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Abstract

‘We consider a random interface model on the discrete torus with 2n sites, obtained from the
classical corner flip dynamics but with a weak global perturbation, namely an asymmetry of
order n ™7 of the direction of growth that switches direction based on the sign of the total area
under the interface. The slopes of this model can be viewed as a non-simple exclusion process
at half filling with globally dependent rates. We show that, for v = 1, the hydrodynamic
equation of the empirical density is given by a time concatenation of the viscous Burgers
equation and the heat equation. Moreover, for n prime and vy > %, we establish convergence
in law of the equilibrium fluctuations to an infinite-dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process.
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1 Introduction

Interacting particle systems are a class of stochastic models describing the collective evolution
of many simple components under random dynamics. They are a central tool in probability
theory and statistical mechanics, both for their rich mathematical structure and for the insight
they provide into universal scaling laws. Among the most studied examples are exclusion
processes, where particles perform random walks on a lattice subject to the exclusion rule that
forbids more than one particle per site. This simple rule already gives rise to a remarkably
broad spectrum of macroscopic phenomena, and variants of the exclusion process underpin
much of the modern theory of interacting particle systems.

A cornerstone of this field is the study of hydrodynamic limits. At the macroscopic level,
the empirical particle density of exclusion processes typically converges, after rescaling, to
the solution of a deterministic partial differential equation (PDE). In the nearest-neighbour
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symmetric case (SSEP) and under diffusive scaling, the limit is governed by the linear heat
equation, whereas in the weakly asymmetric case (WASEP) — when the asymmetry scales
like N ! —the density profile evolves according to the viscous Burgers equation. In contrast,
when the asymmetry is of order one as in the totally asymmetric simple exclusion process
(TASEP), the microscopic dynamics exhibit a privileged direction and the characteristic time
scale is much shorter: diffusive scaling no longer applies and the natural hydrodynamic
time scale becomes hyperbolic. In this regime, the macroscopic density satisfies the inviscid
Burgers equation, a nonlinear conservation law that typically develops shocks from smooth
initial data. These results form one of the foundational successes of the subject; see the
monograph of Kipnis and Landim [KL99] for a detailed account.

Beyond the hydrodynamic law of large numbers, one can study the fluctuations around
the deterministic behaviour. In the diffusive setting, the stationary fluctuations of SSEP
are described by an infinite-dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process [Rav92], whereas for
WASEDP — this time for an asymmetry scaling as NV —3_ they converge to a suitably defined
solution of the stochastic Burgers equation [GJ14, GJS17]. For TASEP, in the hyperbolic time
scale, fluctuations are trivial and get linearly transported in time: in order to get non-trivial
fluctuations, one needs to scale time as N 2, yielding a non-Gaussian limiting field described
by the KPZ fixed point [QS23] constructed in [MQR21].

In a broader setting, considerable attention has been devoted to multi-species exclusion
processes, in which particles of different types interact and there is more than one conservation
law. A paradigmatic example is the ABC model, originally introduced in [EKKM98] as a
minimal model for phase separation in one-dimensional driven systems. The hydrodynamic
behaviour of a variation of this model has been extensively investigated, showing convergence
to coupled systems of nonlinear PDEs with rich phase diagrams; see [CDE03, BDLWO08,
GMO23]. At the level of fluctuations, multi-component exclusion systems fall within the
framework of nonlinear fluctuating hydrodynamics, which predict long-time correlations
induced by the interaction of characteristic modes. Some rigorous results supporting these
predictions in related classes of one-dimensional systems have been derived; see, for example,
[BFS21, CGMO25, HO25].

More generally, nonlinear fluctuating hydrodynamics and mode-coupling theory predict
that one-dimensional systems with several conserved quantities give rise to an infinite discrete
family of dynamical universality classes, with dynamical exponents given by ratios of consec-
utive Fibonacci numbers. Besides the diffusive and KPZ classes, this includes, in particular,
the Lévy %, the Lévy %, and the golden mean universality classes. In these cases, dynamical
structure functions are predicted to be governed by asymmetric Lévy-stable scaling profiles;
see [Spol4, PSS15, PSSS16, Sch18] and references therein. While numerical evidence has
been reported in a variety of driven diffusive systems, the rigorous understanding of these
universality classes remains largely open.

It is well known that the exclusion process can be represented in terms of an evolving
interface. In one dimension, the occupation variables of the process correspond to the discrete
slopes of a height function, and the associated dynamics are given by the so-called corner flips.
In this dual picture, each particle corresponds to an upward slope and each hole to a downward
slope: a rightward particle jump translates into a local maximum flipping downwards, while
a leftward jump corresponds to a local minimum flipping upwards. This coupling between
exclusion and interface dynamics provides an alternative geometric viewpoint and has played
an important role in connecting interacting particle systems to random surfaces and growth
phenomena. In particular, the seminal paper [KPZ86] introduced the KPZ equation as a
universal model for one-dimensional interface growth, whose microscopic representatives
include corner-flip evolutions. In [BG97], the authors proved that the weakly asymmetric
exclusion process, when written in its height-function formulation and under the characteristic
Nz scaling, converges in distribution to the KPZ equation, providing one of the first rigorous
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derivations of this stochastic PDE from an interacting particle system. Weakly asymmetric
corner flips have also been extensively studied when evolving on the finite one-dimensional
lattice; see [EL15, Lab18] and references therein.

In the present work, we introduce and study a variant of the corner-flip dynamics, which
we call the weakly perturbed interface model. Equivalently, the slopes of the height function
define a particle configuration on a discrete torus of size 2n at half filling. The distinctive
feature of our model is that the weak asymmetry of the dynamics is not fixed in time, but
instead depends on a global observable, namely the signed area under the height function.
When the area is positive, the dynamics exhibit a weak downward bias, while when it is
negative, the bias points upward. In this sense, the model interpolates between SSEP and
WASERP, but with a global feedback mechanism that drives the area back towards zero.

From a modelling perspective, such a mechanism can represent situations where global
balance constraints affect local dynamics. A natural instance is the interface between two
metals forming an alloy. Below the miscibility gap, namely their “mixing temperature”, the
two components do not mix uniformly throughout, but at the boundary atoms of one metal can
still exchange with atoms of the other. This interfacial region can be modelled via corner flips
and evolves randomly, yet the total mass of each component is conserved. If the boundary
drifts too far into one material, the conservation laws produce a weak restoring effect, so
that flips are then biased back towards a balanced position. At the continuum level, the
macroscopic evolution of the corresponding phase-field model is classically described by the
Cahn-Hilliard equation, introduced in [CH58]. Our weakly perturbed interface model then
provides a tractable instance of this type of interaction, where local randomness is tempered
by a global conservation law.

1.1 Main Results

Our first main result (Theorem 2.4) is the identification of the hydrodynamic limit at the
critical perturbation scale. We assume that the system starts from a measure which has
a relative entropy of order at most N with respect to the stationary measure, and that it
converges to an interface profile which lives in the Sobolev space #'. When the asymmetry is
of order N1 (y = 1), we prove that the rescaled height function converges to the solution of
a nonlinear PDE which evolves according to a viscous Burgers-type equation up to the time at
which the total signed area of the interface vanishes, and subsequently follows the linear heat
equation. At the particle level, this means that initially the density evolves according to the
viscous Burgers equation, reflecting the behaviour of WASEP. Once the area of the interface
vanishes, however, the nonlinear term cancels out and the limiting equation crosses over to
the heat equation, so that the macroscopic dynamics are described by a time concatenation of
Burgers and heat flow. This phenomenon has no parallel in the classical exclusion setting
and highlights the qualitative effect of the global feedback: even though the microscopic
asymmetry is always present, its macroscopic signature disappears after the global observable
changes sign.

At the level of equilibrium fluctuations, starting from the invariant measure of the dynam-
ics, and provided that v > g as well as the number of sites satisfies N = 2p with p prime, we
establish convergence of the fluctuation field to an infinite-dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
process (Theorem 2.8). This extends the classical fluctuation results for SSEP and WASEP
to a setting with a non-product invariant measure and globally dependent dynamics. The
threshold g is purely technical and we do not expect it to be optimal, and in particular we
conjecture that convergence should hold at least for v > %, paralleling the corresponding
result for the classical WASEP. Since our dynamics are in a sense even “more symmetric”,
this further suggests that the cancellation of the nonlinear terms should persist for at least
the same range of . On the other hand, the prime-number condition arises in our proof of
correlation bounds. We obtain these estimates via a combinatorial analysis which involves
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exploiting algebraic properties of primitive roots of unity; although we expect the result to
hold for all even N, this remains an open technical restriction.

Our approach follows the standard program developed for interacting particle systems, but
with substantial adaptations. At both the hydrodynamic and fluctuation levels, we represent
the empirical fields through Dynkin-type martingales, establish tightness of the associated
processes, and characterise all possible limit points as solutions to the corresponding deter-
ministic or stochastic PDEs. Uniqueness of solutions then allows us to deduce convergence
of the process of interest. While this overall strategy is standard in the literature, the presence
of a global, state-dependent asymmetry introduces several substantial technical difficulties
compared to classical exclusion models.

For the hydrodynamic limit, we study both the empirical density of the underlying particle
system and the appropriately-scaled area of the interface, and show that these converge to the
solution of a system of coupled PDEs. Because of the nonlinearity in the martingale equation,
one needs to show a replacement lemma for the occupation variables in order to close the
equation in terms of the empirical density. However, in our setting, the entropy method of
[GPV88] cannot be directly applied, and must be modified to incorporate the presence of the
sign of the area in front of the nonlinearity. We successfully achieve this in Lemma 3.4.

Unlike the classical simple exclusion processes, the stationary measure of our dynamics,
given in (2.3), is not of product form when projected onto particle configurations. At the level
of equilibrium fluctuations, this means that its correlation functions must be estimated in order
to control the degree-two term appearing in the martingale decomposition. As previously
mentioned, we obtain these correlation bounds via a combinatorial analysis; see Appendix
B. Moreover, the classical block-type estimates —needed to study the degree-two term in the
martingale equation — require the stationary measure to be invariant under particle jumps, a
property that fails in our model. To get around this, we introduce an appropriate correction
term which allows us to apply the result of [GJS17] (Lemma 4.7). This produces additional
error terms, and controlling these extra contributions imposes restrictions on the admissible
scaling exponent ~: after optimising the resulting bounds, this yields the technical threshold
v > % appearing in our fluctuation theorem.

1.2 Outline

In Section 2 we define the model precisely and state our main results on the hydrodynamic
limit and equilibrium fluctuations. Section 3 is devoted to the hydrodynamic limit: we
establish tightness via Dynkin’s martingales, prove a replacement lemma adapted to the
switching asymmetry, and identify the hydrodynamic PDE. Section 4 focuses on equilibrium
fluctuations: we prove tightness of the fluctuation field, establish an appropriate block-type
estimate to treat the degree-two term in the martingale equation, and characterise the limit as
an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process. Appendix A contains an energy estimate and the uniqueness
proof for weak solutions of the hydrodynamic PDE, while Appendix B establishes the
asymptotics of the correlation functions under the stationary measure of the model.
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2 The Model and Main Results

Let N = 2n be an even positive integer and call T := Z/NZ the one-dimensional discrete
torus of size N. Our state space is the set (2 of height functions on Ty, namely

h(x) € 7Z,
On:=<h:[0,N] = R:h0)=h{N) and |h(z)—h(z+1)| =1, VzreTy
h is linear on [z, x + 1)

Define the map Y : Q5 — Z which computes the area of a height function as

Y(h) =Y hx),

z€T N

2N ~7 sgn(Y (h)) for some v > 0 and pf\, + p?v =1, so that

4

(h)
and let log 22°% —
SISy

. -1 _, -1
pJ],V(h) _ (1 + e 2N sgn(Y(h))) and pjv(h) _ (1 4+ 2N sgn(Y(h))) 2.1)

(our convention will be that sgn(0) = 0). We consider the model given by running the corner
flip dynamics on Qy: at rates pﬁ, and pj\,, respectively, every local maximum flips into a
local minimum, and vice versa. The generator LN =N (7y) of this Markov process acts on
local functions f : Qn — R via

£ fy = 30 1F (07) = ] (RO (snmr<oy + PR (anaro) ) -
z€TN

Here, A denotes the discrete Laplacian
Ah(z) := h(x + 1) — 2h(x) + h(x — 1),

and h” denotes the configuration obtained from h by flipping the corner at =, namely

N () y # ,
h*(y) =
h(z) + Ah(z) y==.

Note that Ah(z) € {—2,0, 2}, so that the event { Ah(z) < 0} is verified if and only if & has
a local maximum at z, and {Ah(z) > 0} is verified if and only if & has a local minimum at .
We will denote by {h¥,t > 0} the process generated by N2£Y, and call it weakly perturbed
height process accelerated by N2 and with perturbation strength of N 7.

Now let & : Qx — {0, 1}~ be the projection map defined as

h(z) — h(x —1)+1
2 v

{h)(@) = €Tn (2.2)
and let {¢N,t > 0} denote the {0,1}T~-valued process defined as &Y = &(hY). The
dynamics of the height process imply that {¢/¥,¢ > 0} is an exclusion process on the
torus T, which we call weakly perturbed exclusion process accelerated by N? and with
perturbation strength N ~7. Because of (2.2), adopting the usual convention, we associate a
positive slope of a height configuration on [z — 1, x) to a particle at z, and a negative slope
to an empty site. Then, flipping down a local maximum of a height profile corresponds to a
right particle jump, and vice versa for a local minimum; see Figure 1. Note that the fact that
height configurations are defined on the torus implies that exactly half of the sites of T y; are
occupied by particles.
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Figure 1: Microscopic dynamics of the weakly perturbed height process and correspondence between
interface profiles and particle configurations.

