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Abstract: We study the fluctuations in equilibrium for a dynamics of rods
with random length. This includes the classical hard rod elastic collisions,
when rod lengths are constant and equal to a positive value. We prove
that in the diffusive space-time scaling, an initial fluctuation of density
of particles of velocity v, after recentering on its Euler evolution, evolve
randomly shifted by a Brownian motion of variance D(v).

MSC2020 subject classifications: Primary 82C21,82D15,70F45.

Keywords and phrases: Hard Rods dynamics, completely integrable sys-
tems, generalized hydrodynamic limits, diffusive fluctuations.

1. Introduction

The mechanical system of one-dimensional hard rods is the simplest non triv-
ial completely integrable dynamics where the macroscopic behavior can be de-
scribed by generalized hydrodynamics. A rod configuration Y is a set of points
(y,v,r), viewed as a segment/rod [y,y + r) travelling at bare speed v, satisfy-
ing [y,y +r) n [§,ty + 7) is empty for all (y,v,r),(§,7,7) in Y. Rods travel
ballistically with its bare velocity until collision with other rod, when they in-
terchange speed and length. The density of particles of each given velocity is
conserved and in the Euler scaling the macroscopic evolution of such densities
have been studied by the pioneristic work of Percus [18] and Boldrighini, Do-
brushin and Suhov [5]. Fluctuations around this Euler limit have been studied
by Boldrighini and Wick in [7]. Recently these results have been generalized
to a completely integrable dynamics of rods of random length (even negative
length) where lengths and velocities are exchanged at collision [12]. The elas-
tic collisions are recovered in the particular case that all rods have the same
positive length. In the case of rods with different or negative length this still
defines a completely integrable dynamics, even though it does not correspond to
a Hamiltonian dynamics of particles. Similar dynamics were considered in [8],
while in [2] velocities are exchanged but not the lengths (i.e. the classical elastic
collision).


mailto:pferrari@dm.uba.ar
mailto:olla@ceremade.dauphine.fr
https://mathscinet.ams.org/mathscinet/msc/msc2020.html

In this article we investigate the evolution of the densities fluctuations in
the diffusive space-time scale for the generalized dynamics considered in [12].
We consider the system in a stationary homogeneous initial condition. We will
discuss initial inhomogeneous non-stationary state in Section 4.

The result we prove in the present article is that the initial fluctuations of
the density of particles of velocity v, after recentering on its Euler evolution,
evolve randomly shifted by a Brownian motion of variance D(v). This diffusion
coefficient D(v) has an explicit expression depending on v and on the particular
stationary measure (cf. (3.4)). In the case of rods of constant length D(v) is
the same as computed by Spohn in [20], as well as it appears in the first order
diffusive correction to the Euler Hydrodynamic limit [4] [6].

This result corresponds to the following stochastic partial differential equa-
tion for the evolution of the macroscopic fluctuation Z;(y, v, r) of the density of
particles of velocity v and length r at position y:

1 .
0:Z¢(y,v,1) = §D(v)6§Et(y,v,r) + 0yEi(y, v, 7))/ D(v)Wy(v), (1.1)

where (W, (v) : t,v € R) is a centered Gaussian field with covariance

(v, w)

E(We(0)W; (w)) = ot — ) /D@D

with T'(v, w) given in (3.7). Since Z; is a distribution in (y,v,r), (1.1) should be
understood in the weak sense.

Notice that in (1.1) the noise term is a white noise in time, in particular Wy (v)
does not depends on y. This is in contrast with the typical diffusive evolution
of fluctuations in chaotic systems, where it is expected an additive space-time
white noise driving the fluctuations and the equation would be of the type [21]

_ 1 _ )
0rZe(y, v, 1) = iD(v)é’;Et(y,v,r) +V/D(v) 0y Wy +(v), (1.2)

with E (W, (v) Wy s(w)) = 6(t—s)d(y—y')d(v—w). Notice that the equilibrium
solutions of (1.1) and (1.2) have the same space-time covariance E(Z;(y, v, 7)Z(y’, v, 7)),
i.e. the space-time covariance does not give informations about the martingale

term of the evolution equation. About the uncorrelation in 7, this persists in the
macroscopic fluctuations as consequence of the decorrelation at the microscopic

scale.

