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Dean-Kawasaki equation with colored noise
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Abstract

Following the idea of Q−Wiener process on Wasserstein space, we construct a new par-
ticle approximation to the regularised martingale solution of the diffusive Dean-Kawasaki
equation on 1-D Torus with colored noise, whose spatial correlated intensity is larger than
1.

1 Introduction

Dean-Kawasaki equation is a class of nonlinear SPDEs arising in fluctuating hydrodynamics
theory([Kaw98], [Dea96],[Eyi90]). As a prototype, one may consider the following diffusive
Dean-Kawasaki equation

∂tµ = α∆µ −∇.(
√
µξ̇), (1.1)

for space-time white noise ξ̇ and α > 0. In general, we say a continuous measure-valued pro-
cess {µt, t ∈ [0, T ]} is a solution to the diffusive Dean-Kawasaki martingale problem (MP )αµ0

of (1.1) with initial condition µ0 if there exists a filtered probability space (Ω,F , {Ft}t∈[0,T ],P)

such that for all φ ∈ C2(Td) ,

Mt(φ) := 〈µt, φ〉 − 〈µ0, φ〉 − α

∫ t

0
〈µs,∆φ〉ds

is a Ft− adapted martingale, whose quadratic variation is given by

〈Mt(φ)〉 =

∫ t

0
||∇φ||2

 L2
(µs)

ds.

The well-posedness of (1.1) is challenging. The noise coefficient
√
µ causes nonlinearity

and possible lack of Lipschitz continuity, also the noise term in the form of a stochastic
conservation law causes irregularity. Actually, according to the regularity theory [Hai14],
(1.1) is a supercritical equation due to the irregularity of space-time white noise. And in
[KLvR19], it is proved that a unique measure-valued martingale solution to (1.1) exists if
and only if 2α ∈ N+, and in this case, the solution is trivial, i.e. µt = 1

N

∑N
i=1 δW i

t
, where

{W i
t }i=1,...,N are N independent Brownian particles.

In order to get nontrivial solutions, many works gave regularization methods in various
settings, along with some particle approximations. Stuem, Von Renesse, Konarovskyi and
their collaborators ([vRS09, KvR17, KvR15, AvR10, Kon17]) proved that the Wasserstein
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diffusion, which can be seen as a infinite dimensional counterpart of Brownian motion in
probability measure space equipped with Otto’s formal Riemannian metric, is a solution to
the Dean-Kawasaki equation with a modified drift term. And they also gave several related
particle models in case of 1-D Torus. Cornalba, Shardlow and Zimmer ([CSZ19], [CSZ20])
regularized the model from second order Langevin dynamic derivation and get well-posedness
for a regularised undamped equivalent of (1.1). Other works ([Mar10, FG21]) deal with the
case when the noise is spatially regularized. For example, Fehrman and Gess proved a general
well-posedness result on a class of Dean-Kawasaki type equations in Stratonovich form of
multiplicative noise in [FG21]. Besides, Marx ([Mar18]) gave a particle approximation to a
diffusion process on P2(R) , which has similar properties of Wasserstein diffusion but have
better regularity.

According to the literature we know, there is existence of nontrivial solutions of (1.1) only
when the spatial correlated intensity is larger than 3

2 . Also, only under such conditions on
noise, can a particle approximation model, whose limit measure has a good spatial regularity,
be constructed. The main contribution of this paper is that, inspired by the idea of Q−Wiener
process on P(T), we give a new particle approximation to the solution to the regularised

martingale problem (RMP )α,β
1Tdx

of the diffusive Dean-Kawasaki equation on 1-D Torus in

sense of definition 2.1, with colored noise ξ̇
β
µ(see (2.3)) , whose spatial correlated intensity

is larger than 1(see definition 1.1), thus proving the existence of solution in this case. We
also prove that such solution {µt, t ∈ [0, T ]}, approximated by the interacting particle model,
is nonatomic for all t ∈ [0, T ] almost surely. Next, we will introduce the motivation of the
particle model’s construction.

1.1 Insight from Q−Wiener process on Wasserstein space

Generally, let Q be a nonnegative definite symmetric trace-class on a separable Hilbert
space K , {fj}∞j=1 be an O.N.B. in K diagonalizing Q , and the corresponding eigenvalues be
{λj}∞j=1. Then, in general, we say the following process

Wt =
∞∑

j=1

λjfjW
j
t

is a Q−Wiener process in K. its derivative with respect t in distributional sense, which
denoted as Ẇt, are called a colored Guassian noise.

Definition 1.1. We say the spatial correlated intensity of Wt is larger than β if

∞∑

j=1

jβ−1λj < ∞.

We always realize the 1-D Torus as the interval [0, 1] in this paper. For the case K =  L2(T)
, we set

ek =
√

2 sin(2kπx), k = 1, 2...;

e0 = 1;

ek =
√

2 cos(2kπx), k = −1,−2, ... .

We denote
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K
β
2 =

1

2
+

∞∑

j=1

1

j2β
,

where β > 1 is a constant such that K
β
2 < ∞ . Let {W k}k∈N is a sequence of independent

standard Brownian motions on a filtered probability space (Ω,F , {Ft}t≥0,P) . Then a kind
of Q−Wiener process on  L2([0, 1]) with spatial correlated intensity β can be defined as

ξβ(t, x) :=

+∞∑

k=−∞

1

|k|β ek(x)W k
t

and it satisfies

E[ξβ(t, x)] = 0; E[ξβ(t, x)ξβ(s, y)] = t ∧ s ·
(

1 +

+∞∑

k=1

2

|k|2β cos(2k(x− y))

)
.

It is obvious that ξβ(t) ∈  L2([0, 1]), (t, ω) − a.s. . The kernel

Q̄β(x, y) = 1 +

+∞∑

k=1

2

|k|2β cos(2k(x − y))

determines the distribution of ξβ , and of course , its spatial correlated intensity. Generally,
for a spatially correlated noise with such kernel, we denote it as (Q̄β)

1

2−Wiener process.

Q−Wiener process can be naturally seen as a infinite dimensional counterpart of Bownian
motion in K. On the other hand, it is known (see [vRS09], [AvR10], [Wan21]) that the
solution of (1.1) or its regularised form can be seen as a Wasserstein diffusion. To introduce
the motivation of the particle model in section 3 , we start from the viewpoint of Q−Wiener
process on Wasserstein space. Firstly, we will briefly show the connection between Q−Wiener
process on Wasserstein space and the solution to the diffusive Dean-Kawasaki equation.

