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Abstract

I study a Lindblad dynamics modeling a quantum test particle in a Dirac comb that collides with
particles from a background gas. The main result is a homogenization theorem in a semi-classical
limiting regime involving large mass for the test particle and a rescaling for the strength and period
of the Dirac comb. Over the time interval considered, the particle would exhibit essentially ballistic
motion if either the singular periodic potential or the kicks from the gas were removed. However,
the particle behaves diffusively when both sources of forcing are present. The conversion of the
motion from ballistic to diffusive is generated by occasional Bragg reflections that result when the
test particle’s momentum is driven through a collision near an element of the half-spaced reciprocal
lattice of the Dirac comb.

1 Introduction

The production of periodic light force potentials for atoms and molecules in laboratory settings has
enabled the experimental examination of several fundamental quantum phenomena, which include:
Bose-Einstein condensation, Bloch oscillations, Zener tunneling, and Bragg scattering [1 [7, [4]. Bragg
scattering of particles from optical gratings yields a particularly vivid picture for the wave-like nature of
matter predicted by quantum mechanics [I8][5,[9]. This enhanced quantum scattering is a consequence
of the wave coherence amplifications that periodic media generate.

In this article, I demonstrate that a mesoscopic particle in a singular periodic potential can exhibit
a strong diffraction-generated effect in the presence of a noise. In fact, the noise has a cooperative
role in driving the test particle into temporary states in which coherence is developed through the
Hamiltonian dynamics. Coherent superpositions enter the dynamics primarily in the form of Pen-
dellosung oscillations and quickly collapse into classical superpositions between forward and reflected
waves through collisions. The Pendellésung oscillations develop infrequently in comparison to the gas
collisions, at instances in which the test particle’s momentum is kicked close to a value such that
the de Broglie wavelength is an integral fraction of 7~ multiplied by the potential’s period, i.e., mo-
menta satisfying the Bragg condition for reflection. Nevertheless, the test particle undergoes Bragg
reflections frequently enough to restrain its motion, yielding diffusive transport in contrast to the
ballistic transport dominating when either the singular periodic potential or the noise is removed. If
the periodic potential is smooth rather than singular, then diffractive effects will be negligible.

The mathematical results of this article extend those from [6], which considered the same quan-
tum model under different parameter scalings. The previous work focused, firstly, on the derivation
of a classical Markovian dynamics governing the momentum distribution in a semi-classical limit of
the original quantum dynamics and, secondly, on a central limit theorem for the time integral of
the classical momentum process. More precisely, the “momentum” process was associated with the
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extended-zone scheme momentum for the periodic potential. Although [6] provided a heuristic argu-
ment that the spatial transport behavior for the original quantum model should be closely related to
the behavior found in the time integral of the idealized momentum process, the mathematical connec-
tion was not clear. The analysis here shows that the quantum model transport in the specific limiting
regime considered reduces to the classical process studied in detail before.

1.1 Model and result

I will consider a quantum Markovian dynamics in which the state p; of the particle at time ¢ € R
is a density matrix in the space of trace class operators Bi(H) over the Hilbert space # = L?(R),
and whose time evolution is determined by the Lindblad equation (L.2)). For concreteness, I take the
initial state to be p = |g)(g|, where the wave function g € H has a Gaussian form in the position
representation given by

cx 12
g(z) = eiP &7 bp > 0. (1.1)
(27b?) 4

In words, the test particle begins in a pure Gaussian state concentrated around the origin in position
and traveling to the right with momentum p. For the Hamiltonian H and the completely positive
map VU : By(H) defined below, the dynamics in the Schrodinger representation is determined by the
quantum Kolmogorov equation

%Pt = —% [H, pe] +¥(pr) — %{‘I’*([%Pt}' (1.2)

The Hamiltonian is a Schrodinger operator with a periodic d-potential (Dirac comb) given by

H——P2—|—a26 —aN),
NeZ
where P := —ih% is the momentum operator, X is the position operator, M is the mass of the test

particle, & > 0 is the strength of the potential, and a is the period. The map ¥ describes the noise
and has the continuous Kraus form

:/dvj(v)ei%Xpe_i%X7 (13)
R

where p € Bi(H) and j(v) € L'(R) is the rate-density for momentum kicks of size v. I will assume
that the rates have the reflection symmetry j(v) = j(—v) and satisfy that o := [ dvj(v)v? is finite.
In (I2), ¥*(I) is the adjoint map ¥* evaluated for the identity operator I on #, and it is easy to
compute that ¥*(I) =R for R = [; dvj(v)

I will study a limiting regime of the dynamics in which the constants p, M, h, «, a scale with a
parameter 0 < A < 1 as follows:

P=po\ 2, M=DMMN"L, Fh=h\te a=agr2te, a=ao\Te, (1.4)

for fixed constants pg, Mo, hg, g, ag and some exponent o > 0. I will also take the spatial width b of

the initial Gaussian state to scale proportionately to the spatial period a of the potential: b = bgA' 12

for some by > 0. The value b could be much larger, although it must be smaller than the spatial

scaling for the central limit theorem in Thm. Since the initial state and the solutions to the

master equation (L2]) depend on the parameter A > 0, I will denote them respectively by py and py .
I will have the following technical assumptions on j(v):

Rate assumptions 1.1. There is a w > 0 such that



1. [pdvj(v) eVl < @ for some r >0,
2. SUP_zh o Yonez (0 +15t) <,

3. infve[_%h,%h]j(v) >w L

3
Define the constants v := %‘)f‘o and 9 = VIJ)VOIQ. The theorem below states that the position
0
distribution for the test particle at time % for A < 1 and v € (%, 1) is approximately a Gaussian

distribution with variance T4 when normalized by the factor A371

Theorem 1.2. Pick 3 <~y <1 and 0 > ~. Let py; be the solution to (I.2) under the parameteriza-
tion (I4) and Dy, € L*(R) be the density determined by py+ for the position distribution. Define the
measure pi\ T to have the density:

=

d,u)\j y_1 2
W(x) = \2 4D)\’%()\2

For each T € Ry, the measures )1 converge in law as A — 0 to a mean-zero Gaussian with variance
TY.

Theorem [[.3] characterizes the test particle’s motion without the Dirac comb or the random kicking

from the gas. In those situations, the test particle retains an effectively ballistic motion with speed

P . . . . . l . . 12 _ Tpo l_-y
27> and the position distribution at time 47 is centered around the location {547 = /A7 In

particular, diffractive effects do not appear without the aid of random kicks from the environment.
Theorem 1.3. Let~, o, Dy, and px; be as in Thm. except with « = 0 (no Dirac comb) or ¥ = 0

(no noise). Define the measure puy 1 to have the density:

dpx _1 1
T (x) =X ZDA’AZ:Y(APY 21).

Tpo

For each T' € R, the measures py T converge in law as A — 0 to a d-distribution at o

1.2 Discussion
1.2.1 The Dirac comb

The Schrodinger Hamiltonian H = ﬁ]ﬂ +a) ,cz0(X —an), a > 0 is defined mathematically as
a particular self-adjoint extension of the symmetric operator —%% with domain consisting of all
L2-functions on R with two weak derivatives in L?(R) and that take the value 0 on the lattice aZ,
ie, f € H*?(R)N{g|g(an) = 0, n € Z}. The operator domain of the self-adjoint extension is the
space of functions that have one weak L2-derivative in the domain R and two weak L?-derivatives in

R — aZ, and that satisfy the boundary condition
2aM df df
—— flan) = —(an+) — —(an—
for each n € Z. The Dirac comb and other Schrodinger operators formed by linear combinations of
0-functions are discussed extensively in [2].
The spectrum of the Hamiltonian H is continuous, and there are a continuum of kets |p)o, p € R
and a dispersion relation F : R — R4 such that the Hamiltonian can be formally written as

H:/deE(p)\mQ o(pl-



This representation is related to standard Bloch theory through the extended-zone scheme, and I will
discuss the connection in Sect. Bl For the Dirac comb, the dispersion relation and eigenkets have
closed forms. The dispersion relation is given by E(p) = ﬁqQ (p) for the anti-symmetric, increasing
function q : R — R determined by the convention q(@ ) = "T”h for n € Z — {0}, the Kronig-Penney
relation for p € R — 7r%’/Z:

a a aM a

cos (ﬁp) = cos (ﬁq(p)) + m sin (ﬁq(p)), (1.5)

and continuity at zero. The dispersion relation E(p) has a roughly parabolic shape E(p) ~ 2‘”—2 + 9
nmh | E(mr o

except for momenta near the lattice values p = *7=, n € Z, where there are gaps g, :=
E(%Ll—)‘ The kets |p), can be constructed as discrete combinations of the standard momentum
kets:

[P)o = Y np.m)|p+ ==m), (1.6)

meZ

where the coefficients n(p, m) satisfy Y, .5 [n(p,m)|*> = 1 and have the form

b e 1 1
n(p,m) := —iN, * (" (9P 1) <q(p) ot T ) —p- Mm>

for a normalization constant IV, > 0.

1.2.2 The noise and Lindblad dynamics

The physics literature on decoherence and matter-wave optics includes many experimental [12 [16]
and theoretical [11], 10} 15, 17, 24] studies in which a quantum noise of the form (3]) appears. The
noise map W satisfies the Weyl covariance relation

\I,(eiaP-HbXpe—iaP—ibX) = (laPHbX () o—iaP—ibX abeER (1.7)

) ) * *

This means that the rate of collisions is invariant of both the position and the momentum for the test
particle. In particular, the noise does not generate dissipation in energy, since it does not include any
frictional contribution that would systematically drag a “high momentum” down to lower values. The
noise predicts a gradual stochastic acceleration to higher momenta over time, which is apparent in the
linear mean energy growth found in the model:

TY[H ] = TrlHpaol + 5.
Nevertheless, the model is an accurate description of a massive particle interacting with a gas of
light particles over a limited time period. A three-dimensional version is derived from a quantum
linear Boltzmann equation in [23, Sect.7.1]. Also, there is a mathematical derivation from a singular
coupling limit in [I3]. Attention to the structure of completely positive maps and quantum dynamical
semigroups satisfying the symmetry (I.7) and other classes of symmetries can be found in the work
of Holevo [14].

The quantum Kolmogorov equation (L.2]) determines a unique strongly continuous semigroup of
completely positive maps ®, : Bi(H) that preserve trace: Tr[®, ,(p)] = Tr[p]. Technical questions
regarding the construction and uniqueness of the solution ®,; do not follow from Lindblad’s basic
result [19], since the Hamiltonian part of the dynamics is unbounded. I have discussed these technical
issues in [6, Appx.A], although the details are trivial due to the exceptionally simple form of the noise.



1.2.3 Physical picture
For the scaling (L4) with A < 1, I imagine the particles in the background gas to have mass M, and

2 2
the reservoir to be at a fixed temperature 3~'. The initial kinetic energy o7 = 21)700)\0 of the test
particle has the same order in \ as the temperature 5~!. The parameter \ = % is the mass ratio of
a single reservoir particle to the test particle, and the A < 1 regime is consistent with the Brownian

limit in which the noise term (3] arises. The rates become approximately frictionless in the large

mass limit, since the reservoir particles move at speeds on the order ( Mlo B)% compared to the slower

speed % = ]I\)/[—‘z)/\% for the test particle. The collisions with the gas generate an unbiased random walk
in the test particle’s momentum with jump rate density j(v), and the fluctuations in the momentum
over the interval ¢ € [0, ;] will be of order o2 ( M) for small A\. Thus, without the potentlal the

momentum will typically not deviate far from the initial value p on the scale of p = poA~ 3 itself,
since v < 1.

A typical matter-wave smeared over several period cells of the Dirac comb will have a potential
energy on the order of ¢ = 3‘—8)\, which is small for A < 1 in comparison to the kinetic energy of the

2
test particle % = 21)700/\0. The de Broglie wave will tend to transmit freely through the potential

except for momenta near elements in X Z which are those satisfying the Bragg condition for reflection.
Each lattice momentum ”hn n ez has a neighborhood with diameter roughly given by 2”% where
Pendellosung oscillations between the reflected and transmitted waves appear non-trivially. More
precisely, the “diameter” %ﬁ associated with the lattice element 7rhn is an integral of reflection

probabilities over the interval [”h 2”2 L %52"; 11, which vanish away from the center ﬂLln see (LI0).

The diameters of the reflection bands contract more quickly as |n| — oo for smooth perlodlc potentials.
Since the test particle travels with a momentum near to p, any Bragg scattering that occurs will have a
diffraction order with magnitude 3 o ATz 1 Despite this high diffraction order, the Pendellsung
oscillations in the reflection bands occur at a faster rate than the rate R of collisions. To argue this
point, I identify the minimal speed for the high-order Pendellésung oscillations with the value

2mh 1 @
li f f—E —n)—FE ‘:—l' inf g, = —
\lpr\n—iono r%ZO 27h (p+ a n) (p) Inh nses I wha

9

where g, is the nth energy band gap. However
27rh

s 7ha = whoao A~ is > R for small A. The first equality

above uses that the momenta p + “£%n and p must belong to different energy bands, and thus be
separated by an energy band gap. In summary, the Pendellosung oscillations are nearly non-existent
except for momenta in the reflection bands for which the oscillations are rapid.

By the above considerations, the critical factor in determining the transport behavior stated in
Thm. is how frequently the test particle’s momentum is likely to fall into the reflection bands
randomly through kicks from the gas. The behavior of the test particle will be ballistic in nature if the
reflections are infrequent, and in the contrasting scenario, frequent reflections will lead to cancellations
in the test particle’s motion that elicit a central limit scaling for the spatial dispersion. Since the test
particle momentum does not deviate far from the initial value p, the relevant reflections bands are all

approximately of width gfpo‘. The setting can be reduced to the random walk on [ — %, g—g ) given

by contracting the momentum of the test particle modulo %Ll, and there is a single reflection band

of diameter 7"2%0‘ centered around the origin. The contracted random walk is ergodic to the uniform

distribution over the interval, and the probability of reflection after a generic collision is ]2\;[73. The

frequency of Bragg reflections is equal to the frequency of collisions multiplied by the local averaged

probability for reflection after a collision: R%p = 7%%‘;30 A3 Thus, there will be on the order of

A2~7 > 1 reflections over the time interval [0 [0, L].




For T := L the following list summarizes the consequences for the A < 1 scaling regime:

>

M > M, Heavy particle limit

% > 2 Kinetic energy is typically greater than the energy stored in potential
o2T? < P Deviation from initial momentum through collisions over interval [0, T ) is small
2%’5 x o3 Reciprocal lattice spacing has the same order as individual momentum transfers

inf,ez £% > R Pendellosung oscillations in the reflection bands are rapid compared to collisions

T%%ﬁ/[ x A2~7  Number of Bragg reflections over time interval [0, T ) typically has order A2

Typical distance traveled between reflections has order ag

a
A+e

<
R

]

By

P
M Ra
1.2.4 Semi-classical heuristics for the result

The analysis in Sects. reduces the proof of Thm. to the study of a classical Markovian pro-
cess (Y, Ky) € R2, where Y; and K; are defined below and have units of position and momentum,
respectively. The analogous statement to Thm. for the classical process is the following: For each
T € Ry, the renormalized random variables Yy r := )\%_%Y% converge in distribution as A — 0 to

a normal distribution with mean zero and variance T¢. The classical process was my primary focus
in [6], and Sects. B and revisit some of the proofs that reduce due to the simpler setup of this
article. The simplicity here is a consequence of the short time scales considered over which the posi-
tion process does not have variable-rate diffusive behavior. If the time scale /\% were replaced by %,

then there would be fluctuations in the momentum on the order of the initial momentum p = )\_%po;
however, this clearly complicates a characterization of the position distribution, since the diffusion
rate ¥ = % appearing in Thm. depends on the initial momentum.