Throughout, to ease the notation, we will denote £[h](z) by () or &,, and we will denote
by h®¥ the configuration that swaps the steps £(x) and £(y), so that in particular A* = h®*+1,
Finally, for each € Ty, we set py(x, 2 + 1,h) = pk(h) and py(z + 1,2, h) = pi(h).
With this in mind, the generator of the height process can be rewritten as

LYF)y = Y cawrr(M) [f () = F(R)],

z€T N

where

Crar1(h) =pn(@, 2z + 1, R)E(1 — Eoq1) + (@ + 1,2, W) e 1(1 — &).

By Taylor expanding the rates (2.1) in N, we get that

py(z,z+1,h) = % sgn(Y'(h)) + O(N~27)

+ 2N
and

pn(@+ Lo h) = - sen(Y'(h) + O(N 7).

1

2 2N7
This means that the weakly perturbed exclusion process behaves like a weakly asymmetric
simple exclusion process (WASEP), but with asymmetry switching from left to right —and
vice versa—based on the sign of the integral of the height process. The sign of the asymmetry
is such that, on average, this integral always decreases in absolute value. It is in this sense
that we can view this process as “in between” the symmetric simple exclusion process (SSEP)
and the WASEP.

For simple exclusion processes, the conservation of the number of particles is reflected in
the existence of a one-parameter family of invariant measures, the Bernoulli product measures
v, whose marginals are given by

va {€ € {0,137~ . ¢, = 1} =a.

However, in our case the underlying exclusion process is not simple. Actually, it is not even
Markovian, as its jump rates depend on the value of the integral of the corresponding height
configuration, which is not “seen” by the particles alone (although it is easy to see that the
joint process {(h{v 0, gg\’ ),t > 0} is Markovian). In fact, the stationary measure of the
weakly perturbed height process is not product when projected onto the particles, and is given
by the following.
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Lemma 2.1. Define the measure pyy = py ., on QN as
. LNy
un(h) == Z.¢ , (2.3)
N

where Zy = Z ~ is a normalising constant. Then (i is invariant for the weakly perturbed
height process {hl¥,t > 0}.

Proof. By [Lig035, Proposition 1.2.13], % is invariant for {h¥,¢ > 0} if and only if
/ LN fdusy =0 (2.4)
QN
for each function f on 2. Note that the above is equivalent to

N z,yeTn

N z,yeTn

2.5)

where we set py (z,y, h) = 0 for |x —y| # 1. By performing the change of variable h*¥ — h
and exchanging the variables x and y in the first line of (2.5), we get that (2.5) is equivalent to

/Q 3 FWEA — &y, o, K (h™Y)

N z,yeTn

= /Q ST fWE1 — €y, Mk ().

N z,yeTn

Hence, it suffices to prove that, for each h € Q2 and each z,y € Ty,
PNy, 2, RS (hY) = pn(x, y, W)y (h).

This is easily verified by considering the cases sgn(Y (h™¥)) = sgn(Y (h)) and sgn(Y (h*Y))
= —sgn(Y (h)). |

2.1 Hydrodynamic Limit

Our first result is a description of the evolution of the particle empirical measure as a solution
of a partial differential equation (PDE). We will obtain the solutions of this PDE in a weak
sense, so in order to define them we first need to specify a space of test functions. Let
T :=[0,1]/{0, 1} denote the one-dimensional torus, and let Cj"" ([0, 7] x T) be the set of
continuous functions on [0, 7] x T which vanish at the terminal time 7" and are m times
differentiable in the first variable and n in the second, with continuous derivatives, where
m and n are positive integers. We will also denote by Cg*([0, T'], R) the set of continuous
functions on [0, 7] which vanish at the terminal time 7" and are m times differentiable,
with continuous derivatives, and by C([0,T], R) the set of continuous functions on [0, T'].
Moreover, let ! denote the Sobolev space on T, equipped with the norm

I 130 =1 ey + IV - 2y

We will denote by L2([0, 7], ') the set of measurable functions f : [0,T] — H! with
T
Jo I1fll5, dt < oc.
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Definition 2.2. For f, g : T — R measurable functions, let {f, g) := fT fw)g(u)du. Also,
let pog : T — [0, 1] be measurable and let Yy € R. We say that the couple (p,Y), with
p:[0,T]xT —[0,1]and Y : [0,T] — R, is a weak solution of the coupled equations
1
Oipy = §Apt —sgn(Yp)V[p:(1 — py)l,
0:Yy = —2sgn(Y)(ps, 1 — py),
with initial condition (pg, Yp) if:
i) pe L*[0,T],H") and Y € C([0,T],R),
i) forany ¢ € C3([0,T] x T),

2.6)

T 1 T
{po, o) +/ <Pt7 (QA + at) ¢t>dt +/ sgn(Yy) (pe(1 — py), Vo )dt = 0,
0 0
iii) for all p € C3([0,T],R),
T T
Yowo + / Yidupidt - / 25en(Y)) (o, 1 — i) prdt = 0.
0 0

Lemma 2.3. The system of coupled equations (2.6) has a unique weak solution.

The proof of this lemma is postponed to Appendix A.

Define now the empirical measure 7} := > 1. & (2)d=. Fix v = 1 and a finite
time horizon [0, T'], and let C(T) denote the space of continuous functions on the torus. Given
a function ¢ € C(T), let

w0 = 3 &%)
€T N

denote the integral of ¢ with respect to the measure 7{¥ (not to be confused with the inner
product in Definition 2.2). Given two measures p, v on 2y, we denote by H(u||v) their

relative entropy
H(ullv) = / log (ﬁ) du.
Qn v

Throughout, we will denote by PP, the probability measure that the process {h}¥,¢ € [0,T]}
induces on the space of cadlag functions D([0, 7], 2y) when starting from a measure p on
Qn.

Theorem 2.4 (Hydrodynamic Limit). Let N = 2n with n odd and let {uun } N be a sequence
of measures on Q). Assume that {p '} n is associated to the initial height profile hy € H1:

. 1 x
Jim iy {|N2§ h(z)) (N) - /T ho(u)(u)du| > 5} —0 @.7)

forany § > 0 and v € C(T). Also, assume that there exists a constant Cy such that the
relative entropy of [y with respect to the invariant measure |1y is bounded by CyN :

H(un|l13) < CoN. (2.8)
Then, for any t € [0,T], any ¢ € C(T) and any 6 > 0,
> 5} =0,

lim P
NHE@ kN {

where (p,Y') is the unique weak solution of (2.6) started at (W, fT ho(u)du).

(mY, ¢) — /T pe(w)p(u)du
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The result above means the following. At first—assuming that the integral of the initial
condition hg is not zero —the integral of the height profile moves towards zero with a drift
proportional to the average compressibility of the system, while the density profile evolves
according to the viscous Burgers equation. This aligns with the fact that, until the integral
changes sign, the particle system coincides with a WASEP. Once the integral hits zero,
it remains there and the density profile evolves according to the heat equation. Roughly
speaking, this means that, after the discrete interface changes sign for the first time, it keeps
switching sign on a faster time scale than the diffusive one, so that the nonlinearity in the
Burgers equation flips sign very quickly and thus “cancels out” in the hydrodynamic equation.

Remark 2.5. An example of a sequence of initial measures {ux } y satisfying the conditions
of Theorem 2.4 is given by the following. Let pg : Vh““ ,and let v,, n denote the product
measure on {0, 1}V with marginals given by Bernoulh random variables with parameters
po (5 ), namely

vpon® =TT 00 (2) (1-m (%)) (2.9)

z€T N

We define the probability measure px on 2y via
1 ho—
(k) i= e OO,y (g(h),

with T partition function. Recall (2.3) and note that

H(un|lpy) = ) log (ﬂ}kv(h)> N (h)

heQn

<log (?NV) > (Y](Vh)' ~[h(©) ~ Nh0(0)> ().

heQN

Now, it is not hard to see that Zy < 2N and moreover,

Z e~ li=Nho(0)] >Z€*J _

Jj=—00
On the other hand, note that
Y(h h(0 1
DO o) - ol < 5+ POL oy + Moo < (2 - |h0(0)> N

and hence (2.8) is verified. As for (2.7), it suffices to note that, for any § > 0,

lim ,uN{ ](\?) ho(O)’ >(5}—0

Indeed, denoting by E,, [ - ] the expectation taken under (i,

Euy

N

WO ho(o)‘ — Z e~ 1I=Nho(0)]

—h (0>’ Z;e :

j* oo

which vanishes as N — oo.
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Remark 2.6. Note that Theorem 2.4 characterises the hydrodynamic equation of the scaled
interface profile {31y (Nx),z € T,t € [0, T]} as the PDE

1 1
Othy = §Aht + 3 sgn(Yo)[1 — (Vhe)*1L{i<r0y

started at hg, where Yy := [ ho(u)du and 79 := inf{t > 0 : [ hy(u)du = 0}. This
can be seen by noting that the limit h : [0,7] x T — R must satisfy p;, = % and
Y; = [ he(u)du, where (p,Y) are as in Theorem 2.4.

2.2 Equilibrium Fluctuations

The next natural step is to investigate the fluctuations of the density field around its mean,
which is the content of our next result. We assume that the initial distribution is the invariant
measure /1y, SO that the height process is stationary. Throughout, we will write E - [ -] for
expectations taken either under the measure p; on {2y, or under the probability P« on
the path space; the intended meaning will always be clear from context. Let S(T) denote
the space of R-valued smooth functions on the torus, and define the density fluctuation field
{%N ,t € [0,T]} as the S'(T)-valued process such that, for any ¢ € S(T),

N (@) = Tlﬁ > (@ By [ @] o (5) - (2.10)
z€TN

Since w7 is invariant under reflection with respect to the x-axis, we have E .« [@N (a:)] = %

for each = € T . We will denote by & (x) the centred random variable £ (z) — 3, so that
(2.10) becomes

1 - T
UN(p) = — N (—) .
N (9) WZ&(W N
z€Tn
Definition 2.7. Let A € R and ¢ > 0. We say that an S’(T)-valued stochastic pro-

cess {%,t € [0, T]} with continuous trajectories is a stationary solution of the infinite-
dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck equation

Uy = \NAU, + oV W, (2.11)
if it is stationary and, for any ¢ € S(T), the process {.#;(¢),t € [0,T]} defined as

t
D) = W) — Un() — A / (Dd)ds
0

is a continuous martingale with respect to the natural filtration of {%;,t € [0,T]} with
quadratic variation'

(M (D) = t?||VB|[3 .

Let D ([0,T],S'(T)) denote the space of cadlag functions on [0, 7] taking values in
S'(T), equipped with the Skorokhod topology. Let Q~ denote the probability measure on
D ([0,T1],8'(T)) given by the law of the field {7, ¢ € [0, T]}. When 1 is greater than £,
the sequence of fields {%,",t € [0, T]}y converges to an infinite-dimensional stationary
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process:

Theorem 2.8 (Equilibrium Fluctuations). Let N = 2p with p prime. For each vy > S, the
sequence of probability measures { QN } x converges weakly in D([0, T, S'(T)) to the law of
the stationary solution {%,t € [0,T]} to 2.11) with A = o0 = % and %;(1) = 0. Moreover,
for any ¢ € S(T), the variance of %™ (¢) converges to %(”‘;5”%2(11') —(1,9)2).

I'Throughout this article, we will always refer to the predictable quadratic variations as simply the quadratic
variation.
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The threshold g is purely technical and we do not expect it to be optimal. In fact we
conjecture that the convergence holds at least for v > % This is supported by the fact that, for
v > %, it holds for the classical WASEP, and our process is even “more symmetric”, which
suggests that the non-linearity should cancel for at least the same values of . Yet, unlike
the classical WASEP, the invariant measure of the perturbed process depends on the strength
of the asymmetry. As - decreases, the measure concentrates more and more near the “bad”
configurations where the integral keeps switching sign; this could give rise to an additional,
zero-average stochastic term in (2.11) for a critical .

The result on the variance of the fluctuation field implies that if ¢ is constant then
the variance vanishes in the limit. This is consistent with the fact that, actually, if ¢ is
constant, then the fluctuation field vanishes itself, as any height configuration must satisfy

Yaery & @) = 0.

Remark 2.9. The unusual hypothesis N = 2p with p prime comes from the fact that we
managed to prove all the correlation bounds that are needed to show this result (Theorems 4.5,
4.8, 4.9 and 4.15, all proved in Appendix B) only for this particular class of values of V.
The proof provided makes use of the fact that, given a primitive p-th root of unity w with
p prime, a linear combination of 1, w, ...,wP~! can only be zero if all the coefficients are
identical. This is not true for general p. However, we believe these asymptotic bounds (and
hence Theorem 2.8) to hold for any (even) V.

Remark 2.10. Theorem 2.8 only characterises the fluctuations of the gradient of the interface
profile. As for the fluctuations of the height profile itself, define the interface fluctuation field
{HN (w),uw € T,t € [0,T]} by

AN (u) = Tlﬁhgv (Nuw).

