, CﬁD*amg> = 2(0.f, ps0z9) (4.20)

with D* the adjoint operator to D. We claim that, as an operator, the solution is

Cf = (1—ap, D) ps — {1 — ap ) 'py |1 = ap D) py((1 — ap D) 7p|,  (4.21)

where for simplicity we use the Dirac notation |-){(:| for the one-dimensional projector. The
subtracted term ensures that the number of particles does not fluctuate, i.e. Cfqy = 0.

We consider only the left most term of (£.20), the other one following by symmetry, and
have to show that

(0uf Dps(1 — aTps) " g) = (0rf, psCrg)- (4.22)
Upon replacing g by (1 — aT'ps)g, one arrives at
(0cf, Dpsg) = (0uf, psOx(1 — aT'ps)g). (4.23)

ps satisfies the stationary nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation (4.13]),
(Vig + 0x)ps = 0. (4.24)
When inserted in (4.23) this leads to the condition
ps0zg — apsT"(psg) = psO:s(1 — aT'ps)g, (4.25)
which is clearly valid. Thereby our claim ([£22) is verified.

e Martingales and central limit theorem. In probability theory tremendous efforts have
been invested to develop tools for proving the central limit theorem in case of dependent
random variables. Such techniques can be applied to our infinite-dimensional setting, which
is required, since the test functions form an infinite-dimensional linear space. Only the basic
computational steps are explained here. A full proof would be too technical. For example, we
would have to discuss the existence of solutions to (d.1]). In fact, if 8 > 1, trajectories never
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touch and the solution theory is standard. But for 5 < 1 the crossing probability is strictly

positive and the existence of solutions becomes more intricate. The limit theorem (£I7))

is based on compactness. In an appropriate function space one ensures that along some

subsequence the stochastic process of fluctuations has a limit. The limit process satisfies an

equation for which uniqueness is established, which then implies convergence. We consider

only the stationary process, but the time-dependent case can be handled in a similar fashion.
Using (4.2)), one arrives at

— /')

Lxén(f) = Ex(—V'.f + ) +a j de f ay? En(@)Tny) = s (f). (4.26)

-y
For the quadratic variation we obtain
N
LN (f)? = 26n(FLNEN(F) = 2N 71 Y f(wy)? = s v (). (4.27)
=1
As before, s, 5 (f, 1) is the function %[1] ~n(f) evaluated at the random configuration
(x1(t), ...,z ( )), and the same for s y(f,?). By the standard theory of Markov processes,
t
Mg () = (.0~ En(£.0) = | dssn(7:9) (1.28)
0
and .
M n(fit) = Muyn(ft)? — J ds sqo N (f, 5) (4.29)
0

are martingales.
In the limit N — oo the martingale property is preserved. For sq n(f) and ) n(f)
one can use the law of large numbers. Then the limit expressions

My (f,1) = €(f.8) — (1.0 f dsE(—V'auf +2F.5)

t / o
- [asa[ ar [ =T, (4.30)

0 R R r—y

and
Miy(£.0) = My (£, = 2t | dap ()2 (4.31)
R

are still martingales under the limit process. The unique solution of this martingale problem
is the Langevin equation of (£I8), as already promised. TS

Notes and references

ad 4: Freeman Dyson introduced his model in [57]. An interesting account of the early
history is his preface to The Oxford Handbook on Random Matrix Theory [I], which serves
as a useful source of information and allows one to capture the vastness of the subject.
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For general 5 > 0, Dyson Brownian motion is properly constructed in [30], where also the
law of large numbers is proved. We also refer to the introductory monograph on random
matrices [6]. The fluctuation theory at strong coupling is established in [90]. The methods
can be extended to the case discussed here. Fluctuation theory for stochastic particle systems
in greater generality is discussed in [146] with more detailed arguments and references on
the martingale method. For thermal equilibrium, eigenvalue fluctuations are proved in [119]
by a different technique.

Dyson Brownian motion also serves as a technical tool in the study of universality for
Wigner random matrices [61] and the edge behavior of the density of states of the beta
random matrix ensembles [19)].

5 Hydrodynamics for hard rods

So far our focus has been the generalized free energy. But hydrodynamics relies on further
building blocks. The hard rod system will serve as an illustration of the general method
with our discussion guided by the analogy to the Toda lattice.

Hard rod fluid. The fluid consists of hard rods of length a > 0 which interact through
elastic collisions. The lattice version will be discussed below. The positions are ordered as

.. <¢j < gjs1 < .... Besides the number of particles, any sum function of the velocities is
conserved. This field is labelled by some general function, ¢, and has a density given by
QU (z) = > d(q; — 2)d(p;). (5.1)
JEZ

In fact, also the particle number is included and corresponds to the constant function,
o(z) = 1.

For the current one has to differentiate the density with respect to t. Then there is the
flow term resulting from the d-function and a collision term resulting from ¢. For the latter
we consider a small time ¢ > 0 and the change ¢(p;(t)) — ¢(p;). If r; —a < § with sufficiently
small ¢ and if p; 1 < pj, then p;(¢) = pj;1. Similarly, if 7;,_; — a < ¢ and if p;_4 > p;, then
p;(t) = pj_1, which implies

o(p;(dt)) — ¢(py) = o(r; — a)(P(pj+1) — () x({Pj+1 < p;})(pj — Pjr1)dl
+6(rj—1 —a)(¢(pj—1) — o(p;))x(Up; < pj—1}) (P —py)dt,  (5.2)

where x({-}) is the indicator function of the set {-}. Thus

TN (z) = Z (6(q; — ©)p;¢(p;) (5.3)

+(0(q; — ) — 0(qj—1 — 2))0(rj—1 — a)(d(pj—1) — d(p;))x({p, < pj-1})(Pj—1 — ;)

with 6 the step function, #(z) = 0 for < 0 and §(z) = 1 for > 0.
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A GGE is characterized by the distribution function f(v) = ph(v) = 0. The velocities
{pj,j € Z} are a family of ii.d. random variables with common probability density h
and p is the macroscopic density of particles. The positions {g;,j € Z} are statistically
invariant under spatial shifts and {r; = ¢j11 — ¢;} are i.i.d., such that r; is exponentially
distributed with density Pexp ( — P(z — a))x({z > a}). Then p = P/(1 + aP). In the
sense of thermodynamics, p, h are extensive parameters, while, setting h = e™V/(e™"), P,V
are intensive parameters. Slightly deviating from our standard convention the GGE average
is denoted by {(-),,. The required GGE averages are easily computed. For the fields one
obtains

(QPN0)), 0 = plh). (5.4)

For the currents one uses that
fR du f duwh(v)h(w) ($(w) — d()) x({v < w})(w - v) = f dop(w)(w—wh(v)  (5.5)

with the mean velocity v = (vh(v)). Then
0 = ™) (5.6)

and the effective velocity
1
=1 (v —apu). (5.7)

The hydrodynamic evolution equations can be build from the input (5.4]), (5.6), and (5.7).
For the initial state one assumes to have locally the statistics of some GGE. In our case, one
example would be to maintain independence but let f = ph change very slowly on the scale
set by the maximal correlation length. On a more formal level one introduces the dimen-
sionless parameter €, € < 1, of a typical scale for the ratio “microscopic length / macroscopic
length”. Microscopically the physically relevant length is the maximal correlation length
of the initial GGE. Translated to the initial f, the scale separation is ensured through the
functional form f(ex;v). With such random initial conditions, the hard rod fluid is evolving
through free motion and collisions. Independence is lost immediately. Yet on the macro-
scopic scale nothing is moving, at least not for short times. Because of the conservation laws,
changes can be observed only on microscopic times of order e 't. The hydrodynamic scaling
has to be ballistic, since changes in space and in time are both O(¢~!) in microscopic units.
Hydrodynamics then postulates that even for such long times local GGE is approximately
valid. If propagation of local GGE holds, one can write down the appropriate hydrodynamic
equations. The starting point is the exact microscopic conservation law

QW (z, 1) + 0,J1%) (x, 1) = 0. (5.8)

UCH(U)

Since this law holds for any dynamical trajectory, one can average over an arbitrary ensemble,
in particular the initial slowly varying state. Instead of averaging the time ¢ fields over initial
conditions, we average the physical fields over the statistical state at time ¢, average denoted
by {(-)1 with the subscript € indicating the parameter of initial slow variation,

04 QN )y, + 0T ()Y = 0, (5.9)
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which is still exact. Now, switching to macroscopic spacetime (e 'z, e 't) propagation of
local GGE amounts to the approximation

<Q[¢](€_lz)>e*1t,e = <Q[¢](O)>f(x7t)’ <J[¢](€_1I)>e*1t,e = <J[¢](O)>f(x7t)7 (5'10)

where on the right hand side of each equation QI?!(z) is replaced by Q?1(0), resp. JI¢(x)
by J1(0), because of the spatial translation invariance of the GGE average (-)j(,..). Using

(E4), (54), and (5.7), we arrive at a closed equation for f(t),
Orf(z,t;0) + 0, (1 — ap(x, )" (v — ap(z, t)u(z, t)) f(z, t;v)) = 0. (5.11)

Here the argument of f indicates that (x,t) is the spacetime patch under consideration and
v is the label of the conserved field in that patch. Eq. (5I1)) is the hydrodynamic equation
of the hard rod fluid. Through the nonlinearity the hydrodynamic fields are coupled and
decouple only in the ideal gas limit a — 0.

As an apparently general feature of generalized hydrodynamics, the hydrodynamic equa-
tion (B5.I0]) can be written in quasilinear form through the transformation

pu(v) = f), vp=1 (5.12)

Then
Orpu(x,t;0) + v (2,1 0)0upy (2, 15 0) = 0. (5.13)

The fields p,(v) are the normal modes of the hard rod fluid equations and the convective
equation (5.I3) identifies their local propagation velocities as v°¥(v), which depend nonlin-
early on p, through (5.7).

Hydrodynamic equations are expected to become exact in the limit ¢ — 0. But in
practice, hydrodynamics becomes applicable much before the actual limit. The precise value
of € depends on the particular physical system and its initial conditions. The range of validity
for hydrodynamics is mostly a qualitative rule of thumb, rather than a sharp error estimate.

*¢ Hydrodynamics of simple fluids, the issue of mathematical rigor. In 1757 Leonhard Euler
published his monumental treatise on fluids, which in particular included the compressible
Euler equations. In this case the locally conserved fields are number, momentum, and total
energy. Fuler argued for the appropriate form of the currents on a phenomenological basis.
It was a triumph of early Statistical Mechanics to understand that these currents can also
be obtained from averaging the microscopic currents over a Gibbs ensemble. The required
technical tool is an identity known as virial theorem. Since the resulting equations agreed
with what had been known already for a long time, the discussion was mostly confined to
the textbook level. Still, the derivation was a further compelling evidence for the universal
validity of Statistical Mechanics. For integrable many-body systems one cannot rely on
phenomenological evidence. The only available method is to figure out the general form of
the GGE averaged currents.

A much harder question is the propagation of local GGEs. For the hard rod fluid Roland
Dobrushin and collaborators proved such a result in the mid 80ies. But for more complicated
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integrable systems, in particular the Toda lattice, no results are available yet. Because of
their physical importance, for simple fluids there have been many attempts to establish the
compressible Euler equations in a mathematically convincing way. From that perspective the
best result is still the work of S. Olla, S.R.S. Varadhan, and H.-T. Yau. They investigated the
kind of dynamical mixing which would be needed for propagation of local equilibrium. In fact
OVY modified the mechanical model by assuming that the deterministic collisions between
particles are substituted by random ones, still respecting the mechanical conservation laws.
Thus the macroscopic equations are the compressible version of Euler. For the stochastic
dynamics OVY prove the required mixing. But for the mechanical system such mixing would
have to come from deterministic chaos. The resulting gap is so huge that progress is unlikely,
even allowing for a long term perspective. .

Hard rod lattice. Physically the fluid picture can be more easily visualized. But as
in the case of the Toda chain, one can switch to the lattice version. Then the dynamics
is formulated in terms of the stretches r;, where r;(t) > a because of the hard core. If
p;(t) —pj41(t) <0, then r;(¢) is decreasing and reaches collision at r;(t.) = a, t. the collision
time. Instantaneously the momenta (p;, pj+1) are exchanged and r;(t) is increasing for ¢ > ¢..
Such local collisions happen for every stretch throughout time. Obviously the densities of
the conserved fields are

QM =r, Q7 =oy). (5.14)
Note that ¢ = 1 is just the constant function, hence not admissible. Thus, in contrast to
the fluid, the index 0 will have to be treated differently from n > 1. The currents are

J[O] = —Dj (515)

J

and
T = 6(rjm = a)(@(ps—1) = Sp))x({ps < P (Pim1 = p)- (5.16)
Compared to (5.3), there is no flow term and the factor (6(¢; — z) — 6(¢j—1 — )) is missing.
In a hard rod lattice GGE, the velocities are i.i.d. with probability density h(v), h = 0,
(hy =1 and the r;’s are also i.i.d. with probability density Pexp ( — P(z — a))x({z > a}).
The average stretch is then v = P~ +a. Now v, h, are extensive parameters, while P,V are
still intensive parameters. The GGE average is denoted by (-), ;. The averaged conserved
fields are given by

@wn=v. Qs = he) (5.17)
and the averaged currents by

(In = —(hvy = —u,
Tn = (v — a) " ((hog) — ulhg)) = v h(v* — u)g), (5.18)

where we used the same computation as in (5.5) and in Eq. (5.7) rewritten as v°T(v) =
(v —a)~'(vv — au). As a result the hydrodynamic equations of the hard rod lattice take the
form

o (z,t) — dpu(z,t) =0, dh(z, t;v) + 0 ((v(x,t) — @)~ (v — u(z, t))h(z, t;v)) = 0. (5.19)
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Compared to (5.I1I), there are now two equations rather than one. But switching to normal

modes through

pu(v) = ! h, (5.20)

v—a
one arrives again at the quasilinear equation (B.13).

TBA, collision rate assumption. Ascommonly agreed, for integrable many-body systems
the structure of the hydrodynamic equations is in essence independent of the microscopic
system. Thus the hard rod fluid serves as an interesting test case. So for the moment,
we ignore the particle structure and only use the property that the hard rod two-particle
scattering shift equals —a. Hence the integral operator T of (8:46]) becomes the projection

T = —a|1){1|, (5.21)
in other words T (w) = —a4), and the TBA equation for the hard rod lattice reads
V —p+ alo) +1ogo, =0, (o) =P (5.22)
Since T is such a simple operator, the solution is still explicit with
p=log P+ aP —logle™") (5.23)
and
h=eV /ey, o0,=(—a)"h, o,=v"h (5.24)
The average of the conserved fields is determined by
QD = h) = vy, (5.25)

in agreement with (B.17).

