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Abstract

We consider the Glauber-Kawasaki dynamics on a d-dimensional periodic lattice of
size N , that is, a stochastic time evolution of particles performing random walks with
interaction subject to the exclusion rule (Kawasaki part), in general, of non-gradient
type, together with the effect of the creation and annihilation of particles (Glauber
part) whose rates are set to favor two levels of particle density, called sparse and dense.
We then study the limit of our dynamics under the hydrodynamic space-time scaling,
that is, 1/N in space and a diffusive scaling N2 for the Kawasaki part and another
scaling K = K(N), which diverges slower, for the Glauber part in time. In the limit as
N → ∞, we show that the particles autonomously make phase separation into sparse
or dense phases at the microscopic level, and an interface separating two regions is
formed at the macroscopic level and evolves under an anisotropic curvature flow.

In the present article, we show that the particle density at the macroscopic level
is well approximated by a solution of a reaction-diffusion equation with a nonlinear
diffusion term of divergence form and a large reaction term. Furthermore, by ap-
plying the results of Funaki, Gu and Wang [arXiv:2404.12234] for the convergence
rate of the diffusion matrix approximated by local functions, we obtain a quantitative
hydrodynamic limit as well as the upper bound for the allowed diverging speed of
K = K(N).

The above result for the derivation of the interface motion is proved by combining
our result with that in a companion paper by Funaki and Park [arXiv:2403.01732], in
which we analyzed the asymptotic behavior of the solution of the reaction-diffusion
equation obtained in the present article and derived an anisotropic curvature flow in
the situation where the macroscopic reaction term determined from the Glauber part
is bistable and balanced.

1 Introduction — model and results

The present article studies the hydrodynamic behavior of the Glauber-Kawasaki dynamics
with a diverging scaling parameter K in the Glauber part. The Kawasaki part governs the
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time evolution of particles moving as interacting random walks subject to the exclusion
rule. It is generally of non-gradient type and we assume its reversibility under Bernoulli
measures. The Glauber part prescribes the law of creation and annihilation of particles.
Here we quote the original papers [16] by Glauber and [18] by Kawasaki initially designed
for stochastic dynamics corresponding to the Ising model. We show that, in particular in
the situation that the particles have two favorable stable phases called ‘sparse’ and ‘dense’
with different mean densities, they autonomously undergo phase separation into one of
these two phases at the microscopic level, and an interface separating the two regions is
formed at the macroscopic level and it evolves under an anisotropic curvature flow; see
Theorem 1.4.

To show this, in the present article, we establish that the particle density at the
macroscopic level is well approximated by the solution of a reaction-diffusion equation
with nonlinear diffusion and a diverging reaction term; see Theorem 1.1. The asymptotic
behavior of the solution of this equation is studied in a separate article [12] based on a
method in partial differential equations (PDEs); see Theorems 1.2 and 1.3. Combining
these results, we can complete the derivation of the interface motion from our particle
systems. Note that the PDE is used only secondarily.

The present article extends the results obtained in [10], [3] for the Glauber-Kawasaki
dynamics or the Glauber-Zero range process of gradient type to a model of non-gradient
type. Moreover, applying the results in [9], we obtain a quantitative hydrodynamic limit
with its convergence rate and also the upper bound for the allowed diverging speed of
K = K(N) in the Glauber part.

1.1 Model at microscopic level

Let us formulate our model. We consider the Glauber-Kawasaki dynamics on a d-dimensional
periodic square lattice T

d
N = (Z/NZ)d ≡ {1, 2, . . . , N}d of large size N ∈ N ≡ {1, 2, . . .}.

The generator LN of our dynamics is given by the sum of those of Kawasaki and Glauber
dynamics with time change factors N2 and K = K(N) ≥ 1, respectively:

(1.1) LN = N2LK +KLG.

The Kawasaki part is the same as in [14], [6]. It is of non-gradient type and reversible
under Bernoulli measures; see (1.2) and the conditions (1)–(3) below. The hydrodynamic
scaling limit for the Kawasaki dynamics reversible under Gibbs measures was studied by
[29]. In [10], [11], the so-called gradient condition was assumed for the Kawasaki part but
here we discuss without assuming it.

To define the operators LK and LG precisely, we introduce several notations. The
configuration space of the dynamics is XN = {0, 1}Td

N whose element is denoted by η =
{ηx;x ∈ T

d
N} where ηx = 0 or 1 indicates that the site x is vacant or occupied, respectively.

We denote FN the set of all functions on XN . Let τx, x ∈ T
d
N , be the shift operators acting

on XN by (τxη)y = ηy+x, y ∈ T
d
N , where addition is modulo N . They also act on FN by

(τxf)(η) = f(τxη), f ∈ FN .
For x, y ∈ T

d
N and η ∈ XN , ηx,y denotes the element of XN , obtained from η by
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exchanging the values of ηx and ηy, that is,

(ηx,y)z =





ηy, if z = x,

ηx, if z = y,

ηz, if z 6= x, y.

For x ∈ T
d
N and η ∈ XN , ηx denotes the element of XN , obtained from η by flipping the

value of ηx, that is,

(ηx)z =

{
1− ηx, if z = x,

ηz, if z 6= x.

The notations τx, η
x,y and ηx, x, y ∈ Z

d also indicate the corresponding ones for
X = {0, 1}Zd

, the configuration space on the whole lattice Z
d. For Λ ⊂ T

d
N or ⊂ Z

d,
(Λ)∗ denotes the set of all (undirected) bonds b = {x, y} inside Λ, i.e., x, y ∈ Λ and
|x − y| = 1. Throughout the paper, we use the norm |z| for z = (zi)

d
i=1 ∈ Z

d in ℓ1-sense:
|z| = max1≤i≤d |zi|. We sometimes write ηb instead of ηx,y for bonds b = {x, y}.

The generator LK of the Kawasaki part on T
d
N is defined as

(1.2) LK =
∑

b∈(Td
N )∗

cb(η)πb =
1

2

∑

x,y∈Td
N :|x−y|=1

cx,y(η)πx,y,

where πb ≡ πx,y, b = {x, y}, is the exchange operator on FN defined by

πbf(η) = f(ηb)− f(η), f ∈ FN .

The functions {cb(η) ≡ cx,y(η); b = {x, y} ∈ (Zd)∗} are defined on X and determine the
jump (or exchange) rates of particles between two neighboring sites x and y. We assume
that they satisfy the following three conditions (1)–(3):

(1) Non-degeneracy and locality: cx,y(η) > 0 and it is local, that is, it depends only on
{ηz ; |z − x| ≤ r} for some r > 0.

(2) Spatial homogeneity: cx,y = τxc0,y−x for every {x, y} ∈ (Zd)∗.

(3) Detailed balance under Bernoulli measures: cx,y(η) does not depend on {ηx, ηy}.

In view of (1), the jump rate cb(η) is naturally regarded as a function on XN for b ∈ (TdN )
∗,

at least if N is large enough such that N > 2r. The third condition (3) is equivalent to
the symmetricity of LK with respect to the Bernoulli measures νNρ , ρ ∈ [0, 1], that is, the

product probability measures on XN such that νNρ (ηx = 1) = ρ for every x ∈ TdN . We will
denote the Bernoulli measures on X by νρ, under which the operator LK considered on
Z
d is symmetric; see [8], [10]. Note that we do not assume the gradient condition; cf. [8],

[10].

On the other hand, the generator LG of the Glauber part is given by

LG =
∑

x∈Td
N

cx(η)πx,
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where πx, x ∈ T
d
N , is the flip operator on FN defined by

πxf(η) = f(ηx)− f(η), f ∈ FN .

For the flip rates cx(η) defined on X , we assume the non-negativity, the locality and the
spatial homogeneity, that is, cx(η) = τxc(η) for some local function c(η) = c0(η) ≥ 0 on X
(regarded as that on XN for N large enough). Since η0 takes values only in {0, 1}, c(η)
can be decomposed as

(1.3) c(η) = c+(η)(1 − η0) + c−(η)η0

for some local functions c±(η) which do not depend on η0. We interpret c+(η) and c−(η)
as the rates of creation and annihilation of a particle at x = 0, respectively.

Let ηN (t) = {ηNx (t);x ∈ T
d
N} be the Markov process on XN governed by the infinites-

imal generator LN in (1.1) with properly taken K such that 1 ≤ K = K(N) ր ∞ as
N → ∞. We are interested in the asymptotic behavior as N → ∞ of its macroscopic
empirical mass distribution, that is, the measure-valued process defined by

(1.4) ρN (t, dv) = N−d
∑

x∈Td
N

ηNx (t)δx/N (dv), v ∈ T
d,

where Td = R
d/Zd is a d-dimensional continuous torus identified with [0, 1)d and δv is the

δ-measure at v.

Our main result can be stated as follows. We consider the situation, under a proper
choice of rates {cx,y, cx}, that the particles favor two levels of mean densities ρ+ and
ρ− ∈ (0, 1) with the same degree of stability. We then prove that ρN (t, dv) converges to
ρ+dv or ρ−dv on two regions separated by a hypersurface Γt called the interface and Γt
evolves under the anisotropic curvature flow; see Theorem 1.4. We also give the rate of
convergence in probability.

The proof is divided into two parts, that is, a probabilistic part which is developed
in this article and a PDE part summarized in Theorems 1.2 and 1.3, shown in [12].

1.2 Diffusion matrix and reaction term at macroscopic level

To state our result for the hydrodynamic limit, which is the main contribution of this arti-
cle, first corresponding to the Kawasaki part, we introduce a quadratic form (θ, ĉ(ρ)θ) , θ ∈
R
d, for each ρ ∈ [0, 1] called the conductivity via the variational formula

(1.5) (θ, ĉ(ρ)θ) = inf
F∈Fd

0

(θ, ĉ(ρ;F )θ) ,

where (·, ·) is the inner product of Rd, F0 denotes the class of all local functions on X ,
Fd
0 = (F0)

d,

(θ, ĉ(ρ;F )θ) =
1

2

∑

|x|=1

〈
c0,x

(
θ, x(ηx − η0)− π0,x

( ∑

y∈Zd

τyF
))2

〉

ρ

,
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and 〈 · 〉ρ ≡ Eνρ [ · ] stands for the expectation with respect to the Bernoulli measure νρ on
X . Note that π0,x(

∑
y∈Zd τyF ) is well-defined as a finite sum

∑
y∈Zd π0,x(τyF ). We choose

a d × d symmetric matrix ĉ(ρ) = {ĉij(ρ)}1≤i,j≤d, which is written in the same notation,
corresponding to the quadratic form introduced above, especially to apply results in partial
differential equations; cf. Remark after Theorem 1.1 of [14].

We also introduce the compressibility:

(1.6) χ(ρ) = ρ− ρ2,

and the diffusion matrix D(ρ) = {Dij(ρ)}1≤i,j≤d by the Einstein relation:

(1.7) D(ρ) =
ĉ(ρ)

2χ(ρ)
, ρ ∈ [0, 1],

see Proposition 2.2 of [25], p. 180 for the relation to the Green-Kubo formula. It is known
that D(ρ) is a C∞-function of ρ ∈ [0, 1]:

(1.8) D ∈ C∞([0, 1]),

see [1]. Furthermore, the diffusion matrix D(ρ) is uniformly positive and bounded:

c∗|θ|2 ≤ (θ,D(ρ)θ) ≤ c∗|θ|2, θ ∈ R
d, ρ ∈ [0, 1],(1.9)

where c∗, c
∗ > 0 are constants defined by

0 < c∗ := min
η∈X ,x∈Zd:|x|=1

c0,x(η) ≤ c∗ := max
η∈X ,x∈Zd:|x|=1

c0,x(η) <∞,

which follows from the condition (1); see [26] and Lemma 8.1 below for the proof of (1.9).

Next, corresponding to the Glauber part, we introduce a function f = f(ρ) as an
ensemble average under νρ as follows:

f(ρ) = 〈(1 − 2η0)c(η)〉ρ(1.10)

= (1− ρ)〈c+〉ρ − ρ〈c−〉ρ.

Note that f is a polynomial of ρ and, in particular, a C∞-function of ρ ∈ [0, 1]. Note
also that f(0) > 0 and f(1) < 0, which is important to show the comparison theorem; see
Section 7.

1.3 Quantitative and non-gradient hydrodynamic limit

We show that, asymptotically as N → ∞, the macroscopic empirical mass distribution
ρN (t, dv) is close to the solution ρ(t, v) = ρK(t, v) of the following reaction-diffusion equa-
tion with a nonlinear diffusion term and a diverging factor K = K(N) in a reaction term

(1.11) ∂tρ(t, v) =
d∑

i,j=1

∂vi
{
Dij(ρ(t, v))∂vjρ(t, v)

}
+Kf(ρ(t, v)), t ≥ 0, v ∈ T

d,
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where v = (vi)
d
i=1. We assume that its initial value ρ0(v) satisfies the condition:

(1.12) ρ0 ∈ C5(Td) and 0 < ρ0(v) < 1.

Then, the equation (1.11) has a unique classical solution ρ(t, v) ∈ C1,3([0,∞) × T
d) by

applying the results in [20]; see the beginning of Section 6.

To state our result, let νN ≡ νN1/2 be the Bernoulli measure on XN with ρ = 1/2, that

is, the uniform probability measure on XN : νN (η) = 2−N , η ∈ XN . For two probability
densities f and g with respect to νN , define the relative entropy H(f |g) ≡ HN (f |g) by

(1.13) H(f |g) =
∫

XN

f log(f/g) dνN .

We set

(1.14) ρ̄(λ) = eλ/(eλ + 1), λ ∈ R,

and denote its inverse function by λ̄(ρ):

(1.15) λ̄(ρ) = log{ρ/(1 − ρ)}, ρ ∈ (0, 1).

Let f0 = f0(η), η ∈ XN , be the (initial) density of the distribution of ηN (0) on XN
with respect to νN and, for ρ0 = ρ0(v) satisfying (1.12), let

(1.16) ψ̃0(η) = Z−1
N exp

{ ∑

x∈Td
N

λ̄(ρ0(x/N))ηx

}

with λ̄ defined by (1.15) and a normalization constant ZN with respect to νN . In other

words, ψ̃0dν
N denoted also by P ψ̃0 is a product measure on XN with a marginal distribu-

tion P ψ̃0(ηx = 1) = ρ0(x/N) for every x ∈ T
d
N .

Then, the difference between ρN (t, dv) and ρK(t, v)dv with K = K(N) is estimated
in probability as in the following theorem. We call it a quantitative hydrodynamic limit,
since it gives the convergence rate. Note that ρK is moving in N . To set the upper
threshold for the allowed K = K(N), define

K(N) ≡ Kδ(N) := δ logN,(1.17)

for δ > 0.

Theorem 1.1. For each K ≥ 1, let ρK(t, v) be the solution of the equation (1.11) with an
initial value ρ0(v) that satisfies the condition (1.12). We assume that f0 and ψ̃0 defined
above satisfy H(f0|ψ̃0) ≤ C1N

d−κ1 for some C1 > 0 and κ1 > 0. Then, there exist κ > 0
and c > 0 small enough such that for any T > 0, taking δ = δT := c/T in Kδ(N), if
K = K(N) satisfies 1 ≤ K(N) ≤ Kδ(N) and K(N) → ∞, we have

P
(
|〈ρN (t), φ〉 − 〈ρK(t), φ〉| > ε

)
≤ CN−κ

for all t ∈ [0, T ], ε > 0 and φ ∈ C∞(Td) for some C = CT (ε, φ) > 0, where 〈ρ, φ〉 =∫
Td φ(v) ρ(dv) for a measure ρ = ρ(dv) on T

d and ρK(t) is identified with ρK(t, v)dv.
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The constants κ > 0, c > 0 and δ > 0 in Kδ(N) are chosen in Section 5.2. In
fact, to make κ > 0, the product δ · T must be small enough and this determines c > 0.
Once c is determined, we choose δ = δT = c/T . In this sense, κ depends on c, but it is
independent of δ and T . Especially if f0 = ψ̃0, the assumption forH(f0|ψ̃0) in this theorem
is fulfilled. In [3], [10], a similar theorem was shown for models of gradient type; see also
[11]. In particular, it was shown that the theorem holds taking K(N) = δ(logN)σ/2 for
some small δ > 0 and some σ ∈ (0, 1). The bound for K(N) in Theorem 1.1 is better
than this. The reason is that our estimates are more accurate for several error terms.
Moreover, for our non-gradient model, new results obtained in [9] based on the method of
the quantitative homogenization theory are essential to derive the above decay rate CN−κ

and also to determine the upper bound K(N).

Theorem 1.1 reduces the study of the limit of ρN (t, dv) as N → ∞ to that of ρK(t, v)
as K → ∞. The latter is a pure PDE problem and is discussed separately in a companion
paper [12]. The results are summarized in the next subsection.

1.4 Interface motion from nonlinear Allen-Cahn equation

We now consider the case that d ≥ 2 and assume that the reaction term f(ρ) in (1.11) is
bistable, i.e. f has three zeros 0 < ρ− < ρ∗ < ρ+ < 1 such that f ′(ρ±) < 0 and f ′(ρ∗) > 0.
In addition, we assume the balance condition:

∫ ρ+

ρ−

f(ρ)D(ρ)dρ = 0.

This means that two stable phases with densities ρ±, sparse and dense, have the same
degree of stability. Recalling the condition (1.12) for the initial value ρ0(v), we define Γ0

by

Γ0 := {v ∈ T
d : ρ0(v) = ρ∗}

and assume that Γ0 is a C5-hypersurface in T
d without boundary such that

∇ρ0(v) · n(v) 6= 0 for v ∈ Γ0,(1.18)

where n(v) is the normal vector to Γ0. Two regions Ω±
0 surrounded by Γ0 are defined by

Ω+
0 = {ρ0 > ρ∗} and Ω−

0 = {ρ0 < ρ∗}, respectively.
Then, one can show that

ρK(t, v) → ΞΓt(v) as K → ∞.

Here, Γt is a smooth closed hypersurface in T
d and ΞΓt is a step function taking two values

ρ± defined by

ΞΓt(v) =

{
ρ+, v ∈ Ω+

t ,

ρ−, v ∈ Ω−
t ,

where Ω±
t are two regions surrounded by Γt. The sides of these regions are determined

initially at t = 0 and then continuously for t > 0.

7



The evolution of Γt starting from Γ0 is governed by the equation

(1.19) V = −Tr(µ(n)∂vn) ≡ −
d∑

i,j=1

µij(n)∂vinj on Γt,

where V is the normal velocity of Γt from the side of Ω−
t to Ω+

t and n = (ni) denotes the
unit normal vector to Γt of the same direction. This describes an anisotropic (direction
dependent) curvature flow. It is a mean curvature flow in the special case that µij(e) = µδij
with a constant µ.

The matrix µ(e) = {µij(e)}1≤i,j≤d is defined for e ∈ R
d: |e| = 1 as

µij(e) =
1

λ(e)

∫ ρ+

ρ−

[
Dij(ρ)

√
We(ρ)−

1

2
∂ei(We(ρ)) ∂ej

(
ae(ρ)√
We(ρ)

)]
dρ,

λ(e) =

∫ ρ+

ρ−

√
We(ρ)dρ, We(ρ) = −2

∫ ρ

ρ−

ae(ρ)f(ρ)dρ, ae(ρ) = e ·D(ρ)e.

Note that We(ρ) ≥ 0 for ρ ∈ [ρ−, ρ+] by the conditions for f(ρ).

The local-in-time well-posedness on a certain time interval [0, T ] with T > 0 of the
equation (1.19) follows from the non-degeneracy of µ(e) in the tangential direction to the
interface Γ: For some c > 0,

(θ, µ(e)θ) ≥ c|θ|2 for θ ∈ R
d such that (θ, e) = 0.

Note that (1.19) can be rewritten in an equivalent PDE for the signed distance function
d(t, v) from Γt; see [12].

The first result is for the generation of the interface, that is, ρK(t, v) reaches the
neighborhood of ρ− or ρ+ in a very short time of order K−1 logK.

Theorem 1.2. (Theorem 1.1 of [12] on Ω = T
d) Let ρK(t, v) be the solution of the equation

(1.11) and let ǫ be such that 0 < ǫ < ρ̄, where ρ̄ := min{ρ+ − ρ∗, ρ∗ − ρ−}. We assume the
conditions given at the beginning of this subsection. Then, there exist K0 > 0 and M0 > 0
such that, for all K ≥ K0, the following holds at t = tK := K−1 logK/(2f ′(ρ∗)).

(1) ρ− − ǫ ≤ ρK(tK , v) ≤ ρ+ + ǫ for all v ∈ T
d,

(2) ρK(tK , v) ≥ ρ+ − ǫ for v ∈ T
d such that ρ0(v) ≥ ρ∗ +M0/K

1/2,

(3) ρK(tK , v) ≤ ρ− + ǫ for v ∈ T
d such that ρ0(v) ≤ ρ∗ −M0/K

1/2.

The second result is for the propagation of the interface, that is, the derivation of
the interface motion Γt as long as it remains smooth. The size of the transition layer is
O(K−1/2).

Theorem 1.3. (Theorem 1.2 of [12]) Under the conditions of Theorem 1.2, for any 0 <
ǫ < ρ̄, there exist K0 > 0, C > 0 and T > 0 (within the local-in-time well-posedness of
(1.19)) such that for every K ≥ K0 and t ∈ [tK , T ] we have

ρK(t, v) ∈





[ρ− − ǫ, ρ+ + ǫ] for all v ∈ T
d,

[ρ+ − ǫ, ρ+ + ǫ] if v ∈ Ω+
t \ NC/K1/2(Γt),

[ρ− − ǫ, ρ− + ǫ] if v ∈ Ω−
t \ NC/K1/2(Γt),

8



where Nr(Γt) := {v ∈ T
d,dist(v,Γt) ≤ r} is the r-neighborhood of Γt.

