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Introduction

The study of interacting particle systems is motivated by a large class of
applications in various disciplines. As a sub-class of the huge field of com-
plex systems, they originally appeared in statistical physics as mathematical
descriptions of physical phenomena. In particular, one has to mention here
microscopic descriptions of the behavior of gases or, in the case of the fa-
mous Ising model, the magnetization of ferromagnets. They are also used
as models for sociological and enonomical behavior as well as for biological
and ecological systems. Important examples here, aside from the classical
physical models, are infection spreading and agent behavior models or birth-
and-death processes and population dynamics. Thus, depending on the area,
one also speaks of agents or individuals instead of particles and hence of in-
dividual based models.

One can basically distinguish between two classes of interacting particle
systems. The first one consists of the so called lattice models. Here particles
live on a discrete space like the lattice Z?, d > 1, or, more generally, an infinite
graph. Note that Z? has a natural graph structure, where the vertices are the
points of Z¢ and z,y € Z¢ are adjacent if and only if their Euclidean distance
equals to one. The second type of models are the continuous ones, where the
underlying space is the Euclidean space R? or a Riemannian manifold.

For many problems from applications, lattice models are an appropriate
description of the situation, e.g., for network models (internet, social net-
works) or models based on crystallic structures. But often it is much more
reasonable to consider the continuous case and lattice models are only used
as a technically easier alternative. Therefore, continuous versions of many
classical lattice models like lattice gas or birth-and-death dynamics (for fur-
ther examples of lattice models see, e.g., [Lig85|) have been developed and
studied.

The general framework for continuous infinite particle models is configu-
ration space analysis. The configuration space I over a Riemannian manifold
X consists of all locally finite subsets of X, i.e., of all sets of points without
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accumulation points in X. The points of a configuration reflect the particles
or individuals in a model. Thus, a configuration describes (infinitely many)
indistinguishable particles. Each configuration v € I" can be identified with
a positive integer-valued Radon measure by identifying each of its points
x € v with the Dirac measure with unite mass in concentrated in x. Thus, I
obtains a topological structure induced by the vague topology on the space
of all Radon measures on X. Furthermore, I' has a natural differentiable
geometry obtained as a lifting of the geometry of the underlying manifold,
cf., e.g., |[AKR98a, AKRI8b|). Even for X = RY this geometry is non-flat.
Measures on I' (with the Borel o-algebra), so called point processes, describe
states of particle systems. The state of a system without interaction is de-
scribed by the Poisson measure. Introduction of interaction via potentials
then leads to the notion of Gibbs states. Together with the gradient from
the differential geometry, this allows to construct Dirichlet forms describing
stochastic processes on I', e.g., free equilibrium diffusion in the case of the
Poisson measure or diffusions of infinitely many particles interacting via pair
potentials in case of the corresponding Gibbs measures. See, e.g., [MR92| for
the general theory of Dirichlet forms and associated stochastic processes.

In this work, we study three infinite particle resp. individual based models
on R?. The first model is the diffusion (X;)¢>¢ of a particle in R? interacting
with the points of a random configuration via a pair potential. We will apply
a general technique developed by C. Kipnis and S.R.S. Varadhan [KV86] and
A. De Masi et al. [DFGW89| to obtain an invariance principle for this pro-
cess, i.e., the convergence to a Brownian motion under a space-time scaling.
Note that X, describes a stochastic dynamics on RY. But for application
of the invariance principle scheme, we have to work with the corresponding
environment process, i.e., the motion of the environment as seen from the
point of view of the moving particle. This gives a stochastic process on the
configuration space I'.

The second model we discuss is a tagged particle dynamics, i.e., the
motion of one marked particle in an infinite interacting system of identi-
cal particles. This process has been constructed recently by T. Fattler and
M. Grothaus [FGO08|. We will apply the same technique as for the diffusion
in random environment to obtain an invariance principle here, too.

For both models, the diffusion in random environment and the tagged
particle process, invariance principles have been discussed in [DFGW89], but
only on a heuristic level. And nevertheless, the authors have to make strong
assumptions on the interaction potentials like boundedness, positivity, and
finite range, which are hardly ever satisfied in realistic models. In contrast to
this, we can show all necessary results rigorously for a wide class of potentials



as appearing in applications from statistical physics.

While the first two models are of a physical nature, the third model
studied in this work describes a population dynamics, namely a continuous
birth-and-death process with jumps. We will prove the existence of invariant
measures for this dynamics and a corresponding ergodicity result.

In the following we will give a more detailed overview over the contents
and results of this work.

Configuration spaces

In Chapter 1, we recall basic definitions and general results from configuration
space analysis. Although one can basically consider configuration spaces over
Riemannian manifolds or even more general topological spaces, we restrict
ourselves in the presentation to the case where the underlying space is R¢,
since all models considered in this work are based on this space.

After an introduction containing general notations used in this work, we
recall the definitions of finite, of simple, and of multiple configurations, and
we introduce the topologies on the corresponding spaces I'g, I', and I, resp.
Of course, by having a topological structure on the configuration spaces, we
can consider them as measurable spaces by introducing the corresponding
Borel o-algebras. The basic measures on [y and I' are the Lebesgue-Poisson
measure and the Poisson measure, resp., which are introduced in Section 1.3.
As mentioned above, I' has a natural geometric structure obtained by lifting
of the underlying manifold geometry. It can be shown (see [AKR98a|), that
the mixed Poisson measures are the proper volume elements for this geometry.

The Poisson measure on I' corresponds to the “free” case, i.e., it describes
a state of a system of non-interacting particles. If one introduces interaction
of particles via potentials, this leads to the notion of Gibbs measures. In Sec-
tion 1.4 we recall the definitions (via Dobrushin-Lanford-Ruelle equations) of
grand canonical and canonical Gibbs measures for general potentials. After-
wards we discuss the important case of two-body interactions via (symmet-
ric) pair potentials. We recall the well-known characterization of such Gibbs
measures via the Georgii-Nguyen-Zessin identity, cf. Proposition 1.4.8. After-
wards, we recall an existence result for grand canonical Gibbs measures w.r.t.
pair potentials, more precisely for so-called Ruelle measures (see [Rue70]),
where the basic intensity measure is the Lebesgue measure dx, and, more gen-
erally, for Gibbs measures w.r.t. an intensity measure absolutely continuous
w.r.t. de with bounded Radon-Nikodym derivative (see [FGO8]). This result
holds, for instance, for the Lennard-Jones potential, which has a singularity
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at zero, a negative (i.e. attractive) part, and an infinite range. For the mod-
els considered in Chapter 2 and Chapter 3 we always have such potentials in
mind.

In Section 1.5, we present the mentioned lifting procedure of the geometry
of the underlying space to the configuration space. We introduce the intrinsic
gradient VI on I' and show how it acts on so called smooth bounded cylinder
functions FCy°. The pre-Dirichlet forms in the later chapters will be defined
on this class of functions. Furthermore, we introduce another flat gradient
D corresponding to spatial shifts of configurations.

The last section of this chapter is on harmonic analysis on configura-
tion spaces as developed in [KK02|. The basic object here is the so-called
K-transform, which maps functions on the finite configuration space I'y, so-
called quasi-observables, into functions on I', so-called observables. The *-
convolution, a combinatorial convolution of quasi-observables, is mapped into
a product under the K-transform, i.e., K(G; x G3) = KG; - KGs. Thus,
the K-transform can be considered as a combinatorial Fourier transform for
configuration space analysis. Via dualization, one obtains a transform K*
mapping a probability measure on I' into a measure on I'y, the correspond-
ing correlation measure. If the latter one is absolutely continuous w.r.t. the
Lebesgue-Poisson measure, then its Radon-Nikodym derivative, or more pre-
cisely the corresponding system of densities w.r.t. the underlying intensity
measure, is just the well-known system of correlation functions from statis-
tical physics.

Invariance principle for a diffusion in random environ-
ment

The first model studied in this work is the diffusive motion of a particle
in a random environment consisting of a configuration of infinitely many
other (frozen) particles. The interaction of the diffusing particle with the
environment is described by a symmetric pair potential V7, which may be of
Lennard-Jones type. The randomness of the environment is given by a Ruelle
measure fp w.r.t a symmetric pair potential Vg (not necessarily coinciding
with V7). In physical language, this means that the diffusing particle and the
environment particles may be of different nature.

We apply a general scheme (see [DFGW89]) to this model to prove an
invariance principle for the corresponding process. We recall this framework
and the necessary conditions for its application in Section 2.1. This also in-
cludes the precise definition of an invariance principle in the first subsection



as well as the most famous example, namely Donsker’s invariance principle,
i.e., convergence of a simple random walk to a standard Brownian motion.
The aforementioned approach applies to a process (X¢)¢>o, which can be writ-
ten in the so-called standard decomposition consisting of a square-integrable
martingale and an integral over the mean forward velocity of a Markov pro-
cess. In applications, this Markov process is the environment process of
(Xt)e=o0-

In Section 2.2, we give the precise definition of the studied model in terms
of the corresponding stochastic differential equation. Usually, one would solve
this equation for a fixed environment and any possible starting point, thus get
the corresponding diffusion process (X;):>0, and then obtain the environment
process by shifting the environment by —X;, ¢ > 0. But we will construct
the environment process directly (see Subsection 2.3.3) as a process on the
configuration space and then obtain the one-particle process via the standard
decomposition. But for the sake of completeness, we have included some
known results on weak and even strong solutions of the stochastic differential
equation (see [KKR04, KRO05]) in this section.

In Section 2.3, we construct the environment process using the general
theory of Dirichlet forms, cf., e.g., [MR92|. The pre-Dirichlet form associated
to this process has the following representation

EB)*(F, G) = /F(]DF(W),DG(V)) du*(v), F,Ge FCp.
Here, p* is absolutely continuous w.r.t the Ruelle measure pp and the density
expression includes the interaction V;. Via an integration by parts formula,
we obtain the corresponding pre-generator and show that the form is clos-
able and its closure is a symmetric, conservative Dirichlet form. Afterwards,
we prove quasi-regularity of the form on the bigger space I' of multiple con-
figurations as well as locality. Thus, by the general theory, we obtain the
existence of a corresponding diffusion on I'. By proving that the set I \T
is exceptional for this Dirichlet form, we show that the diffusion is, in fact,
supported by the smaller space I'.

In the last section we show how to apply the general approach in the
considered model. We get the diffusion in random environment via the stan-
dard decomposition and obtain an invariance principle for this process. To
this end, we also have to assume ergodicity of the environment process. We
recall a general result on ergodicity of processes in terms of irreducibility of
the corresponding Dirichlet forms.

All results in this section are valid for a large class of interaction potentials
including the Lennard-Jones potential.



10 INTRODUCTION

Invariance principle for a tagged particle process

In Chapter 3, an invariance principle for another model is discussed, namely
for a tagged particle process. Consider an equilibrium diffusion of infinitely
many (indistinguishable) particles interacting with each other via a symmet-
ric pair potential. Then the tagged particle process describes the motion of
one of these particles in the environment of the others. We explain this model
with more details in terms of a system of stochastic differential equations at
the beginning of Chapter 3.

In a recent article by T. Fattler and M. Grothaus [FG08|, a tagged particle
process was constructed rigorously for a wide class of interaction potentials
including Lennard-Jones type ones. They used a Dirichlet form approach
similar to the one in the previous chapter. In particular, the corresponding
environment process was constructed directly. We will recall their construc-
tion results in Section 3.1. In particular, we will explain in all details, how to
construct the environment process, to apply the invariance principle scheme
later.

Afterwards in Section 3.2 we will prove the remaining conditions to apply
the general scheme for invariance principles explained in Section 2.1. As well
as the model in Chapter 1, also this model had been treated in [DFGW89|
only on a heuristical level and under strong assumptions on the interaction.
Here, the invariance principle is proven for general potetials like Lennard-
Jones, and the proof is done in all necessary rigor.

Continuous contact model with jumps

In the final chapter, we will discuss a continuous contact model with jumps.

The lattice version of the contact model is well-studied. The name is due
to its interpretation as a model for infection spreading. Namely, consider
the lattice Z¢ with the abovementioned graph structure and introduce a
spin o(z) € {0,1} for each vertex z € Z% The interpretation is, that the
vertices represent the individuals of a society or a population and the edges
of the lattice stand for contacts between the individuals. A spin o(z) = 0
stands for a healthy individual z, and o(z) = 1 says that z is infected with
a certain disease. The dynamics then is the following: infected individuals
become healthy after an exponentially distributed random time with fixed
rate, and healty ones become infected with a rate proportional to the number
of infected neighbors. Another interpretation of this model is a birth-and-
death dynamics on the lattice. Here o(z) = 0, 1 represent free sites and those
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ones occupied by individuals, resp. Then individuals die (“become healthy”)
with a fixed rate or produce offspring on a free neighbor site with a certain
rate. Note that this is a model of biological evolution, since new individuals
only arise from existing ones.

In recent years, a continuous version of the contact model has been devel-
oped, see, e.g., [KS06, GKO06|, where individuals do not only live on lattice
points but on the whole continuum R?. More precisely, the individuals are
represented by the points of a configuration v € I". This case is essentially
different from the lattice case. Namely, since there is no notion of neighbors
anymore, one has to change the mechanism of giving birth to new individ-
uals. This is done by introducing a probability distribution a(x)dz, a > 0,
even, with (a) := [a(z)dr = 1. Thus, an individual at point  produces
offspring Wlth a ﬁxed rate » > 0 and spatially distributed w.r.t. a(x —y) dy.
On the other hand, this mechanism simplifies the model compared to the
lattice case, since the problem of free neighbor sites for the offspring disap-
pears. Namely, for a given configuration v € I' of individuals, almost every
(w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure) points in R? are free.

Note that, in the contact model, the motion of individuals is not con-
sidered. The model only applies to immobile individuals like plants. In this
work we modify the continuous contact model by allowing motion in the form
of jumps of individuals.

Individual based models on the configuration space can be described in
terms of corresponding (formal) generators describing the mechanism of the
dynamics. The one for the continuous contact model has the form

(LeF)() 1= SIFON) = FO)) ¢ [ 3 ale = )[F(r Ua) = Pl da

€Y yeY

for proper functions F' on I'. Here s and a are as above. The first summand
describes the death of individuals (the model is normalized to a death rate
equal to 1), and the second one the birth mechanism. In the model studied
in this work, we will add a jump generator to L¢, the generator of a so-called

free Kawasaki dynamics. So, the continuous contact model with jumps is
described by

(LesF)(v) ==(LeF)(y +Z/ F(y\yUx) — F(v)] dx.

Here w > 0 is an even density function, but not necessarily normalized. In
particular, the usual contact model (w = 0) is included in our considerations.
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In the second section of Chapter 4, we will construct a continuous contact
model for a given initial configuration from a certain set of admissible ones.
The basic assumption is a fast enough decay of the birth and the jump distri-
butions a,w at infinity, namely we assume a decay faster than polynomially,
see Theorem 4.2.2.

In Section 4.3, the model is studied in terms of corresponding correla-
tion functions of the states. Via the framework of harmonic analysis, the
mechanism of the dynamics is transported to the level of correlation func-
tionals and correlation functions. This gives a Focker-Planck equation and,
for a given initial system of functions (k‘(()n))n at time zero, a corresponding
Cauchy problem, which we will solve, see Proposition 4.3. We will prove a
priori bounds for the solution, namely if the initial system has a factorial
growth, i.e., k(()") < C"™n! for some C' > 0, then this property is preserved un-
der time evolution (but with a constant C'(¢) depending on the time). With
the help of this, we can also prove, that if the initial system is a system of
correlation functions of a measure o on I', then for any ¢ > 0, the solu-
tion (k§”))n is a system of correlation functions as well for some measure ;.
Note that this is not a priori clear. With this we obtain a time evolution
of the state of the dynamics and a corresponding Markov function X/', see
Theorem 4.3.

In Section 4.4, in the translation invariant, critical (i.e., ¢ = 1) case,
for dimension d > 2, we prove the existence of a continuum of invariant
measures for the model parametrized by the corresponding density p > 0,
i.e., the first correlation function, under some conditions on a,w. Given an
initial state, we prove the convergence of the corresponding non-equlibrium
evolution of states to the equilibrium measure with the density of the initial
state. (See Theorem 4.4.2 for both results.) This theorem is the main result
in this chapter. Note that, in the case of the usual contact model, a similar
result was proven by Yu. Kondratiev, O. Kutoviy, and S. Pirogov [KKPO0§],
but their result is only valid for d > 3, not in the biologically important case
d = 2. We show that, by allowing long jumps for the individuals, one obtains
invariant measures also in the latter case.

In the final section we discuss a result on clustering of the system in the
subcritical case s < 1.
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INTRODUCTION



Chapter 1

Configuration Spaces

In this chapter we will recall the basic definitions and results about continu-
ous configurations.

1.1 General notations

Throughout this work will use the following notations:
For a topological space X we will use the following notations:
O(X): the set of all open subsets of X;
B(X): the corresponding Borel o-algebra on X;

O.(X), B.(X): all open resp. Borel-measurable sets in X with compact
closure;

LY(X): all (Borel-)measurable functions on X;
B(X): the set of all bounded measurable functions on X;
C(X): the set of all continuous functions on X;

Co(X): the set of all continuous functions on X with compact support.

On the space RY, we will denote the Euclidean norm by |-| and the cor-
responding inner product by (-,-). The Lebesgue measure on R? is denoted
by dzx.

15
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1.2 The space of configurations

One can define the configuration space I'(X) over a general locally compact,
Polish space. Here we will just recall the case X = R?. For the general case
and further details we refer, e.g., to [AKR98a].

For A C R? let T'(A) denote the set of all locally finite subsets of A, i.e.,
['(A):={yCA: |yNK| < oo for all K compact}, (1.1)

where |-| denotes the cardinality. The sets v € I'(A) are called configurations.
['(A) is called the (continuous) configuration space over A.

Furthermore, for n € N, set
LY (A) == {y € T(A) : |y] =n}
and
0
eV (A) == {0}.
Then

Lo(A) = El rg”(A)
—{y€T(A) : 7] < o) (1.2)

denotes the space of finite configurations over A .
We write I' := T'(RY) and T := [o(R?).
For A C R? let

A= {(z1, ..., 20) € A" x; # x5 if i # 5} C (RH™,

Define the symmetrization mapping

—_—

sym,, : (R?)» — I,
(X1, ... xn) — {x1, ..., 20} (1.3)
This gives a bijection -
A /S, — TG (A),

where S,, denotes the permutation group over {1,...,n}, and hence induces
a topology (’)(F(()")(A)). The space I'g(A) is then equipped with the topology
O(Ty(A)) of the disjoint union of the spaces (Fén) (A), 0 (A))), n>0.
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The space I'(A) can be considered as a subset of the space of all positive
Radon measures over R? via the following identification:

Y=Y ba (1.4)
ey

where §, denotes the Dirac measure with mass in z. () is identified with the
zero-measure. Thus, I'(A) is topologized by the vague topology on the space
of Radon measures, i.e., the weakest topology such that all mappings

D(A) 37 (i) = / ) dy(x) =3 F(), F € Colh),

are continuous. In the following, we will use the identification (1.4) without
further notice and the definition

() = [ Fa)drte) = 3 50)
A rey
for all functions f for which it makes sense.

Remark 1.2.1. One can show that I' with the vague topology can be
metrized in such a way that it becomes a complete, separable metric space,
i.e., I' is a Polish space (cf., e.g., [Kut03, Remark 3.11]).

The space I' of multiple configurations is defined as the set of all locally
finite Radon measures taking values in NU {0, 400}, equipped with the vague
topology as well. We have I' C I" since

I'={yel:y({z}) <1 forall z € RY}.

For A € B(R?) define

Na(y) :=7(A), ~eT, (1.5)
then
B(I) = {Ny : A € O.(RY},
B(T') = {Nx Ir: A € O(R)}.
For A € B(RY), set
Bio(T) := {Ny : N € B.(RY), N C A},
Bo(l') := {Nn [r: N € B.(RY), A C A}. (1.9)

For A ¢ R? and v € T', we will write y5 ==~ [s (EyNAify €.



