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STRICT LYAPUNOV FUNCTIONS AND ENERGY DECAY

IN HAMILTONIAN CHAINS WITH DEGENERATE

DAMPING

ANDREY DYMOV, LEV LOKUTSIEVSKIY, AND ANDREY SARYCHEV

Abstract. We consider a Hamiltonian chain of rotators (in general
nonlinear) in which the first rotator is damped. Being motivated by
problems of nonequilibrium statistical mechanics of crystals, we con-
struct a strict Lyapunov function that allows us to find a lower bound
for the total energy dissipation rate when the energy and time are large.
Our construction is explicit and its analysis is rather straightforward.
We rely on a method going back to Matrosov, Malisoff and Mazenc,
which we review in our paper. The method is rather universal and we
show that it is applicable to a chain of oscillators as well.

1. Introduction

1.1. Problem setting. In this paper we consider a Hamiltonian chain of
particles — rotators or oscillators, in general nonlinear, and add dissipation
to the first particle. More specifically, the chain of rotators is given by the
Hamiltonian

(1.1) H(p, q) = N

∑
j=1

p
2
j

2
+

N−1

∑
j=1

Vj(qj − qj+1),
where N ≥ 2, p = (p1, . . . , pN) ∈ R

N
denote the moments of rotators and

q = (q1, . . . , qN ) ∈ T
N

stand for their coordinates, each one living on the
one-torus T ∋ qj. The periodic potentials Vj ∶ T ↦ R are assumed to be
sufficiently smooth and satisfy non-degeneracy assumptions to be specified
later. The Hamiltonian of the chain of oscillators is given by (4.1). The
equations of motion are

(1.2) q̇j = pj, ṗj = −∂qjH − δ1jp1,

where δ1j is the Kronecker symbol and the dot stands for the time derivative.
Being motivated by problems of nonequilibrium statistical mechanics (see

Section 1.2), we are studying the total energy decay in this system when its
energy is high. In the case of rotators, we construct a suitable Lyapunov
function for equation (1.2), strict outside a compact set. Using it, we find

a lower bound CNH
−(2N−3)

for the energy dissipation rate when the energy
H and time are sufficiently large.
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More specifically, our main result is Theorem 3.1, in which we explic-
itly construct a Lyapunov-type function W = W (p, q), that behaves as

CNH
2N−1

when H is large, satisfying

Ẇt ≤ −C1,NW
1/(2N−1)
t + C2,N .

Here Wt ∶= W (p, q)(t) and (p, q)(t) is a solution to (1.1)-(1.2), while CN ,
C1,N and C2,N are positive constants, depending on N . Then, in Corol-
lary 3.2 we deduce that once the initial energy H0 ∶= H(p, q)(0) is suffi-
ciently large, the energy Ht ∶= H(p, q)(t) satisfies

(1.3) Ht ≤ H0 − CN tH
−(2N−3)
0

on time interval H
2N− 7

2

0 ≪ t ≪ H
2N−2
0 . Proofs of Theorem 3.1 and Corol-

lary 3.2 are rather short and given in Section 3 which can be read indepen-
dently from the rest of the paper.

In [7] the authors gave numerical evidence that the lower bound (1.3) is
optimal in the sense that it is achieved at least for some potentials Vj and

initial conditions, but they studied it on shorter times t ∼ H
(2N−3)/2
0 ; see

below. This indicates that the energy decay in the chain of rotators can
become extremely slow when the energy H is large. The reason for this
phenomenon is that in the case when a k-th rotator has large energy but
the energy of the k−1-st rotator is not so large, the argument qk−1−qk of the
interaction potential Vk−1 oscillates very fast. Then effective interaction of
these rotators almost vanishes due to an averaging-type effect, which leads
to very slow energy transport through the chain.

For the chain of oscillators we prove the existence of a strict Lyapunov
function for the high energy regime, but we do not find explicitly a lower
bound for the energy decay rate. These computations can be performed by
analogy with those for the chain of rotators, and we hope to provide them
elsewhere.

To get our result, we follow an approach going back to Matrosov, Malisoff
and Mazenc, see [17], allowing one under mild conditions to construct a strict
Lyapunov function once a non-strict one is known (in our case the latter is
the Hamiltonian H). Roughly speaking, it suggests a way to construct
functions fj(p, q) with 0 ≤ j ≤ r, r ≥ 1, satisfying the following properties.
The function f0 has the form f0 = g(H) for a sufficiently large function g.
The remaining functions fj are such that their Lie derivatives Lfj along the
vector field from the r.h.s. of (1.2) satisfy Lfj∣{Lfj−1=0} ≤ 0, outside the

surface {Lfj−1 = 0} the derivatives Lfj are dominated by negative parts
of the derivatives Lfk, 0 ≤ k ≤ r, and the surface {Lfj = 0} has positive
codimension in the surface {Lfj−1 = 0}. Then the desired strict Lyapunov
function is given by ∑r

j=0 fj.

Under additional restrictions the lower bound (1.3) was previously ob-

tained in [7], but for times t ∼ H
(2N−3)/2
0 . Namely, the authors considered
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only a specific regime when the most part of the total energy is concentrated
in a single rotator 1, under the additional assumption that the potentials Vj
are trigonometric polynomials. As we have mentioned above, they presented
numerical evidence of optimality of their lower bound.

In [7] they used a completely different, technically more complicated ap-
proach, viewing the inverse momentum of the ”fast” rotator as a small pa-
rameter and using a KAM-like machinery. Namely, they performed a finite
number of canonical transformations making explicit the discussed above de-
coupling of the ”fast” rotator from its ”slow” neighbours and propagating the
dissipation along the chain. Adaptation of this approach to the general case
when the energy is distributed arbitrarily among the rotators looks problem-
atic, in particular because of the resonances arising when both neighbouring
rotators are ”fast”. On the other hand, in contrast to our method, approach
used in [7] allowed in [6, 4] to establish the mixing property for chains of 3
and 4 rotators, coupled via their ends to thermal bath. See a brief discussion
in the next subsection and a more detailed one in Section 5.

1.2. Motivation: mixing in chains. Stability of Hamiltonian systems,
sometimes with added dissipation, is a problem widely discussed in the liter-
ature, see e.g. excellent introduction to [7] and references therein. However,
our primary motivation comes from nonequilibrium statistical mechanics in
which the chains of oscillators and rotators, coupled via the ends with heat
baths, are classical models to study energy transport in crystals. The heat
baths are usually modelled by adding a dissipation (as in equation (1.2))
and stochastic perturbation to the equations of motion of the first and the
last particles in the chain. In particular, one is interested in proving that
the system approaches a stationary state when time goes to infinity, i.e.
exhibits the mixing property. Once the mixing property is established, the
question of validity of the Fourier law arises — a famous completely open
problem [2, 15]. Despite many efforts by the community of mathematical
physicists, some progress was achieved only in the presence of additional sto-
chastic perturbation (see e.g. [1, 16, 10] and references therein) or assuming
hyperbolicity of uncoupled dynamics [9, 20].

