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Constant-speed interface flow from unbalanced
Glauber-Kawasaki dynamics
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Abstract

We derive the hydrodynamic limit of Glauber-Kawasaki dynamics. The Kawasaki
part is simple and describes independent movement of the particles with hard core
exclusive interactions. It is speeded up in a diffusive space-time scaling. The Glauber
part describes the birth and death of particles. It is set to favor two levels of particle
density with a preference for one of the two. It is also speeded up in time, but at a
lesser rate than the Kawasaki part. Under this scaling, the limiting particle density
instantly takes either of the two favored density values. The interface which separates
these two values evolves with constant speed (Huygens’ principle).

Similar hydrodynamic limits have been derived in four recent papers. The crucial
difference with these papers is that we consider Glauber dynamics which has a pref-
erences for one of the two favored density values. As a result, we observe limiting
dynamics on a shorter time scale, and the evolution is different from the mean curva-
ture flow obtained in the four previous papers. While several steps in our proof can
be adopted from these papers, the proof for the propagation of the interface is new.
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1 Introduction

This paper fits to the recent paper series [5][6, 11} 13] on hydrodynamic limits of interacting
particle systems. In these papers the particle systems are such that the particle density
on the macroscopic scale tends to be close to either of two distinct positive values 0 <
a_ < ay. The interface which separates these two values turns out to move in time by
the mean curvature flow. The contribution of the present paper to the series is that we
consider a change in the setting of the particle system for which the hydrodynamic limit
is different from the mean curvature flow.

1.1 The Glauber-Kawasaki dynamics

For the interacting particle system we consider the Glauber-Kawasaki dynamics. These dy-
namics are described by an exclusion process where the particles move on the d-dimensional
discrete torus T4, = (Z/NZ)? = {1,2,...,N}? of size N, where d > 1 is fixed. The
Glauber part describes the birth and death of the particles. The Kawasaki part is simple
and describes the exchange of occupancies between neighboring sites.

In more detail, the particle configuration space is Xy = {O,l}w\f with elements
denoted by n = {nx}xeqrtfv . We interpret 7, = 1 as the presence of a particle at site x and
1y = 0 as that site y is vacant. The generator of the Glauber-Kawasaki dynamics is given
by

2
VK

for a given positive number K > 1. The generators of the Kawasaki and Glauber part are
given for any function f : Xy — R by

(1.1) Ly = —=Lg +VKLg,

(12) Lef) =3 S AF6P) —f @)},
i
Laf(n) = Y cam){f (") = f ()},

d
z€T%;

respectively, where n%¥ € X is the configuration 7 after an exchange happens between x
and y, i.e.
ny ifz=ux
(77$7y)z = Nz if z = Yy
1, otherwise,

and n* € X is the configuration after a flip (i.e. birth or death of a particle) happens at

1—mn, ifz==x
X — X
(n")- { N, otherwise.

x, i.e.

Finally, the symbol ¢;(n) > 0 in Lg is the flip rate, which may depend both on the site x
and on the configuration 7. In order to describe the assumptions on c¢;, we set X as the
unbounded configuration space {0, I}Zd. We introduce 7, : X — X (or Xy — X)) as the



translation of n by x € Z¢ (or € T%) defined by (7.1). = 7.4s for 2 € Z% (or € T, in
which case = + z is taken modulo N). For a function f = f(n) on X or Xy, we denote
T2 f(n) = f(7zm). We assume that c,(n) = 7,¢(n) for some non-negative local function
c=copon X (regarded as that on X for N large enough). Since 79 takes values in {0, 1},
¢(n) can be decomposed as

c(n) = c ()1 —no) + ¢ (Mo

for some local functions ¢* which do not depend on 79. The remaining assumptions on ¢
are given below by (BS) and (UB).

In addition to c¢;(n), one could consider an exchange rate c,,(n) in the Kawasaki
dynamics (called speed change); see e.g. [I1]. In the present paper we simply take ¢, ,(n) =
1, i.e. occupancy exchanges between any two sites x and y are equally likely to happen,
irrespective of the configuration n. We motivate this choice in Section below.

The scaling of the constants N and K in (L) is such that we obtain nontrivial
dynamics in the hydrodynamic limit. While we keep K constant for now, we will consider
K = K(N) — oo as N — oo later to observe a sharp interface in the limit. We write v/ K
rather than K to be consistent with the setting in the previous papers [0l 6], 111 [13].

To describe the remaining assumptions on the flip rate ¢, we keep K > 1 independent
of N for the moment. Then, as shown in [3], the empirical density (see (LL5]) below) of the
process 1Y (t) generated by Ly converges to the particle density profile u®, which is the
solution of the reaction-diffusion equation (of Allen-Cahn type) given by

1
Opu® = eAu + gf(ue) in (0,00) x T¢

(P°)
u®(0,v) = up(v) for v € TY,

where T is the d-dimensional continuous torus (R/Z)? = [0,1)?, ug is an initial condition,

>0

™
Il

==

and f is defined in terms of ¢ by

f(u) = E[(1 = 2no)c(n)]
= E"[c" (n)(1 = no) — ¢~ (1)no]
= (1 —w)E™[c"(n)] — uE"[c” (n)].

Here, v, is the Bernoulli measure on X with mean u € [0, 1]. Note that, since ¢ is a local
function, f is a polynomial. We assume that f satisfies the following properties (see Figure
[ for an example):

(BS) f is bistable, i.e. f € C2(]0,1]) has exactly three zeros f(a_) = f(ai) = f(ax) =0
with 0 < o <oy <oy <1,

fllas) <0, fag) <0, f'(ax)>0.



(UB) f is unbalanced, i.e. we assume
o
/ f(u)du # 0.
o
For convenience, we fix the sign as

(1.3) /a+ F(w)du > 0.

This completes the list of assumptions on the flip rate c. The difference in these assump-
tions with respect to the previous papers [Bl 6], [11), [13] is (UB); in those papers f is instead
balanced, i.e. the integral in (UB) is zero. Considering the unbalanced case has a signifi-
cant effect on the macroscopic behavior of the Glauber-Kawasaki dynamics. Under (UB),
the macroscopic dynamics are asymptotically faster than in the balanced case. Hence, in
the present paper we slow down time to a shorter time scale in order to derive the macro-
scopic dynamics. In Section [2] we describe in detail that our setting can be translated to
the setting in the previous papers in terms of a rescaling of time.

f
on* « 1

Figure 1: An example of a function f which satisfies all required properties.

