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LONG TIME DYNAMICS AND DISORDER-INDUCED TRAVELING
WAVES IN THE STOCHASTIC KURAMOTO MODEL

ERIC LUCON AND CHRISTOPHE POQUET

ABSTRACT. The aim of the paper is to address the long time behavior of the Kuramoto
model of mean-field coupled phase rotators, subject to white noise and quenched frequen-
cies. We analyse the influence of the fluctuations of both thermal noise and frequencies
(seen as a disorder) on a large but finite population of N rotators, in the case where the
law of the disorder is symmetric. On a finite time scale [0, T, the system is known to be
self-averaging: the empirical measure of the system converges as N — oo to the deter-
ministic solution of a nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation which exhibits a stable manifold
of synchronized stationary profiles for large interaction. On longer time scales, compe-
tition between the finite-size effects of the noise and disorder makes the system deviate
from this mean-field behavior. In the main result of the paper we show that on a time
scale of order \/N the fluctuations of the disorder prevail over the fluctuations of the
noise: we establish the existence of disorder- induced traveling waves for the empirical
measure along the stationary manifold. This result is proved for fixed realizations of
the disorder and emphasis is put on the influence of the asymmetry of these quenched
frequencies on the direction and speed of rotation of the system. Asymptotics on the
drift are provided in the limit of small disorder.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Long time dynamics of mean-field interacting particle systems. The macro-
scopic behavior of numerous stochastic interacting particle systems appearing in physics
or biology is usually described by nonlinear partial differential equations. In this context,
systems of diffusions in all-to-all interactions, that is mean-field particle systems [32} 33],
have attracted much attention in the past years, since they are relevant in many situations
from statistical physics (synchronization of oscillators [Il, 27, [41]) to biology (emergence
of synchrony in neural networks [3[9]) and have provided particle approximations for var-
ious PDEs (see [31], 10] and references therein). From a statistical physics point of view,
a natural extension of these models concerns similar particle systems in a random envi-
ronment, that is when the particles obey to the influence of an additional randomness,
or disorder, representing inhomogeneous behaviors between particles. Such a modeling
is particularly relevant in a biological context, where each particle/diffusion captures the
state of one single individual (activity of a neuron, phase in a circadian rythm) and the dis-
order models intrinsic dynamical behavior for each individual (e.g. inhibition or excitation
in populations of heterogeneous neurons [3, [9]).

The aim of the paper is to address the influence of the disorder on the long time dynamics
of a large but finite population of mean-field interacting diffusions with noise. A crucial
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aspect in this perspective is the notion of self-averaging: in the limit of a large number of
individuals and/or on a long time scale (in a way that needs to be made precise), is the
macroscopic behavior of the system the same for every typical realization of the disorder?
If not, is it possible to quantify the influence of the fluctuations of the random environment
on the behavior of the system?

It appears that the analysis of such mean-field systems differs significantly depending on
the time scale one considers. On a time scale of order 1 (w.r.t. the size of the population),
it is now well-known that the macroscopic behavior of mean-field particle systems are well
described by nonlinear PDEs of McKean-Vlasov type [20, [33]. A vast literature exists
on the links between the microscopic system and its mean-field limit (fluctuations, large
deviations and finite time dynamics) mostly in the non-disordered case (see e.g. [18] 34 [43]
and references therein) but also for disordered systems [16], 28§].

When one considers longer time scales (w.r.t. the size of the population) and for a large
but finite number of particles, some randomness remains in the system so that Brownian
fluctuations generally induce microscopic dynamics that may differ significantly from the
dynamics of the mean-field equation. For mean-field systems without disorder, a vast
literature exists concerning fluctuations induced by thermal noise. In this respect, the
notion of uniform propagation of chaos has been addressed for several mean-field models
by many authors (see e.g. [31] [§] for the granular media equation or [25] [39] for ranked-
based models). In case the mean-field PDE admits an isolated stable fixed point, due to
large deviation phenomena, the finite-size system exits from any neighborhood of the fixed
point at exponential times in N (N being the size of the population) [17, B35], whereas
in case of an unstable fixed point, the system escapes at a time scale of order log N [38].
Fewer results exist in the case where the mean-field PDE admits a whole stable curve of
stationary solutions. In [7, [I5], the effect of thermal noise is considered for the mean-field
plane rotators model [6] which is known to admit in the limit as N — oo a stable circle of
stationary solutions. In this case, the finite size particle system has Brownian fluctuations
on time scales of order V.

In the case of disordered systems, we are not aware of any similar analysis on long
time dynamics of mean-field interacting particles. The present work could be seen as a
first result in this direction. In particular, we provide in Theorem 23] a rigorous and
quantitative justification to a phenomenon already observed by Balmforth and Sassi [4]
on the basis of numerical simulations.

1.2. The stochastic Kuramoto model with disorder. We address in this paper the
long time behavior of the Kuramoto model with noise and disorder, which describes the
evolution of a population of rotators (the j*® rotator being defined by its phase cp‘]*-’(t) €
T := R/27Z), given by the system of N > 1 stochastic differential equations of mean-field
type

N
K
dp?(t) = dw;dt — stm(@;(t) —@F () dt +odBj(t), j=1,...,N, t =0, (L1)
=1

where (Bj)j=1,... n~ is a family of standard independent Brownian motions, K, ¢ and § are
positive parameters. In particular, § > 0 is a scaling parameter. The main result will be
stated for small § > 0, as it relies on perturbation results of the case where § = 0.

The Kuramoto model [I}, 27, 41] is the main prototype for synchronization phenomena
and, due to its mathematical tractability, has been studied in details in the past years
6, 14, 21, 22).
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Remark 1.1. Note that ([I.1)) is invariant by rotation: if (gpf(t))j:17,,,,N solves ([LL1l), then
so does (¢4 (t) + a)j=1,.,n for all « € R. Moreover, by the change of variables t — t/o?,
one can get rid of the coefficient o in front of the Brownian motions (up to the obvious
modifications § — 6/0? and K — K/o?). Hence, with no loss of generality, we suppose
o =1 in the following.

Following the point of view adopted at the beginning of this introduction, the system
(LT)) presents two types of noise: in addition to the thermal noise (B;), the disorder in
(1) is given by a sequence (wj);j=1,.. n of iid random variables with distribution A,
independent from the Brownian motions. Each w; represents an intrinsic inhomogeneous
frequency for the rotator ¢5. The index w in the notation ¢% is used to emphasize the
dependency of the system in the disorder.

A crucial aspect in the understanding of the dynamics of (LI]) concerns the (possible
lack of) symmetry of the sequence (wj);>1. First note that, by the obvious change
of variables ©¥(t) — ¢¢(t) — E(w)t in (L), it is always possible to assume that the
expectation of the disorder E(w) = [p wA(dw) is zero (otherwise, we observe macroscopic
traveling waves with speed E(w)). The asymmetry of the disorder can be given at different
scales. The most simple situation corresponds to a macroscopic asymmetry, that is when
the law X itself is asymmetric. With no loss of generality, we can for example assume that,
on a macroscopic level, a majority of rotators will be associated to a positive frequency
whereas a minority will have negative frequencies. In the limit of an infinite population,
this asymmetry makes the whole system rotate at a constant speed that depends only
on the law A and this rotation is noticeable at the scale of the nonlinear Fokker-Planck
equation (L.3)) associated to (LI]). This case has been the object of a previous paper (see
[21], Theorem 2.2 and Section [2.2] below).

The present paper is concerned with the situation where the law of the disorder is
symmetric. Here, the previous argument cannot be applied since in the limit as N —
oo, the population is equally balanced between positive and negative frequencies: the
macroscopic speed of rotation found in [2I], Theorem 2.2 vanishes. Hence, the analysis of
long time dynamics of (ILT]) requires a deeper understanding of the microscopic asymmetry
of the disorder, that is the finite-size fluctuations of the disorder w.r.t. the thermal noise.
An informal description of the dynamics of (I.I]) is the following (see Figure2below): if the
constant K is sufficiently large, the mean-field coupling term leads to synchronization of
the whole system along a nontrivial density. Even if A is symmetric, finite-size fluctuations
of the sample (wj);=1,.. n make it not symmetric so that the fluctuations of the disorder
compete with the fluctuations of the Brownian motions (Bj);=1,.. n and make the whole
system rotate with speed and direction depending on the fixed realization of the disorder
(w;) (and not only on the law A itself). The main point of the paper is to give a rigorous
meaning to this phenomenon, noticed numerically in [4]: we will show that at times of
order /N, the dynamics of (.I)) deviates from its mean-field limit, with the apparition
of synchronized traveling waves induced by the finite-size fluctuations of the disorder. We
refer to Paragraph below for a precise description of this phenomenon.

We present in the following subsections some well-known properties of ([LI]) which are
needed to state our result. We describe in particular its infinite population limit on
bounded time intervals and the existence of stationary measures for the limit system in
case of symmetric disorder.

1.3. Mean-field limit on bounded time intervals. All the statistical information of
(LI)) is contained in the empirical measure (uf ;)¢ >0 € C([0,00), M1 (T x R)) (M being
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the set of probability measures endowed with its weak topology) defined as
LN
,u‘j{,’t = N 25@;}@)’%.), t>0. (1.2)
‘]:

When the distribution A of the disorder satisfies [|w|A(dw) < oo and the initial con-
dition pf;, converges weakly to some py when N — oo, it is easy to see ([I6] 28])
that the empirical measure (L2]) converges weakly on bounded time intervals (that is
in C([0,T], M1 (T x R)) for all T > 0) to a deterministic limit measure whose density p;
with respect £ ® A (where ¢ denotes the Lebesgue measure on T) satisfies the following
system of nonlinear Fokker-Planck PDEs:

8tpt(67w) = %8@2]),5(6,0«)) - 89 <pt(67w)(<J *pt>)\(6) + 50‘)))7 w e Supp()‘)7 b€ T, t > 07
(1.3)

where
J(0) == —Ksin(0), (1.4)

and (-), represents the integration with respect to A: (J * u)x(0) = [p [z J(¥)u(d —
¥, w)dyA(dw). We insist on the fact that in (I.3]), w is a real number in the support of
A, while in (L) and (L2, it is an index emphasizing the dependency in the disorder of
the system.

Some properties of system (3] are detailed in [2I]. In particular, if A-almost surely,
po(+,w) is a probability measure then (L3]) admits a unique solution p, for all ¢ > 0 such
that A-almost surely, pi(-,w) is also a probability measure, with positive density with
respect to the Lebesgue measure and is an element of C*°((0,00) x T, R).

1.4. Symmetric disorder. As already mentioned, we consider the case where the law
A of the disorder is symmetric. We restrict our analysis to finite disorder: fix d > 1 and

suppose that the frequencies (w;); > 1 take their values in {wd,w= =Dl )
where w' = —w™ for all i = 0,...,d. We denote as (/\i € [0,1],i = —d,...,d) the
probability of drawing each w® and assume that A* = A7 for all i = 1,...,d. From now

on, the law of the disorder \ is identified with (A~%,...,\%). Note that we may suppose
in the following that wg = 0 ¢ Supp(A). The result still holds with obvious changes in
notations.

Under this hypothesis, almost surely, for sufficiently large N, each possible value w’ of
the disorder appears at least once and we can rewrite (ILI]) by regrouping the rotators
into (2d + 1) sub-populations: for all i = —d,...,d, denote as N* the number of rota-
tors (@;(t))j:17___’Ni with frequency w’. Obviously, N = Ef:_d N and the system (L))
becomes

d Nk
dyi(t) = dw dt—N Z Zsm((pj(t)—gpf(t))dt—k dBj(t), j=1,...,N', i=—d,....d.
k=—d l=1
(1.5)
In this framework, the empirical measure pfy;, in (L2)) can be identified with (,u]_viit, R M(Jiw),

where ,uﬁv is the empirical measure of the rotators with frequency w':

Nl

Lo |

M = 3 2 0siy £2 0 i ==dd, (1.6)
j=1
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and its mean-field limit (L3]) can be identified with p; = (p; d .. ph), solution to

d
. 1 . . . .
Oy (0) = 55329%(9)—89 (p;i(@) < >~ AT pF(6) +5w2>> , 620, i=—d,...,d. (1.7)
k=—d

1.5. Stationary solutions and phase transition. A remarkable aspect of the Ku-
ramoto model is that one can compute semi-explicitly the stationary solutions of (LT]),
when A is symmetric (see e.g. [40]): each stationary solution to (L7]) is the rotation of a
profile ¢ = (¢7¢,...,q%) (i.e. given by q(- + a) for some a € T)) of the form
4(0) = S§<9,2KT)
Zi(2Kr)
where for each i = —d,...,d, ¢'(*) is a probability density on T, Si(,2Kr) is given by

(1.8)

) ) 0 )
. i i — — ?
S(Z;(H, $) ewcos€+25w 0 |:(1 _ e47r5w ) / e~ TCosu 20w'u du
0

2 )
+e47r5w1/ e—xcosu—25wludu 7 (19)
0

Z}(2Kr) is a normalization constant and r is a solution of the fixed-point problem
r = Ws(2Kr), (1.10)

with
d 2T cos(0)S¥ (0, z) df

COS
Us(z) = PLE
P e

We refer to [40] or [29], p. 75 for more details on this calculation. Computing the so-
lution to the fixed-point relation (LI0) enables to exhibit a phase transition for (LT):
the value r = 0 always solves (I.I0)) and corresponds to the uniform stationary solution
q=(1/2m,...,1/27). It is the only stationary solution to (7)) as long as K < K, for a
certain critical parameter K. = K.(d, (w');, (\%);) > 1. This characterizes the absence of
synchrony in case of small interaction. When K > K, this flat profile coexists with circles
of synchronized solutions corresponding to positive fixed-points in ([.I0): each solution
r > 0 to (LI0) gives rise to a nontrivial stationary profile ¢ given by (L8) and to the circle
of all its translation ¢(- + «), by invariance by rotation of the system (see Figure [I]).