We proceed with a conventional argument for the GGE averaged currents, which is based
on the notion of quasiparticles. They are most easily visualized in the fluid picture, which
is adopted for a little while. A quasiparticle retains its velocity when undergoing a collision.
While a physical particle rattles back and forth between its two neighbors, the quasiparticle
moves with constant velocity interrupted by jumps of size +a at collisions. We now prepare
a GGE characterized by p,h and initially place at the origin a tracer quasiparticle with
velocity v. Viewed on a somewhat coarser scale, when time-averaging over many collisions,
the quasiparticle travels with an effective velocity v°(v), assumed to be increasing in v. The
tracer quasiparticle collides with a fluid quasiparticle of velocity w. Such fluid particles have
density p,(w). If the collision is from the left, v < w, then the tracer jumps by —a. Hence the
collision rate is p,(w) (v (w) — v (v)). On the other hand, if the collision is from the right,
v > w, then the tracer jumps by a and the collision rate is p,(w) (v (v) — v*T(w)). When
integrating over all fluid quasiparticles, the bare tracer quasiparticle velocity is modified
through the collisions according to

v (v) = v — af dwp, (w) (v (w) — v (v)) + ajv dwpp(w) (v (v) — v (w))

(2

=v—a JR dwpp(w) (v (w) — v (v))
— 0+ Tl ™) (o) — (T ) () (5.26)

o]
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For hard rods the rate equation is easily solved with the result

v () — v + fR dwh(w)(v — w) = (1 — ap)~ (v — apu). (5.27)

1—ap

The average current equals phvf, in agreement with the microscopic computation (5.6)).
With hindsight, the expression (5.26]) for the effective velocity carries already a recipe

of how to extend to other integrable models. The two-particle scattering shift for the Toda

fluid equals 21og |v —v'|. Thus one might hope to obtain the correct average currents for the
Toda fluid by substituting the operator 7" in (5.27) by the operator T' from (3.44]).

Notes and references

ad 5: The hydrodynamic limit for hard rods, i.e. the asymptotic validity of (5.11J), is proved
in [I3] under the assumption of a sufficiently random initial state. The limit holds with
probability one. A short account is provided in [I46]. From the perspective of generalized
hydrodynamics, hard rods are discussed in [50,52]. There is much work on the hydrodynamic
limit for stochastic lattice gases and interacting diffusions. While not hamiltonian, they still
provide mathematical models on what to expect for a mechanical particle system.

For a many-particle hamiltonian systems with short range interactions [116] is an in-
teresting early attempt. The modification of adding some extra randomness in collisions is
studied in [12I]. The hydrodynamic limit on the Euler scale can be viewed as a stability
result, in the sense that on the ballistic scale there is no deviation yet from local equilibrium,
resp. local GGE.

6 Generalized hydrodynamic equations

6.1 Average currents

The microscopic version of the currents has been obtained already, see (2.2I) and (2.23).
Now the goal is to compute their GGE average in the limit N — oco. As before the lattice
size is N and we use the pressure ensemble ([B.8). Then in terms of the spectral resolution
of Ly the n-th microscopic current reads

T = el ()" Liy)] = Npa s (61
with N N
pas() = %;&w X eats i+ D). (62

The d-peaks of the Lax DOS are weighted by coefficients with arbitrary sign. Not to duplicate
names we call py x the current DOS. For given GGE the current DOS is self-averaging and
has the deterministic limit p;. In particular

R . n
lim (T by = (B Dpy = (i) (6.3)

N—
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Setting n = 0 one concludes {p;) = 0. Hence, as expected, p; cannot have a definite sign.
From the few numerical simulations available, very qualitatively pj(w) has the shape of
—Owpq(w).

Since the Dumitriu-Edelman identity worked so well for the conserved fields, one is
tempted to use the same strategy for the currents. But now not only the distribution of
the eigenvalues is in demand. While we have an explicit form for the joint distribution of
{\j,0;(1),7 = 1,..., N}, to apply the scattering map ® to the weights 3% | a;4;(i)1; (i + 1)
seems to be a complicated enterprise. A new approach is needed. Unexpectedly, the key
idea will come from the susceptibility matrices.

We start with the fields and define the infinite volume correlator

Conn(i = §) = QMQI™S (6.4)

where the superscript © denotes truncation, respectively connected correlation, {(gf)® =
{gf)—{g){f). Truncated correlations decay rapidly to zero and the field-field susceptibility
matrix is given by

Cm,n = Z Cm,n(,]) = <Q[m]7 Q[n]>P,V7 (65)
JEZ
where the second equality is merely a convenient notation. C,,, is the matrix of second
derivatives of the generalized free energy and has been discussed already in Section 4. Cor-
respondingly we introduce the field-current correlator

B — i) = (IMQMY . Brn = D Brn(h)- (6.6)

jEZ
Despite its apparently asymmetric definition, B satisfies
Binn(j) = Brm(=J)- (6.7)
To prove, we employ the conservation law and spacetime stationarity to arrive at
oI QT (0D = ~2@Qy™ (DR (05
= —24Qs" QU (=05 = @Y™ ()T (=) (6.8)

denoting the difference operator by 0, f(j) = f(j +1) — f(j). Setting ¢ = 0, the difference

<J][m] Q([]"]ﬁpy — <J£7;]Q([)m]>§37v is constant in j. Since truncated correlations decay to zero,

this constant has to vanish, which yields ([6.7)). In particular, the field-current susceptibility
matrix is symmetric,

B = Bum. (6.9)
Using this symmetry we consider the P-derivative of the average current
Op{(L"L*)o0)pyv = —Bno = —Bon = QU; Qypy, (6.10)

since JI = —QUM by [ZZ3)). We easily arrived at a very surprising identity. The P-derivative
of the average current equals a particular matrix element of the field-field susceptibility. Such
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susceptibility depends only on the eigenvalues of the Lax matrix. In fact, this quantity has
been studied already in Section [4] and one only has to adjust the results from there, setting
a=P.

As in the case of the free energy, since the pressure is varying as 1/N, the fluctuation
covariance is adding up, resulting in

1
@Mﬂw=fdw@%@%ww (6.11)
0

Integrating (GI0) over P, noting that the average current vanishes at P = 0, one concludes
that
TNpy = P, Oy (6.12)

with the operator C* defined in ([{2]). Setting aps = p, and inserting there,

yHew = G (U= puT) 7 puse) = (L= puT) a0, T) P (613)

Since (1 — p,I)'p, is a symmetric operator, one finally arrives at

<J0[n]>P7V = <pugfrgn> - QI<pp§n>a qi = V<ppg1>’ (614>

While (6.14) provides already the formula for the averaged currents, there is a rewriting
which yields a physically more intuitive identity. For hard rods we introduced already the
concept of an effective velocity, which refers to the motion of a tracer quasiparticle. To
adjust to the Toda lattice one merely substitutes for —a the two-particle Toda scattering
shift, resulting in the integral equation

v (V) = v +2 JR dw log(|v — wl|pp(w) (veff(w) - veﬂ(v)). (6.15)

As in (5.20), the integral term is the combined sum of collisions of the tracer particle with
fluid particles from the right and from the left. For some other many-body integrable system,
in essence one would have to substitute the appropriate two-particle scattering shift.

Eq. (6I3) is called collision rate assumption, since it is based on postulating a rate
equation for the motion of a tracer quasiparticle, when moving in a fluid which initially is
in a GGE characterized by p,. Using the integral operator 1" from (3.46]), the collision rate
assumption can be reexpressed as

(14 Tpp)v™ = ¢ + T(ppv™). (6.16)
From the TBA equation, see (3.50), we have 1 + T'p, = pp/p,. Hence
pust = (1 — puT)(ppUeH) (6.17)

and
ppvt = (1 - puT) " Hpust) = pugfr' (6.18)
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Using again (3.50]), one concludes

gdr
o = 2 (6.19)
So

Comparing with (6.14]), the average currents can thus be written as

<J0[0]>P,V =—q <J£n]>P,V = <Pp(veff —q)sn), n=12 .., (6.20)

with v°T the solution of (6.I5) or even more conveniently the ratio (G.19).

To establish directly the ansatz ([6.15]) seems to be difficult. But since we have computed
the GGE averaged microscopic currents, indirectly we confirm the validity of (6.15]). In this
sense the collision rate assumption is proved for the Toda lattice.

To mimic the reasoning in case of a hard rod fluid, one first needs to introduce the
notion of a quasiparticle, which is meaningful in the small pressure limit. Then particles
are far apart and interact mostly through isolated two-particle collisions. Quasiparticles are
defined as maintaining their velocity upon excluding the time spans for collisions. The tracer
quasiparticle jumps by a distance regulated by the two-particle scattering shift. One can then
argue for the validity of the rate equation, as we did already for a hard rod fluid. Moving away
from the dilute limit, already our notion of tracer quasiparticle becomes blurry because of
many-particle interactions. The collisions between the tracer quasiparticle and fluid particles
are highly correlated and the assumed approximate statistical independence tends to be
dubious. However, the form (6.20) holds over the entire parameter range, no exceptions.
In fact, while the usually adopted pictorial arguments are helpful, more importantly the
collision rate equation tells us that there is an underlying effective particle model, which on
a large scale is governed exactly by the Toda generalized hydrodynamics. We are allowed
to think of particles which instantaneously switch from incoming to outgoing velocities and
jump by the distance ¢12(v; — v9), compare with Section 23 In fact, the true dynamics is
more complicated, because a third particle or even more particles might interfere with the
collision between particles 1 and 2. To properly set up the particle model requires some
thoughts. But, for the Toda fluid, and also quantum many-body integrable systems, one
can use such a scheme as an alternative to direct numerical simulations of the hydrodynamic
equations.

6.2 Hydrodynamic equations

On the hydrodynamic scale the local GGE is characterized by the stretch v and the Lax
DOS vpp, both of which now become spacetime dependent. Merely inserting the average
currents, one arrives at the Euler type hydrodynamic evolution equations,

atlj(l’,t) - ale(xv t) =0,
O (v(,t) pp(z, 5 0)) + 0u (v (2, t;0) — qu (2, t)) pp(z, t;0)) = 0. (6.21)

As a most remarkable feature of generalized hydrodynamics, the equations can be trans-
formed explicitly to a quasilinear form. For this purpose we rewrite the identity (3.50) and
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thereby introduce the nonlinear mapping p, — p,,, defined by

pu = pp(1+ (Tpp)) ™" (6.22)
Then Eq. (6.21]) takes the normal form

Orpy + v (0 — q1)0up, = 0. (6.23)

Thus the linearization operator is in a fact merely a multiplication by v~!(vf — ¢), in

other words the operator is diagonal. For hydrodynamic equations with only a few, say
n, conservation laws, the linearization operator is a i x i matrix, which in general is not
diagonal. In our case v~} (v —q;) is expected to be smooth function and thus the spectrum
of the linearization operator has no eigenvalues. Hence for smooth initial data the solution
of (6.23) is expected to stay smooth. No mathematical analysis has been attempted to verify
such conjecture. In fact, the situation might be more subtle, since v can take either sign and
v~! might be singular.
To verify ([6.23]) we start from

POV + V0;pp + 0p (v — q1)pp) = 0, (6.24)
which together with the continuity equation yields
vOipp + 0. (v py) — q10upp = 0. (6.25)

Using this identity together with (6.22)), one obtains

2

€ p €
%wu=%%—5ﬂﬂ%ﬁ+m@m)—j%ﬂkéwﬁm)+m%mﬂ
P p
= f)_u( - ax(UCHPP) + puaxT(Ueﬂpp)) + ¢102Pp- (6.26)
p

The effective velocity solves the integral equation

v =0+ T py) — (Tpp)vt (6.27)
and
0z ((1 + Tpp)ve™) = 0,7 (v pp). (6.28)
Inserting this identity in the first bracket of (6.26)),
— (0" py) + pu0sT (" py) = =200, (6.29)
n

thereby yielding (6.23)).
The normal form (623)) of the hydrodynamic equations is a crucial insight. A priori,

the coupled conservation laws might be so complicated that it becomes an impossible task
to extract information of interest. Here the normal form is of considerable help. It allows
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to obtain some partially analytic solutions, as the domain wall problem and the linearized
version to be discussed in the next section. The normal form suggests also how to devise a
numerical scheme for solving the hydrodynamic equations. In its most basic version, at the
current time, ¢, one keeps v~ (v°f — ¢;) fixed and solves the resulting linear equation for one
further time step d¢. With the so obtained p,(t + dt) one updates v~ (v*" — ¢;) according
to ([6.19) for v, vt = (pp), v g1 = {pps1), and pp = pusi". No explicit use of TBA is
involved in this step. The iteration is then repeated many times until the desired final time
is realized.

Notes and references

ad 6.1: The computation (6.8) is taken from [41], see also [93]. The symmetry of the B-
matrix is discussed in [79,[147]. Rather likely there is earlier work. The connection between
the symmetry of the B-matrix and the average current was first noted in [I51] and extended
to quantum systems in [169]. For integrable quantum systems, the appropriately adjusted
rate equation (6.I5) has been discovered in [1128]. Very quickly it was understood that the
scheme developed for the specific models in [1128] has a much wider applicability [53].

ad 6.2: The transformation to normal form is a standard result from that time. The flea
gas algorithm is discussed in [53l[112] as an alternative to more standard PDE discretization
schemes. A more numerical oriented contribution is [115].

7 Linearized hydrodynamics and GGE dynamical cor-
relations

In equilibrium statistical mechanics a central theme is to understand the structure of static
correlations, with particular emphasis on thermodynamic parameters for which the corre-
lation length is large on microscopic scales. A natural extension are time-dependent cor-
relations, which can be viewed as the propagation of initially small perturbations in the
equilibrium state. Now conservation laws and broken symmetries will play a crucial role.
The most elementary approach is the Landau-Lifshitz theory which uses the link to macro-
scopic equations linearized at thermal equilibrium, as will be discussed below. Near critical
points the more sophisticated techniques of critical dynamics will come into play.