While the assumptions on ¢ are similar in the previous papers [5 @, [11], 13], the
assumptions on the exchange rates are different. [13] considers the same generator Ly
as in (L2). [II] considers more general exchange rates c,,(n) for which the diffusion
term eAu® in the corresponding problem (PF)) may result in the (typically) nonlinear
diffusion term eAP(u®) for some polynomial P. Finally, [5 6] consider, instead of Ly,
the generator of a zero-range process. In that case, the corresponding problem (PF]) has
a similar nonlinear diffusion term as in [I1], and in addition (because the zero-range
process is not an exclusion process) the density u® need not be bounded from above by 1.
We comment below in Section on the result of these different choices for L on the
hydrodynamic limit.

1.2 The limiting equation: Huygens’ principle

We turn back to our point of interest, which is the hydrodynamic limit of the Glauber-
Kawasaki process ¥ (t) for when K = K(N) — oo as N — oo. It will turn out that
this limiting equation is given by the limiting problem of (P%) as e — 0. To describe
it, let us examine (P%) first. (P%) is well-studied; see e.g. [7, 8, [0, 14]. It satisfies
a comparison principle (see Lemma [B.I]) and possesses a unique, classical solution u®.



Moreover, the evolution of u® is as follows. First, on a small time interval of size O(¢), the
reaction term ¢! f(u®) dominates such that the PDE is well approximated by the ordinary
differential equation u; = % f(u). Due to the bistable nature of f, u® approaches either of
the values a_ or a4, and a diffusive interface is formed between the regions {u® ~ a_}
and {u® ~ a4}. Once such an interface is developed, the diffusion term eAwu becomes
large near the interface, and comes to balance with the reaction term so that the interface
starts to propagate beyond t = O(e) on an O(1) time scale.

In the limit ¢ — 0, the diffusive interface of u® converges to a sharp interface given
by a hypersurface I'; in T%, whose evolution is governed by the Huygens’ principle

V=c onl}
(P°)
Ft|t:0 =T,

where ¢, > 0 is the speed of the traveling wave and V is the normal velocity of I'; from
the a-side to the a_-side; cf. [2 [14]. Figure 2lillustrates the setting. The traveling wave
speed ¢, is determined implicitly in terms of f (or, equivalently, in terms of c¢); see (B3]
below and the discussion that follows. The sign of ¢, is determined by the assumption
(UB); if the integral in (I.3]) would instead be negative, then ¢, < 0 and the results in this
paper apply with obvious modifications.

Iy

V=c>0

Figure 2: A situation sketch of (PY).

Also away from the interface, the solution u. converges as ¢ — 0. Its limit is given
by the step function L
a_ ifvedGy
(V) =
xr(v) {a+ if ve Gl

for all v € TY, where G; and G} are the open regions of T¢ separated by I';; see Figure
To fix the sign, we take G as the region corresponding to {u ~ a_} and G} as the
region corresponding to {u ~ a }. In terms of G}, the solution to (PY) is given by

(1.4) Iy = 0G|, G = {v e T%dist (v, GJ) < est},

where dist (v, G§) = inf ot v —wl.

1.3 Main result: the hydrodynamic limit

Our main result (Theorem [[.T] below) on the hydrodynamic limit states that the process
n™(t) converges to xr, as N — oo whenever 7 (0) and xr, are sufficiently close to each



other. In order to turn this into a precise statement, we first introduce a proper scaling in
which 7™V () can be compared with xr,. With this aim, we associate to any configuration
n € Xy the macroscopically scaled empirical measure oY on T¢ defined by

1
(1.5) o (dvyn) = Nd Z N0z /N (dv), v € T?.

z€TY,
For the process 7% (t), we set

oV (t,dv) = o (dv; N (), t>0.

While both ™ (¢, -) and xr,(-) (more precisely, xr, (-)dv) are measures on T¢, we need
further preparation to define what it means for the initial conditions to be close. Let I'y be
given and let 4V be an initial distribution for the process nV(-). For technical reasons, we
start from a regular alternative ug to the step function xr,. We interpret ug : T¢ — (0,1)
as the initial condition from ([PZ), and connect it to Iy by requiring only that T'y is the
ay-level set of ug, i.e.

Lo = {v € T ug(v) = o},
Then, the regions G, and G§ are determined by {ug < a.} and {ug > a.} respectively.
We project ug onto the discrete torus by

(1.6) ud (z) = ug(x/N) for all z € T%.
To u}} we associate the (inhomogeneous) product measure
on the configuration space X, where

d
z€T%,

is a product measure on Xy for any function w : ']I"Jj\, — [0,1]. Here, v,y is the measure on
{0, 1} with mean u(z). Now, note that )" and p?¥ are both measures on X. To measure
how close they are, we use the relative entropy, which is defined for any two measures u, v
on Xy with v having full support by

dp dp
H = — log — dv.
) = [ Gptom G

With these connections between I'g, ug, uév and I/év , we are ready to state our as-
sumption on the initial conditions ¥ and I'g:

(BIP) H(uN|v)) = O(N%<) as N — oo for some € > 0 and for some uy € C*4(T¢) which
satisfies:

— To={veT%: up(v) = .} is a closed (d — 1)-dimensional hypersurface of class
C* without boundary, where «, is defined in (BS),



— 0 <wu_ = minup(v) < ax < uy = maxug(v) < 1, and
veTd veTd

— Vug(v) -n(v) # 0 for any v € T'g, where n(v) is the normal direction to I'g at v.

Our motivation for (BIP) is as follows. On the one hand, p has to be close to a product
measure related to a regular density profile ug. On the other hand, ug is relatively free to
choose, in the sense that away from the level set I'g = {ug = au}, it can attain any value
as long as it remains away from either 0, a,, or 1. This freedom in the choice of ug comes
from the property of (P%) that u® will evolve towards xr, in O(e) time.

