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ON HYDRODYNAMIC LIMITS OF YOUNG DIAGRAMS

IBRAHIM FATKULLIN, SUNDER SETHURAMAN, AND JIANFEI XUE

ABSTRACT. We consider a family of stochastic models of evolving two-dimensional Young
diagrams, given in terms of certain energies, with Gibbs invariant measures. ‘Static’
scaling limits of the shape functions, under these Gibbs measures, have been shown by
several over the years. The purpose of this article is to study corresponding ‘dynamical’
limits of which less is understood. We show that the hydrodynamic scaling limits of the
diagram shape functions may be described by different types parabolic PDEs, depending
on the energy structure.

1. INTRODUCTION

Young diagrams or tableaux, originally introduced in the context of combinatorics and
representation theory (cf. [Ful], [Yo]), have proved to be useful in a variety of disciplines
ranging from mathematical physics to genetics. In particular, language involving Young
diagrams and their shape functions may be used to describe phenomena such as Bose-
Einstein condensation [EJU], polymerization and molecular assembly [CGH], [KSS], and
random partitions in coagulation-fragmentation processes [B|, [P], and references therein,
among others.

In this paper, we present a class of stochastic evolutions of two-dimensional Young dia-
grams, given in terms of certain microscopic energy structures, and show that the hydro-
dynamic scaling limits of the associated shape functions obey different types of parabolic
PDEs, reflecting the type of the energy formulations. Previously, there seems to be only a
small literature studying dynamical Young diagrams, for instance [ES] and [FuSa], which
treat processes where there is birth and death evolution of squares in the diagrams. See
also the monograph which reviews some of this work. The purpose of this article is to
analyze a natural, but different class of models, through new and robust techniques. Later,
we give a brief comparison with the results in [ES] and [Fu], [FuSal, the latter pair closest
to ours in spirit.

To describe our results, we first discuss certain ‘static’ limits, which set the stage. Let
© = (p1,p2,-..,Pn) With pr > pri1 be a partition of the integer M(p) := > }_, pr. For
example, ¢ = (4,2,2,1) corresponds to 9 = 4 +2+ 2+ 1. We call £ = (&(k;¢))ken,
where £(k; ) = #{m : p,, = k}, the size density of the partition . Vice versa, given &,
one can reconstruct ¢, and so in a sense they are interchangeable. In terms of £, M () =
> k1 k&(E; ). Denote by 1)(x) the associated shape (height) function:

b(@) = E(k;e).

k>x
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FIGURE 1. The Young diagram and particle description associated with
the partition (4,2,2,1).

The graph of 1 is the Young diagram of . Since £(k;¢) = ¥ (k) — ¥ (k + 1), the numbers &
can be viewed as the gradient particle description of the associated partition ¢. See Fig. [

Let &) be the uniform probability measure on all partitions of an integer M. A classical
result of A.Vershik [V] states that in the limit as M — oo, the rescaled shape functions
Yar(x) := ¥(2v/M)//M converge in probability with respect to the canonical measure &),
to the curve

P(x) = —? In (1 - e_m/‘/g) . (1.1)

Namely, for every € > 0 and a > 0,

lim P (sup [as () — P(a)| > e) =0.
M — o0 z>a

Such results have a long history, and limits and phenomena different than the one above
may appear if other ensembles, such as those with respect to Haar statistics, the Plancherel
measure or Ewens measure are employed: see [BOO|, [EG], [FaSl|, [LS], [KV], [SVI], [V,
[VY] [Y], and references therein.

In this article, we will consider grand canonical ensembles of sizes {£(k) : k > 1}, including
those prescribed in [FaSl|:

Pen(§) = Z;Nefﬁ S ER)ER—NTIM

where £, > 0 is the energy of a summand of size k, total size M = 3", ., k&(k), inverse
temperature 3 > 0, and Zg y is the normalizing factor. When 8 = 0, the canonical, or
conditional measures, with size M, are of course &,,.

Consider the scaled shape function ¢g n(z) := N¢Y(Nx)/Rg n(M), where Rg y(M) =
NZ2e=PEN " as shown in [FaSl], is of the order of the expected value of M =Y, ., k&(k) with
respect to #5 n. This scaling is such that the expected area of the rescaled Young diagrams,
> es1Eo, o [Ys.n(2)] is of order 1; see Fig. As N — oo, ¥g n(z) will converge with
respect to P n to different limits, depending on the choice of the energy &.

Following [FaSl|, we assume that the energy function & is in form & = u(In k), where u
is a positive function diverging at infinity. In particular, we consider two cases in this work:
(1) v/(x) — 1, and (2) v/(z) — 0. We refer to these cases as & ~ Ink, and 1 < & < Ink
respectively. The precise specification later given in Condition 2] provides a large, varied
class of energies, amenable to the scaling limits that we will take.
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FIGURE 2. Young diagrams before and after rescaling. p, = 1/N, p, =
N/Rg n(M) in the rescaling from ¢ to ¥g .

We remark, if £ is not in this form, for instance the case &, > In k, there will be a finite
number of particles, uniform over N, in the system (cf. Proposition 2.1 in [FaSI]), and so the
associated scaling limits will be trivial. Also, if & is constant, the situation is tantamount
to taking 8 = 0, and so we do not distinguish this case. Furthermore, when & ~ Ink and
B > 1, the variance of the scaled shape function g n diverges, and does not vanish for
B =1 (cf. Proposition 2.4 in [FaSI]). There are also other interesting ‘boundary’ energy
scenarios discussed in [FaSl|, including condensation regimes, which we do not pursue here.

The following convergences follow from Propositions 2.1 and 2.2 of [FaSl]: For ¢ > 0,

(1) B=0: Zgn(|[vsn —In(l—e )| >e) = 0;
(2) Ek~Ink, 0< B <1: 9;—;71\/(}1/)5,]\7 —/ ufﬁe*“du| > e) — 0;
(3) 1< & <Ink, B> 0: Py (o —e*| >e) = 0.

We remark, the limit when 8 = 0, is similar to Vershik’s result, and in some sense, a
reflection of the equivalence of ensembles between the canonical measures &), and Py N
as M and N diverge.

With this background, the purpose of the article is to consider a natural dynamics of
these varied shapes and to understand their hydrodynamic limits. Previously, in [FuSal,
Funaki and Sasada studied an evolutional model of the Young diagrams, with respect to
the ‘uniform’ grand ensembles & y, as well as certain ‘restricted’ uniform ensembles when
B = 0, providing a dynamical interpretation with respect to the Vershik curve ¢ (ITJ).
However, the dynamics that we introduce is more general and different than that in [FuSal.

Consider the gradient particle system associated with the Young diagrams with generator

LEE©) => { [£ (€)= £O] xgem>o0y
k=1
+ [F(EF 1) = FO)] xqery>06>11 }

where A\ = e AEr1=E)=1/N (cf Fig. B). Here, £¥*+! is the configuration obtained by
moving a particle from & to k £ 1.

The interpretation of this dynamics, which preserves particle mass, in the ‘language of
polymers’ is as follows: A monomer is added to a polymer of size k with rate A\; and
removed with rate 1. In this dynamics, the gradients £ qualitatively tend to states of lower
energy £.. This dynamics is spatially inhomogeneous when 5 > 0 in that A\ # Agy+1, and
is not translation-invariant in general, being limited to Z*, rather than Z. An important
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F1GURE 3. Gradient particle system: Particles at sites £ > 2 move to the
left with rate 1, to the right with rate Ag; particles at £ = 1, move only to
the right with rate A;.

feature is that the grand canonical measures &g n are invariant under L. See [Fl], [KSS]
for discussions of related polymerization processes.

Moreover, in terms of the associated Young diagrams, an ‘empty’ lower left corner, adja-
cent to three squares, with vertex at (k, -) is filled with a square with rate Ag, and a square,
with an upper right corner not adjacent to any other square, is removed with rate 1; for
instance, in Fig. 1, turning the empty corner at (1,3) into a square corresponds with the
particle at k¥ = 1 moving to location k¥ = 2, and removing the square with corner (2,3)
means a particle at k = 2 moves to k = 1.

Let & denote the associated Markov process. We will be interested in the process n; =
&n2, seen in diffusive scale, where time is speeded up by N? and space by N. Since 7, is
viewed as the negative gradient of its corresponding height function ), the scaling from
to ¢Yg,n (cf. Fig. ) motivates the following definition of the empirical measure

N oo
m (dw) = =2 > (k) (de).
k=1
Here, N = €5V is a choice so that the total mass of 7’ under P4 y is of O(1).
We will show (Theorems [Z4] 25 and [2Z.6]), under diffusive scalings, for a large class of

initial conditions supported on configurations with O(NN 5 1Y expected number of particles
N

at level N, that the empirical measures ;' converge weakly to a delta mass supported
on the unique weak solution of a macroscopic equation, depending on the structure of the
energy &., as N — 00:
p p
1 =0: Op=0>——+0p——;
+x
(2) 0<B<1,E ~Ink: Oip=02p+ 0, (ﬂx p);

(3) B>0,1< & < Ink: dp=0%p+ Oup.
Since the particle density is related to the shape function by (z) = f;o p(u)du, we
obtain (Corollary 2.7) the macroscopic equations for ¢:

N a_ . _ Ozt 0z
(1) B=0: 3t1/)—3z<1_aww>+1_amw,
B+

(2) 0< B <1, E ~Ink: Opp = 0% + " Opth;

(3) B>0,1 <& < Ink: Opp = 0% + 9.

To shed light on these limits, the drift N(\; — 1) is quite informative. When 8 = 0, or
when 1 < & < Ink, this drift tends to —1, but when & ~ Ink, it converges to a function
of the scaled position. The function p/(1 + p) is in a sense the macroscopic average value
of X{y,(k)>0y With respect to the grand canonical ensemble. When 3 = 0, the scaling limit
recovers this form. But, when 8 > 0, as there is an additional scaling factor involved to
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obtain a nontrivial limit, what needs to be replaced is NgXx{y,(k)>0}, Which is close to the
linearization of p/(1+ p), namely p; see Step 1 of Section [ for a more technical discussion.
From a physical perspective, the linear PDE limits reflect an effective transport of mass,
which was not immediately apparent to us before deriving them.

The proof strategy is to consider the evolution of the empirical measure 7} acting on
test functions through It6’s formula with respect to the zero-range process 7.. In calculating
the generator action, nonlinear functions of 7. emerge. However, because of non translation-
invariance and inhomogeneity, standard methods such as ‘entropy’ or ‘relative entropy’ do
not apply immediately to replace these terms with averaged expressions in terms of V.
We use nontrivial modifications, however, of certain ‘local’ hydrodynamic 1 and 2-block
replacement estimates, originally introduced in the study of ‘tagged’ particles in [JLS].
This replacement, in particular, makes use of a spectral gap estimate that we provide and
Feynman-Kac and Rayleigh formulas. Interestingly, only when 8 = 0, does one need both
‘local’ 1 and 2-block replacements. Otherwise, when 8 > 0, a ‘local’ 1-block replacement
suffices. In the proof of the 1 and 2-block estimates, we use that the process is ‘attractive’,
a feature which allows a certain coupling to be employed, facilitating truncation and other
estimates. Then, with tightness of the empirical measures, and uniqueness of weak solutions,
that we provide, the limits follow. See Sections[dl [l and [6] for more detailed proof outlines
and remarks.

We note, although equations (1), (1') when 8 = 0 match that in [FuSal, up to a constant
in front of the first order derivative term, our results are different in several ways. Here,
the dynamics that we work with is weakly asymmetric zero-range process (WAZRP) on Z™T,
which is in general spatially inhomogeneous, and one whose evolution preserves the total
number of particles. However, the model in [FuSal is a different WAZRP on Z*, one which
does not conserve particle mass, with a weakly asymmetric reservoir at site 0. Importantly,
the proof in [FuSa] relies on the presence of this reservoir. Also, [FuSa] considers initial
profiles ¥(0, z) where lim,_,0%(0,z) = oo and obtain scaling limits (¢, z) such that also
lim,_, 9 (t,2) = oo and the hydrodynamic equation when § = 0 holds. However, the initial
conditions are different in our case: We consider initial profiles, finite at time 0 and for all
later times ¢, that is 9(¢,0) = ¢(0,0) < oo, by conservation of particles in the dynamics.
Moreover, it seems such profiles are not admissible with respect to the proof in [FuSal, nor it
seems are diverging profiles 1(0, ) amenable to our arguments, which make use that there
are a finite number of particles at each level V.

From a broader point of view, random growth of Young diagrams also relates with the
much studied corner growth model in which only the addition of squares to the diagram
is allowed. Formally, in the study of hydrodynamic limits of the corner growth model, the
problem is often converted, by considering gradients, to a totally asymmetric simple exclu-
sion process, and the scaling is Euler, that is time and space are scaled at the same order.
See [ES] which discusses such and other dynamics. In contrast, our model of evolutional
Young diagrams is studied via their gradient systems which is a WAZRP. Our analysis is also
directly on this WAZRP on Z* and no further transformation to simple exclusion processes
is employed.

Organization of the article. The precise description of the model and results are
given in Section 2l Then, after preliminary definitions and estimates with respect to basic
martingales in Section Bl we give the proof outlines of Theorems 24 25 and 26l and
CorollaryZ7in Sections[@l Bl and@lrespectively. Main inputs into the proof are tightness and
other estimates of the underlying measures given in Section [l In Section [8 the important
1 and 2-block estimates are shown. Useful properties of the initial measures are given
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in Section Uniqueness of weak solution to the hydrodynamic equations is proved in
Section[I0l Finally, in the appendix, some remarks about boundary phenomena of invariant
measures are made.

