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Abstract

We derive Euler equations from a Hamiltonian microscopic dynamics. The mi-
croscopic system is a one-dimensional disordered harmonic chain, and the dynamics
is either quantum or classical. This chain is an Anderson insulator with a symme-
try protected mode: Thermal fluctuations are frozen while the low modes ensure the
transport of elongation, momentum and mechanical energy, that evolve according to
FEuler equations in an hyperbolic scaling limit. In this paper, we strengthen consider-
ably the results in [3] and [12], where we established a limit in mean starting from a
local Gibbs state: We now control the second moment of the fluctuations around the
average, yielding a limit in probability, and we enlarge the class of admissible initial
states.

1 Introduction and results

The deep understanding of transport properties of materials is of fundamental physical
interest. It is also an utmost challenging task from a mathematical perspective, and only
some specific cases have been successfully investigated so far. Here we focus on the deriva-
tion of Fuler system of conservation laws in an appropriate scaling limit, the so-called
hyperbolic space-time rescaling, where both space and time are rescaled by a common
factor n — oo.

The usual route to Euler equations rests on some form of ergodicity: The replacement of
time averages by a spatial averages allows to close the equations of motion for the conserved
fields. These fields usually involve at least the number of particles, conveniently replaced
by elongation in 1-d systems, momentum and energy. However, while the common belief is
that “typical” anharmonic dynamics are ergodic in the large volume limit, it has so far not
been possible to establish it at a mathematical level of rigor. Instead, most rigorous results
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rely on the introduction of some noise that mimics the effect of anharmonic interactions and
ensure ergodicity [18, [7, [14]. In addition, recently, the macroscopic evolution of conserved
charges was derived rigorously for a class of 1-d quantum systems in the hyperbolic scaling
[11], but the number of charges remains unknown as a consequence of the lack of knowledge
on the ergodicity.

In [3] and [12], we have introduced a completely new approach to this question, that
we further investigate in this paper. Indeed, we consider an integrable, hence strongly
non-ergodic, dynamics and show the validity of Euler equations in an hyperbolic scaling
limit. While the integrability and some particular features of our model render possible a
full mathematical treatment, our primary objective is not to exploit these specific aspects.
Instead, we want to convey the message that ergodicity needs not to be the crucial ingredient
for the emergence of the hydrodynamic behavior described by Euler equations. In our work,
the macroscopic description is derived from the fact that mechanical and thermal modes,
corresponding respectively to low and high modes, evolve on strikingly different time scales.
We live to further investigations the possibility of implementing our strategy in the presence
of anharmonic interactions.

Model. We study the disordered harmonic chain described by the Hamiltonian

. Pi +g(qacﬂ - C]x)2
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H =
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where n is the number of particles, with canonical coordinates (py, ¢,) (boundary conditions
will be specified later on and play no crucial role). We will further fix energy units so that
g = 1. The equations of motion are given by

dq, dp,
_— = = A
me—, P p (Ag),

where A denotes the lattice Laplacian. We consider both classical and quantum dynamics,
and these equations of motion should thus be interpreted either as Hamilton equations, or
as Heisenberg equations.

Crucially, the masses m, are assumed to be random and independent. This guarantees
that the spectrum of M~!A is Anderson localized, with a localization length diverging as
one approaches the ground state, where M is the diagonal matrix with M, , = m,, cf.
[8, 22, 10, 2]. The ground state, explicitly given by ¢ (x) = 1/V/N for = 1,...,n, is an
example of a symmetry protected mode, here issuing from the conservations of momentum.
Anderson localization guarantees that thermal fluctuations are frozen on all time scales, so
that the evolution of the mechanical energy is entirely slaved to the evolution of momentum
and elongation (cf. below).

The system has three obvious locally conserved quantities (that may be destroyed at
the boundary depending on the choice of boundary conditions): energy, momentum and
elongation:

n n

H, = Z% <:1—32;+Ti) =: z":%’ P, = zn:px, R, = Zraﬂa (1.1)
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with

Ty = Qz+1 — Qz-
Since the dynamics is integrable, there exists actually a full set of conserved quantities. As
said though, we are not primarily interested in studying peculiarities of integrable systems;
these other quantities will actually remain frozen in the macroscopic limit for the type of
initial states that we consider, cf. [3] [12].

Our choice of working with a one-dimensional lattice is mainly motivated by technical
considerations: No detailed description of the spectrum of M~!'A is available in higher
dimensions, and it is no longer possible to use the convenient elongation variables r, instead
of q, if d > 1. We expect however that our approach extends to higher dimensions, though
one may not be able to carry over a full mathematical proof. In particular, in dimension 3 at
moderate values of the disorder strength, high modes presumably become diffusive instead
of staying localized. Since diffusive motion is too slow to be observed in the hyperbolic
scaling limit, thermal fluctuations would appear frozen as well and we reckon that the
hydrodynamic behavior will still be determined by the evolution of mechanical modes. The
same phenomenology is at play for clean harmonic chains perturbed by a noise |7 [14, [15].

Initial states. We assume that the system is initially in a local equilibrium state, that
is presumably the most common state of matter in usual circumstances. In our case, it is
characterized by three macroscopic (smooth) profiles: the inverse temperature profile 5(y),
the momentum profile p(y) and the elongation profile 7(y), with y € [0,1]. This means
that, at the microscopic site x, the local inverse temperature is 3, := S(z/n), the average
momentum is p, := p(x/n) and the average elongation is 7, := 7(xz/n).

For a classical dynamics, this state is given by a local Gibbs state, see (28] in Sec-
tion 2.1l If the system is quantum, the precise definition is provided by Assumptions
in Section B.1], that involve some clustering conditions. We notice that a local Gibbs state
analogous to the classical local Gibbs state satisfies these conditions, see the definition
(BI4) and Theorem B2lin Section Bl However, our definition is more general and may in
particular be satisfied by pure states. Actually, the eigenstate thermalization hypothesis
and the notion of quantum typicality [9][21][20] suggest that, if the system is prepared
through some thermal process, the state of the system will share many similarities with a
thermal state, and may satisfy the required conditions.

Outline of the results. On the macroscopic level, the evolution of the three conserved
fields H,,, P, and R, is described by the following system of conservation laws, known as
Euler equations:

8tt(y7 t) = % yp(@J, t>7 8tp<y7 t) = 8yt<y7 t)? ate(:% t) = %83/ (t<y7 t)p<y7 t)) (12>

where T denotes the average mass (one may not immediately recognize Euler equations,
because they are here written in Lagrangian coordinates, through the use of the elongation
variable ). More precisely, we have established in [3][12] that, given a smooth test function
f on [0, 1], the following limit on average holds:
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as n — oo almost surely w.r.t. the distribution of the masses, uniformly for any time ¢

smaller than some arbitrary time horizon 7', where z stands for r, p or e, where 3 stands

for ¢, p or e respectively, and where (-), denotes the averaging w.r.t. a local Gibbs state.
It is interesting to observe that the solution e(y,t) to the above Euler equations reads

Py, 1) | Py,
om T g TCW

e(y,t) =

where C(y) is a constant that depends on the initial conditions and is simply equal to the
local temperature in the classical set-up. This means that the macroscopic evolution of
the energy is slaved to the macroscopic evolution of the elongation and momentum, with a
functional dependence that is the same as on the microscopic level. We expect this to be
more general: If O, = f(r,, p,) is a microscopic local observable, its macroscopic description
would be simply given by f(t(y,t),p(y,t)) (we have here taken a local observable depending
on a single site but this restriction can be dropped). We leave this to further investigations.

In this paper, we extend our previous results by proving a convergence in quadratic
variation and allowing for a broader class of initial states in the quantum set-up. In
Theorem 2.1 and Theorem [B.1] below, devoted respectively to the classical and quantum
dynamics, we establish that

< %Zf<§) ro(nt) — i f(y)t(y,t)dy>> S0

< %Zf<§)px<nt>_ i f(y)P(y,t)dy>> S0
< %Zf<§) ex(nt) — i f(y)e(y,t)dy> > S0

as n — 00, almost surely w.r.t. the distribution of the masses, and uniformly for any time
t smaller than some arbitrary time horizon 7'. In addition, (-), refers now to any local
equilibrium state as described above.

The convergence in quadratic variation implies a strong concentration around the av-
erage behavior and provides concrete support to the claim that ergodic averages suppress
fluctuations at the macroscopic scale. It is also a first step towards a more global control
over out-of-equilibrium fluctuations. Indeed, in macroscopic fluctuation theories [4], the
Euler equation would appear as the minimizer of an action functional and macroscopic
fluctuations are expected to be exponentially suppressed as a function of the system size.
We hope that the techniques developed in this paper will prove useful in establishing such
a global picture.

As they stand, our bounds already yield a convergence in probability of the empirical
distributions to their classical limit: For any § > 0,
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as n — 00, with 2 = r, z = p or 2z = e. In the classical set-up, P, denotes the probability
induced by the average (-),, and the claim follows from Markov inequality. Indeed, writing

I%;f( zg(nt) — </f 3(y,t dy)

(On)o
52

we derive

Po(I0a] > 0) = P,(0, >0%) <

that converges to 0 as n — oo.
In the quantum set-up, one first needs to properly define the probability P, on the
left-hand side. Let us define the operators

:%if( ) 22(nt) - (/f 3y, t dy)Id

for any n > 1. Let also P§' be the projector on the spectral subspace spanned by all
normalized states f such that |O%f|ly < 6%. Following the basic postulates of quantum
mechanics, we define

Po(|0n| > 0) = (Id = F§),

and we obtain ) )
(10— PO~ By, _ {02,

g -2
that converges here as well to 0 as n — oo. To our knowledge, it is the first time that such
a limit in probability is shown starting from a fully quantum system. Reminding that p
may be a pure state, the result shows how the probabilistic quantum description may lead
to a purely classical and deterministic behavior in the macroscopic limit.

(Id — Py, <

Remarks on the proofs. The proofs of Theorem 2.1l and Theorem B.1] rely first on our
previous result, the convergence on average (L3)), and on the methods developed in [3] 12].
We refer to these papers for a heuristic description of these methods. Let us here comment
on the principal difficulty that needed to be overcome in order to establish the Theorems
2.1 and B.Il The main technical step was to derive a sufficient decay of correlations for
local observables at the hyperbolic time scale, cf. (230) for the classical case, and (3.42]) for
the quantum case. Indeed, let us take the observable p, as an example. For a finite time t,
(pz(t)py(t)), decays sufficiently fast as a function of |z — y|, assuming that the initial state
has suitable decaying properties, as we do. This decay follows from analyticity and holds
independently of localization. However, this argument breaks as soon as we rescale the
time t with the length of the system n, since faraway observables may in principle become
entangled and correlated. But correlation is suppressed by localization in our case. More
specifically, when |z — y| > n? for some suitable 0 < 6 < 1, localization estimates (Z.IS)
in Lemma provide the desired decay for the high modes of p,(nt) at any time-scale, cf.
(231) and ([B.37). We prove that this decay holds and that the contributions from the low

modes and from the sites with |x — y| < n? is vanishing.



Plan of the paper. In the rest of this paper, the above claims will be made mathemat-
ically rigorous. First, we deal with the classical dynamics in Section [2, where we state and
prove Theorem 2.1l Second, Section [3is devoted to the study of the quantum dynamics;
Theorems [3.1] and are shown there.

