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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

O = alp — V.(y/ik), (1.1)

for space-time white noise § and a > 0. In general, we say a continuous measure-valued pro-
cess {pu,t € [0, T} is a solution to the diffusive Dean-Kawasaki martingale problem (M P)g
of (LI) with initial condition iy if there exists a filtered probability space (£2, F, {Ft }1e(0,17, P)
such that for all ¢ € C2(T9) ,

My(6) = (e, 8) — (10, 8) — /0 (115, Ad)ds

is a F;— adapted martingale, whose quadratic variation is given by

t
(o) = [ V6l ds.

The well-posedness of (L)) is challenging. The noise coefficient /i 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 [Hail4],
(I 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 (ILI)) exists if
and only if 2 € NT, and in this case, the solution is trivial, i.e. p; = % Zf\; 1 5Wti , where
{Wtz},:l ~ 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, [Konl7]) 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 ([IIl). Other works ([Marl0, [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 [FG21I]. Besides, Marx ([Marlg]) gave a particle approximation to a
diffusion process on P(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 (LII) only
when the spatial correlated intensity is larger than % . 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 ()—Wiener
process on P(T), we give a new particle approximation to the solution to the regularised

martingale problem (RM P)O]ffdg& of the diffusive Dean-Kawasaki equation on 1-D Torus in

sense of definition 2] with colored noise {5 (see [23)) , whose spatial correlated intensity
is larger than 1(see definition [[T]), thus proving the existence of solution in this case. We
also prove that such solution {u, t € [0,T]}, approximated by the interacting particle model,
is nonatomic for all ¢ € [0,7] almost surely. Next, we will introduce the motivation of the
particle model’s construction.

1.1 Insight from ()—Wiener process on Wasserstein space

Generally, let @2 be a nonnegative definite symmetric trace-class on a separable Hilbert
space K , {f; }j‘;l be an O.N.B. in K diagonalizing ) , and the corresponding eigenvalues be
{Aj}521- Then, in general, we say the following process

[e.9]
Wy =N W}
j=1
is a Q—Wiener process in K. its derivative with respect ¢ in distributional sense, which
denoted as Wy, are called a colored Guassian noise.

Definition 1.1. We say the spatial correlated intensity of Wy is larger than 5 if
[ee)
Zjﬁ_l)\j < 00.
j=1

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

ep = V2sin(2knz), k=1,2.;
eg = 1;
e = \/§COS(2k7T$), k=-1,-2 ...

We denote



where 8 > 1 is a constant such that Kg < o0 . Let {W"},en is a sequence of independent
standard Brownian motions on a filtered probability space (€2, F, {F;}+>0,P) . Then a kind
of Q—Wiener process on L2([0, 1]) with spatial correlated intensity 3 can be defined as

+o0 1
gﬁ(t,l‘) = Z W@k(l‘)wtk
k=—o00

and it satisfies

+o0o
E[P(t,2)] =0; E[EP(t,2)e8(s,y)] =t As- (1 + Z % cos(2k(x — y))) )
k=1

It is obvious that £7(t) € L2([0,1]), (t,w) — a.s. . The kernel

+oo
Q%(z,y) =1+ Z % cos(2k(z — y))
k=1

determines the distribution of ¢? | and of course , its spatial correlateld intensity. Generally,
for a spatially correlated noise with such kernel, we denote it as (Qﬁ )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 (L)) 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 {ej }ren on [0,1] , then

o0
dXp? = ) apen(X2)dWF (1.2)
k=—o00
1
induce a stochastic C' —diffeomorphic flow when a;, = ——. Suppose that g = Lo,y de , let

k|t
ue = (XtQ)#,uo, and denote

= 1
C= —.
DT
k=0
By applying It6 formula on (f, ,th> for f € C3(M) , we get
(o]

L) = 3 s end,@dWE +CU" i) (13)

k=—00

We can rewrite (I3) in form of SPDE on pu&:



