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THE DEAN-KAWASAKI EQUATION AND THE STRUCTURE OF
DENSITY FLUCTUATIONS IN SYSTEMS OF DIFFUSING
PARTICLES

FEDERICO CORNALBA AND JULIAN FISCHER

ABSTRACT. The Dean-Kawasaki equation — a strongly singular SPDE — is a basic
equation of fluctuating hydrodynamics; it has been proposed in the physics literature
to describe the fluctuations of the density of N independent diffusing particles in the
regime of large particle numbers N > 1. The singular nature of the Dean—Kawasaki
equation presents a substantial challenge for both its analysis and its rigorous math-
ematical justification. Besides being non-renormalisable by the theory of regularity
structures by Hairer et al., it has recently been shown to not even admit nontrivial
martingale solutions.

In the present work, we give a rigorous and fully quantitative justification of the
Dean—Kawasaki equation by considering the natural regularisation provided by stan-
dard numerical discretisations: We show that structure-preserving discretisations of
the Dean-Kawasaki equation may approximate the density fluctuations of N non-
interacting diffusing particles to arbitrary order in N1 (in suitable weak metrics).
In other words, the Dean—Kawasaki equation may be interpreted as a “recipe” for ac-
curate and efficient numerical simulations of the density fluctuations of independent
diffusing particles.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Dean-Kawasaki equation

B = 58p+ N2V - (/5€) 1)

— with £ denoting a vector-valued space-time white noise — has been proposed by Dean
[7] and Kawasaki [26] as a model for density fluctuations in a system of N indistinguish-
able particles undergoing diffusion in the regime of large particle numbers N > 1. Its
mathematical analysis is complicated by its highly singular nature: A scaling argument
shows that (1) is not renormalisable by the theory of regularity structures by Hairer et
al., even in one spatial dimension d = 1.

Recently, Konarovskyi, Lehmann, and von Renesse [29] have obtained a striking rigidity
result for the Dean—Kawasaki equation (1): They show that the only martingale solutions
to (1) are of the form of an empirical measure for N independent Brownian motions

1 N
pp = N > b, (2)
k=1

where the {w;}Y_, denote the N independent Brownian motions. In particular, no
solution exists for non-integer values of N. This result may be viewed as casting doubts on
1
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the mathematical meaningfulness of the Dean-Kawasaki equation: It amounts to stating
that the Dean—-Kawasaki equation is just a mathematically complex way of rewriting the
diffusion of N particles. In turn, this naturally raises the question what the advantages
of the Dean—Kawasaki equation (1) might be over the particle formulation of diffusion (2)
from the point of view of physics.

In the present work, we provide a rigorous justification for the Dean—-Kawasaki equa-
tion: We show that standard numerical discretisations of the Dean—Kawasaki equation
(1) — such as finite difference or finite element schemes — provide accurate descriptions of
the density fluctuations in a system of IV diffusing particles if measured in suitably weak
metrics. Roughly speaking, we show that, under certain conditions, the solutions p; to
the discretised Dean—-Kawasaki equation achieve the approximation quality

dweak,?j—l(ph - E[ph]nu’N - E[MN]) 5 C(]) (E[”p}:”] + thrl + Nﬁj/?) ’ (3)

where 7 € N is arbitrary, h is the spatial discretisation parameter, p + 1 is the order
of convergence of the numerical scheme in the Sobolev space H~!, and dweak,2j—1 15 &
suitable weak metric of negative Sobolev type. In particular, the accuracy is of arbitrarily
large order in N~'/2 and hence only limited by the numerical discretisation error and the
negative part p, . In addition, we show that E[Hp;H] decays exponentially fast in —
roughly speaking — (AN 1 d)l/ 2, demonstrating that the term becomes quickly negligible
in the scaling regime

h> N~ (4)

(where we have dropped logarithmic corrections in N and contributions on the final time
horizon for the sake of this introductory exposition). In a nutshell, the bound (3) implies
that the Dean—Kawasaki equation can be used as a “recipe” for accurate simulations of
density fluctuations in systems of diffusing particles.

Note that our scaling regime (4) is not an actual restriction in the context of numerical
simulations: It ensures that the average number of particles per cell is strictly larger than
one. In fact, in the opposite regime h < N~1/4_ the direct simulation of particles would
become less expensive than the approximation by the Dean—Kawasaki equation, as the
numerical effort for the Dean-Kawasaki equation is strictly larger than h=9.

While the Dean-Kawasaki equation correctly describes the fluctuations around the
mean-field limit to arbitrarily large order in N~/2, the well-known linearised description
of fluctuations given by the solution p to

A _ —~

Op = 50p+ N7V - (V/pE),
(-, 0) = po

is limited to the approximation quality dyecqr(p — E[p], u¥ — E[uV]) < CN~L. Here, p

denotes the mean-field limit given as the solution to

(5)

1
op = §Aﬁy
/5(70) = po-

In fact, the linearised description p only captures the leading-order fluctuation correction
to the mean-field limit correctly and hence carries a relative error of order N~/2 with
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respect to the fluctuation scaling. We provide numerical evidence of such difference
between the two models, and we also numerically verify convergence rates for suitable
discretisations of the Dean—Kawasaki model (1).

1.1. Related Literature. The theory of fluctuating hydrodynamics describes fluctua-
tions in interacting particle systems in the regime of large particle numbers using suit-
able SPDEs; see e.g. [37]. In its form (1), the Dean-Kawasaki equation describes non-
interacting particles, with similar equations being available for weakly interacting par-
ticles undergoing overdamped Langevin dynamics. In the recent contribution [12], the
authors also address quantitative fluctuation bounds in the non-interacting particle case,
but by means of a suitable approximated SPDE model rather than a numerical scheme.
While their setting grants several well-posedness results (non-negativity of the solution,
comparison principles, entropy estimates) and allows to consider initial particle profiles
which are more general than those treated here, their relative fluctuation error is however
limited to N~1/(4/241) Jog N, while the rate of fluctuations in (3) is — in suitable metrics
— arbitrarily high.

For a more general particle setting, the SPDE of fluctuating hydrodynamics for the
zero range process given by

Op = A@(p) + V- (VE()E) (6)

has been addressed in [11], and linked it to the large deviation principle for such process
in a suitable thermodynamic setting. A corresponding well-posedness result for truncated
(low spatial frequency) noise and regularised nonlinearity has been obtained in [18], see
also [19]. In [20], the construction of random dynamical systems for conservative SPDE
is discussed, together with well-posedness theory of invariant measures and mixing of the
related Markov process. In [17], a large deviation principle for regularised variants of (6)
is shown; in a suitable limit, the rate functional of such large deviations principle and the
corresponding one of the interacting particle system are shown to approach each other.

The paper [10], written independently of — and simultaneously to — the present man-
uscript, gives a rigorous justification of the fluctuating hydrodynamics SPDE associated
with the symmetric simple exclusion process

Oup=Dp =V - (/o1 = pE) .

While in contrast to our work the authors in [10] only consider the continuum SPDE,
they regularise it by truncating the noise for small spatial wavelengths. In a certain
sense, this introduces a regularisation in the same spirit as our numerical approach;
however, their truncation criterion is somewhat more restrictive than our condition h >
N~1/4 While they face a more challenging problem with the more complex noise intensity
factor 1/p(1 — p) (whose square is not a linear function of the density p) and also prove
convergence results for the rate functions for large deviation principles, they only establish
a leading-order description of fluctuations in the low deviations regime. In other words, in
contrast to our present work, they do not show superiority of fluctuating hydrodynamics
to a linearised approach on fluctuations for the “bulk” of the probability distribution.
For recent numerical approaches to fluctuating hydrodynamics, we refer the reader e. g.
to [36, 9, 14, 3, 2, 24, 13, 33, 1] (in particular, [2] contains the extension of the current
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work to the case of weakly interacting particles). Note that the small prefactor of the
noise term in the Dean—Kawasaki equation (1) enables the use of certain higher-order
timestepping schemes [22], a fact that we also use in our numerical simulations.

Concerning further mathematical results on Dean-Kawasaki models, the link between
fluctuating hydrodynamics and Wasserstein geometry has long been understood, and
extensively studied in several works, see for instance [25, 38, 28, 31, 32, 30, 8].

Dean-Kawasaki type models including the effects of inertia have been derived and
analysed by the first author, Shardlow, and Zimmer [4, 5, 6].

The fluctuation-dissipation relation — implicitly contained for instance in the Dean—
Kawasaki equation — may be used to recover macroscopic diffusion properties from fluctu-
ations in finite particle number simulations, see for instance [16, 33]. Outside of the realm
of physics, the concept of fluctuating hydrodynamics has also been applied to systems of
interacting agents, see e.g. [24, 13, 27].

Finally, conservative stochastic PDEs have recently been shown to give optimal con-
vergence rates in the mean-field limit approximation of stochastic interacting particle
systems, such as those encountered in the stochastic gradient descent methods for over-
parametrised, shallow neural networks [21].

Remark 1. Given the nature of the metric dyeqr,2j—1 In (3), it is natural to ask whether
or not the high-order fluctuation error of (3) could be formally derived from suitable a
priori estimates of negative Sobolev type for the continuous Dean—-Kawasaki model (1).
An a purely formal level, testing the mild formulation of (1)

plar) = Gt ) o 0)@) + [ [ Gl sa - )V [Vaw e sy (@)

— where G is the heat semigroup kernel — with trigonometric functions, and performing
elementary computations, one arrives at the a priori estimate

E[lo(t)ll5-3] SE[loC 0[5 -5] + N~ p(0)| s, (8)
which is valid in the regime j > d/2.

Despite its formal validity — which, however, relies on the non-trivial negativity re-
quirement for the density p — the inequality (8) does not give any information beyond
the leading order N1, and therefore is too weak an estimate to justify the high-order
fluctuation error bound in (3).

2. MAIN RESULTS AND SUMMARY

The methodology of this paper can be applied to several standard numerical discreti-
sations of the Dean-Kawasaki model (1), including finite difference and finite element
schemes. In the interest of brevity, we only focus on a finite difference discretisation: The
corresponding results in the finite element case are given in Appendix B. Specifically, on
the periodic domain T¢ := [—7, 7)¢, we denote the uniform square grid with spacing h by
G, d, the discrete inner product of LQ(Gh7d) by (-, ), the interpolating operator on G}, ¢4
by I, and define the distance d_;[X,Y] between two RM-valued random variables as

d_;[X,Y]:= sup |E[¢ (X —E[X])] —E[¢ (Y —E[Y])]|. (9)

Y maxy 5o | DIl oo <1

Our first main result reads as follows.
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Theorem 2 (Accuracy of description of fluctuations by the finite-difference discretised
Dean-Kawasaki model of order p + 1 € N). Assume the validity of Assumption FDI
(discretised differential operators), Assumption FD2 (Brownian particle system), As-
sumption FD3 (scaling assumptions), and Assumption FDJ (discretised mean-field limit),
all given below. In particular, assume that the mean-field limit b, in (20) satisfies
Pmin < P < Pmax fOr some positive Pmin, Pmax on [0,T]. Let pp be the solution of
the discretised Dean—Kawasaki model given in Definition FD-DK on [0,T]. Set

0 — { 0, if the discretisation (15) admits a mazimum principle, (10)

d/2+1, otherwise.

Then, for any j € N, the discrete Dean—Kawasaki model FD-DK captures the fluctua-
tions of the empirical measure u~ in the sense that, for any T = (T1,...,Ta) € [0,T)M
with 0 < Ty < --- < Ty, the inequality

(pn(T1), Tn1)n (1, 1)
d_(2j-1) N'/? : , N'/2

(on(Tar)s Tnonr)n (1R on)

1/2
< C(M,p,j,|lellwe+etitico, Pmin, pmamaT)]E|: sup |lpy, (t)li]
te[0,T]

+ C(Mvpa j7 ||50”VVPJF(')JFJ*LOC s Pmins Pmax T)hp-‘rl
+ C'(M,p, j7 ”QOHWPJr@*J'*l»OC y Pmins Pmazx, T)Nij/2

= Errneg + Ertpum + Errfluct,rel

holds for any ¢ = (¢1,...,pn) € [WPHOTITL(TNM sych that ||om|r2 = 1,Ym =
1,...,M and de wrpide = 0 whenever Ty, = T;. Finally, we have the a posteriori bound

1/2
E[ sup |ph(t)||%] < CE(N,h),
te[0,T)

where we have set

Pmin N1/

7z >+exp(ch1)}. (11)

g(Nv h) = C(dv Pmin, pmaz) {exp ( -
Cpmaw

We make some observations in order to better illustrate the meaning of Theorem 2:

e The quantities (pn(Tin), Zuem)n, and (uf ) are rescaled with the factor N'/2,
as the natural order of density fluctuations is N~'/2. In other words, our main error
estimate basically provides an estimate for the relative error in the fluctuations.

o The distances d_;[X,Y] correspond to negative Sobolev norm differences of the
probability measures on RM given by the laws of X and Y. In particular, it holds
d_1[X,Y] =W [X —E[X],Y — E[Y]], where W, is the 1-Wasserstein distance.

e The above estimates contain three types of error terms. The term Err,., quantifies
the a priori lack of knowledge concerning non-negativity of the solution pp; the term
Erry,,m encodes the numerical precision of the scheme; finally, the term Err ¢14c¢,rel
bounds the relative error in the fluctuations.
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e The order of differentiation required for the functions ¢ should be thought of as
the sum of p + 2 + O (accounts for the requirements of the spatial discretisation,
discussed below) and j — 1 (necessary due to an induction argument over j).

If one is only interested in moment bounds (i.e., in a polynomial ¢) then the following
estimate with no relative error in the fluctuations can be produced.

