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environment
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Abstract: In this work we study the non-equilibrium Markov state evolution for a
spatial population model on the space of locally finite configurations I'> = 't x I'~
over R¢ where particles are marked by spins +. Particles of type '+’ reproduce
themselves independently of each other and, moreover, die due to competition either
among particles of the same type or particles of different type. Particles of type ’-’
evolve according to a non-equilibrium Glauber-type dynamics with activity z and
potential ¢. Let L° be the Markov operator for '+’ -particles and L the Markov
operator for -’ -particles. The non-equilibrium state evolution (uf);>0 is obtained
from the Fokker-Planck equation with Markov operator L° + %LE , € > 0, which
itself is studied in terms of correlation function evolution on a suitable chosen scale
of Banach spaces. We prove that in the limiting regime ¢ — 0 the state evolution puf
converges weakly to some state evolution [, associated to the Fokker-Planck equation
with (heuristic) Markov operator obtained from L° by averaging the interactions of
the system with the environment with respect to the unique invariant Gibbs measure
of the environment.

AMS Subject Classification: 35Q84; 60K35; 60K37; 60J80
Keywords: Birth-and-death evolution; Fokker-Planck equation; Scale of Banach spaces;
Stochastic averaging; Weak-coupling; Random evolution

1 Introduction

1.1 General introduction

The mathematical theory of complex systems related with models of spatial ecology, biology
and genetics is a fast developing area in modern mathematics providing many challenging tasks
KijQﬂ, NeuO1l, SEW!!H]. In this work we consider the particular class of birth-and-death models
where particles may die and create new particles according to some prescribed birth-and-death
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rates. Models without spatial structure have been studied since the early works of Kato and
Kolmogorov (see e.g. ). A recent account on related results is given in M] Mo-
tivated by applications (see e.g. |[FFH*'15]), a particular branch of modern probability theory
is devoted to the study spatial models with a finite or infinite number of individuals. The case
of finite population dynamics was considered, e.g., in [EWO01, M, Frilﬁﬂ] (see also the ref-
erences therein). Birth-and-death dynamics for infinite population models are more subtle and
require a much more detailed analysis (see [GKO06, FKK12h, [FK16b]). Due to the mathematical
complexity of the models, it is necessary to study each model separately.

1.2 The model

In this work we study a particular two-type birth-and-death model on the state space of locally
finite configurations I'> = I't x '~ over R?, where

rt = {fyi c R¢ | [7F n A| < oo for all compacts A = Rd} .

Here |y n A| denotes the number of points in the set v* n A. For simplicity of notation we let
vE Uz, yE\x stand for v+ U {x}, v¥\{x} and write v = (y*,77) € I'2. The first component y*
describes the microscopic configuration of the system whereas v~ the microscopic configuration
of the environment.

Dynamics of the environment is described by state evolution on I'™ with (heuristic) Markov
operator of Glauber-type acting on functions F' € FP(I'") (specified in the next section)

(LEF) ()= Y (F(\o) = F(77) + = f e PETNF(yT va) - F(y7))de. (L)
TEYT Rd

Here z > 0 is the activity and ¥ > 0 is a pair potential associated to the relative energy
Ey(wy7)= ), d@—y)e0,0], veR) 4y el

yey—

Such an environment has been studied e.g. in [FKK12a, FKKZ12].
Dynamics of the system is described by state evolution on I't with birth-and-death rates

depending on the configuration v~. More precisely we study an infinite population spatial
logistic model (short BDLP model) with (heuristic) Markov operator

(LSRN = X |m+ Y, a@—y)+g ), b (@—y) |(FO\z,y7) = F(y)  (12)

zeyt yeyt\z yey~
- jaﬂx—y)(Fw Ouy) = vty ))dy,
-'EG'Y+Rd

where F' € FP(I'?) belongs to a class of functions specified in the next section. Here m > 0
is the constant mortality rate, a= > 0 the dispersion kernel and a™ > 0 the branching kernel.
The difference to the BDLP model is due to additional interactions of the system with the
environment via interaction kernel b~ > 0 and coupling constant g > 0. The original BDLP
model (g = 0) was introduced by Bolker, Dieckmann, Law, Pacala in [BP97, BP9Y, |M]1LD_4]]
Its mathematical properties has been studied e.g. in [FMI !4, FKK!!Q, KKld]




1.3 Assumptions
The following are our main assumptions for this work.

(E) 2z >0 and + > 0 is symmetric with 1 — e~% € L*(R?). For o~ € R let

Cypla™):=exp | e j <1 - efw(y)) dy
Rd

Assume that there exists a € R such that
ze”* Cy(ay) < 1. (1.3)

(S) m>0,a* #0,0<a*,b” e LY(R?Y) n L®(R?) are symmetric and there exists ¥ > 0 and
A > 0 such that for all n* < R? with |n*| < o0

Y ata-y <9 Dl oa y) + Al (1.4)

zent yent\z zent yent\z

Without loss of generality we may normalize b~ # 0 such that [0~z = 1. Condition (L4
states that Ya~ — a™ is a stable (pair) potential in the sense of Ruelle. Below we give some

examples of functions a®.

Example 1.1. The following are sufficient for condition (S).
1. Suppose that there exists 9 > 0 such that a™ < da~. Such condition was used in [M]

2. Let a* e L' (R? be symmetric, continuous and bounded and assume that a™ has compact
support and a~(0) > 0 (see m Proposition 3.7]).

|z|2
3. Take a*(z) = —Z e 23 with ci,04 >0 (see [KK16, Proposition 3.8]).

d
(27r0i)§

Remark 1.2. Note that ([IL3]) holds in the so-called low-activity regime, i.e. z is small enough.
Under the given condition (E) it is well-known that there exists a unique Gibbs measure piny on
'™ with activity z and potential 1. Moreover the corresponding state evolution for the environ-
ment is ergodic with exponential rate (see , Theorem 2]).

1.4 Statistical Markov evolutions

In this work we study Markov dynamics associated to the (scaled) Markov operator L. =
LS + %LE , € > 0. Here the action of L¥ given by (L)) is extended onto functions on I'? by its
action only in the variable y~. The classical approach to the construction of a Markov process
(7§)i>0 = I'? is based on solving the backward Kolmogorov equation

OFF
ot

= L.Ff, Ffl—o=Fy, t>0. (1.5)



Namely for Fy = 14 the solution gives the transition probabilities p;(y, A) = F(7y) of the Markov
process. Hence such a process should satisfy the identity

Fi(v) = E4(F(v)), t>0,

where ~ is the configuration of the process at initial time t = 0.
Denote by pf the one-dimensional distributions (= state evolution) of such a Markov process.
Then (heuristically) they satisfy the the Fokker-Planck equation

d
G | FOi0) = [ Leroai), pileo = o, FeFPI?). (1.6
I2 r2
In the particular case of constant death rates (i.e. b~ = a~ = 0) existence and uniqueness

of such a process was studied in ﬂ@, ] The general case is still an open challenging
mathematical problem of modern probability. Here and below we restrict ourselves to the study
of the Fokker-Planck equation (LG without addressing the existence problem of an associated
Markov process.

It was proposed in M] to study solutions to (@) in the class of states for which
their associated sequence of correlation functions (see Section 2 for the definition) satisfy a
certain (time-homogeneous) Ruelle bound. The corresponding correlation function evolution
should then satisfy a Markov analogue of the well-known BBGKY-hierarchy from physics. A
mathematical realization for general birth-and-death dynamics based on semigroup methods is
given in FKKlQbI, FKlﬁﬂ].

Applying this results to the particular model described above we deduce that (L6 is well-
posed in the class of states (1f)¢>0 for which their associated sequence of correlation functions

kfgm) satisfy for some constants A,, > 0 and a™ € R the (time-homogeneous) Ruelle bound

n,m atn_azm
Hkl(‘? )HLOO((Rd)nX(Rd)m) < Am)e e *F" n,m > 0. (17)
Here the evolution of correlation functions kj := (k:/(g’m))ﬁmzo satisfies a Markov analogue of
the BBGKY-hierarchy
ok
= = LEKS, kli—o = ko.

The operator LEA is explicitly given in Section 4. Unfortunately, such semigroup methods require
that m > 0 is sufficiently large (= ’high mortality regime’). Having applications in mind it is
feasible to study also the case where m > 0 is small or even equals zero.

1.5 Aim of this work

In this work we study (I.6) under the conditions (S) and (E) where m > 0 is small or even equals
to zero. As a consequence we cannot expect that (L) holds for constants A,,,a™ uniform in
t, i.e. a time-inhomogeneous version of the Ruelle bound has to be used. Thus we study the
following problems:



(i) Prove that, given (S) and (E), the Fokker-Planck equation (LL6) can be uniquely solved in

the class of states (u$)¢>0 for which the corresponding sequence of correlation functions

= n,m=0

o satisfy for some constant A(t) > 0 a time-inhomogeneous Ruelle bound

kig’m) < A(t)eO‘Jr(t)"ea;m, n,m > 0,

where A(t) is some function of ¢t and o™ (¢) is affine linear in ¢. Moreover provide reasonable
estimates on the functions A(t) and a™ ().

(ii) Study Lyapunov-type estimates for the evolution of states.

Problem (i) was investigated for the BDLP model in ] where the evolution of states was
studied in terms of correlation functions and the latter one was constructed in an increasing scale
of Banach spaces. Weak uniqueness for the Fokker-Planck equation was then obtained in ]
In this work we provide an extension of this techniques to the case of two-component dynamics.
The obtained correlation function evolution is in our case constructed in an increasing two-
parameter scale of Banach spaces. Concerning problem (ii) we construct a Lyapunov function
for the operator L. and deduce then classically estimates on the state evolution.

The main part of this work is devoted to the study of the limit € — 0. It falls into the par-
ticular class of Random evolution framework considered e.g. in [EK86],[Kur92],[Pin91],|SHS02].
Most of the existing works typically deal with rather simple environments or systems and are
studied via the backward Kolmogorov equation. However, for the model considered in this work
both (system and environment) are infinite particle dynamics for which an analysis of the back-
ward Kolmogorov equation is absent. New techniques based on the Fokker-Planck equation and
corresponding correlation function evolution have to be developed. In ] we have studied a
(general) system of finitely many interacting point particles with rates depending on an infinite
particle equilibrium process (e.g. of Glauber-type). The case of two general birth-and-death
evolutions on I'? was then studied by semigroup methods in M] In order to apply these
methods to the particular model given by ([LI]) and (2] it is necessary to work in the ’'high
mortality regime’. In such a case it can be shown that the population gets extinct with expo-
nential speed, i.e. uj — dz ast — oo (apply e.g. , Theorem 2]). Hence for most of the
interesting cases we cannot directly apply the previous results.