In order to understand why (1.1) arise, we follow the behaviour of two tagged
quasi-particles with the same velocity. We call here quasi-particles (or impul-
sions) the particles with the dynamics defined by the exchange of positions at
the moment of collision. The standard technique to study such dynamics is to go
to the reduced description where quasi-particles are mapped to points and evolve
without interaction. Then the evolution of the tagged quasi-particle is obtained
by the trivial evolution of the corresponding point, shifted by the collisions with
quasi-particles of different velocity. Since the points corresponding to the other
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quasi-particles are distributed by a Poisson field, these collisions happen at ran-
dom times and the collisional shifts are independent. Consequently at the Euler
scale we have a law of large numbers (see Section 2.2) that produce a determin-
istic evolution of the tagged quasi-particle with an effective velocity given by
(2.21) (such ergodicity was proven first in [1]). Recentering the position of the
tagged quasi-particle on the Euler deterministic behavior, we have then a func-
tional central limit theorem so that the position converges in law to a Brownian
motion of variance D(v). Now consider two tagged quasi-particles with the same
velocity and initially located at macroscopic distance: this means that there are
typically ¢! particles in between, where ¢ is the scaling parameter going to
0. In the diffusive scaling each tagged quasi-particle at time ¢ has a number of
collisions proportional to e~2¢, but most of them with the same quasi-particles,
except for an order £~! of collisions at the beginning and at the end of the time
interval [0, ¢]. Consequently the two tagged quasi-particles completely correlate
in the limit € — 0, i.e. they converge to the same Brownian motion. This causes
the rigid motion of the corresponding density fluctuations. Notice that in chaotic
system it is expected that the two quasi-particles at initial macroscopic distance
converge to two independent Brownian motion, generating the space-time white
noise present in (1.2).

As far as we know, equation (1.1) for the diffusive fluctuations for hard rods
is new in the literature. We recently discovered the article by Presutti and Wick
[19] that concerns the diffusive behavior of travelling wave initial conditions in
hard rods systems, where in the remark after Theorem 1 they comment about
possible diffusive behaviour of fluctuations and they write: “spatially separated
fluctuations in the density of rods with the same velocity move with the same
Brownian component”. Strangely [19] is never quoted in the following literature
about Navier-Stokes corrections for the hard rods hydrodynamics (cf. [6]). In the
introduction of [7] it was announced a second article about the Navier Stokes
corrections for the evolution of the fluctuations, but the authors confirmed us
that this has never been written.

We believe that (1.1) is a typical (universal) macroscopic behaviour for the
diffusive fluctuations of completely integrable many-body systems [22]. Since
this macroscopic behaviour is due to the scattering shift that the quasi parti-
cles have when crossing particles with a different velocity, we believe that this
equations are universal for any extended integrable system. In fact any extended
integrable system is equivalent (in a macroscopic limit) to a collisional system
(of quasi-particle or impulsions or solitons) and it is characterized macroscop-
ically by its scattering shift [22]. What makes the hard rods system treatable
is the fact that the scattering shift does not depend on the velocities of the
quasi-particles colliding.

Hard rods dynamics with domain wall initial conditions, a particular case
of travelling wave, is investigated in [11]; the paper includes the Navier-Stokes
corrections and the computation of the covariance T'(v,v’) from Green-Kubo
formula.

Diffusive corrections to the hydrodynamic Euler scaling in general completely
3



integrable systems have been investigated in the physics literature, see the recent
review [10] with the references therein, as well as [14] and [9]. These articles
contain general formulas for diffusion coefficients that are in agreement with our
formula for the generalized hard rods. A generalization of our equation (1.1) to
other integrable systems will give answer about the macroscopic evolution on
the diffusive scale of multipoint correlation functions, mentioned in [10] as an
open problem.

As we believe that our approach is more elementary than the one used in the
previous literature, we have written this article to be completely independent
of results on hard rods prior to the paper [12], which is our starting point.
Essentially, the only tools we use are the law of large numbers and the central
limit theorem for a Poisson field. In Section 2 we prove the macroscopic evolution
of the fluctuations in the Euler scaling (recovering the result of [7]). In Section 3
we prove the evolution of the fluctuations in the diffusive scaling. Finally in
Section 5 we prove a lemma about limits for Poisson fields that we need in the
proofs.

2. Equilibrium Fluctuations in the Euler scaling

In the following  is a probability on R? with finite second moments, and p > 0
is a density parameter. For ¢ > 0, let X¢ be the Poisson process on R® with
intensity e ! pdz dp(v,r). We should think about x as the macroscopic position
of the point x, since the typical distance between points is €. The macroscopic
length of the rod (z,v,r) is er.

We define
o= pJJ rdu(v,r), length density,
™= pff rodup(v,r), momentum density.

We assume throughout the paper that the mean length density is positive, see
[12],

o> 0.
The empirical length measure associated to X¢ is given by

Nep:= Z ero(x,v,r), Nf(A) := N°14.

(z,v,r)eX®

Here and in the following ¢(z,v,7) is a generic continuous function on R3,
smooth and compactly supported in 2 and square integrable in (v,r) with re-
spect to the measure 72dyu(v, ). The expectation of Ny is

v - || ol o) ) = (o).



where () is called the length biased measure.

