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HYDRODYNAMIC LIMIT FOR THE GINZBURG-LANDAU V¢
INTERFACE MODEL WITH A CONSERVATION LAW AND
DIRICHLET BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

TAKAO NISHIKAWA

ABSTRACT. Hydrodynamic limit for the Ginzburg-Landau V¢ interface model with a
conservation law was established in [9] under periodic boundary conditions. This paper
studies the same problem on a bounded domain imposing the Dirichlet boundary condi-
tion. A nonlinear partial equation of fourth order satisfying the boundary conditions is
derived as the macroscopic equation. Its solution converges to the Wulff shape derived
by [3] as the time ¢t — oc.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Ginzburg-Landau V¢ interface model determines stochastic dynamics for a dis-
cretized hypersurface separating two microscopic phases embedded in the d+1 dimensional
space. The position of the hypersurface is described by height variables ¢ = {¢(x);z € '}
measured from a fixed d-dimensional discrete hyperplane I'. We will take I' = 'y :=
(Z/NZ)* when we consider the system on a discretized torus with periodic boundary
condition, or I' = Dy C Z% when we consider the system on a domain with some bound-
ary condition. Here, Dy is a microscopic domain corresponding to a given macroscopic
domain D C R? which is bounded and has a smooth boundary; see Section [ for the
definition of Dy. We then admit an energy (Hamiltonian) for the interface ¢ by

1
H(@)=5 D>, V(@) —o@)+ D, V(o) -0@)

z,y€l’, x€l,yeZ4NT,

le—y|=1 lz—y|=1
with a potential V' € C?(R). Note that, when I' = Dy, we need to give a boundary
condition {¢(x);z € Z? \ Dy} in order to define the Hamiltonian H. Once we introduce
the Hamiltonian H, the dynamics of the interface can be introduced by means of the
Langevin equation

_on
06(x)

where {w;(z);x € I'} is a family of independent copies of the one dimensional standard
Brownian motion. The hydrodynamic scaling limit has been established for the dynamics
governed by (LT)) with T' = T'y in [§], for the dynamics with T' = Dy and the Dirichlet
boundary condition in [I0]. In both cases, the macroscopic motion is described by the

doy(z) = (¢r) dt +V2dw,(z), =z €T, (1.1)
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nonlinear partial differential equation

Qh(t, 6) = div{ (Vo) (Vh(t, 9))}

ot
d
250

with an appropriate boundary condition. Here, o : R? — R is a function called “surface
tension,” which gives the local energy of macroscopic interface with tilt u € R?, see [§] or
[Tfor precise definition.

The dynamics (I.I]) can be regarded as the model corresponding to the Glauber dynam-
ics in the particles’ systems. Let us introduce the model corresponding to the Kawasaki
dynamics in the particles’ systems as follows:

dgy(x) = —(=A )

D
{8% Vh(t@))}, heD,t>0

990 )(@)( ) dt +V2diy(x), x €T, (1.2)
where Ar is the discrete Laplacian on I' with the Neumann boundary condition when
I' = Dy or periodic boundary condition when I' = Iy defined by

(Ardh)(x) =Y Ar(z,y)e(y)

yel’

= Z {¢(y) - @Z)(l‘)}, (U RF) zel, (13)

yEF,‘Z‘—y‘:l

and {w(z);x € I'} is a family of Gaussian processes with mean zero and covariance
structure

E[ﬁ}t(l')ﬁ}S(y)] = _Af(xay)t/\ s, T,Y€& F7t75 > 0.

We note that the dynamics (L2)) preserves the sum ) . ¢:(x), which can be regarded
as the volume of the phase located below the interface.

The main purposes of this paper are to establish the hydrodynamic scaling limit of ¢,
determined by (2]) with I' = Dy under the Dirichlet boundary condition

¢(x) =0, x€Z'~ Dy, t>0,

and to clarify the relationship between the macroscopic motion and “Wulff shape” studied
by [3] under a static situation. The main result in this paper is that, under the scaling
N* for time and N for space, the macroscopic motion corresponding to ¢, is described by
the nonlinear partial differential equation with Dirichlet boundary condition

(0

o (1,6) = _Adiv{(vo—)(Vh(t,G))}

d
| o (1.4)
_; 89289 {a (Vh(t, ‘9))}, 0eD, t>0

h(t,0) =0, 6€ D°t>0.

\
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We note that the equation (L4) is the gradient flow in a certain affine subspace in
HY(D)* with respect to the energy functional

Sp(h) = /D o(Vh(0)) do

with the Dirichlet boundary condition h|p,c = 0, where H'(D)* is the topological dual
of HY(D), see Section for details. Here, 0 : R — R is a function called “surface
tension,” which gives the local energy of macroscopic interface with tilt v € R?, see [§]
for precise definition. The functional Xp is called “total surface tension,” which gives the
total energy of the interface h. We note that the total surface tension ¥p coincides with
the rate functional for the large deviation principle under the static situation, see [3].
Taking I' = I'y instead of Dy, the large scale hydrodynamic behavior has been studied
by [9].

We should also mention the relationship between the equation (IL4]) and the Wulff shape
discussed in [3]. As an application of the large deviation principle, the macroscopic height
variable h"Y under the equilibrium state (Gibbs measure) conditioned on the total volume
converges to the macroscopic interface so-called “Wulff shape,” which is characterized as
the solution of the variational problem

arg inf {ED(h); h e H(}(D),/Dh(e) do = v} (1.5)

as N — oo, where v is the limit of the volume of A"V rescaled by N~¢. We emphasize that
the solution h(t) of (L4) converges as t — oo, and the limit coincides with the unique
solution of the variational problem (LLH]). Indeed, the macroscopic motion described by
(L4) relaxes the total energy ¥p and converges to its minimizer, that is, the Wulff shape
as t — oo.

Before closing the introduction, let us briefly give the organization of this paper. In
Section 2] we formulate our problem more precisely and state the main result. In Section[3]
we study several properties of the macroscopic equation ((L4]) and its spatial discretization.
In Section Ml we show that a translation-invariant stationary measure for the dynamics
¢; on the infinite lattice Z¢ need to be a canonical Gibbs measure corresponding to
the Hamiltonian H. Combining the above with the known result in [9], we have the
characterization of the family of translation-invariant stationary measures of the dynamics
on Z%. In Section 5] we derive the macroscopic equation (4] from the stochastic dynamics
(L2) with I' = Dy, after establishing several estimates on it.

2. MODEL AND MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Model. Let D be a bounded and connected domain in R? with a Lipschitz boundary.
For convenience, we assume that D contains the origin of R?. Furthermore, we assume
the following condition on D:

Assumption 2.1. Let Dy = ND N Z% We assume that there exists a constant C' > 0
independent of N such that

dDN<37,y)§C, x7y€DN7|x_z‘§27‘y_z|§2
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for every N > 1 large enough and z € Z%~ Dy, where d by 18 the ordinary graph distance

on Dy.
Remark 2.1. Assumption 2.]] is satisfied if the domain D is convex.

Let us introduce the discretized microscopic domain corresponding to D. To keep
notation simple, we consider Dy C Z¢ defined by

Dy = {z € Dy; B(z/N,5/N) C D},

where B(a,!l) stands for the hypercube in R? with center a = (a;)%, and side length
[ > 0, that is,
d
B(a,1) = [ Jle: = /2, a5 + 1/2).
i=1
On Dy we consider the dynamics governed by the following stochastic differential equa-
tions (SDEs)

dgy(z) = —(=Ap )U.(¢)(x) dt + V2diy(x), x € Dy, (2.1)
with the Dirichlet boundary condition
¢(x) =0, x€Z'\ Dy (2.2)

and an initial data ¢y = {¢po(x); ¥ € Z} satisfying the condition ([2.2)) with ¢ = 0, where
U,(¢) in the drift term is defined by
0H

Us(9) := gy (9) = ZZ: V'(6(z) — ¢(y)) (2.3)

for ¢ € RZ and z € Dy. Here, Ap, is the Laplacian with the Neumann boundary
condition on Dy, that is, Ap, is defined by

Apyp(e) = 3, () - @) (24)
yEDN; lz—y|=1
for 1 : RPN — R. The process w; = {w(z); * € Dy} is a family of Gaussian processes
with mean zero and covariance structure
Elin(@)u(u)] = (— Do) (e,g) As, 2.y € Dy, t,s > 0,

where Ap, (z,y) is the kernel of Ap,, that is, Ap,(z,y) = Ap,1l,(z). Note that a
stochastic processes w, satisfying the above can be constructed by

wt('r) =V _ADNwt('r)v
where /—Ap, is the square root of —Ap, and {w,(z); € Dy} is a family of indepen-
dent one dimensional Brownian motions. For convenience, we extend w; to the process
on Z* by putting w;(x) = 0 when z € Z¢ \ Dy.
Through out this paper, we always assume the following conditions on V:

Assumption 2.2. The function V' : R — R satisfies following three conditions:
(1) V e C*(R).
(2) V is symmetric, that is, V() = V(—n) holds for all n € R.
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(3) There exist constants ¢, ,c_ > 0 such that
c— S V”<77) S Cts n eR
holds.

We regard (2.I)) as the model describing the motion of microscopic interfaces and in-
troduce the macroscopic height variable A" by scaling N* for time while N for space:

hN t, 9 Z N~ ¢N4t 13 (z/N, 1/]\/)(9) VRS Rd, (25)

xC€Z4

where ¢; = {¢¢(z); © € Z} is the solution of (1)) with ([Z2). We emphasize that the

suitable scaling is not the diffusive one.