However, several circles may coexist when K > K. and these circles may not be locally
stable (even the characterization of these circles in full generality is unclear, see e.g. [29],
§ 2.2.2). To ensure uniqueness and stability of a circle of non-trivial profiles, fix K > 1
and restrict to small values of §: it is indeed proved in [21], Lemma 2.3 that there exists
91 = 01(K) > 0 such that for all § < ¢y, the fixed-point problem (I.I0]) admits a unique
positive solution r;. We denote by ¢ s the corresponding profile given by (LL8) with r = r;,
by qy.s its rotation of angle ¢ € T (i.e. gy 5(-) := qos(- — %)) and by M the corresponding
circle of stationary profiles (see Figure [):

M = {qd,ﬁ tY € T} . (1.12)
It is proved in [2I], Theorems 2.2 and 2.5 that the circle M is stable under the evolu-
tion (L7): the solution of (L) starting from an initial condition sufficiently close to M
converges to a element gy s of M as t — oo. More details about this stability are given
in Section 2.3l Whenever it is clear from the context, we will use the notations gs or gy
instead of g 5, depending on the parameter we want to emphasize.

(1.11)
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U5(2K7) ‘ 12l
08t r>0 L
0.6 F 0.8 t
0.6 +
04 +
; 0.4
02t/ / r=0
02}
0 ; 1 1 1 0 L
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 -3 -2 3
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(A) Correspondance between (B) A synchronized profile with
fixed-points of ¥s(-) and sta- d=2,q9=(%q" ¢, ).

tionary solutions to (LT]).

FIGURE 1. Fixed-point function ¥s(-) and stationary profiles when K = 5,d = 2, w; = 1,
wg =10 and 6 = 0.1.

1,5

FIGURE 2. Evolution of the marginal of the empirical measure (I2]) on T for a fixed
choice of the disorder (N = 600, A = 2(6_1 4+ 61), K = 6). Starting from uniformly
distributed rotators on T (¢ = 0), the empirical measure converges to a synchronized
profile on the manifold M (¢t = 6) and then moves (here to the right) at a constant
speed, on a time scale compatible with N'/2.

1.6. Long time behavior. Simulations of (L5]) (Figure 2]) suggest an initial transition
of the system from an incoherent state to a synchronized one, during which the empiri-
cal measures of the rotators approaches the circle M of synchronized stationary profiles.
Secondly, the empirical measure remains close to M and travels at first order at constant
speed (which is random, depending on the realization of the disorder, see Figure B]) along
M on the time scale N*/2t. Let us give some intuition of this phenomenon: to fix ideas,
consider the case where d =1, w! = —w ' =1l and AP =\ = % This corresponds to
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center of synchronization

0 ) 10 15 20

time ¢

FI1GURE 3. Trajectories of the center of synchronization for different realizations of the
disorder (A = 1(6-0.5 + d0.5), K =4, N = 400).

the simplest decomposition in (LH]) between two subpopulations, one naturally rotating
clockwise (w; = +1) and the second rotating anti-clockwise (w; = —1). One can imagine
that fluctuations in the finite sample (wy,...,wy) € {£1} may lead, for example, to a
majority of +1 with respect to —1, so that the rotators with positive frequency induce a
global rotation of the whole system in the direction of the majority. When N is large, this
asymmetry is small, typically of order N~1/2 and is not sufficient to make the empirical
measure drift away from the attracting manifold M, but induces a small drift that becomes
macroscopic at times of order N1/2,

The purpose of the paper is precisely to prove the existence of this random traveling
wave and show that it is indeed an effect of the fluctuations of the disorder. Our approach
consists in a precise analysis of the dynamics of the empirical measure (L.6]), which involves
both disorder and thermal noise. One of the main difficulties is to control the thermal
noise term and prove that it does not play any role at first order on the N*/2-time scale.

2. MAIN RESULTS AND STRATEGY OF PROOF

2.1. The result.

Admissible sequence of disorder. We stress the fact that the random traveling waves de-
scribed above is essentially a quenched phenomenon, that is, true for a fixed realization of
the disorder (w;);>1. In particular, the result does not really depend on the underlying
mechanism that produced the sequence (w;); > 1, it only depends on the asymmetry of this
sequence. We prove our result for any admissible sequence of disorder (w;); > 1, defined as
follows.

Definition 2.1. Fiz a sequence (w;); > 1 taking values in {w=% w1 a1 w4} and

for all N > 1, define the empirical proportions of frequencies in the N -sample (w1, . ..,wN)
Nk

Moo= k=—d,... d, (2.1)

N
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where N* is the number of rotators with frequencies equal to w* (recall Section[17)). Define
also the fluctuation process associated to (w;)i>1 by &N = (£]Qd, o, €L, where

ek = NYV2Ok =M, k=—d,....d, N >1, (2.2)

where (A\™%,..., A\ is given in Section[T Note that Zi:_d 55“\, =0 forall N >1. We
say that the sequence (w;); > 1 is admissible if the following holds

(1) Law of large numbers: for all k = —d,...,d, )\éfv converges to \¥, as N — oo.
(2) Central limit behavior: for all > 0, there exists Ny (possibly depending on the
sequence (w;); > 1) such that for all N > Ny,
k| < NC.
k:lilg,x d ‘fN‘ SN
Remark 2.2 (Admissibility for i.i.d. variables). An easy application of the Borel-Cantelli

Lemma shows that any independent and identically distributed sequence of disorder (w;); > 1
with law X is almost surely admissible, in the sense of Definition 21l

Main result. From now on, we fix once and for all an admissible sequence (w;); > 1 in the
sense of Definition 2.1l A convenient framework for the analysis of the dynamics of (L))
and ([L7) corresponds to the space Hd_l, dual of the space H Cll, which is the closure of the

set of vectors (u~%,...,u?) of regular functions u* with zero mean value on T under the
norm
d 1/2
lully g = (Z A* / (aeuk(H))2d9> : (2.3)
k=—d T
Remark that if u is a vector of probability measures on T, then u naturally belongs
_ . . . 2 0

to H, ! since the famlly of vectors given by a, ,(8) = (0,...,0, %,0, ...,0) and
bn.k(0) = (0,...,0, \@:L\/gg), 0,...,0) form an orthonormal basis of Hcll and for each such
vector u

d 00
full—ta = | D> ((wan)? + (w5 )2) <

k=—dn=1

More details on the construction of Hd_1 are given in Appendix[Al The main result of the
paper is the following.

Theorem 2.3. For all K > 1, there exists 6(K) such that, for all § < 6(K), there exists
a linear form b : R+ 5 R (depending in K, §, the probability distribution \ and the
possible values of the disorder w') and a real number g9 > 0 such that, for any admissible
sequence (w;); > 1, any vector of probability measures py satisfying dz’stH;1(p0,M) < g
such that for all e > 0,

P (lluno = poll_y4 >¢) =0, as N — oo, (2.5)
then, there exists 6y € T (depending on pg) and a constant ¢ such that for each finite time

ty >0 and all € > 0, denoting tév = ¢N~Y210g N, we have

P sup HMN’N1/2t — Q9o+b(51v)tH 2e] —=0,as N —>o00. (2.6)
e[t tf] —1d
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Moreover, £ — b(§) has the following expansion in §: for all & such that Zz:_d =0,
we have

=9 Z bk +0(82). (2.7)

k=—d

Theorem 2.3]is simply saying that, on a time scale of order N /2 the empirical measure
(LE) is asymptotically close to a synchronized profile ¢ € M, traveling at speed b({n)
along M. This drift depends on the asymmetry £y of the quenched disorder (w;);> 1.
In (2.6]), tév represents the time necessary for the system to get sufficiently close to the
manifold M.

Some particular cases and extensions. First remark that the situation where the sample of
the disorder (w;)i=1,...n is perfectly symmetric corresponds to 5;/ =y foralli=1,...,d.
In this case, the drift in (2.6]) vanishes:

Proposition 2.4. If for alli=1,...,d, £7" = £, then b(¢) = 0.

In particular, if one chooses the disorder in such a way that (w;);=1, .~ is always symmetric
(e.g. choose an even number of particles N and define each w; to be alternatively +1),
the drift is always zero. We believe in this case that one would need to look at larger
time scales of order N to see the first order of the expansion of the empirical measure .
Proof of Proposition [2.4] is given in Section [T.1}

In case the sequence (w;);>1 is i.i.d. with law A, a standard Central Limit Theorem
shows that the drift b(¢x) converges in law to a Gaussian distribution A(0,v?), where v?
depends on K, J, the probability distribution A and the possible values of the disorder w®.

Proposition 2.5. The following asymptotic of v? holds when § — 0:

=9 Z M (W) +0(8%). (2.8)
k=—d

Proof of Proposition is given in Section

Remark 2.6. Without much modification in the proof, the result can be easily extended
to sequences (w;); > 1 with fluctuations of order different from V'N, that is when for some
ac(0,1),

& — &% as N — oo, (2.9)

for some vector £* where £ := N*(An — ). In this case, the correct time renormalization
is N% and we obtain a result of the type

P sup HNNN“t_QQO_H, (ga)t H 1d >e]| —>0,as N = . (2.10)
tetd tg)

Here, we only treat the case a = 1/2 for simplicity. For smaller fluctuations of size N~—¢
with a > 1, the time renormalization should be of order N. Since at this scale the effects
of the thermal noise appear, the limit phase dynamics should be of diffusive type and a
precise analysis of the different terms and symmetries that occur would be necessary to get
the proper drift in this case.

2.2. Links with existing models.
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Symmetric versus non-symmetric disorder. This work is the natural continuation of [21],
Theorems 2.2 and 2.5 in the case of a symmetric disorder. The purpose of [21I] was to
analyze the dynamics of the nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation (L3)) for both symmetric
and asymmetric law of the disorder. The main point is that understanding (L3)) is not
sufficient in itself for the analysis of the finite size system (LI) in the symmetric case,
since it does not account for the finite-size effects of the disorder that are crucial here.

As already mentioned, in the case where A is asymmetric, one observes macroscopic
travelling waves with deterministic drift at the scale of the nonlinear Fokker-Planck equa-
tion (L3]). It is reasonable to think that an analysis similar to what has been done in this
paper would also show the existence of a finite order correction to this deterministic drift
for a large but finite system with quenched disorder.

Some previous results already suggested the possibility of these disorder-induced trav-
eling waves in the Kuramoto model. Namely, the purpose of previous work [28] was to
prove a quenched fluctuation result for the empirical measure (I.2)) around its mean-field
limit (I3) on a finite time horizon [0,7]. The main conclusion of [28] was that these
fluctuations are disorder dependent and the long time analysis of the limiting fluctuations
[30] suggested a non-self-averaging phenomenon for (ILT]) similar to the one observed here.

The case 6 = 0. This paper uses techniques previously developed in [7] in the context of
the stochastic Kuramoto model without disorder, that is when one takes § = 0 in (LI)):

N
K . )
dpj(t) = = D sinlp;(t) — @) dt + dBs(0), j=1,..,N,  (211)
=1
associated in the limit N — oo to the mean-field PDE

om(0) = 508n(0) — 00 ((0)] 1u(0)) . (2.12)

Similarly to (I7) in Section [[.5] evolution ([2.12]) generates a stable circle My of stationary
synchronized profiles when K > K.(0) = 1 (see Section [B.I]for further details). The model
[2I0)-([212) has been the subject of a series of recent papers [0} [7, 22 23], addressing the
linear and nonlinear stability of the circle of synchronized profiles M, as well as the long
time dynamics of the microscopic system (2.I1]). The analysis of (2.12]) strongly relies on
the reversibility of (ZII]) (with the existence of a proper Lyapunov functional, see [6] for
more details), whereas reversibility is lost when ¢ > 0.

Concerning the long time behavior of (ZI1)), it is shown in [7] that under very general
hypotheses on the initial condition, the empirical measure of ([2I1]) first approaches the
circle My exponentially fast (that corresponds to the synchronization of the system (ZITI)
along a stationary profile solving (ZI2])) and then stays close to My for a long time with
high probability, while the phase of its projection on My performs a Brownian motion as
N — 0o which corresponds to a macroscopic effect of the thermal noise. The persistence of
proximity of the empirical measure to M for long times and the convergence of this phase
to a Brownian motion were in fact already established in the unpublished PhD Thesis [15]
the authors of [7] were not aware of, using in particular moderate deviations estimates of
the mean field process. Note that the techniques of [I5] do not apply here, since a similar
analysis would involve moderate (or large) deviations in a quenched set-up, result that, to
the best of our knowledge, has not been proven so far (for averaged large deviations, see
[16]).

A significant difference between [7, [15] and the present analysis is that the Brownian
excursions in [7, [15] occur on a time scale of order N whereas it is sufficient to look at times
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of order N'/2 to see the traveling waves in the disordered case. This will entail significant
simplifications in the analysis of (LX), since the detailed analysis on the thermal noise
performed in [7} [I5] will not be required here.

Note also that, contrary to [7], we do not prove the first step of the phenomenon
described in Figure [2, that is the initial approach of the system to a neighborhood of
the manifold M in an exponentially short time, regardless of the initial condition. This
result would require a global stability result for the system of PDEs (L.7]) which has not
been proved for the moment, due to the absence of any Lyapunov functional for (L.7))
when § > 0. We prove our result for initial conditions belonging to some macroscopic
neighborhood of M (see Section [l for more details).

SPDFE models with vanishing noise. This paper is related to previous works in the context
of SPDE models for phase separation. In [12] [19], the authors studied the Allen-Cahn
model with symmetric bistable potential and vanishing noise. They showed that for an
initial data close a profile connecting the two phase, the interface performs a Brownian
motion. Some techniques initially introduced in these works, as the discretization of the
dynamics in an iterative scheme, were developed in [7] in the context of the Kuramoto
model without disorder (making use of Sobolev spaces with negative exponents to deal
with empirical measures) and will have a central role in our analysis (see Section 2.6]).
The results of [12] [19] have been extended in [I1] by considering small asymmetries in the
potential which induce a drift in the interface dynamics and by considering macroscopi-
cally finite volumes [5], with effect a repulsion at the boundary for the phase. Stochastic
interface motions have also been recently studied in the context of the Cahn-Hilliard model
with vanishing colored noise [2]. In this model, the limit behavior of the interface is given
by a SDE (or system of SDE’s in the case of several interfaces) with drift and diffusion
coefficients depending on coloration of the noise and on the length of the interface.