In [DFL22], they construct a Q−Wiener process on the Wasserstein space on general con-
nected compact Riemannian manifold M . When it applies to the case M = T, we can choose
the orthonormal system as the standard Fourier base {ek}k∈N on [0, 1] , then

dX
Q
t =

∞∑

k=−∞

akek(XQ
t )dW k

t (1.2)

induce a stochastic C1−diffeomorphic flow when ak =
1

|k|4 . Suppose that µ0 = 1[0,1]dx , let

µ
Q
t = (XQ

t )#µ0, and denote

C =

∞∑

k=0

1

|k|8 .

By applying Itô formula on 〈f, µQ
t 〉 for f ∈ C2(M) , we get

d〈f, µQ
t 〉 =

∞∑

k=−∞

1

|k|4 〈f
′, ek〉µQ

t
dW k

t + C〈f ′′, µ
Q
t 〉dt. (1.3)

We can rewrite (1.3) in form of SPDE on µ
Q
t :
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∂tµ
Q = C∂2

xµ
Q − ∂x(µQξ̇β) (1.4)

for β = 4 . We see that the drift term coincides with the drift term in the diffusive Dean-
Kawasaki equation. Following this idea, we want to construct a solution as a image measure
process induced by a process Xt, which is in form of (1.2). In fact, from the point of
fluid dynamic, if we see the diffusive Dean-Kawasaki equation as a Eulerian discription of
some stochastically moving fluid, then, our construction can be seen as a corresponding
Lagrangian’s discription.

However, µQ
t can never be a candidate for the solution of martingale problem associated

with the diffusive Dean-Kawasaki equation because their quadratic variation process are not
consistent. In fact, if we assume ak = 1 for all k ∈ Z in (1.2), we can formally write the flow
equation as

dX ′
t =

∞∑

k=−∞

ek(X ′
t)dW

k
t .

We denote µ′
t = (X ′

t)#µ0, and we formally find the quadratic variation of the martingale part
of 〈f, µ′

t〉 should satisfy

d < 〈f, µ′
t〉 >=

∞∑

i=1

〈f ′, ek〉2µ′

t
dt,

while for the solution µt of (MP )Cµ0
,

d < 〈f, µt〉 >= ||f ′||2
 L2

(µt)
dt.

This is not surprising because if one wants to construct a Brownian motion on a manifold,
the ’velocity’ should be stochastically parallel translated along the path, while in (1.2), the
vector fields {ek, k ∈ N} are fixed. Stochastic parallel translation on Wasserstein space is
studied in [DFL22]. However, we still do not know the construction of stochastically parallel
translation in general case. Here, as an experimental attempt, let

dXt =

∞∑

k=−∞

ek(X0)dW k
t , (1.5)

then formally we have

d < 〈f, µt〉 > =

∞∑

i=1

〈f ′, ei(X
−1
t )〉2µt

dt

=

∞∑

i=1

〈f ′(Xt), ei〉2µ0
dt

= ||f ′(Xt)||2 L2
(µ0)

dt = ||f ′||2
 L2

(µt)
dt

Although the computation above is not strict, we still get a direct insight: we can construct
a solution to diffusive Dean-Kawasaki equation on Torus by constructing a image process
induced by a diffeomorphic, or at least one-to-one continuous flow Xt satisfying

dXt =
∞∑

i=−∞

aiei(t,Xt)dW
i
t ,

where {ei(t, x)}i∈Z is a stochastically moving frame in form of {ei(X−1
t (x))}i∈Z . We will

construct a new particle approximation in section 3 by following this idea.
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1.2 Organization of this paper

In section 2 , we give the definition of the noise term ξ
β
µ and regularised martingale problem

(RMP )α,βµ0
for initial measure µ0 = 1Tdx. As a remark, we show its consistency with usual

martingale problem to (1.1). In section 3, we construct a particle model. Theorem 3.1 shows
the well-posedness of this model for any β > 1. In section 4, we prove that, as the particle
number goes to infinity, the distribution of the empirical measure process in C([0, T ],P(T))
is tight(see theorem 4.1). so that we can find a limiting process {pt, t ∈ [0, T ]} in some

sense, which is a solution to the regularised martingale problem (RMP )
K

β
2
,β

1Tdx
. Therefore, the

existence of solution to (RMP )
K

β
2
,β

1Tdx
can be proved( see theorem 4.2). As a necessary step in

the proof, we also find that pt is non-atomic for all t ∈ [0, T ] almost surely (see lemma 4.3).

2 Introduction of the regularised martingale problem and the

noise

we firstly give the definition of regularised martingale problem (RMP )α,βµ0
for µ0(dx) = 1Tdx:

Definition 2.1. We say a continuous P([0, 1])-valued process {µt, t ∈ [0, T ]} is a solution

to the regularised martingale problem (RMP )α,βµ0
, if there exists a filtered probability space

(Ω,F , {Ft}t∈[0,T ],P) such that for all φ ∈ C2([0, 1]) ,

Mt(φ) := 〈µt, φ〉 − 〈µ0, φ〉 − α

∫ t

0
〈µs, φ

′′〉ds

is a Ft− adapted martingale, whose quadratic variation process is given by

< Mt(φ) >=

∫ t

0
Qβ

µs
(φ, φ)ds.

The quadratic form Q
β
µs(φ, φ) is defined as

Qβ
µs

(φ, φ) :=

∫

[0,1]

∫

[0,1]
φ′(x)φ′(y)

(
1 +

∞∑

k=1

2

k2β
cos(2πk(Fµs (x) − Fµs(y)))

)
µs(dx)µs(dy),

where Fµs is the distribution function of µs, satisfying Fµs(0) = 0, Fµs(1) = 1 and

Fµs(x) =

∫ x

0
1(0,x](y)µs(dy), for 0 ≤ x ≤ 1.

In particular, we denote such regularised martingale problem, with initial condition µ0 =
1Tdx, as (RMP )α,β

1Tdx
.

