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ABSTRACT. We introduce a family of stationary coupled Sasamoto-Spohn models and show that, in
the weakly asymmetric regime, they converge to the energy solution of coupled Burgers equations.
Moreover, we show that any system of coupled Burgers equations satisfying the so-called trilinear
condition ensuring stationarity can be obtained as the scaling limit of a suitable system of coupled
Sasamoto-Spohn models.

The core of our proof, which avoids the use of spectral gap estimates, consists in a second order

Boltzmann-Gibbs principle for the discrete model.
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1. INTRODUCTION, MODEL AND RESULTS

The purpose of this work is twofold. First, we introduce a spatial discretization of coupled
Burgers equations with an explicit invariant distribution. Second, we show that, at stationarity and
in the weakly asymmetric regime, this model converges to the energy solution of coupled Burgers
equations.

Respect to the first point, the most elementary spatial discretization of the single component
Burgers equations is known as the Sasamoto-Spohn model [23], 25, B0]. Our model consists in a
generalization to the multi-components setting. As we discuss below, the crucial point consists
in providing a careful definition of the non-linear term at the discrete level to obtain a tractable
invariant distribution (see Proposition [Tl below).

Respect to the second point, the convergence of the Sasamoto-Spohn model to the Burgers
equation in the weakly asymmetric regime was shown in [I8] and [2I]. Our main result Theorem
is a generalization of the second of these references and, as such, belongs to a long tradition of
convergence results inside the KPZ universality class, dating back at least to the seminal work of
Bertini and Giacomin [4]. We refer the reader to [l 29] for extensive reviews of the literature on
the KPZ universality class, including convergence theorems for everal models.

We start with a brief presentation of coupled Burgers equations in Section[[.1l Then, we introduce

our model and state our main result in Section
2
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1.1. Coupled Burgers equations. We consider systems of coupled Burgers equations i.e. pro-
cesses u = (u1,...,ux) with K > 1 components satisfying systems of stochastic partial differential

equations of the form

K
(1) Oty — %a&;uk + 3 T (i) + 0 M, 1< R<K,
ij=1
where (#};)k is a family of independent space-time white noises. Here, the space variable runs either
on R or on the one-dimensional torus T.

Coupled Burgers equations first appeared in the physics literature at the beginning of the nineties
in the study of random interfaces [7]. A few years later, they reappeared in several contexts,
including dynamics of crystals [24], magnetohydrodynamics [32, 10, 2] and sedimenting suspensions
[26]. Later, they where used heuristically to compute the asymptotics of correlations in anharmonic
chains [27], [3T] and multi-species particle systems [9]. We point the reader to [31] for a deeper review
of the physics literature. As in the one-component case, coupled Burgers equations can be seen as
the evolution of the slope in systems of coupled KPZ equations.

At the mathematical level, they share the same ill-posedness problems as the usual one layer
Burgers equation, namely, the solutions are distribution-valued, which makes the non-linear terms
ill-defined in principle. They were formalized in the framework of paracontrolled distributions [16]

in [II] on the torus, where it was also proved that, under the so-called trilinear condition,
k k j
(2) I =15 =Ty

they admit the product of independent space white noise as an invariant distribution. Under this
condition, the theory of energy solution, which is the point of view we adopt in this work, was
developed in [20]. Existence and uniqueness is shown on the torus but uniqueness on the whole line
is still an open question. Recently, this theory was applied to show the convergence of stationary
multi-species zero-range processes [3]. We point the interested reader to [12] for a deeper discussion.

We will state the precise definition of energy solutions of coupled Burgers equations in Section 21

1.2. Coupled Sasamoto-Spohn models and main result. First, we recall the one component
Sasamoto-Spohn model. This is a spatial discretization of the stochastic Burgers equation (i.e. (1)

with K = 1) consisting of a system of coupled diffusions u = (u;); that satisfy

1
du]‘ = §Au] + EB]'(U) + dfj - dfj_l
3
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where the index j runs either on Z or Zy = Z/MZ, (§;); is an ii.d. family of standard one-
dimensional Brownian motions,
Auj = ujp1 +uj—1 — 2uy,
is the discrete Laplacian and B(u) is a discretization of the non-linear term in Burgers equation
defined as
Bj(u) =w; —wj—1  with  w; = %(u? + ujujg1 + u?H).

This model was introduced in [23] (see also [25]) and further studied in [30]. It is known that the
product of independent Gaussians is stationary. At a first sight, they would be much simpler ways
to discretize the non-linear term. However, this precise definition seems to be the simplest one such
that the product of Gaussians is invariant. Convergence to the stochastic Burgers equation was
obtained in [I8] and [2I] in the weakly-asymmetric regime i.e. scaling time by n?, space by n and
taking € = ¢, = n73s.

We consider the following generalization: let u = (uq,...,ux) be a vector of stochastic processes,

where each uy, = (uy;); satisifies
1 .
(3) duy j = §Auk7j +€eBy j(u) +déyj — dépj—1, k€Zk, j € Lnm.

As above, Auy j = up j+1 + Uk, j—1 — 2ug,; and (& j)k,; are independent Brownian motions. Now,

By, j(u) is a quadratic polynomial in the variables uy, ; defined as
Byj = Grj—Grj-1,

Gr; = apwg;+ Z ﬂéb o+ Z ’Yka]Jr Z Z )\k LE=1' 21]'7

ez, ez, leZi Vel
VAL
where Z3. = Zi\{0}, operations are considered modulo K, and
Whyj = g(ukvj + Uk, Uk, j+1 T Uk j11)s
l
Okj = 5 (U Uity + U1 Wt j+1)
- , ,
Tkj = Uk—1jUk—1j+1
L
Prj = 6(2uk—l,juk—l’,j T Up—1 jUE—1 j4+1 T Uk—j41Uk—1 j + 2uk—l,j+1uk—l’,j+1)-

k=l k=l above, but this would

Remark 1. At first glance it would be easier to write )\ "instead of AL
complicate the correspondence between our model and the coupled Burgers equations (). This is

discussed in Lemma below.
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Our model can look overly complicated but, as in the single component case, the discretization of
the nonlinear term has to be carefully performed in order to obtain a tractable invariant measure.

