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Abstract

We start by considering finite dimensional Markovian dynamics in R™ generated by operators of
hypocoercive type and for such models we obtain short and long time pointwise estimates for all
the derivatives, of any order and in any direction, along the semigroup. We then look at infinite
dimensional models (in (Rm)zd) produced by the interaction of infinitely many finite dimensional
dissipative dynamics of the type indicated above. For these infinite dimensional models we study
finite speed of propagation of information, well-posedness of the semigroup, time behaviour of
the derivatives and strong ergodicity problem.

1 Introduction

In this paper we consider infinite dimensional models of interacting dissipative systems with non-
compact state space. In particular we develop a basis for the construction and analysis of dissipative
semigroups whose generators are given in terms of noncommuting vector fields and for which the
equilibrium measures are not a priori known. The ergodicity theory in the case where an invariant
measure is not given in advance, in the noncompact subelliptic setup, is an interesting and challeng-
ing problem which was initially studied in [9], and which we extend in new directions in this paper,
developing a strategy based on generalised gradient bounds. In the following we will first present
the main results of the paper and we will then relate them to existing results in the literature.

Hypoelliptic operators of hypocoercive type have received a lot of attention in recent years (see
e.g. [12 24] and references therein), as they naturally arise in non-equilibrium statistical mechanics,
for example in the context of the heat bath formalism. These are second order operators on R" in
Hormander form

L=272+B,
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where Zy and B are first order differential operators. The principal part is spanned by at least one
field Zy which, together with the term of first order B, generate fields Z; 11 = [B, Z;],j=0,..,N -1
spanning the full Lie algebra. Therefore by Hormander theorem, (see e.g. [13], [6], [23] and references
therein), such semigroups have the strong smoothing property. Motivated by [24], we will refer to
these generators as hypocoercive-type operators (see Remark 2.2]).

At the beginning of the paper, in Section 2, we describe a systematic inductive method which
allows to obtain quantitative short and long time estimates for the space-derivatives of the semigroup
generated by L. We obtain pointwise bounds on the derivatives of any order and in any space
direction. The techniques of Section 2 were originally developed in [21] and are based on combining
the hypocoercive method presented in [12], 24] with the classic Bakry-Emery semigroup approach
([2]). Section 2] contains an explanation of our technique and its relations with the aforementioned
methods in a simplified setting, so that the involved notation of Section 2.2 which is devoted to
proving the time behaviour of the derivatives in full generality, does not obfuscate the idea behind
the method we present. While obtaining such estimates is an interesting problem in itself, further
motivation for obtaining pointwise estimates comes from the fact that in the infinite dimensional
situation we are interested in this paper, typically one does not have any reference measure. As a
consequence, since we do not have the integration by parts trick at our disposal, generally we need
to sacrifice estimates in direction of B. To the best of our knowledge, a purely analytical method
adapted to obtaining pointwise bounds on the time-behaviour of the derivatives of any order of
degenerate Markov semigroups was so far lacking. We now come to present the infinite dimensional
problem tackled in the subsequent sections of the paper.

Once we have studied the finite dimensional diffusion in R generated by the operator L, we
study systems of infinitely many interacting diffusions of hypocoercive type. This is done by con-
sidering the lattice Z¢ and, roughly speaking, “placing” an isomoprhic copy of our R™-diffusion at
each point of such a lattice. Finally, we let these dynamics interact, obtaining in this way an infinite
dimensional Markovian dynamics in (Rm)zd.

In Section 3 we provide a general construction of Markov semigroups in an infinite dimensional
setup with the underlying space given as a subset of an infinite product space (including an infinite
product of noncompact Lie algebras). We improve on the results described in [9] for semigroups with
all generating fields present in the principal part of the generator. Firstly, we relax the conditions
on the structure of the Lie groups and the principal part. Secondly, we obtain a generalisation
of the allowed interaction including a second order perturbation part dependent on fields acting
on different coordinates. In addition, we prove stronger finite speed of propagation of information
estimates providing a tree bound decay when derivatives with respect to many different coordinates
act on the semigroup. This in particular allows us to prove smoothness of the semigroups in our
general infinite dimensional setup, thus filling an important gap in the literature (one may also
expect that our estimates will provide some additional information about the equilibrium measure).
Additionally this allows to provide some new criteria for ergodicity of the semigroups.

In Section 4 we provide a strategy for proving the existence of invariant measures for a semigroup.
Assuming a Lyapunov-type condition for the generator of a finite dimensional semigroup acting on



a suitable unbounded function with compact level sets, we formulate conditions on the interaction
allowing to apply a weak compactness criterion for the generator of the infinite dimensional non
product semigroup constructed in Section 3.

In Section 5 we provide a criterion for uniqueness of the invariant measure using first order as
well as higher order estimates.

In general, it is an art how to apply our criterion to particular models. We provide a number
of explicit examples in [I7]. In this companion paper, we provide a concrete illustration of the full
flexibility of the theory developed in this paper with a variety of application areas and including
examples where the methods we provide here are applied in a non-standard way. This includes a
number of examples of infinite dimensional models with smoothing and ergodicity estimates, where
precise dependence on parameters can be obtained or where one has long time concentration along
some directions only.

1.1 Relation with the literature

As we have already remarked, regarding the finite dimensional framework, the techniques of Section [2]
result from combining the Bakry-Emery semigroup approach ([2]) with the hypoelliptic/hypocoercive
methods proposed by Hérau and Villani ([12] 24]). As is well known, the semigroup approach leads
to pointwise estimates, but it is mainly designed for elliptic dynamics. The more recent framework
proposed in [12] 24] is devised for degenerate diffusions but it requires an a priori knowledge of
the invariant measure g of the semigroup and it indeed produces estimates in the weighted space
L?(p). Both of these techniques are entirely analytical. Combining these approaches results in a
method that enjoys the perks of both: it is suited to the degenerate setup and it produces pointwise
estimates. Moreover, it doesn’t require any knowledge about the invariant measure and it can be
adapted to tackle infinite dimensional problems, as we show in this paper. As far as the finite
dimensional setting is concerned, another viable approach to study the time behaviour of the space
derivatives of the semigroup is the probabilistic one, via Malliavin calculus (see for example [7] and
references therein). However it might be technically involved to extend this technique to the infinite
dimensional framework that we are aiming for. In contrast, the method we propose is easy to extend
to the infinite dimensional setup.

We now come to explaining how our results for the infinite dimensional dynamics relate to
existing ones in the literature. The problem of construction and ergodicity of dissipative dynamics
for infinite dimensional interacting particle systems with bounded state space has a long history,
see e.g. [I§], [10] and references therein. For a construction of Markov semigroups on the space of
continuous functions acting on an infinite dimensional underlying space (well suited to study strong
ergodicity problems), we refer to [25] in case of fully elliptic operators, to [9] for the subelliptic setup,
and to [20] for Lévy type generators; these constructions will be even more extended in this paper.

An interesting approach via stochastic differential equations can be found in [§] (see also [5], [4]
and references therein). We mention also another approach via Dirichlet forms theory (see e.g. [,
[22] and reference therein), which is well adapted to Lo theory.



For symmetric semigroups, recent progress has been made in proving the log-Sobolev inequality
for infinite dimensional Hormander-type generators £ which are symmetric in the weighted space
Lo(p), defined with respect to a suitable nonproduct measure p ([19], [II], [16], [14], [I5]). One
can therefore expect an extension of the established strategy ([25]) for proving strong pointwise
ergodicity for the corresponding Markov semigroups P; = e** (or, in case of the compact spaces,
even in the uniform norm as e.g. in [I0]). To obtain a fully fledged theory in this direction which
could include for example configuration spaces given by infinite products of general noncompact
nilpotent Lie groups other than Heisenberg-type groups, one needs to conquer a (finite dimensional)
problem of sub-Laplacian bounds (of the corresponding control distance) which for the moment
remains still very hard. We remark that in the fully elliptic case a strategy based on classical
Bakry-Emery arguments and involving a restricted class of interactions can be achieved (even for
nonlocal generators; see e.g. [20]). In the case of the stochastic strategy of [8], the convexity
assumption enters via a dissipativity condition in a suitable Hilbert space and does not improve the
former one as far as ergodicity is concerned (although on the other hand it allows to study a number
of stochastically natural models). In the subelliptic setup, involving subgradients, this strategy faces
serious obstacles, see e.g. comments in [3].

To summarize, the purpose of this paper is twofold: regarding the finite dimensional setup, we
improve on the methods presented in [24] by adapting the hypocoercive techniques to problems
in which an invariant measure might not be a priori known; in infinite dimensions, we provide
results about systems of infinitely many interacting diffusions, thereby completing and extending

the framework of [9] 20} 25].

2 Short and long time behaviour of n'* order derivatives in finite
dimensions

Consider a second order differential operator on R, of the form
L =73 +B, (1)

where Zy and B are first order differential operators. We will assume the following commutator
structure:

Assumption 1 (CR.I). Assume that for some N € N, N > 1, there exist N differential operators



Z1, ..., 4N, such that the following commutator relations hold true:

[B, Z-]:Zj+1, forall j7=0,...,N —1, (2)
(B, Zy] = ch ’
2, 2] chhzh, for all 0<i,j<N,

for some constants ¢; € R, j=0,..,N — 1, cy € [0,00) and c;j, € R, with cojp, =0 for h > j— 1.

The main result of this section is Theorem [2.I], regarding the time behaviour of fields of any
order along the semigroup. In order to state such a theorem we first need to introduce some notation
and to further detail our framework.

We will assume that the collection of differential operators B and Zy, Z1,...,Zyx span R at
each pointEl For Zy,, k € {0,.,N}, l=1,.,n, and n € N, we set

ka = Zk1,--,kn = Zk1 et an.

In this section we will be referring to terms of the form Zy ,, f and ZoZy ,.f = (ZoZk, - ... Zk, f) as
terms of length n and terms of length n+ 1 starting with Zg, respectively. We will use e;, [ = 1,..,n
with (€;)m = Opm, for the standard basis in R”, and k = > ,_, , kje; with non-negative integer
coefficients k;, [ = 1,..,n, and we set o
n
Kl o= .
=1
tL

In the following || - ||s indicates the supremum norm. We will use the notation P, = e'~,
t > 0, for the semigroup generated by the operator L and set f; = e*’ f for any continuous bounded
function f.

For some strictly positive constants ax , = ag, . k., bkn = bpy, ks 0 <k <N, I =1,..,n, and d
(to be chosen later), we define the following time dependent quadratic forms

Ot = d|f,?

