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Abstract. We prove that incompressible two dimensional nonequilibrium Langevin dy-
namics (NELD) converges exponentially fast to a steady-state limit cycle. We use automor-
phism remapping periodic boundary conditions (PBCs) techniques such as Lees-Edwards
PBCs and Kraynik-Reinelt PBCs to treat respectively shear flow and planar elongational
flow. After rewriting NELD in Lagrangian coordinates, the convergence is shown using a
technique similar to [ R. Joubaud, G. A. Pavliotis, and G. Stoltz,2014].

1. Introduction

A wide range of nonequilibrium molecular dynamics (NEMD) techniques [5, 7] are used
in the study of molecular fluids under steady flow, and some recent applications can be
found in [1–4,11–21]. Here we study the exponential convergence of the probability density
of Nonequilibrium Langevin dynamics (NELD) under incompressible two dimensional flows
such as shear flow and planar elongational flow with spatial periodic boundary conditions
(PBCs). We consider a molecular system corresponding to the micro-scale motion of a fluid
with local strain rate ∇u and denote the steady background flow matrix of the molecular
system by A = ∇u ∈ R

3×3. The coordinates of the simulation box are given by three
linearly independent column vectors coming from the origin, and we write them in a matrix

Lt =
[
v1
t v2

t v3
t

]
∈ R

3×3, t ≥ 0.
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2 NELD CONVERGENCE

The initial simulation box is given by L0 and the lattice deforms with the background flow
according to the equation

Lt = etAL0.

If L0 is not chosen appropriately, the simulation box can become extremely stretched
with degenerate geometry. For example, in the elongational flow case, if the compression is
parallel to one of the edges of the simulation box, then the box will become degenerate to
a point where a particle and its image become arbitrarily close. Thus in order to perform a
long simulation, we consider specialized PBCs which consist of using a lattice automorphism
represented as a 3× 3 integer matrix with determinant one to remap the simulation box at
various times during the simulation. These types of PBCs were first used in the shear flow
case by Lees and Edwards (LE) [9] and were then later extended to the planar elongational
flow case by Kraynik and Reinelt (KR) [8]. The analog of these types of PBCs which treat
three dimensional flows such as uniaxial flow, biaxial flow, and generalized three-dimensional
diagonalizable flow can be found in [6, 10,32].

The NELD equation is derived in [22,23]. We express it in terms of the relative momentum
p̃ as

{
dq̃ = (p̃+Aq̃)dt,

dp̃ = −∇V (q̃)dt− γp̃dt+ σdW,
(1)

where σ2 = 2γ
β

is the fluctuation coefficient, with β as the inverse temperature, and V is

the potential. We assume that the gradient of the potential is finite. The position and the

momentum of the particles are denoted respectively by (q̃, p̃) ∈ L̃d
t × R

3d, where the set

L̃t = {Ltx
∣∣ x ∈ T

3} (2)

defines the time dependent simulation box. Note that when there is no background flow,
(1) becomes equilibrium Langevin Dynamics

{
dq = pdt,

dp = −∇V (q)dt− γpdt+ σdW,

with (q,p) ∈ Ld
0 × R

3d.
It has been shown (see for instance [24–26, 29–31]) that under suitable conditions, the

equilibrium Langevin Dynamics is ergodic with respect to the Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution

ν(q,p)dqdp =
1

Z
e−βH(q,p)dqdp, Z =

∫

Ld
0×R3d

e−βH(q,p)dqdp,

where Z is the normalization constant, and H is the Hamiltonian of the system given by

H(q,p) =
1

2
〈p,p〉+ V (q).

However, convergence to a limiting measure has not been established for NELD under mov-
ing domains. In this paper, we show the existence, uniqueness, and exponential convergence
of the NELD to a limit cycle following the work done in [27]. In Section 2, we formulate
the NELD in Eulerian and Lagrangian coordinates and the main result of the paper is in
Section 3, where we prove the convergence of the NELD to a probability density function
in Proposition 1.
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2. Reformulation of NELD in Lagrangian coordinates

In this section, we rewrite the NELD equation (1) in Lagrangian coordinates. We then
define the remapped Eulerian domain under shear flow and planar elongational flow using
the LE and KR PBCs respectively in Section 2.1. In order to distinguish from the remapped
coordinates, we refer to the original coordinate systems as “absolute Eulerian coordinates”
and “absolute Lagrangian coordinates.” We then derive the NELD in the remapped coor-
dinates in Section 2.3. We start by considering the change of variables from the absolute
Eulerian to Lagrangian coordinates

{
q = e−tAq̃, q ∈ Ld

0, q̃ ∈ L̃d
t

p = e−tAp̃, p ∈ R
3d.

(3)

Computing the time derivative of the position in (3), and using (1), we have

dq = e−tA
(
dq̃−Aq̃dt

)
= pdt,

taking the time derivative of p gives

dp = e−tA
(
dp̃−Ap̃dt

)
= −e−tA∇V (etAq)dt− Γpdt+ σe−tAdW,

where Γ = (γ +A). Thus, the NELD equation in Lagrangian coordinates is written as
{
dq = pdt,

dp = −e−tA∇V (etAq)dt− Γpdt+ σe−tAdW,

Before we derive the NELD equation in remapped Lagrangian coordinates under LE and
KR PBCs, we give some background on those PBCs.

2.1. Remapping the Unit Cell. We start by defining the remapped Eulerian domain
under the shear flow followed by the planar elongational flow case.

2.1.1. Shear Case. We denote the background matrix of the shear flow by

A =



0 ǫ 0
0 0 0
0 0 0


 , ǫ ∈ R

∗.

At a time t, the basis vectors for the simulation box are the columns of the matrix

Lt =



1 tǫ 0
0 1 0
0 0 1


L0 where L0 =



1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1


 .