2 Classical case

2.1 Model and Result

We consider a classical disordered chain of n harmonic oscillators in one dimension.
The phase space is given by {(p,q) € R*"}, where p = (p1,...,pn), ¢ = (q1,--.,q,) € R®
denote the momentum and position vectors, respectively. We label particles by x € I, =
{1,...,n}. Let us define the discrete gradients V_ : R"™! — R" and V, : R® — R""! such
that, for any v € R* !, w € R*, z € II,, and y € I,,_;, we have

(Vov)s = vz — U5, (Viw)y = wypr — wy, (2.1)

with the convention v, = 0. Let A denote the discrete Laplacian with free boundary
conditions: For any v € R" and x € I,

A=V_V,, (Av)y = Vpy1 — 20, + Vg1, (2.2)

with the conventions v, = v, and vy = v;.
The Hamiltonian H,, is defined on R?" as:

Hn(pa q) = %Z (T]:l—mm + (qx-i-l - %&)2) ) (23)

where {m,}3°, are i.i.d random variables defined on a probability space (£, F,P). We
denote the expectation w.r.t P with E. We let also

m = E(m,).

Furthermore, we assume the law of the random variables to be smooth and compactly
supported in [m_,m,| with 0 < m_ < my < oco. These assumptions are the same as in
[2][3] and allow to exploit results on Anderson localization. Notice that we assume free
boundary conditions gy = ¢; and ¢, = g,41 in (23)), for the sake of concreteness.

Let us define the elongation variable r as follows: for any x € I,,_1,

re = (Viq)a- (2.4)

Free boundary conditions in terms of elongation variable read ry = r,, = 0. From now on,
we describe our model in terms of these variables. The equations of motion (Hamiltonian
dynamics) in this coordinate is as follows:

Ty = (V-l-M_lp)am YIS Hn—la pa: = (V—T)q;7 T < I[n, (25)

where M = diag(my,...,m,) is the diagonal matrix of masses, in the first equation ry =
r, = 0 is considered, and & denotes the time derivative, i.e. @ = da/dt.
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Despite the existence of a full set of conserved quantities, we focus on the evolution
of the locally conserved quantities H,, P, and R, defined in (LI (let us notice that
while H,, and P, are also globally conserved, the conservation of R, is broken at the
boundaries). As initial state of the chain, we take a locally Gibbs state parametrized by
the local values of these three quantities. This state is thus parameterized by a temperature
profile 3 € C°([0,1]) with 0 < - < B(y) < B+ < 00, a momentum profile p € C*([0, 1])
and an elongation profile 7 € C*([0,1]) with #(0) = 7(1) = 0. Given 3,p,T, as above,
the locally Gibbs state is a probability distribution defined on R?"~!, with the following
probability density pf ;

Pipr(r:p) = ZL exp (_% > [% ( v %%)2 + B (12 — m)ﬂ) , (2.6)
n r=1 z

where we used the shorthand notation 3, := (%), p. = p(2), 7w := 7(%) and where Z,
is a normalizing constant. We will drop the subscripts and superscripts from p whenever

there is no risk of confusion. We denote the expectation w.r.t p by (.),: For any suitable
observable O(r, p) : R*~1 — R, we define

O)yi= [ OC.0)p} sl pird (2.7

At the macroscopic level, fix the macroscopic time 7' > 0 and let the initial profile of
elongation and momentum evolve according to the following system of conservation laws:

1 1
8tt<y7 t) = % yp(@J, t>7 8tp<y7 t) = 8yt<y7 t)? ate(:% t) = %ay (t<y7 t>p<y7 t)) ) (28>
where t,p € C1([0,1] x [0,T]), with the following initial and boundary conditions:

t(y,0) = 7(y), p(y,0) = p(y), e(y’o):ﬁz(y) +772(y) L]

2m 2 By) (2.9)
v(0,t) =¢(1,t) =0 Vte0,T].

The hydrodynamic limit on average (L3]) was proven in [3] and we now improve this result
into

Theorem 2.1. Let f € C°([0,1]) be an arbitrary test function. Fix T > 0. Initially let
the chain to be in the locally Gibbs state pjs ;. ([2.8]), corresponding to the profiles 3, p, T
satisfying the assumptions stated in the definition of ([2.4)), and recall () to be the average
w.r.t this state (27). Denote the solution to the microscopic evolution equation (23) by
(r(t),p(t),e(t)). Moreover, let t(y,t),p(y,t),e(y,t) denote the solution to the macroscopic
evolution equation ([2.8)) with initial and boundary conditions [29). Then for any t € [0, T

we have:
<<%Zf(%)m(nt)—/o f(y)t(y,t)dy> > =0, (2.10)

<<%Zf(%)px(nt)—/o f(y)p(y,t)dy> > — 0, (2.11)
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<(%Zf(%)em(nt)—/o f(y)e(y,t)dy> > — 0, (2.12)

as n — oo almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses.

Before proceeding, let us briefly mention that the usual mathematical tool to control
moments similar to the above ones is the relative entropy method (cf. [23|[18]). However,
it is not clear that this method could be applied here, and we are able to handle them with
a novel approach, i.e. by using localization estimates. We devote the rest of this section to
the proof of Theorem 2.1l

2.2 Solution to the equation of motion and localization

The proof of Theorem .11 rests on localization of the high eigenmodes of the chain.
In this section, we solve the equation of motion (2.5]) explicitly and state the localization
estimates. Consequently, we can obtain proper decay estimates.

2.2.1 Solution to the equation of motion

We denote the inner product in R™ by (,),, and we drop the subscript whenever it is

convenient. Recall the definition of matrices V_, V., A, and M 2.1)), (2.2), (2.5)). Taking
the time derivative of (2.5]) we get:

ie= (VoM V_r),, 1<z<n-1, p,=(AM 'p),, 1<z<n, (2.13)

where one should recall 7y = 7, in the first equation, and free boundary conditions (py/mg =
P1/Ma, Dn/Mp = Ppi1/Mpy1) in the second equation.
Notice that AT = A and VI = —V_. Define

Ayi=M"3(=A)M"2 €R™™ A, := -V, M 'V_ e R Dxr-1) (2.14)

A, is symmetric, positive semidefinite, and it has a non-degenerate spectrum almost surely
(cf. proposition II.1 of [16]). We denote this spectrum by 0 = wg < w? < -+ < w?_;, and
designate their corresponding eigenvectors by {cpk}z;é, such that they form an orthonormal
basis for R™. In particular, (¢*, ¢7) = ;.

On the other hand, one can check that A, is a positive symmetric matrix. Furthermore,
. 1 .
if for k € 1,,_1, we denote ¢* := w—IkVJrM’igok, then by using the fact that A = V_V,
it is straightforward to observe that {¢* Z;% is a complete set of eigenvectors for A, with
eigenvalues wi < w3 < .-+ < w?_, similar to the eigenvalues of A,, and they form an

orthonormal basis for R" ! i.e.,
Argbk = wlngka 1 S k S n— 17 <¢ka gbj)n—l - 5k7j7 1 S ka] S n.

We obtain the normal modes of the chain as follows: define py, for k € I2_, ={0,...,n—1},
and 7 for k € I,,_; as

pk‘ = <90k7 M7§p>n = <95k7p>n7 'f,k = <¢k77,>n71- (215>
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Notice that we implicitly defined @* := M~ 2<p We take 79 = 0 by convention. Let us
mention that from the definition we have ¢! = mi«/Z(Zy L my) Y2 for all z € T,.

From equation of motion (2.13), and definition of py, 7 (2.13]), thanks to the fact that
ok, o* are eigenvetors of A,, A, with eigenvalue w? respectively, we obtain:

].A?.k = —wgﬁk, fk = —wsz. (216)
Solving the latter yields: for k € I° ; (recall the convention 7y = 0),
De(t) = pr(0) cos(wit) — 74(0) sin(wgt) = (M~ 2%, p(0)), cos(wit) — (¢F, 7(0))_y sin(wit),
() = 74(0) cos(wyt) + pr(0) sin(wit) = (¢, 7(0)),_1 cos(wit) + (M’éwk,p(()»nsin(wkt).

Therefore, thanks to the above expressions, by using the inverse of (ZI5]), time evolution
of r, p has the following explicit expression:

p(t) = 3" MEha(t) = 3 (cos(wnt)u(0) — sin(ewnt)iy(0) M,
" o (2.17)
r(t) = Z M i(t) = (cos(wit )71 (0) + sin(wgt)pr(0)) ¢F

2.2.2 Localization

The proof of the limit on average ([L3)) relies on localization properties of ¥ = M ’%wk
for £ > /n. We use similar properties in order to obtain proper decay estimates and
deduce (Z2I0)- (2.I2). Therefore, we express the desired localization estimates directly
from [3] and [12] (cf. [1][22] for general theory, and [2][22] for more precise estimates).
Lemma 2.2. Recall the deﬁm’tz’on of the vectors ¥, as ordered eigenvetors of A, (214
and 3" = M~3p%. Let 0 < o < 1, and define I(a) :=|n"=*) n] N Z. There exists C,c > 0
independent of n such that

E Z \(px@y gCeXp(—M), with  &(a) = n*®, (2.18)
kel(o) g(a)

for x,y € 1,,, where we remind that E is the expectation with respect to the distribution of
the masses. Notice that thanks to the fact that masses are compactly supported, the same
estimate holds for ©* with possibly different constants ¢, C > 0 independent of n.

The above lemma is enough to deal with the terms involving p variables. The terms
with 7 variables involve the vectors ¢* but, instead of directly establishing a localization
estimate for these, we will use Lemma 6.3 in [12]:

Lemma 2.3. Recall the definition of A, = M~2(—=A)Mz @I4), and its ordered eigenval-
ues 0 = wyp < wy < -+ < Wp_1. Fix a,v > 0, such that 0 < 2a < v < 1. There exists
almost surely ng € N such that ¥n > ng, and for k € I(a) =|n0~% n — 1] N Z we have:

wit < cn%, (2.19)
where ¢ is a constant independent of n.

Let us remark that the estimate (2I9) is not optimal; we exepect indeed that 1/wy < cn
for all £ € I,,_;. However, (219) is sufficient for our purposes.
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2.3 Evolution of r and p

In this section, we prove the two limits (210) and (211]) featuring in Theorem 211 In
the proof, we take advantage of the limit on average (L3]) which have been proved in [3].
We also use a couple of bounds introduced in [3].

Proof of Theorem [21: (210), (2.I1)). We define the fluctuation variables 7, (nt) and p,(nt)
for any z € I, as follows:

Fu(nt) == ry(nt) — (ru(nt)) pm, Pa(nt) == py(nt) — (pz(nt)) . (2.20)

Adding and subtracting + 3" f(£)(ps(nt)),» inside the square in (ZIT)), and using the
fact that (p,(nt)), = 0 we get:

<<%Zf(§)px(nt)—/o f(y)p(y,t)dy> > = <(%Zf(%)ﬁ$(nt)> >
<< Zf ){pz(nt)) /f >> .

Notice that the last term converges to zero almost surely w.r.t. the distribution of the
masses thanks to the limit on average (I3]). One can do the same for r as well. Therefore,
in order to prove (2I0), and (211 it is sufficient to prove:

e ()Y o e (P aman)) o o

as n — 00, almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses.