7.1 Equilibrium time correlations for nonintegrable chains

The general structure behind the Landau-Lifshitz theory can be explained already in the
context of nonintegrable systems with a few conservation laws. For concreteness we consider
nonintegrable anharmonic chains. In essence, the extension to integrable chains consists
in substituting the respective 3 x 3 matrices by operators on Hilbert spaces with infinite
dimension. To distinguish from the infinite dimensional case, we use @ for 3-vectors and A
for 3 x 3 matrices.
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The infinitely extended chain is governed by the hamiltonian

H = Z 507 + Van(ry)) (7.1)
JEL
with equations of motion
d d , ,
g7 =Pt =Py 0 = Vo) = Via(ri-). (7.2)

The chain potential, V;,, is bounded from below and, so to have a finite partition function,
must increase linearly at infinity at least one-sidedly. Stretch, momentum, and energy,

Q; = (ijpjvej)v €; = %]ﬁ + Ven (1), (7.3)
are always locally conserved and the respective currents are
Ji = (= pjs =Va(rjm1), —p;Viu(rj-1))- (7.4)
It is assumed that there are no further local conservation laws, which is the essence of
nonintegrability.
The canonical equilibrium state factorizes with one factor given by
Z(P,u, B)" exp( = B(3(po — u)* + Ven(ro)) — Pry), (7.5)

where we introduced the intensive dual parameters P, u, 3. P/f is the physical pressure, u
the mean velocity, and [ the inverse temperature. The chain free energy per site equals

Fa = —log Z(P,u, 3). (7.6)

Of course, more explicit expressions could be provided, but this is not needed at the moment.
In accordance with the Toda chain, the indices run over m,n = 0, 1, 2, throughout. The static
field-field correlator is defined by

G (1) = 80,4Q5™ Q05 (7.7)
and the static field-field susceptibility matrix by
m n Z Cm n <Q0 QO >Pu ,B° (78)
JEZ

C is the matrix of second derivatives of the chain free energy F,,. In the same fashion the
field-current correlator is given by

Buna(i) = (;"Q5 56 (7.9)
and the static field-current susceptibility matrix by
Bum = . Bun)- (7.10)
JEL
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The average fields and currents are denoted by G = (Qo)pus, J = (Jo)pus. Then the
hydrodynamic equations for the chain read

Opi(x,t) + Ouf(a,t) = 0 (7.11)
with quasilinear form
opd(x,t) + A(x, t)0,u(x, t) = 0. (7.12)

By the chain rule, A = BC~!. These matrices depend parametrically on P, u, /3. Thus, for
example, A(z,t) = A(P(z,t),u(z,t), B(z,1)).
The field-field time-correlator is the matrix

S (G, ) = QM) QN (0)5, 5, (7.13)

which for ¢ # 0 is no longer d-correlated in j. It is convenient to also introduce its Fourier
transform

Spn(k,t) Zelkjsmn J,t), kel[-mm]. (7.14)

JEZ

The hydrodynamic equation covers the ballistic scale. So more precisely one expects, for
small e,

€1 Smn(letn], e tt) ~ SmnlT,t), xR, (7.15)

wich defines S, . Here |-| denotes the integer part and the prefactor is chosen such that

the sum rule
>.5G 1) = > 5(,0) (7.16)

JEZ JEZ

holds. In Fourier space, more compactly,
lim Spn(ek,e't) = S, (K, t). (7.17)

We now view the average (Z.I3)) as a small initial perturbation of equilibrium. Then to
leading order the correlator may be approximated by Eq. (ZI2)) linearized around a constant
background with parameters P, u, 3. Denoting this perturbation again by & the nonlinear
hydrodynamic equation turns to its linearized version

0,i(x, t) + Ad, iz, t) = 0, (7.18)

where the A-matrix is now evaluated at the background, hence constant in spacetime. How-
ever the initial conditions, #(z), are random according to thermal equilibrium and, as a
consequence of ((L.1), on the macroscopic scale,

(U (7)un(0)) = Crud(z) = S5, (2, 0). (7.19)

In conclusion, on the Euler scale one obtains
Smn(k,t) = (€75 C) . (7.20)
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In general the A-matrix is not symmetric. But B is symmetric and also C with C > 0.
Since A = BC~!, this implies that A has real eigenvalues, ¢, @ = 0,1,2, and a complete
system of right, ¢, ), and left eigenvectors, {(1),|. Hence in position space (T.I5) has the

explicit form
2

= 3 0@ = eat) (9 ¥al O (7.21)

The eigenvectors of A are the normal modes. The a-th mode travels with velocity ¢, and the
initial condition determines the particular linear combination of normal modes as encoded
by the susceptibility matrix C. The spacetime correlator has three delta peaks moving
ballistically. If the background has zero average momentum, then the eigenvalues are ¢ =
(—c, 0, c) with ¢ the isentropic speed of sound. There are two sound peaks with equal speed
moving in opposite directions and a heat peak standing still. For an integrable system, there
are so to speak infinitely many peaks, each moving with its own velocity. We thus expect
the corresponding time correlator to have a broad spectrum which expands ballistically.

7.2 Equilibrium time correlations for the Toda lattice

For the Toda chain we follow step by step the road map provided by the finite mode case,
where we recall that ¢,(w) = w", including n = 0. The field-field and field-current correlator
have been introduced before in ([6.5]), resp. (6.6]). Since we have computed already the GGE
average of fields in ([B.5I) and of currents in (6.14]), the matrix elements of C, B can be
determined by differentiating these averages with respect to P and u,. The computation
is somewhat lengthy and stated is merely the final result. For the field-field correlator one
obtains

Coo = V3<Pp§(()h§(()h>u
CO,n = LUno = —V2<Pp§éh(§n - Qngo)dr>7
Cm,n = V</0p(§m - Qm§0>dr(§n - qn§0>dr> (722)

and for the field-current correlator

Boo = v*{pp (v — q1)55"s5",
By = Buo = —1{pp (v — ¢1)s§" (50 — ¢n50)™),
n = {op (0" = q1) (Sm — Gm<0) " (sn — @ns0) ™) (7.23)

Both matrices have a two-block structure. Rather than using the discrete index, n =
1,2, ..., we introduce some real valued function, ¢. Our linear space consists now of two-
vectors (1, ¢) with r the coefficient for the index 0 and ¢ for all other modes. More formally,
the appropriate linear space is C® (L2(R, dw)o {go}), the second summand consisting of all
square-integrable functions orthogonal to ¢y. It will be convenient to use the abbreviation

h=vp,, <(hy=1h=0. (7.24)
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We also introduce the linear operator, F', acting on a general function ¢ by

F¢ = (¢ —(hgpe)™ = (1= Tp,) " (¢ — (he)). (7.25)

Note that Fgy = 0. Then, in Dirac notation,

V2hdrdr _VhdrF
o= (Vs g%> Chei'| (7.26)

—vF*|hed")  F*hF
For some general operator A, as introduced before, A* stands for the adjoint operator of A
with respect to the standard L? inner product {-,-). In particular,

F* = (1= p, )™ — h{§" ). (7.27)
With the same notation, the matrix B is given by

p oo (V) et FY 729
—vF* (v — ) F*h(vT —q))F
Following the road map we are supposed to compute eC with A = BC~!, which
does not seem to be completely straightforward. But instead one might guess the entire
solution S(z,t) by noting that S(z,0) = §(x)C and 8t5(:£,t)‘t=0 = —¢'(x)B. Indeed, the
two conditions can be satisfied by setting

S(pt) = ( vEh(x — tr (v — qp))edr ) —1/<h §(x — tv=(vel — ql))ggr\F> - 99

(z,8) = —vF*|hé(z — tvr (o — qr))§y  Frh(z — tv T (o — @) F - (7.29)
Our computation misses is that matching simply the value and first derivative at ¢ = 0 does
not determine the full solution. Leaving for the moment a more convincing argument aside,
let us reflect on the resulting predictions. For example, within the stated approximations,
the time-dependent stretch-stretch correlation function is predicted as

Soo(z,t) = V2 JR dwd(z — tv~ (v (w) — q1))vpp(w)s) (w)?, (7.30)

and similarly for the momentum-momentum correlation,

Sia(x,t) = J dwd(z — tv~ (v (w) — q1))vpp(w)si™ (w)?. (7.31)
R
Our result is in perfect analogy to the finite mode case. The modes are labelled by the
rapidity w and propagate with velocity v~!(v*f(w) — ¢;). The last factor provides the
weights and depends on the particular choice for the matrix elements of S(z,t).

To confirm the guess, one has to figure out the spectral representation of the operator
A = BC™'. As our key observation, in (622) we already introduced a nonlinear map which
transforms the system of conservation laws into its quasilinear version in such a way that
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the operator corresponding to A is manifestly diagonal. This property is expected to persist
when linearizing the map (€.22)). In the v, h variables the map is given by

pu = h(v+ (Th))™". (7.32)

Both sides are linearized as p, + €g, v + er, h + €p, (¢) = 0. To first order in € this yields
the linear map R : g — (7, ¢) given by

Rg—wv (—V<g(<8‘r)2>) ’ (7.33)

F*(g5")
with F* as in (7.27]). Note that indeed (F*i) = 0. (7.33)) can be inverted as
v="Lp", h=L{op) " pp, pp=(1—=puT) " py, (7.34)

thereby deriving, by a similar argument as before,

IR e
(1) = 0 1= )00 73)
Indeed one checks that
RR'=1 R'R=1, (7.36)

the first “1” standing for the identity operator as a 2 x 2 block matrix and the second “1”
for the identity operator in the space of scalar functions.
The operators C, B can be written in the new basis with the result

R'CR = V?|h)y{(")?| + () 'hF F*ey" (7.37)
and
RT'BR = v (|(0" — q) PRy (7)?| + (v = @) (s§) T REF*Y)
= v (" —¢)R'CR. (7.38)

As anticipated, in the new basis R™'AR is simply multiplication by v~(v*f — ¢;). We
conclude that
eMC = Rexp(v ' (v*" — ¢)t)R™'C. (7.39)

Working out the algebra, one arrives at

GAtCr (y2<h exp (v (v — 1)) (82 —v{hexp (vt (v — ql)t)ggr\F> |

—vF*[hexp(vT (v — q)t)")  Frhexp(v (v — q)t) F (7.40)

Adding the spatial dependence, first in Fourier space, the propagator e*C is modified to
e* At which in position space yields (Z.29). For completeness the matrix A is recorded as

(T —q)sg™y = = q)sr (1= p,T)|(1 — /)MT)) '

A=v"'Rveg —q)R' = (
( {f C_I1) —V_IF*\pu<UeH _ q1)> V—lF*(UeH _ q1><1 — pﬂT)

(7.41)
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Actually, the peak structure on the Euler scale is only the starting step of the Landau-
Lifshitz theory. Its main focus is the broadening of the peaks due to dissipation and molecular
noise. For a simple fluid in three dimensions the broadening is of order v/t with a Gaussian
shape function. In one dimension the standard Landau-Lifshitz theory would make the
same prediction. But the linear fluctuation theory has to be corrected by expanding the
nonlinear Euler term to second order, which then results in a well-confirmed superdiffusive
spreading as t*3. More details can be found in Section 122l But even before there is a
generic obstacle. For a well-isolated peak the broadening is easily observed. But for the
Toda chain the Euler term yields already a large background. So one has to specifically tune
to physically situations for which the anticipated dissipative corrections can be detected.

Notes and references

ad 7.1: The existence of the infinite volume dynamics is proved in [I0T]. The book by Forster
[70] is still a very readable account of the Landau-Lifshitz fluctuation theory [99]. Critical
dynamics is covered in the classic review [87]. Fluctuation theory for simple fluids is discussed
in [146]. As a crucial distinction, the hydrodynamic equations for a few conservation laws
may develop shocks. A most readable account is [20].

ad 7.2: A more complete account of GGE time correlations can be found in [I50]. Molecular
dynamics of the Toda chain are available for the thermal state [97]. At various temperatures
and pressures, measured are the 00, 11, 22, and some cross correlations. The numerical data
are in good agreement with theoretical predictions [110].

8 Domain wall initial states

From a theory perspective, a very natural nonequilibrium initial state is enforced by joining
two semi-infinite systems, the left half line in one GGE and the right half line in another GGE.
The fields are spatially constant except for a single jump at the origin. On the level of GHD,
the solution scales exactly as z/t, a simplification which promises to yield exact solutions. In
the mathematical theory of finitely many hyperbolic conservation laws, this set-up is known
as Riemann problem. Its solution consists of flat pieces, smooth rarefaction waves, and jump
discontinuities, called shocks. Their precise spatial sequence can be complicated and is, in
principle, encoded by the eigenvectors and eigenvalues of the matrix A in their dependence on
the thermodynamic parameters, compare with (T.12). As discussed in Section in normal
form the matrix A is multiplication by v~!(v*f — ¢;). Thus A has continuous spectrum,
which will make the domain wall solution different from the case of finite number of modes.

Besides its intrinsic interest, we also pick the example to illustrate the predictive power of
GHD. Domain wall is concerned with macroscopic behavior. One is interested how stretch,
momentum, and energy vary spatially given their particular initial jump discontinuity. There
does not seem to be any other theoretical scheme available through which one could obtain
such information.

To conform with conventional notation, we set p, = n and slightly rewrite Eq. ([6.23) as

oz, t;v) + 0% (z, t;0)dpn(z, t;0) =0, 0 (v) = v (0 (v) — q1). (8.1)
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Since v could vanish, the hydrodynamic equation looks singular at first sight. The domain
wall initial conditions are

n(z,0;0) = x({z < 0Pn_(v) + x({z = 0})n (v). (8.2)

Instead of n4, physically it might be more natural to prescribe the DOS of the Lax matrix
and the average stretch. But mathematically the normal form (8.1]) is more accessible.

Since the solution to (81), (B2) scales ballistically, we set n(z,t;v) = n(t~'z;v) and
0°F (2, t;v) = v (¢~ ta; ). Without loss of generality one adopts ¢ = 1 and arrives at

(z — v (2;v))0pn(2;0) = 0, xl_i)rJIrloon(:c; v) = nq(v). (8.3)
Therefore x +— n(z;v) for fixed v has to be constant except for jumps at the zeros of
x — v (z;v) as function of x. At this stage, it is not clear which level of generality to adopt.
Physically, one would expect to have a unique solution. Thus in the (x, v)-plane there should
be a contact line which divides the plane into two domains, one containing the set {—oo} x R
and the other the set {co} x R. The solution n(z;v) is constant in either domain and jumps
from n_(v) to ny(v) across the contact line. Uniqueness means an unique contact point for
every v. Then the contact line is the graph of the function v — qg(v) As discussed below,
for hard rods, ¢ is invertible, inverse denoted by ¢. Hence the contact line is the graph of
x — ¢(x). We write our argument for the latter case, since hard rods can be considered as
a limiting case of the Toda lattice. More general contact lines could be handled in a similar
fashion.
With our assumptions, for every x there is a contact point ¢(z). Then the solution ansatz
reads

n®(v) = x({v > ¢})n-(v) + x({v < ¢})ns (v) and n(w;v) = n?(v). (8.4)

The superscript ¢ will be used to generically indicate that in the TBA formalism n® is
substituted for n = p, and similarly the subscript + signals the substitution of n.. For
example,

o= (L=Tn) "y, ()7 = (o) = (06", (8.5)
compare with (3.48]). We set
Vet (z;0) = ve0@ (), (8.6)
Then the condition on the left hand side of (8.3) translates to
z =" (2, §(2)). (8.7)
Put differently, one defines
G(9) = v"%(9), (8.8)
then
x=G(p(),  ¢lx) =G (a), (8.9)

which is means that G is the inverse of the contact line ¢.
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While G(¢) itself has to be obtained numerically, the large |¢| asymptotics can still be
argued analytically. We start from

V() (1 + T (9)) = 6 + (Trgv™?) (¢), (8.10)
Setting
n®(v) = 14 (v) + x({v > ¢})(n-(v) — 14 (v)), (8.11)

we note that for large ¢ the second term is exponentially small and can be neglected. The
second summand on the left of (8I0) then reads

QJ dwlog |¢ — w|pp 4+ (w) ~ 2log¢f dwp, 1 (w) = 2(vy) ' log ¢. (8.12)
R R

Similarly for the right side of (8I0) one finds a logarithmic increase with a prefactor ¢,
which could be determined by a further iteration. The term q(f/l/qb converges to qi 4/Vs.
Thus for ¢ — oo one arrives at

¢+ciloglol g+
G(¢) ~ — =
@) vy +2loglol vy

(8.13)

For ¢ — —oo, the same asymptotics holds upon substituting v_, c¢_ for v, c,. If the bound-
ary terms n4 have exponential decay, the error in (8I3]) would be of the same order.

From numerical solutions with two thermal GGEs in contact, one finds indeed that the
contact line is smooth and monotone increasing. In fact, qualitatively the contact line seems
to be pretty much independent of the particular choice of ni. If one imposes left and right
pressures as satisfying P. < P, < P,, then v_ > 0 and v, < 0. Numerically one observes
that v(z) is a smooth function and that there is a unique point, z., such that v(z.) = 0.
Somehow the apparent v~! singularity in °(v) is cancelled. IF AVAILABLE: behavior of
particles.

o+ Hard rod domain wall. For the hard rod lattice the function G can still be computed
analytically. We recall that v is the average stretch, v > a, and h(v) denotes the normalized
velocity distribution,

pp(v) = v h(v), n(v)=(@v-—a)'h(v), ¢ = f dwh(w)w. (8.14)
R
In normal form the hard rod GHD reads
om(z,t;v) + (v(x,t) —a) v — qi(x, 1)) 0un(z, t;v) = 0, (8.15)

compare with the structurally identical Eq. (8I). The initial condition is the same as in
(82) and the G-function is computed by the method explained above with the result

Ghe(0) = (dev n_(v) + ﬁ dv n+(v))¢ - J “dvon_(v) - J " vng (v). (8.16)

¢ —© ® —0
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Clearly, dGy,(¢)/d¢ > 0. Thus Gy, is invertible. For ¢ — o0 one obtains

Cn() ~ —— (6 — qu.s) (8.17)

vy —a

and correspondingly for ¢ — —oo with v, ¢ 4 replaced by v_, ¢; _. If the boundary velocity
distributions have an exponential decay, then the error in (817 is also exponentially small.
The contact line is asymptotically linear with a localized monotone interpolation. .