Since Lt is highly sheared as t becomes large, the interparticle interaction computation
becomes more difficult. We can prevent this anomaly by applying the LE PBCs which
consists in multiplying Lt by the lattice automorphism matrix

Mk =



1 −1 0
0 1 0
0 0 1



k

=



1 −k 0
0 1 0
0 0 1


 , k ∈ Z,

to get the remapped simulation box lattice

LtM
k =



1 tǫ− k 0
0 1 0
0 0 1


 , k ∈ Z.
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Since M is an integer matrix with determinant equal to one (M ∈ SL(3,Z)), the lattice
basis vectors in Lt and LtM

k generate the same lattice. By choosing k = −⌊tǫ⌉, where
⌊x⌉ denotes x rounded to nearest integer, we ensure that the stretch is at most half of the
simulation box. Then we observe that the stretch matrix is time-periodic with the period
T = 1

ǫ
:



0 tǫ− ⌊tǫ⌉ 0
0 0 0
0 0 0


 = [t]



0 ǫ 0
0 0 0
0 0 0


 = [t]A, where [t] ≡ t mod T. (4)

This implies that the particle position belongs to remapped Eulerian domain

L̂t = {e[t]AL0x
∣∣x ∈ T

3}, where T
3 = R

3\Z3. (5)

In the Section 2.2, we analyse the particles remapped position in L̂t and in the unit cell.

2.1.2. Planar Elongational Flow case. We consider the planar elongational flow (PEF) case
with background flow matrix given by

A =



ǫ 0 0
0 −ǫ 0
0 0 0


 , ǫ ∈ R

∗,

which means that the simulation box elongates in the x direction and shrinks in the y
direction of the standard coordinate plane. As t goes to infinity, a particle and its image
can become arbitrarily close if an edge of the simulation box is aligned with the y coordinate.
This would lead to a breakdown in the simulation. We prevent this issue by applying the
KR PBCs, which consists in carefully choosing the alignment of the initial simulation box
and remapping the simulation box with a matrix M ∈ SL(3,Z). We choose M such that it
is diagonalizable with eigenvalues of the form

MS = SΛ, Λ =



λ 0 0
0 λ−1 0
0 0 1


 , λ > 0, λ 6= 1.

We choose the initial lattice L0 = S−1 rather than the standard coordinate directions, and
this will prevent particle images from becoming too close. If we remap the lattice basis
vectors by applying Mk, we get

LtM
k = etAL0M

k = etǫDΛnS−1 = e(tǫ+kη)DS−1, where D =



1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 0


 , η = log(λ).

Letting T = η
ǫ
, the stretched matrix [t]A and the position domain of the particles are also

respectively expressed in the periodic form as in (4) and (5).

2.2. Remapped coordinates. Note that under the PBCs, the remapping of the simula-
tion box is followed by remapping the particle positions to lie within the simulation box. In
order to include this remapping in the dynamics, we write down the remapping function for
both particle positions and momenta in both Eulerian and Lagrangian coordinate systems.
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2.2.1. Remapping particle positions in Eulerian coordinates. Here, we define the function

which remaps the particle positions from the absolute Eulerian domain L̃t (2) to the

remapped Eulerian domain L̂t (5). This function chooses the image particle that lives
within the unit cell for the remapped lattice. We start by defining the modulus operation
applied to each vector component

g(x) ≡ x mod 1, where x ∈ R
3.

We then compute e−[t]Aq̃, which maps the particles back to a point in time when an integer
number of periods have occurred. Multiplying by L−1

0 expresses the particle position in
lattice coordinates, where the coordinates corresponding to unit cell is given by [0, 1]3, but
the particle coordinates may be outside this cube due to the cell’s deformation. Applying
the modulus operation g finds the coordinates of images within the unit cell, and then we
map back to Eulerian space by multiplying by e[t]AL0, which gives

ĝt : L̃t → L̂t q̂ = ĝt(q̃) = e[t]AL0 g
(
L−1
0 e−[t]Aq̃

)
.

2.2.2. Remapping particle positions in Lagrangian coordinates. We use the Eulerian remap-
ping function to remap the Lagrangian coordinates, as shown in the following diagram:

L̃t L̂t

L0 L0

ĝt

etA

gt

e[t]A

We map from absolute Lagrangian coordinates to Eulerian coordinates using (3) , perform
the remapping ĝt, and then returning to Lagrangian coordinates:

gt : L0 → L0 q = gt(q) = e−[t]A ĝt
(
etAq

)
.

2.2.3. Remapping particle momenta. We now remap the momentum of the particles from
the absolute to the remapped domains. We start by taking the time derivative of q, we get

dq = dgt(q) = e⌊
t

T
⌋TApdt = pdt,

where we have defined the remapped momentum

ht : R
3d → R

3d p = ht(p) = e⌊
t

T
⌋TAp. (6)

We chose the above mapping based on the form of the position equation dq = pdt, and
we now show that this choice leads to consistency of the NELD equations in remapped
Eulerian coordinates. In remapped Eulerian coordinates, the domain is time periodic but
the coefficients of the NELD are not changed by the remapping. We denote the position in
the remapped Eulerian domain by

q̂ = e[t]Aq, q̂ ∈ L̂t,

and then by taking the time derivative of q̂ over a periodic time θ = [t] ∈ [0, T ) , we get

dq̂ = eθA
(
dq+Aqdθ

)
= eθA(p+Aq)dθ = (p̂+Aq̂)dθ,

where we have defined the relative momentum of the particles in the remapped Eulerian
coordinates by

p̂ = e[t]Ap.
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Since p̃ = etAp by (3), and by using (6), the relative momentum of the particles in the
Eulerian domain are the same, as

p̂ = e[t]Ap = etAe−⌊
t

T
⌋TAp = etAp = p̃.

