arXiv:1801.09377v4 [math.DS] 20 Jun 2018

ON THE VALIDITY OF LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY IN HIGH-DIMENSIONAL DETERMINISTIC DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS

CAROLINE L. WORMELL AND GEORG A. GOTTWALD

School of Mathematics and Statistics, University of Sydney, NSW 2006, Australia

Abstract. This theoretical work considers the following conundrum: linear response theory is successfully used by scientists in numerous fields, but mathematicians have shown that typical low-dimensional dynamical systems violate the theory’s assumptions. Here we provide a proof of concept for the validity of linear response theory in high-dimensional deterministic systems for large-scale observables. We introduce an exemplary model in which observables of resolved degrees of freedom are weakly coupled to a large, inhomogeneous collection of unresolved chaotic degrees of freedom. By employing statistical limit laws we give conditions under which such systems obey linear response theory even if all the degrees of freedom individually violate linear response. We corroborate our result with numerical simulations.

1. Introduction

Linear response theory (LRT) has been a cornerstone of statistical mechanics ever since its introduction in the 1960s. When valid, it allows us to express the average of some observable when subjected to small perturbations from an unperturbed state – the system’s so called response – entirely in terms of statistical information from the unperturbed system. In essence, linear response theory relies on the smoothness of the invariant measure with respect to a perturbation, in the sense that there exists a Taylor expansion of the perturbed invariant measure around the unperturbed equilibrium measure.

The development of the theory occured in statistical mechanics in the context of thermostatted Hamiltonian systems [40, 8, 57, 45] but found applications far beyond this realm; recent years have seen an increased interest in LRT and its applications. In particular, climate scientists have resorted to LRT to study the timely question how certain observables such as the global mean temperature or local rainfall intensities behave upon increasing the CO_2 concentration in the atmosphere. LRT has been successfully applied to several situations with macroscopic observables in various atmospheric toy models [44, 43, 1, 2, 14, 13], barotropic models [9, 32, 3], quasi-geostrophic models [19], atmospheric models [48, 11, 30, 29, 31, 50, 33] and in coupled climate models [42, 39, 22, 49].

In a separate strand of research mathematicians have tried to obtain rigorous results extending the validity of LRT to deterministic dynamical systems. There was initial success by Ruelle [51, 52, 53, 54] in the case of uniformly hyperbolic Axiom A systems, however the works of Baladi and colleagues undermined hopes that LRT typically holds in dynamical

E-mail address: georg.gottwald@sydney.edu.au and ca.wormell@gmail.com. Mailing address: School of Mathematics and Statistics, University of Sydney, NSW 2006, Australia. C.L.W. and G.A.G. designed and performed research and wrote the paper. 1

2ON THE VALIDITY OF LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY IN HIGH-DIMENSIONAL DETERMINISTIC DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS

systems [6, 7, 4, 5, 15]. They showed that simple dynamical systems such as the logistic map do not obey LRT but rather their invariant measure changes non-smoothly with respect to the perturbation (even considering only chaotic parameter values). This poses a conundrum: how can LRT seem to be typically valid in high-dimensional systems for macroscopic observables when structural obstacles to its validity are likely to be present in its microscopic constituents?

To justify the validity of LRT in high-dimensional systems, scientists often invoke the chaotic hypothesis of Gallavotti-Cohen [25, 24] according to which a high-dimensional system behaves for all practical purposes as an Axiom A system. This invocation, however, is unjustified: even if the hypothesis is true, it does not address how the equivalent Axiom A systems of the unperturbed and the perturbed system relate to each other, which is crucial for any statement on LRT.

In a recent paper [28] we showed that breakdown of LRT might not be detectable using uncertainty quantification when analyzing time series unless the time series is very long (exceeding 1 million data points even for simple one-dimensional systems such as the logistic map, for example) and/or the observables are sensitive to the non-smooth change of the invariant measure. Consequently, the apparent observed validity of LRT in climate science might be a finite size effect.

Here we follow a different avenue, drawing on the fact that linear response theory can be justified [35, 34] for stochastic dynamical systems. We argue here that certain deterministic chaotic systems have stochastic limits for macroscopic observables which implies that they are amenable to LRT. Statistical limit laws of deterministic dynamical systems have recently been proven for slow variables in multi-scale systems [47, 27, 38] and for resolved degrees of freedom in high-dimensional weakly coupled systems [21, 56, 20, 55, 41, 26]. In both cases the diffusive limit of the macroscopic observables relies on the central limit theorem via a summation of infinitely many weakly dependent variables. We treat here the case of weak coupling whereby distinguished resolved degrees of freedom are weakly coupled to a large heat bath of unresolved, dissipative microscopic degrees of freedom. The central limit theorem can be justified in this situation either for sufficiently chaotic dynamics (the case we consider here) or for a collection of randomly chosen initial conditions. We introduce here a judiciously chosen toy model which considers the worst case scenario where both the resolved and the unresolved dynamics violate LRT, when considered on their own. Our main finding is that LRT can be assured in high-dimensional systems of weak coupling type, when the macroscopic resolved variables exhibit effective stochastic dynamics and when additionally the microscopic dynamics is spatially heterogeneous.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 briefly reviews LRT. In Section 3 we introduce the high-dimensional weak coupling model under consideration. Section 4 considers the case when the resolved scales exhibit a diffusive limit in the thermodynamic limit of an infinitedimensional microscopic sub-system, and we show that LRT is valid. Section 5 treats the case when the thermodynamic limit is deterministic and LRT is not valid for infinitely many degrees of freedom. We will see, however, that for large but finite system sizes, linear response is valid for some, albeit small, range of perturbations, and the breakdown of LRT might not be detectable in typical time series for an increasing range of perturbations. We conclude with a discussion and an outlook in Section 6.

ON THE VALIDITY OF LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY IN HIGH-DIMENSIONAL DETERMINISTIC DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS3

2. Linear response theory

Consider a family of dynamical systems f_ε : D → D on some space D where the map f_ε depends smoothly on the parameter ε and where for each ε the dynamical system admits a unique invariant physical measure μ_ε. An ergodic measure is called physical if for a set of initial conditions of nonzero Lebesgue measure the temporal average of a continuous observable converges to the spatial average over this measure. LRT is concerned with the change of the average of an observable Ψ : D → R,

E^ε [Ψ] = ∫ D Ψ dμ_ε upon varying ε. A system exhibits linear response at ε = ε_0, if the derivative

E^{ε0} [Ψ]^′ := ∂ ∂ε E^ε [Ψ]|_{ε0}

exists. One can then express the average of an observable of the perturbed state with ε = ε_0 + δε up to o(ε) as

E^ε [Ψ] ≈ E^{ε0} [Ψ] + δε E^{ε0} [Ψ]^′,

which may be determined entirely in terms of the statistics of the unperturbed system and its invariant measure μ_{ε0} using so-called linear response formulae [53, 52, 4]. A sufficient condition for linear response is therefore that the invariant measure μ_ε is differentiable with respect to ε. If the limit does not exist, we say there is a breakdown of linear response. We assume that the observable captures sufficient dynamic information about the dynamical system; for example, an odd observable on a system symmetric about 0 would be identically zero regardless of whether the system exhibits linear response or not.