The position component for the classical process is a time integral of the momentum Y; = Yy +
ﬁ fg drK,, and the momentum component is a Markovian jump process for which the rate of jumps

J(p,p’) from p’ € R to p € R is given by

Jwp) =Y i(p-v - ?@ ‘Hp_p/_z%hn(p’, n)

nez

)

‘2
where the values k,(p,n) € C are defined through the coefficients appearing in (L.6l) as

21h
"iv(pﬂl) = Zﬁ(p+v+ TH,m—n)Tl(p,m)- (1'8)
meZ

_ 12 262 \o
I take the initial distribution (Yp, Ko) € R? to be in the joint density (7h) " te” 22° 77 PP which
is the Wigner transform of the initial state pgy.
The values |k, (p, n)|* satisfy the normalization > nez ko (P, n)[* = 1. Tt follows that the escape
rate R = fR dpJ(p,p’) is invariant of the current momentum p’. A jump for the process K; from a

momentum p’ € R can be understood as composed of a sum v + 2%71

n in which v € R has density

% and n € Z has conditional probabilities |, (p/, n)]2 given p’ and v. The component v is the
momentum transfered to the test particle through a collision with a gas particle, and 2%’%1 is the

momentum transfered through Bragg scattering. When |p| > %, the Bragg scattering component
approaches an ideal form monopolized by transmitted and reflected waves:
) 1-11_(50) n =0,
|k (p, )| ~
I (%9) n=-—n,

6



where n € Z and 0 € [ h ”h) are determined by

" 2a’ 2a
a . mh
n=—(p+v—40) with 6=p+vmod—,
mh a

and the probability II_ : R — [0, 1] is defined through

J(gety”
H_(p) — 2 247r h .
M \2
(z77p)” + (f7e)
Notice that p 4+ v — %hn ~ —p — v is approximately a reflection of p 4+ v.

Since the Bragg scattering is dominated by reflections and the collisions with the light particles
from the gas typically do not generate large fluctuations in the massive test particle’s momentum

within the time interval [0, %], the absolute value of the test particle’s momentum will satisfy
K| —
sup M < 1. (1.9)
te[0, L] p

Consequently, the reflection probability II_ (%0) is approximately equal to II_ (;Tph@). The reflection
times are effectively determined by a series of coin flips with probabilities H_(%Hn) that depend
only on the values 6,, € [—g—z, g—g) of the contracted momenta K, = 6, mod Z at the collision times

tn, n € N. The chain 6, is Markovian with transition density from ¢ € [—Z2 Th) to § ¢ [—Zh =h)

2a’ 2a 2a’ 2a
given by
LS jo—o+ ™)
R a
nez
Since the chain is exponentially ergodic to the uniform distribution over the torus, the probability of
reflection at a given collision time is nearly

h

a 2a dGH_( ap 9) ~ alM _ aog My
21h th Qhopo

Az (1.10)

wh J_~h
2a

Thus, the number of Bragg reflections Ny for times ¢ € |0, %] behaves as a Poisson process with rate

R% = %, since the collisions have rate R.

To motivate that the spread in position scales proportionally to )\_%4'%, I will again use that the
absolute value of the momentum deviates little from the value p as in (9] by replacing the momentum
K; by the process (—1)N¢p. In other words, the momentum effectively flips between the values p and

—p with Poisson rate %. The random variable Y% is approximately
A

N ¢
1 37 P 27
Y}% = M ; dTKr ~ M 2 (—1)” (Tn-i-l — Tn)

N1

AT

p p
aBV; 0(—1)"(Tn+1 — =), (1.11)
n—=

. . . . o, . 2
where 7, are the reflection times. The second approximation above neglects an additional Vp—M when
N 7 is even. The random variables 7,,1 — 7, are close to being independent mean-2 exponentials,
Y

v
. 2 . . . .
and thus 7,41 — 7, — ¥ has nearly mean zero and variance Pz. The expression (LI is a central limit
theorem-type sum including around N r = % terms and having variance
AY

() () =77

7



Therefore, the random variable A3 4Y:r should be expected to be distributed approximately as a
Gaussian centered at zero and with Varlance T when X is small.

1.3 Organization for the article, preliminary notation, and unit conventions
1.3.1 Organization

I will adopt a top-down organization for the mathematical content of this article:

e Section Plincludes the proofs for Thms. and [[.3] following statements of the main propositions
that enter into those proofs.

e Sections [Bl and [4] discuss the symmetries relevant to the dynamics and the structures necessary
to formulate them.

e Sections each include a proof for one of the propositions stated in Sect. 2 and the statements
for propositions supporting the proof.

e Section [9] contains the proofs for the propositions stated in Sects. BHSL

1.3.2 Notation

The following is a partial summary of notation. Let fh be a Hilbert space, b be a Banach space, m be
a measure space.

h mh
Sets: T  Torus identified with the Brillouin zone [—%, %)
Z, Spatial interval [— 2 g)

Spaces: B(h) Bounded operators over the Hilbert space b
h) Trace class operators over the Hilbert space b
h) Hilbert-Schmidt operators over the Hilbert space b

Norms: lfllp LP-norm for p € [1,00] and a measurable function f:m — b
IG|| Operator norm for a linear map G : b — b

llplli  Trace norm for an element p € By(h)

Note that the trace norm has a boldface subscript.

1.3.3 Unit Conventions

The reader should not forget that the quantities p, M, h, «, a, and b each scale with 0 < A <« 1. 1

will follow the convention that the bounding constants C' > 0 in the statements of propositions are

. . . h2 .
unitless. Also, I will often insert % = Z—g and ](\)/[O as reference units for momentum and energy,
O

respectively.

2 Proofs of Theorems [1.2 and 1.3

The proofs of Thms. and [[.3] are contained in Sects. 2.1l and 2.2] respectively.



2.1 The diffusive case

I will go through the main part of the proof for Thm. after defining notation and stating the main
technical results that the argument depends upon. The goal of the analysis in the quantum setting
is to approximate the relevant quantities by analogs corresponding to the classical process (K3, Y})
discussed in Sect.[I.2.4]l To reach the classical quantities, there are three intermediary approximations,
which are roughly characterized by the following:

(D).

(ID).

(111).

Momentum to extended-zone scheme momentum approximation: The integral kernel
<p1 ‘pA’ z |p2> for the state PAL in the momentum representation encodes the limiting spatial
diffusive behavior in the region near the diagonal p; = ps; see the proof of Thm. below.
However, the state PAL has nearly the same integral kernel in the momentum representation
and the extended-zone scheme representation. Propagation for the position variable can effec-
tively be treated as if it were generated by the extended-zone scheme momentum rather than
the standard momentum.

Quantum Freidlin-Wentzell limit: The evolution of the density matrix p); over the time
interval r € [0, %] has an approximate decomposition in the extended-zone scheme representa-
tion that emerges for A < 1. The limiting decomposition is such that the off-diagonal functions

(oA, ]( ) ¢ L'(R) formally defined through

hk

0 ®) = olo— X plp+ 0, (2.1)

are approximately given by @g\kz [,Z)A]( ) for a contractive semigroup of maps <I>( ) . L'(R).
The dynamics along the off-diagonal fibers of the density matrix are thus approx1mately au-
tonomous. This feature is a consequence of the relatively fast time scale of the Hamiltonian
dynamics compared to the noise and is analogous to Freidlin-Wentzell theory for classical dy-
namics [§].

Semi-classical approximation: Fiber decompositions such as in the idealized form re-
marked upon in (II) are characteristic of translation covariant dynamics. The Markovian
process (Ky,Y:) has a translation covariant law, so an analogous decomposition applies. Let
Pt € L*(R?) be the joint density for the random variable (K3,Y;). For each k € R, there is

a contractive semigroup T(k) L'(R) such that T(k)P)(\g = P(k) for all times t € R, where
73“ : fR dxPy4(z,p)e ik The semigroups @&2 and T( ) are close for small k, and through

this connection the problem reduces to the classical case The approximations depend on A
being smaller than other relevant comparable scales.

. @g\kz : L'(R) be the semigroup with generator £y that acts on elements f € T := {f €
L(R)| fy dplp| | (p)] < oo} as

(Erkf) () = - %(E(p - B+ ) f0)

—Rf(p /dpJAkpp)f(p)

where the kernel J), j, is defined as

N
g (ps D) ;E:ZJ — 8 =)y n (0 = T ) Fpya (0 5 ) (2.2)



for ky(p, n) given by (L8]). The operator L) j is closed when assigned the domain 7, and the semigroup

@g\kz = e'£xk is contractive. The semigroup of maps Tg\z L'(R) is defined to have generator £’)\’k

with domain 7 and operation given by

() ) =150 + [ ' (I 16) = 1691 0)). (23
For k € R and p € Bi(H), let [p]*) € L1(R) be defined analogously to [p]gg) as
21 (p) = (p —\ plo+ @>

The functions [p]*) and [,o]gﬂ are extractions from the off-diagonals for the kernels of p in the mo-
mentum and extended-zone scheme momentum representations respectively, and these objects are
discussed more rigorously in Sect. Bl The descriptions (I), (II), and (III) correspond respectively to
Lem. 2.1, Thm. 2.2, and Lem. 2.3.

Lemma 2.1. For T € Ry, v € (%,1) and L = I_T“’, there is a C > 0 such that for all A < 1 and
k| < A2,

H oy, 2] = [ l}ﬁf)H <O

Y

Theorem 2.2. For T € Ry and v € (3,1), there is a C > 0 such that for all A <1 and |k| < 2”

< CNT7.

k . 1(k
(o218 = 0% ()2

AY

Lemma 2.3. There is a C' > 0 such that for all A <1, t € Ry, and |k| < i—g,

(k

H<I> H < C(AT + Rz HE),

Theorem 2.4. For T' € R, the processes Yy = ()\4 2Ys , s €10, T]) converge in law as A — 0 to a
Brownian motion with diffusion constant 9. In particular the characteristic functions of the densities
Py z € LY (R?) satisfy the pointwise convergence as A — 0 given by

DY

9 k2

/R2 d:ndpPA’%(x,p)eim —s e 2

for u = ANi=2k. The convergence of the processes Yy is with respect to the uniform metric.

Proof of Thm.[L2. Let @) 1 be the characteristic function for the probability measure ;) 7. To show
that py 7 converges in distribution to a mean-zero Gaussian with variance T, it is sufficient to

prove that ¢y 7 (k) converges pointwise to ¢=3% The characteristic function o 1(k) is equal to the
following:

oa7(k) ;:/ dpy(z) e*®
R

/d$D)\ 1 (2)
R

— [ o, 1100 (24)
R



where u := A3~ 1k. Without the formal computation with the kernel (p] AL |p2> above, the expres-

sion on the fourth line of (2.4)) is equal to the first expression on the third hne by Part (2) of Prop. B4l
Since |u| < 3—75 for small enough A, the results of Lem. 21 Thm. 2.2l and Lem. 23] yield that the
telescoping differences

1® [y ] _plu),

X

—
¢
>
[h—

°E

[,o/\’_

A7

[p)\ z

TAY

; [PA,%] o (A )% N ;u), @i“

Z
XY

decay in the L'-norm on the order O(\*) for small enough choice of exponent ¢ > 0. Thus,

‘/dp[px, /dpP(“T = 0O(\).
R A3y

Finally, by Thm. [2.4] there is convergence as A — 0 for each k € R:

792
oy

/ dpP = d:z:dpPA 1 (z,p)e™ — e~
’A'Y TAY

2.2 The ballistic cases

It is natural to apply different techniques to prove Thm. [[3] for the cases in which either the Dirac
comb or the noise is set to zero. The scenario without the comb is mathematically trivial since the
dynamics has a well-known closed form when viewed through the quantum characteristic function
representation; see Lem. When only the Dirac comb is present, the proof follows by a reduction
of the strategy applied in the proof of Thm.

For k € R and t,A € R, define the maps U /gkt),U (k) L'(R) to act as multiplication by the
functions

k

U (p) = (B B+ ) g T (p) o= eitht. (2.5)

The following lemma holds for a more general class of quantum dynamical semigroups [14] satisfying
a symmetry known as Galilean covariance.

Lemma 2.5. Let py; satisfy the Lindblad equation (1.2) with o = 0 and beginning from a density
matriz p € Bi(H). The quantum characteristic function for py, has the closed form

Tr [p/\temXJriqP] _ ef(f dr(@(Q—l—%(t—r))—gB(O))Tr[ mx+i(q+%t)P]

pe

)

1qv

where $(q) := [ dvj(v

Proof of Thm.[1.3. Let u := A7~k and denote the characteristic function for the measure a1 by
@7 By the proof of Thm.[[.2] the function ¢y 7 can be written in the forms

par(k) =Tr[p,. T WX] (2.6)

/ dplpy, (p)- (2.7)

The cases without the Dirac comb and without the noise are handled in (i) and (ii) below. It is
/7 Pok
sufficient in each case to show the pointwise convergence of ¢ (k) to the value T My

11



(i). By (2.8) and the formula for the quantum characteristic function from Lem. 25 T have the first
equality below:

JT ar (23 (=) -20)) gy [peln X+ P)

par(k) =e pe
NTI'[V WX'HMXY P]
iTRPoR  _ v2u?  p2u272 Pok
—e" Mo 2 T B2MIATT A e Mo (2,8)

The Fourier transform @ of j : R — Ry has second derivative bounded by o = [ dvv?j(v), and the

first approximation follows since %% = %)\% < o3. The second equality is a consequence of the
Gaussian form for the density matrix p.

(ii). By (27) and the triangle inequality,

fone) = [ 0 ) 0)] <[,

(2.9)

v

(u)

The difference [p, . 1@ —1p, % ]o” converges to zero in the L!-norm as A — 0 by Lem.[ZIl The density

matrix evolved to time ¢ € R is given by py; = e 'a HpAe n*" and consequently [p), t]( )= Uikt)[ ]( )

for ¥ € R. A simplified version of the proof for Lem. 2.3 shows that there is a C' > 0 such that for all
A<1,teRy, and |K| < 2,

[ al8” - O 10| < o + ReaF). (210)

1

Since v < % + £, the terms on the right side of (2.9) converge to zero for small . However, [pA] ™ (p)

p242 262

1 _2?
is equal to (7%—1;;)26_ e w2 (PP , which gives that
kp 2,2 . 2 pok
[ a0, @I ) = e s TR
R 2

3 Bloch functions and the fiber decompositions

3.1 Fiber decomposition for the Hamiltonian

The invariance of the Hamiltonian H under spatial shifts by a € R, is characterized by the commu-
tation relation

P H = He'n (3.1)

It follows that H acts invariantly on the eigenspaces of €%’ which is the foundation for Bloch
theory [22]. The Hilbert space H = L?(R) has a canonical tensor product decomposition H =
L?*(T) ® L?(Z,) in which an element f € H is related to an L2-function f : T — L?(Z,) through the
partial Fourier transform

fo(z) =

Ze ﬁ¢"f:n—|—an) x € 1Ly,
ne”L

27Th
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where the argument ¢ € T of fis placed as a subscript. The commutation relation (B.]) implies that
there are self-adjoint operators Hy, ¢ € T defined on dense domains of L*(Z,) such that (H f)s = Hg fs.
The operators Hy have the form

- _h_Q(d_z)(M
© 7 oM \dx?/¢
where (%)(a) is the self-adjoint extension of the second derivative over the domain (—%,0) U (0, §)

with the boundary conditions

2M o dg dg

—790) = —(0+) - —(0-),
a ia a

9(=3) = ¢"%(3),

dg ay  _jegdg a

%(—5) = ¢ @(5)-

3.2 Bloch functions

The eigenfunctions for the operators Hy, ¢ € T have closed forms in the case of the Dirac comb, which
are Bloch functions v, € L*(Z,) for p = ¢ + 2%’511 with n € Z given by

il (a(p)—p) sz ca sz
eh 777 -1 ,—izalp iz(a(p)—p)izalp) _a
1 ei%(q(p)+p)—l h ( )+eﬁ( ( ) )6 h ( ) 2 Sx§07
Up(z) = Ny 2 (3.2)
i%(a(p)—p) x x
e BT 1 —ifa(p) iza(p) a
1_e*i%(q(p)+p)e " ten 0<z< 27

where N, > 0 is a normalization, and q : R — R is defined in the Krénig-Penney relation (L3]).
I denote the Bloch functions for the momentum operator by 1, := a~3¢#P. For Ip| > %, then

%q(p) ~ $p, and the Bloch function zzp is approximately equal to v, except for p near an element
of the lattice %LZZ (see Lem. Bl below). Under the usual conventions, the eigenvalues Ey 4 and

corresponding eigenvectors QZN,d) for the Hamiltonian H are labeled progressively Eni14 > En,g by
the band index N € N and the quasimomentum ¢ € T. For ¢ # —%ﬁ ,0, the extended-zone scheme
parameter p € R is determined by the pair IV, ¢ through the relations

Llp—g¢l  S(p)=S(9),
p= quodZLh, and N = "
¢ Llp—¢l -1 S(p)=-5(¢),

where S : R — {£1} is the sign function. The assignment convention for the measure zero set
¢ e {—%Ll, 0} is not important for the purpose of this article.

Let © : R — [~Z1 1) and n: R — Z be defined such that

O(p) = pmod %h n(p) = %(p - 0(p)). (3.3)

Also, define 3 : R — R such that 3(p) := in(p)O(p). Lemma Bl bounds the difference between the
Bloch functions 1y, ¢, and the proof is contained in the proof of [0, Lem.4.1].