The proofs of these two theorems are given based on the comparison theorem for the
PDE (1.11). We construct its super and sub solutions. If the PDE (1.11) is a gradient flow
of a certain functional, one can apply the method of Γ-convergence to derive the motion
of Γt. In particular, if the energy in the limit is a total surface tension, one would obtain
an evolution of Wulff shape. But our equation is different from this class.

1.5 Main result

The following theorem is obtained for the particle system ηN (t) by combining Theorems
1.1 and 1.3.

Theorem 1.4. Assume the condition (1.12) for the initial value ρ0(v) and H(f0|ψ̃0) ≤
C1N

d−κ1 for some C1 > 0 and κ1 > 0 in Theorem 1.1 and those in Theorem 1.3, that
is, d ≥ 2, f(ρ) determined in (1.10) from the flip rate of the Glauber part and the initial
value ρ0(v) satisfy the conditions given at the beginning of Section 1.4. Then, we have

P
(
|〈ρN (t), φ〉 − 〈ΞΓt , φ〉| > ε

)
≤ CN−κ

for all t ∈ (0, T ], ε > 0 and φ ∈ C∞(Td) for some C = CT (ε, φ), where T > 0 is determined
as in Theorem 1.3 and κ > 0 as in Theorem 1.1.

Proof. Noting that ΞΓt = ρ+1Ω+
t
+ ρ−1Ω−

t
and |Td| = 1, for any 0 < ǫ < ρ̄, we have by

Theorem 1.3
|〈ρK(t), φ〉 − 〈ΞΓt , φ〉| ≤

(
ǫ+ (Cǫ/K

1/2)d−1 · |Γt|
)
‖φ‖∞

for K ≥ K0 = K0,ǫ and t ∈ [tK , T ]. Choosing ǫ > 0 small enough and K ≥ K0 large
enough, since |Γt| is bounded, one can make the right-hand side smaller than ε/2. Note
also that tK is small for K large. Thus, taking K = KδT (N) ∨K0 and C = CT (ε/2, φ),
the concluding estimate follows from Theorem 1.1 at least for large N .

This theorem establishes the autonomous phase separation directly for the particle
system. The PDE (1.11) was used only secondarily. We set the flip rate c0 in the Glauber
part as the corresponding f determined in (1.10) to satisfy the bistability and balance
conditions. This means that the particles prefer two phases with mean densities ρ− or ρ+.

From gradient models, we derived the mean curvature flow, i.e., µij(e) = µδij ; see [3],
[4], [10] and also [17]. In the unbalanced case for gradient models assuming that D(ρ) ≡ D
(constant), on a shorter time scale such as O(1/K1/2), Huygens’ principle was derived. In
other words, the stronger phase region expands with a constant speed; see [11]. See [7] for
other approaches.

1.6 Outline of the article

The article is organized as follows. In Section 2, following [14], we introduce a local equi-
librium state ψt(η) of second order approximation with a leading order term determined
by the hydrodynamic equation (1.11). We then prove that Theorem 1.1 is shown once one

9



can prove the bound N−dH(ft|ψt) ≤ CN−κ for some C, κ > 0 for the relative entropy per
volume of the density ft(η) of the distribution of the process ηN (t) with respect to ψt(η)
with a properly chosen second order term F (η). This bound is formulated in Proposition
2.1.

The proof of Proposition 2.1 is given in Section 3. Differently from [14], our model
has the Glauber part and it includes a diverging factor K = K(N). Moreover, in order
to establish a quantitative hydrodynamic limit, we need a decay estimate for the relative
entropy per volume. This forces us to derive sufficiently strong error estimates at all steps
of the proof. We first calculate the time derivative of H(ft|ψt) for general ψt along with
obtaining careful error estimates; see Lemma 3.1. Second, we show the refined one-block
estimate, that is, the replacement of microscopic functions (even those with a diverging
factorK) by their ensemble averages with fine error estimates based on the argument in [10]
and the equivalence of ensembles with precise convergence rate; see Theorem 3.3. Third,
we show the Boltzmann-Gibbs principle for the gradient replacement, by which one can
replace a microscopic function looking of order O(N) but with vanishing ensemble average
by a linear function of ηx of gradient form with a properly chosen coefficient; see Theorem
3.5. This theorem, which gives good error estimates for the replacement, is shown by using
the decay estimates for the CLT variances given in Section 4. We then need Lemma 3.7
to replace the linear function of ηx of gradient form with a function of order O(1).

The estimates obtained so far are summarized in Lemma 3.8. To give a further bound
for an expectation under ft (which is an unknown distribution) by that under ψt (which
is a well-understood distribution), we apply the entropy inequality. Then, we are required
to show the large deviation type upper bound under ψt with fine error estimates; see
Theorem 3.9 and Theorem 3.11 as its consequence.

One can observe that the leading term in the estimate in Theorem 3.11 is cancelled if
we determine the leading term of ψt according to the hydrodynamic equation (1.11); see
Lemma 3.13. The equation (1.11) is used only for this lemma. Summarizing these and
choosing K = K(N) and other parameters properly as indicated in Section 5, one can
conclude the proof of Proposition 2.1. We apply multiscale analysis with different scaling
parameters 1 ≪ n≪ ℓ≪ N . The proof of Theorem 3.9 is given in Section 3.8.

Section 4 concerns the CLT variances related to the gradient replacement and deals
with quantities determined only by the localized Kawasaki generator and under the Bernoulli
measures {νρ}ρ. In particular, the Glauber part plays no role in this section. Proposition
4.1 is a refinement of Proposition 5.1 of [14]. We provide a decay estimate for the error
terms in the CLT variances, which was not given in [14]. We use the equivalence of en-
sembles with a precise convergence rate. Then, for the decay rate for the CLT variance
of the term Aℓ, we have Theorem 4.2 as a refinement of Theorem 5.1 of [14]. This is the
key to the gradient replacement and is obtained by applying new results of [9]. We note
that Theorem 5.1 of [14] gave only the convergence without rate and was shown based
on the so-called characterization of the closed forms originally due to Varadhan [28]; cf.
[19]. This is however not sufficient for our purpose, instead we use the results of [9], which
were shown by inspired by the recent progress in quantitative homogenization theory. The
result of this section is used in the proof of Theorem 3.5.

The choice of K = K(N) together with the second order term FN = Φn(N) of ψt
and mesoscopic scaling parameters n = n(N) and ℓ = ℓ(N), 1 ≪ n ≪ ℓ ≪ N , is given
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in Section 5. We use the results in [9] for the convergence rate of the diffusion matrix
approximated from the finite volume and shown uniformly in the density, and an L∞-
estimate on the local function Φn with support size n, which is close to the optimizer
of the variational formula (1.5) in F . The Schauder estimates for the solution of the
hydrodynamic equation (1.11) are essentially used only in this section.

Sections 6, 7 and 8 are complementary and are devoted to the proofs of the Schauder
estimates, the comparison theorem and the non-degeneracy of the diffusion matrix D(ρ),
respectively.

2 Proof of Theorem 1.1

To prove Theorem 1.1, we apply the relative entropy method as in [14] comparing the
distribution of ηN (t) with a properly taken local equilibrium state of second order approx-
imation. Its leading term is determined from the solution ρK(t, v) of the hydrodynamic
equation (1.11). The second order term is determined by F = F (η) which appears in the
variational formula (1.5), and plays a similar role to the corrector in the theory of homog-
enization. Note that, for gradient models, the second order approximation is unnecessary;
see [3], [10], [11].

Given a function λ = λ(t, v) ∈ C1,3([0, T ] × T
d) and a function F = F (η) ∈ Fd

0 , we
define a local equilibrium state ψt(η)dν

N of second order approximation by

ψt(η) ≡ ψλ(t,·),F (η)(2.1)

= Z−1
t exp

{ ∑

x∈Td
N

λ(t, x/N)ηx +
1

N

∑

x∈Td
N

(∂λ(t, x/N), τxF (η))

}
,

for η ∈ XN , where Zt is the normalization constant with respect to νN ≡ νN1/2 and

∂λ ≡ ∂vλ = {∂viλ}1≤i≤d. We also write λ̇ = ∂λ/∂t, ∂2λ ≡ ∂2vλ =
{
∂vi∂vjλ

}
1≤i,j≤d

and

∂3λ ≡ ∂3vλ =
{
∂vi∂vj∂vkλ

}
1≤i,j,k≤d

for λ = λ(t, v).

Denote by ft(η) = fNt (η) the density of the distribution of ηN (t) on XN with respect
to νN and consider the relative entropy per volume defined by

(2.2) hN (t) = N−dH(ft|ψt).

We will show that hN (t) ≤ CN−κ, t ∈ [0, T ] with some C = CT > 0 and κ > 0 by choosing
λ(t, ·) and F in ψt = ψNt (η) properly as in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.1. Determine λ(t, v) ≡ λK(t, v) := λ̄(ρ(t, v)) from the solution ρ(t, v) =
ρK(t, v) of the hydrodynamic equation (1.11) with K = K(N) and the initial value ρ0
satisfying (1.12); recall (1.15) for λ̄(ρ). Suppose a sequence K = K(N) → ∞ (N →
∞) is given and satisfies 1 ≤ K ≤ Kδ(N) = δ logN . Let δ = δT > 0 and functions
FN = FN (η) ∈ Fd

0 be chosen as in Section 5.2 below, namely, δT = c/T > 0 with
sufficiently small c > 0 and FN = Φn(N) with Φn satisfying (5.10) and n(N) = na1 where
a1 ∈ (0, 1/(2d + 5)) is chosen sufficiently small. Consider hN (t) defined by (2.2) with
ψt = ψλ(t,·),FN

, and assume that hN (0) ≤ C1N
−κ1 for some C1 > 0 and κ1 > 0.
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Then, there exist some C = CT > 0 and κ > 0 such that hN (t) ≤ CN−κ holds for
every t ∈ [0, T ].

The proof of Proposition 2.1 will be given in Section 3. We will calculate the time
derivative of hN (t), in which derivatives of λK(t, v) appear. For the solution ρ = ρK(t, v)
of the hydrodynamic equation (1.11) with smooth coefficients D and Kf , we have the
Schauder estimates in terms of K ≥ 1:

(2.3) ‖∂kρ‖∞, ‖∂tρ‖∞ ‖∂∂tρ‖∞ ≤ CKα0 , k = 1, 2, 3,

for some α0 > 0 and C = CT > 0, where ‖ · ‖∞ = ‖ · ‖L∞([0,T ]×Td); see Section 6. In

particular, for λ = λK(t, v) = λ̄(ρK(t, v)), recalling the definition (1.15) of λ̄ and noting
that ρK(t, v) is uniformly away from 0 and 1 by Lemma 7.1 (the comparison theorem)
below, we have

‖∂λ‖3,∞, ‖λ̇‖∞, ‖∂λ̇‖∞ ≤ CKα0(2.4)

by changing C = CT > 0, where we set

‖∂λ‖3,∞ := ‖∂λ‖∞ + ‖∂2λ‖∞ + ‖∂3λ‖∞.

The Schauder estimates (2.3), (2.4) are actually used only in Section 5 except for
(2.7) and Corollary 3.10 below. But, as these estimates suggest and also as eKt/δ∗ appears
in (3.64) after applying Gronwall’s inequality at the end of the proof in Section 3.7, at all
steps in the proof of Proposition 2.1, we need to obtain error estimates that are strong
enough to control diverging factors caused by K. This is useful to show the quantitative
version of the hydrodynamic limit as well.

Note that, as the hydrodynamic equation, a discrete PDE was used in [3], [10], [11]
to ensure an exact cancellation for the leading term in the entropy computation, but here
we use a continuous PDE (1.11), since our error estimates are strong enough to cover the
difference.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Theorem 1.1 is deduced from Proposition 2.1 in the same way as
in [3], [14], [30]. In fact, for every φ ∈ C∞(Td), ε > 0 and t ∈ [0, T ], consider a subset
A ≡ AN,φ,ε,t of XN defined by

(2.5) A =
{
η ∈ XN ; |〈ρN (t), φ〉 − 〈ρK(t), φ〉| > ε

}
.

Then, determining ψt = ψNt from λ = λK and F = FN as in Proposition 2.1, since the
assumption of Corollary 3.10 below is satisfied (in particular, the contribution of FN is
negligible), the large deviation estimate holds for ψt dν

N and thus we have

(2.6) N−d log Pψt(A) ≤ −C(ε),

for some C(ε) > 0 and every N ∈ N. We will sometimes identify ψt and ft with ψt dν
N

and ft dν
N , denoted by Pψt and P ft , and the expectations under them by Eψt and Eft ,

respectively.
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Note that the condition for the relative entropy at t = 0 in Theorem 1.1 implies that
for hN (0) in Proposition 2.1. Indeed, we have

|H(f0|ψ0)−H(f0|ψ̃0)| = |
∫
f log(ψ̃0/ψ0) dν

N |(2.7)

≤ C2N
d−1‖∂λ‖∞‖FN‖∞ ≤ C3N

d−κ2 ,

for some κ2 > 0, by the Schauder estimates (2.4) and (5.10) noting that FN = Φn(N) with
n(N) = Na1 , a1 < 1/(2d + 5). Thus, the assumption hN (0) ≤ C4N

−κ3 of Proposition
2.1 (where κ1, C1 are replaced by κ3, C4) holds taking κ3 = κ1 ∧ κ2 > 0, where κ1 is the
constant in Theorem 1.1.

Thus, by applying the entropy inequality and then by Proposition 2.1 and (2.6), we
get

P ft(A) ≤ log 2 +H(ft|ψt)
log{1 + 1/Pψt(A)} ≤ log 2 + CNd−κ

log{1 + eC(ε)Nd} ≤ C5N
−κ.

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

The goal is to show Proposition 2.1, that is, hN (t) ≤ CN−κ, t ∈ [0, T ] for some
C = CT > 0 and κ > 0.

3 Proof of Proposition 2.1

3.1 Time derivative of the relative entropy

Let us begin with the following lemma in which we calculate the time derivative of hN (t).
If we take K = 0 (i.e. no Glauber part), this lemma coincides with Lemma 3.1 of [14], but
the error estimate of order o(1) given there is not sufficient for our purpose and we need
to make it more precise.

For ℓ ∈ N and x ∈ T
d
N (or Zd), define

Λℓ,x := {y ∈ T
d
N (or Z

d); |y − x| ≤ ℓ}(3.1)

and ℓ∗ := 2ℓ+1. Note that, in case of TdN , by embedding it in Z
d, the ℓ1-norm |y−x| and

therefore Λℓ,x are well-defined at least if ℓ∗ < N . Note that |Λℓ,x| = ℓd∗.

For F = F (η) ≡ (Fi(η))
d
i=1 ∈ Fd

0 , we set

|||F |||k,∞ = r(F )d+k‖F‖∞, k = 0, 1, 2,(3.2)

where r(F )(≥ 1) denotes the radius (in ℓ1-sense, centered at 0) of the support of F = F (η),
that is,

r(F ) = min
{
r > 0; supp F ⊂ Λr,0

}
.

We use an abbreviation
∑

x,y for
∑

x,y∈Td
N :|x−y|=1.
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Lemma 3.1. Assume λ ∈ C1,3([0, T ] × T
d) and F ∈ Fd

0 for ψt in (2.1). Then, setting
ρ(t, v) := ρ̄(λ(t, v)), we have

∂thN (t) ≤ Eft [Ω1 +Ω2] +N−d
∑

x∈Td
N

λ̇(t, x/N)ρ(t, x/N) +QEnN (λ, F ),

where Ω1 = Ω1(η) and Ω2 = Ω2(η) are defined respectively by

Ω1 =− N1−d

2

∑

x,y

cx,yΩx,y,

Ω2 =−N−d
∑

x∈Td
N

λ̇(t, x/N)ηx +
N−d

4

∑

x,y

cx,yΩ
2
x,y

− N−d

4

∑

x,y

cx,y
∑

i,j

∂vi∂vjλ(t, x/N)(yi − xi)(yj − xj)(ηy − ηx)

+
N−d

2

∑

x,y

cx,y
∑

i,j

∂vi∂vjλ(t, x/N)πx,y(
∑

z∈Td
N

(zj − xj)τzFi)

+N−dK
∑

x∈Td
N

{ c+x (η)

ρ(t, x/N)
− c−x (η)

1− ρ(t, x/N)

}
{ηx − ρ(t, x/N)},

and

Ωx,y ≡ Ωx,y(η) =

(
∂λ(t, x/N), (y − x)(ηy − ηx)− πx,y

( ∑

z∈Td
N

τzF
))

.

The error term QEnN (λ, F ) has the estimate

|QEnN (λ, F )| ≤CN−1
(
1 + ‖∂λ‖3,∞

)3(
1 + |||F |||2,∞

)3
(3.3)

+ CN−1Ke‖λ‖∞‖∂λ‖∞|||F |||0,∞
+ CN−1‖∂λ̇‖∞‖F‖∞ + CN−1‖λ̇‖∞‖∂λ‖∞|||F |||0,∞,

as long as λ and F satisfy the bounds

N−1‖∂λ‖∞ ≤ 1, N−1r(F )d‖∂λ‖∞‖F‖∞ ≤ 1,(3.4)

(the constant 1 in the right-hand side may be replaced by any other constant).

Proof. We apply the estimate

(3.5) ∂thN (t) ≤ N−d

∫
ψ−1
t (L∗

Nψt − ∂tψt) · ft dνN

which holds for a large class of Markovian models, where L∗
N denotes the dual operator of

the generator LN with respect to the measure νN ; see [30] Lemma 1, [23] Lemma 3.1.
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The term in the integrand on the right-hand side of (3.5) derived from the Kawasaki
part was already computed in the proof of Lemma 3.1 of [14], but only with the error
estimate o(1). Let us record the computation (3.2) in [14] here to make the error term
clear. Noting that L∗

K = LK ,

N−dψ−1
t N2LKψt(3.6)

=
N2−d

2

∑

x,y

cx,y

[
exp

{
(λ(t, x/N) − λ(t, y/N))(ηy − ηx)

+
1

N
πx,y

∑

z∈Td
N

(∂λ(t, z/N), τzF )
}
− 1

]

=− N1−d

2

∑

x,y

cx,yΩx,y +
N−d

4

∑

x,y

cx,yΩ
2
x,y

− N−d

4

∑

x,y

cx,y
∑

i,j

∂vi∂vjλ(t, x/N)(yi − xi)(yj − xj)(ηy − ηx)

+
N−d

2

∑

x,y

cx,y
∑

i,j

∂vi∂vjλ(t, x/N)πx,y(
∑

z∈Td
N

(zj − xj)τzFi) +Q1,N ,

where the error term Q1,N ≡ Q1,N (λ, F ) can be estimated as

|Q1,N | ≤CN−1
(
1 + ‖∂λ‖3,∞

)3(
1 + |||F |||2,∞

)3
,(3.7)

if the condition (3.4) and accordingly |εN | ≤ C below are satisfied for some C > 0.

Indeed, to show (3.7), we expand the second to the third lines of (3.6) as

exp{εN} − 1 = εN + 1
2ε

2
N +O(ε3N ), |εN | ≤ C,

for εN ≡ εN,x,y given in the braces. Then, by Taylor’s formula, we have

λ(t, x/N) − λ(t, y/N) = − 1
N

(
∂λ(t, x/N), (y − x)

)

− 1
2N2 (y − x) · ∂2λ(t, x/N)(y − x) +O

(
N−3‖∂3λ‖∞

)
,

and therefore

εN = − 1
NΩxy +

1
N Ω̄xy − 1

2N2 (y − x) · ∂2λ(t, x/N)(y − x)(ηy − ηx) +O
(
N−3‖∂3λ‖∞

)
,

where

Ω̄x,y ≡ Ω̄x,y(η) = πx,y
∑

z∈Td
N

(
∂λ(t, z/N) − ∂λ(t, x/N), τzF

)

= N−1
(
∂2λ(t, x/N)πx,y

∑

z∈Td
N

(z − x), τzF
)
+O

(
N−2‖∂3λ‖∞

∣∣∣πxy
∑

z∈Td
N

(z − x)⊗2, τzF
∣∣∣
)
.
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Thus, Q1,N ≡ Q1,N (λ, F ) is given by

Q1,N =
N2−d

2

∑

x,y

cx,yO
(
N−3‖∂3λ‖∞(1 + |||F |||2,∞)

)

+
N2−d

4

∑

x,y

cx,y
(
ε2N −N−2Ω2

x,y

)
+O

(
N2−d

∑

x,y

cx,yε
3
N

)
.

The first term is O
(
N−1‖∂3λ‖∞(1 + |||F |||2,∞)

)
. By noting that |Ωxy| ≤ ‖∂λ‖∞(1 +

|||F |||0,∞), the second is bounded by

∣∣∣N
2−d

4

∑

x,y

cx,y
(
εN + 1

NΩx,y
)(
εN − 1

NΩx,y
)∣∣∣

≤ CN2
(

1
N2‖∂2λ‖∞|||F |||1,∞ + 1

N3‖∂3λ‖∞|||F |||2,∞ + 1
N2 ‖∂2λ‖∞ + 1

N3 ‖∂3λ‖∞
)

×
(

2
N ‖∂λ‖∞

(
1 + |||F |||0,∞

)
+ 1

N2 ‖∂2λ‖∞|||F |||1,∞

+ 1
N3 ‖∂3λ‖∞|||F |||2,∞ + 1

N2 ‖∂2λ‖∞ + 1
N3 ‖∂3λ‖∞

)

≤ CN−1
(
1 + ‖∂λ‖3,∞

)2(
1 + |||F |||2,∞

)2
.