18 CHAPTER 1. CONFIGURATION SPACES
1.3 Lebesgue-Poisson and Poisson measure

The basic measures on (I'g, B(I'g)) and (I', B(I") are the Lebesgue-Poisson
measure and the Poisson measure, respectively.

Fix a non-atomic, locally finite measure o > 0 on (R% B(R?)) and a con-
stant z > 0. o is called intensity measure, and z is called activity parameter.

—_—

The n-product measure 0" of o can be considered as a measure on (R%)",

—_—

since ¥ ((RY)™ \ (R%)") = 0. Then the Lebesgue-Poisson measure on Iy is
defined as

o0 n

2" o _
Ao 1= Z ma® osym; . (1.10)

n=0

-1
n

n > 1, denotes the image measure of ¢®" under the

mapping sym,, on Fg"), and for n = 0 it is defined as Jy.

Here o0®" o sym

If o(dr) = dx, we just write \, instead of A, 4.
For A € By,(R?) let
7TA — e—zU(A)/\

20 " zo rA-

Note that this defines a probability measure. The Poisson measure on I is
then defined as

T.e = projlim 7 . (1.11)
AEBb(Rd)

As above, we write 7, := T, 4.

One can also characterize the Poisson measure via its Laplace transform.
T, is the probability measure on (I', B(I')) which satisfies

/F exp(; W)) s () :exp<z /R (e - 1)d0(m)) (1.12)

for every ¢ € D, the Schwartz space of all infinitely differentiable functions
with compact support.

The following result is useful in applications:

Proposition 1.3.1 (Minlos-Lemma). Let n € N, n > 2, and z > 0 be given.
Then

- [ e Hins,...m) dho(n) (L13)
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for all measurable functions G : T'g — R and H : T'y x -+ x 'y — R with
respect to which both sides of the equality make sense. Here Py (n) denotes
the set of all ordered partitions of n in n parts, which may be empty.

For the proof we refer, e.g., to [01i02].

Note that for a function H : Iy x R* — R the Minlos-Lemma has the
form

/F » G(nUz)H(n,x) zdo(x) dX\,-(n)

= [ Gm)Y_ Hn\yy)dro(n). (1.14)

Lo YEN

1.4 Gibbs measures

Fix an intensity measure o on R? and an activity parameter z > 0 as in
Section 1.3.

Let ® be a potential, i.e., a function ® : I' — R U {+o0} such that & =
® |1, ®(0) =0, and v — ®(~y,) is By(I')-measurable for any A € O.(R?).

1.4.1 Grand canonical and canonical Gibbs measures

For any A € O.(R%) the conditional energy EY : T' — R U {+o00} is defined
by

o 2 ycy, P0), X ey, [R(Y)] < oo,
ER(v) = ¥ (A)>0 7 (A)>0 (1.15)
400, otherwise.

Grand canonical Gibbs measures

Definition 1.4.1. For any A € O.(RY), v € T (boundary condition), and
A € B(I') define the grand canonical specification as

I3 (7,A) = Lz o (M2 (1)} / La (74 U yac)e BROAM) g (),
I

(1.16)
Here A¢:=R?%\ A, and

Zy(v) = / e PROA) 4 ()
I
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denotes the corresponding partition function.

It is well-known (cf., e.g., [Pre76]) that (II}) sco,re) is a specification, i.e.,
for all A, A’ € O.(R?)

(S1) T} (~,T) € {0,1} for all y € T;

(S2) TIF(-,A) is Bgaya(T')-measurable for all A € B(T);

(83) TI2(, A N A) = ToTIE(, A) for all A € B(T), A € Baayy (T);
(54)

Here for v € T, A € B(I)
(T8, 118) (7, A) = / 8 (/) A TIS, (7, ).

Definition 1.4.2. A probability measure p on (I', B(I")) is called a grand
canonical Gibbs measure with interaction potential ® iff it satisfies the Do-
brushin-Lanford-Ruelle equations (DLR)

a4 (117)
for all A € O.(R?). Here

AII3(A) = / 2(v, A) dyu().

r

Let G5°(zo, @) denote the set of all such measures p.
Remark 1.4.3. (i) We have u({Z9® < o0o}) =1 for all u € G&(0, ®).

(ii) For a sub-o-algebra > C B(I") and a probability measure p on (I', B(I"))
let E,[- | X] denote the conditional expectation with respect to ¥. For
G € B,(I') (= bounded B(I')-measurable functions) we set

(I8G)(7) = / G(Y) T (3, ).

r

Then a probability measure p on (I', B(I')) is a grand canonical Gibbs
measure if and only if for all A € O,(R?) and all G € By,(T)

EL[G | Bpe(T)] =TI} G p-ace.

(iii) We may always replace O.(R%) by B.(RY) without any changes. In
particular, we obtain the same set G&(za, ®).
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Canonical Gibbs measures

Definition 1.4.4. For any A € O.(R%), v € T, and A € B(T") define the
canonical specification as

O (L AN{NA=Y(M)]) o pr B
8 (y,A) = { ?Ii(%{NA:y(A)}) , A TIR (v, {Na = v(A)}) > 0,

Y

(1.18)

otherwise.

Then analogously to grand canonical Gibbs measures, also canonical
Gibbs measures are defined via the Dobrushin-Lanford-Ruelle equation:

Definition 1.4.5. A probability measure p on (I', B(I")) is called a canonical
Gibbs measure with interaction potential ® iff it satisfies

plly = po (1.19)
for all A € O.(R?). Let G¢(za, ®) denote the set of all such measures p.

Remark 1.4.6. (i) By [Pre79, Proposition 2.1| the following inclusion
holds:
G&(z0, ) C G(z0, D). (1.20)

(i) G&(z0,P),G (20, P) are convex sets. Let exG5°(zo, @), exG(zo, @) de-
note their respective sets of extremal points. Then, e.g., by [Pre76,
Theorem 2.2|, it holds that

engc(za’ CI)) 7é (Z)a eXgC<207 (I)) 7é wa

provided
G=(20,8) £ 0, G(z0,®) #0, resp.

and that any canonical or grand canonical p has an integral represen-
tation in terms of the respective extremal Gibbs measures.

1.4.2 Gibbs measures for pair potentials

A special class of potentials are pair potentials describing the interaction of
two particles.

Definition 1.4.7. A pair potential is a Lebesgue-measurable, even function
VR — RU {400}, ie., V(z) =V(-2), z € R%.
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Let V' be a pair potential. V' defines a potential via

Ve —y), ify={zy},
()= {0, it |y £ 2.

Let A € O.(RY). Tt is useful, to decompose the conditional energy EY :=
E;fv in the following way:

EX(v) = EX(7a) + W (9 | 7ae), (1.21)

where

>owey V(z —y), if Yosey [V(z —y)| < oo,
WY (y1|v):= yer yer
~+00, otherwise,

7,7 € I, denotes the interaction energy of v and «'. (Usually, we have
YNy =0.)
For r € R? and v € T" we call

EY(z,7) = W"({z} )

the relative energy of a particle at x w.r.t. ~.

Consider an intensity measure o and an activity parameter z > 0. We
write

G&(z0,V), G%(z0,V),

for the Gibbs measures w.r.t. the corresponding potential ®y. It is well-
known (cf., e.g., [KK03, Theorem 3.12]), that the grand canonical Gibbs
measures can be characterized by the following identity:

Proposition 1.4.8. Let p be a probability measure on (I, B(I')). Then p €
G9(zo, V) if and only if it satisfies

/F > H(z,y)du(y) = /F | H@yu p)e N do(w) du(y)  (1.22)

xrey

for any positive B(R?) x B(T')-measurable function H. (1.22) is called the
Georgii-Nguyen-Zessin identity (GNZ). In the free case (V =0), it is known
as Mecke identity and holds only for the Poisson measure m,,.
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Standard properties of pair potentials and existence of correspond-
ing grand canonical Gibbs measures

In Definition 1.4.9 below, we will formulate some standard conditions on the
potential V' that ensure the existence of corresponding Gibbs measures (for
appropriate intensity measures o). Therefore, we introduce the following
notations.

For r = (ry,...,r4) € Z* define the cube
Qr={zeR|r—1<a<r+1i}
Furthermore, set Ay := [N + 1, N — )4,

Let € := B1(0) and Q,, :== B,(0) \ B,-1(0), n > 2, where B,(z) :={y €
R? : |z —y| < r} denotes the open ball with center in z € R? and radius
r > 0. Set

a0 = J N el hal < Mo}, (123)

the set of configurations of finite density. A probability measure p on I' with
#(Cra({Q}n) =1

is called tempered.

Definition 1.4.9. For a pair potential V' define the following properties:

(S) (Stability) There exists B > 0 such that for any A € O.(R?) and for
all y e I'(A)

EY () > —B. (1.24)

(SS) (Superstability) There exist A > 0, B > 0 such that if v € I'(Ay) for
some N then

EX.(7) = (A, = Bl ). (1.25)

rezd

(LR) (Lower regularity) There exists a decreasing positive function a : N —

R, such that
> alllrfle) < o0

rezd

and for any disjoint A’, A”, which are finite unions of cubes of the form
@r, and any 7 € I(A'), 7" € T'(A”)

WY ) == Y alllr = r"[l)

v ezd

'yé?T, ’yé’?w ) (1.26)

(Here ||+||oo denotes the maximum norm on R%.)
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(I) (Integrability)
/ ‘1 — e_V(””)‘ dr < oc. (1.27)
R4

(D) (Differentiability) The function e~V is weakly differentiable on R%, V/
is weakly differentiable on R?\ {0}. The gradient VV', considered as a
Lebesgue-a.e. defined function on R?, satisfies

IVV| € LY(RY, eV @ dz) N L2(RY, eV @ dx).

(LS) (Local summability) Suppose that o(€,) > k(n + 1) for some k > 0
and all n € N. For all A € O,(R?) and all v € T'q({Q,},) it holds that
lim Z VV (- —y) exists in L} (A, o).

n—oo
YEYB, (0)\A

Remark 1.4.10. (i) (SS) implies (S), and (S) implies that V' is bounded
from below.

(ii) In applications, one often has V € C*(R?\ {0}). Nevertheless, condi-
tion (D) does not exclude a singularity at point 0 here. (A singularity
at zero reflects repulsion of particles at small distances.)

Example 1.4.11. A concrete example of a potential satisfying all conditions
(SS), (I), (LR), (D), and (LS) (see [AKR98b, Example 4.1]) is the well-known
Lennard-Jones potential Vi, from atomic and molecular physics. Let d = 3.
For fixed parameters a,b > 0

a b
Vig(z) = —05 — —%, x€R*\{0}. (1.28)
e ——
Note that V1; has a singularity at the point 0, a negative part, and an infinite
range, i.e., its support is not compact.

Consider now the case o(dz) := p(z)dx with a bounded, nonnegative
density p. Fix a pair potential V' and an activity parameter z > 0.

Then the following result holds, see [FG08, Theorem 2.12| and, for the
case p = 1, [Rue70]. Let G§} (zp, V) denote the set of grand canonical Gibbs
measures which have correlation functions, that satisfy a Ruelle bound, cf.
Subsection 1.6.2 below.

Theorem 1.4.12. Suppose that V' satisfies (SS), (I) and (LR). Then
Gan(zp, V) # 0.

In the case 0(2,,) > k(n+1) as in the definition of (LS), one has that every
p € G (2p, V) is tempered. In the case p = 1, those Gibbs measures are also
called Ruelle measures. We will just write Gij (2, V') for Ruelle measures.
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1.5 Geometry on configuration spaces

In this section, we will discuss two types of geometries on I' resp. the corre-
sponding gradients. First we will recall the definition of the intrinsic gradient.
For further details we refer to [AKR98a, AKR98b|. Afterwards, we will dis-
cuss the shift gradient.

The gradients (and later the corresponding pre-Dirichlet forms, see Sec-
tions 2.3.1, 3.1) are defined for bounded smooth cylinder functions.

Definition 1.5.1. The bounded smooth cylinder functions
FC = FC(CE(RY),T)

on I' are defined as all functions F' : I' — R? having a (non-unique!) repre-
sentation of the form

F(’}/):gF(<f177>7"'7<fN77>)7 7€F7 (129)

with N € N, fi,..., fx € C°(R?) (smooth functions with compact support),
and gr € Cg°(RY) (smooth functions with bounded derivatives of all orders).

Since the functions f;, 7 = 1,..., N, have compact supports, F(y) =
F(ynA), A= J;supp(f;), for any v € I This justifies the notion of
cylinder functions. Note, that FCy*° is an algebra of functions.

1.5.1 The intrinsic gradient

Consider the group Diffy(R?) of diffeomorphisms of R? which coincide with
the identity outside of some compact set. Any v € Diffy(R?) defines a trans-
formation on I' via

7= () = {9) [y €}
Let v € Vp(RY), i.e., v is a smooth vector field on R? with compact support,
and let ¢f, t € R, be the corresponding flow, ie., L¢P (z) = v(y}(x)),
Y¢(x) = z. Thus, for v € V5(R?Y) and for any v € I we obtain a curve in I’
via
t—=d/ () ={¢iy) ly e}, teR

Then the directional derivative of F' € FCp° along the vector field v €
Vo(RY) is defined as

(VER)() = SF@)| (1.30)

t=0
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For F = gF(<f1, Sy (N >), this gives

(VEE)() =Y 0igr ((fro0)s - (1)) (Vo fin )

J=1

Here, V, denotes the usual directional derivative along the vector field v on
R?, i.e.,

(Vof)(@) = (Vf(2),0(2)), [fe€CFRY),zeR
Definition 1.5.2. The tangent space T,I" of the configuration space I' at the

point v € T is defined as the Hilbert space L?(R? — R? ~) of measurable,
v-square-integrable vector fields V : R? — R? with the inner product

VIV = [V a), Vi) (o) (1.31)
The corresponding tangent bundle is given by
T =TT (1.32)
yel’

Note that any v € Vo(R?) can be considered as a “constant” vector field

on I' via
I'sy— V() :=v() e T,T, (1.33)

since

o= [ @l di) = 3 b < o

yeY

Definition 1.5.3. The intrinsic gradient V'F of a function F € FC{° is
defined as the mapping

L5700 (VF)() € T,T
such that for any v € Vy(R9)

(Vo)) = (V' F)(),0) 1. - (1.34)

This leads to
V'F(y) = Zang«fl,W: e <fN77>)vfj'

Note that VI F(vy) € Vo(RY).
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1.5.2 The shift gradient

We want to define a second gradient based on shifts of configurations in
space. To do this, for zy € R?, define the space shift by zo on I as

Oy : ' =T,
Yy y+ag={y+ax|y €}

Definition 1.5.4. For F': I' — R and h € R%, h # 0, we define the shift-
directional deriwative of F' in direction h via

DnF(y) := iF(@thv)

dt = PL%%(F(VHh) —F(7)), (1.35)

t=0

provided the right hand side is well-defined.

For F € FC°, F = g((fl, Sy (N >), we obtain by the chain rule

DpF(y) = Zang«th), S )R )-

So, the shift-directional derivative coincides with the intrinsic directional
derivative on I' along a vector field v € Vo(R?) with v = h on a neighborhood
of the supports of the functions f;, 1 < i < n.

Define the tangent space at point y € I corresponding to D by 7T := R?.

Definition 1.5.5. We define the shift-gradient DF of a function F : ' = R
as the mapping
['5 7~ (DF)() € RY

such that for any h € R?\ {0}

(DuF)(7) = (DF)(7), h). (1.36)

For a vector field v € Vy(R?), define (analogously as for functions f €
C5e(R7))

(0.3 = [ vle) dr(o) = ol (1.37)

yeY

Then, for f € Cg°(R?) we have
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and for ' € FCy° we obtain

DF(y) = Z Oigr ((f1. 7). (v ) (V fj,7) € RE (1.38)

hence
DF(y) = (V' F(v),7). (1.39)

1.6 Harmonic analysis and K-transform

In this section we will recall some facts from harmonic analysis on configu-
ration spaces, cf. [KKO02].

We will use the following notations:

FLO(T): the set of cylinder functions on T, i.e., all measurable functions
F on I with

F(y)=F Ir(a) (7a)
for some A € By, (R?);
LY(Ty): all measurable functions on T’y with local support, i.e., all mea-
surable functions G' with
G Iro\roa)=0
for some A € By, (R?);

LY (Ty): all measurable functions on Ty with bounded support, i.e., all
measurable functions G with

G —0

To\LIAL, T5™ ()

for some N € N and some A € B, (R%);

Byis(Ip): all bounded measurable functions on I'y with bounded sup-
port;

M} _(T): all probability measures on I' with finite local moments of all
orders, i.e., all p with

/ Al du(y) < 400 VA € By(RY),n > 0;
r

Ms(Ty) = all locally finite measures on Ty, i.e., all p with p(A) < +oo
for all bounded sets A from B(Iy).
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1.6.1 The K-transform

Functions on I', I'y are also called observables, quasi-observables, respectively.
The K-transform maps quasi-observables into observables:

KG(7) =) G(§), GelLi(Ty),yeTl. (1.40)
€Y

Here £ € v means that £ is a finite subset of 7. Note that KG € FL°(T') for
every G € LY.(T).

The K-transform is linear, positivity-preserving, and invertible with

K7'F(n) ==Y (~1)"F(), FeFLUT),n €T (1.41)

&Cn

One can introduce a convolution of quasi-observables

(GixGa)(n) == D Gi(&U&)Ga(&UE),  Gh, Gy € L(Tg),n € T,
(€1,62,63)€Pg (1)
(1.42)

Here Pj(n) denotes the set of all partitions of 7 into three (not necessarily
non-empty) subsets. Under the K-transform, this convolution is mapped
into a product, i.e.,

K(Gl *G2)(77) = KGl(U) 'KGQ(U) VG, Gy € LO(FO)»U e I.

Therefore, the K-transform can be considered as a Fourier transform in con-
figuration space analysis.

1.6.2 Correlation measure and correlation functions

The transformation K* : Mj (T) — M(Ty), which is dual to the K-
transform, is defined via

/FKG(V) dp() :/r G(n) d(K*p)(n), VG € Bus(To), u € My, (T).
’ (1.43)

The measure p,, := K*u is called the correlation measure of p. It has been
shown in [KK02| that for any G € L'(T'y, p,,) the series

KG(y) =Y G(¢)
£EY

is pi-a.s. absolutely convergent, KG € L(T', 1), and (1.43) still holds.
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Example 1.6.1. The correlation measure of the Poisson measure 7, is the
Lebesgue-Poisson measure A, .

Assume that for some p € Mj (T) the corresponding correlation measure
pu is absolutely continuous w.r.t. the Lebesgue-Poisson measure ., with
Radon-Nikodym derivative

k# . FO —>R+,

dp
k#(”) = d)\'“‘ (77)7 77 S FO'

k, is called correlation functional of u The corresponding functions

k,!(Ln) L RY)" R, neN, (1.44)
k/(ln)<x17 s ,$n) = 1(361 ..... xn)E@k/(in)({xb cet 7$n})7

are the well-known correlation functions from statistical physics, cf., e.g.,
[Rue69, Rue70]. They are also characterized by the following formula:

= — F ™y, )Y (2, x,) do(y) - - - do(z,)  (1.45)

"

for any n € N and any measurable, symmetric function f™ : R? — [0, +00].

Note that there is a one-to-one relation between a correlation functional
k, of a measure ;v and the corresponding Ursell functional u, given by

k= > wulm)-uu(na), n €T, (1.46)

where P(n) is the set of all partitions of 7, cf., e.g., [Rue69].



Chapter 2

Invariance Principle for a
Diffusion in Random Environment

In this chapter and the following one, we will discuss invariance principles,
i.e., convergence to Brownian motion, for two models of stochastic evolutions
in random environments. First we will consider the motion of a diffusing
particle in R? interacting with a with frozen configuration of particles, which
are randomly distributed over the space. The interaction is described by a
symmetric pair potential. Afterwards, in Chapter 3, we will study a tagged
particle process, i.e., the motion of one particle in an equilibrium infinite
particle diffusion.

