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Abstract We study fluctuation fields of orthogonal polynomials in the context of particle
systems with duality. We thereby obtain a systematic orthogonal decomposition of the fluctu-
ation fields of local functions, where the order of every term can be quantified. This implies a
quantitative generalization of the Boltzmann—Gibbs principle. In the context of independent
random walkers, we complete this program, including also fluctuation fields in non-stationary
context (local equilibrium). For other interacting particle systems with duality such as the
symmetric exclusion process, similar results can be obtained, under precise conditions on
the n particle dynamics.
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1 Introduction

The Boltzmann—Gibbs principle is an important ingredient in the study of fluctuation fields of
interacting particle systems [8]. It basically states that on the central limit scale, the fluctuation
field of local functions can be replaced by a constant times the density fluctuation field, or
in other words, it can be replaced by its projection on the one dimensional space generated
by the density fluctuation field (where projection has to be understood in an appropriate
Hilbert space of macroscopic quantities [1]). The aim of the present paper is to refine and
quantify the Boltzmann—Gibbs principle in the context of particle systems with duality, using
fluctuation fields of orthogonal polynomials. Indeed, it turns out that replacing the fluctuation
field of a local function by its projection on the density field corresponds to the projection
on the fluctuation fields of orthogonal polynomials of order one. Therefore, the Boltzmann—
Gibbs principle easily follows from an estimation of the covariance of fluctuation fields
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of orthogonal polynomials of order two and higher. In this paper, for independent random
walkers we quantify the precise order of these covariances of fluctuation fields of orthogonal
(Charlier) polynomials of order n forall n € N, and therefore we are able to give an orthogonal
decomposition of the fluctuation field of any local function, which is a generalization of the
Boltzmann—Gibbs principle. Next, still in the context of independent random walkers, we
are able to extend this result in a non-equilibrium setting, using the fact that product of
Poisson measures are preserved under this dynamics, i.e., a strong form of propagation of
local equilibrium holds in that context.

One of the basic ingredients of our approach is stochastic duality, a property shared by a cer-
tain class of interacting particle systems such as independent random walkers [2], exclusion
process, inclusion process, brownian energy process, etc. (see [3] for a review on the subject).
Thanks to duality the n-body correlation functions obey closed equations, not involving higher
correlations. This has many implications, such as the possibility to study the decay properties
of correlation functions [6] and to study small perturbation of the original process [4].

In this paper we exploit a duality property with orthogonal polynomials (see e.g. [11])
combined with precise estimates (of local limit type) of the n particle dynamics. Therefore,
the results immediately apply in the context of the stationary symmetric exclusion process,
and more generally for particle systems where these precise estimates (of local limit type)
of the n particle dynamics can be obtained (e.g. via the log-Sobolev inequality [9]). Next we
consider the orthogonal polynomial fluctuation fields themselves and prove that they converge
in the sense of generalized processes, i.e., as a random space-time distribution. The rest of
our paper is organized as follows: In Sect. 2 we formally introduce our system of random
walkers, and the basic concepts and properties needed for the development of this paper. In
Sect. 3, on the context of stationarity, we start by introducing our results for the simplest
non-trivial example of second order and move to a generalization first to higher orders and in
a next stage to more general functions. We present in Sect. 4 an extension of these last results
to a non-equilibrium setting. Finally in Sect. 5 we show how under additional assumptions
our results can be extended to other interacting particle systems.

2 Basic Notions
2.1 Independent Random Walkers

We consider a system of independent random walkers (IRW), an interacting particle system
where particles randomly hop on the lattice Z¢ without interaction and with no restrictions
on the number of particles per site. Configurations are denoted by 7, &, ¢ and are elements
of @ = N2 (where N denotes the natural numbers including zero). We denote by 7, the
number of particles at x in the configuration n € Q. The generator working on local functions
f 2 — Ris of the type

Lfa) =Y pl, Hni(f0’) = fm) e)
ij
where 1/ denotes the configuration obtained from 5 by removing a particle from i and putting
it at j. Additionally, we assume that p(i, j) is a translation invariant, symmetric, irreducible
Markov transition function on Z<, i.e.,
L pG, j)=p@,))=pQO,j—1i.
2. Zjezd p@,j)=1
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3. There exists R > 0 such that p(i, j) = 0for |i — j| > R.
4. Forallx,y € 74 there existi] = x, ..., ip = y such that ]_[Z:l p ik, ik+1) > 0.

For the associated Markov process on €2, we use the notation {n(z) : t+ > 0}, i.e., ny(¢)
denotes the number of particles at time 7 at location x € Z¢.

