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CLT FOR NESS OF A REACTION-DIFFUSION MODEL
P. GONCALVES, M. JARA, R. MARINHO, AND O. MENEZES

ABSTRACT. We study the scaling properties of the non-equilibrium stationary states (NESS)
of a reaction-diffusion model. Under a suitable smallness condition, we show that the density
of particles satisfies a law of large numbers with respect to the NESS, with an explicit rate
of convergence, and we also show that at mesoscopic scales the NESS is well approximated
by a local equilibrium (product) measure, in the total variation distance. In addition, in
dimensions d < 3 we show a central limit theorem (CLT) for the density of particles under
the NESS. The corresponding Gaussian limit can be represented as an independent sum of
a white noise and a massive Gaussian free field, and in particular it presents macroscopic
correlations.

1. Introduction

Non-equilibrium stationary states (NESS) describe the large-time behavior of stochastic
interacting systems that are kept out of equilibrium by the action of external forces. A main
characteristic of NESS is the presence of steady flows, which can manifest themselves as energy
flows, particle flows or mass flows. NESS typically appear when a closed system is kept in
contact with several reservoirs with different thermodynamic parameters, such as temperature
or chemical potential.

When stochastic interacting systems are modelled by Markov chains, the NESS have a simple
probabilistic interpretation. An invariant, ergodic measure of a Markov chain is a NESS if it
is not reversible with respect to the generator of the Markov chain.

In this article, we propose a general mathematical framework to describe the NESS of driven
diffusive systems. In order to keep the technical parts at an acceptable level, we consider
one of the simplest models of driven diffusive systems, the so-called reaction-diffusion model
introduced in [4], with quadratic reaction term. This model has a single order parameter,
the density of particles. Our main result is a description at the level of the central limit
theorem (CLT) of the fluctuations of the density of particles with respect to the NESS. We
show that, in dimension d < 3 and under a near-equilibrium condition, the scaling limit of
these fluctuations is described by a Gaussian process, which is a mixture of a white noise and a
massive Gaussian free field, and in particular it presents non-local spatial correlations. These
non-local correlations are a signature of NESS, and their precise description is one of the main
goals of a mathematical treatment of NESS.

At the level of the law of large numbers and the large deviations principle, the so-called
macroscopic fluctuation theory (MFT) provides a fairly complete description of the fluctuations
of the density of particles with respect to the NESS, see [2], [I5]. However, at the level of the
CLT, a description of the fluctuations is only available for a handful of models, [18 14} 7] [§].

Key words and phrases. exclusion process, non-equilibrium state, fluctuations, SPDEs.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.04835v1

2 P. GONCALVES, M. JARA, R. MARINHO, AND O. MENEZES

Although we prove our main result only for an example of a reaction-diffusion model, we claim
that our framework can be used to derive a CLT for NESS of general driven diffusive models
in dimensions d < 3 under a near-equilibrium condition. The restriction on the dimension
is necessary, but technical, while the near-equilibrium condition is necessary in the following
sense. For reaction-diffusion models with cubic interactions, as the one considered in [4], a
phase transition appears at bifurcation points of the effective reaction function defined in ([2.3]).
Since our methodology also applies for the model considered in [4], it is natural to expect a
restriction in terms of the parameters of the model.

The proof of the CLT for NESS is based on an explicit estimate of the relative entropy
between the NESS and a product Bernoulli measure, valid for any dimension d. Our proof
uses Yau's relative entropy method [19], recently improved in [I1] and that yields quantitative
estimates for the convergence results. In dimension d = 1, the entropy estimate is uniform on
the size of the system. In dimensions d > 2, the estimate is not uniform on the size of the
system. As a consequence of our results we are also able to show that the fluctuations of the
NESS are absolutely continuous with respect to a white noise for any d < 3.

Since our entropy estimates are explicit, they allow quantitative estimates on the law of large
numbers for the NESS in every dimension d > 1. As far as we know, these estimates are the
first example in the literature of what we call quantitative hydrostatics. Using the translation
invariance of the NESS, we also show that in boxes of mesoscopic size, the structure of the
NESS is indistinguishable from a Bernoulli product measure, a fact known in the literature as
local equilibrium.

Outline. In Section 2l we present the reaction-diffusion model we consider here and we state
our main results. The main objective of Section 3 is to present a complete proof of Theorem
24 which is the estimate of the relative entropy of the NESS with respect to the Bernoulli
product measure 1", where p. is the unique zero in [0, 1] of the function I defined in (2.3]).
The proof combines Yau’s inequality, reviewed in Section B.1], with the log-Sobolev inequality,
reviewed in Section B2, and with Lemma B3] introduced in [I1] and called main lemma. We
present here a complete proof of the main lemma for two reasons. First, in our setting we only
use translation-invariant reference measures, which makes the proof of Theorem easier to
follow in our context. And second, we need to keep track of all constants in the estimates, so
that later on we can tune the parameter A to make the constants in Lemma B.3] small enough.
With the entropy estimate, the proof of Theorems and can be completed. In Section [
we prove Theorem 27l In order to prove it, we use the dynamical approach introduced in [2]
and used in [6] to derive a large deviations principle for the NESS of boundary-driven diffusive
systems. In dimension d = 1, the idea is simple. The entropy estimate of Theorem [Z.4] implies
tightness of the fluctuations of the density of particles around its hydrostatic limit. Moreover,
any convergent subsequence satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem 2.4 in [I1]. From these two
facts, the proof of Theorem 2.7 follows as in [§]. In dimensions d = 2, 3, the entropy estimate of
Theorem [2:4] is not good enough to imply tightness directly. Therefore, we use a more indirect
approach, based on Duhamel’s formula for solutions of the SPDE (4.2]).
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2. Model and statement of results

Let n € N be a scaling parameter and let T¢ := Z¢ /nZ? be the discrete torus of size n and
dimension d. Let €, := {0,1}T% be the state space of a Markov chain (5™(t);¢ > 0) to be
described below. The elements x € T? are called sites and the elements n = (1,;2 € T%) € Q,
are called particle configurations. We say that the configuration n € €2, has a particle at site
T € Tg if n, = 1. If n, = 0, we say that the site = is empty.

For 2,y € T¢ and n € Q,, let n™Y € Q,, be given by

Ny 2=,
Y i=q 2=y,
Nz 2 # T,Y.

In other words, n™¥ is the particle configuration obtained from 7 by exchanging the values of
1. and 7. For f:Q, — R and x,y € T¢, let Veyf 1 € — R be given by

Veyf(n) = f(n™Y) = fn)

for every n € Q,,.
For z € T¢ and n € Q,, let * € Q,, be given by

e ) 1=m;z=ux,
I ne s

that is, n” is the particle configuration obtained from 7 by changing the value of 7,. For
f:Qn—>Rand:E€Tg, let V.f:Q, — R be given by

Vef(m) = fn*)—f(n)

for every n € €,,.
Let z,y € T¢. We say that  ~ y if |x; —y1| + -+ |24 —yq| = 1. Let a,b > 0 and X\ > —a.
For each z € T%, let ¢, = c,(a,b, \,d) : Q, — [0,00) be given by

o) = (at o5 32 ) (U= me) + b (2)
yeTs
Yy~
for every n € €,. Observe that the conditions on a,b and A imply that ¢, (n) > €9 > 0 for every
r € T¢ and every n € Q,, where g9 := min{a,a + \,b}. This condition makes the Markov
chain defined below irreducible. Later on the parameter A will be chosen smaller than some

constant \. = A.(a,b,d). For each f:Q, — R, let L,f :, — R be given byEl

Lof =1 Vayf+ > e&Vaf. (2.2)
z,y€Td x€eTd
T~y

The linear operator L,, defined in this way turns out to be the generator of a Markov chain in
Q,, that we denote by (n"(t);t > 0). The sequence of chains (n™(¢);t > 0),en is an example of
what is known in the literature as a reaction-diffusion model.

Here and below, Z indicates a sum over unordered pairs x,y € T2,

x,ye’]l’fL
T~y
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As pointed out above, under the condition gy > 0, the chain (9™ (¢);t > 0) is irreducible,
and therefore it has a unique invariant measure that will be denoted by pf. For A # 0, the
measure pl is not reversible with respect to (n™(¢);t > 0). For this reason, we say that the
measure ul is a non-equilibrium stationary state (NESS). Our main goal is the description of
the scaling limits of the density of particles with respect to the measures (uli;n € N). For the
moment we will not be very specific about what we understand by the density of particles; a
proper definition will be included where needed.