The problem of an invariance principle for a diffusion interacting with
a random configuration has been studied in several works. In [DFGW&9],
the authors proved a general result for invariance principles, cf. also Subsec-
tion 2.1.2, and applied it to this situation. But the application part in this
article was only on a rather heuristic level, and even on this level they had
to assume that the interaction potential is smooth, positive, and compactly
supported. These assumptions are hardly ever satisfied in physical models.
Furthermore, some integrability properties neccessary in their general frame-
work were only assumed to be satisfied. In [Str05], this result was generalized
to the case of potentials with a singularity at the origin, a negative part, and
an infinite range, e.g. the Lennard-Jones potential. The integrability condi-
tions were proven under the general assumptions on the potential. In both
works, the environment was a sample of a grand canonical Gibbs measure
w.r.t. the interaction potential.

In this work, we will consider a similar class of potentials as in [Str05], in
particular the Lennard-Jones potential (1.28) is included. But we will allow

31
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that the interaction potential V; between the diffusion and the configuration
differs from the potential Vg for the Gibbs measure of the environment.
From the physical point of view this means that the diffusing particle and
the particles of the environment are of a different type.

For the application of the general scheme, we will have to work with the
environment process. This describes the motion of the environment as seen
from the diffusing particle. Since the environment is a configuration, the en-
vironment process will be a stochastic process on the configuration space I'.
In both [DFGW89] and [Str05], this process was obtained by first construct-
ing the diffusion X; and afterwards obtaining the environment process &; as
a shift of the points of the environment configuration v by this diffusion, i.e

&={y—X; yent}.

But in this work we will construct the environment process directly using the
general theory of Dirichlet forms, cf., e.g., [MR92].

Throughout this chapter, we will consider R? with d > 2 as underlying
space. Then for any configuration v € I, R?\ v is connected. Note that in
the one-dimensional case, for a repulsive interaction potential, the diffusing
particle would be trapped between to points of the configuration.

2.1 General theory of invariance principles

In this section, we will recall the general scheme of De Masi et al. [DFGW89|
(see also [Gol95]), which we will use to prove an invariance principle later.
This framework deals with antisymmetric functionals of reversible, ergodic
Markov processes. In the application, the latter one is the environment
process, and the diffusion is treated as a functional of this.

We will start with the definition of an invariance principle.

2.1.1 Central limit theorem and invariance principle

Consider a stochastic process X; € R% ¢t € R, or t € Ny. X, satisfies the
central limit theorem (CLT) if

Xi
— —~ N©.D) (2.1)
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in the sense of weak convergence of distributions, where N (0, D) denotes the
Gaussian distribution with mean 0 and variance D > 0. Let

X® =eX. 2y, e>0. (2.2)
Closely connected to the (CLT)-property is the convergence
X; — Wp(t) (2.3)

in the sense of finite dimensional distributions, where W denotes a Brownian
motion with covariance Dt. In fact, let us denote both conditions together

by (CLT).
Stronger than (CLT) is the invariance principle (IP):
Definition 2.1.1. A process (X;); satisfies an invariance principle, if
X —Wp (2.4)

in the sense of weak-convergence of the corresponding distributions on the
paths-space.

The (IP) amounts to (CLT) plus tightness of the family of paths-space
distributions.

Example 2.1.2. A well-known example for convergence to Brownian motion
is Donsker’s invariance principle. Consider a sequence (Y},),en of indepen-
dent, identically distributed (i.i.d.) R%valued random variables with mean
vector 0 and covariance matrix I, the identity matrix. Define

[nt
1
X! =—
t \/ﬁ -

Then, as n — oo, X' converges to a standard Brownian motion on R in the
sense as in (2.4), see, e.g., [EK86, Chapter 5, Theorem 1.2(c)|. In particular,
a simple random walk on Z obtained from coin tossing converges to one-
dimensional Brownian motion.

J
Y, t>0.
1

2.1.2 The standard decomposition

The above-mentioned scheme from [DFGW89| applies to processes X; which
are antisymmetric functionals of ergodic, reversible Markov processes. More
precisely, X, satisfies the standard decomposition

&:fy@$+m. (2.5)
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Here &, is an ergodic, reversible Markov process, and M; is a square-integrable
martingale. ® is called mean forward velocity. In applications, we consider
motions X; in random environments. Then &; is the enwvironment process
corresponding to X;. Reversibility of & reflects the symmetry of the motion
together with translation invariance of the environment. Basically, we will
have to show L'- and L2-integrability of ® w.r.t. the reversible measure of &,
to obtain (CLT) and (IP), resp., for X;.

Ergodic, square-integrable martingales M; with stationary increments sat-
isfy the invariance principle, see, e.g., [Hel82|. Therefore, proving (IP) for X;
of the form 2.5 can be reduced to the proving an (IP) for the integral term

Sy = /Ot (&) ds.

Kipnis and Varadhan [KV86| have done this by decomposing S; into an-
other square-integrable martingale plus an asymptotically negligible term.
In [DFGW89], it is shown that some conditions on ® in [KV86] are automat-
ically satisfied due to symmetry and antisymmetry properties of the involved
processes, and thus that the conditions are reduced to the above-mentioned
integrability properties.

2.1.3 The IP-scheme

As explained before, we will discuss a diffusion interacting with a frozen
configuration and a tagged particle process. In both cases, the environment
process is a process on the configuration space I'.

Based on [DFGW89|, one can apply the following procedure to these
models:

(i) Construct the process X;.
(ii) Construct the corresponding environment process &;.

(iii) Identify a probability measure p on I', such that £ is ergodic and re-
versible w.r.t. u.

(iv) Rewrite X; in form of the standard decomposition (2.5).

(v) Prove ® € L*(p).
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Then one can apply [DFGW89, Theorem 2.2| to obtain an invariance prin-
ciple.

As mentioned at the beginning, we can skip (i) and construct the envi-
ronment process directly, see Section 2.3. Then we obtain the diffusion later
as the functional from the standard decomposition (2.5).

But nevertheless, we have to describe the model in details. This is done
in the following section.

2.2 The diffusion process

In this section, fix a configuration v € I'(R?). v should describe the positions
of infinitely many indistinguishable particles. We will describe a diffusion
interacting with these particles via a pair potential V;. Since we do not con-
sider the randomness of the environment here and hence neither the potential
Vg for the environment Gibbs measure, we will just write V' instead of V.

So, let V' be a symmetric, translation-invariant pair potential, i.e., V (z —
y) =V (|lz —yl|), z,y € RY z # y, for some proper function V : (0, 4-00) — R.
Assume repulsion at small distances, i.e., lim, .oV (z) = 400, and hence set
V(0) = +oo. Furthermore, assume decay of the potential at infinity, i.e.,
lim|x|_>+oo V(I) = 0.

2.2.1 The corresponding evolution equation

Assume that the relative energy function

E(IL') = Ev(.ZU,’}/) = zyE'y V<$ - y)7 if ZyG’T ‘V(ZE - y>| < 00,

00, otherwise,
is finite on R?\ ~y. This is obviously satisfied, if V is a finite range potential,
i.e., its support is bounded, since in this case there are only finitely many

summands nonequal zero. But under the more general assumptions from
Section 2.3 it is still fulfilled.

Let p(x) := p(z,7) := exp(—E(z,7)). Then p > 0 outside of ~, and,
since 7y is a Lebesgue nullset, the logarithmic derivative 5(z) := ((z,v) =

Vp’zg) = =2 e, VV(z —y) is well-defined Lebesgue-a.e.
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Then, the motion of the diffusing particle can be described by the follow-
ing stochastic differential equation

{ dX; = B(X,) dt + V2 dW,, 26)

X = 20 (€ R\ 7).

Here W, is a standard Brownian motion on R?. (2.6) is a stochastic differen-
tial equation describing a symmetric distorted Brownian motion on R¢ with
singular drift.

2.2.2 On solutions for the evolution equation

The stochastic equation (2.6) has been studied in several works. We want to
summarize some results in this subsection.

In [KKRO04], the problem has been treated by a Dirichlet forms approach,
and existence of a weak solution is proved. For this, the authors consider the
following set of admissible configurations for the environment:

Fag:={y €T :¥r>03c(y,r) >0|yNB(x,r)| < c(v,r)log(2+ |z|)}.
(2.7)
For applications, the restriction to configurations v € I',q is not too strong,
since, e.g. by [KKKO04], it follows that p(T'aq) = 1 for any Ruelle measure
i w.r.t. to a superstable pair potential. Equation (2.6) corresponds to the
pre-Dirichlet form

E(u,v) = /Rd (Vu, Vv)p(z)dz, u,v € Ce°(RY),

with pre-generator
Lu=Au+ (8,Vu), ue C&RY.

In [KKRO4] it is shown that, for v € I';q and an interaction potential V
satisfying some integrability condition for the singularity and with proper
decay at infinity, the form (8 ,C§°) is closable and its closure is associated
to a stochastic process solving (2.6). Furthermore, L*- and L?*-uniqueness of
the generator is proven, i.e., conservativity of the form and the corresponding
process and essential self-adjointness of the generator, resp.

In [KRO5|, the authors apply their general result to (2.6) to even prove
existence and uniqueness of a strong solution. They treat the same set of
admissible configurations I',q as in [KKR04| and comparable interaction po-
tentials.
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2.3 The environment process

As mentioned before, from a solution X; to (2.6) on can construct the envi-
ronment process by shifting every point of the environment configuration by
—X;. But we will construct the environment process directly as a stochastic
process on the configuration space, ergodic and reversible w.r.t. a perturbed
Gibbs measure, see (2.8). From now on, we have to distinguish between the
interaction potential V; and the potential Vg for the Gibbs measure for the
environment.

We make the following assumptions:

Assumption 2.3.1. V;: V7 satisfies (I), (D) from Definition 1.4.9, and V;
is bounded from below.

Vi: Vi satisfies (SS), (LR), (I), (D), and (LS) from Definition 1.4.9. Hence,
by Theorem 1.4.12, there exist corresponding grand canonical Gibbs
measures.

pe Let z > 0 an activity parameter, and let ug € Gg, (2, Vg). Suppose
furthermore, that pp is translation invariant, i.e., up(A) = up(A+ h),

A€ B(I'), h € RY, where

A+h:={y+h:veA}

Let E;, Fg denote the relative energy functions w.r.t. V;, Vg, resp.

Remark 2.3.2. (i) Below, from Subsection 2.3.4 on, we will additionally
assume that 11 is such that the Dirichlet form (£, D(ER.)) (see (2.12)
and Proposition 2.3.7) is irreducible.

(ii) Let p € G§i(2,V) for some z > 0 and a symmetric pair potential V.
Fix some h € R? and define

f(A) == u(A+hn), AeB().

Then, by Georgii-Nguyen-Zessin identity (1.22) and by translation in-
variance of the Lebesgue measure, for any positive B(RY) x B(T)-



38 CHAPTER 2. DIFFUSION IN RANDOM ENVIRONMENT

measurable function H

/ZH:vwdu

xey

/ZHm+h,7+h)du( )

rey

- /Rli /p H(z+h, (yUz)+h)ze ™ D du(y) de
- / / H(z+ h, (v +h) U ( + h))ze 200 dpy(y) da
— /Rd /1" H(z + h,y U (z+ h))ze 2 D dji(y) do
— / H(z,y Uz)ze P @H o dfi(y).
T JRd

Thus, f also satisfies (1.22), and hence i € Gy (2, V), too.

In particular, if |G, (2, V)| = 1, which is always satisfied for small
enough z (cf., e.g., [Rue70]), then p = fi, i.e., p is translation invariant.

Define 1
dp*(7y) = Ze_EI(Oﬂ) dpe (), (2.8)

where Z := [ e 10 dpp < 400 by Lemma 2.3.3 below. Since e #71(07) =
only if 0 € v and pup({y : 0 € v}) =0, u* and pup are equivalent measures.
1* will be the symmetrizing measure for the environment process.

Lemma 2.3.3. Let p > 1. Then e F1(202) ¢ [P(T, ug) for every vy € R?.
Moreover,

sup [|e™ 0| Lop Ly < 00.
onRd

The same holds for e Fe(:),

Proof. We will only show the result for e=#1(). The proof is completely the
same for e Fr(),

For 7y € R? define 6§ := 0,, : R —» R, 0,,(z) := ‘1—6”‘/’”‘”0‘20
Because of the integrability assumption (I), we have that 6,, € L'(R¢, dz).
For any v € I' it holds that

o =5 S 6 o) (2.9)

yEY n=0 {y1,...,yn}Cv
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Since f™(xy,...,2,) = O0(zy)---0(zn), 21,...,7, € R% n € N, is a
non-negative symmetric function on (R%)" for any n, we have by (1.45) that

/ S . a) dus(y)

{z1,... Tn}Cy
Zn

. Rd)n

n € N, where kfﬁ?, n € N, denote the correlation functions of ug. By

assumption, (kf@)n has a Ruelle bound. So there exists a £ > 0 such that

k,(f;) < £" for all n € N. From this it follows

[l dus(y)
I

/ TI(1+ (" — 1)) dyus(y)

yeY

/H (1+6(y)) due(v)

yeY

(29) /Z Z O(y1) - 0(yn) dur(y)

n=0 {y1,...,yn }Cvy

(2 10) .
Zn' /d)n ($n)kuE(x1,...,$n) dxl"'dl'n

-~

<"

o0

<D

n=0

?IN:

0|7 = Aol « oo,

This proves the first part of the assertion.

But the term C := e*ll%ollzt in the last equation is independent of o,
since, by translation invariance of the Lebesgue measure, [|0,,]/11 = ||0o]| 2
for all zy. Thus,

sup/! E:”O” dug(y) < C < .
r

$0€Rd
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The next result will be helpful for several of the following proofs in this
chapter.

Corollary 2.3.4. There exist a constant C' > 0 such that for all z,y € R?

/6E1(077)6EE(9»'Y) dﬂE(’Y) _,_/eEI(Oﬁ)eEE(zﬁ)eEE(yﬁ) dluE(fy) <C.
r r
(2.11)

Proof. The assertion follows directly form Lemma 1.45 and the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality. O]

2.3.1 Corresponding Dirichlet form, generator and clos-
ability

The environment process will be associated to (the closure of) the following
pre-Dirichlet form:

En(F,G) = /(DF(V),]D)G(W))du*(fy), F,G € FC°. (2.12)

T

We want to compute the pre-generator (Hy., FCp°) of (£, FCp°).
For h € R\ {0} we have

Dpe P10 = lim L (¢ FrO+0) _ ~Fr(0)

t—0 { \N——
:efEI(fth,’y)
e Ei0), (2.13)

With this we can compute the adjoint operator I . of D, on FCp® with
respect to L*(T, p*). Let F,G € FC;°, then, using the invariance of ug
w.r.t. space shifts

(O4F.G) ey = | PRPGIG) di*(3)
~ lim % ( /F F(y+ th)G(fy)%eEﬂW dpe(7)
- /F F (V)G(V)%eE’(O”) duE(v))
=i %( /F F(W)G(v—th)%e‘E’(o’”‘th) dup(7)

_ /F F(y)g(y)%e"ff(“”) duE(v))
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:An)gicy_4m (0.y~th)
- G(v)%e‘“o’”) dp(7)
= [ FOID_AG) e B0 ds()
+ [ POIGO)T-n(Ge 50 dus(r)
= /F F()D_nG(y) dp”(v)

v%e—Ez(O,v) .
+ /F FM)G(() <—leE1(0ﬂ) ,—h) dp” ().
Z

Hence
Vée E;(0,)
_ D, - (Z Vi), h) (2.14)
ye-
on FCye.

Definition 2.3.5. For a vector field V : I' — RY, div®*" V is defined via the
duality relation

[®FOLVE) die) = = [ Foy@™ Vi) (219
for all F' € FCy°, provided it exists.

We want to compute div’* DF for F € FCg°. Therefore we introduce
a larger set of functions on I':

FC = FCOR(CrRY),T) = {g((fr, ), (fn:")) -
N €N, ge CxRY), fi,..., fxn € CP(RY)}. (2.16)

Here Cop(RY) denotes the set of all smooth functions on R? for which all
derivatives of any order are bounded by polynomials. For each F' € FC3,
DF is defined, and the same equations as for F' € FC;° hold. Note that

FCp> C FCpy and (f,-) € FCsp for any f € Cg°(RY).
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Consider a vector field

where G; € FCJ and h; € R¢ 1 < j < N. We denote the set of these
vector fields by VD}" Cpp- Then

e

F(v), V(7)) d* (7)

/\

<.
Il
-

Il I
M=1-
—
:f, \_/
= &
7;* v
2 %

_Z/FF(’Y)G(’Y)(Z VVi(y), h;) dp* (7).

Hence

A V() = YD1, Gi) + Y (3 Vi) k) Gia). (2)

Lemma 2.3.6. Let F' € FC°. Then DF € VPFCyy.

Proof. Consider a representation F' = g ((f1,-),...,(fn,-)). Then by (1.38)

y) = Z@w((fm), )Y )

=33 09 () os () @S e

i=1 j=1
where e;, 1 <i < d, denote the canonical unit vectors in R?. Since

ng<<f17 >7 R <fN7 >)<aﬂc1f]7 > eF

the assertion follows. O
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By the previous lemma, div®>* DF is defined for any F € F Cy°, and, for
=gr({(f1,),---, {fn,")), we have by (2.17) and the proof of the lemma

divP* DF = Z]D <28ng (fr.7)s- -7<fN7'Y>)<ax¢fj77>>

N
+ Z(Z 0595 ((fr. .,<fN,v>)<amf,v>)<ava,v>
d l_N
= Z Z akang(<f177>a ceey <fN77>) <axsz7’y><azzf]>7>
i=1 j k=1
d , N
+Z(Zf9ng(<fm>,-~-,<fN,7>)><3ifm>
e
+Z(Z(9jgp(<f1,7>,-~,<fN,’V>)<0mf,7))<8sz,7>
N
= Z azang<<.f17 7)7 ) <fN7’7>> ((Vf“"y>, <Vf]’,->/>)
'L,j—N
+Zaj9F((f177>w-w<fN,7>)><
X ((Af,m) + (V7). (VVEL). (2.18)
It follows, that
EL(F,G) = —(div™* DF, G) 20 (2.19)
for F,G € FCy°, hence set H). := —L}. := —div?*" D on FCX. Fur-

thermore, conservativity obviously holds, i.e., 1 € FC;° and 851(1, 1) =0.
Therefore we have the following proposition:

Proposition 2.3.7. The form (€., FC°) is closable on L*(u*), and its
closure (€., D(E.)) is a symmetric, conservative Dirichlet form. It is gen-

erated by the Fmedmchs extension of (HEL,]—"C’,?O), which we also denote by
HP,.
o

The gradient D extends to a linear operator on D(£).), which we also
denote by . We will write 5 . now in terms of the corresponding square
field operator:

ELR.G) = [ S(F.G) (). F.GeDER).
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with SP(F,G) = (DF(y),DG(v)). Furthermore, we will write SP(F) :=
SP(F, F).

2.3.2 Quasi-regularity

Now consider the bigger space I of multiple configurations. Since B (F) Nl'=
B(T), we can consider yi* as a measure on I'. Then (€., D(E.)) is a Dirichlet

form on L2(I, i*).

To construct a process associated to (5/”?*, D(Sf?*)), we have to show quasi-
regularity of the form, see, e.g [MR92, Chapter IV, Definition 3.1 and The-
orem 3.5]. We will prove quasi-regularity on I'. So we will obtain a process
on I' as well. Then we will show, that under the assumption d > 2, '\ T’

is an SB—exceptional set. So the process is actually supported on the simple
configurations I'.

Lemma 2.3.8. Let f : R — R be a positive, measurable function with
supp f compact, and B C R? compact. Then

/ () N(y) dit* () < +oo.

Proof. Note that p* and g have full support on I' C I, so we only have to
prove the assertion for the integral over I'. Therefore, Ng =" _ 1p(x).

Iterated application of the Georgii-Nguyen-Zessin identity (1.22) gives

/F (f;)Np(v) du ()

z

A f(x)eV1® /[NB<'Y) + 1p(x))e BrOMe=Ee@m) qyy 1 (y) da
R r

= % » f(z)e" 1@ x

> [/ ﬂB(y)e—Vz(y)e—VE(w—y)Z/e—Ez(Oﬁ)e—E’E(wﬁ)e—EE(yn) dug(v) dy
R? r

+ ﬂB(x)/e—Ez(Oﬂ)e—EE(ﬂw) d,UE('V)] dr
r

< +00.

