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A ONE-PHASE STEFAN PROBLEM WITH NON-LINEAR DIFFUSION
FROM HIGHLY COMPETING TWO-SPECIES PARTICLE SYSTEMS

KOHEI HAYASHI

ABSTRACT. We consider an interacting particle system with two species under strong compe-
tition dynamics between the two species. Then, through the hydrodynamic limit procedure for
the microscopic model, we derive a one-phase Stefan type free boundary problem with non-
linear diffusion, letting the competition rate divergent. Non-linearity of diffusion comes from a
zero-range dynamics for one species while we impose the other species to weakly diffuse accord-
ing to the Kawasaki dynamics for technical reasons, which macroscopically corresponds to the
vanishing viscosity method.

1. INTRODUCTION

Consider two types of species under high competition. As the reaction rate between the two
species tends to infinity, they would be spatially segregated and interface appears as boundary
of their moving territories. As a mathematical problem, such a limiting procedure is called the
spatial-segregation limit and was originally formulated in [9] and [3] as follows. For any positive
number K, consider a pair of non-negative solutions (ux,vr) of the reaction-diffusion system

Oiu = diAu — Kuv L1
{atv:dQAv—Kuv (1.1)

with some additional constraints (usually with Neumann boundary condition on a bounded
domain). The spatial dimension is arbitrary in the sequel. Here d; > 0 and dy > 0 are
diffusion coefficients. As the competition rate K tends to infinity, solutions (ux,vg) converges
to some (u,v) which satisfies uv = 0, in addition, v and v satisfies heat equations with diffusion
coefficient dy and da, respectively, on their moving domains. In other words, the solutions of (1)
are spatially segregated, asymptotically as the competition rate tends to infinity, and interface
governed by a free boundary problem appears. Alternatively, since the above formulation is
concerned with a singular limit for reaction terms, it is also called the fast-reaction limit in some
literature. In [9], the authors treated the case with dy = 0 and derived a free boundary problem
called a one-phase Stefan problem. After that, [3] proved that when ds > 0, a pair of solutions
(ug,vi) converges to a solution of a two-phase Stefan problem under Neumann boundary
condition and [2] treated the problem under inhomogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition. All
the above results consider the singular limit problem for balanced reaction terms, namely when
the reaction terms of the reaction-diffusion system coincide up to some constant. For the singular
limit problem under unbalanced reaction, [I1] studied the case when do = 0 and the reaction
terms are given by monomials with various exponents. They derived three kinds of liming
behavior as the competition rates tend to infinity. At present, few results for unbalanced reaction
are known other than this. To other direction, [I0] studied the spatial-segregation limit with a
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presence of non-linear diffusion. They considered the reaction-diffusion system of the form
{@u = Ap(u) — Kuv

o = —Kuv (1.2)

under an inhomogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition and studied the limiting behavior as
the reaction rate K tends to infinity. Here ¢ is an increasing function. The limiting equation
becomes the following one-phase Stefan problem.

{@u = Ap(u) in {u > 0},

Opv = V=g in {v > 0}. (1.3)

The paper [10] introduced the notion of weak solutions in order that the limiting problem makes
sense allowing even degenerate diffusion, namely when the derivative of the increasing function
 degenerates at zero.

Recently, [5] considered an interacting particle system as a microscopic counterpart of the
above high competition dynamics corresponding to the system (1)) with d;,ds > 0 and derived
the two-phase free boundary problem by which the asymptotic interface is governed, directly
from the microscopic model through a scaling limit called the hydrodynamic limit. They consid-
ered two-species exclusion processes where the same kind of particles can not stay at the same
site and two different kinds of particles coexisting at the same site are killed with rate K(N),
which diverges as the scaling parameter N tends to infinity. For the case where competition
between two species is unbalanced, [§] considered two-species exclusion processes which macro-
scopically correspond to the reaction-diffusion systems studied in [11I] and derived the three
kinds of interface behavior directly from the particle systems through the hydrodynamic limit.
In the model of [8], one species has no diffusion dynamics even microscopically, which asserts
the diffusion coefficient of macroscopic density, say v, of that kind of particles exactly equals
to zero. For another kind of research concerning singular limit for interacting particle systems,
[7] considered a one-species exclusion process with creation and annihilation dynamics whose
hydrodynamic limit equation becomes the Cahn-Hilliard equation with a double-well potential
(Allen-Cahn type equation) and they studied a fast-reaction limit problem when the reaction
rate diverges depending on the scaling parameter of the microscopic model. Among all these
microscopic models, the diffusion dynamics is commonly the Kawasaki process, that is, the dy-
namics of many independent simple random walks under an exclusive restriction, which deduces
linear diffusion in hydrodynamic equations.

The aim of this paper is to derive a Stefan type moving boundary problem with possibly non-
linear diffusion (L3]) by scaling limits for microscopic systems. For that purpose, we consider
a zero-range process which admit the arbitrary finite number of particles to exist at one site,
for which each particle jumps to neighboring sites with a rate depending only on the number
of particles at that site. Then one can show that there exists a function ¢ which is naturally
determined by jump rates of microscopic particles satisfying some conditions, especially a linear
growth condition (see (LG) below) for technical reasons. In this paper, we consider a two-species
model on the general dimensional torus with competition which macroscopically corresponds
to the reaction-diffusion system (LZ), as in [I0], to derive the problem (I3]) by letting the
competition rate to be divergent asymptotically as the scaling parameter tends to infinity. As
a microscopic counterpart of this one-phase model, it is natural to consider interacting particle
systems with two components, say type-1 and type-2 particles, where only type-1 particles
diffuse according to the zero-range dynamics while type-2 particles do not move at all. However,
treatment of such a situation is technically difficult since for two-species systems, spectral gap
estimates, which play an important role to prove hydrodynamic limits, fail to hold unless both
types of particles diffuse. To overcome this and prove the hydrodynamic limit in our model, we
consider weak diffusion dynamics for type-2 particles. Moreover, since the non-compactness of
configuration spaces makes the problem more technically difficult, we impose an exclusion rule



A STEFAN PROBLEM WITH NON-LINEAR DIFFUSION FROM PARTICLE SYSTEMS 3

to type-2 particles and let them diffuse according to Kawasaki dynamics with asymptotically
negligible diffusion. This macroscopically corresponds to the vanishing viscosity method in PDE
theory as follows. We let ¢ be the diffusion coefficient of type-2 density. If ¢ and K is independent
of the scaling parameter, then the system of hydrodynamic limit equations becomes
Ou = Ap(u) — Kuv
{&gv =ecAv— Kuv

for some non-negative increasing function ¢ determined by the zero-range jump rate of type-1
particles. Here u and v are macroscopic density of type-1 and type-2 particles, respectively.
Taking the limit as K — oo and € — 0 in the above system, we can derive a quasi-linear free-
boundary problem as in [I0] noting the existence of a viscosity term does not affect the limiting
problem when the reaction rate tends to infinity. What we consider in this paper is to assume
e = ¢(N) vanishes and K = K(N) diverges as the scaling parameter N tends to infinity and
derive the limiting free-boundary problem directly from our microscopic model.

Finally, we summarize the organization of this paper here. In Section B2, we give the precise
description of our microscopic model and state the main result. Our main result is to derive a
one-phase free-boundary problem with non-linear diffusion (L3]) directly from the zero-range-
Kawasaki process with existence of singular competition and slow diffusion for type-2 particles.
In Section Bl we give a strategy to prove the main theorem stated in Section Bl The proof is
based on Yau’s relative entropy method which is introduced in [16]. Then in Section @], we show
that our microscopic density profile is close to macroscopic densities whose time evolution is
governed by a semi-discretized system of our hydrodynamic limit equation. This probabilistic
procedure is crucial for the proof of the main theorem and it is shown assuming the multi-variable
Boltzmann-Gibbs principle. In Section [l we give some a priori estimates for the semi-discretized
system. Then in Section [, we give the proof of our Boltzmann-Gibbs principle for multi-variable
functions. Finally in Section[7], we show a convergence result for the semi-discretized macroscopic
system to the Stefan problem with non-linear diffusion (L3]), which completes the proof of the
main result combining with the probabilistic part given in Section 4]

2. MODEL AND MAIN RESULT

2.1. Microscopic model. Throughout this paper, we write N = {1,2,...}, Z, = {0,1,...}
and Ry = [0,00). Let T4 = {1,2,..,N}? and T¢ = [0,1)? be d-dimensional discrete and

continuous tori and let Xy = XY x X% = ZE?\’ x {0, 1}11‘;{, be a configuration space. An element
n = (m,n2) € Xy with n; = {m(x)}xewv for i = 1,2 denotes configuration of our two-species
particle system with exclusion rules for type-2 particles. Namely, n;(z) = k € Z, means there
are k type-1 particles on a site x € Tﬁlv, and 7n2(xz) = 1 means there exists a type-2 particle on
the site. For each i = 1,2, n;(x) = 0 means there is no type-i particle on the site x. First we
define an operator which governs the diffusion dynamics. For type-1 particles, we consider a
zero-range operator Ly with jump rate g : Zy — R satisfying ¢(0) = 0 and g(k) > 0 for k > 1,
and an operator Lx which corresponds to the Kawasaki process for type-2 particles, which are
defined by

Lzfimm) = Y. gm@)FOrY m) = fOm.m)),

z,y€Te |Jz—y|=1

Licfmme) = Y me(@) @ =) f oY) = fOmn,m)]

$7y€’]rﬁi\[7|$_y|:1
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for every f : Xy — R. Here for each 0 € X or X%, 0¥ denotes the configuration after a
particle on a site  moves to a site y, which is defined by

o(z)—1 ifz=ux,
()= Joly) +1 itz =y,
o(z) otherwise.

Note that looking the form of the Kawasaki generator neither jump from an empty site nor jump
to an occupied site occur. Throughout this paper, we impose the following Lipschitz and linear
growth conditions on the jump rate of zero-range process g : Z, — R,.

(LIP) sup; |g(k +1) — g(k)| < occ.

(LG) There exist constants C' > 0, 1 > 0 and r9 € N such that g(k) < Ck and g(k + r9) —

g(k) > r; for every k € N.
Next we define a family of reference measures which are parametrized by density of each kind

of particles. First, for given constant a > 0, let 71 , be a probability measure on Z, given by

k

1 o .«
Tialk) = o~ Zo=
volk) = 2 S 2 4(h

where g(k)! = g(1)---g(k) for & > 1 and ¢(0)! = 1. Note that under the condition (LG), the
radius of convergence of Z, becomes infinity so that the measure 71, is well-defined for every
a > 0. Moreover, through a similar manner in [13], there exists a unique function ¢ : Ry — R4
such that p = Ep,  [m(z)] for each p > 0. This is possible under our assumption (LG)
and this determines a possibly non-linear smooth function ¢ associated with the jump rate
g. Hereafter we simply write vy, = ¥y (). Note that an easy computation yields o(p) =
@(p)/Var,,[n(x)] so that the function ¢ is increasing on R,. Moreover, noting an expression
p(p) = p(d/dyp)log Z,, we have ¢’ (0) = 1/(dp/dp)(0) > ¢o for some constant ¢y > 0. We extend
V1, as a product measure vy ,, = erwv Vi u(z) for every u = {u(m)}xewv such that u(z) > 0 for
each © € T%. On the other hand, for any v = {v(x)} € [0, 1)T, let v, be a product Bernoulli
measure on Xz = {0,1}™% whose marginals are given by vou(n2(z) = 1) = v(z) for every
T € ']I"]j\,. Finally, we define a spatially inhomogeneous product measure v(, ,) on Xy = X ]{, XX ]%,
by V(y,v) = V1,u®@v2, for each u = {u(w)}ggem, v = {U(x)}ﬂﬁeTﬁlv with u(z) > 0and 0 < v(z) <1
for every z € ']I‘ﬁlv. Throughout this paper, we fix a jump rate g of the zero-range process
satisfying the assumption (LG).
Next we define the Glauber operator Lg by

Laf(m.me) = D m@me(@)[f (i n5 ") = f(m,m)]

d
z€T%,

T4 I
where for each o € Z_N or {0, 1}1?5{, the transition o — o®~ decreases the number of corre-
sponding type of particles on a site x € ’]1‘51\, if possible, which is defined by

() {a(w) 1 ifz=ua,

o(2) otherwise.

Here we also note that the above killing action occurs only when there is at least each of one

particle for both of two types on a site x since otherwise we have 11 (z)n2(z) = 0. Let K = K(N)

and £ = () be parameters which satisfy the following bounds as the scaling parameter N tends

to infinity.

(B1) K = K(N) diverges as N tends to infinity satisfying 1 < K(N) < (81 log(dz log N))/?
with 41,2 > 0 small enough.



A STEFAN PROBLEM WITH NON-LINEAR DIFFUSION FROM PARTICLE SYSTEMS 5

(B2) € = ¢(N) vanishes as N tends to infinity satisfying e(N) > N~% for some small constant
a: > 0.