1Strictly speaking, this assumption is not needed in the finite dimensional case. However it will be needed for the
infinite dimensional problem. In R™, it is simply the case that one will obtain estimates in all the directions that can
be obtained from the successive commutators between Zy and B, including Zy but not B.




and

N
. _
TV fe =" 0t 2,1,

=0
N

s =0 f+ Z bt (Zi-1fo)(Zi f1), (3)
j=1

QM=+ Q" .. (4)

For general n > 2 we set,

niN
fgn)ftz Z ak,nt2|k‘n+n|zk,nft|27

|k|,=0
- niN
T =T+ S bt Y Za e fo) (Zicn fo),
0<|K|n: k1>1
Q=" i QT fe (5)

Theorem 2.1. Suppose the operators B,Z;, j = 1,..,N satisfy Assumption (CR.I) and P, = etk
is a Markov semigroup with generator L given by ). Then for allm € N and for all 0 <1 < n
there exist strictly positive constants ax,bx,d;,d; and T € (0, 00] such that

dt\V <tV f < d (Pf?> = (Pf)?),  forall 1<1<nand0<t<T. (6)
Moreover if c; =0 and cojp, =0 for all j =1,..,N, then T = oo, and in particular we have

C c
1 Zaen fil12 < WHPHQ — (Pf)?]loo < i, If—cl3,  forall t>0, (7)

with some constant C € (0,00) independent of t and f.

Before coming to the proof of Theorem 1] we make a couple of remarks in order to give some
more intuition about the statement of such a theorem.

Remark 2.1. In words, Theorem 2.1] states the following: under the general commutator relations
of Assumption (CR.I), the time behaviour of the first inequality in (7)) is valid only for 0 < ¢ < T
with T small enough, typically T' < 1, i.e. in full generality we can only obtain a short time estimate.
However, if we assume for example that the fields Z;,7 = 0,..., N commute and that Zy commutes
with B, then the time behaviour (@) is valid for any ¢ > 0. In this paper we work under the
relatively general Assumption (CR.I). We would like to emphasize that the technique we use to
prove Theorem 2.1]is quite flexible and might give better results depending on the case at hand. In



particular one might be able to improve on the time interval in which the estimate is valid when
exact knowledge of the constants appearing in Assumption (CR.I) is available. This improvement
might also be obtained in cases where

[B,Zj] = aij+1, for all j = 0,...,N — 1,

for some large positive constants «;. When the generator contains a dilation operator it is also
possible to obtain exponential decay. We have illustrated this fact with an (infinite dimensional)
example in [I7], see also Theorem [5.11

Remark 2.2. Notice that the above proposition is coherent with Hormander’s rank nomenclature,
as it agrees with the heuristics according to which for any differential operators X and Y, r(XY) =
r(X) 4+ r(Y) and r([X,Y]) = r(X) + r(Y), where r(X) denotes the rank of the operator X. In
particular, Zy is an operator of rank 1 and B is an operator of rank 2, so that r(Z;) = 2j + 1, for
any 0 <j <N and r(Zg, -...- Zk,) =23 7_1 kj +n.

Because new vector fields are obtained only through commutators with the rank 2 operator B, we
will refer to L as to a hypocoercive-type operator, in analogy with the setting considered in [24].
However we would like to stress that despite this clear analogy, the setting in which we are going
to work is quite far from the one of the hypocoercivity theory. Indeed, as we have mentioned in
the introduction, here we do not assume the existence of a reference (equilibrium) measure and the
estimates we obtain are pointwise.

Remark 2.3. Because of the linearity of the operator, all the results of Theorem 1] still hold if

M
L=Y 273, +B,
i=1
for some M > 1. We do not present the results in such generality only to avoid having cumbersome
notations, especially in the proof of Theorem 2] and in the infinite dimensional setting.

The proof of Theorem 2.1 is quite lengthy although in principle not complicated. The lengthy
calculations that such a proof requires might obscure the simple idea behind it; especially, they
might conceal the flexibility of our approach. In order to clearly explain the strategy of proof, we
gather in Section 2Tl below a simple explanation of the principle behind our approach with a sketch
of the proof of Theorem [Z.1] in the simple case m = 2 and N = n = 1. The full proof of Theorem
2.1lis instead deferred to Section

2.1 Strategy of proof of Theorem 2.1k combining semigroup and hypocoercivity
methods

In this section we fix n = N = 1 and m = 2, i.e. we consider a Markov generator on R? of the
form (@) and we assume that B, Zy and Z; := [B, Zy] span R? at each point] We are interested in

In many applications one finds that only Zo and Z; are actually needed to fully span R?. See for example [I7].



determining the time behaviour of the fields Zy and Z;, along the semigroup f; = ‘X f, i.e. we want

to study the time behaviour of Zyf; and Z; f;. Notice that in this simple case the quadratic form
1) defined in - which, for the purposes of this section, we will just denote by @Q; - reduces to
¢

Qi(fe) = d|fi]> + aot | Zofil* + art® | Zy fi* + b2 (Zo 1) (Z1 f),

where d, ag, a1 and b are strictly positive constants to be determined later. To explain why we use
such a time-dependent quadratic form, let us start with a simple observation: suppose we consider,
instead of @, the function Q; defined as follows:

Qi(fe) = d|fi]* + aot | Zofi]* + art® | Z0 £ .

If we could prove .
(Qeft) <0 for ¢ in some interval say [0, 77, (8)

then we would be done as the above would imply
dal_1
t3

1
day

Qift < Qof = d|f|2 — |Zoft|2 < |f|2 and |Z1ft|2 < |f|27

for all t € [0,T]. However, as long as we use the time dependent form Q. ([®)) is in general not true.
Indeed, roughly speaking, in order to prove (§]), one usually needs to prove that

O(Qify) < —k (]Zoft\2 + \Zlft]2> ,  for some k > 0.
If we use the form Q;, the negative terms —x | Z1 ft\2 will not appear in the expression for at(Qt ft)-
The mixed term (Zy f;)(Z1 fi) is added to the quadratic form precisely to solve this issue. Such a trick
was introduced in [12] and then pushed forward in [24]. However in both works the authors used
quadratic forms which did not contain the pointwise values of the function f; and its derivatives, but
rather the weighted L? norm of such quantities. It is important to stress that, using the quadratic
Young’s inequality, i.e.

2 2
0
Vaz,y eR,0>0 !xylé—’?a +—‘g’ : (9)

with 0 a constant times a suitable positive power of ¢, we can show that there exists a suitable choice
of the constant b such that @ is still positive. Indeed, choosing ? = ¢/b, we obtain

Qi(f) = d|fel® +tlag — 0%/2) | Zo fi]” + (a1 — 1/2) | Z1 fi* > . (10)

Hence, choosing ag > b?/2 and a; > 1/2 guarantees the positivity of Q;f;. Unfortunately, even
after this modification, it is still the case that the inequality 0¢(Q¢f;) < 0 is in general not true. We



therefore devise another strategy, which makes use of the classic Bakry-Emery semigroup approach:
instead of trying to prove that 9;(Q.f:) < 0, we show

0s(Pi—sQs(fs)) <0, for ¢ in some interval [0, T. (11)

Integrating the above inequality in [0,¢], we obtain

Po(Q:(ft)) — P(Qof) <0
= Qu(fr) <d||fl3, forte[0,T],

which, thanks to ([I0]), implies the desired bounds. Notice that in the above we used the contractivity
of the Markov semigroup. In general one will just have Q;(f;) < P:(f?).
A straightforward calculation shows that proving the property (LI reduces to showing

(=L + 8,)(Q¢(f2)) < 0.

Proving such an inequality is done by repeatedly using the Young’s inequality, in the same way
shown in ([I0). We now turn to the full proof of Theorem 211
2.2 Proof of Theorem [2.7]

Throughout the proof of Theorem 2.1] we will often use some elementary facts, which we gather in
Lemma 1] Lemma and Lemma below, for the reader’s convenience.

Lemma 2.1. For anyn € N and k = (ky, .., k) and any smooth function f the following relations
hold true:

L\Zin f” — 2(LZinf) (Zinf) = +2|Z0Zxc n f1,
Z3|Zan f1? = 2 (Z3Zun f) (Zanf) + 2| Z0Zcn 2,
If [Zn,B] =0 then
Zin Bl == > Ziiepn (12)
1<j:kj#N

The above equality also simply holds if k; # N for all j = 1,...,N. Finally, if cojn = 0 for all j
(i.e. if [Zo, Z;] =0 for all j) then [Zy,, L] = [Zy ,,, B] for any n > 1.

Proof of Lemma[21. The first relation is a general property of a generator of (sub)diffusion with
second order part given by Zjy and the second is a just a different version of the same. Recalling
that for any three operators X,Y and W,

(XY, W] = XY, W]+ [X,W]Y, (13)



from (2l), for k1 # N, we have
Zyn, Bl = Zy,[Zky - .. Zypy s Bl = Ziy41Zky -+ -+ Loy = Ziy [ Ly + -+ * Lo, Bl — Lty - (14)

Iterating (I4]) one obtains (I2)). Regarding the last statement, this can be obtained, when [Zj, Z;] = 0
for any j, by using (I3)). O

Lemma 2.2. Let X and Y be first order differential operators and £ = X?>+Y . Assume £ generates
a semigroup such that for any smooth functions h also hy = e**h is smooth. Then for any differential
operators W,V (of any order 1 > 0), we have

<—£ + g) Why - Vhy = —X2(Why - Viy) =Y (Why - Vhy) 4+ (WEh)(Vhy) + (Why)(V Lhy)
t

Lemma 2.3. Suppose
N

Zk Zo) = = Y com-
0<i<k—1

Then there exist real numbers My, = Mg s Ck i/ = Sk’ Such that
Zacn: Z8) =Y s Z0Zaon + Y Cae Ziom
k’ k’

with 0 < |K'|,, < k|, — 1 < nN.
The proof of the above Lemma can be found after the proof of Theorem 2.1l

Proof of Theorem[2.1. We will show that given n € N, for all 0 < [ < n one can choose the
coefficients ay ;, bk, d; € (0,00), so that

for all 0 <1< n, Oy [Pt_s (le)fsﬂ < 0;
hence, integrating on [0, t], for ¢t € (0, 7] (for some T" > 0 to be determined later), we get

D= r (@) < B (Q fo) = ar s,

Because
0, [Pios (QU )] = Py (—LQU £+ 0,0 1)

and the semigroup P; preserves positivity, the whole thing boils down to proving that Vn > 1 there
exist strictly positive constants {ax, : 0 < |k|, < nN}, {bx, : 0 < k|, < nN with k&; > 1} and
d,, € (0,00) such that

Yt > 0, (—L+8)) (Q,E’” ft> < 0. (15)

10



In order to streamline the proof we first consider Assumption (CR.I) with ¢; = 0 and cyj, = 0 for
all j =1,..,N, i.e. we first prove (7). Later we will explain how to remove this restriction (at the
cost of obtaining bounds that are valid only for small 7") and obtain ([@).

e Proof of (). Suppose that Assumption (CR.I) holds with ¢; = 0 and ¢g;, = 0 for all
j=1,..,N. We will prove (I5) by induction on n. The inductive basis, i.e. the proof that for n = 0

there exists d € (0,00) such that V¢ >0 (=L + 9) ng)f + <0, is straightforward. Indeed
(=L+0) |fil* = =Z51fil” = BIfil + 2fiLfe = =21 Zo fil* <0,

where we simply used the fact that Zg is a second order differential operator and B is a first order
differential operator.

Now we make an inductive assumption that for any n > 1 and for all [ = 1,..,n — 1 there
exist strictly positive constants {ax; : 0 < |k|; <IN}, {bx; : 0 < |k|; < IN with &y > 1} and
dy, d; € (0,00), such that

vi>0  (~L+a) (@ Vs) <0,
and
Vi= 1, ey — 1 Jlfgl)ft § Fgl)ft .