We have the classical law of large numbers for Poisson processes
Nog 25 (). (2.1)

We sketch the proof of (2.1). Let (X;);>1 be a sequence of iid Poisson pro-
cesses on R3 with intensity measure pdx du(v,r), and empirical measures N;
defined by N;p := Z(Myr)exir@(x,v,r). Denoting ¢, = %, with n € N, we
can write X = U ; X;, by the superposition theorem [16]. Then, Nnp =
Ly Nip najb;o e, by the law of large numbers for iid random variables.
Considering ¢(z,v,7) = 1[o,17(7), (2.1) implies that ¢ times the number of

points in X with the x coordinate in [0, 1] converges to the density o, N=([0, 1] x

R?) 2% g,
e—0

The convergence (2.1) can be extended to any function in L?({-)), the space
of square integrable functions with respect to the measure defined by

(v i= ||| tw.vr) i pdduo. ).

The fluctuation field is a random signed measure on R3 defined by

5% () =72 (N0 — Kp)).

For any € > 0 and ¢, € L?({-)2) we can compute the covariance
E(6%5(9)6™5 (1)) = Kptr)2 — KoY. (2.2)

Using the superposition theorem as for (2.1), we have the following central
limit theorem

Xe(p) 2% X(p), (2.3)

e—0

where X (i) is a centered Gaussian random variable with variance
E(£7(9)%) = €™z = Ke)?,
and, by (2.2),

E(£¥ (9)6™ (1) = Kot)2 — Lo)K¥).- (2.4)

By the multidimensional central limit theorem ¢X () and £X (1) are jointly
Gaussian. This is enough to identify X as a white noise on R3 with covariance

(2.4), i.e. as the centered random measure on R? such that, for any measurable
A,BcR?
E(6*(14)€%(15)) = {lann)e-

For any a,b € R, define the mass (length) measure by

(X ) =¢ > r(Lpean) — Laeps.an)-
(z,v,7)EXE |



Consequently,
md(X¢) :; Emb(X¢) = (b — a)o. (2.5)

To each configuration X€ and a point b € R, there are a dilated point and
configuration

D?(b) := b+ mg(X°)
Y® = D(X®) := {(D°(x),v,r) : (x,v,7) € X°}.
Remark 2.1. The distribution of X¢ is space shift invariant, but the distribu-
tion of the rod configuration Y* is not because Y has no rod containing the
origin. Our results can be extended to random rod configurations with space

shift invariant distribution, by using Palm transforms [23] and Harris theorem
[15]; see for instance [13].

The macroscopic dilation of the point b is given by
ED®(b) = b(1 + o).
Denote the length empirical measure induced by Y by

Kfp:=¢ Z ro(y,v,r).
(y,v,r)EY =

We have the law of large numbers:

Kep=c¢ Z ro(z +mf(X°),v,r)
z,v,r)eEXE

(
25 pfff ro(z + xo,v,r)de du(v,r)

e—0

1 f o JHW(y’”’T)d@/ du(v, )

Y (2.6)

1+o

2.1. Static CLT for the dilated configuration

We define the fluctuation field
€Y () = e 112 (K*p — EK®y).
We have
Ko —EK°p=(K¢p— A%p) + (A0 —EA%p) — (EK o —EA%p). (2.7)
where

Api=c Y rp(a(l+o),v,r),
(z,v,m)EX=6



Afp = T f_ . ﬁ” ro(y, v, r)dy du(v, r).

The last term in (2.7) gives

e PE(K®p) — E(A%9)]

= ]E(51/2 Z rle(x +m§(X®),v,7) — p(z(1 + 0),v,7)]) (2.8)
(z,v,r)eXe
= ]E(zsl/2 2 r(0ye)(x(1+ o), v,7)(m(X*) — xa)) + R°
(xz,v,r)EX®
= Jffr(aytp)(x(l +0),v,1r)e /2 [E(m§(X®) — zo)]|dx du(v,r) + R (2.9)
- R, (2.10)

where R® denotes a generic term small with e. Identity (2.9) follows from
Slyvniak-Mecke formula (Theorem 3.2 in [17]). Since by (2.5) E(m&(X¢)—xz0) =
0, the identity (2.10) follows.

