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SMOOTHNESS OF THE DIFFUSION COEFFICIENTS FOR
PARTICLE SYSTEMS IN CONTINUOUS SPACE

ARIANNA GIUNTI, CHENLIN GU,
JEAN-CHRISTOPHE MOURRAT, MAXIMILIAN NITZSCHNER

ABSTRACT. For a class of particle systems in continuous space with local interac-
tions, we show that the asymptotic diffusion matrix is an infinitely differentiable
function of the density of particles. Our method allows us to identify relatively
explicit descriptions of the derivatives of the diffusion matrix in terms of the
corrector.

MSC 2010: 82C22, 35B27, 60K35.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We study a class of interacting particle systems with local interactions in continuous
space. The models we consider are reversible with respect to the Poisson measures
with constant density, uniformly elliptic, and of non-gradient type. The large-scale
behavior of each model is captured by a diffusion equation governed by the bulk
diffusion matriz. The purpose of this work is to show that this matrix is an infinitely
differentiable function of the density of particles. That the bulk diffusion matrix is
sufficiently regular as a function of the density of particles is a necessary ingredient
in the proof of the hydrodynamic limit of the model, see for instance [10].

Similar results on the smoothness of the effective diffusion matrix have already been
derived for a number of other models of particle systems [13, 7, 14, 6, 22, 19, 20, 21].
Those works all rely on the approach introduced in [13] to show the regularity
of the self-diffusion matrix of a tagged particle in the symmetric simple exclusion
process on Z®. This approach relies on certain duality properties of the process under
consideration.

The approach we employ here seems different and more direct. In particular, we
end up with relatively explicit expressions for the derivatives of the bulk diffusion
matrix expressed in terms of the corrector, a natural object that already appears in
the description of the bulk diffusion matrix itself.

Our method takes inspiration from works on the homogenization of elliptic equations
with random coefficients [2, 1, 18, 8]. One can for instance consider a setting in which
the random coefficients of the equation are a local function of a Poisson point process
with constant density, and ask whether the homogenized matrix depends smoothly
on the density of the point process. Perhaps surprisingly, this case has in fact not
yet been addressed in the literature. Indeed, the analysis in [18] takes place in a
discrete setting, while the results of [8] require that the perturbative point process
has a uniformly bounded number of points in a given bounded region of space, a
property that does not hold for Poisson point processes. We believe that the method
used here could be adapted to the case of elliptic equations and yield the smoothness
of the homogenized matrix in this case, without having to rely on fine quantitative
estimates as suggested in [8, Remark 2.7]. Outside of the present paper, we are also
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unaware of results concerning interacting particle systems for which the number of
particles in a bounded region of space is not uniformly bounded.

Other settings in which similar problems were investigated include the V¢ model (a
Gibbs measure modeling a fluctuating interface) [5], and non-linear elliptic equations
with random coefficients [4, 3, 9]. In these contexts, the goal is to show that the
homogenized coefficients depend smoothly on the slope of the limit homogenized
solution. This is not a situation in which the varying parameter can be nicely encoded
by random fields with short-range correlations. As a consequence, a different, more
quantitative approach is then mandatory.

2. PRECISE STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULTS

We start by introducing some notation. We view a cloud of particles in R% as an
element of Ms(R%), the space of o-finite measures that are sums of Dirac masses
on R%. The dynamics of the particles is encoded by a mapping as Ms(R?) - Rg;gl
taking values in the space of symmetric d-by-d matrices. We assume that this mapping

satisfies the following properties.

e Uniform ellipticity: there exists A < oo such that for every p e Ms(R?),
(2.1) Id <a.(p) < Ald.

e Finite range of dependence: for every e Ms(R?), we have that
(2.2) ao(p) =ao(uLl Byyp),

where By, denotes the Euclidean ball of unit diameter centered at the origin,
and L is the restriction operator defined in (3.1).

In (2.1) and throughout the paper, whenever a and b are symmetric matrices, we
write a < b to mean that b — a is a positive semidefinite matrix.

Roughly speaking, we want a particle sitting at the origin and surrounded by a cloud
of particles 1 to undergo an instantaneous diffusion driven by the matrix a,(u). We
extend the mapping a, by stationarity by setting, for every z € R? and pu e Mg(R?),

a(j1,) = 2o (o),
where 7_,u is the measure u translated by the vector —x; in other words, for every
Borel set U, we have 7_,u(U) = u(x +U). For every pg > 0, we denote by P, the
law of a Poisson point process over R? with constant intensity pg. We denote by
E,, the associated expectation, and use u for the canonical random variable on this
probability space. The interacting particle system we aim to study is associated with
the formal Dirichlet form

fr—»IEpO[fRde-avfdu].

We refer to (3.3) below for the definition of the gradient of a sufficiently smooth
function defined on Ms(R%), and [12] for a rigorous construction of the stochastic
process.

We expect the evolution of this particle system to be described by a “homogenized”
or “hydrodynamic” equation over large scales. Indeed, this has been shown for
discrete models similar to the continuous one studied here, see in particular [10].
In order to justify this rigorously, it is very useful to know about the regularity of
the homogenized matrix, usually called the bulk diffusion matriz, that enters into
the equation. The aim of the present work is to show that this matrix is indeed an
infinitely differentiable function of the particle density.
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For our purposes, it will be convenient to identify the bulk diffusion matrix as a
limit of finite-volume approximations. In finite volume, there are in fact two natural
approximations to the bulk diffusion matrix, based on the following subadditive
quantities: for every bounded domain U, p,q € R?, and pg > 0, we define

1 1
U,p, ::'fIE—/—+V-a+Vd,
v(U,p, po) vJ%w>m[mW\U2@ v)-a(p v)u]
(2.3) ! ,
ve(U,q,p0) == sup E [———-/ﬁ(——Vu-aVU+q-VU)du]
vy LpolUlJu\ 2

where |U| denotes the Lebesgue measure of U. Recall that p is a sum of Dirac
masses; for any function F, the integral [, F'dy = [;; F'(2)du(z) therefore stands for
the summation of F'(z) over every point z in the intersection of U and the support
of 1. The precise definitions of the function spaces s#1(U) and %' (U) are given
in Section 3 below. Informally, the functions in #1(U) are those whose squared
gradient have finite integral over U; the functions in %! (U) must in addition respond
continuously to the exit from U or the entrance into U of a particle. One can check
(see [11, Proposition 4.1] or Subsection 3.3 below) that there exist symmetric d-by-d
matrices a(U, po),a.(U, pp) that satisfy the bound (2.1) and such that, for every
p,q R,

1 _ 1 __
(24) V(U’pvpo) = 5]) a(Uv PO)P and V*(UaQaPO) = 5(] : a*l(Ua pO)q

For every m € N, we denote by O,, := (-3™/2,3™/2)? the cube of side-length 3™
centered at the origin. We also have that the sequence (a(0y,, p0))men is decreasing,
and the sequence (a+(0pm, Po))men is increasing. We define the bulk diffusion matrix
as the limit of the latter sequence:

(2.5) A(po) = lim_&. (T, o).

It was shown in [11] that the sequence (a(0, po))men converges to the same limit,
and moreover, that there exists an exponent « >0 and a constant C < oo such that
for every m > 1,

(2.6) 18(Tns p0) ~ &(p0)| + 84 (O, ) - )| < €37

The results of the present paper do not rely on this quantitative information. Indeed,
to show our main results, we only appeal to (2.5) as the definition of the limit diffusion
matrix. This definition coincides with the more classical one based on full-space
stationary correctors, as explained in [11, Appendix B].

Throughout the paper, we fix ¢ € R?, and denote by 1, € 1 (0,,) the optimizer
in the definition of v, (O, q, o), see (2.3). The optimizer for v, (O,,,q, po) is unique
provided that we impose the condition in (3.9) (the formulas derived throughout the
paper only involve gradients of v,,, and are therefore insensitive to the precise way
we “fix the constants”).

For reasons that will be clarified below, we prefer to work with ,,,, which optimizes
some v, quantity, rather than with the corresponding optimizer for v. One conse-
quence of this choice is that we have easier access to information about the smoothness
of the mapping p ~ a !(p) than of the mapping p ~ a(p). Of course, since these
matrices are uniformly elliptic in the sense of (2.1), discussing the smoothness of one
or the other is equivalent (and from a physical perspective, it is no less natural to
focus on “fixing the average flux at ¢” than to focus on “fixing the average gradient

at p”).
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For clarity of exposition, we will first present a proof that the mapping p — a*(p)
is C1!. The precise statement is as follows.

Theorem 2.1 (C! regularity). The following limit is well-defined and finite

. 1
(2.7) c1(po) = lim | Ep, [m o, Vim-(a- al vyl du| day,
where we write all (u, z,21) = a(u+ 6,,2) and V¢,{nl}(,u,z,x1) = Vb (1 + 0gq, 2).
Moreover, as p € R tends to zero, we have

(2.8) q-8 '(po+p)a=q-8"(po)g+ pci(po) + O(p°).

The term O(p?) hides a multiplicative constant that depends only on d, A and |q| (but
not on pg).

Remark 2.2. Theorem 2.1 yields that ¢-a!(-)q is CY'. Indeed, an immediate
consequence of expansion (2.8) is that c;(-) is the derivative of ¢-a~*(-)q. Moreover,
using (2.8) around py and pg + p, we see that c¢1(po + p) = c1(po) + O(p), i.e. that c;
is Lipschitz continuous.

A more explicit writing of the right side of (2.7) is:

/ Eﬂo [; vwm(ﬂaz) : (a(ﬂvz) - a(u + 5m1,z))V¢m(M + 5&:172) dM(Z) dzy.
R 00|0m| JOm

In general, we use superscripts to indicate changes in the “measure” argument of the
function under consideration: for instance, the quantity at'} is obtained from a by
replacing the argument g with g+ d,,.

In order to describe higher-order derivatives, we need to generalize this notation
to arbitrary subsets of indices. For every finite subset £ ¢ N, and f an arbitrary
function of the measure u, we define

(2‘9) fE : (/J,, (xl)leE) = f(ﬂ + Z 5901)
ek

For every i e N, we also write
(2.10) D;f:=fl .
Notice that for every i # j € N,, we have

D;D;f = (FUh - (i oy = plad 8 plad g g
In particular, the operators D; and D; commute. We can therefore define, for every
E ={i1,...,ip} € Ny, the quantity
(211) DEf = Dil'“Dipf-
Finally, we need at times to apply these operators to more complex expressions such
as f + g, where f and g are two functions of the measure u, with the understanding
that the operator applies only to f and not to g. We use the superscript # to indicate

the functions on which these operators are meant to be applied, keeping the others
“frozen”. That is, we write for instance

P+ =1Prg.  (fP9)P=1",
and similarly with more complex expressions. We also have
# _ f +9, if &= g, # _
Dot +a)-{ hi¥ WRLD Del*0)- (Dens

We use the notation [[1,k]] := {1,2,...,k}. Here is our main result.
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Theorem 2.3 (Smoothness). For each k € N., the limit

(2.12)  cx(po)

. 1
::T}Lliliof(Rd)kEpo[m o Vb - Dpuag ((a—-a®)ven) dp [ dey - day,

is well-defined and finite. Moreover, as p € R tends to zero, we have

k 14
(2.13) a-37 (oo + p)a=q-5"(po)a+ . culpo) Gy + O().
=1 :

The term O(pF*') hides a multiplicative constant that depends only on d, A, k, and ||
(but not on pg). In particular, the mapping po ~ q-a(po)q is infinitely differentiable,
with (-th derivative given by cy(po) for every £ e N,.

Note that due to the local nature of the term (a —a*), see (2.2), the integrals
in (2.7) and (2.12) are in fact finite-volume quantities, as the outermost integrals

may be replaced by, for instance, fD7n+1 and f(Dm+1)’“’ respectively.

We also remark that the proof in fact shows that uniformly over pg, the deriva-
tives ¢x(po) are bounded by some constant Cj(A,d) depending only on A and the
dimension, and a careful inspection of the proof yields that C}  (k!)? (see in partic-
ular Subsection 5.5 for more on this matter). Finally, we also show in Section 6 that
the convergence in (2.12) is locally uniform in pg. We do not know how to show that
a is an analytic function of the density of particles.

We now comment on the reason why we choose to work with quantities derived
from v, rather than v. Recall that the function 1), is the optimizer in the definition
(2.3) of v, (O, q, po)- This object may seem to depend upon the choice of the particle
density pg. However, it is in fact not the case. Indeed, the optimization problem for
v, can be split into a sum of unrelated optimization problems, one for each fixed
number of particles in O,,. The optimizer for v, is thus a superposition of these
optimizers, irrespectively of the underlying density of the measure. We refer to
Section 3 below for a more detailed discussion of this property. The fact that we can
view the same object 1), as the optimizer of v,(O,,,q, po) for arbitrary values of pg
would not be valid were we to work with the optimizers of v(O,,,p, po)-

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. We discuss function spaces
more precisely in Section 3, and prove a technically useful lemma stating that
the quantity v, does not change if the particles become distinguishable. We then
show Theorem 2.1 in Section 4. The more general Theorem 2.3 is then proved in
Section 5. Finally, in Section 6, we show that the mappings pg — a(0,,, po) and
po — 8, (0O, po) converge to po — a(pp) locally uniformly, and that this is also the
case for the convergence in (2.12) towards the higher-order derivatives of a(pp).