Thus the NELD as a function of (q̂kT+θ, p̂kT+θ) ∈ L̂d
t × R

3d which is written as
{
dq̂kT+θ =

(
p̂kT+θ +Aq̂kT+θ

)
dθ

dp̂kT+θ = −∇V
(
q̂kT+θ

)
dθ − γp̂kT+θdθ + σdWkT+θ,

has the same coefficients as (1).
Now let us define the momentum remapping function in the Eulerian domain by

ĥt : R
3d → R

3d ĥt(p̃) = p̃.

We summarize the results in this section using the following definitions:

Definition 1. The remapping function from the absolute to the remapped Lagrangian co-
ordinates is given by

Rt : L
d
0 × R

3d → Ld
0 × R

3d Rt((qt,pt)) =
(
gt(qt),ht(pt)

)
.

Definition 2. The remapping function from the absolute to the remapped Eulerian coordi-
nates is given by

R̃t : L̃
d
t ×R

3d → L̂d
t × R

3d R̃t((q̃t, p̃t)) =
(
ĝt(q̃t), ĥt(p̃t)

)
. (7)

Using the above definitions, and the linear map

Φt : L
d
0 × R

3d → L̂d
t × R

3d Φt(Xt) =

[
e[t]A 0

0 e[t]A

]
Xt, (8)

Φ̃t : L
d
0 × R

3d → L̃d
t × R

3d Φ̃t(Xt) =

[
etA 0
0 etA

]
Xt, (9)

we have the commutative diagram as following:

L̃d
t × R

3d L̂d
t × R

3d

Ld
0 × R

3d Ld
0 × R

3d

R̃t

Φ̃t

Rt

Φt

The remapping function from the remapped Lagrangian to the remapped Eulerian domain
is given by

Φt = R̃t ◦ Φ̃t ◦R
−1
t . (10)

2.3. NELD with LE and KR PBCs in the Lagrangian coordinates. Using the
function Rt, we derive the NELD in the remapped Lagrangian domain. The coefficients of
the NELD are time periodic, and we use this periodicity in the analysis that follows. In
fact, we use Rt to consider the change of variables

{
qkT+θ = gk(qkT+θ),

pkT+θ = ekTApkT+θ,
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where θ = [t] ∈ [0, T ) and t ∈ [kT, (k + 1)T ). We use gk to define gt for t ∈ [kT, (k + 1)T ).
Changing variables in the position equation of the NELD gives

d

dθ
qkT+θ =

d

dθ
gk(qkT+θ) = ∇qgk(qkT+θ)

d

dθ
qkT+θ = ekTApkT+θ = pkT+θ,

while in the momentum, we have

dpkT+θ = ekTAdpkT+θ = −e−θA(∇V ◦ g̃k)(e
θAqkT+θ)dθ − ΓpkT+θdθ + σe−θAdWkT+θ.

Thus the NELD as a function of (qkT+θ,pkT+θ) ∈ Ld
0 × R

3d is given by
{
dqkT+θ = pkT+θdθ,

dpkT+θ = −e−θA∇V
(
eθAqkT+θ

)
dθ − ΓpkT+θdθ + σe−θAdWkT+θ.

(11)

3. Ergodicity of NELD under Planar Flow

We start this section by deriving the forward and backward Kolmogorov equation of
the NELD in Section 3.1, then in Section 3.2 we prove the main result of the paper, the
convergence of the NELD to a limit cycle.

3.1. Fokker-Planck Equation of NELD in Eulerian and Lagrangian Coordinates.

We now derive the forward and backward Kolmogorov equations of NELD in Eulerian
and Lagrangian coordinates. In the absolute Eulerian coordinates, the NELD equations of
motion are rewritten as





dX̃t = b̃(X̃t)dt+ Σ̃dWt, X̃t ∈ L̃d
t × R

3d,

X̃t =

[
q̃

p̃

]
, b̃(X̃t) =

[
p̃+Aq̃

(−∇V (q̃)− γp̃

]
, Σ̃ =

[
0 0

0 σ

]
.

(12)

Given any smooth function f̃ ∈ C∞(L̃d
t × R

3d;R) Itô’s lemma says that

df̃(X̃t) =
(
Ũtf̃

)
(X̃t)dt+

〈
∇f̃(X̃t), Σ̃dW

〉
, (13)

where

Ũt =
〈
p̃+Aq̃,∇q̃·

〉
+

〈
−∇V (q̃),∇p̃·

〉
− γ

〈
p̃,∇p̃·

〉
+

1

2
σσT : ∇2.

The symbol : and 〈·, ·〉 denote the Frobenius inner product. Moreover, we derive the gen-
erator Ut of the NELD in the absolute Lagrangian coordinates as follows: rewriting (11) in
the absolute Lagrangian coordinates as





dXt = b(Xt, t)dt+Σ(t)dWt, Xt ∈ Ld
0 × R

3d

Xt =

[
q

p

]
, b(Xt, t) =

[
p

−e−tA∇V (etAq)− Γp

]
, Σ(t) =

[
0 0

0 σe−tA

]
.

(14)

When applying Itô’s lemma, we compute (13) using the change of variables as

d(f̃ ◦ Φ̃t)(Xt) =
(
∂t + Ut

)
(f̃ ◦ Φ̃t)(Xt)dt+

〈
∇X(f̃ ◦ Φ̃t)(Xt),Σ(t)dW

〉
,

where

Ut = 〈p,∇q·〉 −
〈
e−tA∇V (etAq),∇p·

〉
− 〈Γp,∇p·〉+

1

2
(σe−tA)(σe−tA)T : ∇2.
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Now let us write the strong solution of (12) as

X̃t − X̃s =

∫ t

s

b̃(X̃u)du+ Σ̃dWu,

and define the density transition function from one state to another in the continuous-time

Markov chain X̂t = R̃t(X̃t) by

P̂t(ŷ, B̂t) = P
(
X̂t ∈ B̂t

∣∣X̂s = ŷ
)
=

∫

B̂t

ψ̂(t, x̂
∣∣s, ŷ)dx̂, where ψ̂(t, x̂ |t, ŷ) = δ(x̂− ŷ),

∀x̂ ∈ L̂d
t×R

3d, B̂t ∈ B(L̂d
t×R

3d). Here B(L̂d
t ×R

3d) denotes the Börel σ-algebra on L̂d
t×R

3d.