Defining
¢(x,v,r) == o((1+0)z,v,7),

and applying (2.3) to the second term in (2.7) we have

e V247 — E(A%p)]

_ 5—1/2[E Z Bz, v,7) ffjrcp x,v,r)dx du(v, r)]

(ac,v,r)eXE
law N
= X (p). (2.11)
e—0

Notice that
B(EX (3
- f j j P23, 0, 1), v, ) dadp(v, ) — (BT

f ] et vyt vrdvdnto.r) - st

1+a

155 &evdz — T e SXY)-

(1+ )

Finally we Taylor expand the first term of the RHS of (2.7):

VK p — A%p) = 1/? Z r(e(z +m§(X%),v,7) — p(z(1 +0),v,7))
(z,v,r)eXe
1 3 T
=N @) ) (5 (X7) — 0) + B,
(z,v,r)EXE
7




and the expectation of the rest R® is small again by using the Slyvniak-Mecke
formula. By the functional central limit theorem (2.3) we have for any z € R

B (2) 1= e M2 (m(X®) — 20) = €% (1) 51250 — 1[z,0)12<0)
law
¥ (1[0,211250 — 1,00 L2<0) = B(2),

EHO

where (B(z) : z € R) is a bilateral Brownian motion. Using Lemma 5.1 we have

_1/2( p— A%
" 1+0Jff 0:P)(z,v,7)B(z)dz du(v, ) (2.12)

— 7fde On p”rgz(x,v,r) du(v,r))

1+ dz ¥ (10 4 1a>0 — 1[z,011a<0)@ ff (@, v,7) du(v r))

= 1+*U§X(Jd$(1[o,m]1m>o 1{z,0lz<0) Jf (x,v,7) du(v r)))

— 1 X 1~ 1o 7
=158 (pﬂw(w,r)du(vﬂ")) (2.13)
We conclude that
e (Koo — ATp) =5 —cX(PP), (2.14)
where
~ p ~ ! / ! ! p ! / ! /
= = 1 .
x) 1+Uffrg0(x,v,r)du(v,r) 1+JJ-JT<,0(( +o)x, v’ r') du(v',r")
(2.15)
Putting together (2.14), (2.8)-(2.10) and (2.11) we have shown that
£ (p) 2 €% () = X (8- PP) = X (CP), (2.16)

where C' = I — P. By the same argument used for £¥, this identifies £ as the
centered Gaussian field with covariance

E(fy(%@)gy(w)) = E(gX(CSE)gX(ClZ))

”m r’Co(a(l +0),0,7)CP(a(1 + o), v,r)dzdp(v,r),
= H—Lo' J]J 7‘2090(?47 v, T)Cw(y, v, ’I“)dydu(v7 7”)
(OO

That means for the Fourier transforms

olk,v,r) = f em”kygo(y7 v, 7)dy
8



E(EY ()& (v m 200 (k, v, 7)*Cip(k, v, r)dkdu(v, ).
i.e. a covariance operator
2

P 22 P 2 g g
- c? = (r+( —2-7)P).
l+o l+o * (1+0)? 1+o

Remark 2.2. This is in agreement with formula (7.61) in [21].

Example 2.3. In the case du(v,7) = 3 (0u,(dv) + 0_y(dv))da(dr) we have
o =pa and m=0. Then,

Polw) = 5 (#(00) + 9le )
Col. ) = ot osolo ) = 5o Fu0).

2.2. Equilibrium fluctuations in the Euler scaling

Recall that the interparticle distance is of order ¢, i.e. the coordinates (z, v, )
are already rescaled in the Euler scale. Let X denote the free gas configuration
at time ¢:

X ={(z +vt,v,r) : (z,v,t) € X°}.
For any (z,v) € R? and ¢ > 0 define the flow

JE (w0, t) i=¢ Z F(Lp<o] lo<i<o+(w—2)t] — L] [t (w—5)t<i<a])-
(2,5,7)eX*
(2.17)
For any fixed (x,v), the expectation of j(z,v,t) is given by
j(@,v,t) == Ej*(z,v,1)

= ijﬂ dz dp(0,7) 7 (L <o)l [p<s<ot(v—5)t] — L[p>v] Lo+ (v—p)t<i<a])

—pf J-Jroov—v )t du(v,7) —&-pJ f 0) t du(o,7)

= tvo — tm. (2.18)

We have the following limit as a consequence of the law of large numbers

Jj(x,v,t) i Jjlx,u,t) = t(vo — ). (2.19)



T+ vt

yv,!(“”)

/'y

Fi1c 1. Upper figure: The ideal gas trajectory (x + vt)ier and the trajectories of the other par-
ticles, whose associated lengths are positive and represented by horizontal segments. Bottom:
the associated quasi-particle trajectory yo ¢(x).

For any (x,v) € R? and t > 0, we define
Ypio(®) i= 2+ mg(XF) + vt + j° (2,0, 1), (2.20)
see Fig. 1; its average is
Yot(z) = Ey; 4(z) = 2(1 +0) + vt + j(z,v,t) = 2(1 + o) + tv(l + o) — tT.
We say that yit(:r) is the position at time ¢ of the quasi-particle with velocity
v starting from z (see Figure 1). Notice that this definition is valid for all z, v,

it does not require that (z,v) are points in X°¢.

