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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 N? for the Kawasaki part and another
scaling K = K(N), which diverges slower, for the Glauber part in time. In the limit as
N — 00, 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 [I.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 [Tl 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 and [[3l 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 T4, = (Z/NZ)? = {1,2,...,N}¢ of large size N € N = {1,2,...}.
The generator Ly of our dynamics is given by the sum of those of Kawasaki and Glauber
dynamics with time change factors N? and K = K (N) > 1, respectively:

(1.1) Ly =N?Lg + KLg.

The Kawasaki part is the same as in [I4], [6]. It is of non-gradient type and reversible
under Bernoulli measures; see (L2) and the conditions (1)—(3) below. The hydrodynamic
scaling limit for the Kawasaki dynamics reversible under Gibbs measures was studied by
[29]. In [I0], [11], the so-called gradient condition was assumed for the Kawasaki part but
here we discuss without assuming it.

To define the operators Li and Lg precisely, we introduce several notations. The
configuration space of the dynamics is Xn = {0, 1}11‘;{, whose element is denoted by n =
{Ne;z € ']I"fv} where 77, = 0 or 1 indicates that the site x is vacant or occupied, respectively.
We denote Fy the set of all functions on Xy. Let 75, € T%, be the shift operators acting
on Xy by (72n)y = Ny+z,y € T4, where addition is modulo N. They also act on Fy by

(f)(n) = f(7em), | € FN-
For z,y € ']I‘ﬁlv and n € Xy, n*Y denotes the element of X, obtained from n by



exchanging the values of 1, and 7,, that is,

Ny, ifz=umx,
™) =M, if 2=y,
Nz Az # 2,y

For =z € Tﬁlv and n € Xy, n* denotes the element of X, obtained from n by flipping the
value of 7, that is,

" 1—mn,, ifz=u=x,
(77 )z: .
Ny if z # x.

The notations 7., 7*Y and n*, z,y € Z% also indicate the corresponding ones for
X = {0, 1}Zd, the configuration space on the whole lattice Z%. For A C T% or C Z¢,
(A)* denotes the set of all (undirected) bonds b = {x,y} inside A, i.e., z,y € A and
|z — y| = 1. Throughout the paper, we use the norm |z| for z = ()%, € Z? in ('-sense:
|2| = maxj<;<q4 |2;|. We sometimes write n° instead of n®¥ for bonds b = {z, y}.

The generator Ly of the Kawasaki part on T% is defined as

(1'2) Lk = Z Cb(n)ﬂ-b = % Z Cm,y(n)ﬂ'x,y,

be('ﬂ“}v)* x,ye'ﬂ‘ﬁl\,:\x—y\zl
where m, = 7, ,,b = {x,y}, is the exchange operator on Fy defined by

mf(n) = f") = f(n), fe€Fn.

The functions {c,(n) = cz(n);b = {x,y} € (Z%)*} are defined on X and determine the
jump (or exchange) rates of particles between two neighboring sites z and y. We assume
that they satisfy the following three conditions (1)—(3):

(1) Non-degeneracy and locality: ¢, (1) > 0 and it is local, that is, it depends only on
{nz; |z — x| < r} for some r > 0.

(2) Spatial homogeneity: ¢, , = Tycoy—z for every {z,y} € (Z9)*.
(3) Detailed balance under Bernoulli measures: ¢, (1) does not depend on {n, 7, }.

In view of (1), the jump rate c;(n) is naturally regarded as a function on Xy for b € (T%)*,
at least if N is large enough such that N > 2r. The third condition (3) is equivalent to
the symmetricity of Lx with respect to the Bernoulli measures VIJ)V ,p € [0,1], that is, the
product probability measures on Xy such that v} (n, = 1) = p for every z € T%,. We will
denote the Bernoulli measures on X by v,, under which the operator Lk considered on
Z% is symmetric; see [§], [I0]. Note that we do not assume the gradient condition; cf. [§],
[10].
On the other hand, the generator Lg of the Glauber part is given by

LG = Z Cm(n)ﬂm,

d
z€Tg,



where 7, x € Tﬁl\,, is the flip operator on Fy defined by

Wmf(n):f(nx)_f(n)a J€Fn.

For the flip rates c;(n) defined on X, we assume the non-negativity, the locality and the
spatial homogeneity, that is, ¢, (1) = 7,¢(n) for some local function ¢(n) = ¢o(n) > 0 on X
(regarded as that on X for N large enough). Since 7y takes values only in {0, 1}, ¢(n)
can be decomposed as

(1.3) c(n) =c ()L —no) + ¢ (Mno

for some local functions ¢*(n) which do not depend on 79. We interpret ¢t (n) and ¢~ (n)
as the rates of creation and annihilation of a particle at x = 0, respectively.

Let n™(¢) = {nY (¢);z € T} be the Markov process on Xy governed by the infinites-
imal generator Ly in (L) with properly taken K such that 1 < K = K(N) oo as
N — oo. We are interested in the asymptotic behavior as N — oo of its macroscopic
empirical mass distribution, that is, the measure-valued process defined by

(1.4) pN(tdv) = N~ " N (8)d,n(dv), v e T

d
z€Tg,

where T¢ = R?/Z¢ is a d-dimensional continuous torus identified with [0,1)% and 4, is the
d-measure at v.

Our main result can be stated as follows. We consider the situation, under a proper
choice of rates {c;y,c.}, that the particles favor two levels of mean densities p; and
p_ € (0,1) with the same degree of stability. We then prove that p™ (¢, dv) converges to
p+dv or p_dv on two regions separated by a hypersurface I'; called the interface and I'y
evolves under the anisotropic curvature flow; see Theorem [[L4l 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 and [L3] 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 (0, ¢(p)0) , 6 €
R4, for each p € [0,1] called the conductivity via the variational formula

(L5) (0.2(0)0) = inf (0.5(p: F)6)

where (-,-) is the inner product of R% F, denotes the class of all local functions on X,
Fi = (Fo)?,

(0,¢(p; F)O) = % Z <co7$ <6,m(77$ — 1) — Wo,x< Z TyF>>2> 7

=1 d
|| YyEZL P



and (-), = E"[-] stands for the expectation with respect to the Bernoulli measure v, on
X. Note that m,(3_,cza 7y F) is well-defined as a finite sum > 74 70,+(7yF"). We choose
a d x d symmetric matrix ¢(p) = {¢i;j(p)}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) x(p) =p—p*,

and the diffusion matrix D(p) = {D;;(p)}1<ij<d by the Einstein relation:

(L7) D(p) = fx(f;), pe 0.1,

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

(1.8) D e C*(]0,1)),

see [I]. Furthermore, the diffusion matrix D(p) is uniformly positive and bounded:
(1.9) c|0)? < (6, D(p)d) < |6, 6 eRY pelo,1],

where c¢,, c* > 0 are constants defined by

0<cy:i= min coz(n) < ¢ = max co,z(n) < o0,
neX z€Z%:|z|=1 neX x€Z%:|z|=1

which follows from the condition (1); see [26] and Lemma [B1] below for the proof of (L9)).

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

(1.10) f(p) = (1 =2n0)c(n)),
= (1= p){c")p = ple7)p-

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

1.3 Quantitative and non-gradient hydrodynamic limit

We show that, asymptotically as N — oo, the macroscopic empirical mass distribution
pN (t,dv) is close to the solution p(t,v) = pg(t,v) of the following reaction-diffusion equa-
tion with a nonlinear diffusion term and a diverging factor K = K (V) in a reaction term

d
(1'11) atp(t’v) = Z 8U¢{Dij(p(t’U))avjp(t’v)} + Kf(p(t,v)), t>0,ve Tda
ij=1



where v = (v;)%_;. We assume that its initial value po(v) satisfies the condition:
(1.12) po € C*(TY  and 0 < po(v) < 1.

Then, the equation (LII) has a unique classical solution p(t,v) € C13([0,00) x T%) by
applying the results in [20]; see the beginning of Section [@

To state our result, let vV = /] /2 be the Bernoulli measure on Xy with p = 1/2, that

is, the uniform probability measure on Xy: vV (n) = 27V, € Xy. For two probability
densities f and g with respect to vV, define the relative entropy H(f|g) = Hn(f|g) by

(1.13) H(flg) = /X flog(f/g)dv™
We set
(1.14) p(A) =et/(e* +1), NER,

and denote its inverse function by A(p):
(1.15) A(p) = log{p/(1— p)}, pe (0,)

Let fo = fo(n),n € Xy, be the (initial) density of the distribution of " (0) on Xy
with respect to vV and, for py = po(v) satisfying (LIZ), let

(1.16) {/;0(77) Zy exp{ Z Xpo(z/N))n }

z€TY,

with A defined by (LI5) and a normalization constant Zy with respect to v"V. In other
words, zZOdVN denoted also by P is a product measure on X with a marginal distribu-
tion PYo (n: = 1) = po(x/N) for every x € T%.

Then, the difference between p™ (¢, dv) and pg (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 pgx is moving in N. To set the upper
threshold for the allowed K = K (N), define

(1.17) K(N)=Kg(N) :=6dlogN,
for 6 > 0.

Theorem 1.1. For each K > 1, let px(t,v) be the solution of the equation (LIIl) with an
initial value po(v) that satisfies the condition (L1Z). We assume that fo and 1y defined
above satisfy H(fo\{bvo) < C{N¥*1 for some Cy > 0 and k1 > 0. Then, there exist k > 0
and ¢ > 0 small enough such that for any T > 0, taking 6§ = 67 := ¢/T in Ks(N), if
K = K(N) satisfies 1 < K(N) < K5(N) and K(N) — oo, we have

P([(p"(t),6) — {px(t), )] > ) <CN*

for all t € [0,T], ¢ > 0 and ¢ € C®(T9) for some C = Cr(e,¢) > 0, where (p,d) =
Jra &(v) p(dv) for a measure p = p(dv) on T¢ and pg(t) is identified with p (t,v)dv.



The constants £ > 0, ¢ > 0 and § > 0 in K4s(N) are chosen in Section In
fact, to make k > 0, the product ¢ - T" must be small enough and this determines ¢ > 0.
Once ¢ is determined, we choose § = o7 = ¢/T'. In this sense, x depends on ¢, but it is
independent of § and T'. Especially if fo = 1, the assumption for H(fy|tp) 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) = d(log N)?/? for
some small § > 0 and some o € (0,1). The bound for K(N) in Theorem [l 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 "
and also to determine the upper bound K(N).

Theorem [T reduces the study of the limit of p™¥ (¢, dv) as N — oo to that of pg (¢, v)
as K — oo. 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(p) in (LIT) is
bistable, i.e. f has three zeros 0 < p_ < p, < p4 < 1 such that f'(p+) <0 and f'(ps) > 0.
In addition, we assume the balance condition:

/p+ f(p)D(p)dp = 0.

This means that two stable phases with densities p+, sparse and dense, have the same
degree of stability. Recalling the condition (ILI2]) for the initial value pg(v), we define I'y
by

Ty := {U S T¢ : po(v) = p*}
and assume that I'y is a C°-hypersurface in T¢ without boundary such that
(1.18) Vpo(v) -n(v) #0 for ve Ty,

where n(v) is the normal vector to I'g. Two regions Qoi surrounded by I'g are defined by
Qd = {po > ps«} and Qy = {po < p«}, respectively.

Then, one can show that
pr(t,v) = Ep,(v) as K — oo.
Here, T'; is a smooth closed hypersurface in T and Zr, is a step function taking two values
p+ defined by
—_ P+, VE Qj7
= (U) = -
p—7 v e Qt I

where Qfﬁ are two regions surrounded by I';. The sides of these regions are determined
initially at ¢ = 0 and then continuously for ¢ > 0.



The evolution of I'y starting from Iy is governed by the equation

(1.19) V = —Tr(u( Z f1i5(n)dy,m; on Ty,
i,j=1

where V is the normal velocity of Ty from the side of Q;” to @ and n = (n;) denotes the
unit normal vector to I'y of the same direction. This describes an anisotropic (direction
dependent) curvature flow. It is a mean curvature flow in the special case that 11;;(e) = pd;;
with a constant pu.

The matrix u(e) = {pij(e)}1<ij<d is defined for e € R%: |e| =1 as

psle —ﬁ / [ V) - 30 (Welp) 0, (%)]d/}

P+ p
/ VWelp)dp, We(p) = 2 / ac(p)f(p)dp, ac(p) =e-D(p)e.
p—

Note that W,(p) > 0 for p € [p—, p+] by the conditions for f(p).

The local-in-time well-posedness on a certain time interval [0, 7] with 7" > 0 of the
equation (ILI9) follows from the non-degeneracy of p(e) in the tangential direction to the
interface I': For some ¢ > 0,

(0, (e)8) > c|f*  for 6 € R? such that (f,e) =0
Note that (ILI9) can be rewritten in an equivalent PDE for the signed distance function
d(t,v) from T'y; see [12].

The first result is for the generation of the interface, that is, px(t,v) reaches the
neighborhood of p_ or p, in a very short time of order K~!log K.

Theorem 1.2. (Theorem 1.1 of [I2] on Q = T%) Let px (t,v) be the solution of the equation
(LII) and let € be such that 0 < € < p, where p := min{p; — ps, px — p—}. We assume the
conditions given at the beginning of this subsection. Then, there exist Ko > 0 and My > 0
such that, for all K > Ky, the following holds at t =ty = K 'log K/(2f'(ps)).

(1) p— — e < pkl(tx,v) < py + € for allv e T?,
(2) px(tr,v) > py — € for v € T such that po(v) > pe + Mo/ K2,
(3) pr(t,v) < p_ + € for v e T? such that po(v) < p, — Mo/ K2,

The second result is for the propagation of the interface, that is, the derivation of
the interface motion I'; as long as it remains smooth. The size of the transition layer is

O(K~1/?).

Theorem 1.3. (Theorem 1.2 of [12]) Under the conditions of Theorem [L.2, for any 0 <
€ < p, there exist Ko > 0,C > 0 and T" > 0 (within the local-in-time well-posedness of
(LI9)) such that for every K > Ko and t € [tx,T| we have

[p— —e,py +€  forallve T,
pr(t,v) € Qlpr —eps el if ve Q4 \ Ny ga(Ty),
lp— —€p—+el ifveQ \Ngpr(Th),



where Ny.(Ty) := {v € T4, dist(v,Ty) < r} is the r-neighborhood of T';.