2. MODEL DESCRIPTION AND RESULTS

We first specify certain Gibbs measures and their ‘static’ limits, which inform and mo-
tivate next our dynamical model that we introduce. Then, after prescribing the initial
conditions considered, we give the hydrodynamic limit results.

2.1. Grand canonical ensembles and ‘static’ limits. Let N = {1,2,...} be the natural
numbers, and Q = {0,1,2,.. .}N be the space of particle configurations. A configuration
& = (&(k))ken € Q specifies that there are (k) particles at sites k > 1.

Suppose that each particle at site k carries energy &, with respect to a function &. :
{0,1,2,...} — R* := [0,00). Following [FaSI], we will assume that the energy function &
has the following structure. Let RT := (0, 0o).

Condition 2.1. & = u(lnk) where u(-) : R — RT is differentiable and v'(-) is bounded,
lim, 00 u(x) = 00, and lim, oo v/(z) =0 or 1. We will say

o & ~1Ink’ denotes the case lim, oo v/ (x) = 1 and

o 1 <& < 1Ink’ stands for the case lim, o u'(x) = 0.

In passing, we note the constant 1 in the limit when & ~ Ink is chosen to be definite,
although it could be specified as another positive constant. Also, as the derivative u’ is
bounded, that the infimum inf & /k = 0 is achieved as k 1 oo, a specification important in
[FaSl]. In addition, the condition allows a comparison, & — & = u/(Iny) In(k/l), where y
is between k and [, afforded by the mean value theorem, which will be useful in some later
estimates.

For fixed 8 > 0, specify the grand canonical ensemble on 2,

Py (€) = =B Then EREN " Tyex ke(h)
) Zﬁ7N
Observe that Z3 x has a product structure: P (&) = [[re; Ps,n,k(E(k)) where P35 n i
is Geometric with parameter
0p = e*ﬁ&rk/N7
that is, for n > 0,
Zp.Nk(n) = (1—0k)0;.
Let
co = mkin ePx,
Trivially ¢g = 1 when 8 = 0 and ¢y > 1 otherwise. For fixed g8 and 0 < ¢ < ¢g, we introduce
the product measures on 2,

%C,N(é-) = H%B,C,N,k(g(k"))'
k

Here, the marginal %3 . n i is the Geometric distribution with parameter

Op,c =l = ce PER—k/N

and mean
O . ce—BE—k/N

Phe =1 6re  1—ce P H/N’ (2.1)
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FIGURE 4. Examples of ¢. in all the three regimes. The dotted curves
represent ¢ = ¢y and solid curves are for general ¢’s which are strictly less
than c¢p.

well-defined when ¢ < ¢.

The strength of the parameter ¢ reflects the density of the sizes {£(k)} in the system.
Clearly, Zn = Py, n is the special case of Z. y with § =0 and ¢ = 1. Also, we note the
case ¢ = 0 is trivial, as Zy,y puts no particles anywhere.

The family {%. n} will be seen as invariant measures for the dynamics, specified in the
next subsection.

Recall

Ng = &Pt (2.2)
We distinguish three regimes depending on the form of & and 3:
(1) B=0: Ng=1,
(2) & ~Inkand 0 < B < 1: Ng=o0o(N) and limpyqeo Ng = 00
(3) 1« & < Inkand 8> 0: Ng=o0(N) and limy4eo Ng = 00

When ¢ < ¢y, in Lemma [0.4) we show the following mean Egz, , and variance Varg,

estimates, under %, v, for the number of particles in the system:

Eg. Zg O(NN;"), and Varg, , Zg o(N?Ng?). (2.3)
k=1
However, when ¢ = ¢y, we show in Lemma [A 1] in the Appendix that the orders of the
expected value and variance are strictly greater. In a sense, the case ¢ = ¢y represents a
boundary, avoided for the most part in the sequel, so that we may unify statements and
techniques.
In the three cases above, we now associate certain profiles ¢.:

(1) ¢c = f? when ﬁ = 0,

(2) ¢ =cxPe ™ when & ~Ink and 0 < B < 1,

(3) ¢ =ce * when 1 < & < Ink and g > 0.
When 0 < ¢ < ¢y, we observe that ¢. € L*(RT). These profiles are the ‘static’ limits of the
gradients under the measures %, n.

Proposition 2.2. Suppose € and [ satisfy the conditions of regimes (1), (2) or (3) above.
Fiz 0 < ¢ < cg. Then, for any test function G € C°*(RY) and § > 0

Jim 7.y [ Ne ZG k/N)E( / G(z)be(z)dx

> 51 =0 (2.4)
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where ¢. takes the appropriate form in each regime (1), (2) or (3).

In passing, we remark, when ¢ = cg, the above limit still holds. See Lemma [A2]in the
Appendix for an argument.

We will state later in Subsection 23] that this proposition is a corollary of ([2.9)), which is
proved in Proposition

2.2. Dynamics. We now define the gradient evolutions of the Young diagrams. Informally,

9];“ and to its left site & with
k

particles at site k jump to its right site k£ + 1 with rate A\ :=

rate 1. Particles at site 1 jump only to site 2.
For each N > 1, the evolution is a type of zero-range Markov process, § = (§:(k)) >, € 2,

on ZT and generator

LEE) =D { [£ (€)= £O] xgem»oy + [F (€57 = FO] xqewy>0.k>1 }
k=1

where
A= % — o BErs1—E) /N (2.5)
k
Here, £%Y(k) = £(k)—1, £(k)+1, and £(k) when respectively k = z, k =y, and k # x,y. We
note when 3 > 0, the process has spatially inhomogeneous rates in that Ay is not constant
in k. See [A] for more discussion about zero-range processes.

Under the initial measures we use, there will be a large, but finite number of particles,
of order O(NNﬂ_l), at all times in the system, and so in fact the process can be seen as a
countable state space chain.

In Lemma 0.1, we verify that Eg, \(Lf(£)) = 0 for all bounded, test functions f de-
pending only on a finite number of occupation variables {£(k)}. Therefore, the family of
measures {#,. n} is invariant under the dynamics generated by L.

We will observe the evolution speeded up by N2, and consider in the sequel the process
M := Enze, generated by N2L, for times 0 < ¢ < T, where T > 0 refers to a fixed time
horizon.

We will access the space-time structure of the process through the scaled mass empirical
measure,

N o0
N (de) = Wﬁ ; 10 (k) Oy (de).
Clearly 7 is a locally finite measure on RY. Let M be the space of locally finite measures
on RY = (0,00), and observe that ¥ € M. Let also C.(R}) be the space of compactly
supported continuous on R}, endowed with the topology of uniform convergence on compact
sets. For {fi} ey @ countable dense set in C.(RY), we equip M with the distance d(u,v) =
S 9k [ fi(dp—dv)|

k=1 L[ [ fr(dp—dv)]

Then, (M, d) is a complete separable metric space and, for a sequence of measures in M,
convergence in the metric d is equivalent to convergence in the vague topology. Here, the
trajectories {m' : 0 <t < T} are elements of the Skorokhod space D([0,T], M), endowed
with the associated Skorokhod topology.

In the following, for G € Ce(R}) and 7 € M, denote (G, ) = [;° G(u)dr(u). Also, for
a given measure u, we denote expectation and variance with respect to u by E,, and Var,,.
Also, the process measure and associated expectation governing 7. starting from p will be
denoted by P, and E,,.
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2.2.1. Attractiveness of the dynamics. Since X{e¢(r)>0} is an increasing function in &, the
dynamics generated by L is ‘attractive’, a fact that allows use of the ‘basic coupling’ in
our proofs (cf. [A], Chapter IT in [L]): Let u, v be two probability measures on 2. We say
that p < v, that is p is stochastically dominated by v, if for all f : Q@ — R coordinately
increasing, we have E,(f) < E,(f). Attractiveness asserts that if y < v, then we have

Eu(f(&)) < Eu(f(&)) for all t > 0.

2.3. Initial conditions. We first specify a set of natural initial conditions, which will be
a case of a more general class of initial conditions given later. Consider an initial density
profile pp : RY — R* such that py € L(RT). For all N,k € N, let

k/N
Png =N po()d.
(k—-1)/N
Define a sequence of ‘local equilibrium’ measures {uN } Nen corresponding to pg:

(1) Forall N € Nand n € Q, uN(n) = [1,—, #f (n(k)) with pf Geometric distributions
with parameter 0y .
On &
1—-0nk
(3) p! is stochastically bounded by Z. y for some 0 < ¢ < co.

1
(2) Impy oo N > ret1 INspn & — P i.] = 0 where py p = is the mean of u.

We note that the last condition, given that the marginals of 1/ are Geometric, is equivalent
to 9N,k < 9}676 =cl = cePE—k/N

As might be suspected, given the family of profiles {¢.} are the static limits when the
process is started from {Z%. y} (Proposition 2.2), we show in Lemma[0.3] that the invariant
measures %, n, for 0 < ¢ < ¢, are local equilibrium measures with Oy, = 6y, and pg = ¢..

We now specify a more general class of initial measures v, namely those which satisfy
the following condition. In Proposition @5, we verify that the local equilibria v are in fact
explicit members of this class.

Condition 2.3. For N € N, let vV be a sequence of probability measures on .
M(

(1) Suppose py € L*(R*), and for each N € N, vV is a product measure, v~ (n) =

[Tiey v (n(k)) such that marginals v have mean my y where

1o _
]\}gnoo N 1; |Nsmy .k — P il = 0.

(2) We have v is stochastically bounded by Z.n for a 0 < c < cy.
(3) The relative entropy of v with respect to %en is of order NNEl: Let fy =
dvN [d%e . Then, HWN|Ze ) = [ foln fod%en = O(NNg').

When the process starts from {vV}yen, in the class satisfying Condition 23 we will
denote by Py := P,~ and Ey := E_ ~, the associated process measure and expectation.
Members of this class have the following properties, useful in later arguments:

e Total bound on the number of particles (Lemma [@.7)): For 0 <¢ < T,

ENZﬁt(k) = O(NNg™). (2.6)
k=1
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e Variance bound (Lemma[@.8): For 0 <t¢ < T,
Z Varp,, (n:(k)) = O(N2Nﬁ_2). (2.7)

e Site particle bound (Lemma[@9): For 0 <a <band 0 <t < T,

sup sup  sup NgEn[m(k)] < oc. (2.8)
N aN<k<bN 0<t<T

e Initial convergence (Proposition [@.I0): For any G € C°(RY), and § > 0,

N —oc0

lim N H% g Gk/N)y(k) — /OOO G(a:)po(x)dx‘ > 5} —0. (2.9)

By the discussion of attractiveness in Subsection Z22.1] and that vV < %Z. x and Z. y is
an invariant measure, we have

En [f(nt)] < E%c,N [f(nt)] = E%c,N [f(ﬁ)] ) (2'10)

for all functions f increasing coordinatewise, and all ¢ > 0.

In addition, we see that Proposition[2.2]is a corollary of (2], since the invariant measures
Ze N, for ¢ < ¢, are local equilibrium measures, and in fact satisfy Condition

We note, as a consequence of the attractiveness and (23), that [;° G(z)po(z)dz <
fooo G(z)¢.(x)dx for nonnegative G, and so necessarily pg < @e.

2.4. Results. Following on the discussion of ‘static’ limits, we now arrive at our main
results on the evolution of macroscopic density. These separate into three limits depending
on which of the three regimes are in force.

Let € be the space of functions p : [0,T] x RT — R™ such that the map ¢t € [0,T] ~

p(t, az)daz € M is vaguely continuous; that is, for each G € C2°(RY), the map t € [0,T] —

fo p(t,x)dzx is continuous.

A standlng assumption in the sequel is that the process 7. begins from initial measures
{vV} Nyen satisfying Condition

Theorem 2.4. Suppose B = 0 and py € L*(RY). Then, for any t > 0, test function
G € CX(RY), and 6 > 0,

hmIP’N th / G(z twdw‘>5}

where p(t,x) is the unique weak solution in the class € of the equation

p=02—"L_ 19, L
W= Tt o1

) = oo odr = [ oo(Vde - 2.11
p(0,) = po("), /0 p(t,)d /0 po(z)d (2.11)
p(t,") < é.(-) € LL(RY) for all t € [0,T].

Theorem 2.5. Suppose &, ~Ink, 0 < B <1 and py € L*(RT). Then, for any t > 0, test
function G € C*(RY), and § > 0,

Jim ]P’NH<G,7TtN> - /OOO G(:z:)p(t,a:)da:‘ > 5} -0
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where p(t,x) is the unique weak solution in the class € of the equation

+x
dip = 3§p+3x(ﬁ p)
%o oo
p0.) =) [ pttos = [ (e (2.12)
0 0
p(t,) < ¢e(-) € LYRT) for all t € [0, T).
Theorem 2.6. Suppose 1 < &, < Ink, 8> 0 and pg € L*(RT). Then, for any t > 0, test
function G € C*(RY), and § > 0,
limIP’N th / G(z txdx’>5]
N —o00
where p(t,x) is the unique weak solution in the class € of the equation
Op = 0zp+ Oup
p0.9=po) [ plt)is= [ s (213)
0 0
p(t,") < é.(-) € LL(RY) for all t € [0,T].