We make the following assumptions on the coefficients,

(4) Bg = 2'71?—4—(1
(5) )\l]z—a,k—a’ _ )\l]z—a’,k—a _ )\l]zfa—a’

for all k,a,d’ € Zg.

1,2
Let pr v = (p®Zx)®LM | where dp(x) = \/%G_Td$. We denote the density of px v by pr -

Proposition 1.1. Assume @) and @l). Then, the law px v defined above is invariant for the
dynamics given by (3.

This is proved in Section Bl
We now state our main result. We fix K > 1. For each, k € Zg, we define the fluctuation field

A}, acting on test functions ¢ € S(T) as

1 J
XP(e) = — > up;(tn®)g}, where ¢ =g <—> :
n2 . n
JELM
Let P,, be the law of the process u = (uy,...,ux) with €, = n~z and initial law ik, The notion

of energy solution alluded in the Theorem below will be properly defined in Section 21

Theorem 1.2. Assume @) and [{) and let T > 0. Then, if €, = n_%, the sequence (X™),

converges in law in C([0,T],S'(T)X) to the unique energy solution of the coupled stochastic Burgers

equations
1
(6) Opuy, = §a§uk + 0, Bi(u) + 0. Ws, k€ Iy,
where #4, ..., Wk are independent white noises and
k—lk—1'

(7) Bk(u) = O[kU% + Z {BIQU]CU]@_H +7,l€u2_l} + Z Z )\k ’ Ule— ] Ufe—]" -

= €3 ey,

£l

As usual in this setting, the central ingredient of the proof is a certain second order Boltzmann-
Gibbs principle (see Theorem .3 and [4.4]). This technique originated in [14] where energy solutions
for the one-dimensional Burgers equation were introduced. Our approach to the proof of this result

is inspired by [15], [21] and [22], and avoids the use of spectral gap estimates. However, we adopt
)



IAN BUTELMANN AND GREGORIO R. MORENO FLORES

a slightly different though equivalent path to construct the quadratic term in the continuum which
allows us to give a much simpler proof. This is briefly discussed in Remark Bl Convergence to

coupled Burgers equations for multi-type zero range processes was obtained in the recent work [3].

Remark 2. Our techniques can be easily extended to the whole line Z with mainly notational
modifications, showing tightness of the fluctuation field and that any limit point is an energy
solution of the coupled Burgers equations. However, the uniqueness of energy solutions is not yet

proved in this setting.

Note that our way of writing the coupled Burgers equations in (@) is equivalent to (Il) once we

make the identification

!
Br _ k k== _ Dk

_ 1k I _ 1k
Qg = Fk,kv kk+ls Yk — Fk—l,k—lv AL k—1,k—1""

Our assumptions on the coefficients of the model are in fact equivalent to the trilinear condition.
Lemma 1.3. The trilinear condition ([2) and conditions {l)-[l) are equivalent.

The proof is deferred to Appendix[Al In particular, this show that any system of coupled Burgers
equations satisfying the trilinear condition can be obtained as the weakly asymmetric limit of

suitable coupled Sasamoto-Spohn models.

1.3. Structure of the article. We start by providing the precise definition of energy solutions in
Section 2l Then, we introduce the coupled Sasamoto-Spohn models along with some of their basic
properties in Section Bl Our core estimates are proved in Section @l In particular, the second order
Boltzmann-Gibbs principle is proved in Section As far as we know, we provide the simplest
proof of such a result in the literature.

In Section [ we prove the tightness of the fluctuating field by showing the tightness of each term
in the martingale decomposition given in Section In Section [6 we identify the unique limit
point. Finally, the two appendices contain the proofs of the equivalence between conditions (@l)- ()

and the trilinear condition, and a key identity in the proof of stationarity, respectively.

1.4. General Notations. We work on the torus T = R/Z. At the discrete level, we write Z,, =
Z/mZ and 7}, = Zy,\{0}. We denote by S(T) the space of Schwartz test functions on T and by

&'(T) the space of tempered distributions. For n % 1 and a smooth function ¢, we define ¢ = (%),
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Vol =n(pf ) — ¢}) and ATl = n2(<p;-‘+1 + 71— 2¢7). We also define

&) = [ P, ) =1 3 vk

JELnr

for o € L?(T) and + € [?(Zys) respectively and, with a slight abuse of notation,

En(p) == D (&},

JE€Lm
for p € L*(T)
We denote by € the space of twice continuously differentiable functions from REM to R with
polynomial growth of their derivatives up to order two, where we identify REM with RZx *%m | For

a function g : RAM — R we denote by supp (g) the smallest set S C Zg x Zys such that

if uy ; = g ; for all (k,j) € S.
We denote by P,, the law of the process u = (uq,...,ux) with €, = n_% and we let E,, denote
expectation with respect to P,.

As usual, C denotes a constant which value can change from line to line.

2. ENERGY SOLUTIONS OF THE COUPLED STOCHASTIC BURGERS EQUATION

The theory of energy solutions for the (one-layer) Burgers equation originated in [14] and was
subsequently developed in [I7]. Uniqueness was proved in [19] on the whole line. The corresponding
result in the multi-component setting on the one-dimensional torus was provided in [20]. Below, we
follow the exposition given in [3], which is equivalent (see [15] for the one-component case).

The theory of energy solutions has been extremely successful to show convergence of stationary
discrete models to the Burgers equation. See for instance [14] [I3] [6] 211 22].

We recall the system of coupled stochastic Burgers equation,

K
1
(8) dyuy = §a§uk + > T 0s(uiwy) + 0%, 1<k <K,
ij=1

where the initial condition is taken as the product of independent space white noises on the one-
dimensional torus.

We start with two definitions:
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Definition 2.1. We say that a process {us = (u14, -+ ,uky) @ t € [0,7]} taking values in
C([0,T],S'(T)X) satisfies condition (S) if, for all ¢ € [0,7], the S’(T)-valued random variables
{u t}kez, form a family of independent white noises of variance 1.

For a process {u; : t € [0,T], 0 < s <t < T} satisfying condition (S), ¢ € S(T) and € > 0, we
define

I fottin (32 (2)) 0 (2 (2)) O p(@)dadv,  if i # j

JE fp i (32 ()i o (22 (2)) 0pp(@)dady,  if i = j

AT () =

s,t

where Z(w) = %]l(x_&x] and L_g(:n) = %ﬂ(%xﬁ}.

