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EQUILIBRIUM FLUCTUATIONS FOR TOTALLY ASYMMETRIC
INTERACTING PARTICLE SYSTEMS

KOHEI HAYASHI

ABSTRACT. We study equilibrium fluctuations for a class of totally asymmetric zero-range type
interacting particle systems. As a main result, we show that density fluctuation of our process
converges to the stationary energy solution of the stochastic Burgers equation. As a special
case, microscopic system we consider here is related to g-totally asymmetric simple exclusion
processes (g-TASEPs) and our scaling limit corresponds to letting the quantum parameter ¢ to
be one.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we have an interest in Kardar-Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) equation, which is a sto-
chastic partial differential equation of unknown function h = h(t,z) where (t,x) € [0,00) x R
with the form

Och = vd?*h + N(9,h)? + VDW (t, z). (1.1)
Here v, D > 0 and A\ € R are constants and W(t, x) is the space-time white noise. Or equivalently,
we focus on its tilt uw = 0,h which satisfies the stochastic Burgers equation (SBE)

dyu = vd?u + Noyu® + VDO, W (L, x). (1.2)

Throughout this paper, we only consider the one-dimensional setting. KPZ equation is intro-
duced in [I7] as a model to describe random interface evolution. The main interest of this paper
is universality of interface growth. Before discuss in detail the universality, we mention solution
theory of KPZ equation. Looking the SBE (IZ)), the solution w is typically expected to have
the same regularity as the space-time white noise. In particular, it takes values on distribution
and thus the non-linear term d,u? cannot be defined naively. As a consequence, the equation
(L2) and also (LI are called singular type equation in this sense. One way to use Cole-Hopf
transformation Z = exp((A/v)h). Then the transformed process Z satisfies the stochastic heat
equation with multiplicative noise

D

14

07 =vdiZ + ZW (t,z). (1.3)

Now we can give a meaning to the solution of (3] in a classical way and then the solution
to KPZ equation can be defined by h = (v/\)log Z, which is called the Cole-Hopf solution.
However, such a good transformation is restrictive and a solution theory which directly give
a meaning to singular stochastic differential equations is preferable. To prove well-posedness
of (LI)) itself without using the Cole-Hopf transformation, a renormalization procedure which
roughly subtract “—o0” from the singular term is needed. Such a renormalization is conducted
in a mathematically rigorous way in [11] for the first time, and well-posedness of KPZ equation is
proved there. And then the solution theory is generalized as the regularity structure theory in [12]
covering more wide range of singular stochastic partial differential equations. On the other hand,
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the paper [8] introduced the notion of paracontrolled calculus and then global well-posedness
of KPZ equation is shown in [9] based on paracontrolled calculus. Both solution theories are
established as generalization of rough path theory, and particularly the solutions are constructed
based on a pathwise approach rather than a probabilistic one. For a probabilistic construction,
though restricted on the stationary case, the notion of energy solution is introduced in [6] as
a martingale problem formulation and existence of the solution is shown. Then uniqueness of
energy solution is proved in [10].

The main interest of this paper is to derive (LI]) as an equation which describes macroscopic
interface evolution, by taking scaling limits of microscopic models. Until now, several microscopic
models from which KPZ equation is derived by scaling limits are known. In particular, for
microscopic models under equilibrium state, the notion of energy solution gives us a robust way
to derive KPZ equation as scaling limits. Here we briefly review results on the universality of
KPZ equation for stationary models. (See [4] for progress in this decades containing also non-
stationary cases.) As to stationary case, [I] is a celebrating result, which proved that density
fluctuation of simple exclusion processes with weak asymmetric jump rates converges to the
Cole-Hopf solution of SBE. After that, [6] generalized the result of [I] to wider class of jump
rates and remarkably they established a robust way to derive KPZ equation without using Cole-
Hopf transformation: [7] for interacting particle systems containing zero-range processes, [5]
for a system of stochastic differential equations and [I5] for the Sasamoto-Spohn model, which
is originally introduced in [2I]. Other important class from which KPZ equation is derived
is directed polymers, which is introduced in [I3] and mathematically analyzed in [I4] for the
first time. As to the stationary case, recently [16] derived the stochastic Burgers equation from
free-energy fluctuation of the stationary O’Connell-Yor model ([20]). On the other hand, a
some relation between the O’Connell-Yor polymer and an interacting particle system is pointed
out: the g-deformation of totally asymmetric simple exclusion process (¢-TASEP, in short) with
parameter ¢ € (0, 1) is introduced in [2] and moreover it is proved that the ¢-TASEP in some
sense converges to the O’Connell-Yor polymer as ¢ — 1. (See also [3].) From this degeneration
result, it is expected that the stochastic Burgers equation can also be derived by scaling limits of
q-TASEPs. In this paper we consider a class of totally asymmetric interacting particle systems
where particles on one dimensional lattice move only to one direction, containing ¢-TASEP
model as a special case. As a main result, we show that the stochastic Burgers equation is
derived from our model.

2. MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Stationary energy solution of KPZ/SBE. In the sequel, we write R} = [0,00). Let
v,D >0 and X € R be fixed constants and consider (1 + 1)-dimensional KPZ equation

Oh = vd*h + A(0,h)? + VDW (t,z) in Ry xR, (2.1)
Then recall that the tilt © = 0, h satisfies the stochastic Burgers equation
dru = vd*u + Nopu® + VDA, W (t,z) in Ry xR, (2.2)

As a preliminary we recall the notion of stationary energy solution. The same formulation can
be applied for KPZ equation (2] so that we focus only on the stochastic Burgers equation
[22). Now we begin with the definition of stationarity.

Definition 2.1. We say that an S'(R)-valued process u = {u; : t € [0,T]} satisfies condition
(S) if for all t € [0,T], the random variable u; has the same distribution as space white noise
with variance D/(2v).

For a process u = {u; : t € [0,T]} satisfying the condition (S), we define

/ /ur (te(x p(z)dxdr.
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for every 0 < s <t < T, ¢ € S(R) and € > 0. Here we defined the function ¢.(x;-) : R — R by
te(xyy) = 5*11[$7$+5)(y) for each z € R.