O = CopuC — 0, (uE") (1.4)
for B =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 X;, which is in form of (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, 1, 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 a; = 1 for all k£ € Z in (.2]), we can formally write the flow
equation as

o0
dX{= Y ex(X})aw}.
k=—o0
We denote p1; = (X{)xpo, and we formally find the quadratic variation of the martingale part
of (f,u}) should satisfy

d< (fou) >= 3 (' er)ydt,
=1

while for the solution p; of (M P)SO ,

d< (fo) >= 11z, 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 (I.2]), the
vector fields {er, 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

dX; = Y ep(Xo)dW/, (1.5)
k=—o00

then formally we have

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 X; satisfying

[ee]
dXp = > aieit, Xo)dW,
1=—00
where {e;(t,z)}icz is a stochastically moving frame in form of {e;(X; '(x))}icz . We will
construct a new particle approximation in section 3 by following this idea.



1.2 Organization of this paper

In section , we give the definition of the noise term fﬂ and regularised martingale problem
(RM P) for initial measure p9 = Lpdz. As a remark, we show its consistency with usual
martingale problem to (II]). In section Bl we construct a particle model. Theorem Bl shows
the well-posedness of this model for any § > 1. In section [, we prove that, as the particle
number goes to infinity, the distribution of the empirical measure process in C([0, 7], P(T))
is tight(see theorem E.J]). so that we can find a limiting process {p;, t € [0,T]} in some

sense, which is a solution to the regularlsed martingale problem (RM P) 2 ’ﬁ . Therefore, the

existence of solution to (RM P) 5 ’B can be proved( see theorem [4.2]). As a necessary step in

the proof, we also find that p, is non—atomic for all ¢t € [0, 7] almost surely (see lemma [L.3]).

2 Introduction of the regularised martingale problem and the
noise

we firstly give the definition of regularised martingale problem (RM P)Z‘(’)ﬁ for po(dz) = Lpda:

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

to the reqularised martingale problem (RMP)%B , if there exists a filtered probability space
(Q, F {Fi}ieo,1):P) such that for all ¢ € C2%([0,1]) ,

t
Mi(6) = (s ) = G0 ) = o [ s
is a Fy— adapted martingale, whose quadratic variation process is given by
t
< Mi(0) >= [ Q0.0

The quadratic form Qﬁs((ﬁ, ®) is defined as

A.e0=[ [ e 1+Zk2ﬁcos<2wk< Fy () = Fya () ) (),

where F),, is the distribution function of us, satisfying F, (0) =0, F,

us(1) =1 and

Fu (x) = /O L(0,2) (y)ps(dy), for 0 <a <1.

In particular, we denote such regularised martingale problem, with initial condition g =

Lrdz, as (RMP)y, .

Note that, due to dz = (F)xu , we have

/ / - 2
QLo =[ [ G Gl)(1+ >~ cosenk(z — ) ey



2
where G, is the quantile function of ;15 . Because | g = cos(2mk(x —y))| < QKQB , we get
k=1

[e.e]

1
Qe0=[ | 0@ w0 X )i

= Z |k|2ﬁ ¢'(Gu,(@))ex(2)dz | ¢'(Gu,(y))er(y)dy (2.1)

[0,1] [0,1]
1 —
- Z /gTﬁ|¢/(Gus)k|2’
k=—o00

where the fourier coefficients are defined as

1
fe = 2/ f(x)sin(2rkx)dz, k=1,2,...;
0

R 1
fo:/o f(z)dz

1
fe = 2/ f(z)cos(2mkx)dx, k=-1,-2,....
0

Remark 2.2. In fact, [ZJ)) shows that the spatial correlated intensity of the noise is 8 ,
which we will only require B > 1 in theorem [{.1l Especially, when B = 0, the quadratic
variation above becomes

t t
< M) >= [ 16(GuDlfay s = [ 1Bs,, s (2.2

Although this is just a formal computation, since we can not prove the existence of s a
priori, it still shows that our definition of reqularised martingale problem is consistent with

the definition of general martingale problem(see [KLuR19]) .
Next, we introduce the colored noise 55 Note that, given ¢ € C?([0,1]) , the kernel
o0
Qp(z.y) Z cos(2mk(Fu(z) = Fu(y)))
k=1

determines a martingale M;(¢) in distribution. Although L?(x) may not be separable, we

still can define a (Qg)% —Wiener process in the tangent space L?(u) with orthonormal eigen-
functions {ey (1)} ren in L2(p). In fact, we define

ex(p7) = ek(Fu(z)), ke
Because dx = (F')4p , we have

/[0,1} Qulrs)er(Fly /01 Z ||2662 Z(F(y)))ek(F(y))M(dy)

1=—00

- /01 > T F@)e))ex)dy = pzen(F(@).