Under this inductive assumption we need to prove that there exist strictly positive constants
{axn 1 0 < |kl <nNY, {bky : 0 < k[, <nN with ky > 1} and d,,, d,, € (0,00) such that

ve>0  (~L+a) (@) <0
and o
ar™yg <ty

(n—1
t

Because we are assuming that (—L + 0y) ) ft> < 0, for some appropriate choice of the con-

stants, looking at ([@]), we only need to study the following quantity:

nN
(~L4+0) (T ) = (L4 8) D arent?™ 7 Zge fif?

[k|n=0
nN
H(=L+8) Y bt TN Za e fi) (Zicn fo)-
0<|K|n:k1>1

We stress that throughout this calculation, we intend for all the constants byy1 ,.. k., to be equal
to zero. To further expand the expression on the right hand side of the above, we use Lemma 211

11



together with Lemma [22] for our generator ([II), and we obtain

(=L +0) (an)ft) =

nN
-2 Z i ot Zo Zog o £ (16)
k|, =0
nN
-2 Z bk,nt2|k‘n+n_l(ZOZk—el,nft)(ZOZk,nft) (17)
0< |k pn:k1>1
niN
+ 37 ain@lkln + )2z g2 (18)
k| =0
nN
Y bkl 0= DERE(Z ) (i ) (19)
0< |k pn:k1>1
nN
+2 Z ak,nt2|k‘n+nzk,nft'[Zk,nyL]ft (20)
k|, =0
nN
+ D bent®™M (B ey L) Zacn fi + (Zic—ey o f) [ Zacn, TV} - (21)
0< |k pn:k1>1

We control these terms as follows. Let us set

=08+ 0, [[M=03+0, [[M=E-+ED

and study these addends separately. Recall now the quadratic Young’s inequality (@), which we
will repeatedly use. In particular we will choose ? in (@) to be a constant times a suitable positive
power of t. The time dependent factor will be relevant for bounds involving factors with differential
operators of different rank to obtain time dependences of appropriate homogeneity. We have

nN
<=2 > ant™™ | Z0Zn fil? (22)
|k|»=0
nN
1203 b (Bt Ay ol + K 2T i i) . (29)
0< Kln:k1>1

We look separately at the terms with k; = 0 and at the terms with k; > 0. In doing so, we need
to notice that terms of the form |Z§Zy, - ... Zy, f¢| (i.c. those with ky = 0) come from (22) when

12



k1 = 0 but also from the first addend in (23] when k; = 1. Hence

N
_ 2
<2 Y (—00kppn + 5 gy p) 2T 280,k £
k27--7kn:0
nN

2 2|k|n+n 2
+2 Z (_ak17k27---7kn + bk1+l,k2,...,kn + 1) 13 |Z0Zk,nft| 5
0< K| ik >1

with the understanding that by, ;1 = 0 if k; = N. Thus we can make term [I] nonpositive choosing

1
SOk o, > D%y 1 ke T+ 1 k1 > 0. (24)

We can and do assume that similar strict inequality is satisfied on induction level n — 1. We repeat

the same kind of procedure for [II], applying first Young’s inequality and then looking separately at
the two cases k1 = 0 and k1 > 0 to get

niN
< > an@lkln +n)2 =1 Zy £
k| >0
1 nN
+ 5 Z bk,n(z‘k‘n +n— 1) (Etz‘k|n+n_3 ’Zk—e1,nft’2 + E_ltz‘k|n+n_1 ’Zk,nft‘2)
0<|k[n:k1>1
niN
< (2nN +n) Z (ao,kg,...,kn + %bl,kz,...,kn> 2kt 20 Zy ko il
k| >0
nN
+ (271N + n) Z <ak1,...,kn + 5_1bk1+1,k2,...,kn + %bkl,..,kn> t2|k‘n+n_1 ‘Zk,nft‘2 )
0<|k[n:k1>1

with e < (2nN +n)~! to be chosen later. Before turning to [I1I] notice that, because of our current

simplified assumption, we have [Zx, B] = [Zy, Z;] = 0 for all j; therefore we have [Zy ,,, L] = [Zx p, B]
(see last statement of Lemma 2.1]) and by (I2))

[Zk,nyL] = - Z Zk+ej,n'
1<jik;#N

13



Using this, we have

(1] = -2 Z ak, t2‘kl"+nzk ft- Z Zyye, nlft

|k|»=0 1<j:k;#N
nN n
2k|n+n—1
- § bk,nt [l E Zk—e1+ej,nft Zk,nft
0<|k|n:k1>1 1<j:k;#N
nN n
2|k -1
- bk nt [Kln-+n Zk—e1 nft Zk—l—e‘ nft
) ) ¥R
0<|k|n:k1>1 1<j:kj#N

= [I11a] + [I11b] + [I11c].

Each of the sums on the right hand side is bounded using (@) to adjust the power of ¢ according to
the rank of the corresponding differential operators as follows:

n

— — 2
[I1a] < Z et et Zin fiP F gt Y | Zicre; wlfi]
\kln—O 1<j:k;#N

© S () P
|k|,=0

Also,

nN

M) =~ Y bt Tz, £
0<K|n:k1>1

nN n
2|k|p+n—1
- Z bk,ntl b E Zk—e1+ej,nft Zk,nft
0<|k|n:k1>1 2<j:k;#N
nN
2|k|n+n—1 2
< - Z bk,nt [l tn ‘Zk,nft’
0<|k|n:k1>1
1 nN n
2|k|p+n—1 2 : 2 )
+ 5 Z bkvnt el -+ (Tl - 1) |Zk—e1+ej,nft‘ + ‘Zk,nft’
0<|k|n:k1>1 2<j:k;#N

N 1 n—1) &

- 2|Kk|p+n—1 2

= § _Ebk,n‘i' 9 E bk+e1—ej,n t el +n |Zk,nft|
0<|k|n:k1>1 2<j:k;#N

14



nN n

[111c] é% S bt T bt | Zaey i+ b D | Zae o]
0< K| k1 >1 1<j:k;#N
S biJrel“ 2|k[n+n-1 2 1N - 2|k|n+n+1 - 2
S Temepmeimgped S S g,
0<|k[n:0<k1 <N -1 0< K| k1 >1 1<j:k;#N
i bl2<+e1n 2|k|p+n—1 2 N bl2<—|—e n TL2 2/k 1 2
< > g T T 2oLy, e fil > Tl’—l-? Klntn=117, il
0<|K[n:k1=0 0< K| :k1>1

We now combine and reorganize the bounds of [III] separating terms with k; = 0 which need to
be offset by level (n — 1), (if necessary scaling coefficients of Qg"_l) by a positive sufficiently large
constant), and the ones with k£; > 1 which can only be offset by negative contribution in [IIIb], as

follows.

nN
[ < 37 (ag, +n?) 0 2 fof
[k|n=0
nN n
1 n—1 _
+ Z _§bk7n+( 2 ) Z bk+e1—ej,n t2|k‘n+n l‘zk,nft’2
0< |K|n:ky >1 2<:k; AN
niN b12(+ ) niN bi+ ’I’L2 )
+ Z %tmk‘"—i—n_l ’ZOZkQ,..,kn,nft‘ + Z % + ? 2[k|n+n—1 ’kaft‘ .
0< |K| k1 =0 0< [K]p:k1 >1
Therefore
nN b12<
+ ’ n -
< ) (ai’” ot %) 2 20 Zoy i fil
0<|K|n:k1=0

- > s 1 (n-1) < Bitern 1%\ olidptnat 2
1, n —
+ > Ui + 17— Sben + E biter—ent—5 — + 5 |t " Zn fi]”
0<|k|n:k1>1 2<j:k;#N

Combining this with bound of [II] and separating the terms with k& = 0 (which need to be offset
by level (n — 1)) and the ones with k; > 1 which can only be offset by the negative contribution in
[ITIb], we obtain

nN nN
0+ [0 < Y AN 2020 i+ DY Bt Z o
0<|k|pn:k1=0 0< |k pn:k1>1
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2

b
where Ay, i, = (20N + 1) (Q0,ks,... o0 + §01kz,0ken) + <a3,k2,...,kn +n? o gt

_ g
By, = (2nN +n) <ak1k & bkt Lk T §bk1,..,kn>

2
2 2 1 (7’L — 1) - bk+e1,n 7'L_2
+ ag p +n 2bk,n + 5 Z bk+e1—ej,n + 72 + 5
2<jtk; #N

1
=3 (1 —en(2N +1)) bxp, + (2nN +n) (ak,n + 6_1bk+e17n)

2 2, (n—1) - bl2<+e1,n n’
+ af +0? > brer—eym + SRR
2<jikj AN

We note that the terms involving Ay, . can be offset by an_l) (possibly at a cost of redefining
its coefficients by multiplying them by a sufficiently large positive constant). On the other hand
choosing en(2N + 1) < 1 and the coefficients so that we have

[

Bin < —= (1 —en(2N +1) b + 20N 4 1) (a1 + € bicyern)

\)

2 o (n—1) k b12<+e1,n n?
+ag, +n+—— Z Dicter—e,n + =5 + o < 0,
2<j:k;#N

this and (24]) can be represented as the following condition
2 .
ax,p >> bk—i—el,n? bkm >> Ak n, bkm >> bk+e1,n7 bkm >> bk+e1—ej,na 71>2, (25)

with a convention z >> y meaning x > Cy? + C’ with some constants C,C’ € [1,00) sufficiently
large and possibly dependent on n, but not on k. In this way we get (I3]).
We are now left with proving the following statement

d, T f, <0 £, (26)

for some d,, € (0,00). To this end, we will use the lower bound implied by the quadratic Young
inequality
2
—%—D\y\zgxy, Ve,y € R, 0> 0.

16



We separate the terms with k1 = 0 from the terms with k; > 0 so we get

N
an)ft - Z |:a07k27---7knt2(2j:2 kj)+n |ZOZ]92 et anft|2
k2,..,kn=0

by gy 2T kI (77 e $) (2120 T 1) ]

N N

2|k, + 2

Y D W 2y 2 S
ko,e.kn=0 k1=1

N N
+ DD bk kTN (T 2y 2 ) (Zha Dk T )
Koy kn=0 k1 =2

We now use the inequality ([217) on the second and fourth line of the above equations, with ? =

t o t . .
T and 0 = e respectively and obtain
N
n 2 ™ ki )+ 2
F§ )ft > Z [ao,kz,...,knt (Eizks)+n | 202y - - -+ Zi, [
k27--7kn:0

0 oo | 2020y - - Zio, fil
t

12 oa ky)+nt1 <_ —t|Z1 2y, ... anft’2>]

N N

2|k, + 2

Y D At 2y 2 f
ko,...kn=0k1=1

N N
n Z Zt2|k\n+n—l

Koy kn=0 k=2
N
2 2(0y ky)+n 2
2 Z (a07k2,---,kn - bl,kz,...,kn) t I= ‘ZOZkQ Cees anft’
ka,...kn=0

N N
2 2k 2
> D (@b = Bk, — ) T Z 2 R
k2,..,kn=0k1=1

( 0%, o |2k 12y - Z, fi?
t

—t| 20, Dy - - - - - anft|2)

Because of 28], ag,, .k, — Obzl—l—l,kg,...,kn — (' > 0, with some C,C" > 1 so one can choose ¢,, > 0 so
that the desired bound (26]) is satisfied. This ends the proof of the simplified case, i.e the proof of

@.
e Proof of ([@). We now turn to the proof of (@), i.e. we remove our simplifying assumption.
In this case the expression (I0)-(2I]) remains unaltered, as well as the analysis of the terms [I] and

17



[IT], as we used our simplifying assumption only to estimate [III]. We therefore concentrate on the
terms [I11].

