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LINEAR RESPONSE IN THE INTERMITTENT FAMILY:
DIFFERENTIATION IN A WEIGHTED C°-NORM

WAEL BAHSOUN AND BENOIT SAUSSOL

ABSTRACT. We provide a general framework to study differentiability
of SRB measures for one dimensional non-uniformly expanding maps.
We apply this general technique to interval maps with a neutral fixed
point (Pomeau-Manneville maps) to prove differentiability of the corre-
sponding SRB measure. Our work covers systems that admit a finite
SRB measure and it also covers systems that admit an infinite SRB
measure. In particular, we obtain a linear response formula for both
finite and infinite SRB measures. To the best of our knowledge, this is
the first work that contains a linear response result for infinite measure
preserving systems.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In physical applications of dynamical systems, it is important to under-
stand how statistical properties of a perturbed physical system are related
to statistical properties of the original system; i.e., before the occurrence of
the perturbation. In particular, it is always desirable to write a first order
approximation of the Sinai-Ruelle-Bowen (SRB) measure of the perturbed
system in terms of the SRB measure of the original system. In smooth
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ergodic theory, this direction of research, which was pioneered by David Ru-
elle, is called differentiation (with respect to noise) of SRB measures. In the
physics literature the equivalent term is called ‘linear response’.

Linear response has been proved for several classes of smooth dynamical
systems that admit exponential, or at least summable, decay of correlations
[4, 16l [8, 9] 10} 111, 16]. Negative results, where linear response does not hold,
are also known [4,5]. A recent survey on the progress in this area of research
is [5]. More recently, results on the linear response of slowly mixing systems
that admit a probabilistic SRB measure were announced in [7, [12]. Such
systems have attracted the attention of both mathematicians [14] [17] and
physicists because of their importance in the study of intermittent transition
to turbulence [15].

In this work we provide a general framework to study differentiability
of SRB measures for one dimensional non-uniformly expanding maps. We
use this general framework to study linear response of maps with neutral
fixed points. In particular, we apply our results to study linear response of
Pomeau-Manneville type maps [I4], [I5]. The difference between our result
and those of [7, [12] is two-fold: in [7, 12] the authors obtain results only
for probabilistic SRB measures. Moreover, they obtain a weak form of dif-
ferentiability. While in our work, we cover both the finite and infinite SRB
measure cases and we prove differentiability in norm!. Moreover, we pro-
vide a linear response formula that covers both the finite and infinite SRB
measure cases.

In Section 2] we introduce a general setup for the systems we study and
we state our assumptions on this general setup. Section Bl includes the
statement of our main theorem ( Theorem B.I]), and an explanation of key
steps that underline the strategy to prove Theorem B.Il Section M contains
the proof of Theorem B.I]through several lemmas. In Section B we show that
the assumptions of Section [2] are satisfied by the intermittent maps studied
in [14].

2. SETUP AND ASSUMPTIONS

e Let V be a neighbourhood of 0. For any ¢ € V, T;: [0,1] — [0,1] is a
non-singular map, with respect to Lebesgue measure, with two onto
branches Tp.: [0,1/2] — [0,1] and Ty .: [1/2,1] — [0,1]. The inverse
branches of Ty ., T1. are respectively denoted by go. and g1 .. We
call Ty := T the unperturbed map, and T, for € # 0, the perturbed
map.

e We assume that for each i = 0,1 and j = 0,1, 2 the following partial
derivatives exist and satisfy the commutation relation

0:9) = (9:gi). (1)

ITheorem 1.2 of Korepanov [12] implies differentiability in norm for the LSV map but
only for probabilistic SRB measures. See the discussion on page 2 of [12]. We would also
like to stress here that Theorem 1.2 of [I2] uses the explicit formula of LSV maps and it
does not cover the infinite SRB measure case.
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e We assume that T has a unique absolutely continuous invariant mea-
surd] (up to multiplication) whose Radom-Nykodim derivative will be
denoted by h., and we denote for simplicity h = hg.