1=—00

(@)



Therefore , for general p € P(T) , we still can define a generalized (Qﬁ)%—Wiener process in

L2(u) as
+o0

ﬁmmZEIﬁwmef (2.3)

k=—o0

where {ex (11, ) }ren is a family of orthonormal vectors in L%(u) . And {5 satisfies :
— 2
E@mm:mlm%mﬁwm:@m»G+prw@w&m—&@0>
k=1

We denote its time derivative, in distribution, as {5 . Still, it can be proved by Doob’s
inequality, that 55(15, e L () — a.s. .

Remark 2.3. If the solution p; to (RMP)f{[)B 1s absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue
measure, i.e. duy = pidx, then it is obvious that {p, t € [0,T]} is a martingale solution to
the following SPDE

Orp = Oéaip - 83&(/755)

Comparing with the original form of diffusive Dean-Kawasaki equation (1), we actually
change the bad term \/p into p by transferring nonlinearity to the noise. Luckily, in case of

1-D Torus, the noise 55 has the form of (23) so that we can analyse it.

3 Construction of the particle model on T

Following the idea introduced in section [LTland the definition of L?(x)—Wiener process {5,
we choose eg(u, x) as the stochastically moving frame, and we want to construct a solution

to (RMP)j,, as a image measure process iy = (X¢)4po, where the process X; satisfies

+oo
1
dX; = ) Wek(Xo)thk.

k=—00

The main difficulty is we can not guarantee X; is a diffeomorphism, or even a one-to-one C*
map, when 3 is only larger than 1. Although in this paper we will not analyse X; directly
since we only need to construct the particle approximation of Xy, the similar difficulty still
appears in the construction of the particle model. In detail, given N particles {X]ZV (t)}i=1,... N,
if we use a direct idea for the construction of a particle approximation to X;, we usually want
X4 (t) to satisfy

+N

i 1 ; .
dXj(t) = > Wek(XN(O))de, i=1,...,N.
k=—N

However, we can not guarantee that {X%(¢)}i=1.. n do not collide for ¢ € [0,7], i.e. 3 i,
and T > ¢ > 0 such that X% (t) = X4 '(¢) . 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 (ILT)). Inspired by mean-field background ([RS93],[LLX20]), We
will construct a interacting particle model without collision by adding a replusive interaction
between {X4(¢)} , and make sure that the interaction term is so small that its influence
can be neglected when the empirical measure of {Xy(t)} weakly converges to a solution to



(RM P)]l 4 - In this section, we will construct the particle model.

For each N > 0 , we define the following process

N N
i 1 i j 1 i
AXN (D) = Srarr > ot (w(Xi(8) — XN (1)) dt + Y Wek(x yAW}, (3.1)
j=1j#i k=—N

where the initial value is X(i] = 2! . Note that in this case , the diffusion coefficient is fixed
since ex(z') is independent of {X% (¢)};—1 _n. « is some positive constant which will be
chosen later.

Define AN = {(xi)lgiSN € RN ] < 9 < ... < TN, and ‘.%'1 — 1‘]\[‘ < 1} and XN(t) =
(XN (t)i<i<n . We denote

N g2 )
j2572 ’

er—l

S

where 3 > 1 is a constant such that K2 < oo . It is obvious that K{ < O(N3~%%) for
1<pB <2 KN <O(logN) for =32 and K < C for 8> 3.

J=1

Theorem 3.1. For any B > 1 and initial condition X4 (0) = ﬁ , we choose 0 < a <
(28 —=2)A1. Then there exists a unique strong solution (Xn(t))iejo,r] » which takes value in
Ay , to SDE ([B1) when N is large enough.