Before proceeding, notice that the evolution equation (2.5)) is linear. Therefore, (r;)n,
(py)m satisfy the same set of equations with modified initial data. This is still true for
7, and p,. Consequently, one can solve the equation of motion featuring 7, and p, as in
(217). More precisely, denote the vectors p = p — (p),n, ¥ = r — () » and define

2 2 _ 1 2 ~
pr = pr(0) := (", M 72D}, 7 o= (F, Py, (2.23)

then 7,.(t), p(t) is given by:

fx(t):i:gb’;i:’k(t): y (cos(wkt)ﬁkm)+sm(wkt)ﬁk(0)) b

o (2.24)
Zr%pk () = 3 (count)u(0) = snwi)7u(0)) vz

In order to prove (2.22)), we divide each sum into three parts, and prove that each part
converges to zero almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses. Based on this, we
divide the rest of the proof into three steps.
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Step 1: Low modes. Lemma only provides localization of the high modes. Hence
we treat the contribution of the low modes separately. For proper v such that 0 < v < %
define p°(nt), and 7°(nt) as the “low mode portion” of p, and r: for x € I, let

oty = > pelnt)mgek, oty = Y F(nt)ek. (2.25)
keZN[0,n(1=)] keZN[1,;n(1=)]

In this step, we prove for any ¢ € [0, T]:

L, = <(%zn:f(%)f;(nt)> > =0, L, := << Zf )p2(nt) ) > — 0. (2.26)

for any realization of the masses.
First, notice that p” (2.6) is a Gaussian probability density function, and {r,}"Z] and
{p=}7_, are independently distributed. Therefore, we have for proper z,y € I,,:

= 5$7y mx

<7:a:7°y>p” = 5(%)’ <pmpy>p" = 5964/@7 <7:m15y> =0. (2.27)

Recall the definition of 7y, py (223). For any k, there exists ¢ > 0 independent of n, and
independent of the realization of the masses such that

~2 H_ngk kpmpy ZB <e

w (2.28)

n—1

(7)o = ZB”(%)@’;V Se (Bl =0,

r=1

where first we exploit (2.27), then we take advantage of the fact that 0 < f_ < S(y) (in
fact, we can take ¢ = 8_'), and finally we use the fact that ¢*, and ©* are members of two
orthonormal basis. Recall py,(nt), 7 (nt) from (224)), then from Z28) it is evident that for
any t € [0,7], and any k € I2_,

(D) < e (IR} < ¢, (2.29)

where, as before ¢ is independent of n and the realization of the masses.
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Let f, := f(¥) and I(7) :=[0,n"Y] N Z. We bound £’,, defined in (Z26) as follows:

| o & |Bmnmm),
< ! = — "o e n < —
PEE T m; R = S N N

EZ}iwmmwé)

r=1

S|+

<¢ ]'<@WMﬁ3@wmﬁ2=c(

g% y L:% y < > b nt)pk/(nt)%%> (2.30)

k' el(v)

C - ’ 2~
<— ) (elnt)pi(nt) an<p’£s0’£ = Z (D (nt))?) n

kk'el(v) kef( )
I (1-v)
SCC‘ <7>|:ch -0
n n

asn — oo, for any realization of the masses; where, in the first line we bounded | f;, f,[ /M.,
by C = ||f||>ms > 0 which is independent of n (recall f is continuous on [0, 1], and the
distribution of the masses is supported in [m_,m]), in the second line we take advantage
of the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality i.e. [(AB)n|* < (A?),n(B?),n, in the third line we used
another Cauchy-Schwartz inequality (|(a,b),|* < |a|?|b|? for a,b € R"), in the third line,
we also used the definition of p?(nt) from (2.25]) and obtained a double sum by squaring
this definition, in the fourth line we used the linearity of (-),» as well as the fact that ¢ is
an orthonormal basis ((#*, "), = ), finally in the last inequality we used the second
bound in Z2Z9) ((p7(nt)),» < c).

We can prove £,, — 0 deterministically in a similar way with some small modifications:
we should use the definition of $° instead of 7°, then use the fact that (¢*, ¢¥'),_; = Ok i/,
and finally take advantage of the second bound in (Z28) ( (F2(nt))» < c).

Step2: High modes. Recall 0 <y < 1, I(y) =]n0=",n] N Z, and ([2.25), then define
the “high mode portion” of p, and r as follows:

By (nt) = po(nt) — po(nt) = Y p(nt)yma¢l,

kel(y)

Fe(nt) = Fo(nt) — 7o(nt) = > F(nt)ok.

kel(v)

(2.31)

In this step we prove that

:<<%Zf(%)f;(nt)>> =0, U, = << Zf )P nt>> 0, (2.32)
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almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses. Take 0 < 2y < # < 1. Expanding the
sum and bounding | f(y)f(y")m.m,| < C = || f||%,m+, we have for n sufficiently large:

- o (nt)pe(nt)) n
0<U, < % Z (p3(n )py<n ))p _
nt e Ny
(2.33)

1 D5 (nt)ps(nt)) pm 1 ps(nt)ps (nt)) pn

%, — Z (D3( )py< ))p += Z (D ( )py< )>p
oy n oy
|z—y|<2nf |z—y|>2nf
U Uz

Step 2.1: High modes I (|Jz—y| > 2nY). We defined U, U> in ([233) implicitly. First,
we prove U, — 0, almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses. Before proceeding,
recall the definition of pg(0) = pg, and 7(0) = 74 from (Z23). By using (Z27), observe
that for proper k, k' (we use the shorthand notation B_l(%) =:b,):

n n—1

sz(pz ~ 4 L 2 ’

(Dibre) o = Z =(pabe)n = D_batel (Tl = Dbt (234)
z=1 z=1

Thanks to (2.31]) we have:

1 s az ’
U = — Z Z <pk(nt)pk’(nt)>p"¢l;90§ =

|z—y|>2nf |k,k'€I(y)

Z Z gpmgpy ( (i) pn cOs(wynt) cos(wimt) 4 (FxTp) pn sin(wynt) sin(wk/nt)> <
|z—y|>2nf |k,k'el(y
>2

Y b, "o cos(wpnt) goklaplj/ cos(wgnt) | |+
Z Db | 2 Z

Im nf | 2=1 kel(v) kel(y

n—1
Z sz Z Ph ok sin(wgnt) Z w’;/qﬁfl sin(wnt) || <

|z—y|>2nf | z=1 kel(y) kel(v)
C/ - ! /
5 S DD Ikl Z e o] | +
|z—y|>2nf z2=1 \kel(y) k'el(y
::u;,p
C ! !
. Z R AR DR CEACAR
z—y|>2nf 2=1 \ kel(y) k'€l(v)
::Zj[%’r

(2.35)
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where in the second line we used the definition of p(nt) (224), and the fact that (7pg),m =
0 (2.28)), in the third line we take advantage of G?:ED, and in the fourth line we bounded
|sin(-)], | cos(+)| <1, and |b,| = 87(2) < ¢’ = =" uniform in n.

For any = € I,,, denote J(:c) = {z € I,| |z — z| < n’}. Notice the definition of U,
U;P from the last lines of (2Z35]). Take a single term from the main sum featuring U7
and observe for n sufficiently large (recall E is the expectation w.r.t the distribution of the
masses and recall that here |z — y| > n%):

B> Z Bl L L D el ) = Y. E{ [ D 1kl Z ¥ |10

z=1 \kel(y k'el(y) zeJ(x) kel(v) k'el(y
STE] D] el Z ¥ ] < ) E Z e | +
z¢J(x) kel(w) k'el(y zeJ(x) k'el(y

S B 3 lebll) <0 3 emlocly—al/n) +C 3 el =i/ <

z¢J(x) kel(y zeJ(x) z¢J(x)
40n° exp(—c(ne —n?")) 4+ Cnexp(—c(n’ —n?)) < 4Cexp(—§(n9)),
(2.36)

where in the first inequality we bounded:

% % n—1 % n—1 %
S olslRE < | DD Ikl Z P < (Z\@’iﬁ) (ZWZ\Q) =1,
k=0 k=0

kel(y) kel(y) kel(y
(2.37)

thanks to a Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and the fact that ¢ is an orthonormal basis. We
bounded > ¢y, |g0y'H<p’;'\ < 1 similarly. The second inequality in ([236]) is deduced from
Lemma (modification of (2.I8) by a constant). Notice that this is the crucial place
where we use localization. The fourth inequality in (2.3) is deduced from the definition
of J(z) and the fact that |z — y| > 2n%: more precisely, for z ¢ J(z), |z — z| > n?, and for
z € J(z) (ie. |z — x| <n’), we have |y — 2| > n? thanks to the choice of y: |z — y| > 2n’.
In the last inequality we use the choice of #: 0 < 2y < # < 1, and that n is sufficiently
large.

Recalling the definition of ¢~7 (235]), thanks to the latter estimate (2.36) there exists
c1,C > 0 independent of n such that for n sufficiently large we have:

E(}u;vp})) < Coxp(—en’) = S E(UI?P|) <00 = USP =0, (2.38)

almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses, where we used the fact that # > 0, which
means that the above series is summable, and finally we conclude thanks to Borel-Cantelli’s
lemma.

Recall U" from (2Z30). This expression can be treated similar to U;? thanks to

k
Lemma 23} First, recall for z € I,_;, ¢f = L (21 (A

e S \/nT) Let us denote @ := wy,, with
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3

R

k. := min{/(vy)}. For any n define the sequence a,, := wn
we have C, ¢ > 0 independent of n such that:

. Since @ < wy, for any k € I(w)

E (a0 Y 1608 | <n¥2Cexp(~5z — al/n®), (2:39)
kel(y)

where we used the definition of ¢*, and estimate (2.I8).
Having above estimate, by doing a computation similar to (Z30]), and (237) we can
deduce for n sufficiently large there exist ¢/, C' > 0 independent of n:

/

E(|aU>"|) < Cn'? exp(—cn?) < Cexp(—%ne). (2.40)

Therefore, by Borel-Cantelli’s lemma we have a,U;" — 0, almost surely w.r.t the distri-
bution of the masses. However, thanks to Lemma (i.e. (ZI9)), we know there exists
almost surely ng, such that for n > ngy, we have a,, > % with ¢ > 0. Using these two facts we
deuce that U " — 0, almost surely w.r.t distribution of the masses. Combining U," — 0,
with (2.38) (U P — 0) we get U, — 0 almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses
thanks to (2.33]).

Recall the definition of & (Z32). We can define U, < , U.> corresponding to r variable
similar to U, Uy as in ([2.33):

us = > [Emt)Es(nt)) |, U = > [Emt)Es(nt)) -] (241)
lz—y|<2n? |z—y|>2nf

Then we can prove I/{;f — 0 almost surely, with respect to the distribution of the masses
as we did for &;. We only sketch the former, since these proofs are almost identical.
First, one can compute U~ similar to (Z35) and decompose the r and p contribution
and define U >" U, >P similar to ([235). Then one can observe that U >* = U>" — 0
almost surely. Proving U;f” — 0, almost surely, is similar to the previous terms: First we
decompose the sum in U;f” into two parts similar to (2.36]), then we use proper estimates.

The only difference lies in the following estimate: Define b, = ©?*n®7 (recall @ = wy, with
k. = min{I(vy)}). Then similar to (2:39), one can observe that there exist ¢, C' such that

E(bn > [0t | <n®Cexp(—clw— z|/n™). (2.42)

kel(y)

Consequently, one can deduce that b, >" — 0 almost surely, as we did for a,l4>" in
(2:40)). Therefore, thanks to Lemma we can deduce there exists almost surely ng such
that for n > ng, we have b, > c% Hence, we have Z/{;f”’ — 0 almost surely. This finishes
the proof of the fact that 2,> — 0 almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses.