Theorem 3 (Estimates on the error for stochastic moments). In the same setting of
Theorem 2, fiz times T = (Ty,...,Tar) € [0,T)™, a vector j = (j1,...,jn) with j :=
111 = Sy liml, and a vector ¢ = (o1, par) € [WPHIHIHOM,

Then the difference of moments between py, and the empirical density p¥ (2) reads

o .
H [N1/2(Ph(Tm) — E[ph(Tm)],IhQOm)h}Jm‘|

m=1

E

-E

M .
TT 320, —E[u%,L],wm>r”]
m=1

M

] 720

m=1

i inl2] M _
H |:Tm \/ \/Tm:| ] jCSJ+C4 [H |S0m||¥/{/np+j+1+(—),oo‘|

m=1

_ M ' 1/2
55 | TT lomlls o E[sup |p,:<t>||i]
te[0,T)

m=1

< {C(d7 Pmazxs Pmm)}j/2

+ WPHLC(d, prmag, prmin) 2

m=1

=: Erry¢g + ErTr0m, (12)

with constants C,C4,...,Cyq > 0 independent of j, h, N, T, and where we have the bound
1/2
B s I )l3] < cean.
te[0,T7]

where E(N, h) has been defined in (11).

2.1. Structure of the paper. Section 3 lays out the finite difference discretisation of
the Dean—Kawasaki model. Subsection 3.1 (respectively, Subsection 3.2) lays out the
necessary notation (respectively, the relevant assumptions and definitions) related to the
model. Subsection 3.3 — which has an informal flavour — brings forward some of the main
ideas used in the paper. This section lays the ground for Subsection 3.4 (respectively,
Subsection 3.6), which contains preparatory results for the proofs of Theorem 2 (respec-
tively, Theorem 3). The proof of Theorem 2 (respectively, Theorem 3) is finalised in
Subsection 3.5 (respectively, Subsection 3.7). Technical details are deferred to Subsection
3.8 (bounds for all moments of pp, and exponentially decaying bound for the negative
part p, ), and Appendix A (deterministic finite difference arguments and relevant It6
calculus). The statements of results for finite element schemes are given in Appendix
B. Finally, Section 4 contains numerical simulations associated with Theorem 2, using a
first-order finite difference discretisation (i.e., p = 1) in the one-dimensional case d = 1.
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3. ANALYSIS FOR FINITE DIFFERENCE DISCRETISATIONS

3.1. Notation. Domain and function spaces. Let N> d < 3, and let T¢ := [—, )¢. Let
h:=2x/L, for some L € 2N, be the discretisation parameter of the periodic square grid

Gha:=hz2'nT¢={-n,—7+h,...,7—h}%

We always work with periodic functions (defined either on T¢ or G 4). From now on,
this fact will be implicitly assumed and no longer stated. In particular, we abbreviate
CP = CP(T%) and WP = WP (T¢). We use bold characters to denote vector fields.

For m € N, let [L?(G},.q4)]™ be the space of R™-valued functions defined on Gj,_4. Such
space is endowed with the inner product

(wn,on)n =y hlup(@)-on(@),  wn,on € [LA(Gha)]™,
mGGh,d

and admits an orthonormal basis {egé}(m,f)e(Gh,d,{l,...,m})7 whose elements are defined as

ero(y) =h "5y f,

where {f Z}(éj=1 is the canonical basis of R%. If m = 1, the notation is stripped down to
Ca(y) =h™ 265,

Interpolator operator. For ¢ € [C°]™, we define Z,¢p € [L*(Gh q4)]™ as the function
agreeing with ¢ on G}, 4. When there is no ambiguity, we simply write ¢ instead of 7 ¢.

Discrete differential operators. We use the notation 0y ., to denote a finite difference
operator approximating the partial derivative 0,,. We denote by Vj, := [Oh 2, - Oh,zy)
the associated finite difference gradient operator. Furthermore, for each ¢, we define the
discrete second partial derivative D%W as the operator for which the standard integration
by parts formula

(D3 2,1, vn)h = —(DhowoPhs Dheyvn)n (13)

holds, where Dy, 5, is some (possibly different) finite difference operator approximating
the partial derivative 0;,. We abbreviate Vp j, := [Dh 4y, ..., Dpg,]. As aresult of (13),
the discrete operators D,Zl,mlZ are symmetric (in the sense of finite difference operators).
We abbreviate

d

Ap =Y D?

h - h,ze
(=1

to indicate the discrete Laplace operator. Specific details on Vj and Ay, will be provided
in the following subsection.

Remark 4. The operators Vj, and Vp , (both providing an approximation of the con-
tinuous gradient V) may be different, and have different uses in our discretised Dean—
Kawasaki model (Definition FD-DK below). The operator V, is deployed in the noise,
while the operator Vp j in the integration by parts formula (13).

For reasons which will become clear in Subsection 3.3 (see Block 3 therein), we set
the notation for suitable continuous and discrete backwards heat flows. Specifically, for
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a sufficiently regular function ¢ and a final time T, we denote by ¢’ the solution the
continuous backwards heat equation

0yt = —%Aqﬁt on T x (0,T), (14)

with final datum ¢? = . Analogously, we denote by @} the solution to the discrete
backwards heat equation

1
5}(,251;1 = 7§Ah¢)§l on Gh,d X (O,T), (15)
with final datum ¢! = Z,¢. In the following, we also use the alternative notation
P3(p) := ¢T=% (respectively, P (Znp) := ¢} 7), to stress that P*(¢) (respectively,

P7(Iny)) is the result of evolving a backwards heat equation (respectively, a discrete
backwards heat equation) starting from ¢ (respectively, from Z ) for a timespan z.

For y € R, we define y* := max{y;0} and y~ := —min{y;0}. In addition, as usual,
we use the letter C' to denote a generic constant, whose value may change from line to
line in the computations.

3.2. Assumptions and discretised Dean—Kawasaki model.

Assumption FD1 (Discrete differential operators). Let p € N be fixed. We make the

following assumptions on the discrete operators Jj, 5, and D%W:

o the discrete operators 0, 5, and D}QL’M are finite difference operators of order p + 1.
Explicitly, this means that
|8hWIh¢(:c) —aw(b(:cﬂ < CH(b”Cthp"_l, T € Gh,d» le {1,...,d}, (16)
D} 2 ZThd(@) = D2,6(@)| < Clgllowah?™, @ €Gha,  Le{l....d}, (I7)

for any ¢ € CP+2(T?);
e The operators 0y ., and D}%,u commute.

Assumption FD2 (Brownian particle system and initial datum of Dean—Kawasaki dy-
namics). Let p be as in Assumption FD1. We assume to have N € N independent
d-dimensional Brownian motions {wk},ivzl moving in T¢. Moreover:

e the initial positions {wy(0)}._, are deterministic;

e there exists a deterministic function pg , € L*(Gp 4) (which will serve as the initial
datum of the discretised Dean-Kawasaki dynamics in Definition FD-DK below),
satisfying the following properties:

— there exist h-independent constants py,;, and ppq. such that

0 < pmin < P0,h < Pmaz;

— the empirical density of the initial configuration p) = N~! Zszl Owy,(0) aP-
proximates pg ; with accuracy p + 1, in the sense that the inequality

(10" m) = (Po,n> )|
N
= INTUS " 0(wi(0)) — (po,n Zumn| < ChPF ]| oo, (18)
k=1

holds for each function n € CP*1.
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Assumption FD3 (Scaling of relevant parameters). We assume the scaling
h > O(d, pmins pmas) N~/ log N *4(1 +T), (19)

for some T' > 0, and where p,,i, and pq. have been introduced in Assumption FD2.
This scaling will be needed to produce an exponentially decaying estimate associated with
py, s see (66) below.

Assumption FD4 (Mean-field limit). The solution to the discrete heat equation
0Py, = 1A P
tPh = 2 hPh> (20)
pr(0) = Po,h»

is such that pmin < 0p < Pmaz (Where ppin and ppq. have been introduced in Assumption
FD2) for all times up to 7' (where T has have been introduced in Assumption FD3).

We can now state the precise definition of our finite difference Dean—Kawasaki model.

Definition FD-DK (Finite difference Dean-Kawasaki model of order p 4+ 1). Assume
the validity of Assumptions FD1-FD4. We say that the L?(G}, 4)-valued process p, solves
a finite difference Dean—Kawasaki model of order p+1 if it solves the system of stochastic
differential equations

d(pn.ez)), = % (Appn, ex), dt — N~1/2 Z (‘Fpe(}iy,b Vh,em)h dBy,e), Ve,
(¥,0)€(Gr,a,{1,....,d})
pr(0) = po,h,
(21)
where {6(%@)}(y@e(gh,d’{l,_“’d}) are standard independent Brownian motions, and where
F, € L*(Gp q) is defined as

Fo(x) := p;(w), Ve € Gpq. (22)

Remark 5. If (20) admits a discrete maximum principle, then Assumption FD4 is satis-
fied for any T > 0 and any non-negative datum pg ;. For example, the discrete maximum
principle applies for the second-order symmetrical discrete Laplace operator

Anf(z) = —2dfn(x) +h 2Zyw fn(y) |

where y ~ x indicates that y and x are adjacent grid points.

(23)

Remark 6. One may also omit the contribution (1+7) in the scaling (19), at the expense
of obtaining results with a worse dependency on the final time 7. We are not interested
in optimising time dependencies in this work, and we simply include the term 1 + 7" in
order to get cleaner final results.

3.3. Key ideas behind the proofs of the main results. The proofs of Theorems 2
and 3 are of inductive type. In order to simplify their exposition, it is useful to first list
a skeleton of the main building blocks.
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Block 1. Discrete Dean—Kawasaki model: cross-variation analysis. At their core, both
proofs use basic It6 calculus to describe the time evolution of suitable nonlinear functionals
1 of the quantities

(Phs O )n,s (1N, ), (24)

and of their expected values, where ¢;, and ¢ are suitable test functions. The quantities
in (24) are linear functionals of p; and p®, respectively. What is crucial, is that the
cross-variation of the processes (24) are — up to a small error — also linear functionals
of p, and p. The argument for pu? is straightforward, and we can thus defer it to the
proofs themselves. As for pp, we use Definition FD-DK to write

1 _
d(pn, i) = i(AhPha Gip)pdt — N71/2 E (}—pez,y,b Vidin), ABy.e (25)
(y,0)€(Gh,a:{1,---,d})

for two different test functions ¢; p, ¢ € {1,2}. Using the It6 formula and the Parseval
identity in [L?(Gp q)]¢, one finds that the cross-variation of the stochastic noise of (25) is

< Z (Fpeft i Viorn), B(y,e), Z (Freft 0 Vigan), B(y,€)>
(yl)e(Gh,m{l,...,d}) (y7l)€(Gh,d7{1,‘..,d})
= Z (ez,y,g,fpvh@,h)h (ez7y7£afpvh¢2,h)h (26)
(y>€)e(Gh,d){17"'7d})
= (F2,Va¢in - Vioan), (27)
22
E (o, Vadin - Vadan), (28)
= (pn, Vid1n - Vidan), + (0 Vidrn - Vadan), - (29)

The first term in (29) is indeed a linear functional of pj,. The second term (which we will
show to be negligible for suitable scaling regimes, see Subsection 3.8) takes into account
the a priori lack of knowledge concerning the non-negativity of solutions to the discrete
Dean-Kawasaki model (21). We also stress that the validity of the computations above
is independent of the order of the finite difference scheme (i.e., p).

Expression (28) crucially preserves the cross-variation structure associated with the
continuous Dean—Kawasaki (1) for nonnegative densities. More precisely, formally testing
(1) with a smooth test functions ¢;, i € {1,2}, gives

1
dpdide =+ [ Apgida — N1/ / Vi€ - Vo
Td 2 Jra Td

= %/]I‘d Ap p;dx — N*l/zz/w Vpes - Voidxfs, (30)

SEZL

where the last inequality if justified by the representation § = 3 ;. e Bs, where {es} scza
is an orthonormal basis of [L?(T?)]¢ and {fs}scz¢ are independent Brownian motions.
The noise cross-variation is then obtained using the It6 formula and the Parseval idendity
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— this time in [L2(T%)]¢ - to obtain

Vper - Vordafy, ver-Vo dscﬁ'z>
<k%Z:d /Jl‘d ! Z /Td ’

lezd

-2 /Td vier: Vordz /Td vper - Vordz = /w pVo1 - Voude,  (31)

keZ

and thus the cross-variations (31) and (28) are (modulo positive part p;) structurally
identical.

Block 2. Numerical error. There are two contributions to the numerical error, namely:

- the difference of initial data uj) and py(0), and
- the difference in the evolution of test functions (say, ¢ and ¢p),

and both are proportional to h?*!. While the first contribution has the correct bound by
Assumption FD2, the second contribution needs to be estimated: The main difficulty is
that the interpolation of the test function arising from the cross-variation of the second
quantity in (24) (i.e., Z,(V¢1 - V) does not coincide — in general — with Vj,é1.5,- Vida,p,
(i.e., the cross-variation of the first quantity in (24)). We therefore need to show the bound

1T, (Vo1 - Vo) — Vi n - Vg S hPH

in order not to lose h-regularity in consecutive steps of our inductive proofs (more details
in Block 5 below). The necessary tools for this task are contained in Subsection A.1.

Block 3. Deterministic dynamics of the test functions. As we are interested only in
the analysis of the fluctuations for the Dean—Kawasaki model, it is convenient to choose
the deterministic functions ¥, ¢, ¢y in such a way that as many drift terms as possible in
relevant It6 differentials vanish. This is the reason behind the choice of the backwards heat
equation (14) (respectively, (15)) for ¢ (respectively, for ¢p,), which directly compensates
the diffusive nature of the particle system (respectively, of the Dean—Kawasaki model).
In practice, this is reflected in the useful equalities (which follow from Lemma 15)

(pn (), 0)n — (pr(0), &9)n = (pn(t) — E[pn(t)]. &} )n, (32)
(ut', 8% = (ug' »0°) = (ui’ —E[uf'], 6"), (33)

for ¢, ¢y, as in (14), (15). The discussion for 9 in the case of Theorem 2 is conceptually
analogous, but technically more involved, and is devolved to the proof itself. As for
Theorem 3, v is chosen to be static, therefore this discussion does not apply.

We expand these considerations in Appendix A.2.