It is well known that these particle systems have a one parameter family of homoge-
neous (w.r.t. translations) reversible and ergodic product measures v, o > 0 with Poisson
marginals

n

Vy(n) = ;

—p

This family is indexed by the density of particles, i.e.,

/ﬂOdVﬁ =p

Remark 2.1 Notice that for these systems the initial configuration has to be chosen in a subset
of configurations such that the process {n(¢) : t > 0} is well-defined. A possible such subset
is the set of tempered configurations. This is the set of configurations 1 such that there exist
C, B € R that satisfy |n(x)| < C|x|P forall x € RY. We denote this set (with slight abuse of
notation) still by €2, because we will always start the process from such configurations, and
this set has v; measure 1 for all p. Since we are working mostly in L2(v5) spaces, this is not
a restriction.

2.2 Orthogonal Polynomial Self-duality

The self-duality of the process we introduced and which we need in the sequel is as follows.
We denote by Q2 the set of configurations with a finite number of particles (we denote by
€Nl = D", & this number of particles), and the self-duality function will then be a function
D : Qy x 2 — R such that the following properties hold.

1. Self-duality:
E,[D(, n)] = Ee[D(&, )] (2
forall § € Qf,n € Q (where we remind that n € Q is always chosen such that the

process {n(t) : t > 0} is well-defined when starting from 7).
2. Factorized polynomials:

DE ) =[] dE. n) ©)
iezd
where d(0,n) = 1, and d(k, -) is a polynomial of degree k.
3. Orthogonality:

/D(S, mDE', mdvs(n) = 8 ga() “)
where a(§) = D& )2, -
Notice that these functions will depend on the parameter p, but we suppress this dependence
in order not to overload notation.

The duality functions which, for independent random walkers, satisfy properties (2),(3)
and (4) are known in the literature as Charlier polynomials. These polynomials can be
expressed in terms of hypergeometric functions as follows:

-k — 1
d(k,n)=2F0|: B n;—;]
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the single site duality functions d (k, n) satisfy the three terms recurrence relation
d(k—i—l,n):d(k,n)—ﬁd(k,n—1) %)
P

additionally to this recurrence relation, at least two more relations can be found.

Remark 2.2 To avoid minor confusions please notice that in [7] arelation between “classical”
and new orthogonal duality polynomials is given. Where with classical polynomials we mean

k) ==

(©)

and the way they relate is given by

& _ |
pE =[] (i’.‘)(—p)&‘fﬁ )

xezd j=0

However expression (7) differs by a factor —pé! from the traditional form of the Charlier
polynomials found in the literature:

EX
peE.m=T] Z(iﬁ‘)(—p)—f o @®)

= (nx = J)!

The factor —p!ll is however invariant under the dynamics of our process that conserves
the total number of particles ||£(¢)||, and hence its addition preserves the duality property.
Duality function (8) is precisely the one that satisfies the relation given in (5) when starting
with d(0,n) = 1.

For more details on orthogonal duality and a proof of self-duality with respect to this
function we refer to [7] and [11]. In those papers a more complete study is provided, which
includes the case of other processes such as exclusion and inclusion, among others.

We denote by p; (&, ') the transition probability to go from the configuration & to & in time
t. A key ingredient for our proof of the Boltzmann—Gibbs principle and its extensions is the
following elementary consequence of duality with orthogonal duality functions.

Lemma 2.1 Let£,&" € Qp, then

/]En(D(E, 1)) DE', mdv;(n) = pi(§, ENaE) (&)

Proof We use self-duality to compute
/En[D(S,nz)]D(%", mdv;(n) = /Es[D(ér,n)]D(S’, mdv; ()
= Y n.o) [ DenDE mdvsn
¢

= pi(§,8)a)
that proves the result. O

Remark 2.3 Notice that (9) in particular implies that if 7o is initially distributed according
to v, then
Covy, (D, 1) D', m) = 0 (10)

i.e. duality orthogonal polynomials are positively correlated.
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Lemma 2.1 provides a big simplification since it allows to transfer most of the uncertainty of
our process to the transition kernel p, (£, &) of two configurations in €2 s. Here {£(7), ¢ > 0}
is a Markov process with countable state space, conserving only ||£(¢)| in the course of time,
and then easier to treat. In the Appendix we provide an estimate of this kernel by means of
the local limit theorem.

2.3 Fluctuation Fields

Let .7 (R?) be the set of Schwarz functions on R?, and denote by .7’ (RY) the corresponding
distributions space. Moreover we denote by 7, the spatial shift, i.e., Ty (n)y = 7y4x,. Fix
¢ € (R and let f : @ — R be a local function, we define its fluctuation field on scale
N as

XNCE s @) i=an(£) Y ¢ (%) (e f ) — v (o) (11)
xezd
where
Wio)i= [ fave wrni= g (12)

and ay (-) is a suitable normalization constant depending on f. The field XN (f, n; -) is a
Schwarz-distribution associated to the configuration 7. An important case is the density
fluctuation field, where we chose f(n) = no, an(f) = N—4/2,

The time-dependent fluctuation field at scale N is then defined as

XNCf 15 @) = XNCF n(N?1); 9) (13)

the diffusive rescaling anticipates the natural macroscopic time-scale in this symmetric pro-
cess, which has the linear heat equation as hydrodynamic limit. {Xn(f, ¢; -), ¢ > 0} is then
a Schwarz-distribution valued stochastic process.