Definition 2.2. Let {u; : t € [0,7]} be a process satisfying condition (S). We say that {u; :
t € [0,T]} satisfies the energy estimate (EC) if there exists a constant x > 0 such that, for any
peS(M),any0<s<t<Tandany 0 < <e <1,

0 B[4 ) ~ A | < nlt - e ).
for all 4,j € Zg.

Conditions (S) and (EC) are the key to define the quadratic term. The following corresponds to

[14, Theorem 1] in the multi-component context. The proof is identical.

Theorem 2.3. Assume that {u; : t € [0, T} satisfies (S) and @) for some i,j € Zy. Then, there
exists an S'(T)-valued stochastic process {A; : t € [0,T]} with continuous paths such that

Al (o) = Tim A5 (),

e—0 )

in L2, for any t € [0,T] and ¢ € S(T).

In this way, all the components of the quadratic term are well-defined for processes satisfying (S)

and (EC). We can now state the definition of energy solutions.

Definition 2.4. We say that {u; : ¢t € [0, 7]} is a stationary energy solution of the coupled Burgers
equations (&) if

o {u;: t €[0,T)} satisfies (S) and (EC).
8
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e For all p € §(T), for all k € Zg, the process

1

t
ks (9) = uol9) = 5 | @20 - Af)

is a martingale with quadratic variation t€(0,p), where
K
Ap =3 THATY,
ij=1
the processes Aii’j ) are given by Theorem and (F’ZLC ;)ijk are the coefficients from the

coupled stochastic Burgers equations (g]).

e The time-reversed process & = {ur_; : t € [0,T]} satisfies that, for each k € Zg and

p € S(T),

()~ ole) — 3 [ s @) + Af(o)
is a martingale with quadratic variation t£(0,¢) in the filtration generated by u, where
Ay = Ap — Ap_y.

Existence and uniqueness of energy solutions are proved in [20].

Remark 3. Our quadratic term AZEH) is slightly different from the standard one, which is usually

defined as
.. t
AZEM) :/ /Um(b_a)(x))z@xgo(x)dxdv.
s T

However, it can be showed that lin%) fﬁ’(i’i) = lin%) Ai’(i’i). This can be seen, for instance, by combin-
E—r E—r

ing our second-order Boltzmann-Gibbs principle Theorem with a version of the corresponding

result in [2I] in the multi-component setting, and taking the weakly asymmetric limit. The required

modifications of Theorem are straightforward.

3. COUPLED SASAMOTO-SPOHN PROCESSES

3.1. The Generator and the invariant measure. Let % be the space of twice continuously
differentiable functions from REM to R with polynomial growth of their derivatives up to order

two. The following lemma follows from a simple application of 1t6’s formula.

Lemma 3.1. The generator of the dynamics (3) acts on € as

1 1
(10 L=> > {5(3k,j+1 — Orj)° — 5 (kg1 = ung) Orjr = Ohg) + EBk,j(u)akJ}
kEZK jEZ]\/[
9
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22
We recall that pgar = (p&2K)®%M  where dp(z) = e~ 2 dx. It is a standard fact that we

5
3

have the integration-by-parts formula

/R o f(@)dp(z) = /R 0, f(2)dp(x),

for all f € C1(R), such that f and d,f grow polynomially. We also recall that the coefficients of
the model @) are assumed to satisfy conditions ({)- (&), namely,

= s A A A
for all k,a,d’ € Z.
Lemma 3.2. Assume @)-@). The adjoint of the generator L in L*(uug ar) is given by

« 1 1
Lr=> > {g(ak,ﬂl — Ok j)” - 5 Wk g1 = k) Ot — Org) — EBk,j(U)ak,j}'

k€Zk JELM

Proof. First, we compute the adjoint of Jj, ; in L?(u K,m)- Let f and g be twice differentiable. Then,

[, st stducarton = [

REM

O3 £ () g(w)prc () b
[ 00w ()
= [ F@{(00 + w00 Y st
REM
We conclude that 8,’;7]- = —0O,j + ug, ;. Hence,

((Okj+1 — O.))*)* = ((Opj41 — Ok j)*)?
= (O — Okj1 + Uk g1 — Ukj)
= (O jr1 — O j)* + Ok — Ok ju1) (Ukjr1 — Uk ;)
— (i1 — k) Oh 1 — Okg) + (kg1 — ukz)*
On the other hand,
(Ok,j = Ok 1) (g jr1 — k) f) = =2f + (ugj+1 — k) (Okj — Ok j+1) [

Combining the last two displays, we conclude that

(O g1 — Org)®)" = (Onjr1 — Onj)® — 2(tn g1 — ) (Op 1 — Ong) + (kg1 — k) — 2.
10
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Next,

((ukj+1 = ) Ok i1 — Ok g))" = (Okjs1 — Okj)" (uk jr1 — ug )"
= (Ok,j — Okjr1 + Uk 1 — Ukj) (Uk 1 — Up,j)
= =24 (U1 — Uk j) Ok j — O 1) + (Up g1 — ur )’

Finally,

(Br,j(w)Ok,j)* f = 05 ;(Br.j(u)) f
= (=0k,j + ug,;) By j(u) f

= —(Ok,jBk,j(u)) f — By j(u)Ok j f + up B j(u)f.

Putting the above computations together, we obtain

1
=> > { Ok g1 — Ohj)” — 5 (kg1 — ) Opjrr — ) — €Bi,j(u)Oh g

k€L jJEL

+ e(—8k7jBk7j(u) + Uk,jBk,j(u))}'

We conclude the proof by noticing that

Z Z —0Ok,jBr,j () + ug, ;B j(u)) =0,

k€l jELN

which is the object of Lemma B3.3] below. O

The next lemma summarizes a key identity in the proof above and will be used once again in the

proof of stationarity of the Gaussian distribution.
Lemma 3.3. Let By ; be defined as in Section[L2 and assume @)-{). Then,

Z Z (uk,jBk,j(U) - 8k7jBk7j(u)) =0.

k€L jELNM

The proof is deferred to Appendix [Bl

Now, we introduce the operators

L + L 1
(11) S = = Z Ok g1 — O y)” — 5 (kg1 = ) Ojrr = Ohg),
k€L K QEZM
L—
(12) A = 2 = > D eBij(u)dk,
k€L jEL

11
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which correspond to the symmetric and anti-symmetric parts of L with respect to pg ar. Their

adjoints are simply given by

We can now prove Proposition [[.J1 We formulate it once again for the convenience of the reader.
Proposition 3.4. Assume {)-[{). The measure p ar is invariant for the dynamics (3).