Since (SN, Vno) = —2%N (¢) for each ¢ € S(T), it follows from Theorem 2.8 that the
limit of the 1nterface fluctuation field is completely determmed by knowledge of the limit of
the integral field {#;,~ ¢ € [0, T']} defined by %, := N~2 3" .. h¥(x). One can check
that, when space is scaled by N~ (namely, the sum of the heights over T is divided by
N®) and time is accelerated by N7, the process {BgtN ,t € [0,T1} defined by

- - - B
N = %N—%N—i—%tanh (]\/1'7)/ sen(Z) Y IEN @) - & (x+ DPds (2.12)

€T N

is a mean-zero martingale with quadratic variation

(ZN) = 1m / 3 [V@) - @+ 1]*d (2.13)

z€T N

Equations (2.12) and (2.13) suggest that the “correct” space-time scale for the integral process
isa=~and f =2y — 1 (wheny > %), so that the drift term of the integral field %,V is
given by

1. s 1 g N
§N2tanh <NV>/ sgn(#." )ds

— 2V/'N tanh (Z\}"/>/ sgn(@N) Z fN(x)fN(z—i-l)ds

z€T N

Hence, we get the following:
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vy > %: the drift term vanishes as N — oo, so the limit {%,¢ € [0,T]} of the
interface fluctuation field is the stationary solution of the stochastic heat equation

05 = SAH+ Wi (2.14)

i) v = %: one can check that (2.12) and (2.13) imply that the limit {%;,t € [0,T]} of
the integral field satisfies
1 K N 1
% =% — — lim sgn(#;V)ds + - A, (2.15)
2 N—oo 0 2

with {%;,t € [0,T]} standard Brownian motion. Using the continuity of {#;,t €
[0, T}, one can check that, for each § > 0, the limit above must satisfy

t

t t
/ sgn(?; — 6)ds < lim / sgn(%N)ds < / sgn(%; + 6)ds (2.16)
0 N—o00 0 0

almost surely. Consider now the SDE
I 1
W, = %y — 3 sgn(%;)ds + 5,%2 2.17)
0
and let {#,°,¢ € [0,T]} and {%1°,t € [0, T]} be the solutions to the SDEs

t
Y0 = Yy — 1/ sgn(%, % — §)ds + 1%,
2 Jo 2

I 1
%+5 = % — 5 / sgn(%+5 + 5)(:18 + igt,
0

respectively, where {%;,t € [0, T]} denotes the same Brownian motion as in (2.15).
Then, following a similar argument to the one given for Lemma 3.11, one can check that
(2.16) yields %, < % < %,7° almost surely. By [Pug08, Theorem 3.2], this implies
that {#4,t € [0, T]} must be the unique solution to (2.17), so that {7, ¢ € [0,T]} is
the stationary solution of the SPDE

1 1 1 .
Oy It = §A3ﬁ 3 sgn((A7,1))dt + 57/167

iii) 2 < v < 3: by the results in Appendix B, one can check that (for N = 2p with p
prime) E,- [(#)?] < N*'~3. This implies that {.%7, ¢ € [0, T1} is the stationary
solution of (2.14) with (J#,1) = 0.

3 Hydrodynamic Limit

Our strategy to show Theorem 2.4 is the following. Let M™ denote the space of non-negative
measures on T endowed with the weak convergence topology, and let Q¥ be the probability
measure on the space of cadlag functions D([0,7'], M™), endowed with the Skorokhod
topology, induced by the process {m¥,t € [0,7]} and initial measure uy. We start by
writing Dynkin’s martingales and we show tightness of the sequence of measures {Q" } - in
D([0,T],M™") and the existence of a density {p;,t € [0, T]} of limit paths with respect to
the Lebesgue measure. By Prokhorov’s Theorem, a unique characterisation of limit points
then yields convergence in distribution of the sequence.
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In order to uniquely characterise this limit point, we study the (appropriately scaled)
integral of the height process {Y,/V,t € [0,7T]} as well as its sign {sgn(Y;V), ¢ € [0,T1},
show tightness of the corresponding sequences of measures (Proposition 3.8), and then show
in Proposition 3.10 that any limit point of the joint law of (7¥, Y,V sgn(Y,"V)) is concentrated
on paths (7, Yy, Z;) satisfying Z, € o(Y;) as well as

1
Opr = §A,0t — ZiV[p:(1 — pp)l,
0 Y = _2Zt<pt> 1- pt>7

in the sense of Definition 2.2, where o : R — P([—1, 1]) is given by

 Josen(y)} ify #0,
W= {[—17 1] ify=0. G-b

We will then show that this implies that Z; = sgn(Y}), yielding the coupled equations (2.6).
Uniqueness of solutions will then complete the proof.

The most technical part of our proof is Lemma 3.4, stated and proved in Section 3.3,
which is a variation of the well-known replacement lemma introduced in [GPV88]. As we
will see, compared to the usual replacement lemma, the “switching” of the weak asymmetry
in our process will require some additional arguments.

3.1 Dynkin’s Martingales

By Dynkin’s formula (see for example [KL99, Appendix 1), for any ¢ € C12([0,T] x T)
the process { M}N(¢),t € [0, T]} defined via

t
MY (@) = (=, ) — (¥, o) — /0 (N2LY +0,) (Y, 60ds  (32)

is a martingale with respect to the natural filtration of {h}¥,¢ € [0,7]} with quadratic
variation

t
(MY(@): = / (V2L (n, 0)? — 2N, o) LY (n Y, 6)) ds. (3.3)
0
Given ) € C(T), define the process {6V (), t € [0,T]} as
1 T
W =g 3 HE (%)

N _ N
Then, recalling that &N (z) = &=l @=DHl

yields

, for any ¢ € C(T) a summation by parts

s owo =5 3 @ {o () -0 (5)}

z€T N

=Y e v-nw)e (L)

€T N

=2 Y@ () v X e(x)

z€T N z€TN
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and hence we have the identity

oF (Vng) = —2(x. )+ 3 o). G4

€T N

We will denote by {Y;V,t € [0, T]} the integral process, defined as

1
N.=oNa) = e PR AES) (3.5)

€T N

Using the identity = = (1 + tanh(})) and the fact that tanh(cx) = o tanh(x) for
o € {—1,1}, we can rewrite the rates (2.1) as

pN(h) 1 + 1sgn(Y(h))tanh (]1[) , (h) - — 1sgn(Y(h))tanh <§]> . (3.6)

Then, a simple computation shows that (3.2) can be written as
K 1
MtN((b) = <7Tilv7¢t> - <7T(]JV7¢0> _/ <7T.év7 <2AN + 85) ¢s>d8
0
/ Z tanh ( ) VNos ( ) sgn(YN) [fN(x) 55@ + 1)]2ds

N C ITE) I
o) o () G e ()] oo

Let {KN(#),t € [0,T1} and { BY¥(¢),t € [0, T]} be the processes defined by

t
KN (¢) := / <in , (;AN + as) ¢s>ds
0
and

BN () := ﬂ/ Ztanh( )ngss( )sen() [V @)~ €)@+ ] ds

z€T N

(3.7)

where we set

and

so that (3.7) becomes
(m",be) = (), do) + MY (9) + K[V () + B (9). (3.10)
In the following sections we will study separately each of the terms appearing in (3.10).

3.2 Tightness

Proposition 3.1. Let {jin}n satisfy (2.7). The sequence of measures {QN }x is tight in
D([0, T'], M) with respect to the Skorokhod topology, and all limit points are concentrated
on measures which are absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure and with
density bounded by 1.

We will actually show tightness of all four terms on the RHS of (3.10) by applying the
following result.
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Lemma3.2. Let { XN}y = {X}N,t € [0, T1} be a sequence of real-valued cadlag processes.
If either

i) foreachr,t € [0,T],
or

XN — XN| < C|t — r| for some constant C independent of N,

ii) X¥ is a martingale and for each r,t € [0, T], (X)N — (X)N| < Ot — r| for some

constant C independent of N,

then the sequence { XN} is tight with respect to the Skorokhod topology of the real-valued
cadlag functions D([0,T], R).

To show the result above, we will use the following criterion.

Proposition 3.3 (Aldous’s Criterion, [Ald78]). A sequence of real-valued processes { X}V,
t € [0,T1}n is tight with respect to the Skorokhod topology of D([0,T1, R) if:

i) the sequence of real-valued random variables {X}N} x is tight for every t € [0,T],
and

ii) for any e > 0,

lim limsup sup sup IP’{’X(JL_,Y)AT - X£V| > 5} =0,
0—=0 Nsoo v<8 T€Zr

where Lt is the set of stopping times almost surely bounded from above by T.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. 1) By a classical argument (see for example [KL99, Section 4.1]), in
order to show tightness of {X N } v it suffices to show that, for every ¢ > 0,

lim limsupP{ sup ’ng - X,{V’ > 5} =0,

770 Nooo [t—r|<~vy

which follows immediately from the fact that | XY — XN| < C|t — 7|
ii) Given a stopping time 7 almost surely bounded by 7" and ¢,y > 0, we have that

1
P{|IXN, - X2} < SE|(xN,

-x7)’]
Cry

1
< SE[0N, - 0N <D

Ty T
for some constant C' independent of N. Tightness then follows from Aldous’s criterion. H

Proof of Proposition 3.1. By [KL99, Proposition 1.7], it suffices to show that, for each
function ¢ € C?%(T), the sequence of measures induced by the sequence of real-valued
processes { (7N, ¢)} y is tight. Hence, it suffices to show that each term on the RHS of (3.10)
is tight, where ¢ € C?(T) is chosen to be constant in time.

From (3.4), we have that

(i 6) = 5 30 6 (%) — 508 (Vo).
z€T N

It is easy to see that 55 > . ¢ (&) converges to 3 (1, $). Also, by the hypothesis (2.7)
on the initial profile, it is easy to see that $65 (V y¢) converges to (ho, V) in probability.
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This implies that the sequence { (7', )} v is convergent, and hence tight. In particular, since
ho € H', an integration by parts yields
>0} =0

(mo's ) - /T %(uvm(u)) $wydu

T
NHEOMA]{
for each § > 0.
By the mean value theorem, we have the bounds
2) N NO\N ) &s (08
z€T N

|KN(¢) — KN (9)] = <t =rl[[A¢lls

and

|BN(¢) — BN(9)]

1 [t 1
3 [ () 32 9o () 0 60 - s o
<t =7IVelleo,

which shows tightness of { K}¥(¢),t € [0,T1}y and { BN (¢),t € [0,T]} 5 by Lemma 3.2.
Finally, recalling (3.6), an easy computation shows that (3.3) can be rewritten as

t
0oy = [ 5z X v () wi@ds

z€T N

where

1 2 1 1
) @) =5 [£@ =& @+ D] + 5 tanh (N) sen(VY) [€] (@) — €] @+ 1))
Since |2 (z)| is uniformly bounded in NV, this again yields tightness of { M}¥ (¢),t € [0, T]}
by Lemma 3.2.
The fact that all limit trajectories have a density {p;,t € [0, T]} with 0 < p; < 1 follows
from standard arguments. u

3.3 Replacement Lemma

In this section we will show the following lemma, which is a key result in the proof of
Theorem 2.4. Given an integer 1 < ¢ < N — 1, define the right and left empirical densities
of particles on boxes of length ¢ as

. 1 T+l - 1 rz—1
f@i=y D ), fw=75 ) LW,
y=z+1 y=z—~

where the sites in the sums are taken modulo N. Throughout, if ¢ is not an integer, Ef
should be interpreted as 5 L¢) and similarly for EE. Moreover, recall the definition of P, as
the probability measure that the process {h}¥,t € [0,7]} induces on the space of cadlag
functions D([0,T7], Q) when starting from a measure u: throughout, we will denote by
E.[ - ] expectations with respect to IP,,. The following holds.
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Lemma 3.4 (Replacement Lemma). Let G : [0,T] x T — R be a bounded function, and let
{V}wety be a uniformly bounded family of real-valued functions on Q such that, for each
ze{x+1,...,x+eN}, 1, is invariant under the change of variable h — h**TL If iy
satisfies (2.8), then for any t € [0,T'] we have that

/ e 3 G (L) ) [ @ - EN @) as

€T N

lim lim E =0.

e—=0 N—oo BN

(3.11)
The same result holds with the right average replaced with the left average, as long as 1, is
invariant under the change of variable h — h**~1 for » € {x —eN, ..., x — 1} instead.

The result above is almost identical to the well-known replacement lemma introduced in
[GPV88], except for the presence of the term sgn(Y,V) in the integral in (3.11). The first part
of our proof follows the argument given, for example, in the proof of [GMO23, Lemma 6.6].
As we shall see, the presence of the sign term will present an additional difficulty, and in
order to treat the resulting correction we will need the following elementary bound:

Lemma 3.5. Let {x;};>1 be a sequence of positive real numbers such that Zjil z; <M<
00. Then

(951)2

MY (Va5 = V) 2

Jj=1

Proof. By Titu’s Lemma, we have that

2
(Zj:l (z; — Jﬂj+1))
5-
> (Va5 + i)
But now, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the fact that Zj‘;l z; < M, we have the
upper bound Zj’;l (, /ZT5 + /a:j+1)2 < 4M. Also, Zj‘;l (zj — xj41) = x1, and thus

(z1)?
(3.12) > AL

0o 2
— X
> (VA — VEr1) §: ( = ’%ﬂ) > (3.12)

Jj=1

which concludes the proof. ]
We will also use the following fact: given h € Q and x € Ty, let

p1v(l’,$+1,h) lffﬂ' = 13€$+1 :O,

@ pi1(h) = py(@+1,a,h) if& =0,641 = 1, (3.13)

i otherwise,

and, given a function f : 2y — R and a measure . on (2, define the Dirichlet form of f as
v (fop) == (LN ), (3.14)

and the carré du champ operator as
1
O =g [ LN 2pe

= Z / g, () [f(h=+) — f)]d

xETN
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Then, for any f we have that

N (f,1un) =Tn(f, pi), (3.15)
as a consequence of (2.4).