Note that if in Assumption (CR.I) cyj;, = 0 for all j but ¢; # 0, then (I2)) no longer holds. More
precisely, if [Zy, Z;] = 0 for all j then it is still true that [Zy ,,, B] = [Zk, L], but in this case (I2])
needs to be modified to take into account [Zy, B] # 0. So, when we expand the expression for [III],
we get the following additional terms:

nN
[ATI] = - Z ¢i| 2 Z Z 5kj,Nak,nt2‘k|n+nZk,nft : Zk—l—(i—N)ej,n
i=0,..,N 0<|k|pn j=1,..,m

nN
+ Z Z 5kj7ka,nt2|k‘"+n_l <(Zk—el+(i—N)ej,nft)(zk,nft) + (Zk—e1,nft)(Zk-i-(i—N)ej,nft))
0< Kl i1 >1j=1,...n

Since by our assumption ¢y > 0, we either get additional negative term (when i = N) with coefficient
cNak,nt2|k‘”+" which can be used to beat those coming from the second sum with mixed terms, or
we can apply quadratic Young inequality to get terms as before but with a higher power of ¢t which
for sufficiently small time do not change inequality obtained before in the simplified case. Now we
discuss the general case, ¢; # 0, cpj, = 0 for h > j — 1 and not all of them are equal to zero. In this
case it is no longer true that [Zy ., L] = [Zx ,, B], which is why we need to use Lemma 23] to study
[ITI]. Using such a lemma we find that, together with the terms in [ATI], we also have the following
additional contributions to [III]:

niN

[ATII] = 2 Z ak7nt2|k‘”+"Zk7nft[Zk7n,Zg]ft
Ik|n=0
niN

+ Y bkt ([Z—ey s Z0) 1) Zacn fo + (Zk—ey i f1) s Z0) 1)
0<k|ntk1>1

niN

_ 2[K|+

=2 ) agnt®™M 2y f > MewZoZunfr
|k[n=0 |k [n<|k[n—1

nN
+2 > e Mz fy > CuwZwnl

[k|n=0 k' [n<|k|n—1
nN
2\k|n+n—1
+ § by 2Kl E Nk 202y n ft + Zn [t + E CuxZw nft Lxnfi
0< K| ik >1 K| <[k—e1|n—1 K| <[k—e1|n—1

niN
+ ) bt ST (B ) - ZoZwnfi Y S (Zr—ernft) - Zuo nfe
0<|K|nik1>1 k' <|k|n—1 |k/ | <|k|n—1
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Because of our restriction on |k/[, all new terms come with a higher power of ¢ and therefore for
sufficiently small time they can be offset by the principal terms discussed in the first stage (when
all ¢; and co; were assumed to be zero). The proof is concluded once we observe that in order to
prove the lower bound (26]), we did not use the simplified form of Assumption (CR.I) and hence
such a bound still holds in this general case. O

Proof of Lemma[Z3 . Observe that, with {X,Y} = XY + Y X =2XY — [X,Y], we have

(Zk;, 251 = {20, [Zx;, Z0l} Z co;1;1Z0, 21, }
N N
=2 Z Cijlj Z(]le + Z /}/k‘jljZlJW
1,=0 1,=0

with
N
Vij;l; = E Cok;1Coll; -
1=0

Using the commutator relation (I3]) and the above, we get for 0 < ky,..,k, < N

(Zien, Z3) = Z Zp, - vy1 |20y Z3) Dy - Tk,

=2 Z Z Cott; s+ - Dy 2021, Dy - Ty
j=11;=0

n N
+ Zz%jlzkl i Ty DDy T
j=11=0

We repeat the commutation process involving the operator Zy until we bring it to the left. In this
way we obtain

Zocns Z8) =Y M ZoZacn + Y S Zacrm

with the following linear operators

n N

Z?’)kklzk/nE—ZZZCoklel ...-ijleljijH-...-an
Jj=11;=0
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and

n j—1 N
ch,k,Zk,,n =42 Z COk;1; COkl; Zkl S 'ZkiflzliZki+1 R ijlelj ijJrl e an
k’ Jj=2 =2 1;,l;=0
n N
+ Z coklllcokjljle Zk2 et ijleljijH et an
j=21;,l;=0

<.

3

+ nykjljZkl -...-ijleljijH an
j=11,=0

Finally we note that because of our assumption on ¢ ; 5, the summation over k' is restricted by a
condition |k'| < |k| — 1. O

3 Infinite dimensional semigroups

From this section on we focus on infinite dimensional dynamics on (Rm)zd. The present section
is organized as follows: in Section B.] we present the setting and notation used in this infinite
dimensional context. In view of the heavily computational nature of this part of the paper, Section
[Blis complemented with Subsection B.II] which explains the strategy used throughout this section
in a simplified scenario. In Section we prove the well posedness of the infinite dimensional
dynamics generated by the operator (21 (Theorem B.2]) and in Section B4l the smoothing properties
of the associated infinite dimensional semigroup (Theorem [B.3]). SectionB.2provides the preliminary
estimates needed to prove the results of Section and Section B4l in particular finite speed of
propagation of information type of bounds.

3.1 Setting and notation

Let us first introduce the relevant spaces and the metrics that they are endowed with. The set Z¢,
d € N with a distance dist(z,y) = Zle |zt — 4|, will be called a lattice (here z! is just the I—th
component of z € Z9). If aset A C Z is finite, we denote that by A cc Z%. If A cC Z¢ and = € Z¢
we denote by d(x, A) the length of the shortest tree connecting each component of x and A(f). The
space R™ is instead endowed with a metric d.

Let Q = (Rm)Zd. For a set A CC Z¢ and w = (w, € R™), .0 € Q we define its projection
wA = (wy € R™)4en and set Oy = (R™)M. A smooth function f : Q — R is called a cylinder function
iff there exists a set A CC Z¢ and a smooth function ¢, : Q4 — R such that f(w) = ¢a(ws). The
smallest set for which such representation is possible for a given cylinder function f is denoted by
A(f). We will then say that f is localized in A. It is known (see e.g. [I0]) that the set of cylinder
functions is dense in the set of continuous functions on 2.
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If Z is a differential operator in R™, we denote by Z, an isomorphic copy of the operator Z
acting only on the variable w,, i.e. Z, is a copy of Z acting on the copy of R™ placed at = € Z.
In particular we will consider families of first order operators D, Y, ., x € 7% and « € I for some
finite index set I, which are isomorphic copies of operators at the origin zg = 0. In other words, D
and {Y, }aer are first order operators on R™; D, and {Y, ;}aecr are, for every z € 74, copies of D
and {Y, }aer, respectively, acting on the copy of R placed at z € VAS

We will assume the following commutation relations

Assumption 2 (GCR). For any z,y € Z¢ we have:

o [fx#vy, then
Yoz, Yoyl = [Yau, Dyl =0, for any o, B € I;

o For every a € I, and x € Z¢
[Ya,xa Dx] = H(XYO!7SC7 Ka 2 0

[Ya,ma YB@] = Z Caﬁ’yy%w )
vel

with some real constants cqp- .

We will denote ¢ = sup, g et [Capyl -

Remark 3.1. We remark that in general, if the constants c,g, # 0, a compatibility condition
(coming from Jacobi identity) may force all k, = 0. The case when ko > 0 for all a will be called

stratified case.

Later it will be convenient to use the following notation for operators of order n € N:
Y = Yo Yoo

where x = (21, ..,2,), 7; € Z%, i.e. x C Z% is a subset of Z? of cardinality n. Also, we denote

RESIEEDDIE SETILE D S AP A
L

Ulgeenstn€l

For some J C I (arbitrary but fixed) we set

Y7, =) Y2,

acJ
and

Yiaf P =) Yaufl*

acJ
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For z € Z% if q, = {q.z}.cr is a collection of real valued functions (more details about these

functions are given below), we set

qz - Ym = Z qL,LB}/L,LE'
el

Analogously, for &,y = {Sap.4y ases, We introduce

Sy - Yo Yy = Z Sapay - YaeYay
a,Bed

and write

vay : (me)(ng) = Z GGB,xy : (Ya,:vf) : (Yﬁ,yg)'
a,pBed

For every v C ¢+ C I and z C x C Z% we will also use the notation ¥ = ¢\ v and z = x \ z.

Both q, and &,, will be assumed to be smooth functions (of w), which can depend on w,, y # ;
all entries of these “matrices” are assumed to be real valued cylinder functions, so each of the q,
and &,, only depend on a finite number of coordinates in Z4. Tt is also assumed that Guy < 204y
in the sense of quadratic forms. To stress the cardinality of x = (z1,...,2,) C Z% as a subset of
7%, we write |x| = n (same thing for t = (v1,..., 1) € I*, we write |¢| = £.) A number of additional
technical conditions, necessary for development of nontrivial infinite dimensional theory, will be

provided later.
For a finite set A CC Z% we consider the following Markov generator

La=) Lo+ Y ay Y+ Y &, Y,Y,

z€Z4d yeA URVASVIN

where

Ly =Y, + By — AD,

with some constant A > 0 and

Bx = Z ba,xYa,x = b:c : Y:ca
aecl

(27)

with by = {ba,z € R}aer. We will refer to q, and &, 4 as to interaction functions. When such

functions satisfy the following two conditions

Ya,y9:=0 if dist(y,x)>R
Sy yy =0 if dist(y,y")>R

for some R > 0, we talk about finite range interaction.
We remark that in case of finite range interaction the operators

Lag= Y Lot > ay-Y,+ Y. 6, VY,
z€EAR yEAR Y,y €EAR
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defined with Ag = {2z : d(z,A) < R} and

LA% = Z Lx

d(z,A)>R

commute; therefore the semigroup generated by L = Lp, + Lag, is well defined as product semi-

group, denoted by P} = elfr = etbar etLA??; the first factor here e/“Ar acts on finite dimensions
and is well defined by the standard finite dimensional analysis (see e.g. [23] and references there
in), while the second g = [ Ac, e'F= is an infinite product (of commuting semigroups, each
acting on finite dimensions). In other words, one way of intuitively understanding the dynamics
generated by Lx (27) is the following: each of the operators L, is an hypoelliptic diffusion of the
type studied in Section @ taking place in the copy of R™ placed at z € Z?. If the last two addends
in the definition (27)) of £, were identically zero, then the dynamics generated by £, would simply
consist of infinitely many copies of the same hypoelliptic diffusion evolving independently of each
other. The last two addends in (Z7]) make such diffusions interact. However, because A contains
only a finite number of points in Z? (and the interaction functions will always assumed to have finite
range), only finitely many of such diffusions interact “directly” under the action of £5. The main
purpose of this section is to show that, in the limit A — Z¢, the semigroup generated on (]Rm)zd by
the operator formally given by

L= Z Ly + Z qy - Yy + Z Syy - Yy Yy (30)

€L yeZd y,y' €22

is well posed. In order to achieve this result, some further technical assumptions on the interaction
functions will be necessary, see statement of Theorem B2} some of these assumptions are purely
technical. In order to explain the structure of the remainder of the section and clarify the approach
used to construct the infinite dimensional semigroup, we add the following Subsection B.I.1], which
should hopefully serve as a navigational chart through the technical results of Section 3.