In this work we show how the stochastic averaging principle (¢ — 0) can be obtained without
assuming the "high mortality regime’. More precisely we suppose to study the following problem:

(iii) Suppose that the coupling constant g is small enough, i.e.
0<g<(m+Ne %, (1.8)

Then for any F'€ FP(I'") (specified in the next section)

ij*)duw,v—) . jFW)dm(w 0
2 O+



holds uniformly on compacts in ¢. Moreover the evolution (f;):>¢ is the unique solution
to the Fokker-Planck equation

G | FoNime) = [P0 e, mleo = u5, FeFPEh. 19)
r+ r+

where ,uar is the marginal of po onto I'" and

LRy )= |m+gp+ D, a(@—y) |(FN\2) = F(v7))

zeyt yey—\z
- f ot (@ — ) (F(v+ o y) — F(y*))dy.
x€7+Rd

Here p is the density (first correlation function) of the Gibbs measure with activity z > 0
and interaction potential 1). The latter one is constant due to the fact that ¢ and z are
translation invariant in space.

The corresponding analysis is based on scales of Banach spaces and, in particular, on methods
developed in [FK117], [KK16], [Fril6c]. We conclude with a particular example.

Example 1.3. Take ¢ = 0 and z > 0, then LT reduces to the so-called Sourgailis model studied
m | with Poisson measure pin, = T, as unique invariant measure. Its density satisfies

p = z and hence if
- A+m

z
then (E) is satisfied for a; > log(z) and (L8] holds.
In particular take m, g such that

—-A - A
x{%,0}<m<ap, H(1HL17m<g<m+ .
z z

9

Then (E) and ([L8) are satisfied for any oy € (log(z),log(mT”‘)). Since m < |al|z1 the joint
dynamics is overcritical, but since m + gz > |a| 1 the averaged dynamics is subcritical, i.e. it
can be studied by semigroup methods and applying 1@, Theorem 2] we see that i, — dg.

This property is a consequence of the interactions with the environment.

1.6 Structure of the work

This work is organized as follows. In order that this work is self-contained we recall some facts
of harmonic analysis on configuration spaces in Section 2. The results of this work are presented
and discussed in Section 3. In Section 4 we study existence and uniqueness to (LG). Estimates
on the correlation functions are shown in Section 5 whereas in Section 6 we study Lyapunov-type
estimates. The stochastic averaging principle, i.e. problem (iii), is then proved in Section 7.



2 Harmonic analysis on the configuration space

2.1 One-component case

Let us first consider only particles of one type. Hence we omit (only here) for simplicity of
notation the dependence on the spins +. Recall that the one-component configuration space of
locally finite configurations is defined by

I={ycR?| |ynA| <o for all compacts A c R?}. (2.1)

It is well-known that I' is a Polish spaces with respect to the smallest topology such that all
maps y —> ery f(x) are continuous for any continuous function f with compact support (see
NK_IP@]) The corresponding Borel-o-algebra is then the smallest o-algebra such that

Fsyr—|ynAleNy
is measurable for any compact A © R?. We call probability measures on I states and measurable
functions F' on I' observables.

Example 2.1. The Poisson measure m, with intensity measure zdx, z > 0, is the most promi-
nent example of a purely chaotic state. It is uniquely determined by

m(A) z e—zm(A)

m({yel | ynAl=n}) = —

)

where n > 0 and A < R? is a compact. Here m(A) denotes the Lebesgue measure of A.

Below we describe a particular subclass of states described in terms of their associated
correlation functions. These ideas go back to the works of Lennard m, M]
The space of finite configurations

Lo:={n =R |n| <0}

is equipped with the smallest o-algebra such that I'o 3 n — |p n A| is measurable for any
compact A c R,

Remark 2.2. Note that any measurable function G : T'g —> R is uniquely determined by its
associated sequence of symmetric measurable coordinate functions G : (RY)" — R wvia

G(n)(flfl,...,ll?n) _ {G<{xl7”’7x7L})7 €T ;ﬁx]71;£j ) (22)
0, otherwise
Note that GO = G(&) is simply a constant.
We define a measure A on 'y by the relation
|
JG(n)dA(n) ~G@)+ ) f Gl{ar,... o V)das .. don, (2.3)
n=1 "
FO Rdn

where GG is any non-negative measurable function. The following identity is an combinatorial
analogue of the integration by parts formula (see ] for a proof).

7



Lemma 2.3. For any measurable function G : I'g x I'g x I'g — R it holds that

| S aenemarm = | [ 6enn oo (2.4)

T'o = T'oTg
provided on side of the equality is finite for |G|.

Let Bys(T'g) be the space of all bounded measurable functions with bounded support, i.e.
G € Bys(Tp) iff G is bounded and there exists a compact A ¢ R? and N € N with G() = 0
whenever n n A¢ # ¢ or |n| > N. Equivalently, its associated sequence of symmetric functions
G (see [22)) satisfy G™ = 0 for all n > N and G, ...,G™) are bounded with compact
support.

The K-transform is, for G € Bys(I'y), defined by

)= >, G(n), yeT, (2.5)

ne€y

where € means that the sum is taken over all finite subsets 7 of 7. Note that due to G € Bys(T')
only finitely many terms in the sum are non-vanishing.

Let 4 be a probability measure on I' with finite local moments, i.e. {.|y n A["du(y) < o
for all compacts A and n > 1.

Definition 2.4. The correlation function k, : T'o — Ry is (uniquely) defined by the relation

II(KG JG n)dA(n), G e Bys(To).

The assumption on finite local moments can be used to show that the integrand on the
right-hand side is, indeed, integrable in A\. Note that not every state p admits a correlation
function k. It is necessary and sufficient that j is locally absolutely continuous with respect to
the Poisson measure (see M] for additional details).

Remark 2.5. The Poisson measure m, has correlation function ky_(n) = 21",

2.2 Two-component case

Below we briefly describe an extension to the two-component case. Let I't be two independent
copies of I' as given in (Z1]). The two-component configuration space is defined as the product
I'? = I't xI'" and it is equipped with the product topology. All results explained above naturally
extend to this case. In order to fix the notation, a brief summary is given below.

Let I3 :=T¢ xTy, n:= (n",n7) and |n| := [nT|+|n~|. Define G € Bys(I'3) iff G is bounded,
measurable and there exists a compact A = R? and N € N such that G(n) = 0, whenever || > N
or nt nA¢# (.

The K-transform is, for G € Bys(T'3), defined by

)= > G(n)

ncy



where £ € n and n € v are defined component-wise.
Let 4 be a probability measure on I'? with finite local moments, i.e.

| oAt a AP <

for all compacts A and n > 1. Analogously to the one-component case we define the correlation
function k,, provided it exists, by

| KGdut) = [ Gnkumirm. 6 e By (26)

rg
Here A = AT ® A~, where AT are defined by (23]). By abuse of notation we let A stand for the
corresponding measure on I‘ai or I'Z, respectively. At this point it is worth to mention that not

every non-negative function £ on Fg is the correlation function of some state u. It is necessary
and sufficient that k() = 1 and that k is positive definite in the sense of Lenard, i.e.

jG () >0, Ge By(l'?), KG >0,

see M, ILenT73, M] Some additional details for states on I'? are discussed in ]

Example 2.6. The two-component Poisson measure on I'?> with activity parameters z* > 0

is defined as the product measure T+ .- = T+ ® m,~. Hence it has correlation function

o (1) = ()1,

3 Statement of the results

3.1 Joint dynamics

Let € > 0 be fixed. Observe that Cy, is continuous in o. Hence by (3] we find o~ > o such
that for all = € [ay, ™) we have

aiCd,(a_) < 1. (3.1)
Moreover, set
A
ot o log <max{>\+—m,19}>, A>0 (3.2)
b .
log(1), A=0

and let FP(I'?) = K(Bys(I'2)). For a = (a™,a7) let K, be the Banach space of all equivalence
classes of functions k : '} — R with finite norm

_atlnt| —a—ln—
leme I lg=am I,

|kl = esssup [k(n)
nefg
Denote by P, the space of all states p such that k, € Ko. Moreover, let P = J g2 Pa. For
simplicity of notation we let (F,pu) = o F(v)dpu(y ) where p is a state and F an integrable
function on I'2, Existence and uniqueness for solutlons to ([.G)) is stated below.



Theorem 3.1. Let a € R? be such that a~ € [ag ,a™7) and ot > af. Then for any po € Pa
there exists (uS)i>0 = P such that for any F € FP(I'?)

(i) L.F e LN(I'%,dus) and t —> (F, u$) is continuous.
(ii) t — (F, us) is continuously differentiable and (L6l holds for all t > 0.
Moreover, given (v§)i>0 = P such that for all F € FP(I'?) the following properties hold
(i) L.F € LY (T2, dv) and t — (F,v§) is locally integrable.
(ii) t —> (F, pgy is absolutely continuous and (LG holds for a.a. t > 0.
(iii) For each T > 0 there exists 7 > o such that

sup ke H;CB+ L <o
te[0,T] :
Then pu; = vi for all t > 0.

The construction of solutions to the Fokker-Planck equation is based on the construction of
an correlation function evolution. Inspecting the proof we easily deduce the following.

Remark 3.2. The proof shows that (6] is equivalent to a weak formulation of

ok
6_tt = L%, kili—o = ko, (3.3)

where L? is explicitly given in Section 8. The latter one is an Markov analogue of the well-
known BBGKY-hierarchy from physics. Moreover for any T > 0 the evolution [0,T) 5 t —>
kus € Kg(a,r) is continuously differentiable and the unique classical solution to B3) in Kg(a,1),
where B(a, T) = (B (o, T), ™) with T (T,a) = o™ + (A + ||a™ | 1)T.

Here and below we let Ey-(n",n7) := X 0+ 2ye,- b (2 — y). The next statement is an
extension of ] and gives bounds on the correlation function evolution.

Theorem 3.3. Let a € R? be such that a~ € [ag,a™7), ot > af and take g € Po. Let
(17)i=0 = P be the corresponding evolution of states and (ks )i>0 its evolution of correlation
functions. Then the following assertions hold.

(a) Case m < |a™|p1.
If X =0, take any § > 0 and of = a™. If X > 0, take any § € (0,\ +m) and of > a™
with a; > log (%) Then for anyneT? and t >0

ks (1) < kool e 11 ga I~ o (lat [ 1 +6—m)In*t|t ,—gtE,— (n* ™)

t — oY

(b) Case m > |la™| 1.
Let § € (0,m — |la*|p1). If X = 0, take af = at. If X > 0, take af > aF such that
04(’;F > log <W> Then for anyneT% andt >0

e (1) < | ,Caea} | o™ 07| g9t Ey— (" ™) p=5t

10



Assertion (a) shows that the evolution of correlation functions constructed in a scale of
Banach spaces is, in general, not localized in one Banach space but belongs to larger ones when
¢ increases. The additional factor e 9%~ ""17) reflects the interactions with the environment.

Remark 3.4. It is worth to mention that both statements include also the case € = o0 with % =
0. Such a choice for ¢ describes the BDLP dynamics interacting with a stationary environment.
In particular, by taking g = 0 we recover the state evolution for the isolated BDLP dynamics
obtained in [KK10].

Below we give estimates on the state evolution in terms of Lyapunov functions. Let us
assume the following condition.