2.4 Boltzmann-Gibbs Principle

The Boltzmann—Gibbs principle makes rigorous the idea that the density fluctuation field is the
fundamental fluctuation field, because the density is the only (non-trivial) conserved quantity
in the process under consideration. This means that one can replace, in first approximation,
the fluctuation field of a function f by its “projection on the density field”. For a local function
f this projection is the fluctuation field of the function P (f) := w/f (p)(no — p), where
Vr(p) = [ fdvs.

The standard statement of the Boltzmann—Gibbs principle is given in the following theorem.
Theorem 2.1 For all f local, and ¢ € . (R?) and for all T > 0

17 2
ngnooEu,; |:<Nd/2/0 XN(Ss 1 @) —XN(Pl(f),lH/’))dl) i| =0. (14)

We refer to [8] for the proof of Theorem and for a comprehensive discussion of the result
that is valid in a more general context and not only for the process considered in the present

paper.
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2.5 Fluctuation Fields of Orthogonal Polynomials

For n € N we denote by .77, the (real) Hilbert spaces generated by the polynomials D (&, -)
with degree at most n, i.e. ||€]| < n. We have of course the inclusion ) = R C 7 C 4 C
... and the union of the spaces .7, is dense in Lz(vp). Moreover, for every f € Lz(vp) its
projection on %, is given by

D(, )
=Y (DG s
£eQ €l <n a(é)

where (-, -) denotes the Lz(vﬁ) inner product.

The aim of what follows is to show that the Boltzmann—Gibbs principle is an instance of a
more general statement concerning the fluctuation behavior of functions which are orthogonal
to ¢, for some n € N. This is (in some sense to be explained below) the case for the function

f=Pif).
For§ e Qr,p € (R?) we define the n-th order polynomial fluctuation field as

XyE e =) ¢(y) DE )

xeZd

=Y ¢(%) D& . (16)

xezd

3 Stationary Case
3.1 Second Order Polynomial Field

We start with the simplest non-trivial example for independent random walkers started from
a product measure with homogeneous Poisson marginals. To illustrate our point let us start
with a simple computation, which contains all the important ingredients of the more general
Theorem 3.1 below. Consider the field

XY (i) = XnQ280.1.9) = Y ¢ (%) D28, 1) (17)

xezd

The notation X 1(5) suggests that this is in some sense the ’second order” polynomial field. In
the orthogonal polynomial language, this is the field of the second order Charlier polynomial:

D(28¢,m) = nx(nx — 1) —2p(ny — p) — p* (18)
recall from earlier that
a(28p) = /(D(25x, m)2dv, (1)
then we have the following.

Proposition 3.1 The second order polynomial field Xﬁ)(n; @) is such that

1. Fort > 0 we have

Ev [XP 010: ) XP 010 )] =a80) Y. 9Ge (it y)?  (19)

x,yezd
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2. As a consequence, fort > 0 we have

d - a(26p) _dlv—y?
W >y T ee(y)dxdy

(20)

Proof The first statement follows from self-duality and Lemma 2.1. For the second statement
we use that ¢ has compact support, call this support S, and define

Jim By, [XQ 0 V0: )X 0003 0)] =

M = max{d(x,y) :x,y € S} 21

it follows from Theorem 6.2 that there exists ¢ = ¢(M) such that

RW _ ¢
sup  pye, (X) < py2,(x) (1 + 7)
xX:|x|<MNA/t N ' N«ﬁ

with p;(-) as defined in (71). Then from (28) it follows that

Ev [ X0 00: 90X P 010): )]

2
=a(280) Y o()0(F) Py () 2 (y) (1 + NL\H)

x,yeS
d 1 _d—y? e \?
_ y
=a@0) - g g 2 PeRe W (1 +Tﬁ)
x,yeS
and letting N — oo we obtain the r.h.s. of (20). ]

In the current context the Boltzmann—Gibbs principle for the fluctuation field of the function
f = no(no—1) is aconsequence of Proposition 3.1. We make this statement more transparent
with the following corollary

Corollary 3.1 The field Xg) (n(N?1); @) is such that for all T > 0 and for all N big enough

Lot @ A2 @2 — 2
v )] B R a0 ox P o] dsar < caon e @)
More precisely, (20) gives a better estimate of the order of the covariance of the fluctuation
field in the diffusive time-scale as N — oo.
Proof Given the fact that the RHS of (20) has an indetermination at t = 0. Hence we derive
the following estimate for the integrand in (22)
1 2 2
7B [ X7 00 XD ((V2s): )
1
= Ko 5z 22 ¢G99 D 0GR P2—g (X V)
xezd yezd

