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1 Introduction

The zero-range process is a system of interacting particles moving in a discrete lattice A,
that here we will assume to be a subset of Z?. The interaction is “zero range”, i.e. the
motion of a particle may be only affected by particles located at the same lattice site. Let
¢ : N — [0,400) be a function such that ¢(0) = 0 and ¢(n) > 0 for every n > 0. In
the zero-range process associated to c(-) particles evolve according to the following rule:
for each site x € A, containing 7, particles, with probability rate ¢(n,) one particle jumps
from x to one of its nearest neighbors at random. Waiting jump times of different sites are
independent. If ¢(n) = An then particles are independent, and evolve as simple random
walks; nonlinearity of ¢(+) is responsible for the interaction. Note that particles are neither
created nor destroyed. When A is a finite lattice, for each NV > 1, the zero-range process in
A restricted to configurations with N particles is a finite irreducible Markov chain, whose
unique invariant measure 4 is proportional to

11 1 (1.1)

'7
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where

1 forn=0
c(n)! = { c(n)e(n —1)---¢(1) otherwise.

Moreover the process is reversible with respect to vY.

If the function n — c¢(n) does not grow too fast in n, then the zero range process can
be defined in the whole lattice Z%. In this case the extremal invariant measures form a one
parameter family of uniform product measures, with marginals

1 alp)k
polne = k] = WTZ)!’ (1.2)

where p > 0, Z(«(p)) is the normalization, and «a(p) is uniquely determined by the condition
tolnz] = p (we use here the notation u[f] for [ fdu).

In this paper we are interested in the rate of relaxation to equilibrium of zero-range
processes. In general, for conservative systems of symmetric interacting random walks in a
spatial region A, for which the interaction between particles is not too strong, the relaxation
time to equilibrium is expected to be of the order of the square of the diameter of A, as it is
the case for independent random walks. On a rigorous basis, however, this result has been
proved in rather few cases. For dynamics with exclusion rule and finite-range interaction
(Kawasaki dynamics) relaxation to equilibrium with rate diam(A)? has been proved (see
[7, 2]) in the high temperature regime. For models without the exclusion rule, i.e. with a
possibly unbounded particle density, available results are even weaker (see [B] and [9]). Zero-
range processes are special models without the exclusion rule. In some respect zero-range
processes may appear simpler than Kawasaki dynamics: the interaction is zero-range rather
than finite-range and, as a consequence, invariant measures have a simpler form. However,
they exhibit various fundamental difficulties, including;:



e due to unboundedness of the density of particles various arguments used for exclusion
processes fail; in principle the rate of relaxation to equilibrium may depend on the
number of particles, as it actually does in some cases;

e there is no small parameter in the model; one would not like to restrict to “small”
perturbations of a system of independent particles.

In [5] a first result for zero-range processes has been obtained. Let €,y be the Dirichlet

form associated to the zero-range process in A = [0, L]? N Z? with N particles. Then, under
suitable growth conditions on ¢(-) (see Section 2), the following Poincaré inequality holds

VNI, £ < CLEu (f, ), (13)

where C' may depend on the dimension d but not on N or L. Moreover, by suitable test
functions, the L—dependence in (L3) cannot be improved, i.e. one can find a positive
constant ¢ > 0 and functions f = fy r so that v{'[f, f] > cL*€,x(f, f) for all L, N. In other

terms, (L3)) says that the spectral gap of 8,,/13 shrinks proportionally to é, independently of
the number of particles N. It is well known that Poincaré inequality controls convergence
to equilibrium in the L?(v})-sense: if (S});>¢ is the Markov semigroup corresponding to the

process, then for every function f

2 2t

vy [(Sf\f - V/]\V[f]) } < exp (—@) vy [(f - V/]xv[f])z} : (1.4)
Poincaré inequality is however not sufficient to control convergence in stronger norms, e.g.
in total variation, that would follow from the logarithmic-Sobolev inequality

Entuﬁ’(f) < 3(L7 N)Suf\v(\/fv \/?)7 (15)

where Ent,~ (f) = v{[flog f] — vi'[f]logv{'[f]. The constant s(L, N) in ([3) is intended
to be the smallest possible, and, in principle, may depend on both L and N.

Our main aim is to prove that s(L, N) < CL? for some C' > 0, i.e. the logarithmic-
Sobolev constant scales as the inverse of the spectral gap. This is the first conservative
system with unbounded particle density for which this scaling is established (see comments
on page 423 of H]). It turns out that the proof of this result is very long and technical, and
it roughly consists in two parts. In the first part one needs to show that

s(L) :=sup s(L, N) < +00, (1.6)
N>1

i.e. that s(L,N) has an upper bound independent of N, while in the second part a sharp
induction in L is set up to prove the actual L? dependence. For this induction to work one
has to choose L sufficiently large as a starting point, and for this L an upper bound for
s(L, N) independent of N has to be known in advance. Note that for models with bounded
particle density inequality ([CH) is trivial.

This paper is devoted to the proof of (CH), while the induction leading to the L? growth
is included in [3]. The proof of (CH) is indeed very long, and relies on quite sharp estimate
on the measure v} . After introducing the model and stating the main result in Section 2, we
devote Section 3 to the presentation of the essential steps of the proof, leaving the (many)
technical details for the remaining sections.



2 Notations and Main result

Throughout this paper, for a given probability space (2, F, ) and f : Q — R measurable,
we use the following notations for mean value and covariance:

/ fdu,  ulf.g) = pl(f — ulf) (g — lg))

and, for f >0,
Ent,(f) == p[f log f] — u[f]log u[f],

where, by convention, 0log0 = 0. Similarly, for G a sub-o-field of F, we let u[f|G] to denote
the conditional expectation,

ulfs 919 == pl(f — ulf1S) (9 — 1lglS])IS]

the conditional covariance, and

Ent,(f|9) := p[flog f|9] — u[f|S]log u[f]S]

the conditional entropy.

If A C Q, we denote by 1(x € A) the indicator function of A. If B C A is finite we
will write B CC A. For any x € R we will write |z| := sup{n € Z : n < z} and
[z] :=inf{n € Z:n > z}.

Let A be a possibly infinite subset of Z¢, and 5 = N” be the corresponding configuration
space, where N = {0, 1,2, ...} is the set of natural numbers. Given a configuration n € Qx
and x € A, the natural number 7, will be referred to as the number of particles at x.
Moreover if A’ C A na will denote the restriction of n to A’. For two elements o,§ € Qj,
the operations o 4 £ are defined componentwise (for the difference whenever it returns an
element of Q). In what follows, given x € A, we make use of the special configuration 6%,
having one particle at x and no other particle. For f: Qy — R and z,y € A, we let

Ouy (1) := f(n = 6% +6) — f(n).

Consider, at a formal level, the operator
TEAN y~x

where y ~ o means |z —y| = 1, and ¢ : N — R, is a function such that ¢(0) = 0 and
inf{c(n) : n > 0} > 0. In the case of A finite, for each N € N\ {0}, £, is the infinitesimal
generator of a irreducible Markov chain on the finite state space {n € Qu : 7, = N}, where

ﬁA = Z N
TzEA

is the total number of particles in A. The unique stationary measure for this Markov chain
is denoted by v and is given by

)= 5 H (22)



where ¢(0)! :=1, ¢(k)! :==¢(1)----- c(k), for k> 0, and ZY' is the normalization factor. The
measure vy will be referred to as the canonical measure. Note that the system is reversible
for v, i.e. £, is self-adjoint in L*(vY) or, equivalently, the detailed balance condition

c(ne)vx [{n}] = c(ny + 1) [{n — 8z + 6, }] (2.3)

holds for every x € A and n € Q) such that n, > 0.

Our main result, that is stated next, will be proved under the following conditions.

Condition 2.1 (LG)

sup |c(k + 1) — c(k)| := a1 < +o0.
keN

As remarked in [5] for the spectral gap, N-independence of the logarithmic-Sobolev constant
requires extra-conditions; in particular, our main result would not hold true in the case
c(k) = c1(k € N\ {0}). The following condition, that is the same assumed in [5], is a
monotonicity requirement on ¢(-) that rules out the case above.

Condition 2.2 (M) There exists ko > 0 and ay > 0 such that c(k) — c(j) > ay for any
1€ Nand k> j+ k.

A simple but key consequence of conditions above is that there exists Ay > 0 such that

Atk < c(k) < Aok for any k € N. (2.4)

In what follows, we choose A = [0, L]¢ N Z<. In order to state our main result, we define
the Dirichlet form corresponding to £, and vY:

En(f,9) = —vy[fLag) = ZZVA (1) Dy f (1) Dy g ()] (2.5)

xEA %

Theorem 2.1 Assume that conditions (LG) and (M) hold. Then there exists a constant
C(L) > 0, that may only depend on ay, as, the dimension d and L, such that for every choice
of N>1,L>2and f:Qx — R, f >0, we have

Ent,y () < C(L)Ey (VEVT). (2.6

3 Outline of the proof

For simplicity, the proof will be outlined in one dimension. The essential steps for the
extension to any dimension are analogous to the ones for the spectral gap, that can be found
in @], Appendix 3.3. However, in the most technical and original estimates contained in this
work (see Sections 7 and 8), proofs are given in a general dimension d > 1.



3.1 Step 1: duplication

The idea is to prove Theorem 2 by induction on |A|. Suppose |A| = 2L, so that A = AjUA,,
|A1| = |A2| = L, where Ay, Ay are two disjoint adjacent segments in Z. By a basic identity
on the entropy, we have

But, (f) = v [Bnt, i, 1(F)] + Bty 07 [F7,]) (3.1)

Note that vy [-[7,,] = I/X?l ® V/]C;_ml. Thus, by the tensor property of the entropy (see [T],
Th. 3.2.2):

vy Ent, v, ( f)} <uvy lEnt o, (f) + Ent ~vay (f)] - (3.2)

I/A1 l/A2

Now, let s(L, N) be the maximum of the logarithmic-Sobolev constant for the zero-range
process in volumes A with |A| < L and less that N particles, i.e. s(L, N) is the smallest

constant such that
Entyp (f) < (L, N)Eun (v f.\V/f).
for all f >0, |A| <L and n < N. Then, by B2),

A (Bt (0] 5N (€0 (VAT + € v, (VD
= S(LvN)EV}\V(\/?v \/?> (3.3)

Identity (B) and inequality (B3]) suggest to estimate s(L, N) by induction on L. The
hardest thing is to make appropriate estimates on the term Ent,y (v [fIma,]). Note that
this term is the entropy of a function depending only on the number of particles in A;.

3.2 Step 2: logarithmic Sobolev inequality for the distribution of
the number of particles in A,

Let

7 (n) = y(n) = vy [y, = nl.
7(+) is a probability measure on {0, 1, ..., N} that is reversible for the birth and death process
with generator

Y(n+1)
v(n)

v(n—1)

Aetr) = | )

A@<Wn+w—@m»+[ A@<Wn—w—wm» (3.4)

and Dirichlet form

D(p, 0) = = (0, Ap) 12y = D _[v(n) Ay(n — D] (p(n) — p(n — 1))

n=1

Logarithmic Sobolev inequalities for birth and death processes are studied in [§]. The non-
trivial proof that conditions in [§] are satisfied by 7(n), leads to the following result.
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Proposition 3.1 The Markov chain with generator ({34) has a logarithmic Sobolev constant
proportional to N, i.e. there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all o >0

Ent, () < CND(\/3, /5).

We now apply Proposition Bl to the second summand of the r.h.s. of ([BIl), and we
obtain

2

Ent,p (v [f 7, ]) < CNZ ) A —1)] [M [, =) = /oA [y, =~ 1]

n) Ay(n—1)
\/VA[f|/)7A1_n_1

< CNZ T - (118, = nl = XU, =n = 1)°, (35)

where we have used the inequality (v/7 — /7)% < & 2= D gy > 0.

— xVy

3.3 Step 3: study of the term vy [f|7,, = n] — vy [f|Tx, = n — 1]

One of the key points in the proof of Theorem BTl consists in finding the “right” representa-
tion for the discrete gradient v} [f|77,, = n] — vy [f|7a, = n — 1], that appears in the r.h.s.

of (BH).