Since under (BIP) Ty is of class C*, it follows from [9] that there exists T > 0 such
that I'; is also of class C* for all ¢ € [0, 7] (see Section B3] for details). We keep this time
horizon T fixed in the sequel. Finally, given the initial distribution p for the process
7™ (-), we denote by P the process measure with respect to 7% (-).

Theorem 1.1 (Hydrodynamic limit). Assume the conditions (BS), (UB) and (BIP).
Then, there exists a constant 6 > 0 such that if K = K(N) — oo as N — oo with
K < é/log N and K increasing in N, then

lim P* ([(aN (1), ) — (xry, 8)| >7) =0

N—oo

for all t € (0,T)], all v > 0 and all $ € C>®(T?).

1.4 Structure of the proof of Theorem [1.1]

The structure of the proof of Theorem [[I] is the same as in [5]: we apply a two-level
breakdown of Theorem [Tl into three theorems (Theorems [[2] and B.8) which we will
prove independently.

In preparation for describing this breakdown, we introduce the usual central difference
approximation of (P%) given in terms of u'V(t,-) = {u™(t, x)}mewv by

1
oulN(t,z) = —=ANUN(t,2) + VK f(uN (t,x)) for 0 <t < oo and z € T

(PE) VK

uN (0,2) = ul (z) for z € T4,

where uY is defined in (L) in terms of ug, and

d
ANu(x) = N? Z (u(z + €;) + u(z — €;) — 2u(z)),

i=1
for any u(-) = {u(m)}xewv is the discrete Laplacian. Here, {e;}%_, are the standard unit

basis vectors of Z4. Similar to vV (recall (L7),(L8)) we set v = W (1) for each ¢ > 0.

We will compare ¥ to the distribution u¥ of n™ (¢).

In addition to uV, we use its extension 2"V defined on the continuous torus. To define
~N

u'', we associate to any =z = (xi)glzl € ']I‘ﬁlv the box

r 1 d €x; 1 1
o) =TIl - )
N' N H N 2N N+2N <



with center £ and side length + (note that the family of boxes {B(%, %)}xeT% are a

tessellation of T¢). Then, we define the step function

(1.9) aN(t,v) = Z uN(t,x)lB(

d
z€Ty

y(v), ve T

x 1
N°N

With this preparation we return to the two-level breakdown of Theorem [LT. On the
first level we use that Theorem [T is a corollary (see [, Section 2.3] for a proof) of the
following two theorems:

Theorem 1.2 (Entropy estimate). Given the assumptions in Theorem [L1]
H(ulN ) =o(NY)  as N — oo, uniformly for all t € [0,T].

Theorem 1.3. Assume (BS), (UB) and (BIP). Let K = K(N) — o0 as N — oo. Then,
there exists an exponent 8 > 0 and a propagation speed ¢, > 0 such that if K = O(NG) as
N — o0, then for the corresponding hypersurface T'y given by (L4]) we have that

lim ﬂN(t,v) = xr,(v)
N—o0

for all t € (0,T) and all v € T4\ T'.

We remark that the constants 6,c, are determined by f; see (Z3]) for an explicit
expression for 6§ and see (8.3 and the description below it for the definition of c.

On the second level, we apply a further breakdown of Theorem [[L3l The reason for
this is that, similar to the solution u® of (PF)) (recall the discussion at the start of Section
[L2), the evolution of u™ (¢,-) can be split into two separate phases. In the first phase, the
generation phase, u™ (t,-) evolves towards a discrete version of a diffusive interface on a
small time interval of order O(1/V/K); see Theorem below for a sufficient estimate.
In the second phase, the propagation phase, the diffusive interface described by uY (t,)
evolves similar to I'y; see Theorem [B.8 below. We will show that Theorem [[3]is a corollary
of Theorem 3.8

To summarize the above, the main three ingredients of the proof of Theorem [I.1] are
the entropy estimate (Theorem [[2)), the generation of the interface in u¥(¢,-) (Theorem
22) and the propagation of the interface in u” (¢, -) (Theorem B.8). Theorems 2] and
follow from two counterpart theorems from [6] [11] after applying a proper time rescaling;
we demonstrate this in Section 2l Theorem [B.8] however, does not follow from the previous
studies, which can be seen from the limiting equation in (]E)7 which is different from the
mean curvature flow of the previous studies. Therefore, we give a self-contained proof of
Theorem 3.8 see Section [3

1.5 Discussion

We consider Theorem [[.3] on the convergence of to (PY) as interesting in its own
right. For this reason we state Theorem [[.3] for a larger range of values for K than in our
main Theorem [[L11



The convergence of to (@) as stated in Theorem[I3lis not a simple consequence
of the convergence of (P) to (PY), which is shown by [2, 14]. When working with the
discrete counterpart of (PF)), more precise estimates on the solutions u™ and uf are
needed. We refer to Section [3 for details.

Next we comment on the necessity of assumption (BIP) in Theorem [Tl It is the
intersection of the assumptions needed for the entropy estimate in Theorem [[.2] for the
generation of the interface and for the propagation of the interface. More precisely, The-
orem requires u to have bounded discrete gradients up to 4th order. The generation
of the interface [5, Theorem 2.3] requires u’¥ (z) = ug(z/N), and the propagation of the
interface requires u” to be of class C3.

In the next four comments we continue the discussion at the end of Section [Tl on
the differences between the present study and [5l 6] 11, 13]. First, we argue that the
hydrodynamic limit obtained in Theorem [[.1] is consistent with the hydrodynamic limit
obtained in [5] [6, 11, [13], even though the limiting equation is different (in our paper this
is the Huygens’ principle (@) whereas in the previous papers it is the mean curvature
flow). The key difference in the setting is that our f is unbalanced (see (L3])) whereas
the f used in the previous papers is balanced. In fact, Theorem [I.1] also holds when f is
balanced; then, ¢, = 0, i.e. the interface I'; is stationary on this time scale. To observe a
moving interface, one has to speed up the time variable from t to vV Kt; see [5]. Then, I'y
turns out to satisfy a mean curvature flow.