Proof of Lemma 3.4. To ease the notation, we drop the superscript NV and we write Y = Y'(h)
and Y**T1 = Y (h***1). By the entropy inequality (see for example [KL99, Proposi-
tion A1.9.1]) and Jensen’s inequality, for any M > 0 we have

/ e 3 G () vt [0~ EV @) as

€T N

E

KN

:ﬁEW [logeszUgsgn(ys),lv Soery Ga( %) alhos(@)- §EN<z)]ds]

_ H (i)

N iM]:; B MN|[fsenV) 4 Soery Go(F)atho) 6@ —EN @)]ds| 610
MN O8N {e }

Note that e!*! <ef+e % and
: 1 . 1 . 1
limsup — log{an + bn} < max ¢ limsup — log ay, limsup — logby ¢,
NE»QJZV N—o00 N N—o0 N

so we can remove the absolute value from the exponential. Also, ;3 is invariant so by the
Feynman-Kac formula (see for example [KL99, Lemma A1.7.2]), the variational formula for
the largest eigenvalue of an operator in a Hilbert space and the relative entropy bound (2.8),
we can bound (3.16) from above by

+sup{ / > G (5) (sens [g@ = V@) f) ds

z€Ty KN
- %@N (\/J77M*N) },

where the supremum runs over all probability densities f with respect to 1. By (3.15), the
expression above is equal to

ST { / > (%) (senve [ - EV@) L f) ds

I
€Ty " (3.17)

We rewrite the integrand of the first summand in the supremum as

v 2 6 (7) (o e - &)1

75
1 T z+eN
=7 2 G (5) / sen(Vgn(h) Y [6@) — E@)] F)duy
z€T N QN y=x+1

z4+eN y—1

- s% > 6 (y) /Q sen(V)io(h) Y Y [€2) = &G+ D) f(yduy

€T N y=x+1 z=x
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x+eN y—1

1 T
- 2 6 (5) /Q ) Y Y6
z€TN y=z+1 z=x
x [f(h) — f(R**TH]dpy
z+eN y—1

1 T
= CAC) | W00 30 S -t
X [F() + f(h=*H] duy

Since sgn? = 1, by multiplying and dividing by ,/qi\’z +1(h) noting that a — b = (\/a —

Vb b)(va + v/b) and applying Young’s inequality ab < 4% 4 é’ ~ forany A > 0, we find that
the integral of (3.18) on [0, ¢] is bounded from above by

z4+eN y—1

45N2 Z /S Z Z q, z+1(h) g(z) &z + 1) {\/f(h) \/f‘(hz,z+1):|2d'u

€T N 2Ny z+1 z=x

z+eN y—1

1 2
tos | 3 6 (5) o YN e - e 0

y=z+1 z=x 9z 241

2
X [\/f(h)Jr \/f(hz’”l)} duiy- (3.20)
Also, note that
z+eN y—1 9
[ 3 S et - e+ 0 [V - VIR duiy
QN €Ty y=z+1 2=z 3.21)

_ 5N(g]2\f+ 1)FN (ﬁ,u}) .

m in (3.20) and by (3.21), the first term of (3.20) is equal to

WI‘N (\f, uN), while the second term is of order 6% . % -(eN)?- N, soit goes to zero
as N - ooande — 0.

We now turn to (3.19): by performing the change of variable h — h***1, we can rewrite
it as

Hence, by choosing A =

z+eN y—1

1 €T
2%eN? = G (N)/Q sgn(Y ). (h) Z Z [£(z) — &z + D] f(R)x

y=z+1z=x
z,z+1y,,* z,z+1
y {1 _sen( == b )} du,
sgn(Y)uy(h)
where we used the fact that ¢, (h**T1) = 1),(h) foreach h € Quy, ¢ € Ty and z €
{z,...,x+eN}. For k an odd positive integer, let
Ok ={heQn:|Y(h)| =k} (3.22)

so that {Q%}, is a partition of Qy, and let Q3 = [J;~, %4~ When the integral above is
restricted to Qz>vl we have sgn(Y***1) = sgn(Y"), so this term equals

z+eN y—1

1 x
v 3 & (5) RO S SICEREERRI MR

y=a+1 =z (3.23)

* z,z+1

x {1 - “N(h)] dy.
MN(h)
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Similarly, the restriction of the integral to 2} and the restriction of the sum in z to the points
that send the configuration outside of €2; yields

1 T x+eN y—
e 3 6 (5) L ) Y Z [6) — &€+ 1) Fx
I (3.24)
M*N(hz,z+1):| .
1—-——F-F-—1d
g { py |

But now, py is invariant for nearest neighbour exchanges up to a correction of order % as
for any h € Qpy and z € T we have that

* z,z+1
_ un =T <= (3.25)
i () N
for some constant C independent of N. Hence, the integrals on [0, ] of both (3.23) and
(3.24) are of order N2 -N(EN )2 L which goes to zero as N — oo and £ — 0.
Thus, the only remaining contrlbutlon given by (3.19) is the integral on [0, ¢] of

x+eN y—

25% > G (%) /Q sen(Y )b (h) Y Z [€(z) — &z + 1)
z€lN y=a+1 B zilaezﬂl

x [f(h) + f(h=*h] duy
x+eN y—

—E% > Gs / Yalh) Y Z [€(2) = &G+ D] fydpy.
z€T N

y=z+1 hE zZJrlgéﬂl

The equality above follows from the change of variable / +— h***1 and noting that, whenever
his in Q% and z is such that h**1 is also in 2}, then sgn(Y (h)) [£(2) — £(z + 1)] is always
non-negative, and in particular is equal to [£(z) — (2 + 1)]2. Hence, we are only left to
estimate

r+eN Yy—

e / s 3G / b S S - e D

z€TN y=z+1 e zz-%—laégl

oast- N (\/fv Mﬂ;\/)
(3.26)
inside the supremum in (3.17).

Given h € Qu, let D(h) := {z € Ty : &(2) # &(z + 1) and |V (h**T1)| < [V ()|} be
the set of points that make the integral of a height configuration decrease in absolute value,
and let U(h) := {z € Ty : £(2) # £(z + 1) and [V (h**T1)| > |Y'(h)|} be the set of points
that make the integral of a height configuration increase in absolute value.

Remark 3.6. Note that, if Y (h) > 0, then D(h) is the set of local maxima of h and U (h) is the
set of local minima, whereas the opposite holds for Y'(h) < 0. In particular, | D(h)| = |U(h)|.

Then, the first term of (3.26) satisfies

1 ¢ " z+eN y—1
e s G () [ vy SN anaus
€ O zeTy O v=2+l EDh) (3.27)

< telGllclvl | AP
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where [|G||o = SUPsei0,1] 1Gslloo and ||| o = sup, [z co-
Now let @’jv(f) = fm f(M|Uh)|duy for each k odd positive integer. Since the
N

measure /3 (h) only depends on the integral of h, there is a map k — vj,(k) such that
wa(h) = v (k) for any k and any h € Q’fv Note that qﬁxﬂ(h) > % for any xz € Ty and

h € Qn, so by the inequality (/Y. a; — />, b:)? < >_;(v/ai — v/b;)? we have that
1 2
o (VEi) = 3 [ % [VI® = VFa]
N zeTn

Sk XY [Vim - Viaee|

k=1 k xeT
it heQy, N

1Zuws) > Y [Vim - Ve
3

heQk zeU(h)

Y

Y2
| =
M8

ST UMy — |3 fhmet k)

,§:1 heQk, heQk, z€U(h)

2
1 vy (k) I
=3 2 <\// fUM)|dpy — \// SWIDW)| VTR 2) )

k odd

=3 Z W@é@vm — ek eﬁv)
k=1

k odd

The equality in the penultimate line comes from Remark 3.6 and from the following argument:
if h € O and 2z € U(h), then t = h***1 is in Q2 and in particular any configuration
t € Q%12 has exactly | D(#)| preimages in Q%; via the maps h — h#***1. Thus, by (3.27) and
Remark 3.6 we get that

2
(3.26) < te]|G ||| OK () — (\/@ ()~ /O eN) . (628)

k odd

It remains to show that the RHS of (3.28) is bounded from above by zero when N — oo
and ¢ — 0. Since |U(h)| < N for any h € Qu and f is a density, we have

Z Ok () < N Z / Fdpy =

k odd k odd

and we can apply Lemma 3.5 to the sequence {O% ()} k>1. Together with the Taylor

expansion of e ¥ , this yields lim._, limy_ o (3.28) < 0. Sending M — oo in (3.17) finally
concludes the proof. |

Remark 3.7. It is worth noting that the Feynman—Kac formula is valid even when the measure
is not invariant for the process of interest (see for example [BMNS17, Lemma A.1]). But then,
consider a measure [y on {2 which is almost invariant for nearest neighbour exchanges in
the sense that (3.25) holds: by slightly adapting the proof of [BGJ19, Corollary 5.3], one can
show that for any density f we have the bound

—9N (\/?,ﬂN) < _iFN (\/},ﬂN) + —
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where C' is a constant independent of f and V. Now take a measure /iy as above and such
that the initial measure p v satisfies the entropy bound (2.8) with respect to it. Then, it is not
hard to see that if we change the measure to jiy instead of 7 in (3.16), the proof of the
replacement lemma goes through in exactly the same way, except for an additional summand
% in the supremum (3.17), which vanishes as M — oo. But the proof of the replacement
lemma is the only instance where we need the relative entropy bound of the initial measure:
this means that we can relax the hypothesis (2.8) in Theorem 2.4, as long as uy satisfies
the same entropy bound with respect to some measure on €2 which is almost invariant for
nearest neighbour exchanges in the sense of (3.25).

3.4 The Integral Process

Consider the integral process {Y,V,t € [0,T]} defined in (3.5), which takes values in
{5,k € Z odd}. By Dynkin’s formula, the process {X/¥, ¢ € [0, T} defined as

t
XY =YN - v} + tanh <]1V) / sgn(YY) Z (N (@) — V(@ + 1)]2ds (3.29)
0

z€T N

is a martingale with quadratic variation

1 t
(XNy, = 2/0 Z [gév(x)—gév(x—kl)fds. (3.30)

N
z€TN

Also, let {ZN |t € [0, T]} be the process defined by Z := sgn(Y;"), which takes values
in {—1,1}. We call YV and SV the probability measures on the space of real-valued
cadlag functions D([0,T],R) and the space L'([0,T],[—1,1]), respectively, induced by
{YN,t € [0,T]} and {Z},t € [0,T]} when the height process starts from the initial
measure ;. Then, we have the following result.

Proposition 3.8. Let {un }n satisfy (2.7). The following holds.

i) The sequence of measures {YN '} v is tight in D([0, T, R) with respect to the Skorokhod
topology, and any limit point is concentrated on paths in C([0,T], R).

ii) The sequence of measures {S™}  is tight in the space L*([0, T, [—1, 1]) with respect
to the weak topology.

iii) Let vN be the joint probability measure induced by the process {(77,{\7, YtN, ZtN),t €
[0, T1} and by the initial measure jix. Then, any limit point v of {v™"' } y is such that,
for v-almost every triple (w,Y, Z), m has a density p; with respect to the Lebesgue
measure and the identity

T T
Yoo +/ Y0y ppdt — / 2Z(pe, 1 — prypedt =0,
0 0

is satisfied for all p € C1([0,T),R).
We will be using the following result, whose proof is postponed to Appendix A.

Lemma 3.9. Let Q be a limit point of the sequence of measures {QN } y. Then, Q gives full
measure to paths w.(u) = p,(u)du such that p belongs to the Sobolev space L*>([0,T], H).

Proof of Proposition 3.8. i) Note that { Y } 5 converges in probability by the hypothesis on
the initial profile, and in particular
> 5} ~0

Y — / ho(u)du
T

i
NHQDILN>{
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for each § > 0. Tightness then follows from Lemma 3.2.
Now let Y be a limit point of {Y"} x: in order to prove that Y{Y € C([0,T],R)} = 1,
it suffices to show that, for every € > 0,

lim limsup P, ¢ sup |YtN - YTN| >ep=0. (3.31)
770 N oo [t—r|<~v

From (3.29), we have that

P#N{ sup |Y;N7Y}N| >5}

[t—r|<vy

t
tanh (fv) / sen(V) Y [V @) - e @+ 1) ds

r z€T N

<Puy { sup

[t—r|<y

s £
2

But now, sup|, <., ‘tanh (%) f: sgn(YY) ety [gé\’(ag) — &N+ 1)]2d3’ < v, and by
Doob’s inequality and (3.30),

—HP’MN{ sup ’XtN—X,{V’ >;}

[t—r[<y

P s XY xN> 20 < OB, [x3)
jp—ri<n 2] e
cT
< —
— N€27

for some constant C' independent of N, which yield (3.31).

ii) This follows immediately from the fact that the set of measurable functions from [0, T']
to [—1, 1] endowed with the weak convergence topology is compact.

iii) For € > 0, define the function EE on the torus as a continuous approximation of the
map 11;_, o) in such a way that lim. o || 21_. ) — || ;» = 0; an example is given by the
map u — L¢p(%) with
¢TIy 0)(w)

1
fT e vow+D du

P(u) =

Given m € M, let
T *ga(u) = <ﬂ,€5(~ — u)> .