By (2.19)
You—y > v (o),
’ e—0
where the effective velocity is given by
vt (0) = vl +0) — 7 (2.21)

We have that, by (2.1), the free gas empirical length measure at time ¢ satisfies

Nip:=¢ 2 ro(x + vt,v,7) g pfff ro(x + vt,v,r) dr dp(v,r) = o).

(z,v,r)eXe

The X-fluctuation field at time ¢ satisfies

Fp) = e (NP = Cpp) 5 ¥ (), (2:22)
10



where

or(x,v,7r) = p(x + tv,v,r).

The hard rod configuration and empirical measure at time ¢ are given by

}/tE = {(yf},t(x)avar) : (.CE,’U,T’) € Xe}a

Kf‘ﬂ =€ Z r@(yﬂ%r) =& Z T@(yi,t(x)fuvr)'

(y,v,r)EYE (z,v,r)eXe

Using (2.6) and similar argument used at the beginning of section 2.1, we have

the LLN for K7:

Kio— 0 |[[ retvesto). o duto.r)

— J J o f P (a1 + o) + v ()1, v,7) dr ) dp(o,7)

__Pr Jjjrgo(y,v,r)dydu(v,r)= P Lop-

1+o0 1+o0
We define the Y-fluctuation field at time ¢ by

€% (¢) == e 2 (Kfp — EKf ).

In order to shorten notations in the following we set m = 0, the extension to

the case m # 0 is straightforward. We have

Kfp —EKfp = (Kjp — Ajp) + (Ajp —EAfp) — (EKF @ — EAf¢).(2.23)

where

Ajp:i=c¢ Z ro((x +vt)(1+0),v,7).

(z,v,r)eX®
The last term in (2.23) gives
e (EKT ¢ —E4] )

:E(51/2 Z r[@(x+m§(X€)+vt+j5(x,v,t),v,r)
(z,v,r)eXe

- cp((ac +vt)(1 + O’),U,T‘)])

= E(51/2 Z r(0ye)((z + vt)(1 + o), v,7)

(z,v,r)eXe

x (m§(X7) + (@, v,t) = (z + vt)o) ) + RS

_ JJ.J- r(0y) ((z + vt) (1 + g)7v7,,)151—1/2

(2.24)

(2.25)



x E[m§(X®) + j°(z,v,t) — (z + vt)o|dz du(v,r) + R}
= Rj, (2.26)

where RS is of smaller order in e. The identity (2.25) follows from the Slyvniak-
Mecke formula and from (2.5) and (2.18). By (2.3) the second term in (2.23)
gives

& ey law ~
51/2(At —EA;) 0 ftX(Sﬁt)a
where
ot(z,v,1r) = @((z +vt)(1 + 0),1},7“).
Finally, the first term in (2.23) gives
e (K5 — AS )

=l Z r[cp(x+m§(X€)+vt+j5(x,v,t),v,r) —<p((a:+vt)(1—|—o),v,7‘)]
(z,v,r)eX=

= b2 Z r(@wcp)((x +vt)(1 + a),v,r) (m§(X®) + j%(x,v,t) — o(x + vt)) + R
(z,v,r)eX=

=c Z r(02) (@ + vt) (1 + J),v,r)s_l/Q(mg(XE) + j%(x,v,t) — o(z + vt)) + R;,
(z,v,r)EX®
(2.27)

where R is smaller order. It can be easily shown that

e 1245(0,0,t) := £'/2 Z 7 (1[p<0)1[0<z<—ot] = Lip=0]1[~st<z<0]) (2.28)

(z,0,7)eXe

converges in law to a Wiener process B (t,0) with a finite variance. By applying
Lemma 5.1 we have

€ Z r((?wgo)((ﬂc +vt)(1+0),v, r)s_l/QjE(O, 0,t)

(xz,v,r)EX®
ﬂBtO depvr J ©)((z+vt)(1 +0),v,r)dz = 0.
Consequently we can write (2.27) as

€ 2 r(0x0) ((z + vt)(1 + o), v,7)
(z,v,r)eXe (229)

x e V2 (mE(X®) + 5% (z,v,t) — j5(0,0,t) — o(x + vt)) + R5.
0 ] » Y j 0 t
Remark that

ms(X®) + j%(x,v,t) = 55(0,0,t) + mI T (X}),
12



and the first term in (2.29) can be written as

€ Z r(020) ((x + vt) (1 + 0),v,7)e 2 (mFT (XF) — o(x + vt)). (2-30)

(zv,r)EX®

By (2.22) we have
e P (m§(X5) — o(x)) :i—’wo & (110,01 Lw=0) — Lw,0)Lw<0)) =t B(t, 2),

where, for any t > 0, B(t, ) is a double sided Wiener process in x € R. Then,
by Lemma 5.1, (2.30) converges in law to

pJHr(aM)((x +ot)(1+ 0),v,7) B(t, x + vt) da du(v, )

