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HYDRODYNAMIC LIMIT OF A DISORDERED LATTICE GAS
ALESSANDRA FAGGIONATO AND FABIO MARTINELLI

ABSTRACT. We consider a model of lattice gas dynamics in Z? in the presence of disorder.
If the particle interaction is only mutual exclusion and if the disorder field is given by i.i.d.
bounded random variables, we prove the almost sure existence of the hydrodynamical limit
in dimension d > 3. The limit equation is a non linear diffusion equation with diffusion
matrix characterized by a variational principle.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Hopping motion of particles between spatially distinct locations is one of the fundamental
transport mechanisms in solids and it has been extensively used in a variety of models,
including electron conduction in disordered systems under a tight binding approximation.
The interested reader is refereed to [5] for a detailed physical review.

From a mathematical point of view, hopping motion is often modeled as an interacting
particle system in which each particle performs a random walk over the sites of an or-
dered lattice like Z?, with jump rates depending, in general, on the interaction with the
nearby particles and, possibly, on some external field. Typically the interaction between
the particles is assumed to be short range with an hard core exclusion rule (multiple
occupancy of any site is forbidden) and only jumps between nearest neighbors sites are al-
lowed. In the conduction models the hard core exclusion condition reflects the underlying
Pauli exclusion principle for electrons. The main focus of the mathematical and physics
literature on hopping motion models has been the understanding of transport properties
and particularly of the collective diffusive behavior (see for instance [I34]).

In this paper we consider an interacting particle system related to conduction of free elec-
trons in doped crystals that can be described as follows. A particle sitting on a site x of the
cubic lattice Z? waits an exponential time and then attempts to jump to a neighbor site .
If the site y is occupied then the jump is canceled otherwise it is realized with a rate cf,
depending only on the values (o, o) of some external quenched disorder field {c },c74
that, for simplicity, is assumed to be a collection of i.i.d. bounded random variables. Our
assumptions on the transition rates are quite general. We require them to be translation
covariant, strictly bounded and positive (to avoid trapping phenomena), and to satisfy
the detailed balance condition w.r.t. to the (product) Gibbs measure p®(n) o e 7%,
H.(n) = =3, azn,, where 1), is the particle occupation number at site =. These require-
ments are general enough to include some popular models like the Random Trap and the
Miller-Abrahams models, but not other models like the Random Barrier Model in which
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the jumps rates between z,y is assumed to depend only on the unoriented bond [z, y]
[20]. For a detailed derivation of the Hamiltonian H“ in the tight-binding approximation
and a discussion of the regime of its validity we refer to [5].

Since in the linear-response regime the conductivity in a solid is linked to the diffusion
matrix via the Einstein relation (see [34]), our main target has been the study of the bulk
diffusion of the disordered lattice gas discussed above. Our main result states that, for
d > 3, for almost any realization of the random field «, the diffusively rescaled system has
hydrodynamical limit given by a non linear differential equation

Om =V - (D(m)Vm)

where m(t, §) denotes the macroscopic density function at time ¢ at the point 6 of the d-
dimensional torus in R? with unit volume and the non random matrix D(-) is the diffusion
matrix. Moreover, we give a variational characterization of the matrix D(m) in terms of
the distribution of the random field « similar to the usual Green—-Kubo formula and we
prove that inf,, D(m) > 0 and that D(-) is continuous in the open interval (0, 1).

We remark that the above result without the restriction on the dimension d, was already
announced in [29] several years ago together with some sketchy ideas for its proof. How-
ever the details of the proof have never since been published and some of the technical
estimates suggested in [29] turned out to be troublesome even in the absence of disorder
(symmetric simple exclusion model) as explained in [[15], chapter 6. Therefore we de-
cided to tackle again the problem but we were forced to take a different route w.r.t. that
indicated in [29].

We also observe that the problem of collective behavior in disordered lattice gas has been
discussed mathematically in other papers, but, to the best of our knowledge, only for
models with either homogeneous equilibrium measures (see for example [28], [16] for
the one—dimensional Random Barrier model and its Brownian version) or with periodicity
in the random field « allowing to solve directly the generalized Fick’s law (see [32]] and
[38] for the one-dimensional Random Trap model having random field « of period 2) or
finally for models satisfying the so called “gradient condition” (see below) [25]. From
the physical point of view, diffusion of lattice gases in systems with site disorder has been
studied mainly by means of simulations and more or less rough approximations like mean
field . We refer the interested reader to [[19], [20], [211], [22], [24] and to [[17] for an
iterative procedure to compute corrections to the mean—field approximation.

The main technical features of the model considered here are the absence of translation
invariance (for a given disorder configuration) and the non validity of the so called gradi-
ent condition. This condition corresponds to the Fick’s law of fluid mechanics according
to which the current can be written as the gradient of some function. Since the continuity
equation states that 9;m = V - J, J being the macroscopic current, the main problem is to
derive J from the family of microscopic instantaneous currents j&', (1) := &, (1) (1. — 1),
defined as the difference between the rate at which a particle jumps from x to y and the
rate at which a particle jumps from y to z. The gradient condition (the Fick’s law) is
satisfied if, for each disorder configuration «, there exists a local function ~*(n) such that
jg,x+e(77) = Tuteh®(n) — 7:h%(n) for any = € 7%, where Tzh®(n) == h™(7,n) and 7,7, o
denote the particle and disorder configurations 7, « translated by the vector x.

If the system satisfies the gradient condition, the derivation of J is not too difficult (see
[23] and reference therein). It is however simple to check (as in [34], p. 182) that our
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system never satisfies the gradient condition except for constant disorder field o. We thus
have to appeal to the methods developed by Varadhan [[36], Quastel [30] and Varadhan-
Yau [37] (see also [23] and references therein) for studying the hydrodynamic limit of
non disordered non gradient systems. There the main idea is to prove a generalized Fick’s
law of the form

jg,e ~ Z De er(me)(mer —mo) + L% (1.1)
e'e€

for a suitable non random matrix D(m), where m, is the particle density in a cube cen-
tered in the origin of mesoscopic side ¢, g(«,n) is a local function and £ is the generator
of the dynamics.
One (among many others) main difficulty in proving such an approximation for a disor-
dered system is due to the fact that the disorder itself induces strong fluctuations in the
gradient density field as it is easily seen by taking, for any fixed disorder configuration «,
the average w.r.t. to the Gibbs measure ;* of (LI). By construction the current j§, and
the fluctuation term Lg have in fact zero average while the average of 7., — ny (we neglect
the factor D(my) for simplicity) is in general O(1) because of the disorder. However, and
this is a key input, the average over the disorder of the Gibbs average of (77@' — 770)
vanishes and therefore one can hope to tame the disorder induced fluctuations in the gra-
dient of the density field by first smearing them out using suitable spatial averages and
then by appealing to the ergodic properties of the disorder field «, at least in high enough
dimension. It turns out that the above sketchy plan works as soon as d > 3.

We conclude this short introduction with a plan of the paper. In section 2 we fix the nota-
tion, describe the model and state the main results. In section 3 and section 4 we discuss
most of the “high level” technical tools (entropy estimates, perturbation theory, spectral
gap bounds) and complete the proof of the main theorems following the standard route
of non gradient systems, modulo some key technical results. In section 5 we discuss in
detail the problem of the fluctuations of the gradient density field induced by the disorder.
Section 6 is devoted to the proof of several technical bounds while in section 7 we discuss
at length central limit variance, closed and exact forms in our context together with our
own interpretation of the long jump method described in [29]. Finally some very technical
estimates are collected in an appendix at the end.

We finish by saying that most of the material presented here is based on the unpublished
thesis [[I5] written by one of us (A.F) where an expanded version of several of the argu-
ments used in this paper can be found.

Acknowledgments. Part of this work was done while both authors were visiting the In-
stitute H. Poincaré during the special semester on “Hydrodynamic limits”. We would like
to thank the organizers E Golse and S. Olla for their kind invitation and the stimulating
scientific atmosphere there. We are also grateful to J. Quastel for providing unpublished
notes on the problem and for sharing his insight of the subject. We are also grateful to S.
Olla, C. Landim, G.B. Giacomin for many enlightening discussions and to P Caputo for his
proof of the spectral gap bound.

2. NOTATION, THE MODEL AND MAIN RESULTS

In this section we fix the notation, we define the model and state our main result.
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2.1. Notation.

Geometric setting. We consider the d dimensional lattice Z¢ with sites © = {z1,..., 24},
canonical basis £ and norm |z| = max{|z1|,...,|r4|}. The bonds of Z? are non oriented
couple of adjacent sites and a generic bond will be denoted by b.

The cardinality of a finite subset A C Z is denoted by |A| and F denotes the set of all
nonempty finite subsets of Z<.

Given ¢/ € N we denote by A, the cube centered at the origin of side 2¢ + 1. If £ = 2j + 1
we also set () = A;. The same cubes centered at x will be denoted by A,, and Q.
respectively. More generally, for any V C Z? and x € Z%, we will set V,, := V + z.

Next, given e € £ and ¢ = 2¢' + 1 with ¢/ € N, we let

A=A ingers APCi=Apep, Af=A UAPC 2.1

Finally, given e € (0,1) such that ¢! € N, we define the discrete torus of spacing ¢ by
T¢ := 7Z9/e=17Z%. The usual d-dimensional torus R%/Z? (with unite volume) will instead
be denoted by T?. M (T¢) will denote the set of positive Borel measures on T¢ with total
mass bounded by 1, endowed of the weak topology, while My C M; will denote the set of
measures in M which are absolutely continuous w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure with density

p satisfying ||p|loo < 1.

Spatial averages. We will make heavy use of spatial averages and it is better to fix from the
beginning some handy notation. Given A € F and ¢ € N, the spatial average of {f,},cza

in A N ¢Z will be denoted by Avge) Afz- When ¢ = 1 we will simply write Av,ep fo.
Next, given e € £ and two odd integers £ = 2¢' + 1, s = 2s’ + 1 such that § € N, we let

?f) :=(7Z%N Q. Notice that, if we divide the cube AL in cubes of side ¢, the centers of

these cubes form the set Qgﬁ with z = —(s' + 1)e.
With these notation we define the (¢, s, ¢) spatial average around y € Z¢ by

| 01

l,s i
Avzy fo = (s/0) ; AV o0 Tytat@rit—s)e: (2.2)

The motivation of introducing such a spatial average will be discussed in subsection

The disorder field. We assume the disorder to be described by a collection of real i.i.d
random variables o := {ay }, 74 such that sup, |a,| < B for some finite constant B. The
corresponding product measure on {p := [—B, B]Zd will be denoted by P. Expectation
w.r.t. P will be denoted by E.

Notice that, for any given ¢ € (0,1) such that e~ ! is an odd integer, the random field «
induces in a natural way a random field on T¢ via the identification of T¢ with the cube
Q1. For notation convenience the induced random field will always be denoted by a.

Finally, given o € Qp and A C Z¢, we define ap := {0y }zen.

The particle configuration space. Our particle configuration space is 2 = S8 = {0,1}
endowed with the discrete topology, or Q) = S* for some A € F. When A = T¢ we will
simply write Q.. Given n € Q and A C Z¢ we denote by 7, the natural projection over
Q. Given two sites z,y € Z% and a particle configuration 1 we denote by n*¥ and n* the
configurations obtained from 7 by exchanging the values of n at x, y and by “flipping” the
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value of 7 at x respectively. More precisely,

ny fz=u .
. 1—n, ifz=z
TY) = if z = ) ), = .
(") Tl y (") {Uz otherwise.
n, otherwise
Sometimes we will write n*¥ := S, ,n and call S, , the exchange operator between = and

y. Finally, given a probability measure ; on 25, we will denote by Var,,(§) the variance of
the random variable £ w.r.t. u, by u(&;¢’) its covariance with the random variable ¢’ and
by u(&,¢") the scalar product between ¢ and ¢’ in the Hilbert space L?(Qy, dp).

Local functions. If f is a measurable function on Q := Qp x Q, the support of f, denoted
by Ay, is the smallest subset of Z¢ such that f(«,n) depends only on aa ;on, and fis
called local if Ay is finite. By || f|.c we mean the supremum norm of f. Given two sites
z,y € Z% we define

Vayf(a,n) = fla,n™) = fla,n),
v:cf(aan) = f(a777x) - f(aﬂ?)-

We write G for the set of measurable, local and bounded functions ¢ on Q and for any
g € G we introduce the formal series g

9= 7
z€Z
where 7, f(a,n) := f(7,c,7,n) and 7.« and 7,1 are the disorder and particle configura-
tions translated by = € Z? respectively:
(Txa)z = Qgptz, (Tzn)z = Natz-

Although the above series is only formal, by the locality of g, the gradient V, , g is mean-
ingful for any z,y € Z%.

Limits. Given n parameters /1, ... ¢, we use the compact notation limy, _,,  , _ for the

n [ORRRRE] 1
ordered limits limy, ¢, ...limy, 4. The same convention is valid when “lim” is replaced
by “lim sup” or “lim inf”.

2.2. The model. In this subsection we describe the lattice gas model at the microscopic
scale ¢ for a given disorder configuration a.

Gibbs measures. Given an external chemical potential A € R, the Hamiltonian of the system
in the set A C Z¢ is defined as

H{(n) ==Y (az + A

z€EA

and the corresponding grand canonical Gibbs measure on 25, denoted by NX”\, is simply
the product measure

o 1 .
U ) = —— exp(—H3(n)) (2.3)
ZA’
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where Z5 is such that 3 (Q4) = 1.
For our purposes it is important to introduce also the canonical measures vy, . Let
Na(n) =3 ,canz and let m € [0, ITl\’ ..., 1]. Then

VR () = 13| Ny = m|A)) 2.4)

The random variable N, will usually be referred to as the number of particles and
mp = Np/|A| as the particle density or simply the density. The set of all canonical mea-
sure vg . as m varies in [0, ITl\’ ..., 1] will be denoted by M®(A). Notice that v§, does
not depend on the chemical potential A\. However, as it is well known [6], the canoni-
cal and grand canonical Gibbs measures are closely related if the chemical potential \ is
canonically conjugate to the density m in the sense that the average density w.r.t. ,uf“\’)‘ is
equal to m. With this in mind, for any m € [0, 1], we define the empirical chemical poten-
tial Ap(a, m) as the unique value of A such that ,ui”\(NA) = m|A|, the annealed chemical
potential \g(m) as the unique A such that E[MO‘A(UO)} = m and the corresponding static
compressibility x(m) as x(m) = E[u®*0™ (ng;n0)]. Since & ut (f) = u3*(f; Na) for
any local function f, we get the following thermodynamic relations:

0 a, z(a,m) -1 0 _
%)\A(a,m) = [ﬂA : (mA§NA)] and %Ao(m) = x(m)~".

Notation warning. From now on, in order to keep the notation to an acceptable level, we
need to adopt the following shortcuts whenever no confusion arises.

i) Most of the times the label o will be omitted. That means that quantities like yi\ (f) will
actually be random variables w.r.t the disorder .. Moreover, the label X of the chemical
potential will be omitted when \ = 0.

ii) If the region A on which the Gibbs measures or, later, the generator of the dynamics are
defined coincides with T, then the suffix A will be simply replaced by ¢ while if A = Z¢
it will simply be dropped (i.e. ji := N%g)'

iii) The symbol uj‘\(m) will always denote the grand canonical Gibbs measure on Q5 with

empirical chemical potential Ap(«, m).
iv) The letter c will denote a generic positive constant depending only on d and B that may
vary from estimate to estimate.

The dynamics. The lattice gas dynamics we are interested in is the continuous time Markov
chain on ), described by the Markov generator e ~2L. where L, := La and for any A C z4

Laf(n)=>_ Luf(n)

bCA

where, for any bond b = {z, y},
Eﬂc,yf(n) = Cg,y(n)vx,yf(n)

The non-negative real quantities cj , (n) are the transition rates for the process. They are
defined as

(07

c:c,:c—i—e(n) = fe(Qz, Nz, Qzpes Nave) VT € Zda e€é

where f, is a generic bounded function on ([—B,B] X 8)2 such that f.(a,s,d’,s") =
feld',s';a,s) and f. > ¢ > 0 for a suitable constant ¢. Thanks to this definition the
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transition rates are translation covariant, i.e.

Cg+27y+z(n) = c;f;(TzT/) Vz € 74,

The key hypothesis on the transition rates is the detailed balance condition w.r.t the Gibbs
measures ), A C Z4and A € R, i.e.

fela,s,d’,s") = fe(a, s',a',s)e_(sl_s)(a/_a) Ve€ &, a,d € [-B,B], s,s €8

which implies that the generator £, becomes a selfadjoint operator on L?(u}) for any A.
Actually, since the moves of the Markov chain generated by £, do not change the number
of particles, for any canonical Gibbs measure v € M(A) the operator L, is selfadjoint on
L?(v) with a positive spectral gap
V(fa _ﬁAf) .

Var,(f) ’
and the corresponding Markov chain is irreducible on {n € Q5 : Na(n) = n} for any
nel0,1,...,|Al]]
Given g € G we denote by Lg the function ), ;4 £ g. Given A C A and a probability
measure p on 2y, for any f with support inside A we will set

1 2
Da(fim) =5 > #(e(Vof)?).
bCA

Notice that, if A = A and p is either a grand canonical or a canonical measure on A, then
the above expression is nothing but the Dirichlet form of the Markov chain generated by
L W.L.t. p.
Finally, given a probability measure ; on Q. and 7" > 0, we denote by P;*** the distribution
at time T of the Markov chain on T¢ with generator e 2£% and initial distribution z, and
by P*# the induced probability measure on the Skorohod space D([0,7],€2.) (see [4]).
The expectation w.r.t. P will be denoted by E“*. Notice that, in turn, P** induces a
probability measure Q ** on D([0,7], M) by the formula P** o 7!, where

ﬂé(n) = Avme’]l“ei Nz 5em € Ml(Td)

denotes the empirical measure.

gap(La,v) == inf{ Var, (f) # 0} (2.5)

Warning In all the above measures, the crucial dependence on the parameter ¢ > 0 does
not appear in the various symbols in order to keep the notation to an acceptable level.

2.3. Main results. Our first result concerns the existence and regularity of the diffusion
matrix D(m) corresponding to the usual Green-Kubo matrix (see [34], proposition 2.2
page 180).