3. SETTING AND FUNCTIONAL FRAMEWORK

In this section, we rigorously introduce the notation and functional framework
that we use in this paper. In particular, we define the function spaces s#*(0,,) and
3 (0,,) that appear in the optimization problems v and v, in (2.3). This will also
allow us to justify why, as mentioned in the previous section, we will prove the main
results of this paper by mainly working with the quantity v. instead of v.
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3.1. Configuration space. We denote by R? the standard Euclidean space, by
Qs = (-s/2, s/2)d the open hypercube of side length s > 0, and we write O, := Q3m
for m € N. We also use O as a shorthand notation for the unit cube Op.

We recall that Ms(R?) is the space of o-finite measures that are sums of Dirac
masses on R?, which we think of as the configuration space of particles, and that P
corresponds to the probability measure for the Poisson point process having constant
density pg > 0. We write E,, for the expectation with respect to IP,,. For a Borel
set U ¢ R, we denote by Fy; the o-algebra generated by the mappings p — pu(V),
for all Borel sets V ¢ U, completed with all the P, -null sets. We use the notation
F for Fra. With this construction, assumption (2.2) yields that the random matrix
a, : Ms(RY) - Rg;gl is an Fp, ,-measurable mapping.

3.2. Function spaces. We now introduce several function spaces on M;(R%) that
will be used in this paper. In particular, we will give the rigorous definition of J#*(U)
and 4N (U).

We start with basic considerations concerning F-measurable functions on M;(R?).
Given a Borel set U ¢ RY, it is often useful to decompose an F-measurable function
into a series of Borel-measurable functions on Euclidean spaces, conditioned on
the number of particles in U and the configuration outside U. More precisely, we
denote by By the set of Borel subsets of U. For every p € M(;(Rd), we denote by
pulU e M(;(Rd) the measure such that, for every Borel set V ¢ R?,

(3.1) (pLU)(V) =pUnV).
Then for f: Ms(R%) - R which is F-measurable, we define

cy . vt - R
(32) fn(‘7HI—U)'{(;L'1,...,$n) g f(Z?:15$i+:LLLUC)'

The function f, is B?}” ® Fyre-measurable. Reciprocally, given a series of permutation-
invariant functions with such measurability properties, we can reconstruct an F-
measurable function f by specifying that, on the event uLL U = >, d,,, we have
flp) == fu(z1,...,xn, nLU). We call the mapping f ~ (fn)ney the “canonical
projection”, and refer to [11, Lemmas 2.2 and A.1] for more details.

We now explain the notion of derivatives for functions defined on Mgs(R?). For
every sufficiently smooth function f: Ms(R%) - R, e Ms(R?), and z € supp p, the
gradient V f(u,z) is such that, for every ke {1,...,d},

f(,u -0z + 5ac+hek) - f(N)

3.3 . =i
(3-3) ey V.f(p,z) = lim > ,
where (e, ...,eq) is the canonical basis of RY. While we wish to emphasize that the

function V f(u,-) is naturally defined only on supp u, we extend it for convenience as
(3.4) for every x ¢ suppu, Vf(u,x):=0.

To clarify the notion of smooth functions appearing in the previous paragraph, we
can appeal to the canonical projections discussed above. For every bounded open set
U c R%, we define the sets of smooth functions €*(U) and €°°(U) in the following
way. We have that f e @*(U) if and only if f is an F-measurable function, and for
every 1€ Ms(R?) and n e N, the function f,, (-, uLU®) appearing in (3.2) is infinitely
differentiable on U™. The space €.:°(U) is the subspace of €°°(U) of functions that
are F-measurable for some compact set K € U.
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We define .£2 to be the space of F-measurable functions f such that K, [ f2] is
finite. As usual, elements in this function space that coincide P,,-almost surely are
identified. We now define 71 (U) as the infinite-dimensional analogue of the classical
Sobolev space H': for every f e €>(U), we introduce the norm

1
2
)

63 Wl = (Bl B | [ V£ du()])

and set

N
(3.6) AN U) ={f e €>U): | oy < +oo} @

Ay (U)={fec(U): [ o < +oo}H'H%1(U)’

namely the completion, under |- 1), of the sets of functions in € (U) or £°(U)
that have finite norm || ,1(;). As for classical Sobolev spaces, for every f € 7 L),
we can interpret Vf(u,z) when z € U nsuppp in a weak sense. This may be
understood via the canonical projection in (3.2).

The two spaces ' (U) and 4! (U) share many similarities as well as some
fundamental differences. The latter ones, in turn, derive from the differences between
¢ (U) and €°(U): On the one hand, functions in €*(U) do depend on puL U®
and the number of particles p(U) in a relatively arbitrary (measurable) way. On
the other hand, functions in the subset € °(U) are Fy-measurable as they do not
depend on particles that cross the boundary oU.

When managing elements in 521 (U) or 4! (U), it is at times useful to think
about them in terms of their canonical projection defined in (3.2): Let f e s#(U)
and let (fn)nen be the associated canonical projection. Then for P, -almost every
uL U and every n € N, we have that

e The function f,(-,uL U¢) belongs to the (standard) Sobolev space H'(U™);
e The function f,(-,uLU¢) is invariant under permutations: if S, denotes the
set of permutations of [[1,n]] and we write (z1,---,z,) € U", then for every

o € .5, it holds
(3.7)  fal@1, 20, pLUC) = fu(To(1y,To@m), kL US)  almost everywhere in U™.

If fe %”Ol(U ), then the canonical partition needs to satisfy the following additional
“compatibility condition”: for every n € N, and on the set {(x1,-,2,) € U": 1 € U},
it holds

(38) fn(l'l,"',llln,/LLUC) = fn,1($2,"',$n,MLUc),

where the identity is to be understood in the sense of traces. Note that, by the
invariance under permutations, the above property also holds if z; is replaced by any
other coordinate x;, ¢ = 2,---,n. Moreover, for every f € %1(U) and n € N, we have
that f,(-,uLU®) in fact does not depend on pL U°.

We summarize the previous remarks in Table 3.1.

3.3. Elementary properties of optimizers. As seen in the previous subsection,
the spaces ! and %’61 differ in important ways, and this will translate into differences
for the optimizers of v and v,. In fact, except in part of Section 6, we will only rely
on quantities derived from v,. In this subsection, we present some key properties
of optimizers of this quantity, and highlight those that would not be shared by the
optimizers of v.
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. ' Compatibility
Function H--regularity for  condition when Fu- For every
space particles in U  particles cross QU measurable open set V c U
AN U) Yes No No AN U)c H#Y(V)
HZ(U) Yes Yes Yes H(V) e AN U)

TABLE 3.1. Differences between s (U) and ' (U).

For U a Lipschitz domain and ¢ € R?, we denote by vy, € #1(U) the maximizer
in the definition of v, (U, q,pp). By [11, Proposition 4.1] (see also Lemma 3.1 below),
this optimizer exists, and is unique provided we also impose that

(3.9) E[¢uvg | p(U), U] =0

This optimizer is Fp, ,(u)-measurable, with Byj(U) = {z ¢ R? : dist(z,U) < 3}.
Since ¢ = 1Yy4 is a linear mapping, there exists a matrix a,(U, pg) such that

1
v«(U,q,po) = [p |U|[( “Vug-aViyg +q- vaq) du]=§q-5ll(U,po)q-

The uniform ellipticity assumption (2.1) readily implies that Id < a.(U, po) < Ald. By
the first variation, we have for every u € 7 (U) that

(3.10) Ep, [/U (-VYuq-aVu+q-Vu) d,u] =0

Using this with u =y 4, we get that

_ 1
q- 5*1(U7 po)q = ]EPO [W L va,q . aV¢U7q du:|

[ |U|[q vaqdu]

In particular, using the uniform ellipticity assumption once more, we obtain the basic
Dirichlet energy estimate

(3.12) E, [ |U|f|v¢Uql2du] jal*.

Similar properties are also valid for optimizers of v, and we refer to [11, Proposition 4.1]
for details. Optimizers of v, differ however in one crucial aspect: denoting by
(¥7,g,n )nen the canonical projection of ¢y 4, see (3.2), we can identify each ¥y g, (-, pl
U°) as the solution to an elliptic equation. In particular, the function vy 4, which
was defined as the optimizer in the definition of v, (U, q, po), in fact does not depend
on pg. This property would not be valid for optimizers of v.

(3.11)

In order to clarify this, we introduce the following notation: for each n € N,
pe Ms(R?Y), and w e HY(U™), we write

(3.13) jn(u U,q,ulLU®)

][ E( =V, U- a(Z(S +ulUS, xZ)qu+q Va, )dxl---dxn.
PO|U| g

This quantity corresponds to the functional that is optimized in the definition of v,
see (2.3), but where we have conditioned on p(U) = n and uLU¢; and where moreover,
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we substituted an arbitrary u € H'(U™) in place of the canonical projection u, of
some function u € s#(U). We thus have

V*(U7Q7PO) = sup Eﬂo |:Z ]P)PO [,U,(U) = n] jn(un('nu‘l—Uc)7 Uvq”u'LUc):|

ue(U) neN
(314) <IEPO [Z PPO [/‘L(U) =n] sup jn(”? anvﬂl—UC) .
neN ueH1(U™)

The next lemma implies that the inequality above is in fact an equality. Recall that we
denote by (1y,q.n)nen the canonical projection of 1y 4, the optimizer of v, (U, ¢, po).

Lemma 3.1. For every p € Ms(R?) and n € N, let upgn(-,pLU®) € HL(U™) be
the unique mazimizer of the functional J,(-,U,q,uL U®) subject to the constraint
Fom g (L U) = 0. For P, -almost every e Ms(R?) and every n € N, we have

(3-15) uU,q,n('a,UI—UC) = QpU,q,n('a/“—UC)'

Remark 3.2. The quantities uy g, (-, pLU¢) and ¢y gn (-, pLU) in fact only depend
on the restriction of L U to the set of points that are at distance at most 1/2
from U, by the finite-range dependence assumption (2.2). The statement that (3.15)
holds for P,,-almost every p € M(;(Rd) therefore does not depend on pg > 0. We are
forced to state (3.15) only for P, -almost every p since a priori we only know that
Yugn(, pLU) is well-defined for P, -almost every p; but the lemma itself provides
us with a straightforward way to extend the definition to every pu € Ms(R?). In the
proof below, we observe that there exists a function uy, € #'(U) whose canonical
projection is (uggn)nen, and then show that uy 4 =Yy,

Proof of Lemma 3.1. We first observe that, for each pu € Ms(R?), the function
Uy, gn (-, pLUC) is invariant under permutation of its coordinates. This is imme-
diate from the facts that J,(-,U,q, L U®) admits a unique mean-zero maximizer,
and that this functional as well as the mean-zero constraint are invariant under
permutations.

We now define the function uy g : M;s(R?) - R in such a way that, on the event
that pL U = Yi"; 0z,, we have

utrg (1) = v g (1, o, pLUC).

This definition makes sense since we have verified that uy g, (-, nL U¢) is invariant
under permutation of its coordinates. It is also clear that the canonical projection of
the function wuy 4 is the family of functions (up g )nen (so the notation is sound).

We now argue that uy, € #(0,,), and by the uniqueness of the optimizer for v,
and (3.14), this will imply that uy, = Yy, as desired. Let now plL U be fixed.
By construction, each function uy g, (-, uL U¢) satisfies, for every v e H'(U™), the
variational identity

n n
fn Z (inuU,q,n(-,,uLUC) -a(z Ou; + uLUc,xi) Va0 —q- inv) dxq---dz, = 0.
i=1 1=1

Choosing v = ugr g n (-, 0L U¢) and using (2.1) and Young’s inequality, we infer that

1 n
(3.16) =Y o Wauwgn ot UE <lg
nisJur

Moreover, since uygn (-, 0L U¢) has zero-average on U™, we may apply Poincaré’s
inequality in the product domain U™ (see for instance [17] or [11, Proposition 3.1])
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and obtain that there exists a constant C'(U) < +oc0 such that

310 f g Cnt U C S L 10 U < Ol
Estimates (3.16) and (3.17) and the definition of E, [-] immediately imply that
Uy,q € #1(U). This concludes the proof of Lemma 3.1. O

As announced, Lemma 3.1 demonstrates that the optimizer for v,(U,q,po) in
fact does not depend on pg: regardless of the density, it is always the same v,
whose canonical projections are described by this lemma. The only difference is that
optimizers for v, (U, q,-) at different densities receive point processes with different
densities as their argument.

We also stress that another immediate consequence of Lemma 3.1, see also (3.16),
is that each maximizer vy , satisfies the following improved energy inequality:

(3.18) Epg [ﬁ fU Viuqf* dpe M(U)vuLUC] lq |2“(|U)|
for every pL U¢ and number of particles u(U) € N fixed. Note that this inequality
implies (3.12).