Proposition 3.2 For every f and everyn =1,2,..., N we have
AU, = = U, =0 =1 = 2D LS el )y [7a, =1
1 1 ,y(n> nlL = Y=y 1
yENg

N £ hme)e(ny)|ia, =n—1| |, (3.6)
rEA
yEAg
where 41
n
h(n) = ———.
(n) c(n+1)

Moreover, by exchanging the roles of A1 and As, the r.h.s. of (4) can be equivalently written
as, for everyn —0,1,..., N — 1,

Y(N —n) 1 N _
- Up h(ny)c(nx)amyf Na, =N
YN—=n+1)(N—-n+1)L “;ﬁl

+uy | [, Z h(ny)c(n2)

zENq
yEA2




The representations (B8) and [7) will be used for n > & and n < & respectively. For
convenience, we rewrite (B8]) and [B1) as

v [f[7a, = n] = X [f[7s, = n— 1] = A(n) + B(n), (3.8)
where
SOy lzzgé h(n2)e(n,)0ye F|1n, =~ 1] for n > &
Aln) = (3.9)
—VZ](VJ:Z)D WA [Z;gf\; h(ny)c(n2) Oy f T, = n] forn < &,
and
vgz;)l) Ly [f> ngﬁ; h(ne)c(ny) [Ty, =1 — 1] forn >
B(n) == (3.10)

)=

Y(N—n) 1 N
T (N—ntD) (N—a+ DL YA [f : Z;gg; h(ny)e(n:)

M, :n] for n <

Thus, our next aim is to get estimates on the two terms in the r.h.s. of [B8). It is useful
to stress that the two terms are qualitatively different. Estimates on A(n) are essentially
insensitive to the precise form of ¢(-). Indeed, the dependence of A(n) on L and N is of the
same order as in the case ¢(n) = An, i.e. the case of independent particles. Quite differently,
the term B(n) vanishes in the case of independent particles, since, in that case, the term
erﬁl h(n.)c(n,) is a.s. constant with respect to v}’ [-[7y, = n — 1]. Thus, B(n) somewhat
defferids on interaction between particles. Note that our model is not necessarily a “small
perturbation” of a system of independent particles; there is no small parameter in the model
that guarantees that B(n) is small enough. Essentially all technical results of this paper are
concerned with estimating B(n).

3.4 Step 4: estimates on A(n)
The following proposition gives the key estimate on A(n).

Proposition 3.3 There is a constant C' > 0 such that

CL?
N (WA Uf s, =] VX [f [T, = n —1])

Mguf\v['|m\1=n—l}(\/?v \/?) + EV/J\V['WMZ"}(\/?’ \/?) .

¥(n)

A*(n) <

Remark 3.4 Let us try so see where we are now. Let us ignore, for the moment the term
B(n), i.e. let us pretend that B(n) = 0. Thus, by (B) and Proposition B3 we would have



CL?
N (WA Uf7a, = 0] V oy [flT, = n —1])

1
X %aumml:n—u(\/}a\[ f)+ & [ 7, =n] \[ V| (311)

Inserting (BI0)) into (BH) we get, for some possibly different constant C,

Ent,y (0 (f17,)) < CL2 €y (VI VD), (312)

where we have used the obvious identity:

vy [5 N[|9]\f\f}—5 VAN, (3.13)

that holds for any o-field G. Inequality (BI2)), together with (B1l) and (B3]) yields

(WA [f1Ta, = 0] = v [fITa, = 1 — 1])

s(2L,N) < s(L,N) + CL?. (3.14)
Thus, if we can show that
sup s(2, N) < +o0, (3.15)
N

(see Proposition B next) then we would have

sups(L, N) < CL?
N

for some C' > 0, i.e. we get the exact order of growth of s(L, N). In all this, however, we
have totally ignored the contribution of B(n).

3.5 Step 5: preliminary analysis of B(n)

We confine ourselves to the analysis of B(n) for n > &, since the case n < & is identical.
Consider the covariance that appears in ther.h.s. of the ﬁrst formula of (B:[D]) By elementary

properties of the covariance and the fact that v} [-|7,,] = I/Al ® I/A e 1, we get

v | £ h(n)e(n) |y, =n—1| =viT [Z h(ns)vy, " [f, > C(ny)”

zE€A xEM yEAg
yEA2

+ vy [Vﬁ nrLf Z h(n:) ] vy [Z c(ny)] . (3.16)

TEMA yEA2

It follows by Conditions (LG) and (M) (see (£4))) that, for some constant C' > 0, h(n,) < C
and c(n,) < Cn,. Thus, a simple estimate on the two summands in ([BIG), yields, for some



2
2(n —
Bz(n) < 7 (n—1) Q N—n+1 4

2(n) |\ n2

v Y elmy)

yEA2

i C(Nn_222+ - Vi [Viv?m[f]a > h(m)] . (3.17)

reEN

Thus, our next aim is to estimate the two covariances in (B17).

3.6 Estimates on B(n): entropy inequality and estimates on mo-
ment generating functions

By (BI7), estimating B*(n) consists in estimating two covariances. In general, covariances
can be estimated by the following entropy inequality, that holds for every probability measure
v (see [I], Section 1.2.2):

1.9) = V1t — vlo)] < " ogo [0 4 Lty (), (315)

where f > 0 and ¢ > 0 is arbitrary. Since in (BI7) we need to estimate the square of a
covariance, we write (BI8) with —g in place of g, and obtain

vl f, 9]l < @ log (v [et(g_”[g})] Vv [e_t(g_”[g])}) + % Ent,(f). (3.19)

Therefore, we first get estimates on the moment generating functions v [eit(g_”[g])} , and then
optimize ([BI9) over ¢ > 0.

Note that the covariances in (BId) involve functions of 1y, or na,. In next two proposi-
tions we write A for A; and As, and denote by N the number of particles in A. Their proof
can be found in [3].

Proposition 3.5 Let x € A. Then there is a constant Ay, depending on L = |A| such that
for every N >0 and t € [—1,1]

Y [etlemmRlem)] < pun (3.20)

and
N [etN(hmz)—umhmz)])} < Ap et (VEFVNH) (3.21)

Using (B18), (B19) and (B21]) and optimizing over ¢t > 0, we get estimates on the covariances
appearing in (B17).

Proposition 3.6 There exists a constant Cp, depending on L = |A| such that the following
imequalities hold:

vy [f,ZC(m)] < CLNvy[f]Ent,y (f), (3.22)

TzEA
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< CoN“W ] [N A + Bntyy ()] (3.23)

vy [f, > h(n,)

TEN

Inserting these new estimates in (B.I7) we obtain, for some possibly different C'p,

2

B(n) < SN (1, = — 1] (N | ]

(3.24)
+M< [f|77A1 _n_1]+VN n+1 [Ent’/xl(f)} ))
In order to simplify (B2Z4), we use Proposition [[3, which gives
" L=l Cn (3.25)

C(N—-n+1) = ~(n) ~— N—-n+1
for some C > 0. It follows that

yz(n—l)]\f—n—|—1< C? <7(n—1)C3
v2(n) n? “"N—-n+17 ~n) n

and
Y?(n—1) (N —n+ 1) < 0_2

7% (n) n3 n

Thus, (B24) implies, for some C, > 0 depending on L, recalling also that n > %

v(n) Ay(n—1)
N7, = 0l VLI, = — 1]
vt Bt e ()] + 0 [Bntyy ()] ) (3.26)

2

N

B2 (n) < Coy(n = 1) (v f17n, = n = 1]

Now, we bound the two terms

Ent, n-1(f) and Ent y-n+1(f)

Ay Ao

by, respectively,

)Sux;l(\/?v \/?> and s(N, L>8V[1\V2*”+1(\/?7 \/?)7

and insert these estimates in (Bf). What comes out is then used to estimate (BI), after
having obtained the corresponding estimates for n < % Recalling the estimates for A(n),
straightforward computations yield

Ent,x (U [f1,]) < CLe€y (VF /1) + Covd [+ Cus(N, LYE N (VA F), (3.27)

for some C'p, > 0 depending on L. Inequality (B:21), together with (BB]), gives, for a possibly
different constant Cr > 0

Ent,x (f) < CLE (v F) + CLvd [f] + Cus(N, L)€ (W f,V/F). (3.28)

11



To deal with the term v{[f] in (B28) we use the following well known argument. Set
f=KF- I//]XV[\/?])2 By Rothaus inequality (see [1], Lemma 4.3.8)

Ent,x (f) < Ent,x (F) + 203 [V 1, V£

Using this inequality and replacing f by f in (B228) we get, for a different Cp,

Ent,~(f) < CLé, \/7\/7+CLVA\[\[+CL3NL ug(\/?a\/?)
< DLefo+DLsNL NV AT (3.29)

where, in the last line, we have used the Poincaré inequality (C3)). Therefore
s(2L, N) < Dy[s(L,N) + 1], (3.30)
that implies (E0), provided we prove the following “basis step” for the induction.

Proposition 3.7
sup s(2, N) < +oo
N

The proof of Proposition B is also given in Section 8. As we pointed out above, (B30) gives
no indication on how s(L) = supy s(N, L) grows with L. The proof of the actual L*-growth
is given in [3].

. N PR _ .
4 Representation of v [f|7x, = n] — vy [Ty, = n — 1]:
proof of Proposition
We begin with a simple consequence of reversibility

Lemma 4.1 Let A = Ay U Ay be a partition of A, N € N. Define v(n) := vy [y, = n] and
Tayf = Oy f + . Then:

7(7(”) N [C(n(”il Tyaf|TA, =1 — 1} for any x € Ay and y € A

VA [f1(ne > 0)[, =n] =

V/Z\V [c(cn +1) wa nA1 ] f07’ any T,y < A2

for any f € L*(vY) andn € {1,...,N}.

12



Proof. Assume that y € Ay. We use first the detailed balance condition (E3), then the
change of variables { — £ + 9, — 0, to obtain

Zg:gpo v [n = §]f(§)1@/\1 =n)

vy [f1(ne > 07y, =n] =

V{]\V [7_71\1 = n]
c 1 =
B Zg;gwo vin=2¢&—0,+4,] (f(?g) )f(S)l(SAl =n)
VA [la, = 1)
“/(JE;)I)V}\V [c(cn(:i)nTymf Ny, =N — 1] if x € \y
v [c(crz(:i)l)Tyrf My, = n} if z € A
]

Lemma 4.2 Let A = Ay U Ay be a partition of A, N € N. Define v(n) := v} [y, = n] and
h:N—=R by h(n):=(n+1)/c(n+1). Then:
ﬁAl =n-— 1]) Y

(4.1)

va Lf s, = 0] — vy [f [Ty, = n —1]

A= 1) (AV [cmy) S W)y

+ I//]XV
ny(n) ey

fre(ny) Y h(ne)

rEN

ﬁAlzn—l

forany f € L*(v)), y € Ay andn € {1,...,N}.

Proof. We begin by writing

1 1
vp [fls, =n] = . Z VR 0Oy f [T, = 1] + o Z vx [MaToy f[TIa, = 1] .

z€EA LTSI\

By Lemma BTl we get

1 y B
- VIZ\V [nza’ﬂ’yﬂﬁ/&l = n} = 7(:(71) )V}xv C(;in—l—)l) (7796 + l)ay:cf Ay, =10 — 1]
= 10D et i, =~ 1.
and similarly
A Tt i, =) = 2 el ), == 1.

Thus

va Lf[7a, = 7]
_ =1 [ v — N _
- n,y(n> N C(ny) Z h(nx)ayxf Na, =N 1| + v C(ny)f Z h(nx) Ny, =N 1 .

€A €A

13



Letting f = 1 in this last formula we obtain

rn =) x [cmy) S hny)

rEAN

ﬁAlzn—ll =1

that implies

My, =n—1

Wn =) x [c(ny)f S hny)

rEN

= vy [f|ﬁA1 =n— 1} + v — 1)}/{1\\/ [f,C(ny) Z h(1n2) |, =1 — 1]

ny(n) i

and, therefore,
VA [f T, = nl = vx [fITs, =n —1]

_yn—1) (Viv [(J(ﬁy) > h(na)Oyaf

+ I/IJ\V
ny(n) ey

ﬁAlzn—l

mlzn_lb.

fre(ny) Y h(ne)

reEN

Proof of Proposition Equation (B8 is obtained by (1) by averaging over y € A,.
n

5 Bounds on A(n): proof of Proposition 3.3
Proof of Proposition B33l The Proposition is proved if we can show that for 1 <n < N/2

CL?
N —n

A*(n) < (szxv[fWAl =n|V szxv[fWAl =n—1])

e N 17 2V SR OV Vo1

v(n)

while for n > N/2

CL?