(L) There exists an integrable, symmetric function e : RY — (0, 1] such that e(z + y) < ZEZ;
holds and
+ +
2 < o0, K < . (3.4)
(& L1 (& Lo

Moreover, suppose that 1 is integrable.
The following is our main guiding example.

Example 3.5. Take e(x) := e 17| for some § > 0. Then @A) holds, provided a*(x) < ce®l*l
for some constant ¢ > 0 and g, a(z)edl*ldz < oo.

Let k € (0,d) and set

L+ |z —yl”
|z — y|~

E(z,y) :=e(x)e(y) , T F .

The particular choice of x implies Z € L'(R? x R?). Let V : T? — [0, 0] be given by
V=V +Vy +Vi"+ V7 +W

with VYOi (/7) = er-yi €($), Vli (7) = % erfyi Zye-yi\x E($7 y) and W(7+7 /7_) = er,er Zye-y* E(gj, y)
Then we prove the following.

Theorem 3.6. Suppose that (L) holds. Then there exists T2 < I'? described in terms of V

and the interaction rates a*,b~ such that u(T'2%) = 1 holds for any p € P and (L.-V)(y) is

well-defined for any v € T'%. Moreover the following properties hold:

(a) There exists a constant c. > 0 such that
(LV)() < V() + Zlelo, veTs.
(b) Let (15)i>0 be the evolution of states obtained from (L6l). Then
Vi < (Vo) + = el ) exp (ect) . 10,

11



Note that these estimates also give corresponding estimates on the correlation functions.

Remark 3.7. Proceeding in the same way as in the proof of Theorem we can also prove
estimates with constants independent of € > 0. Namely one has

)

and (VT 1§y < (VT uoyexp (at), where V= Vgt + V™ and

+

a
W > < i resn ( (|

a’ J P o Tl
— + a™ (y) dy —m
Lt R4 |Z/|H

e

a = max { sup
weR4
R

Y

J at(y) 1+ |y —wl”
e(y) |y—wl*

3.2 Averaged dynamics

Let FP(I'") = K(Bys(I'g)). Similarly to K, we let Ko+ be the Banach space of equivalence
classes of functions with finite norm

,a+|77+|

[Elic, . = ess sup |k(n™)le

+
ntel|

Then let P,+ be the collection of all states g on I't such that k, € K,+. Finally let P, =
U ateRr Pa+- Below we give existence and uniqueness for the Fokker-Planck equation associated
to L. It can be deduced from Theorem Bl by taking ¢ = o0 and g = 0 (see Remark B.4]).

Theorem 3.8. Let at > aff and M(J)r € Po+. Then there exists (fiy)i>0 < P+ such that for each
F e FP(I') the following properties hold

(i) LF € LYI'",dp,), t — §o0 (LE) (v ) dag (1) is continuous.

(i) t — Spi F(yT)dp,(vh) is continuously differentiable such that (L) holds.
Given (Ty)i>0 < P+ such that for each F € FP(I'T)

(i) LF € LYI",dvy), t —> S0 (LF)(y")dup(v) is continuous.

(i) t — Sp F(yT)duy(y") is absolutely continuous and [L3) holds for a.a. t > 0.

(111) For all T > 0 there exists Bt > at such that

sup ks, i, < o
te[0,T7]

Then @i, = Uy for all t > 0.
A priori estimates on the evolution of correlation functions is given below.

Theorem 3.9. Let a™ > o, M(J)r € P+ and denote by (fi,)i>0 < P4 be the corresponding
evolution of states with correlation functions kg, . Then the following assertions hold.

12



(a) Case m+gp <|a*|L1.
If X =0, take 6 > 0 and of = o™, If X >0, take 6 € (0, +m + gp) and of > o with
a;{ > log (%) Then

+
kﬁt (77+) < ||k7“§ HICa+ e%s ‘nﬂe(”‘ﬁ”u +5—m—gp)|77+\t’ 77+ eTo, t > 0.

(b) Case ||a™ |1 <m+ gp.
Let 5 € (0,m + gp — |la™|p1). If A =0, take af = at. If X >0, take of > o™ such that

+ A
ag > log <m+gp*|\a+”L1*5)' Then
+,+ -5
kﬁt(n) S ”ng HICa+e°‘6 In ‘6 t, ,’7+ e FO, t 2 0.
Note that the critical value has changed from m = |a™ |1 (see Theorem B.3]) to m + gp =
[a*t||z1. This is, of course, a consequence of the additional competition with particles from the
environment.

Below we give similar Lyapunov estimates as for the joint dynamics. They can be deduced
from Theorem by taking ¢ = o0 and g = 0. Let V : T" — [0, 0] be given by

1 —_
Vet = Yew g Y Y Sy
xeyt zeyt yeyt\z

where e, Z are as before. Set

It =<~telt | V(") <o, Z Z a” (z —w) Z E(z,y) | < ©
zeyt \weyt\z yeyt\z

As before we may show that u(I'}) = 1 holds for any u € P, and, moreover, (LV)(y1) is
well-defined for any v+ € I'f.

Theorem 3.10. Suppose that % e L' n L®. Then we can find a constant ¢ > 0 such that
(LV)(v") <eV(vh), ~'ely.
Let ug € Po+ with ot > af and let (fi,)1>0 < Py be the solution to (LY). Then
Vi) < Vipgye' ¢ 0.

3.3 Stochastic averaging principle

For a given state pg € P let ,uar € P, be the marginal on I'" defined by

fF(’W)duJ(’W) - f F()duo(n), Fe FPIT).
T+ T2

The following is our main result on problem (iii).
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Theorem 3.11. Let o, o and &f be such that BJ) and
gt e A< N+ m (3.5)

hold. Let a~ € [ay ,a®7), at > & and py € Py. Denote by (u$)i>0 < P the evolution of states
given by Theorem [31] and by (fi,)i>0 < P+ be the evolution of states given by Theorem [3.8 with
initial state pg € Py+. Then

f FOrH)dus (v, y™) — f F(y" (), Fe FPTY),

holds uniformly on compacts w.r.t. t >0 as e — 0.

Remark 3.12. Suppose that 0 < g < (A +m)e™ % holds. Then we can find o~ ,a; € R such
that B1)) and BE) are satisfied.

4 Proof: Theorem B.1]

Here and below let € > 0 be fixed. Note that ¢ := oo is allowed, provided we set OO = 0.
The proof extends some ideas and techniques developed in [Fril7, KKld FK17]. For § > 0 let
Ls. = LS iLE be given by

(L5F)7) = > [m+ D a(@-y)+g > b (w—y) |(FyN\a,v) = F(7))

zeyt yeyt\z YEY™
+ Y Ry(a) fa*(ac C(FERT o) — F(v v ))dy
zeyt R
LER)) = X (P07 \a) = FG) + [ zs(e)e BB wa) - Py )da,
ZCE'}/7 Rd

where Rs(z) = e~%1*I* and zs(x) := 2Rs(z). Note that § = 0 corresponds to the original model
whereas d > 0 describes a model with integrable birth rate. It has the following property.

Let § > 0 and uo € P be such that uo(I'2) = 1. Then one can show that dug(y) =
Lpz (7)ho(7)dA(y) holds for some probability density hg on I'Z. Moreover, the corresponding

evolution of states exists (it is constructed below) and satisfies d,uf’a(y) = 1z (7)h “(v)d\(7)
with Srg hf’a(n)d)\(n) = 1. Roughly speaking Theorem [B1]is deduced by taking the limit 6 — 0.

The rigorous limit transition is performed on the level of correlation functions.
4.1 Evolution of integrable densities

We construct an evolution of densities on L'(T'3,d\) corresponding to the Markov operator Ls.
with § > 0. For n e I'2 let

. ) T TR
Dse(n):=mlgt|+ >, > a”(w=y)+g D, b (@—y)+_|n"[+lze P,

zent yent\z xzen™ yen~
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where [zge Bt 110 = (o4 25(z)e Ev (@1 )dz. We consider this function as a multiplication
operator on L'(I'§,d)\) with domain Dj. = {h € L'(T},d\) | Ds. - h e L'(T%,d\)}. Then

(Qs.ch)(n) = f m+ > a (x—y)+g > b (x—y) |hnT va,n)d

Rd yent yen—

+ 3 > Rs)at(z —y)h(nH\y,n )

rent yent\x

Jh ,m- vx)dr + — Z z5(x 2N (o \a)

:cen

defines a linear operator on Ds.. Using (Z4]) one can show that for each bounded measurable
function F : F% — R and each h € Ds,

j<L5,€F>< f F(n) (~Dgn(mh(n) + (Qs.h) (1)) dA(n). (4.1)
3

Lemma 4.1. (—Ds. + Qs5.,Ds.) is closable and its closure (Jse, D(Js5.)) is the generator of
a stochastic semigroup on LY(T'3,d\). In particular, for each 0 < hg € D(Js.) there exists a

unique classical solution 0 < hf’E < D(Js.) to

5hf’€ d,e d,e
= Tsehy”y hyi"li=0 = ho, t>0.
ot
Proof. The same arguments as m, Lemma 5|, i.e. apply m, Proposition 5.1}, imply the
assertion. ]

Later on we give an alternative construction of this evolution in terms of integrable correlation
functions.

4.2 Local evolution of quasi-observables

For technical reasons, such as uniqueness and convergence § — 0, it is convenient to study first so-
lutions to the pre-dual Cauchy problem (B:3). For this purpose, introduce £, := L'(I'3, el dn)
with norm

IGle. = f\G(n)\eaMd)\(n)
g
where el = e In"lea”In"|,

Remark 4.2. Note that ||| < || and Ls < Ly for all a® < BT, i.e. (Lo)aer? is a decreasing
two-parameter scale of Banach spaces with dense embeddings L, < Ly

15



Let 25,5 = E? + %25}3 where LS = As + Bs and

M) =m+XNnt+ > D a(@—y+g )Y, > b (—y)

zent yentiz zent yen~
(45G)(n) = M) + ) Ry(a) ja*(:v—y)c:(n* O ¥ )y,
zent R4
(BsG)m) == > D) a GonP\e,n™)—g Y >, b (x—y)Gn*,n\y)
zent yent\z xzent yen—
+An*G(n) + ), Rs(x f —y)Gn \x vy, )dy,
zent Rd

EFCYm =~ G + 3 [aalahe B () 1\ ) Gl € ),

§cn” Rd

where E(f;n7) = [ [, f(z). It is not difficult to see that for all a* < B* the operator E&e is
bounded from L3 to L,. Moreover, we have for all 5 > a™ and = > a~

o] + A+ ot + €
e(Bt —at)
The relation of 25,5, Z}f and Z}(;E to L., L°, L is explained in the following remark.
Remark 4.3. Using [@/ one can show that
KLEG, = LFKG,, KL{Gy=L{KGy, KLs;.Gs= L5 KGs
holds for all Gy € Bys(Ty ), Ga € Bys(Tg) and Gs € Bys(I3).

1B5G|c,, <

HGH Cs (4.2)

For any a = (at,a7) € R? let
D — {GeLly| (In |+ M) -Ge Ly}, e€(0,00)
“{GeLy | M-Ge L), e=w

Let o and m be given by (3.2)).