Note that, due to dx = (F )#µ , we have

Qβ
µs

(φ, φ) =

∫

[0,1]

∫

[0,1]
φ′(Gµs(x))φ′(Gµs(y))

(
1 +

∞∑

k=1

2

k2β
cos(2πk(x− y))

)
dxdy,
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where Gµs is the quantile function of µs . Because |
∞∑

k=1

2

k2β
cos(2πk(x− y))| < 2Kβ

2 , we get

Qβ
µs

(φ, φ) =

∫

[0,1]

∫

[0,1]
φ′(Gµs(x))φ′(Gµs(y))

( ∞∑

k=−∞

1

|k|2β ek(x)ek(y)
)
dxdy

=

+∞∑

k=−∞

1

|k|2β
∫

[0,1]
φ′(Gµs(x))ek(x)dx

∫

[0,1]
φ′(Gµs(y))ek(y)dy

=
+∞∑

k=−∞

1

k2β
|φ̂′(Gµs)

k
|2,

(2.1)

where the fourier coefficients are defined as

f̂k = 2

∫ 1

0
f(x) sin(2πkx)dx, k = 1, 2, . . . ;

f̂0 =

∫ 1

0
f(x)dx;

f̂k = 2

∫ 1

0
f(x) cos(2πkx)dx, k = −1,−2, . . . .

Remark 2.2. In fact, (2.1) shows that the spatial correlated intensity of the noise is β ,
which we will only require β > 1 in theorem 4.1. Especially, when β = 0, the quadratic
variation above becomes

< Mt(φ) >=

∫ t

0
||φ′(Gµs(x))||2

 L2
[0,1]

ds =

∫ t

0
||φ′||2

 L2
(µs)

ds. (2.2)

Although this is just a formal computation, since we can not prove the existence of µs a
priori, it still shows that our definition of regularised martingale problem is consistent with
the definition of general martingale problem(see [KLvR19]) .

Next, we introduce the colored noise ξ̇
β
µ . Note that, given φ ∈ C2([0, 1]) , the kernel

Q̄β
µ(x, y) := 1 +

∞∑

k=1

2

k2β
cos(2πk(Fµ(x) − Fµ(y)))

determines a martingale Mt(φ) in distribution. Although  L2(µ) may not be separable, we

still can define a (Q̄β
µ)

1

2−Wiener process in the tangent space  L2(µ) with orthonormal eigen-
functions {ek(µ)}k∈N in  L2(µ). In fact, we define

ek(µ, x) = ek(Fµ(x)), k ∈ Z.

Because dx = (F )#µ , we have

∫

[0,1]
Q̄β

µ(x, y)ek(F (y))µ(dy) =

∫

[0,1]

( ∞∑

i=−∞

1

|i|2β ei(F (x))ei(F (y))
)
ek(F (y))µ(dy)

=

∫

[0,1]

( ∞∑

i=−∞

1

|i|2β ei(F (x))ei(y)
)
ek(y)dy =

1

|i|2β ek(F (x)).

6



Therefore , for general µ ∈ P(T) , we still can define a generalized (Q̄β
µ)

1

2−Wiener process in
 L2(µ) as

ξβµ(t, x) =
+∞∑

k=−∞

1

|k|β ek(Fµ)W k
t (2.3)

where {ek(µ, ·)}k∈N is a family of orthonormal vectors in  L2(µ) . And ξ
β
µ satisfies :

E[ξβµ(t, x)] = 0; E[ξβµ(t, x)ξβµ(s, y)] = (t ∧ s) ·
(

1 +

∞∑

k=1

2

k2β
cos
(

2πk(Fµ(x) − Fµ(y))
))

,

We denote its time derivative, in distribution, as ξ̇
β
µ . Still, it can be proved by Doob’s

inequality, that ξ̇
β
µ(t, ·) ∈  L2(µt) − a.s. .

Remark 2.3. If the solution µt to (RMP )α,βµ0 is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue
measure, i.e. dµt = ρtdx, then it is obvious that {ρt, t ∈ [0, T ]} is a martingale solution to
the following SPDE

∂tρ = α∂2
xρ− ∂x(ρξ̇βρ ).

Comparing with the original form of diffusive Dean-Kawasaki equation (1.1), we actually
change the bad term

√
µ into µ by transferring nonlinearity to the noise. Luckily, in case of

1-D Torus, the noise ξ
β
µ has the form of (2.3) so that we can analyse it.

3 Construction of the particle model on T

Following the idea introduced in section 1.1 and the definition of  L2(µ)−Wiener process ξβµ ,
we choose ek(µ, x) as the stochastically moving frame, and we want to construct a solution
to (RMP )αµ0

as a image measure process µt = (Xt)#µ0, where the process Xt satisfies

dXt =

+∞∑

k=−∞

1

|k|β ek(X0)dW k
t .

The main difficulty is we can not guarantee Xt is a diffeomorphism, or even a one-to-one Cα

map, when β is only larger than 1. Although in this paper we will not analyse Xt directly
since we only need to construct the particle approximation of Xt, the similar difficulty still
appears in the construction of the particle model. In detail, given N particles {Xi

N (t)}i=1,...,N ,
if we use a direct idea for the construction of a particle approximation to Xt, we usually want
Xi

N (t) to satisfy

dXi
N (t) =

+N∑

k=−N

1

|k|β ek(Xi
N (0))dW k

t , i = 1, . . . , N.

However, we can not guarantee that {Xi
N (t)}i=1,...,N do not collide for t ∈ [0, T ], i.e. ∃ i, j

and T > t > 0 such that Xi
N (t) = Xi+1

N (t) . This collision phenomenon shows the problem of
concentration of mass, which is one of the main obstacle to avoid triviality of the solution to
the martingale problem of (1.1). Inspired by mean-field background ([RS93],[LLX20]), We
will construct a interacting particle model without collision by adding a replusive interaction
between {Xi

N (t)} , and make sure that the interaction term is so small that its influence
can be neglected when the empirical measure of {XN (t)} weakly converges to a solution to

7



(RMP )α,β
1Tdx

. In this section, we will construct the particle model.