The proofs of these two theorems are given based on the comparison theorem for the
PDE (L.I1). We construct its super and sub solutions. If the PDE (I.I1)) is a gradient flow
of a certain functional, one can apply the method of I'-convergence to derive the motion
of I'y. 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 5V (¢) by combining Theorems

[T and 31

Theorem 1.4. Assume the condition (LIZ) for the initial value po(v) and H(fo|thy) <
CiNd—#1 for some C1 > 0 and k1 > 0 in Theorem [ 1l and those in Theorem [L.3, that
is, d > 2, f(p) determined in (LIQ) from the flip rate of the Glauber part and the initial
value po(v) satisfy the conditions given at the beginning of Section [1.4]. Then, we have

P(|(p™(t),¢) = (Br, ¢)| >¢) <CN "

forallt € (0,T], € > 0 and ¢ € C=(T?) for some C = Cr(c, ¢), where T > 0 is determined
as in Theorem[L.3 and k > 0 as in Theorem [

Proof. Noting that =Zp, = '0+1Qt+ +p-1g- and IT?| = 1, for any 0 < € < p, we have by
t
Theorem T3]
{prc(£),8) = (Ery, 8] < (€ + (Ce/ K2 Ty ])[[¢]]oo

for K > Ky = Ko, and t € [tg,T]. Choosing € > 0 small enough and K > K large
enough, since || is bounded, one can make the right-hand side smaller than £/2. Note
also that tx is small for K large. Thus, taking K = K;,(N)V Ky and C = Cr(g/2, ¢),
the concluding estimate follows from Theorem [[I] at least for large V. O

This theorem establishes the autonomous phase separation directly for the particle
system. The PDE (I.1I]) was used only secondarily. We set the flip rate ¢g in the Glauber
part as the corresponding f determined in (ILI0) to satisfy the bistability and balance
conditions. This means that the particles prefer two phases with mean densities p_ or p4.

From gradient models, we derived the mean curvature flow, i.e., y;5(e) = pd;;; see [3],
[4], [10] and also [I7]. In the unbalanced case for gradient models assuming that D(p) = D
(constant), on a shorter time scale such as O(1/K'/?), Huygens’ principle was derived. In
other words, the stronger phase region expands with a constant speed; see [I1]. 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 ;(n) of second order approximation with a leading order term determined
by the hydrodynamic equation (ILII]). We then prove that Theorem [I.1]is shown once one



can prove the bound N™?H (fi|1p;) < CN~* for some C, s > 0 for the relative entropy per
volume of the density f:(n) of the distribution of the process n™ (t) with respect to ()
with a properly chosen second order term F'(n). This bound is formulated in Proposition

21

The proof of Proposition 2] is given in Section Bl 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(f;|i) for general v, along with
obtaining careful error estimates; see Lemma [3.J1 Second, we show the refined one-block
estimate, that is, the replacement of microscopic functions (even those with a diverging
factor K') 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 B3l 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 7, of gradient form with a properly chosen coefficient; see Theorem
This theorem, which gives good error estimates for the replacement, is shown by using
the decay estimates for the CLT variances given in Section @l We then need Lemma B.7]
to replace the linear function of 7, 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 f; (which is an unknown distribution) by that under ¢; (which
is a well-understood distribution), we apply the entropy inequality. Then, we are required
to show the large deviation type upper bound under ; with fine error estimates; see
Theorem [B.9 and Theorem [B.IT] as its consequence.

One can observe that the leading term in the estimate in Theorem [B.11]is cancelled if
we determine the leading term of 1y according to the hydrodynamic equation (LIIl); see
Lemma BI3l The equation (LIT]) 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 Il We apply multiscale analysis with different scaling
parameters 1 < n <« £ < N. The proof of Theorem B.9is given in Section 3.8

Section Ml 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 {V,},. In particular, the Glauber part plays no role in this section. Proposition
[41]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 [I4]. We use the equivalence of en-
sembles with a precise convergence rate. Then, for the decay rate for the CLT variance
of the term A;, we have Theorem as a refinement of Theorem 5.1 of [I4]. This is the
key to the gradient replacement and is obtained by applying new results of [9]. We note
that Theorem 5.1 of [I4] 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

The choice of K = K(N) together with the second order term Fy = @,y of 9
and mesoscopic scaling parameters n = n(N) and £ = {(N), 1 < n < { < N, is given

10



in Section [l 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 ®,, with support size n, which is close to the optimizer
of the variational formula (LH) in F. The Schauder estimates for the solution of the
hydrodynamic equation (III]) are essentially used only in this section.

Sections [6] [ 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(p),
respectively.

2 Proof of Theorem [1.1]

To prove Theorem [T, we apply the relative entropy method as in [14] comparing the
distribution of ™V (¢) with a properly taken local equilibrium state of second order approx-
imation. Its leading term is determined from the solution pg(¢,v) of the hydrodynamic
equation (LII]). The second order term is determined by F' = F'(n) which appears in the
variational formula (C5]), 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 A = A(t,v) € C13([0,T] x T%) and a function F' = F(n) € Fg, we
define a local equilibrium state v(n)dvY of second order approximation by

(2.1) Yi(n) = Yae,), (1)
= Ztlexp{ S Mt/Nns + S (OAEx/N). 7 F(n) }
a:e'IF‘IiV a:e']l“]i\,

for n € Xy, where Z; is the normalization constant with respect to vV = u{\;Q and

OX = OyA = {0y, A}i<i<d. We also write \ = ON/Ot, O\ = 02\ = {aviﬁvj)\}1<ij<d and
PAN=03\ = {(9%(91,].(9% for A = A(t,v).

Denote by fi(n) = f{¥(n) the density of the distribution of nV(¢) on Xy with respect
to vV and consider the relative entropy per volume defined by

A}lgi,j,kgd

(2.2) hn(t) = N™UH(filty).

We will show that hy(t) < CN~F ¢ € [0,T] with some C = C7 > 0 and k > 0 by choosing
A(t,-) and F in 9; = ¥}¥(n) properly as in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.1. Determine \(t,v) = Mg (t,v) := Ap(t,v)) from the solution p(t,v) =
pi (t,v) of the hydrodynamic equation (IL11) with K = K(N) and the initial value po
satisfying (LI12); recall (LIH) for A(p). Suppose a sequence K = K(N) — oo (N —
o) is given and satisfies 1 < K < Ks(N) = SlogN. Let 6 = 7 > 0 and functions
Fy = Fn(n) € F§ be chosen as in Section [5.3 below, namely, o7 = ¢/T > 0 with
sufficiently small ¢ > 0 and Fy = @y with ®,, satisfying (EI0) and n(N) = n® where
a; € (0,1/(2d + b)) is chosen sufficiently small. Consider hn(t) defined by ([2.2]) with
Yy = VYa,),Fy» and assume that hy(0) < C1N~" for some C1 > 0 and x1 > 0.
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Then, there exist some C = Cp > 0 and k > 0 such that hy(t) < CN~" holds for
every t € [0,T7.

The proof of Proposition 211 will be given in Section Bl We will calculate the time
derivative of hy(t), in which derivatives of Ak (¢,v) appear. For the solution p = pg(t,v)
of the hydrodynamic equation (LII]) with smooth coefficients D and K f, we have the
Schauder estimates in terms of K > 1:

(2.3) 10" lloos 19eplloc [1081plloc < CK, k= 1,2,3,

for some ag > 0 and C' = Cr > 0, where [ - [loc = || - [ oo (jo,r)xTe); See Section @ In
particular, for A = Mg (t,v) = Mpx(t,v)), recalling the definition (LI5) of A and noting
that pg(t,v) is uniformly away from 0 and 1 by Lemma [TI] (the comparison theorem)
below, we have

(2.4) [0+ [Mloes 194100 < CE
by changing C = Cr > 0, where we set
193,00 = [OM|oo + [[0*Aloo + 0% Alloo-

The Schauder estimates (2.3]), (2.4]) are actually used only in Section [H except for
(&) and Corollary B.I0I below. But, as these estimates suggest and also as e t/0+ appears
in (3.64)) after applying Gronwall’s inequality at the end of the proof in Section B.7] at all
steps in the proof of Proposition 2 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 (L11]), since our error estimates are strong enough to cover the
difference.

Proof of Theorem [I 1. Theorem [[.T] is deduced from Proposition 21l in the same way as
n [3], [14], [30]. In fact, for every ¢ € C°(T%), ¢ > 0 and ¢ € [0,7], consider a subset
A= AN et of Xy defined by

(2.5) A= {n e Xnil{p"(1).6) — (pxc (1), 8)] > <.

Then, determining ¢y = ¥{' from A\ = A\ and F = Fy as in Proposition 1] since the
assumption of Corollary BI0] below is satisfied (in particular, the contribution of Fi is
negligible), the large deviation estimate holds for ¥ dv"¥ and thus we have

(2.6) N~%log P¥(A) < —Cl(e),

for some C(g) > 0 and every N € N. We will sometimes identify ¢; and f; with v; dv¥
and f; dv, denoted by P¥* and P'*, and the expectations under them by E¥* and Eft,
respectively.
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Note that the condition for the relative entropy at ¢ = 0 in Theorem [LT] implies that
for hx(0) in Proposition 211 Indeed, we have

(2.7) H (folto) — H(fold0)] = | / Flog(do /o) dv™|
< CoNT 0N | Fiv oo < C3N4—72,

for some k2 > 0, by the Schauder estimates (2.4) and (5.10) noting that Fiyv = ®,(y) with
n(N) = N% a; < 1/(2d 4+ 5). Thus, the assumption hx(0) < C4N "3 of Proposition
211 (where k1, C are replaced by k3, Cy) holds taking k3 = k1 A kg > 0, where k1 is the
constant in Theorem [L.11

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

< CsN7F,

10g2—|—H(ft|¢t) 10g2+CNd_H
Pli(A) < <
) = g (T /P (AT = Tog{1 + cCONT)

This completes the proof of Theorem [T1] O

The goal is to show Proposition 2] that is, hy(t) < CN~%, ¢t € [0,T] for some
C=Cr>0andk >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 hy(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 £ € N and z € T4 (or Z%), define
(3.1) Mg = {y € Th(or Z%); |y — x| < £}

and £, := 2+ 1. Note that, in case of ']I‘ﬁlv, by embedding it in Z¢, the £!-norm |y — x| and
therefore Ay, are well-defined at least if £, < N. Note that [A, | = £4.

For F = F(n) = (Fi(n))%, € F¢, we set
(3-2) IF o0 = r(E) || Flloc,  k=0,1,2,

where 7(F)(> 1) denotes the radius (in £*-sense, centered at 0) of the support of F' = F(n),
that is,
r(F) = min{r > 0;supp F C Ar,O}-

We use an abbreviation >, for }-, yeTd :fo—y|=1-
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Lemma 3.1. Assume A € C13([0,T] x T%) and F € F§ for ¢y in @1). Then, setting
p(t,v) := p(A(t,v)), we have

O (1) < B[O+ Qo] + N70 Y Mt 2/N)plt,2/N) + QR (A, F),

d
z€Tg,

where Q1 = Q1(n) and Qo = Qa(n) are defined respectively by

pvlfd
Ql == Zcxnymvy’

2
x?y
Q:—NdZ)\tx/N% ZCWJ
mer
N—d
T4 C:vyzavzavj)‘ (t,x/N)(yi — 2i)(y; — 25)(ny — Nx)
Ty i.J
pde
+ 5 D oy OOy Mt 2 /N)may (Y (2 — )7 F)
z,y '7j ZET?\,
—d cz () B
e

and

Uy = ayln) = (At /). (0 =)y =) = a3 7.F) ).

z€T%
The error term QX™(\, F) has the estimate
3 3
(33 1QE O F) <ONT (14 [9Allse) (14 1Pz )

+ CNTLK Mo [0X] oo Il o6
+ CN Mool Fllos + CN 7 Mo Ol E g e

as long as A and F' satisfy the bounds
(3.4) N7 oMo <1, N7 (E) 0N ool Flloe < 1,
(the constant 1 in the right-hand side may be replaced by any other constant).

Proof. We apply the estimate
(35) o (®) < N0 [ (L = 0utn) - o

which holds for a large class of Markovian models, where £}; denotes the dual operator of
the generator £y with respect to the measure vV; see [30] Lemma 1, [23] Lemma 3.1.
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The term in the integrand on the right-hand side of (85 derived from the Kawasaki
part was already computed in the proof of Lemma 3.1 of [I4], 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} = Lk,

(3.6) N~%p EN2 Ly

2—d
s [exp LN 2/N) = At y/N)) iy = )

'T7y

ey 3 OME2/N), mF) L - 1]

ze']l‘d
Nl d

= Z Czylay + Z Cz,y 2

)

Zcmyzavzavj)‘ t x/N)( —1’2)( xj)(ny_nx)

N— d
+ 2 ZCW Zaviavj)‘(t’$/N)7Tm,y( Z (zj — )T 1) + Q1,n,

Ty i z€Td,

where the error term Q1 v = Q1. n(\, F)) can be estimated as

(37) Quxl <OV (14 0Nl 0) (14 17Tl )

if the condition (3.4)) and accordingly |ey| < C below are satisfied for some C' > 0.
Indeed, to show (B.1), we expand the second to the third lines of (B3.0) as

exp{len} —1=en + 5ex + O(e}), [en| <G,
for ey = ey z,y given in the braces. Then, by Taylor’s formula, we have

At,x/N) — X(t,y/N) = —%(a)\(t,x/]\f), (y — x))
— Sy —2) - AL /N)(y —2) + O(N 0" ).

and therefore

eN =~ %y + H 0y — gy — 2) - At 2/ N)(y — 2)(ny = m2) + O(N Moo ),

where
Uy = Quy(0) =70y 3 (OA(L2/N) = 0Nt 2/N), 7. F )
ze’]I“]i\,
(A Ny D (2= 2),7F) + O(NT20 Aoy Y (2 - x)®2,TZF().
ZET‘;V ze']l‘?l\,
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Thus, Q1,nv = Q1,8 (), F) is given by

]V2fd 3 3
Qi == D oy O (N0 Moo (1 + 1Pl o0))
x?y

va—d
+ 4 Z Cay (8%\7 — N_QQ;y) +0 <N2_d Z c$7ya§’v) .
T,y T,y

The first term is O<N‘1H63>\||oo(1 n |||F|||2700)>. By noting that |Quy| < [|0A]se(1 +
[1£lllp,o0), the second is bounded by

va—d ) 1
T D o (on + 3 %%0) (o — %)
':B7y

< ON( R0 Mloell Flly o + 3510 Moo 1P llg o0 + 2110 Aloo + 516°Alloc )
< (F1OAa (14 1P l.0) + FelO Al o
1O Mool Fll 0 + 2 162 Alloc + ﬁuaﬂum)
2 2
< ONTH (140N 300) (14 1Pl
Similarly, the third is bounded by
3
O rsuplftel* + (Fe1P ALl + 1A )
T (M) + (%naﬁuoo)?’}
. 3 3
< ON T (14 0Alls0) (14 1Pl ) -

Summarizing these estimates for three terms of Q1 n (A, F), we obtain (B.7) for Q1 ny(X, F').