- pJer((?zap) (z(1+ 0),v,7) B(t, ) dx du(v,r)

14
l1+o

_ _1% & (r Hw(-,@ﬂ ap(5,7))

where @ (x,0,7) = ¢(x + 0t,0,7). Recalling Py defined in (2.15), we conclude
that

Jf &5 (0.1 w=0) — L[,01 1 [z<0]) 7 O B(@, v, 1) da dpu(v,7)

(Ko — Ajp) =5 —EX(PE). (2.31)
E—
Putting together (2.31), (2.24)-(2.26) we have shown that
£ law ~ ~ ~
75 (0) % & (0) == X (e — PE) = EX(CF),
where C':= I — P. Recalling (2.16), we have proven that

53/(90) = fg/(@t),

ie.
0l (9) = & (v 0p01) = & (v 0200).

In other words, in a weak sense ¢} satisfies the equation
o) + o0, =0,

which is the expected equation.
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3. Equilibrium Fluctuations in the diffusive scaling
3.1. Quasi-particles in the diffusing scaling

Recall the definition of j¢(z,v,t) given by (2.28) for any (z,v) € R?. and the
corresponding convergence (2.19). We look now at this flow in a larger, diffusive,
time scale, and we have that

J(@,v,e7t) — (vo —m)e 't law, B;(v). (3.1)

e—0

where (Bt(v))veR =: B, is a family of Brownian motions in ¢ with covariance
given by (3.7) and initial value By(v) = 0 for all v. Notice in (3.1) that B(v)
does not depend on z. In fact we will see below that, given two points x and Z,
the variance of the difference j§ ,(x,v,e7't) —j5 ,(Z,v,e7't) is of order 2¢|z—Z|,
as there are around e~ !|z — 7| particles between z and #, and between z + vt
and 7 + vt, and each of those particles contributes €2 to the variance, see (3.5).
This explains why the limit in (3.1) does not depend on z.

Given a point (z,v) € R? recall that y5 ,(z) is defined by (2.20). As a conse-
quence of (3.1) we have

law
—

Ysem1p(@) — v (v)e ™'t y+ By(v), (3.2)

e—0

where y = z(1 + o). Observe that

Yo om14(2) — v (v)e 't =2 + m{(X®) — (1 + o)z + j(z,v,6't) — (vo —7)e .

Since mg 26 ox, the limit in (3.2) is equivalent to (3.1)
E—>
We compute explicitly the covariances. By (2.20) Observe that

€ Z Tlo<v]lz<z<et+(v—p)e-1t] = € Z Tlo<v]lex<t<ex+(v—o)t]s

(%,5,F)eX* (&,5,7)exe?

where X := {(c#,9,7) : (%,7,7) € X}, is obtained from X¢ by rescaling all
positions by a factor €, so that X < is a Poisson process of intensity measure
e 2pdu(v,r). We have that

v
E(EZ Z r/l[v/<v]1[Ex<x/<€x+(v—v’)t]) = tpjrf (U - U/)dlu’(vlv T)'
(z/ ' rex=? -

Define the fluctuation field

Elp)=c D, evr)—ceh=¢c  olex,o,r) = Cp).

(#,5,F)exe? (#,5,F)eXe
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As for &€, cf. (2.3), {6 converge to a centered Gaussian field §~ with the same
covariance as &, cf. (2.4). But £ and ¢ are independent. In fact consider two test
function ¢, ¥ such that {¢)» = 0 and ) = 0:

E(és(gp)ﬁe (1/))) =¢l/? Jf dp(v,r)r? Jtp(sz, v, m)Y(z,v, 1) do p— 0. (3.3)

e
Consider the function
Pexw,i (2, V") = Ly <o) L eo<ar<cat (v—v)t] = L] e+ (v—v/)t<a’<ca]s
where (z/,v,7') € X°". Then
Jxe(z,v,e M) — (vo —m)e Mt = 5X7€((P£z,v,t)
For © = 0 we have
Gxe(0,v,e ) — (vo —m)e 't % éx(@o,v,t)v

which has variance

Jff [5<v] Ljo<i<(v—5)t] + Lio=v]L[(v—t)t<i<0])dT du(D,7)  (3.4)

= pJFQ f_oo(v — D)tdu(o,7) + pJfQ J:O(ﬁ — v)tdu (v, 7)
- tpUmv — Bldu(B, 7) = tD(v).

Notice that D(v) > 0 except for the trivial y concentrated on a single velocity.

