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Abstract

Condensing zero range processes (ZRPs) are stochastic interacting particle systems that
exhibit phase separation with the emergence of a condensate. Standard approaches for deriving
a hydrodynamic limit of the density fail in these models, and an effective macroscopic description
has not been rigorously established, yet. In this article we prove that the limiting triple (7, W, o)
of the empirical density, the empirical current, and the empirical jump rate of the ZRP satisfies
the continuity equation d:w = —divWW in the sense of distributions. Here (Wt)tzo is a w*-
continuous curve of finite non-negative measures on the torus Td, ot € Hl(']I‘d) and Wy = —Voy
is a vector-valued measure that is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure,
for all almost all ¢ > 0. In order to obtain a closed equation we propose a generalization of
Young measures and we prove that for symmetric ZRPs on the torus, the hydrodynamic limit
of the density is a generalized Young-measure-valued weak solution 7 = (r¢):>0 to a saturated
filtration equation Oy = A®(w). Furthermore we prove a one-sided two-blocks estimate and
we give an equivalent criterion for its validity. Assuming the validity of the two-blocks estimate
one obtains the equation 8;m = A®(7¢) for the empirical density, where 7 = 7°¢ + 7% is the
Radon-Nikodym decomposition.
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1 Introduction

Symmetric Zero Range Processes (ZRPs) are interacting particle systems on a lattice such that each
particle jumps at an exponential rate g(k) that depends only on the number k of particles that
occupy the same site of the lattice, through some function g : Z; — R called the local jump rate.
Particles that jump change position according to a symmetric transition probability p. In the study of
their hydrodynamic limit it is customary to take as lattice the discrete torus T% := {0,1,..., N —1}
with periodic boundary conditions, so that the phase space of the ZRP is the space M4, := qufv of
configurations of particles, and for each € M% n(z) is the number of particles at z € T%,. Then
the empirical process (71 )¢>0 of the ZRP (1;:)¢>0 is defined by

1
N = ~i > m(x)dy € My (T).

d
zeTg,

Here M (T9) is the space of non-negative Borel measures on T¢. In the study of the hydrodynamic
limit of the ZRP we are interested in proving the convergence of the diffusively rescaled laws of
the empirical process (7}¥)¢>0 to a law on the Skorohod space D(0,T; M (T%)) that is supported



by trajectories that satisfy an evolutionary partial differential equation, the so called hydrodynamic
limat.

Since their introduction by Spitzer in 1970, ZRPs have attracted a lot of attention, one reason
being that for particular choices of local jump rate functions g they exhibit phase transition phe-
nomena, via the emergence of mass condensation at densities above a critical density p.. So ZRPs
can serve as a simple prototype model for the study of condensation phenomena, [4, [16] 21]. ZRPs
that can exhibit condensation are called condensing. Obtaining the hydrodynamic limit of condens-
ing ZRPs in closed form is a difficult open problem since none of the existing methods of proving
hydrodynamic limits applies due to the lack of a replacement lemma and the fact that expected
hydrodynamic equation is not always well-posed.

In this article, apart from the empirical density process (77 );>0 we consider the empirical current
(W/N)i>0 and the empirical jump rate (o} );>0 processes of the ZRP defined by

WY = i 303 {oln@) — ol + e)}oses, o =<5 S oln())is

j=1zeTd, z€TY,

and we will prove that their laws are concentrated as N — +oo on paths (7, W, 0) satisfying the

continuity equation

o+ divivV =0

' in (0,T) x T¢ (1)
W =-Vo

in the sense of distributions, where 0; is the time-derivative, div is the spatial divergence and V is
the spatial gradient. Here for (almost) all ¢ > 0 m; is finite non-negative measure, W; is a vector-
valued measure absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure and oy € H'(T%). The
relative compactness of the empirical density process on the Skorohod space of paths of non-negative
measures is well-known by |24, Lemma 5.1.5], which as noted there is valid even for condensing zero
range processes. Here we prove the relative compactness of the empirical jump rate and current in
the weak-star (w*) topology of appropriate L2%-spaces of w*-measurable Banach valued paths.

More importantly, we give a first closed hydrodynamic equation for condensing ZRPs in terms
of a notion of generalized Young measures, using only the extension of the one-block estimate to
condensing ZRPs in [28] and not the full replacement lemma. Ordinary Young-measures are not
sufficient to yield a closed hydrodynamic equation, since they may lose track of the mass that is
in condensed phase. For this reason we consider a generalization of Young measures that, loosely
speaking, allows us to encode the mass in condensed phase on a separate coordinate, namely a
measure y € M, (T?). More precisely we define the generalized Young functionals as elements of
the dual of the Banach space

— _ Fu,\) —
Ci(T! x R) = {F € C(T* x Ry) | 3F € C(T): lim sup Flu)) _ Fu)| =0}
A— 00 weTd 1 + )\
equipped with norm ||F'l|le;1 == sup(, \yerixr, W Viewing the empirical distribution of the

ZRP as a generalized Young-functional via

1
Nt _
mi= N D 0% © 0

d
zeTg,

where 7(r) = m > lyl<¢M(z +y) and using the generalization of the one-block estimate for
condensing ZRPs with bounded jump rate proved in [28] we obtain that all limit points as N and
then ¢ tend to infinity of the laws of the empirical density 7w™¥* of the ZRP are supported on
trajectories that satisfy the closed hydrodynamic equation

Oy = AdD(m) (2)



in the sense of distributions. Again, the path-space for the empirical density of the ZRP in terms
generalized Young measures will be an appropriate L% -spaces. As we will see, generalized Young-
functionals are represented by pairs (p, pt) € M1(T¢ x Ry) x M(T?) where p is an ordinary
Young-measure, referred to as the regular part of the generalized Young-functional, and p* is a non-
negative Borel measure on T?, referred to as the singular part of the the generalized Young-functional
. Such pairs act on maps F' € C1(T¢ x R;) via

(Fym) = / F(u, Ndp(u, \) + / Fu)dp*(u), = (p,p).

Viewing the empirical distribution of the ZRP as a generalized Young-functional, any limiting point
of the family of diffusively rescaled empirical processes of the ZRP is concentrated on trajectories
7 = (p, p) such that p contains all mass at sites with local particle density < M and p the rest mass
as M — +o0.

Furthermore, the usefulness of generalized Young-functionals is not restricted in yielding a closed
hydrodynamic equation for the ZRP. They are also a natural setting to study the two-blocks estimate
in the case of condensing ZRPS. The two-blocks estimate is one of the two basic lemmas in the proof
of the replacement lemma [24] Lemma 5.1.10], the other being the one-block estimate. The one-block
estimate was proved for condensing ZRPs in [28] for bounded cylinder functions and is improved in
this article by extending the class of admissible cylinder functions to the class of all asymptotically
linear cylinder maps. The generalized Young-functionals allow us to separate the fluid from the solid
phase and we are thus able to study how the two-blocks estimate may fail in condensing ZRPs. As
we will see, in general the micro-block averages n‘(z) underestimate the fluid phase compared to the
macro-averages nlVel. Here [Ne] is the integer part of Ne. Indeed, using the notion of generalized
Young measures we are able to adapt the “cut off of large densities” Lemma [24] Lemma 5.4.2)
used in the proof of the two-blocks estimate. Using this adaptation of cutting of the large densities,
Lemma [B.8 herein, we are able to interchange micro-block averages by macro-block averages of
truncated micro-block averages, which allows us to compare the micro and macro-block averages
ne(ac) and Vel as N 1 oo, € | 0 and then ¢ 1 co. This comparison result allows us to give an
equivalent condition for the validity of the two-blocks estimate.

We note here that the cut-off Lemma [5.8 can not be proven by the argument used in the proof
of the original “cut-off lemma” in [24] Lemma 5.4.2] since condensing the equilibrium states of
condensing ZRPs do not have full exponential moments. Thus our argument via the use of generalized
Young measures seems to be necessary here.

Once the correct topologies have been chosen on the path-spaces of the empirical processes
described above, obtaining their relative compactness, the continuity equation () and the hydro-
dynamic limit ([2) in terms of generalized Young-functionals is rather straightforward and relies on
an application of Prokhorov’s theorem and the portmanteu theorem. Since the LS -spaces are not
polish spaces as is usually the case, we collect in the appendix known results of functional analy-
sis [25] for a precise description of the L% -spaces and results of topological measure theory [30] 27]
according to which the usual theory of convergence of probability measures on polish spaces remains
valid in completely regular submetrizable spaces. In the case of the empirical current in particular,
in order to obtain the relative compactness we view it as a first order distribution. Simplifying the
relative compactness by the choice of topology comes with a price though, since the limiting empir-
ical current need not be a vector-valued measure any more. Thus the additional regularity result
oy € HY(T?) a.s. is required to conclude via the identity W = —Vo that any limiting point of the

laws of the empirical current process is concentrated on paths of vector-valued measures.

Plan of the paper: In Section[Zlwe recall basic facts on condensing ZRPs and describe the various
empirical processes that will be considered in article. In Section [3we state our main results regarding



the hydrodynamic limit of condensing ZRPs. In Section [4] we study the notion of generalized Young
measures and their decomposition in regular and singular parts. Section [0l contains the proofs of our
main results. More precisely, in Section 5.1l we collect relative compactness results for various empiri-
cal processes in terms of generalized Young measures and prove basic properties of their limiting laws.
Section [5.2] contains the proof of the one-block estimate (Theorem B herein). Sections 53 and .41
contain the proofs of the continuity equation (Theorem [B.2)) and the energy estimate (Theorem B.3)),
respectively, and Section contains the proof of the closed hydrodynamic equation 9ym; = AP ()
in terms of generalized Young measures (Theorem B4). In Section we give the proof of the
two-blocks comparison (Theorem [B.H) and in Section 5.7 we prove the one-sided replacement lemma
(Theorem B.0). Finally, for the convenience of the reader, in the appendix we collect the results from
functional analysis and topological measure theory that will be used throughout the main text.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Zero Range Processes

We give in this section the definition of ZRPs. A standard reference for the material in this section
is the textbook [24] and the article [2I]. A local jump rate is a function g : Z4 — R, such that

g(k)=0 <= k=0 (3a)
[9'loc = supgez, a(k + 1) — g(k)| < +o0, and (3b)
The limit ¢, = limp_,o0 g!(k)* > 0 exists. (3¢)

where g!(0) :=1 and gl(k) :=g(1)-g(2)----- g(k). Assumption (Bal) of local jump rates means that
the rate at which particles leave a site is zero if and only if the site is empty, assumption (Bh) is
necessary to define the ZRP on the infinite lattice M% := Z%d. In the study of the hydrodynamic it is
used to bound certain quantities by the total number of particles and can be relaxed the assumption
that there exists C' > 0 such that g(k) < (1 4+ C)k. Finally assumption ([Bd) is mainly required for
the equivalence of ensembles to hold. An elementary step distribution is a probability distribution
p € PZ? (where for any polish space M we denote by IPM the space of all Borel probability measures
on M) such that its support {z € Z4|p(z) > 0} is bounded and the markov kernel p(z,y) := p(y —z)
is an irreducible random walk kernel.

Instead of defining the ZRP on the infinite lattice M% it is more convenient to consider ZRPs
that evolve on the discrete d-dimensional tori T4 = (%/nz)? = {0,1,...,N —1}¢, N € N, and
consider the limit as N — co. The state space of a ZRP evolving on ']I“fv is the space of configurations

d ._ 7T%
MY, = 7N,

Elements of M are usually denoted by 7, in which case 7, is the number of particles occupying
the site € T4. We will denote by n(z) : M4, — Z,, = € T%, the natural projections. The
(diffusively rescaled) symmetric nearest neighbour ZRP of local jump rate function g on the discrete
torus ']I“]iv is the unique Markov jump process on the Skorohod path-space D(RR; M‘fv) with generator
LY: D(Ly) < B(M%) — B(M$) given by the formula

LNf) =N > {f™) = f()}e(n=)p(y — 2),

m,yeT;{,

where ™Y is the configuration resulting from 7 by moving a particle from x to y and p is the nearest
neighbour random walk kernel rescaled so as to have total “probability” equal to 2d, i.e. p(e;) =
p(—e;) =1, 5 =1,...,d. The factor N? corresponds to the diffusive rescaling necessary, due to
the symmetry of the kernel p, in order for the macroscopic profile to evolve. The rescaling of the



kernel p is made so that a coefficient 5; that would otherwise appear in the hydrodynamic equation
is set to 1. We denote by S{¥: Md —> IPIM‘}V the transition semi-group of the ZRP. We will denote
by (P]],)neu\,[;iV C PD(R; M%) the diffusively rescaled Markov kernel defined by the generator Ly .
Given a sequence of initial distributions {u{) € PM% } yen we will write

N
Py = / Pl dud (n)
Mg

the law of the ZRP starting from ), and if the sequence of initial distribution is fixed we will simply
write PN = lef,”N.

The total number of particles is conserved by the stochastic dynamics of the ZRP. Furthermore,
the assumption that the support of the elementary step distribution p generates Z¢ implies that
all configurations with the same number of particles communicate and therefore the communication

classes of the ZRP are exactly the hyperplanes

MY k= {UGMl]i\I‘ > U(x):K}a K ey,

d
zeTg,

with a fixed number of particles, and for each (N, K) € N x Z,, there exists a unique equilibrium
state vy - € PM$; concentrated on M% .. We will refer to the family {vn k} (v k)enxz, as the
canonical ensemble of the ZRP.

We will consider M4, embedded in M% via the periodic extension M4, > 1 — 77 € MY of
configurations. This is defined via the pull-back of the natural projection qy: Z¢ — T%, qn(2) =
24+ N74, ie.

i(2) == ayn(z) = (= + NZ%), vn e M.

We will also consider the finite lattice T embedded in Z? via the left inverse jy of the natural
projection gy for which jn(T%) = {—[5],...,[552]}%. For any J C 7Z? we will write M% := 7Z]
so that with the identification T4, C Z¢ just described M¢, = Md . Furthermore, for n € M% we
will write [n|s1 := >, c;n(x) for the £1-norm of the conﬁguratmn nand set ||y :=[[pq 1. A
map ¥: M% — R is called a cylinder map if it depends on a finite number of coordinates, i.e. if
there exists a finite J C Z? for which there exists map ¥;: M? — R such that ¥ = ¥ ; on’. Here
n’: M, — ]ij denotes the natural projection. Such a set J will be called a supporting set for 0.
If J,K C 7% are supporting sets for the cylinder map ¥ then the set J N K is also a supporting set
for ¥ and thus for each cylndric map ¥ there exists a unique minimal supporting set for ¥ which
will be called the support of ¥ and will be denoted by Jy, i.e.

Ju =({J € 2| J finite for which 3%, : M% — R such that ¥ = ¥ on” }.

The number ky := fJy of elements of the support of W is called the size of ¥. The cylinder map
U = W ;(n’) is called sublinear if in addition

V()
[nls,1—+o0 |N|11

—0. (4)

This definition does not depend on the choice of J C 7% and ¥ ;: M4 — R for which h¥ = ¥ ;(n,).
We will use the following notation for spatial averages of a cylinder map ¥: M4, — R. For
{, L € 7 we write

V) = P )

lyl<e

for the block average of radius ¢ we will denote by

yhl = phl = 77 Z > TV (6)

¥ lyl<e)z|<L




the double block average of radii ¢ and L. Thus for example n‘(z) = m D lyl<e (T + ).
The function Z = Z; : Ry — [1, 00] defined by the power series

Zig) =S 2

is called the normalising partition function associated to the local jump rate function g. The radius
of convergence of Z is . = liminfy_, o +/g!(k) and so assumption (Bd) of local jump rate functions
guaranties that Z has non-trivial domain of convergence. Obviously any partition function Z :
Ry — [1,+400] is C on [0, ¢.) with all of its derivatives strictly positive there. By Abel’s theorem
on power-series, Z and all of its derivatives are lower semi-continuous on Ry. Forany ¢ € Dy := {¢ €

R4|Z(p) < 400}, the product distribution ﬂg = ﬂﬁg € PM¢, with common marginal v, € PZy

given by
1 gak
v Ak} = —=—+, kel
ok} Z(p) g(k) "

is called the zero range product distribution on T4, of rate g and fugacity .

Note that whenever ¢. € Dz the one-site zero range distribution vl

. corresponding to the critical

fugacity ¢, is defined. The zero range product distributions 175 € IPIM‘}V, @ € Dz, are equilibrium
distributions, i.e. 7) LN = 0, and translation invariant, that is 7,47} = v o 71 = 7} for all

x € T4, where 7, : M4 — M4, denotes the translation operator (7,7), = 7z+y. In fact they are
the only translation invariant equilibrium states of the ZRP that are also product measures. Let
us note here that for any measurable map f: M — N and any measure p on M we will denote by
fep:= po f! the push forward measure of y on N.

As is well known, the zero range product distributions can be reparametrised by the density. The
mean density function R : Dy — [0, +00] defined by

R(¢) = Exp n(0)] = [ hanl(h) = )

is continuous on Dy, it is obviously C* on [0, ¢.), and as shown in [24], it is strictly increasing.
Consequently, it’s inverse ® := R~! : R(Dz) — Dy is well defined. Of course [0, p.) € R(Dz) C
0, p.], where

pe = R(pe) = Jim R(p) € (0,00], (8)

and p. € R(Dyz) iff oo € Dz. The number p. defined in (8) is called the critical density. We will

say that a ZRP is a condensing ZRP if p. < +00 and we will say that a condensing ZRP is weakly

condensing ZRP if p. = +oo and strongly condensing ZRP if p. < 400. By reparametrising the zero-

range distributions by the mean jump rate ® we get for any p € R(Dz) an equilibrium distribution
N

v, of mean density p:

v) :==vg,), pERDz). (9)

We will refer to the family defined in ([@) as the grand canonical ensemble of the ZRP.

The various possibilities for the set R(Dz) are as follows. As is proved in [24], whenever ¢, ¢ Dz,
that is whenever . = 400 or ¢, < +00 and Z(p.) = 400, we have that p. = +oo. In this case
R(Dz) = Ry, there is no equilibrium state 173, corresponding to the critical fugacity ¢ = . and
the mean jump rate function ® is defined on all of R;. On the other hand if ¢. € Dz then
R(Dz) = [0,p.] and in this case, as is shown by (@), the critical density is finite if and only if

Z'(pc) = sup, o, Z2'(p) < +oo. In particular, whenever p. < +oo we have that ¢. € Dz and so

1

the grand canonical ensemble contains the equilibrium distribution 7,

with density equal to the

critical density p.. Note that in the special case that ¢. € Dz \ Dy there exists an equilibrium state
v = 1750\76 corresponding to infinite density p. = 400 and R(Dz) = [0, +o0].



Example 2.1 (The Evans Model) As an example of a condensing ZRP in [16] Evans introduces
ZRPs with local jump rate function

b

It is well known ([21]) that ¢, = 1 for all b > 0 and that the corresponding ZRP is weakly condensing
for b € [0,2] and strongly condensing for b > 2 with critical density p. = pc(b) = 325. In fact for
b € [0, 1] we have that ¢, ¢ Dz and there is no equilibrium state with critical mean density p. = +00
while for b > 1 the critical equilibrium state D}DC scales as k — 400 as a polynomial distribution of
order k~°. Thus more precisely . ¢ Dz so that R(Dyz) = [0,+o0) iff b € [0,1], p. € Dz \ Dz so
that R(Dz) = [0,+o0] iff b € (1,2] and finally for b > 2 we have that ¢, € Dr = Dz so that the

1C is finite, thus leading to a finite critical density

first moment of the grand canonical distribution v,
pe < oo and R(Dz) = [0, p] € Ry. For b > 3 the critical equilibrium state v}_
order moments and R’ (p.) < +oo while R’ (p.) = +oo for b € [0,3]. A precursor of the Evans

model has been studied in [I3].

has finite second

We note that the mean jump rate function ® is Lipschitz with Lipschitz norm < ||¢'|l« and is
the mean jump rate function since for all p € R(Dg) we have that

& k
Eup 0] = [ a0avh ) = s S i) S5 = ¥(o),

== gl(k)

More generally, for any cylinder map ¥: M% — R, we define the (grand canoninical) homologue
map V: R(Dgr) = R of ¥ by

B(p) = /q/du;;o, p € R(Dn).

e~

With this definition we have that ® = g(n(0)).
The logarithmic moment generating function A, := A,,; of V;*, P« € (0, pc), given by

Z(e?®(p
Ay, (0) = 10g 220D,
Z(@(P*))
has proper domain Dy, such that (—o0,b,,) € Da,, C (—00,b,,], where b,, := log % > 0. In

1
P

[ e dv} (k) < 400 for all @ € R, p. > 0. If ¢, < 400 then v} has some exponential moments if

p« < pc while at the critical density p = p. we have that b,, = 0 and V;C does not have exponential

particular when ¢, = +o0o then v} has full exponential moments for all p, > 0, that is A, (0) =

moments.

The phase transition in ZRPs with finite critical density has been described in [16] and proved
rigorously in [21, Theorem 1] as a continuous phase transition in the thermodynamic limit by using
the relative entropy H(:|-) to count the distance between the canonical and grand canonical ensemble,
which in general for any probability measures p, v on a measurable space (M, F) is defined by

d d .
[Elogtdr  ifp<ry
+00 otherwise

H(plv) = {

Here as usual the convention 0log0 = lim; ¢ tlogt = 0 is made. A useful inequality is the so called
relative entropy inequality according to which for any bounded measurable f: M — R

/fdu < gggé{log/eef dV+’H(/L|l/)} (11)



To be precise, the equivalence of ensembles states that if 7% : ]Mlziv — MdL, N > L, are the natural
projections and we set VJ%LK = 7TﬁLVN7K, then for fixed L € N, for all p > 0 it holds that

. L L _
N1%1g+mH(VN,K|VpAPC) =0. (12)
K/Ni=p

In particular vg , — v}, weakly as N, K — oo and K/N* — p.

An elegant application of this result has been recently given in [7], where it is shown that for
subcritical densities p < p. the equivalence of ensembles (I2)) can be applied to yield weak convergence
in duality with respect cylinder maps ¥ € LHE(VEO) for some € > 0. As we will see in Lemma
this implies that for p < p. the weak convergence uﬁ,y K — VPL is in duality with respect all cylinder
functions that have at most linear growth and that in the case p > p. the weak convergence 1/]%,1 K~
V/i can be strengthened to convergence in duality with respect to all sublinear cylinder maps ¥. Of
course this cannot strengthened to linear cylinder maps for p > p. since even for the linear cylinder

function 7(0)
/n(O)duN7K—>p>pc as N,K — oo and K/N?%— p.

In other words, at the thermodynamic limit we have a mean total loss of mass equal to p — p. at
each site. As it has been proven, in many cases the excess mass of all the sites is concentrated on
a single random site. We refer to [21} 3], 2] for a detailed description of the phase separation in the
Evans model.

In particular the equivalence of ensembles yields via Lemma that for any sublinear cylinder
map ¥: M4 — Ry

N,K—o0

lim Vdvy x = /\Ildl/;j’\pc = \i'(p A pe),
K/N%—oco

for all p > 0. Thus for any sublinear map ¥: M% — R we define its extended homologue map ¥ by
extending ¥ on all of Ry via

W(p)=V(pAp.), forallp>D0. (13)
This extension has been considered in the particular case of the mean jump rate function ® for
bounded local jump rate functions g in [2I] and also in [22] which contains a heuristic discussion
on the hydrodynamics of strongly assymetric ZRPs in the Eulerian scaling. It turns out [28] that
this choice of ® is the right one in order to extend the one-block estimate to ZRPs with finite
critical density. As we will see in this article the one-block estimate in condensing ZRPs holds in
general for sublinear maps. In the case of weakly condensing ZRPs the one-block estimate holds for
asymptotically linear cylinder maps, where a cylinder map ¥: M% — R is called asymptotically
linear if there exists a = (a;)zes, € R’¥ such

LG

— 1‘ —0.
|77|J\1,,1%00‘ (a,n)

If such a € R’¥ exists then it is unique and it is denoted by V¥ (00) = (9, ¥(00))zesy. Of course
here (a,n) = > ¢, azn(z). Furthermore, if we want to extend the one block estimate in strongly
condensing ZRPs to asymptotically linear maps we have to define the extended homologue ¥ of an
asymptotically linear cylinder map ¥: M4 — R by

T(p) =T(pApe) +(VE(c0), Ls)(p—pe)™ p=0. (14)
Of course here Jy C 7% is the support of the cylinder map ¥ and (V¥(00), 1,) = >, 5, 9= ¥(0).
We note that in the case of weakly condensing ZRPs and for sublinear cylinder maps W in the case
of strongly condensing ZRPs formula ([[4)) reduces to ([I3]).



So far, the hydrodynamic limit of ZRPs has only been proven under the assumption that ¢, =
+oo for L? initial profiles via the entropy method of Guo-Papanikolaou-Varadhan and in the case
that ¢, ¢ Dy for C?+ initial profiles via the relative entropy method of H.T Yau, which both
exclude ZRPs with finite critical density. The hydrodynamic limit was extended in [28] to strongly
condensing ZRPs with bounded jump rates for which the assumption ¢, ¢ Dz is not satisfied, but
only in the case that we start the process from some C?*9 strictly sub-critical initial profile po, i.e.

SUPy,eTd pO(u) < Pe-

2.2 The empirical processes

In this section we briefly describe the various empirical processes that we will use to obtain informa-
tion on the hydrodynamic behaviour of condensing ZRPs.

2.2.1 Empirical densities and the empirical jump rate

The empirical density is the function 7% : M‘fv — M (T%) given by

™ () =$ > (@)

z€TY,

and by a slight abuse of notation we continue to denote by 7 the empirical density process
V. D(0,T; M%) — D(0,T; M (T%)) induced on the Skorohod spaces by 7 (n)(t) := ). Since
M4, has the discrete topology the induced map 7V on the Skorohod spaces is continuous regardless
of the topology considered on M, (T%). Here M, (T?) denotes the set of all non-negative finite
Borel measures equipped with the weak topology i.e. the w*-topology is inherits as a subspace of
C(T9)*. Even though the w* topology is never metrizable, the restriction of the w*-topology of
M(T?) = C(T%)* on the cone M (T?) of non-negative measures is metrizable by a complete met-
ric, and thus is a polish space. Such a metric d on M (T?) is defined [24, Section 4.1] by choosing

a dense family {fx}r=1 C C(T?) with f; = 1 and setting

o b K fr) — (v, fi)]
d(p,v) = kEZN 25 1+ [(u, fi) — (v, fi)l

In what follows, the Skorohod space D(O, T M+(Td)) is considered with respect to this metric on
M (T?).
The empirical jump rate is the map o™ : M4 — M (T?) defined by

) = g O o))

d
zeTy

Since the empirical jump rate oV is not a conserved quantity in order to obtain the relative compact-
ness of o we have to consider a weaker topology than the Skorohod one for the path space of the
empirical jump rate process. We do this by considering the empirical jump rate process as a random
variable taking values on the dual space L'(0,7;C(T¢))* equipped with the w*-topology and the
corresponding Borel o-algebra. Since C(T%)* = M(T?) does not have the Radon-Nikodym property,
the dual space L'(0,T;C(T%))* is not isometric to the space L>(0,T; M(T?)) of strongly measur-
able maps. Following [25] will give a precise description of the dual LSS (0,T; X*) of L*(0,T; X) for
any Banach space X in the appendix. Since M4, has the discrete topology the map oV is continuous
and thus the induced mapping o : D(0,7; M%) — D(0,T; M(T%)) on the Skorohod spaces is con-
tinuous. Here we consider the space M(T?) equipped with the total variation norm. By composing
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this induced mapping with the continuous injection from D(0,T; M(T?)) to L (0,T; M(T?)) given
in Proposition[A T3] we obtain the the empirical jump rate process as the continuous random variable

o™ D(0,T; M%) — L(0,T; M(T?)).

Here continuity is with respect to the w*-topology on the target space L (0, T; M(T4)) and thus ov

is a random variable with respect to the Borel g-algebra of the w*-topology of LS (0,75 M(T9)) =
LY(0,T;C(T%))*. With respect to the duality pairing (-, ) between L(0,7;C(T?)) and its dual
space L2 (0,T; M(T?)) the empirical jump rate process is given by

T
oy = [ 5 X (5)am@a serio.rom)

d
zeTg,

With a slight abuse of notation we can also view the empirical distribution 7/ as taking values in
L2, (0, T; M4 (T9)) via the natural continuous injection from D(0, T; M (T%)) — L (0, T; M4 (T4))
of Proposition [A.T3] Since the injection 4 is continuous, relative compactness of the laws ﬂ'év PN ¢
PD(0,T; M, (T%)), N € N of the empirical density process in the Skorohod space implies the rel-
ative compactness of the laws of the empirical density process also when viewed as taking values in
L350, T3 M (T)).

More generally, for any cylinder map ¥: M% — R we will denote by o™¥: D(O,T;]M‘}V) —
L. (0, T; M(T?)) the empirical distribution process defined by duality via

(£, ) = / CL Y A& (15)
z€TY

With this notation, 7V = V70 and ¢V = ¢¥-8(1(9) With similar reasoning as in the definition of

the empirical jump rate process this is a continuous map and thus a well defined random variable.

2.2.2 The empirical current

The current along the bond (z,y) € ']I“]iv X ’]I“fv for the ZRP in the discrete torus ']I“]iv is the function
Wévy : M4, — R given by

W, (n) = LN (n,n"¥) — LN (n,n") = [8(n=) — a(ny)Ip(y — ) (16)

for all n € M4,. The empirical current map is the function W : M%, — M(T%; R?) defined by

d d
W= %Z ( Z Wﬁnﬁﬁ%) “€ = ZWNJ' €.
i=1

=1 zeT¢

An initial idea is to regard the empirical current process as a random variable W : D(0,T}; ]M‘]iv) —
LY(0,T;C(T% R%)* where the target space is considered equipped with its w*-topology. How-
ever, proving the relative compactness of the empirical current in this w*-convergence turns out
to be difficult. We note that the empirical current has deterministically zero total current, that is
WHN(T?) = 0 on M4,. As such we can regard the empirical current map as taking values on the
target space Mo(T% RY) of Ré-valued measures W with zero total mass W(T%) = 0 € R? and
consider Mo (T%; R?) as a subspace of the dual of the space X1 (T9) := C'(T?; R?)/RY of C' vector
fields G: T¢ — R? modulo constants equipped with the norm

Gl == Sup, |DG(w)| = [[IDG]|| ¢ pay = IDGllo(ra;maxay
ue
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where DG is the derivative of G and for a matrix A € R¢ x R¢ we denote by |A[2 := 3% . a2 its

i,j=1 %ij
Frobenius norm. The space X'!(T?) is a separable Banach space since it is by definition isometric to
the closed subspace

{DG|G € X1 (T9)} < C(T?%; RI*9)

of the separable Banach space C(T%; R?*4) = C(T%)4’.
We will view the linear space Mo(T%; R?) as a subspace of X1(T9)* via the natural injection
I: Mo(T% R%) — X1 (T%)* defined by

d
Iy (G) == /<G, dw) = Z/Gi dwi, G = (GHL, € XY(T?).

In this way we will identify each W € Mo(T%; R?) with Ty € X1(T?)* and write W(G) = I (G)
for G € X1(T%) and the norm of a current W € My(T¢; R?) < XH(T?)* is given by

Wllarzay = s [ (G, aw).

G4 <1

Via this embedding we consider the empirical current map as taking values in X'*(T%)* i.e.

d
WG = 3 D0 G () Wt G = (G € 21T,

J=1zeT¢

Then the map W : M4, — X1(T9)* defined above induces the continuous map W : D(0,T; M%) —
D(0,T; X1(T%)*) which in turn by composing with the continuous injection D(0,T; X*(T%)*) —
L2.(0,T; X1(T9)*) given in Proposition [AI3] yields the empirical current process

W D(0,T; M%) — L0, T; XH(T)*)

as a continuous random variable, where again the target space is equipped with its w*-topology.
Via the duality L% (0,7; X (T4)*) = L1(0,T; X' (T9))* and the corresponding pairing {-,-) the
empirical current process is given by

T d z
(@)= [ 553 ¥ GiF) Wersem)dt, G e LOT:2/(TY),

1= d
=1 z€TY,

2.2.3 The micro and macro empirical densities

In order to give a closed hydrodynamic equation for the ZRP and in the study of the replacement
lemma it will be useful to model the empirical distribution of the ZRP as a “Young-measure”. Since
the ZRP takes non-negative values the corresponding empirical “Young-measures” will be measures
on T¢ x R,. In a particle system that takes real values or a particle system with m species, m € N,
the corresponding empirical measures would be measures on T% x R or T?% x R™ respectively.

A measure p € P(T? x R, ) with marginal on T¢ equal to the Lebesgue measure is called
an (ordinary) Young measure and the space of Young measures is denoted by Y(T9). Via the
disintegration theorem [T, Theorem 5.3.1] to each Young measure p € Y(T?) there corresponds a
uniquely determined Lebesgue-a.s. defined Borel family of probability measures (p*),cT¢ and p is
recovered by the integral p = [ 6, ® p“ du, i.e.

/F(u,)\) dp(u,\) = /T A F(u,\)dp*(\)du, VF € B(T¢ x Ry).

By a slight abuse of language we will often refer to the elements of the space M(T? x R ) of (signed)
Borel measures on T? x R with finite total variation as Young measures on T¢ x R

12



A Young-measure p € Y(T?) is said to have finite 7-th moments if JA"dp(u,\) < 400 and
the space of all Young-measures with finite r-th moment will be denoted by Y, (T%). We interpret
the 1-st moment as the mass of a Young-measure and for each » > 1 and m > 0 we will denote by
Vr.m(T?) the space of all Young-measures p € V,.(T?) with total mass

/ )\dp(u,)\):/ / Ap“(N) du = m.
TdXR+ Td ]R+

In order to obtain a closed hydrodynamic equation for condensing ZRPs relying only on the
one-block estimate a first idea is to view the empirical distribution of the ZRP as an element of the
space M1 (T? x R ) via the micro-empirical density map p™¥-¢: M% — M;(T¢ x R;) given by

1
Nt . _
PN = a D 05 @0y,

d
zeTy

i.e. as the process p™¥'¢: D(0,T; M%) — L2.(0,T; M1(T? x Ry)) given by
¢ T T
Ny . 1 . d
(F, p™N) = /O i ;T Ft(ﬁ,m (z)) dt, FeL'0,T;C (T x Ry)). (17)
TEAN

However, as it turns out, ordinary Young-measures with finite r-th moments as described in
Section M.] are not sufficient for this purpose since they may lose track of the mass in condensed
phase in the macroscopic limit, i.e. as N — 400 and then ¢ — 400 To overcome this difficulty and
to be able to take into account the mass that is lost by the Young measures we define a notion
of generalized Young-measures. This generalized notion is based on a duality result in Section .1
according to which the subspace M,.(T? x Ry) of M(T? x Ry) of Young-measures with finite r-th
moment equipped with the norm

Il = [ @ x)diplu ),
TdX]R+

where |p| is the variation of p, is isometric to the dual of the Banach space (C,.(T% x Ry.), || - [|oor)
of all continuous maps F': T¢ x R — R for which the map

F(u, \)

T x R A
X +9(u’)_>1+AT

belongs in the space Cp(T? x R.) of maps that vanish at infinity, where the norm || - ||, is defined
by
F(u, A
[Floori=  sup 2L

. (18)
(wA)eTxR, 1+ A

This duality allows us to consider the space M, (T? x Ry ) equipped with the corresponding w*-
topology. This w*-topology is not strong enough to assure that no r-th moment is lost when taking
limits since it can happen that p, — p in the w*- topology while

n—-+oo

/AT dp(X) < liglinf/x dpn,.
In view of this duality result we denote by B,.C(T? x R4) the space of all ' € C(T? x R, ) such

that | F||eo,r < 400 where || - ||oo,r is the norm given in (I8) and we define the space

S

C.(T? x RY) := {F € B,C(T? x R,) ‘ 3f € (T st. H Aztpo o}. (19)

oo
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Thus C,(T?% x R, ) consists of all F' € B,C(T¢ x Ry) such that ||F|«,, < +00 and the recession
function Pl X
R,.F(u) = RF(u) := lim % FeC. (T xRy) (20)

A—~+o00

is well-defined for all u € T4, with the limit as A — +o0o being uniform over all u € T?. As shown
in Proposition B3 the space C,.(T? x R.y) is a closed subspace of B,.C(T? x R ) and thus a Banach
space when equipped with the norm || - ||oo,». We define the space of generalized Young-functionals
(of order r when r # 1) as
M(T? xRy ) := Cp(T? x Ry)*
equipped with the dual norm
|7 llrv,r == sup w(F).
FeC,.(T4xRy)
1 Flloo,r<1

The recession operator R = R,.: C,.(T? x Ry) — C(T?) defined in (20) is a linear contraction since
the limit is assumed uniform over all u € T¢ and C,.(T¢ x Ry) = ker R = R™*({0}) is a closed
subspace of C,.(T¢ x R.y). We will denote by j: C\.(T¢x Ry ) = C,.(T¢ x Ry ) the natural injection.

Then the adjoint of j gives a w*-continuous surjective contraction
3% My (T x Ry) — M, (T4 x R,).

A generalized Young-functional 7 is called non-negative if it is a positive functional i.e. if w(F) > 0
for all non-negative F' € C,. ;. (T¢xR,). The space of all non-negative generalized Young-functionals
on T¢ x R is denoted by M, (T? x R4). The space of all non-negative Young-functionals 7 €
M, (T x Ry) such that the restriction j*(7) = 7|, (raxr,) € Cr(T? x Ry)* is via the Riesz
isomorphism Theorem a probability measure p € P,.(T?% x R ) is denoted by P,.(T?% x R,). If
m € P,.(T% x Ry) and m € PT? then = is called a generalized m-Young measure if Uyp = m where
U: T¢xR,; — T is the projection on the first coordinate, and the space of all generalized m-Young
measures is denoted by T,,,P,.(T% x R). In the case that m = Ly is the Lebesgue measure on
T9 then elements of J,.(T?) := T, ,P.(T? x Ry) are called generalized Young measures. Finally,
with A € C,.(T? x Ry ) denoting the projection on the second coordinate, we say that a non-negative
generalized Young-functional @ € M, (T¢ x Ry), r > 1, has total mass m > 0 if w7(A) = m.
The space of all non-negative generalized Young-functionals with total mass m > 0 will be denoted
by MT,m(']I‘d x Ry) and its subspace consisting of generalized Young measures will be denoted as
jr,m(Td) = TLTdPT7m(Td x Ry).

Note that any element p € M,.(T¢ x R, ) can integrate any measurable map F: T¢ x R, — R
with at most r-th growth at infinity, i.e. || F||c.» < 400 and thus an extension operator E: M.,.(T% x
Ry) — M. (T? x R, ) is defined via

(F,E(p)) = /de, FeC. (T xRy).

We will regard M,.(T¢ x R, ) as a subspace of M,.(T¢ x R, ) via the extension operator E. Also for
all 7 > 0 and all m > 0 we have E(Y,(T%)) C Y,.(T%) and E(YVrm(TY)) C ynm(Td) and thus we will
regard V,(T¢) and YV, (T?) as subspaces of V,.(T%) and Y, (T?) respectively via the extension
operator E.

As we will see in Section dl where we will study generalized Young measures in more detail, any
generalized Young-functional w € M,.(T? x R4 ) can be represented uniquely by a pair (px,px) €
M, (T? x Ry) x M(T4). The action of 7 on functions F € C,.(T? x R, ) is recovered from the pair
(px, p£) by the formula

= u u u J_U
<F,w>—/deR+F< ) dpa( ,A>+/WRF< ) dp: (u)
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according to which m = E(px) + R*(p%) with R*: M(T9) — M,.(T¢ x R,) being the adjoint of
the recession operator R. Thus as we will see any Young measure 7 can be written uniquely as the
sum © = 7 + w1 where & := E(pr) € M, (T?% x R, ) is the extension of a uniquely determined
Young measure p, and wt = R*(pL) € M, (T¢ x Ry) is a generalized Young measure that acts
on maps F' € C,.(T? x Ry) only through their recession function RF via the integration [ RF dpy
for a uniquely determined Borel measure p1 € M(T?). We will refer to 7 as the regular part of
7 and to pr as the (ordinary) Young measure p, representing the regular part of 7, and we will
refer to w1 as the singular part of w and to p;: as the measure representing the singular part of
. We will sometimes write m = (p, p*) to denote the fact that the generalized Young-functional
m € M, (T? x Ry ) is represented by the pair (p, p*) € M, (T¢ x Ry) x M(T?) via the relation
7= R(p) + R*(p*).

This representation is also valid on the level of path-measures. Indeed as we will see in Sec-
tion @] the extension operator F is bounded and w*-Baire measurable (see the end of Section [A]
in the appendix for the notion of w*-Baire measurability considered here) and therefore induces
by Proposition [A-18 a w*-Baire measurable (and thus also w*-measurable) operator, still denoted
by E, on the corresponding L%-spaces. Also the recession operator R: C,.(T? x Ry ) — C(T9)
induces an operator, still denoted by R, on the corresponding L!-Bochner spaces and its ad-
joint R*: L2.(0,T; M(T%)) — L(0,T; M,.(T¢ x Ry)) is w*-continuous. Then any generalized
Young path-measure 7w € L% (0,7; My (T? x R4)) is represented uniquely by a pair (px, px) €
L (0,T; M1 (T x Ry)) x L (0,T; M(T?)) via the decomposition 7 = E(px) + R*(p%) and this
decomposition is w*-Baire measurable. The action of 7 on test functions F' € L'(0,T;C1(T? x R,))
is recovered from the pair (pg, px) via

(F, ) /OT/WXIR+ Ft(u,/\)dpm(u,A)dth/OT /Td RFy(u) dpy, (u) dt.

Using the notion of generalized Young-functionals we define the micro-empirical density map
alVl: MY — M1 (T¢x Ry), N €N, (€ Z; of the ZRP by the formula

1 T _
Ny _ N\ ‘ d
(B0 = (FE(P™) = 3 > F(Nﬂ?(fﬁ)), F e Oy (T x Ry). (21)
z€TY,
Since M% has the discrete topology the map v 4 is continuous. Thus the induced map

7wVt D0, T; M%) — D(0,T; My (T? x Ry))

is continuous where here M; (T xR ) is considered with the dual norm ||-||7v,1. Thus by composing
this map with the continuous injection

D(0,T; My(T? x Ry)) = L (0, T; My (T x Ry))
given by Proposition [A_T3] we obtain that the the micro-empirical process
aNt D0, T; M%) — LS (0, T; P (T x Ry)) € L% (0, T; My (T? x R,))

is continuous and thus a random variable. We define the macro-empirical process ©¥¢, N € N,

e > 0 of the ZRP by

N,e .

we = 7V INel Do, T; M%) — L0, T;P1 (T x Ry)).

Finally, for any M > 0 we will also consider the M -modified micro-empirical density process
aVEM D0, T; M%) — L0, T; Py (T x Ry)), £ € Zy, defined by

(F, Nty /Nd Z Ft( (@ )/\M)—i—RFt(%)(nf(x)—M)Jr}dt (22)
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in duality with respect to test functions F' € L'(0,7;C;(T? x Ry)) and the M-modified macro-

empirical density process whN-sM = gN.[NelhiM

™ € > 0. By the same reasoning as all the other
L.-valued process defined in this section these are also well defined continuous random variables.
Generalized Young measures are related to Borel measures via the barycentric projection map

B: M(T% x Ry) — M(T?) that is defined by

B(m)(f) = w(Af(U)), feO(T?)

where U: T¢xRy — T and A: T¢xR; — R, are the natural projections. Since Af(U) € C(T%x
R, ) for all f € C(T?) it is obvious B is w*-continuous. Thus by Proposition [A20]it induces a w*-
continuous operator B: L% (0,T; My (T4 x Ry)) — L% (0, T; M(T9)) on the corresponding spaces
of L2%-path-measures denoted by the same symbol B. More generally for any map ¥ € C;(R,),
where C1(Ry) is the space of all continuous maps ¥: Ry — R such that the limit ¥/(c0) :=

lim 4 oo w € R exists, we consider the W-projection By : M;(T? x Ry) — M(T9) given by

By(m)(f) = m(W(A)f(U), 7€ M (T x Ry). (23)

Since By is w*-continuous it also induces a w*-continuous operator on the corresponding LS.-
spaces. As we will see in section B4l if # € T, M; +(T¢ x Ry) and w = E(p) + R*(p*) for
some p € My (T4 x Ry), pt € My (T?) then By(mw) = ¥(p)dm + ¥'(c0)pt where ¥(p) is the
m-~a.e. defined map

(p)(u) = / B(N) dpt (). (24)

with (p*),cra being the m-a.e. defined disintegration of p with respect to its first marginal m = Utp,
iLe. p= [pa6u®p*dm(u), whose existence is guaranteed by [1, Theorem 5.3.1]. In particular if ¥ is
sublinear, i.e. U5, = 0 then By(7) depends only on the regular part 7« = E(p) of  and is a measure
absolutely continuous with respect to m.

2.3 Hydrodynamic limits

In order to obtain the hydrodynamic limit of condensing ZRPs one has to prove when starting from
a sequence of initial distributions u) € IPIM‘}V associated to some macroscopic profile pg € M (T?),
ie.

o o {[(G, 7 = po)| > 6} =0, VG eC(T?), >0, (25)

one would ideally like to prove that the laws (ﬂtN )OStST) ﬁPN of the empirical process of the diffusively
rescaled ZRP starting from {u{’} converge weakly in an appropriate topology to a Dirac measure &,
supported on the unique solution 7 € [0, 7] — M (T%) (in some appropriate sense) of the saturated
filtration equation

{5,57‘(‘ = Ad() (26)

o = Mo

where ® = @ is the extended mean jump rate function of the ZRP. In general the standard approach
towards this aim is to prove that the laws Q" := (7] Jo<t<71)p PV € PX of the ZRP are relatively
compact with respect to an appropriate path space X and then show that any subsequential limit ) of
{QN} nen is supported by a set of curves ™ € X satisfying an evolutionary equation, e.g. (Z8]), which
is then called the hydrodynamic equation. If then the hydrodynamic equation satisfies uniqueness
of solutions it follows that any subsequential limit point of the sequence Q starting from {ud'} is
supported by the unique solution 7 of (28] and thus the whole sequence converges to §, € PX.
Giving a precise meaning to the notion of solutions of the hydrodynamic equation and choosing
the path space X of solutions in the program above is part of the problem. In the particular case
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of condensing ZRPs equation (28] is ill-behaved. Namely, for weakly condensing ZRPs it is not
uniformly parabolic for unbounded profiles since
lim ®'(p)=0
Jim (o)
while for strongly condensing ZRPs 5/(/)) =0 on (p., +00) with ® being possibly non-differentiable
at p.. For example in the Evans model the extended mean jump rate @ is differentiable for b € [0, 3]
while & (p.) > 0 for b > 3.

In this article we will also examine the set of subsequential limit points of the sequence of laws
of the joint empirical processes

(N, W oMY D0, T; M%) — D(0,T; M (T%) x LS (0,T; X1 (T4)*) x L(0,T; M (T?))

and show that they are concentrated on trajectories (m, W, o) satisfying the continuity equation
O + diviW = 0 with W; = —Vo; in (0,T) X T in the sense of distributions. We will also examine
the set of subsequential limit points of the sequence of laws of the micro-empirical distribution 7w
on the space L% (0,T; My o (T? x Ry )) of generalized Young path-measures and show that any
subsequential limit point is concentrated on solutions of the closed form equation ([26]) with respect

to an appropriate sense in terms of generalized Young measures.

2.3.1 The continuity equation

Let (m)i>0 € My (T?) and (Wy)i>0 € M(T4R?) be Borel families of measures. By [10, Lemma
4.1] if 7 solves the continuity equation 9y = divWW; in the sense of distributions and 7, W satisfy

T T
/ m(T4) dt < +o0  and / [W; |(T9) dt < 400
0 0
then there exists a weakly continuous curve 7: [0,7] — M, (T¢) such that 7, = 7, for almost all
t € [0,T] and for this curve 7 for all G € C*([0,7T] x T%)

t t
/ G, 4 — / G, 7, = / 8,G, 4, dr + / / (VG,, dW,) dr. (27)
s JTd s JTd

Thus given pp € M (T?) one says that the Borel families 7 = (m;)o<i<7 € M4 (T9) and W =
(Wi)o<i<r € M(T% R?) satisfy the initial value problem

(28)

{aﬂrt + diviV, = 0
0 = Mo

if m = (m)o<e<T is a weakly continuous curve satisfying 9;m + diviW = 0 in the sense of distributions
and g = po-

For our purposes the current W = (W;)o<i<r in the continuity equation is has to be modelled as a
w*-measurable curve in X1 (T9)*. We say that a density/current pair (7, W) € L (0, T; M4 (T9)) x
L0, T; X1(T9)*) satisfies the continuity equation Oym + diviW = 0 if

T T
/ 0;Gy dt +/ (VGy, W) dt =0, VG e CH?((0,T) x T%). (29)
0 Jrd 0
Here we require G to be twice continuously differentiable in space so that the curve (VGy)o<i<r
defines an element of L>(0,7;X1(T?)). As we will see in Proposition the existence of a

w*-continuous representative © € Cy-(0,T; M4 (T9)) for which (Z7) holds is also valid in the
case that the current W = (Wi)o<i<r is more generally modelled as an element of the space

17



LL.(0,T; X1(T%)*), but for all G € C12([0,7] x T¢) in this case. Thus we say that (7, W) €
LL.(0,T; M4 (T?%)x LL.(0,T; X1 (T9)*) satisfies the initial value problem (28) if the continuous rep-
resentative 7 in the a.s. equality class of 7 satisfies Tg = po. In particular if 7 € L1 . (0,T; M (T%))
solves the initial value problem (28) then by applying @27 for the constant map G = 1 it follows
that 74 (T?) = 7o (T?) = po(T9) for all 0 <t < T.

We will say that a triple (7, W, o) € L% (0, T; My (T9))x LS (0, T; X1 (T4)*) x L2(0, T; M4 (T4))
satisfies the continuity equation

g = —divW/
{ e in (0,T) x T¢ (30)

W =—-Vo

in the sense of distributions if dym + diviW = 0 holds in the sense of [29)) and
T T
/ (F,W;)dt = / (divFy, o) dt, Y F e LY(0,T;xXY(T)). (31)
0 0

This is stronger than requiring that the equation 0,7 = —diviW = Ac holds in the sense if distribu-
tions since this would be equivalent to requiring that (3I)) holds for maps F' € L*(0,T; X1(T%)) that
are spatial gradients of C2-functions i.e. F; = V f; for some f; € C?(T%) for almost all ¢ € [0, T].

2.3.2 Closed form equations

A rigorous interpretation of equation (26]) allowing for measure-valued solutions has been given in
[19] in dimension d = 1 by interpreting equation (26]) as a gradient flow in the quadratic Wasserstein
space M m(T?) of measures with a fixed total mass m = po(T¢). The gradient flow formulation
result in [I9] allows then the writers to obtain uniqueness and existence of solutions in the sense of
distributions to problem (26]) by interpreting it as the problem

{atﬂ = A®(p),

T = Mo

(32)

where 7 = pdLypa + -, 7+ L Lrpa is the Radon-Nikodym decomposition of 7 with respect to
Lebesgue measure Lpa on the torus. Uniqueness of the weak solutions of problem (B2) is obtained
in [19] in the class of weakly continuous measure-valued curves with finite kinetic energy that take
values in the space C M (T9) of continuous measures defined as

CM(TY) = {x =pdu+7" | pe C(T%[0,pc]), Lra{p=pc} =0, 7{p < pc} = 0}.