Notation. We will denote by P" the law of (n™(¢);t > 0) on the space D([0, 00),$2,,) of cadlag
trajectories, and we will denote by [E” the expectation with respect to P". Whenever we need
to specify the initial law p" of the chain (n"(¢);¢ > 0), we will use the notations P, Eji.. We
will denote by C' a finite and positive constant depending only on a, b, d, which may change
from line to line.

2.1. Hydrodynamic limit and hydrostatic limit. The generator L, combines an exclusion
dynamics, corresponding to the operator LS* given by

L;?f ﬁ:712§£:‘Zmyfy

x,yeTd
T~y

with a reaction dynamics, corresponding to the operator L, given by

L, f:= czVaf.

z€Td

Observe that the reaction rates defined in (2.I]) correspond to a contact process with an ad-
ditional creation term avoiding absorption at density zero. The reaction-diffusion model was
introduced in [4] with a reaction term corresponding to a stochastic Ising model. The key
observation of [4] is the following. In order that both parts of the dynamics, the exclusion
part and the reaction part, have a non-trivial effect on the scaling limits of the density of
particles, one must include a factor n? in front of the exclusion part of the dynamics, as in
the definition of L,, given in (22)). In [4] the authors derive the so-called hydrodynamic limit
of the reaction-diffusion model, which we now describe. For p € [0,1], let v}y be the Bernoulli
product measure in €2, of density p:

vim) = T[ (nep+ (1 =na)(1 = p))

zeTd

for every n € Q,,. Fix x € T¢ and let F : [0,1] — R be given by

FTP)3=:/[lhﬂh:dVg (QLD

for every p € [0,1]. Since the operator L, and the measures (v;p € [0,1]) are translation
invariant, ' does not depend on z. Observe that

nnx—n2z — Nz +Cx( )(1_27750 _n2z <a+ 2dzny> 7796 — bny.

yeTy y€Ty yeTy
Yy~ Yy~ y"’x



CLT FOR NESS OF A REACTION-DIFFUSION MODEL 5

Therefore,

F(p) = (a+Ap)(1—p) —bp (2.4)
for every p € [0,1]. We will also need to introduce the function G : [0,1] — R given by

G(p) == (a+Ap)(1 —p) +bp (2.5)

for every p € [0,1]. Observe that G(p) = F(p + 2bp, although this relation is not relevant in
what follows.

Let C(T%;R) be the set of continuous functions f : T¢ — R and let (7};¢ > 0) be the family
of measures defined by duality as

T = g S0 (2)

z€Td
for every f € C(T% R). We have that

Proposition 2.1 (Hydrodynamic limit [4, [13]). Let (u";n € N) be a sequence of probability
measures in Q, and let ug : T — [0, 1] be a given measurable function. Assume that for every

feC(T4R),
lim — 3 n.f(2) = /T () f ()

n—oo nd
zeTd

in probability with respect to (u™;n € N). For every f € C(T%R) and every t > 0,

lim 77 (f) = /T (o) (@)

n— oo
in probability with respect to P, where (ug;t > 0) is the solution of the hydrodynamic equation
Ou = Au+ F(u) (2.6)
with initial condition ug.

This result is known in the literature as the hydrodynamic limit of the reaction-diffusion
model (n"(t);t > 0)pen. The hydrodynamic equation (2.6]) is an example of a reaction-diffusion
equation. The intuition behind the definition of the function F appearing in (2.0 is the
following. If we look at the dynamics on a box of size 1 < £ < n, the exclusion dynamics
is much faster than the reaction dynamics; in fact, the exclusion dynamics takes times of
order O(ﬁ—z) in order to equilibrate the density of particles on a box of size ¢, and the first

2
jump of the reaction dynamics happens after times of order £~¢. Therefore, if ¢ < n7,
the exclusion dynamics equilibrates the density of particles between consecutive jumps of the
reaction dynamics. Since the Bernoulli product measures are invariant under the exclusion

dynamics, it is reasonable to assume that at least on boxes of size { < nz’%d, the law of the
process is close to product. Therefore it makes sense to define the function F' as the average
reaction rate with respect to v;. This intuition will be made rigorous for the invariant measure
e in Theorem below. Theorem also shows that the size ¢ of the boxes on which this

2
product approximation is accurate is larger than n2+d.
Observe that F(0) =a > 0, F(1) = —=b < 0 and F is a polynomial of degree 2. Therefore,
F has a unique zero p, in [0,1], which satisfies 0 < p, < 1 and F'(p«) < 0, from where
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we conclude that p, is also stable. The density p. can be explicitly computed, but its exact
formula plays no role in our proofs; we will only use the property

a
lim p, = —— ,1).
e =g €Y

This limit can be directly verified from the explicit formula for p, or it can be deduced from
the fact that F(p) — a — p(a+b) as A — 0.

In view of the stationarity properties of the hydrodynamic equation (2], it is reasonable to
postulate that, with respect to pl, the density of particles is close to p.. However, a proof of
this claim requires a non-trivial exchange of limits. Such exchange of limits has been justified
in [I5], elaborating over an idea introduced in [16] []:

Proposition 2.2 (Hydrostatic limit). For every f € C(T%R),

.1 .
Jim -5 > mef () = /T [ paf(w)da
zeTd
in probability with respect to {pl;n € N}.
Our first result is a quantitative version of Proposition 2.2l For n,d € N, let g4(n) be defined
as

n ;d=1,
ga(n) =< logn;d=2, (2.7)
1 ;d>3.

Observe that gg(n) corresponds to the order of magnitude of the Green’s function at 0 of a
simple symmetric random walk absorbed at the boundary of a box of size n, centered at the
origin.

Theorem 2.3. There exist A\c = A.(a,b,d) positive and C = C(a,b,d) finite such that for
every f € C(T4R), every n € N and every A € [~ ¢, Acl,

[ G 3 = p1s(2)) o) < S22 5 (2
ret zeTd

For every probability measure p in €2, and every density f with respect to p, let H(f;u)
denote the relative entropy of f with respect to u:

Hfim) = [ flog fin.
Theorem is a consequence of the following estimate:

Theorem 2.4. Let fg be the density of ply with respect to v, There exist Ao = Ae(a, b,d)

positive and C = C(a,b,d) finite such that
H(fZu0) < Cn"2gq(n)

for every n € N and every A € [—A¢, A

Remark 2.5. The value of ). is the same in Theorems 23] and [2.4], but the value of C' can be
different.
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Given two probability measures p, v in €, the relative entropy of p with respect to v
is defined as H (2—5;1/) if v is absolutely continuous with respect to v and +o0o otherwise.
Although relative entropy is not a distance (it is not even symmetric), it is widely used in the
literature as a measure of closeness between probability measures. Another popular way to
measure the closeness of two probability measures is through the total variation distance. The
total variation distance between p and v is defined as

drv(p,v) Z () n)l-

nEQn

Total variation and relative entropy are related by Pinsker’s inequality:

2y (1, v)? < H(Z—/:;V).

Observe that the relative entropy bound of Theorem 2.4]is not strong enough to conclude that
the measures g and v)! are close. This is actually expected, since we will see in Theorem
[3.4] below that the scaling limits of the density of particles are different under pf and 74
Nevertheless, we will prove that the bound of Theorem [2.4] is good enough to show a strong
version of what is known in the literature as conservation of local equilibrium, namely, that
restricted to boxes of mesoscopic size, the measures p; and 1! are close in total variation. In
order to be precise, we need a few definitions. Let P : Z¢ — T¢ be the universal cover of T¢.
For R € N, let Bg := {r € Z% |z;| < R,yi=1,...,d}. Forn >2R+1, let Iz : Q, — {0,1}5r
be the canonical projection: (Ilgn). = np(y) for every x € Bg. Let ,u?S’R be the push-forward

of ul under Iy and let v, *’R be the push-forward of /! under lIz. We will prove the following
result:

Theorem 2.6. If

R 1/d
%%0 as n — 0o
n

then

dTV(,ug‘SR", ;‘*R") — 0 as n — oo.

This theorem states that on a window of mesoscopic size R,,, the NESS ul is asymptotically
indistinguishable from a Bernoulli product measure of density p.