Similarly, the third is bounded by

CN2

{
1
N3 sup

x,y
|Ωxy|3 +

(
1
N2‖∂2λ‖∞|||F |||1,∞ + 1

N3 ‖∂3λ‖∞|||F |||2,∞
)3

+
(

1
N2 ‖∂2λ‖∞

)3
+
(

1
N3 ‖∂3λ‖∞

)3
}

≤ CN−1
(
1 + ‖∂λ‖3,∞

)3(
1 + |||F |||2,∞

)3
.

Summarizing these estimates for three terms of Q1,N (λ, F ), we obtain (3.7) for Q1,N (λ, F ).

Next, we compute the contribution from the Glauber part. First we note that the
dual operator L∗

G of LG with respect to νN is given by

L∗
Gg(η) =

∑

x∈Td
N

{
cx(η

x)g(ηx)− cx(η)g(η)
}
.

Therefore, we have

N−dKψ−1
t L∗

Gψt

(3.8)

=N−dK
∑

x∈Td
N

[
cx(η

x) exp
{
πx

(∑

z

λ(t, z/N)ηz +
1

N

∑

z∈Td
N

(∂λ(t, z/N), τzF (η))
)}

− cx(η)

]
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=N−dK
∑

x∈Td
N

[
cx(η

x) exp
{
λ(t, x/N)(1 − 2ηx) +

1

N

∑

z∈Td
N

(∂λ(t, z/N), πxτzF (η))
}
− cx(η)

]

=N−dK
∑

x∈Td
N

[
cx(η

x) exp
{
λ(t, x/N)(1 − 2ηx)

}
− cx(η)

]
+Q2,N ,

However, the leading term can be rewritten as the fifth term of Ω2 noting (1.3) and (1.14).
Indeed, writing λ = λ(t, x/N), ρ = ρ(t, x/N) and c±x = c±x (η) for simplicity, the term inside
the brackets in the last sum is rewritten as

(
c+x e

−λ1{ηx=1} + c−x e
λ1{ηx=0}

)
−
(
c+x 1{ηx=0} + c−x 1{ηx=1}

)
.

Then, we may use e−λ = (1− ρ)/ρ, eλ = ρ/(1− ρ), 1{ηx=1} = (ηx − ρ) + ρ and 1{ηx=0} =
(1− ρ)− (ηx − ρ); see Lemma 2.3 of [10].

The error term Q2,N ≡ Q2,N (λ, F ) in (3.8) can be estimated as

|Q2,N | ≤CN−1Ke‖λ‖∞‖∂λ‖∞|||F |||0,∞,(3.9)

if the second bound in the condition (3.4) is satisfied. Indeed,

exp{εN} = 1 +O(εN ), |εN | ≤ C,

for εN ≡ εN,x = 1
N

∑
z∈Td

N
(∂λ(t, z/N), πxτzF (η)). Thus,

Q2,N = N−dK
∑

x∈Td
N

cx(η
x) exp

{
λ(t, x/N)(1 − 2ηx)

}

×O

(
1

N

∑

z∈Td
N

(
∂λ(t, z/N), πxτzF (η)

))

and therefore we obtain (3.9).

Finally, in (3.5),

N−dψ−1
t ∂tψt =−N−dZ−1

t ∂tZt(3.10)

+N−d∂t




∑

x∈Td
N

λ(t, x/N)ηx +
1

N

∑

x∈Td
N

(∂λ(t, x/N), τxF )



 .

From (3.6), (3.8) and (3.10), it follows that

(3.11) N−dψ−1
t (L∗

Nψt − ∂tψt) = Ω1(η) + Ω2(η) + a(t) +
3∑

i=1

Qi,N ,

where
Q3,N ≡ Q3,N (λ, F ) = −N−d−1

∑

x∈Td
N

(∂λ̇(t, x/N), τxF ),
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and

(3.12) a(t) := N−dZ−1
t ∂tZt = Eψt


N−d

∑

x∈Td
N

λ̇(t, x/N)ηx


+O

(
N−1‖∂λ̇‖∞‖F‖∞

)
.

The last equality for a(t) is seen from (3.10) by noting that

Eψt

[
N−dψ−1

t ∂tψt

]
= 0

and

(3.13) |Q3,N | ≤ N−1‖∂λ̇‖∞‖F‖∞.

Thus,

a(t) = N−d
∑

x∈Td
N

λ̇(t, x/N)ρ(t, x/N) +Q4,N +O
(
N−1‖∂λ̇‖∞‖F‖∞

)
,

where the error Q4,N ≡ Q4,N (λ, F ) is given by

Q4,N = N−d
∑

x∈Td
N

λ̇(t, x/N)
(
Eψt [ηx]− ρ(t, x/N)

)
.

We only need to estimate |Eψt [ηx]− ρ(t, x/N)|.
To give an estimate for Q4,N ≡ Q4,N (λ, F ), we note the r-Markov property of ψt (or

Pψt). In the next lemma, we denote ψt by ψ for simplicity by omitting t and 1
N in front

of the sum involving F . For Λ ⊂ T
d
N and r ∈ N, set ∂rΛ = {y ∈ T

d
N \ Λ; dist(y,Λ) ≤ r},

Λ̄ = Λ ∪ ∂rΛ, where dist(y,Λ) = min{|x − y|;x ∈ Λ} is defined in the ℓ1-sense. We
consider Λ with a sufficiently small radius so that dist(y,Λ) is well defined; actually we
take Λ = {x} in (3.18) later. For η ∈ {0, 1}Λ and ω ∈ {0, 1}∂rΛ, η · ω ∈ {0, 1}Λ̄ is defined
by (η · ω)x = ηx for x ∈ Λ and = ωx for x ∈ ∂rΛ. Define

HΛ̄(η · ω) :=
∑

y∈Λ̄

λ(y/N)(η · ω)y +
∑

y∈Td
N : supp τyF⊂Λ̄

(∂λ(y/N), τyF (η · ω)),

PωΛ (η) := Z−1
ω eHΛ̄(η·ω), Zω :=

∑

η∈{0,1}Λ

eHΛ̄(η·ω).

Lemma 3.2. Let F ∈ Fd
0 and r = r(F ). Then, ψ has an r-Markov property, that is, for

Λ ⊂ T
d
N and η ∈ {0, 1}Λ,

(3.14) Pψ([η]|FΛc)(ω) = P ω̄Λ (η), Pψ-a.s. ω

holds, where [η] = {ζ ∈ {0, 1}Td
N ; ζ|Λ = η} and ω̄ = ω|∂rΛ. Recall Pψ = ψ dνN .

Proof. The lemma is well-known and the proof is elementary, but we give it for com-
pleteness. Since the right-hand side of (3.14) is FΛc-measurable in ω, it is enough to
show

(3.15) Eψ[f(η)g(ω)] = Eψ
[
g(ω)EP

ω̄
Λ [f ]

]
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for every FΛ-measurable function f and FΛc-measurable function g. The left-hand side of
(3.15) is given by

(3.16) Z−1
∑

η∈{0,1}Λ,ω∈{0,1}Λc

f(η)g(ω)eHN (η·ω),

while the right-hand side is rewritten as

(3.17) Z−1
∑

η∈{0,1}Λ ,ω∈{0,1}Λc

g(ω)eHN (η·ω)Z−1
ω̄

∑

ζ∈{0,1}Λ

f(ζ)eHΛ̄(ζ·ω̄),

where Z is a normalization constant (including the factor νN (η · ω) ≡ 2−N ), and

HN (η · ω) :=
∑

y∈Td
N

λ(y/N)(η · ω)y +
∑

y∈Td
N

(∂λ(y/N), τyF (η · ω))

=HΛ̄(η · ω̄) + H̃Λ̄c(η · ω),

with HΛ̄(η · ω̄) defined above and

H̃Λ̄c(η · ω) =
∑

y∈Λ̄c

λ(y/N)(η · ω)y +
∑

y∈Td
N : supp τyF∩Λ̄c 6=∅

(∂λ(y/N), τyF (η · ω)).

However, (η · ω)y = ωy for y ∈ Λ̄c in the first sum and τyF (η · ω) = τyF (ω) for y ∈ T
d
N

such that suppτyF ∩ Λ̄c 6= ∅ in the second sum, since the radius of the support of F is r

so that supp τyF ∩ Λ = ∅. Thus, H̃Λ̄c(η · ω) ≡ H̃Λ̄c(ω) is a function of ω only. Therefore,
in (3.17), ∑

η∈{0,1}Λ

eHN (η·ω) = Zω̄ · eH̃Λ̄c (ω).

Accordingly, the right-hand side is equal to

Z−1
∑

ω∈{0,1}Λc

g(ω)
∑

ζ∈{0,1}Λ

f(ζ)eHΛ̄(ζ·ω̄)eH̃Λ̄c (ω),

which coincides with (3.16), that is the left-hand side of (3.15). This completes the proof
of the lemma.

We now return to the estimate for Q4,N ≡ Q4,N (λ, F ). Taking Λ = {x}, r = r(F )
and Λ̄ = Λr(F ),x in Lemma 3.2, we see

(3.18) Eψt [ηx] = Eψt
[
E
Pω,F
{x} [ηx]

]

and

E
Pω,F
{x} [ηx] := Z̃−1

ω,F

∑

ηx∈{0,1}

ηxe
λ(t,x/N)ηx+

1
N

∑
y∈T

d
N

: supp τyF⊂Λ̄
(∂λ(t,y/N),τyF (ηx·ω))

(3.19)

=: Z̃−1
ω,FAω,F ,
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for ω ∈ {0, 1}Λ̄\{x}, where

(3.20) Z̃ω,F :=
∑

ηx∈{0,1}

e
λ(t,x/N)ηx+

1
N

∑
y∈Td

N
: supp τyF⊂Λ̄

(∂λ(t,y/N),τyF (ηx·ω))
.

Note that
∑

y∈Λ̄\{x} λ(y/N)ωy in HΛ̄(η · ω) cancels with that in Zω and gives the formula

(3.19) with Z̃ω,F determined by (3.20).

Noting that E
Pω,0
{x} [ηx] = ρ(t, x/N) taking F ≡ 0, we have

E
Pω,F
{x} [ηx]− ρ(t, x/N) = Z̃−1

ω,FAω,F − Z̃−1
ω,0Aω,0.

A simple estimate shows

Z̃0e
− c

N
r(F )d‖∂λ(t,·)‖∞‖F‖∞ ≤ Z̃ω,F ≤ Z̃0e

c
N
r(F )d‖∂λ(t,·)‖∞‖F‖∞ ,

A0e
− c

N
r(F )d‖∂λ(t,·)‖∞‖F‖∞ ≤ Aω,F ≤ A0e

c
N
r(F )d‖∂λ(t,·)‖∞‖F‖∞ ,

for A0 = Aω,0, Z̃0 = Z̃ω,0 and some c > 0. Therefore, taking the expectation in ω under
Pψt , we obtain by (3.18)

|Eψt [ηx]− ρ(t, x/N)| =
∣∣∣∣E

ψt

[ A0

Z̃ω,F

(Aω,F
A0

− Z̃ω,F

Z̃0

)]∣∣∣

≤ C1

∣∣∣e
c
N
r(F )d‖∂λ(t,·)‖∞‖F‖∞ − 1

∣∣∣∣

≤ C2N
−1r(F )d‖∂λ‖∞‖F‖∞,

if F satisfies the condition (3.4): N−1r(F )d‖∂λ‖∞‖F‖∞ ≤ 1; note that 0 ≤ A0/Z̃ω,F =

A0/Z̃0 ·Z̃0/Z̃ω,F ≤ ec under this condition. This leads to the bound on Q4,N ≡ Q4,N (λ, F ):

|Q4,N | ≤ CN−1‖λ̇‖∞‖∂λ‖∞|||F |||0,∞.(3.21)

By (3.7), (3.9), (3.13) and (3.21), we obtain (3.3), and this concludes the proof of Lemma
3.1.

3.2 Refined one-block estimate

We now show the one-block estimate, that is, the error estimate for the replacement of
the microscopic function Ω2 of order O(1) (first four terms) and O(K) (last term) by its
ensemble average with mean ρ = η̄ℓx (see (3.22) below) under the integral with respect to
P ft and also in t ∈ [0, T ]. As we pointed in Section 2, we need to prepare an error estimate
strong enough for later use. The classical one-block estimate can be shown even with the
diverging Glauber part as discussed in Remark 3.1 below, but it is not sufficient for our
purpose.

Indeed, we will show a refined one-block estimate in Theorem 3.3 below in a similar
manner to Theorem 1.4 of [10], but, differently from it, we don’t need the relative entropy
on the right-hand side of the estimate (3.25).
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For h ∈ F0, set
fx(η) ≡ f ℓx(η) = τxh(η) − 〈h〉(η̄ℓx),

where we denote 〈 · 〉(ρ) for 〈 · 〉ρ, ρ ∈ [0, 1]. Define a local sample average of η over Λℓ,x

η̄ℓx ≡ η̄Λℓ,x
:= ℓ−d∗

∑

y∈Λℓ,x

ηy,(3.22)

recall (3.1) for Λℓ,x and ℓ∗ (< N).

Theorem 3.3. Let at,x, t ∈ [0, T ] and x ∈ T
d
N , be deterministic coefficients which satisfy

(3.23) |at,x| ≤M for all t ∈ [0, T ] and x ∈ T
d
N .

We assume

(3.24) K3/2ℓ
(d+2)/2
∗ ≤ δN

for some δ > 0 small enough (see Lemma 3.4 below for the choice of δ) and for all N large
enough. Then, there exists C > 0 such that for all N large enough,

E

[∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0
N−d

∑

x∈Td
N

at,xfx(η
N (t))dt

∣∣∣∣
]

(3.25)

≤ C(M‖h‖∞ + 1)
(
N−1K1/2ℓ(d+2)/2 + ℓ−dr(h)d

)
.

Recall that r(h) denotes the radius of the support of h.

We will apply this theorem for Ω2 in the proof of Lemma 3.8 later.

Proof. We follow the argument in Section 3 of [10], where the same Glauber-Kawasaki
dynamics ηN (t) was considered. Note that although the gradient condition was assumed
in [10], it was not used in Section 3. We first decompose as

E

[∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0
N−d

∑

x∈Td
N

at,xfxdt

∣∣∣∣
]
≤E
[∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0
N−d

∑

x∈Td
N

at,xmxdt

∣∣∣∣
]

(3.26)

+ E

[∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0
N−d

∑

x∈Td
N

at,xE
ν1/2 [fx | η̄ℓx]dt

∣∣∣∣
]
,

see (3.1) of [10], where ν1/2 is the Bernoulli measure with ρ = 1/2 on X and

mx := fx − Eν1/2 [fx | η̄ℓx].

Then, for the first term in (3.26), Lemma 3.1 of [10] holds; we take Θ = 0, θ = 1, ε(N) ↓ 0
(so that ε1−Θ = 0, ε2Θ = 1) and get the next Lemma 3.4. Note that the proof is the same,
except that at the last point we estimate

sup
t,x,η

|at,xmx|2 ≤ (2M)2‖h‖2∞.
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Lemma 3.4. Let γ = γ(N) > 0. If γKℓd+2
∗ ≤ δN2 for some δ > 0 small enough, then

for all N large enough

E

[∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0
N−d

∑

x∈Td
N

at,xmxdt

∣∣∣∣
]
≤ C

(K
γ

+
γℓd+2

∗

N2
M2‖h‖2∞

)
,

for some C > 0. In particular, choosing γ = NK1/2ℓ
−(d+2)/2
∗ /(M‖h‖∞+1), the right-hand

side is bounded by

2CN−1K1/2ℓ
(d+2)/2
∗ (M‖h‖∞ + 1).

For this choice of γ, the above condition for γ is satisfied if (3.24) stated above holds.

Note that the condition ‘γKℓd+2
∗ ≤ δN2 for some δ > 0 small enough’ was used for

the denominator in (3.10) of [10] (with θ = 1, ε−Θ = 1), derived by Rayleigh estimate, to
stay uniformly positive, say ≥ 1/2. This determines how small δ > 0 needs to be.

Next, by Theorem 4.1 of [2] which provides the equivalence of ensembles for general
Gibbs measures with precise convergence speed (cf. Lemma 3.2 of [10]), we have the
following estimate. There exists C > 0 such that for all N sufficiently large

(3.27) sup
ρ∈[0,1]

max
x∈Td

N

sup
η∈XN

∣∣∣Eνρ [τxh | η̄ℓx]− 〈h〉(η̄ℓx)
∣∣∣ ≤ C

ℓd
|∆| ‖h‖∞,

where the local function h has a support in ∆ such that |∆| ≤ ℓd(1−δ). Note that one may
take h for fx in Lemma 3.2 of [10]. Combining the two estimates given in Lemma 3.4 and
(3.27), the proof of Theorem 3.3 is concluded.

Remark 3.1. In the estimate (4.10) of [8], taking νt ≡ νN (= νN1/2), the second term

on the right-hand side vanishes and also, in the first term −D(
√
ft; ν

N ), one can drop
the contribution of the Glauber part (note that this term is not really the Dirichlet form
associated with the Glauber generator in the sense that νN is not in general a reversible
measure of the Glauber part), since it is non-positive in view of (4.9) of [8]. Since a
classical one-block estimate (and also two-blocks estimate) was shown relying only on the
estimate obtained in this way, we have the same result as Theorem 2.7 of [8] or Theorem
3.1 of [14] even with a diverging Glauber part in our generator LN . In other words, one
can show that the expectation in (3.25) with at,x ≡ 1 tends to 0 as N → ∞ and then
ℓ→ ∞. But, this is not enough for our purpose.

3.3 Boltzmann-Gibbs principle for gradient replacement

For the microscopic function Ω1 which is given in Lemma 3.1 and looks O(N), we need the
following Boltzmann-Gibbs principle for the gradient replacement. This is a refinement of
Theorem 3.2 of [14] adding the Glauber part and giving the necessary error estimates.

Theorem 3.5. There exists C > 0 such that

∫ T

0
Eft

[
Ω1 +N1−d

∑

x∈Td
N

(
D(η̄ℓx)∂λ(t, x/N), ℓ−d∗ τxAℓ

)
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− βN−d

2

∑

x∈Td
N

(
∂λ(t, x/N), R(η̄ℓx;F )∂λ(t, x/N)

) ]
dt

≤ C

β
K + β2Q

(1)
N,ℓ(λ, F ) + βQ

(2)
ℓ (λ, F )

for every β > 0, where

(3.28) Aℓ = {Aℓ,i(η)}di=1 :=
∑

b={x,y}∈(Λ(ℓ))∗

(ηy − ηx)(y − x),

denoting the box Λℓ,0 with the center at 0 by Λ(ℓ), and

(3.29) R(ρ;F ) = ĉ(ρ;F ) − ĉ(ρ).

The error Q
(1)
N,ℓ ≡ Q

(1)
N,ℓ(λ, F ) is estimated as

(3.30) |Q(1)
N,ℓ| ≤ CN−1ℓ(2d+4)‖∂λ‖3∞(1 + |||F |||30,∞).

The other error Q
(2)
ℓ ≡ Q

(2)
ℓ (λ, F ) appears in the computation of the central limit theorem

variance (see Section 4) and has a bound

(3.31) |Q(2)
ℓ | ≤ ‖∂λ‖2∞Qℓ(F )

with Qℓ(F ) bounded in Corollary 4.3 below.

Before giving a proof of Theorem 3.5, we prepare a key lemma by which one can
reduce a non-equilibrium problem into a static problem under the canonical equilibrium
measure, sometimes called the Kipnis-Varadhan estimate or the Itô-Tanaka trick. We
introduce some notation. For Λ ⋐ Z

d (i.e., finite subset) and m ∈ [0, |Λ|] ∩ Z,

XΛ = {0, 1}Λ, XΛ,m = {η ∈ XΛ;
∑

x∈Λ

ηx = m},

νΛ,m = uniform probability measure on XΛ,m,

and 〈 · 〉Λ,m denotes the expectation with respect to νΛ,m. Then, we have a result similar to
Lemmas 3.3 (the case M(ρ) = 0) and 6.1 of [14], but the last term C

β in their estimates is

replaced by C
βK due to the contribution from the Glauber part. We also show an estimate

for the error term instead of taking the limit in N as in [14].

Given a positive integer ℓ, we write Gζ = Gζ(ξ) for a function G = G(η) when we
consider G as a function of ξ = η|Λ(ℓ) regarding ζ = η|Λ(ℓ)c as a parameter. The following
lemma will be used for the proof of Theorem 3.5 taking n = d and for the proof of Lemma
3.7 below taking n = 1.

Lemma 3.6. Let n ∈ N, J(t, v) = {Ji(t, v)}ni=1 ∈ C∞([0, T ]×T
d,Rn), G(η) = {Gi(η)}ni=1 ∈

Fn
0 and M(ρ) = {Mij(ρ)}1≤i,j≤n ∈ C([0, 1],Rn ⊗ R

n). Let 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N/2 (in fact,
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max|y|=1 r(c0,y) < N − ℓ is enough). Suppose that 〈Gζ〉Λ(ℓ),m = 0 for every ζ and

m : 0 ≤ m ≤ ℓd∗. Then, there exists C > 0 such that for every β > 0

∫ T

0
Eft
[
N1−d

∑

x∈Td
N

J(t, x/N) · τxG(η)− βN−d
∑

x∈Td
N

J(t, x/N) ·M(η̄ℓx)J(t, x/N)

]
dt

≤ βT sup
|θ|≤‖J‖∞

sup
m,ζ∈XΛ(ℓ)c

[
d ℓd∗
〈
θ ·Gζ (−LΛ(ℓ),ζ)

−1θ ·Gζ
〉
Λ(ℓ),m

− θ ·M(m/ℓd∗)θ
]

+
C

β
K + β2Q

(1)
N,ℓ(J,G),

where LΛ(ℓ),ζ is the operator defined by

LΛ(ℓ),ζf(ξ) =
∑

b∈(Λ(ℓ))∗

cb(ξ · ζ)πbf(ξ),(3.32)

for ξ ∈ XΛ(ℓ), ζ ∈ XΛ(ℓ)c, f is a function on XΛ(ℓ) and ξ ·ζ denotes the configuration η ∈ X
such that η|Λ(ℓ) = ξ and η|Λ(ℓ)c = ζ. The error term Q

(1)
N,ℓ ≡ Q

(1)
N,ℓ(J,G) has a bound

|Q(1)
N,ℓ| ≤ CN−1ℓ(2d+4)‖G‖3∞‖J‖3∞.(3.33)

Proof. The proof is given by combining that of Lemma 6.1 of [14] and the calculation
developed in that of Lemma 3.1 of [10] for Glauber-Kawasaki dynamics (see also Lemma
7.6 of [3] for Glauber-Zero range process).

