arXiv:2402.10375v1 [math.PR] 15 Feb 2024

Incompressible limit for weakly asymmetric simple exclusion processes coupled through collision

Patrick van Meurs^{1)}, Kenkichi Tsunoda^{2)} and Lu Xu^{3)}

Abstract

We establish the incompressible limit of weakly asymmetric simple exclusion processes coupled through particle collisions. The incompressible limit depends on various parameters in the particle system and is linked to fluid dynamics equations. Our main contributions to previous results are the extension of the parameter space and the focus on local particle jumps. Our proof uses the relative entropy method. The main novelties in the proof are a Boltzmann–Gibbs principle (a replacement lemma) and a spectral gap estimate.

Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 Setting and main result 4 2.1 Conserved quantities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 2.2 Invariant measures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 2.3 Informal derivation of the incompressible limit . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 2.4 Assumptions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8 2.5 Main result . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10 2.6 Discussion on the admissible sets V . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12

3 Proof of Theorem 2.7: the relative entropy method 13 3.1 Notation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 3.2 Preliminary computations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14 3.3 Entropy production . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16

1) Faculty of Mathematics and Physics, Kanazawa University, Kakuma, Kanazawa 920-1192, Japan. email: pjpvmeurs@staff.kanazawa-u.ac.jp 2) Faculty of Mathematics, Kyushu University, 744 Motooka, Nishi-ku, Fukuoka, 819-0395, Japan. e-mail: tsunoda@math.kyushu-u.ac.jp 3) Gran Sasso Science Institute, Viale Francesco Crispi 7, 67100 L’Aquila, AQ, Italy. e-mail: lu.xu@gssi.it Keywords: Interacting particle system, hydrodynamic limit, incompressible limit. Abbreviated title (running head): Incompressible limit of particle systems with collisions. 2020MSC: 60K35, 82C22.

3.4 Application of the Boltzmann-Gibbs principle . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18 3.5 Continuation of the entropy production computation . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20

4 Boltzmann-Gibbs principle 21

5 Proof of Proposition 2.6 on admissible velocity sets V 30 5.1 Proof of Proposition 2.6(i) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30 5.2 Proof of Proposition 2.6(ii) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31

A Properties of μ^N_λ 39

1 Introduction

A major open problem in nonequilibrium statistical mechanics is the derivation of the incompressible Navier–Stokes equation from microscopic Hamiltonian dynamics. The main difficulty is the poor knowledge of the ergodic properties of these dynamics. To side-step this difficulty, a common approach is to replace the deterministic Hamiltonian dynamics by stochastic lattice gases.

Esposito, Marra and Yau [6] used this approach to derive the incompressible Navier– Stokes equation as a limit of stochastic lattice gases. The state space of this lattice gas is the discrete torus T^d_N = {1, . . . , N}^d, where d ≥ 3 is the dimension and N^{−1} is the macroscopic distance between neighboring lattice sites. On T^d_N particles of several species evolve. Each species is labeled with a velocity v ∈ V for a finite velocity set V ⊂ R^d . The dynamics consists of two parts: asymmetric simple exclusions among particles of the same species, and binary collisions between particles of different species. The asymmetry is such that the particles of species v cause a macroscopic drift given by v, and the collisions are such that the momentum of the colliding particles is conserved. The incompressible limit is then proved when time and the velocity field are suitably rescaled. Namely, when the initial state is given by adding a small perturbation of size N^{−1} on the global equilibrium, the corresponding perturbation field satisfies the incompressible limit equation. For d = 3, a special choice of V and under assumptions on the perturbation field, this equation becomes the incompressible Navier–Stokes equation.

This result has set the stage for many further studies that deepen the connection between stochastic lattice gas models and fluid mechanics equations. Quastel and Yau [15] add to the results in [6] by building weak solutions to the incompressible Navier– Stokes equation and by providing convergence rates through establishing large deviation principles. Beltran and Landim [3] consider a slightly different model in which particles perform mesoscopic range jumps with weak asymmetry of size N^{−1+a} with parameter a ∈ (0, 1). The incompressible limit is proved under the diffusive time scale for all dimensions d ≥ 1. While this setting allows for a substantially simpler proof based on the relative entropy method, it requires in addition a spectral gap estimate for the full dynamics of the system, which is established only for the specific velocity set V = {±e_j ; j = 1, . . . , d}. A similar proof strategy has been exploited to derive both viscous and inviscid Burgers equation from equilibrium perturbations of microscopic conservation laws, see e.g. [5, 10,

16, 18, 19].

In the present paper, we aim to contribute to these works. Our setting is most closely related to that in [3]: we also consider jump probabilities in which the asymmetry is of size O(N^{−1+a}) for some a > 0 small enough. However, there are two main differences:

1. We consider a large class of sets V (see Proposition 2.6 and Theorem 2.7 below). In particular, we do not impose the common assumption in [3, 6, 15] that the velocity set V is closed under reflections and permutations.

2. We do not force mesoscopic jumps, and consider instead local jumps (see (2.2) below).

This is a more standard modeling choice; see e.g. [13].

We consider a large class of sets V to obtain a general form of the incompressible limit, which is a system of equations (see (2.15) below). With this large class we can obtain various couplings between these equations. We consider this as an important generalization of the simple choice V = {±e_j ; j = 1, . . . , d} for which most of the equations are decoupled.

Considering local jumps instead of mesoscopic jumps is more challenging. Indeed, in [3] the mesoscopic range of the jumps is used to establish the so-called one-block estimate (see the conditions in (2.13) of [3]). For local jumps this difficulty has recently been overcome in the case of the weakly asymmetric exclusion process in [10], which is a simplified version of our particle system with only one velocity and no collisions. In [10] the authors invoke a sharp moment estimate, whose origin is in [12], and obtain the incompressible limit. Unfortunately, this moment estimate can not be applied to our setting directly, due to the mixing caused by the collision dynamics.

The main result of this paper is the incompressible limit in Theorem 2.7. The proof follows Yau’s relative entropy method as in [3]. The main step is the construction of a Boltzmann-Gibbs principle (a replacement lemma). As mentioned above, we cannot follow the proof in [3] due to the local jumps. Instead, we follow the proof method developed in [4, 7], where a similar Boltzmann-Gibbs principle is proven for Glauber–Zero-Range and Glauber–Kawasaki processes. A key step in this proof is a spectral gap estimate on the generator of the particle system. To obtain it, we reduce the problem to the spectral gap of a system with pure collision dynamics and extend the proof method used in [3, Section 6] to a wider class of velocity sets V.

We believe that the incompressible limit in Theorem 2.7 holds for a larger class of velocity sets V, namely those for which the total mass and momentum are the only conserved quantities of the dynamics. This would include e.g. Model II in [6] for which the incompressible Navier–Stokes equation was obtained. However, the spectral gap estimate remains an open problem for general V, mainly due to the complicated structure of the collision set. Another open problem concerns the dynamics with boundary effects. For boundary-driven, multi-species weakly asymmetric exclusion with collisions, the hydrodynamic limit is proved in [2, 17], while the corresponding incompressible limit is yet unclear.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the setting, state our main results (i.e. Theorem 2.7 on the incompressible limit and Proposition 2.6 on the spectral gap estimate) and discuss our findings. The remaining sections contain the proofs of Theorem 2.7 and Proposition 2.6; in Section 3 we compute the entropy production, in Section 4 we state and prove the Boltzmann-Gibbs principle, in Section 5 we prove Proposition 2.6, and in Appendix A we perform relatively standard computations.

2 Setting and main result

As above, let T^d_N = {1, . . . , N}^d be the d-dimensional discrete torus of size N, where N, d ≥ 1 are integers. We denote sites on T^d_N by x, y, z ∈ T^d_N . We consider particles of various species indexed by velocities v from a fixed, finite velocity set V ⊂ R^d . We impose assumptions on V whenever required, and postpone the list of standing assumptions on V to Section 2.4. The particle configuration space is X_N := ({0, 1}^V )^{Td}N . For a configuration η ∈ X_N , we denote by η_x(v) ∈ {0, 1} the absence or presence of a particle at x of species v. We interpret η_x ∈ {0, 1}^V as the list of occupancies at site x for each particle species.

On X_N we consider the particle system generated by

(2.1) L_N = N^2(L^{ex}_N + L^c_N ),

in which the factor N^2 represents the diffusive rescaling in time. The generator L^{ex}_N describes a unit time nearest-neighbor exclusion process given by

(L^{ex}_N f)(η) = ∑ v∈V ∑ x,y∈T^d_N |x−y|=1 η_x(v) ( 1 − η_y(v) ) p_N (y − x, v) {f (η^{x,y,v}) − f (η)} .

Here, f : X_N → R is a test function and

η^{x,y,v}_z (w) = η_y(w) if w = v and z = x, η_x(w) if w = v and z = y, η_z(w) otherwise.

denotes the particle configuration obtained from η by swapping the occupancies of species v at sites x and y. The transition probabilities p_N (z, v) for |z| = 1 are given by

(2.2) p_N (z, v) := 1 + z · v N^{1−a} , where a ∈ (0, 1) is a given parameter. In our main Theorem 2.7 we will impose a further explicit upper bound on a. Note that under L^{ex}_N each particle species evolves independently. We focus on nearest-neighbor jumps for simplicity; in Remark 2.10 we mention the extension to local jumps.

The second generator in (2.1) describes particle collisions. It is the same as in the previous studies cited in Section 1. It is given by

(2.3) (L^c_N f)(η) = ∑ x∈T^d_N ∑ q∈Q p(x, q, η) {f (η^{x,q}) − f (η)} .

Here, f : X_N → R is again a test function and

Q := {q = (v, w, v^′, w^′) ∈ V^4 : v + w = v^′ + w^′} is the set of all possible momentum-conserving collisions between particles of different species, where v and w are the velocities of the colliding particles, and v^′ and w^′ the velocities of the particles after the collision. In (2.3), p is the indicator function on configurations η at which a collision q = (v, w, v^′, w^′) ∈ Q can happen at x, i.e.

p(x, q, η) := η_x(v)η_x(w)(1 − η_x(v^′))(1 − η_x(w^′)).

Finally, η^{x,q} denotes the configuration obtained from η after a collision q happened at x. For q = (v_0, v_1, v_2, v_3) ∈ Q it is given by η^{x,q}_y (w) := { η_y(v_{j+2}) if y = x and w = v_j for some 0 ≤ j ≤ 3, η_y(w) otherwise,

where the index of v_{j+2} should be understood modulo 4.

In what follows, we denote by {η^N (t)}_{t≥0} the process on X_N generated by L_N and by μ^N_t the law of η^N (t). We interpret μ^N := μ^N_0 as the initial distribution. Finally, we set P_μN (·) as the distribution of t → η^N (t) on the RCLL path space D([0, ∞), X_N ) conditioned on law η^N (0) = μ^N , and E_μN as the corresponding expectation.

2.1 Conserved quantities Given η ∈ X_N and a site x, the mass and k-th component of the momentum for the particles at x are respectively

I_0(η_x) := ∑ v∈V η_x(v), I_k(η_x) := e_k · ∑ v∈V vη_x(v) = ∑ v∈V v_kη_x(v). To unify notation, we set

I(η_x) := (I_0(η_x), . . . , I_d(η_x)) ∈ R^{d+1} .

We refer to I(η_x) as the local mass-momentum values of η at x. Moreover, given v ∈ V, we set v_0 := 1, v := (v_0, v_1, . . . , v_d) ∈ R^{d+1} .

Then

(2.4) I(η_x) = ∑ v∈V vη_x(v).

The d + 1 conserved quantities under L_N are the (total) mass-momentum values

(2.5) ∑ x∈T^d_N I(η_x) = ∑ v∈V v ∑ x∈T^d_N η_x(v).

Indeed, L^{ex}_N conserves the number of particles for each species v ∈ V, and L^c_N conserves I(η_x) for each site x. The latter can be rephrased as Lemma 2.1.

Lemma 2.1. If f(η) only depends on η through the mass and momentum at x, i.e. f(η) = ~f((I(η_x))_{x∈TdN} ), then Lc_N f = 0.

In general, the conserved quantities in (2.5) need not be unique. What we mean by uniqueness is that all micro-canonical ensembles of X_N are ergodic under L_N . These ensembles are given by { η ∈ X_N : 1 N^d ∑ x∈T^d_N I(η_x) = p } ,

where p ∈ R^{d+1} denotes attainable averaged mass-momentum values. In our main Theorem 2.7 we will restrict the choice of V such that all micro-canonical ensembles are ergodic.

2.2 Invariant measures

We introduce the invariant measures μ^N_λ of L_N , which are parametrized by the chemical potential λ = (λ_0, . . . , λ_d) ∈ R^{d+1} . They are given by

(2.6) μ^N_λ (η) = ∏ x∈T^d_N ∏ v∈V e^{λ·vηx(v)} e^{λ·v} + 1 ,

i.e. they are the product Bernoulli measure on {0, 1}^{TdN ×V} with parameter θ(λ · v), where

(2.7) θ : R → (0, 1), θ(α) := e^α e^α + 1 . Next we list several properties of μ^N_λ . Note that μ^N_λ (η) can alternatively be expressed as (2.8) μ^N_λ (η) = ∏ x∈T^d_N e^{λ·∑v∈V vηx(v)} ∏ v∈V (e^{λ·v} + 1) = 1 ∏ v∈V (e^{λ·v} + 1) ∏ x∈T^d_N e^{λ·I(ηx)}.

Then, by Lemma 2.1 we obtain L^c_N μ^N_λ = 0. The remaining properties that follow are proved in Appendix A. μ^N_λ is invariant both under L^{ex}_N and L^c_N , and therefore also under L_N . L^c_N is symmetric with respect to μ^N_λ . The symmetric and anti-symmetric part of L^{ex}_N with respect to μ^N_λ are respectively

(2.9) (L^{ex,s}_N f)(η) = ∑ v∈V ∑ x,y∈T^d_N |x−y|=1 η_x(v) ( 1 − η_y(v) ) {f (η^{x,y,v}) − f (η)} .

and (2.10) (L^{ex,a}_N f)(η) = 1 N^{1−a} ∑ v∈V ∑ x,y∈T^d_N |x−y|=1 ((y − x) · v)η_x(v) ( 1 − η_y(v) ) {f (η^{x,y,v}) − f (η)} .