Theorem 2.1. Let d > 3. Then for any density m € (0, 1) there exists a unique symmetric
d x d matrix D(m), such that

(a, D(m)a) = inf E[,uo‘)‘o(m) (c&e (ae(ne —mo) + Vo,eg)Q) ] Va € R%. (2.6)

2x(m) ¢eG =
Moreover D(m) is continuous in the open interval (0, 1) and
0<c'IT<D(m)<cl VYme(0,1)

for some positive constant c.
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Remark 2.2. We actually expect the matrix D to be continuously extendable to the closed
interval [0,1]. In particular we expect that D(m) converges to the diffusion matrix of the
random walk of a single particle in the random environment « as m goes to zero, as confirmed
by simulations (see [22]).

In order to state the next main result we need the following definition.

Definition 2.3. Given a Lebesgue absolutely continuous measure m(6)df € My(T?), a se-
quence of probability measures ;€ on ). is said to correspond to the macroscopic profile m(-)
if. under p, the random variable . in M1 (T?) converges in probability to m(0)df as ¢ | 0,
i.e. for any smooth function H on T% and any § > 0

hﬁ)l /f(! Av,cpaH (ex)n, — H(0)m(6)do ! >6)=0.
€ € Td

With the above definition the existence of the hydrodynamical limit for almost all disorder
configurations reads as follows.

Theorem 2.4. Let d > 3, let T > 0 and assume that D(m) can be continuously extended
to the closed interval [0,1]. Then almost all disorder configurations « satisfy the following
property. Let mo(6) € Mz and suppose that the Cauchy problem

dim(t,0) = Vi (D(m(t, 0))Vomit, 9)) 27
has a unique weak solution m € C([0,T], Mz) satisfying the energy estimate
T
/ ds/ do |Vem(t,0)* < cc. (2.8)
0 Td

Let also {1 }e~0 be a sequence of probability measures on ). corresponding to the macroscopic
density profile mo(6). Then the measure Q" converges weakly to the probability measure
on D([0,T], M) concentrated on the path {m(t,8)d0}cjo ). In particular, for any 0 <
t < T, the sequence of time dependent probability measures {P;"" s}6>0 corresponds to the
macroscopic density profile m(t, ), i.e. for any smooth function H on T and any § > 0

liﬁ?]}”f‘”“e (| AvyeraH (ex)n, — [ H(6)m(t,0)df | > §) = 0. (2.9)
€ € Td

The thesis remains valid also if D(m) has no continuous extension provided that one assumes
instead that, for some fixed p € (0, 1), there exists a sequence of probability measures .5 on
Q. such that

Hu 5] =o(e™!)  and  inf inf min(pg(n.), 1 — pi(n.)) = p, (2.10)
€ zeTd

where H|:|-] denotes the relative entropy.

Remark 2.5. Notice that condition (ZI0) becomes rather natural if the initial profile m(-)
satisfies p < mg() < 1 — p for any 0 € T
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3. PLAN OF THE PROOF OF THE TWO MAIN THEOREMS

The proof of theorem BTl will be given in section [Z4] and it is based on more or less
standard techniques. The proof of theorem [Z.4] is more involved and it can be divided into
several steps that we illustrate in what follows. In order to work in the simplest possible
setting, in the sequel we assume that the diffusion matrix D can be continuously extended
to the closed interval [0, 1]. Only at the end (see subsection we will explain how to
treat the other case.

Let us begin with some remarks on the weak interpretation of (2.7) and 2.8). Let
A(m), m € [0,1], be a d x d matrix such that A’(m) = D(m) so that

(D(m(t,0))Vem(t,0)), = > 9, Acer(m(t,0)), Ve € &.
e'ek

It is simple to prove (see appendix of [[15]) that given m € D([0,T], M) there is a mea-
surable function m(¢, #) univocally defined up to sets of zero Lebesgue measure such that
my = m(t,0)dd for any ¢ € [0,T] (see appendix of [[15]). In what follows, we will often
identify m with the funtion m(t, 6).

A path m € D([0,T], M3) is called a weak solution of 2.7 if m(0,-) = my(-) and

®(m,H) =0 VYH € CY%([0,T] x T?)

where

T
o(m,H) := m(T,0)H(T,0)do — m(0,0)H (0,6) df — / m(s,0)0sH (s,0)db ds
Td Td Td

T
- Z/ Ace(m(s,0)) 05 4 H(s,0)do ds.
e,e’ 0 T4 e

(3.1)
Moreover, m € D([0,T], M5) satisfies the energy estimate 2.8 if
sup sup / / 2m89 H - H2)d0 ds < o0. (3.2)
ec€ HeC'([0,T]xT?) Td

Warning. In what follows, we will introduce some other mesoscopic scales in addition to
the microscopic scale e. For example, we will introduce some positive scale parameters
a, b and consider the mesoscopic scales [2] and [2], where [-] denotes the integer part. For
simplicity of notation these new scales will be denoted only by ¢ and % Moreover, we will
introduce the scale n where n is a positive odd integer. The property of n to be odd will
be always understood.

3.1. Tightness. The first step toward the proof of theorem 24 is to show that, for all
disorder configurations «, if {u}e>0 is a sequence of probability measures on (). then the
sequence of measures on D([0, T], M1), {Q%* }.~o, is relatively compact. For this purpose
it is enough to use the Garsia-Rodemich-Rumsey inequality as done in [23], chapter 7,
section 6.

3.2. Regularity properties of the limit points. In the second step one proves that, for
almost all o, given a sequence {y‘}.~( of probability measures on {2, any limit point Q* of
the sequence {Q“* }.~( is concentrated on paths enjoying a certain regularity property.
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For this purpose we first observe that, for any o, Q® must satisfy Q*( C([0,T], M3)) =1,
since for any n € ., H € C(T?) and b C T¢

| me(N[H] | < AvyerglH(ex)] and | mwe(n’)[H] — me(n)[H] | < 2| H | oce’.

Moreover, if the sequence of {u}.~( corresponds to the macroscopic profile mg(6), then
necessarily

Q*(m € C([0,T], M3) : m(0,0) =my(0)) =1 Va. (3.3)

The key result here, whose proof will be given later in section .7, is the following.
Given a path n(-) € D([0,T],9), z € T¢ and ¢ € N, let m, 4(t) be the particle density of
n(t) in the cube @, ¢. Then we have

Lemma 3.1. (Energy estimate). Let d > 3, let T' > 0 and assume that D(m) can be
continuously extended to the closed interval [0, 1]. Then almost any disorder configurations
« have the following property. For any sequence {yu‘}¢~o of probability measures on ). and
anyee€ &

. . Temy, b, a(s)—mga(s)q2
sup lim sup E“# (AvaTd/ [ £ e ] ds) < +00. (3.4
b>0 al0,el0 “Jo b

Moreover any limit point Q® of the sequence {Q® "}~ satisfies
QO‘{ m € C([0,T], M) : Lhus. of @2) < oo} ~ 1. (3.5)

3.3. Microscopic identification of the hydrodynamic equation. In the third step of the
proof one identifies at the microscopic level the hydrodynamic equation. It is convenient
to introduce some more notation. Given e, e’ € £, two positive numbers a, b and a smooth
function H on [0,7] x T%, we set

B T
Hy e = Avme’]l‘g |:H(T> ex)n.(T) — H(0, ex)n, (0) — /0 dsn.(s)0sH (s, 51')]

T Myt ber E(S) T My b 9(8)
Ly / s A, g VEH (5, €) Do (. 2 (s) [ 200 e

e,e’e€ 0

(3.6)

where VEH (s,ex) := 2[H(s,ex + ee) — H(s, ex)].

The following theorem, whose proof will be discussed in a little while, corresponds to the
microscopic identification of the hydrodynamical equation.

Theorem 3.2. Let d > 3, let T > 0 and assume that D(m) can be continuously extended
to the closed interval [0,1]. Then almost all disorder configurations « have the following
property. For any sequence {u}eso of probability measures on ., any 6 > 0 and any
H e CH2([0,T] x T9)

limsup P* ( |Hp o | > 5) =0. 3.7)
b0, al0, el0

The proof of theorem 4] given Lemma 3.1l and theorem 3.2, now follows by more or less
standard arguments and it can be found in section 1.5 of [15].
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4. PROOF OF THEOREM [3.21 MODULO SOME TECHNICAL STEPS

In this section we prove theorem modulo certain technical results that will be dis-
cussed in the remaining sections. Following [37] the first main step is to reduce the proof
of the theorem to the eigenvalue estimates of certain symmetric operators, via the entropy
inequality and the Feynman-Kac formula. To this aim we define j, .. as the instanta-
neous current through the oriented bond {z, z + ¢}, i.e. as the difference between the rate
at which a particle jumps from x to x + e and the rate at which a particle jumps from x + e
to x. It is simple to check that

jm,m—i—e(n) = Cw,x+e(77)(77m - 77x+e)

and
LNy = Z(—jz,ere(Tl) + jx—e,x(n))'
eef
In particular (see lemma 5.1, appendix 1 in [23], or [15]), for any smooth H(¢,x), inte-
gration by parts and stochastic calculus show that

AV era [H(T, ex)n,(T) — H(0, ex)n, (0)] =

T T
4.1
Avgeme / OsH (s, ex)n,(s)ds + €1 Z Avyera / ViH (s, €x)jpgreds + M(T) “.1)
0 ec€ 0
where M (-) is a martingale w.r.t P** satisfying
P [|M(T)| > 6] <c(H)6 2e? V5> 0. (4.2)

In order to benefit of the ergodicity of the system, it is convenient to replace the current
Jrote in @ID by its local average around z. To this aim let us introduce a new scale
parameter ¢, that will be sent to oo after the limit € | 0. Then, because of the smoothness
of the function H, for any ¢ >> 1 one can safely replace in the rh.s. of (@I) the current
Juate Dy alocal average Avy. ., _q <o, Jyytes (1 7= £ — V¢, in the sense that, for any § > 0

T
liﬁ)l P~ [ |6_1sz€Tg / VeH (s, €x) [jzore — AVyly—o|<t Jyy+e] ds | > (5} =0. (4.3
€ 0

The key observation in the theory of non-gradient systems is that, thanks again to stochas-
tic calculus,

T
lim P#* [ ‘e_lAvmeTg/ VeH (s, ex)t,Lgds | > 0] =0 Vo >0,VgeG 4.4)
0

€l0
and similarly for Av,., </, 7,Lg in place of 7, Lg.

In conclusion, thanks to (1), @2), @3) and @3), in order to prove [B.7) it is enough
to show that for almost all disorder configuration « and for any e € £

T
inf  limsup E* ( ‘/ ¢ YAV, cra VEH (5, €) [Avy:|y_g,;|<g1 (Jyytre + 7L9)
9€G 50, al0, £100, €,0 0 ¢ - (4.5)

m b/g_m
‘e

b _beora
5 Dt (P P )
e'el

We next reduce (.5 to certain equilibrium eigenvalue estimates by means of the entropy
inequality and the Feynman-Kac formula (see proposition [A.8). Let us recall the former:
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given two probability measures 7, 7’ on the same probability space, for any 8 > 0 and any
bounded and measurable function f,

m(f) < BHH(r|7') + ln(ﬂ’(eﬁf))} (4.6)

where H (7 | 7") denotes the entropy of = w.r.t. 7’. It is simple to verify that, for any initial
distribution p on )., the relative entropy between the path measure P# starting from p
and the equilibrium path measure P« starting from the grand canonical measure y,. with
zero chemical potential, satisfies

H(PH|PH) < ce ™.

Therefore, for any v > 0 and any function / on [0, 7] x

T e T
E*( ‘/0 h(s,n(s))ds|) < 5 + 71HEHE (exp{’ye_d‘/o h(s,n(s))ds”). 4.7)

The Feynman-Kac formula (see proposition now shows that,

;m B (exp{re (= /0 (s, n()ds) D

T
/0 sup specLz(He){:lzh(s, )+ 7_led_2ﬁe} ds . (4.8)

We now apply the above reasoning to the function h(s,n) = integrand of (&.5)). Since for
any € > 0 supyejo,r) SUPzera | VeH (s, €x)| < ¢(H), after a suitable reparametrization of v,
in order to prove [@.0) it is enough to prove the following key eigenvalue estimate.

Proposition 4.1. Let d > 3. Then, almost all disorder configurations « have the following
property. For all v > 0

inf  limsup SUp Sup Specrz(,,) {e_ljga vt 'yed_2£} <0 (4.9)
9€G 50, al0, £100,el0 J e

where

jg,a,ﬂ,e = sze’]l‘gj(ex) [Avy:|y—x|§£1 (jy,y—i-e + Tyﬁg)
(4.10)

m bya — MM b a

+ 2 Decrlima )] - ’€2b/e x_ze’v?]]
e'e€

and J varies in {J € C(T%) : || J|| < 1}.

4.1. Some technical tools to bound the spectrum. Before we turn to the proof of propo-
sition E.1], let us introduce some tools to deal with the eigenvalue problem posed in (#.9).
We begin by recalling a useful subadditivity property of the supremum of the spectrum of
a selfadjoint operator and explain its role in the so—called localization technique.

Given a finite family { X, };c; of self-adjoint operators on L?(.),
sup Spech(ué){Z X;} < Z sup specrz ()1 Xi}, (4.11)
icl il
and similarly with ), _; replaced by Av;c;. The subadditivity property allows one to

exploits the localization method which is best explained by means of an example, although
the underlying idea has a much wider application. Let € > 0, ¢ < % and for any = € TY let
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f= be a local function with support in A, 4. Recall the definition of M(A; ) as the set of
canonical Gibbs measures on A, . Then

supspecy,2 (ue){AVzeTgfz + ed_zﬁe}
< Av,cra sup specrz(y,) {fz + ce_2Avb€Az_’££b} (4.12)
< AvxETg SUp  Sup specrz(,) {fx + ce_2AvbeAM£b}
VEM(AI_[)

where the former inequality follows from €?£, < cAv,eraAvien, Ly together with the
subadditivity property, while the latter can be easily checked. '

Next we state a very general result on sup specr2(,){£ + 8V}, where £ is an ergodic
reversible Markov generator on a finite set £ with invariant measure p, and whose proof
is based on perturbation theory for selfadjoint operators (see e.g. [23]).

Proposition 4.2. Let gap(£, i) be the spectral gap of £ in L?(p) and let, for 8 > 0 and
V:E—R,
Ag = sup specr2() 1€+ BV}
Assume without loss of generality (V) = 0. If
26 gap(£, 1) [V lloo < 1
then
,82
0< g <
= 128 gan(E, 1) V]

M(V, (—g)~! V).

The above proposition suggests that in order to prove proposition BTl we must be able to
estimate:

(1) the spectral gap of the generator £, in a generic box A;
(2) the H_; norm appearing above.

We begin with the first one.

Proposition 4.3. [10] Let A C Z? be a parallelepiped with longest side {. Then, for all
disorder configurations o and all v € M(A),

gap(La;v) > cl™? (4.13)

In particular, for all disorder configurations and all v € M(A), the following Poincaré in-
equality holds
Var, (f) < ¢*Da(f;v) (4.14)

Remark 4.4. The key aspect of the above result is the uniformity in the disorder configura-
tion. Its proof is based on some clever technique developed recently in [[13] to deal with the
Kac model for the Boltzmann equation and extended in [[12] and [11] to other kind of diffu-
sions. For other models of lattice gas dynamics like the dilute Ising lattice gas in the Griffiths
regime the above uniformity will no longer be available and a more sophisticated analysis is
required (see [[15] for a discussion).

Let us now tackle with the H_; norm. Unfortunately that will requires the proof of some
technical bounds that, on a first reading, can be just skipped.

Following the theory of non disordered non-gradient systems, we introduce the space
G C G defined as

G:={g9€G : 3A€cF suchthat, Vaand Vv € M*(A), v(g) =0}. (4.15)



14 A. FAGGIONATO AND E MARTINELLI

Equivalently, G can be defined as the set of functions g € G such that there exists A € F and
h € G with ¢ = Lh. Since the dynamics is reversible w.r.t. Gibbs measures, this second
characterization assures an integration by parts property that will play an important role in
the sequel. More precisely, if g = L h, then, for any A’ containing A and any v € M(A'),
y(g, f) =v(h,Lxf). Moreover, if V and A are such that A, C V for any = € A, then for
any A >0and v € M(V),

(" 7ag. f)| < elg)|AIZDy (f;v)2 < Ac(g)|Al + A~ e(g)Dy (f:v) (4.16)

TEA

where, for some suitable constant c¢(A),

c(g) :=c(A)sup sup (I/(hQ))%. (4.17)
@ veM(V)
A first simple consequence of integration by parts (see chapter 7 of [23]] and section 1.16
of [[15] for a proof) is the following bound.

Proposition 4.5. Let g € G have support included in As. Then for any disorder configuration
a, any v > 0 and any family of functions F := { fy},c1a 0n Q4

sup specia(u (€ AV e (reg f) + 7€ 2L} <
(4.18)

_ I 4
€ (g, 1F o)V F oo + sup specraqu ) {e(9)AVaers f7 + 57e' 2L},

where || Fljoo := supyera || fzlloo and [V Floo := supgera suppca,,, Vo faloo-

In the space G it is also possible to introduce a H_; norm closely related to that given
by perturbation theory (see proposition above).
Given positive integers ¢, s with s> < ¢ and f,g € G with A 7,y C Ag, for any canonical
or grand canonical Gibbs measure ;. on A, we define

_ -1
Ve(f.gip) = (21) dN( Z T f, ( - »CAe) Z ng>~ (4.19)
|| <éy |lz[<e
If Ay is replaced by A, , and the above sums are over x € A, we will simply write

Veo(f,g; 1) and if f = g we write Vy(g; p) or V. ¢(g; ).
It is simple to check that Vj(g; i) can be variationally characterized as follows:

Vi(g; 1) = (20)“sup{2u( Y 72g,h) — Da,(h; )}
P ale
—d M(Z\x\gél Ta9, h)2
= (21)"“sup
h DAe (h§ /L)
where sup,, is taken among the non constant functions with support contained in A,.
The variational characterization allows one to derive some simple bounds on V;(g; 1t). Let

A be a box such that A; C A C A, and for any = € Z? let F, be the o-algebra generated
by ma, and {n,},¢a,. Then, for any function A,

(4.20)

(129, h) = p((1ag; B| Fo)) < p( Var,(rog | Fu) 2 Var, (h| Fy)?)
< p(Vary(rag | Fo)) 2 Vary (h | F,)) 2

N
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which implies that

u( Z Tzg, h Z (Var, (29| Fz)) Z p( Var, (k| Fy)). (4.21)

|z|<l1 z| <ty |x|<l1

If we appeal now to the Poincaré inequality

Vary(h| Fa) < es” Y u(e(Voh)? | Fu),
bCA,

the last sum in (@ZI) is bounded by ¢ st2Dy, (h; u). Recalling @20D, for any ¢ > s% we
finally get

Ve(g; ) < csd+2AV|m|§£1u(VarM(Txg | Fz))- (4.22)
In particular
Vi(g; ) < s g)1% (4.23)

In order to benefit of the ergodicity of the random field, it is natural to define, for any
m € (0,1) and any g € G,

Vin(9) :zgg(%)‘dE[u“(m)( > g (—La) D ng)} (4.24)

|z| <1 |z <1

where, we recall, \o(m) is the annealed chemical potential corresponding to the particle
density m. If m = 0,1 we simply set V,,,(g) = 0 for any g € G. In section [/lwe will prove,
among other results, that the limit appearing in exists finite and that it defines
a semi-inner product on G (see theorem there). With this definition we have the
following result.