2.3. Linear stability of stationary solutions. In the whole paper, we suppose that
K > 1 and that 6 > 0 is smaller than some 6(K) > 0. This critical value §(K) is
determined by §(K) = min(d0;(K), 62(K)), where §;(K) ensures the existence of a unique
circle M of stationary solutions (recall Section [L5) and where d2(K) comes from the
stability analysis of this circle (see Appendix [Bl for more details).

More precisely, our result relies deeply on the linear stability of the dynamical system
induced by the limit system of PDEs (7)) in the neighborhood of the circle of stationary
profiles M. For ¢ € T, § > 0, consider the operator Ly, s of the linearized evolution around
qy,s € M given by

d d
) 1 ) ) ) ) )
(Lysu)' = S05u" — dw'Opu’ — 0y <u > NI xais) +ays D Ak(J*u’f>> . (213)
k=—d k=—d

for all ¢ = —d,...,d with domain
{u =™ ... ul) vt e C*(T) and /u’(@) dd =0, Vi=—d,... ,d} . (2.14)
T

Due to the invariance by rotation of the model ([I7)), Ly s is linked to Ly s in an obvious
way: Ly suy(-) = Logsu(-), where uy(-) = u(- — %), so that the operators (Ly s)ypeT
obviously share the same spectral properties. For any operator L, the usual notations
o(L) (resp. p(L) and R(\, L)) will be used for the spectrum of L (resp. its resolvent set
and its resolvent operator for A € p(L)).
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One can prove (see [21], Theorem 2.5 and Appendix[Blbelow) that for all 0 < 6 < d2(K),
Ly s is closable in H —1 sectorial, has 0 for eigenvalue, associated to the eigenvector dgqy s,
which belongs to the tangent space of M in gy 5 (this reflects the fact that the dynamics
induced by (7)) on M is trivial) and that the rest of the spectrum is negative, separated
from the eigenvalue 0 by a spectral gap vz > 0. More details about these questions are
given in Appendix [Bl

The fact that the eigenvalue 0 is isolated from the rest of the spectrum o(Lys)
{0} implies that Hd_l can be decomposed into a direct sum Ty 5 ® Ny 5, where T 5 =
Span(0gqy,5) such that the spectrum of the restriction of Ly s to Ny s (resp. Ty s) is
0(Ly,s5) ~ {0} (resp. {0}). We denote by Pg’(S the projection on Ty, 5 along Ny s and
Pis=1- quﬁ. Both P12,6 and Pj ; commute with Ly . In particular, for all ¢ € T,
0 > 0, there exists a linear form p, s satisfying, for all u € Hd_1

Py su = Py,5(u)Dpdy.s - (2.15)
We also denote by Cp and Cp, positive constants such that for all u € Hd_l, t>0:
123 sull-1.4 < Crllull-1a. (2.16)
1P} sl 1.0 < Cpllull-1.a, (2.17)
[eFo Py sul|_, , < Cre™ ™ ||Pjgull_, (2.18)
e e S LS .19

Inequality (2.I8) is a consequence of [24], Theorem 1.5.3, p. 30 and (2.19)) is proved in
Proposition in Appendix [Bl Once again, we will often drop the dependency in the
parameters ¢ or § in P127 5 and Pj 5 for simplicity of notations.

A consequence of the contraction (2.18) along the space Ny, s is that M is locally stable
with respect to the evolution given by (L7) (see for example exercise 6* of the Chapter 6
of [24], or Theorem 2.2 of [2I] for our particular model): for any py in a neighborhood of
M, there exists 1) € T such that the solution of (I.7)) converges to ¢y s exponentially fast
(with rate given by ~r).

2.4. Dynamics of the empirical measure. The starting point of the proof of Theo-
rem[23]is to write the semi-martingale decomposition (see Proposition3.1]) of the difference
between the empirical measure py,; defined in (ILG) and any element of gy s € M. Namely,
define the process t — vy, t > 0 by

Ui = Be — Qg 0= —d,....d. (2.20)
The point is to write a mild formulation of this semi-martingale decomposition that makes
sense in the space Hd_1 (recall that pun; and vy belong to Hd_1 due to (2.4))). This mild
formulation involves in particular the semi-group e of the operator Ly s [213) so that

one can take advantage of the contraction properties of this semi-group in the neighborhood
of the manifold M.

Proposition 2.7. For all K > 1, for all 0 < § < §(K), the process (V)i >0 defined
by ([2:20) satisfies the following stochastic partial differential equation in C([0,+00), Hd_l),
written in a mild form:

t
UNt = etLd”‘sI/N,() —l—/ C(t_s)Lw"S (DN — 89RN(VN7S)) ds + ZN,ta N>1,t>0, (2.21)
0
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where
Dx = Dyys:=—0 <qw5 > (& = ) J*qw6)> , (2.22)
k=—d
d d
Rn(vNs) = Rngs(UNs) = (Z (K — \F).J « q$75> UN,s Qs Z ()\va—)\k)(J*l/]]i;7s)
k=—d k=—d

d
+ <Z Nk T uj’“ms) UNs, (2.23)

k=—d

and Zn is the limit in Hd_1 ast' St of Zyyy defined by

Zner(h) Z / 59[ () | @epame. e

z——d j=1

that we denote

Zny(h) = Z/ [ h)}( () dBi(s), (2.25)

z——d 7j=1
and where all the terms in (Z2I) make sense as elements of C([0,00), H; ).

The proof of Proposition 2.7] may be found in Section Bl The term Zy, in (2.21)
represents the effect of the thermal noise on the system. The term involving Dy is the
one that produces the drift we are after on the time scale N'/2¢, when the empirical
measure jy; is close to the manifold M. To make this drift appear, we rely on an
iterative procedure, as explained in Section

2.5. Moving closer to the manifold M. We place ourselves in the framework of The-
orem 2.3} we fix €9 > 0 and suppose the existence of a probability measure py € H ~1 such

that diStHd—l(p(),M) < g with P (H,uNo —poll_; 4 E) — 0as N — oo, for all ¢ > 0.

The constant g will be chosen small enough in Section €l

The first step in proving our result is to show that the empirical measure py; reaches a
neighborhood of size N=/2 in a time of order log N. We use the projection defined in the
following lemma, whose proof can be found in Appendix [, along with several regularity
results.

Lemma 2.8. There exists 0 > 0 such that for all h such that distH;(h, M) < o, there

exists a unique phase ¥ =: projy(h) € T such that Pg(h — qp) = 0 and the mapping
h +— projy(h) is C*.

From now on, we fix a sufficiently small constant ¢, more precisely satisfying

¢ < % . (2.26)

We prove the following result:
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Proposition 2.9. Under the above hypotheses, there exists a phase 6y € T, an event BN
such that P(B™) — 1 and a constant ¢ > 0 such that for all € > 0, for N sufficient large,
on the event BN, the projection 1o = ¢(1)V = projus (NN,Nl/Zt{)V) 1s well-defined and

< N7V (2.27)

HIUN,NV?t{)V ~ ||, ,

and
1o — bo] < €, (2.28)
where Y = eN=Y2log N.

We refer to Section [6lfor a proof of this result. Since it relies on a discretization scheme
similar to the one we introduce in the next paragraph, we leave the details to Section [Gl

2.6. Dynamics on the manifold M. We now place ourselves on the event BY (see
Proposition ), so that on the time N'/2t) we have iy, N172ey = Qo ll-1,d < N—1/2H%
where 1y = proj; (1 N, Nl/Qté\f)- The point is to analyse the dynamics of ([2Z:21I]) on a time

scale of order N'/2, using the knowledge we have on stability of the manifold M (recall
(L12)). The following iterative scheme we introduce is similar to ones used in [7, 12].

The iterative scheme. We divide the evolution of the dynamics (22I) in time intervals
[T}, Tpt1] with T, = NV 2tlY + nT where T is a constant independent of N, satisfying
T >1 and

1
e~ 1T <
S ACLCp’
where the constants C';, and Cp where introduced in Section 2.3l The number of steps n ¢
is chosen as

(2.29)

N1/2
ng = { 7 (tr = téV)J . (2.30)
The intuition of this discretization is the following: if for a certain n = 0,1,...,ny — 1,

the process 7, = un,1, is close enough to the manifold M, we can define the phase a,
of its projection on M by:
oy = projar(UN,T,) - (2.31)
This projection is in particular well defined when ||z, —¢a,_,||—=1,4 < 0, where the constant
o > 0 is given by Lemma 2.8
To ensure that the process does not escape too far from M, we introduce the following
stopping couple (where the infimum corresponds to the lexicographic order):

(nr,7) = inf{(n,t) € {1,...,ng} ¥ [0,T] : [|p1, 1+t = doy s |-1,a = 0} - (2.32)
Using (2.32)), we can define the following sequence of stopping times (7™, n =1 ... ny):

T if n<n
n .__ T
o= { i n>n. (2.33)
and consider the stopped process pi(,an, —1)7+¢r7n- The projection of this stopped process
is well defined on the whole interval [Ty, T),,], so that we can now define rigorously the

ny
random phases v,,_1 defined as

Y1 = prOjM(:u(n/\nT—l)T-i-t/\T")a n=1,... yTf - (234)
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1p—1 corresponds to the phase of the projection of the process p unless it has been stopped
and in that case, it is the phase at the stopping time. The object of interest here is the
process v, defined for n =1,...,n; as

Unit = Hnan,—1)T+tnrm — Qpp_q - (2.35)

Using (2.21), we see that this process satisfies the mild equation
tAT™
Unt = C(MT Mown s Un,o— / e(tm— ~ins (Dwnfl + anfl (Vms)) ds+ th/\‘r" ) (2’36)
0

where Dy, | := Dy, s (vecall @22)), Ry, ,(Vn) := RNy, 1.6(Vn) (vecall (2.23])) and
Znt is defined as

d i Nt « i ) )
Zualh) = 32 5" /0 0 [(e“—s)%nm) } (¢4 (Tuor +5) BTy +5). (2.37)
i=—d j=1

Note that we drop here the dependence in N and ¢ for simplicity.

Controlling the noise and a priori bound on the fluctuation process. A key point in the
analysis of (2.30]) is to show that one can control the behavior of the noise part Z, ; in
[236]) along the discretization introduced in the last paragraph. More precisely, for
chosen according to ([2.26]) and some positive constant Cz and defining the event

T
AN = AN(Cy) = { sup sup || Zntll-1.4 < CZVNNC} , (2.38)

1<n<n0<t<T

the purpose of Section @ is precisely to prove that P(A") tends to 1 as N — oo. With the
knowledge of (Z38]), one can prove that the process v, remains a priori bounded: using
that the sequence of the disorder (w;); > 1 is admissible (recall Definition [2]), we prove in
Proposition 5.1 Section [}, that on the event AN N BY,

sup  sup ||vngll 4 = O(N /2420y | (2.39)
1< n <nytel0,T)

as N — oo.
Ezpansion of the dynamics on the manifold M. The last step of the proof consists in

looking at the rescaled dynamics of the phase of the projection of the empirical measure
on M, that is the process

ol =, (2.40)
where ()0 < n < n; is given by ([Z34) and
N1/2
ng = {T(t—té\’)J . (2.41)

Namely, we prove in Propositions and [B.3] that, with high probability as N — oo, the
following expansion holds:

TN = Py + b(En)E + O(NTH/AF) | (2.42)

where b is the linear form of Theorem 2.3] and that iy yi/2, is close to Gy with high
probability.
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2.7. Organization of the rest of the paper. Section [ is devoted to prove the mild
formulation described in Paragraph2.4l The control of the noise term in ([2.37)) is addressed
in Section @ The dynamics on the manifold M and the approach to the manifold are
studied in Sections [0l and [6] respectively. The asymptotics of the drift as § — 0 is studied
in Section We compile in the appendix several spectral estimates and expansions in
small § used throughout the paper.

3. PROOF OF THE MILD FORMULATION

Define Lg’d as the closure of the space of regular test functions (u=¢,...,u?) such that
fT u* =0 for all k= —d,...,d under the norm

J 1/2
lulloy = (Z AkAuk(9)2d9> , (3.1)

k=—d

and the space H (o > 0) closure of the same set of test functions under the norm
(denoting || - |lo the L% norm on T)

d , 1/2
\MM:WFMWWM=<ZAWFMWﬂD , (3.2)
’ k=—d

where A4 denotes the Laplacian on T2%t1, We denote by H;* the dual space of HF. We
also write, for any bounded signed measure m on T, the usual distribution bracket as

<mJ%=Af@mM%

and for any vector (m', ..., m?) of such measures
d . . . d . . .
(m, Fg:= > XN{(m', F'y=>" )\’/FZ(H)mZ(dH),
i=——d i=—d 7T

the corresponding bracket weighted w.r.t. the disorder. Obviously, when the above mea-
sure coincide with an L? function, this expression coincides with the L? scalar product

(- )g,q associated to (B.I).
This section is devoted to prove Proposition[2.71 We begin first with a weak formulation

of the SPDE (Z2I).

Proposition 3.1. For all K > 1, for all 0 < § < §(K), for any (t,0) — F,(0) =
(F740),. .., FX(0)) € CY%([0,+00) x T,R) such that [, F;()df = 0,

t

t
e Fida = {owo Bda+ [ (s O LigFi)g ds+ /0 (D Fa)y ds

t
+/ <RN(I/N,S), 89F3>d ds + M]{?/,t’ N>1,t>0, (3.3)
0

where Dy, Ry(vy) are respectively defined in (222) and (2.23) and

d i Nty
M= 3 w2 [ W) B, (3.4)

i=—d j=1
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In B.3), the operator Ly, 5 is the dual in L(2),d of the operator Ly s in (2Z13)):

d d
1 o . .
(Lysv)" = 3 20" 4 Sw' Ogr’ + (Dpu’) Z Mo« quﬁ —/T ((agvl) Z )\kJ*quﬁ> dé
k=—d k=—d

d
= ) AT (g 5000%) . (3.5)
k=—d

We refer to Appendix [B (see in particular Propositions [B.3] and [B4]) for a detailed
analysis of the spectral properties of the operator Ly s and its dual L;Z 6. All we need to

retain here is that when § is small, the operator Ly s is sectorial in H o~ and generates
a Co-semi-group t — efw.s in this space. Moreover, on the space L0 4+ one has that

(etLWs )= = e'lvs. Since the phase 1 is not relevant in this paragraph, we write for
simplicity ¢s, Ls instead of gy s and Ly 5.