e Let T, be the first return map of T to A, where A := [1/2,1] is a
closed interval independent of ¢; i.e., for x € A

T.(z) = TF) (2),

where
R.(z) =inf{n >1: T'(x) € A}

e We assume that 7% is piecewise C3, piecewise onto and uniformly
expanding, with countable number of branches. Let €2 be the set
of finite sequences of the form w = 10", for n € NU {0}. We set
gwe = g1, © g3 Then for z € [0,1] we have T/ o g, .(x) = x. The
cylinder sets [w]: = g (A), form a partition of A (mod 0).

We use the letter C' to denote positive constants whose values may change
when estimating various expressions but are independent of both ¢ and w
(or n).

e For z € A, we assume

> “supsup |g, .(z)| < oo (2)
o cEVzeEA
and
() < Cgl, (2); (3)
and for i = 1,2
Zsup sup ]8593;75(36)] < 0. (4)
o EEV zEA

e Moreover, for z € [0, 1], we assume

sup sup |g, .(2)| < oo (5)

e€V z€(0,1]

sup sup |0¢ue(x)| < oo; (6)

eV 2€[0,1]
> supllgl, .lls < oo (7)
w %

and

> supld-gl,|ls < o0, (8)

- %

where B denotes the set of continuous functions on (0, 1] with the norm

| flls= sup [27f(2)],
z€(0,1]

2The T. absolutely continuous invariant measure is not assumed to be probabilistic;
i.e., we allow for 7. to admit an infinite absolutely continuous invariant measure.
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for a fixed] v > 0. When equipped with the norm | - |lg, B is a Banach

space. Let L. denote the Perron-Frobenius operator of the map T%; i.e., for
e LY(A)

L.®(x) = Z P o g, (7)gl, (2)
we

for a.e. z € A. We denote the Perron-Frobenius operator of the unperturbed
induced map T by L;ie., L := L. Since T is piecewise C3, piecewise onto
and uniformly expanding, it admits a unique invariant density he. Moreover,
L. has a spectral gap when acting on C*, k = 1,2 (see for instance [13]). For
the invariant density of the unperturbed induced map T we write iLo .= h.
For ® € L', let

Fo(®) :=1a%+ (1—1a) > _ P 0 guegl, .- (9)
weN

Note that F. is a linear operator. In fact, for x € [0,1] \ A, the formula of
F. can be re-written using the Perron-Frobenius operator of T:

Fo(®) :=1a® + (1 —1a) Y LE(® - 1{n.5k})-
k>1
We also define the following operator, which will represent 0. F-®|.—¢

Q(I):(1_1A)Z(I),ng'awg{u+q)ogw'boua

w

/
where a,, = 0:gu ele=0 and b, = 0-g,, . |e=0-

3. STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULT AND THE STRATEGY OF THE PROOF
The following theorem is the main result of the paper:

Theorem 3.1.
a) 3h* € B such that

he —h

lim || — h*||g = 0;

i.e., he is differentiable as an element of B with respect to €;
b) in particular, if the conditions hold for some v < 1
he —h
€

— Bl = 0.

lim ||
e—0
c) The function h* is given byﬁ
h* = Fy(I — L)' L[Agh' + Boh] + Qh,

3In (@ and (8) we need the assumptions to hold only for a single ~.