Block 4. Stretched exponential bounds for centred moments of the particle system and
the Dean—Kawasaki solution. This block associates the scaling regime of Assumption FD3
to the validity of the moment bounds

M e M _
max E 1T %, —E[pf.] em)m ] < NIy [H ||Vs0m|i’$‘]
’ m=1 m=1
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and
M .
jm
max. El m]_:[1 (o1 (T) = E[pn(Tin)], Tniom), 1

M
_ /2 o -
< {2]\7 rc (d, pmimpma;z)}J ]3] <H ”(pm]CH@) )
m=1

where Ty,...,T,, € [0,T], and © was introduced in (10). The difference in the norms
of the test functions stems from a difference in underlying mathematical arguments (de-
pending on the circumstance, we will either use the maximum principle or the Sobolev
embedding Theorem). The necessary tools for this point are contained in Subsection A.2.

Block 5. Inductive argument. Block 1 essentially states that computing cross-variations
of discrete Dean—Kawasaki models yields linear functionals (24), as well as negligible
corrections related to the negative part p, . Taking Block 2 also into account, this leads
to the following crucial observation.

The Ito correction term in the Ité differential of smooth enough nonlinear functions ¥
applied to (24) and their expected values is a sum of:

- negligible terms featuring p, and the numerical error, and
- yet another (possibly different) nonlinear function v applied to (24) and their
expected values.

This property allows to set up both proofs using an induction argument whose induc-
tive step is the change in nonlinear function (from 1 to v¢): the residual terms (featuring
p;, and the numerical error) are estimated at each step, and are not fed to the next step.

3.4. The key step for the accuracy estimate for fluctuations in Theorem 2. For

use in the next proposition, we define the two function spaces £{ ., ., L3, , as

— . RM . — 2\—7/2 g
Ehons = {0 R 5 R [, o= guax 141+ P20 | < o0},
~ — .M . — 2\—r/2 g
L= {¢ RY = Rl gg,,, = max (L4117 / Dqﬂ’(')HLw < oo} .

Furthermore, we emphasise that we use the shorthand notations

<N¥1 - E[M%]v¢l>
(ug — Elpg), ¢) == E ;
</~L¥M - E[M%w]» ¢M>

((pn(T1) = Elpn(T1)]), ¢1.1),
((on(T) = E[pn(T)]), b4),, - : ,
((on(Tar) = Elon(Tar)]), darn) ,
((on = Elon)), &1),,(T) := ((on(T) = E[on(T)]), 4 ) s

tAT = (tNANT, ..., t ANTp),
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i.e., we implicitly multiply vectors in an element-wise fashion respectively evaluate vec-
torial functions by a vector of (time) parameters in an element-wise way.

Theorem 2 will be seen to be an easy consequence of the following crucial proposition
and an inductive argument.

Proposition 7. Let uY denote the empirical measure of N independent Brownian par-
ticles as defined in (2).

Let pp, be a solution to the Dean—Kawasaki equation discretised using finite differences
on a uniform grid (21). Suppose furthermore that Assumption FD1 (details of operators
Ay and Vi), Assumption FD2 (initial condition on Brownian particle system), Assump-
tion FD3 (scaling assumptions), and Assumption FD4 (positivity-preserving properties of
mean-field limit) hold.

Let M, p e N, g €N, and r € Ng. Let ¢ : RM — R satisfy o € L3}2 . Let

p € [W2HP+O.IM - Rinally, let T = (Ty,...,Tar) such that 0 < T} < ... < Ty < T.
Then there exist test functions 1/;,’;1, &Zl, Y0, and ¢° as well as T € RMTY such that

E{¢<N”zo@5Em¥Lw>>

0 1 Tenti Tt 12/ N N 7 5t
=¢"(0) + ON1/2 E /0 E| v <N <NMT —Elp,, 7, ¢kz>> de
k

(34a)

and

E lzb (Nl/z((Ph(T) - E[ph(T)])th‘P)h>

w(N”%@h—E[ )]

E| it (Vo1 - ph],zh&m)h(mi"m)]dt (34D)

=E

+ Ertpym + Errpeq

hold. Here, q?)fcl s subject to the estimate
|éallwa-re < Cla, M, pllwase) forall t T, (350)
while, if ¢ > 2, ¥t is subject to the estimate
1640 a2, < Clarr M Il DIl g, for allt <T. (35b)
Furthermore, Extyym and Err,., are subject to the estimate

|Errnum‘ < C(Ma Pmaz; T, ”‘P”CP+2+93 T) (||1/)||zgowr + N71/2 |D1/J||[:gow’r)hp+l, (35C)
Brtnegl < COL, pruaas s Illorso Dl s, VI (354)

where E(N, h) is defined in (11).
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Under the additional assumption that ||¢x||L> = 1 and [, o dx = 0 for all k, that
Jpa ererde = 0 whenever Ty, = Ty, and that

mogar = Bl ](2) > pmin > 0,

we have the additional bounds
7 C(Q7T7M7 ||SO||2 ,ooaT)
Ikl o, < —— —
! \/pmzn min { mlnm:Tmzt(Tm - t) , Mg 1Ty 4T, |Tk - T'l|}

41| 74

pow,T

(35e)
and
Bttin| < COrs P i & M, [plrsaeo) (10l +NV2|Dulgy )
1
>< .
V/ Pmin ming 1121, [T — 11

Rt (35f)

as well as
|Errneg| < C(Ma Pmazxy Pmin, d,r, ||90||Cl+@ ; T)H’L/}‘lé%)ow Tg(Nv h)
1
X : .
V/ Prmin ming g1 21, [T — 11

(35g)

The proof is split into four steps. In Step 1, we provide deterministic estimates of suit-
able backwards diffusive equations of relevance, as well as basic stochastic estimates asso-
ciated with the Dean-Kawasaki dynamics FD-DK. Step 2 (respectively, Step 3) is devoted
to obtaining (34a) (respectively, (34b)). Step 4 bounds the residual terms Erry,ym,, Ertyeq
in (34b).

Proof of Proposition 7. Step 1: definitions and elementary estimates. Let ¢!,
satisfy the backwards heat equation (14) subject to ¢lm := ¢;. Define the function
Pt RM 5 R by setting 7 := 1 and by evolving ¢! backward in time using the
backward diffusion equation

M

Z (thTk xe<r, (Eluy' ], Vi, - Vi) 8kaz¢t)- (36)

k=1

1
*aﬂ/’t = 5

The purpose of the definitions of ¢!, and ¢! will become clear in Step 2 and 3 below.
Note that these definitions entail
_ 1 -
DIyt (y) = —_ — A1z ) DY —z)dz
’l,[} (y) /RM (det(z'ﬂ'A))l/Q eXp ( 2 Z) w(z Z) Z,

(where for simplicity we have assumed that the eigenvalues of A are nondegenerate; oth-
erwise, we replace the formula by its natural analogue) with

T M
1 -
A= [ 5 O Neemxien (BI). Vo - Vef) ex e di (37)
t k=1
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This implies
(L4 |2*)"/2D%' (2)]
1 1A—13 3 2yr/2 i N
SO(T)AMW]TWGXP(_QA Z)|(1+|Z|) Dw(z—z)|dz
1
<C 14|53 exp(— LA"13.3
<o) /RM( T ety P (- 342 2)
x |(1+ |z — 2[*)"/2Dy(z — z)|dz,
and thus
1L+ - [2) 72 DI () o= < Clr,p) L+ A2 (L4 |- 2)/2DI() | o=
Observing that [A] < C'sup,cpo 1 10" T||2,1. T < C|l||3y1. T, we conclude that
19 24, . < Cla,r, M, [llfys.ce, T[] 22

pow,r pow,r

(38)
Arguing similarly, we deduce

|(1+ =) /2 D180 (2)]

1 _
< -1z _1pa-15 3 2\r/2 g oz 3
<C(r) /RM [A z|7(det(27rA))1/2 exp( sAT 2 z)‘(1+|z| ) ¥ DY (z z)‘dz
9 1. 1 1. .
SC(T)/]RAI(1+|Z|2) /2|A 1Z~€k|WeXp(7%A 1Z'Z)

x |(L+ |z — )" DWp(z - 2)| dz,
and therefore

1069 25,0 < O, M, @l e, TIATY e[l g

pow,r *
Using the estimate (49), under the additional assumptions on the ¢ stated above we
infer

Clg,r, lpll2ys.. T, M)
||8k’l/)t|‘£gow,r < __1/2 : »

(1 jgyr, W0 { mity.7,, >¢(Tn — 1), ming pn 7, [T — Til }

1/2 ||1/)H£gow,r

(39)
whenever Ty, > t. This in particular implies (35e). A similar argument yields
Clg, ey, T, M)
10:00 | s, . < — 7 . . wi . 7z 10kl s, .
M} j9)y7, MiD { ming,.7, >¢ (L —t) , ming 7,27, [Tk — Tl|}
(40)

whenever T}, T; > t.
Now fix n € W'*+®©. Let ), satisfy the discrete backwards heat equation (15) subject
to nl :=Zyn. We observe that the moment estimate
2j71/2j5
| s | = Cl s pins N T 2 i (a1

(pn — Elpn], mn) , ()

holds for any j € N. To see this, we use (21) and deduce that for any ¢ > 0
(ph - E[ph], ﬂh)h(t) = Mt
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where M, is a martingale satisfying E[M;] = 0 and

1
(Mg, My) = 2NE[ Z (]:P<t)ei,y,f7 thZ)h(Fp(t)e?i’y,@ Vinh),
(y,0)€(Gh,a{1,....d})

1
Bl ), V- V), )

Doob’s martingale inequality, the moment bound (65), and the estimate

sup [ Vi llnoe < Inllwise, (42)
t€[0,T]

(which is, depending on ©, a consequence of either the discrete maximum principle or
the Sobolev embedding theorem) yield (41). It is also straightforward to notice that

(Zolnl, Zoli]) | < Cllllwa. (43)
170 [V - Fnel | < Cllnly- (44)

Furthermore, we write

(Elpn(D) Zun) — (€3], )
B (010, PE @), — (' PT)

= (pn (. PE @) = TlPT ) +{ (1 (). TlPT () = (3, PTm) }
=T + 15,

where P and P;, have been introduced in Subsection 3.1. Term T is bounded using (73),
while T is settled using (18) from Assumption FD2. Altogether, this leads to

(E D201, - ]| < Clon O allor-at™ (45)

Step 2: proof of (34a). Using Ito’s formula and the fact that (u — E[ul],n) =
Nt Zgzl(n(wn(t)) — E[n(wn(t))]) holds for all n € C°, we compute

d(wt (NW (minr — Eluinr, ¢t>)>
= (0)") (N1/2 (pinr — Eluinr), ¢t>> dt

M
Iy (Nl/z (il — Elulir], ) )

k=1
N
X NTV2Y ((0ih) (wn (1) — E[(0105) (wa (1)) dt
n=1
M
=Y okt (NW (pinr — Eluinr], 8°) )N“Q (OEluing, ], o1 dt

k=1

M N
Y0 (N (i~ Bl ) Jxeen, N2 Y Vi (0) - o,

k=1 n=1
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M N

1 _

Y 0! (V2 (e - Bllal ) ) gren N2 S Aok (wn()
k=1 n=1

M
1
+5 D Okt (N”Q (nine — Eluinr), ¢>t>)
k=1
N

X X<, Xe<sn N1 Y 1 Vi (wa(1) - Vo (w, (1)) dt.

n=1

Using the fact that 0,E[uy'] = $AE[4]"], plugging in the equation (14) satisfied by @,

and taking the expected value, we obtain
dE lwf (N”Q (Hinr — Elugnr), @) )]

=E

(8yt) <N V2 (udr — Elunr), ') >] dt

M
Z Xt<T, Xt<T, OkO1’ <N1/2 {pint — Eluing], @) >

k=1

1
“E
T3

N
X N71S Ul (w, (1)) - wf(wn(t))] dt.

n=1

Integrating in ¢, recalling that qu = ¢, and plugging in the equation (36) satisfied by ¢,
we obtain

E w(NW (p — E[u¥1,¢>)

1 T
+ ON1/2 /0 Z Xt<T, Xt<n, E [akal¢t <N1/2 <U£\/Z\T - E[Ui\/]\T]a ¢t> )
k=1

x NY2 (¥ —E[u'], Ve, - Wﬁ)] dt.

We then define 9f; : RM+1 5 R as
V(515 S0r41) == Xt<min{Te, 71} Ok O (51, ..., SM)Sa41 (47a)
and q?)zl : T4 — RM+L a5

¢i ()

~t

b, () = : . 47
k() (@) (47b)
Vi () - Voi(z)
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Moreover, we set Ty := (Th, ..., Th,min{Ty, T;}). With these definitions, and in view of
pd = E[ud’] (which follows from Assumption FD2), equation (46) directly implies (34a).
Furthermore, the estimate (35a) follows immediately from

19" (llwaoe < [l ()llwas

(which is a consequence of the maximum principle) and the definition of &)Zl Likewise,
the estimate (35b) is immediate by the definition of ¢}, the estimate (38), and the defi-

nition of the norms ||-{[zq_ . Finally, from (39) and the definition of YL, we deduce (35¢).

ow,r

Step 3: proof of (34b). Using Itd’s formula and (21), we infer
d(d,t <N1/2 (Ph — Elpn], ¢>h)h(t A T))>
— (0s) (N1/2 (o — Elpnl, é1), (t A T)) dt

M
+ Z 3k1/1t (N1/2 (Ph - E[ph]a (bh)h(t A T)>N1/2 (Ph - E[Ph], at¢h,k)h(t) dt
k=1

M
+ % > oyt <N1/2 (P — Elpnl, @p),, (t A T))thTk
k=1
x NY2(Anpn — E[Anpn], i), (t) dt
M
- Z 8’€¢t (N1/2 (ph - E[ph]7 ¢h)h(t A T))
k=1

X Xt<Ty, Z (‘Fﬂ(t)e(}ib,y,év vhqﬁc)h dﬁ(yl)
(y,é)E(Gth,{l,...,d})

+

N[ =

M
Z 8kal¢t <N1/2 (Ph - E[Ph]» d)h)h(t A T))
k=1

X Xt<THAT) Z (Fp(t)efh 40 thbi,k)h(fp(t)ei,y,e, Vih,), dt.
(y,£)€(Gh,a,{1,...,d})

Using the fact that —0won.x = Xe<T, %Ah(b;hk and taking the expected value, we obtain
dE {W (N1/2 (Ph - E[ph]7 ¢h)h(t A T)):|

=E [(@W) (Nl/z (pn — Elpnl, @4), (t A T))} dt

M
1
T3 kgl Xt<TnT, E [8;.@811/% (N1/2 (pn = Elonls ¢1) , (t A T))

S <fp<t>ez,y,e,vmz,k)h(fp(t)ez,y,z,vhqsz,l)h} dt.
(y,£)€(Gh,a,{1,...,d})
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Using the cross-variation identity (28), we get

dE [wt (NY2(on ~ Elpal. ¢1),,(t A T>)]

— 5| (0") (N2 (0 ~ Elpal. 1), (£ )|

M
1
T3 g; Xt<T AT, E {81@811/% <N1/2 (pn —Elpnl, o), (t A T))

< (01 (), Vil - vmz,l)h} dt.