Proof of Proposition [3]. Note that, using the definition of J(-) in (I.4]) and of the empir-
ical measure py; in (LLG), the system (L5 may be rewritten as

del(t) = dw'dt + Z NS T 5 i (@ (8)) dt + dBi(t), i = —d, ... .d. (3.6)
k=—d

Consider (t,0) — Fy(0) = (F}(0))i=1,.a € CY*([0,+00) x T,R)? such that for all ¢ > 0
fT F;(0) d9 = 0. An application of It6 Formula to (IL5)) gives, fori =1,...,d,j = 1,..., N%,
t>0,

Filgi (1) = Fi(¢i(0)) + / 0,Fi(p}(s)) ds + / B3Fi(gi(s)) ds

+ /0 D0Fi((s) (m " Z N % (95 (s >>) ds + /0 OnFi (i (5)) dBi(s).

k=—d

After summation over j = 1,..., N’ we obtain, for i =1,...,d,

. . . . t . 1 . . . d
(Wi FY) = <u§v,o,Fé>+/0 <u§v,sﬁsF§+§83F§+aeF§ dw' + Y M (T xpk) | ) ds
k=—d

+— /Z?QFZ () dBi(s). (3.7)
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Replacing ,u’]'\,’t by V]iw + ¢ in B7) (recall (2:20)), we obtain
<V§V,t7 Ft2> + <qg7 Ft2> = <V]iV,07 F(§> + <q(i5, F(§>

t d
+/ <VN8+q5,8F’+ ~O3F! 4 0pF (&u + Z Ak J*(VNS+Q¢))> ds
0

k=—d

+ o / pFi (6i(5)) dBi(s)

. . t . 1 . . . d
— <V;V,O,Fg>+/ <V§V7S,OSF;+§83F§+89F§ dw'+ Y Mg T xqf | ) ds
0

k=—d
t ' o d t ' - d
+/ <V}V’S,GQF§ > )\’]“\,(J*yﬁ,ﬁ)> ds+/ <q§,8ng’ > )\’fV(J*y]’%’s)> ds
0 k=—d 0 k=—d

o t/ 1 . o
+ (g5, Fy) —I—/ <qu, OsF! + §8§F§ + Oy F! <5wz + g )\]fVJ * q§ ds
0

k=—d

+ e / DpFY( 90]( ))dB’( ). (3.8)
Since by definition g; is a stationary solution to (LT), one easily sees that

t
(G FiY = (b F) +/0 (Gh s FYds, i=1,....d, t>0, (3.9)

and

1
0= <28 — 8w'Dpqy — Op (% Z AkJ*%) F2>

k=—d

d
1] ) . ) .
— <qg,§agF; + 6w Op Fl + OpF} Y AkJ*q§> . (3.10)
k=—d

Summing ([B.8]) over i = —d,...,d and using (3.9) and (3.I0]), we obtain

t 1 d
(vne Fi)a = (vnp, F0>d+/ <VN,s7 OsFs + 533Fs +60pFy ©w + 0pFy Yy NyJ *qy ) ds
0 k=—d d

k=—d k=—d

t
+/ <VN8,89F E P\ J*I/Ns> ds+/ <q(5,89F E 2B J*VNS> ds
0
d d

d

t
+/ <q5 Z(A’]@—A’f)J*qg@,ang> ds+ Mf,, (3.11)
0

k=—d d
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where Mf\?t is defined in (3.4)) and where we have used the notation F @ w = (Fiw?);, 4.
Note that

d
<q5, 0o Fs > AFJ w’“v,s>
d

d d
Z Z NF gk, g FUT « I/N8>
k=1 k=

=1 —

d
Y AN+ 0D

i=—d k=—d
d
S <1/8, > AT« (q§89F§)> : (3.12)
k=—d d

The result of Proposition Bl is a simple reformulation of (.11 using ([B.I2)) and the
definition of L} in (3.3]). O

We are now in position to prove Proposition 2.7

Proof of Proposition [2.7. Let us apply the identity (3.3]) of Proposition Bl in the case of
test functions Fy of the form

F, = e(t—s)L§ h,

for any test functions h of class C2 on T. Then 0,F; = —L35F, and one obtains

t t
(Nt h)a = <1/N,o,etL§h>d+/ <DN, e(t_s)L3h> ds+/ <RN(VN,S), 8ge(t_s)L3h> ds
0 d 0 d
+Mpy,. (3.13)

We aim at proving that one can write a mild version of this weak equation and that this
mild formulation makes sense in Hd_l. Consider a sequence (v;);>1 of elements of L2,

converging as [ — oo in Hd_1 to vno € Hd_l. Then, for h of class C2,
tL: tL: tL tL
<vl, ¢ 6h>d _ <vl, ¢ 6h>27d = (ouy, b, , = (e, By, (3.14)

By continuity of et’# on Hd_l, etlsy; converges in Hd_1 to etls VN0, @s | — oo. In particular,
for all h € H}
d>

|<etL6VN,07 h>d - <etL6Ul ) h>d| < ||h||17d HetL(SVN,O - etL(S,UlH_Ld —7l—=00 07 (315)
so that, at the limit for [ — oo, for all ¢ > 0,
<I/N7(), etL:; h>d = <etL5VN70, h>d . (316)

Since the function Dy defined in (2:22)) is regular, it is straightforward to prove in the
same way that

<DN, e<t—S>L?§h>d - <e(t_8)L5DN, h>d. (3.17)

The continuity of the mapping t — etls vn,o and ¢ — fot elt=s)Ls D N dsin Hd_1 is immediate
from the continuity of the semigroup in Hd_l.

We now focus on the term Ry (vn,s) defined in (2Z23)): consider (ws;);>1 a sequence
of elements of La 4 converging in Hd_l to vy s (consider for example ws; = ¢; * vy s for a
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regular approximation of identity (¢;); > 1) and define

d d
Rs,l = ( Z (>‘§€V - )‘k)'] * Q§> Ws 1 + gs Z ()‘{7\/' - )‘k)('] * V]Ii/,s)

k=—d k=—d

(Z Ak J*VNS> wey. (3.18)

k=—d
For any [ > 1, the following identity holds:

(R, age<t—8>L3h>d = (R, 0get5n) == (IR b))  (3.19)

2,d 2,d

Since h is regular and R, ; converges in Hd_l to Ry (vn,s), the lefthand part of the previous

identity converges as | — oo to <RN(VN,S) , Opelt=s)L5 h>d. Moreover, for all h regular, using

the estimate (B.24)) on the regularity of the semigroup e'*s, (note in particular that e'%s

can be extended to a continuous operator to Hd_2 to Hd_l, see Proposition [B.7] below),

(50 (Bag = Ruv(vae)) s 1) | <l g e 00(Bey = Brow)| -

1
< Ol (1 " ¢—> 190(Rat — B (a)) |y 4.

1
cuhuld(H ¢—> [Ra — Bx(r)ly g

Since the last estimate is true for all h regular, one obtains that

1
<C|(1
J (*m

Since R converges to Ry(vy s) in Hd_l, one obtains that one can make [ — oo in (B19):
<RN(VN75) , 8@€(t_S)L§h>d = — <e(t_S)L589RN(VN,S) , h>d.
The same argument as before shows also that

1
<
g C (1 + \/m) HRN(VN78)”—1,CI

|20y (Ros — Rtow.))|

)

> ”Rs,l — RN(VN,S)H_Ld . (320)

He“—S)Léa@RN(qus)

)

d
1 2 1
<C|(1 s <Cm,|= Mey—1 (1 , (3.21
(14 g Il < 0m 5 32 00 (14 = ) 2
where we used (2.4). The inequality (3.2I)) implies that the integral [; ¢ He(t_s LsogRn(vn,s)|| Ld

ds

is almost surely finite. Using [44], Theorem 1, p. 133, we deduce that f (t=9)Ls 9y Ry (viv,s) ds
makes sense as a Bochner integral in H 1 The continuity of ¢ — fo et=s)Ls OgRn(vn,s)ds
in Hd_1 is a direct consequence of the bounds found in Proposition [B.7

It remains to treat the noise term in (8.13]). The precise control of this term is made in
Section [4] below (see in particular Proposition d.I). We prove actually more in Section [l
since we have to take into account the dependence in N, which is not important for
this proof. Let us admit for the moment that the proof of Proposition [4.1] is valid. In
particular, one deduces from (4.28]) and an application of the Kolmogorov Lemma that
the almost-sure limit when ¢ ¢t of Zy ;¢ defined in (2:24)) exists in Hd_l. The continuity
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of the limiting process t + Zy; in H;' comes from ([@3) and the rest of the proof of
Proposition .1l It is immediate to see from (B.4]) that for all F' regular, (Zn;, F), = M ]I\?t,

where we see the term Z,; as a vector (Z,, d . ,fo,t), with Z,’f,t(h) = A—lkZm(lth) and

hy, = (0,...,0,h*,0,...,0). One concludes from everything that we have done that, for
all h regular that

t
<VN,t7 h>d = <€tL‘5VN70, h>d + </ (e(t—s)L(;DN — e(t_s)L‘sagRN(VN7s)> ds, h>
0 d
+{Zny, h)y, (3.22)

where everything above makes sense as element of H ! Since this is true for all h regular,
the identity (2.21) follows. Proposition 2.7]is proved. O

4. CONTROLLING THE NOISE

This section is devoted to control the noise term Z,, ; defined in (2:37)). More precisely,
we prove the following proposition (recall the definition of AN = AN (Cy) given in (Z38).

Proposition 4.1. For all ¢ > 0, there exists a constant Cyz such that P(AN) — 1, as
N — o0.

To prove Proposition [£.1] we rely on the two following lemmas:

Lemma 4.2 (Garsia-Rademich-Rumsey). Let x and ¥ be continuous, strictly increasing
functions on (0,00) such that x(0) = ¥(0) = 0 and lim; o ¥(t) = oco. Gz’ven T >0 and
¢ continuous on (0,T) and taking its values in a Banach space (E, ||.|), i

/ [ (120201 s < < . (4.1

fot - < s [0t () xaw. (4.2)

Proof of Lemma [4.2l may be found in [42], Theorem 2.1.3. The second result estimates
the moments of the process Z,, ;:

then for 0 < s <t <

Lemma 4.3. For all ¢ > 0 and all integer m > 0, there exists a positive constant Cy, .
such that for all0 < s <t < T,

?\;nr;be <(t . S)m(l/2—2€) + (t _ s)m) . (43)

Let us first prove Proposition [d.1] relying on these two lemmas.

EHZn,t — Zn, S| —1.d <

Proof of Proposition [{.1]. Using Lemma [4.3] we can apply Lemma with the choices
o) = Zne, x(u) = ur and U(u) = u?™, (4.4)

which implies that there exist a constant C' (depending in m, ¢ and () and a positive
random variable B such that for every 0 < s <t < T"

HZn,t Zn s‘ 1,d < C(t - S)CB (45)

where B satisfies

_ gm(1/2-29)-2=¢ _m=2—C
Nm/ / + [t — s >dsdt. (4.6)



22 ERIC LUCON AND CHRISTOPHE POQUET

A simple integration shows that E(B) < Nm (Tm(l/2 2)—C 4 T™=¢), whenever m(1/2 —
2e) — (¢ >1and m—( > 1, that is when m > 2(1+<)
choose an integer m such that m > 4(1 + (). Smce T > 1, we have E(B) < C’T —* and

we obtain:
Tt — Zns||P? T
0<s<t<T |t — s

. We can fix for example e = 1 / 8 and

which implies

T ¢ nN™ —2m( 2m
Pl sup Zngll-1a2 1\ 5N° | < e NT0E(sup [ Znel|ZT
0Kt T 0<t<T

N™ Zn I
< e N 2m<E< sup w) < CN7IMe - (4.8)

Tm=¢ o<t<T ¢
We deduce
LNS ~2m(
P sup sup || Znill-14 = /=N | < CngN , (4.9)
1<n<n;0<t<T N
which tends to 0 as N — oo if we choose m > 4—14, since ny = O(N'/2). Proposition . is
proved. O

Let us now prove Lemma [£.3]

Proof of Lemma[{.3 Our aim here is to get the appropriate bounds for the process Z.
We follow mostly the ideas of [2I]. Recall that

T7L71+t

Z 7 Z/TM Dy [( =, 1h) } (%(u)) dBi(w). (4.10)

i=—d 7j=1
Let us define the process Z, ;y for 0 <t' <t as

Tnf 1 +t/

n,t,t’ Z 4 Z
N T,

i=—d

Oy |:(€(t_u)L:Ln1 h>z] (5(u)) dB}(u). (4.11)

1

Our aim is to estimate for 0 < s’ < s < t, s < t’ <t and for all integers m > 0 the
moments E(||Z,, 11 — Zn.s.||*7 ;). We can decompose Z, 1y — Zp 5.5 as follows:

Znptr — Zns = My g gr+ Mp gy, (4.12)
where
N' T, q+s (t-u)L, (s—u)L, i ;
ns ,s,t Z i Z Op <(e n-1 — e n71> h) ((lp](u)) dBj(U),
i=—d j=1 Tn—1
(4.13)
and

Tnfl +tl

M2, Z NZ/T+ e [(e(t WLy 1h> } (¢i(w) dBi(u).  (4.14)

i=—d j=1
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The processes (M}

s st (M) sefo,s) and (M S, v +()re(s 1) are martingales, with It6 brack-
ets

Th— 1+5

My, Z Z/ i’fifs,t(h)>2 du, (4.15)

i=—d j=1"Tn—1

and

Tp_1+t 2
), = 3 / (v2eam) au. (4.16)

i=—d j=1 Tr-1+s'

where we have used the notations

.3 )\Z u) L s—u)L} i i
Ui:dfs,t(h) = ﬁae [(( (b1 )L"’n%) h> ] (#5(w) (4.17)
and
7 )\Z u i
UZ) = $500 [( (t-u)Ly, 1h> } (¢ (w)). (4.18)

Let (h;); > 1 be a complete orthonormal basis in H, Cll. Using Parseval’s identity, we obtain

[e9)
EHZn,t,t’ - Zn,s,s’Hz_l,d = ZEKZn,t,t’ - nss )(hl)|

2ZE’ n,s’ sthl ‘2+2ZE‘ ,stt )‘

0 Th— 1+5 1 Th— 1+t 2 2
77/7 77/7
S Sy [ ) we s Y 3 [ e ) a
=1 i=—dj=1 Tn—1 =1 i=—d j=1 Tn-1ts!
n— 1+ 14 9 n— 1+t 2 9
S5 50 3 IENE-TEENITERS 55 oY Al (IR TRR IR
i=—d j=1 i=—d j=1"4n-1 s’

For m > 1, we have

m
E”Zn,t,t’ - Zn,s,s’|’2—nf,d =E <Z’ n,t,t) — ns,s’)(hl)’2>
=1

\mE<Z| n,s’ sthl > +mE<Z ,s'tt > ’ (420)



24 ERIC LUCON AND CHRISTOPHE POQUET

and using Holder and Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequalities, we obtain for the terms in-
volving M!