4Note that in the finite measure case, h™ is the derivative of the non-normalized density
he. The advantage in working with h. is reflected in keeping the operator F: linear and
to accommodate the infinite measure preserving case. In the finite measure case, once
the derivative of h. is obtained, the derivative of the normalized density can be easily
computed. Indeed, he = h+ eh* + o(¢). Consequently, [ he = [h+e [ h* 4 o(¢). Hence,
ag(fh—;a)p:0 =h*—h[h"
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where I/ is the spatial derivative of h,

A= <6€AT€> . By= <8€T6 T - 8€T€’>
Tsl e=0

T2 T!
Remark 3.2 (Moving inducing sets). We notice that the above theorem
generalizes easily to the case where the inducing sets A, are allowed to
depend on ¢ in a C' way. Indeed, any C' family of C' diffeomorphism
Se:[0,1] — [0,1] such that Sc(A:) = A, Sy = id, will conjugate T, with a
map T. whose inducing set is A. Applying the above result to the map Ty,
with the obvious notation,

5:0'

he = h +eh* + o(e) (10)
Then using (I0) and the fact that he = he o S - S! we obtain
6€h€|€:0 =hn. 6€S€|€:0 + h* + h - 655é|€:0. (11)

3.1. Rigorous numerical approximation of the derivative. An impor-
tant feature of our approach is that it could be amenable to obtain rigorous
numerical approximation of h*. In particular, since L has a spectral gap on
C*, k = 1,2, using ideas of [2] one can approximate (I — IA/)*llAL[AOiL’ + Boﬁ]
as a first step, and in the second step one can follow the path of [I] and pull
back the computed formula of the first step to the full system and obtain a
numerical approximation of A* in B.

3.2. General strategy. We first prove two lemmas. They relate h., the
invariant densityﬁ of the perturbed map T, € # 0, with ﬁ, the invariant
density of the induced unperturbed map T. The outcome of the two lemmas
below will form the basis of our strategy to prove Theorem [B.11

Lemma 3.3. We have he = (I — L.) (L. — L)h + h.
Proof. One easily checks that
(I - ﬁe)(ﬁe - il) = (za - IA/)iL

Since L. has a spectral gap on C! it eventually contracts exponentially on
the subset of zero average functions C§. Since the ranges of (L. — Lg) and
(I — L.) are contained in C{, the composition below is well defined

(I — L) Y(I = Lo)(he —h) = (I — L)Y (L. — L)h.
This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 3.4. The densities of the original system and the induced one are

~

related (modulo normalization in the finite measure case) by he = F.(h.).
Proof. This is well known, see for instance [3]. O

The goal is to show that h. is differentiable with respect to ¢ as an element
of B. Setting H. = L. — L and G, = (I — L.)™!, Lemma [33] reads

he = GeH.h + h.

SWith a slight abuse of language we call h. the density even in the non-integrable case.
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Hence, by Lemma [3.4], we have
he = F.G.H.h + F.h. (12)
Thus, using ([I2), our proof of Theorem Bl consists of the following steps:

(i) First, we prove that there exists ¢ € C¢ such that

i
h q in CL. (13)

Which means that r. := Heh _ q— 0in Col. We then notice that

5
Ge(HeiL) = Ga(gq + 57ae) = gGE(Q) + EGa(Te)'

(ii) In the second step we show that G.(q) — Go(q) in C° and G. is
uniformly bounded in E(C’&, CY). In particular we show that the function
5. := Ge(r:) — 0 in C°. We then notice that

F.G.(H.h) = F.(¢Go(q) + es:) = eF-(Go(q)) + eF.(sz).

(iii) Consequently, in the third step we show that F.(Go(q)) — Fo(Go(q))
in B and F. is uniformly bounded in £(C?, B).

(iv) Finally, for the remaining term F.h, we show that e — F.h is differ-
entiable as an element of B.

The above steps imply that h. is differentiable as an element of B. The
formula of the derivative is obtained using (3.1]), and Lemma [3:4] Indeed,
we have

he —h = F.G.H.h + F.h — h = F.G-H.h + F.h — Fyh.
Consequently,

H. . F.h — Fyh
= lim FLG.—Sh + lim ———— 0"
e—0 g g

e—0

. hs—nh
lim

e—0 £

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [B.1]

We prove Theorem Bl in a series of lemmas that follow steps (i)-(iv) of
Subsection We first recall some notation.