3.1.1 Structure of Section 3

In this subsection we explain the strategy that we are going to use to construct the infinite dimen-
sional semigroup, in its simplest version. In order to do so, we work in a simplified scenario. The
details of the general strategy illustrated in this remark need technical modifications in our setting,
but the bulk of the approach remains analogous.

e Only for the purpose of this subsection, consider the operator

EA: Z Lx""zqy'Yy: Z Lx+ZZQi,y}/;,y7

x€Z4 yeA xeZd yEA icl
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generating the semigroup PtA. We want to show
lim P} f(x) = Pef(x),
lim P (@) = Pif)

for every cylinder function f. We consider two sets A, A’ C Z? such that A(f) ¢ A ¢ A’ and
construct an increasing sequence of sets. Here for simplicity we take {Am}o<m<pr, such that
A(f) CAp=A, Ay = A and Apy1 \ An = {hn}, i.e. Ani1 is obtained from A, by adding
the singleton hy,. We denote by Ly, the Markov generator

£Am = Z L, + Z ZQi,yYVi,y

reZd yEAm 1€1

and P the corresponding semigroup. If we show that the sequence {P™ f(z)} is a Cauchy
sequence then we are done. From the identity

t d t
piveg—ping = [asg (Pipiver) = [ s [Pinenn,, - engPi ] )

we have

_ _ N-1
IPAf = PE flloe < ST IR f = PR flloc
m=0

N-1
<3 [ sl Lans — £r )P
m=0
N—-1 4
< Z/ ds > i Vi f2m oo (32)
m=0 70 il

The above is a simplified version of the calculation in the proof of Theorem B.2]- in that setting
also second derivatives of fé{\ ™+ would appear in the last step, and this is one of the reasons
why in general one cannot choose the simple sequence of increasing sets that we are choosing
here. In any event, what is important to notice is that in ([32)) appears the derivative of fé\ mt
at hy. This brings us to the next point.

Recall that in the above we fixed a cylinder function f, localised in A(f). From the construction
in the previous point, hy ¢ A(f). Hence the need to find estimates on the derivatives of Y; , P
at a point z € Z? which is out of A(f). This is precisely the kind of estimates that we recover
in Theorem [BIl In order to study the well posedness of the infinite dimensional semigroup
we would need, in our case, only first and second order derivatives. We find the estimates for
derivatives of any order (Lemma [B1]) as they will be needed in Section 5.

Finally, once the infinite dimensional semigroup is obtained we prove, for such a semigroup,
smoothing results similar to those shown to hold in Section [2] for the finite dimensional case.
Such results will be used to study the ergodicity of the dynamics.
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3.2 Strong approximation property

We begin by stating the preliminary result of Proposition B.Il In the statement of Proposition [3.1]

the following notation will be used: if z = (21,...,%) C Z¢ and y € Z%, then
(i+1) 0% _ 2
‘Y(z,y ‘ - Z | L1,21 L27227 ct 7}/21,2[7 K;+1,yf| N (33)
L1,...,L1+1€I

Proposition 3.1. Let L5 be the generator [ZI) and suppose that the commutator relations of
Assumption (GCR) hold for each of the L,. Moreover, assume the interaction functions are such
that

i) SUD [|qa, 2| oo < 00

a,z
1) Syt yy = Oty Syt gy (Wy, wy)

i11) sup Z Z (165yz] + 164y 24 ]) <

2€LY  cpdyyed

n—1
w) s YN > D Z‘Ygfz_l)gw’vyy’ <

(e.x):|e]=n yeZd v,y €J I1=1 (B, ‘Z)‘C(L x) y' €z

v) ) ZZ sip Y YU g e < oo

yezd Bel k=1 %) (3,2)C(Lx):lv|=k

Then for any A C Z2, for any cylinder function f with A(f) C A and for any x = (x1,...,x,) C Z%
we have

n—1
O PP, S va YRR Y0 S B ) [V 1
=1 zCx
|z|=1

—I-EZZ Z -Axnzy ‘YJyY(lfA

=1 yGAsz \z\ [ =0 zC‘x‘yEA

(34)

for some constants € € (0,1), B,(cl)n( ) .A,(cl)n( Y), B,(c)n(z y) > 0 and v,,, independent of f and t.

Remark 3.2. We refrain from writing here a full expression of the constants BY n(z), Al n( Y), B,(i)n (z,y) >
0 (however such expressions can be found in the proof of Proposition B.Il). What is important for
our purposes is that, in case of finite range interaction (see ([28)-(29)), such coefficients vanish unless

diam(x\ z) < R.
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Proof of Proposition[31. The proof of this proposition is deferred to Appendix A.

Integrating the differential inequality (34]) gives

2 n—1 '
YR < e P YO+ 33 BU() /0 ds evnt=pA |y g
=1 zCx
|z[=1
n—1 . 2
te Z Z Z Ag,)”(zv y) / ds EV”(t_s)'PtA_s YJ,yYél)fsA
0

=1 yeA zCx:|z|=l

n—1 .
o3 S Bl [ dseIRLIVER

=0 zCx,yeA 0
|z|=1

Taking the supremum norm, the above bound can be simplified as follows

n—1 t
Y& A2 < et Y@z + 30 Y B () / ds V=YD p 2
0

=1 zCx
|z|=1

n—1 t
l v (t—s l
P T N Al [ s VIR

=1 yeA zCx:|z|=1 0

n—1 .
! Vn(l—s l
weX 3 Bt [ IR,

[=0 zCx,yeA
|z|=1

2

(35)

where we have used the contractivity property of the Markov semigroup with respect to the supre-
mum norm. The norm in the first term on the right hand side does not depend on time and is zero
it xNA(f) = {z1,..,xn} NA(f) = 0; the second sum involves lower order terms and integration with
respect to time (and it may be empty if n = 1); the third sum involves integration with respect
to time and differentiations at sites which are not in x and are performed in mild directions (from
principal part of the generator with indices from J), but the order can be up to n; the last is of

similar nature as the third, except that all directions are involved.

In the case where the interaction is of finite range, one can simplify expression (35l considerably
by using Remark Indeed in this case we can replace all the constants on the RHS of (B5) by
their supremum Cj and restrict the summation over y by a condition d(y,x) < R. For the rest of

the paper we set
=1 floo-

Then we have the following result.
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cxn) CZ4, if @8) and

Lemma 3.1. Under the assumptions of Proposition [31], for all x = (x1,

®9) hold, then

n—1 t
VORI YO ey S [asen gy
— 0

=1 zCxX
|z|=l,diam(x\z)<R

n—1 t
Vi (t—s l
255 SEED SR RO IoR e
=1 €A

y zCx:
Ay, x)<R |z|=l,diam(x\z)<R

o PP

n—1 t
SOIED VI RS
=0

zCx,yEN
|z|=l,d(y,x)<R

The special cases n = 1,2 will be immediately relevant for the construction of the limit of the
semigroups P as A — Z%, so we state such cases explicitly in the next Lemma

Lemma 3.2. Under the assumptions of Lemmal3. 1, for n =1, we have

t
IV fA2 < e fI2+Co Y / ds v =3[, £A|2
0

yeA
dist(y,x)<R

(36)

For n = 2, with some C1,Cy € (0,00) dependent only on Cy and cq g, we have

t
Y@ MNP < et Y@ FIP+Co > / ds ey, £
0

ZEX
t
o Y / ds €v20=5) ||y, £
yeEA 0
d(y,x)<R
t
+Cy Y / ds eV =Y 2 pA.
zEX,YyEA 0 ’
d(y,x)<R

The constants vi and vo in the above are as in the statement of Proposition [31l.

Using the above lemmata, we prove the following result.
Theorem 3.1 (Finite speed of propagation of information). Suppose the assumptions of Lemma
[Z1 hold. Then for any smooth cylinder function f with A(f) C A and for any n € N, there
exist constants B,c,v € (0,00), independent of f but possibly dependent on n, such that for all

x = (21,...,2,) C Z9,
[V FAP < Bet A 7y O (37)

I=1,...,n
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where

YOr2= 3" 1yl (38)

z:|z|=l

and we recall that d(x, A(f)) denotes the length of the shortest tree connecting each component of x

and A(f).

Proof of Theorem [3l The case n = 1 is well known, see e.g. [9] [I0] and references there in. The
estimate is essentially based on inductive use of the Gronwall type inequality (B6]) using the fact that
the first term on its right hand side is zero unless x € A(f), so if you start from d(z, \(f)) > NR
to get a nonzero term you need to make at least N steps producing multiple integral of that order
which is responsible for a factor of the form e“*(N!)~! with C' < v + Cy(2R)? (for more details see

(9} [07).

For n = 2, using B7) with n =1, we get

IV FANP < 2 WS FIP 4 Brettt AU 3y £

yeEX
t
— 2
ds <R

for some constants ¢, 91 € (0,00). We will use this relation inductively taking into the account that

as long as z ¢ A(f), we have HYf) f|I*> = 0. Thus the first term on the right hand side will not give
nonzero contribution until we apply our procedure at least N = d(x, A(f))/(2R) times, but to reach
that we will produce multiple integral of order N giving a factor (N!)~!. This implies the following
bound

1Y fA|? < Byecat-vadxAD) <Z NS HnyHZ) :
z y
The general case is proved by induction with respect to n. We suppose that

foralll1 <k <n-—1andz:|z| =k, ||Yg€)ftA||2 < BkZec’“t_”kd(z’A(f)) Z Y@ r|2.

z€z I=1,...,n
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Then, using Lemma B.1], we get

n—1 t
YR < e Y 12+ G Y S / ds ey f?
0

=1 zCx
|z|=1

n—1 t t
R D N R O
=1 0 0

zCx,yeEN
|z|=l,d(y,x)<R

n—1 t
DY /O ds ¥ =9 [y 1D g2,
=0

= zCx,yEA
|z|=l,d(y,x)<R

3.3 Existence of the infinite dimensional semigroup

In this section we prove, through an approximation procedure, that the infinite dimensional semi-
group is well posed. We work under the assumption that the interaction functions are bounded,
together with their derivatives of any order. Furthermore, we assume that the interaction is short
range and we denote by R > 0 the range of interaction. This is the meaning of the assumptions in
the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose Assumption (GCR) is satisfied and, for every x € .9, the fields {YJ@, B}
form a Héormander system. Moreover assume [28) and [29) and conditions i) and ii) of Proposition
[Z1] hold, together with

k k
sup Y5244/l < o0, sup [[YS%6 0y oo < o0
v,2,3,y,k o,z sy k

Then, for any continuous compactly supported cylinder function f, the following limit exists
Puf = lim PMf
A—7Z2

and its extension defines a strongly continuous Markov semigroup on C(). Moreover, P(C(Q2)) C
C>®(Q). In addition, for any continuous compactly supported function f, for all n € N and all
x € Z with |x| = n, we have