In most of the paper, we keep the parameter ¢ fixed, and work with the domain
U =0,,. We recall the notation v, = 9¥g,, 4-

3.4. Coupling of point processes. When studying the regularity of the bulk
diffusion matrix, it is useful to introduce a coupling between different densities. Recall
that we keep pg € (0, 00) fixed, and let p ~ Poisson(pg) be the “reference” Poisson
point process, with constant density py. For p > 0, we define another independent
Poisson point process p, ~ Poisson(p), which we think of as a small perturbation.
Then we denote by P = P,) ® P, the joint probability measure, with associated
expectation E, and we observe that p + p, ~ Poisson(pg + p), by the superposition
property for independent Poisson point processes.

Notice that the definition of the space ! actually depends on the density of
particles, although this was kept implicit in the notation. When we want to resolve
the ambiguity, we write J#'(U, i) for the space as defined in (3.5), and we write
AV (U, p+ p,) for the same space but with density (pg +p). In line with the notation
introduced in (2.9), we use a superscript p to indicate when the measure argument of
a function is taken to be p + p,. For instance, when we write a” in some expression,
we always understand that it is evaluated as a(p + j,, -); the notation a is understood
to be evaluated at p instead. The same convention applies as well to 1, and },:
the former represents v, (1) and the latter ¢, (1 + p1,). As discussed in the previous
subsection, the function 1}, can be interpreted as the optimizer of v, (O, q, po + p).
This notation allows us to write, for instance,

1
(po + p)[Bm]

We can also define a quantity v, perturbed by adding a finite number of particles
uniformly. We denote by E ¢ N, the index set, and write g := Y ;. 0z, Throughout
the paper we use the following compact notation for the integration with respect to
the particles in F:

819)  fLer= [T £ )= g [, 60 [T

ieF el

1
Vs (Om, q,po +p) = E[ o (—§V¢,’;L-apv¢fn +q-V1/)fn) d(u+up):|.
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with the understanding that, if £ = @, then f5(--) = (--+).

We define the function space .7 (U, ju+ jug) as the completion in (U, pu+ pug)
of the space of functions in € (U) such that the norm

e = o (B P20+ 1))+ B | [ 1940+ )P G+ i) )] ).

is finite. Similarly to the notation a” discussed above, we use the shorthand notation
a® to denote the function a(y + pug,-). The dual problem v¥(0,,,q, po) is defined as

(320) V*E(Dmv QMOU)

1 1
= sup ][ E,, [— (——Vu~aEVu+q-Vu) d(,u+,uE)],
we AN (O, putpg) < (Om)E po|Om| Jom \ 2

and we denote its optimizer by 1/1,%. Similarly to what was discussed for ¢4, in the
previous subsection, we have that ¥Z coincides with the function ¢, (u + ug), and
we can always think of the superscript E as indicating the operation of adding ug to
the argument of the function, see (2.9).

We have built the configuration space in order to capture the notion of indistin-
guishable particles: if we exchange the positions of two particles, the measure does
not change. However, when perturbing the measure p with the addition of p, (or pug),
the setting naturally introduces some amount of distinguishability between particles,
as some come from the measure ;o and some from the measure p, (or pg). Lemma 3.1
has clarified in particular that “nothing is gained” in the optimization problem if we
allow the particles to be distinguishable. We now “project” this statement into a
form in which, roughly speaking, we can only distinguish from which measure (such
as W, flp Or i) a particle “comes”.

Proposition 3.3. For all finite sets £, F € N, , we have that

(3.21) S en Bl (0t vl - vut - q)du <o
m+1 m

(3.22) I )E[ [ ok FeusE - vok gy du =0,
m+1 m

Before turning to the proof, we point out some possibly surprising features of
this result. First, as pointed out above, these relations differ from (3.10) in that
the test functions can distinguish between different types of particles: for instance,
the function ¥2 depends only on u + u*', and cannot be thought of as a function
of p+ p? + ¥, as one might hope at first. Second, the integration of the additional
particles indexed by F u F is carried over the larger domain O,,,1, instead of the
domain O, that one might expect. And finally, we integrate over u only, while
one might at first expect (3.21) and (3.22) to be integrated against p + p” and
p+ p? + ¥ respectively. The proof below will need to address each of these aspects.
The particular form of (3.21) and (3.22) we have chosen here will turn out to be the
most convenient later on: for instance, we will often need to study linear combinations
of ¢E’s for different sets F, and it is most convenient that the measure against which
we integrate does not depend on E. Similarly, when we study the effect of a change
in the density, some additional particles that fall in a layer around O, will need to
be taken into account, and it is more convenient that (3.21) and (3.22) take such
perturbations into account.

Proof of Proposition 3.3. We first show (3.21). The proof can be divided into 4 steps.
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Step 1: Decomposition. For E, F ¢ N fixed, we split EUF = Eu(F \ E) and write
wE = upag + ppsg. By Fubini’s theorem we reorganize

f E[f (vl al vyl — gyt . g) d,u:l
(Dm+1)EUF Om
(3.23)

- 1[} YFNE E [ Z PPO[M(Dm) =n] An(,upa,ul_ (Dm)c,MF\E)] )
m+1 neN

where for every n € N we defined

An(ﬂmﬂl— (Om)", prE)

. B _E E o, F

b B (O, () = n] |

We note that only wﬁiF depends on the realization of u,. Hence, the previous term
can be rewritten as

An(ﬂpv pL(Om)S, prae)

:f(u nEEPO[/D (WﬁF'aEwrg‘Wv’eriF‘Q)d#‘#L(Dm)C, M(Dm)=n]>

in which the measures p1, and pp g in Yb are fixed.

We now apply a further decomposition of A,. Let G € E be the set of particles in
Oy, then the integration becomes

-[(Dm+1)E - GZQ:E -[(Derl\Dm)E\G ‘/(Dm)G’

and we can write

(3.24) Ay (pp, plo (Om)C, firE)

= Br(ptp, pL (Om)S, WP Es HEG ),
GZQ:E »[Dm+1\D7rL)E\G n(Mp M ( m) IuF E ME G)
where the quantity B, (¢, pL (Om)¢, r B, pEG) is defined as

By (pp, pL (O, binEs LENG)

= »/(Dm)G EPO [Lm(v¢%Favaﬁ_vmeq) d/'L MI—(Dm)C, ,Uf(Dm) -nl.

Step 2: Finding the associated variational problem. We now claim that, for each
G ¢ E and every ug.q,

(325) Bn(ﬂpyﬂL(Dm)cqu\Ea,uE\G) =0.

To prove this, we begin by specifying where the functions ¢Z and a” are evalu-
ated. Splitting pup = ppng + ¢ and recalling the definition (3.2) of the canonical
projection for ,,, we note that the term 1/1,% in the expectation corresponds to
Ymn+ja) (5 L (Om) + peg). By Lemma 3.1, this function is a maximizer for the
functional 7,4 \|(-, Om, ¢, L (Om)“ + pevc). Moreover, we notice that the left-hand
side of (3.25) is quite similar to the variational formulation for the optimization
problem for J,,(¢(*; Om, ¢, L (O ) + pa) that is tested against the function ¢£{F,
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so we define
B (pps 1L (Om) s B NG
= f(Dm)G Ep, [fmm(Wfr;F -af v - vl ) d(u+ pe) | L (On)%, p(0n) =n .

In the following, we will

e verify that 1/1,’3{F is an admissible test function for the optimization problem
for T+ Om, @, 1L (O )€ + ppng ), showing that By, = 0;
e deduce from B,, =0 the claim (3.25).
Step 3: The test function is admissible. Conditioned on p(O,,) = n, we write
pul O, and pp as
|FnG| |F\G]|

n
pl O =Y 6y, pE= D Ory + ), O, -
i=1 i=1 J=1

Then conditioned on p(0O,,) = n, for P-almost every realization of pL (O,,)¢, ptp, and
(Lebesgue-) almost every realization of pp. g, the function

(yla"'vynaxala"'axawn@) = wm (Z‘Syz + Z 5$ai + UF\G t+ :UL (Dm)c + Mp) 3
i=1 =1

belongs to H'((O,,)"*" 1) thanks to (3.18). Thus it also belongs to H'((O,,)"*I¢)
with respect to the integration (u + ug), and it is an admissible function for the
optimization problem for J,.q(-;Om,q, pL (Om)® + pevg). This implies that for
P-almost every realization of pL (O,,), 1y, and Lebesgue-almost every realization of
wrg, we have

Eﬂ(umﬂl— (Dm)cv HF\E, ME\G) =0.

__ Step 4: Passage from B, =0 to B, =0. We stress that from the gradient of wﬁ;F in
By, out of the (n +|G|) particles in (u+ pg) only those in the support of (i + ppng)
contribute. Thus we can rewrite B,, as

En(ﬂpaNL(Dm)07UF\E7NE\G)
:/m J oo [/u (Vo aP Vi = v @) d(p+ peag) [l (Om)S, w(Om) = n|.

Notice now that the integrals above give the same contribution for every particle in

(u+ prag ), because gZJﬁlLF, I and a” are all invariant under permutations for these

particles. As a consequence, we have

B (p, pL (O, BPE5 BENG)

n ~
Y L— L (O0)°, 11 [
() Bolon L (B s v0)
=0.

We thus established (3.25). Then we put it back to (3.23) and (3.24), which implies
that the left-hand side of (3.23) is zero and concludes the proof of (3.21).

We now turn to (3.22). The proof is similar and one can repeat the 4 steps above.
The only difference is that we also need to do the expansion according to the number
of particles y,(0,,) and we skip the details. O
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Remark 3.4. The proof in fact yields the following stronger result: for all finite sets
E,FcN,, and G ¢ E, we have that

S B[ (0T afvul - vt ) d(us i) | 0.
(Dm+1)EUF Om

[m o [fu (Vibr - 8”5 VURY = Vi, - ) d(p + uc)] =0.

Remark 3.5. We point out that, choosing p = 0 in (3.21), we recover the same
identity with ¢£§F replaced by ¥ . From this, we may also change the density of
the distribution of x from pg to pg + p, and obtain the analogue of (3.22) with %
replaced by 5.

Finally, we note that, by linearity, (3.21) and (3.22) are also true if we use test
functions of the form DpyC F or Dpy™ | F,G ¢ N and we replace the outer
integrals by f(DmH)EUFUG'

4. FIRST-ORDER DIFFERENTIABILITY

In this section we prove Theorem 2.1. We explain at first its main ingredient,
and it also gives us the opportunity to exemplify the sort of arguments that will be
generalized later to obtain Theorem 2.3.

We recall that we have fixed a vector g € R?, and that 1, denotes the optimizer
in the definition (2.3) of the quantity v« (O, q, po). We use the notation $ for < C'x
with the constant C' depending only d, A and the length of the vector ¢ € R?.

The quantity that we will study is the difference between the diffusion coefficients
at different densities

(4.1) AP(po):=q-a " (po+p)g—q-8 ' (po)g,
as well as, for each m € N, its finite-volume analogue
(4.2) AL (po) = q-8, (Om, po + p)q — ¢+ &, (O, po)g-

In order to prove Theorem 2.1, we first establish its finite-volume version for A}, (po),
with estimates that hold uniformly over m, and then pass to the limit. We recall that

the notation w,{,ll},a{l} is defined in (2.9).

Proposition 4.1. For any p,po > 0 fixed, it holds

(4.3) A”(po) = lim AL (po).
Moreover, uniformly over m € N, we have
(4.4) AL, (p0) = c1,m(po)pl S P,
with
1
45 . ::fE - (a—at vt du| dey.
45 antm)= Bk [ oo, @eaesdtau) s,

The proof of Proposition 4.1 relies on two ingredients. The first is the following
representation formula for the difference term AL, (po).

Lemma 4.2. For every m €N and p > 0, we have

1
(46) AL, (o) = E[m [ v <a—aﬂ>vwgdu].
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One may find that (4.6) and (4.5) look quite similar, which explains that ¢, (po)
is indeed its first order approximation. To verify this approximation, we also need
some estimate, which is the second ingredient for the proof of Proposition 4.1. The
next lemma allows us to compare the behavior of the optimizers 1,,, %5, when the
measures [, Or y+ fi, are perturbed by one or two additional particles. Given F ¢ N,
we recall the definitions (2.10) and (2.11) for the finite difference D, and the notation
for the integrals [;r in (3.19) .

Lemma 4.3. For every meN and E, F € N, with |[E| <2 and |F| <1, we have

1
AT f E f Dt Pdpu| <1,
(4.7) (R9)E [Po|Dm| o, VDBl “]
1 2
48 E|— f Dptyy, | dul <.
(4.8) [P0|Dm| um‘ wayr VPPV “]

Remark 4.4. Applying Lemma 4.3 for an underlying particle density of pg + p instead
of p, we see that the same estimates as in (4.7) and (4.8) hold if we replace 1, by

Ym and g by pu+ pup.