Setting

WN,t(η) = N
∑

x∈Td
N

J(t, x/N) · τxG− β
∑

x∈Td
N

J(t, x/N) ·M(η̄ℓx)J(t, x/N),

by the entropy inequality (see (6.2) of [14]) noting that H(Pf0 |PνN ) ≤ CNd (Pf0 denotes
the distribution on the path space D([0, T ],XN ) of ηN (·) with the initial distribution
f0 dν

N ) at the process level, we have

∫ T

0
Eft [N−dWN,t(η)]dt ≤

1

β
N−d logEνN

[
e
∫ T
0
βWN,tdt

]
+
C

β
,

for every β > 0; recall νN = νN1/2. Then, similar to (3.6) (with ε = 0, ε1−Θ = 0) of [10]
shown for Glauber-Kawasaki dynamics, the right-hand side is bounded by

1

β
N−d

∫ T

0
ΩN,β(t)dt+

C

β
,

where
ΩN,β(t) = sup

ψ:
∫
ψ2dνN=1

{
Eν

N
[βWN,tψ

2]− Eν
N
[ψ(−LNψ)]

}
.

Note that
Eν

N
[ψ(−LNψ)] = N2Eν

N
[ψ(−LKψ)] +KEν

N
[ψ(−LGψ)].
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For the Glauber part, it was shown in the proof of Lemma 3.1 of [10] that

Eν
N
[ψ(−LGψ)] ≥ −CNd.

This bound gives C
βK in the final form of the estimate.

The contribution of the Kawasaki part is computed in [14] and the same bound holds
in the present setting until the very end of the proof of Lemma 6.1 of [14]. In fact, (6.3)
of [14] is the same as our ΩN,β(t) without the contribution of the Glauber part. The only
difference is that in (6.7) of [14], the limsup was taken as N → ∞, but we have to derive
the error estimate. The error is given by the second term in the estimate given in Theorem
6.1 of [14] (the Rayleigh-Schrödinger bound):

QN,ℓ,β(V ) :=
N2T

β|(Λ(ℓ))∗| × 4‖V ‖3∞

(
sup

f :〈f〉Λ(ℓ),m=0

〈f2〉Λ(ℓ),m
〈−fLΛ(ℓ),ζf〉Λ(ℓ),m

)2

,

where V = N−1β|(Λ(ℓ))∗| θ · G; note that the front factor N2T
β|(Λ(ℓ))∗| appears as in ℓ. 4, p.

28 of [14] and because of the time integral. Since we have a spectral gap estimate for the
Kawasaki generator:

〈−fLΛ(ℓ),ζf〉Λ(ℓ),m ≥ C0ℓ
−2〈f2〉Λ(ℓ),m,(3.34)

with a constant C0 > 0 independent of ζ,m, ℓ (see [22] or Appendix A of [14]), we have a
bound for the error term:

|QN,ℓ,β(V )| ≤ 4TN−1β2|Λ(ℓ)∗|2‖θ ·G‖3∞
(
C−1
0 ℓ2

)2

≤ CN−1β2ℓ(2d+4)‖G‖3∞‖J‖3∞,

for θ : |θ| ≤ ‖J‖∞. This completes the proof of the lemma.

When K = 0 (i.e. no Glauber part), the proof of Theorem 3.5 without error estimates
was given in Sections 4-6 of [14]. Since only the Kawasaki part appears in the first term of
the estimate in Lemma 3.6 above, the arguments in Sections 4 and 5 of [14] are applicable
in our setting; see Section 4 below for more details and refined estimates.

To rewrite the function in the expectation in Theorem 3.5, we introduce the following
three R

d-valued functions Aℓ, Bℓ, and Hℓ of η; in fact, Aℓ is the same as in (3.28). We
denote Ψi = ηei − η0 and Wx,y(η) = cx,y(η)(ηy − ηx) for the microscopic current, where
ei ∈ Z

d stands for the unit vector in the i-th direction.

Aℓ(η) ≡ Aℓ(ξ) =
1

2

∑

x,y∈Λ(ℓ):|x−y|=1

(ξy − ξx)(y − x)(3.35)

=

d∑

i=1

∑

x:τxe∗i∈(Λ(ℓ))
∗

τxΨi(ξ) ei,

Bℓ(η) ≡ Bℓ,ζ(ξ) =
1

2

∑

x,y∈Λ(ℓ):|x−y|=1

Wx,y(η)(y − x)(3.36)
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= −LΛ(ℓ),ζ(
∑

x∈Λ(ℓ)

xξx),

and

Hℓ(η) ≡ Hℓ,ζ,F (ξ) =
∑

x∈Λ(ℓ−n)

τx(L
NF )(ξ · ζ)(3.37)

= LΛ(ℓ),ζ

( ∑

x∈Λ(ℓ−n)

τxF

)
(ξ),

for a given function F = (Fi)
d
i=1 ∈ Fd

0 which is FΛ(n−1)-measurable with n = r(F ) + 1.

Proof of Theorem 3.5. We apply Lemma 3.6 with n = d, J(t, v) = ∂λ(t, v) and

G(η) = ℓ−d∗ {D(η̄ℓ)Aℓ −Bℓ +Hℓ} ,

M(ρ) =
1

2
{ĉ(ρ;F )− ĉ(ρ)}

(
=

1

2
R(ρ;F )

)
.

(3.38)

Then, we have ‖G‖∞ ≤ C(1 + |||F |||0,∞). Indeed, the function D = D(ρ) is bounded from

(1.9), ‖Aℓ‖∞ ≤ Cℓd∗, ‖Bℓ‖∞ ≤ Cℓd∗ since Wx,y is bounded, and from

Hℓ =
∑

{x,y}∈Λ(ℓ)∗

cxy(ξ · ζ)πxy
( ∑

z∈Λ(ℓ−n)

τzF
)
,

with n = r(F ) + 1, we have

‖Hℓ‖∞ ≤ Cℓd∗r(F )
d‖F‖∞ = Cℓd∗|||F |||0,∞.

Thus, by (3.33), the error Q
(1)
N,ℓ(λ, F ) := Q

(1)
N,ℓ(J,G) with J and G determined as above

has the estimate (3.30).

Then the proof is concluded by observing that

Q
(2)
ℓ (‖J‖∞, F ) := sup

|θ|≤‖J‖∞

sup
m,ζ∈XΛ(ℓ)c

{
ℓd∗〈θ ·Gζ , (−LΛ(ℓ),ζ)

−1θ ·Gζ〉Λ(ℓ),m − θ ·M(m/ℓd∗)θ
}

is bounded by ‖J‖2∞|Qℓ(F )| with Qℓ(F ) given in Corollary 4.3. Taking J = ∂λ and

denoting Q
(2)
ℓ (λ, F ) := Q

(2)
ℓ (‖∂λ‖∞, F ), we obtain (3.31).

Next, we show the following lemma, in which we evaluate the error to rewrite the
term appearing in Theorem 3.5 from Ω1 into another term of order O(1).

Lemma 3.7. Set

Q
(3)
N,ℓ(λ) =

∫ T

0
Eft
[
N1−d

∑

x∈Td
N

(
D(η̄ℓx)∂λ(t, x/N), ℓ−d∗ τxAℓ(η)

)

+N−d
∑

x∈Td
N

d∑

i,j=1

∂vi∂vjλ(t, x/N)Pij(η̄
ℓ
x)

]
dt,
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where P (ρ) ≡ {Pij(ρ)}1≤i,j≤d :=
∫ ρ
0 D(ρ′)dρ′, ρ ∈ [0, 1]. Then, we have the following upper

bound for Q
(3)
N,ℓ ≡ Q

(3)
N,ℓ(λ):

Q
(3)
N,ℓ ≤ C(ℓ−1‖∂2λ‖∞ +N−1‖∂3λ‖∞) + Cβℓ−1‖∂λ‖2∞ +

C

β
K + Cβ2N−1ℓ2d−2‖∂λ‖3∞

for every β > 0.

Proof. We essentially follow the proof of Lemma 3.4 of [14], but make it more precise.
Denote the first and second terms in the expectation Eft [· · · ] by IN1 = IN1 (t, η) and
IN2 = IN2 (t, η), respectively. Then, similar to the proof of Lemma 3.4 of [14] (but, with
the − sign), we have the decomposition of IN1 :

(3.39) IN1 = JN+ − JN− ,

where

JN± = N1−dℓ−d∗

∑

x∈Td
N

d∑

i,j=1

Dij(η̄
ℓ
x)∂vjλ(t, x/N)τx±ℓeiÃℓ,i(η),

and
Ãℓ,i =

∑

x∈Zd:xi=0,|xj|≤ℓ for j 6=i

ηx.

However, JN− can be rewritten as

JN− = N1−dℓ−d∗

∑

x∈Td
N

d∑

i,j=1

Dij(η̄
ℓ
x−ei)∂vjλ(t, (x− ei)/N)τx−(ℓ+1)eiÃℓ,i

= N1−dℓ−d∗

∑

x∈Td
N

d∑

i,j=1

Dij(η̄
ℓ
x−ei)∂vjλ(t, x/N)τx−(ℓ+1)eiÃℓ,i +Q1,ℓ,

with an error Q1,ℓ ≡ Q1,ℓ(λ) bounded as

|Q1,ℓ| ≤ C1ℓ
−1‖∂2λ‖∞,

by noting ∂vjλ(t, (x−ei)/N) = ∂vjλ(t, x/N)+O(‖∂2λ‖∞/N) and τx−(ℓ+1)eiÃℓ,i = O(ℓd−1).
Therefore, by (3.39), we obtain

IN1 =N1−dℓ−d∗

∑

x∈Td
N

d∑

i,j=1

{
Dij(η̄

ℓ
x)τx+ℓeiÃℓ,i

−Dij(η̄
ℓ
x−ei)τx−(ℓ+1)eiÃℓ,i

}
∂vjλ(t, x/N)−Q1,ℓ.

On the other hand, since ∂vi∂vjλ(t, x/N) = N{∂vjλ(t, (x+ ei)/N)− ∂vjλ(t, x/N)} +
O(‖∂3λ‖∞/N),

IN2 = −N1−d
∑

x∈Td
N

d∑

i,j=1

{
Pij(η̄

ℓ
x)− Pij(η̄

ℓ
x−ei)

}
∂vjλ(t, x/N) +Q2,N ,

27



with an error Q2,N ≡ Q2,N (λ) bounded as

|Q2,N | ≤ C2N
−1‖∂3λ‖∞.

Note that Pij(ρ) is bounded.

From these two equalities for IN1 and IN2 , Q
(3)
N,ℓ(λ) in the statement of the lemma is

rewritten as

(3.40)

∫ T

0
Eft


N1−d

∑

x∈Td
N

d∑

i,j=1

∂vjλ(t, x/N)Qij;ℓ(x, η) −Q1,ℓ +Q2,N


 dt,

where

Qij;ℓ(x, η) =− Pij(η̄
ℓ
x) + Pij(η̄

ℓ
x−ei)

+ ℓ−d∗

{
Dij(η̄

ℓ
x)τx+ℓeiÃℓ,i −Dij(η̄

ℓ
x−ei)τx−(ℓ+1)eiÃℓ,i

}
.

Now, we apply Lemma 3.6 to estimate (3.40) (except Q1,ℓ and Q2,N ) for each fixed i
and j from the above; namely, take n = 1, J(t, v) = ∂vjλ(t, v), G(η) ≡ Gij(η) = Qij;ℓ(0, η),
M(ρ) = 0 and apply Lemma 3.6 with ℓ + 1 instead of ℓ by noting that 〈G〉Λ(ℓ+1),m = 0

for any 0 ≤ m ≤ (ℓ + 1)d∗ ≡ |Λ(ℓ + 1)|. Then, noting ‖J‖∞ ≤ ‖∂λ‖∞, we see that (3.40)
(except for Q1,ℓ and Q2,N ) is bounded by the sum in i, j (note G = Gij) of

βT‖∂λ‖2∞d(ℓ+ 1)d∗ sup
m,ζ∈XΛ(ℓ+1)c

〈G, (−LΛ(ℓ+1),ζ)
−1G〉Λ(ℓ+1),m(3.41)

+
C

β
K + β2Q

(1)
N,ℓ+1(∂λ,G).

Therefore, recalling the spectral gap of LΛ(ℓ),ζ given in (3.34), that is, (−LΛ(ℓ+1),ζ)
−1 ≤

C−1
0 (ℓ+ 1)2, the first term of (3.41) is bounded by

(3.42) Cβ‖∂λ‖2∞ℓd+2〈G2〉Λ(ℓ+1),m.

However, by applying Taylor’s formula to Pij , we have

Pij(η̄
ℓ
0)− Pij(η̄

ℓ
−ei) = Dij(η̄

ℓ
0)ϕi,ℓ(η) +

1

2
D′
ij(ρ

∗)ϕi,ℓ(η)
2

with some ρ∗ ∈ [0, 1], where

ϕi,ℓ(η) = η̄ℓ0 − η̄ℓ−ei(3.43)

= ℓ−d∗

{
τℓeiÃℓ,i − τ−(ℓ+1)eiÃℓ,i

}
.

Therefore, after cancelling common terms ℓ−d∗ Dij(η̄
ℓ
0)τℓeiÃℓ,i, we have

G(η) = ℓ−d∗

{
Dij(η̄

ℓ
0)−Dij(η̄

ℓ
−ei)

}
τ−(ℓ+1)eiÃℓ,i −

1

2
D′
ij(ρ

∗)ϕi,ℓ(η)
2(3.44)

= ℓ−d∗ D′
ij(ρ

∗∗)ϕi,ℓ(η)τ−(ℓ+1)eiÃℓ,i −
1

2
D′
ij(ρ

∗)ϕi,ℓ(η)
2
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= ℓ−d∗ D′
ij(ρ

∗∗)ϕi,ℓ(η)
(
τ−(ℓ+1)eiÃℓ,i − Āℓ,m

)

+ ℓ−d∗ D′
ij(ρ

∗∗)ϕi,ℓ(η)Āℓ,m − 1

2
D′
ij(ρ

∗)ϕi,ℓ(η)
2,

with some ρ∗∗ ∈ [0, 1], where Āℓ,m := 〈Ãℓ,i〉Λ(ℓ+1),m ∈ [0, ℓd−1
∗ ]. We have used Taylor’s

formula again. Since D′
ij(ρ) is bounded due to (1.8) and

(3.45) 〈{τ−(ℓ+1)eiÃℓ,i − Āℓ,m}4〉Λ(ℓ+1),m ≤ C3ℓ
2(d−1),

(3.46) 〈ϕi,ℓ(η)4〉Λ(ℓ+1),m ≤ C3ℓ
−2(d+1),

we obtain that (3.42) is bonded by

Cβ‖∂λ‖2∞ℓd+2{ℓ−2d
√
ℓ−2(d+1)ℓ2(d−1) + ℓ−d−3 + ℓ−2(d+1)} ≤ 3Cβ‖∂λ‖2∞ℓ−1.

Here, (3.45) (i.e. in CLT scaling) follows by using Lemma A.2 in Appendix of [14] taking
n = (ℓ + 1)d∗ (indeed, the sum of the terms of the form 〈(η1 −m/n)2(η2 −m/n)2〉(≤ 1)
gives the leading order), (3.46) follows from (3.43) and (3.45), and the expectation under
νΛ(ℓ+1),m of the square of the middle term on the right-hand side of (3.44) is O(ℓ−d−3)
from (3.46).

For Q
(1)
N,ℓ+1 ≡ Q

(1)
N,ℓ+1(∂λ,G) in (3.41), since ‖G‖∞ ≤ C4ℓ

−2 from (3.44), 0 ≤ Ãℓ,i ≤
ℓd−1
∗ and |ϕi,ℓ(η)| ≤ ℓ−1

∗ , we have by (3.33) in Lemma 3.6

|Q(1)
N,ℓ+1| ≤ CN−1ℓ(2d+4)ℓ−6‖∂λ‖3∞ = CN−1ℓ(2d−2)‖∂λ‖3∞.

Summarizing these, we obtain the desired upper bound for Q
(3)
N,ℓ(λ).

3.4 Summary of estimate for hN(t) obtained in above three subsections

Lemma 3.1 (calculation for ∂thN (t)), Theorem 3.3 (refined one-block estimate) and The-
orem 3.5 (Boltzmann-Gibbs principle for gradient replacement, postponing the estimates
for the CLT variances to Section 4) are summarized in the following lemma. The constant
C = CT > 0 may depend on T .

Lemma 3.8. Assume λ ∈ C1,3([0, T ]× T
d), F ∈ Fd

0 and the conditions (3.4) and (3.24).
Then, setting ρ(t, v) = ρ̄(λ(t, v)), we have

hN (t) ≤ hN (0) +

∫ t

0
Eft [W ] dt+QΩ1

N,ℓ,β,K(λ, F )

+ C(β + 1) ‖∂λ‖2∞ sup
ρ

‖R(ρ;F )‖ +QEnN (λ, F ) +QΩ2
N,ℓ(λ, F ),

for every β > 0 and 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N/2, where ‖R‖ denotes the operator norm of matrix R
(recall (3.29) for R), QEnN (λ, F ) is in Lemma 3.1 and

QΩ1
N,ℓ,β,K(λ, F ) :=

C

β
K + β2Q

(1)
N,ℓ(λ, F ) + βQ

(2)
ℓ (λ, F ) +Q

(3)
N,ℓ(λ),(3.47)
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see Theorem 3.5 for Q
(1)
N,ℓ, Q

(2)
ℓ and Lemma 3.7 for Q

(3)
N,ℓ. The function W is defined by

W (η) =−N−d
∑

x∈Td
N

λ̇(t, x/N){η̄ℓx − ρ(t, x/N)}

+N−d
∑

x∈Td
N

Tr
(
∂2λ(t, x/N){P (η̄ℓx)− P (ρ(t, x/N))}

)

+
N−d

2

∑

x∈Td
N

(
∂λ(t, x/N), {ĉ(η̄ℓx)− ĉ(ρ(t, x/N))}∂λ(t, x/N)

)

+N−dK
∑

x∈Td
N

σG(η̄
ℓ
x; t, x/N),

where

σG(u; t, v) =

( 〈c+〉u
ρ(t, v)

− 〈c−〉u
1− ρ(t, v)

)
{u− ρ(t, v)}.(3.48)

The error QΩ2
N,ℓ(λ, F ) is estimated as

|QΩ2
N,ℓ(λ, F )| ≤C

(
N−1K1/2ℓ(d+2)/2 + ℓ−d(1 + r(F )d)

)
(3.49)

×
(
‖λ̇‖∞ + ‖∂λ‖2∞(1 + |||F |||0,∞)2 + ‖∂2λ‖∞(1 + |||F |||1,∞) +K

)

+ CN−1(‖∂3λ‖∞ + ‖∂2λ‖∞‖∂λ‖∞ + ‖∂λ‖2∞‖∂λ‖∞).

In the above estimate, for each λ∗ > 0, the constant C = Cλ∗ can be taken uniformly for
λ = λ(t, v) such that ‖λ‖∞ ≤ λ∗.

When we apply this lemma later in Lemma 3.13, we take λ(t, v) = λ̄(ρK(t, v)) with
a solution ρK of (1.11). Under the condition (1.12) for the initial value ρ0, by Lemma 7.1
(the comparison theorem for ρK) and recalling (1.15), λ∗ can be taken to be uniform in
K.

Proof. The proof is similar to Lemma 3.2 of [14], but compared to it, we have the Glauber
part and also require to derive an appropriate error estimate. For Ω1, we apply Theorem

3.5 (with an error C
βK+β2Q

(1)
N,ℓ+βQ

(2)
ℓ ) and Lemma 3.7 (with an error Q

(3)
N,ℓ), and obtain

a similar replacement of
∫ t
0 E

ft [Ω1] dt by the following integral shown on p. 15 of [14]:

∫ t

0

{
Eft
[
N−d

∑

x∈Td
N

Tr
(
∂2λ(t, x/N)P (η̄ℓx)

)]

+ Eft
[
βN−d

2

∑

x∈Td
N

(
∂λ(t, x/N), R(η̄ℓx;F )∂λ(t, x/N)

) ]}
dt

with an error replacing Ct
β + o(1) by QΩ1

N,ℓ,β,K(λ, F ) defined in (3.47). The second term is

bounded by Cβ ‖∂λ‖2∞ supρ ‖R(ρ;F )‖ on the right-hand side of the desired estimate for
hN (t).
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For Ω2, we apply (3.25) in Theorem 3.3 (refined one-block estimate) to replace∫ t
0 E

ft [Ω2] dt by

∫ t

0
Eft
[
N−d

∑

x∈Td
N

{
− λ̇(t, x/N)η̄ℓx(3.50)

+
1

2

(
∂λ(t, x/N), ĉ(η̄ℓx;F )∂λ(t, x/N)

)
+KσG(η̄

ℓ
x; t, x/N)

}]
dt.