Lemma 4.6. Let g € G. Then

hmsupAv‘ <1 sup ij(g;l/) < sup Vi(9). (4.25)
£100,€l0 GM(ACL‘,Z) m€[071]

Proof. As in [23]], chapter 7, lemma 4.3, we introduce a scale parameter k, with k 1 oo
after ¢ 1 oo, and partition A, in cubes of side 2k + 1. More precisely, we define Agk) =
A¢N(2k+1)Z% and write Ay = By ;U (UZGA(k)AZ’k) where By, := A¢\U__, iy A- - Then, by
proceeding as in [23]] and by using the variational characterization together with
the integration by parts formula (.16, for any v € M(A,) we get

Vi(g;v) sup{ D Fu(hzsv)} +c(g)\ ke 1+k‘5} (4.26)
zEA(k)

where ¢(g) is as in @I7D), F.(h,;v) := 2 ZyeAz_kl v(7yg, hz) — Da,, (h.;v) and the supre-
mum supy, is taken over all families h = {h.}

D(hz§ V) < C(g)kd'
Actually it is simple to check that in (4.26) we can restrict the supremum to families i
that satisfy the extra condition ||h ||~ < ¢(g)ci for some constant ¢;, depending on k.

Therefore, if m is the particle density associated to the canonical measure v and thanks to
the equivalence of ensembles (see lemmas[A4 and [A3), for any disorder configuration «

NG such that h, depends only on 7, , and
¢ :



16 A. FAGGIONATO AND E MARTINELLI

we get

‘ Z L(hav) — Z Fz(hz”ix([m))‘ < c(g)ex,

zGA/(_,k) zGA/(_,k)
| > Elhaiiy™) = Y Balhas i) < elg)er € [m — i) (m,)|.
zeA) zeAl®)

Thanks to the previous observations we finally obtain

AV|x|<l sup Vo, (97 V) <c\ k-1 + k2 + el 4 01 + C¢O2

T veM(Ng )

where ¢, ¢ is a positive constant depending on k, £ such that limy;. ¢1o0 ¢ ¢ = 1 and

O1:= Avj, 21 81?(1))1}\77% po (ma, ),

(C)) —AV‘ <1 Sl?(}))HTx<Sup{ (2k) dAV Aék)Fz(hz7M>\o(m))})7

and supy, is as before.

It is clear that, by considering a fixed density m in the definition of ©; and O, for almost
all disorder configurations «, O is negligible as ¢ 1 oo, e | 0. Moreover, because of the
ergodicity of the random field o and of the variational characterization #.20), it is also
clear that for almost all disorder configurations «

lim sup Oy < E(V(g; u)‘o(m)))

100,60
To handle the supremum over m € [0,1] requires some simple additional observations
based on compactness of [0, 1] and lemma [A3] (see e.g section 1.13 in [I5]). O

4.2. Back to the proof of proposition @Il Given the technical tools developed in the
previous paragraph, let us now complete the proof of proposition .1l modulo some non
trivial results to be proved later on.

The basic idea would be to benefit of the ergodicity of the model by means of the lo-
calization technique discussed in subsection B.Jl Unfortunately, the function jbg’a%e ap-
pearing in cannot be written as AVmeT? fz (or as a more complex spatial average)
for suitable functions f, having support independent of e. We will need some subtle
techniques developed for non-gradient systems in order to approximate .J; a0, With such
a spatial average. There is however one piece of Jbﬂ’m, namely the den51ty ‘gradient”
(2b/ e)_l [m,, bera = My %e,’%] which can be conveniently written as a suitable spatial
average. To this aim recall the definition of the spatial average Av% and define for
any particle configuration 7, m;’e, m?’e and mj to be the particle density associated to n

in the sets A;’E,Aé’e and A§ defined in (2] respectively. It is then simple to check the
following identity (which motivates the introduction of Avi:‘;):

m2,e . ml,e m2 e ml,e
s — Mg
AV?ZTZ £ 7 L =7, . . (4.27)
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Let now n, 2,2 be odd integers such that = € N and 2 € N. Then, it is simple to check

that
2.e

l,e
2y Ma —Ma Myibea =M, b,a
A € € — € Ve € Ve 4.28
Vi=0 Tau afe 2b/e ( )
where
b 1,a
= A 1)
Ty x + (u c + 2(6 ) + e
Therefore, if we define
" 26 _q ,2
AV, foi= Avi g AVESL ] (4.29)

(when necessary we will also add the versor e € £ into the notation by writing Av}7),
thanks to @.27) and @.28) we obtain:

2.e l,e —
Ayt my — My . mm—l—%e,% mx—l—e’e,%
vt e . (4.30)

If the above conditions on n, 2,2 are not satisfied, we extend the definition of Av} x by

replacing in q, 2’ 2b w1th r1, r9 and 2’”2 respectively, where r; is the smallest odd
number in nZ such that ¢ < r; and r; is the smallest odd number in r,Z such that & 2 <.
Warning. In the sequel, for the sake of simplicity we will always assume n, £, %’ to be odd
integers such that - € N and g € N. The way to treat the general case is shortly discussed
right after section

It is convenient to introduce also Av} , defined as the dual average of Av? ,, i.e.

AV:ce'Jl‘gl (f:c (sz,zQZ)> = AVze’ﬂ‘g (gcc (AV:,zfz)> . (4.31)

The explicit formula of Av7 , f. can be easily computed and it is similar to the formula of

sz,zfz-

We introduce at this point some special functions related to the gradient of the density
field. Given two integers 0 < n < s, e € £ and a grand canonical measure ; on an
arbitrary set A containing A¢, we write

myt—my = +¢h,, with ¢, = pu[md®—my|Fs], (4.32)

where F¢ is the o—algebra generated by m¢. Notice that, in absence of disorder, the
function ¢f, ; would be identically equal to zero and that ¢ ; € G for all n < s, since

v(yy ) = 0 for all v € M(A) and all A containing AS. Thanks to ) with A := A¢
and s := n and thanks to the equivalence of ensembles (see lemma , given ¢ > n?itis
easy to check that

Y,
Vi(

Using decomposition [#32) we can now write J7 _,

V) <c Wve M(Ay), Ve(%;ulo(m)) <em(l—m). (4.33)

as

baze ZAvxel‘dJ 633)1/’(]
7=0
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where (we omit in the notation the suffix b,a,/,¢, g )

. (lpe,
¢9(50) = AVy:\y—z\Sél |:]y,y+e +7,Lg + Z De,e/(mx,Z)Ty :l’n]’
e'e€
o,
1/}g(c1) = Z De er(my.r) [Tx yly—el<tTy :Lm]
e'eg
g,
H i= 3 [ D) = Decrlme) 50
e'ef
Yan U
WD 1= 3 Dot [aviin oot - ]
e'el
T —— b,a 26_ 1,e’
(4) .— / a x+ze Y e :E_ie *,8 u
v =) Dee (m%:){ 2b/e AT "
e'eg
e/
U = 3 Dol ) AViE T 20
e'el

and we define
Qj :=sup Spech(ué){e_lAva(ex)¢§cj) + 'yed_2£€} j=0,...,5.

Then, thanks to the subadditivity of “sup spec”, proposition B1] follows from the next
result.

Proposition 4.7. Let d > 3 and v > 0. Then, for almost any disorder configuration «,

inf limsup supy <0 (4.34)
9€G ntoo,ltoo,el0 J
and, forany j =1,...,5,
lim sup sup €2; <0 (4.35)
n1oo,bl0,al0,4100,el0 J

where J varies in {J € C(T%) : ||J]|leo < 1}.

The proof of proposition B 7is best divided into several pieces according to the value of
the index j.

4.3. The term Q. Let us first prove (#£34). By localizing on cubes of side 2¢ + 1 (see
(A.12)) and using the regularity of J(-), it is enough to prove that for almost any disorder
configuration a,

inf limsup AV;CETd Sup sup sup spec {6 BAVy ly— :c|<€17'y1/’( 9) 4 cpd Q,CAM} <0
9€G ptoo,l100,el0 IBIST ™ L2(va, 4m) '

(4.36)
where

e
n,n

n

w}g,g) = jO,e + ‘Cg + Z De,e’ (’I’)’L)

e'e€
Since € | 0 before ¢ 1 oo and since for any ¢ large enough, any |y — z| < ¢; and any
ve M(Agyp), v(Ty (, g)) = 0, we can appeal to perturbation theory (see proposition E.2])
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and conclude that it is enough to show that

inf  lim  Av,.pa sup V, "9) Up ,m) =0 (4.37)
9€G ntoo,l100,el0 €Td mE[OI?l] Az (v A, 0:m)
where V,, ; has been defined right after (£.19). A minor modification of the proof of lemma
shows that ({37) follows from

inf limsup sup V,, (1/1,(7’{"9)) =0 Vd > 3 (4.38)
9€G  ntoo me0,1]

(see @24 for the definition of V},,) which, in turn, follows from theorem [7.22]

4.4. The three terms Q, Q2, Q3. Let us prove (£35) for j = 1,2,3. In what follows,
by means of proposition we will reduce the eigenvalues estimate 2;, 22 and 23 to
the Two Blocks estimate (see subsection[A.7). To this aim, by integrating by parts, we can
write

-1 () — -1 Yan gl -
Av,J =Y MAv,n " BY V=123
€ TAvyJ(ex)y € AVeTp— J

e'eg

where
B = J(ex)De.er(Ma0) — AVypy—sj<er T (€)) De.er (Mg 0)
B = J(ex)[De e (My,2) = Deer(ma)]
BQ(C?’) = Av::gJ(ez)D&e/ (mz,%) — J(ex)De e (mm%)
Notice that, for any b C A, ,

d
V,BY = V,B® =0, |V,BY)| < cnZ0sc(D,cS).
a a

Therefore, using proposition it is enough to prove that for almost any disorder con-
figuration «, given v > 0,

limsup sup sup SpeCL2(u€){AVme’]1‘§ (Bg(ﬂj))2 + %ved_zﬁe} =0 Vi=1,2,3. (4.39)
b10,al0,0100,el0 J
Since D can be approximated by Lipschitz functions and .J is smooth, can be derived
from the Two Blocks estimate (see subsection [A.7). For simplicity of notation, let us
consider the case j = 2 (the case j = 1 is simpler, while j = 3 is a slight variation) and D
Lipschitz continuous. Since (Bg(cz))2 <c | Mg ¢ — My e |, by introducing a scale parameter
k such that k£ 1 oo after a | 0,/ 1T oo and € | 0, we can estimate

2 k k
(Bg(f)) < CAV|y\§ZAV|Z|§2 |mx+y7k — mx+z,k| +c Z +c—.
€ ale
At this point, by the subadditivity .IID of “sup spec”, the thesis follows from the Two
Blocks estimate.

4.5. The term Q4. The proof of (A.35]) for j = 4 is based on the Two Blocks estimate.
Notice that, thanks to (£30Q), the function 1/19(;1) entering in the definition of Q4 is either
identically equal to zero if n, 2, % are odd integers such that = € N and 3 € N, or it can
be written as

4) — D. ., z+Ze z—cee Mg troe! 1 — Ma—roe! 1 4.40
. ;G:g e (ma.s) 2b/e 219 (4.40)

m b/g_m b_s a
‘e
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where 71, 79 have been defined in subsection By the Two Blocks estimate it is simple
to check that for any v > 0 and for almost any disorder configuration «

il(i)mw Sup specrz(,,) {AvxeTg ‘mx,g — Mgy | + Wed_2ﬁﬁ} =0 (4.41)
a,e €
lim sup sup Specr2 () {AvxeTg |mm7z — mz+w7%‘ 4 ’Y€d_2ﬁe} =0 (4.42)

al0,el0 \w|§2%

(hint: introduce the scale parameter k£ with a | 0,k 1 oo0,e | 0 and write

Mg,s = Avyen, My k + O(k/s) for s = & r).

In we can substitute r; by ¢ (thanks to (4.41])) and after that in the numerators we

can substitute ro by g (thanks to #.42)). In order to conclude is enough to observe that
1

-1 1 a .
€ ‘m — E‘ < ¢ % which goes to 0.

4.6. The term Q5. The proof of for ; = 5 is based on the key results of section
and it is one place where the restriction on the dimension d > 3 is crucial for us. We
refer the reader to the beginning of section [{ for an heuristic justification of the above
condition. Here it is enough to say that the main contribution to the term 25 comes from
the fluctuations in the density field induced by the fluctuations of the disorder field.

By the subadditivity of ”"sup spec” we only need to prove that for almost all «, given e, e’ €
& and v > 0,

e/
limsup  sup sup specrz(,,) {e_lAva(ex)De,e/ (Mg, a )AV?;/TZ O + 'yed_zﬁe} <0.
ntoo, bl0,al0,el0 J € ’ n
(4.43)

Recall the definition of Avj’,;/ and z, given in (#.29). Then, thanks again to the sub-
additivity of “sup spec”, the "sup spec” in the Lh.s. of ([#.43) is bounded from above by

2b_l ’a
€

Av, , sup specre(u.) {e_lszJ(ea:)D&e/ (mmE)AvZ;uTz qﬁ;’n + 'yed_Qﬁe} . (4.44)

’

Observe that Avg,’fu 7.~ has support inside A;’ «. We would like at this point to localize

on boxes of side length of order O(2) in such a way that D, ./(m,, <) becomes a constant.
To this aim, given u € {0,..., 2 — 1} and z € T¢, we set

A — Qx,lO% if Qx,% N Amu,2% 7& @
P 1 Qe otherwise '

and we observe that either A, , is disjoint from or completely contains A, oa. Therefore,
if in (@.44) we could replace the term D, ./(m, =) by the new term De,e/(mlz}u), then it
would be simple to check (by localizing on boxes A, 22) that all what is needed is that
for d > 3, for all T € N and for almost all «, ’

el
Ii A —1 A ”7% ¢n,n
1imsup Vgeerd Sup sup Sup Specy2 () {6 ﬁ Vzx Tz n

d e 2Avpen
ntoo,al0,el0 |1BI<T VEM(AZQ%)

Ly} <0

x,2a /€

(4.45)
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Section [§is devoted to the proof of (#45) (see theorem [5.3] there).
Therefore, it remains to prove that for d > 3, for almost all « and for any v > 0

2b
limsup sup Av,_ 01 sup specrz(y, ){e_lAvmerJ(ex)
nt0o,bl0,al0,el0 J ‘
(4.46)

’
¢6 nn

X [De,ef(mx,%) — De,e'(mAz,U)]AVz MTZ ~ d_2£6} <0.

2b
. : . 2y .
Notice that the only values of « which contribute to the Av,” ,° above, in what follows

called “bad values”, are those for which Qm # A, for some z € TY. It is easy to check
that the cardinality of the bad values of u is ‘of order O(1) for any fixed z € T¢. Thus we
only need to bound the "sup spec” appearing in (4.46) by o(g), uniformly in « in the bad
set. Thanks to ({.30) and (£.32) we can write

Pop _ Maurbe ™ Mg, b

N 2b/e ’
Then, the contribution in (4.46) coming from the first addendum in the r.h.s. of @47 is
not larger than O(3) and therefore negligible.

Let us consider the contribution of the second addendum. An integration by parts shows
that

Av, :u T, Ty — 4.47)
n

AVxGTgJ(ex) (De,e/(mx,%) - De, ( )AVZ zu Tz = AvaTgTw

v v
nn nn
By
n

where the functions B, ,, satisfy || B, || < c together with

d
ne € /
|VbB:E,u| < C;OSC(De’e/, Cﬁ) Vb € A;n

Moreover, B, , is a particular spatial average (dual to AvZ’;Eu) of J(ez)(De,er (ms,e) —
D, c(ma. ). Therefore, by proposition and the Two Blocks estimate (see subsection
A7), the contribution of the second addendum is also negligible (see also the discussion
at the end of subsection &.4).

4.7. Proof of the energy estimate. In this subsection we prove lemma BTl It is simple
to check that

spatial-time average in (B.4) = sup Hj,, (4.48)
HeH,

where , := {H smooth on [0, 7] x T¢, ||H||« < 7} and

v My by 0 (5) — g (5)
Hp o= Avyeqa / <2H(s, em)[ Teoe 2 - — H(s, ea;)2)ds.
0

In what follows let H belong to H;,. By the entropy inequality and the Feynman-Kac
formula (see (£.6) and &7 ), for any v > 0,

E# (H%ae) < fyszer/ dsH (s, ex)?

+ ed_2£€}.
(4.49)

My 0 (s) — me(s)
E— ]

;
/ ds sup spec{e” ’YAVmer 2H (s, ex) 2b/e .

L2 (pe)
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It is convenient to introduce a free scale parameter n, with n 1 oo after ¢ | 0 and ¢ ¢ 0,
and Write the gradient of masses appearing in ([#.49) as sz’xTz(w"’” 9%, ) (see (@

and @32)). '
By the deﬁmtlon of Av}

the subadditivity of sup spec and theorem [5.3]

Z,x?
T e

lim sup / ds sup spec{e fyAvaTd 2H (s, ex)Av, , T, ed_2£6} <0.
ntToo,al0,e]0 J0O L2 (ue) n

Let us consider, for fixed b, n, a,
e

Sup specra(,,) {e ’yAvxer 2H (s,ex)Av; ,7,—= + ed_2£€}. (4.50)
n

Thanks to the definition of the dual average Av} , we can write

[ [
n,n n,n

= AvreTg OqTa

Avyera 2H (s, €x) AV , 7,

where a, := Av} ,2H(s,ez). Since Av; , is translationally invariant w.rt. x and H is

zZ,x

regular, we can proceed as at the very beginning of this section and safely replace 7, w’;b"
by a local average Av|y_m|§£17'y%, > n, to get

e

#ES0) < sup specLz(ue){e_lfyAvmeTg aIAV|y_m|§ngy% + ed_zﬁe} +c(H)vel®. (4.51)

By the usual trick of localizing on boxes A, ; and proposition if € is small enough then
the first term in the r.h.s. of @X]I) is bounded from above by

!