Step 2.2: High modes IT (|z —y| < 2n?). In this step, we prove U and U, < defined in
[233) and (2.41]) respectively, converge to zero almost surely. Similarly to the computation

15



in (2.36]), thanks to the definition of p(n
any x € I, (recall I(y) =|n'™7,n|NZ, b,

t) QBII) and identities (2.28]), (2.34]), we have for

BHE)):
(p:v< k k’
( = ) el (r(nt)pi (nt))
k' €1(y)

2
sz Z cos(wknt)goigoz sin(wknt)goiqﬁ’j <
z=1 kel(y) kel( )

B 2
CZ Z cos(wpnt) " |+ CZ Z sin(wgnt)pheh | =
z=1 \kel(y) z=1 \kel(y)

C Z cos(wynt) cos(wpnt)roh ng’jcp’j +C Z sin(wynt) sin(wpnt) k" Zgbkgbk

kK €I(7) kK €I(y

3
—

C Z (cos®(wynt) + sin®(wpnt)) ()2 < CY (") =C,

kel(w) 0

B
Il

(2.43)

where in the first inequality we bounded b, by C' = 3-! (which is independent of n and the
realization of the masses). Notice that in the first inequality, we used the fact that all the
terms in the sum are positive (i.e. b, > 0). In the last two lines we used the fact that ©*, ¢F

are orthonormal basis ((pF, %), = Sppr, (B, V1 = Oppr, D, @F0" =37 Fok = 6 ).
Recall the definition of U (2.33)) with 6 < 1, then thanks to (2.43]) we have:

<_ 1 p;(nt)py(nt) 1 (po(nt))? 1 (B (nt))? 1
U, = — oS o o <
; ||Z< e Z< )
(2.44)
la—y<2nf|

where in the first line we bounded U~ by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, and in the second
line we used (2.43]). Recall the decomposition U,, < C(U;- +U;) [233). In Step 2.1, we
observed that U, — 0, almost surely. Combining this fact with (2.44)), we deduce that
U, — 0, almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses.

Recall the definition of I, < (Z41]). Exactly similar to (243)), one can bound ((7%(nt))?)
thanks to its definition (2Z31]), and averages (2.28), (2.34): for any z € [, there exists

=1 = C > 0 independent of n and realization of the masses such that
((F3(nt))?)m < C. (2.45)

Similar to (2.44]), by using a Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and the bound (2.45]) we deduce,
that < — 0. Having the latter, we also proved U;f — 0, almost surely in the previous
step. Therefore, thanks to the bound U’ < C(U,> +U,~) we conclude U’ — 0 almost
surely w.r.t distribution of the masses. This finishes the proof of (2.32]).
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Step 3: Summing up. Recall the definition of P,, £, and U, [222)), (2.26), and
232). Since p,(nt) = po(nt) + ph(nt) (cf. (231), (2.25)), one can observe that P, <
L+ Uy + (L))} (Uy,)? thanks to a Cauchy-Schwartz inequality (|(AB) .| < (A2)Z,(B2)3,).
Hence we have P, — 0, almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses, since £ — 0,
and U, — 0 almost surely thanks to ([2.26), and ([2.32). We can deduce R, — 0 (222)
almost surely similarly, by using the fact that 7,(nt) = 79(nt) + 7a(nt), and £, — 0,
U/, — 0, almost surely. This finishes the proof of ([2.22]), and we conclude first two limit of

Theorem 2Tt (2.10]), and (Z.11)). O

Remark 2.1. The bound (243) is true for p, as well. Moreover, similar to (243), we
can bound (p2(nt)/my)n by By from below. This means the temperature at each point is
bounded by the maximum and minimum of the temperature profile at each time.

Remark 2.2. Notice that in the above proof, for proving P, — 0, R, — 0 almost surely
w.r.t distribution of the masses, [222]), we only used the fact that f is bounded. Therefore,it
is straightforward to observe that (Z22) holds for bounded f as well.

2.4 FEvolution of e

In this section, we prove (2I2)). Again, our proof rests on the limit on average (L3).
Proof of Theorem [21: (212). Similarly to (2.20), let us define:

éx(nt) == ey(nt) — (ex(nt)) ,m = E (M +r2(nt) — AU (ri(nt)),)n) . (2.46)

2 My v My

Similarly to ([222), one can add and subtract = >°"_, f(£)(e,),» inside the square in (2Z12).
Then using the limit on average (L.3)), it is clear that in order to obtain (2Z.12)) it is sufficient

to prove ,
&, = <<% Zf(%)éx(nt)> > 0, (2.47)

almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses. Plugging the definition of (2.46]) into
1

([2.47), and taking advantage of Cauchy-Schwartz inequality ([(AB)| < (A4%)2.(B?)2.),
we observe that for deducing (247) it is enough to show:

T = <<%Zf(%) (2 - <pf’;f§)>pn)> > S0

o { (£ 320 (o = ) ) ) oo

almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses. In the following, we prove B, — 0
almost surely. The proof of R,, — 0 goes in parallel, and we omit it for the sake of brevity.
Let us denote

(2.48)

Pe(nt) = <px(nt)>p" )

17



and recall the definition of p,(nt) = p,(nt) — p,(nt) R20). Since (p,(nt)),» = 0, after a
straightforward computation, we have for x,y € I,:

((p2(nt) — (P2 (nt)) ) (py(nt) = (Py(nt))n ) =
(B (nt)By (n)) g — (B (n)) g By (n) g + 4D (n)Py () (P () By (1)) i+ (2.49)
202 (nt) (P (nt)y (n)) o + 20y (n) (P () By (L)) o

Notice that owing to the definition of p™ (2.6), for any realization of the masses (p(0),r(0))
is a Gaussian random vector, where the randomness refers to the probability distribution
p". In addition, the evolution equation (ZX) is linear, and the vector (p(nt),r(nt)) can
be written as (p(nt),r(nt))" = O(t)(p(0),r(0))" for a linear transformation O(t), as we
observed in (ZI7). Therefore, the vector (p(nt),r(nt) is another Gaussian vector. Con-
sequently, (p(nt),7(nt)) is a zero mean Gaussian vector (equivalently if p"(¢) denotes the
solution to the backward equation, p"(t) will be Gaussian). Hence we can use Isserlis’ theo-
rem (Wick’s theorem cf. [I3]) and observe that any odd moments of p, 7 is zero. Moreover,
for any even moment we have pairing. More precisely, for k odd (pg, (nt) . .. Ds, (nt))m =0,
for any x1, ...,z € I. For even k we have

(Bos(n) g0 = > [T B (0t)p, (n)) . =
mell {i,j}en
(B (nt)By (nt)) g — (B (n)) g (B (n)) g = 2(P(n)py (nt)) 55 (P () (1)) = O
(2.50)

where 7 denotes a pairing of I i.e. a partition of I, into pairs {7, j}, and Il denotes the
set of all these pairings; the product here is over all the pairs inside a pairing.

As a result of (2.50)), we rewrite (2.49) as:

((pz(nt) — (pz(nt)) ) (y (nt) — (y(nt)) ),
= 2(po(nt)py (1)) + 4P (nt)py (nt) (B (nt)py (1)) . (2.51)

Before proceeding, let us recall the estimate (3.6) from [3]: There exists a constant C' > 0
independent of n and the realization of the masses such that, for any n and z € I, :

[(pe(nt))pn| < €, [{ra(nt)) | < C. (2.52)

Furthermore, following the exact same line of (243)) (with only replacing p2(nt) with p,(nt)
and summing over I9 instead of I(7)), it is evident that there exist C' > 0 independent of
n and realization of the masses such that for any n and z,y € I,,, we have ( in fact one can

take C' = B_1):

Pa(nt)Py(nt)) g

<ﬁ§(nt)
MYy,

L) e £C, (Pt £ C — ’<

<C, (2.53)

where we used a Cauchy-Schwartz inequality.
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Recall B, from (248). Expanding the square, and using the identity (Z51I]) we have,
with f, == f(£),

0<p, % z": N <<ﬁx(nt)ﬁy(nt)>in +21314(nt)15y(m)qax(m)py(m»pn) .

2c1 - (Pz(nt)py(nt)) <' (Pz(nt)py(nt)) 19 Pz (nt)py(nt) D <& i (Pz(nt)py(nt))
w2 2| g, T, i, |) S 2 T
::m?2.54)

where ¢y, ¢; are independent of n and realization of the masses. In the first inequality
we bounded |f(y)f(y')| < ¢, since f is bounded, and in the second inequality we take
advantage of (Z53) to bound the first term, and (Z52)) as well as the fact that distribution
of the masses is compactly supported in [m_,m ] to bound the second term.

Gathering a couple of results from Sec. 23] it is straightforward to observe that B/ — 0
almost surely, where 3/ is defined in the last line of ([2.54)): Recall p2(nt), po(nt) (231,
[2.25), where p,(nt) = p3(nt) + po(nt) then we have:

Co = [ (P2(nt)pe(nt))n | co = | (DS(nt)DS(NE))
o< < (p5(nt)py (nt)), A (P5(nt)py (nt))
n? = My, n? = My,
—l —m2 g
I o (2.55)
) <'<px(nt)py(nt)>p" ’(pm(”t)Py(”t»pn )
n? Ryt MMy, Mg,
=)

Observe the definition of PL, P2 P2 in the above expression. P. — 0 as we proved in
230). P2 < U + UT) thanks to ([2.33). However, we observed that U — 0 almost
surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses after ([2.40). Moreover, we showed U~ — 0 in
(244). Hence, P2 — 0 almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses. Therefore, it
only remains to prove that B2 — 0. Thanks to Cauchy-Schwartz inequality (|[{AB)| <
(A2)2(B%)2) we have:

L5~ (Fmt)2)z | (1 > (5 (nt)?) s~ (52 (nt))2) 2,

0<P <2 | - — <C'| - — 0,
n < /My n =1 /My n /My
:ZTCZ{’ .
(2.56)

where we bounded the second sum thanks to the bound (%} o < C (2Z43); moreover,
the last limit is deduced from (230), where we proved (£)? — 0 (L£!” is positive). There-
fore, we conclude that B/, — 0 almost surely thanks to (2.55]), and this finishes the proof
of ([248) for B,, thanks to (2.54)). As we mentioned the proof of the fact that 3%, — 0
almost surely w.r.t distribution of the masses is exactly similar, where, one should take
into account the corresponding bound for r in (Z52)), (253]). This finish the proof of (248)
which finishes the proof of (ZI2]) and Theorem 211 O
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3 Quantum Case

3.1 Model and Results

The quantum disordered harmonic chain of size n is defined as follows: Denote the space
variable by £ € R"™1 let the state space be given by the Hilbert space H,, := L*(R"!, df),
denote the elements of H,, by bold ket notation |), and denote the inner product in H,, by
(¢|¥). Denote also the Schwartz space by S(R"!: C), which is dense in H,,. The elongation
operator r, for any x € I,,_; is defined on S(R"~!, C) as follows: for any |¢) € S(R"~!;C)

r$|¢(£la .o 151:, sy §n—l)) = §m|¢(£la ceey éx, ey £n—1))7

Correspondingly, for x € [, p, denotes the momentum operator of particle z, and it is

defined as follows: for any |¢) € S(R"™!; C)

0 0
px|¢(§l7 s )53:) oo 1511—1)) = —1 (85 ) - f) |¢(£l1 s )6.1:) oo ,gn—l))~

We assume free boundary conditions ro = r, = 0, which means p; = i0/0,, and p, =
—i0/0, , (0/0¢, = 0/0, = 0, by convention). This means that >_"_ p, = 0, correspond-
ing to the fact that we define our model from a center of mass observer’s viewpoint, without
loss of generality. The canonical commutation relations (CCR) read ([a,b] := ab — ba):

[rory] = [PeyPy] =0, [ra Py = (Guiy—1) — Ouy) » Yz € Loq,y € L,. (3.1)

The Hamiltonian operator §),, is defined on S(R"~!; C) as

n

0y _lz<p_i+r2) = zn:e (3.2)
" 2a\m, ) T e '

r=1

where {m,}22 ;| are the i.i.d random variables defined after (Z3]). The operators p,, r,, and
consequently e, and $),, are essentially self-adjoint on H,, (cf. [19], [I7]). Therefore, we
consider their closure on H,,, that we denote with the same symbols. The dense domain of
£, is denoted by D($,).