We transform to the remapped Eulerian coordinates using R̃t. Using (10), we define

f : L̂d
t ×R

3d → R f = f̃ ◦ R̃−1
t ,

such that

f ◦ Φt ◦Rt = f̃ ◦ R̃−1
t ◦ Φt ◦Rt = f̃ ◦ Φ̃t : L

d
0 × R

3d → R.

Then in the remapped Eulerian domain L̂t, we define the expectation of f : L̂d
t × R

3d → R

with respect to the probability density function above by

φ(s, ŷ) = E
s,yf(X̂t) =

∫

L̂d
t
×R3d

f(x̂)ψ(t, x̂
∣∣s, ŷ)dx̂. (15)

Similarly, in the absolute Lagrangian domain, let us write the strong solution of (14) as

Xt −Xs =

∫ t

s

b(Xu)du+Σ(u)dWu,

and define the density transition function from one state to another in the continuous-time
Markov chain Xt = Rt(Xt) by

P t(y, B) = P
(
Xt ∈ B

∣∣Xs = y
)
=

∫

B

ψ(t,x
∣∣s,y)dx, where ψ(t,x |t,y) = δ(x − y),

∀x ∈ Ld
0 ×R

3d, B ∈ B(Ld
0 ×R

3d) . We define a measurable function f ◦Φt : L
d
0 ×R

3d → R.
Using the change of variables (8), we can rewrite the expectation (15) with respect to the
probability density function above as

(
φ ◦ Φs

)
(s,y) = E

s,y(f ◦Φt)(Xt) =

∫

Ld
0×R3d

(f ◦Φt)(x)ψ(t,x
∣∣s,y)dx, s ≤ t.

Now we derive the backward Kolmogorov equation for the NELD in following lemma:

Lemma 1. [37, Theorem 6.1] The backward Kolmogorov equation for the NELD is

∂sψ(t,x
∣∣s,y) +

(
Usψ

)
(t,x

∣∣s,y) = 0, where ψ(t,x |s,y)|t=s = δ(x − y),

∂sψ̂(t, x̂
∣∣s, ŷ) +

(
Ûsψ̂

)
(t, x̂

∣∣s, ŷ) = 0, where ψ̂(t, x̂,
∣∣s, ŷ)

∣∣∣
t=s

= δ(x̂ − ŷ), s < t.

The forward Kolmogorov equation of the NELD is given in the following lemma:

Lemma 2. For an operator G, let us denote the adjoint operator with respect to Lebesgue
measure by G†. The forward Kolmogorov equation of the NELD is

(
− ∂tψ + U

†
t ψ

)
(t,x

∣∣s,y) = 0 and
(
− ∂tψ̂ + Û

†
t ψ̂

)
(t, x̂

∣∣s, ŷ) = 0. (16)
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Proof. Using the adjoint property, we have in the remapped Lagrangian and Eulerian do-
main respectively

∫

Ld
0×R3d

(
∂t + Ut

)(
f ◦ Φt

)
(x)ψ(t,x

∣∣s,y)dx

=

∫

Ld
0×R3d

(
f ◦ Φt

)
(x)

(
− ∂t + U

†
t

)
ψ(t,x

∣∣s,y)dx,

and
∫

L̂d
t
×R3d

(
∂t + Ût

)
f(x̂)ψ̂(t, x̂

∣∣s, ŷ)dx̂ =

∫

L̂d
t
×R3d

f(x̂)
(
− ∂t + Û

†
t

)
ψ̂(t, x̂

∣∣s, ŷ)dx̂.

Using the previous Lemma, the forward Kolmogorov equation of the NELD (16) follows. �

Note that the probability density of X̂t

ν(t, x̂) =

∫

L̂d
t
×R3d

ψ̂(t, x̂
∣∣s, ŷ)ν(s, ŷ)dŷ =

∫

Ld
0×R3d

ψ(t,x
∣∣s,y)

(
ν ◦ Φs

)
(s,y)dy

satisfies the forward Kolmogorov equation, thus we denote probability density of Xt by

(
ν ◦Φt

)
(t,x) =

∫

Ld
0×R3d

ψ(t,x
∣∣0,y)ν0(y)dy =

∫

L̂d
t
×R3d

ψ̂(t, x̂
∣∣0,y)ν0(y)dy,

where ν0 = ν(0,x). Moreover, the backward evolution from
(
φ ◦ Φt

)
(t,x) to

(
φ ◦ Φs

)
(s,y)

satisfies

(
φ ◦ Φs

)
(s,y) =

∫

Ld
0×R3d

(
φ ◦ Φt

)
(t,x)ψ(t,x

∣∣s,y)dx.

3.2. Convergence of NELD to a Limit Cycle. We show in this section that the Markov
process Xt converges to a limit cycle in the remapped Lagrangian domain, and with the

following lemma that the convergence of Xt to a limit cycle implies the convergence of X̂t

to a limit cycle in the remapped Eulerian domain as well.

Lemma 3. Let us assume that the Markov process Xt converges uniformly to a limit cycle
ψ in the remapped Lagrangian domain and that ψ is smooth and positive. Then the Markov

process X̂t converges uniformly to a probability density function ψ̂ in the remapped Eulerian
domain.