We now go back to the Young diagrams and explain the results in this context. For each
particle configuration 7, the corresponding shape function of the diagram is

Un(t,x) = % > me(k). (2.14)

k>zN

The hydrodynamic limits for the diagrams will follow from the hydrodynamic limits of the
density profiles.

Let W be the class of continuous functions ¢ : [0,7] x Rt — R* such that, for each
t€[0,T], ¥(t,-) : Rt — RT is absolutely continuous.

Corollary 2.7. With respect to the shape functions, the following limits hold.

(1) Consider the assumptions of Theorem [2.4} Then, for any t > 0, test function
G € CX(RY), and 6 > 0,

lim ]PN }/ 2w (t, ) de — /Ooo G(xw(t,x)dx} > 5} —0, (2.15)

N—o0

where Y(t,x) is the unique weak solution in the class W of the equation

_ Oz 0z
O =0 (1— 11/))+1—8m1/)
f po(w)du, limg o ¥(t,z) =0 ‘ (2.16)

w(t,O) =1(0,0), 0<—=0,0(t,-) < de(:) for all t €[0,T].

(2) Consider the assumptions of Theorem [2.8  Then, for any t > 0, test function
G € CX(RY), and 6 > 0,

lim ]P’N ’/ )N (t x)da:—/oo G(x)d)(t,:z:)d:z:’ > 5} =0
N—o0 0
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where Y(t,x) is the unique weak solution in the class W of the equation

0 ¢ 8% 2Ty
f po w)du, limg oo ¥(t, ) =0 : (2.17)
d’(tvo) =1(0,0), 0<—=0u¢(t,-) < de(*) for all t € [0,T].
(3) Consider the assumptions of Theorem [Z.6. Then, for any t > 0, test function
G e CX(RY), and § > 0,

limPN‘/ G(z z/JNtxdx—/ G(z twdw‘>6}=0
N —o00
where Y(t,x) is the unique weak solution in the class W of the equation

615'@[] = ag’@[] + aﬂa"/}
z) = [ po(u)du, limg_eotp(t,x) =0 . (2.18)
1/)(1570) = 1/}(050)7 0< —811/1@, ) < ¢c() fOT allt € [OvT]

3. MARTINGALE FRAMEWORK

The proofs of the main results make use of the stochastic differential of (G, 7}¥), written
in terms of certain martingales. Let G be a compactly supported function on R™ x RF, and
let us write Gi(x) := G(t, x), for t > 0. Consider the mean zero martingale,

t
WP = (Gl = (Go.rd) = [ 00 (Gl + NL (G ) s
0

Define the discrete Laplacian Ay and discrete gradient V y as

a6 () =3 (e () () - 26(x))

mua(h) =(e(H) -e(h)

Then, we may compute

L{Gg,wl) i (ANG ( ) 1/N VNG (k)) NpX {n. (k)>0}

+ N\ VNG, ( )NﬁX{n (1)>0}-

Since G is compactly supported on R, we note that the last term vanishes for all N large.
For later reference, we will call

(3.1)

R k Ak k
Dg:k = ANGS(N) + 1/N VNG (N) (3.2)
Define also N )
o —
o, 8) = lim N
k/N—zx
Observing

\p = e*ﬁ(5k+1ffk)71/N — efﬁ(u(lnkJrl)fu(lnk))fl/N7

we have for all x > 0 that

(2. 6) = -1 whenfB3=0o0rl1< & <k
T, P) = —B+z  Shen & ~ Ink.

x

(3.3)
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Moreover, for 0 < a < b < oo, N large, and aN < k < bN, we conclude

s B+0b
D% 2ve). (3.4

<2 (HAGHOO AL
The quadratic variation of MtN’G is given by

(MNGY, = /Ot {N2L ((Gs,ws ) ) —2<Gs,7rév>L<GS,7rév>}ds.

Straightforward calculation shows that

Np

t 1 0
(M), A {NZM (VNG (k/N))? NaX (. (k)>0}
k=1

1 o0
+ > (VNG (k/N))? NBX{ns(k)>0}} ds.
k=2

An useful bound on this variation is as follows. Recall the estimates on Ng (cf. ([22])).

Lemma 3.1. For smooth G with compact support in RT x RY | there is a constant Cq such
that for large N,
sup Ex(MN-C), < CoTNsgN~L.
0<t<T
Proof. Suppose that G; is supported on [a,b] with 0 < a < b < oo for all ¢t. For N large, we
have
bN

En(M™N€), =NgN~ ”EN / > DRANsX .k >>0}d5}
k=aN
bN
<CHNgN~ 1EN / > Nexq. (k)>0}d5]
k=aN

where D% = A (VNG (k/N))* + (VNG (k/N))? and |D§| < CL.

For the case 3 = 0, since Ng = 1, we bound Xx(,x)>0} by 1. Then, Ex(MNG), <
CELN7Y(b— a)t, from which the lemma follows.

For the other two cases of 3 > 0, we bound X y&)>0y by 7(k). Then,

t oo
CéNﬁN”EN[/O %ZNﬁns(k)dS}
k=1

CLNsN~“Ey {% >~ Namo(k)|-
k=1

IN

]EN <MN,G>t

We have used that total number of particles is conserved in the last equality. Then, by (2.6]),
1
we obtain supy Ex N > pey Ngno(k)| < oo, thereby finishing the argument. ]

4. PROOF OUTLINE: HYDRODYNAMIC LIMITS WHEN 3 =0

We give the proof of Theorem 2.4 in outline form, referring to estimates proved in later
sections. Since Ng =1 for § =0, we have

Znt )01/n (dz).
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We denote by QV the probability measure on the trajectory space D([0, T, M) governing
7N when the process starts from . By Lemma [Tl the family of measures {QN}NGN is
tight with respect to the uniform topology, stronger than the Skorokhod topology, and all
limit measures are supported on vaguely continuous trajectories ., that is for each test
function G € C°(RY), the map ¢ — (G, ) is continuous.

Let now @ be any limit measure. We show that () is supported on weak solutions to the
nonlinear PDE (2.17)).

Step 1. Take any smooth G with compact support in [0, 7] x RF. To obtain the form of the
limit equation, recall the martingale MtN ‘% and its quadratic variation (MY-@); introduced
in the last section.

2
Since G is smooth and with compact support, by Lemma 3.1l we have Ey ( M:]FV ’G) =
Ey (<MN7G>T) vanishes as N — co. Then, by Doob’s inequality, for each § > 0,

t
Px( sup |<Gt,7rtN>—<Go,7réV>—/ ((0.Go, 7N} + N2L(Gy, 7)) ds| > 6)
0<t<T 0

< ;—2IEN(<MN’G>T) — 0 as N — oo.

Recall the computation of N2L (G4, 72) in @I). Then,

t
i e (s, (01 = (Gl - [ (00,72 "
L N - )
+N k:Z(;N (ANGS (N) + 1/N VnGs (N)) X{ns(k)>0}> ds| > 5) —0.

Step 2. We would like to replace the nonlinear term Xy, (x>0} by a function of the

empirical density of particles within a macroscopically small box. To be precise, let 7! (x) =

1
a1 Zly—wl <1 M(y), that is the average density of particles in the box centered at x with

length 27 + 1.
Recall the coefficient D]C\’;Z in (3:2). By the triangle inequality, the 1 and 2-block estimates
(Lemmas and B4) give immediately the following replacement lemma.

Lemma 4.1 (Replacement Lemma). For each 6 > 0,

limsup limsup Py Hi Z /T D¢t (X E)>0Y — M)dt‘ > 5} =0
c=0  N—oo N St Jo NIAEREZ0E T 2N () B

Step 3. For each € > 0, take (. = (25)_1)([,515]. The average density 1V (k) is written as
a function of the empirical measure 7 y2;

2e N

= oo (e = /N), ).

N (k)

Also, as A\, = e~ Y/N when = 0, we have N(\, — 1) ~ —1 (cf. @3)).
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Then, we get from (£1]), noting the form of D]C\;,’Z, that

T
lim sup lim sup Q~ <’ <GT,7T71Y> — <G0,7Tév> — / (<85G5,7Tév>
0

e—0 N —oc0

bN
1 k k (te (- — k/N), 7))
= A6 (5) - VG () 278 ds| > | =
v 2 ( ~) VAN e ey 1) 1
Notice that we replaced Vy and Ay by V and A, respectively.
The error in replacing the Riemann sum by an integral is o(1). We get

e—0 N —o0

o (te(- — ), 7)) B
+/O /0 (AG, (z) — VG, (2)) <L8(._x)77rév)>+lda:> ds| >5> -

Taking N — oo, along a subsequence, as the set of trajectories in ([@2]) is open with
respect to the uniform topology, we obtain

T
lim sup lim sup Q~ <’ <GT,7TJTV> — <G0,7T(J)V> —/ (<8 Gy, N > s
0
(4.2)

e—0

+ /0 T (AG, (1) - VG, (2) <Lib(‘f ('_;i);:ﬁ 1d;v> ds‘ > 5) =0

Step 4. We show in Lemma that @ is supported on trajectories 7s(dz) = p(s,x)dx
where p € L*([0,T] x R). To replace {tc(- — z),7s) by p(s,z), it is enough to show, for all

é > 0, that
T oo L
/ / D, ( el —2) M) _pls:7) ) dads| > 6| =0
o Jo el — D) +1 7 T+ p(s,)
where Dg s = AGs (z) + VG, (2). In fact, considering the Lebesgue points of p, almost
surely with respect to Q,

i | [ R e [ [

Now, we have

lim sup @ <’ (Gp,7r) — (Go, m0) — /OT (<8SGS,7TS>

limsup @ (

e—0

Q (\ (Grop(T.) = (Gopl0.2) ~ | " (04Gpls. )

+/O°0 (AG; () — VG4 (2)) %dw) ds‘ = 0) =1.

Step 5. Hence, each p(t,x) solves weakly the equation d;p = 82? + 00— + PEEE As we
p

have already remarked that @ is supported on vaguely continuous trajectories (Lemma [TT]),
we have that p belongs to %.

We claim now that p(t,x) satisfies the initial value problem (2II)): Indeed, the initial
condition p(0,z) = po(x) holds by [29). By Lemma [[.2] we have p(t,z) < ¢.(z) for all
0 <t < T. The conservation of mass [° p(t,z)dz = [~ po(x)dz is proved in Lemma 7.3l
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We show in Subsection [I0.1l that there is at most one weak solution p to (2.I1]), subject to
these constraints. We conclude then that the sequence of QV converges weakly to the Dirac
measure on p(-,z)dr. Finally, as Q" converges to Q with respect to the uniform topology,
we have for each 0 <t < T that (G,n}") weakly converges to the constant [ G(z)p(t,z)dz,
and therefore convergence in probability as stated in Theorem [2.4]

5. PROOF OUTLINE: HYDRODYNAMIC LIMITS WHEN (3 > 0

In this section, we sketch a proof of both Theorems2.Hand 2.6 following the the argument
for the g = 0 case.

Step 1. The replacement lemma we need here is simpler than for the case § = 0, as it
relies only on a 1-block estimate. Because of the form of the function Ngx(y,x)>0}, from
the 1-block estimate, it is close to Ngnt(k)/(1 + ni(k)). However, as Ngni(k) is of order
O(1), and therefore 7}(k) = o(1), we may replace Ngni(k)/(1+ ni(k)) by its linearization
Ngnt(k). Then, using smoothness of the test function, n!(k) may be replaced by 7;(k), so
that a 2-blocks estimate is not needed. Moreover, we see as a consequence that a linear
PDE arises in the hydrodynamic limit.

Recall the expression DJC\;,Z in (32).

Lemma 5.1 (Replacement Lemma). For each smooth, compactly supported function G on

[0,T] x RE, we have
limsupEy |— Z / DY (NaX(ney>0p — Nam(k)) dt| =
N—o0 k—aN

Proof. By smoothness of the test function G, it suffices to show

lim sup lim sup Exn
w00 N—oo

/ DF% (NoX(nuky>0y — Nanf(k)) dt| =

kaN

and in turn enough to show that

limsuplimsup sup Ey
l—o0 N—oo aN<k<bN

By the 1-block estimate (Lemma [B2]),

T !
Ngn (k)
DGt (N _ VBTl )dt -0
/0 Nk BX{n:(k)>0} 1+ 5 (k)

Adding and subtracting Ngnl(k), noting the uniform bound on D]C\;,’,; after (3:2), (51) will
follow if we have

N k
limsuplimsup sup EN/ 6(7772()) dt =0
lso0 N—oo aN<k<bN 0 1+ n; (k)

T
G,
/0 Dk (NoXgn,vy>0y — Npng(k)) dt| =

limsuplimsup sup Ey
ls00 N—oo aN<k<bN

In fact, by attractiveness (2.10), noting that %, n is an invariant measure, it will be enough
to verify that

limsuplimsup sup FEgz, M =0.
lsoo  N—oo aN<k<bN 1+n'(k)
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To this end, for any [, N, alN < k < bN, noting that Z. n is a product measure, we have

1 2
Hee (%) S Bt (NB ()’ (5.2)
. Ng '
2l+ ’ ZH:QEJCN m#m%k<IE%6,N(n(y))E%,N(n(m))_
m—k|<l

Recall, under Z. v, that {n(j)} is a sequence of Geometric variables with parameters ;. =
ce P& =I/N We may calculate that (5.2)) equals

Ng Z 2 Ng Z
21+ 1)2 [Pt i 20 +1)2 s
@+ lj—k|< @2 +1) j;ﬁ‘m,\jk—li\lg

By the site particle bound (2.8]), we have

sup sup Ngpj.c < 0.
N aN—I<j<bN+l
Also, as 3 > 0, we have Ng = eV — o0,
Hence, we see that (5.3) is of order O(Nz 1=t + 17! + N;'), which vanishes as N — oo
and then [ — oo. O

Step 2. Now, with the help of this replacement lemma and following Steps 1 and 2 in the
proof of Theorem 2.4 we readily have

T
Tim QY <| <GT,W§V>_<GO,W§>_/O ((0.Gun)

bN

+% > (ANGS (%) + Al/N VNG (;)) Ngns(k:)> ds| > 5) -

k=aN

-1
Recall a(z, f) = lim Nooo equals —(8+x)/x when & ~ Ink and equals —1 when

Ak
RN 1/N
1< & < Ink (cf. B3)). Then we may replace Vy, Ay, and N(A; — 1) by V, A, and
a(x, B) respectively, in (54]). We obtain

lim QNU <GT,7T]TV> - <G077T(J)v> - /OT (<65G5,7T£V>

N—o00

+ (AG, + a(z, B)VGs, 7N >) ds| > 5} =0.