< KpPy2g—50,0) @l Exp(55)
Kppn2—5 (0. 0)ll@l1ll¢lo

A

IA

at this point we could have concluded (22) by naively estimating py2(,_y)(0, 0) by one.
Nevertheless our aim is to provide a more quantitative statement. Hence, we distinguished
the cases |t — s| > ey and |t — 5| < €y where €y is to be optimized. By the LCLT

d

P 0.0 = 5os i am 29

@ Springer



Quantitative Boltzmann—Gibbs Principles via Orthogonal... 987

then

d .
—a flr — >
0.0) < | NacT™ if|t —s| > ey o4
P25 (0,0) < N . (24)
1 if |t —s| <en

Hence the integral is bounded by

/ / o [X N0 0 XP (1(N2); )| ds dr

T2 d
=< Kp”ﬁ””l”‘/)”oo? |:Ndei/2 +d€N:| (25)

Assume €y is of the form N ~¢, optimality then comes from solving for o
N~Y = Nded/Zoz

after elementary computations we find ¢ = d +2 Which in fact not only shows that the
Boltzmann—Gibbs principle holds, but also provides us with a better estimate of the order of
convergence. O

Back to the second order polynomial fluctuation fields, and for the sake of transparency,
we make explicit the dependency on the “coordinate points” x1, x2 and redefine the fields in
terms of the orthogonal duality polynomials as follows:

XQ @1x2m:0) = Y @(%) Darrr + uyers 1) 26)

xezd

Notice then, that in Proposition 3.1 we treated for x; = xo = 0. It is necessary then to verify
that Proposition 3.1 is not only result of this particular choice we made, consider then for
X1 # xp the field

2),
XY 7@ 0.0) = Y () Mrar, — P)(lxtx, — ) @7
xezd

where the upper index # refers to the fact that x; # x;. We then have the following analogous
of Proposition 3.1.

Proposition 3.2 The second order polynomial fluctuation field X ](3) ’#(xl , X2, 15 @) is such
that

1. Fort > 0 we have
2), 2),
Ey, (X7 (1, 22, 0(0); 9)X 7 (x1, 22, 0(0); 9))
=a(y +6x) Y. ¢(%)e(F) P +x1x+x25y+x1,y+x)

x,yeZd
+ae +8) Y. o(F)e(F) P +xi.x+x:y+x2,y+x1)
x,yezd
(28)
2. As a consequence, fort > 0 we have
dim B, (X077 v n (V0 @)X (1, x2,(0): )
2a(8y, + 8x,)d _dlx—y?
= ML [ pwptidady. 29)
(2mt) R2
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Proof The argument for the first statement is similar to the one in the proof of Proposition
3.1, the difference is that now
D((Sx+x1 + 8X+X25 n) = (nx+x1 - p)(nx+x2 - p)

is the product of two first order Charlier polynomials, which by the assumption of factorized

polynomials allows us to proceed in the same way than before. Furthermore, in this case we

have

Pt (5x+x1 + 8x+x2, 8y+x1 + 8y+x2)
=pix+x,x +x25y+x1, Yy +x2) + prle +x1,x x5y +x2, ¥+ x1)

(30)

which is the source of the second term in (28). In the second statement is necessary to verify
that x1 and x> do not play a role in the leading order

2), 2),
E,, (X$7 (1, x2, n(N2D; 9) X7 (x1, %2, 1(0); )
=a@y +80) Y 9GR) PNy (X + X1, X + X2,y + X1,y +x2)
x,yeZd

+a(8x, + 6x,) Z PP P2 (X 4+ X1, X + x21 Y + X2, y + x1)
x,yezd
(31

The first term in the RHS of (31) can be treated in the same way than before. For the second
term, we just have to notice

e +x—y—xf +lx+x—y—x? =2 — y* +2/x — xf
and proceed in the same way. O

Now we show how to generalize this result and discuss the case of higher order fields.

3.2 Higher Order Fields

Let k € N and denote by x € 7K the coordinates vector x := (x1,...,x¢), with x; € 74,
i =1,..., k. Wedenote by £(x) the configuration associated to X, i.e. &, (X) = Zf:l 1i—y,.
We define |[x]| := ||€(x)|| = k. Here x; is the position of the i-th particle, where particles
are labeled in such a way that the dynamics is symmetric. For a more extensive explanation
of the labeled dynamics we refer the reader to [5]. We denote by 7., z € Z¢ the shift operator
acting on the coordinate representation:

T,X=(Z+Xx1,...,2+ x), and then 1,6 = £(7,X) (32)
Because of the translation invariance of the dynamics we have that
pi(§(Tyx), §(7:%)) = pr(§(x), §(T—yX)) (33)

With an abuse of notation, we keep denoting by p;(x,y) the transition probability of the
labeled particles in the coordinate representation.