Lemma 4.4. For each § > 0, each o™ > af and a™ € [ay ,a™ ™) the operator (A5+%E?,Da) is
the generator of an analytic, semigroup S§_(t) of contractions on L. Moreover, given 5+ > a™

and = € [a™,a™7), then Sge(t) = S8§.(t)|c, for allt>0.

(4.3)

Proof. We consider only the case where A > 0. The other case follows by similar arguments.
For each 0 < G € D, we get by [24]), Rs < 1 and (L4))

| ¥ B [0 @ =060t Oy dyeran)

1'\2 SC€7]+ Rd

< max {M—Lm’ 79} e | M@m)Gm)e dr(n).

I3
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Similarly we obtain by zs < z

| 3 [t e (1w 1) 66 o a)dada

1—\8 §7Cn7 Rd

< 2C0y(a”)e ™ f Gt e)e e I e I lan (™, e7).
T3

Since max

{Him,ﬁ e " <1 and 2Cy(a™)e™™ < 1 the assertion can be deduced by similar
arguments to , Proposition 3.1]. ]

A pair («, 8) is said to be admissible if 37 > a®™ > af and a; <a™ <3~ < a®~. For such
a pair let
Bt —at

T(c, = —.
@) = B T A+ ol + & g

Proposition 4.5. For each § > 0 there exists a family of bounded linear operators
{ﬁéf(t) € L(Ls,Ly) |0<t <T(,B), (o, ) admissible pair }

with

T(a, B)
T(Oé, ﬁ) —t

such that the following properties are satisfied.

1052 ) ey < » 0=t <T(a,p) (4.4)

(a) For any admissible pair (o, ) with o= < B~ and any G € Lg, Gy = ﬁgéa(t)G is the
unique classical solution in L, to

oGy ~
(9—tt = LseGy, Gili=o, t€[0,T(a,B)). (45)

(b) Given two admissible pairs (o, ) and (o, 5), we have
TP )G = U ()G = U2 (1) G (4.6)
for any G € Lg and 0 <t < min{T(«, B), T (ap, ), T(c, B)}.
Proof. In view of Lemma .4l and ([£2]) the assertion follows from M] O

By property (6] we simply write (75,5(t) instead of U 65 *(t) if no confusion may arise.
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4.3 Local evolution of correlation functions

Here and below we let § > 0 be arbitrary. In this section we study the adjoint Cauchy problem
to ([@3). The dual space (L4)* can be identified with K, by use of the duality

<<G,k>>=jc<n>k<n>dx<n>, Ge Lo, keKa (4.7)
1'\2

Remark 4.6. For all a® < % we have | - |x; < |- ko, Ka © K. Hence (Ka)aerz is an
increasing two-parameter scale of Banach spaces. Note that the embeddings K, < Kg are not
dense.

Since E&E € L(Lg, L,) for all a® < B*, the adjoint operator satisfies L(%E = ZAL:;“@ € L(Kq, Kp).
It is for all G € Lg and k € K, determined by the relation
| Esecrmrmarm = [ cmasmmare.
I 3
Moreover, if i € P,, then by Remark and definition of correlation functions
| @sepautn = [ Eocormbamarm, F-KG e FPI?)
r2 T3

The action of this operator is given by Lﬁg = L?’S + %L(SA’E with L?’S = A(;A + B(;A and

(ASK)(n) = =M(k(m) + D>, D, Rs(y)a™ (z —y)k(n \z,n"), (4.8)

rent yent\x

(BSk)(n) = — D] f a (z—yknt vy, )dy—g )] f b (z—y)k(n",n~ vy)dy (4.9)

zent Rd x€77+Rd
+ At k() + )] f Rs(y)a™ (z —y)k(n"\z v y,n")dy,
90€?7+Rd
(L5Pk) () = ~[n~ |k(n) (4.10)
X za(a)e B [ () S LY kL€ O \)AE).
TENT Ty

The operator B5* satisfies for any a* < 8% and a~ < -

B a1+ A+ at | + e
e(BT —at)
A7a75

Given any admissible pair («, 8) and 0 <t < T'(a, ) we let U5 ™" (t) := ﬁgé‘x(t)* be the adjoint
operators.

g
| Bk, < IF ]k
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Proposition 4.7. Fix any 6 > 0. The family of adjoint operators
{U(fe’a’ﬁ(t) € L(Kg,Ko) | 0<t <T (e, B), («,B) admissible pair }

satisfies the following properties.
(a) Let af <af <at <pt anda, <ag <a” <B~ <a* . Then

Uss P (H)k = Upe® (t)k = Ups™ P (t)k (4.11)

,E
for any k € Koy and 0 <t < min{T (e, 8), T (a0, ), T (g, 5)}.

(b) For each admissible pair (o, ) with o~ < 7 and each ko € Ky, Kkt := U(fe’a’ﬁ(t)k:o is the
unique classical solution in Kg to

% = Lk, Kilimo = ko, 0<t<T(a,f). (4.12)

Moreover, if ko € Ko, with af < a*, then U(fa’a’ﬁ(t)LﬁEk‘o = L(%EU(fga’B(t)ko holds for all
te[0,T(a, B)).

(c) Let (kt)iepory < Kp be such that [0,T) 5t — (G, ki)) is continuous for every G € Lg
and

(G k) = (G koY) + f (B5.G.K))ds, 1€[0,T), G e By(T2). (4.13)
0

Then ky = U™ (t)ko holds for all 0 < t < min{T, T(a, 8)}.
Proof. Follows from [Fril6a]. O

Due to property (AII) we omit the additional dependence on («, /), if no confusion may

arise. In such a case we let Ufs(t) stand for U(SAe’a’ﬁ(t).

Proposition 4.8. Let ko € Ko, G € Bys(I'3) and («, 8) be any admissible pair with o~ < 3.
Then for each 0 <t < %T(a,ﬁ)

<<G7 U(Séa (t)k0>> - <<G7 U(%a (t)k0>>7 6 —0. (414)
Proof. Let (a, ) be any admissible pair with o~ < 7 and fix any 0 < ¢ < %T(a,ﬂ). Define
Ba—r = % Then at < ﬂoi < B, T(a, Bo) > %T(a,ﬂ) and T'(Bo, 5) = %T(a,ﬂ). Since
B1 — T(B1,B) is continuous, we can find Bli € (ﬁai, %) such that
1 .
gT(a,ﬂ) < min{T(«, o), T(51,0)}- (4.15)
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Hence for any s € [0,¢] it follows that s < T'(a,fp) and t — s < T(p1,8). Consequently
Uﬁa(s)ko € Kg, and by {II) U(fe(t — s)ko € K for s € [0,t]. By [@I2) we see that

[0,¢] 55— Ug.(t — s)Uss(s)ko € K

is continuously differentiable in Kg such that
t
Ui (t)ko — Ug. (t) ko = fUOéa(t —s) (L§. — Lg.) Uss(s)kods
0
holds in K. Take G € Bys(I'3) < Lg, let G5_, = ﬁo,a(t —5)G € L, and KOS = Uﬁa(s)ko € KCs,-

Then

.
(LEKSE) () — (LEKS) ()] < P01 eBa 1™ B g () [K3S i,

where
Hycso()i= < Y ¥ a™ =)= Row) + 3 (1= Ro(w)a” o = )iy
zent yent\z me’?ﬁgd
+ eiﬁoisz(ﬂO*) Z (1 — Rg(x))e  Bel@n™\2) > g,
zen—

This implies

(G, UR (ko — U (Dko))] < f (G, UR(t — 5)(LE, — LK) |ds
j|<<Gt o (LA = LB )K3<Y|ds

< s ||1c5€||,<ﬁoj f 1G5 () Hs e, (m)eP A () s
0 r2

By duality, (44 and (£I5]) we get Hk‘r lics, < % < 3,7 € [0,t]. Moreover Hs g,(n) — 0
as 6 — 0 and using

_g+ —B=- — —
Hi e po(n) < e 70 20% Pla™ oo + 2]a™ | aln*| + ze ™0 Cy(By )In~| =: h(n)

together with
nTL
(BT — B
and G5_ € L, gives G5_,-h-¢%l'l e L1(TZ,d\). The assertion follows by dominated convergence.
O

)t
Int|"e By ln* | < e eIl >, nteld
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4.4 Local evolution of states

The main step in the proof is to show that U(f6 (t) preserves positivity in the sense of Lennard,
ie.

UG UL (ky) >0, KG >0, G e Bys(T3)

whenever k is positive definite in the sense of Ruelle. In view of ([@.I4]), we show that U fe(t) for
6 > 0 enjoys such property. To this end we prove that U (fa(t)k:o is the correlation function of a
probability density given by Lemma [£1]

For this purpose we introduce certain auxiliary Banach spaces of integrable correlation func-
tions. Similar spaces have been used in KKld, FKlﬁﬂ, |Fr_11ﬂ] Let Rg be the Banach space of
all equivalence classes of functions u with norm

|u(77) |e_0f+ ‘77+‘e_a7|777‘
E(Ry;n™)E(Rs3m~)

Juls = ess sup
nng

It is the dual space to BS := L'(I'2, e®ll€(Rs)d\) with norm
1G5 = f|G(n)|ea*"*ea"5<R5;n+)5<35;n‘)dx<n)
r

and duality given by {@T). Note that RS < Ka, Lo < B2, RS < (s Lp and Uz K = B. The
following is an analogue of Proposition and Proposition 7 with Ky, £, replaced by BS and
R‘;, respectively.

Proposition 4.9. For any 6 > 0 there exists a family of bounded linear operators
{W(fa’a’ﬁ(t) e L(RY,RY) | 0 <t <T(a,B), (a,B) admissible pair }
with

Ai )
Wi Ollims =3y < 7 o 0<t<T(a,p) (4.16)

such that the following holds.
(a) Let (g, ) and (o, B) be two admissible pairs. Then
A0, Ao, Ao,
Wi Oﬁ(t)u = W; """ (0w = Wy, B(t)u
for any u e Ky, and 0 <t < min{T(ag, @), T (e, 8), T (g, B)}.

(b) For each admissible pair (o, ) and uy € RS uf’e = W(é’a’ﬁ(t)uo is the unique classical

(o4

solution in Rg to

6uf’€
ot

Moreover, if ug € RS, with af < at, then W(ﬁ’a’ﬁ(t)L(%Euo = LﬁaWéi’a’B(t)uo.

= L{up®, 0<t<T(aB) (4.17)
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(c) For any ug € R, we have
U (tyug = W™ (t)ug (4.18)
where 0 <t < T(a, B) and (o, B) is any admissible pair.

Proof. Observe that E&e is a bounded linear operator from Bg to Bg for any ot < BE. Moreover,

we have . -
a7 A A+ ot + P

e(B* —at)
for any G € Bg. By ﬂmh we get a family of operator I//[\/&éa(t) € L(Bg,Bg) with similar
properties as stated in Proposition Then the adjoint operators W(i’a’ﬁ (t) := 1//1\/56 (t)*
satisfy properties (a), (b). Let us prove (c). From (LIT) we see that Wé’a’ﬁ(t)uo € R% c Kg
satisfies (@LI3) for any G € Bys(I'3). Moreover, t —> (G, Wé’a’ﬁ (t)ug))y is continuous for any
Gelgc Bg. The assertion follows from Proposition [£7(c). O

|BsGlps <

21G s

Remark 4.10. The family Wé (t) satisfies a similar uniqueness property as given in Proposition
[£-9 (¢). However, it will not be used in this work.