Next, we compute the contribution from the Glauber part. First we note that the
dual operator Ly, of Lg with respect to v is given by

Lgg) = Y {eg(n”™) — cx(mgn)}-

xeT%
Therefore, we have
(3.8)

N=UKy Ly

Nl Y [cz(nx)exp {wx(Z)\(t,z/N)nz +% - (aA(t,z/N),TzF(n)))} - Cm(n)]

mGT% ZGT%
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“NK Y [ exp{)\(t,x/N)(l — 2n,) +% 3" (Ot 2/N) 7w F () } —cx(n)]

d d
z€Tg, 2€T4,

N Z [ exp{)\(t,x/N)(l—an)} —cz(n)} + Q2,nN,

zer

However, the leading term can be rewritten as the ﬁfth term of Q9 noting (IL3]) and (LI4]).
Indeed, writing A = A(t,z/N), p = p(t,x/N) and ¢t = ¢t (n) for simplicity, the term inside
the brackets in the last sum is rewritten as

(e =1y + ¢ € 1 in=0y) = (¢ Lpne=0} + & Lino=1))-

Then, we may use ¢~ = (1 —p)/p, e* = p/(1 = p), 1p,—13 = (0 — p) + p and 1, _gy =
(1 = p) — (ne — p); see Lemma 2.3 of [10].

The error term Q2 v = Q2,n (A, F) in (B8] can be estimated as
(3.9 Qo] SCNT KM= 0N 1 F o
if the second bound in the condition (B4 is satisfied. Indeed,
exp{en} =1+ 0(en), |en| <C,

for ey =Zengs = + Zzeﬂ‘ﬁ{, (OX(t,z/N), my7,F (n)). Thus,

Qo = N"UK > el exp {At,/N)(1 - 2m,) }

xETd

x o(% 3 (oA, z/N>,wzF<n>)>

d
2€T4,

and therefore we obtain (3.9]).
Finally, in (3.3,

(3.10) N~ oy =— N"1Z710, 7,

N S )\(t,x/N)nx%—% 3 (At 3/N), 7. F)

d d
z€T4, z€T4,

From (3.6), (3.8) and (3.10)), it follows that
(3.11) N~ (LN — Obe) = Qu(n) + Qa(n ) + Z QiN,

where .
Qan = Qan(A\F) = =N""1 3" (9A(t,2/N), 7. F),

d
z€Ty
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and

(312) al(t):=N"Z7'0;Z = E¥ |[N"* 3" At,2/N)ma +O(N‘1\|65\\|00\|F\|oo>.

€Ty
The last equality for a(t) is seen from (B.I0) by noting that
B [N*dzp;latwt} —0
and
(3.13) Q3,5 < N7H[OA]lool| F oo

Thus,
alt) = N™ " At 2/N)p(t,2/N) + Qu + O(N 03| Flloo ),

d
z€T%;

where the error Q4 n = Q4N (A, F) is given by

Qux =N 37 Att,a/N) (B [no] - plt,/N) ).

d
z€T%,

We only need to estimate |E¥t [n,] — p(t, z/N)|.

To give an estimate for Q4 n = Q4N (X, F'), we note the r-Markov property of 1, (or
PW). In the next lemma, we denote v by v for simplicity by omitting ¢ and % in front
of the sum involving F. For A C T4 and r € N, set 9,A = {y € T% \ A;dist(y,A) < r},
A = AU A, where dist(y,A) = min{|z — y|;x € A} is defined in the ¢'-sense. We
consider A with a sufficiently small radius so that dist(y, A) is well defined; actually we
take A = {z} in (BIR) later. For n € {0,1}* and w € {0,1}%A, n-w € {0,1}" is defined
by (n-w), =, for x € A and = w, for = € 9,A. Define

Hy(n-w):=>_ Ay/N)(n-w)y, + > (OAMy/N), T F(n-w)),

yeA yeT%:mmpTyFCA
1 _Hiz(n- Hx (n
P{(n) = Z5 et 7z = Z M),
ne{0,1}4

Lemma 3.2. Let ' € .7:6[ and r = r(F). Then, ¥ has an r-Markov property, that is, for
A C T and n € {0,1}4,

(3.14) PY([n)|Fac)(w) = PY(n), PY-as w
holds, where [n] = {¢ € {0,1}™%;¢[a =1} and © = wly,x. Recall P¥ = dv™.

Proof. The lemma is well-known and the proof is elementary, but we give it for com-
pleteness. Since the right-hand side of (B.I4]) is Fjc-measurable in w, it is enough to
show

(3.15) EY[f(n)g(w)] = B [g(w)EX[f]]
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for every Fa-measurable function f and Fjc-measurable function g. The left-hand side of

BI3) is given by

(3.16) z! > Fm)g(w)efnre),
n€{0,1}4 we{0,1}4°

while the right-hand side is rewritten as

(3.17) zZ! > g(w)e™ ) z2 1 N f(¢

ne{0,1}A we{0,1}A° ¢efo,13A
where Z is a normalization constant (including the factor vV (n-w) = 27), and
Hy(n-w):= > AMy/N)n-w)y+ Y_ @Ay/N),7F(n-w))
yeT% yeTY
=Hy(n- @) + Hye(n - w),
with Hg(n - @) defined above and
HAC n-w) Z Ay/N)(n-w)y + Z (OX(y/N),myF(n - w)).

yeAe y€TY, : supp 1y FNACH#D

However, (1-w), = w, for y € A® in the first sum and 7,F (- w) = 7,F (w) for y € T%
such that suppr, /' N A¢ # () in the second sum, since the radius of the support of F is r
so that supp 7, F N A = 0. Thus, Hzc(n - w) = Hjc(w) is a function of w only. Therefore,

in (1), )
Z eHyvmw) — 7 Hre(w)
ne{0,1}4
Accordingly, the right-hand side is equal to

270 gw) 3 FQeM D),

we{0,1}A° ge{o 13A

which coincides with (3.16), that is the left-hand side of ([B.I5]). This completes the proof
of the lemma. O

We now return to the estimate for Q4 n = Qan(\, F). Taking A = {z}, r = r(F)
and A = Ay(py, in Lemma[3.2) we see

w,F

(3.18) BV, = BV [EVE [n,]
and

(3.19) BT el =255 S NN+ 3 5 nd g e a ONGY/N) 7y F )
. x| -— w7F xr

7716{071}
=1
=- ZW7FAUJ7F7
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for w € {0, 1}"e} | where

(3.20) Zop = Z eA(t,x/N)ner% 2yerd : supp ry e a ONEY/N)7y F(1n:-0))
: = .

)

nIE{O,l}

Note that }, cx\ (43 Ay/N)wy in Hg(n-w) cancels with that in Z, and gives the formula

B19) with Z, p determined by (B3.20]).
w,0
Noting that E} 2] = p(t,x/N) taking F = 0, we have

PG ) = plt,o/N) = 2 Aur — ZohAuo.
A simple estimate shows
Zoefﬁr(F)dllaA(t,-)lloo||F||oo < wa < ZOQ%T(F)dHa)\(t,')Hoo||F||oo’
A(]e*%r(F)d”a)\(ty')”oo”F”oo < Ayr < Aoeﬁr(F)dllaA(t,-)lloo||F||oo,

for Ag = Au 0, ZVO = ZMO and some ¢ > 0. Therefore, taking the expectation in w under
PYt, we obtain by (B.I5])

|EY ] — p(t,z/N)| = ‘EW [ZAOF (AZ’OF - Z'Z%OF)} ‘

< Cl‘eﬁr(F)dHaA(t,-)noo||F||oo B 1'

< CoN 7 (E) 0N |oo || F oo

if F satisfies the condition B): N~ (F)%|0A]|eol|Fllee < 1; note that 0 < Ag/Z, r =
Ao/ Zy-Zy) Zy,r < € under this condition. This leads to the bound on Q4 n = Qu N (A, F):

(3.21) Q.| < CNTH Moo [OM|oc I lp oo
By B1), (39), BI3) and (3.2I]), we obtain (3.3), and this concludes the proof of Lemma
8.1 O

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 Q9 of order O(1) (first four terms) and O(K) (last term) by its
ensemble average with mean p = 7%, (see (322)) below) under the integral with respect to
Pltand alsoint € [0,7]. 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 B.] below, but it is not sufficient for our
purpose.

Indeed, we will show a refined one-block estimate in Theorem [B.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]).

20



For h € Fy, set
fo(n) = fo(n) = mah(n) — (h)(7),

where we denote (-)(p) for (-),, p € [0,1]. Define a local sample average of n over Ay,

(3.22) 0 =in,, =60 > ny,
yeAZ,x

recall B.1) for Ay, and ¢, (< N).

Theorem 3.3. Let a;,, t € [0,T] and x € T4, be deterministic coefficients which satisfy

(3.23) \at.| <M for allt €[0,T] and z € T%.
We assume
(3.24) K322 < 5N

for some § > 0 small enough (see Lemma[3.7] below for the choice of §) and for all N large
enough. Then, there exists C' > 0 such that for all N large enough,

[y ool ()t

0 d
z€Tg,

< O(M||hljoo + 1) (NTLKY2042/2 4 g=dp(pyd),

(3.25) E[

Recall that r(h) denotes the radius of the support of h.
We will apply this theorem for 5 in the proof of Lemma [3.8] later.

Proof. We follow the argument in Section 3 of [I0], where the same Glauber-Kawasaki
dynamics 1™V (t) was considered. Note that although the gradient condition was assumed
in [10], it was not used in Section 3. We first decompose as

T T
(3.26) E[ / NN at,xfmdtu gE[ / NN at,xmxdtu
0 d 0 d
z€T%, z€T%,
T
+E[ / Ny atvaVI/Q[fxrnﬁ]dtH,
0 $ET%

see (3.1) of [10], where v, /5 is the Bernoulli measure with p = 1/2 on &' and

My = fo — EV1/2[fa: ’ ﬁi]

Then, for the first term in (3:26]), Lemma 3.1 of [I0] holds; we take © = 0,0 = 1,£(N) | 0
(so that e17© = 0,2® = 1) and get the next Lemma[34l Note that the proof is the same,
except that at the last point we estimate

sup |agzmq|* < (2M)?|h[|2,.
t,z,n
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Lemma 3.4. Let v = y(N) > 0. If yK{&+2 < §N? for some 6 > 0 small enough, then
for all N large enough

T d+2
_ K ¢
E NdEj smgdt|| < C(= + 22— M?||h|)?
[ jﬁ at, '} = <7/ N2 “’Lw)?

z€TY,
for some C > 0. In particular, choosing v = NK1/2£*_(d+2)/2/(MHhHOO—i—l), the right-hand
side is bounded by

2CNLKV20 D2 (01|10 + 1).
For this choice of vy, the above condition for v is satisfied if ([B.24]) stated above holds.

Note that the condition ‘yK¢4+2 < §N? for some § > 0 small enough’ was used for
the denominator in (3.10) of [I0] (with § = 1,6~® = 1), derived by Rayleigh estimate, to
stay uniformly positive, say > 1/2. This determines how small § > 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

C

(3.27) sup max sup |E""[r.h | ﬁﬁ] — (h>(ﬁ£) < 7d

s NI
pe[ovl] Z‘ETN UEXN

where the local function h has a support in A such that |A] < £40-9). Note that one may
take h for f, in Lemma 3.2 of [I0]. Combining the two estimates given in Lemma [3:4] and
B27)), the proof of Theorem B.3]is concluded. O

Remark 3.1. In the estimate (4.10) of [§], taking vy = vV (= u{\/fz), the second term

on the right-hand side vanishes and also, in the first term —D(\/fi;vN), 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 v is not in general a reversible
measure of the Glauber part), since it is non-positive in view of (4.9) of [§]. 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 [1])] even with a diverging Glauber part in our generator Ly. In other words, one
can show that the expectation in (B.25) with a;, = 1 tends to 0 as N — oo and then
£ — co. But, this is not enough for our purpose.

3.3 Boltzmann-Gibbs principle for gradient replacement

For the microscopic function € which is given in Lemma[BIland 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

Q + Ny (D(ﬁﬁ)@A(t,x/N),E;dTmAg)

d
z€Tg,
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_ BN
2

3 (aA(t,x/N),R(ﬁfg; F)a)\(t,x/N)) ] dt

:vE']Td
< Cx 4 520,00 F) + BQP (O F)

B

for every 8 > 0, where

(3.28) = {Aci(m}Ly - Yooy —m)y—a)

b={z,y}e(A(0)*

denoting the box Ay with the center at 0 by A({), and
(3.20) R(p: F) = 2lp; F) — o).

The error Qg\l,)g = Qg\lf)g()\, F) is estimated as
(3.30) QG < ONTHEHD NS (1 + |FIIE o).

The other error Q (2)()\ F) appears in the computation of the central limit theorem
variance (see Sectzon@ and has a bound

2
(331) Q71 < 19A%Qe(F)
with Q¢(F) bounded in Corollary [{.3 below.

Before giving a proof of Theorem [B.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 Ito-Tanaka trick. We
introduce some notation. For A € Z% (i.e., finite subset) and m € [0, |A]] N Z,

Xy =01}, Xnm={n€Xp;> ne=m}
zEA

VA,m = uniform probability measure on X} ,y,

and (- )Am denotes the expectation with respect to v ,,. Then, we have a result similar to
Lemmas 3.3 (the case M (p) = 0) and 6.1 of [14], but the last term % in their estimates is

replaced by %K 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 ¢, we write G¢ = G¢(&) for a function G = G(n) when we
consider G' as a function of { = 1|y regarding ¢ = n|j (e as a parameter. The following
lemma will be used for the proof of Theorem taking n = d and for the proof of Lemma
B17 below taking n = 1.

Lemma 3.6. Letn & N, /() = (it )y € (0TI, G = (G} €
o and M(p) = {M;j(p)h<ij<n € C([0,1],R" @ R™). Let 1 < ¢ < N/2 (in fact,

23



max|,—1 7(coy) < N — £ is enough). Suppose that (G¢)awym = 0 for every ¢ and
m:0<m < (2l Then, there exists C > 0 such that for every 3 > 0

/0 TEft [Nl_d > J(ta/N)-mGy) — BN J(t,x/N)-M(nﬁ)J(t,m/N)] dt

xeT?\, a:e']l“]i\,

< BT sup sup [dﬁf(@ - Ge (—Lawye) "0 Ge)
[01<I| ][0 MG EXA ()

C
+ 5K+ Q6.

where Ly ¢ is the operator defined by

d
rom — 0 M(m/e*)e}

(3.32) Lag e = D al&- Omf9),

be(A(0))*

Jor & € Xaw), C € Xp)e, [ is a function on Xp) and §-¢ denotes the configuration n € X

such that nlxy = & and n|a@ye = . The error term Qg\lf?z = g\l,?z(J, G) has a bound

(3.33) QY| < CNTLRHED G313,

Proof. The proof is given by combining that of Lemma 6.1 of [I4] 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

Wie(n) =N > J(t,a/N) 7.6~ B> J(t,x/N) - M(i)J (t,2/N),

z€TY, z€TY,

by the entropy inequality (see (6.2) of [I4]) noting that H(Pf,|P,~) < CN? (Pf, denotes
the distribution on the path space D([0,T], Xx) of n™(-) with the initial distribution
fodv™v ) at the process level, we have

g d L d T AW vd c
| BN e < SN g By [ W] 1 S
0 B g
for every 8 > 0; recall vV = 1/{\/72. Then, similar to (3.6) (with ¢ = 0,617° = 0) of [10]
shown for Glauber-Kawasaki dynamics, the right-hand side is bounded by

1 T
—Nd/ QN,ﬁ(t)dt-i- g,
0

p B
where N N
Ongt) = swp  {E W) - B (- L)}
W: [ 2N =1
Note that

EY (L)) = N2EB"" (= L) + KB [p(~Law))-
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For the Glauber part, it was shown in the proof of Lemma 3.1 of [10] that
v N
B [Y(~Leay)] > —CN™.

