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Abstract

We investigate the large population dynamics of a family of stochastic particle systems with
three-state cyclic individual behaviour and parameter-dependent transition rates. On short time
scales, the dynamics turns out to be approximated by an integrable Hamiltonian system whose
phase space is foliated by periodic trajectories. This feature suggests to consider the effective
dynamics of the long-term process that results from averaging over the rapid oscillations. We
establish the convergence of this process in the large population limit to the solutions of an ex-
plicit stochastic differential equation. Remarkably, this averaging phenomenon is complemented
by the convergence of stationary measures. The proof of averaging follows the Stroock-Varadhan
approach to martingale problems and relies on a fine analysis of the system’s dynamical features.

1 Introduction

Stochastic interacting particle systems with cyclic structure, sometimes called stochastic Lotka-
Volterra (LV) systems or rock-paper-scissors games, play an important role in modelling in a large
variety of different fields: ecology and population dynamics [4, [, [7, [30], evolutionary game theory
18] B3], dynamics of Bose-Einstein condensates [27], chemical reaction networks [34], etc. To de-
scribe the long term dynamics of these models is therefore an important challenge in the theoretical
and mathematical sciences.

In the idealised large population limit, these stochastic systems are usually well-approximated
by systems of ordinary differential equations (of LV type), see for instance [2] [I8] 19, 27]; thus
considerations about deterministic dynamics could suffice in principle. Yet, in the more realistic
case of finite populations, the deterministic approximations are valid only on short time scales.
Stochasticity must be integrated into the analysis in order to apprehend the long-term behaviors.
In fact, dramatic finite-size effects can generate various phenomena, such as extinction events and
other averaging phenomena, which are not captured by the deterministic limit, see e.g. [5] 8, 1T,
22, 32) for examples in the physics literature. From a rigorous mathematical viewpoint, extinction
events have been described in examples of particle systems, in particular in population dynamics
[13, [14]. However, to the best of our knowledge, no mathematical characterisation of an emerging
averaging phenomena in stochastic LV systems has been given in the literature. Of note, averaging
is ubiquitous in particle systems without cyclic behaviour, when the slow-fast time scale separation
naturally materializes in the original variables. Various mathematical results have been obtained in



this context, see e.g. multiscale chemical reaction and gene networks [3| [10, 24], 25] and structured
population dynamics [9, 29].

In order to mathematically address averaging in stochastic LV systems as it emerges from
oscillatory behaviours that involve all the original variables, we consider in this paper a simple
example of particle system with cyclic state space. In few words, the system is a Markov process
that can be defined as follows (see section for details). The state space is Z3z = Z/3Z and a
particle in state ¢ € Zs can only jump to state ¢ + 1. The jumps are independent and for each
particle in state i, occur with rate a + N;;1 where a € RT is an intrinsic rate and N; ;1 € N is the
number of particles in state ¢ + 1. The population size N = Zi€Z3 N; is constant so that the phase
space is the two-dimensional simplicial grid.
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Figure 1: Trajectories of the particle system in the two-dimensional simplicial grid (Left a = 0.2,
Right a = 1.3, N = 2000 in the main pictures, N = 200 in the right insets). The initial condition
are located at the center of the grid. The colors stand for the time in [0, 1], from blue (¢ = 0) to
red (t = 1). Left inset: Time series of the slow variable 2(t) = [[;cz, ®i(t) for N = 2000, where

N;(t
T, = ]\(7)

As intended, such extensive transition rates promote rapid oscillations in phase space when N
is large (see illustrations on Fig. [I} in particular compare the main pictures N = 2000 from the
corresponding right insets N = 200). In fact, the deterministic flow in the large population limit,
which turns out to approximate the short time scale dynamics when N is large (see Proposition
below), consists of an integrable Hamiltonian system whose two-dimensional simplex phase space
is foliated by periodic trajectories (on which the slow variable 2 = [];.z. ;i remains constant).
This suggests to consider the one-dimensional transverse dynamics of the variable z that results
from averaging the fast motions on the periodic loops. The main result of this paper (Theorem
states that for large N, the slow-time scale transverse dynamics is indeed approximated by
a diffusion process with a-dependent drift. In short terms, a slow-fast dynamics emerges in this
system in the large population limit.

Technically speaking, the stochastic process that governs the dynamics of the particle sys-
tem. can be regarded as a random perturbation of a dynamical system with a conservation law.
Yet, the oscillation period diverges at the phase space boundary (independently of the popula-
tion size) and this prevents us to apply the standard techniques in this setting [17, BI]. Instead,
our proof follows the Stroock-Varadhan approach to martingale problems [35] and relies on the
compactness-uniqueness argument in this context. The core argument (section is a proof of
the L'-convergence of martingales which is tailored to the specific nature of the process and in



particular, to its behaviour close to the boundary.

Remarkably, for this particle system, the averaging phenomenon is further complemented by
the large N convergence of stationary measures. Indeed, for every N, the (unique) stationary
measure of the process on the simplicial grid is a product measure which converges to a Dirichlet
distribution in the large population limit (Proposition . Moreover, the push-forward measure
on the transverse variable z induced by this distribution turns out to be stationary for the semi-
group associated with the diffusion process (Proposition . Together with the specification of
the nature of the boundary points of this process (Lemma , these properties indicate that the
visits of the particles’ system to the boundaries of the simplex are frequent for a < 1 and become
sparse when a > 1, as illustrated in Fig.

Our results are limited here to a simple model with three states playing symmetric roles, but the
ideas and techniques can be useful in a broader context. For instance, the analysis can be extended
to state-dependent transition rates, which may provide clues to answer the important question:
when extinction is possible, which species survives? The answer is counter intuitive as shown in
the physics literature [5]. The extension to more than three states is more challenging, as the
deterministic dynamics may not be periodic any more; however, when it is periodic, the techniques
of this article may allow to prove the convergence of the slow dynamics to a multi dimensional
diffusion process.