2.2. Fluctuations and CLT for NESS. Observe that Theorem can be understood as
a law of large numbers for the density of particles with respect to (uls;n € N). Therefore, it
is natural to study the fluctuations of the density of particles around its hydrodynamic limit.
The density fluctuation field is the function X™ : Q,, — S'(T?) defined by duality as

X" (777 . d/2 Z )
z€Td

for every f € C>°(T%;R) and every n € §,. Although X" is well defined as a signed measure
in T¢, it is more convenient to think about X™ as a random distribution. In a probabilistic
context, on which £2-norms are related to variances, Sobolev spaces are a specially convenient
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choice of topology for the image of X". It lel be convenient to define Sobolev spaces in terms
of Fourier transforms. For f € £(T%), let f : Z? — C be given by

f(k):= /Td e~ 2k £ (1) d (2.8)

for every k € Z¢%, that is, f is the Fourier transform of f. For k = (ki,...kq) € Z%, let us
write | k| == (k2 +...k2)1/2. For f € C*(T%R) and m € N, let

1l = (3 1FGP + 12y

kezd

Observe that | f|xm < +oo for every m € N and every f € C*®°(T%R), and observe that
the space (C*°(T% R), || - ||zgm) is pre-Hilbert. The so-called Sobolev space H™ = H™(T?) of
order m is defined as the closure of C>°(T% R) with respect to || - |[%m. All the spaces H™
are Hilbert spaces, and by Parseval’s identity, H* = £2(T¢). Moreover, for every m # 0, the
spaces H™, L2(T?) and H~™ form a Gelfand triple. Observe as well that H™ s compactly
contained in H™ if m < m/. Since the Dirac § distribution belongs to H~" for every m > d/2,
we see that X" is a random variable in H~"™ for every m > d/2.

Let x(p«) := p«(1—p«) be the mobility of the reaction-diffusion model. This quantity is one
of the thermodynamic variables appearing in MFT [3]. Now we can state our main result:

Theorem 2.7. Let d < 3 and let n have law ul. There exists Ac = Ac(a,b,d) > 0 such that
for every X € [—Aq, A,
lim X" = X

n—oo

in law with respect to the topology of H™™ for

1/2;d=1,
m > 3 ;d=2,
9/2;d =3,

where X is a centered Gaussian process of variance given by

G(p«) + 2F (ps ¥
E[Xao(f)] = Y é;)u/;;!? —(2pF)§<p(p> )
kezd

F®)]* (xp.) +

for every f € C®°(T% R).

Remark 2.8. Observe that if A = 0, then X, is a white noise of variance x(px).

3. The relative entropy method

In this section we will prove Theorem [2.4] and we will use it to prove Theorem 2:31 We will
use Yau'’s relative entropy method, introduced in [19]; see Chapter 6 of [12] for a review. We
will use the approach of [I1].
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3.1. Yau’s inequality. The carré du champ associated to the operator L, is the bilinear
operator I',, given by

Fn(fy g) = Ln(fg) - ang - gLnf

for every f,g : €, — R. As usual in functional analysis, we will use the notation I'j,f :=
Ln(f, f). We will also define the carrés du champ associated to the operators L$*, L :

L(f,9) = LyX(fg) — fLY g — gLy f,

(f.9) == Ly(fg) — fLng — gL, f

for every f,g:Q, = R.

Let Ly be the adjoint of L, with respect to £2(Vp2). Observe that 1! is reversible under
Lgx, that is, (Ly*)* = LS. Therefore, L}, = L+ (Ly,)*. The operator (L;,)* can be computed
explicitly in terms of v’ :

@£ = 3 (et ) - oy m). (5.1)

z€Td P
A more explicit form can be obtained observing that

VPZ (n") _ N:(1 — ps) + (1 —n2)ps
L7 (n) P 1 —ps

We will use this identity to compute L)1, where 1 is the constant function equal to 1.

Since we already know that the density of particles under p. is approximately equal to p.,
it is reasonable to start the chain (n"(¢);¢ > 0) from the initial measure 1. Let f;* be the
density with respect to 1! of the law of 1" (¢) under PP . Let

Hy(t) := H(f{v,.)

be the relative entropy of the law of n™(¢) under IP’,’,QL with respect to 1" . The so-called Yau’s
inequality [19), 1], states that

H (1) < - / o/ fdy) + / Liflrdyr. (3.2)

Since the chain (n™(t);¢ > 0) is irreducible and the state space 0, is finite, f* — fI ast — oo,
and in particular, since the function z — xlog(x) is continuous, we have

H( SZ;VPZ) = tllglo H,y, (1)

Therefore, a uniform bound on H,(t) implies a bound on the relative entropy of pZ, with
respect to v,'. For every 1 € (1, and every z € ']I‘g, let us define

N = Nz — Px-
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From (.1,
G X (o 3 En) o2 ) £ 0o (12— o+ oy E)

2€Td yeTd yeTs
Yy~ Y~x
) (e gy om)n )
- - - x) b *
S (- (e g ) -e -
z€TY yETE
Yy~
_ 3.3
- 7 (3.3)
- X (px) ( 2d Z y(1 = ps )
z€Td yeTed
Yy~
7yeTn
T~y

where in the last identity we used that F(p.) = 0. Observe that L)1 is a sum of monomials
of degree (at least) two in the centered variables (7,;z € T¢). The absence of monomials of
degree 1 in the expression for L} 1 is fundamental in what follows.

3.2. The log-Sobolev inequality. In order to take full advantage of Yau’s inequality (3.2]),
it would be useful to have a lower bound for the integral [T, \/ﬁdugi in terms of the relative
entropy H,(t). This is exactly the content of the so-called log-Sobolev inequality, which we
now explain. Let L be a Markov generator on 2, and let I" be the carré du champ associated
to L. The log-Sobolev constant of L (or ') with respect to a measure p in €, is defined as

J TV du
H(f;p)’

where the infimum runs over all densities f with respect to p. It can be shown that « is always
finite and that if L is irreducible, then o« > 0. If L is irreducible and u is equal to the invariant
measure of L, then « can be used to estimate the speed of convergence to u of the law of the
chain generated by L, see [5] for a review.

For the generator L, defined in (2.2) and the measure v, the log-Sobolev constant is
bounded from below by a positive constant that does not depend on n, a result known in the
literature as the log-Sobolev inequality:

= o(T"; p) := inf (3.4)

Lemma 3.1 (log-Sobolev inequality). For every n € N, every p € (0,1), every a,b > 0 and
every A > —a,

60|1_2p| _ /-{(p)_l

olnivp) 2 2p(1 — p)|log 125

where 9 := min{a,a + A, b}.

Remark 3.2. By continuity, this lemma holds with right-hand side equal to €9 when p = 1/2.
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Proof. This is a classical result in the literature, so we will only give a sketch of its proof.
According to [B, Theorem A.2 and Lemma 3.2],

H(f;v!) < | MOgl p‘z/ v, f

z€Td

for every p € (0,1) and every density f with respect to v). Since c;(n) > €¢ for every z € T¢

and every n € Q,,
/Prfdv >€OZ/

z€Td
for every density f with respect to vj, which proves the lemma. O

3.3. The main lemma. In order to make an effective use of Yau’s inequality as stated in
(B2), we need to estimate the integral [ L;;1f{*dv}! in terms of the relative entropy Hy(t) and
the energy [ Tpr/f1" dy,!. It turns out that the spe(nﬁc form of f;* as the density of a Markov
chain does not play a role in this estimation procedure. Therefore, we will estimate [ L*1f dv,!
for arbitrary densities f. Moreover, it will be useful to consider L)1 as a particular instance

of the sum .
= Z Z f/xﬁx—i—eig;a (35)
i=1 zeTd
where ¢ = (¢%,...,9%) : T¢ — R is a given function and where {ey,...,e;s} denotes the
canonical basis of T¢. According to [3.3), Lj1 corresponds to the case g, = ﬁ. The so-

called main lemma, introduced in Theorem 3.1 of [I1], allows us to replace 7,7, by products
of averages in boxes of mesoscopic size, with a cost controlled by the energy [ Fn\/ﬁdupﬁ .
Since we need to be very precise about the dependence on A of the constants appearing in this
lemma, we will present its proof. This proof follows very closely the proof in [I1] and it can be
omitted in a first reading. Recall the definition of k(p) given in Lemma [B.1] and let us define
A(u) := u(1l + u) for every u > 0.

Theorem 3.3 (Main lemma). There exists a constant C' = C(d) such that

/V )fduy, < — /PCX\/_dV + Cr(ps)A(|9]l0o) /Prfdu

+ CA(HgHoo)nd_di(n)
for everyn € N, every g : T¢ — R? and every density f with respect to V.-
Proof. For £ < n and 2 € T?, let C’ the cube of vertex = and side ¢ given by
(CZ ={ye Tn,y, x; € {0,1,...,0—1} for every i € {1,...,d}}.