A*(n) < (sz\v[fWAl =n] VR [flTy, =n— 1])

| e s VIV + i, e VE VD] 5)

v(n)

14



We will prove only this last bound being the proof of the previous one identical. So assume
n > N/2 and notice that 0y, f = (9yav/f) (V[ + TyeV/f). By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality

2

s[w“”ruﬁ[ S cn)htn) (8,:/7)

nL’y(n) €A1, yEA2

{v(n—l)yzv[ > cty)h(n)dy. f

A
nLy(n) €A1, yEA2

ﬁAlzn—ll

ﬁAl:n_l]

i S cunind) (V7 o)

xENA1, yEA

ﬁAlzn—ll

< 24 {Mrﬁ [ S et (0.V7)

nLy(n) €A1, yEA2

My, =N — 1] (5.2)

X szxvl Z c(ny) (f + 7ya f)

xENA1, yEA

where a 1= ||h||100 () implies boundedness of h). In order to bound the last factor in
(B2) we observe that by Lemma F.T]

o felmdrin i, = =1 = =X (et s, =],

so that

ﬁAl:n_l]

V/]\V[ Z c(ny) (f + Tyaf)

xEN1, yEA

= 5 (A e, == 1] 2 et =]

€A1, yEA2

< a{w_nmw [F[n, =n—1] + %ﬂ [F [, :n]},

where the fact ¢(k) < ak (see (4])) has been used to obtain the last line. This implies that

y(n—1) y }: = _
y(n)nL YA LeA1,yeA2 C(ny) (f_'_Tymf) e 1]
yn—=1D(N—-n+1)L 5:,_ e Nt —
< MmOt LY i, = n 1] +4 (170, =]

< By (V) [f]7a, =0 — 1] VY [f]7is, = 7])

15



where in last step we used Proposition [[H By plugging this bound in (&2) we get

2

< By (V) [f]7a, =1 — 1] VY [f]7is, = 7))

x %N[ S clmdhn) (9:v/F) [

€A1, yEA2

{%N[ S el f

x€A1,yEA2

=n— 1]. (5.3)

Now we have to bound the last factor in the right hand side of (&3)). For z,y € Z the path
between x and y will be the sequence of nearest-neighbor integers v(x,y) = {20, 21, .., 2}
of Z such that fori =1,...,7 |21 — 2| =1, for i # j z; # j, 20 = = and z. = y. Obviously,
for z,y € A, we have r = |y(x,y)| < 2L. Now let such a y(z,y) be given. Notice that if
1y > 1, we can write

O/ D0 = 3 (0 T) (1= 0 +5,.,)

-1
k=0

By Jensen inequality, we obtain

<
[y

) (2/F)” ) < 2260) Y- (e VF) (0= 02 +02,0),

0
—n—l]

SM Z ZVA [ c(ny)h )(TZT'Zk+lazk+1zk\/?)2

fy(n) €N, yEN2 k=0

_M Z ZVA [ c(n,) <Tyzk+1azk+1zk\/?>2

fy(n) €A1, yEN2 k=0

e
Il

SO

Wi | 3 oo (0v7)'

rEN1,yEN2

ﬁm:n—ll

ﬁAlzn_:l]?

where again a = ||h|| 1. By Lemma 1]

V/JXV [C(ny) (Tyzk+1azk+1zk \/?)2

ﬁAl:n_l]

n 2| _ .
VZ,E_)l)V}xV |:C(772k+1) (8Zk+lzk \/7) ‘nAl = n} if Zk+1 € Al

V}\V [C(nzk+1> (8Zk+1zk \/7)2‘ ﬁAl =n-— 1] if Zk+1 € A2
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which implies

M N 2 L -
TLL’}/(’)’L) N [mel\lz’yjel\z C(Uy)h(m) (83;:2 ﬁ) nAl =n 1]
2 2
< ;a Z { Z V/Z\V [C(lem) (@lek \/?) ﬁAl =n—1|4+
x€A1,yEN2  kizj €A
y(n—1) N 2l
S Festo e
2aL?
< a Z {VA [Cnx<:cy\/7) nA1:n+
' \x’ye\A1
z—y|=

=), x [m(wyf)

7(n) M 1] }

By plugging this bound in (B3]) we get (B1I). ]

6 Rough estimates: proofs of Propositions and

Proof of Proposition 5. We begin with the proof of (20). Denote by QY the set of
configurations having N particles in A. Then

Al = = ] o

'7
:(:EAC 77:0)

where Z}' is a normalization factor. It is therefore easily checked that

N-1
Z N-1

c(ne v [{n}] = 2V [{n —d.}] (6.1)
for any x € A. Thus, for every function f,
N _ Zy 7 N
Vp [C(nx)f] - ZN Up [Uwf]a (62)
A

N

where o,f(n) = f(n+ 0.). Letting f = 1 in (E2) we have g = v [c(n.)], and so we
A
rewrite (B2) as

vy e(na) f] = vy le(n) vy ™ [ow f]. (6.3)

Now, let t > 0, and define
plt) = vy [e].

17



We now estimate ¢(t) by means of the so-called Herbst argument (see [I], Section 7.4.1). By
direct computation, Jensen’s inequality and (E3), we have

te(t) — o(t)logp(t) =ty [c(n.)e )] — [ tem)] log vy [e'(n)]
< tuy [e(ng)ett } twy [e(n.)Jun [et)]
= tz vy [e(n)] (vd ! [etc("”l)} — vy [ef)]). (6.4)
z€A

We now claim that, for every x € A and 0 <t <1
‘I/f\v_l [etc(’““)} N [etc(””“‘)” < Optvy [etc("z)] , (6.5)

for some constant C';, depending on L but not on N. For the moment, let us accept (6H), and
show how it is used to complete the proof. By (64), (GH) and the fact that v} [¢(n,)] < CN/L
we get
te'(t) — (t) log p(t) < CLNE (1),
log (t)

for 0 <t <1 and some possibly different C. Equivalently, letting ¢ (t) = ==,
Y'(t) < CLN. (6.6)
Observing that limjo ¢(t) = vy [c(n,)], by () and Gronwall lemma we have
U(t) < vy'le(ns)] + CLNt,

from which [B20) easily follows, for ¢ > 0.
We now prove (23). We shall use repeatedly the inequality

e — e¥| < |z —ylel Ve, (6.7)

which holds for z,y € R. Using (E1) and the fact that, by condition (LG), ||c(n. + 1) —
(M) |loo < @1, we have

Y

}V/JXV—l [etc(nx—i-l)} . V/ZXV—l [etc(nx)” < altealtl//];f—l [6tc(nx)]
from which we have that (G3) follows if we show
[ ] = vy [eUI]] < Oty [ef 0] (6.8)

At this point we use the notion of stochastic order between probability measures. For two
probabilities 1 and v on a partially ordered space X, we say that v < p if [ fdv < [ fdu
for every integrable, increasing f. This is equivalent to the existence of a monotone coupling
of v and p, i.e. a probability P on X x X supported on {(z,y) € X x X : x < y}, having
marginals v and p respectively (see e.g. [6], Chapter 2).

As we will see, (E8) would not be hard to prove if we had vy ~! < v¥. Under assumptions
(LG) and (M) a slightly weaker fact holds, namely that there is a constant B > 0 independent
of N and L such that if N > N’+ BL then vy < v¥ (see [5], Lemma 4.4). In what follows,
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we may assume that N > BL. Indeed, in the case N < BL there is no real dependence on
N, and (BZ0) can be proved by observing that

2
A [ Rm) <1 s S (), el ]ORN <14 Oy < (O < O

as 1 < N < BL (B20) is trivial for N = 0). For N > BL we use the rough inequality
A [60] = i ] < o ] 0 [

+ ‘V/]Q[ [etc("’”)] R\ [etc("”)} } . (6.9)

Denote by @ the probability measure on N* x N* that realizes a monotone coupling of Viv -1

and V/]Q’_I_BL. In other words, ) has I//]\V_l and Vf\v_l_BL as marginals, and

QU &) : ne > & Vo e A} =1. (6.10)
Using again (£1)
‘V/]Q/—l [61&0(771)} . V/]\V—l—BL [etc(nz)H _ }Q [etc(nz) . etc(&)”

< tQ [le(n:) — cl&) e —eletet)] - (6.11)

Since, Q-a.s., 0, > & Vo € A and [, = &, + BL, then necessarily n, < &, + BL Vo € A.
Thus, it follows that, for some C' > 0,

‘C(nx) - C(&x)‘ <CL Q'a-s-
Inserting this inequality in (EI1I), we get, for ¢ < 1 and some Cp, > 0,
N [etetm)] — = 1=BE [etc("””)” < Cptyy ! [e)] (6.12)
With the same arguments, it is shown that
}I/f\v [etc(”z)] —yy Bk [etc("””)” < Cptvy [etc(”z)} . (6.13)
In order to put together (EI2) and (EI3), we need to show that, for 0 < ¢ <1,
vyt e )] < Oy €] (6.14)

for some L-dependent Cy. By condition (LG) and (E3]) we have

— c(Nz a — c(Nz eml C(Nx C\Nx
V/J\V 1 [et (n )} < el 1yj\v 1 [et (0 +1)} — I/IJ\V[C(T]m)]V/]\V [c(nx)et (n. )] < CLI//]\V [et (n )} :

where, for the last step, we have used the facts that, for some € > 0, v}'[c(n,)] > ¥ and
c(n.) < e N vi-as. (for both inequalities we use (24)).

The proof (B20) is now completed for the case t > 0. For ¢t < 0, it is enough to observe
that our argument is insensitive to replacing c(-) with —e(+).
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We now prove ([BZI) The idea is to use the fact that the tails of N(h(n,) — vy [h(n.)])
are not thicker than those of ¢(n,) — v [c¢(n,)]. Similarly to (BI), note that

N+1

hna)vR [{n}) = == (e + Doy " [{n + 0:1], (6.15)

A
which implies
Z3 N
vy [h(n:) f] = v\ — U [Mef(n = 0z)]- (6.16)
Letting f =1 in (EI6) we obtain
Zyt L

N
that, together with the previously obtained identity ZgN = v¥[c(n,)], yields
A

N+1
vy [h(n2)] = el (6.17)
Thus
_ N _ Ny + 1 B N+1
) = A0 ) = | P =
< gy [ D1 ) = A el ) 1=

N+1
e +1— %} (6.18)

f]{} (7o +1) — v ' e(na)]| +

where, in the last step, we use the fact that v} *'[c(n,)] > eN/L for some ¢ > 0. In (GIX) and
in what follows, the L-dependence of constants is omitted. For p > 0, let ¢(p) be obtained
by linear interpolation of ¢(n),n € N. Observe that, by ([L3)) with f(n) = 1.,

V/Jxv[%m] < CL2V/]\V[C(77w)] <CLN

for some Cf, > 0 that depends on L. Thus, by Condition (LG)

N e,
Ne — fH S C1 szxv[ﬁmm] S C\/N, (619)

for some C' > 0, possibly depending on L. From (EI8) and (EI9) it follows that, for some
C>0

¥ elna)] — e(V/L)| < el [

Nh(ns) — vA [h(n2)]| < C |n +CVN. (6.20)

Moreover, from Condition (M) it follows that there is a constant C' > 0 such that

L

e — 5\ < O (je(ns) — o(N/L)| + 1),
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Thus, for every M > 0 there exists C' > 0 such that
() = v le(na)]| < M = Nih(n.) = v [h(n)]] < CM + CVN. (6.21)

It follows that, for all M > 0

v [N () = vi T(n)])) > CM + CVN] < o [Je(na) = 13 [e(ne)]| > M]
< v le(m) = v lelm)] > M) + v [ [en)] = e(ni) > M. (6.22)

Note that (£22) is trivially true for M < 0, so it holds for all M € R.
Now, take ¢ € (0, 1]. We have

“+oo
y [eneom-Rnoan] — / “UN N (h(ns) — vi [h(ne)]) > 2] d2

[e.e]

< t/_:o BN [c(nx) — vy [e(ne)] > g — C\/N} dz +

+ t/+00 SN [Vf\v[c(nm)] —c(ng) > % - C'\/N] dz

— 00

—+o0
o / HOMECVIN ey — ¥ [e(,)] > M]dM

+oo
Tt / HOMCVINLN o] = e(n) > M] dM

o

CeCtVN (Viv [ecac(nz)—ugv [c(mm} ol [e—Ct(c(m—uﬁ [c(m)})])

< QCeCt\/NeANﬂ

— Y

where, in the last step, we have used ([B20). This completes the proof for the case t € (0, 1].
For t € [~1,0) we proceed similarly, after having replaced, in ([E2Z2), N(h(n,) — vy [h(n.)])
with its opposite.

