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Irreversibility for a class of chaotic systems is seen to be an exact consequence of the dynamics
through the use of a generalized spectral representation of the time evolution operator of probability
densities. The generalized representation is valid for one-dimensional systems when the initial probabili-
ty density satisfies certain “physical conditions” of smoothness. The formalism is first applied to the
one-dimensional multi-Bernoulli map, which is a simple map displaying deterministic diffusion. The
two-dimensional, invertible baker and multibaker transformations are then studied and the physical con-
ditions determining which discrete spectral values are realized are seen to depend on the smoothness of
both the density as well as the observable considered. The generalized representation is constructed us-
ing a resolvent formalism. The eigenstates of the diffusive systems are seen to be of a fractal nature.

PACS number(s): 05.45.+b, 05.20.Dd, 05.70.Ln, 05.60.+w

I. INTRODUCTION

In the world around us irreversibility plays a funda-
mental role. On the other hand, the basic dynamical laws
of physics are expressed as time-reversible equations,
where time plays only a parametric role. For some years
it has been recognized that unstable dynamical systems
are the most typical in nature and that they play an
essential role in the elucidation of irreversibility [1]. Re-
cently, irreversibility for classes of chaotic systems has
been discussed using the explicit construction of the gen-
eralized spectral resolution [2—-4]. The main idea is that
irreversibility can be understood from the intrinsic prop-
erties of the dynamics without using extradynamical ar-
guments such as coarse-graining. For unstable systems
the concept of a trajectory loses operational meaning,
leading one to consider the evolution of probability densi-
ties. Irreversible behavior, such as approach to equilibri-
um, can be understood from the purely mathematical
spectral properties [5,6] of the full time evolution opera-
tor for densities. For a class of systems the time evolu-
tion of probability densities is explicitly decomposed into
a sum of exponentially decaying eigenmodes—the gen-
eralized spectral resolution [7].

Since the dynamics is time reversible, we need to speci-
fy a supplementary condition to decompose the time evo-
lution into exponentially decaying eigenmodes. Ordinari-
ly, a kinetic equation is derived using approximation
schemes or extradynamical arguments such as coarse-
graining. We assert that the supplementary conditions
for irreversibility have to be determined from the dynam-
ics. For certain chaotic systems Ruelle [5], Pollicott [6],
Baladi and Keller [8], and Rugh [9] showed that under
the condition of smoothness of observables, the spectral
radius is bounded exponentially and only certain discrete
spectra are realized. This means that physical time scales
which characterize irreversibility have been made explicit
by the introduction of this condition.

The decomposition of the time evolution of probability
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densities into a sum of exponentially decaying modes was
introduced by the Brussels group for thermodynamic sys-
tems using a weak coupling expansion [10]. For maps the
time evolution operator of densities is known as the
Frobenius-Perron operator [11]. Mori, So, and Ose [12],
Dorfle [13], and Roepstorff [14] studied exponentially de-
caying eigenstates of the Frobenius-Perron operator of
some simple dissipative chaotic systems. Their eigenval-
ues are related to the Ruelle-Pollicott resonances [5,6].
These resonances are the zeros of the Ruelle { function
and may be obtained by counting the periodic orbits.
From this point of view, Dana [15] obtained the diffusion
coefficient for some simple Hamiltonian systems and
Christiansen, Paladin, and Rugh [16], Artuso [17], and
Gaspard [18] obtained the generalized spectrum for some
highly chaotic systems.

In this paper our main interest is in chaotic systems
which display thermodynamic behavior such as diffusion.
For the systems we consider, there exists a simple in-
tertwining relation between the Frobenius-Perron opera-
tor and the derivative operator. Using the intertwining
relation, we can show under which conditions the irrever-
sible kinetic description becomes valid, even when the un-
derlying trajectory dynamics may be time reversible. The
condition is essentially m-times differentiability of the
probability density for a one-dimensional system. For a
two-dimensional system it is necessary to have
differentiability for both the probability density and the
observable. These conditions reduce the spectral radius
as exp[ —mA], where A is the Lyapunov exponent, and
introduce physical time scales into the spectrum. In the
limit of m — o0, we recover the result of the general argu-
ment by Rugh [9] for hyperbolic analytic maps.

As Artuso [17] and Gaspard [18] calculated for
diffusive systems, the generalized spectrum can be ob-
tained as zeros of the Ruelle { functions by counting
periodic orbits. In this paper we explicitly construct the
eigenstates using a method based on the Euler-Maclaurin
expansion and the intertwining relation. Since the eigen-
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states give us the coefficients of the exponentially decay-
ing modes, the explicit construction becomes important
for comparison with experimental data.

The one-dimensional dyadic Bernoulli map forms the
basis of our analysis so we review it in Sec. II. In the Ber-
noulli map the evolution of a probability density is just a
simple decay to the equilibrium state of a constant densi-
ty. “Physical” decaying eigenstates have been construct-
ed which are associated with discrete eigenvalues corre-
sponding to physically observed time scales. The degree
of smoothness of the initial density determines which
discrete decaying modes are realized [4,19]. A spectral
decomposition of the density in terms of the determined
physical eigenstates and a remaining contribution is seen
to correspond to a Euler-Maclaurin expansion.

In Sec. III we consider a one-dimensional model of
deterministic diffusion which is constructed by coupling a
chain of Bernoulli maps. It is referred to as the multi-
Bernoulli map [20-22]. The evolution of this map is
closer to more realistic thermodynamic systems as the
dominant mode is diffusive. The one-dimensional maps
that we study are not governed by unitary evolutions
since they are noninvertible. The adjoint of their
Frobenius-Perron operator is isometric and so they share
many mathematical features with the unitary case. The
physical behavior of the one-dimensional maps is in-
teresting in its own right also.

We construct physical eigenstates of the multi-
Bernoulli map using a resolvent formalism and an expan-
sion in terms of a basis of eigenstates of the Bernoulli
map. We discuss how the spectrum is determined by the
smoothness properties of the functions in the domain of
the Frobenius-Perron operator. The intertwining relation
between the Frobenius-Perron operator and the deriva-
tive operator with respect to the spatial coordinate plays
a key role in this analysis. The evolution of the system
follows an approach to local equilibrium inside each cell,
and then a global approach to equilibrium through
diffusion between cells. Since we have the exact disper-
sion relation, any higher order diffusion coefficient, such
as the Burnett coefficient, may be obtained. The left
eigenstates of the multi-Bernoulli map are seen to have a
fractal nature.

The two-dimensional area-preserving baker transfor-
mation is then studied using a two-dimensional, Euler-
Maclaurin expansion. Here smoothness of both the ini-
tial density and the final observable are needed to deter-
mine the discrete spectral values that will be realized.
The physical eigenvalues of the baker transformation are
degenerate so one has associated eigenspaces instead of
eigenstates. A projective decomposition of the resolvent
is used to isolate contributions from the poles. The expli-
cit form of the time correlation function from the first
three poles is given and the connection with subdynamics
[2,10] is discussed. Compact forms for the time correla-
tion function are given in terms of a set of self-similar
functions.

Finally, we consider the two-dimensional multibaker
map [18,22] using the Euler-Maclaurin expansion. The
multibaker map is the two-dimensional, area-preserving
version of the multi-Bernoulli map. As in the multi-
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Bernoulli map, we use a discrete Fourier transform to
separate the evolution into independent components.
The analysis of the transformed multibaker map is quite
similar to that of the baker map, but the form of the off-
diagonal part of the Frobenius-Perron operator allows for
more transitions. The explicit form of the time correla-
tion from the first two poles is given.

The classic reversibility paradox and recurrence para-
dox, raised against an irreversible description of time-
reversible dynamical systems, are completely resolved in
the physical spectral representation. The time-reversible
unitary evolution of the baker and multibaker transfor-
mations becomes irreversible. Since the probability den-
sity is irreducible to trajectories, the recurrence of points
in phase space does not conflict with the fact that densi-
ties do not recur. Also, we are able to see explicitly for
the systems considered here how the irreversible kinetic
description arises from the instability of the underlying
time-reversible dynamics. We expect that features of our
analysis are applicable to a wide class of systems, includ-
ing true Hamiltonian systems.

II. EVOLUTION OF DENSITIES
IN CHAOTIC SYSTEMS

We are interested in investigating the dynamics of
chaotic maps from the point of view of nonequilibrium
statistical mechanics. Instead of following an individual
iterate of the map, which would correspond to calculat-
ing the trajectory of a Hamiltonian system, we study the
evolution of a probability density of iterates evolving un-
der the map [11]. Even though the evolution of iterates is
deterministic because we have a rule for determining the
iterates, the sensitive dependence on initial conditions
makes following the trajectory impossible from any prac-
tical point of view [23]. In this sense determinism is only
a mathematical property for chaotic systems but not a
physical property. It is thus natural to consider statisti-
cal properties of the iterates. We will see that when the
domain of the time evolution operator of probability den-
sities is restricted, the mathematical representation of the
time evolution matches the physically observed behavior.
The precise restriction that is necessary will be given for
the individual models we will study.

The time evolution of a probability density p for a map
f is governed by the Frobenius-Perron operator U, which
advances the density by a unit step as

plx,t+D)=Up(x,t)= 3 LD @.1
xx=so) 1f(X)]
where the sum is over the inverse branches of the possibly
many-to-one map f (and we have assumed that the Jaco-
bian of the transformation is 1). For invertible maps, U is
unitary in a Hilbert space setting.

The adjoint of the Frobenius-Perron operator is the
Koopman operator [11], U 1, which gives the evolution of

an observable A (x) as
vtAx)=A(f(x)) . 2.2)

The solution of the equation Up™(x )=p'™(x), i.e., the
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eigenstate of U with eigenvalue 1, gives the invariant den-
sity of the map from which time averages of observables
may be obtained for maps which are ergodic. We refer to
the invariant density as the equilibrium state of the map.
(In this paper we always consider the measure to be Le-
besgue measure. In general there may exist invariant
densities corresponding to singular measures.)

A. The Bernoulli map

We first consider the analysis of the dyadic Bernoulli
map which is a transformation on the unit interval given
by the rule

Xn+1 f(x) an

The Bernoulli map is chaotic with Lyapunov exponent of
In2. Since the Bernoulli map is noninvertible, its evolu-
tion is not time reversible. We review here the analysis of
the Bernoulli map and consider in Sec. III the noninverti-
ble multi-Bernoulli map because their mathematical
analysis is simpler than and they are the one-dimensional
projections of the invertible baker and multibaker maps
that will be considered in Secs. IV and V.

The Frobenius-Perron operator Uy for the Bernoulli
map is given as

(mod 1) . (2.3)

p(x,t+1)=Upp(x,t)

x+1
2

X
—= =,t|+ ,t .
2 1P |2 P (2.4)

It is clear that the uniform density is the invariant densi-
ty of Up. The evolution of a nonequilibrium density can
be obtained from the spectral decomposmon of Up.

The Koopman operator, U g, for the Bernoulli map
acts on an observable as

A(2x) if0<x <1

77t —
UBA(x)—lA(Zx—l) if 1<x<1. 2.5)

In the following we employ a Dirac bra-ket notation
where ( f|g ) denotes the inner product of f and g:

(flg)sfo‘dxf*(x )g(x) .

For an operator O we will write { f|0g) as (f|O|g) in
the sense of its matrix elements. We will also formally
write an operator O as ¥;|a;){b;| if matrix elements of
O are written as

(£10lg)= 3 (fla;X(b/lg) .