For later use, we re-parametrize μ^N_λ in terms of the averaged mass-momentum values p. Given λ, these values are given by

(2.11) P : R^{d+1} → R^{d+1} , P(λ) := E_μN_λ [I(η_x)] = ∑ v∈V vθ(λ · v).

We note that for λ = 0 we have

(2.12) P(0) = 1 2 ∑ v∈V v =: p_∗.

To re-parametrize μ^N_λ , we need to invert P. With this aim, we set U ⊂ R^{d+1} as the range of P. For the moment, we assume that V is such that P is a diffeomorphism onto U (in our main Theorem 2.7 a much weaker and explicit assumption on V will be sufficient). We set Λ := P^{−1} : U → R^{d+1} , and re-parametrize the invariant measures as

ν^N_p := μ^N_{Λ(p)}.

2.3 Informal derivation of the incompressible limit

From the hydrodynamic limits obtained in [2, 17] we expect the hydrodynamic limit of our process η^N (t) to be

(2.13) ∂_tp + 2N^a ∑ v∈V ( v · ∇ [ χ ( θ(v · Λ(p)) )]) v = Δp + O(N^{−1+a}),

where χ(ϑ) := ϑ(1 − ϑ) is the compressibility and p_k(t, ·) ∈ C^2(T^2) is the supposed deterministic limit of 1 N^d ∑ x∈T^d_N I_k(η^N_x (t))δ_{x/N} for k = 0, . . . , d,

which is the random empirical measure on T^d of the k-th conserved quantity of the process η^N (t) at time t.

As is clear from the prefactor N^a in (2.13), the hydrodynamic scaling only fits for the usual weakly asymmetric interactions (i.e. a = 0) whereas we have a ∈ (0, 1) in (2.2). Hence, we apply the incompressible scaling as in [3, 6, 15]. In preparation for this we expand p around p_∗ (recall (2.12)) as

(2.14) φ := N^a(p − p_∗), p = p_∗ + φ N^a . Substituting this expression in (2.13) and neglecting terms of size O(N^{−a}), we obtain from a computation the desired equation of φ; see (2.15) below. We omit this computation here. Instead, the proof of our main Theorem 2.7 demonstrates that (2.15) is indeed the incompressible limit. It is given by

(2.15) ∂_tφ = ∑ v∈V (v · A_V φ)(v · A_V ∇φv)v + Δφ,

where

(2.16) A_V := 2 [ ∑ v∈V v ⊗ v ]_{−1} ∈ R^{(d+1)×(d+1)} is a symmetric matrix and ∇φ is the Jacobian, whose entries are given by [∇φ]_{kl} = ∂_lφ_k with 0 ≤ k ≤ d and 1 ≤ l ≤ d. The invertibility of (2.16) follows from the invertibility of P. In components, (2.15) reads

∂_tφ_k = d∑ i,j=0 d∑ l=1 C_{kijl}φ_i∂_lφ_j + Δφ_k (0 ≤ k ≤ d) with constants C_{kijl} = C_{kijl}(V) := ∑ v∈V v_k(A_V v)_i(A_V v)_j v_l.

2.4 Assumptions

Here we state the precise list of assumptions that we need for our main Theorem 2.7. First, for the incompressible limit (2.15) to be well defined, we need the following on V:

Assumption 2.2. Recall that v = (1, v) for v ∈ V. The matrix ∑ v∈V v ⊗ v is invertible.

Second, we comment below in Remark 2.3 on the existence of a solution φ of (2.15); Theorem 2.7 only applies on a time interval where such a solution exists. Remark 2.3. For T > 0 small enough, the existence and uniqueness of a classical solution of (2.15) for any sufficiently smooth initial condition follows from parabolic regularity theory; see e.g. [1], which is based on the theory of DaPrato and Grisvard of 1979. For general T > 0 we are not aware of existence results in the literature. □

Third, we need to compare a solution φ of (2.15) to the distribution μ^N_t ∈ P(X_N ) of the process η^N (t). We do this by constructing a measure ν^N_t ∈ P(X_N ) from φ. For this construction, we first take the field p corresponding to φ from (2.14). To obtain the corresponding field λ, we rely on the following proposition.

Proposition 2.4. Let V be as in Assumption 2.2. Then, P is invertible in a neighborhood of p_∗ = P(0) and the corresponding inverse map Λ is smooth. Moreover, for a classical solution φ of (2.15) on [0, T ] and for N large enough, the function λ(t, x) := Λ ( p_∗ + N^{−a}φ ( t, x N ))

is well-defined for all t ∈ [0, T ] and all x ∈ T^d_N .

Proof. It is obvious from (2.11) that P is smooth. A computation (see Section 3.2) shows that ∇P(0) =^1_4 ∑ v∈V v ⊗ v, which by Assumption 2.2 is invertible. Then, by the Implicit Function Theorem P is invertible in a neighborhood of P(0) = p_∗ on which Λ = P^{−1} is smooth. Since ‖φ‖_∞ < ∞, the last statement of Proposition 2.4 follows.

With the function λ constructed from a solution φ in Proposition 2.4, we set (in accordance to (2.6))

(2.17) ν^N_t := μ^N_{λ(t,·)} := ∏ x∈T^d_N ∏ v∈V e^{λ(t,x)·vηx(v)} e^{λ(t,x)·v} + 1 as the product measure associated to λ(t, ·).

Fourth, we need that V is such that the total mass-momentum values in (2.5) are the only conserved quantities. In fact, our proof of Theorem 2.7 requires a stronger, technical assumption, namely that a certain localized version of L_N satisfies a sufficient spectral gap estimate. To state this estimate, we introduce some notation. Let M ≥ 1 be an integer and Λ_M := { x ∈ Z^d; |x_i| ≤ M, ∀ i = 1, . . . , d } be a box in Z^d. Observe that |Λ_M | = (2M + 1)^d and that Λ_M can be embedded into T^d_N if N ≥ 2M + 1. For x ∈ T^d_N and η ∈ X_N , let

I^M_x (η) := 1 |Λ_M | ∑ z∈x+Λ_M I(η_z)

be the average over the shifted box x + Λ_M of the local mass-momentum values. Denote by D_M the set of all possible values of I^M_0 when η runs over {0, 1}^{ΛM ×V} . Define the micro-canonical surface

(2.18) Y_M (i) := { η ∈ {0, 1}^{ΛM ×V} | I^M_0 (η) = i } , ∀ i ∈ D_M . Let ν_{M,i} be the micro-canonical Gibbs measure on Y_M (i) given by

(2.19) ν_{M,i}(η) := ν^N_p ( η | Y_M (i) ) = | |Y_M (i) | |^{−1}, ∀ η ∈ Y_M (i). The second equality follows from the fact that the invariant measure ν^N_p is invariant under both particle jumps and collisions. Thus, ν_{M,i} is the uniform measure on Y_M (i). In particular, it is independent of p.

Recall the generators defined in (2.9) and (2.3). Their restrictions to Λ_M without specific boundary condition are respectively given by

(2.20) L^{ex,s}_M f(η) = ∑ v∈V ∑ x,y∈Λ_M |x−y|=1 η_x(v) ( 1 − η_y(v) )[ f(η^{x,y,v}) − f(η) ] ,

L^c_M f(η) = ∑ q∈Q ∑ x∈Λ_M p(x, q, η) [ f(η^{x,q}) − f(η) ] . Note that both are independent of N.

Assumption 2.5 (Spectral gap). There exist constants κ and C, both depending only on d and V, such that for all M ≥ 1, i ∈ D_M and f : Y_M (i) → R, E_{νM,i} [( f − E_{νM,i} [f] )_2] ≤ CM^κ ⟨ f, −(L^{ex,s}_M + L^c_M )f ⟩ ν_{M,i} . Since Assumptions 2.2 and 2.5 on V are implicit, we provide in Proposition 2.6 a class of V for which both assumptions hold.

Proposition 2.6 (Possible class of V). Let n ≥ 1, v_∗, v_1, v_2, . . . , v_n ∈ R^d and (2.21) V = {v_∗ ± v_ℓ; ℓ = 1, . . . , n}. Then the following two statements hold:

(i) if {v_1, . . . , v_n} spans R^d , then V satisfies Assumption 2.2;

(ii) if the only integer-valued solution to

α_1v_1 + · · · + α_nv_n = 0

is α_1 = · · · = α_n = 0, then V satisfies Assumption 2.5 with

κ = (2n + 1)d + 2.

We prove Proposition 2.6 in Section 5. Here, we give several comments to parse it. First, v_∗ is the common drift direction. Second, the ‘discrete independence’ condition in (ii) implies in particular that only particles with opposite velocity can collide, i.e. Q = {(v, −v, w, −w) : v, w ∈ V}. Third, the conditions in (i) (when n ≥ d) and (ii) only exclude special cases; indeed, if v_1, . . . , v_n are chosen independently from an absolutely continuous distribution, then both conditions hold almost surely. Fourth, we do not expect the value of κ to be optimal.

2.5 Main result

To state our main Theorem 2.7, we recall that d ≥ 1, that μ^N_t is the law of the process η^N (t) generated by L_N (see (2.1)) with given initial distribution μ^N , and that for a solution φ of (2.15) we set for N large enough p = p_∗ + N^{−a}φ as the corresponding field of the conserved quantities and ν^N_t as the measures associated to λ(t, ·) = Λ(p(t, ·)) (see (2.17) and Proposition 2.4). In addition, we introduce the relative entropy for measures μ and ν on X_N with ν having full support as H(μ|ν) := ∑ η∈X_N μ(η) log μ(η) ν(η) . Finally, we introduce C^{k,ℓ}([0, T ] × T^d; R^{d+1} ) as the space of functions that are k times continuously differentiable in time and ℓ times continuously differentiable in space.

Theorem 2.7 (Main). Let V be such that Assumptions 2.2 and 2.5 hold for some constant κ > 0 and let 0 < a < d κ + 2d . Let φ ∈ C^{1,3}([0, T ]×T^d; R^{d+1} ) be a classical solution of (2.15) for some T > 0 (see Remark 2.3 above) and let ν^N_t be the corresponding measure mentioned above for all t ∈ [0, T ] and all N large enough. Let μ^N be an initial distribution and let μ^N_t be the law of the process η^N (t) generated from it by L_N . If H(μ^N |ν^N_0 ) = o(N^{d−2a}), then H(μ^N_t |ν^N_t ) = o(N^{d−2a}) for all t ∈ [0, T ].

While the relative entropy of probability measures on X_N is usually of size O(N^d), Theorem 2.7 deals with measures constructed from fields p which are small perturbations of p_∗. To distinguish different perturbations, the relative entropy needs to be small enough. The proof of the following Corollary demonstrates that a relative entropy of size O(N^{d−2a}) is critical for this.

Corollary 2.8. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.7, for any t ∈ [0, T ] and any F : T^d → R^{d+1} continuous, lim N→∞ N^{a−d} ∑ x∈T^d_N F ( x N ) · [I(η_x) − p_∗] = ∫ T^d F(u) · φ(t, u) du

in L^1(μ^N_t ).

Proof. Since lim N→∞ N^{−d} ∑ x∈T^d_N F ( x N ) · φ ( t, x N ) du = ∫ T^d F(u) · φ(t, u) du,

it is enough to show that f_N (η) := N^{a−d} ∑ x∈T^d_N F ( x N ) · [ I(η_x) − p_∗ − 1 N^a φ ( t, x N )] =: N^{a−d} ∑ x∈T^d_N F ( x N ) · J^N_x (η_x)

vanishes in L^1(μ^N_t ) as N → ∞.

Fix γ > 0. By the entropy inequality, we get E_μN_t [|f_N (η)|] ≤ H(μ^N_t |ν^N_t ) γN^{d−2a} + 1 γN^{d−2a} log E_νN_t [ exp(γN^{d−2a}|f_N (η)|) ] . Using e^{|x|} ≤ e^x + e^{−x}, we can get rid of the absolute value in the right-hand side. Since {F(x/N) · J^N_x (η_x)}_x are independent under ν^N_t , we have 1 γN^{d−2a} log E_νN_t [ exp(γN^{d−2a}|f_N (η)|) ]

= 1 γN^{d−2a} ∑ x∈T^d_N log E_νN_t [ exp ( γ N^a F ( x N ) · J^N_x (η_x) )] .

Note from (recall (2.11) and (2.17)) E_νN_t [I(η_x)] = p_∗ + N^{−a}φ(t, x/N) that E_νN_t [F(x/N) · J^N_x (η_x)] = 0 and that | F(x/N) · J^N_x (η_x) | ≤ C for some constant C > 0 which depends on F. Using the inequalities e^x ≤ 1 + x +^1_2 x^2e^{|x|} and log(1 + y) ≤ y, the previous expression is bounded from above by 1 γN^{d−2a} ∑ x∈T^d_N E_νN_t [ γ^2 2N^{2a} ( F ( x N ) · J^N_x (η_x)

)_2 exp ( γ N^a | |F( x N ) · J^N_x (η_x) | |) ]

≤ γ 2 C^2 exp ( γ N^a C ) . Collecting the estimates above, we have E_μN_t [|f_N (η)|] ≤ H(μ^N_t |ν^N_t ) γN^{d−2a} + γC^2 exp ( γ N^a C ) . Letting first N → ∞ and then γ → 0 we obtain Corollary 2.8.