Then, let {n) = (U{Ytﬂ?é\,@)}tzo be a Xy-valued Markov process with generator Ly = N2Ly +

e(N)Lk + K(N)Lg and initial distribution p” on Xy which is constructed on some probability

space (QN, FN ’P;JZJ)V)' When the initial distribution ,uév is clear from the context, we omit the

dependence on it. We denote the expectation with respect to Pny (or PV) by IELVN (or EM).
0 0

Remark 2.1. A reason why we introduced the weak diffusion for type-2 particles with intensity
e(N) is mainly for using spectral gap estimates to prove the Boltzmann-Gibbs principle, which
will be explained later (see Section [6). The slower the parameter e(N) decays, the easier the
proof of the Boltzmann-Gibbs principle becomes. We can find that the above polynomial decay is
enough for that. The bound for the reaction rate K(N) is also needed for our strategy of proof.

Now we state some assumptions on the initial distribution uév . For that purpose, we prepare
some notations. For two probability measures v and p on Xy, define relative entropy of p with
respect to v by

if p is absolutely continuous with respect to v, and otherwise we let H(u|v) = co. Moreover, we
define the discrete gradient VY by VN =1V, ... 8Y) with (9JNu(:C) = N(u(xz +e;j) —u(x)) for
any j = 1,...,d and any u = {u(x )}xeT(IiV . Then we assume that there exist functions ', v}’

on ']I‘ﬁlv and functions ug, vg on T% such that the following conditions hold.
(A1) There exist constants Cy, Cy > 0, M, > 0 and 0 < M, < 1 such that

e OLEWN) < N () < M. VNN (2)| < CoK (N INONuUN ()] < CyK(N)3
<up (x) < My, |[V7Vup (2)] < CoK(N), 10; 05 uy (x)] < CoK(N)
e C1EWN) < vév(x) < M,, ]VNvéV(x)\ < COE*I/QK(N)

for every x € Tﬁl\, and 4,7 =1,...,d.

(A2) For the product measure v = Vil o) € P(Xy) with weight (ul’,v{’) in the assumption
(Al), the initial distribution pl’ € P(Xy) satisfies H(ud'|v) = O(N?=%) for some small
positive constant §y as N tends to infinity, that is, there exists a positive constant C' such
that H(ud|v) < ON9=% for every sufficiently large N.

(A3) ug,vp € L*(T?) and u))’ — ug and v}’ — vg weakly in L2(T¢) as N tends to infinity.

Remark 2.2. As discussed in [§] there exists non-trivial macroscopic initial functions ug and v

and microscopic approximating sequences {uév tven and {vév tnen satisfying the above assump-

tions (Ad)), (A2) and (A3) (though [8] imposed a restriction only for the first derivative growth,
we can construct an example in a similar way).

2.2. Main result. We define empirical measures associated with the Markov process {n{¥ : t €
[0, T} by
tha dznzt J:/N da) 1=1,2.
me']l‘d
Here § stands for the Dirac delta measure on T¢. We write (7}¥,v) = ((W{Yt, 1), (Wé\jt, 19)) with
<7T%,¢i> = Jqa wi(ﬁ)ﬂ%(dﬁ) for every ¢ = (11,19) € C(T¢ R?). To state the main theorem in
this paper, we introduce the notion of weak solution of the following Stefan problem.
{@w =AD,(w)  in Qr,

2.1
w(0,-) =ug — vy on T¢ 21)

where Dy, is a function on R defined by Dy(s) = ¢(s)1jg0)(s) and Qp = [0,T] x T
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Definition 2.1. A function w € L>®(Qr) is called a weak solution of the problem 2.II) with
initial function wy € L= (TY) if the following conditions (i) and (ii) hold.

(i) plws) € L2(0,T; H' (1),

(ii) For every T > 0, the function w satisfies an integral identity

T
/ wo(0)(0,60)dd + / / (wi0pp — Vp(wy) - V) (¢, 0)dodt = 0 (2.2)
Td 0o Jrd

for any test function ¥ € L*(0,T; H'(T?)) such that (T,-) = 0.

Let w be a weak solution of the problem (ZII) and suppose functions v := w4 and v == w_
satisfy supp(u(t,-)) Nsupp(v(t,-)) = ¢, and the closure of the region supp(u(t,-)) Usupp(v(t,-))
is T for every t € [0,T). Here w; = max{w,0} and w_ = max{—w, 0} are positive and negative
part of w, respectively. Moreover we define

U & x o), = U =@ = U =1
te(0,7) te(0,T) te(0,T)

for Q"(t) == {u(t,-) > 0}, QV(t) = {v(t,-) > 0} and I'(t) := 9Q%(t) = 00" (t). If u is smooth in
Q%(t) and I'(t) is smooth, then we have the following strong form of one-phase Stefan problem.

O = Ap(u) in QY
v =g in QY,
u=0 on I,

U(O, ) = uO(')7 U(Oa ) - UO(') on Td'
Using the above notion of weak solutions, our main theorem can be stated as follows.

Theorem 2.1. Assume initial functions ul’, v}, ug and vy satisfy (Ad), (A2) and (A3), and
assume the scaling parameters K = K(N) and € = €(N) satisfy (H1) and (B2). Then there exist

non-negative functions u and v on Qr such that u(t,-)v(t,-) =0 a.e. on T? for each t € (0,T],
and for every 1 € C®(Q7;R?) and £ > 0 we have

T
im0 (| [0, 0009) = (), o090, 000 )| > ) 0.

Moreover, w = u — v is a unique weak solution of the Stefan problem (2Z1)). In particular, the
spatially segregated functions u and v are uniquely determined from the function w.

3. STRATEGY OF PROOF

3.1. Yau’s relative entropy method. In this section, we give the proof of the main theorem
(Theorem [2T]) based on Yau’s relative entropy method which is introduced in [16]. We first
concern a probability part which asserts that at any give time, the microscopic density profile
is close to the macroscopic one in the sense of relative entropy (see Theorem Bl below). Let
uN = {UN(tax)}te[O,T],meT‘}V’ oV = {UN(t’x)}te[O,T},xeT?\, be a pair of solutions of the following
semi-discretized reaction-diffusion system.
N _ AN N N : d

ol (t,z) = ANp(uN (t,2)) — K(N)u® (¢, z)o™ (¢, z) in (0,7) x T,

AN (t,z) = e(N)ANUN (¢, 2) — K(N)u™ (t, z)o™ (t,z) in (0,T) x T%, (3.1)

W (0,2) = u) (z), oV (0,2) = o (z) on T
with initial functions v} and v}’ on T, satisfying the assumptions (A, (AZ) and (AB). Here,
AN is the discrete Laplacian defined by

ANy(z) = N? Z u(z + e;) +u(x — ;) — 2u(z)]
1<5<d
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for any u = {u(w)}xewv where {e;}j=1,. 4 is the normal basis on Z%. Let v’ = V(uN (8),0M ()
be the spatially inhomogeneous product measure on the configuration space Xy with u!¥(t) =
{ulV(t, x)}i’fET?\r and vV (t) = {0V (¢, x)}meT,]iv, and let 1Y be the probability law of ¥ = (77{\,;, né\jt)
on Xy. According to a comparison argument we give in Section [ (see Lemma[5.2]), we can show
that the semi-discretized solutions u”¥ and v" take values in Ry and [0, 1], respectively, which
makes the product measure v;¥ well-defined. Then we can show the following key estimate which

states the microscopic measure y’ is asymptotically close to the measure v}¥.

Theorem 3.1. Assume (Ad), (AB), (B1) and (B2). Then for everyt > 0 we have H(ul¥ |v}) =
o(N%) as N tends to infinity.

Next we extend v and vV on Q7 = [0, T] x T? as simple functions, the extensions are denoted
again with the same notation, by

Nt o) = > uNt,x) Hl

5w ¢>(9j)a
mer 1<]<d N 2N’ N 2N ( )
3.2
N(t,0) = Z (t,z) H 17]7Lﬁ i>(e>j)
xer 1<j<d N IN N TaN

for every t € [0,7] and 6 = (0;);=1,..d € T<¢. For these extended functions «"¥ and vV on Qr,
we can show the following convergence result, which is purely a deterministic problem.

Theorem 3.2. Assume (Adl), (A3), (HI) and (B3). Let u™ and vV be functions on Qr defined
by B2). There exist functions u and v on Qr such that u(0,-) = ug(:), v(0,-) = vo(-) and

u € L*(Qr) NL*(0,T; HY(T?), v € L*(Qr),

0<u<< M, 0<v< M, and uv =0 a.e. in Qr,

u™N — u strongly in L*(Qr) and a.e. in Qr,

vV — v weakly in L*(Qr)

as N tends to infinity. Moreover, w = u—v is a unique weak solution of the problem (Z.1I) with
imiatial function ug — vg.

Theorem [3.1] and Theorem will be proved in Section [ and Section [7, respectively.

3.2. Proof of Theorem [2.11 Once Theorem B.I]and Theorem [B.2] are proved, we can show the
main theorem as follows. Let /¥ and v be the functions on Q7 = [0,7] x T? defined by (B.2).
For any € > 0 and any smooth function ¢ € C°°(T4%), let us define

Al = A1(¢7€) = {77 € XNa <7T{\,ft71/}> - <U’N(t7 ')71/}>L2(']I‘d) > 8}7
Az = «42(7/),5) = {77 € An; <7Té\,[ta¢> - <UN(t? '),w>L2(Td) > 6}'

Then, as a corollary of the entropy inequality, we get

_ log2 + H(pi'|1y)")
~ log(1+1/vY(A))’
The next result is a direct consequence of the exponential Markov inequality.

pp' (A7) =1,2.

Lemma 3.3. For any ) € C™(T9) and e > 0, there exists a positive constant C' = C(e, %1l oo (Tay)
such that

v (Ai(¥,€)) < exp(~CN).
In particular, the above estimate holds uniformly in {¢; ||| o (pay < M} for every M > 0.
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Then by Theorem B.I, we have limpy o0 12 (A; (i (t,-),€)) = 0 for each i = 1,2, t € [0,T],
e>0and ¢ = (¢1,92) € C®(Qr; R?).

Now we estimate the probability appearing in the main theorem (Theorem [21]) by using
Markov’s inequality and the triangle inequality by

T
et /0 Eui\’ U<7ngva w(tv )> - <(U’N(t7 ')7 UN(t7 ))7 1/}>L2(’]I‘d)”dt (3 3)

T
+e! /0 (WN(t,) —ult,), 0N (t,) —v(t, ')),w(t,‘»L?(Td)dt"

We can see that these two terms vanish as N tends to infinity. Indeed, since u”¥ — u and vV — v
weakly in L?(Qr) by Theorem B2 the second term in (3.3]) vanishes as N tends to infinity. On
the other hand, the integrand in the first term can be bounded above by

) At ), )} (3.4)

1=1,2

B,y [W ) — (@ (6, 0V (8 )b ) g

for any &€ > 0. As we will see in forthcoming sections, we have

sup B, [[(m", )] < sup [ NTE, [ Y 0¥ (2)] < Cllll
NeN

NeN
€ :vE']Td

by Lemmal6.1], and sup yep [((u?, 0N), )| < ||9]|oo (M VM,) by Lemmal5.2l Since limpy o0 pi¥ (A;) =
0 for each i = 1,2 as we proved in the above, the first term in ([8.4]) vanishes as N goes to infinity.
Hence we finish the proof since € was arbitrary.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [B.1]

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem [3.I] as a probabilistic problem. For that purpose,
we estimate the derivative of the relative entropy H(uf'|v)) in time argument which is called
the entropy production. First we define a Dirichlet energy for our diffusion dynamics. For any
non-negative function f and probability measure v on the configuration Xy, define

Z Z/ Wf’ﬁejﬂ?ﬂ—f(nl,nz)]2d’/(771,?72),

mer 1<j<d

Dk Z > / )L = () [f (s ™) = £, m2)] *dv (o)

mer 1<j<d

where {e;j};—1 . q is the normal basis of Z%. Then define D = 2N?Dy + 2¢(N)N?Dg. We have
the following estimate of the entropy production.

Proposition 4.1 (Yau's inequality, [12]). For any probability measures {v;}i>0 and m on Xy
which are differentiable in t and full-supported, we have

d

d N *, UVt
9 H () < 2N2D< i;ut>+ [ - oo v
XN

th

v

where Ly is the adjoint operator of Ly on L*(1y) and v, == dvy/dm.
The main ingredients of this section is given as follows.

Theorem 4.2. Assume the same conditions as in Theorem [31. Define fN = dul¥ /dv) and
YN = dv}¥ /dm where m is an arbitrary full-supported probability measure on Xx. Then there
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exist constants C > 0 and small g > 0 such that

(LY1 — O log ¥ )du dt</ eN*Dc (\/fN;vN)dt
[ ] ax-onoia (1¥5)

T
+ CK3eCK? / H(uN N )dt + O(K1eCK” Nd—eo)
0

as N tends to infinity.

Now combining the above main estimate and Yau’s inequality (Proposition E1]) with v, = ;¥

and ¢y = ¥ = dv} /dm, we can give the proof of the probabilistic part (Theorem [B.1]).