,lpe

eV Avgeraay  sup V(=)
I/GM(AIJ) n

which in turn, thanks to (£.33)), is bounded from above by

c*y2Avm€Tg a2 < ¢ 'yzAvxeTg H(s,ex)?
for some suitable positive constant c*. Let us now choose ~ so small that c*y? — v < 0.
Then, by the previous estimates, if € is small enough,

T

limsup rh.s. of ({49) < s (c*~? — fy)/ H(s,0)*d0 ds < e (4.52)
ntoo,al0,el0 Y 0 Jrd v

In order to conclude the proof it is enough to observe that there exists a finite set #; C H,,

depending on b such that

sup Hj, <1+ sup Hp,,

HeH, HeHy
so that
lim sup E“e( sup Hy, ) <14 limsup B+ (sup Hf, ) <1 + 2 (4.53)
ntoo,al0,el0 HeH, ntoo,al0,el0 HeH; Y

thus allowing to conclude the proof of (B.4).

Let us now sketch the proof of [B.5). Since C'([0,T] x T¢) has a countable base, by
Beppo—LeVi theorem it is enough to prove that there exists a constant ¢y such that, given
Hi,...,H, in C([0,T] x T9), then

Jaaon[ o [ [ o

i(5,0) — Hy(s,0)%)do ds] <cp.  (4.54)
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By the Lebesgue density theorem and the dominated convergence theorem, the L.h.s. of
([#XA) is equal to lim, g Eq (©@) where, for any v € D([0,T], M),

@(a = sup / / 21/(a 39
i=1,...n Td

V9 (s,0) =

H;(s,0) — H?(s,0))df ds, (4.55)

with

1
— Vs 0 eT?: su 0: — 0;| < a}).
(2a)d ({ i:l,.I.).,d | | })

It is simple to prove (see [15], section 1.18) that

lim dQ(m) (0@ (m)) < limsup / A" (v) (0 (1)) =
al0,el0
Hi(s,ex + be) — Hi(s, ex)

T
limsup E®* ( sup / AV, cra(2my, a (s, ex)] : S 0] — H(s,ex)) )
bJ0,al0,el0 i=1,..mnJo ¢ € b

By integrating by parts and observing that
sup Hb’a .= sup H;bﬁ,
HeM, HeC1([0,T]xT4)

the thesis follows from (#.53)).

4.8. Hydrodynamic limit without regularity of the diffusion matrix. In this last para-
graph we shortly discuss the hydrodynamic limit when the regularity condition on the
diffusion matrix is replaced by the two conditions at the end of theorem 2.4} in the sequel
referred to as assumptions A(p). The main idea here is to prove that one can safely intro-
duce a density cutoff near the edges of the interval (0, 1), and for this purpose the main
technical tool is the following result.

Lemma 4.8. Assume that the sequence of initial probability measures p° satisfy A(p). Then
there exists a constant 0 < p < p such that, for any T' > 0 and any disorder configuration «,

T
i EF ( /0 ds AVaerg (Lim, (s)<p) + ][{mz,z(s)>1—ﬁ})) =0. (4.56)

Proof. For simplicity, we consider in only the contribution coming from T, o(s)<p}>
the other one being similar. Given two probability measures p1, po on €., we will write
w1 < po if pi(f) < po(f) for any function f which is increasing w.r.t. the partial order in
Q. given by n <7 < n(z) < n/(x) Yo € T It is then simple to check that our model is
attractive [26] in the sense that 1 < po implies that P4 < P} for any ¢ > 0 and for any
disorder configuration a. Therefore, condition A(p) implies that there exists A < 0 such
that ) < p€ for any e. Let now p := 2 mm(l:ﬁ, p). Then, given # > 0 and thanks to

attractivity, the entropy inequality (&.6) and the identity H [u€|uS] = H[PH"|PH],

T
E~ (/ ds szeTg I[mz,f(s)<ﬁ) <
0 (4.57)

Loreper, 4 A ‘
BH[M lus] + Bln(ue (exp{/0 ds B AV el (5)<5}) )

Thanks to the Jensen’s inequality and the reversibility of £, w.r.t. u the second addendum
in the r.h.s. of (B.57) can be bounded by

% In( 2 (exp{T BAV epallm, ,<5}) )- (4.58)
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Let us call »* the product measure on €, such that v*(1,) = —£5—. Then, it is simple to

1+e
check that »* < p, which implies that

ESB) < 5 In (1 (@xp{T B Avaeny Lo <5} ).

At this point, let us recall a general result based on the Herbst’s argument and the log-
arithmic Sobolev inequality (see [1]] for a complete discussion): for any v > 0 and any
function f on €,

() < eer D)

where ¢; :=c¢ > .14 [|[Vaf|% and ¢ = ¢(B, )) is a suitable constant independent of € (c is

related to the logarithmic Sobolev constant of the Bernoulli measure ).
Thus

1

3 In( v (exp{T BAV,c1alm, ,<5}) ) < cT? Be't? + T Av,crav* (I, ,<5).  (4.59)
Since p < v*(19), by choosing 8% := H[u|u<]/(T? ¢%¢?) the rh.s. of is negligible
as £ 1 oo,e | 0. Since H[uf|us] = o(e~?), the thesis follows by collecting all the above
estimates. 0

Using the above result we are in position to discuss our density cutoof. Let us recall
first that, given a generic continuous extensions D of D outside the interval [p, 1 — p], any
weak solution m(t, ) of the Cauchy problem (2.7), where D has been replaced by D and
p <my(f) <1—pforany 6 € T, satisfies p < m(t,0) <1 — pforany 0 < ¢ < T and any

6 € T?. Let D be defined as
D(p) ifo<m<p
D(m) = { D(m) ifp<m<1-p
D1—-p) ifl—-p<m<l1.
Let us explain next how one should modify the proof of theorem in order to get the
same result but with D replaced by D in the definition of H;,. (in what follows this

replacement will be understood without further notice). To this aim it is convenient to
introduce the following shorter notation

Xt = I, y<p + Iy y>1-5-
Then, thanks to lemma .8 equation (#.5) can be substituted by

T
inf inf limsup E“€(|/ e_lAvxerVZH(s,ex) |:AVy;‘y_x‘<gl(jy,y+e + 1y Lg)
9€G 12010 4]0,1100,e0 0 ) B

m

atbera My _bea

T
+ Z D&e/ (m:ﬂ,%)[ 3 ’62b/6 e“ e :|:| — r/ ds AVzETgX%E ds ‘) =0
e'ef 0

and the main issue is to prove proposition BTl with J/ , _replaced by

T

Jr, = {r.h.s. of (EIQ) with D — D} - er/ ds AV ,crdXa i -
1y 0 €

In turn the proof of the modified version of proposition 1] is splitted into several steps,
one for each term Qg.’“), j=0,1,...5, where now

Qg) ‘= Sup specrz(,,) {6_1AVIJ(6x)¢:(EO) — TAVze’ﬂ‘gXx,ﬂ + fyed_Q[,},
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and all the other Q; are unchanged. It thus remains to explain how the discussion in
subsection has to be modified in order to apply to Qér). Because of the new definition
of 2, (4.3 has to be replaced by

inf inf limsup Av,cqpa sup sup

9€G 120 100, f100,el0 © 1BI<T melo,1]

_ n _ (4.60)
[ s;zp spec){e 15 Avy:‘y_z‘glv'yw,(n’g) + ¢l 266} — 1l —rIps1-5] <0
L VAI’Z_’m

where D — D in the definition of 1/)7(7? 9.

We observe that, provided e/?t? < 1, the sup spec inside the square bracket in 60D is
bounded by ¢, T?, for a suitable constant ¢, depending on g. That follows immediately
from perturbation theory (see proposition and the estimate (4.33). Therefore, by
choosing r large enough, we only need to prove with m € [p,1 — p] where D(m)
and D(m) coincide. Similarly one shows that the two “Supp,cpo,1)” appearing in @.37) and
can be safley replaced by “sup,,c(51-7"

5. DISORDER INDUCED FLUCTUATIONS IN THE AVERAGED GRADIENT DENSITY FIELD

In this section we analyze a key term that, as we seen in section B arises naturally
when one tries to approximate spatial averages of the current with spatial averages of
gradients of the density profile. Since the currents j, ... have, by construction, zero canon-
ical expectation with respect to any canonical measure on any set A > z,x + e, in order
to approximate Av, j, .+. With suitable averages of gradients of the density field, one is
forced to subtract from these gradients appropriate canonical expectations. Therefore, a
key point in order to establish the hydrodynamical limit, is to prove that these “counter
terms” vanish as ¢ | 0. These kind of terms arise also in the hydrodynamical limit of non—
disordered lattice gases (see [I37]], section 7) with short range interaction. In our context
however their nature is quite different and, as we will show next, they are basically pro-
duced by fluctuations in the disorder field.

In order to be more precise recall first, for any given e € &£, the notation AyS, A% and
A8 = A’léeeu A2© descril;ed in section 2] together with the associated densities my® =
mA#e, my = mA%e7 My, 1= MAe.

Using the above notation and given two integers n < s and a vector e € &, the basic object
of our investigation is defined as (see (£.32)):

n,s = pulmy® —my© [ m] CRY

Notice that if the disorder configuration o was identical in the two cubes AL€ and A%’e then
¢n,n would be identically equal to zero. Moreover E (¢, ) = 0 and E([¢,s]*) = O(n™9)
uniformly in s > n.

Remark 5.1. The fact that ¢, s is small (on some average sense) with n and not with s is one
of the main differences with non disordered lattice gases where, instead, the analogous term
goes very fast to zero as s 1 oo (see [37], section 10).

The main result of this section is the proof that the contribution to the hydrodynamical
limit of suitable spatial averages of %T” is negligible as ¢ | 0 at least in dimension d > 3.

In order to be more precise let us introduce the following equivalence relation.
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Definition 5.2. Given two families of functions fy na.c(a,n) and gz n.a.(c,n) with z €
T4 n € Nya > 0,e > 0 we will write f, ~ g, if. for any given T > 0 and for almost all
disorder configurations «,

limsup Av,cpe sup sup sup specLz(l,){e_lﬂ(fx —gz) + 6_2AvbeA172a/€Eb} <0
ntToo,al0,el0 |B|I<T v

where sup,, is the supremum over v in the set M(A, 2a) of all the canonical measures on
e
Ay oa.
e

We are now in a position to state our main result. Assume that a given direction e has
been fixed once and for all and, given two integers ¢ < s with £ € N and z € T¢, recall

the definition of the spatial average Avﬁfc given in (Z.2).
Theorem 5.3. For any d > 3
~0.

AV;LJQE T, ¢n,n
n
Before discussing the plan of the proof of the theorem we would like to justify the
restriction d > 3. If we pretend that the particle density is constant everywhere, say equal
to m, then

Sup specrz(,) {e_lﬁAvg,’f T, + 6_2AVb€A Eb} <

x,2a /€

Pnn
n
qbn,n (m)

e—lﬁAvZ,’f Ty
n
Since the typical fluctuations (in o) of the quantity
Pnn(m)

—1A n,¢
€ AV ST,
n

are of the order of ¢“2°C (a,n), necessarily we must assume d > 3 since € | 0 before a | 0
and n 1 co.

5.1. Plan of the proof of theorem The main difficulty in proving theorem lyes

in the fact that first € | 0 and only afterward n 1 co. In particular there is no hope to beat
d+2

the diverging factor ¢! appearing in definition [.2] with the typical smallness O(n~ 2 )
of %T" The main idea is therefore first to try to prove that

A n,% an,n ~ A 37% ¢s,s
Vzx Tz n ~ AV Ty s

(5.2)

where the new mesoscopic scale s = s(e) diverges sufficiently fast as € | 0. By standard
large deviations estimates (see lemma [6.7) it’s simple to verify that, given 0 < § < 1 and
0 < v < 1, for almost any disorder configuration o and s = O(e™?)

sup |7_m ¢s,s| < CS_%—HS (5.3)
x€Td

for any e small enough. In particular, by a trivial L estimate,

a 2
sz’j; Ty Ps.s ~0 if v>-— (5.4)

d+2°

2
The above simple reasoning suggests to define a first mesoscopic critical scale s, := €~ @+2
above which things become trivial. It is important to outline that we will not be able to
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prove with s > s, but only with s = 5 where 5 := ¢’s,, and 0 < § < 1 can be taken
arbitrarily small.

Once we have reached scale s we cannot simply use L>° bounds but we need to appeal to
an improved version of the well known Two Blocks Estimate (see proposition below)

. §72 5,8
in order to conclude that Av. s 7, ¢§* ~ 0.

We now explain the main steps in the proof of with s = 5. As discussed in subsection
E.1l a main tool for estimating eigenvalues is given by localization together with pertur-
bation theory. However, because of proposition &2} it turns out that this technique can be
applied to prove only if

es™ AV T Z(b:l,n —AvIET (bSSHoo < const,
that is if es?2 < const. In particular we see immediately that this approach cannot be
used directly to prove (5.2) for s = s, but only up to a new critical mesoscopic scale
1
Sp =€ @iz,

Assuming that we have been able to replace sz i TZ ¢’;" with szog’f T, ¢S§(;50 , we face the

problem to increase the mesoscopic scale from s to s.
The main observation now is that the °° norm of the new quantity Avie = Tz ¢S§ 20 ig at

_dt2
least smaller than s, *> (see (5.3)) almost surely (here and in what follows we deliber-
ately neglect the correction s® appearing in (5:3)). This means that the limit scale beyond
which perturbation theory cannot be applied, previously equal to sy, is now pushed up to
a new scale s; given by
_d+2
esﬁfJr2 s, 2 <const = s;=¢€ 2(d+2)
The above remark clearly suggests an inductive scheme on a sequence of length scales

{sk}k>0 given by
_1 _1
Sp = € d+2 ; Sk41 ‘= € d+2 /sk
in which one proves recursively, by means of localization on scale s;; combined together
with perturbation theory, that
AV k’e ¢Sk7sk _ A ikgl’%'r ¢8k+178k+1 ~ 0
zZ, Z s 2z ~ U.
Sk Sk+1
_ 2 o .
Notice that limy_, Sk = Seo Where s, = € +2 represents the limiting scale introduced
at the beginning of this section.
A large but finite number of steps of the inductive scheme proves that

¢n,n <]5§,§
n

n,% 5,42
b
Av. 5T, —AviT, ~0

S

where, as before, 5 = ’s.,. We remark that for this part of the proof we only need d > 2,
while we will assume d > 3 when proving the improved version of the Two Blocks estimate
(see proposition [5.9).

5.2. Preliminary tools. In this section we collect some general techniques that are com-
mon to all the steps of the proof of theorem 5.3l We recall that A7 , denotes the translated
by z of the box Af.
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Lemma 5.4. Let {y < {1 < {5 be odd integers such that 5—3 € N. Let v be an arbitrary
canonical measure on the cube Ay, and let f be a function with support in Aj . Then

sup specrz, {AVZO’EQTZf + AVbEA[ Ly} <

Avio(’) sup sup specpz ({72 f + cAvpe A, Eb}

where V' varies in M (AS ;) and cis a sultable constant.
Proof. It is sufficient to observe that
AVbGAZ Ly < cAV (AVbeAe ,Cb)

and localize in the box Af , . 0

At this point, it is convenient to observe the factorization property of the average Avi:‘;
defined in 2.2)): given odd integers ¢, ¢, L such that E , e' € N, then

AVELF, = AVEL (Avffz w)- (5.5)

Proposition 5.5. Let d > 2, 0 < v <+ < land ' < 5 + 3. If either { = n and
5= O(e_d_ﬂlﬂ) or{ =0(e ") and s = O(e""), then

675 7a
AVz,:f:Tz ¢Z,s ~ Av z;: z¢8728-
L S
Proof. By the factorization property (5.5]), we have
X Gs2 ¢ Oy, G52
AvZpr 2 — Aviin Bl - AV [Avisn, B - Bk |

Therefore, by lemma it is enough to prove that for any 7' > 0 and for almost all
disorder configuration «

limsup Av,c Td SUp sup fer <0 (5.6)
ntoo,al0,el0 |B|IST veMa (A 2S)

where

fx,y 1= Sup specrz(y) {e_lﬁ |:AV£778x7_z ¢?s — Tz Qbssgs}

for a suitable constant c. Notice that 7, ¢5525 =v(AvEST, %) v as..

+ C€_2AvbeA§72S Eb}

Because of lemma 6.7, given 0 < § < 1, for almost all o and ¢ small enough

¢Z,s E_l ift=mn
o < (=246 if g = O(e77)

sup =

Thanks to the above bound and to the choice 7' < - +2 + 3, for almost all o and € small
enough, we can apply proposition B.2 together with lemma \.ol to get

sup fop < cT?0 242 gup F(z,m) (5.7)
vEMa(AS o) m

where m varies among all possible particle densities in A ,, and

,2s
F(z,m) := Var s, m (sz 5 T200,)
and A\ (m) := Ae , (m).
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We claim that for almost all « and € small enough

sup sup F(z,m) < ¢ g2+ (5.8)
z€T m

thus proving the proposition since d > 2. The proof of (5.8) follows exactly the same lines
of the proof of proposition with the main difference that it is necessery to use lemma
in order to control the empirical chemical potetials (see also section 4.7 in [[15])

O

Proposition 5.6. Let d > 2, 715 <y <+ < landy < ;5 + 3. Set s = O(e ") and
s' = O(e"). Then
(bs,s S % qbs,s’

~ AV, ST, .
s

)

g.a
Te
Av. i1,

Proof. By lemma it is enough to prove that for any 7" > 0 and for almost any disorder
configuration «

limsup Av,cra sup sup [ <0

al0,el0 € |5\§TV€M&(A;S/)
where
L —1 ¢S,S ¢S,S/ -2
fo = sup specra(,) € BT, T, tee Avpepe Ly

for a suitable constant c. Notice that v(¢, ) = ¢, ¢ v a.s..