Let p’ : T¢ — [0,1] be the uniform measure in C§, that is, p‘(z) = ¢~91(z € C§) for every
r€Te For £ <n/2, let ¢' : T¢ — [0,1] be given by ¢° := p’ % p’, that is,

=Y ply—a2p ()

zeTd

. 201
for every y € T%. Observe that ¢° is supported on Cy .
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For n € Q,, » € T¢ and £ < n/2, let 7. € R be given by
) 0/ \—
To = Y 4 W)Nary
yeTd
Let us define as well

V4 _ 0y _ ;
Toi= Y 0 W)ty 12 (9) = D P W)y oy
yeTd yeTd

d
Vi) =D > altlre,9h-

i=1 zeTd

Thanks to our choice of the probability measure ¢¢, the sum V* (g) can be rewritten as

d .
Vi) =3 S 0 (@) e,

i=1 zeTd

This identity will make the proof of Lemma shorter. The idea is to estimate f (V(g) —
Vi) f deTi in terms of f T%X\/fdl/p’i . Observe that

d
V(g) - Vz(g) = Z Z ﬁx(ﬁx—i—ei - ﬁ£+ei)gi.

i=1 zeTd

Let us rewrite the difference 7, — 7% as a linear combination of terms of the form 7, — Ty, Where
y ~ z. In order to do that, we will use flows.

Let £ := {(z,y); 2,y € T, 2 ~ y} be the set of oriented edges of the periodic lattice T¢.
We say that a function ¢ : £ — R is a flow if ¢(x,y) = —¢(y, ) for every (v,y) € EL. Let
p,q be two probability measures in T¢. We say that a flow ¢ connects p to q if

p(x) —q(@) = > d(x,y)

yeTd
y~i

for every x € T%. In other words, p — ¢ = div ¢. In that case, p, ¢ and ¢ satisfy the divergence
formula: for every g : T? — R,

> g@)(px) —q(@) = Y dla,y)(g(x) — g()). (3.6)
z€Td x,yeTd
Ty

Recall the definition of g4(n) given in (Z7). Lemma 3.2 in [I1] tells us that for every ¢ < n/2
there exists a finite C = C(d) and a flow ¢ connecting the Dirac § at = 0 to ¢* such that

) Y o'(w,9)* < Cgall),

x,y€Td
T~y

ii) ¢‘(z,y) = 0 whenever = ¢ C2~ or y ¢ C271.
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Using the flow ¢ given by Lemma 3.2 of [I1], the translation invariance of the lattice T¢
and the divergence formula (3.6]), we see that

= 6 (W, 2) My — T2,

y,ze']l'ﬁ
Y~z

from where

d d
Z Z f/x(ﬁx-ﬁ-ei - f/i-ﬁ-ei)g; - Z Z Z (%(yy Z)(ﬁ:c—i—y—i—ei - 77:(:+z+ei)flxg§;

=1 zeTd i=1 zeTd y 2cTd
Y~z

=> <§d: Yoy —wz- x)nx—eigfc—e) (7y — 1712)

y,2€T% ~i=1 2€Td
Y~z

= Z h€7z(gﬂ n)(ﬁy - ﬁz)7
y,ze’]I“fL
Y~z

where hi,z(g) : Q, — R is defined as

d
) - Z Z ¢Z(y — T2 = x)f/x—eigi—ei

i=1 zeTd

for every n € ,,. Observe that hgz(g) does not depend on 1y, 7,. From Lemma E.2 of [I1],
we have that

/h —7.) fdy)! <ﬁ0/vyz\[ )2dv)! +—/h )2 fdu”

for every By > 0. Choosing 3y = #n? and taking the sum over y ~ z, we see that

[t = viansay: <5 [reviag + oo [ S @rrag. 60

This estimate is exactly Lemma 3.3 of [II]. In our case, the proof is simpler due to the
translation invariance of the reference measure 1. Our next task is to take advantage of the
average over boxes of size £ in V¥(g) in order to get a good estimate in terms of H(f;1,!).
The so-called entropy inequality says that for every function h : 2,, — R, every density f with
respect to sz and every v > 0,

/hfdy <= ( (fiv )+1og/e“fhdyp’1>. (3.8)

In order to be able to use this estimate, we need to compute the exponential moments of the

¢, ¢
variables hgy( )? and 7, Z( )77, +e, With respect to 1", Using independence and Lemma A1l
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we see that for every 0 € R,

d
62
ont 6° B B
log/ v, (g)d < (Z T—€,2—x ez)gx)
']T =1
d6? (3.9)
< ?”9\\20 Z Y dy-r—ez—a—e)
=1 zeTd
C(d)0?|gll%ega(0).
Therefore, by Lemma [A.2]
0 —

[ e ag: < (1- canlal®) .10

whenever 7! > C(d )HgHoogd( )-
Observe that A, _(g) and hy,7 ./(g) are independent whenever |y+z—y'—2'| > 4¢. Therefore,

the set £ can be divided into C(d)¢? disjoint sets {A%4 € Z} such that the terms in the sums
> hl(9)
(y,2)€A?

are mutually independent. Therefore, for v > 0 small enough,

/Zh )2 fdu! Z/ > b (9)fdy)

y,2€T4 €L (y,z)eA?
Y~z
<> = ( ) +log / ¥ Zweai hi,z<g>2du,§i>
ZEZ
< Z ( ) Z log/evhi,z(g)zdypz)
ZEI (y,2)e At
_ n _ ~1/2
<y C@EH(:1) + 7 'nlog (1= 1O(d)glega(0) 2.
In the last line we used ([BI0). Taking v~ = 2C(d)||g||%,g4(¢) we conclude that
2 yd n
| 3ot 0P i, < C@lgltauo (H 5 + 7). (3.11)
y,ze']l'd
Y~z

Repeating the arguments in ([3.9]) for the random variables <ﬁgfl(g) and 7_725 for each z € T4 and
each i € {1,...,d}, we see that for every 6 € R,
07 1 n g2 O
yeETY]

and

2
log/ 07, (g)d n < Hgg!gd



CLT FOR NESS OF A REACTION-DIFFUSION MODEL 15

. L, L . . .
Since 571, Z(g) and 7_7; +e; are independent under 1!, using Lemma [A.2] we obtain the bound

i Hg”gofy2 —L 2 n 72“9”20 —1/2
/ Y Ny (g)n:c+€ d]/ < /exp{ 8€d (T,Z‘-i-Ei) }dyp* S (1 o 16€2d )

204
glles?

7. (9)7
/eﬁfnzc g 77x+e dV < 7

. 4, l , l .
Observe that the random variables ¥, (¢) 7, te, and <ﬁy ](g)ﬁy t+e, are independent under v’

for every v < 4¢4||g||=!. Observe that for v = TT=> We obtain the bound

as soon as ||y — z|| > 2¢. Dividing the set £% as above, we obtain the estimate

d

/ S ST < Ol () + ) (3.12)

zeTd =1

Putting estimates [B.7)), (3.11) and BI2]) together, we conclude that for every g > 0,

/ Z Z%%ﬁlgmfd < B/F%X\/fdu’z

zeTd i=1 (3.13)
l9113¢%ga(0) ny Y
+0d) (lgloe + 72577 ) (H( ) + G )
Choosing in this estimate g = i and
T osd=1,
nt2.d>3

we see that

/ Zannmgm*_4 [ e Fig 4 O Allgloo) (H () + 0 2a(m). (319

z€eTd i=1

By the definition in (34]) and Lemma [B.1]

H(f:0) < w(ps) / I/

for every density f. Therefore,

/Zannmlgmfd < /PCX\/_dz/ + Crl(pa) A gl0) /rr Vi

x€Td i=1
+ CA(llglloo)n"*ga(n),

which proves the lemma. U
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3.4. Proof of Theorem [2.4. Usmg Theorem B3] it is not difficult to carry out the proof of
Theorem 24l If we take g}, = 5 dp for every x € T¢ and every i € {1,...,d}, if we take f = f7"
in Theorem B3] and if we put the resulting estimate into ([32]), then we see that

3 ex >\ I n >\
H (t) < -= /r V) + (C/f(p*)_A(!lp| ) 1) /r VITdy! + CA( |p| ) 2g4(n).
Observe that
. L . B . _ |p* — a*| min{a, b}
)1\13%60 = min{a, b}, )1\1_>H6p* =70 and ,1\1—% K(ps) = 2abllog ¥ .
Therefore,
: A _
i i) )=
and there exists A, > 0 such that
A 1 A
C/i(pQA(dp*) < 5 and A(dp*) <1 (3.15)

for every A € [=A¢, A¢]. Using Lemma 1] we see that for A € [—A, A,

H,(t)

IA

/Fr \/ﬁd i +CA(|/\|> “2g4(n)

H(t) + Cn~ga(n).

