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RELAXATION TO EQUILIBRIUM OF CONSERVATIVE
DYNAMICS I: ZERO-RANGE PROCESSES
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Courant Institute

Under mild assumptions we prove that for any local function u the
decay rate to equilibrium in the variance sense of zero range dynamics on
the d-dimensional integer lattice is C,¢~?/2 + o(¢~?/2). The constant C,
is computed explicitly.

0. Introduction. In this article we present a method to estimate the
decay to equilibrium in the variance sense of conservative interacting particle
systems in infinite volume. Although such issues are interesting for a wide
variety of models, we will concentrate here on a particular class of models in
order to present the method in a simple setting. These are the symmetric
zero-range models, and the key simplifying feature is that the invariant
measures are of product form.

By analogy with the heat equation in R¢, which appears in the diffusive
scaling limit of these models, and with the noninteracting case, one expects
an algebraic decay to equilibrium for such models on Z? at rate O(t~¢/2).
Indeed, by a careful choice of test functions, one can show that the decay
could not in general be faster. Upper bounds, on the other hand, have proved
more difficult to obtain. We will derive an estimate of the form C, ¢ ¢/% +
o(t~%/%) and compute the constant C, explicitly; here lim, _, t?/%0(t"¢/%) =
0. This answers not only the upper bound of the form O(¢~¢/%) but also
identifies the class of functions decaying as O(¢~¢/?) as the class of functions
for which C, # 0.

One should note the sharp contrast between the algebraic decay for
conservative systems and the well-known exponential decay displayed by
nonconservative systems. In the first case, the slow decay is a consequence of
the need to transport mass across large distances in order to equilibrate,
while in the latter case, distant regions equilibrate more or less indepen-
dently. This manifests itself in the behavior near zero of the spectrum of the
generator for the process in infinite volume. For the conservative system, the

Received June 1998.

!Supported in part by U.S. ARO Grant DAH04-95-1-0666.

2Supported in part by CNPq Grant 300358,/93-8 and PRONEX 41.96.0923.00 “Fendmenos
Criticos em Probabilidade e Processos Estocasticos.”

3Supported in part by NSF Grant DMS-97-03752.

AMS 1991 subject classifications. Primary 60K35; secondary 82A05.

Key words and phrases. Interacting particle system, spectral gap, relaxation to equilibrium.

325



326 JANVRESSE, LANDIM, QUASTEL AND YAU

spectrum is continuous at zero, while the nonconservative system has a gap
at the bottom of the spectrum. It appears also in the different decay rates for
the process on finite regions. On boxes of linear size [, the decay rate for the
conservative system is exponential, but with a rate O({ 2), either in terms of
the spectral gap or the logarithmic Sobolev inequality [1, 7, 13, 12, 24]. These
estimates have been used heavily in the hydrodynamic limit [18, 23]. The
nonconservative dynamics on the other hand decays exponentially with a rate
independent of the size of the box. In fact, the dependence of the exponential
decay rate on the size of the box in the conservative system is a key
ingredient of the present proof of algebraic decay in infinite volume.

In systems with conservation law, one studies the density—density correla-
tion functions

{m(x); 10(0)),

where 7,(x) is the number of particles at x at time ¢. These can be thought of
as representing the response at position x at time ¢ to a small initial
disturbance at position 0. Physically, the disturbance should diffuse out, so
we expect that at least for large ¢ and x the density—density correlation
functions decay as

x-D lx
x (4wt det D)_d/z exp{ - —},

41

where y is the compressibility and D is the bulk diffusion coefficient given by
the Green—Kubo formula (see [20]). Such a picture can be made rigorous at
various levels. The simplest is linear response theory or equilibrium fluctua-
tions, which deal with small perturbations of equilibrium and large space and
time scales. More difficult is the hydrodynamics limit, where the space and
time scales are still large, but the deviations from equilibrium are no longer
small. Finally, in the present paper we consider such models without rescal-
ing and show an algebraic decay with correct prefactor depending on the
diffusion coefficient but at the loss of the Gaussian factor.

The traditional approach for algebraic decay for heat equations is via Nash
estimates [17, 8, 5]. The Nash inequality on R? states that

117 < CD(f)d/(d+2)||f”%{(d+2),
where the Dirichlet form is given by

D(f) = [ IVfI* d.

To use this estimate, recall that the energy inequality of the standard heat
equation gives for the solution f, of the heat equation 4,f = Af,

d 2
E”ft”LZ < —=CD(f,).
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Applying the Nash inequality, we obtain that

d
2 —4/d)| 1124 +2)/d
EH}‘;”LZ < —CIAIL NFITE 27

Since the heat kernel is a contraction in L', we can bound ||f,||1 by its initial
value at time ¢ = 0, [|f,llz:. We now integrate the differential inequality to
have the ¢~ ¢/2 decay estimate

£ 13 < CIFIZ e + ClAE A FIEE 4],

To extend this idea to infinite systems, it may appear that the key
ingredient is a generalization of the Nash inequality. However, the contrac-
tivity of the heat kernel in the L' norm plays a central role. As it stands, the
Nash inequality is unlikely to be true in the infinite-dimensional setting since
the L' (or any L?) norm on the right-hand side is too weak to control the
variance. One can generalize the Nash inequality by replacing the L' norm
by a suitably chosen norm ||| - |||. For any mean zero function,

I£12: < CD( £V 42| £ 1|14/,

On the other hand, we do not know of any norm other than the standard L?”
norm contracting (or uniformly bounded in time) under the zero-range or
lattice gas dynamics. In fact, a Nash inequality with a seemingly natural
choice of the norm ||| - ||| can be proved for the zero-range processes and the
Ginzburg-Landau models in a few lines. To see this, suppose that we have
a Ginzburg-Landau model with invariant measure p and Dirichlet form

p(fy- ¥ E[(‘i - if)

x,y€7% |x—yl=1 In, n,

b

where 7, € R is the field variable at the lattice site x and where E, stands
for expectation with respect to w. Define

- S

The usual Nash inequality for the lattice Laplacian states that

@y

}4/(d+2)

_xEZd

Y afSC[ Y |azx—afy|2

xez? x,yeZ% |x—yl=1
of  of \*
om,  am, | |

}d/(dJrZ)-

By the triangle inequality,

(0.2) la, —a,” <E
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Hence,

> afsCD(f)W”)[ Y

xez7¢ xez¢

:|4/(d+2)

Suppose that there is a positive spectral gap for the corresponding Glauber
dynamics, that is,

Var(f) <y X af

xez¢

for some y > 0. Then we have

Var(f) < CyD(£)Y PN FNY 200 Fll = Y a,.

xez?

This proves a “Nash inequality.” A weaker version of Nash inequality was
obtained in [3] for lattice gases where the triple norm was defined as above
but with the L? norm of «, in (0.1) replaced by the L* norm. Notice that the
only inputs of our proof are a spectral gap for the corresponding Glauber
dynamics and a triangle inequality (0.2). For the zero-range or the symmetric
simple exclusion processes, since the invariant measures are product, the
spectral gaps for the corresponding Glauber dynamics are the same as those
for the marginal on a single site. Hence we only have to prove the triangle
inequality (0.2) for these models. Again, because the invariant measures are
product, we only need to prove (0.2) for two sites, which can be easily checked.
Similar ideas work for the lattice gases but require a short argument to prove
(0.2), to be presented in the Appendix.

Unfortunately, at the present time a uniform control in time of the norm
Il - Il can only be obtained for the symmetric simple exclusion process [3].
However, for this model certain special techniques become available and
therefore simple proofs of the decay are already available [4, 6, 15]. In the
Appendix we shall give an elementary proof of the ¢ ¢/% decay for the
symmetric simple exclusion process. We emphasize that the simplification in
the case of the symmetric simple exclusion process comes mainly from its
very special duality property and not so much from the fact that the invariant
measures are Bernoulli. For example, at the present time, Nash’s ideas
cannot be extended to models with speed change even when the invariant
measures are Bernoulli.

Next we comment on the sense in which decay to equilibrium is measured
in this article. Of the few monotone functionals available, the most natural in
which to study the decay are the L? and L” norms. In L” the expected decay
rate is t~4(?~V/2P and for 1 < p < 2 this can be obtained from the trivial L*
bound and the L? decay by interpolation.