Proposition 4.1 and Lemma 4.3 will be generalized in Section 5 to prove Theorem 2.3,
where a higher-order approximation is needed. Estimate (4.7), indeed, corresponds
to Proposition 5.4 with |F|<2,G = @, while (4.8) corresponds to F = G with |F| = 1.

We organize the remainder of this section as follows. We finish the introduction with
a lemma gathering some basic properties of Poisson point processes. In Subsection 4.1,
we prove Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3. Then we devote Subsection 4.2 to the proof of the key
result Proposition 4.1. Subsection 4.3 builds upon Proposition 4.1 to conclude for
the validity of Theorem 2.1.

Here are some basic estimates for Poisson point processes that we extensively use
in the arguments of this section.

Lemma 4.5. Let p ¢ (0,+00). For every measurable F : Ms(R?) - R such that
E,[|F|] < +oo0, z€R%, and finite set E € N, we have

By [F(1p) Ly @ez)-13] = mez E, [F{l}(:up) 1{Mp(m+z)=0}] dzy,

(4.9)
B [F(11) L, (mezysien ]| < 7 /(D+Z)E Eo[ [FZ(pp)!]-

For every measurable function H : Ms(R%) x R? - R satisfying the integrability
condition E, [fU |H(up,x)|dup(x)] < +oo, we have Mecke’s identity (c.f also [15,
Chapter 1])

(4.10) Ep[ﬁ fUH(Mp,:r)dup(:v)]zj[UEp [H (1 + 6, 7)] da.

Proof of Lemma 4.5. Without loss of generality, we may fix z = 0 in (4.9). The first
identity there follows immediately if we spell out the definition of the expectation E,
and use the independence of increments of the Poisson point process:

Ey [F(10) Lpp(oy] = Eo[e 7 [ F(6n, + 1,1 (0)°) da1]

= pLEP[l{up(D)=O}F(5wl + Mp)] dxl.
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For the second estimate in (4.9), we write n := |E| and observe that
k
E, [F(“P) 1up(D)>|EI] =E [ -’ Z k! /D)k F(Y 0z, + p1pL (O)°) dxl"'dxk]-
i=1
This allows us to bound

[Ep [F(11) L, @y ]| < 07

oo k-n k-n
o P
fn]EpLZ;Le Gl f(D)kn (Z5yj+;6 + 1, LO%)|dq - dage- n]dyl -dyp,.

which is the second estimate in (4.9). Finally, (4.10) may be obtained from the
definition of E, and the invariance of H under permutations of the atoms in p. [

4.1. Representation formula and corrector estimates. In this subsection we
prove Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3.

Proof of Lemma 4.2. We use the definition of A},(pg) and (3.11) to write

1
AP =El—— VP d - Vo d

Identity (4.10) of Lemma 4.5 applied to Vi)f,, first with den51ty p (Wlth respect to to
1) and then py (with respect to ), yields that

P
S (e el AU B PrrerrenB ST |

and, hence, also

(@.11) M) =B [ e (wut - v i

£olOm| JOnm
To establish representation (4.6) it now only remains to apply (3.22) in Proposition 3.3
and (3.21) with the choice F = F' = @. O

Proof of Lemma 4.3. We start by noting that if £ = F' = &, then the inequalities of
Lemma 4.3 correspond to the basic energy estimate in (3.12). Hence, we only need to
focus on the cases E, F + @. With no loss of generality, we prove (4.7) with F = {1}
or E={1,2} and (4.8) with F' = {1}. We also stress that, since by construction the
maximizer 1, is Fg,m,,-measurable, for every non-empty subset G € N we have that
D¢y, vanishes whenever one of the particles {z;} jec does not belong to Qzm,q (c.f.
Definitions (2.11) and (2.10)). This implies that in (4.7)-(4.8) we may replace the
integrals over R? by integrals over any set U 2 Q3m,1. In line with the notation of
Section 3, throughout the proof we fix U = O,,41.

We start with (4.7) when F = {1}. In view of the previous remarks and spelling
out the integrand, this may be rewritten as

1
412 f E (1} _ o V2dp|dey <1,
(4.12) N [p0|Dm| [ D) )P

We consider identity (3.21) of Proposition 3.3 with p =0, F = @ and F = {1} and
with test function Dyt (c.f. Remark 3.5).

‘[Dm+1 £ [Lm(VD{l}wm ' avwm - VD{l},QDm : q) dlL:I =0
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Subtracting the resulting identities yields that

E[ f VD, 1yt -2 VD, dpt] da
fmmﬂ p0||:1 (1Y (1} ¥m dp] day

- E f vD m - (Diya) Vo, dp | do
'/\;‘m+1 p0||:| | {l}w ( {1} ) (U :U’] 1-

We now appeal to the uniform ellipticity assumption (2.1) and the Cauchy—Schwarz
inequality to infer from (4.13) that

| [ VD11 2 dp] dz
jl;\m+1 pO’Dm’ | {1}¢ | /’L] 1

; E—[ Dypyya)’ [Vl dp] da.
[Dm+1 00|00 Dm( {1} ) IVm| ,u] 1

We obtain the first inequality in (4.12) after noting that (2.2) and (2.1) for a imply
that also

(4.13)

1
E f Dyya)?| v, [2du]d
[DM o] Jo, (P09 nPdu] oy

) (3.12)
f f [V (1, 2) P dzy du(z)] 71
Om JO+2

SE
[P0|Dm|

This establishes (4.12).
The proof of (4.7) when E = {1,2} follows a similar argument. Observe that
D1 gyt = B =0~ +

we may add and subtract suitable combinations of identity (3.21) in Proposition 3.3
with £ € {@,{1},{2},{1,2}} and test function V.Dy; 239 (c.f. Remark 3.5) to infer
that

1
_/(D )2E[P0|D [ Jon, VD1 9y¢m - a{1’2}VD{1’2}wm du] dxq dzs
m+1 m

{i} _ o012
(414) qum+1>2 [poyu yf VD(12p¥m - (a )VDy Wmdﬂ]divldm

) " f v m - (D Vemdp [da d
/(Dm+1)2 [,00|Dm| D1 2y¥m - (Dya,2y2) VO u] 1 dzs.

From this, we obtain (4.7) when E = {1,2} as was done in the case F = {1}.
This time, besides the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and (2.1)-(2.2), we also rely on
inequality (4.12) for |E| =1 that was proved above.

To conclude the proof of this lemma, it remains to establish inequality (4.8). As
argued at the beginning of the proof of this lemma, this can be reduced to

1 2

We appeal again to Proposition 3.3: we subtract (3.21) with F = @ and test function
Doythy (c.f. Remark 3.5) from the same identity with E' = {1} and test function
D{Q}ﬂ)m This yields

f(mmm{l’?}E P / VD 2y¥m - a VD) Y du]

_[mm)“xz} ,00|IZ|m|_[ VD aytm - (Dgya) Vi du.
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Appealing to Fubini’s theorem and observing that, by a simple relabelling of the
integration variable, it holds that /(le){l} Dy m = [(Dm+l){2} Dy2ytm, we infer
that

B

1
pol0m| Jom V(f(um+1)“} Daayin) 'av(/(umﬂ){l} Diiym) du]

1
- _F[—— . {1}
Bl o o, ¥ /(Mm Dyiyim) - ( ]/DM)MD{l}a) Vi) dul.

By (2.1) and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, this also implies that

1
E f vD mzd
[po]DmI Dm| (Opsr )1} (13 ¥m| M]
1
[p0||:|m| Dm| (Dm+1){1}( 1) Ve Pdu]

We thus conclude the proof of (4.15) provided that the term on the right-hand side
above is < 1: by the triangle inequality we have that

1
El—— D {1} 2q
[PO|Dm| Dm| (Dm+1){1}( @) Vi, [dp]
p0|Dm| Om J(Omsr) D

1

+E[ | )
p0|Dm| Om J(Ome)

(a-at™) [V Pdp].

The second term on the right-hand side is immediately bounded by < 1 due to
assumptions (2.1)-(2.2) on a and (3.12). The first term admits the same upper
bound thanks to the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, (2.1)-(2.2), and (4.12). The proof
of Lemma 4.3 is complete. |

4.2. Proof of Proposition 4.1. In this section we use Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3 to show
Proposition 4.1.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Limit (4.3) follows immediately from definitions (4.1), (4.2)
and (2.5). We thus turn to (4.4) and prove this inequality in three different steps.

Step 1. We claim that
A2, (p0) = perm(po)| S p°

4.16
- fm E[ 1 Wm'(D{l}a)(Wﬁ;“}—vwﬁ})du] dary

+p
p0|Om| JOm

We begin by using the representation formula for Af,(pg) of Lemma 4.2, the
definition of the expectation E and assumption (2.2) for a to rewrite

1
M) B s [ 900 By 1y 002 - 2000 ) ()
1
(417) _E [Mw [ VB [y 0 (- 2) 0] du(Z)]

1
: [P0|Dm| Om Vi By [L,,@en)s2(a—a”) Ves, | ,u(z)]

We claim that the second term on the right-hand side above is bounded by a constant
multiple of p?: using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the bound (3.12), and the
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second inequality in (4.9) of Lemma 4.5 with E = {1,2}, we infer that
(4.18)

1
E PR mE 1 2 _ P P d
‘ [Pole| Dmvw p[ = )22(3‘ a )vd}m] M:H
1
< 2E f p7{1,2}2d d d
" [p0|Dm| Dm( (D+z)2|vwm [ dzy dz2)du(2) |,

and the right-hand side is S p?, as one can see by writing

Ut = Doy ¥l = Dyl = Deayth + ¥,

and then applying the triangle inequality and Lemma 4.3. Inserting this into (4.17),
we have that

1

4.19
( ) :00|Dm|

$ P

20 -E| e [ 900 By 1y 00 (a- 2V ] (o)

We now apply the first inequality of (4.9) to the inner expectation in the term on
the left-hand side above. This, together with the locality (2.2) of a, yields that

1
E|— L1 o (a-af) Vel |d
[polmml o, Vm By Ly, @i (a=a”)vir ] u(z)]

:pE[pO|D | - V¢m(L+ZEp [1MP(D+Z)=0(a—a{1})V1/}£r7Ll:| dﬂjl)d,U,(Z):|

4.5
) e - pE [— Vo ([ (Dpya)(vest - vl dxl)dmz)]
pol0pm| JOu O+z
A1
+pE [pO|Dm| [ von ([ Eo[Lu@ean(Daa)ves] dxl)dmz)] :

To conclude from this and (4.19) that inequality (4.16) holds, it remains to prove
that the last term above is S p?. This may be done using again the second inequality
in (4.9) and Lemma 4.3, as done for the term in (4.18).

Step 2. We now argue that the term appearing on the right-hand side of (4.16)
may be rewritten as follows:

1
L E[—m |v¢m-(D{l}awif,;“}—v¢£%}>du]dx1
(4.20) met Lpotom

=f B ;f VD 1yt - (221 — alhy gy du | de.
Om+1 POle| Om

We appeal to Proposition 3.3: we subtract (3.21) with E = F' = {1} from (3.21) with
E =@ and F = {1}. This, together with the symmetry of a, yields that

1
- fD E[ f Vibm - (Dgya) Vst dplday
m+1 m

,00|Dm|
1 b 1 1
B [3m+1E[po|Dm| [mV%)a{ Ial }VD{1}1/)m du]dxl.
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We now subtract this inequality from the same one with p = 0 (see also the discussion
in Remark 3.5) and conclude that

1
2y [ B L Vo (D) (Vi - Tl du] day

1
- [ g (T — 9y 2l Dy dp] .
Dma1 p0|Dm| Om

We now treat the term on the right-hand side above in an analogous way. We consider
(3.21) and (3.22) in Proposition 3.3 with £ = {1} and test function D1y, (this is
possible by Remark 3.5). This yields

1
@22) [ Bl [ VD{I}wm.a{”wwi%}—vwm{”)du]dxl

- E| [ vD 2?1 _ alhy o d,ld
[E1m+1 pOIDmI (13¥m - ( )Vt dpday .

We compare the two displays (4.21) and (4.22), which give (4.20) and thus conclude
the proof of Step 2.

Step 3. In this step, we give an estimate that

1
E - (D P} iy duld
J [Po!Dm! Lo Vo (D)t - Vi) dy| de

This, together with the result (4.16) of Step 1, will establish Proposition 4.1.

(4.23) S p.

Appealing to Step 2, the proof of this step can be reduced to establishing that

Bl [ D @0 2wt du)a
‘/|;|m+1 100|Dm| {l}w ( ) 1/} ,Uz] 1

We use the triangle inequality to split

1
fDmﬂ [p0|Dm| {1}¢ ( ) (4 pnar

(4.24) < p.

(4.25) <

E [, vDppn (2 - 0) gDyt dud
fum+1 [p0||:|| - (a a”V )V Dy, du | da

1
E| —— [ VD (alV —a vyl d ]d
fmmﬂ [pOIDmI Oun {1}¢ ( ) Y dp [ day

and treat separately the two integrals above.