Proof of Theorem [31l. We apply Yau’s inequality with v = 1V integrated over [0,¢]. Then,
the time integral of the Dirichlet energy corresponding to Kawasaki dynamics appearing in the
right-hand side of the estimate given in Theorem can be absorbed into the total Dirichlet
energy with negative sign in Yau’s inequality. Therefore, there exists a positive constant C' such
that

t
H(u |v) < H(pd |v) + CK3eK / H(ud [ )ds + O(K e Nd==0)
0

as N tends to infinity. By applying Gronwall’s inequality, noting H (ud'[14d") = O(N d=%0) by the
assumption (AQ]), there exists a positive constant C' = C(T') such that

2
(i ') < (H () 143)) + O(K e Nem)) O™
for every t € [0,T]. Now we take K = K(N) so that K? < 6, log(d2log N) with 1,82 > 0
satisfying C61 < 1and & < (8o Aeg)/2 by assumption (BI)). Then we have eCTVDE* < §5,10g N
so that H(u]|v)) = O(N?=(%/=0)/2) "which is the desired assertion in Theorem B11 O

Hence our task is now to show the main estimate Theorem N

In this subsection, we see that one can linearize some terms in the integrand Lj\}yt 1-0; log N
with the help of so called the ‘multi-variable Boltzmann-Gibbs principle’ and give the proof of
Theorem To see that, fix an arbitrary local function A on X with support in a finite square
box Ay, € T4 and parameter 8 = (B, 32) with 81 > 0 and 0 < 32 < 1. We write

iL(IB) = EU/@ [h]
Assume that there exists a positive constant C' such that
()] < C Y (91, m2(¥))m (y) + g2(y,m2())) (4.1)
yEA,

for every n = (n1,m2) € Xy where g1(y,n2) and g2(y, n2) are polynomials of {ny(z);z € Ay} for
each y € Ay. Given such a local function h, the Boltzmann-Gibbs principle enables us to extract
the “linear part” of h. To see that, we define a residual function R : ']I‘ﬁlv X XJ{, X X]%, —Rof h
by

R(:C "71,772) _T:Bh(’r/lﬂh) - B(uN(t,x),vN(t,x))
- 8lh(uN(t7 .%'), UN(tv 95))(771 (1‘) - uN(tv 1‘))
- 82h(uN(t7 .%'), UN(tv 1‘))(772(1') - UN(t7 .%'))

where u and vV are solutions to the semi-discretized reaction-diffusion system (B.I)) and 0;
denotes the derivative with respect to the i-th component (i = 1,2) for every differentiable
function on R2. In the sequel, we omit the dependence on configuration and simply write as
R(z) = R(x,n1,n2). Then the multi-variable Boltzmann-Gibbs principle is stated as follows.

N
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Theorem 4.3 (The multi-variable Boltzmann-Gibbs principle). Assume (Adl), (B1l) and (B2).
Moreover, assume H(u |[v)) = O(N®). Then there exist positive constants C and &g such that

[/ ZR dtH /CH Nlu)dt + O() N=0)

as N tends to infinity. Moreover, we may take £g = d/(3d + 1).

We postpone the proof of Theorem [£3]in Section [6] and give a proof of Theorem here.

Proof of Theorem [{.2 First we introduce rescaled variables

ooom@) —uN(e) (@) — ot )
e x1(uN(t,z)) 2 x2(vNV (t,))

where x1(p1) = Var,, , [m(0)] = ©(p1)/¢'(p1) and x2(p2) = Vary, , [12(0)] = p2(1—p2) for every
p1 > 0 and 0 < ps < 1. The Boltzmann-Gibbs principle enables us to extract leading terms,

N
and to rewrite the integrand Lj\}yt 1 — dlog®} into a linear combination of w, asymptotically
as N tends to infinity. As one can easily verify, the integrand can be calculated as

* N
Ly vt 1—3t10g1/4v

N
- Z = uN t, .%' )))( (nl(x)) _QO(UN(t’x)))

5N2 2
B T Z (UN(ta 'I) - UN(ta y)) W2 xW2 y +e€ Z ANUN(t’ x)wlm
z,y€Te;|lz—y|=1 z€TY,

uN T UN T
+K ; <(771(x) + 1)%(1 - 772(33))#% —m (23)772(x)>

—Z@tu (t,x)wr g — Z@tv (t, x)wa z.

z€TY, z€TY,

(4.2)

In this identity, we let possibly non-linear terms in w as

N 'LLN T
n= 3 A2 G ) - e, 2)

N t
o] p(ulN(t,z))
eN? N N 2
Iy = - E (0™ (t,2) — 0" (t,y)) “waeway

z,y€Te|z—y|=1

UN X 'UN X
Bk Y (o) + 02 D))o

1)1 —oN(t
glm (@) + ) 1= N (L,

We apply the multi-variable Boltzmann-Gibbs principle (Theorem [A3]) to replace them by linear
combination of rescaled variables wy and wy. First, for Iy let h(n) = g(m (x))— <p( N, )) Then
we have h(8) = o(8)—p(u (t, 7)) s §(8) = Euylg] = ¢(8), which implies h(u™ (£, 7), o™ (¢, 7)) =
0, O1h(uN(t,x),vN(t,x)) = ¢ (W (t,z)) and dph(uN(t,z), vV (t,x)) = 0. Therefore, by the

Boltzmann-Gibbs principle applied to this local function h, there exists a positive constant C
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so that

/ Z {olm(@)) — o™ (t.2)) — & (u” (¢, 2))(m () — uN<t,m>>}dtH

< c/ H(ulNwiydt + O(K N4—#0),
as N tends to infinity. Hence we can approximate I; by I; = ZﬂﬁéT‘fv ANo(uN (t,2))w1 4 as

T T
ENy [ (I — il)dtH < CK3eCK? / H(ulN |uM)dt + O(K1eCK Nd-0)
0

0

noting that the coefficient AN(u® (t,z))/¢(u® (t,z)) has order O(K3¢CX®) in view of the
L*>-estimate for second order discrete derivatives given in Lemma (.7 and the lower bound
o(uN(t,z))"! < Ce®K by Lemma

Next we show that I3 can be decomposed into a linear part plus some residual term which can
be quantitatively estimated. To see that, we take a local function h as the summand appearing
in the definition of I3. Then, since 7; and 72 are independent under our reference measure vg
for any 8 = (B4, B2), we calculate as

(V) oV(ha) S k1 p(B)
i) = (£ TR X G D g(k)‘><1—/32> 51

p(u(t,x)) vV(t )
= 1 - -
205) 1—UN(t,$)/81( Ba) — B152
so that h(u (t,z),v™ (t,x)) = 0. Moreover, the above explicit calculation of h(j3) enables us to
obtain

- 1 (¢
oh(u® (t,x), vV (t,z)) = %uiv(t, )N (t, x),

8QB(UN(t, x), UN(t, x)) = —%.

Therefore, applying the Boltzmann-Gibbs principle again for this local function h, there exists
a positive constant C' such that

N
Euév [

T T
(I3 — fg)dtH < c/ KH(u v )dt + O(K*N¥—#0)
0 0

as N tends to infinity where I3 is defined by

=-K Y uV(tapN(tow,—K Y u N(t, 2)wa .

xer me']l‘d

By this line, replace I (resp. I3) by Ij(resp. I3) and sum up all terms in @Z) to see that linear
terms in rescaled variables w1 and wsy cancel by virtue of the semi-discretized reaction-diffusion
system (B.1)).

Finally we conduct a replacement procedure for I. If we apply the Boltzmann-Gibbs principle
also for I, which is a two-point correlation of wo, then we can replace it by a linear combination
of we. This object is expected to be asymptotically small since each ws , is mean-zero under the
local equilibrium state. To replace I exactly by zero for convenience for PDE part, we use the
following Lemma 4l Note that the object to be replaced here is K2 Z|$_y|:1 Wa z W3 4 since we
have a gradient estimate [VNo (¢, )] = O(¢~'/2K) as N tends to infinity by Lemma [5.8] while
in [7] the diffusion coefficient ¢ for v is a constant which is independent of the scaling parameter
N.
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Lemma 4.4. Assume (Adl), (H1) and (B3). Then for every o > 0 and small k > 0, there exist
C = C(a) > 0 and some small g > 0 such that

By {K > wQ,xwzvy} <aeN*Di () 1V 0]) + CK2H () [9Y) + O(N4=0)

as N tends to infinity.

Now we apply this result for Is to obtain

B, xlI2) < eN*Dic (\/ £5) + CRPH (i 10)Y) + O(N4=0)

for some small g > 0.

O

4.1. Proof of Lemma [4.4]. In this subsection, we prove Lemma [£4l The key idea of the proof
is similar to previous researches ([7], [5] and [§]) so we only give a sketch here. Define

V= K2 Z W2 2W2 zte; VZ = K2 Z @x,f@ﬂﬂ-f-emf

z€TY, z€TY
for each i = 1,...,d. Here {e;};—1 . q is the normal basis of Z% and we defined
S~ 1 1
Gt = T > Gayy Gupi= A7 Y Gasy
¢ + ¢ +
yeAg yEAZ

for G = {Gl“}mel‘?\, with AZ = [0,£ —1]?NZ?. We omit the dependence on i for simplicity. One

can estimate the cost to replace V by its local average V¢ as follows.

Lemma 4.5. Assume (Ad), (B1) and (B3). We choose £ = NY45/4 when d > 2 and ¢ =
N1/2-5 when d = 1 with k > 0 sufficiently small. Then for any o > 0 there exists some
C = C(o, k) > 0 such that

[V =V < aN*Die(\/ £ + C (H(u ) + N1+

when d > 2. When d = 1, we have the same estimate with the last term N% 15 replaced by
N1/2+56

To give a proof of Lemma [£.5], we introduce the notion of flows on graph.

Definition 4.1. Let G = (V, E) be a finite graph where V is a set of all vertices and E is the
set of all edges. For two probability measures p,q on 'V, we call ® = {®(z,y) }{z,y1ep a flow on
G connecting p and q if it satisfies:

® (I)(y,,l?) = _q)(x’y) fOT all {x’y} € Ey
o> v ®(z,2) =p(x) — q(x) holds for all x € V.

In the sequel, we regard any finite subset in Z% as a graph where the set of all bonds means
the set of all pair of two points in that set such that the Euclidean distance between them is 1.
The next result is a key ingredient.

Proposition 4.6 (Flow lemma, [12]). Let &y be the Dirac measure on Z with mass 1 on
0 € Z and let py be the uniform probability measure on Z% with mass on Ay defined by
pe(z) = |A2’|_11AZ+ (z). Moreover, let q; be the probability measure on Z defined by qo(x) =



A STEFAN PROBLEM WITH NON-LINEAR DIFFUSION FROM PARTICLE SYSTEMS 13

pexpe(x) =3 cza Pe(y)pe(x —y). Then there exists a flow ®¢ on AJ, connecting &y and gy such
that ®“(z,y) = 0 for any x € (A3,)¢ and y € Z¢, and that

J4 ifd=1,
ST N ofw,a+e)? < Cagall), ga(t) =4 logt ifd=2,
zeA], 15<d 1 otherwise.

Taking a flow connecting dp and gy, a careful calculation (see [5] or [§]) enables us to write

V-V'=K > Y i (wie—wiete,) (4.3)
1<j<dzeTd,

where h%7 is defined by h/ = ZyeAQ wa z—y(11,12) @ (y, y + €;). Note here that h&7 is invariant
2

under the transformation n; — n®*%¢ for any y € Ag} and j = 1,...,d. Moreover, since wy

and wy zwo, With x # y has average zero under v}, there exists a positive constant C' which is

independent of NV such that
E,n[hg’] =0, Var,y[hy’] < Cga(£)e* K
by the flow lemma (Proposition 48] and the lower bound of " according to Lemma [5.2]

Lemma 4.7. Assume (Ad) and let f be any density with respect to v{¥. Then we have
hbi — vl = / [ T . dv) + R,; (4.4
S Wi~y = [ W [0 — Sl 4 Ry (1)
for every x € Tﬁl\, and j =1,...,d. Moreover, the error term R, ; is bounded as
[Rag| £ CEOHN ()~ 0¥ (0 ) [ W) (4.5
XN
We next bound the summand in ([£3) with the help of the above results. Dg(f;v) =

er’ﬂ‘d Z_] 1,..d Ka:a:+e;(f v).

Lemma 4.8. Assume (Adl) and let f be any density with respect to v{¥. Then there exists a
positive constant C' such that for every 8 >0, x € Tﬁl\, and j=1,....,d,

, C ,
/ h5I (woe — waate,) fAV) < BDKwwre, (W i) + EGSCIK/ (W) fdv) + Ry
XN XN

and each error term R, ; satisfies the bound (A.I). Here,

1

DK zate; (f31) = 5/){ [F O,y ) — f(771,772)]2dy(n)

Proof of Lemma[{.3. Recalling the representation of V — V* in (&3], we estimate

EugV[V—VZ K? Z Z / he’] W2:1:_W2$+e])ft th .
1<j<dzeTY,

We apply Lemma B8 for f = fN = dul¥/dv}, taking 8 = aeN?K~2 with a > 0. Then the
above quantity is bounded above by

asNZDK(\/F,ij) CK EEY Z/ (R dpy + K2 > Y Rej.