Here we have used Corollary 2.3.4 and the fact that f and 1 have bounded
support while e"7 and e~V are bounded. O
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Proposition 2.3.9. (€., D(E}.)) is quasi-regular on LA(T, ).

Proof. This proof is a modification of the ones for [MR00, Proposition 4.1]
and [FGO8, Lemma 5.10]

To prove quasi-regularity, it suffices to show that there exists a bounded,
complete metric p on I', which generates the vague topology on I" and fulfills
the following condition: for all vy € I’

p(-,70) € D(ER) and  S”(p(-, %)) < n p-ace.

for some function n € Ll(f‘, p*) independent of 7.

Consider the sequence (By)ren of open balls in R? with center 0 and
radius k. It is well-exhausting in the sense of [MRO00| with ¢ := % for all &,
le.,

By /, |JBi=R? and B} C B
k

Here B,‘z’“ = {z € R? : dist(z, By) < 01} = Byys,. For k € N, set
gi(x) = 2(5 —dist(x, By) A 3), z€ R,

and ¢ := 3gp.

Let S(f,g) == (Vf,Vyg), f,g € H"*(R?), denote the standard square
field operator on L?(R? dx). Here

H"(RY) := {u € L*(R%,dz) : Ou € L*(R%, dx),1 <i <n},

with derivatives in the sense of Schwartz distributions, denotes the (1,2)-
Sobolev space on R? (with von Neumann or Dirichlet boundary conditions;
both spaces coincide on RY). Again, we write S(f) := S(f, f). The form
([ S(-,-)dz, H**(R%)) is the closure of ([ S(-,-)dz, Cg°(RY)). By [MROO,
Example 4.5.1], we have that (S, H?(R%)) satlsﬁes the following condition:

(Q) There exist x; € C°(RY), x; > 0, j € N, and f,, € C(RY), I,n € N,
such that

(i) supen fin = |yn — -| for all n € N and some {y, : n € N} Cc R?
dense;

(ii) there exists C' > 0 such that, for all j,,n € Nand all ¢ € C{°(R?),
X (0o fin) € C(R?) and

S(x;(¢ 0 fin)) < Csup{l|é oo, [ 8]l }2(x; + S(x;)2)?;
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(iii) for all & € N there exists j € N such that y; =1 on By.

Choose (ji)ren such that x;, =1 on Byi1. Then, by [MR00, Lemma 4.10],
for all k,j € N, ¢rg; € H"?(R?) and

S(#rg5) < X5, (2.20)

N | =

1
with )NCjk - 4Xjk (S(X]k> + C(Xjk + S(Xjk)Q))Q'
Let f € H"(R?) N Cy(R?), then (f,-) € D(E}.), and

SD(<f7 >) = (<Vf, >= <Vf, >)

If supp f C Bgy1, then, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the Jensen
inequality,

SN0 = [ [ (V@9 10) dr@) o)
< [ (V5@ 95@) " drie) [ (T50).V 1) dr)

R4 R4

= N0 ( [ s )
< No () [ SU)(@) ()

]Rd
= NBk+1(7)<S(f>77>- (2.21)
In particular, this holds for f = ¢xg;, and with (2.20) we have
SP((drgs; ) < Ny (XG0 ) (2.22)

Let ¢ € C°(R) (i.e., ¢ is a bounded, smooth function on R), such that
0<¢<1lon0,00), ¢((t) =ton[—3,3], ¢ >0,and (" <0. Then similarly
as in [RS95, Lemma 3.2] we obtain that for any fixed 7, € I" and for any
k,neN

C(sup [(¢rg;. ) — (drg;:20)]) € D(E).

Furthermore, .
5 (cloup 101959 ~ (ns ) ) < Vo O, ) e (229

Set
Fi(3:70) = C(sup [(@gss7) = (Drg5, o))
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then for fixed o € T

C(sgp [(Prg5: ) — (D95, 70)]) — Fr(-,70), 1 — o0,

pointwisely and in L2(f‘, 1*). Hence, by (2.23), the Banach-Alaoglu theorem,
and the Banach-Saks theorem (see, e.g., [MR92, Appendix A.2|),

Fi.(-,m) € D((S‘LD)*),
SP(Fi(- 7)) < Npy ()G, ) whae. (2.24)

Set

s
2

k
i (14 [ N due) “2h
i
Then, by Lemma 2.3.8, ¢;, € (0,00) for all k, and ¢, — 0, k — oo. Define

v, 7e) = sup ek Fr(71,72). (2.25)
S

Then, by [MRO0O, Theorem 3.6], p is a bounded, complete metric on I, which
generates the vague topology.

By (2.24), we have that
SP(exFi(, %)) = ciS”(Fi(-, %))

<o (1 + [ Mo, ()(E) du*<v>)_1N3M<-><>~<§k, ) wrae

Set

1) := sup {2"“<1 +/fNBk+1(v)<>~<§km> du*(v))lNBm(-)(X?k, ->},

k

then
/fn(v’) du* () < ggk <1 4 /fNBkH(V) (727 du*(v))_lx
% /F Np, (V)G ) dp ()

<Y 2P =1< oo,
k=1
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son € L'(u*), and as in [RS95, Lemma 3.2] we have for all n € N

SD(iup cka(',fyO)) <n u-a.e.
<n

But supy<, cxFr(-,7%) — p(,70) as n — oo pointwisely and in L2(T, ).
Hence, by the Banach-Alaoglu theorem and the Banach-Saks theorem,

p(70) € D(E,) and S7(A(+,%)) < -

Thus, the assertion is proved. O]

2.3.3 Corresponding process

Lemma 2.3.10. (€., D(E}.)) is local, i.e., £ (F,G) = 0 provided F,G €
D(E).) and supp(|F| %) and supp(|G| ) are disjoint sets.

Proof. Since D satisfies the product rule, the proof is the same as in [MR00,
Proposition 4.12]. We recall it here just for completeness.

It is enough to show that for every F' € D(E}.)
SP(F) =0 p*-a.e. on I\ supp(|F| ).

Since (£., D(E).)) is quasi-regular, by [MR92, Chapter V, Proposition
1.7], there exists G € D(E).) with 0 < G < L\ qupp(Flpy 20d G > 0 p*-ace.
on I\ supp(|F| #*). Thus GF = 0 and hence

0=S"(GF,F)=GS"(F,F) + FS®(G, F).
Therefore, SP(F) =0 on I\ supp(|F| u*). O

As a consequence of Proposition 2.3.9 and Lemma 2.3.10 we obtain the
following result:

Theorem 2.3.11. (i) There exists a conservative diffusion process
MPH = (Qv F, (Ft)t207 (gt)tzl% (]P)’Y)'yef‘)

on T, which is properly associated with (5}3)*, D(EE)*)), i.e., for all F €

L*(T, p*) and all t > 0 the function

v i F(y) = /QF(Q) dP,, ~¢€ f‘, (2.26)
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. . . . * .
s an EE)*—quasz—contmuaus version of exp(—tHE’*)F. MP+" is up to
w*-equivalence unique. In particular, MPH* is p*-symmetric, i.e.,

[enraw = [ FpGar, F.GerE )20
I N

and has p* as invariant measure.

(ii) The process MP" from (i) is the (up to u*-equivalence) unique diffu-
ston process having p* as tvariant measure and solving the martingale
problem for (H)., D(H}.)), i.e., for all G € D(H}.)

G(&) - Gl&) + /0 HY.G(&)ds, 20,

is an (Fy)e-martingale under P, for E7.-q.a. v € I'. (Here G denotes
an 8?*-quasz'—contmu0us version of G, cf. [MR92, Chapter IV, Propo-
sition 3.5].)

Proof. (i) follows directly from [MR92, Chapter IV, Theorem 3.5, and Chap-
ter V, Theorem 1.11]. (ii) follows from [AR95, Theorem 3.5|. O

Remark 2.3.12. The process MP#" can be taken to be canonical, i.e., §) :=
D([0,00) — T), the space of cadlag functions w : [0,00) — I', &(w) = w(t),
t >0, w € Q, and F,(Ft)>0 is the corresponding minimum completed
admissible family.

The following lemma shows, that the process MP*" actually lives on the
smaller space T'.

Lemma 2.3.13. The set I'\ T is Ep.-exceptional.

Proof. The proof is a modification of the ones for [RS98, Proposition 1 and
Corollary 1].

Let N := I'\ I'. By construction, we have that p*(N) = 0. Thus it is
sufficient to show that 1y is 53*—quasi—continuous. It is even sufficient to
prove this locally, i.e. for any a € N the function 1y, is quasi-continuous,
where

Ny :={yel: sup ]dv({w}) > 2}.
rEe|—a,a

For this we have to find a sequence of functions U, € D(E,.) with

sup SE)*(UW Uy, <+oo and U, — ly, pointwisely as n — oc.
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neN,i=_(iy,...,iq) € Z%, set

and |¢'| < 3-1 . For any

33 35

ni(x) == | [ dnaw —ix).

k=1

Then ¢,,; € C(RY). Set 1,,;(x) == Hk 1 ]1 1 §)(n:vk — i), then ¢,,; < 1.
(=33

d
Oj¢ni(x) = ne' (nwy — ix) H¢ (nzy, —ir),
k=1

0 (8j¢n7i(x))2 < 9n?1,,(z) and hence
IV ¢ni(z)|* < 9n2dl,,(z). (2.27)

Let v € COO(R) with 1[2700) <Y < ]1[1’00) and ‘w,‘ < 2. 1[1700). Let
A, = [-na,nal® N Z4, then

U, = ¢(sup(gz5n7i, )) € D(E'E)*),
i€A,
U, is continuous, and U, — 1y, pointwisely. So it remains to show that
Ep(Uy, Uy) is bounded in n.

We have
(¢/(Sup <¢n,i7 7>))2 S 4- ]]'{SUpieAn (Pn,iyy)>1}

i€An
<4. :ﬂ'{supieAn<]ln,ia'7>22}' (2.28)

SP(Un) () = (v (sup (Dnis 1)) SP (5up (s, -)) (7)

i€Ap i€An
< (v (seup<<z§m,7>))2 sup S ({ni, ) (7)

2w (5P {6r,5:7)))” P (L0 7) (56,0 7)

Ze n ieAn
(2.27),(2.28) ,
< 4- ﬂ{supieAn<]1n,i7'Y>22} Slzp <]]-n,7ﬁ7 ’7>97’L d<]]-n,i7 7)
1E€EAR
< const - n? Y L, oz {Lnin ) (2.29)
€A
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But, by the Georgii-Nguyen-Zessin identity (1.22), we have

/ (L, ) dp*(7)
((Lni)>2}

< 1,(z)e” V1@ x

E2
— Z

X

Il
N

(L) + ()] OV B dp(y) da

]lm(q:)e’vf(x) {Z/ ﬂni<y)e*VI(y)€*VE($*y) %
9 Rd bl

« e~ Er(07) o= Er(2,7) o~ Er(y:7) d/lE('Y) dy

Ilm(m)/G_EI(O”)G_EE(”W) d,uE('y)} dx
i

2
< const - (/ L,.(x) d:c) ~+const / 1,:(x) dz,
Rd Rd

(.

~
< Jpd In,i(z) dx for n > 2,
since then [pq 1n,i(z)dz = (2)4 <1

n

where we have used Corollary 2.3.4 and boundedness of e=V7, e=V#. So with
(2.29) we obtain for n > 2

851(Un, U,) < const - n? Z /Rd L,i(x)dz.

€A,

But for each z € R?, 1,,;(z) # 0 for at most 2¢ ones of the points i € A,,.
Hence

D 20d(2\d _ 2—d
& (Un, Uy) < const - n2%(2)% = const - n™ . (2.30)

Thus, since d > 2,

sup Effl (U, Uy,) < +00.
neN

This proves the assertion. O

2.3.4 On ergodicity

For the application of the invariance principle scheme from Section 2.1 we
need ergodicity of the environment process. In this subsection we will give
conditions on the corresponding Dirichlet form, which ensure this.
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Consider the process

MP#+" = (Q, F, (Fo)es (&) >0, (Pv)veF)

from Theorem 2.3.11, associated to (1., D(ER)).

Set

Py = /FIE”7 dp* (7).

We recall the following well-known result on ergodicity, cf., e.g., [AKR98b,
Theorem 6.1]:

Theorem 2.3.14. The following assertions are equivalent:

(i) (R, D(EN)) is irreducible, i.e., for all (bounded and hence for all)
F e D(Eﬁ) with E.(F, F) = 0 it follows that F' is constant.

o

(i1) (eftHE*)DO is irreducible, i.e., if G € L*(T,u*) with e e (GF) =
D
Ge " F for all F € LT, pw*), t > 0, then G is constant.

(iii) If F € L*(T, u*) with e M F = F for allt > 0, then F is constant.

(iv) (e_tHB*)DO is ergodic, i.e., for all F € L*(T, u*)

2
/[etHE*F— /qu*] dp* — 0, t— oo.

(v) If F € D(H).) with H).F =0, then F is constant.

(vi) P~ is time-ergodic, i.e., every bounded F-measurable function G : 2 —
R, which is invariant under time-shifts, is constant P,--a.e.

In this case, (pt)i=o as defined in (2.26) satisfies
tlim p B = /qu* EBL—q.e.

for all bounded B(I')-measurable functions F': I' — R.
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2.4 The invariance principle

The mean forward velocity in the standard decomposition for the diffusion
in a random environment has the following form:

O(v) == V. Ei(0,7) =Y _ VVi(y) = —B,.(0). (2.31)

Lemma 2.4.1. ® € L*(T, u*).

Proof. By Corollary 1.45 and iterated application of the Georgii-Ngyuen-
Zessin identity (1.22), we obtain that

/F B dir* ()

/ S OIVVi@) Y IVViy)| e 1O dpp(v)

S yey

:_/ d|va )| Z IVV:(y e~ E1(0Vz) ,—Ep(z,7) dz dpg(7)
R

yeyUz

= —/ |VV(z !/{va o~ E1(00z) ,—Ep(z,7)

+ Y IVl B 070 (o)

yeY

r

+ e Vil /Zyvv, e ErOMe=Ee@) qup(~y )} da

yey

B i/ VVi(@) {lvvm)!e‘”“) / e 10N FEED dpp ()

IN

= [ v [Owwn eVile)

Z Rd

+€—V1(w)z/ ‘V‘/j.(y”e—vl(y)e—VE(y_x)x
Rd

" /eEI(O,W)@EE("M)eEE(“) dug(y) dy] dz
I

C
Z_/ [VVi ()| eV 1)
Z Rd

+ 2 |[VVi(z)| e V1= \VVI( )| e ViWe=Vew=2) gy dy

IA

< 400,
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where C' > 0 denotes the constant from Corollary 1.45. Here the last line
follows from the differentiability assumption (D) for V; and boundedness of
e Ve, O

Thus, we can apply [DFGW89, Theorem 2.2.(ii)]:

Theorem 2.4.2. Let Vi, Vg, and ug be as in Assumptions 2.5.1. Suppose
that the corresponding Dirichlet form (EE)*,D(SP*)) 15 irreducible. Consider
the associated process

MP+" = (Q, Fo (Fo)es (&) >0, (P’Y)’YGF)

from Theorem 2.53.11 in the canonical case. Let
t
X, = —/ ®(&,) ds + V2W, (2.32)
0

where W is a standard Brownian motion on R%. Then X; solves (2.6). Let
Xt(e) =eX.—2, € > 0. Then
X —Wp (2.33)

in the sense of weak-convergence of the corresponding distributions on the
paths-space. Here Wp denotes a Brownian motion with covariance Dt, and
D s given by
D \—
Dij = 205 + 2(Pi, (L) ®5) 1200



Chapter 3

Invariance Principle for a Tagged
Particle Process

As in the previous chapter we will always consider R? with d > 2. Thus
R?\ ~ is connected for every configuration v € I.

The tagged particle process describes the motion of a fixed particle in an
equilibrium motion of infinitely many interacting Brownian particles in R
The latter dynamics can be desribed heuristically by the following infinite
system of stochastic differential equations:

dY; == " VV(Y] = Y/)dt +V2dW}, t>0,ieN. (3.1)
jeN
J#
Here V denotes a symmetric pair potential, and W}, i € N, are independent
Brownian motions. Such dynamics are called gradient stochastic dynamics.
The informal generator corresponding to (3.1) is given by

Ly = i Y (Z VV(y' — yj))ayf-

ieN ieN \jeN
J#i

Gradient stochastic dynamics have been constructed by Lang [Lan77] for
V € C3(R?) using finite-dimensional approximations and stochastic differen-
tial equations. Osada [Osa96| and Yoshida [Yos96| have also discussed singu-
lar potentials like Lennard-Jones by using Dirichlet form techniques, but they
could not show that their processes are actually weak solutions of (3.1). This
was proved by Albeverio, Kondratiev, and Rockner [AKR98b| by showing an
integration by parts formula for the corresponding Gibbs measures. Ma and

95
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Rockner [MROO| proved existence of a solution by another approach than
integration by parts. Finally, Grothaus, Kondratiev, and Rockner [GKRO7|
discussed an N/V-limit. Their work also includes the case d = 1.

The tagged particle process looks the following. Consider a solution Y;
of (3.1). Now fix one particle and consider its motion in the sea of the other
particles. Therefore, consider the following coordinate transformation:

X, =Y}, &=y _y! ieN. (3.2)

Then we can rewrite (3.1) as

dX, = VV(&)dt+V2dW} (3.3)
1€N
6= —(S Vv -9+ Ve + L vvie)) a
jEN JEN
J#i
+V2A(WH W), (3.4)

X; and & = (&}); denote now the tagged particle process and the environment
process, resp. The coordinate transform (3.2) gives

Op =0 — Y Oet, Oy = D,
1€N

Thus, the informal generator for the coupled process (Xy, &}, €2, ... ) has the
form

Loowp = i 02 + (am — i agi) . > vv(E) (a,,: — i ag)

€N €N €N ieN

- Z(W@ +> V(e - e'))agi. (3.5)
€N jeN
J#i

We will show an invariance principle for the tagged particle dynamics.
For this we will again apply the general scheme described in Section 2.1.
First, let us recall the construction of the tagged particle process.

3.1 Construction of a tagged particle process

A tagged particle process has been discussed, e.g., by Guo and Papanico-
laou [GP87] and De Masi et al. [DFGW89|. But both works only treat the
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case of bounded, positive interaction potentials with compact support. Fat-
tler and Grothaus [FGO8| have The constructed rigorously the process for a
wide class of interaction potentials V' including the Lennard-Jones potential
(1.28). They use a Dirichlet forms approach on the configuration space. For
completeness, we will recall their construction here. Note that, as in the
previous chapter, the environment process is constructed directly here, see
Theorem 3.1.5, which is useful for the application of the invariance principle
scheme.

The generator for the environment process & consists of a generator of
gradient stochastic dynamics with additional drift plus extra terms. Finally,
the generator of the coupled process (X;, &) contains the environment process
genrator. Therefore, the construction is divided into four steps. We recall
the Dirichlet form and the generator of gradient stochastic dynamics (gsd),
and afterwards we will add an additional drift (gsdad). Then, we will discuss
the environment process (env) and finally the coupled process (coup).

Assumption 3.1.1. Throughout this chapter, let V' be a symmetric pair
potential which satisfies (SS), (I), (LR), (D) and (LS) (see Subsection 1.4.2),
and let z > 0 be an activity parameter.

Remark 3.1.2. In contrast to the situation of a diffusing particle in a frozen
environment, as described in the previous chapter, here it is not reasonable
to consider different potentials for the environment Gibbs measure and the
interaction of the tagged particle with the environment.

3.1.1 Dynamics w.r.t. the intrinsic gradient
Gradient stochastic dynamics

Consider a grand canonical Gibbs measure uo € G&{ (2, V). In [AKRI8b], the
gradient stochastic dynamics is described by the closure of the pre-Dirichlet
form

E(F.G) = [(VP(). VG dia(r) (3.6)

F,G € FCy°. Via integration by parts, its generator is obtained as the
Friedrichs extension of

LECF(y) =Y 0:0;90((fr7), -5 U MUV 1V 3),7)

ij=1
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+ Zang(<f1,7>7 o (v ) X

X ((Afj,7> — Z (VV(x —y), Vfi(x) - ij(?/)))’

{zy}Cy

FEngO, F(fY) :gF(<f1:7>v"'7<fN77>)'

Gradient stochastic dynamics with additional drift

Now consider the Dirichlet form (3.6) but with a measure u € Gg (27", V)
instead of uy € Gy (2, V).