The case of L” is more interesting. The processes under study have a
family of extremal invariant measures 1, parametrized by the density. A
natural statement of ergodicity is that

(03) Ptf(n) _Evp[f] _)0 aSt—)OO’
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if the configuration n has a density

(0.4) p=lim (2L +1)% ¥ n(x).
Lo lxl<L

We are not aware of any results in this direction except for the simple
exclusion process where a fairly complete picture can be obtained using
duality [16]. If we wanted to go further and understand the rate of conver-
gence in (0.3), we would need to make assumptions about the rate of con-
vergence in (0.4). One way to eliminate the dependence on the rate of
convergence of (0.4) is to allow the choice of p in (0.3) to depend on t. So
we choose p(t) carefully and study

(0.5) P,f(n) - B, [].

Note that p(¢) should be independent of f, for otherwise there is nothing to
prove. We can normalize the choice of p(#) by requiring equality in (0.5) with
f=m,. In the case of symmetric simple exclusions, one can compute P,f
explicitly if f = n, and the answer is

P f= sz(y _x)"?y,
y

where p,(y — x) is the heat kernel on the lattice. Hence p(¢) = X, p,(y)n,
and in particular, if f= 7,,

(0.6) P f(n) —E [f]=2[pt(y_x)_pt(y)]ny‘

y
We fix x # 0 and study the behavior of the right-hand side as ¢ — «. Even
if we require that the convergence of (0.4) is as good as possible, say
@QL + 1)"12‘%S m(x) = p for all L large enough, we can find configurations
71 so that the right-hand side of (0.6) is as large as ¢ !/2 in any dimension. Of
course, for typical i the decay will be faster. Under any equilibrium measure
v,, the right-hand side of (0.6) is of order ¢~(“*»/* in root mean square.

On the other hand, it is shown in [9] that for noninteracting random walks,
if one starts with one particle at each site, then for any local function there
are constants ¢; and ¢, so that

it <[P, f(n) < B,LF]| < eyt

Pp(t)

One can see from all this that any L” estimate would have to depend quite
subtly on the initial data.

The main body of the paper is concerned with the ¢~¢/2 estimate on the
variance for a class of reversible zero-range models. Our method is very
general and applies to lattice gases with mixing assumptions, to be presented
in detail in a subsequent paper. It shares with the Nash inequality the use of
the spectral gap estimate on finite cubes as a key input. Otherwise, the idea
is quite different. The main observation of this approach is that the L?> norm
of the difference between P,u and its translation, 7, P,u, can be controlled by
an entropy argument widely used in hydrodynamic limits. This allows us to
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replace P,u by ¢ /%, _ ;7,P,u when combined with a cutoff estimate

which shows that disturbances move at speed less than O(/¢ log ¢). Since b,
is a contraction on L?, the variance of the averaged term is now of order
t~4/%2 To complete the argument, we use the equilibrium fluctuation argu-
ment in the hydrodynamic limits to compute the leading term in ¢ /2
explicitly.

1. Notation and results. We consider zero-range models described as
follows. Particles are distributed on the lattice Z¢ with 7, denoting the
number of particles at site x. Configurations will be called n and the state
space is the set NZ° of such configurations. We also choose jump rates
g:N - R, such that g(0) = 0 < g(k) for £ > 1. The dynamics of the process
is described as follows. If there are n, particles at site x, then at rate g(n,)
one of them jumps to nearest neighbor site y. This takes place independently
of all the other particles, and the new configuration o * ’n obtained from 7 in
this way is given by

n,, if z+x,y,

(1.1) (%), ={(n—1, ifz=nx,
n, +1, ifz=y.

The dynamics we have described is a Markov process on the state space NZ*
whose generator acts on functions that depend only on a finite number of
coordinates as

(1.2) (Zf)(n) = ; g(m)[f(am) —f()],

where x ~ y denotes nearest neighbors.
To ensure that the process is well defined, we make the following Lipschitz
assumption on the jump rates (cf. [1]):

(L) GF =sup,,. olg(n + 1) — g(n)l < .

Denote by Z: R, — R, the partition function defined by
k

@
200) = Loy g (k)

and by ¢* the radius of convergence of Z. In order to avoid some degenera-

cies, we will also assume that the partition function Z diverges as one
approaches the boundary of its domain of definition,

(1.3) lim Z( ) = .

=@
For 0 < ¢ < ¢*, let 7, denote the product measure on NZ* with marginals
given by
(pj
v (me =J) = :
o Z(¢) 8(1) - g(J)

(1.4)
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for j €N, x € Z% The dynamics we have described conserves the total
number of particles and the set of measures 7, represent a full set of
extremal invariant measures. Let p(¢) = an,[”?o] be the density of particles
for the measure 7,. From assumption (1.3) it follows that p: [0, ¢*) — [0, ) is
a smooth strictly increasing bijection. Since p(¢) has a physical meaning as
the density of particles, instead of parameterizing the above family of mea-
sures by ¢, we use the density p as parameter and we write

Voo = Yo (p0)

for p € [0, ). With this convention,
e(p) = Evp[g(”’lo)]-

Moreover, ¢ is a smooth function whose derivative is bounded above by G*
and below by a strictly positive constant on each compact set of R, (cf. [11].
Because each nearest neighbor jump is chosen by the particles with equal
probability, the process is reversible with respect to each v, and the corre-
sponding Dirichlet form is given by

(1) D(v,f) = ~E,[f#f]1 =} £ E,[g(n)(f(o*m) = f(m))*].

We will also consider the process restricted to a box of side length /. Jumps
to sites outside the box are simply excluded. The corresponding generator will
be denoted by .¥;. We now make the following additional assumption which
guarantees that ., has a gap of order [~ ? uniformly in the density [12]:

(H) There exists § > 0 and %k, > 1 such that g(m) — g(n) > & for all m —
n =k,

Note that from (H) and (L) it follows that there exists an g, > 0 such that
for all £ € N,

1.6 sk <g(k) < g5'k.
(1.6) 0 (k) <&

Fix a density p > 0 and denote by P, the semigroup associated to the
generator . and by Var(v, u) the variance, with respect to a probability
measure v, of a function » in L?(v). The main theorem of this article states
that under assumptions (L) and (H), the process relaxes to equilibrium in
L?(v,) at rate t~¢/2.

THEOREM 1.1. For every bounded cylinder function u,

_, 2
[@'(p)]"x(p)
[87¢'(p)t]"”
where x(p) is the static compressibility, which in our model is given by

x(p) = Var(v,, 7(0)), @a(p) is the expectation of u with respect to v,, u( p) =
E,[u(n)] and @'(p) is the derivative of & with respect to p.

Var(v,,[ P,u]) = +o(t74/?%),
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2. Proof of the main result. Let us introduce some notations. Fix
p € (0,) and a bounded cylinder function u which is mean zero with respect
to v,, that is, E,[u] = 0. We will also use {-) to denote expectation with

respect to v,. For a positive integer L, denote by A; the cube of length 2L + 1
centered at the origin

A, ={-L,...,L}"

Denote by {P,, t > 0} the semigroup associated to the generator . defined in
(1.2). For ¢ > 0, let u, stand for P,u so that u, is the solution of the backward
equation
dyu, =Zu,,
Uy = u.

Fix two constants ¢, > 0 and R, > 1. We will soon impose new lower
bounds on ¢,. Then R, will be made explicit later in Theorem 3.2. It can be in
principle any constant greater than 1, but a particular choice will simplify
notation. For n > 1, let ¢, = R{¢,.

For a positive integer n, denote by 7, the density of particles in a cube of
length 2n + 1 centered at the origin 7, = (2n + 1) %L __ A0, and by G,u
the conditional expectation of a cylinder function u, given 7,,

(G,u)(m) = E[uln,].

We sometimes denote G,u by @,.

Fix a smooth function with compact support J: (—1,1)¢ > R, such that
[J(u)du =1 and &> 0 small. Let K, k: R, > N be two increasing integer
valued functions defined by K(¢) =[¢('"9/2], k(¢) = [¢2°] in the interval
[¢,,%,.1], where [a] stands for the integer part of a. For each ¢t > 0, E, [uz] is
bounded above

(1+AE

o i 2 (3o

I 5 dF )y(Gku)t)2]

for every A > 0. In Section 5 we prove the following proposition.