Namely for any pg € M (T?) there exists a unique weak solution 7 = pdu + 7+ : Ry — M, (T9)
to problem ([BZ) in the sense that ®(p) € W(T?) and

| [osianai= [ [0 vepupaud v feckom T
such that
(a) The curve (m;);>0 is weakly continuous in M (T?) and 7o = po,
(b) 7 € CM(T?) for Lebesgue almost all ¢ > 0, and
(c) Jp T (m)dt < +o0 for all 0 < Ty < Ty < +00

where J: M, (T%) — [0, +0o0] is the generalized Fisher dissipation functional

Jipooy LWL qu - if 7 = pdu + 7 € CM(T?) and ® 0 p € WHH(T?)

+00 otherwise

J(m) =
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The assumptions in [I9] require that ® is C! with ®'(p) > 0 for all p € R, which restricts the
applicability of this gradient flow formulation to weakly condensing ZRPs.

In this article we consider a weaker notion of solutions via the notion of generalized Young
measures. First for any (ordinary) Lebesgue-Young path-measure p € T ,P1(T? x Ry) and any
map ® € C;(R;) we define the composition ®(p): T¢ — Ry by the formula

D(p)(u) := /CID(/\) dp“(\), for Lpa-almost all u € T¢, (33)
where (p"),cTa is the Lra-a.s. defined disintegration of p with respect to its first marginal Uyp =

La. Given a Lipschitz map ® such that

we say that a map m = (p,u) € L (0,T;V1(T?) is a generalized Young-measure valued weak
solution of the problem
Oy = AD(m) (35)

{Q)(pt) € WLL(T?) for almost all ¢ € [0,T], (36)

Jo (MO (U)) dt = [(V fi(w), VE(pr)(w)) dudt, ¥ f € CL((0,T) x T?)
We note that by (B4) any weak solution @ = (p,u) € L% (0,T;Y1(T?)) to problem (B5) is also a

mild solution in the sense that

/T m (MO f(U) + ®(A)AF(U))dt =0, VY feCH?((0,T) x TY). (37)

2.3.3 Subsequential limit sets

For any sequence {A,}52, of subsets A, C M of a submetrizable topological space M and any
sequence {g,}>2; C M of points we set

(e o) [ee)
L A= (1 U A L o= L {0n).
n= =n

If the union UHGN A, is relatively compact in M then Lim,,_, . A, is non-empty and consists of

all subsequential limits of points of the sets A,, i.e.

0 # Lim An:{qEM‘EqkneAkn,k:n<kn+1,n€]N: lim qkn:q}

n—-+o0o n—-+o0o

and Lim,,_, A, is compact.
In exhibiting the continuity equation as a hydrodynamic limit of the laws of the joint process
(7N, W o) we will show that the sequence

QYN = («™, W, a™), PN € P (L. (0,T; My (T%)) x Ly (0,75 X (T)*) x L. (0, T; My (T?)))

is relatively compact and that any limit point Q € Limy_, 1o Q¥ is concentrated on a measurable
set of trajectories (m, W, o) that satisfy equation (30).

In proving the closed-form generalized Young-measure valued equation (33]) in the hydrodynamic
limit we will first show that the double sequence of laws

QN = ﬂév’éPN = ((w,fv’e)ogth)ﬂPN CPLX(0,T; My (T x Ry))
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is relatively compact and then that any subsequential limit

. . NLY . T: N,e
Q eeglfgo (NL—ETOOQ ) o e,Lf\}?;oQ

of {QN*} as N — +oo and then ¢ — 400 is concentrated on generalized Young-measure valued
weak solutions of [B5). Equation (B3]) in terms of generalized Young measures is the first closed form
equation given for condensing ZRPs and it relies only on the one-block estimate and not the full
replacement lemma.

A property that will be used often is the following. If {QV} C PM is a relatively compact
sequence of probability measures on the completely regular submetrizable space M and Q> :=
Limy 400 @Y then for all f € BC(M)

limsup/fdQN: max /fdQ°°.
N —+o00 Q>eQ>

A similar property holds for multi-parametric families of probability measures. For example, if
{QN*} Ny € PM is a relatively compact double sequence of probability measures and Q°*° :=
Limg, nyoo QN* then for all f € BC(M)

lim sup / £dQN* =  max / fdQ>="°.
e,NTOO Qoo,ooegoo,oo
We note finally that if {OQ"}yen is a sequence of families @V C IPM of probability measures
in a completely regular submetrizable space M and f: M — N is a continuous map from M to the
completely regular submetrizable space N then

Wi, ) = i 5 o

N—~+oc0

where for any family @ C PM we set f4Q = {fﬂQ | Qe Q}.

2.3.4 Assumptions on the initial distributions

A sequence {ul’ € PM¢4,} of initial distributions satisfies the O(N?)-entropy assumption if there
exist constant p. € (0, p.) such that

1
H(ug' |v.) < +o0. (39)

Clp.) = Sup Nd

Since 1/;* has some exponential moments if p,. < p. it follows by the relative entropy inequality ()
that if ([39) holds for some p. € (0, p.) then it also holds for all p € (0, p.) N R.

We will note here that in condensing ZRPs the O(N?)-entropy assumption does not prohibit us
from starting the ZRP from a sequence of initial states u) € PM¢4, associated to a macroscopic
profile g € M (T9) having a condensate at a point u € T¢. For example consider the measure
po = podLpa + ad, € My (T?) where py: T? — R is a measurable bounded and a.e. continuous
continuous function and a > 0. In the case that there is no condensate, i.e. a = 0 then the sequence
{z/é\[’) (.)} ~Nen of product measures with slowly varying profile py € B(T?) satisfies the O(N%)-entropy

assumption since

. 1 .
NgToo WH(VpNo(»)W]i) = /Ap* (po(u) A pe) du < +00 (40)

for all p. € (0, pc). Here A} : R — R is the Legendre transform of A,, given by

P(pApe) Z(2(pApe))
. plog =-Les — log ; p=>0
Ap* (p) = ®(p) Z(2(p+))

400, p<0-
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Indeed, and H(v}|v) ) = A% (p) for all p € [0, p.] N R. Therefore

1 N | N 1 1 1 * [Nl
N0 ) =57 2 e lp) = | A, (ro() Aoe) du

d
zeTg,

The function A,*jp* is always finite and smooth on all of R, and therefore since we assume the profile
po to be bounded and almost surely continuous, the required limit in ([@0) follows by the bounded
convergence theorem.

According to he following example the O(N?)-entropy assumption is satisfied even by initial
distributions that can have a condensate at some macroscopic point u € T,

N
Example 2.2 Let {Vpo(»);u,a

eter associated to some bounded and a.s. continuous profile py € B(T¢) and a Dirac mass a > 0 at
z e T? ie.

}Nen be the sequence of product measures with slowly varying param-

u T4 Nu ~
V;Z)\g;u,a = 5[aN'i] ® ® Vpo(%) = 5[aN'i] ® I//])\(Q) S IP(ZJr X Z+N\{[ ]}> = IPM‘}V,
zGT]’iV\{[Nu]}

Then {v} ., o} Nen is associated to the measure g = ady + po dLps € M (T?) and

bc
®(ps)

. 1 "
NLHEOO WH(Vg(‘);u,an) = /Td Ay (po(u) A pe)du + alog (42)
Yoo e
the measure p19 which has a condensate of mass a > 0 at u € T? and satisfies the O(N?)-entropy

for all p,. € (0,p.). In particular, whenever ¢. < +oo the sequence { } is associated to

assumption.

Proof For all N € N we have that

T%\{[Nu]}). (43)

s

HWY W) = H(nalv),) + HW

o (-)u0x o) |V

By a simple computation H((S[aNd”l/;*) = —logv,, ([pN9) for all p € [0,p.] N R and therefore by
property [Bd) of local jump rates

Lo 1 o [aNT] MY/ ([aN ) e

Furthermore, we obviously have that

Nup TINNUY _ o N N . [Nu]
A O = HOR 1) = ;. (o () )

Since the profile py : T¢ — R is assumed bounded and Ay is continuous and finite on R by (#I)
we obviously have that

Jm s, (57 A0) =0

and therefore by ({@4), [@3) and [@0Q) it follows that

3 1 N N * ¢C
Nl_lg_loo WH(VPO(')W,&PP*) = /I[‘d AP* (po(U) A pC) du + plog 3(p.)
which is finite whenever ¢, < +oc. O
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3 Main Results on condensing ZRPs

In all the following results we assume that the ZRP is weakly condensing i.e. with finite critical
fugacity p. < +oo and that the laws { P} of the (diffusively rescaled) ZRP start from a sequence
of initial distributions p2" € PyM%, N € N, associated to a macroscopic profile yg € M, (T9) and
satisfying the O(N9)-entropy assumption with constant Cy < +oc for some p, € (0, p.). For ZRPs
with unbounded jump rate g we furthermore assume that pl¥ € PaM4,, N € N.

The first result is the one-block estimate. In part (a) we generalize the one-block estimate for
condensing ZRPs to unbounded cylinder functions ¥: M% — R. In part (b) we reformulate the
one-block estimate in terms of the joint law of the process o™¥'¥ defined in ([[H), the micro-empirical
distribution 7™¢ of the ZRP defined in (ZI)) and the W-projection defined in (Z3).

Theorem 3.1 (One-block estimate for condensing ZRPs) (a) Let ¥: Ry — R be the extended
homologue function defined in (I4)) of the asymptotically linear cylinder map ¥: M% — R. Then
for all H € L'(0,T;C(T%)) and all § > 0

limsup EN‘ / EZT Hy(2/N) [r, U () — T (nt (2))] dt‘ =0. (45)

(b) Let ¥: M% — R be an asymptotically linear cylinder function. Then the extended homologue
U: Ry — R is asymptotically linear, i.e. ¥ € C1(Ry) and E/(oo) = (VU(o0, 1), the family of laws
—N ¢

Qg = (oY) N’Z)ﬁPN 1s relatively compact and any limit point

Qu e, Lim Q" SP(LE(0,T5M(T%) x L% (0,T: My (T x Ry.)))
,N—+oco

is concentrated on the graph of the W-projection, i.e.
Qui(o.m) |o=Bg(m)} =1 (46)
where Bg: L2 (0,T; My (T? x Ry)) — L2%(0,T; M(T®)) is the W-projection induced on the L3S -

spaces of path-measures.

Theorem 3.2 We set  := D(0,T; M4 (T9)) x L (0, T; X1(T)*) x L (0, T; M (T%)) and con-
sider the image
QN = (7N WV o), PN € PQ (47)

of the law PN of the diffusively rescaled ZRP starting from ul via the triple (7, W~ o). Then the
sequence {QN Y nven C P is sequentially relatively compact in the weak topology of PQY. Furthermore,
any limit point Q™ of the sequence {QN} is concentrated on trajectories (m, W, o) € Q such that

(a) The continuity equation

in (0,T) x T¢ (48)

Oy +diviVy =0
Wt = *VO’t

holds in the sense of distributions.
(b) m € C(0,T; M (T?)), mo = po and 7 (T?) = po(T?) for all t € [0, 7).

(¢) o1 < Lrpa, | d%‘f;d | Loo(Tey < e a.s. for all0 <t <T.

(d) o < 7y, Hg_ZiHL“’(m) <|¢' e @.s. for all0 <t <T, and

(e) dczotd € HY(TY) and Wy = —(V d‘é‘;)dﬁw € Mo(T%R?) < X (T4* for a.s. all0 <t <T.
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The proof of Theorem B.2|(e) relies on the following regularity result which is worth stating in
its own right. Let us note that for non-condensing ZRPs in which case ¢, = +oo it is known
by [24, Remark 5.1.8] that the first marginal of the law Q°° is concentrated on trajectories m €
D(0,T; M4 (T%)) such that m; < La for all 0 < ¢ < T. Thus by Theorem B.2(d) in case ¢. = +o00
in place Theorem B2)(c) it holds that oy < Lpa and d‘” < g'lloo 37 d’” for almost all 0 < ¢ < T
In particular ||o]|7v.co < [|@/]loopto(T?) Q3-a.s. for all o € L 2 (0,T; M+(’]I‘d)). Also, as will be clear
from the proof, when ¢, = +oo instead of Theorem [3.2(e) it only holds that oy € W1 (T?) a.s. for
all0 <t <T.

Theorem 3.3 Any subsequential limit point Q3 of the sequence {QY} of the third marginals on
L%(0,T; M4 (T9)) of the laws QN defined in @) is concentrated on a w*-measurable subspace of
path-measures Qo C Log (0,75 My ae(T?)) < L350, 75 M(T?)) such that for all o = d?:;d € Qo
there exist L?((0,T) x T%)-functions (L*((0,T) x T?) if the ZRP is non-condensing) denoted by d;o,

j=1,...,d, satisfying

T T
/ 0;Hy(u)o(t,u) dudt = — / Hy(x)0j0(t,u) dudt (49)
0 Td 0 Td

and, setting Vo = Z;l:l 00 - e; for all o € Qy, the energy estimate

2
/ / |Va (t,u ” dudt < 4o0. (50)
Td

holds. In particular Qs is concentrated in trajectories o € L% (0,T; My o4c(T9)) such that oy €
HY(TY) (0, € WHL(TY) if the ZRP is non-condensing) for almost all 0 <t < T.

Theorem 3.4 Let QN'* = ﬂév’ePN be the law of the empirical generalized Young distribution of the
ZRP and let
Q< Lim Lim QM*

{—~400 N—+4oc0
be any limit point of {QN*}. Then Q is concentrated on generalized Young-measure-valued weak
solutions w € L (0,T; V1.m(T?)) of the non-linear diffusion equation

Oy = Ad(m)

in the sense of ([BO) which (with the map ®(px,) being defined as in [24)) also satisfy the energy

estimate )
ol
// IVpm )OI ) 4t < 400 (51)
T pﬂ't )

The next result concerns the two-blocks estimate for asymptotically linear cylinder maps ¥: M4, —
R. Although we do not prove the full two-blocks estimate we prove a comparison property for the
micro and macro-empirical density processes and a characterization of when the micro and macro-

N0 N,e

empirical processes m and are interchangeable in the limit as N — oo, ¢ — 0 and then

. . . . ® . ..
¢ — co. We will restrict attention to a subfamily {mF~ "M} N0y of the micro-empirical processes

®
= ﬁéc N PR converge. As a first we prove a truncated double-block

along which the laws Qk%) e
estimate which in essence allows us to replace the mean number of particles °(x) around a point
x € TY with the truncated double-block average (n°(z) A M)Vel. In terms of the micro-truncated

double-block empirical density w™4M:€: D(0,T; M%) — L2(0,T; My (T? x Ry)) defined by
x
(F, Nty / ~ Z ( )/\M)[NE]) +RFt(N)(nf(x) _M)HN&]}dt (52)

Furthermore, using the truncated double-block estimate we are able to compare the micro and
macro-empirical densities 77N>¢ and w¢ as N — 400, € — 0 and ¢ — +o0.
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Theorem 3.5 (Two-blocks comparison) Let {k%)}ﬁzl, e N, and {m,}3°, be diverging sequences
such that the subfamily of the micro-empirical laws

QY= QN =

converges weakly to a probability law Q> € PLX.(0,T;V1(T%) as N 1 oo and then £ — oc.
(a) (Truncated double-block estimate) For all asymptotically linear maps ¥ € C1(Ry) and all
G € LY0,T;C(TY))

lim hmsuphmsuphmsupEkN (G, By(m 5\1;)’””) By (w® )’"”’ME)»} = 0. (53)

M—=4+00 p5400 €20 N—o+oo

Consequently any subsequential limit point of the family of laws

(7

as N — 400, e = 0, £ — 400 and then M — 400 is concentrated on a measurable set of trajectory
pairs (7>, 70) € L.(0,T; V1(T4))? such that By(w>) = By(w°) for all ¥ € C1(R).
(b) (Micro-macro block comparison) Any limit point of the family of laws

(£) (O] M- (£) —
e qrkinmetlie), PN e PLy. (0,75 Py (T? x Ry))?

QYT = (N 1), PR € PL (0,7 Py (T x Ry ))? (54)

as N — +00, € — 0 and { — +oo is concentrated on a measurable set of trajectory pairs (w*, w°) €
L0, T; Y1(T9))? such that for almost all t € [0,T)
(i) B(m®) = B(n?) where B: P1(T¢ x Ry) — M (T?) is the barycentric projection.

(ii) The disintegrations (p;f.tx)uequ, (pz_tg)uequ satisfy Pre st pi? for Lebesgue a.s. all u € T,

i.e. for almost all u € T

/\Ildpitx < /\I/dpig, for all non-decreasing maps ¥ € Cq(R).

(iii) p#tx > pj‘_‘?, i.e. pj;too (f) > pj;?(f) for all f € C(TY).

(c¢) Finally, the two-blocks estimate holds in the class C1 4+(Ry) of non-decreasing maps ¥ € C1(Ry.)

in the sense that the subsequential limit set

—00,00,0 —N e = d
= L CPLy.(0,T; T
Q* o, E\L(%Hl\lfTooQ* = w ( ) 7y1( ))

of the family defined in (B4) satisfies

—00,00,0

Q {(m>=, 7% | By(m™) = By(n®), V¥ eCi+(Ry)}=1 VQ,€cQ, (55)

if and only if for any subfamily {( (110 1)) VM, (05 € 51 i) } of{(kzgv), mye, )}, where the sequence {mél)}gem

N
is diverging, the sequences {{—:( ’ )} ©, converge to 0 for all £ € N and {k(l it l)}N 1 is diverging for
all i, € N, there ezists a further subfamily

(1))
m® Lm(® (i ¢
{ (k ( (2) (2;1)) ) mm(IZz) ) 5((_2 [)e )) } = {( ) , My, € E ))}(N,Z,i) (56)

k(z;z,w .
N

of {(k/’%), me,e)} along which

T
(e,4) 1 - T(£,3) () . 7£(6.0) (0)
timsup BV [ ST (o) — a0 T g () ae 0. 657)
M,0,i,Ntoo o (ky") e, |

kN
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Remark 3.1 In case the two-blocks estimate as stated in (B5) holds then it also holds for all maps
)\ S 61(]]3.;,.), i.e.

Q' {(m=, 7% | By(r™) = By(n), VU eCTi(Ry)} =1, vQ,ec Q™" (58)
Indeed, since any function ¥ € C;(R.) N Lip(R4) can be written as the difference ¥ = ¥, — ¥y of
two non-decreasing maps W1, W5 € Cq +(R;+) and any map ¥ € C1 (R ) can be approximated by the
sequence of Lipschitz maps Uy (\) := Ug (A) + U/ (c0)A, k € N, where ¥, are the Moreau-Yosida
approximations, given by (I86), of the sublinear part ¥o(A) := ¥(A) — ¥/ (c0) A of ¥, (B8] follows by
the dominated convergence theorem.

By the one-block estimate and the two-blocks comparison we obtain the following one-sided
version of the replacement lemma in terms of the subsequential limit points of the family of joint
laws

Qy = (o™, 7N),PY € P(L (0, T; M(T?)) x D(0,T; M4y (T4), N eN. (59)

Theorem 3.6 (Super-replacement lemma) Let W: R, — R be the extended homologue function
defined in [[3) of a sublinear cylinder map ¥: ML — Ry . Then:
(a) The map

D(0,T; M4 (T%) 3 7 (U(7f“) dLpa) =: Iy(m) € L(0,T; M (T)), (60)

0<t<T

where ™ = 1% + 7+ is the Radon Nikodym decomposition of m with respect to Lebesque measure, is
measurable and if the extended homologue U is non-decreasing then for all subsequential limit points

— — . —N
QEO € QEO = Lim Qy
NToo

it holds that ¢¥ < W(7¢) dLpa for Qg -.a.s. all (6%, ) € L2(0,T; M4 (T?)) x D(0,T; M, (T%)).

Furthermore, if each diverging sequence {kn}3_, has a subsequence, still denoted by {kn}, such
that any subfamily {(k%), me)}(n,e) of {(kn, €)}(v,e) has a subfamily, still denoted by {(k%), me) }(N,e)s
such that any subfamily {(k% %) , My, € Ee))} Of{(k}%),mz, )} has a further subfamily {(l;:%’i), My, 51(-@))}
along which ([B7) holds, then the full replacement lemma holds in the sense that for all sublinear
cylinder maps ¥: ML — R,

Q{0 =TU(r")dLpa} =1, VQy € Oy

By assuming that for a sequence {u{’} of initial distributions of the ZRP the condition for
the validity of the two-blocks estimate is satisfied, at least in some small time interval [0, ], one
obtains by the continuity equation [#8]) and the replacement lemma that all limit points of the laws
QN =m) PD(0,T; M, (T%)) are concentrated on trajectories 7 € C(0,T; M (T%)) such that
O(79¢) = (7% A p.) € HY(T?), the equation

om = Ad(1%°), 7w =71+t 19 < Lpa, 7t L Lopa

holds in the sense of distributions and satisfy the energy estimate

(I) 2
/ / HV )l dudt < +o0.
{rge>0} (U)

4 Generalized Young measures

Our main goal is to study in more detail the space M,.(T?% x R, ) := C,.(T% x Ry)* of generalized
Young-functionals. By definition they are the continuous linear functionals of the space C,.(T¢ xR, ),
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which is defined in ([d). We recall also the recession operator R,.: C,.(T¢ x Ry) — C(T%) which
is defined in (20). Since the limit in the definition of the recession operator R, is assumed to be
uniform it follows that R, is a contraction. Indeed for any F € C,.(T¢ x R, ) we have that

| RFlloo = /\lim ”F()\m)”oo < | Flloo,r
—+0o0

Here we denote by F(A7) € C(T?) the map FO7) = Ijﬁd’\r) Furthermore R, is surjective since for
any f € C(T?) we have that R, F = f where F € C,.(T? x Ry) is given by F(u,\) = f(u)\" and its
kernel is ker R, = C,.(T?% x Ry ). As is shown in Theorem of Section [4.]] by a simple application

of the classic Riesz isomorphism Cp(T¢ x Ry )* = M(T? x R)

(Cr(T xR ), || - llowr)* = (Me(T? < Ry), || - [I7vir). (61)

We will also identify the spaces C(T9)* and M(T?) via the classic Riesz isomorphism. Thus the
adjoint R} of the recession operator yields a bounded and w*-continuous operator R}: M(T%) —
M, (T¢ x Ry.) via the formula R*(p)(F) = [ RF dpu. We introduce also the extension operator

E: M, (T xRy) = Cp (T x Ry )* = M, (T% x Ry) := C.(T? x Ry )*

defined by
E(p)(F) = / Fdp, FeC,.(TxRy). (62)
TdXIR+

This extension operator is well defined since C,.(T? x R4) C Npem, (TixR,) L'(p), where in the
calligraphic £!-spaces we do not identify almost surely equal functions.

Lemma 4.1 The extension operator E: M,.(T% x Ry) — M,.(T% x Ry) is the pointwise w*-limit
of a sequence of w*-continuous operators and thus it is w*-measurable.

Proof For each M > 0 let Ip;: C,.(T?¢ x Ry) — C,.(T¢ x Ry) be the linear operator defined by
as(F)(u, A) = F(u, \AM). Then I, is a contraction and its adjoint Eps := 1T, : M, (T4xRy) —
M, (T? x Ry ) is w*-continuous. Thus it suffices to show that Ej; w*-converges pointwise to F as
M — +oo. Of course then E will be w*-measurable by Proposition [A.3] in the appendix. So let
p € M, (T? x R,). For each M >0 and F € C,.(T? x Ry)

|E(p)(F) — Ex(p)(F) S/|F(ua>\)—F(ua)\AM)ld|p|(u,>\)-

Obviously F(u, \)—F(u, \AM) — 0 as M — +oco and |F(u, A) = F(u, A\AM)| < 2||F||co,r(1+A7) €
L(|p|) so that an application of the dominated convergence theorem concludes the proof. O

A generalized Young measure 7 is called regular if (E o j*)(mw) = w where j* is the adjoint of the
natural inclusion j: C.(T¢ x Ry) — C.(T? x Ry) and it is called singular if j*(7) = 0. Thus a
generalized Young measure 7 is regular if it is of the form m(F) = [ F dp for some p € M, (T?xRy)
and singular if it vanishes on all maps F' € C,.(T? x R, ), which as we will see implies that it is of
the form m(F) = R*(u)(F) = [pa RF dp for some measure p € M(T?).

In the context of generalized Young measures we will denote by U: T x Ry — T and A: T¢ x
R, — R4 the natural projections. It is easy to see that for r € Ry and any continuous function
¥: Ry — R4 such that

lim Gy
A=+too AT

=1,
the space C,.(T? x Ry ) can be split as the direct sum

Cr (T xRy) = Cn (T x Ry) @ U(A) - [C(T?) 0 UJ,
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where W(A) - [C(T9) o U] = {¥(A)(foU) | f € C(T?)}.

In Section [4.1] we prove the Riesz isomoprhism (61I) for ordinary Young measures. In Section
we prove the representation Theorem 1] below which yields the decomposition of a generalized
Young measure 7 into a regular and a singular part. Then we adapt these results to the level
of path-measures in Section and finally in Section 4] we describe the barycentric projection
B: M{(T¢ x Ry) — M(T?).

Theorem 4.1 (a) Let the product space M,.(T% x Ry) x M(T?) be equipped with the norm

Fdp+ | RFdp
ol = s AEIE (63)
FET, (T4 xR4)\{0} 1 oo,
The norm || - ||Tv.r satisfies
max{||pllrv; + lullrv} < (e, Wlrve < llpllTvie + 1l (64)

and thus is equivalent to all the product norms on M, (T x Ry) x M(T9).
(b) There is a unique isometry I = (I',1?): M,.(T% x Ry) — M,.(T¢ x Ry) x M(T?) such that

w(F) = / FA(EoI")(m) +/ RFAI*(w), for all F € C.(T% x Ry). (65)
TexR, Td
Its inverse J = I~ is given by J(p, ) = E(p) + R*(n), i.e.
Tpun)(F) = () + B ()(F) = [ Fdp+ [ RFdp, FEeT,(TxRy). (60

(c) The first coordinate I of I is the restriction operator j*, i.e. the adjoint of the natural inclusion
j: Cn(T? x Ry) — C.(T? x Ry), the second coordinate I? is given by the formula

P(r)(f)= lm =w((A—DM)TAF(U)). (67)

M —~+oc0

(d) The isometry I is positive i.e. it satisfies
I(My (T4 x Ry)) = My (T x Ry) x My (T?). (68)

(e) The first coordinate I' = j* of the isometry I is w*-continuous and the restriction of the second
coordinate I% on MT,JF(']I‘d x Ry) is positively upper w*-semicontinuous in the sense that for any net
{mataca © M, 4 (T4xR,) converging to w € M, (T4 xR4) in the w*-topology of M,(T%xR)
and any non-negative map f € C(T%)

lim sup 12(a) () < 12(m)(f): (69)

(63

Before proceeding with the proof of Theorem [£.1]1et us see how it can easily be rephrased to yield
a uniquely defined decomposition of a generalized Young measure into a regular and singular part.

Corollary 4.1 (a) For any ® € M,(T? x Ry) there exists a uniquely determined decomposition
=7 +7 of m where ® € M,.(T? x Ry) is regular and 7+ € M,.(T?% x Ry) is singular. This

decomposition satisfies

max{||7|zv,r, |7 | 7vir} < wllzve < (1Fllzve + 7 | 2vie (70)

and T is non-negative if and only if both T and ™+ are non-negative.
(b) The operators D, D+: M, (T4 x Ry) — M, (T x Ry) defined by D(w) = & and D*(m) = wt

are linear, bounded and w*-Baire.
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(c) The restriction ﬁ|ﬂR,+(delR+) of D on M(T? x Ry) is positively w*-lower semicontinuous
and the restriction DL|MT,+(delR+) 18 positively w*-upper semicontinuous, i.e. for any map F €
Cr (T4 x Ry) and any net {7 }aca € M, +(T? x Ry) converging to some m € M, (T? x Ry)
i the w*-topology

liminf 7w, (F) > 7(F) and limsup Trj;(F) < TI'J'(F). (71)

Proof (a) Let m# € M,.(T? x Ry), let I = (I',I?) be the isometry of Theorem EI] and set 7 :=
E(I'(m)) and wt := R*(I?(m)) where E and R are the recession operators. Then since E is a right
inverse of the restriction operator j*, i.e. j* o E' = id y, (TaxR, ) it obviously holds that

(Eoj") (&) =Eo(j" o E)I'(m)) = E(I'(m)) =&

so that 7 is regular. Since Roj = 0 and thus j* o R* = 0 it also holds that j*(7w+) = j*(R*(w)) = 0.
Thus 7+ is singular and by the formula of J := !

E(I'(m)) + R*(I*(m)) = J(I(m)) = =

so that (7, 1) is a decomposition of 7 as the sum of a regular and a singular generalized Young

measure. The decomposition ™ = 7 + 7+ is unique since if @ = 7, + 7{ is another decomposition of
m as a sum of a regular and singular generalized Young measure then 7w+ — i is singular and thus
(7 —7)(F) = (mf — L) (F) =0 for any F € C,.(T¢ x Ry). Thus j*(7 — 71) = 0 and therefore
since 7, 71 are regular

m—m =BG (7w —m)) =0,

which proves that the decomposition of generalized Young measures as a sum of regular and singular
generalized Young measures is unique. Since E is norm-preserving and, as we will see in the proof
of Theorem [l the adjoint R* of the recession operator is also norm-preserving, inequalities (0]
follow by (a) of Theorem L1l The fact that 7 is non-negative if and only if & and 7 follows by
(d) of the same Theorem. For the proof of (b) we note that D = E o j* is w*-Baire according to
Proposition [A5] as the composition of a w*-continuous operator j* with the w*-Baire operator E.
Consequently D+ = idgy (TaxRy) — D is also w*-Baire. Finally the semicontinuity property (1))
follows by Theorem Ei(e) since 7+ = R* o I?(m), R* is w*-continuous and 7 = 7 + 7. O

As it is evident by the proof of this corollary, the regular and singular decomposition operators
ae given by the explicit relations

D=Eoj* D =R'0oI? (72)

where E: M;(T¢ x Ry) — M;(T? x R,) is the natural extension operator defined in (62,
j: O1(T% xRy ) «— C1(T? x Ry) is the natural subspace inclusion, R*: M(T4%) — M;(T? x R4) is
the adjoint of the recession operator R defined in (20) and I? is the second coordinate of the isometry
I of Theorem ET1

4.1 A Riesz representation theorem for Young measures

Let A: T¢ x Ry — Ry be the projection A(u,\) = X on the second coordinate. Likewise we will
denote by U: T? x Ry — T the projection on the first coordinate. Given 7 € (0, 00) we denote by
B,(T? x R) the set of all measurable real-valued functions on T¢ x R, with bounded polynomial
growth of order r, i.e.

B (T¢x R,) := {F € LT x Ry) | |F|] < C(1 + A7) for some C > o}.
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Here £°(T9 x R.) is the space of all measurable maps F': T x Ry — R. By convention By(T? x
R,) = B(T%xR.) and for r = +o00 we define B, (T xR ) the set of all measurable maps that map
bounded sets to bounded sets. As a shorthand we set B,.C*(T¢xR. ) := B,.(T?xR4)NCk(TYxR,),
keZ.,.

Also, we will denote by M.,.(T? x R, ) the space of all finite Borel signed measures on T¢ x R.;

with finite r-th moments, i.e.
M(T? < Ry) 1= {p € MT! < Ry) | [|A]l 1, < o0}

Here for r € (0,1) we set |Al|rr(p)) := [ A" d|p|. Again we set Mo(T¢x Ry) = M(T? x Ry). Note
that Mo (T? x R, ) is the space of all finite signed measures with bounded support. Finally, we set
M, (T4 x R) := M4 (T4 x Ry ) N M,.(T¢ x R) the set of non-negative measures with finite r-th
moments and P,.(T? x Ry) := P(T¢ x Ry) N M,.(T? x Ry) the set of probability measures with
finite r-th moments. Then for all 7 € [0, 400]

B(T'xRy)= (] £'p).
peP, (T4xR4)

Proposition 4.1 Let r € (0,00). Then
(a) The space B,.(T% x R.) becomes a Banach spaces with the norm

|F|
1+ A"

sp  EWN - p g iRy,

Frer 2.
1 loc.r % (wAETixR, 1+A"

(b) Convergence with respect to || - ||co.» implies uniform convergence in bounded subsets of T¢ x R
(but not the converse). Therefore the subspace B,.C(T? x Ry) < B.(T? x Ry) is closed, and thus
a Banach space when equipped with the restriction of || + |loo,r-

(c) The space M,.(T¢ x Ry) becomes a Banach space when equipped with the norm
lollrv.e = llelrv + 1ALy = 1+ AN)dpllrv, p € Mo (T? x Ry).
(d) The bilinear map (-,-) : B.(T? x Ry) x M,(T¢ x Ry) — R given by (F, p) = [ Fdp satisfies
[(Es o) < [1Flloo.rllollTv, (73)

for all (F, p) € B.(T? x Ry) x M.(T% x Ry) and is a strongly non-degenerate dual pairing, i.e. it
induces the linear isometric inclusions

B.(TYxRy) 3> F s (F,-) € M (T x Ry)*,
M (T xRy) 3 prs (-, p) € B(T x Ry)™.

(e) The pairing (-,-) is also a strongly non-degenerate dual pairing between the spaces B,C(T¢ x R)
and M,.(T¢ x Ry).

Proof (a) Let {F,} C B,.(T? x R,) be a Cauchy sequence. Then the sequence G,, := 1}:# is a
Cauchy sequence in B(T? x R ) which is a Banach space. Thus there exists G € B(T? x R) such
that |Gy, — G|le — 0. But then F := G(1+ A") € B,(T* x R,) and ||F,, — F||oc,r — 0 which
proves that B,.(T? x R.) is Banach. To prove (b) we suppose that £, — 0 in B,.(T? x R ) and
let M > 0. Then

Fn r n 0o
sup |F,|=(1+M") sup | |T < (14 MM|EF,] ooip marey()

T x[0,M] Taxo,m 1+ M
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Therefore convergence in B,.(T¢ x R, ) implies uniform convergence in bounded subsets of T x R .
To see that the converse is false consider the family {A%}g<,<, C B,(T¢ x Ry ). It is obvious that
A? — A" uniformly in bounded subsets of T x Ry as ¢ — 7, while ||[A” — AY||oc,, > 1 for all
g < r. The claim (c) follows from the fact that (M(T¢ x Ry),| - ||7v) is a Banach space, since the
function T} : M,.(T? x Ry ) — M(T9 x Ry) defined by T}.(p) = (1 + A") dp is a surjective linear
isometry. For the proof of the remaining claims (d) and (e) we note that inequality (73) is obvious
and it readily implies that [[(F, )|l s, (rexry ) < [|Flloo,r and [ o) B, (Téxmr ) < o[V, for all
F € B,(T? x Ry) and all p € M,(T? x Ry). On the other hand, we have that

[{F, Ml (ra xry )+ = sup > = [ Flloo,r
BT o llellrve = woaverixe, 1nllzv,
for all F € B,(T? x R;) and therefore ||(F,-)|| = || F||oo, Since lolls,cmixr, )y < llellB, (Tixr, )"

in order to complete the proof of the proposition it remains to show that [|p||7v.- < [|pll5.c(TexR, )
for all p € M,.(T¢ xRy). Solet p € M,.(T¢ xR;) and let X = PUN be a Hahn decomposition of
T x R, with respect to p. Since T¢ x R is polish, the finite measures p* = p|p and p~ = —p|x
are regular and thus for every n € N there exist compact sets Kp C P, K3 C N such that
pH(P\K2)Vp (N\KY) < L foralln € N. Of course we can assume that the sequences {Kp}nen
and {K} }nen are increasing and if we set K3 := |J,cn K3, K5 := U,en KN we obviously have
that pT(P\ K¥) = p~ (N \ K¥) = 0. Since T? x R is a metric space, there exist for every n € N
functions ¢%, o3 € BC(T? x Ry ) such that Ign <¢p <1—1gp and 1gyp < Pf < 1—1gp forall
n € N. Obviously the sequences {¢}, {¢%} converge pointwise in K U K§. In particular

. 1, in K% _ 0, in K
lim ¢% = lim ¢y = .
n—o0 0, in K  noo 1, in K
But |p|(K¥ UKS) = |p|(T? x Ry) and therefore
nh—>nolo (b}g = ]lK?ao = ]lp, nh—>H;o Qﬁ% = ]1}(]0\70 = ]1]\/', |p|-a.e..

Since |(¢% — ¢%)(1+ AP)| < (1+ A7) € L'(|p|) we have by the dominated convergence theorem that

tim [(6p — 0R)(1+ A7) dp = [(1p = 1)+ A7) du= [ (L4 A7) dipl = v

n—oo

Therefore since —1 < 21gp — 1< ¢ — Py <1 —21gy <1,

6Pl cmam = s (Fp) > lim @5 = a1+ 87 dp = lplrv,

and the proof is complete. (I
We will denote by Co(T¢ x R) the subspace of BC(T9 x R ) consisting of functions that vanish
at infinity, i.e. F € Co(T? x Ry ) if and only if

lim sup |F(u,\)| =0,

A—+00  cd

which is a separable closed subspace of BC(T? x R,). As we will see, by applying the Riesz
representation theorem according to which Co(T¢ x R4 )* = M(T? x Ry) it follows that M,.(T9 x
R, ) is a dual space, with separable predual the space

C.(T? x Ry) = {F € B,C(T% x Ry) | F/(1+ A™) € Cy(T? x IR+)}.

Since Co(T? x R.) it follows that C,.(T¢ x R, ) is also a closed separable subspace of B,.C(T x R.)
and so C,.(T? x R4 ) is a separable Banach space with the restriction of the norm || - || -
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Proposition 4.2 For any r € [0,4+00) the dual pairing
() B.O(T? x Ry) x M (T xRy) — R
induces a linear surjective isometry
Lt (Mo(T? xRy, || - lzvie) = (Cr(T? x Ry ), || - [loo,r)”

via the formula I.(p)(F) = (F, p). In particular

Fdp
lolrve = swp TP e (e wRy)
FeC,(T*xR) 1l oc,r
F#0
Proof According to our definitions, the case r = 0 is the Riesz representation theorem. The

case r > 0 is a simple consequence of the Riesz representation theorem. Indeed, recall that we have
denoted by T,.: M(T¢xRy) — M, (T?xR.) the surjective isometry defined by T;.(p) = (1+A")dp.
Also, the operator S,.: C,.(T? x Ry ) — Co(T? x R ) defined by S,.(F) = H% is a linear surjective
isometry and its adjoint S}: Co(T¢ x R4)* — Co(T? x Ry)* is also an isometry. It is elementary
to check that the operator I, makes the diagram

Mo(T? x Ry) —2 Co(T? x Ry )*

lTT ls: (74)

M (T? x Ry) —2 € (T? x R,)*

commutative. Therefore I, = S* o IyoT,~! is a linear surjective isometry as the composition of three

surjective isometries. (I

The w*-topology that the space M,.(T9 x R, ) inherits as the dual of the separable Banach space
C,(T9 x Ry ) will be called the C,-topology. The Wasserstein topology of order r is the (metrizable)
topology characterized by

lim p,=p <— lim Fdp, = /de, VY F e B.C(T? xR,).

n—-+o0o n—-+o0o

Since B,C(T¢ x Ry) C C(T¢ x Ry) for all ¢ < r the C,-topology is obviously stronger than the
Wasserstein topology of order ¢ for all ¢ < r but weaker than the Wasserstein topology of order r.
In fact lim,_, pn, = p in the r-th Wasserstein topology if and only if p, — p in the C).-topology
and lim,, s fAT dp, = fAT dp.

Proposition 4.3 The space C,.(T? x Ry) is a closed subspace of B,C(T% xR ) and thus a Banach
space when equipped with the norm || - ||co.r-

Proof Let {F,}5°, C C,.(T* x Ry) be a sequence converging to F' € B,C(T% x Ry), i.e.

lim [P — Fllac.r = 0. (75)

n—-+o0o

By the definition of the space C,.(T¢ x R ) for each n € N there exists F,, € C(T4), i.e. F,, := RF,
is the recession function of F;,, such that

. _ F(-,\)
\r) _ (N, — ) d >
Jim [FO =Tyl =0, FOD() 1= T8 € C(TY, A >0, (76)

With this notation ||F||cc,» = supysg | FA7)|| o for any F € B,.C(T? xR, ) and thus for all n,m € N

IFn = Fulloo < I1Fn = EX oo + 1 = Finlloo,r + I1ESY = Finlloo-
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Taking the limit as A — +oo we obtain by (6] that ||[F, — Filleo < [[Fn — Fimllco,» Which shows
that {F,} is Cauchy in C(T?) since {F},} converges to F' in B,C(T% x R.). Therefore, since C(T%)
is Banach, there exists F' € C(T?) such that lim, oo ||F. — F|lc = 0 and with F being the limit
of {F,} in B.C(T? x R4) we have to show that

lim |[FO™ —F|l =0. (77)

A— 400
But
lim [[FO) —Flleo = lim lim [|[FM —F, e

A—+o0 A—+00 n—+00
and thus in order for (77) to hold the double limit as n — 400 and then A — +oo above must
be interchangeable. But this is indeed true since by the assumption that {F,,} converges to F in
B,C(T? x Ry) that the convergence lim,, FX = ) C(T?) is in fact uniform over all
large A and thus the double limit can be interchanged. Indeed, for all n € N

Fn('a )‘) — F('a )‘)
S ES TS

sup ||F7§)"T) — F(’\’T)Hoo = sup
A>0

| =P~ Fl
A>0 0o

and therefore
|FOD —F < [FOD = FA oo + IF = Flloo < I1Fn = Flloayr + IFP = Flag
which shows that

lim sup ||F(/\7T) - F” < | Fn = Flloor + ”Fn - F”oo

A—~+o00

and taking the limit as n — +o0o we conclude the proof. ([

4.2 Proof of Theorem 4.1]

The representation of generalized Young measures via a pair of an ordinary Young measure and a
Borel measure is based on the following two functional analytic lemmas. Before stating those lemmas
let us recall that for any Banach subspace Cj of a Banach space Cy we denote by

Cy = {ﬁE@S‘W(F):OforaHFGC’O}

the annihilator of Cy in 6;. If j: Cy — C) is the natural inclusion and 7% 63 — Cj its adjoint
operator j*(w) = 7|g,, ™ € C, then ker j* = Cd. In the abdtract Lemma it might be useful
conceptually to have in mind the spaces Cp = C,.(T¢x Ry), Co = C,(T? x R,) and E the extension
operator defined in (62) and in Lemma[3]that follows it the recession operator R: Cp — C := C(T¢)
with kernel ker R = Cj.

Lemma 4.2 Let Cy be a subspace of the Banach space Cqy and let j: Cy — Cq be the natural

inclusion. Let E: Cj — 68 be a linear extension operator, i.e. j* o E =idcs. Then the map

Py ::nda»; —FEoj*:Cy—C,
is a linear projection on ker j* = Cy-, i.e. Pp(Co) C Cg- and PE|Cé = ]‘ldcé and the map

Ty = (j*, Pp): Cy — C§ x Cf (78)
s a linear isomorphism with inverse Sg given by

Sg(p, ) = E(p) + 7+, V(p,mt) e C;xCf.
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Furthermore, the norm || - |lo on C§ x Cy that makes T an isometry, i.e.

(o, 7)o = [1SE(p, 7)) (p,m") € C5 x Cy

E(p)(F) + wt(F
iy EOUD TR
I1F I, #0 1Elle,

satisfies

lplic; < lltp,m5)llo < [ E(p)]

and if E is such that for all F € C

o+ lmtle:

then also ||(p, ™) |lo > |||

@ and Pg is a contraction.
0

Proof The kernel ker j* is always equal to the annihilator Cy- since j*(m) = 0 if and only if w(Fp) = 0
for all F' € Cy.. The map Pg is obviously linear and it is a projection on ker j* since on one hand

JroPp=j"—j"o(Eoj*) =0

which implies that ImPg := PE(GS) C kerj* and on the other hand for any 7w+ € Cy we have
j*(m+) = 0 and thus Pr(nt) = n+ — E(j*(7!)) = 7+ — E(0) = 7 so that Pglcs = idge and
thus Pg is indeed a linear projection on ImPp = kerj* = Cj. Furthermore the projection Pg
induces the direct sum decomposition

Cy = ker Pg ® ImPg = ImE @ ker j* = ImE @ C-. (80)

Indeed, any 7 € Cyy can be written as the sum 7 = (7 — Pg(x)) + Pp(r). Here obviously Pg(mw) €
ImPg = ker j* and 7w — Pr(w) = E(j*(7)) € ImE. But by the assumption j* o F' = idc; we have
that

PpoE=F—(Foj*)oE=E—-FE=0

and therefore ImE C ker Pg. Of course it is obvious by the definition of Py that ker P C ImFE.
This sum in (80) is direct since if 7 € ker Pg N ImPg then on one hand we have that = = E(j* (7))
while on the other hand 7 € ImPg = ker j* and thus w = E(j*(7)) = E(0) = 0.

Consequently the map TVE = (1'10:153 — Pg, Pg): 63 — ImFE x COl is a linear inverse of the
summation operation +: ImE x Cg- — 63. Furthermore the map F is necessarily injective as a
c; = el
particular InE = C§ with a linear isomorphism being the map j*|img: InE — Cj. Thus the map

right inverse and since it is a right inverse for j* in fact ||E(p)| c; for all p € Cj. In

7 mEe X ]'ldcé is a linear isomorphism and since j* o P =0

Thus the map T defined in (8] is a linear isomorphism as the composition of linear isomorphisms.
Since Tbil =+ and j*|{n}E = FE: Cj — ImFE it follows that the inverse of T is given by

Sp=Tg"'=Tg" 0 (j"|me x ides) ™" =+o0(E xidgy) = E +idgy

as claimed.
We prove finally the bounds for the norm || - [|o on Cg x Cg. So let (p,wt) € C§ x Cg-. First,
since || F| ¢, = |F||g, and wt(F) =0 forall F € Cp

E(p)(F)+ w+(F p(F
oo = sup ZOLAETLD > sy B .
FeCo\{0} ¥z, Feco\{0}y 1 F'llco
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On the other hand we obviously have that ||(p,71)|lo < 1E(p)llz: + |7t
show the inequality ||(p, 7)o > ||7rLH53 under the assumption that E satisfies property (79) for

all F € Cy. So let e > 0 and choose F. € Cy such that ||7] ﬁ%
ellgy

sequence {F;}02; C F.+Cp such that || Fi ||z, < [|F:|lg, and lim,— 10 E(p)(F};) = 0 for all p € Cf.
Since {F£} C F. + Cp and 7+ € Cg- we have that w1 (F5) = w1 (F.) for all n € N and thus

&+ and so it remains to
0

— . There exists then a

c; =

B(p)(F7) + w(F5) Elp)(Fs) + ()

I(p, @)lo > sup
’ neN 15l neN 1z le,

s EOUED) (B ()
R 1 Y &,

> |||z + <.

Since this is true for any ¢ > 0 it follows that ||(p, )

c; = 1G*(m), Pe(m))llo = | Pe()|

lo > ||7"'LH6(’; as required. In particular for

all © € Cy we have |||

c: and thus Pg is a contraction. O

Lemma 4.3 Let R: Cy — C be a bounded surjective of Banach spaces. We set Cy := ker R and
j: Cy — Cy the subspace inclusion. If j*: 63 — C admits a norm-preserving right inverse E: Cj —
63 there exists a unique mapping I = (I, I2): 63 — C§ x C* such that

7(F) = E(I,(m))(F) + Iy(mw)(RF), Y(F,m) e Cyx Cy. (81)
This mapping is a linear isomorphism with inverse J = I~ given by the formula
J(p,n)(F) = E(p)(F) + R*(u)(F) = E(p)(F) + n(RF), F € Co

for all (p, ;1) € Cg x C*. Furthermore, if E satisfies [T9) for all F € Cy and R is a contraction such
that

for all f € C there exists F € R™*({f}) such that £z, < Ifllc (82)
then the adjoint R* is norm-preserving and the norm || - ||« on C§ x C* that makes I an isometry
satisfies

max {||pllc;. lule-} < (o, mll- < llplle; + llulle-: (p,n) € Cg x C*

and is thus equivalent with all the product norms on C§ x C*.

Proof If such a map I exists then for all F' € Cy = ker R we have that j*(m)(F) = I;(7) and thus
I = j*. Then I,: Cy — C* satisfies I»(m)(RF) = w(F) — E(j*())(F) for all F € Cj which since R
is surjective characterizes I uniquely. Thus if such a map I exists it is unique. The existence of this
map I follows by Lemma4.2land the first isomorphism theorem of linear algebra. Indeed, Lemma 2]
yields a linear isomorphism T : Cy — Cg x Ci. Furthermore Cg- is isomorphic to (€0/¢,)* with
an isomorphism being given by the adjoint of the natural quotient map [-]¢,: Co — Co /¢, Indeed,
since []g, is surjective its adjoint [-]7, : (Co/c,)* — C, is injective and Im[-]¥, < Cy. The map
Q: C — (% /¢,)* given by the formula Q(m1)(F + Cy) = 7 (F) is well-defined on the specified
domains since 7+ € Cf and Q(wt): S0 /¢, — R is bounded with HQ(ﬂ'l)H(aU/CU)* < H’TLHE’;- The
map @ is the inverse of [-]¢ (%0 /)" — Cd. Now since R: Co — C is a bounded surjection with
ker R = Cj by the first isomorphism theorem it induces a linear isomorphism #/¢, : Co /co, — C via
R/oy(F 4+ Cy) = R(F). The induced map /¢, is obviously bounded and by the inverse mapping
theorem it has a continuous inverse. Consequently its adjoint (1/g,)*: C* — (“°/¢,)* is a bi-
Lipschitz linear isomorphism. Thus we can define the map I: 68 — C§ x C* as

1= (ideg x (("/ce)")™") o (ideg x Q) 0 Tr. (83)
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Then [ is a linear isomorphism by definition. Since T = (j*, Pr) we obviously have that I; = j*
and [ satisfies (8Tl) since for all 7 € 6; and all F' € Cy

E(L(m))(F) + L(m)(RF) = E(j* (m))(F) + (("/c,)™")" 0 Q o Pp(m)(RF)
(7" (m))(F) + Q o Pe(m)(F + C)
(4" (m))(F) + Pg(m)(F) = = (F).