2 Definitions and preliminary considerations

2.1 The stochastic particle system

We consider the two-dimensional simplex S defined by
S={x:=(z1,22) € (R™)? such that z1 + x9 < 1},

and given N € N (where N = {0,1,2,---}), let Sy = SN N2 be the two-dimensional simplicial
grid, whose vertices v; are the points with coordinates (v;); = d;5, j = 1,2 (where d;; is the
Kronecker symbol) (see Fig. [2).
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Figure 2: Illustration of the simplicial grid Sy of step size %

The time evolution of the particle system in Sy is governed by the (jump) Markov process



{P} }xesy induced by the generator Ly defined byE|

Inf(x) =N wi(a+ Nai) (f(x n %) . f(x)) Vx e Sy, f:Sy =R
i€EZL3

where x3 :=1— 21 — 22, a € RT and w; = vj41 — v; for i € Z3 := Z/3Z.

As mentioned in the introduction, this process represents the stochastic time evolution of a
population of individuals with cyclic state space and extensive transition rates and is inspired by
the modelling in various fields [16], 32]. In particular, the definition above suggests various natural
extensions of this process, such as increasing the number of states, from three to an arbitrary
d € N, or allowing any particle of a site ¢ to jump on the site j. Notice that most of the approach
and considerations in this paper can be adapted to these extensions without additional conceptual
difficulties.

A nice feature of this process is that it is ergodic for every N € N and a > 0 and its invariant
measure turns out to be the following product measure [16]

['(Nz; + a)
MN@(X) =Cnyq H m, Vx € Sy,
i€EZL3

where I' stands for the Gamma function and Cy, is the normalisation constant. For a = 0, the
three vertices {v;};cz, are absorbing states.

The measure py,, can be regarded as an atomic measure in S. Under this viewpoint, this mea-
sure can be shown to weakly converge to the Dirichlet measure, namely the absolutely continuous
measure (i, on S with density p, defined by

pa(x) = Coz(x)?" ", Vx € S where z(x H x;,
1€ZL3

and again C|, is the normalisation constant. The convergence is claimed in the following statement,
whose proof is given in Appendix [A]

Proposition 2.1. For every a > 0, we have
lim =
N—o0 HNa = Ha;
i the weak sense.

2.2 The deterministic approximation on short time scales

When interested in the temporal process associated with Ly for large N, the Taylor theorem
applied to the first order expansion of f(x+ §) at x suggests to consider the operator L, defined
by (NB: f’ denotes the Fréchet derivative of f.)

Lfastf Z Xg xz-i—lf Z x] 1= ‘Tj-i'l)aﬁvjf(x)v f € 01(8)7

i€Zs
so that we have limpy_yo0 %L Nf(X) = Last f(x). Let F be the vector field on S defined by

(F(x); = zj(wj-1 —xj41), j=1,2.

!Throughout the paper, the notations i + 1 and 4 — 1 mean respectively 4 + 1 mod 3 and i — 1 mod 3.




This vector field defines a semi-flow on S, under which this simplex is invariant. Let ¢ — X25(¢)
be the solution of x = F(x) with initial condition xq € S. Then for any f € C*(S), we have

4 F(XBY 1) = Lo f(XED)), £ > 0.

The convergence %LN f(x) = Lt f(x) suggests that the process associated with the particle
system can be approximated on the time scales of the order % by the deterministic semi-flow.
In order to formalize this approximation, given 7' > 0, let D([0,77], Sn) (resp. D([0,T7,S)) be
the set of cadlag functions from [0,7] into Sy (resp. S) and let Fr n (resp. Fr) be the natural
filtration associated with D([0, 7], Sn) (resp. D([0,77,.5)). The set D([0, 77, S) is endowed with the
Skorokhod metric. We denote by Xy (t) where ¢t € [0,7] and Xy € D([0,77], Sy) the stochastic
process on (D([0, T, Sn), Fr,n) associated with the Markov process and the initial measure x (o)-

Clearly, Xn(t) can be seen as a process taking values in S

Proposition 2.2. Assume that the sequence of initial conditions {Xn(0)}nen converges in law to
some xo € S. Then, for every T > 0, the sequence of time-scaled processes {Xn(%) : t € [0,T]} ven
converges in law in D([0, T}, S) to the trajectory arc {XE4(t) : t € [0,T]} of the solution of X = F(x)
with initial condition Xq.

This statement can be proved using a compactness-uniqueness argument just as in the proof of
Theorem 3.1, Chap. 3 in [4]. See also the proof of Theorem below for the details of a similar
argument.

2.3 Analysis of the deterministic dynamics

According to the expression of F, the semi-flow associated with x = F(x) is an instance of a
Lotka-Volterra system. Actually, this dynamics can be regarded as a Hamiltonian system with
Hamiltonian function (z1,x2) — x122(1 — 21 — x2).

The dynamics can be analysed in full details and its essential features have already been iden-
tified [2, B2]. In particular, there are four stationary points, namely the centre (%, %, %) and the
vertices v; of S. Each boundary edge of S is invariant under the semi-flow and the dynamics on
each edge consists of heteroclinic trajectories between the two corresponding vertices.

In addition, in Int(S) \ (1,1, 1), the interior of the simplex except the centre, the level sets of
the functional z - which takes values in I := (0, 2—17) - constitute a foliation by invariant loops on
which the trajectories t — X5%(t) are periodic, with period say T'(z(xo)), and counterclockwise
motion (see Fig. . The periodic trajectories and their period can be semi-explicitly computed,
see Appendix for the corresponding computations. In particular, the period diverges when
approaching the boundary edges of S.

In the sequel, we shall need the following additional properties of the period function. Of note,
we use the symbol z for the variable in I and also T'(z) as an abbreviation of the notation of the

period. Moreover, given two real functions u and v # 0 and zy € R, we write u(z) ~ v(x) as
u(z) =1

+
—xy v(w)

4 ope
T — Xy 1fhm$

Lemma 2.3. (i) The function z — T(z) is C* on I and T(5- ) = 2mV/3.
(11) We have T(z) ~ =3Inz as z — 0F.

The proof is given in Appendix In addition, we shall also need some properties of the (signed)
area enclosed in the loop z(x) = z and defined byE|

T(z)
A(Z) = / To1dt, 2z €1,
0

2Lemma below shows that in fact A(z) = fOT(Z) Ti412;dt for every i € Zs.