Remark 2.9. If (2.15) attains a classical solution φ, then it is the unique solution among all classical solutions with the same initial condition. Indeed, this is a standard corollary of the relative entropy method, as remarked in e.g. [13, p.115]. □ Remark 2.10. Proposition 2.6 and Theorem 2.7 hold for more general local jumps than the nearest-neighbor jumps given by p_N in (2.2). Such jumps are considered e.g. in [2, 17]. The setting for more general jumps is given by

(L^{ex}_N f)(η) = ∑ v∈V ∑ x,y∈T^d_N η_x(v) ( 1 − η_y(v) ) p_N (y − x, v) {f (η^{x,y,v}) − f (η)} ,

where now p_N (z, v) is an irreducible probability transition function in z of finite range. It decomposes as p_N (z, v) = p^s(z) + 1 N^{1−a} p^a(z, v), where p^s(−z) = p^s(z) is symmetric and p^a(−z, v) = −p^a(z, v) is anti-symmetric with ∑ z∈Z^d zp^a(z, v) = v.

□ 2.6 Discussion on the admissible sets V

In this section we review the various conditions imposed on the velocity set V in the previously mentioned [2, 3, 6, 15, 17], and compare them to our Assumptions 2.2 and 2.5.

In the seminal work [6], two key assumptions are made on V:

(a) the dynamics is ergodic among the micro-canonical ensembles with fixed total mass and momentum;

(b) V is invariant under reflections R_i and permutations P_{ij} for all 1 ≤ i ≠ j ≤ d, where for v = (v_1, . . . , v_d) ∈ V,

R_iv := v − 2v_ie_i, P_{ij} v := v − (v_i − v_j)(e_i − e_j).

In addition, all v ∈ V are required to be of equal length. The ergodicity in (a) is necessary for the macroscopic mass-momentum vector to evolve with a closed system of equations. The coefficients in these equations can be computed explicitly due to the symmetries in V imposed in (b).

To demonstrate the existence of non-trivial sets V which satisfy these assumptions, [6] provides two explicit examples:

• Model I: d ≥ 1, V = {±e_i; i = 1, . . . , d}, and

• Model II: d = 3, V generated by (1, 1, ϖ) under all R_i and P_{ij} , where ϖ is the positive root of ϖ^4 − 6ϖ^2 − 1 = 0.

In particular, the incompressible Navier–Stokes equation is recovered by Model II.

Conditions (a) and (b) have become the standard setting for hydrodynamic and incompressible limits for this model. Indeed, [2, 15, 17] impose the same assumptions. In [3], condition (a) is replaced by a quantitative ergodicity, namely a spectral gap estimate. However, it is verified only for Model I.

In the present paper, the incompressible limit is proved under Assumptions 2.2 and 2.5. One of our main contributions is that (b) is not required. In addition, we extend the spectral gap estimate to a significantly wider class of V which does not necessarily fulfill any invariance in (b) (recall Proposition 2.6). Hence, our incompressible limit also holds for velocity sets with strong asymmetry. However, the technique we used to proof the spectral gap estimate relies on the following property: V can be decomposed as a union of disjoint pairs (v, v^′) such that collisions can only happen between particles with velocities that belong to the same pair. Hence, our result does not cover sets V with more complicated collision sets, such as the one in Model II. Nevertheless, we believe that also for such sets V a certain polynomial spectral gap estimate holds.

3 Proof of Theorem 2.7: the relative entropy method

In this section, we prove Theorem 2.7 by applying Yau’s relative entropy method. In Section 3.1 we introduce convenient notation. In Section 3.2 we perform preliminary computations. Sections 3.3 and 3.5 contain the main computations of the entropy production. Section 3.4 contains the crucial step; the application of Theorem 4.1 (a Boltzmann-Gibbs principle). We state and prove Theorem 4.1 in Section 4 below.

3.1 Notation

We always assume that N is large enough with respect to the solution φ from Theorem 2.7 and such that N^{2a−d}H(μ^N |ν^N_0 ) > 0 is as small as desired.

To avoid clutter in the computations that follow, we introduce short-hand notation. First, sums over x, y, z will always be understood as summing over T^d_N , unless mentioned otherwise. Likewise, sums over v, w always run over V and sums over η run over X_N . Second, we abbreviate several objects as in Table 1. All this notation is defined from φ, p_∗, a (recall Theorem 2.7 and the paragraph above it) and the functions Λ, θ, χ, I (recall respectively Proposition 2.4, (2.7), (2.13), (2.4)). Two useful relations between the symbols in Table 1 are p_x = P(λ_x) = ∑ v vθ_x, Ī_x = ∑ v vη̄_x. We stress that η_x is short-hand notation for η_x(v) ∈ {0, 1}, which differs from the meaning of η_x in Section 2.

symbol definition depends on t x N v η φ(t, ·) Thm. 2.7 ◯ × × × × φ_x φ(t,^x_N ) ◯ ◯ ◯ × × p_x p_∗ + N^{−a}φ_x ◯ ◯ ◯ × × λ_x Λ(p_x) ◯ ◯ ◯ × × θ_x θ(λ_x · v) ◯ ◯ ◯ ◯ × χ_x χ(θ_x) ◯ ◯ ◯ ◯ × η_x η_x(v) ? ◯ ◯ ◯ ◯ η̄_x η_x − θ_x ◯ ◯ ◯ ◯ ◯ I_x I(η_x) ? ◯ ◯ × ◯ Ī_x I_x − p_x ◯ ◯ ◯ × ◯

Table 1: Short-hand notation used in Section 3. In chronological order the symbols are defined in terms of the objects φ, p_∗, a, Λ, θ, χ, I introduced in Section 2. η ∈ X_N is treated as a sample; dependence on η indicates that the symbol is a random variable. The dependence of η on t depends on how η is distributed (e.g. by μ^N_λ , ν^N_t or μ^N_t ).

3.2 Preliminary computations

Consider the setting as in Proposition 2.4, where we recall

Λ = P^{−1}, P(λ) = ∑ v vθ(λ · v), p_∗ = P(0), θ(λ · v) = e^{λ·v} 1 + e^{λ·v} . Lemma 3.1. The following hold:

Λ(p_∗) = 0,

(3.1)

∇Λ(p_∗) = 4 [ ∑ v v ⊗ v ]_{−1} = 2A_V ,

(3.2)

∇^2Λ(p_∗) = O ∈ R^{(d+1)3} .

(3.3)

Proof. (3.1) follows directly from (2.12). (3.2) and (3.3) require some computations. First,

θ^′(α) = e^α (1 + e^α)^2 = θ(α)(1 − θ(α)) = χ(θ(α)), (3.4)

θ^{′′}(α) = (χ ∘ θ)^′(α) = (1 − 2θ(α))θ^′(α).

In particular, we obtain

(3.5) θ(0) = 1 2 , θ^′(0) = 1 4 , θ^{′′}(0) = 0.

Second, we compute

∇P(λ) = ∑ v v ⊗ v e^{λ·v} (1 + e^{λ·v})^2 ,

∂_k∇P(λ) = ∑ v v ⊗ vv_ke^{λ·v} 1 − e^{2λ·v} (1 + e^{λ·v})^4 . In particular, we obtain P(0) = 1 2 ∑ v v = p_∗,

∇P(0) = 1 4 ∑ v v ⊗ v, ∂_k∇P(0) = O ∈ R^{(d+1)×(d+1)} for all k = 0, . . . , d.

Next we prove (3.2) and (3.3). By using basic calculus we obtain (3.6) I = ∇(Λ ∘ Λ^{−1})(λ) = ∇(Λ ∘ P)(λ) = (∇Λ(P(λ)))^T ∇P(λ), where I is the identity matrix and |λ| is small enough such that P(λ) is in the domain of Λ. Substituting λ = 0, we obtain (3.2) from ∇Λ(p_∗) = ∇Λ(P(0)) = [∇P(0)]^{−T} .

To prove (3.3), take any k. Taking ∂_k in (3.6) yields O = d∑ l=0 ∂_kP_l(λ) ( (∂_l∇Λ)(P(λ)) )_T ∇P(λ) + (∇Λ(P(λ)))^T ∂_k∇P(λ)

for |λ| small enough. Substituting λ = 0 and using ∂_k∇P(0) = O and that ∇P(0) is an invertible matrix, we obtain O = d∑ l=0 ∂_kP_l(0)(∂_l∇Λ)(p_∗).

(3.7)

Since ∇P(0) is invertible, its column vectors u_k := ∂_kP(0) form a basis of R^{d+1} . Then, interpreting ∇^2Λ(p_∗) as a linear map from R^{d+1} to R^{(d+1)×(d+1)} , it follows from (3.7) that the kernel of ∇^2Λ(p_∗) is the full space R^{d+1} . (3.3) follows.

Next, we prepare several expansions. Let t, x, v be given. Here and henceforth, the O(N^α)-terms will always be uniform in t, x. First, we use Lemma 3.1 to expand λ_x = Λ(p_∗ + N^{−a}φ_x) = 2N^{−a}A_V φ_x + O(N^{−3a}),

(3.8) ∇Λ(p_x) = ∇Λ(p_∗ + N^{−a}φ_x) = 2A_V + O(N^{−2a}).

(3.9) Second, we write θ_y = θ(Λ(p_y) · v) =: g(p_y ) and expand g around p_x. Noting that g(p_x) = θ_x and ∇g(p_x) = θ^′(λ_x · v)(∇Λ(p_x))^T v = χ_x(∇Λ(p_x))^T v, we obtain (using (3.9) and a <^1_2 ) θ_y − θ_x = χ_xv · ∇Λ(p_x)(p_y − p_x) + O(|p_y − p_x|^2)

= N^{−a}χ_xv · ∇Λ(p_x)(φ_y − φ_x) + O(N^{−2a}|φ_y − φ_x|^2)

(3.10) = 2N^{−1−a}χ_xv · A_V ∇φ_x(y − x) + O(N^{−1−3a})

(3.11) = O(N^{−1−a}). (3.12)

Third, recalling (3.5) and using (3.8) we obtain

θ_x = θ(λ_x · v) = θ(0) + θ^′(0)λ_x · v + 1 2 θ^{′′}(0)(λ_x · v)^2 + O(N^{−3a}) = 1 2 + N^{−a} 2 v · A_V φ_x + O(N^{−3a}),

and thus

1 − 2θ_x = −N^{−a}v · A_V φ_x + O(N^{−3a}),

(3.13)

χ_x = θ_x(1 − θ_x) = 1 4 + O(N^{−2a}). (3.14)

3.3 Entropy production

To estimate the entropy production, we apply Yau’s entropy inequality:

(3.15) d dt H(μ^N_t |ν^N_t ) ≤ ∫ L_N f^N_t dν^N_t − ∫ ∂_t log ν^N_t dμ^N_t , f^N_t := dμ^N_t dν^N_t . This inequality is classical; see e.g. [13, p. 120 and p. 342]. We compute and estimate both terms in the right-hand side of (3.15) separately. The goal is to obtain

(3.16) ∫_T 0 d dt H(μ^N_t |ν^N_t ) dt ≤ N^{−a} ∫_T 0 ∑ x E_μN_t [¯ I_x ] · A_V K[φ] ( t, x N ) dt + C ∫_T 0 H(μ^N_t |ν^N_t ) dt + O(N^{d−2a−ε0} ), where ε_0 > 0 is a constant and K[φ](t,^x_N ) = 0 ∈ R^{d+1} is short-hand notation for the incompressible limit (2.15). Theorem 2.7 follows from (3.16) by a standard application of Gronwall’s Lemma.

We start with the ∂_t-term in (3.15). Since ν^N_t = μ^N_{λ(t,·)} is the Bernoulli product measure on {0, 1}^{Td}N^{×V} with varying parameter θ_x, a simple computation (see e.g. [9, Lemma 4.6]) shows that

∂_t log ν^N_t (η) = ∑ xv ∂_tθ_x η̄_x χ_x . Computing the time derivative, we get (recall (3.4))

∂_tθ_x = θ^′(λ_x · v)v · ∂_tλ_x = N^{−a}χ_xv · ∇Λ(p_x)∂_tφ_x.

Hence, using (3.9) ∫ ∂_t log ν^N_t dμ^N_t = N^{−a} ∑ x E_μN_t [ ∑ v η̄_xv ] · ∇Λ(p_x)∂_tφ_x

= 2N^{−a} ∑ x E_μN_t [¯ I_x ] · A_V ∂_tφ_x + O(N^{d−3a}), which, apart from the error term, is part of the integrand of the first term on the right-hand side of (3.16).

Next we treat the L_N part in (3.15). Similar to (2.8) it follows that ν^N_t is a function of (I(η_x))_x. Then, it follows from Lemma 2.1 that L^c_N ν^N_t = 0. Hence,

(3.17) ∫ L_N f^N_t dν^N_t = N^2 ∑ ηxyv η_x(1 − η_y)p_N (y − x) [ f^N_t (η^{x,y,v}) − f^N_t (η) ] ν^N_t (η).

Unlike the ∂_t-term, we cannot rewrite this directly into the desired form (3.16). Instead, our strategy is first to write it in the form

(3.18) ∑ v E_μN_t [ ∑ x η_xa^N_{t,x,v} ] + ∑ v,|z|=1 E_μN_t [ ∑ x η_xη_{x+z}a^N_{t,x,z,v} ]

for deterministic coefficients a^N_{t,x,v}, a^N_{t,x,z,v} ∈ R which are uniformly bounded, and then apply the Boltzmann–Gibbs principle in Theorem 4.1 to replace η_x and η_xη_{x+z} by terms which only depend on η through Ī_x. This replacement will produce the error term given by the latter two terms in the desired estimate (3.16).

With this plan in mind, we first rewrite (3.17) such that all appearances of f^N_t and ν^N_t can be replaced by μ^N_t = f^N_t ν^N_t . Regarding the part of the summand involving f^N_t (η^{x,y,v}), we change variables ζ = η^{x,y,v} and swap x and y. This yields ∫ L_N f^N_t dν^N_t = N^2 ∑ ηxyv η_x(1 − η_y) [ p_N (x − y)ν^N_t (η^{x,y,v}) − p_N (y − x)ν^N_t (η) ] f^N_t (η).