Proof. The lemma follows from Echeverria’s criterion ([§], Theorem 4.9.17) once we show that

/R L) () =0,

for all f € 4. We will prove this for the symmetric and anti-symmetric parts of L separately. First,

/ S f (u)dpure na () = / 8.1 (w)prc () du = / F(w)S' pre s (),
REM REM

REM

where ST is the adjoint of S with respect to the Lebesgue measure on RXM.  Using standard

integration-by-parts, one can easily show that
1 2
st = 3 S (kg1 — Okg) + (kg1 — i) Orjr — k) + 2.
k€L jEL N

A tedious but rather straightforward computation then shows that ST pr,m = 0. As a result,

/R S =0,

for all f € ¥.

We now prove the corresponding identity for A. This time, it will not hold that ATPK,M =0
in general and the argument relies heavily on the explicit structure of the non-linear term. Using
standard integration-by-parts,

Afdcar = ¢ [ 37 ST B )diar(w)

KM
R k€L jEL N

= 3 X [ B o fud

k€l jELN

= € Z/ f ()0 j {Brj(w)pr p(u)} du
keZy jeZas ' B*M

= — ) Z/ f(u) {0k j By j(u) — uk ;B j(u) } prc v (w)du.
kel jezy ” R*M

12
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An application of Lemma then shows that

[, Af)duscas (o) =0,
REM

for all f € F.

3.2. The Martingale Decomposition. Let ¢ € S(T) be a test function. Remember that the

fluctuation field is given by

th( Zuk] (tn )(,0], k€ Zgk,

1
2
n J€Ln

[

where it is understood that u corresponds to the solution of ([B]) with ¢ = n™2.

X[, () into its symmetric, anti-symmetric and martingale parts defined as

t t
Stle) = [ nsapes = [ —

Z uy. ;(sn?)A" ©jds,

JELn
t
Pp) = / n2AXD (o)ds = — / S Gs(sn?)Vlds,
0 0 €T

Mielp) = Xia(9) = Xo(9) = Siale) = Aja(e),

respectively. Note that the martingale part of the dynamics is explicitly given by

tn?
- % / Z (1094-1 d&k,]( )

JE€ELn

and has quadratic variation

(M (0))e = tE(V™"),  where &,(V"¢") = % Z (V7")2.

JE€Ln

4. DYNAMICAL ESTIMATES

We decompose

The goal of this section is to prove the second order Boltzmann-Gibbs principle (Proposition [£3]),

which is our main technical estimate. This will be a consequence of the one-block estimates Lemma

AT and 421 We start by recalling some general results.
13
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4.1. The Kipnis-Varadhan estimate. We recall the Kipnis-Varadhan inequality in our context:

there exists C' > 0 such that

t 2
E. | sup / F(u(sn®))ds ] < CTIF()I2 1,
0<t<T [Jo
where the ||-|[1 ,-norm is defined through the variational formula
| F[|=1,n = sup {2/ F(u) f (u)dpr ar(w) +n2/ f(u)Lf(u)duK,M(U)},
few REM REM

where we recall that € denotes the space of twice continuously differentiable functions from RXM
to R with polynomial growth of their derivatives up to order two. The proof of this estimate in
our context can be obtained by a straightforward adaptation of [I9] Corollary 3.5]. Now, using the

definition of S and A, we can see that

/ F)Lf (w)dpgcns = / F)S F(u)dpisc -
REM

REM
Using Gaussian integration-by-parts, one can show that the above is equal to
1 1
-3 >y /KM((ak,j—l—l — O j) f () dpugc ar(u) =: —5 P (f),
k€L j€las R

where Dy i (f) corrresponds to the Dirichlet form of L. This way,

n2

|Fll 10 = sup {2 [ P f@duscan(w) - 7131\47K<Jf>}.
fee REM

4.2. The one-block estimates. We prove the key estimates in the proof of the second-order

Boltzmann-Gibbs principle. We define

l 1=t
l_
Zuk7j+Q’ %k,j =7 Zuk,j—q-
q=1 q=0

We also define the canonical shift 7 jug ; = wy, ;47 acting on functions as 74 ;f(u) = f(7y ju).

!
71@]’ -

~| —

Lemma 4.1 (One-block estimate - forward version). Let 1 < [ < % and let g : REM s R pe q
function with zero mean with respect to p ar such that supp (g) does not intersect {(0,1),...,(0,0)}.

Let gi j = g(1x ju). Then, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that, for all ¢ € I*(Zyr),

/

where d denotes the diameter of the support of g.
14

tld

2
< C?||9HL2(#K,M)51@(90),

+ 2
/0 ds 3 grs(sn)un 11 (5n%) — Why(5n)]e;

JELM
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L= 0. 1—1 Then,

Proof. Let ¢; = i

1 l
Uk, j+1 — 7 E Uk,j+1 - uk,j+q)

l
Z Uk i = Uk jtit1)

1
(uk,j-l—z - uk,]+z+l = 7

”ML

Hence, writing p := j + 1,

-1
!
Z k505 (U1 — U j) = Z 9k,jPj Z¢i(uk,j+i — Uk jrit1)

JELnr JE€LN i=1
-1
= Z Z Vip—igkp—i | (Ukp — Ukp+1)
D i=1

= Z Fp(ug,p — whpt1)-
P

Now, for f € €, using Gaussian integration-by-parts,

2/ > grjepi(ungor — i) fdprar = 2/ > Fp(ukp — ukpir) fdpir u
REM jEZM REM »

/RKM Zp: pOkp = Ok p1) s,

/ Z{QFQ ((Or.p — ak7p+1)f)2}dﬂK,Ma
REM

by the weighted Young’s inequality. Taking o = —g, we find that the above is bounded by