Lemma 3.1. There is a C > 0 such that for all A <1 and p € R,

~ C
[ = Wl < 15260

13



3.3 Dissecting a density matrix

There are various substructures for a density matrix p € By (#) that are useful to identify and define
rigorously. Recall that an element f € # can be identified with an element f € L? (’]I‘, L? (Ia)) through
the tensor product decomposition H = L?(T) ® L*(Z,). For an Hilbert-Schmidt operator p € Ba(H),

there are operator coefficients E((;)(p) € By(L*(Z,)) defined ae. (¢,k) € T x [-Z,Z) through the
relation

(flpg) =h d¢d/{< ¢ V g¢+h_~> (3.4)

T>[-%,3) :
for all f,g € H. The operators E((;) (p) : L*(Z,) are merely the blocks associated with the Hilbert space
tensor product L?(T)® L?(Z,) with a parameter rescaling in the off-diagonal direction by A~'. When p
is trace class, the operator coefficients K(H)( ) can be taken to be in B; (L2 (Za )) and are determined in a

stricter sense than a.e. (¢,x) € T x [~Z, %): For each x € [-%, Z), the operators E( )( ) € By (L*(Z,))
are defined a.e. ¢ € T. In fact, for all K € [-Z, ), the function £(*)(p) that sends ¢ € T to E((;) (p)
can be regarded as an element in L' (T, B1(L*(Z,))).

The function £*)(p) : T — By (L*(Z,)) is defined in the lemma below though the Banach algebra

At C B(H) of operators that commute with e'n”. The algebra Ar is isometrically isomorphic to
L>(T,B(L*(Z,))). Elements G € Ay are identified with elements G € L (T, B(L*(Z,))) through the
equality

(f1Gg) = /T d6(F3| G ). faen

Lemma 3.2. Let p € B(H) and r € [~Z,T). There is a unique function () (p) € L' (T, B1(L*(Z,)))
satisfying that for all G € Ar,

Tr [peigXGeigX] /dqﬁTr [6((;) (p)eigXTé(ﬁei%XT],
T

where X1 € B(L*(Z,)) acts as the multiplication operator (Xtf) = xf(z) for f € L*(Z,). Moreover,
the norm for £*)(p) has the bound HE(“)(,O)Hl <lpl1-
)

Recall that [p ]g and [p]*®) are formally defined to be functions of p € R given by o(p— | ,0|p—|— k) o
and (p — 2 klplp + & o k) respectively. I interpret the mathematical definitions for expresswns 1nvolv1ng
kets as referring to analogous expressions formulated in terms of Bloch functions and the tensor
product decomposition H = L*(T) ® L*(Z,); for instance,

hk ~ ,i ~
oo = "ol p 4 ) =0, [ ()] s) and

(0= " lolp+ ) =, e €0 ne)

for ¢, hx € T equal respectively to p, ik € R modulo 2%'7 Finally, I also define <p>(“) € LY(T) for
k€ [=%,2) and p € B(H) such that <p>$) = Tr[@éf) (p)]. In future, the expressions EI(,k) (p) and (p>g€)

for k,p € R should be understood as E((;) (p) and (p>((;) for k,p related to s, ¢ as before.
The inequalities in Prop. B.3] and [3.4] are all consequence of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.

Proposition 3.3. Let p € B1(H), and define |p| := /p*p and |p|. :== \/pps.

1. Let fg,94 € L?(Z,) be square integrable functions of the parameter ¢ € T. For each k € [-T,T),
the following inequality holds for a.e. ¢ € T:

(ol (1o | < (Fal€5" e (1ol ) £ * (9]0 (1) 96 (35)
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2. Forany k € [-2,%) and a.e. $ €T,
K 1 0 1
(o1 < ({loldg 1) (o) e )

3. For any k € R and a.e. p € R,

1% )] < ([lol] (p_@)) (1) + hj));

The analogous equality holds with the [p]*)’s replaced by [p ](k)

Proposition 3.4. Let p € B1(H).

1. The following equalities hold:

/R aplp)? () = /R dpl)© (p) = / dé(p)? = Trp].

2. For any k € R,
Tr[pe™] = /R dplp]™ (p).

3. Forany k € [-Z, %) and k € R,
1YL 1121 N, < ol

3.4 Fiber decomposition for the Lindblad dynamics

Since the Hamiltonian is spatially periodic and the noise (L3]) is invariant under all spatial shifts, the
Lindblad dynamics (I2)) is invariant under shifts by the period a of the Dirac comb. In terms of the
dynamical semigroup ®,; : B1(#), the spatial symmetry translates to the covariance:

<I>>\7t(ei%P,oe_i%P) =i PP, t(p)e —iRp pEBi(H).

As a consequence, the dynamics decomposes into fibers as stated in Part (1) of Prop. To be
mathematically rigorous, the differential equation in Part (1) of Prop. should be phrased as an
integral equation and evaluated against an appropriate class of test functions. The constant c > 0 in
Parts (3) and (4) of the proposition below is from the jump rate assumptions in List [[.T]

Proposition 3.5.
1. For each r € [-Z,T), the functions () (@, ,(p)) € L* (T, B1(L*(Z,))) satisfy the differential
equation
d (s i 0 K K
-t )((I)A,t(p)) =- ﬁ(H¢_Lﬂ€( )(q’A,t( ) — )((I)A,t(p))H¢+M> —725( )((I)A,t(/)))

dt ¢
D R e e A OV ) Pl
neL

In particular, there is a contractive semigroup I‘( ) Lt (']T, Bl(LQ(Ia))) such that for all p €
Bi(H),
V) (€% (p)) = €0 (5,4(p)).

15



2. For all k € [=72,%) and X\ > 0, the functions <<I>,\,t(p)>(ﬁ) € LYT) satisfy the Kolmogorov

equation
d

O = R+ [ a0 (6.8 @)

where Jp(¢,¢') = Y,e75(0 — ¢’ + ).

3. Forallk € [-2,%) and p € Bi(H), the following inequality holds: H<\I’(p)>('{)H < wllpll1-

[e.e]

4. For allA>0, ke [-Z, %) tc Ry, and p € B1(H),

[(@rs(0) ™ e < )| + 5 ol

4 Energy submartingales and unravelments of the dynamical maps

4.1 Pseudo-Poisson and Lévy unravelments

As mentioned in Sect. [T} the map ¥ : By(#H) generating the noise for the quantum dynamical
semigroup @y ; : Bi(H) satisfies W*(I) = RI. This should be interpreted as meaning that the escape
rates for the quantum Markovian process are invariant of the state. This property, referred to as
pseudo-Poisson for classical processes, implies that the dynamical maps ®,; can be unraveled in

terms of an underlying Poisson process with rate R. For each k, the semigroups q)g\kz : LY(R) also
have the pseudo-Poisson property. The proof of Part (1) from Lem. [£1]is contained in [0, Appx.A],
and the proof of Part (2) is similar.

Define the transition operator T)(\k) : LY(R) to have kernel R™1Jy x(p,p’) for Jy defined in (Z:2)

and recall that U /ikt) : L'(R) acts as multiplication by the function U /ikt) (p) = e~ 1n(Bo=3)-Ep+'3)),

Lemma 4.1. Let E denote the expectation with respect to a rate-R Poisson process N = Ny(§) with
realizations § = (t1,ta,...) € RY, t; <tjqq.

1. The map @y, : Bi(H) can be written as Oy, = E[CD)\@J], where

N I e T e O R A I i

2. Similarly, the map <I>E\k) : LY(R) can be written as @g\kgt = E[@g\k% t] , where

t

k k k k k
(I)g\,g,t(p) = U>(\,t)—tNT>(\ )...U)(\,t)g—tlT)(\ )Ui,t)l'

The semigroup @) ; has an even more restrictive property than being pseudo-Poisson, since the
noise map ¥ has a Kraus decomposition (L3]) comprised of an integral combination of unitary conju-
gations. This allows the maps ®) ; to be written as convex combinations of unitary conjugations using
an underlying Lévy process with jump rate density j(v). Given an element & = (vy,t1; vo,t2;...) €
(R x R4 )™ with t; < tj41, the unitary operator Uy ;(§) : H is defined by the product

s (t—tn) sup s (ta—tq1) .V -t
Upy(€) i= e Hel B X L I B H AR X il (4.1)
Lemma (4.2 is from [0, Appx.A].

Lemma 4.2. Let £ = (v1,t1; va,t9;...) € (R x Ry)™ be the realization for a Lévy process with jump
rate density j(v). The dynamical maps @y, can be written as

Dy i(p) = E|Ux:(&) pUS (6], (4.2)

where the expectation is with respect to the law of the Lévy process.
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4.2 Energy submartingales

Parts (1) and (2) of the proposition below are energy submartingale properties from [6, Prop.5.1].
Part (3) follows by a similar argument as Part (2). As stated in Prop. @10, Parts (1) and (2) carry
over to analogous properties for the classical stochastic process K; discussed in Sect. 241

Proposition 4.3. Let the unitary process Uy 4(§) € B(L*(H)) be defined as in {{.1]) for timest € Ry
and a realization £ € (R x R;1)™ of a Lévy process with rate density j(v).

1. For every f € D(H), the stochastic process <U>\7t(§)f| H%UA7t(§)f> is an integrable submartingale
with respect to the filtration of the Lévy process.

2. The evaluation of the Hamiltonian by the Heisenberg evolution maps <I>§’t has the explicit form:

% . (H H —I
(H) = +2M

3. A similar formula holds for each map ®} ¢.t, When acting on the Hamiltonian:

an

2RM

het(H) =H+ L.

5 From the momentum to the extended-zone scheme representation

In this section, I focus on proving Lem. 21l Lemma [5.T]states that the extend-zone scheme momentum
for the state p, z € B1(H) is concentrated “near” the values +p.
"X

Lemma 5.1. Let v € (3,1) and ¢ € (0, T'Y) For fized T > 0, there is a C > 0 such that for all
A<,

INY

AM p|>X Hp* l]g)(p)‘ < ON Y2

The main ingredient for the proof of Lem. 2.1 is the bound for the difference between the Bloch
functions v, and T/N)p for |p| > g in Lem. B Lemma [5.1] guarantees that the relevant p € R for the
Lem. 2T] estimates are sufficiently large. The upper bound of Lem. 5.1lis weak for p close to elements
n %LZZ, and I apply Part (4) of Prop. to ensure that the momentum densities are bounded when
contracted to the torus T, and thus are not concentrated in the troublesome region around the lattice.
Other elements in the proof are the Cauchy-Schwarz-type inequalities of Sect. [3.31

Proof of Lem. 21 By adding and subtracting <p— o ‘p/\ ‘ p+ > and using the triangle inequality,
I have the bound

[0 21 = 100 21, < [ [(o= T lon s (b5 ) o+ 5),)

+/de((<p—% - J}F%Dpxﬁ +@>Q(' (5.1)

2
The terms on the right side of (5.I]) are similar, so I will treat only the first. For ¢ € T,x € [-Z,T)
with ¢ = pmod 2%71 and kK = kmod %’r, translating from ket notation to Bloch functions yields

(=T lg (p+ ) =l 7)) = (st ) (et~ Fpog))
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The first term on the right side of (5.1J) is bounded by
(k) 9
Lo |l s ) (st = T
< g
< (v,

5</de (Yorts —Ppas

The first inequality above is by Part (1) of Prop. B3] and the second inequality uses Cauchy-Schwarz
along with Part (1) of Prop. [3.4] to obtain

0
Lo (0| s 0r )| 0poa) = [ o[y 2] 0= 5) = Tolos g] = 1.

To bound the bottom line of (5.2)), I will treat the integrand separately for the domains [p| € [p —
2A'p,p + 2X\'p] and |p| ¢ [p — 2\'p, p + 2\‘p| in (i) and (ii) below.

1
(0) ~ 3
Lorns (P 2) ‘¢p+% - ¢p+%>

Vp i _Jp+%>>é’ (5:2)

1
(0) 2 i
R N

0
flue ()

(i). For the domain |p| € [p — 2A'p, p + 2)\'p],

1
—a (0) —a 2
(/PE[P—2)\‘p,p+2)\Lp] <¢p+% Vrsty €¢+%ﬁ(p*%)‘w”+%€ w”+%>)

1 1
(0) 5 /4\'pa 2\ 2
< (sl (o, 1)11) " (=5 / o o, 4 bly)t 63
lp|>5p

where I have bounded the number of p € [p — 2\'p,p + 2\'p] with p + % = ¢mod 2“7“ for a fixed
¢ €T by 4‘;’){ 2. The left term on the second line of (5.3)) is bounded independently of T', A > 0, since

« w
sup |65” (0, 5 )I| < sup T (67 (03, 1)) < sup(on)g” + 7
2 M)Q
263 | 1 _%0(_4’;2110_ o
S(p)imedoe T4z (64

where second inequality is by Part (4) of Prop. The right term on the second line of (5.3)) is

smaller than
4\'pa ~ 12 _ 8\'pa C
Th /Ed(b sup N pr_l/}PH2 < h /_ﬂh b dg 1 ap ab

p=gmod 32, o (L+1aRmm)?
lp|>5p
a Ji_gp apy (14 [y])
64mh
< ONZ (5.6)
a

where the first inequality is for some C' > 0 by Lem. Bl The inequalities (5.4) and (5.5) give that
the right side of (B.3]) is O(A\").

(ii). Notice that the above analysis implies

‘ A7_ 9 T
/Iple[p—kbp,pﬂbp] AT AT



Moreover, since [, dp [p)\v%](o) (p) = Jpdp [p)\’%]g)) (p) =1 by Part (1) of Prop. B4

(0221 ®) = [0, 2] )| = 000, (5.7)

/Iplﬁé[p—/\bp,pwﬁp]

For the integration over the domain |p| ¢ [p — 2A'p, p + 2A\‘p|, I have the following inequalities:

— (0) D
/|p|¢[p—2ALp,p+2,\Lp} <¢p+% prr% K (pk’%)wﬁ% ¢p+%>

ST
lp|¢[p—2A\*p,p+2A'p] P

© ()
/p¢[p—ALp,p+ALp} ka’%} (p)+[pA,A—J (P))

/pﬁ[p—/\Lp,pHLp} : Yaria
<N L 0(0) = 0(\Y).

6 0r )y ) + (P

02, 3)[ )

IN
DO

AN
S

The second inequality uses the definitions of [p, z 1O [py z ]go ) and the assumption k| < )‘LTP. The
7>\ 7A

third inequality follows from (5.7]), and the last inequality holds for some C” > 0 by Lem. 5.l Finally,
the order equality uses that t =1 — v — 2.
O

6 The quantum Freidlin-Wentzell limit

In this section, I prove Thm. The analysis of for the proof of Thm.[2.2]is an extension of the analysis
for the proof of [0, Thm.2.1]. The previous result only characterized the limiting autonomous dynamics
for the diagonals of the time-evolved density matrices in the extended-zone scheme representation,
whereas the treatment here includes a region of off-diagonals.

Recall from Sect. [ that the operator T)(\k) : LY(R) is defined to have kernel R™1.J, x(p,p’) and

U)(\Ift) : L'(R) acts as multiplication by the function Uikt) (p)=e —i5(Br-5)-Ep+13)),

Lemma 6.1. Let p € B1(H) be positive. There is a C > 0 such that for all 0 < X\ < 1, |k| < & o and
81 < 83,

H /82 d7‘<R_1U)(\]j:Zr (W (e R peli ! )}(k) U§ T k)U@[Io]g))Hl
S1

a?

M _
< Oy = 50) (N0 Tr[Hp) + A2 ()l + A 2lp]l1 ) + ORI ol

The following lemma is similar to Part (4) of Prop.

Lemma 6.2. Let the maps ®y ¢, and the times t,, be defined as in Lem.[{.1. The following inequality
holds:

[{®xren (2)) ™, < 5o,nH<ﬂ>(”)Hoo (1= do) .

The proof of Thm. 2.2] follows closely from Lem. [6.1] after unraveling the maps ®y,; : B1(H) and
CIDgz : L'(R) through the pseudo-Poisson representation of Sect. [Z1] and introducing a telescoping
sum of intermediary dynamics that evolve according to the original dynamics up to the nth Poisson
time and the idealized dynamics afterwards. There is technical detail in the application of Lem.
resulting from the presence of the factor Tr[Hp] in the upper bound, since Tr[H®) ¢+, (p)] increases
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linearly with n € N by Part (3) of Lem. 43l This small problem is resolved by considering a suitable
time cut-off that avoids unmanageable energy grow and by bounding the remainder through a simpler
estimate.