(2.1)
+(1 +A*1)EVP

PrROPOSITION 2.1.  For every bounded cylinder function u and every smooth
function J as defined above,

Z J( )y(Gku)H: MBI oo,

(87¢'(p)t)*"”

IAKI

This statement, together with Proposition 2.2, which will be proved in
Section 3, concludes the proof of Theorem 1.1. O
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PRrROPOSITION 2.2. With the same notation as the previous proposition, for
every bounded cylinder function u and every smooth function J as defined
above,

2
limt?/?E, (ut o D J(%)Ty(Gku)t) =0.
K

t—>w yEA

3. Proof of Proposition 2.2. Proposition 2.2 is proved in several steps.
Recall the definition of the sequence ¢,. For ¢ > t,, denote by n(¢) the largest
integer n such that ¢, < ¢. To keep notation simple, we shall convey that
tuiy+1 = t. Let v, be defined by

yEA
We may rewrite (1 + £)@*2/2(p?2) — (1 + to)(d+2)/2<vt20> as

n(¢)
Z (1 + tj+1)(d+2)/2<l)t2j (1 + ¢ )(d+2)/2 2J>
Jj=0

Recall the definition of the Dirichlet form given in (1.5). Since K and % are
constants in the intervals [tj,tj+ .1, a differentiation gives that the last
expression is equal to

(d +2)

(3.1) —2ftds(1 +8) "2 D(w,v,) + Tftds(l +35)?E, [v?]
to to .

forall t > ¢, > 0.

Consider a trajectory X: R, — Z¢ on the lattice such that X(s) is constant
in the intervals [¢,,%,,,] and |X(¢,)| < (1/4)\/5. Since the dynamics is
translation invariant, we may replace v, by 7x v, in the previous formula.
After this substitution, it becomes

- 2ftds(1 +5) P2 p( Vs Tx(syVs)
ty
(3.2)

d+2
Q[ ds(1 +s)"? yp[(TX<s)Us)2]'

STEP 1. Cutoff. For a positive integer L, denote by 7, the o-algebra
generated by {n,, x € A;} and by A,k the conditional expectatlon of a LZ(V )
function % given 7 ,

(3.3) Ah =E,[h15].
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For every L > 1, the second term in (3.2) is equal to
(d+2) . /2 2
— /t (1+ )" E, [(rxwp, — Arxvs)] ds

?[ (1+s)?E Vﬂ[(ALTX(s)usf] ds

(3.4)

PropoOSITION 3.1. Fix y> 0 and a cylinder function h. Denote by s, the
smallest integer k such that the support of h is contained in the cube A,. There
exists a finite constant C(p) depending only on p such that for each s >
max{2, s7} and each L > [y\/g log s],

(p)

((ALh, = h)%) < ——=(h?).

Proposition 3.1 is proved in Section 6. Set v = (d + 2)/2 and L(s) =
[v/t,.1 logt,. ] on the interval [¢,,¢,,] so that L(s) > [yV/s log s] for all
s > t,. Fix an interval [¢,,¢,,,]. We apply Proposition 3.1 to the cylinder
function h = 7y, {u — IAKI 'y Xyen,J(y/K)7(G,w). Its support is con-
tained in a cube centered at the origin w1th length [ X))+ K+ Ek +s,
A simple computation, taking into account the definitions of X, K, & and
assuming that & < 1/5 shows that s? < ¢, provided ¢, > (24)° .

It follows from (3.4) and the previous proposition that (3.2) is bounded
above by

diftds(l + s)d/2 <(ALTX(s)vs)2>

to

(3.5)
—2[ (1 + )2 D(y,, m0,) ds + Cp, d)log( )<u2>
to

for all ¢ > ¢,. Here C(p, d) is some finite constant that depends only on the
dimension d and the density p. To deduce this bound, we estimated the
L?(v,) norm of Txa U — IAKI_IZy e 1, J(y/K)7,(G,w)} by the one of u times a
constant. Note that in the formula above L = [y/t,,; logt, ] is a function
of s.

STEP 2. Spectral gap. For a finite subset A of Z¢, denote by vA the
product measure on N* with marginals equal to the margmals of v, For each
K > 0, let v, , stand for the canonical measure on N*. This is the product

measure vp’\ conditioned so that the total number of particles on A is K

nr() = | £ n-k).

xeA

Note that the right-hand side does not depend on the particular choice of the
parameter p.
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For a subset Q of Z9, a cube A C (), a probability measure » on N® and a
function f in L,(v) denote by D,(v, f) the Dirichlet form of f on the cube A,

(36) Dy(v,f) = — [ F4 fdv.

In the case where A = 79, we denote D,(v, f) simply by D(v, f). From [12]
we have the following spectral gap estimate.

THEOREM 3.2. Under the assumptions (L) and (H) on the jump rate g(-),
there exists a universal constant R, > 1 such that for all l > 2, K > 0.

EVM,K[(f_ EVAZ,K[ f])2] = ROZzD/\z(VAz,K’ f)
for all fin L*(v, | g).

The second step in the proof of Theorem 1.1 consists in applying the
spectral gap for the dynamics restricted to finite boxes in order to replace
A;Txs)Vs by a function that depends only on the density of particles on boxes
of length O(Vs).

Let I = i(s) = [{/2(1 + ¢,) /(d + 2) Ry ] on the interval [£,, ¢, ,]. To guar-
antee that [ > 2, we shall assume that ¢, > 2(d + 2)R,. Let # = {(2] + Dx,
x € 7%} and consider an enumeration of this set: # = {x,, x,,...} such that
lx,| <lx,lfor j <k.Let Q;, =x; + A, and let M, = M (n) be the total number
of particles in (); for the configuration 7,

x€Q);

Let g denote the total number of cubes with nonvoid intersection with A;.
Note that ¢ = O((L/1)?). For each j=1,2,..., denote by M; the vector
(M,, ..., M).

For a function A in LZ(VP), denote by B, ;h the conditional expectation of %
given M :

(3.7) B, h=E,[h|M,,...., M,
If [ and L are chosen in such a way that (2L + 1)/(2] + 1) is an odd number,
BZ,LALh = Bl,Lh'

Since we may modify the definition of L, increasing it if necessary, without
changing our estimates, we can assume that (2L + 1) /(2] + 1) is odd. In this
case,

(3.8) ((ALR)*) =((B,,Lh)?*) +((ALh — B, ])7).
LEMMA 3.3. For any h € L*(v),
E,[(ALh = B, LA h)’] < RyID, (v, h).
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Proor. Fix a 7, -measurable function 4. For 1 <j < g, denote by &, the
decreasing sequence of o-algebras generated by {M,,..., M} and {n,, x €
QU UQ ) Let hy=handfor1 <j<gq,let

h;=E,[h1%].
With this notation we have that B, ;2 = h, and that

qg—1

Eyp[(h - Bl,Lh)Z] = Z Evp[(hj+1 - hj)2]'

Jj=0

Fix 0 <j < q — 1 and recall the definition of the canonical measures v, f.
Taking conditional expectation with respect to &, ;, we have that

E, (b1 = 1)| = B [E,|(hye1 = 2,170 | = B, [Var(va,, a0 1))
By Theorem 3.2
EVP[Var(VQMMM, hj)] < R012EV[,[DQJ_H(VQJ_H,MJ_H, hj)].

By the convexity of the Dirichlet form, this expression is bounded above by
R,I%D, . (y,, h). To conclude the proof of the lemma it only remains to sum

over j. o

It follows from this lemma, the decomposition (3.8), the convexity of the
Dirichlet form and the choice of [ that

dzif:dsu +5) 2 ((ALreops)”)

d+

2
(39) =< 9 /; dS(l + S)d/2 <(BZ,LTX(S)US)2>
0

+/tt(1 +8) DD (0, myoyps) ds
0

provided ¢, > 2(d + 2)R,. In view of (3.5) and (3.9), up to this point we
proved that for any cylinder function u,

(1 + t)(d+2)/2Evp[vt2] _ (1 + tO)(d+2)/2Eyp[vt20]

(310)  g+9

<
2

t
/tds(l + s)d/2<(Bl’LTX(S)vS)2> + C( p, d)log(t—)<u2>
to 0
for all ¢ > ¢,.

STEP 3. Space averages. Since the previous formula holds for all trajecto-
ries X: R, — Z? that are constant in the time interval [,,¢,,,] and such
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that [ X(¢,)l < (1/ 4)\/5 , We may average in space to obtain that the left-hand
side of (3.10) is bounded above by

d+2 ., 1
5 ftodslA Y (1+9)"(By yro, >+C(p,d)log( )<u2>

l/4| XEAN;

for all ¢ >t¢,. Recall the definition of the function v,. By the Schwarz
inequality, the first term on the right-hand side of the previous formula is
bounded by

/tds—(d+2) Y (1+s)Y?

to |Al/4| xEA1/4
1 2
y
XE,||B m{uy — Z J(—)’T us}
,, Al 5,

(3.11)

d+2

+[tdsu Y (1+s)¥?
to |Al/4| xEAZM

X E
YEAK

(|AK| ¥ I )Bmlu (Gm]ﬂ

To estimate the first term in (3.11) observe that by the Schwarz ine-
quality,

E

Y

2
1 y
B - =
l,LTx{us |AK|y€Z]\KJ(K)TyuS})
- G(K)
|Akl

Z J( ) [(BI,L{Txus TerylU s})]

yEAK

In this formula, C;(K) = IAKI_IZy J(y/K) that converges to 1 as K 1
(i.e., as s 7). The next lemma shows that the first term in (3.11) is o(2).