Because of lemma 6.7, given 0 < § < 1, for almost all « and e enough small

‘bs,sH < g (d+2)/2+5
s e

sup ! ’ Ty
€T

Thanks to the above bound and to the choice v < d+r2 + 3, for almost any « and € small
enough, we can apply proposition together with lemma to get

sup  fo < T?%572(s) 2 sup F(z, m), (5.9
VE/V(a(A;S,) m

where m varies among all possible particle densities in A¢

x,s’?
F(z,m) = Var . m) (Tz¢s,s)

and now \;(m) = Ape | (m).
We claim that for almost all & and e small enough

sup sup F(z,m) < cs2d+20 (5.10)
z€Td m

thus proving the proposition because of the constraint on 7,+’,d. The proof of (5.8),
requiring d > 2, follows exactly the same lines of the proof of proposition with the
main difference that it is necessery to use lemma in order to control the empirical
chemical potetials (see also section 4.6 in [[15]) O
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5.3. From scale n to scale sy. Here we show how to replace the starting scale n with our
1
first mesoscopic scale increasing with €, s = O (e~ ##2).
Proposition 5.7. Let d > 3. Then
n an,n . ¢n,80

a
AVz:xe Tz |:
n n

} ~ 0. (5.11)

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that 2> € N and similarly for “T/E

By the definition of Av, s and setting B = Q, e N nZ4, in order to prove (5.I1) it is
enough to show that

£b}§0

(5.12)

where f, 5, = ¢"—n" — %TO and v varies in M(A, 3,/2.). The proof is nothing more than

limsup Av,cpd sup sup sup specrz () {e_l,BszeBJrszfmso +ce ?Avpen

€ z,3a/2€
ntoo,al0,el0 |1B|I<T v

a careful writing of the spatial average Av::z% together with the subadditivity property of
sup spec.
Setting B' = Q4, NnZ%, Y = Qg N soZ* we can write B = Uycy (B’ + y) so that

AVZGB—i-xTzfn,so = AVer—i—xAVzeB’—i-yTzfn,so
and
Avien

Ly < cAvyey 4o AVien, 2., Lb -

By the subadditivity property of sup spec, is bounded from above by
)

limsup Av sup sup, sup specr2(y) {e_lﬂAVéZQS Totyfn,so T C 6_2Avb€Az‘250 Ly}
ntoo,al0,e)0 €TE |3 <T 0

x,3a/2¢

where v varies among M (A, 2,,) and AV;Z)A = AVyernnza-

At this point we can apply perturbation theory (see proposition H2): since
1My, 100 SUPes o €502 fn.s0lloo = 0, it is enough to prove that for almost all disorder a

1
lim sup —2Avx€Tg SUP,e M (A )\Ifgg) (Tx [qbnm — gbmso]) =0 (5.13)

,2
ntoo,el0 T #2700

where

WO (f) = sgv(Avig, Tl (—Lasg) T AVIE, 7 f).
In order to prove it is clearly sufficient to prove it with ¢, replaced by ¢, 1,
provided one is able to show that for almost any disorder «

lim sup %Avx@rg SUPye (A \IIg’g) (T2 [dnp — dnna]) = 0. (5.14)

ntoo,el0 T =:250)

We will concentrate only on the first step and refer the reader to section 4.5 in [15] for
the details of the proof of (5.14).
Given v € M(Ass,) we first estimate \Ilgz) (¢t — Pn.so) as follows (a similar bound will
then be applied to any translation by z).
Assume, without loss of generality, that s = N* for some N € N and set /;, := k* for any
k € N. Then, given 0 < p < 1, by Schwarz inequality,
N-1
UG (Gt — bnso) < Cp D K TPV (g, — by,

k=n
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In order to estimate \I/E{;)(qﬁn,gk — ¢n,,.,) We divide Qs, in cubes {Q; 1 }icr, with side £y
where, without loss of generality, we assume that so/¢;, € N and similarly for ¢ /n. Let
Qi 1. be the cube of side 10¢;, concentric to Q; . Then by lemma .l with

Ii=1I1, ANi=DNsg, Aii=Qigs1, [fit= AVSCGQ " Te [P0, — Pntyy]
we obtain (thanks also to lemma [A3D)

glg,(;) ((bn,fk - ¢7’L,€k+1) < CekiiAViEIkJrlvaru (AV;(EGQ k+1 [¢n fk ¢7’L,€k+1]> (5‘15)

where 1 is the grand canonical measure corresponding to v.
Let now .J be the set of possible densities on Agg,. Then, thanks to (E13), it is enough to
prove that, for p small enough and for almost any disorder «,

d
hmwAvxer . Z K0 Ay sup Va1 (Av;gxw Ty, gk) —0 (5.16)

A
nfoo k=n+1 @29

and similarly with ¢,, ;, replaced by ¢, ¢, ,.
Giveny > O weset J, = {¢,7,2(,",...,1—¢,"}. Then, using (A1), the variance in (5T6)
can be bounded from above by

Var xom) <AV§/@I+Q¢ kTy(bmek) + CEZ_’Y
e+ Q ’
provided that m € J;, satisfies |m —m/| < £,.7.
Therefore, by choosing ~ large enough, we can replace in (&.16) N Az 250 by uzi Q) and J
by Ji. We can at this apply proposition [6.6l to get that

sup Varm(m) (AV?(J@HQZ, kquﬁn,gk) < clye k(a)ﬁk_2d+25 + T, (), (5.17)
meJy Qi kte ’ Y

. . . . . = . 5
where A, ; 1, is a set of disorder configurations in « + Q; , with P(A,; ;) < e, 6> 0.
Therefore

N
Lhs. of BI8) < lim n™2 Y k" PUT2Av, craAvier, Ty

x,i,k
ntoo,el0 [
N
: —2 14+p p2—d+20
+ dim n > ke, (5.18)
’ k=n+1

The second addendum in the r.h.s. of is zero because of the definition of ¢, and the
condition d > 3.

Let us consider the first addendum in the r.h.s. of (5I8). By Chebyschev inequality, for
any ¢ > 0 and any z, k

P(Avier, X4, ,, > 0,7) <P(Fiely : Ta,,, >6,7)

< slog~teelt, (5.19)
Moreover, by setting 14, ,, = 14, ,, — P(Aqz %), we have for any » € N and any =, k
P(Aviefk Ta,in 2 glzq) < CTgiTqE[(AViGIk ﬁAz,i,k)2T] < C;jim—i_dr‘sadr (5.20)

By taking the geometric average of the two estimates J) and (5.20) we finally obtain

]P(Avielk:[[flz’i’k 2 l];q) < C(q 7") d(T 1)/2
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It is enough at this point to choose ¢ and r large enough, define

O :={3JrecT?: Avier Ia,,, > ¢,* forsomek < N },
and apply Borel-Cantelli lemma to get that also the first addendum in the r.h.s. of
is negligible. O

5.4. From scale s to scale s, 1. Here we define precisely the sequence of length scales
sj and discuss the details of the inductive step s; — sx1 described section 511
Let {ax }r>0 be defined inductively by

1 1
ap=1 and ap+1 =1+ (5 — W)ak

It is easy to verify that the sequence {ay };>0 is increasing with limy_,., ar = 2. Let also
Ak

Sp 1= € d+2,

Proposition 5.8. Let d > 2. Then

s1l Qs Shey?  Dspin,s
Av e, TRtk oy Ay e g, AL vk > 0. (5.21)
Sk Sk41

Proof. In order to prove (5.21)) observe that, by construction, the two exponents % and

ap41 . “ . “ . 7] . L a /o Qg1
45 satisfy the conditions of propositions and with v = 74 and o' = T3
Therefore we have the following chain of equivalences:
S 75 ¢ S 72 ¢S yS S 72 ¢S ,28
szfﬂmeTz—sk’sk ~ szfxeTzik LARRPY szf}“ €, b LTk
Sk Sk Sk+1
Finally, using again proposition E.6 with s = s;, 1 and s’ = 2s, we obtain (&2T)). O

5.5. Analysis of ¢5§*§ via an improved Two Blocks Estimate. Here we describe the final
step in the proof of theorem [5.3] namely we show that

Ps,5

S

~0

AV?,% Tz

2
where 5 = /s, and s, = € 72 (see section [5.1). The basic tool is represented by
the following improved version of the Two Blocks Estimate (see e.g. [23]]), whose proof
mainly relies on the same techniques used for proving proposition [A.9 (see section 4.10 in

(15D).

Proposition 5.9. (Improved Two Blocks Estimate)
Letd >3,0<~y <~ <landsets= ¢, ¢ =e7. Then, for any r such that 0 < r <

2(314:1 ), %) and for almost any disorder configuration «

min(
g.a
lim sup Av cpa sup sup specLz(,,){e_TAvu’,& AvSt Im  —mS | + e 2Avyen oLy} <0
aJ/O@iO € ’ ) ’ z,2°¢
where v varies among M(A, oa).
Corollary 5.10. Let d > 3 and 0 < § < 1. Then
s,

s

|
e

8nle

5
Av

~
~

(5.22)

Tz
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Proof. For simplicity of notation we omit the bar in s and we set Am := m2¢ — my® and

N = NAS
Let (;3578(77) = N;\\(Emg(”))(Am). Then, by the equivalence of ensembles (see proposition
A4, it is enough to prove with ¢, , replaced by ¢, .. Let m be a particle density
on A¢ that, without loss of generality, we can suppose in (0, 1) and set A := Aye(m) and
Ao := Ao(m). Then, by Taylor expansion,

A (Am) = p 0 (Am) + 12 (Am; N)YA = Xo) + 1 (Am; Ny N)(A — Ag)? (5.23)

where ) is between \ and \g.
Let us observe that [u* (Am; N; N)| < ¢, while by lemma A3

Ao e
A= o < et — EUm),
Moreover, E[p*(mg)] = m and E[p*(Amg; N)] = 0. Therefore, thanks to the large
deviations estimate of lemma [AT] applied to the function f(«) := % — 1, for any

B € (0,1) and e small enough
1
P(A — Xo| > s7212) < P(|Avaeners £ > Es—g+§) < oo

A similar reasoning applies to the term p*°(Am; N) if we consider instead the function
f(@) == p*(no;mo) — E(u*(no;mo)). The above bounds together with the fact that the
number of possible choices of m is polynomially bounded in s and together with Borel
Cantelli lemma, implies in particular that for almost all disorder configuration « and for e
small enough

sup [|72( ds,s — 100 (Am) ) oo < 5™

€T
Thanks to the above estimate it is enough to prove with ¢, replaced by
po0m5) (Am), that is

s m2,e . ml,e
AvD g pto(ms,e) <77) ~ 0. (5.24)
S
We assert that we only need to show that
2,e  le
Lh.s. of (524) ~ Ave s 00mss) (TW) (5.25)

where ¢ = ¢!~ is a new mesoscopic scale with 0 < p < 1 so small that s < ¢ and
el 1 0ase | 0. In fact, thanks to lemma ATl applied with f(«) := ,u)“)(mzv‘-’)(no —1ee),
given 0 < f < 1 for almost any disorder configuration « and for ¢ small enough the
r.h.s. of is bounded by ¢—*5+8. Because of our choice of ¢, the rh.s. of (28 is
equivalent to 0.

Let us prove (5.25). To this aim, we observe that thanks to and @27

a e A
Lhus. of (B24) = Aviis Avig, jo0se) (.22 ),
rhs. of (B28) = Avis AvSt p20mi) (72@).
’ s
Therefore, we only need to prove that
Am )\O(me A—m

AV Avit, (00 (1 =) — e (r,

))%O.

S
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Let us assume for the moment that, given 0 < § < 1, for almost all disorder configura-
tion o and e small enough

sup |pro(m) (T2Am) — ,u)‘o(m,)(TxAmﬂ < cs_%+’8|m —m/| + cs~2 B Vm,m' € [0,1].
z€T?
(5.26)
Then it is simple to deduce (5.25) from (5.26) and proposition B9 with v = 25 -4, v/ =
l—pandr =-68+ di225 + diﬂﬁ by choosing suitable 0 < f < § < p < 1.
It remains to prove (5.26). For simplicity of notation, let us consider only the case x = 0
(the general case is a simple variation). By continuity, we may assume 0 < m < m’ < 1

and by Taylor expansion,
200 (Am) — ot (Am)| = |20 (Am; N)Ay(m) (m' —m))|
po0™ (Am; N)
m

< c|

(m’ —m)

where m < m < m/. If we could restrict the possible values of m to {s~% 2s7% ... 1 —
s~7}, then, by means of large deviations estimate as in the first part of the proof, we

would obtain L[u*(™) (Am; N)| < cs 2 for almost any disorder o and for ¢ small
enough, thus implying (5.26). The complete proof requires some addional straightforward
computations (see also section 4.10 in [[15]). O

6. SOME TECHNICAL RESULTS NEEDED IN SECTION

In this section we collect some technical results, mostly based on estimates of large
deviations in the disorder field «, that are used in the proof of theorem Our bounds
mainly concern canonical or grand canonical variances of suitable spatial averages of local
functions. Such variances arise naturally from eigenvalue estimates via perturbation the-
ory. We have seen in fact that, when perturbation theory applies (see proposition &.2)), the
maximal eigenvalue is bounded by an expression containing an H_; norm that, in general,
can be bounded from above by:

v(f, =Ly f) < clPVar,(f) < c*Var,(f) (6.1)

where v is a canonical measure on the cube A of side ¢ with disorder «, p is the corre-
sponding grand canonical measure (with suitable empirical chemical potential) and f is
a (mean zero w.r.t. v) function. Above we used the spectral gap bound gap(Ly) > /2
together with lemma

When the function f is the spatial average of local functions { f;};c; each with support
much smaller than A it is possible to do better than (6.I]). We have in fact:

Lemma 6.1. Let A be a box in Z% and {A;}icr be a family of cubes A; C A with side R
satisfying
|[{iel:zeh}| <101 vreA
Let f = Av,c1f; where, for any i € I and for all o, f; has support in A; and has zero mean
w.r.t. any canonical measure on A;. Then, for any canonical measure v on A with disorder
configuration «,
v(f,=Lx'f) < e R Avierv(Vary (fi| Fi) ).

Proof. Let F; := o(ma,,n, with x ¢ A;) and observe that
v(fi,9) =v(v(figl F)) Vg
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Thus, by Schwarz and Poincaré inequalities and the diffusive scaling of the spectral gap
[V(£.9)| < e R Avier v{ [Var, (f:] Fo)Da, (g:(17))] " }
< cR|I|7Y? <Avi€1 v( Var,(f; |.7-"Z-))>1/2DA(Q; V)12,
It is enough now to take g = —Exlf. O

6.1. Variance bounds. One of the key issues is to provide sharp enough upper bounds
(see proposition [6.5] below) on the variance

Var o) (AVien, Todn,s) (6.2)

where n, s, k are positive integers satisfying n < s < k and m € (0, 3) and ¢, , has been
defined in (5I)). Actually the method developed below is very general and it can be used
to estimate also other similar variances, like for example with A\g(m) replaced by the
empirical chemical potential Ay, (o, m).

It is convenient to define first some additional convenient notation besides those already
defined at the beginning of section

Drs() = e (me —my)
Eo(m) = p0™ (m2 —m); Ny )
§m) = iy (miy® —m)©; Nyg)
o3 (m) = 12 (& Ny)
o (m) == i)™ (S Nag), (6.3)
where Nje, Nje denote the particle number respectively in the box Aj, and A§. Let us

recall the definition of static compressibility x(m) = E(u*™ (n;1m9)).
Moreover, given 0 < § < 1 and a site x, we define the events:

Mz<m> = W () —m| > VmsTEt)

—{— \m PO (me )] > 575t )

ag(m) _d4s
=17 — 1| >s 212 (6.4)
)= (B 1)z o444
Remark 6.2. Notice that the first event is an event for the particles configuration n while all
the others are events for the disorder field.

Lemma 6.3. There exists so(d) such that the following holds for any s > s¢(d). Assume
n<s 4570 <m < 1/2, ¢ My(m)and a & .Ag)(m) AP (m). Then, for any site y,

2 (1 —2ny) &(m) CafsTh 1 ays
vy[Tz¢n,s](n) - 95d Tx x(m) ‘ <cs {W + ﬁS 272 } (6.5)
Proof. By Lagrange theorem we can write
- ws()e(m!)
Vy[Tatn,s|(n) = / T dm'. (6.6)
ul J(n) e 720

Assume /' in the interval with end-points mj, ,(1) and mg ;(n¥). Then, by lemma A2

Eo(m) <em!, &) <cm!, ai(m)>cm/, o*(m!) > x(m') > cm.
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Moreover, since nn € M, (m), m' > ¢m if s is large enough depending on 4. Therefore, by
lemma [A3

g(m/) €o (’I’)’L/) Co o dom!)y, e
Tz o2 (m/) z 08 (m/) = m |m H (mx,s)|’ (6.7)
§o(m') So(m)| _ ¢, €\ e ¢ —d
zag(m/) Tz ag(m) < E‘m - m‘ < E‘mz,s(n) - m| + ES ’ (6.8)
So(m)  &o(m) ap(m)
ity ~ x| <y 1 (©9)

By lemma [A3] and the assumption « ¢ A(l)(m) the r.h.s. of ( can be bounded from
above by

1

i — 20 ()| + %s_d <e[sEtE 4 —s79]. (6.10)

Similarly, the contribution of the r.h.s. of together with can be bounded from
above by

s d 1 d, 8
— 4+ —52"2 6.11
| — s :] (6.11)
The thesis follows immediately from together with (&10Q), (&.11). O

Lemma 6.4. There exists so(6) such that the following holds for any s > so(d). Let n <
s, m € (0,1), and let A(«) be a bounded measurable function such that for any disorder
configuration «

IA(a) — Ao(m)| < s~2F1. (6.12)
Then, for any s > sq(8) and any finite set A C Z°,

P(p M (UpeaMa(m)) > IA\G_SM) <ce”

5/2

(6.13)

Proof. By the Chebyshev inequality and the translation invariance of P, the Lh.s. of (&13)
can be bounded from above by exp(s°/2)E [ NY) (Mg(m))].
Let us bound the term

eng[,uA(a) (m§ —m > \/ﬁs_%Jr%)]. (6.14)

Thanks again to Chebyshev inequality, for any 0 < ¢ < 1 (&.14) can be bounded from
above by

esg—ztﬁsg+2 E[ ] # (!t (6.15)
rEAS
Using the basic assumption (6.12) and Lagrange theorem, it is not difficult to see that

@ (=) < (1 4 ctms™ EAR Ao(m) ( gtna—m))
so that is bounded from above by
es%—ztms%+%+ctms%+%E[M,\o (et(m_m))]%d.
Since e* < 1+ x + 222 if || < 1, the above expression is bounded from above by
exp(sg —2tv'm s5+3 fctmsiti o ct’ms?).
The thesis follows by choosing ¢ such that t?m = s~4+9/2, O
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We are finally in a position to state our main bound on the variance appearing in (&.2).