3. The model

We introduce an exemplary high-dimensional toy system where each individual component does not obey linear response. We consider the case of a single resolved macroscopic degree of freedom Q weakly coupled to M unresolved microscopic degrees of freedom q^{(j)}, j = 1, . . . , M. The microscopic dynamics is assumed to evolve independently of the macroscopic dynamics and independently of each other. Further, we make the natural assumptions that the microscopic dynamics is heterogeneous in the sense that each microscopic variable q^{(j)} evolves with their own parameter a^{(j)}, drawn from a smooth distribution ν. To study the linear response of macroscopic observables Ψ(Q) we consider perturbations of the parameters of the microscopic dynamics of the form a^{(j)} = a^{(j)}_0 + ϵa^{(j)}_1 . Figure 1 provides a graphical illustration of our set up.

To illustrate how a high-dimensional system can exhibit linear response for macroscopic observables even if their microscopic constituents do not obey LRT, we make the worst case assumption that neither the microscopic variables nor the macroscopic variables obey linear response when viewed in isolation. For the purposes of this paper we use the prototypical example of a logistic-type map for a dynamical system which violates LRT [6, 7, 4, 5, 15].

To be specific, the macroscopic variable Q evolves according to a logistic map

Q_{n+1} = A Q_n(1 − Q_n), (1) with parameter

A = A_0 + A_1Z_n

4ON THE VALIDITY OF LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY IN HIGH-DIMENSIONAL DETERMINISTIC DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS

Figure 1. Sketch of the toy model set up of a macroscopic resolved variable Q which is observed with observable ψ(Q). Q is weakly coupled to unresolved microscopic variables q^{(j)}, j = 1, · · · , M. The microscopic sub-system is heterogeneous with each microscopic variable evolving independently according to its own randomly drawn parameters, as indicated by the different coloured shadings.

driven by the unresolved, microscopic variables through the coupling term

Z_n = 1 M^γ M∑ j=1 ϕ^{(j)}_n , (2) with scaling parameter γ ≥^1_2 . Here

ϕ^{(j)}_n = ϕ(q^{(j)}; a^{(j)})

is a Hölder continuous function of the microscopic variables q_{(j)}. The M unresolved microscopic degrees of freedom q^{(j)} evolve according to modified logistic maps of the form ( q^{(j)}_{n+1}, r^{(j)}_{n+1} ) = {( q^{(j)}_n , 2r^{(j)}_n ) r^{(j)}_n <^1_2 ( a^{(j)} q^{(j)}n (1 − q^{(j)}n ), 2r^{(j)}n − 1 ) r^{(j)}n ≥^1_2 , (3) each with their particular parameter a^{(j)}. The modification of the logistic map as a cocycle over a mixing doubling map for r_n assures that the overall dynamics is mixing (thereby avoiding any periodic dynamics of the microscopic variables q^{(j)}). The modified map is constructed such that its marginal invariant measure of q^{(j)} recovers exactly the physical measure of the standard logistic map with the same parameter a^{(j)}. Hence the microscopic dynamics (3) violates LRT while being chaotic.

We study perturbations of the form

a^{(j)} = a^{(j)}_0 + ϵa^{(j)}_1 ,

where the a^{(j)}_0 are sampled from a C^1 compactly supported distribution ν(a_0)da_0 and the a^{(j)}_1 are sampled from a compactly supported distribution ν(a_1|a_0)da_1 depending smoothly

ON THE VALIDITY OF LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY IN HIGH-DIMENSIONAL DETERMINISTIC DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS5

Figure 2. Probability density ν(x) of the raised cosine distribution supported on [3.8, 3.9].

on a_0. As we argue below, smoothness of ν is crucial for the existence of linear and higherorder response. For concreteness, we choose ν(a_0)da_0 to be the raised cosine distribution supported on the interval [3.8, 3.9]: ν(x) = 1_{[3.8,3.9]}(x) 0.2 ( 1 + cos x − 3.85 0.05 π ) , which is depicted in Figure 2. The raised cosine distribution is bell-shaped and has a second derivative with bounded variation. This degree of smoothness implies that our model exhibits cubic (third-order) response, as will be shown in the next section. Furthermore, for the numerical simulations in Section 4 and 5 we choose a^{(j)}_1 = 1 for all j.

We shall consider two cases, γ =^1_2 and γ = 1 corresponding to a diffusive scaling limit and a deterministic scaling limit, respectively. In the thermodynamic limit M → ∞, we will see that in the former case the microscopic driving term Z_n converges to a stochastic process ζ_n in the macroscopic dynamics, whereas in the latter case Z_n converges to a constant. This, in conjunction with heterogeneously distributed microscopic parameters a^{(j)}, leads asymptotically to macroscopic linear response in the former case, and a failure of linear response in the latter.

4. γ =^1_2 : Weak coupling with diffusive limit

We now justify LRT for the high-dimensional system (1)-(3) with γ =^1_2 . This is done in two steps. We first show that the dynamics of the macroscopic variable Q is diffusive. The invariant measure of this diffusive process depends on the integrated effect of the microscopic variables for a specific configuration of the parameters a^{(j)}. In a second step we establish conditions on the parameter distribution ν(a) for the logistic map parameters of the microscopic sub-system which allow for expectation values of an observable of the resolved state to vary smoothly with the perturbation size ε.

6ON THE VALIDITY OF LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY IN HIGH-DIMENSIONAL DETERMINISTIC DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS

We begin by considering the unperturbed case ε = 0 and show that the macroscopic variable Q asymptotically satisfies a stochastic limit system in the thermodynamic limit M → ∞ when γ =^1_2 . We consider driving terms Z_n with mean-zero functions ϕ(·; a), E [ϕ(·; a)] = 0, where the average is with respect to the invariant measure of the unresolved microscopic variable for fixed parameter a = a^{(j)}_0 + εa^{(j)}_1 . (Whenever we consider averages for fixed parameters rather than for fixed ε we drop the superscript of E). The driving term Z_n contains a sum over independent identically distributed random variables for each time n. Hence, for γ =^1_2 , the central limit theorem assures that the driving term Z_n converges to a random Gaussian variable ζ_n ∼ N (0, σ^2) with σ^2 = ⟨ϕ^2⟩, where the angular brackets denote the average over the measure of the logistic map parameters ν(da). Moreover, in discrete time the ζ_n define a stationary Gaussian stochastic process – a moving average process of infinite order – which is (subject to continuity assumptions [37]) uniquely defined by its mean and its covariance R(m). The covariance is readily determined as

R(m) = cov(ζ_n, ζ_{n+m}) = lim_{M→∞} 1 M M∑ j=1 E[ϕ^{(j)}_0 ϕ^{(j)}_m ] = ⟨E [ϕ_0 ϕ_m]⟩. (4) The process Q_n hence converges weakly to the stochastic process defined by