Proof. We follow the method stated in [LLX20] and [RS93]. We firstly construct the truncated
process. Let ¢g(z) be a C*(R) function which satisfies ¢g(z) = cot(rz) for z € (—1+5, —F)U
(%, 1- %) Then the following SDE

N
4 1 .
dX;?,N(t) - oNa+l Z ¢R(XJZQ,N( ) — XR N( ))dt + Z |k|5€k )th )
J=Lj#i
with initial value X} 5 (0) = % for 1 <i < N, has a unique strong solution Xp n(t) . Let

TR := inf {t min |62mX§?wN(t) - eme{?’N(t” < Rl} .
I#j o

Then 7 is monotone increasing in R and Xpg n(t) = X/ n(t) for all t <7 and R < R’ .
Let Xn(t) = Xgn(t) ont € [0,75) . Then we need to prove: (Xn(t))sefo,7) does not explode,
never collide and | Xy (t) — X ()| < 1. For abbreviation of notation, we denote X} (t) as X/
without confusion .

Firstly, we prove non-explosion. Let R} : = 5N N Z@ L(XH)? , then by Ito formula,

N — 1 i
N ) k
dR] —(4N1+Q+K2 )dt + — ZX (Z ’k‘ﬁek( )th>



Computing the quadratic variation process of R}, we find

1 L1 (& ?
N _ 1 i, (b
7 <R > N2 Z |28 <ZXt€k(N)>
k=—N =1
1 X1 [ i NN ’
- N2 Z k|28 Z(th)zei(ﬁ)"‘z Z XtZXfek(N)ek(N)
=- i=1 =1 i=Li#j
P N 1 L X | ;
=3l 2D 5m > D XX ) pmge(pa(sy)
i=1 j=1i=1,i#j k=—N
Note that
N
|32 e )e (Rl = 11 3 o cos(— 2km) | < 2K,
k=1
thus,
d, N Gy N
dt<Rt ) < (N + C2) Ry

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

E[| max RN ] < Ct* +E | <
s€[0,t]

§c¥+c/ﬁmﬁs (32)

<Ct2—|—C’/ maxR Js.
g€|0,s]

On the other hand, by Cauchy inequality, we have

2
E[| max RY|?] > (E[max RN]> : (3.3)
s€[0,t] s€[0,t]

Denote 7(t) := (E[max,ejo 4 R} ]) By B2) and (33)) , we finally get

r(t) < Ct* + C/t Vr(s)s.
0

According to Gronwall type inequality and monotonicity of r(¢) , we prove non-explosion of
r . It follows that , if we set ( = limg_.o (i, where

(x :=inf{t > 0:|X/| > K, for some j =1,...,N}, (3.4)

then ¢ > T for any T . R} will not explode in finite time almost surely. Thus the process
{e 2miXy ®)},_1.. N is well defined on [0, 7] .



Consider the Lyapunov function F(z1,..xy) =

We secondly prove the non-collision.
—% > 125108 |e?mize — e2miwi| by 1t6 formula,

i F(X} . XN

1 N N ) 1 N N
=—— cot(m(X! — X7))dX! + — — (X
2N?2 Z Z 2N? ;]Z;# sin? Xl X7))

I=1 j=1,j#
1 N N - ‘
o . i dt<th’Xg>
2N? lzlj%;él SmQ(W(Xg - X))
Note that for the above three terms (denoted as A,B and C) , we have
A= My(t 4N3+a Z Z cot? (m(X{ — X))dt
i=1j=1,571
Yoo I
~ > —|ek<—>|2> dt
2N2 ZZ;] ;;él (5111 (Xl Xg)) k=—N |k|2ﬁ N
N 1 ; j
S D e i DRI M) PR
2N =1 j=1,j#l sin® (Xl X)) k:,NV{?’B N N

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

diF(XE XN
1 1 2 1 j %) - ek(%) 2
>, cot(m(Xi - X))+ Y] Z Wzﬁ sin(r(X! — X7 " | dt