LEMMA 3.4. Recall the definition of K given above. We have that

lim - [*ds— y
m — S
too to |Al/4| xEA,, |AK|

Y J( )(1 +5)%?

yEAg

<E,|(B, fru, — reryu,})’] = 0.

x+y™s
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The second term in (3.11) can be bounded in a similar way.

LEMMA 3.5. We have that
t 1

1
lim — Y

tow L |Al/4|x€/\l/4

Y J( )(1+s)d/2

|AK| yEA

XE,[(By,17sy 1, — (Guu),])’] = 0.

Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5 conclude the proof of Proposition 2.2. Their proofs are
given at the end of the next section.

4. Entropy estimates. We prove Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5 in this section. Fix
an interval [¢,,¢,,,]. Recall the definition of the canonical measures v, x
and the product measure VPA and the decomposition of A; into subcubes
Ql,...,Qq of side length 2/ + 1 with M, = (M,,..., M,) the number of
particles in each. Fix a vector M, and let f fir. M, be the Radon—Nikodym

derivative given by

(4.1) f(m) :fz,L,Mq(TI) =

Since v, is translation invariant and reversible, and since the dynamics is
translation invariant, we have that

(42) BZ,LTxhs = Evp[Txhs | Mq] = f’ths(”’))f(ﬂ)l’p(dn) = Evp[Tthe]'
Denote by H(f) the relative entropy of fd v, with respect to v,:
H(f)=E,[ flogf].

Since v, is an invariant measure for the dynamics, H (f,) is decreasing in

time. We now obtain a bound for H(f) which therefore immediately bounds
H(f,) for all times s > 0, as well as the time integral of the Dirichlet form of
\/}Ts because

H(ft)+4f VF.)ds < H(f).
Recall that we are assuming that (2 + 1) divides (2L + 1).

LEMMA 4.1. Let f, ; m, be defined as in (4.1). There exists a constant
C=C(p,d,R,) such that'

E,[H(fiz.m,)] < C(L/1)" log1

provided [ is chosen sufficiently large. Here the expectation is over the random
vector M.
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PrROOF. Recall the definition of the product measures v". Let p, = K,/
(21 + 1? and m; = M; /(2] + 1)*. The entropy H(f) can be written as

AO

fdyt
Q Q
dvpol ® ®dqu'l

Q Q
dvp01® ®dquq

AY,
dv,

fdv .

P

H(f) = flog fdv, + flog

By the definition of f, this expression is equal to

e(p) o Z(e(p))
(o) 'Al“"gzw(p))}‘

By the uniform local central limit theorem for zero range distributions (cf.
[12], Theorem 6.1), vp?f[ M; = K;] is bounded below by C,/ \/Ilea( pj)2 for
some universal constant C, provided [/ is large enough. The expected value,

with respect to v, of the first term of the previous formula is thus bounded
below by

q q
(43) Y log—g+————++ X, (M, log
j=1 ”p?’[Mj=Kj] Pl e

q
) Evp[log ClQlo( pj)2].
j=1

It follows from assumptions (L) and (H) that there exists universal constants
C, and C, such that 0 < C; < o(p)?/¢(p) < C, < = (cf. (5.2) in [12]). Since
also0 < C; < p/¢(p) < C, < »andlog a < a, by definition of ¢ = O((L/1)?),
the previous expression is bounded above by C(p, b,d, Ry)(L /1) log pro-
vided [ is sufficiently large.

Let F(0) = 0 log{e(0)/¢o( p)} — log{Z(¢(0))/Z(o( p))}. The expected value,
with respect to v,, of the second term of (4.3) is equal to

Y INIE, [F( )]
J=0

It is easy to check that F and its first derivative vanish at p: F(p) = F'(p) =
0, that lim,_, , F(#) = C(p) and that there exists a finite constant C such
that F(0) < C6 log 6 for 0 large. In particular, there exists a finite constant
C,(p) depending only on p such that F(9) < C,(6 — p)* for all 6> 0. The
previous sum is thus bounded above by

q
Ci PN L E, [(p; = p)?] < Cal ) (L/D)".
j=1
This concludes the proof of the lemma. O
The proof of the following perturbation result is standard. However, since

we were not able to find an explicit reference and since [11] is still in press,
the proof is included for completeness.

LemMmA 4.2. Let (Q, P,%) be a probability space and let {f,g) = [fgdP
denote the standard inner product on L*(Q), P,%). Let A be a nonnegative
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definite symmetric operator on L*(Q, P,%), which has 0 as a simple eigen-
value with corresponding eigenfunction the constant function 1, and second
smallest eigenvalue 8 > 0 (the spectral gap). Let V be a function of mean zero,
(1,V) =0 and assume that V is essentially bounded. Denote by A, the
principal eigenvalue of —A + £V given by the variational formula

A= sup (f,(~A+eV)f).
[Ifllz=1

Then for ¢ < 82||V|..)" 1,
0 <2 eV, ATV)
<A< — -
T T 1 = 2|V leed !

Proor. The lower bound follows immediately by setting f= 1 in the
variational formula. Let G be any function with ||Glls =1 and (1,G) > 0.
Since {1,V ) = 0 we have

A =e2V,G) + &(V,[G - 1]*) = (G, AG) +(G, (A, + A — eV)G).

By Schwarz’s inequality we can control the first two terms on the right-hand
side for any B8 > 0 by

82
e2V,Gy + &(V,[G - 1]%) < 5V ATV + B(G, AG)

+ 2¢lVIl(1 - (1,&)).
Also by Schwarz’s inequality, {1, G) < 1 so by the spectral gap

1-(1,G) <(G,G) - (1,G)’ < 6 G, AG).
Therefore for any B8 > 0,

2

A, < %(V, ATV + (B + 2elVILS! = 1)KG, AG)

+(G, (A, +A — eV)G).

Consider an optimizing sequence {G, ,, n = 1,2,...} in the variational for-
mula and, without loss of generality, assume that (1,G€’n> > 0 for all n.
Choose B=1-2¢||V|.6! and G = G, , in the previous bound. Letting
n — « we have (G, ,,(A, + A — V)G, ,) — 0 and the upper bound follows.

O

LEMMA 4.3. Let u be any local function. Let A, be the smallest cube
centered at the origin containing the support of u — 7,u for all unit vectors e
in 7% There exists a finite constant C = C(u, p) depending only on u and p
such that for any unit vector e in 79,

(E,[f(u ~ nw)])’ < C(u, p) Dy (1, VF)-
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Proor. Consider the zero-range process corresponding to the Dirichlet
form DAM( v, \/}—‘ ). This process has a spectral gap of magnitude I' that
depends on the size of the support of u. Assume 8 < (1/8)||ull.I')"!. In this
case by the standard perturbation theorem,

1 -1
E,[f(u—ru)] - EDAM(VP’\/?) < 2[3<(u —zu),(=Ly) (u- Teu)>,
where L, is the generator restricted to the box A, (with reflecting boundary
conditions). On the other hand, for g > (1/8)(||u|l.I')" !, E,,p[ flu — 7)) is
bounded above by 2|lull.. < 16 8T |lulZ. Optimizing over B we obtain the
lemma. O

LEMMA 4.4. There exists a finite constant C = C(d, u, p) depending only
on u, p and the dimension d, such that for n sufficiently large,

1 2
T™E Y (B, [nf(u - nw)]) <C(d,u,p)n* D, (v,VFf).

nl x,yeA,

ProOF. Define a canonical path 0 = x, x4,..., x,, =y where m = ©¢_|y/|
from the origin to y by nearest neighbor steps, that is, &, = x;,; — x; are unit
vectors, by first moving toward y in the first coordinate direction, then in the
second coordinate direction, and so on. Then,

m-—1

u — ’Tyu = Z ’Txiu - ’Tleu.
i=0

Therefore for any f, by the previous lemma and Schwarz’s inequality,
9 m-—1 2
(Eyp[f(u - Tyu)]) = X EVP[T—fo(u — Té,u)])
i=0

m-—1
<C(d,u,p)m Y DAu(Vp, T,xif).
i=0
Since m < 2dn, as long as n is larger than the side length of A, we have
that D, (v,,\/7.f) =D, , (v, V) and by explicit counting, that
1 2
Y (E,[nf(u - 7)) <C(d,u,p)n* D, (v,Ff)

2
|An| x,yEA,

with a new constant C(d, u, p). O

Proor oF LEMMA 3.4. Fix an interval [¢,,¢,, ;]. In this interval I(s) and
L(s) are constant. Recalling the definition (4.1) of f and (4.2), we have

Bl’Lfrx(us - Tu,) = Eyp[(u — Tyu)T,xfs].
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Using the same method as for the proof of Lemma 4.4, we prove that there
exists a constant C( p, u, d) > 0 depending only on p, u and d such that

. )y )y J( ) [(BZ,LTx[us - Tyus])2]

|Al/4| xeA |AK|yEA

is bounded above by
2

C(p,u, d)Il{—dE%[DAl(vp,\/E)].