Using that η_x(1 − η_y) vanishes unless η_x = 1 and η_y = 0, and that ν^N_t is the Bernoulli product measure on {0, 1}^{Tdn×V} with varying parameter θ_x, we rewrite

η_x(1 − η_y)ν^N_t (η^{x,y,v}) = η_x(1 − η_y) θ_y(1 − θ_x) θ_x(1 − θ_y) ν^N_t (η). Then, substituting p_N (x − y) = 1 + N^{a−1}v · (x − y) we get ∫ L_N f^N_t dν^N_t = N^2 ∑ ηxyv η_x(1 − η_y) θ_x(1 − θ_y) ( θ_y − θ_x + N^{a−1}(v · (x − y))(θ_x + θ_y − 2θ_xθ_y) ) =:b_{x,y} ν^N_t (η)f^N_t (η)

μ^N_t (η) = ∑ v E_μN_t [ ∑ x η_x ( N^2 ∑ y b_{x,y} θ_x(1 − θ_y) )] − ∑ v E_μN_t [ ∑ xy N^2 η_xη_y θ_x(1 − θ_y) b_{x,y} ] . (3.19)

While both terms are already in the desired form (3.18), it turns out convenient to rewrite the latter. We exploit the symmetry in ∑ xy to remove summands that are anti-symmetric in x, y. The product η_xη_y is symmetric and b_{x,y} is anti-symmetric. We split the remaining part into its symmetric and anti-symmetric parts as 1 θ_x(1 − θ_y) = θ_y(1 − θ_x) χ_xχ_y = θ_y + θ_x − 2θ_yθ_x 2χ_xχ_y + θ_y − θ_x 2χ_xχ_y . Hence, ∑ xy η_xη_y θ_x(1 − θ_y) b_{x,y} = ∑ xy η_xη_y (θ_y − θ_x)b_{x,y} 2χ_xχ_y and thus

(3.20) ∫ L_N f^N_t dν^N_t = ∑ v E_μN_t [ ∑ x η_xa_x ] + ∑ v,|z|=1 E_μN_t [ ∑ x η_xη_{x+z}a_{x,z} ] , where

(3.21) a_x := N^2 ∑ y b_{x,y} θ_x(1 − θ_y) , a_{x,z} := N^2(θ_x − θ_{x+z})b_{x,x+z} 2χ_xχ_{x+z} .

3.4 Application of the Boltzmann-Gibbs principle

Integrating (3.20) over t yields (3.22) ∫_T 0 ∫ L_N f^N_t dν^N_t dt = ∑ v E_μN [∫_T 0 ∑ x a_xη_x dt ] + ∑ v,|z|=1 E_μN [∫_T 0 ∑ x a_{x,z}η_xη_{x+z} dt ] .

The Boltzmann–Gibbs principle in Theorem 4.1 states that for any local function h : ({0, 1}^V )^{Zd} → R and for any uniformly bounded deterministic coefficients a^′_x = a^′_x(t, N) we have

E_μN [∫_T 0 ∑ x a^′_xτ_xh(η) dt ] = ∫_T 0 ∑ x a^′_x~h(p_x) dt + ∫_T 0 ∑ x a^′_x∇~h(p_{t,x}) · E_μN_t [¯ I_x ] dt + ε_{BG}, (3.23)

where ~h(p) := E_νN_p [h], τ_x is the usual shift operator with τ_xh(η) := h(τ_xη) and (τ_xη)_y := η_{x+y}, and

ε_{BG} := C_0 ∫_T 0 H(μ^N_t |ν^N_t ) dt + O(N^{d−2a−ε0} ) is the error term, where ε_0 ∈ (0, a] and C_0 > 0 are constant; ε_0 only depends on d, a, κ and C_0 is independent of N. To apply (3.23) to (3.22) we take a_x and a_{x,z} as the coefficients a^′_x and

h(η) := η_0(v) and h_z(η) := η_0(v)η_z (v)

as the corresponding local functions. This requires that there exists a constant C > 0 such that (3.24) |a_x| + |a_{x,z}| ≤ C for all x, z, v, t, N, which we prove at the end of this subsection.

As preparation we compute for a general variable p close enough to p_∗ (recall the product structure of μ^N_λ in (2.6))

~h(p) = E_{μNΛ(p)} [η_0(v)] = e^{Λ(p)·v} 1 + e^{Λ(p)·v}

= θ(Λ(p) · v),

∇~h(p) = θ^′(Λ(p) · v)(∇Λ(p))^T v.

Substituting p = p_x we get (recall (3.4))

~h(p_x) = θ_x, ∇~h(p_x) = χ_x(∇Λ(p_x))^T v.

Similarly,

~h_z(p) = E_{μNΛ(p)} [η_0(v)η_z (v)] = ~h(p)^2 = θ(Λ(p) · v)^2,

∇~h_z(p) = 2θ(Λ(p) · v)θ^′(Λ(p) · v)(∇Λ(p))^T v.

Substituting p = p_x we get

~h_z (p_x) = θ^2_x, ∇~h_z(p_x) = 2θ_xχ_x(∇Λ(p_x))^T v.

Note that both expressions are independent of z.

With these preparations we apply (3.23) to (3.22). This yields

(3.25) ∫_T 0 ∫ L_N f^N_t dν^N_t dt = ∫_T 0 ∑ xv ( θ_xa_x + θ^2_x ∑ |z|=1 a_{x,z} ) dt

+ ∫_T 0 ∑ xv v · ∇Λ(p_x)E_μN_t [¯ I_x ] χ_x ( a_x + 2θ_x ∑ |z|=1 a_{x,z} ) dt + ε_{BG}

for a different, larger constant C_0 in the expression of ε_{BG}.

It is left to prove the a priori bound (3.24) on the coefficients a_x, a_{x,z} (recall (3.21)). From (3.12) we obtain a_{x,z} = O(1). To see that a_x = O(1), we use the identity 1 1 − θ_y − 1 1 − θ_x = θ_y − θ_x (1 − θ_y)(1 − θ_x) . to replace 1 − θ_y in the denominator in (3.21). This yields

a_x = N^2 ∑ y b_{x,y} χ_x ( 1 + θ_y − θ_x 1 − θ_y ) .

As we saw for a_{x,z}, the second part in the parentheses yields an O(1) contribution to a_x. Writing out b_{x,y}, we get

a_x =

N^2 χ_x ∑ y (θ_y − θ_x) +

N^{1+a} χ_x ∑ y (v · (x − y))(θ_x + θ_y − 2θ_xθ_y) + O(1).

For the first part, we obtain from (3.10) that ∑ y (θ_y − θ_x) = N^{−a}χ_xv · ∇Λ(p_x) ∑ y (φ_y − φ_x) + O(N^{−2−2a}) = O(N^{−2−a}).

Then, changing variables to z = x − y and using that v · z is odd in z, we obtain

a_x =

N^{1+a} χ_x ∑ z (v · z)(θ_x + θ_{x−z}(1 − 2θ_x)) + O(1) = N^{1+a} 2χ_x ∑ z (v · z)(θ_{x−z} − θ_{x+z})(1 − 2θ_x) + O(1),

which by (3.10) is O(1).

3.5 Continuation of the entropy production computation

We continue the computation from (3.25). The integrand of the first integral in the right-hand side equals (using again the symmetry in the sum ∑ xy to cancel out the antisymmetric part of the summand)

N^2 ∑ xyv b_{x,y} 2χ_xχ_y ( 2θ_xθ_y(1 − θ_x) + θ^2_x(θ_x − θ_y) )

= N^2 ∑ xyv b_{x,y} 2χ_xχ_y ( θ_xθ_y(θ_y − θ_x) + θ^2_x + θ^2_y 2 (θ_x − θ_y) )

= N^2 ∑ xyv b_{x,y} 4χ_xχ_y (θ_x − θ_y)^3,

which by (3.12) is O(N^{d−1−3a}). Hence,

(3.26) ∫_T 0 ∫ L_N f^N_t dν^N_t dt = ∫_T 0 N^2 ∑ xv v · ∇Λ(p_x)E_μN_t [¯ I_x ] ∑ y b_{x,y} (1 − θ_x 1 − θ_y + θ_x θ_x − θ_y χ_y ) dt + O(N^{d−3a}) + ε_{BG}. Note for the summand over y that 1 − θ_x 1 − θ_y + θ_x θ_x − θ_y χ_y = 1 +

(θ_x − θ_y)^2 χ_y . Since by (3.12) we have b_{x,y} = O(N^{a−1}), it follows from a ≤^1_2 that the integrand in the right-hand side of (3.26) equals

(3.27) N^2 ∑ xv v · ∇Λ(p_x)E_μN_t [¯ I_x ] ∑ y b_{x,y} + O(N^{d−3a}).

Next, we substitute the expression for b_{x,y} (recall (3.19)), and split the sum into the two parts corresponding to the two parts of b_{x,y}. For the part corresponding to (θ_y − θ_x), we obtain from ∑ v vθ_x = Λ^{−1}(λ_x) = p_x and the observation that Ī_x and p_x do not depend on v that

N^2 ∑ xyv (θ_y − θ_x)v · ∇Λ(p_x) [ E_μN_t Ī_x ] = N^2 ∑ xy (p_y − p_x) · ∇Λ(p_x) [ E_μN_t Ī_x ]

= N^{−a} ∑ x Δ_N φ_x · ∇Λ(p_x) [ E_μN_t Ī_x ] . Since φ is 3 times continuously differentiable in space, we have Δ_N φ_x = Δφ_x + O(N^{−1}). Together with a ≤^1_2 and the expansion (3.9), we obtain N^{−a} ∑ x Δ_N φ_x · ∇Λ(p_x) [ E_μN_t Ī_x ] = 2N^{−a} ∑ x Δφ_x · A_V [ E_μN_t Ī_x ] + O(N^{d−3a}). For the remaining part of (3.27) we use ∑ y(x − y) = 0 to obtain

(3.28) N^{a+1} ∑ xv ( v · ∇Λ(p_x) [ E_μN_t Ī_x ] ) ∑ y (v · (x − y))(θ_x + θ_y − 2θ_xθ_y)

= N^{a+1} ∑ xv ( v · ∇Λ(p_x) [ E_μN_t Ī_x ] ) (1 − 2θ_x) ∑ y (v · (x − y))(θ_y − θ_x). Using (3.11) we obtain that the sum over y reads as ∑ y (v · (x − y))(θ_y − θ_x) = 2N^{−1−a}χ_x ∑ y (v · (x − y))v · A_V ∇φ_x(y − x) + O(N^{−1−3a}) = −4N^{−1−a}χ_xv · A_V ∇φ_xv + O(N^{−1−3a}). Substituting this and the expansions (3.9), (3.13) and (3.14), Equation (3.28) reads as 2N^{−a} ∑ xv (v · A_V φ_x)(v · A_V ∇φ_xv)(v · A_V [ E_μN_t Ī_x ] ) + O(N^{d−3a}). In conclusion, substituting all obtained estimates and expansions in (3.15) we obtain ∫_T 0 d dt H(μ^N_t |ν^N_t ) dt ≤ 2N^{−a} ∫_T 0 ∑ x E_μN_t [¯ I_x ] · A_V [ − ∂_tφ_x + Δφ_x + ∑ v (v · A_V φ_x) ( v · A_V ∇φ_xv ) v ] dt + C_0 ∫_T 0 H(μ^N_t |ν^N_t ) dt + O(N^{d−2a−ε0} ). This is precisely the desired estimate (3.16). This completes the proof of Theorem 2.7.

4 Boltzmann-Gibbs principle

Consider the setting from Theorem 2.7. We adopt the notation p_x, η_x, I_x and Ī_x from Table 1. For a local function h : ({0, 1}^V )^{Zd} → R, let f_{t,x}(η) := τ_xh(η) − ~h(p_x) − ∇~h(p_x) · Ī_x, (4.1) where we recall that p_x and Ī_x depend on t and that τ_x is the shift operator with τ_xh(η) = h(τ_xη) and (τ_xη)_y = η_{x+y}. The function ~h is defined in a neighborhood of p_∗ ∈ R^{d+1} by ~h(p) = E_{νNp} [h]. Theorem 4.1. Let the setting and assumptions be as in Theorem 2.7. Let h and f_{t,x} be as above. Let a^N_{t,x} ∈ R for t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ T^d_N and N ≥ 1 be deterministic coefficients which satisfy

sup_{N≥1} sup_{t∈[0,T ]} max_{x∈Td} N |a^N_{t,x}| < ∞. Then, there exist constants C_0, ε_0 > 0 such that for all N large enough

E_μN | | | | ∫_T 0 ∑ x∈T^d_N a^N_{t,x}f_{t,x}dt | | | | ≤ C_0 (∫_T 0 H(μ^N_t |ν^N_t )dt + N^{d−2a−ε0} ) .

For an explicit expression of ε_0 see (4.19) below.

The proof of Theorem 4.1 is given at the end of this section. It is based on the two key Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3. In preparation for stating these lemmas, we simply write f_x = f_{t,x} and a_x = a^N_{t,x} because the dependence of these objects on t, N is of little importance in the computations that follow. We denote by C > 0 a generic constant which is independent of N. Its value may change from line to line, but within a display it remains the same. To separate several generic constants in the same computation we use C^′, C^{′′} etc.

We split

(4.2) E_μN | | ∫_T 0 ∑ x∈T^d_N a_xf_xdt | |

≤ E_μN | | | ∫_T 0 ∑ x∈T^d_N a_xm_xdt | | | + E_{μN} | | | ∫_T 0 ∑ x∈T^d_N a_xE_νN_{p∗} [f_x | I^M_x ]dt | | | ,

where M = M(N) is an integer,

m_x := f_x − E_νN_{p∗} [f_x | I^M_x ], I^M_x := 1 |Λ_M | ∑ y∈Λ_{x,M} I_y, Λ_M := {y ∈ T^d_N : |y| ≤ M}, Λ_{x,M} := {y ∈ T^d_N : y − x ∈ Λ_M }. We choose M at the end of the proof; during the proof we use

(4.3) 1 ≪ M^{κ+d} ≪ min { N^{2−2a}, N^{κ+d} } as N → ∞. Note that I^M_x is a local average of I_x. We estimate both terms in (4.2) separately in Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3.