Proposition 6.5. For d > 2 there exists so(d) such that the following holds for any s > so(9).
Let m € (0, %) and let n < s < k < 1000s. Then there exists a measurable set A with
P(A) < ke~ such that

Var aom) (AVaen, Tan,s) < clae (a)s™24H2 4 4 (a). (6.16)
Proof. Let us consider first the case of “low density” m < 4540,
Since [T s| < emg g, [Avieen, Tadn,s| < cma,, and therefore the Lh.s. of (€.16) can be
bounded from above by

'u)\o(m)(mi%) < c(k‘_dm—l—m2) < CS_2d+26.
Let us now consider the “high density” case m > 45~919,
By the equivalence of ensembles (see proposition A4, in the Lh.s. of &I6) ¢, s can be

substituted by an’s with an error of order s~2¢, Therefore, by the Poincaré inequality

Var oo (f) < em 0 (3719, £12), (6.17)
Yy

it is enough to estimate
cm,u)‘o(m) [k—éd Z ( Z Vy[v'xqgn,s] )2] (6.18)
yENgy TEALNAy, s
To this aim we set (recall (&.4))
M= UgenMa(m) A = {0 (M) = K exp(—s"2) },
Ap = U:ceAkAggl)(m) A = UxeAkAgE) (m)

As = UyeA2k{ ‘AVIEA’“QAW [Tx io((:;))]

A=Ay U AL U Ay U As.
We first estimate
m 1 n 2
]I_Ac (a)m /L)\O( ) [HMCW Z ( Z Vy[Txgbn,s] ) :| . (619)
yGAQk wGAkﬂAy,s

By lemma[6.3] for s large enough can be bounded from above by
—d+5

k:d

1 )
> A0 Ayl 31 ],

c 1 &o(m)12 S
WI[AC(CV)AVyGAk[E Z Ty ( )] +c

(6.20)
TEALNAy s X(m)

By straightforward computations and the definition of Aj3 the first addendum in (&20) can
be bounded by ck~%s~%*9, Moreover, because of the definition of .4, expression (&.19)

with T\ replaced by T, can be bounded by ¢ s2de=5""2
In conclusion

Liel@m™ [ 30 (30 Vylradna] )] < e[k 4 52 .

yEAop TEARNAy, s

. s . .
It remains to prove that P(A) < k?le=¢* o this aim we set
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file) =1 — p2m (),
fala) =1 — ™ (ng;m) fog (m) ,
fa(@) == (0 (nes mne) — 0200 (n0;m0)) /x(m).

By lemma 6.4 P(Ay) < ce~"* while P(Aggl)(m)) and P(Agf) (m)) can be bounded from
above by e=cs’ by means of lemma [ATlwith f = f; and f = f5 respectively. Therefore

P(A1) + P(Ap) < klec (6.21)
In order to bound P(.A3) we observe that
AVaen Ny Tz i)((:nn)) = AV_\1eAVaen,nAy  Ta+2S3 -

Thus

A3z C Uyen,, U, eale As(y, 2)
where

As(y,2) = {|AVaenyrn, o Torefal = [Ak N Ay 75737}

Using once more lemma ATl we get

P(As(y, 2)) < exp(—cs'T )
and the proof is complete. 0

We conclude this part with a slight modification of proposition

Proposition 6.6. Let n < s be positive integers and let 0 < 6 < 1. Let also v > 0 and set
Js ={1/s7,2/s7,...1 —1/s7}. Then there exists a set A of disorder configurations « in Ao
satisfying
P(A) <s7 ees’
and such that, for s large enough depending on 9,
sug Var A <AV¥QASTI(;5%3> < el ge(a)s 22 4 1 4(a) (6.22)
meds 2s

(n) .
where Av, 2\ = AV cp qnza-

Proof. The proposition can be proved as proposition with some slight modifications
that we comment. For any m € J; it is convenient to define M(m), A;(m), and Az(m) as
done respectively for M, A;, and A; in the proof of proposition 6.5 and to set

Ao(m) = {iy™ (M) > s exp(~s"/) },

n _dys
Ag(m) = { ‘AVEEG)ASTz i)((:;))‘ >s 212 }
Then one sets again A(m) := Ag(m) UA;(m) U Az(m) U Az(m), A := Upey, A(m). By the
same arguments as in the proof of proposition [6.5] one obtains (6.22)).
Let us prove the estimate P(.A) or, equivalently, that for any m € J, P(A(m)) < e~*". For
this purpose, given m € Jg, it is convenient to define

B(m) := { |Aay, (m) = Ao(m)| > s72%5 }

and write
P(A(m)) < P(B(m)) + P(B°(m) N Ag(m)) + P(Ai(m)) + P(Az(m)) + P(Asz(m)). (6.23)
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Let us suppose 0 < m < i. Then lemma A3 implies that

M. (m) = Ao(m)] < e =m0 (my,,)

Thanks to the above estimate and to lemma Al applied with f := 1 — m =200 (5), the
first term in the r.h.s. of is smaller than e—¢*""*. The second term is smaller than
e="* by lemma &4, Moreover, P(A;(m)) and P(A2(m)) can be bounded by sde—°*" as
in the proof of proposition

Finally, let us consider P(A3(m)). For simplicity of notation we restrict to the case d = 1
and we write

n Z Ta i)((;:)) :( Z Z 7'IJrzf) +( Z Z Tx+zf) (6.24)

zEAsNNZ rEAsN2NZ zGAin z€AsN(2n+n)Z zeAin

where f = x(m) " (2™ (no;m0) — ™ (1e3Mne) ). We remark that in both the ad-
denda in the r.h.s. of (&.24) the appearing functions have disjoint support and form a set

of cardinality O(k?), moreover E(f) = 0. Therefore, by the same arguments used in the
5

proof of lemma [AT] we obtain that P(As(m)) < e . O

6.2. An L*° bound. We conclude this section with a simple L* bound on |7,¢; | when
s scales as an inverse power of e.

Lemma 6.7. Let 0 < v < 1and 0 < § < 1 and set s = O(e~ 7). Then, for almost all
configuration disorder « and e small enough,

sup |Tp s 5| < cs_%J”S Vs € [S,E_l]. (6.25)
z€Td

Proof. By the equivalence of ensembles it is enough to prove (&.23) with ¢, , replaced by
¢s.s- Using lemma A3 we get
|G =y (mg® —m)| < clm (n) — p (m)| (6.26)

and similarly upon translation by z.
Let us define

Dy (m) := {m — g (mS, )] > ()72}
Dl (m) = { |00 (ra(m}® —m2))| = 5727}
D 1= U Ugere (Dz(m) U D, (m))
where, in the last formula, m varies among all possible values of m¢,.
P(D,(m)) and P(D’,(m)) can now be estimated from above by e~**" thanks to lemma A1l
applied to f(a) = 120" (ng)—m and £(a) = 0™ (59: 1o )—E [11*("™ (o 10)] respectively
Therefore, P(D) < e~2d¢=es” and a simple use of Borel-Cantelli lemma proves the thesis.
O

7. CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM VARIANCE

In this section we investigate the structure of the space G that we recall was defined as

(see EIDD)
G:={g€G : JA €F suchthat, Vo and Vv € M*(A), v(9) =0}
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endowed with the non negative semi-inner product

Vin(f,9) := lim ViD(f, ) (7.1)
where
VEO(f9) = @B (3 mf (—La) T Y mg)| s me(0,1)
|z[<f1 |lz| <1

with ¢; := ¢ — \/£. For m = 0,1 we simply define V(™ (f, g) = Vg(m)(f, g)=0
In all what follows we fix a density m € (0, 1) that, most of the times, will not appear inside
the notation and we denote by P* the annealed probability measure on €2 characterized
by

P*(dav, dny) = P(dar) ™0™ (dny).
We remark that P* is translation invariant and we write E* for the corresponding expecta-
tion.

7.1. The pre-Hilbert space G. In what follows we prove that the semi-inner product V'
is well defined and that the subspace generated by the currents jy., e € £, and by the
fluctuations Lg, g € G, is dense in G. To this aim we need to generalize the standard
theory ([23] and references therein), based on closed and exact forms, to the disordered
case. The main new feature in the disordered case is a richer structure of the space of
closed forms which requires a proper analysis.

We begin with a table of calculus that can be easily checked as in the non disordered case.
Forany f € G,u € Gand e € £ let

te(f) ==Y (@ E (., ), (fru)o:= Y E*(raf,u).
x€Z4 r€Zd

Lemma 7.1. Forany f € G,u€ Gande, e € £

VL) = (o, V(Eu L) = 3 JE (coe(Voon)?)
ec&

. . 1.

V(]O,ea g) = _te(f)7 v(]O,ea]O,e’) = EE ( CO,e(VO,eWO)z)(se,e’a
. I .

V(jo,e, Lu) = —§E (c0,eVo,et - Voeno ).

The main result of this paragraph is the following.

Theorem 7.2.

) For any f,g € G the limit V(f,g) := limyoo Vo(f, g) exists, it is finite and it defines
a non negative semi—inner product on G. In particular V(f) := limgpoe Vi(f, f) is well
defined.

it) Forany f € G
V(f) = sup sup {ZV(f, Zaeje + Lu) — V(Z Geje + Eu)}

a€R? ueG ecE ecE

= sup sup {Z 2aete(f) + 2(f,u)o — Z %E* (co,e(aeveno — Veg)2)} .

a€R?ueG * o ecé

(7.2)
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iii) The subspace
{Zaejo,e—l-ﬁu . aeRY, ueG} (7.3)
ec&
is dense in G endowed of the semi—inner product V.

Notice that lemma [Z1] proves that the two expressions appearing in the r.h.s. of the first
equality sign in are equal.
Before proving the theorem we need to introduce the notion of closed and exact forms to-
gether with their generalization to the disordered case and prove few preliminary results.
We refer the reader to [[15] for a complete treatment.

Definition 7.3. A form on Q is a family £ = {&,},z« of functions &, : Q@ — R. It is called
closed if, given n € Q and bonds by, ..., b, withn =S, o--- 0 Sy, 0 Sy, (n), then

n
Z{bi(m_l) =0 where ny:=mn, ni:= 5,008,085 M) Vi=1,...,n.
i=1

The expression Y ; &,(n;—1) can be thought of as the integral of the form £ on the
closed path ny =7, n1,...,n, = n. It can be proved, see [15], that a form on {2 is closed if
and only if it satisfies the following properties P1, P2 and P3.

P1. Let a,v,w € Z? with |[v| = |w| = land v+ w # 0. Wesetc=a+v+w, z = a+ v,
¥ =a+w, b ={a,x}, by ={x,c}, b) ={a,2'}, by, = {2/, c}. Then

€y © Sty © Spy + &by © Sty + &by = &y © Sy, © Sy, + &y © Sy + &y -
P2. For any couple of bonds by, by C Z? such that by N by = 0,

&by © Sty + &by = &by © Sty + &by -
R3. For any bond b C Z¢,
§oSp+& =0.
The above characterization allows us to generalize the definition of closed forms to the
disorder case.

Definition 7.4. A form in L*(P*) is a family of functions & = {&,},cza with & € L?(P¥).

A form £ is called closed if it satisfies properties P.1, P.2 and P.3 where equalities are in
L2(P*). A form &€ = {&}ycpa if called exact is & = Vyu for some u € G. A form £ is called
translation covariant if 7,&, = &4 for any x € 74, b C Z°.

It is easy to check that exact forms are automatically closed and translation covariant.
Given a closed form ¢ in L?(P*) the form on Q {&(a,)},-zq is a closed form on € for
almost any disorder configuration «.

In what follows by a form we will always mean a form in L?(P*).

Definition 7.5. A family of functions & = {&.}ece, & € L2(P*), is called the germ of the
form & = {& }pepa If & e = Tule forany x € Zand e € .

It follows that ¢’ is automatically translation covariant as soon as it is generated by a
germ &.
Within the subset of closed and translation covariant forms we consider the special family
{U¢}cce defined by

4 (1) == be,e(Mazte —Mz), VT € Zd, e,el €&.

r,x+e’
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It is simple to check that the form $1° is not exact. Finally, we define = as the set of germs
of closed forms and

So={¢ ={)ecs : JaeR ueG with & =all°+Veu Vee&l

We remark that =) C Z¢ and that Z¢ is a closed subspace in L?(®?P*). A deeper result is
given by the following density theorem.

Theorem 7.6. Z¢ = = in L?(®P*).

Proof. The proof follows closely the proof of theorem 4.14 in appendix 3 of [23] with
the exception of the last step. As in [23]] it can be proved that for any £ € = there exists
a germ w € Z¢ with the following properties:

i) ¢ —w e Ep;

ii) w can written as w = w_ + w4 wWith wy = {wi ctece, wt (@, ) = wi (e, o, 7e) such
that Ve € £

w—,e(aa Mo, 7726) - w—,e(a7 Mo, 7]6) = w—,e(a7 Te, 7726)7

(7.4)
W—l—,e(aa N—e, 77@) - w-l—,e(aa 10, 776) = w-l—,e(aa T—e> 770) .

It remains to prove that w € =y. Because of (Z4), Ve € & there exists ay . € L*(P) such
that wy . = a (o) (ne — no). Lemma[Z.7 then completes the proof of the theorem.

Lemma 7.7. Let w € Ec¢ such that for any e € & there exists a. € L?(P) with w, =
ae(a)(me — no). Then w € =,.

Proof. By subtracting ) .. E(a.) 4 from the germ w, we can assume that E(a.) = 0 for
any e € £. In what follows we denote the form generated by the germ w by the same
symbol w.

Given z € Z% let n*) € Q the configuration with just one particle at = and let {b;,...,b,}
be a sequence of bonds such that (*) = S, o---0 S, 0 Sy, (n?)). Define

gz () = Zwbi(a,m_l) where 1, :=Sp, 0+ 0 Sy, 0Sp, ) Vi=1,...,r. (7.5
i=1

Notice that, since {wp(c, -) };,7a is a closed form on (2 for almost any «, the definition of g,
does not depend on the particular choice of the bonds by, ...,b, and the family {¢,},cz4
satisfies

Jzt+e — Gz = Txle Vl'EZd, ecf.

Therefore, by setting hy, := — > cx  gz()n., we get
Vih, = wp Vn €N, be A, (7.6)
In order to conclude the proof it is enough to show that
n 1
%1%0 wgn) =w, Vee€& where Wz() ) Wvb@n € =p.

By translation covariance and (Z.6) Vg (7;hy, = we if —2x, —x+e € A,,. Thus, foranye € &,
we can write
2n + 1)4-1
wgn) = ( dzl
(2n)

Z T—xvx,x—l-ehn + L Z T—mvm,m—i-ehn . (7.7

d
z€A, (2n) €A —e

Te=n Te=—n—1

1
We + (2n)d
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and we are left with the proof that the second and third term in the r.h.s.of (Z7) tend to
0 in L?(IP*). Let us consider the second term (the third one being similar). By Schwarz
inequality and the identity

Vx,x—l—ehn = —gm(a)(nere — ’I’}x) Vo € A, with z, = n,

it is enough to show that

1
}LITIglO T > E(g2) =0. (7.8)
zEAR
To this aim, given = (x1,...,x4), we choose the bonds by, . .., b, in the definition (Z3) in
such a way that n; = ) where yj is the origin of Z%, y, := z and in general yo, y1, ..., yr
are the points encountered by moving in Z¢ first from (0,...,0) to (z1,0,...,0) in the first
direction, then from (z1,0,...,0) to (z1,29,0,...,0) in the second direction and so on

until arriving to x.
Given this choice, it is simple to verify that for any x € A, and e € £ there exists z. € A,
and an integer k. € [0, n] such that

ke
g;% <c Z <Z Tze+se ae) 2-

ecE s=0
Therefore, in order to prove (Z.8), we need to show that

k
1 2
lim su —E( Tsed ) veee.
e k:071?,.,n n2 (; se e)

To this aim, for simplicity of notation, we fix e € £ and we write a, in place of 7,.a..
Moreover, for any r € N we set a”) = E|a, | ..., ). Since ol = Tsea((f) and E(a{") = 0,
we have forany 0 < k <n

1 k 1 k ) ) i T
(o)) =2 (e —a)) +25m( )
< 2E<(a0 — D)) + ?
and the thesis follows. .

The connection between the forms and the space G endowed with the semi-inner prod-
uct V(f,g) is clarified by next proposition, which can be proved, following [23]] and [37],
as explained in section 5.5 of [[15]].

Proposition 7.8. Given f € G and e € £ there exists a function ¢. € G such that

sup ©(§) < liminf Vy(f) < limsup Vy(f) < sup ©7(¢) (7.9)
€€ {too oo £€E¢

where )
O5(&) == 2E*(coepele) — Y S (ce2).
eef eef
Moreover, given a € R4 and u € G,

05 (D _(—att®+Vew)) = " 2acte(f)+2(f,u)o— ) %E* (co.e(acVeno — Vew)?). (7.10)

ecf eef ec&
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We are finally in a position to prove theorem[Z.2l We first observe that theorem [Z.8 proves
that the inequalities in are actually equalities so that V(f) = limye Vi(f) exists
and it is given by (Z2). Moreover, because of @.23), V(f) < oo so that, by polarization,
V(f,g) exists finite for any f,g € G and it defines a semi-inner product. The density of
the subspace follows at once from the first equality in (Z.2). O

7.2. The method of long jumps revisited. In this paragraph we consider, for any e € &,
a particular sequence {W; /n},cn in the space G which is asymptotically equivalent to the

sequence
e

2m(1 — m)Ao(m) :l’n, neN

where vy, , has been defined in #.32) as

Vi = mp® —my® — p[my® —my© | my]

The functions W have been introduced in [29] in order to depress the extra fluctuations
produced by the disorder and are defined as

Wy = Av, 1AV ocwy,  where  wyy = (1+ e_(o‘z_o‘y)(”z_”y))(ny —Ng).