EhaalF.G) = [ (V" F(2), 9" G0))r ), (3.7)

F,G € FCye, is related to a gradient stochastic dynamics with additional
drift term. Again, via integration by parts, its generator is obtained as

LgsdadF(V) = Z 5@'53‘9F(<f1,7>7 Sy <fN,7>)<(Vfi, ij)aﬂ

1,j=1

+Zang(<f1,’y>,.--7<fN77>)><

< <<Afm> TV, VL))

=Y (W —y), Vi) - wy))),

{zy}Cy
F e FCp.

In [FGO8, Theorem 5.3| it is shown, that (Sgsdad,ngO) is closable, and

its closure (€., D(Ehqaq)) is a conservative, symmetric Dirichlet form,

which is quasi-regular and local on the multiple configuration space I'. The
arguments here are similar to the classical case, i.e., the ones for Sgsfi treated
in [AKR98b|. Therefore we only sketch the line of argumentation here.

Closability follows immediately from the representation of &%

gsda
generator L}, 4, and conservativity is obvious.

q Via 1ts

Quasi-regularity on I" follows as a special case of the results in [MRO00].
Note that the square field operator

SYF,G):= (V'F,V'G)rr, F,G e FC,
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is given by lifting the standard square field operator

S(f.9) = (Vf,Vg), f.g€CERY,

to the configuration space, i.e., it holds that

SYE.G) () =D 0igr((f1.7), - (fxs 7)) %

i=1 j=1

X anG((QL’Y% cee <9M,7>)<S(fi,9j)>7>> Y€ r. (3.8)

Thus, S' is as in the general framework of [MRO0]. In Proposition 2.3.9 in
the previous chapter and in Proposition 3.1.4 below, this framework is not
directly applicable, since

SP(F,G) := (DF,DG), F,G e FCs,

is not given as a lifting of some underlying square field operator.

Finally, locality of (Egsdad, F C’,;’O) is satisfied, since V! satisfies the prod-
uct rule (cf. also Lemma 2.3.10). Hence, by the general theory of Diri-
chlet forms (see, e.g., [MR92]), there exists a conservative diffusion process
on I' which is properly associated to (Sgsdad, D(Sgsdad)), has p as invariant
measure, and solves the corresponding martingale problem. Since we have
assumed that d > 2, by the results from [RS98], we have that I'\ I is Eledad-
exceptional. Hence the diffusion process is actually supported on the smaller

space I

3.1.2 The environment process

Since we will need the environment process for the application of the invari-
ance principle scheme, we will recall its construction.

The environment process for the tagged particle is described by the fol-
lowing pre-Dirichlet form on L*(T, u):

gt (F.G) = / (VT F (), V' C())rr + (DF(7).DC()) (). (3.9)
F € FCp°. Recall that here

DF(y) = (V'F(7),7).
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By similar arguments as in the proof of Proposition 2.3.7, we have that

(5“ ]-“C’,;’O) is generated on L?(u) by

env’

LgnvF(r)/) = LgsdadF(’y)

+ > 00398 ((fro)s e (e )) (Vi) (Y £507))

,j=1

+Zang«flﬁ%---,<fN,*y))><

< (<Afm> YV, (V557))
(Y Wy, Y <ij<x>—wj<y>>)>.

{zy}Cy {z,y}Cy

(3.10)

The conservativity, i.e., 1 € FCp° and EX

~ (1,1) = 0, is again obvious. Hence
we obtain the following result:

Proposition 3.1.3. The form (EX,, FC) is closable on L*(p), and its

enuv?
closure (EX,, D(EL ) is a symmetric, conservative Dirichlet form. It is gen-

env

erated by the Friedrichs extension of (HY,, = —Lt ~FC), which we also
denote by H*

env*

D(&x

env

Now we will show the quasi-regularity of (5“ )) on the multiple

env?

configuration space I’

/ < )) as a Dirichlet
form on L?(T', ). The gradients V' and D extend to linear operators on
D(&k ), which we denote with the same symbols. The same holds for the

corresponding square field operators ST and S, resp. Also recall the notation
S(F) := S(F, F) for any square field operator.

D(ex

env

Consider x as a measure on (I', B(T')) and (&

Proposition 3.1.4. (&~

enuv’

D(er

env

)) is quasi-reqular on L*(L, j1).

Proof. The proof is analogous to the one for Proposition 2.3.9. Tt suffices to
show that there exists a bounded, complete metric p on I', which generates
the vague topology on I' and fulfills the following condition: for all v € T’

p(-70) € D(EL,) and (S + S%)(p(-,70)) < 1 prae.

for some function n € L*(I", 1) independent of ;.
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For k € N, let By, denote the open ball in R? with center 0 and radius k.
Set
gi(x) == 2(5 — dist(z, By) A 5), =z € R,
and ¢ 1= 39x.
By [MRO00, Example 4.5.1|, we have that the standard square field oper-

ator (S, HY3(R?)), where H%?(R?) denotes the (1,2)-Sobolev space on R,
satisfies the following condition:

(Q) There exist x; € C°(RY), x; > 0, j € N, and f;,, € C(RY), I,n € N,
such that

(i) supen fin = |yn — -| for all n € N and some {y,, : n € N} Cc R?
dense;

(ii) there exists C' > 0 such that, for all j,/,n € N and all ¢ € C°(R?),
Xi(¢o fin) € C3°(R?) and

N |—

S(xi(¢ 0 fin)) < Csup{l|¢'lloc, I0lloc}* (xs + S(x5)2)*;

(iii) for all k € N there exists j € N such that x; =1 on By.

Choose (ji)ken such that x;, =1 on Bjiy. Then, by [MR00, Lemma 4.10],
for all k,j € N, ¢rg; € H"?(R?) and

S(¢rg;) < X5, (3.11)

with 5, = 4, (S00)? + Cg, + S(0)?)>
Let f € HY2(RY) N Cy(RY), then (f,-) € D(EL,
(S +S®)(f,) = (VY ) + (V). (V).
If supp f C Byy1, then, by (2.21),
SP(f. N O) = Npy, (DS (), 7)-

In particular, this holds for f = ¢;g;. Furthermore, for any f € H"*(R?) it
holds that

), and

ST NG) = (S, ), (3.12)
since ST is the lifting of S to I'. Thus, with (3.11), we have

(8" + S")({brgss ) < (L4 Nppy ()G, ). (3.13)



62 CHAPTER 3. TAGGED PARTICLE

Let ¢ € C¢°(R) such that 0 < ¢ < 1on [0,00), ((t) =ton [-3, %], ' >0,

T 202
and ¢ < 0. Then similarly as in [RS95, Lemma 3.2] we obtain that for any
fixed 79 € I' and for any k,n € N

C(sup [(drgj, ) — (Pr95,70)|) € D(EL,).

J<

Furthermore,

(S"+57) (C(igg [(Prgs, ) — (Drgs, ’YO>|)> < (1+Np (X5, ) wae.
B (3.14)

Set
Fio(7,70) = C(Sgg [(Pr95,7) = (B35, 70)1),

then for fixed o € T

C(sup (x5, ) — (Prg5:70)]) — Fil-,70), 1 — o0,
Jj<n

pointwisely and in L?(T', 1). Hence, by (3.14), the Banach-Alaoglu theorem,
and the Banach-Saks theorem (see, e.g., [MR92, Appendix A.2|),

Fi(+,70) € D(E

env)7

(8" + SP)(Fr(70)) < (14 Npy (DG, ) prace. (3.15)

Set

2 k

i (14 [0+ Mo )R ) ) T2

Then the Ruelle bound property of u implies ¢ € (0,00) for all k, and
¢, — 0, k — oo. Define

p(v1,72) = iugcka(%ﬁz)- (3.16)
S

Then, by [MROO, Theorem 3.6], p is a bounded, complete metric on I, which
generates the vague topology.

By (3.15), we have that
(5”1 ™) (et el 10)) = (ST + ) (Fil70))
< 2k(1 b [0 N () dm)) .

X (1 + NBk+1('>)<5€?k7 > p-a.e.
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<1+A@waxx;n»www)<1+A@Mxoxﬁw»]

3
Il
0]
>~ &
o
| —— |
)
-
7N
—_
+
w\

then

/ﬁn(v’) du(v') < 2 9k (1 + /F(1 + Npyo, (D) (2 7) du(7)>_lx

< [0 No (7 )

r

<Y 27F =1 < +oo,

NE

1

T

son € L'(u), and as in [RS95, Lemma 3.2] we have for all n € N
(S* + SD)(iup aFi(7)) < prae..
<n

But supy., ¢t Fi(-,7%) — p(-,7%) as n — oo pointwisely and in LA(T, ).
Hence, by the Banach-Alaoglu theorem and the Banach-Saks theorem,
p(.%) € D(EL,) and (ST +87)(p(, 7)) < n-

Thus, the assertion is proved. ]

Locality of (E£,, D(EX,)) follows again from the product rule for V' and

D, see also the proof of Lemma 2.3.10.

Thus, by the general theory of Dirichlet forms, we have the following
result:

Theorem 3.1.5. (i) There exists a conservative diffusion process
Mlénv = <Q7 fa (‘/Tt)t207 (gt)tZOa (]P)fy)’yef)
D(EE ), i.e., for all F €

env

on F, which is properly associated with (EX,
L*(T, p) and all t > 0 the function

1= nP) = [ P, el (3.17)

H o -quasi-continuous version of exp(—tHY VE. M " is up to

p-equivalence unique. In particular, MF, is p-symmetric, i.e.,

[GonFdn= [ FnGan RGe Lt z0
I I

s an EX

and has [ as invariant measure.
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(i) The process M¥ — from (i) is the (up to p-equivalence) unique diffu-

env
ston process having p as invariant measure and solving the martingale

problem for (H: ., D(H".)), i.e., for all G € D(H" )

G(&) — (&) + / HE G(&)ds, 130,

is an (Fi)i-martingale under P., for E¥ -q.a. v € I'. (Here G denotes

env

an EX. -quasi-continuous version of G, cf. [MR92, Chapter IV, Propo-

eEnv

sition 3.3].)

Proof. (i) follows directly from [MR92, Chapter IV, Theorem 3.5, and Chap-
ter V, Theorem 1.11|. (ii) follows from [AR95, Theorem 3.5|. O

Remark 3.1.6. The process M = can be taken to be canonical, i.e., 1 :=
D([0,00) — T), the space of cadlag functions w : [0,00) — T, §(w) = w(t),
t >0, w e Q, and F,(Fi)>0 is the corresponding minimum completed

admissible family.

The following lemma shows, that the process M¥ = actually lives on the
smaller space I'.

Lemma 3.1.7. The set I'\ T is £~ -exceptional.

ENV

Proof. The proof is analogous to the one for Lemma 2.3.13.

It is sufficient to prove that for any a € N the function 1y, is £

h -quasi-
continuous, where

N,:={yel: sup ~({z})>2}.

z€[—a,a]?

For this we have to find a sequence of functions U,, € D(EX ) with

env

sup &L (Upn,U,) < o0 and U, — 1y, pointwisely as n — oo.

Let ¢, ¢ni, 1, and ¢ be as in the proof of Lemma 2.3.13. Let A, :=
[—na,nal? N Z%, then

Uy, = ¢(SUP <¢n,i7 >) < D(geﬂnv>7

1€AR

U, is continuous, and U, — 1y, pointwisely. So it remains to show that
&l (Un,U,) is bounded in n.

env
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We have
(ST + ) (Un)(7)

(¥ (s1p (ns:7))) (5" + S%) (sup (601 (7)
(v (sup (G0:7) )’ sup (8" +57)({dns, ) (7)

(2.21),(3.12)

IN

(¢ (sup<¢m,fy>))2 sup [(1 + (14, 7))(S(¢ni) 7))

7,6 n ieAn
(2.27),(2.28)

< 4- ﬂ{supleAA Tn,ir7)>2} sap[(l + <]1n,i>’7>)9n2d<1n,u 7))
1€

< const - n? Z Lia, m>2p (L 7). (3.18)

1€AR

Let (k:( )n denote the system of correlation functions of . By assumption
there exists a constant C, > 0 such that

k) <Cp VneN
(Ruelle bound). Let

G(U) = ﬂn,i(y)Ql{y} (77) + 2171,2(]7) ﬂn,i(y)ﬂ{x,y} (77)7
then

< Const/ L,..:(y) dy,
Rd
since e~V is bounded. Then with the same argument as in the proof of

Lemma 2.3.13, we obtain

&l (U, Uy) < const - n*™4, (3.19)

env
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Thus, since d > 2,

sup &L (Up,U,) < +oo.

env
neN

This proves the assertion. O

3.1.3 The coupled process

The coupled process, which describes the motion of the tagged particle to-
gether with the environment, lives on R? x I', and the corresponding pre-
Dirichlet form acts on functions § € C§°(R?) @ FC, i.e.,

3(x,7) = f(x)F(y), zeR yeT,

for some f € C(RY), F € FC®. For brevity, we write § = fF instead of
§ = f ® F. Furthermore, introduce the following gradients on R? x I":

(D - V) := fDF —VfF and V'g:=fV'F

Then the pre-Dirichlet form on L?(R¢ x T, dx @ 1) for the coupled process
has the form

Eil (3, ®)
- [ (@-95). @ V)8()
VFS(!L‘ 1), VE&(x,7))r,r dedu(y) (3-20)
/ fla /F[(VFF(W), VIG()r,r + (DF(y),DG(v))] du(y)

-/ F[f( 2)G()(DF(), Vo(z)
+ F(7)g(2)(Vf(2),DG(v))] drdu(7)
+ [ POIGO)ut) [ (V1) Dot do. (3:21)

§=fF,6=gG e CP(RY @ FCe.
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Ed®h s generated on L2(RY x T, dz ® p) by

coup

Ligun'§(x,7) (3.22)

coup

= f(x)LgnvF(f)/)
- 2(]DF(7), Vf(a:)) - Zang«flﬁ)» cee <fN>7>)<Afk,7>f($)

+F(y) Y (YW —y), VW) - Vi)

Y,y €Y

—F(y)) _(VV(), V()

yeY

+ F(v)Af(z), (3.23)
%(ZL’,’}/) = f(x)gF«fla’Y)’ R <fN7/7>)

dx®u . . . . .
Also Et gives a corresponding diffusion:

Theorem 3.1.8. (£X81, Cs°(R?) @ FCpe) is closable in L*(R? x T, dz @ p).

coup

dz®@pu dr®@pu . . .
Its closure (Swup , D(Eeoy )) is a conservative, local, quasi-regular, sym:imet—
TR

ric Dirichlet form, which is generated by the Friedrichs extension of Leg, '

(Sgo‘”ﬁ“, D(Sggﬁ%")) is properly associated with a conservative diffusion process

Mgy 40 = (0, F, (F{™) 120, (Xt €)™ i20- (Pl oyt

coup (%)
which has dx @ | as invariant measure and solves the associated martingale
problem.

Proof. See [FG08, Theorems 5.15, 5.16, Remark 5.17|. The ideas of the proof
are the following: The arguments for closability, conservativity, and locality
are as before, i.e., the properties are obvious respectively follow directly from
the product rule for the gradients (D — V) and V'.

Quasi-regularity follows from the quasi-regularity of the components of

Ed®r. Namely, one has to construct an E%#-nest of compact sets on

LX(R? x T',dx @ y1). Therefor let E(f, ) == [,(Vf,Vg)dz, f,g € H*?(R?),
denote the standard Dirichlet form on L*(R¢, dx). Both (£, H“?(R%)) and

(Ek.. D(EL,)) are quasi-regular on L*(R?, dz) and L(T", 1), resp. Thus there

env

exists an £ -nest (E} )y of compact sets in I', and the closed balls (By);, form

an E-nest of compact sets on RY. Then (F},)y, := (B x Ey)y, is an EX21-nest

of compact sets. O

The tagged particle process is then obtained as a projection of the coupled
process to its first component. Note that, in general, this is no longer a
Markov process.
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3.2 Application of IP-scheme

Fix an activity parameter z > 0. Let p € exGi (ze7V, V) such that the
Dirichlet form (€4, D(EL,)) is irreducible (see Theorem 2.3.14). Consider

env) env
the environment process

M-, = (Q, F (F)ezos (&0, (Pv)wef>

from Theorem 3.1.5. By the assumptions on g and the construction of
the process, £ is reversible and ergodic w.r.t. u.

We can write the tagged particle process in the form of the standard
decomposition (2.5) as

X, = /t D(&,) ds + V2W, (3.24)
with
O(y) == _ VV(y). (3.25)

Lemma 3.2.1. ® € L*(p).

Proof. Let (k,(f))n denote the system of correlation functions of yu. By as-
sumption there exists a constant C,, > 0 such that

KM <CroWneN
(Ruelle bound).

Set
G(n) = |VV (W) Ly (n) + 2[VV (@) [VV (y)] La gy ()
Then
/F ()2 dpu()
< [ KG(v)du(v)

T

= | IV kD (y)ze™" dy
Rd
+ / d / 2|VV@) YV (@) k2, y)ge eV dady
R* JR

2
< s [ 1NV Dy ([ 1TV dy) < hoc
R R
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since, by the assumption (D), |[VV| € LY(R%, e™V® dx) N L2(R%, V@) dx).
[

Thus, we can apply [DFGW89, Theorem 2.2.(ii)| to obtain an invariance
principle for X;:

Theorem 3.2.2. Let V' be a symmetric pair potential satisfying (SS), (1),
(LR), (D) and (LS), and let z > 0. Let p € G (ze7V, V). Suppose that

D(&" ) is irreducible. Let X =

env

the corresponding Dirichlet form (857“,,
eX.—2, € > 0. Then
X —=Wp (3.26)

in the sense of weak-convergence of the corresponding distributions on the
paths-space. Here Wp denotes a Brownian motion with covariance Dt, and
D is given by

Dij = 26;; + 2(®i, (L) ™' @5) 12 -

env
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Chapter 4

Continuous Contact Model with
Jumps

4.1 Description of the model

4.1.1 Generator

A continuous contact process has been studied recently in [KS06, KKPOS,
FKS09]. It is a special type of spatial birth-and-death processes, cf. eg.
[Pre75, HS78, KLO5|. The mechanism of the dynamics is described by the
following formal generator acting on functions on I':

(LeF)() 1= SFG ) = FO)l ¢ [ S ale = )[F(r U ) = Pl da

(4.1)
with 22 > 0 and 0 < a € L! an even probability density function. The first
term describes the death part. Points of the configuration die independently
after an exponentially distributed life time. The second summand describes
the birth of particles. In the contact model, particles of the configuration
generate independently from each other new particles distributed in space
according to a.

In this chapter we will study a modification of the contact process by
allowing the points also to perform jumps in the space, i.e., we add a jump
part to the generator (4 1) Let 3¢ > 0, and let 0 < a,w € L'(R?) be arbitrary
even functions with (a fRd x)dr = 1. We consider the following Markov

71
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pre-generator on the configuration space I':

(L)) =Y F(r\ o) +%/Rd2 v~ y)[F(7U) = F()]da

Ty yeY

+Z/ (x —y)[F(y\yUz)— F(y)] dx. (4.2)
yey

The last term is a generator of so-called free Kawasaki dynamics, cf.; e.g.,
[KLRO7, KLRO8|. Note that, in contrast to birth-and-death dynamics, Kawasaki
dynamics is conservative, i.e., the number of particles (if it is finite) does not
vary in time.

Note that the case w = 0, i.e., the usual contact model, is included in all
further considerations.

To give meaning to the operator L, let FC, := FCy(Co(RY),T) denote

the set of all continuous bounded cylinder functions on I'; i.e.; all F' which
have a (non-unique) representation as

F(7) = gr({p1,7)s s (ons 7))

with N € N, gr € Cy(RY), and ¢ € Cy(RY), i = 1,..., N. Then for each
F € FCy, (LF)(7) is well-defined at least pointwisely.

