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Abstract

We study a system dfl particles in contact with a large but finite reservoirff>> M particles within the
framework of the Kac master equation modeling random ¢olis The reservoir is initially in equilibrium at
temperaturel = B~1. We show that for largéN, this evolution can be approximated by an effective equaitio
which the reservoir is described by a Maxwellian thermostaémperaturd . This approximation is proven for a
suitableL? norm as well as for the Gabetta-Toscani-Wennberg (GTW3wicst and isiniform in time

1 Introduction

In [6], Kac studied a spatially homogeneous gad/oparticles moving in one dimension and interacting through
random collisions. After certain exponentially distriedttime intervals, a pair of particles is randomly and uni-
formly selected and they undergo a random collision, ileejrtpre-collisional velocities are replaced by new
velocities that are randomly and uniformly selected in saetay that the total energy is preserved. The intensity
of the collision process is chosen so that the averageximdetween two successive collisions of a given particle,
i.e., themean free timeis independent of the number of particles. Thus,Nhe» o limit of the model can be
thought of as a realization of the classical Grad-Boltzmlanit.

To keep the presentation simple we describe the Kac modefdirshe system oM particles only and deal
with the full model afterwards. The sub- and supersc8péfers to this system d¥l particles. For a spatially
homogeneous gas the state of the system is given by a furfq@nthe probability density of finding the particles
in the system with velocitieg = (vi,...,vm). The infinitesimal generator of this evolution is given bgd42/) 6])

G ®

M_1i<1

L[ f]

wherel is the identity operator arlaf'j describes the result of a collision between partided particlej, that is

R [1)(9) = £ 1(9,(6))do @

with
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Vi(8) :=vicosB +vjsing Vj(6) := —Visinf +vjcosb , (3)

and

][f(e)de - %T/Omf(e)de.

The gain term?:R; j in (@) implies that, in an interval of lengti, there is a probabilitgs-dt that particles
i and j will collide with resulting velocitiess; andv;. Because every particle label appears exadthy 1 times in
(@), particlei has a probability\sdt of being involved in a collision during the time intendd. Thus, on average,
the time between two collisions involving partidlés )\gl. Since the above evolution is completely independent
of the positions of the particles, and hence of their dendlity mean free time is the only number of physical
significance.

In [1] a Kac-type model was introduced with the additionattee that, besides the pair collisions, each particle
in the system can interact with a thermostat. The interaaifgarticle j with the Maxwellian thermostat is given

by
Bi[f](V) := /‘dw][de\/ge-‘z*“ﬁ*z(@)f(v,-(e,w)) )

Vj(0,w) = (Vy,...,vjcos(6) +wsinb,...,vu), Wi (8) = —v;sin6 +wcosb . (5)

As before, the interaction times with the thermostat arenilesd by a Poisson process whose intengitig
chosen so that the average time between two successivadtibas of a given particle with the thermostat is
independent of the number of particles in the sys&mhus, the time evolution for this model is given by

where

f = 2[f] = Zlf]+ 2Z[f] 6)
where "
Flfl=py (8- DIl ™

=1

In order to facilitate the discussion we will call this modeé Thermostated Systeon T-system in short. The
unique equilibrium distribution of this thermostated gystis given by a Gaussian with inverse temperafiire
In [I] it is shown that the evolution approaches this eqtiilim exponentially fast irL2 as well as in entropy
uniformly in M. Moreover, propagation of chads [7] holds for this systerwels and, adVl — o, the evolution of
the single particle marginal is given by a Boltzmann-typaatmpn. These results have been extended to a system
where only a subgroup of the particles interact with therttastat in[8].

The thermostat can be thought of as an infinite reservoir diges at a fixed inverse temperatufe= St in
which every particle in the reservoir collides at most ondth & particle in the system. ThuB;[f](V) describes a
collision between a system particle and a reservoir partight is randomly drawn from a Maxwellian distribution
with temperaturg3—1. The reservoir is not affected by the collisions with thetiohes from the systenS. If the
systemSinteracts, instead, with a large but finite reservoir themesir does not remain in equilibrium. Particles
in the reservoir can re-collide with system particles anthwither reservoir particles, pushing more reservoir
particles out of equilibrium.

In the present paper we compare, in appropriate metricewblation [6) with the evolution arising from the
interaction of the syster@with a large but finite reservoR containingN >> M particles. This model is explained
in Sectior 2. In Sectioh] 3 we state the main results of therpapenely, that foilN large this evolution stays close
uniformly in time to the one with an infinite reservoir. Sectl4 contains the proofs of our results. Secfidbn 5
further addresses the relevance of our results togethérpegsible extensions. Finally, in the Appendices, we
report some technical computations and discuss the ofitynadlour bounds.
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2 A Moded for aFinite Heat Reservoir

The evolution inside the reservdris also given by a standard Kac model. As above, we assumehthaterage
time between two collisions between two particles in themesir R is fixed independently d. We denote this
time by)\gl. Thus, the generator of the evolution of the reservoir is

A= 3 DI ®)

i<]<N

Again, the quantities that refer to the reservoir have a subuperscripR. The evolution of the systelf@and the
reservoirR without interaction between the twsdetermined by the generator

Zk[t] = Zs[t] + ZR[f] (9)

where %[ f] is given by [1). The velocities of the particles in the systeare, as before, denoted by, ..., vy
and the velocities of the particles in the reservoimiy. .., wy. Similar to what we wrote beforeRfj describes a
collision in the systens between particlé and j, and is given by (se€l(3))

RS, [](9,W) ::][ £(v,;(6),W)d6

and Rffj describing a collision in the reservoir between partided | is written as

RR[](9,W) ::][ (9, (6))d6

with Vi j(6) defined in[(B) andf; j(6) analogously defined.

Some thought has to be given to the modeling of the intemnadigtween the systel@and the reservoir.
Naturally, we want that the average time between two sueessllisions of agiven patrticle in the system S with
any particle in the reservoir R be fixed independently & andM. This is achieved by defining the interaction
generator as

Alf=£3 5 R;-NIf] (10)
i=1j=1
where ‘
R F)(9,) == f-1(%(6).%;(6))d.
with
Vi(8) = (v1,...,V(0),...,vm) Wi (0) := (Wa,...,wj(8),...,WN)
Vi (8) :=Vv;cosf + w; sinf Wj(8) := —V;sinB + w; cosb. (11)

Thus, the evolution equation for the combined sys&amd reservoiR is given by
f=2[f] = A[f]+ 4lf], (12)

wheref is a probability distribution i.*(RM x RN). It is elementary so see that this property is preservedrunde
the evolution[(IR). We will call this model tHeéinite Reservoir Systewr FR-system in short.