Lemma 4.2. For all N large enough

E_μN | | | ∫_T 0 ∑ x∈T^d_N a_xm_xdt | | | ≤ C M κ+d 2 N^{1−a} N^{d−2a},

where the constant C > 0 is independent of N.

Proof. We apply the entropy inequality with respect to ν^N_{p∗} and with parameter

(4.4) 1 ≪ γ ≪

N^2 M^{κ+d} . This yields (4.5) E_μN | | ∫_T 0 ∑ x∈T^d_N a_xm_xdt | | ≤ 1 γ H(P_μN |P_νN_{p∗} ) + 1 γ log E_νN_{p∗} [ exp | |γ ∫_T 0 ∑ x∈T^d_N a_xm_xdt | | ] .

For the first term, we write

(4.6) H(P_μN |P_νN_{p∗} ) = H(μ^N |ν^N_{p∗} ) = H(μ^N |ν^N_0 ) + ∫ log dν^N_0 dν^N_{p∗} dμ^N . To the second term in (4.6) we apply the entropy inequality. This yields ∫ log dν^N_0 dν^N_{p∗} dμ^N ≤ 1 2 H(μ^N |ν^N_{p∗} ) + 1 2 log ∫ exp(2 log dν^N_0 dν^N_{p∗} )dν^N_{p∗} . Substituting this in (4.6) and rearranging terms, we obtain

(4.7) H(μ^N |ν^N_{p∗} ) ≤ 2H(μ^N |ν^N_0 ) + log ∫ ( dν^N_0 dν^N_{p∗} )_2 dν^N_{p∗} . We claim that the right-hand side is O(N^{d−2a}). Using this claim we obtain 1 γ H(P_μN |P_νN_{p∗} ) ≤ C γ N^{d−2a}. To prove this claim, we treat both terms on the right-hand side of (4.7) separately. The first term is given to be O(N^{d−2a}), and for the second term this follows from the following computation. Note that for all η ∈ X_N (recall (2.6))

ν^N_0 (η)^2 ν^N_{p∗} (η) = μ^N_{λ(0,x)}(η)^2 μ^N_0 (η) = ∏ x∈T^d_N ∏ v∈V 2 e^{2λ(0,x)·vηx} (e^{λ(0,x)·v} + 1)^2 .

Hence, ∫ ( dν^N_0 dν^N_{p∗} )_2

dν^N_{p∗} = ∑ η∈X_N ∏ x∈T^d_N ∏ v∈V 2 e^{2λ(0,x)·vηx} (e^{λ(0,x)·v} + 1)^2 = ∏ x∈T^d_N ∏ v∈V 2 e^{2λ(0,x)·v} + 1 (e^{λ(0,x)·v} + 1)^2 .

By (4.2) we have |λ(0, x) · v| ≤ CN^{−a}. Then, using the expansion 2 x^2 + 1 (x + 1)^2

= 1 + O(x − 1)^2,

we obtain log ∫ ( dν^N_0 dν^N_{p∗} )_2 dν^N_{p∗} ≤ log ∏ x∈T^d_N ∏ v∈V (1 + CN^{−2a}) = |V|N^d log(1 + CN^{−2a}) ≤ C^′N^{d−2a}.

This proves the claim that the right-hand side in (4.7) is O(N^{d−2a}).

For the second term in (4.5) we use e^{|x|} ≤ e^x +e^{−x}, and then apply the Feynman–Kac formula (see [13, Appendix 1, Lemma 7.2]). This yields 1 γ log E_νN_{p∗} [ exp | | |γ ∫_T 0 ∑ x∈T^d_N a_xm_xdt | | | ]

≤ max_± 1 γ ∫_T 0 sup_g ( γ ∑ x∈T^d_N ⟨±a_xm_x, g⟩_νN_{p∗} − ⟨−L_N √ g, √ g⟩_νN_{p∗} ) dt + log 2 γ ,

where the supremum is carried over all functions g : X_N → [0, ∞) satisfying ∫ X_N gdν N p_∗ = 1.

Since γ ≫ 1 we may absorb γ^{−1} log 2 in the constant C in Lemma 4.2; we neglect it in the remainder. We also neglect max_±, because the proof below works verbatim when m_x is replaced by −m_x. Hence, it is left to bound

(4.8) 1 γ ∫_T 0 sup_g ( γ ∑ x∈T^d_N ⟨a_xm_x, g⟩_νN_{p∗} − ⟨−L_N √ g, √ g⟩_νN_{p∗} ) dt.

With this aim, we set ψ := √ g and recall the definitions of the symmetric and antisymmetric part L^{ex,s}_N , L^{ex,a}_N from (2.9) and (2.10). Since ⟨−L^{ex,a}_N ψ, ψ⟩_νN_{p∗} = 0, we can expand the Dirichlet form ⟨−L_N ψ, ψ⟩_νN_{p∗} as ⟨−L_N ψ, ψ⟩_νN_{p∗} = N^2⟨−L^{ex,s}_N ψ, ψ⟩_νN_{p∗} + N^2⟨−L^c_N ψ, ψ⟩_νN_{p∗} . Next we localize the Dirichlet forms ⟨−L^{ex,s}_N ψ, ψ⟩_νN_{p∗} and ⟨−L^c_N ψ, ψ⟩_νN_{p∗} . We use that ν^N_{p∗} is invariant under L^{ex,s}_N to rewrite ⟨−L^{ex,s}_N ψ, ψ⟩_νN_{p∗} = 1 2 ∑ x,y∈T^d_N |y−x|=1

∑ v∈V E_νN_{p∗} [ η_x ( 1 − η_y )( ψ (η^{x,y,v}) − ψ (η) )_2] =: ∑ x,y∈T^d_N |y−x|=1 A_{xy},

where A_{xy} ≥ 0 for all x, y. Then, ⟨−L^{ex,s}_N ψ, ψ⟩_νN_{p∗} = ∑ x∈T^d_N ∑ |y−x|=1 1 |Λ_M | ∑ z∈Λ_{x,M} A_{xy}

= 1 |Λ_M | ∑ z∈T^d_N ∑ x∈Λ_{z,M} ∑ |y−x|=1 A_{xy}

≥ 1 |Λ_M | ∑ z∈T^d_N ( ∑ x,y∈Λ_{z,M} |y−x|=1 A_{xy} )

= 1 |Λ_M | ∑ z∈T^d_N ⟨−L^{ex,s}_{Λz,M} ψ, ψ⟩_νN_{p∗} ,

where L^{ex,s}_{Λz,M} ψ(η) := ∑ x,y∈Λ_{z,M} |y−x|=1 ∑ v∈V η_x ( 1 − η_y ) {ψ (η^{x,y,v}) − ψ (η)} .

In the last step we have used that ν^N_{p∗} is invariant under L^{ex,s}_{Λz,M} for any z. The Dirichlet form ⟨−L^c_N ψ, ψ⟩_νN_{p∗} can be rewritten similarly. Indeed, since we have ⟨−L^c_N ψ, ψ⟩_νN_{p∗} = 1 2 ∑ x∈T^d_N ∑ q∈Q E_νN_{p∗} [ p(x, q, η) ( ψ (η^{x,q}) − ψ (η) )_2] =: ∑ x∈T^d_N B_x,

it follows that ⟨−L^c_N ψ, ψ⟩_νN_{p∗} = ∑ x∈T^d_N 1 |Λ_M | ∑ z∈Λ_{x,M} B_x

= 1 |Λ_M | ∑ z∈T^d_N ∑ x∈Λ_{z,M} B_x

= 1 |Λ_M | ∑ z∈T^d_N ⟨−L^c_{Λz,M} ψ, ψ⟩_νN_{p∗} ,

where L^c_{Λz,M} ψ(η) := ∑ x∈Λ_{z,M} ∑ q∈Q p(x, q, η) {ψ (η^{x,q}) − ψ (η)} . In conclusion, Taking L_{Λz,M} = L^{ex,s}_{Λz,M} + L^c_{Λz,M} we get ⟨−L_N ψ, ψ⟩_νN_{p∗} ≥ N^2 |Λ_M | ∑ z∈T^d_N ⟨−L_{Λz,M} ψ, ψ⟩_νN_{p∗} .

Substituting this in (4.8) and bringing sup_g inside ∑ x, the expression in (4.8) is bounded from above by

(4.9)

N^2 γ|Λ_M | ∑ x∈T^d_N ∫_T 0 sup_g (γ|Λ_M | N^2 ⟨a_xm_x, g⟩_νN_{p∗} − ⟨−L_{Λx,M} √ g, √ g⟩_νN_{p∗} ) dt,

where we recall that the supremum is carried over all functions g : X_N → [0, ∞) satisfying ∫ X_N gdν N p_∗ = 1.

Next, we bound the integrand in (4.9) from above by a version which is localized on Λ_{x,M} . The x-dependence will be of little importance. Therefore, we will not always adopt it explicitly in the notation that follows. In addition, we abuse notation and abbreviate L_M := L_{Λx,M} .

Let g_M be the conditional expectation g_M = E_νN_{p∗} [g|{η_z }_{z∈Λx,M} ]. Since m_x depends only on the variables {η_z}_{z∈Λx,M} for M large enough, we have ⟨a_xm_x, g⟩_νN_{p∗} = ⟨a_xm_x, g_M ⟩_νM_{p∗} , where ν^M_{p∗} is the restriction of ν^N_{p∗} to X_M := ({0, 1}^V )^{Λx,M} . On the other hand, since the application g → ⟨−L_M √ g, √ g⟩_νN_{p∗} is convex (see [13, Appendix 1, Corollary 10.3]), we have ⟨−L_M √ g, √ g⟩_νN_{p∗} ≥ ⟨−L_M √ g_M , √ g_M ⟩_νM_{p∗} .

Therefore (4.9) is bounded from above by

(4.10)

N^2 γ|Λ_M | ∑ x∈T^d_N ∫_T 0 sup_g (γ|Λ_M | N^2 ⟨a_xm_x, g⟩_νM_{p∗} − ⟨−L_M √ g, √ g⟩_νM_{p∗} ) dt,

where now the supremum is carried over all functions g : X_M → [0, ∞) satisfying ∫ X_M gdν M p_∗ = 1. Let g be such a function. Recall the definition of D_M above (2.18). For each i ∈ D_M , let X_{M,i} = {η ∈ X_M : I^M_x (η) = i} and ν_{M,i} be the canonical measure ν_{M,i}(·) = ν^M_{p∗} (·|X_{M,i}). Since X_M = ∪_{i∈DM} X_{M,i} is a disjoint union, we can write ⟨a_xm_x, g⟩_νM_{p∗} = ∑ i∈D_M ∫ X_M 1_{XM,i} a_xm_xgdν^M_{p∗} = ∑ i∈D_M c_{M,i}(g) ∫ X_{M,i} a_xm_xg_{M,i}dν_{M,i}, where

c_{M,i}(g) := ∫ X_M 1_{XM,i} gdν^M_{p∗} , g_{M,i}(η) := ν^M_{p∗} (X_{M,i}) c_{M,i}(g) g(η). Similarly, the Dirichlet form ⟨−L_M √ g, √ g⟩_νM_{p∗} can be rewritten as ∑ i∈D_M c_{M,i}(g) ∫ X_{M,i} ( −L_M √ g_{M,i} ) √ g_{M,i}dν_{M,i}. Note that ∫ X_{M,i} gM,idνM,i = 1 for each i ∈ DM . Therefore (4.10) is bounded from above by (4.11)

N^2 γ|Λ_M | ∑ x∈T^d_N ∫_T 0 max i∈D_M sup_g (γ|Λ_M | N^2 ⟨a_xm_x, g⟩_{νM,i} − ⟨−L_M √ g, √ g⟩_{νM,i} ) dt, where now the supremum is carried over all functions g : X_{M,i} → [0, ∞) satisfying ∫ X_{M,i} gdνM,i = 1. Next, we show that the Rayleigh estimate in [13, Appendix 3, Theorem 1.1] applies to (4.11). This application requires:

• a spectral gap estimate,

• that ν_{M,i} is invariant under L_M ,

• that L_M is reversible with respect to ν_{M,i},

• E_{νM,i} m_x = 0, and

• |a_xm_x| ≤ C_1 uniformly in t, x, v, ω, N.

Assumption 2.5 provides a spectral gap estimate with constant C_0M^κ. Since ν_{M,i} is the canonical measure, it is invariant under L_M . Reversibility follows from the self-adjointness of L_M with respect to ν_{M,i}, which holds by the construction of L_M . Noting that ν_{M,i} = ν^M_{p∗} (·|I^M_0 = i), we have E_{νM,i} m_x = 0 by construction of m_x. Finally, the uniform bound on |a_xm_x| holds by the given uniform bound on a_x, |I_x| ≤ C and ‖h‖_C1_{(B(p∗ ,r))} < ∞ for some radius r = r(V) > 0 and N large enough.

Applying the Rayleigh estimate yields that (4.11) is bounded from above by

(4.12) γ|Λ_M | N^2 ∑ x∈T^d_N ∫_T 0 max i∈D_M a^2_x⟨(−L_M )^{−1}m_x, m_x⟩_{νM,i} 1 − 2C_0C_1M^κγ|Λ_M |/N^2 ,

provided that the denominator is positive. In fact, the dominator is larger than^1_2 for N large enough, which follows from |Λ_M | ≤ CM^d and the upper bound on γ imposed in (4.4). For the numerator, we bound ⟨(−L_M )^{−1}m_x, m_x⟩_{νM,i} ≤ CM^κ⟨m_x, m_x⟩_{νM,i} = C^′M^κ. In conclusion, for N large enough, (4.12) is bounded from above by CγM^{κ+d}N^{d−2}.