Step 3. Now, the sequence {Q™V} is tight with respect to the uniform topology by Lemma
[[1l Let Q be a limit point. Then,

Q[<GT,7TT>—<G0,7T0>—/0T(<85G5,7T5> n <AGS+a(x,[3)VGS,7rS>) ds:o} —

Since @ is supported on absolutely continuous trajectories m(dz) = p(t,z)dz, where p €
L'([0,T] x R") by Lemma [[.2] we have that each p(t,z) is a weak solution of ([2I2) or
@I3), depending on the choice of energy &. Using the uniqueness results when 8 > 0
shown in Subsection [[0.2] we now follow exactly Step 5 of the proof given in 8 = 0 case, to
obtain the full statements of Theorems and O



18 IBRAHIM FATKULLIN, SUNDER SETHURAMAN, AND JIANFEI XUE

6. PROOF OUTLINE: HYDRODYNAMIC LIMITS FOR THE DIAGRAMS
In this section, we prove Corollary 2771 We will only prove the 8 = 0 case. The other
two cases follow from similar arguments.

Step 1. We will assume the hydrodynamic limit result Theorem 24 holds. First, we show
that we may extend the limit

lim Py

: iig L ne (k) — Oog(x)p(t,x)d:z >4 =0 (6.1)
N—o0 N 1 N 0

to all g € C°(RY) supported on [a,00) and satisfying g(z) = g(b) for all z > b for some
0 < a<b< oo. Indeed, fix such a g and take g, € C>(RY) such that g, = g on (0,n).
Then,

v+ ig(ﬁ)w) - [ sttt > o]
<py[% Zgn( )= [ an(eta)de] > 5]

#Ball 2 (57) - e ()0 - [ 00 —sutept ] > 5]

Since gy, is compacted supported, by Theorem 2.4, the first term vanishes as N — co.
As p < ¢ and ¢. € L*(RT), for n large enough, the second term is bounded from above

by
S () o) o] = ] < n 22 S - )

By attractiveness ([2.10) and the Markov inequality, the right-hand side probability is

bounded by (8(|gllec/0)N " )5, Bz, v (1(k)). By &3), we observe Y, -, Ez, y(n(k)) =
O(N). Hence, the above display vanishes as n — oo uniformly for N > 1, and (6] is
proved.

Step 2. Define 1(t,z) = [ p(t,z)dz. Then, (t,z) belongs to W and is the unique
weak solution of (ZI6]) as shown in Subsection [0l Now, fix any G € C° (R*) and define
fo u)du for all x € RY. By integration by parts, we have [~ G(z)y(t,z)dz =
fO p(t, ) da:
Recall 1/)N from (ZTI4). Using summation by parts, we have

/OOOG(I)U)N(t,x)dx_g:l [9(%) _g(k )}d’N(t E/)
~5 ()
k=1

Then, we obtain (ZI8) from (6.1 and Corollary 277 is proved. O

7. TIGHTNESS AND PROPERTIES OF LIMIT MEASURES

In this section, we obtain tightness of the family of probability measures {QN } Nen On
the trajectory space D([0,T], M). Then, we show some properties of the limit measures Q.
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7.1. Tightness. We show that {Q"} is tight with respect to the uniform topology, stronger
than the Skorokhod topology on D([0,T], M).

Lemma 7.1. {QN}NGN is relatively compact with respect to the uniform topology. As a
consequence, all limit points QQ are supported on vaguely continuous trajectories m, that is
for G € CX(RY) we have t € [0,T] — (G, ) is continuous.

Proof. Recall the distance d and space of measures M in the introduction. To show that
{QN} is relatively compact with respect to uniform topology, we show the following items
(cf.p.51 [KL).

(1) For each t € [0,T], € > 0, there exists compact set K. C M such that

sup Q™ [7N 7)Y ¢ K, .| <e. (7.1)
N
(2) For every € > 0,
s T N[ N . N _N _
’lylg% A}gnooQ [w, : osup d(m,mg ) > 5} =0. (7.2)

[t—s|<vy

We now argue the first condition (ZI)). Indeed, since the dynamics is attractive (cf. (Z10))),
we have

QN[<177riV> > A} < %‘C,N[N*NB S k) > A].
E>1

Applying Markov’s inequality and using the mean particle estimate ([2.3)), we obtain

C

QYY) > A <2

for some constant C' independent of N and A. Notice that the set {u € M : (1,u) < A} is
compact in M, then the first condition (7)) is checked by taking A large.

To show the second condition (7.2)), it is enough to show a counterpart of the condition
for the distributions of (G,7Y) where G is any smooth test function with compact support
in R (cf.p.54, [KL]). In other words, we need to show, for every e > 0,

lim lim QY [FN : sup ’(G,th> - <G,7T£V>‘ > 5} =0. (7.3)

¥—0 N—oo |t_5|<’Y

We now show the condition ([73)). Since

t
N\ __ N 2 N N,G
s Nt - ) » s t
(G <G7T0>+/NL<G7T )ds + M
0

t
we only need to consider the oscillations of / N?L <G, 7T£V > ds and MtN G respectively.

0
Suppose that G has support [a, b] with 0 < a < b < co. Recall the generator computation
@BI). For N large, we have

sup ‘/tN2L<G,7r7J.V>dT}

[t—s|<vy'Js
t bN
B Ng Ap — 1
‘uf?fiw‘ / { P (AvG (/N) + 27 vNG<k/N>)x{m<k>>o}}dT\

t N bN
<C¢ sup /{WB Z X{nf(k)>o}}d7-

[t—s|<~ k—aN
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t
When § = 0, we have Ng = 1. Since x{;(x)>0} < 1, then sup,_, } / N?L <G, 7T.,]_V> dT’ <

Ca (b — a)y vanishes as v — 0.
For other case 8 > 0, we bound X {,x)>0} < 7(k). Then, by conservation of mass,

+ [e%S)
< Cg sup / {%ZNBﬁr(k)}dT
s k=1

[t—s|<vy

sup
[t—s|<y

t
/ N?L{G,nY)dr

S

1 o0
= CG'YN I;Nﬁno(k)-

Recall the total expected number of particles is of order NN ! (cf. @8)). By Markov in-

t
/ N2L(G,xN ) dr| > s} < @EN(N*E,;";INMO(@), van-

equality, Qv [sup‘t_s‘<V
ishes as N 1 oo and v | 0.

Next, we treat the martingale MtN’G. Trivially, by ‘MtNG - MSNG| < ‘MtNG‘ + |MSN’G‘7
we have

Pu( sup [MVC - MNC| > ) <oy ( sup M| > 2/2)
[t—s|<v 0<t<T

which, by Chebychev and Doob’s inequality, is bounded by

8 N,G 2 32 N,G 2 32 N.,G
B [( e, M) ] < SB[ )] = SEN ),

Now, by Lemma B, (MY %7 is of order O(NgN~!) = o(1) (cf. (ZZ)). Then, we
conclude

lim lim ]P’N( sup ’MtN’G—MSN’G’>g) =0. 0

¥—0 N—oo \t—s\<v

7.2. Properties of limit measures. By Lemma [T the sequence {QN } is relatively

compact with respect to the uniform topology. Consider any convergent subsequence of Qv
and relabel so that QY = Q.
We now show some properties of Q.

Lemma 7.2. Q is supported on absolutely continuous trajectories whose densities satisfy
certain bounds:

Qm. : m(da) = w(t,x)dz with w(t,-) < ¢e(-) for all0 <t < T]=1.

Proof. Let CF(RY) be the space of nonnegative continuous functions with compact support
on R} and we equip it with the topology of uniform convergence on compact sets. Take
{Gn},cn be a dense sequence of CF(RY). The lemma is equivalent to

Q[(Gn,wt> < / G (z)pc(z)dr for all 0 <t <T and n € N} =1.
RS

Fix a dense set {tx}ren of [0,T]. Assume for this moment, for any n,k € N and € > 0,
that

Q[(Gum) < [

G () e () d + 5} ~ 1 (7.4)
R
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Since @ is supported on vaguely continuous trajectories by Lemma [Z.I we obtain for all
e >0,

Q[(Gum) < / Go(@)b(x)d + & for all 0< £ < T.n € N| = 1.

RS
Then, we conclude the lemma by taking e — 0.
It remains to prove (C4). Fix k,n, and ¢ and observe

Q" [(Gu i)y < [ Gubeta 4] =pw [N S GuliiWma ) < [ Gusto +e]
3 j=1

o

By attractiveness (cf. Subsection 2Z.2Z1]) and the assumption vV < %, y, the above display
is bounded from below by

Fon 52 2 Guli/N i) < [ Gutide ]

which approaches 1 as N — oo by Proposition 221 Then, we have

lim sup QV {(Gn,ﬂ'i\’) < / Gnoedx + 5} = 1.
+

N—o00 R3]

As compactness of {QV} was shown in the uniform topology in Lemma[Z.1] the distribution
of (G, 7N) under QN converges weakly to (G,,,m;) under Q. Hence, (Z4) follows. O

Lemma 7.3. Q is supported on trajectories with constant total mass:
oo
Qlm. : (1, m) :/ podx for allOStﬁT} =1.
0

Proof. Fix a dense set {tx}ren of [0,T]. By compactness in the uniform topology, we have

that as N — oo, the distribution of ¥ under Q% converges weakly to 7; under Q. We will

show that there exist an increasing sequence of {G,}, ~; C C.(R}) such that lim G,(z) =1
— n—oo

and for all n, k,
o 1
‘s N N
l}ﬁgon H<G"=7Ttk> —/0 podx‘ > E] =0. (7.5)

Since QY converges to @ with respect to the uniform topolgy (cf. Lemma [T, we have

m; converges weakly to 7, . Then, assuming (7)), we conclude for all n, k that

> 1
QH<G"’7Ttk> —/O podx‘ > ﬁ} =0,
and therefore
i 1
QH(Gn,wtk> —/ podx‘ < —, for all n, k} =1
0 n

Since also @ is supported on vaguely continuous ., we have
o 1
QH(Gn,m>—/ podaz’g—, for all n,OStﬁT} =1,
0 n

which clearly implies the lemma.
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Now, we focus on proof of (ZH). For G >0

QN[‘<G,7Ttk>—/OOOpOd:U‘ >%} (
7.6)

gQN{@ —Gmy) > %} +QNH<1,7T0> _ /OOO podaj‘ > %}

N2
By (Z7), the variance limy N—g >y Var,n (n(k)) = 0. Also, by part (1) of Condition

2.3 limpy oo % Dokt ‘NgmNﬁk—ﬁN7k| = 0. Therefore, by adding and substracting the mean
my., inside the absolute value, the second term on the right-hand side of (Z.6]) vanishes.
We now specify G,, € C.(R7) as follows:

1
0<G,<1, G,=1on[a,b] where / bedr < .
(0,0)U(b,50) 3n

Since vV < Z. n, by attractiveness (cf. Subsection Z2Z]), for each ¢ € [0,T], we have

QY [<1 — G, Tty,) > i} < %C,N[% Z Ngn(k) > %} (7.7)

2n
%<a or >b

Recall that py,. = Ezg, yn(k) (cf. @2I)). In Lemma @3] it is shown that < D k1 ‘Nﬁpkﬁc -
EN),C‘, where py ) ~ ¢c(k/N), vanishes as N — oo. Note also that f(o )U(b,00) Pedr <
1/(3n?) < 2/n, for all n > 1. Then, by subtracting and adding the mean Ngpj ., we

conclude by Markov inequality and straightforward manipulation that (777) vanishes as
N — oo. 0

8. 1- AND 2-BLOCKS ESTIMATES

In this section, we prove the 1- and 2-block estimate. The statement and proof for the
1-block estimate is written for all three cases of 5 and &, while the 2-block estimate assumes
B = 0. In passing, although it is not consequential in this work, we remark that the 2-block
estimate may not hold for the other cases.

The plan is now to show in the succeeding subsections, a spectral gap bound, and then
the 1 and 2-block estimates.