(2.6)

B. Spectral representations of the Bernoulli map

The spectral representations of the time evolution
operator of probability densities evolving under the Ber-
noulli map have recently been studied by several authors
[2-4]. Various spectral representations of the
Frobenius-Perron operator are obtained depending on the
functional space one is considering the operator to act in.

In the Hilbert space L, (on the unit interval) consider
the states e, ;(x ) defined by
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e, (x)=exp[2mi2"(2I+1)x], 2.7

where n is a non-negative integer and / is an integer
[4,13,24]. Since any nonzero integer k can be written
uniquely as k=2"%(2/+1) for integers n=0 and
—w<l<wo, e,,(x) and 1 are the Fourier basis of
L,(0,1). The states e, ;(x) are “shift states” of Up as

e,—1,(x) ifn>0

(2.8)
0 ifn=0.

ﬁBe,,,,(x )=

From the shift states we can obtain the “coherent” eigen-
state ¢, ,(x) of Up, with complex eigenvalue z [4,25], as

b, (x)= 3 2%, ,(x) . 2.9)

n=0

For |z| <1, the series converges absolutely and uniformly
and defines a continuous square-integrable function. The
spectrum of Uy in L, being a closed set [26] therefore
fills the unit disk |z| <1.

The Koopman operator, i s acts on the states (2.7) as
the shift

Uhe, (x)=e, 4, ,(x), n=0 (2.10)

for which no eigenstates in L, (except for the trivial con-
stant eigenstate with eigenvalue 1) can be constructed
[27]. Since U} is isometric, i.e., U U}, =1, it necessarily
follows that it can only have eigenvalues of magnitude 1
in Hilbert space.

From the coherent states (2.9) a density can be con-
structed that decays at any rate [4,19]. For chaotic sys-
tems with a uniform stretching factor, one would expect
the Lyapunov time, i.e., the inverse of the Lyapunov ex-
ponent, to play a role in the approach to the equilibrium
density. In experimental observations (i.e., the power
spectrum from a computer simulation) these are the
physical time scales which are observed. As we will show
below, for a smooth initial probability density the decay
rates are uniquely determined and are characterized by
the Lyapunov time. The decay rates correspond to poles
in the Fourier transform of the correlation function and
are naturally interpreted as resonances of the dynamical
system [28]. The poles have been obtained for certain
systems by Christiansen, Paladin, and Rugh [16], Artuso
[17], and Gaspard [18], using periodic orbit theory and
dynamical § functions. They are called “Ruelle-Pollicott
resonances” [5,6].

Consider Ugp(x) expanded in terms of the shift states
as

Tipx)=(1lp)+ 3 3

n=0/=—o

en1(x)eyppilp) ,  2.11)

where we assumed p(x)EL, and used the fact that 1 is
the invariant density.

If dp/dx €L,, then, integrating by parts, we may
rewrite
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1 —1
( e ———
enretlP) = )
X (p(1)—p(0)— (e, +,,|-2p)) . (2.12)
" dx
Using this equation, (2.11) is
Tt — L (1) 1 IL
UBp(x)——(l|p)+2t‘y (x)fodx dx,p(x)
Loty iy @
Y fodxy (x —2x") x,p(x ), (2.13)
where we defined
P(x)= 3 g miks .14)

r2o (2mik)™

form>1and y9(x)=1.
If dMp/dxM€EL,, then, by repeated integration by
parts, we obtain

M
(7};p(x)= 2 e—?’( )'Y(M)(x)(';‘?('"’[p)

m=0

e MR 4y (2.15)

(m) —

where the exponents y min2, formally 7™(x)

=d™/dx™, and

_ M
RM(x,0)=— fo‘dx"y‘m(x *e”(M)'x')—j—,Mp(x') :
X

(2.16)
Since

10k, 0] < 14 /dx ]

the last term of the right-hand side in (2.15) is decaying
as (L) or quicker. As a result, if d¥p/dx™€EL,,
the slowest M exponentially decaying modes
(m=0,1,...,M—1) are uniquely determined and their
decay rates are m In2. These correspond to the Ruelle-
Pollicott resonances [2,5,6].

The expression (2.15) is a generalized spectral resolu-
tion of Up. The right eigenstate ¥™(x) is equivalent to
the mth Bernoulli polynomial B,,(x ) defined by the gen-
erating function [29]

ue™/(e*—1)= 3 Bn(xu™.

m=0

We note that B, (x) are Bernoulli polynomials with a
nonstandard normalization and the argument is taken
modulo 1.

The left eigenstate 7'™(x) can be interpreted as a gen-
eralized function on the space of smooth test functions
expandable in terms of the right eigenstates. In the sense
of Mikusinski and Boehme [30], the derivative operator is
considered as a generalized function. More explicitly,
7'™(x ) is written in terms of the (m — 1)-times derivative
of the Dirac & function as

7(m)(x)=(_I)m—l[s(m—l)(x_1+€)_8(m—l)(x_e)] ,
(2.17)
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where € is an infinitesimal positive number.

The mathematical structure of the generalized repre-
sentation may be understood in the sense of a Gelfand
triplet (rigged Hilbert space) [31,32], § CH C ¢T. The left
eigenstates 7™ (x) belong to the larger functional space
of Schwartz distributions ¢T, rather than to the ordinary
Hilbert (L,) space 7. Therefore, the initial probability
density p(x) should belong to the smooth test function
space ¢@; otherwise, the generalized spectral resolution
(2.15) is not valid. Clearly, a “point distribution,”
8(x —x,), it not applicable for (2.15). This is consistent
with the fact that a trajectory shows no approach to equi-
librium.

For initial densities which are entire functions of ex-
ponential type less than 27, the value of M in (2.15) may
be taken arbitrarily large. Taking M — o, we obtain the
complete decomposition into independent decaying
modes [3]. This restriction on the density seems to us
rather stringent from a physical point of view and so it is
much more natural to consider the evolution as in (2.15).
Also, the slowest decaying modes, which are dominant
except for very short times, are determined when the den-
sity is just differentiable to a few orders.

C. The Euler-Maclaurin expansion

The expression (2.15) for t =0 corresponds to a Euler-
Maclaurin expansion [3,33] of p(x). For convenience we
can rewrite (2.15) for t =0 as

M m
px)= 3 Bolx) [ lax L px')
m=0 0 X
l ’ ’ dM ’
—By(x)- [ dx'e(x P, 218)

where

By (x)e(x")=3 By r(x)ep(x’)
k

and
Bu.i(x)=—e2™** /(2 mrik )M

for k0, By o(x)=0, and e, (x )=e?™** Using a bra-ket
notation, we can write the Euler-Maclaurin expansion of
f(x) up to Mth order as

Fx)= S B HB, 1) —Bux N eBulf) 219
m=0

where B,,(x)=d™/dx™=7""(x). In the space of func-
tions whose Mth derivative belongs to L,,

§ 1B YSBm| — B ) {eBy| =1 (2.20)
m=0

is a unit operator. We refer to the basis of this expansion
as the Bernoulli basis (with remainder).

The Bernoulli map satisfies the intertwining relation
between the Frobenius-Perron operator and the deriva-
tive operator of

(d /dx)TUpf(x)=1Ty(d /dx)f(x) .
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We may iterate this relation to obtain

d m
—UBf(x )=(+ )"”'U,,
ax™
if f(x) is at least m-times differentiable.
Using the Bernoulli basis, the intertwining relation,
and that U} 3 =1, we reproduce (2.15) as

f(x) (2.21)

p(x,t)=Ugp(x,0)

M
= 3 Bn(x)Bn|Uslp) =By (x){eBy|Tslp)

m=0

M (m)
=3 e 7" B, (x)XB,lp)
m =0

—e 7B, (x )(eﬁoiv,, |p> (2.22)
The intertwining relation (2.21) plays the crucial role in
allowing us to use the Euler-Maclaurin expansion to ob-
tain the independent decaying modes and a background
term dependent on the smoothness of the density. The
corresponding relation for the maps to be studied will
also play a fundamental role in our analysis.

III. THE MULTI-BERNOULLI MAP

We have seen in Sec. II that the evolution of a density
under the one-cell Bernoulli map is a simple exponential
decay of modes, with constant decay rates, to the equilib-
rium state of a constant density. The irreversible
behavior of more realistic thermodynamic systems is
characterized by transport properties and hydrodynamic
modes. In order to understand the dynamical origin of
such behavior, we consider in this section and in Sec. V a
system of chaotic maps which are coupled in order to al-
low transport of iterates throughout the composite sys-
tem. These systems are models of deterministic diffusion.

We will see that the diffusive modes are modes of the
Frobenius-Perron operator itself and that the diffusion
coefficients are obtained from the eigenvalues of the
Frobenius-Perron operator. Eigenstates associated with
the other Ruelle-Pollicott resonances of the system are
also constructed. The latter eigenstates decay with rates
that are multiples of the Lyapunov exponent and so are
quickly damped and represent a correction to diffusion
for short times. Also, since we have the exact dispersion
relation, the higher order diffusion coefficients, such as
the Burnett coefficient, are also obtained.

The map that we study is made up of cells of Bernoulli
maps that are coupled. It is referred to as the multi-
Bernoulli map [20]. The map may be obtained in various
ways, and we will see in Sec. V that it is the one-
dimensional projection of the area-preserving, two-
dimensional multibaker map. It belongs to the class of
piecewise-linear periodic maps displaying deterministic
diffusion [34]. Since the multi-Bernoulli map is not inver-
tible, its evolution is necessarily irreversible, but the mul-
tibaker map is invertible and much of the analysis used
here will be applicable to it. Some of the results of this
section have been presented in two previous papers
[20,21] of the authors.

1785

The multi-Bernoulli map is given by the rule
4X,—3¢—1 ifg=X,<q+1

Xn1=0X)= \4x, —3g—2 if g+1<X,<q+1,

(3.1

where ¢ is an integer. Since the stretching factor is uni-
formly 4, the Lyapunov exponent of the map (3.1) is In4.
The multi-Bernoulli map is illustrated in Fig. 1.

We decompose X, into its integer part g, and its frac-
tional part x,€[0,1). The Frobenius-Perron operator
U,,p of the multi-Bernoulli map (3.1) acts on a probabili-
ty density as

q—1+%+i,t

P

x 1
=4+t
trlatty

X 1
—+—,t
tp q+4 2

+plg+1+Zt

" (3.2)

Considering the system on the interval [0,L) with
periodic boundary conditions, we separate the dynamics
among unit intervals (i.e., in the variable q) from the
internal motion (in x) in the intervals through the
discrete Fourier transform pair

1S e /Les,
plg+x,t)y=—= 3 """ % (x,t), (3.3a)
‘/Z s=0
3
#(X)
q+l
q-1 q .
q+l X

q-1

FIG. 1. The multi-Bernoulli map.
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1S i
ps(x,t)=—= e TR Ep(g+x,t) . (3.3b)
VL 2,
Each mode p; evolves independently as
1| ; X
,t+1 —— i(2mw/L)s A
ps(x =7 e Ps | 30t
x +1 x+2
+p, n ,t]-i— R 4 »t
e iaming |23 (3.4)

This transformation corresponds to two successive appli-
cations of the operator U, i.e.,

ps(x,t+1)=l7$2ps(x,t) ,
where U, is defined by

1 i X
U—S s( ,[)_ e(17/L)SpS _,t
e~i(‘n’/L)sps xT1 l,t] } . (3.5)

Note that taking s =0 in (3.5) recovers the case of the
dyadic Bernoulli map on the unit interval. We have thus
decomposed the evolution of the density under the
multi-Bernoulli map as

plg+x,t)=U,zp(qg+x,0)

L—1
__1 s ei(ZW/L)qsﬁsths(x’())’ (3.6)

‘/Z s =0

so that we may solve for the time evolution by consider-
ing the eigenvalue problem for U,.