Switching to integral notation, using (36) as well as ¢>Z = I, and adding zero, we
obtain

E[w (N2 (pn(T) - E[ph(T)ﬂhso)h)]

=K [1/)0 (N1/2 (ph — Elpn], ¢h)h(0)>:|

1 S e t 1/2 N t ¢
k=1
M T AT,
+% > /0 E|:ak81¢t(N1/2(p}z —E[ph},qsh)h(tAT))
k=1

X (pn(t), Vi g - vh¢z7l)h} d

gi/()

k=1

T NT)

E {akalwt (N1/2 (pn — Elpnl], @p,),, (t A T))

X (pp, (), Vih 1 - vhd)z,k)h] dt.

Adding zero once more and using the fact that p,(0) = E[px(0)] (which is a consequence
of Assumption FD2), we arrive at

E {y;(}\ﬂ/? (pn(T) — lE[ph(T)],Ihw)h)}

1 M
1,0
-0+ 557 2 [
k=1

T NT)

E {&cam/ﬁ (Nl/z (o — E[ph],Ih¢)h(t A T))

% N1/2 (Ph(t) - E[ph(t)]vzh [vg‘b}t@ ’ vd)ﬂ)h:| dt

+ Errnum,l + Errnum,2 + Errneg7
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where we have set

M TuAT,
Errneg = % Z /0 E {@caﬂ?t (N1/2 (Ph - E[ﬂh]) ¢§z)h(t A T))

k=1

%P1 (1) Vil - wz,l)h] dt,

as well as
1 M T AT,
Errnum,l 125 kgl /0 E |:8kalwt (N1/2 (ph - E[ph}v ¢h)h(t A T)):|
« (@l TlvoL - Vi), ~ (Bl VoL Vi) )
1 M T, AT,
+ 2]6;1/0 E{akalqbt(Nlm(ph *E[ph],(bh)h(t/\T))
x ((pn(t% Vi Vohi), = (on(t), In[V ), - wﬂ)hﬂ dt,
and
1 M Tu AT)
Errnum,Q ::W kzz /O E (akalwt (N1/2 (Ph - E[Ph], ¢h)h(t A T))

— OO (N1/2 (pn — Elpnl, Inep), (¢ A T)))

x N2 (pn(t) = Elon(t)], Zn [V}, - Voi]),, | dt.

Using the definitions (47a) and (47b) and setting Errpym = Errpym,1 + Ertpym,2, this
yields the representation (34b).

Step 4: estimates for Err,., and Erryym . We begin with Err,..; it is easily seen
to be bounded by

(41) M AT, . _ 1/2
[Ettpeg| < Clpmaas s lpllcrve, T) > / 10k0* | 2o, E[llon (0)ln] *~ dt
0

Dow,r
k=1

(66), FD3 M T AT,
< O(pmaa:apminada T HS"HCl*@vT)g(Nv h) Z / HakalthLT dt.
0

pow,0
k=1

This entails (35d). Furthermore, the analogue of (39) for the second derivative, and the
time integrability of the singularity {min,,.z, >¢(T, —t)} /2 entail (35g).
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We next note that E[py,(t)] simply solves the discretised heat equation, while E[ulY]
solves the exact heat equation. Using (75), (45), (65), and (41), we obtain

|1§J‘rrnu7n7 1 |

(75),(45),(41) M TWAT b . .
<0 e T) S / (1 + T/ |<p||gt+@) 106005 o
0

pow,r
k=1

r 1/(r+1
% (IplZnsellon O lnh”* + Elon (@) 7 o) Il Zmrare b ) at

(65) M T NT)
<O i pmin ) Y [ (lplEpeeoh®?)
k=10
(14 T Y 00 Ly, (180)

Finally, we deduce from (41), (44), (64) and (73)

M

C(Ta Pmazs Pmin, d7 T) r r

Errnum,2| < N1/2 Z lpllorerh?*H{ 1 + 1T +1)2H¢HCJQ+1—@
k=1

pow,r

T NT}
X / HakalDQ/}tHEo dt. (48Db)
0

Combining (48a) and (48b) with (38) and (65), we infer (35¢). Using in addition (39)
and (40), we deduce (35f). The proof is complete. O

Lemma 8. Let0 < T} <Tp <...< Ty <T. Suppose that all ., have vanishing average
and are normalized in the sense ||@m||L2rey = 1; suppose furthermore that whenever
T = T, the corresponding o, and g are orthogonal to each other in L?(T9). Define

M2 = inf | E[uy](z).
z€T t> 5Ty

Denoting the pseudo-inverse of the (possibly degenerate) nonnegative symmetric matriz
Ay defined in (37) by A;*, we have the estimate

O(M)

A < (49)

M(1/2)r, Min { ming,.7, >¢(Tm —t) , ming .7y, 27, [Tk — Tz|}

Proof. To simplify notation, we define Ty := %Tl. Estimating the matrix in (37), writing
or(®) == 3, cz0 knexp(—in - x), and using the fact that —9,¢) = 1A}, we get for
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any o € R?
;Ata e
mM(1/2)T
TVt M M
. (S ot) (o)
m(1/2)T1 mz:l/m 1Vt < ] (;;1 * lg:; l
TVt M
Z / / ( ozwb}é) : V( Z az¢f) de dt
Tm—1Vt J T4 k=m I=m

- Z 3 Z / e~ 3 (T—0)Inf? — 3 (Ti-0nl® g

m=1mnecZzd k,l=m Trm—1Vvt

X |n|2ak,nal7nakal

M S (Ti4+T0) T vt)|n|2 ( (Ti+T3)— w)\m?
— Z Z Z ( 1 k e 1 k)—Tm—1 )

1 nezd k,l=m

X Ok, naln0kQ]

M M
2
= E E E (1 — e_(vat_Tm’lvmn‘ )ak,nalmakal

m=1mnczd k,l=m

1 1
% e—5(TL—Tm\/t)|n|2e—§(Tk—Tth)\n\2

=
M=

((Tm Vt—Tm_1V t) A 1) Ok, O] n0kQ

1 1
—3(Ti=TmVt)n|? =5 (Te=Tm Vt)|n|?

X e

1M
:§Z(T Vit — Ty 1\/t)/\1)

X/qﬁ(é; Tvt ][¢T Vit di ><Z l(¢;‘rmw—]{rd¢lzpmwd@>)d$'

Using the fact that qbf’“ = @k, that ||¢f [l 2(ray < 1 for all ¢, that the ¢y have vanishing
average, and our assumption on the orthogonality of the ¢ with the same T}, we deduce

2
—MNa-a>c(M min{ min (7, —t), min Tk—Tl} E aml?.
m(l/g)Tl ¢ ( ) m:TmZt( ) kT #T ‘ ‘ L<me MVT >t | |
Note that (At)g = 0 whenever Tj, < ¢ or T} < t. This concludes our proof. d

3.5. Proof of Theorem 2. For finite difference discretization schemes, Theorem 2 is an
easy consequence of Proposition 7.
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Proof of Theorem 2 in the finite difference case. Taking the difference of (34b) and (34a)
and using (35f) and (35g), we see that Proposition 7 implies

E —E

v <N1/2 (pn(T) — E[phm],zhso)h)

w(N”Z (i — E[u?],@)

| (50)
M

1 T NT;
<o 2 |,

=1

E

b (N1/2 (pn — Elon), Tnyy) , (t A Tkl))]

dt

—-E {1/321 <N1/2 <Nf/i\j~ - E[#g\f}, <;521> )]

+ N7V2 Dy 2

bows)

+ C(Mv Pmazy Pmins A, T, ||90||C”+2+9)(Hw”£1

pow,1
1

X
V/ Pmin ming 11,21, [T — 1)
+ C(M7 Pmazxs Pmin, d,r, ||‘P||Cl+9?T)H¢H£1 S(N7 h)

pow,1
1

x )
V/ Proin ming 1121y [T — T

p+1

The inequality (40) implies

T
/0 1kl z2=2  dt < CGL M, @lyroe, T 2y, T p2it - (52)
In case j = 1, (51) entails the desired bound by the estimate on 1/3,2[ upon replacing v in
(50) by its convolution with a mollifier on the scale N~/2, which we denote by 7y -1/2.
This is a straightforward result of the convolutional inequalities
1Dz s W)lles,, < ONY2[les,

ow,1

[z % =] SONTV2|l g1
For j > 1, taking the difference of (34b) and (34a), using the bounds (35a), (35¢), (35d),
and iterating this estimate j — 1 times (i. e. using in each step again (34b) and (34a) to
estimate the terms of the form

8 3 (V20— Bl T, 1 T>)] . [w (3002 (3~ Bl ) ) )] |

only bounding the terms in ||1;’il||/32j72 using (52) in the last step), we deduce
pow,r+1

- [&Zz (N1/2 <ut1\iT —E[uy 2], <2’21> )]

{N_(j_l)/2 (O(M7 pmaz7 pmi'ru d7j7 H‘10||Cp+2+(—)+.7—1>hp+1

E

o (NW (on — Elon], Tnbar), (A m)

j—1
<

=1

1

OO, praes prsims s @l gsessss TIE(N, ) ) ol g,

pow,j
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+ C(M, pmazs Pmin, d, J, H90||Cp+2+®+371 )N_j/2hp+1 ||D¢||Lz-7_1__ }

+ C(M7 pmamzpmin7d7jv HSD”%/VJ'*LOOT)||w||[jz23{);11N_j/2' (53)

We use estimate (53) in (51) to bound the terms of the form

/Tk NTy
0

E

e (N1/2 (pn — E[phLIhc}kz)h(t A Tkl)>‘|

- l%l <N1/2 <szs\/,\T - E[Hi\/’\ff]’ &Zz> )]

Therefore, estimate (53) turns into

E lw <N1/2(<ph - E{phb,zhsa)h(T))] -E lw <Nl/2 (17 — Elug], @) )

< C(Ma Pmazs Pmin, d,j,T, ||90||CP+2+@+7*1am(l/Q)T1)hp+1Hw|| 2j—1

dt,

+ C(M pmamapmznad .77T HSOHCI’*z*OJ” 1 m(l/Q)Tl)N j/th+1||Dw“£2jmulo
+ C(Mu Pmax Pmin, d,j, T, HSOHCl*@*”l ) m(l/Q)Tl) (N’ h) ||1/}H£2];10
+ C(M pmaazapmwud jaT H‘PHWJ o0, M 1/2 T1)||w||l:2j 1 N™ j/2

Finally, we replace ¢ by ny—j2 * ¢ in (50) (note that we have |¢p — ny—j2 x | <
C||Dt||L~ N3/ and || D(ny-is * Wlem,, < CNJ/2||¢H[;;nWT). This, together with

the fact that My 2)7, is controlled by ppmin, proves Theorem 2 in the case of finite differ-
ence discretisations. O

3.6. Recursive step for Theorem 3. In Theorem 2, one is forced to distinguish be-
tween the different final times T7, ..., Th; due to the singular nature of the evolution equa-
tion for ¢ (36). In contrast, ¢ is static in Theorem 3: therefore, its proof can be detailed
in the (notationally much more convenient) case of equal final times Ty = --- =T, =T
without losing in generality.

We first introduce some handy notation. For t < T, we abbreviate

N
Tl Tot) = (¥, ') — () 16" = de wilt)) — 1 D 6w (0))
k=1

and

SN (Tnep, T t) := (pn(t), ¢h)n — (pn(0), 4o,

where @' (respectively, ¢} ) solves the backwards heat equation (14) (respectively, the
backwards discrete heat equation (15)) with datum ¢ (respectively, Zpnp) at time T.
Given a multi-index j = (ji,...,jn) such that |j|; = 7 € N and a set of smooth test
functions ¢ = (¢1,...,vr), we abbreviate

=

M
ST, T,t) == [[ S @nom: Tot), TR, Tot) : HTM (om, Tot)  (54)

m=1
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and we set
DG, o, T) = )E[sfv(zh<p,T, T)] - E[T]@'(ga,ﬂ T)} ) (55)
In order to show Theorem 3, we first provide a series of preliminary results.

Lemma 9 (First moments). The first moments of the Dean—Kawasaki model in Definition
FD-DK agree with those of the Brownian particle system. Namely, for ¢ € C*, we have
E[SN (Zne, T,T)] = E[Tn (¢, T,T)] = 0, where Sy and Tn have been defined in (54).

Proof. This follows promptly from Lemma 15, as neither Sy (Znp,T,t) nor Ty (e, T,t)
admits drift. O

Lemma 10 (Second moments). Let © be as in (10). Assume the validity of Assumptions
FD1, FD2, FDJ, FD3. Fiz @1,y € C3TPTO_ Let py, be as given in Definition FD-DK.
Then

|E[SN(Zner, T, T)SN (Zng2, T, T)| — E[Tn (o1, T, T)Tn (02, T, T)]|
< N7'Tpillerve l2llerve E(N, R)
RPN mas{ TV TYO(, paes prain) 1 [ rsso [allmesve,  (56)
where Sy and Ty have been defined in (54), and E(N,h) has been introduced in (11).