1<j<d zeT¢, AN 1<j<d zeT4,
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Recall that the residual term R, ; has the bound (@3] for every z € T4 and j = 1,...,d.
Since [V (t,x) — vV (t,z + ¢;)| < Ce™/2K N~ by the gradient estimate given in Lemma [5.6]
estimating |h57| < 1+ (h%7)2, we have

K?Ri 4] < 051/2K3N16301K/ (1+ (R57)?)dpY
Xn

for every x € ']I‘ﬁlv and j = 1,...,d. Therefore, the expectation with respect to u of V. — V¥ is
bounded above by

OéﬁNQDK( / ; th )+C€_1K4N_1 3C1 K Z Z hf,] dﬂ/ +C€_1/2K3 301KNd 1
1<_7<dg;e’1rd

with some positive constant C' = C(«). For the second term, noting that the random variables
{h%7} are (20 — 1)-dependent, we decompose the summation Zmeﬁl“}\, into ZyeAQZ Zze(u)l‘;{,mr;{,
and then apply the entropy inequality. Then we have

Z/ (REI)2dulN <471 Z ( Ny —i—log/ H e Z+y)2d1/ >
XN yerd,

z€TY, N ze(a0)T4,NTY,
.
B A G TR S By
2€(40)T¢NTY, A

for every v > 0. Moreover recall here that by the flow lemma stated in Proposition [4.6] we can
estimate the variance of h

o2 = sup Var,,~ [hi’j] < Cdgd(€)€201K
xe’]l“]iwjzl,...,d ‘

with g4(¢) in Proposition Therefore, applying the concentration inequality,
»
log/ eV(h“J)QdVgV <2
XN

for every 0 < v < Coo~2. Hence, choosing v~ = Cy 1 Cyg4(£)e*“1 5| we can see that B~ V-V
is bounded above by

aeN* D (\/ ;) + CeWlga(O) KA KN (H () [v)) + NU) 4+ Ce™V2K33O K N,

Now recall that the assumptions (BI) and (B2) assured the growth rate of K and ¢! was
suppressed by a monomial of N with a sufficiently small exponent. In particular, divergent
elements in the above display along the parameters K and ¢! can be absorbed into N in the
denominators so that we may treat K and ¢! as if they were constants independent of N.
Hence we complete the proof by choosing ¢ = NV4=%/d when d > 2 and ¢ = NY/2% when
d=1. O

Lemma 4.9. Choose { = NY4=r/4 yhen d > 2 and £ = NY?>=% when d = 1. For any k > 0,
there exists a positive constant C' such that

B[V < ORX(H(u |[v¥) + N*-1+)

when d > 2. When d = 1, the last term on the right hand side of the above is replaced by N/*t%.
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5. SEVERAL ESTIMATES FOR THE REACTION-DIFFUSION SYSTEM (B.1))

Lemma 5.1 (Comparison principle). Let ¢ be a differentiable non-decreasing function on R
and let (t,u) — f(t,z,u) be a Cl-smooth function on [0,T] x RN for every € TY. Let
N — {UN(tax)}Do,xeT;{, be a solution of

O™ (t, ) = ANp(u™ (8, 2)) + f(t,2,u™ (¢)) (5.1)
and let uY (resp. u ) be super- (resp. sub-) solution of (5.), namely, ul} (resp. u”) satisfies
the equatz’on BI) with “>7 (resp. “<”) instead of the equality. Assume that u¥ (0,z) > u (¢, z)
(resp. uN(0,2) < N(O,x)) holds for every x € T%. Then we have that ul (t,z) > u®(t, )
(resp. uN(t,x) < uN(t,x)) holds for every t € [0,T] and x € T%.

The proof is intuitively given as follows. We may only consider super-solutions since sub-

solutions can be treated in the same way. Suppose there exists some point (g, z() such that

ul (to,z0) = uMN(to,mp). Then, since uf is a super-solution of (I and ¢ is an increasing

function, we have
O (uff —u™)(to, zo)
> AN (p(ud) — (™)) (to, 20) + (f (to, o, u} (to)) — f(to, x0,u™ (o))

2d
= Z (90(“1) - SO(UN))(to,xo +e€j) >0
j=1

where we set e; 4 = —e; for every j = 1,...,d. The above estimate implies that uf —ul is

positively drifted at the point (¢g,z¢) and thus the solution uV will not be able to exceed the
super-solution uf for any time ¢ € [0, 7.

Proof of Lemma 5. We show the assertion only for super-solutions since sub-solutions can be
treated similarly. Let ulY be a super—solution of (1)) satisfying u% (0,2) > u™¥(0,z) for every
T € ']I"]i\,. Then, by definition of super-solution, uf satisfies

oy (t,x) > AN (t, ) + f(t, TN (1))
for every ¢ € [0,T] and = € T4,. Then subtracting (5.1)) on the above display to get
Bl —u™)(t,2) > AN (ulY — ™) (b, 2) + (b2, up (b)), u() (ul — ™) (t2).  (5.2)
Here, f = f(t,x,ul (t),u"V (1)) is defined by
fltzul (1) = f(t 2, 0™ (1))
Ftaa @) = ,,F 0w

t,x,u if ul¥(t,z) = uN(t,z).
8’&(1’)( ) w=uN (1) +( ) ( )

Let M := Supy )ef0,77xT4, |f(t, 2, ul (t),u" (t))] and let w (¢, ) be a function defined by

if ul (t,2) # uMN(t,2),

Nt o) = (Wl (t,2) — u™ (t,2))eM + 26 — e

for any € > 0. Note here that such M < oo exists since uf (¢, z) and u'¥ (¢, z) are both continuous
in t for every x € T4,. Moreover, by the assumption for the initial function we have w® (0, z) > 0
for every x € ']I‘?V. In the sequel, we prove w’¥ > 0 in [0,7] x Tﬁl\, by showing contradiction.
Suppose there exists a point (tg,zo) € (0,T] x T4 such that w? (tg,79) = 0 for the first time
and w™ (t,x) > 0 for every t € [0,t9) and = € T4 Then, since (¢, 7o) attains minimum of w?
in [0,t0] x T%, we have d,w (to, zg) < 0 and ANw™ (tg, z0) = AN (Ul — ul)(tg, z9)eMP > 0.
In particular, since @(uf (to, z0)) — @(u (to, z0)) = ¢'(@)(u} — u™)(ty,z0) for some @ between
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uﬂ\rf (to,z0) and u™ (tg,z0) by the mean-value theorem, recalling the definition of the discrete
Laplacian A and that ¢ is non-decreasing, we deduce AN (p(uf (to, z0)) —p(u (to, z0))) Mt >
0. Therefore, we have

o™ (tg, zg) — AN (gp(uf(to,xo)) — o(u (to, z9)))eMt < 0. (5.3)
On the other hand, letting @ = uf — 4", we have

™ (to, z0) — AN (p(ul (to, z0)) — ¢(u™ (to, 20)))
= (0™ (to, o) + Ma™ (to, o)) ™™ + ce™ — (p(uf (to, z0)) — (™ (to, 0))) ™™
> (= f(to,z0, @™ (to),u (to)) + M) (to, z0)e™™ + ce~"

since uf is a super-solution. However, recalling the definition of M, the last quantity is bounded

from below by a strictly positive constant, which is contradiction to (B.3]). Therefore, we have
wh > 01in [0,7) x T so that u (t,z) —u¥ (t,z) > e(e™t —2)e M! for every (¢,z) € [0,T] x T4,.
Since € > 0 was taken arbitrary, we complete the proof by letting ¢ tends to zero.

In the sequel, let " and vV be a solution of semi-discretized system (B.I). Applying the
above comparison theorem, we get the following uniform estimates for values of u” and v"
which is independent of V.

Lemma 5.2. Assume there exist constants C1 > 0, M, > 0 and 0 < M, <1 such that
e <N 0,2) < M, e K <oN(0,2) < M,
for every x € ']I‘ﬁlv. Then, there exists a constant C = C(C1,T) > 0 such that
e K <ulN(t,x) < M, e K <oN(t,z) <M,
for every t € [0,T] and = € T%. In particular, (uN,vV) takes values in Ry x [0,1].

Proof. This can be done due to the comparison theorem given above. First, we can easily see
that the zero-function is a sub-solution for both two equations of the system (3.1]) so that we
may assume u” and vV are non-negative. Then, we see that the constant function M, (resp.
M,) is a super-solution for the first (resp. second) equation of the system (B.]) and the upper
bound is thus proved. Next we show the lower bound. Let us define vV (t,2) = e~ 1K= MoKt
and vV (t, 1) = e7C1Ke=MuKt Then by the assumption, we have u™ (0,z) > vV (0,2) = e~ 1K

and vV (0,z) > vV (0,2) = e~ 1K for every z € T%. Moreover, since u’¥ and vV are spatially
homogeneous, we have

oY (t,x) = ANp(u (t, ) — KM (t,2) < AN (t,z)) — KoV (t,2)uN (¢, ),
o (t,x) = eANON (t,2) — KM (t,z) < eANuN (t,2) — Ku® (t, 2)0" (t, x)
for every t € [0,7] and x € ']I‘ﬁlv noting u” and vV stay non-negative. Therefore, uV and vV

are sub-solutions and thus we obtain the desired lower bound again by the comparison principle

(Theorem [5.1). O
Lemma 5.3. We have that

T
1 N N
Jsvlé%/o ~i %:d K(N)YuN (¢, )N (¢, z)dt < M,.
zely

Proof. From the first equation of ([B.0)), integrating over ¢ € [0,7] and = € T4 to represent the
integration of reaction term by terms which are independent of K(N). Since summation over
z € T4 of ANuN (¢, ) vanishes and the term involving time derivative becomes an integration on
the boundary, the proof is obvious in view of the uniform boundedness of 4" (Lemma [5.2). O
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Recall for every ¢ € N we denote Ay = [—£,¢]Y N Z? the centered rectangle with length
20 + 1 and we write its volume as |A;| = (2¢ + 1)¢. We have the following energy estimates for
semi-discretized solutions u” and vV

Lemma 5.4. Assume v’ and vV are bounded non-negative solution of [B1)). Then there exists

a positive constant C' such that
/ > IVNuN(t z)Pdt < CNY, / > (W) IVNoN (¢, ) Pdt < N
z€TY, z€TY,
Moreover, we have

/ Z <|A£| > (WNte+2) - uN(t,x))>2dt < ON202,

zENy

Proof. According to the first equation of the semi-discretized reaction-diffusion system (B.I]), the
summation by parts formula gives

19 Z uN (t,z)? = Z uV (t,2) (AN p(u (t,2)) — Ku™ (¢, 2)0N (t,2))

20t
z€TY, z€TY,

= Z (= VNNt ) VN (t, 7)) — KuM (t,2)*0N (¢, 2))

d
z€Tg,

—cp Z (VVuN (t, )2

d
z€Ty

IN

with ¢g > 0. Here in the last estimate we used the mean-value theorem (note here that the
function ¢ is assumed to be differentiable and non-decreasing) and dropped the second term in
the penultimate line. Therefore, noting the boundedness of u!V, integrate over time argument
t € [0,T)] to get the desired energy estimate. The assertion for vV can be shown similarly.

On the other hand, by Jensen’s inequality we have

(ﬁ S (W2 - uN(t,x))> <o S ) - ()

zENy

For every z € ']I' %> we can take a shortest path yo,...,y|;| from 0 to z, namely, yo = 0, y,| = 2
and |y;41 —v;| = 1 foreach i = 0, ..., |z| — 1. Then, decompose u'¥ (t, z+z) —u™ (t,z) = [u" (t,z+
2) —uN(tx+ypp )]+ W (¢ a4 y1) —u (¢ 2)] and use (a1 + - +ap)? <n(af+--+a2)
to conclude

|z]—1
NEST ST (Wt 2) —uV(,2)* < 30 N 12 DD VYN (¢ + )2
z€TY, z€N, mET%,ZEA[ i=0
= 2P Y IV ()
zENy JBET?\;

Now integrating over ¢ € [0,7] and using the first assertion which is proved in the above, the
last quantity is bounded above by C¢?+2N9 for some C' > 0. Hence, dividing by (2¢ + 1)¢, we
get the second assertion and complete the proof. ]

Next we give some L>®-estimates for discrete gradient for v/ and v™V. To see that, it is crucial
to estimate discrete derivatives of the fundamental solution of divergence operators correspond-
ing to v’V and v", for which the next result by [4] is applicable.
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Proposition 5.5 ([4]). Let p(t,z,y) be the fundamental solution corresponding to a symmetric,
uniform elliptic divergence operator £ on Z®. Then there exist positive constants C' and ¢ such
that

IVVp(t, 2, y)| < CN(tV 1) 2p(ct, x,y)

d
for everyt >0 and x,y € T.

Then, as indicated in [7] or [5], letting p™ (¢,z,y) be the fundamental solution correspond-
ing to a symmetric, uniform elliptic divergence operator £V on ']I‘?V, we have pN (t,z,y) =
Y heNzd p(N?t,z,y + k) for every t > 0 and z,y € T%. Therefore, applying the result by [4]
(Proposition [5.5), we obtain an estimate

VYN (L, 2, y)| < CV2pN (et 2, y). (5.4)

Now by applying this L°°-estimate for discrete gradient of the fundamental solution, we can
also estimate discrete derivatives of 4" and v"V. The proof is similar to [6], which concerns a
fast-reaction limit problem for one-species model.