Here and below we omit the superscript («, 8) if no confusion may arise.

Lemma 4.11. Let (a, B) be any admissible pair and ug € RS be positive definite. Then W(fe(t)uo
is positive definite for any 0 <t < T(a, ).

Proof. For any a = (a*,a7),b = (b*,b7) € R? and u € R let
Huln) i= [ (-1)¥lun 0 HaNE), ne T3
r3
Then H : R —> L, is continuous with

[Hulc, < lulrgexp (e + e ¥ 4 e 4 e ) |Rslp ).

It is easily seen that Hu € Ds. < D(Js.) holds for for any a € R? and u € RS. Moreover, for
each G € K, and u € R} with ¢ = (¢, ¢”) € R2 one can show that

(G, u)) = (KG, Huy,). (4.19)
Since L§€ is bounded from Rg to Rg, for any a't > a® we get

(KG, HL§w) = (G, Liwyy = (L5Goup)
— (KLs.G, Huy) = ((Ls JKG, Hupy = (KG, J5 - Hu))
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where the last equality follows from (4.1l and Hu € Ds.. As G was arbitrary we get ’HLééu =
Js.cHu. Let hf’e = HWé(t)uo for 0 <t <T(a, ). Then hf’e e L1(T'3,d)) and it is not difficult
to see that Dj - K€ e LYT2,dN), ic. h)F e Ds. < D(Js5.). By @I1) we get

onde
ot

= jé,ehf767 h?a‘t:() = HUO, te [07T(a7/8))

in L(T2,d\). Denote by Ss.(t) the strongly continuous semigroup generated (s, D(Jse))-
Fix t € (0,T(c, 8)), then [0,t] 3 5 — S5 (t — $)RSS € LY(I2,dN) is continuously differentiable
with %Sg,e(t — $)h3° = 0. This implies hf’E = Ss5..(t)Hup > 0, since by [@I9) we have Hug > 0.
But this implies (G, Wé(t)uo» — ({IKKG, hY¥)) > 0 for any G € Byy(I'2) with KG > 0. O

The next proposition follows by ([AI4]) and Lemma [£.17]

Proposition 4.12. Let (o, §) be any admissible pair with = < 5~ and let ko € K, be positive
definite. Then UOA@(t)ko is positive definite for any 0 <t < £T(a, B).

Proof. Fix § > 0 and let ko s(n) := E(Rs;n")E(Rs;n™ )ko(n). Then ko5 € RS for any & € (0, 0]
and in view of , Lemma 10] it is positive definite in the sense of Lennard. Moreover,
Wﬁe(t)ko,g is positive definite for 0 < ¢t < T'(«, 8). Let G € Bys(T'2) be such that KG > 0. By

([@I8), Lemma A1 and ([@I4) we get for any 0 <t < 17T(a, 3)
0< <<G7 Wéé,s(t)ko75>> = <<G7 Uﬁe(t)k0,5>> - <<G7 UOA,a (t)k0,5>>7 & —0.
This shows that U&E(t)koﬁ is positive definite. Letting 6 — 0 yields the assertion. O

Existence and uniqueness of (local) solutions to the Fokker-Planck equation (L) is stated
below.

Proposition 4.13. Let (o, 8) be an admissible pair with = < = and po € Py. The following
assertions hold.

(a) There exists a family of states <Iu’§)0§t<%T(a,B) < Pg such that for each F € FP(I'?) we
have Lo F € LY(T% dp5), [0, 3T (a, B)) 5t —> (Lo F, p§) is continuous and (LG) holds

for all such t. Moreover, the correlation functions satisfy

3 1
s iy < 3 0<t< gT(a,B). (4.20)

(b) Let (v§)o<t<T < Pgs be another family of states such that for each F € FP(I'?) we have
LooF € LYNI2,dv§), [0,4T(a, B)) 5 t —> (Lo F,v§) is locally integrable and (L) holds
for a.a. t. Suppose that

sup kg |k, < 00, VT € (0,T). (4.21)
te[0,17)

Then vi = 5 for all 0 < t < min {7, T (e, B)}.
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Proof. (a) Previous proposition shows that U(fa(t)ko is positive definite. Hence there exists
a family of states (”§)0§t<%T(a,ﬁ) c Pg such that U@E(t)k:o = kus (see , ]) Let

F e FP(I?) and G € By (I'2) with F' = KG. Take 8; > 8%, then G € L3, and ZoﬁG e Lg. For
each 0 <t < %T(a,ﬁ) we have

(G kD) = (G koY) + f (B0 G ey,
0

Since Lg < LYI'3, kyzd)) for s € [0,¢] and K : L' (T, kyed)) — L'(IT'?,dps) is continuous
(see M]) it follows that ]KZ}QEG e LY(T'% dus). By ]Kio,aG = Lo.F and (2.6) we see
that ¢t — <<IA1075G, kus)) is continuous and (LE) holds for 0 < t2T(c, 3). This shows that
(115 ) o<+ <17(a,8) has the desired properties where [20) follows by duality, @) and t < +T'(«, 3).
(b) Let G € Bys(I'§). Then (L8] implies that [0,T) 5t — (KG,v§) = ((G, kye)) is continuous
and satisfies

(G, kup)y = (G k) + f (BoG kyeyds,
0

By Proposition 7 (c) we get k,e = ks for all 0 < ¢t < min{T,T(a,8)} and hence pj = vy,
provided we can show that ¢ — ((G, k¢ )) is continuous for any G € L. This clearly holds for
all G € Bys(I'3). The general case G € L follows by [@2ZI)) and a standard density argument. [

4.5 Global evolution of states

It remains to extend the constructed evolution of states to all ¢ > 0. Following the ideas from

|, we establish reasonable a priori estimates on solutions to ([ZI3]). Such estimates are
used for the continuation of the local evolution of states. Since we only deal with § = 0 below, we
let UA(t) := U(fe(t) and likewise A% := AS, BA := B LAF = L?’E,Ea = Eo,a, etc. Define a
new operator BOA by

(Bgk)(m) = Alntlk(m) + . | a™ (@ —y)k(n"\z vy, 07 )dy.

x€77+Rd
For all at < S with a™ = = we get
A+ at g
B2k < — K|k,
I L

ot

Let Tl(Of,,B) = )\f‘HaiJrHLl > T(Oé,ﬂ)

Lemma 4.14. There exists a family of bounded linear operators
[QBP(1) € L(Ka, Kp) [ 0 <t < Ti(0,8), log(0) <a* <%, a; Sa” <f~ <a™}
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with ||Q5A’a’ﬁ(t)HL(lCa,lC6) < Tf(léaﬁ)ﬁlt, 0 <t<Ti(a,B) such that for all k € Ko and

log(¥) <at < BT, ay <a <B <a®~
the following properties hold.
(a) Let af € (a™,8%) and ay € [a,B7]. Then
QR 1)k = QB = QB (0)k

for any 0 <t < min{T} (e, ap), T1 (cxo, B), T1 (e, B)}. Moreover
1 1
<AA + ELA’E + B()A) Q@0 (H)k = Qb (t) (AA + ELA’E + B()A) k

holds for 0 <t < min{T} (a, ag), T1 (g, 8)}-

(b) If k>0, then Q=P (t)k > 0 for t € [0,Ti(a, B)).

(c) Suppose that o~ < ~, then ki := ?’a’ﬁ(t)k‘ is the unique classical solution in Kg to

0k

1
el (AA + ELA’E + B()A) k, 0<t<Ti(xp).

(d) Let k be positive definite. Then [;-A’a’ﬁ(t)k < Q?’a’ﬁ(t)k for0 <t < 3T(a,p).

Proof. Existence of such family together with property (a) follows by ﬂm, Theorem 3.1].
(b) The construction of Q2 () (see , Theorem 3.1]) shows that it can be obtained by an
approximation build by positive operators.

(¢) This follows from ] together with the observation that A% + %LA’E + B§* is a bounded
linear operator from C, to Ky for any at < g*.

(d) Take By, as in the proof of Proposition E7l(c). Then we can find 3 € (87, %) with

(415). Hence [0,t] 35— Q?’ﬁl’ﬁ(t - s)UgA’a’ﬁo(s)ko € Kp is continuously differentiable which
implies

t
QLB )k — UL (t)ko = f QI (t — 5) (BE — B) U™ (s)kods
0

for 0 <t < %T(a,ﬁ). Since U?’a’ﬁo(s)k:o > 0 (see Corollary [TI2]) and Q?’ﬁl’ﬁ(t — 8) preserves
positivity, the assertion follows from (BOA — BA) UeA b °(s)ko > 0. O

Due to part (a) we omit the dependence on («,3). The next statement provides a global
correlation function evolution.

Proposition 4.15. Let af > of, a; < ay < o™ and ko € Ko, be the correlation function
for some o € Py,. Then there exists ky < UB+>a3 Kﬁ*,ag’ t > 0, with the following properties.

(a) k¢ is positive definite for any t > 0.
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(b) For all G € Bys(T3)

(G k) = (G oY) + f<<i€c:, k)yds, 130,
0

(¢) Let (rt)ijo,ry < Kg+ ag for some BT > af be such that t —> ((G,ry)) is continuous for
any G € £5+ ap and

UGy = (G ko) + f<<lA}5G,r5>>ds, Le[0.T), G e By(T2).
0

Then k¢ = 1y for all 0 <t < min{T, T’ (ap, B)} where = (BT, o).