Proof. Since the density ψ is smooth and positive by assumption, we have

E
s,y(f ◦Φt)(Xt) =

∫

Ld
0×R3d

(f ◦Φt)(x)ψ(t,x
∣∣s,y)dx

=

∫

L̂d
t
×R3d

f(x̂)(ψ ◦ Φ−1
t )(t, x̂

∣∣s, ŷ)dx̂

=

∫

L̂d
t
×R3d

f(x̂)ψ̂(t, x̂
∣∣s, ŷ)dx̂,

where ψ̂ = ψ ◦ Φ−1
t . In addition, ψ̂(t, x̂

∣∣·) is smooth and positive as ψ(t,x
∣∣·) is. �
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Now, let us consider xk = (Qk = qkT , Pk = pkT ) ∈ Ld
0 × R

3d, so that (xk)k≥0 denotes a
discrete Markov chain constructed from the particle coordinates at the start of each each
period, where x0 = (Q0, P0) is the initial coordinate of the time-inhomogeneous process
xt = (qt,pt). Then, we define

(UT f)(q,p) = E

(
f(Qk+1, Pk+1)|(Qk, Pk) = (q,p)

)
,

the discrete generator of the Markov chain. In addition, we consider the Lyapunov function

Kn(q,p) = 1 + ‖p‖2n , n ≥ 1 (17)

with the associated weighted L∞ norms defined by

‖g‖L∞

Kn

=

∥∥∥∥
g

Kn

∥∥∥∥
L∞

, g(q,p) ∈ Ld
0 × R

3d,

and the corresponding ‖g‖L∞(L∞

Kn
) norms defined by

‖g‖L∞(L∞

Kn
) = sup

θ∈TT

‖g(θ)‖L∞

Kn

, g(θ,q,p) ∈ TT× Ld
0 × R

3d.

In the remainder of this section, we prove the following propositions:

Proposition 1. (Uniform convergence to a limit cycle) For n > 1, there exists a unique
probability measure

(
ν ◦Φθ

)
(θ,q,p) on TT× Ld

0 × R
3d and constants Cn, λn such that, for

any initial distribution (q0,p0), we have:

(1) Exponential convergence

∀f ∈ L∞(L∞
Kn

),
∣∣∣E

(
(f ◦ Φt)(qt,pt)

)
− f([t])

∣∣∣ ≤ Cne
−λnt

∥∥f − f([t])
∥∥
L∞(L∞

Kn
)
,

where, for θ ∈ TT, the spatial average of f reads

f(θ) =

∫

Ld
0×R3d

(
f ◦ Φθ

)
(q,p)

(
ν ◦ Φθ

)
(θ,q,p)dqdp. (18)

(2) The invariant distribution
(
ν ◦ Φθ

)
(θ,q,p) is smooth, positive, and satisfies the

Fokker-Planck equation

(−∂θ + U
†
θ )
(
ν ◦ Φθ

)
= 0,

∫

TT×Ld
0×R3d

(
ν ◦ Φθ

)
(θ,q,p)dθdqdp = T.

(3) The invariant distribution
(
ν ◦Φθ

)
(θ,q,p) has finite moments of order 2n uniform

in the time variable

θ ∈ TT,

∫

Ld
0×R3d

Kn(q,p)
(
ν ◦ Φθ

)
(θ,q,p)dqdp ≤ Rn <∞

and has uniform marginals in the time variable:

ν(θ) =

∫

Ld
0×R3d

(
ν ◦ Φθ

)
(θ,q,p)dqdp = 1.

The proof of Proposition 1 is completed once we show the smoothness and positivity of
the transition probability (Section 3.2.1), the uniformity of the Lyapunov condition and
the uniform minorization conditions of the generator of the Markov chain (Section 3.2.2).
Then, we derive the convergence in the Law of Large Numbers of the Markov chain in
Section 3.2.3.

Using the above result, we derive the following Proposition:
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Proposition 2. Let us consider f ∈ L∞(L∞
Kn

). From all initial positions, we have

1

t

∫ t

0
(f ◦ Φs)(qs,ps)ds −−−−→

t→+∞

∫

Ld
0×R3d

(f ◦Φt)(q,p)(ν ◦ Φt)(t,q,p)dqdp a,s.. (19)

3.2.1. Smoothness and positivity of the transition probability. First, we show the smoothness
of the transition kernel νt(·) in the remapped Eulerian coordinates using [33, Lemma 22.2.5],
then we show its positivity using [31].

Let H loc
s denote the local Sobolev space of index s. We will use the following Lemma:

Lemma 4. [33, Lemma 22.2.5] If Û †
t is hypoelliptic then

Û
†
t g = h and h ∈ H loc

s at (x̂, ŷ) ∈ (L̂d
t × R

3d, L̂d
t × R

3d) =⇒ g ∈ H loc
s+ǫ at (x̂, ŷ).

Then it follows that:

Corollary 1. Let us assume that Û †
t is hypoelliptic and that there exists νt such that
(
− ∂t + Û

†
t

)
νt = 0.

Then νt(·) ∈ C∞ .

Proof. We observe that if Û †
t is hypoelliptic then, Lemma 4 shows that νt(·) ∈ C∞. �

We finish the first part of the section by showing that Ût is hypoelliptic in the following
Lemma:

Lemma 5. Ût, Û
†
t are hypoelliptic.

Proof. We rewrite the generator of the NELD in the time-periodic domain as follows:

Ût = X̂0 +
1

2

d∑

i=1

X̂i, for 1 ≤ i ≤ d, and

X̂0 =
〈
p̂+Aq̂,∇q̂

〉
+

〈
−∇V (q̂),∇p̂

〉
− γ

〈
p̂,∇p̂

〉
, X̂i =

√
2γ

β
∂p̂i

.

Then, we define L(X̂0, . . . , X̂d), the Lie algebra of the family of the vectorial space operators

(X̂0, . . . , X̂d) ∈ Span(X̂0, . . . , X̂d) satisfying the stability property:

B ∈ L(X̂0, . . . , X̂d) =⇒ [B, X̂i] ∈ L(X̂0, . . . , X̂d), i = 0, . . . , d,

where the Lie bracket between two operators C and D is

[C ,D ] = C D − DC .

