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CLT FOR NESS OF A REACTION-DIFFUSION MODEL

P. GONÇALVES, 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, 15]. However, at the level of the
CLT, a description of the fluctuations is only available for a handful of models, [18, 14, 7, 8].
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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 [11] 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 2 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
2.4, which is the estimate of the relative entropy of the NESS with respect to the Bernoulli
product measure νnρ∗ , where ρ∗ is the unique zero in [0, 1] of the function F defined in (2.3).
The proof combines Yau’s inequality, reviewed in Section 3.1, with the log-Sobolev inequality,
reviewed in Section 3.2, and with Lemma 3.3, introduced in [11] 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 3.3 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 λ to make the constants in Lemma 3.3 small enough.
With the entropy estimate, the proof of Theorems 2.3 and 2.6 can be completed. In Section 4
we prove Theorem 2.7. 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 2.4 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 [11]. From these two
facts, the proof of Theorem 2.7 follows as in [8]. 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).



CLT FOR NESS OF A REACTION-DIFFUSION MODEL 3

2. Model and statement of results

Let n ∈ N be a scaling parameter and let Tdn := Zd/nZd be the discrete torus of size n and

dimension d. Let Ωn := {0, 1}Td
n be the state space of a Markov chain (ηn(t); t ≥ 0) to be

described below. The elements x ∈ Tdn are called sites and the elements η = (ηx;x ∈ Tdn) ∈ Ωn
are called particle configurations. We say that the configuration η ∈ Ωn has a particle at site
x ∈ Tdn if ηx = 1. If ηx = 0, we say that the site x is empty.

For x, y ∈ Tdn and η ∈ Ωn, let η
x,y ∈ Ωn be given by

ηx,yz :=





ηy ; z = x,
ηx ; z = y,
ηz ; z 6= x, y.

In other words, ηx,y is the particle configuration obtained from η by exchanging the values of
ηx and ηy. For f : Ωn → R and x, y ∈ Tdn, let ∇x,yf : Ωn → R be given by

∇x,yf(η) := f(ηx,y)− f(η)

for every η ∈ Ωn.
For x ∈ Tdn and η ∈ Ωn, let η

x ∈ Ωn be given by

ηxz :=

{
1− ηx ; z = x,
ηz ; z 6= x,

that is, ηx is the particle configuration obtained from η by changing the value of ηx. For
f : Ωn → R and x ∈ Tdn, let ∇xf : Ωn → R be given by

∇xf(η) := f(ηx)− f(η)

for every η ∈ Ωn.
Let x, y ∈ Tdn. We say that x ∼ y if |x1 − y1|+ · · ·+ |xd− yd| = 1. Let a, b > 0 and λ > −a.

For each x ∈ Tdn, let cx = cx(a, b, λ, d) : Ωn → [0,∞) be given by

cx(η) :=
(
a+

λ

2d

∑

y∈Td
n

y∼x

ηy

)
(1− ηx) + bηx (2.1)

for every η ∈ Ωn. Observe that the conditions on a, b and λ imply that cx(η) ≥ ε0 > 0 for every
x ∈ Tdn and every η ∈ Ωn, where ε0 := min{a, a + λ, b}. This condition makes the Markov
chain defined below irreducible. Later on the parameter λ will be chosen smaller than some
constant λc = λc(a, b, d). For each f : Ωn → R, let Lnf : Ωn → R be given by1

Lnf := n2
∑

x,y∈Td
n

x∼y

∇x,yf +
∑

x∈Td
n

cx∇xf. (2.2)

The linear operator Ln defined in this way turns out to be the generator of a Markov chain in
Ωn that we denote by (ηn(t); t ≥ 0). The sequence of chains (ηn(t); t ≥ 0)n∈N is an example of
what is known in the literature as a reaction-diffusion model.

1Here and below,
∑

x,y∈Td

n
x∼y

indicates a sum over unordered pairs x, y ∈ T
d
n.
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As pointed out above, under the condition ε0 > 0, the chain (ηn(t); t ≥ 0) is irreducible,
and therefore it has a unique invariant measure that will be denoted by µnss. For λ 6= 0, the
measure µnss is not reversible with respect to (ηn(t); t ≥ 0). For this reason, we say that the
measure µnss 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 (µnss;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 Pn the law of (ηn(t); t ≥ 0) on the space D([0,∞),Ωn) of càdlàg
trajectories, and we will denote by En the expectation with respect to Pn. Whenever we need
to specify the initial law µn of the chain (ηn(t); t ≥ 0), we will use the notations Pnµn , E

n
µn . 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 Ln combines an exclusion

dynamics, corresponding to the operator Lex
n given by

Lex
n f := n2

∑

x,y∈Td
n

x∼y

∇x,yf,

with a reaction dynamics, corresponding to the operator Lr
n given by

Lr
nf :=

∑

x∈Td
n

cx∇xf.

Observe that the reaction rates defined in (2.1) 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 n2 in front of the exclusion part of the dynamics, as in
the definition of Ln given in (2.2). In [4] the authors derive the so-called hydrodynamic limit

of the reaction-diffusion model, which we now describe. For ρ ∈ [0, 1], let νnρ be the Bernoulli
product measure in Ωn of density ρ:

νnρ (η) :=
∏

x∈Td
n

(
ηxρ+ (1− ηx)(1 − ρ)

)

for every η ∈ Ωn. Fix x ∈ Tdn and let F : [0, 1] → R be given by

F (ρ) :=

∫
Lnηx dν

n
ρ (2.3)

for every ρ ∈ [0, 1]. Since the operator Ln and the measures (νnρ ; ρ ∈ [0, 1]) are translation
invariant, F does not depend on x. Observe that

Lnηx = n2
∑

y∈Td
n

y∼x

(ηy − ηx) + cx(η)(1 − 2ηx) = n2
∑

y∈Td
n

y∼x

(ηy − ηx) +
(
a+

λ

2d

∑

y∈Td
n

y∼x

ηy

)
(1− ηx)− bηx.
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Therefore,

F (ρ) = (a+ λρ)(1− ρ)− bρ (2.4)

for every ρ ∈ [0, 1]. We will also need to introduce the function G : [0, 1] → R given by

G(ρ) := (a+ λρ)(1− ρ) + bρ (2.5)

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

Let C(Td;R) be the set of continuous functions f : Td → R and let (πnt ; t ≥ 0) be the family
of measures defined by duality as

πnt (f) :=
1

nd

∑

x∈Td
n

ηnx (t)f
(
x
n

)

for every f ∈ C(Td;R). We have that

Proposition 2.1 (Hydrodynamic limit [4, 13]). Let (µn;n ∈ N) be a sequence of probability

measures in Ωn and let u0 : T
d → [0, 1] be a given measurable function. Assume that for every

f ∈ C(Td;R),
lim
n→∞

1

nd

∑

x∈Td
n

ηxf
(
x
n

)
=

∫

Td

u0(x)f(x)dx

in probability with respect to (µn;n ∈ N). For every f ∈ C(Td;R) and every t ≥ 0,

lim
n→∞

πnt (f) =

∫

Td

ut(x)f(x)dx

in probability with respect to Pnµn , where (ut; t ≥ 0) is the solution of the hydrodynamic equation

∂tu = ∆u+ F (u) (2.6)

with initial condition u0.

This result is known in the literature as the hydrodynamic limit of the reaction-diffusion
model (ηn(t); t ≥ 0)n∈N. The hydrodynamic equation (2.6) is an example of a reaction-diffusion
equation. The intuition behind the definition of the function F appearing in (2.6) is the
following. If we look at the dynamics on a box of size 1 ≪ ℓ ≪ n, the exclusion dynamics
is much faster than the reaction dynamics; in fact, the exclusion dynamics takes times of

order O( ℓ
2

n2 ) in order to equilibrate the density of particles on a box of size ℓ, and the first

jump of the reaction dynamics happens after times of order ℓ−d. Therefore, if ℓ ≪ n
2

2+d ,
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 ℓ ≪ n
2

2+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 νnρ . This intuition will be made rigorous for the invariant measure
µnss in Theorem 2.6 below. Theorem 2.6 also shows that the size ℓ of the boxes on which this

product approximation is accurate is larger than n
2

2+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 ρ∗ in [0, 1], which satisfies 0 < ρ∗ < 1 and F ′(ρ∗) < 0, from where
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we conclude that ρ∗ is also stable. The density ρ∗ can be explicitly computed, but its exact
formula plays no role in our proofs; we will only use the property

lim
λ→0

ρ∗ =
a

a+ b
∈ (0, 1).

This limit can be directly verified from the explicit formula for ρ∗ or it can be deduced from
the fact that F (ρ) → a− ρ(a+ b) as λ→ 0.

In view of the stationarity properties of the hydrodynamic equation (2.6), it is reasonable to
postulate that, with respect to µnss, the density of particles is close to ρ∗. However, a proof of
this claim requires a non-trivial exchange of limits. Such exchange of limits has been justified
in [15], elaborating over an idea introduced in [16, 6]:

Proposition 2.2 (Hydrostatic limit). For every f ∈ C(Td;R),

lim
n→∞

1

nd

∑

x∈Td
n

ηxf
(
x
n

)
=

∫

Td

ρ∗f(x)dx

in probability with respect to {µnss;n ∈ N}.
Our first result is a quantitative version of Proposition 2.2. For n, d ∈ N, let gd(n) be defined

as

gd(n) :=





n ; d = 1,
log n ; d = 2,
1 ; d ≥ 3.

(2.7)

Observe that gd(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 λc = λc(a, b, d) positive and C = C(a, b, d) finite such that for

every f ∈ C(Td;R), every n ∈ N and every λ ∈ [−λc, λc],
∫ ( 1

nd

∑

x∈Td
n

(ηx − ρ∗)f
(
x
n

))2
µnss(dη) ≤

Cgd(n)

n2
· 1

nd

∑

x∈Td
n

f
(
x
n

)2
.