Proof of Thm.[2.2. For N and ¢ defined as in Lem. Il and 0 < r < ¢, define

k k k k k
(I)g\zrt U§ t) 7% >(\ )”'U>(\,t)n+1—tn ( )U>(\ t)n—r7

where t,, is the first Poisson time > r. By Lem. 1] I have the first equality below:

(@ (p )]gﬂ ‘I’( )[/5 ](k) E[[q’,\,g,t(ﬁ/\)]g) - q’g\lfg,t[ﬁx]gzk)]

Ni(§)
o\ (k o
- E[ Z q)gfg,tn,t [q)A,s,tn(P,\)];) <I>(Ag . |:¢)‘7£7tn71(p)\):|;)1|7
n=1

ék) in the form of a telescoping sum.
The difference between @), t(p,\)]( ) and @&2[ ]gﬂ at time t = /% is smaller than

For the second equality, I have inserted terms (I)g\kg bt [<I> A& tn (,6,\)]

51 « (k LRI s~ 1 RT\x
[ @l - el i, <2 S0 G
N=BL|+1
RT L%J N © " " o
AT N }
+e X7 Agl R nEZ:l /Ogtl,,,StN<% (I))\gtm)\,y [q>)\§tn(p)\)] q>)\§tn 17; [@)\’€7tn71(p>\)]Q 1 .

(6.1)

In the above, I have applied the triangle inequality to the telescoping sums for the first L%j terms.
(k)

For the remaining terms, I have used that &) et is contractive in the l1-norm, ®)¢; is contractive

in the trace norm, and ||[p)\] ||1 < ||palls = 1. The first term on the second line of (6.1I) decays
superpolynomially as A goes to zero.
A single term from the sum on the second line of (6.]) is smaller than

(k) (k) & (k) (k)
LS R R OV Y |

S5y

tnt1 ctp—ty_ ctn—ty_

S/ T / at <R lU/gk)thrtn ¥ 1H(I>/\,5,tn—1(/5/\)el " 1H)];k)

OStl"'Stn71<tn+1<'”t./\fg)\_’y tn—1

U>(\k) tn+tn—1 ( )U)(\kt)n—tn 1[¢)‘§tn 1 >H

c T Ma? .\ (0) CR™IN, T n_1
<xa G (P Il H g ()] + A2 (02) oo + A7) + (51 (5

C'\1*te T n ORI N—1
== +(/\/ 1)! (M) (6.2

for some constants C,C’ > 0, where I identify tg = 0 and tyy; = M for the boundary terms on the

second line. The first inequality above uses that @(k% vt and U )(\ t) are contractive in the 1-norm. The

second inequality in (6.2)) is by Lem. 6.1l and ||[®y ¢, 1(p)\)\|1 < 1. The first term of the fourth line
can be bounded by an application of Part (3) from Lem. 3] to get
AMa? Moa%

AV s By e ()] <
72 [ A&stn—1 )\] h(z)

(Te[Hn] + %) — 0(\).

sup
0<nsiE
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The expression ||(®x ¢, ,(P2)) P |lso from the second term of the fourth line of ([G2) is O(A\°) by
Lem. [6.21 and Part (3) of Prop. B4l
With the result ([6.2]), the second line of (6.I]) is smaller than

L BE)

_RT C'A\Te T n C)\e T nN-1 - -
Y NRY (R ) o)) S ORI e RN,

To obtain the above inequality, I have replaced the upper bound ng by infinity and applied elemen-
tary manipulations to the Taylor expansion of an exponential function. Since o > =~ > 0, the right

side tends to zero for small \.
O

7 Convergence to the classical Markovian dynamics

This section contains the proof of Thm. Part (1) of the lemma below essentially states that the
dispersion relation E(p) has derivative close to &7, and Part (2) is related to the continuity in p € R
of the coefficients ,(p,n). Both estimates require that the momenta involved are not too close to the

lattice %EZ. Recall that the function © : R — [—g—s, % ) contracts momenta modulo %ﬁ

Lemma 7.1. Let |k| < 3—75 and A C R? be the set of all (p,v) satisfying |O(p)], |©O(p+v)| > )\%Jr%%.
There is a C > 0 such that for all X\ < 1 and (p,v) € A,

1L HEP-%)-Ep+4)+ %| < ORN2F8,

2. ZnEZ

ro(p =%, )R (p + % n) = k(o n)P| < C(1L+ o?)rstE,

(k)

The proof of Lem. [2.3]is primarily involves bounding the difference between the semigroups @\, :

L'(R) and Tf\kz : L}(R). For this task, it is convenient to introduce an intermediary semigroup Tg\kz !

that has the same drift term as @g\kz and the same jump term as Tf\kz Let Tg\kz’/ : LY(R) be the
semigroup with generator £} ; that acts on elements f € 7 := {f e L'R)| [pdplp||f(p)| < oo} as

(50N ®) =~ + (B~ ")~ 5+ ")) £0)
—Rﬂm+4mu@mvw> (7.1)

The difference @g\kz — Tg\kz " is bounded by means of a Duhamel equation and an application of Part

(2) of Lem [T] and the difference Tg\k)’/ — T(Akg is bounded through a pseudo-Poisson unravelment and
an application of Part (1) of Lem. 7.1 Since the inequalities in Lem. [[.T] pertain to momenta bounded
away from the lattice %Z, I take precautions though Parts (3) and (4) of Prop. to ensure that
momentum densities are not peaked in the region around the lattice.

(k)

]f) [pA]®) for the semigroup Ty

Proof of Lem. [2.3. The function P)(\lft) € L'(R) is given by P)(\lft) = Tf\t
with generator El)\,k defined in (Z3). The difference in norm between P>(\I,€t) and Tg\kz [,Z)A]gk) for all
k| < i—g, A <1, and t € Ry is smaller than

[Pl i), <

A =158 = o0,
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where the order equality follows by the approximation techniques from the proof of Lem. 21 It is
thus sufficient to control the difference between the operation of the contractive semigroups q)g\kz and
k)

TE\ - For the intermediary semigroup T(k) : L'(R) with generator (Z.I)), the differences @g\kz - Tg\kz !

and Tg\z - Tg\kz are bounded respectively in parts (i) and (ii) below.

1). e difference between an " can be written in terms of the Duhamel equation
). The diff b ") and T{")" can be written i f the Duhamel i
t
o) -y = [l o -

Let A C R? be defined as in Lem. [[.Jl and B C R be defined as B = {p € R||0(p)| > )\%Jrg%}.

Since @g\kz_r is contractive in the L'-norm, I have the first inequality below:

(k)= 1(k) (k),!
ot -

oo’ =T [PA](R)Hl
<tsw [ 3 / av i ()| (C82 1) @) | (0~ T2 m)Fu (o + 2 ) — [ )
§2t0s<1ilit/dp/dv Lac(p 03 0)| (T8 15:19) )

LR+ m) (ps;pAf% L R N 0§ R )

The second inequality above partitions the integration over (p,v) € R? into the domains A and A€, and
for the domain A¢ applies the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality along with the fact that 3, !mv (p, n) !2 <1
for all (p,v) € R%. For the domain A C R?, I have multiplied and divided by 1 + %1}2 and applied
Holder’s inequality in combination with HT&]?’/[/)A]EQ]C)|]1 < |Hp>\]§9k)|]1 < 1. The last line of (7.2) is

bounded by a constant multiple of RiNsTS by Part (2) of Lem. [[.Il I will bound the expression on
the third line of (Z2)) in (I) below.

(I).  For the integrand on the third line of (7.2]),

[Cswars

T

AP )] < S (TSm0 + 5 (008 [ ) (73)

)

where S, : L'(R) is the shift operator by ¢ € R: (S;f)(p) = f(p — ¢). The above inequality uses that
](Tf\kilf)(p)] < (Tg\ozllf])( ) for all f € L'(R) and a.e. p € R and Part (3) of Prop.B.3lto bound [,bA]gf)

by the sum %S% [pA]( ) 1S i [,o)\]( ). With ([Z3) and the bound 14¢(p,v) < 1ge(p) + 1pe(p +v), I
have the first inequality below

v [ avtactnio)] (08 50| <5 [ do [ 0 (15:0) + 1500+ 0)) o)
< (Sl () + ('S [ (0))
<3 / p(Ripe(p) + wri 7 220)

(0SS (o) + ('S e [22]) (8) )

2mh ,
AFEZ (R (52) o +2).

DO |
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The second inequality follows by assumption (2) of List [Tl To see the third inequality above, notice
that Tf\oz’, = Tg\oz is the Markovian semigroup with jump rate kernel J. When contracted to the torus
T = [—%h, % ), the process is still Markovian and has kernel Jp. Thus, by Part (2) of Prop. 3.5 the

. 0), . 1(0) . . 0
density Tg\}/Si%[pA]é) is equal to <@)\’t(8:th72kp)\sq:h72k)>( )

then apply Part (4) of Prop. to obtain the bound.

when contracted to the torus, and I can

(ii). Recall that the linear map U /ikt) . LY(R) is defined as multiplication by the function U /ikt) (p) =

et Also, let Tg\kg ¢ and Tg\kg; , be defined analogously to q)g\kg . in the proof of Thm. as the
products

k k 0 ~(k 0 k
TE\%M(P) Ui t) th >(\ )"'U>(\,t)n+1 tnT( )U>(\ t)n—rv

k k 0 k 0) 7 -(k
T(Agm(ﬂ) Ui t) thr )(\ )”'U)(\,t)n+1 T T} )U)(\ t)n "

where § = (t1,t2,---) € RY and ¢, < --- <ty are the values in the interval (r,t]. The difference

between the maps T( ) and T(Akt)

(k), k e R N (k), (k) (k)y (k)
T)‘7t B T 7 ! Z R Z/ T)\ﬁ 7L+17 TA757tn+1 B T)‘7§7tn7tT)\7§7tn’
= Jo<ty <ty <t

can be written in terms of a telescoping sums as

where I use the standard identifications ¢y := 0 and tar41 := t. By the triangle inequality, I have the
first inequality below:

i -], < 505 |
n=0 1

Sty <ty <t

w0 - v e,

re [0 tnt1— tn]

LR / AT (e1 + 2R (g — t
Z n§:0 0<ty-<ty<t (Cl 2R (tn+1 n))

—\2t5 (c1 + coRt), (7.4)

for some c1, co > 0 determined implicitly below. The expression in the second line of (7.4]) is bounded
through the following inequalities:

w88 - ) e, |

7T 1
T’E[O,tn+1_tn]

< / dP‘T&IQ,tn[ﬁA]g)(p) sup e — e i (Bo-4)- E(p+%))‘
R r€[0,tnr1—tn]
< [ a1, 000
tnt1 _hky hk\  pkh C®
+Tp€B‘Ep o) El+g)+ ‘H T 02 Hl

1, 027h 3
(@ o2 @) N HEZ 2 o R{tngr — tn)A2F

NS

. .pk T 1 Wk
For the second inequality above, I bounded the expression |e" ¥ i i (Bl ) -Bl+y) | by 2 over
the domain B¢ and by @\E(p — ) _F(p+ ) 4 22k il o7 | over the domain B. The third inequality
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uses Part (1) of Lem. [.1] to bound the supremum in the second term for some ¢ > 0, the inequality
HTg\kg . [pA]g“)Hl < 1, and the bound

aup 37 [0, 1080+ ) £ o 3030, Sl 0+ 2|

9T Nez a 2 0eT 37T a
<5 L l{@rse Seg i)l
SZH SennSenllet = =il t 2. (75)

The first two inequalities in (7.5]) follow by the reasoning in (i), and the third follows by Lem.
O

8 Central limit theorem for the classical process

This section concerns only the classical stochastic process (Y},Kt) satisfying the Kolmogorov equa-
tion (2.3 and beginning in the joint Gaussian state heXp( 2b sy — 2—6;1432) The analysis appearing
here is a 51mphﬁcatlon of |6, Sect.6]. The component K; is an autonomous Markov process with jump
rates J(p,p’) from p’ to p, and the component Y; is a time integral Y; = Y; + i fo drK,. The jump
rates J(p,p’) have constant escape rates R := fR dpJ(p,p'), and I refer to the jump times as the
Poisson times. The Poisson times are denoted by ¢, with the convention ¢ty = 0, and N; denotes the
number of Poisson times up to time t.

I must introduce a number of technical definitions, which I will summarize in the list below. Let
S :R — {£1} be the sign function. A sign-flip is a Poisson time t,, such that S(K,) = S(K,,,) and
there are an odd number m of sign changes leading up to t,: S(Ky, ) = —=S(Ky,_,,,) for r € [1,m]
and S(Ky, ,, ,) = S(Ky, ,,). Note that under this definition a sign-flip time is not a hitting time
with respect to the filtration generated by the process K, since the identification of a sign-flip time
depends on a verification that the sign does not change again at the next Poisson time. This awkward
definition is formed to avoid counting occurrences in which the momentum changes sign at successive
pairs of Poisson times, which a detailed examination of the jump rates J(p,p’) shows is likely. The
double-flipping is a small impediment to finding a more stable characterization for the sign behavior
of the momentum process, and I have discussed this issue in detail at the beginning of [6, Sect.6].
Define the 7,,, m > 0 inductively to be the sequence of times such that 70 = 0 and Ty, 41 is the first
time ¢ € R, following 7., for which ¢ is a sign-flip or |Ky| ¢ [3|K5,,|, 3|K,,.|]. Introducing the cutoff
for the deviation of the absolution value of the momentum over the mterval [Tm, Tm+1) 1s a technical
precaution, which I use because the 7,,’s are less frequent over time intervals in which the momentum
is high |Kt| > p. I denote the number of non-zero 7,,,’s to have occurred up to time t € R4 by N;. Pick
ee (0,2 =57, and define ¢ to be the hitting time that |K;| jumps out of the interval [p — A°p, p + A°p)].

The standard filtration generated by the process K; is denoted by F; := O’(Kr :0<r< t). Let F;
be the filtration given by

ft = a<7'm+1, K, : 0 <7 < Tpet for the m € N with ¢ € [Tm,7m+1)).

When t € [T, Tn+1) for some m, the o-algebra F contains knowledge of the time 7,41 and all
information about the process K; up to time 7,,41. For F) 5 := ]-"% and ATy, = Ti+1 — T, define

the fxﬁ—adapted martingale

Z
<t

NI

. X(Tm < g) K. <A7’m — E[ATm ‘ ]?T;L]).

3
Il
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At a glance, the above definitions are given by the following;:

S

Yys The normalized integral functional: Y) s := )\%_i % / . dt K,
tn nth Poisson time ’
N; Number of Poisson times up to time ¢
S First time that | K| jumps out of the interval [p — A°p, p + A°p]
Tim Time of mth sign-flip
AT,  Time elapsed between the mth and m + 1th sign-flip: A7, = Tie1 — T
N; € N Number of 7, up to time ¢t € R
Fi Information up to time ¢
Fy Information up to the time of the sign-flip following ¢
m), Martingale with respect to F \,s that approximates Y) 5 for A < 1

3
Recall that ¢ := V§22. The process [mA, mA]s refers to the quadratic variation of the martingale
0
my.

Lemma 8.1. In the limit A — 0, there are the following convergences in probability:

1. SupOSSST ‘m)\78 - Y)\’5| — 0,

2. SupPp<s<r ‘ [m,, mA]S - 319‘ = 0.
Lemma 8.2 (Lindberg condition). As A — 0, there is convergence E[Supogng |m>\78 —my - H — 0.

Proof of Thm.[2.7. By Part (1) of Lem. 8] I can approximate the process (YA,S, s € [O,T]) by the
martingale (m, s, s € [0,7]) in the limit A — 0. By [20, Thm.VIIL.2.13], the martingale (m, ,, s €
[0,7) converges in law to a Brownian motion with diffusion rate ¥ over the interval s € [0, 7], if the
following hold:

e The random variables ! [mA, m,\]s — sﬁ! converge in probability to zero as A — 0 for s € [0, 7.
e The random variables supy<s<r ‘m,\,s — m>\757| converge in probability to zero as A — 0.