Since for every point (q̂, p̂) ∈ L̂d
t × R

3d, we have

[X̂i, X̂0] =

√
γ

2β
(∂q̂i

+ γ)∂p̂i
, ∀i ∈ {1 . . . d},

evaluated at (q̂0, p̂0) span R
3d, it follows that Ût and Û

†
t are hypoelliptic using [33, Theorem

1.1]. Then it follows that Ût and Û
†
t are hypoelliptic as well. �

Now let us prove that the generator in the remapped Lagrangian coordinates has a
positive probability density. We consider the following Lemma:

Lemma 6. Ut has a positive transition kernel.
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Proof. For t > 0 and two points (q0,p0) and (qt,pt), let us consider ϕ(t) be any C2 path

in Ld
0 × R

3d which satisfies ϕ(0) = q0, ϕ(t) = qt, ϕ
′

(0) = p0, and ϕ
′

(t) = pt. Then we can
rewrite the NELD equation as

Vt =

√
2β

γ
e[t]A

(
ϕ̈t +∇V (e[t]Aϕt) + Γϕ̇t

)
,

where Vt is a smooth control. Thus (ϕt, ϕ̇t) is a solution of the control system so that, Ut

drives the system from (q0,p0) to (qt,pt). This implies that the support of the transition
kernel At(q,p) = Ld

0×R
3d,∀s > 0, (q,p) ∈ Ld

0×R
3d. Thus by [31, Corollary 6.2], it follows

that the transition kernel is positive. �

Now, let us denote Bδ(x) the open ball of raduis δ centered at x. We summarize the
results of this section in the following Corollary:

Corollary 2. The Markov process x with transition kernel Pt(x, B) satisfies, for some fixed
compact set C ∈ B(Ld

0 × R
3d), the following:

• for some z∗ ∈ int(C) there is, for any δ > 0, a t1 = t1(δ) ∈ TT such that

P t1(x,Bδ(z
∗)) > 0, ∀x ∈ C

• for t ∈ TT the transition kernel possesses a density ψ(x,y) precisely

Pt(x, B) =

∫

B

ψ(x,y)dy, ∀x ∈ C, B ∈ B(Ld
0 × R

3d) ∩ B(C),

and ψ(x,y) is jointly continuous in (x,y) ∈ C × C.

Proof. The proof of the first argument is based on the positivity of the transition kernel
from Lemma 6 and the second is based on the smoothness of density from Corollary 1. �

We use the above Corollary in the next section to show that the Lyanpunov function
satisfies the minorization condition.

3.2.2. The Invariant Measure of the Discrete Process. The convergence of the Markov chain(
Qk+1, Pk+1

)
is based on the uniform Lyapunov condition [28, Assumpion 1] and the uniform

minorization condition [28, Assumpion 2] that we prove in the following two Lemmas.

Lemma 7. (Uniform Lyapunov condition) There exists an ∈ [0, 1) and bn > 0 such that

UTKn ≤ anKn + bn, (20)

for Kn defined in (17).

Proof. First, let us recall the NELD in the remapped Lagrangian coordinates under the
remappings as follows:

{
dqkT+θ = pkT+θdθ,

dpkT+θ = −e−θA∇V
(
eθAqkT+θ

)
dθ − ΓpkT+θdθ + σe−θAdWkT+θ,

(21)

where (θ,qkT+θ,pkT+θ) ∈ TT× Ld
0 × R

3d, and Γ = (γ + A). Multiplying the second equa-
tion of (21) by the integrating factor eΓθ, we get we have

d
(
eΓθpkT+θ

)
= eγθ(−∇V (eθAqkT+θ)dθ + σdWkT+θ). (22)
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We integrate (22) over a period to get the evolution of p up to, but not including the
remapping, finding

eΓTP−
k+1 − Pk =

∫ T

0
eγθ(−∇V (eθAqkT+θ)dθ + σdWkT+θ).

We multiply the above equation by e−ΓT to get

P−
k+1 = e−ΓT (Pk + Fk + Gk),

where

Fk =

∫ T

0
eγθ∇V (eθAqkT+θ)dθ, Gk =

√
2γ

β

∫ T

0
eγθdWkT+θ.

We apply the remapping to the momentum to obtain

Pk+1 = eTAP−
k+1 = e−γT (Pk + Fk + Gk).

Letting α = e−γT , we have 0 ≤ α < 1. Also, note that Gk has mean zero and covariance
1
β

(
e2γT − 1

)
as

E

[
G

2
k

∣∣∣Fk

]
=

1

β
E

[
2γ

(∫ T

0
eγθ

)
dWkT+θ

2∣∣∣Fk

]
=

1

β

(
e2γT − 1

)
.

Since
∥∥eγθ∇V

(
eθAqkT+θ

)∥∥
2
≤ C, we have

‖Fk‖2 ≤ α
∥∥e−AT

∥∥
2
TC <∞.