For the moment of writing, the mixing property is proven only for the
chains of rotators of length N = 3, 4 [6, 4]. A source of difficulty here is in
the already discussed extremely slow energy transport through the chain.
In the case of oscillators the situation is much better but the problem is not
yet closed at all [12, 11, 19, 3, 13, 5].

One of the most effective approaches to this problem consist in construct-
ing a strict Lyapunov function for high energy regime, that controls the
energy decay rate in the chain provided by dissipation at its ends; our paper

1The authors obtained the lower bound CkH
−(2k−3)

for the energy dissipation rate,
where k is a number of the ”fast” rotator. In the case when k = N this bound coincides
with ours.
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is devoted to studying of this question. 2 Unfortunately, the construction
we present gives a Lyapunov function only for the deterministic system but
not for its white noise stochastic perturbation, used in the discussed above
questions of nonequilibrium statistical mechanics. It does not allow to prove
mixing even for the chain of 3 rotators coupled to thermal baths, in contrast
to the approach suggested in [6, 4, 7]. However, our construction is simple,
universal, requires only minimal assumptions and allows to get the rate of
energy dissipation which seems to be optimal. We believe that it is inter-
esting by itself and hope that its suitable modification could allow to make
a progress in understanding of the mixing problem.

1.3. Organization of the text. In Section 2 we recall some basic facts
from the Lyapunov function theory. In Proposition 2.6 we present an adapted
for our purpose construction from [17], allowing to get a strict Lyapunov
function (outside a compact set) once a non-strict one is given, under mild
assumptions. This general construction applied to the system of rotators
does not lead to the desired energy dissipation rate, but clarifies the result
from Section 3, obtained by its significant modification. There, in Theo-
rem 3.1 which is our main result, we find a strict Lyapunov function for
the system of rotators leading to the claimed estimate of the energy dissi-
pation rate. Section 3 can be read independently, but Section 2 could help
to understand the presented there construction. In Section 4 we introduce
the system of oscillators and check that is satisfies Assumption 2 from Sec-
tion 2, crucial for our construction and allowing to apply Proposition 2.6 to
get a strict Lyapunov function. In Section 5 we discuss in more details the
problem of mixing in chains we concerned with in Section 1.2.

Acknowledgments. We are grateful to Noé Cuneo and Sergei B. Kuksin
for discussions.

2. Lasalle’s systems and strict Lyapunov functions

2.1. Barbashin-Krasovskii Theorem, Lasalle’s Invariance Principle.

We start by recalling a number of results on Lyapunov’s direct method of
establishing asymptotic stability of equilibrium for a nonlinear system via
existence of Lyapunov function.

Consider a smooth d-dimensional manifold 3
M and a C

m
-smooth func-

tion F ∶ M ↦ R, m ≥ 1. Let x̂ ∈ M be an equilibrium point for the
system

(2.1) ẋ = F (x), x ∈ M.

2Although we put dissipation only at one end of the chain, our results can be straight-
forwardly extended to the case when the dissipation acts at the both ends.

3In applications below M will be chosen as a phase space of considered system, i.e.

M = R
2N

for the chain of N oscillators and M = R
N

× T
N

in the case of rotators.
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Below we denote by LFW the Lie derivative of a function W along the
vector field F ,

LFW ∶= grad(W ) ⋅ F.
We recall that a functionW ∶ M ↦ R is called proper if sets {x ∶ W (x) ≤ c}
are compact for any c ∈ R.

Definition 2.1. A C
1
-smooth function W ∶ M → R is called strict Lya-

punov function for the equilibrium x̂ of (2.1), if i) W is proper; ii) W (x) is
positive in M \ x̂; iii) W (x̂) = 0, and

(2.2) iv) LFW (x) < 0, ∀x ∈ M \ x̂.
Classical A.M. Lyapunov’s theorem claims that if a strict Lyapunov func-

tion exists, then x̂ is asymptotically stable.
Assume now that W (x) is a non-strict Lyapunov function, i.e. it satisfies

the non-strict version of assumption (2.2)

(2.3) LFW (x) ≤ 0, ∀x ∈ M.

Asymptotic stability does not necessarily hold in this case, unless the set in
which LFW (x) = 0 satisfies additional assumptions. Most well-known crite-
ria of asymptotic stability in this case are the two related results: Barbashin-
Krasovskii theorem and Lasalle’s Invariance Principle.

Proposition 2.2 (Barbashin-Krasovskii-LaSalle theorem). Let x̂ be an equi-
librium of system (2.1) and W ∶ M → R be a non-strict Lyapunov function,
which satisfies (2.3). Let P ⊂ M be a closed bounded neighbourhood of x̂
which is positively invariant for (2.1). If there is no entire trajectory of
the system, which is contained in P \ x̂ and on which W is constant (the
same, inequality (2.3) turns equality), then x̂ is asymptotically stable and P

is contained in the basin of attraction of x̂ for the system.

See e.g. [14, Section 4.2]. Note that if an entire trajectory x(t) of system
(2.1) is contained in P \ x̂ and W (x(t)) is constant, then there holds

(2.4) L
k
FW (x(t)) = 0, k = 1, 2 . . .

at each point of the trajectory x(t). The following assumption would pre-
clude the fulfilment of (2.4). Recall that the vector field F is assumed to be
C

m
-smooth.

Assumption 1. There is 1 ≤ r ≤ m + 1 such that the non-strict Lyapunov
function W is C

r
-smooth and

(2.5) (LFW (x), L2
FW (x), . . . , Lr

FW (x)) ≠ 0, ∀x ∈ P \ x̂.
One gets an obvious corollary of Proposition 2.2.

Corollary 2.3. Let W ∶ M → R be a non-strict Lyapunov function for the
equilibrium x̂ of system (2.1). Let P ∈ M be a closed bounded neighbourhood
of x̂ which is positively invariant for the system. Then, under Assumption 1,
the equilibrium x̂ is asymptotically stable and P is contained in the basin of
attraction of x̂ for the system.
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2.2. Strict Lyapunov Function for Lasalle’s System. Converse Lya-
punov theorem claims that for each asymptotically stable equilibrium one
can find a strict Lyapunov function [18]. In this section we discuss a ”con-
structive version” of this result appropriate for our needs, which holds under
a version of Assumption 1. To this end we first extend Definition 2.1 as fol-
lows.

Definition 2.4. i) A C
1
-smooth function W (x) is called strict Lyapunov

function for (2.1) outside a compact set, if it is proper and there is Q ∈ R

such that

(2.6) LFW (x) < 0, ∀x ∈ M satisfying W (x) > Q.
ii) It is called a non-strict Lyapunov function outside a compact set, if it is
proper and for some Q ∈ R satisfies the non-strict version inequality (2.6)

LFW (x) ≤ 0, ∀x ∈ M satisfying W (x) > Q.
Given a proper function f , we define compact sets

K
f

Q ∶= {x ∈ M ∶ f(x) ≤ Q}, Q ∈ R.