For every probability measure µ in Ωn and every density f with respect to µ, let H(f ;µ)
denote the relative entropy of f with respect to µ:

H(f ;µ) :=

∫
f log fdµ.

Theorem 2.3 is a consequence of the following estimate:

Theorem 2.4. Let fnss be the density of µnss with respect to νnρ∗. There exist λc = λc(a, b, d)
positive and C = C(a, b, d) finite such that

H(fnss; ν
n
ρ∗) ≤ Cnd−2gd(n)

for every n ∈ N and every λ ∈ [−λc, λc].
Remark 2.5. The value of λc is the same in Theorems 2.3 and 2.4, but the value of C can be
different.



CLT FOR NESS OF A REACTION-DIFFUSION MODEL 7

Given two probability measures µ, ν in Ωn, the relative entropy of µ with respect to ν
is defined as H(dµdν ; ν) if µ is absolutely continuous with respect to ν and +∞ 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 µ and ν is defined as

dTV(µ, ν) :=
1

2

∑

η∈Ωn

|µ(η) − ν(η)|.

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

2dTV(µ, ν)
2 ≤ H

(dµ
dν

; ν
)
.

Observe that the relative entropy bound of Theorem 2.4 is not strong enough to conclude that
the measures µnss and νnρ∗ 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 µnss and νnρ∗ .
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 µnss and ν

n
ρ∗ are close in total variation. In

order to be precise, we need a few definitions. Let P : Zd → Tdn be the universal cover of Tdn.
For R ∈ N, let BR := {x ∈ Zd; |xi| ≤ R, i = 1, . . . , d}. For n > 2R+1, let ΠR : Ωn → {0, 1}BR

be the canonical projection: (ΠRη)x = ηP(x) for every x ∈ BR. Let µ
n,R
ss be the push-forward

of µnss under ΠR and let νn,Rρ∗ be the push-forward of νnρ∗ under ΠR. We will prove the following
result:

Theorem 2.6. If

Rngd(n)
1/d

n2/d
→ 0 as n→ ∞

then

dTV(µ
n,Rn
ss , νn,Rn

ρ∗ ) → 0 as n→ ∞.

This theorem states that on a window of mesoscopic size Rn, the NESS µ
n
ss is asymptotically

indistinguishable from a Bernoulli product measure of density ρ∗.

2.2. Fluctuations and CLT for NESS. Observe that Theorem 2.3 can be understood as
a law of large numbers for the density of particles with respect to (µnss;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 Xn : Ωn → S ′(Td) defined by duality as

Xn(η, f) :=
1

nd/2

∑

x∈Td
n

(ηx − ρ∗)f
(
x
n

)

for every f ∈ C∞(Td;R) and every η ∈ Ωn. Although Xn is well defined as a signed measure
in Td, it is more convenient to think about Xn as a random distribution. In a probabilistic
context, on which L2-norms are related to variances, Sobolev spaces are a specially convenient
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choice of topology for the image of Xn. It will be convenient to define Sobolev spaces in terms
of Fourier transforms. For f ∈ L1(Td), let f̂ : Zd → C be given by

f̂(k) :=

∫

Td

e−2πikxf(x)dx (2.8)

for every k ∈ Zd, that is, f̂ is the Fourier transform of f . For k = (k1, . . . kd) ∈ Zd, let us

write ‖k‖ := (k21 + . . . k2d)
1/2. For f ∈ C∞(Td;R) and m ∈ N, let

‖f‖Hm :=
( ∑

k∈Zd

|f̂(k)|2(1 + ‖k‖2)m
)1/2

.

Observe that ‖f‖Hm < +∞ for every m ∈ N and every f ∈ C∞(Td;R), and observe that
the space (C∞(Td;R), ‖ · ‖Hm) is pre-Hilbert. The so-called Sobolev space Hm = Hm(Td) of
order m is defined as the closure of C∞(Td;R) with respect to ‖ · ‖Hm . All the spaces Hm

are Hilbert spaces, and by Parseval’s identity, H0 = L2(Td). Moreover, for every m 6= 0, the

spaces Hm,L2(Td) and H−m form a Gelfand triple. Observe as well that Hm′ is compactly
contained in Hm if m < m′. Since the Dirac δ distribution belongs to H−m for every m > d/2,
we see that Xn is a random variable in H−m for every m > d/2.

Let χ(ρ∗) := ρ∗(1−ρ∗) 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 η have law µnss. There exists λc = λc(a, b, d) > 0 such that

for every λ ∈ [−λc, λc],
lim
n→∞

Xn = X∞

in law with respect to the topology of H−m for

m >





1/2 ; d = 1,
3 ; d = 2,

9/2 ; d = 3,

where X∞ is a centered Gaussian process of variance given by

E[X∞(f)
2] =

∑

k∈Zd

∣∣f̂(k)
∣∣2
(
χ(ρ∗) +

G(ρ∗) + 2F ′(ρ∗)χ(ρ∗)
8π2‖k‖2 − 2F ′(ρ∗)

)
. (2.9)

for every f ∈ C∞(Td;R).

Remark 2.8. Observe that if λ = 0, then X∞ is a white noise of variance χ(ρ∗).

3. The relative entropy method

In this section we will prove Theorem 2.4 and we will use it to prove Theorem 2.3. 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 [11].
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3.1. Yau’s inequality. The carré du champ associated to the operator Ln is the bilinear
operator Γn given by

Γn(f, g) := Ln(fg)− fLng − gLnf

for every f, g : Ωn → R. As usual in functional analysis, we will use the notation Γnf :=
Γn(f, f). We will also define the carrés du champ associated to the operators Lex

n , Lr
n:

Γex
n (f, g) := Lex

n (fg)− fLex
n g − gLex

n f,

Γr
n(f, g) := Lr

n(fg)− fLr
ng − gLr

nf

for every f, g : Ωn → R.
Let L∗n be the adjoint of Ln with respect to L2(νnρ∗). Observe that νnρ∗ is reversible under

Lex
n , that is, (Lex

n )∗ = Lex
n . Therefore, L∗n = Lex

n +(Lr
n)
∗. The operator (Lr

n)
∗ can be computed

explicitly in terms of νnρ∗ :

(Lr
n)
∗f(η) =

∑

x∈Td
n

(
cx(η

x)
νnρ∗(η

x)

νnρ∗(η)
f(ηx)− cx(η)f(η)

)
. (3.1)

A more explicit form can be obtained observing that

νnρ∗(η
x)

νnρ∗(η)
=
ηx(1− ρ∗)

ρ∗
+

(1− ηx)ρ∗
1− ρ∗

.

We will use this identity to compute L∗n1, where 1 is the constant function equal to 1.
Since we already know that the density of particles under µnss is approximately equal to ρ∗,

it is reasonable to start the chain (ηn(t); t ≥ 0) from the initial measure νnρ∗ . Let fnt be the
density with respect to νnρ∗ of the law of ηn(t) under Pnνnρ∗

. Let

Hn(t) := H(fnt ; ν
n
ρ∗)

be the relative entropy of the law of ηn(t) under Pnνnρ∗
with respect to νnρ∗ . The so-called Yau’s

inequality [19, 11], states that

H ′n(t) ≤ −
∫

Γn
√
fnt dν

n
ρ∗ +

∫
L∗n1f

n
t dν

n
ρ∗ . (3.2)

Since the chain (ηn(t); t ≥ 0) is irreducible and the state space Ωn is finite, fnt → fnss as t→ ∞,
and in particular, since the function x→ x log(x) is continuous, we have

H(fnss; ν
n
ρ∗) = lim

t→∞
Hn(t).

Therefore, a uniform bound on Hn(t) implies a bound on the relative entropy of µnss with
respect to νnρ∗ . For every η ∈ Ωn and every x ∈ Tdn, let us define

η̄x := ηx − ρ∗.
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From (3.1),

L∗n1 =
∑

x∈Td
n

{
ηx

((
a+

λ

2d

∑

y∈Td
n

y∼x

ηy

)1− ρ∗
ρ∗

− b
)
+ (1− ηx)

( bρ∗
1− ρ∗

−
(
a+

λ

2d

∑

y∈Td
n

y∼x

ηy

))}

=
∑

x∈Td
n

(ηx
ρ∗

− 1− ηx
1− ρ∗

)((
a+

λ

2d

∑

y∈Td
n

y∼x

ηy

)
(1− ρ∗)− bρ∗

)

=
∑

x∈Td
n

η̄x
χ(ρ∗)

(
F (ρ∗) +

λ

2d

∑

y∈Td
n

y∼x

η̄y(1− ρ∗)
)

=
λ

2dρ∗

∑

x,y∈Td
n

x∼y

η̄xη̄y,

(3.3)

where in the last identity we used that F (ρ∗) = 0. Observe that L∗n1 is a sum of monomials
of degree (at least) two in the centered variables (η̄x;x ∈ Tdn). The absence of monomials of
degree 1 in the expression for L∗n1 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

∫
Γn

√
fnt dν

n
ρ∗ in terms of the relative

entropy Hn(t). This is exactly the content of the so-called log-Sobolev inequality, which we
now explain. Let L be a Markov generator on Ωn and let Γ be the carré du champ associated
to L. The log-Sobolev constant of L (or Γ) with respect to a measure µ in Ωn, is defined as

α = α(Γ;µ) := inf

∫
Γ
√
fdµ

H(f ;µ)
, (3.4)

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

For the generator Ln defined in (2.2) and the measure νnρ∗ , 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 :

Lemma 3.1 (log-Sobolev inequality). For every n ∈ N, every ρ ∈ (0, 1), every a, b > 0 and

every λ > −a,

α(Γr
n; ν

n
ρ ) ≥

ε0|1− 2ρ|
2ρ(1 − ρ)

∣∣ log ρ
1−ρ

∣∣ =: κ(ρ)−1,

where ε0 := min{a, a+ λ, b}.