Q_{n+1} = (A_0 + A_1ζ_n) Q_n(1 − Q_n). (5) Figure 3 illustrates the convergence of the deterministic map (1)-(3) to the stochastic limit system (5) in distribution by comparing the respective empirical measures for several values M of the size of the microscopic sub-system. The microscopic dynamics is run unperturbed with ε = 0. Here we chose the mean-zero (conditional on the parameter a) functions ϕ(x, a) = x^2 − (ax(1 − x))^2 to generate the driving sum Z_n. We used a time series of N = 4 × 10^7 and determined the empirical measure of the full system (1)-(3) by binning using 1000 bins. Details on how to determine the statistics of the limiting diffusive system (5) are given in Appendix A. It is remarkable that with only M = 16 microscopic variables the eye can barely distinguish the empirical density from the density of the diffusive limit equation (5). We further show convergence of the first four moments of Q when increasing M in Figure 4. It is seen that for accurate convergence of higher order moments to the values of their stochastic limiting equation (5) larger system sizes M are required.

After having established that the dynamics of the macroscopic variable Q is diffusive, we now establish in a second step that the associated invariant measure and expectation values of macroscopic observables depend smoothly on ε. It is pertinent to stress that the mere existence of a stochastic limit does not imply LRT. We remark that the existence of the stochastic limit is in line with the Gallavotti-Cohen hypothesis; however, this is insufficient for LRT. Consider, for example, the case when each unresolved microscopic variable q^{(j)} evolves according to the logistic map with the same parameters a^{(j)} ≡ const, differing only in the initial conditions drawn from the invariant measure. The limit system would still be a stochastic system due to the randomness in the initial conditions, but LRT would not be valid when homogeneously perturbing the unresolved scales. Crucial for the validity of LRT is that the parameters a^{(j)}_0 , a^{(j)}_1 are identically independently distributed (i.i.d.) random variables, sampled from a distribution ν(da_0, da_1) with a regularity property that we now derive.

For microscale variables with parameter a, consider the expectation of an observable Φ_a = E [ϕ_0 ] or Φ_a = E [ϕ_0 ϕ_m], and consider its average over the microscopic dynamics

ON THE VALIDITY OF LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY IN HIGH-DIMENSIONAL DETERMINISTIC DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS7

Figure 3. Empirical probability density ρ_Q(x) (orange) of the macroscopic variable Q for γ =^1_2 as estimated from simulations of the original deterministic system (1)-(3) for different values of the size M of the microscopic sub-system. Top: M = 4. Bottom: M = 16. The continuous black line depicts the invariant density of the stochastic limit system (5). We used A_0 = 3.91, A_1 = 0.05 and ε = 0.

⟨Φ⟩_ε = ∫ Φ_{a0+εa1} ν(a_0, a_1)da_0da_1. Changing variables α = a_0+εa_1 we find ⟨Φ⟩_ε = ∫ Φ_αν(α− εa_1, a_1) dαda_1, and hence d dε ⟨Φ⟩_ε = − ∫ a_1Φ_{a0+εa1} ∂ ∂a_0 ν(a_0, a_1) da_0da_1.

8ON THE VALIDITY OF LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY IN HIGH-DIMENSIONAL DETERMINISTIC DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS

Figure 4. First four centred moments μ_i, i = 1, · · · , 4, of the macroscopic variable Q for γ =^1_2 as estimated from simulations of the original deterministic system (1)-(3) for fixed time n = 6 for several values of the size of the microscopic sub-system: M = 4 (blue triangles), M = 16 (orange diamonds) and M = 1024 (green dots). We depict the moments scaled by the respective moments of the stochastic limit system (5) so that the asymptotic limit is 1 for all moments. Parameters as in Fig. 3.

This is well-defined provided that a_1^∂_{∂a0} ν(da_0, da_1) is integrable: if so, the statistics of ζ_n vary smoothly with respect to ε. A particular case of this is when a_0 and a_1 are independently distributed and the marginal density of a_0 is of bounded variation. It is readily seen that to achieve higher-order response, say of order ℓ, (weak) derivatives of order ℓ must be defined. This can be achieved if a_0 and a_1 are drawn independently from a distribution ν with a marginal distribution ν(a_0) in Sobolev space W^{ℓ,1}.

We present in Figure 5 results of the linear response for an observable Ψ(Q) = Q. The microscopic sub-system is perturbed homogeneously with a^{(j)}_1 = 1 for all j. It is clearly seen that the perturbation ε induces a smooth change in the observable for large M, indicative of the validity of LRT. We employ here the test for linear response developed in [28] and report the p-values testing the null hypothesis of linear response. We compute averages for several values of ε from long simulations of length N = 5 × 10^6. The error bars shown in Figure 5 are estimated from K = 200 realizations differing in the initial conditions of the microscopic variables. For completeness we provide a description and justification of the test in Appendix B. For small values of M = 16 the p-value is O(10^{−5}), rejecting the null hypothesis of linear response, whereas for M = 2^{10} the p-value is 0.27, consistent with linear response. We also show results of the linear response for the stochastic limit system (5), illustrating that the thermodynamic limit implies linear response with a p-value of p = 0.54. Note that although the invariant density of the resolved degree of freedom Q has sufficiently converged to the invariant density of the stochastic limit system (5) for M = 16 (cf. Figure 3), this size is not sufficiently large to assure linear response.

ON THE VALIDITY OF LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY IN HIGH-DIMENSIONAL DETERMINISTIC DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS9

In Figure 9 in Appendix B we present results for cubic response for the same simulations which gave rise to Figure 5. Cubic response is valid for the stochastic limiting system (5) because the raised cosine distribution, which was chosen for the distribution ν in the simulation, lies in W^{3,1}.

Figure 5. Linear response of an observable Ψ(Q) = Q for the deterministic system (1)-(3) for γ =^1_2 for different values of the size M of the microscopic sub-system. (a): M = 16. (b): M = 1024. (c) M = 32768. (d): Stochastic limit system (5). All experiments used a time series of length N = 2 × 10^5. The error bars were estimated from K = 200 realizations differing in the initial conditions. We used A_0 = 3.91, A_1 = 0.05.