If in Definition 2.4 we wish to specify Q, we will write that W is a strict or

non-strict Lyapunov function outside the compact set K
W
Q .

For example,
• a strict Lyapunov function for the equilibrium x̂ of system (2.1) is a

strict Lyapunov function outside any compact set K
W
Q with Q ≥ 0;

• any proper function W satisfying LFW (x) ≤ 0 for all x ∈ M is a

non-strict Lyapunov function outside any compact set K
W
Q , Q ∈ R.

We have the following immediate result.

Lemma 2.5. If W is a strict Lyapunov function outside a compact set K
W
Q

then the distance

dist(x(t),KW
Q ) → 0 as t→ ∞

for any solution x(t) to (2.1).

Proof. Since LFW < 0 outside K
W
Q , the latter set is positively invariant.

Thus, if x(t) ∈ K
W
Q for some t then we are done. Otherwise, W (x(t))

monotonically decays to some W∞ ≥ Q, so that

(2.7) Q ≤ W∞ ≤W (x(t)) ≤W (x(0)) for all t ≥ 0.

Suppose that W∞ ≠ Q. Then x(t) for all t ≥ 0 belongs to a compact

set which does not intersect with K
W
Q . Then, inft≥0 LFW (x(t)) < 0 which

contradicts (2.7). �

Now let Q ∈ R and W ∶ M → R be a non-strict Lyapunov function

outside a compact set K
W
Q for system (2.1). We will need the following

version of Assumption 1.
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Assumption 2. There exists 1 ≤ r ≤ m such that the Lyapunov function

W is C
r+1

-smooth and satisfies relation (2.5) of Assumption 1 outside the

compact set K
W
Q ,

(LFW (x), L2
FW (x), . . . , Lr

FW (x)) ≠ 0, ∀x ∉ K
W
Q .

Under this assumption there exist smooth positive functions ϕ, Φ ∶ (Q,∞) ↦
R>0, for any x ∉ K

W
Q satisfying

∣LFW (x)∣ + r

∑
k=2

∣Lk
FW (x)∣2 ≥ ϕ(W (x)),(2.8)

∣Lk
FW (x)∣ ≤ Φ(W (x)) for all 1 ≤ k ≤ r + 1,(2.9)

and

(2.10) ϕ ≤ Φ
2
.

Indeed, one can take

ϕ̃(w) = inf {∣LFW (x)∣+ r

∑
k=2

∣Lk
FW (x)∣2 »»»»»»»»»»x ∈ M ∶ W (x) = w}

and

Φ̃(w) = sup {∣Lk
FW (x)∣ »»»»» k = 1, . . . , r + 1; x ∈ M ∶ W (x) = w} ,

and then minorize and majorize functions ϕ̃ and Φ̃ by smooth positive func-
tions ϕ and Φ correspondingly, satisfying (2.10).

Below we fix a pair of functions ϕ and Φ satisfying (2.8), (2.9) and (2.10).

Proposition 2.6. Let Q ∈ R and W ∶ M → R be a non-strict Lyapunov

function outside a compact set K
W
Q for system (2.1). Then, under Assump-

tion 2, there exist smooth functions A,Bk ∶ (Q,∞) ↦ R, k = 2, . . . , r, such
that Bk ≥ 1 and for any ε > 0 the function
(2.11)

W
♯(x) ∶= A(W (x))− r

∑
k=2

Bk(W (x))Lk−1
F W (x)Lk

FW (x), x ∉ K
W
Q+ε,

continued anyhow to a C
1
-smooth function on M, is a strict Lyapunov

function for (2.1) outside K
W
Q+ε (the C

1
-smooth continuation always exists).

The functions Bk can be chosen in the form

(2.12) Bk = 2
(r−k)(r−k+1)(Φ2/ϕ)r−k, k = 2, . . . , r,

while the function A can be taken arbitrary, growing at infinity so fast that

W
♯
is proper, with derivative satisfying

(2.13) A
′
> Φ

2
r

∑
k=2

∣B ′
k∣ + ΦB2 + 1.
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With this choice,

LFW
♯(x) ≤ −ϕ(W (x))/4, ∀x ∉ K

W
Q+ε.

This is a version of result established in [17, Th. 5.1]. We provide a proof
which is more succinct than the original one.

2.3. Proof of Proposition 2.6. Differentiating function (2.11) along the
direction of the vector field F we get

LFW
♯(x) =(2.14)

[A′(W (x))− r

∑
k=2

B
′
k(W (x))Lk−1

F W (x)Lk
FW (x)]LFW (x) −

r

∑
k=2

Bk(W (x)) (Lk
FW (x))2 −

B2(W (x))LFW (x)L3
FW (x) − r

∑
k=3

Bk(W (x))Lk−1
F W (x)Lk+1

F W (x) =
A1(x)LFW (x) − r

∑
k=2

Bk(W (x)) (Lk
FW (x))2 −(2.15)

r

∑
k=3

Bk(W (x))Lk−1
F W (x)Lk+1

F W (x),(2.16)

where

A1(x) = [A′(W (x)) − r

∑
k=2

B
′
k(W (x))Lk−1

F W (x)Lk
FW (x) −B2(W (x))L3

FW (x)]
Since we suppose Bk ≥ 1 all k, the sum in (2.15) is non-negative. By (2.9),

A1 ≥ A
′(W ) − r

∑
k=2

∣B ′
k(W )∣Φ(W )2 −B2(W )Φ(W ).

Choosing the function A satisfying (2.13), we get A1 ≥ 1. In particular, the
term (2.15) is non-positive, since LFW ≤ 0.

Next, we choose Bk in such a way that (2.16) is bounded by (2.15). More
specifically, we assume that

(2.17) Bk ≤
(Bk−1)1/2√

2

(Bk+1)1/2√
2

, 3 ≤ k ≤ r − 1.

Then

»»»»»Bk(W )Lk−1
F WL

k+1
F W

»»»»» ≤ Bk−1(W )
4

(Lk−1
F W )2 + Bk+1(W )

4
(Lk+1

F W )2 ,
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so that
r−1

∑
k=3

»»»»»Bk(W )Lk−1
F WL

k+1
F W

»»»»» ≤
r−2

∑
k=4

Bk(W )
2

(Lk
FW )2 + ∑

k=2,3,r−1,r

Bk(W )
4

(Lk
FW )2

≤

r

∑
k=2

Bk(W )
2

(Lk
FW )2 − Br−1(W )

4
(Lr−1

F W )2 .
Similarly,

∣Br(W )Lr−1
F WL

r+1
F W ∣ ≤ Br−1(W )

4
(Lr−1

F W )2 + (Br(W ))2
Br−1(W ) (Lr+1

F W )2 .
Inserting these estimate into (2.15)-(2.16), we find

LFW
♯
≤ A1LFW −

1

2

r

∑
k=2

Bk(W ) (Lk
FW )2 + (Br(W ))2

Br−1(W ) (Lr+1
F W )2 .