Definition 2.2. Let u = {u; :t € [0,T]} be a process satisfying the condition (S). We say that
the process u satisfies the energy estimate if there exists a constant k > 0 such that:

(EC1) For any ¢ € S(R) and any 0 <s <t <T,

t

En[ / u, (020)dr
S

(EC2) Forany o € SR), any 0<s<t<T and any 0 <d <e <1,

B [ 45.(9) — AL(P)°] < welt = ) 0esl ey

Then the following result is proved in [6].

2
| < stt = 9ol

Proposition 2.1. Assume {u; : t € [0,T]} satisfies the conditions (S) and (EC2). Then there
exists an S'(R)-valued process { Ay : t € [0,T]} with continuous trajectories such that

) = lim A5, (9)
in L? for every t € [0,T] and ¢ € S(R).

By this proposition, thinking the singular term 9,u? is given by this quantity, we can define
a solution of (2.2) as follows.

Definition 2.3. We say that an S'(R)-valued process u = {u(t,-) : t € [0,T]} is a stationary
energy solution of the stochastic Burgers equation ([2.2) if

(1) The process u satisfies the conditions (S), (EC1) and (EC2).
(2) For all p € S(R), the process

ur(i0) — o () — v /0 ua(P0)ds — Al)

is a martingale with quadratic variation D||02¢||7, (®)t where A is the process obtained
in Proposition [21.
(8) For all p € S(R), writing 4y = ur—¢ and Ay = —(Ar — Ar_y), the process

() — o) — v /0 1,(0%0)ds — Ay(p)

2

is a martingale with quadratic variation DH(?%QOHLQ(R)t.

Then it is proved that there exists a unique-in-law stationary energy solution of ([Z2]). Exis-
tence was shown in [6] and then uniqueness was proved in [10].

2.2. Model and result. Throughout this paper we write N = {1,2,...} and Z; = {0,1,...}.
Let 2" = Z% be a configuration space and we consider Markov processes which takes values on
Z". We write an element in the configuration space 2 by Greek letters n = {n; : j € Z} where
n; denotes the number of particles on a site j € Z. Let ¢ : Z; — R, be such that ¢(0) = 0 and
take pn,q, € [0,1] satisfying p, + ¢, = 1. Then zero-range process is a Markov process with
generator

f(n) = n? anc(ﬁj)vj,j—lf(ﬁ) +n? Z qnc(mj)Vij+1f(n)

JEZ JEZ.
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acting on each local function f: 2~ — R. Here V; j11f(n) = f(n? 1) — f(n) and 7771 denotes
the configuration after a particle jumps from a site j to j + 1 if there exists at least one particle
on the site j:
nj—1  ifk=j
T =+l ifk=j54+1,
Nk otherwise.

The factor n? is needed to obtain non trivial limit under diffusive scaling. In [7], the stochastic
Burgers equation is derived in weakly asymmetric regime where ¢, — p, = O(n_l/ 2) as n tends
to infinity. Instead, we consider totally asymmetric regime where ¢, — p, = O(1) assuming also
the jump rate function ¢ depends on n in an appropriate manner. To simplify the notation, we
set p, = 0 and ¢, = 1 in the sequel. Moreover, let g be a positive function on R satisfying the
following condition.

Assumption 2.1. Assume the function g € Cl;l(RJ’_ : Ry) is strictly increasing where Cgl denotes

the family of C*-smooth functions whose all derivatives are bounded, and satisfies g(0) = 0 and
/

g'(0) > 0.

For the function g satisfying Assumption 1] we write g, (k) = n'/?g(n='/2k) for each k € Z.
and consider the zero-range process with jump rate ¢ = g, in the above. In other words, we
define an operator L, acting on each local fucntion f: 2" — R by

Luf(n) =n*Y_ gn(nj)Vj41f (0),
JEZ
and hereafter we consider a Markov process n" = {n"(¢t) : t > 0} on 2" with infinitesimal
generator L,. See Section 2.6 in [I8] about construction of zero-range processes on infinite
volume space where monotonicity of jump rate is postulated. For any probability measure p on
2, let P} be the distribution of " on D(R; : Z) starting form the initial distribution p where
D(R; : Z7) denotes the space of right-continuous processes with left-limits taking values in 2~
endowed with the Skorohod topology.

Next we prepare a family of invariant measures of the process n™ which are parametrized by
density. First for each o > 0, let 7, be a probability measure on .2~ whose common marginal is
given by

k k

_ 1 «a «
ol =0 = g w2 = Lo

where we defined g,!(k) = gn(k) - gn(1) for each k € N and ¢,!(0) = 1. Let o, be the radius
of convergence of the partition function Z,(«).

Assumption 2.2. Assume that Z,(«) diverges as o converges to o, for each n.

For each p > 0, we choose ®,, = ®,(p) so that Ey, [n;] = p for each j € Z. This is possible
according to Assumption In this case we have ®,,(p) = Eyn[g,(n)] and it is easily verified
that

lim @, (p) = g'(0)p. (2.3)

An example of function ¢ satisfying Assumptions 2.1 and will be given in subsection
Hereafter we simply write v, = Vg, (,). Then, it is straightforward that the measure v} satisfies
the detailed balance condition and thus v” is invariant for the process 1. To be concerned
with equilibrium fluctuations, we only consider the situation when the process starts form these

invariant measures. We write P, = Pﬁg and write the expectation with respect to P, by E,.

Now we state our main result. For any given constant 7" > 0, we define density fluctuation
field {X]* : t € [0,T]} with values on D([0,T],S’(R)) whose action on any test function ¢ € S(R)
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is given by

x \F > (e (j _nf"t> (2.4)

JEZ
where f, = fu(g,p) = ban? + bin®/? + byn with

b= g(0), b= 50" (0)(1+28,(p),
9(3) (0) g//(0)2
65/(0) 150

Here p = E,,[1(j)] stands for the density which is conserved for each process " = {n"(t) : t > 0}.
The main result of this paper is the following.