Collecting all estimates above, we obtain E_μN [| | | ∫_T 0 ∑ x∈T^d_N a_xm_xdt | | | ] ≤ C ( 1 γ + γM^{κ+d} N^{2−2a} ) N^{d−2a}.

Minimize this expression over γ yields γ = M^{− κ+d}2 N^{1−a}, which by the imposed bounds on M in (4.3) satisfies the requirement (4.4). This proves the desired estimate in Lemma 4.2.

Next, in Lemma 4.3 below, we bound the second term in (4.2).

Lemma 4.3. For all N E_μN | | ∫_T 0 ∑ x∈T^d_N a_xE_νN_{p∗} [f_x | I^M_x ]dt | | ≤ C ∫_T 0 H(μ^N_t |ν^N_t )dt + C^′ (N 2a M^d + M^2 N^2 ) N^{d−2a},

where the constants C, C^′ > 0 are independent of N.

Proof. First, we apply the uniform bound on a_x to estimate

E_μN | | | ∫_T 0 ∑ x∈T^d_N a_xE_νN_{p∗} [f_x | I^M_x ]dt | | | ≤ CE_{μN} ∫_T 0 ∑ x∈T^d_N | E_νN_{p∗} [f_x | I^M_x ] | dt .

By Proposition 2.4 there exists an r > 0 such that Λ is defined on the ball B(p_∗, 2r). Setting,

Ī^M_x := I^M_x − p^M_x , p^M_x := 1 |Λ_M | ∑ y∈Λ_{x,M} p_y,

we split the right-hand side above as

(4.13) CE_μN ∫_T 0 ∑ x∈T^d_N 1_{{|}¯_IM_{x |≥r}} | E_νN_{p∗} [f_x | I^M_x ] | dt

+ CE_μN ∫_T 0 ∑ x∈T^d_N 1_{{|}¯_IM_{x |<r}} | E_νN_{p∗} [f_x | I^M_x ] | dt .

We estimate both terms in (4.13) separately. We start with the first term. Using that under the event {|Ī^M_x | ≥ r} we have 1 ≤ r^{−2}|Ī^M_x |^2, we bound

CE_μN ∫_T 0 ∑ x∈T^d_N 1_{{|}¯_IM_{x |≥r}} | |E_{νNp∗} [f_x | I^M_x ] | |dt ≤ Cr^{−2}‖f‖_∞ ∫_T 0 E_μN_t ∑ x∈T^d_N |Ī^M_x |^2 dt. (4.14)

Applying the entropy inequality with constant λ > 0, we get E_μN_t [ ∑ x∈T^d_N | |Ī^M_x | |^2 ] ≤ 1 λ H(μ^N_t |ν^N_t ) + 1 λ log E_νN_t [ exp ( λ ∑ x∈T^d_N | |Ī^M_x | |^2 )] .

For the second term, we apply the usual argument for taking ∑ x in front, which relies on Hölder’s inequality and the observation that Ī^M_x and Ī^M_y are independent under ν^N_t if |x − y|_∞ ≥ 2M + 1. Details can be found in [11, Lemma 4.2 and Lemma B.4]. This yields 1 λ log E_νN_t [ exp ( λ ∑ x∈T^d_N |¯ I^M_x |_2)]

≤ 1 2^dλ|Λ_M | ∑ x∈T^d_N log E_νN_t [ exp ( 2^dλ|Λ_M | |¯ I^M_x |_2)]

≤ 1 2^dλ|Λ_M | max 0≤k≤d ∑ x∈T^d_N log E_νN_t [ exp ( 2^d(d + 1)λ|Λ_M | (¯ I^M_{x,k} )_2)] .

Next we apply the concentration inequality [8, Lemma 3.6]. With this aim, we fix k and take λ := 1 2^d(d + 1)C^2_V

, C_V := |V| + 2 ∑ v∈V |v|. Since under ν^N_t the random variables {^1_{CV} Ī_{y,k}}_{y∈Λx,M} are independent, have mean zero and take values in an interval of length less than 1, the concentration inequality states that E_νN_t [ exp ( 2^d(d + 1)λ|Λ_M | (¯ I^M_{x,k} )_2)] = E_νN_t [ exp ( |Λ_M |^{−1} ( ∑ y∈Λ_{x,M} 1 C_V Ī_{y,k} )_2)] ≤ e^2. In conclusion, we have obtained the following bound on the first term in the right-hand side of (4.13):

(4.15) CE_μN ∫_T 0 ∑ x∈T^d_N 1_{{|}¯_IM_{x |≥r}} | |E_{νNp∗} [f_x | I^M_x ] | |dt ≤ C^′ ∫_T 0 H(μ^N_t |ν^N_t )dt + C^{′′} N^d M^d .

Next we estimate the second term in the right-hand side of (4.13). By [3, Proposition 7.1] (with M large enough with respect to ‖φ‖_∞, ‖∇φ‖_∞ and the support of f, and noting that its proof applies verbatim to any finite set V) this term is bounded from above by

(4.16) CE_μN ∫_T 0 ∑ x∈T^d_N 1_{{|}¯_IM_{x |<r}} | ~ f_x(I^M_x ) | dt + C^′ |Λ_M | N^d,

where C^′ > 0 is a constant which only depends on T, ‖f‖_∞, supp f, V and the function ~f_x is, similar to ~h, defined on B(p_∗, 2r) by ~f_x(q) := E_{νNq} [f_x]. Note that, under the event

{|Ī^M_x | < r}, the argument of ~f_x satisfies I^M_x ∈ B(p_∗, 2r) since

|I^M_x − p_∗| ≤ |Ī^M_x | + |p^M_x − p_x| + |p_x − p_∗|,

where |Ī^M_x | < r and |p^M_x − p_x| ≤ max_{y∈Λx,M} |p_y − p_x| = N^{−a} max_{y∈Λx,M} |φ_y − φ_x| ≤ CMN^{−1−a}‖∇φ‖_∞, (4.17) |p_x − p_∗| = N^{−a}|φ_x| ≤ ‖φ‖_∞N^{−a} are smaller than^r_2 for N large enough.

Next we bound the first term in (4.16). Recalling the definition of f_x in (4.1) and that E_νN_q Ī_x = q − p_x, we obtain

~f_x(q) = E_{νNq} [τ_xh(η) − ~h(p_x) − ∇~h(p_x) · Ī_x]

= ~h(q) − ~h(p_x) − ∇~h(p_x) · (q − p_x).

Noting that the last two terms are the negative of the first order Taylor approximation of ~h at p_x, we obtain | ~ f_x(I^M_x ) | ≤ C|I^M_x − p_x|^2.

With this bound we estimate the first term in (4.16) from above by

CE_μN ∫_T 0 ∑ x∈T^d_N | |Ī^M_x | |^2dt + C ∫_T 0 ∑ x∈T^d_N | |p^M_x − p_x | |^2dt.

Recalling (4.14), we have already bounded the first term from above by the expression in (4.15). For the second term we use (4.17) to obtain C ∫_T 0 ∑ x∈T^d_N | p^M_x − p_x |_2 dt ≤ C^′M^2N^{d−2−2a}.

By collecting the estimates above the proof of Lemma 4.3 is complete.

Finally, we use Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3 to prove Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Applying Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3 to (4.2) we get

E_μN | | | | ∫_T 0 ∑ x∈T^d_N a^N_{t,x}f_{t,x}dt | | | | ≤ C ∫_T 0 H(μ^N_t |ν^N_t )dt + C^′ ( M^{κ+d}2 N^{1−a} + N^{2a} M^d + M^2 N^2 ) N^{d−2a}. (4.18)

Taking M = ⌊ N κa+d d(κ+d) ⌋ and relying on a <^d_{κ+2d} , it follows from a direct computation that the required bounds on M in (4.3) are met and that the factor in parentheses in the right hand side of (4.18) is bounded from above by N^{−ε0} with

(4.19) ε_0 := min {1 2 − a κ + 2d 2d , d κ + d − a κ + 2d κ + d , 2 ( 1 − 1 κ + d − a κ κ + d )} > 0. This completes the proof.

5 Proof of Proposition 2.6 on admissible velocity sets V

This section is the proof of Proposition 2.6. We adopt the notation in and leading up to Proposition 2.6.

5.1 Proof of Proposition 2.6(i)

Note that v ∈ V implies v = (1, v_∗ ± v_ℓ) ∈ R × R^d for some 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n and that ∑ v∈V v = 2nv_∗. Hence, ∑ v∈V v ⊗ v = ∑ v∈V [ 1 v^T v v ⊗ v ] = 2 [ n nv^T_∗ nv_∗ nv_∗ ⊗ v_∗ + ∑_n ℓ=1 v_ℓ ⊗ v_ℓ ] .

Thus, for any a := (a_0, a) ∈ R × R^d 1 2 a^T ( ∑ v∈V v ⊗ v ) a = n ( a^2_0 + 2a_0(a · v_∗) + (a · v_∗)^2 ) + n∑ ℓ=1 (a · v_ℓ)^2.

Since {v_ℓ}^n_{ℓ=1} spans R^d , there exists 1 ≤ m ≤ n such that |a · v_m| = c|a| for some c > 0 independent of a. Then, n∑ ℓ=1 (a · v_ℓ)^2 ≥ (a · v_m)^2 = c^2|a|^2.

Using this together with (set δ := c^2[n(|v_∗|^2 + 1)]^{−1} > 0)

2a_0(a · v_∗) = 2 a_0 √ 1 + δ ( √ 1 + δ a · v_∗) ≥ −a^2_0 ( 1 − δ 1 + δ ) − (1 + δ)(a · v_∗)^2,

we obtain 1 2 a^T ( ∑ v∈V v ⊗ v ) a ≥ n ( δ 1 + δ a^2_0 − δ(a · v_∗)^2 + δ(|v_∗|^2 + 1)|a|^2 )

≥ nδ ( a2_0

1 + δ + |a|^2 ) ≥ nδ 1 + δ |a|^2. Hence, ∑ v∈V v ⊗ v is positive definite, and thus invertible.

5.2 Proof of Proposition 2.6(ii)

Let M ≥ 1 and i ∈ D_M be given. Recall the micro-canonical space Y_M (i) and the corresponding uniform measure ν_{M,i} defined in (2.18) and (2.19), respectively. Any generic constant C that appears below in this section is independent of (M, i).

For the proof of Proposition 2.6(ii) we introduce some notation and establish several lemmas. Recall the restricted generators L^{ex,s}_M , L^c_M introduced in (2.20). Define furthermore the mean-field symmetric exclusion generator ~L^{ex,s}_M f(η) := 1 |Λ_M | ∑ v∈V ∑ x,y∈Λ_M η_x(v) ( 1 − η_y(v) )[ f(η^{x,y,v}) − f(η) ] , and similarly the mean-field collision operator

~L^c_M f(η) := 1 |Λ_M |^3 ∑ q∈Q ∑ r∈Λ^4_M p(r, q, η) [ f(η^{r,q}) − f(η) ] ,

where for r = (x, y, x^′, y^′) and q = (v, w, v^′, w^′), p(r, q, η) = η_x(v)η_y (w) [ 1 − η_x′ (v^′) ][ 1 − η_y′ (w^′) ] , and η^{r,q} is the configuration obtained from η by flipping η_x(v), η_y(w), η_x′ (v^′) and η_y′ (w^′). Direct calculations show that ⟨f, −L^{ex,s}_M f⟩_{νM,i} = 1 4 ∑ v∈V ∑ x,y∈Λ_M |x−y|=1 E_{νM,i} [( f(η^{x,y,v}) − f(η) )_2] , (5.1)

⟨f, −L^c_M f⟩_{νM,i} = 1 2 ∑ q∈Q ∑ x∈Λ_M E_{νM,i} [ p(x, q, η) ( f(η^{x,q}) − f(η) )_2] , (5.2) ⟨f, −~L^{ex,s}_M f⟩_{νM,i} = 1 4|Λ_M | ∑ v∈V ∑ x,y∈Λ_M E_{νM,i} [( f(η^{x,y,v}) − f(η) )_2] , (5.3) ⟨f, −~L^c_M f⟩_{νM,i} = 1 2|Λ_M |^3 ∑ q∈Q ∑ r∈Λ^4_M E_{νM,i} [ p(r, q, η) ( f(η^{r,q}) − f(η) )_2] . (5.4)

Let K = (K_v )_{v∈V} be the number of particles for each species:

(5.5) K(η) = (K_v(η))_{v∈V} , K_v(η) := ∑ x∈Λ_M η_x(v). Since the exclusion dynamics conserves K, for k ∈ {0, . . . , |Λ_M |}^V the corresponding micro-canonical ensemble reads

Y_{M,k} := { η ∈ {0, 1}^{ΛM ×V} | K(η) = k } . Note that the mass-momentum vector I^M_0 (η) is determined by K(η):

I^M_0 (η) = 1 |Λ_M | ∑ x∈Λ_M ∑ v∈V η_x(v)v = 1 |Λ_M | ∑ v∈V K_v(η)v, ∀ η ∈ Y_M (i). Let D_{M,i} := { k ∈ {0, . . . , |Λ_M |}^V | | ∑ v∈V k_v v = i }

be the set of particle number vectors corresponding to i. Note that Y_M (i) = ∪_{k∈DM,i} Y_{M,k}. We use this to disintegrate the uniform measure ν_{M,i} into ν_{M|k} := ν_{M,i}( · |Y_{M,k}) and

ν̄_{M,i}(k) := ν_{M,i}(Y_{M,k}) = 1 Z_{M,i} ∏ v∈V ( |Λ_M | k_v )

for a certain normalization constant Z_{M,i}.

We state several lemmas which we use in the proof of Proposition 2.6(ii). Recall that the constants C appearing in these lemmas do not depend on M or i. The first one is a standard estimate for the Dirichlet form of the mean-field type exclusion. We postpone the proof to the end of this section.