Remark 3.2. By continuity, this lemma holds with right-hand side equal to ε0 when ρ = 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 [5, Theorem A.2 and Lemma 3.2],

H(f ; νnρ ) ≤
2ρ(1 − ρ)

∣∣ log ρ
1−ρ

∣∣
|1− 2ρ|

∑

x∈Td
n

∫ (
∇x

√
f
)2
dνnρ

for every ρ ∈ (0, 1) and every density f with respect to νnρ . Since cx(η) ≥ ε0 for every x ∈ Tdn
and every η ∈ Ωn, ∫

Γr
n

√
fdνnρ ≥ ε0

∑

x∈Td
n

∫ (
∇x

√
f
)2
dνnρ

for every density f with respect to νnρ , which proves the lemma. �

3.3. The main lemma. In order to make an effective use of Yau’s inequality as stated in
(3.2), we need to estimate the integral

∫
L∗n1f

n
t dν

n
ρ∗ in terms of the relative entropy Hn(t) and

the energy
∫
Γn

√
fnt dν

n
ρ∗ . It turns out that the specific form of fnt as the density of a Markov

chain does not play a role in this estimation procedure. Therefore, we will estimate
∫
L∗n1fdν

n
ρ∗

for arbitrary densities f . Moreover, it will be useful to consider L∗n1 as a particular instance
of the sum

V (g) :=

d∑

i=1

∑

x∈Td
n

η̄xη̄x+eig
i
x, (3.5)

where g = (g1, . . . , gd) : Tdn → Rd is a given function and where {e1, . . . , ed} denotes the
canonical basis of Tdn. According to (3.3), L∗n1 corresponds to the case gix = λ

2dρ∗
. The so-

called main lemma, introduced in Theorem 3.1 of [11], allows us to replace η̄xη̄y by products

of averages in boxes of mesoscopic size, with a cost controlled by the energy
∫
Γn

√
fnt dν

n
ρ∗ .

Since we need to be very precise about the dependence on λ of the constants appearing in this
lemma, we will present its proof. This proof follows very closely the proof in [11] and it can be
omitted in a first reading. Recall the definition of κ(ρ) given in Lemma 3.1 and let us define
A(u) := u(1 + u) for every u ≥ 0.

Theorem 3.3 (Main lemma). There exists a constant C = C(d) such that∫
V (g)fdνnρ∗ ≤

1

4

∫
Γex
n

√
fdνnρ∗ + Cκ(ρ∗)A(‖g‖∞)

∫
Γr
n

√
fdνnρ∗

+ CA(‖g‖∞)nd−2gd(n)

for every n ∈ N, every g : Tdn → Rd and every density f with respect to νnρ∗ .

Proof. For ℓ < n and x ∈ Tdn, let C
ℓ
x the cube of vertex x and side ℓ given by

C
ℓ
x := {y ∈ T

d
n; yi − xi ∈ {0, 1, . . . , ℓ− 1} for every i ∈ {1, . . . , d}}.

Let pℓ : Tdn → [0, 1] be the uniform measure in Cℓ0, that is, pℓ(x) = ℓ−d1(x ∈ Cℓ0) for every
x ∈ Tdn. For ℓ < n/2, let qℓ : Tdn → [0, 1] be given by qℓ := pℓ ∗ pℓ, that is,

qℓ(y) :=
∑

x∈Td
n

pℓ(y − x)pℓ(x)

for every y ∈ Tdn. Observe that qℓ is supported on C
2ℓ−1
0 .
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For η ∈ Ωn, x ∈ Tdn and ℓ < n/2, let η̄ℓx ∈ R be given by

η̄ℓx :=
∑

y∈Td
n

qℓ(y)η̄x+y.

Let us define as well

→
η
ℓ
x :=

∑

y∈Td
n

pℓ(y)η̄x+y,
←
η
ℓ,i
x (g) :=

∑

y∈Td
n

pℓ(y)η̄x−yg
i
x−y,

V ℓ(g) :=

d∑

i=1

∑

x∈Td
n

η̄xη̄
ℓ
x+eig

i
x.

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

V ℓ(g) =

d∑

i=1

∑

x∈Td
n

←
η
ℓ,i
x (g)

→
η
ℓ
x+ei .

This identity will make the proof of Lemma 3.3 shorter. The idea is to estimate
∫
(V (g) −

V ℓ(g))fdνnρ∗ in terms of
∫
Γex
n

√
fdνnρ∗ . Observe that

V (g) − V ℓ(g) =
d∑

i=1

∑

x∈Td
n

η̄x(η̄x+ei − η̄ℓx+ei)g
i
x.

Let us rewrite the difference η̄x− η̄ℓx as a linear combination of terms of the form η̄z− η̄y, where
y ∼ z. In order to do that, we will use flows.

Let Edn := {(x, y);x, y ∈ Tdn, x ∼ y} be the set of oriented edges of the periodic lattice Tdn.
We say that a function φ : Edn → R is a flow if φ(x, y) = −φ(y, x) for every (x, y) ∈ Edn. Let
p, q be two probability measures in Tdn. We say that a flow φ connects p to q if

p(x)− q(x) =
∑

y∈Td
n

y∼x

φ(x, y)

for every x ∈ Tdn. In other words, p− q = divφ. In that case, p, q and φ satisfy the divergence

formula: for every g : Tdn → R,
∑

x∈Td
n

g(x)(p(x) − q(x)) =
∑

x,y∈Td
n

x∼y

φ(x, y)(g(x) − g(y)). (3.6)

Recall the definition of gd(n) given in (2.7). Lemma 3.2 in [11] tells us that for every ℓ < n/2
there exists a finite C = C(d) and a flow φℓ connecting the Dirac δ at x = 0 to qℓ such that

i)
∑

x,y∈Td
n

x∼y

φℓ(x, y)2 ≤ Cgd(ℓ),

ii) φℓ(x, y) = 0 whenever x /∈ C
2ℓ−1
0 or y /∈ C

2ℓ−1
0 .
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Using the flow φℓ given by Lemma 3.2 of [11], the translation invariance of the lattice Tdn
and the divergence formula (3.6), we see that

η̄x − η̄ℓx =
∑

y,z∈Td
n

y∼z

φℓ(y, z)(η̄x+y − η̄x+z),

from where

d∑

i=1

∑

x∈Td
n

η̄x(η̄x+ei − η̄ℓx+ei)g
i
x =

d∑

i=1

∑

x∈Td
n

∑

y,z∈Td
n

y∼z

φℓ(y, z)(η̄x+y+ei − η̄x+z+ei)η̄xg
i
x

=
∑

y,z∈Td
n

y∼z

( d∑

i=1

∑

x∈Td
n

φℓ(y − x, z − x)η̄x−eig
i
x−ei

)
(η̄y − η̄z)

=
∑

y,z∈Td
n

y∼z

hℓy,z(g; η)(η̄y − η̄z),

where hℓy,z(g) : Ωn → R is defined as

hℓy,z(g; η) :=
d∑

i=1

∑

x∈Td
n

φℓ(y − x, z − x)η̄x−eig
i
x−ei

for every η ∈ Ωn. Observe that hℓy,z(g) does not depend on ηy, ηz. From Lemma E.2 of [11],
we have that

∫
hℓy,z(g)(η̄y − η̄z)fdν

n
ρ∗ ≤ β0

∫
(∇y,z

√
f)2dνnρ∗ +

1

β0

∫
hℓy,z(g)

2fdνnρ∗

for every β0 > 0. Choosing β0 = βn2 and taking the sum over y ∼ z, we see that
∫

(V (g) − V ℓ(g))fdνnρ∗ ≤ β

∫
Γex
n

√
fdνnρ∗ +

1

2βn2

∫ ∑

y,z∈Td
n

y∼z

hℓy,z(g)
2fdνnρ∗ . (3.7)

This estimate is exactly Lemma 3.3 of [11]. In our case, the proof is simpler due to the
translation invariance of the reference measure νnρ∗ . Our next task is to take advantage of the

average over boxes of size ℓ in V ℓ(g) in order to get a good estimate in terms of H(f ; νnρ∗).
The so-called entropy inequality says that for every function h : Ωn → R, every density f with
respect to νnρ∗ and every γ > 0,

∫
hfdνnρ∗ ≤

1

γ

(
H(f ; νnρ∗) + log

∫
eγhdνnρ∗

)
. (3.8)

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

variables hℓx,y(g)
2 and

←
η
ℓ,i
x (g)

→
η
ℓ
x+ei with respect to νnρ∗ . Using independence and Lemma A.1,
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we see that for every θ ∈ R,

log

∫
eθh

ℓ
y,z(g)dνnρ∗ ≤

∑

x∈Td
n

θ2

8

( d∑

i=1

φℓ(y − x− ei, z − x− ei)g
i
x

)2

≤ dθ2

8
‖g‖2∞

d∑

i=1

∑

x∈Td
n

φℓ(y − x− ei, z − x− ei)
2

≤ C(d)θ2‖g‖2∞gd(ℓ).