Lemma 5.6. There exists a positive constant C' such that
IVNUN (8, 2)| < K(Cy+ Ct/?)

for every t € [0,T] and x € ']I"Ji\, provided the assertion holds at time t = 0.

Proof. First we take j-th discrete derivative 85\7 to the first equation of (B to deduce

8t8§VuN(t, x) = AN(?JNcp(uN(t, x)) — K@jv (uN(t, x)vN(t, x)) (5.5)

The first term in the right-hand side of the last identity can further be calculated as
ANachp(uN (t,z))

= NVY - V(o (t, 2 + ¢))) — p(u (t,2)))

= N2V [t (t2 + ) — o (o + ¢ — €))) — (o (L) — (¥ (b — e))] ey o

However, by Taylor’s theorem, there exist u; between u™ (t, z +e;) and u™ (¢, z), and us between
uN (t,z +e; — e;) and u (¢, ) such that

go(uN(t, r+ej5)) — gp(uN(t, r+e;—e)) zajgp(uN(t, x))(uN(t, r+ej)— uN(t, r+ej— ei))

+ #(w) (N (t,z +ej) — uN(t,ac))2

(uN(t,x +ej—e)— uN(t,x))z.

Similarly, we also have an expansion
o (t,x)) — p(u (t,x — e;)) =0;0(ul (¢, x))(uN(t, z) —ulV(t,x — ¢i))
- @(“N(ta@ —uM(tz — )’
for some u3 between u® (t,z — ¢;) and u” (¢, ). Hence we can rewrite (53] as
&@JNUN(I?, x) = ENajVuN(t, x)+ Ry(t,x) — K@;V (uN (¢, 2)oN (¢, 7)) (5.6)
where £}V is a second order discrete divergence operator defined by
LYw(x) = VN - (W (t, 1) VNw(x)

for any real-valued function w on the configuration space X. Regarding uV as a given function
in the above definition, we can easily see that the operator £{ is a symmetric, non-positive
linear functional on ¢2(T%). Therefore, there exists a fundamental solution corresponding to
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the operator £ on T%;, which is denoted by p (t,z,%). Hence we apply Duhamel’s principle
to the above identity (5.6 to obtain

aN N, x) = Zpl (t,z yaN N, x) + / Zpl —s,2,y)R,(s,y)ds

yETd ETd
t
- K Z pjlv(t_S’x’y)ajv(uN(Say)vN(Say))ds
0 yeT,
for every j = 1,...,d. Recall here that R, is a divergence form of quadratic function of u” and

also note that the third term in the last identity is a divergence form. Therefore, integration
by parts combining with an estimate (5.4) for p”¥ and the uniform boundedness of u” and vV
given in Lemma enables us to deduce

VYUt Iz < CIVYu™(0, )IILw+C/ 8) 72V NN (s, ) oo ds

for some positive constant C'. Now let m(t) := supp<g<; SUD, T, |VNuN(s,2)|. Then combining
with the assumption for VN4 (0,z), there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

m(t) < CVitm(t)? + CK
for every ¢t € [0,T]. By solving this quadratic inequality, we have

t) < 1—+1—-4C?2Kt
= 20/t

provided t < t, := (4C2K)~2 where the other inequality can be rejected due to an estimate
around ¢ = 0 by the assumption for the initial value m(0) and the continuity of ¢ — m(t). Since
the right-hand side of the last estimate is increasing in time ¢, we obtain m(t) < 2CK for every
t < 1.

On the other hand, we derive an estimate for the other range (¢.,7] of the interval [0,T].
To see that, one can notice that the non-linear diffusion operator ANp(-) can be regarded as a
linear Laplacian. Indeed, we have for any real-valued function u on ']I"Ji\, that

ANVp(u(e)) = VY- 7V (u(z)) = V- 1 (¢ (2, €5 0) 07 ()

j=1,...d

where 7_ denotes the shift to the direction (—1,...,—1) € R? acting on any d-dimensional
vectors, and ¢'(z, e;;u) is defined by

o(u(z +e5)) — ¢(u(x)) il o) £l
go'(x,ej;u): u(x + ej) —u(x) fu(z +e;) # u(x),

¢ (u(x)) if (e + e;) = ula).
Now let £ be a second order discrete divergence operator defined by

Lévw(:v) =vVN.r., (SDI(% €5} uN(t))aij(x))j:L___,d

for every real-valued function w on the configuration space X. Similarly for the operator £V

given above, the operator £V is a symmetric, non-positive linear functional on EZ(T%) when
u!V is regarded as a given function. Therefore, there exists a fundamental solution pév (t,z,y)
corresponding to the operator £ satisfying an derivative estimate (5.4). By virtue of Duhamel’s
principle applied to the first equation of the discrete reaction-diffusion system (B.II), we thus

obtain

Nit,x) = b (t 2, y)u™ (0,y) K/ > ot — s, y)u (s,y)0" (s, y)ds.

yer ETd



20 K. HAYASHI

Then, take the discrete derivative to j-th direction and use Lemma to get obtain
VNN (¢, 2)| < CtV% + CKt'/?

for some positive constant C, which holds true for every ¢ € (0,7]. In particular, we have
|IVNuN(t,z)] < CK for every t > t, and thus we complete the proof by combining with the
above estimate which holds for small time ¢ < .. O

Moreover, we have an L°°-estimate for second order discrete derivatives in the next Lemma
B2 This is needed to estimate AN p(uN(t,2)) when applying the Boltzmann-Gibbs principle
for a possibly non-linear term which comes from the zero-range generator. The proof of Lemma
5.7 can be done analogously in [6]. Since it is complicated and the main idea is similar to that
of Lemma (.0, we omit the proof here.

Lemma 5.7. There exists a positive constant C such that
VYN (8 2))] < OKPeCK

for every t € [0,T] and x € T?V provided the assertion holds at time t = 0. In particular, there
exists a positive constant C = C(T') such that

AN (1 2))] < O
for every t € [0,T] and = € T .

In the proof of the L*-estimate for first order derivatives given in Lemma [5.6] we used
Duhamel’s principle twice. This is because the fundamental solution p” (¢, z,y) may not has the
symmetry in spatial variables x and y in general. Indeed, since the heat kernel generated by
usual Laplacian is symmetric in spatial variables, we can deduce an L*°-estimate by applying
Duhamel’s principle directly in the second equation of (B for vV as follows.

Lemma 5.8. There exists a positive constant C' such that

VNN (8, 2)] < e V2K (Cy+ Ct/?)
or every t € [0,T] and x € T, provided the assertion holds at time t = 0.
f Y [ ) N D

Proof. Let pév (t,x,7) be the heat kernel corresponding to the discrete Laplacian A on ’]1‘5{,
satisfying the derivative estimate given in Proposition By applying Duhamel’s principle to
the second equation of (B.I), we have

t
o (t,z) = Z o (0, y)pd (et, x,y) — K/ Z u® (s, 9)0N (s, y)pd (e(t — ), z,)ds
yeTd, 0 yeTd,

for every ¢t € [0,T] and z € Tﬁl\,. Then, taking the discrete gradient for both sides to conclude
that

N_N N_N N v N_N _
VNN () < D IVNON(0,y)lpo (et 2, y) + CK ; > VP (e(t — 5), 2, y)|ds.

yeTY yeTY

Here we used the symmetry of the discrete heat kernel pév in spatial arguments to estimate the
first term, while the second estimate can be deduced by the uniform boundedness of vV and

o (Lemma [£.2]). Hence we complete the proof in view of the assumption and the derivative
estimate (5.4]). O
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6. THE MULTI-VARIABLE BOLTZMANN-GIBBS PRINCIPLE

In this section, we prove the multi-variable Boltzmann-Gibbs principle (Theorem [£.3]), which
is a crucial estimate to replace a multi-variable local function by a linear combination of rescaled
variables w; and ws. First we give the proof of the Boltzmann-Gibbs principle with some main
ingredients at hand which are to be proved in forthcoming subsections. Several estimates for
truncation (Lemmas and [0.7]) and main estimates for residual terms (Lemmas [6.8], and
[6.12) to prove the Boltzmann-Gibbs principle are given in Subsection and [6.4], respectively.
In the sequel, we fix a local function h with support in a finite square box A;, € ']I"Jj\, satisfying the
bound (41]). Recall here that for this local function h we defined its residual term R(z) = R(z,n)
by

R(.%') :Tmh(m, 772) - B(UN(t7 .%'), UN(t7 .%'))
= Oth(uM (t, @), 0N (t2)) (m (2) — ™ (8, 2))
= Ooh(uM (t, @), 0N (8, 2)) (ma(x) — o™ (¢, 2)).

Throughout this section, we denote by nf(z) = [A]~! >sen, Mi(z + 2) local averages in a box
with width £ € N for each i = 1,2 and = € ']I"]j\,. Moreover, let

yi(z) = |A|Z?7196+Z)—u (t,2), y2(z) = |A|Z7719€+Z)—u (t,x))

LISV 2€N,

and let

- 1 .
(@) = Y e+ 2) —u b +2), ) = ,A,Z;anwz)—v (t.x+2))

be scaled local averages around a site * € T4. We write y(z) = (y1(),y2(x)) and j(z) =

(41(2), 92(x)), and we define their norms by |y(z)| = |y1(z)|+|y2(2)| and [g(z)| = [71(z)[+]g2(2)],
for every x € ']I‘ﬁlv. We first give the proof of our Boltzmann-Gibbs principle.

Proof of Theorem [{.3 First we conduct a truncation procedure which enables us to focus on
bounded type-1 configuration where there are finite numbers of particles on each site. By

Lemma and [6.7] we have

d A—
EutN[ > R(x)} < Euy [ > R@s.., mea<a) } +ON‘A™!
z€TY, z€TY,
CN¢ CA2N?
S Euiv[ Z R(fﬂ)l{zz@h m(x+z)§A}1{n{(x)§B} ] 1 + B

d
z€Ty

Now we decompose the summand in the last quantity as R; + Rs + R3 where

Ri(z) = (R, m+azay — B[RO prn<aylii (@) 05@)) Lt <y

)1

Ry(z) = By [R(z)1 {zZeAhnl(x+z)§A}|771($), m5(x )1 ()< By Lly(@) <o}
¢
Up)

R3(x) = VE[R@)l{zzeAh m(e+2)< Ay 7 (@), m5 (2 )Lt ()< By Ly (@) >8)

with a sufficiently small positive constant §. In forthcoming subsections, we give quantitative
estimates for Ry, Ry and R3 in Lemma [6.8, G.I1] and 6.12] respectively. Combining these
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estimates altogether, there exists a positive constant C' = C'(d) such that

[/Z x)dt

z€TY,

] / CH(u |vN)dt + CAT'N? 4 CAB™'N? + Cy{ 'K N

+ C(N/O) e + C(N/O) + CLiNT271y, 12 A2
+ CPNT2"Y B +1) + CNYAT1OE

where A = N4, B = N%B, v; = N, [ = N with positive integers a4, ap, a,, and ay
satisfying a. + a4 + ay, + (d+2)ay —2 < 0. Taking B = A? for convenience, the above display
can further be bounded by

/ CH(uN|v]N)dt + CATIN? + Cy KN+ C(N/O) 4 Ce U2 NI 24, A2 + CA 1O E

for sufficiently large N. Now we fix indices by g9 = oz = ag = a,, = day = 2 — (. + 2004 +
(d+ 2)ay + vy, ) so that we may take eg = d/(3d + 1). Therefore, we obtain

IEN[ / > R( } / CH(ulN|v)N)dt + O(K Na—#0)
z€TY
and thus we complete the proof of the Boltzmann-Gibbs principle (Theorem [A.3]). O

6.1. Preliminary estimates.

Lemma 6.1. Assume H(ud |1)Y) = O(N9) as N tends to infinity. Then we have
En[ Y (@) +m()] = O(N?).

xeT%
Proof. Since creation of new particles does not occur in our dynamics, applying the entropy
inequality, we obtain for each ¢ = 1,2 that

Exn[ D m@)] <Ex[ > n@)] <y Hpd lvg) ++ " og B, [e7 2]
z€TY, z€TY,
<A H ) |vY) + 4N max log E,n [e'ym(m)]
:BET

for every positive v. However, since both zero-range processes have uniform exponential moment
with sufficiently small v with respect to equilibrium measures, the second term in the right-hand
side of the above display has order O(N¢). Thus we complete the proof recalling the assumption
H(u'|vg') = O(NY). O

Lemma 6.2. For every vy >0, 8= (01,52) € (0,00) x (0,1) and t > 0, we have
H (i |vs) = H(uy' [v¥) + O(N?)
as N tends to infinity. In particular, H(ud) |vg) = O(N?) if H(ud |v)) = O(N9).