2.2. Main Result. The main result in this paper is that the macroscopic height variable
defined by (23] converges to the solution of (I4) as N — co. We shall prepare settings
to state the above precisely. We introduce the triplet

HY(D) c L*(D) ~ L*(D)* c H'(D)*,

where H'(D)* is the topological dual of H'(D). These spaces are equipped standard
norms denoted by || - |[m1(py, || - [|[z2(p) and || - [|g1(py-, respectively. We denote the du-
ality relation between H'(D)* and H'(D) in this context by gi(py(:,-)m1(p), namely,
() (- ) m1(py denotes the duality relation satisfying

oy {fs 9)m ) = (f 9) 12y f,9 € L*(D),

where (-, -)z2(py is the standard inner product of L*(D). To make notations simple, we
denote g1 (py« (-, ) m1(py by (-, -) if no confusion arises.
Under these settings, our main result is the following:

Theorem 2.1. We assume Assumptions 2.1 and [2.2. We furthermore assume that the
sequence of initial data o = @Y for ) satisfies

lim E||AY(0) — holl7(py = 0 (2.6)
N—o00
with some hy € L*(D), where h™¥(0) is the macroscopic height variable corresponding to
@Y. Then, for every t > 0, h™(t) converges as N — oo to h(t), which is the unique weak

solution of the partial differential equation (L4]) with the initial data hy. More precisely,
for every t >0,

Tim B[BY (1)~ h(0) B - = 0 (2.7)
holds.

3. THE MACROSCOPIC EQUATION AND ITS DISCRETIZATION

In this section, we shall focus our attention on the limit equation (4] and its discretized
version. The arguments in this section highly depend on the properties of the surface
tension o established in [3] and []].
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3.1. A subspace of H'(D)*. As we will see, our consideration is on a subspace of
HY(D)*. Before starting discussions, we introduce it with a suitable norm.
We first note that the solution of (L4 should satisfy

/h(t,@)d@:/ ho(6)df, ¢ >0,
D D

which means that the actual state space for (L)) is not the whole of H'(D)*. For con-
venience, let us mainly consider the time evolution on the tangential space. Indeed, the
equation (L4 will be solved at

H :={h e H'(D)*; (h,1) = 0}.
On H defined above, we shall introduce another norm which is equivalent to the stan-
dard norm || - || g1 (py~ similarly to [2]. To do so, we at first introduce the Green operator

G for the Laplacian with the Neumann boundary condition. For f € H, we denote the
unique solution g € H(D) of the elliptic equation

(Vg, VJ)L2(D)d = <f, J>, J e Hl(D), (3.1)
(9, D)2y =0 (3.2)

by Gf, where L?(D)% is the d-fold direct product of L?(D) and (-, ) r2(pya s its inner prod-
uct. Here, the existence of G f follows from the Lax-Milgram theorem and the Poincaré
inequality of the following form: there exists a constant cp > 0 such that

1Al Z2y < enllV fllZepye:  f € HY(D)., (f, Dr2my =0, (3-3)

see Section 5.8.1 of [5] for details. We remark that the operator G : H — HY™(D) is
bounded and bijective, where H'*™(D) is defined by
H"Y™ (D) :={h € H'(D); (h,1)2(py = 0}.
We also remark that the inverse of GG coincides with the Laplacian —A restricted to
Hl’zm(D).
Let us define the bilinear form (-, )z on H by
(hl, hg)H - (VGhl, VGhQ)L2(D)d, hl, h2 € H
The following proposition tells us that || f||x = (f, f)llq/2 on H is equivalent to || f|| g1 (p)-
restricted to the closed subspace H of H'(D)*, and therefore H is a Hilbert space with
the inner product (-, -)y.

Proposition 3.1. There exist two constant Cy,Cy > 0 such that
Cillflaoys < Iflle < Collfllavpy-, € H.
Proof. We shall at first find a constant C'; > 0 such that
Cillf ey < Wl f e H. (3.4)
By the definition of the Green operator G, we obtain

|<fa J>| = ‘(VGfavj)LQ(D)d‘
< IVG 2yl V I || 2oy

< (f, D 1oy
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for every J € H'(D), by using the Schwarz inequality. This implies that (3.4 with C; = 1
holds.
We shall next show
Ifllr < Coll iy, feH (3.5)
with some constant Cy > 0. Since (B.5)) trivially holds with any constant Cy > 0 when
| fllz = 0, we assume || f||z > 0. Since |G f||g2py > || f||z by the definition of || - ||, we
have ||G f||g1(py > 0. Taking J = G f/||G f||n1(py, we obtain

LA 117
fud) = pa
AR 77 s
by ([BJ]). Since we have
|Gy < V1I+eplVGfllrapy = V1I+cpllflla

by the Poincaré inequality (B.3]), we get
(F.0) = (Lt eo) 2 | £

By the definition of | - || g1(p)«, we conclude
1f Loy = (L4 en)™ 2 (1f 1o
which implies [3.5) with Cy = (1 + cp)Y/2. O

3.2. Precise formulation for the macroscopic equation. We give the precise mean-
ing of the solution of (L4]). Let us introduce a triplet V. C H ~ H* C V* with H
introduced in Section B.1],

V:{heHg(D);/Dh(e)dezo}

and the topological dual V*. We remark that V is a Hilbert space with the restriction
of the inner product of H}(D) to V. We denote the restriction of the standard norm of
Hg(D) to V and the dual norm on V* by || - ||y and || - ||v~, respectively. We denote the
duality relation between V* and V' by v« (-, )y, which satisfies

V*<fag>v = <f7g)H
for f € H and g € V. Under these settings, we obtain

ve(=Af, g)v = (=Af, 9)u = (f,9)2(0) = w10y {[f> 9) 11 (D)

for f € H" (D) and g € V, which indicates that —A can be extended to a bounded
operator from H to V*. Furthermore, we obtain

v (=Af, g)v = —(u, VQ)B(D)d
for g € Hy(D) and f € C*°(D)NH such that f = divu—(divu, 1)2py with u € C*(D)?,
where C*(D)? is the d-fold direct product of C°°(D). Since we have —Af = —Adivu,
we finally obtain
v-(=Adivu, g)v = —(u, Vg)2(p) (3.6)
for g € HY(D) and u € C*°(D)? We can therefore regard the map u — —Adivu as a
bounded operator from L?(D)? to V* and the identity (B.6]) is still valid for v € L*(D)%.
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Noting these facts, let us introduce the nonlinear fourth order differential operator Ay :
V — V* by

A¢(h) == =Adiv((Vo)(VR+Vf)), heV

for a given f € H}(D). We recall that the surface tension o : RY — R is C'-class and it
satisfies

c_|lu—v]? < (Vo(u) = Vo)) (u—v) <cplu—v’ uveR? (3.7)
with ¢y appearing in Assumption 2.2 see [7].
Definition 3.2. A function h = h(t,#) is called the solution of (I4)) with initial data
ho € H'(D)* if there exists a function f € HJ(D) with

{ho, 1) = (f; 1) (3-8)
such that the function hy := h — f satisfies the following three conditions:
(1) hy:[0,T] — V* is absolutely continuous and
hy € C([0, 7], H) N L*([0, T}, V) n WH([0, T], V™).

(2) hs(0) = ho — f.
(3) hy satisfies
d
—hy=Ar(hs(t
ol = Ap(hs (1))
in V* for almost every ¢ € [0, T].

Remark 3.1. (1) We adopt the weak formulation for (L4]). For the solution h of (L.4)),
the choice of V' corresponds to the Dirichlet boundary condition of h. Furthermore,
div ((Vo)(Vh)) is formally given by GOh/0t, and therefore div ((Vo)(Vh + Vf))
should satisfy the Neumann boundary condition.
(2) The third condition is equivalent to

mw=m®+AANmm@

in V* for almost every ¢t € [0,7]. The above indicates that a solution h itself

satisfies
t

)= =h0) = 1+ [ Alh(s) ds
in V*. Here, A is the nonlinear fourth ordeor differential operator defined by
A(h) := =Adiv ((Vo)(Vh)),
which is appearing in the right hand side of (L4)).
The first aim of this section is to show the existence and uniqueness for our equation.

Theorem 3.3. For every initial data hg € HY(D)*, there exists a unique solution of
(L.4).

In order to apply a general theory of nonlinear partial differential equations, let us
prepare the following lemma:
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Lemma 3.4. For every f € Hy(D), the nonlinear operator Ay : V. — V* satisfies the
following:

(1) Af is monotone, that is,
ve(Ap(hi) — Ap(ha), by — ha)v <0, hy hy €V,

holds.

(2) Ay is demicontinuous, that is, the map Ay : V- — V* is continuous under the weak
topology of V*.