Second, the hydrodynamic limit in Theorem [[. 1] is also interesting for d = 1. Indeed,
for d = 1, T'; is a collection of points, and (@) dictates that these points move with
constant speed. In the previous studies where the limiting dynamics for I'; is the motion
by mean curvature, I'y is stationary when d = 1. This is consistent with mean curvature
flow in the sense that points in one dimension have zero mean curvature.

Third, we comment on the choice of the Kawasaki generator Lx in (L2). We have
chosen a simple version of Lk such that the diffusion in (Pf) (and the corresponding
discretization in ) are linear, as opposed to the nonlinear problems which appear in
[5, [6, 11]. The reason for this is that in the nonlinear case the ODE in (B3] below (in the
proof for the propagation of the interface) gets additional nonlinear terms. We leave this
to future research. Nevertheless, Theorem [[.T] also holds for the more general Kawasaki
generator considered in [I1] as long as the corresponding problem (PF]) has linear diffusion.
Indeed, this is easy to see from the breakdown of the proof of Theorem [T into Theorems
and [[13] and that we use [I1] for the proof of Theorem

Fourth, as an alternative to the Kawasaki generator Ly, one can consider the genera-
tor of a zero-range process (as done in [5][6]) as long as the resulting diffusion term in (%)
is linear. Then, a similar hydrodynamic limit as in Theorem [L.1] holds. Indeed, also for
such a zero-range process the problems (PZ) and are similar. Then, the breakdown
of the proof mentioned in Section [[L4] shows that it is left to establish an entropy estimate
as in Theorem This entropy estimate can be obtained from that in [5, Theorem 2.2]
in a similar manner as our proof in Section 2] of Theorem [[.2], which relies on the entropy
estimate [11, Theorem 1.3].

Finally, we mention another recent result on a sharp interface limit of Glauber-
Kawasaki dynamics. In [4] a two-species Glauber-Kawasaki dynamics is studied. There,



the Glauber part is only active at sites where two particles of different species meet. At
such sites, it describes a high death rate for both particles. The resulting hydrodynamic
limit describes the segregation of the two different species by means of a Stefan free bound-
ary problem.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2l we show the connec-
tion between Ly, (PZ) and and their counterparts in [5] [6 11} 13] through a time
rescaling, and use it to prove Theorems and In Section [8] we prove Theorem [L1]
which essentially consists of the proof of Theorem [L3]

2 Entropy estimate and generation of interface by time rescal-
ing

We show that, by the time rescaling

1
t=et = —=t,
VK
Theorems and follow essentially from [II, Theorem 1.3] and [5, Theorem 6.1]
respectively. For later use, we will also cite [0, Theorem 1.1], which is the version of [5]
Theorem 6.1] with ¥ replaced by u°. Care is needed when citing these theorems, because
they are established for a nonlinear term f which is balanced, i.e.

oy
(u)du = 0.

(07
However, the proofs of these theorems do not rely on this property, and extend without
modification to the unbalanced f considered in this paper.

Next, we introduce the time-rescaled versions of the process 7™V (-) and of the problems

(P7) and . Let

7N () =N (VK =0V (1)
be the speeded-up process with initial distribution given by ¥ = u”V. Note that the
generator of 7V (-) is given by

Ly =VKLy = N2 Lg + KL,

which is (a simplification of) the generator considered in [11]. Let ﬁij be the distribution
of 7N (¢), and note that

=y
The time-rescaled versions of ([PZ) and are given by
) O7" = AU + gizf(as) in (0,00) x T¢
u®(0,v) = up(v) for v € T¢

10



and

. o™ = ANTN + Kf(@Y) in (0,00) x T
(Py) ~N N d

u (0,z) = up (x) for z € TY,
respectively. The connection with the solutions u® and vV to (P%) and im) is easily
verified to be

ut(t,v) = u®(t,v), aN (t,v) = ulN(t,v).
~N _—

As before, we set V2 = VN (- Note that

)

~N
Hence, the properties on ﬁ%{V , ﬁ%{V , u° and u" stated in [IT, Theorem 1.3], [6, Theorem

1.1] and [5, Theorem 6.1] translate directly to properties on ¥, v/, u¢ and uV. For the
reader’s convenience we translate these theorems to the original time ¢.

By rescaling time from ¢ to ¢, [LI, Theorem 1.3] captures Theorem when taking
the following two notes into account:

1. [1Il Theorem 1.3] only states the entropy estimate pointwise in t whereas we require
a uniform estimate in ¢ due to the N-dependent rescaling of time. However, the
proof of [I1, Theorem 1.3] demonstrates that the entropy estimate is uniform in t
because the estimate is constructed by Gronwall’s lemma.

2. [T, Theorem 1.3] requires the stronger upper bound on K given by K < §(log N)/?

for some implicit constant o € (0,1) whereas we require 0 = 1. The reason for this
stronger upper bound is that [IT] considers nonlinear diffusion of vV in . In the
case of nonlinear diffusion, it follows from [12] Corollaries 4.4 and 5.10] that there
exists a constant C' > 0 such that

(2.1) NN (t,y) —uN(t,2)) < CKY? and |[ANuN(t,2)| < CK¥°

for all t € [0,7] and all x,y € T4 with |x — y| = 1. If these bounds would hold for
o =1, then the proof of [11, Theorem 1.3] shows that the weaker requirement K <
0v/log N (as in the present paper) is sufficient. Since we consider linear diffusion,
the bounds in (2.1]) indeed hold with o = 1; see [I3, Proposition 4.3] for the first of
the two bounds, and then [12, Proof of Proposition 6.3] for the second bound.

We continue with a simplified version of [6, Theorem 1.1] (see also [5, Theorem 5.1])
on the generation of the interface. This theorem formalizes that at a certain small time
%, uf(t%,v) is close to either a_ or ay, except when v is close to I'g. In preparation, we
define

(2.2) v = flaw), tt=~"'e|loge|, ) =min(a. —a_,ay — o).
The time point ¢° is the analogue of & = v~ 'e?|loge| = et® in [5, [6] so that u®(t°,v) =

(1%, v) holds.

11



Theorem 2.1. Let f satisfy (BS). Let u® be the solution to (P%l). Then, for all § € (0,dp)
there exist positive constants €g and My such that, for all e € (0,e¢), we have the following:

1. For all v € T¢,
a_ — 0 <u(t%,v) < ay +0.
2. If up(v) > o + Moe, then
u®(t°,v) > ag — 0.
3. If up(v) < ae — Mg, then

ut(t°,v) < a_ + 0.