Notice that I=¢ cancels (1 + s)?/? and that K(s)? < C(R,,d)t' ¢ for s < t.
By the entropy estimate proved in Lemma 4.1, we have

Eyp[ftn”dsD(Vp, \/E)} < EVP[H(f)] < Co(log Clt)d+1

t

n

for some finite constants C, C; depending only on d, p and R,. To prove the
lemma, it remains to sum over n. O

Proor oF LEMMA 3.5. This proof follows closely the one of Lemma 3.4. Fix
an interval [#,, ¢, ;]. By (4.2) and since (v — G,u) is 4, -measurable,

Bl LT x+y[ (Gku) ] V,,[(u - Gku)Tf(ery)fs]
= EV/,[(u - Gku)Gka(ery)fs]‘

By the standard perturbation theorem and the spectral gap for zero range
dynamics, the previous expression is bounded above by

B7E, [ Dy (7o )| + 2BE, [(x = Guu) (%) 7 (v - Gyu)]

for all B < C/|lull.k?. Here we used the convexity of the Dirichlet form to
bound the expression D, (', G, f) by D, (3, ).

In the case where B > C/IIuII k2, since Ep[(u GLwWr_ (4, [,]is bounded
above by 2||ull..,, we have that

EVP[(u - Gku)T—(x+y)fs] =< B lE [ ( ‘/T (x+y)f )] + BkZC(u)
In view of the two previous estimates, minimizing over 3, we get that

(Bl LT x+y[ — (Gru), ]) < C(u, p)k2DAk(Vp7 Y T*(x+y)fs )

Hence, the time integral appearing in the statement of Lemma 3.5 restricted
to the time interval [¢,, ¢, ;] is bounded above by

E, jt"“(1+ )‘Wk D, [v,,/f.)ds|.

n

C(u,p,d)C,

where C,; = £, J(y/K). In this formula [~¢ cancels (1 + s)?/? and k(s) is
bounded by t‘“ By the entropy estimate, this expression is bounded above by
C(u, p, d)t**(log t,)?* 1. To conclude the proof of the lemma it remains to sum
over n. O
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5. Equilibrium fluctuations. We prove Proposition 2.1 in this section.

The expectation appearing in the statement of the proposition is bounded
above by

(1+AE

Y J( 5 )n{Gu — B )G - mf}}

% ( |AK|y€A
( tlAKlyeEA J( )y(ﬁk_P))T

for every A > 0. Here {P,, s > 0} is the semigroup associated to the generator
< and E(u, p) = (d/dp)E [ul =@ (p).

Denote by V(n) the function G,u — E(u, p)@, — p) and notice that it is
,,-measurable. Since the semigroup is a contraction, since V' has mean zero

s

and since v, is a translation invariant product measure, the first term in (5.1)

is bounded above by

(5.1)
+(1+A Y)E(u,p)’E,

o )i E v
(5.2) lx—yl<2k
g(lJeri)llAQk| V1T i(% )

We claim that E, [V ] is bounded above by C(u, p)k ¢ for some finite
constant C(u, p). Indeed for p, > p,

EVP[V2] = EV/,[VZI{T’k =< pO}] + EVP[Vzl{?,k = pO}]

Since |V < llull, + C(u, p)ln, — pl, by a large deviations argument the second
term is exponentially small. On the other hand, the first term is bounded
above by

EVP[VZI{m < po}] < 2Eyp[(Gku u(nk)) M < Po} ]
EVP[(ﬁ(?’k) —a(p) —@(p)(M — P))zl{ﬁk = Po}] )

provided @( p) stand for E, [u] Notice that with this notation, E(u, p) = @'( p).
By the equivalence of ensembles (cf. Appendix 2 in [11] sup, ., |G u —
E,_ [u]I is bounded above by Cllull..k~¢ for some finite constant C depending

only on p,. In particular, the first term is bounded above by C(u, p,)k 2% By
Taylor expansion and since the measure v, is product, the second term is
bounded above by C(u, py)k 29, In view of (5. 2), this shows that the first
term of (5.1) is of order K ¢k~ ¢ = O(¢t~1 +24/2),

The next lemma shows that the second term of (5.1) is equal to Ct~¢/2 +
o(¢7%/%) and concludes the proof of the theorem. O
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LEMMA 5.1.  Fix two integers k < K < Vt. Then,

( iV )y“’k"’))z

yEAK

N (VN
[87¢(p)t]**

where C(k, K, t) is a positive expression bounded by

pa+2/2 1 kz . ¢ 1/2
re T ( i< ) '

E, (1+C(k,K,t)),

K
(33)  C(hE6) <+

ProorF. We want to estimate

2
¥ Iz )@ -] |
|AK| xEANg
Denote by J(¢, x) the solution of the linear discrete equation
(5.5) (0, )(E, %) = ¢ (p)AgJ(2, x)
on R, X Z¢ with initial condition J(0, x) = J(x/K). In this equation A, is
the discrete Laplacian so that for 2: Z¢ > R, (A h)(x) = T, _; - J h(x + e;) +

h(x —e;) — 2h(x)].
Define the martingale {M,,0<s<t}by

Kd+2

(5.4) E,

M, = |AK| LI msnmnims) — o)
_f dr(d, +%)—— IAKI Y J(t—r,x)r((r) - p).

xez7¢

Since o/ is the solution of (5.5), the integral part of M, is equal to

fdr|AK| Y (A )t -1, x)

xez7¢

1
<afi X [t - (0] - o0 )|

k!l yeA,

Here we were allowed to add the term ¢(p) because the summation on
z¢ of A,J vanishes. Notice that the martingale at time 0 is just
[Agl™ Z J(t x)T (1, — p). Therefore,

| £% )x(m:f)—p)]

xe7¢

J(¢t, x)m.(M — p)

xez7¢

f dr|AK|

Al

+ E,

Y (Ayd)(t =7, x)nUp(n(r)) |-

xez?
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where U,(n) = |Ak|_12y€Ak[g(ny) — ¢(p)] — ¢(p)m, — p). In view of this
identity, by the Schwarz inequality, (5.4) is bounded above by

" (|AK| xEX:ZdJ(t x)T (nk ) }

t
E"[fo dr|A
for every A > 0.

We now estimate the expectation in the second term of (5.6). By Schwarz’s
inequality it is bounded above by

(1+A HE
(5.6)

t(1+AE, X (Agd)(t - r,x)TxUk(ﬂ(r))l) ]

xez?

(/ d"|AK| = (AdJ)(t—r,mek(n(r))) .

xez7¢

Denote by &,(7,) the conditional expectation of g(n,) given |A,| "X, . A
By the Schwarz inequality this expression is bounded above by

fdr

Z (Aq)(t — 1, %)

xez¢

Ai EZ (”ﬂy ’")) —gk(ﬁk(’"))}) ]
(5.7)

+2E,

(/ drlA | Y (Agd)(E—r,x)

xez7¢

X1 {& (M (7)) — e(p) — ¢ (p)(M(r) — P)}) w

We shall estimate these two terms separately. The second one is simpler.
Denote the # -measurable function &,(7,) — ¢(p) — ¢'(p)(7, — p) by V,(n).
By the Schwarz inequality, since v, is invariant and translation invariant,
the second term in (5.7) is bounded above by

2t drE
f (|AK| xez¢

—2tf dr(

Y (A d)(t -, x)TVk(U(’")))}

Y (A (t—r,x)(Ad)(t—T,y)

2
| K| lx—yl<2k

XEV,,[Vk(”))Tx—ka(”))] ) .
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Applying the elementary inequality (a + b)* < 2a? + 2b%, we bound this
expression by

Y [(Agd)(t—r,x)]?

xez7¢

C(p)t ft
-
keK? [A gl
because E, [Vk(n)Q] is less than or equal to C(p)k~2¢. This last estimate,
which follows in part from the equivalence of ensembles has been explained
in Step 5 of Section 3. A simple computation shows that

[lar
r
0 |AK|

where V,J stands for the discrete gradient of /. Since J is smooth, the
right-hand side is of order K 2. It follows from this estimate that the
previous expression is bounded above by C(p, J)tk 4K~ 972,
-1 -
We now turn to the first term of (5.7). Denote A, "X, ., g(n,) — &,(x;)
by W,(n) and notice that it is measurable with respect to Z,- An integration

2

[(8uT)(r, )] < (%)

xez?