2
— F2 n- B ) |
n? zp:/]RKI\/I dpr v + Z/KM (Okp — Ok pt1).f) dpirc

By the Kipnis-Varadhan inequality, there exists C' > 0 such that

t
ds > grj(sn)lurjr1(sn) — W ;(sn))g;
JEZL\

E,

We are then left with estimating the right-hand side above:

-1 2
F2d = Op—iGkoi | d .
zp:/]RKM » ApEc M Ep:/RKM (;Msﬁp iGk,p z) LK, M
15



IAN BUTELMANN AND GREGORIO R. MORENO FLORES

Observe that, as supp(g) N {(0,1),...,(0,1)} = 0, it holds that, if d denotes the diameter of
supp (9) and if |j — j'| > d, then g; ; and gy, j are independent. Assume first that d < [. Denoting
a; = Vi Pp—igkp—i, decomposing [ — 1 = md + r with 0 < r < d and using Jensen’s inequality, we
have

<dzlmz:lazm+z 1+ Z az> 2]

2=0 2/=0 i=md+1

d—1m—1 2 -1 2
<2E, [(Z Z azm—i—z’-‘rl) +2E, < Z ai) ]
2=0 2'=0 i=md+1
d—1 [/ m—1 2 -1
<243, ( 5 azm+z,+1> +uE, [ 3 2]
z=0 L \ 2/=0 i=md+1
d—1 fm—1 -1
= ZdZEn Z a2m+2,+1 + 2rE, Z a?]
z2=0 L 2/=0 i=md+1
< 2dEn Z a?] - 2dE sz (Pp zgk,p 2]
-1
<2dz¢p 1 gkp i _2dz(pp zHg”L2 (1r,M)?
1=1

where we used that ¢; € [0,1] in the last inequality. If d > [, we use the crude bound Fg <

2dzZ Ocpp ngp ;- In any case,

-1
o Ep: /RKM Fdpicn < —5 30> 0p-illall2gue )

p =0

old — 5, 12
Sz Z il T2 s ar)

2tld
=191 72 s ) En (-

| A

This finishes the proof. O

Lemma 4.2 (One-block estimate - backward version). Let 1 <[ < %and let g : REM 5 R be a
function with zero mean with respect to p such that supp (g) does not intersect {(0,—1),...,(0,—1)}.

Let gi j = g(1x 5u). Then, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that, for all ¢ € I*(Znr),

2
t tid
En[ : ds Z i, (s1?) [k (sn?) — ﬁ,j(snz)]% < C—Hgllm (urean)En(©)-

JELnr

16
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Proof. The proof is completely analogous to the proof of Lemma .11 O

4.3. The second order Boltzmann-Gibbs principle. We now prove our main estimates.

Proposition 4.3 (Second-order Boltzmann-Gibbs principle). Let 1 < | < % There exists a

constant C > 0 such that, for all p € I*(Zy),

Ba| [ ds 32 g lomuegia(sn) = Ty (om) 2 s(omle

JELM

Proof. We use the factorization
l l l l l
Uk,jUk,j+1 — %k,jﬁk,j = U, (Uk,j+1 — 7k,j) + 7k,j(ulw' - %k,j)'

We handle the first term with Lemma .l with gi, ; = uj ; and the second one with Lemma 2] with
Ok,j = 72 ;» noting that the diameter of the support of uy ; and 72 ;s 1 and [ respectively, and
noting that

1
2 l 2
k2 ey = 1 k2 rn) = T

O

Proposition 4.4 (Second-order Boltzmann-Gibbs principle for crossed terms). Let | > 1. There
exists a constant C > 0 such that, for all ¢ € 1?(Zyr) and k # k,

2

¢
tl
l l
En[ / ds Z [ug j(sn)ug ;(sn) — 7&]’—1(5”)71},]'—1(3”)]% < C’ﬁgn(gp).
0 jezy
Proof. This time, we use the factorization
l 1 l l l
gy = Wiy Wy = g (g — Wy y) + Wy (g — W)
and proceed as in the proof of Proposition O

5. TIGHTNESS

In the following, we will use Mitoma’s criterion [28]: a sequence of random distributions (y™),, is
tight in C'([0,7],8'(T)) if and only if 4" () is tight in C(]0,7T],R) for all ¢ € S(T). We will show
tightness of the symmetric, anti-symetric and martingale parts separately. We fix ¢ € S(T) for the

remainder of this section.

17
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5.1. Martingale term. We recall that (M} (¢))r = t&,(V"¢"). From the Burkholder-Davis-
Gundy inequality, it then follows that

P
2

En[| M7 4(0) = M (D] < CoBa[(MG ()] = Colt = 9)

P
2

for all p > 1, some constant finite constant €}, > 0. Tightness then follows from Kolmogorov’s

tightness criterion by taking p > 3.

5.2. Symmetric term. This term can be handled by an L? estimate:

|t — s

En[IS84(0) - Skl N IE

En(A™¢"),

I
2 .
2n JELMm

where we used Jensen’s inequality and the fact that {uy ;}jez,, is an iid. family of centered

Gaussian random variables. Tightness then follows once again from Kolmogorov’s criterion.
5.3. Anti-symmetric term. We state our main estimate on the anti-symmetric part.
Proposition 5.1. The anti-symmetric part of the dynamics satisfies

En|[Bea(o)|’] < O3
for every ¢ € S(T). Furthermore, each term in By () satisfies the same bound by itself.

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of this proposition. Recall that

By (¢) / Z G, j(sn )V" "ds
0

JE€LM
_ak/ Z wy j(sn*) V" go?ds—l—ZBk/ Z b (sn? )V plds
JEL q#0 JE€LM
=WE () =B/ ()
—i—Z’yk/ Zrkj sn?)V ds—l—ZZ)\',z_q’k_q/ Zp Vplds .
q#0 JELM q7#0 ¢'#0 JELM
~ q'#q
=Ry} () =P 7 ()

We begin with a lemma which will allow us to switch from terms involving ui ; to terms involving
Uj Uk j+1, to which we can apply the second-order Boltzmann-Gibbs principle. This will not be

needed for products of terms depending on different components of the process.
18
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Lemma 5.2. Let

t
(13) Vi) = [ 3 et glontungia(sn®) - ok s(sn®) + 1)
JELnr

There exists a finite constant C > 0 such that

(14) E. V)] < Ceate)

In particular, Y,;ft(cp) goes to zero in the ucp topology.