Notes and references

ad 8: The section is based on [I09], where in particular numerical simulations of GHD
with domain wall initial conditions are reported. Domain wall for hard rods are studied
in [51]. On the Euler scale the step at the contact line is sharp. One expects that because
of dissipation the step is actually broadened to an error-like function. Earlier work [21]
considers the case of low pressure, P~ < P, < P.. Molcecular dynamics is compared with
predictions of GHD. Also the lowest order quantum mechanically corrections are studied.
For the Toda lattice, the structure of diffusive corrections are discussed in Section The
broadening is convincingly observed in the XXZ model [39)].

Domain wall initial conditions have been studied numerically for the discrete sinh-Gordon
model [7]. Most detailed studies are available for the XXZ model [114,[127]. In this case the
spectral parameter space contains in addition the type of string states and the contact line
refers to a larger space.

Because of momentum conservation the contact line of the Toda lattice is supported
by the full real line. On the other hand, for XXZ, and other discrete models, one usually
observes a “light cone”, i.e. the contact line is supported by an interval and there are left and
right edges up to which boundary values remain constant. The behavior near the edge often
shows intricate oscillatory decay, which has been elucidated in considerable detail [22,[32].

9 Toda fluid

So far the lattice field theory picture prevailed, except for scattering theory, mostly because
of the convenient handling of GGEs. For this section we view the Toda particles as moving on
the real line. The name “fluid” is somewhat misleading, since particles are distinguishable.
Still the dynamical behavior is fluid-like. In a way, we have to start from the beginning
and redo the computation for average fields and their currents. Since we rely on the chain
results, the discussion can be more compressed. To avoid duplicating the symbols, the fluid

is distinguished from the chain through the index “”. x € R stands for the coordinate of
the one-dimensional physical space.

9.1 Euler equations

The conserved fields have a density given by

Q@) =Y 0(q;—x),  Qfx) =D1d(g;—2)Q, n> 1. (9.1)

JEZ JEL
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Taking their time derivative

25' ¢ — T)pj,

JEZ

%@Ww=§ﬂm - @+ g - D - ), w1 (92)

JEZ
and hence the fluid current densities read

= > 6(q; — 2)pj, (9.3)
JEZ

=Z&%—w@@W+w@—w—ﬂ%4—@ﬂW»n>L

JEZ

with 6 the step function, #(x) = 0 for x < 0 and 9( ) =1 for > 0. The index 0 has been
treated separately. But in fact, setting formally Qj = 1, the case n > 1 naturally extends
ton = 0.

The next item is GGE, where we start from the microcanonical ensemble with partition
function

Zmic(N, 0) f Hdrjdp] — ) exp( — tr[V(Ln)]). (9.4)
Iy i1

In our discussion the confining potential will play a passive role and only the P-dependence
is indicated. For the chain we considered ¢ = vN and, by the equivalence of ensembles,
switched to eXp( — PQUIN ) with the pressure P dual to the stretch v. In the limit N — oo
the free energy per site, Fioqa(P), has been obtained already, compare with (8.34)). For the
fluid we want to keep the volume fixed and allow for fluctuations in N. The corresponding
chemical potential is denoted by p. Then

Z e“Nf H drjdpjé(Q[o]’N —{) exp( — tr[V(Ln)]). (9.5)

One has to distinguish the cases ¢ > 0 and ¢ < 0, corresponding to elther increasing or
decreasing particle labelling, on average. Thus the particle number Qf LN 0, while the
fluid density pf = N/¢ can take either sign. Since v = ¢/N, the relation p;r = 1 holds
always. Close to P, defined by v(P.) = 0, the fluid density pf jumps from o to —oo when
increasing P. This looks singular but merely reflects the particular choice of coordinates.
v(P) is a smooth function. Of interest is the limit

hm—w%zwazﬂgm,%m&=ﬂ- (96)

{—+0o0

The fluid free energy has two branches depending on sgn(¢). Correspondingly there are
two distinct infinite volume GGE averages denoted by (-), 1+ v. For a convergent partition
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function, one has to require i < fiyax for either branch with pipmax = Fioqa(P:), as explained
below.

The dual for P is the stretch v and for p the fluid density pf. Let us denote by LF' the
Legendre transform of some function F'. By the equivalence of ensembles on the level of free
energies one concludes that

]éim ~N 71108 Zmic(N,vN) = LF 042 (V) (9.7)
—00
and
glirf — 07 og Zic(pel, £) = LF; 1+ (pr). (9.8)
— T 0

Thus the two free energies are related by

Eﬂoda(y) = p;lﬁFf,i<pf)7 Vps = 17 (99)

which implies
Fioaa(P) =, —Frs(p) = P. (9.10)

In other words, Fioqa and —Ff ., are inverse functions of each other. The first relation was
already noted in (8.34) and the argument of Ff ; is in fact the parameter appearing in the
TBA equation. Fioqa(P) is convex down with maximum at P, while F} . is convex down
and F¢_ convex up with both graphs being smoothly joined at fimax.

The mean value of the conserved fields are first derivatives of Ff with respect to u and,
perturbing the confining potential as V + kg,, with respect to xk at kK = 0. For example,

aF’F o aE’ athoda aF1t0d21

pr= Ny = -5

. _ —1: —l: -1
o~ TR~ Cor ) —Gp ) T (9.11)

and similarly for the k-derivative. One concludes that

QN O sy = v QD ey = (posy. m=0,1,.... (9-12)

The current averages still have the form of a weighted DOS. Hence there exists a yet
unknown function v such that

TN sy = {ppisn), (9.13)

compare with (6.20). As for the lattice we introduce the field-current susceptibility matrix
through

vamvn = JR dI<J1’[m] (x)QPL] (O)>Z,sgn(u),V’ (914)

which, by the same argument as in (6.8]), is a symmetric matrix, Bt ., = Bfnm. Now

Brno = aM<Jf[n](O)>u,i,V- (9.15)

Since Jf[o] = Q,El], we also determine

Bf,O,n = _an<Q£n](0>>M7i,\/+nw\ﬁ=0a (916)
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which uses (9.12). The confining potential is V(w) + xkw and the corresponding DOS is
denoted by vpy(x). Then by symmetry,

0T O v = =2uop()n)], 2y (9.17)
The corresponding p, (k) is solution of the TBA equation

V+ ks —p—Tpu(k) +1ogp,(k) = 0. (9.18)
Hence pf,, the derivative at x = 0, is determined by
P =—pu(1=Tp,) " (9.19)
and
p; = aup:L = _aupugih = =0y (ppveﬂ)v (9.20)
according to (3.49) and (6.19). We conclude that
0 (pp(® — ™)) =0 (9.21)

implying that the difference (o —v°") does not depend on . To fix the constant, the current
vanishes in the limit of vanishing density of particles, in other words for 4 — —oo. In
conclusion the Toda fluid currents are given by

IO pzr = (o). (9.22)

This formula holds also for n = 0. Compared to the lattice currents (6.20), the changes
are minimal. Only the shift ¢; has been removed. This can be understood by starting from
the fluid side. Switching to the lattice dynamical equations the lateral motion has been
subtracted and such a term has to appear in the average currents.

Since n = 0 is included, there is only a single hydrodynamic equation which reads

Orpp(x, 5 0) + 0, (v (z, 15 0) pp(, £ 0)) = 0. (9.23)
Transforming to quasilinear form yields

Orpu(x, t;0) + v (2,5 0) Ouppu (2, 15 0) = 0, (9.24)
which is identical to the lattice version, except for the trivial change in the effective velocity.

s¢ Negative volume. The reader might have noticed that in (9.12)) the v-dependence of p,
is hidden. By construction p, = 0 for v > 0 and p, < 0 for v < 0. Eq. (©9.20) preserves
positivity. If initially p,(z) > 0, this will remain so at later times, and correspondingly so
for the negative sign. Microscopically this reflects that approximate order, resp. anti-order,
of particle’s positions is preserved on hydrodynamic time scales. But one could imagine to
prepare an infinitely extended thermal state with v, > 0 and tune in a large, finite segment
with parameter v_ < 0. Microscopically, ignoring fluctuations, this would amount to the
order ... < q_1 < qo < qn < ... < q1 < qn+1 < n42 < .... But then ry and ry,; are of order
N. Such a state is far away from a local equilibrium state and the hydrodynamic equation
(@.20)) is no longer applicable. Of course it could be that for such initial conditions the
Toda fluid still reaches a hydrodynamic regime, which can be clarified only through further
studies. =
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9.2 Preparing for integrable quantum systems

When turning to integrable quantum systems, the TBA equations are organized somewhat
differently. To establish the connection we rewrite the Toda fluid with some additional
notions. Of course generalized hydrodynamics is not affected.

We introduce various densities. However they do not refer to physical space, rather to
momentum space or more abstractly to the space of spectral parameters, also called rapidities
or Bethe roots. But most importantly we rename p,, as

Pu = Pn; (9.25)

which is referred to as number density. Secondly there is a space density, ps, satisfying
ps=1+Tp, (9.26)

which then leads to the particle density, py, through

Pp = PnPs (927>
and the hole density as
Pp + Ph = ps (9.28)
Using ([3.50) one deduces
ps = i (9.29)

To capture this standard terminology, it is useful to revisit the one-dimensional ideal
Fermi gas in the periodic volume of size L. Setting A = 1, momentum space is 2w L~ 'Z.
Since this is a uniform lattice the space density ps = i The creation and annihilation
operators are {a(k)*, a(k),k € 2rL™1Z}. Then the number density is a(k)*a(k), the particle
density (27)ta(k)*a(k), and the hole density (27)~'(1 — a(k)*a(k)), either as operators or
as average over some state of the Fermi gas. In an interacting integrable system, the regular
lattice becomes distorted, leading to a nonuniform ps, and there are more complicated linear
relations between the various densities.

The TBA equation remains intact, only we absorb the parameter p into the confining
potential, with the result

e=V-Te™", e " = pn. (9.30)

In Section [B.2] we discussed a variational problem determining p,, We now switch to a
variational problem for p,, for which we again write a free energy functional. This time
energy is just due to the confining potential and entropy is the entropy of p relative to ps.
Regarding p as the free parameter this leads to

Flp) = j duwp(w) (V(w) — 1) + f dup.fo) (£ 10g L) (w), (9.31)
with the constraint
ps=1+Tp, (9.32)
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which states the way how the particle density changes the underlying geometry. The Euler-
Lagrange equation determining p, is then

V +logpn —Tpn =0, (9.33)

in agreement with the TBA equation (@.30).

For quantum models the relation between p, and the quasi-energies will have to be
modified. As most striking aspect, only the two-particle scattering shift appears in the
variational formula for the generalized free energy. For the Lieb-Liniger model, this feature
originates from the Bethe ansatz, in which the eigenfunctions carry already the information
on the two-particle phase shift. In our Toda lattice computation, this feature comes as a
surprise and looks more accidental at first sight.

Notes and references

ad 9.1: A more detailed discussion of the Toda fluid is supplied in [49,[50]. Reported is on
employing the scattering map to establish a direct link between two-particle scattering shift
and the generalized free energy.

ad 9.2: Our terminology originates from the thermodynamics of Lieb-Liniger §-Bose gas
[168]. However, the mathematical structure seems to be generic for all integrable many-
body systems.

10 Hydrodynamics for the Lieb-Liniger )-Bose gas

Viewed from a distance the Toda lattice is only a tiny side branch of generalized hydrodynam-
ics, the major efforts being concentrated on integrable many-body quantum systems as the
XXZ chain and the spin—% Fermi-Hubbard model. Quantum models are already well-covered
in other publications. Still the structural similarities between diverse integrable models is
so striking that this topic has to be addressed. We first discuss in detail the Lieb-Liniger
model of bosons in one dimension interacting through a repulsive point-like pair potential,
which will serve also as a timely preparation for the quantum Toda lattice in Section [11]

10.1 Bethe ansatz

The quantum field theory under consideration is the scalar bosonic field ¥(z), x € R, with
canonical commutation relations

[W(z), U(2")*] = 0(x — ), [¥(x), ()] =0, [¥(x)", ()] =0. (10.1)
Normally ordered the Lieb-Liniger hamiltonian reads

Hy = ;L dz (0,9 (2)*0, U (z) + c¥(z) "W (x)* ¥ (2) V(). (10.2)
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¢ is the coupling constant with ¢ > 0 imposed. The attractive case, ¢ < 0, is considerably
more complicated because of bound states. In the widely accepted standard convention the
factor % in front of the integral is omitted. We inserted here so have an energy-momentum
relation of the free theory identical to the one of the noninteracting Toda fluid. The Lieb-
Liniger hamiltonian is formal because of point-interactions. Fortunately, there is the first

quantized version, which in the N-particle sector reads

M=

Hli,N = — %((3%)2 +c Z (5(1’2 - LL’j). (103)

j=1 1<i<j<N

Bosonic means that the operator acts on wave functions symmetric under particle exchange.
The case of interest is a spatial interval [0, L], L > 0, with periodic boundary conditions,
which will be distinguished by either a sub- or superscript L. Of course, one could also
consider a finite number of particles moving on the real line, which would be the natural
set-up for multi-particle scattering.