[ m [eS)
JOSTRSINE R S R RN
=1 li,l2,elm=1
[eS)
< Z (E’Mn1,5’7s,t(hl1)‘2m)1/m cee (E’Mnl,s’,s7t(hlm)‘2m)1/m
l17127~~~7lm:1

o0

< Cm Z E [M’fll,',s,t(hll )] ARS E [M%,',S,t(hlm)] s

lil2, . lm=1

e}

o ¥ (vy/

102y dm=1 \i=—d j=17Tn-1

i=—d j=1"Tn-1

o (UW (hll))2 du

n,u,s,t

N

Tn71+8l 1 2
E (Un,’u’,]s,t(h’lm)> du

> d N' Trn—1 +s’ "

=Cn |22 . E <U¢1L,’f;,];,t(hz)>2 du
=1 i1=—d j=1 n—1

. m
d N Tn71+5,

17'7 ]
i=—d j=17Tn—1

The same work can be done for the terms involving M?, which leads to

d NZ Tn71+8, o m
E( Znsi = ZnsslZla < Cr | D Z/ E||Uy 0 2 1,4 du
i=—d j=1"Tn—1
d N? T 1+t yii m
, 77’7
+Cn | D Z/ E|U 2 gdu ] . (4.22)
Tn71+8/

i=—d j=1

It remains now to find appropriate bounds for E||U,ilujst||2_1 4 and E||U,Elu9t||2_1 4- On one

hand, for h € Hé, since dg, € H~127¢ for all € > 0, we have
9% Op |:<e(t—u)L§ h) Z:| % (e(t—u)LE h)i

N S N

N 1/24¢,d N
For the rest of the proof, we set ¢ = % (any € € (0,1/4) would be sufficient). Applying
Proposition [B.6 with 8 = 1/4 + £/2, we obtain, for any 0 < vy < YLgs

U2, (k)] <

n,u,t

(4.23)

3/2+e,d

A0 < 57 (1477000 =0 (424)
which means that HUS;@H_M < & (1+ e =0 (¢ —u)~1/47¢/2) " On the other hand,

proceeding as before, we get the bound:

|U17i7j (h)| < E ([e(t_S)L§ _ 1] e(s—u)L:;h)i

n,u,s,t Ni (425)

3/2+e,d
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Applying Proposition [B.6] with 8/ =1/4+¢/2 and 8 = 1/4 — ¢, we get for all he Hfl_a,
[[et=)Es — 1]h||3/2+a,d < Ce(t — 8)Y478)|(1 = PO)hlo—ca. (4.26)

For h = es~WLi} and using again Proposition with this time § = 1/2 — ¢/2, this
leads to o

Unidoa (M < 55 (= 9)/ 175 (s —u) 725 2e =0 ]|y 4 (4.27)
which means that ”U#stt” 1.d < %(t — s)1/4e (s — u)~V/24e/2e9(-w) We can now

estimate (£22)): using that N < ¢N? < CN, we obtain

1 S m
E||Zpip — Znss > 4 S ](\7;31 <(t - 3)1/2_25/ (s —u) 1220 du)
0

" t m
+ g’:jb (/ <1 +e g - u)_1/2_€) du)

< C;'/":
AN Nm
Taking t' 't and s’ 7 s and using Fatou Lemma, we deduce the result. O

/

((t _ S)m(1/2—2€) + (t/ o S/)m(1/2—€) + (t/ N Sl)m) ) (428)

5. DYNAMICS ON THE MANIFOLD M

The purpose of this section is to prove the results described in Section concerning
the process v, defined in (Z35)).

Recall that the scheme defined in Section starts at a time )Y = O(N~'/2log N),
such that there exists an event BY with P(B") — 1 such that on BY if we denote
Yo = projug(ty nirzgy) then [y yizy = Guoll-1.4 < N7Y/2F2C In other words, the
initial condition of the scheme satisfies ||v10|-14 < N —1/2+2¢ 4 BN The existence of
these times t2 and event BY will be proved in the Section Bl The first result proves

estimate (2.39):

Proposition 5.1. There exists an event QY with P(QY) — 1 as N — oo such that,
almost surely on Q¥

sup  sup vnll-1a = O(NTV/2H), (5.1)
1< n<nytel0,T)

where the error O(N~Y2%2C) s uniform on Q.

Proof of Proposition [l Recall the definition of the event A" in ([2.38) and define QY :=
AN N BY. Since the purpose of Section @ was precisely to prove that P(AY) — 1, we
obviously have that P(Q)) — 1, as N — oo.

Throughout this proof we work on the event Q{V and proceed by induction. We already
know that [|v10]|_1.4 < N7Y272¢ If we suppose that ||v,0l|—1.4 < N~/272 then from
the mild formulation (230, from (2ZI8) and ([Z19) and from the estimates on the noise
term Z, ; on Q{V c AN, we obtain

[Vnell-1,0 < O e LT y—1/242C

+2TCL|| D,y |—1,a + CL(T +2T"2) sup ||Ry,_, (Vns)l-1,d

0<s<t

+TV2NTV2HC (5.2)
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Since the sequence (w;); > 1 is admissible (recall Definition 2.1]), we have

Dy, llra < CNTV2 max Jef] < ONTV2HC (5:3)

Define the time t* as
= inf{t €10,7]: vnell-1a > 2CLN—1/2+2<} . (5.4)
Obviously ¢* > 0 and if ¢ < t*, one readily sees from (2.23]) that

sup |[Ry, .y (Vn,s) ]| -1.a

0<s<t

<c( sup sl 1+ N7 max |ek| sup uvn,su_l,d)sczv—”‘*f. (5.5)
0<s<t ' k=—d,....d 0

XS

Putting together (5.2)), (5.3]) and (5.5]) gives that t* = T'if N is large enough. Consequently,
by construction of the stopping time 7" in (2.33]), one has that 7 = T and the choice of
T (recall (2:29])) implies that

1
[vn,rll-1,4 < EN_U%F% . (5.6)

To conclude the recursion it remains to show that ||vp410ll-1,4 < N —1/242¢ T4 do this,
let us write vy,41,0 in terms of v, 7:

V41,0 = Qs T Vn,T = Gy, - (5.7)
Since Pi)n Un+1,0 = Vn+1,0, Where we recall that ijn is the projection on the space Ny, , we
can rewrite it as
Unt1,0 = Py, (Qp, 1 + Va1 — qy,)
= P{Zn (qdjnfl - qwn) + (Pi)n - PQZ7L71)VTL,T + P127L71Vn,T . (58)

Since gy, — @y, = (Yn—1 = ¥n)qy, + O((Yn — ¥n—1)?) (and this estimate makes sense
in H;') and Pj 0pqyp, = 0, the first term of the second line of (5.8) is of order O((¢, —
¥n—1)?). Using the smoothness of the projection proj,,; (Lemma 28],

W)n - ¢n—1| = | prOjM(,u(n/\nT—l)T—l—t/\T”) - prOjM(/L((n—l)/\n.,——l)T+t/\7'”*1)|
< CH:u(n/\nT—l)T—l-t/\T” — H((n—1)An; —1)THtArn—1 ||—17d
< Clvn-rrll 1.4+ Cllva-10ll-1a < N7V (5.9)

Combining the last two arguments, we obtain that the first term of the second line of (5.8
is of order O(N~1%4¢), For the second term, the smoothness of the mapping 1 Pzz gives

(P}, = P, )vnrll-14 < Cln = nalllvnrll-1a < CNTHC. (5.10)

Taking the H; ' norm on the two sides in (5.8), we obtain

1
[Vnt10ll-1a < 1B, vnrll-14 + O(N~1T4) < §N_1/2+2< +ON"IHG | (5.11)
which implies the result for NV large enough. ([l

We are interested in the rescaled dynamics of the phase of the projection of the empirical

measure on M and in particular use the rescaled discretization of this phase dynamics given
by the process ¥}V (recall (2.42))).
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Proposition 5.2. There exist a linear form b : R?*1 — R and an event Qév satisfying
P(Q)) — 1 as N — oo such that on the event QY we have for t € [t tf]:

= o + b(En)t + O(NTHATH) (5.12)
where the O(N~Y4%2) is uniform on QY .
Proof of Proposition [5.2. We work for the moment on the event Qf defined in the proof

of Proposition (Il Using Proposition 5.1l Lemma [C] below and the fact that 1, =
projas(qy, , + vn,r), we have the following first order expansion of ¥} in (BI2) (recall

the definition of p in (ZIH) and note that there are O(N'/2) terms in the sum):

N o= o+ Py, (nr) + O(N T2, (5.13)

n=1
Let us now decompose the term py, ,(vn 1), using the mild formulation (236G). Re-
mark that py,_, (ethnfl Vn,O) = Pyn (VmO) = 0 and that py, , (e(t_S)Lw"71 Dwnfl) =
Pyn_1 (Dy, ;). Note that Proposition 5.1 shows that 7 = T on Qf', so that the time

integration in the mild formulation (2.36]) does not involve any stopping time. Hence it
remains, since Dy, _, has no dependency in time,

T
P¢n71(Vn,T) = prnfl(Dwnfl) _/0 Py <e(t_S)Lw”71aGanfl(Vn,S)> ds +p¢n71(Zn,T)-
(5.14)
Using (219) and (5.5)

T t L
/ Pyn_1 (e( ~5 i aeanfl (Vms)) ds
0

< [ lemman ],

c/ (1+ e | LSOO P

C(T +VT)N~T4, (5.15)

which leads to

Pyus (n) = TPy, (Dy, ) + Py, (Zor) + O(NTIHE). (5.16)
We would like to keep only Tpy, ,(Dy, ), since the sum of these terms produce the
drift we are looking for, but unfortunately at each step py, ,(Z,,7) has the same order
as Tpy,_,(Dy,_,). To get rid of this extra term py,, ,(Zn,7), we use the fact that it is
an increment of a martingale and thus averages to 0 under summation. More precisely,
denoting z,, := Pwnq(Zn,T/\T”) and using Doob’s inequality we obtain,

P(1 sup Z Zn

1<n<<m

2
>N—1/4+2<) < NVP4E o |, (A7)

lgngnf

and we have the following decomposition:
2

E Z Zn < E Z E [|znt1)? Pz ]

lgngnf lgngnf—l

<C Y E[Zurael?iy < CngTNTY, (5.18)

lgngnf—l
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where we have used (@3). Since ny is of order N 1/2_ the probability in (5.I7) tends to
0 when N — oo and recalling (5.16]), we deduce that there exists an event Qév satisfying
P(Qév) —N—oo 1 such that on Qév

Uz
!ptN = wo + T Z Pwnfl (deq) + O(N_1/4+2<) * (519)
n=1
The quantity py, ,(Dy, ,) = N"V?py, (=0 (&n - (J * @y_1 )qy,_,)) depends linearly
in £y and since the model is invariant by rotation, the projection does not depend on
Yn_1. So we can write it as N~/2b(£x), where the linear form b is given by

d
b(€) = p (=09 (£ (J *q)q)) =P (—aa <q PIRACE q’“))) : (5.20)
k=—d
We can rewrite (B.19]) as

TN = o+ Nf/Q {%ﬁ(t—tév)J b(En) + O(N V4260 (5.21)

Since |t — ) — L LN;/ 2t -t )H < <Lz and b(&x) = O(NC), we deduce
T = o+ b(EN)(E — 1) + O(N /12, (522)
which implies the result, since t)’ = O(N ~1/2]og N). Proposition is proved. O

We can now prove the following result, which together with Proposition 2.9 implies
directly Theorem 2.3k

Proposition 5.3. There exists N sufficiently large such that, on the event QY

sup HNN,Nl/Zt —Qwo+b(£N>tH = O(N7V*2), (5.23)
tetd ty) —1,d

where the error O(N~Y42C) s uniform on QL.

Proof of Proposition [5.3. We place ourselves on the event Q2 introduced in the proof of
Proposition For each t such that N2t € [T}, Tj+1] we can decompose I, N1/2¢ BS

KN N1/2¢ = Qi T V1t NV/2¢—T, - (5.24)

But Proposition B.I] implies that v,y yi/2, 7, = O(N~1/2+2¢0) and for such time t we
have

Qun = gy = Gpa(enye T O(N T2, (5.25)
where we have used Proposition O

6. APPROACHING THE MANIFOLD

The purpose of this section is to prove Proposition 2.9 We follow here the same ideas as
in [7], Section 5. From now on, we fix g > 0 and pg € Hd_1 such that distHf (po, M) < €.
The parameter g will be chosen sufficiently small in the following. We proceed in three
steps:

(1) We rely on the convergence in finite time of the empirical measure puy; to the
solution p; of (7)) starting from pg in order to show that py; approaches M (up
to a distance of order gy). This step requires a time interval of order logeg.
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(2) We use the linear stability of M under (L) and control the noise terms of the
dynamics to show that the empirical measure approaches M up to a distance of
order N~Y/2+2C_ This step requires a time interval of order log N.