Proof. Set 1}, := Vu¢i ), - Vagh ), — In {Vei - Vh}. The Tto differential formula for
Sn (1, T, t)Sn (2, T, t) stated in Lemma 15 gives

dE[SN (Tngr. T, t)Sn (Znipa, T, 1)]
= N""E[(p} (t), Vad! ), - Vi ,)n]dt
= N"E[(pn(t), Vadi - Vadhp)n]dt + N'E[(py (1), Vadl j, - Vs p)n]dt
= N'E[(pn(t), Zn {V! - Voh}), ]dt + N'E[(p (), Vet - Vadh ,)n]dt
+ N7'E[(pn(t),r})n] dt
= NTE[{ (pn(0). Zu { V] - V5 }), — (pn(0). P (Z0 {61 - V4 })), H e
+ NT'E[(pn(0), P (Tn {Veh - Vb)), ]dt

+ N'E[(py, (), Vagh 1, - Vadh p)n]dt + N7'E[(pn(t) ZA dt,

where P}, is the solution operator for the discrete backwards heat equation, see Subsection
3.1. On the other hand Lemma 15 also implies

dE[Tx (g1, T, t)TN(%T 1)

=N'E

Zwt (wi (1)) - Vb (wp(t ))]dt
N
NlEK;kle (wi(t)) - Vi (wp(t kz (Vo - Vb)) (wi (0 )th

N 2:
+N1E[ > PV, - Vh) (w (0 ] =Y Bd
k=1 1=1
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where P is the solution operator for the backwards heat equation, see Subsection 3.1.
We get Ay = Bj since the first (centred) moments agree (see Lemma 9). Furthermore,
(66) and (19) grant

| Asldt < N7HIVRo 4 lloc I Vadh 1l (N, h) dt
< N 7YVdt oo I VRS pllecE (N, h) dt < N1y [|cr+e | @2]lcr+e E(N, B) dt.

The bounds (75) and (19) promptly give

T T
| 1adde <N sup fodlh [ ELlon(oll]de
0 te[0,7] 0

T
<ON' sup bl TV ( / Eﬂph(mi]dt)

te[0,T)

1/2

(75) T 1/2
< Chp+lN—1||gp1HCp+2+@||§02HCP+2+6T1/2 (/ E[th(t)H%]dt)
0

(19)(65)
< RPN max{TY2, TYC(d, prmazs pmin) |91 corere 2] criate.

We decompose A — By as follows
Ay — By = N'E[(pn(0), P}, (Zn { V- V5 })), ] dt

—N'E

LS piwat. wa)(wk(o»] ar
T

=N {E PICE v¢;><wk<o>>] a

= (pn(0), Tu[P' (V6] - Vb)), dt}

+ N7 (pn(0), P} (Zn { Ve - Vb }) — Tu[PH(V, - Vb)), dt
=:C1 + Cy, (57)

where we have also used that p,(0) is deterministic. The term C; is bounded using (18)
applied to the function 7 := P{(V¢! - Vh), while the term Cy is dealt with using (73)
with choice ¢ := V¢t - Vob. All together, we obtain the bound

| Ay = By| < CRPPINTHC + ppaa) 91 | ovts |2l orradt. (58)
The proof is complete. O

Proposition 11 (Recursive formula for higher moments). Let © be as in (10). Fix
e =(o1,.-.-,pK) € [C’Z’*S*@}M, a vector § = (j1,...,jn) such that |j|; = j. For each
pairé,j € {1,..., M}, let 7% be as defined in Lemma 15. Let E(N, h) be as defined in (11).
Assume the validity of Assumptions FD1, FD2, FD4, FD3. We recall the abbreviation
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for the difference of moments (see (54), (55))

D(j, . T) = [E[S% (Tuep. T, T)} - E[m’(w,T, ol

[H {(on(T (ph(o)a¢gm,h)h}jnl]

M 1 N Jm
E|]1 { Z¢T (wi(T)) — Nz¢9n(wk(0))}
m=1 k=1

Then we have the recursive formula

X G — )i
D(j,,T) < N71 Y o L
k=1

T
/0 DG 1}, {¢': Vol - VoL, t)dt

M . .
N-1 Gr =)t [Tkt o
+ Pmazx Z f o D(] a¢)7t)H(pk”ClJr@Hgol”ClJredt
k=1

+ {CNTYTC(d, prmas: pmin) ' (200D E(N, h)
kl l
X (Z > (H <Pm||cl+@>
k=1
+ hp+1 {CN_l maX{Tl/Q' T}C(d Pmazxs pmzn)}j/z (2j)3(j_2)

« (f (;’“) (H somncW@)

k=1
= A1 + AI2 + Errpeg + Ertpum. (59)

recursion recursion

Proof. We use Lemma 15 to deduce

dE [Sg'v(zhw, T, t)}

2

M . .
_ 6 kol
Z MSJN (Znep, T, t) (pif (8), Vi - Vwﬁ,h)h] dt

M (Jk = Or)Jt oj
> RS (T, 1) (pn(0), Vadh - Vi),

+NTE

S G — )it o
> fé}’v (Zne, T,1) (py (1), Vi - Vadin),

In analogy to the notation of Lemma 10, we define

Tz,l,h = Vh(lﬁc,h : Vh(?f,h —In {V% : Vﬂﬁ} .

Let P (respectively, P;) be the solution operator for the backwards heat equation (re-
spectively, for the discrete backwards heat equation), see Subsection 3.1. We then proceed
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above as
dE {Sg'v (Tne, T, t)]

M

S Ur 0 3, o, 11) (o (8). T { VL - V),

k=1

— (on(0), P}, (Zn {V} - Vi })),] dt

=N'E

M . .
eNE| S0 VS g0 1 1) (1 (0), P (Ih{wbwf}»h] t

M . .
$NE| Y UG (10 71 (o7 (), V- Vadha),

M . . 4
— 0 kel
+NTE[ Y Msgv (Ih<p,T,t)(ph(t),ri’lvh)hl dt =Y Audt.

On the other hand
dE[ T (. T )]

M . .
= NE| Y Vi ( Zwsk (w, (1)) - Vo (w, ( >>>]dt
k=1
1 al (G = Okt)J1 gt
=NTE| Y =Tk (1)
k=1
N
x(fVZw (6) - Vi, (1) NZPt{wk voi} (w0 >>)]dt
M (Jr — Ok1)J1 i+ 1
L NTIE WT]@ (¢, T,t) (NZPt{WZ-Wﬁ}(w-(@))]dt
k=1 r=1

2
= Z B;dt.
=1

It is straightforward to notice that A; — By can be settled using the estimates for the
moments of order j — 1, as (for each pair k,[) the exponent vector j is decreased by two
units to 5, while the additional test function V¢l - V¢! is picked up. The bound for As
relies on the Cauchy—Schwartz inequality, Corollary 17, (19), and (66). It reads

93) @ (i, — Oa)ji -

2
k,l:l

CE(N, h)

_ 2j—4)/2 . . 1172
x [{2N71TC (A, prsa prmin)} 2772 (2] — 422570

M
X [H llm
m=1

Jm—0km —bim
Cl+(—)k ' de
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O m L (i — k)i “1
< H ||%0m||cl+e Z D) N7 CE&(N, h)

k=1

< {N"ITC (d, prazs pmin) } 2% (25)20 Dt

(19) ; .
< TI2INTIC(d, prrass pmin) ) (25)2072DE(N, h)

omlZe | | D 5 dt.

k=1

The term A4 may be bounded as follows

Ge — )it [T G+ .
|A4|dt<N S et R[S @ T lon@llirk ol a

k=1

& M . .
(™) 11 (Jk — Ska)J
< OWHINTE Y flprllontarollillonsro 2t

k=1

X (tglg):; EDS (Znep, T, t)ﬂ 1/2> T'/? (/OTE[th(t)lli]dt)

M ‘ b
)
ChPHINTY Y ||<Pk||c2+p+<—>H‘Pl”CH”@w

k=1
X C(d7 Pmazxy pmzn) maX{Tl/z; T}

2 2 — —
< ACNT'TC, prnar prmin) } " (2407 (H w78 5)

1/2

(19)(65)(93)
<

< CH {ON max{TV% THCO(, pm,pmm>}” ?

x (24)°6 (

M

> W) (H ||som||cz+p+@> .

k=1

The difference A9 — By is rewritten as

M _6 -kl
lz ]k M ]l |:SJ (IhLP7T7t)_T]% (¢7T>t)
k=1
% (pn(0), P (Ih{wk Véi})),] dt

K
_N- 115:[2 — ” ]JTJ (.1, 5)
i,7=1

. (le > PVl - Vi) (w(0) = (pn(0), P (Tn { Ve, - wﬁ}))hﬂ dt
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=N w}w (E{SJJ:Z(IM@TJ)} —]E[Tjim(%T,t)])
(0), P, (Zn {Vei - Voi})), dt

o~ (= Bt

Z 7—N (‘PvTvt)

2
k=1

" (]17 Z:Pt {V(bz . V¢§} (w,(0)) — (ph(O),P;tL (Ih {V(bllfc ) v¢§}))h>] dt
= (60)

b
&=
=

= Tl + T27
where equality (60) is valid because the term
is deterministic. The term T} is dealt with using the estimates of order j — 2 (as, for each
k,l, the exponent vector is decreased by two units to jkl). The term T3 is settled with the

same arguments as for term Cs in (57), with the additional use of the Hélder inequality
and of (92). We obtain

EREDS (D Pl o) i 11190
k,l=1

Jm —8km —01m

m=1

X {hp—i—lc(d’ Pmax, pmin)||50i||Cp+3 H(Pj||CP+3 }] dt
S hp+1Tj/2*1 {C’Nﬁlc((i pmaxapmin)}j/Q jjiz

l ; l (Jk — Ow) i
< (TL ol ) (30 Yo i) g,

m=1 k=1
Putting together all the estimates and integrating in time gives (59). O

Remark 12. The finite-difference error in (59) accounts for two different errors:

e the difference between the initial conditions pj o and the empirical density uf’, as
well as the difference between the solutions to continuous and discrete backwards
heat equations. This is captured in the term A, — By for the second order moment,
and in the term 75 for higher moments.

o the difference between Z;, (V¢}, - V) and thﬁ’,;h -thbf,h. As anticipated in Subsec-
tion 3.3, Block 3, the high-order accuracy of the difference between the solutions to
continuous and discrete backwards heat equations relies on the discrete final datum
to be the interpolant of the continuous final datum. Since Vh@i, h thbi 5, does not
interpolate V¢j, - Vi in general, we quantify Z,,(V¢}, - Vo) — Vagy, j, - Vo,

3.7. Proof of Theorem 3. Step 1: Interpreting (59). The recursive relation (59) may
be visualised in the following way:

i) Each moment of order j produces residuals Erry.y and Errpym,.

ii) Each moment of order j is linked recursively to a collection of moments of order

j—1 (A7} ) and a collection of moments of order j —2 (A722 .
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iii) The overall bound for D(7, e, T) is given by summing all the residuals for all mo-
ments found by exhausting the recursive relation. More specifically, it holds

Jy‘Pa ZRKa

where R is the sum of all residuals associated with the moments explored after
exactly K steps. Therefore, we only need to suitably control R for K =0,...,j—2.
In order to do this, we need the following auxiliary bound.

Step 2: Auziliary bound. At every step of the recursive relation, the sets of test functions
which are fed into the lower order terms A7} and Af,ewrswn are modifications of

the current set of test functions, specifically:

e in the case of Aieclwsm, one instance for each of two functions g, ¢; is replaced
by the product Vi - Vy;
e in the case of 47?2 one instance for each of two functions g, ¢; is removed

recursion’

from the set of test functions, and a pre-factor ||pg||ci+ell¢i|lci+e is gained.

It is thus natural to define the object
{(¢K,r7jK,r)7YK,r} ’

where r is a given way of exhausting the recursive relation for K steps (i.e., a sequence of
K moves dictating whether moments of type A7} . or A2 . are explored at each
step), where 1 K, is the set of test functions after K steps with sequence r, where jx , is
the corresponding set of powers, and where Y , is the overall pre-factor cumulated from
all the moments of type A7-2 for the sequence r.

For each v € Ny, we have the bound

Mk, r M
(H ||wmm”“m> % Vi | < 2K FEax0i1t01+0 T Yoy

m=1

jCT"rLflax{W:lJr@}JrKV (61)

which is justified by the following observations:

e The number of occurrences of the original functions ¢ (i.e., j) is preserved, regard-
less of the path r. This is straightforward to verify by direct inspection of how the
recursive terms A7 and A772 - handle the test functions.

o The factor 72 provides a bound on the product of the number of individual addends
making up the functions {¢ i m }m and of the number of individual addends making

up the functions of type ¢z . .. (where K < K) found in the term Yy .. This is a

simple consequence of the fact that, whenever a step of type ATecuTswn is performed,
such product can be multiplied by at most K - K = K? (i.e., by the product of the
maximum lengths of the addends making up the two functlons ¢r and ¢; which
give rise to the new test function V¢ - V). When a step of type Afeimwn is
performed, such product does not increase.

e The factor H%Zl ||<p,,LHé’”r;mx (y1+ey4x bakes into account the evaluation of the norms
for all functions (both {¢k rm }m and those associated with Y ;) by using the most

restrictive exponent between 1 + © (needed in any step of type A7 ) and

recursion
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(which is the exponent we are interested in), and adding K (to reflect the unitary
increment of differentiation entailed by each step of type Ajrgclwsi on)-

e The term jmax{%14+0}+1) ig a550ciated with the pre-factor of the inequality

14

11+

=1

¢
< TSl

CB i=1

applied with ¢ < j (j is the maximum number of factors in the addends of type
Hle fi making up any function ¥k, and any function associated with Yx ),
and with 3 = max{y;1 + ©}. The overall pre-factor jJ(ma{7:1+6}+1) regylts from
multiplying jmax{v:1+O}+1) 1y jtself j times (j being an upper bound for the total
number of functions ¥k , ., together with all functions associated with Yy ).

Crucially, (61) only depends on K and j, and not on the specific path 7.