Lemma 5.1. There exists C > 0 such that for any f : Y_M (i) → R, ⟨ f, −~L^{ex,s}_M f ⟩ ν_{M,i} ≤ CM 2⟨ f, −L^{ex,s}_M f ⟩ ν_{M,i} . The next lemma is taken from [3, Lemma 6.2], which allows us to replace the original collision dynamics with the long-range one. Note that it holds generally for any finite velocity set V. We omit the proof.

Lemma 5.2. There exists C > 0 such that for any f : Y_M (i) → R, ⟨ f, −~L^c_M f ⟩ ν_{M,i} ≤ C ⟨ f, −~L^{ex,s}_M f ⟩ ν_{M,i} + C ⟨ f, −L^c_M f ⟩ ν_{M,i} .

The next lemma plays the key role in the proof of the spectral gap. It turns out to be the only part where the specific choice of V is necessary. To state it, we introduce for k ∈ D_{M,i} and q = (v, w, v^′, w^′) ∈ Q the collision kernel

(5.6) p(q, k) := k_vk_w(|Λ_M | − k_v′ )(|Λ_M | − k_w′ )

and the particle number vector k^q = (k^q_v )_{v∈V} ∈ {0, . . . , |Λ_M |}^V as

k^q_u := k_u − 1, u = v, w, k_u + 1, u = v^′, w^′, k_u, u ≠ v, w, v^′, w^′ when p(q, k) > 0

and as k^q := k when p(q, k) = 0. Notice that k^q ∈ D_{M,i}.

Lemma 5.3. Assume that V is chosen as in (2.21) and that the condition in Proposition 2.6 (ii) holds. Then, the following hold:

1. |D_{M,i}| ≤ [(2M + 1)^d + 1]^{(n−1)}; 2. Let k^∗ ∈ D_{M,i} be a solution to ν̄_{M,i}(k) ≥ ν̄_{M,i}(k^q), ∀ q ∈ Q. (5.7)

For all k ∈ D_{M,i}, there exists an integer ℓ = ℓ(k) ≥ 0 and a sequence k_{(j)} ⊂ D_{M,i} with j = 0, ..., ℓ with the following properties: • ℓ ≤ |D_{M,i}|, • k_{(0)} = k and k_{(ℓ)} = k^∗, • for each j = 0, . . . , ℓ − 1 there exists q_j ∈ Q such that k_{(j+1)} = [k_{(j)}]^{qj} , • for each j = 0, . . . , ℓ − 1 we have ν̄_{M,i}(k_{(j)}) ≤ ν̄_{M,i}(k_{(j+1)}).

In particular, ν̄_{M,i}(k^∗) = max{ν̄_{M,i}(k); k ∈ D_{M,i}}.

The spectral gap corresponding to the collision kernel p(q, k) with respect to ν̄_{M,i} is a direct corollary of Lemma 5.3.

Corollary 5.4. For all g : D_{M,i} → R with E_{ν̄M,i} [g] = 0, E_{ν̄M,i} [ g^2(k) ] ≤ |D_{M,i}|^2 ∑ q∈Q E_{ν̄M,i} [ p(q, k) ( g(k^q ) − g(k)

)_2] , (5.8)

where p(q, k) is the collision kernel defined in (5.6).

Remark 5.5. Let g(k) := E_{νM,i} [f|K(η) = k]. Through direct computation, the sum in the right-hand side of (5.8) is equal to 2C|Λ_M |^3⟨g(K), −L^c_M g(K)⟩_{νM,i} . Hence, (5.8) indeed gives the spectral gap of the collision operator acting on K. □

Proof of Corollary 5.4. Let k^∗ ∈ D_{M,i} be any vector that satisfies (5.7). For each k ∈ D_{M,i},

let k_{(j)} be the corresponding sequence in Lemma 5.3 of length ℓ + 1. As E_{ν̄M,i} [g] = 0, E_{ν̄M,i} [ g^2(k) ] ≤ E_{ν̄M,i} [( g(k) − g(k^∗)

)_2]

≤ E_{ν̄M,i} ℓ ℓ−1∑ j=0 ( g(k_{(j)}) − g(k_{(j+1)})

)_2 .

Since ℓ ≤ |D_{M,i}| and ν̄_{M,i}(k) ≤ ν̄_{M,i}(k_{(j)}) for all j,

E_{ν̄M,i} [ g^2(k) ] ≤ |D_{M,i}|E_{ν̄M,i} ℓ−1∑ j=0 ( g(k_{(j)}) − g(k_{(j+1)})

)_2

≤ |D_{M,i}| ∑ k∈D_{M,i} ℓ−1∑ j=0 ν̄_{M,i}(k_{(j)}) ( g(k_{(j)}) − g(k_{(j+1)})

)_2 .

Denote by k^′ ∼ k if k^′ = k^q for some q ∈ Q satisfying p(q, k) > 0. Then, E_{ν̄M,i} [ g^2(k) ] ≤ |D_{M,i}|^2 ∑ k∈D_{M,i} ∑ k^′∼k

ν̄_{M,i}(k) ( g(k) − g(k^′)

)_2 .

The result follows, since p(q, k) ≥ 1 if k^q ≠ k.

Now, we can state the proof of Proposition 2.6(ii). For simplicity, hereafter we adopt

the following short notations for the measures:

ν := ν_{M,i}, ν_k = ν_{M|k}, ν̄ := ν̄_{M,i}.

Proof of Proposition 2.6(ii). Without loss of generality, let E_ν [f] = 0. Recall that ν_k =

ν( · |Y_{M,k}). With F (k) := E_{νk} [f] and K defined in (5.5), we have E_ν [ f^2 ] = E_ν [ (f − F (K))^2 ] + E_{ν̄} [ F^2 ] . (5.9)

We separately estimate both terms on the right-hand side of (5.9). For the first term,

the uniform spectral gap for mean-field exclusion [14, Lemma 8.8] yields that E_ν [ (f − F (K))^2 ] = ∑ k∈D_{M,i} ν̄(k)E_{νk} [ (f − F (k))^2 ]

≤ C ∑ k∈D_{M,i} ν̄(k) ⟨ f, −~L^{ex,s}_M f ⟩ ν_k = C ⟨ f, −~L^{ex,s}_M f ⟩ ν .

For the second term, it suffices to show that

(5.10) E_{ν̄} [ F^2 ] ≤ C|D_{M,i}|^2|Λ_M |^3 ⟨ f, −~L^c_M f ⟩ ν . Indeed, (5.10) together with Lemma 5.2 yields that E_{ν̄} [ F^2 ] ≤ C|D_{M,i}|^2|Λ_M |^3 (⟨ f, −~L^{ex,s}_M f ⟩ ν + ⟨ f, −L^c_M f ⟩ ν ) .

Since |Λ_M | = (2M + 1)^d and |D_{M,i}| ≤ CM^{(n−1)d}, E_{ν̄} [ F^2 ] ≤ C^′M^{(2n+1)d} (⟨ f, −~L^{ex,s}_M f ⟩ ν + ⟨ f, −L^c_M f ⟩ ν ) . The proof is then concluded by Lemma 5.1.

We are left with the proof of (5.10). From Corollary 5.4 we get E_{ν̄} [ F^2 ] ≤ |D_{M,i}|^2 ∑ q∈Q E_{ν̄} [ p(q, k) ( F (k^q) − F (k)

)_2] .

Then, it suffices to show

(5.11) 1 |Λ_M |^3 ∑ q∈Q E_{ν̄} [ p(q, k) ( F (k^q) − F (k)

)_2] ≤ 2 ⟨ f, −~L^c_M f ⟩ ν .

Fix k ∈ D_{M,i} and q ∈ Q such that p(q, k) > 0. Notice that for η ∈ Y_{M,k} and r = (x, y, x^′, y^′), we have that p(r, q, η) = 1 implies η^{r,q} ∈ Y_{M,k}q . Meanwhile, for each ξ ∈ Y_{M,k}q , the number of distinct pairs of η ∈ Y_{M,k} and r such that p(r, q, η) = 1, ξ = η^{r,q} is

(|Λ_M − k^q_v |)(Λ_M − k^q_w)k^q_{v′} k^q_{w′} = p(q, k)ν_kq (η^{r,q}) ν_k(η) . Therefore, F (k^q) = ∑ ξ∈Y_{M,k}q f(ξ)ν_kq (ξ)

= 1 p(q, k) ∑ r∈Λ^4_M ∑ η∈Y_{M,k} p(r, q, η)f(η^{r,q} )ν_k(η). With the formula above, the left-hand side of (5.11) is rewritten as

(5.12) 1 |Λ_M |^3 ∑ q∈Q E_{ν̄} 1 p(q, k) ( ∑ r∈Λ^4_M E_{νk} [ p(r, q, η) ( f(η^{r,q}) − f(η) )] )_2 .

Note that for all η ∈ Y_{M,k}, ∑ r p(r, q, η) = p(q, k). The Cauchy–Schwarz inequality then yields that (5.12) is bounded from above by 1 |Λ_M |^3 ∑ q∈Q E_{ν̄} ∑ r∈Λ^4_M E_{νk} [ p(r, q, η) ( f(η^{r,q}) − f(η) )_2] .

In view of (5.4), this is equal to 2⟨f, −~L^c_M f⟩_ν , and thus (5.11) follows.

We are left with the proofs of Lemmas 5.1 and 5.3. Lemma 5.3 is proved using the idea in [3, Lemma 6.3].

Proof of Lemma 5.3. From (2.21), k ∈ D_{M,i} means i = n∑ ℓ=1 k_{v∗+vℓ} ( 1 v_∗ + v_ℓ ) + n∑ ℓ=1 k_{v∗−vℓ} ( 1 v_∗ − v_ℓ ) . For simplicity, we denote k_{±ℓ} = k_{v∗±vℓ} for ℓ = 1, ..., n. Then,

(5.13) i − ( 1 v_∗ )_n∑ ℓ=1 (k_ℓ + k_{−ℓ}) = n∑ ℓ=1 (k_ℓ − k_{−ℓ}) ( 0 v_ℓ ) . From the 0th coordinate in (5.13) we obtain that ∑_n ℓ=1(k_ℓ + k_{−ℓ}) = i_0 is independent of k. Then, from the other coordinates and the condition imposed on {v_ℓ}, the values of α_ℓ := k_ℓ − k_{−ℓ}, ℓ = 1, . . . , n are also independent of the choice of k. Therefore, k ∈ D_{M,i} are completely determined by k_ℓ, ℓ = 1, ..., n − 1. Since 0 ≤ k_ℓ ≤ |Λ_M | = (2M + 1)^d, the first part of Lemma 5.3 is proved.

We turn now to the second part. From the observation above,

(5.14) ν̄(k) = 1 Z_{M,i} n∏ ℓ=1 ( |Λ_M | k_ℓ )( |Λ_M | k_ℓ − α_ℓ ) , ∀ k ∈ D_{M,i}. Let Q(k) be the collection of all possible collisions in a configuration η ∈ Y_{M,k}. In other words, Q(k) := { q ∈ Q; p(q, k) > 0 } , ∀ k ∈ D_{M,i}. From the condition on {v_ℓ}, a collision can happen only between a pair of particles with velocities v_∗ ± v_ℓ. Moreover, the velocities after such a collision have to be the pair v_∗ ± v_ℓ′ for some ℓ^′ ≠ ℓ. For α ∈ {−|Λ_M |, −|Λ_M | + 1, . . . , |Λ_M |}, define

h_α(k) := [( |Λ_M | k + 1 )( |Λ_M | k − α + 1 )]_{−1} ( |Λ_M | k )( |Λ_M | k − α )

= (k + 1)(k − α + 1) (|Λ_M | − k)(|Λ_M | − k + α) , for integers k such that all the binomial coefficients that appeared above are well-defined. In view of (5.14), k ∈ D_{M,i} satisfies (5.7) if and only if

ν̄(k^q) ν̄(k) = h_{αℓ} (k_ℓ − 1) h_{αℓ′} (k_ℓ′ ) ≤ 1, ∀ 1 ≤ ℓ ≠ ℓ^′ ≤ n. Note that it is also fulfilled when ℓ = ℓ^′ since h_α is strictly increasing. Hence, we obtain the following equivalent statement for (5.7): (5.15) max_{ℓ=1,...,n} h_{αℓ} (k_ℓ − 1) ≤ min_{ℓ=1,...,n} h_{αℓ} (k_ℓ). Notice that there is at least one solution to (5.15), since D_{M,i} is a finite set and the element k satisfying ν̄(k) = max{ν̄(k^′); k^′ ∈ D_{M,i}} also satisfies (5.15).

We claim that any two solutions k, k^′ to (5.15) satisfy

(5.16) max { |k_ℓ − k^′_ℓ|; ℓ = 1, . . . , n } ≤ 1. To prove this claim, assume by contrast that k_ℓ ≥ k^′_ℓ +2 for some ℓ. As ∑_n ℓ=1 k_ℓ = ∑_n ℓ=1 k^′_ℓ, there exists an ℓ^′ such that k_ℓ′ ≤ k^′_ℓ′ −1. Since h_α is strictly increasing and k^′ solves (5.15), h_{αℓ′} (k_ℓ′ ) ≤ h_{αℓ′} (k^′_ℓ′ − 1) ≤ h_{αℓ} (k^′_ℓ) < h_{αℓ} (k_ℓ − 1), which contradicts with the fact that k is a solution to (5.15).