(3) We show that the empirical measure stays at distance N~1/2+2¢ from M up to the
time tév .

First step. As explained in Section 2.3] the stability of M implies that if g is small
enough the deterministic solution p; of the limit PDE (IL7)) with initial condition py con-
verges to a gg, € M. In particular, after a time sy, p; satisfies ||ps, — gg,|/-1,4 < €0. Due
to the linear stability of M, this time s; is of order —%L log €p.

In order to show that the empirical measure is close to the deterministic trajectory p;
when N is large, we use a mild formulation similar to the one obtained in Section B but
this time relying on the (2d + 1)-dimensional Laplacian operator A;. More precisely using
similar argument as in Section [, one can obtain the following equality in Hd_lz

¢ b d
pNg —pr = €23 (un o — po) —/ ez 8|0y | pns @w+ g > Mo = pk
0 k=—d

d
— Op <p5®w+p5 Z )\kJ*p’;> ds+ 2z, (6.1)
k=—d
where z; satisfies, for all test function f = (f~¢,..., f%)
d_yi Mo . i .
) = Y Y [on|(e5245) | (o asics). (62
i=—d " j=1

Since Ay is simply the classical one-dimensional Laplacian operator A on each coordinate,
it is sectorial (in fact self-adjoint) with negative spectrum. Using the classical bound
let® fll-1 < %H f||=2 for the one-dimensional Laplacian operator, we directly obtain

C
e fl|—1,a < ﬁ\\f\\—zda (6.3)

and with similar estimates as the one used in Section [, one can show that the event Bi¥
defined as

0<t<s

t
BN .= { sup  lz|l—1.4 < NINC} (6.4)

satisfies P(BY¥) — 1 as N — oco. Let us write the shortcut

d d
t—s
Unsi =€z 2 [39 (uN,S Dwpng Y M= u?v,s> —9y (ps Dwtps » AT *p’;> ] :
k=—d k=—d

for the term within the integral in (6.I). Note that the mapping (u,v) — Op(uJ * v)
satisfies (see [7], Lemma A.3 for a proof)

106 (] 5 v)||—2 < Cllpll-2llv]-1- (6.5)
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Using (6.3) and (G.5]), we obtain

d d
||UN,s,t||_17d = ‘et;Adag <,uN,s Z )\IfVJ*,LL]f\;78> —89 (ps Z )\k,]*p];>
k=—d k=—d 14
C d
< <,UN5 Z )\NJ*MNS)—C% <ps Z AkJ*P?)‘
k=—d k=—d o4
< Z Z N0 (piv,o * 1) — B (PST * (6:6)
T R
k
= Z Z ‘)\N A H‘a@ (v * 1) ‘ 2 (6.7)
C C
< s||— Ss|l— s~ Msl||l— N_1/2+< S 2
\/m(”p ” 1,d T HMN7 ” 1,d)HNN7 p H 1,d T \/m ”NN, ”—l,d
(6.8)
o _
< \/m <”/’LN,S _pSH—l,d + N 1/2+C) ) (69)

where we have used in particular (2.4]), since both ps and py s are probabilities. Let us
place ourselves on the event

By = {HMN(J—poH 1d\§}ﬂBl , (6.10)

which satisfies obviously P(BY) — 1 as N — co. Then, for all t < s, (63) and (6.6)
imply that (6.I)) can be rewritten on the event BY as

t
€0 81 1
[ 14 < —+Cw/—NC+C — psll-1.ads, 6.11
e = pell-1, 9 N /0 - SHMN,S Psll-1,ads (6.11)

so applying the Gronwall-Henry inequality ([24], Lemma 7.1.1 and Exercise 1), one obtains
that for some a > 0 (independent from N and ¢y), on the event B2 and for all t < 81

3
e = pell-1a < ( 040y /= N<> (6.12)

We deduce that for N large enough, the projection

W) = projy (ks
is well defined and ||un,s, — Ps,||—1.4 < €0 on B, which means that [1)§ — 6| < Cep and
kN5, — a6, || < 2e0.

Second step. Now that we know that dist(un s,, M) < 2¢¢ with increasing probability
as N — oo, we can use a similar scheme as the one defined in Section to show that the
empirical measure approaches M up to a distance N~Y/2+2¢ with high probability. Since
this part is very similar to the work done in Section Bl we do not specify all the details.

We consider the evolution of the dynamlcs on time intervals [Tn, Tn+1] with Tn =51 +nT

where T is such that e T < m. We consider also a sequence of real numbers h,,

satisfying h1 = 2¢¢ and hp41 = %" and take this time the number of step n s of our scheme
as
ny := inf {n s hy < N_1/2+2C} . (6.13)
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It is clear that ns is of order O(log N). To ensure the existence of the projections of the
process on M at each step, we introduce, as in Section 2.6] the stopping time

(ﬁra?) = inf{(n7t) € {17”’ 7ﬁf} X [va] : Hﬂfn — o, 1” ld } (6’14)

where ay, = proj,(pz ) when it exists. This allows us to define the random phases an_l
defined as

e projM(“(n/\ﬁT—l)f-H/\?n)’ (6.15)
and the processes v, ; defined for n =1,...,ny as
§n7t = /’L(n/\ﬁf—l)f—kt/\?" - qzzn71 . (616)

This last process satisfies the mild equation

" AT o B
Uny = e(lt/\r WLy, - 10, 0_/ e(t/\ )Lg, (D= +R{En71(ﬁn,s))d3+zn,t/\?"7 (6.17)
0

wnl

where th is defined as

Zle/%[((” wn1f>

i=—d j=1

(¢ (n1+3))d3(n1+8) (6.18)

Section M] shows that the event

AN :{ sup  sup ||Zm|| 1d < <TY2N- 1/2+C} (6.19)
L<n<nyitelo,T)

satisfies P(AN) — 1 as N — oc.

In the first step of this proof we have shown, since QZO = 13, that, on the event BY
(recall (61I0)), we have ||710||-1.4 = [N, — q¢1|| 1,4 < hi. Our aim is to prove that on

the event B defined as
BY .= ANnBY, (6.20)
we have ||Up0l—1,4 < hyn for all n = 1,...,ny. This would imply, using the notations
Sg = Tnf and 18 = proj s (fin,s,), that H,uN 59 — qd,zH 1.4 < N71/2H2C We place ourselves
on the event B}'. From the mild formulation (6I7), if n < 7y and ||y 0l|—1,4 < hy we get
Hﬁn,t”—l,d S CLe_FYLtA;nhn

+20,TID; |14+ C (:F + 2%1/2) sup |[Ry  (Fns)ll-1.d
0<s<t
+ TY2N12HC 0 (6.21)

Consider the time t* defined as

7= inf{te 0,7] ¢ [Psll—1.a > 2C LIy, } (6.22)
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For all ¢t < t* we have

su R~ 7 B
Ogsl)gtH d}n—l( n7S)H 17d

< 0f s [l rat N2 s 6] sup [7al-va)

0<s<t 0<s<

< C(CE}h2 + CN~V2Hp) . (6.23)
The last quantity is smaller than C (N, eg)hy,, where C(N,e0) — 0 as N — oo and g9 — 0.
On the other hand we have shown in (5.3)) that HDJ%1 |-1.4 < ON~Y2+C, Since n < 7y
we have hy > ﬁN‘l/ZHC, which means that N~1/2%¢ is negligible with respect to h,, for

N large enough. So for N large enough #* > T and we have (recall that T < —4CL1 CP)
3
HVnTH Ld < C ———hn +O(h ) < %hn, (624)

when gy is small enough. It remains to show that ||, 41,0[-1,4 < % to conclude the
recursion. We do not prove it in details, since it can be done by proceeding exactly as in

the proof of Proposition Bl decomposing ||z, TH 1, and showing that it can be written
as

[Znt10ll-1a < (1P T ill-ra+O(h7), (6.25)

which implies that ||[Tpi10]—1,0 < 2hn + O(h2) < 22 on the event BY when & is small
enough and concludes the recursion. Note that the estimate for ¢n — Q/Jn_l obtained in

B9) leads to

nf nf
08—l < D [n — tnoa] < O hn < 20h1 < AC%, (6.26)
n=1 n=1

on the event B2, which gives [¢)2 — 6| < C’gq for some C’.

Third step. In the previous step, we have constructed a time sy such that so < —
1 logeg+ Cy log N for some constant C; and such that ||fiy,s, — @y [-14 < N7V22 with
high probability. We can now consider a time s3 = clog N for ¢ = C1 + 1, which does
not depend in £g. For N large enough, we obviously have s3 > so. In order to prove that
[AN,s5 = qygll-1,a < N~1/2+2C with high probability, where 1) = proj; (1x.s;), it suffices
to decompose the dynamics on the interval [s9, s3] according to an iterative scheme with
time step T’ satisfying e 72T < m as does T and apply exactly the same procedure as
in Proposition [5.11

This last step induces a phase shift |¢§ — ¥3| < CN~Y2+2Jog N < Cey, for N large
enough. This concludes the proof, with tév = N2

7. ESTIMATES ON THE DRIFT b

7.1. The case of a symmetric disorder. We prove here Proposition 2.4] and drop
for simplicity the dependency in ¢ and §. We consider § = (€= ..., &%) such that
gt =¢ foralli =1,...,d and aim at proving that b(§) = 0, where the drift b(§) =
p (—0 ({Sh__a(7 5 ") }a) ) is given by (E20).

The space of regular (C2, say) test functions f = (f~¢, f=(@=D | fd=1 £d) can be
naturally decomposed into the direct sum of the space O (resp. &) of odd (resp. even) test
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function in both variables (6,14), that is f € O (resp. f € &) if and only if f~¢(—0) = —f*(0)
(resp. f~H(—0) = fi(0)) foralld € Tandi =0,...,d. One easily sees from the definition of
J(-) in (L4) and the definition of ¢ in (L8] that ¢ € € and ((J *¢~%),...,(J *¢%)) € O.
Let us denote Q(0) := zzz_dgk(J * ¢*)(0). Using that €7 = ¢') one obtains that
Q(8) = €T % ¢°)(0) + 0_, €5 ((J % ¢*)(8) + (J * ¢7¥)(8)), so that we deduce that Q is
an odd function of # and that 0 — Q(0)q(f) € cO. Consequently 9y (Q(0)q(0)) € E.
Hence, in order to prove Proposition 2.4], it suffices to prove that

Vh e &, p(h) = 0. (7.1)

This is indeed the case since one easily sees from the definition (2I3]) of the operator
L = Lys that L(E) C € and L(O) C O and since p is the projection on the eigenfunction
0pq € O. Proposition 241 is proved.

7.2. Small § asymptotics of the drift. Our aim here is to prove Proposition that
gives the first order expansion of the drift b(§) defined in (5:20) as § — 0. Due to the
rotational invariance of the system, we can work with the stationary solution gg s that we
denote g5 throughout this section. We denote ps as py=os (recall (ZI5)) and Ds(&) as
Dy s, (recall [2:22)). With these notations the drift b is given by

b(&) = ps(Ds(&))- (7.2)

When 6 = 0, it is straightforward to see that g5 = (qé_d, . ,qf;l) is equal to (qo,---,q0),
where qg is the stationary solution of the nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation without dis-
order (2.I2)). We refer to Section [B1] below for precise definitions (see in particular (B.2])
and (B.3]) where the normalisation factor Zy and the fixed-point parameter 7 are defined).
The following result (proved in Appendix[D]) provides the next order of the approximation
of gs as 6 — 0.

Lemma 7.1. Fori= —d,...,d we have

45(0) = qo(6) + 8w'k(0)qo(0) + O(67), (7.3)
where
f;” e—2Kr0 cos U gy f027T 62Kr0 cos gy
=2 4 -2
k(6) 0+ 4m Z Z
21 _2Krgcosu 27 _—2Krg cosv 4y d

srdo” Ju_€ v (7.4)

z? ’

and where the error O(62) is uniform in 6 € T.
The projection ps also converges in some sense to the projection pg on the tangent space
of the stable circle of stationary profiles of ([2.12]) at go. Moreover, the system given by

(2.12) admits a nice Hilbertian structure, which allows to know pg explicitly. This allows
us to obtain the following first order expansion of ps, whose proof is given in Appendix

Lemma 7.2. For all coordinate by coordinate primitive (Z/{_d, e ,Z/{d) of u smooth, we
have .,

= - A 1-— U4+ 000||ul|-1.q4) - 7.5

pol) = s 30 [ (1 g )+ 0lul1) &

We have now the tools required to obtain the first order expansion of the drift b(¢).
The result we want to prove is
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Proposition 7.3. For all £ such that Zz:_d £ =0 we have

d
b(&) =6 Y &t +0(5%). (7.6)

k=—d

Proof of Proposition [7.3. First remark that when 6 = 0, we obtain, using Lemma [7.T], that
forall i = —d,...,d:

Dy(€) = 0 [(JO > SkJ*qo] =0, (7.7)
k=—d

since zzz_d ¢* = 0. We deduce, using again Lemma [ZI] the following expansion for

D (&):

d d
Dj(&) = 6w’y [%QO D T wqo| +009 a0 Y EFwF T« (kgo) | + O(5)
k=—d k=—d
d
= 60y [% D Wk T (ko) | +0(5%), (7.8)
k=—d
where we have used again the fact that ZZ:_ d ¢" = 0. Applying Lemma [7.2], we deduce
z2 27 i &
bE) =0 | =2 [ [1- J Nigkwk 1+ 0(6? 7.9
© {ZS_W/T( = >QO *(nqo]izz_dk;d k10, (1.9)
and recalling that Z?:_ d A" =1 and denoting
z2 2w
= =" 1— —— J 7.10
b 22— dn? /1r< qu0> Q0 * (Kqo) , (7.10)
we simply obtain
d
b(€) = bap Y &l +0(8%). (7.11)
k=—d