Note that the ensemble averages of the third and fourth terms of Ω2 vanish: 〈cxy(ηx −
ηy)〉ρ = 0, 〈cxyπxyG〉ρ = 0 for all G = G(η) ∈ F0. The error for this replacement is
estimated by

C
(
N−1K1/2ℓ(d+2)/2 + ℓ−d(1 + r(F )d)

)

×
(
‖λ̇‖∞ + ‖∂λ‖2∞(1 + |||F |||0,∞)2 + ‖∂2λ‖∞(1 + |||F |||1,∞) +K

)

by applying Theorem 3.3 takingM = ‖λ̇‖∞ for the first term of Ω2,M‖h‖∞ ≤ C‖∂λ‖2∞(1+
|||F |||0,∞)2 for the second term, M‖h‖∞ ≤ C‖∂2λ‖∞ for the third term, M‖h‖∞ ≤
C‖∂2λ‖∞|||F |||1,∞ for the fourth term and M‖h‖∞ ≤ CK for the fifth term noting that

ρ(t, v) is uniformly away from 0 and 1: e−λ∗/(e−λ∗ + 1) ≤ ρ(t, v) ≤ eλ∗/(eλ∗ + 1) for λ
such that ‖λ‖∞ ≤ λ∗. This gives the first term in the error estimate of |QΩ2

N,ℓ(λ, F )|.
Note that ĉ(η̄ℓx;F ) in (3.50) can be replaced by ĉ(η̄ℓx) with an error C ‖∂λ‖2∞ supρ ‖R(ρ;F )‖.
The reason that we have the second term in the error estimate of |QΩ2

N,ℓ(λ, F )| in
(3.49) is as follows. Recalling that ρ(t, v) = ρ̄(λ(t, v)), we have the identity

−
∫

Td

Tr
(
∂2λ(t, v)P (ρ(t, v))

)
dv =

1

2

∫

Td

(
∂λ(t, v), ĉ(ρ(t, v))∂λ(t, v)

)
dv,(3.51)

This is shown by integration by parts and noting

(3.52)
∂ρ̄

∂λ
= χ(ρ).

The terms with ρ(t, x/N) in the second and third terms of W cancels by this identity with
an error bounded by

CN−1(‖∂3λ‖∞ + ‖∂2λ‖∞‖∂ρ‖∞ + ‖∂2λ‖∞‖∂λ‖∞ + ‖∂λ‖2∞‖∂ρ‖∞),

which appears when we discretize the above two integrals in (3.51); note that P, ĉ are
bounded and P, ĉ ∈ C∞((0, 1)). Note that ‖∂ρ‖∞ is uniformly bounded by ‖∂λ‖∞ for λ
such that ‖λ‖∞ ≤ λ∗.

3.5 Entropy inequality and large deviation error estimate

In Lemma 3.8, Eft [W ] is an expectation under P ft = ft dν
N . We apply the entropy

inequality to reduce it to the expectation under Pψt = ψt dν
N :

(3.53) Eft [W ] ≤ K

δNd
logEψt [eδN

dK−1W ] +
K

δ
hN (t),
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for every δ > 0 (different from δ > 0 in Kδ(N)). We study the asymptotic behavior
of the first term on the right-hand side via a large deviation type upper bound with an
appropriate error estimate under ψt dν

N ; see Theorem 3.9 below.

For λ(·) ∈ C1(Td) and F = F (η) ∈ Fd
0 , dropping the t-dependence in (2.1), the local

equilibrium state ψNλ(·),F (η)dν
N of second order approximation is a probability measure on

XN defined by

(3.54) ψNλ(·),F (η) = Z−1 exp

{ ∑

x∈Td
N

λ(x/N)ηx +
1

N

∑

x∈Td
N

(∂λ(x/N), τxF (η))

}
,

for η ∈ XN , where Z = Zλ(·),F,N is the normalization constant with respect to νN . Then

we have the following large deviation type upper bound for ψNλ(·),F dν
N . A similar result

is shown in Lemmas 5 and 7 of [30] in the case of F ≡ 0 and Theorem 3.3 of [14]. But
here, we give its error estimate.

The Bernoulli measure on X associated with the chemical potential λ ∈ R is de-

noted by νλ, that is, νλ = ν̄⊗Zd

λ , where ν̄λ is a probability measure on {0, 1} defined by
ν̄λ(η) := eλη/(eλ + 1), η = 0, 1. We abuse the notation νλ and νρ which have different
parametrizations but are clearly distinguishable. Indeed, νλ = νρ̄(λ), i.e. νρ with ρ = ρ̄(λ)
defined by (1.14).

The rate function for the large deviation principle for the Bernoulli measure νλ is
denoted by I(u;λ), namely, for u ∈ [0, 1],

I(u;λ) = −λu− q(u) + p(λ),

p(λ) = log(eλ + 1), q(u) = −{u log u+ (1− u) log(1− u)},
(3.55)

see Section 3.8 for more details.

When we apply the following theorem later, we take K = K(N), but in this theorem,
we consider K as a parameter in the function G(v, ρ), such that 1

K ∈ (0, 1], and derive an
estimate which is uniform in 1

K .

Theorem 3.9. For every G1(v, ρ), G2(v, ρ) ∈ C1(Td × [0, 1]), we have

N−d logE
ψN
λ(·),F [exp G̃(η)]

≤ sup
ρ(v)∈C(Td ;[0,1])

∫

Td

{G(v, ρ(v)) − I(ρ(v);λ(v))} dv +QLDN,ℓ(λ, F ;G),

where G(v, ρ) = G1(v, ρ) +
1
KG2(v, ρ) and

(3.56) G̃(η) ≡ G̃N,ℓ(η) =
∑

x∈Td
N

G(x/N, η̄ℓx).

The error term QLDN,ℓ(λ, F ;G) has an estimate which is uniform in 1
K ∈ (0, 1]:

|QLDN,ℓ(λ, F ;G)| ≤CN−1‖∂λ‖∞‖F‖∞ + CN−1ℓ
(
‖∂λ‖∞ + ‖∂G1‖∞ + ‖∂G2‖∞

)

+ Cℓ−d
(
log ℓ+ ‖λ‖∞ + ‖∂ρG1‖∞ + ‖∂ρG2‖∞

)
,

where ∂Gi = ∂vGi for i = 1, 2.
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This theorem will be shown in Section 3.8. We will apply this theorem for the first
term on the right-hand side of (3.53), which determines G1 and G2 by

(3.57) δNdK−1W (η) =
∑

x∈Td
N

{
G1(x/N, η̄

ℓ
x) +K−1G2(x/N, η̄

ℓ
x)
}
,

see Theorem 3.11 below. The definition of G̃ was slightly different from (3.56) in Theorem
3.3 of [14], but (3.56) is more convenient for our application.

The following corollary was used in Section 2; see (2.6). The contribution of FN is
negligible because of the property ‖FN‖∞ ≤ CN1−ǫ for some C, ǫ > 0.

Corollary 3.10. Choose λ = λN and F = FN as in Section 5.2 below, namely, λ = λK(N)

with K(N) ≤ δ̄ logN for some δ̄ > 0 and λK satisfying ‖∂λK‖3,∞ ≤ CKγ for some γ > 0,
F = Φn(N) with Φn and n(N) = Na1 satisfying (5.10) and (5.11). Then, we have

lim
N→∞

N−d log P
ψN
λ(·),F (AN,φ,ε) < 0, ε > 0, φ ∈ C∞(Td),

where AN,φ,ε is the subset of XN defined by (2.5) with ρN (t) and ρK(t, v) replaced by ρN

defined by (1.4) with ηx instead of ηNx (t) and ρ̄(λ(v)), respectively.

Proof. We follow the proof of Corollary B.1 of [14]. Consider

g(η) ≡ gℓ(η) = N−d
∑

x∈Td
N

φ(x/N){η̄ℓx − ρ̄(λ(x/N))}.

Then, from φ ∈ C∞(Td) and the conditions for λ and ℓ = Na2 = N1/(2d+5), AN,φ,ε ⊂
{|g(η)| > ε/2} for large enough N . Furthermore, taking G(v, ρ) = φ(v){ρ− ρ̄(λ(v))}−ε/2,
by (3.56)

G̃(η) ≡ G̃N,ℓ(η) =
∑

x∈Td
N

[φ(x/N){η̄ℓx − ρ̄(λ(x/N))} − ε/2] = Nd{g(η) − ε/2}.

Therefore, by Theorem 3.9, for any δ > 0

N−d log P
ψN
λ(·),F (g(η) > ε/2) ≤ N−d logE

ψN
λ(·),F [eδG̃N,ℓ ]

≤ sup
ρ(v)∈C(Td ;[0,1])

∫

Td

{δG(v, ρ(v)) − I(ρ(v);λ(v))} dv +QLDN,ℓ(λ, F ; δG).

However, for the large deviation rate function I(ρ;λ), we have

(3.58) I(ρ;λ(v)) ≥ C(ρ− ρ̄(λ(v)))2, ρ ∈ [0, 1],

for some C > 0, since ∂2I
∂u2

(u;λ) = 1
χ(u) > 0 and I(u;λ) = 0 if and only if u = ρ̄(λ). From

this, we see that there exists δ > 0 small enough such that

δG(v, ρ) − I(ρ;λ(v)) ≤ −εδ/4

for all ρ ∈ [0, 1].
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For the error term, noting φ ∈ C∞(Td), we have

|QLDN,ℓ(λ, F ; δG)| ≤ CN−1‖∂λ‖∞‖F‖∞ + CN−1ℓ
(
1 + ‖∂λ‖∞

)
+ Cℓ−d

(
log ℓ+ ‖λ‖∞

)
,

which tends to 0 as N → ∞ under the choice of λ = λN , F = FN and ℓ = ℓ(N) stated
above. This concludes

lim
N→∞

N−d log P
ψN
λ(·),F (g(η) > ε/2) < 0.

A similar result can be shown for the event {g(η) < −ε/2}. This completes the proof of
the corollary.

3.6 Further estimate for hN (t)

The next theorem is immediate by combing Lemma 3.8, (3.53) and Theorem 3.9. A
corresponding result was given for h(t) = limN→∞ hN (t) in Theorem 2.1 of [14] (the error
estimate of o(1) was sufficient in [14]). But, in the present setting, for the reason already
noted, we need a bound for hN (t) with an appropriate error estimate.

To state the theorem, let us define g(t) as follows:

g(t) ≡ gδ,K(t) = sup
u(v)∈C(Td ;[0,1])

∫

Td

{ δ
K

· σ(u(v); t, v) − I(u(v);λ(t, v))} dv,

σ(u; t, v) ≡ σK(u; t, v) = −λ̇(t, v){u − ρ(t, v)} +Tr
(
∂2λ(t, v){P (u) − P (ρ(t, v))}

)

+
1

2
(∂λ(t, v), {ĉ(u)− ĉ(ρ(t, v))}∂λ(t, v)) +KσG(u; t, v).

Recall ρ(t, v) = ρ̄(λ(t, v)), Lemma 3.7 for P (ρ) and (3.48) for σG(u; t, v).

In view of (3.57) and W given in Lemma 3.8, we take

G1(v, ρ) = δ · σG(ρ; t, v),
G2(v, ρ) = δ

[
− λ̇(t, v){ρ − ρ(t, v)} +Tr

(
∂2λ(t, v){P (ρ) − P (ρ(t, v))}

)
(3.59)

+
1

2
(∂λ(t, v), {ĉ(ρ)− ĉ(ρ(t, v))}∂λ(t, v))

]
.

The corresponding error
∫ T
0 QLDN,ℓ(λ(s), F ;G)ds integrated in s will be denoted byQLDN,ℓ,δ(λ, F ).

Theorem 3.11. Assume λ ∈ C1,3([0, T ] × T
d), F ∈ Fd

0 and the conditions (3.4) and
(3.24). Then, there exist δ0, C > 0 such that for any 0 < δ < δ0, β > 0 and 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N/2,
we have

hN (t) ≤hN (0) +
K

δ

∫ t

0
g(s) ds +

K

δ

∫ t

0
hN (s) ds(3.60)

+QΩ1
N,ℓ,β,K(λ, F ) +QLDN,ℓ,δ(λ, F )

+ C(β + 1) ‖∂λ‖2∞ sup
ρ∈[0,1]

‖R(ρ;F )‖ +QEnN (λ, F ) +QΩ2
N,ℓ(λ, F ).

The estimate is uniform in λ such that ‖λ‖∞ ≤ λ∗ for each λ∗ > 0 as we noted in Lemma
3.8.
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See Section 5.1 for a summary of several error terms that appear in the estimate
(3.60). In this theorem, it is not necessary that λ is determined from the solution ρK(t, v)
of (1.11) as λ(t, v) = λ̄(ρK(t, v)). We assume this in Lemma 3.13 below.

Remark 3.2. Compared to Theorem 2.1 of [14], the term KσG, which results from the
Glauber part, is new. Since KσG and therefore σ contains a diverging factor K, we change
δ · σ to δ

K · σ in the definition of g. From this (and when applying the entropy inequality),

we have K
δ in front of

∫ t
0 gds in the estimate in Theorem 3.11. The reason for having K

δ

in front of
∫ t
0 hNds in the estimate in Theorem 3.11 is that, when we apply the entropy

inequality, we need to pay for K in KσG by the entropy factor; recall (3.53).

3.7 Proof of Proposition 2.1

The following lemma was shown in Lemma 2.1 of [14].

Lemma 3.12.

inf
F∈Fd

0

sup
ρ∈[0,1]

‖R(ρ;F )‖ = 0.

In fact, [9] improved the result of this lemma giving the decay rate in n of R(ρ;F )
approximated by F satisfying r(F ) ≤ n; see (5.10) below.

The next lemma is shown in (2.6) in [14] when K = 0. We can easily extend it to the
case where K ≥ 1, since we put δ

K in front of σ in the definition of g(t).

Lemma 3.13. Let ρ(t, v) ≡ ρK(t, v) be the solution of the hydrodynamic equation (1.11)
with ρ0 satisfying the condition (1.12), and define λ(t, v) as λ(t, v) = λ̄(ρ(t, v)). Then, we
have

(3.61) g(t) ≡ gδ∗,K(t) ≤ 0,

by making δ∗ > 0 small enough.

Proof. We first recall (3.58) to have

(3.62) I(u;λ(t, v)) ≥ C{u− ρ(t, v)}2,
for some C > 0. Note that the large deviation rate function I(u;λ) is determined only
from νλ and especially it doesn’t depend on K.

On the other hand, we have σ(ρ(t, v); t, v) = 0 and moreover, noting that ∂
∂uσG(ρ(t, v); t, v) =

1
χ(ρ(t,v))f(ρ(t, v)),

∂σ

∂u
(ρ(t, v); t, v) = −λ̇(t, v) + Tr

(
∂2λ(t, v)D(ρ(t, v))

)
(3.63)

+
1

2

(
∂λ(t, v), ĉ′(ρ(t, v))∂λ(t, v)

)
+

K

χ(ρ(t, v))
f(ρ(t, v)) = 0,

where ĉ′ denotes the matrix obtained by differentiating each element of ĉ in ρ. In fact, one
can easily recognize that (3.63) is equivalent to the hydrodynamic equation (1.11) itself
by noting (3.52). Therefore, by Taylor’s formula

σ(u; t, v) =
1

2

∂2σ

∂u2
(u0; t, v){u − ρ(t, v)}2
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for some u0 ∈ [0, 1]; note that (1.8) implies σ ∈ C∞ as a function of u. However, ∂2

∂u2
(σ −

KσG)(u; t, v) is bounded on [0, 1] × [0, T ]× T
d and also independent of K, while

∣∣∣K∂2σG
∂u2

(u; t, v)
∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣K
∂2

∂u2

[( 〈c+〉u
ρ(t, v)

− 〈c−〉u
1− ρ(t, v)

)
{u− ρ(t, v)}

]∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C1K,

for some C1 > 0, since 0 < c ≤ ρ(t, v) ≤ 1 − c < 1 for some c ∈ (0, 1/2) by Lemma 7.1
below; also recall the comment below Lemma 3.8. Thus we obtain

|σ(u; t, v)| ≤ (C1K + C2){u− ρ(t, v)}2.

This combined with (3.62) completes the proof of (3.61) recalling K ≥ 1.

Proof of Proposition 2.1. Proposition 2.1 follows from Theorem 3.11, Lemma 3.13 and a
refined version of Lemma 3.12 given in (5.10) below. In fact, by (3.60) in Theorem 3.11
taking F = FN as in Proposition 2.1 (i.e., as in Section 5.2) (and λ∗ = log(1 − c)/c > 0
with c in the proof of Lemma 3.13), and by Lemma 3.13 with δ∗ > 0 sufficiently small, we
have

hN (t) ≤hN (0) +
K

δ∗

∫ t

0
hN (s) ds+QΩ1

N,ℓ,β,K(λ, FN ) +QLDN,ℓ,δ∗(λ, FN )

+ C(β + 1) ‖∂λ‖2∞ sup
ρ∈[0,1]

‖R(ρ;FN )‖+QEnN (λ, FN ) +QΩ2
N,ℓ(λ, FN ).

Therefore, with the help of Gronwall’s inequality, we have

0 ≤ hN (t) ≤ eKt/δ∗
(
hN (0) +QΩ1

N,ℓ,β,K(λ, FN ) +QLDN,ℓ,δ∗(λ, FN )(3.64)

+ C(β + 1) ‖∂λ‖2∞ sup
ρ∈[0,1]

‖R(ρ;FN )‖

+QEnN (λ, FN ) +QΩ2
N,ℓ(λ, FN )

)
.

Choosing β = β(N), ℓ = ℓ(N), FN ,K = K(N) as in Section 5.2 below, we can show that
each of the nine terms (recall that QΩ1

N,ℓ,β,K(λ, FN ) consists of four terms as in (3.47))

multiplied by eKT/δ∗ on the right-hand side of (3.64) is bounded by C̄N−κ for some
C̄ = C̄T > 0 and κ > 0. Therefore, we conclude hN (t) ≤ CN−κ, t ∈ [0, T ] for C = 9C̄.

3.8 Proof of Theorem 3.9

First we recall some known facts on thermodynamic functions; see [15] and Appendix B
of [14] with J ≡ 0, HΛ ≡ 0 and R1 = 0. For a finite domain Λ ⋐ Z

d (Λ 6= ∅), a chemical
potential λ ∈ R and particle number k : 0 ≤ k ≤ |Λ|, define grand canonical and canonical
partition functions by

ZΛ,λ =
∑

ηΛ∈XΛ

exp

{
λ
∑

x∈Λ

ηx

}
= ep(λ)|Λ|,(3.65)

ZΛ,k =
∑

ηΛ∈XΛ:
∑

x∈Λ ηx=k

1 =

(
|Λ|
k

)
,(3.66)
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respectively, where XΛ = {0, 1}Λ and recall (3.55) for p(λ). Then,

logZΛ,k = |Λ|q(k/|Λ|) + 1

2
log

|Λ|
2πk(|Λ| − k)

+ o(1),(3.67)

as |Λ|, k → ∞; recall (3.55) for q(u). (Note, for k = 0 or |Λ|, ZΛ,0 = ZΛ,|Λ| = 1 and q(0) =

q(1) = 0.) Indeed, by Stirling’s formula n! ∼ nne−n
√
2πn (an ∼ bn means an/bn → 1 as

n→ ∞), we have

logZΛ,k = log
(
|Λ|!/k!(|Λ| − k)!

)

= |Λ| log |Λ| − |Λ|+ 1
2 log 2π|Λ| −

{
k log k − k + 1

2 log 2πk
}

−
{
(|Λ| − k) log(|Λ| − k)− (|Λ| − k) + 1

2 log 2π(|Λ| − k)
}
+ o(1)

= |Λ| log |Λ| − k log k − (|Λ| − k) log(|Λ| − k) + 1
2 log

|Λ|
2πk(|Λ| − k)

+ o(1)

= |Λ|
{
− k

|Λ| log
k

|Λ| −
(
1− k

|Λ|
)
log(1− k

|Λ|)
}
+ 1

2 log
|Λ|

2πk(|Λ| − k)
+ o(1),

as |Λ|, k → ∞, and this shows (3.67).

The functions p(λ) and −q(ρ) are continuous and convex, and satisfy

p(λ) = sup
ρ∈[0,1]

{q(ρ) + λρ},(3.68)

q(ρ) = inf
λ∈R

{p(λ)− λρ}.(3.69)

For each ρ ∈ [0, 1], there exists a unique λ = λ̄(ρ) ∈ R̄ := R ∪ {±∞} such that

(3.70) p(λ) = q(ρ) + λρ.

Before proceeding to the proof of Theorem 3.9, we prepare a similar statement for
finite volume Bernoulli measures with constant chemical potentials. For Λ ⋐ Z

d (Λ 6= ∅),
λ ∈ R, the finite volume (grand canonical) Bernoulli measure νΛ,λ on Λ, which is a
probability measure on XΛ, is defined by

(3.71) νΛ,λ(η) = Z−1
Λ,λ exp

{
λ
∑

x∈Λ

ηx

}
≡ ν̄⊗Λ

λ (η), η ∈ XΛ.