Let us first recall, how to handle the delta potential. The simplest example is N = 2, for
which the relative motion is governed by the hamiltonian

Hyq = —02 + cd(z). (10.4)

Away from z = 0, Hgqt(z) = —0%(z) with ¢ € C*(R\{0}), the twice continuously dif-
ferentiable functions on R\{0} with bounded derivatives. The d-potential translates to the
boundary condition

0z (0+) — 0z0(0-) = 2c(0). (10.5)

The same mechanism works for the N-particle hamiltonian Hj; x ;, acting on symmetric wave
functions. For them one can restrict the construction to the Weyl chamber Wy ;, = {0 <
1 < ... < zy < L}. By permutation symmetry the hamiltonian can then be extended to all
other sectors. Away from the boundary the hamiltonian is the N-dimensional Laplacian,

=
N[

(0x,)%, (10.6)

Hyng = —
j=1

which acts on 1) € C2(Wy \0Wy 1). Periodic boundary conditions mean
(0,27) = ¥(z, L), 0p(0,27) = dypb(a, L), (10.7)

and the interaction is encoded by

(Onyr — O, (2) = ct(z))| j=1,.,N—1, (10.8)

Tj=xj+1’

where the limit is taken from the interior of Wy ;. It can be shown that the Laplacian with
these boundary conditions defines a unique self-adjoint operator on L?(Wy ).
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On Wy 1, an eigenfunction of Hy; vz has the Bethe ansatz form

V(X1 .y TN) = Z [exp (iiAa(j)zj) H A()\j,)\k)], (10.9)

geSN J
o(j)>o(k)

where the sum is over all permutations o of (1,...,N). 1 has to satisfy the boundary
conditions (I0.8)), which leads to

1()\1 —)\2> — C _

—i615(A1—A2)
1()\1 — )\2) +c

A, Xo) = e . j=1,..,N. (10.10)

Here two-particle phase shift is 6);(w) = 2 arctan(w/c), implying the scattering shift

2c

o (w) = we 12

(10.11)
Imposing the boundary conditions (I0.7), the A coefficients are constrained to satisfy the
Bethe equations

N
2L LA; = LA; + > 0i(X; — \y). (10.12)
i=1
The quantum states are labelled by vectors I = (I3, ..., Iy), which have entries from Z in
case of odd and from Z + % in case of even N and are constrained by I; < ... < Iy. For each
such I, the Bethe equations have a unique solution denoted by A = (Aq, ..., Ay) ordered as
A1 < ... < Ay, also called Bethe roots or rapidities. It is known that these eigenfunctions
constitute a complete orthonormal basis in L*(Wy ).
The symmetric eigenfunctions on L([0, L]") can be written as

U@, ay) = Y exp Qi Aa(j):cj> I1 (1 _ lesgu(z, _Ij)) (10.13)

€SN 1<j<k<N Ao(k) = Aa(j)

¥y is not normalized, the normalized state vector being denoted by |[A\) = (¥, ¢,\>’%¢,\. The
normalization constants have been computed and the vectors |\) span the bosonic subspace
of L2([0, L]Y). In particular

Hynip = Z <%
AN}

(9)%) I, (10.14)

-

where {\, N} indicates that the sum is over all N-vectors of rapidities. Up to the prefactor %,
if the power 2 is replaced by 0, one arrives at the number operator. Similarly power 1 results
in the total momentum. This suggests to introduce the n-th conserved field (= charge) by

N

QN — 37 (300" )X (10.15)

AN} =1
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It will be convenient to switch to a variable particle number by introducing the Fock space
of symmetric wave functions,

symL @ L2 0 L sym- (1016)

Then the n-th charge operator, QX restricted the N-particle subspace of Foym, equals
Q[n],N,L'

Obviously, the operator QI is well defined. But what about its charge density? Put
differently, in what sense is Q[™'F the integral over a quasi-local density, a property which
lies at the foundations of the hydrodynamic approach. One natural strategy would be to
start from the classical nonlinear Schrodinger equation and its known sequence of charge
densities involving higher order field derivatives. As naive guess, imposing normal order
will yield the charges of the Lieb-Liniger model in second quantized form, which would then
be manifestly local. But this scheme works only up to n = 3. Already for QY more
complicated subtraction terms appear. For the total charge currents, denoted by JML
similar difficulties will appear. Of course, JI%Z = QUL As discussed in more detail below,
the momentum current equals

L
JULL — J Az (0, ¥ (2)*0, ¥ (z) + $eW(2)* U (z)* ¥ ()T (). (10.17)

0
But higher currents have not yet been studied in detail. We still use Q"% and JM.L

assuming that at some point these difficulties can be resolved.

10.2 Free energy, variational principle

The Boltzmann weight involves a linear combination of charges. Therefore, again following
the Toda lattice blue-print, we introduce the confining potential V' and set

= (ZV >|>\><>\| (10.18)
{A} J=1

Now the sum is over A vectors with an arbitrary number of components and the particular N
depends on A. Note that the conventional chemical potential, y, corresponds to the constant
term V(w) = —u. The unnormalized GGE density matrix is defined by

exp [ — Q"] (10.19)
as operator on Fock space. Hence the normalizing partition function is given by
VL N
Zu(V) = tr[e @] = Yexp [ -3 V()\j)], (10.20)
(A} j=1
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trace over Fock space, and the GGE average of some operator O is defined by
(O = Zp (V) Hr[e @™ O] (10.21)
For the free energy per unit length we have
1
Foo(V) = — ngrgo 17 log Z (V). (10.22)

This free energy turns out to be determined by a variational problem, namely through
minimizing the Yang-Yang free energy functional

Fyy(p) = fR dw(pV + plogp + pnlog pn — (p + pn) log(p + pn))- (10.23)

The similarity to Eq. (@31]) is striking. Here the variation is over all densities p, p = 0, and
pn depends linearly on p through

1
=—+4T 10.24
ptom=5_+Tp, (10.24)
where T is the integral operator
1 2c
T =— | du' ". 10.25
) = 5= || v ) (10.25)

Note that the kernel of 27T equals the scattering shift 6'(w — w'). Thus 277 will play the
same role as the T" operator already familiar from the Toda lattice. Note also that T'gy = ¢
and T'— 1 for ¢ — 0, while 7' — 0 for ¢ — 0.

Actually Yang and Yang worked with the fixed N canonical ensemble, as in the case of
the Toda lattice. This leads to the additional constraint

JR duwp(w) — % (10.26)

which afterwards is removed at the expense of introducing p as Lagrange multiplier. In the
grand-canonical ensemble this step can be circumvented.

The functional Fy, is strictly convex. Following the argument by Yang and Yang, we
start from two arbitrary spectral densities pg, p; of well-defined Yang-Yang free energy and
consider the linear interpolation p, = po(1 — u) + up;, 0 < u < 1. We plan to show that
Fyy(pu)” > 0, the prime denoting derivative with respect to u. Note that p, = p; — po and,
in general, p' + p;, = Tp’. With this input, differentiating Fy,(p(u)) is straightforward with
the result

11 p 2
"_ - — S —
Fyy(pu)" = de(pu + /)h,u> ((m Po) R ph,uT<p1 p0)> > 0. (10.27)

Vanishing of the curvature would imply (p, + phu)(p1 — po) = puT(p1 — po), which cannot
be satisfied because of ([I0.24)). As a consequence, under the constraints (I0.24)) and p > 0,
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the free energy functional Fy, has a unique minimizer, denoted by p,, and the free energy
of the /-Bose gas turns out to be given by

Fyy (V) = Fyy(pp)- (10.28)
The minimizer is determined by the saddle-point equation
V—log? —Tlog (1 4 &) —0. (10.29)
Pp Ph

For the ¢-Bose gas the Bethe root density p, is often called quasiparticle momentum
density, in analogy to the momentum density of a noninteracting Fermi gas. As introduced
already in Section @.2] py is the hole density, ps = pp + pn the space density, and p, = pp/ps
the number density. In contrast to a classical model, for a quantum system with fermionic
excitations, the quasi-energies are defined through

1

n = , 10.30
= T e (10.30)
yielding the quasi-energy ¢ as
= (10.31)
Pp
With these conventions Eq. (I0.29) turns into the quantum TBA equation
e=V —=Tlog(l+e™ ). (10.32)

Very roughly, in the semiclassical limit log(1 + e7¢) ~ e, which is of the same structure as
([@30). The dressing of some function ) is defined through

Y =+ Tpap™, % = (1-Tpy) 0. (10.33)
Then the constraint (I0.24) can be written as
27 pp = s (10.34)

These formulas look familiar. For convenience we tabulate the precise correspondence
with the convention of absorbing the chemical potential ;1 into the confining potential V:

Toda fluid 0-Bose gas
2-particle scattering shift 2log |w| 2c(w? + )~
free energy functional F(p) Fyy(p)
saddle point, TBA e=V—-Te*|e=V—-Tlog(l+e)
occupation number, quasi-energy | p, = p, = €~ ° pn=(1+¢e)7?
spectral /root density Po = Pust Po = 52=PnS"
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Adding the small perturbation V + kg, and computing the linear response of the free
energy in xk one obtains

lim L~HQMEY 1 = (ppsy, n=0,1,.... (10.35)
—00

This identity suggests the proper interpretation of p,. Under the GGE the rapidities
A1, ..., Ay with variable N are random and combine into a empirical density as

ppp(w) = L7 Z 5w — A\)). (10.36)

Obviously, pp r(w) = 0 with normalization {p, ) = N/L, where N is still random. Eq.
(10.35)) states that on average the n-th moment of p, ;, converges to the one of p, as L — oo.
In Section M, we explained that typical fluctuations of the empirical density of Lax matrix
eigenvalues are of the order 1/y/N. For the Lieb-Liniger model we cannot point at some
published article. But since large deviations are well established and the Yang-Yang free
energy functional is strictly convex, Gaussian fluctuations are to be expected. But then

i py 1 () = pylw) (10.37)

with probability one. To be more precise, one integrates both sides of the equation over some
smooth rapidly decaying test function. Then this sequence of random variables converges
with probability one to the stated non-random limit.

10.3 Charge currents, hydrodynamic equations

We still have to figure out the average currents. One approach is to observe that the number
current is momentum, which is a conserved charge. Since valid in such a great generality, we
claim that for the §-Bose gas the identity (@.I4]) still holds. To have a convenient shorthand,
the confining potential is perturbed as V + koo + k151 and differentiating with respect to k;
at x; = 0 is denoted by 0;. The charge current DOS is written as p,v with a yet unknown
function v. With this notation, Eq. (@.I7), in conjunction with (@.13)), becomes

0 (pp?) = O1pp. (10.38)
To be shown is © = v°, where our obvious guess for the effective velocity is
v (w) = w + 27 (T (ppv™") (w) — Tpp(w)o™ (w)). (10.39)

According to (I0.25]), the kernel of 277" is defined through the two-particle scattering shift.
Since, compared to the Toda lattice, TBA and dressing transformation have been modified,
one has to reconsider the argument in Section Q.11

Differentiating the TBA equation with respect to kg, k1 one obtains the relations

Qopn = —pa(1 = pa)s’s  O1pn = —pa(l = pa)si” (10.40)
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and, because 0y01pn = 0109pn for mixed derivatives,
0165 = dosi. (10.41)
Next we write ([0.39) as
(1 + 20T pp)v™ = ¢ + 27T (pv°™). (10.42)

Since 27 (pp + pn) = 1 + 27T p, according to (I0.24]), one obtains

27 (pp + pn)0™ = 61 + T(ppv™) (10.43)
and hence
21 vt = poci, (10.44)
which together with (I0.34]) implies
dr
of S
vt = 2L (10.45)
S0

Therefore, using (10.44)) and (I0.41),

20(ppv™) = F=00(pnsi") = 3= (s 0pn + padost”)

= 5 (6701 + Pn015") = 2=01(s5 ) = O1pp. (10.46)

Altogether we have arrived at
do(pp(v —v")) = 0. (10.47)

Hence, for all w, the difference p,(9(w) — v°")(w) does not depend on the chemical potential
p. From the TBA equation (I0.31) and (I0.34) one infers that v*T — 0 as y — —oo. For
large negative ;1 there are no particles and the microscopic current p,v should also vanish.
If so the free constant must be zero, establishing

7= (10.48)

and hence
lim LTI = (oo, (10.49)

L—o

The hydrodynamic equation for the d-Bose gas has the same form as for the Toda fluid,
namely

Oipp(m,t50) + 0p (v (2, 5 0) pp(, £y 0)) = 0. (10.50)

According to our table the transformation to quasilinear form should be based on p, and
indeed

Oupn(z,t;0) + v (2, 5 0)Dppn(, t;v) = 0. (10.51)
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10.4 Gaudin matrix

To determine the GGE averaged currents an interesting entirely disjoint approach has been
developed recently, for which the quantum mechanical structure of the Lieb-Liniger model
enters in a more fundamental way. While we cannot write down so easily explicit formulas,
abstractly there must exist the total current operator JI-Z for the total charge QUM%

in Eq. (I0I5). For this operator one conjectures the matrix elements (\|J"2|\), which
suffices for the computation of GGE expectations. The central object is the Gaudin matrix
defined by

N
(GL)iJ' = 57;7]' (L + Z 27TT()\]', )\k)) — 27TT()\Z, )\j), (1052)
k=1

where T'(\;, ) is the kernel of the integral operator defined in (I0.25]) and N is implicitly
fixed through the dimension of the vector A. Then the claim is

OJMENY = I i (G, ()", (10.53)

1,7=1

The prefactor L arises because by stationarity the current density has to be independent of
x.

Trusting in (I0.53), the GGE averaged currents can be obtained. We fix a GGE with some
confining potential V. Under this GGE the Gaudin matrix is a random matrix. Presumably
its large N, L limit does not exist. But we have to invert the Gaudin matrix only on very
special vectors. Therefore we pick test functions f, g and consider the quadratic form

-2 Z FODN(GH)i 9(0) = fwdwdw’f(w)GL(w,u/)g(w’). (10.54)

i,7=1

The left hand side can be expressed as quadratic functional of the empirical density integrated
against some smooth functions. Therefore, relying on (I0.37), one obtains the limit

Tim (f, Grg) = (ppf, Gg) (10.55)

with probability one, where the limiting operator is defined through

Gg(w) = g(w) + 27 JR dw'T (w, w") pp(w") (g(w") — g(w)). (10.56)

Since the limit is non-random, unless badly behaved near zero, also the inverse converges to
the inverse of the limit with probability one, i.e.

Jim (£, (Gr) ') = ppf G o). (1057)
In our particular application f(w) = w™ and g(w) = w. Hence

lim L~ 1(J" L>V,L = {Ppsn; G 11). (10.58)

L—
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Defining G~1¢; = ¥, one obtains

v(w) = w + 27 (T (pp0) (w) — Tpp(w)v(w)) (10.59)
and
lim LIPS = (opri), (10.60)

in agreement with (10.49).

o¢ Number and momentum current. In second quantization the particle current equals the
momentum,

L
QU (2) = —iW(2)*0,¥(2), i f W (2)*0, W () = QUMF = JOME. (10.61)
0

Hence in (I0.53)) we have to set n = 0 with the result

AT = L i (GF) i ()" = i Ay (10.62)

1,7=1

which agrees with (I0.61]), since (G1); = 1.
To determine the momentum current, the left hand part of (I0.61]) is integrated over
some test function g. Working out the time derivative yields

i[Hi ., —ideg(x)\If(:E)*ﬁx\If(x)] (10.63)
= %f dx((gﬂ(x)‘l’(x)* + 29 ()0, U (2)*) 0,0 () + g’(:c)c\lf(x)*\If(x)*\If(:c)\If(x)).

0

By the conservation law, the total current is obtained by setting ¢’ = 1,

JULE — de(&x‘lf(:c)*@m\lf(x) + 20 (2)* U (2)* U (z) ¥ (7))
=2H) 1 — %CJ;] dzW(z)* U (z)*¥(x)¥(x). (10.64)

Taking expectations with respect to |\) with NV = 2 on both sides yields

ONTWLINY = 20N Hy 1| A — %CL Az (2)* W (2)* T (2) T ()| \)
1 2C(>\1 — >\2)2
L+ 2T()\1, )\2) ()\1 — )\2)2 +c?

Since the Gaudin matrix is a 2 x 2 matrix, (I0.64]) agrees (I0.52) for N = 2,n = 1.
To proceed to N > 2 a brute force computation no longer works, which is a generic
experience in this area. Instead we recall that the momentum current equals the pressure

=AM+ A3 -

(10.65)
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P and for an energy E(L) one has P = —dE/dL. Surprisingly these a priori macroscopic
relations extend to a single eigenstate of the Lieb-Liniger model. We start from
d N

N
E(L) = %2 A5 _EE(L) = (Gv.L) )N A, (10.66)
J=1 jik=1

where the second identity is obtained by differentiating Eq. (I0.12) with respect to L. Let
us consider a volume of length L and allow in the Lieb-Liniger hamiltonian a kinetic energy
of strength x, as Hyi 1 xec = Klkinr + ¢Ipot,r.- By continuity, one can follow one particular
vector of Bethe roots, A\, at fixed N in their dependence on L, x,c. By spatial dilation the
corresponding energy then scales as F(L, k,c) = E(aL,a 2k, a'c), where a2 results from
the Laplacian and o' from the first order derivative of the boundary condition in (T0.8]).
To first order in the deviation from L there is an overall factor of —L~! and a factor 2 for
the kinetic energy and a factor 1 for the potential energy, in agreement with (I0.17). Hence

d
E<)‘|Hli,L|)‘> = — L AN, (10.67)

Combining (10.66) and (I0.67), we conclude that Eq. (I0.53]) spezialized to n = 1 holds for
arbitrary N.