We remark that, for any bond b = {z,y}, the quantities ¢, , := 1 + e~ (aw—ay)(n==ny) gre
a possible choice of transition rates compatible with our general assumptions (see section
2.2). Therefore, for generic z,y € Z? ¢, ,, can be thought of as the rate of the (long) jump
from z to y and viceversa. In a sense the rates ¢, ,, =,y € 7%, define a new process with
arbitrarily long jumps but still reversibile w.r.t. the Gibbs measure of the system.

Remark 7.9. The role of the function W here is very different from that indicated in [29]. In
our approach and for reasons that will appear clearly in the next subsection, we are interested
Yr.n

—1) as n T oo. Our strategy

in computing the asymptotic of the semi—inner product V (jo e/, =

to compute V (jo,er, wLn") is to replace (in G) wLn" with Y2 and then to exploit some nice

integration by parts properties pointed out in [29] (see below).

In [29] instead, the main idea is first to approximate, as € | 0, the microscopic current jo .
(i,

with a fluctuation term Lg plus a linear combination of the WT’“, e € & on a scale k that

i Y 2 . . . we .

must diverge as € | 0 like ¢ @2. The second step indicated in [29] is to replace —* with
2.e l,e

(my,” —my”)

k
Such a step is very similar to the main result of this subsection described at the beginning but,
at the same time, very different. The first main difference is that our mesoscopic scale n is not
linked with e. The second difference is that our functions vy, ,, represent (discrete) gradient of
the density minus their canonical average. Such a counter term, discussed at length in section
[l is absent in the approach of [29].

2m(1 — m)Ay(m)

Our main result is given by the following theorem

Theorem 7.10. For any e € £

e

lim V(Wﬁ —2m(1 - m)Ag(m)ﬂ) = 0. (7.11)

nToo n n
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We will use the above result only to compute the limit of V (jjo e, wi—*”) . Indeed, as
pointed in [29], the function w, , satisfies the following integration by parts property: for
any A € Fwith A 5 z,y and any v € M(A)

V(weyg) = v((Me — My) Vayg)-
By the above property and lemma [Z]] it is simple to check that, for any e,¢’ € &,
V(j07e/, W”S) = —2m(1 — m)J. .. Therefore, by theorem [Z.T0, we get

n

d)zn) = —x(m)bee, Ve, e €E. (7.12)

lim V (o,
ntoo ’

Proof. In order to prove theorem [ZI0| it is convenient to introduce some notation. First,
we fix the vector e € £ which will be often omit in the notation. Moreover we introduce

the following equivalence relation.

Definition 7.11. Given two sequences of functions { f, }nen and {g, }nen such that f, and
gn have support in A¢, we write f, ~ g, if

lim V

ntoo

(fn_ﬂ[rfn‘mﬂ gn_/i[in‘mm> —0.

o Step 1: f, := Wy, — u[W| ms®, m=¢] ~ 0.

For any = € Z%, let vy n be the random canonical measure p[-| 7, ,] where F, ,, is the

o-algebra generated by 7, m,, T,ma* and n, with y & A .. Let us observe that

D) 2 (7, fr, g) = p2™ (v (7, W3 g) ) for any function g;
ii) W,, can be written as sum of functions f of the following form
f= szeA}I,eTzh AVZ,EA%,eTZ/h,

where h and 7’ depend only on «q and 7.

Because of i) and ii) and thanks to the the variational characterization #.20) of
Ve(-, /R‘O(m)), it is enough to prove that, for a function f as in i),

. . 1 Ao(m
Jim Jim — B[ sup {0(0)/Da, (g:7°0)} ] =0 (7.13)

where

o(g) = [ 1 (von(rafi9))]’, k1:=k— vk

|z <k1
By proposition [A.6] for any § > 0 there exists /oy € N such that, if n > ¢ > /y, then
c(? ) c
vonlmf: 0 < WD (g v ) + Var,, (0) + S Vars, (@) i) (714
where, for any given v > 0 and ¢ > ¢1(~y) > 4y,
P(ac, o(er) > 7) < e (7.15)

for a suitable constant ¢(v, ¢). Using the spectral gap estimate (I3), the r.h.s. of (ZI4)
can be bounded by

D(g; Van) (c(€) + cdn? + cnzﬁAg’mg(a))n_d
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and therefore, by Schwarz inequality,
#(g) < Dy, (g; u)“)(m))(c(ﬁ)kd +c8kn? + cn? Z 19/\3,”75)'
|z|<k1

By taking the limits § | 0, £ T oo, n 1 oo, k 1 oo (from right to left), in order to prove
the thesis follows since lim,joo E(Jac ¢(cr)) = 0 because of (ZI5).

o Step 2: u[W,| my®, ma¢] ~ 2m(1 — m)Ao(m)aby, .-
The proof is based on the following lemma, which follows easily from the variational
characterization of Vj(-, /R‘O(m)) given in (.20).
Lemma 7.12. Let, foranyn € N, f,, h,, € G be such that
D Ayf, CAS;
i) sup,, |hnllec <00 and limppee n9E [,u)‘o(m) (h2)] =0;
i) |fn| < [hn-
Then f, ~ 0.

Thanks to the estimates given in the Appendix it can be proved (see [[15]) that condition
ii) of the lemma is satisfied by any of the following sequences:

(e, {m=ma)? e {Tgmoma, izt bnew (= 1M}

where i = 1,2, ¢ > 0 and A, is either one of the sets A%, Ay¢, AZ°.
As in [29] we define the (random w.r.t. ) function F;,(mq,ms) as

Fn(mla m2) - Nj\\(lnzl) & ,Ufj\\(;,?) (Wn)

It is not difficult to show that F,,(m1, m2) has the explicit expression
F,(my,mg) =mq —mg + e)‘lvn(ml)_)‘Qv”(mQ)(l —mi)mg — e)‘Qv”(mQ)_)‘lv”(ml)ml(l —mg).
The main reason to introduce F,,(m;j,mz2) is that
Wy mbe m2¢] = E,(mb¢, m2°). (7.16)

This equivalence follows at once from the equivalence of the ensembles together with

lemma [ZI2 applied to f,, = pu[W,| my®, ma€] — F,(my®, m%°) and h,, = cn~¢ for a large

enough constant c.

Next, again by lemma applied with h, = L mtesent T Lmom2eseny
cm = (m A (1 —m))/2, we get that - -

Ep(mbe m2¢) = F,(mL¢, m2) 1, (7.17)

where T := T e <o) Tim—m3 <em)

Next, by Taylor expansion around the arithmetic mean of my and m2¢, we write

Fy(my®,my©) =
OF, OF,
F(mg,my) 4+ 2= (my,, my,) (my® —my) + 2= (mj,, m§,)(my® —mg) + Ry (my ¢, my©)
omq omy

Then, the zero order contribution F,,(mf,mS )L, is negligible, F},(m¢, m¢ )1, ~ 0, since
F,(mS, m¢) ~ 0 because of definition [Z11]and F,, (m¢,mS)(1 — 1,,,) ~ 0 again by lemma

/. 12
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The second order error term, R, (my°, m2)1,,, is negligible because of lemma [Z-12 ap-

plied with h,, = ¢[(my® —mg)?+ (m7° —m¢)?]. Notice that it is here that the characteristic
function 1,,, plays an important role since the second derivatives of F,,(mi, m2) diverge as
m; tends to 0 or to 1.

Let us now examine the relevant first order terms. We claim that for ¢ = 1, 2

oF,

S (mfyy ) (mig” =) L+ (=1)'2mf (1= mE)AL, (mf)(mi = mf) Ty ~ 0 (7.18)

n’ n n

and

2m;, (1 —m;,) (N, (my,) — Mo (m))(mhe —mé) 1, ~ 0. (7.19)
where \; , == A, e
Before proving ( J) and ( ) let us summarize what we have obtamed so far. Thanks
to (Z16), (71D, the above dlscusswn of the Taylor expansion and ( )) together with
(Z.19)
W] my®,mze] & 2ms, (1 — m§) g (m) (m® — my*) Ly,

Using once more lemma it is now rather simple to remove the factor 1,, and to
replace m¢ with m, thus concluding the proof.
We are left with the proof of (Z18) and (Z.19).

Let us prove ([ZI8) for i = 1. By computing gf;; “ it is simple to check that the Lh.s. of
(Z18) is equal to

(AP =22 T8) — 1) (X, (mi) (1 = mf) — 1) (my® — m§,) Ly, +

1n n

(A2 0m) A lT) — 1)1 — ) (N (g, Jms, = 1) (g — ) L.

1n n

(7.20)

It is enough to show that both addenda in (Z.20) are equivalent to 0 and for simplicity we
deal with only with the first one. Since sup,, ||\ ,,(m},) I lcc < km for a suitable constant

k., depending on m, using the estimate |e* — 1| < ell|z| valid for any ~ € R and thanks to
lemma [AZ3] we obtain

| first term in (Z20) | < km (Ao (mE) — Ao (mE)] mD — mé |1,
<K (3 (ml = D ) - (il —my?). 72D

i=1,2
The claim follows by applying lemma [Z. 12 with h,, equal to the r.h.s. of (Z21)).

Let us prove ([Z.I9). By Schwarz inequality, it is enough to apply lemma [Z 12 with h,, :=
(N (m&) — Xy(m))? 1, + (my;® — mg)2. In order to verify condition i) of lemma [ZI2 for
h, thanks to the boundedness of (X}, (my,) — My(m))?1,,, uniformly in n, we only need to
prove that

lim n/E [ (X, (m&) — \y(m))* L,)] = 0

ntoo

or equivalently
tim B 00 ({Av, e [0 (raime) = B0 (i) ] }) | =0 (7:22)
Let g,(\) := pu*(nz;7,) and observe that Lh.s. of is bounded from above by

¢ lim n/E [,u)‘o(m) (A,(ll) +AD 4 A,(f”)] (7.23)

ntoo
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where

AW = {AV, i L9 i (0m5) = 02 v () 1}

4
A7(12) = {AvmeA;’f[gm()\in(m)) — gz(Ao(m))] }
AR = {Av,cpielg:(o(m)) = B0 (o; o) 1}
By lemma &3 A} < c(m¢& —m)* and AP < c(m — p0m (m5))4, At this point

follows by simple considerations for sum of centered independent random variables.
O

7.3. The subspace orthogonal to the fluctuations. Here we introduce a convenient
Hilbert space H containing G and we describe the orthogonal subspace in # of the space
of fluctuations {Lg : g € G}.

Definition 7.13. Let N := {g € G : V(g) = 0} and let H be the completion of the pre-
Hilbert space G/N. With an abuse of notation, we write V for the scalar product in H
induced by the semi-inner product V in G.

The sets
LG :={Lg : g € G}, LG :={Lg : g€ G}
can be considered as subsets of # in a natural way. Our main result proves that for any
e € & the sequence {¢y, ,,/n}nen converges in H to some limit point ¢, and that the set
{te}eee forms a basis of LG+. The Cauchy property of the sequence {¢¢ ,, /n}nen follows
by a telescopic estimate based on the variance bounds discussed in subsection To this
aim the following lemma is crucial.

Lemma 7.14. Given k € Nlet f € G be such that Ay C Ay. Then
V(f) < de”E(Val"qu(m) (Avaen,7af))-

Proof. We first estimate V;(f) for £ > 1 by means of lemma &Il To this aim we partition
the cube A/, into non overlapping cubes {A,, 1 }icr of side 2k + 1 and write

AVCEEAgl Tof = Avier (AVzeAzi_’k Tzf)
Therefore, by applying lemma .l with A = A, and A; = A, 2k, We obtain
Vi(f) < ckd+2Av161Var JAo(m (AVIGA Tzf).
It is enough now to take the expectation w.r.t. o and then the limit ¢ 1 co. 0

Lemma [Z.T4] and proposition allow us to prove the key technical estimate of this
subsection:

Lemma 7.15. Let d > 2, n < s < k < 100s be positive integers and 0 < § < 1. Then
V(dho = dhp) Ses® 0 vee € (7.24)

for any s large enough (s > s¢(9)).

Proof. Since ¢;, ; — ¢y, ;. € G has support in Ay, by lemma [Z.T4 we obtain

V(qbi,s - n < de+2 Z Var pro(m) AVIGAkTm¢n r))

r=s,k

The thesis now follows from proposition O
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We also need a density result.
Lemma 7.16. LG and LG have the same closure in H.

Proof. We fix g € G and we prove that £Lg = limg £(g — gs) Where g, = u[g|mg], i.e.
that limgyo, V(Lgs) = 0. To this aim we define X, := {x : s — 1 < |z] < s+ 1}. Then
lemma [Z1] implies that

1
V(‘Cgs) = Z iE* (CO,e( Z vO,eTxgs)z)' (7.25)

ec& ze€Xs

Let §s(, 1) :== N;\\(m () (9). By the equivalence of ensembles (see lemmal[A4), in [Z25) g

can be substituted by g, with an error bounded by ¢ s72. By lemmdA3, |V 7.ds| < cs@
which, thanks to ([Z25]) with g, replaced with §,, implies that V(Lg,) < cs2. O

We are ready for the first result about the structure of the space LG .
Proposition 7.17. Let d > 3 and e € £. Then the sequence
Ui s =Ne — Mo — p[ne — Mo | M)

converges to some element 1), € LG+ as s T oco.
Moreover,

lim —% =4, V¥n € N. (7.26)

stoo N
Proof. We fix 0 < § < 1. By lemmal[ZI5, if i € N is large enough and i® < s < (i + 1)3,
V(¥ 5 — i) < cd®Cma0),

Since d > 3, it is enough to prove that the sequence {¢{ ; };en is Cauchy. This follows by
applying again lemma [Z. 15 to get

2 V%wiig — 4 i) S Y ci 2(2-d+0) o,
=1 i=1

Next we prove that 1., the limit point of ‘Wfs}seN; belongs to £G*. To this aim, by
lemmas[ZI] and we need to show that

lim > E[p*™ (S 7,9)] =0 Vgeg,
STOOzEZd

or similarly (by translation invariance of the random field «)

lim Y E[p*™ (g5, 79)] =0 VYgeg,
STOOJCEZd

where we recall ¢f ; = u[n. —no | mg]. To this aim we set
Ag:={z€Z?: (z+A))NAS#Dand (z + A ) N (A # 0}
Since g € G,

D B[ (g5 o meg) ] = B[O, Y ) - (7.27)
z€Z FSTANN
We estimate the r.h.s. of by Schwarz inequality. Let us observe that
E [Varmo(m)( Z ng)] <y P (7.28)

(EGAS
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for some finite constant c¢,. Therefore, in order to conclude the proof, it is enough to show

E[Var o m (65 5)] < es~% (7.29)

By the equivalence of ensemble (see lemma and Poincaré inequality for Glauber
dynamics, we obtain

Var g m (65 5) < 572 4 e Var poom (65 ) < e + st (Vodf ,)?)  (7.30)

where gﬁis has been defined in (&.3).

By lemma &3 the last term in (Z30) is bounded by ¢ s~¢ thus proving (Z-29).
Finally we prove (Z.26). To this aim, by writing

1

n

n—1

Z AVxGA#e (nx-i-(v—i-l)e — Na+ve — M[T]x+(v+l)e — Nztve | m:] )’
v=0

1/}6
n,s

and by the observation that 7, f = f for any f € H and z € Z4, it is enough to prove that
for any given z € Z¢

V(plne = mo [ms 5] — wlne —no [ mg]) (7.3D)
goes to 0 as s T co. As in the proof of lemma (Z31) is bounded from above by
¢(8)s*>~40 forany 0 < § < 1. O

We are now able to exhibit a basis of LG related to the functions % with n € N and
e € €.

Theorem 7.18. Let d > 3. Then

e

lim —% =, Vee& (7.32)

nfoo N
where 1), is as in proposition [ZTA Moreover,
V(joer,be) = —x(m)der e Ve, e €E (7.33)
and {1, }cce forms a basis of LG.

Proof. For any n € N let k,, € N be such that (k, — 1)3 < n < k3. Then, by lemma [Z15]
V(5 n/n — 5 5/n) L 0asn T oo. Therefore, thanks to (Z.26),

lim V2 Ynny  Jim v mhey < i LS Vi (ye c (7.34)

anI;é (e = n )= anI;é (e = T) B anIono n — (wmig B wnv(”‘l)g) ’

and the last series is converging by lemma [Z.T5 Thus (Z.32)) follows.

At this point, (Z.33) follows from theorem Let us prove that {1, }.cc forms a basis
of LG*. Let P be the orthogonal projection of H on £G*. Then, LG has dimension non
larger than d since, by theorem [Z.2 it is generated by {Pj ¢ }ece. By (Z33) {¢c}ecc is a
set of d independent vectors belonging to LG+ and therefore a basis of LG~ . O

Remark 7.19. Let us make an observation which will reveal useful in the proof of the conti-
nuity of the diffusion matrix D(m) (see next subsection).

Since the constant ¢ appering in does not depend on the density m and thanks to the
estimate (Z.34), the statement (Z32) in the above theorem can be strengthed as

we
n,n

lim sup Vm( —1[)6):0 Ve € €.

190 me(0,1)
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7.4. Decomposition of currents. In this subsection we prove the characterization and
the regularity of the diffusion matrix D(m) stated in theorem [Z.T] and we prove also theo-
rem[Z.22], which is crucial for the estimate of )y (see subsection &.3)). In what follows, we
assume d > 3.

Denoting by P the orthogonal projection of # on L£G*, thanks to theorem for a
suitable d x d matrix D(m) we can write

oo == Dee(mhpe + (1= P)(jo.)  Ve€k. (7.35)
e'ef
By taking the scalar product of both sides of with jo ./, thanks to lemma [Z1] and
([Z.33), we obtain

De,e’(m) = Vm(PjO,m PjO,e’)

1
x(m)
thus proving that D(m) is a non-negative symmetric matrix. In particular, D(m) can be
characterized as the unique symmetric d x d matrix such that

1
(a,D(m)a) = —— V(PO _ acjoe)) VaeR% (7.36)
x(m) =
Since the r.h.s. of (Z.36) can be written as

. 1 .
QHEI(IE X(m) Vm(; ae]O,e - ‘Cg)v

by lemma [Z.1] the matrix D(m) corresponds to the one described in proposition 211
In the following lemmas we describe some properties of the diffusion matrix D(m).