5. γ = 1: Weak coupling with deterministic limit

We begin again by considering the unperturbed case ε = 0. In the case γ = 1 we consider the driving term Z_n generated by a function ϕ with non-vanishing mean and consider ϕ(x, a) = x^2. Since each unresolved degree of freedom generates an invariant measure, for γ = 1 the driving variable Z_n converges to a constant according to the law of large numbers with Z_n → C = ⟨E [ϕ]⟩. In the thermodynamic limit therefore the limiting equation is a deterministic logistic map

Q_{n+1} = A Q_n(1 − Q_n) (6) with A = A_0 + CA_1. Figure 6 illustrates the convergence of the invariant measure of the deterministic map (1)-(3) to the averaged deterministic limit system (5) in distribution upon increasing the size M of the microscopic sub-system. We used again a time series of N = 4 × 10^7 and determined the empirical measure by binning using 1000 bins. We see that for M = 1024 convergence to the rough limiting invariant measure of the deterministic logistic map (6) with its narrow peaks has not been fully achieved. This is due to finite sample size M. There are two averages requiring the limit M → ∞: the average E [·] with respect to the invariant density of the microscopic logistic dynamics and the average ⟨·⟩ with respect to the distribution of the parameters a^{(j)} of the modified logistic dynamics. Each of those averages is associated with their own finite size correction which are captured by the central limit theorem. Up to O(1/ √ M) we have

Z_n = 1 M M∑ j=1 ϕ^{(j)}(q^{(j)}_n ) = 1 M M∑ j=1 E [ϕ^{(j)} ] + 1 √ M ζ_n = ⟨E [ϕ]⟩ + 1 √ M η + 1 √ M ζ_n. (7)

10ON THE VALIDITY OF LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY IN HIGH-DIMENSIONAL DETERMINISTIC DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS

Here ζ_n is again the mean-zero Gaussian process with covariance matrix R(m) defined in (4), and for fixed ε, η is a Gaussian variable with η ∼ N (0, ⟨E^ε [ϕ]^2⟩ − ⟨E^ε [ϕ]⟩^2). In the context where ε varies, η in (7) can be understood as a random function of ε, having a mean-zero Gaussian distribution with covariance

⟨η^εη^{ε′} ⟩ = ⟨E^ε [ϕ]E^{ε′} [ϕ]⟩ − ⟨E^ε [ϕ]⟩⟨E^{ε′} [ϕ]⟩.

In general, η is non-differentiable which implies that LRT is violated for macroscopic observables Ψ(Q), even for the random finite-size driver Z_n given by (7). However, if the variation in E[ϕ] over the parameter values sampled by ν is small by comparison with the typical variance R(0) = E[(ϕ − E [ϕ])^2 ] for these parameters (e.g. if the support of ν is sufficiently small), then the small, rough contribution of^{1√}_M η to the response of Ψ(Q) is dominated by the (linear) response generated by ⟨E [ϕ]⟩ +^{1√}_M ζ_n. We remark, however, that if the support of ν is too small and the parameters are therefore less heterogeneous, LRT is only valid for a small range of perturbation sizes ε.

To illustrate the role of finite size effects, we present in Figure 6 also results of simulations of the logistic map (1) with Z_n stochastically generated by (7), mimicking random finite size effects in approximating the deterministic limit Z_n = ⟨E [ϕ]⟩. It is seen that for finite M the peaks are smoothed by sampling noise, and the random logistic map reproduces the invariant density of the macroscopic variable Q of the full deterministic model driven by the microscopic dynamics.

Given that the thermodynamic limit system is deterministic, one might be tempted to conclude that linear response is not valid. Figure 7 shows the linear response as a function of perturbation ε for several values of the microscopic sub-system size M. For small values of M LRT is clearly violated with a p-value of O(10^{−3}), as expected. For very large values of M = 2^{15} LRT is violated with a p-value of O(10^{−40}), consistent with the LRT-violating deterministic limit system (6). Remarkably and maybe surprisingly, decreasing the size M from these very large values to intermediate values of M = 1024 we observe that the numerical results are consistent with LRT and the p-value increases dramatically to around 0.16. This can be explained by the finite size corrections (7) to the deterministic limit Z_n = ⟨E [ϕ]⟩ provided by the central limit theorem. We note that the p-value for M = 1024 indicates marginal evidence in favour of breakdown of LRT associated with the (small) contribution of the non-differentiable η term. Just as in the γ =^1_2 case it is necessary for LRT to hold in the case of finite sample size, that the parameters a^{(j)} are inhomogeneously distributed with a sufficiently smooth distribution ν(a).

In [28] it was found that even if a system does not obey linear response one might not be able to reject the null hypothesis of linear response with sufficient statistical significance when the data length N of the time series is not sufficiently long. In Figure 8 we show the linear response as a function of ε for a microscopic sub-system of size M = 16 for N = 2 × 10^4. While for N = 2 × 10^5 linear response was rejected with p = 7.2 × 10^{−3}, linear response is now consistent with the given data with a p-value of p = 0.21. It is found that decreasing the length of the time series allows for a larger range in the perturbation size ε for which linear response is consistent with the data.

ON THE VALIDITY OF LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY IN HIGH-DIMENSIONAL DETERMINISTIC DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS11

Figure 6. Empirical probability density ρ_Q(x) (orange line) of the macroscopic variable Q for γ = 1 as estimated from simulations of the original deterministic system (1)-(3) for different values of the size M of the microscopic sub-system. Top: M = 16. Bottom: M = 1024. The continuous black line depicts the invariant density of the deterministic logistic map limit system (5); the thin dotted lines, which are indistinguishable from ρ_Q(x), represent invariant densities of the logistic map (1) with the stochastic driving Z_n given by (7) for various realisations of η. We used A_0 = 3.847, A_1 = 0.147 and ε = 0.

12ON THE VALIDITY OF LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY IN HIGH-DIMENSIONAL DETERMINISTIC DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS

Figure 7. Linear response of an observable Ψ(Q) = Q for the deterministic system (1)-(3) for γ = 1 for different values of the size M of the microscopic sub-system. (a): M = 16. (b): M = 1024. (c) M = 32768. (d): Deterministic limit system (6). All experiments used a time series of length N = 2 × 10^5. The error bars were estimated from K = 200 realizations differing in the initial conditions. We used A_0 = 3.847 and A_1 = 0.147.

Figure 8. Linear response of an observable Ψ(Q) = Q for the deterministic system (1)-(3) for γ = 1 with M = 16 estimated from a time series of length N = 2 × 10^4. The error bars were estimated from K = 200 realizations differing in the initial conditions. We used A_0 = 3.847 and A_1 = 0.147.

6. Discussion and outlook

We have shown that macroscopic observables in high-dimensional deterministic dynamical systems which consist of unresolved microscopic variables weakly coupled to macroscopic resolved variables may obey linear response theory even if each of the microscopic units individually violate LRT. We showed that in the case when the thermodynamic limit of an infinitely large microscopic sub-system leads to a stochastic limit equation for the macroscopic resolved variables, linear response theory can be justified for macroscopic observables.

ON THE VALIDITY OF LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY IN HIGH-DIMENSIONAL DETERMINISTIC DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS13

In case when the thermodynamic limit is deterministic we showed that for a finite microscopic sub-system, the limiting dynamics has a stochastic correction which again allows for linear response. We established that the existence of a stochastic limit system is not sufficient to assure LRT, and an additional assumption on the distribution of the parameters of the microscopic sub-system is needed in the case when the microscopic variables are not respecting linear response. In this case, we require the parameters of the microscopic sub-system to be heterogeneous with a smooth distribution of their parameters. The degree of the smoothness directly determines the polynomial order of the response. For example, if the parameters of the unresolved degrees of freedom q^{(j)} were chosen to be all equal and the initial conditions q^{(j)}_0 were chosen from the invariant measure, the macroscopic variable Q still obeyed a stochastic limit for γ =^1_2 , but LRT would clearly be violated upon a homogeneous perturbation of the microscopic sub-system. If the microscopic variables obey linear response, for example with uniformly expanding maps, this condition on the parameter distribution is not necessary.