Now we set Br ∶= 1. Then, according to (2.8)

A1LFW −
1

2

r

∑
k=2

Bk(W ) (Lk
FW )2 ≤ −

ϕ(W )
2

,

since A1, Bk ≥ 1. On the other hand,

(Br(W ))2
Br−1(W ) (Lr+1

F W )2 ≤ (Φ(W ))2
Br−1(W ) .

We choose Br−1 in such a way that
(Φ(W ))2
Br−1(W ) =

ϕ(W )
4

, i.e.

(2.18) Br−1 =
4Φ

2

ϕ .

Note that Br−1 ≥ 1, due to (2.10). Then,

LFW
♯
≤ −

ϕ(W )
4

.

It remains to choose the functions Bk ≥ 1, k < r−1, satisfying (2.17), which
is equivalent to

Bk−1 ≥
4B

2
k

Bk+1
.

We choose them to be minimal, that is replace the inequality above by the
equality. Since Br = 1 and Br−1 is given by (2.18), we find

(2.19) Bk = 2
(r−k)(r−k+1)(Φ2

ϕ )r−k.
Finally, we note that the constructed in such a way functionW

♯
is defined

outside the compact set K
W
Q and is C

1
-smooth. Indeed, W (x) > Q for

x ∉ K
W
Q , so the functions ϕ(W (x)) and Φ(W (x)) are well-defined and the

function ϕ(W (x)) appearing in the denominator of (2.19) does not vanish.
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To get from W
♯
the desired strict Lyapunov function, which we denote

W
♯
ε (x), we restrict W

♯
to the set K

W
Q+ε and C

1
-smoothly continue it to the

whole manifold M. Such continuation exists since we can take

W
♯
ε (x) ∶= { W

♯(x)χε(W (x)) if x ∉ K
W
Q ,

0 if x ∈ K
W
Q ,

where χ is a smooth function satisfying χ(w) = 1 for w ≥ Q+ε and χ(w) = 0
for w ≤ Q + ε/2. �

3. Chain of rotators

3.1. Lyapunov function and energy decay rate. In this section we
study the chain of rotators given by (1.1)-(1.2). We construct a strict Lya-
punov function outside a compact set that provides lower bound (1.3) for
the energy dissipation rate.

Writing the equations of motion (1.2) in more details, we get

(3.1) q̇j = pj, ṗj = −δj1p1+V
′
j−1(qj−1−qj)−V ′

j (qj−qj+1), 1 ≤ j ≤ N,

where V0 = VN ∶= 0. Clearly, the Hamiltonian H is a non-strict Lyapunov

function for system (3.1) outside a compact set K
H
Q with arbitrary Q ∈ R,

since it is proper and

(3.2) LFH = −p
2
1 ≤ 0.

Here F denotes the vector field from the r.h.s. of (3.1) and LF is the Lie
derivative along its direction. We assume that the interaction potentials Vj
satisfy

Assumption 3. Potentials Vi ∶ T ↦ R are C
3
-smooth and (V ′

i (x))2 +(V ′′
i (x))2 ≠ 0 for every x ∈ T and 1 ≤ i ≤ N − 1. Moreover, without loss of

generality we assume that Vi ≥ 1 for any i, so H ≥ 1 as well.

By simplifying proof of Proposition 4.1 below, one can easily check that
Assumption 3 implies Assumption 2 with appropriate Q and r = 4N − 3,

once the potentials Vj are C
r+1

-smooth. So, Proposition 2.6 with W = H

provides a strict Lyapunov function W
♯
outside a compact set for system

(3.1). However, it is difficult to identify the function ϕ from (2.8), and

consequently W
♯
. Moreover, the function Φ in (2.9) grows at least as Cp

r
1

when ∣p1∣ → ∞ since L
r+1
F H does, so the function B2 from (2.12) grows at

least as C1p
2r(r−2)
1 /ϕr−2

. Our estimations for the function ϕ show that this

gives too large upper bound for the function W
♯
, leading to a bad lower

bound for the energy decay rate.
To sharpen the bound, below we suggest another strict Lyapunov function

outside a compact set, construction of which is motivated by (2.11), but

instead of the derivatives L
k
FH we employ their appropriate parts. This

construction is also related to the one presented in [17, Theorem 3.1].
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Let us denote

(3.3) ξj(q) ∶= −V
′
j (qj − qj+1), so that LF pj = ξj − ξj−1 − δ1jp1,

for 1 ≤ j ≤ N − 1, where ξ0 ∶= 0. Consider the function

(3.4) W (p, q) = a0Hγ0 −

N−1

∑
j=1

(a2j−1Hα2j−1pjξj + a2jH
α2jξjLF ξj),

where the constants ak ≥ 1 and

(3.5) γ0 ∶= 2N − 1, αk ∶= 2(N − 1) − k for 1 ≤ k ≤ 2(N − 1).
Due to the bounds

(3.6) ∣pjξj∣ ≤ C√
H, ∣ξjLF ξj∣ ≤ C√

H,

the function W satisfies

(3.7)
a0
2
H

γ0
≤ a0H

γ0(1 − CH−3/2) ≤W ≤ a0H
γ0(1 + CH

−3/2) ≤ 2a0H
γ0 ,

since we assume a0 to be is sufficiently large. Here and below by C,C1, . . .

we denote various positive constants which may depend on N and change
from line to line.

Theorem 3.1. Let N ≥ 2, the constants a2N−2 and ak−ak+1 are sufficiently
large for all k, and Assumption 3 is satisfied. Then W is a strict Lyapunov
function outside a compact set and

(3.8) LFW ≤ −H + C1 ≤ −C2W
1/γ0 + C1,

for appropriate constants C1,2 = C1,2(N ; a0, . . . , a2N−2).
In the following corollary we analyse the energy decay rate in the system

of rotators. Let (p, q)(t) be a solution to (3.1). Below we denote Wt ∶=
W (p, q)(t) and Ht ∶= H(p, q)(t). Recall that γ0 = 2N − 1.

Corollary 3.2. Under Assumption 3, there are N -dependent constants h0 ≥
1, 0 < ε < 1 and C > 0 such that for H0 ≥ h0,

(3.9) Wt ≤W0 − CtW
1/γ0
0 for any 0 ≤ t ≤ εH

γ0−1
0

and

(3.10) Ht ≤ H0 −
Ct

H
γ0−2
0

for any ε
−1
H

γ0−
5

2

0 ≤ t ≤ εH
γ0−1
0 .

We call CH
−(γ0−2) energy decay rate of system (3.1) on the time interval

from (3.10).
Proof. Let

tstop = max{0 ≤ t ≤ εH
γ0−1
0 ∶ Wt ≥ C

−1
stopW0}

for sufficiently large constant Cstop. Since by (3.7) W0 ≥ Ch
γ0
0 , for suffi-

ciently large h0 by (3.8) we have

Ẇt ≤ −CW
1/γ0
t for 0 ≤ t ≤ tstop.
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Integrating this inequality, we get

W
(γ0−1)/γ0
t ≤W

(γ0−1)/γ0
0 − Ct, t ≤ tstop.