8.1. Spectral gap bound for 1-block estimate. We obtain now a spectral gap bound

to prepare for the 1-block estimate. Define, for k,I > 1 such that £k — [ > 1, the set
0

Ay ={k—1Lk—1+1,...,k+1} C N. Recall that 0, = ¢ P&/~ and \, = % (cf.

k
(Z3)). Consider the process restricted to Ay, generated by Ly,; where

Liaf(n) = Z N [F (") = F)] X >o0r

z,x+1€AL
+ [f (") = f )] Xne+1)>0} } -

We will obtain the spectral gap estimate by showing a Poincaré inequality. To state this
bound, we need a few more definitions. With respect to product measure p := %, n, let

Uk, be its restriction to € = {0,1,2,.. .}A’“, that is

pi(n) = H (1 = 0,007 where 6, . = ce”F&—=/N, (8.1)

z,c
IGAk,l
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Let pu,i1,; be the associated canonical measure on Q1 = {n € Q> cx,, n(T) = j},
that is p; is conditioned so that there are exactly j particles counted in €y ;.
The corresponding Dirichlet form is written

xT x 2
oy U(=LeaDl = Y By [Xinsnysop [F (77F1) = fn))?]. (8.2)
z,x+1€AL
The primary method will be to compare with the spectral gap for the standard translation-
invariant localized process. Consider the generator L; on €2 ;, given by

Lim=y Y A0 ~ 0] sy

z,x+1E€AR,; (8.3)

+ [f (") = F()] Xqn(a+1)>01 | -
Let v, be the product measure on {2 with common Geometric marginal on each site £ € N
with mean p, and let I/lp be its restriction to €y ;.

Consider v, ;, the associated canonical measure on €2 ;, with respect to j particles in
Ay, which does not depend on p. It is well-known that v/ and v;; are both invariant
measures with respect to the localized L; (cf. [A]). The corresponding Dirichlet form is
given by

B, FLi =5 Y By [xowrso F 0709 —f@))] . sy

z,x+1€AL

Finally, let 21 = argmax,c,, , & and 2o = argmin,c,, , &;. Also, for convenience, let
e=e N,

Lemma 8.1. We have the following estimates:
(1) Uniform bound: For all n € Q1 ;, we have

1 it (1)

Tele S < Ty, 8.5
k,l,e VL 77) € ( )

o —BEa. Skt 2 )
where Tg,1.c = loce i me ™ —B(Eey—Eay) g—21)7
ke -= “BEa, ki € € ‘

1 — ce Peom2ge

(2) Poincaré inequality: We have
Var#k,z,j (f) < OkvleEﬂk,l,j [f(_Lk,lf)]

C 2
where Cy 1 j := 5(2[ +1)? (1 + ﬁ) Tilﬁ bounds the inverse of the spectral gap

of =Ly on Q15 and C is an universal constant.
(3) For each 0 < a <b< o0, !l and j, we have
lim  sup 7g.e =1,
NToo g N<k<bN

and hence SUp x> SUP, N<rp<pn Ck,1,j < 00.

Proof. First, the spectral gap for one dimensional localized symmetric zero range process
with rate function x{.~o} is well known (cf. [LSV]): For all j, with respect to an universal
constant C,

Vary,, () < €U+ 17 (14 522) By 1 (- Lif)L. (3.6)

P\ 2q-1
Therefore, the inverse of the spectral gap is bounded below by [C(Ql +1)2 (1 + ﬁ) } .
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To get an estimate with respect to —Ly;, we will compare py;,; with v ;. The canonical
measure v,; is the measure v, conditioned on j particles in Ay, for any p. It will be

convenient now to choose p such that T P _ e, that is, € is the common parameter of the

Geometric marginals of v,,.
For n € Q1 ;, we have

petg () pea(n) V7 (Qs)
v,5(n) v () et (i)

Since g, (cf. (1) and v} are product measures,

(2)
Mk,l(ﬁ) _ HzeAk,l(l - em,c)eg,c
) Tleea,,(1— €)@

Now, for n € Q, ;, recalling the definitions of z; and z given above, we have

(8.7)

(1—ce Pee sk_l)QlH (06_65m187€+l)j
< pgi(n) < (1 — ce P 5k+l)2l+1 (ce_ﬂng Ek—l)j .

Inputting into ([8.7)), we obtain

(1 — ce™ B8 h=1)2H1 0 o= BEar i (k+D)j _aln) _ (- ce— B ghH )21 o o= BEry (k=)

(1 —¢)2i+1ei = le(ﬁ) = (1 —¢)2+1ei

Noting (Rt i) = Dpean,, Hra(m)/vf (0)]v1,e(n), we have

(1- ce Pz 5k—l)21+1Cj6—65m1j5(k+l)j
(1 —¢e)2+lgi
pret (Qer.5) < (1 — ceBar ght1)2041 i o= BEuyi (k=1
Q) T (1 —e)2+igi '

Then, rearranging the formulas establishes (83): 7“;;1175 < [, () /g ()] < Tie
Turning now to the Poincaré inequality, from (84) and ([82), using (8H), we have

Tkil,e

Ey, [f(=Lif)] < By [f(=Lraf)]- (8.8)

Now, since

Var#k,l,j (f) = Half E;U'k,l,j [(f - a‘)ﬂ < Tkle H;f Evz,j [(f - a)Q]
= rkJ,Eva‘rVL,j (f)u

the desired Poincaré inequality follows from (8] and (83)]).

For the last item, we observe that e — 1 as N 1 co. Also, &, = u(In(z;)) — co as N 1 oo
given that aN — [ < x; < bN +1 for i = 1,2. Finally, &, — £z, = u(ln(zz)) — u(ln(zy)) =
u'(y) In(z2/x1) where y is between In(x2) and In(z1) and so u/(y) — 0 or 1, by assumption,
as N 1 oo. Hence, as k — 1 < 1,22 < k+1 and aN < k < bN, we have that In(xs/2z1) — 0
as N 1T oco. All these comments immediately lead to the claim that r;;. — 1, uniformly
over alN < k <bN, as N 1 co. Moreover, as a consequence, we see that Cy; ; is uniformly
bounded for aN < k < bN and N > 1, by the form of Cy ;. O
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8.2. 1-block estimate. Recall D]C\;,Z from (B2). Define
Via(s,m) = D33 (k) = By, [0])

where h(z) := X(a>0y and Ey, [h] := B, [h(n(k))] = T,
The 1-block estimate is the following limit.

Lemma 8.2 (1-block estimate). We have

T
limsuplimsup sup ENH/ NﬂVk,l(Sans)dSH =0.
l—o0 N—oo aN<k<bN 0

Proof. We separate the argument into steps.

Step 1. We first introduce a cutoff of large densities: For any [ and ¢ > 0, we may find
an A such that for all ¢ > 0, large N, and aN < k < bN, we have Ex (Xt ()>4}) < eNB_I.
Indeed, as vV < Z. n, by attractiveness (ZI0), En(Xpniy>ay) < Bz n(X{n(y>ay)- By
Markov’s inequality,

1 k+l1
E:%C,N (X{nl(k)>A}) < m j; [ Ee%c,N (n(k))-

Since NgEg, \(n(k)) is uniformly bounded for all aN < k < bN and N € N by (2.8), it
suffices to take A large enough.
Note that [D§’5| < C(a,b,G) (cf. Bd)). Then,

_ T
En / Vk,l(suns)dSH
- 0
T

)

- _ T
<En / Vit (8 ms )Xt ()< ayds|| + En H / Vit (8, M) X (ot (k)> A} 45
- J0 - 0

- T _ T
<En / Vit (8,Ms)X {nt (1)< ayds|| + C(a, b, G)En [/ X{ng(k)>A}d5}
-1 J0O - 0

_ T _ T
=En / Vi1 (8,m8)X {1 (k)< 4y ds +O(@,va)/ EN [X{ni (k>3] ds
- J0 - 0

- T -
<En / Vk,l(sans)X{né(k)gA}dS + C’(a,b, G)TeNgl.
Ll Jo i

Hence,

T
limsup sup ENH/ NgVi,(s,ns)ds
Nooo aN<k<bN 0

)

T
<limsup sup IENH/ NBVM(S,ns)x{nl(k)<A}d8H + C(a,b,G)Te.
Nooo aN<k<bN 0 T

For convenience, we write
Ve, a(s,m) = Vit ($,1)X (ot ) <}
Then, to prove the lemma, it will be enough to show

T
limsuplimsup sup IENH/ NgVi i a(s,ns)ds
l—s00 N—oo aN<k<bN 0

| =o.
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Step 2. Define Ag (1) be the number of particles in Ay, that is Ay () == (21 + 1)n' (k).
We would like to replace Vi ;. (s, n) by its ‘centering’:

Via,a(sin) i= D3 (h0(R)) = By, o ROED]) Xt < 4

The advantage of working with Vj; 4 is that E,, , Vi 4 = 0 for all k,[,j. The difference
in making such a replacement is less than

T
Ex {‘/0 NBX{O<né(k)§A} }Eﬂk,l,Akyl(ns) [h(n(k))] - EVnzS(k) [h] }d‘s} . (89)

In the above, we replaced X i (k)<a} DY X{o<n!(k)<Aa}, Since h vanishes when n'(k) = 0.
By adding and subtracting, (89]) is bounded by

T
Ex {‘/0 Nﬂx{0<né(k)SA}‘Eﬂk,l,Akyl(ns) [h(?’](k))] - EVk,l,Akyl(ns) [h(n(k))]‘ds}

T
4B [ [ Noxtocm s [Pty s O] = By [1]ds] = A1 + .

Step 8. Now, by ([8H) and 0 < h < 1, we have

’Eﬂk,L,Ak,L(n) [h(ﬁ(k))] - EVk,l,Ak,l(n) [h(ﬁ(k))]
< Euying oo MOE)](rkpe = 1) < rppe — 1.

Then, by vV < %, n and attractiveness (cf. Subsection ZZ1]), and X{nt (k)>0} < n'(k), the
term A;j is bounded by

T T
(Thyie — 1)]EN[/ NﬂX{o<ng(k)SA}d8] < (Tkge = DEz. v {/ NﬂX{né(k)>0}dS}
0 0
< (rkie — )T NpEg,  [n'(k)].

By @3), NsE%,  [n' (k)] < Ngsup,_;<j<pii Pj is uniformly bounded for each [ > 1, and
aN < k < bN for all N large. Hence, for each [, sup,y<p<pn A1 vanishes as N 1 oo, as
Tk1e — 1 by item (3) in Lemma [81] -

On the other hand, by equivalence of ensembles (cf. p.355, [KLI), the absolute value in
Ag vanishes as [ — oo, uniformly in k as v, ; and v/, are translation-invariant and do
not depend on k. Therefore, the term As vanishes as well as we take N — 0o, [ — 00 in
order.

Step 4. Now, the proof of the lemma is reduced to prove

| =0

By the entropy inequality E,,[f] < H(u|v)+log E,[ef] (cf. p.338 [KL]) and the assumption
HWN|%.n) < CNNgl, we have

T
limsuplimsup Ng  sup IENH/ Vier.a(s,ms)ds
l—o0 N—o0 aN<k<bN 0

Co

T T
1
En H/ Viei,4(8,1s dsH <—+4+ —1InkEg, [exp 'yN‘/ Viei,a(8,1s ds’ ]
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The absolute value in the right hand side of last inequality can be dropped by using el*l <
e” + e~ ®. By Feynman-Kac formula (cf. p.336, [KL]),

T

1 r 1
_ <
N InEz, {exp {”yN/O kal,A(s,ns)ds}] SON An,i(s)ds

where Ay (s) is the largest eigenvalue of N2L + yNVj 1 a(s,n).

Step 5. Fix s € [0,T]; we will omit the argument s to simply notation. Note the
variational formula for Ay ;:

()" A = sup { B, Vesa fl =7 NEa,  [VF-LVD]},
f

where the supremum is over all f which are densities with respect to Z. n.

Let frg = Eg, [f|Q;€,l], be the conditional expectation of f given the variables on Ay ;.
Recall that py, is the restriction of %Z. n to Ay, and that Ly is the localized generator.
Since the Dirichlet form Eg,  [v/f(—Ln+/f)] is convex, we have

(YN)"*An, < sup {Eﬂk,L Vi, afedl =7 'NE,,, {\/ fri(—=Li/ fk,l)} } -

fk,l

Step 6. We now decompose fj dur,; with respect to sets €2y ; of configurations with
total particle number j on Ay ;:

By [Ves,afed] = chJ,j(f)/Vk,l,Afk,l,jdﬂkJ,ja (8.10)

J=0

where Ck,l,j(f) = ka . fk,ld,uk,l; and fk,l,j = Ck,l,j (f)illukyl (Qk,l,j) fk,l- Here, EjZO Ck,l,j =
1 and fj,; is a density with respect to pi ;.
Straightforwardly, on € ; ;, we have

L/ T, _ L/ [,
V NI

Using (8.10), we write
By, {\/ fra(=Liay/ fk,z)} = crii(Bu, [\/ S (= L/ fk,l,j)} :
J=0
Then, we get
(’YN)_l)\N,l < sup sup {Euk,z,j [Vk,l,Af] - 7_1NEHk,l,j [\/?(_Lk,l\/?)} } P
0<j<AQI+1) f
where the second supremum is on densities f with respect to p. ;. ;.
Step 7. We now use the Rayleigh expansion (see p.375, [KL]), where Cj; ; is the uniformly

bounded inverse spectral gap estimate of Ly, (cf. Lemma [B1) and ||V allc < |DJC\:,Z| <
C(a,b,G). We have

Eppiy Wepafl=v 'NE,, ., [\/?(—Lk,l\/f)}
_ 8.11)
AN-1 . (
< _ — .
ST=20(a,b,G)Cry N1 et Veta(=Lna) ™ Viaa]




28 IBRAHIM FATKULLIN, SUNDER SETHURAMAN, AND JIANFEI XUE

The spectral gap estimate of Ly, in Lemma Bl also implies that | L; ;||2, the L?(ux,;)
norm of the operator L, ; on mean zero functions, is less than or equal to Cy ;.
Now, by Cauchy-Schwartz and the estimate of ||L; ;||2, we have

By Vi a(=Lit) " WVina] < Cra By [Vial -
Accordingly, retracing our steps, noting ([8.11]), we have

T —1
Cy ’WV,@N Crii
E H/NV sdsH§—+ su o E w2 .
M, 7 i, 1) v 0§j§Agl+l) 1—2C(a,b,G)Cy g yN—1 0 Vial

The last expression vanishes uniformly as N — oo for aN < k < bN and j < A2l + 1).
The lemma now is proved by letting v — oo and € — 0. O

8.3. 2-block estimate. In this subsection, we will restrict to the case 3 = 0, since a 2-block
estimate is not needed for the other cases, and as remarked earlier may not hold when g > 0.