Proof. First, we show that U2 (t)k,, can be extended to all ¢ > 0. Let & := a*ﬁ;ao ;

BH(a*.T) = a* + A+ Ja*| )T (4.22)

_ —1
7(a) :=T(a, (™ +1,a” +k)) = (ge”ea +et la”||p1e + X+ ||a+HL1>
Define two sequences (T(n))neNo and (o )nen, by T 0) .= 0 and
n 1 — n —
T( ) = 17—(@”)7 Qnt1 -= <a7t+17an+1) = (B_F(CYZ,T( +1))7a0 ) (4'23)

Let kﬁl) := UL (t)ky, for t € [0,7(M] and define recursively

n+1 n
kg = = Ut’:‘A(t)k’;‘()n)7

te [0, T+ (4.24)
where n > 1. Let us show the following properties:
(1) k:gn) € Ky, for all m > 1 and t e [0, 7],
(i) af =af + (la* g +N)(TY + - +TM) and o), = ay.
(iii) 32, 7M™ = oo,

(i) and (ii): We proceed by induction. For n =1 we get
m_1 1 - -
TV = ZT(O(()) < gT(Oém (ag + 1,05 +K))

and hence kﬁl) e K+

ag +lay +K
(ii) follows from

and kﬁl) < Q2 ()ky, for t € [0,T7M)], see LemmaIdl(d). Property

af = (g, TW) = af + (Ja* | + NV
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Since Q2 (t)k,, € Ka, we obtain k;,gl) € Ko, for all t € [0,7M]. Suppose that (i) and (ii) hold
for some n > 1. Then, by (ii),

apey =B, TY) = af + (A + ¥ p) T = af + A+ Ja* )W + -+ T0HY),

Finally,
k§n+l) = Uz—:A(t)k(n < QA( ) T()) ICOénH
for t € [0, 7" V)], since T+ < 1T (ay,, (af + 1,05, + K)).
Let us prove (iii). Suppose that 77, 7™ < co. Then T — 0 as n — co. From (i) we
get af —af | = (A + a*|;)T™, n>1 and hence

TW = — — (ot —af), N>1.
Z T e N2

In particular, a;(, has to be bounded, say a;(, < cfor all N > 1. But this implies

1 1 1
T = ZT(Oén) = 1D - -
ela=|pie + X+ |at| + gere®
1 1
> — = )
T de|la e+ A+ |aT|pr + gefe

which contradicts to T — 0 as n — 0. Hence (iii) holds.
Define S, :=TW + ...+ T n>1and Sy:= 0. Let

ko= k% S St< S, n>L (4.25)

Then k; is well-defined for any ¢ > 0 and due to the semigroup property of U2 (t) (see M])
the evolution obtained by this procedure is independent of the particular choice of T, It
remains to prove (a) — (c). Property (a) follows by Corollary
(b) By (ii) it suffices to show that for any n > 1 and any t € [0, .S, ]

(G k) = (G koY) + f<<i€c:, ko)ds, G e Byy(T3). (4.26)
0

First observe that by ([@.24]) we have k; = kﬁgi) =UL(t-S, )k:( ")

7(m - Proposition .7)(b) together
with the substitution s = r — 5, implies

t_S'rL

(G kY = (G KT 3y + f (E.G,UB (5)K), s

0

t
— (G R + j<<iec:, UA(r — S0k S
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Taking into account that k:(T?)n) = UEA(O)k(T?)n) = ké"H) = kg, and U[;_A(T—Sn)k(ﬂ)n) = kfﬁgi) =k,
yields for n > 0 and t € [Sy,, Sp41]
t
(G k) = (G ks, ) + J<<E5G7 ks)yds, G € Bys(TF). (4.27)
Sn

For n = 0 identity (£26]) readily follows from ([@27). Proceeding by induction we get for
t € [Sn, Snt1] by [@27) and induction hypothesis

«am»—«a@pwjk&am»w
Sn

Sn t t
—«am»+f«&am»@+f«&am»@—«am»+f«&am»m
0 Sh 0

Finally, property (c) follows from the construction of k; and Proposition BTl (c) O
Note that from ([£24]) and ([£25]) we obtain

= KL = U3 - S

Tyznw te [STH Sn—i—l] (428)

and k‘f(pn(i) = kg, for all n > 0. This completes, by Proposition [£.7] the proof of Theorem Bl

5 Proof Theorem 3.3

5.1 Case m < |a*|pn

Fix e > 0. Let a™ > of and o™ € [a;,a® 7). Let § and a; be given as in Theorem 33l (a). Set
re(n) = e It ga™ I~ | o (lat | 1 +6—m)Int|e.
Then 7y € K, ) where as(t) = (af + (la™ | + 6 —m)t,a7).
Lemma 5.1. For each n > 0 it holds that
Q:(t)rs, < rs,e, te[0,T0D]
where T™*Y s defined in @23) and S,, = TO 4. T with Sy = 0.
Proof. Observe that 6 —m < A and a™ < oz;;F implies

ot + (|aT|p +0—m)T < BY((af ,a7),T), VT > 0.
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Hence we have rg, 14 € ICB((OC; a-),Sns1)7 T € [0,7**D]. By Lemma ETI4l(a),(c) we get

t
Q= (t)rs, — 5,41 = f@?(t — 5)Nyds (5.1)
0
where Ny € IC B((af 0= ),Sms1)+(5,6) is given by

1
Ni(n) = —5|77+|7“sn+s(77) + —(LA’ETSn+s)(77)

_ Z Z Y)rs, +s(n) — g Z Z b™ (7 — y)rs,+s(n)

zent yent\z xen™ yen~

+ > D a Y)rs, s\, n7).

zent yent\x

By LAFrg ., <0, condition (S), e=% 9 < 1 and \e™®% < § we obtain

No(n) < s, sl | (A7 = 8) 75,050 (50 =1) Y Y o (@—y) <0,

zent yenti\z
The assertion follows by Lemma FT4l(b). O

We prove Theorem by induction. For n = 0 and ¢ € [0,7())] we get by Lemma ZI4l(d)
and (4.28))

A A
ku? = Ua (t)kuo < Qa (t)kuo
Next, observe that k,, < |ky,[x.ro and hence by previous lemma

Q2 (ko < ko lica Q2 (V)0 < Ik lic. e

(n)

This proves the assertion for n = 0. Suppose that the assertion holds for n > 0. Then kT(n) =

ks, < |lkullc.rs, and hence by Lemma A14(d) and (Z28))
bu = USRS, < QB — Sk, < [huolica @2t — Su)rs, < [huolicare

This proves the assertion in this case.

5.2 Case m > |a™ |

Fix £ > 0. Let a* > o and a~ € [a;,a* 7). Take § and o as in Theorem B3 Set
re(n) 1= e I lga™ Il =0t

Then r; € K(a; a-) for all t > 0.
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Lemma 5.2. For each n > 0 it holds that
Q-(t)rs, <rs,si, te[0,TTHY]
where T4 s defined in @23) and Sy, := TW + .. + T with Sy := 0.
Proof. By Lemma .14l (a),(c) we see that (G.I]) holds for Ny € K(a;7a,)+(6’6) given by

1
Ny(n) = (=m + [a* ||L1)|77+|Tsn+s(77) + (L5 g, 10 ()

-3 Y Yrs,+sm) —g >, D) b (@ —y)rs,+s(n)

zent yenti\z zent yen~

+, 2 a Y)rs,+s(n\T,n7) + 0rs, 5(n).

zent yent\x
Then Ny(F, 1) <0,
Ny ™) < s vslfhon™) (=m + a*| 1 +6) <0

and for |n*| > 2

Non) < 75,45(n) (€790 = a”(z—y)

> xent yew*\r

+15,05(n) (64 ] ( =5 4 ot —m))
< 75,45 (M3 = [nT]) <0

The assertion follows by Lemma FT4l(b). O

The assertion now follows again by induction similarly to the previous case.

6 Proof Theorem

Let 2 = {y e I'? | M(y) < o0}, where

MO) =V + > | D) a(@—w) Y, El@y)+ Y] E(x,y)

zeyt \weyt\z yeyt\z yey—
Y S re-w|| Y e+ Y =@y )<
eyt \wey~ yeyt\z yey~

Lemma 6.1. For any ju € P we have u(T'%) =

Proof. Tt suffices to show that {., M(vy)du(y) < . The latter one can be shown by direct
computation using the fact that e € L'(R%) and = € L'(R? x R9). O
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It is not difficult to prove that (L.V)(v) is well-defined for any v € I'%.

Lemma 6.2. There exists a constant c. > 0 such that

z
(LV)() < eV(7) + Zelp, v eTs.

Proof. Write V() = Vo(y) + Vi* (%) + Vi (1) + W(3) with Vo(3) = Sperv e(@) + Yoo, ela),

Vit (y) = %erﬁ Dyerh\z S(@,y) and Vi (v) = %er«r 2iyer—\z =(@,y). Let us estimate each
term in

(LV)(7) = (LeVo) () + (LeViT)(7) + (LeVi)(7) + (LW)().- (6.1)

separately. For the first term we get

a’

e

(LVo)(7) < (

—m> S efa) —é 3 e@) + el (6.2)
Ll

zeyt TEYT

at
e

where we have used {5, a™ (z — y)e(y)dy < e(z)

" For the second term we get

LV < Y f at@-1) Y Sw,y)dy

xE'\ﬁRd weyT

- Z Z faJr(x—y)E(w,y)dy—k Z faJr(a;—y)E(a:,y)dy—Il—FIg.

reyt we«ﬁ\de xe«ﬁRd

Then we obtain

b= Y e [ar)E e —pay< e Y e
Rd

zeyt ‘y | : xeyt

1+[yl"
[yl®

where ¢, := {pqat(y) dy < oo. For I} we have

% % et [ GRIEEE TR <)

eyt weyt\z

where . . . . . .
d = Supja W) +|y—1:| < a j de~|—2a— < 0.
weRd e(y) |y_w| € ||po |y| € |1
d Rd
Altogether we see that
(L VD) () V() + e Z e(z). (6.3)
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In the same way

where c_ = {4 e(x) 1J|;||“’f€|md:17. Finally we have

<3 Y j DE(w)dy

reyt wey— Rd

EPIPIECUEED W s e

:ce*y yeyt wey*Rd
Using
JE( 1+ |y —wl|®
Z Z j )E(y, w)dy = Z Z j (z — y)e(y)ﬁdy
reyt wey— Rd reyt wey— Rd y
1 _ K
T e J (y) [z —y - WI
and
1 _ K
z e Be@ B (w, 2)de < <z J * lw f| dr < ¢~ Z e(w)
St e £ lw — x| g~
Rd vt Rd wey
where c_ 1= sup,cpd §pa €(x )%d:p < o0 we obtain
z
(LW () < (¢ —=m — D)W () +eos D ela). (6.5)
zeyt
The assertion follows from (G1]) — (65)). O

Assertion Theorem[B.6l(b) can be deduced from approximation of V by V,, € FP(I'?) together
with Gronwall lemma.

7 Proof Theorem B.11]

The proof is divided into three steps. First we consider an auxiliary problem and prove a
preliminary version of the averaging principle. Based on this auxiliary result we show the
stochastic averaging principle for the evolution of quasi-observables. Finally, Theorem B.IT]
follows by standard duality arguments.
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7.1 Auxiliary convergence

Since here and below we only consider the case § = 0 we let LS = ZALOS, LE = ZALSJ, A= Ay, B = By,
where the latter operators have been defined in Section 4. Let

(C-G)(n) = (AG)(n) — g(VG)(n) + =(LEG)(n)
(B'G)(n) = (BG)(n) + g(VG)(n)

where A, B and L¥ have been defined in @) — @I0) and

V&) = >, Db (@—yGnn \y).

xen™ yen~

1
€

These are well-defined linear operators on £, with domain D, defined by (&3] for ¢ € (0, ).
Here and below we assume that (33]) holds.