It is plain that for an arbitrary initial distributiorfo(V,W) the evolutions given by (12) anl(6) need not be
similar. The latter tends to an equilibrium given by Gaussihitemperaturg ! whereas the former, as can be
easily seen, tends to an equilibrium which is given by aviegady(V, W) over all rotations iRM+N. Clearly, there
is no reason why these two equilibria are close in any serfse cfioice of initial conditions plays a key role. We
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shall assume that initially the reservoir is in the candrécpilibrium at temperatur@ = 31, that is, the state of
the reservoir is given by

M N (W rlFB 1(wi) where  Tp;(w) = %e‘ng .

We assume that the systedis initially in a generic initial statéy(V) with [lo(V)dv = 1.

It is easy to see that if the total momentum is initially zetroemains zero for all times. Hence, we set it equal
to zero. Moreover, we assume that the average kinetic empengyarticle in the system is finite. The particles are
assumed to be indistinguishable so th&¥) is invariant under permutation of its variables. This ireplthat

/vilo(V)dV: 0 /]vi Plo(MdV=Ep < Vi,

Finally, by a simple rescaling of the velocities, we can asswithout loss of generality th#& = 2. Thus, the
initial distribution of thesystem plus reservgiis given by

fo(V, W) = lo(V)I"n (W). (13)

wherel (W) = ann (W).

The evolution given byS,7 defined in[(6), does not act on tkevariables and with a slight abuse of notation
we will consider.Z as an operator acting on functiorigv,w) of both Vv and W, leaving the dependence @n
unchanged. It will be sometimes convenient to replace thergﬂaor,iﬂ by,iﬂ + %R. This substitute is legitimate,
since the operatafk leaves the reservoir at equilibrium.

The similarity of the two evolutions, the one given byl(12)wthe one in[(b) acting on the same initial state
(@I3), can be heuristically understood as follows. The fofrthe interaction term implies that, in contrast to the
collisions between system particles, the mean time betwsersuccessive collisions of given particle in the
reservoir R with any particle in the systenissu—N/M and thus it diverges witN. This implies that for a finite
timet and forN very large, with respect tg we can indeed assume that each patrticle in the reservditesl
at most once with a particle in the system. This idea is impleted through the choice dfl(4). Thus, it is not
difficult to prove a convergence result for any fixed tilpegasN — c. The interesting point, however, is that
over longer times re-collisions will occur. Moreover theeiraction.#g, the collisions among the particles in the
reservoir, spreads the modification of the distribution & @article to all the reservoir particles. Thus, after a
time approachingN, we can no more think that a randomly selected particle floaréservoir has a Maxwellian
distribution. Thus, the real issue is to understand thesgeting effects in order to obtain a result uniformly in
time. From a physical point of view such a result can be exgakdiecause the thermostat is introduced to drive
the system as— o to a particular equilibrium state.

3 Results

We will always assume that the initial statg for FR-system is of the forni(13), that is, the syst&ns in a
generic initial state while the reservdtis in equilibrium at inverse temperatuBe= 27t. The state at timeof the
FR-system is given by

fi=e?'fp.

As noted abovef; reaches ateady state.fwhent — « and that we get:

fo (VW) = fim (9, W) = /SWN sy V)T )01 (7 ) (14)
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wherer = +/|V|2 + |W|2 and g; (V,W) is the normalized uniform measure on the sphere of radin®M+N,

We want to compare the evolution generated$ywith the evolution generated b,? the generator for the
T-system (sed (6)). In order for them to be comparable, wek tbf Z as acting on functions d¥l + N variables.
Given an initial statefy of the form [I3), let

fr = et fo
be the state of the T-system at titjevhere clearly we hav§ (V,w) = | (V) (W). Any comparison betweef and

f. will naturally yield an estimate on how much the reservoivides from its initial equilibrium state. Because
LRIy = 0, for an initial statefy of the form [I3), we can write (sel (9))

§:%+$K

This modification clearly does not change the evolutiorfgobut simplifies some of the computations below. As
t — oo, f; approaches a steady stdtegiven by

foo (V, W) = lim fo(V, W) = My (V, W), (15)

It is worth observing thaf{14) and {15) remain valid even whg = As= 0.

As a first attempt given in Se€._3.1, we will compare the abaadugions in the space?(RM x RN M'yin).
Sincefy is a probability distribution, such drf norm is not very natural, however, the computations ardivels
simple. After discussing the limitations of the resultsLth, we will, in Sed:3.2, compare the evolutions in the
Gabetta-Toscani-Wennberg (GTW) metric (s€e [5]). Thisrimés more natural but the computations are quite
difficult.

3.1 Evolution in L2(RM*N Ty )
As discussed iri]1], it is natural to look at the evolutiontie ground state representation by defining
ft (V,V_V) = ht(vv W)FM+N(V7 W)

where
fo(V, W) = ho(V)I" v~ (V, W)
with [ ho(V)[n(V)dV = 1 while [ viho(V)[n(V)dV = 0 and [ |vi |>ho(V)In (V)dV = E,, for everyi.
Observe that%k (seel(®)) has the same form when actingfasr onh. More precisely we have that
Lk [Tmanh] = TvgpnZi [h].

This easily follows from the fact thdty . is a rotationally invariant function. On the other hand,he tase of
the thermostat we have to note that
Bi[Mm+nh] = TvinTi[h]

whereB; is given by [4) while
T[] = /dwe’"""z][ £(%(6,w))d6 . (16)

This means that the evolution of the initial stateunder the thermostated evolution can be written has

where



with "
Zilhl=py (M-l

Recall thatZs+ %+ acts only on th& variables whileZy acts only on thav variables. Thus, ifip depends only
onv thene?thy will depend only onvtoo. It follows that the termiZi is identically zero along the evolution of the
chosen initial state. We keep it for future comparison with Note thatZ[hlMy;n] = £ [T w4 and hence the
generator of the evolution for the FR-system requires noifications.

It is easy to see tha¥’ and.Z are bounded self-adjoint operatorslgiiRM+N 'y, ) with the scalar product

(1.0) = [ F.0GWT o (V. 0) v (17)

Thus, it is natural to assume tHate L2(RM™N, M,y (V,W)) and to study the evolution dfe?thy — e hy||2.
As a first step we estimate the behavior of the difference @tthady states. We clearly have

foo (V, W) = My (V, W) heo (V)

with
heo (V, W) = /S gy N0 (0.

whereadh, = 1. In AppendiXA.1, we show that

- _ _ _ M
||hco_h°°H%:/ [hoo(v>w)_1]2rM+N(v>W)dVdW§ —||h0_1||% (18)
RM+N N_2

Thus, the distance between the steady states is contrgiiet lnlistance between the initial state and the canonical
equilibrium state and it vanishes agJN asN — «. This estimate, in a slightly weaker form, remains true for a
t.