Accordingly,

(3.11) Wt ≤W0(1 − Ct

W
(γ0−1)/γ0
0

)γ0/(γ0−1) ≤ W0(1 − C1t

W
(γ0−1)/γ0
0

),
since the ratio

C1t

W
(γ0−1)/γ0
0

is small for t ≤ tstop ≤ εH
γ0−1
0 once ε is. Thus, we

get (3.9) for 0 ≤ t ≤ tstop. For tstop ≤ t ≤ εH
γ0−1
0 we have t ≤ εCW

(γ0−1)/γ0
0 ,

so (3.9) also holds once ε is sufficiently small, since Wt ≤ C
−1
stopW0 for t ≥

tstop.
Due to (3.7), Ht ≤ H0/2 for t ≥ tstop once the constant Cstop is sufficiently

large. Then, (3.10) holds true for tstop ≤ t ≤ εH
γ0−1
0 . By (3.7) and (3.11),

for 0 ≤ t ≤ tstop,

Ht ≤ H0 (1 + CH−3/2
0

1 − CH
−3/2
t

)
1/γ0 (1− Ct

H
γ0−1
0

)1/γ0(3.12)

≤ (1 + C1H
−3/2
t ) (H0 −

C2t

H
γ0−2
0

) ≤ H0(1 + C3H
−3/2
0 ) − C2t

H
γ0−2
0

,

where we have used that C
−1
H0 ≤ Ht ≤ H0 in the considered time interval.

Then, for t ≥ ε
−1
H

γ0−
5

2

0 we conclude (3.10). �

3.2. Proof of the theorem. We abbreviate Vj ∶= Vj(qj − qj+1). Unless
otherwise is explicitly stated, in this proof constants C,C1, C2, . . . never
depend on the parameters ai. Without loss of generality we assume that
the energy H satisfies H ≥ h0 for sufficiently large h0. Indeed, for (p, q)
such that H(p, q) < h0 the r.h.s. of equation (3.13) below is bounded by a
constant C = C(h0, a0, . . . , a2N−2).
Step 1. By (3.2),

LFW =

−
⎛⎜⎝a0γ0Hγ0−1 −

N−1

∑
j=1

(a2j−1α2j−1H
α2j−1−1pjξj + a2jα2jH

α2j−1ξjLfξj)⎞⎟⎠ p21

−

N−1

∑
j=1

(a2j−1Hα2j−1LF (pjξj) + a2jH
α2jLF (ξjLF ξj)).

(3.13)

We start with estimating the terms of the last sum in (3.13). By (3.3),

LF (pjξj) = ξjLF pj + pjLF ξj = ξj(ξj − ξj−1 − δj1p1) + pjLF ξj.
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Let us bound ∣pjLF ξj∣ ≤ ΓjHp
2
j + Γ

−1
j H

−1(LF ξj)2, where constants Γj will
be chosen later to be sufficiently large. Then, applying twice the inequality∣xy∣ ≤ x2/4 + y

2
to xy = ξjξj−1 and xy = ξj(δj1p1), we find

(3.14) LF (pjξj) ≥ ξ
2
j

2
− ξ

2
j−1 − δj1p

2
1 − ΓjHp

2
j − Γ

−1
j H

−1(LF ξj)2.
Next, we note that

(3.15) LF ξj = −(pj − pj+1)V ′′
j .

Differentiation LF applied to (3.15) gives us

L
2
F ξj = −(pj − pj+1)2V ′′′

j − (LFpj − LF pj+1)V ′′
j

and by (3.3),

(L2
F ξj)2 ≤ C(p4j + p

4
j+1 + ξ

2
j−1 + ξ

2
j + ξ

2
j+1 + δj1p

2
1).

Then,

LF (ξjLF ξj) = (LF ξj)2 + ξjL2
F ξj ≥ (LF ξj)2 − a2jHξ

2
j − (a2jH)−1(L2

F ξj)2
≥ (LF ξj)2 − a2jHξ2j
− C(a2jH)−1(p4j + p

4
j+1 + ξ

2
j−1 + ξ

2
j + ξ

2
j+1 + δj1p

2
1).(3.16)

Step 2. Substituting the r.h.s. of estimates (3.14) and (3.16) into the last
sum in (3.13), we bring together positive terms of the result into

(3.17) Ipos ∶=

N−1

∑
j=1

(a2j−1Hα2j−1
ξ
2
j

2
+ a2jH

α2j(LF ξj)2).
Applying the inequality (x − y)2 ≥ x2/2− y2 to the squared (3.15), we find

(3.18) (LF ξj)2 ≥ (V ′′
j )2
2

p
2
j+1 − Cp

2
j .

Then, using that ξj = −V
′
j and H ≥ p

2
j+1/2, we obtain by (3.18)

Hξ
2
j + (LF ξj)2 ≥ (V ′

j )2 + (V ′′
j )2

2
p
2
j+1 − Cp

2
j ≥ C

−1
1 p

2
j+1 − Cp

2
j ,

according to Assumption 3. Recalling that α2j−1 = α2j + 1 and assuming
a2j−1/2 ≥ a2j , we find

Ipos ≥

N−1

∑
j=1

a2jH
α2j(C−1

1 p
2
j+1 − Cp

2
j) ≥ C

−1
1

2

N

∑
j=2

a2j−2H
α2j−2p

2
j − Ca2H

α2p
2
1.
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Finally, we bound a half of the term Ipos by the estimate above and keep
another half as it is,

Ipos ≥
1

2

N−1

∑
j=1

(a2j−1Hα2j−1
ξ
2
j

2
+ a2jH

α2j (LF ξj)2)(3.19)

+ C
−1

N

∑
j=2

a2j−2H
α2j−2p

2
j − Ca2H

α2p
2
1.