The existence of a density p with respect to the Lebesgue measure for the realisations
of @) is guaranteed by Proposition 3.1, and by Lemma 3.9 and Lebesgue’s differentiation
theorem we have that
=0

lim
e—0

1 u
pe(u) — g/ pe(v)dv

—&

for almost every ¢ € [0, 7] and u € T, so it suffices to show that, for each ¢ € C3([0,T],R)
and 6 > 0, the measure v satisfies

8

as ¢ — 0. Now note that, for any ¢ > 0 and ¢ € C([0, T], R), the function

T

T
Y0<p0—|— Y}@gptdt—/ 27 <7Tt,1—71't*2.5>g0tdt’ >(5} —0
0 0

T T
(.Y, Z) — Y0¢0+/ Y,'gatgotdt—/ 27, <7rt71—77t*;5><ptdt
0 0
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is continuous as a map on D([0,T],M™) x D([0,T],R) x L([0,T1],[—1,1]) where the
first two spaces are equipped with the Skorokhod topology and the third one with the weak
topology. This can be seen by noting that, if & : M™ — R is continuous in the weak topology,
then the map (7, Z) — f OT Z:®(m)dt is jointly continuous. Thus, by Portmanteau’s Theorem
we have that, for each e > 0 and ¢ € C3([0,T],R),

> 5}

V{
T T =
< limianN{ Y&V g0 +/ YNO,ppdt —/ 27N <7rtN7 1— 7N *2> oudt
N—o0 0 0

T T
Yoo+ | Yidugudt— [ 22 (1 mx ) prct
0 0

> 5} .
(3.32)

We now sum and subtract the integral on [0, '] of the martingale (3.29) multiplied by
0y inside the absolute value in (3.32): by Doob’s inequality,

T b
PMN j( ;X?%%@tdt > 5
0

)
<Puy T(|0¢plloc  sup ‘XtN| > 5
0<t<T 2

< B ()]

(2)T2)0rp]2

16 T N N ,
< OT2019 A 112 i—— —
- 52T2||8t<p“goE“N [/O N2 erT [ () = &) (z + D] "ds
16

< -
~ NT&|0,pll3,

which vanishes in the limit. Hence, by performing a summation by parts and a Taylor
expansion of tanh (4 ), and noting that

1
Zi 5 0 [ @+ & @+ )*] =228 (x', 1),

€T N

we easily get that we only need to show that
T t 1
lim liminf P, {‘ /O Orpydt /0 27 {N S @@+
ety (3.33)
— <7T£V,7Tév *;€> }ds

)
-

, for each £ > 0 the probability in (3.33) is bounded from above

>6’}

t
[ 25 ¥ (S {@@-mr i (T o
0

z€TN

Setting §' =
by

Puy { sup
te[0,T1]

=P,y { sup
t€[0,T]

T
Tl

t 1 -
/ ZéV{N > @@+ - (7Nl <0 }ds
0

€T N

>5’},
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which can further be bounded from above by

t 1 - 5/
P,,{ su zN— Na+1)|eN@) - &N@)|ds| > — (3.34)
! {te[OPT] /0 N I;:Ng {5‘ § } 2
¢ 1 . - (x+1 5
+ P, 4 su /ZSN— gV(q;H)[;N(x)—wgV*ia( )}ds> .
g {tG[OPT] 0 NI;;Ng ¢ N 2
(3.35)

By the replacement lemma (Lemma 3.4) with Gy, = 1 and ¥,(h) = &(x + 1), we
conclude that (3.34) vanishes as N — oo and € — 0. Finally, note that we can write

EN@) =7« i, (%) up to an error which vanishes as e — 0, so that we are only left to

bound
t
e /T < (z+1 o'
(335) <P, { su / {ﬂiv*i (—)—Wﬁv*i ( )}ds‘> .
“NL@%IO “\N N 1
By the continuity of L, this yields lim._,¢ liminfy _, o (3.35) = 0. |

3.5 Characterisation of the Limit Point

Recall the definition of the probability measure Q*V at the beginning of Section 3. We finally
show that any limit point ) of the sequence {Q*} 5 is concentrated on trajectories that are
absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure with density given by a weak
solution of (2.6).

Proposition 3.10. Ler vV be as in item iii) of Proposition 3.8 and let v be a limit point of
{vNYN. Then, for v-almost every triple (t,Y, Z), m; has a density p; with respect to the
Lebesgue measure, the identity

T 1 T
{po; do) + / <pt,at¢t + 2A¢t>dt +/ Zi(pt(1 = pp), Vpy)dt =0,
0 0
is satisfied for all ¢ € 03’2([0,T] X T), and Z; € o(Yy) forallt € [0,T], witho : R —
P([—1,1]) defined in (3.1).

Proof. Following the same argument used in the proof of Proposition 3.8, it suffices to show
that, for any ¢ € 03’2([0, T x T) and for any 6 > 0,

T
sy { [+ [ (.0 o
e—=0 N—oo 0 2
. (3.36)
+/ ZN (7N (1 - 7N %) Vo dt‘>5}:0
2 (nl, (1w 40 ) Vo)
and
v{Z, € oY)Vt €[0,T]} =1, (3.37)

where 25 is defined as in the proof of Proposition 3.8. We sum and subtract the martingale in
(3.7) (generalised to functions ¢ which are also allowed to depend on time) evaluated at time
T inside the absolute value in (3.36): by Markov’s inequality, we have that

By [M7(9)]

4]
o { i) > § b < 2T
(3)
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*52 B [/ v 2 v () niv(x)dt]

€T N

4
<t 2

which vanishes as N — oo. Then, in order to show (3.36), we are only left to prove that, for
each ¢ € C’é’Q([O,T] x T,

P/LN{’/OT <77iva1(A¢tAN¢t)>dt+/0TZgV <7Tth(1 Ty *%) V¢t>
_%/0 ZNtanh( ) Z Y n oy (7) £tN(:c)—£tN(x+l)]2dt‘ > g}

(3.38)

converges to zero as N — oo and € — 0. Now, for each £ > 0 we have that (3.38) is bounded
from above by

T
IP’#N{/ <7Tt ﬁ(Aqm AN¢t)>dt >g} (3.39)
0
T
+PMN{/O Ziv[<wév,wt>
~Ltanh () ST @) + @+ DIV (%) | 50 o
Qan N ¢ (T t @ Nt 6

z€T N

| [ 20 (245 w0
tanh( ) Z & @)E; ($+1)VN¢’5( )] ‘>g}

z€TN

(3.41)

To treat (3.39) and (3.40), it is enough to use the Taylor expansion of ¢, to conclude that they

both vanish as N — oco. As for (3.41), calling ' = ¢, we further bound it from above by
1 < xr + 1
uw{’/ ZNtanh< ) th (w—i—l)V(ét( >|:7TiN*’LE( N )
veln (3.42)
- &
—£fN(:v)] dt‘ > }
3
—HP’HN{‘/ ZNtanh< ) ZV@( )ft (x+1)x
0 z€Ty (3.43)

% |6 @) — &V @) at

5/
-5 )
‘HP)MN{‘/ ZNtanh< ) Z &Y @& (@ + 1)x
0

z€lN (3.44)

X {wt (%) oy (z;l)]dt‘ > ‘Z}
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Now, by the same argument used in the proof of Proposition 3.8, (3.42) vanishes as
N — oo and € — 0. By the replacement lemma (Lemma 3.4) with G; = V¢, and 9. (h) =
&(x+1), and a Taylor expansion of tanh(%), we get that limy _, o lim._,o (3.43) = 0. Finally,
by using the Taylor expansion of ¢, we have that (3.44) also vanishes as N — oo.

It only remains to show (3.37), but this follows immediately from the continuity of sgn(-)
on (—o0,0) and (0, +00). |

We now proceed to show that the result above — together with the fact that Y € C([0,T], R)
and p € L2([0,T], H')—implies that any limit point v of {v"V'}  is concentrated on paths
satisfying Z; = sgn(Y3).

Lemma 3.11. Let f : [0,T] — (0, 1] be a continuous map and let Y : [0,T] — R solve the
differential equation

oY) =—-Zft)
started at Yo, where Z : [0,T] — [—1, 1] satisfies Z(t) € o(Y (t)) forall t € [0,T7], with
o0 : R — P([—1,1]) defined in (3.1). Then, Z(t) = sgn(Y (t)) for almost every t € [0,T1].

Proof. Since Y is necessarily Lipschitz continuous, we only need to show that, once Y hits
zero, it remains there. Assume that Yy = 0 and, by contradiction, that there exists 0 <t < T
such that Y (t) = ¢ for some arbitrary § > 0. Let t; = inf{s € [0,7] : Y; = §} and
to = sup{s € [0,¢1] : Yy = 0}. By continuity of Y, there exists t; < { < t; such that
Y; = g. But then, Y, = Y; — for f(9)ds < 2 for r > t until Y hits zero again, which
contradicts either the definition of g, or the fact that ¢; < co. The argument for § < 0 is
identical. |

Proof of Theorem 2.4. The only thing left to show is that p belongs to L2([0, T], H') and
that the weak solutions of (2.6) are unique. Indeed, note that p € L2([0,T'], ') implies, in
particular, that p; is continuous on the torus for almost every ¢ € [0, T], and thus (p;, 1 —p;) >
0 for almost every ¢ € [0, T'], which allows us to apply Lemma 3.11. The proof is postponed
to Appendix A. ]

4 Equilibrium Fluctuations

4.1 Dynkin’s Martingales
Given ¢ € S(T), Dynkin’s formula shows that the process {.Z; (¢),t € [0, T]} defined by

M (@) = U (D) — U (@) ~ /0 NI @ .
is a martingale with quadratic variation
(™ (@) = /0 NN R 2N O ) s (4.2)
One can check that (4.1) can be written as

1 ¢ TN -
N _ /N _g/N TN\ =N
MO = BN D~ U D+ o | m}ﬂjN AN¢< N)fs (x)ds o
1 ¢ TN\ - _ )
+ v/ Ntanh (N) /0 sen(YY) Y Ve (ﬁ) EN@EN (@ + Dds,

€T N
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where Ay and Vy are defined in (3.9) and (3.8), respectively. For ¢ € S(T), define the
processes { %N (¢),t € [0,T]} and { B (¢),t € [0,T]} as

I _
w50 = e [ X ave(§) €@as @4
€T N

and

t
#(¢) == V/Ntanh (le) | o) Y Vao () @@ e @)

z€T N

so that (4.3) becomes
UN () = UL (9) + MY (d) + N (D) + BY (¢). (4.6)

Similarly to the hydrodynamic case, equation (4.6) will be the building block of our argument,
and in the following sections we will study each of its terms separately.

4.2 Correlations and Tightness

From now on we let NV = 2p with p prime, and we proceed to show tightness of the sequence
of measures { QN } ;v with respect to the Skorokhod topology of D([0, T'], S’(T)). We will
actually show tightness of each of the terms on the RHS of (4.6), as well as some properties
of the limit points:

Proposition 4.1. For v > % and starting from 1y, the sequences of processes (%Nt €
[0, TN, { 4Nt € [0, T}, {2Vt €10, T1}n and {BN ,t € [0,T1} N are tight with
respect to the Skorokhod topology of D([0,T],S'(T)).

Remark 4.2. In fact, one should show tightness of the “original” terms appearing in (4.1).
However, it is easy to check that, once we have tightness of (4.6), the same argument yields
tightness of the remainder terms.

As well as Aldous’s Criterion (Proposition 3.3), the following results will be useful.

Proposition 4.3 (Mitoma’s Criterion, [Mit83]). Let S be a nuclear Fréchet space. A sequence
of S'-valued stochastic processes {#N |t € [0, T1} y taking values in D([0,T),S’) is tight
with respect to the Skorokhod topology if and only if, for any ¢ € S, the sequence of real-
valued processes {#,N (¢),t € [0, T}y is tight with respect to the Skorokhod topology of
D([0,T],R).

Proposition 4.4 (Kolmogorov’s Criterion). A sequence of real-valued stochastic processes
{XN,t €10, T]}n with continuous trajectories is tight with respect to the uniform topology
of C([0, T, R) if the sequence of real-valued random variables { X\ } y is tight and if there
exist constants K, vy, v2 > 0 such that

e [l =] < k=

foranyr;t € [0,T] and any N. Moreover, for any a < %, any limit point is concentrated
on a-Holder continuous paths.

A fundamental ingredient will be given by the following asymptotic result about correla-
tions with respect to the invariant measure, whose proof is postponed to Appendix B:
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Theorem 4.5 (Bound for the 2m-point Correlations). Let N = 2p with p prime. For each
v > 0 and m positive integer, there exists a constant C' such that, for N sufficiently big and
forany xy,...,xoy, in TN pairwise distinct,

2WL7 67
E,.;, [H fN(xi)] | < v

=1

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Since S(T) is a nuclear Fréchet space, by Mitoma’s Criterion it
suffices to show tightness of the sequences of fields evaluated at ¢ for any ¢ € S(T). Note
that, by Theorem 4.5,

2
£ 07 2 | (o 32 ()

z€T N

= % Z By [Eév(x)Q] ¢ (%f

z€T N

n ]bxgm E.x [& @& )] ¢ (%) ¢ (%)
TEY

<l¢lZ (¢* + ),
where 02 := Var(£N (z)) = 1. Thus, {%;" (¢)} v is tight.

Consider the martingale term: it is not hard to check that the quadratic variation (4.2) can
be rewritten as

t 1 2
o= [ 5 3 Vo () s @7
z€T N

where

1. = 2 1 1
(@)= 5 (€Y@ — €@ + D] + ; tanh <m> sgn(YV) [N (@) — M@ + 1) .
4.8)
Since |1 (z)| is uniformly bounded in NN, given € > 0 and a stopping time 7 almost surely
bounded by 7', we have

1
P, (M350 = 4 0)| 2 2) < 5By, (40— Y @)

1 HA| T\? y
€T N
- Clvels
= =
for some constant C' independent of N. Also, from (4.7) we get that Eu}‘\, [///tN (9)?] <

t[Vo||2,. Tightness of {.#(¢),t € [0,T]} ,, then follows from Aldous’s Criterion.
Now consider (4.4): by the stationarity of u};, the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and
Theorem 4.5, for any 0 < r < ¢t < T we have that

2
By, (40 - 4N©6)°] =By, (JN / t > ave ()& (x)ds>

€T N
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t 1 T\ - ’
s<t—r>/r B, (mz;jNAw(N)f?(x)) ds
p— t —
- [ e (R ma e
r €T N

+ Y Avo(5) Ao () B [ @ @) }ds
z,y€TN
TAY

< t—r)?
- 4

1A¢]%(0* + O).