The above statements are implied by Part (2) of Lem. BIland Lem. B2] respectively. The convergence
is with respect to the uniform metric.
O

9 Miscellaneous proofs

9.1 Proofs from Sect. 3

Proof of Lem.[3.2. The equality follows by expanding p in terms of its singular value decomposition
and using that for G € Ar and f,g € H, then (f|Gg) = [; d¢<f¢|G¢ §¢> by the definition of G. The
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following relations bound the integral norm of £()(p):

169, = [ asl @l = s / dBTE [0 ()5 X0 el 551
T GeL> (T,B(L*(Z,
IIGIIoo—1
= sup Tr[pe 2XG612X]
GeArT,
lGl=1
< ”,0”1,

where the third equality above holds by the definition of G. The supremum on the first line is
obtained as a maximum with G¢ = ¢7i% XU, ese 2 3% for the unitary Upro € B(L*(Zy)) in the

polar decomposition of E((b)( ), i.e., E((;)( ) = p7ﬁ7¢|€¢ (p)].
U

Proof of Prop. [3.3.
Part (1): For a measurable set A C T, let G, G G ¢ Ap have respective corresponding
elements in L> (T, B(L*(Z,))) given by

G = 5yla(0)e 5N |gy) (fyle 13T,
GO = sy1a(0) o) (gele 3T,
GO = 1a(0)lwo) (fole YT,

(£5165” (0)lgo)
[(£al€5 (0190
of the vector v € L*(Z,) is arbitrary, and I will only use that (1)g |t)g) = 1. Notice that for all ¢ € T

éé’A) = (éé}A)’,)*éfbA)’”, and thus G = (G )*GA7,
The second and fifth equalities below invoke the definition for £(%)(p):

where s4 1= and Xt € B(L?(Z,)) is defined as in the statement of Lem. The choice

/Ad(stfd)V((;)(p)‘gd)M :/ngbTr[E((;)( )6 QXTG(; )612X11‘] Tr[pe s G( ) ]
= Tr [ (G55 o] ) (G 5XT, )|

- 1 1
< Tr \G(A)"e_igxlp]%\z]2Tr“G(A )W is Xy ARk ‘ }2

N

=1r '!p!(ei%XrG“’v’Pe—i%X)] T ol (¢ X G|
(/ d¢<g¢|f¢+hn Ipl)|g¢ /d¢ fold 1 |p|*)|f¢>>§, 9.1)

where U, € B(H) is the unitary operator in the polar decomposition of p. The third and fourth
equalities hold by the cyclicity of trace, and the fourth also uses that |p|. = Uy|p|U,. The inequality
is the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality |Tr[Y* ]|2 < Tr[|Y| |Tr[|Z)? ] for Hilbert-Schmidt operators Y, Z.
For the fifth equality, the operators e'2X|G(A)/|2¢12X and e 2X|GA) " 2e2X are in Ar, and the
corresponding elements in L™ (T, B(L*(Z,))) are respectively 14(¢ — —)|g¢)_%€>(g¢_%€| and 14(¢ +

BN f gy ) (f |
2 /o aFE N oA 1
Since (@) holds for all measurable sets A C T, it follows that for a.e. ¢ € T,

(ol €57 Do) < (Lol e (D] S5} 9|5 s (ol | 95)
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Part (2): By definition <p>((;) = Tr[ﬁ((;) (p)]. The result follows by choosing an orthonormal basis for
L?(Z,) in which to compute the trace:

T ()] =| D (e, |68 () [en, )

nez

1 1

<> wmn\g e (19D [ 230, >2<w%\e§f+’%<\p\*>\w%>z
nez

(X a2 (oDl szn))* (3 (s ) ol sz, )

nez neL

=T [0 (1o I (o)) = (oS 0e)® (ol ) .
¢l ¢ ¢ ¢

The first inequality above is by Part (1) and the second is Cauchy-Schwarz.

Part (3): By definition [p]*) (p) := <¢p_M]€f:) (P)¢p+%> for p = ¢mod 22 and k = kmod 2. The
2

result follows directly from Part (1). The same argument applies for [p]gk).
U

Proof of Prop. [3.4)
Part (1): The first and fourth equalities below hold by the definitions for [p](®) and Eg)) (p) respectively:

©) () — (0)
| ant1®w) = [ anuile o))
/1rd¢z w¢+2”hn‘€ )i 2mhy )

ne”

— /T doTe[e? (p)] = Trp],

where on the first line p = ¢ mod 2%’5 The third equality uses that g 2mhy, M E 7 is an orthonormal

basis of L*(Z,) for each ¢ € T. I also have the equality [ d(b(p)g]) = Tr[p], since (p)éo) = Tr[Eg)) (p)]-
The argument is analogous for [p](?) replaced by [,o]go ).

2nh X

Part (2): Let p, hx € [T, ™) be equal to ¢, ik modulo zﬂh and n := £ (k — k). Since ™o X € A

a’ a

for n € Z, the definition for £(%)(p) yields the second equahty below:
Tr[peikX] :Tl“[pGIQX in2c X 1 X /d(ﬁTl“ E(R( ) erem XTel X’]l‘]

- /T 46 3 (W, | 55 (0) T s, ) / 06> (st s | €0 (P )

meZ meZ
/dp< e [0 () Z/de[p](’“)(p).

The fourth equality uses that eiUXTl/Jp = Yptho for p,v € R.

Part (3): This is a consequence of Part (1) above and Parts (2) and (3) of Prop. B3l
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Proof of Prop. [3.3.
Part (1): The maps @y, : B1(H) satisfy the Duhamel equation

By i(p) = e Rl pelil /dre R 5T g (@), (p)) el 71, (9:2)

Thus, I have the integral equation

t
E((:)(q)x,t(P)) = e_mé((;) (e_i%Hpei%H) +/0 dre_R(t_r)E((bﬁ) (e_i%HW(¢A,r(P))ei%H)'

From the definition of £(*)(p), it can be shown that

. . —ir i K iﬁ K K
E((;)(G_I%HpBI%H) —e H¢ h f( )(p)e hH¢+£2— and g( ) /d¢ Uy ¢/( Eb’)(p))

where ‘ib : B1(L?(Z,)) is defined for ¢ € T as
U4(h) = Zj(¢ + @n)e'l(wz“h )Xt iz (6+250n) X h € Bi(L*(Z,)).
ne”Z

From the above equalities, it follows that ¢(*) (<I> at(p ) satisfies an integral equation of its own:
H,

1H¢ hk

o) (@ _ R e () (I
@ ( )\,t(p)) € o (p)e

e
t —iﬂH YK = K 1)57_TH ()
+ / dre~ Rt T ot ( / 46Ty (€5 @np(p)) ) T o EL(9.3)
0 T
Since convolution with \qug is a bounded map on L' (']I‘,Bl (LQ(IQ))) and the operators e_i%H‘?, ¢ €
T are unitary, a semigroup F(H) L (']I‘ Bi(L*(Z ))) can be constructed through the Dyson series

corresponding to the integral equation (O0.3]) that satisfies F(H) (ﬁ(ﬁ)(p)) = E((;) (@ ,\,t(,o)). The semigroup

Fg\g is contractive, since the noise term conforms to the bound
o] [ass o], < [ao [ a6~ )50, = RIE)
T T T T

Part (2): By taking the trace of both sides of ([@.3]), I obtain the integral equation

t

(@ri(p))) = R + / dre” R (6, 6) (@0 (0)), (9.4)

0

where I have used that Tr [\/I}d)_qy(h)] = Jr(¢p—¢)Tx[h] for h € B1(L?*(Z,)). Differentiating (@.4) yields
the Kolmogorov equation.

Part (3): For all k € [-Z, %) and p € Bi(H), I have the closed formula

(w(p))"" /dw (6.6 (p)%.

Thus, taking the infemum norm of both sides yields the inequality

1K), < (;;p J2(6, ) I10) ™|l < =lpls,
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where the second inequality uses assumption (2) of List [Tl followed by Part (3) of Prop. B4l

Part (4): The integral equation from Part (2) implies that (® ,\,t(p)>('{) can be written as

Jnl

<<I>,\,t(p)>(ﬁ) :e—Rt< >(H ( th n' = 1><p>(f<)_

The inequality [(3,(0)) oo < e RH|(p)™ oo + Zpll2 follows by |32, B L)), <
e inequality [(@x:(p))" llec < €7™[[{p) " llc + Fllpllx follows by || 3272, 5= h=(p) " [l <

H<P>(H) |1 and the reasoning in Part (3).

O

9.2 Proofs from Sect.

The lemma below contains estimates for the square roots of the dispersion relation E(p) and the
Hamiltonian H.

Lemma 9.1. There is a C' > 0 such that for all A <1 and p € R,

Proof.

1
Part (1): The inequality holds with C' = 273, since |E%(p) - (%)5‘ = (2M)_%\q(p) —pl|, and by the
Kronig-Penney relation (L)), the values q(p) and p can not be separated by more than g

Part (2): Since p := |g)(g| for g € H of the form (II]) in the position representation, I have the first

equality below:
o (17 () )] = ol () ) = (et - )

The second equality invokes the fiber decomposition discussed in Sect. B.Il The operators Hy, (%)45

9¢> (9.5)

for ¢ € T denote the operation of H and % on the ¢-fiber copy of L?(Z,) in the tensor product
decomposition H = L*(T) ®@ L*(Z,).
By using the formula uz = % Iy~ de ez - for u € Ry and functional calculus [21, Ch.VIILEx.50],

I can write the difference between the square roots of the Hamiltonians Hy and (%)

L
2
e (P2)%_l/ooﬁ< Hy (o), )
¢ 2M7?¢ 7w )y ez \e+Hy e+ %)d)
o 2
:l/zﬁ< He _ (W¢ >+l/oodee%< ! - ) (9.6)
2 2 ° °
™ Jo 6% €+H¢ 6+(2P—)¢ ™ % 6+(2P_M)¢ €+H¢

. (
(©)- Hef?{(b_ejL(;;M P_M)¢>

e+ H, 80/ = “app
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where the second inequality is for some ¢ > 0. The inequality (i) uses that the function EJ%C is operator

monotonically increasing for each ¢ € Ry and that GJFLH < 1. T will prove (ii) below. Applying (9.5
and (0.6) with the inequalities (i) and (ii) yields the bound

(1 () )] < 2 e

which has the form claimed.

(ii). The operator € + (%) $ has Green function Gy, : Z, — C with the closed form

1 1 2mh
Gye(r) = - Z — B ol F (92500
n€7Z € + W

Let Ay € B1(L*(Z,)) be defined as the rank Ay (z,y) = |G4.)(Gpe|l. By the general theory of
Schrédinger operators with point potentials [2], the difference between the resolvents of Hy and (%)

¢
has the closed form
1 1 «
- = Agpe. 9.7
€+ (%)¢ 6—|—H¢ 1—|—OéG¢7E(0) 2 ( )
The Fourier coefficients of g, € L?(Z,) have the form
e o 15 (¢+22n) 202 (1 st op)?
/a xgwﬂT—(m)e " v
and thus evaluating (9.7) with the state |gs) yields
~ 2
= G.c
<g¢‘ P_)¢ 5+H¢‘g¢> 1+aG (0 )‘<g¢| ¢7>‘
ob (¢+27rﬁ ) -1 _b2(¢+2%hnfp)2 2
(ol S
= ¢+Mn _
142 Y ez e+ Ehpr |
<C—aa
~ €e2bh’
where the inequality holds for some ¢ > 0.
]
Proof of Lem[51l. The integral ['0%%]220) (p) over the domain ‘|p| - p‘ < X°p has the bound
© 1 1,2
/ ](0)( ) < fde[ ] ) (p)|E%(p) — E2(p)]
T P) >
|lpl—p|<Ac 372 inf) ) _pj<rp |E2 p) — E%(Pﬂ2
8M (0) 1 1002
o vl 210 0)|E ) - BA el 99)

The first inequality is Chebyshev’s and the second uses that F %(p) ~ (21‘\’;‘) 1 for |p| > %; see Part (1)

of Lem. The analysis below shows that the integral on the bottom line of ([0.8]) is bounded by a
. _ . . 0 .

constant multiple of A'~7. This would imply that fllpl— pl<Ap [p/\ﬁ]( )(p) is bounded by a constant

multiple of A'™772¢, which is the statement of the lemma.
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Using the unravelment for the dynamical map @y, : B(H) from Lem. [42] I have the following
relations:

vk, 219 0)|E @)~ B0 =Te[®, ¢ (o) (1 - B3 p)) ]

<[efrefo (05 10110, .60 )]
+ 28 (p)|Tr [ (12— B2 ()] | + [e[on (1 - B() ) ]|
(9.9)
To obtain the inequality (@.9), I write
(U3 2 ©H30, 1 (©) - @) =(U5 £ (©HU, 2.(9) ~ ) ~ 255 (p) (H? ~ B3 (p))
+(H - @) —2830) (U} £ (OHIU, 1 ()~ H?), (9.10)

and use the triangle inequality for the first three terms. The fourth term on the right side of (.10
can be removed, since it has negative contribution by the inequality:

E[Tr [m@'A r (O)H2U, 1 (&) — H%m > 0. (9.11)

N Y

The inequality (.11 holds since the process Uy ,(§)H %U&t({) —Hiisan operator-valued submartin-
gale by Part (1) of Prop. 4.3}
For the term in the third line of ([@.9]), the second equality below holds by Part (2) of Prop. 43}

oT
270%E

E|Tx o (U5 2 (QHU, 2(6) = H) || = Te|pn (@5 (1)~ )| =

"NY AT NY

The two terms on the last line of ([@.9]) are similar, so I will handle the first. The factor b2k (p) = (&)%
is O(\%), and by the triangle inequality,

o (13 - @) ]| <[ (1~ ) ]|+ e[ ()"~ i) )
+sup (2) - B )| (9.12)

The first and third terms on the right side of (9.12]) are bounded by constant multiples of (%)% =

(50 )2)\2 and (Mag) (M 2)2)\2 respectively by Parts (2) and (1) of Lem. The second term on
the right side of ([9.12]) decays exponentially for small A, since

(P2 1 5 p? 1 p’ .1
()t - Ep| =] [ (B < u

and the integral on the right can be evaluated, where I%b A~z Robo
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9.3 Proofs from Sect.

Recall that the function n : R — Z is defined such that n(p) = % (p — 0) for 6 € [—32 =) with
p = 6 mod %ﬁ Given p,v € R, define the set I(p,v) C Z to be

I(p,v) := {0,—n(p), —n(p + v),n(p) - n(p +v)}.
The following technical lemma is from [6, Lem.4.1].

Lemma 9.2. There exists a C > 0 such that the following inequalities hold:
1. Forall N <1 and p € R,

C
D Irelpn)P < 7a‘2

n¢I(p,v) L+ ‘ nP

2. For all A <1, m,yn € Z with m # —n(p), n # 0, and |%hm— 2%hn—p‘ < %|p|,
mh h
a

/2a de"%@—i-"h %hn—p(p’ n)|2

2a

Bl

The bounds from Lem. will be applied in the proof of Lem. Define the function Q : R —
{0,1} as Q(p) = 1= >,z Lian,, san W_nn+3Lh}(p). I introduce the factor Q(p) in the statement of
a ag ' a ag

Lem. and the proof of Lem. to ensure that p + ?N and p + hk + Q%EN live on the same
energy band for p € Supp(Q) and |k| < i—g Throughout the analysis of this section, the reader

should remember that ik for |k| < i—g is negligible compared to the length %Ll between momenta
satisfying the Bragg condition. In the proof of Lem. @3] I rely mainly on decay that arises from

h~YE(p) — E(p+ hk + 2ZhN)| for large [N|. However, it can occur that |N | > 1 but that the energies
E(p) and E(p+ hk + 27rEN ) are not far apart, in which case I use Lem. [0.2] to extract some additional
decay from the sum ZnEZ ‘m DN | |/{v(p + hk + 27”‘ZN n— N)‘

Lemma 9.3. Let |k| < i—g and p € B1(H) be positive. There is a C' > 0 such that for A < 1,

2m hk h
Z/dpQ /dv] (k+ N)(p+7+%N)‘

N#0
ZnEZ‘K’U(pan)‘"{v(p—Fhkf—l-zﬂhN N)‘
W E(p) — E(p + hk + ZEN)|

< CM|pla-

Proof of Lem.[Z.3. By splitting the integration [ dp in to parts [p+ ”hN| < 27rh and |p+ ”hN| > 27rh
I have the inequality

k+2”N) Bk | who ez [Fo(pon)] Ko (p+ Bk + ZEN, 0 — N)|
Z/dpQ /dw P+ g+ N)‘ WY E(p) — E(p + ik + 22N))|

Rh M( (b+3N) () | Tk h |
§<infn€Ngn)A%;0/p+%th<2%h dp/Rdv = |lelg (p+5 +—N)

N#£0

orh
<3 [ko(pon)| [0 (p + Bk + %N,n ~N) [+ A%l 3 O, (9.13)
nez N=#£0

where g, is the nth energy band gap, and the values Cy > 0 are defined as

/d nEZ‘H’U(]Ln)‘|/€v(p+hk+2%hN7n_N)|
U] A2 2mh .
2 |E(p) — E(p+ hk + 2ZLN)|

Cy = sup
|p+ whN‘> 27h
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For the domain [p+ 7 Th N | < 2“h , I have used that the momenta p and p+ hk+ =% 2“h N belong to different
energy bands when p € Supp( ), |k < 2, and N # 0. It follows that |E(p) — E(p + hk + 27T71N)|

= Gy
27rﬁ

must be bounded from below by the infemum of the energy gaps g,,. For the domain |p+ T* Th Ny | >

I have applied Holder’s inequality and ||[p ] (k5N Hl < |lpll1, where the latter follows by Part (3)
of Prop. B4l I will show that the first and second terms on the right side of (3.I3]) are bounded by
multiples of A?||p||x in parts (i) and (ii) respectively below.