Proposition 3.14. For every λ ∈ R and G(ρ) = G1 +
1
KG2 ∈ C1([0, 1]),

ℓ−d∗ logEνΛ(ℓ),λ [exp{ℓd∗G(η̄ℓ0)}] = sup
ρ∈[0,1]

{G(ρ) − I(ρ;λ)}+Qℓ(λ,G),

recall Λ(ℓ) = Λℓ,0 in (3.1) and (3.22) for η̄ℓ0. We have an estimate for the error term
Qℓ(λ,G), which is uniform in 1

K ∈ (0, 1]:

(3.72) |Qℓ(λ,G)| ≤ Cℓ−d(log ℓ+ |λ|+ ‖G′‖∞),

where G′ ≡ ∂ρG.
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Proof. By (3.65), setting η̄Λ = 1
|Λ|

∑
x∈Λ ηx for Λ ⊂ Z

d in general, we have

I :=
1

|Λ| logE
νΛ,λ [exp{|Λ|G(η̄Λ)}]

=
1

|Λ| log
[ ∑

η∈XΛ

exp

{
λ
∑

x∈Λ

ηx + |Λ|G(η̄Λ)
}]

− 1

|Λ| logZΛ,λ

=
1

|Λ| log
[ |Λ|∑

m=0

ZΛ,m exp

{
λm+ |Λ|G(m/|Λ|)

}]
− p(λ).

Then we apply (3.67) for ZΛ,m. First note that

4

|Λ| ≤
|Λ|

m(|Λ| −m)
≤ 2(3.73)

for 1 ≤ m ≤ |Λ| − 1, |Λ| ≥ 2. Therefore, by (3.67), ZΛ,m ≤ e|Λ|q(m/|Λ|)+
1
2
log 2

2π
+C1 for

0 ≤ m ≤ |Λ|, |Λ| ≥ 2 (including m = 0, |Λ|). Thus, denoting a∗ := supρ∈[0,1]{G(ρ) −
I(ρ;λ)} + p(λ) and estimating all terms in the sum in m by using a∗, we have an upper
bound of I:

I ≤ 1

|Λ| log
[
(|Λ|+ 1) exp{|Λ|a∗ + C2}

]
− p(λ)

=
1

|Λ|
[
log(|Λ|+ 1) + |Λ|a∗ + C2

]
− p(λ)

≤ a∗ − p(λ) +
C

|Λ| log |Λ|.

(Note that the constant C is uniform in G; indeed, C = 2 is enough for large |Λ|.)
Next, we show the lower bound for I. The supremum for a∗ is attained at some

ρ∗ ∈ [0, 1]. (Note that q is concave and q(0) = q(1) = 0, and q′(ρ) = log(1− ρ)/ρ so that
q′(0) = +∞, q′(1) = −∞.) Since G ∈ C1([0, 1]), choosing m such that m

|Λ| is close to ρ∗ in

the sense that | m|Λ| − ρ∗| ≤ 1
|Λ| and

m
|Λ| ≤ ρ∗ (if ρ∗ ≤ 1

2) or
m
|Λ| ≥ ρ∗ (if ρ∗ >

1
2 ), we have

∣∣{G(ρ∗)− I(ρ∗;λ)} − {G(m/|Λ|) − I(m/|Λ|;λ)}
∣∣ ≤ ‖G′‖∞ + |λ|

|Λ| + |q(ρ∗)− q(m/|Λ|)|.

Here, |q(ρ∗)− q(m/|Λ|)| is estimated as

|q(ρ∗)− q(m/|Λ|)| ≤ C3

|Λ|

for some C3 = C3(ε) > 0 if 0 < ε ≤ ρ∗ ≤ 1− ε < 1. If 0 < ρ∗ ≤ ε, since m
|Λ| ≤ ρ∗, we have

|q′( m|Λ|)| ≥ |q′(ρ)| for every ρ ∈ [m/|Λ|, ρ∗] and therefore

|q(ρ∗)− q(m/|Λ|)| ≤ 1

|Λ|
∣∣∣q′
( m
|Λ|
)∣∣∣ = 1

|Λ| log
|Λ| −m

m
≤ 1

|Λ| log |Λ|.

The case 1 > ρ∗ ≥ 1− ε is similar.
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Then, taking only the term given by this m in the sum of I and using the lower bound
in (3.73) for ZΛ,m, we have

I ≥ 1

|Λ| log
[
exp

{
|Λ|
(
a∗ − ‖G′‖∞ + |λ|+ C3 + log |Λ|

|Λ|
)
+

1

2
log

4

2π|Λ|
}]

− p(λ)

= a∗ − ‖G′‖∞ + |λ|+ C3 + log |Λ|
|Λ| − log |Λ| − log 2

π

2|Λ| − p(λ)

≥ a∗ − p(λ)− C

|Λ| (log |Λ|+ |λ|+ ‖G′‖∞).

We therefore have the conclusion with the estimate (3.72) by taking Λ = Λ(ℓ).

We are now ready to give the proof of Theorem 3.9. As we noted, this theorem is an
extension of Theorem 3.3 of [14] and gives a further error estimate. Because the definition
of G̃ is different, the proof is modified by applying Hölder’s inequality.

Proof of Theorem 3.9. To apply Proposition 3.14 by localizing in space, finally to obtain
the estimate in terms of a spatial integral and also to match with the scale ℓ in G̃, we
divide T

d
N into disjoint boxes {Λℓ,a}a with side length ℓ∗ = 2ℓ + 1 and centered at a ∈

ℓ∗T
d
N/ℓ∗

= {ℓ∗, 2ℓ∗, . . . , N}d, assuming N/ℓ∗ ∈ N for simplicity (if not, we may make the

side lengths of some of the boxes smaller or larger by 1).

Since x ∈ T
d
N is uniquely decomposed as x = y + a with y ∈ Λ(ℓ) = Λℓ,0 and

a ∈ ℓ∗T
d
N/ℓ∗

(we write a(x) for a) according to this division, writing the sum and the

product in a ∈ ℓ∗TdN/ℓ∗ by
∑∗

a and
∏∗
a, respectively, we have

I :=E
νN
λ(·),F [exp G̃(η)]

=Z−1
λ(·),F,NE

νN
[
exp

{ ∑

y∈Λ(ℓ)

∑

a

∗[
G(y + a)/N, η̄ℓy+a) + λ(a/N)η̄ℓy+a

]
+R(η)

}]

=Z−1
λ(·),F,NE

νN

[
∏

y∈Λ(ℓ)

exp

{∑

a

∗[
G((y + a)/N, η̄ℓy+a) + λ(a/N)η̄ℓy+a

]}
· eR(η)

]

≤e‖R‖∞Z−1
λ(·),F,N

∏

y∈Λ(ℓ)

Eν
N

[
exp

{
ℓd∗
∑

a

∗[
G((y + a)/N, η̄ℓy+a) + λ(a/N)η̄ℓy+a

]}
]1/ℓd∗

,

where R(η) = R1 +R2 and

R1 =
1

N

∑

x∈Td
N

(∂λ(x/N), τxF (η)) ,

R2 =
∑

x∈Td
N

(
λ(x/N)ηx − λ(a(x)/N)η̄ℓx

)
.

For the last line, we have first estimated eR ≤ e‖R‖∞ and then applied Hölder’s inequality
under νN . Two error terms R1 and R2 are estimated as follows:

|R1(η)| ≤ Nd−1‖∂λ‖∞‖F‖∞, |R2(η)| ≤ ℓ∗N
d−1‖∂λ‖∞.(3.74)
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In fact, for R2, note that the sum of the second term of R2 can be rewritten as
∑

x∈Td
N

λ(a(x)/N)ℓ−d∗

∑

z∈Λ(ℓ)

ηx+z =
∑

x′∈Td
N

ηx′ℓ
−d
∗

∑

z∈Λ(ℓ)

λ(a(x′ − z)/N).

Since η̄ℓy+a are functions of η
∣∣
Λℓ,y+a

, they are independent for different a under νN .

Therefore, the last expectation in the bound for I is factorized and is rewritten as

Eν
N

[
exp

{
ℓd∗
∑

a

∗[
G((y + a)/N, η̄ℓy+a) + λ(a/N)η̄ℓy+a

]}
]

=
∏

a

∗
Eν

N

[
exp

{
ℓd∗
[
G((y + a)/N, η̄ℓy+a) + λ(a/N)η̄ℓy+a

]}
]

=
∏

a

∗(
ZΛℓ,y+a,λ(a/N) · 2−ℓ

d
∗
)
E
νΛℓ,y+a,λ(a/N)

[
exp

{
ℓd∗G((y + a)/N, η̄ℓy+a)

}]
.

In the second line, νN can be replaced by ν̄
⊗Λℓ,y+a

1/2 and, recalling (3.71), we obtain the

third line. Thus, noting the shift-invariance of ZΛ,λ and νΛ,λ in Λ, and
∏
y

∏∗
a =

∏
x, we

have

I ≤ e‖R‖∞Z−1
λ(·),F,N

∏

a

∗
ZΛ(ℓ),λ(a/N) · 2−ℓ

d
∗ ×

∏

x∈Td
N

EνΛ(ℓ),λ(a(x)/N)

[
exp

{
ℓd∗G(x/N, η̄

ℓ
0)
}]1/ℓd∗

,

and therefore,

N−d log I ≤N−d‖R‖∞ +N−d log
(
Z−1
λ(·),F,N

∏

a

∗
ZΛ(ℓ),λ(a/N) · 2−ℓ

d
∗

)
(3.75)

+N−d
∑

x∈Td
N

ℓ−d∗ logEνΛ(ℓ),λ(a(x)/N)

[
exp

{
ℓd∗G(x/N, η̄

ℓ
0)
}]
.

For the partition functions, recalling that

ZΛ,λ · 2−|Λ| = E
ν̄⊗Λ
1/2

[
exp

{
λ
∑

x∈Λ

ηx

}]
, λ ∈ R,

Zλ(·),F,N = Eν
N
[
exp

{ ∑

x∈Td
N

λ(x/N)ηx +R1(η)
}]
,

and changing Λ(ℓ) to Λℓ,a in ZΛ(ℓ),λ(a/N), we obtain

∏

a

∗
ZΛℓ,a,λ(a/N) · 2−ℓ

d
∗ = Z

λ̃(·),0,N
,

where λ̃(v) =
∑∗

a λ(a/N)1Λℓ,a
(Nv) is a step function on T

d and F = 0 on the right-hand

side. To replace the step function λ̃(·) with the original function λ(·), note that

Z
λ̃(·),0,N

Zλ(·),0,N
=
EνN [exp{∑x∈Td

N
λ̃(x/N)ηx}]

EνN [exp{∑x∈Td
N
λ(x/N)ηx}]
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=
EνN [exp{∑x∈Td

N
λ(x/N)ηx +

∑
x∈Td

N
(λ̃(x/N)− λ(x/N))ηx}]

EνN [exp{∑x∈Td
N
λ(x/N)ηx}]

≤ eℓN
d−1‖∂λ‖∞ .

To compare two partition functions with and without F , we have

Zλ(·),0,N

Zλ(·),F,N
≤ e‖R1‖∞ .

Summarizing these and noting (3.74), we have shown for first two terms in (3.75) that

N−d‖R‖∞ +N−d log
(
Z−1
λ(·),F,N

∏

a

∗
ZΛ(ℓ),λ(a/N) · 2−ℓ

d
∗

)
(3.76)

≤ CN−1‖∂λ‖∞(ℓ+ ‖F‖∞).

For the last term of (3.75), one can apply Proposition 3.14 to see that

N−d
∑

x∈Td
N

ℓ−d∗ logEνΛ(ℓ),λ(a(x)/N)

[
exp

{
ℓd∗G(x/N, η̄

ℓ
0)
}]

= N−d
∑

x∈Td
N

{
sup
ρ∈[0,1]

{G(x/N, ρ) − I(ρ;λ(a(x)/N))} +Qℓ(λ(a(x)/N), G(x/N, ·))
}
,

and

(3.77) |Qℓ(λ(a(x)/N), G(x/N, ·))| ≤ C

ℓd
(log ℓ+ ‖λ‖∞ + ‖∂ρG1‖∞ + ‖∂ρG2‖∞).

Moreover, one can estimate

N−d
∑

x∈Td
N

sup
ρ∈[0,1]

{G(x/N, ρ) − I(ρ;λ(a(x)/N))} ≤ sup
ρ:step on Td

G(ρ) +Qℓ,N ,(3.78)

where the supremum on the right-hand side is taken over all step functions ρ(v) on T
d,

Qℓ,N ≡ Qℓ,N(λ;G) =
2ℓ

N

(
‖∂λ‖∞ + ‖∂vG1‖∞ + ‖∂vG2‖∞

)
(3.79)

and

G(ρ) =

∫

Td

{G(v, ρ(v)) − I(ρ(v);λ(v))} dv,

for ρ ∈ L1(Td; [0, 1]). Indeed, we first replace G(x/N, ρ) in (3.78) by G(a(x)/N, ρ) with
an error within ℓN−1(‖∂vG1‖∞ + ‖∂vG2‖∞), and then the supremum is attained at some
ρ(a(x)/N) for each a = a(x). This defines a step function ρ(v) =

∑∗
a ρ(a/N)1Λℓ,a

(Nv),
and leads to the functional G(ρ), but with an discretization also for G and λ in the variable
v. The error of removing these discretization in G and λ is estimated by using

sup
|v1−v2|≤ℓ/N

|λ(v1)− λ(v2)| ≤ ℓN−1‖∂λ‖∞,
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sup
|v1−v2|≤ℓ/N

sup
ρ∈[0,1]

|G(v1, ρ)−G(v2, ρ)| ≤ ℓN−1
(
‖∂vG1‖∞ + ‖∂vG2‖∞

)
,

∣∣∣∣
∫

Td

p(λ(v)) dv −N−d
∑

x∈Td
N

p(λ(a(x)/N))

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ℓN−1‖p′‖∞‖∂λ‖∞ ≤ ℓN−1‖∂λ‖∞,

and obtain (3.78) with Qℓ,N given by (3.79).

Since G(ρ) is continuous in ρ ∈ L1(Td; [0, 1]) and C(Td; [0, 1]) is dense in L1(Td; [0, 1]),
we obtain the conclusion of the theorem from (3.76), (3.77), (3.78) and (3.79).

4 Error estimates for the CLT variances

We now give the error estimates for the variational quantity appearing in Lemma 3.6,
which is sometimes called the central limit theorem (CLT) variance; recall also the error

term Q
(2)
ℓ (λ, F ) in Theorem 3.5. Recall that this quantity is defined by means of the

localized Kawasaki generator LΛ(ℓ),ζ given in (3.32) and defined on the box Λ(ℓ) = Λℓ,0
centered at 0, where we denoted ζ = η|Λ(ℓ)c and ξ = η|Λ(ℓ) for η ∈ X . In particular, the
Glauber part plays no role and the arguments in Sections 4 (characterization of closed
forms) and 5 (computation of variances) of [14] are valid as is in our setting.

However, these are not sufficient for our purpose to derive appropriate decay rates
for the error terms. In particular, for the CLT variance of Aℓ, a qualitative convergence
result as ℓ → ∞ (see (4.8) below) is known and shown based on the characterization of
the closed forms, initiated by Varadhan [28] for the Ginzburg-Landau type model. But,
this is weak for our purpose and, to fill the gap, Theorem 4.2 below was shown in [9]
by a new technique inspired by the method of the quantitative homogenization. This
theorem provides an appropriate decay rate of the CLT variance of Aℓ and, in particular,
the characterization of the closed forms was not used for the proof of this theorem.

For f, g : XΛ(ℓ),m → R which satisfy 〈f〉Λ(ℓ),m = 〈g〉Λ(ℓ),m = 0, we define

∆ℓ,m,ζ(f, g) = 〈f(−LΛ(ℓ),ζ)
−1g〉Λ(ℓ),m,

∆ℓ,m,ζ(f) = ∆ℓ,m,ζ(f, f),

where m ∈ [0, ℓd∗] ∩ Z and ζ ∈ XΛ(ℓ)c . Recall three R
d-valued functions Aℓ, Bℓ and Hℓ,

which are defined by (3.35), (3.36), and (3.37), respectively, and n = r(F ) + 1 in Hℓ.

Proposition 4.1. For F ∈ Fd
0 and θ, θ̃ ∈ R

d : |θ| = |θ̃| = 1, set

Q
(4)
ℓ (F ) ≡ Q

(4)
ℓ (F ; θ,m, ζ) = ℓ−d∗ ∆ℓ,m,ζ(θ · (Bℓ,ζ −Hℓ,ζ,F ))−

1

2
θ · ĉ(m/ℓd∗;F )θ,

Q
(5)
ℓ (F ) ≡ Q

(5)
ℓ (F ; θ, θ̃,m, ζ) = ℓ−d∗ ∆ℓ,m,ζ(θ̃ ·Aℓ, θ · (Bℓ,ζ −Hℓ,ζ,F ))− (θ · θ̃)χ(m/ℓd∗).

Then, we have

|Q(4)
ℓ (F )| ≤ Cr(F )d(1 + |||F |||20,∞)ℓ−1,(4.1)

|Q(5)
ℓ (F )| ≤ Cr(F )2d‖F‖∞ℓ−d + Cℓ−1,(4.2)
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uniformly in θ, θ̃ ∈ R
d : |θ| = |θ̃| = 1, m ∈ [0, ℓd∗] ∩ Z and ζ ∈ XΛ(ℓ)c, where θ · θ̃ stands

for the inner product of θ and θ̃ ∈ R
d which has been denoted by (θ, θ̃) in the previous

sections.

Proof. We use the following two identities shown in the proof of Proposition 5.1 of [14]:

ℓ−d∗ ∆ℓ,m,ζ

(
θ · (Bℓ −Hℓ)

)
(4.3)

=
1

2
ℓ−d∗

∑

b=τxe∗i∈(Λ(ℓ))
∗

〈
cb

[
θ · ei(ξx+ei − ξx)− πb

( ∑

y∈Λ(ℓ−n)

τyF · θ
)]2〉

Λ(ℓ),m

,

and

ℓ−d∗ ∆ℓ,m,ζ

(
θ̃ ·Aℓ, θ · (Bℓ −Hℓ)

)
(4.4)

= ℓ−d∗

〈{ d∑

i=1

θ̃i
∑

y:τye∗i∈(Λ(ℓ))
∗

τyΨi

}{ ∑

x∈Λ(ℓ)

(θ · x)ξx +
∑

x∈Λ(ℓ−n)

τx(θ · F )
}〉

Λ(ℓ),m

= ℓ−d∗

d∑

i=1

θ̃i
∑

y:τye∗i∈(Λ(ℓ))
∗

∑

x∈Λ(ℓ)

〈
τyΨi

{
(θ · x)ξx + 1x∈Λ(ℓ−n)τx(θ · F )

}〉
Λ(ℓ),m

.

To show (4.1), we first replace the expectation on the right-hand side of (4.3) under
the canonical equilibrium measure νΛ(ℓ),m by that under the grandcanonical equilibrium

measure νρ with ρ = m/ℓd∗:

1

2
ℓ−d∗

∑

b=τxe∗i∈(Λ(ℓ))
∗

〈
cb

[
θ · ei(ξx+ei − ξx)− πb

( ∑

y∈Λ(ℓ−n)

τyF · θ
)]2〉

(m/ℓd∗).(4.5)

By the equivalence of ensembles (3.27) (with |∆| ≤ r(F )d) and recalling |θ| = 1, the error
for this replacement is bounded by

Cr(F )d(1 + |||F |||20,∞)ℓ−d.

Then, if b = τxe
∗
i ∈ (Λ(ℓ− 2n))∗, the sum in y ∈ Λ(ℓ− n) in (4.5) can be replaced by the

sum in y ∈ Z
d, Thus, by the translation invariance of νρ, (4.5) is equal to

1

2
ℓ−d∗

d∑

i=1

♯{b ∈ (Λ(ℓ− 2n))∗ : ith directed}

×
〈
ce∗i

[
θ · ei(ξei − ξ0)− πe∗i

( ∑

y∈Zd

τyF · θ
)]2〉

(m/ℓd∗),

with an error bounded by

C(1 + |||F |||20,∞)
|(Λ(ℓ))∗ \ (Λ(ℓ− 2n))∗|

ℓd∗
≤ C ′(1 + |||F |||20,∞)nℓ−1.
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Finally, noting that ♯{b ∈ (Λ(ℓ − 2n))∗ : ith directed}/ℓd∗ = (2(ℓ−2n))d

(2ℓ+1)d
= 1 + O(nℓ ) and

recalling n = r(F ) + 1, the above expression can be replaced by

1

2

d∑

i=1

〈
ce∗i

[
θ · ei(ξei − ξ0)− πe∗i

( ∑

y∈Zd

τyF · θ
)]2〉

(m/ℓd∗),(4.6)

with an error bounded by
Cr(F )(1 + |||F |||20,∞)ℓ−1.

However, by the identity at the bottom of p. 22 of [14], (4.6) is equal to 1
2θ · ĉ(m/ℓd∗;F )θ

and we obtain the estimate (4.1).

To show (4.2), we first note the exchangeability under the canonical measure νΛ(ℓ),m,
that is, η and ηx,y have the same distributions under νΛ(ℓ),m for x, y ∈ Λ(ℓ), x 6= y. This
is easily seen from the uniformity of νΛ(ℓ),m or the invariance of

∑
z∈Λ(ℓ) ηz under the

transform η 7→ ηx,y. In the expression (4.4), the right-hand side looks like O(ℓ2d/ℓd), but
due to the exchangeability under η 7→ ηy,y+ei , we have

〈τyΨi ξx〉Λ(ℓ),m = 〈(ηy+ei − ηy) ξx〉Λ(ℓ),m = 0

if x 6= y, y + ei and
〈τyΨi τx(θ · F )〉Λ(ℓ),m = 0

if y, y + ei /∈ τx(suppF ), i.e., y − x, y − x+ ei /∈ suppF , especially, if |y − x| ≥ r(F ) + 1.