For each N > 0 , we define the following process

dXi
N (t) =

1

2Nα+1

N∑

j=1,j 6=i

cot
(
π(Xi

N (t) −X
j
N (t))

)
dt +

N∑

k=−N

1

|k|β ek(xi)dW k
t , (3.1)

where the initial value is Xi
0 = xi . Note that in this case , the diffusion coefficient is fixed

since ek(xi) is independent of {Xi
N (t)}i=1,...,N . α is some positive constant which will be

chosen later.
Define ∆N = {(xi)1≤i≤N ∈ RN : x1 < x2 < ... < xN , and |x1 − xN | < 1} and XN (t) =
(Xi

N (t))1≤i≤N . We denote

KN
1 =

N∑

j=1

4π2

j2β−2
; KN

2 =
1

2
+

N∑

j=1

1

j2β
.

where β > 1 is a constant such that KN
2 < ∞ . It is obvious that KN

1 ≤ O(N3−2β) for
1 < β < 3

2 ,KN
1 ≤ O(logN) for β = 3

2 and KN
1 ≤ C for β > 3

2 .

Theorem 3.1. For any β > 1 and initial condition Xi
N (0) = i

N
, we choose 0 < α <

(2β− 2)∧ 1 . Then there exists a unique strong solution (XN (t))t∈[0,T ] , which takes value in
∆N , to SDE (3.1) when N is large enough.

Proof. We follow the method stated in [LLX20] and [RS93]. We firstly construct the truncated
process. Let φR(x) be a C2(R) function which satisfies φR(x) = cot(πx) for x ∈ (−1+ 1

R
,− 1

R
)∪

( 1
R
, 1 − 1

R
). Then the following SDE

dXi
R,N (t) =

1

2Nα+1

N∑

j=1,j 6=i

φR(Xi
R,N (t) −X

j
R,N (t))dt +

N∑

k=N

1

|k|β ek(
i

N
)dW k

t ,

with initial value Xi
R,N (0) = i

N
for 1 ≤ i ≤ N , has a unique strong solution XR,N (t) . Let

τR := inf

{
t : min

l 6=j
|e2πiXl

R,N (t) − e
2πiXj

R,N
(t)| ≤ R−1

}
.

Then τR is monotone increasing in R and XR,N (t) = XR′,N (t) for all t ≤ τR and R < R′ .
Let XN (t) = XR,N (t) on t ∈ [0, τR) . Then we need to prove: (XN (t))t∈[0,T ] does not explode,
never collide and |XN (t) −X1(t)| < 1. For abbreviation of notation, we denote Xi

N (t) as Xi
t

without confusion .
Firstly, we prove non-explosion. Let RN

t := 1
2N

∑N
i=1(X

i
t)

2 , then by Ito formula,

dRN
t = (

N − 1

4N1+α
+ KN

2 )dt +
1

N

N∑

i=1

Xi
t

(
N∑

k=−N

1

|k|β ek(
i

N
)dW k

t

)

8



Computing the quadratic variation process of RN
t , we find

d

dt
< RN

t > =
1

N2

N∑

k=−N

1

|k|2β

(
N∑

i=1

Xi
tek(

i

N
)

)2

=
1

N2

N∑

k=−N

1

|k|2β




N∑

i=1

(Xi
t)

2e2k(
i

N
) +

N∑

j=1

N∑

i=1,i 6=j

Xi
tX

j
t ek(

i

N
)ek(

j

N
)




2

=
2

N2
KN

2

N∑

i=1

(Xi
t)

2 +
1

N2

N∑

j=1

N∑

i=1,i 6=j

Xi
tX

j
t

N∑

k=−N

1

|k|2β ek(
i

N
)ek(

j

N
).

Note that

|
N∑

k=−N

1

|k|2β ek(
i

N
)ek(

j

N
)| = |1 +

N∑

k=1

2

k2β
cos(

i− j

N
2kπ)| < 2Kβ

2 ,

thus,
d

dt
〈RN

t 〉 < (
C1

N
+ C2)RN

t .

Then, by B.D.G. inequality, we have

E[| max
s∈[0,t]

RN
s |2] ≤ Ct2 + E

[
<

∫ t

0

1

N

N∑

i=1

Xi
s

(
N∑

k=−N

1

|k|β ek(
i

N
)dW k

s

)
>

]

≤ Ct2 + C

∫ t

0
E[RN

s ]s.

≤ Ct2 + C

∫ t

0
E[ max

q∈[0,s]
RN

q ]s..

(3.2)

On the other hand, by Cauchy inequality, we have

E[| max
s∈[0,t]

RN
s |2] ≥

(
E[ max

s∈[0,t]
RN

s ]

)2

. (3.3)

Denote r(t) :=
(
E[maxs∈[0,t]R

N
s ]
)2

. By (3.2) and (3.3) , we finally get

r(t) ≤ Ct2 + C

∫ t

0

√
r(s)s..

According to Gronwall type inequality and monotonicity of r(t) , we prove non-explosion of
r . It follows that , if we set ζ = limK→∞ ζK , where

ζK := inf{t ≥ 0 : |Xj
t | ≥ K, for some j = 1, . . . , N}, (3.4)

then ζ ≥ T for any T . RN
t will not explode in finite time almost surely. Thus the process

{e2πiXj
N
(t)}j=1,...,N is well defined on [0, T ] .
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We secondly prove the non-collision. Consider the Lyapunov function F (x1, ...xN ) =
− 1

N2

∑
l 6=j log |e2πixl − e2πixj | , by Itô formula,

dtF (X1
t , ...X

N
t )

= − 1

2N2

N∑

l=1

N∑

j=1,j 6=l

cot(π(X l
t −X

j
t ))dX l

t +
1

2N2




N∑

l=1

N∑

j=1,j 6=l

π

sin2(π(X l
t −X

j
t ))

dt〈X l
t〉




− 1

2N2




N∑

l=1

N∑

j=1,j 6=l

π

sin2(π(X l
t −X

j
t ))

dt〈X l
t ,X

j
t 〉




Note that for the above three terms (denoted as A,B and C) , we have

A = MN (t) − 1

4N3+α

N∑

i=1

N∑

j=1,j 6=i

cot2(π(X l
t −X

j
t ))dt

B =
1

2N2

N∑

l=1

N∑

j=1,j 6=l

(
π

sin2(π(X l
t −X

j
t ))

N∑

k=−N

1

|k|2β |ek(
l

N
)|2
)
dt

C = − 1

2N2

N∑

l=1

N∑

j=1,j 6=l

(
π

sin2(π(X l
t −X

j
t ))

N∑

k=−N

1

|k|2β ek(
l

N
)ek(

j

N
)

)
dt,

where MN (t) is a local martingale. Thus,

dtF (X1
t , ...X

N
t )

=
1

2N2


− 1

2N1+α

∑

1≤l<j≤N

cot2(π(X l
t −X

j
t )) + π

∑

1≤l<j≤N

N∑

k=−N

1

|k|2β |
ek( l

N
) − ek( j

N
)

sin(π(X l
t −X

j
t ))

|2

 dt

+ dtMN (t).