Step 3: Bounding Ri. The quantity 25 j4K+1D = 9K » 4K » 44 i5 4 bound for both
the number of residuals of type Erry,¢4 and Erry,y,, associated with the moments explored
after exactly K steps: Such a quantity is the product of 2% (accounting for the recur-
sive splitting of (59) into two families of moments of lower order), of j4¥ (accounting
for a bound of the pre-factor Z%Zl (Jk — Ok1)71/2 multypling each of the two families
of moments), and of j* (accounting for a bound of the pre-factor Zﬁ{lzl (Jr — Or1)J1/2
multypling the residual terms). Using (59) and (61), we obtain

R < (2K79ED) 5 [ {INTITC(d, prass pmin) ) (25)20DE(N, h)

Err,., contributions, see (59)

M
x j2EH(2+0)] (H ||<,0m||jc”i+e+x>
m=1

see (61)

. /2 i
+ pptt {N 1maX{T1/2;T}C'(d7/)max,:0mm)}j (2‘7)3(] B

Err,... contributions, see (59)

M
Xj2K+(3+p+@)j (H ||<pm||]é’;;+3+e+x> . (62)

m=1

see (61)

Step 4: Concluding the argument. Since D(j,¢,T) < ZJI;EO Rk, we obtain

DG, T) < [(2Kj4<K+1>) {N"ITC(d, paz: pmin) /2 (25)302)

M
« g(N, h) jQij(max{l-i-@;l-i-@}-i-l) <H |(Pm||g'{+@+K>

m=1
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+ (25 FAUHDY AN max{TY2 TYC(d, prnass prin) } - (25)°072)

M
2K +3+0;1+0}+1 Jm
XJ ]j(max{p ) (H ||30m|cp+3+@+1<>‘|
i )
ci-14©

m=1

M
_ /2 . i
< ANTITC(d, prmas: prin) } ' FETHOEE(N, ) (H lsom
m=1

4 RPN max{ T2 TYO(ds praes prin) V'
M .
x It (H ||<Pm||jc";+j+1+e> )
m=1

which — up to trivial rescaling in N/2 — is precisely (12).

3.8. Exponentially decaying estimate for E|||p; ||7] and moment bounds for pj,.

Proposition 13. Let the assumptions and notation of the finite difference case of The-
orem 2 be in place; in particular, let pn be a solution to the Dean-Kawasaki equation
discretised using finite elements in the sense of (21). Assuming in addition the scaling
(19), namely h > C(d, pmin, Pmaz) N /4| log N|2/d(T + 1), we then have the estimate

Pl sup |pn — Elpp]|(,t) > Bp””:"]
x€G} q,t€[0,T]

pminB1/2N1/2hd/2
- Cprias

for any B > 1. In particular, we can deduce

< Cexp < > + Cexp(— cBl/4h*1) (63)

1/5
E[ sup  |pn — Elpn] (e, t)] < C(d, pmazs Prmin)J* (64)
mGGhﬁd,tE[O,T]

1/j
El sup |ph(il3,t)|j‘| < C(d7 pmamapmin)j4 (65)
x€Gh q,t€[0,T]

for any 7 > 1, as well as

- PrminN1/2h/? _
] sup 15y (017 < € pmins ) {ep (= 2225 20 e (— e}
te(0,7] Corax

(66)

Proof. We split the proof into several steps.

Step 1: energy estimates for test functions. In order to evaluate pp(xo,T) at a
given point xg, we choose ¢p,(-,T) € L?(Gp, q) as the function satisfying (¢n(-,T), nn)n =
nn(xo) for all ny, € L?(Gh, 4) and evolve ¢y, in time by the backward heat equation

Dutn = —5Bdn. (67)
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By the standard energy estimate for the discrete heat equation we get

T
/0 IVenl2 dt < 2llén(D)E < Ch. (68)

Step 2: exponentially decaying bounds for |p, — E[ps]|(xo) for chosen point
xo. Using (96), (97), and (67), we obtain by the It6 formula for any positive integer j

o i1

d(pn — Elpn), én); = j(pn — Elpnl, én);, N 1/2 Z (Foehh y.0s Vion), dBy.0)
(y,Z)E(G;hd,{l,...,d})

(7 —1 i—2

=1, — Elon). 60)]7 N (o5 IV n .

In particular, (pp, — E[pn], &n)n is a martingale. Integrating in time up to a stopping time
T, and taking the expected value, we obtain

E[((on — Elpn]) (. TAT), 0 T A T))]]
JG—1)

TAT, PP ,
) ]EM (pn = Elpnl, ¢n);, "N~ oy, [V oul )hdt:|~

Choosing T for arbitrary but fixed B > 1 as

+

Toimint {t> 05 suwp | —Elpll(t.2) > B2,
mGG}—,ﬁd 2

we get using Pmaz > Pmin and the assumption [E[pp]| < pmax

E[((on — Elon)) (-T AT). o0 (- T A T.))]]

TNATs j—2
<jG- 1>N—1Bpmu<:[ [ =Bl Iven? dt]

i (G-2)/5 ,T
<j2N—1BPmazE[ sup  (pn _]E[ph]7¢h)h:| / Von|? dt
t€[0,TNT] 0

) G-2)/5
< CjQN_prmazE sup (Ph - E[Ph}, ¢h)2] h_d-
te[0,TATs)

Using Doob’s martingale inequality, we deduce for nonnegative even integers j

Bpmaz
Nhd -~

72/3
]E{ sup  (pn — Elpn), ¢h)2] < Cj?
te[0,TATs]

Raising both sides to the power j/2 and using Chebyshev’s inequality, we get after opti-
mizing in j

Pmin pminBN1/2hd/2
P| sup pn — Elpnl, én),| > B ] SQeXp<
|:t€[0,T/\TS] I lonl on), 8 CBY2pk2,

In particular, we deduce by the definition of ¢p (-, T")

in minBl/2N1/2hd/2
]P’[TSTS and |ph—E[ph]|(w0,T)zBp } < 2exp (_,0 73 )
8 Cpmaz
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Step 3: extending the estimate to finitely many time points in [0,7 A Tj].
Applying the previous estimate for all &y € G} 4 (there are oc h=¢ of such points), and
for all times h?, 218, 3%, ..., for some B > 0 to be chosen, we obtain

P [||(ph —E[pn])(-, ihP) |~ > B for some i € N with ih? < TATS]

8
T Dmi Bl/2N1/2hd/2
—d min
S Ch m exp (_ Cp}r{gm . (69)

Step 4: extending the estimate to all times in [0,7]. It only remains to pass
from the discrete times ih? to all times ¢ and to remove the restriction to times t < 7.
Let ej € L?(Gp,q4) be nodal function satisfying ey (x;) = dj;. Then the differential

1 _
d(ph7 ek)h = 5 (Apha ek?)h -N 1/2 Z (‘Fpe(}iy,,y,b Vhek)h dﬁ(y,£)7
(y,0)€(Gh,a>{1,...,d})

entails, using in a second step also Doob’s maximal inequality and abbreviating W(pz, er) =
d
E(yl)E(Gh,d7{1,.4.7d})(‘FPeh,y,E7 Vhek)h dBy.0)

Y E
%
(i+1)h? R
<Ch™? ZElXihﬁ<Ts (/hﬁ |(pn (-, 1), ex)nl dt) ]
k K3

1/3
XihB<Tg sup |(ph('7t)vek)h - (ph('7ih6)7ek)h’]‘|
te[ihP,(i+1)hF]

+CN™2N"E
k

(i+1)h? it
<Ch~? ZElXihﬁgTs </hﬁ [(pn (1), el dt) ]
k K3

1/5
Xino<rs  Sup  |Wi(pi,er)(t) — W(p}, ex)(ih? )Iﬂ
teihf,(i+1)hA]

+CNT'2Y"R

1/j
XihB<Tg !W(pZ, ex) (i + 1)h6) - W(PZv ek)(ihﬂ)"jl .
k

Using the triangle inequality for the first term on the right-hand side and a (straightfor-
ward but rather pessimistic) estimate on the quadratic variation of W, we obtain
/3
) J
ZE XihB<Tg sup |(ph('at)7ek)h - (ph('alhﬂ)7ek)h’
& te[ihB,(i+1)hA]

1/j
SCh Y ElXas<rs  sup |(pn(t), ex)n — (Ph(',ihﬁ)yek)hﬂ
k

te[ihB,(i+1)hA]

. 1/'
+CW 23T E [vaor [(on (b el |

%
(i+1)h? /2
Xih8<Ts (/ (P, D dt)
ihB

1/i
+CjhN"2NY R
k
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By absorption, the triangle inequality, the fact that >, 1 < Ch~?, this implies for h <
c(B)

Y E

k

< ChP~2 Z E |:Xih5§Ts ‘(ph(') ih’ﬁ)v ek)h|j}
k

1/3
Xihf<Ts Sup }(ph(‘vt)uek)h - (ph(‘vihﬂ)vek)h|]‘|
te[ihP,(i+1)hP)

1/j

. 1/'
+ CjhP/Amd2 N1/ ZE[XW*STS |(pn (-, ihP), el)hw/ﬂ ]
7

+ thﬁ/Q—d—QN—l/Q

1/7
. j/2
<N Elvmers  swp |(on(t)hen — (on( ik e)nl|
! te[ihB,(i+1)hA]

Using Young’s inequality and absorbing as well as using the fact that for ih? < Tg we
have |pp| < (B + 1)pmaz, we obtain

zk:E

SChﬂ—d—2(B+1)pmaw_’_thﬂ/2—d—2(B+1)1/2N—1/2p%31+Cj2hﬁ—2d—4N—1.

1/j
Xih#<Ts sup |(on (- 1), ex)n — (Ph(',ihﬁ)yek)hd
te[ihf,(i+1)hA]

For 8 > 6d + 8 and for all h < ¢(pmin, Pmaz), We obtain

PPWST@ sup lon(+0) = pu 307 > BERSE | < Cexp(~BY ).

te[ihB,(i+1)hA]

(70)

Step 5: obtaining (63). Overall, from (69) and (70) we conclude

Pl sup (pn — Elpn]) (o, t) > Bpn;m]
t€[0,T)

PminBl/ZNl/th/z
Cprlae
Upon choosing h > C(d, pmins Pmaz )N~ | log N|?/¢(1 4+ T), this implies (63).
Step 6: obtaining (64)—(65). For any z > 0, we use (63) to write

< CTh P~ dexp ( ) JrC'exp(chl/‘lh*l).

P [ sup |pn —E[pn]l (x,t) > Z]
z€T?,te(0,T)

(63)
S 1vicpin/4)

1/2 1/2j N1/2pd/2
Lz
+ l{zl/jzpmm/él} (CTexp < _ Pmin

Cprla,
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For a non-negative random variable Z, we know that E[Z] = [[“P(Z > z)dz. We set
Z := supgena reo, 1) |on — Elpn]? (z,t) and deduce

E[ sup Iph—E[ph}j(fﬂvt)]
z€T?,te[0,T)

(Pmin /4)j
< / dz
0

0 1/2°1/2j N1/2pd/2 _
+ / CT exp ( — Pmin® 72 ) + Cexp ( — cp;ltﬁzl/&ljh*l) dz
(pmin/4)7 Cpma:r:

< Cj(pMin7pmam)(1 + T)j4j (N_lh_d)cj + 1} ,

where we have used the Gaussian moments estimates in the last inequality, and (64) is
proved. Inequality (65) follows from the triangle inequality, the assumption E[|pp|] <
Prmaz and (64).

Step 7: obtaining (66). We use the Holder inequality and the lower bound E[pp] >
Pmin and obtain (66) via the estimate

E[ sup p;u)ni] SOE[ sup ||1{|<ph,E[pmmm}-<ph—E[ph]><t>||%m}
te[0,7) te[0,T]

1/2
< CE{ sup ||1{|<ph,E[ph1><t>>pmin}||‘iw]
te[0,T]

1/2
y E[ sup [|(on — E[ph]xt)niw}
t€[0,T

(63)(64) i (N2
< C(d, pmin; Pmaz) {exp (pc(l/2>> JrGXp(Chl)]. O
pmafl}'

4. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

In this section, we give numerical examples that illustrate that the Dean—Kawasaki
equation correctly captures the fluctuations of diffusing non-interacting particles!. We
limit our attention to the case d = 1.

To compute the motion of N Brownian particles, we perform a direct simulation based
on the transition probabilities; this is feasible as our numerical experiments only concern
empirical measures p¥ at two different times 77 and Ty (see below). Our discretisation
of the Dean—Kawasaki equation is obtained as follows:

e For the spatial discretisation of the Dean-Kawasaki equation (1), we use the finite
difference scheme from Definition FD-DK with order p = 1.

e To discretise the spatially semi-discrete equation in time, we use the (two-step)
BDF2 scheme (see, e.g., [22]). The first timestep is performed using an explicit
treatment for the noise and a mixed implicit-explicit Euler scheme for the deter-
ministic diffusion.

1The datasets generated and analysed during the current study are available from the corresponding
author on reasonable request.
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e Overall, our discrete scheme for the Dean—Kawasaki equation (1) reads for the first
timestep

R R (TN YNV IN
+ 3 Ve (V) sey ) (Bulat) - 8, 0)), (71)
yEGh,l
and for the (m + 1)-th timestep, m > 1,

1A —-1)A 1A
pu TR = At 2 pimT DA LI N pIm DA A

=33 W (VR ey ) (By(mad) = By((m = 1)A¢)

Yy€Gh,1
+ Y vh.( /(pZzAt)+ezll>(/3’y((m+l)At)—By(mAt)), (72)
yEGh,1

where (8,) are independent Brownian motions.

e We place the initial positions {w(0)}_, of the Brownian particles only at grid
points of G}, 1. Consequently, we define the initial condition pp,(0) by requiring that
the equality (ud,n) = (pn(0),Zyn) holds for any test function 1. This way, we
avoid any error caused by deviating initial conditions.

e As we are primarily interested in scaling in h and N, we make the following choices:

— we set the time-step At := 0.001, which, according to our numerical conver-
gence tests, is small enough for the spatial discretisation error to dominate
over the time error, and

— we keep the discretisation parameter h above or equal to the threshold 27 -
277 ~ 0.05, so that the finite difference error dominates over the error asso-
ciated with the negative part of py.