Using the previous results, we get

‖Pk+1‖
2
2 ≤ α2 ‖Pk + Fk + Gk‖

2
2 ≤ α2(‖Pk‖

2
2 + ‖Fk + Gk‖

2
2 + 2 〈Pk,Fk + Gk〉)

≤ α2((1 + µ) ‖Pk‖
2
2 +

(
2 +

1

µ

)
‖Fk‖

2
2 + 2 〈Pk,Gk〉+ 2 ‖Gk‖

2
2),

where we choose µ s.t. α2(1 + µ) < 1. Since E

[
〈Pk,Gk〉

∣∣∣Fk

]
= 0, taking the expectation

of K2, we get

E

[
K2(Pk+1, Qk+1)

∣∣∣Fk

]
≤ α2(1 + µ)K2(Pk, Qk) + Cµ,

where Cµ =
(
2 + 1

4µ

)
‖Fk‖

2
2 + 2 ‖Gk‖

2
2. This leads us to find a bound on the expectation of

Kn as

E

[
Kn(Pk+1, Qk+1)

∣∣∣Fk

]
≤

(
α2(1 + µ)K2(Pk, Qk) + Cµ

)n
≤ α2n(1 + µ)n ‖Pk‖

2n
2 + p(|Pk|),

where p is a polynomial of degree at most 2(n− 1), with positive coefficient. Since we have

p(|Pk|)

‖Pk‖
2n
2

→ 0, as ‖Pk‖2 → ∞ =⇒ p(|Pk|) = δ ‖Pk‖
2n
2 + Cδ,

and for δ small, finally we get the uniform bound

E

[
Kn(Pk+1, Qk+1)

∣∣∣Fk

]
≤ a ‖Pk‖

2n
2 + Cδ.

where a = α2n(1 + µ)n + δ < 1. �
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Lemma 8. (Uniform minorization condition) Fix any pmax > 0, then there exists a prob-
ability measure ϑ ∈ Ld

0 × R
3d and a constant κ such that,

∀B ∈ B(Ld
0 × R

3d), P

(
(Pk+1, Qk+1) ∈ B

∣∣∣ ‖Pk‖2 ≤ pmax

)
≥ κϑ(B).

The proof is essentially based on the arguments from [25, 31] which uses the continuity
property of the Markov process, the irregularity and positivity of the transition kernel.
Before we start the proof, we consider the following Lemma:

Lemma 9. [25, Lemma 2.3] If the Markov process x satisfies the assumption in Corollary 2,
then there is a choice of t ∈ TT, an κ ≥ 0, and a probability measure ϑ, with ϑ(Cc) = 0
and ϑ(C) = 1, such that

P(x, B) ≥ κϑ(B), ∀B ∈ B(Ld
0 × R

3d), x ∈ C. (23)

Then the proof of Lemma 8 is following:

Proof. Since the discrete chain (Pk+1, Qk+1) ∈ B satisfies the assumption in Corollary 2,
then using the above Lemma, we have the expected result. �

Using the previous Lemmas, we state the following uniform convergence result for the
sampled chain (Qk, Pk) from [28]:

Theorem 1. [28, Theorem 1.2] If UT satisfies the Lyapunov condition as in Lemma 7 and
the minorization condition as in Lemma 8, then UT admits a unique invariant measure ν
such that for Cn, λn > 0,

f =

∫

Ld
0×R3d

f(q,p)ν(q,p)dqdp,

∥∥∥Uk
T f − f

∥∥∥
L∞

Kn

≤ Cne
−λnkT

∥∥f − f
∥∥
L∞

Kn

. (24)

Then, we derive the convergence of the continuous process (qt,pt) in the following
Lemma:

Lemma 10. The Markov process (qt,pt) converges exponentially to the limit cycle ν ◦ Φt:∣∣∣Es,y
(
f ◦ Φt

)
(xt)− f([t])

∣∣∣ ≤ Cne
−λnt

∥∥f − f([t])
∥∥
L∞

Kn

(
1 +Kn(y)

)
, y = x0,

where f([t]) is defined in (18).

Proof. We work in (q̂, p̂) variables to simplify the proof. We use an argument from [25,36]

and the result from Theorem 1 to show that the Markov process (q̂kT+θ, p̂kT+θ) ∈ L̂d
t ×R

3d

converges exponentially to a limit cycle. The result implies immediately that the Markov
process (qkT+θ,pkT+θ) ∈ Ld

0 × R
3d converges as well. We start by using the result from

Lemma 7 and Lemma 8, and derive from Theorem 1 that

∣∣Es,yf(x̂kT )− f
∣∣ ≤ Cne

−λnkT
∥∥f − f

∥∥
L∞

Kn

Kn(y), f =

∫

L̂d

θ
×R3d

f(q̂, p̂)ν(q̂, p̂)dq̂dp̂,

where we rewrite (24) in remapped Eulerian coordinates. Conditioning on Fθ, we have
∣∣Es,yf(x̂kT+θ)− f(θ)

∣∣ ≤ Cne
−λnkT

∥∥f − f(θ)
∥∥
L∞

Kn

E
s,yKn(x̂θ). (25)
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We compute an upper bound on E
s,yKn(x̂θ) as follows: using the Itô’s lemma, we get

df(X̂t) =
(
Ûtf

)
(X̂t)dt+

〈
∇f(X̂t), Σ̃dW

〉
,

where

Ût =
〈
p̂+Aq̂,∇q̂·

〉
+

〈
−∇V (q̂),∇p̂·

〉
− γ

〈
p̂,∇p̂·

〉
+

1

2
σσT : ∇2.

Then, it follows that

ÛtKn(q̂, p̂) =− n ‖p̂‖n−2
2 〈∇V (q̂), p̂〉 − nγ

(
〈p̂, p̂〉 −

n+ d− 2

β

)
‖p̂‖n−2

2

≤− nγ ‖p̂‖n2 + n ‖∇V (q̂)‖2 ‖p̂‖
n−1
2 + nγ

n+ d− 2

β
‖p̂‖n−2

2 .

Thus, there exists ân, b̂n ≥ 0 such that

ÛtKn ≤ −ânKn + b̂n, ân = nγ, as lim
|q̂,p̂|→∞

ÛtKn

Kn
≤ −ân,

and it follows that

dKn(x̂kT+θ) ≤ (−ânKn + b̂n)dθ +Martingle.

Then, we get an upper bound on E
s,yKn(x̂θ) by using Grönwall’s inequality:

E
s,yKn(x̂θ) ≤ e−ânθKn(y) +

b̂n

ân

(
1− e−ânθ

)
≤ e−ânθKn(y) +

b̂n

ân
.