T 9N2 2N 1+a .
1<I<j<N 1<I<j<N k=—N

—|—dtMN(t).
(3.5)
Next, we are going to estimate Z Z ! | (%) - ek(%) | We divide it into
1<I<j<N k=—N ’k‘m 51“(77(th —Xt]))
three parts:
. 2
M=1 i=1 k=— |k|25 sin(r (X{ — X; 1))
A , 2
M=M; i=1 k=— |k|26 sin(r (X{ — X; 1))
A , 2
Nz:l g i ek(%)—ek(thM)
M—=Ms, o 1B | sin(r (X} — X{H))

=1 k=-—

10



We denote

N—m 1
A, = - )

P sin(m (X} th+m))

N—m 1 2
b = Z XX ;

=1

N—m 1 2
Cm = - ;

" tan(m (X! — XIT™))

1

7

—_
—

QN = s : : _
2Nt 1§l<zj:§N |tan(m(X} — X[T™))2

For (A) , Note that

| (z) (H—M)’ 1 2V2rM
ex(=)—e
RNk kTN
Thus,
e “VZM EN: 1 87r M2 1
22 2 T s ((X; — Xi7))
KN Mi—1
2
= N2 Z Man
2 M1 1
<N2£E apy-
M=1
where € := (3 —28) V0. We pick o/ > a+ € and choose M; such that
M} < N'
then we have
Mi—1
1 1 1 1 N -1
W< g 2 v <gmrs 2 3 = 398 T e
Nlto/— 6N 1ta \<iTen sin?(n(X} - X}7)) 3 12N«
When M is large, (8:6) is not enough to estimate (B) and (C) . Note that
! = ! +1< ! +1< ! +1= ! + 2
sin?z  tan’z — a2 ~ sin?z ~ tan?z

Because of convexity of the function m% , we have, for each 1 <k < [%] )

1
X} — Xt
1
M—k i k—1 i i -
’ Z (Xerl th+l+k) + Zn:l(_XtZ+n + XZJrM k+n)‘2

1 M-k 1 k—1 1

< — E - - + g - -

— l l+k M-k
M3 (10 |XZ+ _ XZJF + |2 o |X21+z _ XZJrnJr |2>

11




1 1 (& 1 — 1
by < — - - + - - Tk
- 7.‘.2[%] kz 3 (; |X§+l _ thJrlJrk|2 ; |X21+z _ thJrnJr |2

9 (5] /M—kN- k—1N—M
a2 (T % gt S Y e
k=1 \ =0 i—1 n=1 i=1

M (4]
SW (b, + bar—i) -
=1

We denote S,, = Z b; , then
i=1

by < —=Sp-1.

Therefore, we see that, for m >n ,
-1
Sy 1
— < | | 1+ =
Sn j:n( il

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

For (C) , by (38), we find that

N-1

Xz+n+M k|2 )

= K3 (Sn—1— Sap,) + K5 Y (N —M).

M=DM>

Combined with (312)), (313]) and choose M such that
N?> M3 > N1 > Nite

for some constant n > « , then, using (B.8]), we get

N-1
(C) < WSMerKzﬁ > (N—M)
M=Mas
1 iy 1
<ZQv+ D (N -M)< Qn + KJN?
M=1

12

(3.10)

(3.11)

(3.12)

(3.13)

(3.14)

(3.15)

(3.16)



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

I S SR
i+ M 262
M=M; i=1 N2 th )) k=—N ’k‘ A
Mo M2
<CKY Y Smba+ N = M),
M= M1

sm

Based on (8.7)) and (B.I5) and taking use of ([B.I1]), we have, for N is large enough,

ckN L /
(B) <z~ 2. 3wt Jr

M=M; My

log My — log M, N KN

N2 3N

KN
(N — M)M?

< NS Mo Mg’ .
It follows that

M-
M1 (N — M)
N2—e

log N
N2—¢

1
(B) < S, +NT < SQn + + N3t

We conclude that when N is large enough,
(A) +(B) + (C) < Qn + Ky N>,

Therefore, F(X}

AR XtN/\TR) - Kﬁt A TR is a super-martingale. Since the diffusion process

{e 2mi X} (MTR)} j=1,...,N on the torus is well defined alomstly surely, then, following the standard
argument (see HESE) we denote
S={rr <T},

then

F(Xo) 4+ Ktr AT > E[F(X,pn7]
]15] + E[F(XT]lSc]
1 1

> — 3 log(Z)P(S) - W(NQ —2)log2-P(S)