(3.5)

Next, we are going to estimate
∑

1≤l<j≤N

N∑

k=−N

1

|k|2β |
ek( l

N
) − ek( j

N
)

sin(π(X l
t −X

j
t ))

|2 . We divide it into

three parts:

(A) =

M1−1∑

M=1

N−M∑

i=1

N∑

k=−N

1

|k|2β

∣∣∣∣∣
ek( i

N
) − ek( i+M

N
)

sin(π(Xi
t −Xi+M

t ))

∣∣∣∣∣

2

(B) =

M2−1∑

M=M1

N−M∑

i=1

N∑

k=−N

1

|k|2β

∣∣∣∣∣
ek( i

N
) − ek( i+M

N
)

sin(π(Xi
t −Xi+M

t ))

∣∣∣∣∣

2

(C) =

N−1∑

M=M2

N−M∑

i=1

N∑

k=−N

1

|k|2β

∣∣∣∣∣
ek( i

N
) − ek( i+M

N
)

sin(π(Xi
t −Xi+M

t ))

∣∣∣∣∣

2

.
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We denote

am =

N−m∑

i=1

∣∣∣∣
1

sin(π(Xi
t −Xi+m

t ))

∣∣∣∣
2

;

bm =

N−m∑

i=1

∣∣∣∣
1

π(Xi
t −Xi+m

t )

∣∣∣∣
2

;

cm =

N−m∑

i=1

∣∣∣∣
1

tan(π(Xi
t −Xi+m

t ))

∣∣∣∣
2

;

QN =
1

2N1+α

∑

1≤l<j≤N

1

| tan(π(Xi
t −Xi+m

t ))|2
.

For (A) , Note that

|ek(
i

N
) − ek(

i + M

N
)| ≤ 1

|k|−1

2
√

2πM

N
. (3.6)

Thus,

(A) ≤
M1−1∑

M=1

N−M∑

i=1

N∑

k=−N

1

|k|2β−2

8π2M2

N2
· 1

sin2(π(Xi
t −Xi+M

t ))

≤CKN
1

N2

M1−1∑

M=1

M2aM

<
M2

1

N2−ǫ

M1−1∑

M=1

aM .

where ǫ := (3 − 2β) ∨ 0. We pick α′ > α + ǫ and choose M1 such that

M2
1 ≤ N1−α′

, (3.7)

then we have

(A) ≤ 1

N1+α′−ǫ

M1−1∑

M=1

aM <
1

6N1+α

∑

1≤l<j≤N

1

sin2(π(X l
t −X

j
t ))

=
1

3
QN +

N − 1

12Nα
.

When M is large, (3.6) is not enough to estimate (B) and (C) . Note that

1

sin2 x
=

1

tan2 x
+ 1 ≤ 1

x2
+ 1 ≤ 1

sin2 x
+ 1 =

1

tan2 x
+ 2. (3.8)

Because of convexity of the function 1
x2 , we have, for each 1 ≤ k ≤ [M2 ] ,

1

|Xi
t −Xi+M

t |2

=
1

|
∑M−k

l=0 (Xi+l
t −Xi+l+k

t ) +
∑k−1

n=1(−Xi+n
t + Xi+M−k+n

t )|2

≤ 1

M3

(
M−k∑

l=0

1

|Xi+l
t −Xi+l+k

t |2
+

k−1∑

n=1

1

|Xn+i
t −Xi+n+M−k

t |2

)
(3.9)
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Thus,

bM ≤
N−M∑

i=1

1

π2[M2 ]

[M
2
]∑

k=1

1

M3

(
M−k∑

l=0

1

|Xi+l
t −Xi+l+k

t |2
+

k−1∑

n=1

1

|Xn+i
t −Xi+n+M−k

t |2

)

≤ 2

π2M4

[M
2
]∑

k=1

(
M−k∑

l=0

N−M∑

i=1

1

|Xi+l
t −Xi+l+k

t |2
+

k−1∑

n=1

N−M∑

i=1

1

|Xn+i
t −Xi+n+M−k

t |2

)

≤ M

M4

[M
2
]∑

k=1

(bk + bM−k) .

(3.10)

We denote Sn =
n∑

i=1

bi , then

bM <
1

M3
SM−1. (3.11)

Therefore, we see that, for m > n ,

Sm

Sn
<

m−1∏

j=n

(1 +
1

j3
). (3.12)

And when N goes to infinity and n is large enough ,

log
S∞

Sn
<

∞∑

j=n

1

j3
≤ 1

n2
. (3.13)

For (C) , by (3.8), we find that

(C) <
N−1∑

M=M2

N−M∑

i=1

K
β
2

| sin(π(Xi
t −Xi+M

t ))|2

≤ K
β
2

N−1∑

M=M2

(bM + N −M)

= K
β
2 (SN−1 − SM2

) + K
β
2

N−1∑

M=M2

(N −M).

(3.14)

Combined with (3.12), (3.13) and choose M2 such that

N2 ≫ M2
2 ≥ N1+η > N1+α, (3.15)

for some constant η > α , then, using (3.8), we get

(C) ≤ 1

N1+η
SM2

+ K
β
2

N−1∑

M=M2

(N −M)

<
1

3
QN +

N−1∑

M=1

(N −M) <
1

3
QN + K

β
2N

2.

(3.16)
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Based on the estimates above , we deal with the part (B) .

(B) ≤
M2−1∑

M=M1

N−M∑

i=1

8π2M2

N2 sin2(π(Xi
t −Xi+M

t ))

N∑

k=−N

1

|k|2β−2

≤ CKN
1

M2∑

M=M1

M2

N2
(bM + N −M).

Based on (3.7) and (3.15) and taking use of (3.11), we have, for N is large enough,

(B) <
CKN

1

N2

M2∑

M=M1

1

M
SM2

+
KN

1

N2

M2∑

M1

(N −M)M2

< N ǫSM2

logM2 − logM1

N2
+

KN
1

3N
M3

2 .