Computing the correlation for different initial position, assuming z < Z:
(fX’E (Pex,v t)fX’E(Sﬁsi,v,t)) (3.5)
= PJJJ (v <v] Leo<ar <czt+ (v—v)t] — L[or>o] L [eat(v_u)t<a’<ca])
X (Lo <o)L [emear<czt (0—v)t] — Ljwr>o)L[emt (v—v)t<ar <ez)) A’ dp(v',7)

=p Jff r2 (1[v'<v] 1[E$<I'<81}+(U—U/)t] 1[55<I'<€5+(v—v')t]

+ 1[v’>v]1[€w+(v—v’)t<w’<£w] 1[5§+(v—v’)t<az’<ai]>dx/ dILL(v,’ 7)

o[ [ T - vyt (@ - o)t

or f (e~ %) — (v —))du(s!,7)
+e(z— z)/t
v—e(T—x)/t v—e(T—x)/t
=plvt —e(z — 2)] er J du(v',r) — ptjrz J- v'du(v’,r)
—o —0
15



+ ple(z — ) — vt] f f (v’ r +th f v'du(v',r)
vte(T— :c)/t +e(z—x)/t
v—e(T—x)/t v—e(T—x)/t
=plvt —e(z — 2)] frz J du(v',r) — ptfr2 J- v'du(v’,r)

— plvt + e(@ — 2) f f u(v'r +ptj j vdu(v’,r)
+e(T—x) +e(@—1x)
| CR v’ldu(v’,r’) - (o).

It follows from (3.5) that two tagged quasi-particles with the same velocity are
asymptotically completely correlated and

2

) )

Considering the correlation at different velocities v < ©:

hm E (‘f 9069: v t) g 75(‘)00,1),15)

(£X ‘pax v t X (Sasz v t)) (36)

= pfff [v/<v] ]'[EI<:E <ex+(v—v')t] — 1[1} >v]1[ez+(v v )t<a! <ax])

1[1) <v]1[sz<z <ezx+(v—v')t] — 1[v’>U]1[sat+(§—v/)t<a:/<sx]) dx’ d/.}/(’l)/, T)

= Pfff [v <'l)]1 [ex<a’<ex+(v— v’)t] [ex<a’<ex+(V—0")t]

+ 1w sw) ewt+ @—v)t<a’ <ex] ex+ (v—v/)t<a’ <ex]

- 1[v<v’<i]1[6x+(v7v’)t<m’<sm] 1[€z<:c’<€x+(57v’)t]) da’ d/L(’Ul, T’)

=p fff r? (l[v’<v] 1[EI<I/<EI+(’U7’U’)t] + 1[v’>5] 1[€m+(?7v/)t<m’<ax]) dz’ du(vl7 T)

.y H g — )+ Loy (0 — ) du(t/,7)

=: tI'(v, D)
Noting that

]-[v’<v](v - ’U/) + 1[v’>U](U/ 7ﬁ) = (|U - ’U/| + |U/ 7@| - (@ - ’U)),

DN | =

we have that
_ 1
F(v,v)=§<D( ) +D@) — (v—v) Jfr du(v',r) (3.7

Remark 3.1. The expression (3.7) for the covariance corresponds to the Lévy
Chentsov field, see details in [12].
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From (3.6) we can see immediately that I'(v,7) > 0. In the particular case
where there are only two velocities admitted, for example du(v, ) = 6,(dr) % (6_1(dv) + 61(dv)),
we have D(+1) = pa? and I'(1,—1) = 0. Typically this decorrelation happens
only when two velocities at most are present.

3.2. Diffusive evolution of density fluctuations

Define the fluctuation field at diffusive scaling as
—Y,e — e — ]‘
20 = Y relyie @) — v @) o] - ().
(z,v,r)EXE

Notice that this is recentered on the Euler characteristics.
Define
B, (Y, v,7) = ga(y + Bt(v),v,r).
The next theorem contains our main result.
Theorem 3.2.
20°(0) 52X () = 55 (v8)),

e—0

where By = (B(v))yer s a family of Wiener processes with covariance
E(B:(v), Bi(w)) = tI'(v, w)

with T defined in (3.6). Furthermore B; is independent from =y . More formally

- fffw(y + By(v),v,7)d&} (y,v,7)

— JJJTC'@((I + o)z + Bt(“)’w)dfé‘(a:,v,,n). (3.8)

We prove this theorem after some comments. By (3.8), Z} solves the stochas-
tic differential equation

0=} (¢) = 2E) (D2p)dt — m V) (U, 0, 1) AB ()Y (3, v, 7),

or in the time integrated form:



where the last term is a martingale with quadratic variation

[ ([[[VP@@ew e w.en)as = [ = (Do) as. 39)

The expectation of the quadratic variation (3.9) is given by

Hf@ ©)2(y, v, r)dy du(v, 7).