Recall the notation Ay; from the 1-block estimate. For [ > 1 and I < k < K/, let
Mgy = Ay U Ay for |k — K| > 21. We introduce the following localized generator Ly i
governing the coordinates Q1 = {0,1,2, .. .}A’“’“”. Inside each block, the process moves
as before, but we add an extra bond interaction between sites k +{ and &’ — {:

Ly af(n)
- Z {Am [f (nm’mﬂ) - f(ﬁ)} X{n(z)>0} + [f (77m+1’m) - f(W)} X{n(m+l)>0}}
z,x+1E€EA, 1
9 = /_ /_
+ ;k—ﬂl [f (UkH’k l) - f(ﬁ)} X{n(k+1)>0} + [f (Uk MH) - f(ﬁ)} X{n(k'—1)>0}-

Here, as = 0, we have 0, = ek /N and A\, = e /N, As before, the localized measure py, i
defined by p = Z. v limited to sites in Ay i1, as well as the canonical measure py s ; on
Qi tj =N € Qi1 : ZmeAk . n(x) = j}, that is uy r; is conditioned so that there are
exactly j particles counted in Qk,}«,l, are both invariant for the dynamics.

The corresponding Dirichlet form, with measure x given by i k1 OT i k1,5, iS given by

E, [f(_Lk,k’,lf)] = Z E, [X{n(m+1)>0} [f (77$+1’1) - f(n)ﬂ

m7m+1€Ak,k’,l

+ B[ Xtne—s0y | £ (074 — f “7)]2]-

Recall that € = e~ /N, Corresponding to the set-up of the gap bound Lemma [B1] let
I/ﬁ , be the product of 4/ + 2 Geometric distributions with common parameter ¢ and mean

p such that e = 1 i ,and v ; be v/, conditioned on that the total number of particles in
the 41 4 2 sites is j. Note that v ; is independent of p.

Lemma 8.3. We have the following estimates:

(1) Uniform bound: For all n € Q. k1.5, we have

1 M ()
Trk' le = v ()

4142
1 — cek'+ " , "
where Ty p 16 = | ———— g2 g(k=k)j

S Thokt e (8.12)

1 — cek!
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(2) Poincaré inequality: For 1 <1<k <k’ and fixzed j > 0, we have
Var#hk,yl’j (f) S Okvk/vlvjEl‘k,k’,l,j [f(_Lk,k/,l)] (813)

2
2 .
) Tkk 1e Jor an universal constant C.

¢ J
where Cy 1., = — (41 + 2 2(1—|——
bty = 5 U+2) Al+2
(3) For fizred j, 1, and 0 < a < b < 00, we have
lim sup lim sup sup Tk e < 1, (8.14)
740 Ntoo aN<k<k/<bN
A+1< |k —k|<TN
and so limsup, | o imSup N0 SUP on<p<r'<on Chohr 1,5 < 00
A+1<|K —k[<TN
Proof. We will compare py r;,; with v7; ; and make use of the known Poincaré bound, as
in the proof of Lemma [8.1t
J

41—”)2Ew,u [f(=Loaf)], (8.15)

Var,,, (f) < C(41 +2)° (1 +

where C' is some universal constant.
For n € Qp 11,5, we have

Ptk 1,5 (1) _ ek 1 (1) Vzp,l(Qkykﬂl,j)

vi1,5(n) vl () e (i 1)
Since g i, and v)', are product measures, and § = 0, that is,
pepa(n) = I (1=ee)e@e™@ and of () = [ (1—-2)e"™, (8.16)
$€Ak,k/,1 weAk’k/,l
we have
(1 _ Csk71)4l+2cja(k’+l)j Mk,k/,l(ﬁ) (1 _ CEk’+l>4l+QCjE(k7l)j
Qo2 = ) — (-
Consequently,
(1 — e D208 40Ty 0 Qe ay) (1 — ce? H)1H2cig (k=D
(1 — E)4l+2€j - V[p)l(Qk,k/,l,j) - (1 — E)4l+2€j

Therefore, r,;i, e < Mkk'il(ggﬁ) < 7w 1e and (8I2) holds.
KL v, (n
Recall the generator of symmetric zero-range L; with respect to Ag; (cf. (&3). Let L]

be the generator with respect to Ag/ ;. Define, noting 1 <1 < k < k/, the generator L;;
with respect to A;; given by

Ligf(n) = Li+ L

+ % {f(ﬁkﬂ’k,*l) - f(ﬁ)} X{n(k+1)>0} + % [f (' IR — f(ﬁ)} X{n(k' —1)>0}-

When |k — k| is large, the process governed by L;; in effect treats the blocks as adjacent.
The canonical measure v ; is invariant to the dynamics. The corresponding Dirichlet form
is given by

1
EVZ,L,]‘ [f(_Ll,lf)] = 5 Z EVL,z,j {[f(ﬁw’ﬁl) - f(n)}2X{n(z)>O}] )
z,x+1E€AL 1/

where we interpret that k + [ and &’ — [ are neighbors in the above formula.
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From ([8I2), we have

By, [f(=Lif)] < %Tk,k/,z,sEuk,k/,L,j [f (=L 1 f)]- (8.17)
Also, in turn,
Vary, ., (f) = i]nguk,k/,z,j [(f = a)?] <rip e iI;wa,l,j [(f —a)?]
=Tk k' 1,e Valy, , ; (f).

The spectral gap estimate (8.13]) now follows from (8I5) and (BI7).
To complete the proof of the lemma, noting that ¢ = e~/ for any fixed I, j, we see

straightforwardly that

—T _,—T

: e 42
lim sup sup T de < sup ((1—ce 7e ™) /(1 —ce™™)) T2 e,
Ntoo  aN<k<k'<bN a<z<b
20+1< |k —k|<TN
which converges to 1 as 7 | 0. Hence, the limit (8I4) and the desired uniform boundedness
of Cxr.1,; both follow. O

We now state and show a 2-blocks estimate. The scheme is similar to that of the 1-block
estimate. Recall DJC\;,Z and its bound for aN < k < bN that |D]C\’;Z| < C(a,b,G) (cf. E4).

Lemma 8.4 (2-block estimate). We have

| /TDG,S ) )
0

limsuplimsuplimsup sup Ey Nk T 0l (F) — 1+177N(k))d5’ =0.

b0 720 N—oo aN<k<bN

Proof. We separate the argument into steps.

Step 1. Since T j_ is Lipschitz on RT and DJC\:,Z is bounded, it is enough to show
T ;

T
limsuplimsuplimsup sup EN/ |77;N(k) - ni(kz)‘ ds =0.
lsoo 70 N—oco aN<k<bN 0

By the triangle inequality, it will be enough to show that as N — oo, 7 — 0, and | — oo,

T
1
sup E / ;Nk—i ix}ds—)() and
ovaizeny ¥ Jo 1T (%) 27N+1|w_%;ﬂvn( )
- ) - (8.18)
su E ’7 ix—ik’dsﬁo.
aNSkI;bN N/o 27N +1 |m—%;ﬂvn () = s k)

Step 2. We now show that the first limit in (8I8]). Note that

1 1

TN !

D ‘ < - 3

U s e @) S 5N ()
|z—k|<TN lz—k—7TN|<I

or |z—k+7N|<I
C2+1
27N +1
Then, the expectation in the first limit in (8I8)), given that vV < %, y and that the process
is attractive (cf. Subsection 222.T]), is bounded from above by
20+ 1
2N +1

(n'(k —TN) +n'(k + TN)) .

T
/ Eg. x (ni(k —7N) +1l(k+7N))ds
0
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For fixed [ and 7 < a, since k > aN and 8 = 0, we have Eg,_  [n(k)] = pr,c = ce /N /(1 -
ce ®/N) <1 (cf. @I)). Hence, the above display vanishes uniformly in k as N — oc.

Step 3. By the same argument as in Step 2, we can restrain the x in the summation of
the second limit in (8I8) to be &’ such that 21 + 1 < |k’ — k| < 7N. Then, the second limit
will follow if we show that

T
lim sup lim sup lim sup sup IEN/ |ni(k) — ni(k/)| ds = 0.
l—o0 T—0 N—oo  aN<k<k'<bN 0
2A+1< |k —k[<TN
Step 4. We will apply a cutoff of large densities first. Let
nl(k,K') = (k) + 0, (K).

For any A,
T T
Ex / I (k) — o (k)] ds = Ex / (k) — 7 ()| Xt ey <.y
0 0

T
+EN/ ‘né(k) _ni(kl)‘X{né(k,k/)>A}d8:Il +I2
0

As vV < Z. y and the process is attractive (cf. Subsection ZZ2.)), we may bound the
second expectation I» by

T
T 2
IEN/ 1% (ks )X {1 () > Ay ds < ZE%C,N (' (k, k)" (8.19)
0

Recall py. = ce /N /(1 — ce ™ /N) when 8 = 0 (cf. @1I)). Trivially, pr.. < ¢/(1 —¢) for
all k. Note that Z. x has Geometric marginals, therefore, Ez, \[n(k)?] = 20} . + pr.c is
uniformly bounded. Then, as

(' (k. K)" <2 (5 (k) + ' (K))?) < 2(20+1)7 > )3
TENK IUALs

we have that (819) is of order O(A~!) and that the second expectation I is negligible.
Hence, it remains to show that

T
sup IEN/ |5 (k) = 5 (K")| Xt (k1) < ayds
aN<k<k'<bN 0
2A+1< |k —k[<TN
vanishes as we take N — oo, 7 — 0, and then [ — oo.
Step 4. Let
Viewr a,a(n) = |n' (k) = 0" (&) Xt (o pry < 43 -
Following the proof of Lemma [82 for fixed I, 7, N, k, k', in order to estimate

T
IEN/ Viewr 1,4(0s )ds
0
it suffices to bound

ON) A = s { B, Viwra.af] =7~ NEa, o [VICLVI)] ] (8.20)

where the supremum is over all f which are densities with respect to Z. n.
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Step 5. Recall the generator Ly, - ; and its Dirichlet form defined in the beginning of this
Subsection. Recall also i xr; is the restriction of %Z. n to Ag ;. The Dirichlet form with
respect to the full generator L under %, y is given by

g [F-LD) = Y Baex [Xinwsnso) (F07H) = ()]

r>1
We now argue the following Dirichlet form inequality:
By [VILiara/P] € A+7N) B, [VILVT)] (8:21)

First, we observe that

Bupos FCLipaf)l= Y. Eay [X{n(z+1)>o} [f (n"t5") = f(m)] 2}

w,w-’rlEAk’k/,L

+ E%. x [X{n(k/—l)>0} {f (Wkl*l’k“) - f(ﬁ)}? :

Here, we wrote the terms on the right-hand side as expectations over the product measure
H= f%c,N-
Next, by adding and subtracting at most 7N terms, we have

7 (1) — o]
k' —k—21—1

<(K — k —21) Z {f (nk’fz,k+z+q> —f (771c’—l,lc+l+q4r1”2

q=0

Also, when n(k’ —1) > 0, by applying the change of variables & = n* ~b*++a+1 which takes
away a particle at &’ — [ and adds one at k + [+ ¢ + 1, we have (cf. (8I6))

p(n) = ¥ TF2m0 g, n(€) < u(e).

Then, as X{n(k/fl)>0} = X{f(k+l+q+1)>0}7 we have

I /7 /7 2
B | X (a0} [f (nk l,k+l+q) _ (nk l,k+l+q+1)} ]

= )X (ekirqrny>0p [f (EFHHTarLRtIRD) _ g ©]*
13

r 2
SEZe | X{n(ktitq+1)>0} [f (nFtiratbhtivay g ()] } :

From these observations, (82I)) follows.