YP,f = lim YVPAS.
A—74
Proof. We consider a lexicographic order ({z) € Z%, <}1en) on the lattice so that

T 2 o1 == d(21,,0) < d(2p41,0)
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with d(z,y) = max;—;_q 2! — 4|, and such that A; = {x; : i < j} is a connected set. For a smooth
cylinder function f with bounded derivatives and A(f) C A;, we have

t
PP = | [ s, (ens = 0) P )
0

Using the definition of the generators and our finite speed of propagation of information estimate
Theorem Bl we get (acting analogously to ([82]) and using the notation ([B3) and (38]))

t
PP < [as (s YD )

t
A
[ s |30 U0, 1Y, P+ 1l 1Y P 11

YEA 11
< e AN sup g - YW f|
x€Z4
+2teCtvd@ A 2R 2RI sup (&, |- YD,

x,y€eZd

with [|az || = 32, [allee and [[Eayll = 30/ (1644 2yllec. Hence for any Ay and Ap,, k < m, we
have

n Ak
1A —Prefll < S [P F - PV fI < A 3 A (Y @ g 1 [y D p))),
k<j<m
with a constant
Ay = 2te“t Bmax <Sup Il || ,e2vR|2R|dsup HnyH) ,
T Ty

where B = Zj e~ 2= AM0) | Hence, for any t > 0, the sequence PtAjf, j € N, is Cauchy in the
space of continuous functions equipped with the uniform norm and there exists a (positivity and
unit preserving), densely defined linear operator P; such that

[Pef — P £l < Ape™ 2 ALAD (1Y @ g 4 YD £).

By the density of smooth cylinder functions and contractivity of P, it can be extended to all
C(€2). Using the last estimate one can also show the semigroup property for P;. The fact that
P(C(Q)) C C*(Q) follows by Hérmander’s theorem.

Next we consider sequences of derivatives. For x C A; and n = |x|, arguing as above and using
the definition of the generators, for a smooth cylinder function f with bounded derivatives and

A(f) C Aj, we have

YOPM YR | =
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t
(n) oA 1 (2) (2) A
/0 ds YX Pt—Js qm] . Y{(E]) + AZ (Gym] . Y(yﬂ?j) + ijy . Y(xj7y)) Ps Jf
YyENj+1

Applying Theorem 3.1 to Y,(:l)??,f\_j oI with

— 1 (2) 2 A,
F=1as- Yg(”f) * Z (S, - Y(yvl‘j) +Gugy - Y(l‘jvy)) Pst,
YEA ;11

we get the following estimate

_ 2 ”
HY)({n)PtA_J;lFH < Becu—s)z ‘
I=1 zC/N\j:|z\:l

with Kj = {z € Z¢ : d(x,\;) < R}. We note that for the cylinder function f, the function F is also

a smooth cylinder function with A(F) = Kj. Thus the sum over z C Kj such that |z| = [ contains
less than 7 (|A;| + 2R)! terms. Each of the terms can be bounded as follows

O <03 3 v

k=1|z'|=k
) 2
L Y S (e e e,
dyxj )<Rk=1|z'|=k
with

I
D, = max sup E E HYZ\Z/ Az,
= 7"'7n p—
{zjezd |z|=1} k=1 |27|=k

Dy =  Inax sup Z Z Z <maXHYZ\Z yz;

" (@, €24 |2l =1} 4(y,2 ;) <R k=1 |2/ |=k

Since each tree connecting points in z'x;, z'yx; and z'z;y with A(f) is of length at least d(xj, A(f)),
applying Theorem B.I] we obtain

v FH2 < DelCs—vd(az A

k=1,..,l+2 |2'|=k
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with some constant D € (0,00) independent of s, z; and the function f. Combining our estimates
we arrive at

1
Y)({n)PtAjf _ Y)((n),PtAj—lf < D/e%(C’t—vd(xj,A(f))) Z Z HYilf)fH2 2 |
k=1,..n+2 |2’ |=k

with some constant D’ € (0, c0) independent of ¢, 2; and the function f. Using a similar telescopic
expansion as in the proof of existence of the limit for the semigroup, this implies that the sequence
Y,(cn)PlfX 7f, j € N, is Cauchy in the supremum norm for every n € N and x, |x| = n. This ends the
proof of the theorem. O

3.4 Smoothing properties of infinite dimensional semigroup

In this section we extend Theorem 2.1 to infinite dimensions, proving smoothing estimates in the
setup when the fields at each site of Z¢ satisfy the commutation relations of Assumption (CR.I).
Now our generator has the form

L=L+ Ly
with
L= Z L,
reZd
where
Lo =23, + By, — AD,
and

L= - Zot D Sy Ziylyy,
x€Zd Y,y €72

recalling that J C I . For notational simplicity we only describe one component type system, with

Sriyy = Sooyy = Gy and 75, = Zo,, but provide sufficient detail to make clear how to recover

the more general case with many components. For n € N, we introduce the form an) as follows.

For n = 1, we consider the following quadratic form

TV () = Y T (),

x€Z4

with Filgz (f) being an isomorphic copy of the form (B]) defined in Section 2

Fg,lsg(ft) = Z (ait* TN Ziw ol + 0t Zia o fr - Zin 2,
i=0,...N
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with the convention that Z_; = Zj (so de facto there is no spurious term in the second sum on the
right hand side). For n > 1, we define

()= Y T, (39)
xeznd
with I‘EZ) (9) = I‘(Z() (g9,9), where
nN nN
ng(ga h)E Z ak,ntz‘k|n+nzk,n,xg'Zk,n,xh+ Z bk,nt2|k‘n+n_1(Zk—el,n,xg)(zk,n,xh)'
k|, =0 0< K| nik1>1
Here and later Zy,x = Zi 2y - Zhpwy » fO8 X = (21,...,2,) € Z™, and k = (k1. kn) €

{1,...,N} x {0,...,N}" 1. The main result of this section is the following.

Theorem 3.3 (Infinite Dimensional Smoothing Estimates). Suppose that for every x,y € 7¢

Ziwjy =0 ifj >, (40)

> cikgjz =0 if k>, (41)
j:17...,N

ciow = 0 itk >, (42)

Z ciokCror = 0 if I > 1, (43)
k=1,...N

and recall that the commutator relations of Assumption (CR.I) are assumed to hold at each site.
Then, there exist coefficients ay n,bxn,d > 0 (appearing in the definition of T'{y), € € (0,00) and
to € (0,1), such that if

sup Hij,szin <ég,

kj7zj7i7y

then for any t € (0,tg) one has

T(f) < d(P.(f?) — (Puf)?).

I=1,...,n

Proof. The proof of Theorem is very similar to the proof of Theorem 1] and can be found in
Appendix A. O

Observe that, if Assumption (CR.I) holds, ([@2) is redundant as c¢;or = —coir = 0 for & > i — 1.
Also, the assumptions in the statement of this theorem are all purely technical and are there in
order to enable us to extend the technique introduced in Section [2] for the finite dimensional setting
to the present infinite dimensional environment.
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4 Existence of invariant states for the infinite dimensional semi-
group

In this section we consider the operators £ which are obtained as the limits of £, as A 1 Z¢. We
will provide a strategy for the associated semigroups P; which a priori may depend on the initial
configuration. To start with, consider the operator L given in Section 2, on R" equipped with a
metric d. For any z € Z%, we consider the semi-distance dg(w) = d(w,), (R™)%" > w = {wy €
R™} eza, and set p,(w) = ¢(dz(w)), for some smooth increasing ¢ with bounded derivative. Given
summable weights (e, € (0,00)),e7d, D ez €2 < 00, we define the set

Q=<(we (Rm)zd : Z €xpz(w) <00 p. (44)

z€Z
The following assumption plays a key role in the proof of our results.

Assumption 3. There exists a smooth function p : R™ — R, such that p(u) — oo as d(u) — oo,
and with compact level sets (i.e. the sets {p < L}, £ > 0, are compact); moreover the function p

satisfies the Lyapunov-type condition
Lp < Cy — Cayp, (45)

for some constants C1 > 0 and Cy > 0.

Examples of generators for which p = ¢(d) satisfies ([@3]) will be given elsewhere [I7]. The moral
behind Theorem [4.1] below is the following: roughly speaking, if we are able to exhibit a Lyapunov
function p for the finite dimensional dynamics, then ) .4 p, (Where p, is a “copy” of p acting at
r € Z%) is a candidate Lyapunov function for the infinite dimensional generator; this is, provided
some assumptions involving the interaction functions are satisfied, see [@7) and ([Ag]). With this in
mind, we have the following result on existence of invariant measures.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that p satisfies Assumption[d and let P, be the semigroup generated by
L= Z Lo — Z U Lo — Z Syy - ZoyZoy - (46)
€L x€Z4 yy' €zl
y#y'
Assume also that p is such that
_ Z Q. Z.p, < Cs+ Z Nw.yPy for all x € 7, (47)
2€74 yezd
for some constant C5 > 0 and for some sequence {'I’]xy}‘%yezd of positive numbers satisfying

S = sup Z Mgy < 00 and Z €xlay < Caey, (48)
x€Z4d d d
yeL z€Z

34



for some constant Cy < Co (and with €5 being the sequence introduced in ([@4l)). Then there exists a
subsequence (ti)reny C R and a probability measure p,, such that p,(Qo) =1 and

Pu,f(w) = po(f), (49)
as k — oo, for all bounded smooth cylinder functions f and all w € €.

Remark 4.1. One can see that, if 1y, = 0 when dist(x,y) > R (for some R € (0,00)), then
condition @) is satisfied for polynomially as well as exponentially decaying weights.

Proof. The proof of Theorem [.1] consists of the following steps. We start by constructing a Lyapunov
function for the operator £ using a suitable function p. We then use this function to deduce that the
corresponding semigroup converges weakly to a probability measure, pointwise with respect to the
initial configuration w € €. Finally, we show that the limit measure is independent of the initial
configuration.
We consider ) 74 po, With p, as above. Since Zj,.,p, = 0 whenever x # y, using Assumption
Bl we obtain
Lpg = Lyps — Z Ay - Zyppe < C1 — Copy — Z Az - ZzpPz (50)
FISHIN zEA

Thus if {@T) holds, setting C = O + C3, we have
%Ptpx = PiLps < C = CoPips+ Y NayPipy-
y€Zd
From the above,
O (X" Pypy) = €10 Prpy + Co2e®* ' Pypy
< Ce®2t 4 &2t Z Na,y Pty

y€Zd
which after integration yields
o _ eCQt -1 t o
e zt,Pth < pz+ CT +/ e?* Z nx,ypspyds
0
y€eZd

Hence

Pipe(w) < C/Ca+ e P py(w) + Y oy / dse=C2=9p,p,

t
yezd 0

and for any summable weights €, € (0,00) satisfying ) ;4 €, = M < 0o we have

& Z €apa(w) < C' 4 e~ Z €xpr(W) + Z €x Z nx,y/ dse‘c2(t_s)778py

t
x€Z4 x€Z4 x€Zd  yezd 0
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with C’ = CM/Cy. Using the second condition in (@S]), for

=P Z Expx(w)

z€Z4

we get the following relation
¢
F<C' +e @ FR+0y / dse” 2= F.
0

This implies that

sup Fy < (1-/)"H(C'+ ) (51)
0<s<t
which is finite and uniformly bounded in ¢, provided that & = g—‘; € (0,1) and Y a4 €xpz(w) < 00,
i.e. we have

sup | P Z €xPx (w) < (1 - R)_l C'+ Z Eacpm(w) (52)

>
£20 z€Z4 zeZ4

(Strictly speaking one applies first all the above arguments to a smooth cutoff p4 < A < oo of
p. and after applying the formal Gronwall arguments, we pass to the limit A — oco. This is more
lengthy to write, but there is no technical difficulty in that.)