(3.9)

Therefore, by Lemma A.2,
∫
eγh

ℓ
y,z(g)

2
dνnρ∗ ≤

(
1− C(d)γ‖g‖2∞gd(ℓ)

)−1/2
(3.10)

whenever γ−1 > C(d)‖g‖2∞gd(ℓ).
Observe that hℓy,z(g) and h

ℓ
y′,z′(g) are independent whenever |y+z−y′−z′| > 4ℓ. Therefore,

the set Edn can be divided into C(d)ℓd disjoint sets {Ai; i ∈ I} such that the terms in the sums
∑

(y,z)∈Ai

hℓy,z(g)
2

are mutually independent. Therefore, for γ > 0 small enough,
∫ ∑

y,z∈Td
n

y∼z

hℓy,z(g)
2fdνnρ∗ =

∑

i∈I

∫ ∑

(y,z)∈Ai

hℓy,z(g)
2fdνnρ∗

≤
∑

i∈I

1

γ

(
H(f ; νnρ∗) + log

∫
e
γ
∑

(y,z)∈Ai h
ℓ
y,z(g)

2

dνnρ∗

)

≤
∑

i∈I

1

γ

(
H(f ; νnρ∗) +

∑

(y,z)∈Ai

log

∫
eγh

ℓ
y,z(g)

2
dνnρ∗

)

≤ γ−1C(d)ℓdH(f ; νnρ∗) + γ−1nd log
(
1− γC(d)‖g‖2∞gd(ℓ)

)−1/2
.

In the last line we used (3.10). Taking γ−1 = 2C(d)‖g‖2∞gd(ℓ) we conclude that
∫ ∑

y,z∈Td
n

y∼z

hℓy,z(g)
2fdνnρ∗ ≤ C(d)‖g‖2∞ℓdgd(ℓ)

(
H(f ; νnρ∗) +

nd

ℓd

)
. (3.11)

Repeating the arguments in (3.9) for the random variables
←
η
ℓ,i
x (g) and

→
η
ℓ
x for each x ∈ Tdn and

each i ∈ {1, . . . , d}, we see that for every θ ∈ R,

log

∫
eθ
→
η
ℓ

xdνnρ∗ ≤
∑

y∈Td
n

1
8p
ℓ(y)2θ2 ≤ θ2

8ℓd

and

log

∫
eθ
←
η
ℓ,i

x (g)dνnρ∗ ≤
‖g‖2∞θ2
8ℓd

.
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Since
←
η
ℓ,i
x (g) and

→
η
ℓ
x+ei are independent under νnρ∗ , using Lemma A.2 we obtain the bound

∫
eγ
←
η
ℓ,i

x (g)
→
η

ℓ

x+eidνnρ∗ ≤
∫

exp
{‖g‖2∞γ2

8ℓd
(→
η
ℓ
x+ei

)2}
dνnρ∗ ≤

(
1− γ2‖g‖2∞

16ℓ2d

)−1/2

for every γ < 4ℓd‖g‖−1∞ . Observe that for γ = 2ℓd

‖g‖∞ , we obtain the bound

∫
eγ
←
η

ℓ,i

x (g)
→
η

ℓ

x+eidνnρ∗ ≤
2√
3
.

Observe that the random variables
←
η
ℓ,i
x (g)

→
η
ℓ
x+ei and

←
η
ℓ,j
y (g)

→
η
ℓ
y+ej are independent under νnρ∗

as soon as ‖y − x‖ > 2ℓ. Dividing the set Edn as above, we obtain the estimate

∫ ∑

x∈Td
n

d∑

i=1

←
η
ℓ,i
x (g)

→
η
ℓ
x+eifdν

n
ρ∗ ≤ C(d)‖g‖∞

(
H(f ; νnρ∗) +

nd

ℓd

)
. (3.12)

Putting estimates (3.7), (3.11) and (3.12) together, we conclude that for every β > 0,

∫ ∑

x∈Td
n

d∑

i=1

η̄xη̄x+eig
i
xfdν

n
ρ∗ ≤ β

∫
Γex
n

√
fdνnρ∗

+ C(d)
(
‖g‖∞ +

‖g‖2∞ℓdgd(ℓ)
βn2

)(
H(f ; νnρ∗) +

nd

ℓd

)
.

(3.13)

Choosing in this estimate β = 1
4 and

ℓ =





n
4 ; d = 1,
n√
logn

; d = 2,

nd−2 ; d ≥ 3,

we see that

∫ ∑

x∈Td
n

d∑

i=1

η̄xη̄x+eig
i
xfdν

n
ρ∗ ≤

1

4

∫
Γex
n

√
fdνnρ∗ +C(d)A(‖g‖∞)

(
H(f ; νnρ∗)+n

d−2gd(n)
)
. (3.14)

By the definition in (3.4) and Lemma 3.1,

H(f ; νnρ∗) ≤ κ(ρ∗)
∫

Γr
n

√
fdνnρ∗

for every density f . Therefore,

∫ ∑

x∈Td
n

d∑

i=1

η̄xη̄x+eig
i
xfdν

n
ρ∗ ≤

1

4

∫
Γex
n

√
fdνnρ∗ + Cκ(ρ∗)A(‖g‖∞)

∫
Γr
n

√
fdνnρ∗

+ CA(‖g‖∞)nd−2gd(n),

which proves the lemma. �
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3.4. Proof of Theorem 2.4. Using Theorem 3.3, it is not difficult to carry out the proof of
Theorem 2.4. If we take gix = λ

2dρ∗
for every x ∈ Tdn and every i ∈ {1, . . . , d}, if we take f = fnt

in Theorem 3.3 and if we put the resulting estimate into (3.2), then we see that

H ′n(t) ≤ −3

4

∫
Γex
n

√
fnt dν

n
ρ∗ +

(
Cκ(ρ∗)A

( |λ|
dρ∗

)
− 1

) ∫
Γr
n

√
fnt dν

n
ρ∗ + CA

( |λ|
dρ∗

)
nd−2gd(n).

Observe that

lim
λ→0

ε0 = min{a, b}, lim
λ→0

ρ∗ =
a

a+ b
and lim

λ→0
κ(ρ∗) =

|b2 − a2|min{a, b}
2ab| log b

a |
.

Therefore,

lim
λ→0

(
Cκ(ρ∗)A

( |λ|
dρ∗

)
− 1

)
= −1

and there exists λc > 0 such that

Cκ(ρ∗)A
( λ

dρ∗

)
<

1

2
and A

( λ

dρ∗

)
≤ 1 (3.15)

for every λ ∈ [−λc, λc]. Using Lemma 3.1, we see that for λ ∈ [−λc, λc],

H ′n(t) ≤ −1

2

∫
Γr
n

√
fnt dν

n
ρ∗ + CA

( |λ|
dρ∗

)
nd−2gd(n)

≤ − 1

2κ(ρ∗)
Hn(t) + Cnd−2gd(n).

Using e
t

2κ(ρ∗) as an integrating factor, since Hn(0) = 0 we conclude that

H(fnt ; ν
n
ρ∗) = Hn(t) ≤ Cnd−2gd(n)

for every t ≥ 0. Taking t→ ∞, Theorem 2.4 is proved.

3.5. Quantitative hydrostatics. In this section we prove Theorem 2.3 as a corollary of
Theorem 2.4. It will be useful to prove a more general version of Theorem 2.3. Recall the
definitions introduced before Theorem 2.6. We say that a function ψ : Ωn → R has support

in BR if ψ(ηx) = ψ(η) for every x /∈ P(BR) and every η ∈ Ωn. For x ∈ Tdn and η ∈ Ωn, let
τxη ∈ Ωn be the translation of η by x, that is, (τxη)z = ηz+x for every z ∈ Tdn. For g : Ωn → R

and x ∈ Tdn, let τxg : Ωn → R be the translation of g by x, that is, τxg(η) := g(τxη) for every
η ∈ Ωn. For ψ with support in BR and x ∈ Tdn, let us write ψx := τxψ. Define 〈ψ〉ρ∗ :=

∫
ψdνnρ∗ .

For each f ∈ C(Td;R), let Ψn(f) : Ωn → R be given by

Ψn(f ; η) :=
1

nd

∑

x∈Td
n

(
ψx(η)− 〈ψ〉ρ∗

)
f
(
x
n

)
(3.16)

for every η ∈ Ωn. Theorem 2.3 is a particular case of the following estimate:

Theorem 3.4. There exists a finite constant C = C(ψ; ρ∗) such that

∫
Ψn(f)2dµnss ≤

C‖f‖2ℓ2ngd(n)
n2
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for every f ∈ C(Td;R), where

‖f‖2ℓ2n :=
1

nd

∑

x∈Td
n

f
(
x
n

)2
.

Proof. Let Osc(ψ) := supη ψ(η)− infη ψ(η). By Hoeffding’s Lemma, for every x ∈ Tdn we have
that

log

∫
eθ(ψx−〈ψ〉ρ∗ )dνnρ∗ ≤

θ2Osc(ψ)2

8
.

Since BR is a cube of side 2R+ 1, ψx and ψy are independent as soon as ‖y − x‖∞ > 2R+ 1.

Therefore, Tdn can be split into disjoint sets (Ai; i ∈ IR) such that the cardinality of IR is at
most C(d)(2R + 1)d and such that the terms in the sums

1

nd

∑

x∈Ai

(
ψx − 〈ψ〉ρ∗

)
f
(
x
n

)

are all independent. Therefore,

log

∫
eθΨ

n(f)dνnρ∗ ≤
C(d)

(2R+1)d

∑

i∈IR
log

∫
exp

{ θC(d)(2R+1)d

nd

∑

x∈Ai

(ψx − 〈ψ〉ρ∗)f
(
x
n

)}
dνnρ∗

≤ C(d)
(2R+1)d

∑

i∈IR

∑

x∈Ai

θ2C(d)(2R+1)2d Osc(ψ)2

8n2d f
(
x
n

)2

≤
θ2C(d)(2R + 1)dOsc(ψ)2‖f‖2ℓ2n

nd
.

By Lemma A.2 we see that ∫
eθΨ

n(f)2dνnρ∗ ≤
√
2

for

θ =
8nd

C(d)(2R + 1)d‖f‖2
ℓ2n

Osc(ψ)2
.