Lemma 7.20. There exists ¢ > 0 such that ¢ < D(m) < ¢ 1 for any m € (0,1).

Proof. Given a € R? we set w := Y o actpe and v := Y. ¢ acPjo.. Then (Z36) and
lemma [ZJ] imply the upper bound

(a, D(m)a) = ——Vin(v,0) < ——

i 2
X(m) < Sy V(D acdoe) < clal®

ec&
In order to prove the lower bound we observe that, by theorem
Vin(v,w) = —x(m)||al|?> while, thanks to @33, V;,(w) < cm(l — m)|al/?>. Therefore,
by Schwarz inequality,

1 Viu(v,w)?
x(m)  Vin(w)
thus proving the lemma. U

(a, D(m)a) >

> cla]®

Lemma 7.21. D(m) is a continuous function on (0, 1).

Proof Let0 < fand 0 < 6 < % We observe that the limit point ¢, of the sequence w’Z’"
depends on the closure of G/A and therefore on m. Therefore, it is convenient to denote
it by wem). Moreover, thanks to remark [Z.19 and lemma there exists ng € N such
that

IDlloe sup Vi (1™ — 23 < 8 Vee £ Wn>ng (7.37)
me(0,1) n
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where, || Dl[oo := sup, crcg [[Deer || oo-
Together with (Z35)), this implies that, for any given m € (0, 1), we can find g, € G such
that

. v !
Vin(Joe + D Deer(m) =2 + Lgn)* < 2. (7.38)
0
e'ef
Since \g(m) is a smooth function of m € (0,1) and thanks to Lemma [Z1], (Z38) remains
valid if V,,, is replaced by V,,,,, where m’ is arbitrary inside an open interval I,,, containing
m. In what follows we restrict to the density interval [d, 1 — §]. Thanks to compactness and
interpolation and thanks to (33), there exists a continuos matrix D(®)(.) and a family of

functions gﬁ,’?), m € [6,1 — 4], such that HD(B),HOO < || De,e'||oc and

]Oe+ZDe€/ wno’no—l—ﬁg(ﬁ)% <38 VYme[o,1—0]
e'eE
and therefore

VinGoe + 3 DD (myel™ + £gP)? < 48 ¥m € [5,1— o] (7.39)
e'e
From the above formula and (Z35)), we have
Pjoe =~ Dee(mul" = =3 D) (m)ypl™ + €™ vm e [5,1 4]
e'ef e'ef

where Vm(gém))% < 4p3. By taking the scalar product with jj . we obtain (thanks to

theorem
X(m)(De.er(m) — DY)

e,e’

(m))| < 4V (o )28 ¥m € [5,1 — 4],

that is |D, /(m) — p¥ (m)| < ¢(9)B, thus proving that D, ./(-) is continuous on [d,1 —

66

J]. O
We are now able to prove our main result.

Theorem 7.22. Let d > 3. Then given § > 0

inf limsup sup Vi, (joe + Lg+ Z De o )¢nn) _o (7.40)
9€G oo mels,1-9) ey, n

Moreover; if D has continuous extension to {0,1}, (Z40) is valid with 6 = 0.

Proof. { ) is a simple consequence of the estimates exhibited in the proof of lemma
[ZZ1l Let us observe that, given 5 > 0, by defining g(ﬁ ) as in the above proof, then

limsup sup Vi, (joe-i-ﬁgm +ZD68, )¢nn)< 3 (7.41)
ntoo meld,1-4] ey

In order to define a function g independent of m, it is enough to proceed as in the proof
of corollary 5.9, chapter 7, [23]. If D has continuous extension to {0, 1} then it is simple
to extend (Z41) to all [0, 1]. O

APPENDIX A.

In this final appendix we have collected several technical results used in the previous
sections.
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A.1. Large deviations estimates. .

Lemma A.1. Let f = f(a) be a mean-zero local function and A € T be such that
(Ar+z)N(Af+y)=0forany z,y € A. Then

52|A|

P[|Aveeatef | > 6] < 2e 472 V5> 0.

Proof. Givent > 0, since E(f) =0and e* — z < e*” for any z > 0,

oo
)" 2
ef =3 s etlflloe || flloot < elfl.

n=0
Therefore, thanks to the conditions on f and A,
P[AVmGATxf > 5] < e—téE(etszeATzf) _ e—t6[E(etf\A|*1)]\A| < e—t6+t2||f||§o\A|*1'
The thesis follows by taking ¢ := J|A|/(2| f||%,) and by considering the above estimates
with f replaced by —f. O

A.2. Equilibrium bounds.

Lemma A.2. Given A € F and A\ € R we define m := p*(my) and a,, := min(m, 1 — m).
Then, for any A C A and any function f such that Ay C A,

a) c|Alm < u(Na) < ¢ HAm,
b) c|Al(1 = m) < p(|A| = Na) < ¢ HA|(L = m),
¢) d|Alam < p(Na; Na) < ¢ HAlam,

4) 1(f; Na)| < el flloo min (1A slam, /18 sla ).

Proof. In what follows we assume m < 3.

a) and b) can be easily derived from the boundedness of the random field «. Let us prove
¢). The upper bound follows by observing that x(Na; Na) < u(A) and by applying a). In
order to prove the lower bound, let us introduce the set W := {z € A : u(1,) < 3}. Since
|W| > |A|/2 and thanks to a),

1
(Na; Na) > p(Nw; Nw) > gu(NW) > cm|A]

thus proving the lower bound in ¢) with A replaced by A. In order to consider the general
case, we define m’ = p(ma). Then by the previous arguments, p(Na; Na) > em/|A]
which, by a), is bounded from below by cm|A|.

Let us prove d). By Schwarz inequality and c)

N
ol

(f; Na)| < p(fs f) < cu(f; f)z\/m Ay

Since u(f; f) < ||f||%, it remains to prove that u(f; f) < cml|f||%|Ay|. To this aim let n*
be the configuration with no particle. Then, thanks to a),

ulfi ) < p((f = F0)?) < IFIPon(Na,) < cllFI% 1Al

#(Nay; Nay)



54 A. FAGGIONATO AND E MARTINELLI

Lemma A.3. For any \,\" € R, A € F and any function f with Ay C A,

1N (F) = 1) < el Fllool | [ (ma) — p(ma), (A.1)
1 (a3 ) — 1 (M3 )| < e (ma) — p (ma)] Ve € A (A.2)

For any m,m’ € (0,1) and any local function f,

200 (9) — 0™ (g)| < c|m’ —ml, (A.3)
1) (ngsm0) — ™ (03 m0)| < ¢ |m/ —ml, (A.4)
I (f) — AO("” (N < e(|Af]) | flloolm” —m)| (A.5)

for a suitable constant c(|A|) depending on |Ay|.
Moreover, for any A € F and any m € (0, 1),

Aa(m) = Ao(m)| < —— syl = () (A.6)

m(1 —
Proof. It is simple to derive (A2), (B.4) and (A%) from (AJ) and (A3).
Let us prove (A). By setting A(s) := Ax(s), m := p*(ma) and m’ := p*' (my), we have

! 0 s m s
W) = [ L= [N W s
By lemma &2 |p ) (f; Na )N (s)| < cll flloo] Afl, thus concluding the proof of (AJD.
In order to prove (A3), we observe that

: m g m () ( )
Ao(m’) —Ao(m) _ & No(s) d :/ 105 70 ds.
PO () = 0 (1) /m a5t = | e S )

Thanks to the boundedness of the random field «, the last integrand is bounded, thus

proving (A.3).
Let us prove (A.6). By Lagrange theorem

m = "™ (my) = 200 (mp) + g (ma; Na) (A (m) — Ao(m))

for a suitable X\ between A (m) and Ao(m). In order to conclude the proof, it is enough to
apply lemma O

A.3. Equivalence of ensembles. In this paragraph we compare multi-canonical and
multi-grand canonical expectations. The following results can be proved by the same
methods developed in [6] with strong simplifications since here the grand canonical mea-
sures are product (see [[15] for a complete treatment).

In what follows we fix A € F and we partition it as A = U¥_; A;. Moreover, chosen a
set N = {N;}¥_, of possible particle numbers in each atom A;, we define the multi-grand
canonical measure i and the multi-canonical measure v as

i = ®F 1u2( ™) where m; =

Al
=pu(-|Na, =N; Vi=1,... k).

N

Then we have the following main results (for the latter see also proposition 3.3 in [7]).
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Proposition A.4. (Equivalence of ensembles)
Letv,d € (0,1) and f be a local function such that |A;| > §|A|, foranyi=1,....k, Ay CA
and |Ay| < |A]F7.
Then there exist constants c1, ¢, depending respectively on v, d, k and 6, k, such that
A

Alza = W) -AOI <l ik,
Lemma A.5. Let 6 € (0,1) and f be a local function such that Ay C A and |A; \ Ay > 6|A]
foranyi=1,--- k.
Then there exist constants cy, ¢, depending respectively on k and k, 6, such that

1Al > Vi=1,....k = D(|f]) <cop(|f]) and Vary(f) < coVarg(f),

A.4. Some special equilibrium covariances. In this paragraph we estimate the canon-
ical covariance between a generic function and a function which can be written as the
spatial average of local functions. We observe that the bound we provide differs from the
standard Lu-Yau’s Two Blocks Estimate (see [27]]) by an additional term depending on the
random field « and satisfying a large deviations estimate.

In what follows we fix functions h,h’ € G, depending only on «g and 7, such that
|h]loo, 17 [l < 1. Moreover, for any positive integer L, we denote by Rj, the set of boxes
with sides of length in [L, 100L].

Proposition A.6. Given 0 < § < % there exists ¢y € N having the following property.
Let {,L € N be such that lo < ¢ < L and let VW € Ry with V. "W = (. Then, for any
v € M(V) and any function g € G,

5 _ c(f) e c
< 89D(g:1) + 2 Var, (g) + —Var, (9)Tge a0 A.
Vi (g;v) + V] ar,(g) + |V‘Var (D LmersyVvie(a) (A.7)

where m := v(my) and Is := [,1 — §]. Moreover, for any ~y > 0 there exists {1 = {1(7y) > £
such that

V(AVUEVth§ g)

H<l<L = PWya)>v)<e GO (A.8)
Finally, for any v € M(V U W) and any function g € G,

V(AVvGVth'AVwGWTthS 9)2 <

A.
@D(g; v) + ﬁVarl,(g) + iVar,,(g) (Vve(c) + Iwe(e)) (A-9)
Al Al Al

Proof. We first prove (A7) by referring, for many steps, to the proof of proposition A.1 in
[71. Let us fist introduce some useful notation.

We fix a partition V = U;c;Q;, with Q; € Ry, and define N; := Ng,, m; := Ng,/|Qil,
hi =3 ,cq, Tah, F :=0o(m;|i € I) and for s € [0,1]

o™ (his Ni) B 200 (hgs o) po (hisNo) ™ (s V)
Ai(m) := A(m) N Ao(m) Bi(s) = )\(;) - Am) ‘
123% (N“NZ) E/L 0 (770;770) MQi (N“NZ) Uy (N“NZ)

As in [[7], if m ¢ I5 then it is enough to apply Schwarz inequality and lemma [A5] to obtain
the thesis, otherwise it is convenient to bound the L.h.s. of (A7) as

v(Avyeymoh;g)? < 21/( v(Avyey oh; g | F) )2 + 21/( V(AvyevToh | F); g )2 (A.10)
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As in [[7]] we can bound the first addendum in the r.h.s. of (ATQ) by ¢(¢)D(g;v) and the
second one by

1 1
cVar,(g) (W + 14 Z Varué(m) (f])) (A.11)
el

where, for an arbitrarily fixed v, £/ (n) = ,ué‘)(mi("))(hi — vN;). Let us explain how to

%

proceed. Thanks to Poincaré inequality for Glauber dynamics we obtain

Var o (6) < e D7 ™ (V28])?). (A.12)
T€Q;
By choosing v = %m it is simple to check that
mi(n®)
m;(n
By writing
s M) NN
B(S) _ |QZ| (/ MQI (h“NZ’NZ)dS/—F
¢ ToAm m A(s!
i) V(g Ny) M my NQ(Z- (N )
Mg(iS)(hiQNi) /s Mg(fl)(Ni;Ni;Ni)dS,)
/.Lg(is)(Ni;Nz’) o™ (my) ug(iSl)(Nz‘;Nz‘)

by lemma and the condition m € I; we obtain that |B;(s)| < §[s — N‘Af(m) (m;)| and

therefore

V]| < Ast S maln) = ™ (mo)| + 507 (A13)

By (A1), and it is simple to conclude the proof if ¢ is large enough and

2

1 1
Ove(e) := sup AvierA;(m)® where My = {m, A 1— m}

me My,

By standard arguments (as for lemma 3.9 in [[7]) (A9) can be derived from (A7).
Let us prove (A.8). By lemmas and A3l

Cc

|A;] < m(lu“(’“)(m;mi) — B 1™ (hosmo) |+

(00 (Nis i) = B 200 (g5 )| -+ m — ) ()| ).

Therefore it is enough to prove that given a function f = f(«ag) with ||f||c < 1 then for
any v > 0 there exists ¢; = ¢1(y) such that

27d

P(AviGI(AvmeQiTmf — E(f))2 > 'y) < 2e” i Ve > 4.

To this aim we define f; := (Av,eq,7.f —E(f))? and f; := fi —E(fi). Then by lemmaAT]
forany 0 < § < 1,

E(f) < P(|AVaeqimaf —E(f)] > 6) + 6% < 275 4 52,



HYDRODYNAMIC LIMIT OF A DISORDERED LATTICE GAS 57

Therefore, by choosing ¢ small enough and ¢ large enough, E(f;) < 3 for any i € I and
(by applying again lemma [AT])

P(Avierfi > 7) < P(Avier fi > o) Ty < 2= (A.14)

thus concluding the proof. 0

A.5. Moving Particle Lemma. Given z,y € Z? we define

Zi = (Y1,Y2, - -y Yis Tit1y -« -y L) Vi=0,...,d

and write ~, , for the path connecting zy = x to z; by moving along the first direction,
then connecting z; to 2z, by moving along the second direction and so on until arriving to
24 = y. We denote by |y, ,| the length of the path v, ,.

Lemma A.7. (Moving Particles Lemma)
Given a box A and v € M(A) then

V((Vay£)?) < cleyl D v((Vof)? Va,y €A, f €G.

be’Y:v y

The above lemma is well known for non disordered systems (see for example [35]). We
learned from J.Quastel the generalization to the disordered case.

A.6. An application of Feynman-Kac formula. The following proposition can be derived
from the Feynman-Kac formula as explained in [23]]. We report only the statement.

Let X be a finite set on which it is defined a probability measure » and a Markov generator
£ reversible w.r.t. v. We denote by E, the expectation w.r.t. the Markov process having
infinitesimal generator £ and initial distribution v and by x; the configuration at time ¢.

Proposition A.8. Let V : R, x X — R be a bounded measurable function and let, for any
t >0,

[y = sup specrz2(){£ + V(t,)}.

El,[exp{/ot V(s,a:s)ds}] < exp{/ot T ds} vt > 0.

A.7. Two Blocks Estimate. For a treatment of the Two Blocks estimate in non disordered
systems see [23] and reference therein. Let us state and prove a generalized version.

Then

Proposition A.9. Given v > 0, for almost any disorder configuration «

limsup  sup supspecr2(u ) {AVyera|mae g — Mytw k| + ved2L.} <0. (A.15)
al0,ktoo,el0 w:|w|< ¢

Proof. We extend to the disordered case the proof of the Two Blocks estimate of [37]
thanks to the ergodicity of the random field a. To this aim let us introduce the scale
parameter ¢ with ¢ 1 oo after k£ 1 co. Then, with a negligible error of order O(¢/k), for any
r € T¢ we can substitute My With Avyen, M1y 0. Therefore, thanks to the subadditivy
of sup spec, the Lh.s. of can be bounded from above (with an error O(¢)) by

d—2
|su‘p Avyen, AVy '€y, : |wty —y|>2¢ SUD SpeC{AVxe’]I‘d |m:c+y 0 mz+w+y’,f| + e Le}
w|<L L2 (pe)
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where the additional restriction |w + y' — y| > 2¢ is painless. By renaming the index
variables, it is enough to show that given v > 0, for almost any disorder configuration «,

lim sup sup  sup spec { AV, cra|map — Marw gl + e 2L} < 0. (A.16)
100,040,610 w:20<|w|< 2 L2(pc) ‘

For any u,v € Z¢ let us define ﬁu,v =1+ e—(au—av)(%—nv))vu,v. It is simple to check that
L, is self-adjoint w.r.t. Gibbs measures. Then, given w as above, thanks to the Moving
Particle lemma (see lemma [A.7) and the properties of the transition rates, it is simple to

prove that
AV eraAvien, (Avuen, o (—Lup) < ca’e? (= L.). (A.17)
Therefore, by localizing as in ({12), the supspec in (AI6) is bounded by

Avgere SUp sup specr2 ) Mae — Matw,e| + cya > AVueAz,zAVveAz+w,e(_ﬁu,v)}
14

where v varies in M(A, ;U Ay, ). Thanks to perturbation theory (see proposition
we only need to prove that, for almost any disorder configuration a,

limsup — sup  Av,eqa sup v(|mg e — Mgy ). (A.18)
£100,a)0,e40 w:20< |w|< 2 < v

We observe that by lemma [A.5]in the above expression we can

substitute v with the grand canonical measure p such that p(mp) = v(mp) where A :=
Aw,f U Am+w,€'

Let us introduce the scale parameter s with s 1 oo after £ T co. Then, by approximating
Mg ¢ With Avyep, ,m, s and thanks to lemmalA3]

plmag e — Mgy el) < CAVyGAI,g:UAO(m)Omy,s — Mytw,s|) + Csd|m - :UAO(m) (mA)H‘O(S/E)'

where m = pu(my) = v(my) and A is defined as above. Therefore, it is enough to prove
that for almost all disorder configuration «

limsup Av,cqe sup AvyeA,_,,uAO(m) (|masy,s —m|) =0,
sT00,4100,eJ0 m

Ao(m)(

lim sup szeTg sup |m — p my.¢)| = 0.
m

£100,el0

Since Eu*(™)(m,,,) = m for any integer n and any site =, the above limits follow by
straightforward arguments from the ergodicity of the random field « and the technical
estimate (A.J). O
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