— m(z\ﬂ — N)log2-P(S°)

_ %(log(QN) +log 2)P(S) —

Therefore,
N%(F(Xo) + K5T +log 2)

P(rp <T) <
(Tr<T) < log R + log 2

For fixed T, Letting R — oo , it follows that {(eQmev(tAT))}j:17,,,7 N never collide. Then
letting T — oo , since P(7o, < T') = 0 always holds, so there is no collision of the particles
{e 2mi X N®},_1 n in torus for all ¢ € [0,+00). Furthermore, coming back to the original
process , thls means {XN( )}j=1....nv never collides and | X4 (t) — XY ()| < 1.

Finally, by continuity of the trajectories of Xy (t) , we have Xy (t) € Ay forallt > 0. We
finished the proof . O
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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

t N

for the case of the common noise, i.e. / Z ex(XHdWPF | the last term in 33) becomes

0
k=—N

12
ex (X)) — er(X))

X! - x]

|
>y P (3.17)

1<I<j<N k=—N

We can bound it by N?K{ . It is obvious that (3 should be larger than % 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 5 >1 .

8
4 Construction of a solution to (RM P)ﬁQd’f

8
In this section, we will construct a solution to (RM P)ifd’f 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, reN;

max{n € N|n < z}, otherwise.

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

N
1
Ly(t) =5 > dix -
i=1
The distribution function F/¥ of Lx(t) , defined on [0, 1] , satisfies F/V(0) = 0 and
¥ @) = [ Laftdy).
0

We also denote the corresponding quantile function G (x), which satisfies
GN(FN(x) =z, —a.s.

We denote Py as the distribution of {Ly(t), t € [0,7]} in C([0,T];P(T)) .

Theorem 4.1. Under the assumption in Theorem[31), Py is tight in C([0,T],P(T))

Proof. For ¢ € C>(T), we denote P]@ as the distribution of {< Ly(t),¢ >, t € [0,T]} in
C([0,T];R). Then, by [Daw93] (theorem 3.7.1), Py is tight if and only if Pff is tight for each
¢ € C(T) . Here, for ¢ € C>°(T) , we actually means ¢ € 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 ¢ . Note that, by Theorem [B.I], there is no collision and no explosion for the particles
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(X4 (1)) for all t € [0,7] . Therefore, we can apply Ité formula to get, V¢ € C*°(T) ,

t +N

(Ln(1).6) = (Lx NZ/¢X’ X 2/ > Wﬁw )6 (3 )ds
= (Lyn(0),¢ N2+a2/ ¢ (XY (

cot (m(Xp(t) — X?V(t)))) ds

J=1j#i
1 Lt 1 i
L 1"eyriy 20 Y o]
o 5 (X6 (s + M3
i=1 k=—N
= (K) + (I) + (3) + M (1),
(4.1)
where
N t N .
1 1 v L
- = Z; / Z ¥ (Xh)e( )
Note that
N i j
/ S LI~ dORD
4Na i=1 j=1 ]#z 2 tan(ﬂ-(X;V(S) - X?V(S))) (42)
1 ¢'(x) — ¢'(y) -
< e = “)-
< [ P oo dyyis = 0V
[0,1] Y
Here, the inequality above is because ¢ is a function on torus, we can choose a shorter interval
between X% (s) and X’ 2/(8) such that we can make sure X4 (s) — X %(s) € (0,3] or [-3,0) ,
then, applying the mean value theorem, we have
SN SO | o | X)X | 6
tan(m (X (s) — Xy (s)) | tan(m(Xy(s) = Xpy(s)))| 7
On the other hand, we have
_ Kév ! " vize — 1N ! 1"
) ==+ [ ¢"(X)s =K, ¢" ()L (s, dx)ds.
N Jo 0 /o1
For the martingale part, by Cauchy inequality and boundness of |¢'| , we have
¢> 3
< My N2/ Z Wzﬁ Z¢X er(57)) ds
= z<¢'<xf>>2< 3 Le%id)ds
=N Jy “ s k28PN
k=—N
< C/ ))ds < C't.
Therefore, by B.D.G inequality,
E[(Ln(t), 6) — (Ln(s), 9)[*"] < O(N™)|t — s|™ + C'[t — s
Also, — Jpédx . According to ([KS12] p.63 thm 4.10) , we have proved tightness of
{Pﬁ} . Thus , Pn is tight. O
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Due to separability, we can apply Prohorov theorem to get the relative compactness of the
distribution PY on C([0,7],P(T)) . Therefore , we have a subsequence, still denoted as Py
for convenience, weakly converges to some P on C([0,7],P(T)) . By Skorohod representation
theorem, we can find a new probability space (Q,]—i , I@’) and a sequence of random variable
{p"}, p defined on it , which takes value in C(]0,7],P(T)) and satisfies Law(p") = Pn,
Law(p) = P. Meanwhile, p™ converges to p weakly almost surely.