Step 3. Now we estimate the r.h.s. of (3.13) using bounds (3.6), (3.14),
(3.16) and (3.19):

LFW ≤ −(Ip1 + Iξ + Iξ̇ + Ip),
where

Ip1 = p
2
1 (a0γ0Hγ0−1 − C

N−1

∑
j=1

(a2j−1α2j−1H
α2j−1−1/2 + a2jα2jH

α2j−1/2)
− a1H

α1 − Γ1a1H
α1+1 − CH

α2−1(p21 + 1) − Ca2H
α2),

the term Iξ is given by

Iξ =

N−1

∑
j=1

ξ
2
j (a2j−14

H
α2j−1−a2j+1H

α2j+1−a
2
2jH

α2j+1−C(Hα2j−2−1+H
α2j−1+H

α2j+2−1));
here and below we denote a2N−1 = a2N = ΓN ∶= 0 and α2N−1 = α2N = α0 ∶=
−∞. The term Iξ̇ has the form

Iξ̇ =

N−1

∑
j=1

(LF ξj)2 (a2j2 H
α2j − Γ

−1
j a2j−1H

α2j−1−1)
and finally

Ip =

N

∑
j=2

p
2
j (C−1

a2j−2H
α2j−2 − Γja2j−1H

α2j−1+1 − Cp
2
j(Hα2j−2−1 +H

α2j−1)).
Let Γj = 2a2j−1/a2j . Then Iξ̇ = 0, since α2j−1−1 = α2j . Next, using that

p
2
j ≤ 2H, we find

Ip ≥

N

∑
j=2

p
2
jH

α2j−2(C−1
a2j−2 − Γja2j−1 − C(1 +H−2))

≥

N

∑
j=2

p
2
jH

α2j−2
≥ H − C −

p
2
1

2
,

once a2j−1 is sufficiently large in terms of Γja2j−1 = 2a
2
2j−1/a2j . Similarly,

Iξ ≥

N−1

∑
j=1

ξ
2
jH

α2j−1 (a2j−1
4

− a2j+1H
−2

− a
2
2j − C(1 +H−2

+H
−4)) ≥ 0,
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once a2j−1 is sufficiently large in terms of a2j+1 and a2j . Finally,

Ip1 ≥ H
γ0−1 p

2
1

2
once a0 is sufficiently large.

The coefficients ak satisfying the restrictions above can be chosen itera-
tively. Then, collecting together the estimates above, we get Ip1 + Iξ + Iξ̇ +
Ip ≥ H − C, so

LFW ≤ −H + C.

The last inequality in (3.8) holds due to (3.7). �

4. Chain of oscillators

4.1. The setting. In this section we establish the existence of a strict Lya-
punov function outside a compact set for the chain of oscillators in presence
of friction in the first oscillator. To this end we show that Proposition 2.6
applies to the system under natural assumptions. We do not construct a
Lyapunov function satisfying good bounds as we did for the chain of rotators
in Section 3, since in the present case it can be done similarly.

The Hamiltonian of the chain of oscillators is

(4.1) H(p, q) = N

∑
j=1

p
2
j

2
+

N

∑
j=1

Uj(qj) + N−1

∑
j=1

Vj(qj − qj+1),
where N ≥ 2, p = (p1, . . . , pN ) ∈ R

N
denote moments of the oscillators while

q = (q1, . . . , qN ) ∈ R
N

stand for their coordinates. For simplicity, we assume
the interaction potentials Vk as well as the so-called pinning potentials Uk to
be smooth. The equations of motion are given by (1.2), or, in more details,
(4.2)

q̇j = pj, ṗj = −δj1p1−U
′
j(qj)+V ′

j−1(qj−1−qj)−V ′
j (qj−qj+1), 1 ≤ j ≤ N,

where V0 = VN ∶= 0. If the Hamiltonian H is proper, it gives a non-strict

Lyapunov function outside a compact set K
H
Q with any Q ∈ R since

LFH = −p
2
1,

where F stands for the vector field from the r.h.s. of equation (4.2).

4.2. Strictly convex case. We start our analysis with a simple case of
strictly convex potentials.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that for every k the potentials Uk(x) and Vk(x)
are strictly convex and have minimum at x = 0. Then for any (p, q) ∈ R

2N \{0} there exists 1 ≤ p ≤ 4N − 1 such that L
p

FH ≠ 0.

Corollary 4.2. Under assumptions of Proposition 4.1, system (4.2) satis-
fies Assumption 2 with W = H, r = 4N − 1 and Q = H(0, 0). Hence it

admits a strict Lyapunov function W
♯
outside a compact set, constructed in

Proposition 2.6.
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Proof of Proposition 4.1. Suppose that for some (p, q) we have Lk
FH = 0 for

any k ≤ 4N − 1. Since

L
k+1
F H = −

k

∑
j=0

(kj)Lj

Fp1L
k−j
F p1,

the following vanishings are equivalent:

∀1 ≤ k ≤ 4N − 1 ∶ L
k
FH = 0 ⇔ ∀0 ≤ k ≤ 2N − 1 ∶ L

k
Fp1 = 0.

Denote Uk = Uk(qk) and Vk = Vk(qk − qk+1) for short. Then

LF p1 = −U
′
1 − V

′
1 = 0 and L

2
Fp1 = −(U ′′

1 + V
′′
1 )p1 + V

′′
1 p2.

Since V
′′
1 ≠ 0, if p1 = LF p1 = 0 then

∀2 ≤ j ≤ 2N − 1 ∶ L
j

Fp1 = 0 ⇒ ∀0 ≤ j ≤ 2N − 3 ∶ L
j

F p2 = 0.

Similarly,

LFp2 = −U
′
2 + V

′
1 − V

′
2 and L

2
F p2 = V

′′
1 p1 − (U ′′

2 + V
′′
2 + V

′′
1 )p2 + V

′′
2 p3.

Again, since V
′′
2 ≠ 0, if p1 = LF p1 = p2 = LFp2 = 0, then

∀2 ≤ j ≤ 2N − 3 ∶ L
j

Fp2 = 0 ⇒ ∀0 ≤ j ≤ 2N − 5 ∶ L
j

F p3 = 0.

Proceeding by induction, we obtain

∀0 ≤ j ≤ 2N − 1 ∶ L
j

F p1 = 0 ⇒ ∀1 ≤ k ≤ N ∶ pk = LFpk = 0.

So p = 0 and equations LFpk = 0 form the following system:

(4.3)

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

U
′
1 + V

′
1 = 0

U
′
2 − V

′
1 + V

′
2 = 0

. . .

U
′
N−1 − V

′
N−2 + V

′
N−1 = 0

U
′
N − V

′
N−1 = 0.

Since x = 0 is the unique minimum for the potentials Uk, U
′
k(x) > 0 for

x > 0 and vice versa. Suppose that q1 ≥ 0 (the case q1 ≤ 0 is similar). Then

U
′
1 ≥ 0 and the first equation implies

V
′
1 ≤ 0 ⇒ q2 ≥ q1 ≥ 0 ⇒ U

′
2 ≥ 0 ⇒ U

′
2 − V

′
1 ≥ 0.

So the second equation implies

V
′
2 ≤ 0 ⇒ q3 ≥ q2 ≥ 0 ⇒ U

′
3 ≥ 0 ⇒ U

′
3 − V

′
2 ≥ 0,

and so on. The penultimate equation implies

V
′
N−1 ≤ 0 ⇒ qN ≥ qN−1 ≥ 0 ⇒ U

′
N ≥ 0 ⇒ U

′
N − V

′
N−1 ≥ 0,

And the last equation is U
′
N − V

′
N−1 = 0. Hence U

′
N = 0 and qN = 0.