Theorem 2.2. Let X" be the density fluctuation field defined by (24) for each zero-range process

"= {npt:t€[0,T]}. Then the process {X]" :t € [0,T|} which takes values in D(]0,T],S’(R))
converges in distribution to a unique stationary energy solution {u(t,-) : t € [0,T]} of the
stochastic Burgers equation

1
O = 59'(0)8 u— —g 0)9,u” + /' (0)pd, W (t, x) (2.6)

2.3. Relation to ¢-TASEP. As we mentioned before, our zero-range process is related in some
way to a g-deformed version of totally asymmetric simple exclusion process (¢-TASEP), which is
originally introduced in [2]. The dynamics of ¢-TASEP is described as follows. Fix a parameter
q €[0,1). Let 25 = {0,1}” be a configuration space with exclusion constraint where similarly
to zero-range process we denote each element in 2 by Greek letters like £ = {§; : j € Z} € Zo.
Here £; denotes the occupation number on a site j: at each site at most one particle can exist
and there is a particle on the site j if {; = 1 while there is no particle on that site if §; = 0.
Then ¢g-TASEP is a process which takes values on 2y whose infinitesimal generator is given by

Lof(€) = (1=q")Vjj1f(€)
JET
for each real valued function f on 2j. Here Vjji1f(€) = f(€59T1) — f(£) and &7 T denotes
the configuration after a particle on site j jumps to the site j + 1 if possible, similarly to the
zero-range case. Note that ¢-TASEP is a kind of exclusion process, which can also be interpreted
as zero-range process by the following way. Indeed, let X(¢) = {(---,zo(t),z1(t),--) € Z% :
xj(t) < xj41(t),J € Z} denotes a family of site positions on which particles exist at time ¢. Note
that sites except for {x;(t) : j € Z} are empty and we let 1;(t) = x;(t) — x;j_1(t) denotes the

(2.5)

0= (14 6%, (p) + 3%n(p)*) — (14 10®,,(p) + 9% (p)?).

number of empty sites between x;(t) and x;41(t). Then, after taking ¢ = ¢, = exp(—n~1/?),
the process n"(t) = {n;(n®/?t) : j € Z} (t > 0) which takes values on % is a zero-range process
with generator L, with g(x) = 1 — e . In this case, product g-geometric distribution whose
marginal distribution is given by

S (YD
Va(nj - k) - ( /\/_7 Qn)oo (qn;qn)k , ke Z+

is invariant for the dynamics. Here (a;q)oc = [[reo(l — ag®) and (a;¢)n = (a;¢)00/(aq"; @)oo
are the g-Pochhammer symbols. Note that the measure v, is a probability measure by the

g-binomial theorem
Z k a; C] _ (az; q)oo
= (54 (73 ¢)oo

for all |z] < 1 and |¢|] < 1 with a = 0. Moreover, one can easily check that the function g
satisfies Assumptions 2.1l and 2.2] and 7]} converges in law to product Poisson distribution with
parameter « when n tends to infinity, as it is expected.
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3. PROOF OUTLINE

In this section, we give an outline to the proof of our main theorem (Theorem [22]). Recall
the definition of the fluctuation fields {A}* : ¢ € [0, 7]} defined in (2.4]). We write ¢} = ¢} () =
©((j — fat)/n) for simplicity and define discrete derivative operators V" and A™ by

n
Vi = (e = @), AMY = n?(9fh e — 247). (3.1)
Moreover, let L} be the L2(Vp)—adjoint operator of L, which acts on each f: 2" — R as

Lyf(n) =n*Y_ gn(nj)V-1f ()

JEL

Then we define symmetric and anti-symmetric part of the operator L,, by S,, = (L, +L})/n and
Ay, = (L, — L})/2, respectively. We begin with a martingale decomposition associated Markov
process. By Dynkin’s martingale formula, for each test function ¢ € S(R),

M2 (o) = AP (p) — XP(p) — /0 (8, + L) X(¢)ds (3.2)

is a mean-zero martingale with quadratic variation

M = [ (L) 220 () Lk () s
/Zgn 115 (8)) [0 41(5) — @?(3))]26157

JEZ

(3.3)

which is expected to converge to ¢'(0 )pH(?mQOHL2 t as n tends to infinity in view of (2.3).

Next, to decompose the additive functional into symmetrlc and anti-symmetric parts, we write
L, =S, + A, and split the third term of right-hand side of (2] into sum of

/s X2 2\/_/ Zgn 17 () A"} (s)ds (34)
and

B (o) = /0 (0 + An) XD () ds
(3.5)

- % /0 J% [nga (7 () V"5 (5) = &(n]( ) = p)Oxe (5)] ds.

By this line we obtain a decomposition
X' () = X' (0) + St (@) + B (p) + M (). (3.6)

In the sequel, we show tightness of each term in the decomposition ([3.0]) and characterize limiting
points. Before consider in detail, let us roughly see the convergence of these terms. For that
purpose, a Taylor expansion of g, in occupation variables

_ 1 _ _
gn(k) = nl/Qg(n 1/2/<:) =4 (0)k + §g”(0)k2n 12 4 O(n 1) (3.7)

plays an important role. We begin with the symmetric part. Taking only the leading term of g,,,
the process S;*(¢) can be replaced by (¢'(0)/2)X;*(A"p) and thus one can show that this term
converges to the viscosity term in the equation ([2.2]) tested against each function ¢. Next, for
the anti-symmetric part, we see that the continuous derivative can be replaced by the discrete
one. Indeed, let

B (o) = 7= [ 200 = p)0rs) — Vi o).
JEZL
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Recall the definition of the discrete derivative given in ([B]). Then the mean-value theorem
yields [0,¢7 (t) — V"] (s)| = O(n~?). Hence by the Schwarz inequality, we have that