The chain evolves in time according to the Heisenberg dynamics generated by $),:
For any t € R, ™" is well define thanks to the spectral theorem, since §,, is self adjoint.
Therefore, using Stone’s theorem we can define the one-parameter group of authomorphism
7, on B(H,) (set of bounded operator on #,,) as

a(t) == 1"(a) = €rae™™",  a € B(H,).
Notice that a(t) is the solution to the Heisenberg equation
a= i[9, a], a(0)= ay, (3.3)

where @ = 0,a(t). This equation holds in the strong sense on the proper domain. Appeal-
ing to Stone’s theorem, we can extend the domain of 7;" to certain unbounded operators
such as ry, ps, e (cf. [B][6][17][12][19]). Denoting 7;*(r), 7' (p), 7;'(e) by r.(t), p=(t),e.(t)
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respectively, one can observe that, thanks to the CCR (B.1]), r,(¢) and p,(t) are the strong
solutions to the Heisenberg equations
Pz = Z[ﬁna pm] = (v—r)az = ra:(t) - ra:—l(t)a YIS Hna

My = Z[f)n, rm] = <V+M71p)x = % - &7 T e an
Mgt1 my

(3.4)

on a proper domain, where V_, V, and M have been defined in (2.I)) and below (2.5).
Notice that r, p in (3.4]) should be understood as vectors of elongation and momentum
operators (and by abusing the notation matrix multiplication V_r should be understood as
multiplication of a finite dimensional matrix and a vector of operators). Let us emphasize
that since our system is quadratic, the evolution equation for r and p in the quantum case
(B4 is similar to the classical case (2.5]).

Given initial smooth profiles p,7 € C'([0,1]), such that 7(0) = 7(1) = 0, fol p(y) =0,
and b € C°([0,1]) with 0 < b_ < b(y) < by, we define the state (density matrix) o"?® €
B(H,) such that for each n, o['?? is trace-class and bounded with Tr(()g"??) = 1 (as in the
classical case, supersripts will be omitted whenever possible). In addition, for any operator
a such that agl? b be trace-class we define:

<a)92,,;,5 = Tr(()agiP?). (3.5)
Finally we impose that o, 7P represents a local equilibrium state, by imposing the following
set of conditions:

i 7DD,
Assumptions on o) "

1. Local mechanical equilibrium: For any y € [0, 1],

{Fingy)) o = T<M>a ! (Plny)) rrb = ip([ny]) + el (3.6)

T
n Miny) o n

In

where for all y € [0,1], € ¥ 5 0 as n — oo almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the

masses.

2. Local thermal equilibrium: Let

2 b Fo = o —i(Pp 3.7
T A P TT  § C
For any test function f € C°(]0, 1]),
1 —
n Z F(Z) &) oo = | F(y)b(y)dy, (3.8)

almost surely w.r.t to the distribution of the masses. Contrary to the classical case,
b(y) cannot longer be identified with a local temperature 37! (y), cf. (3.I6) below.
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3. Polynomial clustering: For x € I, let us use the notations O := ¥, and O? := p,,
see [B7). There exists C' > 0 such that for any n, any x, s, 23,74 € L,, any
f1, 182,83, 84 € {r,p}, and any realization of the masses, we have:

c :
<O£1103«22>QZ,5,B < m, with a; > 2,
<Oﬁ1 O Oﬁ3> R C with @y > 3
T S ‘ max{‘l’z — x1|7 |.T3 — x2|}|a27 = 9 (39)
(02020808 55— (08,02) 55 (0B08) 15| <
C C '
_ as _ as _ as _ a3’ Wlth a,3 Z 2
|:E2 :E3| |l‘1 $4| |$1 IE3| |1‘2 1‘4|

with the convention % = 1.

Initially, we prepare the chain in the state QZ@B having the above properties. Let us

emphasize that this state could be either a mixed state or a pure state i.e., g7 = [} (¥)|
for a suitable wave function ¥ € H,,.

The evolution at the macroscopic level is still given by (28]), where one should modify
the initial datum (Z9) by replacing 3~(y) with b(y) featuring in (3.8):

Ply) | ) |
5 T g +0(y),

p(y), e(y,0)=
0, 77.

t(y,0) =7(y), p(y,0) (3.10)
=0

v(0,t) = ¢(1,1) vVt e
We prove the following result:

Theorem 3.1. Let f € C°([0,1]), and fix T > 0. We assume that the initial state
olPP parametrized by the smooth profiles p, 7, b satisfies the conditions (3.8) to (3.9). Let
(r(nt),p(nt),e(nt)) be the vector of evolved operators according to the Heisenberg evolu-
tion [B.4). In addition, let (t(y,t),p(y,1t),e(y,t)) be solutions to the macroscopic evolution

equations (2.8) with initial datum B.I0). Then for any t € [0,T],

<<%Zf(%)rm(nt)—/o f(y)t(y,t)dy> > - =0, (3.11)

5Py
n

<<%Zf(§)%(nt) —/O f(y)p(y,t)dy> > =0 (3.12)
<<%Zf(%)ex(nt) —/0 f(y)e(y,t)dy> > — 0, (3.13)

7,p,0"
n

as n — oo almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses.
In order to make the above theorem more concrete, let us give an example of state that

satisfies conditions (B.6]) to (B.9) stated above. Given momentum and elongation profiles p
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and 7 € C*([0, 1]) as before, and a profile 3 € C°([0,1]) such that 0 < 3_ < B(y) < B4, we
define the locally Gibbs state as the density operator acting on H,, given by

1 1 — z T My T x 1
2= e 3 [ (o, () )~ (D)) = o e,
=1

(3.14)
with Z, a normalizing constant such that Tr(()o};5) = 1. The operator Hj implicitly
defined by (B.I4) is essentially self-adjoint on S(R"™!,C). Tts closure is self-adjoint and
we denote it with the same symbol. Since Hj has a discrete spectrum with non-negative
eigenvalues, one can observe that g, 5 is a well-defined density operator (bounded and

trace-class, cf. [12]). Let us denote the average with respect to ol ; 5 by

(a)s = Tr((agr ) (3.15)

for any suitable operator a. Thanks to the properties of g 5, it is straightforward to
observe that all the averages appearing subsequently are well defined and bounded (cf.
[12]). Given the distribution of the masses p, and temperature profile 5, we define the
macroscopic thermal energy profile as follows:

) = m B ((&)5) (3.16)
with €, defined in [B.7). In [I2], it is proven that f}; is well-defined and continuous, and
f5(y) = §(B(y)), where j#(8,) is the corresponding function for a constant profile of
temperature 5(y) = Beq. Yy (cf. [12] Appendix A).

Theorem 3.2. The state g} ; 5 defined in ([B.14) satisfies conditions (3.6) to (B.3) with p, 7,
by) = f5(v)-

Before proceeding, let us briefly mention that in the assumption (3.9), the estimates
need to hold for all realizations of the masses. However, it is possible to show that they
could be replaced by estimates on the expectations (w.r.t p) of the same quantities, at the
cost of stronger decay rates.

3.2 Evolution of r,p
3.2.1 Time evolution

Since our system is harmonic, equation of motion (B.4]) can be solved similarly to the
classical case (2.I7). Let us briefly recall the desired transformations in this case from [12],
mainly to fix proper notations. Recall the random matrices A4,, and A, (2.14]), and their

corresponding set of eigenvalues and eigenvectors (0 < w? < -+ < w?_; and {Q*}7_, for the

2

former and w? < ...w?2 | and {¢*}7_, for the latter). Define the following set of operators

(recall that (, ), is the inner product in R"):

n—1

n k
o _1 P 0 i~ k k
Br == (0, M 2p), = ) Por Yk EIL ;i Boi= (¢ N1 = dhra, VEET, i
rx=1 V mx =1
(3.17)
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After a straightforward computation (cf. Sect.3 of [12]), we have the following commutation
relations for k, k' € I°_, (by convention fy = 0):

[P, Prr] = [Prs Prr] = 0, [Fiy Prv] = iwieOp - (3.18)

Consequently, we define the corresponding bosonic operators by, B’,;, having suitable com-
mutation relations (thanks to (3.I8))) as follows: for any k, &' € I, _1:

by = (i + iP), b7 = — (F1 — i)
k= \/m k Px), kT \/m k Px), (3.19)
[bx, bj] = 6k pry  [br, bar] = [by, bp] = 0.

Thanks to (3.I7) and ([BI9), and by using the definition of ¢*, ¢*, we can rewrite the

Hamiltonian §,, in terms of bosonic operators:

1~ P 2 L. B A2 | 52 1 A2 | 52 S b*h 1
Hn = B ;(m—x +r,)= 5Pt 5 ;(Pk + 1) = B ;(Pk + 1) = ;Wk(bkbk + 5)7 (3.20)

where we used the fact that pg =), p, = 0. Notice that thanks to the above expression,
one could obtain the spectrum of §),, explicitly, which is a discrete spectrum (cf. Sect.3 of
[12]). In addition, thanks to the above representation of §),,, and commutation relations
(BI9), the time evolution of the bosonic operators (action of of 7* i.e., solution to the
Heisenberg equation (B3.3))) is given by:

bi(t) = e ™*b(0), bi(t) = e*b:(0). (3.21)
By using the inverse of (3.19), we get for k € I,_:
Pi(t) = cos(wit)pr(0) — sin(wyt)rk(0), tr(t) = cos(wit)rk(0) + sin(wit)pr(0) (3.22)

Plugging the latter inside the inverse of (B3.IT), the time evolution of p,, r, is given by
(recall the definition of p, r (B.17)):

p(t) = y M2 *py(t) = _ (cos(wit)pr(0) — sin(wyt)7x(0)) M2 ",

r o (3.23)
r(t) = o"r(t) = (cos(wyt)f(0) + sin(wyt)pr(0)) o

k=1 k=1

These equations are formally similar to their classical counterpart (Z.I7), but r and p are
(non-commuting) operators rather than numbers.

3.2.2 Proof for r,p

In this section, we prove the first two limits in Theorem B, i.e. (311]) and (B.12).
Similarly to the classical case we use the explicit time evolution (3.23), as well as the local-
ization estimates (2.I8)). However, our state is no longer Gaussian and simple correlation

identities (2:27), (2:34) need to be replaced by (B3.9).
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Proof of (31I) and [ZIY). Recall that the state 0P satisfies assumptions (B8) to (B3).
Let us define the average variables p,(nt), ¥, (nt), and fluctuation operators p,(nt), ¥.(nt)
as follows for any x € 1,,:

pe(nt) == <Pm(nt)>ggﬁ,5> r.(nt) == <rm(nt)>ggﬁ,5§

B - ~ - (3.24)
Pu(nt) := py(nt) — pa(nt), Fy(nt) :=ry(nt) —ry(nt).

Thanks to the linearity of the trace, and the evolution equation ([3.4)), (p(t), ¥(t)) € R}
satisfies the following system of ODEs:

d_ o d_ Pas1(t) _ Pa(t)
dtpx( ) rz( ) N 1( )7 dtrw( ) M1 m, ) (3 5)
where the initial data are given by ,(0) = 7(%), and p,(0) = ==p(Z) + €, for all z, thanks

to (B.6). In [12], it is shown that

1 n
Jim — ;pm(nt —>/ p(y. 1) f(y)dy, Jggonzrm (nt) f —>/ v(y, 1) f(y)dy,

(3.26)

i.e. the limit on average (L3). The initial conditions in [12] are not the same as here,

but the difference vanishes in the limit. As in the classical case, we can add and subtract

DD (%)(px(nt»gw,g inside the square in ([B.I12), and similarly for . Then by using

the basic properties of the trace (linearity and scalar multiplication), and limits (3.20), the

proof of (B.11)) and (B.I12) boils down to proving that

<( Zf I’J; nt) >_—)O, Pn:<<%2f(§)|5a:(nt)> >_—>O,

(3.27)
as n — 00, almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses, where one should recall the
fluctuation operators p,, ¥, (3.24).