Hence, by Kolmogorov’s Criterion, the sequence of processes {.; (¢),t € [0,T]1}y is
tight with respect to the uniform topology of C([0,7'], R) and any limit point has a-Holder
continuous trajectories for any o < %

Finally, tightness of (4.5) follows directly from Proposition 4.6 in the next section. W

4.3 One-Block Estimate and the Nonlinear Term

The goal of this section is to show that the variance of the non-linear term (4.5) vanishes in
the limit as N — oo:

Proposition 4.6. For~ > £ and any ¢ € S(T), we have that limy o0 B« [ B} (¢)*] = 0.

In order to prove the result above, we will need a version of the classical one-block
scheme introduced in [GPV88]. Given a function G : T — R, let

G =5 3 (%),

z€T N

and given ¢ : Qn — R, let

||90||2L2(u}‘v) 1:/ <P(h)2dﬂ?v-
Qn

Given an integer 1 < L < N, define

z+L y—1

. 1 . 1+ 0(2)
Srw=1 Y. Y [{@-&e+1) [2”}

y=z+2 z=z+1

and
- 1 r—2 z—1 B B 1+0'(Z)
Say=7 > Y0 [ -+ [2]
y=x—L z=y+1

where
sgn(Y (b= =)y (=)

sgn(Y (h))uy (h)
Throughout, if L is not an integer, we will keep the notation L to denote | L]. Also, for each

x € Ty, let 7, denote the translation operator by x, namely 7, h(-) := h(x + -). Then, the
following holds:

o(z) =o0,(h) :=

4.9)
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Lemma 4.7 (One-Block Estimate). Let {y € N and let ¢ : Qn — R be a mean-zero function
with respect to iy, and such that its support does not intersect the set of points {0, ..., {o}.
There exists a constant C' independent of N such that, for any t > 0 and any bounded
G:T—R

2
AWE S CM?
G|+ / sgn(Y¥ )w(Txhs)E§°(x)dS> <
(Ze@)]

The same result holds with % replaced with S, as long as the support of ¢ does not
intersect the set of points {—{y, . .., 0} instead.

This lemma is almost identical to [GJS17, Proposition 5], except for the presence of
1+‘7(z) : indeed, calling
x+L

@) = Z W) (4.10)

y x+1

the right average of centred particles, we have that

z+L y—1

£ +1)— &) = Z Y ) - é+ 1)

y rx+2 z=z+1

Compared to the statement and hypotheses of that result, note that not only do we have the
additional factor sgn(Y."), but also — and more importantly — our measure is not invariant
under nearest-neighbour exchanges. By following an argument similar to the one given in
[GJS17], we will see how the introduction of 1%'(’3) precisely makes up for the resulting
correction.

Proof of Lemma 4.7. By the Kipnis—Varadhan inequality [KLO12, Lemma 2.4] and (3.15),
the expectation in the statement is bounded from above by

2

o P (%) sgn(Y (h)p(r: )" ()
zeTN B
=Ct- sup { / ) Sgn(Y(h))(p(Tzh)iéo @) f () dpy
rer L Jan

z€ln (4.11)
N’ (o) }

where the Dirichlet form 2y (f, ;1) was defined in (3.14). To ease the notation, we drop the
superscript N and we call Y = Y'(h) and Y***! = Y (h***1). Now we write o (x) as

z+ly  y—1
Sto () = Z Y €@ - &=+ (4.12)
y r+2 z=x+1
1 vl o(z) —
D IEDDRNORICES] [ } (4.13)

y =x+2 z=x+1

in (4.11): then, the integral term in (4.11) corresponding to (4.12) can be written as

>

z+ly y—1

)sgn(Y)so(ah)( YooY [ée- £<z+1)]>f<h>du}‘v

€T N y=z+2 z=z+1
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1 l-‘r[o _
sgn(Y)samh) (6 ooy §<z>—5<z+1>]> X

/QN z€TN y=z+2 z=2+1
X [f(h) — f(h%”l)] duy (4.14)

z+ly y—1
/Q sgn(Y)so(nh)< Y [ - §(z+1)]>

z€eT N y=x+2 z=x+1
x [f(h) + f(h** ] dpy. (4.15)

<

By Young’s inequality, for any set of positive real numbers {4, },c1, we have that (4.14) is
bounded from above by

z+ly  y—1

*Z > Y a(H)E /Q @[~ e

zE’]I‘Ny 42 z=x+1
z4+Lly  y—1

X X Y o(y)arn, e EOEE I

IGTNy r+2 z=z+ qz1z+1(h)

By (3.15), choosing A, the first integral term is bounded from above by

_ N2
T 40G(E)
N2Dn(f, i) As for the the second term, we get

AR T ORI e
N2 Z Z Z G( )/QNW(Tzh)2 qé\,fz“(h) duy

z€T Ny y=2+2 z=x+1
x4+l  y—1

S 3D DI Die] (WP

€Ty y=2+2 z=x+1

C€
NG el T2,

for some positive constant C' independent of N.
We now turn to (4.15): by performing the change of variable h + h***! and by using
the hypothesis on the support of ¢, we get that this term is equal to

z+ly  y—1
/ sgn(Y)go(nh)( Yo Y [E@-Ez+1)]x
Qn zeT N y=z+2 z=z+1

y |:1 B Sgn(YZ’Z+1)LL*N(hz’Z+1)
sgn(¥ )y (h)

But then, this term cancels with the contribution in (4.11) given by (4.13), so we are done. H

} )f(h)du}"v-

We will also use the following additional asymptotic results about correlations of slopes,
proved in Appendix B. For j € Z odd, let @), = {h € Qy : Y(h) = j}. Note that this is
the same notation used in (3.22) but with different meaning, as now we consider the value of
Y (h) with its sign. Also, let Q3" = U, Q@ and Q5" = U Y. Then, the following

j<—1
holds:
Theorem 4.8. Let N = 2p with p prime. For each v > 0 and m non-negative integer, there
exists a constant C' such that, for N sufficiently big and for any x1, . .., xa,, € TN pairwise
distinct,

2m C
By ll% 15 (a:z)H e (4.16)

i=1



4 EQUILIBRIUM FLUCTUATIONS 33

The same holds when 1q1 is substituted with 19}1'

Theorem 4.9. Let N = 2p with p prime. For each v > 0 and m positive integer, there

exists a constant C' such that, for N sufficiently big and for any x1, . .., x2,, € TN pairwise
distinct,
2m
EN
Eu}"\, 1Q§1 Hf (%)] < N7
i=1

The same holds when 1g>1 is substituted with 1 <-1.
N

Proof of Proposition 4.6. Throughout, C' will denote a generic positive constant independent
of N but changing from line to line. Recalling the definition of the non-linear term in (4.5),
by the inequality (z + y)* < 222 + 2y? and performing a Taylor expansion of tanh(+), for
any 0 <t <Tandany 1 < {3y < N — 1 we have that

E., [2] ()]

2
t
— N tanh? (;7) B, ( / sen(¥Y) 3 Vo (%) N @)EN (= + 1)ds>

0 z€T N

2
< CN'VIE,, ( / o) Y Tao (L) 8w [+ 1) - Ew)] ds)

z€T N
417)
) 2
+CN'"" K, (/ sgn(Y,Y) Z Vo (%) {f(@fﬁ"(z)ds) ’ (4.18)
0 z€T N

where 550 is defined in (4.10). By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Theorem 4.5, the
second term satisfies

2
(4.18) < Ct*N'"2IE,,, ( > Vno (%) §N(a:)5‘z°(x)>

z€T N

C2N1-2v ) Lo Lo N N N . '
< ———IVOILE.; DTN @ WEN @+ HEN y + )
0

z€TN yeTN i=1 j=1

Ct2N1—2v 9 CN?Z  CN2¢2
<= N¢ 0 0
= gg ”Y7¢”u>< o+ N N2 )

N2—2’y
< ceIvol, (S e N
0
Now, note that
z+ly  y—1

_ . 1 _ _
fat+D-@ =& > Y k@ -iz+1)],

y=x+2 z=x+1

so by summing and subtracting 05(z) = o.(hs), defined in (4.9), we get that (4.17) is bounded
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from above by

Clez”’IEM*V K/ sgn(Y.Y) Z VN¢( )f_év(m)x

z€T N

1 z+ly y—1 1 (419)
{z YooY e -+ [ +gé(z)”ds) }
0 y=z+2 z=z+1
+ CNl_Q'VEM}kV {(/ sgn(YN) Z VnNo ( ) éﬁv(x)x
Tty (4.20)

x+ly y—1 O’(Z) 2
{go Y. Y [Ee- fN(z+1)][ : ”ds”

y=z+2 z=x+1
Applying Lemma 4.7 with ¢(h) = £(0) and G = V ¢, we obtain

cwo

(4.19) < 2| V9|2

As for (4.20), calling oV (2) := [¢V(2) — EN (z+ 1] [1 = 0N (2)], by the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality we have that

C2N1-2v , N o+l y—1 N 2
(420) < ——[|VS|%E YoV Y > e
0

€T N y=z+1z=z+1
x+€0 1—1

2 A71—2~
= el HN[Z Y Y @ @ale)x

z€TN t=x+1 z=2+1
eln + + 421)

x> Y e w)

y+lo j—1 :|
yeTN j=y+1 w=y+1

We split (4.21) into four terms by multiplying the random variable inside the expectation by
the sum of the indicator functions of Qi,l, QL. Qj\,l and Qf\fl. First, consider the restriction
to Qf,lz by splitting the sum inside of the expectation into the two cases x = y and = # y on
Qf,l we get that the expectation in (4.21) is bounded from above by

z+lo  i=1 yt+lo j-—1

Euy [Lazi > D> > Y Y @ @a@aeN w) (4.22)

r#y i=x+1 z=x+1 j=y+1 w=y+1

x4+l 1—1
+Eu, |1z > N@y? ( Y Y a (z)> ) (4.23)

z€T N i=x+1 z=x+1
Now, on Q3 for any z € T we have that

(b=
i (h)

_ (1 - e2N’”) B + fN(z)} B _ NG+ 1)}

+ (1 - 6_2N77> B —§N(z)] [; +5N(z+ 1)] .

Ny =1-
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N77 we get that |aN(2)] < &, so by applying

By Taylor expanding > " and e~2 >

Theorem 4.8 with m = 2, it is straightforward to see that

ot
(422) < 05

<

Using the same bound | (2)| < 5,

we also get that

4

cel
(4.23) < 5305

The estimate on Qﬁfl is identical. As for ), the computation is still very similar: once

again, we bound from above the expectation in (4.21) restricted to Q% by

x4+ly  i—1 y+lo -1

By [Toy D) D0 D> >0 > M@ we@a w) (4.24)

rZy i=x+1 z=x+1 j=y+1 w=y+1
2

x+Lo 1—1
+Eu |1y, > EN(x)‘Z(Z > aN(z)> ) (4.25)

z€T N i=x+1 z=x+1

This time, on Q}; we have instead
N 1~ I N
aV(z) =2 {2+§ (z)} {2 —¢£ (z+1)}
+ (1 — 672N77> B — §N(z)] [; + &N+ 1)] .

Using the trivial estimate |a™(z)| < C and applying Theorem 4.9 with m = 2, it is
straightforward to see that

ceg
Ny—1

By the same estimate |a’¥ (z)| < 5 and by Theorem 4.9 with m = 0, we also get that

4.24) <

e
Ny=1

(4.25) <

The estimate on Q;,l is identical. Combining all the bounds for the four terms, we get that

4.21) < C?|| Vol { & +£3}
: — 1 N4v—2 N3v=2 |~

Finally, combining everything together yields

22 /2
0

N 02 02
N($)? 2 1-2 5 5
EM*V [ﬂt @ ] = CtHV(b”OO {t( % TN N4v—2 t N3'y—2> * NQ'Y}

for any 1 < ¢y < N — 1. But then, for v > g, choosing /g = N¢ for some o €
(2 — 27,32y — 1) and sending N — oo concludes the proof. [ |
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4.4 The Martingale Part

In this section we show convergence of the sequence of S’(T)-valued processes {.Z ,t €
[0, TT}N-

Proposition 4.10. For any ¢ € S(T), the sequence of real-valued martingales {.#N (¢),t €
[0,T1}n converges in law to %HV(;SHHGD%((;S), where {#:(¢),t € [0,T1} is a standard
one-dimensional Brownian motion.

To show the proposition above, we need some preliminary results. The following theorem
is a straightforward corollary of [JS03, Theorem VIIL.3.11].

Theorem 4.11. Let { M}t € [0, T}y be a sequence of real-valued cadlag martingales and
let (MN)t denote the quadratic variation ofMtN. Let f : [0,T] — [0, 00) be a deterministic,
continuous function. Assume that:

i) there exists a constant K such that, for each N and each s € [0,T],
K almost surely,

MN —MN| <

ii) Imy o0 E [SUPogng ‘MSN - MN |] =0,
iii) for anyt € [0,T), the sequence of random variables {(M™);} n converges in proba-
bility to f(t).

Then, the sequence {M} .t € [0,T]}n converges in law in D([0,T],R) to a mean-zero
Gaussian martingale on [0,T'] with continuous trajectories and with quadratic variation

given by f.