The existence of such uniform bound (52)) implies ([9], Section 3.2) the weak convergence of
a subsequence of (P;)¢>o for an initial configuration w € €, i.e. the existence of a sequence
(tx)ken C R and a measure p,, such that for all bounded and smooth cylinder functions f

Puf(w) = po(f),

as k — oo, for all w € Q. Consider the set
YW=_oe (Rm)zd : Z €xpz(@) < ¥
Using Markov’s inequality we obtain, for all w € €,

la-ot o+ S anw) ).

x€Z4 x€Z4

1
w(Qy) >1——sup | P, €xpr | (W) >1—
1 (€2¢) ftzg tz pz | (W)

and thus taking the limit as £ — oo, we conclude that 1,(2) = 1.
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5 Ergodic properties of the infinite dimensional semigroup

We begin this section by a result for the semigroup constructed in Section [B] in the case where the
Lie algebra is stratified (see Remark B.J) for each x € 7%, and equipped with a dilation generator
D,. In the remainder of this section, we will denote

d(wsz)

(1 + dist(x,0))d10 =

Qs =_we (]Rm)Zd : Z
x€Z4
for 0 > 0.
Theorem 5.1. Consider the operator

L= ZL.CB_ quYm_ Z ny"YVO,be,y’_)\ZD:B

zeZd zeZ4 yy'€zd T€Z
y#y’

where A > 0 and
Ly =Y}, + B,

where J C I (see notation in Section [31]). For every n € N there exists A, € (0,00) such that for

any A > A\, one has
>0 VAP < et 3T v

xcznd xcznd

with some my, € (0,00). Hence for any w,w’ € Qs, defined with some 6 € (0,00), the associated
semigroup Py = e~ satisfies, for all smooth cylider functions f,

Puf(w) = Pef(W)] < Ce™ > Vo f|

xe74
with some m € (0,00) independent of f and some constant C' dependent on A(f) and w,w’ € Qs.

For the full gradient bound estimate see [9] (Lemma 3.1 and Remark 3.2). The ergodicity
statement follows via a similar strategy as in [9]. We consider the lexicographic order on the lattice
introduced in the proof of Theorem and an interpolating sequence of points in (Rm)zd, {w},
where each point of the sequence is defined as follows:

I
Wi if k> g

g

With this interpolation we consider the following telescopic expansion

Puf(w) = Puf(@) = 3 (Puf @ +0) = P (™))

k
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and notice that for a piecewise differentiable unit speed path ’ygk) such that ’Ygi)o = wg(cl,? and ’ygi)l =

wg(clffl) with tangent vectors given by Y (such a path exists by Chow’s Theorem, see e.g. [6]), we

have
1
Puf () = P f ()] = ‘ / drif? vyxmm&’“))‘ < d(way,, ) Vva, Pefl
0

The sum of such terms over {k : |z}| > Ct}, with suitable constant C' € (0,00), can be bounded
using finite speed of propagation of information by a factor converging exponentially quickly to zero
with respect to t. The remaining contribution can be estimated as follows.

Z ‘Pf,f(w(kﬂ)) - Pf,f(w(k))‘ < O Cmax  (d(wg),d(w))) - [YPf].
k:dist(x,0)<Ct dist(z,0)<Ct

Thus for w,w’ in the set 5, to get the uniqueness of the limit it is sufficient to show
|Y7jtf| S Clt—d—25

with some finite constant C’. A similar idea to prove uniqueness of the limit lim; .o, P;f can be
used in the situation when additional restrictions on the commutation relations are imposed.

Theorem 5.2. Suppose that Assumption (CR.I) is satisfied with ¢; = 0 and coj, =0, j,k =1,..,N.
Assume additionally that (0) and (@) hold, together with
Zi,mijZO ifj#1
and
Zi,mGkk’,yy’ =0.

Under these assumptions, (and recalling the notation and definition [B39)) there exist coefficients
ai, bi,do, e € (0,00), such that if
sup || Zx; .2 qiyll <&,

kj7zj7i7y

then for any t € (0,00) one has

T0(f,) < do(Pu(£2) — (Puf)?)

=1,...,n
for all smooth cylinder functions f. Hence, if [d 4 28] < N, then for bounded smooth functions f
”(B7 2o, - Zj'max),l)tf” < Ct_d_267

for some constant C € (0,00) dependent on f, with jmax = min([d + 25], N). Moreover the limit
limy 00 Prf (w) is unique for w € ;.
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We notice that the decay in the directions of Z; with j > [d + 24] is automatically sufficiently
fast. Thus for the question of uniqueness it is sufficient to concentrate on estimates in direction
B and Zj, j < [d+ 26]. Finally we mention that in the same situation one can take advantage of
higher order estimates as follows.

Theorem 5.3. Under the conditions of Theorem [5.2, assume the higher order bounds including
Y = (B,Z) are true globally in time. If for some configuration & € Qs one has for any bounded
cylinder function f,

[YPf(@)] < Cnt ™2,

for some constants C,, € (0,00) and n < Npax = [d + 20], with Y = (B,Z), then the limit
limy o0 Prf (w) is unique for all w € Q.

This result follows in the similar fashion as before re-expanding Vy,, Pt f (’y&k)) sufficiently many
times.

Acknowledgments. The authors are grateful to the thoughtful referees that helped improving
the paper, both its content and exposition.

Appendix A

This Appendix contains the proofs of Proposition [3.I] and Theorem

A.1 Proof of Proposition [3.1]
Proof of Proposition[31. For t > s > 0, we have:

0 2 0 n 2
= Pzg\—s { <_£A + 6_> ‘YE,x)fsA }

P YD
‘1o (YEfQ fSA) (cAYE,’Q fsA) +2 (YETQ fﬁ) [Yﬁj;’, cA} fsA} .

Js

=P { eyt

(53)
First we note that
2 2
—La [YSA| 2 (YR ) eaY st = 2 Y vyt
2€74
—2 ) G (VYR (YE) . ()
z,2' €A

Next the last addend in (G3]) can be decomposed as follows:
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2 (Vi) [¥ied 2] 2

= >V i ()
2€74

23 Y (V20 [¥iva] 2 w

z€N pel

+ ZZ 2 (Y£2f£> <Y£7:()7q5 z>YVB,zf;X (T3)
zeN Bel

3D 26 (VI ([YS e Y+ Y YL Y| ) 12 (T
z,2'eNyy'ed

+ > > 2 ( foA) (Y &y o) Yo Yo fN (Ts)
z,2’eNyy'ed

Regarding the terms (T2) and (T3) (and similar comments hold for (T4) and (Ts)), such terms
have been obtained by writing

[YE,Z)’ QB,ZYB,Z] =43,z |:Y£,T;<)v YB,Z] + <Y£,T;<)7 QB,Z> :

An explicit expression for the bracket (YEZQ,Q), where ¢ is any sufficiently smooth function, can be
found below in (B5). Beyond the specific expression written in (55]), what is important to notice is
that the bracket (YETQ, g) contains only differential operators of order up to n — 1. Therefore in Tj,
the term <YETQ, qs,2)Y3,. contains only differential operators of order up to n.

To estimate each of the terms (T1)- (Ts) we use lengthy but elementary arguments of which
we list the result in Lemma [(.1] to Lemma below, and briefly sketch an idea of the proof. The
estimates of (T1) and (T2) in the first two lemmas below are based on our locality assumption, i.e.

the fact that YETQ and L., Y. commute unless z € x, and the structure of L., together with the

quadratic Young’s inequality (@). We recall the notation ¢ = sup, , 5 |caysl, Where coyp are as in
Assumption (GCR).

Lemma 5.1 (Estimate of (Tq)). Under the assumptions of Proposition[31), for any € € (0,00) we
have

23 |(WER) YL DT L] £A| < (<ank+ Ay) |Y§?’f£|2+ef: Vi, YO £,
L

zeZ4 Jj=1

where k = infaer Ko, b= SUPyer ez |baa| and Ay = 2nbe|I| + ne | 4+ $n22|112(|1] + 1).
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Lemma 5.2 (Estimate of (T2)). Under the assumptions of Proposition [31],

SIS an (YY) YU Ye] 72| < 2naelr) 1Y 722

L z€A Bel

with q= SUPq, » ||qa,z||00'

The key to the next estimate is contained in the following expression. For any sufficiently smooth
function g, we have

Y9=F Y Y e ) (Y95"9) Yi, (55)

=0 vCu:|v|=l zCa:|z|=1

on(l) = {1 if 1 < n/2

—1 otherwise,

where

and with the convention that Y%O)Z = id and the elements of v,4 are ordered in the same way as in
¢ and those of 7,z in the same way as in x.

Lemma 5.3 (Estimate of (Tg)). Under the assumptions of Proposition [31, for any € € (0,1), we
have

SIS 2 (YY) (YR ap ) euf| < e BAY AP

L o|yeA B
(k 1
+€Z Z Bxk Z y ‘Y(z—"y_ s ‘
k=0 zCx,yeZd

with
n—Fk)
n= Z Z sup Y 1Y gl
ez Bel k=1 (%) (v 2)C(Lx):|vl=k
and i
Bx,k(z7 y) = 5{sz:|z|:k} Sﬁup HY,(;; )Qﬁ,y”oo'
77

We remark that when we consider an interaction with finite range R € N, i.e. when qg, is a

cylinder function dependent only on coordinates w, with dist(z,y) < R, we have
Yg?z_k)%,y =0, dist (z,y) > R.

The next estimate uses our locality assumption together with the quadratic Young’s inequality.
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Lemma 5.4 (Estimate of (T4)). Under the assumptions of Proposition [31], for any ¢ € (0,1)

Z Z Z 265y gy’ (YETQfsA> <[Y£,TQ,Y~,,;,] Yoy +Y,, [YEX), /7y/D A

Lo |yyeEAYET

2 2
SNEUA S
yeA
with positive constants
1 .-
Cp < e 'n’c|l] sup Z Z (18yy,z] + Sy 2y ]) + 5" n?Co(I? + 1),
2€2¢  cqdyyed

where Cp, = 2¢ SUPer y sezd Y oes |Sryiyyz|-
The last estimate is similar to that of (T3).