(i). For the first term on the right side of (@.I3)), mf NQ is bounded by a multiple of ¢, since the
gaps g, are bounded from below by a constant multlple of <. Moreover, the integral has the bound

J() | 22Ny Bk Twh
Z/p+%ﬁN§2%ﬁ dp/RdU R ‘['D]Q b+ 2 " N)‘

N+£0 .
xZ‘/—@vp, |/fvp+7ik:+—hNn_N)‘
nez
L0 IR0 2rh
= 5 +35 +hk 4+ —N
<4/ dp _4HPH1 0.14)

For the first inequality above, I have used that fR dv] (v)

ity to get

= 1 and applied the Cauchy-Schwarz inequal-

S (o) [0 (o Bk + 22N, )|
nez

§<Z|liv(p,n)|> <Z\m(p+hk+ihzvn N)‘2)é§1. (9.15)

nez nez

Nl

21
Also for the first inequality in (@.I4)), I have applied Part (3) of Prop.B3lto [p] g” a ™) in combination
with the relation |zy| < % + y—;

(ii). It is sufficient to prove that the sum of the Cy’s is finite and has a bound independent of A < 1.
I will show that Cn’s decay on the order of [N |_% A single C'y can be bounded independently of
A < 1 by the same reasoning as in (i). The difference |E(p) — E(p + hk + 222 N)| becomes large for
large |N| > 1 except when p + hk + 27rF’N is close to —p. By the restrlctlons lp + 7ThN | > zﬂh and
k| < 2“ , the momenta p and p + hk + 2”hN can not lie on the same or nelghborlng energy bands
Thus, the absolute value of the difference between the energies E(p) and E(p + hk + 2“h £ N) must be
at least the length Ly for Ly, defined by

Lm ;_E(”ah >—E(%h(m—1)> 27;\247:52(2771—1) m € N.

By the same reasoning, if |p| A |p + Ak + 2%”\“ < |72r—2N|, then the momenta p and p + ik + %EN must
be separated by the energy bands with band index between 1|N| and 2|N|:

2
E(p) - F (p+hk+ihzv)( Y Lax ]\;a2N2, (9.16)
1IN|<m<2|N|

where the |N| > 1 asymptotic proportion is by a unitless factor.
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By the above remarks, Cy < 773711\/[ f][\l,(‘) Cly + C%;, where C) and C}; are defined as

v e hy
v = \p_;_ﬂ?]l\l;lﬁz@’ /Rd’u R %‘ﬁv(p,n)H/iv(p-i-ﬁk—i— . N.n N)‘,
[pIAlp-+hk+ 222 N[> |22 |
ZHEZ"“U( ||“v(+hk+mNn—N)‘

= sup [ duie) X

2mh
i 22N 12 B+ 1 1 5|

By the same reasoning as in (i), I have the inequality below

RhA  RM a? _
Cx < sup 5 ho 0O(|N| 2).
IpIAlp+k+ 222 N <] 2L N | N|E(p) — E(p + hk + N)\ 0

The order equality follows from (9.I6). Thus, the C},’s decay quadratically and are summable. In the

analysis below, I show that the C'y’s have order O(|N|~ %), which implies that the C'x’s are summable.

Bounding the C,’s is trickier than the C’s, since I depend on some decay for large |N| arising
from the sum of the terms |k, (p, n)||ky(p + hk + 222N, n — N)|, and there are various cases in which
ko (p,n)| and |k, (p+ Ak + 22N, n — N)| may not both be small. As a preliminary, I will partition the
integration over v € R into the sets lv| > Z8|N| and |v| < Z2|N|. For the domain [v| > Z%|N| there is
quadratic decay, since Chebyshev’s inequality and (O.15]) imply that

Jj(v) Th j()
dv——= |/{v(p,n)‘|/~£U(p+hk:—|——N,n—N)‘§/ dv =2
/|v|>z—fzv| R ,;Z a pemy R
160a3 N2
~ 2RI ’

where o = [, dvj(v)v?. For the domain |v] < %|N|, I will rely on the results from Lem. Given
p,v € R, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (@.15) yield that

27h

Z‘/ﬁv(p,n)Hﬁv(p—Fhk—k—N N)‘
neZ
21h
< > [0 (p, )] [0 (p + b + =—=N,n — N)|
nel(p,v),
n€l(p+hk+22E N v)+N
1 2h 1
+( Z |/£v(p,n)‘2)2+( Z ‘/iv(p—khk—l—LN n)| >2. (9.17)
ng¢I(p,v) n¢I(p+hk+2=2 N v)+N

Under the constraints [p| A [p + hk + ZEN| > Z2|N| and |v| < ZZ|N|, Part (1) of Lem. implies
that the terms on the bottom line of ([@.17) are bounded by multiples of |%p|~! < |N|~* and |%(p +
hk + 2B N) |71 < |N|71, respectively. Since the total weight of the integration ﬁv\S%IN\ dfu]%) is less

than one, these terms make contributions to CY; that vanish with order O(|N |_%)

The final task is to bound the sum on the second line of ([@I7)). Let p’ := p + hk + @N . Note
that p’ &~ p + 22N, since |hk| < 27:5 < 22 The inequalities [p| A [p/| > ’52|N| and |v| < I imply
that the set (I (p v) + N) U I(p,v) must be empty unless the momenta p and p’ have opposite signs.
If p and p’ have opposite signs, the matching possibilities for elements in I(p,v) and I(p/,v) + N are

those in the same rows below:
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‘ I(p,v) ‘ I(p/,v)+ N ‘
0,n(p) —n(p+v) | —n@)+N,—n(p'+v)+N
—n(p),—n(p+v) | N,—n@)+n@ +v)+ N

However, the inequalities |p + Z2N| > 2T and |hk| < 222 leave only the possibilities:

[ Ilpv) ] I+ N |
0 —n(p'+v)+ N
n(p) —n(p +v) —n(p)+ N
—n(p) —n(@)+n@p +v)+ N
—n(p+v) N
For each case of n € (I(p/,v)+ N)UI(p,v), either n # 0,—n(p) or n’ ;== n— N satisfies n’ = 0, —n(p’).
The cases listed above are similar, so I will take n = N = —n(p + v):
(v 2mh
sup / dv%|/<;v(p,N)|‘/iv(p—i-hk—l——N,O)‘x(N:—n(p+v))
lp+ T N|> 2k o< 5a N a

|p|Alp-+hk+ 2L N|>| T8 |

mh

w ,mh 2a 2\ 3
< —=(— 2 sup / dO|K xh n p, N

(=) MW( o IRz o )

w, mhyl ¢
< —(—)2 , 9.18
_R(a) \N\% (9.18)

where the second inequality is for some ¢ > 0 by Part (2) of Lem. In the expression on the first
line of ([@.I8)), the integrand has support over the set v € %hN —-p+ [—g—g, g—Z] because of the factor
X(N = —n(p + v)). In the fist inequality of ([@.I8]), I have used that j(v) < w by assumption (2) of
List [T}, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and that ‘sz (p + hk + 2%?‘]\[ , 0)‘ <1

O

The proof of Lem. proceeds by subtracting-off small parts from the expressions

82 sr s T 52
/drR_lnylT[\I/(e_thp,\eth)]ék) and / dTU)(\Ifer)(\k)Uik)[pA]gc)

,r
51 51

such that the difference between the remaining expressions can be bounded by an application of
Lem. The parts removed from the expressions are associated with momenta near the lattice %EZ,
as usual, and also momenta that are “too high”. For technical purpose, capping the momentum is
necessary to maintain that the difference of energies |E(p — %) —E(p+ %)] is small compared to ¢,
which is the scale for the gaps between the energy bands; recall limy_, o gy = 270‘ Although assuming
that p € Supp(Q) guarantees p + % are on the same energy band, there will still be linear growth
E(p — %) - E(p+ )| ~ % for high momenta p € R bounded away from the lattice Z'Z. The

linear rate of growth % = &O(/\Hg) for |k| < i—g is, however, slow.

Proof of Lem. [61. Let Q, Q', Q" be the projections on L?(R), or alternatively L!(R), that act as
multiplication by the functions

=1- Z 1[7rn 37rh ah +37rﬁ}(p) Q/(p) ‘p‘<1ﬁ7 Q//(p) = Q(p)Q/(p)

ne”L *

Also, denote p = p — (I — Q)p(I — Q). There is a C' > 0 such that the following inequalities hold for
all A < 1, k| < i—g, and p € Bi(H):

35



52 oy or 52 T ir
‘ / drR—lU)(\{fzr [\P(e—lﬁHpelﬁH)] gi‘) _ Q/l/ d,r,R—lU)(\{fzr [\I,(e—lﬁHﬁelﬁH)] gi‘)Hl
S1

Ma 2
< Oy = 51) (N2 Tr[Hp] + A2 ()0 + X2 o]l ).

(i)

S1

52
| [ a2 1000 - @ [ i),

Ma 2
sc<82—s1>(x2+9 T Hpl + X))V oo + X ol )

(iii).
HQH/ dr <R_1U)(\{€17‘ [\I’(e 1 Hﬁeth)] gf) _ U){lfer)(\k) U)(\i«) [ﬁ](@k)) Hl < OR_lAQ

(i). By the triangle inequality, Q"(p) <1, and 1 — Q"(p) <1—Q(p) + 1 — Q'(p), the left side of (i)

is smaller than
H(I—Q/)/SQdTR_lU)(\]iT[\IJ(e_i%Hp i H H +H (I-Q) / arRIUP [W(eFH pel hH)]goul
s1

/ N drRUP W (I - Q)p(I - Q)e'

S1

8

1

]
(*)

sR_l/:erH(I—Q’)[‘P(e‘i%Hp% = /‘”HI Qe # et ]

+(s2 = s1)[|(1 = Q)pI - Q)| (9.19)

The inequality above uses that U iklr is a multiplication operator with multiplication function bounded

by one, i.e., \U)(\kzr(p)] < 1. Also, for the last term, I have applied Part (3) of Prop. B4 to get the

inequality below:

[ (1 = Qp(r = Q)eF N P|| < w1 - Q)p(T - Q)e'F

For the first term on the right side of (9.19)),

R_l/ 2d/rH(I—Q') [\If(e HpeinH gﬂ <R~ / dr/ (e i%Hpei%H)]g))(p)
S1 p>

1+9
)\2—1—29 2M . .
8 a / dr/dpE (e 1ﬁHpelﬁH)}gJ)(p)
S1

8)\2+2Qa2M 82
Rh?

8/\2+2QG2M

TR

drTr H\I/( %Hpei%H)]

Tr[Hp] + Tr[p]). (9.20)

RM
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The first inequality above is by Part (3) of Prop [B:3]and holds for A small enough so that %LZ < ; )\? T
a.

The second inequality in (9.20) is Chebyshev’s with E(p) > %, and the second equality is by the
explicit form ¥*(H) = RH + 5371.

To bound the second term on the right side of ([@.19]), notice that by Part (3) of Prop. B3l and the
inequality |2zy| < 2% + y?,

52 ‘v ir 1 [%2 . r hk
| arlj - @ueinedin O <5 [V [ ap(- Q) e o) O (- )
S1 S1 R
1 [ ey ik
+§/31 dr/de(l—Q(p))[\I/(e i pe hH)]g])(p—i- 7)
<(s2 — s 2T oy (9.21)

ao
To see the second inequality above, notice that the first is bounded by

1 52 7 T (0)
_/ dT/ d¢<\1’(€_lﬁHpelﬁH)>
2 /s —3zh 3xh)ah_3nh ah)[_zh _ xh Snh) p—le

) 2

apg ’ ag T a a
67Th s2 ir i (0)
- (s en))
ag s1 T< (e nopet )> o)
6mhywo
< NP (s5 — 51)|p]|1,

where k € [-X, =) with K = k mod (21_7(;' The inequality above is by Part (3) of Prop. and the

ag’ ag
fact that the trace norm is invariant of unitary conjugation. The second term after the first inequality

in ([@.21I) has the same bound.
For the third term on the right side of (9.19I),

- Qo -Q), =" dplp)3) (p)

/ﬂﬁ 3nh wh 3nh
e el

nez
_ (0)
_/[_M Smhyj(mh_3mh mh)j_xh _xhy drhi 4ol
ag ’ ag a ag ’ a a’ a ag
127hy
<)\lte O
<rol2he o)

(ii). This follows by similar analysis as for (i).

(iii). By an evaluation of the integral, I have the following equality:

52 . .
Q') [ ar(RO, (w1 O ) - U, 105 )

1

] 2 2
:1A<p,v,n,m>4dv%§nnv<p— v (ot o~ 2 — 0, m)
k+2% (n—m 7h
<ol T 0= T+ m)
o2 (B~ =22 )~ B(p+ 2 - 25 )~ B(p— 2 )+ B (p+ 1))
x ih
<E(p—%—%ﬁn—v)—E(er%—z%hm—v)—E(p—%)JrE(er%)

i (B~ =22 n—0) = E(p+ % — 22 m—0) ~ B(p— ") + E(p+ "))

E(p—5— %t —v) = Ep+ 5~ %tm—v) - Ep-§)+ Ep+

). (9.22)
)
where A C R? x Z? is the set of p,v,n, m such that:
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(I). Either p — h—2k - mn — v or p+ - 2Lhm v is not in the set UNEz[%LZN - ?’aioh, 7r7’1]\7—1— 3mhi,
(IT). The number p is not in the set UNEz[%LlN - ?’aioh, TN + 37rh] and |p| < a}\liﬂ,
I will argue below that statements (I) and (II) guarantee the inequality
hk hk 1 hk  2mh hk  2mh
Ep——)—FE —‘<—‘E —— ——n-v)—F — = —m— ‘, 2
B -3 - B+ 3| < 5|B0 -5 - o0 —0) ~ Bp+ 5 — “m =) (9.23)
which obviously implies that
hk  2mh hk  2mh hk hk\ |1
Elp————n—v)—-FE ———m—-v)—E(p——)+FE —‘
‘(p 5 an v) (p+2 am v) (p 2)+ (p—|—2)
hk  2mh hk  2mh -1
§2‘E(p—7—%n—v)—E(p+7—%m—v)‘ . (9.24)

It is an advantage to have a simplified denominator in later analysis, and the purpose of introducing
Q" and p earlier in the proof was to avoid some scenarios in which the denominator on the left side
of ([@.24]) becomes small.

To see (9.23]), notice that statement (I) and |k| < i—g imply that p— 2 — 220y 4 and p+ 2 — 270y, _y
always lie on different energy bands for n # m. It follows that

> inf g, > =, (9.25)
where g, is the nth gap between energy bands, and the second inequality holds for small enough

¢ > 0. Moreover, statement (II) implies that p — % k and p + hk belong to same energy band, and I
have the bound

hk hk 1 hk )
‘E(p -5)—El+ 7)( < M<Sip la(p + 7)\) <pe]IS£l—1£);hZ lq (p)D
' mh ralp| ,,2’pﬁ/€’ da
Sl { W;J M =324 (9.26)

where ¢’ := SUP g _mhy ‘q’ (p)| is finite by Part (2) or Lem The last inequality in (9.26]) is for

small enough A\ and uses the constraints |k| < 2—” , |pl < 1 —5g 50 that

phk| _ 2wk hg

= O\F3),
M = qagM)'*t:  adMy ( )

whereas & = %SA. The second inequality in ([©.26]) holds since q : R — R is monotonically increasing,

Wf(ﬂpw

the highest value on the energy band containing p + h2 and there is the explicit evaluation

q(Zhreelyy = bxpably - Combining (T25) and (320) yields (T23).
Making a change of variables p — % — z%hn —v — p and N = n —m, then the relations (0.22)) and
(@24) imply the first inequality below

HQ/ dr(R—lU)(\lir[\I,(e—i%Hﬁei%H)]() U(k) M ~]Q )H
2nh oh
<—Z/dpQ /d’l)j Z‘P p,p + hk + lN)H/QU p,n)H/{U(ptﬂi;Lik+ 2rh N)|
N0 neZ m1E(p) — E(p + hk + 2 N)]
< cR7IAC

The second inequality is for some ¢ > 0 by Lem.
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9.4 Proofs from Sect. [7]
The proofs for Parts (1) and (2) of Lem. [[I] are contained in Sects. and [0.4.2] respectively.