This bound gives %K 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 [I4]. In fact, (6.3)
of [14] is the same as our Qy g(t) without the contribution of the Glauber part. The only
difference is that in (6.7) of [14], the limsup was taken as N — oo, 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 [I4] (the Rayleigh-Schrédinger bound):

2
N?T £2 .

BI(A£))*] £ aym=0 (S La@,c LI aw),m

where V = N718|(A(£))*|§ - G; note that the front factor % appears as in £.4, p.

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

(3.34) (= fLa@y.cF)a@m = Col () aey.ms

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

Qn,es(V)| < ATNTIB2IA(0)* 26 - G2, (G 2)°
< CNT'BCHI G T2,

for 6 : 10| < ||J||co. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

When K = 0 (i.e. no Glauber part), the proof of Theorem B.5l without error estimates
was given in Sections 4-6 of [I4]. 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 [] below for more details and refined estimates.

To rewrite the function in the expectation in Theorem [3.5] we introduce the following
three R%valued functions A, By, and Hy of n; in fact, A, is the same as in B28). We
denote V; = 1., —no and W, (1) = cg,y(n)(ny — 1z) for the microscopic current, where
e; € Z% stands for the unit vector in the i-th direction.

(3.35) Am=a40=5 Y (G-&-2)

z,yeA(l):|lz—y|=1
d
= Z Z TlB\I]Z(&) €i,
i=1 z:mpel €(A(€))*
1
(3.36) Bi(n) = Bue(é) = 5 Wy () (y — )

z,yeA():|z—y|=1
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= —Lpw)¢( Z z€s),

xeA(X)
and
(3.37) Hy(n) = Heer(€) = Y, m(INF)(E-Q)
zEA(l—n)
:LA(Z),(< Z TzF)(@,
zEA(l—n)

for a given function F = (F;)%, € F¢§ which is FA(n—1)-measurable with n = r(F) + 1.
Proof of Theorem [38. We apply Lemma with n = d, J(t,v) = A(t,v) and

G(n) = 6 {D (i) A¢ — B + Hy},

M(p) = 5 (@0 F) ~ &p)} (= 3R F)).

Then, we have ||Gllcc <C(1+ [[Flg ) Indeed, the function D = D(p) is bounded from

@A), [|Acllee < CL2, || Bylloo < CE4 since W, is bounded, and from

Ho= Y enl§-Om( Y mF),

{z.y}er()* zEA(f—n)

(3.38)

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

[Helloo < CUr(F)|Fllse = CLIF g oo-

Thus, by (B.33]), the error Qg\l,)g()\,F) = QE\I,)K(J, G) with J and G determined as above
has the estimate (3.30]).

Then the proof is concluded by observing that

QP (1 lloes F) = sup  sup {60 Ge, (~Lay )70 Gaym — 0 M(m/t)0 |
101< | T]loc M,CEXA(0)e

is bounded by ||J||%|Q¢(F)| with Q¢(F) given in Corollary B3l Taking J = O\ and
denoting QEQ)()\,F) = Qf)(H(?)\HOO,F), we obtain (B.31)). O

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

Lemma 3.7. Set

Qo= [ "t NS (Do /N £ )

d
z€Tg,

d
TN a”iavj)‘(t’x/N)Pij(ﬁi)} dt,

veTd, inj=1
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where P(p) = {PZ]( )}1<2,J<d = 7 D(p")dp, p € [0,1]. Then, we have the following upper
bound for QNz = Q ( ):

Kk + cpN 22 oA,

<”<crw¥ww+NﬂWww+cw*wwé+ﬂ

for every B > 0.

Proof. We essentially follow the proof of Lemma 3.4 of [I4], but make it more precise.
Denote the first and second terms in the expectation Et[---] by I}V = IN(t,n) and
IV = IY(t,n), respectively. Then, similar to the proof of Lemma 3.4 of [14] (but, with
the — sign), we have the decomposition of I{":

(3.39) =gy -JN

where

JY = N N Z Dy (7)) D, At /N ) Tpspe, Agi(m),
:BETd Zv] 1

Avg,i = Z Nz

z€Z%:x;=0,|x;| <L for j#i

and

However, JY can be rewritten as

d
TN = NN Dy (e )0 A (2 = €0) /N Ta(p1)e, A
zeT4, i,.7=1

=N'" dg—d Z Z DZ] naz e av]A(t x/N) £+1)51A61+Q1£,
xe'IFd 1,7=1
with an error Q1 ¢ = Q1,¢()\) bounded as
1Q1.0] < C1L[0*A|0os

by noting 9y, A(t, (x—e;) /N) = 9y, A(t, 2/N)+O([|0?|oo /N) and 7, (g1 1y, Ar; = O£ 1).
Therefore, by ([8.39), we obtain

IN =N~ d€ d Z Z{ ij 771 TerfezAél

:BETd Zv] 1
_Dij(ﬁﬁfei)Txf(ZJrl)eiAVK,i} Op; A(t,x/N) — Q1 0.

On the other hand, since 9,0y, A(t,z/N) = N{0y;A(t, (x + €;)/N) — Oy, A(t,z/N)} +
O([[0° Ao /N),

I2 = -N'" Z Z{ - w(m« e)}avj)‘(t’x/N)+Q2,N,

{L‘er 27_] 1
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with an error Q2 y = Q2 n(A) bounded as
Q2] < CaNTH PN oo.
Note that P;;(p) is bounded.

From these two equalities for I}V and I, g\?;)z()\) in the statement of the lemma is

rewritten as

T d
(3.40) / Eft | N1 Z Z O Mt 2 /N)Qije(z,m) — Q10 + Q2N | dt,

0 €T, 1j=1
where
Qij;f(x’ 77) = Pij (ﬁﬁ) + Pij (’F}f:fei)
+ 0. {Dij(ﬁi)TeréeiZé,i — Dij(ﬁf;fei)Txf(ZJrl)eiAvé,i} -
Now, we apply Lemma to estimate ([B.40) (except Q1 and Q2 n) for each fixed ¢
and j from the above; namely, take n = 1, J(t,v) = 0y, A(t,v), G(n) = Gi;j(n) = Quj6(0,n),

M(p) = 0 and apply Lemma with £ + 1 instead of ¢ by noting that (G)a(4+1),m = 0
for any 0 < m < (£ +1)% = |A(£ + 1)|. Then, noting ||J||eo < |0 ]|co, We see that (340

(except for Q1 and Q2 n) is bounded by the sum in 7, j (note G = G;;) of

(3.41) BTN, d(t+1)¢  sup (G, (=Lags1)c)” ' Ghages1)m

m,CEX (o41)¢

C
+ EK + 52625\1/,)64—1(8)‘, G).

Therefore, recalling the spectral gap of Ly ¢ given in (8.34]), that is, (—LA(£+1),§)_1 <
Cy '(€+1)2, the first term of (A1) is bounded by

(3.42) CRIOMZAT*G?) A4 1) m-
However, by applying Taylor’s formula to P;;, we have

Py(1§) — Py(ii.,) = Dig)eie(n) + 504 (0" i (n)?
with some p* € [0,1], where

(3.43) () =16 — e,
= f*_d {Tﬁeigﬁ,i - T—((—i—l)eig&i} .

Therefore, after cancelling common terms £, dDij (ﬁg)Tgei EM, we have

_ _ _ ~ 1 X
(3.44) G(n) =61 {Dij(ﬁg) - Dij(ﬁfei)} T_(t41)e; Aei — §Dz,‘j(ﬂ )ie(n)?
- Kk e 1 *
= 0. DL (0™ )i e ()T (011)e Avii — §D§j(ﬂ )i e(n)?
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= 0,7 (p™ )i e(n) (T_ (1) Aci — Arm)
— Kk A 1 *
+ 09D} (0™) i () Agym — §D§j(P )i e(n)?,

with some p** € [0,1], where Ay, := </Tg7,~>A(g+1),m € [0,£271]. We have used Taylor’s
formula again. Since Dj;(p) is bounded due to (L) and

(3.45) {r_eryes Aei — Ao}y arrym < C362E@70,

(3.46) (it (M ) A4 1)m < Cat™2EFD),

we obtain that (3.42]) is bonded by

CB||ON||2 ¢4+ 2 {724/ g=2(d+1) 2(d=1) 4 ¢=d=3 4 p=2d+ DY < 308]|9N||2 07

Here, (B.45]) (i.e. in CLT scaling) follows by using Lemma A.2 in Appendix of [I4] taking
n = (£ +1)? (indeed, the sum of the terms of the form ((n — m/n)?(n2 — m/n)?)(< 1)
gives the leading order), ([3.40]) follows from (343 and ([B.45]), and the expectation under
VA(e+1),m of the square of the middle term on the right-hand side of (3.44)) is O(t=1-3)

from (3.46]).

For Q1 = Q)1 (91,G) in BID), since |G < Cat ™ from @A), 0 < Ay <
041 and |g; 4(n)| < £, we have by ([3:33) in Lemma [3.6]

QN a| < CNTHEPHDEOoNE, = ONTHCT oA
Summarizing these, we obtain the desired upper bound for Qg\?;)g()\). O

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

Lemma [B.1] (calculation for d;hn(t)), Theorem B3] (refined one-block estimate) and The-
orem (Boltzmann-Gibbs principle for gradient replacement, postponing the estimates
for the CLT variances to Section M) are summarized in the following lemma. The constant
C = Cr > 0 may depend on T

Lemma 3.8. Assume A € C13([0,T] x T4), F € F¢ and the conditions (34) and (3.24).
Then, setting p(t,v) = p(A(t,v)), we have

t

hn(t) < hn(0) + / ElW)dt + Q¥ 5 (A F)
0
+CB+ 1) N2 sup[R(p; F)| + QEM O\ F) + Q2 (0, F),
P

for every B > 0 and 1 < ¢ < N/2, where ||R|| denotes the operator norm of matriz R
(recall B29) for R), QK™M(\, F) is in Lemma 31l and

C
(47 QR F) = SK 4 FQROF) + BOT O F) + Q0.
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see Theorem for Qg\lf)g, Qf) and Lemma [37 for ng’,)g. The function W is defined by

W) =—=N""3" Mt,a/N){i; — p(t,z/N)}

IGT%
+ NS T (0PA(L 2/ N){P(i}) — Plp(to/N))})
Nidaze']I‘N
+ 25 Y (M w/N), E) — p(t 2/ N))}OA(E o/ N)
mET%
+NTK Y og(nb;t,a/N),
mET%
where
o) = (" (T w— v
(348) UG(u7t7 ) - <p(t,1)) 1 _ p(t,v)>{ p(tv )}

The error Q%QZ()\,F) is estimated as

(3.49) |QW (N, F)| <C(NTIEY2(WH2/2 4 =d(1 4 p(F)4))
% (X lloo + IOAIZ (L4 1F Tl o) + 162 Alloe (1 + Il o) + K )
+ ONT([0* Ao + 9% Mloo A oo + [N [9M]oo).

In the above estimate, for each Ay > 0, the constant C = C), can be taken uniformly for
A = A(t,v) such that |A]co < Ak

When we apply this lemma later in Lemma B3] we take A(t,v) = A(pk (t,v)) with
a solution pg of (LII]). Under the condition (I.I2]) for the initial value pg, by Lemma [T.1]
(the comparison theorem for pg) and recalling (LI, A\« 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 €;, we apply Theorem

(with an error %K%—BQQE\?K +BQ§2)) and Lemma B.7 (with an error Qg?f,)z)a and obtain
a similar replacement of fg Eft[Qq] dt by the following integral shown on p. 15 of [14]:

/Ot{Eft [N‘d xezm Tr <82)\(t, x/N)P(ﬁ§)> }
BN
2

+ Bf 3 (BA(t, 2/N), R(i’: F)OA(t, a /N)) } } dt

d
z€Tg,

with an error replacing % + o(1) by Q%&@K()\, F') defined in ([3.47). The second term is
bounded by CA|OA||% sup,, | R(p; F')|| on the right-hand side of the desired estimate for
h(t).

30



For Qy, we apply ([B25) in Theorem B3] (refined one-block estimate) to replace
3 B* Qo] dt by

(3.50) /Ot Bl [Nd > { = A(t, /N,

d
z€Tg,

n % (aA<t,x/N),6<ﬁ5;;F)8A<t,m/N)) + Kac;(nﬁ;t,m/N)}] dt.

Note that the ensemble averages of the third and fourth terms of €y vanish: (czy(ny —
Ny))p = 0, (CoyTayG), = 0 for all G = G(n) € Fy. The error for this replacement is
estimated by

C(N_lKl/zﬁ(d—"Q)/Q + g—d(l + T(F)d))
% (WA lloo + IOAIZ (1 + 1F Tl o) + 162 Alloe (1 + Il o) + K )

by applying Theorem B3l taking M = ||A||so for the first term of Qa, M||hllss < C||ON||% (1+
|||F|||O,oo)2 for the second term, M|hllo < C||0?°\||oo for the third term, M| A <
C’||82)\\|OC,|||F|||1’OO for the fourth term and M||h|loc < CK for the fifth term noting that
p(t,v) is uniformly away from 0 and 1: e /(e™™ + 1) < p(t,v) < e*/(e* + 1) for A
such that ||A]|cc < A«. This gives the first term in the error estimate of |Q%2,2(>" F)l.

Note that ¢(775; F) in 3.50) can be replaced by €(77%) with an error C [|OA[|%, sup, [|R(p; F)].