4.1.2 Application: plankton dynamics

The model described by (4.2) serves as a model for a plankton dynamics.
The points of a configuration v represent individuals of the plankton. Then
the contact model part of (4.2) describes the birth-and-death of individuals,
and the jump part describes their motion.

In the literature, see, e.g., [YRSO01|, the motion of plankton is often mod-
elled by diffusion. But motion and birth-and-death happen on different time
scales, e.g., motion in terms of minutes and birth-and-death in terms of days.
Therefore, it is appropriate to think of motion on the bio-time scale as (long)
jumps.

4.2 Construction of a continuous contact pro-
cess with jumps
We will construct now a Markov process with generator L. The arguments

are a modification of those for the construction of a usual continuous contact
process (cf. [KS06, FKS09]) to our situation.
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For any § > d introduce

1
- R? 4.3
65(.13) (1 + |ZED5, T e ) ( )
lz—yl+1
Us(z,y) = Gﬁ(x)e,@(y)wﬂ{x#y}, z,y € R%. (4.4)

Furthermore, define the following functions on I':

Ls(7) = (eg.7) = > ealx), (4.5)
1
Es(v) == 5 Vs(z,y) dy(z)dy(y) = Vs(z,y), (4.6)
’ 2 /Rd /Rd ’ {ﬂﬂ;}Cv ’
and
V(7)== Ls(v) + Es(7). (4.7)

Let K(I") denote the set of all relatively compact subsets of I'. In [KK06,
Proposition 3.1 and Remark 3.8] it is shown that for any C' > 0

{yel :Vu(y) <C}eKD).
Hence, for any 3 > d, the set

Ig:={yel : Vs(y) < +o0} (4.8)
is o-compact. For ) < (39, I'3, C I'g,, and define
Iw:=|JTsCT. (4.9)
B>d

The space 'y gives support to a large class of probability measures on I,
cf., e.g., [FKS09].

The next lemma shows that Vz can be considered as a Lyapunov function
for L under the assumption of polynomial decay of a,w. Note that, since Vg
is unbounded, the inequality (4.10) below has sense only pointwisely.

Lemma 4.2.1. Let d > 2, and assume that
A
(1 + [])o+o”

for some A > 0 and some 3,6 > d. Then there exists a constant C' > 0 such
that (pointwisely)

(sa +w)(z) < r € RY,

LVp(v) < CV;s(7). (4.10)
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Proof. The assumption on the polynomial bound of a, w leads to the following
estimate:

A es(y). (4.11)

(3a +w)(xr — y)eg(x) < Axlz—y)

Namely, since |z — y| + |z| > |y|, =,y € R?, we have

(1+ ]z =y’ +[2)” = 1+ 1Y)’ @,y eRY,

and this implies (4.11).

First consider v € I'y. Then, with (4.11),

L]L’ﬂ(’y) :Z[<eﬂ’7 \ m> - <65>7>]

0 [ ot —ilfen1 U~ eallas

+32 [ vl = ilteas\yUs) ~ Gl
__ ; es(x) + %; /R a(z — y)es(x) da

+3 [ wle = leste) = eatw) da
=L+ 3 [ ra+ wa = )eata) da

- ;eﬁ(y)y@:)

< - (U L) + Y ealy) [ o do

=C"Lg(),

with C" := ACs — (1 + (w)), Cs := [z Oﬁﬁ < +o00.
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Similarly,
LEs(7)
Y| T wen - T wun)
€Y “{21,22}C(Y\x) {z1,22}Cy
+%/ Z alr —y [ Z Us(21,29) — Z \Ilﬁ(Zj,ZQ):| dx
R4 YyEY {z1,22}C(yUz) {z1,22}Cvy
—1—2/ (x—y [ Z Us(21, 22) — Z \I/@(zl,zg)} dx
yey {z1,22}C(v\yUz) {z1,22}Cy
Y S e
€Y ye(y\z)
—1—%/ Z a(r —y [Z\Ifgxz]
RY yey z€y
+Z/ (x—y [ Us(z,2) — Z \I/ﬁ(y,z)} dx
yEY z€(v\y) z€(7\y)
= —Es(y —I—%ZZ/ a(zx —y)Vs(x, z) dx
yey zey
£33 2 [l i) Y v
Yy z€(Y\y) YEY 2z€(Y\y)
—(1 + (w)Es(y +ZZ/ sa +w)(x — y)Vs(, 2) do
yey zey
—(1+ (w))Es(7)
v — 2|+ 1
+> > es(z) | (ratw)(w —yles(a )ﬁﬂ{#z}dl’
yey zey Rd
—(1+ (w))Es(7)
A |z — 2]+ 1
+ e eg(z 1ipz do.
>3 ol e e e R

But we have

/ 1 |z — 2| +1
5 dx
re (L+ ]z —yl)’ |z —2|

:/ 1 a—(-yl+1
re (L4 2])? fo = (2 =yl
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:C(s-i-/ ...dl’—l—/ oo dr
Bi(z—y) Bi(z—y)°

1 1 1
SN N Sy R U
Bi(s—y) [T — (2 = 9)| Bi(e—y)e (14 2])°1

:205+é,

where C' := fBl(O)% < oo since d > 2. Therefore, since eg(y)es(z) <

Us(y,2), y # z, and ez(y)? < es(y),

LEs(7) < —(1+ (w))Es(7) +C" Y ) epy)es(=)

yey z€Y

< (C" = (14 (w)))Es(v) + C"Lis(7),

where C" := A(2Cs + C).
Since C" < C" — (1 + (w)), we thus obtain

LV5(7) < (C"+ C")Lg(y) + (C" = (1 + (w)))Es(7)
< (20" = (1+ W) Vs(7) (< +00).

Thus we have proved the assertion of the lemma for v € T'y.

But from the above calculations we can obtain the assertion also for a
general v € I'g, because Vg(y) < 400, hence LV3(y) < +o0, and LVg(y) >
—(1 4 (w))Vz(y) > —oo. (Note that we can also here interchange infinite
sums with integrals because all limits appearing are monotone ones.)

]

Theorem 4.2.2. Under the conditions of Lemma 4.2.1, for any initial con-
figuration v € Tg, there exists a Markov process (X|)i>o with generator
(L, B(I")), which starts in vy and satisfies

Yt >0 XZGF;; a.s.

In particular, if a(z), w(z) — 0 rapidly as |x| — oo, i.e., faster than any
polynomial, then the corresponding process exists for every starting configu-
ration v € 'y and stays in U, for all times.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 3.1 in [KS06].
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First we consider the situation of a finite initial configuration v € I'y. We
can rewrite the generator L in the standard form of a pure jump Markov
generator: For any n € I'y we have

LF() =) [ [Fo) = Fo)] Qo) (4.12)
where
A(n) = (14 2+ (w)) |n]
and
Q(n,dn) = ) Lzen O (dn') + %;/ T —y) Sy (dn') dx
+ Z / Y) opyuz(dn') dz |-

Then the theory of pure jump Markov processes from [GS75| gives, for each
starting point n € Iy, the existence of a pure jump Markov process

(2, F, (Fo)izo, (X )o<i<c, Py) (4.13)
on Iy with generator (L, B(I'), where ((w) denotes the life time of the process,

We want to show, that for any starting configuration n € I'y
P, (¢ = +00) = 1. (4.14)
Let k € N, then |-| A k € B(I'y). Fix n € T'y.
Lol = S (n\al Ak =l AR+ [ 3D ale = )llgUel A= ol 78] da
<0

xreN yen

+Z/ w(z —y In\yle/\k 9l A K] da

yeY
< sl [(Inl +1) ANk —[n| A K]

vV
=Liy1<k

< x|n| Ak

Hence, by martingale representation, we obtain

E, (| X A K = o] A K+ %En[/o (LI AR)(X,) ds]

t
<lnlnk-+ox [ B X AR
0
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For k — oo this gives
t
E,[IX7]) < || + / E,[|X7]] ds,
0

and thus, by the Gronwall inequality,
E,[|X7]] < [ e™. (4.15)

This implies (4.14).

Now we can construct the process for an infinite initial configuration
v € 'y, B >d Let vy, :=ynNB,0) € I'y, n € N, and consider the
corresponding sequence of Markov processes

(X7™)i20),en

As well as for the usual contact process, we also have in our situation a
monotonic structure of these processes:

VneN,Vi>0 X" C X" as. (4.16)

Namely, for 7, :== v,41 \ Vn, because of the additive structure of the generator
L, we have that X" and X, are independent Markov processes with X;" N
X" =0 as., hence X;""" = X;™ U X;™ a.s. Introduce the limiting process

XJ(w) = X7"(w). (4.17)

neN

Let k € N, then Vg(-) Ak € B(I'y). Fix n € I'y. Note that
ank—bAk< (a—bAk)AK (4.18)
for all a,b > 0. Namely,

aNk—bANE<(a—b)ANk<(a—bAk)AE, if a > b,
aNk—bANE=(aNk—bANE)ANE<(a—bANK)NEk, ifb>a.
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By (4.18), the Jensen inequality (- A k is concave), and Lemma 4.2.1 we get

L(Vs AR) () = D [Va(n\ y) Ak — V() AK]

yen

+%/Rdz a(z —y)[Va(nUz) Ak —Vs(n) Ak d

yen

+Z/ NIVsn\yUz) ANk —Vs(n) Ak]dr

yeY

sz[wn\w—wmm]m

yen

+%/Rd a(z —y)[Vg(nUzx) —Vg(n) Nk]dx ANk

) [ 5= 0Valn\yUa) = Vo) AR de Ak
1
'l

x (Z[Vﬂ(n \y) = V)] + [0l [Vs(n) — Vs(n) A K]

+3 [ ale = g)VatnUa) - Vo) da
el [V () = Vi) A K
) [ = )Valn\yUa) = Vsl do

< (14 54 () |n] [
~———

() Inl (Vo) — V() A k])] AR

=l | G EValn) + [Valo) = Valt) A 41| A

< Ol | Vol + V() = Valo) w K| A

where C is the constant from Lemma 4.2.1.

Consider now 7,, n € N. Then by martingale representation
E,, [(Vs A R)(X™)]

— (Vs AR) () + E, / L(V5 A k)(X]) ds
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t
< (Vs AR) () +E., / ' X" x
0

X {C” |§(%|VB(X;Y”) + [Va(X7m) — Va(X7™) A E]| A kds.

Note that we can interchange E, and fot here by (4.15). For k — oo this
gives
t
E,, [Va(6")] < Valn) + € [ By, [Val(X2)) ds,
0
and thus, by the Gronwall inequality, we have for all n € N and all £ > 0

E., [Vs(X{")] < Va(7)e". (4.19)

Using the monotonicity property (4.16) of the sequence of processes (X, ) en,
we obtain the estimate (4.19) also for the limiting process X', and hence

X] €Ty as.

By construction, the process X, has the generator L and X = 7. Thus, the
proof is finished. O

4.3 Time evolution of correlation functions

Now we will study the dynamics of the correlation functions corresponding to
generator (4.2). Via the theory of harmonic analysis on configuration spaces
(cf. Section 1.6) we will get the correlation functions in terms of solutions of
a hierachical system of equations, see (4.26). We will solve this system of
equations and show that the solutions are indeed correlation functions of a
corresponding measure on I

4.3.1 Symbol of the generator on the space of finite con-
figurations

The image of the generator L under the K-transform L := K'LK on quasi-
observables is called the symbol of L.

To compute the symbol of L we need the following lemma about the
K-transform:
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Lemma 4.3.1. For G € By,(Ty) and y € R it holds that

(KG)(E\y), ifydg

KGO = {2<KG><§\y>, fuee

Proof.
K(G(-\9)(€)=>_G(p\y)
pCE
:{Z ew) G0, ify¢¢,
>pcen) GO) + 2o GllpUY) \y), ifyeg

:{< G><5\y>, ity¢c,
2AKG)(E\y), ifyec.

O

Proposition 4.3.2. For functions G € Bys(I'og) the symbol of L has the
following form:

(LG)(n) = — || G(n)

+%/Rdz r—y)G(n\yUzx)dr

yen

+%/Z a(x —y)G(nUzx)de

yen

/Z £ —y)G(n\yUz)de — (w) [n| Glp).  (4.20)

yen

Proof. Write
(LG)(n) =: In(n) + In(n) + L;(n)

with

In(n) =K~ (Z[(KG)( \2) — (KG)( >1) (),

xe-

K1< /Rdz z—y)[(KG)(-Uzx) — (KG)()]dx)()

Iy(n) =K~ (Z/ (@ = KGO\ yUa) ~ (KG) ()] dr ) (o),
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From [KKPO08, Proposition 3.1] it follows that

In(n) == [nlG),

/Z a(z —y)G(n\ yUx) dx—l—%/ > alz - y)G(nUz) da,

yen YyEN

so it remains to show that

/Rdz v —y)Gn\yUz)de = (w)[n| G(n).

L) = 3 (—1)¢ Z / (Y G- Y Gl ds

CCn pc(c\yUx) pC¢

For y € ( and x ¢ (¢ \ y) one has

Y Gl -> Glp)= > G- > Gl - G(pUy)

pC(¢\yuz) pCq pC(¢\yUr) pC(C\y) pC(C\y)
Z G(pUx) — Z G(pUy).
pC(C\y) pC(C\y)
Therefore,
Iy(n) = "’\C'/ Z wz—y) Y Glpuz)de
CCn pC(C\y)
Y / Sule=) 32 Gy s
¢Cn e pC(C\y)
Lemma 4.3. 1
=S [ S e = K (GE\ yUa)(C) da
CCﬂ yeC
_Z(_ In\CIZ Z (pUy){
¢Cn y€(¢ pC(C\y)
Since

> w(z—y) = K(w(x - )lg=n()) (),

IS8
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we obtain
) = / (e = 9000 0) Gy U ) [ ds
Z 1|n\<IZK N\ y)

¢Cn yeC
/ <(w V=13 () *G(~\yUx)>(n) dx
(w) > (=DM K(G(-Uy))(C\ y). (4.21)

¢Cn yeC
Changing the order of summation in the second term of (4.21) we obtain

(w) S (=) ST R(GEUy)(EC\ )

¢Cn yeC

@Y > (FHNIKGU)Q)

yEN ¢C(n\y)

(w) Y K Uy))(C\y)

= —(w) [n| G(n).

For the first term in (4.21) we have
(=9t ) w66\ ua) o ds
1> {ola D)6 V) Gl U8y )

(€1,62,63)€EP; (n (:r)

There are only two cases in which (%) # 0, namely (|| = 1,& = 0) and
(& =10,|&] = 1). Hence

/ > (w(f — )= ()) (G UE)G((& U &) \y U ) da

(€1,62,63)EPE (n

/Z r—y)G((n\y) \yUx)de

yen

w3 [ e =06 i\ ) \yUa) da

yen

/wa— G(n\yUx)da.

yen
Thus, the assertion follows. ]
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4.3.2 The adjoint operator to the symbol L

Let p € My(Ty) be absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue-

Poisson measure A (with activity parameter z = 1). Let k(n) := g—i(n),

n € Iy, denote the corresponding Radon-Nikodym derivative.
Proposition 4.3.3. Assume that
k(n) < CMnlt, n €T (4.22)

for some C > 0. Then L(B,s(Ty)) C L'(Ty, p).

Proof. Let G € Bys(I'g). Then by Proposition 4.3.2 and the assumption we
have

J.

LG()]| dp()

:/FO

S/F(1+<w>)l77| |G ()| ™ ]! dA (1) (a)

LG()| k() dA(n)

+/FO /Rdz(%ﬂw)(x—y)IG(n\yUx)m"' In|!dz dX(n) (b)

yen

+%/FO 3 ale = n)lGmu] e ol ds dxm), (©)

yen
We will show that all the terms (a), (b), and (c) are finite.
Since G € Byg(Tp) there exist A € By(R?) and N € N such that

G| 0.

Fo\|_|7]:,:o Fg\n) -
Term (a):
/F (1+ ) [ |G ()| C™ [n]t dA(n)

= (14 (w))NCV N! |G(n)| d\(n) < oo

1N

since G is bounded.
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Term (b) (and term (c)): Here finiteness can be shown by application of
the Minlos lemma, cf. (1.13) and (1.14):

/F/Z%a—i—w z—y)|Gn\ yUz)| M [nl dzd\(n)

yen

/Rd/p olid ‘77|‘Z(%G+IU)(Q?— Y)|G(n\ yUz)| d\(n)dx

yen

1) /R/F /WCIWI U 2[!(5ea + w)(x — 2) |G(nUz)| dzdA(n) dz
.14) /Rd i |G(n)‘20|n\yud In\ yUz|!(3a+w)(y — 2)d\(n)dz

yen

< CNVN! |G \Z/ sa +w)(y — z) dz d\(n)

yen

< NCVNI(e+ (w)) | |G(n)|dA(n) < oo

Ta

Term (c):

/F/Z z = y)|G(nUa)| " [n|tda dA(n)

yen

(1.14) /|G IS\ 2t S alz - y)da)

z€n yeN\z
= 2OV YN — > al (n) < co.
2€N yen\z
Thus, the assertion is proved. ]

The adjoint operator L* to the symbol L is defined via the duality relation
given by the scalar product in L?(Tg, \),

[ LG olan) = (LG k)
To

ﬂavmmmzéew@%wxm.@m

Proposition 4.3.4. The adjoint operator L* to the symbol L on the space
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of functions that satisfy (4.22) has the following form.:
(L*k)(n) = — |nl k(n)

+ %Z k(n\z Z ( y)
zen ye(n\a)
+Z/ w(r —y)k(n\ zUy)dy — (w) [n| k(n). (4.24)

Proof. We use the same notatlon as in the %)roof of Proposition 4.3.2. Fur-
thermore, write Ig =: I( ) + [B and Iy =: I b + I ) with

—%/ Z a(lr —y)G(n\ yUzx)dz,
11(32)(77) = /Z a(r —y)G(nUx)de,
151)(?7):2/ > w(x—y)G(n\yUz)da,

12 (n) == —(w) n| G(n).

Then, from [KKPO08, Proposition 4.2] we obtain for the death part and
the birth part

/F In(n)k(n) Adn) = | G(n)[= nl k(m)] A(dn),

To

/Fofé”(n)k(n)A(dn):/ D[S [ e~ k20w o] )

/F 019(77) / G(n {;k n\z y%\z) a(z y)} A(dn).

Since the expressions [ 51)(77) and 1% ] (77) corresponding to the jump part are
of the same form as [ (1)( ) and Ip(n), respectively, we also obtain

/FO 57 )k () A(dn) / [Z/ w(z —y)k(n\ zUy) dy] Adn),

/F I (n)k(n) Mdn) = A G(n)[=(w) [n| k(n)] A(dn).
This proves the assertion. O
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4.3.3 Evolution equation associated to L*

The evolutional equation associated with the operator L* has the form

Ok

S ) =L k()

== (14 (w)) In| ke (n)
+ Z/Rd(%a +w)(z — y)ke(n \ z Uy) dy

+%Z ki(n\ ) Z a(x —vy). (4.25)
xen ye(n\z)

Since a function k on I'y corresponds to a family of functions (k™),cx,

(n)
0

k(™ a function on the n-point configurations I'y"”, we can rewrite (4.25) as a

system of equations:

k" . n
(9; (x1,...,2n) =L ! )(xl,...,:cn)+ft )(azl...,xn), neN, (4.26)

n
with

ﬁ;kt(”) (X1, ..., 2p)
= —(1+ (w)nk{ (z1,. .., z,)

+ Z/ (%a + w)(x’b — y)klgn)<x1a e L1, Y, Tit1,y - - - 71:71) dya

i=1 R?

ft )(xb 7xn)
_ {%Z?:lkjﬁn1)(331,...,ii,...,xn)zj#a(a:i—xj), n>2
- o, n=1

Note that L2 k™ only depends on the n-point function k™ and f™ only on

the (n — 1)-point function k:,gn_l).