Figure 3: Color plot and level sets of the function x — z(x) in the simplex S.

which can be regarded as the action of the Hamiltonian system. The desired properties of this
function are listed in the next statement, whose proof is given in Appendix

Lemma 2.4. (i) The function z — A(z) is C* and negative on I. Moreover, we have A'(z) = T'(z)
forall z € I.
(i) A(0) = —3 and A(z) ~ —21V3(5 — 2) as z —

2.4 The averaged generator: definition and explicit expression

Following the approach to Anosov averaging [31], the Proposition and the periodic motions of
the system x = F(x) suggest to consider averaging the dynamics associated with the next-order
approximation of L. To that goal, consider first the operator Lg . that collects the N-independent
terms in the (second-order) expansion of Ly, and defined for f € C?(S) as follows

slowf =a Z xzf Z xzxz—l-lf uz; 117,)
i€EZL3 1€EZL3
1
—a Y (w1 =)0, F () + 5 D> w(w +a00)05 fF(x) = Y wjwindy, ., f(x)
j=1,2 7j=1,2 J=12

Given z € I and a fonction f defined on the loop of period T'(z), let the time average (f). be
defined by

1 ) fast
ey O]

(where x¢ is any point on the loop). Then, using the notation f; for the functions defined on I (or
I), the averaged operator L,y is defined by

Eavgf](z) = <£slow(f[ o Z)>2a S Iy fI € CQ(I)

<f>z:

An explicit expression of this operator can be obtained based on the analysis of the dynamics
generated by F. The results are summarized in the following statement.



Lemma 2.5. The average (x;113;), does not depend on i € Zs. Letting m(z) := —(x;+144),, the
averaged operator can be expressed as the following second-order differential operator

Lavef1(2) = 3(am(z) — 2) f1(2) + 3zm(2) f{(2), =z €I, fr € C*(I).

Given the definition of A(z) above, we have m(z) = — ?83 > 0 for all z € I and Lemma plies

that m € C°°(I), which yields that Layefr € C°(I). Moreover, Lemma and Lemma both
imply that for f; € C?(I); hence Lavef can be extended by continuity to the boundary of I as
follows

Lavgf1(0) =0 and Lavgf1(35) = —5/f1(35),

which in particular yields the following match

ﬁavgfl(%) :ﬁslow(floz)(%a%vé)- (1)

Proof of the Lemma. For f; € CY(I) and x € Int(S), direct computations yield the following
expression

Low(froz) = (a Z (x?,lxiﬂ — z) - 32) froz+ % Z z(:z:ix?,l + xixfﬂ — 22) floz

i€EZL3 1€73

Ti—1

Together with the relations z(x)™=! = 2? ;2,41 and 2(x) = z;_127,4, this suggests consider

Titl
o
the averages <xza:z2 11)= and (xix%_1> - in order to compute of the expression of L,,. We have the

following statement.

Claim 2.6. For every z € I, we have <a:ix?+1)z = <xia:?_1>z for all i € Z3 and these quantities do
not depend on 1.

Proof: By periodicity of the trajectories, we have for every f € C1(S) and z € I

0= <%f>z = <£fastf>z = (Z xj(xj_l — xj+1)8$jf)z

§=1,2

In particular, for f(x) = zjzi;1 for some i € Zs, we get <:1:i_1:c12+1 — zi12? 1), = 0, which
immediately yields the desired equality. In order to prove that the quantities do not depend
on i, apply the equality above with f(x) = z;4+1, which combined with the previous one yields

<33ixz2+1>z = <$i+1x?—1>Z~ O
The expression of Ly, then immediately follows from the relation

<$i$?+1>z — 2 = (XiTip1 (Tig1 — Ti—1))> = —(Tip184) -
Lemma [2.5] is proved. U

2.5 The stochastic differential equation and its solutions

Consider the (one-dimensional) stochastic differential equation associated with Layg, namely

dZ(t) =b(Z(t))dt +o(Z(t))dW(t), Z(0)=z€l (2)
where b(z) = 3(am(z) — z), 0(z) = y/62zm(z) and W (t) is some Brownian motion. Lemma [2.4] and
the fact that m(z) = —?Ez; for all z € I imply that both functions b and o are smooth on I and



02 > 0. These conditions ensure the existence and uniqueness of a solution Z,,(t) for ¢ up to the
so-called explosion time Tyx(20), namely the time it takes for the solution to reach the boundary of
I, see for instance [211, 26]. Of course, we have Tex > 0 a.s.

The explosion time depends on the nature of the boundary points, which can be evaluated
using Feller’s test [2I], 26]. This nature depends on the parameter a and is given in the following
statement, which uses the Feller’s classification in chapter 8.1 of [15].

Lemma 2.7. In the SDE , the boundary point z = 2% is entrance for all a € RT. Moreover the
boundary point z = 0 is entrance for a > 1, reqular for a € (0,1) and ezit for a = 0.

Proof: We follow the arguments in chapter 8.1 of [I5]. Using A’(z) = T'(z) in Lemma the
averaged generator can be recast as

Lo = 25 (35 ) (3)

where the scale function p and the speed function s are the positive functions whose differential are

respectively given by the following equalities

2¢71T(2)
3

dp(z) = dz and ds(z) = dz, ze€l.

T 20A(2)
The approximations in Lemmas and imply the following ones

@) 9,70 and BB o ol oas 2 — 0t
dz dz ’
and
dp(2) 27¢ (1 -1 ds(z) 1873 1 -
dz "~ 23 ( —2) and 7=~ S5 asz = gr .

Explicit computations then yield the following estimates for every r € I (recall that a € R™)

0 0
/ s(z)dp(z)| < +oo iff a € [0,1) and / p(z)ds(z)| < +oo iff a > 0,

/

from where the characterization of the boundary points z = 0 and z = 2—17 immediately follow. [

and )

s(z)dp(z) = 400 and /27 p(z)ds(z) < 400,

5=

As a consequence of the Lemma, for ¢ > 1, we have Tex = 400 a.s., and hence existence and
uniqueness of solutions of the SDE for all t > 0, a.s. For a € [0,1), the trajectory hits the
boundary point z = 0 a.s. Yet, for a = 0, existence and uniqueness of solutions for all ¢ > 0 a.s.
follows by letting Z(t) = 0 for ¢ > Te.