It follows that

(B) < SM2

logN

N2−ǫ
+ N

1

2
+ǫ <

1

3
QN +

∑M2

M=1(N −M)

N2−ǫ
+ N

1

2
+ǫ.

We conclude that when N is large enough,

(A) + (B) + (C) < QN + K
β
2N

2.

Therefore, F (X1
t∧τR

, ...XN
t∧τR

) −K
β
2 t ∧ τR is a super-martingale. Since the diffusion process

{e2πiXj
N
(t∧τR)}j=1,...,N on the torus is well defined alomstly surely, then, following the standard

argument(see [RS93]) , we denote
S = {τR ≤ T},

then

F (X0) + K
β
2 τR ∧ T ≥ E[F (XτR∧T ]

= E[F (XτR1S] + E[F (XT1Sc ]

≥ − 1

N2
log(

1

R
)P(S) − 1

2N2
(N2 −N − 2) log 2 · P(S)

− 1

2N2
(N2 −N) log 2 · P(Sc)

=
1

N2
(log(2N) + log 2)P(S) − N − 1

2N
log 2.

Therefore,

P(τR ≤ T ) ≤ N2(F (X0) + K
β
2 T + log 2)

logR + log 2

For fixed T , Letting R → ∞ , it follows that {(e2πiX
j
N
(t∧T ))}j=1,...,N never collide. Then

letting T → ∞ , since P(τ∞ ≤ T ) = 0 always holds, so there is no collision of the particles

{e2πiXj
N
(t)}j=1,...,N in torus for all t ∈ [0,+∞). Furthermore, coming back to the original

process , this means {Xj
N (t)}j=1,...,N never collides and |X1

N (t) −XN
N (t)| < 1 .

Finally, by continuity of the trajectories of XN (t) , we have XN (t) ∈ ∆N for all t ≥ 0 . We
finished the proof .
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Remark 3.2. We give a short comparison between the common noise and the stochastically
moving noise above . Generally, if we apply the same computation on the Lyapunov function

for the case of the common noise, i.e.

∫ t

0

N∑

k=−N

ek(X l
s)dW

k
s , the last term in (3.5) becomes

∑

1≤l<j≤N

N∑

k=−N

1

|k|2β

∣∣∣∣∣
ek(X l

t) − ek(Xj
t )

X l
t −X

j
t

∣∣∣∣∣

2

. (3.17)

We can bound it by N2KN
1 . It is obvious that β should be larger than 3

2 in order to get
non-collision of particles in the case of common noise. However, if we use the stochastically
moving noise, we can prove the non-collision of particles for each β > 1 .

4 Construction of a solution to (RMP )
K

β
2
,β

1Tdx

In this section, we will construct a solution to (RMP )
K

β
2
,β

1Tdx
as a weakly convergent subse-

quence limit of the empirical measure process of the interacting particle model introduced in
section 3.
Let the integer function [·] : R → N be defined as

[x] =

{
x− 1, x ∈ N;

max{n ∈ N|n < x}, otherwise.

And {x} := x− [x]. Then , we define the empirical measure on [0, 1] :

LN (t) :=
1

N

N∑

i=1

δ{Xi
N
(t)}.

The distribution function FN
t of LN (t) , defined on [0, 1] , satisfies FN

t (0) = 0 and

FN
t (x) =

∫ x

0
LN (t, dy).

We also denote the corresponding quantile function GN
t (x), which satisfies

GN
t (FN

t (x)) = x, −a.s.

We denote PN as the distribution of {LN (t), t ∈ [0, T ]} in C([0, T ];P(T)) .

Theorem 4.1. Under the assumption in Theorem 3.1, PN is tight in C([0, T ],P(T))

Proof. For φ ∈ C∞(T), we denote P
φ
N as the distribution of {< LN (t), φ >, t ∈ [0, T ]} in

C([0, T ];R). Then, by [Daw93] (theorem 3.7.1), PN is tight if and only if P φ
N is tight for each

φ ∈ C∞(T) . Here, for φ ∈ C∞(T) , we actually means φ ∈ C∞([0, 1]) so that we can extend
it as a period function on R. For sake of convenience, we still denote the extended function
as φ . Note that, by Theorem 3.1, there is no collision and no explosion for the particles
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(Xi
N (t)) for all t ∈ [0, T ] . Therefore, we can apply Itô formula to get, ∀φ ∈ C∞(T) ,

〈LN (t), φ〉 = 〈LN (0), φ〉 +
1

N

N∑

i=1

∫ t

0
φ′(Xi

s) · dXi
s +

1

2N

N∑

i=1

∫ t

0

+N∑

k=−N

1

|k|2β φ
′′(Xi

s)e
2
k(

i

N
)ds

= 〈LN (0), φ〉 +
1

2N2+α

N∑

i=1

∫ t

0
φ′(Xi

s) ·




N∑

j=1,j 6=i

cot
(
π(Xi

N (t) −X
j
N (t))

)

 ds

+
1

2N

N∑

i=1

∫ t

0

N∑

k=−N

1

|k|2β φ
′′(Xi

s)e
2
k(

i

N
)ds + M

φ
N (t)

= (K) + (I) + (J) + M
φ
N (t),

(4.1)

where

M
φ
N (t) =

1

N

N∑

i=1

∫ t

0

N∑

k=−N

1

|k|β φ
′(Xi

s)ek(
i

N
)dW k

s

Note that

(I) =
1

4Nα

∫ t

0

N∑

i=1

N∑

j=1,j 6=i

1

N2

φ′(Xi
N (s)) − φ′(Xj

N (s))

tan(π(Xi
N (s) −X

j
N (s)))

ds

≤ 1

4πNα

∫ t

0

∫

[0,1]2

φ′(x) − φ′(y)

x− y
LN (s, dx)LN (s, dy)ds = O(N−α).

(4.2)

Here, the inequality above is because φ is a function on torus, we can choose a shorter interval
between Xi

N (s) and X
j
N (s) such that we can make sure Xi

N (s) −X
j
N (s) ∈ (0, 12 ] or [−1

2 , 0) ,
then, applying the mean value theorem, we have

∣∣∣∣∣
φ′(Xi

N (s)) − φ′(Xj
N (s))

tan(π(Xi
N (s) −X

j
N (s)))

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ||φ′′||∞

∣∣∣∣∣
Xi

N (s)) −X
j
N (s)

tan(π(Xi
N (s) −X

j
N (s)))

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
||φ′′||∞

π
.