Proof of Proposition We first prove inequality ([B22). Clearly, it is enough to show
that, for all z € A,

Vi [f,e(n)]* < CLNvY[f] Ent, v (f),
for some C; > 0
By the entropy inequality (B19) and (B20) we have, for 0 <t < 1:

vy 1, C(nx)]2 < WN[fPAZN? + t%Ent?j/;\v(f). (6.23)
Set Ent. o (f)
1l V/z\v
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Suppose, first, that t, < 1. Then if we insert ¢, in (E23)) we get
vx [fse(na)]” < 20X [fIALN Ent,y (f) + 2Nvy [f] Ent,y (f) =: CLNvy [f] Ent,y (f). (6.25)
In the case t, > 1, we easily have
vx [fse(na)) < COLfIPN? < Cu [N = CNwY [f) Ent, v (f). (6.26)
By (&23) and (626) the conclusion follows.
Let us now prove (B2Z3). As before, by (BI9) and [B2Z1), for t € (0, 1]:
W (1. < 2ALE |

Here we set

2
log” A + ATt°N + A7 N*t'] +5 > Entyx (f). (6.27)

o Ent,y(f) VR[]
" Nvg(fl
and proceed as in (62H) and (620). [

7 Local limit theorems

The rest of the paper is devoted to the proofs of all technical results that have been used
in previous sections. For the sake of generality, we state and prove all results in dimension
d>1.

Using the language of statistical mechanics, having defined the canonical measure vy,
for p > 0 we consider the corresponding grand canonical measure

a1 e
H = el = Ztat) Ll cr (1)

where «a(p) is chosen so that 11,(n,) = p, € A, and Z(«a(p)) is the corresponding normaliza-
tion. Clearly p, is a product measure with marginals given by ([C2). Monotonicity and the
Inverse Function Theorem for analytic functions, guarantee that a(p) is well defined and it
is a analytic function of p € [0, +00). We state here without proof some direct consequences
of Conditions 21l and Z2 The proofs of some of them can be found in [5].

Proposition 7.1

1. Let 0*(p) := piy[ne, nz], then

2 2
0 < inf () < 'sup () < 400 (7.2)
P20 p T 0 P

2. Let a(p) be the function appearing in (71); then

0 < inf (p) < sup alp) < 400 (7.3)

pP>0p 0 P
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7.1 Local limit theorems for the grand canonical measure

The next two results are a form of local limit theorems for the density of 1, under pu,.
Define p}(n) := u,[Ms = n] for p > 0, n € Nand A CC Z?. The idea is to get a Poisson

approximation of pf/ ‘A|(n) for very small values of N/|A| and to use the uniform local limit
theorem (see Theorem 6.1 in [5]) for the other cases.

Lemma 7.2 For every Ny € N\ {0} there exist Ag > 0 such that
N™ A
sup [y - ] < Ao

, <
NeN\{0}, neN n: Al
n<N<Ny

for any A cC Z°.
Proof. Let p:= N/|A| and assume, without loss of generality, that 0 € A. Notice that

1y [ = 7]
= oy = e < 1 men < 1] s 7 = e > 1 oy e 1]

We begin by proving that
pp | mac . > 1) = O(AI™), (7.4)

uniformly in 0 < N < Nj.
Indeed

py | maxn, > 1] = 1= (1= p, [ > 1))

and

+

1L SRal)t ap? > alp)t alp)P k) o(p)
ol > 1] = 705 2 o(k)! ~ Z(p) kZ:Oc(k+2)! ~ Z(p) Zc(k+2)! c(k)t

2 k=0

Since c(k)!/c(k + 2)! is uniformly bounded, we have pu,[no > 1] < Bia(p)? = O(JA|7?),
uniformly in 0 < N < Ny. Thus

(1=, [mo > 1M = (1 - 0(A]2) M = o(Ia1 ),

which establishes ([ZZ).

Now let
“+oo

p = Zkup[no = k‘)no < 1].
k=0

A trivial calculation shows that

~_ Hplmol(mo < 1)]

p _ Holmol = pplmol (o > D] _ p = p1plmo (o > 1)}

tolmo < 1] tolmo < 1] folmo < 1]
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Moreover

1L S ka(p) _ alp)? = (k+2alp)t
Z(p) kz:; Bl

tolnol(no > 1)] =

and finally
~_p+O(A?)

p= T10(A?) = p+O(IA[?). (7.5)

Observe that for any n € {0,...,|A|}, we have
: AN
e < e —_ n
I [m n) max i, < 1} ( L )P =) (7.6)

This comes from the fact that the random variables {7, : * € A}, under the probability
measure fi,[-| maxzepn, < 1], are Bernoulli independent random variables with mean p.
The remaining part of the proof follows the classical argument of approximation of the
binomial distribution with the Poisson distribution. Using (IZH) and (IZd), after some simple
calculations we get

= ‘A‘ ~ Al—n
up[nAzn‘rgggm < 1] = (n p(1—p)™

B VIR PPN L PO APV,
- e [ otar] - K onar)
|A|
— SN OAIY]" 1= T+ O
L AAAL =) p‘\"y;(\f\\ —ntl) {1 - %+0(|A|—2)} = %e‘NJrO(IAI_l)

uniformly in 0 < N < Ny and 0 < n < N. This proves that there exist positive constants v;
and Bs such that if A CC Z? is such that |A| > v; then

By

N/|A] _
Pa (n) n! €

uniformly in N € N\ {0} with N < Ny and n € N with n < N. The general case follows
easily because the set of n € N, N € N\ {0} and A CC Z% such that n < N < Ny, |[A| < vy
and 0 € A is finite.

Proposition 7.3 For any py > 0, there exist finite positive constants Ay, ng and vy such
that:
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_ (n—p|A]? Ao
sup |/ o2(p)|Alph (n) — —e R Ol I G — 7.7
neN JIAIpA(m V2 a2(p)|A| -7

for any p < py and any A CC Z% such that o®(p)|A| > ng;
2.

_ (n—p|ap? Ao

sup |/ AIp (n) — ——e | < T (7.)
P>po |/\|

neN
for any A CC Z¢ such that |A| > vy.

Proof. This is a special case of the Local Limit Theorem for j, (see Theorem 6.1 in [5]). m

We conclude this section with a bound on the tail of p} which will be used in the regimes
not covered by Lemma or Proposition [[3)

Lemma 7.4 There exists a positive constant Ag such that
pIAl  _pi(nt+ 1) _ AoplAl
Aoin+1) = phi(n) — n+1
for anyn € N\ {0}, A cC Z% and p > 0.

Proof. Notice that

PRln+1) =ppy =n+1] = Zupnx, Ny =n+1)]
xEA

and, by the change of variable £ := o — §”:

o1y = nA0)] = Y ol = 0]ox1(Ga = nt1) = Y ooy = 0]ox1(Fr = nt1,0, > 0)

o€ A4S IN
x §<+_5x _
= 3wl = €+ UG+ D1E =) = 3l =92 6 =
= =N Hollia =
a(p)(l&e+1). = e+l _
D ol = % T E = ) = alpdiy | s T =
EEQA
This means that
Oé(p) Nz +1 _
" 1) = —1 = . .
i) = TSy | et =) (7.9)
By (Z4]) we know that there exists a positive constant By such that
351§$§30 for any k € N\ {0}.
Thus, by plugging these bounds in ([ZH), we get
a(p)|Alpi(n) _ Boa(p)|Alp}(n)
— 2 2 < 1) <
By(n+1) spintl) s n+1 ’
from which the conclusion follows. ]
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7.2 (Gaussian estimates for the canonical measure

In this section we will prove some Gaussian bounds on v} [fj,, = -], when the volumes |A]
and |A’| are of the same order (typically it will be |A’|/|A| = 1/2). These bounds are volume
dependent (see Proposition below) and so are of limited utility. However they will be
used to prove Proposition [ which, in turn, is used in Section B to regularize vy [, = ]
and prove Gaussian uniform estimates on it.

Assume A’ C A cC Z?, N € N\{0} and consider the probability measure on {0,1,..., N}

pf\/ (n)pf\\A/(N —n)

PA(N)
Notice that v [y, = -] does not depend on p > 0 (and depends on A and A’ only through
|A| and |A’]). Indeed a simple computation shows that

D A@w=n) s M
UGQA/ H 6A/C O'x ' §€QA\A/ yGA\A/ c(ﬁy)

Z Z o‘A/—n Z 1(Ep\ar=N-n)’
n=0 o€ I )! fEQA\A/ HyeA\A/ c(&y)!

acEA’ c Uz

VA [a =n] =

VA [y =n] =

forany n € {0,1,..., N}. A particular case is when A’ C A CC Z%is such that |A'| = |A\A/|.
In this case we define

N(n) e N — ] — Pfx’(”)pf\\A/(N —n) _ Pu()p (N —n)
Vi (n) :==vy My =n] = P(N) = P .

We begin by proving a simple result on the decay of the tails of v} .

(7.10)

Proposition 7.5 There exist a positive constant Ay such that for every A CC Z¢ such that
|A| > 2 and every N € N\ {0}

N-—n <fyf\v(n+1) <A0(N—n)

, 7.11
Aoin+1) = A¥n) = (+1) (7.11)
for anyn €{0,...,N —1}.
Proof. Let A’ C A be a non empty lattice set. Then by ([ZI0)
YN (n+1) Ph(n—+ 1)p/p\\A'(N -n—1)
T (1) P ()P n (N —n)
and ([CI)) follows from Lemma [Z4 |

Next we prove Gaussian bounds on 4. This is a very technical argument. We begin
with the case |A| = 2.

Lemma 7.6 Assume that |A| = 2, and define N := [N/2] for N € N\ {0}. There exist a
positive constant Ag such that

1 n—K)>2 Ay _o=m?
] 6_A()(NN) < %jxv(n) < —0_6 AN (7‘12)
AoV N

VN
uniformly in N € N\ {0} andn € {0,1,...,N}.
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Proof. We split the proof in several steps for clarity purpose.

Step 1. There exists A; > 0 such that for any N € N\ {0},

N—TL Al
logyy (n — 1) —logy (n) < — N +W (7.13)
for any n € {1,..., N — 1} and
n—N Al
log 7y (n +1) —logy' (n) < — AV W (7.14)

for any n € {N,...,N —1}.