Proof. By definition of relative entropy, we have
N Ny, N dv¥
H(pi' vg) = H(pg' vy ) + log ———dy;" .
XN dl/ﬁ

Moreover, noting uniform boundedness of vV and v"V by Lemma and that the partition
function Z,, = 3 ez, ©(p1)*/g(k)! and @(p1) are increasing in p; > 0, we have for every
keZs

dV{Vt

=(m(x) =k) =

Z, SD(UN(taSU))k< Zp,  p(M,)*F
dvg, ’

ZuN(t,a:) (P(/Bl)k N ZefclK (P(/Bl)k
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However, our zero-range jump rate g satisfies g(k) > Ck by the assumption (LG), we have
Zy, > Zkez+(ap(p1)/6’)k/k! = e#(P)/e > 1 for every p; > 0. Therefore, we obtain

N
log Tt < Nlog Z5, + log PX [ 3 ()] = O(VY)
dugl B ! (P(/Bl) He

d
z€Ty

as N tends to infinity, noting £~ (> m(@)] = O(N?) by LemmalB.Il. For type-2 configuration,
on the other hand, we have a uniform bound

dvd, v (t, ) 1—oN(t, )
ot =27 — (1 - <
et m(e) = () + 1 = () < €
so that E,[log dué\ft /dvg,] has order O(N?) and thus we complete the proof. O

6.2. Spectral gap estimates. Next we give some preliminary results for spectral gaps. Before
that, we introduce the restriction of zero-range and Kawasaki processes on single component
as follows. Let LY and L be generators corresponding to zero-range and Kawasaki dynamics
with one species, respectively. Namely, for any f : X ]{, — R the zero-range generator L% acts as

Lyfm) = > gm@)FoY) = fim)l,

x,ye']l‘?l\,,|m—y|:1

while the Kawasaki generator L9 acts for any f: X% — R as

Lyfp) = > m@)A-n@)fusY) - fp)

z,y€TY |Jz—y|=1

For each £ € Z, let Ay = [—£,£]*NZ< and let LY , and L , be restriction of LY and L on Ay,
respectively, defined by

Ly fm)= > gm@)miY) — fom))

and

Ly oftm) = > m@@=n@)fn3?) - fip).

{L’,yEA[,|!L'*y|:1

Given a weight v = {u(z) : x € Ay} € Rﬁ“, we denote the restriction on Ay of the product
measure v, by vi,¢. When the weight is spatially homogeneous, i.e. u(x) = f; for every
x € Ay, we write vy ,,¢ = vy, ¢ with abuse of notation. When there are j; (j1 € Z) type-1
particles on Ay, the canonical measure v1 g, ¢.j, = v1,8,0(*|D_4en, m(x) = j1), which is in fact
independent of Sy, is invariant for a process generated by LY, Similarly, for every js € Z and
B € [0,1], a measure va8, 7.5, = V2,8, 0(" | D_pep, M2(x) = j2) is defined and it turns out to be
invariant under the dynamics generated by L - Hereafter we denote by LY 0, (resp. L, j2)
the zero-range (resp. Kawasaki) generator acting on every real-valued functions on type-1 (resp.
type-2) configurations such that the total numbers of type-1 (resp. type-2) particles is j; (resp.
ja)-

Proposition 6.3 ([I4]). Assume the jump rate g satisfies (LG). Then there exists a positive
constant C such that the zero-range generator L‘Z& j satisfies a spectral gap estimate with inten-

sity y7+ > CL™2 for every 0,5 € Zy, that is, Vary, , , If1 </ _L%,é,jf>L2(V1,51,e,j
real-valued function f on the configuration space of the zero-range generator LY, i

) for every
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Proposition 6.4 ([I5]). There ezists a positive constant C' such that the Kawasaki generator
Lo satisfies a spectral gap estimate with intensity v, L'> 02 for every £,j € Zy, that is,
Vary, 5, [f] < 7(f, —L%thz(,,2 Bartd) for every real-valued function f on the configuration
space of the Kawasaki generator Ly

Note that when the small parameter €(N) tends to zero, the spectral gap for our Kawasaki
dynamics diverges. Since our diffusion dynamics generated by N2Lz + (N)Lx is governed by
both zero-range dynamics for type-1 particles and Kawasaki dynamics for type-2 particles, we
get a spectral gap estimate by combining the above result for Kawasaki and zero-range dynamics.

Lemma 6.5. We fix any { € Z and (j1,j2) € Z%—' Let 1 be a spectral gap for the zero-range
generator L%,é,jl and let vo be a spectral gap for the Kawasaki generator L?(,é,jz' Then, the

generator Ly ¢ + €Ly j, satisfies a spectral gap estimate with intensity (2v, + 2e 1)L

Proof. We take an arbitrary function f : Xy — R. We abbreviate the parameter g = (f1, 82)
and ¢ € N here, and recall that our reference measure has a product form v = v; ® vo with this
convention. By an elementary inequality (a + b)? < 2a® + 2b? for a,b € R, we have

Vaer,j1®V2,j2 [f] < 2EV1,j1®V2,j2 [(f - EVl,jl [f])2] + 2EV1,J'1 2,5y [(EVl,jl [f] - EVl,jl ®v2,j, [f])Q]

Since the zero-range generator satisfies a spectral gap estimate with intensity -, ! the first term
in the above display can be bounded above by

271 B, 3, (s =Lz ) r20n ;) = 200, =Lz ) 12001 5, @va 1)

On the other hand, due to a spectral gap estimate for Kawasaki dynamics, the second term can
be bounded above by

25_1’)/2 <EV1Aj1 [f]? _gLK,Z,jQEl/l,jl [f]>L2(l/27j2) S 25—1,72<f7 _ELK,Z7j2f>L2(I/1’J’1 ®l/27]'2)'

Here in the last estimate we used Jensen’s inequality noting the Dirichlet energy for Kawasaki
dynamics f — (f, =Lk f) L2(1p) I8 a convex functional which can be deduced from convexity
of quadratic functions. Hence we obtain the desired spectral gap estimate for total generator
Lz, +€Lky , and complete the proof. ]

We write Lz ¢4 5, = Lz¢4.j,Ts and Lk ¢z i, = Lk ¢z, 7 where {7;},c7a is a shift acting for
any real-valued function f on Xy as 7, f(:) = f(7,-) where m,n(z) = n(xz + z) for every n € Xy.
Note here that spectral gap is not affected by spatial shifts since our dynamics is translation-
invariant. Hence for any ¢ € Z,, x € T4 and (j1,j2) € Z2, due to the above lemmas, we see
that our diffusion dynamics generated by Lz, j, + €Lk ¢4 j, has a spectral gap with intensity

2y 42 )t > C(R 4+ ?) 7 > Cer?

for sufficiently small € = e(N).

6.3. Truncation estimates.

Lemma 6.6. Let A = Ay = N where ay is a positive constant. Then there exists a positive
constant C such that

d A—
m[ S R@I sy mieron] < ONUA!

d
z€T4

for sufficiently large N.
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Proof. By the entropy inequality with any positive constant v, we can bound the left-hand side
of the assertion as

E,x [ IR@)Is, , maty)>a)]
x
<y H (Y ) 49 log By [ O GRe, mis )
<o TH () o AT Y log B [ e o=
x
=7 H (1Y)
+ 'y*l]Ah\*l Z log (1 — I/tN( Z m(z+y) > A) + EVtN [eW‘AhHR(x”l{ZyeAh 771(93+y)>14}]>
x yEAy

where in the second estimate we decomposed T4, into |Aj| regular sublattices
{7.(|A|Y4/NZ)?; 2 € Ay} and applied Holder’s inequality. Furthermore, using an elementary
inequality log(1 4+ z) < x for £ > 0 and then Markov’s inequality, the second term in the last
display can be bounded from above by

Y HARATE ST B[ Y i + )l IR@I

zeTy, yEARL
However, since sup, £,y [zye/\h m(z + y)erltnl |R(m)‘] stays finite for sufficiently small v which

is independent of N, the last quantity has order O(N¢A~1) and thus we complete the proof. [

Lemma 6.7. Let B = By = N%B with a positive constant ag and let £ be a positive integer.
Then there exists a positive constant C' such that

d -1
EH£V|: Z |R($)|1{226Ah 771($+Z)§A}1{n{(a:)>B} < CN°AB
xeT%
for sufficiently large N.

Proof. Since the local function h satisfies the bound (4.1]), we see that |R(m)|1{zyeA m (z+y)<A}

has order O(A) as N tends to infinity. Therefore, applying Markov’s inequality to the indicator
function 1 {0 ()>B}’ the left-hand side of the assertion can be bounded from above by

CAB_lEuév[ Z nf(x)]
mGT%

with some positive constant C'. However, noting an identity >, n{(z) = 3__ m (), Lemma
for the total number of particles finishes the proof. O

6.4. Main estimates.

6.4.1. Estimate of R;. First we give an quantitative estimate for R; by using a spectral gap
estimate.

Lemma 6.8. Assume H(ul |v)Y) = O(N?). Let £ = N and v; = N for positive constants
ap and owy, . Suppose ae + aa + oy, + (d 4 2)ap — 2 < 0 holds true. Then we have

T
ENH / > Rl(x)dtH < Cy KN 4 Cely 032 A2 N2,
0

d
z€Ty,
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Proof. Applying the entropy inequality, we have that

s

for any positive constant ;. Since H (i) |vg) = O(KN?) provided H(ud) |[v)') = O(N?) by
Lemma 6.2 only the second term is concerned. According to an elementary estimate el?l <
e* + e * for every z € R and the Feynman-Kac formula, the second term in the last display is
bounded from above by

T
Z Ry(x H < 'Yl_lH(:U'(])V‘VB) + ’71_1 log [e“'fo . Rl(a:)dt|]
zeTY,

/Osup{<ZR1 ) 120) fyleN(\/E)}dt (6.1)

where h is a density with respect to vg. Moreover, Dy (Vh) = Dn(Vh; vg) is a Dirichlet energy

of v/h with respect to the probability measure vg and a symmetric quadratic form Dy is defined
by

Dn(f) = (fs—=Lnf)r2w,) = (f, =SNflr2ws), Sy = (Ln L L))

for every real-valued functions f on Xy. Hereafter we fix an arbitrary non-negative function f
on Xy such that f2 is density with respect to vg to bound the supremum in (EIJ). Since our
dynamics is a superposition of diffusion and reaction dynamics, Dy is decomposed into sum of
three terms N2Dy + ¢(N)N?Dg + K(N)Dg where

Dz (f) = {f,=Lzf)r2() = % > By oie)(F0iY,me) — flm,me)?],

z,y,€TY ;|z—y|=1

Di(f) = (f~Lalun =5 S0 Bul(fln") — fonm))?),

and Dg(f) = (f, ~Laf) 12(,) can be calculated as
== By m(@)ma(@) fn,m) (FOr0 7 m5) = fnm,m2))]
= ZZM, [ ()n2(2) (F (0™ 15) = f (i, m2))?]
:g Eyy [m(@)na(@) f (n1,m2) f (™, 115)]

_ZEVB[ n1,m2)2(m (z) + 1)(1 = na(z)) (b1 Ba ]

)
glm(@) +1) 1= ]
The first two terms in the last display are non-negative and the third term has order O(N?)

according to the assumption (LG), noting f? is density with respect to vg. Therefore, the
supremum in (6.I]) is bounded above by

sup { LI T NHDAVE) + DR (VR) b4 CRNS (62)

where again the supremum is taken over all densities h with respect to an equilibrium measure
vg.
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To analyze further, let Lz,, and Lk, be the zero-range and the Kawasaki generators
restricted on a block Ay, = 2 + [/, %N Z% which are defined by

Lzeafmum) = > gm@)[F0"me) — fOm,m)],
y,2€R o y—z|=1
Leaf(mom) = > m@ @ —m@)[f 87 = fOn,m)]

y,ZEA[J,‘y—Z‘:l

for every real-valued functions f on Xn. Then, the associated Dirichlet energy Dz .(f;v5) =
(f,=Lzpaf)r2() and Dk ea(fivg) = (f, =Lk eaf) 12(s5) become to be

Dralfive) =5 X By [am )0 m) — fonm)?).