(3) There exist constants Cy,Cy,Cs > 0 such that

ve(Ap(h), h)yv < =Cil[hl[i, + Co, €V, (3.9)
[As(W]lv- < Cs(llhllv +1), heV (3.10)
holds.
Proof. Using (3.4]), we obtain
ve(As(h), g)v = =((Vo)(Vh + V), Vg) L2 (p) (3.11)

for h,g € V, and also obtain
ve(Af(h1) — Ag(ha), g)v
= —((VCT)(Vhl + Vf) - (VU)(VhQ + Vf), Vg)LQ(D)d (312)

for hy, he,g € V. It is easy to see (1), by applying (B.12) with g = h; — hy and using the
convexity of o, see (B.7). We can also obtain (2), since we have

v (As(h1) = Ap(h2), g)v|
< ey [IVhy = Vha| 2(0yelI V9l L2(pye,  ha,ha,g €V

from (B7) and (BI2) again. Moreover, we obtain (B.I0) of (3), because the relationship
(110 implies

1A (R)]

ve < [[(Vo)(Vh+ V)l < collbllv + e[V fll 2y

for h e V.
As the final step, we shall show ([3.9) of (3). Using (8.11]), we obtain

ve(As(h), h)yy = =((Vo)(Vh + V [), Vh + V) 12(p)a
+ (Vo) (Vh+ V), V) 2pye
< —c VR +V fllf2pya + e [VR+V fll 20yl |V fll 20y
< e VAl + (s + €T g
+ e (IVR| 2y |V £ L2 (pye
from (B.17). Here, noting

C_ Cy
IV L2 (p)a|V fll22(pye < EHV}LH%%DW + IVl
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we obtain
2

1 c
AL,y < = e IRyt (4 st e ) IV o

Since we have
A1 < (1 + ep) V] Za(pye
from (B.3]), we conclude the desired bound (B3.9)). O

Proof of Theorem[3.3. Using Theorem 4.10 of [I] and Lemma B4} for every initial data
ho € H'(D)* and every auxiliary function f € Hj(D) satisfying (B.8), we obtain the
existence and uniqueness of hy satisfying conditions (1)-(3) in Definition Especially,
this shows the existence of the solution of (I.4]) in the sense of Definition B2

Let us show the uniqueness of of the solution of (I4) in the sense of Definition
Take a two solution (") and A® with a common initial data hg, and let f; and f, be
auxiliary functions associated to () and h(®, respectively. Noting

Afl(h):Af2(h_f2+f1)’ hev,
h® — fi = h® — f, + fo — f; satisfies conditions (1)-(3) in Definition B2 with f;. The
uniqueness of h; for given f implies h® — f; = bW — f;, which shows hV) = h(), O
We can also obtain the following by a similar argument to the proof of Theorem

Proposition 3.5. If h(t) is the solution of (L4) with initial data hy, then hy = h — f
satisfies conditions (1)-(3) in Definition (33 for every f € H}(D) with B.8). In other
words, we can choose an auziliary function f € Hy(D) arbitrarily as long as it satisfies

B3).

3.3. Regularization for the macroscopic equation. We shall introduce the regu-
larization of o and the coefficient of the corresponding partial differential equation (.4,
which plays a key role in the proof of Theorem 2.1l Note that such regularization becomes
unnecessary once one can show C2-regularity of o, which remains open at present.

Let p € C5°(R?) be a non-negative and symmetric function such that its support is in
{ueR% |u| <1} and [p4 p(u)du=1. For 0 < § < 1, we define ps by

ps =0 %p(67 ), wueR
and the regularized surface tension ¢° by the mollification of o:
o’(u) = o * ps(u), u€ R
Note that the regularized surface tension o again satisfies the bound (B.1), that is,
c_|u—v> < (Vo (u) = Vo' (v)) - (u—v) < cplu—vf?, u,veR? (3.13)

holds for every 0 < § < 1. Moreover, since Vo is Lipschitz continuous, ¢ approximates
o in the following sense:

’Vaé(u) — Vcr(u))’ <cy6, u€RL5>0. (3.14)
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Using ¢ defined above, let us consider the nonlinear fourth order differential equation

0

SH(t,0) = —A div{(vaé)(w@, 9))}, heD,t>0
Ro(t,0) =0, @€ D°t>0.

The equation (B.I5) can be formulated in a similar way to Definition 3.2], and the solution

of ([B.I0) exists uniquely. Note that the proof is quite parallel with that of Theorem

since we have ([B.I3). Furthermore, we get the following proposition, which tells us that

the solution of (L4)) can be approximated by the solution of (B.13]).

Proposition 3.6. Let h and h° be the solutions of (L) and (B.15), respectively. If their
matial data are common, we have

i — J 1 « — U.
tm [5(£) — B(8) oy = 0

Proof. Let hg € HY(D)* be the initial data of h and h°. We take f € H}(D) satisfying
(f,1) = (ho,1). By Definition and Proposition B.5 we obtain

112 (t) = fllz = llho = flI%

) /0 (Vo? (VR (s)) — Voo (V £), VHO(5) — V) po(oye ds

(3.15)

t
=2 [[(Vo (V1) H(5) = Vs
0 2 ! 5 2
< o — 1% - 2/ V() = V|[3appe s
t
1 / IV03 (Y )20y [VE () — ¥ £ 2oy ds
0
t
<lho =l = [ VR ) = Ty s

t
Lo / V0% (V 1)|[2apye ds

from (BII) with g = h° — f and o replaced by ¢° and ([BI3). This shows

t
SUP/ 152 (5) 1311y dis < oo (3.16)
§>0 Jo
By a similar calculation, we obtain

1h(t) = h* ()|

=2 /0 (Vo (Vh(s) +Vf) — Va(Vh(s) + V), Vh(s) — VR (s)) 12(py ds
—2 /t(vg(wﬁ(s) + V)=V’ (VR (s) + V[),Vh(s) — VL’ (5)) p2(pye ds

t
gz/ c+5/ |Vh(s,0) — Vh°(s,0)|db ds.
0 D
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Note that we have used (8.14)) in the last inequality. Combining the above with (3.16])
and h — f € L*([0,T],V), we get the conclusion. O

We can show the following proposition by a similar argument to the proof of Proposi-
tion 3.6 noting Lemma [B.4+(1).

Proposition 3.7. Let h and h be two solutions of ([4). We then have
|8(#®) = Al < 113(0) = hO)]ln, > 0.

3.4. The discretization for the macroscopic equation. In order to introduce the
discretized equation corresponding to the regularized macroscopic equation (B.13), let us
introduce several notations. We define the finite difference operators by

VNF(0) = N(f(0 +e;/N) — f(0)),
VY F(0) = —N(f(0) — f(0 — e;/N)),
VNFO) = (VY £(0),...,VY(0)),

d
divy g(0) = = > V¥"gi(0)
=1

for f: RY = R, g = (gi)1<i<a : R? = R% 1 <i < dand § € R where ¢; € Z% is the i-th
unit vector given by (e;); = d;; for 1 <,j < d. We also define the discretized Laplacian
with the Neumann boundary condition by

d
Anf(0) =N Z(vaf(e)leef)zv 19+e¢/Nef)N
i=1

- Vsz(@ - ei/N)leeDN 1Gfe¢/N€DN)
for f: R? — R, where the domain Dy is defined by
Dy= |J B(z/N.1/N).
r€DN

Note that indicator functions appearing above are corresponding to the range of y’s where
the sum (2.4)) is taken. With these notations the discretized PDE for (3.15]) reads a system
of ordinary differential equations for h™N(¢, 6):

(

aiEN"s(lt, ) = —ANEN?
N0 = ANO(RN(1))(6)
= divy { (Vo) (VVRN (1) }(0), 6 € Dy,
| M) =0, 0¢ Dy.

We recall that 0® € C°(RY) and it satisfies (3.13). The equation (B.I7) will be solved
with the initial data given by

(3.17)

hy' (0) = Nd/ ho(0')d®’, 6 € B(z/N,1/N) for some z € Z%, (3.18)
B(z/N,1/N)
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where hy € L?(R?). Since the initial data h}’ is a step function, the solution h™ (¢, 8) is
also a step function, that is,

YO(t,0) = KNO(t,2/N), 6 € B(z/N,1/N), z € Z°.

3.5. The discrete analog of the space H. We shall analogously define the discrete
version of the Hilbert space H introduced in Section 3.1l For a step function f : RY — R
with mesh size 1/N, that is, fV having the following representation

SN 0) = Z NN (@)1 payn,aym (0) (3.19)

xE€Z4

with ¥~ € R?" such that ™ (z) = 0 for z € Z* \ Dy, we define ||fV||_,x by

M2 = N7y @M () = @) (=Apy) T @V (@) = (B)

r€DN
4 N72d72 <wN>2
where

@My =N N(x),

r€DN

Note that the inverse of the Laplacian (—=Ap, )~! can be defined as the linear operator

from
Ay = {¢€RDN; > o(x) 20}

r€DN

to itself, by regarding —Ap, as a bijection from @y to itself. It is verified by the
summation-by-parts formula for —Ap, as follows:

> (=Apy)(x)d(x)

r€DN

=2 Y W) - @) (6l) - o)

z€DN yED;lz—y|=1

d
=3 Y Wlrte) —v@) (@l + o) - o)) (3.20)

1=1 :L‘EDNQ(DN—ei)

holds for every ¢, € RPN,
Under these settings, for ¥ € oy, (Y := (=Ap, ) ' is defined only on Dy. Let us
extend &V to outside of Dy for convenience. We define 9; Dy by

0Dy = {x € Z* \ Dy; distga(x, Dy) =i}, i>1,

where distyq is the graph distance on Z?. We define the value of ¢ on 9;Dy inductively,
by

M) =@y eDyslz—yl=1H7" > M)

yEDN;|z—y|=1
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for x € 0Dy and

N@) =@y edaDysle—yl =17 > M)

y€d;i—1Dn;lz—y|=1
for x € 0;Dy. Let us take K > 0 independent of N such that
DcC U B(z/N,1/N).
$EDNUU1K:1 aiDN

Extending ¢V to Dy U Ufjl 0;Dy, we can introduce the macroscopic function g on D
by

GNfN<¢9) = Z N71<N<ZL’)1B($/N71/N)<9), 0eD. (321)

IGDNUUiKzl 9;Dpn

We note that £V in the equation ([B.I7) can be extended to the function on D by the
same way. We also note that we can choose a constant C' > 0 independent of N such that

> > (M) - M)

:BEDNUUfil 9;Dn yEZd:‘xfy‘zl
<Cc>Y > (M -Mwy (3.22)
2E€DN yeDy:|z—y|=1

by Assumption 211
As a preparation for calculations, we shall show the following proposition, which means
that || f]|_1,n dominates || fN| 1 (p)- if fV is a step function.