Before turning to the construction of the generalized
eigenstates, we briefly note that construction of formal
coherent eigenstates of U,. The action of U, on the states

es(x)=exp{i2"[20 +27 (21 +1)]x} , (3.7)

where o0 =2ms /L and n and [ are as in (2.7), is that of a
weighted shift [27], i.e.,

ey _1(x) ifn>0
0 if n=0,

Uel (x)= (3.8)

where the weight factor
cl=e"7cos[a(2"—1)] .

From the weighted shift states, we may thus construct
the coherent eigenstate, ¢7,(x ) of U; with eigenvalue z as

0 n

(3.9

where the product in the denominator is one for n =0
and we assume that o is such that ¢ is nonvanishing for
all n.
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As for the Bernoulli map discussed in Sec. II, in order
to obtain a spectral representation of U, that contains
only the physically realizable eigenstates and eigenvalues,
we must go to a generalized functional space. We now
turn to the construction of the generalized spectral repre-
sentation of U,.

By (3.5) we see that the transformed map is, except for
the phase factors, just the dyadic Bernoulli map whose
eigenstates are the Bernoulli polynomials and their duals.
This suggests that a good “unperturbed” basis to choose
is the Bernoulli basis. (In Ref. [20] the physical eigen-
states of the multi-Bernoulli map were calculated using a
basis of modified-Legendre polynomials.)  The
Frobenius-Perron operator (3.5) of the transformed map,

U,, can be rewritten as
i(ms /L)r(x)

U,=Upge

—p 0

s
- s
=e UB

1+itan rix)|, (3.10)

where 7 (x) is the first Rademacher function r;(x)=1
for 0=x <1 and r;(x)=—1 for L <x <1, and, as will be
shown later,

(

m)
e ' =cos(ms/L)/2™

are the eigenvalues of the exponentially decaying eigen-
states of U,. The operator U, is explicitly separated in
(3.10) into parts that are diagonal and off-diagonal (as will
be seen below) with respect to a basis of Bernoulli polyno-
mials and their duals as

U.=0,+5T, , (3.11a)
where
_ 40
Uo=e ' Uy, (3.11b)
_ 0
SU;=itan |[— [e ° Upgr,(x)
=isin |2 |Tpry(x) (3.11¢)

The matrix elements of U, with respect to the Bernoulli
basis (and the remainder part) are given in Appendix A.
It is seen there that they are upper triangular so that
transitions occur in only one direction and once a state is
left it cannot be returned to.

The operator U, satisfies, if f(x) is differentiable, the
intertwining relation

(d/dx)U, f(x)=1U,(d /dx)f(x) .

We will make repeated use of this relation in its iterated
form of

(3.12)

m rrn 1 ymnyrhn am
?U,f(x)=(7) U s

if f(x) is at least m-times differentiable.

flx),
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A. Time evolution and spectral determination

The time evolution of the transformed probability den-
sity for the multi-Bernoulli map is given in the resolvent
formalism by [2]

ps(x,t)=TU%p,(x,0)

=L 2t 1
Py L z—ﬁxp‘(x’m’ G139
J
L x0= 3 BB, -
Z_Us j'=j=0

where we used the upper triangularity of U,.

We now expand the resolvent to rewrite the transition {3 ] [1/(z—

(B

= 3 S BITIB)

n=0

where € is an infinitesimal positive number so that the
contour is taken just outside the unit circle. Eigenstates
are obtained from (3.13) by enclosing poles of the resol-
vent analytically continued into the unit disk.

We now proceed to rewrite the resolvent acting on an
initial density in terms of separate parts that are singular
and regular in a region of the unit disk depending on the
smoothness of the initial density. Inserting the Euler-
Maclaurin expansion (2.20) on both sides of the resolvent
gives

(3.14)
U,)| B, ) as

(3.15)

Once |B,, ) makes a transition to some given intermediate state |B;'), it never returns, due to the upper triangularity of
U,. This transition may occur at any of n — 1 possible places in (/5 I |U?|B,, ). Using this fact and summing over all

possible intermediate states, we have that

== 2 n+1 S 3 (BT BB T B ) B T 1By

j'=0l=1
=— 2 (Bj|—= __ 1B;<B; |UI$M)(eBM| IjBM : (3.16)
Jj'=j s
Using this in (3.14) and by the completeness relation (2.20) that
(eBy|——= __ | B Y eBrlps ) =— (eBMI —|p,) (3.17)
S
we obtain
1
—5Pux,00= S Bx)B, =5 180 {Brle) = (BT, 1By ) Byl —5-lp.)
s j'zj=0 - U;
— B (x )(eB‘Ml = lps ) (3.18)
For a density that is at least M-times differentiable, the intertwining relation (3.12) gives
(Bl 5l =Bl 4, (.19
z—(T,/2M) ax™

showing that ( CBMI 1/(z—

U,)lp; ) is regular with respect to z for |z|>(1)¥. By (3.18), then, the singularities of the
resolvent (i.e., the spectrum) in the region |z| > (%)M are determined by evaluating those of {8 i [1/(z—

U,)IB; ).

From the decomposition (3.11), we may write the “perturbation” expansion

n

1
z—U

hed 1 = 1
— (8U —
§ UsO ' * z— UsO

(3.20)

Using this, repeatedly inserting the Euler-Maclaurin expansion, and using the upper triangularity of §U, gives
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.- 1
.I>_,,§Q<Bj|2"‘(7

s0

_ 1
- 9 8 +2 2

z—e n=1jyjys-ces Jn—1

Due to the zero diagonal and upper triangularity of §U,,

J<Jj1<Jjy<:++<j', so that the “perturbation” expan-
sion terminates at the (j'—j)th order. Thus‘
(Bj|1/(z—T,)|B;-), has only simple poles at z—e—y’

for j <m =<' and no other singularities. The location of
the poles are the eigenvalues. We note that for s <L /2,
they are positive and for s > L /2, they are negative. For
s=L /2, the eigenvalue is zero and the diagonal part of
U, as we have defined it in (3.11b) vanishes. The eigen-
modes then belong to the null space.

Due to the simple analytic structure of the resolvent,
we may shrink the contour in (3.13) and pick up the con-
tributions from each of the determined poles. This means
that the modes which decay slower then (4 )M are unique-
ly determined for

(dM/dxM)p,(x,0)0EL, .

The smoothness of the initial probability density is a
physical condition that specifies which decaying modes
are realized [19,21].
The number of poles in the region (1)< |z| <1 de-
—7©

pends on the position of the first pole at z=e . Its lo-
cation is given by
—,(0)
e =2, (3.222)
2 2
where M is an )integer greater than or equal to 1. The
pole at z=e “7s" thus satisfies

pmx, 0= 6 2 2 By(x (B~
Using
L _ i+—L 8T, L
z—U; z—U; z— Uy
gives then

P x,t) == ¢

S - d222‘23(x)(3|1+
__e_YS

— 1 "
8U — )
SZ_USO ’ |B]

X HBpmlps)—<{Bn|8U|B,, )eB, |

~ = 1 = e 1
(BjISUSIﬁj]>_~y(jl)<ﬂjl|6Us|Bj2) A
z—e °° z—e
~ — 1
X(Bj"_1|8US|Bj') — (3.21)
z—e 't
[
1 _,y(m) 2
—<le " |< , (3.22b)
2MS+ 2Ms+m

so that there are M—M,+1 poles in the region
(% WM<zl <1.

The time evolution of the density can now be written
as a sum of contributions from each pole and a back-
ground integral whose contour is just outside of a circle
whose radius is (1)¥ as

M—M,

ps(x,t)= 2 pmMix, )+ RM(x,1) , (3.23)
=0

where

(m) __1 2

pimx )= — §z=e_y(sm,dzz g 0 624

and

F0 =_1 u_ 1
(x,t) - Iz|=2_M+€dzz _t_jsps(x,O). (3.25)

In order to evaluate p{™(x,t), we assume that
M +m

(d* " /dx

and use the expansion (3.18) up to the mth order since
—a(m) ~
¥s" is associated with |B,, ){B,,|. We then

M +m)ps(x 0)eL,

the pole at e
obtain

(Bnlp,)—{B,8U,|B,,){eB,I _(_] lps) L. (3.26)
(3.27)
—=8T,18,) —
Vs
zZ—e
Ips (3.28)

S
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Because of the simple pole, p{™(x,t) can be written in
terms of right and left decaymg eigenstates as

p(x,t)=7™(x)e na (7""| (3.29)
where
(m)(y )= —L_
Ys )(x)— 27 ¢— —yg"')dz
EB(x)(B |1+—T—8U B,) (3.30)
; _0,
and
my . y_ 1
(7 )|Ps>—;_;¢ o dz(B,, | Ips
=(E,,,|ps)—(3 8T, |8, )
X {eB,, |—T_—|ps>. (3.31)
L 7/

s
Since the resolvent operator 1/(z—U) is well defined
only if |z|>| U]||, the resolvent operators in (3.30) and

—.,(m) _
(3.31) are formal expressions (|e "< | <||U,||). Hereafter
we always interpret the resolvent operator inside the
inner product as

(bI |a)— 2 n+l<b|U"la>

n=0 2

(3.32)

The expressions for the eigenstates, (3.30) and (3.31),
may be written in a more symmetric form by utilizing the
completeness relation (2.20) and the upper triangularity
of U;. We obtain then

yimM(x)= |1+

(B, (x) (3.33)

(m)

e ' —T,

and

8T,
(7™lp, ) =(B,, |1+—(,,,,——_‘|ps> (3.34)

e —-U,

s

B. The right eigenstates

From the expression for the right eigenstates (3.30), we
can write the following recursion relation:
m-—1
P =B () + S, B(x)—r

j=0 e ' —e
X (B, 18T,y ,

from which it is clear that ys’"’(x ) is a polynomial in x of
degree m. Using this expressxon and the matrix elements
of U, given in (A4), it is straightforward to calculate ex-
phcltly the right eigenstates.

The first four eigenstates are

yOx)=1,

_yﬁj)

(3.35)

(3.36a)

1789
yx)=(x—1)+Litan ”Ts : (3.36b)
yPx)=Lx?—x+1)+ 4 (x—3)itan %s ]
+1i%tan? | 5 ] , (3.36¢)
yIx)=Lx3—3x2+1x)
. s
+1(x2—x—1)i tan T ]
24,2 | TS
+L(x—1)i*tan 2
. s
+ L3 tan’ T ‘ . (3.36d)
The eigenstates satisfy the relation
dyi™(x)/dx =y{" " V(x) .
The eigenstates of the full multi-Bernoulli map,
rim(x)=r{"(g+x),
are related to the states of the transformed map by
— ‘/lz e“"”‘"”y‘f"(x) , 3.37)

with the same relation holdmg for the left eigenstates,
I"("’)(q +x). [The subscript s in ['\™(X) is a label for the
eigenstate and does not denote the transform of the
undefined object I''™)(X).] We may construct pairs of real
eigenstates, iL("')(q +x) and F(’")(q +x), by taking linear
combinations of states with the same eigenvalue as

Pimg+x)=L[T(g+x)+ T (g+x)]  (3.382)

5\_\—\—\:’/—’_’_‘% "

(b)

v lﬂ
0.5
X

5 10 15 20
-0.5
-1

(0)

FIG. 2. The right eigenstates: (a) £*"(X) and (b) £ (X).
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-0.5

-1

b}

L ML M/i ML M
JNTNTN m

FIG. 3. The right eigenstates: (a) f (X) and (b) f(”

and
r""’(q+x>——[r""’(q+x)—r<m’ (g+x)]. (3.38b)

The explicit forms of fﬁ""(q +x) for m=0, 1, and 2
are

f(sm(q-%x):‘/lfcos Z%qs , (3.39)
f(s”(q+x)=‘—/l—f— (x —3)cos %T—qs
—1tan |2 | sin 2—7qu (3.40)
2 L L ’
f(sz)(q+x)=%L Lx?—x+1)—1tan® %
Xcos 2Tﬂqs
—J(x—1)tan ers sin 2—IjT—qs }

(3.41)

Graphs of right eigenstates £ (m(g+x) for some
representative values of m and s are given in Figs. 2—-4.
We may obtain I'™(g +x) from the above expressions
for £{™(g +x) by changing the phase (27/L)gs to
(2m/L)gs —m /2.