[Agl

xez¢

by parts and the Schwarz inequality permits bounding the first term of (5.7)
by

AE, [(IAK ZZd(AdJ)(x)fotdrTka(n(r))) }
(5.8)

+4E,

xez¢

(f dr|AK| Y (Ag0,d)(t—r, x)[ dSTWk(n(s)))]

Recall (cf. [11], Appendix 1) that for Markov processes X, with generator L
symmetric with respect to a probability measure v,

(5.9) E

14

< Co(V,(=L)'V)

1 2
(ﬁfoV(Xs)ds)

for some universal constant C,. From this estimate and the variational
formula for the H_; norm, we have that the first term in (5.8) is bounded
above by

Ctsup{|AK| Y (AdJ)( )foWk(n)thp—D(vp,h) .

In this formula the supremum is carried over all functions % in L*(»,). Since
v, is translation invariant, E, [T -W.,h] =E, [WkT h]. Since W, is N

measurable, we may replace 7_, by G,7_,h. Flnally, since the Dirichlet form
is convex, D(Vp h) is bounded below by IA |~ Z D, (v G,7_.h). In conclu-
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sion, the previous expression is bounded above by
CtIA,
A gl?

£ [@n(]] (=2,

xe7¢

where &, stands for the generator & restricted to the cube A,. By the
spectral gap, (W, ,(—%,) W, ) is bounded above by £2{(W,, W, ), which is less
than or equal to C(p)k2~? because it is a variance term. In conclusion, the
first term of (5.8) is bounded above by C(J, p)tk2K ¢4,

We now estimate the second term of (5.8). Since J(¢, x) is the solution of
(5.5) by one Schwarz inequality, the second term of (5.8) is bounded above by

1 9 r i
(|A_K| (AdJ)(t—r,x)/O dSTka(n(S))) :

Applying inequality (5.9) and repeating the previous arguments, we obtain
that this expression is less than or equal to

2

t k 2
C( p)thO dr Y [(a3d) (¢t -7, x)]".

2
IAK| xez?

Here we bounded the term r coming from (5.9) by #. Since ¢/ is the solution of
(5.5), a simple computation shows that

/Otdr Y [(Asz)(r,x)]zsC(p) )

xez? xez¢

2

(809 %)

J being smooth, this expression is bounded by C(J, p)K¢ 6. Therefore, the
second term of (5.8) is bounded by C(J, p)t2k2K "8,

To conclude the proof of the lemma, it remains to compute the contribution
of the main term. The expectation in the first line of (5.6) is equal to

Z J(t’ x)J(t’ y)EVﬂ[Tx(ﬁk - p)Ty(ﬁk - P)]

x,yez?

A gl”
Since v, is a product measure, this expectation is easy to compute. It is equal
to
B\ x(p
(1 + O(—))(—g Y J(t, %),
K |AK| xe Zd

where x(p) is the static compressibility given in our model by x(p) =
E, [(n(0) - p)?]. Since J is the solution of (5.5), J(t,x) = £, K(x,y)J(y),
where K, is the kernel of the discrete heat equation. Therefore,

Al I, 2)* = |Agl? Z[ZKt(x,y)J(%” .

x y
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Since |A KI_IZx J(x/K) = 1, this expression is bounded above by

. , 1+A y ?
(1+a) § K0+ T DK ) K0l g

xez? | K y

for every A > 0. Since K, is the kernel of the discrete heat equation,
|K,(x,y) — K,(x,0)| is bounded by C(p,d)|x|/t)|ylK,(x,0) for some finite
constant depending only on the dimension and on p. Moreover,

¥ K(x,0)" = (87¢/(p)t) “*(1+0(+71)).
xez?
Therefore, minimizing in A, the previous expression is bounded above by

K
1+ —

vt

To conclude the proof of the lemma, it remains to recollect all the previous
estimates.

(87¢'(p)t) *

6. Cutoff estimate. In this section we prove the cutoff estimate stated
in Proposition 3.1. The proof will be developed in several lemmas which
follow. First we need some notation. Recall that for each positive integer j, A;
is a cube of side length 2j + 1 centered at the origin in Z7, &, is the o-algebra
generated by the variables {n,, x € A} and A;f= E,,p[ f1%] is the condi-
tional expectation given those variables. Here . is the generator of our
process which can be written as

3= Zgb’
b

where the sum is over nearest neighbor bonds b = (x, y) and
(Zu)(n) =g(n)[u(o ™) —u(n)] +g(n,)[u(o” ™) — u(n)].

Likewise, we can write the Dirichlet form D(v,u) as the sum ¥, D,(v,, u)

where Db(vp, u) is the piece of the Dirichlet form corresponding to jumps over
the bond b,

Dy(v,,u) =<u’(_5/b)u>~

We shall say that a nearest neighbor bond b = (x, y) belongs to a subset A of
7% if both ends x and y belong to A and that it belongs to the boundary JA of
A if one and only one of the ends belongs to A. In this case, we always denote
by x the end that belongs to A and by y the end that does not belong to A.
Note that if u, = P,u is evolving by the dynamics, then for each j > 1,

g, Aju, = ,E, [u,|%| =E,[d,u, | %] =E, [ ZLu, | F]

and therefore,

(A= 2 A, 2w,
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The plan of attack is to control an appropriate combination of the {((A ju)2>.
With this in mind, we first provide an estimate for this last term.

LEMMA 6.1. There exists a finite constant C( p) such that for all B> 0,

(Aju,(=2)u) < Y, Dy(, u)+(1+—) Y. Dy(v,
beEA;

bedA;

# S () - (A

ProoF. We can write (Aju,(—ff)u> as the sum of interior terms and
boundary terms

(6.1) Y (Au,(=%)w+ X (Aju,(—%)w.

beA; bedA;

Note that for interior bonds b the conditional expectation A; commutes with
%, and so, by convexity, each interior term is controlled by the Dirichlet term,

(Aju,(=Z)u) <Dy(v,,u), beA,

Next we consider the case b = (x, y) € JA ;» and now we have to face the fact
that A; and %, do not commute. It is convenient to write the bilinear form
corresponding to %, as

<u’?(_3b)v> = @(Vbuyvbv>)
where ¢ = ¢( p) and
(Vyu)(m) =u(n+d,) —u(n+bd,).

Here D, represents the configuration with one particle at x and none
elsewhere, and addition is componentwise at each site. Since y & A,

(Vo Aju)(m) =Aju(n+d,) —Au(n).

By changing variables we can write A u(n + d,) as

Ju(ne g+, —u(neg+0,)}p/ N(de) + [u(ne)V(L,)y  N(de),

where (no (), is equal to n, for z € A; and {, for z  A;. The Jacobian V is

given by V(k) =g(k)/¢ for each k > 0. Notice that for each site y & A,
V(§ )is a vZ \Y mean one cylinder function. Define V. () = V(ny) - 1. We
obtamed that

ViAju=AV,u +A;(V,u),
that is, that the commutator [V,, A;] of V, and A; is equal to A(V,-). In
particular, the second term of (6.1) can be written as

e X {<Vbu’Aiju>+<Vbu’Aj(uvy)>}'

bedA;
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By the Schwarz inequality and the convexity of the Dirichlet form, this
expression is bounded above by

(6.2) (1 + —)b ZM Dy(v,,u) + % ) ZM {{a,v)))

for each 8 > 0.

Consider a collection {¢;, 1 <i < m} of orthogonal vectors in a Hilbert
space # with inner product denoted by {{ - ,- ). It is easy to see that for every
¥ in 7,

(6.3) Y (K, ) < max (i, )X, 9).
i=1 <i1<m

Since for each bond b in JA;, V, is 7, -measurable and has mean zero
with respect to EVP[-IZ], we have that
A;(uv,) = Evp[uvy |Z] - Evp[(AjHu)Vy |‘7J]
=E,[(Aju —Au)V, 17| = Aj({A; 1 — Au)V,).