2
En[ sup |E} (¢ \2} <Tf”/ ZE (7 (s) —p) ](8x<p?(s)—vncp?(s))2ds SC%.

0<t<T e

Now we expand ngy(1;) —n~* f(n; — p) in occupation variable 7; with the help of the expansion
B1). Then, choosing the framing f,, carefully, the linear terms cancel and one can expect the
leading part has order two. Then B}'(¢) can roughly be written by a quadratic functional of the
fluctuation field, which give rise to the non-linear term in the limiting equation (2.6]). This is
clarified in the following manner. Let us define random variables W; and its centered version
Wj by

Wj(t) = gn(nf (1)) /9'(0),  W;(t) = W;(t) — @n(p)/g'(0). (3.8)

Moreover, we define a modified process B € D([0,T],S'(R)) by
Br( / ST 1 ()75 (5) V7 (5)ds (3.9)
JEZ

for each test function ¢ € S(R). Then we have the following result.
Lemma 3.1. We have that

limsupEn[ sup |B?((P) - B?(‘p)‘z =0.
n—o00 0<t<T

Lemma B.1lis a consequence of an expansion of W; —n; (see ((L4])), which can be deduced by
a similar way as for the O’Connell-Yor polymer model given in [16]. The proof of Lemma [31]is
postponed to Section [7

4. THE SECOND-ORDER BOLTZMANN-GIBBS PRINCIPLE

H _
For each ¢ € N we denote a centered local average of W;’s by W; =(! Zk:o,...,zfl Witk In
addition, let 7; denotes the canonical shift: 7;m; = n;1;. We define

" 02
oyt = L2 (Whe)* - ) (@)

where 02(p) = Var,n [Wo|. Then the following result is central to demonstrate the main theorem.

Theorem 4.1 (Second-order Boltzmann-Gibbs principle). We have that

En{oilt% /ZTJ (6:5) V(s )dsz} ( £2>/ S (v

JEL JEZ
4.1. Preliminaries. To give a proof Theorem Il we prepare for some basic tools. For each
local L?(v}}) function F, we define its H'""-norm by ||[F||7 ,, = (F, —SnF>L2(,,;L), which is explicitly
represented as

Tl2
IFIR =% 3 Buplon(n) (Vg F0)).

JEL, |j—j'|=1

Moreover we define the H~!"-norm through the variational formula

HFH2—1,n - sup {2<F7 f>L2(u") - Hf”in}
feL2(vy), local P

Then the following Kipnis-Varadhan inequality holds true.
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Proposition 4.2 (Kipnis-Varadhan inequality). Let F : [0,T] — L?(v,) be a function such that
E,,[F(t,-)] =0 for each t € [0,T]. Then there exists a positive constant C' such that

T
/ F(s,n"(s))ds ] §C/ HF(t,-)HQ_Lndt.
0

Moreover, the following integration-by-parts formula is a key ingredient.

e
0<t<T

Lemma 4.3 (Integration by parts). Let f be any real-valued local LQ(Vg)—function on 2. Then
for each j € 7 we have an identity

Epn[f(n)(Wj = Wjg1)] = —Eun[Vj s f(n)W;].

Proof. First we observe the invariant measure v, satisfies an identity

Jid+1y gé(nj) Vg(n)
gn(Mjt1 +1)

for each j € Z and each configuration 7 € 2" such that 7; > 0. From this identity, for any local
function f we see that a change of variables yields

Byl fMan(mio)l = 3 5 F0P7 ) gu(mir + )—22) iy = [ F ) g ()]

neZ jel In (77]-1—1 +1) P

vy (1

Now subtract Eyn[f(17)gn(n;)] from both sides to complete the proof. O
4.2. Proof of Theorem [4.I]l To show Theorem [£.I], we use a decomposition
Z 0)— o Z 0
IO w, o =L )<Wj V(W5 = W) + W, — W) +

2 : =)

Then following Lemmas [£.4] and finish the proof of the second-order Boltzmann-Gibbs prin-
ciple.

Lemma 4.4. There exists a positive constant C' such that

A X W)W = W s

Proof. Recalling the definition of the local average, we first observe

o[ o
0<t<T

ZW] 1 W Wﬁ 90] ZW] 12 G4i — j+z+1)¢z+190j

where ¢; = (¢ —i)/¢ and F}, = Zi:o,...,£f2 W h—i—1¥iy19k—i, and in the second identity we let
k = j + i to rearrange the sum. Here we note that the local function F} is invariant under the
action o0 j4+1. We fix any local, LQ(V;‘)—function f. Then, according to the integration by parts
formula (Lemma [.3)), we have

2<ZW]‘_1(W]‘ —Wﬁ)tpj, > —QZEV" W W]-l—l)f]

JEZ JEZL

- _2ZEV" Vg1 f)Ej].

JEZ
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By Young’s inequality, we notice that the last display can be absolutely bounded by

n2
) ZEV,’; [90(n7) (Vg1 (1))?] n2g'(0)2 ZEV" gn (1)) [F ]

JEZL JEZ

where for the second term we noted that Fj is independent of 7;. Moreover, note that the first
term is bounded by ||f||in Then, since }; £y, [FJZ] <0ty go? we conclude with the help of
the Kipnis-Varadhan inequality (Proposition [£2]) that

2
— —
2. s | [ > 5o 0W5(0) = Wiy s |<els [ S
0<t<T
JEZ
for some C' > 0. Hence we complete the proof. O

Lemma 4.5. There exists a positive constant C' such that

el 2, / > W3 Ts- *W?(s))“’%ép)]ms)cls ]
<<(+z) | T

JEZ

Proof. Recalling the definition of local averages, we have

Z Wﬁ( W1 — WZ Z Z jrie1 = Witi)Yip;

JEZ JEZ 1=0

where ¢; = (¢ —1i)/¢. Then we fix any local function f: 2" — R and apply integration by parts

(Lemma [4.3)).