9.4.1 Estimates for the dispersion relation

The results of this section will require a closer analysis of the function q : R — R determined by the
Kronig-Penney relation (L5]). Recall that q is anti-symmetric, increasing, and satisfies
wh wh wh wh
—n=q(—n) =limq(—n —¢) < limq(—n + ¢), n € N.
—n=q(—n) E\Oq( " ) E\Oq(a )
In words, the function g has jumps at points in %EZ — {0} but is continuous from the direction of the
origin. It is convenient to view q(p) over bands p € (%h(n - 1), %Lln], n € N over which the function

is continuous. For each N € N, define the functions fx : [0,7] — [—1,00) and gn : [0, 7] — [0, 7] as

aaM sin(m — x)

fn(x) = cos(m—z)+ N g
gn() = fy'(cos(m — ).
The function q : R — R can be written in the form
_ 7whrap h ap ap
a(p) = —[—=] = —gn(r[ =] = 7). p>0. (9.27)
The following proposition is a consequence of basic calculus.
Proposition 9.4. Set v := %%
1. The function gy : [0, 7] — [0, 7] satisfies the differential equation
, sin(m — x)
9N (x) - v cos(m—x) . v2sin(r—gn(x)) vsin(r—gn(z)) °
~wN-gnte) T ST~ 9N () + TRELEE t N o)

2. The second derivative of gn can be written implicitly in the form

v2 cos(m—)

(TN—gn (2))2 + TN(x)

. v2 sin(m— T vsin(m— z))\3’
+sin(r — g () + CREF + TR

" _
gN(x) - ( _ wcos(m—z)
TN—gn(x)

where ry : [0,7] — R is defined as

() :2112 sin(r — gn(z)) 3v?sin?(7m — gn(x)) cos(m — gn(x))
- (N —gn(2))? (7N — gn(x))*
2usin®(m — gn(x)) B v3sind(1 — gy (2))
(N —gn(2))? (N —gn(2))°

The first two terms of the denominators in (1) and (2) can be alternatively written with the equality

. _ wvcos(m — ) sin?(7 — x)
Fein(m o @) = T ) T sl — gn (@) (5:28)

v cos(m — x)

N — gn(z)

For the statement of Lem. [0.5] recall that the map © : R — [—g—z, g—g) contracts values in p € R
modulo %Ll
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Lemma 9.5. There is C' > 0 such that for all A <1 and p € R,

h

1. la(p) — p| <C1+\ Tp]’
h
2. |d'(p) — 1] < Cmin{l’ m}
1 Zé
3ol 0P (T3 P2 }

Proof. By the equality (9.27)), it is equivalent to show that there is a C' > 0 such that all z € [0,7)
and N € N,

3. 19" (p)| < Cmin{

L |gn (@) — 2| < Oty
/ : 1
2. |gy(z) — 1‘ < len{l, m},
" : 1 1
3. (1’)‘ < len{ 7N (min{z,n—2]) P (11N }

Part (1): Clearly gn(z) < z, since fy(z) > cos(m — x) over the interval [0,7]. The definition of gy
gives the first equality below:

vsin(m — gn(x))
TN —on(@) =cos(m — x) — cos(m — gn(z))

z—gn () )
:/ dy sin(m — gn(x) — y)
0

25 (z — gn () sin(r — gn(2)). (9.29)

[

The inequality in (9.29]) uses that the function F(y) = sin(m — gn(z) —y) is positive and has derivative
greater than —1 for y € [0,z — gy (z)]. From (@.29), it follows that

2v

_ -1
N o) O(NT).

r—gn(r) <

Part (2): It is convenient to use the form g (z) from Part (1) of Lem. Q.4 for the domain 2 € [0, §), and
the alternative form using the remark (@.28) for the domain = € [§, 7). The analysis for the domams

are similar, so I will discuss [0,%). By Part (1) of Prop. and since the terms %,
vsin(r—gn (z))

TN —an()? D the denominator of the expression for gi () are positive over the domain = € [0, 7), I
have the first inequality below:

\ sin(m — gn(x)) — sin(m — x)‘ + O(N72)

| — Leelt b in(m — gn ()]

glw) 1| <

(1—|——N +OW )>min{ —UCOS](\;' — ) sin(m —1gN(x)) }

O(N )m1n+{ N , — ! 5 }, (9.30)

veos(m — ) sin(m — x) — e

IN

where min, refers to the minimum positive value. The second inequality uses that sine has derivative
bounded by one and Part (1) to guarantee that there is a C' > 0 such that |z — gy (x )| < 1+N The

third inequality bounds the difference between sin(m — x) and sin(w — gn(z)) by 1+—N again. The
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result can be easily seen by using linear lower bounds for the trigonometric functions on the third line

of ([@.30).

Part (3): Similar to Part (2).

Proof of Part (1) from Lem.[71. By writing E(p+ %) in terms of second-order Taylor’s formulas and

using that E(p) = %, I have the equality

hk > hk hkp  hk

Ep+5)-Ep-5) - 31 M( d (p)a(p) — p)

hk
2 v 2
+ M/ dv/ dw(q(p +w)q"(p+w) + |d (p+ w)| ) (9.31)
_% 0
It is thus sufficient to show that the terms on the right side of (@.3I]) are bounded by a constant

multiple of A\2+% for k| < i—g and p € R with [O(p)| < )\%Jr%z%h. The first term on the right side
of (@31)) has the bound

hk hk hk
279 ®a) —p| <3zla)| d'(p) =1+ 37 |aP) - p|
hk B A—%—§ B2k
<C5 (02 + +
. hg §+Q
a%M() O()\2 2)7

where C' > 0 is from applications of Parts (1) and (2) from Lem. in the second inequality.
For the second term on the right side of (@.31]),

hk
M/ dv/ dw \qp—l—w |d"(p+w)| + |d p+w)|)

(hk)®

S su / "y 1 + 17 N2
R (la@)] |a"@")] + |d'@)]7)
o) <zias+S
2 _3_3e a,/ C1p
< (Bk) Sup(A : 2(0+|ﬁp2|) xe )
AM per N 873 (1+ |4p/)) 42 (1 + |4p/])
fi O(\sT5)
a%MO ’

where the second inequality is by Parts (1)-(3) of Lem.

9.4.2 Estimates for the coefficients r,(p,n)
Lemma 9.6. There is a C > 0 such that for all A\ <1, p,v € R, and n € 7Z,

2
1 [gzgro(p:m)] < C(fegrp + grom):

2. [tm %y (p,n) & ro(p,n)]| < CF.
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Proof.
Part (1): The following formula for ,(p,n) is equivalent to the definition (L8]):

/{v(pvn) = <¢p+v+2%ﬁn

ei%XTJp>. (9.32)
By the product rule, the second derivative of k,(p,n) can be written in the form

ei%XTJp> + <ip+v+%ﬁn it 0822 ¢p>

. 0 ~
12 X
e'n —8p¢p>. (9.33)

02 0% ~
8—2]9/%(297 n) :<an¢p+v+2%hn

0 ~
T 2<a_p¢p+v+2%hn
Since the operator ¢'#~T € B(Lz( )) has norm bounded by one,

(9.34)

T R e N Eo

82
2 ] < [T
The Bloch functions zzp : T — C have the form (B:2)), where the normalization constant N, is equal to

1—COS(
Ny=a+a

SHe (s

(alp) = p)) , 20? |cos (%q<p>> (%p>|2
( .

1 —cos (4(alp) +p)) oM 1—cos(%(alp)+p)

The first two derivatives of Jp have the forms

) O i (420 aq” (p)y”
dr@m+p) _ 0% P (dila@te) _1)?  elilaee) g

0 ~
) = 9.35
25 (9.39
for some %()1),1!);()2),%(,3) € L?(T) that are uniformly bounded in norm for all A < 1 and p € R. The
forms (@.35]) use that N, > a is bounded away from zero and that q'(p) is bounded by Part (2) of
Lem.

The modulus of the expression €7 (A®)TP) _ 1 has the lower bound

|eif (a@)+p) _ ‘h (%)( > % %@(p)

: (9.36)

where the first inequality is a piecewise linear lower bound for |e2im

q(p) > p. Applying ([@.38) and ([@.30) in (©:34]), I have the bound

‘8_2/{ (p n)‘ 472B + 27CB n A7’ B + 27CB n 872C'B
’p T e+ o)) e(p)|” e[ |0+ v)|

— 1|, and the second uses that

1 1
<’ .
: (\@@12 " \@<p+v>\2)

where the C' > 0 is from bounding |q”(p)| with Part (3) of Lem. 0.5, and B > 0 is the supremum over

H%(Jj)\b for p € R and j € {1,2,3}. The second inequality is for some C’ after applying the relation
20y < 2?4+ y? tox = Wlp)\ and y = m to the last term in the first line.

Part (2): Differentiating (0.32]) gives

8_p/{v(p7n) = <a_p¢p+v+2%ﬁn en T_¢P>‘

Op

i2 X, i
ehn T¢p> + <¢p+v+2%hn
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By the formula ([B.2]), the Bloch function Jp € L*(T) has the form Jp =4, + v, with

o oo y
9 - . 9.37
" = s am) <o) T (9:37)

where ¥, ,¥,F, vy, 3%1#; € L*(T) are uniformly bounded in norm for all A\ < 1 and p € R. Since the
factor sin(%(q(p) + p)) is real, I have the following equality:

_ 0 _ _ 0 2 X
|Im[/£v(p,n)a—pm(p,n)” :‘Im [/{v(p’n)<¢p4’-/v+2%hn + W :+v+2%hn e hXT¢p>

sl

0
<2su max{ o, l=— }::C.
sup ma {145 05

peER

+ Ev(p7 7'L) <¢p+v+2%ﬁn

The inequality above uses that ,(p,n) € C, e'5XT € B(L*(T)), and zzp € L?(T) have norms less than

one. Since v, o 6%1[); are uniformly bounded in norm, the constant C' is finite.
O

Lemma 9.7. The following variance formula holds for a.e. (p,v) € R2:

1)2

2
S (B +v+n) s = Y B p+v+m) [rpm)|’) < T
nez meZ

Proof. The formula below holds generically for Schrodinger Hamiltonians H = % + V(X) and any

veR: )
I = e XY 4 X He Y o,

In particular, this implies that the fiber Hamiltonians Hy, ¢ € T satisfy

v2

= e XTI, BT RN T, eI oF (9.38)
for ¢, ¢4+ € T with ¢ = pmod 2%71 and ¢4 = p + vmod 2%71 Evaluating both sides of (@.38]) by ]{/;p>

yields

U2

e Hy D) (BN Hy TG, - 20 H )

:ZE(zH- v+ n)‘m(p,n)‘2 + ZE(p —v+ n)‘/-i_v(p,nﬂ2 — 2E(p).
nez nez

1 2
For &y 1= ez B2 (p +v +n) |Ku(p, n)

)

2
=3 Bt vt n)|ke(pn)|’ - 2B ()

+ nezZ
= Z Z <E%(p + v+ n) |Kio(p, n)|2 - 5p¢v)2
+ nez
+ %<5p,v - gp,_v>2 + %(5,,77} + 5,,,_1,)2 —2E(p). (9.39)
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The sum of the last two terms on the right side of (9.39)) is positive, since

1 1 1 ~ v 1 Loy~ ~ 1~
2o+ gm0 = B2 (0) =5 3 (G| T H T Gy) — (5| HE[0)
+

1 e ‘v
=5 2 o(pleF X HA N p) o (p|H2|p),
+
>0.

The last inequality holds because %Z FRX H2etiX _ [ s a positive operator; see the proof
of Part (2) from [0, Prop.5.1]. The above formal reasoning can be made rlgorous by approximating

the kets |p>Q by elements in L*(R). The operators & Ly eFin XTH2 Hi X _ H2 correspond to the

operation of % Yoy eFRX [3eF5X _ [ on the fiber spaces and thus must be positive.
2
Since the bottom line of ([@.39) is positive, it follows that >, <E% (p+v+n)|r(p, n)|2 - €p,v)

is bounded by 7
O

The proof Lem. [.I] depends most essentially on bounding the difference between the terms &, (p —
%, n)ky(p + %, n) and |k, (p,n)|? through the derivative inequalities in Lem. Since there are an
infinite number of terms in the sum over n € Z, I designate cut-offs for the set of n in which I apply
the finer estimates and control the remaining terms with the variance inequality of Lem. and a
Chebyshev bound.

Proof of Part (2) from Lem.[71). First, I will bound a single term from the sum. By a Taylor expan-
sion around p € R,

hk hk

fo(p = )R (p + 55m) = |’fv(P’”)‘2

:ihklm[/{v(p, n)gﬁ / dw’ / dw /iv(p—w,n)ﬁv(p—l—w,n)). (9.40)

Applying Parts (1) and (2) of Lem. to the absolute value of (0.40) yields constants Ci,Cy > 0
such that

hk hk
K/U(p_ 7,71)%0(])4- 7771) - ‘K/U p,n ‘2‘
Cy hk. 2 1 1
< 2
<+ 55 o, (ppwp * BrTerar)

hkya 1 1 2
+C3 (= n
3 w7§%7k<|9<p+w)l2 |@(p—|-v+w)|2)
SN, (9.41)

where the second inequality is for some C’ > 0 by the constraints |k| < i—g and [©(p)|,|O(p +v)| >
2rh \ 345
T :
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For the full sum of terms, I have the bound

hk hk
> [rolp = G m)Ru o+ Tm) = [ ()|
nez
hk hk
< Y |mle - R+ n) = ke[|
TLGAp,'U
—|-2< sup 1 2)
n{éi‘f:v Ei(p +v+2ln) - &y,
X sup E2(p +v+=—n) =&, 2!/@, (r',n)]", (9.42)
pIERnGZ
where &,, € R} and A, , C Z are defined as
1l e
Epp = ZE%(])-FU +n) ‘nv(p,n)‘z and A, ,:= {n € Z‘ |E%(p+v + @n) — 5p7v| < M}
neZ a aM 2

In (@.42), I have applied Chebyshev’s inequality and 2|zy| < |z|? + |y|> with z = x,(p — %, n) and
y =Fy(p+ %, n) to bound the sum of terms with n € A -
By applying (@41]) and Lem. respectively to the first and second terms on the right side

Of (m)
2

nez

2,2
oo~ 0 )+ ) — [y ()| < OB S S e

For the above inequality, I have replaced A, , by the set of n € Z with |n| < A 5=%. This is possible,
. 1 / :
since E2 (p') ~ J% for [p'| > 2 by Part (1) of Lem.

O

9.5 Proofs from Sect. [§

The following proposition is from [6, Prop.6.3] and provides a few inequalities related to the time
periods [Ty, Tm+1) between successive times 7,,. The assumption in the statement of Prop. that
K; does not change signs at the first Poisson time corresponds to the information known if 7, is a
sign-flip. Part (1) of Prop. states that the moments for W are approximately equal to
those for a mean-1 exponential, and Part (2) bounds the amount of fime that the momentum process

spends with the opposite sign before making a sign-flip.

Proposition 9.8. Let ( > 0, Ky = p for |p| > %, and K; be conditioned not to make a sign change
at the first Poisson time (i.e. S(Ky) = S(Ky,)). Define T to be the first time that either Ky has a
sign-flip or |Ky| jumps out of the set [1|p|, 3|p|] depending on what occurs first. For fived (,n > 0,
there exists a C > 0 such that the following inequalities hold for all p:

1. [E[(2)"] - | < clgplc,

2. E| [y drx(S(K,) # S()| < O,
The following lemma bounds the moments for the longest time interval A7, to occur up to time

min{s5,<}, and the proof follows easily from Part (1) of Prop.