E
E

The inverse of I is the map
J = Spo(ides x [1&,) o (ides x (F/c,)*): Cy x C* = T (84)

Since [|&, 0 (%/cy)* = ((%/cy) 0 [1cy)” = R*: C* — C3 < Ty it follows that the inverse J = I~}
is given for all (p, u) € C§ x C* by the formula

Now the norm || - ||« on C§ x C* that makes I an isometry is the norm that makes the map
idcy x (R*)~1: Cf x Cy — Cg x C* an isometry where Cf x Cj- is equipped with the norm || - ||
defined in Lemma [£2] so that

1)l = o, R )l = sup 20U & u(BE)
i .

and therefore if E is norm-preserving and satifies (Z9) for all F' € Cy then

cg + | R

max{ | pllcs. 1B ullz: < (o)l < 1B (o) e; + 1B

If we assume now that R: Cp — C is a contraction then ||R*u||5:; < ||p]lex. If also R is such that
for all f € C there exists F € R™'({f}) such that ||[F[jz, < [fllc then given € > 0 we can choose
fe € C such that ||u|lc- < ﬁ‘f(sfni + ¢ and then by choosing F. € R7'(f.) with [|Fzllg, < [Ifellc we
obtain

. WRE) _ p(RF plf
1Rl = sup SHE) > £ 5 S 5 e
13

FeCyo

which since € > 0 is arbitrary shows that R*: C* = Cy < 6; is norm-preserving and completes the
proof. (I

We proceed now with the proof of Theorem [l We start by proving parts (a) and (b) by applying
Lemma on the recession function R: C,.(T¢ x Ry) — C(T9) for which ker R = C,.(T? x Ry)
and the extension operator F: M,(T? x Ry) — M,(T? x Ry) defined in (62) so that Cp =
Cr (T xRy), Co = Cr(T? x Ry) and C = C(T?). We thus obtain the existence of a unique linear
map I = (I',1?): M, (T?xRy) = M,.(T? xRy ) x M(T?) such that (65) holds, whose inverse .J is
given by (G6). By definition the norm ||- ||7v, defined in (G3)) is the norm on M,.(T% x R, ) x M(T9)
that makes I an isometry and thus in order to check that (64]) holds we have to verify that E is norm-
preserving and satisfies property (79) for every F' € C,.(T¢ x R ) and that the surjective contraction
R satisfies (82). By the Riesz isomorphism (GI) and Proposition 1] it follows that the extension
operator E is an isometric injection. To check that it satisfies property ([9) let F € C,.(T?% x Ry)
and let ¥,,: Ry — Ry, n € N, be given by the formula ¥,,(A) = (A —n)TA"~!. Then

Fo:=U,(A)- RF(U)=F+ (U,(A)- RF(U) — F) € F + C,(T% x R,.),

the norms of the maps F), satisfy

(A—n)Tar—1

R = IRl < 1Pl

HFnHoo,T = Sup
A>0
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and by the dominated convergence theorem, for any p € M,.(T% x Ry)

nEIJIrloo F,dp= ngr}rloo U, (A) - RF(u)dp(u, A) = 0. (85)
Thus E satisfies property (79). Similarly, for any f € C(T9) the map F := (1 + A") f(U) belongs in
R7Y({f}) and ||F||oc.r = ||f]ls so that R satisfies (82]) and R* is norm-preserving. This completes
the proof of statements (a) and (b) of Theorem 1
For the proof of (c) we start by noting that I' = j* by (83) and thus we only have to obtain
the formula (67) for the second coordinate I2. Since A" f(U) € R™Y({f}) € C..(T? x R ) we have
that I?(7)(f) = w(A"f(U)) — E o I'(m) (A" f(U)). But since I'(w) € M,(T% x R, ) is a measure
with finite 7-th moments (A A M)A™ 1| f(U)| < A"|f(U)| € L'(p) for all M > 0 and thus by the

dominated convergence theorem

M —~+oc0

lim [ (AAMALf(U) AT () = /ATf(U) dI'(w) = Eo I'(m) (AT £(U)). (86)

But 7w (AAM)A™Lf(U)) = [(AAM)A™1 f(U) dI' () since I' = j* is the restriction operator and
(AAM)A""1f(U) € C.(T? x R, ), and therefore by the formula of I?() we obtain (&7).

Next we prove (d) i.e that I is positive. So let m € C1(T? x R,) be positive. Then obviously
I'(m) is positive and we have to show that I?(w) is also positive. We note that if f > 0 we have
that (A A M)f(U) < Af(U) for every M > 0 and thus since (A A M) f(U) € C;(T? x Ry) and 7 is
assumed positive we have that

JOAMFU) A ) =m0 A M) < WA,

Taking the limit as M — +oo it follows by the monotone convergence theorem that
Eo'(m) (A1) = [ AfU)dI' () < m(AF(O))

Therefore by (65]) we have that
[ it =m(a@) - [ Aswartm) = o

which proves that I is positive. Since J = I~ is obviously positive equality (8] follows.

Finally we prove (e). Since I' = j* is the adjoint of a bounded operator it is w*-continuous.
We thus have only to prove the positive upper w*-semicontinuity of I? in ([63). Note that for all
non-negative w € M, (T x Ry) and f € C(T) it follows by (G7) that

P(m)(f) = inf 7((A—M)TA™'F(U)).

M>0

Since (A—M)*A™1f(U) € C,(T?xR4) < M, (T?xRy)* the functional £ pr: M, (T¢xR;) = R
given by €7 () = w((A—M)TA™~! f(U)) is w*-continuous and therefore the map M, 4 (T9xRy) >
m — I12(m)(f) is upper w*-semicontinuous as the infimum of the w*-continuous linear functionals
Ly over M > 0. This completes the proof of Theorem E.T1 O

4.3 Generalized Young path-measures

Our next goal is to lift the results of the previous section to the level of generalized Young path-

measures, which are elements

7 = (m)o<e<r € L (0,T; M, (T? x Ry)) = L' (0,T; 0, (T4 x Ry)) .
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To do so we will apply Lemma 3 on the maps induced by the recession operator R and the extension
operator E. We will use the following notation for the norms of the L!-Bochner spaces and the L.-
spaces:

[Flloorir == 1Fll 2o, mic, (maxmyyy (oo == [1flLro,micmey)

|7l 7v,r00 == ”7"”qu°* (0,T5M, (T4 xRy )" lullTvie == ”U”ij* (0,T;M(T4))-
Since L'(0,T;C,(T? x Ry)) is embedded in L*(0,T;C,(T¢ x Ry)) via the operator j induced by
the subspace inclusion j: C,.(T¢ x Ry) — C(T? x Ry) via j(F)(t) = j(F}) for almost all ¢ € [0, T
we will also use the symbol || - ||oo,r-1 for the norm of L1(0,7; C,.(T? x R)).

By Lemma [£] the extension operator E: M,(T? x Ry) — M, (T? x Ry) is w*-Baire norm
preserving injection and by Proposition [A_18]it induces a w*-Baire norm-preserving operator

E: L%.(0,T; M (T% x Ry)) — L%(0,T; M,(T¢ x R,))

via the formula E(p)(t) = E(p;) for almost all ¢ € [0, T]. We will view L% (0, T; M,.(T¢ x R,)) as a
subspace of L2 (0, T; M,.(T? xR )) via the injection £ and thus we will also write || - || 7v00 for the
norm of L2 (0,T; M,(T? x R, )). Furthermore, the recession operator R: C,.(T¢ x R;) — C(T%)
induces an operator R: L*(0,7;C,.(T¢ x Ry)) — L*(0,T;C(T9)) on the L'-Bochner spaces. Since
the recession operator has a bounded right inverse, for example the map 7': C(T¢) — C,.(T¢ x Ry)
given by T'(f) = A" f(U), it follows that R is surjective with bounded right inverse the map 7.

Theorem 4.2 (a) We set
L0, T; Mp(T x Ry ) x M(T?)) := L(0,T; M (T x Ry)) x L% (0, T; M(T?))
and on the product space LS (0,T; M,.(T? x Ry) x M(T9)) we define the norm
|

(05 1) | 7Vorso0 = sup (F, E(p)) + (RF, p)|
. FeL™(0,T;C, (T4 xR4))\{0} [ F [ 00,ri1

The norm || - || 7v,r:00 defined in (1) satisfies

(87)

max{|[pll7v,rco; |1l Tvieo} < (s )lITVri00 < lPlTViri00 + [llTvic0

and is thus equivalent to all the product norms on the space L (0,T; M,.(T¢ x Ry) x M(T?)).

(b) There is a unique isometry

I=(I"1%): L0, T; M (T x Ry)) — L% (0, T; M, (T? x Ry) x M(T?)) (88)
such that

(F.m) = (F,E(I'(m))) + (RF.I*(m)),  for all F € L'(0,T;C,(T? x Ry)). (89)

(c) The first coordinate I' of I is the restriction operator j*, i.e. the adjoint of the natural inclusion
j: LY0,T;C.(T? x Ry)) = LY(0,T;C,(T?% x Ry)) and the second coordinate I? is given by the
formula

P(m)(f)= lim =((A—M)TA™'f(U)), fe€LY0,T;C(TY). (90)

M—+oc0
(d) The isometry I satisfies I(m)(t) = I(m;) for almost all t € [0,T] and it is positive i.e.

(L (0, Ts M, (T x Ry))) = L3 (0, T3 My (T4 x Ry) x M (TY)). (91)

(e) The restriction of the isometry I on L% (0,T; M, (T4xR4)) is positively w* -semicontinuous in
the sense that if the net {ma taca C L2 (0,T; M, +(T?xR)) converges tow € L3 (0,T; M, 1 (T%x
R.)) in the w*-topology and F € L*(0,T;C, (T x Ry)), f € LY(0,T;C+(T?)) are non-negative
then

1imainf I'(wo)(F) > TH(m)(F) and limsup I?(ma)(f) < I(7)(f). (92)

(e
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Proof The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem Il Here we apply Lemma [£3]on the induced
recession function R: L'(0,T;C,(T? x Ry)) — L'(0,T; C(T%)) for which ker R = L'(0, T; C,.(T¢ x
R.)) and the induced extension operator E: L% (0, T; M,.(T¢ x Ry)) — L% (0, T; M, (T9 x Ry))
defined in (62), which is a right inverse to the induced injection j* = j%: L (0,T; M,.(T? x R4)) —
LS(0,T; M,.(T?% x Ry)). We thus obtain the existence of a unique linear map

I=(I"1?): L0, T; M (T x Ry)) — L%(0, T; M, (T% x Ry) x M(T?))

satisfying (89). By definition the norm | - || 7v.,.co defined in (&7) is the norm on L% (0, T; M.,.(T4 x
R )xM(T4)) that makes I an isometry. Since E is norm-preserving in order to check that (87) holds,
by Lemma it suffices to verify that E satisfies property (79) for every F € L*(0,T;C,.(T¢ x R4))
and that the surjective contraction R satisfies (82). To check that E satisfies property (9) let
F e LY0,T;C(T¢ x Ry)) and let ¥,,: Ry — Ry, n € N, be given by ¥, (\) = (A —n)TAT"L
Then

Fo:=9,(A)-RF(U)=F + (V,(A)- RF(U) = F) € F + L'(0,T; C,(T% x R})),
the norms of the maps F,, satisfy

(A—n)TAr—t

T
RE|oe dt = |RF|| oot < ||Flcori1.
e [ IRRldt = 1RF s < 1P

T
Bl = [ [Pl dt = sup
0 A>0

By a double application of the dominated convergence theorem

T T
Jim_ /0 / Fridpidt= lm_ /0 / () - RF;(u) dps(u, ) dt = 0 (93)

for any p € L (0,T; M,.(T% x Ry)). Thus E satisfies property (9). Similarly, for any f €
LY(0,T;C(T?)) the map F := (14 A")f(U) belongs in R1({f}) and ||F||cc.r:1 = || f|loc:1 50 that R
satisfies (82)). This completes the proof of statements (a) and (b) of Theorem

Claim (c) follows similarly to (c) of Theorem E. Il by a double application of the dominated conver-
gence theorem. The first claim of (d) follows by (89) since the Lebesgue differentiation theorem im-
plies that for almost all t € [0, T, for any F € C,.(T?x R, ) it holds (F, ;) = (F, E(px,))+(RF, firx,)
and the second claim then follows by claim (d) of Theorem [£1 The proof of (e) is also similar to
the proof of (e) of Theorem [£.1] O

We will say that 7w € L2%(0,T; M,.(T4 x R.)) is a reqular Young path-measure if Eo (j)*(w) = m
and singular if ()*(mw) = 0. We note that Eo (j)* = Eoj* = E o j* by Propositions and [A 1§
and thus © = (m;)o<:<r is regular if and only if 7y is regular for almost all ¢ € [0, T]. Likewise 7 is
singular if and only if 7; is singular for almost all ¢ € [0, T].

Corollary 4.2 (a) For any ™ € L.(0,T; M,.(T¢ x R,)) there exists a uniquely determined decom-
position m = 7+mt of with 7 € L (0, T; M,.(T¥xR.)) being regular and - € Ly (0, T; M,.(T? x
R.)). Furthermore

maX{H?rHTV,T;OOa Hﬂ'LHTV,T;oo} < ||7T||TV,T;<X> < H%HTV,T;OO + Hﬂ'LHTV,T;OOa (94)

andw € L2.(0,T; M, (T?xRy.)) if and only if both & and 7 belong to LS. (0, T; M, 4+ (T4xR.y)).
(b) The operators Do, DL on L.(0,T; M,.(T4 x Ry)) defined by Doo(m) = 7 and DL(mw)=mt
coincide with the operators D and DL induced on the space LS (0,T; M,.(T?% x Ry)) by the maps
D and D+, e

Doo(m) = (B(m))tem, Do (m) = (DM(m0)) om0 Lo (0, T Mo(T x Ry4)).
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Consequently the maps lA)OO and DL are pointwise w*-limits of w*-continuous operators. Thus they
are w*-Baire, and thus w*-measurable.
(¢) The restriction of Dug on L2 (0, T; M, (T4 x Ry)) is positively w*-lower semicontinuous and
the restriction DL on L32(0,T; M, (T x Ry)) is positively w*-upper semicontinuous, i.e. for
any map F € Cr 4 (T? x Ry) and any net {ma}aca © My (T? x Ry) converging to some m €
M, (T x Ry) in the w*-topology

1imainf7?;(F) >7(F) and limsup Tri;(F) < TrJ‘(F). (95)
Proof The proof of (a) and (c) is similar to the proof of Corollary 1] where here we define 7 :=
Eo (j)*(m) and 7t := (R)* o I, with I = (I3, I5) being the isometry of Theorem E:2} For the proof
of (b) we note that by Propositions A.20] and [A.18 we have that Dy, = E o (j)* = Eo j* = D and

=~ _

1 . faN Ty [N .
Dy =1d e 0,0, (TixRry)) ~ Doo = 1055, (paxr,) = D = 1d35q (payr,) =D = D+.

The fact that Do, = D and DL = DT implies by Proposition AI8 that the maps Do, DL are w*-
analytically measurable and thus they are also w*-measurable. In fact, by Lemmal[Z] we have that F
is the pointwise w*-limit of the sequence of w*-continuous operators IT%, : M, (T4 xRy ) — M, (T%x
R, ) where [Ty : Cp.(T¢xR4) — Cp(T¢ xRy ) is the operator defined by Il (F)(u, A) = F(u, \AM).
Thus by Proposition [A19 the operator Boo is the pointwise w*-limit of the sequence of the w*-
continuous operators 115, o j* = (j o Hps)*: L% (0, T; My (T x Ry)) — Ly (0, T; M- (T x Ry)),
M € N. Likewise, by the formula of I? we have that D+ is the pointwise w*-limit of the sequence
of w*-continuous operators R* o T, = (Tar o R)*: M,(T? x Ry) — M, (T¢ x Ry) where here
Tr: C(T?) — C,(T? x Ry) is the linear operator Thsf = (A — M)*A""1f(U) and thus by Propo-
sition the operator DL is the pointwise w*-limit of the sequence of operators R* o T}, O

The M-modified micro empirical density w7V of the ZRP defined in ([22) is decomposed as

the sum 7wN6M = gNEM 4 g LNEM of yegular and singular generalized Young-functional valued

process. Here
aNEM . D0, T; M%) — L2(0,T; My (T? x Ry))

is the M -truncated empirical distribution of the ZRP defined via duality by

~AN.L: T x —
(7w = /0 i 2. Fi(5of@AaM)d, Fer'0T:CuT! xRy))  (96)
zeTY,

and 7 NEM = R¥ o pLNEM where pNEML: D(0,T; M%) — L (0, T; M4 (T9)) is the M-excess
empirical density defined by

(f,p M) = /O ) N EZT Fo(5 ) k() = M)*

and R* is the adjoint of the recession operator R: L'(0,T;C1 (T x Ry)) — LY(0,T; C1 (T4 x R4)).

Proposition 4.4 The sets

Vi = L0, T; M, (T x Ry))

Vo = L2%(0,T; My (T x Ry)), m >0

Vs = L3 (0, T; P (T x Ry))

Vi = L2(0,T; T, P (T x Ry)), m € M (T%)
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Proof The space M, (T x R, ) is a w*-closed subspace of M, (T% x R.) as the dual cone in
the sense of (275 of the positive cone C,. . (T x R) and thus by Proposition [A14l it follows that
L0, T; M, +(T? x Ry)) is a closed subspace of L% (0,T; M,.(T? x Ry)).

We check next that V5 is a closed subspace. So let {mo}aca C Va2 be a net converging to some
m € L(0,T; M, 4 (T? x R4)). Then for all measurable E C [0, T] with strictly positive Lebesgue

measure

1 1
m= oy J, et = (g ted )

and thus since {7, }aeca converges to m,

1 1 1

Z;RES/;@Lﬂgyh::«zggaﬂlEA,n»:ﬂgp«zgzzﬁnEAjwa»::m.

Since this holds for all measurable E C [0,T] with Lpa(E) > 0 it follows that 7 (A) = m for almost
all t € [0,7), i.e. w € L% (0,T; My o (T? x R4)). The fact that V3 is also closed follows similarly.
We prove finally that V} is closed. The natural projection U: T¢ x R, — T induces the pull-
back U*: C(T?) — C1(T? x Ry) via U¥(f) = f(U), which is obviously a linear contraction. Its
adjoint (U*)*: M;(T? x Ry) — M(T?) is exactly the push-forward operator Uy of measures. Thus
Up: M1(T¢ x Ry ) — M(T?) is w*-continuous and induces by Corollary [A.20] the linear operator

(U%)* = Ty: LS(0,T; My (T x Ry)) — LZ(0, T; M(T9)).

This is w*-continuous as the adjoint of the induced operator Ut: L1(0,T; C(T%)) — L*(0,T; Cy (T4 x
R.)) on the Bochner L-spaces. As we have seen the natural injection j: C;(T¢ x Ry) < C1(T9 x
R ) induces the projection 7* = (7)*: L2(0,T; My (T x Ry)) — L (0,T; M1 (T? x R4.)) which
is also w*-continuous. Thus the composition

Uy oj%: L2 (0, T; P (T x Ry)) — L% (0, T; M (T?))
is w*-continuous and
L0, T TPy (T x Ry)) = (T3 077) " ({em})

where ¢,,, € L(0,T; M (T4)) is the path almost everywhere equal to m € M, (T%). Therefore
L0, T; T, P1 (T x Ry)) is closed in L (0, T;P1(T? x Ry)) as the inverse image of a closed set
via a continuous map. Since L% (0,T;P1 (T x Ry)) is closed in Ly, (0, T; My (T4 x Ry)) it follows
that L% (0,T;T,,P1(T¢ x Ry)) is also closed in L% (0,T; My (T? x Ry)). Therefore Vj is closed
since V3 = I(L$%(0,T; T, P1(T¢ x R.))) and I is a homeomorphism. Finally

L0, T; V1 .m(T4) = L0, T5 Py (T x Ry)) N LS (0, T; V1 (T))

is w*-closed as the intersection of w*-closed subspaces. ([

We close this section noting that since C,.(T%xR.; ) is separable the space L'(0, T; C,.(T? xR )) is
also separable by Proposition [A.TT]and thus the results on topological measure theory of Section [A]
apply for the space of probability measures on the dual space L (0,75 M,.(T? x R.)) equipped
with its w*-topology.

4.4 Barycentric projection

We consider first the barycentric projection By : M;(T? x Ry ) — M(T?) ordinary Young measures
defined by duality via
(f. Bi(p) = (f(U)A, p), VfeCO(T).
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Each functional By (p) € M(T?) thus defined is indeed bounded with || B1(p)|7v < [ Ad|p| and the
map Bj is a linear contraction. Note that Bj is not w*-continuous with respect to the topology of
Ml(Td X IR,+)

According to the disintegration theorem [I, Theorem 5.3.1] for each m € M, (T%) and each
m-Young measure p € T;, M1 4 (T?% x R ) there exists a unique m-almost everywhere defined w*-
measurable family (p*),cre € IP1R 4 of probability measures such that

F)= / F(u,\)dp“(\) dm(u), VF € B;(T?xR,).

Therefore if we define the barycentric density b(p) of a Young-measure p € M; (T x R) via its
disintegration (p*),crs C P1R, as the map b(p) € L1 (Uyp) given by

b(p)(u) = /Adp“()\), for Uy p-almost all u € T¢
then

Bl = [ 1) [ a0 Uspte) = [ b)) aUzpla)

and therefore By(p) < Ugp with df[}(z)

above yields for each m € M (T?) a surjective linear operator

= b(p) € L. (Usp). The barycentric projection defined

Bilr,,: TMi +(T% x Ry) — L (m)dm := {fdm|f € Lt (m)} < M4 (T%).

A right inverse for Bi|r,, is given by L (m)dm > pdm — [ 8, ® 6,y dm(u) € T My 4 (T4 x Ry).

The barycentric projection B; can be extended on the domain M;(T¢ x R, ) to a barycentric
projection B: My(T? x Ry) — M(T?). Namely, for each m € M;(T?¢ x Ry) the barycentric
projection m € M(T9) of 7 is the measure 7 := B(mw) defined by

©(f) = B(m)(f) = w(Af(U)), ¥ [feC(T?).
The map B is the adjoint of the bounded linear injective contraction
C(T%) > f— Af(U) € C1(T? x Ry)

and as such it is surjective, bounded and w*-continuous. Since E is the w*-pointwise limit of
the operators IT%, where II5;: C1(T?% x Ry) — C1(T? x Ry) is given by Iy F = F(U,A A M)
and B is w*-continuous it follows that By = B o E is the limit of the w*-continuous operators
Biy = BolIl : Mi(T? x Ry) — M(T?) and thus it is w*-Baire.

The restriction B: Mj 4 (T¢ x Ry) — M4 (T9) of the barycentric projection on non-negative
Young measures remains surjective for the target space M (T¢) when further restricted on Y1 (T?).
Indeed, if p € M, (T?) has the Radon-Nikodym representation p = p + pt with p < Lpa and
p L Lypa then for the generalized Young measure 7 := E(p) + R*(p) where p = [ 6, ® 8,y du €
Py (T¢xRy) it holds that B(m) = p. Indeed, by definition w(F) = [ F(u, p(u)) du+ [ RF(u) dp*(u)
for all F € C1(T? x R, ) and therefore

Bm)(f) = w(AfO) = [ fwptw)du+ [ ) dpt) = [ Fap
Since By = Bo E it follows that Bo D = B o Eoj* = Byoj* and for any p* € M(T?) we have

that

B(R*(m)(f) = R (m)(Af(U)) = u(RAF(U)) = p(f)
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so that B o R* = id yq(e). Thus if w € V1(T9) and the decomposition w = 7 + 7 is represented
by the pair (px, pt) € V1(T?) x M4 (T9), i.e. # = E(pr) and w+ = R*(ps) then the barycentric
projection B is given by

B(r) = B(%) + B(x") = Bi(p) + B(R*(p")) = b(p) dLra + .

Since the measure p;- representing the singular part w1 of 7 is the measure I?(m) where I? is the
second coordinate of the isometry I of Theorem [4.I] we have the functional relation

BoD*(w) = pt =I*(w), m™e Mi(T?xRy), (97)

™

which together with the identity B o R* = id,(ra) shows that the restriction of B on ImD+ =
DL (M(T?)) is invertible with inverse the adjoint R* of the recession operator.

Since the barycentric projection B: M;(T%xR;) — M(T?) is a w*-continuous linear operator it
induces a barycentric projection B: L (0, T; My (T¢xR,)) — L (0,T; M(T4))) on the respective
LS.-spaces such that B(mw)(t) = B(m;) for all w € L2.(0,T; My (T? x Ry)). This is of course w*-
continuous and restricts to a surjection B: Ly (0,T;V1(T%)) — L (0,T; M4 (T%)). Since B;
is bounded and w*-analytic it follows that B; also induces an operator B; on the corresponding
LS.-spaces and By = Bo E.

More generally, for any ¥ € C'; (R4 ) i.e. such ¥: R, — R is continuous and the limit ¥’(co) :=

limy s 400 @ exists we will consider the projection By : M;(T? x R, ) — M(T?) given by

By(m)(f) = (¥(A)f(U)), feC(T)

and set B1 ¢ = By o E the restriction of By on Ml(’]I‘d x R ) via the injection E': Ml(’]I‘d xRy) —
M;(T4xR,). Of course then B = By and By = B,y for ¥ = idgr, . The map By is w*-continuous
for all ¥ € C; (R4) and By,y is the pointwise w*-limit as M — +oo of the w*-continuous operators
By o IT},, where II); is the operator defined in the proof of Lemma [ and thus it is w*-Baire
measurable by Proposition [A33l Furthermore, if ¥ € Cy(R4) ie. if ¥oo = 0, then By y is also
w*-continuous.

For any p € M;(T? x Ry)

B (p)(f) = p(¥(A)f(U)) = /

fwy/ B(A) dp (\) dUsp(u)
Td Ry

where (p*),cra is the Uyp-a.s. defined disintegration of p. Thus if for each m € M4 (T?) we define
the U-density map by : TpMi, (T4 x Ry) — L (m) dm < M(T?) via

by (p)(u) = V(p)(u) := /]R T(N\)dp“(N), m-as. Yue T? (98)

then By y(p) = by(p)dm. Also for any u € M(T?)

By (R (1)) (f) = B* (1) (T(A) f(U)) = n(R(T(A)f(U))) = Coops(f) = Voo - B(R* (1))

so that By o R* = Wy, - idyepa). Therefore for all # € T,,M,(T% x Ry), if # = E(p) and
mt = R*(pt), then

By () = By o D() + By o D () = by (p) dm + ¥ (c0)p™, (99)

which yields the functional relation By = By o D + ¥/(c0) - Bo D*.
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5 Proofs

5.1 Relative compactness of the empirical Young measures

In this section we collect the results on the relative compactness of the laws of the micro and macro
empirical density of the ZRP and their basic properties.

Proposition 5.1 Let PV be the law of the diffusively rescaled ZRP on the Skorohod space D(0,T; M%),
starting from a sequence {ud € P1M% Y nen of initial distributions with total mass m > 0 in proba-
bility. Then the family

QYN i=m PN e PLE.(0,T;P1(T? x Ry)), NEeN, (eZy (100)
of the laws of the micro empirical density process of the ZRP is sequentially relatively compact.

Proof Since L2 (0, T;P1(T? x Ry)) is a w*-closed subspace of L% (0,75 M;(T? x R, )) and the
latter space is a completely regular submetrizable topological space, by the Prokhorov-Le Cam
Theorem [AT]it suffices to show that {Q"*} is uniformly tight. By the Banach-Alaoglu theorem the
ball B, := {|| - [|[7v.1.00 < 7} is w*-compact in L>®(M;(T? x Ry )) and therefore it suffices to show
that
sup  QMA(Bf) = sup  PN{|mNrv0 > 1) ST 0.
(NO)ENXZy (NL)ENXZ

For any F € L'(0,T;C1 (T x R4))

T Ft 00,1 r
ey < [Tt S @) de= [ 1B A

0 zET?V

and therefore by the conservation of the total number of particles

1 vni00 = sup (7
F”Ll(o,Tfl(T'ixRp)gl
PN-a.s. N !
Sy
1E L1 0,7, (rdxm )y SL/O
<1+(Lmg) (101)

But by the bound (I0I]) we have that for all (N,¢) € N x Z
PN v 100 >7’}§PN{1+<1,7r0 ) >t =g { (L, oy >r—1}
and therefore

lim sup  PY{|m™N | ry1i00 > 1) < hm sup /4 {(1,7TN> >r—1}=0 (102)
T+ (N, 0)ENXZ —+ NeN

where the last limit holds by the following Lemma [5.1] and the assumptions on the sequence {ul’}

of initial distributions. (]

Since {QV:IVEIIN € N, € > 0} C {Qny|N €N, £ € Z,} it is evident by ([I0Z) that the family
Qe = QNI N € N, £ > 0, is also relatively compact in PL% (0, T; P1 (T x Ry)).

Lemma 5.1 Let {u) € PM%} be a sequence of initial distributions. If {ul’} satisfies the O(N?)-

entropy assumption then

sup /<7TN, Ddud < +oc.
NeN
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If {ud’} satisfies either the O(N®)-entropy assumption or is associated to a macroscopic profile
po € My (T?) then

li N, Ny > MY =o0. 103
MLTOOEE%“O{<’”> ¥ (103)

Proof By the relative entropy inequality we have that

1
J i < g {von [ N a1}
for all & > 0 and all N € N. But
/69Nd<7rN,1)de* :/ H eOn(m)de* = Mu;* (Q)Nd
IETf\,
and therefore 1 1
/(wN, Ddud < E{Ap* (0) + WH(HMV]Z)}

for all & > 0 and all N € N. It follows that

A, (0) + K.
limsup/<7rN, Ddud < P*(i
N—+o00 0

for all & > 0. But p. < p. and thus 1/,%* has exponential moments, and therefore by choosing
0. € Da,, \ {0} in the inequality above we obtain (5.1

If {ud’} satisfies the O(N?)-entropy assumption then ([03)) follows by Chebyshev’s inequality. In
fact ([I03) holds without the O(N¢)-entropy assumption as long as {u’} € Py M4, has bounded total
mass in probability in the sense that there exists A > 0 such that limy_, oo ud {(1,7V) > A} = 0,
and this holds with A = 1(T%) 4+, § > 0, whenever {u{’} is associated to a macroscopic profile

Mo € M+(’]I‘d) O

We will denote by ©°* the set of all subsequential limit points of {QN"*} yen for each fixed
¢ € 7., where Q™* is the law of the micro-empirical density of the ZRP, and we will denote by
Q"> the subsequential limit set Limy_, | o 0! 50 that

Q> = Lim @>‘= Lim Lim QV"'
{— 400 {—+o0o0 N——+oo

Likewise, we set
Q=" :=LimQ>*, Q°:= Lim QV°, &£>0.

£—0 N—4o0
Proposition 5.2 For each £ € 7y, € > 0,
Q="' U Q™ C PLy(0,T; T, ,P1(T* x Ry))
and if the sequence {ud’} of initial distribution has total mass m > 0 then
Q> U Q™c C PL (0,T;V1,m(T?)

In particular since L. (0, ;1 (’]I‘d)) and LS (0,T; Py m(T9 x IR+)) are closed subspaces, the same
inclusions hold for the set Q%> U Q.

Proof We will show the claim for the set @°°¢, the proof for the set Q> being similar. So let
e > 0 and let Q¢ € Q°° be a subsequential limit point. We note first that for any generalized
Young path-measure w € L% (0, T; My 4+ (T x R4)) it holds that

w e L2(0,T; Y1 (TY) «— (HU),x) = /OT/Ht(u)dudt, VH € L'(0,T;C(T%)).
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Therefore, since L' (0,7; C(T?)) is separable, in order to prove the first claim it suffices to show that

Q"OE{W € L2.(0,T; P, (T x R.)) \ (HU),7) = /()T/Ht(u)dudt} -1 (104)

for each H € L'(0,T;C(T%)). This follows by the portmanteau theorem. Indeed, the functional
(HU),-): Le(0,T; M1(T? x Ry)) — R is w*-continuous and thus for each § > 0 the set

Aps = {71' € L=.(0,T; P, (T x Ry)) ‘ ‘((H(U),ﬂ-)) - /OT/Ht(u) dudt‘ > 5}

is open in L% (0, T IPl( T9 x Ry )). Thus if for each € > 0 we pick a sequence {kj(\f)} C N such that

Q>*f =limy 400 QkN ¢ then by the portmanteau theorem

Q> (Ans) < hmlan & “(Aps) < l]i]msupQ “(Ans)
—+0o0

_ limsupPN{‘/O ((H(U), 7Y — Hy(u)) dudt‘ > 5} = 0.

N—~+oc0

The last limit inferior is indeed equal to 0 since due to the fact that H € L'(0,7;C(T?)) it holds
that

. Ney _ .
NETOO«H(U)’” ) Nl—lg-loo 0 Nd Z Ht / /Ht ) dudt.

Since § > 0 was arbitrary, (I04)) holds.
For the second claim we note that by the Lebesgue differentiation theorem for any generalized
Young path-measure 7w € L% (0, T; My 4 (T? x R4)) it holds that

T
m € L0, TP (T x Ry)) <= (fA,7) = m/ fedt, Vf e LY0,T),
0

where fA is the map given by (fA)¢(u,\) = Af; for (t,u,\) € [0,7] x T¢ x R4. Therefore in order
to prove the second claim we have to show that for any Q> € @°¢  f € L*(0,T) and 6 > 0

Q"O’E{‘«f/\m))—m/:ftdt‘ >} =0

But the set By,s := {|(fA, ) meT fedt| > 6} is open in L3 (0,T; M (T? x Ry)) and therefore

© .
by the portmanteau theorem if {k( )}NGN is a sequence such that limy_, o Q"N ¢ = Q> then

Q¢ (By,s) < hmlan i *(By,s) <limsup P {‘((fA,WN’E» *m/ It dt‘ > 5}
N—+oc0 0

= lzi]riinEPN{‘/O (<A,7Tiv’8> —m)ft dt‘ > 5}.

Therefore, since (A, 7€) = (1, 7V) for all € > 0 it follows that
T -1
Q=“(B1s) < timsup ! {|(1,7Y) | > 5( [ Alde) "} =0
N ——+oc0o 0
where the last limit superior is equal to 0 due to the fact that {u{’} has total mass m in probability.(]

Proposition 5.3 Let PV be the law of the diffusively rescaled ZRP on the Skorohod space D(0,T; M%),
starting from a sequence {ud) € IP]M‘}V}NEN of initial distributions having total mass m > 0 in proba-
bility and let wN6M be the M -modified micro-empirical density process of the ZRP. Then the family
of Borel probability measures

QYVHM = g VM PN c PL>(0, T3Py (T4 x Ry)), NeN, (€Zy, M>0 (105)

is sequentially relatively compact.
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Proof Since the recession operator is a contraction, for all F' € L'(0,7;C1(T? x Ry))

T
() < [ 3 (IRl (U (@) A M) + [RE () = 20" i
zET?V

N-a.s.

a.
< Flloeaa (T4 (1,m")

and therefore ||w™4M |7y 1,00 < 14 (1, 7)) for PN-as. all np € D(0,T; M%) for all N € N, £ € 7,

M > 0. Therefore as in the proof of Proposition [5.1] it follows that

lim sup PN{|aNEM|py 00 > 17} =0
T+ (N4, M)ENXZ 4 x (0,+00)

which according to the Prokhorov-Le Cam and Banach-Alaoglu theorems proves the relative com-
pactness of the family {QN*Z?M}(M&M). O

This proposition implies that the family QM .= QN:INeliM N € N, ¢ > 0, M > 0 is also
relatively compact. The following simple lemma will be useful in comparing as M — +oo the micro

and macro-empirical distributions 7w™>¢ and 7V of the ZRP with their modified versions 7™M
and wNSM = g NINEEM defined in (22)).

Lemma 5.2 If for each F € L'(0,T;C,(T?% x Ry)) we set

T F "y A
FON = (F)ochar = ( ltn(L )\T))o<t<T € L'(0.7:0(T%)
then -
lim ||[F* —RE||_, < lim sup ||[F) — R F || dt = 0. (106)
A—+o00 003 M=+ Jo A>M o0

Proof The first inequality in (I06) is obvious. The right hand-side limit follows by the dominated
convergence theorem. Indeed, if F' €' (C.(T9¢ x Ry )) then for almost all 0 < ¢ < T and all A € Ry

A7 A,r
IFANY = ReFylloo < IFO7) 4 | ReFrlloo < 2/ Fillooyrs

and therefore the map ¢ — supy~g ||Ft(>"T) — R, Fi||s is dominated by the integrable function
2||F]|co.r € L*(0,T). Thus, since by the definition of the recession operator

Ml—igliroo zifu>p0 ||Ft(/\7T) - RTFtHoo =0

for almost all 0 <t < T, the limit (I06]) follows by the dominated convergence theorem. O

Proposition 5.4 Let PV be the law of the diffusively rescaled ZRP on the Skorohod space D(0,T; M%)
starting from a sequence {udl € PM% ynen of initial distributions having total mass m > 0. Then
for any F € L*(0,T;C1(T9 x Ry))

lim  sup sup BY|(F, w4 — (B, w4 = 0,
M—+00pe7, NeN
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Proof For each F € L*(0,T;C,(T¢ x Ry)),

ey Ee ey = [1 S (R (5 k@) - B (M) Mgt

z€TY,
/NdZRFt( )t @) - Ay
z€TY,
/ N EZW Ft( 1t (2 ))*RFt(%)Uf(z)}]l{nf(sz}dt

/Nd Z Ft( )*RFt(%)M}]l{nm»M}dt

/ N Z Wg ))*RFt(%)}Wf(f”)]l{nf<m>>M}dt

zeTY,

/NdZ i —RFt(%)}Ml{nfu»M}dt

z€TY,

and therefore

|<<F,7rf”>><<1~17r“M>>|£/0 f;gH o

1
N1 2 M@ ggsandt
z€T4

N

T
Ft('7M> 1
+/0 | =57 || 5a X Mg
zGT]’iV
< 2/T sup HFt(.’)\) RF, ! Z nt(x)dt
< ——— — RE|| —
0 A>M A OONdac p t
N
Ft |77t|1
—2 [ su H RFH el g4,
/o /\>JI\)4 oo Nd

Consequently, by the conservation of the total number of particles, PV-a.s. it holds that

(%) ey <o) [ sy |0

—RFtH dt = 2(1, 1Y) Ay (F).
A>M o0

By this inequality it follows that
EN[(F 7™ 0) — (B SM )] < 24y (F)EY (1,7) = QAM(F)/<1,7TN>C1M6V
for all (N,¢) € N x Z. and therefore

sup  EV|[(F, 7N — (B aN MY <245 (F) sup /<1,7TN>duéV- (107)
(N, ) ENXTZy NeN

But since F' € L}(0,T;C1(T¢ x Ry)), by Lemma [5.2] we have that

lim Ay(F)= lim H RFtH dt =0
M—+o00 M—+o00 Jg )\>]\/1 0o
and therefore the claim follows by Lemma 5.1l and the inequality (IQ07). O
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By inequality (I07) it is obvious that this last proposition is also valid for the macro-empirical
density ™™ Since the families {Q™*}x penxz, and {QN’Z;M}(N,e,M)e]NxZZ; are sequentially
relatively compact, the family of the joint laws

—N, ;M

Q = (plEM g N8, PN € P(L(0,T;P1(T x Ry))?)

is also sequentially relatively compact. Since
@ MNeN, e>oM>0c{@VYINeN, rez, M>0)

—N,e;M
the family {Q o } is also relatively compact. By Proposition it follows that any limit point of
the family {QN’ ’M} as N, ¢ and then M tend to infinity is concentrated on the diagonal and the
—N,e;M

same is true for the family {Q }. We state this more precisely as a proposition.

Corollary 5.1 Any subsequential limit point

— . . . —N,l; M
Q< Lim Lim Lim Q
M—+00 b—+00 N—+o0

is concentrated on the diagonal, i.e.
a{(ﬂ'l,ﬂ'Q) c L;O*(O,T,Fl(ﬂl‘d X ]R,+))2 | ™, = 71'2} =1.
The same is true for any subsequential limit point

- . . . AAN.eM
Q<€ Lim Lim Lim @
M—+0c0 e—-0 N—+oco

Proof For any F € L'(0,T;C;(T? x R.)) the map Ir: L>(0,T;P;(T? x R4))? — Ry given by
Ip(my, @) = |(F,m1) — (F,m))|
is w*-continuous and therefore for any § > 0 the set
Aps = {(m1,m) € L (0, T3 Py(T? x Ry))? | [(Fy i) — (Fyma))| > 6}

is open in the product of the w*-topologies on L>=(0, T; P1(T?% xR, ))?. Let now Q be a subsequential
limit point of QN’ Moas N , £ and then M tend to infinity. Then by the portmanteau theorem,
Chebyshev’s inequality and Proposition [(5.4]

_N e.
Q(Ars) < limsuplimsuplimsupQ
M—+o00 b—+4o00 N—+o0

< limsup sup sup PV {|(F, wMEMY ()| > 6} =0. (108)
M—s+00 £€Z, NEN

M
(Ars)

Now, since L'(0,T; C1(T? x R, )) is separable we can choose a dense sequence {F}, },en and then

Q) [m#m} =@ | {UF.m) — (Fomdl > £ }) =0

n,kelN

which concludes the proof. Let us verify the first inequality in (I0S). By the definition of @ there
exist then a sequence { M, }nen € R4 converging to infinity and

—00,00; M, . . —N,{; M,
Q "€ Lim Lim Q ", VnelN
l—4o00 N—+4o0

—00,00; My,

such that lim, 4. Q = Q. Then by the portmanteau theorem

— —00,00; M,

Q(Ars) < liminfQ

n—-+o0o

(AFs). (109)
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Next, by the definition of Q°*>™» n € N, there exists for each n € N a sequence {mgn)}gew CZy
and

— (n), _ (n),
Q=" M e Lim @V M renN
N—~+oc0
(ORY:
such that limy_ 4 QOO e M =Q7 M for all n € N and thus by the portmanteau theorem
—50,00: m{™ M
QM (Aps) <lminf @™ M (Aps). (110)
{——+o00

—00 m[ );]\/In

Finally, by the definition of Q , for any (¢,n) € N? there exists a sequence {k%’")} NeN

such that ey )
—kE™ (Mo, — ™). M,
lim @~ _Q°°m (e, n) e N2

N—+oc0

and therefore by the portmanteau theorem again
— &™) () —N.m™ .0,
"(Apg) < liminf @ " M (Aps) <limsup @ M (Apy).  (111)

N—+o0 N—+o0

By combining ([I09)), (IT0) and (III]) we thus obtain

(n).
00,Mm, ,

Q

: o™
Q(Arps) < hmlan 20,00 Mn (Aps) < liminfliminf Q ¢ iMn (Arys)

n—-+oo n—+o0o f—-+oo

(
< lim inf lim inf lim sup Q (AF s) < limsup lim sup lim supQ (AF 5)
n—=+00 L—+00 N—4oo M—+o00 €—+oo0 N—+oo

which proves the first inequality in (I08) and concludes the proof. (I

Corollary 5.2 Let {m};°, and {k%)}ﬁzl, ¢ € 7y be sequences of integers increasing to infinity
such that the limit

lim QN e —. Qoome (112)
N—+oco
exists for all ¢ € 74 and the limit
lim Q%™ =: Q%™ 113

also exists. Then if for each M > 0 we set QN’e’M QkN me; M

%0000 . — Tim  Lim Lim QN&M = 00,00
Q* M—>+ool—)+ooN—>+ooQ {Q }

Proof Let Q. € Q°°°°. We will show that Q. = Q°°°. By the definition of the set Q °°*
there exists a sequence {M,}52; C (0, +o0) diverging to +o00 and

Q;’O’OO;M"' c Q;’O’OO;M"' -— Lim Lim Qi\f,@;Mn
£—~+00 N—+o00
such that
.= 1 00,00; M, 114
Q.= lim Q. (114)

Then by the definition of the set @M there exists for each n € N a strictly increasing sequence
{mgn)}z”;l of natural numbers and

bt g gy QN
N—~+oc0
such that -
My,
QoM = lim Q7" (115)

{—4o00
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(n),
and finally by the definition of the set Q5 """ Mrthere exists for each n € N and £ € Zy a strictly
increasing sequence {k:](\?’é)} ~Nen of natural numbers such that

kg\?’[),mén);Mn

(116)

Consequently

(m§™)

. . . : . . . (n,0)
Q.= lim lim lim Q.Y lim lim lim Q *~
n—r+00 f—+oo N—~+oo n——+oo f—+o0o N—-+oo

m () Mn
e

We consider now the family of the joint laws

—N, ;M .

Q = (e 6M NG, PN ¢ PL(0,T; My (T4 x Ry))?

ANEM ki mesM . a .
and set Q, =Q" " for all N € N, ¢ € Z4, M > 0. This family is relatively compact and
thus for each (n,¢) € N x Z there exists a further subsequence {kéZ’é)}N of {kg\?’e)}]v such that the
limit

g M e Mo SNm{iM,  —so0m{"iM,

Q. : lim Q. € Lim Q, =:Q,

N—+oco N—4o0

exists, for each n € N there exists a further subsequence {m(?n)) }eo of {mgn)}g such that the limit
Je

{——+o00 {— 400 T l—>+o0

exists and finally there exists a further subsequence {M;, }, of {M,}, such that the limit

—=00,00;00 . —=00,00;M;,, . —00,00; M —<00,00;00
Q. = lim Q, € Lim Q =:Q,
n—-+oo M —+o00
exists. Then _
(ind§™) (i)
—500,00;00 . . . — N S yiMin
Q. = lim lim lim Q. ¢ . (117)
n—+00 {—+o0 N—+oo
Since obviously
£3,00,00;00 . . . =N.6M . . . =N.6M
Q. € Lim Lim Lim @, C Lim Lim Lim
M—+00 b—+400 N—+oco M—+00 £—+400 N—+oco

it follows by Corollary (] that Q:O’OO;OO is concentrated on the diagonal and thus its marginals

coincide. But the first marginal of a:o’oo’oo is Q. and its second marginal is Q°>*°. Indeed, the first
—N ;M —N,&M .

marginal of Q, " is the measure TI'éQ* T = QNEM and therefore by ([II7) and the continuity

1
of ™

(in.35™))

k mUn) o,

——00.00; _on M (in) P Min
m1m7oo . . . J
ﬂé N = lim lim lim 7'rﬁlQ* ’
n—+00 £—+o00 N—+o00
o Gn)
(in g5y
Rog M
= lim lim lim Q. ‘
n—+00 £—+o00 N—+o00
(inodf ™)y (in,g ™)
But for each n € N, £ € Z, the sequence {ky " '} is a subsequence of {ky""* "} and therefore
by (in)
(inodg™) i) g in)
. kn ’mj(ie)’ in oo,mj(in);Min
lim Q. ¢ =Q.

N —+oc0o
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Likewise, for each n € IN the sequence {m o }¢ is a subsequence of {mé )}e and thus by (T3]

otk

lim Q, ’* :Qio’oo;Mi"
{— 400

and finally since {M; )} is a subsequence of {M,} it follows by (I14)) that

—=00,00;00

Q. = lim QX>Mn = q,.

n—-+oo

. . ANGM
Similarly, the second marginal of Q, is the measure

o =N, GM kO,

miQl M = @i = Qv
and therefore by (II7), the continuity of 7} and the assumptions (II2) and (IT3)

(n)

kgt “(?)) M,
00,00;00 . . .
7r§ = lim lim lim 71'§Q*
n—++00 f—+oo N—+o0
i (in) . .
k( nsdy )7 (l'rf) oo,m(“.L)
jéln) jé'bn) 50.00
= lim lim lim Q* = lim lim Q. = Q>
n—+00 £—~+o0o N——+o0 n——+00 f—+o00
and the proof is complete. (I
N,&;M

The analogous result to Corollary [5.2] for the case of the family {Q }. We leave its state-
ment to the reader. More importantly, the M-modified empirical density process w™4M yields the
correct decomposition in regular and singular path-measures. We make this precise in the following
proposition in the case of the family {QN LM

the family {Q el } to the reader.

} and leave the statement of the analogous result for

Proposition 5.5 Let D, D~: L% (0, T; My (T x Ry)) — L% (0, T; My (T? x Ry.)) be the reqular
and singular decomposition operators and let {ky'}3%_;, £ € N and {m,};°, be diverging sequences
such that the iterated limit

(£)
lim lim QF~ ™ = Q>
{—+400 N—-+o00

exists. Then

li li lim  D,Q msM — B,Q>
MinﬁoolHHEooNﬂuiloo ﬂQ ﬁQ

and

lim lim lim Dy QkN meM DLQoo
M—~+00 f—+o00 N—+o0o

The same results also hold if we take £ = [Ne| and take the limit as N — 400, € — 0 and then
M — +oo.

Proof We denote by ITj;: C1 (TR, ) — C1(T4xRy), M > 0, the bounded linear operator defined
by Ma F(u, \) = F(u, A A M). We also denote by ITy;: L1(0,7;C1(T? x Ry)) — L*(0,T; C1(T? x
R.)) the induced operator on the L!-spaces. Then the adjoint IT%5,: L3 (0,T; M1 (T x Ry)) —
L2.(0,T; M1 (T? x Ry)) is bounded and w*-continuous and

(D onmNtM Ry /NdZFt( nb(x /\M)d (T3, 0 j* o N4, FY)

for all F € L'(0,T;C1(T¢ x Ry)). Therefore

DoaNtM Z IT% o j* o Nt (118)
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which yields
DyQYM = (IT5, 0 %), QY (19)

for all (N, ¢, M) € NxZ2. Thus since IT},05*: L% (0, T; M1 (T?xR4)) — L (0, T; M1 (T4 xRy))
is (w*, w*)-continuous we have by (IT9) and the assumption that

=~ (£) (£)
li li D ky'smesM II*, o j* li li kn'sme I, o §* 00
L (Mia 077 Bl @ = (M 0779

and therefore in order to conclude the proof it suffices to prove that

Jim (1T, 07),Q = D:Q, Y QePLX(0,T; M (T x Ry)).

—>+00

But this is true since II3, o j* w*-converges pointwise to D=Fo 7% as we have seen in the
proof of Corollary 2] and this in turn implies that (I}, o j*); converges pointwise to Dy on
PL%(0,T; M1 (T4 x R4)). For the second limit, recalling that Ty : C(T?) — C1(T? x Ry) is
the operator T f = (A — M)* f(U),

Dt ogNAEM — R* o T3, o iVt (120)

and as we have also seen in the proof of Corollary the maps R* o Ty, w*-converge pointwise to
D+ as M — 400 and the claim follows as the first limit. (I

In the course of the proof of the replacement lemma where we will compare the processes 7!V:¢
and 7wN:[Vel apart from interpolating between them with the micro-truncated double-block empirical
density process w™¥-“M:€ introduced in (52)) we will also interpolate with the process macro-truncated
double-block empirical density process wN-6&M: D(0,T; M%) — L% (0,T; M1 (T¢ x R;)) defined
via duality with test maps F € L'(0,T;C1(T? x R,)) by the formula

(B mN M) = / Tﬁ S {R(5 M@ aM) + RE( ) 0 N @) - M)t (121)
z€T¢

where n*IN¢l(z) is the double-block average as defined in (@). We note that the regular part 7#~-6-5M
of the process w™N:65M is equal to (I3, o j*)ﬂﬂ'N’e’E, where
aNhe D0, T; M%) — L% (M 4 (T4 x R,))
is the double-block empirical process defined by
(F, wNtey = /T S 3 F(ﬁ nf(;u)[Nfl) dt, FeLY0,T;T(T x Ry)) (122)
3 0 Nd Na t ) s Ly +)):

d
zeTg,

Proposition 5.6 Suppose that the ZRP starts from a sequence of initial profiles {ud’} with total
mass m > 0 in probability. Then the families of the path-laws

QMM i mNEMEpN ¢ prec (0,7 Py (T x Ry)), (123)
QN,Z,E;M = ﬂév’é’E;MPN c IPLE}O* (O’T;ﬁl(Td X R+)), (124)
QY4 i= mNepN € PLE (0, T, Py(T x Ry)) (125)

over all N € N, e >0, ¢ € Zy and M > 0 are relatively compact and any limit point of each of these
families as N — +00, ¢ — 0, £ — +o0 and then M — +oo is concentrated on L (0, T; V1 m(T?)).
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Proof Since the recession operator R: C1(T¢ x Ry) — C(T9) is a contraction

- | Ft| oo;
r ey < [T 5 1k i) nan

0 IETd

+/ HRFtHoo S o M)Vl g
0 mETd
HFtHool NE] T N

< [ Wt S 1 = [ a1+ 0
0 er 0

Therefore by the conservation of the total number of particles

sup ||7e 5 <1+ 1,7y, PN-as, NeN. (126)

(L,e,M)EZ 4+ x(0,00)2

and thus

sup PN {4
(N,t,M,e)eNXZ4 x(0,00)2

3Ly

N{<1,7TN> >A-1}).