Using the entropy inequality (3.8), we see that
∫

Ψn(f)2dµnss ≤ θ−1
(
H(µnss|νnρ∗) + log

∫
eθΨ

n(f)2dνnρ∗

)

≤
C(d)(2R + 1)d‖f‖2ℓ2n Osc(ψ)2

nd
(
Cnd−2gd(n) + log

√
2
)

≤
C(ψ, ρ∗, d)‖f‖2ℓ2ngd(n)

n2
,

(3.17)

as we wanted to show. �

Observe that Theorem 2.3 corresponds to Theorem 3.4 in the particular case ψ(η) = η0. It
turns out that Theorem 3.4 can also be used to prove Theorem 2.6.
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Proof of Theorem 2.6. In general, the bound on the relative entropy given by Theorem 2.4 is
not enough to derive a result as strong as Theorem 2.6. 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 (η(t); t ≥ 0) satisfies

τx(Lnf) = Ln(τxf)

for every f : Ωn → R and every x ∈ Tdn. In particular, if the law of η(0) is translation invariant,
then the law of η(t) is translation invariant for every t ≥ 0. Taking t → ∞, we deduce that
µnss is translation invariant.

Recall the definition of ΠR given before Theorem 2.6. For R < n−1
2 and x ∈ Tdn, let ΠxR

be the canonical projection onto the box of size R and center x, that is, ΠxRη := ΠR(τxη) for

every η ∈ Ωn. Observe that for every ψ : {0, 1}BR → R and every x, y ∈ Tdn,∫
ψ(ΠxRη)dµ

n
ss =

∫
ψ(ΠyRη)dµ

n
ss.

Therefore, ∫
ψ dµn,Rss =

∫
ψ(ΠxRη)dµ

n
ss

for every x ∈ Tdn. Recall the definition of Ψn given in (3.16). Applying estimate (3.17) to the
constant function 1, we see that

∣∣∣
∫
ψ dµn,Rss −

∫
ψ dνn,Rρ∗

∣∣∣
2
=

∣∣∣
∫

1

nd

∑

x∈Td
n

(
ψx − 〈ψ〉ρ∗)dµnss

∣∣∣
2

=
∣∣∣
∫

Ψn(1)dµnss

∣∣∣
2
≤ C(2R + 1)dgd(n)Osc(ψ)2

n2
.

Observe that ‖ψ‖∞ ≤ 1 implies Osc(ψ) ≤ 2. Taking the supremum over ‖ψ‖∞ ≤ 1 in this
estimate and recalling the definition of gd(n), Theorem 2.6 is proved. �

4. Density fluctuations

4.1. Case d = 1. In this section we prove Theorem 2.7 in the case d = 1. In that case the proof
is simpler, due to the fact that the estimate in Theorem 2.4 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 2.3, for every λ ∈ [−λc, λc],
∫
Xn(f)2dµnss ≤ C‖f‖2ℓ2n .

Recall definition (2.8). For f(x) = cos(2πkx) or f = sin(2πkx), ‖f‖ℓ2n ≤ 1. Therefore, for
m < −1/2,

∫
‖Xn‖2Hmdµnss =

∑

k∈Z
(1 + k2)m

∫
|X̂n(k)|2dµnss ≤ C

∑

k∈Z
(1 + k2)m ≤ C(m) < +∞.
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Recall that the inclusion Hm′ ⊆ Hm is compact if m < m′, and therefore balls in H−m′ are
compact in Hm. Therefore, for m′ ∈ (m,−1/2) the set {‖X‖Hm′ ≤ M} is compact in Hm.
From the previous estimate we see that

µnss
(
‖Xn‖Hm′ > M

)
≤ C(m′)

M2
.

Taking M → ∞, we conclude that the sequence {Xn;n ∈ N} is tight in Hm.
The idea is to prove a limit theorem for the dynamical fluctuation field, and to derive

Theorem 2.7 from such result. Let (Xn
t ; t ≥ 0) be the process given by

Xn
t (f) := Xn(ηn(t), f) =

1

nd/2

∑

x∈Td
n

(ηnx (t)− ρ∗)f
(
x
n

)
(4.1)

for every f ∈ C∞(Td;R). The following result is a version of [11, Theorem 2.4] for the model
considered here, and it holds for dimensions d ≤ 3:

Proposition 4.1. Let (µn0 ;n ∈ N) be a sequence of probability measures on Ωn such that:

i) sup
n∈N

H(
dµn0
dνnρ∗

; νnρ∗) < +∞,

ii) Xn → X0 in H−m in law with respect to µn0 for some m > d/2.

For d ≤ 3, the sequence (Xn
t ; t ≥ 0)n∈N converges in the sense of finite-dimensional distribu-

tions to the process (Xt; t ≥ 0), solution of the equation

∂tXt = ∆Xt + F ′(ρ∗)Xt +
√

2χ(ρ∗)∇ · Ẇ1 +
√
G(ρ∗)Ẇ2, (4.2)

with initial condition X0, where Ẇ1 is an Rd-valued white noise, Ẇ2 is a real-valued white

noise and Ẇ i, i = 1, 2 are independent.

We start proving a lemma:

Lemma 4.2. For every dimension d ≥ 1 and every m > d/2, the equation (4.2) has a unique

stationary solution supported in H−m.
Proof. Let (Pt; t ≥ 0) be the semigroup generated by the operator ∆ + F ′(ρ∗). For every
f ∈ C∞(Td;R) and every t ≥ 0,

Xt(f) = X0(Ptf) +

∫ t

0

√
2χ(ρ∗)dW1

s (Pt−s∇f) +
∫ t

0

√
G(ρ∗)dW2

s (Pt−sf). (4.3)

Since F ′(ρ∗) < 0, we see that Ptf → 0 as t → ∞ exponentially fast in Hm for every m ∈ R.
In consequence, the random family (X∞(f); f ∈ C∞(Td;R)) given by

X∞(f) := lim
t→∞

Xt(f)

for every f ∈ C∞(Td;R) is well defined in law. Moreover, X∞ is a well-defined, H−m-valued
random variable for m large enough, and it satisfies the identity

X∞(f) =

∫ ∞

0

(√
2χ(ρ∗)dW1

t (Pt∇f) +
√
G(ρ∗)dW2

t (Ptf)
)
, (4.4)

where this identity is understood as an identity in law for H−m-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 Y∞, the solution of (4.2) with initial condition Y on one hand satisfies Xt = Y in law
for every t ≥ 0 and on the other hand it converges to X∞.

The right-hand side of (4.4) is a centered Gaussian process. Therefore, it is characterized
by its covariance operator. Observe that

E[X∞(f)2] = 2χ(ρ∗)
∫ ∞

0
‖Pt∇f‖2L2dt+G(ρ∗)

∫ ∞

0
‖Ptf‖2L2dt.

In Fourier space,

P̂tf(k) = e−4π
2‖k‖2t+F ′(ρ∗)tf̂(k).

Therefore, by Parseval’s identity,

E[X∞(f)2] =
∑

k∈Zd

∣∣f̂(k)
∣∣2
( 4π2‖k‖2χ(ρ∗)
4π2‖k‖2 − F ′(ρ∗)

+
G(ρ∗)

8π2‖k‖2 − 2F ′(ρ∗)

)
, (4.5)

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

lim
‖k‖→∞

( 4π2‖k‖2χ(ρ∗)
4π2‖k‖2 − F ′(ρ∗)

+
G(ρ∗)

8π2‖k‖2 − 2F ′(ρ∗)

)
= χ(ρ∗), (4.6)

and in particular the coefficients in (4.5) are bounded in k. Therefore, E[‖X∞‖2H−m ] < +∞
for every m > d/2 and in particular X∞ is a well-defined random variable in H−m for every
m > d/2. �

Let us go back to the proof of Theorem 2.7. We have already proved that the sequence
(Xn;n ∈ N) is tight in H−m with respect to µnss, for m > 1/2. Let n′ be a subsequence

for which Xn′ converges in law with respect to the topology of H−m to a random variable

X̃. By Theorem 2.4, the measures µn
′

ss satisfy the conditions of Proposition 4.1. Since µn
′

ss

is stationary, X̃ is a stationary solution of (4.2). By Lemma 4.2, X̃ = X∞. We have just
showed that (Xn;n ∈ N) is relatively compact and it has a unique accumulation point X∞.
We conclude that Xn 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 2.7 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 (Xn;n ∈ N) with
respect to (µnss;n ∈ N). The idea is to adapt the proof of Lemma 4.2, directly to the process
(Xn

t ; t ≥ 0) defined in (4.1). In order to do that, let us introduce the Dynkin’s martingales
associated to (Xn

t ; t ≥ 0). For every T > 0 and every g ∈ C1,∞([0, T ] × Td;R), the process
(Mn

t (g); t ∈ [0, T ]) given by

Mn
t (g) := Xn

t (gt)−Xn
0 (g0)−

∫ t

0
(∂s + Ln)X

n
s (gs)ds (4.7)

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

〈Mn(g)〉t =
∫ t

0
ΓnX

n
s (g)ds. (4.8)
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Our aim is to choose gs in such a way that equations (4.7), (4.8) are approximate versions of
(4.3). After some explicit computations, we see that

(∂s + Ln)X
n(gs) = Xn((∂s + Ln)gs) +

1

nd/2
V (~gs) (4.9)

where the linear operator Ln is defined as

Lnf
(
x
n

)
:=

(
n2 +

λ(1− ρ∗)
2d

)∑

x,y∈Td
n

x∼y

(
f
( y
n

)
− f

(
x
n

))
+ F ′(ρ∗)f

(
x
n

)

for every f ∈ C(Td;R) and every x ∈ Tdn, where V was defined in (3.5) and where ~gs is defined
as

gix,s := − λ

2d

(
gs
(
x
n

)
+ gs

(
x+ei
n

))

for every i ∈ {1, . . . , d} and every x ∈ Tdn. We also see that

ΓnX
n(gs) =

1

2nd

∑

x,y∈Td
n

x∼y

(ηy − ηx)
2n2

(
gs
( y
n

)
− gs

(
x
n

))2
+

1

nd

∑

x∈Td
n

cx(η)gs
(
x
n

)2
. (4.10)

Observe that Ln is a discrete approximation of the operator L := ∆ + F ′(ρ∗) used in the
proof of Lemma 4.2. For f ∈ C∞(Td;R) and T > 0, let (gt,T ;T > 0, t ∈ [0, T ]) be given
by gt,T := PT−tf for every T > 0 and every t ∈ [0, T ], where (Pt; t ≥ 0) is the semigroup
generated by ∆ + F ′(ρ∗). For T > 0 and t ∈ [0, T ], let Mn

t,T (f) := Mn
t (g·,T ). Observe that

(Mn
t,T (f); t ∈ [0, T ]) is a martingale and observe that

Xn
T (f) = Xn

0 (g0,T ) +

∫ T

0
(∂t + Ln)X

n
t (gt,T )dt+Mn

T,T (f)

= Xn
0 (g0,T ) +

∫ T

0
Xn
t ((∂t + Ln)gt,T )dt+ InT (V ; f) +Mn

T,T (f),

(4.11)

where

InT (V ; f) :=

∫ T

0

1

nd/2
V (~gt,T )dt.