Theorem 1. Let fy be the initial distribution for the system with reservoircdaassume that it has the form
fo(V, W) = ho(V)I" v~ (V, W) (19)

with hy € L2(RM*N (¥, W)). Then for every t- 0 we have
X2 G M U
e“thy — eyl < —(1— € 2Y)||hg — 1|5 . 20
e ho o2 < \/N( )Iho — 1|2 (20)

This statement is proved in Sectionl4.1.

We close this section with some remarks about the meaninchebrentlL. In view of the estimate on the
steady states, we see that the dependend¢ iar(2d) is optimal. Observe that the particles in the resembthe
FR-model are at thermal equilibrium at time 0 and then evahe radially symmetric state for large time. Hence
it is not surprising that the final state is close to a candulistribution. Thus, the fact the their state remains close
to a canonical distributioaniformly in timeis the main point of the above theorem.

Observe that the dependence of the estimatel aluring the evolution is not the same as in the steady state. It
is not clear to us whether this is an artifact of our proof. Tn ingredient in the proof is the estimafe](32). In
Appendix(B, we show that this estimate is optimal inMsbehavior. This implies that the time derivativetat O
of |[eZthy — eZthy|| can actually bevi /+/N. But this may only be true for a very small time.

A disturbing aspect of the theorem is that it behaves verylpaghen applied to some very reasonable initial
distributions. Assume that the system is initially in eduilm at a temperaturés = [35‘1 # B7L, that is fo(V) =
MMV g m(W). It follows thatho(V) = g m (V) /T gm(V). If 2Bs > B then||holl2 = C(Bs)M whereC(Bs)? =
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Bs/\/B(2Bs— B) > 1. Thus, if the right hand side of (R0) is to be small for suchirdtial state, we need a
reservoir with a number of particlééexponentially large itM. In a sense, this makes the behavioMmliscussed
above rather unimportant. Also, if the initial temperatigsufficiently large, that is if Bs < 3, thenC(fs) = oo,

ho ¢ L2(RM, "y (V)) and our theorem does not apply in this situation. These ambaps, the main reasons why
the Gabetta-Toscani-Wennberg metric is better suiteddoparposes, although it is quite a bit more difficult to
handle.

3.2 The Gabetta-Toscani-Wennberg metric

The Gabetta-Toscani-Wennberg (GTW) metric is a distanteesn probability densities. Let g c LY(RM+N)
be two possible distributions for the FR-system where

/ vi (9, ) dvew — / w; f (v, W)dvew = 0 /vizf(v,v*v)dVdv*v, / WA (¥, W)Vl < oo 1)

and analogously fog. We can define then

dx(f,9):= sup (22)

Fzofzo €12+

Here, and in the following, we use the convention tﬁaihe Fourier transform of, is given by

fE) = [, e Ee 20 (9, @)dva
RM+

wheref = (&,...,&w) are the Fourier variables associated with the particldsasystens whilej = (n1,...,nn)
are the Fourier variables associated with the particlekamdservoiR. It is easily seen that under the stated con-
ditions, dy(f,q) is defined. The metrid, in (22) is the more interesting member of a family of metrick }
introduced in[[5].

Again we imagine that our system starts at time 0 in a stateeofdrm

fo(V, W) = lo(V)I"n (W)

and we want to estimate tlde distance betweef) = eZt fyand f, = et fo. To see what kind of behavior to expect,
we start from the distance between the steady states. Bett@igourier transform commutes with rotations we
find ‘
@)= [, DO E )
and R
foo(E7ﬁ) = rM+N(E7ﬁ)
where we have used thgj is invariant under the Fourier transform. In Appendix]A.2 show that

o (oo, fon) <

da(lo,T'm)- 23
M N 2(lo,T'm) (23)
Again we want to obtain an estimate that remains true unifpimtime. In Sectioi 4.2, we prove the following.

Theorem 2. Let f(V,W) be the initial distribution for the system plus reservoittteé form

fo(V, W) = lo(V)I'n(W).



with lp symmetric and satisfyin@1l). Assume moreover that the fourth moment

/vf‘lo(V)dVZ Ey< oo (24)
Then for every t~ 0 we have
o KM u
do <€$t fo,eﬂ fo) < W <1— e*Zt) \/dz(lo, rm)(F4—|— dz(lo, rm)) . (25)

with F4 = 48m*(E4 + 1) and K= 16/2.

The basic strategy of the proof of this theorem is similahi® ¢ne used for the proof of Theorém 1. Having
said this, estimating the difference betweévﬁ and. in thed, metric turns out to be considerably more difficult
than the one in th&2 norm. Most of the work in the proof of Theorem 2 in Sectionl 42levoted to carrying
out these estimates which are summarized in Propositionisréally in the proof of Propositid 5 that the extra
condition [24) on the fourth order moment of the initial disition is needed. In Appendix] B we show that such
a condition is indeed necessary for our proof.

We observe that,(lo, v ) is well defined for anyg satisfying [21). Moreover, ify is a product state, that is if

lo(V) = ﬁe(vi)

then, callingé < = (&1,...,& 1), 71 = (& y1,...,&w) andigi(E1) = |‘|j>i?(vj), we get

na@) o) _ 21 |Na@ A& 5E i) - e

|§|2 2i Eiz I Eiz

so that
da(lo,m) = da(4,T1).

These observations address both problems found ih%lestimate.

4 Proof of Theorem[I and Theorem 2

Both proofs are based on an expansion of the difference kettveo exponentials that we discuss here in the form
needed for thé, estimates. A very similar expansion can be obtained fodihease.
Observe that we can write

Z =Qs+Qr+Q —Al

Z =Qs+Qr+Qr —Al (26)
where N
s R
N=—=M-+ —N M
p M NTH
while N 5
Qs= —> R Qr= 2 RR
M_11§|<J§M ! N_ll§|<J§M .
Finally,
M N M
U |
Q=5 R Qr=udT,
N i=1j=1 . iZl |



We can thus write

[o0]

e —e”l=e Ny %[<Qs+ Qr+Q1)"— (Qs+Qr+Qr)".

n=1
We further expand each term in the above sum as

n—-1
(Qs+Qr+Q)"— (Qs+Qr+Qr)"= } (Qs+Qr+ Q)" QI — Qr)(Qs+ Qr+ Q)X
&0
so that we get
_ o +nN-1
e e’ e MY 1T (Qst Qat Q)" K@ - Qr)(Qs+ Qrt Qr)F. (27)
n=1"" k=0

The above expansion has three major advantages:

1. Isolating the factoe~' avoids expanding a negative exponential as a power series.

2. Asdiscussed in the previous section, we expect the diffar betwee®, andQr to be small when they act
on a function that depends only @nlt is easy to see thai (V) := (Qs+ Qr+ Qr)¥ho(V) still depends only
onV so that we expect to gain from the tefi@, — Qr)h.