The claim then follows by Lemma[5.1l The processes V45 and 7N-4< also satisfy the bound (I26)
and their laws are also relatively compact. Finally we note that the double-block empirical density
map w¥4¢: M4, — My (T x R,) satisfies for all H € L'(0,T; C(T?)) the relations

(H(U), wV0e) = ﬁ S oH(%) and (A w6 = (1,2Y)

d
zeTg,

and therefore the proof of the second claim follows similarly to the proof of Proposition (52). O

By similar computations to the ones yielding inequality (I07) we also obtain the inequality

sup EN|(F,7w™0) — (F, 755N < 245 (F) sup /<1a7TN>dM6V
(N,£,e)ENXZ4 x(0,4+00) NeN
where Ay (F) = fOT SUP> s ||Ft(A")‘) — RFtHoodt' This inequality yields the analogous result to
Proposition [5.4] for the double-block empirical density w™V4<, i.e.

lim sup sup sup EN|(F,7N0e) — (F,aV0sMy =0, VF e L'(0,T;C, (T x Ry)). (127)
M—=+00pe7, e>0 NEN

Proposition 5.7 Let QNEEM = (wlVbe ﬂN’é’E?M)ﬁPN, NeN,leZy,e,M >0, be the family
joint laws of the double-block and the macro-truncated double-block empirical density process of the

ZRP and let

QGQOOOOOOO:: Lim Lim Lim Lim QNZEM

M—+00 b—+00 €0 N—+o0

be a limit point of this family. Then Q is concentrated on the diagonal and if {ms}een C Zy is
a diverging sequence, {99}00, ¢ € N, are maps converging to zero as € — 0 and {k%’a)}NeN,
(4,e) € N x (0,400) are diverging sequences such that the iterated limit

(£,2) (£)
lim lim lim QFv ~mefe’ —. Qo0
{—+00e—>0 N—+4o00

exists then

@ o,
Lim Lim Lim Lim Q" e 66 M — [Qoeee0y,
M—+oc0 b—+o0 k—+4+00 N—+o0
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Proof The proof is similar to the proof of Corollaries 5.1l and O

Similarly to the relations (I18)) and (I20) the double block empirical process satisfies the relations
ﬁoﬂ_N,é,E;M _ H?\/I o j* omVle and DL ogNbsM _ px OT;\} o lVbe (128)
and the analogous result to Proposition holds for the double-block process.

Proposition 5.8 Let D, D~: L% (0, T; My (T% x Ry)) — L% (0, T; My (T? x Ry.)) be the regular
and singular decomposition operators and let {m¢}oen C Z4 be a diverging sequence, for each £ € N
let {9§e)}8>0 be a map converging to zero as € — 0 and let {k%’s)}NeN, (L,e) € N x (0,400) be a
diverging sequence as N — 400 such that the iterated limit

. . . (£,¢) (£)
lim lim lim QFy ~mefe’ —. Qo0
L—~+o00e—0 N—+o00

exists. Then

: : : : A AkED m,,00 ) 00,00,0
lim lim lim lim Dy@Q"~ ™% = DyQ>
M—+00 £—~+00 e—0 N—+o0

and

. . . . (£:2) ()
lim lim lim lim D#QkN mebet — DE‘QOO’OO’O.
M—+400 b—+400e—0 N—+o0

Proof The claim follows by the same arguments in the proof of Proposition by using the rela-
tions (I2])) in place of the relations (II8) and (I20)) and is omitted. O.

5.2 The one-block estimate

For any asymptotically linear cylinder map ¥: M?% — R we set Ag,e = U’ — U(n%(0)). Then in
order to prove the one-block estimate we have to show that for all H € L*(0,T;C(T4))

T

: 1 x Nt

lim sup IEN‘/ — g H (—)TIA () dt| = 0. 129

l,N—~+o0 0 Nd e t N ¥ ( t) ( )
TelN

We will first reduce the case of asymptotically linear cylinder maps to sublinear cylinder maps. So
let ¥: M? — R be an asymptotically linear cylinder map with support J = Jy C Z? and gradient
V¥ (o) € R’ at infinity. Then, denoting by 7;: M4 — Zi the natural projection, the function
Uy =T — (VI(c0),ns) is sublinear and ¥ = ¥y + (VU(00),n7). For each £ € Z

1
V=0 Y m ¥ = WG+ (V¥(00),m)" = W+ (V¥(c0), 1)
* lyl<e

where 7% is defined coordinate-wise, i.e. n = (7°())zcs. Furthermore for all p € [0, p.] N Ry

U(p) = To(p) + /(V‘II(OO),M dvp® = Wo(p) + p(V¥(c0), 1)

where 1; = (1,...,1) € R’ and thus

T(p) = TU(p Ape) + (p— pe) T (V¥(0), 1)
= To(p A pe) + (p A pe)(VE(00), 15) + (p — pe) T (VE(00), 11)
— To(p) + p(VU(o0), 1), (130)

Therefore Ay = A +(a,n%)—n"(0){(a, 1) and thus in order to reduce the case of asymptotically
linear cylinder functions to sublinear functions it suffices to show that

Jimsup E"| /O ﬁde H( 5 )72 (a, ) = 0 (0) (o, 1) (o) dt| =0 (131)

N
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for all H € LY(0,T;C(T%)), J C Z% and a € R”. Since

({@n5) = n"(0){a, 1)) (m) = D a=nf(2) = nf (0) > a-

zeldJ zelJ

the time integrand in (I31)) is equal to

o) = Nd > Ht( )Z‘IZ{?% (@ +2) — i (2)}

zeTY zeJ
1 { Tr—z T )
= 2 () - () i)
N N

Since H € L'(0,T;C(T%)), given € > 0, there exists a function §. € L°°(0,7T) depending on H
such that d.(¢) > 0 for almost all ¢ € [0,7] and

dpa(u,v) < 0.(t) = |Hy(u) — Hy(v)| <e, as-Vtel0,T).

Furthermore since ||H.||» € L*(0,T) for each ¢ € Z, there exists 6, > 0 such that
Lo (E)<é = / | Hy|loo dt < €71,
E

=0}) = 0 for all £ € Zy, for each ¢ € Z, there exists ky € N such that

SinCe E(O,T)({ ( )
) < £}) < 0. Then for all N, ¢

Lo,y {81 (-

‘ ItN,Z,H#l dt‘ < 2|a|1/ [Htlloo — nt(z
/{511(')<k51} (5,1 ()<k; '} Nd Z

zeTY,
N-a.s. N
< a1, xf) [ [
{61 ()<k; '}
< 2ot~ (1 Vo) ({501 () < D). (132)

On the other hand, setting b := sup,.; |z| < +oo for each ¢ € Z we can choose Ny € N such that
b/N < k; ! for all N > N, and then for all ¢ € Z,, N > N,

1 x—z x
} Ithva’“dt} g/ — ||, —H(E) b ) dt
/{6[1«)2@1} {,-1()zk 1y NV IEXT: ; ( ) (N)
<lahe [ e
502k N EGZW
PN-a.s. _ _
=" a6, N (w1 Lio.ry({00-1 () = k). (133)

It follows by (I32) and ([I33) that for each £ € Z, and all N > N,
T
IEN‘ / ItN’Z’H’adt‘ < 20al b7 EN (7| 1) = 2]a], 67! /(1,7rN>duéV.
0
Therefore by the O(N%)-entropy assumption and Lemma [5.1]

T
lim sup IEN‘/ ItN’l’H’a dt‘ =0.
£,N—+o00 0

Then, since by [24, Lemma 5.5.3] the one-block estimate holds for sublinear cylinder functions
in the case of weakly condensing ZRPs, the one-block estimate follows for weakly condensing ZRPs
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and in order to prove the one-block estimate for condensing ZRPs it suffices to extend the one-block
estimate for condensing ZRPs in [28] to sublinear cylinder maps.

We proceed now with the proof of the one-block estimate for sublinear cylinder maps in the case
of condensing ZRPs. This is based on the following consequence of the equivalence of ensembles. In
fact since we have reduced the one-block estimate to sublinear cylinder functions we need the next
result only for sublinear maps. We state for the more general case of asymptotically linear cylinder
maps ¥ to elucidate the definition of the associated extended homologue W.

Lemma 5.3 (Super-critical equivalence of ensembles) Let U: M2 — R be an asymptotically linear
cylinder map with support Jy C 74 and slope V¥ (00) € R7Y at infinity. Then
lim /‘I’dVNJ( = /\Ifdugf\pc + (VU(c0), 1y, ) (p— pe)™ =TU(p), p>0.

N,K—+4o00

K/N%—p
Proof By [21] we know that the claim holds when ¥ is bounded. First we will show by a truncation
argument that it also holds for sublinear cylinder functions. So let ¥ be a cylindric sublinear map
with support J C Z? and let ¥;: Z7] — R be such that ¥ = ¥ (n;) and

Wl _
[nyli—+oc0 |77J|1

Since W is sublinear there exists a constant Cy < 400 such that |¥| < Cy(1 + |ns]1). Thus since

1/’1) has exponential moments for p € [0, p.) and 1/’1)6 has finite moments whenever p. < 400 it follows

that Uy € mpe[o,pc]ﬁR+L1(Z.—{-5 Z/;J])

For each 6 > 0 we pick K5 > 0 such that |¥;(n)| < §|n|; for all n € M% with |n|; > Ks and
{(5 — +o00 as § — 0, and decompose Uy as ¥; = \Ili; + U7, Whe{e \Ilié = W Lo,k (| - 1) and
U7 5= U 1, 00) (|- 1), Thus @ = U5 ,(ny) + U5 5(ns) =t U5 + U7 so that [¥ — UF| = [U5] <
8|n”]1, and all N € N large enough so that J C T,

K K

By its definition the map W ;s is bounded for each § > 0 and therefore

lim s dv = [ Usdvt, .
N, K — 400 §UN.K 3% pnpe

K/N%—p

Thus for each fixed § > 0

_ TR P < 1
5ﬂJp+/\I/5dl/p/\pc < A%l}r(n_l}r_}_f;o/\PdVNK < ]\}T?j&g@/\deNﬁK
K/N%=p K/N%=p

< /\115 dl/;/\pC + otJp

and passing to the limit as § — 0 we obtain

ligélf/wg dl/;?\pc < Nliminf /hdl/NyK < limsup /\I/dl/NyK

aK—d>+<>O N,K—+00
K/N%—=p K/N%=p

< limsup/\llg dvp2,. - (134)
5—0 )

Now, [Wsdvy?, = f\IJ_Lng;J]ApC and |V s < ¥, € Ll(z/pJ/\pc), and therefore since ¥ 5 — U

pointwise as d — 0 it follows by the dominated convergence theorem that

}im s dl//fj’\pC = /\deoo

-0 PApe
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The claim for sublinear cylinder functions follows by this limit and (I34]).
We suppose next that the cylinder map ¥ is asymptotically linear. Then with J = Jg being the
support of ¥

U =0;(n7) = (Cs(n7) = (VE(00),n7)) + (VE(c0),n”) := W0 + (VE(00),n”)

with W ;o being a sublinear cylinder map. Therefore

lim /\I/dyMK =V, 0(pAp)+ lim /(V\IIJ(OO),UJ) dvn, i

N,K—+o00 N,K—+oo
K/Ni=p K/N%=p
— o (php) + Y 00() | i [ (o) dv i
zeJ K/Nd%p

‘I’(p A pe) = (V¥ (00), Ly)(p A pe) + (V¥(c0),11)p

=U(pApe)+(VU(c0), 1) (p — pe)t = U(p),

which completes the proof of the lemma. (I

Lemma 5.4 (Uniform L! Law of Large numbers) Let P be a family of probability measures on a
measurable space (2, F) and let (X;)ien be a sequence of random variables that is i.i.d. with respect
to all P € P. We denote by Ep the expectation with respect to P € P and set up := EpX;. If Xj
is P-uniformly integrable, i.e. im0 SUPpep Ep(|X1|]1{|X1\>M}) =0 then

1 n
i E ‘— X, — }:0.
n_1>1;1_1001831217>7 P”; i HP

Proof The claim obviously holds if the X;’s have uniformly bounded variance, i.e. if

sup Ep|X; — ,up|2 < +o0.
pep

The claim then follows by a truncation argument. For each M > 0 set XiM = Xilygx, <My
XM= X1 x,>my and pf = Ep XM, id :=EpXM. Then X; = XM + XM and pp = pp+p¥
for each M > 0 and therefore

1 & 1 -
Brg X = | < Bl 3o |+ B[ 230 X — .
=1 1=1 =

The random variables X have obviously uniformly bounded variance for each M > 0 and thus

I 1~ o
1imsupsupIEp‘—ZXi—,up glimsupsupEp’—ZXiM—ﬂy‘
n—+oo PEP n =1 n—+oo PEP n i1

M
< 2Sllp ]EP(|X1|]]-|X1\>]\/I) —)—>+oo 0,
preP

by the P-uniform integrability of the X;’s. (]

Using these two lemmas we can extend the one-block estimate of condensing ZRPs to sublinear
cylinder maps. As shown in [24] [Section 5.2] whenever the sequence {uj’} satisfies the O(N¢)-entropy
assumption with respect to some equilibrium state {v)Y}, p. € (0, p.) with constant Co = Cy(ps)
then entropy and normalized Dirichlet form of the density j_’%v = didl / dypj\i of the time averaged law
= % fOT pl¥ dt with respect to upj\i satisfy the bounds

Hy(f?) < C(p.)N? and Dn(f7) < N2 (135)
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Here the supremum is taken among all densities f € L} (1)), we have set Hy(f) := H(f dv) [v})
for all f € L} (v)Y') and the renormalized Dirichlet form Dy : L1 L)) = [0, +00] is given by Dy (f) =
DN (v f) where TDN. L?(vp.) — [0, +00] is the Dirichlet form assomated to the generator Ly,

On()i= [FLnfdvp =5 3 X (F0P) = ) str(o)ply — 2 o).

neEMY, z,yeT,

Via these estimates the one-block estimate is reduced to proving that

lim sup lim sup sup / TzV\I,f dI/ <0, VCy>0, (136)
Nd
£—00 N—o0 Hn(f) <CoNd Ier
Dn(f)<CoN@2
Since the cylinder map is assumed here to be sublinear one can follows that steps 1 to 5 in [24] Sect.
5.4.1]to further reduce the one-block estimate to showing that for all constants C; > 0,

lim sup max /VédV2¢+1,K =0, (137)
I too K|K<(2041)4C
where the canonical measure 19041,k is considered as a measure on ]M‘io by identifying the cube
AY :={z € Z* | |x| < £} C Z% with T, ,. By fixing a positive integer k& which will tend to infinity
after taking the limit as £ — +oo, and decomposing the cube A¢ in smaller cubes of side-length
2k 4 1, the one-block estimate is reduced to showing that
lim lim S(m,k) =0, (138)

k—o00 m—o0

where S(m, k) denotes the supremum

sm ) o / 2k: (2k+ 1) 2T 2£+ @i+ 1)i )l K
K<(20+1)%Cy |z| <k

For each fixed (m,k) € N x N, we pick a sequence {({™F K™k}, cn such that ™% > m and
Kmk < (20m% +1)40y for all n € N that achieves the supremum, i.e. such that

Kmk
S(m 77111—)11;0/’ 2k + 1) Z ¥ - \p( 200k 4 1)d )’1dy22?’k+1*KfT’k'

Since the sequence {r™*}, cx defined by

Km,k
et 1)

m,k .
Tn

n € N,

is contained in the interval [0, C1], for each fixed (m, k) € N x N, we can pick a sequence {n;}jecn =
{n;"k} such that r,’{?k converges to some r™* € [0,C;] as j — oo. Since we assume that ¥ is
sublinear, it follows by the equivalence of ensembles that

m,k 0o
S(m, k) /‘ Sy dlgkn\ll \Il )’ dl/rm,k/\pc.

Furthermore r™*

is also contained in [0,C4] and thus we can choose for each £ € IN a sequence
{m;}jen = {mg-k)} such that {r™i-¥},;cn converges to some r* € [0,C1]. Then limjtoo 7™* A p, =
rk A pe and since the grand canonical ensemble (V,‘ﬁ pc) >0 C IPlMgO is continuous in the Wasserstein

topology of 1-st order and ¥ is sublinear

o S(m, k) = /’mzkw U(rt A pe) | %y,
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Therefore

limsup lim S(m,k) <limsup sup /‘ 2%+ 1)1 ZTz‘I’ T(p )| dvy®

k—4o00 M—+to0 k—oo  pe0,p.] <k

Now let ¢¢ be the smallest integer ¢ € Z, such that Jg C A;l and set

Ef =z + (200 + DZ N AL, 2 €A},

x

Then the sets EF, z € A?W are disjoint and the cube Ag is equal to the disjoint union

|| EE.

zGAZI‘

Since k is an arbitrary parameter that is introduced by splitting a larger cube of radius £ into smaller
ones of radius k and k tends to infinity after ¢ is sent to infinity, we can assume without loss fo
generality that 2¢g 4 1 divides 2k + 1 so that

r (2k+1)d J
Then
x = 7 |\
2k+1dzk7 25‘1,4_1(1 Z ﬁEk EZEkTy

E\If

and thus for each p € [0, p.]

1
] =V — 7 U U
(2k+1)dz7— () (25\11_1_111 Z ﬁEkZ Ty ())
|| <k yeEk
Therefore
sup /‘ TV — \P ‘d
pE[0,pc] 2k + 1 |z|z<k
1 /‘
< — T,V — \Il d
(26\1/4‘1) z PE 7Pc] ﬂEk EZEk Y

and thus in order to complete the proof of the one-block estimate it suffices to show that

lim  sup /ﬁEkZTy\P \Il ’d =0

k=00 pef0,pe] yeBk
for each « € A{ . So let x € A} . The random variables {7, U}, ¢ g are independent and identically
distributed and by the uniform L'-law of large numbers it suffices to show that 7, ¥ is {v/°} ,c(0,p.)-

uniformly integrable. Since W is sublinear it has at most linear growth and thus there exists a
constant C' > 0 such that ¥ < C(1 + [p”¥|;). Then for each z € E¥, p € [0, p.] and all M > 0

/|Tz‘1’|]1{|rm\11|>M} dv,® :/Tz(|‘1’|]1{|\p\>M}) /|‘I’|]1{|\11\>M}dl/
< C/(l F 107 1) L a0y (1 [074 1) A ().
But the map Wy : M% — R given by ¥y (n) = C(1 + |77J‘1’|1)]l(M’OO)(1 + |n?¥|1) is increasing,

ie. Up(n) < U (¢) whenever n(z) < ((z) for all x € Z? and by [24, Lemma 2.3.5] the grand
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canonical ensemble ensemble {V;} pel0,p.] 18 @ stochastically increasing function of the parameter
p € [0, pc]. Therefore

/|Tz\p|]].{‘7—m\p‘>]\/]} dl/pOo S/\I’Mdl/poo S/\I’Mdl/poj

for all p € [0, p.] and thus

. [e’e} s oo
M£m+m sup /|Tm\11|]l{\rx\P\>M} de < M£m+m W dl/pC = 0.
P€E[0,pc]
This shows that we can apply the uniform L!-law of large numbers and completes the proof of ([@5]).
. . —=N,¢ . .

We prove next claim (b). In order to prove that the family {Qg " }(n.¢)enxz, is relatively compact
it suffices to show that the sequences of its marginals Qg ; = ﬂév’éPN and Qg:g = aév’\PPN,
N € N, are relatively compact. The relative compactness of {Qg’f}( N,()eNxzZ, has been proved in
Proposition 5.1l The relative compactness of {Qgg} is proved in the following.

Proposition 5.9 Let ¥: MY — R be an asymptotically linear cylinder map. If the sequence of
initial distributions has total mass bounded above in probability then the sequence of distributions
Qgg = Uév’\PPN € PL.(0,T; M(T?)) is relatively compact.

Proof By the Prokhorov-Le Cam and Banach-Alaoglu theorems it suffices to show that

lim s N o (0.7 > M} =0.
i Nlé%Q\I/,Q{”O—”Lw*(O,T,M(Td)) }

Since in any case the cylinder map U satisfies |¥| < C(1 + |ns]1) for some constant 0 < C' < +0o0
and some finite J C 74

||O_N,‘I/||LZO*(O,T;M(T¢)) = sup <<f5 O'N,‘I}>>
Ll 21 0, 7,0 (mdy) <1

= sup /()Tﬁ Z ft(%)a‘l’(m)dt

I71<1 T,
<c o [l ¥ (14 X mn)a
Ifll<1Jo N

ZET?\, yeJ

T
o) sw [ filledt < OO+ £I0T))
lfl<1 /o

Therefore
Qu 2{lloll . 0 mmerayy > M} = PV {0 || L~ 0.1:m(mey) > M}
1 /M
it fn> (-]
and thus the tightness of {QY ,}nen follows by Lemma BTl O

We show next that ¥ € C';(R4) with @/(oo) = (VU(00),1). If the ZRP is strongly condensing
this claim is obvious and thus we can assume that p. = +0o0. We will show first that if ¥ is sublinear
then @I(oo) = 0. So let € > 0. Since ¥ is sublinear there exists K. > 0 such that |¥(n)| < e|ns|1
whenever |ns|1 > K. Then for all p >0

v 1 1 1
’ﬂ’ < —/|\Il|dz/§°:—/ |\11|dy;;°+—/ 0| du®
p p P J{nsi<K.} P s >K.}
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and therefore since || is bounded on {|ns|; < K.}

¥(p)

1
lim sup | —=| < lim sup (—/ |\P|dl/;°).
p—rtoo I P p—+oo NP Jn;li>K.}
But

/ || dvy° §5/|77J|1dl/§° =etJp
{|UJ|1>K5}

and therefore limsup,_, | ‘$| < efJ which since € > 0 was arbitrary proves that @/(oo) = 0. Now

if ¥ is asymptotically linear it is of the form ¥ = ¥+ (V¥ (00),7;) for some sublinear cylinder map

W and ¥(p) = T(p) + p(V¥(00), 1;) and thus ' (00) = Ty (00) + (VE(00), 1) = (V¥(c0), 1)
We prove finally (@6]). Since L'(0,T;C(T?)) is separable it suffices to show that

Q\Il{‘«GaU_ B@(ﬂ'))}‘ >eb=0

for all G € LY(0,7;C(T?)) and ¢ > 0. Since Qg is a limit point of {Qg’é}(w) as N — 400 and
then £ — +oo there exist a sequence {my}en C Z4 and diverging sequences {k/’%)}NeN CN,leZy
such that

Qy = lim lim
Q\Ij {—4o00 N—+4o0 Q\I,

Since the map By is w*-continuous the set {|o — Bg(m)| > €} is open and thus by the portmanteau
theorem

Q\I,H((G,U —Bg( ) | > 5} < liminf lim inf Qy En ’m£{|<<G,U —B@(ﬁ)}” > E}

£—+o00 N—+oo

<hmsuphmsupQ‘1, {| (G, — Bg(m))| > ¢}
£—~+o00 N—+oo

= hmsuphmsupPNé{‘ (G, oY — Bg(ﬂ'N’é)»’ > e}
f—+00 N—+oo

Since

(G, Bg(x™) = (GUT(A),7*) = / 51 2 (L)Wt ar

z€TY,

the claim follows by (a). O

5.3 The continuity equation

In order to prove the relative sequential compactness of the sequence {Q"}yen it suffices show
that each one of the sequences of its marginals on the spaces D(0,T; M (T%)), L (0,T; X1(T?)*)
and L2 (0,T; M(T9)) is relatively compact. The proof is based on the analysis of the martingales
associated to the ZRP via the martingale problem, in the spirit of the Guo-Papanikolaou-Varadhan
approach [20] to proving hydrodynamic limits.

For any Banach space we denote by C1(0,T; X) the space of all continuous curves F': [0,7] — X
such that there exists a continuous map 0F': [0,7] — X such that

o [P = i = hOF ()]

h—0 h =0

For any initial distribution plY € PoM4, (uV € Py M% if the jump rate g is bounded) and any
G € C1(0,T;C(T?)), the real process

t
ANE (G - <Go,wéV>—/<65+LN><GS,FN><n;V>ds, £>0,
0
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defined on the filtered probability space (D(R4, M%), (Fi¥)i>0, PV) is a martingale, where (F}V) is
the minimal right continuous filtration to which the ZRP is adapted and P is the distribution of
the ZRP starting from p{) .

By the definition of the generator LY of the ZRP for any function G € C(T?)

G0 = i 3 X [6(55) + 655 - 26(3)oto)

j=1 zer

-2 X [6(5) - () Wt

j=1 zer

where Wy zte, () = g(n(z)) — g(n(z + €;)) is the current along the bond z,z + ¢;. Since (G, 7V) =
(0G, 7)), the martingale AN'¢ can be written in more detail as

AiV7G:(Gt,7er>—<GO,7TéV)—/O (0,Gs, 7N >ds—/ ezT:d ANG, ( ) (ns(z)) ds
= (Gur?) = (o) - [ 0. )i
/O e vy G () Wi, () ds
J=1zeTY

where for any function G: T¢ — R we denote by ANG : T — R the discrete Laplacian

AN G = i[( ) 1 afu-2) - 260), wer

and by
e
ON.G(u) = N[G(u + NJ) - G(u)}, u e T
the discrete right j-th partial derivative. Therefore in terms of the empirical jump rate process o™

and the empirical current process W we can write the martingale AN:C as
t
AYC = (Gm)) = (Go, ) — / {<8SGS,7Tév> +(aNa,, agw ds (139)
0
t
— (G — (Go, ) — / (0. 7) + (VY G W) ds (140)
0

where here VY G(u) := ZN 8N G(u)e; is the discrete right gradient.
As long as the initial sequence {u{’} of initial distributions satisfies plf € PoM$ (ud’ € P1 M4
if g is bounded) the martingale AN'C is integrable and its quadratic variation is given by

(A% = / [IN(Ga 7)) (0) = 2 m ) LY (G ™) () s
T N2- 2/ Z ) Gs(%)rg(ns(x))p(x,y)d& (141)

z,yeTY

Lemma 5.5 The martingale (AiV’G)tZO defined in ([&) is asymptotically negligible, i.e. for all
6>0
lim PN{ sup |ANC| > (5} = 0. (142)

N—+o0 0<t<T
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Proof Let § > 0. By the Chebyshev and the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality [26, Section IV.4]
(which also holds for cadlag martingales for p > 1) there exists a constant C' < +o0 such that

1 c

P sup |ANC] > 6} < SBY( sup |ANOR) < SEN(AVE),
0<t<T o 0<t<T o

where (AN-%) denotes the quadratic variation of the martingale AN>G. But by the formula of the

quadratic variation (AY-%), the mean value theorem and the conservation of particles, we have for
all0<s<t<T

W= = i [ 3 [0 () 6o (5)] st et o

z,yeTe

IVGlem s [
< DR [1ST Ja—yf ()l o

5 z,yeTy
_ I¥Cllemoanlgle [
- N2d

> 1zPp()ne(z)dr

z,zGT]'iV

2d||VG Noo [*

MV Glom mollele [ oo,

PY—as. 2d|VGllom, xta)llg |l (t = 5)
= N

S

(1,m). (143)

It follows that

2d||[VGllom, xT)llg'llT
{OiltlgT‘ ez }— 52N (L) dpo

where {u{'} is the sequence of initial distributions of the ZRP, and taking the limit as N — +oc0 in
the inequality above, it follows by Lemma[5.Ilwe obtain the asymptotic negligibility of the martingale
(A7 %)iz0- O

Using Taylor’s theorem it follows that for C® functions we can replace the discrete Laplacian AN
and the discrete gradient Vf by their continuous analogues. More precisely there exists a constant
C = C(G,d, g) > 0 such that

C t
[V NE — AV C| v |vPE - AN < N/o (1,7Ny ds (144)
for all ¢ > 0, where
¢
VNG e (Gurl) — (Gom) — [ (0G4 (AG, 0N ds (145)
0
and .
VAN i (G rl) = (Goud) — [ (0G4 (VG W), (146)
0
We turn now to the proof of the relative compactness of the first marginal QY := [(7¥)o<t<7]s PV

of the sequence {QV}nen. As we know by the description of the relatively compact subsets of
PD(0,T; M4 (T%)) in order to prove that {Q¥} is relatively compact it suffices to prove that for
some countable subset {Gy|k € N} C C(T9) such that G = 1, the sequence

(G, QY e PD(0,T;R), NN
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is relatively compact for all k& € N, where (G, -): D(0,T; M (T%)) — D(0,T;R) is the mapping
induced on the Skorohod spaces by the map M, (T9) > u J Gdu. In particular it suffices to
prove that the sequence {(G, )y R} is relatively compact for all G € C°°(T1?).

So let G € C°°(T?). In order to prove the relative compactness of {(G,);QY } yen it suffices to
prove that: (a) for all t € Ry

Am_sup (G, Q1 {f € DR, R) |[fi] > A} =0

and (b) the condition of Aldous, i.e. that for all €,7 > 0 we have

lim limsup  sup (G, Q{1 € DR R)|[Fr() = firirysmer| > ) = 0.
70 Notoo rex (FR)

)

Here T7(FR) is the set of all stopping times 7: D(R4;R) — [0, 7] with respect to the continuation
FR = (.FOJ’FR)QO of the natural filtration (]-'tO’R)tZO in D(R4;R).

(a) Let t € Ry. Of course we can assume that ||G||e 7# 0 or else we have nothing to prove, and for
all N € N and all A > 0 we have that

(G, )3QV{f € DO,T;R) |f:] > A} = QY {7 € D(Ry; M (T4) | (G, )| > A}
<QY{r € D(0,T; M) | (ms,1) > A/[|Glo0 }
= P¥{ne DO, ;M%) | (1,7) > A/||G|l}
=P¥{ne DO, T;MY) | (1,m)) > A/||Gll }
= pp {7, 1) > A/||Gll o }-

It follows that in order to prove (a) it suffices to show that

lim sup pd {(zV,1) > A} = 0. 147
A sup pg {(m,1) > A} (147)

But since the sequence of initial distributions {u)} is assumed to be associated to a macroscopic
profile py € M (T9) it has total mass m := jo(T?) > 0 in probability in the sense that

NEIEoouév{Kl’ﬂN) —m’ >0} =0

for all 6 > 0. Thus (I47) follows by the next Lemma 511

We prove now the Aldous condition (b). So let ,7 > 0 be fixed. As we know, given any
continuous function F': M — N between polish spaces the induced mapping F: D(Ry; M) —
D(Ry;N) is (FM, FN)-measurable for all t > 0, where (FX) is the (right) continuation of the
natural filtration (]—',?’X)tzo in D(Ry; X), X = M, N, which shows that

THFN)o Fi={roF|r e T(FY)} Cc T7(FM),
and we obviously have that

F(m)r(ﬁ(x)) = F(xrop(z)) Vze D(R+;M), T E ET(]:N)

_ d
In our particular case we have that T7(FR)o Fg C T (ff*) and if for each stopping time 7 €
TL(FR) we set 7¢ := 70 Fg then (G, 1) - ((G,x)) = (G, frg(r)) and so

(@, ->ﬁQ1N{f €D(R+;R) ’ e = frysainr| > 5}

= Q{7 € DR M(T) | (G Tro ) = (G Tpramyan)| > <
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for all § > 0 and all 7 € TT(FR). Tt follows that for all § > 0 we have

s (G Qe frvopr| >eb < s QG — mgan)] > e
rex”(FR) rexT (FM4+ @)y
0<s 0<s

where of course in the inequality above, f and 7 are the canonical cadlag processes on the Skorohod
spaces D(R4;R) and D(R4; M, (T?)) respectively. With similar reasoning we get that

sup Q{V{|<G7 Ty — 7T[T+B]AT>| > 5} < sup PN{MGJ#V - 7T[]7Y+6]/\T>‘ > 5}
rexT (FMHTD) resT(FMY)
0<é 0<6
for all § > 0, where here of course 7 = (7Y )¢ is the empirical process.

Let now AMG be the martingale defined in (IZI). By (IZ4) there exists a constant C' =
C(G,d,g) > 0 such that

(G, ) — (G, 7)) - ;/ (AG,oN)dr — (A — AQV’G)‘ g%/:u,mdfr,
for all 0 < s <t and thus
(G 7 — )| < | AN _ AN G| +%/:y AG, oY ]dr+—/
But we obviously have that
(AG, o™)| < [AG(1,0™) < [AG ool [l (1, 7™)

and therefore, taking into account the conservation of the total number of particles by the dynamics
of the ZRP, we can write that

(G Y —ml)] < A7 = AVC| + O - (t = s)(mg 1)
PN-as. for some constant C; > 0, namely C1 = C + $[|AG||x[|g'[|oo- It follows that
N,G
‘<G7 7T[]7Y+6]/\T - 7T']rv>‘ |A [T4+O]A - A'jz'V7G‘ + CV15<7T(])Vﬂ 1>

for all 7 € TT(FMV) and all 0 < 6 < 4, and therefore

€
sup PN{|G7TT+9 |>€}< sup PN{‘A[T+9]/\T AiV’G|>§}
rex? rex?
0<s T9<s
€
+ b {Crott’,1) > <}

for all § > 0. So since the term p) {C15(n{’,1) > £/2} converges to 0 as § — 0 uniformly over N
by ([47), in order to prove Aldous’ criterion it remains to prove that

lim limsup  sup PN{|A A]TV’G‘ > E} =0,
0—=0 N 400 ETT(]:M?V)

0<s

[T+9]/\T

and by the Chebyshev-Markov inequality it suffices to prove that

lim limsup  sup (A[ZZ—SG]/\T Ai\’*G)2 =0. (148)
070 Nofoo ooy
0<5
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By Doob’s optional stopping theorem and inequality (I43), for any > 0 and any stopping time
d
e TT(FMN)
BY (A e — AV ) = BN (A ygpnr — (AV€),)

[T+0]AT
2d VG g' oob
VG5 dH | /< N1y dud).

It follows that

< 2| VGIE]g' 0
G
sup (Aﬁ+9]AT — A,IFV’G) Nd /<7TN, .

rexT (FMY)
0<5
Therefore by the O(N%)-entropy assumption and Lemma [5.1] the claim follows.

We proceed next to show that the sequence QY := WﬂNPN € PL.(0,T; X1(T4)*), N € N is
relatively compact. For this we will use the Prokhorov-Le Can theorem [A.1] according to which it
suffice to show that the family {WﬁN PN} is uniformly tight. Since by the Banach-Alaoglu theorem
the closed balls of L% (0,T; X1 (T%)*) are compact, it suffices to show that

Ml_igrl sup Q3 {IW Lo, (0.1:21 (Tayy > M} = 0. (149)

By the vector-valued mean value theorem for any G € X1(T%)
|G(u) — G(V)|2 < ||G|lx1 - dpa(u,v), u,ve T
and thus for the empirical current process W : D(0,T; M%) — L% (0, T; X1(T%)*)

W™ ez, = sup W (G)]
||L1(0 T;x1 'er))<1

‘/ N1 > G]( ){gm( ))—g(nt(iﬁ—i—ej))}dt’

IGII<1

zETN
Jj=1,...,
CE| i[x i (T — €
o | [ $ {6(5) ot eoona
ici<t ! Jo o}
j=1,...d
T €;
< o [ X oo 2o[6d(5) -6l |
i< Jo ceTd,
xT r —€j
< [k 3w faE) () o
lGl<1 T,
pN-as. N T
Sl s [ Gl
IGllL1 0,21 (w)y <1 /0

< df|g'loo (1, 7' )-
Therefore

QéV{HWHLw (0,T; X1 (Td)*) >M} PN{HWN”L (0, T3 X1(Td)*) >M}

M
<> M)
(Lm0 >

= {1 > g
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and thus ([49) follows by Lemma [5.1lsince {z)’} has total mass pg(T9).

Finally the relative compactness of the third marginal Q% := aéVPN € PLX(0,T; M, (T?))
in L (0,7; M(T%)) follows by Proposition By definition the sequence {QY}nen is sup-
ported by the set L2 (0,7; M, (T%)), which according to Proposition [A.14] is a closed subspace
of Ly (0,T; M(T?)). Therefore by the portmanteau theorem it follows that the sequence {Q%}
is also relatively compact in L% (0,T; M (T9)), i.e. any subsequential limit point Q3 of {QY} is
supported by the set L% (0, T; M (T?)).

We will prove now properties (a) to (e). We start by proving (a), i.e. that any limit point Q of the
sequence {QV} is concentrated on trajectories (m, W, o) € Q such that the continuity equation (@8]
holds. By the estimate (I44)

c [’ N.as. CT
sup [VENE _ ANG|y [y2NE L 4N6) < N/ (1, 7Ny i P W<1’7Tév>
0<t<T 0

and therefore by the asymptotic negligibility (I42)) and Proposition 5] it follows that for all G €
C3(Ry x T9) and all § > 0

lim PN{ sup [V;PNO9) v v NG| > 5} —0. (150)
N—+4o00 0<t<T

Let us define for any G € C3((0,T) x T9) the maps f¢: Q — R, i = 1,2,3 by the formulas

T T T
fl’G(w):/ (0:Gy, ;) dt, fw(w):/ (VGy, W) dt, f3’G(w):/ (AGYy, 0y) dt
0 0 0

where w = (7, W, o). Then with this notation in order to prove that the continuity equation holds
in the hydrodynamic limit it suffices to show that

Q( N {fl’G+fj’G=0}) =1, j=23 (151)

GEC3((0,T)xT4)

By the separability of C.(M) when M is a locally compact topological space it follows that
C3((0,T) x T?) is separable in the C2-uniform norm

IGllc2 = [1Gllse + IV )Gl + 1DFs ) Gl oo

where the gradient V() and the second derivative D(Qt . appearing in the definition of the C?-
uniform norm are with respect to both time and space. Thus there exists a countable family G :=
{Gr}22, CC3((0,T) x T?) that is dense in C3((0,7) x T?) in the uniform C%-norm and then

N e po=oy= {9 po=0), j=23 ()

GeC3((0,T)xT4) Geg
Indeed, if {G,,}5°; is a sequence in G that converges to G € C3((0,T)x T¢) then 0G,,, VG,, and AG,,
converge uniformly on (0,7") x T? to G, VG and AG respectively and therefore lim,, , 1 o, f7" =
f7C pointwise on Q for j = 1,2,3 which proves equality (I52). Thus ([I5I) is reduced to showing
that
QU+ f9=0})=1, VGeC30,T)xT? for j =2,3. (153)
By well known results on induced mappings on Skorohod spaces the map f1¢ is continuous and for

G € C3((0,T) x T?) the maps VG and AG induces elements in the spaces L(0,7; X*(T%)) and
LY(0,T; C(T%)) respectively so that the maps f>¢ and f3 are given by

f2C(mW,0) = (VG W), [f5¢(m,W,0) = (AG, o)
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and are thus continuous. Therefore for any § > 0 the set
A= {1+ [2E VI 4 129 > 6

is open in Q. Furthermore, for G € C2((0,T) x T%) the processes V/N:G j = 1,2, defined in (I4H)
and (I40) respectively satisfy
VNG — _(fLG + fj-‘rLG)_

Therefore if {Q*~} is a subsequence of {QV}3°_; converging to Q then by the portmanteau theorem

and (I50)

Q(45) < liminf QFN (As) = lim inf pPNLVENG |26 s 61 = 0.

N—~+oc0

Now since this holds for any 6 > 0 we obtain (I53]) which proves that the equation ;7 = —divW =
Ao holds in the hydrodynamic limit.

We prove next the second equation of [S]), i.e. that W = —Vo. For this we define the gradient
operator V: M(T9) — X1(T%)* by

(F,Vu) = —(divF,p), F e X (T?).

This is w*-continuous since V = —div* where div: X1(T9) — C(T?) is the divergence operator and
thus it induces a w*-continuous gradient operator V: L'(0,T; X1(T9)) — L'(0,T;C(T%)). We also
define the family of discrete gradient operators

VY M(T?) = Mo(T4RY) < &1(T)*

by the formula
d

V= NZ(T_%ML — p)e;.

j=1

It is easy to verify that VY = —(divY)* where div} : X1(T?) — C(T?) is the discrete divergence
operator

d
divY F(u) = N3 (F (u+ %) — Fi(w).
j=1
Consequently the gradient operators induce the w*-continuous gradient operators
VY = —(divy)*: L% (0, T; M(T?)) — L3 (0,T; X' (T4)*) (154)

on the L. -spaces as the adjoints of the induced divergence operators fdivf: LY0,T; X1(T%)) —
LY(0,7;C(T%)) on the L'-Bochner spaces. Then with this notation the empirical current and the
empirical jump rate are related by the equality W = -V~ o oV,

Lemma 5.6 Suppose that the sequence of initial distributions total mass bounded above by m > 0 in
probability. Then for any limit point Q € Limy 400 (WY, o)y PN

W =-Vo Q-as. forall (W,o) € L(0,T; X (T%)*) x L>(0,T; M(T))

where V: L(0,T; M(T?)) — L2.(0,T; X*(T%)*) is the induced gradient operator on the level of

path-measures.

Proof We have to prove that Q{W = —Vo} = 1. Since L'(0,T; X*(T%)) is separable it suffices to
show that Q{|(G,W +Vo)| >} =0 for all G € L1(0,T; X1(T)) and all ¢ > 0. Since the gradient
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operator is w*-continuous, the set {|{(G, W + Vo})| > €} is open and therefore by the portmanteau
theorem

QUG W + Va)| > e} < %njiupPN{|<(G, WY 4 VeVy| > el.

By the equality WV = —VNg¥ |

(G WY +T0N)| = (G, Vo = VVaV)| = |(div) G — divG, o)
< (IdivY G — divGl e, o) < 19 e ([1divY G — divGloc, 7)
< |9/l oo ldivY G — divG| o1 1, 7)

Now, for any G' € X'(T?) by the fundamental theorem of calculus div} G = fol divG(- + %) ds

and, since T¢ is compact, the map divG is uniformly continuous and therefore

lim [|divi G — divG|le =0, VG € X(T?).
N—+oo
In other words the sequence of operators div} : X1(T¢) — C(T?) converges strongly to div. This
implies by Proposition [A.I7] that the induced operators on the corresponding L'-spaces pointwise
converge strongly to div: L'(0,7; XY (T%)) — L'(0,7;C(T%)) and thus the sequence ay(G) :=
|divl G — divG||so,1 converges to 0 as N — +o00. Consequently

. 3
QUUG. W + Vol > e} < limsup i {{1,mY) > o=} =0

by Lemma 5] since limpy —, y o0 an (G) = 0. O

We prove next (b), i.e. that any subsequential limit point @ of the sequence {Q™} is concentrated
on trajectories 7 € C(0,T; M (T?)) such that 9 = po. So let {Q*~¥} be a subsequence of {QV}
converging to Q. We show first that mp = uo. The evaluation mapping e;: D(0,T; My (T9)) —
M (T?) given by e;(r) = m; is continuous at each m € D(0,T; M (T9)) that is continuous at
t € [0,7]. In particular the evaluation eq : D(0,T; M, (T%)) — M, (T?) is continuous and
therefore for all G € C(T?) the composite mapping (G, -)oeg : D(0,T; M (T%)) — R is continuous.
Therefore, for all G € C(T?) and all £ > 0 we have by the portmanteau theorem that

Q{G. 7o) — (G, po)| > €} < limin QY {|(G, m0) — (G o) > e}
R T N N\ _
= lim inf 119 {|(G, 7") = (G, po)| > €} =0,
since the sequence {u)'} is associated to the macroscopic profile g € M (T?). Since and this holds

for all € > 0 it follows that Q{(G,m) = (G, uo)} = 1 for all G € C(T?) and thus is C(T*) separable
we can choose a countable subset D C C(T?) dense in C(T¢) in the uniform norm and then

Q= 0} = Q( () {1Gumo) ~ (Gl =0}) =1,
GeD

The set C(0,T; M4(T9)) is a closed subspace of D(0,T; M (T%)) in the Skorohod metric and
thus measurable. The fact that Q(C(0,7; M. (T%)) = 1 follows by the existence of continuous
representatives for solutions of the continuity equation.

Proposition 5.10 Let (7, W) € L% (0,73 Mo (T%)) x L35 (0, T; X (T4)*) be a density-current pair
satisfying the continuity equation. Then there exists a weakly continuous curve 7 in the class of ©

in Lo (0, T, M+(’]I‘d)), and for this continuous representative for all0 < s <t <T

t
/ Gy d7, 7/ G, drs = / ( 0,G, d7, + <VGT,WT>) dr, VG eCH([0,T] x T?). (155)
Td Td s Td
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Proof We fix a function ¢ € C?(T9) and let ¢¢ : (0,7) — R denote the function defined a.s. by

oc(t) = ¢ dmy.

Td
Then ¢¢ € L>(0,T) with norm [|¢¢ o < [[¢]loc||7||7vi00 < +00 since m € L3 (0, T; M (T4)).
Let now G € CL2((0,T) x T¢) be any function of the form G(¢,u) = f(¢){(u) for some function
f € CL0,T) and some function ¢ € C?(T?). Then since the pair (7, W) € L>(0,T; M (T%)) x
L2 (0, T; X1(T9)*) satisfies the continuity equation,

/OT F(B)pc(tydt = /OT 7o) [ cdmar= - /OT FOC W)

Since the equality above holds for all f € C1(0,7T), the measurable function ¢ : [0,7] — R defined
a.s. by ¥¢(t) = (V¢, W;) is the weak derivative of the function ¢¢. But since W € L32.(0, T; X1(T4)*)
the function v¢ is in L>(0,T) with [[¢¢llec < [[VCllx1(ra)[W e, (0,721 (T4)-). Therefore ¢¢ €
W1o°(0,T) with distributional derivative 1. Consequently, the equivalence class ¢ contains a
Lipschitz representative ¢, with Lipschitz constant

écliip < llvcllzeoory < NVECIxr e IWllLe, (0,752 (Ta)+)-

Let now Z be a countable subset of C°>°(T%) that is dense in C?(T?) in the usual C?-norm ||- || 2
given by [[¢[lcz = [|¢]lso + [V¢]lso + |D*¢|| o for ¢ € C?(T?). Then Z is also dense with the uniform
norm || - [|oo in C(T?) and we set

Iz = () {t[0,7) ] éc(t) = oc(t)}.
CeZ

Then Iz is of full Lebesgue measure in [0,7]. We continue to denote by 7: Iz — M, (T) the
restriction of 7 € L2 (0,T; M4 (T%)) on Iz. Then since M (T9) < C(T?)* and C(T?)* is naturally
injected in C?(T9)* via the restriction of domains, i.e. via the adjoint i* of the natural inclusion
i: C?(T9) — C(T?), we can regard 7 as the function # := i* o #: Iz — C?(T%)*. As such the
function 7 is Lipschitz, with Lipschitz constant < [W{|re<, o, 7;x1(T4)+). Indeed, for all s, € Iz and
all (e Z

(7:(Q) = 75 (O] = e (t) — de(5)] < 1 @¢uiplt — s < NIWlLex, 0,7520 vy I VE [[Lip|t — 5
< [Wllzee, 0,721 (T 1] 2 [t — 51,
which since Z is dense in C?(T¢) in the C?-norm || - || 2 shows that
L |7¢(¢) — #s (9]
T — T «=sup ——— = < |[W]| 1= . |t — s|.
(|74 2 (e S e Wz, 0,7;21 (Ta)") |

Therefore 7 : Iz — C%(T?)* has a Lipschitz extension 7: [0,T] — C?(T¢)* with the same Lipschitz
constant.

Now, since 7 belongs in L% (0,T; M4 (T)) by hypothesis, we can assume that Iz has been
chosen so that ||m||ry = m(T9) < ||7]|ec;rv < 400 for all t € Iz. Thus since T is compact the
family {m; }er. is relatively compact in the weak topology of M (T?). It follows that the Lipschitz
extension 7: [0,7] — C%(T%)* takes values in M, (T9) = i*(M_(T?)) < C(T?)* and is weakly
continuous. Indeed, if ¢ € [0, T]\ Iz and {t,}32, C Iz is a sequence converging to ¢ then

lim (f,m,)=(f,7), VfeC*T9. (156)

n—-+o0o

But since {m,} is contained in the compact set of measures with total variation norm < ||7||7v:e0
there exists a subsequence {t;, } of {t,} and a measure p; € M, (T?) such that

lm (f,m, )= (fiu), VfeC(T?. (157)

n—-+oo
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By (I56) and (I57) it follows that (f,7;) = (f, u) for all f € C?(T?) and therefore 7; = i*(u;) €
i*(My(T?)) = M, (T?). Since any measure p; satisfying (I57) for any sequence {t,} converging
to t must necessarily coincide with 7; on C2-functions it is unique and thus we can identify 7; with
pe € M4 (T9). To see that the curve 7: [0,7] — M (T?) thus defined is weakly continuous let
{tn} C [0,T] be any sequence converging to t. We will show that any subsequence {tj, } of {t,} has
a further subsequence {t,,, } such that
Jim (7, )= (f/), Y feoT).

So let {tx,} be a subsequence of {t,}. Since 7, is relatively compact in M, (T?) there exists
pe € My (T%) and a subsequence {tx, } of {tx,} such that lim, , o (f, Tty ) = (f,pe) for all
f € C(T%) and since i* o 7 is Lipschitz limy,— o0 (f, Tty ) = (f,7e) forall f € C%(T%). Therefore
it = m; and the curve 7 is continuous.

We prove finally (I55). So let G € CH2([0,T] x T9), let 0 < s <t < T and let W be any curve in
L (0,T; XH(T4)*). Let f. € C((s,1);]0,1]), € > 0, be such that f. — 1, pointwise in [0, 7]

and such that ”

lim fL(r)h(r)ydr = h(s) — h(t), ¥ he C([0,T]). (158)

e—0 0

Then since the pair (7, W) satisfies the continuity equation we have for all € > 0 that
T
0= / ( L Orlfe (Gl dFr + (V[ fe ()G, Wr>) dr
0 T

= /OT (/Td [f/(r) Gy + f(r)0,G,] A7, + (f-(r)V Gy, Wr>) dr

/OT

Now, since G € CL2([0,T] x R%) the curve [0,T] > t — G; € C(T?) is continuous with re-
spect to the uniform norm in C(T?) and therefore due to the weak continuity of 7, the function
0,7] 2 t — [Gydm, = [ Gy dm, is continuous. Therefore taking the limit ¢ — 0 and using (I58)
in the first term of the sum in (I59) and the bounded convergence theorem in the second term, we
obtain (I53) as required. O

f;(r)/T Grd%TJr/Tfs(r)( i 8TGTd%T+<VGT,Wr>) ar. (159)
d 0 a

Now, since 7 € D(0,T; M, (T%)) and 7 is almost everywhere equal to a weakly continuous path
by Proposition 510, it follows that = € C(0,T; M (T4)). Indeed, let t € [0,7] and let E C [0, 7]
be a set of full measure in [0, 7] such that 7s = 7 for all s € E. Since [ is of full measure in [0, T
there exist sequences {s,} C IN[0,¢] and {r,} C IN[¢,T] such that s, 1t and r,, | t. Then since 7
is in D(0,7; M, (T%)) and 7 is continuous on one hand

m= lim 7, = lim 7, =7
n——+oo . n——+oo .
and on the other hand
m— = lim m, = lim 7, =T7.
n—-+oo n—-+oo

It follows that m;— = 7; and thus m;_ = 7; = 7 so that 7 € C(0,T; M, (T%)).
Statement (c) follows by applying the following corollary of the one-block estimate to the cylinder
map ¥ = g(n(0)).

Corollary 5.3 Assume that the sequence {1 Y nen of initial distributions is associated to a macro-
scopic profile po € My (T?) and satisfies the O(N9)-entropy assumption and let ¥: M% — R be a
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sublinear cylinder map. Then any limit point of the sequence of laws {Uév’\PPN} C PLX(0,T; M(T?))
is concentrated on trajectories o € L%.(0,T; M(T®)) such that oy < Lya and

< e = Sup |@|(P)
o0 pE[0,pc]NR

H doy
dLpa

for almost all t € [0,T].

Proof We consider the joint laws
QY= (N N YY), PN € P(LES.(0,T; My (T4 x Ry) x L(0, T; M(T?)), (N,€) € N x Z.

By the statement of the one-block estimate in terms of generalized Young measures we know that
the family {Qg’e}( N,¢) is relatively compact and any limit point Qg of {Qg’l} is concentrated on
the graph of the U-projection By : L% (0, T; My 4+ (T x Ry)) — L% (0, T; M(T9)), ie.