The reason that we have the second term in the error estimate of ]Q%QZ()\,F)\ in
[B49) is as follows. Recalling that p(t,v) = p(A(t,v)), we have the identity

(3.51) —/ Tr (9°A(t, v)P(p(t,v)))dv = %/ (OA(t,v),¢(p(t,v)OA(t, v))dv,
Td Td
This is shown by integration by parts and noting
9p
. 2 _— = .
(3.52) oy~ X(0)

The terms with p(¢,z/N) in the second and third terms of W cancels by this identity with
an error bounded by

CNTH(10°Alss + 10° o< [19plloo + 107 Allsc 10Nl + [10A]3]10plo0),

which appears when we discretize the above two integrals in (8.51)); note that P, ¢ are
bounded and P,¢ € C*°((0,1)). Note that ||0p|/~ is uniformly bounded by ||OA||sc for A
such that || A]|co < As. O

3.5 Entropy inequality and large deviation error estimate

In Lemma B8, E/t[W] is an expectation under Pt = f;dvN. We apply the entropy
inequality to reduce it to the expectation under P¥t = ) dv™V:

K - K
s log BV N T - S (1),

(3.53) Eft W] < 5
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for every 6 > 0 (different from & > 0 in K5(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 v dv'’¥; see Theorem below.

For A(-) € CY(T%) and F = F(n) € F¢, dropping the t-dependence in (Z.1]), the local
equilibrium state ¢i\2) F(n)duN of second order approximation is a probability measure on

Xy defined by

351 oY) = exp{ > MMt Y <aA<x/N>,TmF<n>>},

d d
z€Tg, z€Tg,

for n € Xy, where Z = Z)(,) pv is the normalization constant with respect to vN. Then
we have the following large deviation type upper bound for ¢§\\b7 P dvV. A similar result
is shown in Lemmas 5 and 7 of [30] in the case of F' = 0 and Theorem 3.3 of [I4]. But
here, we give its error estimate.

The Bernoulli measure on X associated with the chemical potential A € R is de-
noted by vy, that is, vy = Df?zd, where 7 is a probability measure on {0,1} defined by
vA(n) == eM/(e* + 1), n = 0,1. We abuse the notation v, and v, which have different
parametrizations but are clearly distinguishable. Indeed, vy = vy, L.e. v, with p = p(A)

defined by (I.14).

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

I(u; A) = —Au — g(u) + p(N),
p(\) =log(e* +1), q(u) = —{ulogu+ (1 —u)log(l —u)},

see Section B.8] for more details.

(3.55)

When we apply the following theorem later, we take K = K (NN), but in this theorem,
we consider K as a parameter in the function G(v, p), such that % € (0,1], and derive an
estimate which is uniform in %

Theorem 3.9. For every G1(v,p), G2(v, p) € C1(T¢ x [0,1]), we have
N~ log BYX0.# [exp G(n)

< sup {G(vm(v)) — I(p(v); A(v))} dv + QFH (N, F; G),
p(v)EC(TE[0,1])

where G(v, p) = G1(v, p) + +Ga(v,p) and

(3.56) G(n) =Gne(n) = Y G(z/N, 7).

z€TY,
The error term Q%}(A, F;G) has an estimate which is uniform in & € (0,1]:
QB P @) <N Al Pl + ON ([0 + 106 [ + [0Ga o
+ 0t (log €+ [ \llo + 19,G1 oo + 10,Gllo )
where 0G; = 0,G; fori=1,2.

32



This theorem will be shown in Section B8 We will apply this theorem for the first
term on the right-hand side of (3.53]), which determines G and Go by

(3.57) SN'K™'W(n) = Y {Gi(e/N,ij) + K~ Ga(x/N, ;) },

d
z€Tg,

see Theorem BIT below. The definition of G was slightly different from (B56)) in Theorem
3.3 of [14], but ([B.56]) is more convenient for our application.

The following corollary was used in Section 2 see (2.6]). The contribution of Fi is
negligible because of the property ||Fi|/co < CN'~¢ for some C, e > 0.

Corollary 3.10. Choose A = Ay and F' = Fx as in Section[5.2 below, namely, A = Mg ()
with K(N) < dlog N for some 6 > 0 and \r satisfying ||0Xk||3.00 < CK? for some v > 0,
F = &,y with ®, and n(N) = N satisfying (5.I0) and E.II). Then, we have

Tim Nlog PROF Ay o) <0, &> 0,6 C®(TY),

—00

where Ay g is the subset of Xy defined by (Z5) with p™ (t) and px(t,v) replaced by p™
defined by (L)) with n, instead of nY (t) and p(\(v)), respectively.

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

9(n) = ge(n) = N~ Y ¢(a/N){ify = p(Mz/N))}.

d
z€T%;

Then, from ¢ € C°°(T9) and the conditions for A\ and £ = N% = N1/(2d+5) An,ge C
{lg(n)| > &/2} for large enough N. Furthermore, taking G(v, p) = ¢(v){p—p(A(v))}—¢/2,

by ([B.56)
Gn) = Gre(n) = D [p(x/N){0; — p(A\@/N))} — /2] = N{g(n) —£/2}.
mET%
Therefore, by Theorem 3.9, for any 6 > 0
N~ log PYX0F (g(n) > £/2) < N~%log EYN0).F [e50n ]

< sup {0G(v, p(v)) — I(p(v); N(v))} dv + QKN F;6G).
p(v)€C(T4;[0,1]) J T4

However, for the large deviation rate function I(p; \), we have
(3.58) I(p; M(v)) = Cp — p(A\(v)))?, pe[0,1],

for some C' > 0, since %(u, A) = ﬁ > 0 and I(u; A) = 0 if and only if u = p(A). From
this, we see that there exists 4 > 0 small enough such that

0G(v,p) — I(p; A(v)) < —€6/4

for all p € [0,1].
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For the error term, noting ¢ € C°>°(T%), we have
QKRN F16G)] < ON oA [ Flloe + ON (1 + [0 ]0) + CE4(log £+ [All).

which tends to 0 as N — oo under the choice of A = Ay, F = Fy and ¢ = ¢(N) stated
above. This concludes

T N~%log PYAOF (g(n) > £/2) < 0

N—o0

A similar result can be shown for the event {g(n) < —e/2}. This completes the proof of
the corollary. O

3.6 Further estimate for hy(t)

The next theorem is immediate by combing Lemma [B.8, (3.53) and Theorem A
corresponding result was given for h(t) = limy_,o Ay (t) in Theorem 2.1 of [I4] (the error
estimate of o(1) was sufficient in [I4]). But, in the present setting, for the reason already
noted, we need a bound for hy(t) with an appropriate error estimate.

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

g(t) = g5k (t) = sup /W )it,v) — I(u(v); A(t,v))} dv,

v)eC(T4;[0,1])
o(u;t,v) = ox (ust,v) = =A(t,v){u — p(t,v)} + Tr (2 A(t, v){P(u) — P(p(t,v))})
+ 5 O 0), {2(0) = 20p(t,0))}AE,0) + Koa(ust, ).

Recall p(t,v) = p(A(t,v)), Lemma B.7 for P(p) and (B.48)) for og(u;t,v).
In view of (B.57) and W given in Lemma [3.8] we take

Gi(v,p) =0 -0c(pt,v),
(3.59) Ga(v,p) = 8| = Alt,0){p = p(t,v)} + T (PA(E 0){P(p) = Plp(t,0))})

45 (OA(,0), {2(p) — alp(t,0))}OAE0)) |

The corresponding error fOT Q%@( (s), F; G)ds integrated in s will be denoted by QNE s F).

Theorem 3.11. Assume A\ € C13([0,T] x T, F € F§ and the conditions (3.4) and
B24). Then, there exist 69, C > 0 such that for any 0 < § < dy, >0 and 1 < ¢ < N/2,
we have

(3.60)  hn(®) ghN(0)+% /0 o(s) ds+§ /0 h(s) ds

+QN55K()‘7F)+Q%3,5()‘7F)
+C(B+ 1) [0M% sup [R(p; )|l + QKA F) + QR (A, F).

p€[0,1]

The estimate is uniform in X such that ||A||coc < Ax for each Ay > 0 as we noted in Lemma
5.8
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See Section B for a summary of several error terms that appear in the estimate
(B60). In this theorem, it is not necessary that A is determined from the solution px (¢, v)

of (LII) as A(t,v) = A(pr(t,v)). We assume this in Lemma B.I3] below.

Remark 3.2. Compared to Theorem 2.1 of [1])], the term Kog, which results from the
Glauber part, is new. Since Kog and therefore o contains a diverging factor K, we change

-0 to % -0 in the definition of g. From this (and when applying the entropy inequality),
we have % in front of fg gds in the estimate in Theorem [3.11. The reason for having %

in front of fot hnds in the estimate in Theorem [3.11l is that, when we apply the entropy
inequality, we need to pay for K in Kog by the entropy factor; recall ([3.53)).

3.7 Proof of Proposition 2.7]

The following lemma was shown in Lemma 2.1 of [I4].

Lemma 3.12.

inf — sup |[[R(p; F)|| =0.
FeFy pelo,1]

In fact, [9] improved the result of this lemma giving the decay rate in n of R(p; 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 % in front of ¢ in the definition of g(t).

Lemma 3.13. Let p(t,v) = pi(t,v) be the solution of the hydrodynamic equation (LIT)
with po satisfying the condition (LIZ), and define A(t,v) as A(t,v) = X(p(t,v)). Then, we
have

(3.61) 9(t) = g5,k (t) <0,

by making 6, > 0 small enough.

Proof. We first recall (8.58) to have
(3.62) I(u; A(t,v)) = Clu — p(t,v)}?,
for some C' > 0. Note that the large deviation rate function I(u;\) is determined only
from vy and especially it doesn’t depend on K.
On the other hand, we have o(p(t, v); t,v) = 0 and moreover, noting that %Ug(p(t, v);t,v) =
mf (p(t,v)),

(3.63) %(p(t,v);t,v) = —A(t,v) + Tr (0°A(t,v)D(p(t,v)))

K
x(p(t,v))
where ¢ denotes the matrix obtained by differentiating each element of ¢ in p. In fact, one
can easily recognize that (3.63)) is equivalent to the hydrodynamic equation (LIT) itself
by noting ([852]). Therefore, by Taylor’s formula
10% (
2 Qu?

+ 3 (OAE).E ({1, 0))ONE0)) + Fplt,0)) =0,

o(ust,v) = ug; t,v){u — p(t, v)}?
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for some ug € [0, 1]; note that (L8]) implies o € C*° as a function of u. However, 88 5 (0 —
Kog)(u;t,v) is bounded on [0,1] x [0, 7] x T¢ and also independent of K, while

K%(u;t,v)‘ ‘Kaa—;{(<(t>v“) 1_<C(> )>{u—( )}]

S ClKa

for some Cy > 0, since 0 < ¢ < p(t,v) <1 —¢ < 1 for some ¢ € (0,1/2) by Lemma [I1]
below; also recall the comment below Lemma 3.8 Thus we obtain

lo(ust,v)| < (C1K + Co){u — p(t, v)}>.
This combined with ([8.62)) completes the proof of (B.6]1]) recalling K > 1. O
Proof of Proposition [2.1. Proposition 2] follows from Theorem B.1T, Lemma [B.13] and a
refined version of Lemma given in (5.I0) below. In fact, by ([B.60]) in Theorem [B.1T]
taking F' = Fy as in Proposition 2] (i.e., as in Section £.2)) (and A\ = log(1 —¢)/c > 0

with ¢ in the proof of Lemma [B.13]), and by Lemma B.I3 with d, > 0 sufficiently small, we
have

K t
v (t) <ha(0)+ 5 [ hov(s)ds-+ QR e\ Fx) + QK. (0 F)
* JO

+C(B+1)[|oA]% suflopl]\\R<p,FN>\\+Q (A Fn) + QR (\ Fy).
pe

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

(3.64) 0 < hn(t) < X0 (hy(0) + QR 5. 0 i) + QK2 5. (0 F)

+C(B+1)[1OA13 sup [|R(p; Fv)l|
p€(0,1]

+ QRN Fx) + QR (0 F)).

Choosing = B(N),{ = {(N),Fn,K = K(N) as in Section below, we can show that
each of the nine terms (recall that Q%lg 5. (N Fiv) consists of four terms as in (3.47))

multiplied by e®X7/% on the right-hand side of (B.64) is bounded by CN~* for some
C = Cr > 0 and k > 0. Therefore, we conclude hy(t) < CN% t € [0,T] for C =9C. O

3.8 Proof of Theorem [3.9

First we recall some known facts on thermodynamic functions; see [15] and Appendix B
of [T4] with J =0, Hy =0 and R; = 0. For a finite domain A € Z? (A # ), a chemical
potential A € R and particle number k : 0 < k < |A[, define grand canonical and canonical
partition functions by

(3.65) Zan= 3 exp {A S } _ AL

nNAEXA zEA

(3.66) Iy = 3 1= (!2!) ’

nAeXA:erA nz:k
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respectively, where Xy = {0,1}* and recall (3355)) for p(\). Then,

1 A
. log Zx 1 = |A AN+ =1 1
(3.67) og Zak = |Alq(k/| !)+2 g 5 + o(1),

(IA] = &)
as [A],k — oo; recall ([3.55) for ¢(u). (Note, for k=0 or |A|, Zyo = Zp |z = 1 and ¢(0) =
q(1) = 0.) Indeed, by Stirling’s formula n! ~ n"e™"v27n (a, ~ b, means a, /b, — 1 as
n — 00), we have

log Z 1, = log (]A]!/k!(\A\ — k:)')
= |A|log|A] — |A| + Llog 2n|A| — {klogk — k + § log 2mk}
— {(IA] = k) log(JA] — k) — (|A] = k) + 3log 27 (|A] — k) } + o(1)
_ _ (A - by glleg A
= [Allog [A] — klogk — (|A] — k) log(|A| — k) + 5 log k(A = ) +o(1)

- ko k k k ) 1A
= |A|{ — A log A — (1— |A|)log(1— |A|)}+ 210g27rk:(|A| ) +o(1),

as |Al, k — oo, and this shows (3.67).

The functions p(\) and —g(p) are continuous and convex, and satisfy

(3.68) p(A) = s%pl]{q(p) + Ap},
rell,
(3.69) q(p) = inf {p(A) — Ap}.

For each p € [0, 1], there exists a unique A = A(p) € R := R U {400} such that
(3.70) p(A) = a(p) + Ap.