It is surprising, when averaging over a single energy eigenstate, one finds already a
structural dependence which persists in the limit of large L, N. No such features seem to be
known for the Toda lattice or other classical integrable many-body systems. .

Notes and references

ad 10.0: Transport in one-dimensional quantum lattice models, including integrable chains,
is reviewed in [I2]. Specifically conformal field theories are studied in [9]. Generalized
hydrodynamics for XXZ chain is studied in [11] and the spin-3 Fermi-Hubbard model in [39].
The lecture notes [50] provide a much more extensive list of references.

ad 10.1: Elliott H. Lieb, together with Werner Liniger, discovered the Bethe ansatz for
the J-Bose gas and analysed ground state properties [103,[104]. For the repulsive case the
completeness of Bethe wave functions has been proved by T. Dorlas [45]. The attractive
0-Bose gas is more complicated because bound states. An exhaustive discussion of the
structure of eigenfunctions can be found in [47]. In this case the completeness is established
in the thesis [124], see also [130]. The local structure of higher charges is studied in [3§]. For
computations more powerful is often the algebraic Bethe ansatz. An example is the norm of
the eigenfunctions as explained in [126].

In Section 2.3] we defined the scattering shift assuming that the incoming momenta are
ordered as p; < ... < py and the same convention is adopted for the phase shift of )-Bose gas.
One could have chosen also the reverse order, py < ... < pi1, in which case the phase shift
would be the negative of the one in (2:39). Such ordering is used in [168]. Both conventions
can be found in the literature. Of course, the resulting TBA equations are identical.

ad 10.2: The variational type solution for the thermodynamics has been obtained by C.N.
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Yang and C.P. Yang [168]. T. Dorlas, J. Lewis and Pulé [46] established a proof using
methods from large deviations. The Bethe ansatz is very well covered in the literature
[62,[73,155,156]. At the time the conventional thermodynamics was in focus. The GGE is
discussed in [I18]. It would be interesting to find out whether and how the methods in [46]
extends to a more general class of confining potentials.

ad 10.3: The GHD of the 6-Bose gas is discussed in [50]. For the collision rate ansatz we
follow [169]. An experimental realization consists of a narrow tube to which 8Rb atoms are
magnetically confined, approximately 4000 in number [I36]. An expanding cloud is observed.
For a single initial hump conventional hydrodynamics works fine. But for an initial double
hump the full GHD is required in order to fit the observed density profiles. In fact, during
the time span of the experiment roughly 25% of the atoms are lost and GHD has to be
adjusted correspondingly [1§].

ad 10.4: For the discussion of the Gaudin matrix and its relation to the currents we follow
[17]. Other methods rely on long range deformations [129] and properties of the boost
operator [169)].

11 Quantum Toda lattice

The classical Toda hamiltonian can be quantized according to standard rules. Thereby
one obtains a system of N particles with Hilbert space Hy = L2(R)®Y = L%RY). The
particles have position ; and momenta p;, j = 1, ..., IV, satisfying the commutation relations
[pi,z;] = —ihd; ;. In position space representation, complex-valued wave functions of the
form v (z1, ..., zn), position of the j-th particle is multiplication by z; and momentum p; =
—ihd,;. The conventional notation for the interaction term is

X;=e" % j=1.,N—-1, Xy =™V, (11.1)

the latter condition imposing periodic boundary conditions. Then the hamiltonian of the
quantum Toda lattice reads

N
Hyn =Y. (30 + X;). (11.2)
j=1

Planck’s constant & regulates the relative strength of kinetic and potential energy. In the
same spirit, for the classical Toda chain we could have introduced a mass parameter, which
however can be absorbed through an appropriate rescaling of spacetime. In this sense, the
classical chain has no free model parameter. However, quantum mechanically A cannot not be
scaled and must be maintained as relevant parameter. The semi-classical limit corresponds
to A — 0. Another common choice is to explicitly introduce an interaction strength, 7, and
the inverse decay length of the potential through e™*. Then the standard form (IT.2]) is
recovered upon replacing h% by h?v?%/n.

For the harmonic lattice, i.e. X; = (z; — 2;41)%, one usually introduces creation and
annihilation operators, satisfying [a;,a}] = d;;. The hamiltonian is then quadratic in
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{a,, aj,i,j=1,.,N } and describes bosonic excitations of the ground state. Formally such
a transformation can be implemented also for the Toda lattice, leading to a nonlinear in-
teraction between bosons. For our purposes this representation does not seem to be so
useful.

Our strategy is to follow the trail laid out by the classical model. With some confi-
dence, we will arrive at the appropriate hydrodynamic Euler equations. As might have been
anticipated there is a strong similarity with the Lieb-Liniger model.

11.1 Integrability, monodromy matrix

While there are examples for which integrability is maintained under quantization, no guar-
antee can be issued. Thus our first task is to establish N local conservation laws. The
elegant approach relies on the monodromy matrix, which is familiar from other integrable
many-body systems. Let us start with the classical chain and consider

N-1
det(\ — Ly) = )\N( SN A (D)) N (I - 2)), (11.3)
m=0
Iy = 1. The coefficients I,,, are the Hénon invariants which are in involution, i.e. {I,,, I} =
0. Since the hamiltonian is proportional to I? — I, the Hénon invariants are in fact conserved.
Their explicit form is given by

I = Z PiPisy -~ 'pik<_Xj1> U <_ij)7 (114>
{k+2(=m}

where the sum is over all strings of indices i1, to, ..., i, 71,71 + 1, ..., Je, je + 1. The indices are
distinct and satisfy the constraint m = k + 2¢, k > 0,1 > 0. Two summands differing in the
order of indices are counted only once. More visually, one considers a ring of N sites and
has available k singletons and ¢ nearest neighbor pairs, the dominos. The ring is partially
covered by singletons and dominos with no overlap allowed, which then defines the string of
indices in (I1.4]). As an example, for N = 4 one obtains

Iy = p1 +p2+ps+pa, Io = pip2 + p1ps + P1pa + Paps + papa + paps — X1 — Xo — X3 — Xy,
I3 = p1paps + p1paps + P1P3pa + p2pspa

—p1 X2 — p1 X3 — paXs — paXy — p3 Xy — p3 Xy — paXy — paXo,
Iy = pipapaps — p1p2 X3z — papa Xy — p3paX1 — pap1 Xa + X1X3 + Xo Xy (11.5)
Except for m = 1, the I,,,;’s are not local and have no meaningful density in the limit N — oo.
In the quantum setting, [p;, X;,| = 0, except for j = m, m+ 1. Such terms do not appear in
the sum (IT.4) and in the quantized version of the I,,’s no ambiguity in the operator ordering

arises. This property strongly suggests that they will continue to be conserved quantities
quantum mechanically. To convert the Hénon invariants into a local form we use the identity

oe} 0

logdet(1 — A" Ly) = — » l)\_mtr[(LN)m] =-> %A—mQ[WJ»N. (11.6)

m=1 m=1
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From Section B we know already that the QI™"’s have a local density.
There is a different route to arrive at the same result. We first define the 2 x 2 matrix

>\ _ p er
Li()) = (_e_qj O) (11.7)
and, as product, the monodromy matrix

T\ = Li(\) -~ Ly (V). (11.8)

Then
tr[T(\)] = det(A — Ly) +2(=1)~ (11.9)

and this time expanding log tr[7(\)] in a power series we obtain the locally conserved fields.
Switching to the quantum Toda chain, there seems to be no analogue of the Lax pair
equation (ZIT)). However, as first observed by E.K. Sklyanin in 1985, the definition of
monodromy matrix stays intact. As common usage, we switch from A to u as spectral
parameter. The entries of the matrix L;(u) become now operators. As a consequence the
monodromy matrix 7'(u) is a 2 x 2 matrix with operator entries. We introduce the R-matrix

acting on C? ® C? by
R(u) = ul®1—ihP, (11.10)

where P permutes the indices 1 and 2, i.e. Pp; ® 2 = s ® 1. Noting the commutation
relations
[pjan] = —ihXj, [pj+17Xj] = ihXj, (1111)

one confirms that
R(u—v)(L;(w) @ (A® L;(v)) = (1@ L;(v))(L;(u) @ ) R(u - v) (11.12)
and therefore also for the product
Rlu—v)(T(uw)@1)(1®T(v) = (1T (v))(T(u) ® 1) R(u — v). (11.13)
Setting £(u) = tr[T(u)], the trace of a 2 x 2-matrix, one obtains the commutation relation
t(u)t(v) = t(v)t(u) (11.14)

valid for arbitrary u,v. t(u) is a polynomial of degree N, with operator-valued coefficients,
operators on Hy. On abstract grounds, the relation (ITI4]) ensures that the Taylor coeffi-
cients of £(u) commute with each other.

In fact, the family of operators can be worked out more concretely. Let us define

FN(U) = Z (u_ph)(u_piz)"'(u_pik)(_Xh)"'(_XjL)’ (11'15)

{k+21=N}
where the string of indices satisfies the conditions below (I1.4]). We split as

F(u) = FS(u) + F3 (w), (11.16)
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where Fy(u) collects all summands containing the factor e*~. Then, by an induction argu-
ment,

_ _ F(u) "N IR (u)
T(u) =Tyn(u) = (e_”“Fj{ﬁH(u) Fo(u) : (11.17)
In particular
N
t(u) = = o™ Y (=) (11.18)
m=0

where 1, is the quantization of I,,. Since {Il, w1 N} is a family of commuting operators,
one can still expand log(u="t(u)) at u = oo as

— log (u—Nf(u)) = u QUMY 4 Ly QRN [y Ly NQININ 4 Oy (VYY) (11.19)

By construction, Q N'is a polynomial in I Ty eees f’ﬂ of maximal order m, which coincides with
the corresponding classmal identity. Thus also {QUIN . QNINY g a family of commuting
operators, also commuting with the Iy, ..., Iy. For the hamiltonian

Hyn = $QPY = 117 — I, (11.20)

which implies that the I,’s and Q N’s are conserved. For the particular case N = 4 the
result is

oW — [, Q@M — 2 _of, QB = 331, + 31,
QUM = [t — 4120, + 212 + 46,15 — 41, (11.21)

The nonlocal Hénon invariants, I,,, are converted to the Flaschka invariants, Q[m]’N
For the classical chain, because of (II1.6]), the Flaschka invariants are indeed local The
claim is that the cancellation mechanism still holds for the quantum chain, where Q N are
operators whose local form has yet to be determined. In our standard example, N = 4, one
obtains

2+ 3(p; + piv1)X;), (11.22)

HM»

4
Z (02 + 2X;),

1
1
Z (P} + 2005 + pjpja + 03 ) X + 2X,(07 + pipjia + Ph) + 2X7 +4X,X540),

which are local, as anticipated. In fact we have obtained the minimal version of the densities,
compare with the discussion above (2.24). Since [p; + pj+1,X | = 0, see (ITI1)), the only
non-obvious part is the particular operator ordering for Q4!

Actually, the precise functional form of the higher charges is fairly irrelevant for us. As
crucial information, the density of the n-th charge apparently depends on local operators in
a block of size at most (n/2) + 1. Since the hamiltonian is nearest neighbor this property
implies that the n-th current operator density depends on a block of size at most (n/2) + 2.
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11.2 Spectral properties

Since the interaction depends only on relative positions, an eigenfunction of Hy y must be
of the form

Yp(ry, .. ay) = @El(@ — X1, TN — xN,l)eihilElN?l(m”'“”N), (11.23)

E = (Ey,...,Ey) = (Ey, E1), implying fle = Eiv¢r. More abstractly one can think of a
fiber decomposition of Hgy y with respect to the total momentum. FE; would be then the
corresponding fiber parameter. In terms of the hamiltonian one explicitly splits into kinetic
energy of the center of mass plus relative internal motion,

Hyt,n = Hem + Hial- (11.24)

Thus ¢, € L2(R)®V~!is an eigenfunction of H,y. In fact, working out H,, one finds an
interaction potential increasing exponentially in all directions. The eigenvalues of H, are
isolated, even nondegenerate, and the thermal operator exp(—H,) is trace class.

It is of great advantage to consider simultaneously all eigenvalues of the Hénon invariants,
to say

Intp = Entbp, (11.25)

m =1,..,N, with E; as in (IT.23)). There is an explicit formula for the joint eigenfunctions
and it is known that they are complete in the sense that linear combinations of the set {1z, }
span the entire Hilbert space L2(RV~1). Then ¢ is also an eigenfunction of the transfer
matrix #(u),

t(u)vp = 7(u, B)Vg, (11.26)
where N
(u, E) = uN(l ) (—1)mu—mEm> (11.27)

The m-th Flaschka invariant has eigenvalue q,,,

QN = guibe. (11.28)

Since the operators commute, the g,,’s are determined by
— log (U_NT(U, E)) —ulg + %u_zqg + ...+ %U_NQN + O(u_(N“)). (11.29)

We now write

7(u) = [ [(u—1). (11.30)

Then

—log (u V7 (u)) = — Z log (1—u'r;) = Z u ™ Z ()™ + O(u_(NH)) (11.31)



and
N

G = D ()™, (11.32)

j=1

m =1,...,N. As already familiar, thereby one introduces an empirical density through

1
Pas(w) = N ; (11.33)

with the property that
N g, = f dwpgs (w)w™. (11.34)
R

Before continuing, we have to recall the quantum mechanical analog of the scattering
shift studied in Section 2.3l The relative motion of two Toda particles is governed by the
Schrodinger equation

0y (z) = (— 202 + e )by (). (11.35)

The particle representing the relative motion travels inwards from the far right with mo-
mentum hk;,, gets reflected at the potential barrier, and moves outwards with momentum
hkow = —hk;,. The phase shift accumulated during the scattering process is given by

(1 +ik)

— 2 _
0(k) = klogh® —ilog T —ih)

(11.36)

Surprisingly, the phase shift is independent of h, except for the additive constant klog h?.
The scattering shift is then

0'(k) = log h* + ai(1 + ik) + g; (1 — ik) (11.37)

with the Digamma function tq; = I"/T". From the convergent power series,

Yai(1+ik) + Yai(l — ik) = =y + 2 (11.38)

n2+k2

~vg = 0.577... the Euler-Mascheroni number, one concludes that # has a positive curvature
at k = 0. The large k behavior can be inferred from the expansion

Yai(1 +ik) + g (1 — ik) = log(1 + k?) — =t O(k™4). (11.39)
For the semiclassical limit we set ik = w and
lim 0'(hw) = logw?, (11.40)

as it should be.
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In 2010 K.K. Kozlowski and J. Teschner obtained a remarkable result on the spectral
properties of the chain, which comes handy now. They fix the eigenvalue F; and establish
that for each vector (7, ..., 7n) there is another vector (dy, ..., dy) such that

zg(@)m::zg(h@ym-%cxe*N) (11.41)

form =1, ..., N. In addition, for some {n; € Z,j = 1, ..., N}, the roots (01, ..., 0 ) satisfy the
identity

N :
. o DL +1(6; — 45)) N

2mn; = Né;logh* +ilog¢ — ) ilog - + O(e™). 11.42

’ ’ ; I'(1—i(d; — 6:)) ) (1:42)

This expression has already the same flavor of as (I0.12)) for the §-Bose gas, except for the
model dependent phase shift, of course. For the 0-Bose gas (IL4I]) and (IL42) are a strict
identities, no error term, whereas for the quantum Toda lattice, they hold approximately for
large N.