We start by checking that, for each ¢ € S(T), the sequence {.Z;¥(¢),t € [0,T]}n
satisfies items i) and ii) of the theorem above.

Lemma 4.12. For any ¢ € S(T),
| N () — N (9)| < Voo (4.26)

almost surely, and

lim E,-
N—o00 N

sup 1///SN<¢)—///SN<¢)|] =0. (4.27)
0<s<T

Proof. From (4.1), it is easy to see that, for any ¢,
N () — A () = |uUN @) - 2N ()|

Now assume that a flip happens at time s and position y: then

N Nogy o L Yy y+1 1
RACERALD] —ﬁ’qb(N) —¢(N)’ < <7Vl

which immediately implies (4.26) and (4.27). |

In the two lemmas that follow, we move on to verifying item iii) by proving a stronger
convergence result for the sequence {(.#Z™N (¢)):,t € [0, T1} N

Lemma 4.13. For any ¢ € S(T) and any t € [0, T, the quadratic variation (4.2) of AN (¢)
satisfies

) t
ngnooIEMV (AN ($))e] = Z”VﬁbH%Z(T)'
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Proof. By (4.7) and by the stationarity of 1},
By, [V @))1] = By /t1 > Vo (L) n@as
e t MN 0 N zeT N N ’

with név (x) defined in (4.8). By Theorem 4.5,
independent of N, which yields

Eus, [0V (@)] — 3| < § for some constant C

t 2
Jim By [0 = Jim g 3 Vo ()

z€TN
whence the claim follows. | |

Lemma 4.14. For any ¢ € S(T) and any t € [0,T],
Jim By [((2V @)~ By, [ 0))])°] = 0.
Proof. Note that by (4.7), the stationarity of 13, and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
By, (V@) — By, [V 0))1])]
=E LS e (E) (@) - B ¥ @) 2
“5s ([ 7 2 Vo (F) 00 - B @l
t2 T2 Y\ 2
<qm 2 Vwol(y) () ¢

z,y€TN

x Bue [{n™N @) =By, [0V @]} {0V @) — By, [0V @)},

*

where 1Y (z) is defined in (4.8). For |x — y| < 1, since

Bz [{n™ @) — B, 0¥ @1 {0V @) — Eus, V@] }]1 < C,

this contribution vanishes in the limit. For |z — y| > 1, Theorem 4.5 yields

Eps, [{n™ @) = Euy, [0V @]} {0 ) = Eug, [0V @] }]] <

zlQ

for some constant C' independent of NV, so this contribution also vanishes in the limit. W

Proof of Proposition 4.10. Consider the sequence of martingales {.Z¥ (¢),t € [0,T]}n:
the assumptions of Theorem 4.11 follow directly from Lemmas 4.12, 4.13 and 4.14 above with
f@®) =L|Ve|3. (- Lévy’s characterisation of Brownian motion concludes the proof. W

4.5 Characterisation of the Limit Point
To conclude the proof of Theorem 2.8, we need a more precise result about the 2-point
correlations as given by the following theorem, whose proof is postponed to Appendix B:
Theorem 4.15 (Limit of the 2-point correlations). Let N = 2p with p prime. For any x1 # x4
inT N>
- - 1
: N N _
Jim NE,; [€Y@0eN @2)] = -5
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Proof of Theorem 2.8. As seen in Proposition 4.1, all four terms on the RHS of (4.6) are
tight, so consider a subsequence for which they all converge, which we still denote by V. Let
U, My, #; and By be limit points of %, , . #N , #N and #Y respectively. Note that (4.4)
can be written as

1 t
SACEE /0 UN (Ane)ds,

from which it is easy to see that the limit points { %, ¢ € [0,T]} and {%,t € [0, T} must
be related via

1 t
A= / Uy(Ad)ds.
0

Also, Proposition 4.6 implies that %; = 0, and hence we get the equation

1 t
U0 = U0+ 5 [ Udds+ M40

where, by Proposition 4.10, {.#;(¢),t € [0,T]} is a continuous martingale of quadratic

variation itHV(bH%Q(TN). Hence, {%;,t € [0,T1]} is a stationary solution of (2.11) with
1

A=0= 5-

As for its variance, note that for any ¢ € S(T),

Elﬁv [%N (¢)2]

=By, <\/1N 3 @ (_,”Q))

z€T N
= Y B @@ (2) 5 X B @@ wl (%) (L),
x€TN z,yeTn
TFy

Since E,,z, [N (2)?] = 1, the first term clearly converges to 1 ||¢||2, (- As for the second
term, by Theorem 4.15 we have that

. 1 ~ ~ T Y
ngnoo N Z By, [5%7\[(1’)@]\[(11)] o (N) o (N)
z,y€TN
T#y
_ 1 T Y
Jdm 2 0(5)(%)
z,y€Tn
TFY
1/(1 z ’
= Jim -3 <N 2 ¢(N)> ’
z€T N
and thus 1
Jim By (%707 = 7 (10 — (1,6)) .
which completes the proof. ]

Appendix A Energy Estimate and Uniqueness of Weak Solutions

In this appendix we complete the proof of the characterisation of the hydrodynamic limit
by showing that any limit point Q of {Q™} 5 must be concentrated on trajectories whose
density p belongs to the Sobolev space L%([0, T'], H'), and that the weak solutions of (2.6)
are unique.
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A.1 Energy Estimate

In order to show that p belongs to L2([0, T'], H!), it suffices to prove the following propo-
sition, which is usually called an energy estimate. The result then follows from Riesz’s
Representation Theorem; for a full argument, see for example [FGN13, Section 5.2] or
[FGN15, Section 4.3].

Let C,T’n([(), T] x T) be the set of continuous functions on [0,7] x T with compact
support which are m times differentiable in the first variable and n in the second, with
continuous derivatives, where m and n are positive integers.

Proposition A.1. Given any limit point Q of {QN } , there exists a positive constant k > 0

such that
T T
sup{/ /8uH(s,u)ps(u)duds— /i/ /H(s,u)zduds}] < 00,
H o Jr o Jr

where the supremum is along all functions H € C,S’Q([O, T x T).

Eq

Proof. To ease the notation, we drop the superscript NV, and we denote by C' a generic finite
positive constant changing from time to time or even within the same line. Following the
same argument given in the proofs of the replacement lemma (Lemma 3.4) and [GMO23,
Lemma 6.10], it suffices to show that there exists a positive constant x > 0 such that

hmsup—logE |: fo {EreTNf ()0 H( ) kN || H(s, )HLzm} :| < CT. (A.1)

N—o0

By the Feynman-Kac formula, the expression in the limit in (A.1) is bounded from above by

ds} ,
(A2)
where the supremum runs along all probability densities f with respect to p7;. Note that

OuH (s, %) =N [H(s, %) — H(s, %)] +O( ). so we can perform a summation by parts
and rewrite

S“p{/ [ > o H( )<5(w),f>u;v — K|[H(s, )2 — NOn(VF, 1)

f z€T N

~ 2 Oull = = - h)dys
;g%i ( ) (x) f /QN'xET D])[g(m) g(x‘+>1)]f( ) o
/ %) [€@) — & + D] [f(h) + f (h*+1)] dycy (A3)
ON zeTy
/ 3) (@) — &@+ D] [f() — £ (W) ] duy (A4)
QN €T N ‘N

up to an error of order at most % If we multiply and divide by qi\{ 2+1(h), defined in (3.13),
then by Young’s inequality, for any A > 0 we get the bound

<G [ 3 aesn [V~ VTG a (A3)
N zeTn
» [VI® — T
/ ) - dily. (A6)
Qn qx7x+1(h)

z€T N
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Choosing A = 2N and using (3.15), we obtain that

(A5 < NIN(VT, 1)

and o )
Ao << > H(sv)

€T N

As for (A.3), by performing the change of variable h — h**+1, we see that
1 x - iy (h™* 1)
(A3) = 7/ E H (s, )@ — @+ D] f (A7) |1 — S [ duly.
2 Jay 55, %) 1) piv(h) N

Then, recalling that p is invariant for nearest neighbour exchanges up to a correction of
order % (see (3.25)), by Young’s inequality, for any B > 0 we get the bound

(A3) < g/g 3 H(s,%fdu}‘v

N zeTn
2
1 / 12 wy (Rt
LA [1 i )
4B Jay z€Ty p(h)
Choosing B = ﬁ then yields
C x\2
Ay<< > H(s, N> el
z€T N
Combining everything together, we finally get
(A2)</T ¢ 3 H(s £)2+C+Q—H/H(S w?du b ds
= Jo | N T "N N T ’ '

The conclusion follows from noting that - > H(s, %)* converges to [ H(s,u)*du.

z€T N

A.2 Uniqueness of Weak Solutions

Proof of Lemma 2.3. First, let Z : [0, T] — [—1, 1] and assume that p : [0,7] x T — [0, 1]
is fixed and belongs to L2([0,77],H'). It is then immediate that the equation 9;Y; =
—2Z:(pt,1 — p;) admits a unique weak solution with initial condition Yj in the sense of
Definition 2.2. We now show that, if Z : [0,T] — [—1, 1] is fixed, the PDE

{@ﬂt = 3Ap: — Z:Vpe(1 — pp)l, (A7)

p(Oa ) = pPo,
also has a unique weak solution in the sense of Definition 2.2 (in particular, satisfying

p € L%([0,T],HY)). Let p, p be two weak solutions of (A.7) and let p := p — j. Note that
we can write

Zy [pe(L = pp) — pe(L = p)] = Zipe(1 — py — o),
and thus, since p(0, -) = 0, calling b; := Z,(1 — p; — p¢), we have that p satisfies

T 1
/ <ﬂt7 Orpr + §A¢t + btv¢t>dt =0 (A.8)
0
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for each test function ¢ € Cé’2([07 T] x T). Since p and p are in L2([0, 7], H') and Z is in
L°°[0,T], we see that b belongs to L2([0, T], H'), so we can find smooth functions {b}.~0
such that b* — bin L2([0,T],H!) as € — 0; see, for example, [Eval0, Theorem 5.3.2.2].
Hence, we have that

165 = bl 220, 7yxm) + 1V0° = Vbl 220 7yxmy — O as e — 0. (A9)

For each € > 0, given a smooth function ¢y € C§°([0,T'] x T), consider the PDE

{% + 346 + bV =1 on [0,T) x T, (A.10)

Then, its (unique) solution ¢° is in 6‘3’2([07 T1 x T), so we can use it as a test function in
(A.8) and get that, for each ¢ > 0,

T T
/ (et + / (e, (by — b))V ) dt = 0. (A1)
0 0

Now, from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have that

T T
/ (e, (b — BV %) dt| < 1171 = to. 1) / 1B — b5 | 2oy | V65 | 2oy dit
0 0

< |pllze b = b%[|L2qo,x) [V (| 20,715y (A12)

From (A.9), we have that both ||b°|| .20, 7xT) and || V6% || 2o, 17xT) are uniformly bounded
in €, and hence, since ¢° solves (A.10), by a standard argument we can also get a uniform
bound in ¢ for ||V¢®| 20, 7)xT), namely there exists a constant C' < oo independent of &
such that

IVé© || L20,11xm) < C. (A.13)
From (A.11), (A.12), (A.9), (A.13) and the Dominated Convergence Theorem, we get that
for each ¢ € C§°([0,T'] x T) we have that f0T<,5t, Y¢)dt = 0, which yields p = 0 almost
everywhere on [0,77] x T.

Finally, assume that (p, Y) and (p, }7) are both weak solutions of (2.6), and call Z :=
sen(Y), Z := sgn(Y), 7 := inf{t € [0,T] : Z; = 0} and 7 := inf{t € [0,T] : Z, = O}.
Note that, until 7, := 7 A 7, we have that Z = A , so the solutions (p, Y') and (p, }7) must
coincide by our above arguments. But then, 7 and 7 must also coincide, since they are both
equal to inf{t € [0, 77 : fg Zs(ps(1 — ps),1)ds = Yy }. Now, since both Y and Y solve an

equation of the form 9,Y; = — sgn(Y;) f(t) for some positive f, it is easy to see that after
they hit zero they remain equal to zero indefinitely; in particular, after Tyin, Z = Z = 0, so
that p and p must again coincide by the above argument. This completes the proof. |

Appendix B Asymptotics of the Correlation Functions

In this appendix we show Theorems 4.15, 4.5, 4.8 and 4.9. For the rest of the section we let
N = 2p with p odd prime and we denote by E,,« [ - ] the expected value with respect to the
measure py = (., on{y.

We start by showing an asymptotic result for the partition function Zy -, defined in
Lemma 2.1. In order to do so, we will use the following preliminary result, whose proof
contains the main ideas necessary to show all the results proved in this section. Let A =
AN)={ee{-1, 13N : N & =0}. Fork=1,3,...,N — 1, let

N
Ay = Ap(N) := {g €AY i =k (modN)}

=1
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and let oy, = card(Ayg).

Theorem B.1. Foranyk =1,3,...,2p — 1,

Proof. Given a configuration & in A, let jq,...,j, be the indices of the —1’s, namely
{J1,--.,Jp} is the subset of {1,...,2p} suchthat{; =...=¢; = —1. Then,
2p 2p p

> it =k(mod2p) <= > i—2 ji = k(mod2p)

i=1 i=1 i=1

P
= 2) ji=p—k(mod2p)
=1

P
. —k
<= Z],; = pT (mod p).
i=1

Hence, computing the «y’s is equivalent to calculating how many p-element subsets of
{1,2,...,2p} have a sum congruent to m (mod p) foreachm = 0,1,...,p— 1. Letwbe a
primitive p-th root of unity: then note that we can write

(@ =1 =@ —w)@ —w?) - (- W),
but on the other hand we can also write
(P — 1) = 2%P — 227 + 1.