In particular, the first part of the sum (4.4) (related to ξx) is equal to

ℓ−d∗

d∑

i=1

θ̃i
∑

y:τye∗i∈(Λ(ℓ))
∗

〈
τyΨi

{
(θ · y)ξy + (θ · y + ei)ξy+ei

}〉
Λ(ℓ),m

= ℓ−d∗

d∑

i=1

θ̃i
∑

y:τye∗i∈(Λ(ℓ))
∗

{
− (θ · y) + (θ · y + ei)

}
χΛ(ℓ),m

=
(2ℓ)d

(2ℓ+ 1)d
(θ̃ · θ)χΛ(ℓ),m,

by noting that both x = y and y+ ei satisfy x ∈ Λ(ℓ) and then recalling the uniformity of
νΛ(ℓ),m, where

χΛ(ℓ),m := −〈Ψiξ0〉Λ(ℓ),m
(
= −〈(ξei − ξ0)ξ0〉Λ(ℓ),m

)
.

However, by the equivalence of ensembles (3.27), we have

|χΛ(ℓ),m − χ(m/ℓd∗)| ≤ Cℓ−d.

Therefore, the first part of the sum (4.4) behaves as

(θ̃ · θ)χ(m/ℓd∗) +O(1/ℓ).

On the other hand, as we pointed out above, the second part of the sum (4.4) (related
to F ) can be restricted to the terms of x ∈ Λ(ℓ) : |x − y| ≤ r(F ). Then, applying the
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equivalence of ensembles (3.27) (with |∆| ≤ r(F )d), we can replace it by

ℓ−d∗

d∑

i=1

θ̃i
∑

y:τye∗i∈(Λ(ℓ))
∗

∑

x∈Λ(ℓ):|x−y|≤r(F )

〈
τyΨi 1x∈Λ(ℓ−n)τx(θ · F )

〉
(m/ℓd∗)(4.7)

with an error bounded by
Cr(F )2d‖F‖∞ℓ−d.

Denoting ρ = m/ℓd∗, since 〈τyΨi τx(θ · F )〉ρ = 0 if |x − y| ≥ r(F ) + 1, we can drop the
condition |x− y| ≤ r(F ) in the sum (4.7) and obtain for each i

ℓ−d∗

∑

y:τye∗i∈(Λ(ℓ))
∗

∑

x∈Λ(ℓ−n):|x−y|≤r(F )

〈τyΨi τx(θ · F )〉ρ

= ℓ−d∗

∑

y:τye∗i∈(Λ(ℓ))
∗

∑

x∈Λ(ℓ−n)

〈τyΨi τx(θ · F )〉ρ = 0.

Here, to see that the last sum vanishes, we first observe

∑

y:τye∗i∈(Λ(ℓ))
∗

τyΨi =
∑

y:τye∗i∈(Λ(ℓ))
∗

(ηy+ei − ηy) =
∑

z+∈∂i+Λ(ℓ)

ηz+ −
∑

z−∈∂i−Λ(ℓ)

ηz− ,

where ∂i±Λ(ℓ) = {z = (zj)
d
j=1; zi = ±ℓ, |zj | ≤ ℓ (j 6= i)}, and τx(θ · F ) is Λ(ℓ − 1)-

measurable for x ∈ Λ(ℓ − n). In particular, these variables are independent under νρ.
Since 〈ηz+ − ηz−〉ρ = 0, we see that the last sum vanishes.

Summing up these calculations and bounds, we get (4.2).

For the CLT variance of Aℓ, it was shown in Theorem 5.1 of [14] that

lim
ℓ,m→∞,m/ℓd∗→ρ

ℓ−d∗ ∆ℓ,m,ζ(θ ·Aℓ) = 2(θ · ĉ−1(ρ)θ)χ2(ρ),(4.8)

uniformly in ρ ∈ [0, 1] and η ∈ X , where ζ = η|Λ(ℓ)c . This is the key in the gradient
replacement and shown based on a characterization of closed forms given in Corollary
4.1 of [14]. However, this is not sufficient for our purpose. Then, recently more detailed
analysis has been developed by applying the method in the quantitative homogenization
theory and, as a by-product, a decay rate in the limit (4.8) was obtained as in the following
theorem; see (7.12) in [9].

Theorem 4.2. ([9]) For m ∈ [0, ℓd∗] ∩ Z, ζ ∈ XΛ(ℓ)c and θ ∈ R
d : |θ| = 1, set

Q
(6)
ℓ (m, ζ, θ) = ℓ−d∗ ∆ℓ,m,ζ(θ · Aℓ)− 2(θ · ĉ−1(m/ℓd∗)θ)χ

2(m/ℓd∗).

Then, there exist C > 0 and α1 > 0 such that

|Q(6)
ℓ (m, ζ, θ)| ≤ Cℓ−α1

uniformly in m ∈ [0, ℓd∗] ∩ Z, ζ ∈ XΛ(ℓ)c and θ ∈ R
d : |θ| = 1.
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The following corollary is immediate from Proposition 4.1 and Theorem 4.2, and gives
a quantitative refinement of Corollary 5.1 of [14].

Corollary 4.3. Taking the supremum over all m ∈ [0, ℓd∗] ∩ Z, ζ ∈ XΛ(ℓ)c and θ ∈ R
d :

|θ| = 1, set

Qℓ(F ) := sup

∣∣∣∣ℓ
−d
∗ ∆ℓ,m,ζ(θ · {D(m/ℓd∗)Aℓ − (Bℓ,ζ −Hℓ,ζ,F )})

− 1

2

{
θ · ĉ(m/ℓd∗;F )θ − θ · ĉ(m/ℓd∗)θ

}∣∣∣∣,

where D(ρ) is the diffusion matrix defined in (1.7). Then, Qℓ(F ) is estimated as

Qℓ(F ) ≤ C(1 + r(F )2d)(1 + |||F |||20,∞)ℓ−1 + Cℓ−α1 ,

for some C > 0 and α1 > 0.

Proof. Apply (4.1), (4.2) and Theorem 4.2; see the proof of Proposition 7.1 of [9] for more
details.

5 Choice of β, ℓ, F,K

5.1 Summary of the error estimates

Here we summarize the estimates for the error terms appearing in (3.64). Note that
λ(t, v) is now determined from the hydrodynamic equation (1.11) as in Lemma 3.13 and,
in particular, the Schauder estimate (2.4) is applicable. We use the exponent

γ := max{3α0, α0 + 1} > 0

determined from α0 > 0 in (2.4). In the following, the constant C = CT > 0 changes from
line to line and depends on T .

The term QΩ1
N,ℓ,β,K(λ, F ) is the error for Ω1 with the non-gradient microscopic current

function. It is given in (3.47) as

QΩ1
N,ℓ,β,K(λ, F ) =

C

β
K + β2Q

(1)
N,ℓ(λ, F ) + βQ

(2)
ℓ (λ, F ) +Q

(3)
N,ℓ(λ),(5.1)

where the first three terms are obtained in Theorem 3.5 and the last one in Lemma 3.7.
Here, the term Q

(1)
N,ℓ ≡ Q

(1)
N,ℓ(λ, F ) is estimated in (3.30), and together with the Schauder

estimate (2.4), we have

|Q(1)
N,ℓ| ≤ CN−1Kγℓ2d+4(1 + |||F |||30,∞).(5.2)

The term Q
(2)
ℓ ≡ Q

(2)
ℓ (λ, F ) is for the gradient replacement and is estimated in (3.31)

together with (2.4) as

|Q(2)
ℓ | ≤ CKγQℓ(F )(5.3)
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and by Corollary 4.3,

Qℓ(F ) ≤ C(1 + r(F )2d)(1 + |||F |||20,∞)ℓ−1 + Cℓ−α1 ,(5.4)

for some α1 > 0. The term Q
(3)
N,ℓ ≡ Q

(3)
N,ℓ(λ) given in Lemma 3.7 is independent of F and

it is estimated from above as

Q
(3)
N,ℓ ≤ CKγ(ℓ−1 +N−1) + CβKγℓ−1 +

C

β
K + Cβ2KγN−1ℓ2d−2.(5.5)

The termQLDN,ℓ,δ∗(λ, F ) appears in the large deviation estimate (see Theorems 3.11 and
3.9) after applying the entropy inequality and, by noting that we have ‖∂vGi‖∞ ≤ CKγ,
‖∂ρGi‖∞ ≤ CKγ for i = 1, 2 by Schauder estimates (2.3), (2.4) and the comparison
theorem (Lemma 7.1) used for ‖λ‖∞, it is estimated as

|QLDN,ℓ,δ∗(λ, F )| ≤ CN−1Kγ(ℓ+ ‖F‖∞) +Cℓ−d(log ℓ+Kγ).(5.6)

The term QEnN (λ, F ) is the error in the entropy calculation and is estimated as in
(3.3). Indeed, together with the Schauder estimate (2.4) and the comparison theorem
(Lemma 7.1), we have

|QEnN (λ, F )| ≤ CN−1Kγ(1 + |||F |||2,∞)3,(5.7)

if the condition (3.4), in particular,

N−1Kγ |||F |||0,∞ ≤ 1(5.8)

is satisfied.

The term QΩ2
N,ℓ(λ, F ) estimated in (3.49) is the error for the one-block estimate (3.25)

applied for the gradient term Ω2, adding the discretization error of (3.51). Applying the
Schauder estimate (2.4), it is bounded as

|QΩ2
N,ℓ(λ, F )| ≤ CKγ

(
N−1K1/2ℓ(d+2)/2 + ℓ−d(1 + r(F )d)

)
(5.9)

× (1 + |||F |||20,∞ + |||F |||1,∞) + CKγN−1.

5.2 Choice of β, ℓ, F,K

By Lemma 4.4 and Proposition 6.9 of [9] (see also Theorem 1.2 and Section 7 of [9]), one
can find a sequence of local functions Φn = Φn(η) ∈ (F0)

d on X such that

(5.10) r(Φn) ≤ n, sup
ρ∈[0,1]

‖R(ρ; Φn)‖ ≤ C2n
−α2 , ‖Φn‖∞ ≤ C2n

2 log n,

for some C2 > 0 and α2 > 0. We will choose n = n(N), ℓ = ℓ(N), K = K(N) and
β = β(n), from which we can determine β(N) := β(n(N)) and FN := Φn(N) (i.e. Φn with
n = n(N)), respectively. In fact, we will choose 1 ≤ n = Na1 ≪ ℓ = Na2 ≪ N with
exponents

(5.11) 0 < a1 < a2 := 1/(2d + 5) < 1.
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In particular, the radius r(Φn) of the support of Φn is much smaller than ℓ so that the
arguments in Section 4 work smoothly for F = FN ; note that n in Hℓ(η) in (3.37) is taken
as n = r(F ) + 1 so that it is n+ 1 with n given here.

For K = K(N) ≥ 1, we assume

1 ≤ K ≤ Kδ(N) := δ logN(5.12)

and will make δ > 0 sufficiently small. In particular, by (5.11) and (5.12), the condition
(3.24) holds (note that δ > 0 in (3.24) is different from that in (5.12)). Moreover, also
noting (5.10), the condition (5.8) holds. We will take β = nα2/2.

In (3.64), setting c∗ := T/δ∗ with δ∗ > 0 chosen in Lemma 3.13, the factor eKt/δ∗

is bounded by ec∗K ≤ N c∗δ for t ∈ [0, T ]. We also bound K,Kγ ≤ CN c∗δ for simplicity.
Below we give a bound for each of the nine terms in (3.64) (recall that QΩ1

N,ℓ,β,K(λ, FN )
consists of four terms as in (3.47) or equivalently (5.1)) first choosing a1 > 0 small enough
and then c∗δ = Tδ/δ∗, so c = Tδ in Proposition 2.1 and Theorem 1.1, further small. The
constants C̄ and κ below may change from line to line but they can always be taken as
C̄ = C̄T > 0 and κ > 0 (C̄ large enough depending on T , while κ small enough depending
on c but independently of T and δ).

1. The term β2Q
(1)
N,ℓ(λ, F ) · ec∗K in (5.1) with ec∗K is bounded, from (5.2) and (5.10),

by

Cnα2N−1ℓ2d+4n3d+7N2c∗δ ≤ C̄N−κ.

Note that ℓ2d+4 = N (2d+4)/(2d+5) by (5.11).

2. The term βQ
(2)
ℓ (λ, F ) · ec∗K in (5.1) is bounded, from (5.3), (5.4) and (5.10), by

Cnα2/2
(
n4d+5ℓ−1 + ℓ−α1

)
N2c∗δ ≤ C̄N−κ.

3. The upper bound of Q
(3)
N,ℓ(λ) · ec∗K in (5.1) is given, from (5.5), by

C
{
ℓ−1 +N−1 + nα2/2ℓ−1 + n−α2/2 + nα2N−1ℓ2d−2

}
N2c∗δ ≤ C̄N−κ.

4. The term |QLDN,ℓ,δ∗(λ, F )| · ec∗K is bounded, from (5.6) and (5.10), by

C
{
N−1(ℓ+ n3) + ℓ−d log ℓ

}
N2c∗δ ≤ C̄N−κ.

5. Noting that (5.8) is satisfied, the term QEnN (λ, F ) · ec∗K is bounded, from (5.7) and
(5.10), by

CN−1n3d+13N2c∗δ ≤ C̄N−κ.

6. The term |QΩ2
N,ℓ(λ, F )| · ec∗K is bounded, from (5.9) and (5.10), by

C
(
N−1ℓ(d+2)/2 + ℓ−dnd

)
n2d+5N3c∗δ + CN2c∗δN−1 ≤ C̄N−κ.
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7. The term (β + 1)Kγ supρ∈[0,1] ‖R(ρ;F )‖ · ec∗K is bounded, from (5.10), by

Cnα2/2N2c∗δn−α2 ≤ C̄N−κ,

by choosing δ > 0 small, once a1 > 0 is determined in the above procedure.

8. The term C
βK · ec∗K in (5.1) with ec∗K is bounded by

Cn−α2/2N2c∗δ ≤ C̄N−κ,

by choosing δ > 0 small enough.

9. Finally, by the assumption hN (0) ≤ C1N
−κ1 , C1, κ1 > 0 of Proposition 2.1, we have

hN (0)e
c∗K ≤ C̄N−κ.

Nine terms in (3.64) are all bounded by C̄N−κ and therefore one can conclude the
proof of Proposition 2.1 as already stated at the end of Section 3.7.

6 Schauder estimates

Here we give the proof of the Schauder estimates (2.3) for the solution ρ = ρ(t, v) ≡ ρK(t, v)
of (1.11). We apply the results given in [21] for linear second order parabolic partial
differential equations (PDEs). See also [20], but an explicit dependence of the constants
in the estimates on several data of the equation is not clearly indicated as in (6.6), (6.7)
below.

Before showing the Schauder estimates, we briefly note that the equation (1.11) has
a unique classical solution ρ(t, v) ∈ C1,3([0,∞)×T

d) under the condition ρ0 ∈ C4(Td) for
its initial value; recall (1.12) in which ρ0 ∈ C5(Td) is assumed. In fact, noting that (1.11)
is a quasi-linear equation in divergence form (0.1) in Chapter V of [20], p.417, by Theorem
6.1 of [20], p. 452, we see that it has a unique classical solution ρ(t, v) ∈ C1,2([0,∞)× T

d)
if ρ0 ∈ C3(Td). Note that the consistency condition (6.3) assumed in Theorem 6.1 is
unnecessary in our setting, since Td has no boundary. To obtain C1,3-property, we consider
the equation for the derivative ρ(k) := ∂vkρ(t, v) for each fixed k : 1 ≤ k ≤ d. By a simple
calculation, we see that ρ(k) satisfies the equation (0.1) of [20] with

ai(v, t, p) =

d∑

j=1

Dij(ρ(t, v))pj +

d∑

j=1

D′
ij(ρ(t, v))∂vkρ(t, v)∂vjρ(t, v),

a(v, t) = −f ′(ρ(t, v))∂vkρ(t, v),

where we regard that ρ(t, v), ∂vkρ(t, v) and ∂vjρ(t, v) are all given. Then, applying The-
orem 6.1 of [20] again, we see that ρ(k) ∈ C1,2([0,∞) × T

d) if ∂vkρ0 ∈ C3(Td) for each k.

This shows ρ(t, v) ∈ C1,3([0,∞) × T
d) under the condition ρ0 ∈ C4(Td).

Now we show the Schauder estimates. To apply the results of [21], the first step is to
show the Hölder continuity of the solution of the nonlinear PDE (1.11).
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For this purpose, first in (1.11) dropping the termKf(ρ(t, v)) and replacingD(ρ(t, v))
by D(t, v) = {Dij(t, v)}1≤i,j≤d which is symmetric matrix-valued Borel measurable func-
tion on [0, T ] × T

d satisfying a bound similar to (1.9): c∗|θ|2 ≤ (θ,D(t, v)θ) ≤ c∗|θ|2 for
θ ∈ R

d with c∗, c
∗ > 0, we consider a solution u(0) = u(0)(t, v) of the linear parabolic PDE

∂tu
(0) =

d∑

i,j=1

∂vi{Dij(t, v)∂vju
(0)}, t ≥ 0, v ∈ T

d,(6.1)

with initial value u0. Let p(t, v; s, ξ), v, ξ ∈ T
d, 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T be the associated fun-

damental solution. Then, we have the following Nash Hölder estimates; cf. [27], [24] and
related estimates can also be found in [20].

Lemma 6.1. There exist σ ∈ (0, 1] and C > 0 such that

|u(0)(t1, v1)− u(0)(t2, v2)| ≤ C‖u0‖∞
( |t1 − t2|1/2 ∨ |v1 − v2|

(t1 ∧ t2)1/2
)σ
,(6.2)

for t1, t2 ∈ (0, T ], v1, v2 ∈ T
d and

|p(t1, v1; 0, ξ1)− p(t2, v2; 0, ξ2)| ≤
C

(t1 ∧ t2)d/2
( |t1 − t2|1/2 ∨ |v1 − v2| ∨ |ξ1 − ξ2|

(t1 ∧ t2)1/2
)σ
,(6.3)

for t1, t2 ∈ (0, T ], v1, v2, ξ1, ξ2 ∈ T
d.

Proof. To show (6.2), we separate into two cases: (t1 ∨ t2) ≥ 2(t1 ∧ t2) and (t1 ∨ t2) <
2(t1 ∧ t2). In the case (t1 ∨ t2) ≥ 2(t1 ∧ t2), since |t1 − t2| = (t1 ∨ t2)− (t1 ∧ t2) ≥ (t1 ∧ t2),
(6.2) is obvious with C = 2, noting ‖u(0)(t)‖∞ ≤ ‖u0‖∞ by the maximum principle; see
Lemma 7.1 below with f ≡ 0.

In the other case (t1 ∨ t2) < 2(t1 ∧ t2), we take t0 = 2(t1 ∧ t2), R =
√
2(t1 ∧ t2)1/2,

δ =
√

2/3 and x0 = v1 in Theorem 4.1 of [24] (or Theorem II.1.8 of [27], although
it is stated only for the time-homogeneous case). Note that t0 − R2 = 0 and t1, t2 ∈
(t0 − (δR)2, t0) =

(
2/3(t1 ∧ t2), 2(t1 ∧ t2)

)
. Then, by Theorem 4.1 of [24], (6.2) holds if

|v1 − v2| ≤
√

4/3(t1 ∧ t2)1/2. If |v1 − v2| ≥
√

4/3(t1 ∧ t2)1/2, (6.2) is obvious with C = 2.

To show (6.3), taking δ = (t1∧t2)1/2 in Corollary 4.2 of [24] (or Corollary II.1.9 of [27]),
this holds if |v1−v2|∨|ξ1−ξ2| ≤ (t1∧t2)1/2. Conversely, if |v1−v2|∨|ξ1−ξ2| ≥ (t1∧t2)1/2,
by Aronson’s Gaussian upper bound (see Theorem 1.2 of [24]), we have

|p(t1, v1; 0, ξ1)− p(t2, v2; 0, ξ2)| ≤ p(t1, v1; 0, ξ1) + p(t2, v2; 0, ξ2)

≤ Ct
−d/2
1 + Ct

−d/2
2 ≤ 2C(t1 ∧ t2)−d/2

and this is bounded by the right-hand side of (6.3) (with C replaced by 2C).

This lemma is used to show the Hölder continuity of the solution ρ(t, v) ≡ ρK(t, v),K ≥
1 of (1.11) with ρ(0) = ρ0. The regularity of ρ0 allows to remove the singularity of ρ(t, v)
near t = 0.
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Lemma 6.2. Assume the condition (1.12) for ρ0. Then, we have

|ρ(t1, v1)− ρ(t2, v2)| ≤ CK
(
|t1 − t2|σ/2 + |v1 − v2|σ

)
, t1, t2 ∈ [0, T ], v1, v2 ∈ T

d,(6.4)

for some σ ∈ (0, 1]. Since D(ρ) = {Dij(ρ)}1≤i,j≤d ∈ C∞([0, 1]), we have a similar Hölder
estimate for Dij(ρ(t, v)).

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Corollary 2.6 of [13] (in the discrete setting). First,
let D(t, v) be as above and let g(t, v) be a bounded Borel measurable function. We consider
the linear PDE

∂tu =

d∑

i,j=1

∂vi{Dij(t, v)∂vju}+ g(t, v), t ≥ 0, v ∈ T
d,

with u(0) = u0. Then, by Duhamel’s formula, we have

u(t, v) = u(0)(t, v) +

∫ t

0
ds

∫

Td

g(s, ξ)p(t, v; s, ξ)dξ,

where u(0)(t, v) is the solution of (6.1). Then, by Lemma 6.1 (actually only by (6.2)),
similar to the proof of Theorem 2.2 of [13], we get

|u(t1, v1)− u(t2, v2)| ≤ C(‖u0‖∞ + ‖g‖∞)
( |t1 − t2|1/2 + |v1 − v2|

(t1 ∧ t2)1/2
)σ
,(6.5)

for t1, t2 ∈ (0, T ], v1, v2 ∈ T
d.