Proof. Using integration by parts,

t t
/0 > ik jur i1 —uj ) fdp = /0 > @ — uny)un i fdp
t

JELp JE€ELp

:/ Z ©i(Okjr1 — Okj)(ur i f)du

O jezn
t
:/ > ot j(Or g1 — Oy f — flp.
O jezn
Hence,

t t
/0 Z oi{unjup i —ui;+ 1} fdp = /0 Z itk (O j+1 — Okz) fdp.

JELnr JELM

By Young’s inequality,

t t
2/0 Z @i {unjup i —ui;+ 1} fdp = 2/0 Z 0k, (Ok j+1 — Ok,j) fdp

JE€LN JE€EZLn

t
1
< /0 > {op®ul;+ —(Orjan — 00y 1)}y

JELM

! 2 99 n? 2
:/0 > {59 s+ 5 (kg = O f) Y
JELM

9 ’I’L2 t
—260+ % 2 [ (@ - o),
n 2 . 0
JE€LM
by taking a = % and using that ug ; ~ N(0,1). The estimate (I4]) then follows from the Kipnis-
Varadhan estimate (Section [.I]). We then obtain the convergence to 0 in ucp topology by Cheby-
shev’s inequality. O

This means that we can switch the term wy ; in the anti-symmetric part of the dynamics by

Uy ju, j+1 modulo a vanishing term. Note that, as we apply the previous lemma to a gradient, the
19
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constant term 1 in (I3) will disappear. Hence, to handle the term Wy ,(¢) it is enough to prove
the tightness of

t
~n

W, () ;:/ > g j(sn®)ug jaa (sn®) V] ds.
0 JELM

From the Boltzmann-Gibbs Principle (Proposition [4.3]), we have that

2
/ Z ﬁk] (sn? kj(8n2)V”<p?ds

JELnr
2 2
] < t’E [ ] .

Next, as in the proof of Lemma FI] a careful L? computation, taking dependencies into account,

tl

(15) En[ W, < O—En(V").

On the other hand, by Jensen’s inequality,

Z ﬂk] (sn? kj(snz)vngpglds

JELMm

Z% 0)V"¢}

JELM

shows that
2

S Ty >"¢]]<ls<vn">

JEZLr
Hence,

2

16 4t vrgrds| | < B (v
(16) Z k]‘sn k](sn) Pjas =77 ( )

JEZM

Combining (I5) and (I0), we obtain

__ 2
En[ <C’<tl tn>’
n l

for some finite constant C' = C(¢) > 0. If tn? > 1, we choose | ~ v/tn, which yields

2
e

E,

2
W) ] < o2,

For tn? < 1, a crude L? bound gives
E, Z ug,j(sn)ug, jy1(sn) V"l ds

1=z

< CtPnE, (Vheh) < C328,(Vheh).

W, (¢)

|

This shows that (W:t(go))n is tight.
20
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We now consider the terms R;"7. We use the Boltzmann-Gibbs Principle (Proposition €3] once
2]

and follow the same process as before. This yields the tightness of (RZ?(@)),L for every ¢ # 0.

again to obtain

t t
E /0 Z uk_q7j(8n2)uk_q,j+1(snz)vngpglds—/0 Z %é_qd(sn2)7§€7j(sn2)vng0?ds

JE€LN JE€EZLn

< e (vnm
n

For the terms B}/ (¢) and PZ’f’q/(go), we use the Boltzmann-Gibbs Principle for crossed terms

(Proposition [4]) to obtain

2
B[ [ s 3 o lon®ug(sm®) = s a(sn®) T (sn2)] 975 | | < OREL(T")

JELM

for all k # k'. Noticing that
E [

E

t
/0 Z 72’]-_1 (sn2)7%7j_1(sn2)vncp?

JELMm
2
2
]gc{ﬂ+33}
n l

from which we get the tightness of (BZ?(@))n and (Pz:f’ql(go))n following the same process we used

we conclude that

t
Z uk,j(sn2)u7€7j(sn2)vncp?ds
JE€LM

0

for Wi, (¢). Finally, the tightness of each of its components yields tightness for B,’;t(go).

6. IDENTIFICATION OF THE LIMIT

From Section Bl we get processes S, W, R, B, P and M such that

lim M = My, lim S = S, lim W} = Wy,
n—o00 n—o00 n—oo

: n,q _ Ra ; n,q _ pa ; n,a,¢ _ ped
nh—g)loRk =Ry, nh_)n;OBk = By, nh_)n;OPk =P.",

along a subsequence that we still denote by n. We will now identify these limiting processes. By
the convergence of these processes, we obtain that lim, o X}' = Xj, where X}, is a weighted sum

of the previous processes. Additionally, by Lemma [5.2] lim,, Wz = Wyg.
21
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6.1. Convergence at fixed times. We will show that A}', converges to a white noise for each
fixed time t € [0,7] and each k € Zg. Let ¢ € S(T). Recall that, for each fixed time ¢ € [0,7],

(wk,j)k,; is an ii.d. family of standard Gaussian random variables. Hence,

n— oo

. \ n ) 1 n
JLIrOlOEn[eXp (z/\Xk’t(gp))] = lim E, [exp | iA\— Z ug ;(tn)g]

N2 el
)\2
= lim exp | —— )2
Jimexp | —on E (©})
JELn

= Tim_exp (—%2&1(@0 = exp (—%2/90(%)26@ :

Hence, 7', converges in distribution to a white noise. This in turns proves that A’ satisfies property

(S).

6.2. Martingale term. The quadratic variation of the martingale part satisfies

n—oo

lim (M, () = lim 16,(9"") = ¢ [ (@up(o)ds =t lonsla.
for all t > 0 and ¢ € S(T). By a criterion of Aldous [I], this implies that (M} (¢))n converges to a

Brownian motion with variance [|0,¢||7.. Hence, (M} )n converges in distribution to the derivative

of a white noise.

6.3. Symmetric term. A second moment bound and a simple Taylor expansion show that

2] ot?
<

" =

Stule) =5 [ A (020)ds

for some finite constant C' = C'(¢) > 0. Together with the convergence of the fluctuation field, this
shows that

. n [
Sule) = Jim S{(0) = 5 | Xia@Ee)is
0
6.4. Anti-symmetric term. We will identify the limit of each term separately.