26(p«)

t
Using e2+(r+) as an integrating factor, since H,,(0) = 0 we conclude that

H(ffv)) = Hp(t) < Cn?gq(n)
for every t > 0. Taking t — oo, Theorem [2.4] is proved.

3.5. Quantitative hydrostatics. In this section we prove Theorem as a corollary of
Theorem 241 Tt will be useful to prove a more general version of Theorem Recall the
definitions introduced before Theorem We say that a function v : €, — R has support
in Bg if ¥(n®) = (n) for every x ¢ P(Bg) and every € ,. For z € T¢ and n € Q,, let
7.1 € Q, be the translation of 1 by x, that is, (7,7). = 7.4 for every z € T¢. For g: Q, - R
and 2 € T?, let 7,9 : Q, — R be the translation of g by =, that is, 7,g(n) := g(7.n) for every
n € Q. For ¢ with support in Bg and = € T¢, let us write v, := 7,1). Define (W), = [dv.
For each f € C(T%R), let U"(f) : 2, — R be given by

n 1 T
W (fim) =g > (Waln) = (W),) F(5) (3.16)
z€TY
for every n € Q,,. Theorem is a particular case of the following estimate:
Theorem 3.4. There exists a finite constant C = C(1); px) such that
Cll 17 9a(n)
[ < —=E

n2
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for every f € C(T%R), where
1713 = 2 3 £(2)’
z€T4
Proof. Let Osc(v)) := sup,, ¢ (n) — inf, ¥(n). By Hoeffding’s Lemma, for every x € T¢ we have

that
2 2
log / Olbs =W gy < 0 Osg(w) .

Since Bp is a cube of side 2R + 1, v, and v, are independent as soon as ||y — x|/cc > 2R + 1.
Therefore, T¢ can be split into disjoint sets (A%;i € Zg) such that the cardinality of Zp is at
most C(d)(2R + 1)% and such that the terms in the sums

Y (= )1 (2)

rEA?

are all independent. Therefore,

log / Py < OO S 1og / exp { LCDCIENT N (g, — (9),.,) £ (2) Jy

1€1R zeA?
62C(d)(2R+1)2? Osc()? 2
(2R+1 Z Z 8n2d f(n)
1€TR z€ A?
_ 0>C(d)(2R + 1) Osc(v)?|| f1172
< P .
n

By Lemma [A.2] we see that
/ \I/n d]/ < \/*

for
8nd
C(d)2R + DI, Ose(v)?

Using the entropy inequality ([B.8]), we see that
[ < 07t (Bl + dog [ ¥ a )
_ C@ER+ 1], Ose(u)?

0 =

(€t 2gum) +logv3)  (317)

nd
O pe. )| 1% galn)

n2

)

as we wanted to show. O

Observe that Theorem [23] corresponds to Theorem B.4] in the particular case ¥ (n) = ng. It
turns out that Theorem [3.4] can also be used to prove Theorem
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Proof of Theorem [2Z.8. In general, the bound on the relative entropy given by Theorem [2.4] is
not enough to derive a result as strong as Theorem However, in our particular setting,
we can take advantage of the translation invariance of the dynamics in order to improve the
bounds. Observe that the generator of (n(t);t > 0) satisfies

T:c(Lnf) = Ln(T:cf)

for every f: Q,, — R and every 2 € T%. In particular, if the law of 7(0) is translation invariant,
then the law of 7)(t) is translation invariant for every ¢ > 0. Taking t — oo, we deduce that
W is translation invariant.

Recall the definition of Iz given before Theorem For R < 2! and z € T¢, let IT%
be the canonical projection onto the box of size R and center x, that is, [T =11 R(Tx?’]) for
every 1 € Q,. Observe that for every ¢ : {0,1}5% — R and every z,y € Tfl,

/ () dul, / () du.

[odu = [ ot

for every x € T¢. Recall the definition of U™ given in (B:I6). Applying estimate (BI7) to the
constant function 1, we see that

| [oduz~ [war| —\/ndz (). Jit|

Td

- ‘/\If"(l)d

Observe that [|¢)|lcc < 1 implies Osc(¢)) < 2. Taking the supremum over [[¢)||oc < 1 in this
estimate and recalling the definition of g4(n), Theorem is proved. O

Therefore,

n|? _ C(2R +1)ga(n) Osc(¥)’
ss < 2 :

n

4. Density fluctuations

4.1. Case d = 1. In this section we prove Theorem Z7in the case d = 1. In that case the proof
is simpler, due to the fact that the estimate in Theorem 2Z4]is uniform in n. This will allow us
to explain better the ideas behind the proof, which will be used for d = 2,3 afterwards. Some
of the computations are not dimension dependent; in those cases we will keep the dependence
on d in the notation.

By Theorem 23] for every A € [—A., A,

/ XO(f)2dut, < OIS

Recall definition ([2.8). For f(x) = cos(2wkx) or f = sin(2wkz), ||f|lz < 1. Therefore, for
m< —1/2,

J I Bt = Y4 2 [ )Pt < 0 Y14 )™ < Cm) < 4o
kEZ kEZ



CLT FOR NESS OF A REACTION-DIFFUSION MODEL 19

Recall that the inclusion H™ C H™ is compact if m < m’, and therefore balls in H~™" are
compact in H™. Therefore, for m’ € (m,—1/2) the set {||X|;;mw < M} is compact in H™.
From the previous estimate we see that

C(m/
W (1X" e > 21) < S

Taking M — oo, we conclude that the sequence {X";n € N} is tight in H™.
The idea is to prove a limit theorem for the dynamical fluctuation field, and to derive
Theorem 2.7] from such result. Let (X}*;¢ > 0) be the process given by

XP(f) =X (" (t), f d/2 >t — p)f(2) (4.1)
z€Td

for every f € C*°(T%R). The following result is a version of [I1, Theorem 2.4] for the model
considered here, and it holds for dimensions d < 3:

Proposition 4.1. Let (ug;n € N) be a sequence of probability measures on €y, such that:

i) supH(dffS sy, ) < 00,
neN
i) X" — Xg in H™™ in law with respect to pg for some m > d/2.

For d < 3, the sequence (X[';t > 0)pen converges in the sense of finite-dimensional distribu-
tions to the process (Xy;t > 0), solution of the equation

Xy = AXy + F'(p) Xi + V2x(p) V- W+ V/G(p )V, (4.2)

with initial condition Xo, where W is an R%-valued white noise, W? is a real-valued white
noise and W', 1 = 1,2 are independent.

We start proving a lemma:

Lemma 4.2. For every dimension d > 1 and every m > d/2, the equation (£2]) has a unique
stationary solution supported in H™™.

Proof. Let (P;;t > 0) be the semigroup generated by the operator A + F'(p,). For every
f € C®(T%R) and every t > 0,

X,(f) = Xo(Pif) + /O VX)W (P Y f) + /O VIV f). (43)

Since F'(py) < 0, we see that P.f — 0 as t — oo exponentially fast in H™ for every m € R.
In consequence, the random family (X (f); f € C°(T%R)) given by

for every f € C*°(T%R) is well defined in law. Moreover, X, is a well-defined, H~"-valued
random variable for m large enough, and it satisfies the identity

Xal) = [ (VEGIIVHET ) + GNP (1.4

where this identity is understood as an identity in law for H~""-valued random variables. We
claim that X, is the unique stationary state of ([4.2). In fact, if there is another stationary
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state Yoo, the solution of (A2]) with initial condition Y on one hand satisfies X; = Y in law
for every t > 0 and on the other hand it converges to X,

The right-hand side of ([4]) is a centered Gaussian process. Therefore, it is characterized
by its covariance operator. Observe that

B = 2(p0) [ IRV St + Glpn) [ T 1PS I
In Fourier space,
ﬁ;f( ) —47r2||k||2t+F’ f( )
Therefore, by Parseval’s identity,

N 1o P (AP o) o)
- kgzzd |f(k‘)‘ (47r2||k\|2 — F'(p,) + 82| k|[2 — QF/(p*)>’ (4.5)

which is equal to the expression given in ([2.9]) for the limit process X. Observe that

4|k [* x () G(p.) B
||kﬁgloo <47T2Hk‘||2 — F/(p*) 871-2H]<;||2 _ 2F/(,0*)) - X(P*),

(4.6)

and in particular the coefficients in (5] are bounded in k. Therefore, E[[| Xo|3,-] < +00

for every m > d/2 and in particular X, is a well-defined random variable in H~"™ for every
m > d/2. O

Let us go back to the proof of Theorem 2.7 We have already proved that the sequence
(X™;n € N) is tight in H~™ with respect to pl, for m > 1/2. Let n’ be a subsequence
for which X™ converges in law with respect to the topology of H™™ to a random Varlable
X. By Theorem 24] the measures p” satisfy the conditions of Proposition II Since p
is stationary, X is a stationary solution of ([@2]). By Lemma 2] X = Xo. We have just
showed that (X";n € N) is relatively compact and it has a unique accumulation point X
We conclude that X™ converges to X, as we wanted to show.