First we consider the case 1 < ¢ < ¢ — 1. To make notations simple, we write T/Vj+ =
gn(n; +1)/g'(0) and W™ = g, (n; — 1)/9 (0). Then noting

— _
Vjsim1,+iWj = W]

i1 — Wisi1 + W

J+i Wj+i)

provided 7;4+;—1 > 0, we have
% PR _
Eyn [W5(W i1 — W) f]
) e
= _EV;L[(UJ'H*L]'HW]‘)(V]H 1]+zf) JHi— 1] Evg[f(vjﬂ 1]+1W )W]Jrl 1]

For the first term in the right-hand side, we can use Young’s inequality and then apply the
Kipnis-Varadhan inequality to get a bound of order £/n? by the same calculation as in Lemma
44l For the second term, to make use a similar procedure, we decompose

Witict(Wipiq = Wikio + Wi = W)

= —(WitiaWiti = WitiaWi, ) + (Wi a W

Jjt+i Wj2+i) + (Wj2+l W—H 1)

j
Then one can find that
Eyn [f(vj+i71,j+iW€)Wj+ifl]
= ' B WisiaWi o (Visio gl )]+ 0 Bup Wi (Vi grio f)]
+£71Eug[f(Wj2+z W]+Z ot

From the first two terms we deduce the ¢/n?-bound with the help of the Kipnis-Varadhan
inequality and thus hereafter we may only consider the third term.
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On the other hand, we consider the case ¢ = 0. Similarly to the above, a Leibniz rule for the
derivative operator V,_1 ; yields
—, __
Eyy [W5(Wjo1 = W) f]
—, —,
= —Eun [(UJ LJW (Vi1 )Wj-a] = Evy[f(vj 1, W5 Wi 1]

Then the first term in the last display gives an £/n?-bound so that we may focus on the second
term. Moreover, note that

%
V_ 1JW =0 (Wj - Wj)

provided n;_1 > 0. To take advantage of a similar calculation as the case i > 1, we use a
decomposition

Wit (W = Wj) = (W W) = W) + (W} = W W)

Then we have that
Eyn [f(Vj—1,jW§)Wj—1] = L Ep W (V1) + € Eun [W; (W5 — Wio1) f]. (4.2)
From the first term, we get an extra £/n? factor to bound them and thus we only consider the

second term.
By this line, we obtained

|, /%W 5200 i) + 5 0 e |
je
<Cn2/ Zgoj

where

/ Z[ ZWfﬂ Wiima)s = Wi(Wj = W) + 07(p) | 5 (s)ds.

JEZ i=1

Now our task is to estimate R™ directly. Here we notice that

~

-1

> (W2 = Wi = (W) = (W7 — B, [77)

1

.
I

where (ﬁ)g = (1 Zz‘:o,...,é—l(W]2+z — [W]2+z]) is centered local averages defined similarly
for W;. Then by Schwarz’s inequality and statlonarity, we have
2
-(s)ds) ]

2
[ psenon]] <5, | (57
0<t<T jez

<2 [ m (S b >ﬂds.

JEL

o] o
0<t<T
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However, noting (W?)f and (Wﬁ)i are independent if |[j — k| > ¢, we have that

En K Z(W)§¢j> 2] = En [( ZZE Z(ﬁ)§j+k@5j+k> 2]

JEZ k=0 j€Z.

</ Zé) E, [( Z(W)§j+k¢zj+k> 2}

-1 - ) 1
=0 > El(W) Teliin <C YD bl

k=0 j€Z k=0 jEZ

for some C' > 0 since En[((ﬁ)gﬂ < C¢7! for each j. On the other hand, since random

variables Wj2 - E, [Wf] and W;(W; — W;_1) — 02(p) are centered, Schwarz’s inequality bring
us the desired estimate. Hence combining all the estimates we complete the proof. O

5. TIGHTNESS

Recall the martingale decomposition ([B.6). Note that ‘according to Lemma [3.1] for the anti-
symmetric part, we may consider the modified process {B}' : t € [0,T]} defined by ([3.9) instead
of the original process {B} : t € [0,T]}. We show tightness of each process as follows.

Lemma 5.1. The sequences {A]" : t € [0,T]}nen, {M7 1t € [0,T]}nen, {8 1 t € [0, T} nen
and {B}' : t € [0, T]}nen, when the processes start from the invariant measure v, are tight in
the uniform topology on D([0,T],S'(R)).

To prove tightness of a sequence of processes, the following criteria are helpful.

Proposition 5.2 (Mitoma’s criterion, [19]). A sequence of S'(R)-valued processes {Yj* : t €
[0, T|}nen with trajectories in D([0,T],S'(R)) is tight with respect to the Skorohod topology if
and only if the sequence {V;'(p) : t € [0, T]}nen of real-valued processes is tight with respect to
the Skorohod topology of D([0,T],R) for any ¢ € S(R).

Proposition 5.3 (Aldous’ criterion). A sequence {X]' : t € [0,T]}nen of real-valued processes
is tight with respect to the Skorohod topology of D([0,T],R) if the following two conditions hold.

(1) The sequence of real-valued random variables { X[ }nen is tight for any t € [0,T).
(2) For any e >0,

lim limsupsup sup P, (| X . — X?| >¢) =0
0—0 n%oop'yglgﬂ'e'}—; n(| sl T| )

where Tr is the set of stopping times bounded by T" using the convention X7\, = X if
TH+y>T.

The rest of this subsection is devoted to prove Lemmalb.l With the help of Mitoma’s criterion
[19], it suffices to show tightness of sequences {X"(¢) : t € [0,T]}nen, {S'(¢) : t € [0, T]}nen,
{A(¢) 1 t € [0,T]}nen and {M7P () : t € [0,T]}nen with respect to the uniform topology on
D([0,T],R) for any given test function ¢ € S(R). Moreover, one can notice that the sequence of
random variables {X{'(¢)}nen converges to a mean-zero normal random variable with variance
plell3, (r)> Which particularly shows that the sequence {A§ }nen is tight. Hence from here we
focus on tightness of martingale, symmetric and anti-symmetric parts.
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5.1. Martingale part. First we consider the martingale term. Recall that quadratic variation
of the martingale M} (¢) is given by ([B3]). Then for any stopping time 7 € T we have

Py, (M7 () = ME(@)| > €) < e7°Ey, [IMF1, (9) — M7 (9)[]

T+ 1

<28, | [ L S a N s
T jez

-2 el 1 n,.n 2
<Ce o Z(V ©j(s))°ds
JEZ
since Eyn[gn(n)] = @n(p) is convergent as a sequence of n. Hence the last term vanishes as

v tends to zero for each e so that the second condition of Ardous’ criteron (Proposition [.3])
is satisfied. On the other hand, the first condition can be easily verified since an estimate
E,, M (9)?] < C'tHgDH%Q(R) ensures that the sequence { M7 (¢)}nen is uniformly bounded in

L? (P,,). Hence tightness of the martingale term is proved.