P d.T: B o.1. - T O.T!
€ Tal ) € T5{2 TE/

Lemma 4.1. For any differentiable function ®, the function ® o qu,&qfd,€ 18
differentiable with respect to € and we have on [0, 1]

0e(P 0 Gueioe) = P 0 g0 guc Gy e + P © GOl (14)
which reduces on A to
0P o gw,z—:gt/u,e = [(I)/Ae + ‘I)Bs] ° gw,z—:gi;,e- (15)

Proof. For (I4) the differentiation with respect to e gives

9-(®o gwﬁgfu,e) =0:(®o gw,f-:)g:u,e +@o gw,easgzu,e
=0 gw,saegw,eg{u@ +®o gw,saeg{,,;@-
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To prove the statement for x € A, we start from the relation T.0 uelx) =2
and differentiate it with respect to ¢ and get TE’ 0 Gu,c0:Guw e + 8€T€ 0guwe = 0.
This gives 0.gu,c = Ac © gw,e. This also implies that 0.g,, . = AL 0 gucg., . =
B.o gw@g(;’e. O
Lemma 4.2. We have X

H.h

— q in C§,
€

where ¢ = fL[AOiL’ + Boﬁ].

Proof. Recall that H, = f)e — L hence we need to show that & — igil is
differentiable as a C' element, on some neighborhood V of 0. To this end,
recall that L.h =" hogu.g., .. It suffices to show that

(i) for each w, the map e € V — ho GueGlo e € C! is differentiable;

(i) the series 3, sup.y 9: (0 gucgl, )l < oo.
We first prove (i). Drop for simplicity the subscript w and write g. = gu ¢

and let f. = ho gegl. We have
fe= iL o g&‘gé
fl="hog.(gl)* +hoggd.

Note that the commutation relations given by assumption (Il are preserved
by iterations, compositions and algebraic operations, hence we have

O = (0:£), i=0,1 (16)

and these are continuous functions on [0, 1] x I.

Let v € V and ¢ be small. We have
1
| fevv = fo = (05 fslo=)llcr = 7LD, — £ — &5 f5152) Dl 0. (17)
i=0
For each z, by the mean value theorem, there exists 77;,5 such that fa(:zy(m) —

flgz‘) (z) = 835f§i)’5:n; _, with Int. . — v| < e. Therefore

1 1
S D=2 @5 £ 5=0)llco < Lel D7 10537 |sys .~ 053 ls=vllco = o(e)-
=0 i=0

We conclude by (I7) and the commutation relation (I6). We now prove (ii).

1
> sup 0 fuellor = sup Y 10-£1 ) co. (18)
w eeV w eeV i—0

We write for ¢ =0, 1

0.1 =3 al"0.g®) (19)

w,e?

(4)

where the coefficients a,’ are given respectively by



8 Wael Bahsoun and Benoit Saussol

then differentiating again in space we get

) _; 2 1 2 ) _;
a(() ) =h"o gw,z—:gg,e + K o gw,ng,sa ag ) =92K o gw,z—:gt/u,g, a; ) =ho Gu,e-

By assumptions ([B) and (@), we have agi) < C’g{u,€ and a,(f) < C for any
i =0,1 and k # 0. Moreover, by assumption (), for k = 1,2,

Z sup sup laegfukg(x)\ <C.

o €€V zEA

Putting these estimates together with (I9) imply that (I8]) is finite, proving
(ii). Moreover, we have

a€H€iL|€=0 = Z 85(;L o gw,sg:u,g”e:o = IA/[AO;L, + BOBL

where we have used ([IH]). O
Lemma 4.3. For any ® € C! we have L.® — L® in C! ase — 0.