Therefore 0 = qN ≥ qN−1 ≥ . . . ≥ q1 ≥ 0. So q = 0. �
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4.3. General case. Now we extend the argument to a more general case
when potentials Uk and Vk are strictly convex outside a compact set.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that V
′′
k (x) > 0 for ∣x∣ ≥ R with some R ≥ 0,

U
′
k(x) → ±∞ as x → ±∞, and V

′′
k (x) ≠ 0 or V

′′′
k (x) ≠ 0 at every x ∈ R.

Then there is a bounded set K ⊂ R
2N

such that for any (p, q) ∈ R
2N \ K

there exists 1 ≤ j ≤ 3 ⋅ 2
N+1

− 5 for which L
j

FH ≠ 0.

Note that under assumptions of the theorem, the HamiltonianH is proper.
From the proof of the theorem it can be seen that

K ⊂ {p = 0, −b < qk < a ∀k}
with a, b defined in (4.6), (4.7).

Corollary 4.4. Under conditions of Theorem 4.3, system (4.2) satisfies

Assumption 2 with W = H, r = 3⋅2
N+1

−5 and Q such that K
H
Q ⊃ K. Hence

it admits a strict Lyapunov function W
♯
outside a compact set, constructed

in Proposition 2.6.

Proof of Theorem 4.3 is based on the following three lemmata.

Definition 4.5. Let g ∶ R
2N

→ R be a smooth function. We say that g
has order k at a point (p, q) (w.r.t system (4.2)) and write ord(g)(p, q) = k
if L

j

F g(p, q) = 0 for all 0 ≤ j ≤ k − 1 and L
k
F g(p, q) ≠ 0. Sometimes we

omit (p, q) and write ord(g) for brevity. If L
j

F g(p, q) = 0 for all j, we write
ord(g)(p, q) = ∞.

Lemma 4.6. • if ord(g) > 0, then ord(LF g) = ord(g) − 1;
• ord(g1g2) = ord(g1) + ord(g2);
• ord(g1 + g2) ≥ min{ord(g1), ord(g2)};
• if ord(f) ≠ ord(g), then ord(f + g) = min{ord(f), ord(g)}.

Proof. Follows from the fact that LF is a first order differential operator. �

Lemma 4.7. If ord(H) ≥ 3 ⋅ 2
N+1

− 5 at a point (p, q), then p = 0 and q
satisfies system (4.3).

Proof. We again begin with the identity

L
k+1
F H = −

k

∑
j=0

(kj)Lj

Fp1L
k−j
F p1,

which implies

ord(p1) = 1

2
ord(LFH) ≥ 3(2N − 1).

Let us compute orders of pk for k ≥ 2. For p1 we obtain

LF p1 = −U
′
1 − V

′
1 = 0 and L

2
Fp1 = −(U ′′

1 + V
′′
1 )p1 + V

′′
1 p2.

Since ord(p1) = ord(L2
Fp1) + 2, we obtain

ord(V ′′
1 p2) = ord(L2

Fp1 + (U ′′
1 + V

′′
1 )p1) = ord(L2

F p1).
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Hence ord(p2) ≤ ord(p1) − 2. If V
′′
1 ≠ 0, then ord(p2) = ord(p1) − 2. On

the other case V
′′
1 = 0, we have V

′′′
1 ≠ 0 by the assumption of the theorem

and ord(p1) − 2 = ord(p2) + ord(V ′′
1 ). Since LFV

′′
1 = V

′′′
1 (p1 − p2), we have

ord(V ′′
1 ) = ord(p2) + 1. So ord(p1) − 2 = 2 ord(p2) + 1 and ord(p2) =

1

2
(ord(p1)− 3). Now we unite the both cases. Since 1

2
(j − 3) ≤ j − 2 for any

j ≥ 1 and ord(p1) ≥ 1, we obtain

ord(p1) − 2 ≥ ord(p2) ≥ 1

2
(ord(p1) − 3) ≥ 3(2N−1

− 1).
Similarly,

LFp2 = −U
′
2 + V

′
1 − V

′
2 and L

2
Fp2 = V

′′
1 p1 − (U ′′

2 + V
′′
2 + V

′′
1 )p2 + V

′′
2 p3

and

ord(p2) − 2 ≥ ord(p3) ≥ 3(2N−2
− 1).

Proceeding by induction, we obtain ord(pk) ≥ 3(2N−k+1
− 1). In partic-

ular, since k ≤ N , we have ord(pk) ≥ 3. Hence pk = LF pk = 0 for all k.
Therefore, p = 0 and q is a solution to system (4.3). �

Lemma 4.8. Set of solutions to system (4.3) is bounded.

Proof. Let

M ∶= max∣x∣≤R max
1≤k≤N

∣V ′
k(x)∣ + 1 ≥ 1.

Since V
′′
k (x) > 0 for x ≤ −R,

(4.4) x ≤ R ⇒ V
′
k(x) ≤M − 1 ∀k.

Similarly, since V
′′
k (x) > 0 for x ≥ R,

(4.5) x ≥ −R ⇒ V
′
k(x) ≥ −M + 1 ∀k.

Since U
′
k(x) → ∞ as x → ∞, there is a > R such that

(4.6) x ≥ a ⇒ U
′
k(x) ≥ 2M ∀k.

We claim that any solution q to system (4.3) satisfies qk < a for all k. Indeed,
let k be the smallest index for which qk ≥ a, so that in particular qk−1 < qk
(if k ≠ 1). Then, U

′
k(qk) ≥ 2M due to (4.6), and V

′
k−1(qk−1 − qk) ≤ M − 1,

due to (4.4), where we set V
′
0 ∶= 0. Then,

U
′
k(qk) − V ′

k−1(qk−1 − qk) ≥M + 1.

In view of the k-th equation from (4.3), this implies V
′
k(qk−qk+1) ≤ −M −1.

Accordingly, by (4.5), qk − qk+1 < −R, so qk+1 > qk ≥ a. Continuing by
induction, N − 1-st equation in (4.3) gives qN > qN−1 ≥ a, so

U
′
N(qN) − V

′
N−1(qN−1 − qN) ≥ 2M − (M − 1) ≥ 2

which contradicts to the last equation in (4.3).
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Similarly we show that every solution q is bounded from below by −b <
−R such that

(4.7) x ≤ −b ⇒ U
′
k(x) ≤ −2M ∀k.

�

Proof of Theorem 4.3. If L
j

FH(p, q) = 0 for all 1 ≤ j ≤ 3⋅2
N+1

−5 at a point(p, q), then p = 0 and q satisfies (4.3) by Lemma 4.7. Hence q is bounded
by Lemma 4.8.

�

5. Mixing in chains coupled to Langevin thermostats

Let us consider either the chain of rotators with Hamiltonian (1.1) or the
chain of oscillators with Hamiltonian (4.1). We couple the first and the last
particles in the chain with Langevin thermostats of positive temperatures
T1 and TN correspondingly. That is, we consider the system of stochastic
differential equations

(5.1) q̇j = pj, ṗj = −∂qjH+(δ1j+δNj)(−pj+√
2Tj β̇j(t)), 1 ≤ j ≤ N,

where βj(t) are standard independent Brownian motions. The initial condi-
tions (p0, q0) are assumed to be random and independent from the Brownian
motions βj.