(By x idze (0, 7;m(T))§Qu (AL (0,7Mm(T))) =1

where Ap (o7, m(Ta)) = {(1, 11) | e L3 (0,T; M(T?))} is the diagonal in L (0, T; M(T9))? and
idy e (0,7;m(Ta)) I8 the identity mapping on L3 (0, T; M(T?)). Let now Q% € Limy 4 o0 aév’\PPN.
Since L2(0,T; Mae(T9)) is a w*-measurable subspace of L2 (0,7T; M(T%)) by Proposition [A.16]
for the first claim it suffices to show that Q2 (L% (0,T; M,.(T%)) = 1. Also, the set

du.
dLra

Loy (0,T; Breo()(0,1c)) = {“ € L3 (0.7 Mac(T) ’ HH

<v.f

Loo(Td)y |l Lo (0,1) —

is a w*-measurable subspace of L (0,T; M(T4)) by Lemma and thus for the second claim it
suffices to show that if ¢, < +o0o then Q3 (Lo (0,T; Broe(ra)(0,c)) = 1.
Since Q?I, € Limy 400 aév’q’PN there exists a law

Que, Lim Qy" CP(LE (0,7 M(T) x L35 (0,T; Mi(T? x Ry))

)

with second marginal p; Qg = Q3 on Lgy. (0, T; M(T?)) where here p*: Ly (0, T; My (T x R4)) x
L%.(0,T; M(T9)) — L(0,T; M(T4)) is the projection on the second coordinate. Let us also
denote by p': L (0,75 My (T x Ry)) x L% (0, T; M(T?)) — L2 (0,T; M1 (T4 x R4)) the pro-
jection on the first coordinate. By Proposition the law Q' := pjQu € Limy N 4o ﬂév’éPN is
concentrated on the w*-closed set L% (0, T; Y (T%)) and

L2 (0, T V1(T%) € B2 (L (0, T3 Mao(T%)
since Bg(m) = bgoj*(m) dLpa = bg(px) dLra by @) due to the fact that ¥ is sublinear. Therefore

Q8 (L35 (0.5 Moc(T) = p2Qu (L5 (0.7 MorlT)) = (Bip)s@ (L3 (0.7 Mac(T))
= QY (B3 (L3 (0, T Mac(TY)))
> Q' (L (0,T;YV1(T)) =1.

For the second claim we note if 1, < 400 then we similarly have that

Q3 (L350, T; Bpoo(ra)(0,40,))) = Q (B (L (0, T; Broe(ray (0, ¢¢))))
> QY (L (0,T; Y1 (T4)) =1

which completes the proof. (]
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We prove next statement (d). For all G € L(0,T; Cy(T%))
(G0N <l | by G (2 ) m() dt = 'G5V,

For any G € L'(0,T;C(T%)) the functional Jg: Q — R given by
Jaw) = [lg'lle{(G,i(m)) = (G.0), w=(m,W,0) €Q

is continuous, where here i: D(0,T; M (T%)) — L (0,T; M(T¢9)) is the continuous injection given
in Proposition [A_T3] Therefore the set {Jg > 0} is a closed set in 2 and thus by the portmanteau
theorem for any subsequential limit point Q = limy_, . Q*¥ of {Q"}

Q{Ja > 0} > limsup Q" {Jg > 0} = limsup P*V {||g'[| (G, (7)) > (G,0)} = 1.
N—+o00 N—o00
Since L(0,T; C(T?)) is separable it follows that
Q( N ez0))=
GEL1(0,T;Cy (T4))

Let (m,W,0) € Ngeri(o,r:0, (Tay{Je = 0}. We will show that there exists a subset £ C [0, 7]
of full measure in [0,7] such that for any G € C4(T?) and any ¢t € E it holds that (G,0) <
9]l (G, 7). Ideed, for any G € C4(T4) the maps (G,0.) and (G,7.) are measurable and thus by
Lebesgue’s differentiation theorem there exists a measurable set Eqg C [0, 7] of full measure in [0, 7]
such that

1 qtte 1 tte
lim —/ (G,05)ds = (G, 0¢), lim —/ (G,ms)ds = (G, m), Vte Eg.
t

—e e—0 2¢ t—e

For any € > 0 the map G.(t) = 5-1_. 4G is in L'(0,T; C(T%)) and thus

, Hngoo t+e 1 t4e
0 < |lg'llocGe, ) — (Ge, o) = 5 (G, ms)ds — — (G,os) ds
€ Ji_e 2e

Taking the limit as ¢ — 0 it follows that
0 < [lg'llscha(t) = fa(t) = [lg'loo (G, ) = (G, 04), Vi€ Eg.

Since C(T?) is separable the set F := Neec, (r) Ea is of full measure and (G, 0¢) < ||g'[|oc (G, 7¢)
for all G € C4(T?) and all t € E. According to 277) this shows that Lip,, (u¢) < +oo for all t € E
and completes the proof of (d). The proof of (e) follows by the energy estimate of Theorem
proved in the next section and the equality W = —Vo of equation ({8]). O

5.4 The energy estimate

In this section we prove the energy estimate Theorem[3.3l The energy estimate is based on Lemmal[5.7]
below, whose proof is contained in the proof in Lemma 5.7.3 in [24]. We state this lemma below for the
convenience of the reader but before we do so let us fix some notation. For each j =1,...,d, N e N,

e > 0 and each function H € C([0,7] x T%) we define the function VENH = V : [0, T] X ]Md — R

by the formula

V2 (tm) = Nd DN ACAL a(n(x)) — g(n(= + [Nele;))

z€TY, [NE]
9 [Ne]
X
*mth( ) Z n(@ + key))
zeTY, =0
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The map V", induces a continuous map V2, : D(0,T; M%) — D(0,T;R) via the formula VY, (n)(t) =
VENH(t 7¢) and since the integral map fo : D(0,T;R) — R that assigns to each path f € D(0,T;R)

the number fo t) dt is continuous, the map
T —
DO.TME) 3 [ T dee R
0

is also continuous and thus Borel measurable. Finally we denote by (VtN’E’H)OStST the corresponding
canonical process i.e. VN5 () = V2 (m)(t), n € D0, T; M%).

Lemma 5.7 Let {H'}™, C C*([0,T] x T%), m € N, be a finite sequence of functions and let
{ud € P1M% }ven be a sequence of initial distributions satisfying the O(N?)-entropy assumption
for some finite constant Cy > 0. Then for all € > 0 we have that

lim sup E“O max / yNe H dt} < Cp.

N—o00 1<z<m

Corollary 5.4 Let {H'}™, C C%Y(I x T?), m € N, be a finite sequence of functions and let

Qs € Lim QY CPLy.(0,T; My (T?)),
N—+oc0

where QY 1= aéVPN is the law of the empirical jump rate process. Then

/ 12%”/ /T [0, Hi () — Hi(1)”] dor () dt } d Qs (o) < Ci.

Proof For each H € C(T9), N € N and ¢ > 0 we set 9_ ’8H( ) = [NE] (H(u) — H(u - []Xf] )

then for each H € C([0,T] x T?) by a simple summation by parts we can write V- as

_H, (%= [Nele;
Nd 1 t(] = )g(nt(x))
mETd

N,e,H __
‘/ts

[Ne]

Nd Z Ns ZHt( ke]) o(m(2))

[Ne]

W 3 05 - g 3y e et

z€TY, k=0

N 9 el
_ ,€ _ 2 N
= <6_j H; —[NE] 2 Ti%eth , O >

Therefore if we denote by Ajy’s: C(T?) — C(T?) the map

[Ne]
2
ANE(HY = oNEFH - = H?>, H T
G (H) =0 [NE]kZ:OT__ € C(T7)

then we can write fOT y et g = fOT<A§V’E(Ht), olN)dt = <(A§V’EH, o) and

1<i<m 1<i<m

T )
IE/"JUV { max / ‘/tN’]’&HI df} = max <<A§V1€ (Hl), U>> dQév (U)
0

where with a slight abuse of notation we write Ajy’s = A;V’E also for the induced map on the L!-
Bochner spaces. We claim first that for each € > 0 and each H € C(T¢9)

H—-7_c,H 2

lim AYS(H) = g/OaH(-sej)st:Aj(H) (160)

N—+oco J £
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uniformly over all u € T¢. The fact that

N % (1t 1] = T e
uniformly on T is obvious and so we prove that
' [Nel] , 1 /f ,
NETWWI;Tf%eJ’H == | H(-—sej)°ds (161)

uniformly on T¢. Indeed, for each u € T¢

[Ne [Ne +1 [Ne]+1
N N

] Ik 2 s| \2
ﬁkz_oT_ﬁejH(u)Q%];)/% H(u—%ej) ds [NE]/O H(uf []]\;]ej) ds.

So for all u € T

[NVe]

[1\1—51 ZT,%ejH(Uf _%/OEH(U—Sej)QdS = é/oE {H(U_ []va]ejf _H(U_Sejﬂ ds

k=0

_l’_
0
==

|
™ | =

Z

tﬁ

VoS

|

=7

N
[NV}

o,

and therefore

[NVe]

\[N—lg] DT Hw) - %/OEH(usej)st\ < %/O H(u— []]Vvs]ej) fH(ufsej)‘ds
k=0
s (i - 1)+ S (e ).

The second and third term in the right hand side above are independent of the the variable v € T¢
and obviously converge to 0 as N — +o00. The first term also converges to 0 as N — +oo uniformly
over all u € T? since H € C(T?) is uniformly continuous by the compactness of T¢ and thus the
limit in (I60) holds uniformly on T?. Furthermore, for all H € C(T%) and all £ > 0 there exists
large enough N . € IN such that

sup [ A} (H)lloo < 2| Hlloo + [ H||% < +o00. (162)
N>Np e

Thus if H € L2(0,T;C(T%)) C L*(0,T; C(T)) then limy o0 HA;V’E(Ht) — AS(Hy)|| = 0 for all
t €10,T] and

sup (| AY ()l < 2I|H ||oo + | H-|I% € L'(0,T).
N>Np e

Therefore by the dominated convergence theorem

lim (| AJS(H) = A5(H)|| 2 omi0(rey = 0,V H € L*(0,T;C(TY). (163)

N—4+oc0

We consider now a subsequence of {Q% }ven, which we continue to denote by {Q%}, converging
weakly to @. Then, using the elementary inequality

max a; — max b; < max (a; — b;) (164)
1<i<m 1<i<m 1<i<m
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which holds for all finite sequences {a;}™,, {b;}™ of real numbers, we write

max (A5(H'),0)dQ} (o) < | max (A)°(H'),0)dQS (o)

1<i<m 1<i<m

+ [ max (A5(H') — AMS(H'), o) dQ3' (o).

1<i<m

The function L% (0,T; M4 (T%)) 3 0 — maxj<;<m{(v:(H"), o) is continuous in the w*-topology as
the maximum of a finite number of continuous functionals and therefore since Q% converges weakly
to Q3 we have that

lim max (A°(H"),o)dQY (¢) = [ max (A°(H"),0)dQs(0).

NSoo | 1<i<m 1<i<m

On the other hand, by Lemma [(5.7]

limsup [ max (AN<(H?), o) dQY (o) < Cy

N —o00 1<i<m

and thus it follows that

max (A5 (H"), o) dQs(0) < Co + limsup [ max (AS(H') — AN*(H"),0)dQ3 (0).  (165)

1<i<m N—s00 1<i<m

Now, the limit superior in the right hand side above vanishes since

max (AS(H') = AY(H'),0) dQY (o) < B max [(45(H") — A} (H'),0™)])

1<i<m 1<i<m

and for all i = 1, ..., m we have that PN-a.s.
T
(A(H) — AN=(H), 0V < / (A2 (1) — AN (HD), o) dt
< ||g’|oo/0 1A (HE) — AN (D) oo (1, 7Y dt

T
g (1, 7Y / |AS () — AN (HS) o

so that the integral in the limit superior in the right hand side of (IG5 is bounded above by

T
I i [ 145 ) = ATt [ 07

1<i<m

which tends to zero as N — oo by ([I63]) and Lemma 5.1 Therefore

max (A5(H'),0) dQs(c0) < Co. (166)

1<i<m

We show finally that if H € L'(0,7;C*(T%)) N L?(0,T;C(T)) then

lim max <(A§(Hl), o) dQs(0) = [ max (9;H; — 2H?,0) dQs(0) (167)

e—+oo | 1<i<m 1<i<m
which concludes the proof. We note first that for each function H € C*(T4)

lim A°(H) = 0;H — 2H* =: A(H)

e—=0

uniformly in T¢ since the function 9;H — 2H? is uniformly continuous. Indeed, by the fundamental
theorem of calculus and a simple change of variables

AE(H)(U)/O @-H(ussq)ds%/OEH(usej)st/O {0;H(u—esej) — 2H (u — ese;)* } ds
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and thus
|A®(H)(u) — A(H)(u)|] < /0 |0, H(u — ese;) — 0;H (u) + 2H (u)® — 2H (u — ese;)?| ds.

This shows that lim. ¢ ||A5(H) — A(H)||sc = 0 for all H € C'(T%). Furthermore

sup [|A*(H) = A((H)lloo < 20 Hllo + 4] =113

and therefore if H € L'(0,7;CY(T%)) N L?(0,T;C(T%)) then the family of maps {||A(H.) —
A(H)||oo te>0 is dominated by the function 2|0;H. || + 4||H.||%, € L'(0,T) and thus
lim || A(H) = A(H)|[ 20, 7icvay =0,V H € LY(0, T;C(T)1) N L2(0, T; C(TY). (168)

e—0

Consequently, if {H*}™, C LY(0,7;CY(T)) N L?(0,T; C(T?)) then by inequality (I64)

’/ max (A5 ( (HY),0) — max (A(H),o ng / max |[(A°(H;) — A(HY),o)|dQs(o)

1<z<m 1<i<m 1<i<m

1<i<m

T
< / max ||A*(Hy) — A(H})l|sllot | v dt dQs(o)
0
< s A — AU e [ lolaveedQa(e). (169)
But by the w*-lower semicontinuity of the norm || - ||7v,00 of L3%(0,7; M(T4)) and Lemma [5.1]
12y, dQato) < timint [ 0™ v, dPY < ') ansup [ [ v, 4P
N —+4o00 N—+oc0
= o timsp f {1.7) < o6, (170)
N—+oc0

Consequently ([I67) follows by (I6]), (IfQ) and ([I69) and the proof of the corollary is complete. [

Let Ko: L2.(0,T; M (T4)) — [0, +00] be the map defined by
Ko(o) = / / (0;Hy(u) — 2Hy(u)?) doy (u) dt. (171)
HeCo 1( 0 T)xT%)

Then K is w*-measurable and
/Ko(o) dQs(0) < Cp < +o0. (172)

Indeed, if {H;}ien € C%1([0,T] x T?) is a sequence dense in C%1([0,T] x T?) in the usual C%1-
uniform norm ||H||co.r := || H | (o, 71xT) + [IVH| o(jo,7)xT) then for all o € L35 (0,T; L>(T4))

fsup/ ']I'd [0, H} (u) — Hy(u)*]o¢ (u) dudt

i€N

= lim max / - [0;H{ (u) — H{(u)?]o¢(u) du dt.

m—o01<i<m Jq

So the map K is w*-lower semicontinuous as the supremum of a family of w*-lower semicontinuous
functions and (I72) follows by the monotone convergence theorem and Corollary (.41 O

We are now ready to prove Theorem Fix j = 1,...,d. By [[2) for Qs-a.s. all paths
o € L0, T: M, (T)
Ko(o) < +o0. (173)
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For each a path o € {Ky < +00} we denote by o € M, ([0, 7] x T¢) the corresponding space-time
measure characterized by

(H,o) = /OT . H(t,u)doydt, H € C([0,T] x T%).

In other words o := i*(c0) where i: C([0,T] x T%) « L*(0,T;C(T%)) is the natural injection. For
each o € L (0,T; M4 (T4)) we define L2 to be the closure of C%1([0, T x T¢) in L2([0, T x T¢, o).
Then L2 is a Hilbert space with the inner product

T
(H,G)y = /[o,T]de H(t,u)G(t,u)do(t,u) = /0 - H(t,u)G(t,u) dos(u) dt.

Let now ¢ : C%1([0,7] x T4) = R, j = 1,...,d denote the linear function given by the formula

T
¢(H) = / 0; H(t,u) doy(u) dt.
o Jre
It follows from estimate (73] that
al}(H) - 20| H|7, < Ko(0)

for all @ € R and all H € C*([0,7] x T?). The maximum over all @ € R of the quantity in the left
hand side of the inequality above is achieved at a = ¢J.(H)/||2H||3. and therefore
G(H)? _ G(H) 5 (H)?

= _9 @
SIEZ, ~ AlHZ,  16[AlL,

|H|2 < Koo)

for all H € C'(I x T?). It follows that |¢/(H)| < 21/2K(0)||H||2 for all H € C*([0,T] x T%) and
thus ¢ can be extended to a bounded linear function ¢ : L2 — R with norm ||¢ || < 24/2K¢(0).

By the Riesz representation theorem now there exists an L2-function, which we denote by
0;(log o), such that

¢ (H) = —(H, 0;(logo))e = —/O - H(t,u)0;(logo)(t,u) do(t,u) (174)

for all H € C%1([0,T] x T¢). Since 9;(logo) € L2 represents ¢ via the Riesz representation theorem
we have that

[ [ ortogo)e. ) aoe.u) = 103008 )|y = 16217 < $Kalo) < +o0. (179

Now, by Theorem[3.2)(c) we know that Q3 is concentrated on the w*-measurable L% (0, T; M 4.(T%))
and thus for @3-almost all o € { Ky < +o00} we have that o < Ly r)xr« with density

do doy >0

t = —(t =
7t dﬁ[O,T]de( ) ALpa =

for Lebesgue almost all (t,u) € [0,T] x T?. Since the Radon-Nikodym density o is Lebesgue almost
surely equal to 0 on any o-null set £ C [0,7] x T? the Lebesgue almost sure equality class of the
function 0j0 := ¢ - 9;(log o) does not depend on the representative from the o-almost sure equality
class of the function 9;(logo) € LZ. Furthermore the Lebesgue integral of |9;0] is

/[0 T)x T4 |aj0(t,u)|dudt - /[0 T)xT4 |aj(1og0')(t,’ll)|da'(t,u)
s 4P X T]x

<\Jolo.1 < ( [

[0,T]x T4

1

9 (log @) dor(t, u) )

< 2\/a((0.T] x T*)2K0(0) < 2/2T /|0 (T Ko() < +o0

78



and thus 9;(log o) € L1([0,7] x T¢) for all 0 € L% (0,T; My 4.(T%)) N {Ko < +oc}. By (IT4) 0;0
satisfies property (@9) and is thus the L!'-weak j-th spatial derivative of o in [0,7] x T?. By the
identity 0,0 = o - 0j(log o) we have that

[Vo(t,u)l3

T = ot IV logo)(t,u)l

and therefore the energy estimate (B0) follows from ([I75). Finally, if ¢, < 400 then as we
know from Theorem B.2|(c) the law Q3 is concentrated on the w*-closed subspace of paths o €
LS(0,T5; My 40)(T?)) that satisfy

H||Ut||L°°(Td)HL°°(O,T) S e < +00

and thus the function 0;o := o - 9;(log o) satisfies

T
/ (D50 (t,u))” dudt = / / [9;(log ) (t,u)] *o (t,u)? dudt < @¢]|9;(log 0)]2
[0,T]x T4 0 Td
< 8(pcKO(U) < +o0,

and thus is in L2([0,7] x T¢). By (I74) 0;0 satisfies property ([@9) and is thus the required L?-weak
j-th spatial derivative of o in [0,7] x T<.

It is now easy to see that o, € H(T?) (0 € WY(T?) if p. = +00) a.s. for all t € [0,T] Qs-a.s. for
all 0 € L (0,T; M4 (T?)) since

L5 (0,T5 My ae(TH) N {Ko < 400} C {0 | 00 € WH(T9) as. V¢ €[0,T]}
and the set in the left hand side above is of full )3-measure and likewise if . < +o00 then
{o] H”O‘t”Loo(Td)HLao(O’T) <@} N{Ko < +oo} C{o |0 € HY(T?) as.Vte[0,7T]}

and the set in the left hand side is of full @s-measure. By the previous paragraph we know that and
0 € L2(0,T; My 40(T?) N {Ko < +o0} there exist functions 9,0 € L*([0,T] x T9), j =1,...,d,
satisfying @) for all H € C%1([0, T]x T%). We will show that o; € W11(T¢9) for almost all t € [0, 7).
For each t € [0,7] and ¢ > 0 we consider a sequence of smooth functions {f/. }nen defined on [0, 7]
such that f’. < 1.4 for alln € N and f'. — 1(;_. ;) pointwise as n — oo. Then for all
functions H € C%1([0,T] x T¢) we have by @) that

T T
i/ fg’s(s)asz(u)o(s,u)duds:fi/ fit.(s)Hs(u)0j0(s,u) duds.
2 Jo Jpa© " 2e Jo Jra™”

Then taking the limit as » — oo in both sides of the inequality above, we get that
t+e t+e
/ 0;Hs(u)o(s,u)duds = —/ H(z)0j0(s,x)duds.
t—e JTd t—e JTd

Then taking the limit as € — 0 in both sides of the equality above, it follows by Lebesgue’s differen-
tiation theorem that for each H € C%1([0,T] x T?),

0;H(z)o(t,u)du = — Hy(x)0j0(t, ) du (176)
Td Td

for all t € Fy, for some measurable set Ey C [0,7] of full Lebesgue measure in [0,7]. Taking
then a sequence {H'};en € C%1([0,7] x T9) dense in C%1([0,7] x T?) in the C%!-uniform norm
| - [[cor, we have that the set £ := ;o Eg: is of full Lebesgue measure and for each t € E' we have
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that (IT6) holds for all H € C%1([0,7T] x T¢). In particular, since C'(T¢) can be considered as a
subspace of C1([0,T] x T?) it follows that

0;H(u)o(t,u)du = — H(u)do(t,u)du, VY (t,H) € E x CH(T).
Td Td
Consequently, o is weakly differentiable for almost all ¢ € [0, 7] with weak j-th partial derivative
djo. Finally, since d;0 € L'([0,T] x T¢) we have that

T
| 1050tz dt = [0]Lsopsmsy <+,
0

and therefore [|0;0¢| 11 (Tay < +00 for almost all ¢ € [0,T]. Consequently, oz € W'(T?) for almost
all t € [0,T]. If . < 400 then d;0 € L%([0,T] x T?) and thus o, € H*(T?) for almost all ¢ € [0, 7]
and the proof of Theorem is complete. O

5.5 A closed hydrodynamic equation

In this section we prove Theorem [£4l We will first show that any limit point @ of the laws QV:¢ :=
ﬂév PN of the micro empirical density process of the ZRP is concentrated on mild Young measure-
valued solutions of the hydrodynamic equation in the sense of ([B7). Then by the energy estimate of
Theorem it will follow that it is in fact concentrated on weak solutions in the sense of [B6). So
let Q € Limy_, oo Limy_ 100 QY. For any test function f € C22((0,T) x T?) the map

(0,T) 3t Adyf(U) + ®(A)AF(U) € C1(T? x Ry)

is in L}(0,7;C1(T? x Ry)). Here ® = ® is the extended mean jump rate function of the ZRP.
Therefore the functional

(AOF(U) + @(M)AF(U),-): L3 (0, T3 Mi(T! x Ry)) — R
is w*-continuous, and thus for each € > 0 and each f € C}2((0,T) x T?) the set
Afe={m € L3(0,T; My (T x Ry) | [(AQF(U) + R(A)Af(U), w)| > 3}

is open in w*-topology of L2 (0,T; M;(T? x R, )). Consequently for any sequences {m¢}iez. and
{kj(v)}NelN, ¢ € 7, such that

®
Q= lim lim QN ™«
£—~+o00 N—+o00
we have by the portmanteau theorem that

Q(Ay) < liminf liminf QkN ™Ay ) < limsup limsup Q™*(Ay..)

£—=+400 N—+o0 £—+00 N—+o0

By the definition of QN+

QN’Z(Af,) PN ‘/ 7715’ Aatft( )+ @(AN)Af (U dt‘ >35}

:PN ‘/0 i Z 8tft(N)nf(x)+Aft(%) (nf (x) }dt‘>35}
zeTg

= PY{|(0efe, 7™°) + (Afe, Ba(m™ )| > 36},

In the last equality 77V := B(w"*¥) is the barycentric projection of the micro-empirical density
and Bg is the ®-projection defined as in ([23). By adding and subtracting the terms (9; f;, ™) and
(Afy, 0V it follows that

QY (Age) < PN{[(af, 7Vt =) > e} + PN{\«@ﬁ ™)+ (Af, 0V > e}
+ PN{|(Af, 0N — Ba (N ))| > e} (177)
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The second term in (IT7) converges to 0 as N — +oco by ([I50) for f € C2((0,T) x T?) and the
third term converges to 0 for f € C2((0,T) x T?) by the one-block estimate. For the first term by
a change of variables we have for all N € N, ¢ € 7Z, that

T X
@s.7% )= [ 53 py) 0ufi(57) (k@) = m(a)

[ X [E S a5 - o) uta

zeTd, ¥ |yl<e
g S or(3) -or=") @

Since 9f € L*(0,T;C(T?)) for each € > 0 there exists a map J. € L2(0,7T) such that 6.(t) > 0 for
almost all ¢ € [0,7] and

dpa(u,v) < 0.(t) = |0ufi(u) — O f:(v)| < e
and since ||0f||oo € L1(0,T) for each £ € Z there exists &, > 0 such that

Lor(E)<é = / 10¢ flloo dt < €71
E

Since E(07T)({5471 = 0}) = 0 for all £ € Z,, for each £ € Z, there exists ky € N such that
E(O,T)({Sg—l < k%}) < dy. Then for all (N, f) €N x Z,

1 ty
JRRRC Y
/{5[1<ﬁ}<€f |y|zgé ' t( N

)-osn¥)a <2 [ ot di
{5 !

—1<k, }

pPN-a.s.

2 2<w0,1>/, 100l lt
{8e<k; "}
<207 Mmg ) Loy ({81 <K'} (179)

On the other hand, for each ¢ € Zy we can choose Ny € N such that /N < k;l for all N > N, and
then for all ¢ € Z4, N > N,

oo @ 2005

*||<é

) - ool yat| < ) de
{612k, "}

PURAS 1N 1) Loy (B0 > k1Y) (180)

It follows by (I78), (IT9) and (I80) that for each ¢ € Z; and all N > N,

PN-a.s.

(of, 7Nt —x") < 20 Nxd' 1)
and therefore

lim sup PN{’ (of, 7Nt — N))‘ > e} < limsup PV{207Hr)', 1) > e}
L,N—~+oo L,N—~+oo

< limsup pd {2(x¥,1) > e} =0
£,N—+o00

where the last limit follows by Lemma 5.1
We have thus shown that Q(Ay.) = 0 for all C3((0,7) x T%). Since this holds for all ¢ > 0 it
follows that

Q({(Adf(U) + ®(M)AF(U),m) =0}) =1, Vf € CH((0,T) x T).
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Since there exists a countable family G C C2((0,T) x T%) that is dense in C2((0,7) x T¢) in the
C2-uniform norm it follows that

(N {(AFW) + eM)AFW).m) = 0)) = 1.

FEC2((0,T)xT?)

We have thus shown that @ is concentrated on mild generalized Young measure-valued solutions
to the hydrodynamic equation 9;w = A®(7) in the sense of [37). By Proposition 0.2 we also know
that @ is concentrated on L2 (0, T; V1 (T%)). Therefore if we set

A= N {7 e L0, T:91(TY) | (Adf(U) + (A)AF(U), 7)) = 0}

F€C2((0,T)xT4)
we have that Q(A) = 1. Since ® is sublinear, i.e. limy_ 100 ®(N)/A = 0, for any m € A and any
fe L0, T:0(T))

@ ).m) = [ @AV o)t = [ [ 000 0) dudt

where for any p € P;(T? x R ) the composition ®(p) = bs(p): T? — R is Lebesgue a.s. defined as
in (B3]). Thus we can express the fact that # € A is a mild solution to the hydrodynamic equation
as

T
/<atft,m ydt = //Aft O(px,)(u)dudt, YfeC*(0,T)x T?). (181)
0 Td

We will show now that @ is in fact concentrated on weak solutions in the sense of (B6]) that
satisfy the energy estimate (BI)). For this we consider the joint laws

QL)) = (N N0, PN € L3 (0,73 M (T)) x L35 (0,75 M + (T x R+))

and the ®-projection Bg: LS (0,T; M (T x Ry)) — L (0, T; M, (T%)). By the one-block
estimate we know that for any limit point Qg (0)) of {Q 0))}

Qa(non{(0,7) € L3 (0,T; M (T4) x L2 (0,T; M1 (T x Ry)) | 0 = Ba(m)} =1.  (182)

Since ® is sublinear
Bo(m) = ®(pr)dLpa  in L (0,T; M (T?)). (183)

Thus by Theorem[B.2(e) and Theorem B.3it follows that for Q-a.s. all w € L% (0, T; M 4+ (T4 xR,))
it holds that ®(px,) € H'(T?) for almost all ¢ € [0, 7] and

O(pr 2
// VO (o) (w)I” ”f I 4y dt < +oo.
Td pﬂ't )

This proves the regularity ®(px,) € H'(T?) for almost all ¢ € [0,7] and the energy estimate (5IJ).
By a standard mollification argument in the space variable and (I&T]) that

T T
| @smiar= [ [ (6w, om0 dude, Vf € CHOT) < T,
0 0o Jrd
Therefore any 7 € A is a weak solution in the sense of (36]).

5.6 Two-blocks Comparison

(a) In order to simplify the notation we will work with the quantity EV |(G, By (77V:/)— By (nV-6:0:) )|
for the full set of parameters N € N, ¢ € Z, ¢, M > 0 and restrict our attention to the subfamily of
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(0

. 0] E9,
parameters (ky’,me, M, €) N .e,m along which QFn ™ = N e pk

% converges as N — +oo and
then ¢ — +o0o to Q°*° only when necessary.
Let ¥ € C;(Ry). By Proposition 54 for all G € L(0,T; C(T%))

lim limsup EN[(G, By(w™N'f) — By (wV5M))| =0
M—+400 g Ns+oo

and thus in order to prove the truncated double-block estimate (B3] it suffices to show that

lim hmsuphmsuphmsupEkN | (G, By (m g\/L;)””“M) — B‘y(ﬂk%)’m“M;a)M =0 (184)

M—=+00 p 5400 €20 N—o+oo

for all § > 0 and G € L'(0,T;C(T%)).
We will reduce first the proof of (I84) to the case where ¥ is sublinear, i.e. ¥ € C1(R+). Indeed,

since ¥ € C1(Ry) the limit ¥/(c0) = limy 00 @ exists and the map ¥y(A) = ¥(A) — U'(c0)A

belongs in C1(R4) and U(A) = ¥o(A) + ¥/ (c0)A, A > 0. Therefore
(G, By(m)) = (GU)¥(A), ) = (GU)To(A), ) + ¥'(00)(G(U)A, )
= (G, By, (m)) + ¥'(00)(G, B(m)).

Consequently for all N e N, £ € Zy, e, M >0
. M- ‘ M- 1)
PN{(G, Bo (V) — By (m™M))| > 5} < PYL|(G, Buy (1Y) = By, (w6205 > 21

+ PYL(G, BrN6M) - BN )| > gqﬂioo) b

Thus if show that for any § > 0 and any G' € L'(0, T; C(T%))

lim limsup lim sup lim sup P {|(G, B( alEMY) B(ﬂ'N’é;M;E)»‘ >0} =0 (185)

M—=+00 y5400 €20 No+oco

we reduce the proof of (I84]) to the case that ¥ is sublinear. But this is elementary since by a change
of variables

(G, B(rNEM) _ p(mN6Mie) / < Z Y {Gt( )—Gt(%)}nf(x)dt

zeTY, | |<[Ne€]

and therefore by the conservation of the total number of particles PV-a.s. in D(0,T; M$%)
T
MG BV M) = BV ) < (1,nf) [ we (20)
0

where for any function G: T¢ — R we denote by

wale) = swp [G(u) — Gv)

u,vE’]I‘d
lu—v|<e
its modulus of continuity. Consequently
. M 0
(G, BN - BN ) ) < b {1, € ———1
Jo wa,(2e)dt

Since G € LY(0,T;C(T?)) it follows that lim._,o fOT w, (2)dt = 0 and therefore (I8H) follows from
Lemma 511
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We will show next that in the proof of (I84]) we can further assume that the map ¥ € C7(R4) is
Lipschitz. To prove this, we define for each k € N the Moreau-Yosida approximations ¥;: Ry — R
of ¥ by

We(p) = inf {¥() + KA~ pl}. (186)

Then as is well known, each map ¥y, is Lipschitz with Lipschitz constant Lip(¥;) < k and {U;}72,
increases pointwise to W pointwise. It is also easy to see that Wy is sublinear and ||[V|/c,(r,) <
1¥]|cy(ry) for large k. Indeed, since W is sublinear there exists for each § € (0,1) a constant
Cs < 400 such that |T(A)| < Cs + A for all A > 0 and therefore

—C(;Jrig%{ — A+ kA= p|} < Ur(p) < Cs +)1\I§){5)\+k|/\fp|}.

It is elementary to check that the infima above are both obtained at A = p for all kK € N and therefore
|W(p)] < Cs+ dp for all p > 0 and all § € (0, 1), which proves that Uy, is sublinear. Similarly one
can check that [|Wllc, r,) < ¥y (w,) for all & > || V| o, (v, ). Now, assuming that (I84) holds for
sublinear Lipschitz maps, it follows that for each k € N

) ( . ( M-
lim 1imsup1imsuplimsupEKf(Ve (G, By, (ﬂkl\?’mf’M - ﬂkl\?’me’M’a)»’ =0
M—=+00 y5400 &30 N—+oo

for all G € LY(0,T; C(T%)). In terms of the family of laws

Q.M = (kN M ey meMie), pN e (L2 (0, T; P, (T x Ry))?) (187)

this limit can be written as

—N,l;M;e

lim limsuplimsuphmsup/ (G, By, (> — 7TO)>)| d (7>, 7% = 0.

M—=+00 p5400 €20 N—o+oo

Therefore if
—00,00;00;0 . . . . —N,;M;e
Q = Lim Lim Lim Lim Q,

* M—+00 l—~400 €50 N—+o00

it follows by the discussion on subsequential limit sets in Section 2.3.3] that

 max /|((G,B\pk(7r°° %)) dQ(xt w2 =0, Ve Zy (188)
gegr

and we have to show that

max /|<(G, By(mn>® — %)) dQ(n>, =°) = 0. (189)
QegQr
Now, if Qg € Q:O’OO;OO;O is a maximizer in the maximum above, we have by (I88) that
J G Bu(m — )| @@, 7%) =0, Ve (190)

Thus the claim follows by the dominated convergence, since as we will see the sequence {I,? }ren of
the functionals defined on L% (0,T; My 4 (T4 x R4))? by

I{ (7>, 7%) = |(G, By, (7> — %))

converges Qy-a.s. pointwise to the functional Z¢: L (0,7; M +(T? x Ry))? — Ry and it is
dominated by an L'(Q)-function. First, since By, is linear, in order to prove this pointwise
convergence it suffices to show that

lim (G, By, (7)) = (G, Bu(m))

k——+oo

84



Qu-as. and Quo-a.s. for all m € L2(0,T; My (T4 x Ry)), where Qu ; is the i-th marginal
of Qy, i = 1,2. Both marginals are supported on the set L2 (0,7; V1 <m(T%)) of all generalized
Young measures 7w € L% (0,71 (T?)) such that (A, ;) < m for almost all ¢ € [0,7] and thus in
proving this limit we can assume that @ € L2 (0,7; V1 <m(T9)). Since {¥;} converges pointwise
to U it obviously follows that G(U)¥(A) converges pointwise to G(U)¥(A) as k — +oo and since
1Pk]looi1 < ||¥]|oo;1 for large k, we have that |G(U)Uk(A)] < [|¥]lco:1|G(U)|(1 + A) for large k and
thus

|GH(U) Tk (A)] < [[¥[loon (|G (U)I(1 + M), 7) < [[Wloon (1 + m)[|Gelloo (191)

for almost all t € [0,T]. Therefore, since the maps ¥y, ¥ are sublinear, by the bounded convergence
theorem

k——+oo k—+oo k—+oo

=(G(U)¥(A), pr,) = (Gt (U)W (N), ) = (G, By () (192)

for almost all ¢ € [0,7], where for each # € M;(T¢ x R;)) we denote by pr = j*m € Y;(T9)
the ordinary Young measure representing the regular part @ of w. Now, by (@) the sequence
{{G., By, (7.)) }ken is dominated for large k € N by the L!(0, T)-function ||¥| .1 (1 4+m)||G.| s and
thus by (I92)) and the dominated convergence theorem limy_, ;o {G, By, (7)) = (G, By(7)). This
proves that 7 converges Q-almost surely to Z and thus in order to use the dominated convergence
theorem in (T90) to obtain (I8Y) it remains to check that {Z;} is dominated by an L>(Q,)-integrable
function. But this is easy, since for all w € L% (0, T; V1, <m(T? x R4)) and all G € LY(0,T; C(T%))

T (7, 7r0)

IN

(GO TR(A), 7Y + [(G(U) T (A), 7))
(GO T (A)], 7)) + (IGU)TL(A)], 7")

<2/ oeitl|Gll 10,50 (mey) + [ llocit (G, B + 7))
< 2/ ¥ [loon |Gl 20,70 (Tay) (1 + m)

IN

where the last inequality holds Q-a.s.

So in what follows we will assume that ¥ is a sublinear and Lipschitz cylinder map and we will
prove (I84). We recall that the fact that ¥ is sublinear implies that By = By o D. By considering
the empirical process YN D(0, T; M%) — L(0, T; M(T?)) defined by

T
1 1 T
Ny . [ L € ¢
— |21 <[Ne]
the truncated double-block estimate (I84) is split in proving the limits

lim lim sup lim sup lim sup PN {|(G, By (x™5M) — N =My 4t > 6} =0 (193)

M—=+00 p 3400 e=0 N—o+oo

and

lim lim sup lim sup lim sup PN{’«G, wk%)’m“M;E - Bq;(ﬂk%)’m“M;E)» dt‘ >0} =0 (194)

M—=+00 y 3400 €20 N—o+oo

for all G € L'(0,T;C(T?)) and all § > 0. For the quantity in ([33)), by a change of variables we
have that

(G By (a0 — iy = o 3 o 3 {au(5) - () i) )

zeT4 U * |yl <[Ne]
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and therefore PV-a.s. in D(0,T; M%)

T
(G, By (m™5M) — MBI <0 oo (1 + <1,7fév>)/0 wr, (2¢) dt

where || W|oo;1 1= supy>g |1i/\)| < 400. Thus the limit (I93) is shown to vanish similarly to (ISH).

We prove next the limit (I94]). By Chebyshev inequality for this term it suffices to show that

. k(f) T EY me:Me kY me;Mie
lim sup E"~ (G, N — By(mw, ¥ 7)) |dt = 0.
M1 oo, 100,60, NToo 0

For all parameters (N,¢,e, M) € N x Z, x (0,00)? and each t € [0, T

(G = B ) = 5 3 G ) {0 A ) () 2 b)),
IETd

Since the macroscopic averages appear inside that non-linear map ¥ this term can not be dealt by
an integration by parts. Since VU is assumed Lipschitz we can estimate the absolute value of this
term by

. . V|1 |G oo .
(ool = =yl ey < G 52 5 uta 9y A 01 = (o) n 20

z€T |y|<[Ne]

V| Lip||Gtlloo ; ,
SW > nf@+y) AM —nf(x+2)AM]|
ze’l[‘f\,
lylvz|<[Ne]

H‘I’||L1 ||Gt||oo

€TY ly|V]z|<[Ne]
2U<|y—2z|

[V |Lip |Gl
+ e P]’VE 3 Z S Uu(nf(z+y) iz +2)),
€T lylV]z|<[Ne]
ly—=z|<2¢
where Upr: RE — R, M > 0, is the map Wy(a,b) :=|a AM —bA M|, a,b € Ry. The last term
above is bounded above by

¥ |Lipl|Gelloo (0!
TNANS2d v < M|| |14 - o
N4[NeJ2d Y. Y Ymbiety)ni(e+2) < M| |uylGil Vel

z€TY |2|<[Ne]
ly—=z|<2¢
and the time integral of this last term vanishes as N — +oo since G € L(0,T;C(T4)) for each
{eZy and e, M > 0. Thus it suffices to show that

(£)
limsup BV / W (0 (4 ) (z 4+ 2)) dt = 0, (195)
M?, 700,210, N oo o (k)d k“) 2d;yv|%km] (" )dt

2my <|y—z|

where the sums are taken among all z,y, z € T¢ RO

The proof of (I95]) is similar to the proof of the two-blocks estimate in [24]. The main new
element in the proof is that the introduction of the truncating parameter M > 0 allows us to cut off
the large densities for the fluid phase as described in the following lemma. It is in this lemma that

we need to restrict the limit superior

Lemma 5.8 (Cutting off large densities for the fluid-phase) Suppose that the ZRP starts from a
sequence of initial profiles pl € P1M%, N € N, with total mass m > 0 in probability and let
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¢ G) 9, ©
{me}o2,, {k:g,)}%:l be sequences such that QFN "¢ = Y " PEN" converges to some QY €

PL(0,T;V1(T%) as N — 400 and then £ — +oco. Then for any T >0

T
0]
lim sup limsup IEkN/
0

e ANM)L, m dt = 0.
A—400 M>00,N—+o0 Z (" () ) {n; “(x)>A}

e
k

k(e) d
W) 5
N

Proof The expectation in the conclusion of the lemma is an increasing function of M > 0 and thus
the supremum over M > 0 is equal to the limit as M — +o0o. Thus since A tends to infinity after
M has been sent to infinity, we can always assume that M > A. Now, for M > A and all A > 0 it
obviously holds that

(A M) (4 100y (N) = (AA M4 4oy (AA M)

and for the continuous map Wa(A) = A-[(A— A+ 1)T A1], A > 0, we have that
0 < M4 poe)(A) < TA(N) <A, VA >0,

Consequently in order to prove the lemma it suffices to show that

> Wa(n(z) A M)dt =0,

. . Q) T

lim limsup E®»
0 zeTd
k

A—+00 Mo N—Foo
©
N

N, ;M

In terms of the regular part 7 of the M-modified micro-empirical density and equation (IIJ])

the expected value above can be written for all parameters (N, ¢) as

B [ 30 Walnl@) AM)dt = BV (@A) 7Y = BY(0A(4). 10 05 o)

d
zeTg,

= BN ((j o My (Wa(A)), ) = / (W 4(A A M), ) dQ ().
Since Q™ = limy_, oo limy_s 00 Q*N ™ we have that

T

. O] 1 m . 00.00

limsup T4~ / —= 2. Wal (@) AM)dt = / (G © M)W a(A), ) dQE>> (). (196)
£,N—+o0 o (ky') 2eT,,

kN

Now, equation (98] reduces the proof of the lemma to showing that
fim_ L sup [ (¥A(A), ) d(1Ti o 1), Q2 () =0,
A—=+00 Moo

~

But in the proof of Corollary we have seen that IT}; o j* w*-converges pointwise to D in
L(0,T; My 4 (T? x R4)) and thus since the linear map I4(-) = (¥4 (A),-): L is w*-continuous,

w*

lim [ (Wa(A), ) d(ITy; 0 57); Q77 () = /((‘I’A(A),Tf»dﬁnQio"’o(ﬂ)-

M —~+oc0

Therefore in order to complete the proof of the lemma it suffices to show that

Jim [ (@a(8), 7)) dD, Q> (m) = 0. (197)

As we will see, (I91) follows by the dominated convergence theorem, which can be applied
due to the fact that DyQ2™ is concentrated on L% (0,7; M;(T? x Ry)) seen as a subspace of
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L2 (0,T; M1(T?¢ x Ry)). To apply the dominated convergence theorem we check first that the fam—
ily {Ia}a>0 is dominated by an Ll(DﬁQ °°)-function and then that lima o0 a4 = 0 DnQ
a.s. pointwise.

For the first claim, for all w € L% (0,75 V1 m(T?)) we have |[I4(7)| = (Ta(A), w) < (A7) =
Tm for all A > 0. Since Q3™ is supported on generalized Young measures with total mass m < +oo
and (A, 7) < (A, 7)) for all m € LD (0 T; M, . (T4 x R,)) this shows that (A,-) € L>®(D;Q™).

The fact that limg 40014 =0 DﬂQ* °°-a.s. pointwise follows by a double application of the
dominated convergence theorem. Indeed, the space

L0, T; Y1(T) = Ly (0,75 Y1 (T%) Nker D+
is a w*-measurable subspace of L2 (0,7;Y1(T?)) and since obviously
D(L.(0,T; Y1 (T%)) C L (0,T; Y1(T?)),

it follows that BﬁQ is concentrated on the w*-measurable subspace L% (0, T; V1 (T4)). Further-
more since also Q% (L% (0, T;V1.m(T?))) = 1 and D(w) < m for all w € Y;(T%) we obviously
have that IA)ﬂQi’O’OO is concentrated on the measurable subspace

Qo= {p e L0, T; (T | (A, pr) <mas. Vte[0,T]}.

Thus it suffices to show that lima_, o0 [a(p) = 0 for all all p € Q. So let p € Qp. There exists then
a Borel set E,, C [0, T of full Lebesgue measure in [0, T] such that p; € Y1(T¢) and p(A) < m for all
t € Ex. But then for all t € E, we have that W4(A) < A € L'(p;) so that the family {¥4(A)}a>0
is dominated by the L!(p;)-function A. Since obviously ¥ 4(A) — 0 as A — +oo it follows by the
dominated convergence theorem that

I Ua(A)dp, =0, VicE
A~1>I<IF100 TdxRy A( ) P b

and since

/ \IIA(A)dptS/AdptSm, Ve B
T'iX]R,+

is follows by another application of the dominated convergence theorem that

lim I = 1l A)d Adp;dt =0
Al Talp) = lim / /TMR+ pr < / Pt
and the proof of the lemma is complete. O

Remark 5.1 Since the linear functional (¥ 4(A A M), ) is w*-continuous for each M, A > 0

Jim sup IE)N/O % S Wa(rf(e) A M)dt = _max /((\IIA(A/\M),w»dQ(ﬂ'), (198)

0,N—+oo 2eTd QEQ> >
N
where Q%™ = Limy y— 100 @"'%. In the proof of Lemma (5.8) we have shown that

Tan(Q) = /((\I/A(A A M), ) dQ(x)

converges pointwise to 0 as M — +oo and then A — 400 and thus one could wonder whether this
pointwise convergence could be strengthened to I'-convergence of the maps —Z4 »s to the map

1A(Q) = - / (W A(A), D)) dQ ()
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as M — +o0, and then the I'-convergence of the maps —Z4 to zero as A — +00, which would ensure
that
lim max /<<\I/A(A/\M),7T>> dQ(=w) =

A, M +00 QEQ>>®

This is not true for the weak topology on PL.(0,7;Y:(T%)) induced by the w*-topology. For
example, note that the map —Z4 is not w*-lower semicontinuous and thus can not be a I'-limit. [J

To complete the proof of (I84]) it remains now to show that (I93) holds. By introducing a
parameter A > 0 that will eventually be sent to +00 and writing the map ¥ (a,b) = [aAM —bAM|,
a,be Ry, as

Was(a,b) = Uar(a,b) o a(aV b) + War(a,b) 14,00 (a V b) = U3/ (a,b) + U3/ (a,b),

it follows by the cut-off of large densities in Lemma [5.8] that in order to prove (I33]) it suffices to
show that

lim su EN/ U dt =0, VA>0, (199
YR s o AN ZT; X ACAORAC) (199)

20<|y—z|

where TI\IJ%/‘ (nf (), mf(2)) == \III\S/IA (nf(z+y),nf(x+2)). Indeed, if (I29) holds then for every 4 >0
the iterated limit superior in (I95) is bounded above by

. ®
lim sup Ek”/o (k:(e) (e) 2a ST WA+ y)n @+ ) dt.

M1 oo, £100,el0,NToo * mETd |y|<[k(£) ]
|2 <[k} e]
By the elementary inequality |a — b|1(4,00)(a V b) < al(4,oc)(a) + bl (4,00)(b) which holds for all
a,b > 0 if follows that for all M > A >0 and all a,b >0
U7 a,b) =]aAM —bAM|Lian)(aVb)=|aAM—bAM|Lau((aVb)AM)
=laAM—=bAM|Lac)((aANM)V(bAM))
< (a/\M)]l(Ayoo)(a/\M) + (b/\M)]l(Ayoo)(b/\M)
= (a A\ M)]I(Am)(a) + (b A\ M)]]-(A,oo)(b)

Consequently, if (I99) holds then for every A > 0 the iterated limit superior in (I95) is bounded
above by

T

(£)

2 lim sup EkN / ny(z+y) AM)L,, me, dt

Moo, 100,40, NToo 0 (k:“) k“) Zd > (o ) )Lt oy > A}
[ aemy ly| <[k e]

© 1
=2 limsup [EF~ / ng (@) NM )Ly me dt,
s B 2 (@) AM) Ly

which converges to zero as A T 0o by Lemma (5.8)).
But for every A, M > 0 we have that

U5 a,b) = la AM —bA Mg a(aVb) < |a—bLga(aVb).

Consequently in order to complete the proof of the truncated double block estimate it remains to
show that for all A > 0 the term

EY / NNz NE DY Yoo @+ y) = i@+ D)Ly <ay dt
e’][‘d 20<|y—=z|<2[Ne¢]
|21 <[Ne]
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converges to zero as N — 400, € — 0 and then finally ¢ — +oc0. By making the change of variables
' = x + z and y' := y — z the summation of all |z| < [N¢] disappears and this term becomes equal
to

1 N g 1 14 V4
el >, E /O ~a D @+ y) = @)L wrgyvm oy <ay A

€
* 26<|y|<2[Ne] €T

Finally by replacing the average over y € T4, with 2¢ < |y| < 2[Ne] by the supremum of the

summands and using the bounds (I35) on the entropy and Dirichlet form of the time averaged law

A % fOT plN dt with respect to V,]J\i, p« € (0, pc), this term is bounded above by

(2[Ne))s — (203 1
LNe]) — 20 ]/W

sup sup
[Veld Hy (F)<CoN® 26<|y|<2[Ne
Dy (f)<CoN*—?

Y '@ +y) = 0" @)Ly vne <arf dvp
zGT]’iV

Si : @C[NeDi-(20¢ _
ince limnqoo TN = 2 for all £ € Z4, € > 0 the proof of the truncated double block
estimate (I84) is reduced to showing that

. 1 ¢ ¢
lim sup sup sup /m Z ‘7} (x4+y)—n (z)|]l{WE(I+y)VU(I)§A}f dl/é\i =0
£100,el0,NToo Hy(f)<CoN¢ 20<|y|<2[Ne] zeTd

Dy (f)SCoN"~? a

for every A > 0. Since the large densities have been cut, this term can now be handled as in the

proof in [24] Section 5.5] and thus the proof of the truncated double block estimate (I84) is complete.