Now we iteratively construct the desired sequence k_{(j)} from any k_0 ∈ D_{M,i} to an arbitrarily fixed solution k^∗ to (5.15). To this end, let k_{(0)} := k_0. Given k_{(j)}, if there exists q ∈ Q such that ν̄([k_{(j)}]^q) > ν̄(k_{(j)}), then let k_{(j+1)} := [k_{(j)}]^q. This iteration produces a sequence with distinct elements, and therefore ends at k = k_{(j)} for some j ≤ |D_{M,i}|. By construction, k satisfies (5.7), and thus k satisfies (5.15) too. If k = k^∗, then we put j = ℓ and the construction of the sequence is complete. Otherwise, we construct k_{(j+1)}, k_{(j+2)}, . . . in the following manner. By (5.16) we may assume without loss of generality that k^∗_1 = k_1 − 1, k^∗_2 = k_2 + 1. Let q = (v_∗ + v_1, v_∗ − v_1, v_∗ + v_2, v_∗ − v_2). If we can show that k^q is also a solution to (5.15), then ν̄(k) = ν̄(k^q) and we can complete the sequence by repeating this procedure for at most [^n_2 ] times, thanks to (5.16). The total length of the sequence is bounded from above by |D_{M,i}|, since all elements are distinct.

To show that k^q solves (5.15), we only need

(5.17) h_{α2} (k_2) ≤ min_{ℓ=1,2} h_{αℓ} (k^q_ℓ ), max_{ℓ=1,2} h_{αℓ} (k^q_ℓ − 1) ≤ h_{α1} (k_1 − 1).

Indeed, as k^q_ℓ = k_ℓ for all ℓ ≠ 1, 2, from (5.17) we obtain that max ℓ=1,...,n h_{αℓ} (k^q_ℓ − 1) ≤ max_{ℓ≠2} h_{αℓ} (k_ℓ − 1), min_{ℓ≠1} h_{αℓ} (k_ℓ) ≤ min_{ℓ=1,...,n} h_{αℓ} (k^q_ℓ ).

The desired result then follows, since k satisfies (5.15). To show the first inequality in (5.17), note that h_{α2} (k_2) < h_{α2} (k^q_2) follows from the monotonicity of h_{α2} . Since both k and k^∗ satisfy (5.15), we have

(5.18) h_{α1} (k^q_1) = h_{α1} (k_1 − 1) ≤ h_{α2} (k_2) = h_{α2} (k^∗_2 − 1) ≤ h_{α1} (k^∗_1 ).

Since k^q_1 = k^∗_1, all inequalities in (5.18) are equalities, and thus h_{α2} (k_2) = h_{α1} (k^q_1). This proves the first inequality in (5.17). The second one is proved similarly.

Proof of Lemma 5.1. In view of (5.1) and (5.3), it is sufficient to show that there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all v ∈ V, ∑ x,y∈Λ_M E_ν [( f(η^{x,y,v}) − f(η) )_2] ≤ CM^{d+2} ∑ x,y∈Λ_M |x−y|=1 E_ν [( f(η^{x,y,v}) − f(η) )_2] . (5.19)

Given x, y ∈ Λ_M and η ∈ Y_M (i), we construct the long-range jump η → η^{x,y,v} through a sequence of nearest-neighbor jumps in the following way. Let m = (m_1, . . . , m_d) = y − x ∈ Z^d and |m| := |m_1| + · · · + |m_d|. Define the route {x^i; 0 ≤ i ≤ |m|} by x^0 := x,

x^i := x^{i−1} + sgn(m_j )e_j , if j−1∑ j^′=1 |m_j′ | + 1 ≤ i ≤ j∑ j^′=1 |m_j′ |.

Observe that x^{|m|} = x^0 + m = y. For any η ∈ Y_M (i), define the sequence {η^i; 0 ≤ i ≤ 2|m| − 1} by η^0 := η,

η^i = {( η^{i−1} )_xi−1_{,x}i_{,v} if 1 ≤ i ≤ |m|, ( η^{i−1} )_x2|m|−i−1_{,x}2|m|−i_{,v} if |m| + 1 ≤ i ≤ 2|m| − 1. A direct computation shows that η^{2|m|−1} = η^{x,y,v}. Hence, we obtain a sequence satisfying η^0 = η, η^{2|m|−1} = η^{x,y,v} and for all 1 ≤ i ≤ 2|m| − 1 we have η^i = (η^{i−1})^{z,z′,v} for some z, z^′ ∈ Λ_M with |z − z^′| = 1.

Applying the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, ( f(η^{x,y,v}) − f(η) )_2 ≤ (2|m| − 1) 2|m|−1∑

i=1 ( f(η^i) − f(η^{i−1}) )_2 .

Since ν is invariant under the change of variables η^{i−1} to η and |m| ≤ 2dM,

E_ν [( f(η^{x,y,v}) − f(η) )_2] ≤ 4dM 2|m|−1∑

i=1 E_ν [( f(η^i) − f(η^{i−1}) )_2]

≤ 8dM |m|∑ i=1 E_ν [( f(η^{xi−1,xi,v}) − f(η) )_2] . Summing over all pairs of x, y ∈ Λ_M , we obtain that the left-hand side of (5.19) is bounded from above by 8dM ∑ x,y∈Λ_M |m|∑ i=1 E_ν [( f(η^{xi−1,xi,v}) − f(η) )_2] . Any bond (z, z^′) of Λ_M appears at most (2M + 1)^{d+1} times in the summation above. To see this, let z = (z_1, . . . , z_d) and z^′ = z +e_j . A necessary condition for the route connecting x to y to contain (z, z^′) is x_j′ = z_j′ , ∀ j^′ = j + 1, . . . , d, y_j′ = z_j′ , ∀ j^′ = 1, . . . , j − 1. Therefore, (z, z^′) appears no more than (2M + 1)^{d+1} times. This yields that the left-hand side of (5.19) has an upper bound given by

8dM(2M + 1)^{d+1} ∑ z,z^′∈Λ_M |z−z^′|=1 E_ν [( f(η^{z,z′,v}) − f(η) )_2] ,

which completes the proof.

A Properties of μ^N_λ

In this section, we prove the properties of μ^N_λ stated in Section 2.2. The computation is standard; we provide it for completeness. We abbreviate the notation for summations as explained in Section 3.1, and add to it that q always runs over Q.

Let f, g : X_N → R and λ ∈ R^{d+1} be given. In the computation below up to (A.2) we do not use the specific form of p_N in (2.2). Suppressing the dependence on v in the notation, we write ⟨g, L^{ex}_N f⟩_μN_λ = ∑ ηv ∑ |x−y|=1 η_x(1 − η_y)p_N (y − x) [ f(η^{xy}) − f(η) ] g(η)μ^N_λ (η). (A.1)

We focus on the part of the summand involving f(η^{xy}). Changing variables ζ = η^{xy} and noting that η = ζ^{xy}, this part of the summand reads as ∑ ζv ∑ |x−y|=1 ζ^{xy}_x (1 − ζ^{xy}_y )p_N (y − x)f(ζ)g(ζ^{xy})μ^N_λ (ζ^{xy}).

Note that ζ^{xy}_x = ζ_y, ζ^{xy}_y = ζ_x and μ^N_λ (ζ^{xy}) = μ^N_λ (ζ). Using these observations and swapping x and y in the summand, the display above reads as ∑ ζv ∑ |x−y|=1 ζ_x(1 − ζ_y)p_N (x − y)f(ζ)g(ζ^{xy})μ^N_λ (ζ).

Replacing ζ by η and substituting this in (A.1), we obtain ⟨g, L^{ex}_N f⟩_μN_λ = ∑ ηv ∑ |x−y|=1 η_x(1 − η_y) [ p_N (x − y)g(η^{xy} ) − p_N (y − x)g(η) ] f(η)μ^N_λ (η). (A.2)

Note that L^{ex,s}_N and L^{ex,a}_N are obtained from the expression of L^{ex}_N by replacing p_N respectively by its even (p^{even}_N ) and odd (p^{odd}_N ) part. Hence, (A.2) (which is derived for general p_N ) yields ⟨ g, L^{ex,s}_N f ⟩ μ^N_λ = ∑ ηv ∑ |x−y|=1 η_x(1 − η_y)p^{even}_N (y − x) [ g(η^{xy} ) − g(η) ] f(η)μ^N_λ (η) = ⟨ L^{ex,s}_N g, f ⟩ μ^N_λ , which demonstrates that L^{ex,s}_N is symmetric under μ^N_λ , and ⟨ g, L^{ex,a}_N f ⟩ μ^N_λ = ∑ ηv ∑ |x−y|=1 η_x(1 − η_y)p^{odd}_N (y − x) [ − g(η^{xy} ) − g(η) ] f(η)μ^N_λ (η). (A.3)

We claim that ∑ ηv ∑ |x−y|=1 η_x(1 − η_y)p^{odd}_N (y − x)g(η)f(η)μ^N_λ (η) = 0. (A.4)

Then, it follows from (A.3) that ⟨ g, L^{ex,a}_N f ⟩ μ^N_λ = − ⟨ L^{ex,a}_N g, f ⟩ μ^N_λ as desired. The claim

(A.4) follows from ∑ |x−y|=1 η_x(1 − η_y)p^{odd}_N (y − x) = ∑ |x−y|=1 η_x − η_y 2 p^{odd}_N (y − x) = ∑ x ∑ |z|=1 η_x − η_{x+z} 2 p^{odd}_N (z)

= 1 2 ∑ |z|=1 p^{odd}_N (z) ∑ x (η_x − η_{x+z}) = 0.

Applying the above to g = 1 shows that μ^N_λ is invariant under L^{ex}_N . Next, we show that L^c_N is symmetric with respect to μ^N_λ . This implies that μ^N_λ is invariant under L^c_N . Suppressing the dependence on x in the notation, we write ⟨g, L^c_N f⟩_μN_λ = ∑ ηxq p(q, η) [ f(η^q) − f(η) ] g(η)μ^N_λ (η). (A.5)

Similar to the computation leading to (A.2), we focus on the part corresponding to f(η^q) and change variables to ζ = η^q. Note that ζ^{q′} = η, where for q = (v, w, v^′, w^′) we set q^′ = (v^′, w^′, v, w) as the opposite collision. Then, the part corresponding to f(η^q) reads as ∑ ζxq p(q, ζ^{q′} )g(ζ^{q′} )μ^N_λ (ζ^{q′} )f(ζ).

Replacing ζ by η and q^′ by q, this reads as ∑ ηxq p(q^′, η^q)g(η^q )μ^N_λ (η^q)f(η).

It is easy to check that p(q^′, η^q) = p(q, η). Moreover, if p(q, η) ≠ 0, then η_v = η_w = 1, η_v′ = η_w′ = 0 and it is easy to see that μ^N_λ (η^q) = μ^N_λ (η). Substituting these observations in (A.5) we obtain ⟨g, L^c_N f⟩_μN_λ = ∑ ηxq p(q, η) [ g(η^q ) − g(η) ] f(η)μ^N_λ (η) = ⟨L^c_N g, f⟩_μN_λ .

Acknowledgements PvM was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number JP20K14358. KT was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number JP22K13929. KT and LX are grateful to Professor Shirai for the financial support of LX’s visit to Kyushu University.

References

[1] S. B. Angenent, Nonlinear analytic semiflows, P. Roy. Soc. Edinb. A, 115 (1990), 91–107.

[2] O. Araújo, P. Gonçalves, A. B. Simas, Hydrodynamic limit of the multicomponent slow boundary WASEP with collisions, arXiv:2304.03634 (2023).

[3] J. Beltrán and C. Landim, A lattice gas model for the incompressible Navier– Stokes equation. Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat., 44 (2008), 886–914.

[4] P. El Kettani, T. Funaki, D. Hilhorst, H. Park and S. Sethuraman, Mean curvature interface limit from Glauber+Zero-range interacting particles. Commun. Math. Phys., 394 (2022), 1173–1223.

[5] R. Esposito, R. Marra and H. T. Yau, Diffusive limit of asymmetric simple exclusion. Rev. Math. Phys., 6(05a) (1994), 1233–1267.

[6] R. Esposito, R. Marra and H. T. Yau, Navier–Stokes equations for stochastic particle systems on the lattice. Commun. Math. Phys., 182 (1996), 395–456.

[7] T. Funaki, P. van Meurs, S. Sethuraman and K. Tsunoda, Motion by mean curvature from Glauber-Kawasaki dynamics with speed change. J. Stat. Phys. 190 (2023), Paper No. 45, 30 pp.

[8] T. Funaki and K. Tsunoda, Motion by mean curvature from Glauber-Kawasaki dynamics, J. Stat. Phys., 177 (2019), 183–208.

[9] T. Funaki, Hydrodynamic limit for exclusion processes, Comm. Math. Statis., 6 (2018), 417–480.

[10] M. Jara, C. Landim and K. Tsunoda, Derivation of viscous Burgers equations from weakly asymmetric exclusion processes. Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat. 57 (2021), 169–194.

[11] M. Jara and O. Menezes, Non-equilibrium fluctuations for a reaction-diffusion model via relative entropy, Markov Process. Related Fields, 26 (2020), 95–124.

[12] M. Jara and O. Menezes, Non-equilibrium fluctuations of interacting particle systems, arXiv:1810.09526 (2018).

[13] C. Kipnis and C. Landim, Scaling Limits of Interacting Particle Systems, Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften, Heidelberg, 320 (2012), 491 pp.

[14] J. Quastel, Diffusion of color in the simple exclusion process, Commun. Pure Appl.

Math., 45(6) (1992), 623–679.

[15] J. Quastel and H.-T. Yau, Lattice gases, large deviations, and the incompressible Navier–Stokes equations, Ann. Math., 148 (1998), 51–108.

[16] T. Seppäläinen, Perturbation of the equilibrium for a totally asymmetric stick process in one dimension, Ann. Probab., 29(1) (2001), 176–204.

[17] A. B. Simas, Hydrodynamic limit for a boundary driven stochastic lattice gas model with many conserved quantities, J. Stat. Phys., 139 (2010), 219–251.

[18] B. Tóth and B. Valkó, Between equilibrium fluctuations and Eulerian scaling:

perturbation of equilibrium for a class of deposition models, J. Stat. Phys., 109(1) (2002), 177–205.

[19] L. Xu and L. Zhao, Equilibrium perturbations for stochastic interacting systems, Electorn. J. Probab., 28 (2023), Paper No. 6, 30 pp.