We considered here the worst case scenario where the dynamics of both the macroscopic and the unresolved degrees of freedom on their own violate LRT. In the numerical simulations we studied the effect of perturbing the parameters of the unresolved microscopic variables. We remark that if perturbations of the macroscopic variable Q were considered with A = A_0 + εδA, LRT would be valid for γ =^1_2 since the limiting system is stochastic [34] (and also for γ = 1 when finite size effects are non-negligible). Rather than considering a macroscopic variable weakly coupled to a micrscopic sub-system consisting of non-conservative logistic maps, one may instead consider the case of a traditional heat bath consisting of an infinite collection of harmonic oscillators with randomly chosen initial conditions which are weakly coupled to a distinguished resolved degree of freedom. The limiting stochastic properties of the associated Z_n was established rigorously in [21, 56, 20, 55, 41, 26] using trigonometric approximation of Gaussian noise [36]. In this case, if weakly coupled to the macroscopic variable Q which evolves according to the logistic dynamics (1), we would obtain similar results as for the case considered here.

We have treated here the case of weakly coupled systems. It is well known that stochastic limit systems also occur in multi-scale dynamics where the central limit theorem is realized by summing up many fast chaotic degrees of freedom in one slow time unit [26, 18, 47, 27, 38, 16, 17]. We expect analogous results in this case. As in the case of weak coupling considered here, the heterogeneity in the parameter distribution of the fast system is essential.

Acknowledgements

GAG is partially supported by ARC, grant DP180101385. CW is supported by an Australian Government Research Training Program (RTP) Scholarship.

Appendix A. Model reduction for chaotic microscopic sub-systems

This appendix describes how to compute the statistics of the stochastic limiting system Eqn (5) for γ =^1_2 , which we recall here

Q_{n+1} = (A_0 + A_1ζ_n) Q_n(1 − Q_n), (8) for the deterministic limiting system Eqn (6) for γ = 1, which we recall here

Q_{n+1} = A Q_n(1 − Q_n) (9)

14ON THE VALIDITY OF LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY IN HIGH-DIMENSIONAL DETERMINISTIC DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS

with A = A_0 + ⟨E [ϕ]⟩A_1 , and for the stochastic finite-size system

Q_{n+1} = A Q_n(1 − Q_n)

(10)

with A = A_0 + Z_nA_1 where Z_n is given by Eqn (7), which is recalled here as Z_n = ⟨E [ϕ]⟩ + 1 √ M η + 1 √ M ζ_n. (11)

The random variable η accounts for the random variation in the selection of the parameters a^{(j)} and the random process ζ_n accounts for the dynamics of the microscopic variables. (However, as can be seen from Figure 6, setting η ≡ 0, i.e. replacing it with its expectation, gives a remarkably good approximation of the invariant measure, at least in the system we consider.)

In order to simulate these systems we need to estimate ⟨E [ϕ]⟩ and, for the stochastic systems, also R(m) = ⟨E [ϕ_0 ϕ_m]⟩ − (E [ϕ])^2 , m ∈ N. We describe first how we estimate these parameters from Monte Carlo simulations of the logistic map, and then describe how we sample the stochastic process ζ_n with the covariance parameters given by R(m).

A.1. Estimating parameters. We need to estimate the expectation values for K perturbation sizes ε_i with i = 1, · · · , K. Since we set here a^{(j)} = 1 for all microscopic variables, at each ε_i we write the averages over the microscopic dynamics as

(12) ⟨E^{εi} [ϕ]⟩ = ∫ R E^α [ϕ(·, α)] ν(α − ε_i)dα and (13) ⟨E [ϕ_0 ϕ_m]⟩_{εi} = ∫ R E^α [ϕ(x_0, α)ϕ(x_m, α)m] ν(α − ε_i)dα for i = 1, . . . , K and m = 1, . . . , ∞, where ν is the density function of the logistic map parameters and is chosen here as the raised cosine distribution

ν(a) = 1_{[3.8,3.9]} 1 0.1 ( 1 + cos ( a − 3.85 0.05 π )) . From now on it is understood that all observables, expectations and so on are for a fixed parameter α: we therefore drop the α and (j) superscripts for ease of exposition.

We use a trapezoidal rule to estimate the integrals in (12) and (13), using a grid of 30, 001 values of the logistic map parameters α evenly spaced on [3.7, 4.0] (to allow for the support of ν as well as the range of the perturbation). This is used for each ε_i.

The expectations (12) and (13) can be entirely determined by simulations of a standard logistic map without coupling to the expanding r-dynamics: Denote by φ_n = ϕ(x_n, a_0 + ε_i) such that x_{n+1} = (a_0 + ε_i)x_n(1 − x_n) with x_0 = q_0. The logistic dynamics of the q are augmented by r-dynamics so that at any time step the q will with equal probability either advance according to the logistic map or remain unchanged. The invariant measure of q is therefore identical to the one supported by a logistic map with the same parameter α; hence E[ϕ] = E [φ].

To estimate the averages of the auto-correlations (13) we define N(m) as the number of evolution steps of the q-dynamics up to physical time m which were done according to the logistic map (i.e. discarding all those instances when the r-dynamics forces q not to vary). Note that N(m) has a binomial distribution N(m) ∼ B(m,^1_2 ). Hence by definition we have

ϕ(q_m) = φ_{N(m)},

ON THE VALIDITY OF LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY IN HIGH-DIMENSIONAL DETERMINISTIC DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS15

and we can write E[ϕ_0 ϕ_m] = E[φ_0 φ_{N(m)}] = m∑ i=0 2^{−i} ( m i ) E [φ_0 φ_i].

For regular values of α, when the logistic map x_n with parameter α has a stable periodic orbit, calculating the stable periodic orbit allows for an accurate evaluation of the expectation. We use the database of periodic windows given in [23] to identify regular points and stable periodic orbits.

For chaotic values of α we estimate expectations and lag-correlations of the logistic map with parameter α via Monte-Carlo simulation of the logistic map x_n, using 10 separate initialisations with 399168 time steps each. This number of time steps was chosen as it has a large number of prime factors, and therefore will give more accurate estimates for short periodic windows outside the database, or for chaotic values where the acim has multiple connected components (i.e., f is not mixing but f^p is for some p > 1).

A.2. Sampling the stochastic process ζ_n. The limiting process ζ_n is a stationary Gaussian process given by lag-covariance function R(m). Assuming sufficiently fast decay of the lag-covariance function, we can write this process as a moving-average process of infinite order

ζ_n = ∞∑ m=0 β_mX_{n−m} with a deterministic sequence (β_m)_{m∈N} ∈ ℓ_2 and i.i.d. standard normal random variables X_n.