4.2. Case d = 2,3. In this section we prove Theorem 2.7 in the case d = 2,3. In this case,
the proof of Theorem 2.7l presented in the previous section does not work, because the entropy
bound of Theorem [2.4]is not strong enough to derive tightness of the sequence (X™;n € N) with
respect to (pf;n € N). The idea is to adapt the proof of Lemma 2] directly to the process
(X[t > 0) defined in (@I). In order to do that, let us introduce the Dynkin’s martingales
associated to (XJ';t > 0). For every T > 0 and every g € C">([0,7] x T%R), the process
(Mi(g);t € [0,T7) given by

Mp(g) = XP(gr) — X0(g0) — /0 (8 + L) X" (gs)ds (4.7)

for every t € [0,T], is a martingale of quadratic variation

(M (g)); = /0 T, X7 (g)ds. (4.8)
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Our aim is to choose g5 in such a way that equations (4.7), (48] are approximate versions of
[#3). After some explicit computations, we see that

(0 + L) X"(02) = X"((0s + Lu)gs) + 7V (3) (19

where the linear operator IL,, is defined as

A(L = ps T T
Laf(2) = (n+ 2L 7 (5(2) - 7(2) + P 1(2)
m,yET%
T~y
for every f € C(T%;R) and every x € T¢, where V was defined in ([B85) and where g, is defined
as

- _i z zte;
9z,s ‘= 2d(gs(") +gs( n ))

for every i € {1,...,d} and every x € T¢. We also see that

L' X"(gs) = 2 dz ny 7796 gs( )—gs +—dZCx gs . (4.10)
7y€Td IGTd
T~y

Observe that L,, is a discrete approximation of the operator L := A + F'(p,) used in the
proof of Lemma @2 For f € C®(T%4R) and T > 0, let (g.7;T > 0,t € [0,7]) be given
by gt = Pr_+f for every T > 0 and every t € [0,T], where (P;;t > 0) is the semigroup
generated by A + F'(p,). For T'> 0 and t € [0,7], let M7 (f) :== M{(g. ). Observe that
(MP7(f);t € [0,T]) is a martingale and observe that

T
X2(f) = X2 (gor) + /0 (O + L) X7 (gur)dt + Mr(f)
(4.11)

T
— XJ(g0r) + /0 XP (0 + La)gor)dt + TV ) + MBo(f).

where
|
I7(Vs f) 12/0 WV(gt,T)dt.

Assuming that X§ has law pl, this equation is the discrete version of ([Bh]) we are aiming
for. The proof of Theorem [2.7] will follow from a careful analysis of equation (£II)). This
analysis will be divided into three parts. In Section we will derived various estimates that
will then be used in Section 4] to prove tightness of the field X™ and in Section to prove
convergence of finite-dimensional laws of X",

4.3. Estimates. Our aim is to prove estimates in LQ(]P’” ) of each of the terms appearing
in (@II), except I%(V; f), which we can only estimate in Ll(IP’" ). Since F(ps) < 0, the
semigroup (P;t > 0) converges to 0 with respect to the uniform norm with exponential rate
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—F'(p«). We start estimating the second moment of E,n [X§(go,7)]. From Theorem [2.3]
C
By (X5 (0)?) < S 5™ (2
e (4.12)
< Cga(n)n® || |2 )T

In order to estimate the second moment of fOT X7 ((0¢+Ly,)ge,7)dt, observe that (0;+L)ge,r = 0.
Therefore, by Taylor’s formula,

|(3t + L, )gtT( )‘ = ! Ly _]L)gtT( )| = 121 3 (6)\(1 - p*)”ngtTHoo +dHD4gtTHoo)

Since the differential operator D commutes with IL, we obtain the bound
C
L
O+ Ln)grr (3)] < 153
Combining this bound with Theorem and the invariance of pl., we see that for every
§ € (0,—F'(p«)) and every X\ € [\, Ao,

(”D2f”oo + ”D4f”oo)eF/(p*)(T_t)'

uss

T T
/ X((0 + Ly, gtTdtH / e~ 20t /0 ezétEZgSHX{L((ﬁt+]Ln)gt,T)‘2]dt

T
= %/0 ga(n)n®=S (| D2 fI|2, + || D f]|2,) 2@+ ()t gy

< Cga(m)n®=C(| D> F|1% + I D* F11%).
(4.13)

The martingale term is easy to estimate. We have that
T

T
B e (0] = Bjy [ [ TXi(niat] < [ C(Dgr e + ol )at
< C(IDfIZ + 1 FI%)-

The expectation Ej, [[I(V; f)[] is the most difficult to estimate. In fact, we are only able to
obtain a first-moment estimate. By the entropy inequality (B.8) and H (P \]P’,’jpn ) =H(pulv?)
(which is a consequence of Markov’s property) we have that

B R(V; 1)) < 5 (HGuloft)+los =iy [exp {817(V; 1)1}]). (4.15)

Using the elementary bounds exp |z| < exp(x)+exp(—z), log(a+b) < log 2+ max{log a,log b}
and for the choice

(4.14)

)\Cnd/2

 2dps sup, 7 |G lloo”

we see that

Bl (Vi Il < —— 07—

)\Cnd/2

To estimate the rightmost term in last display we use the following result.

<H(ugs|1/pri) +log2+ mfxlog IEL:Z [exp { + 0IF(V; f)}]) (4.16)
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Proposition 4.3. For every T > 0 and every W : [0,T] x Q, — R,

logE,’%i[exp{/OTWt(n(t))dt}] g/OTSI;p{/<Wt+§L;1)de; _/rn\/fdupz}dt

where the supremum is taken over all densities f with respect to 74

This proposition corresponds to Lemma A.1.7.2 of [12] in the case in which the measure 75
is reversible with respect to L, (and therefore L1 = 0). It was observed in [I p.78] that this
estimate is also valid if the measure v is invariant but not reversible. A complete proof of
Proposition 3] can be found in [I7, Lemma 3.3] or [10, Lemma 9.1].

The idea is to take W; = Hn_d/QV(g't,T) in Proposition and then to use Theorem [B.4] to
turn the variational formula into a quantitative estimate. Observe that for Wy, by (B3] we get

1 A -
W, + =L*1 = V(6n~%2g, 7).
t+2 " (On 9t,T+2dp*)

Therefore, by Theorem [B.3],
1, n n 0 . . A , n
/<Wt + §Ln1) dep*—/ Lo/ fdyy! < <CR(P*)A<WHQt,THoo + m) - 1> /Fn\/?d%

0 . A _
+CA<WH9LT”0<> 2dp. >9d( ynd=2,

for every A € [—A¢, Ac], where the constant A\, was chosen in ([BI5]). From our choice of 6 we
conclude that

/ (Wi + 5L51) oy — /r VEdy? < CA(
2 *
From the right-hand side of (3:I%]) we obtain that
Epn 12V )] < Cllfllocga(n)n®*=*(1 + T). (4.17)

)gd( n -2

4.4. Tightness. In this section we prove tightness of the sequence (X";n € N) with respect
to the strong topology of H~"™ for m large enough. By Prohorov’s theorem, (X™;n € N) is
tight in H~™ if for every € > 0 there exists a compact set K, in H~" such that

pes (X" ¢ Ko) <€

for every n € N. It can be shown that whenever m < m/, the inclusion =™ C H ™™ is
compact, which means that closed balls in H~™ are compact in H~™'. Therefore, in order to
prove tightness of (X™;n € N) in H~™ it is enough to show that

lim_ sup 2 (| X" [ln > M) =0

M—00 peN
for some m < m/. Observe that for every T' > 0, the law of X" under pl is equal to the law
of X7 under P, . Therefore, it is enough to estimate the probabilities P} (|| - [[3-m > M) for

each of the terms on the right-hand side of ([@.IT]).
Let Y be a random variable with values in H~". We have that

Plin (1Y llgg=m > M) < M72Epn [V [3-m]-



24 P. GONCALVES, M. JARA, R. MARINHO, AND O. MENEZES

Observe that )
Y (k)| < |Y (cos(2mkz))| + |Y (sin(2mkx))|.
Therefore,
B [V 3] < 37 (14 [IR) ™ (¥ (cos(2nka))? + Y (sin(2rka))?).
kezd
The relation
[ Xe(Prf)

defines by duality a random variable in ™™, which for simplicity we just denote by X§ (go.7)-
Using ([{12]), we see that

Ejrn [1X8 (90,0) [5-m] < Cga(n)n®™ 2> T = (1 4 |[k|1*) ™
kezd
< ng(n)nd_2€2F/(p*)T
for every m > d/2. Recall that our aim is to provide a uniform bound for E. [|| Xg (g0,7) HH m)-
This is the case if we choose

_ log(ga(n)n™"?)
T=1T, 4.1
—2F(p,) (4.18)
Now let us estimate the second moment in H~"™ of the process
T
fro [ PO+ Lo (4.19)
0

Observe that for every k, k' € Z,
sin(27(k + nk')x) = sin(27kx), cos(2m(k + nk')x) = cos(2mkz).