5.2. Symmetric part. Next we show tightness of S™. Recalling the definition ([3.4]), we have
an expression

St = 5= | D anli(5) = B g1

where we used the fact that the summation of A"gp}‘ over Z equals to zero. Noting Eyn lgn(n;)] =
®,,(p), by Schwarz’s inequality and stationarity, we have that

s t 2
(5760 - S30)*) < 08 [ (a0 - @loane) ar
s Njez
—5)?
< b (0a) — 2al0)?) sup (£ (@00
s<r<t \ T jez

<Ot = )10 72wy

for every s,t € [0,T] such that s < ¢. Therefore by the Kolmogorov-Centsov criterion we
conclude that the sequence {S/*(¢) : t € [0,T]}nen is tight with respect to the uniform topology
of C([0,T],R) and any limit point has a-Holder continuous trajectories with o < 1/2.

5.3. Anti-symmetric part. Finally we consider the asymmetric part. By the second-order
Boltzmann-Gibbs principle (Theorem [.]) and stationarity, we have

.

On the other hand, by rearranging the sum as >, 7,Q = >, o, 1 >; Tje+:Q recalling 7;Q
and 7, Q are independent if |j — k| > £, we can show by an L?-computation that

B(o) - B2o) — [ 3o ri@utsn)V )i

5 jez

2 2
t—s)t (t—s)n
| < Clonpla (52 + 5.

! n n,.n ? 2 (t — S)2n
E| [ om0 rvig s | < ol 2
S jez
Here we used E,[Q7(£;t)*] = O((?). Now we show tightness. First we consider the case

1/2

t —s > 1/n?%. Then taking the scaling parameter ¢ proportional to (t — s)!/?n, we obtain

En[|B(¢) = BE@)|"] < CllOwllfa ey (t — ).
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Next we shift to a short time regime ¢t — s < 1/n%. Recalling the definition of J;*, we have by a
direct estimate

2N 2N 2
En[|B1(¢) — BL(@)[?] < CllowelZa e (t — )1 < Clloap2agy (t — 5)7/2.

Therefore combining the above estimates we conclude that the sequence {B*(¢) : t € [0,T]} is
tight according to the Kolmogorov-Centsov criterion.

6. IDENTIFICATION OF THE LIMIT POINT
Again recall the martingale decomposition ([3.6]). We proved in Section [l that the sequences

{&7 € [0, T nen, M7 1t € [0,T}nen, {S)" 1t € [0,T]}nen and {BP it €[0,T]}nen are
tight in D([0,T],S’(R)) so that there exist processes X', M, S and B such that

lim X" =X, lim M"=M, limS"=S, lim B"=8

n—o0 n—oo n—o0 n—oo

in distribution along some subsequence that is still denoted by n. In the sequel, we characterize
the limiting processes.

6.1. Martingale part. We decompose the quadratic variation of the martingale part, which is
given by B3), as

(M / S G 0)p(V el (s)) ds

JEZ
/2: 007"} ()P
JEZ
/Z%m — @, ()| (V" (s))%ds.
JEZ
Then it is easy to show that (M™(p)); converges to ¢'(0)p[|0z¢|%. Ryl 0 L?(P,) as n tends to

infinity. Then by a similar way as [7] we can show that the hmltlng process {Mi(p):t €[0,T]}
is a martingale with quadratic variation g’(O)pH@xng%Q(R)t.

6.2. Symmetric part. Recalling that g, approaches to a linear function as n tends to infinity,
we decompose S" as

SWb%MéwwwdH—JZ%m 301 (1A (5)ds.

The second term converges to zero in L?(P,) as n tends to infinity. Thus the tightness of A"
immediately shows

6.3. Anti-symmetric part. We are in a position to identify the limit of anti-symmetric part
B. Here we define a modified version of the fluctuation field by

X/ (¢) = W ()¢ (
t \/—]622 J

for each ¢ € S(R). Recall the definition of Q7 (¢;¢) given in (4.I) and the function ¢.(z;-) : R — R
defined by to(z;y) = €~ 1[$7$+6)( ) for each x € R. Hereafter we use an abuse of notation to
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denote the integer part of en by the same notation. Then one can notice /f,’t"(Le(jfr{”t; ) =
%
\/EW§ (t) for each j € Z so that

> T Q(en; )V} (t) = gg? > (A (e (=12t ) Wt (8).
JEZ JEZ

Then, letting n tends to infinity, we obtain the limit

1/
J 2(0) h_)m / ZTJ (en;m)V" @3 (r)dr

$ ez

in L?(P,). Note that such a limiting procedure does not hold immediately since the function
te(x,-) is not in S(R). However, wee can approximate it by functions in S(R) and we can justify
the convergence (see [6] for detail).

By Theorem ATl we have

En[ét(gp) / > Q) (r)dr

JEZ
Now taking ¢ = en and then letting n — oo, we obtain

.

from which we get the condition (EC2) with the help of the triangle inequality. Hence Propo-
sition 2.1] bring us the existence of the limit A;(p) = lim.—0.A45,(p) for each ¢ € S(R). In

addition, the estimate (GI)) assures B = (¢”(0)/2).A
Moreover, we show that also the condition (EC1) holds true. For that purpose, it suffices to
check that
t 2
Ba|| [ & @] | < cridzolta,

Furthermore, according to summation by parts and smoothness of each test function ¢, it is
enough to verify that

| [ VA7) - W) s

JEL
This follows by and H ~'"-estimate as we conducted in Section @l Indeed, by an integration-by-
parts formula given in Lemma [£.3] we have

<*FZ 1= W V"%wa> :_zﬁE”S[ZWJ’—N"%O?VJ—w‘f-

JET L2(vp) JET

2
| < Clonplee (2 + 15

(t—s) (t— 5)2n>.