For a € (0, 1), the existence of solutions of the SDE ([2) extends for ¢ beyond Ttk but uniqueness
is not granted in general and requires to specify the behavior at the boundary point z = 0 [20].
These features, as well as those for a > 1 can be expressed through the semi-group associated with
Livg. Following the definitions in [15], given a > 0 consider the domain D,y defined by

Do {freC*I)NC(I) : Lagfr € C'(I)} if a>1,
MET U A{f1eCH)NCUI) ¢ Lavgfr € COI), lim, o+ 2°A(2)f1(z) =0} if a€(0,1).

In particular, the choice of D,y for a € (0,1) corresponds to an instantaneous reflexion at z = 0.
Theorem 1.1, Chap. 8 in [I5] states that, with these definitions of Day,, the operator L,yg generates



a Feller semi-group on C°(I), for every a > 0 (NB: In particular, in the case a € (0,1) for which
z = 0 is regular, the set Dy in [15] is defined with ¢ = 0.)

Our next result states that the measure on I with density z — 24717 (z) - which, thanks to the
equality A’(z) = T'(z), results to be the push-forward under x +— z(x) of the limit measure y, in
Proposition - is a stationary measure of the Feller semi-group (NB: Recall that for a = 0, the
point z = 0 is exit).

Proposition 2.8. For every a > 0, we have

L

/ () Lo fr(2)dz = 0, Vf1 € Doy,
0

Proof: For zy < 21 € I, we obtain after direct integration

21 21
/ za_lT(Z)ﬁavgfI(z)dz = [Cgcli((z))}z() '

20

Therefore, all we have to show is lim,_,y+ Cgé((zz)) =lm__ ,- g;((zz)) = 0. We focus on the first limit;
27

the second one follows from similar argument. When z = 0 is a regular boundary (a € (0, 1)), this
is a consequence of the choice of Dyy,. When z = 0 is entrance (a > 1), the Taylor formula implies
that we have

dfr(z) _ 1 v (s 1
B8 = g (10100 [ Lol 25)) v ),

The term inside the brackets converges when z — 0T because we have fr, Lavgfr € C°(I) and
| f p(2)ds(z)| < +oo. The result then follows from the limit lim,_,o+ |p(z)| = +o0. O

3 Main result: Averaging

Given T > 0, let D([0, 7], ) be the set of cadlag functions from [0, 7] into I = [0, 5-] and let Gr be
the natural filtration associated with ID([0,7],T). The process X y(t) induces a stochastic process
Zn(t) == 2(Xn(t)) on (D([0,T],1),Gr). We are now in position to formulate the main result of the

paper.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that the sequence of initial conditions {Zn(0)}nen converges in law to
some zg € 1.

Ifa>1 ora=0, then for any T > 0, the sequence of processes {Zn(t) : t € [0,T]}nen converges
in law to the weak solution of the SDE with initial condition zg.

If 0 < a < 1, then for any T > 0, the sequence {Zn(t) : t € [0,T]}nen is relatively compact.
Furthermore, any limit point is a weak solution of the SDE , with initial condition zg.

The proof of this statement follows the Stroock-Varadhan approach to martingale problems [35].
The first step is a standard compactness argument (see the presentation in [23], especially Corollary
2.3.3 therein) for the semi-martingale structure associated with a stochastic process, the process
Zn in our case. Then we prove that every limit point of a subsequence must satisfy the martingale
problem associated with the SDE. That part of the proof is specific to the particle system under
consideration as it relies in particular on various features of the short times deterministic dynamics.
The convergence follows suit when the SDE has a unique solution, ie. for a > 1 and a = 0. In the
other case (a € (0,1)), while the SDE solutions are not unique beyond T¢y, Proposition and



Proposition suggest that {Zn} should converge to the solution of the SDE with instantaneous
reflection at the boundary z = 0, provided it is defined and unique. This property remains to be
proved.

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem which, for the sake of clarity, is
decomposed into three subsections.

3.1 Proof of compactness

Recall that {PX}xecs, denotes the Markov process generated by Ly. For every x € Sy, the
probability measure Py solves the martingale problem associated with Ly and the initial condition
x. In particular the stochastic process My on (ID([0,T7], Sn), Fr,n) with values in R, defined by

Fis My(t) = Zu(t) — An(t), where An(t) i /0 (L) (Xn(s))ds

is a martingale relative to PK,(N (0). Moreover, that Lz is bounded in Sy implies that Ay is a

process of finite variation. Consequently My is bounded and then is locally square integrable.
According to Corollary 2.3.3 in [23], in order to prove that the laws associated with {Zy} form
a tight family, it suffices to show that

e the sequences {An} and {(My)} satisfy the Aldous condition and
e the sequence of the laws of sup;cjo 7 |[ANn(t)| (resp. supeo,r) [(Mn(1))|) is tight in R.

Below we focus on proving the Aldous condition. The proof of the other condition is similar and
left to the reader.

In order to prove the Aldous condition for Ay, we observe that the Markov inequality implies
that for every 0 <t < t/, we have

Py(|An() — An(t)] = n) < ;Ex (/t ILNZ(XN(S))!dS> ;

Explicit calculations using that Lgsz = 0 imply that the integrand |Lyz(Xn(s))| is uniformly
bounded in N, and so the probability PX(|An(t') — An(t)| > n) can be made arbitrarily small,
uniformly in N, by taking ¢’ — ¢ sufficiently small.

Moreover, the increasing process (My) is given by

t
(My (1)) = /0 av=(Xn(s))ds

where gy is the quadratic operator defined for any function f: Sy — R by
2

avf(x) = D wil5 +ae)N? (Flx+ 1) = f() (4)

: N
i€Zs3

A similar argument as above applies to prove the Aldous condition for (My), using the mean value
theorem for z.

10



3.2 Extending the time scale of the convergence to the deterministic approxi-
mation

Let || - ||1 denote the /!-norm in S.

Lemma 3.2. Let {Tn}nen be a sequence in RY such that Ty < C’logl%]v for all N € N, for some
C > 0. Then we have

‘XN(L‘) - X%?(O)(Nt)H =0.

lim sup sup EPXN(O)
N 1

N—=004¢[0,Ty] Xn(0)ESN
Proof. Given f € C?(S), consider the martingale M J{, relative to P]i,(N © and defined by

s ML) = FOXN () = [ I f(X () (5)

Using also the relation f(Xg?]SVt(O)(Nt)) = f(Xn(0)) + fot Nﬁfastf(ngjs\;c(O)(S))dS, we then get the
estimate

Epxvo [F(Xn(1) - f(Xg?ff(O)(Nt))‘ <E,xywo

M () = F(Xn(0)

t
=+ / EPXN(O) ’LNf(XN(S» - Nﬁfastf(XN(s)ﬂ ds
0 N

t
+ N/o Epfv(mm

We estimate each term in the RHS separately. By the Holder inequality, we have

Efastf(XN(S)) - Efastf(Xg?]s\:(o) (8))’ ds.