6.4.1. Limit of Wj. For the term W7}, it suffices to identify the limit of the process W:(gp)
Remember that 2 (z) = 1(y—c,q) and MO 13 24¢)- Hence,

XL (1) = 07Tl (tn?), and  XP(R2(L)) = n2 W} (tn?).
22
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Then, if [ = tn, we have

/ Z %kj sn?) kj(sn)VCP?dSZ/ Z st A ( a( ))Vsﬁnds

JEL jEZ
nooo, / / X s (07 (2)) X (2 () Do () s
_Aa (kk( )

Remark 4. Given that i (z), 72 (z) € S(R), the limit does not follow immediately from the con-
vergence of the field. However, it follows by a suitable approximation by S(R) functions (see [14],
Section 5.3 for details).

Now, we show that A%(F)(p) satisfies the energy condition ([@). From the Boltzmann-Gibbs

Principle (Proposition [£3]) and stationarity, we have that

|

Taking | = en, we obtain

2

W:,t((p) - Wk s / Z %k \J Sn k](sn )vn(pnds

J€Ln

2
E ] <Ot — s)e,

Wi (o) — Wi (s / S @ (sn) WL (sn)V lds

5 jE€Ln

from some finite constant C' = C(¢) > 0. Therefore, by Fatou’s lemma,
- 9-
(a7) E||Wii(e) = Wis(e) = AT ()| | < Ot = s)e.
In the same way, if 0 < § < ¢,
- 9-
E||Wii() = Wia(p) = AL (0)| | <Ot~ )3

Collecting the last two estimates, we obtain
2

E|[4259 (o) — A2F ()] | < C(t - s)e,

for all 0 < § < e. This shows that A=(**) satisfies the energy estimate @) for all k € Zk. Hence,
by Theorem 23] taking ¢ — 0, .Aa (k) ( ) converges in L? to a process we denote by Agft’k)(gp).
Finally, by (I7) and Fatou’s lemma,

E [

Wii(0) = Wis(p) — A% ()

2
] < ImE Wi () = Wis(e) — ASHR) ()

23
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concluding that the limit of the process Wy (¢) is A.(k’k)(cp).

6.4.2. Limit of B;"?. Recall that
/ Z b (sn? )V plds
JE€LM

where

1
§(Uk,juk+q7j + uk7j+1uk+q7j+1)-

a _

by =

By a simple L? computation, we note that it is enough to identify the limit of the processes
t

Ulig(cp) :/ Z ukj(sn2)uk](sn )Vplds,
0 jezn

for k # k. We denote Ul (@) = limy 00 Uk k( ). As above, it holds that

Zﬁm (snA) UL (sn ds_/ \FZX’“ ajT )xr (L—g(ﬂT))vn "ds

jEZM JE€ELn

nooe, /0 /T (T2 (2)) (2 (2)Duip()drds

= A7 ().

From the Boltzman-Gibbs Principle for crossed terms (Proposition [£.4]), we have that

t
E U]i%(gp) —/0 ds Z 727]-_1(sn2)7%7j_1(8n2)vn<p?

J€ELn

<cle (vrom.
n

Hence, taking [ = en, applying Fatou’s lemma and using stationarity, we obtain that

2

Ut 1(0) = Ul prgl) = AT (0)| | < C(t = s)e.

As above, this shows that Aiﬁ“’ () satisfies the energy condition. Hence, Agkt’k) (p) = lim.0 Aiﬁ’“’“)(
exists and, proceeding again as above, we conclude that lim,_, U t’" = S (gp)
In particular, we conclude that the limit of the process Bj’?(¢) is A(k k+a) (4,0)
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6.4.3. Limit of RZ’q. Recall that

t
R, 7 () :/0 Z r,‘i’j(sn2)V”<p§Lds

J€ELn

where

Tz,j = Uk—q,jUk—q,j+1-

Following the argument used to compute the limit of the term W:(cp), we obtain that the limit of
the process qu(cp) is A.(k_q’k_q)(cp).

6.4.4. Limit of PZ’q’ql. Recall that

t
P () :/0 Z P (snz)V"gpglds

JELMm

where
aq _ 1
Pyj = 6(2uk—q7juk—q’7j + Uk—q,jUk—q/ j+1 T Uk—g,j+1Uk—q' j + 2Uk—q j+1Uk—q/,j+1)-

Following the argument used to compute the limit of the term BZ’?((p), we obtain that the limit of

the process PZ”,‘]’q/(gp) is A.(k_q’k_q/)(sﬁ).

Remark 5. As all our arguments apply to the reversed process with straightforward modification,

this finishes the proof of Theorem

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA

Proof of Lemma L3 First, we show that conditions (@)-(E]) imply the trilinear condition. The

equations for uy, Ugiq, Up—q are

1 k—lk—1
Oy = 53931% + 0y (cup + Z { Bl + Vg + Z Ay s ue—r }) 4 0%,
10 10
U#L
1
Oplgra = §8§Uk+a + Oy (Oék+aui+a + Z {5Ilc+auk+auk+a+l + 71l~c+au%+a—l
1£0
kta—lk+a—l
+ Z )\kig e uk—l—a—luk—l—a—l’}) + 81‘%-‘,—(17
140
VAL
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1
Opttk—a = 582%?”“—“ + O (Qh—atif_q + Z { Bl atb—atth—at1 + Vh_alh—a_i
140
k—a—l,k—a—1'
+ Z N—a T up—a Uk —a1 }) 4 0
U'#0
Al

Hence,

k k+a _ k—a _
Fk,k = Qk; Fk+a,k+a = Qktas Fk—a,k—a = Qk—a,

a
k _ 1k _ ﬁk __1kta _ _a
Ihkva = Uhtar = 5 = Ly = Yktas
K k K Bk
_a —a __ —a __ —a
Fk—a,k—a =" = Fk—a,k - Fk,k—a - 92
k—a,k—a’ k—a' k— — k.k—a'
Fﬁ_&k_a/ == )\k BE=G — Fﬁ—a’,k—a = )\k et Fll;ka_a/ == )\k;_a “ .

= 6—2(’: for every a,k € Z.