The evolution of p(nt) and F(nt) can be obtained explicitly from (3.4]) and (3:25). For
kEel?, let
6]4: = 6]4:(0) = <90k7 M7§|3>n7 Fk = <¢k7F>n717 (328)

where the vectors p and 7 are defined in (37), (324). Then 7, (t), p.(t) is given by:

B =S =y (cos(wkt)?k(())+sin(wkt)5k(0)) o,

= et (3.29)
polt) = D Vim@hpu(t) = Y (cos(wit)pe(0) — sin(wit)iu(0) ) visieh,

k=0 k=0

where 14(t), and 7, (t) are implicitly defined.
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Before proceeding, we need bounds similar to (2.29)) in the quantum case. This can be

done thanks to the first bound in (3.9):

‘Px%,

VM
<CIZ%2+Z(ZJ; > ke \<01+Z—<c (3.30)

=1 le—y|=l

|{P=Py) |

oy _Pa¥y
Bh)gpor = 2 @ . Z R

where we have dropped the subscript 92,115 on the r.h.s. To get this, we used the definition
of pr (3.28)), we used (B.9) in the second line, we took advantage of the following Cauchy-
Schwartz inequality,

> kel = 22 bl <2 (2(@’2)2> (2(@2‘;[)2) <2) (gh)? <2,

jo—yl=1 a=1

and finally, in the last inequality of (3.30]), we used the fact that the featuring series is
summable. Notice that the constant C' > 0 in (3.30) is independent of n and the realization
of the masses. Similarly for r, by an exact identical computation, and using corresponding
definition and bounds (B.28)),([3.9) we have: there exist C’ > 0 such that for all n and any
realization of the masses we have:

<?i>gz,p,5 <. (3.31)
In the proceeding, we follow somewhat similar steps as in the classical setup, where each
step is modified due to the quantum nature:

Stepl: Low modes. For a proper v with 0 < vy < 3, define p°(nt), and ¥°(nt) as low
modes portion of p(nt), and r(nt) (we will choose 7 opportunely later): for z € I,,:

po(nt) = > p(nt)Vmeel, T(nt) = Y h(nt)dy, (3.32)

kezZn[0,n(1=7)] kezZN[1,n(1=7)

where definition of py(nt), fx(nt) should be recalled from (3:29), and by convention we set
fn(nt) = 0. Here we prove that:

L, = <% <Zf<§>f>;<nt>> T <% <Z f(%)FZ(nt)> ) i = 0, (3.33)

a=1
almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses.

Before proceeding, thanks to the above mentioned assumptions, one can check that
(Qz’ﬁ’b)%a is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator for any operator a that is a linear or quadratic
function of p, and r,. Therefore, it is straightforward to see that we can use the following
form of Cauchy-Schwartz inequality for our desired operators:

2

(ab) s| < (aa)

56 (O") -55. (3.34)

7, 7
On On
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Later, we will simply use this inequality, and we will not mention its legitimacy anymore
which is easy to check in each case.
Following exactly the same steps as in (2.30)) yields:

C

O<l,<— > ((r(nt)?) s, (3.35)
kel(v)

where C' > 0 is a constant independent of n and the realization of the masses. Notice
that the only difference between (3.3H) and (2Z30) is the fact that in the former we should
use the operator form of the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality (8.34]). By using the definition of
pr(nt) from (329), thanks to (330), (B31) and a Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have for
any k€ I?_,

(Be(nt)?) s < C. (D)0 < C. (3.36)

where C' > 0 is independent of n, and the distribution of the masses. Combining (3.36)
with (332) and recalling the fact that I(y) = [0,n'™"] N Z with v > 0 we deduce that
L, — 0 as n — oo. Again, a similar computation, using the definition of 7, the fact that
¢* is an orthonormal basis, and the second bound in (3.36) yield L/, — 0 deterministically.
This finishes the proof of this step, i.e. (B.33).

Step2: High modes. As in (2Z31), define the “high mode operators” for = € I,

po(nt) := pa(nt)—po(nt) = Y pr(nt)y/maph, Fo(nt) :=Fo(nt)—Fo(nt) = Y F(nt)y/mgok,
kel(v) kel(v)
(3.37)

where we choose 0 < v < % opportunely later, and I(y) =|n(!=""] N Z. Moreover, by

convention we have t,(nt) = 0. Following the lines of the classical case, for a proper choice
of 0 <y < % we prove:

U, = <(1 Zf(%)ﬁ;(m)) )i =0, Ui <(1 Zf(%)?;(m)) ) i = 0, (3.38)

r=1

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

Step 2.1: High modes |z —y| > 4n. Let 0 < 2y < 6 < ¢ < 1. Fix n, and
consider z,y € I, such that |z —y| > 4n?. Let us bound |({p® nt)py(nt)) rpsl/mamy (recall
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=1 D (pulnt)pw(nt)) srsdidy | <
kk'€I(v)

Z sin(wynt) sm(wk/nt)g%@y (retw) 7| T Z cos(wynt) sin(wk/nt)@l;dy“,(f)k?k,)gzm +
kk'el(v) kk'el(y)

J/ J/

~~ ~"~
—.Crr —.CPk"
=:C =:Cy,

Yy

Z sin(wynt) Cos(wk/nt)@l;@l;'(?kék/>gz,ﬁ,5 + Z cos(wynt) cos(w k/nt)gpx(py <Pkpk’>
kk'el(v) kk'el(y)

J/ J/

WV '
_.CcC"p —.CPbpP
=k =:CPP

70,0 |5
n

(3.39)

where we used the definition of p(nt) B317), as well as the definition of py(nt) (B29).

Notice the definition of CJF, C77. C7P and C77 in the above expression. Let us bound CIP

The other terms can be treated similarly. Deﬁne
J(2,9) = {(52) €T x I, | |1 — 2| < nf, [y — 2| < ).

Plugging the definition of Py in CPP, rearranging the terms, using the linearity of trace,and
bounding | cos(-)| by one we have:

n

0<Ch=|> | D coslwrnt)@hdt | | D cos(wwnt)gy @l | (Bopu) ros| <

on
z,2'=1 \kel(y) k'el(v)
PO I DTN N D DR AT NGB
()€l (@y) \kel0) Kel() (3.40)
c§5»1
Z Z ‘(,OxSOZ‘ Z ‘@5,@5/ ‘ pzr)z/>gv:l,ﬁ,5
(z,2")¢ J(z,y) \FEL(V) k'el(y)
cor?

zy

Let us first bound C’;Zy”l. Each term involving sum over k& and k' is bounded by 1 as we
observed in (Z37). Hence we have:

o<cmt< ) )<ﬁzf>zl> Y ﬁ < Y n(;; = IJ(x,y)IHC;/ < nffg),
(z,2)€J(z,y) (z,2)eJ(z,y) (z,2")€J (z,y)

(3.41)

where in the third inequality we take advantage of the first bound in (33); moreover, in

the fourth inequality we use the fact that |z — y| > 4n”, and thanks to the definition of
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J(z,y), for each term in the above sum |z — 2’| > n?. In the last inequality the definition
of J(z,y) is used.

Now we treat C2. Recall he definition of J(z) = {z € I, | [z — z| < n’}. Thus for n
sufficiently large we get

0<EE)<CE| Y Z Dol | Do el |+

z¢J(z) 2'=1 \kel(y) k'el(y)
CE[ > > [ > Igkeh Z G| | < CE > > Igket ] |+
ze€J(x) 2'¢J(y) \ke€l(v) k'el(y (z,2")eJe(x)xl, \kel(v)
~K' ~k/ 2 v 0—n? / C 9
CE Z Z |S0y (pz <2n C eXp(_C( )) < C GXp(—aTL )

(z,2)eJ(x)xJ(y) \K'€e€l(y

(3.42)

where first we bounded |<|53|:~)Z/)Q;,,;,5| < (C, thanks to assumption (3.9), where C' > 0 is
independent of n and the realization of the masses; in the second line we take advantage
of (Z3T). In the third line we used the properties of J(z), J(y) and the bound (2I8)) from
Lemmal[2.2] Finally, in the last inequality we take advantage of the choice of 0 < 2y < 0 < 1
and the fact that n is sufficiently large. Notice that C’ > 0 and ¢ > 0 are independent of
n.

Thanks to ([8.42)), for n sufficiently large we have:

1 2 , cnf 1
E ﬁ Z Cpp S C eXp<—7) — ﬁ Z Cpp (343)
|z —y|>4nt’ |z —y|>4nd’

almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses, thanks to Borel-Cantelli lemma (recall
that C' > 0, ¢ > 0 are independent of n). Combining (B.41)) and (3.43)), using the fact that
0’ > 60, and recalling the expression of Cﬁp (340) we deduce:

= Y. o, (3.44)

|J: y|>n40’

almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses. We can prove similar identities for
> C, > Crr and Y Cn. To this end first we should decompose them as in (3.40). Then
> Ceel (and other similar terms) can be treated exactly similar to (341)). However, the
other terms such as ) C2? need more attention: we should use Lemma 2.3 to treat this
terms as we did in (2.39). Since these lengthy computation follow the exact same lines of
the previous cases, and they do not contain any novel point, we omit them for the sake of
brevity. Therefore, thanks to the (3.39), by bounding f(%) and m, by uniform constants,
we have:

€ y ~0 ~® C T T rTr
= > f(ﬁ)f(ﬁ)(Px(nt)Py(nt»ggzs,B <3 > (T Ch ) 0

(3.45)



almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses. Following same steps one can show that

LY OO Emrm) | -0 (3.46)

7'L

|z —y|>4n?’

almost surely w.r.t.the distribution of the masses. Since this proof is identical, we do not
bring it here. This finishes the proof of this step.

Step 2.2: High modes |z — y| < 4n”. Let us bound ((px(nt)) ) rmv: recall the
expression (3.39), let z = y, and bound (m,)~! by a Constant then we have
(B2 (nt))2)
My
where definition of CH# for 1,8, € {r,p} should be recalled from ([339). Let us bound

m,C, by a constant uniform in n and realization of the masses: Similar to (3.40), by using
the definition of p, and 7, we get (recall the convention ¥, = ¢F = 0)

< my (G + CF + G+ Co), (3.47)

n ~

T ! Pz -
m,Cll = Z Z cos(wynt)F " Z sin(wypnt) " ¢F, <\/m_rzl>gz,p,a (3.48)
z,2'=1 \ k€l(7) k'el(v) :

TV
=:a, =:b,/

Notice the definition of a,, b, in the above expression. Then we have:

n
mC <) e DIl
z=1

I=1 |z—2/|=l

1 1
n n—1 C n—l n 2 n 2
CY fa:[b| +ZZ—QZ(|az||bz+z| +lazqllb|) <€ (Z|az|2> <Z|bz|2> +
N N N DA
¢ (zw) (zmzw) () (S ) <
=1 z=1 = z=1 z=1
, ) nflE n , % n ) %
Z|az| Z|b| Y2 (k] (Smr)
=1 z=1 z=1

where in the second line we used the assumption (39), and then we take advantage of
two Cauchy-Schwartz inequality. Recalling the definition of b, (3:48) we have (recall the
convention ¢F = 0):

n n—1
Z b? = Z Z sin(wgnt) sin(wynt) etk ok = Z sin(wynt) sin(wpnt)ro" ng)kgbk
z=1

z=1 kk'€l(v) kk'e€1(v)

onP b ol b |a[|b.s| <

(3.49)

i
L

S sind(wint)(@h)? < 3 (k) = 1,

kel(y) 0

B
Il

(3.50)
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where we used the fact that ¢* and ¢* are orthonormal basis (Z:;ll PO = S, Z;é(cp’;)Q =
1). Similarly, we have }.7_, a? < 1. Plugging the latter and ([3:50) inside ([3.49), we get:

n—1 20
=1

where as usual ¢ > 0 is a constant independent of n and the realization of the masses.
Similarly, we can bound other terms in (3:47) by constants independent of n and the
realization of the masses. Notice that this constants can be chosen to be independent of x
as well. Moreover, the exact same argument works for ((¥;(nt)®)) 5. Hence, there exists
a constant C' > 0 such that for n, any x € I,,, and any realization of the masses we have:

((5;(”t))2> ohoPP

My

<, ((F;(nt))2>g2,ﬁ,z <C. (3.52)

Before proceeding, notice that in the above argument, we can replace p$(nt) with p,(nt)
and all the steps work. Therefore, exists C' > 0 such that for n, any x € I, and any
realization of the masses we have:

(Bu(n))?) 05

My

Having (352), bounding f(x/n)/(m,)?, and a Cauchy-Schwartz (334) yields:

<O, ((fa(nt)?) s < C. (3.53)

1 x e (P2 (nt)py(nt)) o5
— Yo FOE)EmOB () pas| < =5 D W‘Z —&—| <
|z —y|<4n?’ l—y|<dn®’ z Ty
! p(1t))?) rps : P (nt))?) i : ! " /
c 5 (<< <nz)>gn ) <<<y<nz)>gn ) <G Y oS o
|z—y|<4n®’ v Y le—y|<4n®’
(3.54)

as n — oo, thanks to the choice of 0 < ¢ < 1. Similar identity holds for r:

= Y FEE)E @R nt) 05| = 0. (3.55)

n

Combining (3.45)), and (8:54) we can deduce U,, — 0 almost surely w.r.tthe distribution of
the masses, similarly (3.46), and (3.55) gives us U/, — 0 almost surely. This conclude the
proof of ([3.38)) and this step.