1
2

M0 - f(XN<o>>\2)% - (B pottbo))’

Eppu [0 - O] < (Epgaoo
N N

where <M]<, () = fg qn f(Xn(s))ds and the quadratic operator gy is defined in (4). This definition

implies that for every f € C1(S), there exists K > 0 such that

sup |qn f(x)] < Ky
x€S,NeN

from where we get the upper bound E x ) M}\c,(t) — f(Xn(0)| < Kf\/t.
N

Similarly, given f € C?(S), the Taylor theorem applied to the first order expansion of f(x+ %)
at x implies the inequality

t
/0 ]EP;,(N(O) |LNf(XN(S)) — Nﬁfastf(XN(Ns)” ds < Kft’

provided that Ky is chosen sufficiently large. By choosing K even larger if necessary so that the
following inequality holds

|£fastf(x) - Lfastf(Y)‘ < KfHX - y,|1a \V/X,y € S»

and by collecting all the estimates, we finally obtain

t
Epxno |F(Xn(D) - f(Xg?JSVt(o)(Nf))‘ < Ky <\/%+t+ N/O Epxyo

X (s) = X5y (Ns)

d5> .
1
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Applying this inequality to the functions f(x) = z; (i € Z3), and using the Gronwall inequality, we
finally get

sup  E_xy0
XN (O)GSN N

X (1) = X0y (V)| < K (VE+2) eV,

for some K > 0. The Lemma then immediately follows from the fact that Ty < C W implies
that im0 (VTN + T )eNETN = 0. O

3.3 Identification of the limits, end of the proof of Theorem

The tightness of the sequence {Zx} (section implies that, up to passing to a subsequence, this
sequence converges in law to a process Z with values in I. To complete the proof of Theorem it
remains to prove that Z must be a solution of the SDE . The core argument is to establish that
Z must solve the martingale problem associated with L,y for a sufficiently large set of functions.
To that goal, we first invoke a slight extension of the Skorokhod’s representation theorem, see
Theorem in Appendix |C] according to which there exist a common probability space (E, €2, P)
in which the random variables z(X ) pointwise converge to Z. Then, we consider the martingales
M{I°* defined by

t
t— M]J\?]Oz(t) = f[(ZN(t)) — / LN(fI o z)(XN(S))dS
0
The key argument of the proof of Theorem is the following L!-convergence of the martingales.

Proposition 3.3. For every f; € C3(I) and T > 0, we have

lim Ep Mfloz() f1(Z(t)) —/OtﬁavgfI(Z s))ds| =0, Vte[0,T].

N—o0

The end of the proof of the Theorem uses again standard arguments. The Proposition implies
in particular that the process t — f1(Z(t)) +fg Lave f1(Z(s))ds equipped with the probability P is a
martingale for every f; € C3(I), see e.g. Lemma 3.6, Chap. 2 in [12], and hence for f;(Z) = Z and
f1(Z) = Z2. Moreover, the process is continuous (proved in the proof of the proposition below).
Hence by (an adaptation to I of the) Proposition 4.6, Chap. 5 in [26], one defines a Brownian
motion W such that the process is a solution of the SDE .

Proof of the Proposition. We are going to expand the difference M ]{,I ()~ fr(Z(t)+ fo ave f1(Z(s))ds
into a telescopic sum for which the elements can be controlled using characterlstlc features of the
various processes involved in the approximation.

To that goal, let ky = L%J and Ty = ﬁ Using the definition of M]J\C,IOZ above, we write

Ep M]Jifloz(t) /ﬁavgf[ dS

< Ep |f1(Zn (1) - \+ZEP Ql ) — @l (0]
(6)

where the boundary terms

b = /0 Ln(fro2)(Xn(s)ds and QY / Cavsfi(Z

12



in the telescopic sum are already known (NB: While Q{\{ ¢(t) actually does not depend on N, using
this notation simplifies the expression @) and the interior terms Qf\} ,(t) are defined by

( t

/ £slow(f[oz)(XN(8))d$ if £=2
0

kvl o(k+1) f

Z /kT ﬁslow(floz)( )?Jsvt(kTN)(NS))dS if /=3
k=0 N

QU =1{ "k
TN Z £avgfI(ZN(kTN)) if ¢=4
Tn > Lavefi(Z(KTy)) if €=5

We now prove that each term in the RHS of @ vanishes in the limit of large N.
Proof of convergence of Ep |f;(Zn(t)) — f1(Z(t))| and Ep Q{\}A(t) — Q];\‘,’ﬁ(t) . We first write

Ep [f1(Zn (1) = f1(Z(0)] < Ep [|f1(ZN8) = [1(Z) || » t €[0,T];

where || - || denotes the uniform norm on [0,77]. Similarly, we have
Bp [ 4(t) — QU5(1)| < 1B | Lavaf1(Zx) = Lavsf1(Z)] » £ € [0, T)-

The amplitude of the jumps of Zy is at most 3 and the mapping (Z(t))scp+ — supyepo,r 1Z(t) —
Z(t7)] is continuous in the Skorokhod topology of D([0,T],I); hence the limit Z must be con-
tinuous a.s. and the convergence Zny — Z a.s. must occur in the sense of || - ||c. The desired
convergences then follow from the dominated convergence theorem using that f; and L, f; are
uniformly continuous over 1.