It remains to show that ¢, = 1. Now using the fact that J(§ — 6") = —Ksinfcos €’ +
K cosfsind, fo sin(f)go(8) = 0 and f027r cos(6)qo(6) = ro, we obtain

2 2
/ 40(0)] * (ko) (6) A0 = Krg / sin(6')(6)go(¢/) 46 (7.12)
0 0
and )
/ J * (kqo)(0)do = 0. (7.13)
0
So the constant ¢, can be simplified as follows
2 2m
o = =020 / sin(0)(0)q0(0) d6 (7.14)

which leads to

2KroZ2
Zg — 472

Cp —

2 . 0€2KT’00056 0o f27re—2K7‘OCOSUdu " - 15
/0 sin —Z + 27 Z . (7.15)
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Integrating by parts and using the fact that dp[e2" COS(‘Q)] = —2K7r(sin§e?Kr0cos? e
obtain
21 2Kro z
. e 0
0 sin ge?Kmocos0 g — — + ) 7.16
0 KT’O ZKT’O ( )
and
2 2
/ Wsin062Krocos€/ Fe—2Kr0cosudu _ €2KTOZO . ™ ’ (717)
0 "] ZKT’O KT’O
2
which implies that ¢, = élgi(fr% <2 [%m -3 1?7122(%) = 1. Proposition [7.3]is proved. O

Using Proposition [, we can now compute the first order of the variance v? of the
limiting normal distribution of b({x) when the disorder is i.i.d:

Proof of Proposition [23. From the Central Limit Theorem, we know that {x converges
as N — oo to a Gaussian distribution with mean 0 and covariance matrix X satisfying

Ser = AF(1—0F) ke{—d,...,d}, (7.18)
Spo = =AM k,le{—d,...,d}, k#1. '
Applying Proposition [7.3] we obtain
v? = §2 > M- M) Wh)? - > MAlFGt | +0(8%),  (7.19)
ke{—d,...d} kle{—d,...d}, k#l
and since A™* = A\ and w™* = —wF the terms with | # —k cancel in the second sum,
which gives the result.
0

APPENDIX A. CONSTRUCTION OF RIGGED-SPACES
We specify here the construction of the Hilbert distributions spaces we work with in

this paper. It is based on the notion of rigged Hilbert spaces (see [13], p. 81).

A.1. Functional spaces on T. Consider L3 := {u € L?, fT u(6) do :0}, the space
of square integrable functions with zero mean value, endowed with the norm |lul, :=

1
(Jpu(8)*df)?. We call a weight any strictly positive function § — w(f) on T. For any
weight w on T, define H_, as the closure of {u € C*(T), [y u(¢)df =0} w.r.t. the norm

full = ( [ 0ul®))* wio def .

There is a continuous and dense injection of H) into L% and the corresponding dual space
can be identified as H; ;! , that is the closure of {u € C}(T), [ u(#)df =0} under the

1/w?
norm
1
U)? >5
U = de ) ,
H H—l,l/w </]I‘ w(e)

where U is the primitive of u such that fT % =0.




36 ERIC LUCON AND CHRISTOPHE POQUET

A.2. Functional spaces on T x R. The correct set-up of the paper is to consider test
functions of both oscillators and frequencies, that is (6,w) — u(f,w), where § € T and
w € R. Since the disorder is assumed to take a finite number of values {w_d, e ,wd},
it is equivalent to consider vector-valued test functions 6 — (u=%(9),...,u%(9)) and it is
straightforward to define the counterparts of the norms defined in the last paragraph for

these vector-valued functions: Consider L(2), 4= (L%)d endowed with the product norm

o= ()

In the same way, consider the space Hzid’ closure of {(u™?,...,u?) € CY(T), [y u*(9) d§ = 0}
under the norm

: N\
mmw:<ZﬁW%), (A1)
k=—d ’

—1endowed with the norm

as well as the space H| /

w,d
1
d 9 2
- k k
Mﬂww~<ZAwwﬂw>- (A2)
k=—d
Note that if wy and wj are bounded weights, the norms [|-||; ,,, and [|-[|; ,,,, (vesp. |||y 1 /u,
and ||-[|_y 1 /,,,) are equivalent. The same holds for the (2d + 1)-dimensional norms.
A.3. Fractional spaces. Define also the fractional norm || - ||o,4 (where a > 0): consider
Ag4 the Laplacian operator on each coordinate, || - || the L?-norm on T and Hu||(2)7d =
S ) Ak|[uF |2 and define
d
lullZg = 11— A ullfg = > Mell(1 = A)*2ab|3. (A.3)
k=—d

We denote as HJ the closure of regular functions with zero mean-value on T under the
previous norm and H;“ the corresponding dual space.

APPENDIX B. SPECTRAL ESTIMATES AND REGULARITY RESULTS ON SEMIGROUPS

The purpose of this paragraph is to establish spectral estimates on L, s and its adjoint
as well as regularity estimates on their semigroups e*¥s and etlis

B.1. The case § = 0. The analysis of the dynamics of (I3 and (I.7) is based on pertur-
bations argument on the mean-field plane rotators system (2.I1) and (2I2]). The proof
relies in particular strongly on the fact that (2Z.I1]) is reversible, with an explicit free en-
ergy [0, [I5]. However, one should note that the limit as 6 — 0 of (L)) or (L7 is slightly
different to the mean-field model (2.I1)) - (Z12). In particular, (7)) becomes as 6 — 0

d
Drqy(0) = %33615(9) — 0y (qi(H) (Z p'“J*Qf(H))) ,i=—d,....d, (B.1)

k=—d

which corresponds to the situation where the disorder is no longer present but where
the rotators have been (artificially) separated in different subpopulations. Following the
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terminology of [2I] where (B.I]) has been already encountered, we call this system the non-
disordered system. It is shown in [2I], Section 2.1, that the non-disordered system (B.I])
presents most of the properties of the mean field plane rotators model (Z12). In particular,
for all K > 1, one can show that (B.1l) admits a unique circle My ,q of synchronized profiles,
that is stable as t — co. M) ,,q4 is given by the translations of the profile o nq = (o, - - -, qo),
where ¢g is the profile generating the stable circle My of non trivial solutions of (2.12]),
namely
e2Kr0 cos 6

0) = ——
qo( ) Z()(QKT()) ’
where Zo(x) = 2rly(x), Io(z) = % fOQ’T e®°3(%) 4 is the standard modified Bessel function
of order 0 and r( is the unique positive solution of the fixed-point problem

_ f027T cos(6)e* <% df
= Uy(2K h v =
To 0( TO) ,  wit 0($) Z()(.Z')

The derivation of these stationary solutions is highly similar to the procedure described
in Section and we refer to the aforementioned references for more details. Note that
one can draw a simple correspondance between the present definitions and the definitions
of Section in the case of 6 = 0: namely, one readily sees that, for any i = —d,...,d,
Si(0,x) = e Zy(2) (recall (LI)) and Zi(x) = Zo(z)?, so that the definition of ¥s
when § = 0 (recall (I.I1])) coincides with ¥g given in (B.3]).

(B.2)

(B.3)

B.2. Spectral estimates when § = 0. Define the linearized operator around any sta-
tionary solution gg nq € Mg nq:

d
. 1 . . .
(Au)' = iagu’ — Op ((J % qo)u' + qoZJ * uk> ,i=—d,...,d, (B.4)
k=1
with domain D(A) = {(u™9,...,u) € C3(T)?*, [Lu*(0)dd=0,k=—d,...,d}. We
recall the following result (see [21], Proposition 2.1):
Proposition B.1. A is essentially self-adjoint with compact resolvent in Hl_/}md. Its

spectrum lies in (—o00,0], 0 is a simple eigenvalue, with eigenspace spanned by Oyqo nd-
The spectral gap between 0 and the rest of the spectrum is denoted as v4.

One can deduce from Proposition [B.1l similar spectral properties of its dual A* in La PE

d
. 1., . . .
(A*v)" = §agvl+(,]*q0)agvl—/ ((J * qo)pv’) dO = " N (qodp*), i = —d,....d,
T k=1
(B.5)
with domain D(A*) = D(A).
Proposition B.2. A* is essentially self-adjoint with compact resolvent in Hll/qo g 1ts
spectrum lies in (—oo,0], and 0 is a simple eigenvalue and its spectral gap ya~ is equal to
Ya-

Proof of Proposition[B.2. Let us introduce the operator U defined from H ;07 g to H 1_/}10 d
as

Uf(0) := —09(qo(0)0sf(9)).
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1/q 4 U realizes a bijection from {u € > (T)4,

fT dfd =0,k =1,...,d} into itself and for every f,g € H do.d>

LURIEDD [ ORLC) Cn 0,

= /T 10(0)901*(9)90" (6)d0 = (.9}, 400 - (B6)
k

U is an 1sometry between H 1 o.d and H_

Moreover, the following identity holds:

A* = U AU, (B.7)
so the operators A on H 1_/110 g and A* on H 11 Ja0,d have the same structural and spectral
properties. O

B.3. Spectral estimates of L, s and its adjoint. We are in position to deduce spectral
estimates on the disordered operators L; and its adjoint L} in L(2), 4 (we drop the index ¢
in this section for simplicity).

Proposition B.3. The adjoint L} of Ls in Lg 4 18 given by for alli=1,...,d

d d
) 1 ) ) ) ) )
(Lsv)' = 5 jv’ + 6w D’ + (Opv') Y AT xgf — / ((agvl) Sy AkJ*qj;) dg
k=—d T

k=—d

d
= Y MT s (gfop*), (B.8)

k=—d
with domain D(L};) = D(A).

Proof of Proposition [B.3. For all regular v and v,

(Lyv,u)o.q = (U Lsu)a g

d d
Z )\Z< ~O3u’ — dw'dpu’ — Dy (u’ Z Mo s gk + gb Z )\kJ*uk>>
2,d

i=—d k=—d k=—d 7
1. . o o
= Z N <§8§vl + 6w Oypv* + Opv* Z )\kJ*qf; —/ <8gv Z J * q6> U >
i=—d k=—d k=—d 2.
d
+ Z Z NN (g5ogvt, T 5 uF)o g
i=—dk=—d
1. . o B 3 .
= <§892v2 + dw'Opv* + (Ogv") Z AT % gk —/ <(89v2) Z MR % q§> d9,ul>
k=—d T k=—d 9.
d
— < > AT« (qf;agvk),ui> ,
k=—d 2,d
which precisely gives (3.3]). O

The main result of this section is the following
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Proposition B.4. There exists 0o = d2(K) > 0 such that for all 6 < da, everything that
follows is true: the operator L} (resp. Ls) is sectorial in H;O’ g (resp. H 1_/110 4/ its spectrum
lies in a sector of the type {\ € C : |arg(\)| > 7/2 + a} for some o > 0 and 0 is an
isolated eigenvalue for L (resp. Ls), at a distance from the rest of the spectrum denoted
by VL (resp. vr;). Moreover, both Ls and L generate a Co-semigroup t — etls (resp.

t s etls)in Lg’d and e'ls = (eths)”.

Proof of Proposition [B.4). The result concerning the operator Ls has been proved in [21],
Th. 2.5. For the sake of completeness, we recall here the main arguments concerning L}
in H ;O’ 4 but we refer to [21], Section 6.2 for precise details. Note that we need a precise
control of the spectrum of L} around the origin. In particular, one has to ensure that
the spectrum of L§ remains in the negative part of the complex plane. We write L§ as a
perturbation for small disorder of the non-disordered case:

= A* + By, (B.9)
where A* is given in (B.5) and Bs is a small perturbation as § — 0. More precisely,
following the exact same strategy as in [2I], Proposition 6.5, p. 356, one obtains that the

operator Bs is A*-bounded: there exist constants as and bs (only depending on § and K)
such that for all u in the domain of (the closure of) A*

1Bsully,gq,a o (B.10)

with as = O(J) and bs = O(9), as 6 — 0. Note that the only things that differs between
this result and [21], Proposition 6.5 is that we work here with an H!'-norm whereas the
result in [21] concerns an H~!-norm.

Fix some £ > 0 (that will be specified later) and define Lj_:= Lj —c and 4. :== A —e,
so that Lj_ = A + B;. Fix a € (0, §) and introduce the followmg subset of the complex
plane

S as HU”qu,d + bs || A*ully

Do = {)\ e C, arg(\)| < g + a} u {0}
The operator A. (as A itself) is self-adjoint in H_ ; /qO and hence, sectorial. In particular,
there exists M > 0 such that HR()\,AE)HH7 LM i for all A € %,. Note that the
1/qq,d

constant M is indeed independent of € > 0 and that the previous inequality is also true
for A in place of A, (see [21], (6.12)). Using (B.7)), one obtains that ||R(X, Af)|| ;1 S %
q0>

ForAGEa,uGHOd,

[1BsR(A, A" )ully go.0 < as (1RO, A%)ully g g+ bs [ARA, A%)ully g 4
Mayg

Ry
Choose 0 sufficiently small SO that bs(1+ M) < 1 and “‘5€M . Then for |\| > € > 4Mas,
we have ||BsR(A, A*)ull; < 3 |lull; so that the operator 1 — B(;R(/\ A*) is invertible from
H ;07 4 into itself, with norm smaller than 2. A simple computation shows that in this case
(A= (A*+ Bs)) ™' = R(\, AN (1 — B5R()\ A

which gives that, for A € X, [A| > ¢, || R(A, L*)HHl ) IM Consequently, the spectrum

< ||UH1qu+(M+1)b6||u||1q0da

of L} is contained in

Onc = {)\G(C, g—i—ag arg()\)g%—a}u{)\e(@, A <e}.
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In particular, 0 € p(Lj,.) and for all A € C with %(A) > 0 (hence [A| < [A+ 2¢]),

* M
HR()\,L(;’%) o STz S <

- The fact that this estimate can be extended to some X/

for some o is a consequence of a Taylor’s expansion argument (see [2I], Proposition 6.2),
so that Lj,_(and L}) is indeed sectorial.