Note that Theorem 2.1] provides bounds on u® at the time point t¢, but not at any
other time ¢ € (0,t%). For the purpose of proving Theorem [[3] it is not necessary to
consider u® on (0,t%), because for any ¢ > 0 fixed it holds that ¢t > t* for £ small enough.
Instead, use Theorem 2.1]in the proof of Theorem B.8 on the propagation of the interface.

Finally, we cite a simplified version of [5, Theorem 6.1]. It is the discrete counterpart
of Theorem 2.1l In preparation, we define

1
N = max —f(¢)>0, tN= log K
7 CE[u—Na—,upVay] f(C) 27’/K 8
and
2y
2.3 0 = € (0, 2).
(2.3) 5450

I he t]'],n o tN 3 t 2 g f Nt]V 1 g ;( ;( — /QtN 3 |:5’ 6] S t h t uN(tN’ ,U)

Theorem 2.2. Let K = K(N) — oo with K = o(N?) as N — co. Let uN(t,-) be the

solution to . Then, for any 6 € (0,00) there exist Ny, My > 0 such that the following
hold for every N > Ny:

(1) For all x € T%,
a_ =0 <ulVN(tN,z) <ay +6.

(2) If up(§) > o + MoK —Y/2, then

uN (N, z) > ag — 6.
3) If up(Z) < a, — MoK /2, then
(3) If uo ()

uN (N, z) < a_ +0.
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3 Proof of Theorem [I.1]

From the overview of the proof of Theorem [Tl in Section [[L4] and the entropy estimate
in Theorem [[.2 we infer that Theorem [II] follows once Theorem [[.3] is proven. In the
remainder of this section we focus on proving Theorem [L.3l

3.1 Overview of the proof

As preparation, we establish comparison theorems for (Pf) and im) in Section
Then, we prove the version of Theorem [[3]in which @" is replaced by u¢. In this proof we
construct sub and super solutions uZ to (P) such that uZ < u® < uZl and uX(t,-) = xr,

as ¢ — 0. We do this in Section B3l Then, by using that 1?[’) is the central differences

approximation of (P%), we derive in Section [3.4] similar upper and lower bounds on u” as

those on u®. In Section we put these bounds together to obtain Theorem [L.3]

3.2 Comparison theorems for (P9) and

It is well-known that (PF]) satisfies a comparison principle. In order to state it, we recall
that functions u™ (¢,v) and u™ (¢, v) are super and sub solutions to (P%) if u™ and u~ satisfy
the PDE in (%)) with “>" and “<” instead of “=”, respectively. Regarding notation, note
that u® denote super/sub solutions and that u. are the given constants from (BIP).

Lemma 3.1. Consider (P with initial conditions u=(0,v) < ut(0,v). Then, any cor-
responding super and sub solutions u™ (t,v) and u~(t,v) to (%) satisfy

u” (t,v) < ut(t,v) for allt >0 and all v € T

Furthermore, suppose (BIP) holds for some 0 < u_ < uy < oo. Then, for t > 0 and
v € T, we have for the solution u® to (PZ) with initial condition ug that

u_ Na- <u(t,v) <ugp Vay.

The equation in satisfies a comparison principle too; cf. [12, Section 2.5]. We
say that profiles u(-) = (ur)xeT;{, and v(-) = (vm)l‘ET‘fv are ordered u(-) > v(-) when u, > v,

for all y € T4. We call u'(¢,-) and u™(t,-) super and sub solutions to if ut and u~
satisfy 1%} with “>” and “<” instead of “=", respectively.

Lemma 3.2. Let N > 1 and consider with initial conditions v (0,-) < u*(0,-).
Then, any corresponding sub and super solutions u™(t,-) and u™(t,-) to satisfy

u”(t,) <ut(t,) for allt > 0.

Furthermore, suppose that (BIP) holds for the given N, i.e. u_ < u¥(0,-) < uy for some
0<u_ <wuyp <oo. Then, fort >0 and x € ']I"]i\,, we have

u_ Ao <ul(tz) <upVay.
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3.3 Propagation of the interface of u°

Here we construct the sub and super solutions u_ and u} and show that they bound u¢ and
u?V from below and above, as mentioned in the overview Section Bl The constructions
rely on the intuition that u® resembles a smeared out version of xr,, denoted w®, which
has the following structure. Let v € I'; and n be the normal direction of I'y at v directed
towards G; . Then w*(t,v+2n) = U(%) for some e-independent one-dimensional transition
layer U, where z € (—0,9) for 6 small enough with respect to I';.

Definition and properties of the transition layer U

Let I't be as in (@) for a certain ¢, > 0 which we specify later. First, we show in more
detail the existence of a certain 7' > 0 for which Ty is of class C* for all t € [0,T]. Let

d(t,v) be the signed distance function to I'; defined by

- dist(v, T f Gy
(3.1) dt,v) = 1s.(v, t) or v € G
—dist(v,Ty)  for v € Gf.

The choice of sign is such that I'; propagates along Vd. Since I'y is of class C*, we have
that d(0,-) is of class C* in a neighborhood Ny of T'g; see e.g. [9]. Recalling (L4), there
exists T' > 0 such that d(t,v) = d(0,v) — ¢4t for all t € [0,7] and all v € Nj. This has two
consequences. First,

(3.2) Opd = —cy = —c.|Vd|

on (0,7) x M. Note for the normal velocity V of I'; in (PY) that V' = —d;d = c,. Second,
by the regularity of d(0, ) we have that d(t, ) is of class C* on N for any t € [0,T]. Since
I'; is the 0-level set of d(t,v), we obtain from the implicit function theorem that I'; is of
class C4.