Next, we will show that the limiting process {p;(w, z),t € [0, T]} , associated with (€, F,P)
, is a solution to (RM P)]ﬁ%f 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 B > 1 and pg = Lrdx, then there exists a nontrivial solution to
the regularised martingale problem (RMP)ﬁ%f .

8
Proof. Note that, for a solution p; to (RM P)if d’f, the generator L associated with (u, @) is

Lf = K (u 0)f + 5Qu(@)f"s V] CR)

Thus, according to the equivalent description of P(T)—valued process(see [Daw93] lemma
7.2.1), we only need to prove that, for VG € D := {G : G(u) = g({u, 9)), ¢ € C*(T), g €

C*(R)},

MF (p) == G(pi) — G(po) — /t DG (ps)ds
0

is a P—local martingale, where DG(p) = K5 g/ ({(¢, 1)) (1, ¢") +19" ({1, 9))Q,u (). This suffices
to prove that , for every s < t € [0,T], and any continuous function H : C([0,T];P(T)) — R,

B[(Gl) ~ G(p:) — | DG(p)ar) - Hy,)] =0, (43)

On the other hand, when k > 0, ex(z) = —ex(—z) , which implies

/ ! 3 icos 7r
Qo= [ [ owsw(1+3 gres e[

)

n(w,m,]<z>u<dz>>>)mdwm(dy).

Since we can prove that, P—almost surely, p;(w) is non-atomic for all ¢ € [0,7] (lemma
below), thus , for P—a.s.,

/ ]l(mb}dp? — ]l((hb}dpt, Vte [O,T].

[0,1] [0,1]

It follows that MtG(p")H(p"‘[O s]) converges to M (p)H(p‘[O s}) almost surely. Note that
E[|ME (") = ME@™)| - [H(p| )] < o0,

then, by dominated convergence theorem,

B(Gr) ~ Glp) — [ DG(pn)dr) - Hly,)

= lim E[(G(p}) — G(pl) — / DG(p})dr) - H(p" [, )]

n—oo
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Also, we define

/[01] o ¢'(x (1 + Z k25 Ccos (271']45(/[071} ]]-(J:/\y7az\/y](z),llz(dz)))>Iu,(daj)lu(dy).

Since

+o0o

2
> —_cos (27Tk3(/[071} ]]-(m/\y,m\/y](z)lu(dz)))

and

Z—FZ k:Tﬁ — 0, asn— oo,

k=n k=—c

thus, by denoting D"G(p) = K3g'((6, 1)) {11, ¢") + 9" ({11, 9)) Qi (#) , we have

B(Gr) ~ Glp.) — [ DG )dr) - vy,

— Jim B[(GOP) - G2~ [ DG - HO" ).

n—oo

Because Law(p™) = P,,

Bl(GGR) - 660 - [ D) - 167, )

= E[(G(Ln(t)) — G(Ln(s)) — / D"G(Ln(r))dr) - H(Lnljy )]

Therefore, to prove (@3] , we only need to prove

n—oo

lim E[G(Ln(t) — G(Ln(0)) — /0 D"G(Ly(s))ds] =

In fact, we know that

Then, by It6 formula ,

dG(Ln(t))