3. FinallyA is the largest eigenvalue Qs+ Qr+ Qr corresponding to the eigenvector 1. B@ —Qr)1=0
so that, writingh, = 14 ux, we expect thafiuk||2 < AX. A uniform version of this estimate, sée(28) below,
allows us perform the sum ov&rin (27) without paying a factor afi. This is crucial in obtaining a bound
uniform int.

The following proofs consist, to a large extent, in a quatitie implementation of the above three observations.

4.1 Proof of Theorem[d

Observe thate”! — e? )1 = 0 because the constant function 1 is a steady state for bolltiems. For this reason,
we will write
ho(V) =1+ Uo(V) with <U0, 1>|\/| =0

where(-,-)y is the scalar product ib?(RM, Iy (V)), that is
(U hh = /u(V)h(V)FM(V)dV.

From now on we will identifyl 2(RM, Iy (V)) with a subspace df?(RM*N, 'y n(V,W)). We thus need to estimate
the norm of

(Qs+Qr+Q)"*1(Q — Qr)(Qs+ Qr+ Qr)kuo(V) .

To this end, observe th&tf'j is the orthogonal projector on the subspace of functions dka invariant under
rotations ofv; andv; so that
||Rﬁ’j||2:l for a=S Rorl,

while 1
Qrule < (M=) lule i wy=0

Observe indeed thd®y is a sum of operators acting independently on each varigbléhus, its eigenvectors
are tensor products of the eigenvectors of each offthehile its eigenvalues are sums of their eigenvalues. It
is possible to see that the Hermite polynontigh(v;) of degree 2 and weighte ™ is an eigenvector Gf; with
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eigenvaluea(n). The last inequality then follows from the fact tre(0) = 1 is the largest eigenvalue @f with
eigenvectoHo(vi) = 1(v), while a(n) < 1/2 for n > 0. It follows that||Til||2 < (1/2)]/l|| when(l,1) = 0. With
this, we get that

(Qs+Qr+Qr)u,1)=0 if  (ul)=0

and y
u
< _ =
ludlz < (A=%) llwollz (28)
where
Uk = (Qs+Qr+Qr) w0,
while

[Qs+Qr+Qil2 <A. (29)

We thus have to estimatgQ, — Qr)u||2 whereu depends only of.

Lemma 3. Let uV) be any function in &RM, I (V)). Then

2
((Tiu7 U> - <TiU,TiU>)

1
N

1Y
~ > R u—Tu
Pt

2

Proof. Consider for simplicity = 1. We get

N
N2 Z /RM Ry jUR udp (V, W) — Z/ Ry juTiudu (v, W)+

+ [ T P
RM+N

1 N
N Z R T1U
=1 2
wheredu (V, W) = My N (V, W)dvdw. CallingV! = (v,,...,vm), we note that
/ R} juTyudu (V, W) :/ / ][u(sin vy + cosBwy, VH)dOTLu(V)IM 1 (Vo)1 (Wa)dvidwi My 1 (V)dvt =
RM-+N ’ RM-1 JR2

- /R TU(Y) 2w (V)
(30)

Moreover,

/ Ry 1R oudu (v, W) :/ i / ][u(sinevl+cosewl,vl)de][u(sinevl+cosewz,v1)d6-
RM+N RM-1 JR3
. Fl(vl)Fl(wl)Fl(wz)dvldwldwer,l(vl)dvl =
= [ Tale) (0P .

Finally, we observe thaR,-" j is a projector, so that

I . . -
/RWN Ry 1UR, Judp (V,W) = /RWN uR, yudu (V, W) = /RWN uTyudp (V, W)

where the last equality follows as in {30). Collecting athts proves the lemma. O
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It thus follows that
2

1(Q —Qr)ul3 =

1 N
(NZ“J‘“)W
=1 2

S“Wi;(uk,'ruk) (Tiu, Tiu) (31)

)uk

Observe that ifu, 1) = 0, we can writeu = u+ 0 whereu does not depend on while

SR

Z||—\

3

/G(V)Fl(vl)dvl ~0 Wi

It follows that
(Tou,u) — (Tau, Tau) = (T1G, G) — (ToG, Ty 0) < SEIO(Pk — pd)|Idl2

wherepy are the eigenvalues daf different from 1. Sincep, < 1/2 (seel[1]) and? — x is increasing or0,1/2],

we get
Q= Qrjull2= 5 \/—HUkHz (32)

Combining [32)[(ZB) and (29), we get

SHM

2

k
(Qs+Qr+Q)" Q1 — Qr)(Qs-+ Qr-+ Qr)ho(V) 2 < & <A™ (A= 2 flno— 1.

VN
Adding up, we obtain

n-1 K
1(Qs+Qr+ Q)"0 — (Qs+ Qr+Qr)"ho||, < \F/\“ Yo — 1|2 Z)(l_%> _

_M - (1= 2) o~ 1l

VN 2N\

Thus, finally,

t N n HA\™M _ M — bt

G ef)houz<uho—1uz Z) EAfa- (15 [=lho-1lo7g (1-e %) . @33
This concludes the proof of Theorém 1.
4.2 Proof of Theorem[2
We can proceed as in €q.{27) to obtain
© thn— 1
e’ el =N Z Z (Qs+Qr+ Q)" QI — Qs)(Qs+ Qr+ Qs)*. (34)

where we set as before
Z =Qs+Qr+Qg—Al

M
QBZHi;Bi -
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with



Using this expansion in the definition_(22) we get

d; (e”fo,e” o) <e™ z Z/\kdz( (Qs+Qr+ Q)" QI (Qs-+ Qe+ Q)™ *Qallkn])  (35)

where
_ AN
N =A Qs+ Qr+Qp)loln]  thatis  Ik=A <Q3+QB+RTI> llo] (36)

because)r acts as a multiple of the identity dny andQg as well asQs act only onlg. We have introduced the
factor A~ to maintain the normalization of, that is [ 1,(V)dv = 1.

We thus need estimates fds that can play an analogous role as €qJ (28), (29) land (32¢@laythe proof of
TheorentlL in section 4.1.

As a first thing, we need representations of the Fourier ftoamsof the collision and thermostat operators. Let
f(V,wW) be a function of V,w). Since the Fourier transform commutes with rotations, we ge

R 11(E.7) = £d0f(8.4(0).7) := R FI(E.7)

whereé; j(0) is defined as if(3). An analogous formula holdslﬁgy and Rffj. Moreover, we get

B11)(€.7) = £ 407(&(6,0),7) = BITI(E, 7).