Hence, the coefficient of z” on the RHS of the two expressions above must be the same, so

we get
_ Z wil...wip :_2'

1<is <...<ip<2p

Since w? = 1, we can read the powers of w modulo p on the LHS of the equality above, and
write it as

p—1

> apwt =2, (B.1)

k=0
where ay, is the number of p-element subsets of {1,...,2p} whose elements have a sum
congruent to k (mod p); in particular, the a;’s are a permutation of the cv;’s. But now, a linear
combination of 1,w, . ..,wP~! can only be zero if all the coefficients are the same, so (B.1)
implies that

a0—2:a1 =...=0p-1-

Since "7 ax = (%), the conclusion easily follows. [

Corollary B.2. We have that

N —o0

N -1
lim N17<N> Zy, =1
2

-1
In particular, for N sufficiently large, ﬁ < 2N1_’Y(g) .
2

T
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Proof. The following remark will be used repeatedly. For k € Z odd, let Ay = {heQn:
Y (h) = k} and let a, = card(Ay). By shifting a height configuration upwards by one, its
integral increases by NV, and hence, if £ = j (mod V), then there is a bijection between Ay,
and flj. On the other hand, for k£ = 1,3,... N — 1, there is a bijection between flk and
Ay: this can be seen by mapping £ € Ay with > i§; = alN + k to the height configuration
h e Ay starting at —a and with slopes given by £. This implies that, for any m € Z and
k=1,3,..., N — 1, we have that

QmN+k = Q. (B.2)

But then, by Theorem B.1 we get that

-1 —1 oo
. N . N - ke
lim Nl_'Y(N ZNn~ = lim N N ape” N7
N—o0 5 ’ N —o0 5
2 2 k=1
k odd
o~k . 2 e nT
= lim — e N7 = lim — =1,
N—oo NV N—oo NV 1 — e~ w7
k odd
as required. |

B.1 Limit of the 2-Point Correlations
We now proceed to show Theorem 4.15, for which we will need the following preliminary
result. Fix two distinct points z1, z2 in Ty and let

B° = BY(N;a1,22) := {€ € A: E(11) = &(w2) = —1},

B' = B'(N;a1,22) := {£ € A: E(x1) = 1, €(a2) = —1},

B? = BA(N;a1,2) := {£ € A: £(21) = E(a2) = 1}

The index in the B’s denotes how many sites out of 21 and x5 we are setting to be equal to 1.
Also, fork=1,3,...,N —1landj =0,1,2 let

N

Bl = {g €B ) g = k(modN)}
i=1

and let Bi = card(B;i).

Theorem B.3. Foreachk =1,3,...,2p— 1and j = 0,1, 2 we have that

1 /2p—2
Bi—( .)‘Sp
p\p—3j

Proof. The proof follows the same argument given to show Theorem B.1. We will show the
result for z; = 1 and x5 = 2, but the same proof can be adapted to any couple of different
sites. By a symmetry argument, it is easy to see that we only need to show the result for
j = 1landj = 2. First, let j = 1 and, given a configuration ¢ in B, let ji, ..., j,—1 be the

remaining indices of the —1’s, namely {j1, ..., jp—1} is the subset of {3, ..., 2p} such that
§j1 =...= €jp—1 =—1. Then,
2p 2p p—1

Zigi =k (mod2p) < 172+Zz’722ji = k (mod 2p)

=1 =3 i=1
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p—1
= 2) ji=p—k—4(mod2p)
i=1

p—1 p—k
Z? 5 (mod p)

Hence, computing the 3 ’s is equivalent to calculating how many (p — 1)-element subsets of
the set {3,4, ..., 2p} have a sum congruent to m (mod p) foreachm = 0,...,p — 1. Now
let w be a primitive p-th root of unity: note that we can write

(a7 — 1)?

" -z =Y (= W) B.3
T Rl G S CRslthy (B.3)
On the other hand, we can also write
(aP —1)?

(r — w)(r —w?)

_ P —1 P —1

C\z-—w T — w?

=@ w2+ WP Y@ P2 4L+ 2P, (B.4)

Thus, the coefficient of P! in (B.3) and (B.4) must be the same, so we get

Z Wit = 2P g 2L e (B.5)
3<i1< .. <ip_1<2p

Now, since w? = 1, we can read the powers of w modulo p on both sides of the equality
above. Also, as j ranges from 1 to p, then 2(p — j) + (§ — 1) (mod p) takes all the values
0,...,p— 1, so we can write (B.5) as

p—1
Zakwk:1+w+w2+...+wp_1, (B.6)
k=0

where ay, is the number of (p — 1)-element subsets of {3,...,2p} whose elements have a
sum congruent to k (mod p); in particular, the aj’s are a permutation of the 3;’s. But now, a
linear combination of 1,w, . ..,wP~! can only be zero if all the coefficients are the same, so
(B.6) implies that
ap=a; =...=0ap—1-

Since Zi;é BL = (2;’:12), it is easy to conclude. The proof for j = 2 follows from the
very same argument, except that one needs to look at the coefficient of z7~2 in (B.3) and
(B.4). |
Proof of Theorem 4.15. For k = 1,3,...,N — 1 and 5 = 0,1,2, let ﬂi = 6Z($1,1'2).
Calling Bi the analogue of &y, defined in the proof of Corollary B.2, by the same argument
that led to (B.2) we get Bimm-k = ﬁg foranym € Zand k =1,3,..., N — 1. Hence,

B, [E(x1)E(x2)]
= pn{€@)E(x2) = 1} — py{€(@1)E(22) = —1}
= (un{B*@1, 22)} + py{B (@1, 22)}) — (un{B' (@1, 22)} + p{B" (@2, 21)})
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o0

~ e >[5 3) = (A o)
k odd

Now, by Corollary B.2 and Theorem B.3, for each k£ we have that
N (B2 4 3) — (B + Bla,en)]

lim
N—o0 ZNQ,
o o [2G5) 255
N—oo N’Y—l(g> %
i (375 - (@)
N —o00 (g)
2
— —2N
o Ngnoo N -1
= -2

Hence, we get

. . PR
lim NE,; [€@0e@)] = lim —— kZ e N

=1
k odd
i 2 e w7
o Ngnoo 7% 1— 67%
= 1.
Recall that, for any € Ty, we have £V(2) € {—1, 5} instead of {—1,1}, and thus by
rescaling the variables we get the result of Theorem 4.15. |

B.2 Bound for the 2m-Point Correlations

We now show Theorem 4.5. The argument is, again, very similar to that used in the proof of
Theorem 4.15, but it gets a bit more involved. To make the presentation clearer, we first give
a full argument for the case m = 2, and then briefly explain the steps necessary to generalise
it to any m.

Fix four pairwise distinct points x1,...,z4in Ty and, for 5 = 0,1,...,4, let

CJ = Cj(N;.’L'17.T2,$3,‘T4)
={{eA:l(x)=...=&=j) = 1L, {xj41) = ... = &(xy) = —1}.

Again, the index in the C’s denotes how many, out of the four considered sites, we are setting
to be equal to 1. Also, as before, fork =1,3,...,N —1landj =0,1,...,4 et

N

Cl = {g €Cy ) i = k(modN)}
i=1

and ~] = card(CY).

Theorem B.4. Foreachk =1,3,...,2p—1and j =0,1,...,4, we have that

o 1(2p—14
vi—( )’Spg-
p\pP—1J
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Proof. We assume x; = ¢ for each ¢ = 1,...,4, but again the proof can be adapted to
any set of four pairwise distinct sites. By a symmetry argument, we only need to show the
result for j = 2,3,4. First, let j = 2: then, by the same argument used in the proof of
Theorem B.3, computing the 7;’s is equivalent to calculating how many (p — 2)-element
subsets of {5, 6, ...,2p} have a sum congruent to m (mod p) foreachm = 0,1,...,p — 1.
Now, if w is a primitive p-th root of unity, we can write

(zP — 1)?

— 2 — (- z—-wY (= w)?. (B.7)
[Tioy(@ —w)
On the other hand, we can also write
(P = 1) P —1 zP -1

[l -w) @-wE-uw) @—wd)(z-—-uwh
p—2 p—2
- (Z a2ty w9> <Z a2ty m) (B.8)
=0 0€0,; =0 AEN;

where O, ..., 0,_2 and Ag, ..., A, o are some subsets of {0,1,...,p — 1} such that, for
eachl =0,...,p— 2, card(©;) = card(A;) = [. This implies that the coefficient of zP~2 in
(B.7) and (B.8) must be the same, so we get that

p—2
_ E wll e w"‘P—Q — E E we . E wA
5<i1<...<ip_2<2p =0 0cO,; AEA, 2

By reading the powers of w modulo p, the equality above can be written as

p—1 p—2
doawt==3 | oW Y W),
k=0 1=0 \6€o, €Ay 2y

where the a;’s are a permutation of the fy,%’s. Now, the total number of powers of w that
get added in the RHS of the equation above is Zf;g I(p — 2 — 1) < p?. This implies that,

for each k,j = 0,...,p — 1, we have that |a; — a;| < p3. Now let apin = miny a; and
(max = Maxy, ay. Since P~ 0 ay, = (2;__24), then
p—1
2p —4
Z(amin + pg) > < >
p—2
k=0
which yields apin, > %(217”:24) — p3; similarly we get apax < %(2;’:24) + p3. The proof for
j = 3 and j = 4 follows from the exact same argument, except that one needs to look at the
coefficient of P~2 and 2P~*, respectively, in (B.7) and (B.8). |

Proof of Theorem 4.5, m = 2. Let 'yi = vi(xl,xg, xs,r4) foreach k = 1,3,..., N — 1
and 7 = 0,...,4. By Theorem B.4, for any permutation o of (x1,...,x4) we have that

) ) N3

7. — (o] < T

Hence, by the same argument used in the proof of Theorem 4.15, we get that

4 4 4
Hf(xi)] 5N {Hf(wi)zl} —uy {Hf(ﬂﬁi):—l}‘
i=1

i=1 i=1

E.x
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o0

1

<
=z

ok
h,if — 42+ 692 — 4k +’y,2| + 3N3) e"N7. (B.9)

Y =1
k odd
Now, by Corollary B.2 and Theorem B.4, we have that

Ve — 4%+ 67k — 4y + ] + 3N
Zn,

< 1 [Z(N_4>+6<N_4) 8(N—4>+2N3}+3N3
= Nzw, P\ -a) Ty o) "My s Zvs

_ N
< 2N [4N3(N

2) TINT 8N 16

C
<
- N2tv

for some positive constant C' independent of NV, and hence

4 o'}
C ok
By, Hgm)l ’ <SsEm e (B.10)
=t Foda
_C e N
- N2y 1— 67% ’
which completes the proof. |

The key to generalising the result to any positive integer m lies in the following identity.

Lemma B.5. Let N, m be positive integers with m < N. Then,
2m  (2m\ (2N —2 j
>t () Oy o ()
2N - 2N

(v) (5m)
Proof. Consider a set X of 2N elements, fix a subset Y C X of cardinality 2m, and sample
a subset Z of X uniformly from the subsets of X of cardinality N. Then, the LHS of (B.11)
can be read as the probability that the cardinality of Z N'Y is even minus the probability that
it is odd. But, since we are sampling uniformly at random, this is equivalent to the same

difference of probabilities when first fixing Z C X of cardinality /V and then sampling Y
uniformly at random from the subsets of X of cardinality 2m. Hence, we have the identity

2% (R ORI () lame ) D
() o)

Now consider the polynomial (z2 — 1)™V: the coefficient of 2> is

(v
m

On the other hand, by writing (22 — DY = (x + DNz — 1)V, we see that the coefficient of

%™ is also equal to
2m
N N ,
o \J m-—=j

This implies that the RHS of (B.12) is equal to the RHS of (B.11), which concludes the
proof. |

(B.11)

(B.12)
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Sketch of proof of Theorem 4.5. 1t is (tedious but) straightforward to verify that the analogue
of Theorems B.3 and B.4 gives a polynomial bound in p for any positive integer m. Then, by
following the very same argument that led to (B.9), it all comes down to verifying that, for N

sufficiently big,
1 /N\ 2% /2m)\ /N - 2m - C
il _1)J -
N(N> Z(]>(N_J>( 1) §N7n+1'

2 j=0 2

for some positive constant C' independent of N. But this is a straightforward consequence of
Lemma B.5. |

Remark B.6. By paying more attention and taking limits instead of just bounding terms from
above, one could actually get the same precise asymptotic result for the 2m-point correlation
as done for the 2-point correlations, and in particular one could show that the bounds in
Theorem 4.5 are sharp. However, this is not necessary for our goals.

B.3 Restrictions to Subspaces of Fixed Integral
We finally show Theorems 4.8 and 4.9.

Proof of Theorems 4.8 and 4.9. Both results are by-products of the proofs presented above.

To show Theorem 4.8, we follow the same steps as in the proofs of Theorem 4.5. The only
difference is that, when we get to the point of computing the analogue of the sum in (B.10),
the range of k starts from 3 instead of 1, so we end up with the same bounds as before.

For Theorem 4.9 instead, when computing the bounds for the restricted correlations,
this time the analogue of the sum in (B.10) is only indexed by k£ = 1, which yields (4.16).
The remaining bound for the total measure is a direct consequence of Theorem B.1 and
Corollary B.2, as for IV sufficiently big we have that

1 1
are” N7 < 2N1=7Ve~ w7

]E*[l }:
5% Q% ZN,A/ > N

This completes the proof. n
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