Step 6. Inputting (82I) into (820), and considering the conditional expectation of f
with respect to € 5/ as in the 1-block estimate proof, for N large, we have

1
B [\/ Jrr i(—Li w14/ fk,k/,l)} } ;

277y
where the supremum is over densities with respect to p i/ .
Again, as in the proof of the 1-block estimate, decomposing fx x 1dpg k1 along configu-
rations with common total number j, we need only to bound

1
sup  sup {Euk,k,,l,j WViwr,4f] — %Euk,k/,u [\/}(_Lk,k’,l\/?)} } ;

0<j<A(2l+1) f

(YN)'An, < sup {E#k,k/,L Wi 1, A w0 1] —

Frrr 1
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where the supremum is over densities with respect to p i 1.;-
Step 7. Let
‘A/k,k',l,A = Vw4 = Epy 0 (Vie.kr 1,A] -
Using the Rayleigh expansion (cf. p.3z57 IKL]) where the inverse spectral gap Ci i 1,; of
Ly, 11 is bounded (Lemma [B3), and || Vi k1,40 < A, we have

LEMWM [\/?(—Lk,k’,l\/?)}

Eﬂk,k’,z,j [Vk,k’,l,Af} - 27

2717y
< E .
—1 _4Ack,k/,l,j T Hike,Jos g
2TFYCk,k’,l,j
—1 —4AC;€7,€/JJ T Hieoe! 1,

N s
[Vk,k’,l,A(_Lk,k’,l) Vk,k’,l,A}

|:Vk2,k/,l,A:| —0as7—0.

Step 8. To finish, we still need to show that E,, ,, L [Vii.k 1,4] vanishes. In fact, by
Lemmam Eﬂk,k’,l,j [Vk,k’,l,A] S Tk,k/,l,EEl/L,l,j [Vk,k',l,A] and, for [ andj ﬁxed,
lim sup lim sup sup Thk' le < 1.

70 Ntoo aN<k<k'<bN
2+1<|k' —k|<TN

The term £y, , ; [Vk 1 1,4] does not depend on N or 7. By adding and subtracting j/(2(2] +
1)), we need only bound E,, , , Hnl(k) —j/2@2l+ 1))H By an equivalence of ensemble esti-
mate (cf. p. 355 [KI), Ey, [W(k) - j/(2(2z+1))|2] < C(A)Var,, aein (7(k)). This
1,0
variance is of order O(I™"), since the single site variance Var /i1 (n(k)) is uniformly
1.1

bounded for j/(2(20 + 1)) < A. Hence, E,,, ; [Vix1,4] is of order O(1~'/?), finishing the
proof. O

9. PROPERTIES OF THE INITIAL MEASURES

In this section, we show key properties of the invariant measures %, n in Subsection 0.1}
the local equilibria xV in Subsection 0.2, and also of vV in Subsection

Recall the three regimes in Subsection 21t (1) =10, (2) & ~Ink and 0 < 8 < 1, and
3) 1<« & < Ink and 8> 0.

9.1. Properties of the invariant measures. We first show that %, y is indeed an in-
variant measure.

Lemma 9.1. For 0 < ¢ < cg, we have Eg, (Lf(§)) = 0 for all bounded functions f de-
pending only on a finite number of occupation variables {£(k)}. Hence, Z.,n is an invariant
measure.

Proof. When ¢ = 0, there are no particles in the system and the statement is trivial. For
0 < ¢ < cp, recall that Ay = Op41/0k = Ok+1.c/0k ¢, and the definition of the generator L
(cf. @23)). We need only show that

Ea.x Y Mk (F (€95 = 1) xewy>0p = —Eaen D (£ (E5771) = £(9) Xem>0y-
k=1 k=2

For any fixed k& > 1, make a change of variable n = £¢**+1 when £(k) > 0. Then, £ = npkthk
and n(k + 1) > 0. Using that %, n is a product of Geometric marginals with parameters
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Fe,n(dE) _ X{n(k+1)>0} . Therefore,

Ok.c h
Wkl we have Xeew=0 2" =~
Eagn [Me (F (€51 = £) Xtemy>01] = Eaen [(F (1) = F0F ) Xnra1)>0y] -
The lemma now follows from a change of notation from 7 back to &. O

To prepare to show that Z. n is a local equilibrium measure, we will need the following.
Recall 0 = e P& —F/N and Ng = v (cf. [22).

Lemma 9.2. For any fized 0 < a < b < 0o, we have

bN Lo b
A}gnoo N~INgo), = hm L W Z e~ Alullnk)—u(ln N)—k/N :/ ¢(x)dx
k=aN k=aN @

where ¢ = e~ in regime (1), ¢ =~ Pe™% in regime (2) and ¢ = e~% in regime (3).

Proof. We will show the lemma in regime (2), that is when & ~ Ink and 0 < 8 < 1 as
the other regime (3), when 1 < & < Ink and 8 > 0, can be proved in a similar way, and
regime (1), when § = 0 is more trivial. We will also suppose a = 0, b = 0o, as the argument
is the same for any other pair a,b. Define

@N(x) — Zefﬁ(u(lnk)fu(ln N))ik/NX(%y%](x)'
k=1
We need only show that limy_ o fooo Oy (z)dx = fo x)dz to finish.

k
By the mean value theorem, u(lnk) — u(ln N) = u (Ik,N) In N where x5 n is between

Ink and In N. Fix 1 such that 8 < 1 < 1. Since ¢/(z) — 1 as  — oo, we may find mg
such that 0 < v/(z) < %, for all z > Inmg. Therefore, @y (z) <z P1e ™ for 32 <z <1

and Oy (x) < e * for z > 1.
By dominated convergence we obtain f::;/N Oy (z)dr — [;° 2 Pe "dr. Also, the re-

maining term meB/N Oy (z)dr < mngB vanishes as N3 = o(N) for 0 < 8 < 1. This
completes the argument. g

Lemma 9.3. For all ¢ such that 0 < ¢ < ¢g, we have

]\]151100_2|Nﬁpkc k| =0, (9.1)
where py , = N f h—1)/N ¢c(x)dx. As an immediate consequence, the product invariant mea-
sures {QC,N}NGN, with Geometric marginals, are local equilibrium measures corresponding
to po = ¢c-

Proof. Recall that 0y . = ce P&=*N and Egp_  n(k) = pr.c = Or,c/(1—0k,) (cf. @1)). We

now verify the limit (O.I). When S = 0, we have N3 = 1 and ¢, = e

1—
ce—k/N

17716/1\, < Py- Then, the left-hand side of (@) equals to

—. Since ¢, is

decreasing, we have py . =

*  ceT® 1 S ce kN
_ dr— lim — e
/0 1—ce—2™ NgrlooNgl—ce*k/N’
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which clearly vanishes as N — oo by dominated convergence.

For the remaining two regimes when 8 > 0, we will split the summation in ([@1]) into two
parts: alN < k < bN and the rest, for an 0 < a < b that we will specify. In fact, it will be
enough to show, for any ¢ > 0, that we can find a > 0 small enough and b > 0 big enough
such that

. N39k ¢ _
A N Z —PNk| =€ (9.2)
1<k<aN
k>ON
and, for all b > a > 0, that
bN
1 Nﬁok,c —
e 55 e o 03
To verify (@.2)),
1 Ngbyc _ 1 NgOy.c /
— — = PNk S — + pedz.
N sga 1—0Okec N 13%@\/ 1=0ke  J0,a)u(b,00)
E>DN E>DN

c
Recall ¢g = miny, e, Since Op.c = ce PE—k/N < — 'y Lemma [0.2] we have
co

1 ngek c co 1 Co /
N = < ~ NgOy,c — ped.
N 1s1ezs:azv 1=0ke ~co=cN _Z €0 = € J(0,a)u(b,00)

k>bN k>bN

Then, [@.2) follows as ¢. € L'(RT).
It remains to show (@.3]). By adding and subtracting, for each N the left side of ([@.3) is
bounded by

bN

Nﬁekc
— — Ngbi | +
N Z 1—6‘19)0 BTk,

Z ‘Nﬁokc— (k/N)=Bu () o= k/N
k alN

bN
+N Z }C(k/N)iﬁul(oo)eik/N — PNy =+ 12+ 13
k=aN

where u/(00) = lim,_, o u/(2) takes value either 0 or 1.
The term [; is trivially bounded by

0 bN
k,c 71

Ngby ..
aN<k<bN1—6‘kc Z ATk,

k=aN
0
Recall that 6. = ce PE—k/N and & — oo as k — oo. Then, maxaNSkngl k’ec
— Uk,c
vanishes as N — oo. Since also N Zk un Ngbie — f:¢cd$ < oo (Lemma [0.2)) is

bounded, the term I; vanishes.
For term I, we spell out Ngy, . as

e BER) —E(N)—k/N
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k
By the mean value theorem, we have £(k) —E(N) = In NU/(yk’N)’ where yi, n is in between
Ink and In N. Then, I5 is less than or equal to

max {](k/zv)ﬁw'(ykw)— (o0 ]} Z Ny c.

aN<k<bN
k=aN

We observed in estimating I; above that N—! Ek on Vg, is bounded. Hence, > vanishes
as N — oo.
We now address the last term I3. Observe, as ¢, is decreasing, that

b 1w
— _ = —pu'(00) ,—k/N
Iy = /7L de()da — > e(k/N) e ,
N k=aN
which vanishes as N — oo by the dominated convergence theorem. O

We now give an useful mean and variance estimate.

Lemma 9.4. For all ¢ such that 0 < ¢ < ¢g we have that

Eg.x Y nk)=> pre=0(NN;') and

k=1
N2 s NZ2 X
NQZchm(k»:N—‘; [0+ prc] = 0. (94)
= k=1

Proof. We first consider the means:
Ng = N &
—FEy4 E k) =— E
N jc,N — 77( ) N Pt
k/N

By @), llmNﬁOONZk:JNBpk,C Pnil = 0, where oy = N [0}y pe(x)dz.  As

1
N S Pnk = Jo ¢edr < 0o, then the estimate on sum of means in ([@4) follows.

Next, we consider the variances. Since Nz = o(N) and N~'> 72 Ngpj. < oo by
the first estimate in ([ﬂl)7 we have that NEN_2 > pe i Pk,c vanishes as N — co. For the

term NZN—2372, o} ., we use 3 (Nppr,c)® < 2(30 [Ngpr,e — ﬁN k)? + 225?\7,1@- Since

1Y INgpN g — Pyl = 0, it suffices to show that th_mo N2 Zk 1PN =0.

To this end, let px = max>1py . Then, Zk Pk < Zk 1PNk Now,
NS Png = Jy dedx < co. The desired hmlt holds since, by absolute continuity of
the Lebesgue integral, N~ 1py — 0 as N — oo. O

9.2. Properties of local equilibria ;. We now observe that the local equilibria v
satisfy Condition

Proposition 9.5. Local equilibrium measures p satisfy Condition [Z3.

Proof. First, by the definition of ', parts (1) and (2) of Condition 23 are met. In Lemma
below, we show that the relative entropy estimate, part (3), holds. O

Lemma 9.6. Fix ¢ such that 0 < ¢ < ¢g and assume that ,uN < Zen - Then there exists a
constant C such that H(u™|%. ) < CNNﬁ_1 holds for all N.
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Proof. Let ¢ and x be two Geometric distributions with rate p and ¢ respectively. Assuming
p < q we have

_ ny, i-pp" _l-p p P
H(<|X)—Z(1_P) 1111 ——1n—+1—1n—<ln

—qgagn — — —q
>0 qq l—q P q l—q

Suppose now, for k > 1, that ¢ = p and p=0x and x = Zp.c.n .k and ¢ = cf. Note,
by assumption, that Oy < Oy = ce—Bunk)=k/N = Then as pN and X N is the product
over {ul }x>1 and {%s vk }r>1 respectively, we have

1

N
H(p™ |%e,n) < ;m 1 — coe—Bullnk)—k/N "
When g = 0, we have
H(N | %.n) < 21 _k/N < N/ n(l — e %)dz =: CN.
k=1

For the cases 3 > 0, we recall that ¢y = ming e?€+. Let K, = {ko,j }1<j<n be the indices
where ¢ is attained. The contribution from each ko ; to the relative entropy H (uN |%..N)

is bounded above by
1

This order is negligible compared with NN[;1 = Ne Bév = Ne=BullnN) ip the two cases
when «/(InN) — 1 and 0 < 8 < 1 or when «/(In N) — 0 and 8 > 0. We will be able to
disregard later these ko ;’s.

Now, as u(In k) — 0o as k — oo, find 0 < o < 1 such that 0 < coe PRI =F/N < o for all
N and k ¢ K. Using convexity of —In(1—z), there exists ¢; > 0 such that —In(1—z) < 1z
on [0,a]. Then, we have

1
Bu(lnk)—k/N
Zlnl—coe Bu(n k)—k/N <ClCOZe +O(nN).
k=1 k=1

Multiplying and dividing by the term NN 1 we get

oo

1
H(uN|%en) < crcoNNg ' [ Ne—m“““’“)—“““N”"“/N + O(N"'NglnN)|. (9.5)
k=1
Now, N™'NgIn N vanishes as N — oo and by Lemma (.2 the summation in (@.5]) approaches
a finite limit. The proof is now complete. 0

9.3. Properties of " satisfying Condition[2.3. We will establish the items ([2.6)), (Z.7),
23), and ([29). We start with an estimate on the number of particles in the system.

Lemma 9.7. We have that ‘the total expected particle bound’ (Z8) holds.

Proof. Since the total number of particles is conserved we have

N - 1 & 1
BENZ% BENZ% NZN/BmN,k :0(1)+NZpN,k'
k=1 k=1
by Condition 23l However, N™' 3" oy, = fo po(x)dx, which is finite. O

Lemma 9.8. We have that the “wariance bound’ (270) holds.
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Proof. By attractiveness (2.10),

Vare, (11 (k) = B[} (k)] — Exne(k))* < Eg, [ (k)] < Varg, \ (n(k)) + 0 -
Then, by Lemma [0.4] we conclude that NAN 2372 | Varp, (n:(k)) = 0as N = oo. O

Lemma 9.9. We have that the ‘site particle bound’ [2.8) holds.