Next we derive an equation for U. Using d we extend the domain of definition of w®
as

we(t,v) =U(), &= @

for all ¢ € [0,T] and all v € T¢. By substituting w® into the PDE in ((P%), we obtain, for
each of the three terms of the PDE, that

o = U'(6) %2,

€ : !/ 3 " |va|2 ! 3
et = div (U'(€)VA) = U"(€) =~ + U'(§)Ad,

L) = 2 U())

By collecting the three terms of order O(¢~!) and by assuming that v is close enough to
Iy such that ([B2) holds, we obtain the following equation for U:

53) {U” +eU'+fU)=0 onR,

U(—0) = a4, U0) =a,, U(o)=a_.

14



Here, the “boundary conditions” U(+o0) = o= correspond to u® being close to either a
far enough inside G} or a_ far enough inside G . In addition, the condition U(0) = a
fixes the horizontal shift of U, and matches with the condition (BIP) on ug.

While our derivation of the problem in (3.3)) is formal, the problem itself is stated
rigorously. The following properties of (B.3]) are well-known (see e.g. [I4], Proposition 2.1]
for a statement and [7, p.101-108] for a proof). Classical solutions U to (B3] exist only
for a unique wave speed ¢, > 0. Hence, this value of ¢, is determined implicitly in terms
of f. In the remainder, we keep ¢, fixed. Then, the classical solution U to (83]) is unique.
Moreover, U € C*(R) and U’ < 0.

Next we list further properties of U which we need later.

Lemma 3.3. There exist constants C, A > 0 such that U satisfies

(3.4a) 0<ay—U(z) < Ce,
(3.4Db) 0<U(2) —a_ < Ce™™,
(3.4c) 0<—U'(z) < Ce M
for all z € R.

Proof. Our proof is a modification of the proof of [I, Lemma 2.1]; see also [5, p. 101-108].
We write the second order ODE in (8.3) as the system of first order ODEs v’ = F(w),
where w = (wy,ws) and F(w) = (wy, —cswy — f(w1)). Then, w = (U,U’) is a solution of
this system, which connects the equilibrium w4 = (a4, 0) to the equilibrium w_ = (a_,0).
Linearizing the system around these equilibria, we find that the eigenvalues of the linear
systems are given by

— fay), with p = -1, +1.

)\i:_c_*_|_ _z
P 9 TPV

Since f'(a+) < 0, it follows that A%, < 0 < )\fl. Hence, (U(z2),U’(z)) = w(z) is asymp-

. . + -
totically given by wy + ’I“+6>\+1Z as z — —oo and by w_ + r_e*1% as z — oo for some

given vectors ry,7_ € R2. Together with U’ < 0 we conclude (3.4). O

The following property is another estimate on U’, which we use in the proof of Lemma
In preparation for stating it, we define

1.
(3.5) B = 5 min{|f(a-)l; [f" ()]}
Lemma 3.4. For all 0 > 0 small enough we have
(3.6) U' < —o(B+ f(U)) on R.

Proof. The proof is a modification of [0, Lemma 8|. First, we show that (B8.6]) holds on the
interval [R, 00) for R > 0 large enough, uniformly in 0. For any R > 0 and any z > R, we
have by Lemma [3.3] that

FUE) ~ F @ < 1 leaan V) —az| < CeE.
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for some constants C, A > 0. Hence,
1 1
B4+ F(U(:) < 51 (0 )| + Fla) + Ce™ = L (a ) + O,

which is negative for R large enough. Fixing such an R, the right-hand side of (B.0)) is
positive on [R,00). Since U’ < 0 on R, it follows that (B.6) holds on [R,c0). By a similar
argument, it follows that (3.6 also holds on (—oo, —R], possibly for a larger R.

It is left to show that (3.6) holds on (=R, R) for ¢ small enough with respect to R.
Since U’ < 0 on R, we have that U’ < —cg on (—R, R) for some constant cp > 0. Then,
taking o small enough with respect to R, we obtain for any |z| < R that

U'(z) < —cr < —a(B+ 1 lcaasp) < —0(B+ f(U(2))).

This completes the proof of Lemma 341 O

Construction of the sub and super solutions u_ and ul

With the intuition that u®(t,v) ~ U(d(t,v)/c), we are ready to construct the sub and

super solutions u; and uf. The idea is to add three perturbations to U(d(t,v)/e); a
horizontal shift of U, a vertical shift of U and a regularization of d (recall that d is regular
only in a certain neighborhood of T';).

With this aim, we introduce a cut-off signed distance function d = d(t,v). Let
Qr = (0,T) x T¢.

Take dp > 0 small enough so that the signed distance function d = d(t,v) from the
interface I'; satisfies (B.2]) on Q34, and is of class C*in Q34,, where the time-space tubular
neighborhood Q5 C Q7 of I';y with thickness § > 0 is defined by

Qs = {(t,v) € Qr | |d(t,v)| < 6}

Such a dy > 0 exists because T is chosen such that T'; is of class C* for all ¢ € [0, T]. Let
h(s) be a smooth non-decreasing function on R such that 0 < A’ <1 and

s if |s| < dy
h(s) =4 —2dy if s < —3dy
2d0 if s > 3d0

We then define the cut-off signed distance function d by
d(t,v) = h(d(t,v)), (t,v) € Qr.

Note that d € C*(Qr) by construction. Moreover, since d coincides with d in 4,, we have

(3.7) |0vd| = |1/ (d)0rd| < ¢ on Qsq,,
: Ord = 1/ (d)0yd = —c. on Qg,,
(3.9) drd =0 on Qr \ 234,
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and, similarly,

(3.10) |Vd| = |h (d)Vd| < 1 on Q34,,
(3.11) Vd=0 on Qr \ Qg -

Using d, we construct the sub and super solutions as follows: given 0 < ¢ < 1, we
define

(3.12) ut(tv) = ul(t,v)=U <—d(t6’ v)

F p(t)> +q(t),

where for the horizontal shift p(¢) and vertical shift ¢(¢) it turns out a posteriori (for the
purpose of proving Lemmas and below) that
Bt

q(t) =208 exp ( — 2—5) +

3e
B’
¢
p(t) = L+ Cagt + Jie/o q(s)ds
=L+ (% +C’Ad>t+4(1 —exp(— g—z))

are appropriate choices, where
Cad = [|Ad|| Lo (Qr)-

Here, (3 is defined in (33]) and o, L > 0 are constants which we specify below in Lemmas
and Note that p,q > 0. In comparison to the balanced case in [5] [6], there are
three differences:

1. the expressions for p, g are considerably different,

2. in (B12) we write “Fp(t)” instead of “+p(t)” because in the present paper we have
switched the boundary conditions of U at +oo0,

3. we do not need a next order approximation term U (also called corrector) of U in
B.12).