Bule) - Bule) — L9 e )

2
! | < et = olocelage (6.)

2
}scw@méw-

By Young’s inequality, recalling the definition of W, the last display is absolutely bounded
above by

n? 2
> > Bunlgn(ni) (Vi f)? + 0 > B W (V™))
JET JET
The first term is bounded by || f]1,, so that we conclude that the condition (EC1) holds true
by the Kipnis-Varadhan inequality.
Finally we note that all the above estimates hold also for the reversed process {X}_, : t €

[0,7]} and thus condition (3) of Definition is satisfied. By this line it is prove that the
limiting process X is the energy solution of the stochastic Burgers equation (2.6]).
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7. PrRoOF oF LEMMA B.1]

Finally in this section we give the proof of Lemma Bl by showing how to take the framing in
a suitable way. Recall the definition of W} given in ([B.8]). Then by a Taylor expansion we have
that

2 3
g9"(0) nj n g¥(0) . +Om3?)
29'(0) v/n = 6g'(0) n '
By Assumption 211 a direct L? computation enables us to estimate the reminder term O(n_3/ 2)
as follows.

W =n; +

2 2
T 2
} < CWH@SOHB(Ry

Vi [ 32007 - Eglot ) )i

JEZL

.
0<t<T
which vanishes as n tend to infinity. In particular, the reminder term may not be concerned.
In the sequel, we write the difference W; — 7; in terms of the variables W;’s. For that purpose,
note that

b n? (0 n? ~
a4 —W;n; + — an]_ —L +< 9°(0) +b>zj—|—0(n 3/2).

vn vn 2¢'(0)
We take the constants a and b in order that leading terms in the right-hand side of the above
display coincide with those of W; — ;. Then we have

Won. 3) (0 m0)2 \ W 2
Wj_n] _ g ( ) 3N 9 ( )_ g ( )2 JT’] —|—O(n73/2).
29'(0) vn 69'(0)  44'(0)*/) n
Next we notice the following identities.
Ln(nf = nj) = 2(Wj1 = Wj)nj + 2W;,
3 5
577? +5m;) = 3(Wjm1 — Wi)ir; + 6Wi—1n; + 3W;
where L, = (n?¢/(0))~'L,,. Here we have the following result.

f/n (775’ +

Lemma 7.1. Let G be a local function such that E,n[g(n;)G(n)] is finite for any j € Z and we
write G; = 7;G. Then we have

/Zn_QL Gji(n"(s))V"¢](s)ds

Proof. By definition of the adjoint operator L}, for any local LZ(V;L) funciton f, we have that

< Z ’I’L72LnijnQDJ s > = Z QD?’ n72L;’ka>L2(l/g)

[ ) o

5[ o
JEL

0<t<T

jez LQ(I/" JEZ
= > Eun|Gi(mV" 0} g(k) Viee—1f (n)]-
jvkezv
kesuppG;U(suppG;+1)

However, by Young’s inequality, twice the last display is bounded by

2n " (|suppG;| + 1) > Eunlg(mi)Gi(n)*)(V"0})?
J,k€EZ,
kesuppG;U(suppG+1)

n2
+ > Z Eyn [g(nk)(vlg,kflf(ﬁ))z]-

kEZ

Since the second term is bounded by || f H%,n, we complete the proof by using the Kipnis-Varadhan
inequality. O
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Lemma [7] assures that quantity contained in the range of L, is small and thus we can
replace W;n; and an? in terms of W;_1n; and Wj_mjz without any trouble. Moreover, again
by a Taylor expansion, we have

WiWi _ Wizan . 9"(0) Wj-1n;
vn Vi 2¢(0) n
Hence by this line we obtain

[ 4" g®0)  ¢"(0)? 9"(0) g®0)  ¢"(0)
Wi =i ‘(mowﬁ 3 O)n 2g'<o>2n>W“Wj * (mom T ogom 4g'<o>2n>Wj

(3)0 3//02
(L0 SO0y e,

+0(n3?).

67(0)n  1g/(0)°n

(7.1)

where R; is a negligible error term. Finally we just need to estimate the order-three term. Since

the coefficient of Wj_mjz in the above identity has order O(n™'), we can replace n; by W; by
using the same identity. To calculate further, we use identities

Lo(nj—injnj+1) = Wi2WiWis1 + Wi Wiy + Wi W7 = 3WiaW;Wj
= Wi Wy = Wi Wi + ByY,
Ln(nf_1mj11) = 2W; oW Wiy + WP Wy — 3W2 Wiy
+ WjaWipt + Wi Wyt + B,
Lo (0 1mj) = 2Wj2Wja W = 3W7 Wy + W),
+ WioaWj + Wi Wy — 2W2 ) + Wyig + B
Lo} = 3W;_ W} — 3w}
+ 3W W+ 3W2 + W, — W, + E](»4)

with some remainder terms E](.k), which do not affect the limit. Here note that we can shift
index of each term since for any local function G we have that

En| su —/ 7iG — 1i_1G)(s)V" " (s)ds }

[Ogth Vv Jo %( J i—1G)(5)V" ] (s)
—E 1 t G(s) (V" — V" p 2 <CT2E ol
=En| sup |7 J 2 mGONVE = Vel (s)ds| | < OBy G102l

JEZL
where in the last inequality we used Schwarz’s inequality. Moreover for order-two terms, we
have that