Assuming that Xn
0 has law µnss, this equation is the discrete version of (3.5) we are aiming

for. The proof of Theorem 2.7 will follow from a careful analysis of equation (4.11). This
analysis will be divided into three parts. In Section 4.3 we will derived various estimates that
will then be used in Section 4.4 to prove tightness of the field Xn and in Section 4.5 to prove
convergence of finite-dimensional laws of Xn.

4.3. Estimates. Our aim is to prove estimates in L2(Pnµnss) of each of the terms appearing

in (4.11), except InT (V ; f), which we can only estimate in L1(Pnµnss). Since F ′(ρ∗) < 0, the

semigroup (Pt; t ≥ 0) converges to 0 with respect to the uniform norm with exponential rate
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−F ′(ρ∗). We start estimating the second moment of Eµnss [X
n
0 (g0,T )]. From Theorem 2.3,

E
n
µnss

[Xn
0 (g0,T )

2] ≤ Cgd(n)

n2

∑

x∈Td
n

PT f
(
x
n

)2

≤ Cgd(n)n
d−2‖f‖2∞e2F

′(ρ∗)T .

(4.12)

In order to estimate the second moment of
∫ T
0 Xn

t ((∂t+Ln)gt,T )dt, observe that (∂t+L)gt,T = 0.
Therefore, by Taylor’s formula,

∣∣(∂t + Ln)gt,T
(
x
n

)∣∣ =
∣∣(Ln − L)gt,T

(
x
n

)∣∣ ≤ 1

12n2
(
6λ(1 − ρ∗)‖D2gt,T ‖∞ + d‖D4gt,T ‖∞

)
.

Since the differential operator D commutes with L, we obtain the bound

∣∣(∂t + Ln)gt,T
(
x
n

)∣∣ ≤ C

12n2
(
‖D2f‖∞ + ‖D4f‖∞

)
eF
′(ρ∗)(T−t).

Combining this bound with Theorem 2.3 and the invariance of µnss, we see that for every
δ ∈ (0,−F ′(ρ∗)) and every λ ∈ [−λc, λc],

E
n
µnss

[∣∣∣
∫ T

0
Xn
t ((∂t + Ln)gt,T )dt

∣∣∣
2]

≤
∫ T

0
e−2δtdt

∫ T

0
e2δtEnµnss

[∣∣Xn
t ((∂t + Ln)gt,T )

∣∣2]dt

≤ C

2δ

∫ T

0
gd(n)n

d−6(‖D2f‖2∞ + ‖D4f‖2∞)e2(δ+F
′(ρ∗))tdt

≤ Cgd(n)n
d−6(‖D2f‖2∞ + ‖D4f‖2∞).

(4.13)

The martingale term is easy to estimate. We have that

E
n
µnss

[Mn
T,T (f)

2] = E
n
µnss

[ ∫ T

0
ΓnX

n
t (gt,T )dt

]
≤

∫ T

0
C
(
‖Dgt,T ‖2∞ + ‖gt,T ‖2∞

)
dt

≤ C
(
‖Df‖2∞ + ‖f‖2∞

)
.

(4.14)

The expectation Enµnss
[|InT (V ; f)|] is the most difficult to estimate. In fact, we are only able to

obtain a first-moment estimate. By the entropy inequality (3.8) and H(Pnµnss |P
n
νnρ∗

) = H(µnss|νnρ∗)
(which is a consequence of Markov’s property) we have that

E
n
µnss

[|InT (V ; f)|] ≤ 1

θ

(
H(µnss|νnρ∗)+logEnνnρ∗

[
exp

{
θ|InT (V ; f)|

}])
. (4.15)

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

θ :=
λcn

d/2

2dρ∗ supt,T ‖~gt,T ‖∞
,

we see that

E
n
µnss

[|InT (V ; f)|] ≤ 2dρ∗‖~g‖∞
λcnd/2

(
H(µnss|νnρ∗) + log 2 + max

±
logEnνnρ∗

[
exp

{
± θInT (V ; f)

}])
. (4.16)

To estimate the rightmost term in last display we use the following result.
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Proposition 4.3. For every T > 0 and every W : [0, T ] × Ωn → R,

logEnνnρ∗

[
exp

{∫ T

0
Wt(η(t))dt

}]
≤

∫ T

0
sup
f

{∫ (
Wt +

1
2L
∗
n1

)
fdνnρ∗ −

∫
Γn

√
fdνnρ∗

}
dt,

where the supremum is taken over all densities f with respect to νnρ∗.

This proposition corresponds to Lemma A.1.7.2 of [12] in the case in which the measure νnρ∗
is reversible with respect to Ln (and therefore L∗n1 = 0). It was observed in [1, p.78] that this
estimate is also valid if the measure νnρ∗ is invariant but not reversible. A complete proof of
Proposition 4.3 can be found in [17, Lemma 3.3] or [10, Lemma 9.1].

The idea is to take Wt = θn−d/2V (~gt,T ) in Proposition 4.3 and then to use Theorem 3.4 to
turn the variational formula into a quantitative estimate. Observe that for Wt, by (3.3) we get

Wt +
1

2
L∗n1 = V

(
θn−d/2~gt,T +

λ

2dρ∗
~1).

Therefore, by Theorem 3.3,
∫ (

Wt +
1

2
L∗n1

)
fdνnρ∗−

∫
Γn

√
fdνnρ∗ ≤

(
Cκ(ρ∗)A

( θ

nd/2
‖~gt,T ‖∞ +

λ

2dρ∗

)
− 1

) ∫
Γrn

√
fdνnρ∗

+ CA
( θ

nd/2
‖~gt,T ‖∞ +

λ

2dρ∗

)
gd(n)n

d−2,

for every λ ∈ [−λc, λc], where the constant λc was chosen in (3.15). From our choice of θ we
conclude that ∫ (

Wt +
1

2
L∗n1

)
fdνnρ∗ −

∫
Γn

√
fdνnρ∗ ≤ CA

( λc
dρ∗

)
gd(n)n

d−2.

From the right-hand side of (3.15) we obtain that

E
n
µnss

[|InT (V ; f)|] ≤ C‖f‖∞gd(n)nd/2−2(1 + T ). (4.17)

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

µnss(X
n /∈ Kǫ) ≤ ǫ

for every n ∈ N. It can be shown that whenever m < m′, the inclusion H−m ⊆ H−m′ is
compact, which means that closed balls in H−m are compact in H−m′ . Therefore, in order to
prove tightness of (Xn;n ∈ N) in H−m′ , it is enough to show that

lim
M→∞

sup
n∈N

µnss(‖Xn‖H−m > M) = 0

for some m < m′. Observe that for every T > 0, the law of Xn under µnss is equal to the law
of Xn

T under Pnµnss . Therefore, it is enough to estimate the probabilities Pnµnss(‖ · ‖H−m > M) for

each of the terms on the right-hand side of (4.11).
Let Y be a random variable with values in H−m. We have that

P
n
µnss

(‖Y ‖H−m > M) ≤M−2Enµnss [‖Y ‖2H−m ].
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Observe that

|Ŷ (k)| ≤ |Y (cos(2πkx))| + |Y (sin(2πkx))|.
Therefore,

E
n
µnss

[‖Y ‖2H−m ] ≤
∑

k∈Zd

(1 + ‖k‖2)−m
(
Y (cos(2πkx))2 + Y (sin(2πkx))2

)
.

The relation

f 7→ Xn
0 (PT f)

defines by duality a random variable in H−m, which for simplicity we just denote by Xn
0 (g0,T ).

Using (4.12), we see that

E
n
µnss

[‖Xn
0 (g0,T )‖2H−m ] ≤ Cgd(n)n

d−2e2F
′(ρ∗)T

∑

k∈Zd

(1 + ‖k‖2)−m

≤ Cgd(n)n
d−2e2F

′(ρ∗)T

for every m > d/2. Recall that our aim is to provide a uniform bound for Enµnss [‖X
n
0 (g0,T )‖2H−m ].

This is the case if we choose

T = Tn :=
log(gd(n)n

d−2)
−2F ′(ρ∗)

. (4.18)

Now let us estimate the second moment in H−m of the process

f 7→
∫ T

0
Xn
t ((∂t + Ln)gt,T )dt. (4.19)

Observe that for every k, k′ ∈ Zd,

sin(2π(k + nk′)x) = sin(2πkx), cos(2π(k + nk′)x) = cos(2πkx).