Actually, for both error terms there is an explicit identity. So far, the exponential bound
O(e™™) has been established only for particular cases.

11.3 GGE and hydrodynamics

Given the input from (IT.42)) and assuming n; < ... < ny, with small modifications one can
follow the Yang-Yang scheme from the d-Bose gas. By definition the parameter ¢ has unit
length, || = 1, and hence drops out as N — oo. The empirical density (I1.33)) satisfies the
constraints

pqt(w) =0, J dwpg(w) = 1, J dwpg(w)w = N"'E; = ey, (11.43)
R R
Omitting both correction terms, Eq. (I1.42]) becomes

1 1
N?an ol ;9(5]- —6;) +es. (11.44)

The GGE is defined through the weight

wM—ZV@» V(w) = > pw™ (11.45)

Following the steps in the analysis of the J-Bose gas, the free energy functional for quantum
Toda reads

Fai(p) = fR dw(pV + plog p + pulog pn — (p + pn) log(p + pn)). (11.46)
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This functional has to be minimized under the constraints
p=0, J dwp(w) =1, J dwp(w)w = e;. (11.47)
R R

As before, defining the operator T' through the convolution with the Toda scattering shift,

_1
o

Tf(w) fR dw'd' (w —w') f(w'), (11.48)

the additional constraint (IT.44]) can be written as
p+pn=Tp. (11.49)

In contrast to the 6-Bose gas, entropy, free energy, and total momentum are now per lattice
site. The constraint on the first moment can be absorbed into a chemical potential p;,
turning the confining potential V into V. Denoting the minimizer of (I1.46) by pp, the GGE
average of the conserved charges in the limit N — oo is given by

Q5™ = (ppsn)- (11.50)

The variational problem appears to be identical to the one of the §-Bose gas with volume
L = 0. This should come as no surprise, since we used periodic boundary conditions. In this
case the stretch vanishes by construction. As discussed already, in the classical Toda lattice
for this particular choice, the positions have the statistics of a random walk with step size
of order 1 and exactly zero drift, hence a fluctuating volume of order v/N.

For the classical chain, on top of the Flaschka invariants based on the Lax matrix, also
the stretch, resp. the particle density in the fluid picture, is conserved. But so far we have
not identified a corresponding control parameter in the quantum model. Still, physically the
stretch must be included in a proper hydrodynamic description. In the classical model, a
stretch is forced through the tilt boundary condition gy,1 = ¢1 + vN with v € R, compare
with (3)). No obvious quantum analogue seems to be readily available. Some time ago,
E.K. Sklyanin worked out a concrete proposal, which somehow seems to have been completely
overlooked in the literature. Let me first explain his idea for the classical Toda lattice in
thermal equilibrium, setting the inverse temperature to 1. Then of relevance is only the
potential part, Z;V:I X, which is invariant under the global translations, z; v~ z; + a for
all j. Since we are only interested in the relative coordinates r; = ;41 —x;, these translations
can be subtracted by setting x1 = 0. The Boltzmann weight for the relative coordinates is
then given by

N
Hdrj exp(—e ")o(ry + ... + rn). (11.51)
j=1

Now let us change the strength of Xy, thereby resulting in the modified potential energy

N-1
DX eV Xy (11.52)
j=1
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Following the same computation as before, we end up with the Boltzmann weight
N
Hdrj exp(—e "7)d(ry + ... + ry — vN), (11.53)
j=1

which is precisely of the desired form.
The idea of Sklyanin is to copy (I[L.52]) for the quantum model and thus to consider the
modified hamiltonian

N N-1
Hyy=— 40202 + 3 X;+e "N Xy. (11.54)
j=1 j=1

Note that [Hy n, Hyn] # 0 for v # 0. Hence the thermal state exp(—H, y) is not time-
invariant, in sharp contrast to pressure ensemble of the classical Toda lattice. Without
further additional precautions exp(—H,, y) cannot serve as a candidate for local equilibrium.
But here H,, y is introduced only for the purpose of computing the GGE free energy. In fact,
introducing the unitary

Up(xy,....,en) = (xy — v, ..cyzy — Nv), (11.55)
one obtains
Up;U=p;,  U*X;U=¢e"X, U*XyU = "NV Xy, (11.56)
and
N N
U*H,NU = Hyomun = — 3 30202 + ) e X;. (11.57)
j=1 j=1

The boundary coupling can be spread homogeneously over the entire lattice. Denoting by
{-)».n the average with respect to exp(—H, y) and using unitary equivalence, one concludes

{xjp1—z))Np=v, j=1.,N—=1, {(z1—2n))n,=—(N—1)r (11.58)

At the expense of a single huge jump one indeed has induced a non-zero, constant stretch.
While convincing, one has to monitor how the higher invariants are affected by such a
modification. We set

10
M, = (O e”N) (11.59)
Then the modified monodromy matrix reads
T, = M, Tn(u) (11.60)
and
t,(u) = F5(u) + e "NFZ (u). (11.61)
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Thus the Hénon invariants of the modified hamiltonian are still given by (I1.4]), compare
with (ITIR). Only, everywhere Xy is substituted by e Xy. The same rule transcribes

N

to the Flaschka invariants. Denoting the Flaschka invariants of H, y by @,[,m] and those of

Hyom N by Q%}n]ﬁ, one arrives at
T 16

This equation teaches us that also under a generalized Gibbs ensemble for H, y, the
average stretch equals v, except for the jump of —v(IN — 1) at the bond (N, 1). Secondly,
the generalized free energy can be computed from the Flaschka invariants of the lattice with
coupling strength e™”. By scaling this means that in (I1.36) log i? is replaced by log(h%e”).
Thus, combining the terms as leading to (I1.44)), the stretch modifies this relation to

N
2mn; = vN6; + Y 0(5; — &) + Ney. (11.63)

i=1

Up to the additional term coming from the fixed total momentum, we have obtained perfect
analogy to the §-Bose gas, see Eq. (I0.IZ). However, in contrast to the 6-Bose gas, the
stretch parameter v/N can be negative, just as for the classical chain.

In our argument for the average currents of the d-Bose gas we never used the specific
form of the scattering shift. For the quantum Toda lattice the density is conserved and its
current is the momentum, which itself is conserved. No extra work is required. To conclude,
in the fluid picture the hydrodynamic equations of the quantum Toda lattice read

Orpp(, 5 0) + 0, (v (z, 1 0) pp(, £ 0)) = 0. (11.64)

The effective velocity is determined as in (I0.39)), resp. ([0.45). Of course the appropriate
T operator is the one of (I1.48)).

Notes and references

ad 11.0: B. Sutherland [I53] first discussed the integrability of the quantum Toda lattice,
using a low density approximation of the integrable quantum fluid with the 1/sinh? interac-
tion potential. He developed the method of asymptotic Bethe ansatz, which uses properties
of the eigenfunctions when particles are far apart [I54]. Finite volume has been introduced
ad hoc by imposing periodic boundary conditions on the wave numbers. Sutherland studied
TBA for the ground state. In a series of papers Mertens and his group [80,82,1111123/[160],
see also [158,[159], investigated TBA at non-zero temperatures and also the semi-classical
classical limit. At the time, only thermal equilibrium was in focus. A most useful overview
is [139], see also [140]. An early summary on the more mathematical activities in the quan-
tum integrable camp is the review [122]. Highly recommended is the instructive book by
Sutherland [155].

Gutzwiller [81] studied the spectrum for few, N = 3,4, particles, later being extended
to an arbitrary number [74]. E.K. Sklyanin [143] achieved a crucial advance by linking
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the Toda lattice to the flourishing field of quantum integrable systems, with notions as
Yang-Baxter equations and monodromy matrix. He developed the method of separation of
variables, introducing the Baxter equation in this context. He also discussed the spectrum of
eigenvalues in the limit of large N and supported the more heuristic results in [I53]. Following
a proposal by Nekrasov and Shatashvili [141], Kozlowski and Teschner [94] substantially
advanced such methods.

ad 11.1: Our discussion is based on [143] and [139]. Identities as (I1.6]) are proved in [133],
Section 17.

ad 11.2: A fairly explicit formula for the eigenfunctions of the Toda lattice have been
obtained by Kharchev and Lebedev [91102]. Their completeness is proved in [5]. The results
(IT40) and (IT.41) are quoted from [94]. The reader is invited to look up the precise
statements.

ad 11.3: The kernel of the T" operator of the §-Bose gas decays to 0 for |w| — oo, while
for the Toda lattice the kernel diverges logarithmically. Hence one has to check whether
the techniques from [46] still carry through. Sklyanin introduced already the parameter,
which we call v, and established that it reappears in the ground state TBA as the chemical
potential dual to the density. The analysis in [94] starts with the hamiltonian H, x from
the outset. The parameter v then naturally appears at the correct location. The short-cut
discussed in the main text seems to be new.

Comparing (I1.63) and (I0.I2) complete correspondence is noted. However, for the 0-
Bose gas it is has been proved that for given I; < ... < Iy there is a unique solution
of (I0I2) [45]. Apparently no such information is available for the Toda lattice equation

(IL.63).

12 Beyond the Euler time scale

As a common experience, sound waves in air propagate ballistically. When the air is confined
to a thin tube, an initial perturbation maintains its shape and travels with the speed of
sound. There could be dispersive effects due to a nonlinear energy-momentum relation.
The respective dynamics would be still time-reversible, no entropy is produced. But on
top, one observes irreversible sound damping, a phenomenon which can be traced back
to molecular disorder. Very commonly, damping is modelled by a multiplicative diffusive
factor as exp[—DK?|t|] in wave number space, D the diffusion coefficient. On the level
of hydrodynamic equations, dissipation amounts to the Navier-Stokes correction of Euler
equations.

It is not immediately obvious whether such a conventional picture extends to integrable
systems. As already at other occasions, the hard rod fluid serves as a convenient guiding
example. Restricting to ballistic spacetime scales, a first step is to consider the motion of
a tracer quasiparticle when the fluid is initially in some GGE. To lowest order the tracer
acquires an effective velocity through collisions with fluid quasiparticles. Because of the
randomness in the initial state these collisions are statistically independent and the effective
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velocity is the result of summing over many collisions, said differently a law of large numbers.
As well known from the theory of independent random variables, a more precise description
would be a central limit theorem

qtr(t) ~ qtr(()) + Ueﬂt + Dtrb(t>, (121)

where ¢, (t) is the position of the tracer quasiparticle, b(t) a standard Brownian motion, and
Dy, the diffusion constant, which depends on the particular GGE. When translating to the
motion of conserved fields, one should expect a Navier-Stokes correction, second order in
0., whose analytical form has still to be worked out. For this purpose we follow a standard
strategy. The initial goal is to find out diffusive corrections for the propagation of a small
perturbation away from the spatially homogeneous GGE. This will be soft mathematics,
providing merely a general framework and not yet distinguishing between integrable and

nonintegrable systems. The result is then written in a form, for which the step from global
GGE to local GGE will be compelling.

12.1 General framework
As discussed in Section [, the basic field correlator is
Sman(st) = QI (1)QET(0))g. (12.2)

Here ()4, stands for the expectation in some GGE, which remains fixed throughout our
discussion. By Lieb-Robinson type bounds, for fixed ¢, the correlator S,,,(j,t) decays ex-
ponentially outside the sound cone. So j-summations are under control, while the time
integration will turn out to be more delicate. To exploit spacetime symmetry, we redefine

Q[.O] = %(ijl + T‘j). (12'3>

J

So to avoid too many extra symbols, for this section only, the basic correlator is still denoted
by S, taking (I2.3]) into account.

+¢ Spacetime inversion. By spacetime stationarity one concludes

Smn(Jst) = Snm(—J, —1). (12.4)
In fact, the stronger property

Smn(4,t) = Smn(—7, —t) (12.5)

holds by using invariance under spacetime inversion.
We define time reversal through

Ry : (r,p) — (1, —D) (12.6)

and space inversion by
7—\)fsi : (T,p) — (faﬁ% ’Fj = T—j—la ﬁj = _p—j' (127)
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Since r; should be viewed as bond variable, the inversion is relative to the origin. The
equations of motion (X)), generate a flow on phase space denoted by T;, T; : (r,p) —
(r(t),p(t)). Using the flow equations, one concludes that

Rtr O ﬂ = T—t O Rtr (128)
and
Rsi o Tt = Tt o Rsi. (129)
Spacetime inversion is then defined through
7?'si O Rtr =R: (Tap) — (faﬁ% ’Fj =T—j-1, ﬁj =P—j- (1210)
and hence
RoT, =T ,;0R. (12.11)

In the random walk summation for QE-"], see (2.I4), to each path from j to j in n steps there
is a at level j reflected path. Hence

Q" or = Q. (12.12)

In particular, the GGE is invariant under R. Combining (I2ZI1]) and (I2.12]), the claim
(@2.3) follows.

For the currents, the spacetime inversion is slightly more complicated. We introduce the
down- and up-currents

[n] _ glnlv _ (pn [t _ (7n
It =g = (L), M = (LML), (12.13)
Then
JM o R = i, (12.14)
Correspondingly there are two current-current correlators
Al (. t) = (IO @ 10 (00, (12.15)
and hence spacetime inversion implies
Fin,n(.jv t) = F;n,n(_jv _t) (1216)
The down- and up-currents seem to be a special feature of the Toda lattice. o

Besides invariance under spacetime reversal, the correlator also satisfies the conservation
law

OpSmn(J:t) = =0 Bimn (4, 1), (12.17)

employing the difference operator 0; f(j) = f(j+1)— f(j). B(j,t) is the charge-current time
correlation

B4, 1) = (M QL (0))%,, (12.18)
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whose static version has been encountered before, see (.9)). Using both properties, one
derives identities, known as sum rules, for the lowest moments of S(¢).
For the zeroth moment one obtains

D Smnlist) = Y Conn(§) = Con, (12.19)

JEZ JEZ

where we used the conservation law (I2Z.I7) and the decay of S,,,(j,t) ensuring boundary
terms to vanish. C,, ,(j) is the static correlator,

Crnn(J) = Smn(7,0), (12.20)
and the spatially summed C, ,, is the matrix of static susceptibilities, Cy, ,, = Cy, -

First moment. By (12.3), Cpn(j) = Crn(—7) and the sum rule

D Chmnn(j) = 0 (12.21)

JEZ

follows. In addition, multiplying (I2ZI7) with j and summing over j, one obtains

00D 3Smn(G.t) = D Bun(jit) = B = (AC) (12.22)
JEL JEL
and hence
D iSmanlit) = (AC)mant (12.23)
JEZ

with the linarization matrix A, as discussed in Section [ The B matrix is symmetric,
equivalently AC = C A",

Second moment. We pick some rapidly decaying test function f. Then
t
S A - Q0) = | s T @) (12.24)
JEZ 0 JEZ
Squaring and using translation invariance,

Y5 F@M ) - QM) (@) - Q)

Jj€Z  j'eZ

f dsf ds' DN (@T 0 £7) Fir( T () TN ()% (12.25)

JEL '€

The current-current correlator is the central object for controlling diffusive behavior. We
will use here the notation

Lon (5o t) = (I @) I 0))e, = T3, 8) (12.26)

J

84



and for the total current-current correlation

D TG, t) = Tonn(8). (12.27)

JEZ

Note that by (IZIG), ['p,(t) = Iy, () = T1,,.(=t) = Thna(—t) and thus [y, (0) =
Lpn(—00). Setting f; = 352, f; = 0o and using spacetime inversion (IZ3)), one concludes
that

ij(Smm(j, t) = S (5, 0)) = Dy p(00)8” + L dsJO ds' (Trn(s — 8') = Tn(20)). (12.28)

JEZ

I'),n(00) is the Drude weight. If 'y, (t) — 'y, (00) is integrable, one can define the Onsager
matrixc

Lo = JR dt (Tppn(t) — T (00)). (12.29)

L is a symmetric matrix with L > 0 as covariance matrix. Hence for large times

2 Smn(G.t) = Lo (0)t* + Ly ut]. (12.30)
JEZ

(We used the symbol L already for the infinite volume Lax matrix. For the remainder of
this section L denotes the Onsager matrix).