Remark 3.1 The relation between the transition probabilities in the coordinate and in the
configuration representations is given by

pEXE) = D pixx) (34)
xE(x)=£(y)
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Notice that it is presicely from relation (34) that a factor of 2 appears in Proposition 3.2 and
not in Proposition 3.1. We can expect that in this general setting the difference among cases
will become more cumbersome. To avoid any further notational difficulties we introduce the
following:

Let 2 be the set of permutations of {1, ..., k}, for o, 0’ € P we define the following
equivalence relation:

o~o mod Xx iff Xo (i) = Xo'(i) Vi € {1,...,](} (35)

and define Z (x) := P/ ~x. Then we have

k!
|Zk(x)| = Moo & 00! (36)
For each o € 2, (x) we define the new coordinate vector x(© such that
X7 = x,0) (37)
thus we can write
PE®EE) = Y pxx)= Y pix 2x) (38)
X:E(X)=E(,%) CEPL(X)
With a slight abuse of notation we denote by
Xneon.g) =Y ¢ (<) DiEx. . (39)

ze74

define the k-th order fluctuation field associated to the k-particles configuration x. Then we
have

Theorem 3.1 Let k := ||x||, then the k-th order fluctuation field X y (X, n, ¢) is such that

1. Forallt >0

Evy X (% 0(0), )Xoy (%, 1(0), )]
=am) Y. Y o(%)e () pixfoyx@) (40)

0P (X) y,zeZd
2. As a consequence, fort > 0

lim NYCIE, [Xy(x, n(N?), 9) Xy (x, 7(0), 9)]

N—o00

d*/? :
= |9’k(x)|a(§(x))m /RM eikdlzfy‘2/2’<p(z)g0(y)dzdy (41)

Proof The first statement of the theorem is a direct application of Lemma 2.1 and the fact
that the function a(-) is translation invariant, i.e. a(§(7,X)) = a(£(x)), forall z € 74,

]EI)/; [XN(X’ n(t)a (p)XN(xﬂ n(o)! (p)]
=am) Y ¢ ()¢ (5) PEEN.EG0) “2)
d

V., 2L
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Then, from (33) and (42) it follows that
Ey; [Xn &, n(), ) XN (x, 7(0), )]
—a¢m) Y. Y o(x)e(y)pxiox) @)

0eP(X) y,zeZd

For the second stament observe that from translation invariance we have
k
IRW o » RW
PN, 2y = (PRY = ) (44)

Define By n = {x € 74 : |x| < NM}, then, since ¢ has a finite support we have that there
exists M > 0 such that, for

5 o(3)e(3) i om

y,z€Z4
= T e({)e() (it —n)

y.2€Bm.N
k o
() () L S e()e(E) e
(2mt)d/? Nit) Nk N N
v.2€Bm.N

for a suitable ¢ = ¢(M), the last inequality coming from Theorem 6.2. We have

1 y 7\ _MIF-xP kdlz—yP2
li 2: (f) (7) - U7 dxdz.
S ARV ARV A s ¥ 09 @) € s

v, 27!

3.2.1 Quantitative Boltzmann—Gibbs Principle

On the same spirit than Corollary 3.1 we can now state a refined quantitative version of the
Boltzmann—Gibbs principle for higher order fields.

Theorem 3.2 The field Xf\]f)(n(Nzt); @) is such that for all T > 0 there exists C(T) such
that for all N big enough

1 T T _ 2(k=Dd
N / / Ey, [Xn (X, n(N?1), )Xy (X, 1(N?s), 9)] dsdt < C(T)N~=&Dd  (45)
0 0

Proof Analogously to the case of two particles ( see the proof of Corollary 3.1), and using
observation (44) we first obtain the following estimate

1
Ey, [Xn(x n(N1), 9) Xy (X, 1(N%s), )]

Nd
RW k—1
= (PR, @) 12:@laE@) el gl (46)
again, by the LCLT
d .
k—1 g G=Ddz lf|t—S|ZEN
(o) < | w

1, otherwise
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allowing us to bound the integral
T @ A2 @ A2
7B, [XF 00 )X 1(V2s): ) | ds ar
o Jo

T2 d
=< |=@k(x)|a(~§(x))”(ﬂ”1||<P||007 |:N(kl)d€1(\j<_1)d/2 +d€N:| (48)

the same anzats, ey = N ¢, results on the optimal value

26—
T i k—Dd “49)

3.3 Fluctuation Fields of Projections on /%
We can further generalize part (2) of Theorem 3.1 to a wider class of functions f. In this

section we make such a generalization for a particular subset of Lz(vp). For f € Lz(vp) we
can use the fact that the union of the spaces 77, is dense in Lz(vp) to express f as follows

fn= Y CueDE n) (50)
Seﬂ_'fﬁgu:n

for the rest of this section we restrict ourselves to the set of functions f € L?(v,) satisfying
the following condition

> ICueCugla) < o0 (51)
E.8eQrElI=1E"

In particular all linear combinations of orthogonal duality polynomials satisfy (51).