Lemma 5.5 (Estimate of (Ts)). Under the assumptions of Proposition [31), for any n > 1, for
everyl =1,...,n, for any x = (z1,...,2,) C 7% and for every z C x there exist positive constants

D,((l,)n(z,y) € (0,00), satisfying

l
sup Y Dih(z,y) <
|x\:n,szyezd

such that for any € € (0,1) the following bound is true

Z 2<Y£2<)fsA> Z Z LX7 w’,yy’>Y%yY’Y'yy’fﬁ

L yy'eNyy'ed

<EZZ Z Dany ‘YJyY(lfA

I=1 yeA zCx:|z|=l =1 zCx:|z|=l

o el

for some D,(f,)n(z) €(0,00),l=1,..,n, z C x.

We remark that because of our strong assumption of locality of &,/ ,,, we have

n—l . .
Y5 U6,y =0, if  2C{wy)
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Now we combine all estimates of Lemma [5.1] to Lemma 5.5, i.e. all the estimates of (T1)-(T5):

(2 <YET§2 fﬁ) [YETQ, EA} 2

<(=Anm+ An) Y P2 257 [, i £
j=1
+ 2ngel1| [V £
n—1
n (k
e B, [YY A2 +e> > Bxi(zy) \Y(zzl Tl

k=0 zCx,yeA
2|k

+ o [y 20,3 |V, YU A ’
yeA
1559 S SRR IR D 3) S R IA Y
I=1 yeA zCx:|z|=l ]—=1 zCx

|z|=1
This can be rewritten as follows:

2 (Yirh) [y ea] £ <EZZ > Alzy) Yo, Y 7l

=1 yeA zCx:|z|=l

n—1 9
+(=dnk 4+ A) YO LAP 4373 B (2) \Yé”f?

=1 =Cx
|2 =1

+€Z Z xkzy |Y(Iz€—;;1fs|7

k=0 zCx,yeA
|z|=k

where Ag{l,)n(z, y) and B,(cl)n(z) are positive constants depending on the constants appearing in (50)).
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Putting this together with (G53]) and (G4]), we obtain

3 {22 oY e Y e Y (i) (v YE’;fA)}

2€74 2,2/ €N L

Dpa

2
Y)((") A
0s o) =

—I—Pts{z—:zz > Almy) Vo, YL A

I=1 yeA zCx:|z|=l

+(Ank 4+ Ay) [YE PP +ZZBM )\Yé”fs“
=L

+s§: > By YL P

=0 szy

Assuming that for some 6 € (0,1) we have &,,» < 0Id in the sense of quadratic forms, we can
simplify the above as follows.

{ 1-6 ZYJZY("fA}
2€7Z4

2,Pt s

(n) A |
ds Yo fs

PR, {szz S Al [y, xO s

I=1 yeA zCx:|z|=l

+ (=Ank + Ay) \Y fA —i—ZZan )‘Yg)fsAz
=] zCx
|z|=t

+€Zsznzy (lz—ZlfA|2

=0 szy
|z|=

Choosing ¢ so that esupy , Ag:,)L(z, y) < 2(1 —0), we get the following bound

0

(n) A
— Yx
68 fS

2 n—1 9
Pl <PLL S (Sann ot Ay) YRR+ Y0 B @) [l
=1 zCx
|z|=1

+€ZZ > Alzy) Vo, Y 7Af

=1 yEAsz |Z| l =0 ZC‘x‘yleA
z

+1
xn (z,9) ’YEZ—;))JC?P
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Setting
v, = (—Ank+ A,), (57)

we obtain the statement of Proposition B.11 [l

A.2 Proof of Theorem

Let us define
S =)+l
and, for n > 1,
Q" (9) = T{"(9) + . Q" " (9),

with some ¢, > 0 to be chosen later.
Proof of Theorem[3:3. We begin with an estimate for the case n = 1. For f;, = P,f = £ f, we have

OsPi—sQW (fs) = Pres (95 — L)QWV (f,)
-2 Z Z Pt—s(ai82i+15£(zi,xfs) + bi+132igE(Zi—l,mf87 Zz,mfs)) - 2dg£(fs)

z€2i=0,...,N
+ Z Z Pr—s(20i5" T (Zia fs - [ Ziser L1fs) + bi8™ ((Zic1,0, L1 f s Ziafs + Zicrafs + [Ziw, L1fs))
re7di=0,....N
+ 0D P2+ V)ais™ | Ziafo|? + 2ibis™ T Zia o fo - Zinfs)
z€zdi=0,...,.N
= (D),

where E£(V,W) = L(L(VW)—VLW —(LV)W) and E£(V) = E(V, V) and Z_; = 0. The right-hand
side can be written as
() = (I1) + (1),

with
(D) =-2>" > Prulais™ €L, (Zinfs) + 05 EL, (Zirafs Zinfs)) — 2dEL, (f5)
z€Z4di=0,...,.N
+ Z Z Prs(20i8* N Zs wfs - [ Ziw, Lal fs) + 26i8% ([ Zic1 2y Lalfs - Ziwfs + Zic1afs - [ Ziws L) fs))
reZd1=0,...,N
+ Z Z Pros((2i + V)a;s* | Z; o fs? + 2ibis™ 1 Zi1 0 fs - Zizfs),
xcZ4 1=0,....N
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and

(@D =-2 > N Ps(@is®EL (Ziafs) + bisPEL, (Ziorafss Zia fs) (58)

m7y€Zd i=0,...,N

-2 Z ny" Z Z Pt—sai32i+1(ZO,yZi,me)'(ZO,y’ i,me) (59)

Y,y €22 z,yeZd i=0,..,N

—2 Z Gyy' - Z Z Pi—sbis® (ZoyZi10fs) - (Zoy Zifs) (60)
y,y' €24 z,yeZd i=0,...,.N

+ Z Z Pr—s (2@2-32“'1 (Ziafs [Zig,ay - Zy) fS)) (61)

;p,yGZd i=0,...,N

+ Z Z Prs (20i5” ([Zicr,0:Qy - Zy) [s - Ziefs + Zicrafs - [Ziw Qy - Zy) [5)) (62)
wyeld i=0,.,N

" Z Z Z Pt_s(2ais2i+l(zivmfs NZiw, Syyr - ZoyZoylfs)) (63)
v,y €2 €74 i=0,...,N
" Z Z Z ,Pt_s(2bi82i([zi_lvx’ 6}’}" ’ ZO,yZO,y’]fs : Zi,:cfs (64)

x€Z4 y,y' €74 i=0,....N
b Zirats i Sy ZogZoy)fe)). (69)

We have studied (II) (called the ‘free part’ later on) before. From our assumptions about the free
part, (B8] is strictly negative and can be made so that it dominates contributions from (B9)-(60). The
contributions from (61])-(65]) can not be dominated by the free part without additional assumptions
about the interaction which we will discuss in the following. First of all we remark that

Ziwrqy - Zy) = Y (Ziwtyy) Ziy +0ry Y CikljnZha
j=1,...N jk=1,...N

Assumptions [{0) and (@I)) enable us to dominate the terms involving these commutators by the
free part for small times. The newly generated terms will come accompanied by a sufficiently high
power of s so they will be irrelevant for small times. Next we note that

[Zi,xv 6yy’ ’ ZO,yZO,y’] = (ZMny/) ) ZO,yZO,y’

+5my Z CiOkay’ ZO,y’ Zk,:c
k=1,....N

+5my 5:(:y’ Z Ci0kCr01 Gym Zl,:c
ki=1,..N

+5:cy’ Z CiOknyZO,ka,x-
k=1,..N
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For the corresponding terms to be dominated by the free part it is sufficient that ([#2]) and (43]) hold,
because in this case the terms will be accompanied by a sufficiently large power of s. (One can in
fact see that (42)) implies ([#3]).) Thus, under the conditions ([Q) -([#2]), for sufficiently small time we
have

0sPr-sQ (f5) < 0.
Hence, we arrive to the following smoothing estimates for infinite dimensional system, when n =1
rV(£) < d(P.f? — (Pf)?).
Now we proceed by induction. We have
0= OTS(f) = (0T8R) () = [L. T8 (£) = L TER] (£)
where
L1 (9.1) = L (T8 (g,1)) = T (Lg.h) — T (g, L)

and similarly for the second commutator involving Liy.

Analogously to the proof of Theorem 2.l let us start with assuming for simplicity that Zj,
fields commute with all the other Z, , fields; in this case the terms which will appear on the nth
level will be as follows

niN
—2 Z Z Z akvns2‘k|n+ngLy (Zk,n,xfs) (66)

yeZd xezZnd | k|, =0

nN
o 2 Z Z Z bk7n82‘k|n+n_lg[/y (Zk—e1,n,xf37 Zk,n,xfs) (67)

y€Zd xe7Znd 0<|k|n:k1>1

nN
—2 Z ny/ ’ Z Z akv"82Ik‘n—i_nZO,kam,xfs : ZO,y'Zk,mxfs (68)
v,y €24 xezZnd |k|p=0
nN
23 6, S S b 2 B ek Zoy D] (69)
Y,y €24 x€Z% 0< |Kk|p:k1>1
nN
+2 Z Z Z ak7"82‘k|n+nzk7n,xfs ) [Zk,mxa q,- Zy] Is (70)
yezZd xeznd |k|p=0
nN
230 30 D s B nxty  Zy] o B (71)

yeZd xeZnd 0<|k|n:k1>1
+ Zk—el,n,xfs : [Zk,n,m qy : Zy] fs- (72)
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Under the conditions for which the original finite dimensional case is negative, (66])-(67]) are also
negative and, if &,/ is assumed sufficiently small, they can dominate contributions from (G8)) and
[69). As discussed before one has the following expressions for the commutators in ({Q) and (72])

n n—1
(Zacno @y Zy) =D | D (Zk\ﬁ,n_z,x\a%‘y> L5321yt iy L Ziy]
i=1 =1 zZczkCk:

x\z|=l

and

n n—1
[Zk—el,any ‘ Zy] = Z Z Z (Zk—el\ﬁ,n_z,x\zqw) 'Zﬁ,zzZZvy + iy - [Zx—eynx Zig] | 5

=1 =1 'z\Cz,/lECkfel
[x\z|=l

with a rule that Zk\ﬁ,n—l,x\aqy’ Zk—el\ﬁ,n—l,x\aqy # 0 only in the case when dist(z;,y) < R for each
x; €x\Z,i=1,...,1. In both cases we produce the terms of order at most n, but the terms with
[ < n—1 will be accompanied by higher power of times and can be compensated for sufficiently

) by a choice of sufficiently large ¢,. When [ = n — 1 and ¢ = 0 the

small time by terms in an_l
corresponding terms can be compensated by terms coming from the derivative of an_l) for small
times provided ¢, is sufficiently large. Otherwise for [ = n — 1 and i # 0, the corresponding terms
can be dominated by terms coming from the derivative of the free part (i.e. the part coming from
the commutator with L) provided SUPE; 2. iy Hijij qin is sufficiently small.

As in the finite dimensional case of Theorem [Z1] if we no longer assume that the Zy, fields
commute with all the other Z, ;, then we will obtain extra terms. Such terms can be controlled,
like in the proof of Theorem [2.1] thanks to our assumptions on the commutators. We do not repeat

the whole calculation here, as it is completely analagous to the one done in finite dimensions. [
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