—N.0:M: ¢ ‘ . ¢

We prove next the second claim of part (a). So we set in’ e (ﬂkgv)*m’f, ﬁkz(v)vm"f’M’E)ﬁPkgv)
and let

— —00,00;0;00 —N,l;M;e
€ 777 = Lim Lim Lim Lim e
Ql Ql M—+00 b—+o00 e—-0 N—+oo Ql
. . . . —N,;M; .
be a subsequential limit point of the family {Q; 8}. Then, denoting by

7, w0 L0, T; P (T x Ry ))? — L% (0, T; Py (T x R,))

the natural projections on the first and second coordinate respectively, it follows by portmanteau
theorem and (53] that for all G € L'(0,T;C(T%)), all ¥ € C1(Ry) and all § > 0

Q. {(G, Be(n™ — 7)) > 6} < limsup @y {|(G, Bu(x™ — 7)) > 5}
M1oo, 100,60, NToo

(€) (€) (€) A
< limsup PRV {|(G, By (N me — gk meMieyy) s 51— o,
Mt oo, £100,el0,NToo

Since this holds for all § > 0 it follows that
Q. {(G. Ba(n™)) = (G, Ba(x))} = 1
for all G € L'(0,7;C(T?)) and all ¥ € C1(R4 ). Since L'(0,T; C(T?)) is separable it follows that
al{B\p(ﬂ'oo> = B\p(ﬂ'0>} =1, WAUNS 61(]R+)

The space C'1 (R ) is also separable. Indeed, C; (R4 ) is separable since it is isometric to Co(R.)
and thus there exists a countable subset D C C;(R.) dense in C;(R.). Then the set D of all
maps U € C1(R;) of the form W()\) = Wy(A) + g\ for some ¥y € D and some ¢ € @ is obviously
countable and is we will check it is also dense in Cp(R;). Indeed, let ¥ € Cy(Ry). Then the
map To(A) := U(A) — U'(c0)A is in C1(R4) and thus there exists a sequence {¥g ,} C D such that
limy,— 400 |[Po,n — Polloo,1 = 0. Then if {¢,}22; C @Q is a sequence of rational numbers converging
to W’(00) then the sequence of maps W¥,,(\) = ¥ ,,(\) + gn )\ converges to ¥ in C;(R) since

[Wn = ¥lloo,1 < [Wo,n — Pol| + [¥'(00) — gnl-
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Therefore the second claim of part (a) follows if we show that
(N {Be(m™) =Bu(x")} = [ {Bu(x>) = Bu(x")}.
Vel (R4) veD

For this it suffices to show that if {¥;} C C (R, ) is a sequence converging in norm to ¥ € Cy(Ry)
and (7>, %) € L% (0,T;V1(T%))? is a pair of trajectories such that By, (7*°) = By, (w°) for all
k € N, then By(w>) = By(w?). But this is true since if limg— o0 [|[¥ — V|01 = 0 then for all
7 € L2 (0,7 %1 (T%)

By () = Bu(m)[rviiieo < sup (|GU)[[Wk(A) — W(A)], 7)

IGllos,1:1<1
<k = ¥leo,r sup ([GU)[(1+A),m)
IGlloo,1:1<1
k 00
<[k = Ot (1 + | B(m) [ 7v00) "7 0.

Therefore if {¥;} converges to ¥ in C (R, ) the sequence of operators { By, } converges strongly to
By and so if (w%°, 7%) € L%(0,T;V1(T?)) is a pair of trajectories such that By, (7°°) = By, (%)
for all k£ € N then

| By () = By (7°) | 1vi00 < | Bu (™) — By, (7°)||l7vi00 + | Bu, (7°) — Bu(7%)|I7v00

for all k € N and taking the limit as k — +o0o we conclude that By (w>°) = By (7"). This completes
the proof of part (a) of Theorem

(b) We start by proving (i), i.e. that in the limit as N — 400, ¢ — 0 and then ¢ — 0 the laws the
empirical processes w™N>¢ and w™N¢ have that same barycentric projection. This point in the proof

—N,t
can be shown for the whole family (wV:/, V). So we set Q" := (ﬂN’é, wVe), PN and let

QGQOOOOO.f Lim Lim Lim Q

l—+00 e+0 N——+o0

be a subsequential limit of this family. We have to show that
Q{(w ) € L2 (0, T; 9, (T%)? | B(r™) = B(n%)} = 1.
Since L(0,T; C(T?)) is separable in order to show this it suffices to show that
Q{(m>,7°) [ I{f, B(x>) — B(x"))| > 6} =0, VfeL'(0,T;C(T%)), 6 > 0.

Indeed, the set As s := {|{f, B(7w>) — B(w")})| > &} is open and thus by the portmanteau theorem

Q(Aﬂg) < lim sup lim sup limsupaN’e’a{K(f, B(w>) — B(n"))| > 6}

l—+4oc0 =0 N+

< limsup limsup PN {|(f, B(w™*) — #V)| > §/2}

l—+o00 N—+oo

+ limsup lim sup PV {|(f, B(x™¢) — 7V )| > §/2}

e—>0 N—+4oo

< Jimsup PN{H%ZW/(%) -r)|> 3}

£,N—+oo

+limsuplimsupPN{‘<< Ve Z‘yK[NE (Ty) — f,7TN>>‘ > g}

e—=0 N—+4oo

Since f € LY(0,T;C(T9)) it follows that these two terms vanish.

For the proof (ii) we have to consider subsequential limit points along the subfamily {Q*N’Z’E}( N,0,e)
of QN be = (ﬂN’e, ﬂN’E)ﬁPN defined in (B4]) so that we will be able to apply the truncated double-
block estimate of part (a). In order to prove (ii) it suffices to show that for any limit point

—=00,00,0 —=00,00,0

:= Lim Lim L
Qo™ =Ll Q. €0
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any non-decreasing map ¥ € C'; (R ), any G € L'(0,7;C,(T%)) and any § > 0
Q. {(x®, 7% | (G, By o D(m> — 7)) > §} = 0. (200)
Indeed, if this holds for all § > 0 then
Q.{(x>,7") | (G, By o D(n™)) < (G, By o D(x"))} =1

for all G € L'(0,T; C4(T%)) and all non-decreasing ¥ € C;(R.). Let C1 4+(IR4) denote the space of
all non-decreasing maps ¥ € C1(IR, ). Since the spaces L*(0,T;C(T)) and C; (R ) are separable,
the subspaces L'(0,7;C(T9)) and C; +(Ry) are also separable and thus by arguments similar to
the ones in the proof of the second claim of part (a) it follows that @, is concentrated on the set

Q=) N {(m>,7°) | (G, By o D(x>)) < (G, By o D(x°))}.

Vel 1 (Ry) GELN(0,T;C1(T4))

Now, on the set Y, (’]I‘d) the map By o D takes the form
Bu o D(r) = Bro(i"m) = Buu(ps) = bu(p)dLns = [ W) dp(3) du

where (p%),cTa is the Lebesgue a.s. uniquely determined disintegration of p, and thus since Q, is
also supported by the set L% (0,7;Y;(T%))? we obtain that for Q,-a.s. all pairs (7>, 70)

/0 [ /IR ) dp ) < /0 [ G /R ) dp () du

for all G € L'(0,T;C+(T)) and all non decreasing ¥ € C';(R.). Since C([0, T]xT%) C L(0,T;C(T9))
this implies that

/ T(A) dplee(N) < / T(A)dplo(A)  as. for all (t,u) € [0,7] x T,

which in turn implies claim (ii). Thus claim (ii) is reduced to proving (200).

Next we note that it suffices to prove [200) under the additional assumption that ¥ is sublinear.
Indeed, let us that (200) holds for sublinear maps and let ¥ be asymptotically linear. Then the maps
Uy :=U(- AM), M > 0, are sublinear and

(G, By, o D(m)) = (G, By, (m)) = (GU)T(AAM), ) = (GU)T(A), 1T} o )

for all M > 0. Therefore since II}; o j* w*-converges pointwise to D we have that for any ™ €
L0, T; ML (T x R4)), G € L}(0,T; C(T7))

Jim (G, By, 0 D(m) = | lim (GU)B(A), Ty 05" m) = (GU)W(A), D(m) = (G, By o D).

Consequently
{(7*°,7°) | (G, By o D(m> — x)) > 5} C U {(r (G, By,, o D(z> —w%)) > &}

and thus if (200) holds for all sublinear maps it also holds for all asymptotically linear maps. Since
for sublinear maps W it holds that By = By o D in order to prove (ii) it suffice to show that for any
limit point Q, € @:O’OO’O for all G € L'(0,T; C4(T%)) all non-decreasing maps ¥ € C; (R4 ) and all
6>0

Q.{(w>,7°) | (G,By(x> — 7)) > 6} =0. (201)
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—<00,00,0

. There exists then a diverging sequence {mgl)}fil, sequences {551;6)};‘;1

Solet Q, € Q.

converging to 0 as ¢ — oo and diverging sequences {k%;e’i)}ﬁzl such that

_ 1 1 1 _k(l £ ’L) (1)7651;€)
% =R e
and then, setting A%, ; = {(7>,7°%) | (G, By(x> — 7)) > &}, we have by the portmanteau
theorem

. _k(l ) 1) (1) (10 —N e
Q.(Agw) < hmmf Q." T (Agy) < limsup Q7T (Agy)
) ’ £100,el00,NToo
= limsup {<(G By (r* e — ko)) > d}.

@TOO,E,LOO,NTOO

k%),mg,M €

O me RO
and 7"~ ¢ with the processes m,

By interpolating between the processes 71’,]: and

® .
ﬁfN mesMond taking the limit as M 1 oo
— ® ©.
Q.(ALy) < limsup PPV {|(G, By(rhn me — ghvmaliey)) s 5/3)
’ M*1oo, 100,600, Ntoo

) ) M- ( .
Pt P {<<G,Bw<vr’“f‘5 mesthe _himosiy) 53}
00,0T00,el 00, 00

(€) (€)
+  limsup PRV {[(G, By (N mesM _ g ey s 53]
MToo,l100,el00, NToo

By part (a), the first term in right hand side above is equal to zero and therefore

Q (Aé ) i gmsgp - PN{«G,B‘I](T‘_N,@;M;& _ ﬂ_N,E,a;M)» > 5/3}
oo O0,EJ0O o0

+ lim sup PN{|<<G, By (wN4sM Ny > 6/3}.
M* oo, £100,el00,NToo

The first term now in the right hand-side above is also equal to zero, since for any N € N, ¢ > 0,
€7y, M >0 and any v € T we obviously have that

(' () A M) < (" (2) A M
and therefore since G; > 0 for almost all ¢ € [0,7] and ¥ is sublinear and non-decreasing

(G B ) = [ 3 6 ()l A AP

zeTY,

/ Nd Z ( )\IJ ( )[NE]/\M) = (G, By(m Ne,a;M>>>_

zeTY,

Consequently, by Chebyshev’s inequality in order to complete the proof of claim (ii) it suffices to
show that

lim sup EN’«G, By (w6sM _ g Ney) — 0, (202)
M1oo,l100,el 00, NToo

By further interpolating with the process w4 we obtain by (I27) that

lim sup IEN}«G, Bq;(ﬂ’N’e’E;M - 7TN’E>>>| < limsup IEN|<(G, B\p(ﬂ'N’Z’E — 7rN’€)>)|
MToo,l100,el00, NToo {1 00,el 00, NToo

and thus in order to complete the proof of claim (ii) it suffices to show that

limsup  EN|(G, By (x5 — aNe))| = 0. (203)
{100,el00,NToo
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—N,¢ Co C
Setting Q5 = (w6 wN-2), PN and considering the subsequential limit set

— 00,00 O . —N e
Q,’ : Lim Q,’
ZTOO,E,LO,NTOO
we can write

limsup  EN|(G, By (w45 — x¥e)) = max / (G, By (x> — %)) dQ(™, =°)
0100,el00, NToo QEQQ

and using this equality and the Moreau-Yosida approximations ¥y, of ¥ given in (I86]), we can reduce
the proof of (203)) to the case that the map ¥ is in addition Lipschitz, as in the proof of part (a).

Now, since ¥ is assumed Lipschitz, by the definition of the processes wV:¢¢ and 7V-¢
(G Bam e~ < [ o z G (2) [ (@) — W)
0[N N
<tivy [+ Z\ ()] N ) )
. 0[N N
< Lipy / (32 32 @) @) )Gt (200
zeTY,

By a standard computation on consecutive averages (see for example [I8] (4.14)]) for any ¢ <
L € 7. and any family of functions ¥ : M% — R

1
(W) =URI< 7 D mlUal (205)
* L—t<|z| <L+t
Then by inequalities (208) and (204]) we obtain that
|<<G,B\1;(7TN1LE*7TN7€>>>| SLlp\I,/O (Nd Ngd Z Z 7]t(1'+Z))HGtHoodt

z€T¢, [Ne]—£<|z|<[Ne]+£

o (NSO (N -0t [T
~ Lipy w0 | G

PV as. . ([Ne]+ 07— ([Ne] — o)
= L el

(L, ) IGlloo1

¢ 1
= Lbo iy ZO(NE DA, 7N Glloo 1

*

Consequently there exists a constant Cy < +o0o such that

limsup BV (G, By (™4 — V)| < Lipy Ca| G|, 1hmsup( 2l /(1,7TN>duéV) 0,
N—+o0 Notoo N[ Ve]

where the last limit superior is equal to 0 by the O(N%)-entropy assumption and Lemma 51l This

proves (203)) and completes the proof of (ii).

Claim (iii) is a consequence of claims (i) and (ii). Indeed, by (i) and (ii) it follows that any limit
point Q, as N — +o00, £ — +oo and then M — 400 of the family of laws aiv’é’e defined in (B4
is supported on a measurable set Qo C L (0,7;Y1(T?))? of trajectory pairs such that for any
(w2, w0) € Q for almost all t € [0, T] it holds that B(w®) = B(w?) and (f, By (75°)) < (f, By (%Y))
for all non-decreasing ¥ € C';(R,) and all f € C(T%). Therefore for any f € C(T%)

(f pmze) = (foomo) = (FU)A, %) = (F(U)A 7F) = (F(U)A, 7)) + (F(U)A, &)
= (£,B(m)) — (£, B(m))) + (F()A, 7)) = (f(U)A, 7°)
= (f,B(@)) - (f,B#")) = 0
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for almost all ¢ € [0,T], where the last term is non-negative by claim (ii) applied for the identity
map ¥ = idg, . This proves (iii) and completes the proof of (b).

(c) We recall the notation @io’oo’o = LiMgpoo,e10,Ntoo éiv’e’g where ai\/,e,e are the laws defined
in (B4]). We start the proof of (c) by noting that the two-blocks estimate (55 is equivalent to the
validity for all Q, € ©.°°", all G € L®(0,T;C.4(T%)) and all Lipschitz maps ¥ € C; +(R.) with
¥ (0) = 0 of the equality

/ (G, By (n™ — 7)) d@, (x>, 7°) = 0. (206)

Indeed, on one-hand it is obvious that if the two-blocks estimate (B3] holds then (206]) holds for
all @, € 02777 all G € L=(0,T;C4(T%)) and all Lipschitz maps ¥ € Cy +(Ry) with ¥(0) = 0.
Conversely, let @, € 0. be such that (206) holds for all G € L>(0, T; 4 (T%)) and all Lipschitz

maps ¥ € C; 1+(Ry) with ¥(0) = 0 and we will show that
Q. {By(n>® —m")=0,V¥ e C11(R4)} = 1. (207)

We note first for a given map ¥ € C; (R4 ), equality (206) holds for all G € L(0,T;C(TY)) if
and only if it holds for all G € L>(0,T;C4(T9)). Indeed, for any G € L'(0,T;C(T?)) the maps
Ci(u) = ||Gilloo and G4 ¢ (u) = Gy(u) + || G0, (t,u) € [0,T] x T¢, are in L'(0,T; C4+(T%)) and

(G4, By(m)) <<G(U)‘I’(A)77T>>+/O (Ce(U)¥(A), i) dt = (G, Bu(m)) + (C, By (7))

for all w € L% (0,7; M1(T? x Ry )). Thus we get the estimate
(G, By (n> — 7)) < [(G, Bu(w™ —7))| + [(C, By (n> — 7°))]

for all (w7, w%) € L(0,T; M 4+ (T¢ x Ry)), which shows that if equality (206) holds for all
G € LY(0,T;C4(T9)) then it also holds for all G € L'(0,T; C(T%)). Finally, since L>(0,T; C(T4))
is dense in L(0,T;C(T%) it follows that equality (Z06) holds for all L'(0,T; C(T%)) if and only if
it holds for all G € L>(0,T;C4(T9)).

Let now ¥ € C;(R;) be non-decreasing and let G € L'(0,7;C.(T%)). By employing the
approximations Uy (X)) = Ug ,(A) + ¥/ (c0)A of ¥, where Uy ;, are the Moreau-Yosida approximations
of the sublinear part ¥o(A) = U(A\) — ¥'(c0)A of ¥, one can reduce the proof of the two-blocks
estimate (BO) to the case that W is Lipschitz. Indeed, then {¥j} increases to ¥ as k 1 oo and
1Wklloo1 < %okl + [P/ (00)] < [|¥olloo,1 + [W/(00)]| for all large enough k € N, and thus since Q, is
supported on the set L% (0, T; V1.m(T%))? it follows, similarly to the reduction to the case of Lipschitz
maps ¥ in part (a), that the maps (7, 7°) = (G, By, (7> — 7°)) converge Q,-a.s. pointwise to
the map (G, By (7> — 7%)) and are dominated by an L>(Q,)-function. Thus it follows by the
dominated convergence theorem that for a given G € L(0,T; C(T%)) equality (206) holds for all
non-decreasing ¥ € C1(R) if and only if it holds for all non-decreasing ¥ € C1(R,) N Lip(R).
Furthermore, ([206) holds for a map ¥ € C(Ry) if and only if it holds for the map ¥ + ¢ for any
constant ¢ and thus we can also assume that U(0) = 0 so that ¥ > 0 in R4 and 0 < ¥/(c0) < Lipy,.

Thus equality (206) holds for all G € L(0,T;C(T%)) and all ¥ € C; 4+(R) which implies that

Q. {(G,By(r>® —7%) =0} =1, VG e LY(0,T;C(T%), ¥ € C; 4+(Ry).

Since the spaces L*(0,T;C(T%)) and C1+(IR4) are separable it follows then similarly to the proof
of the second claim of part (a) that ([207) holds.
Using this equivalent characterization of the two-blocks estimate we prove first that if for any

D) —e
subfamily {(k}i(lﬂ)) S (1), EEZ))} of {(k/’%), mye,€)} there exists a further subfamily {(k% ), My, Egé))}
N ¢
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—=00,00,0

as in (B0 such that (B7) holds, then the two-blocks estnnate (GA) holds. Solet Q, € Q, . There

exists a diverging sequence {me }ezl, sequences {5 )}z 1, £ € N, converging to 0 as i T oo for all
£ € N and diverging sequences {kj(\};l’z)}ﬁzl, (¢,i) € N2, such that

) (D) (150)
Q.= lim lim lim Q¥ ™% (208)

L—+00 i—+00 N—+o0

By the assumption there eX1sts a further subfamily {( 9 iy, & 1 )} as in (B0) along which (&7

holds. Recalling that Q = (N, wNe), PN then with {(/{:5\,1 LTy, € 5 ) )} being given by (G0
20 ®
(:2 0,i) )*m 1(2)7 ((12 0 ) 7.(€,1) —(l)
A kN my £; _ _kN ;M€

*

—k( »i)
Since {Q ™"
this subfamily, i.e.

k(l 3€,1) (1) _(1;0)

JTE,E, My g,

} is a subfamily of {Q." } the limit (208)) continues to hold along

D - lm Lm Lm O e 509
Q.= lm Jm ip Q@ (209)
By passing to a further subfamily which we will continue to denote by {(k( 9 , My, € )}( N,t,i) We

(L) = (0 () 7 200 4 EED
can further assume that the laws Qk mes = rhy $PkN

kG

of the double block empirical
process V>4 defined in (I2) converge along the subfamily {( LT, €5 )}(Ng ;) to some Q. €

PLS. (O,T;yLm(’]I‘d)), i.e.
L) (0

= 1l RS 210
Q= lm Q (210)
Of course then (209) continuous to hold and since {( mg, Z } is a subfamily of {( N ,mg, e}
we necessarily have that
00,00,0 , : N,le
. . L 4,
Q Q éToo si(I)nNToo Q*

where here QNZ €= (Qk(;;)*m’f*8 and QN-4F = ﬁéV’Z’EPN.
Since the map (7w, 7w°) — [(G, By (7> — w°)))| is continuous it follows by ([209) and the port-
manteau theorem that

R 3, 20

J G Bom™ — )] Qw7 =t [ UG Bo(m — w) @ " (7 x)
B R RED m,  RED 20
=, Jm BTG, By (e AT
RED g 056 FCCESECRYS '
Interpolating with the process 7'r,k M€ and N T it follows by (B3) in the proof
part (a) and ([202) that
(€.) R o FED S0
Jim B (G, B e A

S msup ER (@, By (8 meMiel b mee@ iy
s ,1, o0

Since we assume that G € L>°(0,T; C(T%)) and ¥ > 0 is Lipschitz and non-decreasing, for all
parameters (N, ¢, &) € N x Z x (0, 00)

(G, B30 — N MY | < (G, By (R4 — VM)
+ ¥ (Oo)«Gapj;N,l;]M;s — p#N,gYE;M ) (211)
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and by the simple identity a = aAM + (a— M)™ for all ¢ € R we obtain that for almost all 0 < ¢ < T

(Gy, By (RN _ gNLiMieyy Nd ) Gt( ){\I, (e ™ (@) A M) — W (@) A M)

zGT
. 1 1> €
< Llp\pm Z Gt(%) (Ut“N ](33) AM = (nf(z) A M)[N ])
zET?V
1 . g ’ €
= alipe Y- Gi(5) (@) = 2V — (¥ @) — an)*)
zET?V

= Lip\p<Gt; p_,J;tN,E;IVI;E — pi__iv,e,a;M>-
Consequently, since ¥/ (00) < Lipyg, it follows by @2I1]) that
(G, By (w545 — e NESM B < 2Lipy | Gllocioo (1, pnssare = Prmosenn ),

where ||G||oo;00 := [|G|| 1o (0,730 (T4y) < +00. Therefore in order to show that the two-blocks estimate
holds it suffices to show that

)
limsup EFv (1, p B w —pr L0, ) =0

—(0,i) _
M, £,i,Ntoo eihiE; PN e

The difference p#N, e — p#NWLE., v 1S & non-negative path-measure valued process and the weight
(p_’er,[;M;E - piN,Z,s;M)(x/N)a x € T4, can be expressed as
t t

(piiV,e;M;s - Pii\r,e,s;M)(m/N) = (nf(x) - M)-HNE] _ (né(l,)[Na] _ M)+

= [(nf (x) — M)TIN 1 0y (f () V)
+ [(nf () = M)V (g o) (mf () VD) (212)

which shows that

<<1 pﬂ.NlA{g Pﬂ.N[gM <]EN/ Nd Z 7’]t M)+[ 8]]1[0 ](77( )[NE])dt
zeT%

+EY / i > f(x) = M)Wy oy (i (@) VD de (213)

mETd

Since we have chosen the subfamily {(kj B8 my e Z )} so that (ZI0) holds, it follows by the next
lemma, that the contribution in the limit as N 1 oo, i T 0o, £ T oo and then M 1 of the second
summand in the right hand side of [2I3) is zero along the subfamily {(l_c%’i), my, él(.e))}. This shows
that the two-blocks estimate holds, since the first summand in the right hand side of ([ZI3)) vanishes
along the subfamily {(151(5 , Mg, E 5 ))}(Nﬁgﬁi) due to (&) being true for the subfamily {(/E:%’i), me, EEZ))}.

Lemma 5.9 Suppose that the ZRP starts from a sequence {ud € PM%}nen of initial profiles
having asymptotically m > 0 total mass and let {m,}7°, be a diverging sequence, let {5( )} ©, be
sequences converging to zero for each £ € N and let {l;:%’l)}Nzl be diverging sequences for i, N € N
such that the double-block empirical laws

in’e’i _ (ﬂ]—cg\ﬁ,i)ﬁe,gge))ﬁpﬁé,l) . Ff( )7m£7 )Pku ,i) (214)
converge weakly to some probability law Q. € PLX.(0,T;V1(T%)) as N 1 00, i 1 0o and then £ 1 occ.
Then

T

() 1 - (6 2(8) GREC)

lim limsup EF~ / — (e () — M)T]FNE0 T g ooy (e () B =
M—+00 ¢ i Ntoo 0 (l{?%71)) IETZ(E ) t (M )T
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Proof Let ¥y, € BC(R+) be the map ¥ (A\) = M - [(A— M + 1)* A 1] and note that
M1proo)(A) S Un(A) <A, VAZ>0.
Therefore

(" (x) = M)V g o) (" (2) V) < M1 (ag,00) (nf (2) V) < By (1 (2) V)

and thus it suffices to show that

T
=(8,i 1 _ =(8,i) (¢
thU.p ]Ek% )/ (*(T Z \I]M(n;n[(iﬂ)[k% )E'("[)]) dt =0.
o (ky"

M, £,i,NToo N ) Ier(“)

In terms of the double-block emp1r1ca1 den81ty process w47 of the ZRP defined in @I4) and the

Nty

®, (
corresponding laws Q5" (7 RN meel! ) PR the expected value above can be written

o, T i iy o
o | (k = S (@) e = B g (), )
0

£,i)\q
k( , ) -
N zeT ([ 9

/<<\PM< ), ) dQN b ().

N,

Therefore, since by assumption limg ; oo Q' = Q. it follows that by the portmanteau theorem

that

0,i T _ —(2,3) (¢
hmsupEk( )/o ﬁ Z ‘I’M(77,ZW($)U€§V & )])dtZ/«‘I’M( ), ™) dQ(7).

£,i,NToo P
z€T B0

So for the proof of the lemma it suffices to show that for any Q@ € @°°°*° = Limyq 0 n10o Q¢

lim (Uar(A), m)dQ(m) =

M——+o0

So let Q € @ and let us define the map Ips: L% (0, T; My 4 (T4 x Ry)) — R by Ip(w) =
(War(A), ). Since ¥y € Cy(R4) we have that Ins(m) = Ips (7). Since Upr = 0 on [0, M —1] we have
that limas1eo ¥ s = 0 pointwise and thus, since Wy (A) < A and pg, = j*(7) € My (T x Ry) is
a measure, it follows by the dominated convergence theorem that for almost ¢t € [0, T

Am () m) = gim [ wa(A) dpr, =0

Next, since for Q(L2%(0,T;V1.m(T%)) =1 and ¥y, (A) < A it follows that for Q-a.s. all paths
0< <\III\/I(A)7 Pm> < <\PM(A)77T75> < <A77Tt> =m, a.s. vt e [OvT]

Thus by the dominated convergence theorem once again we obtain that
T

lim IM(TI') = lim <\I/1\/[(A>,7Tt> dt =0
M —+o00 M —+oc0 0

for Q-a.s. all paths 7. Since on the L% (0,7;V1.m(7T%)) it holds that Ins(mw) = (W (A), 7)) <
(A, ) < Tmand this sets supports the law @, by one more application of the dominated convergence
theorem we obtain that

i [ (8). ) dQ(m) = tim [ Tus(m) dQ(m) =

M —+o00
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and the proof of the lemma is complete. O

In order to complete the proof of (¢) it remains to show that if the two-blocks estimate holds

along the subfamily aiv,e =Q K mese then for any subfamily
(m{M) 1,0 Z(1:6,4) _ (1) —(1;¢
{6t m 0, ) = (R w2 (215)

of {( N ) me, e e)} there exists a further subfamily {(k:( D g, & E ))} of the form (B6) such that (57
holds. By equality 212)), for all (N,¢,e, M) € N x Z, x (0,00)?

/ Nd Z 77t ][Ns]l[o M]( ( )[Ng])dtﬁ <<1,P,J;N,E;M;s *P#N,e,a;M»-
mETd

Therefore if we can show that

ER (1 —pt =0 216
MY 1HJ\1/T00 << p k([ D g Mie *([) pﬂ_l’c%'i),m[,éy);M >> - ( )
it follows then that (57)) holds along the subfamily {(/E:% g, & Z } For the proof of (210 we need

N,0,e
the following variant of Proposition [5.5 for the case of the joint laws Q = (Nt Vs =) PN,

Proposition 5.11 Let D, D& : L2%(0,T; My (T? x Ry)) — L% (0, T; M1 (T4 x Ry)) be the reqular
and singular decomposition operators. Let {m¢}3°, be a diverging sequence, let {{—:( )} ° . be sequences
converging to 0 for all ¢ € N and let {k% Z)}N@N, {1 € N be diverging sequences such that the iterated
lomat
—kED mg e —
li li li TR =

ZHHJPOO zﬂlgloo N—1>I-Ii-1<>o Q Q*

exists and set

N, l,e; M

QT = (M g N.aMy, PN e P (L2, (0,T; P1 (T x R4))?).
Then
im  lim lim lim (D x D)@ "M _ (B x D)@
Moo o0 05300 i 460 N—>foo - s
and

. . . . 1 1 —k([ l),mg, 0, M n
Proof Recall that ITj;: C1(T%xR,) — C1(T9xRy), M > 0, denotes the bounded linear operator
defined by I F(u,A) = F(u, A A M). We also denote by IIj; the induced operator on the corre-
sponding L!-spaces. Then the adjoint IT;,: L3 (0, T; M1 (T? x Ry)) — L% (0, T; M1 (T? x R4))
is bounded and w*-continuous. By (II8)

~

D x Do (mN6M gNeiMy — (I, 0 j*) x (I, 0 §%)) o (™4, ) (218)

which yields

—N,l,e;M N,le

= (I3 05%) x (I 0%)),@"" (219)

for all (N,¢,e, M) € N x Z x (0,00)%. Thus since the map IT}, o j* is (w*,w*)-continuous we have
by 2I9) and the assumption that

(D X D)nQ

) ~ ) .
lim (D x D);Q"~ Vomaee;” i M
£,i,NtToo

KED g el®

((HM 0j*) x (I}, 0 ))MZI%T}FOOQ

= (I ©5%) x (I 0 %)), Q..
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Since 113, o j* w*-converges pomtw1se to D as we have seen in the proof of Corollary [£2] the map
(IT4; 0 j*)4 converges pointwise to Dﬁ on PL.(0,T; My (T4 x Ry)) and therefore

lim ((IT; 0 57) x (I © 57)),@, = (D x D)yQ,.

M—+oco

For the second limit, recalling that Ths: C(T?) — C1(T? x Ry) is the operator Ty f = (A —
M)*fU),

(D x D)o (e M gNsMy = ((R* 0 Tfy) x (R* 0 Tjy)) o (™4, 7lV>e) (220)

which shows that

—Nl,e;M % % % % —N,¢,
(DF x DY),Q7 " = (R o Tjy) x (R" o T3y)),@ "

and as we have also seen in the proof of Corollary the maps R* o T}y, w*-converge pointwise to

D+ as M — 400 and the second lmit follows as the first limit. O

S(oile)t {(() (t e[j él), E’Z(-M))} be a subfamily of {(k](é), mye;€)} as in (2I0). Then since the family
{ak i} is relatively compact there exists a further subfamily {(/2:55 ) g, el ))} of the

form (B6) such that the iterated limit

RO iy &0

Q,:= lim Q% s

221
L3, NT ( )

exists. Then by the assumed validity of the two-blocks estimate, for all maps ¥ € C7 +(R+) and all
G € L'(0,T;C(T%))

/ (G, By (x™ — 7°))|d@. (x*,7°) = 0.
By applying this equality to the maps Wy (-) := W(- A M), M > 0, for some ¥ € C; +(R4)
0= / (G, Buy, (1 — 7°))| 4@, (x>, )
- / (CW)T(A A M), 7% — 70))|d, (x>, =°)

Since I}, 0 j* w*-converges pointwise to D and the map (7, 7°) — ((G(U)®(A)), (joIlp)* (> —
7r0)) ) is dominated by an L' (@, )-function, by taking the limit as M 1 oo we obtain by the dominated
convergence theorem that

0=t [ (GO, (o Ty (7 — )] 4. (r, )
= [ (GO, Bl - x))] Q. (%, =)
= / (G, By o D(n> — x%))| dQ, (>, =°) (222)

By the comparison of regular parts in statement (ii) of part (b)

(G, By o D(x* — 7°))| = (G, By o D(m” — =),
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By the equation By = By o D+ U'(00)B o D* the equality above becomes

(G, Bo D(r™ — x))| = (G, By o D(n® — 7)) = ¥'(c0)(G, B o D*(x* — 7))
— ¥/(00)[(G. B o D" (x — %))

and therefore if U'(00) # 0 equality (222) yields
0= [ 4G B o D (r — n))|4Q. (= x")
for all G € L(0,T;C+(T%)). By the linearity of D+ this equivalent to
0= [G.B(e™ ~ o)D" x D). (0%, 0")

But by the limit [221)) and Proposition [5.11] the limit ([2I7)) holds and thus by the continuity of the

map (0>, 0°) — (G, B(c> — 0°)) and the portmanteau theorem we obtain that
80 e 20,
_ : ~ 0 L LmeEM o
0=, Jm [ 16 Be™ - ")l dD* x DY@ (0%.0")
B . n —k“ 1),771@,85 M c© _0
= i [l6B o ph e - 2 aQ (7, 7%)

and therefore

. 7.(L,1) 7.(£,1) gt L1 Z(0),
i BTG, B o D e p BT 0, e e L0, T5Cu(T). (223)

Then recalling the functional equation B o D (m) = p= from (A7) we have that
<<1’p#N7[;M;E _ p#N,l,s;M >> _ <<1,B ° DL(T‘_N,Z;M;E _ ﬂ_N,@,E;M)»
— <<1,B ° DJ_(T‘_N,Z;M;E _ ﬂ_N,é;M)» + <<1,B ODJ_(T‘_N,E;M _ ﬂ_N,s;M)»
+ (1, Bo D (aN:sM _ gpNLeMyy (224)

The first term in the right hand side above vanishes by a change in the order of summation, i.e.

(1, B0 DH(6M5e — gy / = 37 {f@) — MYV — (gf () - M)*
zGTd

/Ndz > e+ y) ~ M) (i (@)~ M)*

zeTY,  |y|<[Ne]

and the absolute value of the third term in the right hand side of ([224) is bounded above by

(1, B o DY (aN:siM _ pN.LeiM )y |f}/ ~ S o )**(nf(:c)[Ng]—Mﬁ}dt]
z€T¢
/ Nd S @) = nf (@) at
IETd

and this last term converges to zero in the 1imit as N — oo by the bound (205]) on the difference of
consecutive averages. But since {(k:( ) g, & } is a subfamily of the original family {(k:gv), me,e)}

by the limit (I84]) we have that

lim BN (G, B o DL (N e B me iz )y g

M,£,i,Ntoo
and thus it follows by the limit [223) and inequality (224]) that ([2I6]) holds and thus the proof of
Theorem is complete. O
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5.7 On the replacement lemma

Let us first check that for each ¥ € C(Ry) the map Iy defined in (60) is well defined and Borel
measurable. In the definition of this map we consider the L%-space of path-measures as the target
space for the map Iy, since due to the fact that the map M, (T49) 3> 7 — 7% € M 4.(T?) is not
weakly continuous, the map t — ¥(7{°) need not be a cadlag path, even when  is cadlag. However
as we will see the map Iy is well-defined and Borel measurable when viewed as taking values in

Ly (0,T; M4 (T?)). Indeed, if ¥ € C;(R) then
[V (7)) dLpallry = [[¥(7)||Lr(ray < [¥][oc,1 /Td(l + 7%(u)) du < [[¥]loo,1 (1 + [|7]lzv)

for all # € M (T?), and thus ¥(7%) dLya is a finite measure. To see that the induced map Iy is
well-defined and Borel measurable, for each ¢ € (0,1/2), M < 400 we consider the map

D(0, T; Mo (Th) 5 7 Ig™ (7) := U ((m % 12) A M) dLya € D(0,T; M4 (T?))

where 7 * ¢ is the convolution
T L (u) = /Lg(v —u)dm(v)

and (tc)o<cec1/2 € C(T9) C PTY is an approximation of the Dirac measure Jy, i.e. the family
{tc dLpa} C PT9 converges weakly to 8y as e — 0. Let us check here that the map IE,’M is continuous.
Since a continuous map f: M — N induces a continuous map f on the corresponding Skorohod
spaces via f(p)(t) = f(u(t)) if we show that the map M4 (T9) > 7 — U((7 %) A M)dLya €
M 4c(T?) is continuous then the induced map IE,’M on the Skorohod spaces will be continuous.
The fact that M (T9) > 7 — W((m * t.) A M) is continuous follows from the presence of the
convolution with the continuous function ¢., which strengthens weak convergence to convergence in
total variation, i.e. to convergence of the densities in L'(T%). Indeed, sicnce (. € C(T?), for each
e >0 and all u € T¢

lim 7, *t(u) = lim te(v —u)dm,(v) = /LE(U —u)dn(v) =7 * 1. (u).

n—-+oo n—-+o0o

Therefore if ¥: R, — Ry is a continuous then {¥ (7, *t.) }nen converges pointwise in T to ¥ (mxc.).
Moreover, since {7, }nen € My (T?) converges to weakly to m € M, (T9) we have that

C := sup ||m||rv < 400
neN

so that |7, * te(u)] < C||te]loo and

[ (7, % te(u))] < sup U\ < +oo, YueT! neN
0<A<Cltelloo

and thus by the bounded convergence theorem we obtain that

lim /|\P(7rn *1e(u)) — U(m* te(u))|du = 0.

n—-+o0o

This shows that for any continuous map ¥: Ry — R the map
M (T?) 3 7= U(m# 1) dLpa € (M ac, || - [I7v) 2= LH(T),

is continuous with respect to the strong topology in the target space M (T9). Of course by applying
this to the map W¥(- A M) for a given map ¥ € C(R,) we obtain that the map M, (T%) > 7
U((m*te) AN M)dLrya is continuous. Thus the induced map

1M D(0,T; My (T?)) — D0, T; (M4 (T, || - 7v)
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on the Skorohod spaces is continuous. Since by Proposition [A.13] the natural injection
D(0,T; (M4 (T, || l7v)) = L (0,T; M (T))

is continuous, the map IE,’M is also continuous for the target space L% (0,7; M, (T4)) equipped
with the normed w*-topology, i.e. for any sequence {m,} C L. (0,T; M (T%)) w*-converging to
7€ L(0,T; M4 (T%)) we have

T
lim /0 FON® (e % te) AM) =B ((me % 00) AM)|| 1 gy dE =0, Vf € L1(0,T).

n—-+o0o

We show next that for an appropriate choice of the approximation (tc)g.. <1 of the convolution

identity g, the maps I&,’M: D(0,T; M (T%)) — L (0,T; M4 (T?)) converge pointwise as € — 0
and then M — 400 to the map Iy defined in ([G0). For this we will use the following.

Lemma 5.10 Let 7 € M (T?), let L be a reference measure (i.e. the Lebesque measure) on T?
and let 7 = 7% + 7t be the Radon-Nikodym decomposition of © with respect to L. Then for Lebesgue

almost all u € T¢

_ d ac
hmﬂ(u-i-[ e, e]?) _ dr

G0 (20 az W

Proof For each p € M (T?) we define the maps

_ d _ d
D‘u(u):liminf“(uﬂ e <lY) D*u(u):limsup“(uﬂ Sel) e

<10 (2e)d ’ cl0 (2e)? ,

These maps are Borel measurable (see for example [IT, Lemma 5.9.1]) for any p € M (T%) and by
[11l Proposition 5.9.1] the set

&y = {ueT? | D™ p(u) < DFpu(u) or D p(u) = o0}
is £-null Borel set. Obviously on the complement of &£, the limit

Dp(u) := lim —u(u + (7€7€)d)

0 (2€)d = D" p(u) = DJFM(u)a u e T \ Eu

exists and is finite. By the decomposition 7 = 7% 4 71 and the additivity properties of the limit
inferior and limit superior
D 7+ D 7t <D 7 <Dtn <D 7%+ Dtrt,

and on the set T? \ (Erac UE, 1) all the inequalities above are equalities. Since Erac UEL is a L-null
set D = D% + Dnt L-a.s. and thus the claim follows by [1I, Proposition 5.10.2] according to
which Dt =0 L-a.s. O

We describe now a particular choice of an approximation (ic)o<c<1/2 of the identity o € PT¢
for which it is easy to verify that

L om(u+t [—e,e)d . ' ' m(u+[—e,€]?
hr?l%)nf W < hr;l&)nfﬂ * Le(u) < hnslfé)upﬂ * e (u) = hnslfé)up W (225)
By Lemma [B.10] this implies that
lim 7 % 10 (u) = 2 (u), Lpans. for all u € T (226)
lim 7% 1e (u) = Y w), Lpaa.s. for all u .
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Of course, if we could take . to be k. := (zi)d L_cea, €€ (0, %), then we would have

1 m(u + [—¢,€]%)

7 ke(u) = /kzg(v —u)dm(v) = 291 / L epa(v—u)dr(v) = (221

and ([225) would trivially hold, but we want the want the maps ¢., ¢ € (0,1/2), to be continuous.
For this reason we consider a continuous map j. € C.((T \ {3})?)) such that

botge pepe SJe S Ly e
we set <j€> = f’]I"i jf(u) du and 36 = <j€>_1ja and define ¢, € CC((T \ {%})d) by

te(u) == @56(%), ue T ee (0, %) (227)

Then (1 —¢)? < (j.) <1 so that lim._,o(j.) = 1 and

u

1 u 1
o ettt ) < <ol 1y
(ey(2e)d =72 ’IT]d(Qs) < telu) < (Je) (2¢)4 “%5”(25)’

which shows that

(2e(1 —¢))? 0 < i (w 1 " L
eyt o) = () S e teant) < ki)
Consequently ;
(1_76)77 * 2(u) < ke (u ! 7 ke(u
<]€> ksfe ( )S E( )S <]€> ka( )
Since (1 —¢)? < (j.) < 1 it follows that
(1 —e)lm s ke_2(u) < mxe(u) < - €>dﬂ' * ke (u). (228)

Since 7 * ke (u) = @ﬂ'(u + [—¢,€]?), sending € to 0 we obtain ([223]).
It follows that for the approximation (t.) of the identity defined in (227)

dﬂ.(l(}

li = s.-Yu e T
Elf(()lﬂ'*ba(u) e (u), as-Yuce

Consequently, since for each fixed M > 0 for any continuous map ¥: R, — R4 we have the trivial
bound
|U(m % te(u) AM) —O(n*(u) AM)| <2 sup |T(N)]| < 400 (229)
0<ASM

for all w € T?, all € € (0,3) and all 7 € M, (T?), it follows by the bounded convergence theorem
that

lim | U (7 % 1o (u) A M) — T (7 (u) A M)|du =0, VYre My(T?).

e—0 Td
Consequently, for any path 7 € D(0,T; M (T%)) the paths I‘;M(ﬂ) converge pointwise in [0, T]
as € — 0 to the path Ig,’M(ﬁ)(t) = U(mfe A M)dLypa with respect to the strong topology on the
target space My 4c(T%). Since the paths I5™ (7): [0,T] = (Mg ae(T%), | - |7v) are cadlag and
thus strongly measurable, the pointwise limit-path I3 (7) : [0,7] = M 4c(T?) as ¢ — 0 is also
strongly measurable, and thus also w*-measurable. Consequently the map

D(0,T; My (T%) 3w IQM (1) := U(7% A M) dLpa € L (0, T; My ac(T?))
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is well-defined, and by another application of the dominated convergence theorem it follows that
1M converges as e — 0 pointwise in D(0, T; M (T%)) to the map I3 with respect to the normed
w*-convergence on the target space, i.e. for all 7 € D(0,T; M (T%))

T
. ac J— 1
g%/o SO (e 5 1e) AM) = W(fe AM)||,, dt =0, VfeLY0,T).
Since the maps Ia’M e € (0,1/2), are w*-continuous and by Proposition [A2] the Borel o-algebra of
the w* topology on L2 (0, T; M(T9)) is the Borel g-algebra of a separable metric space, it follows

that the maps I‘I, , M > 0, are w*-Borel measurable.
Since for each 7 € M (T?) and ¥ € C(T?) it holds that

B () — W(x A M)| = [U(x°) = C(M)[Lgacsary < 2o (1 +7)Lpacsr)

and 7% € LY(T%) we obtain by the dominated convergence theorem that

. acy _ ac < 1 ac ac = .
[ 0(r) = W A M)y < 2 Wt [ (14 0) Ly () du = 0

for each m1 € My (T%). Thus for each path = € D(0,T; M (T%)) the path 19" (x): [0,T] —
M 4e(T?) converges as M 1 +oo pointwise in [0,7] to the path Iy(7)(t) = ¥(7¢¢)dLy« in the
strong topology of M ,.(T%). Since the paths I\%M(ﬂ) are strongly Borel measurable it follows
that the path Iy () is strongly measurable and thus also w*-measurable. Since also

[l (m)]|7v 00 = esssup/ (W (i “(u) | du < [[]loo 1 (1 + (|7l 7vi00) < 400 (230)
<t<T

it follows that the map Iy is well-defined with domain and target space given in (60). Finally, since

by the conservation of the total number of particles

W (7%) — (7 A M)||7vieo < 2/ %001 esssup/ (1 + wgC(u))]l{ﬁ?c>M}(u) du
0<t<T
< 2[[ ¥, 1 (1 + (7]l 7vi00) < 2[|¥|oc,1 (1 +m) < +o00 (231)

Q>-as. for all 7 € D(0,T; M, (T%)), it follows by an application of the dominated convergence
theorem that for all f € L1(0,T)

T T
tim [ @I~ Wl A M)y e < 2] / £ [ (1+ 7o) dude =0,

M—+o00 Jg
In particular Iy = limps—+ 0 I\%M w*-converges pointwise to Iy, and since each of the maps I\%M is
w*-Borel measurable and the w*-Borel o-algebra is the Borel o-algebra of a separable metric space
it follows that Iy is w*-measurable.

Let Qg be a limit point of the sequence {Qg} of the laws defined in (B9). There exists then an
increasing sequence {kn}%%_; € N such that a;o = limntoo QEN If the assumption for the validity
of the full replacement lemma as stated in Theorem (B.6) holds, then we can assume that {ky} has
been chosen so that any subfamily {(k%), me) }(v,e) of {(kn, £)}(v,e) has a subfamily, still denoted by
{(k](é), mg)}(n,e), such that any subfamily {(k:% D me,e ge) )} of {(k/’%), mye,€)} has a further subfamily
{(k(l ) g, & E ))} along which (57) holds. Since the family Q" := wé””ePkN, NeN,leZyis
relatively compact there exits an increasing sequence {méo)}l‘?‘;l C Z4 and subsequences {kg\?%)}?\?zl,
£ €N, of {ky} such that the iterated limit

Q% := lim lim Qk(0 Oim (232)
01oo NToo
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exists. Now, in case the assumption for the replacement lemma holds then by the choice of {ky}
we can further assume that {k:g?;e) mlo)} has been chosen so that any subfamily {( D g, e ge))}
of {(kg?;é),mf), £)} has a further subfamily {(k\"”,me, )} along which (B7) holds. We consider
then the joint laws
QD im0 ¢ OO @ g0 0 (050 B0 050 2
Ry ¢ = (o Y gty oM i oS N )y PPN (N, L e) € N7 x (0, 00)
on the product space L% (0, T; M(T9)) x L (0,T;P1 (T x Ry))? x D(0,T; My (T?) and we will

denote by (¢¥, >, 70, ) the arbitrary element of this product space and with a slight abuse of nota-
(0:0) (0
tion also the natural projections on the coordinates of this product space. The family {R];N e ’E}

is relatively compact and thus there exist a subfamily {(k'¢”,my,e!”)} of {(kg\?;é),mf), e)} of the

form
W
0, ¢ 0;m 0 10
{(k"" e “)}{(,Su,i),m( boer ’)}

where {mgl)}l‘?‘;l C N is a diverging sequence, {51(-1%)}1‘?21 C (0,00), £ € N, are sequences converging
to 0 and {k%;e’l)}ﬁzl C N, (4,i) € N? are diverging sequences, such that the iterated limit
@) @
Ry := lim R ™°
£,i,NtToo
exists. In the case that we assume the condition for the validity of the replacement lemma holds,
then by the choice of the family {(k'0:", mgo))}, the family {(k\"%, m(o), ¢)} satisfies the assumption
for the validity of the two- blocks estimate, i.e. any subfamily {(k{ e e, e} of {0, mgo), e)}
has a further subfamlly {(k:( 9 g, el ))} along which (&) holds.
Since {k(e ¥ ¥, isa subsequence of the initial sequence {ky} for all (¢,i) € N? we have that
k(z ) ( ) k(f ,i)

Ii U A | — —00-
Nirilm(a ) Ry yim Qg Qy

KED e el® 6D

;Mg (£,4) (€,4) (£,i)
Also (0, 7%); Ry C=QyY = (oY kT imey, PENT and thus

o k(z 1) (_z) A
(6%, )Ry = lim (0,7 )Ry o= lim Qg
£,i,N—+oc0 £,i,N—+o0

yMMe

_ (2,%)
For each fixed (¢,i) € N? the limit Qz,o,l = limn1oo Qlé, "™ exists and belongs in the closed space

o, " = Limnpoo aN’m[’. Consequently lim;oo Q\I/,i € @, ™ for all ¢ € N and therefore
(0¥, m®)sRy € Qg " = éLim Qy .
Consequently by the one-block estimate in Theorem B (b) it follows that

Rg,{(a'l’,froo,ﬁo,ﬁ) } P Bg(w™)} =1.

Similarly
BOD O k(f D e 8( )
7w )Ry = lim (7=, 7n),Ry 0T = 1 o
( ) )ﬂ 4 é,i}\III%oo( ) )ﬁ 04 ézll\Ilel‘ooQ )
—N,l,e N l N N . —k%’i),m[,s(.[’) —N,l,e
where Q = (' )3 P*, and since Q ‘ is a subfamily of the family {Q, "} :=
k0D 0
{QY “} we have that
—=00,00,0 —N,le
T Ry € ;= Li w
(7>, 7%): Ry € Q. oo Q.
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Therefore, since { (kg\?;é), mgo))} has been chosen so that the iterated limit in (232)) exists, it follows
by the two-blocks comparison that

Ry{(c",n>®, 7" m) | B(m>) = B(x") and Bx o D(m™®) < By o D(n°), VX € Cit(Ry)} =1
and in the case that the assumption for the validity of the replacement lemma holds we have that

Ry{ (0¥, 7, 7% 1) | B(x™®) = B(x") and By o D(n>) = Bx o D(n"), ¥X € C1 +(Ry4)} =1
Therefore

@\OI,O{U‘I' < U(r*)dLpa} = R\p{(U‘I’,TrOO,ﬂ'O,W) ‘ o¥ < W (7€) dETd}
> Ry{(c¥, 7>, 7% 7) | Bgo D(n%) = T(x) dLya}

and thus if we prove that

Ry{(0¥, 7, 7% 1) | By o D(n°) = ¥(n%)dLpa} = 1 (233)

it will follow that
Q. {0 <TU(r*)dLpa} =1

with equality if the assumption for the validity of the replacement lemma holds.
If we consider the family of laws

—N,e

Q "= (rNe, aV), PN € L (0,75 V1(T?)) x D(0,T; M4 (T)) (234)

. (D)
then since {kz%’z)}N is a subsequence of {k:g\? ‘ )}N for all (¢,7) € N2, which in turn is a subsequence
of {kn} or each £ € N,

0 . 0 3R my e® . —k%’i),a(.[) .
(", m)yRy = Lim (w",m)yRy 77" = lim Q ‘ € Lim
£,i,NtToo £,i,NToo el0,NToo

—kN,E

—0,0
Consequently in order to prove ([233) it suffices to show that any limit point Q. of the family
—K
{Q""""}as N 1 oo and ¢ | 0 is concentrated on trajectories (7, ) such that By (7°) = ¥(7%¢) d Lpa

for any non-decreasing sublinear map ¥ € C; (R ). This follows from the next, slightly more general
proposition.

Proposition 5.12 Let {ky}_; C€ N be a diverging sequence such that the laws Q*N := 7k~ PN of
the empirical density in the Skorohod space converge to a law QX € PD(0,T; M (T%)) as N 1 co.
Then for any subsequential limit point Q:O’O as N 1T oo and then € | 0 of the family of laws {akN’g},
where @N’g is defined in (234),

—00,0

Q. (% 7) | By o D(n°) = (%) dLya, YU € C1(Ry)} = 1, (235)

where ™ = 7€ + 11, 719 < dLpa, 7t Ly, is the Radon-Nikodym decomposition of © € M (T?).
Furthermore this implies that also

—00,0

Q. {(n%7) | By o D" (") = ¥ (oco)r", V¥ € C1(Ry)} =1, (236)

and thus in particular the barycentric projection Bo DL of the Young measures singular part operator

D+ yields the Radon-Nikodym singular part of ordinary measures with respect to the law Q:O’O.
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Proof Let us check first that ([235) implies ([230) holds. Indeed, if [233]) holds then for Q:O’O—a.s. all
(w7 it holds that By, (w?) = By, o D(w?) = ¥o(7%¢) dLya for all sublinear maps. Thus if given
U e C1(Ry) we set Uo(A) := ¥(\) — ¥/ (c0)\ we have that Qg-a.s.