Theorem 3.3 Let f be a function such that the condition (51) is satisfied, and as before let
fr—1 denote the projection of f on .1, then the field

Xn(f = fioroni9) = Y (el ) =z ficr e (5)

xezd

satisfies
Ey, [XNCF = fimto ms @XNCS = fio1, n(N?0); 9)] = O(NTE2)

Proof After some simplifications due to orthogonality the field reads

XN = ety = D¢ (%) X CuenDEm)
xezd n>k
§€Qy:l|Ell=n
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We then compute

Ev, [XNC = fiet: 1 @XNCF = fio1, n(N?1); )]

x y
=Xe(R)e(y) T X o
X,y 1>k
cestfEI=n e 1e 1=

/ ©D(E, N E, [1,DE, n(N*1)]dvs(n)

X\
=Xe(R)e(y) T X o
X,y 1>k
ceqt/ElI=n e e 1=

/ ©D(E, N E, [1,DE, n(N*1)]dvj(n)

=Y e(5)e(x) X CuCrea@ipyume.nd) ()
X,y >k

n>
£eQy:l&ll=n
£'eQy:||E |=n

from the LCLT we can also obtain that
pre(tyE, TeE) = o(N D)
this, allows us to bound our expression of interest

NYEDE, XN, = fiet, 1 XN = fits W(sz)' 9]

< NAG&=2) Zw (i) @ l) Z |C Cperla(€)
= ~Ndn \enEbnk
P N (N i Ndn

n

§€Qy:||§ll=n
g'eQplE | =n
1 X y M ,
=(WZ¢(N)«)(N)> Y delCneCuelaE) (53)
X,y n>k
§€Qy:||Ell=n
£'eQyillE I=n

At this point we need to show that the last summation does not play a role in the leading
order. But this comes from the fact that f satisfies condition (51). O

Analogously to Theorem 3.2 we provide a quantitative version of the Boltzmann—Gibbs
principle for the current setting.

Theorem 3.4 The field XN(f — fi—1, n; @) is such that for all T > 0 there exists C(T) such
that for all N big enough

1 T T
> /0 /0 By, [XNCF — fiot. 1N @XNCF — it n(N2s): )] ds di

2(k=1)d
< C(T)N ?2+&-Dd 54)
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4 Non-stationary Fluctuation Fields
4.1 Second Order Fields

Let us now start independent walkers from a product measure of non-homogeneous Poisson,
with weakly varying density profile i.e., from the measure v; = ®,czdVp(x) Where p €

RZ’ and p(x) is given by the relation p = (0(x)),cz«¢ . We denote by D; the orthogonal
polynomials, i.e.,

D& . n) = l_[ Doy Ei,ni)

where D, ;) denote the orthogonal polynomials w.r.t. Poisson with parameter p(i).
We also denote by p; = (p(x)),cz¢, Where p;(x) = E;[p(X;)] and X, denotes the
continuous-time random walk. We now are interested in the fields

XnE poo. D)= Y 9(3) D50 E n(N*D) (55)

xez4

then the second order field is

XP (B @ 1) = XNQ200.p.0.1) = Y 0(5)Dj (26, n(N?1)) (56)

with respect to previous notation please notice the additional dependence on the parameter
p and in time 7.

We want to prove that the covariance of XS) (0, @, t) and Xﬁ) (p, @, s) is of order 1, as
N — o0, exactly as in the stationary case. For this we start with the following result:

Lemma 4.1 Let v; := ®,c74Vp(x) be a product of non-homogeneous Poisson measures,
then we have

/IE,, [Dj,x)(28x, ()] D) 28y, m) dvs(n) = ka(y) pi(x, »)? (57)
where
ky(y) = / (Dpi) 28y, m)* dv; ()

Proof Note that
Dy (1) (282 1) = N (O (1) = 1) = 2p, () (0 (1) = pi (X)) — py (x)*

hence

]Er] [Qﬁ,(x)(zam 771)]
=E,; () (1) — D] = 2p,(0)E; [0 (1) — pr ()] — pr (x)? (58)

We now state the following:
Claim 1:

[ Ey (1) — o ()] D piy) (28 1) dv() = O

Indeed, by duality, B, [n:(t) — p:(x)] = >__ pi(x,2)(n; — p(z)) and (n; — p(z)) is in
Lz(vﬁ(n)) always orthogonal to D ,(,)(28,, ) because for z # y both (n, — p(z)) and
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D, (y)(28y, 1) have expectation zero and when z = y because it is the inner product of the
first order and second order orthogonal polynomials, which is zero. So we only have to work
out the expectation IE,, [y (¢)(n (t) — 1)] which by duality equals