The trilinear condition simply follows from the identity v},
Now, consider a system of coupled Burgers equations satisfying the trilinear condition,

1
Oruy, = 5832% + ' % Ff’j@x(uiuj) + W, k€ Lk,
2Y) K

Iy, =Tk =T}, forali,jkeZg.

We rewrite the equations for uy, ugiq, Ug_q a8

1
Oup = 5@%% + 0n (T} gui + Z {T% ks rurtiess + TF g gttt
140

ATF i+ Y TRy rukr }) + 0u Wk,
I'#0
[

1
_ 2 k+a 2 k+a
O ya = §axuk+a + Oy (Fk+a,k+auk+a + E :{Fk+a,k+a+luk+auk+a+l
10
+Pk+a

k 2
ktatik-rah+alkratl T Uhqa 1 kra—iUktat

Z k
+ Pkig—l,ma—zluk+a—luk+a—l’}> + 0: Wkt a
I'#0
U'#1

1
2 k— 2 k—
8tuk_a = §8muk_a + 895 (Fk_g’k_auk_a + Z {Pk—g,k—a—i—luk—auk—fﬂ'l

140
_|_Fk—a

k—a 2
k—a-+1,k—aWk—alk—atl + Fk—a—l,k—a—luk—a—l

+ Z FIZ:Z_“C_G_[/uk—a—luk—a—l’ }) + 0 Wh—as
U'#0
1
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which satisfies the way of writing the equations in Theorem and also satisfies

B[I

k __ _ 1k _ 1kta _ _a
5 = Dikra =Thvar =ik = Yotar

kaka_

k—a,k— k,k— k
)‘k v a_rk ak—a’ = Nk Fk a’ k— a_>‘ a_rkkaa
which imply conditions (@])-(@]). O

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF LEMMA [B.3]

Proof of Lemma[3.3 First, we will prove that

Ok,jBr.j(u) = Ok, (ak(wk,j —wigo1) + Y BEGh — b )+ D kh — Thy)
120 120
k—Lk—l', LU Ll B
S DD DR pk,j—l)) =0
10 0
VAL

Recalling the definition of w, we can see that

1
D Ohj(wry —wi 1) = 3 > (kg1 — k1) = 0.

JE€LN JE€EZLn

Next, recalling the definitions of b, » and p, we can see that

! ! 1l 1l
ak,j(bk,j - bk,j—l) 3k,y( Tkg 1) = 3k,j(1’k,j - pk,j—l) =0.

We are left to prove that

> D wkBri= ), ), uk]<ak Wi = Wj-1) + D BBk — Vi j1)

k€Zk jEL N k€Zk jEL 1#0
L.l 1 k—l,k—l' l A 1l o
DR AGEELFEVED )PPV Prj — Prj- 1)> =0.
140 1£0 10
VAl

We will divide the proof in several steps. In each one of them, we will highlight terms that produce

telescopic sums.

° Z wp,j(wr,j — wy j—1) = 0 Vk € Zg: by the definition of w,
JE€EZLNM
L o 2
guk,y(uk,j + Uk Uk j+1 + Uk 1)
1 2 2
- gukvj(uk,j—l + Uk, j—1Uk,j + UL ;)
(0 g — ) + < gy — )
= 5 Wi Uk 41 = U j—1 Uk j + 3 (kW b1 — W Uk j—1)-
27
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Both summands yield telescopic sums when summing over j € Zyy.

) Z Z (Z umﬁé(bff’j — bi7j_1) + Z umfy,lf(rfw - Tff’j_l)> = 0: first, by definition of b,
k€l j€Zpr 170 1#0

1 1
ukvj(ﬁkbk,j - ﬁkbk,j—l)
! Bl ,Bl l
= Uk,j(EkUk,jqu,j + Ekuk,j-l-luk-i-l,j-i-l) — (2
!

[
= 7uk,juk,j+1Uk+l,j+1 -

B
) Uk j—1Uk i1+ D Uk UL )

1 2

Next,

1.1 1.1 _ l
ukvj(%?"m - Vkrk,j—ﬂ = VEpUk,jUL—1,jUk—1j+1 — VEUk,jUk—1,j—1Uk—1,j -

3 4

Now, looking at the terms for k£ + [ instead of k, we obtain

1ol A/ o P ! P ,
uk+l,j(’m+ﬂ’k+z,j - ’Yk+ﬂ’k+z,j—1) = Vil Uk+1,j Uk, j Uk j+1 — Vi1 Uk+1,j Uk, j—1Uk,j -

2 1

Similarly for k — [, we obtain

l

l
1l [ Br—i Br—i
uk—l,j(ﬁk—lbk—m - ﬁk—lbk—l,j—l) = T Uk, j4+1Uk—1,5+1Uk—1,5 — 5 Uk, j—1Uk—1,j—1Uk—1,j -

4 3

Terms marked with the same number underneath are telescopic when summing over j € Zyy
1
by recalling that %" = 7,2 e

o« 202 X > wmaN T -l

k.j—1) = 0: by definition of p,
ke jELN 170 I'£0

'l
E—Lk—1U' Ll E—lk—1U' Ll
g j (A, kg Ak pk,j—l)
_ _ /
)\z 1k—1
= Uk,j

(2up 1, jUk—pr j + Up—1, jU—7 1+ Uk—1 1 Up—p j F 2Up— 1y 1 U—17 j41)
6
k—1k—1'
Al

— Uk, j (2Up—1 j—1Uk—1 j—1 F U— j— 1 U1 j + Up—p jUE—1 j—1 + 2Up—1 jUE—1" ;)
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1]

2]

3]

[4]

[5]
(6]

(7]
8]

[9]

[10]

[11]

[12]
[13]

[14]

Lkt
k
= Uk,j 6 (uk—l,juk—l’J-i-l T+ Uk—1,j41Uk—1 5 T 2uk—l,j+1uk—l’,j+1)
5 6
el k—1'
Ak
— Up 5 (2Uk—1 j1 Ul j—1 F U1 j—1Uk—17 j F+ Ul jU—1 j—1)

5 6

Terms marked with 5 will cancel when summing over j € Zy, k € Zg, |l € Zi and !’ € Zg by

recalling that )\g_l’k_l/ = )\i_l/’k_l = )\gfl_ll. The same will happen for terms marked with 6.
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