Proof of Step 1. Assumen € {N,..., N—1}, the other case will follow by a symmetry
argument since vy} (n) = v (N —n). By (ZI0) we obtain, in the case |A| = 2, that

Whn+1) (N —n)

W)  en+1)°

If n+1— (N —n) < kg, where kg is the constant which appears in Condition 22, then by
Condition 2] and (Z4)) there exist a constant B; > 0 such that

c¢(N —n) _c(n+1)—c(N —n)

_ < 14 |C(TL—|— 1) — C(N — n)| <1+ alkOBl
cn+1) cn+1) cn+1)] n+1

and, since log(1 + z) <z and n > N, there exist a constant B, > 0 such that

Cl,lk‘()Bl < B2

n+1 — N’

log vy (n+ 1) —log vy (n) <

Since n+ 1 — (N —n) < ko we have that n — N < (ko — 1)/2, which implies (n — N)/N <
(ko — 1)/N. Thus

BQ BQ ko—l_n—N Bg n—N

— < =+ — < —= — —
N = N N N — N N
and so B ¥
log N (n+1) —logAN(n) < 23 -~
ogvy (n+1) ogvA(n)_N 7

in this case. Assume now that n + 1 — (N — n) > ko; more precisely assume that rky <
n+1—(N—n) < (r+1)ky for some r € N\ {0}. Then

log vy (n +1) —log~y (n) = logc(N — n) — logc(n + 1)
= Z logc(N —n+ ko(s — 1)) — loge(N —n + kos)] +1logc(n — N + kor) — logc(n +1).
s=1

(7.15)
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For any s € {1,2,...,r}, by Condition and the fact that log(1 — x) < —z, we obtain

N — kos) — c¢(N — ko(s — 1
log ¢(N—n+ko(s—1))—log ¢(N—n-+kqs) = log 1_0( n+ kos) — ¢ n+ko(s — 1))

c¢(N —n+ kys)
_c(N—n—l—k:os)—c(N—n+7€0(8—1))<_ G2

< .
- ¢(N —n+ kys) (N —n+kps)

By Z4) we know that ¢(N — n + kos) < a;(N —n + kos) and because N — n + kos <
N —n+kor <n+1 we get

loge(N —n+ko(s—1)) —logce(N —n+ kgs) < —%. (7.16)
Furthermore by Condition 2l and the fact that log(1 — x) < —z we obtain
1) —¢(N — k
loge(N —n + kor) —logc(n + 1) = log 1—0<njL ) — < n+ kor)
c(n+1)
<_c(n+1)—c(N—n+k0r)<\c(n+1)—c(N—n+k07‘)\ c_ @
- c(n+1) - c(n+1) “cn+1)

and by () we have that there exists By > 0 such that ¢(n +1) > B;'(n +1). Thus, since
n+ 1> N, we have

2a: B
loge(N —n+kor) —loge(n+1) < ajlv 2. (7.17)
By plugging the bounds (ZI7) and ([ZI6) into ([ZIH) we obtain
rasg 2&134

logyx (n+1) —logy (n) < —

ar(n+1) TN (7.18)

Recalling that (r +1)kg > n+1— (N —n) = 2n— N + 1 and ko > 1, we have rky >
n+1—(N—-n)=2n— N and

r 2n— N 2n— N n—N
> > > —

which together with (IZI8) completes the proof of (ZI4).

Step 2. There exists A > 0 such that if N € N\ {0} then,

N-n A
N(. . N > _ A2 .
logyx (n—1) —logyy (n) 2 —As—5— — — (7.19)
for any n € {[N/4],..., N — 1} and
~-N A
log 72 (n + 1) — log 7y (n) > —A," - N (7.20)

for any n € {N, ..., |[3N/4]}.
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Proof of Step 2. Assume n € {N,...,|3N/4]}, the other case again will follow by
symmetry as in Step 1. Notice that

log vy (n+ 1) —log Y (n) = logc(N —n) — logc(n + 1)
2n—N+1
= Z loge(N —n+s—1)—loge(N —n+s)]. (7.21)

s=1

Moreover

N — —¢(N — ~1
IOgC(N_”+5—1)—10gC(N—n+s)=log{1—c( nts)—coN-n+s )]

¢(N—n+s)
> log 1_|c(N—n+s)—c(N—n+s—1)\ ;
¢(N—n+s)
by Condition EXIl and (Z4]) there exist B; > 0 such that
|c(N—n+s)—c(N—n—|—s—1)|< B < B <4Bl
¢(N—n+s) “"N-n+s N-n— N’

where we used the fact that n < 3N/4; thus

loge(N—n+s—1)—loge(N —n+s)

|ec(N—n+s)—c(N—n+s—1)] 4B,
>1 1-— > 1 1——1.
_og{ ¢(N —n+s) =108 N

Since log(1 — z) > —2x, for x € [0,1/2], then

4B,
log (1-221) > —8B,N

for N > n; := 8B;. Thus

B
loge(N—n+s—1)—loge(N —n+s) > —8—Nl.

By plugging this bound into ([CZ]) we obtain

2n— N +1 — N 8B
log 7' (n + 1) — log % (n) > —831% > 168, !

N N’
which completes the proof of ([L20) in the case N > ny. The general case is obtained by a
a finiteness argument.

Step 3. There exist A3 > 0 such that for any N € N\ {0},

N _ (n=N)?
<A (7.22)
A

for any n € {0,..., N}.
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Proof of Step 3. Assume that n € {N +1,...,N}. By (ZId) there exists B; > 0
such that

n—1 n—1 _
7 B, k-N
log 74 (n) —logyn (N) = > [logy (k+1) —log A (k)] < > <W1 - BN ) . (7.23)
k=N k=N

Using the fact that n — N < N/2, and some elementary computation we obtain

n—1 . o n—N-—1 o .
Z B k-N SBl(n—N)_ L Z kS&_(n—N)(n—N—l)
-\'N BN N BN 9 BN
k=N k=1
B (n=N)> n-N B_(n—N)2
T 9 BN BN — ! BN

which plugged into (CZ3) implies ([LZ2) forn € {N+1,...,N}. The case n € {0,...,N—1}
is again obtained by symmetry, while the case n = N is trivial.

Step 4. There exist Ny > 0 and Ay > 0 such that if N € N\ {0} then

N _
Y (1) 1, e-3?

> 4 7.24
YY(N) ~ A, T (724)

for any n € {[N/4],...,|3N/4]}.

Proof of Step 4. Assume thatn € {N+1,...,[3N/4|}. By (Z20) there exists B; > 0
such that

n—1 n—1 —
1 k-N
log vy (n) — log 7y (N llog 7 (k + 1) = log 7y (k)] > =By > (N + T) .
k=N k=N
(7.25)

Using the fact that 0 <n — N<N /2, and some elementary computation we obtain

n-1 . neN—1 _
1 k—-N n—N 1 1 (n=N)(n—N-1)
— - < — < -

<N+ N )- Nt 2 kgt

which plugged into (Z25) implies (T24) for n € {N +1,...,|3N/4]}. The general case can
be obtained again by symmetry.

Step 5. There exists A5 > 0 such that if N € N\ {0} then

N )
W) |1 e
> —e TN, 7.26
for any n € {0,...,[N/4] =1} U{[3N/4| +1,...,N}.
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Proof of Step 5. Observe that n € {0,...,[N/4] =1} U{[3N/4] +1,..., N} implies

In — N| > N/8. Thus to proof (ZZH) we have only to show that the ratio vy (n)/vY (N) is

bounded from below by a negative exponential of N. Assume that n € {|3N/4]+1,...,N}.
Then

W (n) 3N/4 H Wk+1) (7.2

%]xV(N) A( VA()

By (IZZ4) there exists B; > 0 such that

k=|3N/4]

w (BN/A4]) 1 _msvom?

WIN) T B
But |[3N/4] — N| < N, thus
" ([BN/4)) L N
AN TBC )

In order to bound the product factor in the right hand side of ([LZ1), notice that by Propo-
sition there exists By > 0 such that
VY (k+1) S N —k
W(k) T Ba(k+1)

for any k € {1,..., N — 1}, thus

2_: [log vy (k) —logyx (k +1)]
k=[3N/4]
< (n—[3N/4])log By + Z log(k + 1) — log(N — k)]
k=[3N/4]

2k+1—N 2n—1)+1—-N
- < —
% < Nlog By + (n— [3N/4]) N3N/

n—1

<NlogBy+ Y.
k=|3N/4]

< Nlog By, + N < N(log By + 4)

N -1
N —3N/4
which implies

H 7A (k+1) > o~ (log Bt a)N
_{3N/4 VA(

By plugging this bound and (['CZH) into (CZM), we get ([L26).
Step 6. There exists Ag > 0 such that if N € N\ {0}, then,

<AV(N) < —=. (7.29)




Proof of Step 6. By (ZJ), [ZZ4) and ([ZZH) we obtain B; > 0 such that for any
N € N\ {0}

for any n € {0,..., N}. By summing for n € {0,..., N} we have

N ~
1 Bl(n N)2 1 _ (n=N)2
E < — < DB E e BN
n=0 1 fy/]\V(N) ’

Thus we are done if we can show that, for any By > 0, there exists Bs > 0 such that
_ (n=N)* N) 2
Z ¢ BN < ByV/N (7.30)
n=0

for any N € N\ {0}. An elementary computation gives
al (n=N)? N>2 Al B, (n=)? al (n=N)?
DRI IR ) R
n=0 n=0 n=N

N 2 +OO 2
(z— o N
g/ e BT dx+/ e BT dr 1 =144/2

_ N B2

oo

that proves the upper bound in (Z30). The proof of the lower bound is similar.

Conclusion By (22), (Z24), (ZZ4) and [Z29) we get ([LIA). m

We now prove an iterative procedure that allow us to extend the Gaussian bounds of
Lemma [C8, from |A| = 2 to a generic A CC Z%.

Lemma 7.7 Let ' C A CC Z% be such that 2 < |A'| < |A| and N € N\ {0}; assume
N = AN UA, with Ny Ay =0, A, £ 0 for any i € {1,2} and A" := A\ N = A} U A with
AN AL =0; define A; := N, U] for anyi € {1,2}. Then

kAn

VA [fia = 7] Z Vp [Ty, = Z v, [Mar = hlvg, [Ty, = n — h) (7.31)
h OV[n—(N—k)]

for anyn € {0,1,...,N}.

Proof. For N € N\ {0} and n € {0,1,..., N}, by definition of conditional probability
vy [y =n] = V/Jxv[ﬁAfluAg =n] = Z vy [Marua, =1, Ty, = Kl

N
Z 77A' UA, = =nl,, = 3z [Ma, = K] (7.32)
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But

V/Jxv[ﬁAfluAg =n[n,, =k = Z V/]\V[ﬁA’l =h, My, =n— |7, =k
h=0
kAn

= Z vn [y = h, Tay =n—higy, = k] (7.33)
h=0V[n—(N—#k)]

and
V/Jxv[ﬁ/vl =h, My, =n—hf, = k| = Vi, Ma, = h]Vﬁ_k[ﬁA; =n—hj.
By plugging this identity into (Z33) and (Z33)) into (L32) we get (Z3T). ]

Proposition 7.8 Let A’ C A CC Z% be such that |N'| = [A\ N'| and define, for any N €
N\ {0}, N := [N/2]; then there exist a positive constant Ag such that for any N € N\ {0}

1 _ Ag(n—K)? N Ay _=N)?
—e N <y AoN 7.34
AO\/N A( ) ( )

\/T
for anyn € {0,1,...,N}.

Proof. We will prove the result by induction on |A|. The case |A| = 2 has been proved in
Lemma [T, so assume that ([34)) has been proved for any A CC Z4 such that |A| = 2v and
v < vy where v,v9 € N\ {0}. We now show that (34)) holds for any A CC Z¢ such that
|A] = 2(vo + 1).

Let A CC Z¢ be such that |A| = 2(vy + 1). Then take A’ C A such that |A'| = vy + 1,
furthermore there exist A}, A, C A" and A, A] C A\ A’ such that the following holds:
N =ANUAN, NiNnA, =0, Al # 0 for any i € {1,2}; A\ A" = AT UA] with AT N AY = 0;
|A1| and |As| are even, where A; := A, U A/ for any ¢ € {1,2}. For instance it suffices to
take disjoint nonempty lattice sets A7, A}, AY, AY C A such that A’ = AJ UA, and A\ A =
AT U AS, with [A]]| = [AY] = |A]] = |AY] = (vo +1)/2 if vy is odd, and |A]| = [A]| = vo/2,
|AL| = |AS| = (vo/2) 4+ 1 if vy is even. Thus by Lemma [

kAn

v [T = 1] Z NI Z Vi, M, = h]’/j\\g_k[ﬁ/\; =n—hl, (7.35)
h=0V[n—(N—k)]

where A; ;= A UAY, for i € {1,2}. Since |A;| < 2vy, and rewriting ([Z30)) as

kAn

=Y Wk D Ak =), (7.36)

h=0V[n—(N—k)]

we can use the inductive assumption ([Z34) on ~§ () = vf, [Mr, = ] and %ﬁ_k(-) =
Vﬁ_k[ﬁ% = -] to bound ~Y.
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First of all notice that because 7, (0) = ~%,(0) = 1 then

N kAN
Sk > Ak (T = h)
k=0 h=0V[n—(N—k)]
N—1 kAn
=2 (078, () + X (N () + > (k) > Ak (W (n—h). (7.37)
k=1 h=0V[n—(N—k)]

Then, by (Z30) and the inductive assumption there exists By > 0 such that

kAn

> W —h)
h=0V[n—(N—k)]
kAn

s ¥ e (- {5 i)
(h—k)? [n—h-— (N—k:)]z})

R
SBlz_: VENN — k) p( { Bk BNk

h=—o00

forany k € {1,..., N—1}. It is elementary to show, by comparison with the similar property
of the normal density, that there exists By > 0 such that

8 e ({5 ) < e ()

Thus by ([Z37) and again the inductive assumption

N kAn
Sk > Ak = h)
k=0 h=0V[n—(N—Fk)]
n— 2N_1 n—N n— 2
By (- 3B, % 3B, - )

< fY/ZXV(O)fY/]\VZ (n> + ”Y/]\V(N)’kal (n) + \/—ﬁe BZ;Q 7/1;7(]{5) < \/—N 2 < \/T 3By N ’

which completes the upper bound in ([34).