Using a Monte-Carlo approach with M > 1 realizations, we next computed the cen-
tered stochastic moments

MPX, =B (pn(Th) ~ Elpn (T1)). Tawa)f! (n(T2) ~ Elpn(To)), Tug2)77].

for test functions 1, @9, times 77, T, and integer exponents ji,jo specified below.
We then compared these stochastic moments to the corresponding centered stochastic
moments of the empirical density pV

MBrownian [N B[], 01 (1, — B[], 02)72],

the latter being also computed by a Monte Carlo approximation with M realizations.

We have performed various simulations in order to assess the convergence of the mo-
ments with respect to h, N, and to compare the discretisations to the linearised Dean—
Kawasaki model (5) and to the Dean-Kawasaki model (1).

4.1. Moment error decay (with respect to h). For two different choices of initial
data pg(x), test functions p;(x), and times T;, the resulting errors

DK Brownian
|M]—1’j2 Mj17j2
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--—-initial datum p;(0)
—— Dean—Kawasaki sample path p,(T)|]
== Py (pn(0))

0.25 T

03

FIGURE 1. Top: A plot of the initial datum po(z) := 1/2+ |sin(25%)[/2
(dashed red line), its deterministic evolution by the heat equation at
time T; := 0.4 (dashed black line), and a sample path from the Dean—
Kawasaki equation at time T; := 0.4 for N := 8137 particles (blue solid
line). Bottom: The test functions ¢1, w2 used for the moment computa-
tions (blue solid line, red dotted line).

have been plotted in Figure 4 as a function of the discretisation parameter h. We clearly
observe a convergence rate O(h?) for the accuracy of the computed moments.

4.2. Moment error decay (with respect to N). In Figure 5, we have plotted the

error M5 — MBrownian| as a function of the particle number N. We observe that the

absolute error decays with the same rate N—(71172)/2 a5 the centered moments M. fj T]iw"i‘m?
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04 DK initial datum p;(0)
“+ 5u(T) (mean-field)
0ss —a(T) (DK) ) 04 —— DK initial datum p;(0)
pn(T) (DK with m.£. noise) ——Pn(T) (mean-field)
035
—pn(T) (DK)
s /n(T) (DK with m.f. noise) |

FIGURE 2. Top Left: A plot of the initial datum po(x) = 3 —
2¢~ sin®(2/2)/0.03 (black solid line), its deterministic evolution by the heat
equation at time Tj := 0.4 (dashed red line), a sample path from the
Dean-Kawasaki equation at time 77 := 0.4 for N := 2011 particles (blue
solid line), and a sample path from the linearised Dean—-Kawasaki equa-
tion at time 77 := 0.4 (pink solid line). Top Right: same as Top Left,
but with V = 4096. Bottom: The test functions (1, @2 used for the mo-
ment computations (blue solid line, red dotted line). More specifically,
1= po(x) while pa(-) = [Vr (-, T/4)[%.

i. e. our relative error is basically independent of the particle number N and only depends
on the grid size h.

4.3. Comparison with linearised Dean—Kawasaki model (5). For the same choice
of initial data po(z), test functions ¢;(x), and times T;, and two different choices of N,
we investigate the difference of performance between the time-discretised Dean—Kawasaki
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0.4F

----DK initial datum p;(0)
035k —— Dean—Kawasaki sample path p,(T) |-
== Py (pn(0))

031

FIGURE 3. Top: A plot of the initial datum po(z) := 3 —2e~ sin"(#/2)/0.05
(dashed red line), its deterministic evolution by the heat equation at
time T := 0.4 (dashed black line), and a sample path from the Dean—
Kawasaki equation at time T; := 0.4 for N := 8211 particles (blue solid
line). Bottom: The test functions ¢1, @2 used for the moment computa-
tions (blue solid line, red dotted line).

model (71)-(72) and the equivalent scheme associated with the linearised Dean—Kawasaki
model (5) (whose discretisation is obtained as a straightforward adaptation of (71)-(72)).
More precisely, we have plotted both

DK Brownian
|MJ—1’]’2 Mj17j2



42 FEDERICO CORNALBA AND JULIAN FISCHER

10»2 E

10-3 L

10 F

L L

N
107 10° 10

h

FIGURE 4. A log-log plot of the error |M£JK2 — Mﬁjj‘;wm“ﬂ in the nu-
merical examples illustrated in Figure 3 (top, with T; := 0.4, T5 := 0.32,
and particle number N = 8211) respectively for the numerical exam-
ples illustrated in Figure 1 (bottom, with T := 0.4, To := 0.32, and
particle number N = 524291). It is clearly visible that (after an initial
preasymptotic region) a second-order convergence rate O(h?) is achieved

for all computed moments.

and
| DK, linearised __ Brownian
J1,J2 J1,J2 ’
DK linearised - .
where M 75" is the natural counterpart to M. j11) Ijg , in Figure 6 as a function of
the discretisation parameter h.
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FIGURE 5. A log-log plot of the error |]\4£I;2 — M]?Z’;w”ia"\ for the

numerical examples in Figure 3 for varying values of N (with T3 := 0.4,
T5 :=0.32, and h = 0.098175). Note that the relative error in the com-

putation of the moments M. ﬁff;“’"m" that is achieved by the discretized
Dean—Kawasaki equation is basically independent of the particle number
N: The errors decay essentially uniformly according to the rate N~ =

which coincides with the rate of decay of the moments M ffj‘;w”ia”.

)

We observe that the two models show the same behaviour for the second moment
associated with the exponents (j1,j2) = (2,0). This is expected, as both models share the
same quadratic variation structure of the noise (more explicitly, one can readapt Lemma
10 to the linearised case). On the contrary, the nonlinear model visibly outperforms the
linearised model for the higher moment associated with (ji,j2) = (2,1). The reason
for this is that one can not readapt Proposition 11 to the linearised case, as doing so
would result in lower order moments comprising both the Dean-Kawasaki solution and
its mean-field limit, thus breaking the very recursive structure of the Proposition.

We have chosen a relatively low number of particles N a particular couple of test
functions (with @2 approximately matching the quadratic variation associated with the
second test function after some time, i.e., po ~ V|p1(T/4)?, thus giving non-trivial
correlation between ¢q and ¢s) in order to make the difference between the two models
more pronounced. Such difference is not completely clear cut though, as one can see for
the lowest values of h in the bottom figure. This behaviour is likely caused by:

e the reduced accuracy of the BDF2 integration method for low h;
e in the case of Figure 6 (Bottom), an accuracy saturation.

APPENDIX A. STANDARD ESTIMATES FOR FINITE DIFFERENCE DISCRETISATION

A.1. Error bounds for continuous and discretised heat flows. In order to prove
the following lemma, we introduce a minimal amount of tools related to Fourier analysis
for functions belonging to [L?(Gj 4)]™. This is an adaptation of the contents of [23,
Section 2.3]. Set Iy, := h™'Gp.a={-L/2,—L/2+1,...,L/2—1,L/2—1}%. The discrete
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10

10°

10

107

108 F 4
10 ¢ 4
10710 .f. noise|,

.f. noise
11;’
10 g
10° g
10° 4
107 4
10 g
10° g
g +(j17j2) = (270)
1070} = (j1,02) = (2,1) :
~%- (1, J2) = (2,0), m.f. noise
oL <3¢ (1, J2) = (2,1), m.f. noise|]
10"‘ 11;0 1!-‘
h

FIGURE 6. A log-log plot comparing the error |M£IJ<2 — Mﬁfj"zwm“ﬂ for
the Dean-Kawasaki model (continuous lines) and the linearised Dean—
Kawasaki model (dotted lines), in the context of the numerical examples
illustrated in Figure 2 for varying values of h (with 77 := 0.4, Ty := 0.2,
and either N = 2011 (Top) or N = 4096 (Bottom)). We observe that
the discretised Dean—Kawasaki model outperforms — to a good extent —

the linearised version for the moment associated with (j1,j2) = (2,1).

Fourier transform of vj, € [L?(Gj,q)]™ is the periodic function

0(€):=ht Y wn(@)eTE el

xEGh,a
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Furthermore, the function v; may be reconstructed as

v(x) =) 0(E)eE, x€Gha
el
Lemma 14. Let ¢ (respectively, ¢2) be the solution to (14) with final datum ¢T = ¢y
(respectively, with final datum ¢L = @o), for some @1, € CPT2+O where O is given in
(10). Let ¢1 (respectively, ¢2.) be the solution of (15) with final datum gb{h = Tho1

(respectively, with final datum qS{h = Thpa). Assume the validity of Assumption FDI.
Then, fort <T, we have

16f = @i nlln < Cllpilloprsh?*, i=1,2, (73)
IVe; = Vidinll < Cllwilloreh?™,  i=1,2, (74)
IVho1n - Vidsn = Vo1 - Vsl < Cligillonrare |2l crrare i, (75)

where C' is independent of T

Proof. We recall the relation N > L = 27 /h and definition I, = h='Gj 4 = {-L/2,—L/2+
1,...,L/2 —1,L/2 — 1}?. Tt is easy to use the continuous and discrete backwards heat
equations (14)~(15) to deduce that the Fourier coefficients of ¢} and ¢! ,, i € {1,2}, are

. 1 iy (€12 /2)(T—t) »

¢:§<£>:m/mfz(y>e ey = ST 0gie),  gezt,  (T6)

&) =ht Y gly(@)e ®E = PROT DT o) e, (T7)
EEGh’d

for some functional P(h,&). As the discrete Laplacian Ay, is a (p + 1)-th order approxi-
mation of the true Laplacian with order p + 1, it is easy to see that

1€1/2 = P(h,&)| < [€[PF2hP T (78)

Furthermore, since Aj, is a symmetric finite difference operator, it is easy to see that
P(h,d) is nonnegative. This fact, together with the convexity of the exponential function
(which in turn implies the monotonicity of the ratio (e* —e¥)/(x — y) in either one of the
two variables, provided the other one is kept fixed) gives

‘e—(\£|2/2)(T—t) _ o~ P(h&)(T—1)

‘e—uewz/sz—w _ 1‘
[(—=(1€2/2) + P(h, §)) (T — )] : (1€12/2)(T = 1)

and therefore

1
&12/2)(T - 1)’

=1
](—% + P(h,g)) (T - t)‘ (78

) p+1lpp+1
S SRR S TR (1)

We can deduce that the discrete Fourier expansion of Z,¢! from (76) is

Thol(w) = ) (Z $£(£+Lz>> =€ = 3" T6l(£)e %, (80)

£cln \zeZd4 gely,

‘e—ue\?/z)(T—t) _ o P(h&)(T-1)
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where we have also used the fact that Z¢ = I}, + LZ%. We deduce

1Zhot — Sallz = S |60, (6) — Zndl(€)

gely,

o2

gely

‘ 2

(76)(77) 2
<

2 A ) o
o~ (€12/2)(T—1) (Z cpi(ﬁ-i-Lz)) — e PRAT=0gT, (£)

z€Z4

2

+eY [ S (efusﬁ/z)(ﬂt) _ ef<|e+Lz|2/2><Tft>) Gi(€ + Lz)
g€l |2€74\0

Since Zpp; = ¢7,, we carry on in and write

2 _ _ 2~
64— iallh < € 3 e F/2T=0 —POOTO T 5, 6P

i,h
E€ly

2

+CZ Z oi(€+ Lz)

g€l |z€Z4\0

< ORI N T (1 €2 T (€)1
€€I}L

+CY Y @i+ L) (1 + € + Lz

el \ze€zd\0

< | S0 (et Lz @D ) (81)
z€Z4\0

We estimate
D (lg+ L) < 3 L2270 <onrth Y |z
2€7Z4\0 2€Z4\0 2€7Z4\0
§Ch2(p+1),

where the final step is justified by
/ 12[~20+ Dz — C(d) / 2 g o 20 o (8
R\ {z€Rd: |2[>1} 1 !
which is valid since 2(p+1) > d, as d < 3 and p > 1. We continue in (81) as
16f = &Enlli < CREEFD Y (14 €17 Tupi(€)
gely

+ ORI N [5(6) 21+ €

P
< O hi |l pr1,n + | @illerrr } < CRE@TD 05l oota s

and (73) is proved.
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We adapt the arguments carried out so far and write
V! — Vil |2
<C Y |VTdl(€) - VoLu(e)

‘ 2

gciy,
2
(76)(77) _— _—
< c Z o (€17/2)(T—1) <Z v%(gjLLz)) — PTG T, 0 (¢)
g€y, z€7d
2
FOS| S (0 e 0 e L), (9
gely |z€Z4\0
After simple algebraic rearrangements in (83), we get
IV, = Vidl
<O Y |t _ poor= ’ ‘V@i(é)f
gely
, 2
e e G in) e
gely, z€Z4
2
+e Y ‘Wi(é—&—Lz)‘ =T+ Ty + T, (84)

g€l |z€24\0

The term T} is estimated using (79), giving 71 < Ch?PHV||¢;(2, .. The term Tp is
estimated by relying on (16), giving Tb < Ch2P+ ;]2 ... As for T3, we rely on the
fact that Vo, (€ + Lz) = —i€p;(€ + Lz) and write

To<OY ) [ 0 I@il€ + La)P(1 + € + L)+

£€ln \z€Z4\0

x| S0 (L e+ L)Y
z€Z\0

(82)
<O SN (pi(E + L2)P(L+ [€ + Lzt
£cly, \z€z4\0

< CR2PD ST |5 (€)P(L+ €27 < CRH) [y o,
gcza

and (74) is proved. To prove (75), we write

"Vh¢t1,h : Vh¢t2,h - Vol - V¢t2H
<N (Vroln — VL) - Vidhul| + [ (Vi — Vh) - Voi|| = Ty + T5.
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Now let ¢ be the solution to (15) with final datum ¢” = ¢ € C'*®. If (15) admits a
discrete maximum principle, then

max {||[V5¢} oo} < IVaZnplloo < llpllor-
t€[0,T]

If (15) does not admit a discrete maximum principle, then we rely on the Sobolev em-
bedding H® C C°, where s = d/2 + 1, and get

HE(?}%]{HV}L(%HOO} < ellgz+ase.

and the last two expressions can be summarised as

tﬂfax]{HVh%Hoo} < llellgr+e (85)

We focus on T}. It is easy to see that

(74)(85)
Ty < [[Vadln — Vi [ IVadbnlle = Cligillersllwzllorre h?*.