Proof. First, by attractiveness ([2.10), we have that En [n:(k)] < Ez,  [n(k)] = pr.c (cf.
@1)). To bound Ngpy ., recall that co = miny, e#é* and ¢ < co.
When 8 = 0, we have ¢ = 1 and Ng = 1. In this case, we have the desired bound,

Nopie < 7 ©  forallk>aN.

When S > 0, using definition of ¢y, and that ¢ < ¢y, we have the denominator 1 —
ce PE—K/N > 1 _¢=a a5 k > qN. Write Ngefﬁgk*k/N < e PlEr—En)—a By the mean value
theorem, & — En = u/(r) In(k/N) where r is between aN < k and N. By assumption, u'(r)
tends to 0 or 1, and In(k/N) < Inb for k < bN. We conclude then that Nge #&=F/N ig
uniformly bounded in N, and the lemma follows. O

—a

We now address initial convergence.
Proposition 9.10. We have ‘“initial convergence’ [2.9) holds.

1 o) . .
Proof. By assumption, limy_,0 N > i1 INgmN 1 — P | = 0. For a test function G, since
N='3 G(k/N)py ; approximates [, G(x)po(x)dz, it is enough to check that

wl >5].

By Chebychev’s inequality, we have the upperbound of 5‘2N§N_2 > e Var,~ (n(k)), which
vanishes by the variance bound in Lemma O

N=E " Na(n(k) — mv )
k=1

10. UNIQUENESS OF WEAK SOLUTIONS

In this section, we present some uniqueness results for the macroscopic equations in
Theorems [Z.4] and 2.6, governing the particle density p(t,z) or the height function
Yt x) = fzoo p(t,u)du. The methods are based on maximum principles for linear parabolic
equations.

We first need a lemma to relate properties of ¢ with those of p. Recall that € is space of
functions p : [0,7] x RT — R* such that ¢t € [0,T] — p(t,z)dz € M is vaguely continuous:
Namely, for each G € C2°(RY), the map ¢ € [0,7T] — fooo G(z)p(t, z)dzx is continuous.

Also, recall

W= {¢eC([0,T] xRT): fort €[0,T], ¥(t,-) is absolutely continuous on R} }.
Lemma 10.1. Let p(t,z) € €. Suppose, for all t € [0,T], that
p(t,) < del-) € LHR™), /Ooo p(t, )z = /000 po()dz < oc. (10.1)
Let (t,x) = [° p(t,u)du. Then, (t,x) belongs to the class W with
Jim (8, 2) =0, 0 < =0u1(t,) < 9e(),  ¥(t0) = (0,0). (10.2)
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Proof. The absolute continuity of (¢, -) follows from definition of ¢ and it is trivial to verify
([I02) from ([I0J]). To finish, we need only to check that ¥ (¢, z) is a continuous function on
[0,7] x RT.

We claim that such continuity will follow if ¢ is continuous in = and t separately. Indeed,
fix any (to,z9) € (0,T) x R} and denote v (tg, o) = ao. If x — (t,x), for each t, is
continuous at xg, then for any € > 0 there exists J such that

ag — € < Y(to,xo £ 9) < ap +e.

Suppose t — (t, ), for each z, is continuous in ¢, then we may find §’, such that for all ¢
where |t — to| < ¢, we have

Y(to, zo £ 6) — e < P(t, w0 £0) < Y(to,z0 £6) +e.

Since x + (¢, ), for each ¢, is monotone in x, we have, for all (¢, ) such that |t — to| < ¢’
and |z — zg| < 4, that

—2e < Y(t, ) — P(to, zo £ ) < 2e.
Hence, we deduce continuity of ¢ at (to,zo). Continuity for boundary points (¢,z) on the
boundary is verified in the same way.

Now, we focus on showing that ¢t — (¢, z) and x — (¢, x) are both continuous. For any
fixed ¢t € [0,T],  — ¥(t, ) is continuous on RT since 1 is in form (t,z) = [ p(t, u)du
and [~ p(t, u)du < oo.

To show continuity in ¢, we first note that ¢ (¢,0) = ¥(0,0) for all ¢ € [0,T], and therefore
t — 1(t,0) is continuous. Fix now any xg > 0 and ¢y € [0,7]. For any ¢ > 0, using
p(t,x) < ¢.(x) and that ¢, € L}(R*), we may find G continuous and with compact support
in R} such that for all ¢ € [0, T,

/z " (b u)du — /0 Gl p(t, w)du

Then, by the triangle inequality using two applications of the above inequality, we have
[t(t, zo) — ¥ (to, x0)| is bounded from above by

/OOO G (u)p(t,u)du — /OOO G(u)plto, u)du

Finally, continuity of ¢ — (¢, zg) at to follows as p € €, namely from the vague continuity
of p(t,x)dx. O

€
< -.
4

+€
2.

10.1. Case: 8= 0. Let p(t,z) € € with p(0,-) = po(-) be a weak solution of the equation
p p
Op =02 —L— +0,——,
=G p+1 p+1

that is, for all G € C°([0,T) x RY),

00 T 00
p p
G(0,z)p d:v—i—/ / {8Gp+6§G——6mG—}dxdt:0. 10.3
/0 (0, z)po o Jo ' p+1 p+1 (103)
Assume also that p(t,z) satisfies (I0.]).

Proposition 10.2. We have (t,z) = [ p(t,u)du belongs to W and [I02) holds by
Lemma 101 In particular, v solves weakly the equation

- Dot Do)
0p = O <1 —M) MR
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that is, for all G € C°([0,T) x RY)
00 T 00
/ G(0, u)dbod +/ / {ath/; _oa-0Y 4o Y }dazdt —0,  (10.4)
0 o Jo

1 — 09 1— 09
where o(x) = [ po(u)du.
Moreover, ¥(t,x) is the unique weak solution in the class W of the initial-boundary value
problem (2Z16). Consequently, p(t, x) is the unique weak solution in € of the equation (2I1)).

Proof. We first show (I0.4). Since p(t,z) < ¢.(x) € LY(RT) (cf. (I0I)), by straightforward
approximations, the test functions admissible for (I0.3])) may be extended to include all func-
tions of the form G(t,z) = Jy G(t,u)du where G € C2°([0,T) x RT). Then, by integration
by parts, (I0.4) follows.

We now show (¢, x) is the unique weak solution to (ZI6]) in the space WW. Suppose there

exist two such weak solutions 1, 2. Let ¥ = ¢1 — 13 and H(p) = IL As (I04) holds
-p

for 11, 19, in the new notation, we have

T oo
/0 / (0,GY — 0,G (H (Oin) — H (0,2)) + G (H (9yi6r) — H (9,))} daedt = 0

and
1
H(Outh1) — H(uibn) = (aths — Do) / H' (rdtby + (1 — 7)utin)dr
0

= (Out1 — Do) H(t, ).
Then, v satisfies

T 0o =R =R
/ / {atcw —8,G (H(t,x)@mw) e, (H(t, x)amw) } dzdt = 0,
o Jo
that is, ¢ is a weak solution in W of the linear problem

o = 0, (H0,) + HOLv
Y(0,z2) =0, (¢,0)=0, (10.5)
limg o0 1/)(15,33) =0, _d)c(') < 3m1/)(t7 ) < ¢c() for all t € [0, T]
To show that 1 = 0, and therefore uniqueness of weak solution. it suffices to show, for all
e > 0 and all compact set D C (0,7) x R}, that |¢| < e on D.
For such a D, we may find 0 < a < b < co where D C sz = (0,T) x (a,b). Since
|0210(t, )| < ¢e(-) € LY(RT) for all ¢ € [0,7], and 1 vanishes for both 2 = 0 and = — oo,

we can adjust a, b so that |¢(¢,a)] < € and |¢(t,b)] < € for all ¢ € [0,T]. Then, we have
|t)] < & on the parabolic boundary of QaT)b.

Notice that, on sz, the PDE in ([I0.3)) is uniformly parabolic and has bounded coeffi-
1
cients: Since H'(p) = and —¢.(a) < 9p1)1, 0292 < 0 on Q:ﬁb, we have

(1-p)?

1
(1+ ¢c(a))?
Then, by a maximum principle (cf. p. 188, [LSU]), we have [¢)| < ¢ on QL ,, and therefore
on D.
Finally, if p(t, ) were not unique with respect to (I0-3)), one could construct two different
weak solutions (¢, ), which is a contradiction. O

gflgl onQib.
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10.2. Case (> 0. Let p(t,z) € € with p(0,-) = po(-) be a weak solution of

Oip = 0op — 0, (a(x, ﬂ)p)- (10.6)
where a(x,8) = —(8 + z)/x when &, ~ Ink and equals —1 when 1 <« & < Inlnk (cf.

B3)), and p satisfies (I0.1)).

Proposition 10.3. We have (t,z) = [ p(t,u)du belongs to W and [I02) holds by
Lemma[I01], and solves weakly the equation

Oy = 0yt — alz, B)dx, (10.7)

where (0, x) f po(u
Then, 1/)(t x) is the umque weak solution in W of the initial-boundary value problem

@I0) when & ~ Ink, and of RIY) when 1 € & < Ink. Consequently, p(t,x) is the
unique weak solution in € of the equation 2I2) when & ~ Ink and of ZI3) when 1 K
Er < Ink.

Proof. That 9 solves weakly (I0.7) follows, as in the proof of Lemma [0l from the as-
sumptions p is a weak solution of (I0.0) and p < ¢..
Notice that, in equation ([I0.1), the coefficient —a(x, 8) before d,1 equals fre

T
&k ~ Ink and equals 1 when 1 <« & < Ink. In both situations, it is bounded on any |[a, b]
with 0 < a < b < oo, even if it blows up at x = 0 when &, ~ Ink. Then, the same proof
of uniqueness given for Lemma [I0.1] applies to show uniqueness of weak solutions for the

equations [2.I7)) and [2.IF]). O

APPENDIX A. REMARKS ON LIMITS WHEN ¢ = ¢

when

We now make remarks, for the interested reader, on some of the behavior with respect
to measures %, n at the boundary, when ¢ = ¢o.

1. Lemma[0.4] does not hold for invariant measure %, . In fact, under %, v, the total
number of particles explodes and the associated variance does not vanish in the limit.

Lemma A.1. We have

N Z Eg., ~n(k)) = N ;p%k — 00 as N — oo. (A1)
and
l}\gxg&f —= Z Varg,, ~(n(k)) = hm 1nf kz o o T Prco) > 0. (A.2)
—BEw—k/N

Ccpe
1 — coePE—k/N
When 8 =0, (AJ) and (A2) follow from the limits,

Proof. To verify these two claims, recall that pi ., = and ¢y = miny, e5*.

N, 3 1
ﬁchok NZ _k/N:;m—mO,

and
Ng oo —k/N

2 1 1 2
= (Fw) 2 () 1
k=1
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For the other two cases, when 8 > 0, let kg be an index where ¢ is realized, that is
co = efro. Now notice, as N — oo,
1 1 e ko/N 1
NP T NI RN

Then, both (AJ) and (A2) follow from

Ns 5 Ng N5 N
N Zpk,co 2y Procor N2 Zpi,co 2 mpio,cm
k=1 k=1
and that Ng — oo as N — oo. 0

2. We showed in Proposition 2:2] when ¢ < ¢j in the three regimes , that ¢. corresponds
in a sense to the limit shape under the measures %. ny. We now state the same happens
when ¢ = ¢g.

Lemma A.2. We have that the limit (Z4) holds when ¢ = cg.

Proof. A main tool in the proof of Proposition 010, which applies under measures %, n
when ¢ < cg, is the variance estimate in Lemma [3.4] which as seen in Lemma [A.1] above
does not hold. However, since G has compact support, it is enough to make estimates for
k € [aN,bN], where the support of G is contained in [a, b] for 0 < a < b.
We claim that in all the three regimes,
2

N,
J&Ean—f; S Varg,, . (n(k) = 0. (A.3)
aN<k<bN

coe—BE—K/N

1 — coeBE—F/N"
Ng = o(N), the claim (A.3]) would follow from the bound sup sup,y<p<pn Napk,co < 00
Such a bound holds in fact by the proof of Lemma -

Hence, under %, n, we conclude NsN=* > G(k/N)(n(k) — pk,c,) — 0 in probability. To
finish, we need only show that

Indeed, notice that Varg, . (n(k)) = p%)c() + Ph.c, Where pr o, = Since

N k >
i, v 36 ()N = [ Gl @ (A4)
where, we note that the summation of k above is actually on aN < k < bN. Recall the
formula for py ¢, in @I)).

When =0, we have Ng =1 and cg = 1. Then,

e k/N e k
Ngpr,co = P — T == = ey asN—>oo,N — .

—x

Then, (A4) follows from dominated convergence.

However, when 8 > 0, note first Ngbj ., = coe PE—EN)=E/N and &, — En = u(lnk) —
u(In N). By the mean value theorem, £, —Ey — Inzlim,_,o v/ (2) as N — oo and k/N — z.
Note also that Ng = %V — oo (cf. ([Z2)). Then,

. / k
Nopicy = Tog™ e = coe™PInrlimese (s — g, (2), as N = o0, = = a.

Again, by dominated convergence theorem, (A4]) follows. O
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