C. The exact kinetic dynamics

(m)

The eigenvalues of the full map, e e
of those of the transformed map, i.e.,

are the squares

_r\(xm) —27’(5"‘)

e =e , (3.42)
so that the decay rates I'\™ are
I'™=m In4—21n |cos %{ ] ' . (3.43)

I;(lz) 1 (a)

IMAD MM
) UV\WWWW

FIG. 4. The right eigenstates: (a) fl (X) and (b) f; X)

The term mIn4 comes from the intercell dynamics
governed by a 4-adic map. It gives a quick approach (for
m >0) to local equilibrium inside the cells. The term
—21n|cos(ms /L)| is due to the intracell dynamics and
gives a slow approach to global equilibrium through
diffusion.

The long time dynamics of the system is governed by
the slowest decaying mode which is the m =0 mode with

. (0
eigenvaluee ~° , where
r%=—2Im LS
s cos |
112 1 (2 )
s s
= — | — —_— | — + cee R
4| L 9 | L (3.44)
Since 2ms/L is conjugate to ¢, we have

27s /L~ —i(3/9q). The time evolution of the state '
is then governed by the diffusion equation

(3/0t)T'Y=D(3%*/3¢*)r\»
as
ﬁ'an F(SO)(q +x)~e —(l/4)(27s/L)2tr(SO)(q +x)

~ 1748/ 4 oy (3.45)

Thus, I'®(g+x) is the eigenstate associated with
diffusion and the diffusion coefficient D=1. Since we
have the exact dispersion relation (3.44), we may also ob-
tain the higher order diffusion coefficients, such as the
Burnett coefficient B = 3 obtained by Gaspard [20].

We may consider the mean square deviation of ¢ with
respect to the mth mode, {(g?),, Neglecting boundary
effects and considering an initial distribution finite in the
g =0 cell only (with the configuration of the system cen-
tered at X =0), we obtain

—rim
(@) m=—e 0 '= 2Dt

5 o (3.46)

showing explicitly that for short times all modes contrib-
ute to the mean square deviation but that the contribu-
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tions of all modes, except for the m =0 mode, decay with
rates that are multiples of the Lyapunov time. The m =0
mode, corresponding to diffusion, shows purely linear
growth of the mean squared deviation.

D. The left eigenstates

The left eigenstates as given in (3.31) act as functionals
on a density belonging to the test space of suitable func-
tions. Before proceeding with the mathematical analysis,
it is worthwhile to consider what structure we may ex-
pect for the left eigenstates. From (3.10) the adjoint of
the Frobenius-Perron operator is

l—]:- —i(ms/L)r, (x)ﬁB i (3.47)
The eigenvalue equation

— —a(m)

Tlrmx)=e " 7"(x)
can be rewritten as

—_ —pm) g

U;?i’")(x)=e Vs I(ﬂS/L)fl(x)7§m)(x) ) (3.48)

(7§O)IPS )= <BOIps )+ <Bo|8[75 { ,BI><B1| - |$1 )(eﬁlll

=(Bolp; ) +e -t itan

Performing the integration over x gives

— [lax ry(x)[By(x)—Byx —x")]
x' ifx'<i

=AM(x")= [l—x’ if x’ % , (3.51)

where the argument of A(x ) is taken modulo 1. Thus,

(7%1p, Y ={B,lp, ) —i tan L (wsxl ), (3.52)
where
w, f(")E__TIT fix), (3.53)
1-Tle™ 12

(0)
whose inner product, when |e7‘ /2| <1, with any L,
function is well defined. Under the scale transformation
given by U ;, the function w, ((x ) satisfies

[ws r(x)—f(x)].
(3.54)

0 _;
— —yy —ilms/L)r(x)
U;ws,f(x)=2e s !

We can give an explicit form of (3.53) by doing a series
expansion of the term with U, as
TAPREH
s

o

e (x)= 3

n=0

J Aylx) . (3.55)
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e

f dx dx'r(x)[By(x)—By(x —x )]
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The adjoint of the Frobenius-Perron operator of the Ber-
noulli map, U ;, acts essentially as the scale transforma-
tion x —2x. Since the eigenstates are invariant (except
for a phase factor) under this scale transformation, they
must obv1ously have a self-similar nature. A nonmteger
dimension is expected for ")7§’”)(x) when s >0 since then

S

the eigenvalue e
ing factor of 2.

Without loss of generality, we may consider in detail
only the m =0 left eigenstate, 7.*'(x), since the action of
the mth left eigenstate is given simply in terms of the
m =0 eigenstate as

is not an integer power of the scal-

(7im™p, Y= (%! °’| —p.) . (3.49)

We are mainly interested in the long time behavior of
the probability density so we will consider the case of
M;=1. Then for (d/dx)p,(x,0)EL, [for M;=2 we
would require here that (d*/dx?)p,(x,0)EL,], we have
by going to the next order of the Euler-Maclaurin expan-
sion of (3.31) that

1

(0)

o e

_US

1 d

——ps(x’) . (3.50)
-7, %

[

From the form of U, (3.47), and usm% that
( U; )ri(x)=r, . (x) gives for the nth power of U

_ -i(m/L)z rix)
(Tl= =g (3.56)
Using this in (3.55) gives ws,xl(x ) as
exp | —
0 P p- Ay(27x)
ws’ll(x)= 2 P - on .
=0 cos [—
L
(3.57)

The self-similar nature of w, M(x ) is clear since it is made

up of rescaled copies of A;(x) multiplied by a somewhat
complicated x-dependent factor involving the complex
exponential of a sum of Rademacher functions. The
function w;, ax ) is nowhere differentiable and except for

s =0 is discontinuous.
In the limit of s —0, we have

1(")

Wy=o,3,(X)= 2 =2T(x) , (3.58)

n=0

where T'(x) is the continuous but nowhere differentiable
Takagi function [35]. The graph of the curve T(x) is
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known [36] to have Hausdorff dimension, Dy[T(x)]=1,
so that w;_ (x) has Hausdorff dimension of 1 also.

For s/L increasing from O to }, the radius of conver-
gence of (3.55), numerical evidence leads us to conjecture
that the graph of (3.57) has Hausdorff dimension increas-
ing from 1 to 2. In Fig. 5 the real part of wS’;\](x) is

represented for three values of s /L.

For s =0 we recover the result of the Bernoulli map as
7i™(x)=d™/dx™. For s>0 the transformation corre-
sponding to U, is no longer a measure preserving trans-
formation with respect to Lebesgue measure. This is
clear since then e '° <1. Thus there is an escape of
“probability” and the dynamics of (_I: settles onto an in-
variant fractal set. Thus the eigenstates of ﬁ: (left eigen-

(a)

Wg, A

(b)

Wg,A1

FIG. 5. The real part of the function wS,A](x ) for (a) s /L =0,
(b) s /L =0.15, and (c) s /L =0.3.
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states of U,) which are invariant (except for some numer-
ical factor) should have the same fractal structure [37].

If we assume that p, is infinitely differentiable, then we
may extend the expansion in (3.31) to infinity. We recov-
er then the form of the left eigenstate given by Gaspard
[20].

IV. THE BAKER TRANSFORMATION

In the previous sections we have studied one-
dimensional and hence noninvertible chaotic maps. The
Frobenius-Perron operators for these maps were not uni-
tary, but their adjoints were isometric which forced us to
go out of the Hilbert space to construct a complete spec-
tral representation including decaying modes. In this
section we study the invertible two-dimensional baker
map. Its Frobenius-Perron operator is unitary so that
now both the left as well as the right decaying eigenstates
will belong to generalized functional spaces. We will see
that physical conditions for obtaining the generalized
representation are necessary for both the observable and
the probability density. We will thus consider the evolu-
tion of correlation functions.

For the baker transformation the poles of the resolvent
operator are degenerate. This is due to the fact that the
system is area preserving so that there are pairs of both
positive and negative Lyapunov exponents. The Ruelle-
Pollicott resonances of the baker transformation are
directly related to its Lypounov exponents [2]. As will be
shown, the mth pole has m +1 degeneracy. Thus, we
need to construct an m +1 dimensional eigenspace in-
stead of just a simple eigenstate. This leads to a time evo-
lution that is not a sum of pure exponentially decaying
terms but now the exponential decay is modified by fac-
tors which are polynomials in z. In order to calculate the
eigenspace systematically, we introduce a projective
decomposition of the resolvent.

The baker transformation is a one-to-one transforma-
tion on the unit square given by

(X + Y0 +1)=F(xy,9,)
(2x,,y,72) if0=<x, <3
(2x,—1,y,/2+%) if 1 <x,<1.

4.1)

Since the map is invertible and its Jacobian is 1, the ac-
tion of the Frobenius-Perron operator U, is simply given
by U, A(x,y)=A[F~Yx,y)]. Specifically,

A(x/2,2y) if05y<i

Ax/2+1429—1) ifL<y<1. 42

UbA(x,y)=[

Since the map reduces to the Bernoulli map if we
neglect y, the operator U, satisfies the following in-
tertwining relation analogous to (2.21):

M 1™
—UgA(x,y)=|— | Up
axM b y on b

aM

axM

A(x,y), 4.3)

if A(x,y) is at least M-times differentiable with respect to
x. Similarly, the adjoint operator U,f satisfies
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M

1 tin M
(U,)"
b ayM

2’!

M tin _
—B—H(Ub)B(x,y)— B(x’y) ’ (4-4)

y

if B(x,y) is at least M-times differentiable with respect to
y.
|

M
(BlA)=3 [(BIB.B))B.B;14)—

i,j=0

_SJ,M(B |Bi9EMe)(Bi)$M| A )+81,M8_],M(B |$M’BMe)(eBM’$M| A )] ’

where we used the following two-dimensional bra-ket no-
tation:

(BlA)= [ dx dy B*(x,9) A(x,y) . (4.6)

We note that, for example, the generalized function S i(y)
in (4.5) can be interpreted as the j-times differential
operator of y which operates to the left.

The Frobenius-Perron operator of the baker transfor-
mation (4.2) may be rewritten as

U, A(x,9)=T [1+r (x)r;()]T  4(x,y), @7

where U, is the Frobenius-Perron operator of the Ber-
noulli map acting on the x coordinate, 17; is the Koop-
man operator of the Bernoulli map acting on the y coor-
dinate, and r, is again the first Rademacher function.
The decomposition (4.7) splits the Frobemus Perron
operator into a part diagonal, U,,=U, Uy, with respect
to the two-dimensional Bernoulli basis, and an off-
diagonal part,

8U,=U,r (x)ry»)T; .

The matrix elements of U, with respect to the two-

(B|
z i=0
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A two-dimensional Bernoulli basis is introduced
through the Euler-Maclurin expansion with respect to x
for the right state and with respect to y for the left state.
For example, the inner product of 4(x,y) and B(x,y) is
expanded as

8, m(B|By,B;)eBy,B;| A)

(4.5)

—
dimensional basis are given in Appendix B. They are also
triangular, as for the multi-Bernoulli map.