Therefore, X "(k+nk') = X "(k). The same identity holds for all the processes appearing in
(@II) and in particular for the process defined in ([I9). Take k € Z? such that ||k| < n. For
f(z) = sin(2rkz) or f = cos(2mkx), [EI3) gives the bound

/”’SS

| [ et Lgal'] < cotmnt-2°

For k € N with ||k|| > n there exists & € Z% such that ||k — nk’|| < n. Therefore, [EI3]) gives
us the bound

En. / X0 + Ly)ger dt\ ] < Cga(n)n®n® < Cgg(n)n+2.

We conclude that

8
g [ [ xv@s tasena, Jmmwl—%wg T
(4.20)
2 +uku T o

(&l >n
< C’gd(n)n2d+2_2m

9
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whenever m > d/2, so that the sum E||k\>n(1 + ||k[[?)™ is finite. In particular, (@20) is
bounded in n for m > 3 if d = 2 and for m > 4 if d = 3. Observe that the bound is
independent of T, and in particular it holds for T'= T,, as defined in ([ZIS]).

Now we will prove tightness of M7 1 (f) for T}, chosen as in (I8). By {.I14), we have
that

By ([ M rllzn] < C D0+ RIP) ™ < C
kezd

if m > 1+ d/2. Since the constant C' does not depend on T, tightness is proved. Observe that
the cut-off introduced in (@20 does not improve the value of m.

We are only left to show tightness of the integral term I7:(V'). Since we only have Ll(IP’ﬁgs)
bounds for I7(V f), we need to estimate Ppn ([|I72(V)[l3-m > M) in a different way. Let
(p(k); k € Z%) be a probability measure to be chosen in a few lines. We have that

P (7 (V) l3g-m = M) =Py (I7(V )H% m 2> M2)

Hss
— Py, (Z EV)R)PA+ [ > S p(k;)M2>
kezd kezd
<y P"gs(u?@(kwl +IKIZ)™™ > p(k)M?)
kezd
(14 ||k|%)~m/?En, HI”( )(R)]]
- Z )1/2M
kezd

Using ([@I7)) we obtain the bound

(1+ [|k)|2)—m/2
Mp(k)'/?

P (13(V)llggm = M) < Cga(mn®2=2(1+1) 3
kezd

Choose p(k) = c(1+4]|k[|?)~%?*9 for § > 0, where c is the corresponding normalization constant.
We obtain the bound

Prn (112 (V) lp=m > M) < Cgg(n)n®? 21+ T) Y (1+ |[k]|?)m/2Hd/2+0
keTd
< Cga(n)n™* (1 +T)

for every m > 3d/2. We conclude that

. - log(ga(n)n?"?)

n d/2—2

Jim Pl ([, (W)llpg-m = M) < lim Cga(n)n / <1 + T’(p*)) =0,

from where Iz, (W) converges to 0 in probability with respect to Ll(IP’ZgS). Since convergence
in probability implies tightness, Iz, (W) is tight in H~"™ for m > 3d/2. We conclude that
(X™n eN) is tight in H™™ for m >3 ind=2and m >9/2in d = 3.

4.5. Convergence. In this section we will complete the proof of Theorem [2.7] by proving the
convergence of the finite-dimensional distributions of (X";n € N) to X«
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Putting estimates (£12)), ({I3) and (4I7) into (ZII), we see that
B (| X, () = M, 1, (D] < Cga(n)'2n271 | flooe® @1
+ Cga(m)*n? 272 (1D flloo + 1D fl)
+ O fllooga(m)n®?~2(1 + Ty,).
For the choice of T;, made in ([£I8]), we see that
Tim (XF, () — M, 1, (f)) = 0.

Therefore, we have reduced the problem of convergence of (X";n € N) to the problem of
convergence of (M%Lmﬁ n € N). We have already proved that the sequence (M%L,Tn? n € N)
is tight. Therefore, we only need to obtain the limits of the sequences (M7, . (f);n € N) for
every test function f. We will use the following martingale convergence theorem:

Proposition 4.4. Let (M]*;t € [0,T))nen be a sequence of L2-martingales. Let

AP = sup [MP - MP|
0<t<T
be the size of the largest jump of (M]*;t € [0,T]) on the interval [0,T] and let ® : [0,T] — [0, c0)
be a continuous increasing function. Assume that
i) as n — oo, |A}| — 0 in probability,
ii) as n — oo, (M")y — ®(t) in probability for every t € [0,T].
Under these conditions,
Mtn — Mt
in law with respect to the Jy-Skorohod topology of D([0,T],R), where (My;t > 0) is a continuous
martingale of quadratic variation (M) = ®(t) for every t € [0,T].

This proposition is a restatement of Theorem VIII.3.11 of [9]. Observe that in this proposi-
tion, the time window [0, 7] is fixed, while in our situation 7;, grows with n. We will overcome
this difficulty in the following way. Let T" > 0 be fixed and assume without loss of generality
that T,, > T. Define (M}*;t € [0,T]) as

M = M%n—T+t,Tn(f)

for every t € [0,T]. Observe that (M/*;t € [0,T]) is a martingale. Its quadratic variation is
equal to

t
(M), = /0 TWXB o o(gr —resir, )ds.

Recall ([I0) and recall the definition of G(p) given in (ZX]). For every g : T¢ — R, let us

define
on(g) = 2x7§§*) S0 (gly) - g(x))* + Gfﬁ*) > glx)®.
z,y€Td x€Td

By Theorem [3.4] we have that

2 2
21 _ Coa(n)(ll91,—1+s 1,ll5 + IV 91,715 T,
By [(Tn X7, 1y (9T T45. 1) = (9T T451)) ] < () i ‘7|1020 H +5Tallo)
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For simplicity we have estimated the £2 bounds of the functions appearing in (@I0) by their £>°
bounds; we are only missing a multiplicative constant that does not affect the computations.
Observe that

lim @, (97, ~T4s,17,) = P1—s(f) = 2X(P*)/HVPT—sf($)HQd$ + G(P*)/PT—sf(x)de-

n—oo

By Taylor’s formula and the trapezoidal rule,

1
w1 2 (g1 ran, () =g, rseir,(3)” [ IVPr-f(@) Pda] <
z,yeTd
T~y
C
< S (IDPr—of ool D*Pr—sf oo + |10 Pr—s f %)

IN

C
S (IDFl1D*flloo + I DFIIZ)

and

1 C
Y onreen(2) - / Pr_of@)de| < S (1Profll D Pr-oflloo + |DPr_o %)

z,y€Td
Ty

C
< S (1l llD? flloo + D)

Since these estimates are uniform in s, we conclude that

n—oo

lim (M"), = /0 Gro(f)ds

in £2 (Pl ), and condition ii) of Proposition [.4is satisfied for

B(t) = y(f) == /O Gr—a(f)ds.

The jumps of (M]*;t € [0,T])nen at time t € [0,7] have size at most

02 g1 11 oo < 7Y oo,

and in particular condition i) of Proposition 4] is satisfied. We conclude that (M/*;t > 0)nen
converges in law to a continuous martingale of quadratic variation {®(¢);¢ € [0,7]}. In
particular, the limit in law

lim (M%H,Tn(f) - M%H—T,Tn(f)) = lim (M:?L - M(?)

n— o0 n—oo
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exists and it is equal to (0, @7 (f)). Now let us estimate the variance of M7, 71 (f). We
have that

Th—T
Bl M (0] = By [(M, r, ()] = [ Bl X200
Tn—T
< /0 C(lgsm % + Vo, |2)ds

Tn—T ,
5/ C(IFI% + |V FI2)e2E () (Tn=s) g
0

< (I3 + IV fl3) e T

Since F'(ps) < 0, the last line of this estimate converges to 0 as T — oo, uniformly in n.
Therefore, we conclude that

lim MT Tn (f) :N(07 (I)oo(f))7

n—oo

where
Boolf) = 2x(p2) /O / IV Pt () Pdadt + G (p.) /O / Pof () 2ddt.