Step 3: Summing up. Recall P, (3.27). By using the fact that p,(nt) = p%(nt)+p2(nt),
and a Cauchy-Schwartz (\(AB>QF,N;| < (AA*)2 _(BB*)? ;)
" On on””’
P, < L,+U,+(L,)2(U,)2. Combining this with (333), and (338) we deduce that P, — 0
almost surely w.r.tthe distribution of the masses. Similarly, we can deduce that R, — 0
almost surely w.r.tthe distribution of the masses. This finishes the proof of (3.27) and

consequently (B11]), (B12]). O

31

inequality we observe that



3.3 Evolution of ¢

Recall average variables p,(nt), r,(nt) in ([3.24). As we mentioned, they satisfy the same
system of ODEs as in [12] up to a vanishing constant. Therefore, by using the regularity of
initial profiles 7, p, we can adapt the argument of [12], and deduce the following (cf. [12],
Sect.4, (4.29)) for any y € (0,1):

Pyl Py, 1)

iyl (N1) = t(y, 1), AL AR 3.56
Fing) (nt) — t(y,t) Mo oy (3.56)

almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses. Therefore, by using the averaging lemma
of [12] (cf. (4.13) in [12]) we can deduce the convergence of the average of mecanical energy
in the following sense (cf. Lemma 6.1 in [12]): for any f € C°(]0,1])

np ((Pe(d))s (re(nd)? 1 2
%;f(;)( T )—>/0 ) (pgjjh”g’”). (3.57)

On the other hand, the evolution of fluctuation variables (8.29)) is identical to the one
in [12]. Although, the ensemble average here is different from [12], one can observe that
having the assumption (3.8]), and the bounds (330),([3.31]), and ([B.45) are sufficient for
using the result of [I2]. More precisely, recall the fluctuation operators (3.24) p,(nt),
f.(nt); having the aforementioned bounds we can apply Lemma 6.4. of [12] and deduce for
any f € C°([0,1]):

T, (t) — T, (0) :=

_Zf ( P (n::Ligf{ﬁ’b + <F (nt) TP”) _ —Zf ( P (0))92,17,5 + <Fm(0;>gf£ﬁ’b> N O,

" (3.58)

almost surely W.I. t the distribution of the masses. Combining the latter with (3.8) yields

fo y)dy. Combining this with (8.57), adding and subtracting the average
and comparmg the obtained expression with explicit solution to the macroscopic evolution
equation (L2), i.e. 2¢(y,t) = p*(y,t)/m~+1*(y,t)+2b(y), we have the quantum counterpart

of (L3)) for the energy:

I, 2 <Pi(”t)>ggﬁ’5 <ri(”t)>ggﬁ’5 !
Zf )(ex(nt)) rob = n;f(n) ( o T 5 ) —>/0 f(y)e(y, t)dy,
(3.59)
almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses. Having (3.359), we can complete the
proof of Theorem [B.11
Before proceeding, notice that thanks to (8.I)) and (B.23)) we have for all k, k" € 12, and
all z,y €1,

[Br(nt), pr (nt)] = [F(nt), fr (nt)] = 0, = [pa(nt), py(nt)] = [Fa(nt), Fy(nt)] =0,
[Pz (nt), By (nt)] = [F7(nt), Fy(nt)] = [B3(nt), by (nt)] = [F3(nt), 75(nt)] = 0, (3.60)
[p.(nt), by (nt)] = [F3.(nt), Fy(nt)] = 0

In the following, we will use above identities without mentioning them.
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Proof of Theorem[31l: (3.13). Let us define the following operator:

&, (nt) := ey (nt) — (ex(nt)) ;55 (3.61)

T
n

At t = 0, notice the difference among €, and &, (3.7). As we did before, adding and
subtracting the average term, and using (8.59), proof of (8.13)) boils down to proving that

E, = <(% 3 f(%)é$(nt)> ) vs = 0, (3.62)

almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses. By using the definition of &,(nt) and a
Cauchy-Schwartz inequality (B8.34), it is sufficient to prove:

P = <<%Zf(%) (P;;(Zt) _ <p3;7(2t)>92’p’5)> >gz,ﬁ,5 — 0,

) , (3.63)
R, = <(1 S (R - <ri<nt>>g2@,b)> ) ot =0,

almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses. First, recall average variables and
fluctuation operators (B8.24]), observe that computation of (249) is valid in the quantum
case as well:

(P2nt) = (p2(0)) s ) (2(1) = (P2(RE)) g0 )) s =
<f’i(nt)f’§(”t)>ggﬁ,5 - <|5§(nt)>gf{ﬁ,5<f’§(nt)>ggﬁ,5 + 4F_)x(nt)|3y(nt)<ﬁx(nt)|5y(nt)>gz,ﬁ,5+ (3.64)
2. (1) (B (B3 (11)) 5+ 20, (B2 (1B (1)) 5

In contrast to the classical case, we cannot simply do pairings in (-)QZ,,;,E. Therefore, con-
trolling each term in (3.64)) is more involved. We control each term separately: decompose
them into low and high modes, and take advantage of the localization for high modes with
|z — y| large enough, and control the remainder.

We only prove ([B.63)) for P, thanks to symmetry in our assumption, the proof for R,
is identical, up to small modifications which we will omit. By using a Cauchy-Schwartz
inequality and recalling the definition of p,(nt), p.(nt) (8.24]), for obtaining (B.63) it is
sufficient to prove:

P, = <<% if(%) <I3in(@zt) a <'3$(7:i)m>g;“’>> ) s =0,

=1

Pl <(% > f<§>—f’$(”“f””(”“) )i 0

My

(3.65)

as n — oo almost surely w.r.t distribution of the masses. The proof of second identity
is straightforward: thanks to (8.56]), and regularity of the macroscopic equation, p,/m, is

33



uniformly (in n and distribution of the masses) bounded (cf. [12] (4.11)). On the other
hand, proof of (3.27)) only rests on the fact that f is bounded and does not use its regularity.
Therefore, we absorb p,/m, inside f and follow similar steps and thanks to (8.27) deduce
that:

P’ -0, (3.66)

almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses.
Fix 0 < 2y <6 < 0" <1 (we choose them opportunely later), and recall the definition

of p(nt), ps(nt) B32), B3D) (recall I(y) =|n'"",n]NZ, I(y) = [1,n'7] NZ). Thanks
to a Cauchy-Schwartz inequality proof of the first limit in (B.65]) reduces to the following :

I - << S L) Gyt — 20 i) ) s 0,

G0 (@200 — (@2 00) 1) ) s 0. (36D

On

3

(%Z /o (~ n)B2 () — (B2 ()L (11)) s ) | ) ns = 0.

My

as n — oo almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses. Let us begin with the first
limit. To this end, we need following bounds: Thanks to assumption 3 ([B.9), and by a
computation similar to (3.30) we have:

(Pi) rns < ¢ Z 0¥ of, 0k o |

21,22,%23,24

<I321 622 6Z3 624 > grl,ﬁj? S
c (3.68)

CZ Z ‘2|S0201(‘0202| Z M|¢203¢z04‘ —Ca

o 2oy z02 203,20,

where in the first line we used (3.9)), in the second line we sum over three following per-
mutations o : {1,2,3,4} — {1,2,3,4}: (12)(34), (13)(24), and (14)(23). The last inequal-
ity is obtained similar to (B.30). Notice that C' is independent of n, and realization of
the masses. Thanks to symmetry of our assumption, we can deduce similar bounds for
((pr) ‘(?k)4_j>gw5, for j € {0,1,2,3,4}. Therefore, we can deduce similar bounds at time

nt: there exists C' > 0 such that for any n, k € I, and any realization of the masses:

n

(BL(nt)) ras < C, , (Ti(nt)) s < C. (3.69)
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Recall I(y) = [0,n'~7] N Z and observe for any constant C' > 0:

% > \<<6Z>2<nt)<63)z<nt)>ggpa — ((B9)*(nt)) 7 ((B5)*(n)) s | <
n—; mjmy (((62)2(nt)(ﬁZ)Q(nt»Q;ﬁ,E +((B2)*(nt)) ;. ,s,I;((ﬁ;)?(nt))QZﬁ,E) <

non
=) ke ((pkl ()P (1) Py ()i, (1)) it

Y=L ey ko k3, ka€1(7)

(i (0B 5 (10 (1)) ) =
+

C_;I > (<(6k1(nt)) (Prs (nt))) ot <(pk1(nt))2><(6k3(nt))2>92’@b) = Cn; = "

n ‘
ki,ks€l(v)

(3.70)

as n — 0o, where we used the fact that ) ©h k" = 6}, 1/, a Cauchy-Schwartz inequality
and bounds (3.69), (B.36]), as well as the fact that v > 0. Expanding the square in II?,
bounding | f(Z)/m,|, and taking advantage of (B.70) we deduce that II — 0.

In order to prove two other limits, we need the following bound: there exists C' > 0 such
that for any n, x € [, and any realization of the masses:

(pz(nt)) ros < C; {(p2)"(n1)) row < €, {(p2)" (1)) s
(F (mf)> » <0 (7)) ras < C, <(F')4(nt)> b <

On - z On

C
- (3.71)

we only show the above bound for (px(nt))gf,p,a, other bound can be obtained similarly.

Notice that we have:
<px(nt T Db
= Y el (Pry () Pry ()P (1)Pry (1) s (3.72)

w
k1,k2,k3,ka

Considering the definition of py, (nt) (3:29), the last average in the above expression contains
16 terms. However, thanks to symmetry of our assumption it is sufficient to bound one of
them and the rest are treated similarly. Let us take the term involving only p terms. Let
us denote

Z ©F o cos(wpnt). (3.73)

Then by using the definition of pj, we have:

S ot cos(n,nt) cosient) cos(wi,nt) cos(w,mt) B BesbraBi) 0 =
k1,k2,k3,ka

Z < 621 E)Zg [32’3 [3221 >

21,22,23,24=1 \/le \/mz2 \/mza \/mZ4 o’

Z Z |2|az<’1||aza2| Z ‘203_

0 Zoy ,z02 Ro3,%0y

Ban aZQaZSaz4 <

|azo3 | |aZO'4 | S C)

‘2
04

(3.74)
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where ) is a summation over the three above-mentioned permutations; in the second
line we used the assumption ([3.9). Comparing each sum (>, . ) with the expression
(eFS) UJ

appearing in (3.48), and using the bound (B.51)) it is straightforward to observe that the
above expression is bounded by a constant. Notice that as in (3.48) our argument can be
adapted for p®, and p°. Hence,we can deduce (B.7T]).