+

)

We begin with the first one and argue similarly to (4.17) of Step 1: we use (2.2),
Lemma 4.9 and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality to control

]DmuE[PO\D DR O T d“]d”“
1
<7 (famuE[pom Jo, 19Dyl ] dxl)Q
X(/;mﬂ E[p0||1:|m| fm /;+Z|VD{1}¢Z%,2|2d$2d/~L(Z)] dxl)
Lemn%amp(fumu [p0|Dm|f [ ’VD{l}W”Z‘Qdmd”(z)]dwl)'

1
2
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Writing
2 _ p{L,2 {2} _
Doyl? = b2 — gt = Dy gy - Diyf,

and appealing again to the triangle inequality and to the estimates of Lemma 4.3, we
infer that

(4.26) < p.

1
E —f VD110 - (al —a? )y Dy e du | de
fmmﬂ [polel o 1y ¥m - ( )VD1y 0, dp | day
The second integral in (4.25) may be treated in a similar way, if we split

1
E f VD1t - (2t —a? 1) yyr d ]d
LWl [p0|Dm| o (1) %m - ( )V, dp | day

1
<l [ [ VD111 B[ (2 — a2 ) v 1y d
[Po||3m| m IO (O+2) y¥m B[ (at -2t )vyf [ day dp

+E[ el D+ZVD{1}¢m'Ep[(a{l}—a”’{l})vwi’n]dxldu]

p0||:]m|

The second term may be bounded by $ p using again (2.2) and an argument analogous
to the one used for (4.26). On the other hand, since by (2.2), for every z € O, and
x €0, N (O+ 2) we have that

a{l}(:ua Z) - ap7{1}(:uv Z) = l{up(D+z)21}(a(,u7 Z) - ap(lu’v Z)),

the first term on the right-hand side above may be rewritten as

1 1 {1
E[P0|Dm| fm []m+1\(D+z) VD{1}¢m.Ep[(a{ b ard })vwfn] day dH:|

1
= E[ PR fum( fumm(w) VD 1ytmdz1) By 1, mezs1y (a- ap)V%]dM]-

We may bound this term by < p by appealing once again to the Cauchy—Schwarz
inequality and Lemmas 4.3 and 4.9. This yields that also the second integral in (4.25)

is bounded by $ p. This establishes (4.24) and concludes the proof of Step 3.
Proposition 4.1 is therefore proved. O

4.3. Proof of Theorem 2.1. Equipped with Proposition 4.1, we are now ready to
prove the main result of this section.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. A first consequence of Proposition 4.1 is that {c1,m(p0) }men
in (4.5) is uniformly bounded over m € N. Indeed, by definition (4.5), assumptions
(2.1)-(2.2) on a and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we have that

E[ L v [ (a“}—awwi;}dxldu(z)]
p0||:|m| O (O+2)

‘Clm(PO)‘ =

1

1

1 2 1 2

<E[— JA |wm|2du] E[ L] |v¢£%}|2du] .
0|Om| JOm 0|0m| JOm Jo+z

The first factor on the right-hand side above is bounded thanks to (3.12). The second
one can be controlled by the triangle inequality, Lemma 4.3 and again (3.12).

Let po > 0 be fixed. The uniform bound for {c¢; ,,(po) }men implies that we may
find a subsequence (possibly depending on pp) and a number ¢} (po) such that

Jim e1m, (po) = c1(po).
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Passing to the limit along this subsequence in the inequality (4.4) of Proposition 4.1
and using (4.3), we infer that for every p >0

(4.27) |A°(po) = 1 (po)pl S P*.

On the one hand, the arbitrariness of p > 0 in this inequality implies that the value
i (po) is the limit for the full sequence {¢m,1(p0) }men, which we denote by ¢;1(po).
On the other hand, definition (4.1) allows to immediately infer that for every pg >0
fixed and p > 0 tending to zero, we have

(4.28) q-8 ' (po+p)g=q-8 ' (po)g+ci(po)p+O(p°).

To conclude the proof of Theorem 2.1, it thus remains to extend (4.28) to negative
values of p that tend to zero. We do this by applying (4.28) with the pair (po, po + p)
substituted with (pg — p, po) to get that, as p >0 tends to zero,

(4.29) q-a " (po-p)a=q-8 "(po)a—ci(po—p)p+O(p*).

To conclude the desired expansion, it remains to show that we may replace ¢1(pp — p)
by ¢1(po) in this display. Defining f(-) := ¢-a !(-)q and appealing to identity (4.28),
we write

er(po—p) = 1470 i(po 1) 0(p)

_fpo) = flpo+p)  flpo+p) = flpo—p) , 0(p)
p p
= —c1(po) +2c1(po = p) + O(p).
In the last line, we apply (4.28) at pg for the first term, and (4.28) at (pg — p) for the

second term wit step size 2p. The notation O(p) is valid as the hidden constant is
independent from the density. The equation above gives us

c1(po = p) = c1(po) + O(p).

Inserting this into (4.29) yields that (4.28) holds also for negative perturbations p.
This completes the proof of Theorem 2.1. O

5. HIGHER-ORDER DIFFERENTIABILITY

The goal of this section is to generalize the results of the previous section, and
ultimately prove Theorem 2.3 stating that the mapping py — a(po) is infinitely
differentiable.

As a preparation, we recall that the notation f¥ and Dg is introduced in (2.9),
(2.11) and state basic algebraic properties of these operators.

Proposition 5.1 (Algebraic properties). For every f,g: Ms(R?) - R and every
finite set E c N, the following identities hold.

o Inclusion-exclusion formula

(5.1) Dpf= 5 (-1)EMIfE,

FcE

e Telescoping formula

(5.2) fF=3 Dpf.

FcFE
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o Leibniz formulas

(5.3) Dg(fg) = FZE(DFf)(DE\FgF)7
and
(5.4) Dg(fg) = >, (Drf)(Day).
F.G<E FUG=E

Proof. These elementary identities can be proved by induction. We show (5.3) for
illustration. Without loss of generality, we can assume that E = [[1,n]] for some
integer n € N;. The case n =1 is clear:

(5.5) Dy(f9) = fMg'" ~ fg=(D1f)g™) + (D).
Assuming that the formula is valid for E = [[1,n]], we can then write

Di1,5417(f9) = D1 (D ny (f9))
:Dn+1( > (DFf)(D[[l,n]]\FgF))
Fellin]]

= Z D1 ((DFf)(D[[l,n]]\FgF))
Fe[[1,n]]

We then use (5.5) to assert that

Dnpia ((DFf)(D[[l,n]]\FgF))

= (Dpopney ) Dpagarg™ ") + (Def) (D1 piagarg”)

= (Droinsy ) D Fons1n g’ ) + (De (D peagrg”)-
Combining the two previous displays yields the claim. O
5.1. Main strategy. In this section, we present the structure of the proof of Theo-
rem 2.3. We will in fact mostly focus on the following finite-volume version of this
statement. Recall the definitions of A” and A}, in (4.1) and (4.2), and we know from

(4.1) that A? =1im,, 0 Ap,. In order to lighten the expressions appearing below, we
use the notation in (3.19) to simplify the integration with respect to several particles.

Proposition 5.2 (Smoothness in finite volume). For every pp >0 and k,m € N, we

define

1
(5.6)  crm(po) = f(Rd)[[Lk]] E[p0|Dm| o Vb - Dy ((2—a®)ved) dul.

There exists a positive constant Ci(d, A) < oo such that for every m € Ny and py >0,

(5.7) |Ck7m(p0)| < Cy.
Moreover, the quantity Ap,(po) defined in (4.2) satisfies that, for every k € Ny,

i A
(5.8) A(0) = 3 cj,m<po>§ + Ry(m. po.p),

where Ry (m, po,p) is such that, as p >0 tends to zero and uniformly over m and poy,

Rk(m7907 p) = O(pk+1)
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In Subsection 5.6, we will obtain our main result Theorem 2.3 as a corollary of
Proposition 5.2. For now, we present the structure of the proof of this proposition.

The first step of the proof of Proposition 5.2 consists in identifying a convenient ex-
pansion for Af,. As a starting point, one can check that if a function f: Ms(R%) - R
is bounded and local, then we have

co k
_ P
LG 1)) = 3 57 (e ELP1Y).

(See for instance [16, Theorem 19.2]; a self-contained argument is given below.)
Generalizing this observation, it is natural to expect that Af, can be rewritten
from (4.6) as

ook
P 1
> o (f(Rd)[u,k]] E[ Vb - Dy ((a - a™) vl du]) :

k=1 po|Om| Jom

where we dropped the summand indexed by k& = 0, which vanishes. Notice that
in the formula above, we could replace [gayrisg With [o ey, because ¥y, is
FQqm,,-measurable, a is also local and the perturbation by adding particles outside
Op+1 Will not contribute; this observation will be applied several times in the sequel.
The following lemma states that the expansion formula is indeed valid for Af,; its
proof is provided in Subsection 5.2.

Lemma 5.3 (Expansion of Af,). For each m € N, the quantity A}, is an analytic
function of p and satisfies

oo _k 1
(59) AL =% % (f(Rd)[[Lk]] E[ fum Vi - Dpuag ((a - a%) v du]).

o1 )

The remainder of the proof of Proposition 5.2 consists in the analysis of the
summands in the expansion provided Lemma 5.3. Applying the Leibniz formula (5.9)
to these summands:

(5.10) Dpisp((a-a®)vyh)= > Dp(a-a%)(DpVim),
BUF=[[1,k]]

we are led to the expansion

Ead

(5.11) A

Z I(map():EaF)?
* EUF=[[1,k]]

p
m

gk
=[S

k

1

where the quantity I(m, po, E, F') is defined for F, F' finite subsets of N,

(5.12) I(m,po, E, F) = f

1
. _at
(Rd)[[l,k]]E[ fDm Vm - Dp(a-a”)Dp(Vim) du|.

IOU|Dm|

It suffices to give a uniform estimate for the quantity I(m,pg, E, F') with respect
to m and pg. Heuristically, the k derivatives act either on the conductance or on
the corrector, and they compensate with the integration | (RAYI[LED- With some more
reduction, the estimation of these terms will be based on the following key result.

Proposition 5.4 (Key estimate). There exists a family of constants {C(i,j) }izjz0
such that for every finite sets G € F € Ny, m € N, and pg >0, we have

1
5.13 f E|— V Dpvibn,
(5.13) (RI)FAG [pole! o | Jmays PFVY

2
du] <C(FLIG).
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The proof of this proposition is based on an induction argument. The base case,
for F' = G = @, is the standard Dirichlet energy estimate (3.12) for t,,. Although
this is not necessary, for greater clarity we first present the easier proof of the special
case with G = @ and arbitrary F' in Subsection 5.3. We then give a proof for the
general case in Subsection 5.4. This requires a more careful use of Fubini’s lemma
and some inclusion-exclusion argument. The proof of Proposition 5.2 is then carried
out in Subsection 5.5, by combining the results above according to the outline just
discussed.

5.2. Expansion in finite volume. We prove Lemma 5.3 in this part.

Proof of Lemma 5.3. We start by decomposing the expression for Af, with respect
to pp,L Oy, as the particles outside O,,41 will not contribute to the perturbation

6 1
ag, 4 E[ [ V- a-a)7, du]

:00|Dm|
- ol § 0l f E| 1 (o alLdly gyl g
‘ j;) J! (O )31 | po| Do Dmvl/im (a-a )V, ©l-

We establish first that the series in the above expression converges absolutely. Indeed,
using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and applying the bound (3.12) on the Dirichlet
energy, we can write

]€Dm+1)[[1,j]] E [P0||1:‘m| /Dm Vibm - (a— a[[l’j]])wﬂg}’j]] du”

1

! (ol . 1\

<(]€Dm+1)[m11]E[pomm\ fnga‘a )V 7] du])
1 ) 3
X(]fmmﬂ)[[l,an[pOmM [Dm|v¢m| du])

1 . .
< (]{Dmﬂ)[[l,j]] E [polﬂml O [(a—a' ")V, 2 d/J:I)

We introduce the notation

1 . A
= — glltidl (1512
A ]{Dmﬂ)[[lu’n E[p0||:|m| O, [(a—a 7 i)vyy, Y| du].

(5.14)

1
2

We can further split the integrals contributing to A; according to the subset E ¢ [[1, j]]
of particles outside of O,,, leading to

Um+1 N O, Um

(5.15) pefigg\  [Omel [E

1 . .
B. ::][ ][ E _alltilygtil2 g, |
7,E (Dm+1\Dm)E (Dm)[[l’j]]\E |:p0||:|m| o, |(a a )Vwm | M

Now for (Lebesgue) almost every (z;)icr € (Oms1 ~ O ) fixed, they can be treated
together with pL (O,,)¢ as the “outer environment”, and we apply the improved
energy inequality (3.18) for (u(O,,) + j — |E|) particles to obtain that

(#(Om) +7 - |E])
0|0l .