Therefore, X̂n(k + nk′) = X̂n(k). The same identity holds for all the processes appearing in
(4.11) and in particular for the process defined in (4.19). Take k ∈ Zd such that ‖k‖ ≤ n. For
f(x) = sin(2πkx) or f = cos(2πkx), (4.13) gives the bound

E
n
µnss

[∣∣∣
∫ T

0
Xn
t ((∂t + Ln)gt,T )dt

∣∣∣
2]

≤ Cgd(n)n
d−6‖k‖8.

For k ∈ N with ‖k‖ > n there exists k′ ∈ Zd such that ‖k − nk′‖ ≤ n. Therefore, (4.13) gives
us the bound

E
n
µnss

[∣∣∣
∫ T

0
Xn
t ((∂t + Ln)gt,T )dt

∣∣∣
2]

≤ Cgd(n)n
d−6n8 ≤ Cgd(n)n

d+2.

We conclude that

E
n
µnss

[∥∥∥
∫ T

0
Xn
t ((∂t + Ln)gt,T )dt

∥∥∥
2

H−m

]
≤ Cgd(n)n

d−6
( ∑

‖k‖≤n

‖k‖8
(1 + ‖k‖2)m

+
∑

‖k‖>n

n8

(1 + ‖k‖2)m
)

≤ Cgd(n)n
2d+2−2m,

(4.20)
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whenever m > d/2, so that the sum
∑
‖k|>n(1 + ‖k‖2)m is finite. In particular, (4.20) 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 = Tn as defined in (4.18).

Now we will prove tightness of Mn
Tn,Tn

(f) for Tn chosen as in (4.18). By (4.14), we have
that

E
n
µnss

[∥∥Mn
T,T

∥∥2
H−m

]
≤ C

∑

k∈Zd

(1 + ‖k‖2)−mk2 ≤ C

if m > 1+ d/2. Since the constant C does not depend on T , tightness is proved. Observe that
the cut-off introduced in (4.20) does not improve the value of m.

We are only left to show tightness of the integral term InT (V ). Since we only have L1(Pnµnss)

bounds for InT (V ; f), we need to estimate Pnµnss
(‖InT (V )‖H−m > M) in a different way. Let

(p(k); k ∈ Zd) be a probability measure to be chosen in a few lines. We have that

P
n
µnss

(‖InT (V )‖H−m ≥M) = P
n
µnss

(‖InT (V )‖2H−m ≥M2)

= P
n
µnss

( ∑

k∈Zd

|ÎnT (V )(k)|2(1 + ‖k‖2)−m ≥
∑

k∈Zd

p(k)M2
)

≤
∑

k∈Zd

P
n
µnss

(
|ÎnT (V )(k)|2(1 + ‖k‖2)−m ≥ p(k)M2

)

≤
∑

k∈Zd

(1 + ‖k‖2)−m/2Enµnss [|ÎnT (V )(k)|]
p(k)1/2M

.

Using (4.17) we obtain the bound

P
n
µnss

(
‖InT (V )‖H−m ≥M

)
≤ Cgd(n)n

d/2−2(1 + T )
∑

k∈Zd

(1 + ‖k‖2)−m/2
Mp(k)1/2

.

Choose p(k) = c(1+‖k‖2)−d/2+δ for δ > 0, where c is the corresponding normalization constant.
We obtain the bound

P
n
µnss

(‖InT (V )‖H−m ≥M) ≤ Cgd(n)n
d/2−2(1 + T )

∑

k∈Td

(1 + ‖k‖2)−m/2+d/2+δ

≤ Cgd(n)n
d/2−2(1 + T )

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

lim
n→∞

P
n
µnss

(‖ITn(W )‖H−m ≥M) ≤ lim
n→∞

Cgd(n)n
d/2−2

(
1 +

log(gd(n)n
d−2)

−2F ′(ρ∗)

)
= 0,

from where ITn(W ) converges to 0 in probability with respect to L1(Pnµnss). Since convergence

in probability implies tightness, ITn(W ) is tight in H−m for m > 3d/2. We conclude that
(Xn;n ∈ N) is tight in H−m for m > 3 in d = 2 and m > 9/2 in 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 (Xn;n ∈ N) to X∞.
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Putting estimates (4.12), (4.13) and (4.17) into (4.11), we see that

E
n
µnss

[∣∣Xn
Tn(f)−Mn

Tn,Tn(f)
∣∣] ≤ Cgd(n)

1/2nd/2−1‖f‖∞e2F
′(ρ∗)Tn

+ Cgd(n)
1/2nd/2−3

(
‖D2f‖∞ + ‖D4f‖∞

)

+ C‖f‖∞gd(n)nd/2−2(1 + Tn).

For the choice of Tn made in (4.18), we see that

lim
n→∞

(
Xn
Tn(f)−Mn

Tn,Tn(f)
)
= 0.

Therefore, we have reduced the problem of convergence of (Xn;n ∈ N) to the problem of
convergence of (Mn

Tn,Tn
;n ∈ N). We have already proved that the sequence (Mn

Tn,Tn
;n ∈ N)

is tight. Therefore, we only need to obtain the limits of the sequences (Mn
Tn,Tn

(f);n ∈ N) for
every test function f . We will use the following martingale convergence theorem:

Proposition 4.4. Let (Mn
t ; t ∈ [0, T ])n∈N be a sequence of L2-martingales. Let

∆n
t := sup

0≤t≤T
|Mn

t −Mn
t−|

be the size of the largest jump of (Mn
t ; t ∈ [0, T ]) on the interval [0, T ] and let Φ : [0, T ] → [0,∞)

be a continuous increasing function. Assume that

i) as n→ ∞, |∆n
t | → 0 in probability,

ii) as n→ ∞, 〈Mn〉t → Φ(t) in probability for every t ∈ [0, T ].

Under these conditions,

Mn
t →Mt

in law with respect to the J1-Skorohod topology of D([0, T ],R), where (Mt; t ≥ 0) is a continuous

martingale of quadratic variation 〈M〉t = Φ(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, T ] is fixed, while in our situation Tn grows with n. We will overcome
this difficulty in the following way. Let T > 0 be fixed and assume without loss of generality
that Tn ≥ T . Define (Mn

t ; t ∈ [0, T ]) as

Mn
t := Mn

Tn−T+t,Tn(f)

for every t ∈ [0, T ]. Observe that (Mn
t ; t ∈ [0, T ]) is a martingale. Its quadratic variation is

equal to

〈Mn〉t =
∫ t

0
ΓnX

n
Tn−T+s(gTn−T+s,Tn)ds.

Recall (4.10) and recall the definition of G(ρ) given in (2.5). For every g : Tdn → R, let us
define

ϕn(g) :=
2χ(ρ∗)
nd

∑

x,y∈Td
n

x∼y

n2
(
g(y)− g(x)

)2
+
G(ρ∗)
nd

∑

x∈Td
n

g(x)2.

By Theorem 3.4, we have that

E
n
µnss

[(
ΓnX

n
Tn−T+s(gTn−T+s,Tn)−ϕn(gTn−T+s,Tn)

)2]≤ Cgd(n)(‖gTn−T+s,Tn‖2∞+‖∇gTn−T+s,Tn‖2∞)

n2
.
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For simplicity we have estimated the ℓ2n bounds of the functions appearing in (4.10) by their ℓ∞

bounds; we are only missing a multiplicative constant that does not affect the computations.
Observe that

lim
n→∞

ϕn(gTn−T+s,Tn) =: ϕ̃T−s(f) = 2χ(ρ∗)
∫

‖∇PT−sf(x)‖2dx+G(ρ∗)
∫
PT−sf(x)

2dx.

By Taylor’s formula and the trapezoidal rule,

∣∣∣ 1
nd

∑

x,y∈Td
n

x∼y

n2
(
gTn−T+s,Tn

( y
n

)
−gTn−T+s,Tn

(
x
n

))2 −
∫

‖∇PT−sf(x)‖2dx
∣∣∣ ≤

≤ C

n2
(
‖DPT−sf‖∞‖D3PT−sf‖∞ + ‖D2PT−sf‖2∞

)

≤ C

n2
(
‖Df‖∞‖D3f‖∞ + ‖Df‖2∞

)

and

∣∣∣ 1
nd

∑

x,y∈Td
n

x∼y

gTn−T+s,Tn
(
x
n

)2 −
∫
PT−sf(x)

2dx
∣∣∣ ≤ C

n2
(
‖PT−sf‖∞‖D2PT−sf‖∞ + ‖DPT−sf‖2∞

)

≤ C

n2
(
‖f‖∞‖D2f‖∞ + ‖Df‖2∞

)
.

Since these estimates are uniform in s, we conclude that

lim
n→∞

〈Mn〉t =
∫ t

0
ϕ̃T−s(f)ds

in L2(Pnµnss), and condition ii) of Proposition 4.4 is satisfied for

Φ(t) = Φt(f) :=

∫ t

0
ϕ̃T−s(f)ds.

The jumps of (Mn
t ; t ∈ [0, T ])n∈N at time t ∈ [0, T ] have size at most

n−d/2‖gTn−T+t,Tn‖∞ ≤ n−d/2‖f‖∞,

and in particular condition i) of Proposition 4.4 is satisfied. We conclude that (Mn
t ; t ≥ 0)n∈N

converges in law to a continuous martingale of quadratic variation {Φ(t); t ∈ [0, T ]}. In
particular, the limit in law

lim
n→∞

(
Mn

Tn,Tn(f)−Mn
Tn−T,Tn(f)

)
= lim

n→∞

(
Mn
T −Mn

0

)
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exists and it is equal to N (0,ΦT (f)). Now let us estimate the variance of Mn
Tn−T,Tn(f). We

have that

E
n
µnss

[
MTn−T,Tn(f)

2
]
= E

n
µnss

[
〈Mn

Tn−T,Tn(f)〉
]
=

∫ Tn−T

0
E
n
µnss

[
ΓnX

n
s (gs,Tn)

]
ds

≤
∫ Tn−T

0
C
(
‖gs,Tn‖2∞ + ‖∇gs,Tn‖2∞

)
ds

≤
∫ Tn−T

0
C
(
‖f‖2∞ + ‖∇f‖2∞

)
e2F

′(ρ∗)(Tn−s)ds

≤ C
(
‖f‖2∞ + ‖∇f‖2∞

)
e2F

′(ρ∗)T .