Although we work on T%, if we take the viewpoint of working on R?, we may regard the
signed distance function d(t,-) as periodic with period 1 so that u®(t,-) are periodic as
well for all ¢ € [0, 7).

First we show that at ¢t = 0, there exists an L > 0 such that «*(0,-) sandwich both
uf(t2,-) and u™¥ (V) for all 0, ¢, + small enough.
Lemma 3.5. There exist L,og,cq9 > 0 such that
(3.13) u”(0,v) < uf(t,v) < ut(0,v)
1

for all v € T4, all 0 € (0,00) and all € € (0,9). Moreover, for K = = — 00 with
K = o(N?) (recall @3)) as N — oo, there exists Ny € N such that

u” <0, %) <uN(N,z) <ut (0, %)

for all N > Ny, all o € (0,00) and all x € T4,.
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Proof. The following proof only uses the bounds on u® (%, -) and u¥ (¢V, -) which are stated
in Theorems [2.1] and Since these bounds are similar, it suffices to prove (3.I3]). In
addition, since the proof of the lower bound is similar to that of the upper bound, we
focus on the latter.

Take o9 < 60/(25) (recall dg from ([2Z2])) small enough such that Lemma B.4] applies
for any o € (0,00). Taking o € (0,00), we apply Theorem 21l with 6 = o5 € (0,d9) to
obtain constants My, e > 0 such that

W (£, 0) < a_+of ifug(v) < ax — Moe
"7 lay + 0B otherwise

for all v € T? and € € (0,¢). Then, by the non-degeneracy of Vug on Ty (see assumption
(BIP)), there exists a constant M; > 0 such that

V() < a_+op ifd(0,v) > Mye
"7 oy + 08 otherwise

for all v € T¢. By taking ey smaller if necessary, we have that the condition d(0,v) > Mje
is equivalent to d(0,v) > Mje. Furthermore, let L > M; be large enough such that
U(M; — L) > ay — 0. Then, since U is decreasing and U > a_ on R, we obtain from
p(0) = L and ¢(0) > 200 that

d(0,v)
£

W, 0) S UMy — L) + 208 < U ( - p<o>) T q(0) = ut(0,0)

for all v € T?. This completes the proof. ]

We proceed with showing sufficient properties of u*(t,-) for all ¢ € [0,T]. With this
aim, we rewrite the PDE in (P2 as

1
(3.14) Lfu = Opu — eAu — gf(u) = 0.

Lemma 3.6. There exist o, L,eg > 0 such that

(3.15) w(t —t5,0) < uf(t,v) < ut(t—t5,0) forallve T te [t°,T] and e € (0,5),

(3.16) Lfu~ < —-1<1< Lt in [0,T] x T¢ for all € € (0,&9), and
(3.17) lin(l) ut(t —t°,v) = xr, (V) for allt € (0,T] and v € T\ T;.
E—>

In particular, u*(t — t°,v) are sub and super solutions for Problem (P¢) fort € [t5,T).

Proof. The proof is a modification of the arguments used in [0, Sections 4.2-4.4]. We only
prove the properties related to u™; those for u~ can be proven similarly.

Recall 5 from [B.5), let L,0¢ > 0 be as in Lemma and take

1
(3.18) o < min {ao, —} .

4" lego,2041)
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First we prove (3.I7). Note that

d(t —t¢,v)

tt—tt0)=U
w0 v (0

ot —f)) gt —6),

For the second term in the right-hand side, we obtain from ¢t —t* — ¢t > 0 ase — 0
that ¢(t —t°) — 0 as ¢ — 0. For the first term, we observe from L < p(t —t°) < C and
d(t —t5,v) = d(t,v) # 0 as ¢ — 0 that

U (@ —p(t — t€)> — xr (v)

as € = 0. Then, (B.17) follows.
Second, we prove ([B.16]). In view of (B.14) we set & = g — p and compute and expand

ot =0'9) (20 ) +a.
+ . / " ‘Vd‘Q /
eAut =div (U'(§)Vd) =U (f)T + U'(&)Ad,

1 1 q . q2 "
—f(u®) = gf(U(f)) + gf (U(©)) + Q_ef (U(&) + hq)

€

for some h € (0,1) given by Taylor’s Theorem applied to f at U(§). Substituting U” =
—c.U' — f(U), we obtain from (3.14) that

out = (0O + (eU'(€) + FU(E) VP ~ F(U)))

) q ¢
+ (~U©@d+ ) +d - L7 0E) - LI WE) + ho)
= éE_l + EQ.

First we show that E£_; > —¢ for € small enough. On g, it holds that d = d, and
thus |Vd| = 1. Then, it follows from [B.8) that E_; = 0 on Q4,. On Q7 \ 24, we have by
B)—-BII) that |Vd| <1, |0¢d| < ¢y and €| > g—g for € small enough. Then, estimating

[FUEN] < Iflax) +[UE) = axlllflleaarp = 1UE) = exlllf lega oz

and using the bounds on U,U’ in Lemma [3:3] we obtain by estimating all four terms of
FE_4 independently that

1 C do
SE > ——e 2 > 1 on Q1 \ Qg
£ £

for some constants A,C' > 0 and for € small enough.
It is left to show that Ey > 2. By the definition of C'a4, we obtain

Ad+p':Ad+cAd+Ui€zi

)
(9
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which is positive. Together with Lemma [3.4], we obtain for the first term in Ej

2032

L
Pt P(U(E)

—U©(Ad+p) = (B+F(UE)L =3+

M

Note that the third term in the right-hand side cancels with the third term of Ey. The

second term of Ej is given by
2
r_ op” 672%’5
€

)

and the fourth term is estimated from below by (using (3.18) and taking € small enough)

2

" o ﬁ 2 2 ﬁ
~ 5" (U() +hg) > M leoze-) HCSO’Q £l (402ﬁ2e‘et + 9%2) > T2y

By substituting these estimates in the expression of Ej, we obtain Ey > 2. This completes

the proof of (3.16]).