Lu(nj-1nj) = Wj—2Wj + W}y = 2W; W) — W1 + Ej(»5),
Ln(j—1mjt1) = Wi—aWjs1 — 2W,; W1 + W W; + EJ(-G)7
Lon? = 2W;_ Wy —2W2 + Wy + W + ES7.
From these identities and shifting indices, we may replace W;_oW;, W;_oW;41 and W;_1W;q
by W;_1Wj;, and sz_l and sz by W;_1W; + Wj, respectively. As summary, we can represent
the order-three term I/Vj,ﬂ/Vj2 as
10Wj71Wj2 = — 2Wj72Wj71Wj — 6Wj72Wj71Wj+1 — 9Wj72Wjo+1 + 27Wj71Wjo+1

7.2
+ 10Wj,1Wj + E](S). ( )



EQUILIBRIUM FLUCTUATIONS FOR TOTALLY ASYMMETRIC INTERACTING PARTICLES 17

Hence from now on, we are concerned with order-three term with distinct indices. For that
purpose, we first show the following estimate.
2]

Lemma 7.2. We have that
1 t — _ _
E,| sup |— Wi 1(s)Wi(s)W W 3T (s)ds
B I PNUACLCLAERUNEEAED

T¢ T?
<0+ ) Il

Proof. We use the decomposition

Wi aW,Wi — (W]+1)

[ — o2(p
=W;a (Wjo+1 — (Wi + ( )>

+ (WL 2(W s — W)+ (W) (W, — ).

For the first term in the right hand side, noting Wj_l is independent of the quantity inside
the parenthesis, we can conduct the same procedure as Theorem [I1], which gives the bound
C(Ttn=24+T%72) H(?xcpH%Q(R). In addition, the third term can be treated by a direct L*-estimate

and we obtain the bound CT?(~2(|9,¢||, )+ For the second term, note that

/—1

= — —

(Wia)?(Wim1 = W5 = (W5)? Y i(Wygior — Wigs)
=0

where ¢); = (¢ —i)/¢. Then the integration-by-parts formula (Lemma [L3]) yields
H
Eupnlf W5 (Wygioa — Wjg)]
— —y
= —Eplojyi1,jriWit) (Vitio i) Wiviaal = B [f (Vi1 (W) )W)

for any local function f. However, by Young’s inequality, we have that

(S5 #uvas)

JEZ =0 LQ(V:})
v (Witio1(Vigicrjrif)?) (7.3)
jez i=0
o0 -1 N ;
20 D> B Wikica (054i-14+i(W541)°) 1V

JEZ i=0

where we set

%
= (Wj+1) (Witicr = Wid) + (Vi1 jr(W5 ) Wi

Since the first term in the right hand side of (3] is bounded by ||f||in and

2 _
EV;L[WJ‘—H—l(Uj+i—1,j+i(W§+1)2) J=0(7?),
the Kipnis-Varadhan inequality yields

/ZZF $)1hi V"7 (s)ds

2

T
| < colonplia
JEZ =0

E, [ sup
0<t<T
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Therefore, it remains to estimate

2
e s | 5= ['5 S V(T 2 ()0 i (6)6 97 51 J
0<t<T
JEZ =0
Here we note that
=2 _

VjJrZ;LjJri(WjJrl) =0 IW]+1vj+l'71,j+l'ZZ',j —/ Q(VjJri*l,jJriZiJ)Q

provided 7j4i—1 > 0 where Z; j = Wj;—11;>1 + Wj4i1;>0. The second term gives small factor

by a direct L? computation so that we may consider only the first term. Moreover, a change of
variable yields

H
Eyn [fW§+1vj+i71,j+iZi,jWj+i71]
= Lyp [Vjﬂe1,j+i(ij+1)Z¢,jo+z] - Eyg [ijH(WHi,l — Witi)Zi ]
— —
= B [(Viviorjeif )(0ri150W 510 Zi jWisil = Bunlf (Visio14iW51) Zi W)
ﬁ
— Epn[fW5 0 (Wytiia — W) Zi ).

The first two terms can be estimated by the Kipnis-Varadhan inequality as the above and thus
we may only consider the last term in the right-hand side. However, note that

1
7 Z W1 Zi g (Wi — W)t

(-1 1
=7 iz WilWj = Wji1) = 5 Wjma1(Wj—1 = Wj).

All terms in the right-hand side can be treated by a direct L? computation, which gives the
bound CT?072(|0,¢l|3 (r)- Hence we obtained the desired estimate and complete the proof. [

2 2 2\¢
Wj+1(W 1= B Wi = (WF)5) —

Now we see that the order-three terms with distinct indices do not affect the limit if they are
centered. When 7" > 1/n taking ¢ ~ v/Tn, the bound in Lemma[Z2becomes CT>/?n _1||8:c80”L2

Moreover, since E[(WZ) ] = O(f3), we have that

- / S () V7 ) ds

JEZ

2 2 3/2
T T
| < 00l ae) < CT 0 Egey

o[ o
0<t<T

Combining both estimates, we have a bound

% /o > W1 (s)W()Wj51(s) V"] (5)ds

On the other hand, for the case 7' < 1/n?, a direct L? computation yields

- / X T 1"

2 3/2

T
] < 0T sl
]

We can control Wj,QWj,le, WJ,QWj,1Wj+1 and Wj,QWjoJrl in the same way.

Now we return to expand W; — n; in terms of W;’s. In the expansion (), we can make
indices of order-three terms distinct by using (Z2]). Moreover, note that when replacing W;
by its centered version W; = W; — ®,(p), terms of the form (1/n)W; W, with j; # js and
constants do not affect the limit. In other words, in (1) and (Z2), we can replace W;_iW; W, 11

E, [ sup
0<i<T

2] s
0<t<T

2 2 T2 2
< CT2(|0: 0l 2y < C—— 100l 12 ).
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and W;_1W; by W; (W, ;W1 + 3®,(p)*W; and W;_1W; + 2®,,(p)W;, respectively. As a
consequence, W; —n; can be expanded as
/! A7 A7
g"(0) W1 W, by bo
—+ —|n; 7.4

2¢'(0)  /n + \/ﬁ+n 113 (7.4)
plus some asymptotically small factor. Here the constants by and b; is of the form (2X]). This
expansion immediately completes the proof of Lemma B.11
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