At this point, we cannot rule out the possibility that some elements of the spectrum of
Lj may lie in ©. ,N{A € C, R(A) > 0}. The last point of the proof is to show that one can
choose ¢ and a smaller § such that this situation does not hold: choose ¢ = %t > 0, where
~v4 is the spectral gap of A. In particular, the circle centered in 0 with radius e separates
the eigenvalue 0 (of multiplicity 1) from the rest of the spectrum of A*. An application
of [26], Theorem IV-3.18, p. 214, shows that one can choose § sufficiently small so that
the spectrum of the perturbed operator Lj is likewise separated by this circle: for such 4,
there is a unique eigenvalue (with multiplicity 1) within the boundary of this circle). But
we know already that 0 is an eigenvalue for the perturbed operator L}. By uniqueness, we
conclude that there is no eigenvalue in the positive part of the complex plane. We leave
the details of this argument to [2I], Section 6.2.5.

Using [36], Corollary 10.6, p. 41, L} is the generator of the adjoint of ¢ — etls in L(2),d=
which is a Cy-semigroup. This concludes the proof of Proposition [B.4l O

B.4. Equivalence of norms. For any 0 < 5 < 1, consider the interpolation norm || - |5
associated to the sectorial operator 1 — L} defined as

lullvs = 11 = L5) ull1 go,a - (B.11)
Recall also the definition of the fractional norm in (A.3).

Lemma B.5. Under the assumptions of Proposition [B4, for any 0 < 8 < 1, there exists
c1,Cy > 0 such that for all u,

cillullivesa < llullve < Cillullivapa- (B.12)

Proof of Lemma[B.3. We can decompose Lj as follows:
1
LZ; = §Ad + R, (B.13)

where, for alli=1,...,d

d d
(Rv)" = 6w'pv’ + 0pv" > MTxqf — > AT (qf (9p0"))
k=—d k=—d

/(89?) Z Mg s gb(6 )de. (B.14)

k=—d
Since R only contains first order derivatives and J and qO are smooth, it is easy to see
that for all u € Hfl, we have
[Rullia < Cllullza- (B.15)
One deduces immediately from this estimate that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
for u € Hfl,
120 = L5) — (1 = Ag)]ull, 4 < Cllullza- (B.16)
Consequently, the operator [2(1 — L%) — (1 — Ag)](1 — Ag)~"/? is bounded in H}. Since
1 — Lj is sectorial in H, é with the same domain as Ay, an application of [24], Theorem
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1.4.8 shows that the norms ||(1 — Lg‘)B-H1 , and (1 - Ad)B-H1 , are equivalent. The norm
equivalence (B.12)) follows directly from the definitions (B.11) and (A.3)). O

B.5. Regularity of semigroups. Recall here the definition of the projection P127 s on the
kernel Span(9pqy,5) of Ly s defined in Section 23] We drop here the dependance on 1) for
simplicity. The corresponding projection on the kernel of L is given by P(;0 *. This kernel
is one-dimensional, spanned by some 6 — vy(#) and there exists a linear form p, bounded
on Hé such that, for all u € Hé, Pb-o’*u = p(u)vg. Note that it is easy to see that vy is a
regular (C*) function on T.

Proposition B.6. Suppose the assumptions of Proposition [B.4| are true. For any vy €
[0,7%«), any B €[0,1] and all t >0, u € H},

—t
tLy (1 _ pO* H <0 1 po* B1
[ =B, < Ol = Bl (B.17)
and .
HethuH <1+ ulha (B.18)
1+28.,d B8 o
and for all B >0, 8/ >0 such that 8+ 3 <1 and all h € H;+26+2B/,
t; _ 1) hH < O)(1 = P2V 14281954 B.1
H <e 1428/ d I s ) Pl126r 28,4 (B.19)

Proof of Proposition [B.4. Following Proposition [B.4] L;P{? " =0and Li(1 - P(? ™) is sec-
torial in H}, with spectrum lying in {\ € C: |arg(\)| > 7/2 +¢&'} — yr; for some &’ > 0.
Let us first prove (B.I7) and (B.18). Using [24], Theorem 1.4.3, (recall that v < yrx),
we obtain that for all ¢t > 0:
I(=L5)% ™5 (1 = P )ullia < Cat™Pe™ ful1a- (B.20)
Now as in the proof of Lemma [B.5] we can apply [24], Theorem 1.4.8 to show that the
norms induced by (—L})? and (1 — L})? are equivalent on the range of (1 — P(? ) and we
obtain for all u € H}

e ull1405,0 < C(1 — Lj)Pe™5 (P u+ (1 — Py )u)|l1a < Ch(1+e P Jul|1q-

(B.21)
We have used here in particular the fact that for all u € H Cll,
L* p0,* ~ L* |~
|eiE | ., < Bl feul| =Bl olhiope < C lullya.
since [|vgll; 95 < +00. Concerning (B.19), remark that
el —1 = (etL:;(l B 1) (1—P%), (B.22)
so applying Theorem 1.8.4 of [24] we have
1) h <ol - (¢ - PPy 1) (- BPn|
H(e 1+28.d Ci( 5)7 (e ( 5 ) ( 5 ) Ld
*\ 3’ 0,% 0,%
< CaP (1= LY P(1 = Py)hllia < CEPII(1 = P5")hllitop+2,a-  (B-23)
This concludes the proof of Proposition [B.6l O

One can deduce from Proposition [B.6] a similar regularity result concerning the semi-
group t — etls:
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Proposition B.7. For all K > 1, all0 < § < §(K), the semigroup t — €% is continuous
from Hd_2 to Hd_l: forallh e H7?, ¢t >0,

JePehl_yg < € (1 72 ) Whla (B.21)

and for all e € (0,1/2), t >0, u > 0,

. 1
He(t+ )Lsp etL‘shH_Ld < Cuf (1 + m) ||h||—2,d' (B.25)

Proof of Proposition[B.7 Let g € [0,1], t > 0, h € Hd_1 and v a regular test function.
Consider (h;); > 1 a sequence of elements of Lg’d converging to h in Hd_l. Foralll >1

‘<€tL5h1, U>d| - ‘<etL6hlv >2 d‘ ‘<hl’ tL6U>2d

)

1
<Cllluiaa (1+ ) Il

where we used (B.I8) in the last inequality. Since h; converges to h in H~!, one can make
I — oo in the previous inequality and obtain |(e“oh , v), | < C 1Pl (1528),4 (1+ t%) [v[l1q
and since this is true for all regular v, one deduces that

Jeeenll_yq < € (14 55 ) 1Az (B.26)

which gives (B.I7) when 5 = % In the same way, an immediate corollary of (B.19)) is that
for all 3> 0,5 > 0 such that 8+ ' < 1, for all ¢t > 0

H(etLa _ 1) hH—(1+2B+2B’), < O (1426"), (B.27)

We now turn to the proof of (B.25). Fix € € (0,1/2) and apply (B.26) for 8 = 1/2+ ¢
and (B27) for B = ¢ and ' = 1,
1

HE(H_U)Léh _ etLth_L <C <1 + 1/2+€> H(euLé _ 1) hH—(2+2e),d’

1
< Ol (1 + W) 1Al -

This concludes the proof of Proposition [B.71 O

)

< Il -qarapya ¢ 50, <

APPENDIX C. PROJECTIONS

The purpose of this section is to prove several regularity results concerning the pro-
jection P} su = py,5(u)deqy,s (recall Section 23 and ([2I5)) and the projection on the
manifold M proj,(-) defined in Lemma 28]

Proof of Lemma[2.8. We first prove that 1) — py is smooth. This follows from the fact
that the whole operator L, is regular in ) € T: we prove indeed that the mapping 1) — Ly
is in fact real holomorphic, in the sense of Kato [26], p.375. Since the problem is invariant
by rotation, it suffices to study the regularity of L, is a neighborhood of ¢ = 0. From
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the definition of the stationary solution ¢ in (L)), it is straightforward to see that one can
expand gy in series of 1) around ¢ = 0:

¢y (0) Z %Wm o(0).

k>1

From this expansion, one deduces a similar expansion for L, around 1 = 0: for all f
regular

Lyf =Lof + > ¢FULS,
k>1

where each Uy, is a differential operator of order 1, so that each U} is relatively-bounded
w.r.t Lg. In particular the hypotheses of [26], Theorem 2.6, p. 377 are satisfied. In
particular, (L), forms a real-holomorphic family. In particular, the mapping ¢ — qu
is also regular ([26], Theorem 1.7, p. 368), and so is the mapping 1 — py. Then the

mapping f(¢, h) = py(h—qy) satisfies for each fixed Yo, f (%0, qy,) = 0 and Oy f (Yo, @y,) =
—Pyo Oy, = —1. So by the implicit function theorem, for all A in a certain neighborhood

of gy, there exists a unique ¢ =: proj,;(h) such that f(i),h) = 0 and h — proj,,(h) is
smooth. 0

The next result states that the first order of the projection proj,, around gy is given
by the linear form py, defined in (2.I5).

Lemma C.1. For¢y €T, h € Hd_1 such that projy;(qy + h) is well-defined, we have

projur(ay +h) = ¥+ py(h) + O(|hlIZ ) - (C.1)
Proof of Lemma[Cdl Consider the real u such that projy,(gy + h) = ¥ + u. Due to the
smoothness of proj,,, we have v = O(||h||-1,4). The real number u satisfies

Py+ul(dy +h — qyiu) = 0. (C.2)

A first order expansion leads to

py(h — udyqy) = Ou?), (C.3)
which gives the result, since py(9yqy) = 1. O

APPENDIX D. EXPANSIONS IN §

The aim of this section is to obtain first order asymptotic of the drift in Theorem
for small 5. We use the notations g¢s, ps as in Section [7.2] putting the emphasis on the
dependency of the different terms in §. We denote also as rs > 0 the unique positive
solution to the fixed point relation r5 = ¥s(2K7rs) (recall (ILI0)). We begin with a result
concerning rg as § — 0:

Lemma D.1. The mapping § — rs is C™ and its derivative r'(0) at § = 0 is zero, so
that as 6 — 0:

rs = 10+ 0(8%), (D-1)

where 1o is the unique non-trivial solution of the fixed-point problem without disorder

B.3).
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Proof of Lemma[D.1l Consider the C* mapping g(r,d) = Ws(2Kr) — r. This mapping
satisfies 0,g(rp,0) = 2K 0, V(2K ry)—1. The fixed-point function r — Wy(2K7ry) is strictly
convex when K > 1 ([37], Lemma 4), with derivative at the origin strictly greater than
1. One concludes that the derivative at the fixed point rg > 0 is strictly smaller than 1.
Since this derivative is precisely equal to 2K, ¥(2Kr(), this shows that 0,g(rg,0) < 0.
So the implicit function Theorem implies that ¢ — 75 is C°. Using (I.I0)), one obtains
that

r'(0) = 9sWsls=0(2Kr0) + 1" (0)2K 0, Vo (2K1y). (D.2)
Since 2K 0, ¥o(2Krp) < 1, the proof of Lemma [D.J] will be finished once we have proved
that 9sWs|5=0(2Krp) = 0. One has (recall the definition of Z; in Section [B.T])

)05S¥|5=0(0, 2K o) df
Uslsmo(2K AR Jg" cos(0)25S} i
95 Wsl5=0(2K0) k;d ( Zo(2K10)2

B fozﬂ cos(0)Sy(6,2Kry)
Zo(2KT0)4

Some straightforward calculations show that, for all k = —d,...,d, 0 €T

85Z§‘5:0(2K7‘0)) . (D.3)

2 2
865§|5:0 (9, ZKTO) = chkesz cos(6) (9/ €2KT0 cos(u) du + 27 / 6_2KT0 cos(u) du
0 6

2
—/ ue_zKTOCOS(“)du> (D.4)
0

2w 2w
86Z§|6:0(2KT0) = 2wk <27T/ e2Hro cos(9) / e 2Krocos(u) 4y, 46
0 0

and

2w
+ Z0(2K'o) / u (2roeos(s) _ (m2Hirocos()) du),
0

2m 2m
— 47ka/ 62Kr0 cos(6) / 6—2Kr0 cos(u) dudb. (D5)
0 [%

Since Zzz_d MWk =0, one obtains from (D.3)), (D.4) and (D) that 9sW¥s|s—0(2K o) = 0.
This concludes the proof of Lemma [D.1] O

We now turn to the proof of Lemma [Z.1}
Proof of Lemma [7.1] Obviously, for 6 € T,
q5(0) = qo(0) + 605q515—0(0) + O(6?),

where the error O(4?) does not depend on # € T. The fact that r'(0) = 0 (Lemma [D.))
implies that J5qs5|5=0(0) only depends on the derivatives of S5 and Zs w.r.t. J, not w.r.t.
x. Namely,

8553’5:0(0, 2K7’0) _ 85Z§’5:0(2K7’0)Sé(9, 2K7’0)
ZO(2KT0)2 Zo(2K7’0)4 ’

The expansion found in (Z3) is a simple consequence of (D.4), (D.5) and the expression
of Zy in Section Bl O

Dsqsls=o(0) =
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Proof of Lemma[7.2 In the case 6 = 0, the projection py defined in (2ZI5]) is given by
P{(uw) = po(u)(deqo, - --,0q0) = Po(u)9pqo na- Since in this case, the operator Ly = A
defined in (B.4) is essentially self-adjoint in Hl_/zo’ , (Proposition [B.1)), the projection pg
as a natural representation in terms of the scalar product (-, -)_1’1 Jao,d associated to the

norm defined in (A.2]), namely
<86(J07nd ) u>_1,1/q0,d

po(u) = 2 ' o
H@ng,nd”_l,l/qmd

Using the notations of Section [Al we deduce that

N /% (—qow)_%)zde _

10090.ndl1% 1 1 /g0 = 2
) ) qo ZO

and

d 2r U () <QO(9) - yj)
{O0q0.nd s W) 1 1/g0.0 = k;;‘ /0 q0(0) “

d 2m 27
_ k k _
= ) A i U(9)<1 i (0)> de,

he—d 040

which precisely gives the first order of (T.5]). The validity of (Z.5) comes from the definition
of the projection P in (Z.I5) and the fact that L is a relatively bounded perturbation of
order ¢ of the operator Ly = A. O
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