Notice that if n € {0,...,[N/4] —1}U{|3N/4] +1,...,N} then |n — N| > N/8. Thus
in this case in order to prove the lower bound in (Z34)) we have to show that v{'(n) can
be bounded from below by a negative exponential of N. This is easy to show; in fact by
the inductive assumption there exists By > 0 such that 7} (t) > e '* for any i € {1,2},

s € N\ {0} and t € {1,...,s}. So, by ([Z37),

kAn

YA (n) = 78 (078, (1) + 98 (N)A: (n) + Z Wk > AR (N = h)
h=0V[n—(N—F)]
N-1
> OB 4R (N)ePY 4 BN 37 4N () = e BN,
k=1
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for any N € N\ {0} and n € {0,..., N}.
Assume now that n € {[N/4],...,[3N/4]}. By symmetry, without loss of generality, we
may assume n € {N,...,|3N/4]}. In this case, by ([L30),

N N B WS A ()N R O} (7.38)
k=[N/4] h=0V[n—(N—Fk)]

By the inductive assumption there exists By > 0 such that

K By — by > . (_32 { (h=k/2)*  [n=h—(N- k)/2]2}) |

B2 \/@ k)2 (N —§)/2

and an elementary calculation shows that

m - <_32 { (h ;/12/2)2 L= iz]; (_J\;)—/éf)/2]2 })

b (g N2 1 (kN
- e (B S (hy i ) (0

(7.39)

&‘

Thus we have only to show that there exists Bs > 0 such that

1 (h — kn/N)? )> 1 (7.41)

——————exp <—B2 >
h=0vin—(N—k)] Byy/ LEE (N — k)k/(2N) Bs

kAn

for any N € N\ {0}, and n € {N,...,[3N/4]}. In fact assume that (ZZI) holds; then by
(1), [C39) and ([Z3Y) there exists By > 0 such that

1 (n—N)? P%H
N —B, "= N
Y (n) > —e N Ya (k)
BV N k=[N/4]
> _e BN |1 - Ta (k) + 7a (k)
ByV N k=0 13N/4)+1

But we just proved that there exists B; > 0 such that vy (n) > e 5V for any N € N\ {0}
and n € {0,...,N}. Thus

[N/4]-1 N _B1N

Ne 5t 1
Y. m+ Y, Wk < —5— <3
k=0 |3N/4]+1

for N large enough. This proves that

V)2
1 —2B, =N

—€ s
2B,V N
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for any N € N\ {0} large enough and n € {N, ..., [3N/4]}; the case of small N is controlled
by a finiteness argument.

It remains to prove (L)), which is an elementary but tedious calculation: first of all
observe that if N € N\ {0}, k € {|N/4],...,[3N/4]} and n € {N,...,|3N/4]}, then

(k/\n)_k:_n_k kan 13 _ 1 1 >E 4 1NN
N "\ T TN) T kv N) s \aN T N) T o

Furthermore, since

n—(N—k):n%—k:—NSgN—N:g,
then
kn OVn—(N—-k)] 1 N[ N
O\/[n—(N—k;)]——:kn{ —— < — | = —-—=|=—=.
N kn N 8 % N 72
This implies
kAn _ 9
Z 1 exp (_32 (h— kn/N) )
h=0V[n—(N—k)] By \/(N — k)k/(2N) (N —k)k/(2N)

kAn

1 (h — kn/N)?
2> Byy/(N — k)k/(2N) P <_32 (N — k‘)k‘/(QN))

h=[kn/N]

| (L (b kn/N
= By (N = Wk ON /nm/m =P ( P - k)k/(2N)> o

_ \/z{q> (mwfm - ;m/m) e (mwknm - kn/N))}
By VIV = RE/(2N) VIV=RE/eN) ) [

1 v 22
O(r) == — e 2 dz.
( ) AV, 27T /;oo
Notice that, since k € {[N/4],...,|3N/4]}, it is easy to show that

where

((kAn) —kn/N) VN (Tkn/N] —kn/N) L

(N—k)k T 6v2 V(N —k)k/(2N) ~ 16V3VN

2N

Thus

. <¢2—B2[(mn) _ /m/N]> e <¢E(Hm/m - /m/N))
V(N = E)k/(2N) V(N —E)k/(2N)

o (3) -+ ier) )+ ()

which proves (IZZ1]) and completes the proof of the lower bound in ([Z34). n
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7.3 Further estimates on the grand canonical measure

The next result is a uniform estimate on yu,[7, = p|A|], see (ZZZ) below, and will be used
in Section B If ¢(k) = k the result can be obtained elementarily from the Stirling Formula.
The general case is more difficult.

Proposition 7.9

0< inf (N/IANAYM(N) < sup /o (N/[ADIAJpY (V) < 400 (7.42)
ACCZ Acczd
NeN\{o} NeN\{0}

Proof. Fix py > 0 and consider five different cases.

Small density case. There exists Ny > 0 such that

0< inf 2(N/IANApyM(N) < sup o2 (N/IADApy ™ (N) < +o0
No<N<pol|A| No<N<po|A|
Acczd Accz?

Proof of small density case. By point 1. of Proposition there exist positive
constants By and ng such that:

0

\/_' o?(N/|ADIA]

uniformly in N € N\ {0} and A cC Z? such that N/|A| < po and o?(N/|A|)|A| > ny.
Because of ([Z2) there exists B; > 0 such that o?(N/|A|)|A| > B{'N for any N € N\ {0}
and A CC Z%. So take N, := ngBj, then, for any N > Ny, o?(N/|A|)|A] > ng, and therefore

we have.
< BovB
\/0—2 N/|A| |A - \F
where A CC Z% is such that N/|A| < po. Takmg N large enough, namely N > Ny :=
[Ny Vv (87 B2 By)| we have:

AR v

\ A ONJADARY (v

S (NIADTAY N () - 1

1 ‘< 1
\/27‘('_2

which means

1 N/IA] 3
N_ a(N/IA])|Alpy (N)S2 =

for any N > Ny and any A CC Z¢ such that N/|A| < po.

ﬁ

Very small density case. For any fixed Ny € N\ {0}

V2 (N/IAD AN ™M (v )< sw /e (N/IADIAIRY NIMN(NY < 400

ACCZd ACCZd
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Proof of very small density case

. By Lemma there exists By > 0 such that for
any A CC Z¢
Va2 (N/IADIAINT _ a*(N/|Al)
VARNJADARY M vy = X2 N
2(N/IAD] (N) , e < A

uniformly in N € N\ {0} with N < N,. Because of ([L2) there exists B; > 0 such that
B{'N < ¢*(N/|A])|A| < B1N, so we may write

N+1/2 'NB. N+1/2
e |f|132 < VAENAN AN () < YOV o VIVE B
14V

N1 A

Now taking vy large enough it easy to show that

0< inf  /o2(NJIADAPY M (Vv sup o2(N/|ADApY™ (V) < +o0.
0<N<Ng 0<N<Ny
AcCcZé, |A|>v Acczd, |A|>vn

The general case follows again by a finiteness argument

Normal density case. There exist vy > 0 such that

0<  inf 2(N/ADARY™M(Ny < sup VR (V/IAD[AY™M(V) < 400
-1
Uo<\A|<p?i N v0<|A\<p0 N
ACCZ Acczd
Proof of normal density case. By point 2. of Proposition there exist positive
constants Bs and v4 such that:

1 B3
o (N/IADIAIpY ™ (V) — <
var | V1Al
uniformly in N € N\ {0} and A CC Z¢ such that N/|A| > py. Now it is easy to show that
there exists vy > 0 such that for any A CC Z? with |[A] > vy and any N € N\ {0} such that
N > polA

3
A
< Vo (NIANIAIPY () < S
Large density case. For any fixed vy € N\ {0}
0< ~inf 2(N/IADAp YNy < sup 2 (N/|ADIA[pY ™ (N) < +o00
NeN\{0}, AczZ? NeN\{0}, AcZd
0<|A[<vo 0<|A|<vo
(7.43)
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Proof of large density case. In this case no local limit theorem is applicable. Instead
we will use the Gaussian estimates of Section For any fixed p, > 0, by point 2. of
Proposition there exist positive constants B; and v; such that:

a2(N/IA]|A[py ™M (N

M-l

V2m| o \/|A
uniformly in N € N\ {0} and A CC Z? such that N/|A| > py. Taking |A| large enough,
namely |A| > vy := 87 B} we have:

02 N/|A| |A N/\Al

1
<
\/27‘(" 2V 27

which means ] 5
< N/IADA[PY ™M (N) < ——
Wk o (N/IA[)|Alpy ()_2%
for any A CC Z< such that |A] > vy and any N € N\ {0} such that N > po|A]. Now
take A’ C A CC Z% such that vy/2 < |A'| < vy and |A \ A’| = |A’]; notice that in this case
|A| = 2|A’|. By Lemma there exists a By > 0, possibly depending on v, such that

(7.44)

1 - By
— S N N S T =
B, N Y (N) N
uniformly in N € N\ {0}. By definition of v¥’
1 p%/|A/‘(N)2 < Bg
B,VN — pNWiNy — VN
e N/IN| : N/IN|
Py (V) < VNI A2 < Bopy " (V)
S <p /T (N)T < —
Bov N VN

uniformly in N € N\ {0}; but |A| = 2|A\/| > v, and N/|A| > N/2|N'| = N/|A| > po, and
therefore we can use ([CZ4) to get

1 < W)z < 3B;
Bov/2m\/o2(N/IA)JAIN — A 2v/2m+/a2(N/|A|) |A|N
and by using ([Z2) we conclude that there exist a Bs, possibly depending on vy, such that
1 N/IN(y By
<py - (N) <
By/N N

for any N € N\ {0} and A’ C Z¢ such that vy/2 < |A’| < vy. From this inequality, using
again ([L2), we get immediately a constant By > 0, possibly depending on vy, such that

el < Va2 (NJIAD| Ay ™M (N

for any A CC Z% such that |A| > v9/2 and any N € N\ {0} such that N > po|A|. B
iterating the above procedure a finite number of times we get (ZZ3)). ]
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8 One dimensional L.S.I.: proof of Proposition 3.1

In this section we prove Proposition Bl, a logarithmic Sobolev inequality for a particular one
dimensional birth and death process. Furthermore we will see that Proposition Bl implies
Proposition B

8.1 A general result

Next result is Proposition A.5. in [2]. We report it only for completeness.

Let {+" : N € N\ {0}} be a family of positive probability on Z. Assume that for any
N € N\ {0} the probability ¥V is supported on {0,..., N}. It is elementary to check that

vV is reversible with respect to the continuous time birth and death process with rates

N 1 Nin—1
% ! for birth bY(n) = %
7 (n) 7 (n)
for any N € N\ {0}. The Dirichlet form of this Markov process may be written as

a(n) := ! for death.

N

Y 0N A= D] (n = 1) = f(n)).

n=1
Proposition 8.1 Assume that there exist a positive constant Ay such that for any N €
N\ {0} we can find N € {0,..., N} such that A;*N < N — N < AgN and

Wn+l) e

<e AN forallme {N+1,....,N 8.1
o { ) (31)
N _
YW (n—1)  _m-n <
<e AN for alln €{0,...,N —1 8.2
D { ) (32)
1 Ag(n—N)?
N _ 2ol N)7
v (n) > —e for alln €40,...,N}. 8.3
Then there exists a positive constant Ay such that for any positive function f on {0,..., N}

Enton (f) < AN Y N () AN (n = DIV F(n = 1) = VF ()

for any N € N\ {0}.