Since the functions {V b € JA } are orthogonal with respect to E, [ | O“] by
inequality (6.3) the second term of (6.2) is bounded above by

% max (V2><( il —Aju)2>= @{<(Aj+1u)2>— <(Aju)2>}

bedA; B

for some finite constant C( p) depending on p only. This completes the proof
of the lemma. O

For positive integers & < K and B > 0, define A = 2, x ; on Lz(vp) by
Au = ak+1<(Aku)2> + Z Qji1 <( j+1l _Aju)2> + aK+1<(u _AKU)2>,

where

a; = exp{Jj/B}.
LEMMA 6.2. There exists a finite constant C( p) such that for each k, K and
B satisfying B = 2, for each t > 0,
C(p)t
18 2
Proor. Notice that 2z may be rewritten as

K
QILL = g, 1<u2> - Z (aj+1 - aj)<(AJu)2>

Jj=k+1

s2I,Q,K75ut5exp{ }?Ik,K,Bu.

In particular,

d K
E?Iut = —2ag.1D(v,u,) =2 Y (a5, —a){Aju, Lu,).
j=k+1
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By the previous lemma and since 8 > 2, the right-hand side is bounded above
by

K
_2aK+1D(Vp?ut)+2 Z (aj+1_aj) Z Db(Vp’ut)
Jj=k+1 bEAJ‘

K
(6.4) +28 ), (@1 — «a;) > D,(v,,u,)

J=k+1 bedn,

+ ) ) (@1 — aj){<(Aj+1ut)2> - <(Ajut)2>}'

B Jj=k+1

From the definition of the sequence «;, we have that «;,, > B(a;,; — ). It
follows from this inequality and a summation by parts that the Dirichlet part
of the previous expression is negative. Applying the inequality for the a’s
again, the third line of (6.4) is bounded above by

C(p) & \ ) C(p)
FE j_kz+laj+1{<(Aj+1ut) >—<(Ajut) >}s FE Au,.

The lemma follows by Gronwall’s inequality. O

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3.1. Fix a cylinder function u and s > max{4, s2}.
Let 8= Vs, k =[Vs]and K = [yV/s log s] in Lemma 6.2. Since s > max{4, s2},
B = 2 and supp u C A,. It follows from this last property that 2u, is equal to
a, ., {u?). By definition of Au, and Lemma 6.2,

C C
aK+1<(AKus - us)2> <Au, < exp{%}%uo = exp{%}akﬂ(uzl

Therefore, by our choice of 3,

o
((Agu, —u)) < C(p)—Cu?).
Agi1
To conclude the proof of the lemma, all that remains is to use the definition of

a; and recall that K < L. O

APPENDIX

A. Symmetric simple exclusion process. In this model particles are
distributed on Z¢ with at most one particle per site. Each particle performs a
continuous time symmetric random walk with jump law p(:). However, jumps
to already occupied sites are excluded. The state space is {0, 1)2° and the
generator is given by

Lf(m) = X p(y = )[m(1 = m,) + n(1 = n)|(f(e =) = f(m)),

X,y
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where (o ™), = n,, (6 "), = n, and (¢ *n), = n, if z # x, y. Note that
the term [7,(1 — n,) + 7,(1 — n,)] can be dropped from this expression with-
out changing the meaning. The invariant measures are product measures u,,
0 < p < 1 with marginals u,(n, = 1) = p and the process is reversible (gener-
ator is symmetric) with respect to this family of measures. Fix p € [0, 1] and
let P, denote the semigroup on L*( w,) corresponding to the process. For
0<p <wand 0 < g < «, define the following seminorms:

1
&f /4
N,

q

>

AN, e = ( )y

xez?

p

where || fl, is the standard L, norm, |fll, = (E#p[lflp])l/p. In the present
context,

af

. =f(o™) —f(n),

where o * is given by (0 ™), =1 — 1, and (6*n), = 1,, y # x.

THEOREM A.1. For any p€[0,1] and q €1[1,2), there exists a finite
positive constant C (d) such that for all functions f,

(A1)  Var(w,,[P,f]) < C,(d)t YYD fI3,, forallt> 0.

REMARK. The theorem was proved previously by [3] using Nash type
inequalities with the norm ||| - ||| ;, on the right-hand side. This follows from
the above since ||| flll 2,4 < Il £l 4 always.

ProoF. Let f be a function on {0, 12 let X1, Xg,... be an enumeration of
7%, let #, be the o-field generated by My My, - -- and define f;, = Eu,,[ fl1Z1
Then

= 2
Var(p,, f) = E[ Y E[f1%] — (B i1 %a]) |
E=0
so that for any such function we have
2

2
= 7 llz,z.

2

af

an

X

(A.2) Var(p,, ) < X

xez?

In fact, this is just a statement of the well-known spectral gap for the
Glauber dynamics with respect to the product measure w,.
By definition,

I[P, f]
an

P

() = B, [ ()] = E,[ f(n(£))],

where E, [-] denotes the expectation with respect to the process starting at ».
Now consider the following coupling (1, n7') of the symmetric simple exclusion
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process with itself. The n process starts at n and the ' process starts at o, .
The generator of the coupled process is

Lf(n,m) = X p(y —x)(f(o"m, 0% ) = f(n,7)).

Let E, ,, denote expectation with respect to this coupled process. Note that
in this coupling it is true that, for all times, n and 7’ differ at exactly one site,
which we call x(¢), the position of the “second class particle.” We have

E, e[ F(()] = Eo [ F(*O(n(2)))].,

so that for every f we have the following formula:

Pt
(A.3) ART] [E(x,n)[a—f(n(t))}.

an, &nx(t)

Note that we have reparametrized the coupled process as (x(#), n(¢)) where
(), 7' (@) = (n(8), o *Dn(t)). The generator of the (x,n) process is simply
computed as L = L, + L, where L, is the generator of the symmetric simple
exclusion process with jumps to x disallowed,

L1f(x’71)= Z p(y—z)(f(x»ffy’z”fl)_f(xﬂl))

and L, corresponds to jumps involving the second class particle at «x,

Lyf(x,m) = Xp(y —x)(f(y,0%"n) = f(x,m)).

Let
L ),
Then, by (7.3) we have a(x,n,t) = E, ,[a(x(?), n(¢),0)] and therefore
dya(x,m,t) = Lia(x,m,t) + Lya(x,m,t).
Note that L; alone is symmetric with respect to the product measure p,.
Note also that w, is invariant under the map o ™” for any fixed x and y.

Therefore, if we take the expectation over n with respect to the measure u,,
we have

o, E[(a(x,m)| ==L ¥ p(y-2)E|(a(x, 0 m) - a(x,m))’|
(A4) x X Y,ZFX )
- ¥ p(y —x)E[(aly, o %) - a(x,m))"].

x,y

a(x,m,t) =

Here and below to keep notation simple we shall sometimes omit the time
dependence of a(x, n, ¢). By the triangle inequality,

{E[(a(y, o) — a(x,n))z]}l/2 > {E[(a(y, ax’m))z]}l/z
_{E[(a(x,n))2]>l/2.
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Define
1/2 P,
g.(1) = {E[(a(x,n,0)7]) " = ’;nf :

Since our product measure is invariant under o*? we also have
{El(aly, %) }1/2 = g, We have thus shown that

5,V (g.(0) < = X p(y —x)(g,(¢) — (1)),

which we can write as

(A5) o, Il P,fll5o < —D(P,f),
where we have introduced the notation D(f) = X, , p(y —xXg, — g%
We now want to show that our semigroup is a contraction in || - |||, for

each ¢ € [1,2]. Recall that || P,f Il 5,1 = L {E[(a(x, n, t))*]}'/2. As earlier,
1/2
7, L {E[(a(x,m)7])

=-Xr {E[(a(x, n))z]}il/z

(A.6) x ¥ p(y—2)E[(a(x,0") —a(x,m))’]

y,2FX

+{E[(a(x,n))2]}_1/2
X Y. p(y —x)E[a(x,m)(a(y, o™ ) —a(x,n))].

x,y
We drop the first term on the right-hand side, which is negative. By Schwarz’s
inequality, the last term on the right-hand side of (A.6) is dominated by

Y. p(y - x)[—{E[(a(x,n))Z]}l/Z + {E[(a(y, ax,yn)Z]}l/z}.

After changing variables o * 71 — 7, one can see that this expression van-
ishes identically. This proves the contraction for ¢ = 1. For ¢ = 2, the
contraction follows from (A.5). By the standard interpolation theorem, it fol-
lows that for each ¢ € [1, 2],

(AT) WP lzq < W F W2,

The well-known Nash inequality on Z¢ states that there exists a finite,
positive constant C, depending only on g, the jump law p(-) and the dimen-
sion d such that for all g: Z¢ - R,

2(1-v)/q

;gfqu(;yp(y—x)(gy—gx)z)y(§g3) ,

where
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Translating into an expression for f, we obtain

(A.8) FNE2 < CDCATIFIES ™.
Integrating (A.8) with (A.5), (A.7) and (A.2), we obtain the decay estimate.