Observe that @ (f) is also given by ([@5]). Now we are ready to complete the proof of Theorem
27 By Wald’s device, the law of X, is characterized by the laws of X (f) for f € C*°(T4).
Let X be a limit point of (X™;n € N), which exists by tightness, and let f € C®(T%). We
have just proved that X (f) has the same law of Xoo(f). We conclude that X = X, and in
particular (X™;n € N) has a unique limit point, which finishes the proof of Theorem 271

5. Discussion

We have proved that the CLT fluctuations of the density of particles under the NESS of
an example of a driven-diffusive model are given by a Gaussian process presenting non-local
correlations. For the sake of clarity, we have presented the proof for one of the simplest driven-
diffusive models for which a non-trivial limit appears, that is, for a reaction-diffusion model
with quadratic interactions. The restriction to quadratic interactions is not essential; however
the restrictions to small parameters A\ and dimensions d < 3 could not be removed without
new arguments.

General reaction rates. For A > 0, the reaction rates ¢, can be written as ¢, = h, + Ary,
where

ha(n) = a(l —ng) + bns
can be interpreted as a chemical reservoir of particles at density -9, and

y~z

can be interpreted as the interaction rate of some chemical reaction. The parameter \ cor-
responds to the intensity of the reaction, and our smallness condition in A corresponds to
assuming that the strength of the chemical reaction is uniformly bounded in n, with respect to
the strength of the chemical bath, by some constant depending only on the density of the bath.
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For A € (—a,0) some adjustments are needed, but a similar interpretation is possible. Our
results hold for general local reaction rates r,, but always under the boundedness assumption
described above.

MFT and density fluctuations. The correlation operator of the limiting fluctuation density
field can be described in terms of thermodynamic functions appearing in MEFT. The MFT for
reaction-diffusion models like the one presented here has been described in great generality in
[15]. One starts from the hydrodynamic equation

dp =V - (D(p)Vp) + A(p) — B(p),

where D(p) is the diffusivity of the diffusion dynamics, equal to 1 in our case, A(p) :=
Jex(m)(1 = ne)dv) and B(p) := [ cy(n)nedvy. Then, under the invariant measure puf;, the
density of particles is concentrated on stable solutions of the elliptic equation

V- (D(p)Vp) + A(p) — B(p) = 0. (5.1)

Observe that in our notation, F' = A — B and G = A+ B. If F has a unique zero p, on
the interval [0, 1], then the elliptic equation (5II) has a unique solution, which is the constant
solution equal to p.. In [I5], large deviations principles were proved for the hydrodynamic
and hydrostatic limit of the density of particles of the reaction-diffusion model under the
assumption A > 0. At a formal level, the correlation operator of the CLT for the density of
particles corresponds to the Hessian of the rate function at its unique zero. In our infinite-
dimensional context, such expansion is difficult to justify, but a posteriori it provides the right
answer. In [I1] it has been shown that the fluctuations around the hydrodynamic limit follow
the stochastic heat equation

WX =V - (D(p)VX + Vx(p )W) + F'(p) X + /G(p )V, (SHE)

where W' is a space-time white noise with values in R?% W? is a space-time white noise
independent of W' and x(p.) = p«(1 — ps) is the mobility of the model. The density fluctua-
tions around the hydrostatic limit are given by the stationary solution of this equation. The
stationary solution of (SHE]) can be obtained from Duhamel’s formula:

Xoo = / \% 2X(P*)Wl : vf)t +/ V G(P*)WZPta
0 0

where P, := eP@)A+F (p))t Therefore, X, is a centered, Gaussian process satisfying

E[Xoo(f)?] = /0 (X(IIV I + Glp)l| P ) .
Observe that
/ VP f|dt = / (Puf.~AP,f)dt — / (= 10,(Puf. Buf) + F(p)(Bif. P d
0 0 0

= LfI2 + Fp) /0 P £,

In particular,

E[Xoo()?] = X(p) 117 + (Glps) + 2x(pe) F' (1)) /OOO 1P £ dt..
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One can check that A and G(ps«) + 2x(p«)F'(p«) have the same sign. Therefore, the sign of A
indicates whether X, has positive or negative correlations. We observe that for A > 0, one
can interpret X, as the sum of a white noise and an independent massive Gaussian free field.
For A < 0, it turns out that the sum of X, and an independent massive free field is equal to
a white noise.

Local equilibrium. Since diffusion has a diffusive scaling and reaction does not have scaling,
at small scales the effect of the diffusive dynamics is stronger than the effect of the reaction
dynamics. Therefore, it is reasonable to expect the reaction-diffusion model to be in local
equilibrium, meaning that at small scales the law of the density of particles should look like
the invariant law of the diffusive dynamics. In our case, this corresponds to a product Bernoulli
measure with constant density. In Theorem [2.6] we have proved that this is indeed the case
for the NESS, and we have established a mesoscopic scale up to which local equilibrium
holds. In dimension d = 1, we have shown that non-equilibrium behavior only appears at
macroscopic scales, since at every mesoscopic scale, the NESS is statistically indistinguishable
from a product Bernoulli measure with density p.. We conjecture that Theorem is sharp,
that is, the scale R,, is the largest scale at which one should expect the NESS to behave as a
local equilibrium. Observe that for d > 3 the covariance operator of the massive free field has
a singularity of order ||y — x[|*>~? at the diagonal (log ||y — || for d = 2), which is compatible
with the mesoscopic scale R,, stated in Theorem

Local equilibrium is one of the axioms from which MFT is derived [3]. Although the validity
of MFT has been proved for a range of models, we are not aware of any proof of Theorem 2.6l
Therefore, Theorem can be seen as the mathematical basis of the derivation of MFT from
first principles.

Absolute continuity of fluctuations with respect to white noise. In this section we
prove that the limit fluctuations given by X, are absolutely continuous with respect to a
white noise. Recall that our results are for d < 3. Let ({34 k € 740 =1, 2) be a sequence of
i.i.d. random variables with common law N(0,1) and define (¢; k € Z%) as follows. For k = 0,
&0 = Co,1, and for k € Z% with k1 >0,

_ Skt Gk

V2

From (L), X has the representation

kezd

C,1 — G2

ke 7%

and & _p =

where

\, ATk X(p) G(ps)
M Ark —Fl(p,) | 8m2k? — 2F'(ps)

The white noise of variance x(p.) has the representation

Y(f) = fk)&v/x(ps).

kezd
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In other words, in Fourier space, both processes X, and Y are represented by tensor products
of independent Gaussians. It will be convenient to rewrite the expressions for X, and Y as

wo(£) = F(0)Co1v A0+ D V2(R(f(k)Ck1 + S(F(R))Cr2) VA,

k1>0

Y (f) = F(0)o1 + D V2(RUF(K))Gor + S(F(K))Cr2)-

k1>0

The relative entropy between two centered Gaussians satisfies the formula

(0
HN 0,03 (0.03) = =(73).
where Z(r) := 1(r —logr — 1). In particular, the relative entropy is of order %(j—% —1)? as
1

2
Z—% — 1, and therefore for every M > 0 there exists a finite constant C'y; such that
1

HOV(O.03)N(0.09) < Oy (% 1)

91
whenever 22 € [, M]. Recall ([@8]). Therefore, there exists M finite such that

e o~ —~
X(o) © MM

for every k € Z%. By the tensorization property of the relative entropy, the relative entropy of
the law of X, with respect to the law of Y is equal to

> =)

X(p«)

which turns to be bounded by

A 2
ZCM(X(,:) _1) '
kezd *
Observe that there exists a constant C' such that
‘L _ 1‘ < Lz
X(ps) L+ [kl

Therefore, the sum

A 2
2 <X(Pk ) 1>
kezd *

is finite for d < 4, from where we conclude that X, has a density with respect to Y, as we
wanted to show.
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Appendix A. Lemmas
The following estimate is known as Hoeffding’s lemma:
Lemma A.1. Let X be a random variable such that a < X < b a.s. For every 6 € R,
log E[e? X EED] < L(b — a)%62.

The following lemma states that random variables satisfying the bound in Hoeffding’s lemma
are subgaussian:

Lemma A.2. Let X be a real-valued random variable such that log E[ef~X] < %0292 for every
0 € R. We have that
e P—

/1 =202y

1
for every v < 55.

Proof. Let Z be a Gaussian random variable of mean zero and unit variance, independent of

X. We have that .

V1= 202y

E[e"X"] = E[eV¥?] < E[e”"0%°] =

O
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