Before proceeding to the proof of Theorem [3.9, we prepare a similar statement for
finite volume Bernoulli measures with constant chemical potentials. For A € Z% (A # 0),
A € R, the finite volume (grand canonical) Bernoulli measure vy on A, which is a
probability measure on Xy, is defined by

(3.71) vaa(n) = Zy \ exp {/\ Zm«} =¢tn), ne X
TEA

Proposition 3.14. For every A € R and G(p) = G1 + +G» € C([0,1]),

0 log B0 [exp{t{G(if5)}] = up ]{G(p) —I(p; M)} +Qu(\, @),
p€l0,1

recall A(¢) = Ago in BT) and B22) for n§. We have an estimate for the error term
Qe(\, G), which is uniform in % € (0,1]:

(3.72) Qe(\, G)| < CL™(log £+ A + (|G| o),

where G' = 0,G.
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Proof. By (B.65), setting 7y = ﬁ Y e for A C 7% in general, we have

I:= |A| log E" [exp{|A|G(7a) }]

1
Zmlog [ > exp {/\an + IAIG(ﬁA)H - mlog Znn

neXa zEA
|A]

‘i‘ log { Z Zpm exp {)xm + |A|G(m/|A|)H POV,

Then we apply ([B.67) for Zp ,,. First note that

4 Al

(3.73) TA] = m(A]—m)

<9
for 1 < m < |A| =1, [A] > 2. Therefore, by B67), Zpm < elAlatm/IAD+3 log 3 +C1 fo
0 < m < |A[,|A] > 2 (including m = 0,[A|). Thus, denoting a* := sup,cp11{G(p) —

I(p; \)} + p(M\) and estimating all terms in the sum in m by using a*, we have an upper
bound of I:

I< W log |(JA] + 1) exp{|Ala” + C5}| = p(N)

=T [1og(yAy 1)+ |Ala* + cz] —p(\)

C
log [A].

S a* - p()‘) ‘A‘

(Note that the constant C' is uniform in G; indeed, C' = 2 is enough for large |A|.)

Next, we show the lower bound for I. The supremum for a* is attained at some

€ [0,1]. (Note that ¢ is concave and ¢(0) = ¢(1) = 0, and ¢'(p) = log(l — p)/p so that

¢'(0) = +00,¢ (1) = —c0.) Since G € C*([0,1]), choosing m such that 2 [A7 1 close to p, in
the sense that |ﬁ — il < ITl\ and % < py (if pi < 5) ﬁ > pe (if pe > ) we have

{G(ps) — T(pu: N} — {Gm/IA]) — <m/|A|;A>}\s%ﬂq@o—q(m/mm.

Here, |q(p«) — q(m/|A])] is estimated as
C3
lq(ps) = a(m/|A])| < == o

for some C3 =C3(e) >0if0<e<p, <1l—-e<1. If0<p*gs,sinceﬁgp*,wehave

ld' (&) > |d'(p)] for every p € [m/|A], p.] and therefore
[A]

,m _ |A| —m
)] = s <

lq(ps) = q(m/IA])] < |A| log [A].

The case 1 > p, > 1 — € 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 B13) for Zp ,,, we have

G loo + [A[+C5 +1og |[A] 1 4
I> —l A —log ——¢| —

IA] 08 e { 1A (e Al )+ g loe sy R

g NGl + N+ Cytlog A log|Al —logd
Al 2|A|

. C

>a"—p(A) - o] (log [A] + Al + IG"[loo)-
We therefore have the conclusion with the estimate (3.72) by taking A = A(¥). O

We are now ready to give the proof of Theorem As we noted, this theorem is an
extension of Theorem 3.3 of [14] and gives a further error estimate. Because the definition
of G is different, the proof is modified by applying Holder’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 £ in G, we
divide T% into disjoint boxes {A¢a}a with side length £, = 2¢ + 1 and centered at a €
K*lev/g* = {ly,20,,..., N}, assuming N/¢, € N for simplicity (if not, we may make the
side lengths of some of the boxes smaller or larger by 1).

Since x € T4 is uniquely decomposed as = y + a with y € A(¢) = Ayo and
a € E*']I"]i\w* (we write a(z) for a) according to this division, writing the sum and the

product in a € £, T% J0. by >o» and [}, respectively, we have

I:=E0x [exp G()]

:Z,\_(?),F EY [exp{ Z,\%g Z (y+a)/N, 77y+a) + )\(a/N)ny+a] + R(n )H
ye a
:Z}T(?%RNEVN 1;[(@ exp { Z* [G((y +a)/N, ﬁ§+a) + )\(a/N)ﬁi—l—a] } . eR(n)]

<ellfle 71 H o
yEA

where R(n) = R; + Ry and

1/¢2
exp { I TGy + a) /N Wya) + Ma/N)h ] }] :

a

Ri=y 3 ON@/N).mF (),
xET%
Ry=Y (Ma/N)n. — Ma(x)/N)n.).
xeT%

For the last line, we have first estimated ef* < elfil~ and then applied Holder’s inequality
under V. Two error terms Ry and R are estimated as follows:

(3.74) [Ri ()] < N7 HOM ool Flloos  [Ra(n)] < LN 0N |oo-
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In fact, for Ro, note that the sum of the second term of Ry can be rewritten as

Z)\ /NE_ anJrz:an/ﬁ Z)\ (z' — z)/N).

z€TY, 2€A(0) z'€TY, 2€A(0)

Since ny 1o are functions of 77| A, , they are independent for different a under v%.

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

ol

exp {61 [GU(y + /. ) + Ma/ )] }]

a

exp {Efé [G((y + a)/N, 1,1 0) + Ma/N)ijy ] }]
1T (ZAerm)\(a/N) .27 éd)E Agy+aA(a/N) [exp {EdG ((y + a)/N, nera)}]

In the second line, ¥V can be replaced by IJSQZ Y* and, recalling ([3.71]), we obtain the

third line. Thus, noting the shift-invariance of Z, ) and v, , in A, and Hy [ =1L, we
have

1/¢2
I<e||R||ooZ 1 NH Znoyaa/n) - o—td o H EVA(Z),)\(a(z)/N)|:exp {effG(m/N,nS)}] ;

xET%
and therefore,

d

(3.75) N=%log I <N“¢||R|js + N~ d10g< FNH Zno @ 2 f*)

PN Y (o BN [exp (t6te/3.70)]

mET%
For the partition functions, recalling that

—®@A
ZaN - 2~ IN = g2 [exp{)\z%}], A €eR,

TEA

Zon = B oo { 3 Aw/Nne + R}

d
z€Tg,

and changing A(f) to Ay, in Zy(e) z(a/n), We obtain
* ¢ _
H ZAZ,m)‘(a/N) 2= ZA(-),O,N’

where A(v) = >on Ma/N)1a,, (Nv) is a step function on T% and F = 0 on the right-hand
side. To replace the step function A(-) with the original function A(-), note that

ZX(.)@,N B E"N [eXp{er’E?\, Az /N)n.}]

ZA(~),O,N EvN [eXp{erT% )\(x/N)%}]
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B Iexp{ g M/ N + Y peny, (N /N) = Aa/N )]
a Evw [eXP{ZmeT‘]{, Ax/N)ns}

< N[O

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

ZX)0N < ellRillo
ZNEN

Summarizing these and noting (3.74)), we have shown for first two terms in (3.75) that
_ _ _ * od
(3.76) N =Rl + N~"0g (23 o [T Zacornarm) -27%)
a
< CN7H|O oo (€ + [ Floc)-
For the last term of (B.75]), one can apply Proposition B.14] to see that

N3 € log B0 | exp {€G /N, )}

mGT%
=8 S s (Gl /N, ) — L Nal) M)} + Qi) V), G/,
z€Td, p€(0,1]
and
BTN IQiNa@)/N), Gla/N. )| < 10+ [\l + 10,1l + 10,Gloc).

Moreover, one can estimate

(3.78) N4> sup {G(z/N,p) — I(p; Aa(x)/N)} < sup  G(p) + Qrw,
mGT‘Ji\, p€[0,1] p:step on T4

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

20
(3.79) Qe = Qe G) = T (10M1oe + 10,G1 s + 195G < )

and

G(p) = Td{G(wp(v)) — I(p(v); A(v))} dv,

for p € LY(T%;[0,1]). Indeed, we first replace G(x/N,p) in BI8) by G(a(x)/N,p) with
an error within £N~1(||0,G1|ls + |0uG2|ls), and then the supremum is attained at some
p(a(z)/N) for each a = a(x). This defines a step function p(v) = Y7 p(a/N)1a,, (Nv),
and leads to the functional G(p), but with an discretization also for G and A in the variable
v. The error of removing these discretization in G and X is estimated by using

sup  [A(v1) = A(v2)] < ENTH[ON]oo,
|[v1—v2|<L/N
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sup  sup |G(v1,p) — G(v, )| <IN (0:G1lloc + 110G o),
|v1—v2|<E/N pel0,1]

[ p) s = NS s al)/ )| < N [N < N0,

d
z€T%;

and obtain [B78) with Q¢ n given by (B09).
Since G(p) is continuous in p € L'(T% [0, 1]) and C(T%; [0, 1]) is dense in L' (T%; [0, 1]),
we obtain the conclusion of the theorem from B.76]), (3.77), B.78) and (B.79). O

4 FError estimates for the CLT variances

We now give the error estimates for the variational quantity appearing in Lemma 3.0
which is sometimes called the central limit theorem (CLT) variance; recall also the error

term ng)(A,F) in Theorem Recall that this quantity is defined by means of the
localized Kawasaki generator Ly ¢ given in ([3.32) and defined on the box A(f) = Agp
centered at 0, where we denoted ¢ = n[x(r)e and & = 7|y for n € 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 Ay, a qualitative convergence
result as £ — oo (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 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 Ay and, in particular,
the characterization of the closed forms was not used for the proof of this theorem.

For f,g : Xr(p),m — R which satisfy (f)a)m = (9)a@),m = 0, we define

Apmc(f.9) = (F(=Law.c) " 9 a@)m:
Aé,m,c(f) = Aé,m,((f7 f)7

where m € [0,£4]NZ and ¢ € Xa(e)e- Recall three Re-valued functions Ay, B, and Hp,
which are defined by [B.35]), (8.36]), and (337, respectively, and n = r(F) + 1 in Hy.

Proposition 4.1. For F € F§ and 6,0 ¢ R%: 0] = |0] = 1, set

QP(F) = QU (F;0,m,0) = (700 (Beg — Hog.) — 56 -em /L F),

QY () = Q7 (F:0.6,m.0) = Dy (8- A0 - (Beg — Hegr) — (0 0)x(m)/15).
Then, we have

(4.1) QW (F)| < Cr(F) 1+ ||FII2 )0,
(4.2) QPN (F)| < Cr(F|F |t + CL7,
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uniformly in 6,0 e R*: 0] = |0) =1, m € [0,49NZ and ¢ € X (e)e, where 0 - 0 stands
for the inner product of 0 and 0 € R% which has been denoted by (9,5) in the previous
sections.

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

(43) g;dAg’m,C ((9 . (Bg — Hg))

1 2
Z—f*_d <c 0-ei(loqe; — &) — T, F -0 > ,
2 bfrxejg(A(K))* b[ " b<ye/%_n) ! )] A(6),m

and

(44) € dAZm (0 Afaa ( Hé))

d
Z:: Ty%}{ PIRCEE DY Tx(alF)}>A(é),m

yirye e(A(z)) zEA(0) zE€A(l—n)

d
N0 > > <Ty‘1’z‘{(9'9€)§x + Loen(—n)Tz(0 F)}>
i=1 zEA(0) AE);m

yirye; €(A(0)*

To show (4.1]), we first replace the expectation on the right-hand side of (4.3]) under
the canonical equilibrium measure vy, by that under the grandcanonical equilibrium
measure v, with p = m/¢<:

(4'5) %Eﬂjd Z <Cb [9 : 6i(£x+e¢ - ém) - 7Tb< Z TyF ’ 9)] 2>(m/£g)
b=Tye;€(A(L))* yeA(l—n)

By the equivalence of ensembles ([3.27) (with |A| < r(F)?) and recalling |§| = 1, the error
for this replacement is bounded by

Cr(E) (1 + |FlI5, )¢
Then, if b = 7€} € (A({ — 2n))*, the sum in y € A(¢ —n) in [@H]) can be replaced by the
sum in y € Z%, Thus, by the translation invariance of v,, [A.5) is equal to
1 d
§€;d ; #{b e (Al —2n))* : ith directed}
< [0 ei6er — &) — Ter ( S F- 0)} > (m/09),
y€Z4

with an error bounded by

o+ 1F ) AN BEZ2 < oy iy e,
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Finally, noting that #{b € (A(£ — 2n))* : ith directed}/¢¢ = % =1+ 0(%) and

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

(4.6) —Z < [0 e — &) = mer (Yo P 0))] >m/£§£),

yezd

with an error bounded by

Cr(F)1+ |IFI5,0)¢ "
However, by the identity at the bottom of p. 22 of [14], (%) is equal to 36 - &(m/¢%; F)0
and we obtain the estimate ([I).

To show (&.2)), we first note the exchangeability under the canonical measure vy () .,
that is, n and ™Y have the same distributions under VA@)m for x,y € A(¢), x # y. This
is easily seen from the uniformity of v, or the invariance of }_ A@) "z under the

transform 7 — n®Y. In the expression (@), the right-hand side looks like O(¢2?/¢%), but
due to the exchangeability under n — n¥¥*¢ we have

(y Wi &a)a A(€),m = ((My+e; — My) £I>A(€),m =0

if x #y,y + e; and
(Ty Wi (0 - F))aey,m = 0

if y,y + e; ¢ 7.(suppF), i.e., y — x,y — x + ¢; ¢ suppF, especially, if |y — x| > r(F) + 1.
In particular, the first part of the sum ([d4) (related to &) is equal to

A(l),m

d
G0 Y (v O-9E + 0y ey}

yirye; €(A(0))*

d
=956 ST {0y 0-yte)

i=1 y:Tye;‘E(A(f))*

20 -
= m(e “O)XA),ms

by noting that both x = y and y + ¢; satisfy x € A(¢) and then recalling the uniformity of
VA(¢),m» Where

Xa@)m = —(Pilo)a@)m (= —((Ee; — €0)E0)A0)m) -

However, by the equivalence of ensembles (3.27]), we have
IXA@),m — x(m/eh| < ce .
Therefore, the first part of the sum (4.4]) behaves as
(0 0)x(m/€) + O(1/1).

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 € A({) : |z — y| < r(F). Then, applying the
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equivalence of ensembles ([3.27) (with |A| < 7(F)%), we can replace it by

d
@n Gy e Y > <Ty\pz~1weA(z_nm(0-F)>(m/€‘i)
1=1

yrye; €(A(D)* a€A(0):a—y|<r(F)

with an error bounded by
Cr(F)*|| Flloot ™.

Denoting p = m/¢?, since (1,¥; 7,(0 - F)), = 0 if |z — y| > r(F) + 1, we can drop the
condition |z — y| < r(F) in the sum (4.7)) and obtain for each 4

Ry S (Uine-F),

yryer €(AD)* zEA(E—n)ila—y|<r(F)

S Z Z (ryW; 72(0 - F)), = 0.

yryef €(A(L))* zeA(l—n)

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

YooowVi= D e m) = D M= D May

yiryer€(A(L))* yiryer €(A(L))* 24 €01 A(L) z_€8% A(0)

where OLA() = {z = (z )] nzio= 2z < (5 # 4)}, and 7,(0 - F) is A( — 1)-
measurable for x € A({ —n). In particular, these variables are independent under v,,.
Since (1., —n._), = 0, we see that the last sum vanishes.