Proof of convergence of Ep Q{\fl(t) - Q{éz(t)‘. Given f € C3(9), the Taylor theorem applied
to the second order expansion of f(x + 3) at x implies the existence of Ky > 0 such that we have
Ky

’LNf(X) - Nﬁfastf(x) - Eslowf( ’ < N

Applying this inequality to f; o z with f; € C3(I), and using the property Lt (fr 0 2) = 0 (which
follows from the fact that the function z is invariant under the flow generated by F'), we immediately
obtain the desired convergence

im Ep‘Qﬁl(z&)— {\;Q(t)‘ =0, Vtel0,T].
—00 ’ ’

Proof of convergence of Ep ‘Qﬁ’Q(t) - Q]]:}'S(t)‘. Given f; € C?*(I), let K, be the Lipschitz

constant of Lgow(fr o z) with respect to the || - ||;-norm. We have
kv—1 (k+1)T
B [ofl0) - Qs (0] < K. X [ B ate) — Xy (N9 s
N

‘XN( Xfa;t(o)(zvt)‘

< K¢t sup sup EPXN(0>
te[0,Tn] Xy (0)eSy N

)
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and then Lemma [3.2] immediately imply

Jim Ep QY (1) - QU,(1)| =0, ¥t € 0,7

Proof of convergence of Ep ’Q{\{S(t) — Q{\h(t)‘. The proof of convergence for this term follows
from considerations about localisation in S and related dynamical estimates. Writing

En—1

1 (k+1)TN
Ep |QY 4(t) — Q{le(t)’ <Ty ) Ep / Laow(f10 2) (XK 1) (N 8))ds — Lave f1(Zn(KT))
k=0

Tn Jiry
(7)

and given r € I (to be specified later on), for each term in the sum of the RHS, we consider
separately the cases Zy(kTn) € [0,7) and Zn (kTw) € [r, 5-].

In the second case, we use that given ¢ > 0 and x € S such that z(x) > r, x #
definition of the averaged generator Layg and the periodicity X2s¢(s 4+ T'(2(x))) = X

NTn
‘NlTN /O Lo (fr 0 2)(X3(s))ds — ﬁavgfI(Z(X))‘

NTy
T(z(x))

NTy T'(2(x))
< ¥y / Lajow(fr 0 2)(XF(s))ds — | J / Laow(f1 0 2)(X525(5))ds
0 0

T(:(x)), NTy
* ‘ NTy T~ 1> Lave1(Z (X))‘
e T(2(x))
g Laow(f102 XiaSt s))ds Love f1(Z(x))] .
A e Rl )

Accordingly, and using also that the period T'(z(x)) is bounded over those points x € S for which
z(x) > r (see Lemma (1)), we conclude that the RHS vanishes in the limit N — oo, since
limpy_ 0o NTn = 400. For x = (%, %, %), the result immediately follows from the equality .

The first case Zn(kTn) € [0,7) corresponds to the neighborhood of the simplex boundaries,
where the control of averaging is more elusive. Recall from the comments after Lemma [2.5] that
Lave f1(07) = 0. Hence by taking r sufficiently small, for each (putative) term Lave f1(Zn(kKTN)) in
(7)), we can make its contribution arbitrarily small (and the same comment applies to the maximal
total contribution T ZZZ(?I |Lave f1(ZN(ETN))]).

In order to address the remaining integral term in , we observe that when Zy(t) € [0,7),
we have z(X2t (Ns)) € [0,7) for all s € R*. Therefore, at any s, the point Xg?]s;(t) (N's) may be

XN (1)
close to one of the vertices v; of S. An explicit calculation shows that

li_}m_ Loow(froz)(x) =0, i € Zs.

As before, to choose some neighbourhoods V; , of the v; with sufficiently small radius r implies that
the contribution of the integral terms in (7)), for those Xﬁ?i{t(kTN)(Ns) € Uiez, Vi, can be made
arbitrarily small, uniformly in N.

W.l.o.g. we may assume that Uiezg Vi is invariant under the cyclic permutation of coordinates
(z;) = (xi41). Then, if a trajectory Xg?}svt(t)(]\fs) leaves a set V;,, then it must travel to Vj41,. In
the intermediate region between V;, and Vii1,, the norm [F(x)| of the vector field is bounded
below (Indeed, one easily checks that this is the case when restricted to the segment v;v;;1, part
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of an edge in the boundary 9S. Then apply a continuity argument). Therefore, the transit time
of Xg?}svt(t)(N s) must be bounded from below by, say tNT for some ¢, > 0. It follows that, in the
interval [Ty, (k + 1)Ty] the total time the trajectory spends outside (J;cz, Vi, cannot exceed

3TNtNT. The corresponding total contribution of the integral terms in , for those Xg?}svt(kTN)(N s)
trkn

in the transit regions between the V; ., then cannot exceed 33, which vanishes when NTx — oo.
This completes the proof that

Jim Ep QY (1) - QU4 (0)| =0, ¥t € 0,7,

kn—1
Proof of convergence of Ep ’Q{\{E](t) — Q{\ﬁﬁ(t)‘. The quantity Ty Z Love f1(Z(kTnN)) can be
k=0
regarded as a Riemann sum for the integral fot Lave f1(Z(s))ds; hence the desired convergence follows
since Laygfr o Z in a.s continuous over [0, 7.
The proof of the Proposition is complete. O
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A Proof of Proposition

One ingredient is the following convergence of the uniform atomic measure vy = @ Y e 5y Ox on
S to the Lebesgue measure.

Claim A.1. We have limy_,oo vny = Lebg.

Sketch of proof of the Claim: This property is a consequence of the fact that every continuous
function on S is Riemann integrable on this set. Consider the restriction to S of the Voronoi
triangulation of the points in Sy. Since the distribution of these points is uniform and isotropic,
the cells associated with points in the interior of S are all copies of the same polyhedron Py, whose
diameter vanishes as N — oo. Therefore, given f € C°(S), the sum

Vol(Py) > flx > Vol(Py(x) N S)f(x)

XEInt(SN) XGSN\Int(SN)

(Where Py (x) is the cell at x € Sy \ Int(Sny)) can be viewed as a Darboux sum for the integral

[of g f(x)dx. The claimed weak convergence then readily follows from the following estimates
1 Vol(Py) 1 . |Sn \ Int(S)|
< < and lim ————— =0.
‘SN’ VO](S) |Int(SN)’ N—oo ’SN’

Independently, the Wendel limit (see e.g. [1], page 257, 6.1.46) implies

1 IT'(N
lim ($+)—

a7t >0ifa>1 if 1
Nooo N“LT(Nz + 1) , Ve>0ifa>1 (Vz>0ifa <1)

which suggests to consider the convergence of densities

. Nm, + a
]\}grloo ,ON,a(X) = pa(X) Where PN,a( N3(a 1 H F Nmz

An analysis of the sign of the derivative of the function y — In (%) for x > 0 yields the

following conclusion
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1 D(Nz+a)
Ne—T T(Nz+1)

If a < 1, the sequence { }N N is increasing for all x > 0.
€

If a > 1, the sequence {ﬁ}:g%iﬁ; }NEN is non-increasing for all z > 0.