= (6 L)) gy Z¢'<Xz;<t>>-< S cot (w(X:;<t>Xz;<t>>>) dt

J=lj#i

+9( Z‘JSH (X5 (¢ Z |k|2ﬁe’f %

<ZkTB_>O’ as n — 00,
k=n

+9"((¢, L ( Z ¢ (XL ()8 (X2 (1) Z 28 cos(27rl<:inj)) dt + dMZ?(t)
k=0

i,7=1
= (I)dt + (J)dt + (K)dt 4+ dMZ?(t),
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where MZ?(t) is a P—local martingale .
Note that

(J) = K39'((¢, Ln(t))){Ln(t), ¢"), (4.5)

and

! / / . lCOS T n ) — mn T
(K) = ¢"((Ln(1), 9)) /M /[0 ’1]¢(w)¢ (y);;) 125 Cos2mk(EY (2) — FY'(y)))Ln(t, dz)Ln(t, dy)
= ¢"({Ln(t), 9)) QT (1) (9)-

(4.6)
For the last part () , we have
C n(n—1
D1 < Sl "2 0, asn oo, (4.7
So, combining (A1), (L8) and [@T) , we proved [@4]) . The proof is finished.
O

Lemma 4.3. For ]f”—a.s., py is non-atomic for all t € [0,T] .

Proof. Let U = {w : 3¢, such that p;(w)is atomic} . If the measurable set U has positive
measure, i.e. P(U) = C > 0. We define

1
Ui ={w € U : 3t,z, such that p;(w,dx) = nd, with n > =},
i

o0
then it is obvious that U; C U;41 and U U; = U . Thus , we can find some U, such that
i=1
P(Uy) > € . We define EY = (v — 5%, 2 + 5&) Note that, for P—as. w , p(w,-) weakly
converges to p;(w,-) uniformly in ¢ € [0,7] . If p;(w,dx) = ndydz , then, for each N, there
exists n(N,w,t,x,) such that Vn > n(N,w,t,z),

/ P (w, dy) >
EN

T

N3

Based on this observation, we define

' 1
U:’N = {w : 3 (¢, ), such that forVj > n,/ Pl (w,dy) > %},
N

x

(o.0]
then we must have U,?’N - U:H’N and U, C U UI?’N . Therefore, for each N, we can find
n=1

my such that I@’(U,TN’N) > £ = (. Now, let

) 1
07N = {w:3(t,x), such that forVj > mN,/ Lj(w,t,y)dy > oK)
N

x

Remember that L,, has the same distribution with p” . We must have

P(UNN) = BUSNN) = 0 > 0.
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On the other hand, we define a stopping time

. X R TS
T,lfw ;= inf{t : min |e?™Xmy (t) _ g2miXmy (t)| <

1

N

We have proved F(X,,, (t)) + th is a super-martingale. Denote
A= {T,lme <T}.
Then we have
F(Xpny (0)) + Kyl AT
> B[F(Xy (7, AT)
= E[F(Xyny (T, ) La] + E[F(Xpny (T)Lac]
- _2;@2 %(%
N
= g i = = T (R~ 1) log 28(4)

1
— L (m% — my) log 2P(A°)
2m?v
1 my mpy
=——(— —1)(log(2N) + log 2)P(A) —

~ 1) log (5 )P(4)

It follows that

I < F(Xomy (0)) + K5T 4 10g 2 _ 10k2(C +2F (X (0)))
<~y :

2 (log(2N) + log 2) a log(2N) +log 2

dkmy

—/ log |z — y|dxdy = §,
[0,1][0,1] 2

thus , when N is large enough,

P(Tk

mn

IN

(4.8)

Note that

(X, (0) = 1 Slog () <
i

Now, by (8], we can choose N so that P(¥, < T) < 1C’. However, for each w € (_],TN’N,
there must be at least 57* particles included in some interval (z — ﬁ, x+ ﬁ), which means

7 (w) < T. Therefore , P(7F, < T) > ]P’((_],TN’N) = (’. Contradiction! We finished the

m

proof. O

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

i

@) = [ o) 1y (@)

2
N 'N

N

and the O.N.B of E*(uo) , {ex}ren , should be
e =epo k. (4.9)

The proof is the similar.
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