Summing up these calculations and bounds, we get (£.2]). O
For the CLT variance of Ay, it was shown in Theorem 5.1 of [I4] that

(48) im0 A) = 2005 (0)O(p),

£m—oo,m/l4—p

uniformly in p € [0,1] and n € X, where ( = n|z()e. 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 (48] was obtained as in the following
theorem; see (7.12) in [9).

Theorem 4.2. ([9]) For m € [0,£4)NZ, ( € Xy and § € R? : |0] =1, set
£ (m.G.0) = £ Agn (0 Ag) = 2(0 - (m/E)O)N* (m/12).
Then, there exist C > 0 and aq > 0 such that
Q) (m.¢,0)| < e

uniformly in m € [0, NZ, ¢ € Xp(pye and 0 € R%: (9] = 1.

45



The following corollary is immediate from Proposition d.Iland Theorem [£.2] and gives
a quantitative refinement of Corollary 5.1 of [14].

Corollary 4.3. Taking the supremum over all m € [0,4 NZ, ¢ € Xp(p)e and 0 € RY
10| =1, set

Q(F) == sup |0, 9D (0 - {D(m/t1) Ay — (Bee — Hee,r)})

- %{9 e(m/t; F) -6 - E(m/éff)e}',

where D(p) is the diffusion matriz defined in (LT). Then, Q¢(F) is estimated as
QuF) < CA+r(F)PNA+||Fllg )0t + 0L,
for some C >0 and oy > 0.

Proof. Apply (41]), ([A2]) and Theorem [4.2} see the proof of Proposition 7.1 of [9] for more
details. O

5 Choice of 3,(, | K

5.1 Summary of the error estimates

Here we summarize the estimates for the error terms appearing in ([B3.64]). Note that
A(t,v) is now determined from the hydrodynamic equation (LIl as in Lemma B.13] and,
in particular, the Schauder estimate (2.4]) is applicable. We use the exponent

v := max{3ag, a0+ 1} >0

determined from ag > 0 in (2.4]). In the following, the constant C' = C7r > 0 changes from
line to line and depends on T.

The term Q%lg 3 (A, F) is the error for €1 with the non-gradient microscopic current
function. It is given in ([B.47) as

C
(5.1) QN0 F) = SK + B2Q\ N F) + BQE (A F) + Q% (M),

where the first three terms are obtained in Theorem and the last one in Lemma [3.71
Here, the term QE&,)Z = S\lf)g()\, F) is estimated in (3:30]), and together with the Schauder
estimate (24]), we have

(5.2) QW) < ONTRYPHA 4 ||FS ).

The term Qf) = Qf)()\,F ) is for the gradient replacement and is estimated in (3.31))
together with (2.4]) as

(5.3) Q)| < CKIQq(F)
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and by Corollary [4.3],

(5.4) QuF) < CA+r(F)PNA+||Fllg0)e " + 0L,

for some a7 > 0. The term Qg\?;)g = QS{%()\) given in Lemma [37 is independent of F' and
it is estimated from above as

(5.5) QY, <CK(t™ + NN + CBE + %K + CBARYN 1242,

The term Q%5 5.(A, F) appears in the large deviation estimate (see TheoremsB.ITland
[3.9) after applying the entropy inequality and, by noting that we have ||0,G;||c0c < CK7,
10,Gillcc < CK?Y for i = 1,2 by Schauder estimates (2.3), (2Z4) and the comparison
theorem (Lemma [T1]) used for ||A||ls, it is estimated as

(5.6) QK05 (A F)| < ONT' K (L + |[Fllog) + CE % (log € + K7,

The term Q%"()\,F ) is the error in the entropy calculation and is estimated as in
B3). Indeed, together with the Schauder estimate (2.4) and the comparison theorem
(Lemma [7.1]), we have

(5.7) QKA F)| < CNT'EY(1+[|Flp,00)°
if the condition (B4]), in particular,
(5.8) NTKY|F g0 <1

is satisfied.

The term Q%Qg()\, F') estimated in (3.49)) is the error for the one-block estimate (3.25])
applied for the gradient term €9, adding the discretization error of (8.51]). Applying the
Schauder estimate (24]), it is bounded as

:9) Q0 F)] < I (N (1 4 oY)
X (L VFI oo + 1E Tl o) + CETN

5.2 Choice of 3,0, 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 ®, = ®,,(n) € (Fy)? on X such that

(5.10) r(®,) <mn, Sl[lp] |R(p; ®,)|| < Con™22,  ||®p]lee < Con?logn,
p€l0,1

for some Cy > 0 and ap > 0. We will choose n = n(N),¢ = ¢{(N), K = K(N) and
)

B = B(n), from which we can determine S(N) := B(n(N)) and Fy = &,y (i.e. ®, with
n = n(NN)), respectively. In fact, we will choose 1 < n = N « ¢ = N2 <« N with
exponents

(5.11) 0<a; <az:=1/(2d+5) < 1.
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In particular, the radius r(®,,) of the support of ®,, is much smaller than ¢ so that the
arguments in Section [ work smoothly for F' = Fy; note that n in Hy(n) in (8.37) is taken
as n =1r(F)+ 1 so that it is n + 1 with n given here.

For K = K(N) > 1, we assume
(5.12) 1<K <K4§N):=dlogN

and will make § > 0 sufficiently small. In particular, by (511 and (512)), the condition
([B24) holds (note that 6 > 0 in (B3.24) is different from that in (5.12])). Moreover, also
noting (5.10), the condition (5.8) holds. We will take 3 = n®2/2,

In (B64), setting ¢, := T'/d, with §, > 0 chosen in Lemma 313} the factor K1/ 5

is bounded by e® < N9 for t € [0,T]. We also bound K, K7 < CN® for simplicity.

Below we give a bound for each of the nine terms in (3.64) (recall that Q%IZB KA FN)

consists of four terms as in ([3:47)) or equivalently (5.1])) first choosing a; > 0 small enough
and then c,6 = T'§/d,, so ¢ = T6 in Proposition 2] and Theorem [T} further small. The
constants C' and x below may change from line to line but they can always be taken as
C =Cr > 0and k > 0 (C large enough depending on T, while x small enough depending
on ¢ but independently of 7" and ¢).

1. The term ﬁ2Q§\1,7)€()\,F) e in (B0 with ¥ is bounded, from (5.2) and (5.10),
by

Cn‘m N—1£2d+4n3d+7N20*(5 < C_fN—Ii.
Note that £24+4 = NQd+4)/(2d+5) by (FTT).

2. The term ,BQf)()\,F) -e“X in (1) is bounded, from (5.3)), (5.4) and (5.10), by

Cno2/? (ndd+5g=1 4 o) N2ed < ON*.
3. The upper bound of Qg\?;,)z()‘) e K in (B1)) is given, from (5.5), by
C{E—l LN o2/ 022 nagN—1£2d—2}N26*5 < CN—".
4. The term |Q%2’5*()\,F)| - eK is bounded, from (5.6) and (5.I0), by
C{N’l(ﬁ +03) + £ log E}N2C*5 < ON—*.

5. Noting that (5.8) is satisfied, the term Q&*(\, F) - e>*¥ is bounded, from (5.7) and
(G.10), by

CN—1n3d+13N26*5 S C_vN—/i.

6. The term \Qg\lﬁg()\,F)] - eX is bounded, from (5.9) and (5.10), by

C(N_lg(d+2)/2 + g—dnd)n2d+5N3c*(5 + CNQC*5N—1 S C_vN—/i.
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7. The term (8 + 1)K sup (o 11 [ R(p; F)| - e“ is bounded, from (5.10), by
Onc2/2 N2exbd—az « AIN—F

by choosing § > 0 small, once a; > 0 is determined in the above procedure.

8. The term %K e in (B1) with ¥ is bounded by
Cn7a2/2N20*5 < CYNle
by choosing § > 0 small enough.
9. Finally, by the assumption hy(0) < C1N~%, C1, k1 > 0 of Proposition 2.1}, we have

h(0)e K < EN=*,

Nine terms in (3.64) are all bounded by C N~* and therefore one can conclude the
proof of Proposition 2.1] as already stated at the end of Section B.71

6 Schauder estimates

Here we give the proof of the Schauder estimates (2.3)) for the solution p = p(t,v) = px (t,v)
of (LII). We apply the results given in [2I] 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 (ILII]) has
a unique classical solution p(t,v) € C13(]0,00) x T?) under the condition pg € C*(T?) for
its initial value; recall (II2)) in which py € C°(T?) is assumed. In fact, noting that (LI
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 p(t,v) € C12(][0,00) x T9)
if pg € C3(T9). Note that the consistency condition (6.3) assumed in Theorem 6.1 is
unnecessary in our setting, since T has no boundary. To obtain C''3-property, we consider
the equation for the derivative p) := 0y, p(t,v) for each fixed k : 1 < k < d. By a simple
calculation, we see that p( satisfies the equation (0.1) of [20] with

d
(v,t,p) ZDW (t,v) p] +ZD vkp(t v)a p(t,v),

a(v, ):—f'( (t,0)) 8y, p(t, ),

where we regard that p(t,v), Oy, p(t,v) and &, p(t,v) are all given. Then, applying The-
orem 6.1 of [20] again, we see that p() € C" ([0 00) x T9) if Oy, po € Cg(Td) for each k.
This shows p(t,v) € C13([0,00) x T?) under the condition py € C*(T9).

Now we show the Schauder estimates. To apply the results of [21], the first step is to
show the Hoélder continuity of the solution of the nonlinear PDE (L.IT]).
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For this purpose, first in (I.IT]) dropping the term K f(p(¢,v)) and replacing D(p(t, v))
by D(t,v) = {D;j(t,v)}1<i j<q Which is symmetric matrix-valued Borel measurable func-
tion on [0,7] x T? satisfying a bound similar to (L3): c.|0|?> < (8, D(t,v)8) < c*|0|? for
0 € R% with ¢,,c¢* > 0, we consider a solution u(® = 4 (t,v) of the linear parabolic PDE

d
(6.1) ou® = Z Bvi{Dij(t,v)BUju(o)}, t>0,veT?
ij=1

with initial value wy. Let p(t,v;s,€), v,§ € T4 0 < s < t < T be the associated fun-
damental solution. Then, we have the following Nash Holder estimates; cf. [27], [24] and
related estimates can also be found in [20].

Lemma 6.1. There exist o € (0,1] and C > 0 such that

|7f1 — t2|1/2 V |U1 — ’UQ|>U

(6.2) u@(t1,v1) — u®(ty, v2)] < C”u0”00< (t1 A t2)1/2

for ty,ty € (0,T), vi,vo € T? and

(6.3) |p(t1,v150,81) — p(t2,v2;0,82)| <

c (|f1—t2|1/2\/|vl—02|V|§1—§2|>”
(751 AN t2)d/2 (751 AN t2)1/2 ’

for ti,ts € (0,T), v1,v2,&1,& € T

Proof. To show (6.2]), we separate into two cases: (1 V ta2) > 2(t1 Ate) and (¢ V ta) <
2(t1 /\tQ). In the case (751 V tg) > 2(t1 /\t2), since |7f1 — t2| = (tl \/tQ) — (751 /\tg) > (tl VAN tg),
[2) is obvious with C' = 2, noting ||[u(® ()||ec < |luollee by the maximum principle; see
Lemma [Z.T] below with f = 0.

In the other case (t; V ta) < 2(t; Ats), we take tg = 2(t; Ata), R = v2(t1 A t2)'/?,
§ = /2/3 and xy = vy in Theorem 4.1 of [24] (or Theorem I1.1.8 of [27], although
it is stated only for the time-homogeneous case). Note that tg — R?> = 0 and t1,ty €
(to — (6R)?,to) = (2/3(t1 At2),2(t1 At2)). Then, by Theorem 4.1 of [24], (62) holds if
[u1 — va| < \/A/3(t1 Ata) V2. TF |ug — va| > \/4/3(t1 At9)'/2, ([B2) is obvious with C' = 2.

To show (6.3), taking § = (t;At2)'/? in Corollary 4.2 of [24] (or Corollary I1.1.9 of [27]),
this holds if |v1 —ve| V[ — & < (4 /\t2)1/2. Conversely, if [v; —va|V|§ —&| > (1 /\t2)1/2,
by Aronson’s Gaussian upper bound (see Theorem 1.2 of [24]), we have

|p(t1,U1;O,£1) _p(t25/02;0,£2)| < p(t17v1;0’£1) +p(t2’v2;0’£2)

<Ct; Y4 ot < 20t Aty) 2

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

This lemma is used to show the Holder continuity of the solution p(t,v) = px (t,v), K >
1 of (LII) with p(0) = po. The regularity of py allows to remove the singularity of p(t,v)
near ¢t = 0.
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Lemma 6.2. Assume the condition (LI2)) for po. Then, we have
(64) |p(t1,’[)1) - p(tg,v2)| S CK(|t1 - t2|0/2 + |’L)1 — U2|U), tl,tg S [O,T], U1, V2 € Td,

for some o € (0,1]. Since D(p) = {D;j(p) h1<ij<a € C([0,1]), we have a similar Holder
estimate for D;;(p(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(¢,v) be a bounded Borel measurable function. We consider
the linear PDE

d
Oyu = Z v {Dij(t,v)0p,u} + g(t,v), t>0,v€ ¢,
ij=1

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

atte) = a0+ s [ gt Ot vis. e

where u(9)(¢,v) is the solution of (G.I)). Then, by Lemma (actually only by (6.2])),
similar to the proof of Theorem 2.2 of [13], we get

|ty — to]Y/2 + vy — U2|)‘7

(6.5) lu(ts, v1) — ultz, v2)| < C([luolloc + ||9H00)( (t1 A tg)1/2

for t1,ty € (0,T), vy, ve € T
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¢
osU =AU, se€(0,1]

with U(0) = po, and set U(t) := U(1 —t) and h(t,v) := —AU(t,v) for t € [0,1). Then,

A

U(t,v) satisfies the equation
oU = —AU = AU + 2h.

Since h(t) := h(1 —t) = —AU(t) satisfies 8;h(t) = Ah(t) with h(0) = —AU(0) = —Ap,
we see by the maximum principle that ||A(t)]|c < [[Apollco < o0 by (LI2).