Plugging the latter result in (25), we have

∣∣Es,yf(x̂kT+θ)− f(θ)
∣∣ ≤ Cne

−λnkT
∥∥f − f(θ)

∥∥
L∞

Kn

(
e−ânθKn(y) +

b̂n

ân

)
.

Defining λn by e−λn = â
1
T
n , we obtain the expected result by redefining Cn →

(
1+ b̂n

ân
eλnT

)
:

∣∣Es,yf(x̂kT+θ)− f(θ)
∣∣ ≤ Cne

−λn(kT+θ)
∥∥f − f(θ)

∥∥
L∞

Kn

(
1 +Kn(y)

)
.

�

3.2.3. Convergence in Law of Large Numbers for
(
Qk, Pk

)
. We use Lemmas from previous

section and mainly [34] to show that
(
Qk, Pk

)
is positive Harris recurrent chain. Thus, the

Law of Large Number holds:

Proposition 3. (Law of Large Numbers for the sampled chain) For any f ∈ L∞
Kn

,

1

N

N∑

k=1

f(Qk, Pk) −−−−−→
N→+∞

∫

Ld
0×R3d

f(q,p)ν(q,p)dqdp a,s.,

for all the initial conditions (Q0, P0).

Proof. Corollary 1 from the previous Section shows that the chain
(
Qk, Pk

)
is irreducible

with respect to the Lebesgues measure. Thus, the result from [35, Corollary 1] based
on [34, Page 199] provides that the chain

(
Qk, Pk

)
is Harris recurrent. In addition as(

ν ◦ Φθ

)
(θ,q,p) is positive using Lemma 6, it follows from [34, Theorem 17.0.1] that the

Law of large Numbers holds. �
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3.2.4. Convergence to the Limit Cycle. We consider the following Lemma:

Lemma 11. The Markov process (qt,pt) converges exponentially to the the limit cycle
ν ◦ Φt from any initial configuration (q0,p0).

Proof. The result from Corollary 1 and Lemma 6 show that the chain is irreducible with
respect to the Lebesgues measure. In addition, the process

(
qt,pt

)
is Harris recurrent

using the result from [35, Corollary 1] based on [34, Page 199]. Thus, the exponential
convergence of the chain (qt,pt) to an invariant measure

(
ν ◦ Φt

)
defined in Lemma 10,

hold for all initial positions. Finally, using [34, Theorem 17.0.1], it follows that the Law of
large Numbers defined in (19) holds as well. �

Now we use the above result to prove Proposition 1.

Proof of Proposition 1. The result from Lemma 11 shows part 1 of Proposition 1, exponen-
tial convergence to the limit cycle of the NELD. We prove part 2 of Proposition 1 using
Lemma 6 and the forward Kolmogorov equation of the NELD as follows: since ν is a positive
probability density function, Lemma 2 gives

(−∂θ + U
†
θ )
(
ν ◦ Φθ

)
= 0.

The last part of Proposition 1 is shown by integrating the equation (20) with respect ν. In
fact, iterating (20) gives

E
s,yKn(x̂kT ) ≤ e−ankTKn(y) +

bn

1− an
=⇒

∫

Ld
0×R3d

Kn

(
ν ◦Φθ

)
≤

bn

1− an
.

�

Now, we derive the proof of Proposition 2.

Proof of Proposition 2. The result from the previous proposition shows that the Markov
process

(
qt,pt

)
converges exponentially to

(
ν ◦ Φt

)
(t,q,p) for all initial positions. In addi-

tion since the chain
(
qt,pt

)
is Harris recurrent ( [35, Corollary 1] based on [34, Page 199])

and
(
ν ◦ Φt

)
(t,q,p) is positive using Lemma 6, it follows from [34, Theorem 17.0.1] that

the Law of large Numbers holds. �

4. Conclusion

In this paper, we study the ergodicity of NELD under shear flow and planar elongational
flow using respectively LE and KR Periodic boundary conditions. This is essentially for-
mulated in Proposition 1 where, after showing existence and uniqueness of the limit cycle
using a Lyapunov function and a minorization condition, we established the exponential
convergence of the Markov chain generated by the NELD equation given all the initial con-
ditions. It will be interesting to establish the convergence analysis for the three dimensional
diagonalizable incompressible flow cases using the R-KR [32] algorithm or the GenKR [6,10]
algorithm. However advanced analysis will be needed since the latter PBCs’s geometry is
not as simple as the current’s cases studied.
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[33] Hörmander, L.. The Analysis of Linear Partial Differential Operators III: Pseudo-Differential Operators.

ZAMM - Journal of Applied Mathematics and Mechanics / Zeitschrift für Angewandte Mathematik und
Mechanik.

[34] Meyn, Sean and Tweedie, Richard L. and Glynn, Peter W. Markov Chains and Stochastic Stabil-
ity,10.1017/CBO9780511626630, Cambridge University Press.

[35] Luke Tierney. Markov Chains for Exploring Posterior Distributions, The Annals of Statistics, ,
10.1214/aos/1176325750.

[36] Sean P. Meyn and R. L. Tweedie. Stability of Markovian Processes III: Foster-Lyapunov Criteria for
Continuous-Time Processes. Advances in Applied Probability .

[37] Friedman, A. Stochastic Differential Equations and Applications. Vol. 1. Probability and mathematical
statistics series, vol. 28 .


	1. Introduction
	2. Reformulation of NELD in Lagrangian coordinates
	2.1. Remapping the Unit Cell
	2.2. Remapped coordinates
	2.3. NELD with LE and KR PBCs in the Lagrangian coordinates

	3. Ergodicity of NELD under Planar Flow
	3.1. Fokker-Planck Equation of NELD in Eulerian and Lagrangian Coordinates
	3.2. Convergence of NELD to a Limit Cycle

	4. Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	References