Dini’s Theorem then implies that the convergence to the Wendel limit is uniform in every compact
set included in (0, 1] when a < 1 (resp. in [0, 1] when a > 1).

In order to prove that limy_oo N,q = fta, We separate the case a > 1 and a € (0,1).

If @ > 1, the proof is immediate. Indeed, given f € C%(S), the uniform convergence above and

Claim respectively imply

[ £ ()  puls)) v (x) = 0 and.Jim [ eplrannts / F()pax

N—co Jg

which immediately yields

lim/f )P (x)dn (x /f X)pa(x
N—oo

and then the desired convergence, considering that for f(x) = 1, this previous relation gives
limpy 00 (CN,a’SN’NB(ail))_l = Cl;l.

For a € (0,1), the proof is more involved because p, is not defined on the boundary of S
while this set has positive measure for p1y, (hence the limitations on the domains where uniform
convergence holds). Let again f € C°(S) and given e > 0 arbitrary, let § > 0 be sufficiently small
so that

/ |[f(X)|pa(x)dx < & where S(0)={xe€S : x; >4, Vi}.
S\S(9)

Besides, a similar decomposition as for a > 1 and uniform convergence on S(§) imply that we have

<3

J(x)pn,a(x)dvn (x / f(x)pa(x)dx

5(6)

provided that N is sufficiently large. It remains to consider the term |, S\S(5) |f(x)] pv,a(x)drn (%),
which we separate into two integrals, using the decomposition

S\ S(8) = (S\ Int(S)) U (Int(S) \ S(5)).

On one hand, the inequality pyq < p, and Claim imply

/ £ o () diy () < / £ pal)dn(x) < / £ pal)dx + € < 2
Int(S)\S(6) Int(S)\S(6)

S\S(5)

provided that N is sufficiently large. On the other hand, control of the integral
[ 16l oGy ()
S\Int(S)

is provided by the following property.
Claim A.2. We have limy_;o fS\Int(S) |f(x)| pv.a(x)dvn(x) = 0.
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Proof of the Claim: Since f is bounded, it suffices to prove the result for f(x) = 1. To that goal, the
objects above are considered in arbitrary dimension (and the explicit dependence on a is removed).
Namely, let D € N, Zp = Z/DZ and

Sp =< (zi)iez,, € (R+)ZD such that Z zi=1%, Syp=Spn %ND,
i€Zp

and
a—1

N:r —I—a
pp(x) = Cp H x; . pN.D(X) H T Nxz+1
1

ISYA») ZGZD

and vy p = m ZXGSN,D dx. Now, consider the integral Iy p defined by Iy p = fSD\Int(SD) pN,Dp(X)dvN, p(x).
The permutation symmetry implies that we have

Inp <D pN,p(x)dvy,p(x)
SpN{x:zp=0}

|Sn,p-1| T'(a)
’SN,D’ Na—l

_ D(D — l)N F(a)
=D N+iD—1 Ne IN,D—l + /Int(SD_l) pN7D_1(X)dI/N7D_1(X)

_DD-ONT(@ (, 2
= N+D_-1 Ne N,D—-1 CD_l )

=D

/ pN,D—1(x)dvN, p—1(x)
Sp_1

provided that N is sufficiently large, where we used |Sy p| = (Ngl_jl_ 1), the inequality py p—1 <
pp—1, Claim H and fSD—l pp—1(x)dx = ﬁ. The limit limy_,o, In,p = 0 then easily follows by

iterating this inequality over the decreasing values of D and using also that a > 0. O

B Analysis of the dynamics x = F(x)

B.1 Expressions of the solutions

The equation x = F'(x) for x € S gives the following system of two coupled ODEs

1:1 = xl(l — 1 — 21‘2)
To = :E2(2$1 + x9 — 1)

This system indicates that x1 must increase when x9 < x3 and must decrease when x3 < xo. Similar
considerations apply to za. Solving the equation z12(1—z —x1) = z for z (assuming z; # 0) yields
that we must have

1—z1— (l—xl)Q—% 1—:v1+4/(1—ac1)2—;1—i

x2($1) = 3 and :Iig(l‘l) = 2

when x7 increases and the RHS are exchanged when x; decreases. In particular, when z; increases,
it must satisfy the following ODE

4
Jfl =T (1 —:c1)2 — j
€1
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Moreover, by continuity, those values of = € (0,1) for which z2(z) = x3(x) must be the roots of the
polynomial z(1—z)?—4z = 0. It is direct to show that such roots exist and there are two of them, say
oM (2) < WA (2, iff 2 € I. Alternatively 2™ (2) = minycp+ z1(¢) and 2% (2) = max,cp+ 71(t).
An explicit computation of the roots of the cubic polynomial yields the following expressions

o"n(2) = § (1—sin (52 + 7))
£(2) = 2 (1 + sin (@ - %»

(and we have 229(z) = Z(1 + cos (27z)) for the third root) where the angle 6(z) is defined by the

relations
cosf(z ) =2z—-1
sinf(z) =2y/2(1 — z)

In particular, the function z — 6(z) is decreasmg over (0,1) with range (0,7) (and 0(1 — z) =
m — 6(2)), which implies the following limits

mmin(0+) =0, $max(0+) =1 and mmin(%*) — xmax(fl,?*) _ %,
as expected. Also, the function z — #(z) is C° over (0,1) (and its derivative is equal to — ———)

2(1—z)"

The dynamics x = F(x) commutes with cyclic permutations of coordinates z; — z;+1. The
permutation do not affect the product x1x2x3; hence invariant loops are also invariant under these
permutations. This implies the existence of T' > 0 such that z;(-+7") = z;11(-) for all . Therefore,
all trajectories must all be periodic.

Moreover, the autonomous equation for x; in the previous subsection implies that the half-
period @ can be defined as the time it takes for x1 to transit from z™"(2) to 2™#(z), namely

we have
T(Z) - 2/:8“’“1(2) 12(17I)2*42$.