Proof. We have L.® = YLPo gw7ggi}7€. It suffices to show that for some
neighborhood V of 0,

(i) for each w, the map ¢ € Vi @0 g, 9., . € C! is continuous in ¢;

(ii) the series > sup.cy || 0 gucgs, cllor < 0o. We skip the proof of (i)
since it is similar to (i) in the proof of Lemma (ii) follows from the
identity

(CI) o gw,egt/u,e)l =d'o gw,agf,g +®o gw,agx,s
and conditions (2)) and (3]). O

Lemma 4.4. We have G.(q) — Go(q) in C° and G- is uniformly bounded
in L(CE,C)

Proof. We will use the fact that the family of operators L. has a uniform
spectral gap on C&, for € in a neighborhood of 0. Hence, these operators are

invertible on this space and we have ||(1 — lALE)*lHC(%_,Cé < C < oo. This
proves in particular the second statement. Note that

A A A A

(Ge — Go)(q) = (1 — L) " (Le = L)(1 = L) (q).

By Lemma A3 with ® = (1 — L)~!(¢) and the previous observations this
proves the first statement. O

Lemma 4.5. The map ¢ — F.h is differentiable as an element in B.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that
(i) for each w, the map € € V' = ho g, g, . € B is differentiable;

(ii) the series 3=, sup.cy [[0= (7 © gu,egl, o)l < oo
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We skip the proof of (i) as it follows similar steps as in the proof of (i) in
Lemma (42l For (ii), using (I4)) of Lemma [4.1] we have

Z sup Hae(il © ngegij,e)”l? < Z sup ”il/ 0 G, Ocfu,e - ga/u,eHB
o €€V eeV

w

+ Z SE‘I/) 170 gue - 359;5”8 (20)

w

<O supliglels +C Y sup -l s,
o €€V o €€V

where we have used the fact that & is C! and assumptions () and (@). The
rest of the proof follows from assumptions (7)) and (8. O

Lemma 4.6. F.(Go(q)) = Fo(Go(q)) in B and F; is uniformly bounded in
L(CB).

Proof. To prove uniform boundedness we use assumption (7) to get, for
e O,

I1Fe(®)||5 = [[1a®+ (1 —1a) > Pogucd. .|
weN

< ||12]jco + [1@]lco Y suplgl, |15 < C||®]|co.
=R

Next, the map g, . converges to g, o in the C! norm. Hence for the con-
tinuous function ® = Gy(q) € CY we have ® o 9wl - converges uniformly
to do gw,og;p. This together with the normal convergence above shows the
continuity of F;(Go(q)) € B at e = 0. O

5. VERIFYING THE ASSUMPTIONS FOR LSV MAPS

We versify the assumptions of Section [2] for the family of intermittent
maps, known as Liverani-Saussol-Vaienti (LSV) maps [14]. Let 0 < o < o0,

and define
z(1+2%%) z €0,
To(x) = ( ) [1 2] . (21)
2¢ — 1 z € (5,1]
Note that z = 0 is a neutral fixed point for the map T, which is consequently
a non-uniformly expanding map of the interval (on two pieces). Following
Korepanov [12], we use the following notation

1 (n) 1 n<e

ogg(n) =

88 log(n) n>e

and we let E, : [0,1/2] — [0,1], Eqx = Tox be the left branch of T,. Let
z € 10,1], and write z, := E;"(z); z := z9. Let T, := Ta|M as defined

in Section 2 then T,,(z) = EM(T.(2)) = E"(2z — 1) for z € [w], and for
z € [1/2,1] To(gw(2)) = 2¢,(2) —1 = z,. Note that zp = 2, 2z, = 1,
20 =z, =0,forn>1z, <1/2, and

Zn = zn41(1 + 2%2p41); (22)
zn = (L4 (@ +1)2%25 1) 741 (23)
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It is well known, see for example [17], that z, ~ n~Y In [12] Ko-

repanov proved

_1
201/

Lemma 5.1. We have
a) —zO <22 < C, and —log(z,) < Cllogg(n) — log zo);
b)
0< 2 <CQ+nzga2) Vel (24)

c) 0< 2 i< Czy 2/ max{n,1};
d) a‘;j“ < Clogg(n)[logg(n) — log 2] and

Dazn < Clog1 /( )[1 gg(n) — log zo]; (25)

e) |%72| < C(logg(n))*[logg(n) — log z0];
f) \8‘”’2"] < Cz (logg(n))2[logg(n) — log zo].