To apply (B.3) for our equation (ILIT)), define p(t,v), {D;;(t,v)} and §(t,v), respec-
tively, by

U(t,v), tel0,1).
a Dij(p(t_l’v))a tE[l,T+1],
v) =
6ija te [O, 1),

ot o Kf(p(t—l,v)), tE[l,T—{—l],
§(tv) = 2h(t,v), teo,1),

st.) = {p(t—l,v), te[l,T+1],
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where p(t,v) = pi(t,v) is the solution of (III]) with initial value pg. Then, these functions
satisfy

d
atﬁ = Z BW (DU (t, ’U)avlﬁ) + g(ta U)’
ij=1

with p(0,v) = U(1). Note that [U(1)[oc < [[polloo- So, noting that [|gllec < K| f[lec +

2||Apol|co and {ﬁzj} satisfies the uniform positive-definiteness and boundedness conditions,
from (6.5]) with T replaced by T + 1, we have

[ty — to| /2 + vy — U2|>°’

(01, 00) = plt2,02)| = Clllpoloe + 13l (F—3 57

for t1,t5 € (0,T + 1], v1,v2 € T? The desired bound (6.4) is obtained by restricting the
above estimate to [1,7 + 1] and shifting it by 1 in time. O

Now we apply Theorem 4.8 of [2]], in particular the detailed estimate given on p. 59
for a solution u of the linear equation (4.22) of [2I] cited below. Before explaining it, let
us first recall several Holder norms for functions on Q = [0, T] x T¢ from pp.46-47 of [21].
The sup-norm on £ is denoted by || - |loo = |- o = | - \(()0) and let a € (0,1]. The (semi)

)/and K — \ulg ., are defined for functions u on 2 which may
1/2

norms [u]gj), b=0,1, ]u\((xl

have a singularity like £~"/“ or others near ¢ = 0, respectively, by

]® = sup (¢ A stz UX) = ud)]

b=0,1
XAY |X—Y|a ) D]

«

| = Jul§) + D, Jul(Y = sup /2 u(X)),

[l = lfulloo + 10ulSY + [w)), + (),
14a)/2 |0yu(X) — dvu(Y))|
X — Y]

= ||ul| oo + supt/2|8,u(X)| + sup (t A s)
Q XAY

u(X) —u(Y)|
©osp (£ st —u)l
X#Y,:v:y( ) ‘X - Y‘l—l—a

where X = (t,v),Y = (5,') € Q and |X — Y| = max{|z — yl,|t — s|'/?}. Note that
d(X,Y) = min{d(X),d(Y)} = min{t'/?,s'/2} = (¢t A 5)'/? and (u>((xl) = 0 in the norm
|u|&1) on p.47 of [2I]. The norm |u|i4q for functions u without singularity near ¢ = 0 is
defined on p. 46 of [21] as

|0pu(X) — Opu(Y)] [u(X) —u(Y)]
= 0 X _V]ita -
felra = llulloo + 1utlloe + Sup ==7—=7a7—+ sup v

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 [2I] is defined as
follows on €2 and written by dropping the sums in ¢, j as

i i i 0, _ i
(4.22) —0u + By, (a7 Oy u + b0y u) + Oy u+ u =0y, f* + g,
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where a¥, b’, ' are a-Holder continuous and ¢, ¥, g are bounded measurable functions on
Q) that satisfy

4.20a) NEP? < aee; < Ag)?, [a7)9 < A4,
4.20D) 1’|V < B,
4.20c) lclloe < €1, [|Plloe < €2,

4.21) P <P gl <G,

for some positive constants A\, A, A, B, c1,ca, F and G. Then, we have

(6.6) [ulfsa (= [uliy) < Cd, o, A A) (M ullw + F + G)
with
(6.7) M=[1+A+ 01](1+°‘)/“ + Z(|bi|gl))1+a T+ Z[bi]((xl)_

In our applications, we will take b’ = ¢! = 0. Note that the above conditions (4.20c) and
(4.21) are simplifications of those in [2I] by noting that || - ng(); <O |loo for b= 1,2, but
these will suffice for our purpose.

First, we consider (ILII)) to be a linear equation (4.22) for u = p with a” = D;;(p(t,v)),
g = —Kf(p(t,v)) where p(t,v) is already given and b* = ¢/ = ¢ = f/ = 0. Then,
since (6.4) implies [aij]((,o) < CK (note that (t A s)*? < T2 is bounded), one can
take « = 0, A = CK in the estimate (4.20a) and G = CK in (4.21). So, noting
M = [1+ A|H9)/e < 0 K49/ and ||ulles < 1, we obtain by (G.8) the estimate:

(6.8) pli e < CE(TO)e

for the solution p of (LII]). Here and in the following, we use the comparison theorem
for (LIT)), that is, under our assumption (LI2]) for the initial value py, we have 0 < ¢ <
p(t,v) <1—c< 1 for some c € (0,1/2); see Lemma [T.1] below.

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

Lemma 6.3. For the norm without singularity, we have
(6.9) pl1o < CKUF/,

Proof. Since we need to extend ¥/ to ¥ while preserving its o-Holder property, we modify
the choice of D;; in the proof of Lemma We take b = ¢ = & = f = 0 and define
a(t,v), {a¥(t,v)} and §(t,v), respectively, by

alt.v) = {p(t —1,v), te[1,T+1],

Ult,v), telo,1).

&ij(t,v) _ {Dij(p(t - 1’1)))’ te [LT + 1]’

(6.10) Dij(po(v)), € [0.1),
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Gt o —Kf(p(t—l,v)), tE[l,T+1],
§ltv0) = —2h(t,v), telo,1),

where U(t) := U(1 — t) is defined from the solution U(s),s € [0,1] of the equation
OsU = LpyU = 0y, (Dij(po(v))0y; U), s € (0,1],

with initial value U(0) = po, and h(t,v) := — L, U(t,v),t € [0,1]. Then, U(t) satisfies the
equation
04U = —Lp,U = L, U + 2h.

For g, the measurability is sufficient.

Note that h(t) := h(l —t) = —L,,U(t) satisfies the equation 0;h(t) = L, h(t) and
h(0) = h(1) = —L,,U(0) = —L,po. Thus, according to the maximum principle noting

Lyyu = Dij(pO)aviavju + ng(pO)avi/)O : avju?
we see
1h(t)lloe < L popolloc < C110% polle + 10p0ll3) < oo,

since pg € C?(T9) by our condition (LI2)). So we have ||§]|co < CK.

Since [dij]go) < CK, (68) holds for the extended solution 4(t,v) on [0,7 + 1]. Re-
stricting this estimate to [1,7 + 1], (6.9)) follows. O

Second, we take the derivative of (ILII]) in v and obtain by dropping the sum in 3, j

(6.11) 01, = 0y (0 {Dis (0)00, 0} ) + KT (p)pu
= Oy, {Dij (p)avj pUk} — Oy, fi7(1)(p) + Kf,(p)kav

where

d
£ (p) := =" D (p)pu, pu; -
j=1

We consider this equation to be a linear equation (4.22) for u = p,, with a¥ = D;;(p),
b =c =0, f = f*U(p) (here both p,, = py, (t,v) and pv; = pu;(t,v) are considered
already given) and ¥ = K f'(p). We may add a bounded function g (actually, §) to apply
for the proof of the next Lemma Then, one can take A = CK, F = CK(K(1+9)/7)2
by using ([6.4) (for Holder estimate for D’(p)) and (639) (noting that we can drop /2 and

(t A s)(1+2)/2 in the norm ]fi\((xl), since these are bounded) and co = CK. Thus, by (6.6)
with G for g (for later use, currently g = 0), we obtain the estimate:

(6.12) [uli 1o < C(M|Julo + K2F/7H 4 @)

with M = [1 4+ A]1+9)/? 1 K. Therefore, noting |[ulee = [|pu, |l < CK1F9)/ by (63)
and G = 0, we have

(6.13) 9l < CRAFTHL

We can apply a similar argument to the proof of Lemma[6.3] to remove the singularity
near t = 0.

54



Lemma 6.4. For the norm without singularity, we have

(6.14) 0p|110 < CK21H0) 041

Proof. We take {a%(t,v)} as in @I0) and b = & = 0. Then, for each k, we define (¢, v),
{fi(t,v)}, &(t,v) and §(t,v), respectively, by

. pu,(t—1,v), te[l,T+1],
a(t,v) =

A

V(t,v), telo,1).

N FO 0t —1,0)), tel,T+1],
6.15 ‘o) = 4
(6:15) Jity { " Dpo(w)), telo,),

O(t.0) = Kf'(p(t—1,v)), te[1,T+1],
O 0, te[0,1),

) 0, te[LT+1]
g(t,v) = .
—2h(t,v), te€][0,1),
where V(t) = Vi(t) := V(1 —1) is defined from the solution V (s), s € [0,1] of the equation
OV = LV — 3y, f*W(po), s € (0,1],

with initial value V' (0) = 0,,po, and ﬁ(t,v) i= —L,,V(t,v),t € [0,1], where L,, is the

same as in the proof of Lemma Then, V(; satisfies the equation
OV = —LpgV + 0o, [V (p0) = LoV + 2 + 00 [+ (p0).
Note that h(t) := h(1 —t) = —L,,V (t) satisfies the equation
Bch(t) = Lyoh(t) + Ly, F*D (po)

and h(0) = —L,,0y,po. Thus, by applying Duhamel’s formula

t .
Bt) = eBon(0) + [ eI 0, 0 (s

with the semigroup et“»o generated by L,,, which is a contraction under the sup-norm by
the maximum principle, we see

1A (#)lloe < LoD p0lloo + I1Lpg o, £+ (p0)lloe < 00, ¢ € [0,1],

since pg € C*4(T%) by the condition (LIZ). So G = ||§e < C.
This shows (6.14]) by applying (6:12)) for the extended solution defined on [0, T+1]. O

These two lemmas also imply an estimate for d;p. Indeed, expanding the right-hand
side of (LII)) by noting D;;(p) € C*°([0,1]), and then applying (63) and (6.14]), we obtain

(6.16) 09|00 < CK1F0)/0H1,
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Third, we take the derivative of (611)) in v, and obtain

(6-17) atpvkw = avi {Dij(fo)avj pvkw} - avifi7(2) (p) + Kf/(p)pvkvz + Kf”(fo)ﬂvkpvw

where
d
fZ (2 Z Pwpv]vk + D ( )p’llzp’l}kp’l}j + ng (P)aw (kapvj)}-

We consider this equation to be a linear equation (4.22) for u = p,,,, with a¥ = D;;(p),
b =¢ =0, f' = f? (regarding all terms in f>?) already given), ® = K f'(p) and
g = —K[f"(p)puv,pv, (with all terms already given). Then, one can take A = CK, F =
CK?*(K(1+9)/7)3 by using 64), 63) and @.Id), co = CK and G = CK - K(1+o)/o,
Thus, by (6.6]), we obtain the estimate:

[uli o < C(M||ufloo + K31F/7F2)

with M = [1 + A]1+9)/7 + K. Therefore, noting |[uloc = ||pupvpllec < CK21FOV/+L by
(614), we have

(6.18) ‘a2p’>{+a < CK3(1+U)/U+2.

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

Lemma 6.5. For the norm without singularity, we have

(6.19) 1820|146 < K30+ 042,

Proof. Take {a"(t,v)} as in BI0), ¢°(¢,v) as in @I5) and b’ = & = 0. Then, for each
k, ¢, we define a(t,v), {fi(t,v)} and §(t,v), respectively, by

alti0) = Pogv,(t—1,0), te[1,T+1],
’ V(t,v), telo,1).

" @t —1,0)), tel,T+1],
6.20 Yt v) = A
(6:20) Fty { F@(po(v), teo,1),

A Kf"(p(t —1,v))py, (t — L, 0)py, (t — L,v), te[1,T+1],
g(t,v) =

~

—2h(t,v), te€][0,1),
where V() = V. 4(t) := V(1—t) is defined from the solution V (s), s € [0, 1] of the equation
asV = LPOV - avifi7(2) (pO)a ERS (0? 1]’

with initial value V(0) = 8y, dy,p0, and h(t,v) := —LPOV(t,v),t € [0,1]. Then, V()
satisfies the equation

BtV = —LPOV + avifi7(2)(p0) = LPOV + QiL + avifiy(Q)(pO)'
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Note that h(t) := h(1 —t) = —L,,V (t,v) satisfies the equation
Oh(t) = Lpoh(t) + Lpoavifi7(2) (o)
and h(0) = —L,,0,, 0y,po. Thus, by Duhamel’s formula similarly as before, we see

[A(t)]|oo < HLPOBUka'UZpOHOO + HLpoavifi’(Q)(PO)Hoo < o0,

since pp € C°(T9) by the condition (LI2). Thus, ||j|/« has the same bound by G stated
above. This shows (6.19) by applying (6.1]]) for the extended solution. O

Finally for 0,,0ip, using (6.I11]), expanding the terms on the right-hand side and
recalling D(p), f(p) € C*°([0,1]), we obtain from (6.9), (6.14) and (G.19)

(6.21) 10, 0|00 < CE3AF/0+2,

The estimate (2.3]) follows from (©.9), (6.14), ([€16), (6.19), and (621]).

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 (LII) and K > 0.

Lemma 7.1. For the solution p(t,v) of ([LII), if 0 < p— < po(v) < p4 < 1, then we have
p— Na_ < p(t,v) < py Vay forallt >0, where a— = min{a € [0,1]; f(a) =0} > 0 and
atp = max{a € [0,1]; f(a) =0} < 1.

Proof. To show the upper bound, set w(t,v) := p4 Vai+e—p(t,v) for € > 0 small enough
such that p; Vay +¢e < 1. Noting w(0,v) > 0, assume that there exist typ > 0 and vy € Td
such that w(t,v) > 0 for ¢ € [0,%y) and w(tp,vo) = 0. Then, we have

d
(7.1) 8tw(t0,vo) — Z 8vi{Dij(p)6ij}(to,vo)

ij=1
= =K f(p(to,v0)) = =K f(p+ V ay +¢) > 0.

However, we see that dyw(tg,v9) < 0 and, since w(tg,-) takes the minimum value 0 at
v = vy, recalling (LL8)) and ([LA) for D(p), similar to [5], p. 345, p. 390, we have

d
> 00, {Dij(p)du;w} (to, v0) > 0.

ij=1

This contradicts with ([TI]) and therefore we have that p(t,v) < py Vay +e for alle >0
and ¢ > 0. Thus the upper bound is shown. The proof for the lower bound is similar. [J
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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 (L9]) holds for (6, D(p)0).

Proof. The upper bound (8, D(p)8) < c*||? is easily obtained by taking F' = 0; see [26].
To show the lower bound, noting my (1, — 1m0) = —2(n; — no) for x : |x| = 1, we have

<(77m - 770)7T0,x<27y9 : F) >p = =2 ((ne —mo)7y 0 F),

= _2Z<(77:v+y —ny)8 - F),=0.

Therefore,

p

10+ 2l{(1: —10)*)p = ‘<(77m - 770)(9 2 = m0) = Toa (Y70 F)>>

1/2

Cx P

Co, 2
< (s — 770)2>;/2 <—m <9 ~x(ne —Mo) — ﬂ—o’x(ZTy 0 - F)) >
y
Then, taking the square and summing in z : || = 1 in both sides, we obtain

2x(p)* D 16-af* < 4xc—ip)(9,6(p; F)0),

|z|=1

for every F' € Fg. This implies the lower bound (8, D(p)6) > c.|6]%. O
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