Now fix an n € N. We consider the Cauchy problem

5’/@5”) 7x7.(n) (n)

comy) = LR @) + x>0,
B (X1, ..., Ty) “ky Y (xq o)+ [ (11 Tp) (4.27)
klfn)(xl, ey Th) = k[()n)(xl, e T)

t=0

in the Banach space X, := L®((R%)", dz®").
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Remark 4.3.5. The operator f/; in X,, can also be written in the following
way:

Lik™ (1, ) = n(ee = DE™ (21, ) + )Ly k™ (2, )
=1

(4.28)
with

Li«fa+wk(n)(x17 s 7xn) = / (%a + @U)(ZL’Z — y)X
R4

X [k‘(n)(ﬁl, T 1, Yy Tigdy - e Ty) — k‘(n)@lv T 79“"”)] dy.

For each i, L, is a generator of a Markov process on (R%)" (see [GST5]),
which describes the jump of a particle from the point (xy,... 2z, ,...,2,)
to (x1,...,9,...,2,). The generator of a pure-jump Markov process has the

form
A(z) / ) — F@)Q, dy),

where () is a probability kernel describing the transition probabilities of the
embedded Markov chain, and A(x) describes the jump-rate, i.e., the first exit
time from the state z is distributed exponentially with rate A(x). In this
case, we have

ANz) =+ (w), w(x,dy)= ot () (x —y) dy.

Lemma 4.3.6. Let a,w € LY(RY) be nonnegative even functions. Then, for
any n > 1, the operator L} 1is a bounded linear operator both in X, and in

LI((RY)").

7

Latw generates a contraction

Moreover, for each 1 <1 < n, the operator L
semigroup on X,, and on L'((RY)™).

Proof. The first part of this lemma is trivial.

The second part follows in the case of the space X, directly from Re-
mark 4.3.5, and in the case of L'((R%)") it is a consequence of the Beurling-
Deny criterion, cf., e.g., [RS78|. ]

E.g. by [IK02, Theorem 2.13|, the previous lemma implies the following
result:
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Proposition 4.3.7. Let n > 1 be arbitrary and fized. The solution to the
Cauchy problem (4.27) in the Banach space X, is given by

n

B (2, ) =€ {@ ethww] kS (1, )

=1

t n
+ %en(%—l)t/ e—n(%—l)s |:® (t S)an+u1:| X
0

=1

XE S R E a(r; —x;)d

JFi
(4.29)

The next proposition establishes a priori estimates for the evolution of
the correlation functions in time.

Proposition 4.3.8. Let a,w € L*(R%) N L>*(R?) be non-negative, even func-
tions. Assume that there exists a constant C' > 0, such that

kS (xy, .. mn) < 0ICY VR > 1,V(a,. .., 2,) € R
Then, for any t > 0 and Lebesgue-a.a. (xq,...,x,) € (R)", n > 1,
kM (21, ) < se(8)M (1 + Jal| o) " VHC + 1), (4.30)

where s(t) := max{1, s, e~ >V},

Later, in Proposition 4.5.1, we will discuss a situation, where one also has
a lower factorial bound for the correlation functions and hence clustering of
the points.

Proof of Proposition 4.3.8. The assertion is proved via induction over n.

In the case n = 1, (4.30) follows directly from Proposition 4.3.7 and the

assumption on k(()l): For a.a. z; € R* and t > 0 we have

k(@) = et Dlet e kgD ()
< 5e(t) (1 + Jal ) e 7VH(C + 1)1
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Now assume, that, for any ¢ > 0, the estimate (4.30) holds for k:g"*l).
Then, again by Proposition 4.3.7, we get

kgn) (.131, e ,LL’n)

n

=1

+%€n(%1)t/ (3c—1)s |:®€t SLLG+M]

n

X E kgnfl)(xl,...,afi,...,xn) E a(mz_x]) ds
=1 n— W e i
T )
s(n— al| oo

eV Ds (0 4 gL — 1)

< en(;«ffl)tcnn!

+ e /t e DSl (n — 1) s¢(s)" Le(nm DB sy
x (1+ ||a||0Loo)”(C’ + 5)" "t ds.
Noticing that (1 <)s(s) < »(t) for s <t and se=*"1% < 5(s), we obtain
3% (21,...,2,) < DI Cp)

t
+ Dl (B (1 + flaf )" / (C + )" ds
0

< 2(t)"(1 + ||| g ) e VEC !
+5()" (1 + [lal| g )"e" >V (C + 1) — C™)nl
= 5(t)" (1 + [|al| =) "> V(C + £)"nl.

This proves the assertion. O

With the help of the previous proposition, we can approximate solutions
of the Cauchy problem (4.27) for a, w with unbounded support by solutions
of (4.27) for a,w with bounded support:

Corollary 4.3.9. Let 0 < a,w € L*(RY)NC(R?) be arbitmry even functions
with ||a||pr =1 and a(z) +w(x) — 0 as x| — oco. Let k) atw D€ the solution
to (4.27) in X,,. Suppose that the conditions of Proposition 4.3.8 are fulfilled.
Then for all sequences {a;}1, {wi}; C Co(R?) such that

a— a, wy—w in L'(R?) and X; = L(RY) (4.31)
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(and such sequences exist)

k(”) k(”)

t,2ca;+w; t,2ca+w

m X, as | — oo.

Proof. Fix {a;};, {w}; C Co(R?) satisfying (4.31).

The assertion is again proved by induction over n. In the case n = 1, by
Proposition 4.3.7, we have

/{3(1) k(l)

n—1 tLL o 1.(1 Lt 1.
taartw; — MEsatw e( ! (6 l+ lk(() = e k((] )>.
But this converges to 0 in Xj, since (4.31) implies strong convergence of
the bounded generators L. in L*°, and hence strong convergence of the
corresponding semigroups.

»a;+w;

Now assume the assertion holds for n — 1. Again by Proposition 4.3.7 we
have

k:gzaﬁwl (X1, ..., 2p) — kf?ﬁaw(xl, ey T)

= =t ( {@ etL”az+wl:| kén)(xl, ce ,ZL’n)

i=1

- |:® etL%a+w:| k‘(()n) (Ila ce. ,xn)>

=1

t n .
+ %en(%l)t/ efn(%fl)s ( |:® e(t—S)Lﬁlal+wl‘| «
0 i=1

X stxal—i-wl 331,...,.751-,...,3371)2&1(% _xj)

J#i
|:® e(t S)L”“+“’:| Z k‘gn%al—i)-w 'rla s 7‘7?1'7 cee ,$n>><
X Z — T ) ds (4.32)

JFi

The first summand in (4.32) converges to 0 in X, since (4.31) implies
strong convergence of the generators L’, ., to L, ., and hence strong
convergence of the corresponding semigroups.
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For the second summand in (4.32), we have that

2 : (n—1) .
ks %GH-U)Z 1'1,...,.I'i,...,l’n) E al<xl _ajj)
J#i

converges to

stn%al—l)-w 33'1, c. ,fi, c. ,Jjn) Za(xl _ 33])

J#i

: 1)
in X,,, since kg ey +wl kﬁ”m {ws I — 00, in X,,_; by induction assumption

and a; — a in X;. It follows from Proposition 4.3.8 that

n
H|:® Y %al+wl1 st%az-f—wz ‘Ila"'7fia"'7'xn>zal($i_'xj)HXn

i=1 i
and the same expression with a and w instead of a; and w;, respectively,

are uniformly bounded in s € [0,¢]. Therefore, also the second summand in
(4.32) converges to 0 in X,. O

4.3.4 Solutions of (4.27) as correlation functions

Now we consider the following question: suppose that the system of initial
conditions (k:(()n))n for the Cauchy problem (4.27) is a system of correlation
functions, i.e., there exists a probability measure py € M} (T'), whose corre-
lation measure is absolutely continuous w.r.t. the Lebesgue-Poisson measure
and whose correlation functions are (k(()n))n. Is this property preserved under
time evolution? For every ¢t > 0, does there exist a corresponding probability
measure ; € M (T') with correlation functions (k;ﬁ”))n, where (k‘t(n))n are
the solutions of (4.27)7

To answer this question we will apply A. Lenard’s result about construc-
tion of corresponding measures for given correlation functions, cf. [Len73,
KK02]. Let p € M(Iy) with corresponding system (k(™),. Assume that p
is locally finite and normalized, i.e., p({0}) = 1. In order to show that p is a
correlation measure of some p € M;, (T') one has to check the following two
conditions:

e (Lenard positivity)
For any G € Bys(I'g) with KG > 0 it holds that

/F G(n) dp(n) = 0. (4.33)
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e (Moment growth condition)
For any bounded set A C R? and j > 0

Z(mgﬂ.)‘% = 400, (4.34)

where

1
mﬁ ::—/---/k(”)(xl,...,:vn)dxl---dxn.
nl Ja A

Remark 4.3.10. (i) Lenard positivity ensures existence of such a measure
i, and the moment growth condition ensures its uniqueness.

(ii) If a system of functions (k(™), s, satisfies, for a constant C' > 0 inde-
pendent of n,
k™ (2, ..., 2,) < nlC™ for all n,

(cf. also (4.22)) then it also satisfies the moment growth condition.

Denote the set of all probability measure i whose correlation functions
satisfy the assumption from Remark 4.3.10 (i) by Mg, (I).

Lemma 4.3.11. Let 0 < a,w € L'(R?) N C(R?) with ||aljzr = 1 and a(z) +
w(z) — 0 as |x| — oo, and suppose that the assumptions of Proposition 4.3.8
are satisfied. Then for any t > 0, the system of solutions (k:ﬁ”))n of (4.27) is
positive in the sense of (4.33).

Proof. By Corollary 4.3.9, it suffices to prove the assertion under the as-
sumption that a,w have polynomial decay at infinity:

A

d
rjaprre “ €K

(a4 w) () <

for some A > 0 and some (3,0 > d

We have to show

1 n
Zﬁ/d dG(")(xl,...,xn)kf)(xl,...,xn)dx1~~~dxn20 (4.35)

for all G € Bps(I'y) with KG > 0.
As in Section 4.2, let

1
S S R,
es(x) eI T €
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Furthermore set

F(n)(7> = Z 65(231) T 65(33,07 ne N’ h/| > n.

If |[y| < N, then set F(™(y) := 0. Define a function G, on Ty by the
corresponding family of functions

—~—

(o0 @ — R,
G (an, 1) = ealer) - 5T L.
Then KG,(7) = F™(y).

Let € M;, (T') be such that its correlation measure p, is absolutely
continuous w.r.t. the Lebesgue-Poisson measure and its correlation functions
(k,gm))meN are bounded. Then we have that

/F F™ () u(dy) = / Gn(n) dpu(n)

1)
1
- _‘/ / eg(w1) - eg(wn)k™ (xy,. .., 2,) day - - - dr,, < 00.
n: Jrd R4
(4.36)

keN’

In particular, we obtain that p(I'g) = 1, cf. Section 4.2. Hence, by Theorem
4.2.2, there exists a corresponding Markov process (X, );>o with generator
L, which is a.s. in I's.

Similarly to the computation in the proof of Lemma 4.2.1 we have for
n > 2 (pointwisely)

LF™(y)

== > ep(x)es(21) - - ep(zn1)

€Y {21,.y2n—1}€(7\T)

o [ Sae-n| T caloleata)eatenn)| do

yEY {21,..y2n—1 €Y
2 [u-n| X et eatan
yey VR {21,201 Y€(1\W)

— Z esg(y)es(z1) - - eg(zn_l)} dx

{z1,-zn-1}Ye(¥\y)

= —(1+ (w))F™(v)
+Z Z 65(2’1)...6ﬁ(2n1)/ (20 +w)(r — y)eg(x) dx

d
yey {21, ,2n-1}CYy R
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< —(1+ (w)F™(v)
_|_Z Z eg(z1) ... es(zn-1) /d ﬁeﬁ(y) dx

yey {21, ,2n—1}Cxy R

= —(1+@)FP () +ACsY . > eslyles(z) . ep(zn)

yey {21, ,2n—1}Cx

< (ACs — (1 + [w])) F™(3) + ACsF™ (),

and hence we obtain
LL™(y) < CL™M(v) (4.37)

for some C' > 0. So, similarly as in the proof of Theorem 4.2.2, we have

E[L™M(X7)] < LMY (y)e. (4.38)

Let (pt)+>0 denote the corresponding evolution of 1y described by the dual
Kolmogorov equation

Opu

— =L, t>0,
at lut -
fitli—g = Ho-

We want to show that p, € M} (T), so we have to show the finiteness of all
local moments. Therefore, let A € B,(R?), A compact, and N € N. Let

£i=¢ggp = I;lei/r\l(eg(x)) (> 0).

Then, if [ya| < N,

Recall Stirling’s formula:

1§—§eﬁ
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In the case ¢ := |y5| > N, this gives

LM () > LM ()

S N VAl
> (T
N V2mle et

V27Ne-NNNemw 27(0 — N)e=U=N)(¢ — N)(Z_N)ewl‘m
1 1 1
EN = €NCN "}/A|N-

V21N e+l NN
Therefore, by (4.36) with p := po and by (4.38) ,

/|7A|N,ut(d7):/ +/
r {lvalEN} {lval>N}

1
<[ NV + g [ELYOD)] wl)
{lval<N} e b Jr

eCt
€NCN

> ¢

> eV

<NV e [ L90) () < o
I

This proves that u; € M (T).

Hence, there exists a Markov evolution of the corresponding correlation
measures on My(I'g) associated with the generator L. Thus, (4.35) is obvi-
ously fulfilled because of the Markov property of the semigroup corresponding
to the evolution of states. O

For any system of functions (kgn))nzo define £}, : Fp, — C,

= 1
Li(0) :—ZE/R /R O(x1) - 02,k (21, ..., 20) day - - - day, (4.39)
—n d d

where F, denotes the set of all functions 6 such that (4.39) makes sense.
Remark 4.3.12. (i) For 0 > 0 define

Ul = {0 € LR : 0] gy < 0}

If the system (k‘gn))nzo satisfies the assumptions of Remark 4.3.10 (ii),
then L is holomorphic in U} for some ¢ > 0.
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(i) Suppose that (k™) is the system of correlation functions of some
measure y € M} (). Then, e.g. by |[KK02|, the functional £ is
connected with p via

o0 1 .
L(0) :Zm/Rd.../Rdg(xl)...g(xn)k( Nay, .. &) day - - - day,
n=0

-/ <ng<x>) () )
- [TI0+ o) uta). oe .

ey

The latter term

£u6) 1= [ TI00+ 0t i) (4.40)

ey

is called Bogoliubov functional of p. Set

M, (T) == {p € M'(T) : L, is holomorphic in U; for some § > 0}.
(4.41)
So, by (i),
MlC,fac(F) - M}llol(r)‘

Theorem 4.3.13. Let 0 < a,w € LY(R%) N C(R?) be even functions with
lal[zr =1 and a(x) + w(z) — 0 as |z| — oo. Then for any p € Mg 4, (T)
there exists a Markov function X' on T' associated to the generator L with
initial distribution p, such that for any t > 0 the corresponding distribution

pe of X' lies in Mg ,.(T).

Proof. By Proposition 4.3.8, Lemma 4.3.11, and Remark 4.3.10 (ii) we obtain
that the corresponding solutions of the Cauchy problem (4.27) are correlation
functions for all times t > 0. This gives the corresponding evolution p; on
MI(T) and thus all finite dimensional distributions of X}". O

4.4 Invariant measures

Consider the translation invariant case, so the first correlation function kél)
is independent of z € R%:

kgl)(x) = p Vt>0.
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The function p is called density.

From equation (4.26) describing the time evolution of the correlation func-
tions we obtain

W~ Dt [ G+ )y
= (3= D)ps,
pili=0 = po,
and hence
pr = exp((s — 1)t)po. (4.42)

Thus one has three cases:

subcritical (»x < 1): py — 0, as t — oo;
supercritical (3¢ > 1): p; — 00, as t — o0;
critical (3¢ =1): py = po = p.

Invariant measures can exist only in the critical case. So, from now on, we
assume » = 1.

Due to Theorem 4.3.13, all invariant measures can be described in terms
of the corresponding system of correlation functions as positive solutions of

Ok."
ot

With (4.26) this can be formulated the following way:

(T1, ... @) = I:flkt(n)(:cl, ce X)) F ft(n)(:cl coxy) =0, n>1.

Proposition 4.4.1. If a measure u € MYT) is an invariant measure for
X' €T, then the system of the corresponding correlation functions of j is a
solution to the following recurrent system of equations: forn > 1

(1 + (w))nk™

— zn:k(”_l)(xl, ey Ty ) Za(% — ;)
i—1

J#i
+ Z (@ + w)(xz - y)k(n)('xl? oy L1, Y, Tig 1y - - 7xn) dy
i—1 Y R4

(4.43)
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The next theorem deals with the inverse problem. Under certain condi-

tions on a and w it shows existence of a continuum of invariant measures.

Theorem 4.4.2. Let d > 2. Let 0 < a,w € L'(RY) be even continuous
functions such that

(i) llallpr =1,
(1) [ou |2|” a(z) dz < oo,
(iii) G = fRd (z)dx € LY(RY),

p)
(10) i1 Trr ey W < 0

Then the following assertions hold: (I) For any p € R, there exists a unique
measure y° € MY (') whose correlation functions {k™*},>q are translation
invariant, solve equation (4.43) and satisfy

IK™]|x, < Clp)"(n))?, n>1 (4.44)

for some positive constant C(p). Moreover, kM) = p.

(1) Let ju; be the distribution of X{°, o € Mg, (T) , at time t > 0,

and let (kt(n))nzo denote the corresponding system of correlation functions of
fe. Then in the critical case:

(i) K —kl) :p forallt > 0;

(it) for anyn > 2 and any ¢ € L'((R*)"),
(k™) = (K™7,0), t— oo,

where (kﬁ"), ) and (k(”)’p,-) denote the corresponding functionals on

LY ((RY)").

Remark. The integrability condition (iv) in the previous theorem is satisfied
e.g. for w(p) = e P" | 1 < a < 2, (a-stable distribution), and any a satisfying
the other conditions. For w = 0, i.e., the usual contact model, condition (iv)
is automatically satisfied for dimension d > 3, cf. [KKPOS].

Proof of Theorem 4.4.2. (I): For a given p > 0, we will construct inductively
a system of solutions k(™ of (4.43) in the Banach space X,,, which satisfies
(4.44) and hence the moment growth condition (4.34). Lenard positivity
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(4.33) of the system follows from part (II), since, for given p, we can always
find a measure py with kél) = p. Together this proves part (I).

Set k(U := p. First, consider the case n = 2. Since we are in the
translation invariant case, a proper solution £ must be of the form

k(2)(l’1,$2) = k(z)’p(ﬂil — LL’Q,O) = ]{Z(.Tl — LCQ),

where k is an even function on R¢. Then equation (4.43) reads as

(14 (w))2k(z1 — z2) Z Z — ;)

=1 j#

-I—ZZ/ (a+w)(z, —y)k(z; —y)dy

=1 j#i

—2pa(z) — 2) +2 / (a + w)(@1 — 75 — y)k(y) dy,

R4

hence
((a+w) * k)(:cl —x9) — (1 +(w))k(zy — x9) = —pa(xy — x),  (4.45)

where (a * k)(x) := [pa a( k(y) dy denotes the usual convolution. Sup-
pose, (4.45) has a solutlon v E Ll(Rd). Then one gets for the Fourier trans-
form o

(@ +@)(p)o(p) = (1 + (w))o(p) = —pa(p),

and thus

o pa(p)
op) =17 WG ) (4.46)

Under the assumptions on a and w, #ﬂﬁw)(m

dimension d > 2, and hence in L'(R?). Therefore,

is integrable at p = 0 for

v(z) = (2710 ) /R d e!Po) o <w>p_d((?+ D0 dp € L=(R%). (4.47)

Remark. Suppose that the solution to (4.45) is a second correlation function.
Then, application of Fourier transform does not have any physical sense,
since, in general, second correlation functions are not integrable. But the
second Ursell function u® (z1, z5) := k@ (21, 79) — kW (21)kW (25) is in many
applications integrable in one coordinate. In our case we have

u(xy — x2) 1= U(Q)(l’l —29,0) = k(z) — 22) — PQ-
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It is an easy computation to show that the equation for u has exactly the
same form as (4.45) for k, namely

(@ +w) xu(z) —x2) — (1 + (w))u(xy — x2) = —pa(x; — 3).
With this remark and (4.47) one can then easily check that
2

k@)’p(xl, To) i=v(xy —T3) +p

is a solution to (4.45) in Xo.
Let

1 la(p)|
A= / - - dp.
2m)7 Jza 1+ (w) — (a+ @) (p) ©
Then
KO (1, 10) < pA+ p* < C*(21)°

for any constant C' > %\/ pA+ p?. Choose

C = C(p) :== max{A, 31/pA + p?}.