The moving average coefficients β_m and the covariance function R_m are related by R(m) = ∞∑ k=0 β_kβ_{m+k}. The coefficients can be extracted from the covariance function via the generating functions

B(z) := ∞∑ m=0 β_mz^m and R(z) := ∞∑ m=−∞ R(|m|)z^m, for which the relation R(z) = B(z)B(z^{−1}) holds. If we restrict to the complex unit circle, setting z = e^{iθ}, we find that R(e^{iθ}) = B(e^{iθ})B(e^{−iθ}) = |B(e^{iθ})|^2 since β_m ∈ R. Assuming that R(e^{iθ}) ≠ 0, we have that 1 2 log R(e^{iθ}) = ℜ log B(e^{iθ}),

and hence, we can write, using that the β_m are real,

log B(z) = ∞∑ m=0 b_mz^m

16ON THE VALIDITY OF LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY IN HIGH-DIMENSIONAL DETERMINISTIC DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS

with b_m ∈ R. The b_m may be calculated via Fourier cosine transform using that 1 2 log R(e^{iθ}) = ∞∑ m=0 b_m cos mθ. The b_m coefficients allow one to evaluate B(e^{iθ}), from which the moving average coefficients β_m are obtained via an additional Fourier transform.

Appendix B. Testing for linear response in finite time series

We summarize here briefly the quantitative goodness-of-fit test for the detectability of linear response introduced in [28]. The test quantifies the statistical significance of an observed linear response in time series of finite size.

Given a family of chaotic maps f_ε that may or may not obey linear response, we test for linear response at some reference state with parameter ε = ε_0. Hence we seek to examine the linear dependency of the response of a bounded and continuous observable

δΨ = E^ε [Ψ] − E^{ε0} [Ψ]

(14)

in terms of the perturbation size ε. To test for linearity we consider K > 2 different values of the perturbation parameter ε_1, . . . , ε_K , and sample N consecutive values from the perturbed maps yielding the time series x^i_n = f_{εi} (x^i_{n−1}) for each i = 1, . . . , K and n = 1, . . . , N. The initial conditions x^i_0 are distributed according to the physical measure associated with f_{εi} . The lengths of the time series N is chosen that for each i = 1, . . . , K the corresponding autocorrelation function has sufficiently decayed, i.e. we choose N_i ≫ τ_{Ψ,εi} , where τ_{Ψ,εi} is the 1/e-folding time of the autocorrelation function of Ψ under the dynamics f_{εi} . For simplicity, we choose N_i = N for all i in the following.

It is well known that for a large class of chaotic dynamical systems, the sample averages of the observations

Ψ̄_i = 1 N N∑ n=1 Ψ(x^i_n)

(15)

obey the central limit theorem and are distributed asymptotically as N ( ⟨Ψ⟩_{εi} , σ^2_i /N ) [46, 12] with

Ψ̄_i ≈ E^εi [Ψ] + σ^i√ N ξ_i , (16)

for i = 1, . . . , K and iid noise ξ_i ∼ N (0, I). The variances σ^2_i are given by the Green-Kubo formula as an infinite sum of lag-correlations of f_{εi} as

σ^2_i = C_0(Ψ, Ψ) + 2 ∞∑ j=1 C_j(Ψ, Ψ),

(17)

where the correlation function C_n between two observables Ψ and Ω is defined as

C_n(Ψ, Ω) = ⟨Ψ Ω ∘ f^n⟩_ε − ⟨Ψ⟩_ε ⟨Ω⟩_ε .

The variances can be efficiently estimated numerically as a Monte-Carlo estimate from (16) for large N. The results in this work were obtained with N = 40 × 10^6.

ON THE VALIDITY OF LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY IN HIGH-DIMENSIONAL DETERMINISTIC DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS17

In the case the dynamical system has linear response and provided the perturbations δε_i = ε_i − ε_0 are sufficiently small, the following statistical model holds for Ψ̄_i (with o(δε_i) error)

Ψ̄_i = α_0 + α_1 δε_i + σ^i√ N ξ_i , (18)

with α_0 = E^{ε0} [Ψ] and α_1 = E^{ε0} [Ψ]^′ for the unperturbed reference state with ε = ε_0. It is pertinent to mention that the ξ_i are independent since the samples from each perturbed system are generated independently.

The parameters α_0 and α_1 of the model (18) can be determined from time series by means of a weighted least squares fit and we obtain ( α̂_0 α̂_1 ) = (D^T D)^{−1}D^T Y

with the design matrix

D = 1/σ_1 δε_1/σ_1 . . . . 1/σ_K δε_K /σ_K , and the vector of scaled observations Y = Ψ̄_1/σ_1 . . Ψ̄_K /σ_K . Testing for validity of linear response then amounts to testing whether the actual observations could have been generated from the linear model (18) with normally distributed errors ξ_i ∼ N (0, I). To do so we choose a Pearson χ^2-test to test the goodness-of-fit with statistics

χ^2 = N K∑ i=1 ( Y_i − 1 σ_i (α̂_0 + α̂_1ε_i)

)_2

= N Y^T (I − H)Y, (19)

where the idempotent matrix

H = D(D^T D)^{−1}D^T

maps scaled observations Y to their linear fits, i.e. HY = D(α̂_0 α̂_1)^T [10]. If the response of the underlying dynamical system is linear, χ^2 has a χ^2-distribution with K − 2 degrees of freedom and expectation value E χ^2_{K−2} = K − 2. Hence a measure for the breakdown of linear response can be quantified as the difference between the χ^2 test statistic for the scaled observations Y_i = Ψ̄_i/σ_i and the expectation of the test statistic under the null hypothesis of linear response q = 1 N ( χ^2 − E χ^2_{K−2} ) . (20)

The central limit theorem (16) holds independent of the existence of linear response and can be used to obtain expressions for the mean and variance of the breakdown parameter.

18ON THE VALIDITY OF LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY IN HIGH-DIMENSIONAL DETERMINISTIC DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS

Defining W as the vector with components W_i = E^{εi} [Ψ]/σ_i, the mean is calculated as

E q = 1 N ( E χ^2 − E χ^2_{K−2} )

= E ( (W + 1 √ N ξ)^T (I − H)(W + 1 √ N ξ) − 1 N Eχ^2_{K−2} )

= ‖W − HW ‖^2, (21)

where we used that H is idempotent. Hence q is a random variable whose expected value measures the difference between the actual response E^{εi} [Ψ] and an assumed linear response α_0 + α_1ε_i as calculated via least square regression. The mean of the breakdown parameter E q is non-negative and is zero only for W = HW , i.e. if the observations stem from a dynamical system obeying linear response. The variance of the breakdown parameter q is calculated as Vq = E ( (W + 1 √ N ξ)^T (I − H)(W + 1 √ N ξ) − K − 2 N − E q )_2

= 1 N E ( ξ^T (I − H)(2W + 1 √ N ξ) − K − 2 √ N )_2 . Note that Vq → 0 for N → ∞, and hence q is a consistent estimator for the mismatch E q = ‖W − HW ‖^2. In numerical experiments it is practical to consider Monte-Carlo estimates of the mismatch over realizations q_j differing in their initial condition and set

q̂ = 1 K K∑ j=1 q_j .