The estimate for Ty is even more straightforward, and it reads

(74)
Ts < ||[Vadh, — Vb IVeillo < Cllgallcrszllorllcr kP,
and (75) is proved. O

A.2. Stretched exponential moment bounds for the Dean—Kawasaki solution
and the particle system. We compute the It6 differential of the quantities in (54).

Lemma 15 (1t6 differential for moments S]J;, (Dean-Kawasaki model) and 'T]f; (Brownian
particles)). Fiz M € N, a multi-index j = (j1,...,jm), and a set of test functions
p=(p1,-..,0m) € [6’2]M. For any (k,1) € {1,..., M}, denote by 3™ the vector j with
both ji and j; decreased by one unit (if k =1, then jy is understood to be reduced by two
units). For any k € {1,..., M}, denote by 3% the vector § with ji decreased by one unit.
Let pp, be as given in Definition FD-DK. We recall the following definitions

M .
Si@up To1) = 1] S g T,0) = H {on(0) G — (o0 (0), 0}

m=1

Ti (o, T,1) = H T (g, T, t) = H{ (W, 8t — (g0}
m=1

m=1

from Subsection 3.1. Then
dSY (Tue, T 1)

= _Nil/z Z ]mS}]Vm (Ih¢> T, t) Z (fp(t)ez,y,b vh¢§,h)hdﬂy,f

m=1 (y,9)

5
+N7 Z Uk = S 4 (7,0, 7, 1) (i (2), Vi - V6l (86a)
k=1
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and

AT (p, T, 1)

M .
=— Z im T (@, T, 1)

N
NN Ve (wi(t) - dwk(t)]

k=1

+le 5kl]l

k=1

12% w, (1)) - Vi (wi(t >>] dt. (86b)

Proof. All differentials in this proof are with respect to the variable t. We prove (86a) in
three steps.

Step 1: Case M = |j|; = 1. We just need to compute the differential for (pp(t), ¢1 ;,)n—
(pn(0), ¢(1),h)h~ We use an L?(G}, 4)-expansion and the Ité formula to deduce

d{ pn(t ¢1 h) —(p h(o) ?h)h}

—dz ph ¢1 huew)h
_ Zd Pr(t); €x)n] (61 1, €x)n + Z Pr(t); € )nd(d1 5, €2)n
)(21) L
Z ( Apn(t) m) (64 s € )ndt + Z (pn(t), ex)n (—zdfi,mew) dt
h
-1/2 Z ehyg,Vh% 1) By, 0)
(y,0)
13 _
_N-1/2 Z (]:p(t)eidz,y,bVh¢§,h)d6(y»£)' (&7)
(y,0)

Step 2: Case M = 1, |jl1 = j1 > 1. The It6 formula applied to composition of the
function z — 27 with the process (pp, $1.1)n gives

d{(on(t), 8% 1)n — (pn(0), 89 1)}
87 _ . _
N2 8 o1, Tot) S (Fo(t)ehy s Vidh 1) dBiy.

(¥,0)
1)
- N*l%yﬂ(@lm 0> (Folt)ef oo Vadh )2t
(y,0)
= —NVZpS o1, Tt) Y (Fp(t)eh g e Vindd n)dBy 0
(y,0)
1) .
+ N_l%shﬂ(@lv T, t)(p) (), Vaoi - Vil ) ndt. (88)
Step 3: Inductive step in the index M. Assume the validity of (86a) for some M, some
vector of exponents j, and some vector of functions ¢ = (¢1,...,9a). For an additional
test function @41 with associated cardinality jary1, define j := (7, jm+1) and ¢ =

(15, 0m+1). We use the It6 formula for the product of the two real-valued processes
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~ - M ~ )
SN(Th@, T,t) =111 87 (Znpm, T, t) and ST+ (Lypri1, T, t), namely

AS? (Tup, T,1) = A {SL(Th@, T.) - S7 (41, T ) |
=d {S?V(Ihgav Ta t)} SjM+l (IhSOM-‘rla Ta t)
+ 83 (1@, T, ) AT (Tyorrr, To )

+ (SN (Tp. T,0), 87 (Tupar s 1))
and take (88) and the inductive hypothesis into account, thus getting

-1z Z jm Ih¢7T t)S]MJrl (Ih(pMJrlvT t) Z (‘Fp<t)ez,y,é7 Vhd)fn,h)hdﬁyf
(y,0)

i -0 G =k 5 .
+N7 Z Uk = 00t 3 (7, 3. 7, )87+ (Tupara, T, 1) (0 (1), Vil - Vil ndlt

2
k=1

~ N2 1 S (Th@, TS (Tnipns 11, Tot) > (Fo(b)edt y o, Vidhi i1 ) dBy.p)
(y,¢)

. . -1 ~ .
L N! W%)ggv(zhgaj, S (Tyonr g1, T, t)

X (o5 (), Vadhrirn - Vadhrin)ndt.

M ] -~ -~m .
+ Ny IS (10, TS Tparen, T )

m=1

X (pf (), Vadh i - Vidhyp1p)ndt,
which is as prescribed by (86a). The proof of (86b) is analogous, and we omit it. O

Lemma 16. Let ¢ solve the heat equation (14), with final datum ¢* = ¢ andt < T. Let
pr be as given in Definition FD-DK. For any 2 < j € N, we have

7/2
1 2 :3]
o E Sy (Tne, T 1) | < {2N TC (d: prna, pi) i {19652 }} 7. (89)

Proof. 1t is a straightforward task to modify the computations in (88) by replacing the
map z — 27 with the map z — |z|7. As a result, we get

d|Sn (T, T, t) |

= —N"V2SN (Tn, T, )P (1 = 2xsy (o 1t)<0) D (Fp(t)eh o o Vindh)dBiy.e)
(y,9)

+ N D 5 (3. T, 0207 (1) V- V.
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Taking the expected value, we obtain
J
dE [|Sx (Tup, T 1)

o ‘

= N_I%EUSN(IW’J? O (o) (1), Vig}, - Vhﬂﬁl)h] dt
i_171/G- 2)/(-1)

< N0 - 8[| (57 (0, Vet ash), ] B lsw@e m o] ar
i—171/(G—1) - 10=2)/G-1)

< N7Y(G - DIVasb I ZRE[ler 01 ]E“SN(IW,TJ)V 1} dt

(65) L 16—2)/G-1)

< 2N = 12 Vr0hI%C (s pmins pmac) B[ |Sw (Tne, T, 1) dt. (90)
Taking the supremum in time, (90) promptly implies
]E I Tt i|< 2N71T d 'mins, Pmax N2
s E[1Sx (T, 0] < {2N 7170 (i, pnas) s (19065 )

- (1-2)/(-1)

1° (s B[lSw@n 0] ) o)
te[0,T]

We prove (89) by induction on j. The case j = 2 is easily settled. Now take j > 2 and
assume the validity of (89) for j —1. We use (91) and close off the proof by the estimate

E||Sx(Znp, T, t
e [I N (Zhe, )I}

(91)
2 {2N1TC (s st prnas) X {||vh¢zn§o}}
t€[0,T]

i—2

x 4% < max E“SN(Ihgo,T P 1}) "

telo,T

< {2N1TC (d, pmin:pmax) max {||Vh¢2||§o}}
t€[0,T]
(1—-2)/2 _
x {2N1TC (d, pmin: Pmaz) tg%g%{llvhaﬁﬂio}} 3G — 1%

J/2
{2N "TC (d, pmin, Pmaz) Jrr[m)c]{llvhcéhll2 }} 7. =
Corollary 17. Let © be asin (10). Let p, be as given in Definition FD-DK. Given a jndex
j=(1,--.,jm) with |g|1 = j and a set of test functions ¢ = (p1,...,0r) € [CH@]M
we have

max E[| T8 (e, 7,0)|| < (N7} 57 (ﬁ ||wm||z;z:> , (92)
m=1

te[0,T]

M
. _ 9 o )
tgg}%]E[‘SIJV(IhQO7T, t)H < {2N rc (d, pmin7pmaz)}J/ ]3] < | | ||90m|]cml+e> . (93)
s m=1
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Proof. Lemma 16 and a multifactor Holder inequality promptly give the inequality

EH 3 I 7T H < N 1T miny Pmax J/2 3J 8] Jm
max B[S} (Tup, 1) { C (d, pmins Pmaz) } l_zltreng};{IIVhﬂbhmH }

Inequality (93) is then proved by using (85).
Inequality (92) may be deduced from adapting (90). Namely, using the It6 formula
and the maximum principle for the continuous heat equation, we get

T (o, T, 1)~ 2( IZ|V¢ (wp(t )]dt

G-2)(-1)
} dt

dE[ITw (¢, 7O | < N7j(i — DE

< NG = DIVEE| Ta (e, 7,01

1 G=2)(-1)
< N7YG = DIVSIEE[ [ Tv (e, T, 0P dt. (94)

We deal with (94) using the same induction argument deployed for (91), and (92) is
proved, again following a multifactor Holder inequality. O

APPENDIX B. FINITE ELEMENT DISCRETISATIONS

B.1. Notation. For h > 0, we split T¢, d = 2,3, according to a standard admissible
triangulation .7,, namely T¢ = |J ke, I, where h bounds the diameter of each polyhe-
dron K. We assume the triangulation to be regular and quasi-uniform (see [15, Chapter
1, Definition 1.30] or [35, Section 3.1]). For p € N, let X} be the space of continuous
finite elements of order p defined on the triangulation .7;,. Furthermore, let R; be the
Ritz operator [34, (5)]. Finally, the symbol || - || (respectively, (-,-)) denotes the standard
L2-norm (respectively, the standard L2-inner product).

B.2. Assumptions and Dean—Kawasaki model.

Assumption FE1 (Brownian particle system). This is the same as Assumption FD2,
but with the interpolation operator Z;, replaced by the Ritz operator Ry,.

Assumption FE2 (Scaling of parameters). This is the same as Assumption FD3.
Assumption FE3 (Mean-field limit). The solution to the discrete heat equation

1
0t (Pp, fn) = 5 (Vo Vi), Vi € X7,
Pr(0) = po,hs

is such that pmin < 01, < Pmaz (Where ppin and pr,q. have been introduced in Assumption
FE1) for all times up to T' (where T has have been introduced in Assumption FE2).

(95)

We now introduce our finite-element discretisation of the Dean—Kawasaki equation (1).

Definition FE-DK (Finite element Dean-Kawasaki model of order p+1). We say that
the X}-valued process pj solves a (p + 1)-th order finite element Dean-Kawasaki model
if it solves

1
d(pns fu) = =5 (Von, V fu) dt = NTV2AW(py), fu)s - Vi € X7,
Pr(0) = po,n,

(96)
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where N—1/ 2V\/(pt, e;) is a real-valued martingale with quadratic variation given by

(NTYPW(pf (1), d10), NTV2W (o) (t), 62.0)) = N2 (07 (£), Vern - Vor) . (97)

Remark 18. Unlike in the finite-difference case, we can only provide an explicit repre-
sentation of the Dean—Kawasaki noise in the case p = 1. This is due to the fact noise is
nonlinear, and only preserves piece-wise constant functions (these being gradients of test
functions in X}, p = 1). We are not aware of any finite-dimensional representation of the
martingale term N~Y/2W(p/" e;) in (96) in the case p > 1.

We now present the finite element counterparts of Theorems 2-3.

Theorem 19 (Accuracy of description of fluctuations by the finite element discretised
Dean—Kawasaki model of order p + 1 € N). Assume the validity of Assumptions FEI-
FE2. Let pp, be the solution of the discretised Dean—Kawasaki model given in Definition
FE-DK on the time interval [0,T]. Set

L+ [In(R)[, ifp=1,

1, ifp>1. (98)

i) = {

Then, for any j € N, the discrete Dean—Kawasaki model FE-DK captures the fluctuations
of the empirical measure p” in the sense that, for any T = (Th,...,Ty) € [O,T]M with
0< Ty <--- <Typ, the following inequality

Jpa pr(T1)Rusprda <M§V11 ;1)
d—(2j—1) N1/2 ’ N1/2

Jza pr(Trar) Rponrde <uTM7<pM>
1/2
S O(Map7j’ HSOHWPHvaaPmimpmaxa E|: Sup th ||h:|

+ C(M,p,j, HLP||WP+J‘+31°°7 Pmins Pmaz; T)Vp(h)hp+1
+ C(Map7jv |‘¢||Wp+j+3’°°apmin7 Pmazxs T)N_j/2

= Errneg + Errpym + Errfluct,rel

holds for any @ = (p1,...,00m) € [WPHT3(THM sych that ||om| 2 = 1 for all
m=1,...,M and de wrpide = 0 whenever Ty, = T;. Finally, we have the bound

1/2
E[ sup |ph<t>||%] < CE(N. 1),
te[0,T]

where E(N, h) has been defined in (11).

Theorem 20 (Estimates on the error for stochastic moments). In the same setting of
Theorem 19, fix times T = (Ty,...,Tar) € [0, T, a vector j = (j1,...,ju) with j :=
|7]1, and a vector ¢ = (p1,. .., pn) € [WPHIH200)M
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Then the difference of moments between py, and the empirical density p¥ (2) reads

E[ﬁ (Nl/2 /Td (pn(Ton) — E[pn(T, )])Rh%dx)jm]

m=1

M
ElH [INY2(uy, - ]E[u%l,cpmﬂj"‘]

m=1

M
< {C(C + pmam)}j/Q [H Q(Tm)j"L/2] jClj+Cz

m=1

H lomlly Wlp+1+2 %

1/2
[ sup ||ph<t>|i]
te[0,T]

M M
+ WP TL2(R) {C(C + prmaa) V1 [H q(Tm)jm/Q] jeutes [H Iwmlli%ﬂ-ﬁml

m=1 m=1

=: Bty + ErTpim, (99)

for some positive constants C,C4,...,Cy independent of j, h, N, and T, where q is a
polynomial vanishing at 0, and where we have the bound

1/2
E[ sup |ph<t>||i] < CE(N. ),
te[0,7)

where E(N, h) has been defined in (11).
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