45



Lemma 9.9. For anyn > 1 and ¢ > 0, there is a C such that for all A < 1,

av AT\

) ] <COx 3

B[(_sw xm <)
1<m<N 1
AY

Proof. Pick ¢ € (0,7). Since |K;| < 2p over for t <, I have the following inequality:
av AT\ 2ap\n VAT, A\
E[( sup  x(Tm <) > ] < (—p) E[( sup  X(Tm < g)—) }, (9.43)

1<m<N 1 h h 1<m<N 7 | K|
= =

where P = a%f))‘) A3, Foru > 1, the expectation on the right side of ([©.43) can be bound by standard
techniques:

VAT, \ N% VAT nul s
EKKSLE%% Kom <O 1) | SB[ 30 xm <9 1)
N% s
=[5 xom <8 21
< CLE[N]"
< iR W ]7 = Céu(ii—?)% =0\, (9.44)

where the second inequality holds for some Cy, > 0 by Part (1) of Prop. The first inequality
in ([@.44)) bounds the supreme by a sum and applies Jensen’s inequality, and the third inequality uses
that the sign-flip times occur at Poisson times. The second equality holds since the Poisson times
occur with rate R.

O

The following proposition is from [0, Prop.5.2]. Notice that Parts (1) and (2) are analogous to

(1) and (2) of Prop. @3l For Part (2), recall that the square of a positive submartingale is also a
submartingale.

Proposition 9.10. Define ¢ := fR dfuj(v

1. The square Toot energy process EE(Kt) is a submartingale.

2. The increasing part of the Doob-Meyer decomposition for the submartingale E(K) has the form
E(Ky) + %

3. The second moment of E(Ky) has the bound

E[E?(K;)] < E[E*(Ko)] + ;’iME[ (Ko)] +

Rt n 302t2
4M?2 SM?2°

The lemma below states that the probably of the process | Ky| leaving the interval [p— A°p, p+ A°p]

before time ,\v is small for € € [0, %) and A < 1. In particular, this implies that the 7, before time
)\7 are likely to be all sign-flips.

Lemma 9.11. For small enough A > 0,
640’T

P[ sup [IK] - [pl| > XP| < 25N

T
0<t<-L
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Proof. By writing the difference |K;| — |p| as
(1K = @M)3 B (K)) + (M) B3 (K) — (2M)F B3 (Ko) )
+ (202 B3 (K0) = 1Kol ) + (10l = [l
I have the inequality
1531 = Ipl| < 2B + || Kol — Ipl| + [(20)3 B3 () — (M) B3 (Ko)|,
where B := sup,cp |(2M )%E 2 (p) — Ip||- The above inequality implies that

P| sup |IKil - Ipl| > AD| <P|||Ko| — Ipl| + B > A°T]
o<t<L

+IP>[ sup |E2(K;) — E2(Ko)| > A—2—]. (9.45)
0<t<L 2(2M)>

The first term on the right side of (9.45]) superpolynomially exponentially as A — 0, since Kj is a
Gaussian centered at p = )\_%po with width % = 2%. By Chebyshev’s inequalities, I have the first
inequality below:

2

AP pl g |BR(K) - B3(Ko)| > NX—2 | <E| sup |ET(K,) - B3 (Kp)|?
i [0%%\ (1) = B3 (00| > X oo ] [0%%! (K) — B3 (1)

<E[ sup gf+ sup |E3(K,)— B (Ko)[2]

0<t<-L 0<t<-L
§4E[921 +|E (K ) - E%(K0)|2]
A7
<SE [E(Kl) _E KO)]

AY
B 40T

M—X\/’ (9-46)

where ¢; is the martingale part in the Doob-Meyer decomposition for E %(Kt), and |z|4 = xl;>0 for
x € R. The se(lzond inequlality follows by neglecting the increasing part in the Doob-Meyer decompo-
sition when E2(K;) — E2(K)) is negative. Two applications of Doob’s maximal inequality gives the
third inequality in (9.46)), and the equality is by Part (2) of Prop. The fourth inequality in (0.46])
uses the definition for g; and that E%(Kt) — E%(Ko) is a submartingale. Thus, I have that

P sup |Bh(K) - B (K| > x P ] < 20

)\1—7—26
1 2 ’
0<i< 2(2M)> P

and for small enough A, the first term on the right side of ([@.45)) is smaller than ?’f)LZT)\l_“f_26 also.
0
U

Proof of[8:2. The largest jump for the martingale my s over the interval [0, 7] is bounded by

y_1
271

Tm+1
sup_my — my | < s x(m <o) [ atli
T

0<s<T M o<m<N 4 m
AT
1
A3 1 1 2 VAT,
< ( sup )\2|Kt|) ( sup  X(Tm <) m)
vMo \ iz 1<m<N 1 K7, |
- = AT
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By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

(o atl) B[ s 2T o

E[ Sup |my ¢ —my 4 ] <
‘ s A,s | 1<m<N 1 |K7—m|
AT

0<s<T

The first expectation on the right side is uniformly finite for small A < 1 by the inequality |K;|* <
4M?E?, Doob’s maximal inequality, and the bound on the second moments of E; from Part (3) of
Prop. The second expectation on the right side has order O(\*) for arbitrary ¢ > 0 by the proof
of Lem. Thus, I can choose ¢ € (0,% — 1) so that (@47 tends to zero for small \.

O

Lemma 9.12. As A — 0, there is convergence in probability

N

7

(S

Tm+1

=

A
sup Y\ s —

= 0.
0<s<T M

X7 < $)S(E,) /

Tm

m=1

Proof. By Lem. [0.11], the probability of the event ¢ > % is close to one for A < 1, and thus with
probability close to one, the following inequality holds:

N

<k

ol
2

=

Tm+1 2)\%_% Tm+1
X(Tm < g)/ dth‘ < sup  x(Tm < c)/ dt| Ky).
Tm OSmSNl Tm
Y

A
sup (Y s —
o<s<r | ° M

[y

m=

The right side goes to zero by the argument in the proof of Lem. Over an interval ¢t € [T, Tiyt1),
the process K; has the same sign except for isolated Poisson times at which it jumps to the opposite
sign and back again at the next Poisson time, and thus

s N _s
77 Tm+1 )\ AT
Z X(Tm < / dtK; —
m=1 Tm

o

MIQ
02

Tm+1

N
I,

sup
0<s<T

<

X(Tm < g)S(KTm)/

Tm

at| 5|

—_

m=

A

_TV Tm+1
ZXTm<§ / th(Kt#KTm)|Kt|

N’R
IS

>_A

The inequalities below bound the total duration of the premature sign changes. The first inequality
below holds since |K;| € [3|K-,.|, 3|K,.|] for t € [Tin, Tm+1):

e i
—E| X(Tm<<)/ dtx (K # K, ) [ |
m=1 Tm
3)\%_i N)‘l’y Tm+1
< D B[ X <ol B [ (£ 1) | 7]
m=1 Tm
it X
<C i E[ X(Tm<§)|KTm|:|
m=1
1 & .
< 30w E[ X(Tm<<)E[ATm\fT;]] (9.48)
m=1



The second inequality in (8.48]) holds for some C' > 0 by Part (2) of Prop. For the third inequality,
I have used that E[AT, |‘7:T7;] ~ v K, | for large |$K,,, | by Part (1) of Prop. @8, and I have
doubled the bound to cover the error. By removing the nested conditional expectations, the bottom
line of (9:48]) is equal to the following:

. Nz ., Ng-1
AT ~1 AT AT ~1 bxi
3Cv E[ X(Tm < §)ATm:| <3Cv E[ Aty +  sup  X(Tm < )AT,
M LA M i 1<m<N 7
= = 7
33(](Z]T (A%—% + O(A%Jri“)) — 0, (9.49)

for any ¢ > 0. The last inequality uses that the A7,,’s sum up to less than % for the first term and
Lem. for the second term.
O

Proof of Part (1) from Lem.[8. 1 can approximate Y) s by the expression

N_s_
bR

N2
I,

Tm-+1
(7w <©) / e

m

[y

m=

for A < 1 by Lem. The result follows by showing the convergences in probability (i)-(iii)
below. The differences in (i) and (ii) involve coarse-graining approximations in which the random
time intervals A7, are parsed into shorter intervals A, ,, with duration on the order O (|4 K, & ) for
some f3 chosen from the interval (0, %) The proofs of the convergences (i) and (ii) are messy and do
not simplify much from the proof of [6, Lem.3.2], so I do not include them. I introduce the following
notations:

a B
w(m) = UﬁKTm‘ J )
L — NTm+1 - NTm
m . w(m) b
Fm,n = t./\/}m +nLm s
Am,n = Fm,n—l—l - Fm,n-

There are the following convergences to zero in probability as A — 0:

J_1 N s —
(). sPocecr [ St Xl < 8K (7 G| — Shrg? Al K, )| = 0,

_1 N _s
(11) SupOSSST )\EZMZ Zmz <X(Tm < g)S(KTm) 257:710_1 Am7n’KFm,n’ - KT'rnATm)‘ = 07

y_1 s ~
(iii). SUPQ< s >\7MZ S 2T X (T < §)K—rmE[ATm | fﬂg]‘ = 0.
. )\%*% N)\% ~ . . .
The expression my; = 25> A X (7 < )K,, (AT, — E[AT, | Frm |) is obtained by the right
term in (ii) minus the expression in (iii).

(iii). I will first show that there is a vanishing error in replacing the terms E[ATm | ]?Tn;] in the
To bound the difference, I apply Part (1) of Prop. to get the first and

expression by v~ K,
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second inequalities below for C' > 0 depending on my choice of 0 < { < %

V-1 T N .
[, 25 X X < K| [E[Ar | 7] ]
T
<CZFE[ Y X < 9)| || £ K|
m=1
N
A3 -1 T . .
<2Cv i E[m:1X(Tm<§)E[ATm|me”ﬁKﬂn ]
oS L X am] e xl g o <osn
- bud
<2Cw |2ap\djw_ (VJrCE)\‘“L) (0.50)

The third inequality follows by removing the nested conditional expectations, using that |K;| < 2p
for t < ¢, and bounding the last term in the sum by the largest. The first and second expressions in
the fourth line of (MII) are bounded respectively using that th YAr,, < t and for some C” given

1€ (0,7 — %) by Lem. @9l The bottom line of ([@.50) decays as O( ____5).
I am left to bound the expression

Z
<k

x
2

\i-
sup
o<s<T M

=

X(Tm < g) Tm‘K m‘

3

By Lem. [0.17] the probability of the event ¢ > % converges to one for small A\. For ¢ > ¢, the values
K, change sign for each 7,,, < ¢, and the sum of terms x(7,, < ¢)K,,,|K,, | can be written as

N, | N
Z X(Tm < ) K7, |Kr,| = Z —x(T2m-1 < g)S(Kszf1)<|KT2m|2 = [Krys |2>
m=1 m=1
+ X(Nt Odd)X(TNt < g)KNt |KNt |7 (951)

The remainder term on the Second line is bounded by x(mN, < s)|KN,|? < 4p? and tends to zero as

A — 0 when multiplied by )‘7 i

. Moreover, by writing

Kps 2= 1B [2 = 20 (K ) = B, ) = (2ME(K ) = Ko ) + (2ME(K,) Ko, 2)

and using the triangle inequality,

L, N
IR 2 2
sup Vi = X(Tm < g)S(KTm)(’KTm+1’ — | K| >‘
0<s<T m—1
N
Ty
< sup 2037H| S —x(m < )S(Ky,,) (B(K,,) - B(K,)))|
0<s<T =
N
y_ 1 p 2
+2\2 "1 sup ‘E(p) — W‘ X (Tm < 6). (9.52)
peR

>_A
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e

The supremum of |E(p) — %‘ for p € R is —80()\) for small A\, and the expectation for the sum of

aj

terms x (7, <) is O(A%_V), since

z

e
b4

Er
z

Er

E[ X(Tm < §)} < %E[m:1 X(Tm < §)|Kfm } < %E[m E[ATm |-7?T7;H

N
by

4y _7_1
< —E[ ATy, + m < S)A m}
= 2_:1 T, sup X(T g) T,

3
I}
I

1<m<N g

m= T

v T h ; ;
R _ —5 ¢ — 53—
<3 (M + 02 )) — 0(A=77). (9.53)

where ¢ € (0,7 — ) and the fourth inequality holds since Egtz_ll < t and by Lem. The first
inequality above uses that |Ky| > %p for t < ¢, and the second inequality applies Part (1) of Prop.

Thus, the third line of ([@.52]) decays as O()\%_%'Y).
To bound the first term on the right side of (0.52)), it is convenient to write the summand as

B(Kr,) — B(Kr,) =(B(K,,) = B(Kz,) - 70T = (B(Ks,,,) — B(Ky,,,,)
+ (B(K,) ~ B(K,)) + % (9.54)

where T,,, is the Poisson time following 7,,. The times 7,,, are hitting times, and the sum

Z
<k

(i < IS () (E(Kr,y00) = B(Er,,) = T2 ) (9.55)

3

is a martingale, since the terms E(Kz, ) — F(K7, ) have mean % when conditioned on the

information known at time 7,,, by Part (2) of Prop.[0.10l The supremum of the absolute value for (0.55])
over s € [0,7] can be bounded through Doob’s maximal inequality and techniques used previously.
The sums associated the other three terms on the right side of ([9.54]) are treated using the counting

techniques in ([Q.53).
U

Proof of Part (2) from Lem.[81. The quadratic variation process for my has the following form:

=% & o,
(my, my|, = e Z X(Tm < g)Kfm (ATm - E[ATm ‘ }‘T;L]) )
m=1

I will show the following convergences in probability:

vt Ny 2 F )2 vt 3
2 ST X < ) (K2, (Ar — E[Amn | F])? = v | K A7 ) | = 0,

(i)- SUPg<s<T

1
A3

N s
e Y omat X(Tm < )| K, |PATy, — 819‘ = 0.

(ii). SUPg<s<T

o1



(i).  The difference in the supremum can be written as W( ) Lt W(2) + Wg\gi for

_1 5y
Wg\{i ::)\;422 i: X(Tm < g)Kfm ((ATm —E[A7y, | ‘%T,;D2 —E [(ATm —E[A7y, | ‘%T,;D2 ‘ ],:_T;L] >,
m=1
1Ny
WQ:JL;§§Mm<QK%<“Am— E[A7y, | F, -] (ﬂJ—uﬂKMmmmmﬁﬂ)
m=1
@ N & 3 =
W= ey X(Tm < 9)| K+, | (E [ATm ‘ .7-"77;] — ATm>.
m=1

The processes Wg\li and W(;’i are martingales with respect to the filtration ]T}Hs, The expectation

E[(W(Al)T )?] is equal to the expression in the top line of ([@56]). Using Part (1) of Prop. for the
1

first two inequalities below, the second moment of W + is bounded through the following inequalities:
A3y

B2 z 4 E[((Ar—E[A | 7))~ E[ (A~ E[A | 7)) F2]) | 22 ]

Tm<§
Nz
48 a1
< [ e Zx(7m<§)K§ }
m=1
Nz
96 A1 &
< B[S 3 X < I, [TE[AT | F,]]
m=1
Ng -1
96(2p0) 9y— 1
<SR E] X an cE[ s x(m <))
Y
7
< 9?(3215061) )\g—y_%<% + a_ZQ()\—%-L)) — O(XY_%), (9.56)

where the last inequality uses that ENt ' A7, < tand Lem.@3for ¢ € (0,y— 3). Thave multiplied the
bounds in the first two 1nequaht1es by 2 to cover the error terms for the approx1mat10ns of the moments
E[(A7y)" ‘]: | from Prop.[@.8] The third inequality uses that |K;, | < 2p = 2poA~ 2 for 7, < ¢ and

removes the nested conditional expectations. By Doob’s maximal inequality, E[supOSSST ‘WA s‘ ]
converges to zero.
The expression E | supg< <7 |WE\22H is bounded by similar applications of Part (1) of Prop. as

above, and E [ SUPg<s<T |W§\32 |2] is bounded using Doob’s maximal inequality followed by the standard
techniques involving Part (1) of Prop.
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(i)

By the triangle inequality, I have the first inequality below:

N
N S (< My Bt — 0
Su Tm < S Tm Tm — S ‘
0<s£T M?v g::l X
Nz Nt
A7z X 5 5 R X7
<3 Zl X < )| K [* = D¥ A +9|T = A Zl (< AT
< 6TIN 4+ 20N sup  x(Tm < S)ATp,. (9.57)

1<m<N r
7

For the first term in the second inequality, I have used that ||K, | — p| < Ap for 7, < 5. The

expectation for the supremum of x(7,, < ¢)A7, for m < N z increases with order O( )\—%—L) as
A

A — 0 for any ¢ € (0,7 — ) by Lem. Thus, the rightmost expression in (Q.57) decays with order
1
O(N—E).

g
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