Recall 0 < 2y < § < ¢ < 1. Bounding f(%)/m,, taking advantage of the Cauchy-
Schwartz inequality (3.34)), and using the bounds B52), and B.71]) we have:

% > %((6;)2<nt)—<<6;>2<nt>>g;,p,s) ((6;>2<nt)—<<5;)2<nt)>gz,ﬁ,l-,) gc%%o,
|lz—y|<16n (3.75>

as n — 0o. Now take |z — y| > 4n? | and observe:

)<(ﬁ;)2(nt)(f>;)2(nt)>gfﬁb = ((p2)*(nt)) r.ps((B})* (1)) o

_ § ki1 ko k3 .ka
- ‘ Pz Pa gpy Spy X
k1,k2,k3,ka€l(7y)

<pk1 (nt) Pko (nt) Pks (nt) Pky (nt)>

3y
n

(3.76)

Using the definition of py,(nt), we obtain 16 different terms. However, tanks to the symmetry
of (39), and Lemma 2.T9] all these terms can be treated similarly. Therefore, we take the
terms involving only p. Let us denote

al = Z cos(wgnt)r ", (3.77)

kel(y)

Then by using the definition of pj, we have:

Coy i= Z PRl s M cos(wp, nit) cos(wy, nit) cos(wy,nt) cos(wy,nt) cos(wy,nt)
kl,kg,kg,k4€1(’y)
<pk1 Pko pk3 pk4> orPb <6k1 6k2> o <pk3 pk4> o | =

Sﬁl

i (< 521 622 I5273 I5274 > fo — < 621 622 > 7< 623 I5Z4 >
VMg /Ty /Ty /T, on™” NN NPV

21,22,23,24=1

> ||aZ4|Z‘ s
21,24 22,23

(3.78)

where we used the assumption (3.9]). We can decompose each sum in the above expression
as we did in (3.40). In fact, comparing above sums, with the expression in (3.40), thanks
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o (8.42), (B43) it is straightforward to observe that

> Cy—0, (3.79)

|z —y|>4n?’

almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses, where one should recall (8.42), and
(B41). Combining the above symmetry argument, (3.76) ([B.79), and (3.78]), we have:

1 ) (2

s liDD % (8202 (nt) = (B2)2(t)) v ) ((B3) () = (B3 (18)) s ) | = 0,

|z —y|>4n?’

(3.80)

almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses. Finally, having (3.80)), (8.75) we conclude
IT; — 0 almost surely w.r.t the distribution of the masses.

Now we prove the last limit of ([B.67) (we abbreviate: a(nt)b(nt) = (ab)(nt)):

no-<_2) (B2PIPLRS) (n1)) - Z) B2B%) (1)) s | | (B3B3 (1)) o0
<% (325352 00)) (325020 >>jz,,3,l-,+
C - ~0\2 1 ~0\2 L ~0\2 i ~e\2 3
D S (A LR O (AR S
K SN (CARCIICHECT ARl S (A U0 (A LCT L
¢ (%ijmy«p;)?( )5 >>wb> +
¢ (HQZ o ) g (6P >>m) <t
o (3.81)

as n — oo, where in the above computation we take advantage of the fact that above
operators commute (3.60); in the first line we bounded f/m,, in the second inequality we
performed Cauchy-Schwartz ([3.34)), in the third inequality we performed another Cauchy-
Schwartz and used the bounds on "second and fourth moments" (B.71)), (8.52)). In the fourth
inequality we take advantage of the Jensen inequality thanks to the fact that f(z) = 27 is
concave. Finally, the last inequality is deduced from (B.70)).

This finishes proof of (8.67)), which yields (8.65]). This means P,, — 0 almost surely. As
we mentioned the proof of the other limit in (3.63)) is similar. Hence we conclude (3.62]),
and this finishes the proof of (8.I3]) which complete the proof of Theorem [B.11 O
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3.4 Locally Gibbs state

In this section, we me prove Theorem (B.2)). Let us emphasize that this theorem can
be deduced from tools developed in Sect. 5 of [I2]. Here we only mention the main
critical steps and refer reader to [12] for more details. Before proceeding, let us recall basic
notations, definitions, and identities related to o ; ; mostly from [12]:

Recall the definition of o ; 5 (3.14). Thanks to (3.41), (3.42) of [12] up to an error that
vanishes in the limit,

~ My . _
Be = Pe = (Padapy, = Pe — PON(E), Boimre— (g, =6 = 7). (38)

rpﬂ
n

=1y (%p " 6(%)?2) - (3.83)

=1 z

Therefore, o . ; can be written as o ; ; = 5 —exp(—H, 5, with

Let us diagonalize Hj. We begin by a couple of definitions: Let Mz = M A1, with
B = diag(B(3), ..., B(2)) and 5 := diag(8(2), ..., B(%21)). Define AY and A? as:

Al = MyE(-V_BVOM 2, AD= (B3 (-VLME'VO) ()R (384)

Ag is symmetric positive semidefinite with almost sure non-degenerate spectrum. Denote
{@/}k}z;é to be its orthonormal set of eigenvectors, forming a basis for R™. Denote the
corresponding set of increasing eigenvalues by {0 = 1 < 7% < --- < ~2_,}. Notice
(F Py = SRR = 8y, and S0 VEYE = 6, AP is symmetric positive definite.
Define for k € 1,,_4,

~ 1 on 1 _1
Wh = —(8%)2 VM 2y,
Tk
observe that {@k}z;% is the set of eigenvectors of A? with similar eigenvalues v < --- <

72 _,. We define another set of coordinates: for k € I, (convention: r,, = 0):

1 .
k= <77Z)k7 Mﬁ 2p>n7 Iy = <77Z)k7 r>n—1a (385)
Correspondingly, we define the following set of bosonic operators for k € I,,_1:
1 1
by == by = — 3.86
ET o (e +ipr), by b (e — ipx) - (3.86)

From (3:83), and (3:86), by using properties of ¢*, ¥ we have upto a vanishing error:

n—1 n—1
1 . 1
Hg =35 > (0 +13) = > e(bibi + ) (3.87)
k=1 k=1

where we have following commutation relations for k, k" € I,, thanks to (8.]) and above
definitions:
[Pr, Pl = [trs 1] = 0, [rg, Par] = 700k,

3.88
[bknbk’] = [ Zabz/] = 07 [blt7bk'] = 5’?71‘3/' ( )

38



The detailed computation of above identities can be found in sec. 3 of [12], in particular
(3.30)-(3.36).

Having (3.87) and (3.88) the discrete spectrum of Hj is understood. Moreover, thanks
to spectral theorem we can compute average of certain observables w.r.t of ; 5. In particular
we have (cf. [12] Sect.3 (3.38), (3.48) and Appendix C): for k, k' € I,,_1, and z,y € [,;:

« Ok
(brder, , = (Prdap,, =0, (pbr)er, , = e —1’ (3.89)
(e)er = (e =0, (pabw)er = (tw)gr | = Shss coth(2)
Pk/or . 5 klop, s =Yy \PkPr)or o = TRk )07 o = Okk 5 5/

Finally, thanks to ladder structure of bosonic operators, by using spectral theorem we can
observe that by has pairing structure in ¢} ; ;. Denote by := by, by := bi. Then we have
for any ki, ko, k3, ks, and any 1, o, 83,84 € {1 2}

(b bEDE) rs = 0,
(bﬁl btiz btis bti4> I (bﬁl bti3> <bﬁ2 bﬁ4> + (bﬁl bti2> <bti3 bﬁ4> + 3.90

k1 ke Vka Pkal ghoPob k1 ksl er 5.6\ ko kel OF 5 5 k1 kol 0r 5.5\ ks kal OF 5 5 ( : )
(bi b gn  (Di2bE ) gn

Or P, QFJZB.

Now we state the proof of Theorem

Proof of theorem [3.2. First notice that thanks to the pairing structure ([3.90), the pairing
structure remains true for p,(nt), ¥, (nt): similar to (2.50) with proper modification (since
they are linear combination of bosonic operators, it is a matter of lengthy but straightfor-
ward computation to see this pairing structure persists). Therefore, gf ; 5 satisfies the third
bound in (B3], since odd moments are zero. Moreover, thanks to the pairing structure, it
is sufficient to prove the first bound in (33)). Finally, we prove the first bound for p,, p,.
Adapting the proof to the case of t,, f, and cross terms is straightforward.

Inverse of (B.83)) reads (3, := B(%)):

\/g wapk (3.91)

n—1
=, [ 5 B Z il (Dpi)en | = ,/Tg’”ﬁ 7’“ th(%)w’;@/}?’j. (3.92)
Ty kk'=1 Py

Recall the matrix Ag, and the fact that ¢* is their eigenvectors. Denoting

B P coth(z%), 2z # 0,
f(z) = {1’ 0 (3.93)

Hence,by using (3.89) we have:

by above expression (3.92) it is clear that we have (up to a vanishing error as n — o00):

(Puby)er, , = (2, F(AD)Y)n, (3.94)
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where |z) = (0,0,...,1,0,...,0) € R” with 1 located at zth position.

The poles of the function z2 coth(z2) is the following set: {z € C|z = —k*a2, k € Z},
and this function is analytic on the rest of the complex plane. The point zero is a removable
pole, and by redefining the function at zero, we can remove this pole: coth(z) has the

following Taylor series expression for 0 < |z| < m: coth(z) = 271 + >°°7 | a,2*"" !, where
22n32n

@ns and Bs, are Bernoulli numbers.  Hence, zeoth(z) = 1+ 377 a,2*", and
2

22 coth(z2) is given by the following Taylor series: 1+ S2°° a,2" for 0 < |z| < =2
Consequently, the pole of f is given by the set {z € C|z = —k*7% k € N,k > 0}. Notice
that by definition of Ag , thanks to properties of masses and 3 there is a constant ¢y > 0,
uniform in ofl, such that for any configuration of the masses, we have [AZ]]2 < co (]] - ]2
denotes the usual operator norm of the matrix). Define a := 3(co + 1), let R := a + 72,
by the above argument f(z) is analytic in the open disk |z — a| < R, and R is the radius
of convergence for the Taylor expansion of f, f(z) = > 7 ax(z — a)*. Moreover, by the
choice of a and cp, the eigenvalues of A% and AP lies in the disk |z — a| < R. So we have
the following Taylor expansions for f(Ay) (cf. [12] sect. 5 for more details):

an, =

f(A]) = i ar(AD — al,)*. (3.95)

By a random walk representation argument(cf. (5.11) of [12]), since A7 is tridiagonal
one can observe that for any k£ < |x — y| — 1, we have:

(@, (A)*y)n = 0. (3.96)

Plugging the Taylor series (3.98]) inside the expression (3.94) and using (3.96) we have:

[Bebuloz, | <1 D an(Ay —al)flla< Y Jalll(A) —ala)lls < Cq 7, (3.97)

70,8
k>|z—y|—2 k>|z—y|—2

for some 0 < q < 1, where we used the fact that ||(AP — al,)|| is inside the radius of
convergence of the Taylor series, and we take advantage of properties of Taylor series (cf.
(5.25) of [12]). The latter estimate gives us the first bound in (8.9). In fact, it provides
much stronger exponential decay. This finishes proof of Theorem O
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