Denote by M ∋ (p, q) the phase space of the system, i.e. M = R
N
× T

N

in the case of rotators and M = R
2N

in the case of oscillators. Let µ
be a probability measure on M and (p, q)(t) be a solution to (5.1) with
initial conditions (p0, q0), distributed accordingly to the measure µ. If the
distribution of solution at time t, denoted by D(p, q)(t), satisfies

D(p, q)(t) ≡ µ for all t ≥ 0,

then the measure µ is called stationary. If equation (5.1) has a unique sta-
tionary measure µ and distribution D(p, q)(t) of any 4 its solution (p, q)(t)
weakly converges to µ as t→ ∞, then the equation is called mixing.

Establishing the mixing property for equation (5.1) is a problem of prime
interest in non-equilibrium statistical mechanics of solids. Let us first con-
sider the case of oscillators and assume that the potentials Vj and Uj from
(4.1) behave at infinity polynomially. Then, due to our knowledge, for chains
of arbitrary length N the mixing property is proven only in the case when
the interaction potentials Vj are ”not weaker” than the pinning potentials
Uj, i.e. Vj behave at infinity as polynomials of the same or higher degree
than those associated with the potentials Uj [12, 11, 19, 3, 5]. In the oppo-
site case when the pinning dominates, the mixing is proven only for a chain
of N = 3 oscillators [13].

As for the chain of rotators, in [6, 4] the authors argue that it can be
viewed as a system of oscillators with extremely strong pinning potentials.

4With ”reasonable” initial conditions, e.g. with finite second moment.
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They establish the mixing property for the chains of length N = 3, 4 while
for longer chains the problem remains open. The reason why it is so hard to
prove the mixing in the chains of rotators or oscillators with ”strong” pin-
ning, is in the discussed in the Introduction decoupling of ”fast” rotators (or
oscillators) from their ”slow” neighbours, leading to extremely slow energy
transport through the chain. In particular, as a result the rate of mixing
turns our to be slower than exponential, in contrast to the case of oscillators
with ”strong” interaction, see [8] additionally to the above mentioned works.

Let us note that for chains in which each particle interacts with its own
Langevin thermostat, the mixing property is well-understood.

One of the most effective approaches to problems of this kind relies on
the fact that to establish the mixing property it suffices to construct a strict
Lyapunov function W ∶ M ↦ R outside a compact set for the generator

L
T1,T2 of equation (5.1). More specifically, it suffices to find a sufficiently

smooth proper function W , satisfying

L
T1,T2W ≤ −ψ ◦W + C,

where C is a constant and ψ is a positive increasing function, see for details
Theorem 2.1 in [6] and references therein. We recall that action of the

generator L
T1,T2 on a C

2
-smooth function f(p, q) can be computed as

L
T1,T2f = LF f + T1

∂
2
f

∂p21
+ TN

∂
2
f

∂p2N
,

where LF stands for the Lie derivative along the vector field given by the
deterministic part of equation (5.1).

For the chain of oscillators with ”strong” interaction which dominates the
pinning, the mixing in [3, 5] is established by proving that exp(θH) gives the
desired Lyapunov function once θ is small enough. In the opposite case as
well as in the case of rotators the employed arguments do not work. Instead,
in [6, 4] the authors construct a suitable Lyapunov functions for the chains
of rotators of lengths N = 3 and 4 using a method related to the discussed in
the Introduction KAM-like approach subsequently employed in [7]. For the
moment of writing it did not allow to prove the mixing property for longer
chains since for them it is developed only for specific regime when the most
part of energy is concentrated in a single rotator.

Now let us consider equation similar to (5.1), in which the Langevin ther-
mostat is coupled only to the first oscillator, i.e. in (5.1) the factor δ1j +δNj

is replaced by δ1j . Its generator L
T1 acts to a C

2
-smooth function f(p, q)

as L
T1f = LF f + T1

∂
2
f

∂p21
. Then, being applied to the Lyapunov function W

constructed in the Theorem 3.1, it satisfies

(5.2) L
T1W ≤ −H + C + T1

∂
2
W

∂p21
.
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By definition (3.4) of W ,

∂
2
W

∂p21
∼ a0γ0H

γ0−1
= a0γ0H

2N−2
for H ≫ 1.

Then, already for N = 2 the r.h.s. of (5.2) growth as H
2
, so W is not a

Lyapunov function for the generator L
T1 . Similarly one can see that our

approach does not allow to prove mixing for chain (5.1) even for N = 3, in
contrast to the method suggested in [6, 4, 7]. However, our construction is
very explicit, simple and universal, and it allows to get the rate of energy
dissipation seemingly achieved in the worst scenario. We hope that its suit-
able modification could help to construct the desired Lyapunov functions
for generators of systems (5.1).
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[11] J.-P. Eckmann and M. Hairer, Non-equilibrium statistical mechanics of strongly an-

harmonic chains of oscillators, Comm. Math. Phys. 212 (2000), 105-164.
[12] J.-P. Eckmann, C.-A. Pillet, and L. Rey-Bellet, Non-equilibrium statistical mechanics

of anharmonic chains coupled to two heat baths at different temperatures, Comm.
Math. Phys. 201 (1999), 657-697.

[13] M. Hairer and J. C. Mattingly, Slow energy dissipation in anharmonic oscillator

chains, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 62 (2009), 999-1032.
[14] H.K. Khalil, Nonlinear systems, Prentice-Hall 2002.
[15] S. Lepri (ed.), Thermal Transport in Low Dimensions: From Statistical Physics to

Nanoscale Heat Transfer, Lecture Notes in Physics, 21 2016.



22 ANDREY DYMOV, LEV LOKUTSIEVSKIY, AND ANDREY SARYCHEV

[16] C. Liverani, S. Olla, Toward the Fourier law for a weakly interacting anharmonic

crystal, AMS, 25 (2012), 555-583.
[17] M. Malisoff, F. Mazenc, Construction of strict Lyapunov functions, Springer-Verlag

2009.
[18] J.L. Massera, On Liapounoff’s conditions of stability, Ann. of Math. 50 (1949), 705-

721.
[19] L. Rey-Bellet and L. E. Thomas, Exponential convergence to non-equilibrium station-

ary states in classical statistical mechanics, Comm. Math. Phys. 225 (2002), 305-329.
[20] D.A. Ruelle, Mechanical Model for Fourier’s Law of Heat Conduction, Commun.

Math. Phys., 311 (2012), 755-768.

Steklov Mathematical Institute of Russian Academy of Sciences, Moscow

119991, Russia & National Research University Higher School of Economics,

Moscow 119048, Russia

Email address: dymov@mi-ras.ru

Steklov Mathematical Institute of Russian Academy of Sciences, Moscow

119991, Russia

Email address: lion.lokut@gmail.com

Dipartimento di Matematica e Informatica U. Dini, Università di Firenze,
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