Lemma 7.1. Let o~ € [a;,a™7) and a® > &f. Then (C.,D,) is the generator of an analytic

semigroup (T(t))i>0 of contractions on Lo. Moreover T ()|, = TP () holds for all a* < B*
with B~ < o™~

Proof. For 0 < G € D, we have
|wermetaxm = [ Gmenirm.
3 g
The assertion follows by similar arguments to Lemma [£.41 O

Next we construct the limiting semigroup when € — 0. Similarly to £, we define £+ as the
Banach space of all equivalence classes of functions with finite norm

IGle., = f GO T aAGr).
0

Then (L,+)a+er is an decreasing scale of Banach spaces with dense embeddings Lg+ < L+

whenever a™ < 7. Define L = A + B where

(AG) (") = —M@HG) + ) | at(@—y)G* vy)dy,

93677+Rd
(B&) (") =A™ 1G0T = D, Y a (@—yGn\a)+ Y J a(z —y)Gn"\z v y)dy,
zent yent\z 1’577+Rd

M) = (m+A+gp)In™|+ Y, >, a (z—y).

zent yent\z

It is a well-defined linear operator on L.+ with domain D = {G € Lo+ | M -G € L+ }.
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Remark 7.2. One can show that KLG := LKG holds for any G € Bys(T'{).

Lemma 7.3. Let at > af. Then (A,D,+) is the generator of an analytic, positive semigroup
=at —at _g+

T (t) of contractions on Lo+. Moreover T" (t) -7’ (t) holds for B+ > a™t.

Proof. The assertion follows by similar arguments to Lemma 4] O

|[rB+

For Gy € Lo+ let (G1®07)(n) = G1(n*t)0"" | e T3, and define
Lo+ ®0 :={G1®0 | G1 € L+}.
This defines an isometric isomorphism
PiiLor — Lo=®07, (PLG1)(n) = Gi(n" )" | = (G1@07)(n)
with inverse (P! (G1 ® 07))(n*) = G1(n*). The semigroup T° (t) can be naturally extended
onto L+ ®0~ via TOﬁ () ®0™ := P+Ta(t)P;1, ie. for Gy ®0™ € L+ ®0 set

(T () ®07)(GL®07) = (T (H)G1) ®0™.
It has generator (A®0~,Dy+ ® 07), where (A®07)(G1 ®07) = (AG1) ® 0~ and
Do+ 0™ ={G1®0 | G1 €Dy}

Proposition 7.4. Let at > &} and o™ € [, ,a®7). Then for each G € L+

TO(H)P.G — P.T™ ()G, € —0 (7.1)
holds in L, uniformly on compacts w.r.t. t > 0.
Proof. Observe that the following holds.

(i) Similar arguments as given in the proof of Lemma [£4] show that (A — gV, 'Zsa) is the
generator of an analytic semigroup of contractions where D, = {G € L, | M -G € L,}.

(ii) By m, Lemma 6, Proposition 6] it follows that (LE ,DQ(Z}E)) is the generator of an
analytic semigroup (7.F(t))¢>0 of contractions on £, where Do (L¥) = {G e L, | |n7|G €
Lo}

Let ki € ICa; be the correlation function of the unique Gibbs measure with activity z

and potential ¢. Then ff(t) is ergodic with projection operator

(PG)) = 071 [ Gl € i (€N,
Ty
i.e. there exist constants cg,c; > 0 such that for any G € L,
ITE ()G — PG|z, < coe™ |G — PG|z, t>0.
(iii) By ] it follows that Bys(T'2) is a core for LE Since Bys(T'2) Do n Do(LF), we see
that Dy N Do (L¥) = D, is a core for the generator L.

It is easily seen that Dy N (Ly+ ® 07) = D+ ®07 and P(A—gV)G = (AG1) ® 0~ holds for
G=G1®0 €Dy ®0~. Hence (P(A—gV), Dy N (Lor ®07)) is the generator of T (1) ® 0.

The assertion now follows from J, Theorem 2.1]. O
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7.2 Convergence of quasi-observables

Using the relation Ee = C. + B’ we construct the evolution of quasi-observables similarly to
Proposition Namely, observe that

o~ pr + A+ [at |

e(f* —at)

|B'Glc, < 1Gllcs

holds for any at < 8% and o~ < 7. Let

Bt —at

T B a g+ A+ ot

T()(CY, /8)

for such (a, 8). Then T'(«, ) < To(cv, B) holds for all admissible pairs («, 3).

Proposition 7.5. There exists a family of bounded linear operators

{178670‘(75) € L(Lg,Ly) | 0 <t <Ty(e,B), (o, B) admissible pair }

. o Ne To(a,
with |V )| Lp.00) < gy, 0 < t < To(a, B) such that

a) For any admissible pair (o, B) with a= < = and G € Lg, Gy := Ave Y)G is the unique
B
classical solution in L., to

oG ~
a_tt = L.Gy, Gili—o, te|0,To(c,f)).

(b) Given two admissible pairs (o, o) and (o, ), we have
Voo ()G = V)G = V()@
for any G € Lg and 0 < t < min{Ty(«, B), To (o, ), To (e, )}

As before, we omit the additional dependence on (a, 3).

Lemma 7.6. Let (o, 8) be an admissible pair with o~ < B~. Then V2 (t) = UP(t) holds for
al0<t<T(a,p).

Proof. Let G € Lg. Then G; := Ve “(t) is a classical solution to (X)) when restricted to
[0, (v, B)). The assertion follows by uniqueness. O

Below we construct the limiting evolution of quasi-observables. For this purpose observe
that
e la”|pr + A+ Jat|
e(Bt —at)
holds for all a™ < 1. By abuse of notation we let To(a™t, 1) = Ty(a, ), since Ty given by
(72)) is independent of o=, 8.
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Proposition 7.7. There exists a family of bounded linear operators

{UW‘* (t) € L(Lys, £av) | 0 <t < To(at,5%), B* > a® > o}

L ==Bt.at + g+
with HUB “ (t)"L(£ﬂ+7£a+) < %, 0 <t<To(a™,BT) such that

— Bt ot
(a) For any B > ot > af and any G € L+, Gy := g’ (t)G is the unique classical
solution in L+ to

96
ot

=b

Gt, Gili—o, te€[0,To(a™, 7).

(b) Given of < af <a™ < B, we have

atat —Bt,at —Bt.at
U "")G=U0" " tO)G=U""°(t)G
for any G € Lgv and 0 <t < min{To(a+,ﬁ+),T0(a5r,oﬁ),To(ozar,ﬁJr)}.

Here and below we omit the dependence on « for T (t), if no confusion may arise. The next
proposition establishes a local stochastic averaging principle.

Proposition 7.8. Let (o, 8) be an admissible pair with o~ < 87, G € Lg+ and T € (0,T (e, 3)).
Then

58 _ﬁ+ aT
Ug*(t)PyG — P U " (t)G, € —0 (7.3)
holds uniformly on [0,T] in Ly,

Proof. Let H(t) := T:(t) and define recursively
t
c(t) = JTE(t — s)B'H;,(s)ds, n > 0.
0

Then, clearly we have for n > 1

tn—1

t
HE(t) = f f T.(t—t1)B' - B'T.(th—1 — tn)dty, - dty.
0

0
Take oz;-*r =at + Bi;aij, j=0,...,n. Then ozjiH - ozji = B+;a+ and hence
. _ + _
1B o e a7 g + A+ et _ neﬁ la”]lz + A+ [a* |
HEajnbey) = Qj+1 — @ B pt —at

36



This implies H(t) € L(Lg, L) such that

tTL
IHEOC 2o < 1B L0, ) 1B L(tan o, ) ICles
tn n" - "
< e —arye (1l £ 2+ la 1) Gl
t n
~ (zrgm) 6es -

It follows that >~ ; HE(t) converges uniformly w.r.t. the norm in L(Lg,L,) in t € [0,T]. By
|, see also Lemma [[[6] we obtain

U2e(t) = V2o () = Te(t) + i Hy(t).
n=1

Let Ho(t) := T(t) and define recursively

Hypq(t) := JT(t —s)BH,(s)ds, n > 0.
0

Similar arguments show that

06z, < (g5 ) 161e.. (75)

and hence by ] we see that
a0
— g+ ot _ —
U7 () =T(0) + Y, Hall)
n=1

converges uniformly w.r.t. the norm in L(Lg+,L,+) int € [0,T]. Let G1 € Lg+ be arbitrary
and take N € N. Then

~ —Bt ot —
|02t PGy — PO (£)Gz, < |T=(t)PG1 — Py T()Gh |,

N 0 0
+ D H (PG = PyH (DG o+ Y, |[HR(OPyGrlen + Y, [Py HA(H)G -
n=1 n=N+1 n=N+1

The first term tends by (7)) to zero uniformly in ¢ € [0,T]. The last two terms tend by (7.4)
and (73] uniformly in ¢, e to zero as N — co. Thus it suffices to show that for each n > 1

sup [HE(H)Py Gy — PyH L (8)Gi . — 0, € — 0. (7.6)
te[0,T]
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Observe that for G = G1®0 € Lo+ ®0~ we have (B'G)(n) = 0" |(BGy)(n™), i.e. B'P, = P, B.
Take n > 1 and let a;-i be given as before. Then

t
|Hy () P+Gy — PLHo ()G, < JHTe(t —8)B' (H;,_1(s)P+G1 — Py Hy—1(5)G1) | 2. ds

t

+ f | (To(t — $)Py — PyT(t — 8)) BHo1 ()G |, ds
0

< B luen o) f |HE_\(5)P, Gy — Py T, 1(5)Gh e, ds + Ta5y_y

where Kgfl) ={BH, 1(s)G |0<s<T}c L,+ is compact and

p1 = sup |Te(t) P+ F — PyT(4)F) .-
(t,F)efo,T]x K"~

By (1)) we see that a;,_; — 0 as € — 0. Iteration yields

|Hy () PGy — Py Ho ()G 2,
t tn—1

gc}’”f... f |HE (5) P+ Gy — Py ()G 2yt -ty + C(Tom .. as 1)

0 0
where C’f") depends on ||B/HL(£%H, 03 =0,...,n—1 and C(T,n,aj,...,a;,_ ;) — O0ase — 0.
The iterated integral tends by (Z.1)) un1formly in ¢t € [0,7"] to zero which proves (Z.0l). O

7.3 Proof of Theorem [B.11]
Let F e FP(I't) and take G € Bys(I'{) such that KG = F. Then

| Pomanity fG 7, @),

T2

f F(y")dm, (v jG d\(n™).