[1.57)2 c
]{Dm)m,ju\EE[po|Dm| o 1Vom du‘u(Dm),ul—(Dm) ]<
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From this expression and the uniform ellipticity assumption (2.1), one obtains that

Bj,E < pO‘Dm“"] —‘E’7
pO‘Dml
and thus
weeg a1 ) <efre i)
AV 0|0 polOml| )

We use this estimate with (5.14) to get that

E f . 7] ,] d
]{Dmﬂ)[[lyjn [p0||:| | Vipm - (2= al )vw u”

Z(ple+1|) (1+ J )%<oo7

P0|Dm|

(p|Dm+1|)
DT

which implies that the series is absolutely convergent. Since e~PlBmal g analytic with
respect to p, their product A, is also an analytic function of p. Then we expand
e PIBm+1l into its Talyor series

Z( P’Dm+1’ Z(:) (p“:‘m+1|)

!
5 1
X(]{Dm+1)[[l,j]]E|:p0|D |f Vb, - (a a L7l )V¢ 1 du:|)

and the absolute convergence allows us to reorganize the summations according to

_ i i (- (plOms1])*

k=01,jeN, !
l+j=k

1 N .
E m - (a—allld] [1.40 g .
* (]{DWL+1)[[1,j]] [p0|Dm| o, Vb, - (a-a )V 1

We also observe that the part f(DmH)[[Lj]](---) means the adding of j particles in
Opm+1, but the indices do not play a specific role. Thus we have

1 N .
Ef—— - (a—alltd] 150 g
'7€Dm+1) 1,311 [p0|Dm| O, v¢ (a a )Vll)m o

k)_l > [ Exeo  E ]
-\ E Vi, - (a—a”) Vi, d
(J Ec[[Lk]),|El=j ]€Dm+1)[[1v’€ﬂ 0|0 f ( ) H

This leads to

(=) [eS) (_1)lpk ( 1 . ;
AP =YY > f E Vb - (a— aP) VL dp
k! Ec[[1,k]),|E|=j (O YLK O,

k=01,jeN, po|0m|
l+j=k
% _1)k-1El k 1
=2 X ()—|p(f E[— Wm‘(a—aE)wﬁdu])
k=0 BC[[1,k] k! (O )KD | po| Oy | O

oo _k
P 1 # #
= - E m - D _ '
;;1 ! ([<Dm+1>ﬂlvkﬂ [polmml /Dm Vim D gp((a-a )Vwm)du])
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From the second to the third line, we use the inclusion-exclusion formula (5.1). The
term k = 0 can be dropped since it vanishes. Finally, we can extend |, (Oms1)[14D TO

/(]Rd)[[lxk]] and this is the desired result (5.9). O

5.3. Key estimate for base case. In this part, for clarity of exposition, we prove
(5.13) in the simpler case G = @. That is, we show that for every finite F' ¢ N,,

1 2
5.16 / E / Devibnl? du| < C(IF),0).
(5.10 e By o vt au| <camo

We start by introducing some notation (that will mostly be useful in the more
general case treated in the next subsection). For z,z € R?, we write YT (FE,z) to denote
the indicator function
(5.17) T(E,2)(%) =[] Lzecsmy-

el
We record a handful of elementary observations concerning Y: for every finite sets
E,FcN, and z € R, we have

(5.18) Y(E,2)Y(F,z)=Y(EUF,z),
(5.19) f(Rd)F T(E,2) < f(Rd)F\E T(ENF,2),
and

(5.20) |Dga(p, )| < 2FIAY(E, 2).

Proof of (5.16). The case F' = @& is basic energy estimate in (3.12), so we now assume
that F' # @. By Proposition 3.3 for p = 0, we have for any finite £, Fs € N, that

1
5.21 ][ E B> aPrgyFq
( ) (Dm+1)E1UE2 [p0|Dm| O, Vwm a V¢m H

1 E:
= ]E —_— 2. d .
]{Dmﬂ)ElUEQ |:p0“:|m| O, V¢m q /.L:l

We apply this with Fq, Fs € F, thus we can extend as an average over particles in F
that

(5.22) ]€D )FIE[ 1 vwgz.aElvwgldﬂ]
m+1

p0|Om| JOm
1 E
= E V2 -qdul.
]{DmH)F [p0|Dm| O wm q :U’:|

We do the linear combination of (5.22) over all the F; € F' and apply the inclusion-
exclusion formula (5.1) to obtain

1 B ST _
(523) .[Dm+1)F E [pO|Dm| o V’(/Jm2 -Dp (a vwm) d,Uz:I =0.

Here the sum on the right-hand side is zero thanks to the inclusion-exclusion formula
and F # @. We extend the integration f(Dm+1)F to f(Rd)F and then apply the linear
combination of (5.23) over all the E € F' to obtain

1 . T _
620 [ Bl [ Prei) De i) au -0
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Now we use the Leibniz’s formula in (5.3) and obtain that

DF (a#V’(ﬁ#@) = 2 DF\G(aG)(DGV"?ZJm)'
GeF

We put this back to (5.24), and keep the term (DpVty,)-al (Dpvip,,) on the
left-hand side, while moving the other terms to the right-hand side

F
/<Rd>FE[po|Dm|f (Dpvim)-a (DFWm)du]

== Z (./Rd)F [p0|Dm| / (Dqu/}m) DF\G(a )(DGv¢m)dH:|)

GeF

Using Young’s inequality, we obtain that

1
E —[ Dpvi,I2d
[(Rd)F [Po\Dml Dm| FVYml M]

< 2 (faue Bt Jo 1Pmc@IDeT 0 ).

GeF

Then we use Fubini’s lemma to pass /(]Rd) PG

E f Dpc(a®)||DaVipml® d
f(Rd)F [polljml 1D a(a%)|[DaViml’ M]

1
:[(Rd)GE[PdD | Jo (f(Rd)F\G|DF\G(aG)|)|DGV¢m|2 dﬂ].

The last line uses the fact that DgV,, does not involve the particle in F N G. A
varied version of (5.20) and (5.19) gives us that

G |F\G] . |F\G|
f(Rd)m IDpc(a®)| < 2 Af(Rd)F\G T(FG,) < 2P Clp,
Therefore, we obtain an estimate that
(5.25) f o] P f IDEVYm[2d
' @7 | polOum| Jon, T E M H
1
<3 (2o [ E[ ngwmzd]).
Z( e B ool Jon. [* du

Gg&F

This estimate allows us to justify the induction argument. Indeed, the case |F|=0 is
the Dirichlet energy estimate. Suppose (5.16) is valid for |F)| = n, then for |F|=n+1,
we apply (5.25). As the quantity on the right-hand side only relies on G' ¢ F', which
implies |G| < n, we can invoke (5.16) for lower order. This completes the proof of
(5.16). O

5.4. Key estimate for the general case. In this part, we now treat the general
case of (5.13).

Proof of Proposition 5.4. We decompose the proof into three steps and we suppose
F+@.

Step 1: Ezxpansion. We start once again from (5.22), and apply a “doubling
variables trick”. For G ¢ F ¢ N, we add another set G’ € N, \ F' such that |G'| = |G],
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and consider (5.22) for some F; € F and E ¢ (FNG)uG'. Then (E1UE)) ¢ (FuG’)
and (5.22) becomes

1 E!
]l(‘D 1)FuG’ E |:p0||:| | O Vwmf : aEl va}il du:l
m+ m m

]{DmH)FuG/ [p0|Dm| / V¢ A M:|

Then we apply the inclusion-exclusion formula (5.1) over all Eq € F' and obtain that

1 Ej #ot _
S ® g S 705D ) | <o

From this line, we can extend [ (Opa1 ) FUC7 to /(Rd) ruc- We then apply the inclusion-
exclusion formula (5.1) over all £ ¢ (F\ G)u G’ and obtain

f(Rd)Fuc/E[p0|Dm|f (D(pcyuer Viom) - Dr (a7 Vi) du] 0.

Notice that the particles in G’ only act on the term (D(F\G)ucfvwm), we can pass
/, (RayG O the interior and this equation becomes

1
E— . # o, H _
[(Rd)F g [po||:|m\ Om (./;Rd)c’ D(F\G)'—’G'vwm) Dr (a V@Z’m) d.“:| =0

Up to a relabelling of the particles, we can write

7 L F\G ; m f L I ; ms

1
= . H# o, H _
/(Rd)FE[Po|Dm| Om (-[(Rd)G DFvwm) Dp (a®vyr) dﬂ] =0

Like (5.24), we do an expansion for this identity for the term Dp (a7éEV1/J777§EnL)7 but

we need to treat it more carefully. We apply (5.4) on Dp (a#VUJ#L) and obtain that

Dp(a®vul) = 3 Dr(a)(DRVim).
FlUFY=F

We keep the term
{FluF,=F}n{Fc(F\G)}n{F =F},

on the left-hand side, while putting the other terms
{FiuFR=Fin({FRnG+g}u{F ¢F}),

on the right-hand side. We also notice (5.2) that

Z DF2 (a) _ aF\G

FQQ(F\G)

so we obtain that

(5.26) f(w)zv £ [p0||1:|m| = (f(Rd)c DFvwm) .aF\G(DFvwm)du]

e '([R%FE[pdlumr um(f<Rd>cDFWm)'DF2(a’(DF1Wm)d"])'

FonG+@, or F1¢F
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Because al™\C, .[(Rd)G Dpi,, and du do not depend on the particles indexed by G,
we can apply Fubini’s lemma to pass /(]Rd)G to interior, thus the left-hand side of
(5.26) becomes

1
E f D m) ENG(Dpvap, ) d
-[(Rd)F [Po|Dm| Elm( (R4)G FVm | a0 (Dr Vi) dp
1
- E f D m) FG([ D m)d
f(Rd)F\G [po|Dm| um( (raye DV Vm )2 raye DFVVm | A
1 2
> E f ‘f Dy | dul.
f(Rd)F\G [polmml o gy PFVY M]

For the right-hand side, we argue similarly and use Young’s inequality to obtain that

1 2
5.97 f E ‘ f Dpvis,| d
ey A T ]

1
<C f E ‘f D (2)(Dp 9
F1U;2=F (RA)FNG [PO|Dm| O (R4)G 2( )( il m)
FonG#@, or F1¢F

2
d,u] .

Step 2: Simplification and recurrence inequality. The final goal is to get a recurrence
like (5.25), but (5.27) still needs some further simplification. We focus on the term

Sy D @) (D5 T50)
Since F1 U Fy = F', we use the disjoint decomposition that
F=(F~F)u(F~FR)u(Fknk),
which also induces the decomposition of G
G=(GnFE)~F)u((GnF)NFR)u(GnFynF).

Thus, we can decompose

ﬁRd)G :ﬂRd)(GmFQ)\Fl ‘[(Rd)(GnFl)\FQ ﬁRd)GmFQnFl’

and pass them respectively to the proper term

gy P (@) (DR )

o U 28) s 9270

Let z € supp(i) be the particle at which the gradient is computed, then we use the
notation (5.17) and the estimate (5.20) to give its bound

‘[(Rd)c Dp,(a)Dp, Vo, i (2)

< “/(‘Rd)GﬁFQnFl ((\/(‘Rd)(GmFQ)\Fl |DF2 (a)|) ‘\/(‘Rd)(GﬁFl)\FQ DFl vwm‘)

|F2| A 2
<A ‘/(JRd)G”Fz”I”“1 (([(Rd)(Gan>\F1 T(Fg,z)) ‘/(RdenFl)\Fz DFlw/)m‘)

2
(2)

2
(2)-
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Next, we use the property that YT (Fs, z) requires all the particles in F5 to live in z+ 0O

"[(Rd)GnFQHFl ((—/(Rd)(GﬂF2)\F1 T(FQ’ Z)) ‘—/(Rd)(GnFl)\Fz DFI vwm’)
2
) ‘f(zﬂﬂ)cm‘bﬁp1 ((f(RdﬂGan)\Fl T(FQ")) ‘](Rd)(GnFn\Fz Dr, v¢m‘) (2)
2 2
< [(z+D)GﬁF2ﬂF1 ((/(Rd)(GmFQ)\Fl T(F, )) _[(Rd)(GmFl)\FQ Dp Vi, ) (2)
2 2
) /(Rd)GﬁanFl ((f(Rd)man)\Fl T(F”)) /(.Rd)mm)\@ DrVim ) )

From the second line to the third line, we use the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, and
from the third line to the fourth line, we reapply the property of Y (Fs,z). So in this

step we gain a small factor for Cauchy—Schwarz inequality. Now, we use the property
(5.19)

2
(2)

/(-Rd)(GﬂFz)\Fl T(Fy,2) <T(FaN (G F2) N F1),2).
We put all these estimates back to the right-hand side of (5.27) to obtain that
(5.28)
f(Rd)F\G g [p0||1:|m| Om ‘/(Rd)G Dr,(a)(Dr, Vibm)

2
d,u]
|Fa] A2 1
<4721A E
(Rd)F G pO|Dm| Om

'/(Rd)GnF2nF1 (T(FZ k ((G " FQ) h Fl)’ ) ’»/(Rd)(GnF1)\F2 DFl V¢m

aul.