Proof. The proof follows closely the proof of Proposition A.5 in [2]. By Proposition A.1
of [2] we have to bound from above By(N) := B; (N) V By (N) uniformly in N € N\ {0},
where

o g V(R !
By(N)= oo (Z” “‘”) os () (Z R AN 1>>

+ = su 3 N 0 ; y .
By (N) := I (;7 (k))l & (fo:ﬂN(’f)) 2 YWNE) AN (E=1) |7

""" = k=N+1

and take A; :=supy Bo(N)/N. We divide these bounds in several steps.
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Step 1. There exists By > 0 such that for any N € N\ {0}

BN _
ZVN(k)SniNWN(n) foranyne {N+1,...,N} (8.4)
k=n

& BN -
> Nk < = = nny(n) for any n € {0,..., N —1}. (8.5)
k=0

Proof of step 1. Forn € {N +1,..., N}, by a simple telescopic argument and (&)
we obtain:

N N N k-1 _x _

7" (k) 7V (h+1) Th-1 AN
SIS [ e 3 o

N N
k:nfy (n> k=n+1h=n v (h> k=n+1

N +o00 _
_(k=n)(n—N) _k(n=N) 1
<1+ Z ¢ AN Sze AN = (8.6)
k=n+1 k=0 1—e 4N

ne€{N+1,...,N}. Because N — N < AgN, it easy to check that

1 2AN
y — N’

_n7
1—e 40N

By plugging this bound into (80l we obtain (84]). Using the same argument and ([82) we
obtain (B3).

Step 2. There exists By > 0 such that for any N € N\ {0}

- 1 BN 1 -
< — foranyne {N+1,..., N} (8.7)
N — N AN
DR iy
N-1 G
1 BN 1 -
< = f o, N =11 8.8
kE:n TSI or any n € {0,..., } (8.8)

Proof of step 2. Forn € {N +1,..., N}, by the same telescopic argument used in
step 1. and (B we obtain:

n—1 n—1 _
n—1 h—N

L Z 2 H7 h“ +1< Z e Zh=k AN 4]

k= N+1 k=N+1h=k k= N+1
n-l _ (n—k)(k—K) I km-n) 1
S § e T AgN + 1 < § AON + 1 < § e AN = —
k=N+1 k=N+1 k=0 1—¢e 4oV

and we can conclude as in step 1.
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Step 3. There exist By > 0 such that for any n € {0,..., N} with |n — N| > VN

1 e N2
> AN(k) > e (8.9)
k=n Bg

n 1 N2
S AN (k) = Ee——BS( T (8.10)
k=0 3

for any N € N\ {0}.

Proof of step 3. Assume that n € {0,..., N} is such that n > N + \/ﬁ, the case
n < N — VN is similar. Because AN < N — N < ApN, it is easy to find ng € N\ {0}
depending only on Ay such that N + [VVN] < N — [V/N] for any N > ng. We can assume
N > ng because for the case N € {1,...,nq} ([8J) follows by a finiteness argument. Assume
that n € {N 4+ [V'N],...,N — [VVN]}; by condition (83) and some simple bounds,

al Ag(k—N)? 1 V] Ag(k—N)2
Yy (K e = e
2R =R 2 Wy

N

A(ﬂ/ﬁ B AO

> [\/ NT +1 Ao<n+r1¢vﬁw—m2 S 1 _240(n-N)%+aa0N

from which ([B3) follows.
Assume now that n € {N — [VVN]| +1,..., N}. Then, again by condition ([&3),

N
Ao(k N>2 1 _ Ag(n=N)? 1 _ Ag(n=N)?
g — N Z —e N
pay k: AO\/ N AgVN

Ag(N—[VN]-N)?
e N 240(n—N)?

> e 'V . (811)

AgN
Note that

— _ _ _ — N2
(N-[VN]-N)?>(N-N)?-3(N-N)VN > T 34,N%? > 27
0
by taking N > ng and ng large enough. By plugging this bound into (BTII]) we get (B9) in
this case also.

We can now conclude the proof of the proposition. We will bound from above

+ = su 3 N 0 S S y :
By (N) = nG{N+S..,N} (;7 (k)> log (Zszn 7N(k)> Z ANE)ANN(E+1) |7

k=N+1
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the bound of By (N) being similar. If n € {N +1,..., N+ [V N|} by (B3) we obtain

n

- 1 1
L WA S 2 v S

k=N+1 k=N+1

Ag(k—N)?
N

k=N+1

< AV N(n — N)e™ 55 < 4gNe,

while because S AN (k) <1 and —zlogz < 1 for any = € [0, 1],

al 1
Nk) | log | — 00— 1.
(;7 ( >> ° (ELW(@) :
This implies

oy _ 4 1 -

=N+1

for any n € {N +1,. + [VN}.
1,.

Assume now n € {N + |VN| + ., N}. By &2), BY) and (B) we obtain

N 1 n
Niyllog [ ———
<Z7 ()) g(zifznw(k) Z A

(£l (5.4

+

2
< BB, ( N) [long + } < B ByA3(log By + AgN).
n —

N
<

By the previous bound and (8T2) we have that By (N) < A;N for any N € N\ {0}. u

8.2 Proof of Proposition B.1

Recall that for any A’ C A CC Z% such that |[A| = 2|A’| and any N € N\ {0} we defined
vY = v} (G, = -). We have to show that any f: {0,..., N} — R,

Ent%v(f)<A0NZ~yA n) AN (n— D[VFf(n—1) = /f(n)]? (8.13)

n=1

The assumptions of Proposition are too strong to be fulfilled by v = v¥. In particular,
while assumption (B3]) holds, as we will see a fortiori, assumptions (B1l) and (B2)) may not
be fulfilled in general (the case |A| = 2 may be instructive to see this). So following [2],
for any € € (0,1/4), we consider a regularization 7y of 4&. This regularization will be
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equivalent to v} for any € € (0,1/4), so by the comparison criterion in Theorem 3.4.3 of []
we can replace yY with 3¢ in (8I3). Finally we will prove that there exists ¢, € (0,1/4)
~N,e

such that vV := 7, fulfills the hypothesis of Proposition
~ Assume N € N\ {0}, n € {0,...,N} and A CC Z? and define Iy, := [N, (1 —€)N]NZ,
N :=[N/2],
n/|A| (N=n)/IA nr
HY (n) :=log [pA’ )y ( ”)] ,

_HN (k
_ - Z/]XVf — ZkEIN,s e N ®)
A A '
p%/\ ‘(n)p%/‘ ‘(N . n)

a ZkeIN,e T (k)

and

N,e
ZA

vV (n) ifndly,.

It easy to check that %j\v’e is a probability density supported on {0,..., N}. Now we show
that 73 is equivalent to vy .

~N.e L e—H/]\V(n) ifne IN,E)
Va ' (n) =

Lemma 8.2 For any fized € € (0,1/4) there exists a positive constant Ay such that

1 N N
R . S )y, (8.14)
Ao T Nem\{o},Accz? 71(n) T Nem\{o}, acczd Ty (n)

ne{0,..,N} nefo,...N}

Proof. Fix e € (0,1/4), since vY (n)/73(n) = 1 for any n ¢ Iy, we have to bound the
ratio vY (n) /7y “(n) for n € Iy, only. So assume that n € Iy, and define

n/|A N—n)/|\
N o P Rl N — )
pa (n) = n/|N] )
Py (n)
so that M)
Ta €
= Zy N (n).
YA ( )
But

_gN 7R (k)
ZkezN,s e~ (k) ZkEIN@ gpjl\AV(k

B ZkeIN,e 7/];7(]{:) B ZkEIN,e %]xv(k)7

~

N,e
ZA

which implies

~

N(n
N 2 kel fov(k)i%(k
() 2kery, Th ()

~

Therefore

N N N
min <P]1\\[ (n) < ~71$ E(n) < max <P]1\\[ (n) ’
nmely.e py (m) = 7 (n) ~ nmely.e @y (m)

for any n € Iy, N € N\ {0} and A CC Z? with |A| even. Furthermore notice that

n/|A N—n)/|A
oNn)  p™Mmypl NIV = )

PN (m) P/ )p W (N — )
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By Proposition there exists C; > 0

L o2 (m/|ADo* (N —m)/|N]) _ ™ m)ply ™MV — )

Cr\ a*(n/[NNa (N =n)/IN]) — p/ W m)pl=™ W (N — m)

o2 ([N )P (N — m) /)
SQVUWMMWWN—mme

for any n € {0,..., N}, N € N\ {0}, A’ cC Z¢. So (BIQ) is proved if we can show that

o mfv)a* (N —m)/v) wy  Cmfv)* (N —m)/v)
0< ﬁ’i%%?& 202 (N —n)fo) = ;”ﬁ%%g} (/o) (N—n)/o) =

Indeed, by (ZZ), there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that

m(N —m) _ o?(m/v)c®((N —m)/v) _ Com(N —m)
Con(N —n) = o?(n/v)o?((N —n)/v) — n(N —n)

for any n,m € {0,..., N}, N,v € N\ {0} and a trivial calculation shows that

m(N —m) 1
n(N —n) = 4e(1 —¢)

4e(1 —¢) <

for any n,m € In,. n

The rest of the paper is devoted to prove that conditions ([&1l), (82) and (&3] hold for
vy and some ¢y € (0,1/4). We begin by showing the exponential decay of the tails of

Lemma 8.3 There ezists €y € (0,1/4) such that

~N,ep

1) 1
77%(:: _UPS for anyn € [(1—€)N,N —1]NZ; (8.15)
Ta " (n) 2
~N, €0
“On—1) 1
77A~N(:01 ) <5  foranyn €[l eN]NZ; (8.16)
Ta " (n) 2

for any N € N\ {0} and any A CC Z* with |A| > 2.

Proof. Because 7y (n) = 7Y (n) for n & Iy, the lemma is a trivial consequence of
Proposition |

Lemma 8.4 For any € € (0,1/4) there exists a positive constant Ay such that for any
N eN\ {0}, Accz?

- N - N _

Dol < Y+ 1) — HY (n) < Ag— for anyn € Iy, such that n > N, (8.17)

AN N ’

N < Hy(n—1)—Hy(n) < A 7 for any n € Iy, such thatn < N. (8.18)
0
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Proof. Define v := |A’| = |A|/2. An elementary computation gives

px{\_/\'l(nms\]ytn)/\/\'\(]\[ —n)
pi/ ™ /(N =)
+2vlog Z(N /v) — vlog Z(n/v) —vlog Z((N —n)/v) — Nloga(N /v).

HY (n) := log =nloga(n/v)+ (N —n)loga((N —n)/v)

This formula shows that it is possible to extend the function HY : {0,..., N} — R to a real
function, HY : [0, N] — R by defining

HY(z) :== zloga(x/v) + (N —;7:) loga((N —z)/v) .
+ 2vlog Z(N /v) —vlog Z(z/v) —vlog Z((N — z)/v) — Nloga(N /v)

for any x € [0, N]. A direct calculation gives

TN —loga(z/v) + (o/o)[o'(z/v) alz/v)] ~ ogal(N ~ 2)/v)
(N =) /o] o (N =) /o) [ (N =) /0)] ~ Z'(wv) | Z (/o) + Z'(N ) [0) Z((N =) /0).
Since
oy d=alp)t R ka(p) T o/ (p) = kalp)t o/ (p)pZ(p)
200 =35 2 ey ~ O T T ate) 2 e alp)

we obtain
dHY
Fra log a(x/v) —log a((N — z)/v).
x

Differentiating this identity and using again equation (1.3) of [5], we obtain

E2HY 1 1

a2 2(zjo)e (N —2) o)

which, again with (C2), implies that there exist a positive constant B; such that for any

xz € (0,N)
111 PHY 11
e < < (2 .
B (x+N—x)_ = 1<x+N—x)

Assume now that = € [N, (1 — ¢)N]. Then the previous inequality yields
1 1 1\ _ d@HY 11
— | —4+ = < <B|=+—
B (N(l—e) +N) S Td S 1(N+€N)
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it follows that, if € > 0 is small enough, there exists a positive constant Bs(¢€) such that

L _@HY _B,
BQN — dx? T N

for any N € N\ {0}, A cC Z?. Integrating this inequality with respect to = from N to

y € [N, (1 — €)N], we obtain
— N N — N
Yy {VSdHA SB2y _N
BQN dy

Now take n € Iy, such that n > N and integrate the previous inequality with respect to y
from n to n + 1 to obtain

n—N n+1-—-N

BN < HY(n+1)—HY(n) < BzT-
Equation (BIT) now follows because (n+1—N)/N < 2(n—N)/N for any n > N. Equation
(BI8) can be obtained in a similar way. n

By Lemma B3 and Lemma B4l follows easily

Corollary 8.5 Define N := [N/2]. There exists g € (0,1/4) and a positive constant Ag
such that for any N € N\ {0} and A cC Z*

WO+

N <e AN forallm € {N +1,...,N} (8.19)
Ya ' (n)
~N,eo _
’ —1 _N-n _
ool o 5 for alin € {0,...,N —1}. (8.20)
€0
Ya(n)

In order to use Proposition it remains to prove the Gaussian lower bound (B3] for
ﬁfxv’eo. In fact the lower bound obtained in Proposition is not useful, because it is not

uniform in |A]. The proof is almost the same as the proof of Lemma [
Lemma 8.6 Define N := [N/2] for N € N\ {0}. There exist ¢y € (0,1/4) and a positive
constant Ay such that

n—N)2 (niﬁ)Q
1 _M < ;?N’eo(n) < AO_ e AN | (8.21)

—e <
AWN A VN
uniformly in N € N\ {0} andn € {0,1,...,N}.