The behavior of these two operators underdpenetric is contained in the following Lemma.

Lemma4. Let f(V,W) and gV,W) be two distributions, witl® first moment and finite second moment. We have

d2 (A"H(Qs+Qr+ Q) f, A H(Qs+Qr+Q1)g) < da(f,0) . (37)
Assume moreover tha(¥,w) = | (V)I"y (W) then

do (A"H(Qs+ Qr+Qg) f,Mwin) < (1—%>d2(er+N) <1—%>d2(|,rM) (38)

Proof. Itis easy to see thab( f,qg) is jointly convex inf andg, that is for everya, 8 > 0 with o + 8 = 1, we have
da(afy+ B f2, 001+ BY2) < ada(f1,01) + Bda(f2,02). (39)

We have . L B
R 11(&.11) —~ Rl €.11) = f a6 (F(Z,;(6).11) - 6(6.1(0). 1))

and, becausb?i,j(e)| = |§|, we get

o |f(&(0).1)-0(&,(0).)| _
) <

[0 & (8)2+ |72

- f(&.i(0).11)—6(,i(6).7)| . o)
= = R — U2 5

£7i#00 1§.1(0)12+ 7|2

Clearly, an identical argument holds fﬁtj and Rffj. Equation[(3F) follows from the convexity properfy {39).

12



Becausdé3['yy ="y we get

N = 2
M | f| 0, 0 —T (fi(e,O)) r (Zisine) Ei(Q,O)
. <%i;Bi'°’rM> ‘_3321][‘ rhfji(e O - ‘ H ‘ 10=

|2 - &2sin? O (l_fdesinze

<
<dy(1,Tw) ][olezl & >

Again (38) follows from[(3D).

>d2<l,rM>. (a1)

O
Combining [3b) and(37) we get
. o 0 n/\n 1n-1
(67 0.6 fo) <€ § i 5 (@l Qall ) (42)
Thus we want to estimate
L (Ol Qs ]) = - sup — 2| S (R [arw)(E. i) — B[l (B (43)
w2 QU Qelh ) = g sUp 27 3 3 (Rafiri@m-BlrEm)
wherely is defined in[(3B). Setting
ﬁq(f,m):][defk(él,...,Eic059+njsine,...,EM)Fl(—EisinQJrr]jcose)
we can write R _ B
R kMn] =M1 ()R (€,n;)
wherefj) = (n1,...,Nj-1,Nj+1,-..,Nn). Likewise,
BillIn] = rN<n>][del“k<fl,...,a cosf, ..., EM)M1(=&sind) = Ri(€,0M1(nj)Mn-1(n?).
Thus calling
~ o 1M -
Gu@m) =5 3 (Ral@ )~ Ra(€.0ra(m)) (44)
we can rewrite[(43) in a more compact form
L 0,(Q ). Qall ) = £ su Ge(E.n)Mh-a (i) (45)
M2IkN>BkN—N |ZZk In-1(1?).

|E|2+|r7

Moreover, we have that
Fii (V, w) :][defk(vl, ...,vicosB +wsind, ... vMI1(—v; sin@ 4+ wcosh) =

:][defk(vl, ...,Vicog —8) —wsin(—8),..., W1 (v; sin(—6) —wcog —8)) = F;(V, —w)

where we have used thgi is an even function. Thlﬁq(f, n) is even inn which makesék(f, n) eveninn. We
also haveGy(&,0) =0

13



Our goal is to boundl, (Q; [IkI'n], Qs[lkI'n]) in terms ofdx (I, Mv). Thus, we focus on the supremum over the
N variables of the reservoifR, that is we look at

90 (GE.)I81) = sUprms 5 Gl Fca(), (46)
n# j=1

In Propositiori b we show that we can bouhd] (46) in term@p(Gk( ), ]E\) and of\dka(E n)|for p<4, (see

(@7)and [(48) below). Observe that (Gk( ), |E|> refers to the situation where there is only one particle @& th
reservoirR, and thus, the supremum is ovgke R instead ofij € RN,

Propositior 8 then shows thbﬁ,‘}Gk(?,nﬂ can be bounded in terms of the fourth momeggtof the initial
distribution, (see{24)). We thus get a bounddefQ, [IkI'n], Qs[lk[n]) in terms ofdy(Q; [IkI 1], Qs[lk1]) andEy.
Together with[(6Y4) below, this will give us the desired estienond,(Q; [IkMn], Qs[lk'n]) in terms ofdy(lk,Tm)-
The conclusion of the proof of Theordrh 2 will then be very &mio the final steps of the proof of Theoréin 1.

Proposition 5. Let H(n) be a bounded €function ofn. Assume that

H(0)=0 H(n)=H(-n)
and 4
Ca=I[H()llce := asup WH (n)‘ < . (47)
Calling
1 N e
In(H, a)_sigm Z (nj)Mn-1(3") (48)
we have .
In(H,a) < [(8Cs+ Z1(H,a))Z1(H,a)|2 (49)

One may hope tha?y(H,a) < K%;(H,a) be true for som& independent oN. We will show in Appendix'C
that no suclK exists. Observe thaky (H, a) is of order 1 uniformly inN since we have

N

N o IH :

.@N(H,a)ésup%(zj)‘gsup“_'(r;)|
A#0 2 j=1] n#0 1

We were not able to usg (50) directly. Indekd] (50) (49 giv

= 21(H,0). (50)

N
QU Qull) = G S o 5 6
En# =1

and it is not clear how to relate the right side of the aboveagqo tody (I, 'm).
We can try to improve the above estimate observing that

IH(n)| < Z1(H,0)n? (51)

so that
S [H(m)| (@A)
&+ i
Sincex€™ is an increasing function for > 0 we have that

ZJ 1rlzem7J
a2+ |nj?

< Z1(H,0)Mn(A)

N

2 — 72
> nfe™ < |ijFem
=1

14



that is, the supremum OLJ"J-\':lnjze”’h‘2 on the setrj| = N is reached whem; = N and7j! = 0. This observation
will be usefull in the following. Thus we get

Sia [H(np)| Pa(id) LS
= <92,(H,0)—==. 52
L BT =

Alas, this is not yet enough since after taking the supremom we are back td (30). Observe though that) i
such thatH ()| = sup, [H(n)|, then

SUp———=— sup
fiz0@%+ (M

Ao < & + (12

N .
5 HOPv-a () =
J:

N .
le (r;,-)I'N_l(F;J)'
J:

that is, we can limit the seprumum in_{48) to the region whgre n, for everyi. But again we have no control
onn. In the first part of the proof of Propositibh 5 we will use arpimved version of the above argument to show
that Zn(H,a) can be bounded in terms 6f;(H,0) /(14 a&2).