A. Time evolution of correlation functions

The time evolution of correlation functions under the
baker transformation has recently been studied by several
authors [2,38]. Although they restricted the observable
and probability density as a polynomial [2] or a certain
class of analytic functions [38], there is no physical
reason to consider such a strong restriction. In this sec-
tion we construct the correlation with only the restriction
that the observable and density be m-times differentiable.

We consider the time evolution of the correlation func-
tion of the observable B(x,y) and probability density
A(x,y), i.e., (B|U}| A). Using the resolvent formalism,
we have
dz z'(B |

(BIU,,IA)——— IA). 4.8)

lz|=1+¢

For a smooth probability density with respect to the di-
lating direction and a smooth observable with respect to
the contracting direction, i.e., 3% 4,0YBEL,, we can
rewrite the resolvent (B|1/(z—U,)| 4) using the Euler-
Maclaurin expansions in (4.5):

1 M
-7 |A)=(RM|z—U,IRM)+ 3 (R{M|B,,Bye)B;, By | A+U,RM)

M

+ 3 (B+URY|By,,B,)(eBy,B,IRY)
j=0
M M

* 23 (BHURPGE)BB| Sy BB BBy A+ U,R ) 4.9)
i'2i=0j>j'=0

where
R‘AM’(x,y)E—foldx':BM(x)-e‘(x’)ﬁu("')z_lU A, o

The derivation of (4.9) is given in Appendix C.

From the intertwining relations (4.3) and (4.4), it is easy to show that the resolvents R M(x,y) and R{M(x,y) are reg-

ular with respect to z for |z| > (1) as
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1

RM(x,p)=— [ ldx'Byy(x)-e*(x) ——— %A (x",y) , 4.11

4 (x,y fo x'By(x)-e*(x )z—Ub/ZM > A(x',y) 4.11a)
(M) SN k(g 1 M ,

RYMx,y)=— [ dy'By(y)-e(y iy S (4.11b)

Thus only the last of the four terms in (4.9) is singular for |z| > (%)M and for smooth observables the singularities of the
resolvent in this region are determined by evaluating those of (5;,8 ! [1/(z—=U,)|B;»B ). Here, again, the smoothness is
a “physical condition” that determines which decaying modes are realized in a physical representation of the time evo-
lution. For the baker transformation it is necessary to consider not only the smoothness of the initial distribution func-
tion A(x,y) with respect to the dilating direction, but also that of the final observable B(x,y ), with respect to the con-
tracting direction.

The singularities of (ﬁ,.,B 11/(z—=U,)|Bs, B +) can be determined from the expansion analogous to (3.21):

_ 1 1 ",
(BUB] 'B[’B ) E(Bwﬁj Ubo SUbZ_Ub IB["B}")
S U P (B,.8,1U, 18, B ) ——
= D 8:,i8) 2 o E DEJIEEb L, _ ity
zZ—e n=1 P PHRNN [ S zZ—e Y
Jiodaseerin
~ ~ 1
X(BilﬁjllsUbIBiZsz)"' Uy _1Fip_y)
z—e 7
& 1
X (B; _1BJ' ~1|8Ub|Bi’Bj') ENTEION O (4.12)
" " z—e 7

The matrix elements of U, are strictly upper triangular (zero diagonal). Thus intermediate states are ordered as

i<iy<i,<--+<i'y and j>j >j,> - >j' so that the ‘“perturbation” expansion terminates at the order
min{i’—i,j—j'}. The singularities of (8;,8;/1/(z—U,)|B; ,B ) are thus given by those of the resolvent of the diagonal
part of the Frobenius-Perron operator and are poles at z=e "~ for m=0,1, ,i'+j. Since i; +j, can equal i, +j,

even for i| <i, and j, > j,, the poles are degenerate in general.
The time correlation function is given as the sum of contributions from each of the poles and the background integral
at |z|=(1)M+eas

(BIU,:IA)—— !z’=1+€dzz'(B|z__ =:é;(BIE("”(t)IA)+(B|ﬁ‘M’|A), (4.13)
where

(Bl):""’(z)lA)=311—nf¢z= _md2 2B z—lUb l4) 4.14)
and

BIRM|4)=5 -G . dzz(Bl = 4. 4.15)

B. Projective decomposition of the resolvent
In order to evaluate the mth decaying mode, (B |=)(¢)| 4), we choose M =m + 1 since it is the minimum condition
necessary to specify the mth pole. By substituting (4.9) into (4.14) we obtain

m+1 m+1

> 3 (B+URFVIB.B, )(B,,B, IB, B

i'2i=0 j2j'=0

},(m)

(Blz<m><z)|,4)=——5ﬁ

X BByl A+U,R ), (4.16)

where the regular parts of (4.9) do not contribute after integration so they are not written here.
Because of the degeneracy, we introduce a projective decomposition [2,10,39] of the resolvent to isolate the poles.
We define the generalized projection operators which include all the members of the two-dimensional Bernoulli basis
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. L m
whose eigenvalue of U,gise 7"

Pm=S |8.B)B.B; , @.17a)
i+j=m
Q(m)=IM_P(m) , (4.17b)
where I, is the identity operator. For such generalized projectors we have the following identity:
1 1
=[P'™+E'™(z) PM+Dm(z)]+P™(z) , (4.18)
= [ ]Z_W‘,,,)(z)[ ]
where the operators @'"™)(z), D"(z), P™(z), and ¥'™ are defined by
1
e'™(z)= —————0'™U,P'™ , (4.19a)
Z_Q(m)UbQ(m)Q b
(m)( )= plmg7. o(m) 1 _
D'"™(z)=P'™U, Q'™ TR (4.19b)
1
Yy=pm__—___ 1~ Am
Pm(z)=Q" 2= 0™ U0 o™, (4.19¢)
\Il(’")(z )EP(M)UbP(m)+P(m)UbQ(m)@(m)(z) . (4.19d)
The proof of the identity (4.18) is given, for example, in [39].
Since Q'™ only includes members of the Bernoulli basis whose eigenvalue with operation by Uy is not e -7t there

is no pole such as l/(z—e‘(”
P™)(z) are regular at z=e "7

') in the perturbation expansion of 1/(z—
. The upper triangularity of U, guarantees that these expansions terminate. Hence, the

Q(m)U Q(m)) ie., @(m)(z) ‘@(m)(z)’ and

projective decomposition decomposes the resolvent into the regular parts €'™(z), D'™(z), P"™(z), and ¥'™(z) and the

singular part 1/[z—¥'™)(z)] at z=e -7t

The operators ¢'™)(z) and D'™(z) can be evaluated through the following recursion formulas, respectively:

B —j—1>B; +11€™2)|B,, - ;,B;)
1 _ ~
=Z—_—e_ka+—,, I(Bm —j—iBi+11Up B —j:B))
(k)

+ 2 (Bm —j— k,B]+1‘Ub’B m—j— krBJ-f—I )(Bm—] k’Bj+Il@(m (Z)th j’B )] (4.20)

(k' 1')=0

(Bm —jyﬁjlﬂ('n)(z)lﬂm —j+k’Bj—l)

l —~
=T e l(gm —jBilUp B —j +15Bj—1)
z—e
kD
+ 2
(k",1')=0

where the summation should be interpreted as

(k1) k 1
=3 3 (18,1

K'=0 I'=0

—6k,k’81,l') . (4.22)

(k',1)=0
We now show how to evaluate the pole inl/(z —¥'™).
The first term in the definition of W™ is explicitly
P™y,p™= 3 3 |B,B;)NB:..B;|U,IB:B;)
itj=m i'+j=m
X(Bi”Bj’l ’

. . . . —q(m)
which is upper triangular with e 7"
For convenience we may

(4.23)

on the diagonal.
consider it as an

(B —jBilU, B j+ 18— 1) B 1sBj— 11D ™(2)| B —j+koBiD) ] ,

4.21)

-

(m+1)X(m+1) matrix and keep in mind that it is an
operator on the full space with nonzero entries only in
the P'™ subspace. The second term can be calculated us-
ing the recursion formula (4.20) for @'™(z). It is a strict-
ly upper-triangular square matrix with zeros on the diag-
onal. )Thus, W™ js an upper triangular matrix with
e~7”" on the diagonal and the part above the diagonal
we denote by A, We have then

Yim)(z)=plm —'y(""+A(m) , 4.24)

where
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A(m)EP(m)Spr(m)+P(m)8Ub@(m)(z) . (4.25) P(m) .—_P('") m [A(m)(z)]k . 4.26)
z__\ll(m) flam [z_e_y(m)]k+1

Since A™ is strictly upper triangular and of dimension
(m+1)X(m+1), it follows that (A™)"*!=0, Thus The expression (4.16) for the time correlation with
the singular part of (4.18) can be written as the finite sum respect to the mth mode can be written then as

1

m+1 m+1
(BIZ™(1)| )= L2 3 3 (BHURE VBB B P+ 6]
z=e i'2i=0j2j'=

AT pom g gy
2 A'™(z) [P +D(2)]|B;B;)

[z—e ‘y"")]k+1
X BByl A+U,R" D) (4.27)

Slilnce the pole at z =e —rm has been made explicit in (4.27), the integration may be evaluated by the Cauchy residue
theorem.

Our construction using the Bernoulli basis (with remainder) introduces self-similar functions which enable us to ob-
tain compact expressions for the first three exponentially decaying modes in the time correlation function of the baker
transformation. The expression for the mth mode is applicable for any probability density and observable if the m-
times derivative with respect to x of the probability density and the m-times derivative with respect to y of the observ-
able belong to L,.

In the calculation of the time correlation function, it is convenient to consider a set of projection operators which
project out each exponentially decaying mode. For the baker transformation it is necessary to consider projection
operators which project out an eigenspace instead of an eigenstate. The formalism of the projection operators for the
eigenspaces was introduced by the Brussels group and is called subdynamics. It is discussed in Appendix D.

The explicit evaluation of (4.27) is tedious for m >0. Here we give the results for m =0, 1, and 2. Some details of the
calculations are given in Appendix E.