D PG w G = 1) +2) " py (e, ) py(x, v)
u u#v

Claim 2: For all u
/ nutDp(y)(ZSy, ri)dv,a(fl) =0

Indeed, for u # y this is true because of the product character of the measure and the fact
that D, (28, n) has zero expectation, and for u =y ny = n, — p(y) + p(y) which is the
sum of the first orthogonal polynomial and a constant, which is in Lz(v,; (n)) orthogonal to

Dp(y) 28y, ).
Finally, we remark that for all u # y

fnu(nu - I)Dp(y)(zsyv n)dvﬁ(ﬂ) =0

because of the product character of the measure and the fact that D ,(,)(28,, n) has zero
expectation. Finally,

/Uy(ﬂy = DDyy) 28y, mdvz(n) = /(Dp(y)(28y7 m)2dv; ()

because adding first order terms in 7, does not change the inner product with D, (,y(23,, n).
]

As a consequence of Lemma 4.1 and using that a product of Poisson measures is repro-
duced at later times, we compute

. 2), - 2), =
Jim By [X0 G0, 0X0 G0, 9)]

= Jim By, (XY 601 = 90X (5.9, 0)]
_a-y?
e 1—s
- / 2(1 — 5)d2 9 ()@(y) k2 (y)dxdy (59)

where
k2(y) = lim ka(Ny)
N—oo
which exists because the initial Poisson measure has slowly varying density profile.

4.2 Higher Order Fields: Non-stationary Case

The aim of this section is to extend the results of the previous example to higher order fields:
XN pop.t) = D @(3)Dp , (& n(N?1)) (60)
xeZz4

We start then with a generalization of Lemma 4.1 to higher orders. As we already stated in
Remark 2.2 in the case of independent random walkers, the orthogonal duality polynomials
are related to the classical duality polynomials in the following way:
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§x
DpEm=]> (iﬁ‘)(—p(x))éx—fdu, ) (61)

xezd j=0
where d(k, n) are the classical single site duality polynomials.

Remark 4.1 Notice that due to the non-homogeneity of the product measure, the duality
property cannot be any longer guaranteed.

Despite of the previous remark, the special form of the Charlier polynomials allows us to
reach the same conclusions than in the stationary case. Let us first make a simple observation:

Define A(€, n, p) as the difference between the Charlier and classical polynomials of
order ||£]|, i.e.

AGE . p) =D& m — [ dGe.no)

xezd

and notice that A (€, n, p) is a polynomial of degree strictly less than ||£ || and as a consequence
it has an expansion, in terms of orthogonal polynomials, consisting only on polynomials of
order strictly smaller than | & ||. Therefore, by orthogonality we have

/ E, [AGE. 0. )1 Dy &' v (m) = O

for any configuration &’ such that ||£]| < ||&’||. With this observation we are ready to state
the following Lemma:

Lemma 4.2 Let v; := ®,c74Vp(x) be a product of non-homogeneous Poisson measures,
and let p;(x) = Ey [p(X})], where X; denotes continuous-time random walk. Then we have

/IE,, (D7 (&, n)] D&, mdvs () = pi(§, §Nao(§") (62)
where ai(€) = | Dp, (€, )75, -
Proof We simply compute

/ E, [Dj, & n(e)] D €. mdvy ()

[ &
- [ =, 1‘[2(‘i’.‘)(—p»fﬁf‘d(/‘,n<x,r>) D (&', vy ()

| x j=0

- [=, ]"[d@x,n(x,t))} DaE mavp(n) + [ By 1AG. 1. DIDAE v

- / Ee | []d& . 0. m)} Dy (&' mdvs(n)

= / S piE o) (]‘[ d(Ce.n) + A, 1. ﬁ)) Dy (€', m)dvy(n)
;‘ X

Cx
= / > i€ o) HZ(‘}?‘)(—p(x»Hd(j, ) | D€', mdv; ()
¢

x j=0
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= [ X nie. D5 D5 mavsta)

¢
= pi(§,8)ao (&) (63)
where in the fourth and fifth line we subtracted and added zero respectively by using the
orthogonality of D5 (&', n) to lower order polynomials in the expansion. O

We now state the non-stationary version of Theorem 3.1.
Theorem 4.1 Let v; := ®,c74Vpx) and p;(x) be as before, and let k := ||X||, then
1. Forallt >0

Ey, [XnX, p, 0, DXN(X, p, ¢,0)]

k k k
= a (Z 5) > eGeG) P (Z Setas Y 6y+x,.> (64)
i=1 X,y i=1 i=1
2. As a consequence, fort > s > 0

Jim NY2E, Xy, . 0. DXN (X, P, @, 5)]

k2

:;g(xl,...,xk;p)m

— —v)2 _
[, e R g )andy

with & = Zf‘(:l 8y, and K (x1, ..., x; p) defined as in the stationary case.