(22)

To make statements about the statistical significance of whether an observed time series of length N is classified as obeying linear response or not, we introduce a p-value testing the null hypothesis of linear response. Let us consider the case when a dynamical system does not obey linear response, i.e. when Eq ≠ 0. Using Chebyshev’s inequality we have that for all b < NEq, P (Nq < b) ≤ P (|q − E q| > Eq − b/N) ≤ V(q) (E q − b/N)^2 . Since, as we have shown above, Vq → 0 as N → ∞, we conclude that Nq → ∞ in probability as N → ∞. Hence, if F is the cumulative distribution function of the χ^2_{K−2} distribution, the p-value obtained using the χ^2- test,

p = 1 − F (χ^2) = 1 − F (K − 2 + Nq),

(23)

converges quickly in probability to zero as N → ∞ [10]. This implies that the probability of falsely accepting the null hypothesis of linear response at any significance level can be made arbitrarily small for sufficiently large data length N.

For completeness (although not used in this work) we show that one can define a threshold value q_α for the observed random variable q̂ such that if q̂ > q_α the null hypothesis of linear

ON THE VALIDITY OF LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY IN HIGH-DIMENSIONAL DETERMINISTIC DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS19

Figure 9. Cubic response of an observable Ψ(Q) = Q for the deterministic system (1)–(3) for γ =^1_2 . (a): M = 16. (b): M = 1024. (c) M = 32768. (d): Stochastic limit system (5). All experiments used a time series of length N = 2×10^5. The error bars are estimated from K = 200 realizations differing in the initial conditions. We used A_0 = 3.91, A_1 = 0.05.

response is rejected with significance level α (i.e. with probability 1 − α); given a specified significance level α the threshold value can be defined as

q_α = 1 N ( F^{−1}(1 − α) − (K − 2) ) . (24)

It is clear from this that the detectability of breakdown of linear response crucially depends on the amount of available data. As N → ∞, a breakdown will always become detectable at any specified significance level α. Conversely, if the mismatch E q between the true response of the dynamical system and the linear response is too small and there is an insufficient amount of data available, the actual response will be swamped by the sampling noise, and one will not be able to detect the breakdown of linear response with a reasonable significance level.

It is possible to extend this test to probe higher order response. To test for ℓth order response we add terms ∑_ℓ j=2 α_j δε^j_i to our statistical model (18) and then employ higher-order regression (i.e. augmenting the design matrix D). In Figure 9 we show results for the same numerical simulations as in Figure 5, but now showing cubic response rather than linear response. We recall that we can expect cubic response due to the distribution density of the logistic map parameters of the microscopic sub-system being three times continuously differentiable. As for linear response, the null-hypothesis of cubic response can be rejected for small values of the system size M but cannot be rejected for sufficiently large values of M. For M = 16 the test yields a p-value of 2.1 × 10^{−5}. For M = 1024 the p-value is 0.19 consistent with cubic response.

For more details on the test the interested reader is referred to [28].

References

[1] R. V. Abramov and A. J. Majda, Blended response algorithms for linear fluctuation-dissipation for complex nonlinear dynamical systems, Nonlinearity, 20 (2007), p. 2793.

20ON THE VALIDITY OF LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY IN HIGH-DIMENSIONAL DETERMINISTIC DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS

[2] R. V. Abramov and A. J. Majda, New approximations and tests of linear fluctuation-response for chaotic nonlinear forced-dissipative dynamical systems, J. Nonlinear Sci., 18 (2008), pp. 303–341.

[3] , A new algorithm for low-frequency climate response, Journal of the Atmospheric Sciences, 66 (2009), pp. 286–309.

[4] V. Baladi, Linear response, or else, in ICM Seoul 2014, Proceedings, Volume III, Aug 2014, pp. 525–545.

[5] V. Baladi, M. Benedicks, and D. Schnellmann, Whitney-Hölder continuity of the SRB measure for transversal families of smooth unimodal maps, Invent. Math., 201 (2015), pp. 773–844.

[6] V. Baladi and D. Smania, Linear response formula for piecewise expanding unimodal maps, Nonlinearity, 21 (2008), pp. 677–711.

[7] V. Baladi and D. Smania, Alternative proofs of linear response for piecewise expanding unimodal maps, Ergodic Theory and Dynamical Systems, 30 (2010), pp. 1–20.

[8] R. Balescu, Equilibrium and Non-equilibrium Statistical Mechanics, John Wiley & Sons, New York, 1975.

[9] T. L. Bell, Climate Sensitivity from Fluctuation Dissipation: Some Simple Model Tests, Journal of the Atmospheric Sciences, 37 (1980), pp. 1700–1707.

[10] G. E. P. Box, J. S. Hunter, and W. G. Hunter, Statistics for experimenters : design, innovation, and discovery, Wiley series in probability and statistics, Wiley- Interscience, Hoboken, NJ, 2005.

[11] I. Cionni, G. Visconti, and F. Sassi, Fluctuation dissipation theorem in a general circulation model, Geophysical Research Letters, 31 (2004), p. L09206.

[12] P. Collet and J.-P. Eckmann, Concepts and results in chaotic dynamics: a short course, Springer Science & Business Media, Berlin, 2007.

[13] F. C. Cooper, J. G. Esler, and P. H. Haynes, Estimation of the local response to a forcing in a high dimensional system using the fluctuation-dissipation theorem, Nonlin. Processes Geophys., 20 (2013), pp. 239–248.

[14] F. C. Cooper and P. H. Haynes, Climate sensitivity via a nonparametric fluctuation-dissipation theorem, Journal of the Atmospheric Sciences, 68 (2011), pp. 937–953.

[15] A. De Lima and D. Smania, Central limit theorem for the modulus of continuity of averages of observables on transversal families of piecewise expanding unimodal maps, arXiv:1503.01423 [math.DS], (2015).

[16] J. De Simoi and C. Liverani, The martingale approach after Varadhan and Dolgopyat, in Hyperbolic dynamics, fluctuations and large deviations, vol. 89 of Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2015, pp. 311–339.

[17] , Statistical properties of mostly contracting fast-slow partially hyperbolic systems, Invent. Math., 206 (2016), pp. 147–227.

[18] D. Dolgopyat, On differentiability of SRB states for partially hyperbolic systems, Invent. Math., 155 (2004), pp. 389–449.

[19] V. P. Dymnikov and A. S. Gritsoun, Climate model attractors: chaos, quasiregularity and sensitivity to small perturbations of external forcing, Nonlinear Processes in Geophysics, 8 (2001), pp. 201–209.