Proof of Theorem 3.2. In order to simplify notation we set m = 0, the extension
to general 7 # 0 is straightforward. Denote

Bi (w,v) = j(z,v,e" ) —ove 't BS = BS(X®) = {B(x,v), (x,v) € R?}.
By (3.1) B converges in law to the field of Brownian motions
Bf % By = (By(v))oek- (3.10)
Then we can rewrite
=)= e B releie )+ B o] - (o)
zv,r)EX®

+e Z T(aygp)[o:(l +o)+ Bf(x,v),v,r]afl/z (m§(X§) —ox) + Ry,
(z,v,r)eXe
(3.11)
where R; — 0 in law.

We deal with the first term on the RHS of (3.11).
By (2.3) and (3.10), the couple (£, Bf) converges jointly in law to (£X,B,).
By (3.3) they are independent. By the mapping theorem ([3], chapter 1, Sectlon
2) we have that the first term on the RHS of (3.11) converges in law to &X(3;)

where
@t(xa v, T) = QO(J?(I + U) + Bt('U),’U,T).

About the second term of (3.11), combining the argument above and the one
used in (2.12) to (2.13) this converges in law to —¢*(Pg;), where P is the
operator defined in (2.15), i

Ppi(x) = J-J rg(x, v, r)dp(v,r) = ig JJT(p(Z‘(l-FO’)-I—Bt(U),U,T)dM(U,T‘).
Then by (2.16), recalling that C' = I — P, and the above we have that
EY (¢) == im E°(¢) = (1) — EX5(PP) = €X(C@1) = € (pp,). O

Formally, choosing ¢y, ., (7,v,7) = e27*p(r)§(v — w), we have that

Bk, w,t) := EY (prw) = f g (y,r,v)e? B o (1) (0 — w)
18



= & (T H(5(- — )

satisfies the SDE
(27k)?

d@(kjaw,t) == 9

D(w)p(k,w,t) + i2rkp(k, w, t)dBy(w).

Notice that |@(k,w,t)|* = |§(k,w,0)|* for any k, a persistence on the macro-
scopic scale of the complete integrability of the dynamics also at the level of
these fluctuations.

Remark 3.3. Since we consider also systems where lengths r can be negative,
in the case that ¢ = 0 and 7 = 0 the macroscopic evolution of fluctuations
in the Euler scaling is the same as the independent point particles. But in the
diffusive scaling the fluctuations have non trivial behaviour.

4. A remark about inhomogeneous initial distribution

Let fo(x,v,7) be a nice non-negative bounded function on R3 and X< the Poisson
process on R? with intensity ¢~ fo(z, v, 7)dx dv dr.

In the Euler scaling, the empirical distribution of the free gas converges to
the solution of
atft(x7 v, T) + Ua:rft(xa v, T) = 07

with initial condition given by fo. For the rods density this corresponds to the
equation
atgt (y, v, T') + ay (veﬁ(yv v, t)gt (y, v, T)) = Oa

§§7(v — w)ge(y, w, r)dwdr
1— §§rg:(y, w,r)dwdr

v (y,v,t) = v+

as proven in [12].

For generic initial conditions, we can guess that, if the initial density f is
absolutely continuous in the x and v coordinates, then it satisfies that the limit
as t — o of fi(z,v,r) is constant in z, that is, f;(z,v,7) — pf(v,r), for some
pe R, and f(v,r). This suggests that in a diffusive time scale the system essen-
tially behaves like if it is a stationary state determined by a Poisson point field
pf(v,r)dx dv dr, and the analysis for the macroscopic fluctuations of Section 3
applies.

5. A limit theorem for Poisson process

Lemma 5.1. Let p(x,v,7) a smooth function on R® with compact support in
x, and {B¢(x),x € R} a process converging in law to {B(zx),z € R}. Then

lime Y. re(e,v,r)B () lazwpfﬂw(x,u,rw(x) dz du(v, 7).
19
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Proof. Since ¢ is a smooth function we can approximate both sides by step
functions, so that it is enough to prove that

1
lime Y ljpco<yB () @pf B(z) dz. (5.1)
0

e—0
(z,v,r)eX®

Since in this limit (v,7) are not involved, to simplify notation we will ignore
them. The positive random measure M€ on [0, 1] defined by

ME@/’) =€ Z 1[0<x<1]1/}(33)» /(/) € C(07 1)7

(z,v,r)eXe

converges a.s. to the Lebesgue measure dx on [0, 1]. Then, by the generalization
of Slutsky’s theorem in Theorem 2.7 (v) in [24], the couple (M¢, B®) converges
in law to (dx, B).

Let F'(1,) be a continuous function on M ([0,1])xC(0,1). Then F(M¢, BF)
F(dz, B) in law. Apply this to

() = j () du(a),

and (5.1) follows. O
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