Now consider the case n > 3. Assume that k=1 is already constructed
and satisfies the estimate |[k™~Y*||x, | < C"((n — 1)!)%. Then, equation
(4.43) gives

L™ (2, ... xp) = — Z KOmDp (g ) Z a(z; — x;)
i=1 i
= — (g, ). (4.48)

The function
KM (g, .. x,) = /OO (etﬁ:f(")’p> (x1,...,2,)dt (4.49)
0
is a solution to (4.48) in the Banach space X,, provided
/OO (e“i;f(”)”’> (z1,...,2,)dt < oo for a.a. (zy,...,2,) € (RY)"
0

and )
etln fe 0, — 0.
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Therefore, to prove the existence of a solution to (4.48) we have to show
that the right hand side of (4.49) has sense in X;,. By the induction assump-

tion for (n — 1) and the Markov property of eln we obtain

/ (etﬁzf(")’p) (T1,...,2,)dt
0

< /OOO (etﬁﬁcnl((n S Y a - .j)) (21, 22) dt

i=1 j#i
_ Cn 1 Z Z/ ( a+w+Lé+w)a(.i — .])) (xia xj) dt
i=1 j#i

. i . . )
Since e'Fa+w is a contraction semigroup on X,,, there exists a Lebesgue nullset
N such that, since |||z~ < ||*]|z1,

/ (et(LZ+w+Li+w)a(.i — ])) (wi’ x]) dt
0

g/ sup (ethlera('i—%‘)) (@) dt
0 :EjERd\N
o (o)
S Sup e Hatw v — X p dpdt
(2m) J, z;€RNN JRA ( ) ®)
1™ "
_ L / sup / o) p)-1-@w))
(27T) 0 z;ERNN JR
/ e a(z — 2;) de| dpdt
sup / t( (@) (p)—1—(w)) ) |- a(p)| dpdt
:c]e]Rd\N R4
(a+w)(p) 1—(w )|5L(p)| dp dt. (4.50)
For anyp;éO

e}

1
1 {w) = (@+a)p)
Therefore, because of the Fubini theorem and (4.47), we have that

t(@td)p)-1-w) 4

>~
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Therefore, with the results from the case n = 2, we obtain that for
Lebesgue-a.a. (z1,...,z,)

/OO (etﬁ;f(")’p> (z1,...,2,)dt < C" H(n—1))’n(n—-1)A < C"(n!)>.
0

This finishes the proof of part (I) of Theorem 4.4.2.
(IT): The first statement of this part is trivial.
Second assertion: consider the difference between the correlation func-
tions k:t(n) and k(™ where the latter one is the one constructed in part (I):
k) (21, ..., x0) — EP(zq, ... xy)

= [etﬁ; — ]l} /{:(")’p(:z;l, cey ) etln [k;(()n) (X1, ..., Tp) — k(")’p(xl, . ,xn)]

t
+ / eSLth(fZ,(xl, ey Ty ds.
0

Since
A t A* T
[ — 1]k (2, 2,) = / DLk (2, ) ds
o )
_ _/ esLh fme (g ) ds,
0
we have
K (21, ) — K™ (2, )
el [k:(()n)(:m, ) — k:(”)’p($1, o ,xn)] (a)
t
+/ esLn[ t(?_zl(xl,‘“,%) _ f(”)’p(xl, e 7xn)} ds. (b)
0
Ad (b):

Similar to the computations for (4.49) and by Proposition 4.3.8 one can
show

t A~
/ eSLrlft(Z)g(arl, co Ty) ds € Xy,
0

/ esﬁ,’;f(n)vp(xl, .. ,i[)n) ds € Xn-
0
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We use induction over n to show that (b) tends to zero. For n = 1 this is
trivial. So assume now, that

EPY S ke i X, — oo (4.51)

This immediately implies
FM s peein Xt — oo, (4.52)
Therefore, by Proposition 4.3.8, there exists a constant K > 0 such that

for any t > 0
1" Vlx,, < K™Dk, .

Let 0 < T <t. Then

t A
/ estn [ft(fl(xl, ey T) — f(“)’p(xl, o ,mn)} ds
T

S/Tte g

1+ K) / KD 3OS (et Fora(, — ) (o) ds

=1 j#i

t(nl(:cl, cey T)

- ’f(n)’p<x17 s 7$n)|:| ds

< (1+K)/ L ds. (4.53)

By (4.50), this expression becomes abitrarily small for large enough 7. But,
by (4.52) and the contraction property of the semigroup e'‘», also

T
/ GSL:L [ft(fl(l'l,...,fﬂn) _f(n%p(xla"'azn)] ds — 0 in Xn’ t — oo.
0

Thus we have shown the convergence of expression (b) to zero.
Ad (a):

The convergence of expression (a) to zero means that the solution of the
Cauchy problem

Ty, ..., xn) = LE T1,. .., L), >0,
or Co (4.54)
kgn)(xl,...,xn) Ozk:[()n)(.rl,...,xn) € X,.
t=

asymptotically does not depend on the initial conditions. The boundedness
of the operator L* implies the existence of the solution k = ethk as a
function from X,.
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The latter fact allows us to look at the solution of (4.54) in the class
of generalized functions (Ll((Rd)")), C S'((R*)™), where S’((R%)™) denotes
the continuous linear functionals on the space S((R?)") of rapidly decreasing
functions on (R¢)". Since the Fourier transform is well-defined on &'((R%)"),
we can consider the following functional: for ¢ € S((R%)")

(k; ,95
/ / etL”k (1, xn)@(T1, .y xp) day - - - dxy
Rd Rd

||L:;k;||Loo((Rd)n) S n(l + <(I> + 2<w>) ||k3||Loo((Rd)n),
we get for all N € N

Since

Nogooo
Zﬁ((L;) k'(()n)>('r17 s 7xn>¢(x1,. .. 7,1'”)
=0
N tl l
< 37 Tt (14 )+ 2(00)) I e o[BG, )

< (@) e ()] € LR,

Hence, by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem,

/(;) _Oot_l// Fx\07.(n) ~
(k ’@);“ » Rd((Ln) kg )(xl,...,xn)go(:cl,...,a:n)da;l...d:r;n
(4.55)

~

For [ = 1, the integral in the last expression gives

/ / (LEkS) (@1 )@, @) day - diy,
R4 R4
:/ / (—(1—|—(w))n)]{;(()”)(;gl,...,xn)gb(xl,...,xn)d:pl,“dmn
R4 R4

+ / / Z(a+w)(xi—y)kén)(ﬁcl»--'ayw“vwn)x
Rd Rd Rd.

Oy, ..., Tp) dy dxy ...dx,
/ / (1, x) (= (1 + (w))n)p(z, ..., xp) day .. dxy,
Rd R4

+ k:(” e Yy Ty X
z/d YA )

X / (a +w)(y —x;)p(xy, ..., x,) de; dyday - - dz; - - da,
Rd
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= / .. / k:(()n)(xl, o ) (= (1 + (w))n)p(xy, . . ) day .. day,
Rd Rd
k:(n) R, (P
+7lzl\/Rd /Rd 0 (5(71, 73:, 737 )X

x/ (a+w)(zi — )@y, ...y, ... xn) dyde;dey - - - da; - - - day,
Rd

:/ / E(zy,. . )(Lngp)(xl, X)) dxy - dxy,.
Ré Rd

From this it follows

/d."/ LATL ko(n) (:U:LJ"'?‘TTL)%A('I ,...,$n> dl’ .dxn
R Rd
/]R /Rk(n)$’..., )((A )l/\a)(])17’..’xn)dl’]-..dxn

for each [ € N, and hence

00 =35 [ [ m) ()9 )i,

(4.56)
Furthermore,

Z/ CL+U) )@(xlw-'ay)"'vxn)dy
R4

et PPN _|_ — _i<(wl ~~~~~ Yseens mn)v(pl ~~~~~ pn)> X
Z// /< w)(y — e

X o(p1,-..,pn)dpy---dp, dy

_ Z/ / / a—+ ’LU —i((:u ..... Zn ), (P15, pn))e—i(z,pi> >
Rd R4 JR4

X o(p1,...,pn)dzdpy - - dp,

n

— ) [Z(& + w)(.i>90:| (1, .., Tn),

=1

hence

(Lif) o an) = 20 (S @) = (0 G )]G,

=1
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and, inductively, for every [ € N,

n

()9 o) = 50| (a0 - 1+ <w>>n)lw} (o0 2.

i=1
(4.57)
Therefore,

(.0

/k:(()" T, .., n)(etm@)(ml,...,xn)dml...da:n

d

/knxhn,mx (4.58)

d

=

%\%ﬁ\

=

[e (zl 1(a+d) () —(1+ <w>)n) 4 (1, ..., @) day ... dz,.
(4.59)

By Remark 4.3.5 and Lemma 4.3.6, in the critical case » = 1, etli is a
contraction semigroup in L*((R?)"). Furthermore, one can show that

al {et(zyﬁ(dJr@)('i)(1+<w>)n) (p} (x1,...,2,) — 0, t— o0,

pointwisely. These two facts imply
e’y — 0in L'(RY™), ¢ — oo,

thus

—

(K, ) =0, t— oo,

and hence
(k) =0, t— oo (4.60)

Since S((R%)") is dense in L'((R%)") and

”kt(n)H(Ll((Rd)n)/ — Hk' ||Loo Rd < Hk’ ||Loo((Rd)n),
we have (4.60) for every ¢ € L'((R?)"). This finishes the proof. O

4.5 Clustering

Consider the translation invariant, subcritical case, i.e.,

k(l) =p;, t >0, and » < 1.
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By (4.42), we have that the density p; converges to zero as t — oco. In
fact, from Proposition 4.3.8 it follows, that the correlation functions of all
orders tend to zero as t — oo.

On the other hand, Proposition 4.3.8 implies, for fixed ¢, a factorial bound
for kﬁ"). Thus one can expect clustering of the system. We will prove this in
the next proposition. Starting from Poisson distribution of the particles we
obtain a lower bound, factorial in the order n, for the correlation functions
in a small region.

So, let k(()n) = C". Let B C R? a bounded domain such that

= inf —1y) > 0.
a x}yrleBa(x Y)

Set 3 := min(as, C).

Proposition 4.5.1. Let t > 1. Then for any {x1,...,2,} C B, n>1, one
has
k:t(n) (T1,. .., xp) > Bret= i), (4.61)

Proof. We will prove the assertion by induction over n. Let n = 1. Then by
(4.42)
kH(xy) = py = eIC > plet=ty),

Now let n > 2 and assume that the assertion of the proposition is true
for n — 1. Then by Proposition 4.3.7

t n )
" (. mn) > %e"(”l)t/ e s {@ e(ts)U%Hw] X
0 i=n

X Zkgn_l)(xla"'7fi7"'7zn) a(l‘j—l'j)dS
i=1

26"716("_1)(”_1)3(n—l)! ‘77&7’

t
> %e”("_l)tnﬂ"_l(n —Dl(n — 1)a/ e(TDG=Ds g
0

> ﬁnen(%fl)tn!.

In the last line we have used that ¢t > 1.

Thus, the assertion is proved. O



Bibliography

[AKR98a]

|AKROSb|

[AR95]

[DFGW89)

[EKS6]

[FGOS)|

[FKS09)

[GKOG]

S. Albeverio, Yu. Kondratiev, and M. Rockner. Analysis and
geometry on configuration spaces. J. Funct. Anal., 154:444-500,
1998.

S. Albeverio, Yu. Kondratiev, and M. Rockner. Analysis and
geometry on configuration spaces: The Gibbsian case. J. Funct.
Anal., 157:242-291, 1998.

S. Albeverio and M. Rockner. Dirichlet form methods for unique-
ness of martingale problems and applications. In Stochastic anal-
ysis (Ithaca, NY, 1993), volume 57 of Proc. Sympos. Pure Math.,
pages 513-528. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1995.

A. De Masi, P.A. Ferrari, S. Goldstein, and W.D. Wick. An
invariance principle for reversible Markov processes. Applications
to random motions in random environments. J. Statist. Phys.,

55(3/4):787-855, 1989.

S.N. Ethier and T.G. Kurtz. Markov Processes. Characterization
and Convergence. Wiley Ser. Probab. Math. Statist. Probab.
Math. Statist. John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 1986.

T. Fattler and M. Grothaus. Tagged particle process in contin-
uum with singular interactions. arXiv:0804.4868v3 [math-ph/,
2008.

D.L. Finkelshtein, Yu.G. Kondratiev, and A.V. Skorokhod. One-
and two-component contact process with long range interaction
in continuum. n preparation, 2009.

N.L. Garcia and T.G. Kurtz. Spatial birth and death processes
as solutions of stochastic equations. ALEA Lat. Am. J. Probab.
Math. Stat., 1:281-303, 2006.

109



110

[GKRO7]

[Gol9s]

[GPS7]

1GST75]

[Hel82]

[HST78]

[1K02|

IKK02|

[KK03]

[KKO6]

[KKKO04|

[KKPOS]

BIBLIOGRAPHY

M. Grothaus, Yu. Kondratiev, and M. Rockner. N/V-limit for
stochastic dynamics in continuous particle systems. Probab. The-
ory Relat. Fields, 137(1-2):121-160, 2007.

S. Goldstein. Antisymmetric functionals of reversible Markov
processes. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Probab. Statist., 31(1):177—
190, 1995.

M.-Z. Guo and G.C. Papanicolaou. Self-diffusion of interacting
Brownian particles. In Probabilistic methods in mathematical
physics (Katata/Kyoto, 1985), pages 113-151. Academic Press,
Boston, MA, 1987.

I.I. Gikhman and A.V. Skorokhod. The Theory of Stochastic
Processes II. Springer, 1975.

S.I. Helland. Central limit theorems for martingales with discrete
or continuous time. Scand. J. Statist., 9:79-94, 1982.

R.A. Holley and D.W. Stroock. Nearest neighbor birth and death
processes on the real line. Acta Math., 140:103-154, 1978.

K. Ito and F. Kappel. Fvolution Equations and Approximations,
volume 61 of Series on Advances in Mathematics for Applied
Sciences. World Scientific, 2002.

Yu. Kondratiev and T. Kuna. Harmonic analysis on configuration

space 1. General theory. Infin. Dimens. Anal. Quantum Prob.
Relat. Top., 5(2):201-233, 2002.

Yu. Kondratiev and T. Kuna. Correlation functionals for Gibbs
measures and Ruelle bounds. Methods Funct. Anal. Topol.,
9(1):9-58, 2003.

Yu. Kondratiev and O. Kutoviy. On the metrical properties of
the configuration space. Math. Nachr., 279(7):774-783, 2006.

Yu. Kondratiev, T. Kuna, and O. Kutoviy. On relations between
a priori bounds for measures on configuration spaces. Infin. Di-
mens. Anal. Quantum Prob. Relat. Top., 7(2):195-213, 2004.

Yu. Kondratiev, O. Kutoviy, and S. Pirogov. Correlation func-
tions and invariant measures in continuous contact model. In-
fin. Dimens. Anal. Quantum Probab. Relat. Top., 11(2):231-258,
2008.



BIBLIOGRAPHY 111

[KKRO4]

[KLO5)|

[KLRO7|

[KLROS]

[KRO5)

[KS06]

[Kut03]

(K86

[Lan77]

[Len73]|

[Lig85|

Yu.G. Kondratiev, A.Yu. Konstantinov, and M. Rockner.
Uniqueness of diffusion generators for two types of particle sys-
tems with singular interactions. J. Funct. Anal., 212:357-372,
2004.

Yu. Kondratiev and E. Lytvynov. Glauber dynamics of continu-
ous particle systems. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré, Sér. B, 41:685-702,
2005.

Yu. Kondratiev, E. Lytvynov, and M. Roéckner. Equilibrium
Kawasaki dynamics of continuous particle systems. Infin. Di-
mens. Anal. Quantum Probab. Relat. Top., 10(2):185-209, 2007.

Yu. Kondratiev, E. Lytvynov, and M. Rockner. Non-equilibrium
stochastic dynamics in continuum: The free case. Condensed
Matter Physics, 11(4):701-721, 2008.

N. Krylov and M. Réckner. Strong solutions of stochastic equa-
tions with singular time dependent drift. Probab. Theory Relat.
Fields, 131:154-196, 2005.

Yu.G. Kondratiev and A.V. Skorokhod. On contact processes
in continuum. Infin. Dimens. Anal. Quantum Prob. Relat. Top.,
9(2):187-198, 2006.

0. Kutoviy. Analytical methods in constructive measure theory
on configuration spaces. PhD thesis, Universitiat Bielefeld, Fak.
f. Mathematik, 2003.

C. Kipnis and S.R.S. Varadhan. Central limit theorem for addi-
tive functionals of reversible Markov processes and applications
to simple exclusion processes. Commun. Math. Phys., 104:1-19,
1986.

R. Lang. Unendlichdimensionale Wienerprozesse mit Wechsel-
wirkung II. Z. Wahrsch. verw. Gebiete, 39:277-299, 1977.

A. Lenard. Correlation functions and the uniqueness of the state
in classical statistical mechanics I. Commun. Math. Phys., 30:35—
44, 1973.

T.M. Liggett. Interacting particle systems, volume 276 of
Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften [Fundamen-
tal Principles of Mathematical Sciences|. Springer-Verlag, New
York, 1985.



112

[MR92]

[MROO]

[01i02]

[Osa96]

[Pre75]

[Pre76)

[Pre79]

[RSTS]

IRS95|

IRS9S]|

[Rue69]
[Rue70]

[Str05]

[Yos96]

BIBLIOGRAPHY

Z.-M. Ma and M. Rockner. Introduction to the Theory of (Non-
Symmetric) Dirichlet Forms. Springer, 1992.

Z.-M. Ma and M. Rockner. Construction of diffusions on config-
uration spaces. Osaka J. Math., 37(2):273-314, 2000.

M.J. Oliveira. Configuration Space Analysis and Poissonian
White Noise Analysis. PhD thesis, University of Lisbon, Fac-
ulty of Sciences, 2002.

H. Osada. Dirichlet form approach to infinite-dimensional
Wiener processes with singular interactions. Commun. Math.
Phys., 176:117-131, 1996.

C. Preston. Spatial birth-and-death processes. Bull. Inst. Inter-
nat. Statist., 46:371-391, 1975.

C. Preston. Random Fields, volume 534 of Lecture Notes in
Mathematics. Springer, 1976.

C. Preston. Canonical and microcanonical Gibbs states. Z.
Wahrsch. verw. Gebiete, 46:125-158, 1979.

M. Reed and B. Simon. Methods of modern mathematical physics,
4. Analysis of Operators. Academic Press, 1978.

M. Roéckner and B. Schmuland. Quasi-regular Dirichlet forms:
examples and counterexamples. Can. J. Math, 47(1):165-200,
1995.

M. Rockner and B. Schmuland. A support property for infinite-
dimensional interacting diffusion processes. C. R. Acad. Sci.
Paris Sér. I Math., 326(3):359-364, 1998.

D. Ruelle. Statistical Mechanics. Benjamin, 1969.

D. Ruelle. Superstable interactions in classical statistical me-
chanics. Commun. Math. Phys., 18:127-159, 1970.

S. Struckmeier. Invariance Principle for Diffusions in Ran-
dom Environment. Diploma thesis, Universitat Bielefeld, Fak.
f. Mathematik, Nov. 2005.

M.W. Yoshida. Construction of infinite-dimensional interacting
diffusion processes through Dirichlet forms. Probab. Theory Re-
lat. Fields, 106:265-297, 1996.



BIBLIOGRAPHY 113

[YRSO1]  W.R. Young, A.J. Roberts, and G. Stuhne. Reproductive pair
correlations and the clustering of organisms. Nature, 412:328—
331, 2001.