[20] G. W. Ford and M. Kac, On the quantum Langevin equation, J. Statist. Phys., 46 (1987), pp. 803–810.

ON THE VALIDITY OF LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY IN HIGH-DIMENSIONAL DETERMINISTIC DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS21

[21] G. W. Ford, M. Kac, and P. Mazur, Statistical mechanics of assemblies of coupled oscillators, J. Mathematical Phys., 6 (1965), pp. 504–515.

[22] D. Fuchs, S. Sherwood, and D. Hernandez, An Exploration of Multivariate Fluctuation Dissipation Operators and Their Response to Sea Surface Temperature Perturbations, Journal of the Atmospheric Sciences, 72 (2014), pp. 472–486.

[23] Z. Galias, Systematic search for wide periodic windows and bounds for the set of regular parameters for the quadratic map, Chaos: An Interdisciplinary Journal of Nonlinear Science, 27 (2017), p. 053106.

[24] G. Gallavotti and E. Cohen, Dynamical ensembles in stationary states, Journal of Statistical Physics, 80 (1995), pp. 931–970.

[25] G. Gallavotti and E. G. D. Cohen, Dynamical ensembles in nonequilibrium statistical mechanics, Phys. Rev. Lett., 74 (1995), pp. 2694–2697.

[26] D. Givon, R. Kupferman, and A. Stuart, Extracting macroscopic dynamics:

Model problems and algorithms, Nonlinearity, 17 (2004), pp. R55–127. [27] G. A. Gottwald and I. Melbourne, Homogenization for deterministic maps and multiplicative noise, Proceedings of the Royal Society A: Mathematical, Physical and Engineering Science, 469 (2013).

[28] G. A. Gottwald, J. P. Wormell, and J. Wouters, On spurious detection of linear response and misuse of the fluctuation-dissipation theorem in finite time series, Phys. D, 331 (2016), pp. 89–101.

[29] A. Gritsun and G. Branstator, Climate response using a three-dimensional operator based on the fluctuation-dissipation theorem, Journal of the Atmospheric Sciences, 64 (2007), pp. 2558–2575.

[30] A. Gritsun, G. Branstator, and V. Dymnikov, Construction of the linear response operator of an atmospheric general circulation model to small external forcing, Russ. J. Numer. Anal. Math. Modelling, 17 (2002), pp. 399–416.

[31] A. Gritsun, G. Branstator, and A. Majda, Climate response of linear and quadratic functionals using the fluctuation-dissipation theorem, Journal of the Atmospheric Sciences, 65 (2008), pp. 2824–2829.

[32] A. Gritsun and V. Dymnikov, Barotropic atmosphere response to small external actions: Theory and numerical experiments, Izv. Akad. Nauk. Fiz. Atmos. Okeana. Biol., 35 (1999), pp. 565–581.

[33] A. S. Gritsun, Construction of response operators to small external forcings for atmospheric general circulation models with time periodic right-hand sides, Izvestiya, Atmospheric and Oceanic Physics, 46 (2010), pp. 748–756.

[34] M. Hairer and A. J. Majda, A simple framework to justify linear response theory, Nonlinearity, 23 (2010), p. 909.

[35] P. Hänggi, Stochastic processes 2: response theory and fluctuation theorems, Helvetica Physica Acta, 51 (1978), pp. 202–219.

[36] J.-P. Kahane, Some random series of functions, vol. 5 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, second ed., 1985.

[37] S. Karlin and H. M. Taylor, A first course in stochastic processes, Academic Press, New York-London, second ed., 1975.

[38] D. Kelly and I. Melbourne, Deterministic homogenization for fast-slow systems with chaotic noises, arXiv:1409.5748 [math.PR], (2014).

[39] D. B. Kirk-Davidoff, On the diagnosis of climate sensitivity using observations of fluctuations, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 9 (2009), pp. 813–822.

22ON THE VALIDITY OF LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY IN HIGH-DIMENSIONAL DETERMINISTIC DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS

[40] R. Kubo, The fluctuation-dissipation theorem, Reports on Progress in Physics, 29 (1966), p. 255.

[41] R. Kupferman, A. M. Stuart, J. R. Terry, and P. F. Tupper, Long-term behaviour of large mechanical systems with random initial data, Stoch. Dyn., 2 (2002), pp. 533–562.

[42] P. L. Langen and V. A. Alexeev, Estimating 2 × CO_2 warming in an aquaplanet GCM using the fluctuation-dissipation theorem, Geophysical Research Letters, 32 (2005). L23708.

[43] V. Lucarini and S. Sarno, A statistical mechanical approach for the computation of the climatic response to general forcings, Nonlinear Processes in Geophysics, 18 (2011), pp. 7–28.

[44] A. J. Majda, R. Abramov, and B. Gershgorin, High skill in low-frequency climate response through fluctuation dissipation theorems despite structural instability, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 107 (2010), pp. 581–586.

[45] U. M. B. Marconi, A. Puglisi, L. Rondoni, and A. Vulpiani, Fluctuation– dissipation: Response theory in statistical physics, Physics Reports, 461 (2008), pp. 111 – 195.

[46] I. Melbourne, Fast-slow skew product systems and convergence to stochastic differential equations. Lecture notes, available at

http://homepages.lboro.ac.uk/~mawb/Melbourne2_notes.pdf, March 2015.

[47] I. Melbourne and A. Stuart, A note on diffusion limits of chaotic skew-product flows, Nonlinearity, 24 (2011), pp. 1361–1367.

[48] G. R. North, R. E. Bell, and J. W. Hardin, Fluctuation dissipation in a general circulation model, Climate Dynamics, 8 (1993), pp. 259–264.

[49] F. Ragone, V. Lucarini, and F. Lunkeit, A new framework for climate sensitivity and prediction: a modelling perspective, Climate Dynamics, (2015), pp. 1–13.

[50] M. J. Ring and R. A. Plumb, The response of a simplified GCM to axisymmetric forcings: Applicability of the fluctuation–dissipation theorem, Journal of the Atmospheric Sciences, 65 (2008), pp. 3880–3898.

[51] D. Ruelle, Differentiation of SRB states, Communications in Mathematical Physics, 187 (1997), pp. 227–241.

[52] , General linear response formula in statistical mechanics, and the fluctuationdissipation theorem far from equilibrium, Phys. Lett. A, 245 (1998), pp. 220–224.

[53] , A review of linear response theory for general differentiable dynamical systems, Nonlinearity, 22 (2009), pp. 855–870.

[54] , Structure and f-dependence of the a.c.i.m. for a unimodal map f of Misiurewicz type, Communications in Mathematical Physics, 287 (2009), pp. 1039–1070.

[55] A. M. Stuart and J. O. Warren, Analysis and experiments for a computational model of a heat bath, Journal of Statistical Physics, 97 (1999), pp. 687–723.

[56] R. Zwanzig, Nonlinear generalized Langevin equations, J. Stat. Phys., 9 (1973), pp. 215–220.

[57] R. Zwanzig, Nonequilibrium Statistical Mechanics, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2001.