(1) m =0 case:

(B|Z%%t)| 4)=(B|1,1)(1,1|4) . (4.28)

(2) m=1 case:

(1

(BIZV(t)| A)=e"7 (B|31,1)+'( |1w,\)(11|

-y (1) l—l)( dB

!11)[(131|A)+1(w1,1| ]+‘t 111)(11| (4.29)

(3) m =2 case:

(B|Z®(t)|Ad)=e"7

@),

[(aﬁBll,l){(l,leA)+%(wA2,B1|8§A)—%(w L1183 4)+ 5wl , 19 4)
+{(@, BIB1,1)+§(63Bll,wk (1,818, 4)+ H(wy, ,1132 4)}
+{(B|By, 1)+ 13 B|By,wy, )~ H3BILw,) + (3 B[1,w}; )}(1,1|3] 4)]
+te—7m('"”%[(a§3|l,1){(1,B,|axA)+%(wk2,1|8iA)}
+{(3,B1B;, 1)+ 1(3;B|1,w; )}(1,13; 4)]

+‘—‘leﬂe*r“"'"%(a;ml,1)(1,1|a§A) , (4.30)
[
h
where 1 Aa(x)== [ dx'r (x)By(x) =B, (x'—x)] , (433)
welx)=——=——f(x), (4.31)
1-T}/2 1= [[dx'w, (2x')r (xBy(x" =) (4.34)
wHx)=————f(x), 4.32)

(1-T} 2)? The explicit form of A,(x ) is given as
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0.12 V. THE MULTIBAKER TRANSFORMATION

Wiz Gaspard’s multibaker map [18,22] is the two-

0.08 dimensional extension of the multi-Bernoulli map to an

area-preserving transformation. We again have diffusion
as for the multi-Bernoulli map but here the transforma-
0.04 tion is time reversible. Diffusion is the simplest transport
property but its elucidation in, for example, a Hamiltoni-
P\‘ an gas system proceeds from the Hamiltonian through a
0.2 0.4 % 0.6 0.8\ W T series of assumptions and approximations to the phenom-
enological diffusion equation governing the evolution of
an inhomogeneous density. Thus, the kinetic behavior as
FIG. 6. The function w, (x). an exact consequence of the dynamics demonstrates that
extramechanical elements are not a necessary condition
for an irreversible description of deterministic time-

reversible systems.
—x2/2+x/4 if0<x< 1 The multibaker map is constructed on a chain of
(1—x2/2—(1—x)/4 if L<x<1. (4.35) :gzz::: along the X axis. The first map acts on the

SP={(X,y):qg—L1<X<g+10=y<1}, (5.1

A-z(x )=

The function w, (x) is a self-similar function which is il-
lustrated in Fig. 6. as

1 y 1
2X—gq+—-,= |, g—==<x<gq, 0=
X—q+5,%5 9= =x<gq,0=y<1
®,(X,p)= | 1 | (5.2)
Yy
—g——, 2+ | ,g<x<g+=, 0< .
[2)(q222qx<q2 y<l1
The second map ®,(X,y) acts on squares shifted  to the right
S¥={(X,y): ¢<X<q+1,05y<1}, (5.3)
as
x—g,2 |, q5x<q+%,05y<l
Dy(X,y)= ) : (5.4)
2X—g—1,L+—|, g+=< < .
q D) q+2 x<q+1,05y<l1
The multibaker transformation is given by the composition of these two maps:
P(X,y)=D,(X,y)o®(X,y), (5.5)
which then maps regions of each cell to the adjoining cells. We obtain from the above definitions that
ax-3g—-1,2+3 | g<x<q+L 0sy=i
4 4 4’ "~
ax-3g-1,2+1 | grlx<g+l o0<y<i
4 4 4 7 7 27 77T
ax-3¢g-2,2+1 | g4l<x<q+3 05y<1
4 2 2 4’ -
4x—39-2,% |, q+%SXSq+1, 0<y<1.
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The map is illustrated in Fig. 7.
Note that the projection of the multibaker map onto the X axis is the multi-Bernoulli map which has been studied in

Sec. III. The multibaker map has the Lyapunov exponent In4 associated with the stretching in the X direction and In}

associated with the contraction in the y direction.
Since ® is invertible, we may immediately write down the action of the Frobenius-Perron operator as

3 1 1
+29 =2 4yt|, g<X<g+1, 0<y<-—
P s Y q q 0=y 4
+3 +=,4y—1;¢ |, q5X5q+1,%5y5%

p(X,y;t+1)=U_p(X,y;t)=p(® X,y );t)= (5.7

, qSXSq+1,%SySl.

+§f+1,4y—3;t

Decomposing X into its integer g and fractional part x, we separate the motion among cells from the internal motion
in the cells through the discrete Fourier transform with respect to g as we did for the multi-Bernoulli map using (3.3).

The modes p; evolve under the map then as

—i2a/L)s, | X3 1
Z4+=4p;t|, 0<y<-—
e Ps 4 4) Y ’ 0 Yy 4
X 1 1 1
- _ j— _S < —
Ps | g T~ Lt| p3y<y
ps(x,y;t+1)= (5.8)
Xl L3
pS 4 2’ y ’ I 2 —y 4
eim/Lisy {—,4;»—3;: , —<y<l1

which for s =0 is the baker transformation.

This transformation corresponds to the square of the
As for the baker transformation, the operator U,

transformation
U . satisfies the following pair of intertwining relations analo-
sps(x,p5t) gous to (4.3) and (4.4):
M
iy x , 1 1 oM 1 ¥
e x(ﬂ/L)spS ;+‘5,2y;t , 05y<5_ axMUSnAS(x’y): _E; UsﬂaxMAs(x,y) , (5.11)
= . (5.9
iw/Lisy | X 9p 14| <<t
e Ps 2 » <y ’ ’ ) =y .

We may rewrite this as

Usps(x,p;t) s
=cos % ]UJc |1+r1(x)r1(y)
+itan %S [r,(x)+r1(y)]‘ g1 q g+l x
(5.10) FIG. 7. The multibaker transformation.

XU;ps(x,y;t) ,
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if A;(x,y) is at least M-times differentiable with respect
to x and

1
2’!

M
M tyn — tyn ¥
ay—M(Us)Bs(x,y)— (Uy) ayMBs(x’y) ’

(5.12)

if By(x,y) is at least M-times differentiable with respect
to y.

The two-dimensional Bernoulli basis used for the baker
transformation in Sec. IV is also used here. The decom-
position (5.10) splits the Frobenius-Perron operator as

U,=U,+8U, , (5.13)
where
_.le) =t
Uo=e * U,T,, (5.14a)
dU,=T {r(x)r,(y)
+itan(ms /L)[r(x)+r ()T . (5.14b)

The operator U,, is diagonal with respect to a two-
dimensional Bernoulli basis and 38U is off-diagonal. The

(B, | IA )—<R‘M’lz—

i=0

matrix elements are given in Appendix F. Again, we
have triangularity for the matrix elements but here the
off-diagonal part allows for more transitions than in the
case of the baker map.

A. Time evolution of correlation functions

We consider the time evolution of the correlation func-
tion of the observables B(q +x,y) and A(q+x,y), i.e.,
(B|U!,| A)fr, where the subscript F denotes the inner
product in the full configuration space. Using the resol-
vent formalism, we have

(B|U! bIA)F——E(B LAPR)

=93 — dz z'(B, A,) .
L?Zm’¢|z|—1+ez ( l |

(5.15)

For a smooth probability density with respect to the di-
lating direction and a smooth observable with respect to
the contracting direction, i.e., 3% 4,,9¥B,EL,, we can
rewrite the resolvent (B,|1/(z—U,)| 4,) using the
Euler-Maclaurin expansions in (4.5):

U IR )+ z (R |B:,Bye)B;, Byl 4, + U.RM) )

+3 (8, +UJR) | By, B, eBy.B;|IRM)

j=0

M M
+ 3 3 (B +U*R<M’|B.,B )(E.,BI

i'2i=0 j2j'=0

IB, By )B:.By| A, +URM) (5.16)

where R; (M ) (x, y)and R;; (M ) (x, y) are defined by replacing U,, 4, and B by U, 4, and B,, respectively, in (4.10).

From the intertwining relatlons (5.11) and (5.12) and the expansion analogous to (4.12), the smgularltles of the resol-

vent (the
m=0,1,...
the m + 1 degeneracy of the mth pole.

spectrum) are determined for

|z| > (L™
,M—M_+1, where M, is defined in (3.22). It is the same result as for the multi-Bernoulli map except for

and are poles at z—e_y’ =cos(ws/L)/2™ for

The time correlation function is given as the sum of contributions from each of the poles and the background integral

at |z|=(1)M+eas

(B|U! blA),,-——z MiM (B,|Z{™(2)| A, +L z(B [RM)|4,), (5.17)
where

(Bs|2§'”’(t)|As)=2+ﬁ§= Bl =g ) (5.18)
and o

(B,IRM) 4,)= 5~ |z|=1/2M+edZZt(B’|z—1US |4,) . (5.19)

B. Projective decomposition of the resolvent

In order to evaluate the mth decaying mode (B,|={™(t)| 4,), we choose M=m +M,. By substituting (5.16) into

(5.18), we obtain



1800 HIROSHI H. HASEGAWA AND DEAN J. DRIEBE 50

m+M m+M

©*3Y 3 (B,+UR,;

i'2i=0 j2j'=0

(m+M )l

(m) =L
(B,|Z{"(1) 4)= 6

zZ=e

B.',Bj)

..Y(sm)

(m+M)

X(B;,B; i |B, B )By\Byl A, + U R, ). (5.20)

As for the baker transformation, using the projective decomposition analogous to (4.18) of the resolvent in conjunc-
tion with the “perturbation” expansion to isolate the poles, we obtain
m+M; m+M
t t
(smjdzz > X (B+URp

P">i=0 j>j'=0

(m+M)

(m) =1 B
(B,|Z{™(2)| 4,) 2m_§z=e_ |B:,B;)

m Alm(z)1*
X(BuB |[P(M)+@(m (Z)] 2 [ (m)]

k= O[Z—‘e“ys ]k+1

X[Ps(m $§M)(Z) |Bi',gj'

X BByl 4,+UR, ™), (5.21)

where P{™, @™, D{™, Al™), and other associated operators are defined in the transformed space by replacing U, by U,
in the equations which define P“")@"’" . in Sec. IV.

Since the pole at z=e e has been made explicit in (5.21), the integration may be evaluated by the Cauchy residue
theorem. The explicit evaluation of (5.21) is tedious for m >0. Here we give the results for m =0 and 1 and M;=1:

(1) m =0 case:

(B,|2%%t)| 4,)=e e (B,11,72)#,1] 4,) , (5.22)

where ‘7(0) is the m =0 left eigenstate of U, whose explicit form is given in (3.52). The relation of the eigenmodes of the

multibaker map with the eigenstates of the multi-Bernoulli map was pointed out in our previous paper [20].
(2) m =1 case:

(lezi”(t)lAs)=e_ (3117‘“)‘(131|A)+ —itan [(1,1] 4)—(1,8,13, 4,)]

L

1 1
+2 142 tan? L }(ws;\2 1132 4, )—3ttan (wy Ay 109, 4,)
+l- S -1 + F 1(_1
gitan | |[(—qwg w8y JcAS)—T(—Tws,,,x‘l+ws,,75vh,1|E),‘As)]
+—‘1Itan2 T (wg,, ;8118 A,)— —ttan (w“,lla Ay)
+l( 119, 4,)
4 ws,ns’,l’ x s
1. s
—gitan | 1+tan? ](w_sk1 1|9, 4 )}

(B, IB,,1)+—1 tan | = |[(B,]1,1)—(3,B,|8,,1)]

1+2tan? (3B, |Lw_; )~ ttan == |@,BsL,w_ 1)
1.
+zttan — [(ayBSIB,,—%w_s,l+w*s’kz)—%(8yBS|1,—%w_s,,,_s_lﬁ-w_s,,,_s,kl)]
+Ltan? |25 | (3, B,18,w_,, )——itan | ™= |3, B,/ 1,w_,,)
4 L y s IFD® =5y 24 L —s,1
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+(3,B,| Loy, ) ]
—%itan lrLi [1+tan2 \fLﬁ }(aylel,w'_,,M)](7§”,1|As)
+%tan2 ’TT‘ (Bs|1,7‘_"s)(7§”,1|,43)]
+te_y(‘”t% 1+tan? _1£_s (B,11, 77,11 4;) , (5.23)

where the self-similar (fractal) functions w, f(x ), w,’, f(x),
and 7 ;(x) are defined as

ws, p(x )E—le (x), (5.24a)
1-Tle™ 12
ws',f(")z_———lT f(x), (5.24b)
(1-Tle™ 12)
7 f(x)= foldx’Bl(x'—-x)rl(x’)ﬁ:ws, Ax) . (5.240)

The subdynamics formalism for the multibaker map is
discussed in Appendix G.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

For chaotic systems characterized by trajectory insta-
bility (positive Lyapunov exponent), the classical concept
of a deterministic trajectory loses operational meaning
but the description in terms of an ensemble characterized
by a smooth probability density is solvable and manifestly
displays the intrinsically irreversible nature of such sys-
tems. In this paper we showed for the baker transforma-
tion and the multibaker transformation that decay rates
of the time correlation function are uniquely determined
by restricting the observable and the probability density
and we constructed the decaying eigenspace explicitly.
After a time scale characterized by the Lyapunov time,
only modes associated with diffusion dominate in the
multi-Bernoulli and the multibaker map. Then the kinet-
ic equation (diffusion equation) is valid.