Proof. We split the proof in several steps for clarity purpose.

Step 1. There exist A; > 0 such that for any N € N\ {0},

’VN,G() (n7N)2
37360 ((;)) < Ae AV (8.22)
Tn’

for any n € {0,..., N}.
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Proof of Step 1. Assume that n € {N +1,..., N}, by (8Id) we get B; > 0 such that

n—1 n—1 N
it -~ € ,€ R k - N
log ¥y (n) —log 3 °(N) = > [long °(k+1) —log7y" O(k‘)} <Y Gw 82)
k=N k=N
Using the fact that n — N < N/2, and some elementary computation we obtain
n—1 N n—N-1 A N AT\2 N A2
k— {VZ 172k2(n N)(n—N 1):(n N)* n NZ(n N>—1,
k=N BN BN k=1 BN BN BN BN 2B,

which plugged into (823) implies 82Z2) for n € {N+1,...,N—1}. The case n € {0,..., N}
is similar while that case n = N is trivial.

Step 2. There exists A > 0 such that if N € N\ {0} then

~N,e _
f}/A O(/)’L) > ie—A2 (anN)z (8‘24)

for any n € Iy.,.

Proof of Step 2. Fixn € Iy, and assume that n > N. By (&I7) we get B; > 0 such
that

-1

log 73" (n )—longEO(N):Z [longEO(k+1)—log7NE° ]> Blz N (8.25)
k=N =N

3

but, using the fact that 0 < n — N < N/2, and some elementary computation we obtain

L. i No-N-1) @-8 n-§_ @Ay

N -~ N N — N

2 |

k=N

which plugged into (8ZH) implies (82) for n > N. The case n < N is similar while the
case n = N is trivial.

Step 3. There exists A3 > 0 such that if N € N\ {0} then

Ta(n) > 1 e—AS—W*NN)z

A R 5 o : 8.26
TACN) T As (520)

for any n € {0,..., N} \ Ine-
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Proof of Step 3. Observe that n € {0,..., N}\ Iy, and ¢ € (0,1/4) implies |n—N| >
N/8. Thus to prove (B2B) we have only to show that the ratio 35 (n) /7y °(N) is bounded
from below by a negative exponential of N. Assume that n € {[(1—¢€y)N]+1,..., N}; then

() (L1 = e)N)) H Tk +1)

— — . 8.27
T BT R & S 7S (527
By ([BZ4) there exists By > 0 such that
7/];[’EOSL]\([1€O—_€O)NJ) > R TIEnINE.I
Ta () b
But
L1 =e)N| = N|[=[(1—-e)N] =N <(1—-e)N—-N<N,
S0 N
U= ND) 1
TN ~ b
and because N < N,
%\V’EO(L(l __EO)NJ) > 1 BN (8.28)

e B
In order to bound the product factor in the right hand side of (821), notice that by Propo-
sition there exists By > 0 such that
Wkt N—k

FVO(k) T Ba(k+1)

for any k € {1,..., N —1}. Thus

n—1
> [log N ) — log Ty (k +1)]
k=|(1—o)N]|
n—1
<(n—[(1-e)N)logBa+ > [log(k+1)—log(N — k)]
k=[(1—e0)N]
n—1

d
< Nlog B, + Z [k+1_(N_k)]me(]{g}fiﬂ)@ng

k=[(1—e0)N|
n—1
2%k+1—N 2n—1)+1—-N
D T R e
k=[(1—eo)N| ’
< NlogBy+ Nov — 1 < N(log By + ;')
0 _— €
= ST AN Ny = s R T
which implies
n—1 ~N,e
H ’)/A ;(k + 1) > e—(long—i—eal)N.
~Na o 2
b=l=eoyy) a (K)

By plugging this bound and (828) into (BZ17), we get ([E20]).
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Step 4. There exists A4 > 0 such that if N € N\ {0} and A CC Z¢, then,

<~N60(N) < A4

< (8.29)

A4\/_

Proof of Step 4. By [BZJ), 824) and [8ZH) we obtain B; > 0 such that for any
N e N\ {0}

I A (n—K)?
L U
B Tn (V)

for any n € {0,..., N}. By summing for n € {0,..., N} we have

_(n=N)?

N N
1 Bl(n N)2 < < —
> 5 < ~N60 <SBiY e mv

n—0 1 T n=0

Thus we are done if we can show that, for any By > 0, there exists Bs > 0 such that

— N 5
vV N _(n=N) /—
n=0

for any N € N\ {0}. An elementary computation gives

N 2 N 5 N 5

—B, (n—=N)* N) (an) —By (n—N)
E E N -+ E e N
n=0 n=0 n=N

N e )2 +oo e N2 N
S/ e By 0 d:v+/ 6_B2( 7 de +1=1+ R
_ N B2

[e.e]

This proves the upper bound in (830), the proof of the lower one is similar.

Conclusion By &22), 824), R820) and BZ) we get (B2ZTI). n

We can now prove Proposition Bl

Proof of Proposition Bl By Lemma vy and %J\VE are equivalent measures for any
N € N\{0}, A cC Z% and € € (0,1/4) so by the comparison criterion in Theorem 3.4.3 of [1,
in the proof we can replace vY with 33, By Corollary B there exists ¢, € (0,1/4) such that
A\ satisfy conditions (B) and (BZ) of Proposition Bl uniformly in A CC Z?. Furthermore
by Lemma B8 condition (83) too holds for 33 and we can apply Proposition BIlto 7, . m

Finally, we prove Proposition B
Proof of Proposition Bl We may assume d = 1 and A = {0, 1}. In this case v} (o =

Co,m = &) = 1(& = N — &)Y (&). Thus Ent,/iv(f) = Ent v (f) for any f : Qy — R,
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where f(n) := f(n, N —n), for any n € N. For the same reason

Ex(VIV)
_ %ZVJAV("){C(”) (V=1 N —n+1) - \/?(n,N—n)]2
+¢(N —n) [\/?(”+1>N_”_1)_\/?(n’N_n)r}

- fé;w (0 {CW [t =0= /] v [ s - o }
=N "N (n)e(n) [\/}N(n -1)- \/?(”)r =D (\/;N \/;N) '

Recall now the definition of the Dirichlet form D(y, ¢) defined just before Proposition B],

namely
N

D(p,0) = > [a () AR (n— 1] [p(n—1) — p(n)]*.

n=1
We claim that there exists a constant By > 0 such that for any ¢ : N — R and any
N € N\ {0} we have

ND(p, ) < ByD(¢, ¢). (8.31)
In this case we will have by Proposition BT

Bnt,y (f) = Ent,y (F) < BIND (ﬁ' \/?) < B,D (ﬁ \/}N) = Boty (VEVT).

which is (Z0) in the present case. Thus we have to verify (831). Observe that

D(p, ) = > (m)eln) [p(n — 1) = p(n))*

=3 en) [1 v ) } Y () AN (= 1)] [l — 1) — ().

- T (n—1)
Since, by ([ZI), 7Y (n)/vY(n — 1) = ¢(N —n+1)/c(n) we get
D(p, ) =Y le(n) Ve(N = n+ D] [ (n) AR (n = D] [p(n — 1) — p(n)].

Then (B3T) follows by observing that by () there exists a constant Bs > 0 such that
cn)Ve(N—n+1)>B;'nV (N—-n+1)] > B;'N/2, forany n € {1,...,N}. m

o1



Acknowledgments

The authors wish to thank Lorenzo Bertini and Claudio Landim for very useful and inter-
esting conversations on this work and Anna Maria Paganoni for her help in the first stage
of the work.

References

1]

C. Ané, S. Blachere, D. Chafai, P. Fougéres, I. Gentil, F. Malrieu, C. Roberto and G.
Scheffer, Sur les inégalités de Sobolev logarithmiques. (French) [Logarithmic Sobolev
inequalities] With a preface by Dominique Bakry and Michel Ledoux. Panoramas et
Synthéses [Panoramas and Syntheses], 10. Société Mathématique de France, Paris, 2000.

N. Cancrini, F. Martinelli and C. Roberto, The logarithmic Sobolev constant of
Kawasaki dynamics under a mixing condition revisited, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Probab.
Statist. 38 (2002), no. 4, 385-436.

P. Dai Pra and G. Posta, Logarithmic Sobolev Inequality for Zero—Range Dynamics,
(2004) to appear on The Annals of Probability.

C. Landim and C. Kipnis, Scaling limits of interacting particle systems, Grundlehren
der Mathematischen Wissenschaften 320. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1999.

C. Landim, S. Sethuraman and S. R. S. Varadhan, Spectral gap for zero-range dynamics.
The Annals of Probability 24 (1996), no. 4, 1871-1902.

Liggett T.M., Interacting particle systems. 276. Springer-Verlag, New York-Berlin, 1985.

S. T. Lu and H.-T. Yau: Spectral gap and logarithmic Sobolev inequality for Kawasaki
and Glauber dynamics, Communications in Mathematical Physics 156 (1993), 399-433

L. Miclo, An example of application of discrete Hardy’s inequalities, Markov Process.
Related Fields 5 (1999), no. 3, 319-330.

G. Posta, Spectral Gap for an Unrestricted Kawasaki Type Dynamics, ESAIM Proba-
bility & Statistics, vol. 1 (1997), 145-181

52



	Introduction
	Notations and Main result
	Outline of the proof
	Step 1: duplication
	Step 2: logarithmic Sobolev inequality for the distribution of the number of particles in bold0mu mumu 11Raw1111
	Step 3: study of the term bold0mu mumu N[f|1 = n] - N[f|1 = n-1]N[f|1 = n] - N[f|1 = n-1]RawN[f|1 = n] - N[f|1 = n-1]N[f|1 = n] - N[f|1 = n-1]N[f|1 = n] - N[f|1 = n-1]N[f|1 = n] - N[f|1 = n-1]
	Step 4: estimates on bold0mu mumu A(n)A(n)RawA(n)A(n)A(n)A(n)
	Step 5: preliminary analysis of bold0mu mumu B(n)B(n)RawB(n)B(n)B(n)B(n)
	Estimates on bold0mu mumu B(n)B(n)RawB(n)B(n)B(n)B(n): entropy inequality and estimates on moment generating functions

	Representation of bold0mu mumu N[f|1 = n]-N[f|1 = n-1]N[f|1 = n]-N[f|1 = n-1]RawN[f|1 = n]-N[f|1 = n-1]N[f|1 = n]-N[f|1 = n-1]N[f|1 = n]-N[f|1 = n-1]N[f|1 = n]-N[f|1 = n-1]: proof of Proposition ??
	Bounds on bold0mu mumu A(n)A(n)RawA(n)A(n)A(n)A(n): proof of Proposition ??
	Rough estimates: proofs of Propositions ?? and ??
	Local limit theorems
	Local limit theorems for the grand canonical measure
	Gaussian estimates for the canonical measure
	Further estimates on the grand canonical measure

	One dimensional L.S.I.: proof of Proposition ??
	A general result
	Proof of Proposition ??