Y, 2€Ag 1,y —2|=1
Drru(fivs) = % ST By @) - m@)(Finn,ny?) — fin,m)’].
Y,2€MN0 o, |ly—z|=1

Here we denote by D := Dy + Dy the Dirichlet energy corresponding to our diffusion dynamics
and we define Dy, := Dz, + Dk ¢,. Counting the overlaps, we observe

Y Dealfivg) = (20 +1)"D(f;vp)
xeT%

for every ¢ € N. Therefore, the supremum in ([6.2)) can be bounded from above by

Z sup {<R1(.’E), h>L2(V5) o 71_1N2(2€ + 1)7d’D€,:L“(\/E; Vﬁ)}
. h

z€Tg,

for every ¢ € N. By conditioning on the number of particles on Ay ;, and dividing and multiplying
by Eyglhl > cn, , m(2) = 1,2 .cn,, 12(x) = j2|, the supremum in the last quantity is further
bounded from above by ’

wp s { (R0 Ry, ) =0 N2 1) Dt (VD) -
J<B(2e+1)d h T2

Here the supremum is taken over all densities A with respect to v, j, j,. Furthermore, according
to the Rayleigh estimate given in [13] (Theorem 1.1 in Appendix 3), the last display is less than
or equal to

d <R1($)a (_LZ,K,J: - 5LK,&$)_1R1(x)>l/z,z,jl,]'2
1= 2||Ry(%)[|cor1 N~2(2¢ 4+ 1)7gap(€, j1, j2)
for every ¢ € N, 2 € T4 and j € N such that j; < B(2¢ + 1)%. Here, gap(f,x) = (271 +

25*172)*1 denotes a spectral gap of Lz, +cLk ¢, acting on any test functions on {n € Zﬁ“ X

{0,1}A"””§Z$EAM m(x) = j1: > pen,, M2(x) = j2} (see Lemma [6.5). Moreover, 2~ 1-norm in
the numerator of (G.3]) can be estimated as

(R1(2), (~Lz0 — eLi0a) " Ri(2))uy, ., < 9ap(l g1, 52) IR (@)%, < Cgap(l, ji, ja) ' A

noting || R1(z)||cc = O(A) by definition. As a consequence of LemmalG.5, we have gap(, j1, j2) ! <
Ce102. Now we choose indices in order that a. + as + @, + (d 4+ 2)ay — 2 < 0 holds. Then

HRI(QT)HOOWq(QE + 1)dN_2.ga’p(£,j1’j2)_1 < CArylEdga’p(g,jl’]é)_lN_Q = ON(l)

as N tends to infinity so that the denominator in (63]) is bounded from below by a positive
constant which is independent of N. Hence the display (6.3]) can be bounded from above by
Ce= 1y N7204+2 A% and combining all the above estimates we complete the proof. O

Y N2(20 + 1) (6.3)
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6.4.2. Estimate of Ry. We give an estimate for Re = Ry(z).

Lemma 6.9. There exists a positive constant C such that

| By [R@) Ly, m@<ay @) (@)L ywi<oy < Cly@)PLiy)<sy + OO+ CATIAE
holds true for every x € ']I‘ﬁlv.

Proof. With the help of the equivalence of ensembles (Corollary A.1.7. in [13]), when |y(z)| < §
we have

‘Eug [R(x)l{zye[\h m (z+y)<A} |"7{ (x)’ 775 (x)] ‘

—d

< ‘EV(uN(t,x),vN(t,ac))+y(ac)[R(x)l{zyef\h mspapl| + O
Recall here that the measure v~ (1 2) 0N (t,0)4+y(@) = Vit (@) b (x)) is a product measure with
spatially homogeneous weight (n%(z),n%(z)). We choose ‘chemical potentials’ A\; = A1 (y1(z))
and Ay = A\a(y2(z)) by
[ () (m (@) =w ()]

_ N

[er(m (= )—ulV (¢, )] = ui(tz) + @),

YN (t,2),0N (t,2))

V(uN(t,z),'u (t,x))

By PRI 0
[6)‘2 (m2(z)—vN (t,:v))]

= oM (t, ) + yo(x).

V(N (t,2),0N (t,2))
Then for each i = 1, 2, one can notice dy;(x)/dX; > 0 so that there is a one-to-one correspondence
between y; and \;. In particular, we have y;(x)|),—0 = 0 by definition, which deduces X;(0) =0
for each ¢ = 1,2. Moreover, we see that

00) = 50 = By v [0 @) = ()]

and similarly for type-2 configuration. In particular, we have A} (0) = x1(u™(t,2))~! and

X5(0) = xa(v¥(t,2))~" where x1(p1) = @(p1)/¢'(p1) (pr > 0) and x2(p2) = p2(1 — p2)
(0 < pa < 1) are incompressibility for zero-range and exclusion processes, respectively. Let
b(x) = R(x)l{zzeAh m(z+2)<A}- Then, a direct computation shows

d
mE”wN(t,x),vN<t,x>>+y(x> [b()] ()0 = E,~[b(z)(m(z) — uN (t,2))/xa (u” (¢, 7)),
0
mE”wN(t,x),vN<t,x>>+y(x> [b()] S0 = E,n[b(z)(n2(x) — oM (t,2))]/x2 (0" (¢, ).
Now the Taylor expansion around y(z) = (0,0) enables us to write
EV(uN(t,x),vN(t,ac))+y(ac) [b(ﬂj)] :EV(uN(t,x),UN(t,x)) [b(x):l
5}
* ayl(x)E”(uN(t,x),vN<t,x>>+y<x> [b(2)] y(x)zozn(x)
0
Ba@) D o oy V)] y(x)zozn(m) +CO)ly(@).

In the sequel, we estimate the expectations appearing in the last display to finish the proof. For
the first term, since R(z) has mean zero with respect to v}" for every = € ']I‘ﬁlv, we can easily see
that there exists a positive constant C' such that

’EV(uN(t,z),vN(t,z)) [b(l’)” = | - EV(uN(t,z),vN(t,z)) [R(x)l{ZzeAh m (Z‘+Z)>A}] |

S ATNEy i o o [B(®) Z miz+2)]| < CA™!
z€Np
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where we used Markov’s inequality in the penultimate estimate, and the last estimate can be
deduced since moments of any order is bounded uniformly in N. On the other hand, due to a
similar calculation given above, we have

0
o B a0

0

oy (x) Bv N (421,09 (1)) u0) [R(x)l{zze% m(@+2)>A}]

y=0

.

< AN (G0 T Ey ) vy [BE) D mz +2)(m(2) —u™ (t,2))]).

zENp

However, since x1(u™ (t,2))™t = @' (uN (t,2))/p(u? (t,z)) < Ce“ X in view of the uniform lower
bound for u" by Lemma (.2 the last display can be bounded by CA~1e“1 X Similarly for
type-2 configuration, we obtain

0
' 3y1 (.%') EV(uN(t,z),UN(t,z))+y(z) [b(m)]

y=0
and thus we complete the proof. O

Lemma 6.10. There exists a positive constant C such that for sufficiently small positive con-
stants vo and § we have

a|5(2)|2
sup B, [ DO 502 < C.

Since type-2 particles satisfy the exclusion rule, recalling |gy(z)| = |g1(x)| + |g2(x)| and
Li5(a)<6r < L{jgi(x)<s) for each z € ']I‘ﬁlv, it suffices to show the assertion only for type-1 config-
uration. However, such a result for single species model is already proved in [6] so that we omit
the proof here. With these lemmas at hand, we can estimate Ry as follows.

Lemma 6.11. There exists a positive constant C such that
T
| B T e

xeT%
Proof. According to Lemma [6.9], we have

’RQ(QU)‘ < C‘y(w)’21{|y(m)‘§5} +C0 4 CA 1O K,

T
]dt < / CH(uN|w]N)dt + ONU~? 4 Ce7INT202 1 ON9A7 LK,
0

Here recall the definition of scaled local averages y(z) and g(x) given at the beginning of this
section. By an elementary inequality (a + b)? < 2a? + 2b? for every a,b € R, we have that

2 ~ 2 1 N N 2
n@? < 22 +2( o T+ 2) -V 0)))

zENyp
2
ya(e)? < 2a(a)’ + 2(|A—1A S (a4 2) oV, x)))
zENy

for every x € Tﬁl\,. Therefore, the energy estimate (Lemma [5.4]) enables us to estimate

T T
/0 Euiv[ > y(m)zl{ly(m)gé}]dt < Cem N2 +2/ E“tw[ > ?7(96)21{|y(x)§5}]dt-

0
xeT?\, xE'IF?V
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Now our task is to bound the second term in the last display. For that purpose, it is convenient
to replace y(x) in the indicator function 1y, <5} by 9(7) as

Liy(@)<sr = Loy (Lgee)<20r + Ljga)>261)

= Yjg)<2sy + jy(@)1<8) L{la)|>26)

< Lg()1<20y + Ljyyi<ar Ly =01 + Ly —g)1>53)

= Ljg@)<2s) + Ly()1<8) H{ly(@)-a()|26}-

In particular, we have
3()* Ly 1<0) L5120} < 2(0(@)° + W) = 5(2)*) Ly(@)<o) Lyt (w20}

< 28° 11y () —g(a)=8) + 2(y(x) — ()
< 4(y(x) — §(x))?

where we used Markov’s inequality for the last line. Therefore, according to the energy estimate
given in Lemma [5.4] we deduce for some positive constant C' that

—1 prd—2 2
/ > By [0 1y @120y iyt -s@zap ) d < Ce7INT22,
xETd
On the other hand, applying the entropy inequality, we have
> Bu[i@) 502y < v H 1Y) + 77 og B,y [ Ee T i< |
xETd
<y H () + 7T D Tog B[ <)
mET%
for every positive constant «. However, we have that
d(N\21 d(\2
log E”tN [ew () Hig@)l<20)] < log (1 + E,,g\f [676 () 1{‘g(x)|§26}])

is bounded uniformly in ¢ € N by Lemma [6.10] for small ~, §. Since v can be taken as a constant
independent of ¢ and N, we obtain the assertion and complete the proof. O

6.4.3. Estimate of R3. Finally we are concerned with R3.
Lemma 6.12. For a small positive constant v3, we have

IEN[/ 233 )t

z€TY,

Ce 'BN®2¢> CN? __ .
]<73 / H (N [vN)dt + 5 +73€de ct®,

Proof. First one can easily see that there exists a positive constant C' = C(|Ay|) such that

Ey[IR@)Ls, et <aylni@),n5(@)] < C Y (o1(y,m(@)mi (2) + g2 (y,n5()))
ISV

<C Y (ily, m5@)in (@) + ga(y, ms()))

ISHVA

where g;(y,n5(z)) (i = 1,2) denote polynomials of n%(z) obtained by substituting n5(x) into all
argument {n2(z);z € A} and in the second line we used the uniform boundedness of u”" and

N (Lemma [52)) to replace nf(z) by 7i(x). Moreover, in view of Lemma [5.2], noting g;(y) and
g2(y) are polynomials of {n2(z); z € Ay}, which are uniformly bounded, we see that there exists
a positive constant C' such that

z€Tg,
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for sufficiently large N.
Now we decompose

= > (Wt +2) —ul(t Z (t,z + 2) — o™ (t,z)).
z€ENy ZGAZ

Then with the help of Markov’s inequality, we have

/ 3 EN[Z 91(y,77§(90))§1(90)+92(2/,U%(Cﬂ)))l{n{(x)gg}lﬂy(m)>5}]dt

z€TY, yeEA,

/ > B, {Z gl(ymé(x))@l(x)+gz(y,nﬁ(m)))1{n§(x>33}1{|g<x>|>6/2}}dt

z€TY, yeEA,

1 N N 2

*F/o Z (@i PO (t2))
cB [T 1 9

7/0 xgr:% (er%z(”]v(t’z)—w(tx)ﬂ dt

B T ~ CEfIBNd72£2
S C+2 1)/0 Eﬂ[ 2 |y($)|1{zz(z>|>6/z}]dt+ —

d
z€T%,

where we used the above decomposition in the penultimate estimate, and for the last line we
noted the uniform energy estimate given in Lemma [5.41

In the sequel, we estimate the first term in the last display in a similar way as in [6]. First,
applying the entropy inequality, the integrand of the first term in the last line is bounded from
above by

Vs T H () [v)

1 . 6.4
ST 2 8 (1A > 512 + B e O ). (O

:BET

_|_

By the Schwarz inequality, we have

Ex [673(2”1) |5(2) 273(2€+1)d\z7(w)|]1/2 DN ()] > §/2)V2.

gs/2) < By le

Now we fix an arbitrary positive constant s. Then by an elementary inequality el*l < e=* + ¢*
and Markov’s inequality we have

vV (i1(@)] > 0) < B[ )em 4 By (e e
( H E s(m (z+z)— u(x-l—z H E —5(7]1 (z+2)— u(x+z))]>e—sed5_
2] <t 2| <t
Moreover, since the reference measure v;¥ has any finite moment, we can expand
log B~ [ersm@)—u@)] = 252 /2 4 o(s?)

as s — 0. Note here that o? is bounded uniformly in N in view of Lemma Therefore, by
taking s = € with € > 0 small, we have

v (|71 ()] > 9) <2H 8 (e=e?1/2) < et
|z]<¢
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for some positive constant ¢ = ¢(d,€). The same tail estimate of g2 holds and thus we have

v (J§(z)] > §/2) < 2= for some positive constant c.
On the other hand, noting the uniform boundedness of " by Lemma to see that

2v3(20+1)¢ o2 t, 2 —olV(t,
E,yle n [e273 H E,y sl (2)—u® ( Z)|]Eygv[e 3lm2(2)—v T (5:2)])
ZGA@I
<Ce273(Mu\/MU )(2¢+1)7 H E 2%7}1(2)]_
ZGA@I

for every x € Tﬁlv. Since the zero-range jump rate g satisfies a sub-linear growth by the assump-
tion (LG) so that the partition function can be bounded as

p(u (p(My)* MJ)/C
Nita)y = D S D ==
k>0

k>0

Therefore, we can bound the exponential moment for type-1 configuration as

2. k
E,,tN [6273771( _ Z 2731990 o )) < Z (Ce S‘Iil(MU)) <C,
) k>0 )' k>0 )

which stays finite for every z € Ag,x. Here in the penultimate estimate we used the bound
g(k) > Ck due to the assumption (LG). Combining all estimates obtained in the above, now
we can finish the proof. Indeed, using an elementary inequality log(1l + x) < x for x > 0 and
taking 73 sufficiently small, (6.4]) can be bounded above by

—1 Ny, N —1p—d pyd ,—c1?
V3 H(p [vg') + Cyg N
for some positive constant ¢; = ¢1(d,€,73) and thus we complete the proof. U
7. CONVERGENCE RESULTS FOR SEMI-DISCRETIZED SYSTEM (3.1])

In this section we give a proof of Theorem Throughout this section, let v’ and vV be
a solution of the system (B.I]) with initial functions satisfying the assumptions (Adl) and (AB])
which are extended on T¢ by (3.2). First we show the uniqueness of the problem (ZI)) in a
similar way as [10].