REMARK 1. If one is willing to use the norm ||| - ||, ; in the estimate (A.1),
there is an even easier proof. Rewrite (A.3) as

I[P f]
an,

x(t) =Y lp(x,n)(x(t) =y)

- TE, ,,)[ ”Z(W))

For the symmetric simple exclusion the marginal distribution of the second-
class particle is a simple random walk, so

P n(x(t) =y) =p(y — %),
where p,(y — x) is the solution of the (discrete) heat equation d,p = A, p
with the discrete Laplacian A, f(x) = X p(y — x)(f(y) — f(x)) and p,(y) =
1,,_o,- By the previous formula we have
J| P,

ﬁnx o y

af

— x,y).
n pi(x,y)

0

The result follows immediately from standard estimates for the heat kernel
on Z¢, which state that for g € [1,2) there exists a constant C (d) so that for
any function a € 19(Z9),

llax plife < ¢4/ 7-1/2a|f.

REMARK 2. The coupling method described above for the symmetric sim-
ple exclusion model can also be applied, for example, to the zero-range model,
in the case that the model is attractive [g(k) increasing in & in (1.1)].
However, the rates of the resulting second-class particle depend in a nontriv-
ial way on the process and therefore the method described in this section does
not seem to apply to this setting.

B. Nash inequality. We prove in this section a Nash inequality for
conservative lattice gases. Consider the state space {0, 1}2* and denote the
configurations by n = {n_, x € Z%}.

Let F(n) be a local function. Formally, the Hamiltonian H is given by

H(n) = Y F(7m)
xez7¢
and the Gibbs measure is a probability measure with density proportional to
exp{—BH(n)}. Here 7, is the translation by x units: (7,n), = 1, ,. To make
the definition of the Gibbs measure rigorous, we need to introduce finite
volume approximations or the DLR equations. Since this is well known and it
does not affect our argument, we shall omit it.
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Denote by b an unoriented bond (x, y) € Z¢ X 7Z¢ with x and y two sites
at distance 1. We have limited ourselves to nearest neighbor bonds mainly to
simplify notation. As long as bonds with a fixed finite bound on length are
used, the proofs will remain the same. Let 1° be the configuration obtained
by interchanging the occupation variables 7, and 7,,

n,, ifz=ux,
(m°).="").={n, ifz=y,
m,, otherwise,

and define T}, by
T,f(m) =f(n") — f(n).
Let %, be the symmetric generator defined by

~[Zgdn =5 [ eo(D[To ()] [Tyg(n)] du

and ¥ =Y, ., The rate c,(n) is assumed to be a local function that is
translation invariant (c, ,(r,n) = ¢;(n)) and bounded away from zero and
infinity: 0 < 8 < ¢,(n) < 8! for some §. Explicitly, ., is given by

Zf =A(b, )T, f(n),
where

A(b,m) = (1/2)ey(n)(1 + exp{(T, log c;)(n) — B(T, H)(n)}).
Recall the proof of the Nash inequality from the introduction. Define

2]

In this formula, df/dn, = f(n*) — f(n) where n* is the configuration n with
the occupation variable 7, flipped:

(n")z={

The usual Nash inequality for the discrete Laplacian states that

d/(d+2)
¥ afsC{ Y Iax—aylz} { Y a,

xez? x,y€Z% |x—y|l=1 xez?

E

a, = "

1-1n, ifz=x,
M, otherwise.

}4/(d+2)

for some finite constant C. By the triangle inequality,

of  of \*

o, om, | |
If the right-hand side could be estimated by the Dirichlet form E [c,(T, f )21,
we would have that

(B.1) ) afsCD(f)d”d”’[ Y a,

xez7¢ xez¢

al? <E

|ax—y =

}4/((14—2)
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and a Nash inequality would follow from a spectral gap for the corresponding
Glauber dynamics [1, 22, 14, 13]. The last estimate is, however, incorrect,
even in the infinite temperature case, where all computations can be done
explicitly. We need to prove instead the following estimate:

(B.2) la, — a,* < E[(T,f)"].

Consider first the infinite temperature case 8 = 0. Here the measure w is
product, all one-dimensional marginals are equal and we only have to prove
(B.2) for functions f that depend only on 7, and n,. This is easy and we leave
to the reader to check the correctness of the assertion.

For general lattice gases, the Gibbs measure is no longer product and (B.2)
may fail. Instead, a simple computation shows that there is a finite constant
v such that

(B.3) a? < y{Eﬂ[(Tx,yf)Q] + ag}.

Though inequality (B.2) may not hold, we shall prove that (B.1) always
holds and thus a Nash inequality holds for the lattice gas dynamics. For
simplicity, we take the cylinder function F' in the definition of the Hamilto-
nian to be of the form F(n) = 7,X,,_,c,n, and we consider the one-dimen-
sional case. Of course, this argument can be generalized to finite ranged
interactions in higher dimension.

Let I, be the odd sites. Conditioning on the odd sites, u becomes a product
measure on the even sites I, with possibly different one-site marginals. Fix a
cube A of length L centered at the origin.

The marginal measures at even sites conditioned on the configuration at
the odd sites have only finite choices. For simplicity, assume that we have
only two choices, denoted by v; and v,. Denote by A, the even sites of A
where the marginal distribution is »;, i = 1,2, so that I, N A; = A; UA,.
Assume without loss of generality that

|A,| > L¢/4

S

From the spectral gap of the Bernoulli-Laplace model,
AT L a2-@<ClA? L (a,—a,)

x€A,; x,yEA,;

and define

E

a, = "

for some finite constant C, provided @, stands for the average of ¢, in A,
a; = |A1|71 Y a,.
x€A,

Since the marginal at x and y are identical for x, y € A;, we have from (B.2)
for homogeneous product measures that

(a, — ay)2 = EM[(Tx,yf)2

T,
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Therefore, since by assumption |A;| > L /4,

Y a-lAlaf<Clalt ¥ E[(T.,f)|1)]
xEA; x,yEA;
<4cL* ¥ E[(T.,r) 1]
x,yEAL

From our choice of A, we also have that

|A|E, () =|A1|‘1(EM[ ¥ ax})2 s4L‘d(Eﬂ[ ¥ ax})z.

x€A, xE€AL

We now use a lemma proved in [21] (Lemma 2) and [23] (Lemma 6.1) stating
that

(B.4) L ZA E,|(T.,f)] = CLZin E[(T,f)]

for some finite constant C. Thus

(B.5) EM[ Y ai] <CL* ¥ E[(T,f)"] +Ld[EM Y axr.

x€A, beA;

From (B.3), there is a constant y such that

2
E[a] < o{B.[(T. )] + E[3])
for any two sites x, y € I',. Applying this inequality for x € A, and y € A4,
summing over x € A, and averaging over y € A,, we have

EM[ y ai} <L Y E,[(T,f)"] + CZE#[ y ai}

x€EA, beA yEA,

for some finite constants C,,C,. Here we used that |A,| > L?/4 and we
applied the estimate (B.4).

Multiplying the inequality (B.5) by an appropriate constant and adding
that inequality with the one just obtained, we see that the restriction x € A,
on the left-hand side of (B.5) can be replaced by x € A; N T,. For the same
reason, the restriction I', can be dropped. We have thus proved that

2 271/2) 2
af af
E - E|— .
"LZA(M) “( f9nx” }

We can divide Z¢ into cubes of size L and index them by «. For each cube «,
we have the previous estimate. Hence we can sum over « to have

af \?
E _
M[xezld( &nx )

<CI* ¥ E[(T,f)"] +CL-d{ Y

beAp xEAL

<CI? ¥ E,[(T,f)]

bez?

Kk | xeA (k)

+CL‘dZ{ Y
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By the inequality ¥, u? < (X, u,)?, we have

E| Y (a—f)z <C? ¥ E,[(T,f)]

xez7¢ x bezd

971/2) 2

X

+CcL ! ¥ |E (a—f)

I
xez? (97]

Optimizing L, we obtained (B.1). Hence a Nash inequality follows from
combining with the spectral gap of the Glauber dynamics, as discussed
previously in this section.
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