In this integral, we can continue some simplification with Y(F» \ ((G n Fy) \ Fy),-).
We have the following disjoint union

FNG=((FnF)NGu((FaNF)NG)u((FiN )\ G),

which implies that

5 o o [
(Rd)F\G (Rd)(FQr‘nFl)\G (Rd)(FQ\Fl)\G (Rd)(Fl\FQ)\G

Because /(Rd)(G”Fl)\ r, D, Vb, only involves a subset of particles in F7, which is dis-
joint from (Fy\ F1) NG, we use Fubini’s lemma to pass the integration of f(Rd)(FZ\Fl)\G



32 A. GIUNTI, C. GU, J.-C. MOURRAT, M. NITZSCHNER

to the inside

Juogowrre® it o S
(T(FQ NGB ) ‘/(‘RdyGnFl)\FQ Dp Vi, 2) dﬂ]
-k [po\lljm\ [m /(Rd)cnpwl
((/;Rd)(FQ\Fl)\G T(F2~ ((GnF2) N\ F), )) ‘j;Rd)(GﬁFl)\FQ Dp, Vi i du]
o
- [pohljm\ [m f(Rd)anQQFl (T(Fz nF,-) ‘f(Rd)(GnFl)\& D, Vb, ) dn

1 2 1
- '[(Rd)GanﬂFl E [POle| . (T(FQ nF,-) ’/(Rd)(GnFl)\F2 Dp Vi, ) du‘ .

From the second line to the third line, we used (5.19) and the decomposition

Fo~ ((GOFQ) N\ Fl) = (FQ ﬂFl) [ ((FQ N\ Fl) N\ G)

See the Venn diagram in Figure 1 to help check this equation. From the third line to
the fourth line, we put the integral |, (RAYGNF2NFy outside the expectation using Fubini’s
lemma. We combine this integral together with the rest of integrals in (5.29) and we
observe that

(5.30) f f f - f .
(Rd)(FQmFl)\G (Rd)(leFQ)\G (Rd)GmFQOFl (Rd)le((GmF‘l)\Fz)

because of the identity (see Figure 1 to help check this equation)
((FgﬂFl) \G)I_J((F1 \FQ) \G)U(GﬂFQﬁFl) :F1 N ((GﬂFl) \FQ).

Therefore, one term in the right-hand side of (5.27) can be bounded

1 2
L [ 1L onwnsen
‘/(‘Rd)F\G [P0|Dm| O, ‘ (R4)C FQ(a)( F1 qu/} ) :u:|

1 2
s f(Rd)le((GnFl)\Fz) E [poleI O, (T(F2 nIF,-) ‘[(Rd)(GﬂFl)\Fz Dp, Vo, ) d,u,:| .

We can further drop out the indicator Y (F;n Fi,-), and put it back to (5.27) to
obtain that

1 2
5.31 f E|— U Drv d
( ) (RAYFAG [pOle| o, (Dm)G( F wm) :u:|
1 2
< L% / f .
Flu%=F 47A (Rd)Fl\((GnFl)\FQ)]E|:p0||:|m| O | J (RE)(GNFDNE, Dp Vipm| dp

FonG+@, or F1¢F

Step 3: Induction argument. Equation (5.31) is the analogue of (5.25) for the
general case. In this step, we describe the induction argument, which consists in
obtaining a bound for the constant C(7,7) in (5.13) in terms of a linear combination
of the C(i’, ") with i’ <4, j' <j, and i’ + j' <i+j. An illustration is in Figure 2.
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FiGURE 1. A Venn diagram for illustration. The disk on the left
represents F} and the disk on the right represents F5. The rectangle
is G. We use different colors for the partition of F' = Fy U Fy, and it
has the following bijections.

Fy n Fy = {yellow, purple},
G n F1 n Fy = {yellow},
(F1 n Fy) N G = {purple},
(F1 N\ F5) N G = {red},
(Fy N\ F1) G = {blue},
Fi N~ ((Gn F1) N Fy) = {red, yellow, purple},
Fy~ ((Gn Fy) N F1) = {blue, yellow, purple}.

We denote by I(m, po, F,G) the left-hand side of (5.31). This equation can be
rewritten as

(532) T(mapO’FvG) <4|F2|A2 Z T(mvp()aFl?(GmFl) \FQ)'
FiluF>=F
FonG+@, or F1¢F

For sets F, F5 as in the summands above, we clearly have
|Fi|+[(Gn Fy) N Fo| < |F| +]|G|.
In fact, the inequality is always strict. Indeed, a possible case of equality would

require that F} = F', since F} € F and (GnF1)\ F» € G. But if F} = F, then we must
have F» n G #+ @, and thus

[((GnFy) N Fy| = |G~ Fy| <|G|-1.
So all the summands on the right side of (5.32) are such that
|Fi|+ [(Gn Fy) N Fy| < |F| +]|G|.
The induction argument is then clear: the case when F = G = @ is the basic Dirichlet
energy estimate. Next, assuming the boundedness of I(m, pg, F,G) for |F|+|G| <k,

we can obtain the result for |F|+|G| = k+1 by an application of (5.32). This completes
the proof of Proposition 5.4. O
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G|
X
X X
X X X
X x X X
* X @ X X
C(2,7)
x X X X b4 b4
X x x X b 4 b4 b4
| — e |F|

FIGURE 2. An illustration of the recurrence argument. The constant
C(i,7) can be bounded by a linear combination of the C(i’, ;") with
j'<j, i <i,and i + 5 <i+7.

5.5. Smoothness in finite volume. We can now combine Lemma 5.3 and Propo-
sition 5.4 to complete the proof of Proposition 5.2.

Proof of Proposition 5.2. We decompose the proof into three steps.

Step 1: Decomposition and expansion. As stated in Subsection 5.1, we first expand
Af, with respect to p as in (5.9) and use the Leibniz formula (5.4) to get that

?r|b

k ook

p
'Ck,m(PO) = Z k! Z I(map07E7F))
: k=1

(533)  AL(p)=Y
k=1 * EUF=[[1,k]]

with ¢, defined in (5.6) and I(m, po, E, F') defined in (5.12). Lemma 5.3 ensures
that this series converges, and that p — A}, is analytic. In the next step, we aim to
give a bound to I(m, po, E, F') which is uniform with respect to m and po.

Step 2: Reduction of I(m,pg, E,F). Recall the expression of I(m,pg, E,F) in
(5.12), we use Fubini’s lemma and pass the integration [[1, k]] \ F inside. Notice that
we have [[1,k]] N E = F \ E thanks to EuU F =[[1,k]]. Since the particles in the set
F \ E do not appear in Dg(a—a?), we have

1
I(m, po, E, F) = o f .Dg(a-a* (/ D m)d .
(m, po ) iy [pO|Dm| o vV g(a—-a') (RE)FE PV | dp

We apply the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and obtain that

1 2
I(m, po, E, F)| < [ K f Di(a-a®)|[Vi2d
g P ( [ Bt [ 1Dea- )90

1
E|l—— [ |Dp(a-a* ‘f Dpvib,,
X([(Rd)E [P0|Dm| Dml p(a-a”) (R4)F\E FVY

wf
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The first term is easy to treat since we can use Fubini’s lemma that

1
[<Rd>EE[po|D | fu 'DE<a—a#>llwm|2du]

1
:E[P()“:' | Jo (/(Rd)E |DE(a_a#)|)|vwm|2dM:|
<2IPIA.

In the last step, we apply (5.20) and (5.19) that

NI 3 < 9l
f(Rd)E|DE(a a2l [ T <2

For the second term, we use the decomposition

DE = DE\F o DEnF7 /(‘Rd)E = /;Rd)E\F _/(Rd)EmF7

and pass the integration /(Rd) s inside
2
du]

1
E f Dp(a-at U DpVim
faRd)E [po\Dml R

1
ol U o) o
_/(Rd)EmF |:p0|[|m| Dm( (Rd)E\F| E(a a )| (RA)FNE FVl/Jm
We apply once again the estimate (5.19) and (5.20) that

f(md)E\p |Dp(a-a%)| <2 f(Rd)E\F T(E,)<2PIAY(EnF,) < 2PIA.

2
du:| .

Therefore, we bound the second term by

1 2
o F#
f(Rd)EE[pollﬂml /DmlDE(a 4 ”U(Rd)F\EDFW’” d“]

1 2
<2FIp E f V DpVibn| dul.
(R4)ENF [PO‘Dm’ m | J(RA)FNE qu’b K

Here we apply the key estimate Proposition 5.4 to conclude the proof a the uniform
bound of I(m, po, E, F') with respect to m and py. This also implies the uniform
bound (5.7) for g m(po)-

Step 3: Control of the tail Ry. In this step, we need to control the tail in the
expansion of Ay, (pg). In fact, the estimate in Step 2 allows us to obtain the uniform
bound of |ex m(po)| € C defined in Proposition 5.2, but the best available bound
in k is that Cj ~ (k!)? if one checks the proof of Proposition 5.4 carefully. Thus,

when we put this bound into (5.9), the series ¥ ;. %pj will not be summable. On

the other hand, we know the function p = A%, (pg) is indeed analytic for any fixed
po € Ry (using a naive bound of ¢, ,, depending on m, see Lemma 5.3 and its proof
in Subsection 5.2), so for ¢; ,, defined in Proposition 5.2 and pg > 0, we have

¢jm(p0) = (dip)lo A (o).

We also write 7 Af, as a shorthand notation for the j-th derivative at p,

AL, (po) = (dip) A2 (po).
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Then we apply Taylor’s expansion for the function p = Af,(po) until order k
k AO E+1 As
Recalling the definition of Am in (4.2), we have

5 dy’ _ _
8k+1Am(PO) = (d_p)| (q : a*l(DmaPO + p)q - q- ax-l(DmHOO)Q)
p=s

dy . B

=(—) (¢-8."(Tm,po+s+p)a—q-8," (Om, po +$)q)
dp |p=0

= 9 1AD (o + ).

Since 1AL (pg + 5) = Ci+1,m(po + 5), upon inserting this back into (5.34), it follows
that

P +5
(5.35) AP (p ) Z C],m(PO p] / k+1,m PO ) kd
This gives us an expression for the remainder of order k in (5.8), which is
p Ck+1,m(P0 + S)

(5.36) Ri(m, po, p) = fo I

Using the uniform estimate (5.7) of cg41,m(po +s) with respect to pg + s and m, the
remainder is of order O(p**!) independent of py and m. This finishes our proof of
Proposition 5.2. O

s¥ds.

5.6. Proof of the main theorem. In this final subsection, we conclude the proof
of the main Theorem 2.3, using Proposition 5.2.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. As a first step, we show the existence of the limit in (2.12). Let
k > 2 and assume by induction that the existence of ¢;(po) is established for 1 < j < k-1
and pg > 0 (recall that the existence of ¢1(pg) follows from Theorem 2.1). For py > 0,
the sequence {cg ., (p0)}men defined in (5.6) is bounded by some positive constant
Ci(d,A) using Proposition 5.2. Thus, there exists a subsequence {ck m,(p0)}ren
(possibly depending on pg) such that

cx(po) = ZEEHOO Cr,mye (P0)

exists. By (5.8), one has for p >0

‘Rk(mfvp())p)l

(p ) Z C4, mg(PO)PJ km]i'(pﬂ) k
Jj=1 :

and passing to the limit £ - oo yields (upon using Proposition 5.2, the induction
hypothesis and (4.3))

Ap(p ) Z C](pﬂ)p] Cl:(p(])pk

(5.37) sup X

poE(0,00)

<O(pFh), for p> 0.

In particular, (5.37) implies that ck(pg) is the unique limit of the full sequence
{¢km(po) }men, and we denote it by cx(po). This proves (2.12). We note in passing
that

(5.38) 1, ¢k : (0,00) = R are bounded functions,



SMOOTHNESS OF THE DIFFUSION COEFFICIENTS 37

which follows by (2.12) and |cg m| < Cr(d, A), see Proposition 5.2. Thus, we can write

k . .
(5:39 (0 =3 S i oY, for g
j=1 J:

with the error term independent of py. We now turn to the proof of the expan-
sion (2.13), which extends the previous display to p € (=pp,0). To simplify notation,
we again set f(-) := ¢-a !(-)g. We claim that the expansion (5.39) implies that

(5.40) 1, ¢ (0,00) > R are Lipschitz-continuous,
and moreover
(5.41) f has k derivatives, and f)(pg) = ¢i(po), 1<j<k, po>0.

We first define the forward difference of order ¢ of f at pg >0, £ € N, with step size
p20as

¢ l < 4 l—i
(542 AMLf1(p0) = A% (po) = 32 () (-1 F(po + ip),

=0

(note that with our fixed choice of f, A (pg) = AP(pg)). We claim that these
quantities fulfill for 1< €<k, po >0 and p >0,

(5.43) A (po) = ce(po)p” + O (1),
with the error term independent of pg, and for 1 < £ <k, pg >0 and p >0,
(5.44) A (po + p) = A (po) = A (o).