In our construction of the generalized spectral repre-
sentation, we found that the eigenstates (eigenspaces)
have a self-similar nature. The eigenstates (eigenspaces)
were written as products of self-similar functions and
derivative operators. Using the self-similar functions, we
obtained closed expressions for the first few exponentially
decaying modes in the time correlation function of the
baker and multibaker transformations.

The eigenstates of the diffusive systems we considered
are of a fractal (noninteger dimension) nature. The frac-
tality can be seen as a consequence of the eigenstate equa-
tion which can be considered as a scaling relation due to

the stretching dynamics of the map. (Recently, Tasaki,
Antoniou, and Suchanecki [40] have considered the frac-
tal nature of the left eigenstates of the multi-Bernoulli
map and have shown how they can be expressed in terms
of solutions to DeRham’s functional equation.) The frac-
tality of the eigenstates is not just a property of the sys-
tems we considered but a general one of highly chaotic
periodic systems. For example, for the standard map, we
can consider motion inside a cell as a scale transforma-
tion in the highly chaotic region for large stochastic pa-
rameter. Therefore, the eigenvalue equation in the
Fourier transformed space can be considered as a scale
relation so that we expect similar fractality for the eigen-
states of the standard map.

In the usual spectral theory in Hilbert space, highly
chaotic conservative systems such as the baker and the
multibaker transformation have absolutely continuous
spectra (Lebesgue spectrum) [41] containing no special
time scales associated with irreversibility such as decay
rates or diffusion coefficients. This is reasonable, since
these systems are symmetric under a time reversal trans-
formation. By imposing the condition of differentiability
on the observable and probability density with respect to
the coordinate we consider, we obtain the decay rates
which characterize irreversibility. This is a kind of sym-
metry breaking.

In this sense it is interesting to compare the chaotic
system with a spin system since a spin system is a typical
model of symmetry breaking. Although the Hamiltonian
of the spin system is symmetric under a rotational trans-
formation, a special direction of magnetization appears in
the ordered phase. It is possible to consider a spin distri-
bution for which another direction of magnetization ap-
pears. But because there is an infinite energy barrier, as
in the Ising model, it is impossible to transform from one
distribution to the other so that symmetry breaking is
realized.

On the analogy of the spin system it may be possible to
consider differentiability with respect to a new coordinate
determining different decay rates. Clearly, the physical
decaying eigenstate in the original coordinate will not be
smooth in the new coordinate. The transformation from
the original coordinate to the new coordinate changes the
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Lebesgue measure to a singular measure [36,42]. In this
sense it is physically impossible to change decay rates.
This means that we already select one set of physical de-
cay rates when we consider the original coordinate with
Lebesgue measure. This is related to the reason Kolmo-
gorov introduced his entropy to distinguish two spectral-
ly equivalent systems [43].

Although the phase space of the maps we considered is
uniformly highly chaotic, in Hamiltonian systems chaotic
regions and regular regions may coexist. Since the
stretching factor approaches unity near the boundaries of
these regions, intermittency or anomalous diffusion
[44,45] is dominant over normal diffusion for long times
[46]. Since our method is based on the piecewise linearity
of maps, we need to find a good piecewise-linear approxi-
mation for these systems. Intermittency and anomalous
diffusion using a piecewise-linear approximation of the
systems will be discussed in forthcoming papers [47].
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APPENDIX A: MATRIX ELEMENTS OF U,
The matrix elements of Uy are easily calculated as

(B'jlﬁglﬁjl)— (B 1B; y=1 (A1)

2] J]

For the matrix elements of_UBrl(x), we use the in-
tertwining relation between Ujgzr, and the derivative
operator to obtain

<BlUB"1|B,> <1l UBrlIB )

—""<1|UB"1 lB,

Ci_
=5 C1ir1g,—;) = (A2)

where
cj=(r1 IB])=ZB]+1(%)—B]+1(1)—B]+1(0) .

From (3.10), using (A1) and (A2), we obtain the matrix
elements of U, as

(A3)

)]
Y
e ‘itan |—

<Bj|ﬁs'ﬁj')= —
e * ifj=j
0 if j'<j .

cj—p ifj'>j

(Ad)

We also need the matrix elements of U, with respect to
the remainder part in the Euler-Maclaurin expansion.
They are (j,j'<M)

(exBu|U1B;/)=0, (A5)
— )
(EleSIBM'k)=e vs i tan % cM—j,k , (A6)
and
<ekBM| Us IﬁM k)
— (M)
=e ¥s 52k'k1+itan %9_ }Coyk'-zk ] N (A7)
where
k=<rl|Bj,k>

=23j+1,k(';')_ﬁj+1,k(1)“‘ﬁj+1,k(0) . (A8)

According to (A4) [and (AS)] U, is upper triangular in
the Bernoulli basis.

APPENDIX B: MATRIX ELEMENTS OF U,

The matrix elements of the diagonal part are
(a,b|Uple,d)=(al|T,lc)(b|T]1d)
=(a|T,lc){d|T,|b)* (B1)
where a(x)=pf;(x) or ekx(x)BM(x), b(y)=pB;(y) or
ﬂM,ky(y ), c(x)=p;(x) or ﬁM,kx(x), and d(y)=p;(y) or
e, (yBy(y) (i=0,1,...,M). From (A1), for example,

(i + )

(B;»B;|UyolBir,B)=8; 18, e ™7 . (B2)
Similarly, for the off-diagonal part,
(a,b|8U, lc,d)=(a|T,r,lc)(blr,T}ld)
=(a|U.r|c){d|T,rb)*. (B3
From (A2), for example,

(Bi’Bj ISUb iﬁi',Bj')= (Bilﬁxﬁ(x )lB,»)(ler](y )(7,”3]'>

i+
14
e Ci—iCjjr

~lo otherwise .

ifi'=i, j=j'

(B4)
Similarly, we can calculate the other matrix elements.

APPENDIX C: DERIVATION OF (4.10)

We assume that
MA(x,y ),ayB(x,y)ELz .

Since U, is upper triangular with respect to the Bernoulli
basis of x, on the analogy of (3.18) the resolvent operator
of U, satisfies



we obtain (4.9).

APPENDIX D: SUBDYNAMICS FORMALISM
FOR THE BAKER TRANSFORMATION

Because of the m +1 degeneracy of the mth pole, it is
necessary to consider m +1 dimensional eigenspace in-
stead of simple eigenstates. It is convenient to introduce
a set of projection operators which project out each
eigenspace and the background. The projection opera-
tors are defined as the ¢ —0 limit of each ='™)(¢) and the
background part R'™), respectively.

‘™= lim 3™(¢) for m=0,1,...,M—1,

t—0

(D1a)
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A= —L .0 (Bl 40, — (B, U, |1Bag ) eBarl — 1 4 ()
z—U, »y j=oz_Ub j j x ilVUb|OM /x M z—U, x
1
— (C1)
BM(x)<eBM|Z—Ub IA(y))x ’
where
(1A, = [ldx F*x) 4,9 2
Similarly,
[lax dy B*(x,p)—-—= [ldxd § (B)IB)), — (B ———Bye), (BulU, 1)), 1B,0)—
i AP A Oxyj=o 7 2=, MM P 2 — U,
1
_(B(x)lz_Ub |Bue), Buy) | - (C3)
Then from (C1) and (C3), we can rewrite the correlation with respect to the resolvent as
1 _rt M 1
(B|Z_UblA)—f°dxdy .--,,~2=o (B(x)lgj)y—<B(x)|—z_Ub lﬁue>y<$MiUbIB,>y]
1 1
xﬁj(y)z—U,, Bi'(x) [(Bi'lA(,V))x (Bi'IUblﬁM)x(egul Z—Ub |A(y))x ]
o 1
- ,Zow(x)l 7 |Bue), By (y)
xB,.,(x)l(E,~|A(y))x—(ﬁ,-rlU,,IiBM)x(eBMlZ_IU |A<y>>x’
b
M 1
- 2 (B(X)lﬁj)y—<B(X)| IBMe>y<‘BM|Ub|B])y B}(y)
j=0 Z*‘Ub
1
X B (x ) eByl pp— |A(y)),
1 ~ 1
+(B(x)| p—" leBar ), Bar(y )z — Uy)Byy(x ) Byl 7 |A(p)), | - (C4)
|
Using the Euler-Maclaurin expansion and the [[‘M= }ij;m RM)(¢) . (D1b)
definitions of R ‘M(x,y), (4.10a), and R{M(x,y), (4.10b), t—0

These projection operators satisfy the following proper-
ties:

nmnm=gs, M for m,m'=0,1,...,M—1,

(D2a)
n~y,=vu,n™ , (D2b)
X (m) — 2
S I Iy . (D2c)

m=0

As has been shown by the Brussels-Austin group (2,10],
™ is decomposed as

H(m)=[P(m)+c(m)]A(m)[P(m)+D(m)] , (D3)
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where
A("')EP("')H('")P("'), (D4a)
Cm=Q(mppmpm) gim) (D4b)
Dm= Z(m)P(m)n(m)Q(m) , (D4c)

where 4™ is defined by
Pim= 4im)Zfm) = Lm) g(m)

Tl(lefe exists a simple relation between 4™ and D™ and
c'm.

Z(m)=P(m)+D(m)C(m) .

Usm§ the operators 4™, C'™, and D™, we can write
(
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(BIZ=™(2)| 4)
=(B|[P("')+C("')][®('")]’A('")[P('")-FD("')]‘ A),
(DS)

where

@(m)EP(m)UbP(m)+P(m)UbC(m) . (D6)

[For the derivation of (D3) and (D5), see Ref. [2]].

It is convenient to use these operators to derive the ex-
plicit form of (B|='™(t)| 4 ) especially for m > 1. From
(D3) and (D4) the explicit forms of 4™, C'™ 4™ and

(B|=")t)|A) as A™ D™ are obtained as
J
m
Am=pim 4 2 k' = k[A(m)( )]k| L (D7a)
c(m)A(m)_. 2 1 dk @(m)(z)[A(m)(z)]kl
k' d k e_.y(m)
= i _1_ dk P(m+l)@(m)(z) 1 P;m+”6Ub[P(m)+@("')(Z)] [A(m)(z)]k| Cm s (D7b)
k=0 k! dZ _Ub z=e ¥
mpm— - 1 d% iy keim)
A'™p'm = 2 ‘E“d_[Am(Z)]:D (Z)| e""(m
= § _l_d_[A(m)(z)]k :D('")(Z)P(m+“+[P('")+$("')(Z)]8U P(m+1) 1 , (D7¢)
o k! dzk z=Uy || _ ™
I
where eV=py,p, (D10b)
m (B|CV|By,B,)=0 (D10c)
™= 2 Iﬁi!Bj)(Bi,le , (D8a) | 1B, ¢
N (B|C'"1B1,Bo)=1(3}B|1,w,) (D10d)
P;”K)E— 2 1$m)Bj)(eBmij|+Iﬁmagme)(egm’-zml ’
j=0 (B1,BolD'V| 4)=0 (D10e)
D8b
(D8b) (BB DV 4)= 4w, ,1|374) . (D10f)
m o~
P™=—"3 |B,,Bne)NB;, B | +|By,Bne)eB,, Byl -
j=0 (3) For m =2:
(D8c)
. ) pim) . . AP=p? (D11a)
Since A!™=pm fo(r :n =(0,)1,2,( v‘)le can e?.s1)ly obtain ’
the explicit form of 4'™, C'™, D'™, and ®'™ by com- 2)— p(2) )
paring (4.28), (4.29), (4.30), and (D7): =PV, P*, AL
(1) For m =0:
(B|C?|By,B,)=0 (D11c)
A(0)=P(0) , (D9a)
00=p© (D9b)  (BIC?|B1,B)=4(8;B[1,w, ) , (D11d)
’ 1M1
Cc9=p (DY9c)
DO=p (D9d) (BIC™1BPo =-§—(6§B IBl’w’»z)_%(agBll’w")
: 3 ,
(2) For m=1: +1_16(ayB“’w’“2) ’ (Dile)
AM=p), (D10a)  (BB,/D'?| 4)=0 (D11f)
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(B1,BIID?| 4)=4(w, , 1|33 4) , (D11g)
(BwBolD?| 4)="1(w;_,B,13% 4)— +(w,,118; 4)
+&(wj ,18;4) , (D11h)

where the operators for the m =2 case are explicitly cal-
culated in Appendix E.