Proposition 3.8. There exists a constant C' > 0 independent of N such that

L oy < CIY - (3.23)
holds for every step function f~ with mesh size 1/N satisfying (f¥,1) = 0 and fN(x/N) =
0 for v € Z% \ Dy.

Before starting the proof of Proposition B.8, we prepare a small lemma.

Lemma 3.9. For 1 € oy and ¢ € RPY | we have

S v(@)ola)

oYY (A0 ) — (<) () (6) — 0(a)).
r€DN yeDn;|lz—y|=1

Especially, we have

L2 0

SN Y (A0 ) — (<A0y) ()’

zeDy yeDNi|z—y|=1

for every the step function [N represented by [BI9) with ¢ € Py .
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Proof. Take 1 € @y and ¢ € RPN, By definition of (—Ap, )™, we obtain

Y d@)g(a) = Y (FApy)(~Apy) ') (2)é(x)

r€DN ze€DpN

3 Y (200 M)~ (~8n,) ()

r€DN yeDn;lz—y|=1

X (o(y) — o(x))

which shows the conclusion. Here, we have used the summation-by-parts formula (3.20).

0

Proof of Proposition[3.8. We take " satisfying (3.19). We also take a function J €
C*(D) arbitrarily. Since f~(z/N) = 0 holds for x € Z? \. Dy, we have

=3 / A CHOLT

r€DN
by the definition of (-,-). Letting
N (z) = N / J(0)do, xecz°
B(z/N,1/N)

we then obtain

(N =NTE Yy ((FApy) TN () = (<Apy) TN (@)

€Dy yeDN;lz—y|=1

x (€% (y) — €% ())

from Lemma [3.9. Using the Schwarz inequality and Lemma 8.9, we get

1/2
YD <l [ N2 Y (V) - )
z€DN yeDN;lz—y|=1
= || NI (EV)V2. (3.24)

Since we have

U lJ B@/N,1/N)cD

zeDN yeDn;slz—y|<1

by the definition of Dy and we have

N N 2 d+1 YN 1o ?
(M@ te)—M@) <N (0 + +te;) | dtdb
B(z/N,1/N) Jo a0,
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for every x € Dy and 1 < i < d, we obtain

YN 19 ?
)< N / / < 0 + te; ) dt df
Z B(z/N,1/N) Jo 89i( )

€Dy =1

0.J 2
Z B(z/N,1/N) 00, ( )

z€DyN i=1
< 2|V J[72(pya-
Combining the above with (3.24)), we obtain
[N D) < V21N w1 oy

The above implies the conclusion, since C*(D) is dense in H'(D).

Furthermore, the norm || - ||_; x converges to || - ||z in the following sense:

O

Proposition 3.10. For N > 1, let f be a step function represented by B.19). If the

sequence { fN} satisfies

sup || fV| r2(py < o0 (3.25)
N>1
and
lim |[f — fllz =0 (3.26)
N—o00
for some f € H, we then have
T £ = 1l
Proof. We first obtain
N2 0y = N7 Y V(@) (= Apy) N (x)
€D N
= (fY,GnSY) 2
by the definition of || - ||_1 5, where " is determined by ([B.I9). Here, we have used
PN (z) = 0 for every x € Z% \ Dy at the last identity. Since we also have
£ = {f. G1),
we therefore obtain
A2 = I = (P G Y 2y — (FY G )2y
+(fYGf) = (f.Gf).
Since we have
i ((FY,Gf) ~ (£,Gf) =
from (B:20)), it is sufficient for our goal to show
hm (™, 9™ r2y — (fY, Gf)12py) = 0. (3.27)
Furthermore, once we have
]\}lm ”GNfN - GfHLQ(D) = 0, (328)
—00
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we immediately obtain (8.27) by (3.23]).
Let us show ([3.28). We take J € C*(D) arbitrarily and define £~ and JV by

N (z) = N / J(9") do
B(z/N,1/N)
for € Z¢ such that B(x/N,1/N) C D, and J¥ is defined by
JV () = N¢ / J(O") do’
B(z/N,1/N)

for & € B(x/N,1/N) with # € Z? such that B(z/N,1/N) C D, respectively. We note
that Lemma implies

d
=> | VYGNNO)VYIV(9)do

d
SN (M) - @)@ e) - V@), (329)

=1 geDNN(Dy—e;)C
where ¢V is the extension of (—Ap, ) 14", see the beginning of this subsection.
Using (3:22) and Lemma 3.9, we can choose a subsequence { N’} such that
Gy fYN — g strongly in L*(D),
VN'GnfN = h;  weakly in L*(D)

as N’ — oo for some g, h; € L*(D). Replacing N by N’ at (3.29) and taking the limit
N’ — oo at the both sides of ([3.29]), we obtain

/D 1(6)J(0) d@:Z /D hi(0)V;.J(0)d6.

Since the limit point g satisfies

/Dg(e) df =0

and V;g = h; for every 1 < i < d, we conclude that every limit point g satisfies (B.1]) and
(32). Because the solution of the elliptic equation ([B.) and (3.2)) exists uniquely, the
sequence {Gy N} itself need to converge to g = Gf in L?(D). O

3.6. A priori bound for the discretized equation. Let us establish a priori bound
of the solution A of BIT). To do so, we introduce an auxiliary function similarly to
Definition B2l Let us take the function g € C§°(D) which satisfies the following:

(1) g(z) > 0 holds for every x € D.
(2) [,9(0)do=1.
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We can then take Ny > 1 large enough such that supp g C Dy for every N > Ny. Let us
establish a priori bound for A"V with N > N.
Using ¢ introduced above, we define ¢V by

(N(z) = N4t / g(0)do, =< 7Z°
B(z/N,1/N)

and ¢V by
ZN C 1Bm/N1/N)<9)7 HERd.

xC€Z4

We then have the following bound:

sup sup {[lg"||., + V¥ g"|| + V¥V L} <o (3.30)
N>11<i,j<d

where ¢, is the constant defined by

€y = Su HH+8
g = p 9lloo 6

1<i,j<d 80 0
Using ¢V and ¢” introduced above, we define QZJN and fV by
PN () = vN(2), =e€Z? (3.31)
and
N(z)=vgN (), 6ecR? (3.32)

respectively, where v is the “volume” of hg, that is,

_ / R (6) d6 = (ko 1)

for the initial datum A}’ for (B.IT). Note that the right hand side of the above does not
depend on the choice of §. We then have that sequences {1} and {f"} satisfy following
properties:

(1) For every N and x € Z¢ \ Dy, ¥V (z) = f¥(x/N) = 0 holds.
(2) For every N, the relationship

> 0@ =N [ e

z€DN

holds.
(3) The following bounds hold:

sup sup {75+ IV VIV < el 33
N>11<4,5<d

Proposition 3.11. There exist constants Cy,Cy > 0 independent of N, such that

t
B0 s+ N[ TR (0) s ds < CUI0)2 i+ Caft +1

holds for every t > 0.
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Proof. Differentiating ||h™(t) — SN2,y in t, we obtain

%IIhN"S(t) — NPy = 2N Y VRNt 2 /N) - Ve (VRN 2 /N))
2Dy
+2N Y VNN (@/N) - Vo (VYN (¢, 2/ N))
2Dy
< —2e.N"U N VRNt /N[
2Dy
+2N Y VNN (@/N) - Vo (VYN (L /), (3.34)
2Dy
where Dy is defined by
Dy = {x € Z% there exists y € Dy such that |z —y| < 1}.
Here, we have used the summation-by-parts formula

> a(x/N)divy B(z/N) == > VNa(z/N)- B(z/N), (3.35)

x€DN z€DN

where a : RY — R and 8 = (8)L, : R — R? are arbitrary functions such that «
and f; (1 < i < d) are step functions with mesh size 1/N and a(x/N) = 0 for every
x € Z4~ Dy.

The second term in the right hand side can be estimated in the following way:

—d Z VYN (x/N) - VU‘S(VNhN"S(t,x/N))‘
Z'GDN

<L ST VYRt 2 /N[ + ON ol

Z'GDN

Dy,

[\]

with a constant C' > 0 independent of N. We have used the properties of fV stated at
the beginning of this subsection. Plugging the above into (3.34)) and integrating in ¢, we
obtain

IR2(T) = Y12 < IRY000) = £V x

1 T _
= g [ ITRY@) et + CN
0

Dy|T

for every T' > 0, which implies the desired estimate, since || fV|_; x is bounded uniformly

in N. 0
We can improve the bound for VN A9 if the initial datum is smooth enough.