Since F ′(ρ∗) < 0, the last line of this estimate converges to 0 as T → ∞, uniformly in n.
Therefore, we conclude that

lim
n→∞

Mn
Tn,Tn(f) = N (0,Φ∞(f)),

where

Φ∞(f) := 2χ(ρ∗)
∫ ∞

0

∫
‖∇Ptf(x)‖2dxdt+G(ρ∗)

∫ ∞

0

∫
Ptf(x)

2dxdt.

Observe that Φ∞(f) is also given by (4.5). Now we are ready to complete the proof of Theorem
2.7. By Wald’s device, the law of X∞ is characterized by the laws of X∞(f) for f ∈ C∞(Td).

Let X̃ be a limit point of (Xn;n ∈ N), which exists by tightness, and let f ∈ C∞(Td). We

have just proved that X̃(f) has the same law of X∞(f). We conclude that X̃ = X∞, and in
particular (Xn;n ∈ N) has a unique limit point, which finishes the proof of Theorem 2.7.

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 λ and dimensions d ≤ 3 could not be removed without
new arguments.

General reaction rates. For λ ≥ 0, the reaction rates cx can be written as cx = hx + λrx,
where

hx(η) := a(1− ηx) + bηx

can be interpreted as a chemical reservoir of particles at density a
a+b , and

rx(η) =
1

2d

∑

y∼x
ηy(1− ηx)

can be interpreted as the interaction rate of some chemical reaction. The parameter λ cor-
responds to the intensity of the reaction, and our smallness condition in λ 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 λ ∈ (−a, 0) some adjustments are needed, but a similar interpretation is possible. Our
results hold for general local reaction rates rx, 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 MFT. 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

∂tρ = ∇ ·
(
D(ρ)∇ρ

)
+A(ρ)−B(ρ),

where D(ρ) is the diffusivity of the diffusion dynamics, equal to 1 in our case, A(ρ) :=∫
cx(η)(1 − ηx)dν

n
ρ and B(ρ) :=

∫
cx(η)ηxdν

n
ρ . Then, under the invariant measure µnss, the

density of particles is concentrated on stable solutions of the elliptic equation

∇ ·
(
D(ρ)∇ρ

)
+A(ρ)−B(ρ) = 0. (5.1)

Observe that in our notation, F = A − B and G = A + B. If F has a unique zero ρ∗ on
the interval [0, 1], then the elliptic equation (5.1) has a unique solution, which is the constant
solution equal to ρ∗. In [15], large deviations principles were proved for the hydrodynamic
and hydrostatic limit of the density of particles of the reaction-diffusion model under the
assumption λ ≥ 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 [11] it has been shown that the fluctuations around the hydrodynamic limit follow
the stochastic heat equation

∂tX = ∇ ·
(
D(ρ∗)∇X +

√
χ(ρ∗)Ẇ1

)
+ F ′(ρ∗)X +

√
G(ρ∗)Ẇ2, (SHE)

where Ẇ1 is a space-time white noise with values in Rd, Ẇ2 is a space-time white noise
independent of Ẇ1 and χ(ρ∗) = ρ∗(1− ρ∗) 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:

X∞ =

∫ ∞

0

√
2χ(ρ∗)Ẇ1 · ∇Pt +

∫ ∞

0

√
G(ρ∗)Ẇ2Pt,

where Pt := e(D(ρ∗)∆+F ′(ρ∗))t. Therefore, X∞ is a centered, Gaussian process satisfying

E[X∞(f)2] =

∫ ∞

0

(
χ(ρ∗)‖∇Ptf‖2 +G(ρ∗)‖Ptf‖2

)
dt.

Observe that∫ ∞

0
‖∇Ptf‖2dt =

∫ ∞

0
〈Ptf,−∆Ptf〉dt =

∫ ∞

0

(
− 1

2∂t〈Ptf, Ptf〉+ F ′(ρ∗)〈Ptf, Ptf〉
)
dt

= 1
2‖f‖2 + F ′(ρ∗)

∫ ∞

0
‖Ptf‖2dt.

In particular,

E[X∞(f)2] = χ(ρ∗)‖f‖2 + (G(ρ∗) + 2χ(ρ∗)F
′(ρ∗))

∫ ∞

0
‖Ptf‖2dt.
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One can check that λ and G(ρ∗) + 2χ(ρ∗)F ′(ρ∗) have the same sign. Therefore, the sign of λ
indicates whether X∞ has positive or negative correlations. We observe that for λ > 0, one
can interpret X∞ as the sum of a white noise and an independent massive Gaussian free field.
For λ < 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 ρ∗. We conjecture that Theorem 2.6 is sharp,
that is, the scale Rn 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‖2−d at the diagonal (log ‖y − x‖ for d = 2), which is compatible
with the mesoscopic scale Rn stated in Theorem 2.6.

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 2.6.
Therefore, Theorem 2.6 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 (ζk,i; k ∈ Zd, i = 1, 2) be a sequence of

i.i.d. random variables with common law N (0, 1) and define (ξk; k ∈ Zd) as follows. For k = 0,
ξ0 = ζ0,1, and for k ∈ Zd with k1 > 0,

ξk :=
ζk,1 + iζk,2√

2
and ξ−k :=

ζk,1 − iζk,2√
2

.

From (4.5), X∞ has the representation

X∞(f) =
∑

k∈Zd

f̂(k)ξk
√
λk,

where

λk :=
4π2k2χ(ρ∗)

4π2k2 − F ′(ρ∗)
+

G(ρ∗)
8π2k2 − 2F ′(ρ∗)

.

The white noise of variance χ(ρ∗) has the representation

Y (f) =
∑

k∈Zd

f̂(k)ξk
√
χ(ρ∗).
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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

X∞(f) := f̂(0)ζ0,1
√
λ0 +

∑

k1>0

√
2
(
ℜ(f̂(k))ζk,1 + ℑ(f̂(k))ζk,2

)√
λk,

Y (f) := f̂(0)ζ0,1 +
∑

k1>0

√
2
(
ℜ(f̂(k))ζk,1 + ℑ(f̂(k))ζk,2

)
.

The relative entropy between two centered Gaussians satisfies the formula

H(N (0, σ22)|N (0, σ12)) = Ξ
(σ22
σ21

)
,

where Ξ(r) := 1
2 (r − log r − 1). In particular, the relative entropy is of order 1

4(
σ22
σ21

− 1)2 as

σ22
σ21

→ 1, and therefore for every M > 0 there exists a finite constant CM such that

H(N (0, σ22)|N (0, σ21)) ≤ CM

(σ22
σ21

− 1
)2
,

whenever σ2
σ1

∈ [ 1
M ,M ]. Recall (4.6). Therefore, there exists M̃ finite such that

λk
χ(ρ∗)

∈ [M̃−1, M̃ ]

for every k ∈ Zd. 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

∑

k∈Zd

Ξ
( λk
χ(ρ∗)

)
,

which turns to be bounded by
∑

k∈Zd

C
M̃

( λk
χ(ρ∗)

− 1
)2
.

Observe that there exists a constant C such that
∣∣∣ λk
χ(ρ∗)

− 1
∣∣∣ ≤ C

1 + ‖k‖2 .

Therefore, the sum
∑

k∈Zd

( λk
χ(ρ∗)

− 1
)2

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 θ ∈ R,

logE[eθ(X−E[X])] ≤ 1
8(b− a)2θ2.

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 logE[eθX ] ≤ 1
2σ

2θ2 for every

θ ∈ R. We have that

E[eγX
2
] ≤ 1√

1− 2σ2γ

for every γ < 1
2σ2 .

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

E[eγX
2
] = E[e

√
2γXZ ] ≤ E[eσ

2θZ2
] =

1√
1− 2σ2γ

.
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[8] P. Gonçalves, M. Jara, O. Menezes, A. Neumann: Non-equilibrium and stationary fluctuations for the

SSEP with slow boundary, Stochastic Process. Appl., Volume 130, no. 7, 4326–4357 (2020).
[9] J. Jacod, A.N. Shiryaev. Limit Theorems for Stochastic Processes, Second ed., Springer-Verlag.

[10] M. D. Jara, C. Landim: The stochastic heat equations as the limit of a stirring dynamics perturbed by a

voter model, to appear in The Ann. App. Probab.
[11] M. Jara, O. Menezes: Non-equilibrium fluctuations of interacting particle systems. arXiv preprint

arXiv:1810.09526 (2018).
[12] C. Kipnis, C. Landim: Scaling limits of interacting particle systems. Grundlehren der Mathematischen

Wissenschaften [Fundamental Principles of Mathematical Sciences], Volume 320. Springer-Verlag, Berlin
(1999).

[13] C. Kipnis, S. Olla, S. R. S. Varadhan: Hydrodynamics and large deviation for simple exclusion processes,
Comm. Pure Appl. Math., Volume 42 no. 2, 115–137 (1989).

[14] C. Landim, A. Milanés, S. Olla: Stationary and nonequilibrium fluctuations in boundary driven exclusion

processes, Markov Process. Related Fields , Volume 14 no. 2, 165–184 (2008).
[15] C. Landim, K. Tsunoda: Hydrostatics and dynamical large deviations for a reaction-diffusion model, Ann.
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