Proof Is aconsequence of Lemma 4.2 together with the fact that a product of Poisson measure
is reproduced at later times. O

With this last theorem, we have now the ingredients to obtain a quantitative Boltzmann—
Gibbs principle.

Corollary 4.1 Forall T > O there exists C(T) such that for all N big enough

1 (T T _ . _ 26-1)d
W/ / Ey, [Xn(X, 0, 0, )XN (X, p, ¢, 5)] dsdt < C(T)N Z&DZ  (65)
0 0

Proof The proof is essentially the same than in all the previous cases. O

5 Particle Systems with Orthogonal Duality

In the context of stationarity, the results of this paper are not exclusive for independent
random walkers. Hence in this section we extend our results to a wider class of IPS. i.e. to
those particle systems that enjoy the existence of orthogonal self-duality and that satisfy an
additional condition in the transition kernel. Let then {n, };>0 be an IPS for which there exists
an orthogonal self-duality function D : Q2 x € — R satisfying all the properties stated in
Sect. 2.2. As in the same section, we denote by p, (&, &) the transition probability to go from
configuration & to & in time ¢. Then, immediately follows the following:

Lemma 5.1 Let&,&" € Qp, then

/IE,,(D(S, n))DE', mdv;(n) = pi(§, ENaE) (66)
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furthermore, let us assume that for all £, " € Q 7, the transition kernel satisfies the following

estimate
C

pi(§,8) < W (67)

This assumption is reasonable, since in [9] estimates of this kind were already found for a
wide class of interacting particle systems that for example includes generalized exclusion
processes. The results of [9] are applicable as long as the process satisfies a logarithmic
Sobolev inequality for the symmetric part of the generator. As before, for a fix x € Z9 we
define the polynomial fluctuation field

Xy =Y o (5) DEx . (68)

z€Z4

from assumption (67) we can also conclude.

Theorem 5.1 For all T > O there exists C(T) such that for all x € 74 and for all N big
enough

1 T pT 5 5 _ 2(k=1)d
W/. / Ey; [Xn (X, n(N°1), 9) Xn (X, n(N?s), )] dsdt < C(T)N™ &Dd  (69)
0 0
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6 Appendix
6.1 Local Limit Theorems

In this section we state and prove a local central limit theorem for independent random
walkers in continuous time. The motivation of this section comes from the fact that, despite
of being common knowledge, we were not able to find a reference that includes the proof
of such a result. However we do have access to many versions of the discrete case. We state
now the version included in [10], since we consider is the most suitable to then jump to the
continuous time case. Theorem 6.1 below is a direct consequence of Theorem 2.1.1 in the
same reference [10].

Theorem 6.1 (LCLT for discrete-time random walk) Let x € Z% and anRW(-) be the prob-
ability distribution of a discrete-time random walk in 74, then, for any fixed M > 0 there

exists ¢ = ¢(M) such that

DRW
sup [Pyl € (70)
i<yl Pn(¥) n
where v
_ d _dx?
pr(x) = 2z (71)

(Qrndr ¢

The way we generalize this theorem is by means of the following.
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Theorem 6.2 (LCLT for continuous-time random walk) Ler x € Z4 and hW(-) be the
probability distribution of a continuous-time random walk in Z4, then, for any fixed M > 0
there exists c = c¢(M) > 0 s.t.

RW
O LG P (72)
ll<myr | Pr(x) Vi
Proof We can always decompose
oo
PRV () =) PN, =n) pP*V (x) (73)
n=0
with N; a Poisson process of rate 1. First by Proposition 2.5.5 in [10] we have
PN, = n) = —— e 5" {ﬁ( Ly '"_”3)} (74)
=n)= e” «  ex — 4+ —
' NGZT P19\ ™ e
Now for € > 0, we assume that
In —1]
<

t

after some manipulation we obtain the following relations

1 1( <|n—t|>> 1 1( <|n—t|>>
-—=-(14+0 ., =140 (75)
n t t n% I t

combining (75) with Theorem 6.1 we have

T (1 +0 (%))

Q)2
Jd oo _an? Ix|2|n — 1| 1 In —t|
= o ol ()} (e (0) (1o ()
(76)

Finally, substitution of (74) and (76) in (73) and further manipulations gives

> PNy = n)pPRV (x)
n=0

n=0
N lx|?|n — | 1 In—t]
e T ool () (0 (0) (o ("F1)
(77)

Assuming |x| < M/t and using (6.1), we get the following,
2
—t
exp {ﬁ’ ('”';’%) } — exp {0 (€)) (78)

@ Springer



Quantitative Boltzmann—Gibbs Principles via Orthogonal... 999

Hence, more applications of (6.1) give

> PNy = n)pPRV (x)

n=0
- (1 + ﬁ(i)) Qm@ﬂe xp 0 (O)) (1 + 6 () exp {ﬁ’ (%)}
X e el (5]
-s(1o(5)
O
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