By o D(n%) = U(7%) and By, (7%) = Uo(7%). (237)
By the second equality above
By (m°) — ¥/ (c0) B(7?) = By, (7°) = ¥o(7%¢) = U(7*°) — ¥ (c0)7°° (238)

and since By (7°) = By o D(7%)+ ¥/ (00) Bo D (x0) it follows by the first equality in 237) and @38)
that
' (00)B o D (%) — ¥/ (00) B(w?) = — ¥/ (c0) 7%

which by rearranging becomes
¥'(00)B o D* (%) = ¥'(c0) (B(n?) — 7).
Now as in the proof of Theorem B.5|b)(i) it easily follows that B(w°) =« ajo’o—a.s. and therefore
By o D (%) = ¥/(00) B o D (7%) = ¥/ (00)nt

as claimed.
Next we prove (235). So let aio’o be a subsequential limit point of the family QkN’E defined
in 234) and let ¥ € C';(R4). For each § > 0 and G € L*(0,T;C(T?)) the set

AS = {(nm) € L0, T; V1 (TY) x D(0,T; M (T%) | (G, By o D(x°) — Iy (m)| > 6}

is measurable and since L'(0,T; C(T%)) is separable in order to prove that G:O’O is concentrated on
trajectories (%, 7) such that By (7)) = (7¢¢) dLpa it suffices to show that G:O’O(A(;G) = 0 for all
§>0and all G € L'(0,T;C(T%)). We start by writing

Q(A§) = (D x idpo rp, 1) Q2 {(0°, M)(G, Ba(0°) = Ly(m))]| > 8.

By Chebyshev’s inequality it suffices to show that
Buc = [ HG.Bo(0®) ~ Ta(@)] d(D X itlpiorope, cxop @ (0% m) =0 (239

for all G € L'(0,T;C(T%)). By using the Moreau-Yosida approximations {U}xen of ¥ € C;(R4),
ie. Wi(A) := Tgr(N) + ¥'(c0)\, where Uy, are the Moreau-Yosida approximations of Wg(A) :=
T(A) — U'(c0)A defined in (I80) we can see that it suffices to prove ([24I)) under the additional
assumption that ¥ is Lipschitz. This follows by the dominated convergence similarly to the re-
duction to the case of Lipschitz maps ¥ in the proof of Theorem since the maps W¥j con-
verge to ¥ and [P%llcor < [Polloosr + |¥/(c0)| for all large enough & € N and the measure
(D x idpo, 70, (T4 )ﬁQ* is concentrated on trajectories (0%, 7) such that (A,a?) < m and
(1, ) = m for almost all ¢ € [0, T].

Since the map Iy is not continuous, we interpolate with the continuous map I&,/’M/, e €(0,1/2),
M’ € (0,00) to obtain

' M =~ . —00,0
Byc < /I((G, By(0°) = I5"™ ()| A(D % idpozoam, (x)) i Qs (0°,7)

+ [ HG.15™ (7) = 1a(m)]4QZ (), (240)
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. —=00,0 . =00,0 _ —=00,0 . —kn, .
where Q% = limpy1oo QFY = WﬁQio . Since Qio € Qio = Limejo Ntoo @ ° there exists a
sequence (&;);en and subsequences {k%)}%zl, i € N, of {kn} such that

00,0 —k(i) g4

Q= 1m Q™

i, NToo
= . . . —N,e;M .
By (@), D o #N:sM =1I%, 0 j* o wN¢ and therefore setting Q@ '~ = (w:5M 7N), PN,

A AN eaM s 0 G @
(Dxnd)ﬁQ N o€ :(Dowkl\lf ,sl,MvﬂkX,)ﬁpkz\lr

ﬁk%))ﬂPk%) — ((H}‘w 07%) x nd)ﬁQ N ’81

. @ .
= (I}, 0 j* o kN &1,

Since the map (II}; o j*) x id is continuous

~ O e
Jim (D x i) @M = (115, 0 57) x i), Q2"

and since 113, o j* w*-converges pointwise to D it follows that

. — 1 ey M ~ L =000
I (B @ B i
Consequently, since the map (70, 7) — |(G, By (6°)—I¢"M (x))] is continuous in L2 (0, T; V1 (T4)) x
D(0,T; M, (T%), it follows by the portmanteau theorem that for each &’ € (0,1/2), M’ < +oo the
first term in the right hand side of ([240) is equal to
~ YOI
lim /| (G, By(0°) — 15 (m))| d(D x id),@"> =

M,i,N1oo

(o, m)

and thus, since {k](\l,)} is a subsequence of {ky} for all i € N, inequality ([240]) becomes

B\Ij,G < M,}:lngoo/ |<<G, Bq/(o-o) — ]E’,qM ( )>>| d(D X lld)ﬂQ N aal,M(o_O,ﬁ)
n / (G, 12 () — I ()] dQ ()
< w6 Bu(e®) - 15 (0] D x 1)@ (o)

+  limsup /| (G, IEM IE M( )>>|QkN(7r)

M1o0,el0,NToo
n / G, 15 (7) — I ()] dQ ().

By taking the limit as &’ | 0 and then M’ 1 oo we obtain

~ RO R
Bue =, W / (G, Bo(0®) = 13 (m)(m) d(D x i) @ (0% m)  (241)
bt UG @) - 5 )0 () (242)
M’1o0,e’ [0, M1o0,e]0,NToo
+ limsup / (G, 15 () = Fa(m))] dQ (). (243)
M’100,e’ 0

We will prove that all these terms are equal to zero. We start with the iterated limit [243). As
we have seen the maps IE,’M converge as ¢ | 0 pointwise in D(0, T; M, (T9)) to I\%M with respect
to the normed w*-convergence in the target space L (0, T; M(T4)) and the maps I%M converge in
the same topology to the map Iy as M T co. Consequently

i (G 1M () I (x))] =0
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pointwise and since for each fixed M > 0 we have by [229)) the bound

sup sup (G, 15" (1) = L™ ()] < 20Gllioe sup [¥(V)]
e>0 reD(0,T;M 4 (T4)) 0<A<M

and by ([231)) the bound

sup (G, Iy (m) — Lo (m)] < 2[|Gloct | @]l so,1 (1 + m)
M>0
for Q-a.s. all € D(0,T; M (T4)), it follows by the dominated convergence theorem that (Z43)
holds.
For the proof of ([@42) we note that the map D(0,T; M (T%)) 3w — (G, oM (x) — "M (7))
is continuous for each fixed e,¢’, M, M’ > 0 and thus since Q% := limy_; 1o Q*~, it follows by the
portmanteau theorem that

tim [ (6,25 (m) ~ 15 ()]4QH (1) = [ UG 15" (r) ~ 157 (m))] dQ(m)

N ——+oc0o

By further interpolating the term Iy () in the difference I;’M(ﬂ') — I&,/’M/ (7) in the right hand side
above and taking the iterated limit as € | 0, M 1 oo ¢’ | 0 and finally M’ 1 oo, we obtain that the
iterated limit in ([242)) is bounded above by

2 limsup / (G, 5™ () — Ty (m))] Q2 ()

M1oo,e]0

which is equal to zero by (243)).
It remains to prove (24I) under the additional assumption that ¥ is Lipschitz. This follows by
the next lemma,/

Lemma 5.11 For all G € L*(0,T; C(T%)) and all Lipschitz maps ¥ € C1(Ry)

limsup  EY(G, By o D) — 1M ()| = 0. (244)
M1oo,el0,NToo

Proof We recall that k. := @1[751& and note‘ that

7rN*kE(I/N):/ ks(“*%) d”N(U):ﬁ > n(y)ks(y&x)

yeTg,
Y — :I:) _ 1
26]\7 (9-N\d Z [ e,e]? ( N - (QEN)d Z 77(9)
y:|ly—z|<[Ne]
(2[Ne] + 1) [Ne] N

=: Oy - nlNe 245
(2N€> TI (‘T) N,E TI ($)5 ( )
where the constant Cy . satisfies limy_ 400 Cn,e = 1 for all € > 0. This implies that for each

U e Ci(Ry) and G € LY(0,T;C(T?))

(G, By o D(mN=M) / Nld 3 Gt(%)w(nt[NE](x)AM)dt

zGT]'iV
T
=[5 X ) (e estor) nar)
zET?V

Consequently, if we define the map K5 <™ : D(0,T; M4 (T?) — L2 (0, T; M4 (T%)) by

<<G,K§’8%M(7r)>>=/0 7 3 (S )W« kua/N) A M) dr,

z€TY,
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since ¥ is assumed to be in addition Lipschitz and the map A — A A M is 1-Lipschitz,

|<<G, By OB(T&’N’E;M) 7K\JPV7€;M(7TN)>>| < Lip\I,(l — C )/ ||Gt||°°Nd Z 7Tt * ke (:L'/N)
zeTY,

xe’]I‘d
PNa.s. o .
=" Lipy || Glloc;1 (Cv,e = 1)(1,mg").
Therefore by Lemma [5.1]it follows that
lim sup BV (G, By o D(m™ M) — K3 ()| = 0
NToo
and thus the process By o lA)(ﬂN’E9M)
KoM (aN).
Next we consider the process I\]I,V =M D0, T; Mo (T?)) — L2 (0,T; M4 (T9)) defined by

can be replaced in the limit as N 1 oo by the process

T
N.e:M 1 x
(@M @) = [ ga X G5l suate/N) Aar) de
0 €TY,
and we will show that the process K\]I,V SM can be replaced by the process Ié,v <M Since for any

6 €(0,1) and a,b,b’ > 0 the implication
b 1
'<a< 2 — < 2 _ 2y 1 _p2 Y
W <a<y — fb—a <z -0 < (9 9)b+(b b)
holds, it follows from ([228) with 6. := (1 —¢)%, b’ = m*k._.2(u), b = m*k.(u) and a = 7 * 1 (u) that
1
|7 ko (u) — mp * te(u)| < (— —92)7r>kk )+ (7% ke (u) — 7 % ke _c2(u))

for all u € T? and thus we compute

(G, KN (V) [NeM (N Y| < Lip, / [Gulloe S~ 1o s b))
xe’]I‘d

§Lipq,(9i—9§)/0 HGtHOO Z ¥« ko (x/N)dt

zGTd

[Gtlloo
+Lip\p/ | t‘ Z m x ke — ) w ko_2)(x/N)dt
0

z€TY,

By (243) and the conservation of the total number of particles the first term in the right hand side
above is PV-a.s. equal to

Lipg (5 — 62) Ol Glloca L. 7).

For the second term we set Vel (z) = 2 yly—z|<[Ne) 1(Y) so that by @245) we can write 7+ ke (z/N) =
(2e N)~7lNel and with this notation

1 1 .
(ﬂiv * ke — 7rtN * ka—EQ)(z/N) = (QEN)dﬁ[NE] — (25(1 — E)N)dﬁ[NE( )]
— m ((1 — g)dﬁ[Na] (:C) o ﬁ[NE(l—a)] (x))

< 1
~ (2e(1 —¢)N) (

1
TN 2"

[Ne(1—e)]<|y|<[Ne]

T_][NE] (:C) - T—I[Ne(l—e)] (:C))
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and thus since

> > n(z+y) = ((Ne]! = [Ne(1=2))}) Y (=)

z€T§ [Ne(1-¢)]<|y|<[Ne] zeTY,

the integral in the second term can be bounded from above by

[NVeld — [Ne(1 — e))¢ HGtHoo g Phaas: INelr — [Ne(1 —o)]g N
(2e(1 —e)N)d /0 Z - (2c(1 — e)N)2 G100 (1, 70 )-

z€TY,

To summarize we have the bound

&3 &3 . 1 2 [Neld — [Ne(1 —e))d
4G, 13 = ) = 1M )] < Livo { (57 = 02) Owe + =g = r 16 e (1,701,

and thus since m, := limsupy_,, [(1,7") dp{’ < 400 by Lemma ] it follows by taking the limit
superior of the expected values as N 1 oo that

. . 1 1
. N N,e;M (N N,esM /N : 2
IR _ [SE) < _ - .
hI;[lTsupE (G, Ky (7)) — I (TN Llqu{(é’a 95) + (1—2) 1}||G|\1,oom*

and thus since 6. = (1 — ) converges to 1 as ¢ | 0 it follows that

limsup EV (G, K\JI,V’E;M(FN) — Ig’E;M(WN»H =0.
£10,Ntoo

NEM(

We show finally that the process I, N can be replaced by the process 15 (7). The

N,esM /N
process Iy’ )

™

(m) can be written as

(. 1M () //TG

and therefore since ¥ is assumed to be Lipschitz

(7rtN * Le([Nu]/N) A M) dudt

MG 1 () = 1 (7)) < Lipg |Gl [ [+ 0e(Nul/N) = ¢ 1o duat

sup U(A / /
O</\<M T

The second term in the right hand side above is deterministic, and since G € L(0,7T;C(T9)), it
follows by the dominated convergence theorem that it converges to 0 as N 1 oo for each e, M > 0.

[N
Gt“

Gt(u)‘ du dt. (246)

For the first term we estimate
}ﬂiv 1o ([Nu]/N) — 7y « te(u)| = ’ /LE (v - T) drl (v) — /LE(U - u)dﬂiv(v)‘
LI (2t

z€TY ( z€TE
(L) (0o

Now, the map ¢, is uniformly continuous and therefore for any 6 > 0 there exists 6. ¢ > 0 such that

dra(u,v) < dep = |te(u) —te(v)| <0
and then for all N € N large enough so that % < e

}ﬂiv * 1 ([Nu]/N) *ﬂiV*LE(u” < 9(1,7r,fv>
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and thus by the conservation of the total number of particles it follows that for large enough N € N
the iterated integral in the first term of the right hand side of ([24€]) is bounded P-a.s. from above
by 0|G||s:1 (1, 7). Thus by Lemma (5.1])

limsup EV(G, 135 (xV) - 15 (V)] < Oim.,
N'ra4+oco

where m, := limsup o, EV(1,7)") < 400, and thus since § > 0 is arbitrary the limit superior
above is equal to zero which proves that the process Ié,v M Ny
M)

7)) can be finally replaced by the

process I&,’M(ﬂ' in the limit as N 1 co. This completes the proof of the lemma. (]

A Functional analytic prerequisites

In our approach to the hydrodynamic limit of the ZRP the various empirical processes we will consider
will take values in the non-separable dual L* of an appropriate separable Banach space L, equipped
with its w*-topology, denoted by w7} or simply w*. Thus each empirical processes will be a random
variable 7: (Q, F, P) — L* defined on an appropriate probability space Q2 with the target space L*
being considered as a measurable space with respect to the Borel o-algebra B,,«(L*) generated by
the w*-topology of L* and the laws of the empirical processes will be probability measures on this
Borel o-algebra By« (L*). When the space L* is evident from the context we will just write By,
instead of By« (L*).

In fact the non-separable dual L* will be of the form L* = L$2.(0,7T; X*) for some separable
Banach space X of test functions, for example X = C(T?). Here L% (0, T; X*) is the vector space of
all w*-measurable maps p: [0,T] — X* such esssupg<;<r [|j1¢[| x+ < +0o and a map p: [0,T] — X*
is called w*-measurable if the map [0,7] > t — (f, p;) is measurable for all f € X. As we will see, if
X is separable then the map ¢ — ||u+||x- is measurable for any w*-measurable map p: [0,7] — X*
and L2 (0, T; X*) is the dual of the L!-Bochner space L(0, T; X) of all strongly measurable Bochner
integrable maps f: [0,T] — X.

The main aim of this appendix is twofold. First we collect the necessary background on the
definition of L2S-spaces of w*-measurable vector valued maps and the isometry L'(0,T;X)* =
Lo (0, T; X*) for separable Banach spaces X, without assuming that X * satisfies the Radon-Nikodym
property and secondly to assert that the classical results of topological measure theory on probability
measures in polish spaces are valid for the space PL* = IP(L*, w*) of probability measures on the
w*-dual L* of a separable Banach space L when equipped with its w*-topology, i.e. for example
the weak convergence is Hausdorff, satisfies the portmanteau theorem and the Prokhorov relative
compactness criterion. The properties of (L*, w*) as a topological space that the topological mea-
sure theory relies on are (Hausdorff) complete regularity, submetrizability and o-compactness. The
complete regularity ensures that there enough bounded and continuous functions for weak conver-
gence of probability measures to be meaningful. In fact the standard theory of weak convergence
is true under the complete regularity assumption if one restricts attention to Radon measures. The
submetrizability is required for the Prokhorov theorem to be also valid for sequential compactness,
and o-compactness together with submetrizability ensure that all probability measures on L* are
Radon, i.e. that (L*,w*) is a Radon space.

A.1 Duals of separable Banach spaces and submetrizability

Let L be a Banach space. The dual space L* is a Hausdorff topological vector space when equipped
with the w*-topology. As such it is completely regular since any topological group that satisfies the
T;-separation axiom is a completely regular Hausdorff space [23]. It is a well known fact of functional
analysis that if L is separable there exists a metric d: L* x L* — R that metrizes the w*-topology
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of L* on (norm) bounded subsets of L*. For example one can define d by

oo

A, v) = 3 el — (i), v e X, (247)
k=1

where {fr}72, is a countable dense subset of L and ¢: Ry — Ry is the map ¢(t) = 1L+t

This property of the w*-topology is a particular example of submetrizability. A topological space
(M, 1) is called submetrizable if there exists a T-continuous metric d on M. It is elementary to check
that the metric d defined in ([247) is continuous on L* X L* with the product of the w*-topologies and
thus L* is submetrizable. It is easy to see that whenever (M, 7) is a submetrizable topological space
and d is a T-continuous metric on M x M then d metrizes the restriction of the T-topology on each 7-
compact subset K C M and thus compact sets are also sequentially compact in submetrizable spaces.
Note that if M is o-compact then (M, d) is a separable metric space for any 7-continuous metric d
on M, since K, is compact metric space in the restriction of the metric d, and thus separable, and
M =UpZ, Kn.

By the Banach-Alaoglu theorem the closed balls Bp«(0,r) := {u € L*|||u||z- < r} of the dual
L* are compact in the w*-topology and thus L* is o-compact in the w*-topology as the increasing
union of the compact subsets K, := Br«(0,n), n € N. Since the w*-topology is metrizable on
bounded subsets, bounded subsets are also sequentially relatively compact, i.e. for any bounded
sequence {p, 52, C L* there exists subsequence {ug, }52; of {u,} converging to some p € L* in
the w*-topology.

In general, unless L* is separable (an assumption to restrictive for the applications) the Borel
o-algebra By« = By,: generated on L* by the w*-topology is smaller than the strong o-algebra B~
of L*. For example if L = C(T?) with the uniform norm then L* = (M(T?), || - |rv) where | - ||7v
is the total variation norm, and if N C T¢ is a non-Borel subset of T? then the set N := {4 €
M(TH)|u € N} € M(T?) is strongly closed in M(T?) and thus N is strongly Borel. But the Dirac
map §: T¢ — PT? C M(T?) is w*-continuous and thus also (Bra, By )-measurable. Therefore N
can not be in By since if it were, the set N = §='(N) would be a Borel subset of T*.

However, since

lullz- = sup wu(f),
I£ll<1

the norm on the dual L* of any Banach space L is w*-lower semicontinuous as the supremum of
w*-continuous functionals J(f), f € L where J: L — L** is the canonical injection in the double
dual. Therefore the closed balls Bp«(0,7) := {u € L* | ||y
and the norm || - ||+ is By ~-measurable (i.e. (B, Br)-measurable). Therefore B, contains also all

L+ <1} are w*-closed, and thus in By,

open balls
Dp+(0,r) :={pe L" | u]z- <7}

This implies that Az« C By: where Ap- is the o-algebra generated by the collection of all strongly
open balls Dy« (u,r), p € L*, r > 0. However, unless L* is separable the inclusion Ar- C By« is also
in general strict.

As is customary, given a collection Z of subsets of a set M we will denote by o (=) the o-algebra
generated by =, i.e. the smallest o-algebra ¥ on M that contains =. Then if for any K C M and any
collection of subsets E C M we set E|g := {AN K|A € Z} then 0(ZE)|x = 0(E|k) and if K € o(E)
then

o(Zlx) = o(E)|x € o(E). (248)

Proposition A.1 If (M, 1) is a o-compact submetrizable topological space and d is any continuous
metric then the Borel o-algebra of M coincides with the Borel o-algebra defined by the metric d.
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Proof Let B = By ;) be the Borel g-algebra of M and let By denote the Borel o-algebra of (M, d).
Since the topology of d is weaker than 7 we have that B; C B and so we have to prove the converse.
So let B € B. Since M is o-compact there exists an increasing sequence {K,}52; C M of compact
subspaces such that M = (J;~; K,. We set B, = BN K, so that B = J,,_; By and it suffices to
show that B,, € By for all n € N. Note that by definition B,, € B|g, and that by ([248) for any
topology 7 2 74 on M and any d-measurable subset K C M

Bk ) = 0(Tk) = o(7)|k = Biu,r)lx € Bar,r)-

Therefore B, € B|k, = Bk =B = By|k, C By for all n € N as required. O

noT i) TalKy,

For any family J of maps f: M — (Q,F) defined on M and with values in a measurable space
(Q,F) we will denote by o(J) the smallest o-algebra ¥ with respect to which all maps f € J
are (X, F)-measurable. As we will see next if X is a separable Banach spaces then the Borel o-
algebra B, ) of the w*-topology coincides with (7 (X)), i.e. the smallest o-algebra 3 for which
all functionals J(f) € X**, f € X, are 3-measurable. Here J: X < X** is the natural injection
on the double dual. In other words o(J(X))-is the smallest o-algebra ¥ on X* for which all w*-
continuous linear functions on X* are measurable. We will also denote by Ba,«(X™*) (Bag(X™*))
the Baire o-algebra of (X*,w*) ((X*,d)) i.e. the smallest o-algebra on X* with respect to which all
w*-continuous (d-continuous) functions F': X* — R are measurable.

Proposition A.2 For any dual (X*,w*) of a separable Banach space X and any countable subset
D ={fr}32, € X dense in X

o(J (D)) = o(J (X)) = B+ (X7) = By (X7) = Ba(X") = Baa(X"),
where d is the metric defined on X* as in (247).

Proof Since any F € Cy,+(X*) is By+-measurable we obviously have o(J(D)) C o(J (X)) C
B« (X*) C By». Since d is a continuous metric on X* and X* is a o-compact submetrizable space
it follows by Proposition [A ] that B, = By. Furthermore the Borel and Baire o-algebras of any
metric space coincide. Thus By = Bay,«(X*) and in order to complete the proof it suffices to prove
that By C o(J(D)).

Since By is the Borel o-algebra of a separable metric space it suffices to show that and open
d-ball D(uo,€) := {p € X|d(p, po) < €} of radius € > 0 around py € X is in o(j(X)). For this,
for each k € N we consider the semimetric d, on X* given by dj(p,v) = Zf L ((fis = v))).
Then {d;}72, is non-decreasing, dr < d and limy_, 4 di, = d pointwise on X* x X*. A sequence
{pn}52, € X* converges in the metric d as n — 400 to some p € X* if and only if it converges to
1 in the semimetric dy, for all £ € N. We note that the semimetrics dj, satisfy the following property

di(p,v) =d(p,v), forsomeke N = pu=uw. (249)

Indeed, if di(p,v) = d(p,v) then also digin(p,v) = d(p,v) for all n € N. This implies that
Y(|{frgn, o —v)|) = 0 for all n € N. Since {fr4n}22; is dense in X it separates the points of
X* and therefore p = v.

Next we note that if for each ¢ > 0 we define B(pg,e) := {u € X*|d(u, po) < €} the closed d-ball
of radius € > 0 and by Dy (uo, 5) the open dg-ball of radius ¢ around then

D(po, e (Moﬁ* —) and  B(uo, € ﬂ Dy (po, € (250)

n=1

for all € > 0 and in particular

DG0.2) = U Bl =) = U () e = 2). (251)

n=1 n=1 k=1



The left hand side equality in ([250) is obvious so we show the right hand side equality. On one hand if
w € Ny Di(po, ) then di(p, p1o) < € for all k € N and therefore d(p, po) = limp— 400 di(p, f10) < €
and thus 1 € B(uo,e). This shows that ;- , Di(ro,e) € B(uo,€). For the converse inclusion it
suffices to show that B(po,e) € Di(uo,€) for all k& € N. To prove this let & € N and note that

by @249)
B(po,€) \ Dr(po,€) € {no}-

Indeed, suppose if p € B(po, ) \ Di(to,€) then
di (b pro) < d(paks pro) < & < dy (g, o)

which according to (249) implies that pr = po. Since pg € B(po,e) N Di(po,€) it follows that
B(po,¢) € Di(p0,€). This proves ([250) and thus also ([25I) holds. Consequently in order to show
that D(ug,¢e) € o(J (D)) it suffices to show that Dy (0,¢) € o(J (D)) for all k € N.

But o(J (D)) contains all sets of the form

(T (), D] T (A) S X7, A€ Bre, keN (252)
where ((7(f;),-))¥.;: X* — R* is the continuous linear vector functional defined by

[(T i)y i) (i) = ((frods ey {Fies 1))

and it we can easily see that D(0,¢) is such a set for all k¥ € N. Indeed, if for each & € N we define
the continuous map ¢y, = ¥4°: R¥ — Ry by

k
Ur(ty, ...t Z

i=1

w fza/j/0>|

) -

then we can express the map di (-, po) as di (1, o) = Vi° ((f1, 1), - - -, {fx, 1)) and therefore

Di(0,2) = (x o [((T (£, D) ™ (10,2)) = [T (£ i) (81 (10,9))).

Since 1, *([0,¢)) is a Borel subset of R* we have thus expressed Dj(0,¢) as a set of the form (252)
which proves that Dy(0,¢) € o(J (D)) and completes the proof. O

A map T: X* — Y* is called a w*-measurable operator if it is (o(J (X)), o (T (Y)))-measurable.
Equivalently T is w*-measurable if it maps w*-measurable curves to w*-measurable curves, i.e. if for
any measurable space (7,F) and any w*-measurable map p: 7 — X* the map 7 2 ¢ — T(uy) is
w*-measurable. In the case that X, Y are separable this equivalent to T being (B, By~ )-measurable.

In the next example we see how the w*-lower semicontinuity of the norm || - || x+ can be used in
the case that X = C(T) is the space of continuous maps on a compact metric space with the uniform
norm and M(T) := C(T%)* to show that the variation map |-|: M(T) — M, (T) is w*-measurable.

Example A.1 Let T be a compact metric space. Then the variation map |- |: M(T) — M, (T)
that assigns to each u € M(T) its variation |u| € M (T) is w*-measurable.

Proof If we show that for each Borel set B C T the map Ig: M(T) — Ry given by Ip(u) = |u|(B)
is w*-Baire then for any simple function ¢ = >, a;1p,, B; € Br, a; € R, n € N the map
Is: M(T) — R given by Iy(p) = [ ¢d|p| is w*-Baire and since any bounded function f € B(T)
can be approximated p01ntw1se by a uniformly bounded sequence {¢,}>2 ; of simple functions it
follows that the map Iy: M(T) — R given by Ir(1) = (f,|u]) is w*-Baire as the pointwise limit
of a sequence of w*-Baire functions. In particular the map (f,|u|): M(T) — R is w*-Baire for all
f € C(T) and thus the map |- |: M(T) - M, (T) is w*-measurable.
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Let now A C Bt be the collection of all sets B € Bt such that the map Ig is w*-measurable.
Obviously § € A and since the total variation norm || - |7y is measurable also T € A. Since
Ir\g(p) = |u|(T\ B) = [|ull7v — |u|(B) = || - ||rv — I the collection A is closed under complements
and it is obviously closed under disjoint unions. Therefore A is a A-system and by Dynkin’s 7-\
theorem in order to show that A = B it suffices to show that A contains the m-system of all open

sets.
So let U C T be an open set. In order to show that U € A it suffices to show that
lul(U) = sup (f,p) =: po(U). (253)
fec(T)
[fI<1lu

Indeed, if (253)) holds true, then since C(T) is separable there exists a countable family Dy C C(T)
such that |f| < 1y for all f € Dy and {f € C(T) | |f| < 1y} € Dy and thus then |u|(U) =
SUp e p,, (f> 1) which shows that the map M(T) > p = [p[(U) € Ry is w*-lower semicontinuous
and w*-Baire as the supremum of the linear maps M(T) > p — (f,u) € R, f € Dy. Obviously
po(U) < |u|(U) and thus in order to show (253)) it suffices to show the converse inequality. So let PUN
be a Hahn decomposition of T with respect to . By the argument in the proof of Proposition ET](e)
we can find a sequence {¢,} C C(T4%[0,1]) converging |u|-a.s. pointwise to 1p — 1. Furthermore
there exists a sequence of compact sets K,, C U such that |u[(U \ K,) < % for all n € N and thus
if {1,} € C(T%[0,1]) is any sequence of functions such that 1g, <, < Iy then {1} converges
|u|-a.s. pointwise to 1. Then if we set f,, := ¢n1), the sequence {f,} converges |u|-a.s. pointwise
to ly(1lp — 1y) and | f,| < 1y for all n € N and thus
poU) = tim (fuosi) = [ Lumpdi— [ oo du= it (©) + 5~ () = ul(©)

n—-+oo

which proves (253)) and completes the proof. O
We will say that a net {T, }ae. of linear operators T, : X* — Y™*, a € A, w*-converges pointwise
on X* to T: X* — Y™ if the net {Topu}aca to T for all p € X*, ie. if

lim{g, Top) = (g, Tp), VgevY,Vue X"

We will denote by T' = w*-lim, T}, the w*-limit operator of the net {T,}. Note that by the the
w*-semicontinuity of the norm | - ||y~ in the w*-topology it follows that if T = w*-lim,, T, then the
operator norm || - || on the space B(X*,Y™*) of all bounded operators T: X* — Y* satisfies

|7 < lim inf || 75|

and thus it is lower semicontinuous with respect to pointwise w*-convergence of operators. As we
will see the w*-measurability of operators is preserved by pointwise w*-convergence of sequences of
operators.

Proposition A.3 Let X*, Y* be the duals of the Banach spaces X, Y. If {T,,}22, is a sequence of
w*-measurable operators Ty : X* — Y* that w*-conveges to T: X* — Y™ pointwise in X*, then T

is w*-measurable.

Proof Since the o-algebra o(J(Y)) is generated by sets of the form J(g)~(A4), g € Y, A € Br it
suffices to show that T=1(J(g)71(A)) is in o(J (X)) for all g € Y, A € Br. Equivalently it suffices
to show that the map J(g) o T: X* — R is o(J(X))-measurable. Since the operator T,,, n € N,
are w*-measurable the maps J(g) o T;, is o(J (X))-measurable for all n € N and by the assumption
that {7} w*-converges pointwise to T it follows that for each g € Y and each p € X*

lim J(g) o To(u) = lim (g, Tpn) = (9,Tp) = T (9) o T (1)

n—-+oo n—-+oo

Thus J(g) o T is measurable as the pointwise limit of a sequence of measurable real valued maps.(]

117



Proposition A.4 Any w*-continuous operator T: X* — Y™ between duals of Banach spaces is
w*-measurable and (Bysx , Bwy, )-measurable.

Proof Let T: X* — Y™ be a w*-continuous operator. Since continuity implies Borel measurability
we only have to show that T is (o(J (X)), o(J(Y)))-measurable. Using the fact that for any Banach
space X we have (X*, w*)* = X < X** it follows that an operator T: X* — Y™* is w*-continuous if
and only if T' = T} is the adjoint of a bounded operator Tp: Y — X, in which case T'=T;. Thus T’
is w*-measurable since if (7, F) is any measurable space and p: T — X* a measurable map, then
(9, Tpe) = {9, Tg ) = (Tog, pue) for all g € Y and all t € T and therefore the map 7 3 ¢t — (g, T i)
is measurable since Tpg € X and the map T 3t — p; is w*-measurable. (I

We will denote by B(X*,Y*) the space of all bounded linear operators, by By-(X*,Y*) its
subspace consisting of all bounded w*-measurable operators and by BC,-(X*,Y™*) the subspace
of B(X*,Y*) consisting of w*-continuous operators. We will always consider the space B(X*,Y™*)
equipped with the topology of pointwise w*-convergence of operators. In terms of these spaces,
Propositions [A.3] and [A4] state that the subspace B, (X*,Y*) is a sequentially closed subspace
of B(X*,Y*) with respect to pointwise w*-convergence of operators that contains the subspace
BCy+(X*,Y™*). Thus if we define the space Ay~ (X*,Y™) of w*-Baire measurable operators T: X* —
Y™ as the sequential closure of BC,,»(X*,Y™*) in B(X*,Y™), i.e.

AX*,Y") 1= BCy- (X*,Y")" == {F C B(X*,Y") | F seq. closed and BC,-(X*,Y*) C F}

we have by Propositions [A3] and [A4] that A« (X*,Y*) C By« (X*,Y*). The set A, (X*,Y*) is
indeed a subspace of B(X™*,Y™*). To see this, for any subset A C B(X*,Y™*) we define

[Alsq :={T € B(X*,Y") | {Tn};2, € Ast. T, — T w*-pointwise}.

If A is a subspace, then so is [A]sq. If we set BCy- (X*, Y*)1 = [BCy-(X*,Y™)]sq and via transfinite
induction we define BC,» (X*, Y*)£+1 = [BCy~ (X*, Y*)g]
than the first uncountable ordinal w; and BC’UJ*(X*,Y*)f = U¢ce BCu+ (X*,Y"F)< for any limit

ordinal £ < wy, then

sq for any successor ordinal £ > 1 smaller

BO,- (XY = |J BOWw (X" Y,
E<w
and thus A« (X*,Y*) = BC,-(X*, Y*)Sq is a subspace as the increasing union of subspaces.
Proposition A.5 Let T: X* — Y* be a w*-Baire measurable operator and let R*: Y* — Z* and
J*: X5 — X* be w*-continuous operators. Then the compositions R* oT and T o j* are w*-Baire

measurable.

Proof The claim follows by transfinite induction and the fact that whenever {7),}52; C By~ (X*,Y™)
is a sequence of operators w*-converging pointwise to 7" and Sy: Y* — Z* and Sy: Z* — X* are
w*-continuous operators then S o T;, w*-converges pointwise to S; o T and T, o Sy w*-converges
pointwise to T o Ss. O

Example A.2 If we regard B(T?) as a subspace of M(T%)* 22 (M(T9), || - ||7v)* via the injection
I: B(T%) — M(T%)* defined by I(f)(u) = [ fdu then

C(T4) = (M(T?), w*)* € B(T?) C Ap-(X*,R) C M(T9)*.

118



A.2 Weak convergence on completely regular spaces

We recall that given a Borel probability measure p on a topological space M a Borel set B C M is
called u-Radon if it is approximated from inside by compact subsets, i.e.

u(B) = ;té%u(K)-

The measure p is called a Radon measure if every Borel subset B of M is py-Radon and weakly
Radon if every open set is y-Radon. The measure p is called tight if the whole space M is p-Radon.
We will denote by PrM, P, M the spaces of all Radon and tight Borel probability measures on M
respectively. A topological space M is called a Radon space if every Borel probability measure y on
M is a Radon measure. We start by proving that X* is a Radon space.

Lemma A.1 Let (M, 7) be a topological space. Then P:M = PrM iff every compact subspace of
M is a Radon space.

Proof We suppose first that every compact subspace of M is Radon and prove that P, M C PrM.
So let € P:M, B € Bjs be any Borel subset of M and let € € (0,1). Then since 4 is tight, there
exists a compact subset K of M such u(M \ K) < §. Then

BKEO‘(AQK|A€T):BJMQKE{BQK|BEB]M}

and by assumption the subspace K is a Radon space and therefore the probability measure pg =
ﬁ,uhgk € PK is Radon. Therefore there exists a compact subset F' of K N B such that px ([K N
BI\F) <

m and for which

B\ F) < u([K 0 B]\ F) + p(M\ K) < <.

It is easy to see that any compact subset of the space K is compact subset of M, which since
u(B\ F) < e and € > 0 was arbitrary proves that p is Radon.

Conversely, suppose that P,M =PrM, let K C M be compact and let p € PK. The measure
g(-) == u(K N -) € PM is obviously tight and therefore by assumption it is Radon. Let now
B € Bx = By N K and € > 0. Since i is Radon, there exists a compact subset F' of M such that
FCBCK and i(B\ F) < e. Then F is also compact in K and u(B\ F) = (B \ F) < ¢, since
B C K. Therefore the arbitrary measure u € PK is Radon and thus the arbitrary compact subspace
K C M is a Radon space, which completes the proof. (I

Proposition A.6 Let (M, T) be a topological space. If M is o-compact then PtM = PM and if M
is submetrizable it holds that Py M =P rM.

Proof If M is o-compact then M can be written as the countable increasing union M = (J;~ ; K,
of a family {K,}52, of compact sets and thus any finite measure p is tight by continuity from
below. For the second claim, if M is submetrizable there exists a continuous metric d on M, which
as we have seen metrizes the restriction of 7 on every compact subset K C M. Consequently, every
compact subspace of M is metrizable, thus polish and thus Radon. Therefore PtM = PrM by
lemma [AT] O

Corollary A.1 Any probability measure on a o-compact submetrizable space is a Radon measure.

In particular the dual X* of a separable Banach space is a Radon space with the w*-topology.

Proposition A.7 Let M be a completely regular topological space and let pu,v € PM be weakly
Radon measures, such that

/fdu:/fdy, YV f € BC(M). (254)
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Then p = v.

Proof Since p,v are Borel measures, it suffices to prove that u(A) = v(A) for every open set A.
But since p, v are weakly Radon, for every open A C M we have that p(A) = supgeq #(K), and
likewise for v, which shows that in order to prove that u = v it suffices to prove that pu(K) = v(K)
for compact subset K of M.

So let K C M be compact. Since M is completely regular, for every x € M \ K there exists
a function f, : M — [0,1] such that f,(z) = 1 and f|x = 0. We denote by F(M) the set of all
finite subsets of M, define an upwards directed set A := {a € F(M)|a N K =0} with order the set
inclusion, and define the non-decreasing net (fs)aca € C(M;[0,1]) € BC(M) by fo = maxgeq fz-
Obviously fu|x = 0 for every a € A and fo(z) = 1 for all z € . Consequently, fo — 1 — 1g
pointwise, since given ¢ € M\ K, 1 > f,(z) > f.(x) = 1 for every o > {2} € A and for every
x € K we have f,(x) = 0 for all @« € A. Furthermore, this net is obviously increasing. In other
words 1, < fo <1—1g foralla € A and 1, — 1 — 1k pointwise, and

/fadpgp(M\K), for p = p,v and a € A. (255)
On the other hand, given € > 0, for each z € M \ K we have that f;(z) =1 > 1—¢ and therefore

M\KC |J {fa>1-¢}
z€EM\K
Then, for any compact set F' C M \ K, the family U, := ({f, > 1 —¢}).em\ k is an open covering of
F, and so there exist n = n(F,U.) € N and 2,...,2z, € M \ K such that F' C J;_;{fs, >1—¢}.
Then, for p = p,v, for all @ > o, := {x1,...,2,} € A

pF) < o( U > 1= 2} <p(lfa> 1= ) £ 7= [ fado
k=1

Therefore, since ¢ > 0 is arbitrary, for fixed ' € M \ K we have that p(F) < liminf, , [ fodp and
since M \ K is open and p, v are weakly Radon taking the supremum over all FF € M \ K, we get
that p(M \ K) < liminf,_, [ fo dp. Together with (255) this proves that p(M \ K) = [ fo dp for
p = ,v, which by assumption(254) implies that p(M \ K) = v(M \ K), and thus u(K) = v(K). O

Lemma A.2 Let (M, 7) be a completely regular topological space and let f € B(M) be a bounded
function. Then f is lower semicontinuous iff
f= sup h. (256)

heBC(M), h<f
Proof If (256) holds then f is lower semicontinuous and in fact the complete regularity of M is
not required at for this implication. So we assume that f is lower semicontinuous and we will show
that ([250) holds. We note first that we can make the additional assumption that f > 0. Indeed, if
m := infyep f(z) and the claim holds for non-negative functions, that

f=m+(f—-m)=m+ sup h= sup h.

heBC(M), h<f—-m heBC(M), h<f
So in the rest of the proof we assume in addition that f > 0. The > inequality in (256) is obvious
and thus order to complete the proof it suffices to prove that

fle)y< sup  h(x)

heBC(M):h<f
for all z € M. Since we assume f to be > 0 we obviously have that sup,cpcoar), n<ph = 0
and therefore if f(z) = 0 we have nothing to prove. So we fix x € M such that f(x) > 0 and let
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e >0 € (0, f(x)/2) be arbitrary. Since f is lower semicontinuous, there exists an open neighbourhood
V. of 2 such that f(V;) C (f(x)—¢,400), and since M is completely regular, there exists a continuous
function h, : M — [0, f(z) — €] such that h,(x) = f(z) —¢ and h;|ye = 0. Then, h, € BC(M) and
0<h, < [ f(x) —e]ly, < f, where the last inequality follows from the choice of the neighbourhood
V.. But then
flx)=e+hg(z) <e+ sup h(z).
heBC(M):h<f

So letting € tend to zero we get that f(z) < sup,cpea)n<s (@) as required. O

A Borel probability measure p in a topological space (M, 7) is called T-smooth if for any upwards
directed family {U,}aec4 of open sets we have that

u( U Ua) = sup p(Usy).

acA acA

It is easy to see that any weakly Radon measure on a topological space (M, ) is T-smooth.
Indeed, let {U,}aca € 7 be an upwards directed family of open sets. We obviously have that

o( U 0n) > sup )

acA acA

For the converse inequality, let € > 0 be arbitrary. Then (J,c 4 Ua is open and since p is weakly
Radon there exists a compact set K C |J,c4 Ua such that U(UaeA Ua) <= u(K) +e. Now,
the family {U,} covers the compact set K, and therefore there exists a1,...,a, € A such that
K C;_, Ua,. But since {U,} is upwards directed, there exist ag € A such that | J;_; Ua, C Ua,,
which shows that
p( U Ua) = i(K) + ¢ < plUa,) +¢ < sup u(Ua) + <,
acA aeA

and proves the claim.

Since any tight measure in a metric space (M, d) is a Radon measure it follows that any tight
measure in a metric space is 74-smooth where 74 is the topology defined by the metric d.

Lemma A.3 Let (M, 7) be a topological space and let p € PM be a T-smooth measure. Then, if

f = sup,cy u, where U is any upwards directed uniformly bounded family U of lower semicontinuous

functions u: M — R, we have that
/fd,u = sup/udu.
ucl

Proof We note first that we can assume in addition that 0 < f(z) < 1 for all x € M. Indeed,
suppose this is true and set b := infyenr f(x) < sup,eys f(x) =: B. Then for any ' < b, we have
f =V >0 and the function f := satisfies 0 < f(z) < 1 for all z € M and f = supgey U

’

where U = {572~ |u € U}. Then,

B-b'+1

=0
B—V+1

/fd,u:b’+(B—b’Jrl)/f_d,u:bJr(be/nLl)sup/ﬂdu:sup/udu.

aeUu ueU

So in what follows we assume that f(M) C (0,1) and let € > 0 be arbitrary. We have to prove
that [ fdu <e+sup,y [ udp. For each n € N we have

[rans St <r s ) =T el T =L D> 1)
k=0 k=0 k=1
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We fix n > 2/e. Since f = sup, ¢y u, we have that {f > £} =J, ,,{u> £} foreachk=1,...,n—1.
But since each u € U is lower semicontinuous, for each k = 1,...,n — 1 the set U¥ := {u > %} is
open, and the family U* := {UF}, e is an upwards directed family of open sets for each fixed
k=1,...,n— 1. Therefore since p is 7-smooth we have that

k k
u{f > —} = Supu{u > —}
n ueU n
forallk=1,...,n—1, and so for each k =1,...,n — 1 we can choose u; € U such that

O [

Then, since U is upwards directed, there exists uy € U such that ug > u; V...V u,—1, and

e 1. kY e n—le 1% k 1% k
< 4= 2l<z — 4= “lceqp o z
/fdu_2+n 'u{f>n}_2+ n 2+n;u{uk>n}_€+n;u{u0>n}

k+1
L} SE—i—/uod,uga—i—sup/udu.
n uel

I
™
+

SRS
o~
=

—

S|

AN
IS
o
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Since € > 0 was arbitrary this concludes the proof. (I

Next we state the portmanteau theorem in completely regular topological spaces. It is known [30]
Theorem 8.1] that the well-known characterizations of the weak convergence of nets (g )aca C PM
given in the portmanteau theorem in polish spaces remain valid in the more general context of
completely regular topological spaces (M, 7), provided the limiting measure p is 7-smooth. Since
any tight measure in a metric space is Radon and thus smooth, the portmanteau theorem is valid in
any metric space under the assumption that the limiting measure p is tight and since any measure
on the w*-dual of a separable Banach space X is Radon by Corollary[A.1] the portmanteau theorem
holds in the space P(X*, w*) without any assumptions on the limiting measure p.

Proposition A.8 (The portmanteau theorem) Let (M, T) be a completely regular topological space,
let (fa)aca be a net in PM, and let p € PM be a T7-smooth measure. Then the following are
equivalent:

(a) pa — u € PM weakly.
(b) For every closed set F C M, limsup,, i (F) < pu(F).

(¢) For every open set U C M, liminf, pa(U) > p(U).

(d) For every p-continuous set A C M, i.e. for every Borel set A C M such that u(0A) = 0, it
holds that lim, pa(A) = p(A).

(b") For every bounded upper semicontinuous function f: M — [—00, 00),

limsup/fduag/fdu.

(¢") For every bounded lower semicontinuous function f: M — (—o0, 0],

liminf/fd,uaz/fdu.

(d') For evert bounded p-a.s. continuous function, lim, [ fdue = [ fdpu.
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Proof Since a Borel subset A C X is closed, open and p-continuous iff 1 4 is lower semicontinuous,
upper semicontinuous and p-a.s. continuous respectively, it follows that (2’) implies (), for x = b, ¢, d.
Furthermore, (b) is equivalent to (c), and (b’) is equivalent to (¢’). Finally it is obvious that (d’)
implies (a), and therefore it suffices to prove that (a)==-(c’), (b)A(c)==-(d), and that (d)=(d’).
(a) = (') Let f: X — (—00,00] lower semicontinuous and bounded. By lemmas [A.2] and [A.3]

/fdu:sup{/hdu‘heBC(M), hgf}.

which as we can easily see implies that liminf, [ fdu, > [ fdp.
(b) A (c) = (d) We note first that a Borel set A C X is a y-continuous set iff u(A°) = u(A) = u(A).
So if A is an p-continuous set, by (b) and (¢) we have that

w(A°) < liminf u, (A°) < liminf 1, (A) < limsup p, (A) < limsup p,(A) < u(A),

which according to the initial remark proves (d).
(d) = (d') Let f: X — R be a bounded, p-a.s. continuous function and let € > 0. Let My € By,
be a full measure set, (M) = 1, of continuity points of f and let a,b € R such that a < f(x) < b for
all z € M. For each r € (a,b), we set Fy. := {x € X | f(x) = r}. The family {F, },¢(q,p) is a partition
of M, and thus for every finite subset I of (a,b) we have that Y, o, u(F.) = p(U,; Fr) <1 and
thus

> u(F) <1< +o0.

re(a,b)

Consequently the set of all r € (a,b) for which p(F,) > 0 is at most countable. There exists then
a partition a = ag < a1 < -+ < a, = b of the interval (a,b), such that a; —a;—1 <e,i=1,...,n
and p(F,,) = 0,4 =0,...,n. Weset B; := f~!([ai—1,a;)), i = 1,...,n, and define the simple
functions ¢ = > a;—1lpg, and ¢ = > a;1g,. Obviously, ¢ < f < ¢ and ¢ — ¢ < e. Also
OFE; C F,, , UF,, U(M\ M), for all i = 1,...,n and thus the E;’s are u-continuous sets. Then
lim [ ¢dp, = [ ¢dp and lim [ dp, = [dp by (d) and thus

/fdu*ES/d)duéliminf/fdﬂnSlimsup/fdMnS/i/fdMS/fdqus.

Since € > 0 was arbitrary, the claim follows. (I

Next we state the generalization of Prokhorov’s relative compactness criterion on metric spaces
to completely regular topological spaces, originally due to Le Cam [6]. Prokhorov’s criterion is valid
in any metric space M and states that a uniformly tight family M C P M of probability measures is
relatively compact in the weak topology. It is usually stated in separable metric spaces, e.g [5] but
it is valid in any metric space. Indeed, if M is uniformly tight, then there exists a separable closed
subspace My such that pu(Mp) =1 for all u € M. Then the family

Mo = {plBy, | ne M} CPM,

is a uniformly tight family of probability measures in the separable space My and thus given any
sequence {/i,} C M there exists a subsequence {uy, } of {un} and po € P My such that puy, |5,, —
to as n — +oo. But then for the measure u € P;M defined by u(B) = po(B N Mp) we have that
Wk, — p weakly. If the metric space is complete, the converse is also true, i.e. if a family M C P, M
is relatively compact then it is uniformly tight.

Theorem A.1 (Prokhorov-Le Cam) Let (M, 7) be a completely reqular topological space. Then any
uniformly tight family M CTPrM of probability measures is relatively compact in PrM in the weak
topology. If M is in addition submetrizable then any uniformly tight family M C P, M 1is also

sequentialy relatively compact in Py M in the weak topology.
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Proof For the proof of the first assertion see [8, Ch. 3, Th. 59]. The second assertion was proved
in [6]. Since the latter assertion will be frequently used in the text and the original reference is
easily accesible only in Russian we will give a direct proof by using the submetrizability of M and
Prokhorov’s theorem in metric spaces.

So let M C P:M be a uniformly tight family of probability measures and let {u,}52, € M
be a sequence in M. We need to exhibit a subseqeunce {ug, 152, of {un} and p € Py M such that
pr, — p in the weak topology of Py(M, 7). Since M is submetrizable there exists a continuous
metric d: M x M — R, which necessarily metrizes the restriction of the topology 7 on any 7-compact
subspace K C M. Since the family M is uniformly tight with respect to the topology 7 and any
T-compact set is d-compact, it follows that M is also tight in the metric space (M,d). Thus by
Prokhorov’s theorem on metric spaces there exists a p € P,(M,d) and a subsequence {pg, }52
of {un} such that pp, — p in the weak topology of P(M,d). In particular by the portmanteau

theorem on metric spaces

lim sup pg,, (F) < u(F), Vd-closed F C M. (257)
n—-+oo

If we can show that
lim sup ug,, (F) < p(F), V7-closed F C M (258)
n—-+oo

and that p is 7-smooth it will follow by the portmanteau theorem for completely regular spaces that
1, — p and the proof will be complete.

We show first ([258]). So let F' C M be 7-closed and let € > 0. Since M is uniformly 7-tight there
exists a 7-compact set K. C M such that

sug pr, (M\ K.) <e. (259)
ne

Then F'N K, is 7-compact and thus it is also d-closed. Thus by (257

limiup pe, (F O K:) < p(FNK:) < p(F). (260)
n—-+4oo

But F\ (FNK.)=FnN(M\K.) and thus by @59) ux, (F) < p, (FNK,.)+e for all n € N. Taking
the limit superior as n — 400, it follows by ([260) that limsup,, _, | o fx, (F') < u(F) +e, which since
e > 0 was arbitrary, proves (258).