While it is obvious thatz1(H,a) < 2:1(H,0), the inverse inequality is generically far from true. In gezond
part of the proof, we find a lower bound @ (H,a) in terms of Z,(H,0) under the hypothesis that the fourth

derivative ofH (n) is bounded. Observe indeed thatHifn) is of the formH (n) = wnz —Cn*for someC, at
least nean =0, thenZ,(H,a) > %. In Lemmé&_¥ we will show that a similar estimate holds for aggén

H once we replacél”(0) by 21(H,0).
From these, Propositidd 5 will easily follow.

Proof of Propositiod b.From [48) it follows that
H(n)| < Z1(H,a)(n?+@%).

Defining

Z1(H,0)n? if N2 < né(a)

H(n,8) = min{21(H,0)n% Z1(H.a)(a? +n?)} = {%(H a)(@+n?) ifn2=nd@)
s =110

where
Z1(H,a)a?

~ (H,0)- 71(H.a)
is chosen to makel continuous. We geltl (1) < H(n,a) and thusZy(H,a) < Zn(H,a). The following Lemma
contains our main improvement ¢f (50) afdl(52).

né(a) (53)

Lemma 6. Under the hypotheses of Propositidn 5 we have

~ knn(a)2e~ T (k=1)no(@)?+n?) + 2e—Tikno(a)?
In(H @) = 21(H,0) sup Mo(2) 5 , g
k<N,In|<no(a) a?+kno(a)?+n

(54)

that is, the supremum i@8) for H is attained forj of the formij = (no(a), ..., no(a),n,0,...,0) for somen with
In| < no(a).

Proof. Let

JA(a,n) = 211 ag _L)‘ﬁ'\fz (1)
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and suppos@ has|ni| > no(a) for somei. By differentiating we get

~ ~ 2\ (i 1 ~
On 78 (a,1) = 0Op, (H(aa ni)e™ > azN_i F))2 —2n; <7T+ m) (3, 1)

where we used
0’7 (Hv(aa ’7)9m2> = 2'7 (mq(avr’) + 91(H,&)> e7TI72

whenevem > np(a). Because

H(a,ni)Mn-1(A")

P (H, @) n-1(7i') - In(H,a)
a2_|_’7’72

< — —
_%\l(avn) and a2_|_’7”2 — a2_|_r_72 ’

with equality holding only ifil = 0, we have
On (3, 1) < 0.
This implies that

supA(a, )= sup JA(a ).
40 40, <110

Now we show that there can be at most 1 coordinatech that 0< |n;| < no(a). Consider now
L(x,y) := x2e™ +y2&V

and observe thdt(rcos@,rsin@) is maximal for6 = nJ and minimal for = 7 4 nZ. Moreover, it is strictly
increasing fory +n3 < 6 < (n+1)7 and strictly decreasing far; < 6 < n7 + 7. For|n;| < no(a) we have

Z1(H,a)L(N1,N2)TNn_2(N3- -, nn) + SNaH(a,n)Mn_1(')
a2+ (12|

)

(3, 17) =

so that there can be no maximum teft’ﬁ(a,ﬁ) for which both 0< n; < ne(a) and 0< n, < no(a). Repeating
this argument for each pai, n; with 1 <i, j <N we get that for all but possibly oriewe must have); = 0 or

ni = No(a). O

To complete the proof of the first part of Propositldn 5 we &ilhplify the right hand side of equatidn]54.
Observe first that

_ _ 2 2 _ 2 _ _ 2 2 _ 2
kno(a)2e~M(k-Dn§(@+n? 4 p2e-mkno(a) gmax{ nd@  (k—1)no(a)2e mk-1ni@+n% 4 n2g-mkio(a) }

a2+ kno(a)2 + n>2 2 1 no(@)?’ 2+ (k—1)no(a)?+n?

From [53) we have
nga@ 7M.
g +no(@? ~ %(H.0)

while
(k—1)no(a)2e~T((k-Dng@+n%) 4 2g-Tiano(a)?
Nl 4 (k—Dno(a)+n? -
sup ((k— 1)£0(a)2 + n2)e-Mk-1ng@+n? ; 23upyzel 5
k<N.n|<no(a) &+ (k=1no(a)2+n? y>0 % 4y
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Clearly we have
ye ™ _ y 1

a2 = 2 Snaz
sty (F+y)(d+ny)  S+1

so that

1+ Za?

2
This concludes the first part of the proof. We start the segamtiwith a couple of simple observations.
From the hypotheses of Propositian 5, it follows that

In(H ) gmax{@l(H,a),Z%(H’o)}. (56)

IH”(0)[n? Can* IH”(0)[n? = Can*
_ < < + .

Let nowM = sup, [H(n)| and observe that there exists a finjtesuch thatH ()| > M/2. Moreoveri) # 0
sinceH (0) = 0. ThusZ;(H,0) > M/(2/}?) while

H(n)l _ M

n2 202

it n2>24°

Thus there existgm such that2 < fj2 and|H (nm)| = Z1(H,0)n?2. We also know from[{51) that

IH"(0)] <221(H,0),
with equality if and only ifn2 = 0.

Lemma 7. Under the hypotheses of Propositidn 5 we have

Z1(H,0)?
P(H,a) > A0
§C43.2+4.@1(H,0)
Proof. From (57) it follows that
H"(0)[n® _ Can*
He@n)| PS5
a2_|_r’2 - a2_|_r72

and, choosing)? to be%}o)' , we get that

H(a H"(0)|2
spli@nl , __H'OF
n a+n 4[H"(0)| 4 5C,a2

Since, there is no positive lower bound fét”(0)|, we complement this inequality using the second inequality
in(&7). We find that for alh

(58)

(IH"(0)| —221(H,0))n? L Can’

_ 2
H(n)[ = Z1(H,0n" < 5 2

Since|H”(0)| — 221(H,0) < 0 we get

12(221(H,0) — [H"(0)])
Cs '

&>
This implies that

HmI _ HOm)| _ o H(mw)| né 1291(H,0)(221(H,0) — [H"(0)])
> > > .
SUp ez S @rn2 - M e @ 2 G 120274(H,0) — [H(0))

(59)
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Observe now that the right hand side [of](58) is an increasingtfon of[H”(0)| while the right hand side of
(59) is decreasing. Thus, we have

71(H,a) > min m
0<h<271(H.0)

h2 1271(H,0)(271(H,0) — h)
4h+ 3Ca2" Cpa2+12(221(H,0) —h)

Moreover
129:1(H,0)(221(H,0) —h) < 1291(H,0)2
C43.2—|-12(2.@1(H,0) — h) - 12@1(H,0)2+C48.2
h2 > @1(H70)2
4h+3C4a2 ~ 3C4a2+421(H,0)

for h< .@1(H,O)

for hZ.@l(H,O).