Lemma 7.1. The problem 2.1I) has at most one solution.

Proof. Let wi,wy € L*°(Qr) be two solutions of the problem (2I)) with a common initial
function. Subtracting the weak forms of w; and wy with each other, we have

_// (wr —w2)¢td9dt+/Q (VDy(w1) — VD, (ws)) - Vepdfdt = 0 (7.1)

where the function D, is defined by D, (s) = ¢(s)1jg ), Which is non-decreasing on R. Now we
take a test function 1 defined by

T
(t,0) = /t (Dp(wn) — Dyp(ws)) (7. 0)dr

in (ZI). Then, noting a simple relation f(t) ft T)dT = —%%‘ ftT f (T)dT‘2 for any vector-
valued continuous function f, the identity (Z.]) becomes
2

T
// (w1 — w3)(D, (1) —D¢(w2))dtd0+%/w /0 V(Dy(wi) — Dy (wn))dt| do = .

Here, the first term of the left-hand side of the last display stays non-negative since the function
D, is non-decreasing on R so that it becomes to be zero. Hence we have w; = ws and complete
the proof. O
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Next we show the compactness of the discretized solutions u™ and vV
Lemma 7.2. The sequence {u™ (t,0)}nen is relatively compact in LP(Qr) for any p > 2.

Proof. By the Fréchet-Kolmogorov theorem ([I], Theorem IV.25 and Corollary IV.26), it suffices
to show that there exists a positive constant C such that

T—T
/ |u (t + 7,0) — uN (t,0)[Pdodt < Cr,
0 Td

T
/ N (1,6 + ) — u (£, 0)Pddt < Claf
0 Td

for all p > 2, 7 € (0,T) and a € R? sufficiently small.

First we show the equi-continuity along spatial direction with exponent p = 1. Once the case
when p = 1 is proved, then we obtain the assertion for any exponent p > 1 according to the
uniform boundedness of u"V (Lemma [.2)). Change of variables enables us to restrict our cases
for non-negative «. In this case, we observe

// [N (t,0 + =) — uN(t,0)|dodt < 3// (VN uN (L, 0)|dfdt,
T N N Qr

) = <
//T{u (t’e+rN) u™ (t,0)|dbdt < — QT\V u™ (t,0)|dodt

for every t € [0,T], n € Z4 and r > 1. Combining these two estimates and applying them for
a=n/rN with n = [aN] and r = [aN]/aN to obtain

// [N (t,0 + o) — ulN (t,0)|dodt < a//Q (VNN (t,0)|dodt < o VNN || 200
T T

for every t € [0,T] and o > 0 where in the last estimate we used Holder’s inequality. According
to the uniform energy estimate Lemma 5.4l we obtain the equi-continuity in spatial variables
for any index p > 1. In particular, the second assertion holds for any p > 2.

Similarly, we next prove the equi-continuity in time only for the case p = 2. We remark here
that when 1 < p < 2 another exponent for 7 is needed so that we restrict our cases only for
p > 2. The integral appearing in the left hand side of the first estimate for p = 2 is equal to

/OT—’T /Td </OT ouN (t + s, H)d,s) (uN(t +7.0) - uN(t,H)) d0dt.

However, using the first equation of (B.1) for the integrand and integrating by parts, this quantity
can be estimated from above by

1/2

/ (/T T/Td{vN N(t+s,0))] d0dt>1/2 </OTT/Td{vNuN(HT,e)\Qdadt) ds

1/2

/ (/T T/Td{vN Nt +s,0)) det)l/Q </OTT/Td{vNuN(t,9)\2d9dt> ds

T—1
+ 2K/ / / ulN (t 4 s, 2)v™ (t + s, 2)dbdtds.
0 JO Td

where we used Schwarz’s inequality to estimate the first and the second terms. Furthermore,
note here that the mean-value theorem enables us to write 85\7 o(uN(t,z)) = ¢’ (aj)ajN uN (t, z)
with some 7; between u” (t,x + ¢;) and u™ (t,z) for every j = 1,...,d, t € [0,T] and z € T4,
Since u! takes values in a finite interval, the first and the second terms in the above display can
be estimated by the L?-energy of VNu®. The third term can also be estimated by 7 in view of
Lemmal[5.3l By this line, we could bound the above sum of three terms by 7 with some positive
constant and the desired estimate was proved. O
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Moreover, we have the following weak compactness of the sequence {UN }. The next result
is obvious since any bounded sequence of a reflective Banach space has a weakly convergent
subsequence and the functions vV have a uniform bound in N and so do their LP-norms for
p>1.

Lemma 7.3. The sequence {v" (t,0)}nen is weakly pre-compact in LP(Qr) for any p > 1.
Namely, there exists a subsequence (Ny) and v € LP(Qr) such that v — v weakly in LP(Q7).

Now we give a proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[32. For any p > 1, by Lemma the sequence {u” (t,0)}nen is strongly
precompact in LP(Q7), while by Lemma [Z3] {v" (¢,0)} yen is weakly precompact in LP(Q7).
Therefore, there exist a subsequence { Ny} and functions u,v € LP(Qr) such that

u™Nk — w strongly in LP(Qr), o™ — v weakly in LP(Qr)

for any p > 1. In particular, by taking further subsequences if necessary (which again denoted
by Ni), we see that u™r — u a.e. in Qr, which clearly take values in [0, M,,] x [0, M,]. We show
the function u belongs to L2(0,T; H'(T%)). For any test function 1 € C®(T%), j =1,...,d and
t € 10,T], we have

’LLN N — _ N’LLN
/T N (£,0)9) w(0)do /T (OO (1.0)d0

where 3]].\7 is the discrete partial derivative on j-th direction defined by 85\7 G() = NGO+ %) -
G(#)] for every continuous functions G on T¢. Taking limit along (N) on the above identity,
we see that 8JN uV converges to the j-th partial derivative Oju in distributional sense for every

j=1,...,d. Moreover, since L?(T¢)-norm of the discrete derivative 8JN u™N(t,-) is bounded above

by some constant independent of N in view of Lemma [5.4] 0;u(t,-) belongs to L%(T4) for every
j =1,...,d and thus we obtain u € L?(0,T; H'(T%)). Moreover, by the second equation of

B1), we have

T

for every N € N. Since v’k — u strongly in L?(Q7) and v¥* — v weakly in L?(Q7) as k tends
to infinity, their product u™V*v™Nk converges strongly in L'(Qr) to uv. Therefore, taking limit
along (Nj) on the above bound, we get uv = 0 a.e. in Q7.

Next we let w” = u" — v and we denote its extension as a simple function on T? (see
(3:2)) by the same notation. Note here that it is already shown that the sequence (w) on Qr
converges weakly in L?(Q7) to some w along the subsequence (N;). We show any limit point
w satisfies (Z2]). For that purpose, we subtract the two equations in (BI]) with each other to
cancel singular reaction terms. Let v be an arbitrary smooth function with compact support on
Qr satisfying ¢(T,-) = 0 on T%. Then, for every t € [0,T] and § = (05)j=1,..d € T¢, we multiply

P(t,0) H?Zl 1z, 4 = L)(Hj) and sum up over x € T% to obtain

i1 %
[N 2N’N+2N

o™ (t,0)i(t,0) = Z AN (p(uN (t,2)) — e(N)oN (¢, 2)) H 1 E

. :
€T, 1<j<d

)wj)w(t, 0).

1 Tiy 1
3NN T 2N

z|S
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Then we integrate over (¢,0) € Qr to get an identity

/Td w™ (0,0)$(0,6)d8 ~ / / w™ (¢, 0)b, (1, 0)dfdt
//T< ) 11 Lrag ”j\;+2§v)(9j)>AN¢(t,9)d9dt (7.2)

e']]‘d 1<j<d

// NYVNN(t,0) - VN(t, 0)ddt

due to the integration by parts formula where we defined VY G(6) == (N(G(H%—%)—G(G)))J.Zl 4
and ANG(0) == N? d i1 (GO + )+ G0 — L) —2G(9)) for every G € C(T?).
Recall the definition of u'¥ (¢, ) given in (BZI) Then, one can easily notice that

e (t0) = 3 el (t2) T] Lpm o2y 1))

xe’]fd 1<j <d s

since the indicator functions are disjoint. On the other hand, the second term in the right-hand

side of (Z.2)) is absolutely bounded by

(// N[V N|2d9dt>1/2<// N) VN2 d&dt)l/z,

which vanishes as N tends to infinity due to the energy estimate (Lemma [5.4]). Now recalling
the functions {u™ (¢,0)} e is relatively compact according to Lemma [T2 we take the limit of
scaling parameters along the subsequence (Ny). Then we obtain the desired weak form (2.2])
for every ¢» € H'(Qr) such that (T,-) = 0 noting the space of smooth functions on Q7 with
compact support is dense in H'(Qr). Finally, the uniqueness of the problem (Z.I]) assures that
the above convergence holds without taking any subsequence and thus we complete the proof.

0

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The author would like to thank Professor T. Funaki and Professor M. Sasada for helping him
with variable suggestions.

REFERENCES

[1] H. Brézis: Analyse Fonctionelle, Masson, Paris, 1983.

[2] E. C. M. Crooks, E. N. Dancer, D. Hilhorst, M. Mimura and H. Ninomiya: Spatial segregation limit of a
competition-diffusion system with Dirichlet boundary conditions, Nonlinear Anal. Real World Appl. 5 (2004),
645-665.

[3] E. N. Dancer, D. Hilhorst, M. Mimura and L. A. Peletier: Spatial segregation limit of a competition-diffusion
system, European J. Appl. Math. 10 (1999), 97-115.

[4] T. Delmotte and J.-D. Deuschel: On estimating the derivatives of symmetric diffusions in stationary random
environment, with applications to V¢ interface model, Probab. Theory Relat. Fields 133 (2005), 358-390.

[5] A.De Masi, T. Funaki, E. Presutti and M. E. Vares: Fast-reaction limit for Glauber-Kawasaki dynamics with
two components, ALEA, Lat. Am. J. Probab. Math. Stat., 16 (2019), 957-976.

[6] P. El Kettani, T. Funaki, D. Hilhorst, H. Park and S. Sethuraman: Mean curvature interface limit from
Glauber+Zero-range interacting particles, preprint, arXiv:2004.05276.

[7] T. Funaki and K. Tsunoda: Motion by mean curvature from Glauber-Kawasaki dynamics, J. Stat. Phys. 177
(2019), 183-208.

[8] K. Hayashi: Spatial-segregation limit for exclusion processes with two components under unbalanced reaction,
Electron. J. Probab. 26 (2021), 1-36.

[9] D. Hilhorst, R. van der Hout and L. A. Peletier: The fast reaction limit for a reaction-diffusion system, J.
Math. Anal. Appl. 199 (1996), 349-373.

[10] D. Hilhorst, R. van der Hout and L. A. Peletier: Nonlinear diffusion in the presence of fast reaction, Nonlinear
Annal., 41 (2000), 803-823.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.05276

36 K. HAYASHI

[11] M. Iida, H. Monobe, H. Murakawa and H. Ninomiya: Vanishing, moving and immovable interfaces in fast
reaction limits, J. Differential Equations, 263 (2017), 2715-2735.

[12] M. Jara and O. Menezes: Non-equilibrium fluctuations for interacting particle systems, preprint,
arXiv:1810.09526.

[13] C. Kipnis and C. Landim: Scaling limits of interacting particle systems, Springer, 1999.

[14] C. Landim, S. Sethuraman and S. Varadhan: Spectral gap for zero-range dynamics, Ann. Probab. 24, No. 4
(1996), 1871-1902.

[15] S.-L. Lu and H.-T. Yau: Spectral gap and logarithmic Sobolev inequality for Kawasaki and Glauber dynamics,
Commun. Math. Phys. 156 (1993), 399-433.

[16] H.-T. Yau: Relative entropy and hydrodynamics of Gunzburg-Landau models, Lett. Math. Phys., 22 (1991),
63-80.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.09526

	1. Introduction
	2. Model and main result
	2.1. Microscopic model
	2.2. Main result

	3. Strategy of proof
	3.1. Yau's relative entropy method
	3.2. Proof of Theorem 2.1

	4. Proof of Theorem 3.1
	4.1. Proof of Lemma 4.4

	5. Several estimates for the reaction-diffusion system (3.1)
	6. The multi-variable Boltzmann-Gibbs principle
	6.1. Preliminary estimates
	6.2. Spectral gap estimates
	6.3. Truncation estimates
	6.4. Main estimates

	7. Convergence results for semi-discretized system (3.1)
	Acknowledgments
	References