It remains to check that the measure yu is 7-smooth. Since the space M is assumed submetrizable,
by lemma [A 1] it suffices to show that pu is T-tight, since then it is Radon and thus 7-smooth. But
this follows from the uniform 7-tightness of M. Indeed, given € > 0 there exists a T-compact set
K. C M such that inf,en pg, (K:) > 1 — ¢ and thus pu(K.) > 1 — e by ([258). This proves that p is
T-tight and completes the proof. (I

In the case that M is completely regular and submetrizable we do not need to assume the family
M to consist of Radon measures due to corollary [A.6]

A.3 The dual of L'(T, X)

Let (7,F,m) be a complete finite measure space and let X be a Banach space. We are mainly
interested in the case where 7 = [0, 7] for some a finite time horizon T > 0 where we regard the
interval [0,7] as a complete measure space equipped with the Lebesgue measure. The Bochner
LP-space LP(T;X), 1 < p < +o00, is the vector space of all strongly measurable maps f: T — X*
(i.e. a.e. pointwise limits of simple functions) equipped with the norm

1 Fllerx) = [IF x|l Lecr)-
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Here in the right hand side we denote by || f.|x € L?(0,T) the map 7 3 t — || ft||x. In the context
of Banach valued-maps the duality LP(7;X)* = LI(T;X*) where 1 < p < 4oc and 1 < ¢ < 400
are conjugate exponents holds if and only if X* has the Radon-Nikodym property with respect to
m [9, Theorem IV.1]. The representation of L>°(7T;X*) = L'(T;X)* as a dual would induce a
w*-topology on L°°(T; X*) which is very convenient in proving that the laws of various empirical
processes o: D(0,T; M%) — L>(0,T; X*) of the ZRP are relatively compact. However for the
empirical processes under study the space X will be such that the dual X* is not separable, for
example X = C(T%), which implies that X* does not have the Radon-Nikodym property and the
duality LP(0,7T; X)* = L%(0,T; X*) does not hold.

A Banach space X is said to have the Radon-Nikodym property with respect to m if for any X-
valued measure v: F — X that is m-absolutely continuous, i.e. for any £ > 0 there exists § > 0 such
that

m(A) <d = |v(4)|x <e, (261)

there exists a Bochner integrable function f € L*(7; X) such that
v(E) :/ fdm, VEeF.
E

The Banach space X has the Radon-Nikodym property if it has the Radon-Nikodym property for
any finite measure space (7, F, m). It is known (see for instance [I7, Section 11] where geometric
characterizations of the Radon-Nikodym property are given) that a Banach space has the Radon-
Nikodym property if and only if it has the Radon-Nikodym property with respect to the Lebesgue
measure on [0,1]. As proved by Uhl [32] and Stegall [29] a dual space X* has the Radon-Nikodym
property if and only if for any separable subspace Y of X, the dual Y* is separable.

In particular if X* is not separable, as will be the case for the empirical processes of the ZRP then
X* does not have the Radon-Nikodym property with respect to the Lebesgue interval [0, T] and thus
the inclusion L>(0,T; X*) < LY(0,7T; X)* is strict. However, we can one can always describe the
elements of L(0,T; X)* via curves taking values in X* when X* does not have the Radon-Nikodym
property by relaxing strong measurability to w*-measurability as described for example in [25]. This
can be done since a w*-measurable Radon-Nikodym derivative always exists. Our goal in this section
is to give a description of the dual space L'(7; X)* for general Banach spaces X following [9, 25]
and [I7].

A.3.1 Weak-star L°°-spaces

Let T = (T,F,m) be a finite measura space and let L, (7;X*) denote the linear space of all
w*-measurable maps u: (T, F) — X*. We recall that y is w*-measurable if and only it is o(J(X))-
measurable where J: X < X** is the canonical injection in the double dual. As is customary we use
the calligraphic £ to denote that we have not identified a.e. equal functions. In section [AT] we have
seen that the norm || - ||x« is only B,~-measurable. However, when X is separable, o(J (X)) = By~
by Proposition (A.2), and in this case the map ||u.||x~ is measurable for all p € L= (7T; X*). Thus
for separable X we define

£8(TiX") = {1 € Lo (T3 X7 | [l 1x-

pon <+

for each g € [1,+00] and set LL.(7; X*) the quotient space modulo the relation of m-a.s. equality.

In general, unless X * is separable, the o-algebra o(J(X)) is smaller than the Borel o-algebra B,
of the w*-topology. Thus we can not conclude that ||u.||x~: 7 — R4 is measurable. However one
can still define the linear subspace of Ly« (7T; X*) consisting of L9-maps as the space L. (7; X*) of
all w*-measurable functions p € L, (T; X ™) such that

A= 1{g € L¥(T) | luellx- < g(t) asvVte T} #D. (262)
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and the seminorm | - ||z, (75x+) on L. (T X*) given by
x+) = inf .
el ca, (7:x) nf lgllacr)

The kernel
Nx- o= {p € LT X*) | lpll s, (rix+) = 0}

of the seminorm || - ||z, (7,x+) coincides with the subspace of maps p € L3, (7; X*) that vanish on
a measurable subset E € F of full measure.
Then the bilinear map (-, -): L'(7;X) x L3 (T; X*) — R given by

(f ) = /T (for i) dim(t)

is well defined, since for all (f,u) € L*(T;X) x L3%(T;X*) the map T > t — (fi, ) =: (f, 1)e,
denoted by (f, u), does not depend on the representatives of the m-a.e. equality classes of f and p,
it is in L*(7) and
ICF e < I el eoe, (70 (263)
The bilinear pairing between L (7; X) and L% (T; X*) induces a linear operator S: L2% (75 X*) —
LYT; X)* via S(p)(f) = (f, n). By [@263) the operator S is a contraction. Consider in L3 (7 X*)
the relation «g given by p «~g v if and only if u — v € ker S, i.e.

sy i (fu) = (f,v) for all f € LY(T; X). (264)
As we will see the relation «~g is equivalent to the relation v «., of w*-m-a.s. equality, i.e.
poowem v i m{t e T | (fiu) = (fin)} =0,¥V feX. (265)

Indeed, if 4 «~g v then in particular for any A € F and any f € X

/ () dm(t) = / pe(FLAGE)) dm(t) = (fLasp) = (f1a,v) = / vi(f)ddm(t)
A T A

which implies that p:(f) = v¢(f) for almost all ¢t € T and thus p s, v. Conversely, if g s v
holds then it is easy to see that (¢, u) = (¢,v) for all all simple functions ¢ = Y"1 | fila,, fi € X,
A; € F and thus p g v.

By taking the quotient of the space L% (T; X*) with respect to the subspace ker S the map S
passes to an injection S: L% (T; X*) := (Lo (73X /uncas) — LY(T;X)*. In the case that the
Banach space X is separable the operator S is an injection and we do not need to take the quotient
with ker S. As we will show in the following two sections the map S is also surjective and thus for
separable X the dual L'(7; X)* is isometric to L% (7; X*) and in the case that X is not separable
LY(T; X)* is isometric to LS (T; X ™).

Proposition A.9 Ifthe Banach space X is separable then the equivalence relation of w*-m-a.s. equal-
ity in LS (T; X*) coincides with m-a.s. equality in LS. (T; X*) and thus S: L (T; X*) — LY(T; X)*

18 an injection.

Proof Let u,v € L (T; X*) be such that p «~g v. Since X is separable there exists a countable
subset D C X dense in X. Then for any f € D there exists a set Ef € F with m(Ey) = m(7) and
(fipe) = () for all t € Ey. Then set E :=(;cp Ey is of full m-measure in T and (f, ) = (f, 1)
for all f € D, t € E. But since D is dense in X this implies that (f, u:) = (f,14) for all f € X and
all t € E and thus pu; = v4 for all t € E which proves that g = v in L3 (7; X™). O
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A.3.2 Banach-valued measures

A X valued set function v: F — X is called a Banach-valued measure if v(0) =0 € X and for any
disjoint sequence {A,} C F
(U = X

n=1
where the series in the right hand side converges in the norm of X. Since ,—; An = U~ Ao(n)
for any permutation o: N — IN the series converges unconditionally but not necessarily absolutely
when X is infinite dimensional. Equivalently v is Banach-valued measure if and only if it is finitely
additive and for any disjoint sequence {A4,}>2; C F

o0
i [v(U 4)
i (U)o
=n
The total variation of a Banach valued measure v: F — X is the finitely additive set function

v|(A —Sup > v®)lx = [vA)llx, AeF.
Pa EcPa

=0.

Here the supremum runs over all finite partitions P4 C F of A € F. We say that v has bounded
variation if ||[v||ry := [v|(T) < 400, in which case |v| is a non-negative measure and we will denote
by M(T; X) the space of all X-valued measures on (7, F) with bounded variation.

A Banach-valued measure v: F — X on the measure space T = (T, F,m) is called m-absolutely
continuous, which we denote by v < m, if for every e > 0 there exists § > 0 such that (261])
holds. The Banach-valued measure v is m-absolutely continuous if and only if its total variation |v|
is m-absolutely continuous. Indeed, since ||v(-)||x < |v|(-) it is obvious that if |v| is m-absolutely
continuous then so is v. For the converse, given ¢ > 0 we can choose a finite partition Py =
{Er, ..., By}, i € Nof T such that [v[(T) < 3 pep, [V(E)|x +e. Then for any A € F

w[(A) = [|(T) = (TN A) < Y v@)llx+e— Y [v(T\ANE)
EePr EcPr
<> wE) -v((T\ANE)| +e= Y IWANE)|x +e¢ (266)
EePr EePr

But since v is absolutely continuous there exists § = §(e, Py, k) > 0 such that m(A) < ¢ implies
lv(A)[lx < . So if m(A) < 4 then also m(AN E) < 6 for all E € Py and therefore [v|(A) < 2¢
by ([266) which shows that |v| < m.
The Banach-valued measure v: F — X is called m-Lipschitz continuous with respect to m if
~ — v (Al x
Lip,,(v) := m?}:)p;éo m(A) < 400

A Banach-valued measure v € M(T;X) is Lipshitz continuous if and only if the measure |v| €
M4 (T) is m-Lipschitz continuous i.e. iff Lip,,([v|) = sup,,a)z0 ‘m‘((A)) < 400 and Lip,,(v) =
Lip,,(Jv|). Indeed, since ||[v(A4)||x < |v|(A) for all A € F it is obvious if |v| is m-Lipschitz continuous
then v is Lipschitz continuous with Lip,,(v) < Lip,,(|v|). Conversely if v is m-Lipschitz then for
every A € F

lv|(A —sup > |v(EB)|x- < Lip,, (v Sup > m(E) = Lip,,(v)m(A)
Pa gep, Pa gep,

and thus |v| is m-Lipschitz continuous with Lip,,(|v|) < Lip,,(v). In particular any m-Lipschitz
continuous measure v € M(T; X) is also m-absolutely continuous. The space of m-Lipschitz con-
tinuous measures ¥ € M(7;X) will be denoted by Mrip(m;X). The linear space My, (m; X)
becomes a normed space when equipped with the norm Lip,, : My (m; X) — Ry,
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Given a Banach-valued measure v € M(T;X) we define LP(r) = LP(Jv]), 1 < p < co and we
can define the dv-integral for simple maps ¢ =Y ", a;14,, a; € R, A; € F by

[omave Zal

Then for all simple maps ¢ as above

H/¢ t)dv(t <Z|az|||v Hx<Zlaz|Iv| /|¢ ) dlw|(t)

and the dv-integral can be extended to a linear vector-valued integral dv: L'(v) — X by defining
[ fdv =lim, 4 [ ¢n(t) dr(t) for any sequence of simple functions {¢,, } such that lim,, 4 oo [ |¢n(t)—
f(@®)|d|v|(t) = 0. This does not depend on the choice of the sequence {¢,} of simple functions and
satisfies || [ fdv|x < [|f]d|v].

In the case that the Banach-valued measure v takes values in a dual space, i.e. v € M(T; X*)
then one can define a real valued integral [(-, dv) on L'(v; X) := L*(|v|; X). This can be done by
defining for any simple function ¢ =>"" | f;la,, fi € X, A; € F

[ o), avie) = S wans)

Then for any such simple map ¢ in canonical form so that ||¢[|x- = > || fillx1a,

| [t Z (4D x-

and we can extend to all maps by

szx<Z|V| 69 = [ 160 dvl(o

n—-+o0o

/ () = lim [ (6a(t), du(t) (267)

where {¢,} is any sequence of simple functions satisfying

lim / lbn(t) — £(2)]1x dle|(t) = 0. (268)

n—-+oo

Such a sequence {¢,} exists since ||f.|x € L'(|v|) because f is assumed in the Bochner space
L'(|v|; X) and the definition ([267) does not depend on the choice of sequence {¢y, } of simple functions

satisfying (268). Then
| [us@navo)] < [l dpio. v e L. (269)
Using this real valued integral we can see L!(m; X)* is isometric to My (m; X*).

Proposition A.10 The linear operator V: LY(T;X)* — Muyip(T; X*) defined by assigning to
each functional J € L*(T; X)* the Banach-valued measure Vy € M(T; X*) given by (f,V;(A)) =
Vi(A)(f) = J(fLla) is a surjective isometry.

Proof Indeed, the set function v; is obviously finitely additive and for any f € X and A € F
satisfies |V (A)(f)| < ||J||L1(m;X)*||f||Xm( ). Taking the supremum over all f in the unit ball of
LY(T; X) we obtain that ||V (A) < [z, x)m(A) for all A € F. In particular V; is a m-
Lipschitz Banach-valued measure with Lip,, (V) <

| J|| L1 (msx )+ Thus the map V' is a well defined
contraction and is obviously injective.
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Conversely, for v € My, (m; X*) the inequality |v|(-) < Lip,,(¥)m(-) implies that L!(m; X) <
LY(Jv|; X) and [(f(t), dv(t)) < Lip,,, (@) fll 1 (msx) for all f € L'(m; X). Thus the formula

L(f) = / (. dw), feLNmX) < LY(w]: X) (270)

defines a linear functional J,, € L*(m; X)* with ||, | £1(m;x) < Lip,,(v). Consequently the assign-
ment Mr;,(m; X*) 2 v — J, € L'(m; X)* defines a contraction that is obviously injective.

But the maps V and J are inverse to each other since on one hand Vi, (4)(f) = [(f1a(t), dv) =
(f,v(A)) for all v € Myip(m; X*), A € F and f € X so that V3, = v for all v € M(m; X*)
and thus V o J = idy((m;x+). On the other hand for all J € LY(m; X)* and all simple maps

¢=> 1, fila, € L'(m; X)

Ty () = [(6(0). Vo) = Y15, Va(4) = Y- I (i) = J(6)

i=1

and since this holds for all simple maps ¢ € L'(m;X) and the functionals Jy, and J are both
continuous it follows that Jy, = J for all J € L'(m; X)*. Therefore Jo V = idp1(m;x)-. It follows
that the maps V and J are both surjective isometries and the proof is complete. O

A.3.3 Weak-Star Radon-Nikodym derivatives

Theorem A.2 Let X be a Banach space and let (T, F, m) be a complete and finite positive measure
space. There exists a linear isometric inclusion fi: Muyip(m; X*) — L% (T; X*) such that for each
Ve MLip(m; X*)

(1) The map p* € L2 (T: X*) for all v € Muip(m; X*)

(2) Forall f€ X and A e F
V(A)(f) = /A (f, i) dmt).

(8) For all Ae F
v](4) = /A 162 [1x- dm(z).

Furthermore, any map fi: Muyip(m; X*) — L35 (T; X*) satisfying properties (1) to (8) above passes
to a surjective isometry fi: Myip(m; X*) — L% (T; X*) := Lo (T:X7) [\ o when composed with the
natural quotient map [|s: L (T; X*) — L(T; X*) of the relation of w*-m-a.s. equality.

Proof We follow the proof based on the existence of linear liftings found in [25, Theorem 1.5.2].
A lifting on the space (7, F,m) is linear right inverse £: L>°(m) — L£(m) to the quotient map
[]m: £2(m) — L°°(m) that is unital i.e. £(1) = 17 and monotone ie. if f < g in L>°(m) then
L)) < L(g)(t) for all t € T. If also £(f - g) = £(f) - £(g) then £ is called a strong lifting. For the
existence of a strong lifting on L°°(m) on complete positive measure spaces we refer to [12] [31].
Using the existence of liftings it is easy to define the required isometric inclusion ji: My, (m; X*) —
LX.(T;X*). Indeed for each v € My, (m; X*) for all f € X the signed measure vy := (f,v(-)) is
m-Lipschitz continuous since |vf(A4)| < Lip,,(@)||fllxm(A) for all A € F. Thus v; has a Radon-
Nikodym derivative % € L°°(m). Then by fixing a lifting £: L>°(m) — L£°°(m) we define the map
Y= pvts T — X* by
i =o(S2) ).

Let us check that indeed gy € X* for all t € 7. Obviously v,f4py = avy + by, for all f,g € X,
a,b € R which implies that 2attbe — a% + b% in L°°(m) Therefore by the linearity of liftings

dm
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we obtain the linearity of ¥ for all t € T. To see that ¥ is bounded we note that since |v| is also
Lipschitz |4 I HLoo(m < Lip,,(v) and thus for all f € X and A € F

[ S0 an) = vy < Il lw (Dl < 1l = s [ G2 @dm).

Adm

Since this holds for all A € F is follows that % <|Ifllx dlv] o IIfllx - Lip,,(v) m-a.e. in T for all

dm —

f € X. Therefore by the monotonicity of liftings, for all t € T
i (1) = ((S0) 0 < 171 - (S @) < £l -Lipy )
t dm dm — m

and thus iy € X* with |4 || x~ < E(%)(ﬁ) < Lip,, (v). Since ¥ is by definition w*-measurable it
follows that 4* € L35 (T X*) and [|2%|[z=, (7;x+) < Lip,,, (v).

The map Muyip(m; X*) 2 v — ¥ € L3 (T; X*) is obviously linear and property (2) holds by
definition. We will check that properties (1) and (3) also hold and for this it suffices to show that

12% || x~ = %(t) for almost all ¢ € T. Let g denote the supremum of the family of all functions of

S a0l

where {A;}], is a partition of 7, n € N and {f;}}-, is a finite sequence in the unit ball of X. Since
0Ly (1) = pr(f) < ||a%|lx- for any f € X with || f|x < 1 any map in this family is bounded above

the form

dm
by ||¥ ]| x~ and thus by [I4] Corollary IV.11.7] the map g is in L°>°(m) and
- dlv :
0<9(0) < ¥ - < S0 < Lip,, ().

By the definition of |v|, given £ > 0 there exists a partition {A;}? ; of 7 and unit vectors f; € X
such that Y1 v(4;)(f;) > [v|(T) — € and thus

/T%dm(t)—a—M _5<Z () = Z/ ri ) dmit)
/ ZM 0e( S (1) am(t) < /T g(t) dm(2).

Since g(t) < %(t) for m-almost all ¢ € T this implies that g = ||3¥|| x> = Avl yae. in T as

dm

required. Using property (3) it is now easy to see [i is norm-preserving. Indeed,

1
1w ooy = Nl | = sUp — / 12 |- dm(t)
o (T5X7) H HL (m) m(A#Om(A) e

vi(4) _ ..
A Lip,, (v).

= sup
m(A)#0 T

for any v € Myip(m; X*) and the proof of the first claim is complete.

We prove next the second claim. The map i = []s o fi: Mpip(m; X*) — L2 (T; X*) is obviously
a contraction. We will show that it is also surjective. Indeed, we can define v: L (T; X*) —
MLip(m; X*) by

B (A)(f) = /A (o) dm(t), pe LS (T:X*), A€ F, f € X. (271)

This is well-defined according to the definition of the relation «g of w*-m-a.s. equality. Then for
each Ae F, f € X and g € A,, where yp ~g it is a representative of the class p

1w (A) ()] < IIfo/Ag(t) dm(t) < | flxllgll o (mym(A)
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and taking first the infimum over all g € A,, and then the supremum over all f € X with || f||x <1
we obtain that ||[Z(A)|| < [|pollLes, (7:x+ym(A) for all A € F and thus

Lip,,, (7)) < [loll =, (%)

Taking then the infimum over all pg «~g p we obtain that the map v is a contraction. Now by
applying the map fi: Myip(m; X*) — L35 (T;X*) to U, we obtain ¥+ € L (T;X*) satisfying
properties (1) to (3) of Theorem [A:2l In particular by (2) for all f € X

/(fﬁ”“) (t)Z/(f,ut)dm(t), VAe F

which implies that ¥+ «g u so that ¥+ = y in L (7; X*). This proves that fio U = ﬁdizo* (T:X*)
and in particular the map & = [-]s o fi is surjective. Since both maps iz and ¥ are contractions if we
show that also v o i = id gy, (m;x+) is Will follow that they are both surjective isomorphisms inverse
to each other. But this is easy since for any v € Myip(m; X*) and any A€ F, f € X

B (A)(f) = /A (f ) dm(t) = /A (f, i) dmi(t) = v(A)(f)

where the first equality is just the definition of the map v, the second is due to the fact that ¥ «~g g"
and the last equality is by property (2) of the map fi. O

A few remarks are in order. First, since L3 (7 X*) = L3 (T; X*) when X is separable, in this
case the map fi: Mrip(m; X*) — L3 (T;X*) is an isometric isomorphism. Furthermore since the
map ||p.||x+ is F-measurable for all p € L% (T; X*) property (1) of the map /i in Theorem is
redundant and the induced map fi: My;p(m; X*) — L% (T; X*) by composing with the quotient
map of the relation of m-a.s. equality is uniquely determined by property (2).

In the case that X is non-separable for any u € L3 (7;X*) any representative of its w*-m-
a.s equality class satisfies property (2) of Theorem [A2] while there exists a representative ji «~g p in
its class of w*-m-a.s. equality such that properties (1) and (3) hold namely the map fi := i”» where
Lo (m)" Thus even
when X is non-separable one can always choose for each p € L (T; X*) a representative /i from its
w*-m-a.s equality class such that i € LZJO* (T; X™).

v is the map defined in (@271). For this representative ||ul L=, (7:x+) = ||[lf2.] x-

Corollary A.2 The map S: LS. (T; X*) — LY(T; X)* defined by S(u)(f) = (f, 1) is an isometric
isomorphism.

Proof It suffices to check that S = Jow where o': LS (T3 X*) — Muyip(m; X*) and J: Myp(m; X*) —
LY(T; X)* are the isometric isomorphisms defined in (271)) and (Z70) respectively. To check this let
p€ LS(T; X*) and let ¢ = >0, fila, € LY(T;X), f; € X, A; € F be a simple function. Then

n

12,(0) = [ (6. 43,) =3 a4 = Z/ (oo i) dm()

:/<¢t,ut)dm(t)25(ﬂ)(¢)-
T

Since the set of simple functions is dense in L'(7; X) and J5,, S(u) are continuous linear functionals
on L(T; X) it follows that I = S(u) and thus S = J o ». O

Proposition A.11 Suppose that the Banach space X is separable. If there exists a countable col-
lection A C F such that

VEeF,Ve>0,3AcA: m(EAA) <e (272)

then the space L*(T; X) is separable.
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Proof Let f € L*(T; X), e > 0. Fix a dense countable subset D C X of X and let A be a countable
collection satisfying (272)). Then the set D C L'(7; X) consisting of all functions of the form

qu]lAj, qgj €D, AjG.A,TLGN

j=1
is obviously countable. We will show that it is also dense in X. Indeed, since f € L'(T; X) there
exists a simple function ¢ = )", frlg, € L'(T;X) such that ||¢ — f||11(7.x) < &/2. We set M :=
maxi<k<n || fkl|x. Then for each k = 1,...,n there exists Ay € A such that m(E,AAy) < ¢/4nM
and since D is dense in X, for each k = 1,...,n there exists gx € D such that ||gr— fx||x < &/4nm(T).

Then ¢ := 37 gkla, € D and [ — gllpa(¢rx) < [[¥ = @llL(7:x) + 5. But

Il = dlaserx) < |9 - > fila,

Lo, = 9|
Ll(T;X)+H§fk A =@

LN(T;5X)

< gk = frllxLa, (t) dm(t /el xLa,ap, (t) dm(t)
I;/gk kllx1la / EllxLla,AE )

n

4nm Z/ ]].Ak dm Z EkAAk

wlm

and so we have found an element of D that is e-close to f € L'(T; X). O

As a consequence of Proposition [AT1] in the case that 7 is the interval [0, 7] for some T > 0
equipped with the Lebesgue measure on the Lebesgue o-algebra, the space L (T; X*) = L1(T; X)*
is submetrizable and since it is completely regular as a Hausdorff topological vector space, all the
results of Section [A.]] are applicable. In particular any probability measure on (L« (7; X*), w*) is
Radon and the portmanteau and Prokhorov theorems which are well-known known in the category
of polish spaces are also valid on L% (7; X*) for separable X.

Let us finally note that the map v: L% (7 X*) — Muip(m; X*) defined in 27I) can be viewed
as the indefinite w*-integral and we can equivalently use the notation

PE)) = (£ [ pam(e) = [ (Fpydme), 1 e X,

Proposition A.12 For any T € BC\,« (XaY*)Sq, w€ L (T; X*) and measurable E C T

T(w*- /E " dm(t)) = w*- /E T(e) dm(t). (273)

Proof It suffices to show that the space C of all bounded linear operators T: X* — Y* satisfy-
ing [273)) contains BCy,~ (X *,Y*) and is sequentially closed with respect to pointwise w*-convergence.
So let T: X* — Y™ be w*-continuous. Then T" = S* for some bounded operator S: X — Y and
thus for any g € Y

(9.7 (- /E pedm(t))) = (Sg,u- /E pedmft)) = /E (Sg, pe) dm(t) = /E (9, Tpae) dim(t)

which shows that BCy,«(X*,Y™*) C C. Let now {T},} C C be a sequence of operators w*-converging
pointwise to an operator T: X* — Y™*. Then

<g,Tn(w*—/E,utdm(t))> :/E<g,Tnut)dm(t)
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for all n € N and the left-hand side term converges to (g, T(w*- [}, jus dm(t)) as n — +oo. Further-
more since {7T},} pointwise w*-converges to 7" it is norm bounded, i.e. C' := sup,c [|T0] < +o0.
Indeed, for each fixed p € X*

sup [(g, Tpop)| < +00, VgeY

neN

and thus by the uniform boundedness principle we obtain that sup,cy ||[Tnplly+ < +oo for all
p € X*, which by uniform boundedness principle again yields that sup,cy || Tn]] < +oo. Therefore

the sequence of the maps (g., Tnpu.) is dominated by the L' function t — C||pu p (7:x+)ll9.|ly and
by the dominated convergence theorem we conclude that the right hand side term converges to

J5(9, T ) dm(t) as n — 400 which completes the proof. O

A.4 Lg.-valued random variables

The next proposition ensures us that the empirical processes under consideration in this article are
all well defined random variables with values in the measurable space (L. (75 X*), Br,,.) equipped
with the Borel o-algebra Bng; = B(Lf* (0,T;x+),w+) of the w*-topology, for an appropriate separable
Banach space X, with X* being used to encode the empirical density of the ZRP at each time
t € [0,T]. These are obtained via the continuous natural inclusion of the Skorohod space D(0,T; X*)
in LS. (0, T; X*) described below. For a nice survey on Skorohod spaces the reader is referred to [15].

Proposition A.13 For any Banach space X,

D(0,T;X*) C Ly (0,75 X™)
and the natural inclusion map is continuous with respect to the Skorohod topology and the w*-topology
on L(0,T; X*) = L1(0,T; X)*.

Proof Any cadlag path in D(0,T; X*) is strongly measurable and uniformly bounded and therefore
D(0,T; X*) C L*°(0,T; X*) C L.(0,T; X*). To show that the natural inclusion is continuous let
{ur} € D(0,T; M_(T?)) be a sequence converging to x in the Skorohod metric. Then the set
Uken #x([0, 1) is relatively compact in X* and thus

C:=sup sup ||petllx-V |uellx+ < +oo (274)
kEN 0<t<T

and there exists a sequence {A;}ren of Lipschitz increasing reparametrizations of [0,77] such that

Y(Ak) = [[log Xy || L= (fo,77) — 0 and

i _ .= 0.
Jim Oiltlngﬂk,t t o llx

Therefore, if we choose ko € N large enough so that

k>ky = sup |pure— iy ollx- <1,
0<t<T

then for all & > kg

ke — pellx < T ey — pelles <14 [ s + (el x -
<142 sup |jpellx~ <1+4+2C < 400
0<t<T

for almost all ¢t € [0,7]. Furthermore, since pr — p in the Skorohod topology we have that
limg 4o [kt — pe]|x+ = 0 for almost all ¢ € [0,7] and therefore by (274) we can apply the
dominated convergence theorem to obtain

lim /f(t)Huk,t*MtHX* dt =0, VfGLl(O,T).

k——+oo
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In other words {us} converges to p in the normed w*-convergence, i.e. the sequence {(||ug, —
pllx-352, € L°°(0,T) converges to 0 in the w* topology of L>(0,7) = L'(0,T)*. But then
pr —> p in the w*-topology of Lg% (0,T; X*) since

Fillx dt "2 0

T T
[ ) = G ] < [ e = sl
0 0

for any f € L*(0,T; X). O

A.4.1 Subspaces of L. (0,T; X™)
For any subset K of a Banach space X we will use the notation
LNT;K):={f e LT;X) | f; € K for almost all t € T }.
We also define
Ly (T;K):={pe Ly(T;X) | e € K for almost all t € T }.

For any positive cone K in a separable Banach space X (i.e. A\f+g € K for any f,g € K, A > 0)
we denote by
K*:={peX*|pu(f)>0foral fecK} (275)

its dual cone in X*. Obviously K* is w*-closed subspace of X*.

Proposition A.14 Let K be a positive closed cone in the separable Banach space X. Then L'(T; K)

is a closed positive cone in L*(T;X) and
Ly (T K*) = LT K)*

is a w*-closed positive cone in L% (T; X*). Consequently the space PLS. (T K*) is a closed subspace
of PL.(T; X*).

Proof The subspace L (T; K) is obviously a positive cone in L' (7; X) and LS (T; K*) C LY(T; K)*.
So let u = (ut)ter € LY(T;K)* and we will show that pu € L (T;K*). By definition, since
p € LY(T; K)* we have that

<<f’“>>:/o (foope)dt >0, V feLNT;K).

In particular, for any g € K and A € F we have that gl € L'(T; K) and thus

0< (gla, 1) = /A (g, ) .

Therefore for each g € K there exists a set E; C T of full Lebesgue measure such that (g, y;) > 0 for
all t € E;. Since X is assumed separable, there exists a countable subset D C K such that K C D.
Then E :=(,cp Eq is of full measure in 7 and (g, yut) > 0 for all g € K and all t € E. Thus y, € K*
forall t € F and p = (pe)rer € L3 (T; K*). The final claim follows by the results of Section [A 1]

We close this section by proving that the subspace L% (0,T; Mao(T9)) of L (0,T; M(T9))
where M,.(T9) is the space of absolutely continuous measures with respect to Lebesgue measure
is w*-measurable. We start with some terminology. Given a polish space X we say that a family
Uy C Bx of Borel subsets of X is absolute continuity determining class on X if for all measures
p € M(X) and v € M4 (X) if for every € > 0 there exists § > 0 such that

Uely and v(U)<d = Jul)|<e (276)

then p is absolutely continuous with respect to v.
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Lemma A.4 Let U be a base for the topology of the polish space X and let Uy denote the collection
of all finite unions of elements of U. Then a measure u € M(T?) is absolutely continuous with
respect to Lebesgue measure if and only if for any € > 0 there exists 6 > 0 such that 276]) holds.
Consequently, since X has a countable base it follows that there exists a countable absolute continuity

determining class on X that consists of open sets.

Proof Obviously if p <« v then ([276) holds and so we prove the converse. Note first that by the
same argument that shows that a Banach-valued measure v is absolutely continuous if and only if
its variation |v| is absolutely continuous also shows that (276 is equivalent to requiring that for all
e > 0 there exists 6 > 0 such that |u|(U) < € for all U € Uy with v(U) < §. So let € > 0, choose
d > 0 by ([276) such that |u[(U) < § for all U € Uy with v(U) < § and let B C X be a Borel set with
v(B) < 6. We have to show that |u|(B) < . Since p is regular there exists a compact set K C B
such that |u|(B\ K) < 5. Then v(K) < v(B) < ¢ and thus since v is regular there exists an open
set A C X such that K C A and v(A) < 4. Since A is open and U is a basis, the set A is a union
A = ;e Ui of elements U; € U, i € I, and covers the compact K. Thus there exist finitely many

those elements, say Uj,,...,U;,, k € N, whose union Uy := U§:1 Ui, € Uy continues to cover K.
Then Uy € A and thus v(Up) < 0 which by the choice of § > 0 implies that |u|(K) < |u[(Us) < 5
and thus |p|(B) = |p|(B\ K) + |p|(K) < € as required. O

Proposition A.15 Let X is a compact metric space and v € M (X) be a non-negative reference
measure. Then the space Mqo.(X;v) of all measures pu on X that are absolutely continuous with

respect to v is a w*-measurable subspace of M(X).

By Lemma (276) we can express Mg (X;v) = {up € M(X)|p < v} C M(X) = C(X)* as

M= U N {remx)|[wm] < 1)

neNmeN Uclo
v(U)<z;
for some countable absolute continuity determining class Uy on X consisting of open sets. From this it
follows that M,.(X;v) is w*-measurable since for any open U C X the linear map (1y,-): M(X) —
R is w*-measurable. Indeed, since U is open there exists a sequence {f,}5; C C(X) such that
0 < f,. < 1y converging pointwise to 17. But then the sequence of maps J(f,) = (fn,-) € O(T?) =
(M(X),w*)* < M(X)*, n € N converges to (1y,-) pointwise in M(X) and thus (1y,-) is w*-
measurable as the pointwise limit of the w*-continuous maps J(fy)- O

The same is also true if X is a locally compact polish space if we replace C'(X) by Cy(X). In
order to extend this result on the level of path-measures we further need one more lemma.

Lemma A.5 Let X be a compact metric space and let v € M (X) be a fixred measure. Then

: [n(A)| J fdlul |J fdul
Lip,(u) :== sup = sup F—— = Sup — . (277)
vyzo V(A)  gecpx) S Ay peetx) [IfIdv
J Fdv0 J1fldv#£o

Consequently, the map Lip, : M(X) — [0, +00] is w*-lower semicontinuous and thus the subspace
Musp(v) = {1 € M(X) | Lip, () < +oc} = (£ dvlf € L(0)} = L% (v)
of M(X) is w*-measurable. Similarly the map

L (0, Ts M(X)) 3 = ||Lip, (1) | Lo 0,17 € [0, +09]
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18 w* -lower semicontinuous and the subspace
{ne L.(0,T; M(X)) | [Lip, (1) | L (0,7) < +00} (278)
of L%.(0,T; M(X)) is also w*-measurable.

Proof Let R > 0 and let Br(,)(0, R) be the closed ball of radius R > 0 in L°°(v) centred at the
origin. If p € M(X) is a measure such that p < v Wlth L€ Bre@)(0, R) then

| [ran]<r [0 vreow. (279)
In particular
| [ fdu .
sup = < |||l L) || oo = Lip, (u).
fe0(x) f|f|du HH (73 ( )HL (0,T) (1)

We prove next the converse inequalities required for the proof of @27T). So let A C Bx be such
that v(A) # 0. Since the measures |p| and v are regular there exists for each n € N a compact set
K, C X and an open set U, C X such that |u|(U, \ K,) V v(U, \ K;) < + and v(K,,) > # >0
and we can choose a map f,, € C(T%[0,1]) such that 1x, < f, < 1y,. Then [ f,dv > @ >0

for all n € N and thus for all n € N large enough so that % < @

() _ () + 5 J fadlpl+ 5
v(A) = v(U,) —% T [ fadv =2

But by construction the sequence {f,} € C(T%;[0,1]) converges pointwise |u|-a.s. and v-a.s. to 14

and therefore by the dominated convergence theorem the limits lim, 4o [ fr dp| = |p|(A) and
limy, 400 [ frn dv = v(A) exist and thus

B _ A [l [ sl [ fdul

e Su .
V(A) T U(A) "ot [fadv—1 " note [fudv T peonix) Jfdv
J £ du0

Since this holds for any A € Bx with v(A) # 0 it follows that

. J Fdlpl | [ fd|pl|
Lip,(p) < sup < sup e——
() reca JFAv T jeexy [Ifldv

S fdv#0 S 11 dv#0
Consequently if we can prove that
d d
S . 17| P W ]
FeC(X) f|f|dV rec(x) JIfldv
J 1 fldv#0 S 1f] dv#0

then [277) follows. So let f € C(X) be such that [|f|dv # 0. Let X = PUN be a Hahn
decomposition of X with respect to p and as in the proof of Proposition fIle) we can find a
sequence {¢,} C C(T9;[~1,1]) converging |u|-a.s. and v-a.s. to 1p — 1. Obviously |1p — Iy| =1
since PN N = () and thus

[fdlul _ J@p=Lo)fdu o [oufdn _ S f du|

sup .
[1fldv — [|(1p — 1n)f|dv ”%+°°f|¢nf|dl/ rec(x) [1fldv
J fdv#0

Now since for each f € C(X) the map M(X) > pu — % is w*-continuous it follows that
Lip,(-): M(X) — [0,400] is w*-lower semicontinuous as the supremum of w*-continuous linear

functionals. Consequently the set

du .
Brey(0,R) ={p € Mac(X;V)|||5HLoc(u) < R} = {Lip, () < R}
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is w*-closed and thus w*-measurable. Thus L>(v) = |, e Br~()(0,7n) is also w*-measurable.
We prove next that the map ||Lip,, (-)[| o (0,7) : Lgx (0, T; M(X)) — [0, +00] is also w*-semicontinuous.
Let us start by noting that for each f € C(X) the function h': L% (0, T; M(X)) — [0, +00] defined
by hf () = [|{f, 1t.)|| L= (0,r) is lower semicontinuous. Indeed, the operator Iy: L% (0,T; M(X)) —
L°°(0,T) given by
L)) = (f ), as. Ve e 0,T), (250)
is w*-continuous, since if {11®}aea C L (0,T; M(T?)) is a net converging to p € L% (0, T; M(T?))
in the w*-topology then for all g € L*(0,T)

hm/ dt—hm/ / ) dpd (z) dt
/ [ 9(0)1) dus(a) at = / L oI dt,

since whenever f € C(X) and g € L'(0, T) the function given by F(¢,x) = g(t) f(z) is in L*(0, T; C(X)).

It follows then that the function A/ is lower semicontinuous as it is the composition of the w*-

continuous function Iy and the w*-lower semicontinuous function || - || o (o, 7y : L>°(0,7) — R.
Consequently the map Lip;°: LS (0,T; M(X)) — [0, +00] given by

(/. M~>||L<>o(o T)
Lip°(u) = sup ——
Fec(x) (Ifl,v)
[ 1£1 dv#0

is w*-lower semicontinuous as the supremum of w*-lower semicontinuous maps and we will show that
Lip,°(n) = ||Lip, ()|l oo 0,1y for all p € Ly (0,75 M(X)). If R := |[Lip, (1) o0,y < 400 then
e < v with ‘;“Vt € Bre~(,)(0, R) for all t € £, where E, is a set of full v-measure. Therefore for all

fel(X)
(o)l = | [ 1] < [ 17100

for almost all ¢ € E, which yields which yields that |[{f, u)|[z=©r) < R{|f],v) for all f € C(X).
Therefore Lip,” (1) < R = ||Lip, (p.)|| o (0,)- For the converse inequality, if Lip;°(u) < +oo then

{fs )l Lo 0,y < Lipy” (u)(|f],v),  Vf € C(X).

Thus for each f € C(X) there exists a Borel set Ef C [0, 7] of full v-measure such that |{f, u:)| <
LipS®(u){|f],v) for all t € Ef. Since C(X) is separable there exists a countable set dense set
D C C(X) in the uniform norm and then the set £ :=(\;cp E/ is of full v-measure and

[(fs )| < LipS(u)([fl,v), V(& f) € Ex C(X).

Consequently Lip, (u¢) < Lip,°(u) for all t € E which shows that also ||Lip, (p.)|| £ (0,7) < Lip,° (1)

and completes the proof. (Il

Obviously the set defined in ([Z78) is contained in the set L% (0,T; L>°(v)). Note however that
according to our definitions this inclusion is in general strict.

Proposition A.16 The subspace L (0,T; Mao(T9)) of L.(0,T; M(T?)) is w*-measurable.

Proof By Lemma [A4] the space My, ([0,T]) of Lipschitz-continuous measures on [0,77] is a w*-
measurable subspace of M([0,77]). Let t: [0,7] x T¢ — [0, 7] denote the natural projection on the
first coordinate. The push forward operator t;: M([0,T] x T¢) — M([0,T]) is w*-continuous and
thus the space

Muipty ([0, T] x TY) := ()~ (Murip([0, T])) < M([0,T] x T?)
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is a w*-measurable subspace of M([0,7] x T%) by Lemma [A5l The space M, ([0,T] x T?) is also
w*-measurable by Proposition [A.15] and thus the space

MLip(t),ac([OvT] X Td) = MLip(t)([OvT] X Td) N Mac([ovT] X Td)

is w*-measurable subspace of M([0,T] x T?).

We consider now the inclusion operator i: C([0,7] x T%) — L'(0,T;C(T%)). This is a bounded
injection with ||i(f)||z10.7.c(ra)) < Tllflloc- Thus its adjoint i*: Lg% (0, T; M(T4)) — M([0,T] x
T4) given by

(Fyi*p) = (i(F), p) = (F, p)
is a w*-continuous operator. The space M .([0,T] x T9) is a w*-measurable subspace of M ([0, 7] x
T9) and thus if we can show that

L3 (0,T; Mae(T?)) = (i*) ™ (Muip(),ac([0, 7] x T%)) (281)

the claim follows.
So let first pu € L% (0, T; Mac(T?)) and we will show that i*(u) € Muip(e),ac([0,7] x T¢). The
t-marginal of the measure p := i* s satisfies is characterized by

[ st / [ 50— /f (ue(TYdt ¥ f € B(0,T))

and thus t;p < Ly ) with density dL(”‘ (t) = put(T?) for almost all t € [0,7]. Thus t;pu €

Muip([0,T]) with [[tgpellip < llullrviee < +00, fe € Myip)([0,T] x T4). To see that also
1€ Myc([0,T] x T?) we note that since p; € Mye(T?) for almost all ¢ € [0,7] the measure g = i*p

is characterized by
(F, (t, du dt.
W / /Td B dch( v

It follows that p < Li p)xae with density

dp dpu d
—(t,u) = u), a.s. for all (t,u) € [0,T] x T,
T et = (t,u) € 0,7]

which proves that g € Mypg),ac([0, 77 X T9) and thus the inclusion “C” in (281]).

For the converse inclusion let 1 € L% (0,T; M(T?)) be such that i*(u) € Myip(e),ac([0,T] x T)
and we will show that p; < Lpa for almost all ¢ € [0, 7. Since i*(u) € M. ([0,T] x T?) there exists
unique ¢ € L*([0, 7] x T?) such that di*(u) =t dLg rjxe. Then for any F € C([0,T] x T)

T
(i(F), u) = (Fp) =/0 /TdF(t,u)w(t,u)dudt

and thus by applying this for maps F of the form F(t,u) = f(t)g(u) with f € C([0,T]), g € C(T%)
we obtain that for all each fixed g € C(T?)

T T
| s [aduar= [ s [ stu.wauar v s eco.).
This implies that for each g € C(T9)
/ gdu = / g(u)(t,u)du Ly r-a.s. for all t € [0,T].
Td Td

Since C(T?) is separable this implies that p; < Lpa with du; = 9(t,-) dLype and completes the
proof. (I
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A.4.2 Induced operators

Let X,Y be Banach spaces. Any bounded operator S: X — Y between Banach spaces induces a
bounded operator S: LP(T;X) — LP(T;Y), 1 < p < 0o, on the corresponding Bochner-LP spaces

via S(f) = (S(ft>)te7’ for f = (fi)teT € LP(T; X). Obviously ||§(f)|\Lp(7—;y) < IS fllec:x) and
by checking against constant paths we see that in fact

IS(Hlzecry) - S(f)

1S = > T =
serr(rixnoy I fllzeerx) rex\qoy Ifllx

151l

so that the induced operator S retains the same norm. If S is injective, a contraction or norm
preserving then so is S. If S is strongly surjective in the sense that it has a bounded right inverse
T:Y — X then so does S, namely SoT = idy,(7,v)-

Proposition A.17 If a sequence of operators S,: X — Y converges strongly to S: X — Y, i.e. if
limy, o0 [|Snf — Sflly =0 for all f € X, then the sequence of induced operators S,, on the corre-

sponding L'-spaces converges strongly to S.

Proof Let F € L'(0,T;X). Since S, converges to S strongly it follows that lim, 4 [|SnF} —
SFi|ly = 0 for almost all 0 < ¢ < T. Furthermore sup,cy [|(Sn — S)f|ly < +oo for all f € X and
therefore by the uniform bounded principle M := sup,, ¢y [|Sn — S|| < +o00. Thus ||S,Fy — SFi|ly <
M| |Ft||x for almost all 0 < ¢ < T and the maps [|(S, — S)F.||y, n € N, are dominated by the
integrable map M ||F.||x. Therefore the claim follows by the dominated convergence theorem. [

The aim of this section is to provide conditions that ensure an operator 7: X* — Y™ induces
a w*-measurable operators on the respective L%-spaces. First let us note that it is obvious that
any bounded and w*-measurable operator T: X* — Y* induces an operator T: L (T;X*) —
Lo (T;Y™). As we will see, this = operator that maps an operator T' € By« (X*,Y™*) to the induced
operator on the corresponding L{r.-spaces has nice categorical properties and respects the notion
of w*-Baire measurability of operators. Since w*-Baire measurability is known to be stronger than
w*-measurability we obtain a condition that ensures the w*-measurability of induced operators.
This stronger assumption on linear operators in order to induce w*-measurable operators on the
L2y -spaces will not pose a problem in the main text since all operators we will encounter will be

w*-measurable.

Proposition A.18 (a) Let T: X* — Y™* be bounded and w*-measurable. Then the formula
T(u)(t) =T(u¢) for almost allt €T, (282)

defines a bounded linear operator T: LS (T; X*) — L(T;Y*) with norm |T| = ||T||. If T is
norm-preserving then so is T

(b) If S: Y* — Z* is bounded and w*-measurable then SoT = S oT and if Ty: X* — Y* are
bounded and w*-measurable then Ty + Ty = T1 + T.

(c) Finally, if T € Au-(X*,Y*) is w*-Baire measurable then so is T and thus T is also w*-

measurable.

Proof (a) Since T': X* — Y™ is w*-measurable, for any p € L. (T; X*) the map Top: [0,7] - Y*
is w*-measurable and since 7' is a bounded operator,

IT 0 u(®)lly- = IT(u0)lly- < ITllpelx- s for all ¢ € 0,71,

Therefore T'(i1) is an element of LS (7T;Y*) for all u € L (7; X*) and the induced operator T is
bounded with ||T|| < ||T||. By checking against the constant maps in L-(7; X*) it follows that
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vy« = ||pt|ly+ almost everywhere for any

p€ L (T; X*) and thus || T(u)| 1. (7:v+) = |l o=, (75x+)- Statement (b) is trivial.

IT|| = ||T||. Also, if T is norm preserving then |7 |

(c) The fact that T is w*-Baire whenever T is, follows by a simple transfinite induction argument
based on the following Proposition [A.T9 according to which the application B« (X*,Y*) > T — T €
By (LT3 X*), L3 (T;Y™)) is sequentially continuous with respect to pointwise w*-convergence
of operators. (I

Proposition A.19 Let {T,}°2,; C By~ (X*,Y*) be a sequence of operators w*-converging to T €
By« (X*,Y*). Then T, pointwise w*-converges to T.

Proof We have to show that lim, oo {g, Top) = (g, Tu) for all g € LY(T;Y), u € LS(T; X*).
Since T,, — T w*-pointwise limy, oo (ge, Tnpie) = (g¢, Tpe) for all t € T and sup,,c [|T| < 400
and thus an application of the dominated convergence theorem concludes the proof. (I

In the case that X is non-separable, in order for a bounded and w*-measurable operator T: X* —
Y* to induce an operator T: LS (T; X*) — L2 (T; Y ™) one has to assume in addition that T respects
the relation of w*-a.s. equality, i.e. that

[(f,pt —p?) =0, mas|VfeX = [(g,T(p}—p?))=0, mas]VgeY. (283)

Indeed assumption ([283) is equivalent to T'(ker Sx) < ker Sy where Sz: L(T; Z*) — LY(T; 2)*,
Z = X,Y, is the surjective contraction that is induced by the bilinear pairing (-, -)) between L(T; Z)
and L% (T; Z*). This implies that T induces an operator T: L (T; X*) — L(T;Y ™) (denoted

w*

by the same symbol T') by the formula
T(,u +kerSx) = T(u) + ker Sy-. (284)

As we will see all w*-Baire operators T': X* — Y™ respect the relation of w*-m-a.s. equality. This
follows since w*-continuous operators respect this relation and the set of operators that respect
the relation of w*-m-a.s. equality is sequentially closed with respect pointwise w*-convergence of
operators.

Proposition A.20 Any adjoint operator T = T5: X* — Y*, where Ty: Y — X is bounded satis-
fies @83) and thus induces an operator T: L (T; X*) — L(T;Y*) by the formula @84) and

T=T; =(Ty) (285)

where To: LY(T;Y) — LY(T; X) is the induced operator on the L'-spaces. In particular T is w*-

continuous as the adjoint of the bounded operator Ty .

Proof Since T is an adjoint operator it is bounded and w*-measurable and thus by Proposition[A. 1§
it induces an operator T: L3 (T; X*) — L3 (T;Y™*) by the formula (282). But since T is the adjoint
of Ty, if pt, pu? € L3 (T; X*) are such that pu' «~ p? then for any g € Y

{9, T(u) = T(u7)) = (To(g), e — p) =0 meas. forallt € T.

Thus 7 satisfies (283) and induces an operator T: L (T; X*) — L (T;Y*) by ([284).
It remains to verify that ([285]) holds. So let g € LY(T;Y) and p € L (T; X*). Then

(9. (1) = (9. T5 () = /(gt,fi‘(u)(t»dm(t) = /(gt,Té‘(ut»dm(t)
— [ (90 ) (@) = (Tal). ) = (9. (T (1)
and since this holds for all g € L*(7;Y) and all u € L (T; X*) the equality ([285]) follows. O
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Proposition A.21 The collection Ays-m-a.s. of all operators T € By»(X*,Y*) that respect the
relation of w*-m-a.s. equality, i.e. that satisfy 283) is sequentially closed with respect to pointwise

w*-convergence of operators and contains all w*-continuous operators from X* to Y*. Consequently
'A’w* (X*’ Y*) - Aw*-m-a.s.-

Proof Since an operator T: X* — Y™ is w*-continuous if and only if 7" is the adjoint of a bounded
operator Tp: Y — X is follows by Proposition that BCy«(X*,Y*) C Ayrme-a.s.- It is also
easy to see that the collection A is also sequentially closed. Indeed, let {T},} C A be a sequence
w*-converging pointwise to T, let u', u? € L (T; X*) be w*-m-a.s. equal and let g € Y. Since
{T} € Awr-m-a.s. and pl, u? are w*-m-a.s. equal it follows that (g, T,ut) = (g, T,u?) for all t € FY
where FJ € F is a set of full measure in 7. Then F9 := (), ., F is of full measure and (g, T, puf) =
(g, Tou?) for alln € N and all t € F9. Since {T,,} pointwise w*-converges to T, taking the limit as
n — +oo we obtain that (g, Tu}) = (g, Tu?) for all t € F9 and therefore Tu' = Tp? w*-m-a.s. and

thus T € Aw*—m—a.s.- O
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