The above list shows that our assumptions (), [2), [B]), () and (&) are
satisfied for the LSV family. We still have to show that assumptions (@), (7))
and (8) hold. This will be done in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2. Lefd ag < 7. Let U be a neighbourhood of cg such that v ¢ U.
We have

a) >, SUPaey SUP.e(0,1] [27(9") (2)] < C;
b) sup,, sup,ep SUPze(0,1] 100" (2)| < oo;
¢) D, SUPaey SUPe (0] 1270 (9") (2)] < 0.

Proof. For (a), by (24]), we have

Zsup sup |27 (g™ (2 ]<CZ sup sup 27(1+nz%a2%) "Vl < C.

aeU z€[0,1] a€clU z€(0,1]

n n

For (b), we only discuss the case for z € (0,1/2]. The other case is the
sam Wlth a small change in notation. Using (22]) we have

Onzi + 2924 (—1og 22,44
sy + 2 Clog2e0)

Oazji1 = i1 26
a~j+1 1+ (a+1)2az‘7qz+1 ( )
Consequently
0 < 0nzjt1 — Oazj < 2% O‘H(—log 22j41).
Noticing that d,z9 = 0, and summing up, we get
n+1
o1 < 2% 24T (—log 22;). (27)
j=1

6Here vy is understood as the parameter corresponding to the unperturbed map; i.e.,
equivalent to the case € = 0 in Section
"In fact Lemma 5.6 of [I2] provides an estimate which works only for z € (1/2, 1].
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Therefore, using (27]), we have
supsup sup [9ag"|
n acU z€[0,1/2]

< ngpiggg((j)I/O‘)O‘“(—log(j)l/o‘) (28)

n
< C'sup sup ijl*l/a log(j) < oc.
n anjzl

For (c), using the commutation relation 8,2, = (9a2,) , 26) and 23), we
get

Oa 2} _Baz§+1 _ 29281 + (o + 1)2%5 log(2z41) + a(a + 1)20‘,2]0»:113@@“
z Zj41 1+ (a+1)228 '

Noticing that d,z9 = 0, and summing up, we get
_80!Z;z+1 B TL2%28 0 + (o + 1)2%%5 4 log(2z541) + a(a + 1)20‘,2]0»:118042%1

J
Z L+ (a+1)2928 ’

/

which is equivalent to

A, 2928 + (a +1)2%2f log(2z5) + a(a + 1)2“2]9‘_18azj

—8 / — /
o%nt1 = Fntl ; 1+ (o + 1)202¢
Therefore,
o0 n
sup sup [70a(g")| < CY sup sup |27 2|20
— acU 2€(0,1/2] 1 €U 2€(0,1/2] =

o0

n
—|—C’Z sup sup |z”-zé|22§‘|log(2j)|
n—1 €U 2€(0,1/2] j=1

[e.e] n
+CY sup sup 27201 297 H0az)
nzlaEUze(o,l/z] o250

.= (I) + (II) + (II1).

J=1

(29)

We use (24) to show that () and (II) are finite, and (24]), (27)) to show that
(II1) is finite. Indeed,
oo n
(I) < C’Z sup sup 27 - (1+nzta2%)" Vel ijl < o0;
n—1 €U 2€(0,1/2] j=1
o n
(II) < CZ sup sup 27 - (1+nz%a2%)"t/et Zj_l log(j) < oc;
1 €U 2€(0,1/2] =
00 n J
(III)<C Z sup sup 27-(14nz%a2%)~ el Zj_l Z k1Y% og k < oo
n—1 acU 26(0,1/2] j=1 k=1

O
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