On the other hand, we have

(J) =
KN

2

N

∫ t

0
φ′′(Xi

s)s. = KN
2

∫ t

0

∫

[0,1]
φ′′(x)LN (s, dx)ds.

For the martingale part, by Cauchy inequality and boundness of |φ′| , we have

< M
φ
N (t) > =

1

N2

∫ t

0

N∑

k=−N

1

|k|2β
( N∑

i=1

φ′(Xi
s)ek(

i

N
)
)2
ds

≤ 1

N

∫ t

0

N∑

i=1

(φ′(Xi
s))

2
( N∑

k=−N

1

|k|2β e
2
k(

i

N
)
)
ds

≤ C

∫ t

0
〈(φ′)2, LN (s)〉ds ≤ Ct.

Therefore, by B.D.G inequality,

E[|〈LN (t), φ〉 − 〈LN (s), φ〉|2m] ≤ O(N−α)|t− s|m + C ′|t− s|m.

Also, (K) →
∫
T
φdx . According to ([KS12] p.63 thm 4.10) , we have proved tightness of

{P φ
N} . Thus , PN is tight.

15



Due to separability, we can apply Prohorov theorem to get the relative compactness of the
distribution PN on C([0, T ],P(T)) . Therefore , we have a subsequence, still denoted as PN

for convenience, weakly converges to some P on C([0, T ],P(T)) . By Skorohod representation
theorem, we can find a new probability space (Ω̃, F̃ , P̃) and a sequence of random variable
{pn}, p defined on it , which takes value in C([0, T ],P(T)) and satisfies Law(pn) = PN ,
Law(p) = P . Meanwhile, pn converges to p weakly almost surely.

Next, we will show that the limiting process {pt(ω, x), t ∈ [0, T ]} , associated with (Ω̃, F̃ , P̃)

, is a solution to (RMP )
K

β
2
,β

1Tdx
so that we have the existence of solution to the regularised

martingale problem of the diffusive Dean-Kawasaki equation on 1-D torus.

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that β > 1 and µ0 = 1Tdx, then there exists a nontrivial solution to

the regularised martingale problem (RMP )
K

β
2
,β

1Tdx
.

Proof. Note that, for a solution µt to (RMP )
K

β
2
,β

1Tdx
, the generator L associated with 〈µt, φ〉 is

Lf = K
β
2 〈µt, φ〉f ′ +

1

2
Qµt(φ)f ′′, ∀ f ∈ C2(R).

Thus, according to the equivalent description of P(T)−valued process(see [Daw93] lemma
7.2.1), we only need to prove that, for ∀G ∈ D := {G : G(µ) = g(〈µ, φ〉), φ ∈ C2(T), g ∈
C2(R)},

MG
t (p) := G(pt) −G(p0) −

∫ t

0
DG(ps)ds

is a P̃−local martingale, where DG(µ) = K
β
2 g

′(〈φ, µ〉)〈µ, φ′′〉+ 1
2g

′′(〈µ, φ〉)Qµ(φ). This suffices
to prove that , for every s < t ∈ [0, T ], and any continuous function H : C([0, T ];P(T)) → R,

Ẽ
[(
G(pt) −G(ps) −

∫ t

s

DG(pr)dr
)
·H(p

∣∣
[0,s]

)
]

= 0. (4.3)

On the other hand, when k > 0, ek(x) = −ek(−x) , which implies

Qµ(φ) =

∫

[0,1]

∫

[0,1]
φ′(x)φ′(y)

(
1 +

∞∑

k=1

2

k2β
cos
(
2πk(

∫

[0,1]
1(x∧y,x∨y](z)µ(dz))

))
µ(dx)µ(dy).

Since we can prove that, P̃−almost surely, pt(ω) is non-atomic for all t ∈ [0, T ] (lemma 4.3
below), thus , for P̃−a.s.,

∫

[0,1]
1(a,b]dp

n
t →

∫

[0,1]
1(a,b]dpt, ∀ t ∈ [0, T ].

It follows that MG
t (pn)H(pn

∣∣
[0,s]

) converges to MG
t (p)H(p

∣∣
[0,s]

) almost surely. Note that

Ẽ
[∣∣MG

t (pn) −MG
s (pn)

∣∣ ·
∣∣H(p

∣∣
[0,s]

)
∣∣] < ∞,

then, by dominated convergence theorem,

Ẽ
[(
G(pt) −G(ps) −

∫ t

s

DG(pr)dr
)
·H(p

∣∣
[0,s]

)
]

= lim
n→∞

Ẽ
[(
G(pnt ) −G(pns ) −

∫ t

s

DG(pnr )dr
)
·H(pn

∣∣
[0,s]

)
]
.
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Also, we define

Qn
µ(φ) =

∫

[0,1]

∫

[0,1]
φ′(x)φ′(y)

(
1 +

n∑

k=1

2

k2β
cos
(
2πk(

∫

[0,1]
1(x∧y,x∨y](z)µ(dz))

))
µ(dx)µ(dy).

Since

∣∣∣∣∣

∞∑

k=n

2

k2β
cos
(
2πk(

∫

[0,1]
1(x∧y,x∨y](z)µ(dz))

)
∣∣∣∣∣ <

+∞∑

k=n

2

k2β
→ 0, as n → ∞,

and

(

+∞∑

k=n

+

−n∑

k=−∞

)
2

k2β
→ 0, as n → ∞,

thus, by denoting DnG(µ) = Kn
2 g

′(〈φ, µ〉)〈µ, φ′′〉 + g′′(〈µ, φ〉)Qn
µ(φ) , we have

Ẽ
[(
G(pt) −G(ps) −

∫ t

s

DG(pr)dr
)
·H(p

∣∣
[0,s]

)
]

= lim
n→∞

Ẽ
[(
G(pnt ) −G(pns ) −

∫ t

s

DnG(pnr )dr
)
·H(pn

∣∣
[0,s]

)
]
.

Because Law(pn) = Pn,

Ẽ
[(
G(pnt ) −G(pns ) −

∫ t

s

DnG(pnr )dr
)
·H(pn

∣∣
[0,s]

)
]

= E
[(
G(Ln(t)) −G(Ln(s)) −

∫ t

s

DnG(Ln(r))dr
)
·H(Ln

∣∣
[0,s]

)
]
.