Proposition 3.12. We assume that
ho € C5°(D). (3.36)
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We then have the following uniform bound:

sup sup |’VN7’N’5(t)”%2(D)d <0
N 0<t<T

for every T > 0.
Proof. Differentiating Y 5 0®(VNRY?(t,2/N)) in t, we have

% > (VRN z/N))

mGD_N

= Z VU‘S(VN}_LN"S(t,x/N))VN%BN";(t,:c/N)
xem

= Z diVNVO‘S(VNFLN"S(t,x/N))QBN"S(t,:E/N)
oyl ot

= Y kMOt x/N)AvEY (£, z/N). (3.37)
€D N

Here, we have used (3.8) in [10], since
OnN
ot
holds. Since —Ay is non-negative definite, we obtain that the right hand side is non-
positive. Dropping the right hand side and integrating in ¢, we have

Z Oé(VNFLN’é(t,l‘/N)) < Z Oé(VNFLN’é(O,l‘/N)),

€Dy z€DpN

(t,z/N)=0, ze DS

which indicate the conclusion, since the function o satisfies (B.7]). O

Let us establish the bound for kY in ([3.I7), in order to apply the argument in Section 3.3
of [10].

Proposition 3.13. We assume ([3.30). We then have the following bound:
2

dt » < o0
L2(D)d

82hN5 N* 8205 N NS NafLN"S(t)

2

8hN d
ot

RN

N
ot v

sup { sup
N | 0<t<T -1,N 0

Proof. Noting

i,7=1
and

> agt (t,z/N) =0,

r€DN
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we have
H QRN 2
~1,N
8hN 0%c 8hN’5(t)
— _9N~ d NY'"" N N7 N, N
Z > v, (t,x/ >8u18u]<v WS =
L,j= 1:v€DN
N,§ 2
dz > (vNah tx/N))
= 1x€DN

by performing the summation-by-parts several times. Integrating the both sides in t, we
obtain the conclusion. OJ

Remark 3.2. By the definition of £V, we have
2

IN,G
Hﬁh = N"¢ Z k:N"S(t,x/N)(—ANkN"S)(t,x/N).
ot N ot
We therefore obtain
sup sup N ¢ Z N9t 2 /N) (= Ank™N0) (t, 2 /N) < oco. (3.38)
N 0<t<T scDu

by Proposition B.13l

Remark 3.3. We need the smoothness of a9 in order to obtain the uniform bound in N
for

N~ kN0, 2/N)(=AxkN)(0,2/N),

r€DN

even if hy is smooth, for example, hy € C5°(D). We have C'-regularity of o and the
Lipschitz continuity of Vo, but such regularity is less than that we need. It is the reason
why we consider the equation (B.I7) with smooth o7 instead of the original surface tension
0.

As a direct consequence of Proposition B.13] we have the following result.

Corollary 3.14. We assume (B3.30). There ezists a constant C' > 0 independent of N
such that

suthN‘s (t1) — N (ty H 1N<C’|751—752|
holds for every 0 <ty,to <T.

3.7. Uniform L?-bound for £V°. In this subsection, let us establish the uniform L2-
bound for £V, Noting (3:38), we can obtain the desired bound once we show the following:

Proposition 3.15. Under the assumption (3.36), we obtain

sup sup [(k™°(1))] < o0 (3.39)
N 0<t<T
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for every T' > 0, where
(ENO(1)) = N~ >~ EV(t,z/N).
r€DN

In order to prove the above, we shall use the same argument as in Section 3.3 of [10] and
reduce our problem to that for solutions of elliptic equations whose main term is linear.
Repeating the argument in in Section 3.3 of [10], we have the following decomposition for

Vo:

Vo(u) = A(u)u + a(u), (3.40)
where A(u) = (A;(u)) is the d x d diagonal matrix for every u € R? and a(u) = (a;(u)) :
R? — RY. We remark that the matrix A(u) satisfies

c I < A(u) < eyl (3.41)

uniformly in u, where I is the d x d identity matrix and c4 is same as in Assumption
Furthermore, we also remark that the vector a satisfies

sup sup |a;(u)| < Cy
1<i<d ueRd

with some constant C, > 0. By (B.40) and the definition of o, we also obtain the
decomposition for Vo? as follows:

Vo' (u) = A (u)u + a’ (u),
where
AL (0) = Ay psu), 1< <d
and

al(u) = ag; * ps(u) +/ Aii(u —v)vps(v)do, 1 <1<d.
Rd

We note that A° is diagonal and satisfies ([3.41)) again, and that a® satisfies

sup sup sup |ad(u)| < C’
§>0 1<i<d yeRd

with some constant C? > 0. Putting
ANO(t,0) = A(VNRNO(t,0)),
a™o(t,0) = a® (VAN (t,0)),
we see that h™N9(t) satisfies
ENO(t) = diva (AN () VRN (1)) + divy a™0(2), ¢ > 0. (3.42)

Let us regard (8.42) as the elliptic equation for given AN9(t), a™*(¢) and k™, which has
a unique solution. Since the main term of (3.42) is linear, we can use the principle of
superposition. For ¢ > 0, let hjlv’é(t) be the unique solution of

KN () = divy (AN (VR (1)) + divy a0 (t) (3.43)
with the Dirichlet boundary condition
VPt /N)Y =0, xeZ'\ Dy,
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where @V°(t) is defined by
FV(1) = KY9(1) — (KV9(0).
Furthermore, we let 75°°(t) be the unique solution of
(KN0(t)) = divy (AN () VVRY (1)) (3.44)

with the Dirichlet boundary condition similarly to lev#s. Note that the original h™*(t)
can be expressed as

ANO(t) = WY (t) + hy 0 (t). (3.45)

We will establish (339) via the bounds for AN (¢), b (¢) and kY °(t). Let us take § > 0
arbitrarily and we sometimes omit the parameter § throughout this subsection in order

to keep notations simple. B
We shall at first show the bound for AY.

Proposition 3.16. There exist constants Cy,Cy > 0 independent of N and t such that
IVYRY (O 172(pya + 1hY () Z2py < CLllE™ ()] 72(p) + Co
holds for every t > 0.

Proof. Multiplying the both side of ([3.43)) by A (¢) and taking the sum over Dy, we have

> EY (/N (o /N) = 7 B (1o /N) divy (AY (VR (1)) (2/N)

$EDN $EDN

+ > Y (t,x/N) divy a" () (z/N).

€D N

Dividing the both side by N and performing the summation-by-parts, we obtain

N~ kNt 2 /N)RY (¢, 2/N)
=N VYR (t,2/N) - AN () VYR (8 2 /N)
+ N7 VA (t, 2 /N)a™ (t,2/N)

€D N

1 _
< 5o STVYRY (1 /)| +

r€DN

8C,
c_

N Dyl

We have used [3.41) and kY (¢t,2/N) = 0 for x € Z% \. Dy. Using the Poincaré inequality

1Ry ()22 (p) < CIIV Y ()] 72y (3.46)



24 TAKAO NISHIKAWA

with a constant C' > 0 independent in N, we have

1 _
S V¥R ()2 e

- - 8C,
< 29[| ()1 22y + 297 IR ()1 22y | Dn|
TNG (412 —1 TN (]2 8Caq
S 2RO z2py + 27 ClIVAY (D72 (e + [ Dl
for every v > 0. Choosing v = 4C'/c_, we conclude
1 - 8C' ~ 8C,
1 IV R O 2 pya < B 7200 + [ Dl

Applying the Poincaré inequality (B.46]) to the above, we also obtain the bound for

1R ()17

0

Since we now have the nice bounds for Ay (¢) and h™(t), we have one for h}'(t) also.
We shall show the following proposition which says that the bound for h% (¢) implies the

bound for (k™0(t)).
Proposition 3.17. For o € R, let hi,(t) be the solution of
a = divy (AY () VVRY (1))
with the Dirichlet boundary condition. We then have
a? < O VYR, Iz (pye
with a constant C' > 0 independent of N,t and «.
Proof. Multiplying (3.47)) by h ., and taking sum over Dy, we have

aN~" > " Y, (t,.z/N)

€Dy

=N Y (tx/N)divy (AN () VVRY, (L z/N)) .

z€DN
Performing the summation-by-parts at the right hand side, we obtain

oszZh (t,z/N)

= _N¢ Z VYR (t,x/N) - AN () VN RY (L, 2 /N).