The above, together with the observation

P1(H,0)? _ 1221 (H,0)?
3C482 +421(H,0) ~ 1271(H,0)2+Cqa?

concludes the proof. O

Observe finally that from [B(n)|/n? < sup, [H"(n)] it follows that 271 (H,0) < sup, [H"(n)| < C4. Thus
we can write

27:1(H,02 1
> )
72— 3272 (60)
Putting togethe (36) an@{60) establishes the claim of &&itipn[3.
O

To apply Propositiofil5 td(36), we need to estimp@ (&, -)||cs, whereG(&,n) is defined in[[4). Observe
that for p < 4 we have by Jensen’s inequality

0P R Tk (€, 1)

(o i R Il e < 2 f o R o o) =

~o

—(2m)* < / (\NJ-2+\42)2IK(V)FN(\TV)dVdW> = (2m)* <E4,k+ 25%_; + %) ) < 321 (Eax+ 1)

where

Enk_/vnlk ) — /v“<Q5+QB+’\R—N|> llo] (V)dv .

Using (44) we get
IGK(E, ) llcs < 321" (Eax+1). (61)

To estimateE, x we need to study the action Qfs and Qg onv4 whereQyg is the adjoint ofQg. This is done
in the following Lemma.

Proposition 8. Given a symmetric distributioy bn RM such that
/vf‘lo(V)dvz Ey < o

we have
Esy = / VAi(V)dV < 2(Eq + 1)

k
where | = A K <Qs—|— Qs+ )\RN |> lo.
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Proof. First we observe that, due to symmetry,

e [ %_ivﬁlkww

Calling
S-—(Tz)iZJRfj—/\S—MQS : ZBI——QB
we have that
JvRsli@dv= [Qepiimdv [ viQall@av= [T
where
— l i T
=T

with T; defined in[(I6). It is easy to see tf@s andQ leave the spacé of even polynomials of degree at most 4
in thev; invariant. CallingH,(v) the monic Hermite polynomial of degregwith weightl™;(v) = e*""z), a natural
basis inV is given by

<

M
- %izﬂﬂ(vi) H3(V) = m Z Ha(vi)Ha(vj) H(V) =

i<]

Ho(vi) (V) =

2|

and we have

M
hlﬂ V= aa() + as () + 2 (V) + ag (V)

whered = (as,a3,.a2,8) = (1,0, i, 4712) and|a| < v/2. From [1] we know that the action 6Js andQy onV with

the basis# is given by two positive definite matricég andLt with spectral (and thus?) norm 1. Thus also the
action of A= <Q5+ Qr+ ARTNI) is given by a positive definite matrixwith norm 1. Thus we get

M
<Qs+ Qr+ )\RTN|> ( ! \/4> ag k3 (V) + agk3(V) + ag k72 (V) + ag k75(V)

whered, = L¥d. Clearly we haved,| < |a| < v/2. We integrate both sides agailhgiV) to obtain
3 3 1 1 1
Bak = auk <E4——Ez+4 2> +agk <E3— E2+4 2> +agk <E2—2_> + apk
where

E,= /Vizlo(\_/')dVS %(l—l— E4) Es= /Vizvjzlo(\_/')dVS Ea.

After some rearranging and neglecting terms with negaeédficients, we obtain

(12w (1 &) o) « (o (2 L))
i

proving the result. Here we applied Cauchy-Schwarz indtigstwice in the last step. O

IN

Eax

IN
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It thus follows from [(61) that
IGK(E,-)llcs < 967*(Eq+ 1) := 2Fy. (62)

Applying Propositio B and Propositigh 5 fo {4%),1(46) anohg462) we get that

d2(Qi [IkMn], QsllkIN]) < %\/(ZKFMr (UM)~2da(Qg[Ikl 1], Qi [IkT 1)) (HM) ~1d2(Qpl[lkM 1], Qi [kl 1]) ,  (63)
whereK is defined in Theoreiln 2. It is easy to see that
%dZ(QI (1), Qa(lkT1]) < da(M Qi [IkF 1], UM w1) + do(M 1 Qa[IkT 1), UMM+ 1) < 2uda(lk, M) (64)

Combining [6B8) and(84) gives

(Qi Ik ], Qs ) < 2E /TBFa - Gallc )l T o) (65

We can now conclude our proof. Indeed, going back tb éq(48);an write

nn-1

7 UM a2t _
oy (e”'fo,6”fo) <25 me 3w 2 NV BRt doll M)z Tw)

o tnan—1n-1
<M 5 A
N n=1

RLALIV- G, Tw))dallonT
k;)( 2/\) V/ (8F4+d(lo,Tm))d2(lo, Tm)

n!

M

— 8 (1_ e—%t) V/(8Fa+ da(lo, Tr))dz(lo, Tw)

1
2

where we have usef (38) in Lemfa 4 together With- £.)2 < 1— k..

5 Conclusionsand Outlooks

We have shown that small system out of equilibrium interacting withlarge system initially in equilibrium (the
reservoir) can be well approximated in certain norms by astdrae small system interacting with a thermostat.
This approximation moreover is uniform in time. Our proohist based on a projection or conditioning method.
Indeed, it is hard to see how one can apply such an argumema dlp metric. In particular we obtain that also the
reservoir remains uniformly close to the equilibrium state

We can also think of our system as describing a local pertiorbén a large system initially in equilibrium at
a given temperature. In this spirit we see our results asitialiattempt to understand the return to equilibrium
from an initial state that is locally close to equilibrium.eWiope to come back on this problem on forthcoming
research.

In the case of th&? norm introduced in sectidn 3.1, the derivation of the abgy@raximation is rather direct.
We believe that this is at least in part due to the fact thagtheerators? (see [(I2)) andZ (see [6)) both have
a spectral gap uniform iN. This implies that both systems approach exponentiallytéatheir respective steady
statesf,, and f.,, (I4) and[[Ib). Notwithstanding this, such a norm behaveslpwith the size of the system and
it excludes altogether perfectly reasonable initial State

Partly for this reason we have studied tthemetric defined in[{22). Such a metric is well defined for all
reasonable initial states and behaves much better as #ofuctthe size of the system. The control of this norm
is harder. The main ingredient is contained in Proposifidn Section[4.R. It requires an extra fourth moment
assumption on the initial state and some substantial asalfan associated functional inequality.
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It is not hard to show tha?* f, approached., exponentially fast in thel, metric (see[[4.13]). On the other
hand, it is an open question whettet! f, approached., exponentially fast in thel, metric at a rate uniform in
N. Our result is not enough to give an answer but it makes suctkestign rather natural.