We prove (5.43). To this end, we infer from (5.39) that

ko ,
G45)  Forin = TPy co(r, o pr01<ich,
j=0 J:
where we defined for convenience co(pp) := f(po). Equation (5.45) is now inserted
into (5.42), which yields for py >0, p> 0 and 1 <<k that
4 k

¢ ) Cs ) Cs )
A(p) = 3 (f)(—n“{z %(ipw > %(imuow”)}

=0 : j=0+1

_ £ ¢j(po) j (e l=ij O+
-y e, (2 (()ee) - 06t

= co(po)p’ + O(p™).

Here, we combined the terms involving p’ with j e {¢+1,-- k} and O(p**!) into a
contribution O(p**!) and using (5.38) in going from the first to the second line. From
the second to the third line, we use the fact that for any polynomial P with real
coefficients A, -, Ay, i.e., P(X) = Ay X" + -+ Ay of degree smaller or equal to £, one

has Y%, (f)(—l)g_ip(i) =('A;. Equation (5.44) also follows directly from elementary
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properties of binomial coefficients. Indeed:

L
2+ = () = 350 () 00) - S0 () )
+1

- ;(_1)€—i+1(i ) 1)f(p0 +ip) + ;(_1)é—z+1<f)f(po v ip)
- é.il(_l)w_i {(Z ! 1) + (f)} Flpo+ip)

l+1

- ( )70+ i) = A ).

Identity (5.43) is now used at pg + p and pg on the left-hand side of (5.44), and at
po on the right-hand side of the same equation (recall that the O(p%) resp. O(p“*!)
terms do not depend on py):

1 1
(A% (po + p) = A (pg)) = — A1 (o)
p p

= alpo+p)—cupo) = ceaa(po)p+O(p),  for p>0.
By the boundedness of ¢, (5.38), this establishes the Lipschitz-continuity (5.40) of ¢,.

(5.46)

Now we prove the differentiability (5.41): By induction, suppose that we already
established that f("1 (pg) = ¢s—1(po) for all pg € (0, 00), and 1 < £ < k. Now, for p > 0,
one has

Af—l,p(p i( )( 1)( 1- z{z J(I’io) @(pﬂ)( p) }+O(p£+1)

5.47 1y
(547) =c£_1(po)p“+;)( . ) et Ce(ﬂo)ﬂ +0(p"),

::C(f)

having used the same arguments as in the proof of (5.43), with C'({) € R some
numerical constant. The latter gives us that for p > 0,

1 (5.44) 1
() 2 A g+ ) = A o)

(5.48) _ %(041(00 4 0) — er1(p0)) +C(0) (celpo + p) — ea(po)) + O(p).

=5 (fED (po+p)=fE=1 (o))

On the other hand, the left-hand side of the equation above is also equal to cy(pg) +
O(p). Letting p | 0 then shows that the right-derivative of f (=1) at pg exists and
equals c¢(pg), upon using (5.40) for ¢y. Replacing pg by po — p in (5.48) then gives

(5.49) %(f“‘”(po) = F D (pg - p)) = ce(po - p) + O(p),

from which one can then infer the left-derivative of f=1) as well (using once
more (5.40)). This finishes the proof of (5.41). Since k € N, was arbitrary, f
is smooth, and therefore the expansion (2.13) holds by Taylor expansion (see also
Step 4 of the proof of Proposition 5.2). O
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6. LOCAL UNIFORM CONVERGENCE

The aim of this section is to strengthen the pointwise convergence of the sequences
(a(Om, p0))ms1 and (8. (0, po) )ms=1 towards a(pg) for each fixed py > 0 (see (2.5)
and below) to a locally uniform convergence, that is to show the following statement.

Proposition 6.1. The mappings a(0p,,-) and a.(Oyy,,-) both converge to a(-) locally
uniformly over [0,00) as m tends to infinity. Moreover, for every k € N,, the sequence
of approzimate derivatives cy,, converges locally uniformly to cp, as m tends to
infinity (recall (5.6) and (2.12) for the respective definitions).

The local uniform convergence of a(0,,,-) and a.(0,,,-) could in fact be obtained
as a consequence of the quantitative estimate (2.6) and the observation that the
exponent « > 0 and the constant C' < co appearing there can be chosen locally
uniformly over pg > 0. However, we think it useful to point out that Proposition 6.1
is actually a rather straightforward consequence of the qualitative statement that,
for each fixed pg > 0,

(6.1) a(po) = lim &(Oym,po) = lim & (O, po)-
As will be seen, once (6.1) is granted, the fact that these sequences converge locally

uniformly as pg varies is an application of Dini’s theorem.

Since we will need to show the continuity of a(0,,,), we first need to develop some
version of Lemma 3.1 geared towards v(U,p, po) instead of v.(U,q,po). To state it,
we define for a bounded open U ¢ R? the function space 2 (U) to consist of sequences
of functions f = (f,)ns0, where f,, : U™ - R satisfy

(1) fo is a constant and for every n e Ny, f, € C®(U");
(2) There exists a compact set K € U such that for any x; ¢ K

(@1, Tict, Ty Tty -, Tn) = fro1 (T1, 0 Tic1, Tig1s oo, Tn).

The canonical projection in (3.2) is an injection from €°(U) to 2(U); in other
words, we can think of €°(U) as a subset of Z(U).

We then define a version of the minimization problem in the first line of (2.3) with
2(U) replacing 4 (U). Define for f € 2(U) the quantity

(6.2) K(f,U,p,po)

—pol|U] °° L
2PO|U| n= 0 k=1

With this deﬁnl‘clon7 one has the following result.

Lemma 6.2. For every bounded open set U, v(U,p, po) = inf teq @y K(f,U,p, po)-

Proof. For every f = (fn)ns0 € 2(U), we consider the symmetrization f= (ﬁl)@o
by defining f,, = % Yoes, f(To@)s s Ta(ny). This function fulfills fe2(U): Indeed
fn e C>(U™) follows directly from the definition, and letting K € U be the compact
set associated with f, one has e.g. for the case 1 ¢ K

ﬁb(xlyx27 : xn) == Z fn(xa(1)7 a(2)) " xa(n))

! aeSn

1

= Z fnfl(ma(2)7xa(3)a"'7m0(n))
(=D s, (@mh)

= Fr1(22, -, ).
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Here, from the first line to the second line, we can remove z; in the function, and
make use of the natural n-to-1 bijection from the group of permutations S,, to the
group of permutations S,,-1({2,---,n}). This establishes the second condition for
functions in 2(U), so f € 2(U).
By an application of Jensen’s inequality, it follows that
e—polU| =

lC(f;U,p,PO)\ |U| Z (pO|U|) ! (][ Z (p"‘V:clfn(xa(l)a " U(n)))

' n‘ oeSn i=1

a(Z (5xk,a:i) (p+ Vi, fn(To1), ---,xg(n)))) d:cl---dxn) ,
k=1

which implies that K(f,U,p,po) < K(f,U,p,po). This establishes that the value
inf peqp (1) K(f, U, p, po) can be attained on the subspace with invariance by permuta-
tion, which can be identified as €°(U). O

Proof of Proposition 6.1. We need to verify that

(6.3) For fixed m € N, a(0,,,-) and a.(0,,,-) are continuous.

Once (6.3) is established, the uniform convergence follows from Dini’s theorem,
which states that if a decreasing or increasing sequence of continuous functions ( fy, )n>1
converges pointwisely to a continuous function f, then the convergence is a locally
uniform. Recall that (a(0,,,))ms1 is decreasing and (8.(0;y,-))ms1 IS increasing
and the common limit (6.1) is ensured by [11, Theorem 1.1]. Moreover, note that a(-)
is continuous by Theorem 2.3 (in fact, to establish the continuity of a(+) it suffices
to establish its upper and lower semicontinuity, which follows from the monotone
convergence of a(0,,,-) and a.(0,,,), respectively). Therefore, it suffices to justify
the continuity condition (6.3).

Step 1: Continuity of a,(0p,-). The continuity of &;'(0,y,,-) follows immediately
from (4.4), and this implies the continuity of a.(O,,,).

Step 2: Continuity of a(0,,,-). We use the exact expression of the subadditive
quantity

v(Om,p, po +p) =p-&(0Om, po + p)p

1

| i o @0 V) s V) G|,
[(PD+P)|Dm| Om " " g

for m e N, p e R? and ¢, denotes the minimizer in the definition of (0, p, po + p).

We now derive an upper bound on the above expression. Using Lemma 6.2, we know

that ¢, (1) is a sub-minimizer for the problem v(O,,,p, po + p) with density p + po.

Also with the help of Mecke’s identity (4.10), we obtain that

p-a(0m, po+p)p
<E m/ (p+Vom(p,-))- a(u+up7 Y(p+ Vrm (p, - ))d(ﬂ+#p):|
pAlpl*

<E —mlfu (p+V¢m(u,-))-a(u+up,')(p+qum(ﬂw))dﬂ]+ P

_(po+p)ID

B[ [ 0 Ve ) a1 -2 T ))du]
) 1ol

+( il )p-ﬁ(Dm,po)p+(
potp

potp
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For the first term, we perform an expansion with respect to pu,, and note that
a(p+ pp,-) —a(p) =0 on the event {u, = 0}. Therefore,

E[mf 0+ Vom(u,- >>~<a<u+um->—a(u,->><p+v¢m<u,->>dﬂ]

| (e —
j=1 k' (po+p)|Oml

k
S Bl Lo 050 (00 2520 200) ) (0 96 09) ]

- D’m|) 2 2
<p|:| P|Dm‘ P’ A D
| ( DR o

= p| 0| A?|p[.
This gives us
(6.4) p-&(Om,po+p)p—p-&Om, po)p

p p -
< pOIApf + (L) Alpl = (=2 ) p- &(Cs o)
po+tp po+tp

Taking p v 0 we obtain that
(6.5) lim a(0m, po + p) <&(0Opy, po).-

We now establish that lim,o&(0m, po + p) = &(0y,, po). To this end, we drop out
the part of integration against u, and obtain

(6.6) p-a(0Om,po+p)p

0 [
po+p | po|Om|

L @ ven) -aGus up )+ %, )dﬂ].

We compare this with the following minimization problem, in which we fix Mgs(R?),
peR? and U ¢ R? a bounded domain,

(6.7)

. 1 1
v(U,p; pp) = veélf%f(U)—/(p|U|f —(p+Vv)-a(p+ pp,- )(p+vv)du)d19’po(u)

This can always be seen as the problem like (2.3), but with a perturbation with a
fixed point process i,. We denote by > ¢ (15 1) € 5,5 (U) its minimizer, and for
every fixed p, € Ms(R%), ¢, (- + p,) is a sub-minimizer for (6.7). Therefore, (6.6)
gives that

p-a(0pm, po + p)p
Po
pot+p

We perform an expansion with respect to 11, and notice that, when 1, = 0 the problem
(6.7) is exactly the same as (2.3) and ¢, (1;0) = (1), so we obtain that

2

Ep, [P ||:|m|-[ (;0+V¢>m(l%#p)) a(#‘*‘,up, )(p+V¢m(,u,,up))d,u

(6.8) p-a(0Opm, po + p)p > (—

)p-ﬁ(Dm,po)p-
pot+p
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This also concludes that

(6.9) lima(d,,, po + p) > a(0m, po)-
N0

Combining (6.9) and (6.5) yields the right continuity of a(0,,,).

We also need to verify the left continuity. We define p; := pg + p which is fixed,
then (6.4) becomes

- - p p
p-&(0pm, p1)p = 8(0m, p0)p < p|0| A2 || + (E) Alpf* - (E) Ipl*.
We let p1 7 po and obtain that

(0O, p1) < lim &(Qp, o).
PO 7 P1

Similarly, we put fixed p; = po + p into (6.8) and get

_ - P0€7P|Dm‘ 2
p-a(0m, p1)p—p-a(0Op, po)p 2 T = 1) Alpl*,
which means that
a(0m,p1) > lim &(0Opm, po)-
po 7 pP1

These prove the left continuity of a&(0,,, ), establishing that a(d,,,-) is continuous.

Step 3: Locally uniform convergence of ¢y ,. We now turn to the proof of the
locally uniform convergence of {cg m }men. Let K >0 and p > 0. For the case k =1,
by (5.8) and (5.39), we find that

1
sup |c1m(po) —c1(po)l < = sup |Ri(m, po,p)|+O(p)
POG[O,K] POE[OvK]

1 - _
+= sup |g- (& (po+p) &, (Tm,po +p))dl
pp0€[07K]

1 —— —-——
+= sup |g- (& (po) - & (Om, po))ql-
ppoG[O,K]

Using the statement of Proposition 5.2, the first line on the right-hand side of the
previous display is uniformly bounded by a constant O(p) independent of m and py,
and the locally uniform convergence of (8.(0y,"))ms>1 towards & makes the second
line and third line vanish when m tends to infinity. Thus, we obtain

limsup sup |eim(po) = c1(po)| < O(p).
m—00  pye[0,K]

Since the left hand side of the display above does not depend on p, we can let p be
arbitrarily small, which proves the locally uniform convergence of {c1 m }men. For the
case k > 2, the claim about {cg m }men follows in the same manner by induction. [
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