Now, (B3.I5) is obvious: (B:I8) implies that u®(t — t°,v) are sub and super solutions

for Problem (P¢) for ¢ € [t¢,T], (B13) demonstrates that (8.15]) holds at ¢ = ¢¢, and thus
BI5) follows from the comparison principle Lemma 311 O

Remark 3.7. In (BI6]) the constant 1 has no particular meaning; any positive constant
can be obtained by choosing p, g properly. O

3.4 Propagation of the interface of u¥

We rely on Lemma to prove the discrete counterpart of (3.I5]). We use VK = % and
recall 6 from (2.3)).

Theorem 3.8. Let 3,0,L > 0 be as in Lemma [38, and let K = K(N) — oo with
K = 0o(N?%) as N — oco. Then, there exists Ny € N such that

u_(t—tN,%) < uM(t,z) §u+<t—tN,%)

holds for all N > Ny, all t € [tV,T] and all x € ']I"]j\,.

Proof. The upper and lower bound can be proven similarly; we focus on the upper bound.
By the bounds at initial time given in Lemma and the comparison principle Lemma
B2 it is sufficient to show that ut projected onto the discrete torus T, i.e. wt(t,z) =
ut(t, + ), is a super solution to 1%} ie.

(3.19) LNTt = ot — L ANgt - VEKf@") >0 on (0,T) x T

VK

for all N large enough.
To prove (B.19]), we set € = \/% and decompose

(3.20) £V () = £t (1) + \/% (aut (1, 5) - AVar(r,),
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where £° is as in (3.14). By Lemma B8, L5u™ (¢, %) > 1. For the second term in (3.20),
since ut(t,-) € C*(T9) and since ANat(t,z) is the central difference approximation of
Aut(t, %), we have (recalling that L < p(t) < C)

1 if, T Neot c i K
=) = < . < —
\/E‘Au <t, N) AT (t,x)| < \/ENHU (t, Nesmay <C N

Since K = o(N?) = o(N?/3), this contribution to ([Z20) vanishes as N — oco. This
completes the proof. O

3.5 Proof of Theorem [1.3

Let t € (0,7] and v € T¢\ Ty be arbitrary. Let N be large enough such that ¢ > tV.
Let ¥ € T% be such that v € B(%, o) for all N € N, and note from (LJ) that
a(t,v) = uN(t,z") and that |v — %] < % for all N € N, where C' depends on the
dimension d. Let u™ be given by (8.12) with constants 8,0, L > 0 as in (3.5) and Lemma
By Theorem [3.§ we have

N N

(3.21) u_(t—tN,%) < uM(t,zN) §u+(t—tN,%)

for N large enough. For the left- and right-hand side we note that

N v
o (1 =1V, 5 ) k= V)| < [T oIV =Y o)
C VK
< SV lle@ VE(Vdle@n < ¢

vanishes as N — oo. Hence, Theorem [L3] follows from (B3.I7) by passing to the limit

N — oo in (B21]). O

References

[1] M. ALFARO, D. HILHORST AND H. MATANO, The singular limit of the Allen-Cahn
equation and the FitzHugh-Nagumo system, J. Differential Equations, 245 (2008),
505-565.

[2] G. BARLES, H.M. SONER AND P.E. SOUGANIDIS, Front propagation and phase field
theory, STAM J. Control Optim., 31 (1993), 439-469.

[3] A. DE Masi, P. FERRARI AND J. LEBOWITZ, Reaction diffusion equations for in-
teracting particle systems, J. Statist. Phys., 44 (1986), 589-644.

[4] A. DE Masi, T. FuNakl, E. PRESUTTI AND M.E. VARES, Fast-reaction limit for
Glauber-Kawasaki dynamics with two components, ALEA Lat. Am. J. Probab. Math.
Stat., 16 (2019), 957-976.

21



[5]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

P. EL KeETTANI, T. FUNAKI, D. HILHORST, H. PARK AND S. SETHURAMAN, Mean

curvature interface limit from Glauber+Zero-range interacting particles, Commun.
Math. Phys., 394 (2022), 1173-1223.

P. EL KETTANI, T. FUNAKI, D. HILHORST, H. PARK AND S. SETHURAMAN, Sin-
gular limit of an Allen-Cahn equation with nonlinear diffusion, larXiv:2112.13081), to
appear in Tunis. J. Math.

P. FIFE, Lecture Notes in Biomathematics, Springer-Verlag, Berlin Heidelberg, 1979.

P. FirE, L. Hs1a0, The generation and propagation of internal layers, Nonlinear
Anal., 12 (1988), 19-41.

R. L. FOOTE, Regularity of the dinstance function, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 92
(1984), 153-155.

T. FuNAKI, Lectures on Random Interfaces, SpringerBriefs in Probability and Math-
ematical Statistics, 2016, xii+138 pp.

T. FuNAKI, P. VAN MEURS, S. SETHURAMAN AND K. TSUNODA, Motion by mean
curvature from Glauber-Kawasaki dynamics with speed change, larXiv:2202.13286.

T. FUNAKI AND S. SETHURAMAN, Schauder estimate for quasilinear discrete PDEs
of parabolic type, arXiv:2112.13973.

T. Funakl AND K. TSUNODA, Motion by mean curvature from Glauber-Kawasaki
dynamics, J. Statist. Phys., 177 (2019), 183-208.

J. GARTNER, Bistable reaction-diffusion equations and excitable media, Math. Nachr.,
112 (1983), 125-152.

22


http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.13081
http://arxiv.org/abs/2202.13286
http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.13973

	1 Introduction
	1.1 The Glauber-Kawasaki dynamics
	1.2 The limiting equation: Huygens' principle
	1.3 Main result: the hydrodynamic limit
	1.4 Structure of the proof of Theorem 1.1
	1.5 Discussion

	2 Entropy estimate and generation of interface by time rescaling
	3 Proof of Theorem 1.1
	3.1 Overview of the proof
	3.2 Comparison theorems for (P) and (PNK)
	3.3 Propagation of the interface of u
	3.4 Propagation of the interface of uN
	3.5 Proof of Theorem 1.3