We have used i_zé\fa( ) satisfies the Dirichlet boundary condition. Noting that h
expressed by

N _ N
h2,a = O‘hz,l

(3.47)

(3.48)

(3.49)

., can be
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because the right hand side of (3.47)) is linear, we get

o®N™ " Y\ (t,x/N)

r€DN
=N VY (t,2/N) - AV () VVRY (¢, 2/N)
xeDN
< NEST|VVRY (8 2/N)|
IGDN

from (341]). Here, once we have

mf

N~ b (tx/N)

r€DN

(3.50)

with a constant ¢ > 0 independent of N and ¢, we immediately obtain the conclusion. We

shall therefore show ([3.50). Using ([3.49) and (B.41), we get
|N > Y (tx/N)

z€DN

> c_ || VYR, (3.51)

HL2(D)d '

For the function ¢V introduced at the beginning of Section B.6] we obtain

1=N"*Y" g"x/N)
rz€DN
=N VYN (@/N) - ANV RY, (t,x/N)
r€DN
< NV g 2oyl VN B () || 12(pya-
with a constant C’ > 0 by using (3.41]). Combining the above with (8.30) and (B.51]), we
get

which shows (3.50). O

Once we obtain Proposition [3.16] and Proposition B.I7, we can easily show Proposi-
tion B.15 Noting

IV ()2 oy < 207 BN ()22 e + 209 Y (0)] 3y

we have

sup sup [[VVAY ()| 12(pye < 00
0<t<T

by using Proposition B.12 and Proposition [3.16. On the other hand, since we have
)
[(EY2 @) < CIV Ry ()] 72(pye
from Proposition 317, we obtain (8.39) and therefore Proposition B.17
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Corollary 3.18. Under the assumption (3.36), we have the following bound:

sup sup ([[k™°(t)||z2py + |VVEN2 ()| p2(pya) < oo. (3.52)
N 0<t<T

Proof. From Assumption 2.1l and the definition of kV? as in Section 3.4}, we can easily see

KN @) 2y < Co Y KV (8, 2/N)?
€D N
and
IVVEN @) ey < CoN ST BV (1, /N) (= Ank™)(t, 2/N)
r€DN
with constants C7,Cy > 0 independent of N. These inequalities and Proposition

imply (B:52). O

Once we have Corollary 318, we can also obtain uniform LP-bound for VNAYN. This
uniform bound plays the key role in the derivation of PDE (IL4]) from the height variable
h.

Proposition 3.19. We assume [B30). We then have the following bounds:

sup sup ”kN’é(t)Hip(D) < 00
N 0<t<T

and

sup sup ||[VVANO(t)
N 0<t<T

||I£p(D)d <00

for some p > 2.

Proof. Combining Corollary B.I8 with the similar argument to the proof of Proposition 1.4
in [§], we obtain the first assertion. Applying the argument in Section 3.3 of [10] to (B.43)),
we also obtain the second assertion. 0

As an application of Proposition [3.19, we can obtain the following identity correspond-
ing to the oscillation inequality in [3]. This also plays the key role in the derivation of
PDE (L4) from the height variable A" .

Proposition 3.20. We assume ([3.36). For the solution h™° of BI7) and e € Z such
that |e| = 1, we have

T
dim N / > |VVRNO(t 2 /N + e/ N) = VNRNO(t, z/N)|* dt = 0. (3.53)
0 J:EDiN
Proof. Take 1 <i < d arbitrary. From (B.I7), we can split
FN(t) == N""2 3" VVEY(t,a/N)VRNO (¢, 2/N)

r€DN
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into three terms as follows:

d
F¥(t) =N~ 3" > " VIVo(VVNEN(t, 2 /N) VIV IR (¢, 2/N)
J:ED:N 7=1
— N2 N VN divy Vo (VVRNO(t, 2 /N)
{L'GDiNIHI(DNfei)G
x VNRNO(t 2 /N)
+ NN UNEN (o /N)VY RN (t 2 /N)
:L'GDiNIHI(DNfei)E

= P (t) + By () + F (1),
where the set D:N is defined by D:N = (D—N) Here, we have used

VNRNO(t, 2 /N) =0, x€Z~ Dy.
Using (3.7), we have for F}¥ ()
FN(t) < =N S [VVENO(t o /N + e /N) = VYR (t, 2 /N) [,
J:ED:N

which is nothing but our target. From now on, we shall show the remaining terms vanish
when N — oo.
For FN(t), since we have

T T
By (6)] < 2N2/0 IVYEN2 ()17 2y dt+2N2/0 IVY RN ()72 pya it
by the Schwarz inequality, we obtain

T
lim | ()| dt =0
0

N—oo

from Proposition B.12]

We shall next establish the bound for F}¥ and F}". To do so, we shall at first make an L?
bound for V¥hY on By = Dy ~\ Dy. Choosing r,q > 1 such that » = p/2,1/r +1/¢ =1
and applying the Holder inequality, we obtain

NN VNRNO(t, ¢ /N)
meﬁ

. %(N‘d B_NDT/?(]N_d S VRN, /N + é(N—d }B—ND

r€DN

‘ 2

1/2

(3.54)

For Fy¥(t), since we have

BNl < NS VYRt /N[,

z€BN
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we obtain

N—oo

T
lim |FN ()| dt =0
0
from Proposition B.I9 Also for F3¥(t), we have
EN ()] <2a(N)N Y [VYRNA (¢ 2 /N) [
$EE
+2a(N)'NTE Y | VVENA (¢, 2 /N)

€Dy

’ 2

for an arbitrary sequence {a(N)} of positive numbers. Choosing a(N) = N with € > 0
small enough, we obtain

N—oo

T
lim |E3Y(t)] dt = 0.
0
from Proposition .19 Summarizing above, we conclude (B.53)). U

3.8. Convergence of the solution for the discretized equation. We shall show that
the solution AV of the discretized equation (Z.I7) converges to the solution h? for the
regularized equation (BIH), when the initial data is smooth enough. The goal is the
following:

Theorem 3.21. Assume hyg € C°(D). Then, the sequence of solutions {hN} for the
discretized equation ([BIT) with initial datum hj) converges as N — oo to the unique
solution h?(t) of [BIR) with initial data hy in the following sense:

. INGS (10 P
lim [B¥9(0) = (0o = 0
holds for every t > 0.

Proof. To simplify notations, we omit the parameter 6 when no confusion arises. We shall
at first show that we can take a subsequence { N’} such that A" converges to the solution

of (BIH). We arbitrarily choose f € C§°(D) such that

/L)h()(e)de:/[)f(e)de
and define fV by

NG) = Nd/ f(@)do', 6¢c B(xz/N,1/N), z € Z°.
B(xz/N,1/N)
We introduce the polilinear interpolation used in [3], that is, AV is defined by follows:
d
R - NO| + o
N (t,0) = a; {N§;} + (1 —a;)(1 — {N¥; hN<t,[7), 3.55
(t,0) ae{;”d[g( {NO:} + ( )1 —A })] N (3.55)

where [-] and {-} denote the integral and the fractional parts, respectively. We also define
EY by the similar manner. We then have

sup sup ||fLN(t)||H1(D) < 00
N 0<t<T
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and

Sup sup RN () |1y < 00
0<t<T

by Proposition B.12] and Corollary B.I8. Using Proposition B.12, Corollary B.14] Corol-
lary B.I8 and the bounds stated above, we can choose a subsequence {N'} such that

— fN =g strongly in C([0,7], H),
N — b weakly in L*([0,T)], H(D)),
EN =k weakly in L*([0,T] x D),
BN 5k weakly in L*([0, 7], H'(D))

as N/ — oo for some g, iL, k, k. Letting h = g+ f, we can easily see that h = hand k = k.
Furthermore, in this setting, for every t > 0, [|AN' (t) — fN||_1.n converges to ||g(t)||x as
N'" — o0, see Proposition B.I0. Applying the argument in Step 3 of Proposition 1.2 in [§],
we obtaln that the limit & is the solution of (3.If) with initial data ho. Furthermore, the
uniqueness for (3.15) implies that the sequence {h™; N > 1} itself converges to h strongly
in C([0,T], HY(D)*), which shows the conclusion. O

4. IDENTIFICATION OF EQUILIBRIUM STATES

In this section, let us study the structure of the equilibrium states for the dynamics
on (Z%)* corresponding to (ZI). We will focus our attention to the relationship between
stationarity and Gibbs property, since we have already known that the family of extremal
canonical Gibbs measures coincides with the family of extremal grand canonical Gibbs
measures introduced by [§], see [9] for details.

4.1. Notations. In order to characterize the equilibrium states, we shall prepare several
notations precisely. Note that we will follow the same manner as in [§] and [10].

Let (Z4)* be the set of all directed bonds b = (x,y), z,y € Z%, |z —y| = 1 in Z¢. We
write x, = x and y, = y for b = (x,y). We denote the bond (e;, 0) by e; again if it doesn’t
cause any confusion. For every subset A of Z¢, we denote the set of all directed bonds
included A and touching A by A* and A*, respectively. That is,

A = {bec (29" 2, € A and y, € A},
A = {be (Z*; 2, € A or y, € A}.
For ¢ = {¢(z); = € Z%} € R?", the gradient V is defined by
Vo(b) = ¢(w) — é(y), b= (z,y) € (Z°)"

Now, let X be the family of all gradient fields n € RE)" which satisfy the plaquette
condition (2.1) in [8], i.e., X = {n = V¢; ¢ € RZ'}. Let L2 be the set of all n € RE)"

such that
7= > n®)e " < 0.
be(Zd)*

We denote X, = X N L% equipped with the norm |- |,..
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In this section, we study the properties of stationary measures for the dynamics 1, € X
governed by the SDEs

dn(b) = =VU.(n,)(b) dt + V2dVZ (b), b e (29, (4.1)

d . . . . .
where {wZ" (x); x € Z} is the family of Gaussian processes with mean zero and covariance
structure

B[l (x)@% (y)] = =Aga(z,y)t As, x,y€Zt s> 0.

Since the coefficients are Lipschitz continuous in &), this equation has the unique strong
solution in &, for every r > 0. Note that 7, := V¢, defined from the solution ¢; of the
SDE (21 on Dy satisfies ([{1]) for b € Dy and boundary conditions 7;(b) = V¢ (b) for
b € (Z%)* < D%, when replacing w7 by Wy.