T+

Hence it suffices to prove for each G € Bys(I'{)

f Gl Ve (1, B)dA() — jG dA(n*) (7.7)
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as ¢ — 0 uniformly in ¢ € [0, T']. This will be proved by arguments given in the proof of Theorem
BI Namely, let kﬁ? € Ka,, t € [0,70] be given by [@24) with T given by [@23). Moreover,
ay, is given by ot = a™ + (A + |la™|;1)S, and o, = a~. Similarly let 7‘151) = UA(t)k:Mg and

r =T e [0, 70,

Lemma 7.9. For each n > 1 it holds that

sup jG t€ (n", @)d\(n jG n)dA(n")| — 0, £ —0.
€[0,7(™)]

Proof. Observe that G € Bys(T'3) < L,, for all n > 1. Hence all integrals given below are
well-defined. For n = 1 we obtain

f G (ot @)dA(*) = j(&G)(n)U?(t)m ()X () = j@(t)&G)(n)kuo (A ()
rs g g

and from (Z.3]) it follows that

sup J(ﬁe(t)P+G)(n)kuo (m)dA(n) — J(P+U(t)G)(77)kuo (n)dA(n)| — 0, €—0.
te[0,7(1)] o 02

Moreover we have by k,,(n*, &) = ko (n™)
f(Pﬂ(t)G)m)kuo (n)dA(n) = f TOE) 0k, (1)dA)
g

fa AT

which shows the assertion for n = 1. Proceedlng by induction we obtain
n n—1
| e @i = [PemE R, Jmam)

2
ry iy

- [@@P.aymEs) i,
rj
Then
PG, k:(T”(:L » = (BTG )
< [(O0PL GRS, ) = (O PG )| 4+ (D PLGor™™) = (PTG )
=5 + .
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For the first term we get [; < sup <F, (n 1) > —{(F,r (n—1 > where by G € Bys(T'3) < L, ,
FeK,

Kn1 = {U.()P.G | te [0,T™], e € (0,1]} U{P TG | t[0,T™]} < La,_,

is compact, see (Z3)). By induction hypothesis we can show that I; — 0 uniformly in [0, 7]
Concerning I» we obtain

L< swp i V. [0:(6)P+G — PLUMNGc.,

te[0,7(M)] -

and the assertion follows by (Z.3)). O
In view of ([.25), (A28) and similarly
kg, =1 Spo1 << Sp n>1

we see that (7.7]) holds. This completes the proof of Theorem B.IT1

Acknowledgments

8 Appendix

Lemma 8.1. Let X be a Banach space and (T,)nen < L(X) be such that T,, — T strongly.
Take a compact K < X. Then

sup |[Thx — Tx||x — 0, n — 0.
zeK
Lemma 8.2. Let X be a Banach space and X* its dual. Let (x)peny < X* be such that
zh(x) — ¥ (x), n— o
holds for all x € X. Then for any compact K < X

sup |z} (x) — 2™ ()| — 0, n — oo.
reK

40



References

[BLMOG6]

[BP97]

[BP9Y)]

[EKS6]

[EW01]

[FFH™ 15]

[Finlla]

[Fin11b)

[FK16a]

[FK16b)

[FK17]

[FKKO09)

[FKK12a]

[FKK12b]

[FKKK15]

[FKKZ12]

[FKO13]

[FMO04]

J. Banasiak, M. Lachowicz, and M. Moszyriski. Semigroups for generalized birth-and-death equations
in [P spaces. Semigroup Forum, 73(2):175-193, 2006.

B. Bolker and S. W. Pacala. Using moment equations to understand stochastically driven spatial
pattern formation in ecological systems. Theoretical population biology, 52:179-197, 1997.

B. Bolker and S. W. Pacala. Spatial moment equations for plant competition: Understanding spatial
strategies and the advantages of short dispersal. The American Naturalist, 153(6):575-602, 1999.

S. Ethier and T. Kurtz. Markov processes. Wiley Series in Probability and Mathematical Statistics:
Probability and Mathematical Statistics. John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York, 1986. Characterization
and convergence.

A. Eibeck and W. Wagner. Stochastic particle approximations for Smoluchoski’s coagulation equation.
Ann. Appl. Probab., 11(4):1137-1165, 2001.

D. Finkelshtein, M. Friesen, H. Hatzikirou, Y. Kondratiev, T. Kriiger, and O. Kutoviy. Stochastic
models of tumour development and related mesoscopic equations. Inter. Stud. Comp. Sys., 7:5-85,
2015.

D. Finkelshtein. Functional evolutions for homogeneous stationary death-immigration spatial dynam-
ics. Methods Funct. Anal. Topology, 17(4):300-318, 2011.

D. Finkelshtein. Measures on two-component configuration spaces. Methods Funct. Anal. Topology,
17(4):300-318, 2011.

M. Friesen and Y. Kondratiev. = Weak-coupling limit for ergodic environments. Preprint:
bibos.math.uni-bielefeld.de/preprints/16-08-509.pdf, (submitted), 2016.

M. Friesen and O. Kutoviy. Evolution of states and mesoscopic scaling for two-component birth-and-
death dynamics in continuum. Methods Funct. Anal. Topology, 22(4):346-374, 2016.

M. Friesen and Y. Kondratiev. Stochastic averaging principle for spatial birth-and-death evolutions.
arXiw:1702.03512v1 [math-ph], (submitted), 2017.

D. Finkelshtein, Y. Kondratiev, and O. Kutoviy. Individual based model with competition in spatial
ecology. SIAM J. Math. Anal., 41(1):297-317, 2009.

D. Finkelshtein, Y. Kondratiev, and O. Kutoviy. Correlation functions evolution for the Glauber
dynamics in continuum. Semigroup Forum, 85(2):289-306, 2012.

D. Finkelshtein, Y. Kondratiev, and O. Kutoviy. Semigroup approach to birth-and-death stochastic
dynamics in continuum. J. Funct. Anal., 262(3):1274-1308, 2012.

D. Finkelshtein, Y. Kondratiev, Y. Kozitsky, and O. Kutoviy. The statistical dynamics of a spatial
logistic model and the related kinetic equation. Math. Models Methods Appl. Sci., 25(2):343-370,
2015.

D. Finkelshtein, Y. Kondratiev, O. Kutoviy, and E. Zhizhina. An approximative approach for con-
struction of the Glauber dynamics in continuum. Math. Nachr., 285(2-3):223-235, 2012.

D. Finkelshtein, Y. Kondratiev, and M. J. Oliveira. Markov evolutions and hierarchical equations in
the continuum. II: Multicomponent systems. Rep. Math. Phys., 71(1):123-148, 2013.

N. Fournier and S. Méléard. A microscopic probabilistic description of a locally regulated population
and macroscopic approximations. Ann. Appl. Probab., 14(4):1880-1919, 2004.

41



[Fril6a]

[Fril6b)

[Fril6c]

[Fril7]

[GKO6]

[Kat54]

[Kijo7]

[KKO02]

[KKO6]

[KK16]

[KKMO8]

[Kol06]

[KS06]

[Kur73]

[Kur92]

[Len74]

[LenT5]

[MDL04]

[Neu01]

M. Friesen. Linear evolution equations in scales of banach spaces. arXiv:1608.03138v2 [math.FA],
(submitted), 2016.

M. Friesen. Non-autonomous interacting particle systems in continuum. Methods Funct. Anal. Topol-
ogy, 22(3):220-244, 2016.

Martin Friesen. Non-autonomous interacting particle systems in continuum. Methods Funct. Anal.
Topology, 22(3):220-244, 2016.

M. Friesen. Non-equilibrium Dynamics for a Widom—Rowlinson Type Model with Mutations. J. Stat.
Phys., 166(2):317-353, 2017.

N. L. Garcia and T. G. Kurtz. Spatial birth and death processes as solutions of stochastic equations.
ALEA Lat. Am. J. Probab. Math. Stat., 1:281-303, 2006.

T. Kato. On the semi-groups generated by Kolmogoroft’s differential equations. J. Math. Soc. Japan,
6:1-15, 1954.

M. Kijima. Markov processes for stochastic modeling. Stochastic Modeling Series. Chapman & Hall,
London, 1997.

Y. Kondratiev and T. Kuna. Harmonic analysis on configuration space. I. General theory. Infin.
Dimens. Anal. Quantum Probab. Relat. Top., 5(2):201-233, 2002.

Yu. G. Kondratiev and O. V. Kutoviy. On the metrical properties of the configuration space. Math.
Nachr., 279(7):774-783, 2006.

Y. Kondratiev and Y. Kozitsky. The evolution of states in a spatial population model. J. Dyn. Diff.
Equat., 28(1):1-39, 2016.

Y. Kondratiev, O. Kutoviy, and R. Minlos. On non-equilibrium stochastic dynamics for interacting
particle systems in continuum. J. Funct. Anal., 255(1):200-227, 2008.

V. N. Kolokoltsov. Kinetic equations for the pure jump models of k-nary interacting particle systems.
Markov Process. Related Fields, 12(1):95-138, 2006.

Y. Kondratiev and A. Skorokhod. On contact processes in continuum. Infin. Dimens. Anal. Quantum
Probab. Relat. Top., 9(2):187-198, 2006.

Thomas G. Kurtz. A limit theorem for perturbed operator semigroups with applications to random
evolutions. J. Functional Analysis, 12:55-67, 1973.

T. G. Kurtz. Averaging for martingale problems and stochastic approximation. In Applied stochastic
analysis (New Brunswick, NJ, 1991), volume 177 of Lecture Notes in Control and Inform. Sci., pages
186-209. Springer, Berlin, 1992.

A. Lenard. Uniqueness criterion for a moment problem. J. Austral. Math. Soc., 18:303-305, 1974.

A. Lenard. States of classical statistical mechanical systems of infinitely many particles. II. Charac-
terization of correlation measures. Arch. Rational Mech. Anal., 59(3):241-256, 1975.

D.J. Murrell, U. Dieckmann, and R. Law. On moment closures for population dynamics in continuuous
space. J. Theor. Biol., 229:421-432, 2004.

C. Neuhauser. Mathematical challenges in spatial ecology. Notices Amer. Math. Soc., 48(11):1304—
1314, 2001.

42



[Pin91]

[SEW05]

[SHS02]

[TV06)

M. A. Pinsky. Lectures on random evolution. World Scientific Publishing Co., Inc., River Edge, NJ,
1991.

D. Steinsaltz, S. N. Evans, and K. W. Wachter. A generalized model of mutation-selection balance
with applications to aging. Adv. in Appl. Math., 35(1):16-33, 2005.

A. Skorokhod, F. Hoppensteadt, and H. Salehi. Random Perturbation Methods with Applications in
Science and Engineering. Springer, 2002.

H. R. Thieme and J. Voigt. Stochastic semigroups: their construction by perturbation and approx-
imation. In Positivity IV—theory and applications, pages 135-146. Tech. Univ. Dresden, Dresden,
2006.

43



	1 Introduction
	1.1 General introduction
	1.2 The model
	1.3 Assumptions
	1.4 Statistical Markov evolutions
	1.5 Aim of this work
	1.6 Structure of the work

	2 Harmonic analysis on the configuration space
	2.1 One-component case
	2.2 Two-component case

	3 Statement of the results
	3.1 Joint dynamics
	3.2 Averaged dynamics
	3.3 Stochastic averaging principle

	4 Proof: Theorem 3.1
	4.1 Evolution of integrable densities
	4.2 Local evolution of quasi-observables
	4.3 Local evolution of correlation functions
	4.4 Local evolution of states
	4.5 Global evolution of states

	5 Proof Theorem 3.3
	5.1 Case m "087DA0F  a+ "087DA0F L1
	5.2 Case m > "087DA0F  a+ "087DA0F L1

	6 Proof Theorem 3.6
	7 Proof Theorem 3.11
	7.1 Auxiliary convergence
	7.2 Convergence of quasi-observables
	7.3 Proof of Theorem 3.11

	8 Appendix