To improve the regularity near t = 0, we apply a trick similar to the one used in the
proof of Theorem 2.5 of [13]. We supplementarily consider the heat equation on T

d

∂sU = ∆U, s ∈ (0, 1]

with U(0) = ρ0, and set Û(t) := U(1 − t) and ĥ(t, v) := −∆Û(t, v) for t ∈ [0, 1). Then,
Û(t, v) satisfies the equation

∂tÛ = −∆Û = ∆Û + 2ĥ.

Since h(t) := ĥ(1 − t) = −∆U(t) satisfies ∂th(t) = ∆h(t) with h(0) = −∆U(0) = −∆ρ0,
we see by the maximum principle that ‖h(t)‖∞ ≤ ‖∆ρ0‖∞ <∞ by (1.12).

To apply (6.5) for our equation (1.11), define ρ̂(t, v), {D̂ij(t, v)} and ĝ(t, v), respec-
tively, by

ρ̂(t, v) =

{
ρ(t− 1, v), t ∈ [1, T + 1],

Û(t, v), t ∈ [0, 1).

D̂ij(t, v) =

{
Dij(ρ(t− 1, v)), t ∈ [1, T + 1],

δij , t ∈ [0, 1),

ĝ(t, v) =

{
Kf(ρ(t− 1, v)), t ∈ [1, T + 1],

2ĥ(t, v), t ∈ [0, 1),
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where ρ(t, v) ≡ ρK(t, v) is the solution of (1.11) with initial value ρ0. Then, these functions
satisfy

∂tρ̂ =

d∑

i,j=1

∂vi(D̂ij(t, v)∂vi ρ̂) + ĝ(t, v),

with ρ̂(0, v) = U(1). Note that ‖U(1)‖∞ ≤ ‖ρ0‖∞. So, noting that ‖ĝ‖∞ ≤ K‖f‖∞ +
2‖∆ρ0‖∞ and {D̂ij} satisfies the uniform positive-definiteness and boundedness conditions,
from (6.5) with T replaced by T + 1, we have

|ρ̂(t1, v1)− ρ̂(t2, v2)| ≤ C(‖ρ0‖∞ + ‖ĝ‖∞)
( |t1 − t2|1/2 + |v1 − v2|

(t1 ∧ t2)1/2
)σ
,

for t1, t2 ∈ (0, T + 1], v1, v2 ∈ T
d. The desired bound (6.4) is obtained by restricting the

above estimate to [1, T + 1] and shifting it by 1 in time.

Now we apply Theorem 4.8 of [21], in particular the detailed estimate given on p. 59
for a solution u of the linear equation (4.22) of [21] cited below. Before explaining it, let
us first recall several Hölder norms for functions on Ω = [0, T ]×T

d from pp. 46–47 of [21].

The sup-norm on Ω is denoted by ‖ · ‖∞ = | · |0 ≡ | · |(0)0 and let α ∈ (0, 1]. The (semi)

norms [u]
(b)
α , b = 0, 1, |u|(1)α and |u|∗1+α ≡ |u|(0)1+α are defined for functions u on Ω which may

have a singularity like t−1/2 or others near t = 0, respectively, by

[u](b)α = sup
X 6=Y

(t ∧ s)(α+b)/2 |u(X)− u(Y )|
|X − Y |α , b = 0, 1,

|u|(1)α = |u|(1)0 + [u](1)α , |u|(1)0 = sup
Ω
t1/2|u(X)|,

|u|(0)1+α := ‖u‖∞ + |∂vu|(1)0 + [u]
(0)
1+α + 〈u〉(0)1+α

≡ ‖u‖∞ + sup
Ω
t1/2|∂vu(X)| + sup

X 6=Y
(t ∧ s)(1+α)/2 |∂vu(X) − ∂vu(Y )|

|X − Y |α

+ sup
X 6=Y,x=y

(t ∧ s)(1+α)/2 |u(X) − u(Y )|
|X − Y |1+α ,

where X = (t, v), Y = (s, v′) ∈ Ω and |X − Y | = max{|x − y|, |t − s|1/2}. Note that

d(X,Y ) = min{d(X), d(Y )} = min{t1/2, s1/2} = (t ∧ s)1/2 and 〈u〉(1)α = 0 in the norm

|u|(1)α on p. 47 of [21]. The norm |u|1+α for functions u without singularity near t = 0 is
defined on p. 46 of [21] as

|u|1+α := ‖u‖∞ + ‖∂vu‖∞ + sup
X 6=Y

|∂vu(X) − ∂vu(Y )|
|X − Y |α + sup

X 6=Y,x=y

|u(X) − u(Y )|
|X − Y |1+α .

The detailed estimate mentioned above clarifies the dependence of the constants in
the estimate on various data; see (6.6) below. The equation (4.22) of [21] is defined as
follows on Ω and written by dropping the sums in i, j as

−∂tu+ ∂vi
(
aij∂vju+ bi∂viu

)
+ ci∂viu+ c0u = ∂vif

i + g,(4.22)
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where aij, bi, f i are α-Hölder continuous and ci, c0, g are bounded measurable functions on
Ω that satisfy

λ|ξ|2 ≤ aijξiξj ≤ Λ|ξ|2, [aij ](0)α ≤ A,(4.20a)

|bi|(1)α ≤ B,(4.20b)

‖ci‖∞ ≤ c1, ‖c0‖∞ ≤ c2,(4.20c)

|f i|(1)α ≤ F, ‖g‖∞ ≤ G,(4.21)

for some positive constants λ,Λ, A,B, c1, c2, F and G. Then, we have

|u|∗1+α
(
≡ |u|(0)1+α

)
≤ C(d, α, λ,Λ)(M‖u‖∞ + F +G)(6.6)

with

M = [1 +A+ c1]
(1+α)/α +

∑

i

(|bi|(1)0 )1+α + c2 +
∑

i

[bi](1)α .(6.7)

In our applications, we will take bi = ci = 0. Note that the above conditions (4.20c) and

(4.21) are simplifications of those in [21] by noting that ‖ · ‖(b)p,δ ≤ C‖ · ‖∞ for b = 1, 2, but
these will suffice for our purpose.

First, we consider (1.11) to be a linear equation (4.22) for u = ρ with aij = Dij(ρ(t, v)),
g = −Kf(ρ(t, v)) where ρ(t, v) is already given and bi = ci = c0 = f i = 0. Then,

since (6.4) implies [aij ]
(0)
σ ≤ CK (note that (t ∧ s)α/2 ≤ Tα/2 is bounded), one can

take α = σ, A = CK in the estimate (4.20a) and G = CK in (4.21). So, noting
M = [1 +A](1+σ)/σ ≤ CK(1+σ)/σ and ‖u‖∞ ≤ 1, we obtain by (6.6) the estimate:

|ρ|∗1+σ ≤ CK(1+σ)/σ ,(6.8)

for the solution ρ of (1.11). Here and in the following, we use the comparison theorem
for (1.11), that is, under our assumption (1.12) for the initial value ρ0, we have 0 < c ≤
ρ(t, v) ≤ 1− c < 1 for some c ∈ (0, 1/2); see Lemma 7.1 below.

Considering the extended system in time similar to the proof of Lemma 6.2 (see also
Theorem 4.2 of [13]), the regularity of the initial value ρ0(v) improves the estimate (6.8)
into that without singularity near t = 0. In fact, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 6.3. For the norm without singularity, we have

|ρ|1+σ ≤ CK(1+σ)/σ .(6.9)

Proof. Since we need to extend aij to âij while preserving its σ-Hölder property, we modify
the choice of D̂ij in the proof of Lemma 6.2. We take b̂i = ĉi = ĉ0 = f̂ i = 0 and define
û(t, v), {âij(t, v)} and ĝ(t, v), respectively, by

û(t, v) =

{
ρ(t− 1, v), t ∈ [1, T + 1],

Û(t, v), t ∈ [0, 1).

âij(t, v) =

{
Dij(ρ(t− 1, v)), t ∈ [1, T + 1],

Dij(ρ0(v)), t ∈ [0, 1),
(6.10)
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ĝ(t, v) =

{
−Kf(ρ(t− 1, v)), t ∈ [1, T + 1],

−2ĥ(t, v), t ∈ [0, 1),

where Û(t) := U(1− t) is defined from the solution U(s), s ∈ [0, 1] of the equation

∂sU = Lρ0U ≡ ∂vi(Dij(ρ0(v))∂vjU), s ∈ (0, 1],

with initial value U(0) = ρ0, and ĥ(t, v) := −Lρ0Û(t, v), t ∈ [0, 1]. Then, Û(t) satisfies the
equation

∂tÛ = −Lρ0Û = Lρ0Û + 2ĥ.

For ĝ, the measurability is sufficient.

Note that h(t) := ĥ(1 − t) = −Lρ0U(t) satisfies the equation ∂th(t) = Lρ0h(t) and

h(0) = ĥ(1) = −Lρ0U(0) = −Lρ0ρ0. Thus, according to the maximum principle noting

Lρ0u = Dij(ρ0)∂vi∂vju+D′
ij(ρ0)∂viρ0 · ∂vju,

we see
‖h(t)‖∞ ≤ ‖Lρ0ρ0‖∞ ≤ C(‖∂2ρ0‖∞ + ‖∂ρ0‖2∞) <∞,

since ρ0 ∈ C2(Td) by our condition (1.12). So we have ‖ĝ‖∞ ≤ CK.

Since [âij ]
(0)
σ ≤ CK, (6.8) holds for the extended solution û(t, v) on [0, T + 1]. Re-

stricting this estimate to [1, T + 1], (6.9) follows.

Second, we take the derivative of (1.11) in vk and obtain by dropping the sum in i, j

∂tρvk = ∂vi

(
∂vk
{
Dij(ρ)∂vjρ

})
+Kf ′(ρ)ρvk(6.11)

= ∂vi
{
Dij(ρ)∂vjρvk

}
− ∂vif

i,(1)(ρ) +Kf ′(ρ)ρvk ,

where

f i,(1)(ρ) := −
d∑

j=1

D′
ij(ρ)ρvkρvj .

We consider this equation to be a linear equation (4.22) for u = ρvk with aij = Dij(ρ),
bi = ci = 0, f i = f i,(1)(ρ) (here both ρvk = ρvk(t, v) and ρvj = ρvj (t, v) are considered
already given) and c0 = Kf ′(ρ). We may add a bounded function g (actually, ĝ) to apply
for the proof of the next Lemma 6.4. Then, one can take A = CK, F = CK(K(1+σ)/σ)2

by using (6.4) (for Hölder estimate for D′(ρ)) and (6.9) (noting that we can drop t1/2 and

(t ∧ s)(1+α)/2 in the norm |f i|(1)α , since these are bounded) and c2 = CK. Thus, by (6.6)
with G for g (for later use, currently g = 0), we obtain the estimate:

|u|∗1+σ ≤ C(M‖u‖∞ +K2(1+σ)/σ+1 +G)(6.12)

with M = [1 + A](1+σ)/σ +K. Therefore, noting ‖u‖∞ = ‖ρvk‖∞ ≤ CK(1+σ)/σ by (6.9)
and G = 0, we have

|∂ρ|∗1+σ ≤ CK2(1+σ)/σ+1.(6.13)

We can apply a similar argument to the proof of Lemma 6.3 to remove the singularity
near t = 0.
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Lemma 6.4. For the norm without singularity, we have

|∂ρ|1+σ ≤ CK2(1+σ)/σ+1.(6.14)

Proof. We take {âij(t, v)} as in (6.10) and b̂i = ĉi = 0. Then, for each k, we define û(t, v),
{f̂ i(t, v)}, ĉ0(t, v) and ĝ(t, v), respectively, by

û(t, v) =

{
ρvk(t− 1, v), t ∈ [1, T + 1],

V̂ (t, v), t ∈ [0, 1).

f̂ i(t, v) =

{
f i,(1)(ρ(t− 1, v)), t ∈ [1, T + 1],

f i,(1)(ρ0(v)), t ∈ [0, 1),
(6.15)

ĉ0(t, v) =

{
Kf ′(ρ(t− 1, v)), t ∈ [1, T + 1],

0, t ∈ [0, 1),

ĝ(t, v) =

{
0, t ∈ [1, T + 1],

−2ĥ(t, v), t ∈ [0, 1),

where V̂ (t) ≡ V̂k(t) := V (1− t) is defined from the solution V (s), s ∈ [0, 1] of the equation

∂sV = Lρ0V − ∂vif
i,(1)(ρ0), s ∈ (0, 1],

with initial value V (0) = ∂vkρ0, and ĥ(t, v) := −Lρ0V̂ (t, v), t ∈ [0, 1], where Lρ0 is the
same as in the proof of Lemma 6.3. Then, V̂ (t) satisfies the equation

∂tV̂ = −Lρ0 V̂ + ∂vif
i,(1)(ρ0) = Lρ0 V̂ + 2ĥ+ ∂vif

i,(1)(ρ0).

Note that h(t) := ĥ(1− t) = −Lρ0V (t) satisfies the equation

∂th(t) = Lρ0h(t) + Lρ0∂vif
i,(1)(ρ0)

and h(0) = −Lρ0∂vkρ0. Thus, by applying Duhamel’s formula

h(t) = etLρ0h(0) +

∫ t

0
e(t−s)Lρ0Lρ0∂vif

i,(1)(ρ0)ds

with the semigroup etLρ0 generated by Lρ0 , which is a contraction under the sup-norm by
the maximum principle, we see

‖h(t)‖∞ ≤ ‖Lρ0∂vkρ0‖∞ + ‖Lρ0∂vif i,(1)(ρ0)‖∞ <∞, t ∈ [0, 1],

since ρ0 ∈ C4(Td) by the condition (1.12). So G = ‖ĝ‖∞ ≤ C.

This shows (6.14) by applying (6.12) for the extended solution defined on [0, T+1].

These two lemmas also imply an estimate for ∂tρ. Indeed, expanding the right-hand
side of (1.11) by noting Dij(ρ) ∈ C∞([0, 1]), and then applying (6.9) and (6.14), we obtain

‖∂tρ‖∞ ≤ CK2(1+σ)/σ+1.(6.16)
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Third, we take the derivative of (6.11) in vℓ and obtain

∂tρvkvℓ = ∂vi
{
Dij(ρ)∂vjρvkvℓ

}
− ∂vif

i,(2)(ρ) +Kf ′(ρ)ρvkvℓ +Kf ′′(ρ)ρvkρvℓ ,(6.17)

where

f i,(2)(ρ) = −
d∑

j=1

{
D′
ij(ρ)ρvℓρvjvk +D′′

ij(ρ)ρvℓρvkρvj +D′
ij(ρ)∂vℓ(ρvkρvj )

}
.

We consider this equation to be a linear equation (4.22) for u = ρvkvℓ with aij = Dij(ρ),
bi = ci = 0, f i = f i,(2) (regarding all terms in f i,(2) already given), c0 = Kf ′(ρ) and
g = −Kf ′′(ρ)ρvkρvℓ (with all terms already given). Then, one can take A = CK, F =
CK2(K(1+σ)/σ)3 by using (6.4), (6.9) and (6.14), c2 = CK and G = CK · K2(1+σ)/σ .
Thus, by (6.6), we obtain the estimate:

|u|∗1+σ ≤ C(M‖u‖∞ +K3(1+σ)/σ+2)

with M = [1 + A](1+σ)/σ + K. Therefore, noting ‖u‖∞ = ‖ρvkvℓ‖∞ ≤ CK2(1+σ)/σ+1 by
(6.14), we have

|∂2ρ|∗1+σ ≤ CK3(1+σ)/σ+2.(6.18)

We can again use the same argument as above to remove the singularity near t = 0.

Lemma 6.5. For the norm without singularity, we have

|∂2ρ|1+σ ≤ CK3(1+σ)/σ+2.(6.19)

Proof. Take {âij(t, v)} as in (6.10), ĉ0(t, v) as in (6.15) and b̂i = ĉi = 0. Then, for each
k, ℓ, we define û(t, v), {f̂ i(t, v)} and ĝ(t, v), respectively, by

û(t, v) =

{
ρvkvℓ(t− 1, v), t ∈ [1, T + 1],

V̂ (t, v), t ∈ [0, 1).

f̂ i(t, v) =

{
f i,(2)(ρ(t− 1, v)), t ∈ [1, T + 1],

f i,(2)(ρ0(v)), t ∈ [0, 1),
(6.20)

ĝ(t, v) =

{
Kf ′′(ρ(t− 1, v))ρvk (t− 1, v)ρvℓ(t− 1, v), t ∈ [1, T + 1],

−2ĥ(t, v), t ∈ [0, 1),

where V̂ (t) ≡ V̂k,ℓ(t) := V (1−t) is defined from the solution V (s), s ∈ [0, 1] of the equation

∂sV = Lρ0V − ∂vif
i,(2)(ρ0), s ∈ (0, 1],

with initial value V (0) = ∂vk∂vℓρ0, and ĥ(t, v) := −Lρ0 V̂ (t, v), t ∈ [0, 1]. Then, V̂ (t)
satisfies the equation

∂tV̂ = −Lρ0 V̂ + ∂vif
i,(2)(ρ0) = Lρ0 V̂ + 2ĥ+ ∂vif

i,(2)(ρ0).
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Note that h(t) := ĥ(1− t) = −Lρ0V (t, v) satisfies the equation

∂th(t) = Lρ0h(t) + Lρ0∂vif
i,(2)(ρ0)

and h(0) = −Lρ0∂vk∂vℓρ0. Thus, by Duhamel’s formula similarly as before, we see

‖h(t)‖∞ ≤ ‖Lρ0∂vk∂vℓρ0‖∞ + ‖Lρ0∂vif i,(2)(ρ0)‖∞ <∞,

since ρ0 ∈ C5(Td) by the condition (1.12). Thus, ‖ĝ‖∞ has the same bound by G stated
above. This shows (6.19) by applying (6.18) for the extended solution.

Finally for ∂vk∂tρ, using (6.11), expanding the terms on the right-hand side and
recalling D(ρ), f(ρ) ∈ C∞([0, 1]), we obtain from (6.9), (6.14) and (6.19)

‖∂vk∂tρ‖∞ ≤ CK3(1+σ)/σ+2.(6.21)

The estimate (2.3) follows from (6.9), (6.14), (6.16), (6.19), and (6.21).

7 Comparison theorem

The following lemma is standard and follows directly from the maximum principle. Recall
that f(0) > 0 and f(1) < 0 for f in the PDE (1.11) and K > 0.

Lemma 7.1. For the solution ρ(t, v) of (1.11), if 0 < ρ− ≤ ρ0(v) ≤ ρ+ < 1, then we have
ρ− ∧ α− ≤ ρ(t, v) ≤ ρ+ ∨ α+ for all t ≥ 0, where α− = min{α ∈ [0, 1]; f(α) = 0} > 0 and
α+ = max{α ∈ [0, 1]; f(α) = 0} < 1.

Proof. To show the upper bound, set w(t, v) := ρ+∨α++ε−ρ(t, v) for ε > 0 small enough
such that ρ+∨α++ ε < 1. Noting w(0, v) > 0, assume that there exist t0 > 0 and v0 ∈ T

d

such that w(t, v) > 0 for t ∈ [0, t0) and w(t0, v0) = 0. Then, we have

∂tw(t0,v0)−
d∑

i,j=1

∂vi
{
Dij(ρ)∂vjw

}
(t0, v0)(7.1)

= −Kf(ρ(t0, v0)) = −Kf(ρ+ ∨ α+ + ε) > 0.

However, we see that ∂tw(t0, v0) ≤ 0 and, since w(t0, ·) takes the minimum value 0 at
v = v0, recalling (1.8) and (1.9) for D(ρ), similar to [5], p. 345, p. 390, we have

d∑

i,j=1

∂vi
{
Dij(ρ)∂vjw

}
(t0, v0) ≥ 0.

This contradicts with (7.1) and therefore we have that ρ(t, v) < ρ+ ∨ α+ + ε for all ε > 0
and t ≥ 0. Thus the upper bound is shown. The proof for the lower bound is similar.
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8 Non-degeneracy and boundedness of diffusion matrix

This problem was studied in [26] in more general setting reversible under the Gibbs mea-
sures. Nevertheless, we give the proof, in particular that of the lower bound, since it turns
out to be explicit in the setting reversible under the Bernoulli measures.

Lemma 8.1. The bound (1.9) holds for (θ,D(ρ)θ).

Proof. The upper bound (θ,D(ρ)θ) ≤ c∗|θ|2 is easily obtained by taking F = 0; see [26].
To show the lower bound, noting π0,x(ηx − η0) = −2(ηx − η0) for x : |x| = 1, we have

〈
(ηx − η0)π0,x

(∑

y

τy θ · F
)〉

ρ
= −2

∑

y

〈(ηx − η0)τy θ · F 〉ρ

= −2
∑

y

〈(ηx+y − ηy) θ · F 〉ρ = 0.

Therefore,

|θ · x|〈(ηx − η0)
2〉ρ =

∣∣∣∣
〈
(ηx − η0)

(
θ · x(ηx − η0)− π0,x

(∑

y

τy θ · F
))〉

ρ

∣∣∣∣

≤ 〈(ηx − η0)
2〉1/2ρ

〈c0,x
c∗

(
θ · x(ηx − η0)− π0,x

(∑

y

τy θ · F
))2〉1/2

ρ
.

Then, taking the square and summing in x : |x| = 1 in both sides, we obtain

(2χ(ρ))2
∑

|x|=1

|θ · x|2 ≤ 4χ(ρ)

c∗
(θ, ĉ(ρ;F )θ),

for every F ∈ Fd
0 . This implies the lower bound (θ,D(ρ)θ) ≥ c∗|θ|2.
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