Let us introduce the infinitesimal generator associated with (#I)). For A C Z4, we
introduce the the differential operator £, of second order by

Dn= =4 0:(An0)(x) +2) (AaU.(0)(2)0s,

TEN TEA
where 0, is defined by
0
0y = Z —, zeZ%
be(Z4)*; xp=x 87)(())
and Ay is the Laplacian on A defined by (L3) with I' = A. We note that the operator £
is the infinitesimal generator associated with the dynamics 7, defined by (£I]). To make

notations keep simple, we simply denote .Z54 by Z if it does not cause any confusion.
We also note that #p,, is the infinitesimal generator associated with 7, = V¢, where ¢,

is the solution of (2.1]).

4.2. Gibbs measures. In this subsection, we state the definition of Gibbs measures with
details. For a finite set A C Z? and fixed £ € X, we define the affine space Xy ¢ C X by

Xz = {n € Xy n(b) = €(b), b€ (Z%) A}

We define the finite volume Gibbs measure jip ¢ on A* by

pae(dn) = Zytexp | =Y V(n dng= ¢,
beA*

where dnzs . is the Lebesgue measure on Xz and Z ¢ is the normalizing constant.

Let 77( ) be the set of all probability measures on X and let Py(X’) be those p € P(X)
satisfying E#[|n(b)|?] < oo for each b € (Z?)*. The measure u € Po(X) is sometimes
called tempered. Let G be the family of translation invariant, tempered Gibbs measures
1 € Po(X) introduced by [8], namely, the family of translation invariant p € Py(X)
satisfying the Dobrushin-Lanford-Ruelle equation

PO gy 57) = pae(t), - pras. €, (4.2)

where # ;4. 3+ is the o-algebra generated by {n(b); b € (Z%)* ~ A*}. Note that the
dynamics 7; given by (4.]]) is reversible under p € G. We denote the family of u € G with
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ergodicity under spatial shifts by G... Properties of Gibbs measures are studied quite
well, see [§] and [3] for details.

4.3. Relationship between stationary measures and Gibbs measures. It is not
difficult to show that every Gibbs measure p € G is stationary with respect to .Z. Let
us show that the converse is also true and therefore the stationarity is equivalent to the
Gibbs property.

Theorem 4.1. If u € Po(X) is translation invariant and satisfies

| Zr@au=o
x
for every F € C} 1, (X), then pn € G.

The proof of Theorem [l is similar to [4], which is based on [6]. We at first introduce
®,: R — R by

() = 2 (1+ () ",

a
where
= /(1 + u?) "™ du.
R
For A, := [-n,n]* N Z* we define @), : X)» — R by
=[] @a(¢™(@))
€A,

where ¢™° is the height variable satisfying V¢™® = n and ¢™°(0) = c¢. Note that ¢™° is
uniquely determined by 1 and c. We also define p}(n) by

PA() = / (1 — E)ulde).

Let W) (n,€) = ®p(€ —n). Since U)(-,€) € CF

loc
/ LU+, €)(n)p(dn) = 0.

Multiplying F(§) € Cf),.(X) whose support is in A%, and integrating in £ by the uniform
measure d€,, on

(X), we have

Xy, ={Vo e RY; ¢ e R},

we obtain
// €LV, ) (mldn)déa, = 0. (43)

Here, as in Lemma 3.2 in [4], if f : RZ — R is smooth, local and the form f(¢) = F(V¢)
for some F': X — R, we then have
of OF

90(a) 2,2 )~
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Noting the above and the relationship

TEnAY S VY — Vi) — Vo) = ———n Y VT
PUNVL,VY), 82(I>A 82\11;\L(V¢, \D)
for € Z% by the symmetricity of ®*, the left hand side of (@3] is calculated as follows:
5‘2‘1”(77, V)
(V — < d d
// v) m; y; o) ()
— d d
+ [[ Peow) ZZ U ()= P o))
=:I1 + Iy,
where vy, ,, is the measure on R*» defined by
vanp(d) = p(w(0)) ] dv(z
€A

with a probability density p on R. We have used that the image measure of v, , by the
discrete gradient V coincides with d¢,,. Performing the integration-by-parts for I, we
have We shall first calculate I;. Performing integration-by-parts in v, we have

A
— [ ¥ Eeaen G Nagz’)v) o))
€A, YyEAL,
-] = > PO won T vt (4.4

Noting that integrands of I; and the first term in the right hand side of (4.4)) are function
of V), each integral does not depend on the choice of p and therefore the second term
does not also. Taking a sequence p, such that p/, — 0 as n — 0o, we conclude that the

second term must be zero.
Let us choose I as R
pn(WJ))
F(Vy) = , 4.5
Vo) =1 (qn(vw) (45)

with some bounded smooth function f: R — R and
¢n(n) = exp (~H (1)), 1€ Xy,

where Z,, is the normalizing constant. Noting
O (x) O (x)

p(dn)

and putting
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we have
o V) or)(V-)
he xeAnyeAn o /f ) N(y) G (Vi)ap(dY)
T2 2.0 xyl/f M) UNVEPATOs, pd).  (46)
zE€EA, yEA,

Next, we shall compute 5. Performing the integration-by-parts in ¢ (x) again, we have

=Y X a)w) [ 0000 T, gl utdn

€A, yEZd ~An

()
-5 gk [ 555 -
x \Iﬂ(n, V) va,, p(dib) p(dn)
S S (A // OF W’ — UNVY))

x€EAn yEA,
X \II’\(n, V)vn, »(di)p(dn)

-3 S (- /77”7lef‘vwzhahmunpuw>

€A, yEA,

=: Ry(n, ) + Ry (n, f) + R3(n, f) + Ri(n, ). (4.7)

Summarizing (£4) and (£7), we obtain

P, f) = ) [ 10 w)fﬁﬁg) 48
< an(V)a, ()
= R, )+ R)n. f) + R(n. ) (49)

if we take I’ as in (&5]). Note that F*(n, f) is finite when f(x) = logz by using |A(z,y)| <
2d, see Lemma 3.3 of [4]. We denote F*(n, f) with f(z) = logx simply by F*(n).
From now on, we shall show that terms R2(n, f) in the right hand side can be controlled

by F*(n).

Lemma 4.2. Assume that the function f satisfies 0 < uf'(u) < 1 for every u > 0. We
then have bounds for Ry (n, f), Ry(n, f) and Ry(n, f) in (&) as follows:

|RY(n, f)| < KC(n)'>FNn)'/? (4.10)

|Ry(n, f)| < KAT'FA(n)Y/? (4.11)

|R3(n, f)| < KC(n)Y?F*(n)'/? (4.12)
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with a constant K > 0 independent in n and X, where Cy(n) is defined by

> Y [d€nmua.

TEAn+1 bE(ZA)*\A*:zp=2x

(€, i) = / VI (1(0)) ] F s ) €):

Here, Z .y is o-algebra generated by {n(b); b € (A*)E}.
Proof. We at first obtain

(2 ) PBPBEICRIECISLE AR o

2€An yeA
// ( ) 2 A(—m(x,y)aa’;’i) ai"&pz(v@z))yAn,p(dw)
- (z_) 220 D 55y g T nsl) = P

by assumption on f. Note that (—A) is nonnegative definite, indeed, we have

S (=A)(,y)é(x)d(y) > 0

{L’GAm

for every m > 1 and ¢ € RZ" such that ¢(x) = 0 on AEn. Furthermore, we have the
Schwarz inequality of the following form:

YD (A @ y)d@)d(y)

1/2 1/2
DD (A, y)e(x)d(y) DD (=A@ y)(a)(y) (4.13)

for every ¢, 1 € R with d(x) = p(z) = 0 on AL for some m > 1. Using the above, we
obtain

}Ri\(n, f)} < CFMn)Y2C(n)Y?

for some constant C' > 0, which shows (@I0). We can also obtain (LI1]) and ([@I2]) by
the similar argument to the above. U

Let us continue the calculation for F*(n, f). Summarizing ([@9)-([ZI12), we get
1
F(n, f) < éFA(n) + K'(C(n) + A 'n%)
with a constant K’ > 0. Using Fatou’s lemma, we conclude

%mn) < K'(C(n) + A~'n). (4.14)
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We shall next give a lower bound for the left hand side of (£I4]). For ¢ € N, let us take
A C A, by

=
-
£
S

where Ay(x) = Ay + x and
Ay ={x € (204 3)Z)% Ay(x) C Aps}.

Because boxes Ay(x) appearing above are disjoint, we get

o/} O/r) ’
/Z Z (812/(;7;_8@\/)/(37;> A (Vv p(di))

2€An yeZh|a—y|=1
L oy oy
5/ 22 2 (awx)‘aw(y))

2€n 0 TEN(2) yEA(2)5]lz—y|=1
X qn (V) vp, p(di)

1
1Y PO,

ZGAan’[

where I is the entropy production rate defined by

Afr ~ZLMu 2
I*(ft) := sup dii; u € Cy(X), Fxe-measurable, u > 1

u

for a finite A C Z¢ and fi on X or X, with n large enough. Applying (£I4) and taking
the limit A — oo, we have

by the lower semicontinuity of the entropy production rate. Since I*¢®)(u,) does not
depend on z by the translation invariance of p and C'(n) = O(n¢1), we get

IM(p) < Ctin™! (4.15)

with a constant C' > 0 independent of n. Taking the limit n — oo, we finally conclude
that

() =0 (4.16)
for every ¢ € N. Repeating the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 5.2 in [9], we

obtain that p is a canonical Gibbs measure introduced in [9]. Applying Theorem 3.1 in
[9], we conclude u € G.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.1]

In this section, we shall give the proof of our main result, Theorem 2.1l Before that,
we shall prepare several bounds, which play key role in the proof.
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5.1. A priori bounds for stochastic processes. In this subsection, let us establish
L?-bound for the stochastic interface h'.