APPENDIX E: CORRELATION FUNCTIONS
FOR THE BAKER MAP

1. m =0 case

For m =0, the evaluation of (4.27) is trivial. Due to
upper triangularity, only the P'© component contributes.
Since %e singularity of the resolvent operator at
z=e 7 is a simple pole, the summation over k just con-
tains the k =0 term in (4.27). Thus we have

M =1
B2V =506 dzz’| (BIBLE)

—(B|
7 —

1

zZ—e

+(B IBO:EI)

+(B|Bo,B1)

—y g

(B|By,By)—(B| T

lU |3o,32e)(30»$2|5vb|31,Bo)l
b0

m(ﬁmﬁlIA‘“(z)|/3,,BO)(31,30| A)

(B|Z%t)| 4)
1 1
=2m z=e—Y(°’dZ z'(B IBO’BO)W(BO’BOI 4)
=(B|1,1)(1,1]4) . (E1)

2. m =1 case

For m=1 we now have a contribution from the
remainder terms and the singularity of the resolvent
operator at z=e ¥ ' is a double pole so that there is a
term for k=0 and 1 in (4.27). The k=1 term will modify
the exponential damping by a coefficient linear in ¢.

Since (B; »B; |8U, |B; ,B ) is only nonzero for i <i’ and
j>j', thereisno 8U, between (B| and |By,B;) and there
is only one or no 8U, between (B| and |B;,B,). Similarly,
there is no U, between (5,8l and | 4) and there is only
one or no 8U, between (By,B;| and |4). Using these
properties, we have

—(B |Bo:§2)(30:32|@“)(2)I.Bpgo)

1
—_7(.,(51,)30| A4)

(BBl A)+(Bp, By | DM (2)| By, By)(BayBol 4)

(Eo,ﬁ1|5Ub lﬂzaﬁo)(egz,ﬁol | 4)

|BO,BZC)(EOa$2|8UbIBp30 ](Blyﬁol A )

b0
+(B IBO,BI I(BO,BII A ) (BOaBI|8Ub |‘BZ’BO)(CBZ’BOI?(]I 4 )
b0
+te 7" B |80, B, By, Bz, 18U, 1B, Bo) BBl 4) , (B2

where we used that (B,,8,|C'"(z)|B,,B,

)=(Bo,B,|D"(2)|B,,B,) =0, since ¢, =0.

Utilizing the intertwining relation and writing the derivative operators explicitly gives

(ny,

(BIZM(¢)| 4)=e"7 "] [(BIB,1)—2(32B|

y

+(3,B/1,1) ‘(I,BIIA)——2c1<r1|$2)(e,1|

+te_ym(,_1)(ay3|1,1)c%(1,1|axA) ,

ﬁ“,e)(ﬂzlrl dey ](l,llaxA)

|a2A)

|

(E3)
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obtaining then the expression (4.29) given in Sec. IV B.

3. m =2 case

For m=2 we will derive (B|2?|4) using the sub-
dynamics formalism which is introduced in Appendix D.
First we calculate 4? using (D4a). Since the terms for
k=1 and 2 include A'?(z), we will calculate A?)(z).

From (4.19) and (4.25),

AP(z)=PPsU, P?Y
1

_+_P(2)6UbQ(2)
z _Q(Z)UbQ(Z)

Q(2)6UbP(2) .
(E4)

Since

(Ei’Bj 'sUb |Bi'yg")

is only nonzero for i <i’ and j > j’, there is no transition
between P? and P® through Qm so that the second
term on the right hand side in (E4) vanishes. Since

A(Z)(z )=P(2)6UbP(2)

does not depend on z, the terms for k=1 and 2 in (D4a)
also vanish so that 4 ¥=p?)

From the fact that there is no transition between P'?
and P? through Q?, we can immediately obtain that
e?P=p2yp? We will derive C® from (D4b), since
C(Z)A (2)_C(2) because of 4 (2)=P(2)_

J

(B|C?|B,,By)=—(B] —ﬁ;———lﬂl,ﬁze)(ﬁl,ﬂzlsm 1B2,B)+(B|

b
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(1) (B|C?|By,B,). From the property of 8U,, there is
no 8U, between (B| and |B,,B,) so that

(B|C?|By,B,)=0

(2) (B|C?|B,,B,). From the property of 8U,, there is
only one or no 8U, between (B| and |B,,5,). We have

(B|C?|B,,B,)=(B|ByB:) Bo, B3| P (e ~7™)|B,,B))

(ES)

—(B]| —YQT— |BosBse)
~Ypo

X (B, B5|8U, |B,,B)) .

Since ¢, =0, the first term on the right hand side in (E6)
vanishes. By utilizing the intertwining relation and writ-
ing the derivative operators explicitly, we obtain

(E6)

(BIC?|B,,B))=—2¢,(3}B| 1—1*/2 |1,e)(B,Ir, )

y

=3(3;B|Lw, ) . (E7)

(3) (B|C?|B,,B,). Similarly, there are only two, one,

or no 8U, between (B| and |Bz,50). We will consider the

Euler-Maclaurin expansion up to the second order and

will extend it up to the third order later for convenience.
We have

1 )2 lBo,gze)(Boa-ﬁz'SUb lB];EQ

(e™" = Uy
X (BI,B1|A(2)(€ —7(2)

)1B,,B,) - (E8)

By utilizing the intertwining relation, writing the derivative operators explicitly, and extending Euler-Maclaurin ex-
pansion up to the third order for the second term on the right hand side in (E8), we obtain

(B|C?|B,,By)= —2c1<azB|

1
— 55|

,A))+4ci (3B =
g, Prh) H4el @Bl T

1L,Ay) . (E9)
y

Here the first term on the right hand side in (E9) is rewritten as

1

1

—201(82BI |/3,,A2 —2¢,(32B|

4

= “ch(aiBI

Tl /2

=——2c1(8§B lBlyw;uz)—2c

1+ =80,

—1—_—17—131,A2)—2c,<a33| — 80,

1 w7t
2
1(3iB| - 11,1 Tyw,,)

1 _ Ubo IBlakz)

»Ag)

(E10)

y

where we used U,B,(x)=1B,(x) and 8U,B,(x)A,(y)=c 7 (y )ﬁ;kz( y). Using the Euler-Maclaurin expansion for the

second term, we obtain

—2c,(aZB| IB,,AZ

—2¢(33B By, w;, ) —2¢1 (3B |w,) .

(E11)

By substituting the above equation into (E9) and using the definition of wgz( y), we obtain

(B |C(2)|32,Bo =%(a§B lB]sw),z)

H@}B|1L,w,)+ £(3;BI1,w} ) .

(E12)
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Similarly, we can calculate D?. By substituting the explicit forms of 4?, ®?), C®’ and D? into (D5), we obtain
(4.30).

APPENDIX F: MATRIX ELEMENTS OF U,

The matrix elements of the diagonal part are

—_ i+
B[!B |Us0|31 ’B ) 8‘ 18 vs ’ (Fl)
where
cos s
—y*D _ L
e = e (F2)
For the off-diagonal part,
_y§i+j') + ¢ 8 +8 ] > Cs
(B,,B,18U, |8,,B,)= e cp—icj_p+itan L [er—i8),p+8ie;—pl 120, j2J
(F3)

0 otherwise ,

where c; is given in (A3).

APPENDIX G: SUBDYNAMICS FORMALISM
FOR THE MULTI-BAKER TRANSFORMATION

Using the subdynamics formalism introduced in Appendix D, we can write (B, |Z{™)(¢)| 4,) as,
(B,|Z{™(2)| A,)=(B,|[P{m+C{m ][O A™[P{™+D{™]| 4;) , (G1)

where operators 4™, C{™, D!™, and ®{™ are defined by replacing P'™ Q'™ and U, by P{™Q!™ and U, in (D4) and
(D6). The explicit forms of the operators for m =0 and 1 are calculated as follows.

(1) For m =0,
AQ=pO (G2a)
@(0)=P(0)e _7'50) , (G2b)
(B |P(0)+C(0)|BO’BO)=(B |1 7(0) ), (G2c)
(BoBol PO+ D 4,)=(7{",1] 4,) . (G2d)
(2) For m=1,
(BB AV |BuB)=1, (G3a)
(Boyﬁll A;”prEo)='%‘ tan? _L_ s (G3b)
(Bl;Bol A;“lﬁo,ﬁl)=o ’ (G3c)
(Blrﬂol A;I)IBI;EO)=1 ) (G3d)
_,(1)
(BwB11®1Bo,B)=e ", (G3e)
“Yf,“
(BoB110V18y,Bo) == 5 {1 +tan’ %‘— , (G3f)
(BI’BOI®§”|BO’B] )=0 ’ (G3g)
—a (1)
(B1,Bol®LIBLB)=e ", (G3h)

(B, [PV +CV|Bo, B)=(B, 1,71, (G3)
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(Bs ICS(I)IﬁI,Eo)=-l'i tan ﬂ

> [(B,I1,1)—(3,B,]8;,1)]
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1
+5 1+2 tan? (3B |lw_sl)——2—1tan (@,B,|L,w_,; )
+~itan | |[(3,B, 8, — 1 1
4 L yBs By Tw“"+w—~‘,lz)—7(ay3s|1’"4“’—&17-:,1+w—s,v_5,xl)]
1 s 1
+tan® |7 @,B, B w_,,, —Hztan > |@,B,11w_, )+1@,B,[L,w_,, )
S,’l
Ly [m ],
gitan | +tan? (3,B,]1, w_M ), (G3j)
(BL.Bol PV +D{V 4,)=(7",1| 4,) , (G3Kk)
(BoBiIDSV| 4,)= i tan |5 |[(1,1] 4,)—(1,8,13, 4,)]
1+2tan? ](ws;‘,lla A )—%ttan (ws,kl,1|axAS)
+ 1. s . .
Jitan [ [(—-Twsll+ws’k2,ﬁllaxAs) T wg 1-f~ws,,,:’k1,1|8}¢AS)]
1 2| TS
+ztan 7 (w”,Blla A)— ——-ztan 75 (w,,1]0, 4,)+] Huw, , ,1|a,As>
"
—%itan fLi ‘1+tan2 — ]<w'_s,h,1|ax,45). (G3)
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FIG. 7. The multibaker transformation.