Therefore, to prove (4.3) , we only need to prove

lim
n→∞

E
[
G(Ln(t)) −G(Ln(0)) −

∫ t

0
DnG(Ln(s))ds

]
= 0 (4.4)

In fact, we know that

G(Ln(t)) = g(
1

n

n∑

i=1

φ(Xi
n(t))).

Then, by Itô formula ,

dG(Ln(t))

= g′(〈φ,Ln(t)〉) 1

2n2+α

n∑

i=1

φ′(Xi
n(t)) ·




n∑

j=1,j 6=i

cot
(
π(Xi

n(t) −Xj
n(t))

)

 dt

+ g′(〈φ,Ln(t)〉) 1

2n

n∑

i=1

φ′′(Xi
n(t))

n∑

k=−n

1

|k|2β e
2
k(

i

n
)dt

+ g′′(〈φ,Ln(t)〉)


 1

n2

n∑

i,j=1

φ′(Xi
n(t))φ′(Xj

n(t))

n∑

k=0

2

k2β
cos(2πk

i − j

n
)


 dt + dMg,φ

n (t)

= (I)dt + (J)dt + (K)dt + dMg,φ
n (t),
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where M
g,φ
n (t) is a P−local martingale .

Note that

(J) = Kn
2 g

′(〈φ,Ln(t)〉)〈Ln(t), φ′′〉, (4.5)

and

(K) = g′′(〈Ln(t), φ〉)
∫

[0,1]

∫

[0,1]
φ′(x)φ′(y)

n∑

k=0

2

k2β
cos(2πk(Fn

t (x) − Fn
t (y)))Ln(t, dx)Ln(t, dy)

= g′′(〈Ln(t), φ〉)Qn
Ln(t)

(φ).

(4.6)

For the last part (I) , we have

|(I)| ≤ C

nα
||g′||∞ · n(n− 1)

n2
||φ′′||∞ → 0, asn → ∞. (4.7)

So, combining (4.5), (4.6) and (4.7) , we proved (4.4) . The proof is finished.

Lemma 4.3. For P̃−a.s., pt is non-atomic for all t ∈ [0, T ] .

Proof. Let U = {ω : ∃t, such that pt(ω)is atomic} . If the measurable set U has positive
measure, i.e. P̃(U) = C > 0 . We define

Ui = {ω ∈ U : ∃t, x, such that pt(ω, dx) = ηδx with η >
1

i
},

then it is obvious that Ui ⊂ Ui+1 and

∞⋃

i=1

Ui = U . Thus , we can find some Uk such that

P̃(Uk) > C
2 . We define EN

x = (x − 1
2N , x + 1

2N ) .Note that, for P̃−a.s. ω , pnt (ω, ·) weakly
converges to pt(ω, ·) uniformly in t ∈ [0, T ] . If pt(ω, dx) = ηδxdx , then, for each N , there
exists n(N,ω, t, x, ) such that ∀n ≥ n(N,ω, t, x),

∫

EN
x

pnt (ω, dy) >
η

2
.

Based on this observation, we define

U
n,N
k = {ω : ∃ (t, x), such that for ∀ j ≥ n,

∫

EN
x

p
j
t(ω, dy) >

1

2k
},

then we must have U
n,N
k ⊂ U

n+1,N
k and Uk ⊂

∞⋃

n=1

U
n,N
k . Therefore, for each N , we can find

mN such that P̃(UmN ,N
k ) > C

3 = C ′. Now, let

Ū
mN ,N
k = {ω : ∃ (t, x), such that for ∀ j ≥ mN ,

∫

EN
x

Lj(ω, t, y)dy >
1

2k
}.

Remember that Ln has the same distribution with pn . We must have

P(ŪmN ,N
k ) = P̃(UmN ,N

k ) = C ′ > 0.

18



On the other hand, we define a stopping time

τkmN
:= inf{t : min

j
|e2πiX

j
mN

(t) − e2πiX
j+

mN
2k

mN
(t)| ≤ 1

2N
}.

We have proved F (XmN
(t)) + K

β
2 t is a super-martingale. Denote

A = {τkmN
≤ T}.

Then we have

F (XmN
(0)) + K

β
2 τ

k
mN

∧ T

≥ E[F (XmN
(τkmN

∧ T )]

= E[F (XmN
(τkmN

)1A] + E[F (XmN
(T )1Ac ]

≥ − 1

2m2
N

mN

2k
(
mN

2k
− 1) log(

1

2N
)P(A)

− 1

2m2
N

(m2
N −mN − mN

2k
(
mN

2k
− 1)) log 2P(A)

− 1

2m2
N

(m2
N −mN ) log 2P(Ac)

=
1

2m2
N

mN

2k
(
mN

2k
− 1)(log(2N) + log 2)P(A) − mN − 1

2mN
log 2.

It follows that

P(τkmN
≤ T ) ≤ F (XmN

(0)) + K
β
2 T + log 2

mN
2k

−1

4kmN
(log(2N) + log 2)

≤ 10k2(C + 2F (XmN
(0)))

log(2N) + log 2
. (4.8)

Note that

−
∫

[0,1]×[0,1]
log |x− y|dxdy =

3

2
,

thus , when N is large enough,

F (XmN
(0)) = − 1

N2

∑

i 6=j

log(
|i− j|
N

) < 2.

Now, by (4.8), we can choose N so that P(τkmN
≤ T ) < 1

2C
′ . However, for each ω ∈ Ū

mN ,N
k ,

there must be at least mN

2k particles included in some interval (x− 1
2N , x+ 1

2N ), which means

τkmN
(ω) ≤ T . Therefore , P(τkmN

≤ T ) ≥ P(ŪmN ,N
k ) = C ′. Contradiction! We finished the

proof.

Remark 4.4. Actually, we can extend the initial measure into any absolutely continuous
measure on T because the only difference is that when we construct the particle model, we
need to set the initial distribution as

µN
0 (x) =

∫ i
N

i−1

N

µ0(dx) · 1( i−1

N
, i
N
](x)

and the O.N.B of  L2(µ0) , {ēk}k∈N , should be

ēk = ek ◦ Fµ0
. (4.9)

The proof is the similar.
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