Finally in [3], the authors consider a system interactinthuaore then one thermostat. They start at the level
of the Boltzmann equation but it would be interesting to sewhich sense one can approximate such a system
with a system interacting with several large but finite resies at different temperatures. Observe that in such a
case, if the reservoirs are kept finite, they will reach adstesiate in which they all have the same temperature (or
better, average kinetic energy). This will create a moremerand interesting interplay between the lakgand
larget limit, with more than one time scale involved.

A Estimateson the Steady States

In this Appendix we derive (18) and (23).

A.1 Derivation of (18)
Becauséh, depends only on = /|V|2 + |W|2 we can set

Moreover, setting

we getr? — |W[2 = (r2 — [V|?)(1— |W[2) and

2 N2 1
H(r) = ho(V)r (12— (v 2olv/ N B
()= =t fg, o0 (7= ) Sien-aWi<l ) /1 YNGR o
so that we have
‘SNfly Mz (N-2)/2

where(x) = xif x> 0 and(x). = 0 otherwise. Becausgl'n(V)ho(V)dv =1 and

_ N-2)/2
|SN 1| / 1_& (N-2)/ I
|SM+N71|rM RBM r2 . =

we may write

N-1 2\ (N=2)/2
1=, [% (- 1) —rm] (ho(¥) — 1)

+
~ (N=2)/2
_ SN V2 w22 mi2/2 | o—miv2/2
_RM[’SWN_WM 1) e & /2 hg(v) — 1)V

and using Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality we find that

2 2 [ SN L 22 miv2)2 i
H(r) -1 S/RM () (ho()~ 127 [ W(l——) g2 g av.
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Thus, we get
o = 12 = [SMN-2) [ 4N -1em () — 1ydr < O

where
2

_ N-2)/2
C= |SM+N*1| oodrrMJrN*le*mz M 1— ﬁ e gMVP/2 _ o-mivi?/2| gy
- 0 gM | [SMAN=1|(M r2 N

By expanding the square, we can write the above integral as@three integrals that can be computed explicitly
as

_ N—2 _
[arengn | E N ONNT AN )emwzdv: rN r(ArY) MeN-2
0 RM ‘SM—s-N—l‘rzM r2 N r(%)r(%) r(M+2N_2) N—2
o . |QN-1 2 2)/2
/ drrM+N—1e—m2/ ’S ‘ 1— ‘v’ dv:]-’
|SM+N*1|/ drr'\"“\"le’mz/ e M dv=1. (66)
0 RM
We thus get
M
C_N—2
A.2 Derivation of (23)
Callingr? = |€[2+|Fj|2, we have
lo(&) ~ w20y % =
da(foo, M 4n) =SUD 2 Fn(A)dor(E,1)
€2 o F
<[ su =T do; (&, da(lop, T
—<r¢§/sM+N1(r> T (7)dor (¢,71) | da(lo, M)

Observe now that

N-2
2

SN ze( 72) 7 g
)SszSllfl (1-18?) * dE <

:)l

Ly o @) = [Py (R0 ) dowE

SN 1SN MYty
< [SM+N-T] /p " (1—p) 5 [SMAN-T o S?

12n22nzr(M+N) r(%+1)r(§): M
car(yr(§)ens TR+

N-2
2

dp s2(1-s)2 lds=

B Optimality of the estimate (32)

In this appendix we show that there exists an initial stgter which we have

1(Qi — )Uo|!2>C\/—HUon

thus saturating the bound in Lemira 3. We first observe thed, digilar analysis as Lemrha 3, we get

M 1 N |
i;<ﬁ lea,,-u_nu>

2
M(M — 1)

N

((Tou,u) — (Tyu, Tou)) + ((RL1u, Ry 1u) — (Tau, Tou)) .

2

M
N
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We thus need symmetric initial states such tig}t;u, R, ;u) — (Tiu, Tou) = O(1) in M andN. To this end we set
M
Uwp(V) = > Hap (Vi)
P1tp2+--+pu=Pi=

whereHp(v) is the normalized Hermite polynomial of degrpevith weighty(v) = - \We get

Ruimp(Y) = 5 Hap, (Vi,W1)Hap, (Va)um2p—py—p, (V7).
p1+p2<P

wherel—~|2p(v, w) is the only radially symmetric Hermite polynomial of dege It follows that
<RI1,1UM7P7R|2,1UM7P> — (Toump, Talmp) > (R0, RS 1 0) — (Tall, Toll) ) [|Up—2m—2]|2

whereu(Vi, V) = Ha(v1) + Ha(V1)Ha(V2) + Ha(v2). Observe now thaiupu 2 = ('7) while (R 0,R, ;) —
(Tou, Touy = & so that

11 (P—1)(P—2)(M+1)M
B MIP)MiP-DM+P—2M+p_3 el

(RL1Ump, RS 1um p) — (Titm p, Tom p) >
By choosingP = M we get

(R 1umm, Ry 1umm) — (Taumm, Taumm) > Cllumm |2

with C = 3/128.
We can thus consider an initial state given by

ho(9) = 1+ aty i (V).

Observe thatiy v is an even polynomial in all its variables with positive dagénts for the terms of maximal
degree. Thus ifh uy m (V) > —co and choosingt small enough we géty > 0.
Going back to[(3B) we can write

_ M _ ©o tl’l n “ n
1(eZt — eZhg||o > Iho — 1] —7e M ((:t—nzﬂ/\ [1— (1——) ])

M
= [P0 — Uz 7t ((C+2)e ™ —1)

where we have used thdt— (1—x)"] < nx. Thus for this particulahg our estimate is saturated at least for a time
orderA~t. SinceA > (As/2+ )M we cannot claim that for this examplge?! —e?*)hy||» actually grows to
orderM /v/N.

C Violation of Zy(H,a) <K% (H,a)

In this appendix we show that there cannot be a congtantN for which Zy(H,a) < KZ;(H,a) holds for every
H anda. Consider the family of function, parametrized h\given by

Hr () = n*exp(—rn?).

Then

Hr Hr
P1(Hr,a) = sup_3 J(rnr;)z =2 J(rnr;((rr)))Z
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for somen (r) with n(r)2 < 2, sinceH,(n)/(a®+ n?) is decreasing on? > 2. On the other hand, we get

N (r)*exp(—rn(r)?) exp(—1(N — 1)n(r)?)

>
Pn(Hr,a) 2 a2 +Nn(r)2

so that

T ‘-@N(”f’a) I a ‘I(r) 2
> - — — = .
liminf (Fr.a) liminf N—— (r)zexp( m(N—1)n(r)®>) =N

This bound is optimal since for arty anda we have

St Z1(H,8)(8% + n?)
<
.@N(H,a)_s#p 221 Nn?

<NZ(H,a). (67)
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