B.2 Proof of Lemma [2.3

Proof that the function z + T(z) is C* on I. Given an initial point (21", zi), let t — xo (¢, 2®, 21)
be the value of the second coordinate of the solution of the above system of coupled ODE’s. Using
that zo = %m(z) (resp. xo = %ﬁm@) when x; reaches 2™ (z) (resp. 2™(z)), the period T'(z)

can be (also) specified using the relation

332(@, xmin<z)7 1*12111(2)) o lfm“;ax(z).

This relation can be regarded as an equation for T'(z) given z. In fact, the function .732(%, zin, i)
is C* jointly in t and (z7*, xy'), because the vector field itself is C°°. The functions z — x™"(z)
and z — x™**(z) are C* on I (inherited from the same property for 6(z)). Also, for every z € I,
the derivative

min

d z min - z . max _pmax(, _pmax(, max _pmax(,
@%(Tg’,w (2), )Y = g (e (), Lm0 )y — 1o ()(x (Z)flim)#o’

2
does not vanish. That z — T'(z) is C*° then follows from the implicit function theorem.

Proof that T(%f) exists and is finite. We observe that, together with the explicit expression of
T(z) above, the equality z(1 — a:)2 — 4z = (z — 2™ (2)) (2™ (2) — 2)(224(2) — 2) readily implies

<T(z)

\/7 z(l ) \/7/ \/z(l z)
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where

add Z)

(2) = min (29(2) —z)z and X(2) = max (z —z)x.

— Z‘e(l‘min(Z)J:max(z)) $€($mi"(2’),$max(2’))

We ha\;e the limit 2244(5-7) = % which implies the following ones x(5- ) = X(3- ) = 5. Together
. dz o . . .. 1y
with [ o 7, these behaviours yield the limit T'(5= ) = 2m/3.

V3

Figure 4: An example for z = 0.01 of periodic trajectory of the dynamics x = F'(x) (thin (blue)
curve). The trajectory can be decomposed into 6 arcs, all of the same duration and which can
be deduced one another using cyclic permutations of coordinates and/or time reversal; from A
(defined as the point where x; = x™*(2)) to B (defined as 1 = z2 = %m(z)), then to C
(o = x™**(2)), etc. The (purple) dashed lines materialize the neighborhood V,. of the vertex vy,
such that max(xg,x3 =1 — 21 —x9) < r. The point A, is where the trajectory leaves V. (hence the
coordinate x5 of A, is ) and the segment A/ B’ on the edge vivs is the segment that the arc A, B
approaches as z — 0.

Proof that T(z) ~ —3Inz when z — 0. We decompose any periodic trajectory into 6 arcs, all of
the same duration and which can be deduced one another using cyclic permutations of coordinates

and/or time reversal, see Fig. 4| Accordingly, let 7(z) = @ be the transit time in each arc. In

particular, 7(z) is the transit time from A (where x1 = 2™*(2)) to B (z1 = 22 = %m(z)) We
aim at finding an equivalent for 7(2) as z tends to 0F.

To that goal, let 7 € (0, 3) and consider the neighborhood of the vertex vi = (1,0), defined as
Vi = {(x1,22) : max(xg,1 — x1 — x2) < r}. Let z € I be sufficiently small so that A € V,. Let
then A, be the intersection point of the arc from A to B and the boundary of V,.. Let 74,4, (resp.
T4,—p) denote the transit time from A to A, (resp. from A, to B). We clearly have

7(2) = TasA, +TA,B-
We now estimate the two durations separately. For the latter, we have

lim A, = A, and lim B= B,

z—0t z—07F

and the continuity of the vector field F' implies that lim,_,o+ 74, = T4, g Which is finite for
every r > 0 (and diverges as r — 07).
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For the former, we observe that inside V;., and hence along the arc from A to A,, the coordinate
x1 is not smaller than 1 — 2r. Using also that xo > 0, we obtain from the equation of the dynamics,
the following inequalities for the time derivative of the coordinate x5 in the arc between A and A,

1-3r< % <1,
from where direct integration yields the estimates

(1= 3r)7acsa, <Inzg(A,) —n =223 <y

and then nes(As)
nx ”
1 In zo (Ar) + TA,—B < T(Z) < 1 713374 +TA, B
+ 1 1—2™3%(2) — 1 1—g™max(z) — 1-3r + 1 1—x™max(z)
—In ———= —In———= —In—5—=

Now use that 2™*(z) ~ 1 —2y/z as z — 07, lim, o+ 22(A;) = 22(A}) = rsin% and the limit
lim,_,o+ 74, B above to obtain
") iy T <

1 < liminf < lim sup
=0t —51Inz 20+ —3Inz

The desired conclusion finally follows by taking the limit » — 0.

B.3 Proof of Lemma [2.4]

When evaluated for the trajectory such that z1(0) = ™" (z), using the change of variable t — x1(t),
the quantity A(z) can be written as follows

max

£ ) 1—z— (1—x1)2—22 mm(zler 1-2 4z
A(z):/ ! 2 11dm1+/ VO

2

mln

max 4
/ \/ 1 - 1’1 — —del

The smoothness of the integration bounds and of the integrand imply, via the Leibniz integral rule,
that the function z — A(z) is C* and I'(z) = T'(z) on 1.

From the expression above, A(z) can be interpreted as the area enclosed in the loop z(x) = z.
Accordingly, we clearly have A(0") = 3 L and A( ) = 0. From the relation A’(z) = T'(z) on I and

T(3 ) =23, we conclude that A(z) ~ —27r\f(2—7 — z) when z — &= .

max

C A slight extension of the Skorokhod’s representation theorem

Theorem C.1. Let (E,B,P) and (En,Bn,Py) for N € N be probability spaces, where E and
En are metric spaces, B and By their respective Borel o-algebras and where the support of P is
separable. Assume the existence of measurable functions fn : Ey — E such that Py o f]?,l = P as
N — oo (weak convergence). Then there exist random variables Y and Yy defined on a common
probability space (E,Q, P) such that the laws of Y and Yy are respectively P and Py and we have

lim Yy(w) =Y (w) for every w € E.

N—oo

The proof is a direct adaptation mutatis mutandis of the proof of Theorem 6.7, Chap. 1 in [6].
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