Proposition 5.1. There exist constants Cy,Cy > 0 independent of N such that

EIRY @)y + NE / S (Vo (@) ds < CLERY (0)]2, 0 + Co(1 + 1)

mefﬁ§
holds for every t > 0.

Proof. Let us use the function ¢”¥ and ¢V introduced at Section B.6. We define 1" by

N (2) = (oh)¢N(x), a €2

where (¢}) is defined by

(@) =N~ 6 ()

yeDN
We denote the macroscopic height variable associated with the microscopic height variable

PN by fV, that is,

Z N~ ’(/J lB(x/N 1/]\7)(9), 6 € R%

x€Z4

Calculating || (t) — fV||?, 5 by It6’s formula, we obtain
AR () = Y2 = 2N Y (Ve (0) = Vo () VI(Ver (b)) de
beDY,

F2N Y (=Apy) (0 = oY) (x) dinly)

r€DN

+ 2N~ Dy dt.
Therefore, integrating in ¢ and taking the expectation, we get
E|WM(T) = Y2 x = EIRY(0) = fY12 0

9 / ©S Vol V(YN (b)) di

beD

+2E/ Y NV (b)) dt

beD*

+ 2N~ Dy|T. (5.1)
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Applying (3.30) to the third term in the right hand side, we get
1/2
AN Y VNV (VO ()| < 2eliop) | N7 (VI (1)
beD% beD%
1/2

< 2er[(@) ) er [ N1 (Vo (b

beD%
_ 2
<2NT Y (Ve (b))
beD},
8y () e
for every v > 0. Plugging the above with v = ¢_ /2 into (5.1]), we finally obtain
E|R™(T) = fY12 1 n < BIRY(0) = fY)120 0

—CE/ B EAZA )

beD%,
+ 2N~ Dy|T + 16¢2" ¢ G [(9)[*T
Noting [(#g")[* < [|AV(0)]|? |y, we obtain the conclusion. O

5.2. Coupled local equilibria. We shall introduce the coupled measure and identify its
limit point, as in [§] and [10]. Let us denote the discrete gradient of the solution h™? of

BI7) by uM?, that is,
uNO(x) = VNN (s, 2/N), x€Z°

S

and the law of V¢ on X by u¥. Using these notations, we introduce the coupled measure
pN(dndu) on X x R? by
t

p¥oandu) = DN LY (o b eyl ds, 62)

where 7, is the spatial shift by » € Z?. We note that the sequence {p™V} is tight as the
probability measures on X x R? since we have Proposition 5.1l and Proposition B.12I

Proposition 5.2. For every limit point p of {p™°}, there exists a probability measure
Adu dv) on R? x R? such that the relationship

pldndn) = [ judmAdudo)
R
holds with ergodic Gibbs measures {p,; u € R} introduced by [8].

Proof. To keep notation simple, let us omit the parameter 6 when no confusion arises.
For ¢ € C}H(RY), we define the signed measure p™ (dn, ¢) on X by

PMne) = [ p anduota).
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It is sufficient to show that every limit point p(dn, ) of {p" (dn, ©)} is translation invariant
and satisfies

/XZF(n)p(dn, ¢)=0 (5.3)

for every F' € C%(X) with a compact support, see Theorem 4.1 of [g].
We shall at first show the limit point p(dn, ) is translation invariant. For F' € C?(X)
and e € Z¢ such that |e| = 1, we have

[ Fawane) - [ P e ontan)

<t'[Dy|” 1||F||oo||<P||oo/ > [uN(s,@/N) = uM(s,x/N — e/N)| ds

:BEDN

Dol - —
+ Dy I1F sl ([ D 0 (D + | + | (D + ) N D).

Since the first term vanishes as N — oo by Proposition 3.20, we obtain

lim
N—oo

/){F(n)pN(dn,sO)—AF(n)pN(-,w)OTe(dn)’:0,

which shows that the limit p(dn, ) is translation invariant.
Let us show (5.3). Fix F' € C}(X) with compact support, and take L € N such that
supp(F) C A%, where Ay = [—-L, L]¥ N Z¢. We then obtain for N large enough

| 2Fapane

t

— 1Dy / S ol () B (2 F(n)] ds

— D] / Z DE (L, (F o) ()] ds
7| Dyl / D el @) B (L, (For ()] ds
+t1\DN\1/ ;90( N (@) B Ly py F ()] ds

= I + Iy + Fy

where the set @7y 1, is defined by

C
WN,LZD—NQ< U (A2L+Z)> .

z€0D N
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Since supp(F o 7, 1) C Dy if # € @y 1, we obtain

FY = 1Dy N / S (@) B [(F o) (Vo))

l‘E&ZVN L

Dy / S ol @) B ((For (V)]

l‘E&VNL
N [Y L o) (R o (Ve s
:BEJZVNL
by It6’s formula. Since F' € C%(X), we obtain
|y p(uy (2)|| ds
Lt

with some constants C7,Cy > 0 independent of N. Combining the above with Proposi-
tion 313 we have

lim |FY| = 0.
N—oo

For F¥, we have

_ _ N
\Fmswusouwww/ S

:L‘EDN\JZVNyL

t
<CelelDn [ Y B

:L‘EDN\JZV]\QL YEAL+T

Zpy(For')(n)|lds

W(For, )(n)H ds

< C3|Dy|™! ’D—N N %N,L’

+C4|DN|‘1/ > > B

z€D N~y 1, bE(Z)*:zpENar +a

V'(Vey (b)) ds

=: Fy + Fy4
with some constants C3, Cy > 0 independent of N. We can easily see that
lim F 21 = 0.
N—oo

For FQJYQ, applying the Schwarz inequality, we obtain

B, < CsN~'V2| Dy~ 1E/ > vel( b)|* ds + CsNY?|Dy|~Y|0Dy|

beD%,
with some constants Cs, Cgs > 0 independent of N, which indicates

hmF2—0

from Proposition 5.1l We therefore conclude

lim ¥ = 0.

N—oo



40 TAKAO NISHIKAWA

Since we obtain

t
EY < CoNTY2 Dy E / S VeN )] ds + CaNY2|Dy| 0Dy,
0

beDY,

with some constants C+7, Cs > 0 independent of N by a similar argument to that for F}",
we obtain

lim Fy' = 0.
N—o0
Summarizing the above, the identity (5.3) is concluded. O

5.3. Derivation of the macroscopic equation under (3.36)). Let us first prove The-
orem 2] under the following assumption: h™¥(0) is given by h™(0) = h{’, where h)’ is
defined by (B.I8) with hy € C§°(D). Since we have

1Y () = h(&) oy < (BN () = B ()| ()
+ IR0 () = B ()]l oy
+ (112 (t) = h(®) | 0y
it is sufficient for our goal to show

lim sup limsup £ HhN(t) - i_LN"S(t)HQ_1 ~ =0, (5.4)

6—0 N—o0
by using Proposition Using It6’s formula, we obtain
BN () — B (0121,

i Z [ eV ate) ~ u e - ned Vo'

+u;V;0° (u) — 1} p™(dn du) + tN~4|0Dy|,

where p™? is the coupled measure introduced by (5.2). Applying the same argument as
in the Section 6 of [8] with Propositions B.19 and 5.1}, we conclude (5.4]).

5.4. Derivation of the macroscopic equation in general cases. Let us remove the
assumption imposed at Section and complete the proof of Theorem 2.1l For this aim,
we prepare the following lemma:

Lemma 5.3. Let ¢, and ¢, be the solution of (2T) with common Gaussian processes
{wi(2); x € Dy} and let KN and h™ be the macroscopic height variables corresponding to
¢ and ¢y, respectively. Then, for everyt >0 and N > 1

E|RN(t) = BN (#)]1% 1 x5 < EWN(0) = AN (0)[2,
holds.
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Noting that ¢, and gzgt satisfy the same boundary condition, the quite same argument
as in the proof of Proposition [5.I] can be applicable. We therefore omit the proof.
We shall approximate ho € L?(D) by h§ € C2(D) in the sense of

Let ¢§ be the solution of (21]) with common Gaussian processes {w.(z); * € Dy} as ¢
and with initial data ¢f which are defined by

N[ B6(0), € Dy,
0, x € Z4~ Dy.

Po(x) =
Letting 2™ be the macroscopic height variable corresponding to ¢¢ and h¢ be the solution
of (I4)) with the initial data A, we then have
ER™(t) = b))
< AE|RY(t) = WM ()3 py- + 4EIRY(8) = B3 ()-
+8[h(t) = h(t) 3 (p)-
< AE|RY(t) = WM (|12 n + 4ERY(8) — B ()7 ()-
+8[h(t) = h(t) 7 (p)-

by ([B:23). Here, applying the result in Section 5.3, Lemma and Proposition B.7, we
complete the proof of Theorem 2.11
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