The reader may worry that we have lost our way, lots of definitions, except for the
diffusion matrix of interest. To appreciate our preparations, a useful example is the shear
viscosity of a fluid. A standard scheme to experimentally define the shear viscosity, v, is the
Couette flow. One plate is fixed and another plate, distance y and in parallel, is moved with
constant velocity u. For small u one finds the relation

(12.31)

Here F/A is the pushing force per area acting on the moving plate. The shear viscosity
reappears on a more sophisticated level in the Navier-Stokes equations. For example, solving
these equations for the Couette flow confirms (I2.31)). But having the full equations, one can
think of different setups to yield v. In our context one example would be the propagation
of a small perturbation of an equilibrium state. Of course, experimental accessibility may
vary. But, independently of the method, measured is always the same shear viscosity.

Integrable systems are not readily available in the lab. Diffusion is governed by a high-
dimensional matrix and a priori it is not so obvious whether and how familiar methods would
apply. For the Euler time scale, we already identified the dynamic correlator as

Smn(k,t) ~ (e7H4C) (12.32)

s
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in wave number space, valid for small k and large ¢, kt fixed, compare with (Z.20) and (Z.29]).
Most commonly, diffusive corrections are added through

Sl 1) ~ (e7HARDUC)

,n

(12.33)

By definition D is the infinite-dimensional diffusion matriz. In general D is not symmetric.
However, to describe dissipation, D is required to have nonnegative eigenvalues. In generic
examples, D has zero eigenvalues and hence there is no diffusive decay along some particular
directions. But [A, D] # 0 and A mixes the modes such that S(k, t) still decays to 0 in the
long time limit.

The first moment sum rule is obviously satisfied. Computing the second moment in the
position space version of (IZ:33)) and comparing with the sum rule (I2.30), one obtains

A2Ct* + DC|t| = T'(o0)t* + LIt|. (12.34)

Hence the Drude weight matrix is given by

1
[(0) = A2C = ACAT = BEB. (12.35)
The latter expression is a natural symmetric form, which emphasizes that the Drude weight
is a property determined by static correlations only. In addition, the diffusion matrix is
obtained as
DC=CDY"=1L, D=LC™, (12.36)

which is the generalization of the Onsager relation to integrable systems. Since L > 0 and
C >0, D is a similarity transform of L and has thus only nonnegative eigenvalues.

o+ Drude weight. In the context of condensed matter physics, it is fairly common to equate a
non-zero Drude weight with infinite conductivity, implicitly suggesting that no further prop-
erties are to be investigated. In fact, according to our discussion, a non-zero Drude weight
simply indicates a ballistic component of the dynamic correlator. For nonintegrable systems
in one dimension, the ballistic component consists of sharp J-peaks moving with constant
velocity on the Euler scale. Diffusion is then easily detected through the broadening of the
peaks. For integrable systems the ballistic component is extended and of the generic form
t~tg(t~1x) in position space with some smooth scaling function g. Now diffusive corrections
become harder to detect, unless special care is taken to suppress the broad ballistic back-
ground. An example is the domain wall discussed in Section[8l At the contact line the profile
jumps from n_ to n,. Diffusion will broaden the step to an error function. Another example
is the XXZ model at zero magnetization (half filling). At this specific point the spin Drude
weight vanishes and diffusive effects can be observed. =

12.2 Nonintegrable chains

Our preparations have been accomplished already in Section [ZI] and, in essence, we are left
with copying from the previous subsection, recalling that now there are only three fields,
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hence n = 0,1,2. It will turn out to be instructive to dwell on further details. In Section
[T1] serif letters were used for matrices, so to distinguish from the integrable case. The
same convention is followed here. Also in this subsection, to ease the comparison with
the literature, we switch to the physical pressure, still denoted by P, which means that in
Eq. (Z3) P has to be substituted by SP. It is convenient to set v = 0. Then the Gibbs
state is invariant under time-reversal, which provides additional symmetries. The average
stretch is v = (ro)p 3 and average energy e = {eg)p 3, where we dropped the mean velocity as
parameter. By convexity, one can view P as a function of v,e, P = P(v,e). The linearization
matrix reads

0 -1 0
A=|oP 0 o.P]|. (12.37)
0 P 0

The static correlator is given by

(roro)p,s 0 {roVeno)ps
= 0 e 0 (12.38)

(roVano)ps 0 {eoco)pp

and the current-charge cross correlation by

0 -1 0
B=pg1'l-1 0 P]J. (12.39)
0 P 0

With this information one obtains the Drude weight

1 0 -P
[(o)y=p""110 & 0|, (12.40)
-P 0 P?

where ¢ is the isentropic speed of sound,

o Bleo+ Pro)(ea + Pro)pg
<7’07“0>Cp’ﬁ<€060>cp’ﬁ — (<T060>§375)2 .

(12.41)

Finally we have to list the two dynamic characteristics introduced before. The Onsager
matrix turns out as

0 0 0
L=1]0 ag 0 1. (12.42)
0 0 o2

e

The only nonvanishing matrix elements are momentum-momentum and energy-energy cur-
rent. The notation is supposed to indicate that they are related to the noise strength in a
Ginzburg-Landau fluctuation theory. But the defining time integral (IZ29) cannot be ex-
pected to yield an explicit expression. The 0’s at the upper left borders of the matrix result
from the stretch current being conserved. The 1, 2 matrix element vanishes, since momentum
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and energy have opposite signs under time reversal. The resulting diffusion matrix is given
by

D=0 o2 0], (12.43)

2 2
acy 0 of

0 0 O
p

where v = —(roVen,0)% 5 / (roro)pz- Note that L, and hence D, has a zero eigenvalue. Since

[A, D] # 0, still ~§<>(/f,t) — 0 as t — oo, except for k£ = 0. If one reinstalls a nonzero
mean velocity u, the Gibbs state is no longer invariant under time reversal. By a Galilean
transformation, one can still figure out the various matrices. As a particular consequence,
while Ly, = 0 for n = 0, 1, 2 because of stretch current conservation, the cross term L; 5 # 0.
The diffusion matrix also picks up further non-vanishing entries.

In position space, on the Euler scale S°(x, t) consists of three d-peaks, the heat peak at rest
and the two sound peaks traveling with velocity +c¢. The diffusion term broadens the peaks
as v/t. While this prediction looks innocent, it is completely off the track as noted already
in the mid-1970ies. We quietly assumed that I'y;(¢) and I'y5(t) are integrable. A more
refined theory arrives at the conclusion that both current correlations decay generically as
|t|=2/3, which is well confirmed by molecular dynamics simulations. Also the shape functions
differ from a Gaussian. The heat peak broadens as t*° with the symmetric Levy—g function
as shape and the sound peaks broaden as t/®. Their shape function equals the spacetime
covariance of the stationary stochastic Burgers equation. In fact, there are three universality
classes. For one of them, I'; 1(¢) and I'y5(t) have an integrable decay and then the claims
from the linear theory are fully confirmed.

12.3 Navier-Stokes equations for the Toda fluid

For the Toda lattice there is currently no method to compute the Onsager matrix directly on
the basis of the microscopic model. However, using form factor expansions, for the §-Bose gas
a closed formula for the L-matrix has become available. By itself this is a surprising result.
To explicitly compute transport coefficients for many-body systems is a rare exception. By
the much emphasized analogy between integrable systems, one arrives at a firm prediction
for the Toda fluid. We state here merely the result and discuss some of its consequences.
The notations introduced Section will be used.

The matrix L,, , uses the basis consisting of monomials ¢,. Structurally more transparent
are matrix elements computed for general functions over R. We first introduce the kernel

K (w1, wz) = pp(wi) pp(ws) [v (wi) — v (ws)| [T (wy, ws) %, (12.44)
the integral operator % being defined through

TV = (1—Tp,) T, (12.45)

and its action on the constant function,

k(wy) = fR dwy K (wy, wy). (12.46)
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Clearly, T% is a symmetric operator and thus also K. Then, for general functions f, g on R,

dwydw,K (wl,w2)(fp :((wug) = fp :(Ejll))) (gp :((w“f)) = gp :((u)“)ll>)). (12.47)

tip-3 |

As it should be, L is symmetric and L > 0. To determine possible zero eigenvalues, we note
that K (wy,ws) > 0. Hence Lf = 0 implies

F(w) = cps(w) (12.48)

with arbitrary ¢ € R, which has f = cgj is only solution. The zero subspace of L corresponds
to the projector |go){(s|.

The diffusion matrix is obtained from the Onsager matrix as D = LC~!. The C matrix
for the Toda lattice has been stated in (7.22]). For the Toda fluid the comoving terms ¢,s,
and the factors of v are dropped, with the result

C = (1= puT) " py(1 = Tpu) ™. (12.49)
Hence
Cil = (1 - Tpn>p;1<1 - pnT) (1250)
and
(Clg)* = p, ' (1 = paT)g. (12.51)

Note that the zero eigenvalue of D has the left eigenvector ¢y and the right eigenvector

(1— pnT)_lpppS.
For applications it will be more convenient to have also the integral kernel of D available.
To separate into a diagonal multiplication operator and smooth off-diagonal integral kernel,

we set
Uf(w) = ps(w) ™ ((1 = Tpa) "' f)(w) (12.52)
and
UC™ g(w) = (ps(w)pp(w)) " (1 = paT)g) (w). (12.53)

Using the symmetry of K, one arrives at

{f,Dg) = JRZ dwdws K (wy, wa) (U f (w)UC ™ g(wr). — U f(w)UC™ ' g(w5)) (12.54)

Setting K = UTKUC™, it follows
D(wy,wy) = —K (wy,ws) + 0(w; — wo)UTkUC™ (wy, wy), (12.55)

where k is regarded as multiplication operator. Since the left eigenvector of D is ¢, if
K(wy,ws) = 0 and also UTkUC ! (wy,w;) = 0, then the operator —D has the structure of
the generator of a time-continuous Markov jump process.

A control check of (I2:47) is easily performed using the model of hard rods. Firstly,
the various kernels and functions appearing in (I2.47) and (I2Z54) are explicit. Secondly,
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there is an exact expression for the structure function, here denoted by Smn(k;, t), and the
asymptotic behavior (I2:33) is confirmed. Using a sum rule as in (IZ28)), the total current
correlator I',, ,,(f) can be worked out, with the result being proportional to 6(¢). Thereby
the time integral trivializes and the Onsager matrix is obtained as

L(wy, we) = (ap)*(1 — ap) " (6 (w1 — wa)r(wy) — [wy — wa|h(wy)h(ws)), (12.56)
where r(w) = {; dw'h(w’)|w — w’|, and the diffusion matrix as
D(wy,ws) = a(ap)(1 — ap) ™" (6 (wr — wa)r(wy) — h(wy)wy — wal). (12.57)

Concluding, for hard rods (I2.47), (I2.54)) are in agreement with (I2.56)), (I2.57).

Based on our input, in analogy to classical fluids, the Navier-Stokes type equation of the
Toda fluid is given by

Orpp(,t) + 00 (v (2, 1) pp(x, 1)) = 0, D0ypp(, 1) (12.58)

with diffusion matrix D of (IZ55). The transformation to quasilinear form can still be
carried out and yields

Orpn (2, 1) + v (2,8)0ppn(w, 1) = ps(z,t) (1 — paT)0p DOypp(,t). (12.59)

There is one fundamental physics property which can be checked directly. The balance
equation for the local entropy will have a flow term and a production term. The latter should
be positive, thereby reflecting the second law of thermodynamics. The entropy is defined by
minus the second term of ([9.28), upon setting p = p,. Hence the time derivative reads

08 = =0 pspn10g pn) = —((10g pn)01pp) — {PsCipn)
= ((10g pn) 2 (v pp)) + {psv™ Oupny — {(10g pn + (1 = paT)) 0u(Dupp)), (12.60)

where (I2.58) and (I2.59) have been inserted. The first order derivative terms contribute to
the flow term, where the second summand is cancelled by writing

{(1og pn)0u (v py)) + {psv®T 0 puy
= 0,{(10g pn)v™" pp) — (03 10g P )V pp) + (s Oppny = 0x{(log pn)v* ppy.  (12.61)

For the third summand we move the leftmost ¢, in front, as before. This yields a second
contribution to the flow term as

— 0:{(log pn + (1 = Tpn)) Ddrppy (12.62)
and the dissipative term
Using 0yps = T'0,pp, one arrives at the identity
P Oepn = pp (1= paT)0zpp. (12.64)
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We now substitute D = LC~! and note that
C™0wpp = (1= Tpa)py ' (1 = paT)0xpp = (1 = Tpn) pry ' Oxpn (12.65)
implying the dissipative term
{(0xpp), CT'LO ™ (0upp)) = 0. (12.66)
Altogether the entropy balance for the Toda fluid reads
0¢S + O4)s = 0. (12.67)

The entropy current is determined to

is = —((log pn)v™ pp) + {(10g po + (1 = Tpn)) Dypp)- (12.68)

For the entropy production the very concise formula

0 = (2upp), C O™ (@up)): (12.69)
is unveiled.
Notes and references

ad 12.1: For general anharmonic chains the sum rules are discussed in [107]. While time
reversal is a standard item, the use of spacetime reversal I learned from [39,[41]. The exact
formula in (I2Z32)) is derived in [102] and the respective current correlations can be found
in [I44]. The Navier-Stokes correction for hard rods is proved in [14], with a result in
complete agreement with (I2.58)).

For simple fluids the necessity to subtract the Drude weight has been recognized in the pi-
oneering paper [78], see [146] for a textbook discussion. In condensed matter physics mostly
one refers back to the Mazur bound [106], which in our context means to sum in (I2:35]) only
over a restricted number of conserved fields. The general formula is stated in [51]. Applying
(I2:35)) naively to the XXZ chain, one would conclude that the spin Drude weight vanishes.
In actual fact, the Drude weight vanishes only for A > 1 in the standard units, while it is
non-zero and nowhere continuous for 0 < A < 1. The resolution can be traced back on
our insistence on strictly local conservations. The XXZ chain has additional conservation
laws which have exponential tails and thus contribute to hydrodynamics, in particular to
the Drude weight. We refer to [88[113] for more details.

ad 12.2: Nonintegrable anharmonic chains are studied at length in [147], where also the
connection to the three component stochastic Burgers equation, alias KPZ equation, is ex-
plained. The hydrodynamic limit of anharmonic chains is studied in [10]. Interesting molec-
ular dynamics simulations are reported in [72]

ad 12.3: The section is entirely based on [39.41], where the Navier-Stokes corrections are
obtained through form factor expansions. The simple looking formula for the entropy pro-
duction is new.
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